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ENTROPY, CHAOS AND WEAK HORSESHOE FOR INFINITE DIMENSIONAL
RANDOM DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

WEN HUANG AND KENING LU

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the complicated dynamics of infinite dimensional random dynam-
ical systems which include deterministic dynamical systems as their special cases in a Polish space.
Without assuming any hyperbolicity, we proved if a continuous random map has a positive topological
entropy, then it contains a topological horseshoe. We also show that the positive topological entropy
implies the chaos in the sense of Li-Yorke. The complicated behavior exhibiting here is induced by the
positive entropy but not the randomness of the system.

1. INTODUCTION

Entropy plays an important role in the study of behavior of dynamical systems. It measures the
rate of increase in dynamical complexity as the system evolves with time. The measure-theoretic
entropy was introduced in 1950’s by Kolmogorov [36] and Sinai [61] for studying measurable dynamical
systems. Sinai [60] studied an ergodic measure preserving automorphism f of a Lebesgue space (X, u)
and proved that if the measure-theoretic entropy of f is positive, then f contains factor automorphisms
which are isomorphic to Bernoulli shifts.

The topological entropy was first introduced in 1965 by Adler, Konheim and McAndrew for studying
dynamical systems in topological spaces. In metric spaces a different definition of topological entropy
was introduced by Bowen in 1971 and independently Dinaburg in 1970. A fundamental problem is
to characterize the chaotic behavior of orbits of a C* (k > 0) dynamical system f topologically or
geometrically (in terms of horseshoe) in the presence of positive topological entropy.

In his remarkable paper [30], A. Katok proved that for a measure preserving hyperbolic C? diffeo-
morphism on a compact Riemannian manifold, the positive entropy implies the existence of a Smale
horseshoe.

Without assuming any hyperbolicity, Blanchard, Glasner, Kolyada, and Maass [8] showed that for
a homeomorphism on a compact metric space X, the positive topological entropy implies the chaos in
the sense of Li-Yorke [39], i.e., there is a subset S of X, which is a union of countably many Cantor
sets, and k > 0 such that for every pair x1, xo of distinct points in S, the following holds.

lim inf d(f" (21), f*(22)) =0,
limsupd(f"(z1), f"(z2)) = k.

n—-+o0o
However, this result does not yield the existence of a horseshoe.

Recently, Lian and Young obtained remarkable results on the implication of positive entropy for
infinite dimensional deterministic dynamical systems. In [41], they extended Katok’s results to C?
differentiable maps with a nonuniformly hyperbolic compact invariant set supported by an invariant
measure in a separable Hilbert space. In their second paper [42], Lian and Young went much further
and studied a C? semiflow in a Hilbert space and proved that if it has a nonuniformly hyperbolic
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compact invariant set supported by an invariant measure, then the positive entropy implies the exis-
tence of horseshoes. In this case, the semiflow may have one simple zero Lyapunov exponent, which
implies that the associated time-one map restricted to this invariant set is partially hyperbolic with
one-dimensional center direction. This result is new even for flow generated by ordinary differential
equations.

The proofs of the results obtained by Katok and Lian-Young rely on not only the positive of entropy
but also the hyperbolic geometric structures of systems. The horseshoes are constructed by using stable
and unstable manifolds.

In present paper, we study C? infinite dimensional random dynamical systems which include de-
terministic dynamical systems as their special cases in a Polish space. Without assuming any hyper-
bolicity, we proved if a continuous random map has a positive topological entropy, then it contains
a topological horseshoe. We also show that the positive topological entropy implies the chaos in the
sense of Li-Yorke. The complicated behavior exhibiting here is induced by the positive entropy but
not the randomness of the system.

Since there is no any hyperbolic geometric structure available, we take a different approach. We
use Rohlin’s theory of Lebesques systems as a basic tool and utilize the disintegration of measures,
Pinsker algebra, entropy, and ergodic theory. To overcome the obstacle due to lack of hyperbolicity,
we construct an “independent” partition with an equal conditional probability measure fi, for almost
all y via the disintegration of a measure relative to a factor. This partition is the key for constructing
the horseshoe. Other challenges are: (i) the infinite dimensional dynamical systems generated, for
example, by parabolic PDEs are not invertible and (ii) the phase space is not locally compact.

Let (2, F, P) be a probability space and (6™),ez be a measurable P-measure preserving dynamical
system on €. A discrete time random dynamical system (or a cocycle) on a metric space X over the
dynamical system 6™ is a measurable map

dn, ) Ax X =X, (w,z)— ¢(n,w,z), fornecZ"
such that the map ¢(n,w) := ¢(n,w, ) forms a cocycle over 6™:
?(0,w) =1Id, for all we Q,
d(n+m,w) = ¢(n,0mw)p(m,w), forall m,necZ", weq.
When ¢(n,w,-) : X — X is continuous, ¢(n,w,x) is called a continuous random dynamical system.

Replacing Z and Z* by R and RT repectively gives a continuous time random dynamical system, see
Section 2 for details.

A typical example of random dynamical systems is the solution operator for a stochastic differential
equation:

d
dry = fo(xe)dt + Z fu(we) o dBf
k=1
where z € R4, fi,0 < k < d, are smooth vector fields, and B, = (B}, ,Bf) is the standard d-
dimensional Brownian motion defined on the probability space (2, F, P) and dBf is the Stratonovich
differential. Here, (2, F,P) is the classic Wiener space, i.e., Q@ = {w : w(-) € C(R,R?%),w(0) = 0}
endowed with the open compact topology so that €2 is a Polish space and P is the Wiener measure.
Define a measurable dynamical system 6° on the probability space (Q,F, P) by the Wiener shift
(O'w)(-) = w(t ++) — w(t) for t > 0. It is well-known that P is invariant and ergodic under #*. This
measurable dynamical system 6? is also called a metric dynamical system. It models the noise of the
system.
We consider a random set K € FQB(X) and use K (w) to denote its w-section {z € X | (w,z) € K}.

K is said to be invariant under ¢(n,w)(z) if for all n € Z*

p(n,w)K(w) C K(0"w) P —a.s..
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Examples of such random invariant sets in applications are the global random attractors of dissipative
stochastic partial differential equations.

We study the complicated dynamics of infinite dimensional random dynamical systems restricted
to random invariant sets. We assume that (2, F, P, 0) is a Polish system (see Section 3) and the phase
space X is a Polish space with the distance function d. We consider a continuous random dynamical
system ¢(n,w,x) and write the time-one map ¢(1,w,x) as ¢(w)(z) := ¢(1,w,z). Then ¢(w) is the
so-called random map. This random map generates the random dynamical system:

$(0"'w) - p(w) (@), n >0,

Our main result can be stated as follows.

Main Theorem. Let ¢ be an injective continuous random dynamical system on a Polish space X
over an ergodic Polish system (Q, F, P,6). Let K be a random ¢-invariant set with compact w-section
K(w) such that p(w)(K(w)) = K(6w). If the topological entropy is positive, i.e.,

htop(¢alc) > 0)
then

(i) the dynamics of ¢ restricted to K is chaotic;
(ii) ¢ restricted to K has a weak horseshoe of two symbols;
(iii) 4n addition, if (Q, F, P,0) is a compact metric system and K(w), w € Q is a strongly compact
random set, then ¢ restricted to K has a full horseshoe of two symbols.

¢ has a weak horseshoe of two symbols if there exist subsets Uy, Us of X such that the following
properties hold

(1) Uy and Uy are non-empty, bounded, and closed and d(Uy,Usy) > 0.
(2) there is a constant b > 0 satisfying for P-a.e. w € Q, there exists My, € N such that for any

natural number m > M, ,, there is a subset Jp,, C {0,1,2,--- ,m—1} with |Jp,,| > bm (positive
density), and for any s € {1,2}7m, there exists z, € K (w) with ¢(j, w, ) € Us(j) N K (67w) for
any j € Jp,.

By a full horseshoe of two symbols we mean that there exist subsets Uy, Us of X such that the
following properties hold

(1) Uy and U; are non-empty, bounded, and closed subsets of X and d(U;,Uz) > 0.

(2) there is a constant b > 0 satisfying for P-a.e. w € Q, there exists J(w) C Ny such that the
limit limy,— 400 =|J(w) N {0,1,2,- -+ ,m — 1}| exists and is larger than or equal to b (positive
density), and for any s € {1,2}7) there exists zs € K(w) with ¢(j,w, zs) € Ugjy N K(09w)
for any j € J(w).

The horseshoe here is an extension of Smale’s horseshoe. The main difference is that the time spent
by the orbit ¢(j,w,zs) bouncing between U; and Uj is nonuniform.

We point out that the random dynamical systems ¢ generated by both random parabolic PDEs and
random wave equations are continuous and injective.

For deterministic dynamical systems, we have the following result ( see [25] for topological dynamical
systems in compact metric spaces and [31] for C*-dynamics).

Corollary. Let f be an injective continuous map on a Polish space X. Let K be a compact invariant
set of f. If the topological entropy is positive, i.e.,

htop(fa IC) > 07

then f|x has a full horseshoe of two symbols.



Random dynamical systems arise in the modelling of many phenomena in physics, biology, clima-
tology, economics, etc. when uncertainties or random influences, called noises, are taken into account.
These random effects are not only introduced to compensate for the defects in some deterministic mod-
els, but also are often rather intrinsic phenomena. The need for studying random dynamical systems
was pointed out by Ulam and von Neumann [63] in 1945. It has flourished since the 1980’s due to the
discovery that stochastic ordinary differential equations generate finite dimensional random dynamical
systems through the efforts of Harris, Elworthy, Baxendale, Bismut, Ikeda, Kunita, Watanabe, and
others. Random dynamical systems are nonuniform in nature in terms of hyperbolicity. There is an
extensive literature on the nonuniformly hyperbolic theory and the ergodic theory for both indepen-
dent and identically distributed random transformations and stationary random dynamical systems,
which we refer to Arnold [4], Kifer [32] [34], B3], Ledrappier and Young [37, 38|, Liu and Qian [44], Liu
[43], Kifer and Liu [35], and the references therein.

The study of infinite dimensional random dynamical systems was initiated by Ruelle in [54] 55] where
the Oseledets’ multiplicative ergodic theorem and Pesin’s stable manifold theorem were established
in a Hilbert space, and the notion of random attractor was introduced. Infinite dimensional random
dynamical systems are usually generated by stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) and
contain randomness in many ways, such as stochastic forcing, uncertain parameters, random sources
or inputs, and random initial and boundary conditions. There is a vast amount of works on the ergodic
theory, the existence of random attractors and the theory of invariant manifold. We do not attempt to
give an exhaustive list of references. Results on ergodic theory can be found in Mane [46], Thieullen
[62], Schaumléffel and Flandoli [57], Da Prato and Zabczyk [17], E, Khanin, Mazel, and Sinai [19],
Hairer and Mattingly [24], Lian and Lu [40]. For the existence of random attractors we refer to Crauel,
Debussche, and Flandoli [14], Crauel and Flandoli [I5], Schmalfuss [58], and Bates, Lu, and Wang [6].
Theory of random invariant manifolds can be found in Da Prato and Debussche [16], Mohammed and
Scheutzow [47], Duan, Lu and Schmalfuss [I8], and Mohammed, Zhang, and Zhao [48]. The problem
we study here is about the complicated dynamical behavior on random invariant sets such random
attractors.

We organize the paper as follows. In Section 2, we introduce basic concepts concerning random
dynamical systems and random invariant sets and state our main results. In Section 3, we review some
of basic concepts and results from measurable dynamical systems and introduce some basic lemmas.
The proof of the main result is given in Section 4 and Section 5.

2. STATEMENT OF RESULTS

In this section, we first review some of the basic concepts on RDS, which are taken from Arnold [4].
Then we state our main results.

2.1. Random Dynamical Systems. Let (2, F, P) be a probability space and T denote one of the
sets: R, R*, Z, and ZT. T is endowed with its Borel o-algebra B(T). Let § = (6!);cr be a measurable
P-measure preserving flow on €, see Arnold [4]. (Q,F, P,6") is called a metric dynamical system over
the probability space (€2, F, P). This metric dynamical system models the evolution of noise of the
system. For the discrete time metric dynamical system, we replace R by Z.

As an example, we take (2, F, P) to be the Wiener space, i.e., 2 = {w : w(-) € C(R,U),w(0) =0}
for some separable Hilbert space U endowed with the compact open topology, F = B(Q2) and P is the
Wiener measure for a trace class covariance operator () on U. In fact, €2 is a Polish space. We define
a measurable flow #' on the probability space (2, F,P) by the Wiener shift (0'w)(-) = w(t + ) — w(t)
for t € R. It is well-known that P is invariant and ergodic under 6.

A random dynamical system in a metric space X over the metric dynamical system (Q, F, P, 0?) is
a measurable map

p:TxQAxX =X, (tw,x)— é(t,w,z),
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and ¢(t,w)(x) := ¢(t,w,x) forms a cocycle:
¢(0,w) =1Id, forall weQ,

o(t+ s,w) = o(t,0°w) o p(s,w), forall s,teT, weAN.
When ¢(t,w,-) : X — X is continuous, ¢ is called a continuous random dynamical system.

As we mentioned in the introduction, a typical example in finite dimensional space is the solution
operator of stochastic differential equations.

An infinite dimensional random dynamical system can be generated by the solutions of partial
differential equations driven by a stochastic process of the form

up = Au+ f(u,z,0w), x€U

with the Dirichlet boundary condition or the Neumann boundary, where U C R" is a bounded region
with a smooth boundary. It can also be generated by the solutions of stochastic partial differential
equations of the form

du = (Au + F(u))dt + dW,

where A is an elliptic operator, F' is a smooth nonlinear functional, and dW is a white noise given as
the generalized temporal differential of a Wiener process with continuous paths in the phase space.

Other examples of random dynamical systems are generated by the solutions of stochastic differential
equations driven by a fractional Brownian motion [21].

2.2. Random Invariant Sets and Random Attractors. We first recall that a multifunction M =
(M (w))weq of nonempty closed sets M (w), w € Q, contained in X is called a random set if

wr inf  d(x,
ot (z,y)

is a random variable for any x € X. A random set M is invariant for random dynamical system ¢ if
o(t,w, M(w)) C M(Ow) for t>0.

A random set A = {A(w) }weq of X is called a global random attractor for ¢ if the following conditions
are satisfied, for P-a.e. w € (),

(i) A(w) is compact;

(ii) {A(w)}wen satisfies for t > 0:

¢(t7 W, A(W)) = A(etw)7
(iii) {A(w)}weq attracts every tempered random set B = { B(w)}weq, that is,
tllglo d(o(t,0_4w, B(0_w)), A(w)) =0,

where d is the Hausdorff semi-metric given by d(Y, Z) = sup,cy inf.cz ||y —z||x forany ¥ C X
and Z C X.

The study of global random attractors was initiated by Ruelle [54]. The fundamental theory of global
random attractors for stochastic partial differential equations was developed by Crauel, Debussche,
and Flandoli [I4], Crauel and Flandoli [15], Flandoli and Schmalfuss [20], Imkeller and Schmalfuss
[27], and others. It has recently attracted more attention due to new equations and models arising in
applications such as stochastic infinite dimensional lattice dynamical systems [5].

Due to the unbounded fluctuations in the systems caused by the white noise, the concept of pull-
back global random attractor was introduced to capture the essential dynamics with possibly extremely
wide fluctuations. This is significantly different from the deterministic case.
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2.3. Main Result. In this paper, we study the complicated dynamics of infinite dimensional random
dynamical systems restricted to random invariant sets such as global attractors. We assume that
(Q,F,P,0) is a Polish system (see Section 3) and X is a Polish space with the distance function d.
We consider a continuous random dynamical system ¢(n,w,x) generated by a random map ¢(w)(x)
defined on X over the metric dynamical system (€2, F, P,0), i.e.,

$(0"'w) - p(w)(x), n >0,

¢(n7w7x):{l n:O,

Here, ¢(w) : X — X is continuous almost surely.
We consider a ¢-invariant random set K € F ® B(X) with compact w-section K (w). For w € €,
e >0 and n > 1, we define

E(ry) = max d(o(k,w,2),6(k,w,y)), for .y € X.

A subset E of K(w) is called (w,n, e, ¢)-separated subset of K(w) if for all x,y € E,x # y, one has
d¥(x,y) > e. We denote by r, (K, w, €, ¢) the maximal cardinality of all (w,n, €, ¢)-separated subset of
K. The topological entropy of (¢, K) based on Bowen and Dinaburg’s definition is given by

1
htop (¢, K) = lim limsup—/ log ry (K, w, €,)dP(w).
Q

€20 nstoo N
See, Bogenschutz [10] and Kifer [33] for related notions in the case of X being compact.

Let ¢ be an injective continuous random dynamical system on Polish space X over an ergodic
Polish system (2, F, P,0). Let K be a ¢-invariant random set with compact w-section K (w) such
that ¢(w)(K(w)) = K(Ow). Subsets Uy, Us of X is called weak Horseshoe of (¢, K), if the following
properties hold

(1) Uy and Ujy are non-empty, closed, and bounded subsets of X and d(Uy,Us) > 0.
(2) there is a b > 0 satisfying for P-a.e. w € €, there exists M;,, € N such that for any natural

number m > My, there is a subset J,, C {0,1,2,--- ,m — 1} with |J,| > bm(positive
density), and for any s € {1,2}’/m, there exists z, € K(w) with ¢(j,w,zs) € Uyjy N K (07w) for
any j € Jp,.

The first result is on the existence of a weak horseshoe.

Theorem 2.1. Let ¢ be an injective continuous random dynamical system on Polish space X over an
ergodic Polish system (Q,F,P,0). Let K be a ¢-invariant random set with compact w-section K (w)
such that ¢(w)(K(w)) = K(0w). If hiop(p, K) > 0, then there exists a weak Horseshoe {Uy,Us} for

(¢, K).

Let (22, F, P,0) be a compact metric system. Namely, Q is a compact metric space, F is the Borel
o-algebra Bq of €0, P is a Borel probability measure on 2 and 4 : {2 — €) is a continuous map preserving
the measure P.

A multifunction M = (M (w))weq of nonempty closed sets M (w), w € €, contained in X is called a
strongly compact random set if the following conditions are satisfied, for each w € €,

(i) M(w) is compact.

(ii) the function w + infyc () d(,y) is lower semi-continuous for any = € X.
It is not hard to see that if a multifunction M = (M (w))yeq of nonempty closed sets M (w), w € €,
contained in X such that the set |J cq{w} x M(w) is a compact subset of 2 x X, then M is strongly
compact random set.

By a full horseshoe of two symbols we mean that there exist subsets Uj,Us of X such that the
following properties hold

(1) Uy and Ujy are non-empty, closed, and bounded subsets of X and d(U;,Us) > 0.
6



(2) there is a constant b > 0 satisfying for P-a.e. w € €, there exists J(w) C Ny such that the
limit limy,— 400 =|J(w) N {0,1,2,- -+ ,m — 1}| exists and is larger than or equal to b (positive
density), and for any s € {1,2}/(“) there exists z, € K(w) with ¢(j,w,z,) € Uysijy N K (07w)
for any j € J(w).

The second result is the existence of a full horseshoe.

Theorem 2.2. Let ¢ be an injective continuous random dynamical system on Polish space X over
an ergodic compact metric system (Q, F, P,0) satisfying the map (w,z) — ¢(w)zx is a continuous map
from Qx X to X. Let K be a ¢-invariant strongly compact random set such that ¢(w)(K(w)) = K(fw).
If hiop(¢p, KK) > 0, then there exists a full Horseshoe {Uy,Us} for (¢, K).

As a consequence, we have

Corollary 2.3. Let ¢ be an injective continuous on Polish space X and K be a ¢-invariant compact
set. If hiop(@, K) > 0, then there exists a full Horseshoe {Uy,Us} for (¢, K).

The notion of Li-Yorke chaos was introduced in [39] for interval maps. With a small modification
this notion can be extended to a metric space. Following the idea of Li and Yorke, a subset D of
K (w), is called k-chaotic set for (w,¢), where w € Q and k > 0, if for every pair (x1,x2) of distinct
points in D, one has

liminf d(¢(n, w, 1), p(n,w, x2)) = 0 and limsup d(p(n,w,x1), ¢p(n,w,x2)) > K.

n——+00 n——+o0o
The final result is about the positive entropy implying the existence of Li-Yorke chaos.

Theorem 2.4. Let ¢ be an injective continuous random dynamical system on Polish space X over an
ergodic Polish system (Q,F,P,0). Let K be a ¢-invariant random set with compact w-section K (w)
such that ¢p(w)(K (w)) = K (0w). If hiop(@, K) > 0, then there exists k > 0 such that for P-a.e. w € Q
there is a k-chaotic set S(w) C K(w) of a union of countably many Cantor sets for (w, ).

3. BAasic CONCEPTS AND LEMMAS ON MEASURABLE DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

In this section, we review some of basic concepts and results from the theory of measurable dynamical
systems and introduce several lemmas that we need for the proofs of the main theorems.

3.1. Various Dynamical Systems. In this paper for a probability space (X, B, u) we always require
that B is countably generated (p-mod 0), that is, there exists {A4;}7°, C B such that for any A € B
and € > 0 there is i := i(A4,¢) € N satisfying u(AAA;) < e. A measure-theoretic dynamical system
(MDS) (X, B, u, T) is a measure-preserving map 7" on a probability space (X, B, ).

A Polish probability space (X, Bx, ) means that X is a separable topological space whose topology
is metrizable by a complete metric, Bx is the Borel g-algebra, and p is a Borel probability measure
on X. A Polish system (X,Bx,u,T) is a measure-preserving map 7T on a Polish space (X, Bx,u). A
Lebesgue system (X, B, u, T) is a measure-preserving map 7' on a Lebesgue space (X, B, 1) (see [53]).
For a Polish system (X, Bx, 11, 1), the MDS (X, By, 1, T') constitutes a Lebesgue system, where B), is
the completion of the Borel o-algebra By with respect to p.

A MDS (Y,D,v,S) is said to be a factor of (X,B,u,T) if there is a measure-preserving map
m: (X, B,u) = (Y,D,v) such that 7T = Sw. Equivalently, we say that (X, B, u,T) is an extension of
(Y,D,v,T). In this case, we also say 7 : (X,B,u,T) — (Y,D,v,S) is a factor map.

3.2. Conditional entropy. In this subsection, we first recall the notation of the conditional entropy
of a MDS. Then we state some results about the conditional entropy. Consider an MDS (X, B, i, T').
A partition of X is a family of pairwise disjoint sets in B whose union is X. For a given partition «
of X and z € X, we denote by a(z) the atom of a containing z.
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We denote the set of finite partitions of X by Px(B) or for simplicity Px. Given two partitions
a, B of X, « is said to be finer than 8 (denote by o = () if each element of « is contained in some
element of . Let aVB={ANB:A€ca,Becp}

For any given a € Px and any sub-o-algebra C of B, let

Hy() = 3 —p(A)log p(4) and Hy(alc) = 3 / W(1410) 1og B,u(141C)d,

Aca Aca
where E,(14]C) is the conditional expectation of the characterization function 14 of A with respect
to C. One standard fact states that H,(«|C) increases with respect to a and decreases with respect

to C. When T~!C C C, it is not hard to see that Hu(\/?:_ol T~'a|C) is non-negative and sub-additive
sequence for a given o € Px, so we can define

n—1

huy(T,a|C) = lim — \/T"a\C :mf H \/T ‘alC).

n—+oo n

The measure-theoretic entropy of p with respect to C is defined as

hu(T|C) = sup h,(T,a|C).
a€Px

Let m: (X,B,u, T) — (Y,D,v,S) be a factor map between two MDSes. We define the conditional
entropy of p with respect to w as
h(T|m) = by (T|7~H(D)).
The following result is a generalization of Abramov-Rohlin formula borrowed from [12].

Lemma 3.1. (Generalized Abramov-Rohlin formula) Let = : (X,B,u,T) — (Y,D,v,S) and ¢ :
(Y,B,v,S) = (Z,A;\,R) be two factor maps between two MDSes. Then ¥ omw : (X,B,u,T) —
(Z, A, \, R) is also a factor map between MDSes and

hu(T o ) = hy(T|w) + hy (S[¢)).
For a given Lebesgue system (X, B, u,T), let
X ={z = (2i)iez € X2 Ty =m0 € 7}
and (X, B,fi,T) be the natural extension of (X, B, u,T) (see [53, Section 3.7]). More precisely, for
n € Z,let I, x : X = X with I, x ((2;)icz) = @n for T = (2;)icz € XZ. Set
B, =1L, (B).

Clearly, B; D Bj,1 for each i € Z. Let Dg = UieZ B;. Then Dy is a algebra of subsets of X. The

Lebesgue measure i on Dy satisfies ﬂ(H;%X(A)) = u(A) for A € B and n € Z. B is the completion of
the o-algebra generated by Dy with respect to fi. The self-map T defined on X by

T((zi)icz) = (T3)icz = (Tit1)iez
is an invertible measure-preserving map on Lebesgue space (X, B, 1). Thus, (X, B, i, T) is an invertible
Lebesgue system.

Let IIx := Il x. Then Ilx : (X, 8,0, T) — (X, B, i, T) is a factor map, which is called the natural
extension of (X, B,u,T). In [52] it is proved that (X, B, i, T) is ergodic if and only if (X, B, u,T) is
ergodic.

The next lemma is on the entropy of the extended map conditional to the natural extension. Its
proof is given in Appendix A.

Lemma 3.2. Let Ilx : (X,B ,a T) — (X,B,u,T) be the natural extension of Lebesque system
(X,B,1,T). Then hy(T|llx) =
8



3.3. Relative Pinsker o-algebra. In this subsection, we recall some notations and results on the
relative Pinsker o-algebra.

Let (X, B, 1, T) be an invertible Lebesgue system. A T-invariant sub-c-algebra F (i.e., T71F = F)
of B determines an invertible Lebesgue factor (Y, D, v, S) of (X, B, u,T), that is, there exists a factor
map 7 : (X,B,u,T) = (Y,D,v,S) between two invertible Lebesgue systems such that 7—(D) = F.
This factor is unique, up to isomorphism (see for example [49, Section 4.1}).

For a factor map 7 : (X,B,u,T) — (Y,D,v,S) between two invertible Lebesgue systems, there is a
set of conditional probability measures {s, },cy with the following properties:

e /i, is a Lebesgue measure on X with (77 1(y)) =1 forally € Y.
e for each f € LY(X,pu), one has f € LY(X, u,) for v-a.e. y € Y, the map y — Jx fdpy is in

LY(Y,v) and [y ([y fduy) dv(y) = [y fdp.

In this case, we say that u = [, u,dv(y) is disintegration of p relative to the factor (Y,D,v,S).
The measures {y,} are essentially unique; that is, {y,} and {y} have the above properties, then
Hy = ,u; for v-a.e. y € Y. In particular, it follows that T'u, = pg, for v-a.e. y € Y. The conditional
expectations and the conditional measures are related by

(3.1) E.(fl7~'D)(z) = /X fdpr@) for pae zeX
for every f € LY(X, B, u).
The product of (X, B, u, T') with itself relative to factor (Y, D,v,S) is the MDS
(X x X, BxB,uxypuTxT),
where the measure
(0 0(B) = [ (g % ) (B) dv(y). VB € B x B
The measure p Xy p is T' x T-invariant and is supported on
Ry :={(z1,22) € X X X : w(x1) = 7(z2)}

since each measure p, X 1, is supported on 7= (y) x 7~ 1(y).
In the following, we are to introduce the relative Pinsker o-algebra for a factor map between two
invertible Lebesgue systems. First, we recall the relative Pinsker formula from [50, p.66].

Lemma 3.3. (Relative Pinsker formula) Let (X, B, u,T) be an invertible Lebesgue systems and A be
a sub-o algebra of B with T"* A= A. Then for any a, B € Px,

hu(T, 0V BA) = hy(T, B.A) + hy(T, |87V A)
where BT =\/,c, T™'B.
Let m: (X, B,u,T) — (Z, A, \, R) be a factor map between two invertible Lebesgue systems. Put

Py(r) ={A € B:h,(T,{A, X\ A}z (A)) = 0}.
It is well known that from Lemma [3.3]it follows that P, () is the smallest sub-c-algebra of B containing
{a € Px : hy(T,a|n71(A)) = 0} and T7H(P,(n)) = Pu(r). P,(r) is called the relative Pinsker o-
algebra of (X, B, 1, T') with respect to m. Note that

7T_1(A) C P,(m) C B.
There exist an invertible Lebesgue system (Y, D, v, S) and two factor maps
m (X, B,u,T)— (Y,D,v,S), m:(Y,D,v,S)— (Z, A\ R)

such that m o7 = 7 and 7 ' (D) = P,(m) (see for example [49]). The factor map 71 : (X, B, 1, T) —
(Y,D,v,S) is called the Pinsker factor of (X, B, u,T) with respect to 7.
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The following result is well known (see for example [8, Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.3] or [65, Lemma
4.1]).

Lemma 3.4. Let 7 : (X,B,u,T) — (Z, A, \,R) be a factor map between two invertible Lebesgue
systems. Let m : (X,B,u,T) — (Y,D,v,S) be the Pinsker factor of (X,B,u,T) with respect to
(Z,A,\,R) and p = [y pydv be the disintegration of p relative to the factor (Y,D,v,S). If (X, B, u,T)
is ergodic and h,(T|m) > 0, then

(1) py is non-atomic (that is py({x}) =0 for each x € X) for v-a.e. y €Y.

(2) (X x X,BxB,uxy u,T xT) is ergodic.

The following result is also well known (see for example [26, Lemma 3.3]).

Lemma 3.5. Let w : (X,B,u,T) — (Z, A, \,R) be a factor map between two invertible Lebesque
systems. Let P,(m) be the relative Pinsker o-algebra of (X, B, u,T) relative to w. If o € Px, then
. ~1
i (T, afx (A) = Hy(o|Pur).

3.4. Entropy of compact Random set. In this subsection, we first introduce the entropy of com-
pact random set for the random dynamical system. We then present the variational principle.

Let ¢(n,w,x) a random dynamical system (RDS) in a Polish space X over the metric dynamical
system (Q, F, P,6). We assume that  is a Polish system. Note that ¢(n,w,x) is generated by a
random map ¢(w)(z) := ¢(1,w,x). We assume ¢(w) : X — X is continuous for P-a.e. w € Q.

Definition 3.6. Suppose that ¢ is a RDS on X. The map
P:OxX - OxX, (wx)— (w,d(w)r)
is said to be skew product induced by ¢.

Let F x Bx be the smallest o-algebra on €2 x X with respect to which both the canonical projections
IIx : Qx X - X and g : Q x X — Q are measurable. A probability measure p on the measurable
space (2 x X, F x Bx) is said to have marginal P on Q if yo 1" = P. Denote by Pp(Q x X) the
collection of such measures. Let Mp(2 x X, f) denote the set of ®-invariant elements of Pp(2 x X).
If (Q,F,P,0) is an ergodic MDS, then we may consider the set Ep(Q2 x X) of ergodic elements in
MP(Q X X7 f)

Let K € F x Bx be a forward ¢-invariant random set with compact w-section K (w). Then, there
exists p € Mp(2 x X) that is supported on K, i.e., u(K) =1 (see [13] and [4, Theorem 1.6.13]). For
simplicity, we denote

ME@Qx X)={peMp(Qx X): pu(K)=1}.

Let u € ME(Q x X). Then, there is a decomposition du(w,z) = du,(z)dP(w) of u into its
sample measures p,,w € Q and P (see [4] and [I3, Section 3|). puy(K,) = 1 for P-a.e. w € .
Since K is a Borel subset of {2 x X, K is also Polish space and the Borel o-algebra By of K is just
{ANK: A€ FxBx}. Thus (K, By, i, ®) is a Polish system and mq : (K, Bk, u, ®) — (2, F, P,0) is
a factor map bewteen two Polish systems.

The entropy of RDS ¢ with respect to u is defined by

hyu(@) = hy(®[mo) = hu(q)’ﬂ'ssl(-’r))-

That is, the entropy of RDS ¢ with respect to p is the entropy of (K, Bx, p, ) with respect to 7751(.7-").
By Bogenschutz [11],

hu(¢) = sup{h,(®, 7 a|rg ' (F)) : a is a finite Borel partition of X}.
If in addition that P is ergodic, then

F={pePp@xX):uK)=1, pinvariant for ®}
10



is a compact (in the narrow topology of Pp(2 x X)), which is a metrizable topology) and convex, and
its extremal points are ergodic by Lemma 6.19 in [I3], particularly there exists u € Ep(2 x X) that is
supported on K. We use £5(Q x X) to denote the set of the ergodic elements of ME(Q x X). Then
EK(Q x X) is the set of extremal points of ME (€ x X), which is a Borel subset of ME(Q x X).

Using the approach of Kifer [33] and Lemma [A4], one has the following result.

Proposition 3.7. (Variational principle) Let ¢ be a continuous RDS on Polish space X with Borel
o-algebra Bx over Polish system (Q, F, P,0). Let K be a forward ¢-invariant random set with compact
w-section K(w). Then

hiop(d, K) = sup{h,(¢) : p € MPB(Q x X, ¢)}.

If in addition (Q, F, P, ) is ergodic, then

hiop(¢, K) = sup{h,(¢) : p € EF (2 x X, 9)}.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.1]

In this section, we first introduce a combinatorial lemma and some results on relative Pinsker
o-algebra and conditional entropy of a finite measurable partition. We then prove Theorem 211

4.1. Condition Entropy and a combinatorial lemma. Let 7 : (X,B,u,T) — (Z, A, \,R) be
a factor map between two invertible Lebesgue systems. Let m : (X,B,u,T) — (Y,D,v,S) be the
Pinsker factor of (X, B, 1, T') with respect to (Z, A, A\, R) and pu = fY pydy be the disintegration of g

relative to the factor (Y, D,v,S). It is well known that for v-a.e. y € Y, (7 (y)) = 1.
Given £ € N, let « be a finite measurable partition of X. Define a function

14 1; —il
h(T7, o, y) = nEI—lr—looH“y(a| \/1T Q).
Then hu(Te, a,y) is a measurable function on Y and h“(Tg, a,y) < log #(a). We have
Lemma 4.1. [, h,(T% a,y)dv(y) = h, (T, o|r=1(A)).
Proof. First, we show that
(4.1) BT, ol (A)) = (T, al Py(m)).

Since 771(A) C Py(r), hu(T% aln=(A) > hu(T% a|P,(7)). Conversely, let B , P,(m) be an
increasing sequence of finite measurable partitions of X. Since 8y C P, (), h,(T, Belr~1(A)) = 0 for
k € N. Moreover,

/-1
h (T, Bl (A)) < (T8, \) T77Belm ™ (A)) = Lhyu (T, Belm ™ (A)) = 0

J=0

for k € N. Hence, h, (T, B|7~(A)) =0 for k € N.
11



Now by Lemma B3] for m, k € N we have
BT, ol (A) < hu(T* @ v Bilr ! (A))
= hu(T*, Brle ™ (A) + h(T o] \[ T8y, v m = (A))

teZ

T 0| \/ T8 v 771 (A)) < hy (T al \/ T"By)

teZ teZ

_ 1 il tl —il tl
_Tlgme T al \/ T"8) < H \/T al \/ T"8)
teZ =0 teZ

1 =
< EHM( \/ T Za‘ﬂk)’
=0

Fixing m € N and letting & ~ +oc0 in the above inequality we have

m—1

H,(\/ T7"a|P,(m))

i=0
since H,(\/7"' T~%aB) \« Hu(V7y' T~*a|P,(r)) when k 7 +oo. Then, letting m — +o00, we
ontain h,,(T% a|r~1(A)) < h,(T% a|P,(7)). Thus, we have the equality (ZI).

(T afn ™ (A)) <

1
m

Next, let a, = [ H, (\/?:_01 T~%*a)dv(y). Since Ty, = pgy for v-a.e. y € Y and v is S-invariant,
we have

an—/ Hyg, \/ T ’éa dv(y /HTuy \/ T ’éa dv(y
= -1 _Moz v = _Moz 1 .
- /Y H,,(T (i:\/oT ))dv(y) /Y Huy<i:\/1T Y (y)

Moreover by the monotone convergence Theorem, we have

lim (ap+1 —an) = lim H,, (af \/ T~%a)dv(y)

n—-+00 n—+oo Jy =1
_ —il
—/YnEIEOOH a\\/T a)dv(y)
/h (T, o, y)dv (y).
Moreover,
. an B
i S = i (onsr —on) = [T it
By 31)), we have a,, = H,(\/7—y T~*a|P,(r)). Combing this with @I,
T aln(A)) = hy (T, o|Py(r)) = lim 2
(T, alx ™ (A)) = (T, 0l Py(m) = tim &
/hu(T a,y)dv(y)
Y
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

The following lemma is taken from [53] (Lemma 3’ in §4 No.2).
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Lemma 4.2. Suppose L, is non-atomic for v-a.e. y € Y. If B is a measurable set X with p,(B) >
r >0 forv-a.e. y €Y, then for any 0 < s < r there exists a measurable set Bs such that Bs C B and
py(Bs) = s for v-a.e. y €Y.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose (i, is non-atomic for v-a.e. y € Y. IfUy,Us € B with pxy pu(Uy xUs) > 0, then
there exist a measurable set A C'Y with v(A) > 0, a positive integer v > 2 and a measurable partition
a={By,By, -+ ,B,} of X such that 7y "(A)NB; C U, i =1,2 and py(Bj) = %, j=12--,r, for
v-a.e. y €Y.

Proof. Set C; = {y € Y : uy(U;) > 0}, i = 1,2. Since

0 < puxy ,u(Ul X UQ) = /Y,Uy(Ul) X ,uy(U2)dV(y)y

we have v(Cy N Cq) > 0. Thus there exist a positive integer r > 2 and a measurable set A C C1 N Coy
such that v(A) > 0 and y, (U;) > 2 for any y € A, i = 1,2.
Next we construct Bj, j = 1,2,--- ,r by induction. Taking
Dy = (Y \ A) U (A) N 1Y),
then 1, (D1) > % for v-a.e. y € Y. By Lemma [£.2] there exists a measurable set B; C D such that
fy(B1) =% for v-ae. y €Y, and BNy (A) € Dy Ny t(A) C Uy,
Next, by the induction hypothesis, i.e., there are measurable sets By, (1 < k < r) satisfying
(1)k B, N B; =0 for 1<i<k-—1,;
(2)k py(By) =1 for v-ae. y € Y;
(3)s BxNwy ' (A) C Uy (when k > 2, we set Uy = X).
If K =, we are done. If k < r, we set
{m—l(X\A)u<w;1<A>n<U2>\Bl> if k=1
D1 = k .
X\Ui:lBi if k> 1.

It is clear that puy(Djq1) > % for v-a.e. y € Y. Using Lemma again, there exists a measurable
set By1 C Dy such that py(Bri1) = % for v-a.e. y € Y. Then By satisfies (1)k+1, (2)gs+1 and

(3)k+1- Therefore, by induction, we obtain a measurable partition « = {By, Bs,--- , B} of X such
that p,(By) = %, k=1,2,--- ,r, for v-a.e. y €Y and B; N 7'('1_1(14) C U;, i = 1,2. This completes the
proof of the lemma. O

To prove our main theorem 2.l we also need the following consequence of Karpovsky-Milman-Alon’s
generalization of the Sauer-Perles-Shelah lemma [3], 29, [56] 59].

Lemma 4.4. ([29]) Given r > 2 and A > 1 there is a constant e > 0 such that, for all n € N, if
S C{1,2,--,r}12n) satisfies |S| > ((r — 1)N)™ then there is an I C {1,2,--- ,n} with |I| > en
and S|y = {1,2,--- ,r}, d.e., for any u € {1,2,--- ,r} there is s € S with s(j) = u(j) for any j € I.

4.2. Proof of Theorem [2.3]l Assume that h,(¢, K) > 0. By Proposition B.7] there exists p €
EE(Q x X) such that h,(¢) > 0. Since K is a Borel subset of 2 x X, K is also Polish space and
the Borel o-algebra B of K is just {ANK : A € F x Bx}. Thus (K, Bk, p, ®) is an ergodic Polish
system and 7q : (K, Bg, u, ®) — (2, F, P,0) is a factor map between two Polish systems. Recall that
the entropy of RDS ¢ with respect to u is given by

hyu(9) := hu(®lma) = hu(q)’ﬂ'(_zl(-’r))-
Let Bp be the completion of F with respect to P. Let B, be the completion of Bx with respect

to u. Then mq : (K, By, p, ®) — (2, Bp, P,0) is a factor map between two Lebesgue systems. Since
Bp = F (mod P) and B, = Bx (mod p), it is clear that

hu(®lrg (Bp)) = hyu(®|mg ' (F)) = hu(9).
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Let I : (K, By, i, ®) — (K, By, p, @) be the natural extension of (K, By, u, ®). Let
Ilg : (Q,B_p,p,é) — (Q,BP,P, 9)

be the natural extension of (Q,Bp,P,0). Define 7 : K — Q by 7(((wi,2i))iez) = (wi)iez for
((wi,x4))icz € K. Then 7 : (K,By, g, ®) — (2,Bp, P,0) is a factor map between two invertible
Lebesgue systems and the following diagram is commutative:

(K, By, 1, ®) 2~ (K,B,, i, ®)

I

Now, we show

(4.2) (1) = hy(6) > 0.
In fact, since mq o Il = Ilg o &, we have
(4.3) hi(®|mq o k) = hy (@[ o 7).
By Lemma B3] and Lemma B.2] we have
(4.4) hy(Blmq o 1) = iy (BITLx) + hy(Blmg) = hy (Blme) = hy(0)
and
(4.5) i (B[Tg 0 7) = ha(B[7) + hp(B]TTe) = hy(B]7).

Using (@.3),([#.4) and ([.35), we get ([@.2). o _
Next, let P;(7) be the relative Pinsker o-algebra of (K, B,, i, ®) relative to 7. Since @1 (P;(7)) =
Py(7) and
7~ {(Bp) € Pu(7) C By,
there exist an invertible Lebesgue system (Y, D, v, S) and two factor maps
m 1 (K, By, i, ®) = (Y,D,v,5), m2: (Y,D,v,S) = (Q,Bp, P,0)

between invertible Lebesgue systems such that mg o 71 = 7 and 7 Y(D) = Pu(#) (mod fi). That is, m
is the Pinsker factor of (K, By, ji, ®) relative to 7.
Let i = [y fiydv(y) be the disintegration of fi relative to the factor (Y,D,v,S). Let

(K x K,B, x By, i Xy fi,® x @)
be the product of (K, By, ii, ®) with itself relative to a factor (Y,D,v,S). Recall that
(v (B) = [ iy x 7)(B) dv(y). B € B, x B,
Since (K, By, p, ®) is ergodic, we have that (K, B, i, ®) is ergodic. By @2), h;(®|7) > 0. By Lemma
3.4 we have

(al). [ty is non-atomic for v-a.e. y € Y.

(a2). (K x K,By, x By, i xy fi,® x ®) is ergodic.

Since (X, d) is a separable metric space, there exists a countable dense set X’ of X. Let I' = {B(x,t) :
r € X' and t € Q,t > 0}, where B(z,t) = {z € X : d(z,z) < t}. Clearly, I' is a countable set and
each element of I' is a non-empty closed set of X. Let © = {{Uy,Us} : Uy,Uy € T',d(Up,Usz) > 0}.
Then © is also a countable set. For U C X, we define
(4.6) U ={((wi,7:))iez € K 129 € U}
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~ Recall that Ag = {(k,k) : k € K}. Tt is clear that when fi, is non-atomic, i.e., ji,({k}) = 0 for
k € K, we have

iy % (A) = | ( / 1AK<E1,%z>day<E2>) dny(k) = [ () () =0

where 14 is the characterization function of Ag. By (al), for v-a.e. y € Y, fi, is non-atomic. Thus
for v-a.e. y €Y, fiy x fiy(Ag) = 0. Moreover,

ey J(8) = [y i Ag)dvty) = 0.

Thus oo xy @(K x K\ Ag) = 1. Moreover, since K x K\ Ag =,y U{Ul,Ug}GG((I) x @) (fU\I X ig)
and i Xy [i is ® x ®-invariant, there exists {Uy,Us} € © such that ji xy ﬂ(,le X @;) > 0.
In the following we want to show that {Uy, Us} is a weak Horseshoe of (¢, K). First, it is clear that

Uy and U, are non-empty, closed and bounded subsets of X and d(U;,Us) > 0 by the definition of ©.
We divide the remainder of the proof into three steps.

Step 1. Since iy is non-atomic for v-a.e. y € Y and pt Xy ﬂ(@vl X @;) > 0, by Lemma [4.3] there
exist a measurable set A C Y with V(A) > 0, a positive integer 7 > 2, and a measurable partition
o ={Biy,Ba,+,B,} of K such that 7, (A) N B; C U;,i=1,2 and fiy(Bj) =12, j=1,2,---,r, for
v-a.e. y €Y.

By Lemma

lim hz(®™, a|l7*(Bp)) = Hy(a|Py(7 Z/ —fiy(Bj)log fi,(Bj)dv(y) = logr.

m——+00

Thus, there i 1s an £ > 0 such that hz(®%, a7~ 1(Bp)) > v(Y \ A) -logr + v(A) - log(r — 1).

Let ¢ := £ (hu(®*, a|7~1(Bp)) — (1/( \ A4) -logr + v(A) -log(r — 1))). Then ¢ > 0. Recall that we

defined v-a.e. on Y a function

- ¥4 T F— 0
hu(®°, a,y) = nkar_loopr(M M@ a)
By Lemma [T}, we have [y by (9%, a, y)dv(y) = hu(®4, a|7 =1 (Bp)). For y € Y, we set
3(y) = (ha(®", a,y) —log(r — 1)) - 1a(y).
Since 0 < hz (@4 a,y) <logr, §(y) is a bounded measurable function on Y and

5(y)

(4.7) la(y) = @-

Now,
/ 5(y)duy) = / B8, v, y)du(y) — v(A) log(r — 1)
Y A
— / (@, )i (y) — / ha(®, 0, y)dv(y) — v(A) log(r — 1)
Y Y\A

> hu(®F, |77 (Bp)) — v(Y '\ A)logr — v(A)log(r — 1)
= 3c.

By the Birkhoff ergodic Theorem, %Zﬁgl 14(S*y) converges v-a.e. to a function 1% € Ll(y);

L Z?:ol §(S™y) converges v-a.e. to a function §* € L'(v) and [, 6*(y)dv(y) = [, d(y)dv(y) > 3c.
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Note that for any i € Z, ®'fi, = Agiy and dla C Bﬁy for v-a.e. y € Y, where pr is the completion of
B,, under i,
Next we define the measurable subset D of Y such that y € D if and only if the following holds

o limy, , % Zz 0 1A(Sw ) = 12(?4);
o limy, oo 2 6(S™y) = 0%(y) > 2¢;
e for any i € Z, @uy—,usl and@aCB

Since [, 6*(y)dv(y) > 3¢, one has v(D) > 0. For y € D, let
S(y) = {tk: k € Zy, 5%y € A} :={ar(y) < as(y) <---}.

Then S%Wy c Afori=1,2,---. Put ¢; = Vars g( Tog(T) . Using (@.7),

m—-+oo m
y SZZ
= 1 14(8%y) > 1
(4.8) m-s oo I Z Al = m5 oo Im Z log(-*5)
0"y Z > 3c i
= 3c1 > 0.

Let Eg = D and E; = S7'D \ Ui_% S=ID fori=1,2,---. Since (Y,D,v,S) is ergodic and v(D) > 0,
E =5 S7'D = U/ Fi has full measure, i.e., v(E) = 1.

Step 2. Given z € E. There exists unique i € {0,1,2,--- } and unique y € D such that z € E; and
z=_587"(y). Put aj(z) =i+ a;(y) for j =1,2,--- and S(z) = {a1(2) < az(z) < ---}. Clearly,

1.--. —1 1.--. —1
m——+oo m m——+00 m
by (@S).
For k € N, let

3¢ B, )) > 0}.

D?r

Mz(k) = {(j17j27 T 7]k) € {1727’ o 7T}{1727...’k} :ﬂz(ﬂl_l(z) (

16
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Since fi. (7 (2)) = 1, ®%fi, = figuy for any u € Z and £|a(y) for any ¢ € N, we have

<=
<w

log |M. (k)| > Hy.(\/ @ *Pa) = Hy__, (\/ &~ W)
t=1 t=1
k k k
= pr(\/ d~uW ) = Hﬁy@—al(y)a| \/ oW q) 4 pr(\/ oW q)
t=1 t=2 =2
k k
— Hﬂsal(y)y(a‘ \/ (W)= () ) 4 Hp, ( \/
t=2 t=2
k
> hu (9 a, S1Wy) + Huy(\/ d-uWq)
=2
k
> ha(®F, o, 54 Wy)
t=1
Since £ ( ) > k—1and
ok
1 [
lim ——— Y §(SYy) = 6*(y) > 2,
korboo @) 41 (=5

Ak

A )
there exists N, € N such that when k& > N, ak(y> ; E §(S%y) > ¢. Thus for k > Ny,
=0

k
log |M (k)| > > ha(®F,a, S Wy)

Let A =2¢ Then A > 1 and
IM.(K)| = ((r = DA
for k > N,. By Lemma [4.4] there exists constant e > 0 (e is just dependent on r and \) such that for
k > Ny there exists I, . C {1,2,--- ,k} such that |, .| > ek and M, (k)| . = {1,2,-- ,r}le=.
Put Ly, = {ai(z) : t € I,}. Then for k > max{Ny, 1}, we have |Ly .| = |[I;.| > ek > 1,
Jr. C{0,1,--- ,ar(2)} and for any s € {1,2,--- ,r}L%= one has

A (N () $7By) > 0.
jELk,z
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By (@3I), there exists W, € N such that when m > W, one has
1
|S(2) N{0,1,--- ,m —1}| > cym > max{N,, E}

For m > W, let kp,(2) = |S(2) N{0,1,-- ,m — 1}|. Then ky,(z) > cym > max{Ny, 1} and
S(z) {0, 1, ,m =1} = {a1(2),a2(2), -+ , a2 )(Z)}-

Let Jin,» = Ly, (2),.- Then Jp, . C{a1(2),a2(2), -, ap,,(»)(2)} €{0,1,- — 1},
| Jm,z| = Ly (2),2| = €km(2) > ecrm

and for any s € {1,2,--- ,7}’™=, one has
fi(m'(z)N( (] ®77Byg)) > 0.

]EJm z

Step 3. Let b = ecy. Then b > 0 and for P-a.e. w € (Q, there exists M, € N such that for any natural

number m > M, we can find J,, C {0,1,--- ,m — 1} with |.J,,,| > bm, and for any s € {1,2}/™, there
exists z, € K(w) with ¢(j,w, zs) € Ugjy N K(07w) for any j € Jp,.
Note that

Il omsy : (Y,D, v, S) — (Q, BP, P, 9)
is a factor map between two Lebesgue systems. Since v(FE) = 1, there exists Q; € Bp satisfying
P(©1) =1 and (Tl o m2) "} (w) N E # () for each w € Q.
Given w € Q. By the definition of €y, there exists z € E such that IIg o ma(z) = w. Let
ma(2) = (wi(2))iez € Q. Then w = Ig((wi(2))icz) = wo(z). By Step 2, we can find W, € N such that
for any m > W,, there exists

Im,= € {a1(2),a2(2), - ,ap,,(»(2)} €{0,1,--- ,m — 1}

with |Jp, .| > bm, and for any s € {1,2,--- r}‘]’”’z one has
(4.10) fi-(m ' (z) N ( [] ®7Byg)) > 0.
JEJm z

We take M, ,, = W,. For m > My, take J,, = Jy, ;. Then J,, C{0,1,--- ,m —1} with |J,,| > bm.
Next we are ready to show that for any s € {1,2}/m | there exists z;, € K(w) with ¢(j,w,zs) €
Usj) N K(¢/w) for any j € Jp.

Given s € {1,2}/». By @I0) we know fi,(m;*(2) N (Njesn ®7IBy;))) > 0. Thus i (z) N
(Nje,, 277 By(j)) # 0 and we can find (w7, 2}))icz € i (z) N (Nje,, 277 Byg;)) € K. On the hand
(W, 27))iez) = (W] )iez € Q.

On the other hand
(Wi, 27))iez) = m2 0 (W], 7))iez) = m2(2) = (wi(2))iez € Q.
Hence (wf)iez = (wi(2))iez. Particularly, w§ = wo(z) = w. Thus zf € K(w) since (w,z§) = (wo, z§) €
K. Take zs = x§. Then x5 € K(w). Recall that
K = {((wi,:))iez € K : ®(w;, 7;) = (Wis1,wi11) for i € Z}.

Since ((wf,zf))iez € K and (w§, z8) = (w, z5), one has wi = 0w and zf = ¢(i,w, vs) € K (0'w) for any

Rt

i € Z. Finally, we show that for any j € Ji, ¢(j,w,xs) € Ug;) N K(@Jw)

Given j € Jm. Since z € E, there exists unique i, > 0 and unique y € D such that z € E;, and
z = S7"(y). Note that

Jm = Jdm,z g {al(Z),CLQ(Z),‘ o ,akm(z)(Z)} = {Z* + al(y)7i* + a2(y)7 e 7i* +akm(z)(y)}7
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we have j — i, € {a1(y),a2(y), -, ay,.(»)(y)} and so S77*(y) € A, that is, S/(z) € A. Since
((wf, 28))iez € 1 () N CI)_jBS(j)), one has

17

O/ (w5, 27))iez) € B/ (m7 ' (2)) N Byj) = 1 ' (872) N By

17

C w1 (A) N By € Uy

17

zi = #(j,w, zs) € K(#w), this shows ¢(j,w, xs) € Us(;) and completes the proof of the theorem. [

Moreover as ®7(((wf,z5))icz) = ((wiy;» iy ))iez, using (@8] we know x7 € Uy(;). Combing this with

5. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we prove a stronger result than Theorem 2.I] when (Q2, F, P, ) is a compact metric
system and K(w), w € Qis a strongly compact random set. We show that there is a full horseshoe
for (¢, K) instead of a weak horseshoe. As a consequence, we have a full horseshoe for a continuous
deterministic dynamical systems ¢ on a compact invariant set K with positive topological entropy.

Proof of Theorem By Theorem 2] there exist subsets Uy, Us of X, a constant b > 0 and
Qo € F with P(Qp) = 1 such that

(1) Uy and Uy are non-empty closed bounded subsets of X and d(Up,Uz) > 0.

(2) for each w € Qp, there exists M, € N such that for any natural number m > M, ,, there
is a subset Jp,(ws) C {0,1,2,--- ,m — 1} with |J,,(w)| > bm(positive density), and for any
s € {1,2}7m @ there exists z, € K(w) with ¢(j,w,zs) € Ug(jy N K (09w) for any j € Jyp(w).

Let Ng = NU{0} and 7 : Q x {0,1}o — Q x {0,1}!0 be the map such that T'(w,u) = (dw, ou) for
w e Qand u = (u(n))nen, € {0,1}, where ou = (upt1)nen, is the left shift map on {0, 1}Yo. Clearly
Q x {0,1} is a compact metric space and 7 is a continuous self-map on Q x {0, 1}Mo,

Consider the subset Y of  x {0,1}0 such that (w,u) € Y if and only if for any s € {1,2}” put
J ={n € Ny : u(n) = 1}, there exists z, € K(w) with ¢(j,w, zs) € Uy;y N K(¢?w) for any j € J. We
have the following claim.

Claim. T(Y) CY and Y is a closed subset of  x {0, 1},

Proof of claim. If (w,u) € Y, let J = {n € Ny : u(n) = 1} and J, = {n € Ny : (cu)(n) = 1}. Then
Jy +1C J. Now for any t € {1,2}77, we can find s € {1,2}’ such that t(n) = s(n + 1) for n € J,.
As (w,u) € Y, there exists 2, € K(w) with ¢(j,w,zs) € Uy;jy N K(#’w) for any j € J. Thus let
zy = p(w)(zs). Then zy € K(fw) and ¢(j, 0w, x;) = ¢(j +1,w, x5) € Uy(j41) N K (070w) for any j € J,.
Hence (fw,ou) € Y. This implies T'(Y) C Y.

Next let (w?,u’) € Y and lim;_, ;oo (w', u) = (w,u) in Q x {0,1}N0. Let J; = {n € Ny : u’(n) = 1}
fori e Nand J = {n € Ny : u(n) = 1}. If J = (), then it is clear that (w,u) € Y by the definition of
Y. Now suppose J # (), and let N = min{n € J}.

Given s € {1,2}’. Note that lim;_, o u’ = u. There exist 1 < i; < iy < --- such that

Jio N {0, \N+r}=JN{0,1,--- N +r}

for each 1 < r < k. Now for each k, we take sk ¢ {1,2}"11% such that'sk(j) = s(j) for j € J N
{0,1,--- , N+ k}. As (W', u') €Y, there exists x4 € K(w') with ¢(j,w™, x) € Ugkjy N K (B w'™)
for any j € J;,. Without of loss generality, we assume that the limit limjy_, { o x5, exists (if necessarily

we take subsequence) and let xg := limg_, o T4k
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Firstly, as z, € K(w') and the function w infycpr(w) d(,y) is lower semi-continuous for any
x € X, one has

inf d(xzg,y) <liminf inf d(zg,
yeK(w)( y) k%wye[{(w%)( y)

<liminf inf (d(zs, ) + (2,

= 0.

Thus zs € K (w).
Given n € J. As the map (w,z) — ¢(w)z is a continuous map, one has

¢(n7 w? xs) = kETOO ¢(n7 ka7 xsk)‘

Combing this with the fact that

p(n,w™, xu) € Ugk(ny N K(0"w') = Us(n) N K(8"w'™)
for k > n and the function w + inf e/ d(x,y) is lower semi-continuous for any = € X, one has
(n,w,zs) € Ug(y) and

inf  d(¢(n,w,xs),y) <liminf  inf  d(¢(n,w,zs),
et (o( ), Y) d i ol (o( ), Y)

< liminf inf (d(qb(n, w, xs)a ¢(n7 w'k ’ l‘sk)) + d(¢(n7 w'k ) $sk)7 y))
k—+o00 ye K (9nwik)

=0.
Thus ¢(n,w, ) € Ugny N K (0"w) for n € J. This implies (w,u) € Y. Hence Y is a closed subset of
Q x {0,1}". This completes the proof of claim. O

Let Gp be the set of all generic points of (Q,F,P,6), that is, w € Gp if and only if P =
limyy,— 4o = - Z 59]w in the weak*-topology. By Birkhoff pointwise ergodic Theorem, P(Gp) = 1
as (2, F, P,0) is ergodlc.

As P(Gp N Q) =1, we take w, € Gp N Qo. By the above (2), for any natural number m > M, ,
there is a subset Im(wy) C {0,1,2,- — 1} with |J,,(ws)| > bm(positive density), and for any
s € {1,2}/m@) | there exists x4 € K(w*) w1th D(j, we, x5) € Ug(jy N K ((Pw,) for any j € Jy(wy).

For m > Mbw*. Let v, € {0,1}Y0 with v,,(n) = 1 if and only if n E JIm(ws), that is, {n € Ny :
vm(n) = 1} = Jpu(ws). Clearly (wy,vy,) € Y. Assume pi, = ~ DIy 5Tj(w*v y for m > My, .
Then each p,, is a Borel probability on Y. Let p = lim; o fim, be a limit point of {u,,} in the
weak*-topology. Clearly, u is a T-invariant Borel probability on Y.

Let 7 : Y — € be the projection of coordinate. Then po7n~! = P. In fact, for any continuous
function f € C(£2),

/fd,uow_lz/fOWd,u:'lim /fOﬂ'd,umi
Q Y 1—+00

m;—1

-l S
Aty 2 or( )

mll

= lim — Z fﬂjw*

i—+400 MMy

:/QfdP

the last equality comes from the fact w, is a generic point of (Q2, F, P,6). Thus ponr~—! = P.
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Let [1] = {(w,u) € Y : u(0) = 1}. Then [1] is a closed and open subset of Y. Note that T (w,u) =
(¢’w,07u), one has

D =t )= 2 0L = 1} (oo )) = 1)
221}3100—\{.76{0 Lo ymi =1} s om, (§) = 1}
1
:ZETOOE‘JM( ]
> b.

By the ergodic decomposition, o 7~! = P and the fact that (Q, F, P,#) is ergodic, we know that
there exists a T-invariant ergodic Borel probablity measure v on Y with v([1]) > u([1]) > b and
vor t=P. Let G, be the set of all generic points of (Y, By,v,T), that is, (w,u) € G, if and only if
v =limp yqoo = >0 Lo (w,u) 0 the weak*-topology. Then G, is a Borel subset of Y, and v(G,) = 1
by Birkhoff pointwise ergodic Theorem.

Let Q1 = 7w(G,). Then Qp is a P-measurable set since it is the continuous image of a Borel set.
Thus P(1) = vorn Q) = v(7r~1(Q)) = 1. Now for w € Q, there exists u,, € {0,1}0 such that
(w,uy) € Gy. Let J(w) ={n € Ny : uy(n) =1}. As (w,u,) € G, and [1] is closed and open, one has

v([1]) = lim Z 073 (1)

m—+00 M 4

= lim —|{] €{0,1,--- ,m—1}: (67u,)(0) = 1}

m——4o00
:m1—1>I—|r—loo_|{] € {0717"' 7mi_1}:uu}(]) = 1}|
:ml—l}—li—loom’t]( )m{()?lv"' 7m_1}‘

Thus the limit lim,— 4o = |J(w)N{0,1,2, -+ m}| exists and is larger than or equal to b, as v([1]) > b.
Note that (w,u,) € Y. By the definition of Y, one has for any s € {1,2}7), there exists z, € K (w)
with ¢(j,w,zs) € Us;) N K (0w) for any j € J(w). Summing up the above discussion, {U1, Uz} is a
full Horseshoe for (¢, K) and completes the proof of the Theorem. .

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.4]

To prove this theorem, we also need the following result due to Mycielski (see [I, Theorem 5.10]
and [2, Theorem 6.32]).

Lemma 6.1. (Mycielski) Let Y be a perfect compact metric space and C' a symmetric dense G subset
of Y x Y. Then there exists a dense Mycielski subset K C Y such that K x K C C U Ay, where

Ay ={(y,y) :y €Y}

Proof of Theorem 2.4l Assume that k. (¢, K) > 0. By Proposition B there exists u € £5 (2 x X)
such that h,(¢) > 0. Since K is a Borel subset of Q x X, K is also Polish space and the Borel o-
algebra By of K is just {ANK : A€ F x Bx}. Thus (K, Bg, i1, ®) is an ergodic Polish system and

q: (K, Bg,u,®) — (Q,F,P,0) is a factor map between two Polish systems. Recall that the entropy
of RDS ¢ with respect to u is given by

hu(@) = hu(®|mq) = h,(®|rg" (F)).

Let Bp be the completion of F with respect to P. Let B, be the completion of Bx with respect

to u. Then mq : (K, By, p, ®) — (2, Bp, P,0) is a factor map between two Lebesgue systems. Since
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Bp = F (mod P) and B, = Bg (mod p), it is clear that
hu(@|mg" (Bp)) = hu(@|mg " (F)) = hu(6).
Let Ik : (I_(,Bib,ﬂ, ) — (K, By, t, ®) be the natural extension of (K, By, 1, ®). Let
Ig : (Q,BP,P,H_) — (Q,BP,P, 9)

be the natural extension of (Q,Bp,P,f). Define 7 : K — Q by 7(((wi,2i))iez) = (wi)iez for
((wiyi))iez € K. Then 7 : (K,B,, i, ®) — (Q,Bp, P,0) be a factor map between two invertible
Lebesgue systems and the following diagram is commutative:

(K, By, ®) +— (KB, fi, )
(Q,Bp, P,0) <22 (Q,Bp, P,0)

We divide the remainder of the proof into four steps.

Step 1. Let P;(7) be the relative Pinsker o-algebra of (K, By, i, @) relative to 7. Since ®~(Py(7)) =
Py(7) and

7~ (Bp) € Pa(7) C By,
there exist an invertible Lebesgue system (Y, D, v, S) and two factor maps

7T1 : (K7gﬂ7ﬂ7§) % (KD7V75)7 7T2 : (KD7V7S) —> (Q7BP7P7§)

between invertible Lebesgue systems such that mom =7 and 7 Y(D) = Pu(7) (mod fi). That is, m
is the Pinsker factor of (K, By, fi, ®) relative to 7.
Let i = [, fiydv(y) be the disintegration of fi relative to the factor (Y,D,v,S). Let

(K x K,B,, x By, i Xy fi,® x )
be the product of (K, By, ii, ®) with itself relative to a factor (Y,D,v,S). Recall that
(v @(B) = [ Gy x 1) (B) dv(y). B € B, x B,

Since (K, By, j1, ®) is ergodic, we have that (K, By, i, ®) is ergodic. By (£.2) in the proof of Theorem
21 hu(®|7) > 0. Moreover by Lemma [3.4] we have

(al). fiy is non-atomic for v-a.e. y € Y.
(a2). (K x K,By, x By, i xy fi,® x ®) is ergodic.

Step 2. We define a metric p on X% as follows:

p((x))icz, (£3)icz) :Z 1 d(xj,x)

(Rl fOI‘ (Ilfil)ieZ, (x?)iGZ S XZ.
€L

9lil 1 + d(mil, xf)
For n € N, let
_ 1
Ay = {((wj 2}))iez, (W7, 27))iez) € K x K : p((2})iez, (7)iez) < -~}

and

S

By =K x K\ Ay = {((wj, 21)iez, (@], 27))iez) € K x K« p((a})iez, (17)iez) > ~}.

Then A,,, B,, are measurable subsets of K x K. Now we claim:
o0
Claim 1: g xy g(|J Bp) =1 and i xy i(Ay,) > 0 for each n € N.
n=1
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Proof of Claim 1. Let A = {(((w}, 2}]))icz, (wW?,2?))icz) € K x K : z} = 22 for each i € Z}. Then

KxK\A= U B
n=1
Hence to show g xy i( |J Bp) = 1, it is sufficient to show that i x i(A) =0. For y € Y, ma(y) € Q
n=1
and fi,y (771 (m2(y))) = 1. Hence
iy X Jiy(A) = [y X iy (T (m2(y)) x 7 (m2(y)) NA) = [y X i, (Ag)

where Ag = {(k,k): k€ K}. B -
It is clear that when fi, is non-atomic, i.e., fi,({k}) = 0 for k € K, we have

[y Xﬂy(Ak):/K<

where 14 . is the characterization function of Ag. By (al) in step 1, for v-a.e. y € Y, fi, is non-atomic.
Thus for v-a.e. y €Y, fiy X fiy(A) = fiy X fiy(Ax) = 0. Moreover,

/ 1Ak<k1,kz>duy<kz>) iy 1) = [ () ) =0

K K

ey 7(8) = [ iy (A)dv(y) =0,

[e.e]
This implies i xy p( |J Bn) = 1.

n=1
Next, for n € N, we are to show fi Xy fi(4,) > 0. For Z € X%, we define
1
B,(z,n) = {7 € X*: p(z,2) < 5 )

Z

Since (X, d) is a separable metric space, (X%, p) is also separable. Thus there exist {2;}3°, C X% such

that (J2, B,(%,n) = X%. Put
D; = {((wi,i))iez € K : (73)iez € By(Zi,n)}.
Then ;2 D; = K and there exists r € N such that ji(D,) > 0. It is clear that D, x D, C A, and

ey i(An) = iy (D, x Dp) = [ iy % (D x D )dvly)

- / (i (D) 2di(y) > ( / iy (D,)dv(y))? = i(Dy)? > 0.
Y

Y
This completes the proof of Claim 1. O

Step 3. Let

Qo = {(wi)iez € L : p(w;) : X — X is continuous and K, is compact subset of
X for each i € Z}.

Since ¢(w) : X — X is continuous and K, is compact subset of X for P-a.e. w € , the set
Qp:={w e Q:¢(w): X — X is continuous and K, is compact subset of X}

is full measure, that is P(€) = 1. Note that Qp = (),,cz H;’IQ(QO), we have P(Qg) = 1 since for each

n ez, P(H;}QQO) = P(Qp) = 1. Moreover

(6.1) v(my () = P(Qo) = 1.



By the step 2, there exists r € N such that p xy a(B,) > 0. Let

-1
L L 1 o
W ={(k1,k2) € K x K : lim 7 1a, ((® x ) (k1,k2)) = i Xy 1(A,) >0
—00
=0
= -
for each n € N and lim — Z 15, ((® x ®)"(k1,k2)) = ji Xy u(B,) > 0}
l—oo { =0

where 15 is the characterization function of £ C K x K. Then, W is a Borel subset of K x K and by
the Birkhoff ergodic theorem fi xy (W) = 1 since i Xy [ is ergodic (see (a2) in Step 1). Let
Yo ={y €Y : iy x fi,(W) = 1, 11, is non-atomic} N 75 *(Qp).

Note that 1 = i xy (W) = [y fiy X fi,(W)dv(y) since fiy x jiy(W) = 1 for v-a.e. y € Y. Combing
this with (6.I)) and (al) in Step 1, we have v(Yp) = 1.
For y € Y, let (wi(y))iez := ma(y) € @ and

Ky = {(xi)iez € HKwi(y) s p(wi(y))(x;) = x441 for each i € Z}.
€L

For simplicity, we identify (Q x X)% with Q% x X% as follow:

((wi,l‘i))igz S (Q X X)Z ~ ((wi)iez, (xi)iez) € QZ X XZ.

Clearly

w1 (y) € 7 N (ma(y)) € {ma(y)} x Ky,

Put k = 81—7,, we have the following claim.

Claim 2. For y € Yy, Ky, is a compact subset of (X Z p) and there exists a Mycielski subset D, of K,
such that for each pair ((x})iez, (2?)iez) of distinct points in Dy, we have

lim sup p((9(n, wi (y), 1) )iez, (S, wi(y), 72))iez) = 4r and

(6.2) nrree ) ,
lim inf p((o(n,wi(y), z;))iez, (¢(n, wi(y), z7))icz) = 0
where w € ).

Proof of Claim 2. Let y € Y. First by the choice of Yy, ¢(w;i(y)) : (X,d) = (X,d) is continuous and
K, (y) is compact subset of (X,d) for each i € Z, where (w;(y))icz := m2(y). Thus [[;cz Ko,y is a
compact subset of (X7, p). Since f(y is a closed subset of [[;c; Ko, ) f(y is also a compact subset of
(X7, p). We define

By ={(z:)iez € Ky : iy({m2(y)} x (U N K,)) > 0 for any open neighborhood U of
(€:)iez in (X7, p)}

Since fiy (77 (y)) = 1 and 77 (y) C {ma(y)} x Ky, we have fi,({m2(y)} x K,) = 1. Moreover, E,, is a
closed subset of K, since K, is compact. Thus E, is compact and ji,({m2(y)} x E,) = 1. Note that
fiy is non-atomic, E, is a perfect set. Hence, (Ey, p) is a perfect compact metric space.

For n,m € N, put

Dn(y) = {((xil)iEZ, (x?)iez) € Ey, x E, : there exists k > n
such that P((QS(k«‘,wi(y)’szl))ieZ’ (¢(k‘,wz(y),$?))zez) > 4k}
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and

m(y) ={((= )zEZv( 2)7,62) € By x B, : there exists p >n

such that p ((¢(p7 wi(y)7 xil))i627 (¢(p7 wi(y)v (x?))ZEZ) < %}

Since (z;)icz — (d(n,w;i(y), 7;))iez is a continuous map from (XZ, p) to itself, D, (y) and P, (y) are
both open subsets of (E, x Ey, p x p). Let

= (ﬂ Dn(y)> N (ﬂ (N Pn,m(y))> :
n=1 m=1 n=1

Then C(y) is a G subset of E, x E, and for any ((z})icz, (¥3)icz) € C(y), ((2})icz, (¥2)icz) satisfies
[E2]). We claim C(y) is dense in E, x E,. If this is not true, then there exist open subsets U;, U of
XZ such that (U x Uz) N (Ey x Ey) # 0 and (U; x Uz) N C(y) = 0. Since jiy({m2(y)} x E,) =1, one
has

fiy % [y ((m2(y) x (Ur N Ey)) x (ma(y) x (Uz N Ey)))
=iy (m2(y) x (U1 N Ey)) iy (ma(y) x (Uz N Ey))
=fiy(m2(y) x Un)piy(ma(y) x Uz) > 0.
Combing this with the fact fi, x fi,(W) = 1, we have
fiy % iy (((m2(y) X (U N Ey)) X (ma(y) x (Uz NEy))NW)
=fy X fiy((m2(y) x Ur) x (m2(y) x U2)) >

Partlcularly, ((m2(y) x (U1 N Ey)) x (m2(y) x (U2 N Ey)) W # 0. Hence there exist (2})iez € Uy N E,
and ()i € U NV, such that ((wi(y), 2} ez, (@i(9),2))ez) € 7.
Let n,m € N. Slnce (wi(y), 21))icz, (Wi(y), 22))icz) € W, we have

lim — Z 1p,(( wi(y), 21 ))iez, (wi(y), 27))iez) = i xy @(By) > 0

£—00 E
Hence there exists k > n such that (® x ®)*(((wi(y), 2}))icz, (Wi(y), 22))icz) € By. Note that

O (wily), 2]))iez = (" wily), d(k, wi(y), 2])))ien
for j = 1,2. Thus, we have

(O ), Dk, i), =) ez (O"enly), Dl wi(y), ) iez) € By-

Thus p((¢(k, wi(y), 2]))icz, (d(k,wi(y), 2]))iez) > + > 4k. Hence
(6.3) ((21)iez, (2})icz) € Dn(y).
Since ((wi(y), 2, ))icz, (wi(y), 2}))iez) € W, we have

lim — ZlA (D x ®) (ki k2)) = i xy fi(Am) > 0.

l—oo l
Thus there exits p > n such that (® x ®)P(((wi(y), 2}))iez, (wi(y), 22))icz) € Am. Note that

P ((wi(y), 2 )iez = (0Pwi(y), $(p, wi(v), 2))))iez
for 7 = 1,2. We have

(((HPwi(y), d(p,wi(y), 2])))iez, (0Pwi(y), d(p, wi(y), 2] )))mz) € Ap.

25



Thus P((é(pawi(y)vzg))ieza ((ﬁ(p,wi(y),Zf))iez) < % Hence
(6.4) (21 )iez: (27)iez) € Pam(y)-

Since ([6.3) and (6.4) are true for any n,m € N, we have ((2})icz, (22)ic ) C(y). Therefore
((2})iez, (22)icz) € (Ur x U) N C(y), a contradiction with (U; x Ug) NC(y ) = (). This shows that C(y)
is a dense G subset of E, x E.

Using Lemmal6.Ilfor (C(y), E,), there exists a dense Mycielski subset D, g E, such that D, x D, C
CUAE,, where Ap, = {(z,%) : € E,}. Clearly, D, C E, C K, and if ((x ),ez,( 2)iez) is a pair of

distinet points in Dy, then ((z})icz, (22)icz) € C(y) and hence (( r)iez, (x z)ZEZ) satlsﬁes (©2). This
completes the proof of Claim 2. (]

Step 4. For P-a.e. w € ) there exists a Mycieski chaotic set S,, C K, for (w, ¢).

Note that

Mgom: (Y,D,v,S) = (Q,F,Bp,0)

is a factor map between two Lebesgue systems. Since v(Y;) = 1, there exists )y € Bp satisfying
P(©1) =1 and (Tlg o m2) "} (w) N Yy # 0 for each w € Q.

Let w € Q. Then there exists y € Y such that IIg o ma(y) = w. Since ma(y) = (wi(y))iez,
we have w = wp(y). By Claim 2, we can find a Mycielski subset D, of f(y such that for each pair
((x})iez, (23)iez) of distinct points in D,;, we have

( 1imJSrUP p((p(n,wi(y), x}))iez, (d(n, wi(y), 7))iez) > 4% and
6'5) n—-—+oo
Eglilg p((¢(n,wi(y), z;))iez, (p(n, w;i(y), 27))icz) = 0.

Let n : K, — K, be the natural projection of coordinate with 7((z;)icz) = zo for (z;)icz € X2,
Put S, = n(D,). Then S,, C K. In the following we show that S,, is a Mycieski chaotic set for (w, f).
Firstly we claim the map n : D, — S, is injective. If this is not true, then there exist two distinct points

(xil)iez,( )zeZ in Dy such that n((x )zeZ) n((x )zeZ) ie., x(l) = azg. Since (w})iez, (w?)iez € I_(y, we
have

(6.6) x; = ¢i,wo(y), z5) = ¢(i,wo(y), 3) = a7

for i € N. Now for n € N, we have

(d(n,wi(y), 2}))iez = (Tiyn)iez and (d(n,wi(y), z7))iez = (TF1n)icz-
Thus

Lm  p((¢(n,wi(y), =))iez, (¢(n,wi(y), z7))iez) = lim _ P}y )iez, (271,)iez) =0

n—-+00 n——+

where the last equality comes from (6.0]), a contradiction with

lim p((¢(n7wi(y)7x}))i627 (¢(n7wi(y)7x22))i62) > K

n——+0o0o
since (z})iez, (23)icz are distinct points in Dy. This shows that n : D, — S, is injective.
Since Dy is a Mycielski set, Dy = | ;¢ Cj where each Cj is cantor set. Since n : (Cj, p) = (n(Cj), d)
is one to one surjective continuous map and C; is compact subset of (X% p), n : C; — n(C;) is
homeomorphism. Thus 7(C;) is a cantor set. Hence S, = [J;cyn(Cj) is also a mycielski set of K.

Finally, we prove that S, is a chaotic set for (w, ). Let (z',2?) is a pair of distinct points in S,,.
Then there exist (z})iez, (¥2)icz € D, such that 2} = 2! and 2% = 2?. On the one hand, by (6.5)

légl_il_gg d(¢(7’L, W, $1)7 ¢(n7 W, $2)) = Egl_il_gg d((gb(n, wo (y)7 x(l))v ¢(n7 WO(ZJ), $g))
< lim inf p((¢(n, wi(y), i))iez, (¢(n, wi(y), 27))iez) = 0.
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Thus liI_r)linf d(fn(xt), fr(x?)) = 0.
On the other hand, we take L € N such that Zz’eZ,\i\ZL % < %/{. By (6.0

limsup p((¢(n, wi(y), 21 ))iez, (d(n, wi(y), 3))icz) > 4k.

n—-4o0o
Hence there exist natural numbers n;, j € N such that L <n; <ng <--- and
7
p((p(nj, wi(y), z))iez, (¢(nj, wi(y), 27))icz) > h

Since (2})iez, (#3)icz € Ky, we have that ¢(w;(y))z! = zj,, and ¢(w;i(y))z? = a7, for i € Z.
Moreover for each j € N, (¢(nj,wi(y),z}))iez = (¥}yn,)iez and (¢(nj,wi(y),z7))iez = (¥7,,, )iez-

Thus p((%iyn, )iz, (:E?Jrnj )icz) > 1k for each j € N. Then

1 d($zl+n i) xzz—i-n ) 7 1
Z ! ! > 5:‘1 — Z — 2 3K

20| 1 2 i
i,mSL 2 Z‘ 1 + d(xl-i-nj?‘rl—l—nj) Z'GZ,MZL
for j € N. Thus for each j € N, there exists ¢; € Z with |i;| < L such that

1 2
d($zj+nj,$lj+nj) > K

1+d(zt,, 22, )~ 7

t+ng? Vij4n;

which implies d(z} x?ﬁnj) > k. Let mj = i; +n; > 0 for j € N. Then d(m,lnj,mgnj) > Kk and

ij+nj7
lim m; = 400. Since
J—+0o0
th, = $(my,wo(y),b) = d(my,w,2') and a2, = G(my,woly), 23) = B(my,w, %) Vj € N

. 1 : 2)) — 1 2 :
we have that d(¢(, mj,w,2"), ¢(m;,w,27)) = d(zy,,, 27,,) = &, j € N and hence

my?

lim sup d(¢(n,w,m1),¢(n,w,m2)) > lim sup d((b(mj,w,ml),(b(mj,w,mQ)) > K.
n—+00 Jj—+oo

Summerizing the above , we have that
liglj_nf d(p(n,w, '), ¢(n,w,x?)) = 0 and limsup d(p(n,w,z'), d(n,w,z?)) > K
n [e%¢) n—-+0o00

for a pair (2!, 22) of distinct points in S,,. This shows that S, is a chaotic set for (w, f) and completes

the proof of the theorem. O

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF BAsic LEMMAS AND PROPOSITIONS

In this appendix, we give the proof of Lemma B2l and several basic facts and their proofs about
the ergodic decomposition, which we used in previous sections.
Proof of Lemma For n € Z, let I1,, x : X — X with II,, x((%;)icz) = xn for T = (2;)icz € XZ.
Put
B, =11, (Bx)
and Dg = U,z Bi. Clearly,
(A1) Bi 2 Bit

for each ¢ € Z. Then Dy is a sub-algebra of B and the o-algebra generated by Dy is equal to B
(mod fi). Thus for any A € B and ¢ > 0, there exists Ac € Dy such that g(AAA.) < €, where
AAA. = (A\ A) U (Ac\ A) (see [64, Theorem 0.7]).
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Let o = {A1,Ag, -+ ,Ar} € Pg with k > 2. For m € N, there exists 6 = §(k, m) > 0 such that for
any 5 = {BlyB%"' 7Bk} € PXv if

k
A(aAB) : Z (A;ABy) <

then H,(a|B) < L (see for example [64, Lemma 4.15)).
For i = 1,2,--- |k — 1, we take A, € D¢ with p(A;AA4) < ]f—g. Let A} = X\ Uk 1A’ Then
A} € Dx and

k—1 k—
0
_ / / /
(ARAAL) < M(gl A;AAY) EZ: A QL)) <
where the first inequality comes from the fact
k—1 - k—1
AdAy = (X\ [ 4pax\ [ 4) ¢ |44,
j=1 : i=1

Then let C = A} and

i—1 i—1
c= Ao =4 4

J=1 J=1

fori=2,--- k. Clearly, C; € Dy for each i € {1,2,--- ,k} and v := {C1,Co,--- ,Cy} € Px.

Since Dg = J;ez Bis by (Al we have i, € N such that C; € B_;, for each i € {1,2,--- ,k}. Thus,
there exists D; € B such that H_Z x(Di) =Cjfori=1,2,-- k. Let 7 ={D1, Dy, -+, Dy}. Then
T € Px and

v = H:Z.l* xT = T_’*Haﬁ(T = T_i*H)_(lT.

For i € {1,2,--- ,k}, we have

A;AC; = (A \ C) U (Cy \ 4;) C A’\UA’ (A\ AY)
7j=1
= (4 \ AU AmUA' U (AL A;) = (A;AA)) U UAmA’
7j=1
C (AAA) U OAOA AO(A’\A))):(AZ-AA;)U(UAZ-Q(A}\AJ)
j=1 j=1
OAAA’

Moreover, i(A;AC;) < E L (A;AAY) < %. Thus a(aAy) = Zle a(A;AC;) < 6. By the choice of
<

1
m’

d, we know Hp(aly)
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Now for n € N, we have

n—1 n—1

Hy(\/ T 'alI"(B) VTQ% Hy(\/ T~a|T~By)
i 1=0

Hﬂ( \/ T—(z-l—z*)a‘T—z*H;(l( \/ T7i7)) = Hﬂ( \/ T_(ZH*)()(’T_Z* ( \/ T_ZH;{1T))
=0 1= 1=0 =0

n+ix—1

n—1 n—1
= Hﬂ(\/ T+ | \/ T7~) < \/ T " \/ T
n+z*l—:1 . n—1 o n+ix—1 o
< Z (T 'al \/T (ZHﬁ(T_’a|T_W)—I— Z Hﬁ(T_’oz)>

=0 i=n
= (nHﬂ(alfy) + Z*Hﬂ(a)) )

Using the above inequality, we have

_ ~ . 1
ha(T, oIl (B)) = JJm - H ﬁ \/ Tl (B)) < Jm - (nHp(aly) + i Hy(a))
= Hp(aly) < —

Since m is arbitrary, hz(T, a[lT! (B)) = 0. This implies h;(T|TLx) = 0 since « is arbitrary. The proof
is complete. O

Next, we investigate the ergodic decomposition of conditional entropy. Let (X, B, u,T) be an in-
vertible Lebesgue system. We consider the sub-c-algebra

I(T) ={A€B: T 'BAB) = 0}.

It is well known that there exists a factor map ¢ : (X,B,u,T) — (E,&,n,idg) between two invert-
ible Lebesgue systems such that ¢~*(€) = I,(T) (mod p) and (X, Be, pte, T') is an ergodic invertible
Lebesgue system for n-a.e e € E, where idg is the identity map from FE to itself, p = fE tedn(e) is the
disintegration of u relative to the factor (E,&,n,idg), and (X, Be, i) is the corresponding Lebesgue
space for e € FE in this disintegration (see [53], [22, Theorem 3.42]). More precisely, conditional
probability measures { . }ecp with the following properties:

e (i is a Lebesgue measure on X with ,ue(qﬁ_l(e)) =1forallyeY.
e for each f € L'(X,B, ), one has f € LY(X, Be, pte) for n-a.e. e € E, the map e Jx [ dpe is

in LY(E,n) and [}, ([y fdue) dn(e) = [y fdp. Particularly, for each A € B, one has A € B.
for n-a.e. e € E.

The disintegration p = | 7 Medn(e) is called the ergodic decomposition of p. The following result is
well known (see [53, Theorem 8.11], [28] or [22] Theorem 15.12]).

Lemma A.1. (Ergodic decomposition of entropy for partition) Let (X, B, u,T) be an invertible Lebesgue
system and p = fE tedn(e) be the ergodic decomposition of u. Then for any o € Px(B),

hM(T,a):/Ehue(T,a)dn(e).

Lemma A.2. Let (X,B,M,T) be a MDS. Then for any «, 8 € Px,

n—1

1 —1 —1 —
igflnH T af \/OT B)=hu(T,aV p) —h,(T,«a).
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Proof. For a, 8 € Px, let a,, = HM(\/?:_O1 T \/?:_01 T~B) for n € N. Then, for n,m € N, we have

n+m—1 ' n+m—1 '
Anem = H( \/ T o \/ T7'B)
i=0 i=0
n—1 ' n+m—1 . m—1 . n+m—1 .
W\ T\ T78)+H (T (\/ T \/ T78)
i=0 i=0 i=0 i=0

m—1
< a, + H,( \/ T~ ia)|T™™ \/ T7'8))
= Up + Q-

By Theorem 4.9 in [64], inf,,>; %an = limy, 4100 %an. Thus,

inf H T_ioz| \/ T7'8)

n>1n
=l L, \/ Tl \/ )
ZNE&OG \/T‘WVB \/TZﬂ)

= lim lHu(\/ T V) — lim H, T ‘B)

n—+oo n n—-+oo

= h,U«(Tv aV B) - hH(T7 5)
This completes the proof of Lemma. O

Let (X,B,u,T) be an invertible Lebesgue system. A sub-o-algebra C of B is called countably
generated if there exists {A4;}5°, C C such that C is the o-algebra generated by {4;}°,, i.e., C is the
smallest o-algebra containing all A;,7 € N.

Lemma A.3. (Ergodic decomposition of conditional entropy for partition) Let (X,B,u,T) be an
invertible Lebesgue system, p = fE wedn(e) be the ergodic decomposition of u, and C be a countably
generated sub-c-algebra of B with T~'C C C. Then, for each o € Px(B),

(T lC) = [E By (T, 0[C)dii(c).

Proof. Let (X, B, pte, T') be the corresponding Lebesgue systems for e € F in the ergodic decomposition
of pu. Since C is a countably generated sub-o-algebra of B, there exists {A4;}5°, C C such that C is the
o-algebra generated by {4;}7°,. Let o = {By, B, - - Bk} € Px(B). Since A € B, for n-a.e. e € E
when A € B, one has that for n-a.e. e € E, {Bl,Bg, -, Bp}U{A4; : i € N} C B,.. Thus for n-a.e.
e € E, B. contains the o-algebra generated by C U (U;cz, T"{B1, B2, -+ , Bx}) since B, is o-algebra
and T7'B, = Be.

Let 8; = V1_{Ai, X\ A;} for j € N. Then for each n € N, when j — +00, we have \/?:_01 T=8; /C
(mod p) and \/?:_01 T='8; /C (mod pe) for n-a.e. e € E. Thus,

n—1 n—1 n—1 n—1
(A.2) H,(\/ T™alC) = i mfooH Tl \/ T7g;) = me \/ Tl \/ T7'8;).
. =1 ; =0

30



Moveover,

n—1 n—1 n—1
. iy e (e L i —ig
k0 = 1 00 = (s 7 V)

n—1 n—1
) .1 —i —ig
s (st i)
= lgfl (hu(T, v Bj) — hy(T', B5)) - (by lemma[A.2)
J=
That is

n—1 n—1
1 ) .
inf | inf —H T T3,

Similarly, for n-a.e. e € E, we have

n—1 n—1

) .o 1 —i —ig.

A Py (T C) = int (g;ﬂu(;/lT a’i\:/(]T ﬁ]))
= inf (hy (T, 00V 55) ~ (T, ).

Using (A.3), Lemma [A] Lemma[A2] and (A4]), we obtain
hM(T7 Oé’C) = ]H;fl‘ (hM(T7 aV BJ) - hM(T7 BJ))

= inf/ (R (TyaV B;) — by (T, B4)) dn(e)

i>1 )
1 n—1 ' n—1 '
=;g§/E;g§;Hue(li/lT a’i\:/(]T Bj)dn(e)

j—+oo Jpn>ln

n—1 n—1
) .1 —i —i
= /Ejgglm (;g;fl ~H, (\/ T7a| \/ T ﬁj)) dn(e)
- =1 =0

(by Monotone convergence Theorem )
1 n—1 n—1
Y - —i —ig
= /E;gfl (;};fl nHue(lyl T \_/0 T @)) dn(e)

- / hyu (T, a|C) dn(e).
E

This completes the proof of Lemma. O

n—1 n—1
1 . .
= lim inf —H,, ( \/ T "af \/ T7"'B;)dn(e)
i=1 =0

Let (X,Bx,u,T) be a Polish system. Let B, be the completion of the Borel o-algebra Bx with
respect to p. Then (X, B, u, T) is a Lebesgue system. Put
X = {i‘ = (l‘i)igz S X7, Tr; =xi41,1 € Z}
and let Iy : (X, B, i@, T) — (X, Bx,u, T) be the natural extension of (X, Bx, u,T).

Let fi = [ ficdn(e) be the ergodic decomposition of fi and (X, (B)e, fie, T') be the corresponding

Lebesgue systems for e € E in the ergodic decomposition of fi. Since H}l (Bx) is a countably generated
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sub-o-algebra of By, one knows that for n-a.e. e € E, H)_(l(BX) C (Bp)e. Therefore, for n-a.e. e € E,
letting pe(A) = ﬁe(H)_(lA) for A € Bx, we have that (X, Bx, p.,T) is an ergodic Polish system. It
is clear that for any f G Ll(X Bx, i), one has that follx € Ll(X,H)_(l(BX),,a). Hence the map
ec B fX x)dpe(z fX o ITxdjfi.) is n-measurable and

//fdue )dn(e //fOHXd,Ue )dn(e /fondu /fdu

That is, for any f € L'(X,Bx, i), one has

(A.5) the map e € £ — / f(z)dpe(z) is n-measurable and / / fdue)dn(e / fdu.

In this case, we say that p = fE tedn(e) is the ergodic decomposition of .

Lemma A.4. Let m: (X,Bx,u,T) — (Y,By,v,S) be a factor map between two Polish systems and
(Y, By,v,S) be ergodic. If = [ pedn(e) is the ergodic decomposition of p, then
(1) forn-a.e. e € E, 7 :(X,Bx, e, T) — (Y, By, v, S) is a factor map between two Polish systems.
(2) hy(T|m (By)) = [ hu (T|7 1 (By))dn(e). That is, hy(T|m) = [ hy (T|7)dn(e).

Proof. Let B, be the completion of the Borel o-algebra By with respect to v. Let B, be the completion
of the Borel o-algebra Bx with respect to p. Then 7 : (X,B,,u,T) = (Y,B,,v,5) is a factor map
between two Lebesgue systems.

Put

X = {i’ = (xi)iEZ € X7, Tz, = xi41,1 € Z}

and let IIx : (X,B,,4,T) — (X,Bx,u,T) be the natural extension of (X,Bx,u,T). Let g =
[ Fedn(e) the ergodic decomposition of fi and (X, (Bp)es fie, T) be the corresponding Lebesgue systems
for e € E in the ergodic decomposition of fi. Since 1'[)_(1 (Bx) is a countably generated sub-o-algebra of
By, one knows that for n-a.e. e € E, IIy'(Bx) C (By)e. For n-a.e. e € E, letting j1.(A) = fie(IT A)
for A € Bx, then (X, Bx, fte, T) is an ergodic Polish system and p = [}, piedn/(e) is the ergodic decom-
position of p.

For n-a.e. e € E, we define v.(B) = u.(7"'(B)) for B € By. Then (Y,By,v.,S) is an ergodic
Polish system and 7 : (X, Bx, pe,T) — (Y, By,v,,S) is a factor map between two Polish systems.
Thus, the property (1) in the lemma follows from the following claim.

Claim: For n-a.e. e € F, v, = v.

Proof of Claim. Since Y is a Polish space, there are finite Borel-measurable partitions 3;, i € N of
Y such that 87 < B2 =< --- and By is the smallest o-algebra containing all 3;, ¢ € N. Let D be the
algebra generated by {A : A € f3; for some i € N}. Then D is a countable set and D generates the
o-algebra By . Define

Y(v)={yeY: lim ZlASl =v(A) for any A € D}

n—+ocon

where 14 is the characterization function of A. Slnce D is a countable set, Y (v) € By and v(Y (v)) =1
by the Birkhoff ergodic theorem. Since [, pie(7 (Y (v))dn(e) = pu(x=1 (Y (v)) = v(Y (v)) = 1, one has
pe(m (Y (1)) = 1 for n-a.e. e € E. That is, v.(Y(v)) = pe(7 (Y (v))) = 1 for n-a.e. e € E. Thus,
to show v, = v for n-a.e. e € E, it is sufficient to show that if e € E such that (Y, By,ve,S) is an
ergodic Polish system and v (Y (v)) = 1, then v, = v.

Let e € E such that (Y, By, ve, S) is an ergodic Polish system and v.(Y (v)) = 1. Set

Fe={B € By :v.(B) =v(B)}.

We want to show F, = By.
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By the Birkhoff ergodic theorem, there exists y € Y (v) such that

n—1
. 1 PN

ngl}rloo - Zz:% 14(S"y) = ve(A) for any A € D.
By the definition of Y (v), limy,—, o0 = E?:_ol 14(S%) = v(A) for any A € D. Hence, v (A) = v(A) for
any A € D, which implies that D C F.. Note that F. is a monotone class. Thus, F. = By follows
from that the o-algebra generated by D is the monotone class generated by D. This completes the
proof of Claim. 0

Next, we prove the property (2). Since X is Polish space, there are finite Borel-measurable partitions
a; of X such that a3 < a9 < --- and the small o-algebra containing all «;, i € N is Bx. Thus for any
a T-invariant Borel probability measure A on (X, Bx) and any sub-c-algebra C of Bx with T7'C C C,
one has

(A.6) lim hy (T, s|C) = ho(T]C).

1—400
Since H)_(1 (71By) is a countably generated sub-o-algebra of By and
T I (7' By)) = LT Hr ' By) = I (n~1(S7'By)) C T (7' By),

one has for i € N
(A7) ha(T, T () [Ty (7' By ) = /E hy, (T, T () [Ty (! By )dn(e)

by lemma [A.3l Note that
h(T, il By) = hy(T, Ty (i) [T (7' By ))
and
Iy (Ts i m ™' By) = by, (T, T () [Ty (7' By))
for n-a.e. e € E. Combing this with (A.7), one has

(A.8) ho(T, il By ) = /E By, (T, el By )dn(e).
Let ¢ — 400 in (A.8)), we have
(Tl By) = [ by (T By an(e)
by (A.6]) and the monotone convergence Theorem. The proof of this lemma is complete. O
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