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ABSTRACT. Consider a compact metric space (M,dys) and X = MY, We
prove a Ruelle’s Perron Frobenius Theorem for a class of compact subshifts
with Markovian structure introduced in [Bull. Braz. Math. Soc. 45 (2014),
pp. 53-72] which are defined from a continuous function A : M x M — R that
determines the set of admissible sequences. In particular, this class of subshifts
includes the finite Markov shifts and models where the alphabet is given by
the unit circle S1. Using the involution Kernel, we characterize the normalized
eigenfunction of the Ruelle operator associated to its maximal eigenvalue and
present an extension of its corresponding Gibbs state to the bilateral approach.
From these results, we prove existence of equilibrium states and accumulation
points at zero temperature in a particular class of countable Markov shifts.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The thermodynamic formalism has its origins in the second half of the XX cen-
tury with the study of problems of minimization of energy in classical mechanics.
At that moment, some mathematicians interested in the study of these problems,
among them, Yakov Sinai, David Ruelle and Rufus Bowen, adopted a concept
known as Gibbs state from the theoretical physics setting to the ergodic theory
(see for instance [5], [31], [32] and [35]). The so called Gibbs states usually rep-
resent observables optimizing the free energy on a system of particles modeled on
a lattice with interactions described by an observable satisfying certain regularity
conditions. From a mathematical point of view such Gibbs states are Borelian prob-
ability measures defined on a lattice, which can be obtained from the eigenvalues
and eigenvectors of a transfer operator associated to the observable that represents
the interactions.

Different approaches to this theory have been studied by many authors in several
contexts of symbolic dynamics, both in compact and non-compact settings. In the
seminal work [31] the thermodynamic formalism on uni-dimensional lattices was
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presented. That work introduced a useful tool called Ruelle operator, also known
in the literature as transfer operator, which is still today one of the most important
tools used to find such states that minimize the free energy of the system. Some
years later, in [30], these problems were studied in a more interesting dynamical
context, known as finite Markov shifts under hypothesis of aperiodicity in the in-
cidence matrix. In [27] and [34] these results were generalized for the non-compact
setting of countable Markov shifts, both in the topologically mixing and the finitely
irreducible case. Another interesting setting, where the alphabet is given by the
unit circle St, or the unit interval [0, 1], was studied in [36] and later in the seminal
paper about limits at zero temperature in [37]. After, [4] and [22] considered the
case where the alphabet is any compact metric space. We also have some interesting
generalizations for bounded Polish metric spaces in [11 25] and even non-bounded
Polish metric spaces in a linear dynamical approach in [23].

Among the main utilities of the study of transfer operators are their multiple
applications in problems of ergodic optimization using techniques of selection and
non-selection at zero temperature, as we can see in [37] (see also [24]).

Another very important work in that direction was presented in [0], in which was
guaranteed uniqueness of the ground state associated to a locally constant potential
in the setting of finite Markov shifts. After that, some interesting techniques of
renormalization were introduced, allowing to find explicit expressions of the ground
state (see for details [8, 19]). From a non-compact point of view, in [I6] was
proved existence of maximizing measures in the context of countable Markov shifts
satisfying the finitely primitive condition. After that, in [I4], a generalization of that
result in the case of topologically transitive countable Markov shifts was presented.
The uniqueness of the ground state was proved in [I7] in the setting of countable
Markov shifts satisfying the BIP property, however, that problem is still open for
the topologically mixing case. When the alphabet is given by the unit circle S,
problems of selection and non-selection at zero temperature were studied in [4],
[24] and [37] for the classical approach on the interval [0, 1], and these results were
generalized to compact metric spaces in [22] and to non-compact bounded Polish
metric spaces in [11] and [25].

In this paper we present the thermodynamical formalism in a symbolic dynamical
context introduced in [I3] using approaches similar to the ones that appear in [4] and
[30], we are able to prove a Ruelle ‘s Perron-Frobenius Theorem in our setting, both
in the topologically transitive case and the topologically mixing case. Furthermore,
using some techniques developed in [25], we guarantee existence of Gibbs states and
maximizing measures in an interesting particular case of countable Markov shifts
with irreducible incidence matrix that satisfy the BP property (see for instance [7]),
but which is not immersed in the class of countable Markov shifts satisfying either
the BIP property or the finitely primitive condition (see also [16], [17] and [33]).

On other hand, the so called involution kernel appears as a useful technique to
characterize the eigenfunction associated to the maximal eigenvalue of the Ruelle
operator in terms of the eigenprobability and the potential defining the operator (see
for instance [4, [12]). An interesting case where are presented explicit expressions
of the eigenprobability in terms of a potential ¢ satisfying £,(1) = 1, can be
found in [9] and [29]. In this work, we present an involution kernel adapted to our
matter and we use that to find an expression of the eigenfunction in terms of the
involution kernel and the eigenprobability, and also an optimal transport measure



GENERAL ONE DIMENSIONAL SPIN MODELS WITH MARKOVIAN STRUCTURE 3

between the Gibbs state associated to a potential satisfying suitable conditions and
its corresponding dual.

This paper is organized as follows: In section 2] we state the main results of
the paper and are included some definitions. In section [3] we present the proofs
of Theorem [ and Proposition [Il We also state a variational principle in order to
prove Proposition 2l Finally, in section ] we present the proof of Theorem

2. MAIN RESULTS

Consider a compact metric space (M, dys) and define X as the set of sequences
taking values in M (the set M sometimes is called the alphabet). As a consequence
of the Tychonoff’s Theorem, the set X equipped with the metric

oo

A(e.) = 3 gedar(n, ), (1)
n=1

results in a compact metric space. The shift map is defined as the function
o: X — X given by o0((2n)nen) = (n+1)nen. We consider the Bernoulli system of
sequences in X with the shift map acting on it and a suitable potential ¢ from X
into R determining the interactions on the system. The thermodynamical formalism
on this class of models has been widely studied in the setting of compact metric
spaces (see for instance [4, 22| [24]), as well as in the non-compact setting of bounded
Polish metric spaces (see for details [111 25]).

In this paper we stress that condition, studying the thermodynamical formalism
on a class of subshifts introduced in [I3] (see also [20] and [21]), in which only some
of the sequences belonging to the set X are allowed.

The set of admissible sequences is characterized in the following way: consider
a continuous function A : M x M — R and a compact set I C R. We say that a
sequence z = (z)neny € X is an admissible sequence associated to the map A
and the set I, if A(xy,,2,41) € I for each n € N. Through this paper we will denote
the set of such admissible sequences by B(A,I). Given an element b € M, we define
the section of b in A71(I) as the set of elements a € M such that A(a,b) € I,
which will be denoted by s(b). It is not difficult to check that the continuity of the
map A implies that s(b) is a compact subset of M for each b € M. By the above,
we can define a map s : M — K(M) that assigns to each b € M its corresponding
section s(b) € IC(M), where (M) denotes the collection of all the compact subsets
of M equipped with the Hausdorff metric (see for details [13]).

From now on, we will assume that the map A is such that s results in a locally
constant function, that is, for any b € M, there is an open neighborhood U, C M
containing b such that s(b) = s(b) for each b’ € U,

It is easy to check that B(A,I) is o-invariant, moreover, in [13] it was showed
that B(A,I) C X is a closed metric subspace (when it is equipped with the metric
induced by the metric d defined in ([Il)). Therefore, B(A, I) results in a topological
subshift of M.

If M is a connected compact metric space, for instance M = [0, 1], it follows
that s : M — K(M) is a constant function, which reduce our approach to the
classical model on the lattice [0,1]" (see for instance [4]). In the case that the
function A is a constant map taking the value x and I := {xk} = A(M x M), our
setting is the same as the one studied in [22]. On other hand, if M = {1,...,d},
I={1}, A € Myxq({0,1}) and the function A is defined by A(7,j) = 1 if and only
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it A,; =1 and A(¢,j) # 1 if and only if A, ; = 0, it follows that B(A4,{1}) is a
finite Markov shift with incidence matrix A on the alphabet {1,...,d} (see [2] and
301).

Let Y be a subset of X. We know that Y is a metric subspace of X, with the
metric induced by the metric d defined in (). We will use the notation Cy(Y") for
the set of bounded continuous functions from Y into R equipped with the norm
I |l given by ||¢|lcc = sup{|¢(x)| : € Y}. When Y is a compact metric subspace
of X, we will denote by C(Y") the set of continuous functions from ¥ into R. We
will also use the notation H(Y") for the set of a-Hélder continuous functions from
Y into R equipped with the norm || - ||, given by |[|¢|la = |¢lls + Holy,, where

Hol, := sup{% T F Y, x,y € Y}.

It is widely known that all the spaces of functions mentioned above result in
Banach spaces when they are equipped with its corresponding norms.

Now we will define the Ruelle operator associated to a map ¢ € C(B(A,I)) in
our present setting. Fixing a Borelian a priori probability measure v on M and
assuming that v has full support, we define the generalized Ruelle operator
associated to ¢ as the map assigning to each ¢ € C(B(A,I)) the function L, (1)
given by

£¢<¢o<x>:—-j/( I par)iv(a), (2)

where ax € B(A,I) is the concatenation of the word a € s(x1) and the sequence
x € B(AI).

By the above, it follows that for each n € N, the n-th iterate of the Ruelle
operator is given by the map assigning to each ¢ € C(B(A,I)) the function

L) (z) = /( . ./( ) e @ D)y (a"z)dv(ay) . . . dv(ay),

where S,p(y) = Z;:Ol (07 (y)) and each a™ = a,...a; is a word of length n
satisfying that the concatenation a"x € B(A,I), which is equivalent to say that
ar € s(x1),az2 € s(a1),...,an € s(an—1) and x € B(A,I).

In [13] it was proved that this operator is well defined, that is, the integral in
the right side of the above equation is finite for each x € B(A4,I). Furthermore, it
is easy to check, using the fact that continuous functions are uniformly continuous
on compact sets, that £, preserves the set of functions C(B(4,I)).

In the case where the potential ¢ belongs to H,(B(A,I)), we have that the set
Ha(B(A,I)) is preserved by the Ruelle operator L.

Indeed, if we have ¢ € H,(B(A,I)), it follows that for any pair x,y € B(A,I)
such that 1 = y1, we have

@w@—@w@hlm

1
< 55 (Holue [l + Holyel#1= ) d(z, y)°.

‘ew(am)w(ax) _ e‘/’(ay)w (ay) }di/(@)

Thus, under the assumption that the function s is locally constant, we conclude
that the function £, (1)) is locally Holder continuous, which implies that £, (¢) €
Ha(B(A,I)) by compactness of the set B(A, I) (A more detailed explanation about
this claim appears in the proof of Theorem [I).
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In order to simplify reading of this text, for any Borelian measure p defined on
a metric subspace Y C X and any ¥ € C(Y'), we will use the notation

(1) :=/Y¢du.

When necessary, we will use the notation

u(6(@) = [ vla)dnte).

We say that a Borelian measure p defined on the metric subspace Y C X is a
o-invariant measure, if for any Borelian set £ C Y we have u(c~'(E)) = u(E).
Through this paper, we will use the notation M, (Y") for the set of all the o-invariant
probability measures on Y.

From the properties of the dual of a Banach space, we can define the dual Ruelle
operator associated to a potential ¢ € Ho(B(A,I)), as the map L, assigning to
each Radon measure y on the Borelian sets of B(A, I), the Radon measure L7, (1),
which is defined as the Radon measure satisfying for each ¢p € C(B(A,I)) the
following equation

Lo () () = p(Ly () - (3)

In a similar way, for each n € N we define the n-th iterate of L7, as the operator

assigning to each Radon measure pu, the Radon measure £*™(u), satisfying for each
Y € C(B(A,I)) the following equation

LM () () = (L () -

Note that by completeness and separability of the metric space B(A,T), the
operators L7, and LZ" are in fact defined on the set of all the Borelian measures
on B(A,I).

We say that a metric subspace Y C X is topologically transitive, if for any
pair of open sets U,V C Y, there exists n € N such that c=*(U) NV # (. In
addition, we say that Y C X is topologically mixing, if for any pair of open sets
U,V CY, there exists n € N such that c=™(U) NV # () for each m > n.

Under the assumption that the set of admissible sequences B(A, I) is topologi-
cally transitive, we say that B(A, ) admits a spectral decomposition, if there
are k € N and a permutation p of the set {1, ..., k}, such that

B(A,I) = B(A, 1), U...UB(A, I)y,

where the subsets B(A,I);, with ¢ € {1,...,k}, are pairwise disjoint and closed,
o(B(A,I);) = B(A,I)p(;) and each component B(A,I); is topologically mixing for
the map o™i, where m; is the less positive integer such that p™i(i) = i. Note
that the transitivity condition guarantees that for each pair ¢,5 € {1,...,k}, there
is n € N such that ¢™(B(A,I);) = B(A,I); which implies that the permutation p
is necessarily a cycle of length &k and, therefore, m; = k for each i € {1, ..., k}..

Remark 1. It is widely known that the any element of the class of finite Markov
shifts with irreducible incidence matrix admits a spectral decomposition (see for
instance section 1.3 in [I8]). Furthermore, even in non compact approaches this
property is also satisfied. For instance, any countable Markov shift with irreducible
incidence matrix satisfies the property. The above will be useful in the proof of
Proposition [l (see for details section 7.1 in [I§]).
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Throughout the paper we will assume that M is a compact metric space and that
the set of admissible sequences B(A, I) is a topologically transitive set admitting a
spectral decomposition. We will suppose also that the map s is locally constant.

Now we are able to state the main results of this paper. The first one of them is
the following:

Theorem 1. For any potential ¢ € Hqo(B(A,I)), the following conditions are
satisfied:

(1) There are A, > 0 and a strictly positive function f, € Ho(B(A,I)), such
that, L,(f,) = X\ofp. Moreover, the eigenvalue A, is simple and mazimal.

(2) There exists a Borelian probability measure p, defined on B(A,I), such
that, L;(pp) = Appy-

(8) For g = p+log(f,)—log(f,oo)—log(A,), there is a unique fized point
for the operator L. Moreover, this fized point is a o-invariant probability
measure and can be expressed as dp, = fodpy, with f, satisfying (1) and
P satisfying (2).

(4) If, in addition, the set of admissible sequences is topologically mizing, then,
for any function ¢ € Ho(B(A, 1)), we have

lim £2(0) = (),

uniformly in the norm ||-||eo. Moreover, under these assumptions the maz-
imal eigenvalue A\, results isolated as well: the remainder of the spectrum
is contained in a disk centered at zero with radius strictly smaller than A,.

Now we propose an application of the former result in the context of countable
Markov shifts. In order to do that, consider M C [0,1] a compact set of the form
M = {by : k € N} U {bo}, where by, < by for each k € N. Suppose, also, that
boo := 1 is the unique accumulation point of M. It is easy to check that M equipped
with the metric das(b;, b;) = |b; — b;| results in a compact metric space.

Thus, choosing I = {1}, My := {b; : k € N} and defining the infinite matrix
A € Muyxn,({0,1}) as Ay, p;, = 1, if and only if A(b;,b;) =1 and Ay, p, = 0, if
and only if A(b;,b;) # 1, we obtain that

B(A, {1}) N M} = X4,

where YA is the countable Markov shift on the alphabet M, with incidence
matrix A, that is, the set of sequences x = (z,)nen taking values on the alphabet
My such that A;, ., , = 1 for each n € N. Note that in this case the subshift
YA is a bounded metric space when it is equipped with the metric induced by (),
which in this case is given by

1
d(xvy) = Z 2_n|xn - ynl :
n=1
Furthermore, since the map s : M — K(M) is locally constant, there is jo € N
such that for any j > jo we have Ay, ,, = Abi,bjo for all 7 € N. Note that this class
of countable Markov shifts is not immersed in the class of countable Markov shifts
satisfying either the BIP property or the finitely primitive condition (see [16], [17]
and [33]).
In fact, we have that Ay, ;, = (17 0 A)(bs,b;) for any pair 4,5 € N, with 17 the
characteristic function of the set I, that is, the map satisfying 1;(x) = 1if x € T
and 17(x) =0if z ¢ I.
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Under these assumptions, we obtain an a priori probability measure given by
v =Y 0 Pelb,, with > 72 pr = 1 and pp > 0 for each k& € N. Note that
bso € supp(v), which assures that v has full support on the set M. Moreover, if we
define p’ : M — [0,1] as p'(by) = pi for each k € N, p/(bso) =0 and m : X — M
as m1(z) = 1, we obtain that for each pair ¢,¢ € B(4,{1}) and any = € X4, the
equation ([2)) can be written as

Lo)(@) = Y e?“Dy(az)(p’ om)(az).

acs(xy)

In particular, taking p = p’|s, and using that the map 1 is bounded, it follows
that for each x € ¥ o we have

£¢(1/})(x) = L¢‘2A+10g(p07r1)(¢|EA)(I) )

where L, is the classical Ruelle operator associated to ¢ € C(X4) (which is
defined without using an a priori probability measure but assuming suitable condi-
tions on the potential), given by the map assigning to each £ € C(Xa) the function
Ly(&) defined as

Lo©)@) = D e *Dg(an), (4)

a€ My
a,zy=1

for each x € ¥z (see for instance [34]). Note that the sum in the right side of (@)
could fail to be finite. However, in Proposition [[l we will give conditions on the
potential ¢ in order to guarantee finiteness of that sum for any ¢ € H,(Xa) and
thus guarantee that Ly is well defined in our setting.

Under that assumptions, it follows that (B]) holds for any Borelian measure p
defined on XA and any 9 € Ho(3A).

A matrix A € Mg, xm,({0,1}) is called irreducible, if for any pair (b;,b;) be-
longing to the set My x My, there is k € N such that the component in the row
b; and the column b; of the matrix AF is positive. On other hand, a matrix
A € My, xm, ({0, 1}) is called aperiodic, if there is k € N such that all the compo-
nents of the matrix A* are positive. Note that B(A,{1}) is topologically transitive
if and only if the matrix A is irreducible and the set B(A,{1}) is topologically
mixing if and only if A results in an aperiodic matrix.

Throughout the paper we will assume that ¥4 is a countable Markov shift on
the alphabet My = {by, : k € N} with irreducible incidence matrix A and that there
is jo € N such that for any j > jo we have Ay, . = Abiybjo for all i € N.

This approach allows to state a Ruelle’s Perron-Frobenius Theorem in the con-
text of countable Markov shifts in the following way:

Proposition 1. Consider a potential ¢ : ¥ o — R of the form ¢ = ¢ + log(pom),
with ¢ € Ho(XA) and p : My — [0,1] satisfying p(by) > 0 for each k € N and
> one i p(bi) = 1. Then, the Ruelle operator Ly is well defined and Theorem [l holds
in the following way:
(1) There are Ay > 0 and a strictly positive function fs € Hao(XA) such that
Ly(fs) = Ao fo. Moreover, the eigenvalue Ay is simple and mazimal.
(2) There exists a Borelian probability measure py defined on Lo and satisfying
L3 (pg) = Appo-
(3) For ¢ = ¢+1log(fs) —log(fsoo)—log(Ay), there is a unique fized point pig
for the operator L%. Moreover, this fived point is a o-invariant probability
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measure and can be expressed of the form dus = fsdps, with fe satisfying
(1) and pg satisfying (2).

(4) If the incidence matriz A is aperiodic, then, for any function ¥ € Hy(XA),
we have

lim L2(0) = (1)

uniformly in the norm | - ||s. Furthermore, in this case the eigenvalue Ay
results isolated. That is, the remainder of the spectrum is contained in a
disk centered at zero with radius strictly smaller than A,.

On other hand, given a potential ¢ € C(Y), with Y C X a metric subspace,
we say that a probability measure i, € My (Y) is a ¢-maximizing measure, if
satisfies

fioo (@) = m(p) := sup{u(p) : p € Mo(Y)}.

Hereafter, we will denote by Myax() to the set of all the p-maximizing proba-
bility measures, which is a non-empty set when Y C X is a compact metric space.
In section Blwill be proved a variational principle of the pressure for the equilibrium
states obtained from Theorem [I, which implies that the accumulation points of the
family of Gibbs states (i, )i>1 are in fact p-maximizing probability measures.

The above allows to state the following result about existence of maximizing
probability measures in the context of countable Markov shifts satisfying the con-
ditions that appear in Proposition[Il using techniques of selection and non-selection
at zero temperature. Note that this result is stated in an approach that is different
to the ones that appear in [14], [15] and [I6], where, either are assumed another
combinatorial conditions on the countable Markov shift 3o or are required another
conditions on the regularity of the potential that represents the interactions on the
system.

Proposition 2. For each t > 1 consider the potential ¢y : Yo — R given by
oy = to+log(pom), with ¢ € Ho(XA) and p: My — [0, 1], such that p(by) > 0 for
each k € N and Y7~ p(by) = 1. Then, the family of equilibrium states (jig, )i>1
has an accumulation point jis at infinity and fieo € Mupax(©).

Now we move our attention to an interesting setting in thermodynamical for-
malism: the study of bilateral topological subshifts. The Ruelle operator rely on
the fact that the inverse image of any point is composed by several other points,
and only can be defined because the shift map is not injective. This is no longer
true in the case of bilateral topological subshifts, and therefore the Ruelle operator
can not be defined in these cases. However, the Livsic’s Theorem and the use of
involution kernels arise as tools to find maximizing measures in these approaches.
Below we will show some results in this direction. In particular we will obtain an
expression for the normalized eigenfunction of the Ruelle operator associated to the
maximal eigenvalue (normalized in the sense that its integral with respect to the
eigenprobability is equal to 1), in terms of the eigenprobability of its corresponding
dual.

Let M be a compact metric space. Define the set

B(A, L) :=={(...,y2,y1) : ¥i € M, A(yit1,yi) € I, Vi € N},

with the map o* : B(A,I)* — B(A,I)* given by o*((...,y2,91)) = (..., ¥3,%2)
acting on it. We call B(A,I)* the transpose topological subshift of B(A,I).
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Now we can define a bilateral topological subshift associated to A and I through
an auxiliary function my 1 : B(A,I)* x B(A,I) — M x M given by the equation
m1.1(y, ) = (y1,21). Define the set B(A,I) in the following way:

B(A,T) == {(y,%) € B(A, )" x B(A,I) : (Ao 1)(y, ) € T}.

In general, the sets Bm) and B(A,I)* x B(A,I) don’t agree, thus, we will
use the notation (ylx) = (..., y2,y1|T1, T2,...) for the pairs (y,z) € Bm) The
bilateral shift map o : B(A,I)* x B(A,I) — B(A,I)* x B(A,I) is given by
o(y,xz) = (72(y),o(x)), where 75(y) = (...,y2,y1,21) € B(A,I)*. An easy cal-
culation allows to check that & is invertible, with inverse satisfying the equation
o7 (y,x) = (0" (y), 7y(x)), where Ty(/x)\: (y1,21,22,...) € B(A,I).

It is not difficult to check that B(A, I) results in a compact g-invariant metric
space, which implies that it is a bilateral topological subshift whose definition only
depends of the function A and the set I. Moreover, if the set B(A4, I) is topologically
transitive (resp. topologically mixing), we obtain that the sets B(A, I)* and B@,\I)
are also topologically transitive (resp. topologically mixing).

Now we will introduce the definition of invow kernel associated to a potential
¢ € C(B(A,I)). We say that a function W : B(A,I) — R is an involution kernel
associated to the potential ¢ € C(B(A, 1)), if the function @ : Bm) — R defined
by @(y|z) := p(z) for any (y|z) € Bm) and the potential * defined by

P =pod ' +Wor P -W, (5)
are such that @*(y|x) does not depend on z, for any (y|z) € Bm) We will call
©*(y) := »*(y|x) the dual potential of p. Some results about the behavior of
the involution kernel in the settings of finite Markov shifts or when the alphabet is
given by St can be found in [3] [10].

Define 7y n(z) = (Yn,--.,¥1,21,...), fixing ' € B(A,I) such that 2} = x1, an
ea/sy\calculation shows that if ¢ is a Holder continuous function, the map W :
B(A,I) — R given by

Wo(ylz) :Z P(ryn (@) = @(7yn(2') (6)

is an involution kernel, W € HQ(B(A,I)) and ¢* € Ho(B(A, I)¥).

Assuming that ¢ € Ho(B(A,I)), by (@), we can consider ¢* as a function be-
longing to H(B(A,I)*). Therefore, we can define the Ruelle operator associated
to ¢* as the map that assigns to each ¥* € H(B(A, I)*) the function

Lo (7)) == / T (),
s*(y1

where s*(b) is defined as the set of elements a € M such that A(b,a) € I and ya is
the concatenation of the sequence y € B(A,I)* and the word a € s*(y1).
An equivalent expression to () which will be used later is the following: for any

a € M, x and y, such that, (y|az) € Bm), we have
(" + W)(yalz) = (@ + W)(ylaz). (7)
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The following Theorem characterizes the normalized eigenfunctions of the Ruelle
operators £, and L, associated to the maximal eigenvalue A\, = A+, in terms of
the involution kernel and the eigenprobabilities p, and p,-, given by Theorem [Il
In particular, this result works for the map that appears in ().

Theorem 2. Assume that the potentials ¢ € Ho(B(A,I)), W € Ho(B (A,I)) and
©* € Ho(B(A, I)*) satisfy (). Set

c:=1log((py- x pp)((1r0 Ao wlyl)ew)) .
Then:
(1) If we define
( lr0Aom1)(y, )ew(yl')_c) ,

f=
I p%,( (LroAom1)(, x)eW('lm)fc) )
Then, Lo(f) = Apf, Lo (f*) = A= f*, pp(f) = 1 = pp=(f*) and A, =
Asa* .
(2) Let j1, be the Gibbs state associated to the potential p, given by item (3) of
Theorem Q. There is a natural extension of p, to a Borelian measure g

on the set BTA,\I), which is given by
dug :==(1yoAo 7T171)6W_cd(p¢* X py) -

By a natural extension we mean that, for any ¢ € C(B(A,I)), the po-
tential ¢ € C(Bm)) defined by ¥ (y|lz) = ¥(x) for each (ylz) € Bm)
satisfies
na (D) = pe(¥),
and for any * € C(B(A,I)*), the potential ) € C(B@,\I)) defined by
Dlyle) = " (y) for each (y|x) € B(A,T) satisfies

pp(¥) = prp= (")
Furthermore, any accumulation point [is of the family (piz)i>1 at in-
finity is mazximizing for the potential @ in the following way

fiso () = m(p) .

We observe that regularity conditions on the involution kernel (for example dif-
ferentiability on each one of the coordinates), imply the same regularity on the
eigenfunction associated to the potential (see [22]). In some cases, for instance,
when the potential ¢ is a function of product type on a finite alphabet and all the
sequences taking values into the alphabet are allowed (i.e. in the case of finite full
shifts), it follows that the eigenprobability p, and the eigenfunction f, have an
explicit form in terms of the potential ¢.

Indeed, fixing M = {-1,1}, A(i,j) = 1 for 4,5 € {—1,1}, and a continuous
potential of the form ¢(z) = > 7| anty, it follows that the involution kernel is
of the form W (z) = Y207 (#n + Yn) D_iop4q @i- Furthermore, for any cylinder
[a1, ..., an], we have py([a1,...,an]) = [Ti_, pr(ax), where each measure py on M

-1
is given by pr(a) := (Hle eTMT w4 Hle e‘”*‘“a> for a € {—1,1}. Besides

that, we have f,(x) = [[,Z, fu(zn), where fn(a) = [[;Z, ;e for a € {-1,1},
and A\, = [[2, e + [ 2, e (see for details [9], [10] and [29]).
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3. THEORY OF PERRON-FROBENIUS

The theory of Perron-Frobenius is a useful tool to find vector subspaces that
remain invariant by the action of a linear operator, which, in the context of ther-
modynamical formalism, arises as a way to find probability measures that optimize
the energy of a system modeled on a topological subshift with interactions described
by a potential, the above through eigenvalues and eigenvectors associated to a trans-
fer operator and its corresponding dual. In this section we will prove Theorem [II
and Proposition [l We will also prove a variational principle in order to show that
the Gibbs states from Theorem [I and Proposition [ are in fact equilibrium states.

We now present the proof of Theorem [Tk

Proof of Theorem[1l Define T, as the operator assigning to each v € C(B(A,I))
the function T ,(u) = log(L,(e™)). Since the Ruelle operator preserves the set
of continuous functions, it follows that 7; ,(u) € C(B(A, I)). We begin by proving
that, for each ¢ € (0, 1), the operator T, is a uniform contraction.

Indeed, for any pair u,v € C(B(A,I)) we have

1T (1) = Top (0)lloo < Hm(%) | =tlu=ol

By the above, as a consequence of the Banach’s Fixed Point Theorem, it follows
that for each t € (0, 1) there is a function u, € C(B(A,I)) such that T; ,(us) = s,
that is, e“t = L (e'™).

Now, we will check that the family (u;)o<i<1 is equicontinuous. Since s is locally
constant, for each z € B(A,I), there is €, > 0 such that for any y € B(A,I) such
that y1 € (21 — €, 21 + €.) we have s(y1) = s(z1). Denote by

‘/;:{yEB(Avl)yl € (Zl _52721+€z)}-

Then, V, is an open neighborhood of z in B(A,I), and for any pair of points
x,y € Vs, we have s(x1) = s(y1) = s(z1). Thus, for each t € (0,1) and any pair
z,y € V,, we have

e (@) = £, (e")(z) < Sup{esa<am>w<ay>+tut<ax>ftut<ay> - s(zl)}e"t@) _

The above implies that

|ut(2) — wi(y)] < sup{p(az) — play) + tu(ax) — tui(ay) - a € s(z1)} -

Moreover, if we use the notation ag := 21, following an inductive argument, it is
easy to check that for any n € N, each a™ = a,, ... a1, and any pair x,y € V., we
have

< sup{ D" ¥ (e(a/x) = pla’y)) + ¢ (u(a"e) —u(a"y)) : ajin € s(a;) }

<Y ——Holgd(z,y)* + 2t"||us] o -
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Then, taking the limit when n — oo in the right side of the last inequality, it
follows that

lue(z) — u(y)| < Z Hol d(z,y)* < ——Hol,d(z,y)*

1
20‘—1

By the above, the function wu:|y. is Holder continuous. Furthermore, denoting
by Hol; ., the corresponding Holder constant of w|y,, we have Hol; , < ﬁHolw
and thus |u(z) — u(y)| < 55— Holyd(x,y)* for any pair of points z,y € V..

Since B(A,I) is a compact set and B(A,I) C U.ep(a,nVs, there is a finite col-
lection of points {z!,...,2"} such that B(A,I) C U™ ,V,:, which implies that
up € Hao(B(A, I)), with Hol,, < cHol, for some constant ¢ > 0 that depends only
on the collection {z!,...,2"}.

Therefore, for any ¢ € (0,1) and each z,y € B(A,I) we have

lue(x) — ue(y)| < cHolyd(x,y)* . ()

As a consequence, the family (us)o<i<1 is equicontinuous, as we wanted to prove.

Now we define uf = u; — max(u;). The family (u})o<i<1 is: (a) equicontinuous
and (b) uniformly bounded (see for instance [4] and [22]).

Furthermore, taking u = lim, ;oo uf, and & = lim, o0 (1 — t,,) max(us, ), where
(tn)nen is a suitable sequence (see for details [4]), we obtain that L£,(e") = e"e®.
Besides that, u results in a Holder continuous function which implies that e* belongs
to the set Ho(B(A,I)) and, also, is strictly positive. Hereafter, we will use the
notation f, = e" and A\, = e”.

Now we will check that the eigenvalue A, is simple. In order to do that, assume
that fi is another eigenfunction associated to the eigenvalue A,. Set t= mm{ fl },

which is well defined because the function f, is a strictly positive continuous func-

tion defined on a compact set. Moreover, by continuity of the function Jf—l and
®

compactness of the set B(A,I), there is 7 € B(A,I) such that t = ){;((?) Thus,

fo=fi— ?f@ is a non-negative continuous function that attains its minimum value
at 0 in the point Z, which implies that

0=\ fo(@) = / / S D) o (") du(ar) . .. du(an) .
(an 1) (51)

In particular, since v has full support and e*»#. f, are non-negative continuous
functions, we obtain that f2(a”Z) = 0 for each word a™ = a, ...a; such that
a1 € s(T1),a2 € s(ar),...,an € S(an—1). Now, it follows from the transitivity
of the set of admissible sequences B(A, ) that the set US2 o " ({Z}) is a dense
subset of B(A,I) (see for instance section 4.2 in [I]), which implies that fo = 0
as a consequence of the continuity. Therefore, we obtain that the eigenvalue A\, is
simple.

To finish the proof of item (1) of Theorem [ we still have to prove that A, is a
maximal eigenvalue for the operator L.

Before that, we need to prove the other items of the Theorem. We begin by item
(2) of Theorem [} Define L3, as the operator assigning to each Borelian measure p

on B(A, I), the Borelian measure given by L% () = Wﬁ; (1). By a straight-
©
forward argument (see for instance [31]), we can guarantee existence of a Borelian
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probability measure p, such that

‘CZZ (pw) = Py - 9)
The above implies L7, (py)(1) = Ap. Thus, by @), it follows that £ (p,) = Ay py,
which concludes the proof of item (2) of Theorem [1
Define dp, = f,dp,, which we will assume w.l.o.g. a probability measure (choos-
ing a suitable eigenfunction f, in such a way that p,(f,) = 1, that is, the so called
normalized one). It is not difficult to check that p, is a fixed point for the operator
L% and the above implies that the probability measure fi, is o-invariant, which
concludes the proof of item (3) of Theorem [I1

In order to prove the item (4) of Theorem [I] first note that for any pair ¢, 1) €
Hao(B(A,I)) we have

Lo()(@) — Lo(@) )] < = (Holer [[¢]l oo + Holy )d(z, 1)°
2

Then, it follows from an inductive argument that

n n 2a (0%
L2(W)(@) ~ L2W)W)| < 55— (Holew [ + Holy )d(w,y)* . (10)
The last inequality means the sequence (E%(w))neN is equicontinuous. Besides

that, (I0) guarantees that the operator Lz preserves the set o (B(A, I)). Further-
more, since L£Z(1) = 1 for each n € N, it follows that [|£Z(¥)[la < [[¥]a for each

n € N, which also implies that the sequence (LZ(1)))nen is uniformly bounded with
the norm || - ||o. Therefore, as a consequence of the Arzela-Ascoli’s Theorem (see

for instance [30]), we obtain that for all n € N we have
sup{t(x) : 7 € B(A, I)} = sup{L2(t)) () : & € B(A, 1)},

Define as ¢y = sup{e(z) : © € B(A,I)}. Thus, we can choose a collection
{z™ :n € NU{0}} such that for all n € N,

L) (") = o .
The above implies that for each n € N,

0= / . / SrPx™) (b — p(a”z™))dv(ay) . . . dv(ay) .
s(an-1) s(z1)

Then, since the maps e, zzo — zz are non-negative continuous functions and
the a priori probability measure v has full support, it follows that {/)v(a”:c”) = {/;0
for each word a™ = aj ...a, such that a; € s(a}),a2 € s(a1),...,an € s(an—1).
Since the set of admissible sequences B(A, I) is topologically mixing, it follows that
the set US2 107" ({2"}) is dense in B(A, I) (see for instance section 4.2 in [I] and
chapter 2 in [30]), thus, it follows that {/JV = {/)VO. The above implies that

V= () = lim L3 (1) (@) = pp(¥)

where the second equality is a consequence of the Dominated Convergence Theo-

rem. Note that the last equality guarantees that zz is independent of the sequence
(nk)ken. That is, {/)V is the unique accumulation point of the sequence (LZ(¥)))nen,
which implies that

T £3(0) = (). (11)

uniformly in the norm || - ||, as we wanted to prove.
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Now, in order to finish this proof, we just need to prove that A, is a maximal
and isolated eigenvalue for the operator £, when the set of admissible sequences
B(A,I) is topologically mixing.

First note that replacing @ by ¢ in ([I), we obtain that the operator L, preserves
the set Hqo(B(A,I)). Besides that, as a consequence of (], we have that for each
P € Ha(B(A,I)) is satisfied

lim )‘;n‘C:;@ﬁ) = fsapsa(w) ) (12)

n—r00

uniformly in the norm || - ||s.

Consider the set V := {¢p € Ho(B(A,I)) : p,(¥) = 0}. Note that V is a closed
vector subspace of Hqo(B(A,I)) and, by (I2), we have that span{f,} NV = 0.
Therefore, Ho(B(A,I)) = span{f,} @ V. Besides that, for any ¢» € V' we have

Pe(Ly(¥)) = E:;(P«p)(d)) =Aepp(¥) =0,

which implies that the subspace V' is invariant by the action of £,. Now, let
us assume that 1, € V is an eigenfunction of the operator L, associated to an
eigenvalue A. Note first that A is necessarily different of A, because p,(¢5) = 0.
By (I2), it follows that

T A"l = 0,

which implies that |A| < A, and proves the maximality of the eigenvalue A.
In order to prove that A, is an isolated eigenvalue of L, we consider the set
Sy :={¢Y e V: ||[¢|lc =1, Holy, <1}. First note that for any ¢ € Sy we have

[¥(z) = ¢(y)| < Holyd(z,y)* < d(z,y)" .

Therefore, the set Sy is equicontinuous and it is uniformly bounded with the
norm || - [lo. By the above, it follows from the Arzela-Ascoli’s Theorem that the
set Sy is sequentially compact in C(B(A,I)). In particular, the set Sy results in
a compact subset of C(B(A,I)). On other hand, for each 1) € Sy the sequence
(LE(1))nen converges to 0 uniformly in the norm || - [ and satisfies the following
inequalities

157 W)l = [1£a(L5(0)) oo < I1LaIILEW) oo < L5110 -

That is, for each ¥ € Sy the sequence (E%(w))neN is decreasing. Therefore, it
follows from the Dini’s Theorem that sequence (L£3)nen is uniformly convergent
to 0 on the set Sy with the operator norm. Furthermore, the above implies that
the sequence ()\_nEZ)nEN is also uniformly convergent to 0 on the set Sy with the
operator norm.

Then, taking 0 < r¢p < 1, also by ([I2)), there is ny € N such that for any n > ng
and each i € Sy,

XL )l <o < 1.

Hence, taking supremum on all the maps ¥ € Sy, by density of H,(B(A4,I))

into C(B(A, I)), we obtain that for any n > ng

e
[(Lol) 1™ <75 A < Ap

Therefore, it follows that the spectral radius of the operator L[y, denoted by
R(L,|v), is given by

R(L,lv) = inf (Lol )1 < 7g° As < A,
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That is, for any eigenvalue A # X\, of L, we have the inequalities |A| < 7“0"_“ Ap <
e, which proves that the remainder of the spectrum is contained in a disk centered
at zero with radius strictly smaller than A, and, thus, concludes the proof of item
(4) of Theorem [

In order to finish the proof of Theorem/[I] it is only necessary to prove existence of
A, maximal when the set of admissible sequences B(A, I) is topologically transitive.
Remember that B(A, I') admits a spectral decomposition. That is, there exist k € N
and a permutation p of the set {1,...,k} (which is actually a cycle of length k),
such that

B(A,I)=B(A, 1)1 U...UB(A, ),

with B(A,I); closed for each i € {1,....k}, B(A,I); N B(A,I); = () when i # j,
o(B(A,I);) = B(A,I)p() and each component B(A, I); is topologically mixing for
the map o”.

The maximality of A, is obtained from item (4) in the following way: let \;,
with ¢ € {1, ..., k}, be the maximal isolated eigenvalue of the operator E’; restricted
to the component B(A, I); of the subshift B(A,I) (which is well defined because
a*(B(A,I);) = B(A,I);). By item (4), )\; exists and there is a strictly positive
function f; € Ho(B(A,I);) such that L£E(fi) = Aifi. Also using item (4) of this
Theorem and the fact that for any pair 4,5 € {1, ..., k} there exists n = n(i,j) < k
such that o™(B(A,I);) = B(A,I); (which is a consequence of the transitivity), we
can prove that A; = A for any ¢ € {1,...,k}. Define A\, as the k-th positive root
of A\g. Since Ay is a simple eigenvalue of E’; for the eigenfunction given by the
equation f,(z) := fi(x) for each x € B(A,I);, with i € {1,...,k}, we have that A,
results in a simple eigenvalue of £, for f,. Moreover, note that f, is continuous
because B(A, I); is closed for each i € {1,...,k} and B(A,I); N B(A,I); = 0 when
i # j, which implies that f, is strictly positive function belonging to H.(B(A4, I)).

We claim that the maximal eigenvalue associated to L, is given by A,. Indeed,
if A is an eigenvalue of L, with |\ > A,, it follows that Ao > [A[F > /\ff, = o,
where the first one of the inequalities follows from the maximality of Ay (since A
is an eigenvalue for Cff,), and the last equality follows from the definition of A,.
The above implies that |A| = A, and concludes the proof of item (1) and, thus, the
proof of Theorem [ O

One of the main utilities of Theorem [lis that offers a new approach to prove a
Ruelle’s Perron-Frobenius Theorem in the setting of countable Markov shifts under
similar hypotheses on the dynamics of the subshift that the ones assumed in [27],
[28] and [34]. We present below the proof of the mentioned result.

Proof of Proposition[. Consider the compact set M = {b;, : k € N} U{bs} and let
A: M x M — R be a continuous function satisfying the following for each i, j € N:
i) A(bs,b;) = 1if and only if Ay, 3, = 1;
ii) A(b;,b;) # 1 if and only if Ay, 5, = 0.

Note that A satisfies the equation Ay, ;. = (1{13 o A)(bs,b;) and its existence is
guaranteed by Urysohn’s Lemma and the property that there is jo € N such that
for any j > jo, we have Ay, b, = Ay, p,;, for all i € N.

By continuity of A, it is guaranteed that

A(bza boo) = Jliglo A(blv b]) = A(blv b]o)
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and
1— 00

Since there is jo € N such that for any j > jo, Ay, p, = Ay, p,;, holds for all
1 € N, it follows that the map s assigning to each a € M its corresponding section
s(a) in A71({1}) is a locally constant map.

Therefore, we can extend any ¥ € Hq(Xa) to a function ¢’ : B(A,{1}) — R,
defined as the map that assigns to each point z € B(A, {1}) the value

P(x) = lim ¢(y). (13)

Yy—x
ISIN
Such limit exists because the function ¢ belongs to the set H,(3a). More-
over, V' € Hq(B(A,{1})) because, for any pair z,y € B(A,{1}) we can choose
sequences (2™),en and (y™)nen taking values in ¥ 5 such that lim, . 2™ = z and
lim,, 00 ¥ =y, thus, by (3] and continuity of ¢, it follows that
V(@) =¥ = lim lim ") - 9" < Holyday),  (14)

which implies our assertion and that Holy = Holy.
Define the operator i : Ho(Xa) = Hao(B(A,{1})) by the equation
i(Y) =v,
with ¢ of the form in (I3]).

We claim that the operator ¢ is an isometric isomorphism with inverse given by
i (Y') = /|s, for any ¢/ € Ho(B(A,{1})) and the equation io Ly = Ly 0 is
satisfied, when ¢, ¢ and p are such as appears in PropositionMand v = "7 ; prdp,
is the a priori probability measure associated to L.

Indeed, by (I4)), it follows that Hol;,) = Holy and, by ([@3), we have [|i(¥)][cc =
[t]loos thus, [|i(¥)]la = |[?]la, i-e., the operator ¢ is an isometry. It is not difficult
to check that i is injective and for any ¢ € Ho(B(A,{1})) we have i(i|s,) = ¥,
which implies that the map is sobrejective and that i’l({/)v) = J|g A, moreover, the
foregoing implies that 1) is of the form in (@3), that is, ¥ = ¢/ for some 1) € Hq (3a)-
The continuity of the maps i and i~ ! is a direct consequence of linearity and the
equality [|i(¢)]la = ||¢||la, then, i is an isomorphism.

Since ¢ = ¢ + log(p o m1) for some ¢ € Hy(Xa) and p such that p(bg) > 0 for
each k € Nand Y ;- | p(by) = 1, we can define a function ¢’ : B(4,{1}) — R given
by

¢ = +log(p' om),

where ¢’ = i(p) and p’ is a function from M into [0, 1] defined as p'(bg) = p(bk)
for each k € N and p'(bs) = limg_y00 p(br) = 0. Tt is not difficult to check that
¢ € Ha(B(A,{1})). Moreover, this function provides a connection between the
operators i o Lg and L, o4, as we will show below:

Indeed, if ¢ € Ho(Xa) and z € B(A, {1}), with 1 # b, we have

(Lo o) ®)(@) = Lo (@) = > Dy (az).
a€s(z1)\{boo }
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Besides that, from the fact that for any of point y € X close enough to = we
have s(z1) = s(y1), it follows that

(i0 Lg)(¥)(z) = i(Le(v))(x)
— lim ( 3 ew<ay»+mgoxa>nb(ay))

Y=z
yeEXA aEMy
a,xq =1
- Z e#' (ax) Hog(' (@) y/ () = Z e (0 (az) .
a€s(z1)\{bo} a€s(x1)\{bo}

Therefore, by continuity of the functions (L, 0¢)(¢) and (i o Ly)(1)), it follows
that

(Lo 0d)()(x) = (i 0 Lg)(¥)(2)
for each = € B(A,{1}), thus, we have that i 0 Ly = L, o7, such as we wanted to
prove.

It is widely known that any countable Markov shift ¥ with irreducible matrix
A admits a decomposition of the form

Ta=3jU..UZK.

Where p is the period of the matrix A, all the sets X% | with k € {1, ..., p}, are
pairwise disjoint and any component Eg is a countable Markov shift with aperiodic
incidence matrix A*) (see for instance Remark 7.1.35 in [I8]). Moreover, in this

case also is satisfied that Al()lj,)bj = (AP)y, p, for each b; € Ci, where

Cr == {b; : (A"™),, 5, > 0 for some n € N} .
The above induces a spectral decomposition in the subshift B(A, {1}) of the form
B(A,{1}) = B(A, {1})1 V... UB(A, {1}), ,

that satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem [l

On other hand, by item (1) of Theorem [ since ¢’ € Ho(B(A,{1})), it is guar-
anteed existence of a Ay > 0 and a strictly positive function fy € Hq(B(A4,{1}))
such that

Lo (for) = At for - (15)
Note that in fact Ay = A, and fy = fir in the notation of Theorem [I] i.e.
¢ = ¢ +log(p’ om) . However, in this proof it is more convenient to use the
notation that appears in (I3)).
Taking Ay = Ay and fy = fgr|na, we assert that f, is an eigenfunction of L,
associated to the eigenvalue Ay, that is, Lgfe = Ag fo.
Indeed, by the above definition we have i(fy) = fg, which implies that

Lofo =1 (Lo (for) =i Mo for) = Asi ™ (for) = Ao S -

Moreover, following the argument of the proof of Theorem [Il we can prove that
Ay is simple and maximal, which concludes the proof of item 1. of Proposition [

On other hand, by item (2) of Theorem[I] there is a Borelian probability measure
pg defined on the Borelian sets of B(A, {1}) satisfying the equation L, (py) =
Apper . In fact pgr = p, in the notation of Theorem [I nevertheless, by simplicity
we will use the notation proposed in this proof.
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Define pg 0@ : Ho(Xa) — R as the linear functional assigning to each ¢ €

Ha(XA) the value
(pgr 08) (1) = por (i(¥)) = por (V') .

Note that as a consequence of the characterization of the weak* topology by
Hoélder continuous functions and the fact that (pg 04)(1) = 1, it follows that pg o
define a Borelian probability measure on ¥ 4. Hereafter, we will use the following
notation for such probability measure pg := pg o @.

We claim that pg is an eigenprobability of the operator L}, associated to the
eigenvalue A4, that is, L} (ps) = Apps-

Indeed, for any ¢ € Ho(Xa) we have

Li(pg) (W) = pg(Lg (1)) = per (Lo (¢))
=L (pe) (") = Xppar (V') = Agpg (V) -

The above concludes the proof of the item (2) of Proposition [

Since Ly(1) = ﬁL¢(1/)f¢) for any ¢ € Ho(Xa), it is not difficult to show that
the measure dugy = fydpg, which we can assume w.l.o.g. a probability measure, is
a fixed point for the operator L7 and is o-invariant. The foregoing concludes the
proof of item (3) of Proposition [II

In order to prove the item (4) of Proposition[I] first note that the aperiodicity of
the matrix A implies that the set B(A, {1}) is topologically mixing, which implies
item (4) of Theorem [Il for the extension of any bounded potential in H(Xa).

On other hand, since i : Ho(Xa) = Ha(B(A,{1})) is an isomorphism, it fol-
lows that for any ¢ € Ho(Xa), we have i 1(¢) = ¢'|p, = ¥ and py(¢') =
P W) = pp(¥'sa) = ps(¥). The above, joint with the fact that f, =
’L'fl(fqy) = f¢’|EAa implies that

tig (V') = pyr (V' for) = pp(¥fs)) = po(¥) . (16)

Thus, by item (4) of Theorem[] it follows that for each 2 € XA,

16 (0) = 1y ()
— lim £ (x)

n—oo ¢
_ 1 Sn’ (@), 110 n / /
—nh_)n;o Z Z e n?¥ P'(a"x)p' (a1) .. .p'(an)
an€s(an—1) a1 €s(z1)
= nhﬂn;(j Z e Z e @@ Dy (amx)p(ay) . . . plan)

Moreover, since the limit pg (1) = lim, 00 ﬁ%(d/) is uniform on B(A, {1}) in

the norm || - ||oo by item (4) of Theorem[I] it follows that pi(v)) = lim, e L%(d))

uniformly on X4 in the norm || - ||o as well, which concludes the proof of item (4)
of Proposition [l

The proof of maximality of Ay when the matrix A is irreducible and the proof
of the spectral gap when A is aperiodic follow in a similar way that in the proof of
Theorem[Il The above concludes the proof of Proposition [l
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O

In [34] appears a characterization of a class of potentials in which the Ruelle’s
Perron-Frobenius Theorem holds in the setting of topologically mixing countable
Markov shifts. This class of potentials are the so called positive recurrent potentials.
Below we will show that the potential ¢ defined in Proposition [ belongs to such
class.

Consider a € My and [a] = {z € XA : 21 = a}. Also define

Zn (¢7 a) = Z €Sn¢(y) 1[a] (y) .
" (y)=y
yeXaA
Under the assumption that > o is topologically mixing, we say that the potential
¢ is positive recurrent, if there are N, € N and C, > 0, such that

1
_nZn(¢7a’) € [01;17 Ca] )
/\¢>
for each n > N,. _
As a consequence of the definition of ¢ and the item (4) in Proposition [ it
follows that for any = € [a] we have

n—00 )\g ) .
a™ €M
a"TEXA

. . . 1 n - . 1 Sn¢(an1)
0<inf{fs(y):yeXa}t < nl;rr;o )\—ng,(l)(x) = lim — Z e .

By the above, there are N1 € N and C; > 0, such that

1 )
= Y S e o o, (17)
¢a"€M[§‘

a"TEXA

for each n > Nj.

On other hand, since ¥ o is topologically mixing, there exists N2 € N such
that o~ "([a]) N [a] # 0 for each n > N, thus, there is a periodic point of the
form y™ = ab,, ...b;. Moreover, since Ay, , = 1, it follows that b"z € ¥z, with
b" =bp,...,b1.

Choosing N, = max{ Ny, Na}, we have that for each n > N,, equation (7)), and
the following inequality

2(1
[$06(0"2) ~ Sud(r(77))| < gz Hol, = Cs
are satisfied.

Besides that, for any a™ € Mg, such that, a"z € ¥z, we have

[Sn(b"x) — Snop(a"z)| < Cz,
thus,
|Sng(a"x) — Snd(o(y"))] < 2C;.
The foregoing implies that
1Sng(a"x) = Sn10(y")| = [Sn¢(a"x) = Sni1d(a(y"))]
< 205 + [[@llo +og(p(a)) = Cs.
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Then, the following inequalities are satisfied
Z eSnd’(a"m)—Cg < Zn+l(¢7 a) < Z eanﬁ(a"m)-i-Cg 7

a"eMy a"eMy
a"rEXA a"reEXA
which, by (7)), is equivalent to say that
1 _
Wzn+l(¢u a) € [(CIGCS) h 01603] : (18)
¢

Therefore, taking C, = C1e“® we obtain that ¢ is positive recurrent, such as we
wanted to prove.

Now we will prove a variational principle of the pressure, with the aim to show
that the Gibbs states found in Theorem [ and in Proposition[lresult in equilibrium
states, that is, o-invariant probability measures that optimize the energy of the
system, which since a theoretical approach are the observables that attain the
supremum in the variational principle. In order to do that, we will introduce a
definition of entropy, which has been widely studied in another settings (see for

instance [22], 25]).

Given a o-invariant probability measure p, we define the entropy of u as

h(u) := inf{p(log(Lo(u)) —log(u)) : u € C*(B(A, 1))}

It is easy to check that the entropy map is upper semi-continuous and h(u) < 0
for any p € My(B(A,I)). Moreover, h(pu) < 0 for any p € My(B(A,I)) when
B(A,I) € M"Y and the entropy of the Gibbs state p, associated to a potential
¢ € Ho(B(A,I)) satisfies the following equation

h(ﬂ@) = —u«:(@) )

which guarantees that the supremum that appears in the variational principle below
is in fact attained in the Gibbs state 1, (see for instance [25]).

Lemma 1. Consider a potential ¢ € Ho(B(A,I)) and p, a Gibbs state associated
to . Then, the following variational principle is satisfied:

log(Ay) = h(pp) + pp(0) = sup{h(p) + p(e) : p € Mo (B(A,I))}.

Proof. The proof of this Lemma can be obtained following a similar procedure as
in the proofs of Lemma 2.7 and Theorem 2.8 in [25]. O

As a consequence of the lemma above, we have that
sup{h(p) : p € Mo (B(A, 1))} <0, (19)

which will be a necessary result in the proof of Proposition 2] below.

By compactness of the set B(A,I), it is guaranteed existence of p-maximizing
measures associated to a potential ¢ € Ho(B(A,I)) as accumulation points in the
weak™ topology of the family of equilibrium states (t,)¢>1, which are known as
ground-states (see for instance [2], [8] and [2G]). The above, is the main tool that
we will use in the proof of Proposition

Proof of Proposition[d. Consider the family of equilibrium states (u4,)i>1. Note
that existence of the equilibrium state pg4, for each ¢ > 1 is a consequence of
aperiodicity of the matrix A. Since (tp)" = t¢' for each t > 1, by (IG]), for any
¥ € Ha(Xa) and each t > 1 we have pig, (V) = pg; (1), where ¢ := ty'+log(p'omy).
Besides that, as B(A, {1}) is a compact set, there is an accumulation point u._ of
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the family (ug;)i>1 when ¢t — oo. That is, there exists a sequence (t,)nen with
lim,, 00 £, = 00, such that each ¢’ € H,(B(A4,{1})) satisfies

oo (1) = lim gy () = Tim pig,,, (). (20)
Define oo := pl, o4. Then, as a consequence of the characterization of the

weak™® topology by Holder continuous functions, it follows that po, is a Borelian
probability measure on X a. Moreover, by (20), it follows that for any ¢ € H(XA)
we have

proo (V) = pig (i(¥)) = pic (V1) = lm pg,, (),

which implies that lim,, o f1g,, = oo in the weak® topology. On other hand, by
Lemma[Il for each ¢ > 1,

h(pgy) + thgy (') = sup{h(p) + (') : 1 € Mo (B(A,{1}))},
which implies, using ([[J), that pi5, = limp o0 pg; s a ¢’-maximizing measure (see
for instance [2] and [26]). Thus, for any p' € M, (B(A4,{1})), it follows

poo () = 1o (1)) = pee () = W (¢') -
In particular, for any p € M, (B(A,{1})) such that supp(u) C Xa, we have

too(0) 2> (") = (@' Is4) = ()

and that means i is a p-maximizing measure, as we wanted to prove. O

Remark 2. Since any countable Markov shift 3o with irreducible incidence matrix
A admits a spectral decomposition (see for details the proof of Proposition [I), it
follows that the results obtained in Proposition Bl can be extended to the case of
countable Markov shifts with irreducible incidence matrix.

4. INVOLUTION KERNEL

The involution kernel is a useful tool to find maximizing measures in bilateral
topological subshifts from the theory of transfer operators, because, joint with the
Livsic’s Theorem, provides a connection between bilateral and unilateral topolog-
ical subshifts via cohomology. In this section we present the proof of Theorem
2 where the involution kernel is used to characterize the normalized eigenfunc-
tion of the Ruelle operator associated to the maximal eigenvalue, in terms of the
eigenprobabilities p, and p,-, given by Theorem [II

In order to prove Theorem [2lit is necessary to prove the following Lemma:

Lemma 2. Let ¢ € Ho(B(A,I)), W € ’HQ(B@,\I)) and ¢* € Ho(B(A,I)*) be
potentials satisfying @). Then, for any pair (y,z) € B(A,I)* x B(A,I), we have

Lo (Lo Aom)(z)e 1) (y) = Lo((11 0 Aomi)(y, ) V) ().
Proof. Note that any function v € ’HQ(B@)) can be extended to a bounded
function from B(A, I)* x B(A,I) into R, which we will denote by v as well. More-

-

over, in this case, for any V € H,(B(A,I)), the function ¢"1) can be extended to
a bounded function defined on the set B(A,I)* x B(A,I), in such a way that the
function (170 Aoy 1)eY 4 is bounded on the set B(A, I)* x B(A,I) and it is equal

to 0 for each point in the set (B(A,I)* x B(A,I))\ B(A,I).
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In particular, taking v = 1, V = W, with W satisfying (@), and using that

=

P(ylz) = p(x) and @*(y|lx) = ¢*(y) for each (y|x) € B(A,I), it follows that for
each (y,x) € B(A,I)* x B(A,I)

Lo-((LroAomy)(,z)e” 1)) (y)

= [ BRI 1 0 4) gy, a) 11 0 A1 )avla)
M

= e‘ﬁ(y‘”HW(y‘”)(l[ o A)(y1,a)(1; 0 A)(a,z1)dv(a)

S

=L,((1;0Aom1)(y, o)eW(y"))(z) )

where in the third equality we use (), which is equivalent to dual-potential. [
The proof of Theorem [2]is such as follows:

Proof of Theorem[2. Consider p,~ the eigenprobability associated to L., which is
defined on the Borelian sets in B(A, I)*. Define f as the map assigning to each
x € B(A,I) the value f(z) = py (170 Ao 1)(y, )" WI*)=¢). Then, we have the
following:

f(x) = po=((1r 0o Aomy1)(y, g;)eW(yhﬁ)*c)

1 —c
D) L (pps) (110 Aomyq)(y,z)e’ WIn)=e)

o

1

= 5 ope (Lo (e dom), )V I =e) ()

- )\i* e (Lo((Lro Aoma)(y, )V W =) (x))
1

= 3 Lolpe- (L0 Aoma)(y, )e ey (a)

where the second last equality is a consequence of the Fubini’s Theorem.

Therefore, f is an eigenfunction of the linear operator L, associated to the
eigenvalue A, -. On other hand, since the set of admissible sequences B(A,I) is
topologically mixing, by item (4) of Theorem [II it follows that the only eigenvalue
for which its corresponding eigenfunctions are strictly positive is the maximal one
Ay, which implies that Ay« = Ay,. Thus, L,(f) = Ay f and py,(f) = 1.

In a similar way, taking p, as the eigenprobability associated to L, which is
defined on the Borelian sets in B(A,I), it is not difficult to show that f* defined
as f*(y) = po((1r 0 Ao mi1)(y,z)eV W) =) for each y € B(A,I)*, satisfies the
equations L« (f*) = A= f* and py+(f*) = 1, which concludes the proof of item (1)
of Theorem

In order to prove item (2) of this Theorem, it is enough to show that for any

1 € C(B(A, T)) we have 15(1) = pp(1).
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Indeed, we have that

Hp(0) = po(per (L1 0 Ao 1) (y,2)e™ W~ y|a))
= po(V(x)ppr (Lo Aom 1) (y, z)eV W) —ey)
= po((2)f(2))
= Mcp(w)-

where we used Fubini s theorem in the second equality and in the last one we used
item (3) of Theorem [0l The proof that for any ¢ € C(B(A,I)*), ,u@(&) = pp= (V%)
is satisfied, is analogous to the previous case.

Let [ioo be an accumulation point at infinity of the family (p5)i>1. Then, there
is a strictly increasing sequence (¢, )nen such that the following limit is satisfied in
the weak™ topology

lim iy, = Jioo -
n—oo
Hence, taking a subsequence if necessary, we can guarantee existence of a prob-
ability measure fioo € Mmax(®) such that

nh_)rn Mo = Moo -

Therefore, from the properties of the weak™ topology, it follows that
foo(P) = lim g1, 5(9) = lm pit,0(0) = proo(p) = m(e) -

The foregoing concludes the proof of Theorem O
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