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DISTRIBUTION OF CYCLES FOR

ONE-DIMENSIONAL RANDOM DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

HIROKI TAKAHASI AND SHINTARO SUZUKI

ABSTRACT. We consider an independently identically distributed random dy-
namical system generated by finitely many, non-uniformly expanding Markov
interval maps with a finite number of branches. Assuming a topologically mix-
ing condition and the uniqueness of equilibrium state for the associated skew
product map, we establish a samplewise (quenched) almost-sure level-2 weighted
equidistribution of “random cycles”, with respect to a natural stationary mea-
sure as the periods of the cycles tend to infinity. This result implies an analogue
of Bowen’s theorem on periodic orbits of topologically mixing Axiom A diffeo-
morphisms. We also prove another almost-sure convergence theorem, as well as
an averaged (annealed) theorem that is related to semigroup actions. We apply
our results to the random S-expansion of real numbers, and obtain almost-sure
convergences of average digital quantities in random S-expansions of random cy-
cles that do not follow from the application of the ergodic theorems of Birkhoff
or Kakutani. Our main results are applicable to random dynamical systems
generated by finitely many maps with common neutral fixed points.
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1. INTRODUCTION

One leading idea in the qualitative understanding of deterministic dynamical sys-
tems is to use collections of periodic orbits to structure the dynamics. This idea
traces back to Poincaré [35], and has been supported by Bowen [7], [8] who proved
that periodic orbits of topologically mixing Axiom A diffeomorphisms equidis-
tribute with respect to the measure of maximal entropy. The importance of pe-
riodic orbits in descriptions of ergodic properties of natural invariant probability
measures has long been recognized in the physics literature, see e.g., [13], 22].

Deterministic dynamical systems are iterations of the same map, whereas ran-
dom dynamical systems are compositions of different maps chosen at random.
Therefore, for the latter it is not apparent how periodic orbits should be defined,
or what should play the role of periodic orbits. For random subshifts of finite type,
Kifer constructed a certain substitute for periodic orbits [27, Appendix]. In there,
he raised a conjecture on a random Livschitz theorem, with a view that “periodic
orbits” in random setup should play an important role too, as in deterministic
dynamical systems.

This paper attempts to shed some light in the direction that pursues the im-
portance of “periodic orbits” in random setup. We are concerned with an inde-
pendently identically distributed (i.i.d.) random dynamical system generated by
finitely many piecewise differentiable maps 77,...,Txy (N > 2) of a compact in-
terval X in which the map T} is chosen with positive probability p; at each step.
More precisely, we are concerned with a probability space (§2,m,) that is the in-
finite product of ({1,..., N}, p), where Q = {1,..., N} is the sample space and
m,, is the Bernoulli measure determined by the N-dimensional positive probability
vector p = (p1,...,pn). For each sample w € € we consider a random composition
=1, 0T, ,0--0T, (n=12...),

w

and write T? for the identity map on X. Note that 7" depends only on the first
n symbols of w. Put Fix(T?) = {x € X: T}(x) = x}. By a random cycle we mean



DISTRIBUTION OF CYCLES FOR RANDOM DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS 3

an element of the set

U U Fix(z2).
weN n=1
In the special case T} =T, = - -- =T, random cycles are nothing but periodic

points of the deterministic dynamical system generated by the iteration of 7T}. In
general, random cycles in Fix(7?) are considered to be natural substitutes for
periodic points of period n for deterministic dynamical systems. Random cycles
were used in [I0, B8] for defining dynamical zeta functions in random setup. A
natural question is whether random cycles really carry relevant information of the
dynamics. A negative result is due to Buzzi [10], who showed that a dynamical
zeta function defined with random cycles of certain random matrices cannot be
extended beyond its disk of holomorphy, almost surely. Buzzi’s result might imply
that random cycles were not so important. All our results in this paper support
the importance of random cycles.

1.1. Statements of main results. A Markov map on X of class C**7, 0 < 7 <1
is a map T (U,cq0) /(@) = X where A(0) is a finite subset of the set N =
{1,2,...} of positive integers, and (J(a))sca(o) is a partition of X into pairwise
disjoint subintervals such that:

o for each a € A(0), T'| (o) extends to a C'*7 diffeomorphism on cl(J(a));

o ifa,be A(0) and T(J(a)) Nint(J(b)) # 0, then cl(T(J(a))) D J(b),
where int(-) and cl(-) denote the interior and closure operations respectively. We
call (J(a))aca() a Markov partition for T. The derivatives of T" at the boundaries
of the elements of its Markov partition are the appropriate one-sided derivatives:
T'(x) = (T|j) (z) for x € J(a) N 0J(a) and the same for higher order ones. We
say T is non-uniformly expanding if |T'(z)| > 1 holds all z € X but at most finitely
many points. If inf,cx [T"(x)| > 1, we say T is uniformly expanding.

A deterministic dynamical system generated by iterations of a single uniformly
expanding Markov map T is an archetypal model of chaotic dynamical systems
that is qualitatively describable through the thermodynamic formalism [9] [39] [41].
The strategy is to “code” the system by following its orbits over the Markov par-
tition. This defines a one-dimensional spin system with an exponentially decaying
interaction, and one can construct dynamically relevant invariant measures and
study their properties borrowing ideas from equilibrium statistical mechanics. On
distributions of periodic points, it follows from [7, §] that if 7" is topologically
mixing, then

(L) D DI CEPIRED S B Y

zeFix(T™)

for any continuous function ¢: X — R, where 7" denotes the n iteration of T,
(T™)x = Z;é T'(T*(z)), Z, > 0 the normalizing constant, and A the unique
invariant Borel probability measure that is absolutely continuous with respect to
the Lebesgue measure. Examples of non-uniformly expanding Markov maps in
our mind which are not uniformly expanding are those with neutral fixed points,
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which naturally arise in number theory, or are considered as a simple model of
intermittency, see [19, 23, 29, [36] 40}, [44] for example.

For a topological space X, let M(X) denote the space of Borel probability
measures on X endowed with the weak™ topology. For z € X let §, € M(X)
denote the unit point mass at x. Our first main result is stated as follows, under
the assumptions formulated in Section 2T with A, being the stationary measure
there, see Definitions 2.1 and Forze X, weQandn >1let

n—1
w,n 1
5907 = E ZéTlf(x)a
k=0

and write (T")z = [[12e T, (T*(x)).

k=0 " wr41 w

Theorem A (Almost-sure level-2 weighted equidistribution of random cycles I).
Let Ty, ..., Ty be non-uniformly expanding Markov maps on X generating a nice,
topologically mizing skew product Markov map. If the uniqueness of equilibrium
state holds for an N-dimensional probability vector p, then for my,-almost every
sample w € Q and any continuous function @: M(X) — R we have

n—oo

— D @myeTe) = ),

M weFix(Tn)

lim

where Z,, ,, > 0 denotes the normalizing constant.

For each w € Q, define a Borel probability measure £ on M(X) by

- 1 L
(1.2) &= S @Y e e (n=1,2,..).

W peFix(T)

We also define a Borel probability measure £ on X by

(1.3) £ = ! STt (n=1,2,..).

W peFix(T)

We have referred to Theorem A as “level-2”, since the convergence there is equiv-
alent to the convergence of (€)%, in the weak™ topology to the unit point mass
at A, as n — 0o. From Theorem A, we obtain the convergence of (£¥)7°, in the
weak™ topology to A\, as n — oo, namely

n—1

(1.4 lim >0 (el S (@) = [ edn,

n—oo /,
z€Fix(T7) k=0

w,n

for any continuous function ¢: X — R. In other words, weighted random cycles
equidistribute with respect to A\, almost surely. Compare (L)) and (L4]). By the
Portmanteau theorem, for any Borel subset A of X satisfying A,(0A) = 0 we have

> \(TLL)’:U\‘I%#{O <k<n-—1:THz) € A} = )\, (A).

" reFix(T)

lim
n—00 £,

This equation is essentially a representation of the stationary measure A, in terms
of random cycles.
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Theorem A is a samplewise result, and it is natural to ask what are averaged
behaviors over samples. The averaging by integration yields one convergence result,
see Corollary 2.13] Here we take a more intuitive way of sample averaging that ties
in with semigroup actions in a particular case. Under the notation in Theorem A,
forn>1and wy---w, € {1,..., N}" we set

N
Qp(bh . -wn) = Hp?ﬁ{lﬁkgn: wk:i}'
1=1

Theorem B (Averaged level-2 weighted equidistribution of random cycles I). Let
Ty,....,Tx and p = (p1,...,pn) be as in Theorem A. For any continuous function
@: M(X) = R we have

i Y Qw3 DT = B0)

Py wn €1, N} zeFix(Tn)
where Z,, > 0 denotes the normalizing constant.

One known result relevant to Theorem B is due to Carvalho, Rodrigues and
Varandas [I1, Theorem C], in which they considered semigroup actions generated
by finitely many Ruelle-expanding maps, and showed that fixed points of semigroup
elements of word length n equidistribute with respect to the measure of maximal
entropy as n — oo. The random composition of 77, ..., Ty may be viewed as an
action of a semigroup with N generators: random cycles of period n correspond to
fixed points of semigroup elements of word length n. In the equiprobability case
pi = 1/N for all 1 <i < N, the factors Q,(w; - - - wy,) in the equation in Theorem B
are all equal to 1/N™ and they cancel out. As a result, we obtain the following
corollary.

Corollary 1.1 (Level-2 weighted equidistribution of fixed points of semigroup
actions). Let T1,...,Tn be as in Theorem A. If the uniqueness of equilibrium state
holds for the probability vector p = (p1,...,pn) with p; = 1/N for all1 <i < N,
then for any continuous function p: M(X) — R we have

-1

Yz, > YT = 6.

w1 wp€{l,...,N}" wi-wn€{l,...,N}" zeFix(T2})

The method of proofs of our main results is a combination of the thermodynamic
formalism and level-2 large deviations for deterministic dynamical systems. Large
deviation principles for random dynamical systems have already been formulated
in [25] 28]. However, these results are concerned with occupational measures, while
we deal with measures associated with random cycles. Moreover, large deviations
lower bounds are not necessary in proving our main results. For a general account
on large deviations, including the precise meanings of the terms level-2 and level-1
we refer the reader to the book of Ellis [17, Chapter 1].

Our random dynamical system is represented by a skew product map

(1.5) R: (w,z) € A= (Ow, T, (z)) € A,
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where A = Q x X and 6: Q — Q denotes the left shift (fw),, = w,+1. Note that
R"(w,z) = (0"w,T"(z)) for n > 0. The evolution of the second coordinate is of
interest. A key observation is that = € Fix(7}?) implies R"(w’, ) = (', x), where
w' € € is the repetition of the word wy - - - w,,. For this reason, properties of random
cycles may be analyzed through the analysis of the corresponding properties of
periodic points of R. Then, the level-2 large deviations upper bound for suitably
weighted periodic points of R is available [20, 26]. We convert this bound to a
samplewise almost-sure level-2 large deviations upper bound for weighted random
cycles, using a trick inspired by the proof of the level-1 large deviations upper
bound due to Aimino, Nicol and Vaienti [I, Proposition 3.14]. This bound allows
us to show that any weak™ accumulation point of the sequence of measures in
(L2) is supported on the set of equilibrium states. Therefore, the assumption of
uniqueness in Theorem A yields the convergence of the sequence. Integrating the
samplewise large deviations upper bound over all samples yields the convergence
in Theorem B.

1.2. Statements of main results of product form. Theorem A may be used
to analyze time averages (1/n) Y7~} o(T¥(x)) of a function ¢: X — R along the
random orbit of a random cycle x € Fix(T"). However, it does not provide useful
information on time averages of functions which depend on both w and x. Such
functions with discontinuities naturally appear, for example, in random expansions
of real numbers [14] [15]. Therefore, the following version of Theorem A has merit.
Let 07, ) denote the empirical measure (1/n) () RF(w,)- For the definitions of
acceptable functions on M(A) or A, see Definition Bl

Theorem C (Almost-sure level-2 weighted equidistribution of random cycles II).
Let Ty,..., Ty and p be as in Theorem A. If ¢: M(A) — R is an acceptable
function, then for m,-almost every sample w € ) we have

lim
n—0o0

Do T T (S m) = lmy @ A,).
T L eFix(T)

Since the function ¢ is allowed to be nonlinear (as ¢ in Theorem A), from
Theorem C one can deduce the convergence of various time averages of functions
relative to random cycles. We give three examples below, inspired by the work of
Olsen [33, Section 1.1] on multifractal analysis.

Corollary 1.2 (Almost-sure convergence of time averages relative to random cy-
cles). Let Ty, ..., Ty and p be as in Theorem A. Then the following hold:

(a) if o: A = R, ¥: A — R are acceptable with inf ¢ > 0, then for m,-almost
every w € ) we have

1 Z (T )()| 1Zk oSO( ( x)):f¢d(mp®>‘p>

lim

2 Lo | ot Sy (R (w, ) [bd(my, @A)
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(b) if o: A = R, ¢p: A — R are acceptable, then for m,-almost every w €

we have
1 1 n—1 n—1
im0 I @) S (R w,2) S (R, )
W peRix(Tn) k=0 k=0

- / @d(m, @ \,) / Yd(my ® Ap).

(c¢) if m: A = R (i = 1,2) are continuous and g: R — R is bounded continu-
ous, then for my,-almost every w € ) we have

n—1
. 1 m\/ — 1 1 2
i o— 3 I @ Y gm(RR (@, 0) + m(R (w,2)))
T peFix(Tn) k1,ka=0

= /gd((mp ® Ap) 0 7Tl_1 * (my ® Ap) 0 772_1)>

where * denotes the convolution.

A proof of Theorem C also relies on large deviations for the skew product map
R. Using the trick of conversion as in the outline of the proof of Theorem A, we
obtain a samplewise upper bound, from which the desired convergence follows.

1.3. Organization of the paper. The rest of this paper consists of four sections.
In Section 2 we prove Theorems A and B, and in Section 3 prove Theorem C. In
Section 4 we exhibit some examples of random dynamical systems to which our
main results apply. This includes the one introduced in [I4] that generates expan-
sions of real numbers with non-integer bases. Markov maps generating this system
are uniformly expanding. To this system we apply Theorem C and Corollary [[.2]
and obtain almost-sure convergences of average digital quantities in the expansions
of random cycles that do not follow from the application of the ergodic theorems
of Birkhoff or Kakutani. Also, we show that our main results are applicable to
non-uniformly expanding Markov maps with common neutral fixed points, such as
those introduced in [29].

1.4. List of measures. In addition to the measures £ in ([2) and ¢ in (L3),
we will use quite a few measures along the way: fi, 2.0); 7, 2.0); 2 2I2); 7.

EI9); npn I6); pwn BI); v B2); g, BH). The tilder is attached to measures
on M(X) where X = A, X, X.

2. ESTABLISHING WEIGHTED EQUIDISTRIBUTIONS OF RANDOM CYCLES

This section is devoted to the proofs of Theorems A and B. In Section 2.1l we fix
notations which permeate this paper, and state the assumptions in the theorems.
After preliminaries in Section 2.2] we introduce in Section 2.3 a sequence (i, )52, of
measures on M (A), and deduce the level-2 large deviations upper bound for closed
sets (Proposition 2.8). In Section [24] we provide a key estimate that allows us
to convert the large deviations bound obtained in Section to a samplewise one
almost surely. In Section [2.5] we introduce another sequence ()2 ; of measures on
M(A) as a samplewise version of (fi,,)22;, and deduce a samplewise level-2 upper
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Q

F1GURE 1. The partition of the space A = 2 x X in the case N = 2,
A(1) = {1,3}, A(2) = {2,4}.

bound (Proposition 2.I0). In Section we establish the almost sure convergence
of (f)22,. In Section 27 we project this convergence result down to a sequence
of measures on the space M(X), and complete the proof of Theorem A. We prove
an averaged convergence result in Section 2.8 and Theorem B in Section [2.9]

2.1. Setup and assumptions. Let 77, ..., Ty be non-uniformly expanding Markov
maps on X. For each 1 < i < N let A(i) be a finite subset of N and let
(J(a))acaq be the Markov partition for T;. After re-indexing we may suppose that

i,j€{1,...,N},i+#j implies A(i) N A(j) = 0. We endow the set A= JY, A(3)
with the discrete topology, and denote by AN the topological space that is the
one-sided Cartesian product of A, namely

AY ={a = (a,),: a, € Aforall n > 1}.

For each a € A, let i(a) denote the unique integer in {1,..., N} such that a €
A(i(a)). The sets
Ala) ={w € Q:w; =i(a)} x J(a) (a€ A
are pairwise disjoint subsets of A (see FIGURE 1). We will assume:
(A1) if R(A(a)) Nint(A(D)) # 0 then cl(R(A(a))) D A(b).
If (A1) holds, we define a transition matrix M = (mgp)apea by the rule mgy, = 1
if R(A(a)) Nint(A(b)) # 0 and mg, = 0 otherwise. Note that M is an irreducible

matrix. We will assume:
(A2) there exists an integer ng > 1 such that the matrix M™ has no zero entry.
In other words, (A2) requires that the Markov shift

Y={ac AV my.a,., =1foraln>1}

is topologically mixing. It also implies Fix(T") # () for w € Q and n > ny.

By an admissible word we mean any finite word of A appearing in an element of
Y. Let A™(X) denote the set of admissible words of word length n. For a; - --a, €
A"(X) we set

(2.1) Alay - an) = [ R (Alax)).
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As in Lemma [2Z4] below, the set ()~ cl(A(a; - - - a,)) is a singleton for any a € X.
Hence, we can define a coding map 7: ¥ — A by

m(a) € m c(Alay - - ay)).

This map 7 gives a semi-conjugacy between the skew product map R and the left

shift o on . It is continuous and one-to-one except on the set E' = | J;~ s R~ (|J,c4 0A(a))
where it is at most two-to-one. Let I1: A — X denote the natural projection. The
upper-half of the following diagram commutes:

y 2+ %
(2.2) A —E A

X L X
We will assume:
(A3) For any (w,x) € A such that R"(w,z) = (w,z) for some n > 1, (w,x) €
(X).

Definition 2.1. We say T}, ..., Ty generate a nice, topologically mizing skew prod-
uct Markov map if (A1) (A2) (A3) hold.

Condition (A3) means that any periodic point of R is coded, which is a mild
assumption. It holds if all 73,... Ty are fully branched. What is at issue in (A3)
is the existence of periodic points of R which are contained in E. Since the growth
of the number of these periodic points is at most of polynomial order, one can
show that contributions from these periodic points are negligible in the case all
Ti,..., Ty are uniformly expanding. In particular, (A3) is not needed in this case,
see Section for more details.

Suppose that Ti,...,Ty generate a nice, topologically mixing skew product
Markov map. The remaining assumption in Theorem A is concerned with the V-
dimensional positive probability vector p = (p1, ..., py) and stated in terms of the
thermodynamic formalism. Define a random geometric potential ¢ = ¢,: ¥ — R
by

¢(Q) = logpwl - IOg ‘ch)l (LU)‘,
where m(a) = (w, z). Let M(X, ) denote the set of Borel probability measures on
¥ which are o-invariant. For v € M(X, o) let h(r) denote the measure-theoretic
entropy of v relative to o, and define a free energy F': M(3,0) — R by

F(v) =h(v) + /qf)du.

An equilibrium state for the potential ¢ is a measure in M (X, o) which maximizes
the free energy. A measure A € M(X) is stationary if A = Zfilpi}\ o Tt

Definition 2.2. We say the uniqueness of equilibrium state holds for p if
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(A4) there exists a stationary measure A\, on X such that (m, ® \,) o 7 is the
unique equilibrium state for the random geometric potential ¢,,.

We have Ror =m oo on X\ 7 1(E), and the restriction of 7 to X\ 771(FE) has
a continuous inverse. In particular, 7 maps Borel sets to Borel sets. This ensures
that (m, ® A\,) o 7w is indeed a o-invariant Borel probability measure, and (A4)
makes sense.

2.2. Preliminary results. Let T7,..., Ty be non-uniformly expanding Markov
maps on X, and assume (Al). We introduce further notations and prove some
preliminary results. For a € A we set f, = Ti(a)|s(). Compositions of these maps
constitute branches of the random composition 7). For n > 2 and an admissible
word a; - - - a, € A"(X), we define

(2.3) Jarvan = Jan 070 fay-

Let f-1_ denote the inverse branch of the diffeomorphism f,, .., , and define

J(ay---ay) = f 1, (X).

ai-an
We denote by Leb the restriction of the Lebesgue measure on R to X, and write

|J| = Leb(J) for a subinterval J of X. For a diffeomorphism f from a bounded
interval J onto its image and z,y € J, we put

D(f,x,y) = llog | f'(x)| = log [ f'(y)]] -

Lemma 2.3. If T,..., Ty are non-uniformly expanding and (A1) holds, there
exists C' > 0 such that forn > 1, ay---a, € A"(X) and z,y € J(a;y - - - a,) we have

D(fay-an>®,y) < CZ |fa1---aj (z) — fm---%(y)‘T'
j=1

Proof. Since f! is T-Holder continuous for each a € A, there exists C' > 0 such that
for a € A and 2,y € J(a) we have D(f,,,x,y) < C|f.(x) — fa(y)|”, proving the
desired inequality for n = 1. Iterating this argument yields the desired inequality
for n > 2. O

Lemma 2.4. If T}, ..., TN are non-uniformly expanding and (A1) holds, then
lim sup  |J(ay---a,)| =0.
)

N0 g an €AN(S

In particular, for any a € ¥ the set [\~ cl(A(ay---ay)) is a singleton.

Proof. Since Ti, ..., Ty are non-uniformly expanding, for any ¢ > 0 there exists a
constant ¢ = ¢(d) > 1 such that any 1 < i < N and any subinterval J of X that is
contained in an element of the Markov partition for 7; satisfying |.J| > d, we have
Ti()] > clJ]

If the desired convergence does not hold, there exist € > 0 and a strictly increas-
ing sequence (n;)32; in N and a sequence (a;)2; of admissible words such that
a; € A%(X) and |J(a;)| > € for each 7 > 1. Then there exists a subinterval J
of X with |J| = €/2 such that J C J(a;) holds for infinitely many j. We have
|fa, ()] < |fa;(J(a;))] < |X]|, while the property of the constant c(e/2) yields
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| fa;(J)| > c(e/2)"|J|, which grows to infinity, a contradiction. Hence the first
assertion of Lemma [2.4] holds. The second assertion follows from the first one and
the expansiveness of the left shift o. O

For each n > 1 and a; - - - a, € A"(X), we define an n-cylinder
[ai---a,| ={b€ X: b =ay for 1 <k <n}.
We write S,,¢ for the sum ZZ;& ¢ o ¥, and introduce an n-th variation

D,(¢) = sup sup  Spo(b) — Spo(c).

a1--an €A™ (L) bc€lar-an]
Note that
exp Sné(a) = Qp(wr - wa)|(T) x|,
where 7(a) = (w, x).

Lemma 2.5. If T,...,Tx are non-uniformly expanding and (A1) holds, then
Dy (¢) = o(n) (n — o).

Proof. Let ay - - -a, € A"(X). By Lemma 23] there exists C' > 0 such that for all
z,y € J(ay---ay,) we have

n—1
D(far“am T, y) <C <|J(a1 o 'QN)|T + Z |fa1“'aj(‘](a1 U an))|T>
j=1

n—1

SC’Z sup  [J(ar - anj)["
=0 a1-Gp_jEATTI(X)

By Lemma 4] the last series is o(n) and so Lemma [2.5] holds. O

Following the thermodynamic formalism [9] B9], we introduce a pressure

1
P(¢) = lim —log Z sup exp.S,¢.
n—oo N, a1-+-an EAN(S) [a1-+-an]
This limit exists and is finite. The variational principle holds:

(2.4) P(¢) =sup{F(v):ve M(X,0)}.

Lemma 2.6. If Ty,...,Tx are non-uniformly expanding and (A1) holds, then
P(¢) =0.

Proof. Forn > 1 and a; - - - a, € A"(X) we have

SUD(4, ..q,,] €XP Sno
Wehave 37, ., can(s)(mp®Leb)(A(ar - - - a,)) = |X|, and Lemma RS gives D, (¢) =
o(n). We rearrange the double inequalities and sum the result over all a; - - - a, €
A™(X). Then taking logarithms, dividing by n and letting n — oo yields P(¢) =
0. O
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2.3. Level-2 upper bound for the skew product map. Define a Borel prob-
ability measure fi,, on M(A) by
~ 1 n\/, .|—1
(25) fn= 7. Yo Qe w)(TD) e s
7 (w,z)€Fix(RM)

where Fix(R") = {(w,z) € A: R"(w,z) = (w,z)} and df;, ) denotes the empirical
measure (1/n) Z;é ORk(wz) i1 M(A). We also define a Borel probability measure
v, on M(X) by

(n=1,2,...),

—1

(26) = > expS.éa) > expSup(a)dsy (n=12,..),

a€cFix(o™) a€cFix(o™)

where Fix(0") = {a € ¥: 0"a = a} and 6" = (1/n) 37} Grg.

We compare the two measures through the continuous map 7. The push-forward
mev € M(E)—vor !t € M(A) is continuous. The measure 7, o . ' is almost
isomorphic to fi,, up to elements of Fix(R") contained in the boundary points of
the sets A(a). More precisely, they are related as follows.

Lemma 2.7. Assume (A3). For anyn > 1 and any Borel subset B of M(A), we
have fi,(B) < 20, o w1 (B).

Proof. Both measures are supported on finite sets. If a € ¥, (w,z) € A and
7(a) = (w,z), then we have S,d(a) = Q,(w; -+ -w,)|(T")z|~'. Since 7 is at most
two-to-one and Fix(R") C 7(Fix(¢")) from (A3), for each (w,x) € Fix(R"™) there
exists at least one and at most two points in 3 which are mapped to (w,x) by .
Hence the desired inequality holds. O

As a consequence, the large deviations upper bound for (2,)22 ; implies that for
(fin)S2;. The former is controlled by the function Iy : M(3) — (=00, 00| given by
—Fv) ifve M o),
.1 B =1 W M)
00 otherwise.
From the variational principle ([2.4) and P(¢) = 0 in Lemma 2.6, Iy is a non-
negative function. We define I,: M(A) — [0, 0o by

In(p) = inf{Is(v): v e M(Z),vor ' = u}.

Proposition 2.8. Let T}, ..., TN be non-uniformly expanding Markov maps on X
generating a nice, topologically mixing skew product Markov map. Then I, is lower
semicontinuous and for any closed subset C of M(A),

lim sup ! log fin,(C) < —inf ).
n—oo T ¢

Proof. Since the left shift o is expansive and ¥ is compact, the measure-theoretic

entropy is upper semicontinuous on M(X, o). Moreover, ¢ is continuous with

respect to the shift metric on 3 and M(X, o) is a closed subset of M(X). Hence,

Iy, is lower semicontinuous. Since the coding map 7 is continuous, I, is lower

semicontinuous.
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By [26], Theorem 2.1] when ¢ is Holder continuous, and by [20, Theorem 6]
when ¢ is merely continuous, for any closed subset C of M(X) we have the large
deviations upper bound

1
(2.8) lim sup — log 7, (C) < —iréf Iy.
n

n—o0

From this bound and Lemma 2.7] for any closed subset C of M(A) we obtain
1 1
lim sup — log /i, (C) < limsup — log &, (7, (C)) < — inf Iy = —inf Iy,
noo M noo N ! (C) ¢

as required. 0

2.4. Sub-exponential bound on the sum of derivatives. The following lemma
gives a bound on the normalizing constant

Zon=">_ T,
z€Fix(T7)
which is a key needed to convert the level-2 upper bound in Proposition 2.8 to

samplewise ones.

Lemma 2.9. IfTy,..., Ty are non-uniformly expanding and (A1) (A2) hold, then
there exists a sequence (¢,)%, of positive reals such that ¢,, = o(n) as n — oo, and
forw € Q and n > ngy, we have e= " < Z,,,, < €.

Proof. Recall the relation a € A(i(a)) for a € A. Set ¢ = inf,c 4 |T;)(J(a))|. For
w e Q and n > 1 we have

2. inf  |T7(J(ar---ay))| > ¢ > 0.
(2.9) R A CCIRR t

By the mean value theorem, for each a; - - -a, € A"(X) there exists z(a; ---a,) €
J(ay -+ -ay) such that

(2.10) (T5) x(ar -+ a)| 7" = |TL{¢(JC&1 '. ..C.Lﬁ))l'

Let A"(X,w) ={ay---a, € A"(X): i(ar) = wi for 1 < k < n}. Since all the maps
are non-uniformly expanding, for each a; - - - a,, € A"(X2,w) the interval J(a; - - - a,)
contains at most one point from Fix(7}). Using (2.9) and (2I0), on the one hand
we have

Zuow <20 % (T w(ar - an)| ™
a1-an €A™ (X,w)
< ¢ lePn@ Z |J(ay---ay)| < ¢ tePn(@),
a1-an €A (X,w)

On the other hand, let n > ny where ng is the integer in (A2). For a;---a, €
A"(3) we have cl(T(J(ay - --a,))) = X. Hence, if J(a; - --a,) does not intersect
Fix(T") then cl(J(a;y---ay,)) contains one of the boundary points of X. This
implies

(2.11) #{ay--a, € AM(X,w): J(ay---a,) NFix(T}) # 0} < 2.
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Using (2.10) again we have

L > e > (Z5) x(ay -+~ an)| ™!

ay-apn €A™ (Z,w)
J(ay-an)NFix(T77)#0

o~Dn(9)

>
X

Z |J(CL1 an)‘ - 2|X| )

ay-ap €A™ (Z,w)
J(a1-an)NFix(T7)#0

where the last inequality holds for sufficiently large n by Lemma 2.4] and (2.IT]).
Set ¢, = D, (¢) +1og(2|X|/c). Lemma 2 yields ¢, = o(n) as required. O

2.5. Samplewise level-2 upper bound. For w € 2, we define a Borel probabil-
ity measure % on M(A) by

~w 1 n\/ .| —
(2.12) s =o— Y. Tl Ty,

(w,2)
M LeFix(Tn)

(n=1,2,...),

which is a samplewise version of fi,, in (2.5]).

Proposition 2.10. Let T, ..., Ty be non-uniformly expanding Markov maps on X
generating a nice, topologically mizing skew product Markov map. For my,-almost
every w € Q and any closed subset C of M(A), we have

(2.13) limsupllog,&;‘:((/’) < —inf I,.
n—oo N c

Proof. We claim that it is enough to show (ZI3) for each closed subset C of M(A)
and any sample w contained in a Borel set ¢ with full m,-measure. To show
this claim, we fix a metric which generates the weak™ topology on M(A), and fix
its countable dense subset D. For v € D and r > 0 let B,(v) denote the closed
ball of radius 7 about v. From (2.13), the Borel set (,cp,cq,rs0 25, has full
my-measure, and if w € {2 is contained in this set, then for v € D and r € Q with
r > 0 we have

1
lim sup — log i’ (B, (v)) < — inf I,.

n—oo N Br(v)
Let C be a non-empty closed subset of M(A). Let G be an open subset of M(A)
which contains C. Since C is compact, there exists a finite subset {v1,...,vs} of D

and 7y, ...,7rs € Q@ such that C C (J5_, B, (v;) C G. Then

1 1
lim sup — log ji;; (C) < max limsup — log ji;; (B, (v;))

n—oo T 1Sj<s psoo N

< max (— inf IA> < —iréfIA.

TK<s By ()

Since G is an arbitrary open set containing C and [, is lower semicontinuous, we

obtain (ZI3]).
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In what follows we assume 0 < infe Iy < oo, for otherwise (2.I3]) clearly holds.
Using the definitions of fi, in ([Z3) and £ in (Z12) and the formula

(2.14) Zyy = > Qp(wi -+ - wn) Zuy s
wi-wp€ef{l,..,N}"
and then Lemma we have
. 1 S
fin(C) = 7 > Qplwr - w)|(T) |

P, 2)eFix(R™)
6(%%)60

= [ 3 elam) ] [ 2 im @)
wEFix(TY)
or  eC

(w,z)

- / fi“(C) <Zw,n / / Zwrmdmp(w')) dmy(w) > e / i (C) dmy(w).
For e € (0,1) and n > 1, set

Qen = {w €Q: 1(C) > exp (—n(l —€) irclf IA)} :

Then Markov’s inequality yields

() < exp (nl1 = inf 1r) [ (C)am, ()

< e*" exp (n(l —€) irclf IA> fin(C).

By Proposition 2.8 m,(,) decays exponentially as n increases. By Borel-
Cantelli’s lemma, the number of those n > 1 for which the inequality % (C) >
exp(—n(1 —€) infe I,) holds is finite for m,-almost every w € 2. Since € € (0,1) is
arbitrary, we obtain (ZI3) for m,-almost every w € €. O

2.6. Samplewise convergence of measures. From the samplewise level-2 upper
bound in Section we deduce the following samplewise weak™® convergence.

Proposition 2.11. Let T, ..., Ty be non-uniformly expanding Markov maps on X
generating a nice, topologically mizing skew product Markov map. If the uniqueness
of equilibrium state holds for a probability vector p, then for my-almost every w € €2,
(f)oe, converges to 6m, ey, in the weak™ topology as n — oo.

Proof. Let w € € be as in Proposition 2100 Let ([sz);‘;l be an arbitrary convergent
subsequence of (ji#)>; with the limit measure ji*. It suffices to show i = d,,,@x, -

Lemma 2.12. We have I5(u) = 0 if and only if p = m, @ \,.

Proof. By (A4) we have F((m,® \,) om) = P(¢), and Lemma [2.6] gives P(¢) = 0.
Hence, Ix(m, ® A,) = 0. Conversely, let u € M(A) satisfy I5(p) = 0. Then there
exists a sequence (v,)°; in M(X) such that g = v, o7~ ! and lim,, o, Ix(,,) = 0.
By compactness, it has a limit point v,,. Since Iy, is lower semicontinuous we have
Iy (Vso) = 0, and so F(vs) = 0. The uniqueness in (A4) yields vy = (m, @ \,) o,
and thus g =m, ® A,. O
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We fix a metric which generates the weak™ topology on M(A). For e > 0 let
Lo={pe M(A): In(u) < €}. Since I, is lower semicontinuous, L. is a closed set.
Since M(A) is compact, so is L. Let v € M(A)\ {m, ® A\,}. Lemma gives
Ix(v) > 0. Take r > 0 such that the closed ball B, (v) of radius r about v does not
intersect L1, (,)/2. By the convergence lim;_, e and Proposition 2.10, we
have

A% (int(B,.(v))) < lijlginf i, (int (B, (v))) < limsup fi;; (B, (v))
0 j—ro0
< limsup exp(—Ix(v)n;/2) = 0.
J]—00
Hence, the support of i does not contain v. Since v is an arbitrary element of
M(A)\ {m, ® Ay}, we obtain fi¥ = 0,,, 0, as required. O

2.7. Proof of Theorem A. Since the projection II: A — X is continuous, the
push-forward IL,: p € M(A) = poIl™! € M(X) is continuous. Another push-
forward TL,: @ € M(M(A)) — fpo (IL)™' € M(M(X)) is continuous too.
Note that II,(x) = v implies 11,.(d,) = d,. In particular, IL.(6m,e»,) = 0, and
H**(ég?w)) = Jgom, and the latter yields IT,.(fi%) = €. By Proposition 2ZI1] for
my-almost every w € Q we have iy — 0y, @), in the weak™® topology as n — oo.
Since 11, is continuous, we obtain fﬁ — 0, in the weak™ topology as n — oco. [

2.8. Averaged result. As a corollary to Theorem A, we obtain an averaged result
over all samples. By Riesz’s representation theorem, for each positive probability
vector p and n > 1 there is a unique Borel probability measure 7, ,, on M (X)) that
satisfies

(2.15) /@dﬁp,n = /dmp(w) /aﬁdé,“j for any continuous @: M(X) — R.

Also, there is a unique Borel probability measure 7, , on X that satisfies
(2.16) /godnp,n = /dmp(w) /apd&‘; for any continuous ¢: X — R.

Corollary 2.13 (Averaged weighted equidistribution of random cycles II). Let
Ty, ..., Ty and p be as in Theorem A. Then (7,)5e, converges to 0y, in the weak™
topology as n — oo and (n,,)5, converges to A, in the weak™ topology as n — oco.

Proof. Let ¢: M(X) — R be an arbitrary continuous function. By (213 and
Theorem A, lim,, f @df‘;: = f @doy, holds for my-almost every w € . The
dominated convergence theorem gives lim, o [ @dn,, = [ @doy,. Since ¢ is an
arbitrary continuous function on M(X), we obtain 7j,, — d), in the weak™® topol-
ogy as n — 00. The second convergence in the corollary follows from the first
one. U

2.9. Proof of Theorem B. Let p be an N-dimensional positive probability vec-
tor. Define a Borel probability measure ¢, ,, on M(X) by

~ 1
Cpon = 7 Z Qp(w1 - wy) Z (T 2| Hogem  (n=1,2,...).

™y ewn€{lL,.. N} zeFix(T)
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It is enough to show that fp,n converges to 0y, in the weak™ topology as n — oco.
Let C be an arbitrary closed subset of M(X) not containing A,. From the proof
of Proposition 2111 there exists a > 0 such that £4(C ) = p2(II;1(C)) < e for
all sufficiently large n. Since 7, (C) = [ £9(C)dm,(w) by ([ZIH), the dominated
convergence theorem gives lim,, eo‘"/ 27y n(C) = lim,, o0 [ €*™2€4(C)dm,(w) = 0,
and so lim,, o 7,.,(C) = 0.

Using Lemma 29 we have

onl@=7— XY Qe

" orwn€e{l,.., }”xele(T”)
:/ > T w dmy(w) //Zw ndmy(w
zE€Fix(T})
sz eC
<er [ 30 1@yal tme)  min Zu
w'eN
z€Fix(TY)
6;”’66
2cn/ Z Tn :)3| 1dmp( ) 2Cnnp’ (C)
w,n rEFix(TL)
s ec

and therefore lim,,_, fp,n(C) = O.~Since C is an arbitrary closed subset of M(X)
not containing A, it follows that (,, — A, in the weak™® topology as n — co. [

3. RANDOM CYCLES WITH WEIGHT FUNCTIONS ON THE PRODUCT SPACE

In this section we slightly extend ideas in Section 2 to prove Theorem C. In
Section B.I] we introduce a sequence of measures on the product space A, and
establish the level-1 large deviations upper bound for acceptable functions. In
Section we deduce a samplewise almost-sure level-1 large deviations upper
bound. In Section we complete the proof of Theorem C.

3.1. Level-1 upper bound for the skew product map. We define a Borel
probability measure p,, on A by

1 N
B =g Y Qe w)(I e e (=12,
P (4, 2)€Fix(RP)

Definition 3.1. We say a function ¢: M(A) — R is acceptable if v € M(X) —
@(v o™t is continuous. We say a function ¢: A — R is acceptable if p o 7 is
continuous.

Remark 3.2. The class of acceptable functions is strictly larger than that of
continuous ones. Hence, Theorem C is not a consequence of Proposition 2111

Let ¢ be an acceptable function on M(A). By means of large deviations, we
estimate the exponential decay rate of the set

An(@, K) = {(w,z) € A: @(8(, ) € K}
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Recall the definition of Iy, in (2.7)), and define a rate function Iy, 5: R — [0, oo] by
Iss(a) =inf {Ix(v): v € M(Z), g(von ') =a}.

Proposition 3.3. Let T}, ..., TN be non-uniformly expanding Markov maps on X
generating a nice, topologically mizing skew product Markov map. Let : M(A) —
R be acceptable. For any closed subset K of R we have

lim sup log tn(An (@, K)) < —i%f Is 5.

n—o0

Proof. We proceed much in parallel to the proof of Proposition 28 comparing .,
in (8) and a Borel probability measure v, on ¥ given by

—1

(3.2) va=| Y ewS.la) Y expSugla)d

a€Fix(o™) acFix(o™)
Recall the definition of 7, in (26)), and notice the identity
(3.3) U {ve M(E): glvorm ) e K} =v,{a€X: n(a) € Ay(p,K)}.

Since ¢ is acceptable and K is closed, the contraction principle [I7] applied to the
upper bound (2:]) yields

(3.4) hmsup logl/n {veME):pvor ) e K} < —i%flma.

n—oo

Plugging (33]) into the left-hand side of (84) and combining the result with the
inequality g, (An (@, K)) <2v,{a € ¥: w(a) € A,(p, K)} that can be shown as in
the proof of Lemma 2.7 we obtain the desired 1nequality. O

3.2. Samplewise level-1 upper bound. For each w € (), define a Borel proba-
bility measure i, , on X by

1 ;o
(3.5) fom = ST (=120,

M peFix(T)

which is a samplewise version of y, in (3I]). Notice the identities

S @Y B6) = / 07, () = / Bdjie.

zeFix(T7)

w,n

We are going to evaluate the integral in the middle. For a subset K of R, we
denote by A, (@, K) the set {z € X: (w,z) € A, (9, K)}, called the w-section of
An(p, K).

Lemma 3.4. For m,-almost every w € Q and any closed subset K of [inf @, sup @],

1
lim sup — log,uwn(Aw,n(@,K)) < —i%f Iy 5.

n— o0
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Proof. We proceed in parallel to the proof of Proposition .10l Since the interval
inf @, sup @] is compact, metrizable and Iy, 5 is lower semicontinuous, it suffices to
show that for each closed subset K of this interval there exists a Borel set {2x with
full m,-measure such that for all w € Q,

(3.6) lim sup — log Pon(Awn (P, K)) < —i%f Iy 5.
n

n—oo

In what follows we may assume 0 < infg I5; 5 < 0o. From the definitions of p,,
Hon in (B), (BE) and Lemma 2.9] for any Borel subset B of A we have

p(B) =5 3 Qe (T i (B)

P (4 2)eFix(R™)

—[ Xyl dmyw) ] [ Zudmyw)

z€Fix(T?)NBw

=/uwn . < wn//andmp )dmp( )

> 2 [ an(B) dmy(),

where B, denotes the w-section of B. For € € (0,1) and n > 1 we set

Qpp = {w € Q: fiyn(Aun(@, K)) > exp <—n(1 —¢)inf Jw) } .

Then Markov’s inequality yields

() < exp (01 = 0 I55) [ o (A5 K) iy ()

< % exp ( (1 e)inf fw) 1 (An(@, K)).

By Proposition B3] m, (€2 ,) decays exponentially as n increases. From Borel-
Cantelli’s lemma we obtain (B.6]) for m,-almost every w € 2. O

3.3. Proofs of Theorem C and Corollary We put ag = @(m, @ A,).
By the lower semi-continuity of I, ;, the compactness of M(X) and Lemma 2.12]
Is, s(a) = 0 holds if and only if & = . By LemmaB3.4] for m,-almost every w €
and any € > 0 there exists a(w, €) > 0 such that for all sufficiently large n > 1 we
have

,uwm(Aw,e) _ 1 Z |(T:})/I|—1 < 6—Oc(w,5)n’

Z,
T LEFIX(T)NAw, e

) — ao| = €}, and further

where A, . = {z € X: |p(07

(w,x)

' [ #00 it () -

o] <

[(T5) 2|~ | (07, 2y) — o
z€Fix(T7)
Seluw,n(X \ Awﬁ) + Uw,n(Aw7E)(SuP @] + )
<e+ e @I (sup |G| + ag).

w,n
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Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we obtain lim, . [ ‘5(5&,95))‘1#%71(1') = a, which com-
pletes the proof of Theorem C. Applying Theorem C to acceptable functions

po— [edu/ [edp, poe [edp [pdp, @ [gd(po ' pomy') on M(A)
completes the proof of Corollary O

4. EXAMPLES OF APPLICATION

In this section we give examples to which our main results apply. In Section [4.1]
we remark that our results apply to random dynamical systems generated by uni-
formly expanding Markov maps. In Section we take up such a random dynam-
ical system introduced in [I4], which generates series expansions of real numbers
with non-integer bases. In Sections E3] 4] and we apply Theorem C and
Corollary to this system, and obtain almost-sure convergences of time averages
of digital quantities in the expansions of random cycles.

For random dynamical systems generated by non-uniformly expanding Markov
maps having neutral fixed points, the verification of (A4) is an issue. In Sec-
tion [4.0] we verify (A4) for maps with common (neutral) fixed points using the
thermodynamic formalism for countable Markov shifts [30]. In Section .7 we show
that a weighted equidistribution of random cycles still holds even if the uniqueness
of equilibrium state fails. In Section .8 we discuss in which case (A4) holds in
more interesting examples generated by maps with common neutral fixed points
introduced in [29]. Finally in Section L9 we discuss some future perspectives on
extensions of the results of this paper.

4.1. Uniformly expanding maps. Let 77, ..., Ty be uniformly expanding Markov
maps of class C'*! on X. Then Pelikan’s condition

(4.1) supz |T’(Z:13)| <1

in [34, Theorem 1] holds, and hence there exists a stationary measure that is
absolutely continuous with respect to Leb. If (A2) holds, such a stationary measure
is unique, denoted by A,. If moreover (Al) holds, then (A4) follows from the
thermodynamic formalism for topological Markov shifts over finite alphabet [9, [39)]:
the random geometric potential ¢ is Holder continuous with respect to the shift
metric, and the shift-invariant measure (m, ® \,) o 7 is a Gibbs state for the
potential ¢, and hence it is the unique equilibrium state for the potential ¢.

In this case, (A3) is not actually necessary. Indeed, for n > 1 and w € Q let
E! denote the set of x € Fix(T?) such that (w',x) ¢ m(3) where w’ € Q is the
repetition of wy ---w,. Since A is a finite set, sup,q sup,~; #E./n is bounded
from above. By Lemma [Z4] and the assumption that all the maps are uniformly
expanding, for all w € €2 we have

Syl
nereo erFix(T:}) |(T2) |~

Therefore, random cycles in (J,,., U,~; EZ do not affect all the previous estimates.

= 0.
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1 Tga(y)

|
T (x) i
\
|

0 x 1/8 1 1J-1) 0 Y 1/(B-1)

FIGURE 2. The greedy map T} (left) and the lazy map T5 (right)
for 1 < g < 2.

4.2. Random [-expansion. Let S > 1 be a non-integer. A greedy map 17 and a
lazy map Ty are maps from a closed interval X = [0, |5]/(8 — 1)] to itself given by

- 1
Ti(z) = fr—pr] wel01), and Ty(z) =uoTiou *(z),
Br—[8] we[L|B]/(B-1)],

respectively, where u : x € X — [3|/(f —1) —x € X and |-| denotes the floor

function. The restriction 7} [ 1) is the S-transformation introduced by Rényi [37].

See FIGURE 2 for the case 1 < § < 2. The skew product map R in ([L3]) generated
by T1 and Ty is called the random [-transformation [14].

The random [-transformation provides series expansions of numbers in K. We

define integer-valued digit functions ey, e5 on X by

|Bx| =z € [O,@),

er(z) = p and eq(x) = [B] — e1(u(z)).

{LBJ v e [B 18],

For (w,z) € A and n > 1 we have

w1y Con( DN (@) | T (2)
(4.2) T () = S 2

Using (£2) recursively, we obtain a (-expansion

(43) T = Z ewn(To.T;L_ (l’))7

called the random B-expansion of x with respect to w.

Each number in X can have an infinite number of S-expansions [I8, Theorem 1].
The random [-transformation generates all possible S-expansions [I5, Theorem 2]:
for any [-expansion of x € X there exists w € () such that the random g-expansion
of x with respect to w coincides with the given f-expansion of x. The p-expansion
of v € X generated by the single map 77 is called the greedy expansion of x.
The name greedy comes from the property that the digit sequence in the greedy
expansion of a given number is the largest one, in the lexicographical order on
{0,1,..., 8]}, among all possible digit sequences in the B-expansion of that
number [15, Theorem 1]. The meaning of the name lazy is analogous. The random
[-expansion with respect to w = 111--- coincides with the greedy [-expansion.
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We say the greedy B-expansion of x € X is finite if all but finitely many digits
in the greedy expansion of x are 0. From the result of Dajani and de Vries [153]
Section 4], if the greedy [-expansion of 1 is finite, then 77 and 75 are uniformly
expanding Markov maps satisfying (A1) (A2). Hence, for any positive probability
vector p = (p1,p2) the random S-transformation has a unique stationary measure
that is absolutely continuous with respect to the normalized restriction of the
Lebesgue measure to X, denoted by v. The density of this measure, denoted by
h,,, is explicitly given in [42] in terms of the random orbit {7?(1)}>°,. For general
results, see [24].

4.3. Average relative frequency of digits. Borel’s normal number theorem
states that Lebesgue almost every real number has the property that the limit-
ing relative frequency of each digit in the decimal expansion is 1/10. Although
Borel did not use ergodic theory in his original proof, this is a consequence of
Birkhoft’s ergodic theorem. An analogue of Borel’s theorem for the the sequence
{eo, (T (x))}52, in the random [-expansion (3] is a consequence of Birkhoff’s
ergodic theorem applied to the skew product map R and its invariant probability
measure m, ® hy, v that is ergodic [I6, Theorem 4]. For i € {0,1,...,|3]} define
a subinterval L; of X by

and put

(44) q; = pl/ hpldl/ —|—p2/ hPQdV‘
L; L

¢ LB]—i

Note that Zfﬁ JO ¢i = 1. By the ergodicity of m, ® h,, v, for my,-almost every
w = (W), € N the relative frequency with which the integer i appears in the
random S-expansion of x € X, namely the number

Fon(iy ) = %#{1 <k < e (T () = i,

converges to ¢; as n — oo for Lebesgue almost every x € X. On relative frequencies
of digits in S-expansions of random cycles, using Theorem C and Corollary [[L2(a)
we obtain the following result.

Proposition 4.1 (Almost-sure convergence of the average relative frequency of
digits). Let > 1 be a non-integer such that the greedy [-expansion of 1 is finite,
and let p = (p1,p2) be a positive probability vector. For my,-almost every sample
weQandalli=0,1,...,|8] we have

1
lim ——— Fon(i,x) = q;.
noo FEFIX(T™) Z ol ) = @
z€Fix(TH)
Proof. Since |T]| = |T3| = § we have Z,,, = #Fix(T)/8". Define ¢;: A — {0,1}
by
IlLi (l’), w1 = 1a

Yi(w, x) = {
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where 14 denotes the indicator function of a set A C R. Since e;(x) =i for x € L;
and ey(x) = i for © € u(L|s—;) we have

% iwi(Rk(% z)) = Fon(i,@).

By Corollary [L2(a), the limit in question exists and is equal to [ 1;d(m, ® hy,v).
We have

/wid(mp(ghmy) :plfﬂLihp1dV+p2/]lu(LwZ—)hmd’/

:p1/ hpldV+p2/ hp, o udv = gq;.
L, w(L|g)—4)

The second equality follows from h,,, = h,, ou by the relation Ty = uoTyou™t. O

In some particular cases we can compute the exact value of ¢; and hence the
limit in Proposition Il For 8 = (1 + v/5)/2, the greedy expansion of 1 is finite
since 1 =1/8+ 1/3%. By [42, Theorem 4.4] we have
_B
3—p
Substituting this into the right-hand side of (4.4]) shows that

1 2pi+1_1) .
== (1422 ) fri—o0,1.
! 2( V5

4.4. Average symmetric mean of digits. The (second) symmetric mean of a
finite sequence {ay}}_; of real numbers is the quantity

2
S(al,...,an) :m Z a;aj.

1<i<j<n

hy, = ((1 = 1) B8 + Apuyp) + p18 ]1[171/@—1)1) :

Symmetric means of digits in expansions of numbers are interesting quantities to
look at. Their limiting behaviors for the regular continued fraction expansion were
investigated by Cellarosi et al. [12].

We consider symmetric means of digits in the random fS-expansion. Set 7. (w, z) =
ey, (z) for (w,z) € A. By Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem, for m, ® h,, v-almost all
(w,x) € A we have

lim S(ew, (7), ..., e (2)) = lim _ (Z ewk(z))

n—00 n—00 n(n — 1) —
, (1 \?
— (/QXK Te(w, x)d(m, ® hpll/)) = ;zqi

This convergence does not imply the convergence of the average of symmetric
means of digits in S-expansions of random cycles. Applying Theorem C and Corol-
lary [L2[(b) we obtain the following result.
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Proposition 4.2 (Almost-sure convergence of the average symmetric mean of
digits). Let 8 and p be as in Proposition [{.1. For m,-almost every sample w =
(wi)72, € Q we have

Bl
nh—>oo #le Tn Z S 60.)1 >6wn(x)) = (Z Zqz)
xeFix(T) 1=0

Proof. Notice the identity

S(eun (@), - e (x) = ———— ( ek<x>> —S e )

n(n—1) p

Therefore, applying Corollary [L2A(b) with ¢ = @ = m, we obtain the desired
equality. Since the digits are uniformly bounded, the contribution from the second
series in the parenthesis is diminished in the limit n — oo. U

4.5. Average of mean distances of digits. The mean distance of a finite se-
quence {ay}7_, of real numbers is given by

2
D(al,...,an):m Z \ai—aj|.
1<i<j<n
We obtain the following result as an application of CorollaryL2(c).

Proposition 4.3 (Almost-sure convergence of the average mean distances of dig-
its). Let B and p be as in Proposition [{.1 For my-almost every sample w =
(wi)72, € Q we have

1
lim ———— Y Dlew(@),..., e =2 > (G-
z€Fix(T1) 0<i<j<|B]

Proof. A key ingredient is the next representation of measures in terms of the
relative frequency of digits.

Lemma 4.4. The following hold:
(a) (mp®hp1V>O7T ZZ oqz i)
(b) (m;n ® hm”) © ( 7Te_1) = ZZ 0%5—@7
(¢) (myp & hyv) o w7 (myy @ hyyv) 0 (—me) ™ = L2 S22 qigii .

Proof. For any i € {0,1,...,[8]}, the set {(w,z) € A: 7e(w,z) =i} is the disjoint
union of {w € Q:w; =1} x L; and {w € Q: w; = 2} x u(L|g—;). Then we have
(m, ® hy,v)om ' ({i}) = ¢, and so for any Borel subset B of R,

(my, @ hy,v)om, qu ;

Hence (a) holds. A proof of (b) is analogous. A dlrect calculation gives

18] 18]

18] 5]
> aidi |+ [ D a0 ] ( Zqz Zq; —(B = {i}),
i=0 Jj=0
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where B —{i} = {x —i: xz € B}. Since d_;(B — {i}) = §,_;(B) we obtain (c). O
By Lemma 4(c) and Corollary [L2(c) applied to the functions m = m, m =

—m, and a bounded continuous function g: R — R such that g(x) = |z| for all
x € [—|B], | B]], for m,-almost every w € § we have
1
nh_)Iglo #FT() Z Dley, (z), ..., €0, ()
zeFix(TH)
~ lim S 2 Y e () ey (@)
 nooo #Fix(Tn) 4 nin—1) & I
zeFix(T) 1<i<j<n
S, I 5 3 S NEERE
x le(T") i=1 j=1
18] 18]
= [kl [ X ags
R i=0 §=0
18] 18]
=Y D li—jlag =2 >, G-y,
i=0 j=0 0<i<j<|B]
as required. 0

4.6. Non-uniformly expanding maps with common fixed points. Let T be
a Markov map on [0, 1]. We say x € T'is a neutral fived point of T if T'(x) = x and
|T"(z)| = 1. Deterministic dynamical systems generated by iterations of Markov
maps having neutral fixed points have been well investigated, see [306] [40] [44] for
example.

Under the notation in the beginning of Section 211 let A(1) = {1,3}, A(2) =
{2,4} and let T, T, be non-uniformly expanding Markov maps of class C1*7, 7 > 0
on X = [0,1] with Markov partitions {J(a)}aca1), {/(@)}acar) respectively such
that the following hold:

(B1) for any a € A={1,2,3,4}, Tjo)(J(a)) D (0,1);

(B2) T1(0) = 73(0) = 0, and 0 is a neutral fixed point of T7;

(B3) there exists v > 1 such that inf |(73]))'| > v and inf |(T3]50))'| > 7.
FIGURE 1 gives a schematic picture of the partition of the space A =  x X.
Condition (B1) means that T, T are fully branched, which implies (A1) (A2)
(A3). The issue is (A4). In order to control distortions of random compositions
on J(1)NJ(2), we additionally assume

(B4) there exists e > 0 such that for a = 1,2, T, | )\ o} can be extended to a C*
map on an interval of length |J(a)| + € with negative Schwarzian derivative.

Recall that a real-valued C® function f on an interval has negative Schwarzian
derivative it f"/f" — (3/2)(f"/f)* < 0. It is well-kknown that Tj, T, have a
sigma-finite invariant measure that is absolutely continuous with respect to Leb,
abbreviated as an acim. For ¢ = 1,2 define t;: J(i) = NU {oo} by

ti(x) =inf{n > 1: T/"(z) € J(4i)}.
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FIGURE 3. The maps T; (red) and T3 (blue) in Proposition FLE|(b)(c)
having 0 as a common neutral fixed point.

Proposition 4.5. For Ty, Ty as above the following hold:

(a) if 0 is not a neutral fized point of Ty, then for any positive probability vector
p = (p1,p2), there exists a stationary measure A, that is absolutely contin-
uous with respect to Leb such that (m, ® \,) o w is the unique equilibrium
state for the random geometric potential ¢. In particular, (A4) holds.

(b) if 0 is a neutral fized point of Ty, Ty(x) > To(x) for allz € J(1)NJ(2) and
fJ(l) t1(z)dr = +o0, then for any positive probability vector p = (p1,p2),
(m,®0d¢)om is the unique equilibrium state for the potential ¢. In particular,
(A4) holds.

(c) if 0 is a neutral fized point of Ty, T\ (x) > Ty(x) for allx € J(1)NJ(2) and
fJ(Q) to(x)dr < 400, then for any positive probability vector p = (p1,pa),
there exists a stationary measure A\, that is absolutely continuous with re-
spect to Leb such that equilibrium states for the potential ¢ are precisely
the convex combinations of (m, ® \p) o and (m, ® dy) o . In particular,
(A4) does not hold.

Remark 4.6. It is well-known that [ 76) ti(x)dx is finite if and only if acims of

T; can be normalized. In case (a) of Proposition L5, by (B4) and the mini-
mum principle [3I, Chapter II, Lemma 6.1], T3 is uniformly expanding, or else
limg gy, T5(20) = 1 where x denotes the endpoint of J(2) other than 0. In partic-
ular, 77 is uniformly expanding. Hence, acims of 75 can be normalized. In case
(b), acims of both maps cannot be normalized (they are infinite measures). Since
0 is a common fixed point of T} and 75, dy is a stationary measure. This case
applies to random dynamical systems generated by some L-S-V maps [29], to be
discussed in Section In case (c), acims of both maps can be normalized.

Proof of Proposition[f.5. The difficulty is that the random geometric potential ¢
on the space ¥ = AN = {1,2, 3,4} is not Holder continuous. We construct a full
shift over an infinite alphabet using the first return map to the subset [3] U [4] of
Y., and then appeal to the results on the existence and uniqueness of equilibrium
states for countable Markov shifts [30].
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A(42) A1)
A(2)
A(41) A(43)
Q
A(34) A(32)
A1)
A(33) A(31)

X

FIGURE 4. The projection of the inducing domain [3]U[4] to A (the
shaded area).

Define a function
t:a€X—inf{n>1:0"a € [3]U[4]} € NU {+o0},
which is the first entry time to [3] U [4]. For each n € NU {400}, write {t = n}
for the set {a € [3| U [4]: t(a) = n}. Define an induced map
6:ac ([BJU4))\{t =400} o'Wa € [3]U[4],

and set
S=()o7"(([BU 4]\ {t = +oo}).

Since ¢ is surjective, &(i) = 3 holds. We introduce an empty word 0, set {1,2} =
{0} and define a) = a = Qa, adb = ab for a,b € A. For each a € {3,4}, j > 0
and ¥ € {1,2}, 6 maps set [ai’3] U [ai’4] bijectively onto [3] U [4]. The set
([3]U[4]) \ {t = 400} is partitioned into sets of this form. We introduce an infinite
discrete topological space
A= {[a¥’3]U[ai’4]: a € {3,4},j > 0,¥ € {1,2}7},
and an associated one-sided Cartesian product topological space
AN = {4 = (a,)°%,: G, € A for all n > 1}.
Define a map ¢: |J>, A" — (22, A" by
L(dldg s dn) = alijlagi” s CLnijn,

where ay = [axi/*3] U [azi/*4] € A for 1 < k <n. Forn>1and d, - - -, € A", we
set
[ay---an) = [t(arag - - - a,)3] U e(arag - - - an)4],
Aay -+ -a,) = Aw(ay - a,))  and  Fay o, = figaran)-
Recall (2.1) and ([23)).
The map to: AN 5 %5 given by

to(@) € [ |[a1---an]

n=1
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is a homeomorphism commuting with the left shifts on AN and . For ease of
notation, we will sometimes identify @ with 1o (@). If oo (@) = a1i/ agi’? - - - @, i - - -
then t(a) = j; + 1. We introduce an induced potential

t(@)—1
€X p(o"a),

—

O

>
=
Il
)

and an associated induced pressure

n—1
1
P(®) = Jlrgoglog Z sup exp (Z@ o&k> :
k=0

r- i e An 1017001

By [30, Theorem 2.1.8], the variational principle holds:
(45)  P(®) = sup {h(ﬁ) +/<I>dﬁ: ye M(S,a—\g,/@da > —oo} |

where M (3, |s) denotes the set of 7|g-invariant Borel probability measures on ¥
whose supports are contained in 3 and h(7) denotes the measure-theoretic entropy
of U relative to &g, Measures which attain the supremum in ([A5]) are called
equilibrium states for the induced potential P.

In case (b) or (c), there is a “trivial” equilibrium state for the random geometric
potential.

Lemma 4.7. If |T;(0)| = 1, (m, ® dp) o 7 is an equilibrium state for the potential
0.

Proof. The measure (m, ® dy) o 7 is the only measure in M(X, o) which does not
give positive weight to X. Since |77(0)| = 1 = |75(0)| we have

/qﬁd((mp ® dp) o ™) = p1log p1 + p2 log pa.

Since (o]ax o}, (Mp ® &) o ) is isomorphic to the one-sided (p1, p2)-Bernoulli shift,
for the entropy we have

h((my, ® dy) o ™) = —p1 log p1 — p2 log ps.

Hence F((m, ® dp) o m) = 0. Since P(¢) = 0 by Lemma 2.6, (m, ® ) o7 is an
equilibrium state for the potential ¢. U

In order to construct a non-trivial equilibrium state, we aim to verify sufficient
conditions in [30, Theorem 2.2.9] and [30, Corollary 2.7.5] for the existence and
uniqueness of a shift-invariant Gibbs-equilibrium state for a countable Markov
shift. We fix a metric d that generates the topology on AN by setting d(a,b) =
exp(—inf{n > 1: a, # b,}) where exp(—oo) = 0 by convention.

Lemma 4.8. Theria exist C' > 0 cmdA To > 0 such that for all a € A and all é,
¢ € [a] we have |®(b) — ®(¢)| < C - d(b,&)™.
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Proof. From (B4) and the bounded distortion result [31, Chapter IV, Theorem 1.2]
based on Koebe’s principle, there exists C' > 0 such that for alln > 1, i"* € {1,2}",
a € {3,4} and z,y € J(i"a) we have

D(fin,2,y) < Clfin(z) — fin(y)|-
Hence, there exists C' > 0 such that for all b, ¢ € [a] with b # ¢ we have
(4.6) O (b) — ®(2) < C|Fa(l(n (b)) — Fa(IL(m(2)))],

see ([22). We have a = 131 = ¢1, and there exists an integer £ > 2 such that
d(b,¢) = e~*. By (B2) and the mean value theorem, in the case k > 3 we have
A |y, (T (D) = B, (T((2)))]

15, (1(x(E))) — F, (1(x(2))] < T

(47)
< ,y—k+2'

Put 79 = log~. Combining (A0 and (A1) we obtain the desired inequality. The
case k = 2 is covered by (ZL.0). O

Lemma 4.9. We have P(®) =0 and ),  ;supps exp ¢ < +oo.

]fmof. From Lemma [4.8] there exists C' > 0 such that foralln > 1 and ay---a, €
A™ we have

n—1 n—1 n—1
. C
sup <§ ®(6*b) — @(6’@) <0y etm< T
k=0

b.ee Hél“‘&n]] k=0 k=0

This implies

n—1
(m, ® Leb) (A(dl . -dn)) = sup exp < o &k> :

Hél"'&nﬂ k=0
where =< indicates that there exists a constant C' > 1 such that the ratio of the
two numbers are bounded below by C~! and above by C for any n > 1. Since
D irayedn (Mp @ Leb)(A(ay - an)) = 1 —p1|J(1)] = p2| J(2)] > 0, rearranging the
double inequalities, summing the results over all a; ---a, € .»Zl", and then taking
logarithms, dividing by n and letting n — oo yields P(®) = 0. The second claim
follows from combining these estimates with n = 1. O

By [30, Corollary 2.7.5] together with Lemmas .8 and .9}, there exists a unique
measure i, € M(X, 7|y) with the Gibbs property, namely, forn > land a, - --a, €

~

A" we have

n—1
(4.8) fplar -+ - an] < sup exp Z doo*.
) I

Lemma 4.10. In case (a) or (c) of Proposition[[.3, [ tdji, < +oc and [ ®dji, <
+00. In case (b) of Proposition[.5, [ tdji, = +oc.
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Proof. Since t is constant on each 1-cylinder [d], @ € A we denote this constant
value by t(a). For all a € A we have

< 1(s | Ay
sup 0] < (a) oz + g suplog 7
Hence, the finiteness of [ ®dji, follows from that of [ tdji,.

In case (a), 0 is not a neutral fixed point of T, as in Remark Hence, there
exists p > 1 such that |Ty(z)| > p for all z € J(21) U J(22). Put

C=m —l—pzp_l € (0,1).
From (A.§)), there exists C' > 0 such that for a € {3,4} we have
Y mlal<c|  sw  ewe| <O
— [L1u12uf21]U[22]
t(a)=n,[a]C][a]

Since t = 1 on [33] U [34] U [43] U [44], we obtain

[ i = (33U 134 U 3] a4 + 3 Sl

=2 a=34  aci

3

< 1—|-2C'Zn<" < +o00,
n=2
as required.
Since fi, has no atom, we may exclude from further consideration all those points
in ¥ at which 7 is not one-to-one. In case (b) or (c¢), the common assumption

Ty (z) > Ty(x) for all 2 € J(1) N J(2) implies that there exists C' > 0 such that for
a=3,4,i=1,2 and for all (w,z) € A(ai) we have
(4.9) t1(Ty(z)) — C < t(n Hw, z)) < tao(Ty(x)) + C.
By the first inequality in ([£.9]), for all w € Q such that w; = a — 2 we have
(4.10) / t(r Hw, z))dx > / t1(T;(z))dx — C.
A(ai)w A(ai)w

Recall that A(ai), denotes the w-section of A(ai). By the second inequality in
([@3), for all w € Q such that w; = a — 2 we have

(4.11) / Hr (w, 2))dz < / b5 (Ti(2))dx + C.
A(ai)w A(ai)w
By Fubini’s theorem, for a = 3,4 and i = 1,2 we have

/ td(m, ® Leb) o = / t(mHw, x))d(m, @ Leb)
[ad] A(ai)

(4.12) _ / dm, (@) /A o t(r (w, x))dz.
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Since the density dfi,/d(m, ® Leb) o 7 is uniformly bounded away from zero and
infinity almost everywhere, in case (b) we obtain [ tdji, = +oo from ([LI0) and

([I2). In case (c) we obtain [ tdfi, < +oo from (A1) and {I2). O

By the finiteness of [ ¢dji, in Lemma [LT0, the o-invariant measure

oo n—1

ZZ pli=ny 00"

can be normalized to a probability, denoted by p,. By Abramov-Kac’s formula
connecting entropies of j1,, and ji,, and integrals of functions against y, and fi,, we
have

(4.13) i) + [ @iy = F(w) [ tds,

By [30, Theorem 2.2.9] together with the finiteness of [ ®dji, in Lemma ELI0, /i,
is the unique equilibrium state for the potential ®, namely

(4.14) P(®) = h(js) + / i,

From P(®) = 0 in Lemma L9 (£I3) and (£I4) we obtain F'(u,) = 0. Since
P(¢) =0 by Lemma [206] p, is an equilibrium state for the potential ¢.

Lemma 4.11. In case (a) or (c¢) of Proposition[{.3 i, is an equilibrium state for
the potential ¢. In case (a), it is the unique equilibrium state for the potential ¢.

Proof. Let v € M(X,0) be an ergodlc equilibrium state with V(Z) > 0. The
normalized restriction of v to %, denoted by 7, belongs to M(%,4]s). From
P(¢) =0, Abramov-Kac’s formula and P(®) = 0, v is an equilibrium state for the
potential ®, namely fi, = 7, and so p, = v.

In case (a), let ¥y = {1,2}" C . Let M(Xo, o) denote the set of elements
of M(%,0) which are supported on X,. Since |J,_,07 "%, is contained in the
complement of 3, any measure in M(X, o) which does not give positive weight to
3 is supported on Xy. The variational principle for the subsystem (30, @|x,) gives

1
sup  F(v) = lim —log Z sup exp ¢

veM(Zo,0) e n ay--an€{1,2}" ay-an

<log| sup expo+ sup expo | <log( <O0.
[11]U[12] [21]U[22]

M (X, 0) does not contain an equilibrium state for the potential ¢. U

In case (a) or (c) of Proposition 5] let m denote the normalized restriction of
(m, ® Leb) o 7 to 3. By the Markov structure of &|s and the distortion estimate
in Lemma (.8 we may apply the standard argument (see e.g., [31, Chapter V,
Section 2]) to the sequence ((1/n) 31— m o (6]5)7%)32, to obtain a convergent
subsequence in the weak™® topology. This limit measure is &|s-invariant, and ab-
solutely continuous with respect to m, with a bounded uniformly positive density
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[31l, Chapter V, Theorem 2.2]. Hence it satisfies the Gibbs property ({.8). By the
uniqueness of Gibbs state [30, Theorem 2.2.4], this limit measure is fi,,.

It follows that wu, o 7! is absolutely continuous with respect to m, ® Leb,
and by [32, Corollary 3.1], the density is independent of w. The measure )\, =
(pom 1) oIl on X is a stationary measure that is absolutely continuous with
respect to Leb and satisfies (m, ® A,) o ™ = p,. This together with Lemma 1T
completes the proof of Proposition E5la)(c).

In case (b) of Proposition L5, suppose v € M(X,0) \ {(m, ® &) o 7} is an
ergodic equilibrium state for the potential ¢. Then y(i) > 0. The normalized
restriction of v to 3, denoted by 7, belongs to M(X, 6|s) and satisfies [ tdir < oo.
From P(¢) = 0, Abramov-Kac’s formula and P(®) = 0, U is an equilibrium state
for the potential ®. By [30, Theorem 2.2.9] and [30, Corollary 2.7.5], v is a Gibbs
state, and so fi, = U. This yields a contradiction to Lemma .10, completing the
proof of Proposition .5(b). O

4.7. Almost-sure weighted equidistribution along subsequences. In the
case the uniqueness of equilibrium state does not hold as in Proposition E5|(¢c),
passing to convergent subsequences we maintain a weighted equidistribution of
random cycles in the following sense.

Proposition 4.12. Let T},...,Tx be non-uniformly expanding Markov maps on
X generating a nice, topologically mixing skew product Markov map. Let p be an
N-dimensional positive probability vector for which there exist an integer £ > 2
and stationary measures A\, 1, ..., \p¢ such that ergodic equilibrium states for the
random geometric potential ¢ = ¢, are precisely (m, @\, ;)om, i =1,...,L. Then,
for my,-almost every sample w € €2, any accumulation point of the sequence (&)n4
in the weak™ topology is a convex combination of N\,1, ..., Ay

Proof. Let K = {u € M(A): Ix(p) = 0}. By the lower semicontinuity of I, K is
a closed subset of M(A). The assumption of Proposition implies

K ={m,® (p1Ap1+ -+ pedpe): pry o0 €10,1], 010+ -+ pr = 1},

Note that II.(C) is the set of convex combinations of A, 1,..., A, .. Let M(K)
denote the set of elements of M (M (A)) whose supports are contained in K. Define
a projection I': i € M(M(A)) = I'() € M(A) by

/ </ god,u) di(p) = /apdf(ﬂ) for any continuous ¢: A — R.
M(A)

The left-hand side is a normalized non-negative linear functional on the space of
continuous real-valued functions on A, and so I is well-defined by Riesz’s represen-
tation theorem. It is clear that I' is continuous. For p € M(A), let 6, € M(M(A))
denote the unit point mass at p. For p,v € M(A) and p € [0,1] we have
I'((1 = p)o, + pdy) = (1 — p)pu + pr, which implies IL, o I'(f1%) = &Y.

Let w € €2, and let (£ )72, be a convergent subsequence of (¢7)7,. Taking a
further subsequence if necessary we may assume (ﬁ;’j)‘;‘;l converges to the limit
measure (1. The continuity of I' shows I'(;) ) — I'(4*) in the weak™ topology as

j — oo. The argument in the proof of Proposition ZI1] shows that i € M(K)



DISTRIBUTION OF CYCLES FOR RANDOM DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS 33

holds almost surely. As in [43, Lemma 2.7], I'(M(K)) C K holds and therefore
I'(a”) € K. We obtain & = II, o I'(fz) ) — 1L o I'(4*) € IL(K) in the weak®
topology as j — oo, which completes the proof. O

4.8. L-S-V maps. Liverani, Saussol and Vaienti [29] introduced a one-parameter
family L : [0,1] — [0,1] (o > 0) of maps given by

Lo(x) = w(1+2%*) z€|0,3),
22— 1 ze 31

now called the L-S-V maps after them. This map has 0 as a common neutral
fixed point. If a < 1, L, has negative Schwarzian derivative and Lebesgue almost
every orbit is asymptotically distributed with respect to an invariant probability
measure that is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. If
a > 1, Lebesgue almost every orbit is asymptotically distributed with respect
to the unit point mass at 0. An interaction of these two compelling behaviors
in random setup has attracted attention of researchers. Statistical properties of
random compositions of L-S-V maps with parameters chosen from a fixed compact
interval according to a fixed distribution were investigated in [3] 4}, Bl [6, 21].

Let us consider an i.i.d. random dynamical system generated by finitely many
L-S-V maps L, Loy, -, Loy With a3 < ay < --+ < an. The unit point mass
at 0 is a stationary measure, and the corresponding measure on the shift space
with 2N symbols is an equilibrium state for the random geometric potential ¢.
If wy < 1, as in Proposition L5(c) there is another equilibrium state for ¢ that
corresponds to the stationary measure absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue measure. In particular, (A4) does not hold. As in Proposition .12 any
accumulation point of the sequence (£¥)%°; is a convex combination of these two
stationary measures, almost surely. In the case w; > 1, one can verify a version of
Proposition [L.5[(b) using the distortion technique in [6 Corollary 3.3].

4.9. On extensions of the main results. Although we have suppressed the
setup of our main results to the minimal complexity, some further extensions can
be considered in view of recent advances in the field of random dynamical sys-
tems. First of all, it is relevant to weaken the i.i.d. setting to a weakly depen-
dent random noise: to weaken the independence of the driving process 6: €2 —
to a mixing condition satisfied for example by suitable stationary/non-stationary
Markov chains other than Bernoulli [I], 2, 26]. Also relevant is to consider exten-
sions to random dynamical systems expanding on average having a contracting
part [Il, B4]. Considering random dynamical systems generated by uncountably
many maps is completely relevant from the viewpoint of structural stability and
bifurcation theory.

Our arguments and results can be easily generalized to treat distributions of
random preimages. Under the assumption in Theorem A, fix a point xy € int(X),
and for each w € ) consider a Borel probability measure on M(X) given by

1 _
/ Z |(T¢ZL)/I| 155;"" (TL = ]-7 2a o ')7

W zePre(T,x0)
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where Pre(17),70) = {z € X: T} (x) = xo} and Z/,, denotes the normalizing
constant. Slightly modifying the proof of Theorem A, one can show that this
sequence converges in the weak™ topology to d), for m,-almost every w.
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