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CONTRACTING ON AVERAGE ITERATED FUNCTION SYSTEMS
BY METRIC CHANGE

KATRIN GELFERT AND GRACCYELA R. SALCEDO

ABSTRACT. We study contraction conditions for an iterated function system of continu-
ous maps on a metric space which are chosen randomly, identically and independently. We
investigate metric changes, preserving the topological structure of the space, which turn
the IFS into one which is contracting on average. For the particular case of a system of
C'-diffeomorphisms of the circle which is proximal and does not have a probability mea-
sure simultaneously invariant by every map, we derive a strongly equivalent metric which
contracts on average.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a complete metric space (M, d), an iterated function system (IFS) is a finite set
F=A{fo,---,fn-1}, N > 2, of continuous maps f;: M — M,i=0,...,N — 1. One
important goal is to understand the asymptotic behavior of consecutive concatenations of
maps in F where the choice at each step is according to probabilities p;, ¢ = 0,..., N — 1,
of some probability vector p = (po,...,pn—1), defining the triple (F,p,d). This be-
havior is very well understood under the hypothesis that every map contracts uniformly.
However, this is a rather strong requirement. The first rigorous treatment of contracting
IFSs was done in the seminal work [Hut81]], which established the existence and unique-
ness of the attractor and the stationary measure. Several weaker hypotheses imply also
good stochastic properties of the associated Markov chain generated by the IFS. For ex-
ample, an IFS which is contracting on average (the concatenated maps do not necessarily
shrink the distance between two points at every step and everywhere, but in expectation
they do; see (I.I)) has a contracting (hence unique) stationary Borel probability measure.

Though, much less is known for an IFS of maps which either “just do not expand” or
have simultaneously some “contracting regions” and some “expanding regions” or even
repelling fixed points (compare the examples depicted in Figure ). In such a general
context, to gain any average contraction, one least topological requirement was coined
in [Ste01] is that “the orbit of a point wanders sufficiently around the space to pick up an
average contraction”. Such property would, for example, call for an IFS which is minimaﬂ

Observe that the existence and uniqueness of a Markov chain-stationary measure does
not depend on the metric (as long as metrics generate the same topology), while contraction
properties do. A natural question is when for (F, p, d) there exists some metric D on M
equivalent to d such that (F, p, D) is, for example, contracting on average. Besides surveys
such as [Kai81, [DF99| Tos09]], we point out [Stel2] which provides an ample discussion

Key words and phrases. Contracting on average, iterated function systems, synchronization, random dynam-
ical systems.
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IThe TFS F is forward minimal if for every nonempty closed set A C M satisfying f;(A) C A for every
i=0,...,N —litholds A = M. The IFS F is backward minimal if F~' = {f;l} is forward minimal.
1
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of many kinds of contracting conditions and [LSS20|] which reviews IFSs from a more
topological point of view, both mentioning also the method of metric change. In Section
[2] we briefly discuss some stochastic properties that remain true for the contracting on
average IFS after a metric change.

One step towards this direction was done in [GS17] where a convenient metric change
turns a backward minimal IFS of homeomorphisms on S' into a non-expansive on average
one (see also [SZ20]). Here, for a non-expansive on average IFS of Lipschitz maps on a
compact metric space, we give (sufficient and necessary) conditions to guarantee a metric
change which turns an IFS into a contracting on average one. Moreover, we thoroughly
discuss several local and global contraction-like properties intimately related with it.

The existence of a metric which makes a dynamical system “contracting” or “expand-
ing” has been widely studied. Let us cite some key results. If a map “eventually” contracts
(expands) in the sense that its kth iteration has this property, a convenient change of the
metric turns it into a contraction (expansion) in its first iteration (see, for example, [PU10,
Chapter 4]). As explained, for example, in [Shu87, Chapter 4] a hyperbolic structure of
a diffeomorphism is independent of the Riemannian metric on the ambient manifold. In
[Eri87, [Fat89], using Frink’s metrization theorem, it is shown that for any expansive home-
omorphism of a compact topological space there exists an equivalent metric such that the
map contracts (expands) on stable (unstable) sets. Analogously, there exists a metric which
turns a (positively) expansive continuous map of a compact metric space into an expanding
one (see [PU10, Chapter 4])E]

Before stating our main results, let us introduce the main contraction properties which
we are going to investigate. A precursor assumed in [DEF99] requires “contraction in
mean”: f; are Lipschitz with Lipschitz constants Lip(f;),7 =0,..., N — 1, satisfying

N-1
> piLip(fi) < L.
=0

Weaker concepts are proposed in [BDEGS88| Pei93]], where (F, p, d) is assumed to contract
on average (CA) in the sense that there exists A € (0, 1) so that

N-1
(1.1) > pid(fil=), fi(y)) < Md(z,y) forevery z,y € M.
1=0

In fact, [BDEGS88]| requires even weaker assumptions allowing for place-dependent prob-
abilities and for contraction in L¢ norm, ¢ > 0, while [Pe193|] assumes “contraction on
average after some iterations” (that is, it is k-eventually contracting in average, for some
k € N, in the sense defined in (3.2) below). Less is known about an IFS if we put only the
weaker hypothesis that (F, p, d) is non-expansive on average (NEA) in the sense that

N—-1
szd(fz(x)7fz(y)) Sd(l‘,y) foreveryxnyM-
=0

This property implies, for example, that the associated Markov chain is non-expansive (see
[Sza03] and references therein). There are variations of these definitions such as being
eventually strongly contracting on average (ESCA), synchronizing on average (SA), locally

2The existence of so-called adapted metrics in partially hyperbolic dynamics and dynamics with a dominated
splitting was investigated in [GouO7, [HPS77]]. The use of adapted norms and metrics is also common in the study
of nonuniform hyperbolicity when analyzing the size of local un-/stable manifolds (see, for example, [BPO7] in
the C1*1¢ case and [ABCI1] Section 8] for a C'' dominated setting).
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eventually contractive on average (LECA), and proximal, that we postpone to Section 3]
To simplify the exposition, we will mainly use these short notations.

Recall that metrics d and D on some common space M are (topologically) equivalent
if they generate the same topology. They are strongly equivalent if there exist positive
constants a and b such that ad(x,y) < D(z,y) < bd(z,y) for every z,y € M. Clearly,
strong equivalence implies topological one, but not vice versa. Given « € (0, 1), note that
d®: M x M — [0,00) defined by d*(z,y) = (d(z,y))* is a metric on M, and d and d*
are equivalent.

NEA (a.%uming COI‘HPL\CUICQS)
(Theorem E}

ESCA

CA

LECA

for all

A equivalent ics
S (ﬁroposilio%

FIGURE 1. Some implications, assuming non-expansive on average
(NEA) on a compact metric space: eventually strongly contracting on
average (ESCA), contracting on average (CA), synchronizing on aver-
age (SA), locally eventually contractive on average (LECA).

Let us now state our main results. Let X3 = {0,...,N — 1} be the space of one-
sided sequences and denote by p the Bernoulli measure on Eﬁ determined by p. For any
sequence & = (£162...) € X8, n > 1,and z € M let

fé(x) dof fer..en Lof fe, o fe, o0 fe (2), fg(&t) def
Given x,y € M andn € N, let

Zna(€) E d(fE (@), W), Zgf(©) = d(x,y).
Given A > 0 and n € N, consider the metric defined by
1
Aln=1)/n
where E(-) denotes the expected value according to the probability distribution.

€ 1 xr T
dn)\(x7y) = d(x, y) + WE(Z:L)C?Z/) +ooet E(anl,d)7

Theorem 1.1. Consider a compact metric space (M, d) and a triple (F, p,d), where pisa
non-degenerate probability vector and F is an IFS of Lipschitz maps that is non-expansive
on average. If (F,p, d) satisfies LECA and ESCA, then there exist A € (0,1) andn € N
such that (F, p, dy») is contracting on average. Moreover, LECA is equivalent to SA.

The second main result concerns the particular case of an IFS of C! diffeomorphisms
of the circle S! equipped with the usual metric d(z,y) = min{|z — y|,1 — |z — y|}.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that F is an IFS of C'-diffeomorphisms on S*. Assume that (F,d)
is proximal and there does not exist a probability measure which is invariant by every map
in F. Then for every non-degenerate probability vector p there exist o € (0,1], A € (0,1),
and n € N such that (F,p, D), with D = (d®),,.», is contracting on average. Moreover,
d < D < Cd* for some C > 0, and hence d and D are strongly equivalent.

In Section [6] we illustrate and discuss our results (compare Figure [2) in two classes of
homeomorphisms on S'. We summarize their main properties.
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FIGURE 2. Examples studied in Section [6.1] (left) and Section [6.2] (right)

A
\ 4

Example 1.3 ((F, p,d) in Section see Figure [2| (left)). This example of an IFS of
C-diffeomorphisms which is proximal (and hence SA and LECA), but fails to be NEA.
The choice of metric p in [GS17] forces (F, p, p) to satisfy NEA, SA, and LECA, but
(F,p, p) fails to be ESCA. As (F,p, p) verifies the hypotheses of Theorem [I.2] there
exist @ € (0,1], X € (0,1) and n € N such that for D = (d®),, the triple (F, p, D)
is CA. In particular, (F,p, D) satisfies NEA, SA, LECA, and ESCA. However, for all
B € (0, 1] the metric D” fails to be strongly equivalent to d.

Example 1.4 ((F,p, d) in Section see Figure (right)). In this example the approach
in [GS17] does not apply. This example fails to be NEA and ¢-LCA, but it is proximal, S,
SA, and LECA. For this example, it is shown that for appropriate « € (0, 1] the metric
D(J;, y) & E( sup Z::ga) ,
n>0

is strongly equivalent to d* and (F, p, ﬁ) satisfies NEA, SA (and hence LECA), and
ESCA. Hence, by Theorem there is a metric D which is strongly equivalent to D (and
hence to d®) such that (F,p, D) is CA. In particular, (F,p, D) satisfies NEA, LECA,
and ESCA. Moreover, if fy and f; are C'*-diffeomorphisms which have no common fixed
points, then Theorem [I.2] applies.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we briefly discuss what impact a metric
change has on stochastic properties for a contracting on average IFS. In Section [3] we
define all concepts used in this paper and explore some of their properties and prove the
implications depicted in Figure 3] In the context of NEA, Figure [I] depicts implications
that will be explored in the course of this paper. Figure [3|puts the property CA into relation
with other ones discussed here. In Section [d} we present some sufficient conditions that
guarantee the existence of some metric for which the system is CA and, in particular,
prove Theorem In Section we study IFSs of S' and prove Theorem The above
summarized examples are studied in Section [§]

2. STOCHASTIC PROPERTIES AFTER METRIC CHANGE

In this section, we briefly describe stochastic properties for contracting on average IFSs
and discuss the impact of a metric change. Recall that a Borel probability measure v on M
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FIGURE 3. Implications between: contracting on average (CA), even-
tually contracting on average (ECA), locally eventually contractive on
average (LECA), non-expansive on average (NEA), eventually strongly
contracting on average (ESCA), log-contractive on average (log-CA),
e-local contractive on average (¢-LCA), locally contractive in the weak
sense (LCWS), and e-local log-CA

is stationary for the IFS (F, p) if
N-1
F.v=v, where F,v B Z Di(fi)«v.
i=0

This term is justified by the fact that if (i, )nen is a stochastic sequence with values in
{0,..., N —1} which is independently and equally distributed according to the probability
vector p and € M is a v-distributed random variable, independent of (i, ),cn, then
(W) nens defined by

WEE (fe, 00 fe,)(x), W§=u,

is a stationary stochastic sequence. The independent random applications of maps f; from
the IFS F, each chosen with probability p;, gives rise to the Markov chain (W), en.

By our hypotheses, this Markov chain has the weak Feller properryﬂ and hence there
exist at least one stationary measure. It is relevant to know under what conditions such

3The transfer operator T' associated to the pair (F, p) acts on the space of bounded measurable functions
@: M — Rby

N-1
To(x) = S pih(fi(x)).
=0

It has the weak Feller property if it maps the space of real valued continuous functions on M to itself.
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stationary measure is unique, under what hypotheses it is true that
P"(z, B) = P{W?® € B} — v(B)

as n — o0, and what is the speed of such a convergence.

For a compact metric space (M, D) and (F, p, D) which is CA, by [BDEGS88| Theorem
2.1] there exists a unique stationary Borel probability measure v. By [JTO1, Corollary 2.1],
for any initial conditions x, the distribution of W7 converges exponentially fast to v in the
Prokhorov metric, that is, for every measurable set B and n € N it holds

P"(xz,B) <v(B,)+ A,r", v(B) < P"(xz,B,)+ A",

where B, = {y € M: D(y, B) < A,r™}. Here the rate of convergence r € (0, 1) does
neither depend on n nor on z. Furthermore, the constant A, does not depend on n and is
uniformly bounded. Note that all previous facts do not depend on the metric on M (within
the class of metrics which generate the same topology). Only the explicit convergence in
the Prokhorov metric was given in terms of D. Observe that if D and another metric d are
such that C~1d* < D < C'd* for some constants C~1, o € (0, 1] (that is, D and d* are
strongly equivalent), then we still obtain exponential contraction taking

B, € {ye M:d(y,B) < Cor™*}, where C,% (CA,)Y°.

Assuming CA, in [EIt87), page 484] an Ergodic Theorem was shown, whose assertion is
unaltered under any metric change. Assuming the slightly more general property k-ECA
for any £ € N, in [Pei93| Theorem 5.1] a strong law of large numbers and a central limit
theorem are stated; again these assertions remain the same under metric change.

3. SYNCHRONIZATION AND CONTRACTION (ON AVERAGE)

In this section we discuss several types of synchronization-like and contraction condi-
tions and their relations between each other. Unless stated otherwise, we always assume
that (M, d) is a general metric space, F = {fo,..., fn—1} an IFS of continuous maps,
and p a non-degenerate probability vector. Let 1 the Bernoulli measure on va determined
by p. When X is a random variable on (X7, 1), we write

E(X)= [ Xdu.

+
Xy

3.1. Synchronization. The study of synchronization effects goes back to, at least, the
17th century, when Huygens [Huy73| observed the synchronization of linked pendulums.
In the theory of dynamical systems, synchronization usually refers to the phenomenon that
for any two initially fixed distinct points their randomly chosen trajectories converge to
each other. Let us now recall related concepts.

Let us briefly recall some properties. One says that (F, p,d) is synchronizing (S) if
random orbits of different initial points converge to each other with probability 1, that is,
for every x,y € M and almost every £ € X7, it holds

3.1) lim Z7%(€) = 0.

The triple (F, p,d) is exponentially synchronizing (Sexp) if the convergence in (G3.1)) is
exponentially fast, that is, if for every x,y € M and almost every & € E; there exist
A € (0,1) and C' > 0 such that

Zyi(€) < CA.
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The pair (F, d) is proximal if for every x,y € M, there exist £ € ¥}, and an increasing
sequence (ny)gen such that

lim Z5Y,(€) = 0.

k— o0

The triple (F, p, d) is called synchronizing on average (SA ﬂ if for every x,y € M it holds
lim IE(Z:;Z) =0.

n—oo
The triple (F, p, d) is called exponentially synchronizing on average (SAqxy) if there exist
A € (0,1) and C > 0 such that for every x,y € M it holds

E(Z,) = O™

The following general relations hold between the above defined properties. The first one
is an immediate consequence of the dominated convergence theorem. To prove the second
one, we also use Jensen’s inequality.

Lemma 3.1. Assuming that (M, d) is bounded, S implies SA.

Lemma 3.2. S and proximal are invariant under any change of equivalent metrics. SAcxp
is invariant under any change of metrics d and D such that d*, for some o € (0,1], is
strongly equivalent to D.

Lemma 3.3. The following implications hold
Sexp = S = SA = proximal.

Proof. The first two implications are immediate. Let us assume (F, p,d) is SA. Fix x,y €
M. Then ZY converges to 0 in L' as n — oo. Hence, applying Chebyshev’s inequality,
for every € > 0 it holds

w(Zyh =€) < E(Z) = 0

)

as n — oo, that is, Z,"}j converges to 0 in probability. By [Durl9, Theorem 2.3.2], there
exists a sub-sequence (ng)x such that Zflky 4 converges almost surely to 0 as & — oo. This
implies proximality. g

Remark 3.4. If 7 = {f;}¥ ! is an IFS of homeomorphisms of the circle S! which do
note have a common fixed point and p a non-degenerate probability vector, then by [Mall7,
Theorem E] the concepts Scxp, S, and proximal (and hence SA) are equivalent.

3.2. Global average contraction conditions. The IFS F is contracting (C) if every map
in F is a contraction. Given k € N, the IFS F is k-eventually contracting (k-EC) if F*
is contracting, where F* <= {fe, ¢, : (&1,...,&) € {0,..., N — 1}*}, and eventually
contracting (EC) if it is k-eventually contracting for some k£ € N.

“4Note that the definition in [MM20, [GK16] differs from the one given here: (F, p,d) is synchronizing on
average if for every x,y € M, for almost every £ € Eﬁ it holds

n—1

H 1 z,Y —
Jim_ — z% Z5Y (&) =0.
iz
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3.2.1. CA. The triple (F, p, d) is called contractive on average (CA) if there is some con-
traction rate A € (0, 1) such that

E(Z7]) < Md(z,y) foreveryz,y € M.
The following property is straightforward to check.
Remark 3.5. CA is a particular case of the first hypothesis of [BDEGS88, Theorem 2.1].
Lemma 3.6. If (F,p,d) is CA with contraction rate X € (0, 1), then for everyn € N
E(Z, %) < AN'd(z,y) foreveryz,y € M.
Remark 3.7. If (M, d) is bounded, then it follows from Lemma|[3.6|that CA implies SAcyp.

Given k € N, the triple (F, p, d) is called k-eventually contractive on average (k-ECA)
if there exist some contraction rate A € (0, 1) such that

(3.2) E(Z;]) < Md(z,y) forevery z,y € M.

The triple (F, p,d) is eventually contracting on average (ECA) if it is k-ECA for some
keN.

The following lemma justifies that a, perhaps obvious, first choice of a metric to estab-
lish CA is well defined.

Lemma 3.8. For everyn € N, the function v,: M x M — R defined by
Un(z,y) = E(ZY)

is continuous and defines a pseudometric on M. For every x,y € M, it holds

N-1
> pitta(fi(@), fi(y) = nga (2,7).
1=0

Moreover, if F is an IFS of homeomorphisms then 1, is a metric on M which is equivalent
to d.

Proof. Continuity is immediate. The property v, (z,y) = ¥, (y,x) is immediate by the
symmetry of the metric d. As

N-1 N-1
Un(@,2) = Y pid(f(x), [2(2)) < D pi(d(f2 (@), FE (W) + d(fE (), f7(2)))
i=0 i=0

=E(Z,Y) +E(Z)7),

the triangle inequality holds true for 1),,. Thus, v, is a pseudo metric on M. The second
property is immediate.

Finally note that ¢, (z,y) = 0 if and only if, d(fe, ¢, (), fe,..e, (y)) = 0 for all
&1,-..,6, €{0,..., N — 1}. Hence, if every f; is a homeomorphism, then x = y. In this
case, it also is immediate to see that 1, generates the same topology as d. (]

Given k € Nand A € (0,1), consider dy, »: M x M — [0, c0) defined by

1

e 1 T T
(3.3) die (2, y) = d(z,y) + WE(ZLL‘?) +et WE(Zk’_yLd)-

The following is an immediate consequence of Lemma [3.8]

Lemma 3.9. The function dy, 5 defined in (3.3)) is a metric which is equivalent to d. More-
over, if all the maps in F are Lipschitz, then in dy, » is strongly equivalent to d.
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Proposition 3.10. If (F, p, d) is k-ECA with contraction rate X € (0,1), then (F,p, d.»)
is CA with contraction rate \*/*.

Proof. Assume that (F, p, d) is ECA with contractionrate A € (0,1)and k¥ € N. If k = 1,
then dy, » = d and (]—" p.d)is CA.If k > 2, then it follows from the definition of dj, » that

(ng“> szdk)\ filz), fi(y))
N

= > pi(dhie), filw) + ﬁﬁ(z{;y%fﬂw) ot s E (2L

=0
x, 1 x, x, 1 Z,
—E Zl,f?) + Al/kE<ZQvg) M= 2>/k]E(Zk % d) NG 1>/kE(Zkvg)
T, 1 xT, T, 1
< E(Zl,g) + Nk (Z2,£71J) +o ]E(Zk yl d) NE—D/k Ad(z,y)
1
_\1/k ;, ,
=\ <d<x’y) * Al/kE(Zfé’) )\Q/k ( 11) L= 1>/kE(ZZ}1,d))
= A Edy (2, ).
Hence, (F,p, dx.») is CA with contraction rate \'/%. (]

3.2.2. NEA. The triple (F, p, d) is said to be non-expansive on average (NEA) if
(3.4) E(Z1]) <d(x,y) foreveryz,y € M.

Remark 3.11. The NEA property was introduced in [JTO1] as non-separating on average.
See also [Sza03| Part IT] for a study of NEA iterated function systems and associated non-
expansive Markov operators.

The following is an immediate consequence of Jensen’s inequality.
Lemma 3.12. If (F, p,d) is NEA then for any « € (0, 1) the triple (F, p,d®) is NEA.

Lemma 3.13. Assume (M, d) is bounded. If (F,p,d) is SA and D is a metric equivalent
to d such that (F,p, D) is NEA, then (F,p, D) is SA.

Proof. If (F,p,d) is SA, then E(Zig) — 0 asn — oo for every x,y € M. Arguing as
in the proof of Lemma | there exists a sub-sequence (ny )y such that Z w’yd — 0 almost
surely to 0 as k — oo. Since D and d are assumed to be equivalent, Z,"/, — almost
surely as £ — oo. Hence, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem, E(Zf;ky p) — 0as

k — oo. Since (F,p, D) is NEA, E(Z,"},) — 0 as n — oo. This proves that (F, p, D)
is SA. / O

We state the following straightforward implications without proof.
Lemma 3.14. C implies CA, CA implies NEA, and EC implies ECA.
Remark 3.15. If (F,p,d) is NEA, then for all kK € N and A € (0,1) the metric dj_»
defined in (3.3) is strongly equivalent to d.

ef

Lemma 3.16. For n > 0, let i, (z,y) = E(Z,Y) be as in Lemma If (F,p,d) is
NEA, then for every x,y € M it holds

(1) 1/}1 (ZZJ, y) S d(I’7 y)’
(2) ¥ (x,y) is non-decreasing in n and hence the limit lim,,_, ¥y, (x,y) exists,
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(3) Assuming that M is compact, if for every x,y € M we have lim,,_, o ¥, (2, y) =
0, then 1, — 0 uniformly.

In the following proof and below we use the following simplifying notation

def

p§1~~~fn = p&l o 'pgn'
Proof. Property (1) just restates the definition of NEA. To show (2), check that

N-1
Unin(@,9) =B(Zyh )= D Pebnnn et (@) fer 0 (1))
£1,-€n+1=0
N-1 N
= Z Pey,.. 80 ZP@ d(fz(fgl,...,gn (x))’ff(fﬁl,...,gn (y)))
E1yeens &§n=0 /=1
N-1
- Z pél,..,gnﬂf(Z{fé **** ¢ (@) fer, ., sn(y))
&1,--,6n=0

N-—1
ovneny <Y pey e, d(fernen (), feren (1) = B(Z0Y) = (. y).
517~~-7fn:0

This, together with ,, > 0 implies item (2).

To prove (3), assume that M is compact and 1,, — 0 point-wise. As the limit function
is continuous, by Dini’s theorem, convergence is uniform. |

Remark 3.17. By [GS17, Proposition 1] any IFS F = {f; fv:gl of homeomorphisms of
(S', d) which is backward minimal there exists a metric p on S! equivalent to d on S* such
that (F, p, p) is NEA.

3.2.3. log-CA. The triple (F, p, d) is called log-contractive on average (log-CA) if there
exists A < 1 such that

N—1
H d(fi(x), f;(y))?" < Ad(z,y) foreveryz,y € M,
=0

or, equivalently,

Zﬂ%y
E | log Ld <logA <0 foreveryx,ye M,x #y.
d(z,y)
Remark 3.18. Consider F be an IFS of Lipschitz maps. Let L defined by (3.3). In [DF99],
the condition E(log L) < 0, was called contracting on average which is stronger than log-
CA. The condition log-CA was introduced in [Elt87, Page 84].

Lemma 3.19. CA implies log-CA.

Proof. Assuming CA with contraction rate A € (0,1), note that E(Z7"Y /d(z,y)) < .
Hence, by Jensen’s inequality

B (log 221 ) < 1ogk (20| < logA <0
B,y ) = gy ) =BT

proving the lemma. (]
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Remark 3.20. The concept of log-CA was introduced in [BE88]|. Assuming (M, d) to be a
complete metric space, F to be an IFS of Lipschitz maps, and (F, p, d) to be log-CA, they
prove the existence of an attractive (hence unique) stationary measure (extending previous
results obtained in the case when M is compact, see references in [BE8S]).

The following example is presented in [Eda96] to illustrate that log-CA is weaker than
C. Indeed, it also shows that log-CA is weaker than CA.

Example 3.21 (log-CA, but not NEA and not CA). Let M = [0,1] and d(z,y) = |z —y|.
Let p = (3, 3). Consider the IFS F = {fo, f1} given by

dot X

forfri M= M, fo(z) = 3. fi(w) = min{1, 2z}.

Note that for all z, y € [0, 1] it holds

o). Jolw)]/2 [0 (@), AW < Sl —y

and hence (F, p, d) is log-CA. On the other hand, for ,y € [0,1/2] it holds f;(z) = 2«
and f1(y) = 2y, so that

(3600 + 24000 )

N | =

B(Z0) = 3 (d(o(a), folw) + d(fi @), fu(w) =

which implies that (F, p, d) is not NEA and thus not CA.

Proposition 3.22. Assume that F is an IFS of Lipschitz maps and (F,p,d) is log-CA.
Then, there exists o € (0, 1] such that (F, p,d*) is CA.

Proof. Consider

e oy Wa@),fa @)
(35) LEO = L) = swp S Rennt,

which is a Lipschitz constant for f¢,. As, by hypothesis, (F, p, d) is log-CA with some
contraction rate A € (0, 1), it holds

zY
supE | log Ld ) = E(logL) <logA < 0.

Hence, by [WWO00, Lemma 2], there exists o € (0, 1] such that E(L*) € (0,1). Note
that d* is a metric on M and L“(§) is a Lipschitz constant for f¢, relative to (M, d®). It
follows that for all x,y € M

E(d™ (XY, X{)) < B(L")d*(x,y),
and hence (F, p,d®) is CA with contraction rate E(L®) € (0, 1). O
Remark 3.23. It is common in the literature to assume a log-CA condition instead of CA,

see for example [Stel2]. In the present setting, by Lemma[3.19]and Proposition[3.22] these
conditions are equivalent (changing d by d® if necessary, for some « € (0, 1]).
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3.3. Local average contraction conditions: LECA and ESCA. In this section, we dis-
cuss several types of local average contraction conditions for IFSs. In particular, we in-
troduce LECA and ESCA, which are, besides NEA, key properties towards Theorem@
Such conditions have been studied, for example, in [Kai78|] and later, independently, in
[Ste99, [SteO1] and [CarQ2]]. See also [JTOI1, ILsSO5]. Here our focus is on conditions
which are sufficient or necessary for CA, possibly after some change of metric.

The first property is a generalization of CA. We say that (F, p, d) is locally eventually
contractive on average (LECA) if

(3.6)  forevery z,y € M thereexist¢{ > 1and A € (0,1): E(Zy/) < Ad(x,y).
Remark 3.24. If (F, p, d) is LECA then for any o € (0, 1) the triple (F, p, d®) is LECA.
Lemma 3.25. CA implies LECA. SA implies LECA.

Lemma [3.25]is an immediate consequence. It shows that synchronization (on average)
is intimately related with contraction (on average). The next result indeed proves that,
assuming NEA, those properties are equivalent. For its proof we need to recall some more
concepts. The set E}; is naturally equipped with the product topology on {0, ..., N — 1},
where {0,..., N — 1} is given the discrete topology. A basis is given by the family of

cylinders

[i561, . &l SN ESH miv1 = &1y i = En}-
We simply write [£1,...,&,] = [1;&1,...,&]. Every cylinder is clopen. Every open set
in Zj{, is a countable union of cylinders.

Lemma 3.26. Suppose that (F,p, d) is NEA on some compact metric space (M, d). Then,
(F,p,d) is SA if and only if it is LECA.

Proof. By Lemma[3.25] SA implies LECA. To prove the reverse implication, let us assume
that (F, p, d) is LECA. By Lemma (2), for every z,y € M the limit
0(x,y) = lim n(z,y) 20, where n(z,y) = E(Z7]),
n—oo El
exists. Arguing by contradiction, let us suppose that (F, p,d) is not SA and hence there
exist x,y € M such that 6 = é(x,y) > 0. Define
e 5
By < {(z,w): d(z,w) > 2},

which is a closed subset of M x M and hence compact. Note that d and ¢,, are continuous
on M x M. Thus, forn > 1and ¢ € (0,1) the set
Cot = {(z,0): B(ZLY) < td(z,w)}

isopenin M x M and so
def

An,t = Bé N Cn,t

is open in Bs. As we assume LECA, for each (z,w) € By there exist £ > 1 and X' €
(0,1) such that E(Z;;’) < N'd(2,w) and hence, (z,w) € Ay, forevery t € (N, 1). In

particular, it holds
Bs= |J U Ans
te(0,1) neN
By compactness of By, there exist ny,...,n, € Nand t1, ..., € (0,1) such that

B(; = Aﬂlil J---u Ankytk’
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Define
def def
N = max{ny,...,ng} and X= max{ty,..., ¢}

If (z,w) in By, then (z,w) € A, 4, for some ¢ € {1,...,k}. This together with Lemma
[3:16](2) implies that

3.7 E(Z3) <E(Z;") < tid(z,w) < Md(z,w).
Let
L, = {&: (f8(2), fE(y) € Bs} -

Note that I, is the union of cylinder sets. Indeed, if £ € T, then every n) € [&1,...,&,] €
I',,. Forn > 0, we have

(3.8) E(Z3Y00) =B (28 nalr, ) +E (23, lrs )
For the first term, we observe
E(Z3Y,lr. )

= Z Z pﬁn+1~~§N+np§1~~§nd(f€1m§N+n (x)’f§1~~€N+n (y))

Ent1ses€Ntn [€1...60]CTy

= Z De,...€n Z Penirbnindferitnin (@), fenirtnin (¥))

[£1,€n]CTn En+t1yEN+n
fer.en (@) feq. 60 ()
= Y pa.cE (Zz\ffd e y)
[51;-*~7§71]CF71

By definition of I';, it holds (fe, . ¢, (), fe, ¢, (y)) € Bs, it follows from (3.7) that

E(Ziloalr,) € Y Paed(fane, (@) fere, )
(3.9 (€150 €n]CT

= AE(ZY1r,).

For the second term, we have

N Fer e (@) Sy en
E (ZNZJ&-n,dILF;) = Z pey.e, B (Zfod en(2):fey e (y)>'
[€1,-,6n]CTg

Since (F, p, d) is NEA, again using Lemma (2), we get

E(Z3%,rs) € Y Perend (fere, @) feren ()
[51,...,§7L]CF$L

By definition of I';, we have that (f¢, ¢, (@), fe,..¢,(y)) ¢ Bs so that
)

(3.10) E (25 alrs ) < SA(TS).

From (3:8), (3.9) and (3:10) we get

T T 5 c
E(Z3Y,.0) < AE (2541, ) + S (T5).
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Moreover, by induction on k£ € N, it follows
E(Zid ) =E (Zi¥ alro ox ) B (ZiaTrs, )
T 5 C
<AE (Z(k’yfl)N,d]]'F(k—l)N) + oH (F(k—l)N)

xr 5 C C
< A\E (Z(]in)N,d]lF(kfl)NmF(k'fZ)N) tgH (F(k—l)N U F(k—Q)N)

k—1
. 5
< SNE(Z5 ey, ) + 5“( Uriw)
’ 0

k—1 5 lcjfl
= A’“d(rc,y)u( szv) + 5#( U F§N)~
j=0 j=0

Hence, recalling that A € (0, 1) and using p(-) < 1, we get

0
lim E(Z7Y ) < =
(i EZia) < 5
which is a contradiction. This implies SA. (I

The following is a consequence of Lemmas [3.26]and [3.13]

Corollary 3.27. Assume (M, d) is compact. Assume that d and D are equivalent metrics
such that (F,p,d) and (F,p, D) are NEA. Then (F, p, d) is LECA if and only if (F, p, D)
is LECA.

The following is a generalization of the definition of locally contractive with respect to
the reverse system [Ste99, Definition 5] and of the definition e-local (average) contractive
[Stel2| Definition 1]. We say that (F, p, d) is eventually strongly contracting on average
(ESCA) if for every = € M there exist £ > 1 and an open neighborhood V(. ) C M x M
of (x, z) such that

E(Z;Y

(3.11) sup (Zed)
(¥,2) EV(a, ) Y#2 d(z7y)

Lemma 3.28. If (F, p,d) is ESCA then for any « € (0,1) the triple (F,p,d®) is ESCA.

Remark 3.29. In Section the example (F, p, d®) given is ESCA with parameter ¢ #
1. Moreover, (F, p, d*) is LECA, but fails to be NEA.

Lemma 3.30. If (F, p, d) is CA, then for every a € (0, 1] and a metric D which is strongly
equivalent to d%, for every k € N large enough the triple (F,p, D) is k-ECA.

<1.

Proof. Suppose (F,p,d) be CA with contracting rate A € (0,1). Given o € (0,1] and a
metric D on M strongly equivalent to d*, take b > a > 0 and such that aD < d* < bD.
Note that (F, p,d*) is CA with contracting rate A* € (0, 1). Take k& € N so that
b
a
First, strong equivalence implies that
aE(Z)Y) <E(Z;Y.) foreveryxz,y € M.
For every z,y € M, x # y, CA with contraction rate \* together with the above implies
ok = E(Zya) _ E(Zgd) E(Zgh) D(z,y) .. E(Zyp) 1
T od(x,y)  E(Zyh)  Dl(x,y) d*(zy) T D(z,y) b

AF < 1.
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Hence, it follows
b
E(Zy)) < =2 D(z,y),
: a
which proves that (F, p, D) is k-ECA with contraction rate 2% € (0, 1). O

3.4. Further contraction conditions. In this section, we continue our discussion of con-
traction conditions and put them into the context of the ones defined above. Although, none
of the concepts defined in this section will be implemented in the remainder of this paper.
Let us define for every z € M the sequence of random variables (XZ), -, on (X3, 1) by

Xo(&) = fe,0fe, 00 fe,(x); X{(§) =

For A C M measurable, denote by 74(z) = inf{n > 1: X* € A} the first time the
process X7* hits the set A. Following [ITOI], (F,p,d) satisfies the local contraction
property relative to A C M if there is A € (0, 1) such that

(1) E(A(XE, ) X2 eyvrae) ) S Ad@,y) forevery a,y € M,

that is, “there is some contraction after the set A C M is reached”. In other terms, this
condition states that if we start two chains, at « and y, respectively, and run them simulta-
neously using the same maps, then at the time both of them have visited A, in average they
will be closer to each other by a factor A.

Remark 3.31. In [JTOIl Section 3], it is shown that 74 () V 74(y) < oo almost surely,
assuming that there exists a function V': M — [1, 00), satisfying sup,c 4, V() < oo, and
constants € (0,1) and b < oo such that for every z € M

(3.13) EV (XT) <rV(z) + bl a(z).

Furthermore, in [JTO1] the function V is used to control the behavior outside of A. More-
over, assuming that (F,p,d) is NEA and M is complete separable metric space with
bounded metric d, thus guaranteeing the existence of a unique stationary probability mea-
sure (see [JTO1, Theorem 2.1]).

Lemma 3.32. Assume that (F,p,d) satisfies the local contraction property relative to
A = M, then (F,p,d) is CA and (3.13) is satisfied for V = 1.

The following example (F, p, d) satisfies the local contraction property (3.12), but is
not CA. Furthermore, it is NEA and satisfies (3.13).

Example 3.33 (NEA, but not CA). Adapting an example in [JTO1, Section 6] to our con-
def

text, let M = [0,2] and d(z,y) = |z —y|. Letp = (p,1 — p) for some p € (1/2,1).
Consider the IFS F = {fo, f1} given by

. — 2 >1 . 2
foofi: M= M, fo(z)=Z{*7 3 *= ’andfl(:v)d:fmin{x—kﬂ}.
3 x <1, 3

It is easy to see that (F, p, d) is NEA. On the other hand, for z,y € [1,4/3] it holds
E(Zy7) = E(d(XT, XY)) = d(z,y) = |z —y|

and hence (F, p, d) is not CA.

Now let us show that (F, p, d) satisfies the local contraction property (3.12) relative to
A =10, 1]. Since fj and f; are non-decreasing functions we have that for every z,y € M,
such that z < y,

Ta(x) < Ta(y)
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andif y € A, then x € A. Also, note that for =,y € A we have that

E(Z) = (5+01-p)dz.y).

Therefore, (3:12) holds with A = 2 + (1 — p) < 1.
On the other hand, consider f(t) = pe~3' + (1 — p)ei’. Note that f(0) = 1 and

def

f/(0) < 0. Thus, to see that (3.13) holds fix ¢ > 0 such that f(t) < 1. Letr = f(t) €
(0,1),b=e3t and V(z) & ef*. If 2 € A, then
EV(XY) = pe'S + (1 - p)e!(*+3),
and hence
EV(X?) < pes + (1 —plest <e3! <r+b<rV(z)+bla(z).
Ifx € (1,2] = M \ A, then
EV(XY) < pet(“’fg)—{—(l—p)et(x*%) =V(x) (pe*t% +(1- p)e%t) =rV(z)+1la(x).

This proves (3:13).

The idea of locally contractive Markov chains can be expressed in several ways. Glob-
ally contracting on average-type CA and log-CA are convenient because they can be anal-
ysed by many different methods. In [Stel2], the following local average contraction con-
ditions is considered. Given ¢ > 0, the triple (F, p,d) is called e-local contractive on
average (e-LCA) if there exists A € (0, 1) such that

wy ECZED
0<d(z,y)<e d(l‘, y) B

The triple (F, p, d) is called e-local log-CA if for some A € (0,1)

(3.14)

x,y
1,d

Z
sup E | log <log A < 0.
0<d(z,y)<e d($7 y)

Lemma 3.34. ¢-LCA implies e-local log-LCA.

Proof. By Jensen’s inequality,

z5Y z0Y
sup E | log Ld < sup logE Ld .
0<d(z,y)<e d(l‘, y) 0<d(z,y)<e d(x, y)

Since logarithm is an increasing function, we get

E|(l Zf’f{ <1
sup og : < log sup ],
0<d(z,y)<e d<xay) 0<d(z,y)<e d(.’lﬁ,y)

which implies the lemma. O

The triple (F, p, d) is locally contractive in the weak sense (LCWS), if for some \ €
(0,1) it holds

E(Z14)
(3.15) sup |[limsup : <A
reM y—x (Ivy)

It is clear that (3.14) implies (3:13). In [SteI2| Remark 9] an example of a triple (F, p, d)
that is e-local log-CA but not LCWS is shown.



CONTRACTING ON AVERAGE IFS 17

Lemma 3.35. ¢-LCA implies LCWS and ESCA.

Proof. The first implication is immediate. To check the second one, take £k = 1 and
Vies) = {(y,2): d(y, z) < e} forevery x € M. O

4. CONDITIONS TO GUARANTEE CA

Let us begin this section by presenting a sufficient condition for the existence of a metric
D equivalent to d for which the system is CA. We always consider an IFS F of a metric
space (M, d).

Proposition 4.1. Assume that (F,p, d) is SAcxp, that is, there exist constants C > 0 and
A € (0,1) such that
4.1) E(Z, ) < COX* foreveryx,y € M andn € N.
For every g € (A, 1)
x y def Z q" Zﬁz
n>0

defines a metric on M which is equivalent to d such that (F, p, D) is CA.

Proof. Pick g € (A, 1) and define D: M x M — R by (d.1)). Note that it follows from our
hypothesis that D is well-defined. It is easy to check that D is a metric. It remains to show
that D has the claimed properties. By Lemma 3.8] for every =,y € M

N-1
> piD(fi(x), fi( ZMZ@ E(Z) {00 = Z—E Z5 )
=0

n>0 =0 n>0
-2 L =3 SR = D)
)\n n, )\n n, q
n>1 n>0

Hence, (F, p, D) is CA with contraction rate A/q € (0,1).

It remains to see that D and d are equivalent. First note that d < D, which implies that
the topology of (M, d) is a subset of the topology of (M, D). Now, let us prove that the
topology of (M, D) is a subset of the topology of (M, d). Given V an open set of (M, D)
and x € V, there exists r > 0 such that Bp(z,r) C V, where Bp(x,r) is the open ball

def

relative to the metric D with center x and radius r. Lete = (1 — ¢)r/(2 — q) > 0. Take

L € N such that
C Z q" <e.
n>L

It follows from Lemma@ that
U= ﬂ U, where U,={yeM:E(Z,Y) <\'e}
is an open set of (M, d). Furthermore, for every y € U
Ll on
< —E(Z
y)_;/\n Z qu te<ey

Thus, z € U C Bp(z,r) and hence € U C V, which proves the desired. Therefore, the
topologies of (M, d) and (M, D) coincide. O

+€—r.
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Remark 4.2. Proposition can be applied to IFS F on S! induced by the projective
action of GL(2,R) matrix cocycles and implies the existence of a metric D that makes
(F,p, D) CA. We refrain from providing the details. In this context, the existence of a
unique stationary measure is well known (see, for example, [BL85, Chapter II]) and no
further immediate application of CA is given.

However, in this respect, it is reasonable to ask if the existence of a unique stationary
measure implies the existence of some metric that preserves the topology and makes the
system CA?

Remark 4.3. If (F,p,d) is not ESCA, then D provided by Proposition is in general
not strongly equivalent. Indeed, if ESCA fails, then there exists z € K such that for every
n > 1 there exists a sequence {z} }rew in M such that limy_,o x}} = « in (M, d) and

B
el d(z,z}) —
Therefore, we can find a sequence {y;, } nen such that

I D(z,yn) _
m ——— =
n—oc d(&, yn)

)

We now invoke the results obtained in Sections [3.2and [3.3]to prove Theorem|[I.1]

Proof of Theorem[I.1] Assume that (F,p, d) is NEA, LECA, and ESCA.

First, let us construct for every (x,y) € K x K an open neighborhood V{, ) as follows.
For (z,y) € K x K,z # y, take £ = {(x,y) € Nand A(z,y) € (0, 1) as in the definition
of (see (3.6)) satisfying

E(Z;]) < Mz, y)d(z,y)

and let

E(Z7Y
Wz,y)g{(z,w)el(x[(:zyéwandd((;i)) < \/W}
As the function
E(Zz,w)
. ) def 6,d
[T EKxK\{(z2):2ze K} 2R, f(z,w)= )

is continuous and the set {(z,2): z € K} is closed, V|, ,) is an open subset of K x K
containing (z,y). For z = y € K, take ¢ = /(x, z) € N and an open neighborhood V{, .,
of (z, z) as in the definition of ESCA (see (3.11)) satisfying

E ZZ,’LU
Az, ) Lt sup 7( b )
(z2,w)EV(g,y) : y#2 d(Z, w)
to get
E(ZZ’;U) < Mz, z)d(z,w),

forall (z,w) € V(5.

As K x K is compact, it has a finite sub-cover {V(, ., .-+, V(z,. 4..)}- Hence, for
every i € {1,...,m} there are {; = {(z;,y;) € Nand A\; = A(z;,v;) € (0,1) such that
for all (z,w) € V4, 4, it holds

E(Z;3) < Nid(z,w).
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Take k & maxi<i<m ¢; and A B maxi<;<m A;. Hence, together with Lemma 2),
forevery (z,y) € K x K there exists ¢ € {1,...,m} such that

E(Zga) <E(Z) < Aid(w,y) < Ad(z,y).

But this implies that (F, p, d) is k-ECA with contraction rate A € (0, 1). By Proposition
(F,p, D), where D = dj, , is defined in (33), is CA with contraction rate \/*.
Hence, invoking Lemma[3.9] d and D are strongly equivalent.

Together with Lemma([3.26] this proves the theorem. O

The following provides a necessary condition for the existence of a metric D equivalent
to d for which the system is CA.

Proposition 4.4. Suppose that (F,p, d) is NEA on some compact metric space (K, d). If
there exists a metric D on K equivalent to d such that (F,p, D) is CA, then (F,p,d) is
SA.

Proof. Assuming that (F, p, D) is CA, by Lemma[3.6|for every n € N it holds
E(Z, ) < \"D(z,y) foreveryz,y € K.
Fix x,y € K. By the above, it holds
lim E(Z2Y%) =0,

n—oo

that is, Z ﬁ% converges to 0 in L'. By Chebyshev’s inequality, for every ¢ > 0 it holds
wZ,h > ) < e B(Z,).

and hence it follows that Zfb”]% converges to 0 in probability. By [Durl19, Theorem 2.3.2],
there exists a sub-sequence (ny ), such that Zf;ky p converges almost surely to 0 as k — oo.

The fact that D and d are equivalent implies Zf“‘f{d converges almost surely to O as
k — oo. By dominated convergence theorem, we conclude that

kll)n;o ]E(Zf;kyd) =0.
As we assume that (F, p, d) is NEA on a compact space and x, y were arbitrary, by Lemma
[B:16(2)-(3) it follows

lim E(Z{5") =0

n—oo

uniformly. This implies SA. (|

5. CAFORIFS’s oN St

In this section, we will study the particular case of an IFS F of homeomorphisms on
K =S (equipped with the usual metric d(z, y) = min{|z —y|,1— |z —y|}. In particular,
we prove Theorem [[.2]

We first recall the following results which are an immediate consequence of [Mall7,
Theorem A and Proposition 4.2], respectively.

Proposition 5.1. Let F be an IFS of homeomorphisms of S* and assume that there does
not exist a probability measure which is invariant by every element of F. Then for every
non-degenerate probability vector p there is a constant X\ € (0,1) such that for every
x € S and almost every & € ¥}, there exists an open neighborhood I,(£) C S of x such
that for all n € N it holds

Zy () = d(fe(w), fi'(2)) <A forevery w, z € I,(§).
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For the statement of the next proposition, consider the shift o : E% — EE defined by
(@(€)i =&+, 21
Recall that it is continuous.
Proposition 5.2. Under the hypotheses of Proposition|5.1| consider the map
G: o} xSt xSt = 5§ xSt xSt G(€ 2,y) = (0(8), fe, (2), fer (v))-

Let & = Ugezx{f} x U(&) € X x St x St such that G=Y(E) C € and U(€) is open

in St x S for every ¢ € Eﬁ. Let p be a non-degenerate probability vector and p its its
associate Bernoulli measure 1 on E?\} and assume that

(p@v)(€)>0
for every stationaryﬂprobability measure v on St x St. Then actually,
(nov)(E) =1
for every probability measure v on S' x S (not necessarily stationary).
Now, let us prove the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Assume that (F,p,d) and X € (0,1) are as in Proposition[5.1} If (F,d) is
proximal, then

w(Q™Y) =1 foreveryxz,y € S*,

where

(5.1) Q™Y = {¢ € X} there exists C > 0 such that Zy (&) < CX" foralln € N}.

Proof. Forevery z € St and k € N let
ef 1
Ti(z) = {n exh: d(fy(21), fy(z1)) < A" foralln € N, 21,25 € (z ——z+ 7)}

Clearly, I'y(z) C T'x41(2). By Proposition for every z € S!
ﬂ( U Fk(z)) =1
keN
Hence, there is ko = ko(z) € N such that
(5.2) 1 (o (2)) > 0.

Let & be the set of points (£, z,y) € X} x S! x S! such that there exist z € S!, kg € N,
and k; € N satisfying

f?l(x»fﬁwy)e(z—,jo,zﬁjo), g0 Ty (2)) and  p(Tky(2)) > 0.

By the following claim, £ is nonempty. More precisely, for every (z,y) € S* x S! the set
EN (T x {(z,y)}) is nonempty.

Claim 5.4. For every x,y € S! it holds (,u ® 5(x7y)) (€) > 0, where 6, is the Dirac
measure at (z,y).

SRecall that here v is stationary if and only if p ® v is invariant by the skew product G.
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Proof. Fix x,y € S'. By proximality, there exist £ € Ej\', and an increasing sequence
(nk)ken such that we have

lim Z22,(6) = 0.
By compactness of S', there are z € S' and a subsequence (nk;)j>1 such that

Nk .
kJ

Je
as j — oo. Hence, taking ko = ko(z) as in (3.2), there exists k; € N large enough such
that fé“ (z) and fgk1 (y) are both in (z - 17107 z+ k—10>

() =z and fgkj (y) — 2,

As pu is o-invariant, it holds p(o=%1 (T, (2))) = p(T'k, (2)) > 0. Furthermore,
o (Fko(z)) = Eﬁ X X EE ero('z)a
—_——
k1 -times

which implies that 11 ([¢1, ..., &k, ] N o™ (T'g,(2))) > 0. Since
(&1 el N o™ (Thy (2))) x {(@,9)} C €,

this implies the claim. U

Integrating over (z,7) € S' x S* with respect to any stationary probability measure v
on S x S, it follows that

(pev)(€) >0.
Claim 5.5. The set £ is G-invariant, that is, G=1(£) C £.

Proof. 16 (£, 2,y) € G-(£) then (o(€), fe, (2), fe, (4)) € . Hence there are ky, Ky € N
and z € S! satisfying

Thigtle o) I Ua ) € (= o2+ )

a(€) € 07 1 (Thy(2)), 1 (Tho(2)) > 0.
As ff(lg) ofe, = fé“*l,this implies
1 1
k11 k1+1 _ =
@ W e (- et )
Eeo MMy, (2),  p (T (2)) > 0.
But this implies (&, z,y) € €. O

Claim 5.6. For every £ € X, the set U(€) = {(z,y) € S' x S': (&, x,y) € £} is open
in St x SL.
Proof. Fix £ € ¥},. Given z,y € S! such that (£, z,y) € &, there exist z € S! and
ko, k1 € N satisfying
1 1
k1 k1 _ _
@ W e (- et )
g (Ty(2), n(Ti() >0.

The continuity of fgk ! implies that the set

o (1) (- e 1) () (- e )
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is an open neighborhood of (z, y) in ' xS*. For every (w1, w2) € V(4. it holds féCl (w1),
f?l (wa) € (2 —1/ko, 2 + 1/ko). Thus, Vi, ;) C U(&). This proves the claim. O

By Proposition for every x,y € S! we have

(“ ® 5(r,y)> €) =1

Therefore, by definition of the sets 'y, (2) for every z,y € S! and almost every £ € X3,
there exists k1 € N such that

Zyth, al€) = d(fET (@), [T () < A
This proves the lemma. (]

The following is an immediate consequence of Lemma [5.3] by the dominated conver-
gence theorem.

Corollary 5.7. Assume that (F,p,d) and A € (0,1) are as in Proposition Then
(F,p,d) is SA (and hence LECA).

In the rest of this section, F is a finite family of C'-diffeomorphisms. Hence, there
exist L > 1 such that foralli € {0,..., N — 1}

(5.3) L~ d(z,y) < d(fi(z), fi(y)) < Ld(z,y).

Lemma 5.8. Assume that (F,p,d) and X € (0,1) are as in Proposition Assume also
that each map in F is a C-diffeomorphism. Then, for everyt € (\, 1) and x € S' and
almost every ¢ there exists an open neighborhood J,(€) C S' of x such that there exists
C > 0 satisfying for all n € N we have

max [(2)/(2)] < O

Proof. Fixt € (\,1)and z € S'. By Proposition for almost every £ € EE there exits
an open arc I,(£) C St of  such that for every n € Nand y, z € I, (£)

(5.4) Z075() < A

Denote by we(+) the modulus of continuity of log | f{, |. Since we(e) tends to 0 as e — 0
and is uniformly bounded, by dominated convergence it follows

lim [ we(e)du(§) = 0.

e—0

Fix € > 0 such that

A+t
/Ws(f:‘)dﬂ(ﬁ) <log 2 “loga.
By Birkhoff ergodic theorem, almost every & € Z}
1 n—1
(5.5) Jim Zowaj(f) (e) = / wy (€)dp(n).
j=

Now, fix ¢ € ¥} such that (5.4) and (5.3) hold. Take k > 1 so that \¥ < e. Define

L6 2 LON ! IR CHOEENHOREE

j=0
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and note that I,(£, €) is an open arc containing x. For every y, z € I (&, 5) it holds

|Ef£‘;§ ; Zlog|fw<f)(f5( )| —log | £25 e (fL(2))] < Z%J

Let 1 and x5 be the extreme points of I (£, €). Note that for every z € I,(§, ¢), it holds

log|(f2Y (N _ 1, [z
o <n|a Z“’wf

(w1, 22)

lo

Hence, using (5.4) foralln > 1

1 /
el n < _ = ;
- log (zergf%ge)KfE ) (z)|) log A logd x1,T2) E Wai(e)(e

so that

A+t
lim sup — log( max (ff”)'(z)|) <log 2+ .

n—oo z€I1.(&,¢)

Then, there exists C' > 0 such that for all n > 1

n\/ < Ctn.
pax I(f&) (2)] <

This proves the lemma. O
The following result together with Proposition 3.10]immediately implies Theorem [I.2]

Proposition 5.9. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem Then there exist o € (0,1),
A € (0,1), and k € N such that (F,p,d*) is k-ECA with contraction rate \.

Proof. Fix points z,y € S'. Let

nyy
A, E sup/ log n’d(é) du().
Note that (A, )n>0 is a subadditive sequence. Hence, by Fekete’s Lemma, the limit A =
limy,, 00 Ap/n = inf,>1 A, /0 € [—00, 00) exists.
All hypotheses of Proposition are satisfied and we can consider A € (0,1) as pro-

vided by this proposition.
Claim 5.10. A <log\.

Proof. Arguing by contradiction, suppose that log A < A. Then, for alln € N

def 1 Z:?L’Z(f)
logh < A< sup/ Folz,y, €) du(€),  where  F(z,y,€) = 2 log [ 2 :
a#ty Jo n d(x,y)

Thus, for all n € N there exist =, ¥y, in S, 2,, # ¥y, such that

(5.6) As/ Fo(@n, Yn, €) du(§).
=N
By compactness, there exist a subsequence (ny),>1 and points z,y € S' such that
5.7 lim z,, ==, lim y,, =yv.
k—o0 k—o0

In the following two cases we consider £ in a appropriate set of measure 1 to obtain that
the limit superior of Fy,, (Tn,, Yn,, &) as k — oo is less than or equal to log \. We then
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will apply Fatou’s Lemma to contradict (3.6). Note that all hypotheses of Lemmas [5.3]and
[5.8]are satisfied. Given z, y as above, let Q*¥ be as in (3.1).

Case z # y. Fix any t € (A, 1). Denote by I'; the set of sequences £ € E} such that there
exist C' > 0 and open arcs J,,(§) and J, (§) containing  and y, respectively, and satisfying

max M) < Ctr, Z2Y < ON'forallm € N
zEJI(§)UJy(§)|(f€) ()] < ma(§) <

By Lemma [5.3] and Lemma [5.8] the set I'; has measure 1. Given £ € Ty, by the triangle
inequality and the mean value inequality it follows

Ty, T

Zt (&) < Zym T (€) + 2t () + 2otk (€)
= d(f¢"* (@ny ), f¢* (@) +d(fE (), f85 () + Al (), [ (Yn)
< [(f¢*) (@0)ld(@n,, 2) + Z73(6) + 1(f¢*) (Ge)ld(Yn, ),
for some points Zj, and 7 between z,, and x and between y,, and y, respectively. By

G, &x — x and g — y as k — oo. Then, for k large enough Z; € J,(£) and
Ui € Jy(&) and it follows

Zom I (6) < CE (T, , @) + CA™ + Ot d(Yny, Y).-

ng,d
This implies
limsup Fy, (Tn,, Yn,, &) < logt.

k—oc0

Given L > 1 satisfying (5.3)), as
—log L < Fy, (Tny, Yny, &) < logt <0,
Fatou’s Lemma implies
lim sup / o (@ Yn,, §) dp(§) < / limsup Fo,, (Tny, Y., §) dpa(§) < logt.
k—o0 k—o0
Ast € (A, 1) was arbitrary, it follows
lim sup / Fnk (’I"k > Yngs f)du(ﬁ) < log >‘7

k—o0

which contradicts (5.6).

Case z = y. By Lemma for every t € (A, 1) and = € S! and for almost every ¢ there
exist an open neighborhood J,,(¢) C S! of z and a constant C' > 0 such that for all n € N
it holds

5.8 max |(f&) (2)] < Ct™.

5.8 ma [(72)'(2)] <

Fix £ € ¥} such that (5.8) holds. Take k; € N large enough so that z,,, and yy,, are both
Jz (&), for all k > kp. By the mean value inequality,

1
Fo (Tnss Yy §) < ——log €' + log,
k

for all £ > k. Thus,
lim sup Fy,, (Tn,, Yn,, &) < logt.

k—o0
By Fatou’s lemma and using again that ¢ € (\, 1) was arbitrary, it follows

thUP/Fnk (xnk7y7lk?€) du(§) < /limsup F, (xnk7y7lk’€) du(§) < log A,

k—o0 k—o0

which contradicts (5.6).
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This proves the claim. (]
By Claim[5.10] for every n € N sufficiently large,

1 1

—A, < =log)<0.

n 2

Consider again L > 1 as in (5.3). Hence, foreveryn € N, {, and z # y

d(f& (@), f£(y))
d(z,y)

Using the above and that e < 1+ x + x2el?! /2, for every o € (0, 1) it follows that
/ d* (f¢ (), ¢ (y)) d(e) = / (0 ToR(UTE ()52 )/ d0) gy (¢)
=4 =5

d(z, y)
d(f(x), f2
S/E; (1+alogW+

—nlog L < ‘log ‘ <nlogL

2
+ % 1og? (d< ) NoB(AE @) T/ )
Z, (&) o?
<1 1 ~ —(nlog L
<tiaf °g<d<x,y> Aul€) + 5 (nlog L)L

o? 9 e a? 5
<1+ ad,+ E(nlogL) L™ <1+ §nlog)\—|— 7(nlogL) L".

Now taking o € (0, 1) sufficiently small, the right hand side provides a contraction rate in

(0,1). This implies the assertion. O

Proof of Theorem[I.2] Let a € (0,1), A € (0,1), and k € N be as in Proposition [5.9] so
that (F, p, d*) is k-ECA with rate A. By Proposition[3.10] (F, p, D) is CA with contrac-
tion rate A1/*, where

e o 1
D(x,y) d:fd (l‘vy) )\l/kE(chzlJa)—i_—"_ NE=1)/k

is as in (3.3) for d“ instead of d. By Lemma[3.9] it holds d < D < C'd* for some C' > 0
and hence D is strongly equivalent to d*. (]

E(Z;Y go)

6. EXAMPLES

The following examples illustrate that the hypotheses in Theorems|T.T|and[I.2]are sharp.
We consider S! equipped with the usual metric d(z, y) = min{|z — y|,1 — |z — y|}.

6.1. LECA, but not ESCA. Let F = {fo, f1} be the family of two diffeomorphisms of
S! such that fy has two fixed points, one attracting and one repelling, and f; is an irrational
rotation. Note that (F, d) is proximal. Let p = (p, 1 — p) be a non-degenerate probability
vector. Note that (F, p, d) fails to be NEA. The triple (F, p, d) satisfies the hypotheses of
Theorem 1.2](and hence of Proposition[5.1). Hence, by Corollary[5.7} (F, p, d) is SA and
LECA. It is easy to check that for (F,p,d) condition (3.4) for NEA and condition (3.2)
for k-ECA (k € N arbitrary) are violated at the repelling fixed point of fj.

Note that (F, p, d) verifies the hypotheses of Theorem Hence, there exist o €
(0,1], A € (0,1) and n € N such that for D = (d®),, \ the triple (F, p, D) is CA. In
particular, (F, p, D) satisfies NEA, SA, LECA, and ESCA. However, by the latter together
with Lemrna for all 3 € (0, 1] the metric D? cannot be strongly equivalent to d.
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Let 1 be a stationary probability for IFS with probabilities (F !, p). By stationarity, it
holds

p=p(fo e+ (L=p) (fi Hep
By [GS17, Lemma 2.6], i is non-atomic and has full support. Consider the metric p on
S1, given by p(z,y) = min{u([z,y]), u([y, z])}. By [GSI17Z, Proposition 1.2], (F,p, p)
is NEA.
Lemma 6.1. (F,p,p) is SA and LECA.

Proof. Since (F,p,d) is SA and (F, p, p) is NEA, Lemma implies that (F, p, p) is
SA. By Lemma|3.25] (F, p, p) is LECA. O

The following result checking that the IFS is “p-isometric in average” if an only if it is
“p-isometric” is straightforward.

Claim 6.2. Assume p(z,y) = pu([z,y]). Then, it holds E(Z3'%) = p(x,y) if only if for all
&1,...,&, we have

p(fer.e. (), fer 6, (W) = pufe, e, ([z, ).
Lemma 6.3. The triple (F,p, p) is not ESCA.

Proof. Given z € S' and € € (0,1), denote by Arc(z, ¢) the open arc centered at = and
with p-measure equal to € (recall that y is nonatomic and has full support, hence Arc(z, €)
is a nontrivial interval). Given z and ¢ € N, consider the set

Ve(l’) = AI"C(I', 471) N m (fEl-ufe)il Arc(fﬁl»--&, ((E), 471) c AI‘C(LE, 471)7
ISERINS)
which is also a nontrivial open interval. For every y,z € V(z) such that [y, z] C Vi(x)
for every &1,...,& € {0, 1}, it hence holds

f£1...£g([y7 Z]) C Arc(f&mfé (.Z‘), 4_1)
and therefore

4~ > H(fﬁl-uﬁtz([y? ZD) = p(f&l--fe (y)’ ffl---&e (Z))
Hence, from Claim[6.2] it follows

(6.1) p(y, 2) = p(ly, 2]) = E(Z])).

Any other neighborhood V' of x, contains an open arc W containing x, so that for all
¢ > 1, WnVy(x) C V is and open arc containing x. Now it is enough to consider
y,z € W N Vp(x) to get (6.1). This completes the proof that (F, p, p) is not ESCA. O

6.2. LECA, but not NEA. Let p = (p,1 — p) be a non-degenerate probability vector
and p its associated Bernoulli measure. Without loss of generality, we can assume p =
max{p,1—p}. Let fo, f1: S* — S! be orientation preserving homeomorphisms, such that
there exist two open arcs I, J C S' with disjoint closures having the following properties
(compare also Figure[2)):

(1) The extreme point of J are fixed points yo and y; of fy and f1, respectively. Here
we are assuming that yo # y;.

(2) There exists an open arc J* C J such that fo(J*), f1(J*) C ST\ J.

(3) The arc [ is (forward) invariant, that is, fo(I), f1(I) C I.

(4) Forevery z € S\ J there exists n > 0 such that fi(z) € I'forall§ € pIn
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(5) Thereis r € (0, 1) so that
d (fg‘(:z:), fgl(y)) <r"d(x,y) foreveryn € Nandz,y € I.

©6) d(fi(x), fi(y)) > d(x,y) forevery z,y € J N fo ' (J) N fy(J)and i = 0, 1.
(7) Every f; is Lipschitz: there is ¢ > 1 so that
d(fi(z), fi(y)) < cd(z,y) forevery z,y € St andi = 0, 1.

By (6), for the IFS F = { fo, f1} the triple (F, p, d) is not e-LCA. An appropriately chosen
example also fails to be NEA (just choose fo, f1 being expanding in .J). Since J C S! and
fo P U fi (J) € J we have that F fails to be backward minimal, hence methods from
[GS17] do not apply immediately. Below we prove the following.

Lemma 6.4. The triple (F,p,d) is proximal, S, SA, and LECA.

We will construct D a metric that will be equivalent to d, for which (F, p, d) is NEA,
LECA, and ESCA. This will a metric p equivalent to D (and hence d), such that (F, p, p)
is CA.

By (3) and (5), F induces a contracting IFS on I. Together with (4), every x ¢ J
eventually enters and remains in I. On the other hand, it follows from (2) that

fo ') D e T
and there is a set of points in X C J and for every € X some sequence & = £(z) such
that f¢' (z) € X forevery n € N, though other forward iterates under the IFS F eventually
leave J. Though, as counterpart and first preliminary result we show that for every

{¢exT: fi(x)eJ forall neN}
has measure zero. For k > 1 and z € S, define

o [BF ifael,
* 0 otherwise,

MhE{eesn): ffa) el fF ()¢ 1y, T.= Ik
k>0

Lemma 6.5. There exists N € N such that

N+1
(6.2) u( U Fﬁ) >0 foreveryx € Sh.
k=0
and for allm > 1
N+m
(6.3) p(ry ey <p(ziy k) <pm
k=0

Moreover, for every x € St it holds 11 (T') = 1.

Proof. Fix y € J*. By (4), it holds fy(y), f1(y) ¢ J. Let K, L C S\ J be the open arcs
with extremes f(y) and y; and f; (y) and yo, respectively. By (4), there are k = k(K) € N
and ¢ = ¢(L) € N so that
FEK), fE(L) eI forevery & € X7
def

Let N = k+ (. By (3), forall £ € &
fgkﬂ(K),ng(L) €1 forevery¢ € X,
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Let W C S* \ J be the closed arc with extremes fo(y) and f1(y). As fo and f; preserve
orientation, fE" preserves orientation. Hence, fgl(W) C Iforall¢ € BF.

Now, let us prove (6.2) and (6.3). Fix z € S.
Case z € W. As fi+(x) € I for every € € %7, (6.2) and (6.3) are immediate.

Case x ¢ W. Let us construct a sequence £ € ¥ such that for all m > 1
m—+N

(64) [51] U [7717{2} U---u [nla cee 777m—17§m} - U Fg]za

k=0
where 7; € {0,1}\{&}. Since « is either between y and fo(y) or between y and f1(y),
there exists {1 € {0, 1} such that z is between y and fe, (y). As f¢, preserves orientation,

fe.(x) € W. So that
N+1

C U rk,
k=0

that is, (6.4) holds for m = 1. Let n; € {0, 1}\{& }. If f,, () € W then UN+1 k=7
which implies (6.4) for all m > 2 and &,,, € {0,1}. If f,,, (z) ¢ W then f,, (x) is either
between y and fo(y) or between y and f1(y) so there exists & € {0, 1} such that f, ()
is between y and f¢, (y). As fe, preserves orientation, fe, (f,, (x)) € W. So that

N+-2

[£1] U [, &) C U r

that is, (6-4) holds for m = 2. Let7 € {0, 1}\{€2}. If f,, (f. (2)) € W then | Jp 7 Tk =
Y3 which implies (6.4) for all m > 3 and &,, € {0,1}. If f,,(f, (z)) ¢ W then
fa (fi (z)) is either between y and fo(y) or between y and f1(y) so that there exists {3 €
{0, 1} such that f,,(f,, (z)) is between y and f¢, (y). Continuing this process inductively
on m we conclude (6.4).

Therefore
N+1 N+1
[&1] C U I'®  and hence u( U Ffﬁ) >1—-p>0,
k=0 k=0

and so (6.2) holds. Moreover
m+N
FN+m+1CE+\ U 1—1]{2 7717 ,nm}
k=0

so that y(TN+m+1) < p™ This proves the lemma. O

Proof of Lemma[6.4] Given any z,y € S*, let{ € I';, N T, and choose k € N such that
fE(x), fE(y) € 1. By (4), it holds

i d(f2 (@), f2) = T d(fE (), £ () = 0.

As by Lemma[6.5] 1(I'; NT',) = 1 holds, it follows that (F, p,d) is S. By Lemma[3.3] it
is SA and proximal. By Lemma[3.23] it is LECA. O

Fix ¢ > 1 and pick « € (0, 1) such that

1
(6.5) rle<1 and ¢ <D < Z
p
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The choice of these numbers will be apparent in the proof of Lemma Consider the
metric d® on S' and define the metric D on S! by

D(z,y) € E (sup zn d@) .

Since d and d* are equivalent, D and d are equivalent by Lemma
Lemma 6.6. It holds

d* < D <C0d* where (% N+ha (1+22cp )
E>1

Proof. Clearly d* < D. Let us show the other inequality. For & > 1 and x,y € S! define

b, E{ee s Fw) e LI e Tyn{ee S [ (o) ¢ Tor [ (w) ¢ T}

def

Ifz,y € I, thenletTY , = X7 . If o ¢ Tory ¢ I, then let 'Y 2 . Note that {T'* g Ik 18

a family of pairwise disjoint sets and Fgc,y crky F’y“. Moreover, it is immediate from the
definition that

r,NT, Ccl,,= U re,
n>0

Hence, together with Lemma [6.3] it follows

= p(T, NTy) = p(Tay) = > u (7).

n>0
Fix z,y € S'. Forevery £ € T'¥ . by (7) and (5), we have that
sup Z, 4. (€) = sup d*(f£(x), fE(y)) < Fd*(z,y).
n>0 n>0

It follows that

D(z,y) = E(supZT‘f’ga) = ZE(supZ ’daIka )
n>0 k>0 n>0

< N (19, UL UDE ) + () Y (T )
k>N+2

< N og (@) (14 3 NI () 4 p(T)))
k>N+2

SC(N+1)ada(a:7y)(1+2 Z C(kaq)apkaq)
k>N+2
< Cd*(z,y).

As z,y were arbitrary, this finishes the proof. (I
Lemma 6.7. The triple (F, p, ﬁ) is SA, NEA, LECA and ESCA.

Proof. By Lemmasand (F,p, f)) is S. Hence, by which Lemma (F,p, ﬁ) is
SA, proving the first assertion.
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To show NEA and LECA, check that
E(278) =pD(fo(@), fo) + (1= p) D(fi(), f1(y))

=pE (sup Zﬁ?d(ff)’f“y)) +(1-pE (sup Ziféz)’fl(yv

n>0 n>0

=pE (]l[o] sg% szl,da) +(1-pE (]l[l] st;po Z:dea) =K <sup Z::ZQ> .

n>1

This implies E(Z]"/) < D(x,y), that is, (F, p, D) is NEA. Hence, as (F, p, D) is NEA.

As (F,p, b) is NEA and SA, Lemma property LECA follows.

Now, let us prove that (F, p, D) is ESCA. Let N be as in Lemma ¢ as in (6.3)), and
C'is as in Lemmal6.6] Recalling thatr, p € (0, 1), we can fix n € N sufficiently large such
that

1
6.6 { \no n(l+1)a, n—N < —.
(6.6) (rte)™ + ¢ D 50
Recall that Ufcvjol Ik o () for every x € S'. Note that UkN:JBI I'® is covered by cylin-
ders of length N and, in particular, { ng S vav:bl T'*} is a collection of at most 2%V

homeomorphisms. Hence, given z € S*, the set
. -1
.= (),
geUro Ik

is, as an intersection of finitely many open intervals containing x, an open neighborhood
of x. Moreover, for every y, z € V,, it holds

E (Z(yéil)n,da) =E <1UQ:0 rk Z(yfil)n,d“) +E (12;\U;’:0 Tk Z(yéil)n,da)

o/ pln n in n \Z
=E (luzzo e d® (fon o) (f€ (W))s Fome) (¢ (2))> +E (12;\U2:0 Tt Z&H)n,da)

wyay < A (y, 2)p (U Fﬁ) + cEFmege (y, ) (23 U Fﬁ)

k=0 k=0

IA

((ch)na + C(€+l)napn7N) da(y,Z)

1
iy}
2C
By Lemmal6.6] for every y, z € V,

IN

(Y, 2)-

E(Zz’n:l)N,b) < E<Z?$+1)N7d“> < 1
D(y,z)  ~ d*(y,z)  ~ 2
which implies that
sup w < 1 < 1.
wA)eVaxVa  D(y,2) 2
Since z is arbitrary, this proves ESCA, and completes the proof. U

Remark 6.8. The constant 1 in equation (6-6) is insignificant, in fact, we can change 1
for any ¢ € (0,1) and get the same result.



CONTRACTING ON AVERAGE IFS 31

By Theorem|I.1] Lemmal6.7]allows us to conclude that there exists a metric D strongly
equivalent to D such that (F, p, D) is CA. Hence, D is strongly equivalent to d*.

Remark 6.9. Note that in the proof of Lemma[6.7we show that (F, p,d®) is ESCA. The
triple (F,p,d®) is an example of a system that is ESCA such that the ¢ required in the
definition is not the constant 1.
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