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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
C1-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 = {f0, . . . , fN−1}, N ≥ 2, of continuous maps fi : 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 pi, i = 0, . . . , N − 1,
of some probability vector p = (p0, . . . , 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 (1.1)) 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 2). 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 minimal1.

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, Ios09], we point out [Ste12] which provides an ample discussion
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ical systems.
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1The IFS F is forward minimal if for every nonempty closed set A ⊂ M satisfying fi(A) ⊂ A for every
i = 0, . . . , N − 1 it holds A = M . The IFS F is backward minimal if F−1 = {f−1

i } is forward minimal.
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2 K. GELFERT AND G. SALCEDO

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 S1 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
[Fri87, 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]).2

Before stating our main results, let us introduce the main contraction properties which
we are going to investigate. A precursor assumed in [DF99] requires “contraction in
mean”: fi are Lipschitz with Lipschitz constants Lip(fi), i = 0, . . . , N − 1, satisfying

N−1∑
i=0

pi Lip(fi) < 1.

Weaker concepts are proposed in [BDEG88, Pei93], where (F ,p, d) is assumed to contract
on average (CA) in the sense that there exists λ ∈ (0, 1) so that

(1.1)
N−1∑
i=0

pid(fi(x), fi(y)) ≤ λd(x, y) for every x, y ∈M.

In fact, [BDEG88] requires even weaker assumptions allowing for place-dependent prob-
abilities and for contraction in Lq norm, q > 0, while [Pei93] 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∑
i=0

pid(fi(x), fi(y)) ≤ d(x, y) for every x, y ∈M.

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 [Gou07, 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, [BP07] in
the C1+ε case and [ABC11, Section 8] for a C1 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(x, y) ≤ bd(x, y) for every x, y ∈ M . Clearly,
strong equivalence implies topological one, but not vice versa. Given α ∈ (0, 1), note that
dα : M ×M → [0,∞) defined by dα(x, y)

def
= (d(x, y))α is a metric on M , and d and dα

are equivalent.

+

NEA (assuming compactness)
ESCA

CA
LECA

SA

(Theorem 1.1)

(Lemma 3.26)

for all
equivalent metrics
(Proposition 4.4)

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 Σ+
N

def
= {0, . . . , N − 1}N be the space of one-

sided sequences and denote by µ the Bernoulli measure on Σ+
N determined by p. For any

sequence ξ = (ξ1ξ2 . . .) ∈ Σ+
N , n ≥ 1, and x ∈M let

fnξ (x)
def
= fξ1...ξn

def
= fξn ◦ fξn−1

◦ · · · ◦ fξ1(x), f0
ξ (x)

def
= x.

Given x, y ∈M and n ∈ N, let

Zx,yn,d(ξ)
def
= d(fnξ (x), fnξ (y)), Zx,y0,d (ξ)

def
= d(x, y).

Given λ > 0 and n ∈ N, consider the metric defined by

dn,λ(x, y)
def
= d(x, y) +

1

λ1/n
E(Zx,y1,d ) + · · ·+ 1

λ(n−1)/n
E(Zx,yn−1,d),

where E(·) denotes the expected value according to the probability distribution.

Theorem 1.1. Consider a compact metric space (M,d) and a triple (F ,p, d), where p is a
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 λ ∈ (0, 1) and n ∈ N
such that (F ,p, dn,λ) is contracting on average. Moreover, LECA is equivalent to SA.

The second main result concerns the particular case of an IFS of C1 diffeomorphisms
of the circle S1 equipped with the usual metric d(x, y)

def
= min{|x− y|, 1− |x− y|}.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that F is an IFS of C1-diffeomorphisms on S1. 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 α ∈ (0, 1], λ ∈ (0, 1),
and n ∈ N such that (F ,p, D), with D def

= (dα)n,λ, is contracting on average. Moreover,
d ≤ D ≤ Cdα 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 S1. We summarize their main properties.
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f0

f1

IJ J∗

f0

f1

FIGURE 2. Examples studied in Section 6.1 (left) and Section 6.2 (right)

Example 1.3 ((F ,p, d) in Section 6.1, see Figure 2 (left)). This example of an IFS of
C1-diffeomorphisms which is proximal (and hence SA and LECA), but fails to be NEA.
The choice of metric ρ in [GS17] forces (F ,p, ρ) to satisfy NEA, SA, and LECA, but
(F ,p, ρ) fails to be ESCA. As (F ,p, ρ) verifies the hypotheses of Theorem 1.2, there
exist α ∈ (0, 1], λ ∈ (0, 1) and n ∈ N such that for D def

= (dα)n,λ the triple (F ,p, D)
is CA. In particular, (F ,p, D) satisfies NEA, SA, LECA, and ESCA. However, for all
β ∈ (0, 1] the metric Dβ fails to be strongly equivalent to d.

Example 1.4 ((F ,p, d) in Section 6.2, see Figure 2 (right)). In this example the approach
in [GS17] does not apply. This example fails to be NEA and ε-LCA, but it is proximal, S,
SA, and LECA. For this example, it is shown that for appropriate α ∈ (0, 1] the metric

D̂(x, y)
def
= E

(
sup
n≥0

Zx,yn,dα
)
,

is strongly equivalent to dα and (F ,p, D̂) satisfies NEA, SA (and hence LECA), and
ESCA. Hence, by Theorem 1.1, there is a metric D which is strongly equivalent to D̂ (and
hence to dα) such that (F ,p, D) is CA. In particular, (F ,p, D) satisfies NEA, LECA,
and ESCA. Moreover, if f0 and f1 are C1-diffeomorphisms which have no common fixed
points, then Theorem 1.2 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 1 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 4, we present some sufficient conditions that
guarantee the existence of some metric for which the system is CA and, in particular,
prove Theorem 1.1. In Section 5, we study IFSs of S1 and prove Theorem 1.2. The above
summarized examples are studied in Section 6.

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 ν on M
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+

+

ε-local log-CALCWS

CA

k-ECA

NEA

LECA

ESCA

log-CA

SAexp

ε-LCA

for some equivalent
metric (Proposition 3.10)

for some strongly-equivalent metric
assuming compactness
(Theorem 1.1)

for some dα and α ∈ (0, 1]
(Proposition 3.22)
for some equivalent metric
(Proposition 4.1)

for bounded metric

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),
ε-local contractive on average (ε-LCA), locally contractive in the weak
sense (LCWS), and ε-local log-CA

is stationary for the IFS (F ,p) if

F∗ν = ν, where F∗ν
def
=

N−1∑
i=0

pi(fi)∗ν.

This term is justified by the fact that if (in)n∈N is a stochastic sequence with values in
{0, . . . , N−1}which is independently and equally distributed according to the probability
vector p and x ∈ M is a ν-distributed random variable, independent of (in)n∈N, then
(W x

n )n∈N, defined by

W x
n

def
= (fξn ◦ · · · ◦ fξ1)(x), W x

0
def
= x,

is a stationary stochastic sequence. The independent random applications of maps fi from
the IFS F , each chosen with probability pi, gives rise to the Markov chain (W x

n )n∈N.
By our hypotheses, this Markov chain has the weak Feller property3 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
ϕ : M → R by

Tϕ(x)
def
=

N−1∑
i=0

pih(fi(x)).

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

Pn(x,B)
def
= P{W x

n ∈ B} → ν(B)

as n→∞, and what is the speed of such a convergence.
For a compact metric space (M,D) and (F ,p, D) which is CA, by [BDEG88, Theorem

2.1] there exists a unique stationary Borel probability measure ν. By [JT01, Corollary 2.1],
for any initial conditions x, the distribution of W x

n converges exponentially fast to ν in the
Prokhorov metric, that is, for every measurable set B and n ∈ N it holds

Pn(x,B) ≤ ν(Bn) +Axr
n, ν(B) ≤ Pn(x,Bn) +Axr

n,

where Bn
def
= {y ∈ M : D(y,B) < Axr

n}. Here the rate of convergence r ∈ (0, 1) does
neither depend on n nor on x. Furthermore, the constant Ax 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−1dα ≤ D ≤ Cdα for some constants C−1, α ∈ (0, 1] (that is, D and dα are
strongly equivalent), then we still obtain exponential contraction taking

Bn
def
= {y ∈M : d(y,B) < Cxr

n/α}, where Cx
def
= (CAx)1/α.

Assuming CA, in [Elt87, 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 k ∈ 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 = {f0, . . . , fN−1} an IFS of continuous maps,
and p a non-degenerate probability vector. Let µ the Bernoulli measure on Σ+

N determined
by p. When X is a random variable on (Σ+

N , µ), we write

E(X)
def
=

∫
Σ+
N

Xdµ.

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 ξ ∈ Σ+

N it holds

lim
n→∞

Zx,yn,d(ξ) = 0.(3.1)

The triple (F ,p, d) is exponentially synchronizing (Sexp) if the convergence in (3.1) is
exponentially fast, that is, if for every x, y ∈ M and almost every ξ ∈ Σ+

N there exist
λ ∈ (0, 1) and C > 0 such that

Zx,yn,d(ξ) ≤ Cλn.
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The pair (F , d) is proximal if for every x, y ∈ M , there exist ξ ∈ Σ+
N and an increasing

sequence (nk)k∈N such that

lim
k→∞

Zx,ynk,d(ξ) = 0.

The triple (F ,p, d) is called synchronizing on average (SA)4 if for every x, y ∈M it holds

lim
n→∞

E
(
Zx,yn,d

)
= 0.

The triple (F ,p, d) is called exponentially synchronizing on average (SAexp) if there exist
λ ∈ (0, 1) and C > 0 such that for every x, y ∈M it holds

E
(
Zx,yn,d

)
≤ Cλn.

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. SAexp

is invariant under any change of metrics d and D such that dα, for some α ∈ (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 Zx,yn,d converges to 0 in L1 as n → ∞. Hence, applying Chebyshev’s inequality,
for every ε > 0 it holds

µ(Zx,yn,d ≥ ε) ≤ ε
−1E(Zx,yn,d)→ 0

as n → ∞, that is, Zx,yn,d converges to 0 in probability. By [Dur19, Theorem 2.3.2], there
exists a sub-sequence (nk)k such that Zx,ynk,d converges almost surely to 0 as k →∞. This
implies proximality. �

Remark 3.4. If F = {fi}N−1
i=0 is an IFS of homeomorphisms of the circle S1 which do

note have a common fixed point and p a non-degenerate probability vector, then by [Mal17,
Theorem E] the concepts Sexp, 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 Fk
is contracting, where Fk def

= {fξ1...ξk : (ξ1, . . . , ξk) ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1}k}, 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 ξ ∈ Σ+

N it holds

lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1∑
j=0

Zx,y
j,d (ξ) = 0.
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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 λ ∈ (0, 1) such that

E(Zx,y1,d ) ≤ λd(x, y) for every x, y ∈M.

The following property is straightforward to check.

Remark 3.5. CA is a particular case of the first hypothesis of [BDEG88, Theorem 2.1].

Lemma 3.6. If (F ,p, d) is CA with contraction rate λ ∈ (0, 1), then for every n ∈ N

E(Zx,yn,d) ≤ λnd(x, y) for every x, y ∈M.

Remark 3.7. If (M,d) is bounded, then it follows from Lemma 3.6 that CA implies SAexp.

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

E(Zx,yk,d ) ≤ λd(x, y) for every x, y ∈M.(3.2)

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

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

Lemma 3.8. For every n ∈ N, the function ψn : M ×M → R defined by

ψn(x, y)
def
= E(Zx,yn,d)

is continuous and defines a pseudometric on M . For every x, y ∈M , it holds
N−1∑
i=0

piψn(fi(x), fi(y)) = ψn+1(x, y).

Moreover, if F is an IFS of homeomorphisms then ψn is a metric onM which is equivalent
to d.

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

ψn(x, z) =

N−1∑
i=0

pid(fnξ (x), fnξ (z)) ≤
N−1∑
i=0

pi
(
d(fnξ (x), fnξ (y)) + d(fnξ (y), fnξ (z))

)
= E(Zx,yn,d) + E(Zy,zn,d),

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

Finally note that ψn(x, y) = 0 if and only if, d(fξ1...ξn(x), fξ1...ξn(y)) = 0 for all
ξ1, . . . , ξn ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1}. Hence, if every fi is a homeomorphism, then x = y. In this
case, it also is immediate to see that ψn generates the same topology as d. �

Given k ∈ N and λ ∈ (0, 1), consider dk,λ : M ×M → [0,∞) defined by

(3.3) dk,λ(x, y)
def
= d(x, y) +

1

λ1/k
E(Zx,y1,d ) + · · ·+ 1

λ(k−1)/k
E(Zx,yk−1,d).

The following is an immediate consequence of Lemma 3.8.

Lemma 3.9. The function dk,λ defined in (3.3) is a metric which is equivalent to d. More-
over, if all the maps in F are Lipschitz, then in dk,λ is strongly equivalent to d.
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Proposition 3.10. If (F ,p, d) is k-ECA with contraction rate λ ∈ (0, 1), then (F ,p, dk,λ)

is CA with contraction rate λ1/k.

Proof. Assume that (F ,p, d) is ECA with contraction rate λ ∈ (0, 1) and k ∈ N. If k = 1,
then dk,λ = d and (F ,p, d) is CA. If k ≥ 2, then it follows from the definition of dk,λ that

E
(
Zx,y1,dk,λ

)
=

N−1∑
i=0

pidk,λ(fi(x), fi(y))

=

N−1∑
i=0

pi

(
d(fi(x), fi(y)) +

1

λ1/k
E
(
Z
fi(x),fi(y)
1,d

)
+ · · ·+ 1

λ(k−1)/k
E
(
Z
fi(x),fi(y)
k−1,d

))
= E

(
Zx,y1,d

)
+

1

λ1/k
E
(
Zx,y2,d

)
+ · · ·+ 1

λ(k−2)/k
E
(
Zx,yk−1,d

)
+

1

λ(k−1)/k
E
(
Zx,yk,d

)
≤ E

(
Zx,y1,d

)
+

1

λ1/k
E
(
Zx,y2,d

)
+ · · ·+ 1

λ(k−2)/k
E
(
Zx,yk−1,d

)
+

1

λ(k−1)/k
λd(x, y)

= λ1/k
(
d(x, y) +

1

λ1/k
E
(
Zx,y1,d

)
+

1

λ2/k
E
(
Zx,y2,d

)
+ · · ·+ 1

λ(k−1)/k
E
(
Zx,yk−1,d

))
= λ1/kdk,λ(x, y).

Hence, (F ,p, dk,λ) is CA with contraction rate λ1/k. �

3.2.2. NEA. The triple (F ,p, d) is said to be non-expansive on average (NEA) if

E(Zx,y1,d ) ≤ d(x, y) for every x, y ∈M.(3.4)

Remark 3.11. The NEA property was introduced in [JT01] as non-separating on average.
See also [Sza03, Part II] 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 α ∈ (0, 1) the triple (F ,p, dα) 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
(
Zx,yn,d

)
→ 0 as n → ∞ for every x, y ∈ M . Arguing as

in the proof of Lemma 3.3, there exists a sub-sequence (nk)k such that Zx,ynk,d → 0 almost
surely to 0 as k → ∞. Since D and d are assumed to be equivalent, Zx,ynk,D → almost
surely as k → ∞. Hence, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem, E(Zx,ynk,D) → 0 as
k → ∞. Since (F ,p, D) is NEA, E

(
Zx,yn,D

)
→ 0 as n → ∞. This proves that (F ,p, D)

is SA. �

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 k ∈ N and λ ∈ (0, 1) the metric dk,λ
defined in (3.3) is strongly equivalent to d.

Lemma 3.16. For n ≥ 0, let ψn(x, y)
def
= E(Zx,yn,d) be as in Lemma 3.8. If (F ,p, d) is

NEA, then for every x, y ∈M it holds
(1) ψ1(x, y) ≤ d(x, y),
(2) ψn(x, y) is non-decreasing in n and hence the limit limn→∞ ψn(x, y) exists,
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(3) Assuming that M is compact, if for every x, y ∈M we have limn→∞ ψn(x, y) =
0, then ψn → 0 uniformly.

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

pξ1...ξn
def
= pξ1 · · · pξn .

Proof. Property (1) just restates the definition of NEA. To show (2), check that

ψn+1(x, y) = E(Zx,yn+1,d) =

N−1∑
ξ1,...,ξn+1=0

pξ1,...,ξn+1
d(fξ1,...,ξn+1

(x), fξ1,...,ξn+1
(y))

=

N−1∑
ξ1,...,ξn=0

pξ1,...,ξn

N∑
`=1

p` d
(
f`(fξ1,...,ξn(x)), f`(fξ1,...,ξn(y))

)
=

N−1∑
ξ1,...,ξn=0

pξ1,...,ξnE
(
Z
fξ1,...,ξn (x),fξ1,...,ξn (y)

1,d

)

(by NEA) ≤
N−1∑

ξ1,...,ξn=0

pξ1,...,ξnd(fξ1,...,ξn(x), fξ1,...,ξn(y)) = E(Zx,yn,d) = ψn(x, y).

This, together with ψn ≥ 0 implies item (2).
To prove (3), assume that M is compact and ψn → 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 = {fi}N−1
i=0 of homeomorphisms of

(S1, d) which is backward minimal there exists a metric ρ on S1 equivalent to d on S1 such
that (F ,p, ρ) is NEA.

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

N−1∏
j=0

d(fj(x), fj(y))pj ≤ λd(x, y) for every x, y ∈M,

or, equivalently,

E

(
log

Zx,y1,d

d(x, y)

)
≤ log λ < 0 for every x, y ∈M,x 6= y.

Remark 3.18. ConsiderF be an IFS of Lipschitz maps. Let L defined by (3.5). In [DF99],
the condition E(logL) < 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 λ ∈ (0, 1), note that E(Zx,y1,d /d(x, y)) ≤ λ.
Hence, by Jensen’s inequality

E

(
log

Zx,y1,d

d(x, y)

)
≤ logE

(
Zx,y1,d

d(x, y)

)
≤ log λ < 0,

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 [BE88]).

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(x, y)
def
= |x− y|.

Let p = ( 1
2 ,

1
2 ). Consider the IFS F = {f0, f1} given by

f0, f1 : M →M, f0(x)
def
=
x

3
, f1(x)

def
= min{1, 2x}.

Note that for all x, y ∈ [0, 1] it holds

[d(f0(x), f0(y))]
1/2

[d(f1(x), f1(y))]
1/2 ≤ 2

3
|x− y|

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

E(Zx,y1,d ) =
1

2
(d(f0(x), f0(y)) + d(f1(x), f1(y))) =

1

2

(
1

3
d(x, y) + 2d(x, y)

)
,

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 α ∈ (0, 1] such that (F ,p, dα) is CA.

Proof. Consider

(3.5) L(ξ) = L(ξ1)
def
= sup

x,y∈M : x6=y

d(fξ1(x), fξ1(y)

d(x, y)
,

which is a Lipschitz constant for fξ1 . As, by hypothesis, (F ,p, d) is log-CA with some
contraction rate λ ∈ (0, 1), it holds

sup
x 6=y

E

(
log

Zx,y1,d

d(x, y)

)
= E(logL) ≤ log λ < 0.

Hence, by [WW00, Lemma 2], there exists α ∈ (0, 1] such that E(Lα) ∈ (0, 1). Note
that dα is a metric on M and Lα(ξ) is a Lipschitz constant for fξ1 relative to (M,dα). It
follows that for all x, y ∈M

E(dα(Xx
1 , X

y
1 )) ≤ E(Lα)dα(x, y),

and hence (F ,p, dα) is CA with contraction rate E(Lα) ∈ (0, 1). �

Remark 3.23. It is common in the literature to assume a log-CA condition instead of CA,
see for example [Ste12]. In the present setting, by Lemma 3.19 and Proposition 3.22, these
conditions are equivalent (changing d by dα if necessary, for some α ∈ (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 1.1.
Such conditions have been studied, for example, in [Kai78] and later, independently, in
[Ste99, Ste01] and [Car02]. See also [JT01, LsS05]. 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) for every x, y ∈M there exist ` ≥ 1 and λ ∈ (0, 1): E(Zx,y`,d ) ≤ λd(x, y).

Remark 3.24. If (F ,p, d) is LECA then for any α ∈ (0, 1) the triple (F ,p, dα) 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 Σ+

N is naturally equipped with the product topology on {0, . . . , N−1}N,
where {0, . . . , N − 1} is given the discrete topology. A basis is given by the family of
cylinders

[i; ξ1, . . . , ξn]
def
= {η ∈ Σ+

N : ηi+1 = ξ1, . . . , ηi+n = ξn}.
We simply write [ξ1, . . . , ξn]

def
= [1; ξ1, . . . , ξn]. Every cylinder is clopen. Every open set

in Σ+
N 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 3.16 (2), for every x, y ∈M the limit

δ(x, y)
def
= lim

n→∞
ψn(x, y) ≥ 0, where ψn(x, y)

def
= E(Zx,yn,d),

exists. Arguing by contradiction, let us suppose that (F ,p, d) is not SA and hence there
exist x, y ∈M such that δ = δ(x, y) > 0. Define

Bδ
def
=

{
(z, w) : d(z, w) ≥ δ

2

}
,

which is a closed subset of M ×M and hence compact. Note that d and ψn are continuous
on M ×M . Thus, for n ≥ 1 and t ∈ (0, 1) the set

Cn,t
def
= {(z, w) : E(Zz,wn,d ) < td(z, w)}

is open in M ×M and so
An,t

def
= Bδ ∩ Cn,t

is open in Bδ . As we assume LECA, for each (z, w) ∈ Bδ there exist ` ≥ 1 and λ′ ∈
(0, 1) such that E(Zz,w`,d ) ≤ λ′d(z, w) and hence, (z, w) ∈ A`,t for every t ∈ (λ′, 1). In
particular, it holds

Bδ =
⋃

t∈(0,1)

⋃
n∈N

An,t.

By compactness of Bδ , there exist n1, . . . , nk ∈ N and t1, . . . , tk ∈ (0, 1) such that

Bδ = An1,t1 ∪ · · · ∪Ank,tk .
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Define

N
def
= max{n1, . . . , nk} and λ

def
= max{t1, . . . , tk}.

If (z, w) in Bδ , then (z, w) ∈ Ani,ti for some i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. This together with Lemma
3.16 (2) implies that

(3.7) E(Zz,wN,d) ≤ E(Zz,wni,d) < tid(z, w) ≤ λd(z, w).

Let

Γn
def
=
{
ξ : (fnξ (x), fnξ (y)) ∈ Bδ

}
.

Note that Γn is the union of cylinder sets. Indeed, if ξ ∈ Γn then every η ∈ [ξ1, . . . , ξn] ∈
Γn. For n ≥ 0, we have

E(Zx,yN+n,d) = E
(
Zx,yN+n,d1Γn

)
+ E

(
Zx,yN+n,d1Γcn

)
.(3.8)

For the first term, we observe

E
(
Zx,yN+n,d1Γn

)
=

∑
ξn+1,...,ξN+n

∑
[ξ1...ξn]⊂Γn

pξn+1...ξN+n
pξ1...ξnd(fξ1...ξN+n

(x), fξ1...ξN+n
(y))

=
∑

[ξ1,...,ξn]⊂Γn

pξ1...ξn
∑

ξn+1,...,ξN+n

pξn+1...ξN+n
d(fξ1...ξN+n

(x), fξn+1...ξN+n
(y))

=
∑

[ξ1,...,ξn]⊂Γn

pξ1...ξnE
(
Z
fξ1...ξn (x),fξ1...ξn (y)

N,d

)
.

By definition of Γn it holds (fξ1...ξn(x), fξ1...ξn(y)) ∈ Bδ , it follows from (3.7) that

E
(
Zx,yN+n,d1Γn

)
≤

∑
[ξ1,...,ξn]⊂Γn

pξ1...ξnλ d (fξ1...ξn(x), fξ1...ξn(y))

= λE(Zx,yn,d1Γn).

(3.9)

For the second term, we have

E
(
Zx,yN+n,d1Γcn

)
=

∑
[ξ1,...,ξn]⊂Γcn

pξ1...ξnE
(
Z
fξ1...ξn (x),fξ1...ξn (y)

N,d

)
.

Since (F ,p, d) is NEA, again using Lemma 3.16 (2), we get

E
(
Zx,yN+n,d1Γcn

)
≤

∑
[ξ1,...,ξn]⊂Γcn

pξ1...ξnd (fξ1...ξn(x), fξ1...ξn(y)) .

By definition of Γn we have that (fξ1...ξn(x), fξ1...ξn(y)) /∈ Bδ so that

E
(
Zx,yN+n,d1Γcn

)
<
δ

2
µ(Γcn).(3.10)

From (3.8), (3.9) and (3.10) we get

E(Zx,yN+n,d) < λE
(
Zx,yn,d1Γn

)
+
δ

2
µ (Γcn) .
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Moreover, by induction on k ∈ N, it follows

E(Zx,ykN,d) = E
(
Zx,ykN,d1Γ(k−1)N

)
+ E

(
Zx,ykN,d1Γc

(k−1)N

)
≤ λE

(
Zx,y(k−1)N,d1Γ(k−1)N

)
+
δ

2
µ
(

Γc(k−1)N

)
≤ λ2 E

(
Zx,y(k−2)N,d1Γ(k−1)N∩Γ(k−2)N

)
+
δ

2
µ
(

Γc(k−1)N ∪ Γc(k−2)N

)
≤ . . . ≤ λk E

(
Zx,y0,d 1

⋂k−1
j=0 ΓjN

)
+
δ

2
µ
( k−1⋃
j=0

ΓcjN

)

= λkd(x, y)µ
( k−1⋂
j=0

ΓjN

)
+
δ

2
µ
( k−1⋃
j=0

ΓcjN

)
.

Hence, recalling that λ ∈ (0, 1) and using µ(·) ≤ 1, we get

lim
k→∞

E(Zx,ykN,d) ≤
δ

2
,

which is a contradiction. This implies SA. �

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 ε-local (average) contractive
[Ste12, Definition 1]. We say that (F ,p, d) is eventually strongly contracting on average
(ESCA) if for every x ∈M there exist ` ≥ 1 and an open neighborhood V(x,x) ⊂M ×M
of (x, x) such that

(3.11) sup
(y,z)∈V(x,x),y 6=z

E(Zz,y`,d )

d(z, y)
< 1.

Lemma 3.28. If (F ,p, d) is ESCA then for any α ∈ (0, 1) the triple (F ,p, dα) is ESCA.

Remark 3.29. In Section 6.2, the example (F ,p, dα) given is ESCA with parameter ` 6=
1. Moreover, (F ,p, dα) is LECA, but fails to be NEA.

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

Proof. Suppose (F ,p, d) be CA with contracting rate λ ∈ (0, 1). Given α ∈ (0, 1] and a
metric D on M strongly equivalent to dα, take b > a > 0 and such that aD ≤ dα ≤ bD.
Note that (F ,p, dα) is CA with contracting rate λα ∈ (0, 1). Take k ∈ N so that

b

a
λαk < 1.

First, strong equivalence implies that

aE(Zx,yk,D) ≤ E(Zx,yk,dα) for every x, y ∈M.

For every x, y ∈M , x 6= y, CA with contraction rate λα together with the above implies

λαk ≥
E(Zx,yk,dα)

dα(x, y)
=

E(Zx,yk,dα)

E(Zx,yk,D)
·
E(Zx,yk,D)

D(x, y)
· D(x, y)

dα(x, y)
≥ a ·

E(Zx,yk,D)

D(x, y)
· 1

b
.
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Hence, it follows

E(Zx,yk,D) ≤ b

a
λαkD(z, y),

which proves that (F ,p, D) is k-ECA with contraction rate b
aλ

αk ∈ (0, 1). �

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 x ∈M the sequence of random variables (Xx

n)n≥0 on (Σ+
N , µ) by

Xx
n(ξ) := fξn ◦ fξn−1

◦ · · · ◦ fξ1(x); Xx
0 (ξ) := x.

For A ⊂ M measurable, denote by τA(x)
def
= inf{n ≥ 1: Xx

n ∈ A} the first time the
process Xx

n hits the set A. Following [JT01], (F ,p, d) satisfies the local contraction
property relative to A ⊂M if there is λ ∈ (0, 1) such that

(3.12) E
(
d
(
Xx
τA(x)∨τA(y)), X

y
τA(x)∨τA(y))

))
≤ λd(x, y) for every x, y ∈M,

that is, “there is some contraction after the set A ⊂ M is reached”. In other terms, this
condition states that if we start two chains, at x 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 λ.

Remark 3.31. In [JT01, Section 3], it is shown that τA(x) ∨ τA(y) < ∞ almost surely,
assuming that there exists a function V : M → [1,∞), satisfying supx∈A V (x) <∞, and
constants r ∈ (0, 1) and b <∞ such that for every x ∈M

EV (Xx
1 ) ≤ rV (x) + b1A(x).(3.13)

Furthermore, in [JT01] 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 [JT01, 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 [JT01, Section 6] to our con-
text, let M = [0, 2] and d(x, y)

def
= |x − y|. Let p = (p, 1 − p) for some p ∈ (1/2, 1).

Consider the IFS F = {f0, f1} given by

f0, f1 : M →M, f0(x)
def
=

{
x− 2

3 x ≥ 1,
x
3 x ≤ 1,

and f1(x)
def
= min

{
x+

2

3
, 2

}
.

It is easy to see that (F ,p, d) is NEA. On the other hand, for x, y ∈ [1, 4/3] it holds

E(Zx,y1,d )) = E(d(Xx
1 , X

y
1 )) = d(x, y) = |x− 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 = [0, 1]. Since f0 and f1 are non-decreasing functions we have that for every x, y ∈M ,
such that x < y,

τA(x) ≤ τA(y)
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and if y ∈ A, then x ∈ A. Also, note that for x, y ∈ A we have that

E(Zx,y1,d ) =
(p

3
+ (1− p)

)
d(x, y).

Therefore, (3.12) holds with λ def
= p

3 + (1− p) < 1.
On the other hand, consider f(t) = pe−

2
3 t + (1 − p)e

2
3 t. Note that f(0) = 1 and

f ′(0) < 0. Thus, to see that (3.13) holds fix t > 0 such that f(t) < 1. Let r def
= f(t) ∈

(0, 1), b = e
5
3 t and V (x)

def
= etx. If x ∈ A, then

EV (Xx
1 ) = pet

x
3 + (1− p)et(x+ 2

3 ),

and hence

EV (Xx
1 ) ≤ pe t3 + (1− p)e 5

3 t ≤ e 5
3 t ≤ r + b ≤ rV (x) + b1A(x).

If x ∈ (1, 2] = M \A, then

EV (Xx
1 ) ≤ pet(x−

2
3 )+(1−p)et(x+ 2

3 ) = V (x)
(
pe−t

2
3 + (1− p)e 2

3 t
)

= rV (x)+1A(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 [Ste12], the following local average contraction con-
ditions is considered. Given ε > 0, the triple (F ,p, d) is called ε-local contractive on
average (ε-LCA) if there exists λ ∈ (0, 1) such that

sup
0<d(x,y)<ε

E(Zx,y1,d )

d(x, y)
≤ λ.(3.14)

The triple (F ,p, d) is called ε-local log-CA if for some λ ∈ (0, 1)

sup
0<d(x,y)<ε

E

(
log

Zx,y1,d

d(x, y)

)
≤ log λ < 0.

Lemma 3.34. ε-LCA implies ε-local log-LCA.

Proof. By Jensen’s inequality,

sup
0<d(x,y)<ε

E

(
log

Zx,y1,d

d(x, y)

)
≤ sup

0<d(x,y)<ε

logE

(
Zx,y1,d

d(x, y)

)
.

Since logarithm is an increasing function, we get

sup
0<d(x,y)<ε

E

(
log

Zx,y1,d

d(x, y)

)
≤ log

 sup
0<d(x,y)<ε

E
(
Zx,y1,d

)
d(x, y)

 ,

which implies the lemma. �

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

sup
x∈M

[
lim sup
y→x

E(Zx,y1,d )

d(x, y)

]
≤ λ.(3.15)

It is clear that (3.14) implies (3.15). In [Ste12, Remark 9] an example of a triple (F ,p, d)
that is ε-local log-CA but not LCWS is shown.
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Lemma 3.35. ε-LCA implies LCWS and ESCA.

Proof. The first implication is immediate. To check the second one, take k = 1 and
V(x,x) = {(y, z) : d(y, z) < ε} for every x ∈M . �

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 SAexp, that is, there exist constants C > 0 and
λ ∈ (0, 1) such that

E(Zx,yn,d) ≤ Cλn for every x, y ∈M and n ∈ N.(4.1)

For every q ∈ (λ, 1)

D(x, y)
def
=
∑
n≥0

qn

λn
E(Zx,yn,d).

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

Proof. Pick q ∈ (λ, 1) and define D : M ×M → R by (4.1). 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 x, y ∈M

N−1∑
i=0

piD(fi(x), fi(y)) =
∑
n≥0

qn

λn

N−1∑
i=0

piE
(
Z
fi(x),fi(y)
n,d

)
=
∑
n≥0

qn

λn
E(Zx,yn+1,d)

=
λ

q

∑
n≥1

qn

λn
E(Zx,yn,d) ≤ λ

q

∑
n≥0

qn

λn
E(Zx,yn,d) =

λ

q
D(x, y).

Hence, (F ,p, D) is CA with contraction rate λ/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 BD(x, r) ⊂ V , where BD(x, r) is the open ball
relative to the metric D with center x and radius r. Let ε def

= (1 − q)r/(2 − q) > 0. Take
L ∈ N such that

C
∑
n≥L

qn < ε.

It follows from Lemma 3.8, that

U
def
=

L−1⋂
n=0

Un, where Un = {y ∈M : E(Zx,yn,d) < λnε}

is an open set of (M,d). Furthermore, for every y ∈ U

D(x, y) ≤
L−1∑
n=0

qn

λn
E(Zx,yn,d) +

∞∑
n=L

qn

λn
E(Zx,yn,d) <

L−1∑
n=0

εqn + ε < ε
1

1− q
+ ε = r.

Thus, x ∈ U ⊂ BD(x, r) and hence x ∈ U ⊂ V , which proves the desired. Therefore, the
topologies of (M,d) and (M,D) coincide. �
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Remark 4.2. Proposition 4.1 can be applied to IFS F on S1 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 4.1 is in general
not strongly equivalent. Indeed, if ESCA fails, then there exists x ∈ K such that for every
n ≥ 1 there exists a sequence {xnk}k∈N in M such that limk→∞ xnk = x in (M,d) and

lim
k→∞

E(Z
x,xnk
n,d )

d(x, xnk )
≥ 1.

Therefore, we can find a sequence {yn}n∈N such that

lim
n→∞

D(x, yn)

d(x, yn)
=∞,

We now invoke the results obtained in Sections 3.2 and 3.3 to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Assume that (F ,p, d) is NEA, LECA, and ESCA.
First, let us construct for every (x, y) ∈ K×K an open neighborhood V(x,y) as follows.

For (x, y) ∈ K ×K, x 6= y, take ` = `(x, y) ∈ N and λ(x, y) ∈ (0, 1) as in the definition
of (see (3.6)) satisfying

E(Zx,y`,d ) ≤ λ(x, y)d(x, y)

and let

V(x,y)
def
=

{
(z, w) ∈ K ×K : z 6= w and

E(Zz,w`,d )

d(z, w)
<
√
λ(x, y)

}
.

As the function

f : K ×K \ {(z, z) : z ∈ K} → R, f(z, w)
def
=

E(Zz,w`,d )

d(z, w)
,

is continuous and the set {(z, z) : z ∈ K} is closed, V(x,y) is an open subset of K × K
containing (x, y). For x = y ∈ K, take ` = `(x, x) ∈ N and an open neighborhood V(x,x)

of (x, x) as in the definition of ESCA (see (3.11)) satisfying

λ(x, x)
def
= sup

(z,w)∈V(x,y) : y 6=z

E(Zz,w`,d )

d(z, w)
< 1

to get
E(Zz,w`,d ) ≤ λ(x, x)d(z, w),

for all (z, w) ∈ V(x,y).
As K × K is compact, it has a finite sub-cover {V(x1,y1), . . . , V(xm,ym)}. Hence, for

every i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} there are `i = `(xi, yi) ∈ N and λi = λ(xi, yi) ∈ (0, 1) such that
for all (z, w) ∈ V(xi,yi) it holds

E(Zz,w`i,d) ≤ λid(z, w).
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Take k def
= max1≤i≤m `i and λ def

= max1≤i≤m λi. Hence, together with Lemma 3.16 (2),
for every (x, y) ∈ K ×K there exists i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} such that

E(Zx,yk,d ) ≤ E(Zx,y`i,d) ≤ λid(x, y) ≤ λd(x, y).

But this implies that (F ,p, d) is k-ECA with contraction rate λ ∈ (0, 1). By Proposition
3.10, (F ,p, D), where D def

= dk,λ is defined in (3.3), is CA with contraction rate λ1/k.
Hence, invoking Lemma 3.9, d and D are strongly equivalent.

Together with Lemma 3.26, this proves the theorem. �

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(Zx,yn,D) ≤ λnD(x, y) for every x, y ∈ K.
Fix x, y ∈ K. By the above, it holds

lim
n→∞

E(Zx,yn,D) = 0,

that is, Zx,yn,D converges to 0 in L1. By Chebyshev’s inequality, for every ε > 0 it holds

µ(Zx,yn,D ≥ ε) ≤ ε
−1E(Zx,yn,D).

and hence it follows that Zx,yn,D converges to 0 in probability. By [Dur19, Theorem 2.3.2],
there exists a sub-sequence (nk)k such that Zx,ynk,D converges almost surely to 0 as k →∞.

The fact that D and d are equivalent implies Zx,ynk,d converges almost surely to 0 as
k →∞. By dominated convergence theorem, we conclude that

lim
k→∞

E(Zx,ynk,d) = 0.

As we assume that (F ,p, d) is NEA on a compact space and x, y were arbitrary, by Lemma
3.16 (2)–(3) it follows

lim
n→∞

E(Z
(·),(·)
n,d ) = 0

uniformly. This implies SA. �

5. CA FOR IFS’S ON S1

In this section, we will study the particular case of an IFS F of homeomorphisms on
K = S1 (equipped with the usual metric d(x, y)

def
= min{|x−y|, 1−|x−y|}. In particular,

we prove Theorem 1.2.
We first recall the following results which are an immediate consequence of [Mal17,

Theorem A and Proposition 4.2], respectively.

Proposition 5.1. Let F be an IFS of homeomorphisms of S1 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 λ ∈ (0, 1) such that for every
x ∈ S1 and almost every ξ ∈ Σ+

N there exists an open neighborhood Ix(ξ) ⊂ S1 of x such
that for all n ∈ N it holds

Zw,zn,d (ξ) = d(fnξ (w), fnξ (z)) ≤ λn for every w, z ∈ Ix(ξ).
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For the statement of the next proposition, consider the shift σ : Σ+
N → Σ+

N defined by

(σ(ξ))j = ξj+1, j ≥ 1.

Recall that it is continuous.

Proposition 5.2. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 5.1, consider the map

G : Σ+
N × S1 × S1 → Σ+

N × S1 × S1, G(ξ, x, y)
def
= (σ(ξ), fξ1(x), fξ1(y)).

Let E =
⋃
ξ∈Σ+

N
{ξ} × U(ξ) ⊂ Σ+

N × S1 × S1 such that G−1(E) ⊂ E and U(ξ) is open

in S1 × S1 for every ξ ∈ Σ+
N . Let p be a non-degenerate probability vector and µ its its

associate Bernoulli measure µ on Σ+
N and assume that

(µ⊗ ν) (E) > 0

for every stationary5 probability measure ν on S1 × S1. Then actually,

(µ⊗ ν) (E) = 1

for every probability measure ν on S1 × S1 (not necessarily stationary).

Now, let us prove the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Assume that (F ,p, d) and λ ∈ (0, 1) are as in Proposition 5.1. If (F , d) is
proximal, then

µ(Ωx,y) = 1 for every x, y ∈ S1,

where

(5.1) Ωx,y
def
= {ξ ∈ Σ+

N : there exists C > 0 such that Zx,yn,d(ξ) ≤ Cλn for all n ∈ N}.

Proof. For every z ∈ S1 and k ∈ N let

Γk(z)
def
=
{
η ∈ Σ+

N : d(fnη (z1), fnη (z1)) ≤ λn for all n ∈ N, z1, z2 ∈
(
z − 1

k
, z +

1

k

)}
.

Clearly, Γk(z) ⊂ Γk+1(z). By Proposition 5.1, for every z ∈ S1

µ
( ⋃
k∈N

Γk(z)
)

= 1.

Hence, there is k0 = k0(z) ∈ N such that

(5.2) µ (Γk0(z)) > 0.

Let E be the set of points (ξ, x, y) ∈ Σ+
N ×S1×S1 such that there exist z ∈ S1, k0 ∈ N,

and k1 ∈ N satisfying

fk1ξ (x), fk1ξ (y) ∈
(
z − 1

k0
, z +

1

k0

)
, ξ ∈ σ−k1 (Γk0(z)) and µ (Γk0(z)) > 0.

By the following claim, E is nonempty. More precisely, for every (x, y) ∈ S1 × S1 the set
E ∩

(
Σ+
N × {(x, y)}

)
is nonempty.

Claim 5.4. For every x, y ∈ S1 it holds
(
µ⊗ δ(x,y)

)
(E) > 0, where δ(x,y) is the Dirac

measure at (x, y).

5Recall that here ν is stationary if and only if µ⊗ ν is invariant by the skew product G.
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Proof. Fix x, y ∈ S1. By proximality, there exist ξ ∈ Σ+
N and an increasing sequence

(nk)k∈N such that we have
lim
k→∞

Zx,ynk,d(ξ) = 0.

By compactness of S1, there are z ∈ S1 and a subsequence (nkj )j≥1 such that

f
nkj
ξ (x)→ z and f

nkj
ξ (y)→ z,

as j → ∞. Hence, taking k0 = k0(z) as in (5.2), there exists k1 ∈ N large enough such
that fk1ξ (x) and fk1ξ (y) are both in

(
z − 1

k0
, z + 1

k0

)
.

As µ is σ-invariant, it holds µ(σ−k1(Γk0(z))) = µ(Γk0(z)) > 0. Furthermore,

σ−k1 (Γk0(z)) = Σ+
N × · · · × Σ+

N︸ ︷︷ ︸
k1-times

×Γk0(z),

which implies that µ
(
[ξ1, . . . , ξk1 ] ∩ σ−k1 (Γk0(z))

)
> 0. Since(

[ξ1, . . . , ξk1 ] ∩ σ−k1 (Γk0(z))
)
× {(x, y)} ⊂ E ,

this implies the claim. �

Integrating over (x, y) ∈ S1 × S1 with respect to any stationary probability measure ν
on S1 × S1, it follows that

(µ⊗ ν) (E) > 0.

Claim 5.5. The set E is G-invariant, that is, G−1(E) ⊂ E .

Proof. If (ξ, x, y) ∈ G−1(E) then (σ(ξ), fξ1(x), fξ1(y)) ∈ E . Hence there are k1, k0 ∈ N
and z ∈ S1 satisfying

fk1σ(ξ)(fξ1(x)), fk1σ(ξ)(fξ1(y)) ∈
(
z − 1

k0
, z +

1

k0

)
,

σ(ξ) ∈ σ−k1(Γk0(z)), µ (Γk0(z)) > 0.

As fk1σ(ξ) ◦ fξ1 = fk1+1
ξ , this implies

fk1+1
ξ (x), fk1+1

ξ (y) ∈
(
z − 1

k0
, z +

1

k0

)
,

ξ ∈ σ−(k1+1)(Γk0(z)), µ (Γk0(z)) > 0.

But this implies (ξ, x, y) ∈ E . �

Claim 5.6. For every ξ ∈ Σ+
N the set U(ξ)

def
= {(x, y) ∈ S1 × S1 : (ξ, x, y) ∈ E} is open

in S1 × S1.

Proof. Fix ξ ∈ Σ+
N . Given x, y ∈ S1 such that (ξ, x, y) ∈ E , there exist z ∈ S1 and

k0, k1 ∈ N satisfying

fk1ξ (x), fk1ξ (y) ∈
(
z − 1

k0
, z +

1

k0

)
,

ξ ∈ σ−k1
(

Γk0(z)
)
, µ

(
Γk0(z)

)
> 0.

The continuity of fk1ξ implies that the set

V(x,y)
def
=
(
fk1ξ

)−1(
z − 1

k0
, z +

1

k0

)
×
(
fk1ξ

)−1(
z − 1

k0
, z +

1

k0

)
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is an open neighborhood of (x, y) in S1×S1. For every (w1, w2) ∈ V(x,y), it holds fk1ξ (w1),
fk1ξ (w2) ∈ (z − 1/k0, z + 1/k0). Thus, V(x,y) ⊂ U(ξ). This proves the claim. �

By Proposition 5.2, for every x, y ∈ S1 we have(
µ⊗ δ(x,y)

)
(E) = 1.

Therefore, by definition of the sets Γk0(z) for every x, y ∈ S1 and almost every ξ ∈ Σ+
N

there exists k1 ∈ N such that

Zx,yn+k1,d
(ξ) = d(fk1+n

ξ (x), fk1+n
ξ (y)) ≤ λn.

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 λ ∈ (0, 1) are as in Proposition 5.1. Then
(F ,p, d) is SA (and hence LECA).

In the rest of this section, F is a finite family of C1-diffeomorphisms. Hence, there
exist L > 1 such that for all i ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1}

L−1d(x, y) ≤ d(fi(x), fi(y)) ≤ Ld(x, y).(5.3)

Lemma 5.8. Assume that (F ,p, d) and λ ∈ (0, 1) are as in Proposition 5.1. Assume also
that each map in F is a C1-diffeomorphism. Then, for every t ∈ (λ, 1) and x ∈ S1 and
almost every ξ there exists an open neighborhood Jx(ξ) ⊂ S1 of x such that there exists
C > 0 satisfying for all n ∈ N we have

max
z∈Jx(ξ)

|(fnξ )′(z)| ≤ Ctn.

Proof. Fix t ∈ (λ, 1) and x ∈ S1. By Proposition 5.1, for almost every ξ ∈ Σ+
N there exits

an open arc Ix(ξ) ⊂ S1 of x such that for every n ∈ N and y, z ∈ Ix(ξ)

Zy,zn,d(ξ) ≤ λ
n.(5.4)

Denote by ωξ(·) the modulus of continuity of log |f ′ξ1 |. Since ωξ(ε) tends to 0 as ε → 0
and is uniformly bounded, by dominated convergence it follows

lim
ε→0

∫
ωξ(ε)dµ(ξ) = 0.

Fix ε > 0 such that ∫
ωξ(ε)dµ(ξ) ≤ log

λ+ t

2
− log λ.

By Birkhoff ergodic theorem, almost every ξ ∈ Σ+
N

lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1∑
j=0

ωσj(ξ)(ε) =

∫
ωη(ε)dµ(η).(5.5)

Now, fix ξ ∈ Σ+
N such that (5.4) and (5.5) hold. Take k ≥ 1 so that λk < ε. Define

Ix(ξ, ε)
def
= Ix(ξ) ∩

k⋂
j=0

(f jξ )−1
(
f jξ (x)− ε

2
, f jξ (x) +

ε

2

)
,
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and note that Ix(ξ, ε) is an open arc containing x. For every y, z ∈ Ix(ξ, ε) it holds

log
|(fnξ )′(y)|
|(fnξ )′(z)|

=

n−1∑
j=0

log |f ′σj(ξ)(f
j
ξ (y))| − log |f ′σj(ξ)(f

j
ξ (z))| ≤

n−1∑
j=0

ωσj(ξ)(ε).

Let x1 and x2 be the extreme points of Ix(ξ, ε). Note that for every z ∈ Ix(ξ, ε), it holds

log |(fnξ )′(z)|
n

≤ 1

n
log

(
Zx1,x2

n,d

d(x1, x2)

)
+

1

n

n−1∑
j=0

ωσj(ξ)(ε).

Hence, using (5.4) for all n ≥ 1

1

n
log

(
max

z∈Ix(ξ,ε)
|(fnξ )′(z)|

)
≤ log λ− 1

n
log d(x1, x2) +

1

n

n−1∑
j=0

ωσj(ξ)(ε),

so that

lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log

(
max

z∈Ix(ξ,ε)
|(fnξ )′(z)|

)
≤ log

λ+ t

2
.

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

max
z∈Ix(ξ,ε)

|(fnξ )′(z)| ≤ Ctn.

This proves the lemma. �

The following result together with Proposition 3.10 immediately implies Theorem 1.2.

Proposition 5.9. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem 1.2. Then there exist α ∈ (0, 1),
λ ∈ (0, 1), and k ∈ N such that (F ,p, dα) is k-ECA with contraction rate λ.

Proof. Fix points x, y ∈ S1. Let

An
def
= sup

x 6=y

∫
Σ+
N

log

(
Zx,yn,d(ξ)

d(x, y)

)
dµ(ξ).

Note that (An)n≥0 is a subadditive sequence. Hence, by Fekete’s Lemma, the limit A def
=

limn→∞An/n = infn≥1An/n ∈ [−∞,∞) exists.
All hypotheses of Proposition 5.1 are satisfied and we can consider λ ∈ (0, 1) as pro-

vided by this proposition.

Claim 5.10. A ≤ log λ.

Proof. Arguing by contradiction, suppose that log λ < A. Then, for all n ∈ N

log λ < A ≤ sup
x 6=y

∫
Σ+
N

Fn(x, y, ξ) dµ(ξ), where Fn(x, y, ξ)
def
=

1

n
log

(
Zx,yn,d(ξ)

d(x, y)

)
.

Thus, for all n ∈ N there exist xn, yn in S1, xn 6= yn, such that

(5.6) A ≤
∫

Σ+
N

Fn(xn, yn, ξ) dµ(ξ).

By compactness, there exist a subsequence (nk)k≥1 and points x, y ∈ S1 such that

(5.7) lim
k→∞

xnk = x, lim
k→∞

ynk = y.

In the following two cases we consider ξ in a appropriate set of measure 1 to obtain that
the limit superior of Fnk(xnk , ynk , ξ) as k → ∞ is less than or equal to log λ. We then
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will apply Fatou’s Lemma to contradict (5.6). Note that all hypotheses of Lemmas 5.3 and
5.8 are satisfied. Given x, y as above, let Ωx,y be as in (5.1).

Case x 6= y. Fix any t ∈ (λ, 1). Denote by Γt the set of sequences ξ ∈ Σ+
N such that there

exist C > 0 and open arcs Jx(ξ) and Jy(ξ) containing x and y, respectively, and satisfying

max
z∈Jx(ξ)∪Jy(ξ)

|(fnξ )′(z)| ≤ Ctn, Zx,yn,d(ξ) ≤ Cλn for all n ∈ N

By Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.8, the set Γt has measure 1. Given ξ ∈ Γt, by the triangle
inequality and the mean value inequality it follows

Z
xnk ,ynk
nk,d

(ξ) ≤ Zxnk ,xnk,d
(ξ) + Zx,ynk,d(ξ) + Z

y,ynk
nk,d

(ξ)

= d(fnkξ (xnk), fnkξ (x)) + d(fnkξ (x), fnkξ (y)) + d(fnkξ (y), fnkξ (ynk))

≤ |(fnkξ )′(x̂k)|d(xnk , x) + Zx,yn,d(ξ) + |(fnkξ )′(ŷk)|d(ynk , y),

for some points x̂k and ŷk between xnk and x and between ynk and y, respectively. By
(5.7), x̂k → x and ŷk → y as k → ∞. Then, for k large enough x̂k ∈ Jx(ξ) and
ŷk ∈ Jy(ξ) and it follows

Z
xnk ,ynk
nk,d

(ξ) ≤ Ctnkd(xnk , x) + Cλnk + Ctnkd(ynk , y).

This implies
lim sup
k→∞

Fnk(xnk , ynk , ξ) ≤ log t.

Given L > 1 satisfying (5.3), as

− logL ≤ Fnk(xnk , ynk , ξ) ≤ log t < 0,

Fatou’s Lemma implies

lim sup
k→∞

∫
Fnk(xnk , ynk , ξ) dµ(ξ) ≤

∫
lim sup
k→∞

Fnk(xnk , ynk , ξ) dµ(ξ) ≤ log t.

As t ∈ (λ, 1) was arbitrary, it follows

lim sup
k→∞

∫
Fnk(xnk , ynk , ξ)dµ(ξ) ≤ log λ,

which contradicts (5.6).

Case x = y. By Lemma 5.8, for every t ∈ (λ, 1) and x ∈ S1 and for almost every ξ there
exist an open neighborhood Jx(ξ) ⊂ S1 of x and a constant C > 0 such that for all n ∈ N
it holds

max
z∈Jx(ξ)

|(fnξ )′(z)| ≤ Ctn.(5.8)

Fix ξ ∈ Σ+
N such that (5.8) holds. Take k1 ∈ N large enough so that xnk and ynk are both

Jx(ξ), for all k ≥ k1. By the mean value inequality,

Fnk(xnk , ynk , ξ) ≤
1

nk
logC + log t,

for all k ≥ k1. Thus,
lim sup
k→∞

Fnk(xnk , ynk , ξ) ≤ log t.

By Fatou’s lemma and using again that t ∈ (λ, 1) was arbitrary, it follows

lim sup
k→∞

∫
Fnk(xnk , ynk , ξ) dµ(ξ) ≤

∫
lim sup
k→∞

Fnk(xnk , ynk , ξ) dµ(ξ) ≤ log λ,

which contradicts (5.6).
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This proves the claim. �

By Claim 5.10, for every n ∈ N sufficiently large,
1

n
An <

1

2
log λ < 0.

Consider again L > 1 as in (5.3). Hence, for every n ∈ N, ξ, and x 6= y

−n logL ≤
∣∣∣∣log

d(fnξ (x), fnξ (y))

d(x, y)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ n logL

Using the above and that ex ≤ 1 + x+ x2e|x|/2, for every α ∈ (0, 1) it follows that∫
Σ+
N

dα(fnξ (x), fnξ (y))

dα(x, y)
dµ(ξ) =

∫
Σ+
N

eα log(d(fnξ (x),fnξ (y))/d(x,y)) dµ(ξ)

≤
∫

Σ+
N

(
1 + α log

d(fnξ (x), fnξ (y))

d(x, y)
+

+
α2

2
log2

(
d(fnξ (x), fnξ (y))

d(x, y)

)
e|log(d(fnξ (x),fnξ (y))/d(x,y))|

)
dµ(ξ)

≤ 1 + α

∫
Σ+
N

log

(
Zx,yn,d(ξ)

d(x, y)

)
dµ(ξ) +

α2

2
(n logL)2Ln

≤ 1 + αAn +
α2

2
(n logL)2Ln < 1 +

α

2
n log λ+

α2

2
(n logL)2Ln.

Now taking α ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small, the right hand side provides a contraction rate in
(0, 1). This implies the assertion. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let α ∈ (0, 1), λ ∈ (0, 1), and k ∈ N be as in Proposition 5.9 so
that (F ,p, dα) is k-ECA with rate λ. By Proposition 3.10, (F ,p, D) is CA with contrac-
tion rate λ1/k, where

D(x, y)
def
= dα(x, y) +

1

λ1/k
E(Zx,y1,dα) + · · ·+ 1

λ(k−1)/k
E(Zx,yk−1,dα)

is as in (3.3) for dα instead of d. By Lemma 3.9, it holds d ≤ D ≤ Cdα for some C > 0
and hence D is strongly equivalent to dα. �

6. EXAMPLES

The following examples illustrate that the hypotheses in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 are sharp.
We consider S1 equipped with the usual metric d(x, y)

def
= min{|x− y|, 1− |x− y|}.

6.1. LECA, but not ESCA. Let F = {f0, f1} be the family of two diffeomorphisms of
S1 such that f0 has two fixed points, one attracting and one repelling, and f1 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 f0.

Note that (F ,p, d) verifies the hypotheses of Theorem 1.2. Hence, there exist α ∈
(0, 1], λ ∈ (0, 1) and n ∈ N such that for D def

= (dα)n,λ the triple (F ,p, D) is CA. In
particular, (F ,p, D) satisfies NEA, SA, LECA, and ESCA. However, by the latter together
with Lemma 3.30, for all β ∈ (0, 1] the metric Dβ cannot be strongly equivalent to d.
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Let µ be a stationary probability for IFS with probabilities (F−1,p). By stationarity, it
holds

µ = p (f−1
0 )∗µ+ (1− p) (f−1

1 )∗µ.

By [GS17, Lemma 2.6], µ is non-atomic and has full support. Consider the metric ρ on
S1, given by ρ(x, y)

def
= min{µ([x, y]), µ([y, x])}. By [GS17, Proposition 1.2], (F ,p, ρ)

is NEA.

Lemma 6.1. (F ,p, ρ) is SA and LECA.

Proof. Since (F ,p, d) is SA and (F ,p, ρ) is NEA, Lemma 3.13 implies that (F ,p, ρ) is
SA. By Lemma 3.25, (F ,p, ρ) is LECA. �

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

Claim 6.2. Assume ρ(x, y) = µ([x, y]). Then, it holds E(Zx,yn,ρ) = ρ(x, y) if only if for all
ξ1, . . . , ξn we have

ρ(fξ1...ξn(x), fξ1...ξn(y)) = µ(fξ1...ξn([x, y])).

Lemma 6.3. The triple (F ,p, ρ) is not ESCA.

Proof. Given x ∈ S1 and ε ∈ (0, 1), denote by Arc(x, ε) the open arc centered at x and
with µ-measure equal to ε (recall that µ is nonatomic and has full support, hence Arc(x, ε)
is a nontrivial interval). Given x and ` ∈ N, consider the set

V`(x)
def
= Arc(x, 4−1) ∩

⋂
ξ1,...,ξ`

(fξ1...ξ`)
−1

Arc(fξ1...ξ`(x), 4−1) ⊂ Arc(x, 4−1),

which is also a nontrivial open interval. For every y, z ∈ V`(x) such that [y, z] ⊂ V`(x)
for every ξ1, . . . , ξ` ∈ {0, 1}, it hence holds

fξ1...ξ`([y, z]) ⊂ Arc(fξ1...ξ`(x), 4−1)

and therefore

4−1 ≥ µ(fξ1...ξ`([y, z])) = ρ(fξ1...ξ`(y), fξ1...ξ`(z)).

Hence, from Claim 6.2, it follows

(6.1) ρ(y, z) = µ([y, z]) = E(Zy,z`,ρ ).

Any other neighborhood V of x, contains an open arc W containing x, so that for all
` ≥ 1, W ∩ V`(x) ⊂ V is and open arc containing x. Now it is enough to consider
y, z ∈W ∩ V`(x) to get (6.1). This completes the proof that (F ,p, ρ) is not ESCA. �

6.2. LECA, but not NEA. Let p = (p, 1 − p) be a non-degenerate probability vector
and µ its associated Bernoulli measure. Without loss of generality, we can assume p =
max{p, 1−p}. Let f0, f1 : S1 → S1 be orientation preserving homeomorphisms, such that
there exist two open arcs I, J ⊂ S1 with disjoint closures having the following properties
(compare also Figure 2):

(1) The extreme point of J are fixed points y0 and y1 of f0 and f1, respectively. Here
we are assuming that y0 6= y1.

(2) There exists an open arc J∗ ⊂ J such that f0(J∗), f1(J∗) ⊂ S1 \ J .
(3) The arc I is (forward) invariant, that is, f0(I), f1(I) ⊂ I .
(4) For every x ∈ S1 \ J there exists n ≥ 0 such that fnξ (x) ∈ I for all ξ ∈ Σ+

2 .
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(5) There is r ∈ (0, 1) so that

d
(
fnξ (x), fnξ (y)

)
≤ rnd(x, y) for every n ∈ N and x, y ∈ I.

(6) d(fi(x), fi(y)) ≥ d(x, y) for every x, y ∈ J ∩ f−1
0 (J) ∩ f−1

1 (J) and i = 0, 1.
(7) Every fi is Lipschitz: there is c > 1 so that

d(fi(x), fi(y)) ≤ cd(x, y) for every x, y ∈ S1 and i = 0, 1.

By (6), for the IFSF = {f0, f1} the triple (F ,p, d) is not ε-LCA. An appropriately chosen
example also fails to be NEA (just choose f0, f1 being expanding in J). Since J ( S1 and
f−1

0 ∪ f−1
1

(
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 ρ equivalent to D (and hence d), such that (F ,p, ρ)
is CA.

By (3) and (5), F induces a contracting IFS on I . Together with (4), every x 6∈ J
eventually enters and remains in I . On the other hand, it follows from (2) that

f−1
0 (J), f−1

1 (J) ⊂ J

and there is a set of points in X ⊂ J and for every x ∈ X some sequence ξ = ξ(x) such
that fnξ (x) ∈ X for every 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 x

{ξ ∈ Σ+
2 : fnξ (x) ∈ J for all n ∈ N}

has measure zero. For k ≥ 1 and x ∈ S1, define

Γ0
x

def
=

{
Σ+

2 if x ∈ I,
∅ otherwise,

Γkx
def
= {ξ ∈ Σ+

2 : fkξ (x) ∈ I, fk−1
ξ (x) /∈ I}, Γx

def
=
⋃
k≥0

Γkx.

Lemma 6.5. There exists N ∈ N such that

µ
(N+1⋃
k=0

Γkx

)
> 0 for every x ∈ S1.(6.2)

and for all m ≥ 1

µ
(
ΓN+m+1
x

)
≤ µ

(
Σ+

2 \
N+m⋃
k=0

Γkx

)
≤ pm.(6.3)

Moreover, for every x ∈ S1 it holds µ (Γx) = 1.

Proof. Fix y ∈ J∗. By (4), it holds f0(y), f1(y) /∈ J . Let K,L ⊂ S1 \ J be the open arcs
with extremes f0(y) and y1 and f1(y) and y0, respectively. By (4), there are k = k(K) ∈ N
and ` = `(L) ∈ N so that

fkξ (K), f `ξ (L) ∈ I for every ξ ∈ Σ+
2 .

Let N def
= k + `. By (3), for all ξ ∈ Σ+

2

fk+`
ξ (K), fk+`

ξ (L) ∈ I for every ξ ∈ Σ+
2 .
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Let W ⊂ S1 \ J be the closed arc with extremes f0(y) and f1(y). As f0 and f1 preserve
orientation, fnξ preserves orientation. Hence, fnξ (W ) ⊂ I for all ξ ∈ Σ+

2 .
Now, let us prove (6.2) and (6.3). Fix x ∈ S1.

Case x ∈W . As fk+`
ξ (x) ∈ I for every ξ ∈ Σ+

2 , (6.2) and (6.3) are immediate.

Case x 6∈W . Let us construct a sequence ξ ∈ Σ+
2 such that for all m ≥ 1

[ξ1] ∪ [η1, ξ2] ∪ · · · ∪ [η1, . . . , ηm−1, ξm] ⊂
m+N⋃
k=0

Γkx,(6.4)

where ηi ∈ {0, 1}\{ξi}. Since x is either between y and f0(y) or between y and f1(y),
there exists ξ1 ∈ {0, 1} such that x is between y and fξ1(y). As fξ1 preserves orientation,
fξ1(x) ∈W . So that

[ξ1] ⊂
N+1⋃
k=0

Γkx,

that is, (6.4) holds for m = 1. Let η1 ∈ {0, 1}\{ξ1}. If fη1(x) ∈W then
⋃N+1
k=0 Γkx = Σ+

2

which implies (6.4) for all m ≥ 2 and ξm ∈ {0, 1}. If fη1(x) /∈ W then fη1(x) is either
between y and f0(y) or between y and f1(y) so there exists ξ2 ∈ {0, 1} such that fη1(x)
is between y and fξ2(y). As fξ2 preserves orientation, fξ2(fη1(x)) ∈W . So that

[ξ1] ∪ [η1, ξ2] ⊂
N+2⋃
k=0

Γkx,

that is, (6.4) holds form = 2. Let η2 ∈ {0, 1}\{ξ2}. If fη2(fη1(x)) ∈W then
⋃N+2
k=0 Γkx =

Σ+
2 which implies (6.4) for all m ≥ 3 and ξm ∈ {0, 1}. If fη2(fη1(x)) /∈ W then

fη2(fη1(x)) is either between y and f0(y) or between y and f1(y) so that there exists ξ3 ∈
{0, 1} such that fη2(fη1(x)) is between y and fξ3(y). Continuing this process inductively
on m we conclude (6.4).

Therefore

[ξ1] ⊂
N+1⋃
k=0

Γkx and hence µ
(N+1⋃
k=0

Γkx

)
≥ 1− p > 0,

and so (6.2) holds. Moreover

ΓN+m+1
x ⊂ Σ+

2 \
m+N⋃
k=0

Γkx ⊂ [η1, . . . , ηm]

so that µ(ΓN+m+1
x ) ≤ pm. This proves the lemma. �

Proof of Lemma 6.4. Given any x, y ∈ S1, let ξ ∈ Γx ∩ Γy and choose k ∈ N such that
fkξ (x), fkξ (y) ∈ I . By (4), it holds

lim
n→∞

d(fnξ (x), fnξ (y)) = lim
n→∞

d(fk+n
ξ (x), fk+n

ξ (y)) = 0.

As by Lemma 6.5, µ(Γx ∩ Γy) = 1 holds, it follows that (F ,p, d) is S. By Lemma 3.3, it
is SA and proximal. By Lemma 3.25, it is LECA. �

Fix ` ≥ 1 and pick α ∈ (0, 1) such that

(6.5) r`c < 1 and cα < c(`+1)α <
1

p
.
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The choice of these numbers will be apparent in the proof of Lemma 6.7. Consider the
metric dα on S1 and define the metric D̂ on S1 by

D̂(x, y)
def
= E

(
sup
n≥0

Zx,yn,dα

)
.

Since d and dα are equivalent, D̂ and d are equivalent by Lemma 3.8.

Lemma 6.6. It holds

dα ≤ D̂ ≤ Cdα where C
def
= c(N+1)α

(
1 + 2

∑
k≥1

(cαp)
k
)
.

Proof. Clearly dα ≤ D̂. Let us show the other inequality. For k ≥ 1 and x, y ∈ S1 define

Γkx,y
def
=
{
ξ ∈ Σ+

2 : fkξ (x) ∈ I, fkξ (y) ∈ I
}
∩
{
ξ ∈ Σ+

2 : fk−1
ξ (x) /∈ I or fk−1

ξ (y) /∈ I
}
.

If x, y ∈ I , then let Γ0
x,y

def
= Σ+

2 . If x /∈ I or y /∈ I , then let Γ0
x

def
= ∅. Note that {Γkx,y}k is

a family of pairwise disjoint sets and Γkx,y ⊂ Γkx ∪ Γky . Moreover, it is immediate from the
definition that

Γx ∩ Γy ⊂ Γx,y
def
=
⋃
n≥0

Γnx,y.

Hence, together with Lemma 6.5, it follows

1 = µ(Γx ∩ Γy) = µ(Γx,y) =
∑
n≥0

µ
(
Γnx,y

)
.

Fix x, y ∈ S1. For every ξ ∈ Γkx,y , by (7) and (5), we have that

sup
n≥0

Zx,yn,dα(ξ) = sup
n≥0

dα(fnξ (x), fnξ (y)) < ckαdα(x, y).

It follows that

D̂(x, y) = E
(

sup
n≥0

Zx,yn,dα
)

=
∑
k≥0

E
(

sup
n≥0

Zx,yn,dα1Γkx,y

)
≤ c(N+1)αdα(x, y)µ

(
Γ0
x,y ∪ . . . ∪ ΓN+1

x,y

)
+ dα(x, y)

∑
k≥N+2

ckαµ
(

Γkx,y

)
≤ c(N+1)αdα(x, y)

(
1 +

∑
k≥N+2

c(k−N−1)α
(
µ(Γkx) + µ(Γky)

))
≤ c(N+1)αdα(x, y)

(
1 + 2

∑
k≥N+2

c(k−N−1)αpk−N−1
)

≤ Cdα(x, y).

As x, y were arbitrary, this finishes the proof. �

Lemma 6.7. The triple (F ,p, D̂) is SA, NEA, LECA and ESCA.

Proof. By Lemmas 6.6 and 3.2, (F ,p, D̂) is S. Hence, by which Lemma 3.1, (F ,p, D̂) is
SA, proving the first assertion.
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To show NEA and LECA, check that

E
(
Zx,y

1,D̂

)
= p D̂(f0(x), f0(y)) + (1− p) D̂(f1(x), f1(y))

= pE
(

sup
n≥0

Z
f0(x),f0(y)
n,dα

)
+ (1− p)E

(
sup
n≥0

Z
f1(x),f1(y)
n,dα

)
= pE

(
1[0] sup

n≥0
Zx,yn+1,dα

)
+ (1− p)E

(
1[1] sup

n≥0
Zx,yn+1,dα

)
= E

(
sup
n≥1

Zx,yn,dα

)
.

This implies E(Zx,y
1,D̂

) ≤ D̂(x, y), that is, (F ,p, D̂) is NEA. Hence, as (F ,p, D̂) is NEA.

As (F ,p, D̂) is NEA and SA, Lemma 3.26 property LECA follows.
Now, let us prove that (F ,p, D̂) is ESCA. Let N be as in Lemma 6.5, ` as in (6.5), and

C is as in Lemma 6.6. Recalling that r, p ∈ (0, 1), we can fix n ∈ N sufficiently large such
that

(6.6) (r`c)nα + cn(`+1)αpn−N <
1

2C
.

Recall that
⋃N+1
k=0 Γkx 6= ∅ for every x ∈ S1. Note that

⋃N+1
k=0 Γkx is covered by cylin-

ders of length N and, in particular, {fNξ : ξ ∈
⋃N+1
k=0 Γkx} is a collection of at most 2N

homeomorphisms. Hence, given x ∈ S1, the set

Vx
def
=

⋂
ξ∈

⋃N
k=0 Γkx

(
fNξ
)−1

(I),

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

E
(
Zy,z(`+1)n,dα

)
= E

(
1⋃n

k=0 Γkx
Zy,z(`+1)n,dα

)
+ E

(
1Σ+

2 \
⋃n
k=0 Γkx

Zy,z(`+1)n,dα

)
= E

(
1⋃n

k=0 Γkx
dα(f `nσn(ξ)(f

n
ξ (y)), f `nσn(ξ)(f

n
ξ (z))

)
+ E

(
1Σ+

2 \
⋃n
k=0 Γkx

Zy,z(`+1)n,dα

)
(by (7)) ≤ cnαr`nαdα(y, z)µ

(
n⋃
k=0

Γkx

)
+ c(`+1)nαdα(y, z)µ

(
Σ+

2 \
n⋃
k=0

Γkx

)
≤
(

(r`c)nα + c(`+1)nαpn−N
)
dα(y, z)

≤ 1

2C
dα(y, z).

By Lemma 6.6, for every y, z ∈ Vx

E
(
Zy,z

(m+1)N,D̂

)
D̂(y, z)

≤ C
E
(
Zy,z(m+1)N,dα

)
dα(y, z)

≤ 1

2
,

which implies that

sup
(y,z)∈Vx×Vx

E
(
Zy,z

(m+1)N,D̂

)
D̂(y, z)

≤ 1

2
< 1.

Since x is arbitrary, this proves ESCA, and completes the proof. �

Remark 6.8. The constant 1
2 in equation (6.6) is insignificant, in fact, we can change 1

2
for any t ∈ (0, 1) and get the same result.
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By Theorem 1.1, Lemma 6.7 allows us to conclude that there exists a metric D strongly
equivalent to D̂ such that (F ,p, D) is CA. Hence, D is strongly equivalent to dα.

Remark 6.9. Note that in the proof of Lemma 6.7 we show that (F ,p, dα) is ESCA. The
triple (F ,p, dα) 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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