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Abstract

The orbit of a point € X in a classical iterated function system (IFS) can
be defined as {fu(z) = fu, 0 0 fu, () : w = u1 -+ u, is a word of a full shift ¥
on finite symbols and f,, is a continuous self map on X }. One also can associate
to 0 = o102 -+ € ¥ a non-autonomous system (X, f,) where the trajectory of
z € X is defined as z, fo, (Z), fo10,(2),.... Here instead of the full shift, we
consider an arbitrary shift space 3. Then we investigate basic properties related
to this IFS and the associated non-autonomous systems. In particular, we look
for sufficient conditions that guarantees that in a transitive IFS one may have
a transitive (X, f,) for some o € ¥ and how abundance are such o’s.

Keywords: iterated function systems (IFS), non-autonomous system, topological
transitivity, point transitivity.
2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 37B55, 37B05, 37B10.

1 Introduction

In a classical dynamical system, here called conventional dynamical system, we have
a phase space and a unique map where the trajectories of points are obtained by
iterating this map. However, in various problems, including applied ones, one may
have some finite sequence of maps in place of a single map acting on the same phase
space. As an example let X be the space of mixture of some materials which are
supposed to be mixed by application of two robotic arms rg and r; and only one
of them at each unit of time. Due to some technical considerations, two r; cannot
be applied in a row, though this consideration is not on place for rg. Thus the
application of these arms, and hence the dynamics of the system, is bound to the
golden subshift, i.e., the subshift whose forbidden set is {11}. In fact, there are
many natural processes whose evolution evolve with discrete time which are involved
with two or more interactions. For instance, in Physics by two or more maps have
appeared in [2, 20], Economy in [22] and Biology in [7]. In Mathematics, this has
been studied either by non-autonomous systems in many literature such as [15] or as
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iterated function system (IFS) for constructing and studying some fractals in [8, 13]
or for investigating dynamical properties in some studies such as [3, 4, 11, 12].

In a “classical” IF'S, a compact metric space X and a set of some k finite continuous
functions {fo, ---, fr—1} on X are assumed and the trajectory of a point x € X is
considered to be the action on x of the sequence of freely combination of those maps,
or action on x of combination of those maps over the words of a full shift: just write
fu = fu, ©---0 fu, where u = uj---up is a word of the full shift over k symbols.
Hence no limitation is applied as in our aforesaid example on the robotic arms where
there words were forbidden to have 11 as a subword. The limitation applied on the
shift space would transfer to some limitations on the system. For instance, a system
may be topological transitive in classical IF'S but not in our case, i.e., when the full
shift is replaced with a more general subshift.

Thus one may look at X as a phase space and the subshift 3 as a parameter space
showing how the maps must be combined.

The present paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we formalize the
definitions and notations. Section 3 is mainly devoted to the definitions of transitivity
in IFS and relation between them. In particular, we show that when the shift space
is sofic, topological transitivity in the constituent IFS implies the point transitivity
along a transitive orbit in the shift space; a fact which is not necessarily satisfied
for nonsofics. In Section 4, we like to see how large the set S = {oc € ¥ : Tz €

X, Oy(x) = X} can be. Section 5 mixing and exactness of an IFS versus to those
properties along orbits through some examples has been considered.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 TIterated function systems

Throughout the paper, X will be a compact metric space. The classical iterated func-
tion system (IFS) consists of finitely many continuous self maps F = {fo, ..., fi-1}
on X. The forward orbit of a point € X, denoted by OT (z), is the set of all values of
finite possible combinations of f;’s at ©. We need the following equivalent statement:
Let X7 be the full shift on & symbols and let L(X, 7)) called the language of ¥ 7| be
the set of words or blocks. Define f,,(z) : X — X by

fun 0o fu (@), w=ur--un € L(EF). (1)

Then O (x) = {fu(z) : u € L(X7)}. Such iterated function systems, here called
classical IFS, have been the subject of study for quite a long time.
Here we define an IFS to be

J=(X,F={fo, s fu=1}, D). (2)

where each f; is continuous and ¥ is an arbitrary subshift on k& symbols, not necessarily
the full shift ¥ 7| as in the classical IFS. Later a brief review of symbolic dynamics



will be given in subsection 2.2. By this setting, 37 above will be replaced with
¥ and thus O (z) = {fu(z) : u € L(X)} is the forward orbit of z. In particular,
fu(fo(x)) = fou(zr) whenever vu is admissible or equivalently vu € L£(X). Let u =
uy - uy € L(X) and set u=t :=u, ---uy. Then for A C X,

(fu)HA) = (fup 00 fu,) ' (A)
= f_llo"'o ‘1(A)

= f;—l (A)7
where for the last equality, we used (1). Also
fu_—ll (fv_—ll (4) = v_—llu—l(A) = f(;i)—l(A)
= (fw) " (A).

Thus the backward orbit and the (full) orbit of a point = € X are O_(z) = {f, " (z) :
u € L(X)} and O(x) = OF (z) = OF (z) U O_(x) respectively.

When all f;’s are homeomorphisms, the backward, forward and full trajectory of
x is defined.

We say F = {fo, ..., fe—1} I8 surjective, injective, homeomorphism if all f;’s in
F are so.

When k = 1 and ¥ = {0}, we simply have the classical dynamical system,
here called conventional dynamical system denoted either by the pair (X, f) or J =

(X, {fo}, {0°}).

2.2 Symbolic dynamics

A brief recall of the symbolic dynamics is given here. Notations and main ideas
are borrowed from [17] and the proofs of the claims can be found there. Let .4 be
a non-empty finite set and let ¥4 = A”Z (resp. AY) be the collection of all bi-
infinite (resp. right-infinite) sequences of symbols from A. The shift map on ¥4
is the map 7 where 7(0) = o’ is defined by o] = 0;41. The pair (X4, 7) is the
full shift and any closed invariant subset ¥ of ¥ 4 is called a subshift or a shift
space. A word or block over A is a finite sequence of symbols from A. Denote by
L,,(X) the set of all admissible n-words and call £(X) := J,—, Ln(X) the language
of ¥. For u € ﬁk(Z), let the cylinder g[u]ngk,l =y [UJg---’ngJrk,l][Jrk,l be the set
{o =-0_10001-- €X:0p-0pyp-1 = u}. If £ =0, we drop the subscripts and
we just write [u].

A shift space X is irreducible if for every ordered pair of words u, v € £(X) there
is a word w € L(X) so that uwv € L(X). A point o € X is transitive if every word in
3} appears in ¢ infinitely many often. A subshift ¥ is irreducible iff ¥ has a transitive
point.

Shift spaces described by a finite set of forbidden blocks are called shifts of finite
type (SFT) and their factors are called sofic. A word w € L(X) is called synchronizing



if uwv € L(X) whenever uw, wv € L(X). A synchronized system is an irreducible shift
which has a synchronizing word. Any sofic is synchronized.

A subshift 3 is specified, or has the specification property, if there is N € N such
that if u,v € L£(X), then there is w of length N so that uwv € L(X). A specified
system is mixing and synchronized and any mixing sofic is specified. A coded system
is the closure of the set of sequences obtained by freely concatenating the words in a
list of words. In particular, any synchronized system is coded.

All synchronized systems have an (edge) labeled graph presentation called cover.
These are directed graphs whose edges are with assigned labels from A and infinite
walk on the graph and recording the labels will represent a point in the subshift. The
set of all such points is dense in the subshift.

2.2.1 Factors and extensions in an IFS

There is a natural way to define factors in a non-autonomous and in classical iterated
function systems [15] and [18] Let (X, f1,00) and (Y, g1,00) be two non-autonomous
systems. Then, (Y, g1, ) is a factor of (X, f1, ), if there is a surjective continuous
function ¢ : X — Y such that ¢ o f;(z) = g; o ¢(z) for each x € X and each ¢ € N.
Also let 3= (X, F, ¥ 4) and 3" = (Y, G, ¥ 4) be two classical IFS where ¥ 4 and
¥4 are full shifts over the finite alphabets A and A’. Then, 3’ is a factor of J if
|A| > | A’ and there are surjective continuous maps ¥ : ¥ 4 — X4 jand ¢ : X =Y
such that ¢ o fo, () = gw(s,) © () for each x € X and each o € ¥ 4. In the latter,
by the way it has been defined, a necessity for J’ being a factor of J is that X 4
being a factor of X 4.

Now we set up to define factors in general IFS. First let ¥ and ¥’ be subshifts
on the alphabets A and A’ respectively and suppose that ¥’ is a factor of ¥ via an
(m + n+ 1)-block map ¥ : By i1 (S) — A Let ¢ = Too = U™ 05 5 5 be
the induced sliding block map with

(o) = Y(- 010001 ) = -0y -
whenever U(0;_m0i—m+1 - 0itn) = 0;. For one sided shifts, let m = 0. If necessary,
by passing to higher block shifts [17, §1.4], and replacing ¥ and ¥’ with suitable
conjugate subshifts, one may consider that ¥ to be a 1-block map.

Definition 2.1. Let ¢ be a continuous map from X onto Y. Then 3 = (Y,G =
{90, .-+, go}, ') is a factor of T = (X, F = {fo, ..., fe}, ) if X' is a factor of &
as above and for ally €Y and x € ¢~ (y)

@ o fo'ifm"'a'i+n (x) = go’: (y)'

Hence, 3’ is a factor of 3, if for each o € ¥, the non-autonomous system (Y, gy(»))
is a factor of (X, f,) via ¢ : X = Y. In this situation, J is called an extension of
3. If 3 is also a factor of ', then J and T’ are conjugate.



If necessary, by passing to an N-higher block shifts for some N € N and replacing
Y with that new shift and F with {f, : uv € Ly(X)}, we may consider that ¥ defining
the block factor map between ¥ and ¥/, N-higher block shift, to be a 1-block map.

It is trivial to check that all dynamical properties defined in Definitions 3.1 and
3.4 are invariant under the factor map.

3 Transitivity

Two sorts of transitivity are very common in the study of topological dynamical
systems: topological transitivity and point transitivity. These two concepts are the
same for surjective conventional dynamical systems on the compact metric spaces
such as subshifts but not for IFS’s and non-autonomous dynamical systems. Hence
we say a transitive point in X but will emphasize for point transitivity or topological
transitivity in other places.

Definition 3.1. Consider J as in (2) and let U and V be arbitrary open sets in X .
Then J is

1. “forward” point transitive, if there is x € X such that {fu(z) : u € L(X)} is
dense in X. We drop “forward” when it is clear from the context. Backward
point transitivity s likewise defined.

2. topological transitive, if there is u € L, (X) such that f,(U) NV # 0.

3. mixing, if there is M = M(U, V') € N such that for n > M, there is u € L,(X2)
such that f,(U)NV £ 0.

4. exact, if there is uw(U) € L(X) such that for any uu’ € L(X), fuuw(U) =X.

We have the following implications in any IF'S:

exactness = mixing = topological transitivity = point transitivity. (3)

The first two implications follow from the definition and the last from the next propo-
sition. Also, since conventional dynamical systems are IF'S, they provides examples
that the first two implications are not reversible.

Proposition 3.2. Let 3= (X, F, X) be a surjective IFS. If for arbitrary non-empty
open sets U,V there is u € L(X) such that (f,) "2 (U)NV # 0, then T is point
transitive.

Proof. Let B ={U, : n € N} be a countable base for X. Fix n € N and set

G, = Uner(x) (fu)_l(Un)' (4)

By the assumption for an arbitrary open set V, G, NV # () and so the open set G,
is dense and as a result, N,enGy, is residual. Hence for z € NpenG,, and any n € N
there is u € £(X) such that z € (f,)~'(U,). This means f,(z) € U, and so x is a
transitive point. O



Figure 1: Nodes represent the points in X. The farthest node on the right is 1, the
second % and so on.

Unlike a surjective conventional dynamical system, the last implication in (3) is
not reversible. This fact was noticed in some literature [16, 19]; however, we did not
find any example to justify, so we bring our own.

Example 3.3. Let J = (X, {fo, f1, f2}, ¥jF|) where X = {1/n: n e NJU{0} CR
is equipped with subspace topology.
Our maps are defined as follows. (See Figure 1.) For alli, f;(0) =0 and f;(1) = 1.

1 1
fO(TL"’l) n? n_7
1 1
— o>
o7 m e
1 1 1.1
I >1 and fi(=)=-.
hig,) mt1 and  fi(3) =73

Also, fg(%) = %, fg(%) = % and

1 1
_ >1
P17 my2 T
1 1
- > 9.
PG5 m+1 T

All maps are continuous, open and surjective. Both f1 and fo are homeomorphism,
but fo is not injective: fo(3) = fo(1) = 1.

Observe that any point x = %, n > 2 s transitive. However, the system is not
topological transitive. Because, for any u, fu({1})N{3} = 0. It is easy to observe
that J is meither topological nor point transitive along any orbit.

It is worth mentioning that if F was homeomorphism in Definition 3.1, then
topological and point transitivity were equivalent [6].



3.1 Dynamics along an orbit as a non-autonomous dynamical
system

Let X be a topological space and f,, : X — X a continuous map for n € N. Then
the sequence {f,}7° denoted by f1, o defines a non-autonomous discrete dynamical
system (X, f1,00) [15]. In an IFS, dynamics along a o also defines a non-autonomous
system which we show it by (X, f,) or fo i= {fs, }32; (resp. fo := {f0; }i°.)
Y is one sided (resp. two sided). If 3 is over a finite alphabet, then clearly f, is
defined only by finitely many different f;’s.

Let 0 = 0102 --- € . Then the sequence z, fo, (), fo,0.(2), ... is the trajectory
of x along o and OF(z) the set of points in this trajectory is the (forward) orbit of
x along o. The backward orbit and backward trajectory may be defined similarly for
the case where ¥ is a two sided subshift. Hence one may say that 7 = (X, F, ¥) has

when

property P along o € ¥ if the respective non-autonomous system (X, f,) has property
P. By this the following definition may sound abundance, though we bring it for the
sake of completeness.

Definition 3.4. Let 3 = (X, F, X) be an IFS and U, V arbitrary non-empty open
sets in X. Then J is called

1. forward point transitive along an orbit o € X, if there is a point x € X, called
the transitive point, such that OFf (z) = X.

2. topological transitive along an orbit ¢ € X, if there is n € N such that

for o, (U)NV #0.

3. mixing (resp. exact) along an orbit o € X, if there is N € N such that for
n>N, for.0.(U)NV £Q (resp. fo,...00,(U)=X).

Similar implications as in (3) hold here as well. So we have the following result.

Proposition 3.5. [21, Proposition 4.6] If an IFS has topological transitivity along o,
then it is point transitive along o.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 3.2 by replacing (4) with
Grn = UeN(foy09--0,) 1 (Up) and applying the same reasoning. O

The converse of the above proposition is not necessarily true as the next example
shows. This example also shows that point transitivity along an orbit does not imply
that the transitive points are residual along that orbit.

Example 3.6. Let X = [0, 1] and J = (X, {fo, f1}, ¥|F|) where

2z, 0
fo(z) = 1
7=

I /\

<1
2 and  f1(z) =
1 <1,



Also let f:]0, 1] — [0, 1] be defined as f(x) =22 mod 1, i.e.

1
z), 0L =

i) = fo(@) » <35
fl(x)v 5 <1

Let z € (0,1/2) be a transitive point of f and set o := o109--- € X|F| where
o1 =0 and for i > 1, 0; = 0 (resp. o; = 1) whenever fy,..0,_,(2) € (0,1/2)
(resp. for-0i_,(2) € (1/2,1)). By this settings, z is a transitive point and so the
non-autonomous system ([0, 1], fy) is point transitive, but not topological transitive.
Because for U = (1/2,1), V. = (0, 1/2) and for anyn €N, fo,..., (U)NV =0.

3.2 Transitivity in IFS vs transitivity in the subshift

In general there is not a meaningful relation between the dynamical properties of
(3, 7) and that of J. For instance consider (2) and let X = [0, 1], F = {fo(z) = 2z
mod 1, fi(z) = 0} and ¥ = Xz = {0, 1}". Then, for any open set U C X, there
is some m such that for v = 0™, f,(U) = X. Thus interesting dynamics happens
along just one point ¢ € X, i.e., 0 = 0°°. Surely there will be some relations when
fi’s are surjective and some conditions exist on . This is what we are interested to
deal with.

So far we know that transitivity along an orbit defined in Definition 3.4 implies
the transitivity of the system defined in Definition 3.1. However, the converse is not
necessarily true as we will see in Example 3.13. Having this in mind, we like to address
the following questions in this section.

1. Does transitivities given in 3.1 imply some sort of transitivity given in Definition
3.47

2. If the answer to the above question is affirmative, in which situation there is a
transitive ¢ € ¥ such that for some z € X, O (z) = X?

The following example shows, as one expects, that transitivity depends on the
subshift.

Example 3.7. Let J = (X, F, X) where ¥ is an SFT generated by W = {01, 10}
and fo is the shift map on the two sided full shift X = {0, 1}% and f1 = fy*. Clearly
this system is not point transitive. Moreover, if W =_1[000]; and V =_1[111]; are
two open central cylinders in X and if w is any word in 3, then f;*WNV =0 and so
J is not topological transitive either. However, if ¥ were generated by W U {0}, then
the constituent IFS was both topological and point transitive, showing that transitivity

depends on our subshift.

Later the sets X and F = {fo, f1} introduced in the following example will be
used in several occasions, for instance in examples 3.13, 4.5 and 4.6.



Example 3.8. Let {z,}nez be an increasing sequence (Tp+1 > ) in [0, 1] such that
lim, 400z = 1 and lim,,—, oz, = 0. Let X be the set of points of this sequence
together with 0 and 1 and equip X with the subset topology of [0, 1].

1. Let 31 = (X, {fo}, {0%}) be the conventional dynamical system where
x if z€{0,1},
T) = )
folw) {w L )

This system is point transitive but not forward point transitive. In fact, any
point in X \ {0, 1} is a transitive point and 0 and 1 are fized points.

2. Let 3o = (X, {fo, f1}, X) and let fo be as in (5) but f1 be defined as

fu(a) = {x if xe{0,1}, -

Tp—1 if x=ux,.

Also let 32 C {0, 1}Yo be generated by W = {wo, w1, ws,...} so that there are

; 0 1
two words in W, say wo and wy such that |wo| = |wi| and o = Tuag > i
where iy, is the number of i’s appearing in w;. Then, Jg is transitive. To see
this, let

0¥ = wowwy wowowew Wi WL W - - - wgw?"’lwgww?ﬁ e (7)

and let z € X\ {0, 1}. Then, O}, (z) = X. One ezample is when ¥ = ¥z and

W = {wo = 0, wy = 1} where then IOJSI = luwy _

Now we set up to show that when ¥ is an irreducible sofic, functions are semi-open,
i.e., interior of image of any open set is non-empty, and when the respective IFS is

topological transitive, then for some transitive ¢t € ¥, one has point transitivity along
t. This will give an answer to questions 1 and 2 on the beginning of this section for
special cases where ¥ is an irreducible sofic. First we recall a classical result.

Theorem 3.9. (Boyle [5]) Let & and X' be irreducible shifts of finite type with h(X) >
h(X'). Then, there is a factor code from ¥ onto ¥/ if and only if P(X) N\ P(¥X/).

Proposition 3.10. Let J = (X, F, X) be a surjective and topological transitive IFS
and maps in F semi-open. Also let X be an irreducible sofic. Then there is a forward
transitive t € ¥ such that the non-autonomous system (X, fi) is point transitive.

Proof. Let A = {0, ..., k— 1} be the set of characters of ¥. If ¥ does not have a
fixed point, replace A with A" = AU {k} and replace F with {fo,..., fe—1} U {fx}
where f} is the identity map and set ¥’ to be the corresponding subshift whose set of
forbidden set is the same as ¥.. Observe that kY0 is a fixed point of ¥/ and if t' € ¥/
is a transitive point, then ¢ obtained from ¢’ by forgetting the entries whose value is k
is transitive in ¥. Thus without loss of generality, we may assume that 3 has a fixed
point.
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So let J be topological transitive and set 3" := (X, F, ¥|5|) and let B := {W,,, :
m € N} be a base for the topology on X. First we construct a transitive point t € X7
such that O; (z) = X.

Let U,, be an open set such that U,,, C W,,. Pick v, € L(%F)) such that f,, (U1)N
Us # () and consider fuo,v; Where v} is the concatenation of all characters or words
of length 1. Then by the fact that f;’s are semi-open and our system is topological
transitive, there is vy such that fy, .70, (U1) N Us # (). By the same reasoning and
induction argument, there is vi such that for uy := viv{va - - - VUV 41 -+ - V—1V)_ 1 Vk,

Ju, (Ur) N Upg1 # 0. (8)

Here v/ is the concatenation of all words of length i. Let C, = Uy N (fu, ) 1 (Ukt1) be
the compact set in W3 and notice that Cyy1 C Cy; in particular, N C} is a nonempty
compact set in Wy. Thus if z € N, Cy, then f,, (x) € Wj. This means that our system
is point transitive along the transitive ¢ = vivjvy--- € 7. So the problem is set
when ¥ is a full shift.

Now let ¥ be SFT and recall that we are assuming that it has a fixed point. This
means P(X|r) N\ P(X) and so by 3.9 there is a factor code ¢ from ¥z onto ¥ and

in particular there exists a transitive point ¢(t) € ¥ with O;r( " (x) = X. It remains
to prove the case when X is sofic. But any sofic is a factor of an SFT and transitivity
is preserved by factor codes and take this factor code to be a 1-block factor code. By
an argument as above we may extend this SFT to have a fixed point and the new
character, if any, will map to a new added character in character set of X by the block
factor map whose associated map in J is identity. As a result, a transitive ¢ € ¥ and
x € X exists as required. O

In the above proposition, the same conclusion holds if we are sure that for any k,
there is uj such that as in (8), the intersection has non-empty interior. In fact we
conjecture that this is the case, i.e. if IFS is topological transitive, F surjective, then
for any nonempty open sets U and V' there is a u € X,z such that f,(U) NV has
nonempty interior. In that case we do not require semi-openness in the hypothesis.

Next we bring examples showing that none of the other conditions on the hypoth-
esis of the above proposition can be ignored.

Example 3.11. The alphabet defining our subshift in the above proposition was finite;
the conclusion is not valid for an infinite case. Authors in [10, Ezample 2.1] show
that in that situation, even when the subshift is a full shift, the topological transitivity
dose not imply topological transitivity along any orbit.

Example 3.12. Topological transitivity of the IFS in Proposition 3.10 cannot be
replaced with point transitivity. For instance, the system given in FExample 3.3 had
all the conditions on the hypothesis of the proposition (subshift was the full shift, and
so sofic and all maps were open) except topological transitivity. There we had point
transitivity of the IFS but yet we did not have point transitivity along any orbit.
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Now we show that the sofic property cannot be omitted in the hypothesis of
the above proposition. Moreover, this example shows that in general topological
transitivity of an IFS does not necessarily imply the point transitivity along any
<IN

Example 3.13. Let fo, f1 be homeomorphisms defined in Example 3.8 and let J =
(X, {fo, f1}, X) where X C {0, 1} is the non-sofic shift generated by W = {0"1" :
n € N}. Then any o € ¥ consists of concatenation of words in W and their shifts
together with points in the closure of them. Thus since fon1n = id for n € N, any
o0 € X is either concatenation of words in W or terminating at 0°° or 1°°. Therefore,
O (x) # X for any o € X and x € X.

On the other hand, any point zo € X \ {0, 1} has dense orbit. Because, since O™
and 1N are points of 3, xo can travel left and right as far as required by fo and fi

respectively. As a result J is topological transitive and yet not point transitive along
any o € X.

4 The abundance of point transitive non-autonomous
systems in an IFS

When a dynamical property such as transitivity, mixing, exactness occur along a
o € X, then the IFS will posses that property as well; though the converse is not
necessarily true. In fact, it may not even hold along just a single orbit. In this section
we investigate transitivity in this respect.
Let _

S=80):={ce¥: JzecXst Of(z) =X} (9)
In general, except in few cases, a definite structure cannot be given for .S, though its
largeness can be understood in some cases. Let us demonstrate how different S can
be.

Example 4.1. 1. S may be all of X.. For an example, let fo(x) =2z mod 1 and
Ji(x) =3z mod 1 and consider 3 = ([0, 1], { fo, f1}, ¥|7))-

2. S may be an empty set. This is the case when we have an IFS which is not point
transitive. Though even for a topological transitive IFS, S still may be empty
(see Example 3.13).

3. S may be residual and yet not all of X. The IFS in Example 3.6 has such
property.

4. S may be dense and uncountable, yet not a residual subset. See Example 4.0.

Now we give sufficient conditions for S being dense in . First a weaker version
of specification property for subshifts:
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Definition 4.2. A subshift ¥ is called a subshift of variable gap length or SVGL,
if there exists M € N such that for w and v in L(X), there is w with |w| < M and
uwv € L(X).

When ¥ is mixing and SVGL, then ¥ has specification property and in this situa-
tion, there exists M € N such that for v and v in £(X) there is w with |w| = M and
uwv € L(X). Clearly an SVGL is irreducible. Moreover, all sofics are SVGL; how-
ever, there are SVGL’s which are not sofic. The SVGL is called almost specification

property in [11].

Proposition 4.3. Let J = (X, F, X) be point transitive along some o € &, F sur-
jective and X an SVGL. Then, S defined in (9) is dense in X. If S # X, then ¥\ S

s also dense in X.

Proof. We prove the first part; the other part has similar proof.

Choose any ¢ = g109--+ € X such that OF (r) = X. Let [u] be a cylinder in ¥
and use the SVGL property of ¥ to pick w,, € L(X) such that vw,o102 -0y € L(X)
with |wy,| < M where M is provided by the definition of SVGL. Since {w, € L(X) :
|wp| < M} is finite, there is a w and an infinite subsequence n; such that for all

i, wy, = w. Let 0/ = wwoyiog--- be the unique point in N;en[uwoios - - op,] and
observe that for 2’ € f,.}(x), Of (2/) = X. This implies ¢’ € [u] N S and since [u]
was arbitrary, we are done. O

Remark 4.4. Assume the hypothesis of Proposition 4.3 and let for some o € X, w, ()
be the w limit set of x along o, that is the limit set of O} (z) = {fs,00-.0,, () : n € N}.
The proof of Proposition 4.3 shows that

{c'€X: 32’ € X s.b. wer (@) = we(2)}

is dense in X.

Now we show that the SVGL property is a necessity in the hypothesis of Propo-
sition 4.3.

Example 4.5. Let X, wy = 010, w; = 101, fo and f1 be as in Example 3.8 and
set up = 000. Let 0 = 000300 -+ = wow;--- be defined as in (7) and let
J=(X, {fo, f1}, ¥) where ¥ is generated by

W = {uowio?09 - - - odwiug : £ € N\}.

See a presentation for X in Figure 2.

Ifv="v1---v, €W, then 0 and 1 are fived by f, and for any other x; € X\{0, 1},
Joreewg (x3) = x5 where 1 < £ < |v| and j > .

Observe that 0° € 3 does not have ug as a subword and also by the same reasoning
for I in Example 3.8 , OY,(z) = X for x € X \ {0, 1}. On the other hand if ug
appears in a o € X infinitely (resp. finitely) many times, then by our construction
where any ug appears only on the beginning or ending of members of W, this o must
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wo 0'? 0.2 wo
Wo Wo
wo 0'? O'g wo
wWo o ? wo
Wo Wo
‘m ’%O
b

Figure 2: Any word in W starts and terminates at b.

start with a terminal subword of a w € W, may be empty, and afterwards has some
infinite concatenation of the members of W (resp. eventually will terminate at wg ).
This in turn implies that OF (x) # X for any x € X. In fact then 0 and 1 are
fized by the orbit along o and any other x marches to 1 along that orbit with some

relatively minor fluctuations. Hence, if o is transitive then for any xz, OF (x) # X.
In particular, if o € [ug], then o € S and consequently S is not dense in 3.

Since ugug is a synchronizing word, the above example is synchronized. For irre-
ducible shifts we have the following implications.

full shift = SFT = sofic = SVGL = synchronized = coded.

Thus the transitive non-autonomous systems in an IFS whose subshift is synchronized
or beyond may be scarce.

Observe that by Proposition 3.10, the conclusion of Proposition 4.3 is immediate
when ¥ is sofic; that is because the orbit of a transitive o, attained by the above
proposition, is again in S and is dense in 3. However, still we cannot guarantee that
S is residual as the next example shows, even for a case where ¥ is a mixing SFT.

Example 4.6. Let X and F = {fo, f1} be as in Example 3.8 and consider Ty, =
(X, F, X).

1. First let 3 = ¥z and let w; be a word consisting of the concatenation of all
words of length i € N in L(X|7) and notice that RUE

— 1
[wil 2°

u = 11%ilw,, then f,(x) moves x & {0, 1} at least ‘“;i‘ to left. Therefore, for the
transitive

As a result, if

t = 11wl 1wzl 11wslyy, . e PN
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1 ¢ Of (z) and so O/ (x) # X. In particular, this shows that the conclusion of
Proposition 3.10 is not necessarily valid for all transitive points in an irreducible
sofic shift. Clearly S(jgm), although dense, it is not closed and hence it s not
a subshift.

. To complete our collection of the possible various cases of S(J), we construct

an example where S(J) is a dense uncountable but not residual subset of the
subshift. To do this let Xy be the SFT generated by W = {wo = 100, w; =
011, we = 000} and call the associated IFS Tyy.

We have I(:L”—O"I = |11Lulll = 2. Hence if 0° is chosen as in (7), then OF,(z) = X
for x € X \ {0, 1}. However, Of(z) is not dense for any x € X and hence
S(Jw) is not closed and again not a subshift. Also, observe that the subshift
Ywr generated by W' = Upen{wkw}, whwk} is a subsystem of Sy and any
transitive point of that lies in S(Jw). The latter follows from the fact that
fu(x) = z for u = whwt or u = wiwh and the fact that wiwiwkwl is a
subword for a transitive point in Xy for any k € N. Thus any x € X \ {0, 1}
moves left and right as far as possible. This implies that S(Tw) C S(Tyw) has

uncountable points.

Now we show that in this example S(Jw) is not a residual subset of Tyy. It
is an easy consequence of the Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem that the frequency of
w; € W is % for almost all o € Xy (we are considering the Markov measure
on Yw: A unique ergodic Borel measure p which is positive on open sets and
has the mazimum metric entropy among all other measures). This means that
occurrence of 0 is as twice as that of 1 for almost all o. Thus for x € X and
almost all o, OF (x) # X. This in turn implies that p(S(Jw)) = 0. Now if
S(Ow) was residual in Sy, then S(Jw) would be measurable and since it is

shift invariant it must have full measure which is impossible for this example.

If one chooses wy in W to be 0000, then ged{|w;|| w; € W, 0 <i < 2} =1 which
implies that Yy is a mizing SFT ([1, 9]). So either mizing or non-mizing, there
are examples that S, in spite of being invariant and having a transitive point
under the shift map, is not residual.

Mixing and exactness in an IFS

Clearly mixing along an orbit given in Definition 3.4 implies mixing defined in Def-
inition 3.1 and the converse is not true as the next example shows. This example
also shows that if the IF'S is mixing, unlike Proposition 3.10, one cannot have mixing
along an orbit.

Example 5.1. LetJ = (X = {0, I}N, F = {fo, fl}, E|]:|) and fOTg = 5152 e X
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define

fo(§) =06 =08 & -+,
f1(§) =1 =1&& - .

For w = wy -+ Wp_1Wy, set w™! = wyw,_1---w; and observe that f, (&) = w™ €.

Now let [u] and [v] be any cylinder and set M := |v|. Then for m > M and w €
Ln(2), fu([u]) N[v] # 0 iff w is a word terminating at v= and hence J is mizing.
On the other hand assume o € ¥, v = 100 and u any word. Now for m > 2, if
foron, ([u]) N [v] # 0, then w = o1 -+ oy terminates at v=1 but neither w0 nor wl
terminates at v='. This implies that both fuo([u]) N [v] and f,1([u]) N [v] are empty
sets. Thus J is not mizing along any orbit o.

Next example shows that simple dynamics in the individual maps in an IFS may
raise to a rich dynamics in the IFS. Intuitively, if we have two maps in an IF'S that one
flows all the point in a definite direction and the other on the opposite direction, then
the arbitrary combination of these maps can create a complicate dynamics. Example
5.1 had this property but the IFS was not as rich as the following.

Example 5.2. Here we give an example such that none of the maps of the IFS,
considering as a conventional dynamical system, is transitive but the IFS itself is
exact and thus mizing and topological transitive.

Let3 = (X = {0, 3", {fo, fr}, Bz = {0, 1}") be an IFS where for ( = C1¢a -+ €

{0, 131,
GG if G =1,
fi(C) {@@m — (10)

we have the following observations
1. f; is a finite to 1 surjective open map with 0°° and 1°° its only fized points.

2. fo (resp. fi) attracts all points in X \ {1°} (resp. X \ {0>°}) and leaves the
point 1°° (resp. 0%°) fixzed. Thus f; is not transitive and has a very simple
dynamics.

8. Any ¢ = (1(2--- € X is periodic of any given even period p = 2q € N along a
o €X. To see this set

q times q times

e e e e
o= ({GNT = GG Gaa G

where fora € A= {0, 1},
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Also, any transitive ( = (1(o--- € X is transitive along the transitive point
C*=C(G - e A point such as ¢ = (G2 -+ () € X is periodic of period
p along the periodic point (* = (¢ ¢ -+ ()™ € X.

. J is exact along a transitive point.

Proof. Fix an open set U C X and pick w € Lx(X5)) such that [w] C U. Set
w* == wj - - wy, w} defined as in (11), and note that X = f,,«,([w]) where w*v
is any word whose initial segment is w*.

The set L£,,(X)F)) has 2™ words. Set P, (L (X)7))) = {v1" ..., vi} €
Emgm(Em) to be the set of 2™! words constructed from the permutation of
words in L, (X)) and for n > m, let

t:viv%...vin...vg;ln!...'U{L...vgn!...:u1U2... = E‘]_—‘,
be the transitive point where u; = v}, us = v3 and so on. So each u; is one
of the v"’s coming after each other in the obvious order. Observe that u; has
the same number of 0’s and 1’s and any word v € L(X|f|) appears as the initial
segment of infinitely many u;’s. We will show that J is exact along t.

Another observation is that for any word b such as u; whose 0’s and 1’s are
equal, and any cylinder [a], |fp([a])] < |[a]]-

Set
;] == fuy-u, ([0])

and note that {|a;|}:en is a non-increasing sequence. Moreover, if |a;+1| < |a4]
for some |w| instances of i’s along ¢, then call the last instance ¢ and notice that
then fy,...,([w]) = X and so in this case this IFS is exact along t. Otherwise,
without loss of generality assume that for all ¢ € N, |a;| = |w|. We will show
that this latter case does not happen and so we are done.

First let b = by --- by be any word and let | fy([a])| = |[a]| where a = a1 ---ajq).
Let m(a, b) = min{|fp,...o;([a])] : 1 <@ <|b|} and set
a = a(a, b) :=max{i: |fp,...b;([a])| = m(a, b), 1 <i < |b|}.

In other words, a(a, b) is the last instance where fp,...;,([a]) has the shortest
length. Let fy,...0,([a]) = [a'] = [a} ---a],] for some d', |a'| < |al. In fact o’ is
the terminal segment of a. Since |fy,...s,..,([a])| > |a| for 1 < i < |b| — a, by the

definition of f;’s, ba+1 = af and in particular f([a]) = [a;ﬁ(a’ b)a'] where
B(a, b) = a| — |d'l.
Now assume |a;| = |w| and set «; = a(a;, wip1) and B; = B(ag;, wiyr). If

Biv1 < Bi, then [a;] = [ai+1]. So if there is M € N such that for i > M,
Bit1 < PBi; or equivalently, for ¢ > M, [a;] = [ap], then along t we arrive at a
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ug whose initial segment is a3, and then f,,....,,([w]) = X. This violates our
assumption that |a;| = |w|.

So the only other possibility is that |a;| = |w| and for any M € N, there is an
i > M where 0 < 8; < Biy1 < |a;| which is clearly not possible. O

Next we give an example whose any map in the IFS is exact as a conventional
dynamical system, though the IFS itself is not exact; somehow presenting opposite
properties comparing to the previous example.

Example 5.3. Let 3 = (X = [0, 1], {fo, f1}, & = {(01), (10)*°}). To define f;,
choose two different points xg, x1 € (0, 1) and small open interval I; around x; such
that x; € I; if j #1i. We aim to have

JARELIY LN

and fo (resp. f1) being contracting on points of Iy (resp. I1) with an infimum rate
co € (%, 1) and elsewhere expansive with infimum rate eq > 2. An example of fo and
f1 can be those presented in Figure 3.

G
1 T feeerrgeeee e geees
r1 + T +
o T o T
T
Xo- T —
0, 1 1
fi

Figure 3: ([0, 1], fi) is exact, but J = ([0, 1], {fo, f1}, {(01)*°, (10)°°}) is not even

point transitive.

This construction guarantees that f; being exact; however, a sufficiently small
neighborhood around xg shrinks to a point along o = (01)°°. Thus J cannot be ezact.
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