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Abstract

Let X be a compact metric space and ® = {¢,},cr be a continuous flow on X. We introduce two types of
topological pressure for family of discontinuous potentials a = {a,},~¢. First, define the topological pressure
of family of measurable potentials a = {a,};~¢ on a subset Z for flow and proof its invariant principle. The
second topological pressure is defined on a invariant subset having a nested family of subsets, we also proof
its invariant principle.
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1. Introduction

Topological pressure emerged in the 1970s as an extension of topological entropy, with the purpose of
measuring the complexity of motion in dynamical systems. Different potentials have varying effects on the
system’s motion, which topological entropy fails to reflect. Therefore, topological pressure is defined to
capture the relationship between the uncertainty in the system and the potentials.

The refined definition of topological pressure was initially formulated by David Ruelle, a prominent the-
oretical physicist and esteemed member of the French Academy of Sciences. Drawing inspiration from the
contributions of Sinai and Bowen, Ruelle introduced the concept of topological pressure in 1973, building
upon the notion of “’pressure” within statistical mechanics. His definition pertained specifically to Z"-actions

that adhere to expansivity and specification on a compact metric space. He proved the following equation:

P(p) = rggf{S(u) +u(p)},

which is the variational principle([21]). In 1984, Pesin and Pitskel further extended this condition, defining

the topological pressure of continuous mappings on non-compact sets([17]). In the 1960s, the concept
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of topological pressure for sequences of subadditive potentials already emerged([14]). In 1988, Falconer
studied the topological pressure of sequences of subadditive potentials on mixed repellers and provided
a variational principle under Lipschitz conditions and bounded variation([10]). Subsequently, there have
been numerous related studies on the topological pressure of sequences of subadditive potentials([7, 12,
23, 9]). In 1996, Barreira further relaxed the subadditive condition and defined the topological pressure
of sequence of potentials (not necessarily subadditive) on a subsets of compact metric space([5]). Over
the years, the concept of topological pressure has evolved beyond just continuous mappings in discrete
dynamical systems. The topological pressure and variational principles for families of continuous potentials
a = {a;};~0 have also emerged([4]). Similar to the concept of metric entropy, there is also topological entropy
in dynamical systems, which originates from topological pressure and is related to measures([13, 24, 8]).

The above conclusions are all about continuous potentials. When the potential does not satisfy conti-
nuity, does topological pressure still exist? In 2006, Mummert first defined the topological pressure of a
discontinuous map A on a subset A of a compact metric space (X, T)([16]). In Mummert’s study, the set A is
represented as the union of a nested sequence of sets: A = U1 A;. The potential only needs to be continuous
on the closure of each subset, not necessarily on the entilrze set. Thus, the classical topological pressure
PA,(p) can be defined on each subset A;, and then taking the supremum over /, we obtain the topological
pressure on the subset A: Px(¢) = sup Pa,(¢). Subsequently, Ma Xianfeng et al. extended Mummert’s
conclusion from a single potential tolz1 subadditive potential sequence([15]). In 2012, J. Barral and D. J.
Feng studied the topological pressure of upper semi-continuous subadditive potentials([2]). In 2016, Feng
and Huang gave the definition of weighted topological pressure for upper semi-continuous entropy maps,
along with a variational principle([11]). In 2017, Marc Rauch directly defined the topological pressure of
measurable potentials in compact metric spaces using the Caratheodory structure theory and proved the
variational principle([19]). In subsequent research, he also introduced the topological pressure and varia-
tional principle for subadditive potential sequences([20]). Additionally, topological pressure can be defined
for systems with discontinuous semi-flow([1]).

There have been some results for the topological pressure of discontinuous potentials in discrete dy-
namical systems, but in continuous dynamical systems it remains to be studied. This paper provides two

definitions of the topological pressure of discontinuous potentials with respect to the flow and introduces

the corresponding variational principles for each.



First, the topological pressure of family of measurable potentials on a subset is introduced. In a contin-
uous dynamical system (X, @), given a nonempty subset @) # Z C X, take the real numbers € > 0, @ € R, We

define the topological pressure of the family of potential a on the set Z as :
Pz(a) = lin%) Py(a,e) = linh inffa e R: M(Z,a,a,e€) =0},
€E—> €E—>

where

M(Z,a,a,€) = Tlim MZ,a,a,e,T),
— +00

M(Z,a,a,e,T) = 1r}f Z exp (a(x,t, &) — at),
(x,0)el’

the lower bound is taken from all countably open covers I' C X X [T, +o0) that cover Z and a(x,t,€) =

sup{a,;(y) : y € By(x, €)}. In the third part we can see that such definition is well-defined, stemming from the

Caratheodory dimension theory of Pesin([18]). Then we have the first main conclusion of this article.
Theorem 1.1: Let (X, ®) be a DTS without fixed point and G(a, 1) := {u € A1) N Ep(X) N Mop(X) :

tlirn %at(x) = A(u) for u—almost x € X}. For each subset Y C G(a, A) one has

Paway(@) = suplh,(®) + Au) : u € Y.

In particular, one can choose for each u € Y a Borel set B, C A(a, A, Y) such that u(B, = 1), and Pg(a) =
sup{h, (@) + A(u) : u € Y}.

For the second definition, consider a ®-invariational subset Z C X. Z consists of a nested subset of
{Z1}i<1,1.e.: Z = 191 Zyand Z; C Z;, for all [ € N. We require that a be continuou on the closure of each

subset Z;, but not necessarily on Z. The topological pressure of @ on Z with respect to the flow @ is defined

as:
Pz(a) = sup Pz(a)
>1

where Pz (a) is the classical topological pressure of a on Z;. Since a is continuous on the closure of every
subset Z;, Pz (a) is well-defined. Then we have the second main conclusion of this article.
Theorem 1.2: Let a be a family of functions {a;};~o with tempered variation such that sup ||a|lcc < +00

t€[0,T]

forall T > 0. Let Z = |J Z; € X be a Borel ®—invariant set and a is continuous with respect to the family
>1

of subsets {Z;}. If there exists a continuous function b : X — IR such that

a,+s—atoso(x)—>f<bosou)du (1.1)
0
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uniformly on Z when ¢t — +oo for some s > 0, then

P rz)(a) = sup{h,(P) + fbd,u € My).
z

Although the above two topological pressures are defined using different methods, they both reflect the
relationship between the potentials and the complexity of the system’s motion on a subset of a continuous

dynamical system.

2. Prelimilaries

Let (X, B) be a measurable space and ® = (¢;),cr be a continuous flow on X. This is, a family of
heomorphisms ¢, : X—X such that ¢y = id and ¢, o @5 = ¢, for all £, s €R.

Definition 2.1: A measure y on (X, 8) is said to be ®—invariant, if y(ga;lB) = u(B) for each B € 8 and
t € R. A set Z CX is called ®—invariant, if ¢~!(Z) = Z for any ¢ € R. A measure u on (X, B) is said to be
ergodic for the flow if every Borel ®—invariant set B € B satisfies u(B) = 0 or u(B) = 1.

The set of all ®—invariant probability measures on (X, 8) is denoted by Mqe(X), and the set of the
ergodic probability measures is denoted by E¢(X). For each measurable subset Z CX, we define Mq(Z) =
€ Mo(X) : u(Z) = 1} and E¢(2) = {u € Eo(X) : u(Z) > 0}. For u € Mqe(X), the quantity h,(P) :=
hy (7).

Let (X, d) be a compact metric space. Given x € X and ¢, € > 0, we consider the set

Bi(x,€) ={y € X : d(gs(x), ps(y) < €,5 € [0,1]}.

We call U C 2% to be a finite open cover of X if #(u) < coand X C |J U, where every U € U is open.
Uel

Given x € X and ¢ > 0, define the probability measures

1 !
6x,t = - f 5%()6) ds.
tJo

where 0, is the probability measure concentrated on {y}. Denote by Vg (x) € Me(X) the set of all @—invariant
sublimits of {dy};~0 in the weak*-topology. We can proof that Vg(x) # 0 for every x € X, and the Vigp(x)
is a compact metrizable space. The set Z, := {x € X : tlim 0x; = p} is called the set of generic points of p.

Note that u(Z,) = 1 if p is ergodic.



Given € > 0, we say thataset ' € X X ]Ra' coversasubset Z C Xif Z C J Bix,e). Let Gz(¢,T) be
(x.Hel

the set of all I satisfying r > T. Let a = {a;};>¢ be a family of function : X — R with tempered variation,

that is, such that lim E@ = 0 where

e— 0 t—>00

via, €) = sup{| a;(y) — a,(2) |: v,z € By(x, €) for some x € X}.

We write a(x, t, €) = sup{a,(y) : y € By(x, €)} for (x,1) € T.

Definition 2.2: Fix0 #Z C X, e >0, € R, Let

M(Z, a,a,¢e,T) = 1111f Z exp (a(x,t, &) — at).
(x,0)el’

with the infimum taken over all countable sets ' C X X [T, +c0) covering Z. And let

M(Z,a,a,€) = Tlim M(Z,a,a,¢,T).
— +00

Clearly, M(Z, a,a, €, T) increases as T increases.We have that

M(Z,a,a,€) =supM(Z,a,a,€,T).
T

Lemma23: letfeRand Z C X. If M(Z,a,B, €) < oo, then M(Z,a,a,€) =0foralla >Band T > 0.

Proof. The case Z = ( is clear. Choose some A € R such that M(Z,a,8,€) < A. Then M(Z,a,B,¢,T) < A

for all T > 0. Hence

0< 1111f Z exp (a(x,t, &) —at)
(x,p)el’

= inf Z exp (a(x,1, &) — Bt) exp(t(B — @))

(x,0)el’
< A(exp(B — )l -0

as T — oco.The statement is proved. U

By Lemma 2.3, the following quantity is well defined:

Pz(a,e) =infla e R: M(Z,a,a,€) =0}.
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ForO <€ <eandT > 0, B/(x,€) C Bi(x,€),if ZC |J Bix,e)onehasZC |J Bi(x,e€). This shows
(x,ner (x,n)el’

that gz(e’, T) C G,(e, T). Hence the following limit is also well-defined:

Py(a) = Elir% Py(a,e) = sug Py(a,e).
- >

Definition 2.4: The quantity Pz(a) is called topological pressure of a on Z with respected to @.

For Z = (), we emphasize that Py(a) = —oo for each potential a. This follows from M(®, a,a,€,T) = 0
forevery € > 0, « € R and T > 0. Thus Py(a) # —oo implies Z # 0.

Next we introduce some properties of topological pressure.

Lemma 2.5: Fore >0, a € R, T > 0,and Y C Z C X, The following inequalities hold:
MY,a,a,e,T) < M(Z,a,a,¢,T).

In particular,

Py(a,e) < Pz(a,e)

for all € > 0, and then

Py(a) < Pz(a).

Proof. ForacoverI' C X X Rg, if I' covers Z, then it can cover Y. Hence M(Y,a,a,€,T) < M(Z,a,a,€,T)

and then Py(a, €) < Py(a, €), Py(a) < Pz(a). |

Lemma 2.6: Given a set Z C X, suppose Z = | J Z;, where I C N and Z; C X for all i € I. then

iel

Pz(a) = sup Pz(a).

iel

Proof. Since Z; C Z, we have Pz(a) < Pz(a) for each i € I and so

Pz(a) < sup Pz(a).
i

i€
Take a > sup Pz(a,€). Then M(Z;,a,a, €) = 0 for each i. Hence given 6 > 0 and T > 0, for each i there
iel
exists [; € X X [T, +o0) covering Z; such that

Z exp(a(x,t,e) —at) < é

7
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Then I C (JTI; covers Z and

iel
Z exp(a(x,t,e)—a/t)ﬁz Z exp(a(x,t,s)—a/t)ﬁzgﬁé.

(x,0)el i€l (xnel; iel
This gives M(Z,a, a, €) < 6 and then M(Z, a, a, €) = 0 since the arbitrariness of . Therefore, @ > Pz(a, €)
and letting @ — sup Pz, (a, €) gives
- su;) Pz(a,e) > Pz(a, €).
ie

Letting € — 0, we have that sup Pz(a) > Pz(a). Hence
iel

Pz(a) = sup Pz(a).

iel

3. Variational principle

In this section, we will introduce the variatiional principle of above topological pressure.

Definition 3.1: A mapping A : Mgp(X) — [—o0, +00] is called Lyapunov exponent.
The corresponding set A1) = {u € Mo(X) : hy(P) < coor A(u) > —oo} is called the set of all allowed
®-invariant measures with respected to A. This means that for measures p € A(A) the quantity A, (D) + A(u)
is well-defined. Fix some u € Mg(X), a point x € X such that u € Vg(X) is called allowed point with
respected to A, a and y if

lim sup tlatx(x) < Au) 3.1)

§—00 s

for all sub-family (#,)s>0 which satisfies ¢, ; — u as s — oo. The set of all those points x is denoted by

A(a, A, ). For a subset Y € Mg (X), denote in addition

A, 1Y) = JA@ A p
uey

and

Vg, 4, ¥) =) A, 4, .
Hey

Note that A(a, A, u) can be empty in the case of u ¢ Vp(X) for each x € X.



Proposition 3.2: Let f : X — [—oo0, +00] be upper semi-continuous, A(u) := fx fdu and a, =
fot f o sds. Then one has
Ala, , V) ={xeX: Vo(x)NY + 0},

Via, 1, Y)={xeX:Y C Vop(x)}

That is both sets are independent of f.

Proof. Let x € X and u € Vo(x) N Y. If (t5)ss0 is any sub-family such that }1_{?0 Oxs, = p. Then

1
lim sup - —a; (x) = limsup — f f(ps(x))ds = limsup f fdoy, < ffdy
X by

sooo s s—00 500
as f is upper semi-continuous (lemma A.2(d) in [20]). Thus x € A(a, A, W) and {x € X : Vop(x) N Y # 0} C
Ala, 1, M). If x € A(a, 4, V), then there exists a u € Y such that x € A(a, A, x). By definition this means
Vo(x) N Y # 0, and hence A(a, 1, Y) C {x € X : Vo(x) N Y # 0}. Let x € V(a, A, V), then for every
u e Yand x € A(a, A, p), 4 € Vop(x) and then Y C Vgp(x). We have V(a, 4, Y) C{x e X : Y C Vo(x)}.
On the other hand, for x € {x € X : Y C Vg(x)}, one has u € Vg(x) for every u € Y. Then there exists a
subsequence (f);>, such that lll>r£10 %,5x,n = u. Semilarly,

hmsup at (x)<ffd,u A(w).

§—>00

Hence x € V(a, A, u) for every u € Y and then x € V(a, A, ¥),so V(a, 1, ¥) C{x € X : Y C Vo(x)}. The

statement for V(a, A, Y) holds. O
Let sup @ : —oco, then for each Y C A(1), the quantities
Py(A) := sup{hy(®) + A) : p € Y)

and
Qy(A) = inf{h, (D) + A(u) : u € Y}

are well-defined and called upper variational pressure and lower variational pressure of 1 over Y respec-

tively.



Theorem 3.3: Let A be a Lyapunov exponent. If Y C A(1), then one has
Py(a, 2, y)(@) < suplh, (@) + A) : u € Y}, (3.2)

PV(,u,y)(a) < 1nf{hﬂ((D) + /l(,u) LM E y} (33)

Proof. In case the Py(1) = co we are done, now we assume Py(1) < co. This implies 0 < A, (®) < oo and

A(u) < oo for each u € Y. Thus we can divide Y into two parts:
Y wi={uelY:1=—o}

and

VA ={uedy 1> —co}.

As a result we obtain by lemma 2.6 and A(a, A, Y) = A(a, 1, Y—oo) U Aa, 1, Y)

Pua,a, (@) = max{Pa, 1,y .)(@), Py 1y (@)} (3.4)

Now suppose we have already shown (3.2) for each ¥ C A(A) such that —co < A(u) < oo for all 4 € 7.
Define a sequence of Lyapunov exponents Ay(u) := —h,(®)—N for N € Nand u € Mq(X). As the entropies

are finite for all u € Y_.,, one has —oco < Ay(u) < oo forall u € Y_, and N € N. In addition
Ala, A, Y_o) CA(a, Ay, Y_-)
holds for each N € N. Thus by using lemma 2.5 and (3.2) we obtain

Paa, 2, 9-)(@) < Pa, 1y, y_)(@) < Py__(Ay)
= sup{h(®) — hy(®) - N : p € Y_}
< -N.

Note that if Y_., = 0, we already have

P, 1,y (@) =Py _(Ay) = —co.

otherwise letting N — oo yields

Paa, 2,y . )(a) = —oo.
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And by (3.4) we end at

PA(a,/l,y)(a) = PA(a,,Ly’)(a) < Py’(/l) < Py(A).

Hence it remains to show (3.2) for all subsets Y C A(A) satisfying 7, (®) < co and —co < A(u) < oo for all
u € Y. Now pick such a set Y and suppose Py(1d) = —oco. This implies Y = 0; Otherwise a measure y € Y
exists such that Py(A) # h,(®) + A(u) > —oo, which is a contradiction. This means A(a, 4, Y) = 0. Thus

Pa(a, 2, yy(@) = Py(A) = —oco. Therefore, without restriction we may assume
—00 < Py(Ad) < oo. (3.9

To proceed we need some technical lemmas.
Lemma 3.4: Let E be a finite set, given ¢ € N and @ = (ay, a2, ...ay) € E?. Define the probability
measure v, as

1
va(e):;#{jeN:aj:e}

for every e € E, and set the entropy of @ to

H(a) = - Z ve(e)logvy(e).

ecE

Then for & # 0, one has

1
limsup — log#{«@ € E?: H(a) < h} < h.

q—)OO

For a proof of this lemma, see lemma 2.16 in [6]

Lemma 3.5: Let x € X, and u € Vp(X) such that x is allowed with respected to A, a, and u. Let § > 0
and I' € X X {1} be a finite cover of X. For the open cover V = {V}, V5, ...V,} of X, where V; = B;(x}, %)
with (x;, 1) € I, there exists m, p € N with p arbitrary large, and a sequence U = V;, Viz...Vip such that
(@) x €N o 1 (V).

(b): There exists a subset V € (v")¥ of U of length km > p — m satisfying inequality
H(V) < m(h,(®) +6).

(©): ap(x) < p(A(w) + 36).

Proof. (a) and (b) are the statements of [4]. The statement (c) can be proven like lemma 4.7 (3) in [20], one

can constructs an increasing sub-family (t;.) jer and corresponding vectors {V,-j };’:1 such that conditions (a)
10



and (b) are satisfied, and 6x,t; — pas j — oo. Then by (3.1) one has

1
lim sup t—,at}(x) < Ap).

Jj— Jj
Thus there is an jy > 0 such that ar, (x) < t}(/l(,u) + ¢) for all j < jo. Hence for each j > O the number

p = [t;. +j0] + 1 together with Viio satisfies all the three conditions. O

Continuing the proof. The first goal is to cover A(a, A, M) with countable many suitable subsets. we fix
6 > 0 and a finite open cover U of X such as lemma 3.5. In addition fix for each x € A(a, A, Y) a measure
Uy € Y such that x € A(a, 4, y,). Choose some uy, uy, ... € R such that for every z € R there exists a u;
satisfying |u; — z] < 6. Now denote for m, i > 1 by Z,,; the set of points x € A(a, A, Y), which meet the
following criteria:
e the measure yu, fulfills A(u,) € [u; — 9, u; + J].
o All three properties in lemma 4.5 are satisfied by u,, d, U and m.
As {u;}ien 1s 6—dense in R and by (3.5) one has A(u,) € R, lemma 3.5 ensures for every x € A(a, A, V) the
existence of some corresponding m, i € N. Hence we obtain

A, 4 Y =2

meN ieN

For simplicity we may assume that all Z,, ; are nonempty, else they can be called out of the union.

Now fix Z,,; # 0 and denote for each g > 1
R, :={V e (U™ : HV) < m(Py(d) — u; + 26)} (3.6)

Pick some x € Z,,;, then by lemma 4.5 one can finds arbitrary large N > 1 and corresponding g < %, U e

UV, V e (U™ satisfying
1
0 < —H(V) < 1y, (©) +6 < Iy, (@) + Apey) = +26 < Py() = u; +26.

This means V € R, and especially

0 <m(Py() —u; +26) (3.7)

Applying lemma 3.4 to (3.6) and (3.7), there exists a go € N such that

1
—log(#R;) < m(Py(A) — u; + 30)
q

11



for all ¢ > go. Fix N > Ny := gom, count all vectors U which can appear in the above situation for any
X € Z,,;, and denote that number by by, namely,
by = # U (U € UV : U satisfies (a) (b) and (c)}.
XE€Zpi
Hence, as g > qo:

by < #UY"#R,) < #UY" exp(gm(Py(d) — u; + 36)).

This means, as N = gm + r for some corresponding 0 < r < m,
1
lim sup I log by < limsup(m log(#U) + gm(Py(A) — u; + 30)) < Py(d) — u; + 36.
N—oo N—oo

As a result there exists some N; > Ny such that
by < exp(N(Py() — u; + 49)) (3.8)

forall N > N;.
For each [ > N; we define the collection I'; containing all U € |J U" which satisfying the properties of
N=I
lemma 3.5 for some x € Z,,;. This is a cover of Z,, ;, denote as F;. Note that by lemma 3.5 for each U € I}

one has

ay (x) < N (u; + 36) (3.9)
where N' = m(U) and m(U) is the number of elements in U. Hence we can estimate for @ € R and [ > N;:

M(Zpi, a, @, 6, 1) < Z exp(—at + t(u; + 36))
(x.)el)

< Z by exp(—aN + N(u; + 35))
N=I

< > (exp(-a + Py(1) +T6)"
N=I

Here the last step we used the estimate (4.8). Now for every @ > Py(1) + 7, we obtain
Bi=exp(—a+ Py()+70) <1

and hence

M(Zyi, a, @, 6) < limsup ZIBN =0.
[=»c0 NT
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This means Py

i,

(a,0) < Py(A) + 76 for fixed Z,, ;. To finish the proof we take the supreme for over all m, i

and apply that A(a, A, Y) = U U Z,, together with lemma 3.5:
meN jieN

PA(a, A, y)(a, 0) = sup PZm,i (Cl, 0) < Py(/i) + 76.
m,i

Finally Letting 6 — 0 results Py, 1, v)(@) < Py(d)

For the second statement, fix u € Y. As V(a, 4, Y) C A(a, A, u), one has by lemma 3.4 and (3.2)

Pya, 2, 0)(a) < Paga, 2, y)(a) < hy (@) + Au).
Taking the infimum over all u € VY, yields the result. U

Theorem 3.6: Let (X, ®) be a compact metric space without fixed points. Fix u € E¢(X) and let (a;)~0
be a Borel measurable potential on (X, ®). Suppose there exists a constant b € [—oo0, +o0] and a Borel set
B C X satisfying u(B) > 0, such that

ligcixr)lf %at(x) <b (3.10)

for each x € B. Then if h,(®) + b is well-defined, one has
Pg(a) > h,(®) + b.

Proof. we need following lemma.
Lemma 3.7[22]: Let (X, ®) be a compact metric space without fixed points. For any u € E¢(X) and

define hy(x, €, 1) = —% log u(B;(x, €)). Then one has

lim lim inf 4, (x, €, 1) = lim lim sup h,(x, €, 1) = h,(D) (3.11)

€—0 > €90 (00

for u—almost x € X.
Let G C B such that (3.11) holds for each x € G. Note that u(G) > 0. Assume first /,(®) + b is finite. Let

€ > € > 0and 6 > 0. Define the Borel sets
G* :={xeG: liminf fy, (x, €, 1) > (@) - 5}.

then G%€ C G%¢ and G = v G%, hence: 0 < u(G) = lim u(G%n). This shows that there is an €5 > 0 such
€> m—0o

that 0 < u(G*% < u(G*€) for all 0 < € < €5.For each x € G>% there exists a minimal T'(, x) € R* such that:

exp(—1(h, (@) — 6)) > u(Bi(x, €5)), (3.12)
13



1
;a,(x) >b-0. (3.13)
for all £ > T(6, x). Define for each T > 0 the Borel sets:
Gl .= (x € GO : x satisfies (3.12) and (3.13) for all t > T).

There exists an M(6) € R* such that 0 < u(G*M®) < u(G*%M) for all M > M(5). Now define Ay :=
GoMO) £ T = {(x;, 17)}jer, is an cover of As such that #; > M, then I'* := {(x7, 1;)};cr/ is also an cover of As,
where L’ := {l € L : B,(x;,€) N As # 0}, and B,(x;,€) N As C By (x;,€). Fix0 < € < § and M > M(5).
Fix y; € By (x;,€) N As and let x € By (x;, €) N As. Then d(e:(y1), ¢:(x)) < d(@:(yp), e(xn)) + d(pr(x1), r(x)) <

2e < g5 forall 0 <t < 1;. Thus By(x;,€) N As € By(y;, &) forall I € L. Hence, as y; € As forall l € L’
exp(—1;(hy,(®) = 6)) > u(B;,(x;,€) N Ay). (3.14)
In addition,one has by (3.13)

ay(By(x;,€) N As) = sup a,(x) > tj(b - 6). (3.15)

)CEB,I (x1,6)NAs

Hence,setting a5 := h,(®) + b — 26, one has using (3.14) and (3.15)
eXp(_tla/(S + at[(BtI(xl’ 6) N Aé)) 2 ﬂ(BtI(xl’ 6) N A(s)
for all [ € L’. Thus, for each cover I' = {(x, 1))};cr. of As that y; > M, where 0 < § < %" and M > M(9).

There is the estimate

Z exp(—ast + a;(By(x,€) N As) > Z exp(—ast + a;(By(x, €) N Ay)
(x,n)ell (x,p)er*

> Z (B, (x1, €) N Ag)

el

> p( U By(x,€) NAs)
lel’

= u(As).

This shows M(As, a, €, as) > u(As) > 0, and hence by lemma 2.5 and lemma 2.3
Pp(a,e) > Pys(a,e) > as = h,(P)+b—26

forall 0 < e < 6—25 Now letting € — 0 and 6 — 0 shows that Pg(®) > h, (D) + b, if h,(D) is finite.

If b = oo, replace (3.13) by %a,(x) > é and if h,(®) = oo, replace (3.12) by exp(—fs) > u(By(x, €)) and set

G%¢ := {x € G : liminf hy(x, €,1) > %}. Then the proof works in the same way. O
[—00
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Next we proof the theorem 1.1.

Proof. By theorem 3.3, Py, 1) (a) < Py(A). For each u € Y, there is a Borel set B, C Z, = {x € X :
0rx — p} such that u(B,) = 1 and }L‘i}, %at(x) = A(u) for all x € B,. Hence B, C A(a, A, p) € A(a, A, Y),

and this shows by theorem 3.6 and lemma 2.6 that

hy (@) + Au) = Pyy(AD) < Pp,(a) < Paaay)(@).

Taking the supremum on the left side yields the result. O

4. Topological pressure based on nested set strings

In this section we will introduce other definition of topology pressure for discontinuous potential (a;);s,-
Before that, let’s review the definition of topological pressure for continuous potentials on compact metric
space (X, @).

Let @ be a continuous flow on (X, d) and a = (a;)~0 be a family of continuous function a,: X — R with
tempered variation. Given € > 0, for each Z C X and @ € R, let

M(Z,a,a,¢) = lim inf exp(a(x,t,e)—at 4.1
( )T%M(g& pa(xt.e) - an) (4.1)

with the infimum taken over all countable sets I' C X X [T, +o0) covering Z. and let

M(Z,a,a,¢) = lim inf Z exp (a(x,t, &) —at) 4.2)
T— 400 (xnel
and
M(Z,a,a,€) = Tl—l)rg—loo 1?f(%;r exp (a(x,t, &) —at) 4.3)
X,

with the infimum taken over all countable sets I' € X X {T'} covering Z. When a does from —oo to +oo, the

above quantities (4.1), (4.2) and (4.3) jump from +oo to O at unique values and so one can define
Py(a,e) =infla e R: M(Z,a,a,¢€) =0},
P,(a,e) =infla e R: M(Z,a,a,€) =0},
Pz(a,€) = infla € R : M(Z,a,a,¢€) = 0}.

15



Theorem 4.1: For any family of continuous functions a with tempered variation and any set Z C X, the

limits
Pz(a) = lirr%) Pz(a, €), 4.4)
€—
P,(a) = lil’% P,(a,€)
€—
and
I_Jz(a) = lim I_Jz(a, €)
e— 0
exists.

Proof. Take 6 € (0,e) and ' C X X ]Ra' with Z € |J Bi(x,0). Since Bi(x,8) C Bi(x,€), one has Z C

(x.Del
U Bix,e€). Let
(x.Del
—va, e
y(e) = tnm@.

Given n > 0, Z € By(x, €), we have

a(y) — a;(z) < la(y) — a(2)| < yi(a, €) < 1(y(e) +1)

for any large ¢. Thus,

a(y)<  sup  [a(2) +1(y(e) + ] < alx, 1,6) + 1(y(€) +n).
(x.)€B;(x.6)

and

a(x,t,e) < a(x,t,0) + t(y(e) + n)

for any large ¢. Therefore,

M(Z, a,a,e) < M(Z,a,a — y(e) — t,0),

and so

P.a,e) <infla e R: M(Z,a,a —y(e) — t,0) = 0} = P,(a, o) + y(e) + 1.

Letting 6 — 0 we have

Pz(a,€) —y(e) —n < lim Pz(a, ).
6—0

Since a is tempered variational we have y(e) — 0 when € — 0, which together with the arbitrariness of n
yields the inequality
ﬁ) Pz(a,e) < lim Pz(a,9).

6—0
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This shows that Pz(a) is well-defined. The existence of the other two limits can be established in a similar

way. U

The number Pz(a) is called non-additive topological pressure of the family a on Z, while P,(a) and
Pz(a) are called: respectively, the non-additive lower and upper capacity topological pressure of a on Z.
Clearly:

Pz(a) < P,(a) < Pz(a).

If Zy C Z,, then: Py, (a) < Pz, (a), Pz (a) < Pz(a), P, (a) < P, (a)

Next we introduce the topological pressure of discontinuous potentials.

Let X be a compact metric space, and @ : X — X a continuous flow. Consider any ®—invariant subset
Z C X possessing a nested family of subsets {Z;},<;. The Z and the Z; are not required to be compact; the Z;
are not required to be ®-invariant. Consider a family of measurable functions a = (a;)»0 : X — R, we say
that a is continuous with respected to the family of subsets {Z;} if @, is continuous on the closure of each Z;
for all r > 0. The potential function a is not necessarily continuous on Z. we define the topological pressure

of a on Z, with respect to ® as:

Pz(a) = sup Pz(a),
121

where Pz (a) is the topological pressure of a on Z; as defined above. We show that the topological pressure
does not depend on the choice of the family of sets {Z;}.

Theorem 4.2: Assume that an ®—invariant subset Z C X has two nested families of subsets {A;} and
{B,} which exhaust Z, let {a; : X — R},» be continuous with respect to both {A;} and {B;}. Then

Pz(a) = sup P4, (a) = sup Pp,(a).
I21 I21

Proof. Set P,(a) = sup P4,/(a), and P’(a) = sup Pp/(a). For every € > 0, there exists an n such that
PAy) 2 P)j(a) — €, as ltzhle B; exhaust Z, we can vxllzrilte A, = U (A, N By). As a is continuous on the closure

m>1

of A,, and each B,,,we have
P4, (a) = sup Pa g, (a) < sup Pg, (a) = P}(a).
m>1 >1

Thus P/ (a) > P’,(a) — € for every €. Reversing the roles of P’,(a) and P’/(a) gives the result. O
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We continue to assume that @ is a continuous flow on a compact metric space X. Let Mq(X) be the set
of ®—invariant probability measures on X and E¢(X) be the set of ergodic probability measures on x. Given
a Borel ®—invariant set Z C X, For convenience, let My := Mg(Z). Given x € X and ¢ > 0, consider the
Borel ®—invariant set

L(Z) ={x € Z: Vo(x) N My % 0)
and

Zy={xeZ: Vo) = {ul)
For each y1 € Mo(X), let hy(®) = hy(¢1).

Now we proof theorem 1.2.

Proof. We will divide the proof process into three steps.
Step 1:Some auxiliary content.

Take x € L(Z) and u € Vo(X) N M7z, given 6 > 0, there exists an increasing sequence {f;} jen in Rg such

that
1 [
—f b(gos(x))ds—fbdp <0
i Jo z
for all j € N. This implies that
a;.(x a;.(x 1 4
S —fbdu‘s 1 )——f]b(gos(x))ds +6 (4.5)
lj z i tjJo

Moreover, let b; = a;rs — a; © g — fos(b o ¢,) du.
For each n € N with t — ns > 0 we have
! S S
at—f(bosou)du = drg ows—f (b o @) dut + ar_y 0 0, —f (b0 gu)du
0 0
[—S '
= bt—s + [al—s - f (b © ‘7014) du] SR
0

t—2s
= b5+ bio5 0 5+ [ar25 — f (b o @) du] o .
0

and so, proceeding inductively,

t n t—ns
a- [(Goprdi=Y b oputammopm [ Gop)du 46)

18



Hence, it follows from (4.5) that

a;.(x
1 ( )—fbd,ll‘ﬁ
lj 7

1 la,-nslleo + (1 = n)lblle
< = 3 by kslloo + — +6,
i lj

£ (X) 1 7j
0 1 fo bley()) ds

j lj

+0

t; .
Now let n; =[], then t; — njs < s and since S[l(l)p] llaslleo < +00, we have
tell,s

lla;—n;slloo + (2 = nj)Iblloo

lj

for any sufficiently large j. Hence, by (1.1) and since sup ||l < +oco forall T > 0, taking n = n;, we

t€[0,T]
a;(x) f bd
- u
lj VA

again for any sufficiently large j.

obtain

.
1 J

< 7 2 Mol +26 < 38
k=1

Now let E be a finite set. Given k € N and ¢ = (¢y, ca, ..., cx) € EX, we define a probability measure u

on E by
1, .
pc(e) = ;#{] icj=e}

for e € E. moreover, let: H(c) = — ) uc(e)log u.(e).
ecE
Step 2: proof that P z(z)(a) < sup{h,(®) + [, bdu : i € Mz}.
As L(Z) = U(L(Z)) N Z;, we have that
=1

Przya) = sup P rzynz(@).
>1

We show that for every [ > 1, P pz(a) < sup {hﬂ((D) + fzbdy TRS MZ}.

let the A(u) in lemma 3.5 be fz b du, then we obtain following lemma.
Lemma 4.4: Given x € L(Z)NZ;, and u € V(X)) N Mz, letT' C X X {1} be a finite cover of X for the
open cover V = {Vy, V3, ..., V,} of X, where V; = Bi(x;, 5) with (x;, 1) € T, there exists m, p € N with p

arbitrary large, and a sequence U =V, V;,...V; such that
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(a): x € %1 ¢—r+1V;, and ap(x) < p(fzbdu + 30).
r=

(b): there exists a subset V € (V") of U of length km > p — m satisfying the inequality
H(V) < m(h,(®) + ).

Givenm € Nand u € R, let Z,,, be the set of points x € L(Z) N Z; such that the two properties in lemma
4.4 hold for some u € Vg(X) N Mz with: fz bdu € [u — 6, u + 6]. Moreover, let n, be the number of all
sequences U € V7 satisfying the same two properties for some x € Z,, . this means that
n,=# U {U € VP : U satisfies (a), (b)}.
X€Zmu

Proceeding as lemma 5.3 in [3] one can show that

np < explp(hu(Plz) + 26)] = exp[p(hu(P) + 26)]

for any sufficiently large p (since u(Z) = 1).
For each 7 € N, the collection of all sequences U € V? satisfying the two properties in lemma 4.4 for

some x € Z,,, and p > 7 cover the set Z,, ,, therefore,

Mz, a, @, €) = lim inf Z exp(a(x,1,€) — ar)

(x,0)el’
- +00
< lim npexpl—ap + p(f bdu + 30) + yp(a, €)]
T—+00 7
p=T
- +00 - (a E)
< Tim Z explp(h, (D) + fbd,u +56—a+ nm L9y
T—+00 = 7 t—+00 t
- +00
: 12
< lim D8
p=T
where 5 = exp(—a + ¢ + 56 + [E @) and ¢ = sup{h,(®) + fzbdy DU E Mg}
—+00
thus, we obtain
+00
Mz a,,€) < Tim > P, (4.7)
T—+00
pP=T
For
a>c+56+ Tim @ 4.8)
—+00
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we have 8 < 1 and so it from (4.7) that

+00
Mzmu»a,a, €) < lim Zﬂp =0 and a > Pz, (a,c€). 4.9)
p=T

T—+00 i

Now take points uy, up, ..., u,, such that for each u € [minb, maxa] there exists j € {1,2,...,r} with

lu—ujl < 6. Then: L(Z)NZ = U U Zn,, and so it follows from (4.9) and (4.10) together with the

meN i=1
lemma 2.6 that

156+ Tm Tm 2£%9

e—01t—>+00 t e—0 m,u;

> lim sup Pz (a,€)

= lim P rzynz(a, €)
e—0

= Prznz(a).

Since the arbitrariness of ¢ and / and a has tempered variation, we find that

Pyzy(a) < ¢ = sup{h, (D) + fbd,u T u € Mz}
z

Step 3: proof Py z)(a) = sup{hy,(®) + [, bdu : p € My).
Lemma 4.5: For each u € My there exists a ®—invariant function beLl(x, ) such that

1 _
lim & = 1im —f(bo%)du = b.
t—oo [ 0

t—oo f

Proof. it follows from (4.6) that

aln 1 f b(u(1)) du
t Jo

RS lai-nslloo + (£ = n5)[1bllo
<~ D Il + .

t = t

Letn = [f], then t — ns < s and since sup ||a;||l < +0c0, we have
1€[0,5]

Sup(”at—ns”oo + (l - ns)Hb”oo) < 0.
>0

Since sup |laflc < 400 for all T > 0, it follows from (1.1) that %(at - folb o ¢, du) — 0 uniformly on Z
1€[0,1]
when ¢ — co. On the other hand, since b € L!(x, u), by Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem for flows there exists a

®-invariant function b € L (x, u) such that

1 (! —
lim — bow,du=>b

t—oo [ 0

u—almost everywhere and in L!(x, ¢). This yields the desired statement. U
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Lemma 4.6: For each ergodic measure u € Mz, we have

Pz(a) = h,(®) + fbd,u.
z

Proof. we will show that there exists an [ so that: Pz(a) > h,(®) + fzbdy. Given € > 0, there exists
0 € (0, €), a measurable partition & = {cy, ¢, ..., ¢;,} of X and an open cover V = {vy, v, ..., v} of X for some
k > m such that:

(a): diamc; < €,v; C ¢; and u(c;\v;) < 52 fori=1,2,...,m.

(b): The set E = ' Lk) 1 v; has measure u(E) < 52.

Now we considerl;mr:leasure v in the ergodic decomposition of u with respect to the time-1 map ¢;. The later
is described by a measure 7—in the space M’ of ¢;-invariant probability measure that is concentrated on the

ergodic measure (with respect to ¢1). Note that v(E) < § for v in a set Ms € M’ of positive T—measure

such that 7(Ms) — 1 when § — 0 since
5 > u(E) = f v(E)dt(v) > f V(E)dt(v) > 6st(M'\ Ms).
M M pm

For each x € Z and n € N, let ¢,(x) be the number of integers [ € [0, n) such that go’l (x) € E. By Birkhoft’s

ergodic theorem, since v is ergodic for ¢; we have

. I(x)
lim —=

n—oo n

1 n—1 )
= lim - Z xE(P () = f dv = v(E) (4.10)
n—oo n j:O X

for v—almost every x € X. On the other hand, by lemma 4.5 and Birkhoft’s ergodic theorem we have

t—+00 t

] !
fim 49~ i —f(bosou)duszdu (4.11)
t—+o00 f 0 7

for u—almost every x € X. By (4.10) and (4.11) and Egrov’s theorem, there exists v € Mg, n; € N and a

an(x) f b
n z

n .

Moreover, let &, = ) gol_J (élz,) where €|z is the partition induced by & on Z;. It from the Shannon-
Jj=0

Mcmillian-Breiman theorem and Egorov’s theorem that there exists n, € N and a measurable set A, C Z

22

measurable set A; C Z with v(A;) > 1 — 6 such that

tn(X)
n

< 26 and

<6 (4.12)

for every x € A and n > n;y.



with v(A,) > 1 — ¢ such that

V(€n(x)) Z expl(=hy(¢1,¢) + 6)n] (4.13)

for every x € Ay and n > np. Take p = max{n;,ny}, and A = A; N A,. Note that v(A) > 1 — 26. By
construction,properties (4.12) and (4.13) holds for every x € A and n > p.

Since the {Z;} are nested and exhaust Z, we can choose [ so that v(Z;) > 1 — §. We have that:v(Z;) N A >
1 —36. Now let A be a Lebesgue number of of the cover V and € > 0 such that 2€ < A. Given « € R, take

q > p such that for each n > g there exists a set I' € X X [n, +00) covering z with

D" explalx, t8) - at) - M(Z,a,@,8)| < 6 (4.14)
(x,ney
Given b e N, let I, ={(x,b) € I' : Bp(x,€) N A # 0} and define B, = |J B;(x, €). One can proceed as in

(x0T,
the proof of lemma 2 in [17] to show that

#T > v(By, N A) explhy(¢1, )l — (1 + 2log #£)16] (4.15)

for each b € N. Indeed, let L, be the number of elements ¢ of &, such that c N B, N A # (. It follows from

(4.13) that

v(BpNA) < Z v(c) < Ly exp[(—hy(¢1,&) + 6)b]. (4.16)
cNBpNA#Q

Note that by eventually making € sufficiently small, for each x € Z there exists iy, i3, ...,ip € {1,2,...,k}
such that By(x,€) € V, where V = _(b]l gol‘b”v,-j (this follows readily from the uniform continuity of the map
(t, x) — ¢;(x) on the compact set [jO, 1] X X). Given (x,b) € I'y, we have Bj(x, fe)) N Ay # 0. Hence, it
follows from the first inequality in (4.12) that the number S (, ;) of elements ¢ of the partition &, such that
cN Bp(x,€) NA # 0 satisfies S () < m?%b = exp(20b log m). Therefore,

Ly< Y Sqp < #T,exp(28blog m). (4.17)

(x.b)el,
Inequality (4.15) follows readily from (4.16) and (4.17).
Observe that by the second inequality in (4.12) we have

sup ap = b( | bdu —96) —yp(a,€)
By(x,©) z
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for all b > g and (x, b) € yp(a, €). Therefore,

+00

Z exp(a(x,t,€) —at) > Z Z exp( sup ap — ab)

(x.ner b=q (x,0el} By(x.€)
+00

> #T, expl(-a + f bdu — 8)b — yy(a, ©)]
b=q Z

> > (B N A)expll (g1, ) + fbdﬂ - %,E) — )b —2(1 + log #£)b5].
b=q z

Without loss of generality one can also assume that ¢ is sufficiently small such that

@ < hy(p1,€) + fbd,u - Tim ”(Ct” ©) (1 +log#£)5 — 6.
7 — 400
then
+00
> explatx ) —an = Y v(B,NA) 2 1-20,
(x,p)el’ b=t

and so it follows from (4.14) that M(Z;, a,a,€) > 1 — 36 > 0. Therefore, Pz (a, €) > «, which implies that

12@@Zth8+fb@—ﬁaﬂﬂﬂ_
Z

t—+00
Finally, we consider measurable partition &, and open covers V,, as before with € = %. For each b take
€, > 0 such that 2¢, < % is a Lebesgue number of the cover v,. Since diamé&, — 0 when b — +oo, it follows

that
lim h,(¢1,&p) = hy(¢1).
b—+o0

Moreover, since the family a has tempered variation property, we obtain

Py(@ = lim Pya@) > Tim he1.&)+ fz bdu~ lim Tim ries)

—+00 I—+00 t

=hv(901)+fbdﬂ-
Z

Integrating with respect to v gives
Pz(a) > f hy(¢1)dt(v) + fbdv.
Ms V4
and letting 6 — 0 yields the inequality:
Pz/(a) Zf hy(g1)dt(v) + fbdv = h, (D) + fbdv.
M VA z

This completes the proof of the lemma. O
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When u € My is ergodic, Z, is a nonempty ®—invariant subset of £(Z) with u(Z,) = 1. Hence, it
follows from lemma 4.6 that

PL(Z)(a)zh,,((D)+f bd,u:hﬂ(CD)+fbdp.

Z z

When u € My is arbitrary, one can decompose X into ergodic components and the previous argument shows

that

Pron(@ > sup (@) + fz bdu).

HEMZ
This completes the proof of the theorem. O

It follows from theorem 4.3 that if Vo(X) N Mz # 0 for each x € Z, and so in particular if Z is compact

and ®—invariant, then

Pz(a) = sup {h,(®) + fbd,u}.
[JEMZ V4
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