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Abstract

We consider two compact metric spaces J and X and a uniform con-
tractible iterated function system {φj : X → X | j ∈ J}. For a Lipschitz
continuous function A on J × X and for each β > 0 we consider the Gibbs
probability ρ

βA
. Our goal is to study a large deviation principle for such family

of probabilities as β → +∞ and its connections with idempotent probabilities.
In the non-place dependent case (A(j, x) = Aj , ∀x ∈ X) we will prove that
(ρ

βA
) satisfy a LDP and −I (where I is the deviation function) is the density

of the unique invariant idempotent probability for a mpIFS associated to A.
In the place dependent case, we prove that, if (ρ

βA
) satisfy a LDP, then −I

is the density of an invariant idempotent probability. Such idempotent prob-
abilities were recently characterized through the Mañé potential and Aubry
set, therefore we will obtain an identical characterization for −I.

Key words and phrases: iterated function systems, large deviation, idempotent
measures, Maslov measures
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1 Introduction

We consider two compact metric spaces (X, dX) and (J, dJ) and denote by C(X,R)
and C(J × X,R), the set of continuous functions from X to R and J × X to R,
respectively.
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Definition 1.1. Let (X, dX) and (J, dJ) be compact metric spaces. A uniformly
contractible iterated function system (X, (φj)j∈J) is a family of maps {φj : X →
X | j ∈ J} satisfying: there exists 0 < γ < 1 such that

dX(φj1(x1), φj2(x2)) ≤ γ · [dJ(j1, j2) + dX(x1, x2)], ∀j1, j2 ∈ J, ∀x1, x2 ∈ X. (1)

We also consider the continuous map φ : J ×X → X, defined by φ(j, x) = φj(x).

By one hand, in [27] it is described a thermodynamic formalism for uniformly
contractible IFS (X, (φj)j∈J). On the other hand, in [28] it is characterized the
invariant idempotent probabilities for the so called max-plus IFS. In the present
work we exhibit a connection between these two settings. Our objective is to study a
large deviation principle (LDP) for Gibbs probabilities in thermodynamic formalism
for IFS, when the temperature goes to zero, as an application of results in [28]. As
we will see, the Mañé potential and Aubry set will play an important role in the
description of the deviation function.

From now on we always consider the Borel sigma algebra in each metric space.
Let B : J×X → (0,+∞) be a continuous function and ν be a fixed Borel probability
on J satisfying supp(ν) = J . We define the transfer operator Lφ,B,ν : C(X,R) →
C(X,R) by

Lφ,B,ν(f)(x) =

∫

J

B(j, x) · f(φj(x)) dν(j),

for any f ∈ C(X,R).
For each β > 0 (which is interpreted as the inverse of temperature in thermo-

dynamic formalism) and a Lipschitz continuous function A : J × X → R we also
consider the operator Lφ,eβA,ν . It admits a unique pair (λβA, hβA) where λβA is a
positive number and hβA : X → R is a positive and continuous function, such that
supx∈X hβA(x) = 1 and Lφ,eβA,ν(hβA) = λβA · hβA. The function qβ : J × X → R,

defined by qβ(j, x) :=
eβA(j,x)·hβA(φj(x))

λβA·hβA(x)
, satisfies Lφ,qβ,ν(1) = 1 and the dual operator

of Lφ,qβ,ν has a unique invariant probability ρ
βA

on X , that is,

∫

X

f(x)dρ
βA
(x) =

∫

X

∫

J

qβ(j, x) · f(φj(x)) dν(j) dρβA
(x), ∀f ∈ C(X,R). (2)

We call ρ
βA

a Gibbs probability on X . Our objective is to consider a large devia-
tion principle for (ρ

βA
) as β → +∞ and to present its connections with invariant

idempotent probabilities.
The Ruelle (transfer) operator was introduced by D. Ruelle [31] in the context of

equilibrium states - Gibbs measures - of infinite one-dimensional lattice gas. It was
extensively studied for IFS in the last decades and a remarkable result was Fan’s
Theorem (see [13], Theorem 1.1) which shows the existence of a positive eigen-
function and a Gibbs probability for a contractive IFS with Dini continuous place
dependent positive weights. Several extensions of this result appeared studying the
Ruelle operator, its rate of convergence and the existence of eigenfunctions and
eigenmeasures. In [18], for example, it is studied the conditions for the existence of
such eigenfunctions together with the Perron-Frobenius property for non-expansive
finite IFSs. In [33] it is studied the speed of convergence of the Ruelle operator
for a finite IFS, where the weights are positive Lipschitz continuous and the system
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satisfies an average contractive condition. In [34], it is studied the existence of eigen-
functions and eigenmeasures of the Ruelle operator for a finite weakly contractive
IFS.

A key generalization was given by Stenflo [32], where random iterations are used
to represent the iterations of a so called IFS with probabilities, for an arbitrary mea-
surable set of maps. Their approach is slightly different from the previous works on
IFS with probabilities. Its main goal was to establish, when the transfer operator
is Feller, that there exists a unique attracting invariant measure for the Markov
chain generated by the IFS. It is worth to mention that this approach was previ-
ously introduced by [5], for an average-contractive system, to show the existence of
invariant measures. In [5], it is assumed that J is finite and the maps are Lipschitz
continuous, with place dependent and Dini continuous weights.

One can also introduce a thermodynamic formalism based on holonomic mea-
sures according to [23], [8], [27] and [7], where several results are obtained for fairly
general IFSs.

There is a special class of IFS where the thermodynamic formalism is well
known: if J := {1, ..., d} is a finite set, X := JN and φj(x) = φj(x1, x2, x3, ...) =
(j, x1, x2, x3, ...) where x = (x1, x2, x3, ...) ∈ X , then (φj)j∈J are the inverse branches
of the shift map σ acting in JN. We call this model by full shift for finite alphabet.
In this case, the thermodynamic formalism for zero temperature is also widely stud-
ied as well as its connection with ergodic optimization and max-plus algebra [2].
Considering this case, results concerning large deviations, when the temperature
goes to zero, can be founded in [3] and [26].

In the setting of full shift for finite alphabet it is proved in [3] (more generally for
sub-shifts of finite type) that (ρ

βA
) satisfies a LDP, since A has a unique maximizing

measure. In this case the deviation function I evaluated at any point x ∈ X , is
given as by I(x) = R(x) + R(σ(x)) + R(σ2(x)) + . . ., where the function R is also
presented. This is problematic for a general IFS, because we have at hands just the
maps φj which in the full shift correspond to the inverse branches of σ.

In [26] the main idea is to use Prop. 3.2 of [30]. We believe that such strategy
can not be replicated from the full shift for finite alphabet to a general IFS. In
[26] it is also proved that the deviation function presented in [3] fails without the
hypothesis of uniqueness of maximizing measure and another characterization of I
is presented. The characterization of the deviation function for IFS in the present
work is similar to one which appears in [26].

In order to study LDP for Gibbs probabilities in a uniformly contractible IFS
we will apply recent results from [28]. We will consider the function q = limβ→∞ qβ,
when it exists. In the non-place dependent case (A(j, x) = Aj , ∀x ∈ X) is easy to
show that q exists. In this case, it is proved in [28] that there exists a unique invariant
idempotent probability for the mpIFS (X, φ, q) and it is presented its density λ. In
this case we will prove that (ρ

βA
) satisfy a LDP with deviation function I = −λ.

In the place dependent case, the situation is more complicated. As far as we know
it is not proved a LDP or the existence of the limit q, even in the full shift for
finite alphabet. In the present work we prove that, if (ρ

βA
) satisfy a LDP and the

limit q there exists, then I = −λ where λ is the density of an invariant idempotent
probability for the mpIFS (X, φ, q). As such idempotent probabilities were recently
characterized through the Mañé potential and Aubry set in [28], we will obtain a
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characterization for I using the Mañé potential and Aubry set too.
We would like to point out that despite the fact that the theory of IFS with

compact space of maps is fairly old (see [19], [25], among others), only few works
are known for such more general setting. Furthermore, as far as we know, the
LDP theory for IFS, at zero temperature, is absent in the literature. Although, the
thermodynamic formalism and multifractal analysis of Gibbs probabilities has shown
notable advances in the last few years with many generalizations (for instance, [14],
[15], [29] and [7], among others) thus it seems to be of paramount importance to
find further connections and developments in this areas.

We propose, initially, in Section 2, to present a discussion concerning thermo-
dynamic formalism for IFS, following mainly [27]. In the sequence, we extend to
the setting of IFS some well known results, in thermodynamic formalism, for the
zero temperature case. Right away, in Section 3 we present the main definitions and
results contained in [28], concerning invariant idempotent probabilities for max-plus
IFS. After the introduction of these elements we then present their connection by
considering large deviation principles in Section 4.

2 Thermodynamic Formalism for IFS

In this section we describe the setting presented mainly in [27], concerning the ther-
modynamic formalism for IFS. The characterization of the entropy and its relation
with the Kullback-Leibler divergence is presented in [21].

For each β > 0 and a Lipschitz continuous function A : J ×X → R we consider
the operator

Lφ,eβA,ν(f)(x) =

∫

J

eβA(j,x) · f(φj(x)) dν(j),

where ν is a fixed probability on J with supp(ν) = J .

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that A : J × X → R has Lipschitz constant Lip(A).
Then Lφ,eβA,ν admits a unique pair (λβA, hβA) where λβA is a positive number and
hβA : X → R is a positive and continuous function, such that supx∈X hβA(x) = 1 and
Lφ,eβA,ν(hβA) = λβA ·hβA. Furthermore, hβA is Lipschitz continuous and Lip(hβA) ≤

eβ·
Lip(A)
1−γ , where γ satisfies (1).

The proof of uniqueness can be found in [27], but details concerning the Lipschitz
constant of hβA are missing. Let us then present such details following ideas of [6]
and [4].

Proof. First, note that we can drop β in the computations. For each 0 < s < 1,
we define the operator Ts : C(X,R) → C(X,R) by

Ts(u)(x) = log

∫

J

eA(j,x)+su(φj(x)) dν(j).

We have |Ts(u)−Ts(v)|∞ ≤ s|u− v|∞, meaning that, T is a uniform contraction
map on C(X,R) with respect to the supremum norm (|g|∞ = supx∈X |g(x)|). Let
us ∈ C(X,R) be the unique fixed point for Ts.
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We claim that for any s ∈ (0, 1), the function us is Lipschitz continuous, with

Lip(us) ≤
Lip(A)
1−γ

. Indeed, for any x1, x2 ∈ X we have

us(x1)− us(x2) ≤ max
j

{A(j, x1)− A(j, x2) + s[us(φj(x1))− us(φj(x2))]}.

By iterating this inequality we get

us(x1)−us(x2) ≤ max
(j0,j1,...)

(

∞
∑

n=0

sn[A(jn, φjn−1 ◦ ... ◦ φj0(x1))− A(jn, φjn−1 ◦ ... ◦ φj0(x2))]

)

≤
∞
∑

n=0

snLip(A)γnd(x1, x2) =
Lip(A)

1 − sγ
d(x1, x2) ≤

Lip(A)

1− γ
d(x1, x2).

Particularly −Lip(A)
1−γ

diam(X) ≤ us − maxus ≤ 0 and then the family {u∗s =

us − maxus}0<s<1 is equicontinuous and uniformly bounded. Note also that, as
Ts(us) = us, we obtain

−|A|+ smin us ≤ us(x) ≤ |A|+ smaxus, ∀x ∈ X.

Consequently, −|A| ≤ (1 − s)minus ≤ (1 − s)maxus ≤ |A|, for any 0 < s < 1.
Then, there exists a subsequence sn → 1 and a number k ∈ R such that [ (1 −
sn) maxusn ] → k. By applying Arzela-Ascoli theorem we get a subsequence, also
denoted by sn, such that {u∗sn}n≥1 converges uniformly to a function u ∈ C(X,R).

As Lip(u∗s) = Lip(us) ≤
Lip(A)
1−γ

we get Lip(u) ≤ Lip(A)
1−γ

. In order to finish the proof,
we will show that h = eu is an eigenfunction for Lφ,eA,ν with associated eigenvalue
ek. Indeed, for any s ∈ (0, 1) we have

eu
∗

s(x) = eus(x)−maxus = e−(1−s)maxus+us(x)−smax us

= e−(1−s)maxus

∫

J

eA(j,x)+sus(φj(x))−smaxus dν(j).

Taking the limit when s→ 1 we conclude that u satisfies

eu(x) = e−k
∫

J

eA(j,x)+u(φj(x)) dν(j) = e−kLφ,eA,ν(e
u)(x).

�

Consider the function qβ : J×X → Rwhich is defined by qβ(j, x) :=
eβA(j,x)·hβA(φj(x))

λβA·hβA(x)

and for each j ∈ J consider also the function qβj : X → R, defined by qβj (x) = qβ(j, x).

Replacing eβA by the function qβ we get the operator Lφ,qβ ,ν which satisfies

Lφ,qβ ,ν(1) = 1,

that is, it has the eigenvalue λ = 1 associated to the eigenfuntion h = 1. We say
that this operator Lφ,qβ ,ν is normalized.

The dual of the normalized operator Lφ,qβ ,ν, which we will denote by Mφ,qβ,ν ,
acting in Borel probabilities on X is given by

Mφ,qβ ,ν(µ)(f) =

∫

X

Lφ,qβ ,ν(f)(x) dµ(x) =

∫

X

∫

J

qβ(j, x) · f(φj(x)) dν(j) dµ(x),
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for any f ∈ C(X,R). There exists a unique probability ρ
βA

(Gibbs probability)
which is invariant for Mφ,qβ ,ν, that is, it satisfies (2).

We say that a probability π on J ×X is holonomic if
∫

g(x) dπ(j, x) =

∫

g(φj(x)) dπ(j, x), ∀g ∈ C(X,R).

Let us denote by H the set of holonomic probabilities on J ×X .
We have a natural holonomic probability πβA ∈ H associated to βA, defined by
∫

g(j, x) dπβA(j, x) :=

∫

X

∫

J

qβ(j, x) · g(j, x) dν(j) dρ
βA
(x), ∀g ∈ C(J ×X,R).

This probability πβA is an equilibrium probability to βA in the following sense:

Pν(βA) := sup
π∈H

∫

βAdπ +Hν(π) =

∫

βAdπβA +Hν(πβA), (3)

where Hν(π) is the relative entropy of π with respect to ν. More precisely, if the
x−marginal of π is a probability ρ on X then

Hν(π) =















−
∫

log(Jac) dπ if dπ = Jac(j, x)dν(j)dρ(x)

−∞
ifπ is not absolutely continuous

with respect to ν × ρ

.

The above defined entropy satisfies Hν(π) = −DKL(π | ν × ρ), where DKL is the
Kullback-Leibler divergence (see [21] for additional details).

We say that a measurable function Jac : J × X → [0,+∞) is a ν-Jacobian, if
∫

J
Jac(j, x) dν(j) = 1, ∀x ∈ X . The functions 1 and qβ are ν-Jacobians. In [21] it is

proved that

Hν(π) = − sup

{
∫

log(Jac) dπ | Jac is a Lipschitz ν-Jacobian

}

.

Consequently

Hν(π) ≤

∫

log(1) dπ = 0.

Furthermore,

Hν(πβA) = −

∫

log(qβ) dπβA.

This definition of entropy does not depend of the IFS, while the operator L
depends of φ, as can be observed from its definition. An interesting fact is that
Pν(βA) = log(λβA) (see [27]).

2.1 Zero temperature limits and ergodic optimization

This section follows ideas present in [22] and [2] which were adapted to the present
setting. It extends to IFS some results concerning zero temperature limits. The
zero temperature case corresponds to an analysis of the limits, as β → +∞, of the
concepts introduced in above subsection (for instance: ρ

βA
, hβA, πβA, Pν(βA)).

The following result generalizes one from [22] and will be useful in the present
work.
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Lemma 2.2. Let Y, Z be compact metric spaces. Let Wβ : Y ×Z → R be a family of
measurable functions converging uniformly to a continuous function W : Y ×Z → R,
as β → +∞, and let µ be a finite measure on Y with supp(µ) = Y . Then

1

β
log

∫

Y

eβWβ(y,z)dµ(y) → sup
y∈Y

W (y, z)

uniformly on Z, as β → +∞. The same is true if we replace β by a sequence βi
which converges to +∞.

Proof. AsW is continuous and Y is compact we have that W̃ (z) := supy∈Y W (y, z)

defines a continuous function too. Fix an ǫ > 0. As W, W̃ are also uniformly
continuous, there exists δ > 0 such that

d(y1, y2) + d(z1, z2) < δ ⇒ |W (y1, z1)−W (y2, z2)| < ǫ

and
d(z1, z2) < δ ⇒ |W̃ (z1)− W̃ (z2)| < ǫ.

As Wβ →W uniformly we can suppose also there exists β0 > 0 such that

d(y1, y2) + d(z1, z2) < δ ⇒ |Wβ(y1, z1)−Wβ(y2, z2)| < 2ǫ, forβ > β0.

Let Z0 ⊆ Z be a finite set such that ∪z∈Z0B(z, δ) = Z. For each z ∈ Z, let
yz ∈ Y be such that W (yz, z) > W̃ (z) − ǫ. Then, for any z ∈ Z and y ∈ B(yz, δ),
we have W (y, z) > W̃ (z) − 2ǫ. As Wβ → W uniformly, there exists β1 > β0 such
that Wβ(y, z) > W̃ (z)− 3ǫ, for any z ∈ Z, y ∈ B(yz, δ) and β > β1.

As Z0 is a finite set and supp(µ) = Y, there exists β2 > β1 such that

1

β
log
(

µ
(

B(yz0, δ)
))

> −ǫ, ∀z0 ∈ Z0, β > β2.

Given any z ∈ Z, there exists z0 ∈ Z0 satisfying d(z, z0) < δ. If β > β2 we have
that

1

β
log

∫

Y

eβWβ(y,z)dµ(y) >
1

β
log

∫

Y

eβ(Wβ(y,z0)−2ǫ)dµ(y) ≥
1

β
log

∫

B(yz0 ,δ)

eβ(Wβ(y,z0)−2ǫ)dµ(y)

>
1

β
log
(

µ
(

B(yz0, δ)
)

eβ(W̃ (z0)−5ǫ)
)

> W̃ (z0)− 6ǫ > W̃ (z)− 7ǫ.

On the other hand, there exists β4 > β3 such that, Wβ(y, z) < W̃ (z) + ǫ, for any
β > β4 and y ∈ Y . Then, for β > β4 we have

1

β
log

∫

Y

eβWβ(y,z)dµ(y) < W̃ (z) + ǫ.

�

Remember that log(λβA) = Pν(βA).
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Definition 2.3. Let us define the number m(A) := sup
π∈H

∫

Adπ.

A continuous function V : X → R is a calibrated subaction of A if

sup
j∈J

[A(j, x) + V (φj(x))− V (x)−m(A)] = 0, ∀x ∈ X.

A holonomic probability π ∈ H is maximizing with respect to A if
∫

Adπ = m(A).

Proposition 2.4. Consider a Lipschitz continuous function A : J×X → R. Under
the above framework, we have:

1. lim
β→+∞

1

β
log(λβA) = lim

β→+∞

Pν(βA)

β
= m(A).

2. Suppose that 1
βn

log(hβnA) → V uniformly, as βn → +∞. Then V is a Lips-
chitz calibrated subaction of A.

3. Suppose that πβnA → π∞ in the weak∗ topology, as βn → +∞. Then the
probability π∞ is holonomic and maximizing to A.

Proof. By definition of hβA and λβA we have

λβA =

∫

J

eβA(j,x)+log(hβA(φj(x)))−log(hβA(x)) dν(j), ∀x ∈ X. (4)

If hβA attains its minimum and maximum in x1 and x2, respectively, we get:

λβA =

∫

J

eβA(j,x2)+log(hβA(φj(x2)))−log(hβA(x2)) dν(j) ≤

∫

J

eβA(j,x2) dν(j) ≤ eβ·maxj,xA(j,x)

and similarly

λβA ≥

∫

J

eβA(j,x1) dν(j) ≥ eβ·minj,x A(j,x).

Then

min
j,x

A(j, x) ≤
1

β
log(λβA) ≤ max

j,x
A(j, x).

Let k be an accumulation point of 1
β
log(λβA) as β → +∞ and suppose that

1
βn

log(λβnA) → k. By Proposition 2.1 the family 1
β
log(hβA) is equicontinuous

and uniformly bounded. By applying Arzela-Ascoli theorem, we get a subsequence
of (βn), also denoted by (βn), and a Lipschitz continuous function V such that
1
βn

log(hβnA) → V uniformly. By taking limβn→+∞
1
βn

log in both sides of (4) and
applying Lemma 2.2 we obtain

k = sup
j

[A(j, x) + V (φj(x))− V (x)], ∀x ∈ X.

We claim that k = m(A). Indeed, by one hand, as πβA is holonomic, we have

1

β
log(λβA) =

Pν(βA)

β
=

∫

βAdπβA +Hν(πβA)

β

Hν≤0

≤

∫

βAdπβA
β

=

∫

AdπβA ≤ m(A).
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Therefore k ≤ m(A). On the other hand, if π is any holonomic probability, as
k ≥ A(j, x) + V (φj(x))− V (x) we get k ≥

∫

Adπ. Therefore, k ≥ m(A).
We conclude that k = m(A) for any possible convergent sequence and then

lim
β→+∞

1

β
log(λβA) = m(A).

Clearly, we also get

m(A) = sup
j

[A(j, x) + V (φj(x))− V (x)], ∀x ∈ X,

(and then V is a calibrated subaction) for any uniform limit of 1
β
log(hβA), as β → ∞.

Finally, suppose that πβnA → π∞ in the weak∗ topology, as βn → +∞. Then π∞
is holonomic and

∫

Adπ∞ ≤ m(A). On the other hand,

m(A) = lim
βn→+∞

Pν(βnA)

β

Hν≤0

≤ lim
βn→+∞

∫

AdπβnA =

∫

Adπ∞.

�

Given x ∈ X , n ∈ N and a finite sequence ω = (j1, j2, ..., jn) ∈ Jn we denote

φω(x) = φ(j1,...,jn)(x) := φj1 ◦ · · · ◦ φjn(x)

and

Sum(A, ω, x) := A(j1, φ(j2,...jn)(x)) + A(j2, φ(j3,...,jn)(x)) + · · ·+ A(jn, x)− n ·m(A).

Given x, y ∈ X and ε > 0 we define

SA,ε(x, y) = sup
n∈N

[

sup
ω∈Jn | d(x,φω(y))<ε

Sum(A, ω, y)

]

, (5)

which can be −∞ if the set {ω ∈ Jn | d(x, φω(y)) < ε} is empty for any n. Clearly
0 < ǫ < ǫ′ ⇒ Sq,ε ≤ Sq,ε′, so we can define the Mañé potential SA : X × X →
R ∪ {−∞}, by

SA(x, y) = lim
ε→0

SA,ε(x, y). (6)

The Aubry set is defined as

ΩA = {x ∈ X|SA(x, x) = 0}. (7)

Let V be a calibrated subaction to A and define q(j, x) := A(j, x) + V (φj(x))−
V (x)−m(A). Then, by definition of calibrated subaction, we have supj∈J q(j, x) =
0, ∀ x ∈ X . For any holonomic probability π on J ×X we have

∫

q dπ =
∫

Adπ −
m(A). Then m(q) = 0 and a holonomic probability π is maximizing to A if and only
if it is maximizing to q.

Theorem 2.5. Let A : J×X → R be a Lipschitz function and V be any continuous
calibrated subaction to A. Let us define the function q : J × X → R by q(j, x) :=
A(j, x) + V (φj(x)) − V (x) − m(A). Then Sq(x, y) = SA(x, y) + V (x) − V (y) and
Ωq = ΩA, which is a non empty set. Furthermore,

V (x) = sup
z∈ΩA

[SA(z, x) + V (z)], ∀x ∈ X. (8)
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Proof. We have m(q) = 0, then, for ω = (j1, ..., jn),

Sum(q, ω, y) := q(j1, φ(j2,...jn)(y)) + q(j2, φ(j3,...,jn)(y)) + · · ·+ q(jn, y).

As q(j, x) = A(j, x) + V (φj(x))− V (x)−m(A) we have

Sum(q, ω, y) = Sum(A, ω, y) + V (φω(y))− V (y).

Then

Sq(x, y) = lim
ε→0

sup
n∈N

[

sup
ω∈Jn | d(x,φω(y))<ε

(Sum(A, ω, y) + V (φω(y))− V (y))

]

= SA(x, y) + V (x)− V (y).

The Aubry sets satisfy ΩA = {x ∈ X |SA(x, x) = 0} and Ωq = {x ∈ X |Sq(x, x) =
0}. As SA(x, x) = Sq(x, x) we obtain ΩA = Ωq.

Let us denote also qj(x) = q(j, x). We still need to prove that ΩA 6= ∅ and
supz∈ΩA

Sq(z, x) = 0, ∀x ∈ X. As V is a calibrated subaction we have supj∈J q(j, x) =
0, ∀x ∈ X and so Sq ≤ 0. From now on we fix x ∈ X and prove that there exists
x̃ ∈ ΩA such that Sq(x̃, x) = 0.

Let (jn) be a sequence of points of J satisfying qj1(x) = 0 and qjn+1(φjn ◦ ... ◦
φj1(x)) = 0 for all n ≥ 1. Let xn := φ(jn,...,j1)(x) = φjn ◦ ... ◦ φj1(x).

AsX is compact there exists a subsequence ni and a point x̃ such that xni
→ x̃. It

follows from the definition of Sq(·, ·) that Sq(x̃, x) ≥ limni→+∞ Sum(q, (jni
, ..., j1), x) =

0 and then Sq(x̃, x) = 0. In what follows we will prove that x̃ ∈ Ω.

Let ωk,l := (jk, jk−1, ..., jl) for k ≥ l. By construction of (jn) we have qjn+1(xn) =
0 and

Sum(q, ωk,n+1, xn) = 0, ∀k > n. (9)

Given ε > 0 there exist n,m ∈ N such that n < m and xn, xm ∈ B(x̃, ε/2).
Observe that xm = φωm,n+1(xn) and as φ satisfies (1) we get

d(x̃, φωm,n+1(x̃)) ≤ d(x̃, xm) + d(xm, φωm,n+1(x̃))

= d(x̃, xm) + d(φωm,n+1(xn), φωm,n+1(x̃)) < ε.

It follows that
Sq,ε(x̃, x̃) ≥ Sum(q, ωm,n+1, x̃).

As A is Lipschitz continuous and φ satisfies (1), there exists C > 0 such that

Sum(q, ωm,n+1, x̃) = Sum(A, ωm,n+1, x̃) + V (φωm,n+1(x̃))− V (x̃)

≥ Sum(A, ωm,n+1, xn)−
C

1− γ

ε

2
+ V (φωm,n+1(x̃))− V (x̃)

= Sum(q, ωm,n+1, xn)−
C

1− γ

ε

2
+ [V (φωm,n+1(x̃))−V (φωm,n+1(xn))]− [V (x̃)−V (xn)].

Therefore, applying also equation (9) and using that V is continuous, we have
Sq(x̃, x̃) = lim

ε→0
Sq,ε(x̃, x̃) ≥ 0. As we always have Sq ≤ 0, we complete the proof.

�
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3 On invariant idempotent probabilities

In this section we recall definitions and results containing in [28]. The theory of
idempotent probabilities was introduced by Maslov (also called Maslov measures)
to model problems of optimization as integrals with respect to a max-plus structure,
see [16], [17], [11] and [20] for classical results on Maslov measures, also [24], [35],
[36], [10] and [9] for the existence of a unique invariant idempotent probability for
non-place dependent IFSs.

Let us consider Rmax := R ∪ {−∞} endowed with the operations

1. ⊕ : Rmax × Rmax → Rmax, where a⊕ b := max(a, b) assuming a⊕−∞ := a.

2. ⊙ : Rmax × Rmax → Rmax, where a⊙ b := a+ b assuming a⊙−∞ := −∞.

We consider the following conventions and notations: for any function f : A→ Rmax,

1.
⊕

a∈A := supa∈A;

2.
⊕

a∈A f(a) = −∞, if A = ∅;

3.
⊕

a∈A f(a) = −∞, if f(a) = −∞, ∀a ∈ A .

4.
⊕

a∈A f(a) = +∞, if A 6= ∅ and {f(a) | a ∈ A} is not bounded above.

Definition 3.1. A functional m : C(X,R) → R is an idempotent probability on X
if

1. m(a⊙ f) = a⊙m(f), ∀a ∈ R and ∀f ∈ C(X,R);

2. m(f ⊕ g) = m(f)⊕m(g), ∀f, g ∈ C(X,R);

3. m(0) = 0.

We denote by I(X) the set of idempotent probabilities on X.

The idempotent probabilities are closely related with upper semi-continuous
functions (u.s.c.). We denote by U(X,Rmax) the set of u.s.c. functions λ : X → Rmax

satisfying {x ∈ X|λ(x) 6= −∞} 6= ∅. The next result is well known in the literature
(mainly from [16]) and a proof for the present setting can be founded in [28].

Theorem 3.2. A functional µ : C(X,R) → R is an idempotent probability if and
only if there exists λ ∈ U(X,Rmax) satisfying

µ(ψ) =
⊕

x∈X

λ(x)⊙ ψ(x), ∀ψ ∈ C(X,R) and
⊕

x∈X

λ(x) = 0.

If µ ∈ I(X) there is a unique such function λ in U(X,Rmax), which is called its
density.

Definition 3.3. Let (X, dX) and (J, dJ) be compact metric spaces. A max-plus
IFS (mpIFS for short) S = (X, (φj)j∈J , (qj)j∈J) is a uniformly contractive IFS
(X, (φj)j∈J) endowed with a normalized family of weights (qj)j∈J , which is a family
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of functions {qj : X → R | j ∈ J} satisfying:
i. there exists a constant C > 0 such that

|qj(x1)− qj(x2)| ≤ C · dX(x1, x2), ∀j ∈ J, ∀x1, x2 ∈ X ; (10)

ii.
⊕

j∈J

qj(x) = 0, ∀x ∈ X ; (11)

iii. the function q : J ×X → R, defined by q(j, x) = qj(x), is continuous.

We also use the compact notation S = (X, φ, q) to denote a mpIFS (assuming
that the set of indices J is known). Considering the setting of above section, if
A : J × X → R is Lipschitz continuous and V : X → R is a Lipschitz calibrated
subaction of A, then defining q(j, x) = A(j, x) + V (φj(x)) − V (x) − m(A) we get

a normalized family of weights. This is the case of q(j, x) = lim
β→+∞

1

β
log(qβ(j, x)),

where qβ(j, x) =
eβA(j,x)·hβA(φj(x))

hβA(x)·λβA
, when such limit exists.

Definition 3.4. To each mpIFS S = (X, φ, q) we assign the following operators:
1. L0

φ,q : C(X,R) → C(X,R), defined by

L0
φ,q(f)(x) :=

⊕

j∈J

qj(x)⊙ f(φj(x)). (12)

2. M0
φ,q : I(X) → I(X), defined by

M0
φ,q(µ) :=

⊕

j∈J

µ(qj ⊙ (f ◦ φj)). (13)

3. L0
φ,q : U(X,Rmax) → U(X,Rmax), defined by

L0
φ,q(λ)(x) :=

⊕

(j,y)∈φ−1(x)

qj(y)⊙ λ(y). (14)

The operators L0
φ,q and M0

φ,q play the hole of the operators Lφ,qβ ,ν and Mφ,qβ,ν ,
which were introduced in section 2, when considered the zero temperature case and
the scale 1

β
log (see also Lemma 2.2).

Next theorem establishes the relation between the three operators in Definition
3.4.

Theorem 3.5. Given a function λ ∈ U(X,Rmax) satisfying ⊕xλ(x) = 0 and the as-
sociated idempotent probability µ =

⊕

x∈X λ(x)⊙δx ∈ I(X) we have that M0
φ,q(µ) =

⊕

x∈X Lφ,q(λ)(x) ⊙ δx, that is, M
0
φ,q(µ) has density Lφ,q(λ) where λ is the density

of µ. Furthermore
M0

φ,q(µ)(f) = µ(L0
φ,q(f)),

for any f ∈ C(X,R), that is, M0
φ,q is the max-plus dual of L0

φ,q.
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Definition 3.6. An idempotent probability µ ∈ I(X) with density λ ∈ U(X,Rmax)
is called invariant (with respect to the mpIFS) if it satisfies any of the following
equivalent conditions:
1. M0

φ,q(µ) = µ;
2. Lφ,q(λ) = λ;
3. µ(L0

φ,q(f)) = µ(f), for any f ∈ C(X,R).

In [28] the idempotent invariant probabilities were characterized using the Mañé
potential and the Aubry set. Let us present these results below.

Theorem 3.7. Consider any function λ : X → [−∞, 0] satisfying
⊕

x∈X λ̄(x) = 0
and

λ̄(x) =
⊕

z∈Ωq

[Sq(x, z)⊙ λ̄(z)].

Then, µ(f) :=
⊕

x∈X(λ(x) ⊙ f(x)) is an idempotent probability which is invariant
for the operator M0

φ,q. Reciprocally, if µ ∈ I(X) is invariant for M0
φ,q and λ ∈

U(X,Rmax) is its (unique u.s.c.) density, then λ satisfies the equation.

λ(x) =
⊕

z∈Ωq

[Sq(x, z)⊙ λ(z)]. (15)

We remark that we have a symmetric correspondence between the equation which
characterizes the calibrated subactions in Theorem 2.5 and the equation which char-
acterizes densities of invariant idempotent probabilities in Theorem 3.7. The main
differences are the use of SA instead Sq and the order of variables.

In [28] it is presented an example proving that a max-plus IFS can have infinitely
many possible idempotent invariant probabilities. On the other hand, if φj(x) = φj
does not depend of x, the idempotent invariant probability is unique. This will play
an important hole in Section 4 and we present this result below.

Given any ω = (j1, j2, ...) ∈ JN, there exists a unique point, denoted by π(ω) ∈ X
satisfying

π(ω) = lim
n→+∞

φj1 ◦ ... ◦ φjn(x)

for any point x of X .

Theorem 3.8. Given a mpIFS, S = (X, φ, q), if qj(x) = qj does not depend on
x, then there exists a unique invariant idempotent probability for M0

φ,q. Let λ ∈
U(X,Rmax) be its density. Then for any z ∈ Ω we have

λ(x) = Sq(x, z) =
⊕

(j1,j2,j3,...)∈π−1(x)

[qj1 + qj2 + qj3 + ...].

4 Zero temperature limits and Large Deviations

In [1] it is presented a necessary and sufficient condition for a family of probabilities
to satisfy a large deviation principle through the notion of idempotent measures
introduced by Maslov. In the present section we will prove that the idempotent
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probabilities invariant for Mφ,q are related with large deviation principles for the
measures ρ

βA
at zero temperature. This will provide a connection between Sections

2 and 3.

Definition 4.1. Let (µβ)β>0 be a family of probabilities on X. We will say that
(µβ) satisfy a large deviation principle (LDP) if there exists a lower semi-continuous
(l.s.c.) rate function I : X → [0,+∞] such that
1. for each closed set C ⊂ X

lim sup
β→+∞

1

β
log µβ(C) ≤ − inf

ω∈C
I(ω);

2. for each open set U ⊂ X

lim inf
β→+∞

1

β
logµβ(U) ≥ − inf

ω∈U
I(ω).

Remark: As X is open and closed and µβ(X) = 1, we obtain infw∈X I(w) = 0.

Furthermore, we assume log(0) = −∞, lim
β→+∞

1

β
log(0) = −∞ and − inf

x∈∅
I(x) = −∞.

Next two results are very useful in the present work.

Lemma 4.2. [Varadhan’s Lemma] Let (µβ)β>0 be a family of probabilities on the
compact metric space X which satisfies a LDP with rate function I : X → [0,+∞].
Then, for any function f ∈ C(X,R) we have

lim
β→∞

1

β
log(ρ

βA
(eβf )) = sup

x∈X
[f(x)− I(x)].

Proof. See Theorem 4.3.1 in [12]. �

Lemma 4.3. [Bric’s Inverse Varadhan’s Lemma] Let (µβ)β>0 be a family of proba-
bilities on the compact metric space X. Suppose that for any function f ∈ C(X,R)
there exists the limit

Γ(f) := lim
β→∞

1

β
log(ρ

βA
(eβf)).

Then (µβ) satisfies a LDP. Furthermore, denoting by I : X → [0,+∞] its deviation
function, we have

Γ(f) = sup
x∈X

[f(x)− I(x)], ∀ f ∈ C(X,R).

Proof. See Theorem 4.4.2 in [12]. �
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4.1 Irreducible Aubry set and a large deviation principle

In this subsection we investigate the uniqueness of idempotent invariant probabilities
through the Aubry set and proves a LDP.

Definition 4.4. We will say that ΩA is irreducible if SA(x, y) = 0 for any x, y ∈ ΩA.

As an example, in [28] it is proved that Ωq is irreducible if qj(x) = qj does not
depend of x.

Corollary 4.5. If ΩA is irreducible then any calibrated subaction is constant on ΩA
and any two calibrated subactions are equal, up to the addition of a constant.

Proof. For any x ∈ ΩA and any calibrated subaction V , applying Theorem 2.5, we
have

V (x) = sup
z∈ΩA

SA(z, x) + V (z) = sup
z∈ΩA

V (z).

This proves that V is constant in ΩA. Let us call VΩ := V (z), ∀z ∈ ΩA. Then, for
any x ∈ X and any calibrated subaction V , we have

V (x) =

(

sup
z∈ΩA

SA(z, x)

)

+ VΩ.

In this way if V and U are any two calibrated subactions, we have V (x) − U(x) =
VΩ − UΩ, ∀ x ∈ X . �

Corollary 4.6. If ΩA is irreducible then there exists the uniform limit

V = lim
β→+∞

1

β
log(hβA)

and consequently the uniform limit q = lim
β→+∞

1

β
log(qβ), which satisfies q(j, x) =

A(j, x) + V (φj(x))− V (x)−m(A).

Proof. By construction of hβA we have supx∈X hβA(x) = 1 and the family 1
β
log(hβA)

is equicontinuous (see Proposition 2.1). Let V be the unique calibrated subaction
satisfying supx∈X V (x) = 0 (any two of they differ just by a constant). By applying
Arzela-Ascoli theorem we get 1

β
log(hβA) → V uniformly. �

Proposition 4.7. It suppose that ΩA is irreducible. Let q = limβ→+∞
1
β
log(qβ) =

A(j, x) + V (φj(x)) − V (x) − m(A). There exists a unique invariant idempotent
probability for the mpIFS (X, φ, q). Its density λ satisfies λ(x) = Sq(x, z), ∀z ∈ ΩA.

Proof. From Theorem 2.5 we have Ω := ΩA = Ωq. From Theorem 3.7, if ρ is an
invariant idempotent probability with density λ we have

λ(x) = sup
z∈Ω

Sq(x, z) + λ(z), ∀x ∈ X.
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If x ∈ Ω then we obtain λ(x) = supz∈Ω λ(z) =: λΩ is a constant. If x ∈ X we have
then

λ(x) = λΩ + sup
z∈Ω

Sq(x, z).

As supx∈X λ(x) = 0 and supx∈X supz∈Ω Sq(x, z) = 0 we get λΩ = 0 and then

λ(x) = sup
z∈Ω

Sq(x, z).

In [28] it is proved that Sq(x, z) ≥ Sq(x, y)+Sq(y, z), ∀ x, y, z ∈ X . Then, if z1 ∈ Ω,
we have λ(x) = Sq(x, z1), because

λ(x) ≥ Sq(x, z1) ≥ sup
z∈Ω

[Sq(x, z) + Sq(z, z1)] = sup
z∈Ω

Sq(x, z) = λ(x).

This proves that the invariant idempotent probability for the mpIFS (X, φ, q) is
unique and its density is λ(x) = Sq(x, z1), ∀z1 ∈ Ω. �

Theorem 4.8. Suppose that ΩA is irreducible. Let

q = lim
β→+∞

1

β
log(qβ) = A(j, x) + V (φj(x))− V (x)−m(A).

Then (ρ
βA
) satisfy a LDP with rate function

I(x) = −Sq(x, z) = −SA(x, z)− V (x) + V (z), ∀z ∈ ΩA.

Furthermore,
ρ(f) := sup

x∈X
[f(x)− I(x)],

defines an idempotent probability with density −I, which is the unique invariant to
the mpIFS (X, φ, q). For any continuous function f ∈ C(X,R) we have

lim
β→∞

1

β
log(ρ

βA
(eβf)) = ρ(f).

Before we present the proof of Theorem 4.8, we need two lemmas.

Lemma 4.9. Let g : J ×X → R be a continuous function and for each β > 0, let
gβ : J ×X → R be a continuous function. Suppose that gβ → g uniformly and that
1
β
log(

∫

X
eβ·g(j,x) dρβA(x)) converges to a function Γ∗(j) uniformly on J . Then

1

β
log(

∫

X

eβ·gβ(j,x) dρβA(x)) → Γ∗(j)

uniformly on J . The same is true if we replace β by an increasing sequence βi which
converges to +∞.

Proof. For any ǫ > 0 there exists β0 such that g − ǫ < gβ < g + ǫ, β > β0 and

Γ∗(j)− ǫ <
1

β
log

(
∫

X

eβ·g(j,x) dρβA(x)

)

< Γ∗(j) + ǫ, ∀β > β0.
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Then we have, for β > β0,

Γ∗(j)− 2ǫ <
1

β
log

(
∫

X

eβ·g(j,x) dρβA(x)

)

− ǫ =
1

β
log

(
∫

X

eβ·g(j,x)−ǫ dρβA(x)

)

≤
1

β
log

(
∫

X

eβ·gβ(j,x) dρβA(x)

)

<
1

β
log

(
∫

X

eβ·g(j,x)+ǫ dρβA(x)

)

=
1

β
log

(
∫

X

eβ·g(j,x) dρβA(x)

)

+ ǫ < Γ∗(j) + 2ǫ.

�

Lemma 4.10. Suppose for any f : X → R there exists the limit

Γ(f) := lim
β→+∞

1

β
log

(
∫

X

eβf(x) dρβA(x)

)

.

Let q : J×X → R be a continuous function and consider the function Γ∗ : J → R, de-
fined by Γ∗(j) = Γ(qj+f ◦φj), where qj(x) = q(j, x). Then 1

β
log(

∫

X
(eβ(q+f◦φ))dρβA)

converges uniformly to Γ∗ on J . The same is true if we replace β by an increasing
sequence βi which converges to +∞.

Proof. Fix any ǫ > 0. As q and f are continuous, φ satisfies (1) and J is compact,
there is δ > 0 such that d(j, l) < δ ⇒ |qj(x)− ql(x)+ f(φj(x))− f(φl(x))| < ǫ, ∀ x ∈
X. As J is compact and the balls B(j, δ), j ∈ J, form an open covering of J we can
obtain a finite set J0 ⊂ J such that the balls B(j, δ), j ∈ J0, form an open covering
of J too. As this set J0 is finite, there is n0 ∈ N such that

Γ(qj + f ◦φj)− ǫ <
1

β
log(

∫

X

eβ(qj+f◦φj)dρβA) < Γ(qj + f ◦φj)+ ǫ, ∀j ∈ J0, ∀β > n0.

For any l ∈ J there is j ∈ J0 such that d(l, j) < δ, then, qj+f ◦φj− ǫ < ql+f ◦φl <
qj + f ◦φj + ǫ. From definition of Γ we immediately get Γ(f + a) = Γ(f)+ a for any
a ∈ R and [f ≤ g ⇒ Γ(f) ≤ Γ(g)]. Then, for β > n0,

Γ(ql + f ◦ φl)− 3ǫ ≤ Γ(qj + f ◦ φj + ǫ)− 3ǫ = Γ(qj + f ◦ φj)− 2ǫ

<
1

β
log

(
∫

X

eβ(qj+f◦φj) dρβA

)

− ǫ =
1

β
log(

∫

X

eβ(qj+f◦φj−ǫ) dρβA)

≤
1

β
log

(
∫

X

eβ(ql+f◦φl) dρβA

)

<
1

β
log

(
∫

X

eβ(qj+f◦φj+ǫ) dρβA

)

< Γ(qj + f ◦ φj) + 2ǫ = Γ(qj + f ◦ φj − ǫ) + 3ǫ ≤ Γ(ql + f ◦ φl) + 3ǫ.

�

Proof of Theorem 4.8. From Proposition 4.7 there exists a unique invariant
idempotent probability ρ for the mpIFS (X, φ, q). Fix f̃ ∈ C(X,R) and suppose by
contradiction there exists an increasing sequence of positive numbers (βi) such that

lim
βi→∞

1

βi
log(ρβiA(e

βif̃)) 6= ρ(f̃).



18

As C(X,R) is separable, there exists a enumerable set F of continuous functions
which is dense in C(X,R) with the uniform norm. By applying a Cantor’s diagonal
argument we can construct a subsequence (also denoted by (βi)) such that the limit
limβi→+∞

1
βi
log(ρβiA(e

βif)) there exists for any f ∈ F . We denote by

Γ(f) := lim
βi→∞

1

βi
log(ρβiA(e

βif))

for any f ∈ F .
Claim 1. The limit Γ(g) := limβi→∞

1
βi
log(ρβiA(e

βig)) there exists for any g ∈

C(X,R).
Proof of Claim 1. Given ǫ > 0 there exists f ∈ F such that f(x) − ǫ ≤ g(x) ≤

f(x) + ǫ for any x ∈ X . Therefore

Γ(f)− ǫ = lim
βi→∞

1

βi
log(ρβiA(e

βi(f−ǫ))) ≤ lim inf
βi→∞

1

βi
log(ρβiA(e

βig))

≤ lim sup
βi→∞

1

βi
log(ρβiA(e

βig)) ≤ lim
βi→∞

1

βi
log(ρβiA(e

βi(f+ǫ))) ≤ Γ(f) + ǫ.

Then

lim sup
βi→∞

1

βi
log(ρβiA(e

βig))− lim inf
βi→∞

1

βi
log(ρβiA(e

βig)) ≤ 2ǫ.

Making ǫ→ 0 we get the existence of the limit Γ(g). This finish the proof of claim.

Claim 2. The map Γ : C(X,R) → R, given by Γ(f) = limβi→∞
1
βi
log(ρβiA(e

βif))
defines an idempotent probability.

Proof of Claim 2.

1. Γ(0) = limβi→∞
1
βi
log(ρβiA(1)) = 0;

2. Γ(λ ⊙ ψ) = limβi→∞
1
βi
log(ρβiA(e

βiλ · eβiψ)) = λ ⊙ Γ(ψ), for all λ ∈ R and

ψ ∈ C(X,R);

3. Γ(ϕ⊕ ψ) = Γ(ϕ)⊕ Γ(ψ), for all ϕ, ψ ∈ C(X,R).
To check this last equation just consider the sequence of inequalities:

Γ(ϕ⊕ ψ) = lim
βi→∞

1

βi
log(ρβiA(e

βi(ϕ⊕ψ)) ≥ lim
βi→∞

1

βi
log(ρβiA(e

βiϕ) = Γ(ϕ).

Similarly we get such inequality for ψ and so

Γ(ϕ⊕ ψ) ≥ Γ(ϕ)⊕ Γ(ψ).

On the other hand

Γ(ϕ⊕ ψ) = lim
βi→∞

1

βi
log(ρβiA(e

βi(ϕ⊕ψ)))

≤ lim
βi→∞

1

βi
log(ρβiA(e

βiϕ) + ρβiA(e
βiψ)) = Γ(ϕ)⊕ Γ(ψ).
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Claim 3. The idempotent probability Γ is invariant for the operator M0
φ,q.

Proof of Claim 3. Replace f by eβf in equation (2) and then take limβi→∞
1
βi
log(·)

in both sides of this equation. In this way we get

1

βi
log

(
∫

X

eβif dρβiA(x)

)

=
1

βi
log

(
∫

X

∫

J

qβij (x) · (eβif◦φj(x)) dν(j)dρβiA(x)

)

.

Applying Fubini’s theorem we have

1

βi
log

(
∫

X

eβif dρβiA(x)

)

=
1

βi
log

(
∫

J

∫

X

qβij (x) · (eβif◦φj(x)) dρβiA(x)dν(j)

)

=
1

βi
log

(
∫

J

∫

X

e
βi[

1
βi

log
(

q
βi
j (x)·(eβif◦φj(x))

)

]
dρβiA(x)dν(j)

)

.

As 1
βi
log(qβij (x) · (e

βif◦φj(x))) → q(j, x) + f ◦ φj(x) uniformly, applying Lemma 4.9

and Lemma 4.10 we get that 1
βi
log
∫

X
e
βi[

1
βi

log(q
βi
j (x)·(eβif◦φj(x)))]

dρβiA(x) converges to

Γ(qj + f ◦ φj) uniformly on J . Then, applying Lemma 2.2, we get

1

βi
log

(
∫

J

∫

X

e
βi[

1
βi

log(q
βi
j (x)·(eβif◦φj(x)))]

dρβiA(x)dν(j)

)

→ sup
j∈J

[Γ(qj + f ◦ φj)].

Therefore,
Γ(f) = sup

j

[Γ(qj + f ◦ φj)] ∀ f ∈ C(X,R).

This shows that Γ is invariant for the operator M0
φ,q acting on idempotent proba-

bilities. This proves Claim 3.

From Proposition 4.7, there exists a unique invariant idempotent probability for
M0

φ,q which we denote by ρ. Then Γ = ρ and the initial hypothesis of this proof is

false. We conclude that for any continuous function f , ρ(f) = limβ→∞
1
β
log(ρ

βA
(eβf)).

Let us call by λ the density of ρ. Then λ ∈ U(X,Rmax) and from Proposition 4.7 it
satisfies

λ(x) = Sq(x, z), ∀z ∈ ΩA.

We still need to prove that the Gibbs measures ρ
βA

satisfies a LDP with rate func-
tion I(x) = −λ(x). But this is just a consequence of Theorem 3.2 and Lemma 4.3.

�

4.2 Example: the non-place dependent case

In this subsection we suppose X and J are compact metric spaces. We consider a
uniformly contractible IFS S = (X, (φj)j∈J) and also fixed numbers Aj , j ∈ J , such
that the function A : J → R, given by A(j) = Aj is Lipschitz continuous.

For each β > 0, the operator Lφ,eβA,ν has the eigenfunction hβA = 1 associated
to the eigenvalue λβA =

∫

J
eβAj dν(j). Then, we consider the numbers given by

qβj = e
βAj

∫

J
eβAidν(i)

, j ∈ J . Observe that
∫

J
qβj dν(j) = 1. We will call (qβj )j∈J a Gibbs
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density on J for temperature 1
β
. There exists a unique Borel probability ρ

βA
on X

(Gibbs probability) which is invariant for the dual operator Mφ,qβ ,ν . It satisfies

ρ
βA
(f) =

∫

J

qβj · ρβA
(f ◦ φj) dν(j) ∀f ∈ C(X,R). (16)

As qβj = e
βAj

∫

J
eβAidν(i)

we obtain from Lemma 2.2

qj := lim
β→∞

1

β
log(qβj ) = Aj −max

i∈J
Ai.

Then qj ≤ 0 and
⊕

j∈J qj = 0. As A is also continuous, we conclude that S =
(X, (φj)j∈J , (qj)j∈J) is a max-plus IFS.

From Theorem 3.8 there exists a unique invariant idempotent probability ρ for
M0

φ,q. This probability satisfies

ρ(f) =
⊕

j∈J

qj ⊙ ρ(f ◦ φj) ∀f ∈ C(X,R) (17)

and its density λ ∈ U(X,Rmax) satisfies

λ(x) =
⊕

(j1,j2,j3,...)∈π−1(x)

[qj1 + qj2 + qj3 + ...].

Theorem 4.11. Consider the above framework. Then the family of Gibbs probabil-
ities (ρ

βA
) satisfy a LDP and its rate function is given by

I(x) = −
⊕

(j1,j2,j3,...)∈π−1(x)

[qj1 + qj2 + qj3 + ...].

Proof. From Theorem 3.8, if x, z ∈ ΩA we have Sq(x, z) = Sq(x, x) = 0. Then ΩA
is irreducible and therefore the proof is consequence of Theorem 4.8. �

4.3 The place dependent case

In this section we will prove the following result.

Theorem 4.12. Suppose that the family of invariant probabilities (ρ
βA
)β>0 satisfy

a LDP and denote by I its deviation function. Suppose that there exists the uniform
limit V = limβ→+∞

1
β
log(hβA). Then, the uniform limit q = limβ→+∞

1
β
log(qβ) there

exists and it satisfies q(j, x) = A(j, x) + V (φj(x)) − V (x) −m(A), which defines a
normalized family of weights. Furthermore, −I is the density of an idempotent
invariant probability ρ for the mpIFS S = (X, φ, q), that is

−I(x) = sup
z∈Ω

[Sq(x, z)− I(z)], ∀x ∈ X. (18)
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Proof. Suppose that the family of invariant probabilities (ρ
βA
)β>0 satisfy a LDP

and denote by I its deviation function. Then I is l.s.c and infx∈X I(x) = 0. By
applying Lemma 4.2 we get that, for any f ∈ C(X,R), there exists the limit Γ(f) :=
limβ→+∞

1
β
log(ρ

βA
(eβf )) and it satisfies

Γ(f) = sup
x∈X

[f(x)− I(x)].

Therefore, Γ defines an idempotent probability with density −I (observe that −I is
u.s.c and supx∈X −I(x) = 0).

Suppose there exists the uniform limit V = limβ→+∞
1
β
log(hβA). Then V is a

calibrated subaction to A. We have, by definition of qβ,

1

β
log(qβ(j, x)) = A(j, x) +

1

β
log(hβA(φj(x)))−

1

β
log(hβA(x))−

1

β
log(λβA).

Then 1
β
log(qβ(j, x)) → q(j, x) uniformly, where q(j, x) = A(j, x)+V (φj(x))−V (x)−

m(A). As V is a calibrated subaction, the function q defines a normalized family of
weights. Let us consider the mpIFS S = (X, φ, q).

Claim: Γ defines an idempotent probability which is invariant for the operatorM0
φ,q.

Proof of Claim: It follows from the same reasoning as Claim 3 in the proof of
Theorem 4.8.

Finally, as −I is the density of an invariant idempotent probability for the mpIFS
S = (X, φ, q), we obtain, from Theorem 3.7 that

−I(x) = sup
z∈Ω

[Sq(x, z)− I(z)].

�

Is a remarkable fact that equations (18) and (8) represents a kind of duality be-
tween calibrated subactions (associated to eigenfunction in zero temperature) and
deviation functions (associated to Gibbs probabilities in zero temperature). On the
other hand LDP provides a connection between Gibbs probabilities in thermody-
namic formalism and invariant idempotent probabilities in mpIFS.
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