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Abstract

We consider two compact metric spaces J and X and a uniform con-
tractible iterated function system {¢; : X — X |j € J}. For a Lipschitz
continuous function A on J x X and for each § > 0 we consider the Gibbs
probability p,,. Our goal is to study a large deviation principle for such family
of probabilities as 8 — +0o0 and its connections with idempotent probabilities.
In the non-place dependent case (A(j,z) = Aj, Vo € X) we will prove that
(ps4) satisfy a LDP and —1I (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 (pB ) satisfy a LDP, then —1
is the density of an invariant idempotent probability. Such idempotent prob-
abilities were recently characterized through the Mané potential and Aubry
set, therefore we will obtain an identical characterization for —1.
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1 Introduction
We consider two compact metric spaces (X, dy) and (J,d;) and denote by C(X,R)

and C'(J x X,R), the set of continuous functions from X to R and J x X to R,
respectively.
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Definition 1.1. Let (X,dx) and (J,d;) be compact metric spaces. A uniformly
contractible iterated function system (X, (¢;)jes) s a family of maps {¢; : X —
X |j € J} satisfying: there exists 0 < v < 1 such that

dx (9, (x1), ¢j,(x2)) < v - [ds(j1,J2) + dx (w1, 22)], Vi1, 52 € J, Vo, 20 € X (1)
We also consider the continuous map ¢ : J x X — X, defined by ¢(j,z) = ¢;(x).

By one hand, in [27] it is described a thermodynamic formalism for uniformly
contractible IFS (X, (¢;)jes). 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 TF'S, when the temperature goes to zero, as an application of results in [2§]. As
we will see, the Mané 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 : JxX — (0,+00) be a continuous function and v be a fixed Borel probability
on J satisfying supp(v) = J. We define the transfer operator L4 5, : C(X,R) —
C(X,R) by

Lonn(f)(@) = / B(j.x) - £(6,(x)) du(),

for any f € C(X,R).

For each 5 > 0 (which is interpreted as the inverse of temperature in thermo-
dynamic formalism) and a Lipschitz continuous function A : J x X — R we also
consider the operator L, s4,. It admits a unique pair (Aga, hga) where Agy is a
positive number and hgy : X — R is a positive and continuous function, such that
SUD.cx hﬁA(I) =1 and £¢7eﬁA7y<h5A) = )\6A . hﬁA. The function qﬁ S x X =2 R,

defined by ?(j, ) 1= oohoaldy@)) - gppicf = he dual
efined by ¢°(j,z) := koA satisfies L4 46,(1) =1 and the dual operator

of L4 46, has a unique invariant probability p,, on X, that is,

/X f(@)dp, ,(z) = /X / PU.x) - [(65(2) dv(j) dp, ,(2), ¥f € C(X.R).  (2)

We call p,, a Gibbs probability on X. Our objective is to consider a large devia-
tion principle for (p,,) as 8 — 400 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 [I3], 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 [I8], for example, it is studied the conditions for the existence of
such eigenfunctions together with the Perron-Frobenius property for non-expansive
finite TFSs. In [33] it is studied the speed of convergence of the Ruelle operator
for a finite IF'S, where the weights are positive Lipschitz continuous and the system



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
IF'S.

A key generalization was given by Stenflo [32], where random iterations are used
to represent the iterations of a so called IF'S with probabilities, for an arbitrary mea-
surable set of maps. Their approach is slightly different from the previous works on
IF'S 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 TFSs.

There is a special class of IFS where the thermodynamic formalism is well
known: if J := {1,...,d} is a finite set, X := JY and ¢;(z) = ¢;(x1, 29,23, ...) =
(J, 21,29, 23, ...) Where x = (21, 22, 23, ...) € X, then (¢,);e,s are the inverse branches
of the shift map o acting in J™. 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 (p,,) satisfies a LDP, since A has a unique maximizing
measure. In this case the deviation function I evaluated at any point z € X, is
given as by I(z) = R(z) + R(o(x)) + R(c?(z)) + ..., where the function R is also
presented. This is problematic for a general IF'S, because we have at hands just the
maps ¢; which in the full shift correspond to the inverse branches of o.

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
is presented. The characterization of the deviation function for IFS in the present
work is similar to one which appears in [20].

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 ¢ = limg_,+ ¢°,
when it exists. In the non-place dependent case (A(j,z) = Aj, Vo € X) is easy to
show that ¢ exists. In this case, it is proved in [28] that there exists a unique invariant
idempotent probability for the mpIFS (X, ¢, ¢) and it is presented its density A. In
this case we will prove that (p,,) satisfy a LDP with deviation function I = —A.
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 ¢, even in the full shift for
finite alphabet. In the present work we prove that, if (p,,) satisfy a LDP and the
limit ¢ there exists, then I = —\ where A is the density of an invariant idempotent
probability for the mpIFS (X, ¢, q). As such idempotent probabilities were recently
characterized through the Mané potential and Aubry set in [28], we will obtain a



characterization for I using the Mané 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 @l

2 Thermodynamic Formalism for IFS

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

For each 8 > 0 and a Lipschitz continuous function A : J x X — R we consider
the operator

Lo ) = [ #109) 1(6(@)) vl

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

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that A : J x X — R has Lipschitz constant Lip(A).
Then Ly cs4, admits a unique pair (Aga, hga) where Aga is a positive number and
hga : X — R is a positive and continuous function, such that sup,cy hga(z) =1 and

Lyes4,,(hga) = Aga-hga. Furthermore, hgy is Lipschitz continuous and Lip(hga) <
Lip(A)
P , where v satisfies ().

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

and [4].

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

T,(u)(z) = log [ A0 oo dy(),
J

We have |Ts(u) — T5(v)|oo < S|t — V|0, meaning that, 7" is a uniform contraction
map on C(X,R) with respect to the supremum norm (|g|s = sup,cy |g(z)|). Let
us € C(X,R) be the unique fixed point for Tj.



We claim that for any s € (0,1), the function wg is Lipschitz continuous, with
Lip(us) < Lip(v Indeed, for any 1,2, € X we have

us(@1) — us(22) < max{A(j;21) — A(j; 22) + s[us(d;(21)) — us(¢;(2))]}-

By iterating this inequality we get

jOvjlv

us(r1)—us(z2) < max (Z $"[A(Jn, @jo_1 © ... 0 Pjo (1)) — A(Jn, @5, © ... 0 quO(xQ))])

- Lip(A Lip(A
go s" Lip(A)y"d(xq, x9) = 1 E(S”y d(z1,22) < 1p_( ’}/) d(xy,29).
Particularly — A) diam(X) < ugy — maxus, < 0 and then the family {u} =

Uy — Max u3}0<3<1 is equlcontmuous and uniformly bounded. Note also that, as
Ts(us) = us, we obtain

—|A| 4+ sminug < ug(z) < |A| 4+ smaxug, Vo € X.

Consequently, —|A| < (1 — s)minu, < (1 — s)maxu, < |A|, for any 0 < s < 1.
Then, there exists a subsequence s, — 1 and a number k € R such that [(1 —
Sp) maxug, | — k. By applying Arzela-Ascoli theorem we get a subsequence, also
denoted by s,, such that {u} },>; converges uniformly to a function v € C'(X,R).
As Lip(uf) = Lip(us) < Lilpf(’y we get Lip(u) < Lilpf(‘y. In order to finish the proof,
we will show that h = e is an eigenfunction for L, .4, with associated eigenvalue
e*. Indeed, for any s € (0, 1) we have

eu;‘(x) _ eus(:v)fmaxus — ef(lfs) max us+us(x)—s max us

— ef(lfs)maxus /eA(j,:v)+sus(¢>j(:v))Smaxus dl/(])
J

Taking the limit when s — 1 we conclude that u satisfies
QU(m) - eik / eA(j,x)JFU(d)j(x)) dy@) = eik‘ctﬁ,ef“,u(eu)(x)'
J

Consider the function ¢° : Jx X — R which is defined by ¢°(j, z) := eﬂA()\j:jZZi((ﬁ;(x))

and for each j € J consider also the function qf : X — R, defined by q]ﬁ(:p) = ¢*(j,z).
Replacing ¢4 by the function ¢° we get the operator L 45, which satisfies

‘C¢,qﬁ7V(]‘) — ]_,

that is, it has the eigenvalue A = 1 associated to the eigenfuntion h = 1. We say
that this operator £, ;s ,, is normalized.

The dual of the normalized operator L, ;s ,, which we will denote by M, s ,,
acting in Borel probabilities on X is given by

My (0)(f) = /X Lo (1)) dulz) = /X / P£U.2) - F(5(2)) dv(G) dpu(z),




for any f € C(X,R). There exists a unique probability p,, (Gibbs probability)
which is invariant for M s, that is, it satisfies ().
We say that a probability m on J x X is holonomic if

/ 9(z) dn(j, ) = / 9(6;(x)) dn(j,z), Yg € C(X,R).

Let us denote by H the set of holonomic probabilities on J x X.
We have a natural holonomic probability ms4 € H associated to SA, defined by

/ (J,x)dmpa(j, x / / (J,x ,2)dv(j)dp,,(v), Vg € C(J x X,R).

This probability 74 is an equilibrium probability to A in the following sense:

P,(BA) := sup/ﬁAdw—i—H /BAdeA + H,(m34), (3)
TEH

where H,(7) is the relative entropy of m with respect to v. More precisely, if the
rx—marginal of 7 is a probability p on X then

— [log(Jac) dmr if dm = Jac(j, z)dv(j)dp(x)
H,(m) =

if 7 is not absolutely continuous

o0 with respect tov x p

The above defined entropy satisfies H,(m) = —Dgp(m|v X p), where Dy is the
Kullback-Leibler divergence (see [21] for additional details).

We say that a measurable function Jac : J x X — [0, +00) is a v-Jacobian, if
[, Jac(j,z) dv(j) = 1, Vo € X. The functions 1 and ¢” are v-Jacobians. In [21] it is
proved that

H,(m) = —sup {/log(Jac) dr| Jac is a Lipschitz V—Jacobian} :

Consequently
H,(m) < /log(l)dw = 0.
Furthermore,

H,(m54) = — / log(¢) drsa.

This definition of entropy does not depend of the IFS, while the operator £
depends of ¢, as can be observed from its definition. An interesting fact is that

F,(BA) = log(Asa) (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 § — +o00, of the
concepts introduced in above subsection (for instance: p,,, hga, T4, P,(BA)).

The following result generalizes one from [22] and will be useful in the present
work.



Lemma 2.2. Let Y, Z be compact metric spaces. Let Wz 1Y x Z — R be a family of
measurable functions converging uniformly to a continuous function W : Y xZ — R,
as B — 400, and let p be a finite measure on'Y with supp(u) =Y. Then

1

— log / M dp(y) — sup W (y, 2)

6 Y yey
uniformly on Z, as  — +oo. The same is true if we replace B by a sequence f3;
which converges to +00.

Proof. As W is continuous and Y is compact we have that W (z) := sup,ey Wiy, 2)
defines a continuous function too. Fix an ¢ > 0. As W, W are also uniformly
continuous, there exists 6 > 0 such that

d(y1,y2) +d(21,22) <6 = [W(yr, 21) — Wiya, 20)| <€

and

d(Zl,ZQ> <= ‘W(Zl) — W(Zg)‘ < €.

As Wz — W uniformly we can suppose also there exists 5y > 0 such that

d(y1,y2) + d(z1, 22) < 0 = |Wa(yr,21) — Wa(ya, 22)| < 2, for B > fp.

Let Zy C Z be a finite set such that U.,cz,B(z,6) = Z. For each z € Z, let
y. € Y be such that W(y.,z) > W(z) —e. Then, for any z € Z and y € B(y., ),
we have W (y, z) > W(z) — 2e. As W3 — W uniformly, there exists §; > S, such
that Ws(y, 2) > W(z) — 3¢, for any z € Z, y € B(y.,0) and 8 > f,.

As Zj is a finite set and supp(u) = Y, there exists 5y > (; such that

1

Blog (1(B(yx,0))) > —€, V2o € Zo, B> fo.
Given any z € Z, there exists zg € Z; satisfying d(z, zp) < 0. If § > 55 we have

that

1 1
- log/ eﬁwﬁ(y’z)d,u(y) > = log/
y 8

A Walwz0)=29 g0y > Lo / A Wa(w20)=20 g, (1)
g y g

B(yzové)
1 ~ _ _
> 3 log (u(B(yZO, 5))65(”](“)’56)) > W(z) — 6 > W(z) — Te.
On the other hand, there exists 84 > (3 such that, Ws(y, z) < W (z) +e, for any
B> By and y € Y. Then, for § > 8, we have

1
3 log/ PV du(y) < W(z) + e
Y

Remember that log(Aga) = P,(5A).



Definition 2.3. Let us define the number m(A) := sup/Adﬂ.
TEH
A continuous function V : X — R is a calibrated subaction of A if

sup[A(J, z) + V(¢,(z)) — V(z) —m(A)] =0, Vo € X.
jed
A holonomic probability m € H is mazimizing with respect to A if [ Adr = m(A).

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

.1 . B84
1. BETOO 3 log(Aga) = 61—1>51-1c>o =m(A).

2. Suppose that ﬁ% log(hg,a) — V uniformly, as p, — +o0o. Then V is a Lips-
chitz calibrated subaction of A.

3. Suppose that mg, 4 — T in the weak® topology, as B, — +o0o. Then the
probability mo, is holonomic and maximizing to A.

Proof. By definition of hgs and Ag4 we have
Mot — / £BAG ) oy (05(x)—lox(hoa(=) 4y (). Var € X. (@)
J
If hza attains its minimum and maximum in z; and x9, respectively, we get:

Aga = /eﬁA(J}mHlog(h,@A(qﬁj(w2)))—log(hﬁA(J»‘2)) dv(j) < /eﬁA(jm) dv(j) < ePmax;e A(jx)
J J

and similarly
)\BA > /eﬁA(j7m1) dl/(j) > eﬁ-minj’z A(j,x)'
J

Then !
min A(j,7) < 5 log(A) < max AG.x).
j?x ]7'T

Let k be an accumulation point of %10g<)\5,4) as f — +oo and suppose that
B%IOg()‘ﬁnA) — k. By Proposition .1 the family %log(h“) is equicontinuous
and uniformly bounded. By applying Arzela-Ascoli theorem, we get a subsequence
of (Bn), also denoted by (f3,), and a Lipschitz continuous function V' such that
5-10g(hg,a) — V uniformly. By taking limg, e 5-log in both sides of (@) and
applying Lemma we obtain

k= sgp[A(j, z)+V(pj(x)) = V(x)], Vo € X.

We claim that k = m(A). Indeed, by one hand, as 734 is holonomic, we have

Py(ﬁA) _ fﬁAdWﬁA—i-Hy(ﬂ'gA) Hv<§0 fﬁAdﬂ'gA

S1og(hna) = 4 g ;

B

:/Awmgmmy



Therefore k& < m(A). On the other hand, if 7 is any holonomic probability, as
k> A(j,z) +V(gj(z)) — V(z) we get k > [ Adm. Therefore, k > m(A).

We conclude that & = m(A) for any possible convergent sequence and then

. 1
Jim_ 2 105(As) = m(A).

Clearly, we also get

m(A) = suplA(j, z) + V(¢;(z)) — V(2)], Yz € X,
j
(and then V is a calibrated subaction) for any uniform limit of % log(hga), as B — oo.

Finally, suppose that mg,4 — 7 in the weak™ topology, as 3, = +oo. Then 7,
is holonomic and [ Admr, < m(A). On the other hand,

H,<0
m(A) = lim £ (Bud) < lim Ad7r5nA:/Ad7TOO.

Given z € X, n € N and a finite sequence w = (j1, jo, ..., Jn) € J" we denote

Gu(T) = Pr,....jn) (T) 1= @j, 0+ 0 @ ()

and

.....

Given x,y € X and € > 0 we define

Sac(z,y) =sup sup Sum(A,w,y) |, (5)
neEN | weJm | d(z,du(y))<e
which can be —oo if the set {w € J"|d(z, ¢ (y)) < €} is empty for any n. Clearly
0<e<é=S5,.< 95, sowe can define the Mané potential S, : X x X —
RU{—o0}, by
Sale,y) = lim S (.1). (0

The Aubry set is defined as
Qy ={z € X|Sa(z,z) = 0}. (7)

Let V' be a calibrated subaction to A and define ¢(j,z) := A(j, ) + V(¢,(z)) —
V(xz) —m(A). Then, by definition of calibrated subaction, we have sup;; q(j, z) =
0, Vo € X. For any holonomic probability 7 on J x X we have [¢dr = [ Adr —
m(A). Then m(q) = 0 and a holonomic probability 7 is maximizing to A if and only
if it is maximizing to q.

Theorem 2.5. Let A: Jx X — R be a Lipschitz function and V' be any continuous
calibrated subaction to A. Let us define the function q : J x X — R by q(j,z) =
A(j,z) + V(g;i(z)) — V(x) —m(A). Then Sy(x,y) = Sa(z,y) + V(z) — V(y) and

Qy = Qa, which is a non empty set. Furthermore,

V(z) = sup [Sa(z,z) + V(2)], Vo € X. (8)

2€Q A
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Proof. We have m(q) = 0, then, for w = (j1, ..., jn),

As q(j, ) = A(j, 2) + V(¢;(x)) — V(z) — m(A) we have
Sum(q,w,y) = Sum(A,w,y) + V(du(y)) — V().
Then

Sq(,y) = lim sup sup  (Sum(4,w,y) + V(o) — V(y))
20 nelN |wedn | d(z,¢w(y))<e
= Sa(z,y) +V(z) = V(y).

The Aubry sets satisfy Q4 = {z € X | Sa(z,z) =0} and Q, = {x € X | S, (z,z) =
0}. As Sy(z,z) = Sy(x,x) we obtain Q4 = Q.

Let us denote also gj(xz) = ¢(j,x). We still need to prove that Q4 # 0 and
SUP,cq, 9q(2,7) =0, Vo € X. As V is a calibrated subaction we have sup,c ; ¢(j, ) =
0,Vz € X and so S, < 0. From now on we fix z € X and prove that there exists
T € Q4 such that S,(z,x) = 0.

Let (jn) be a sequence of points of J satisfying ¢;,(x) = 0 and ¢;,,,(¢;, o ... ©

As X is compact there exists a subsequence n; and a point 2 such that z,,, — z. It
follows from the definition of S, (-, -) that S (&, x) > lim,, 1 Sum(q, (Ju;, .-, J1), ) =
0 and then S,(#,z) = 0. In what follows we will prove that = € €.

Let wiy := (Jks Jr-1, ---» J1) for k > [. By construction of (j,) we have ¢;, ., (x,) =
0 and
Sum(q, W pi1, Tn) =0, Yk > n. 9)

Given € > 0 there exist n,m € N such that n < m and z,,z,, € B(Z,£/2).
Observe that x,, = ¢, .., (z,) and as ¢ satisfies (1) we get

A(Ts Doy 41 (7)) < A(Ts Tm) + ATy Py 41 (T))

= A&, T) + A (@), Gunn (7)) < .

It follows that
Sqe(Z, %) > Sum(q, wmni1, T).

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

Sum(q, Wpnt1, ) = SUM(A, W i1, ) + V(@ in (7)) — V(Z)

> Sum(A, Woni1, Tn) — %% + V(@urnir (7)) = V(2)
= Sum(q, Wm,n+1, Tp) — %g + [V(¢Wm,n+1 (7)) — V(¢Wm,n+1 (?L‘n))] - [V(‘%) - V(xn)]

Therefore, applying also equation (@) and using that V' is continuous, we have
Sy(Z, %) = liH(l] Sqe(Z,2) > 0. As we always have S, < 0, we complete the proof.
E—>



11

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], [T7], [IT] 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 [FSs.

Let us consider Ry« := RU {—00} endowed with the operations

1. @ Ruax X Rimax = Riax, where a @ b := max(a, b) assuming a @ —oo := a.
2. ® : Rpax X Rpax — Rumax, where a ©® b := a + b assuming a ©® —oo0 := —00.
We consider the following conventions and notations: for any function f : A — Ry,
L @aca 7= sWae;
. Boea fla) = —o0, if A=0;
- Bes fla) = =00, if f(a) = —00, Vae A.
4. P,c4 fla) =400, if A# 0 and {f(a)|a € A} is not bounded above.

w N

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

if
1. ma® f)=aom(f), Va e R andVf € C(X,R);
2. m(f@g)=m(f)®mlg), Vf, g € C(X,R);
3. m(0) =0

We denote by 1(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, Ryax) the set of u.s.c. functions A : X' — Ryax
satisfying {z € X|\(x) # —oo} # @. The next result is well known in the literature
(mainly from [16]) and a proof for the present setting can be founded in [2§].

Theorem 3.2. A functional p : C(X,R) — R is an idempotent probability if and
only if there exists A € U(X, Ryax) satisfying

p() = P M) @ d(z), Vo e C(X,R) and P A(z)=0.

zeX zeX

If w € I(X) there is a unique such function X in U(X,Ryax), which is called its
density.

Definition 3.3. Let (X,dx) and (J,d;) be compact metric spaces. A max-plus
IFS (mplIFS for short) S = (X, (¢;j)jes, (¢j)jes) is a uniformly contractive IFS
(X, (¢)es) endowed with a normalized family of weights (q;);es, which is a family
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of functions {q; : X — R|j € J} satisfying:
1. there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

|qj‘(ZL'1) — qj($2)| S C . dx(xl,l‘g), \V/] c J, \V/ZL‘l, Ty € X, (10)

2.
P yi(z) =0, vr e X; (11)
JjeJ

. the function q: J x X = R, defined by q(j,x) = q;(x), is continuous.

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

1
a normalized family of weights. This is the case of ¢(j,x) = 6lim 3 log(q”(j, ),
—+00

ePAGD) g 4 (¢ ()
hpa(z)-Aga

where ¢°(j,7) = , when such limit exists.

Definition 3.4. To each mpIFS S = (X, ¢, q) we assign the following operators:
1. L3, C(X,R) = C(X,R), defined by

=P q;(2) © f(8;(x)). (12)

jeJ

2. My - I(X) — I(X), defined by

)= P ule; © (f 0 9y))- (13)

jeJ

8. LY, U(X, Rmax) = U(X, Ruax), defined by

LN = P 4oy (14)

(Gw)ed~!(z)

The operators Equ and ./\/l%q play the hole of the operators £, s, and M s ,,
which were introduced in section 2, when considered the zero temperature case and
the scale %log (see also Lemma [2.2).

Next theorem establishes the relation between the three operators in Definition

B4

Theorem 3.5. Given a function X € U(X, Ryax) satisfying @, A(xz) = 0 and the as-
sociated idempotent probabilz’z'fy i = D.cx A@) @5?3 € I(X) we have thqt M (1) =
Di.cx Log(N)(x) © 0, that is, My (1) has density Ly 4(\) where X is the density
of . Furthermore

MG ()(f) = n(L o (),
for any f € C(X,R), that is, M%q 15 the max-plus dual of Eg’q
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Definition 3.6. An idempotent probability p € I1(X) with density A € U(X, Rpax)
is called invariant (with respect to the mplFS) if it satisfies any of the following
equivalent conditions:

L MG () = p;

2. Ly qg(N) = A;

3. 1u(L4,4(f)) = p(f), for any f € C(X,R).

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

Theorem 3.7. Consider any function X : X — [—00,0] satisfying @,y A(z) =0
and

AMz) = P 1Sq(x,2) © A2)].

2€Qq

Then, i(f) == @,cxA(x) ® f(x)) is an idempotent probability which is invariant
for the operator M%q. Reciprocally, if u € 1(X) is invariant for M%q and \ €
U(X, Runax) is its (unique u.s.c.) density, then \ satisfies the equation.

Mz) = EPIS,(z.2) © M2)]. (15)

z€€Qy,

We remark that we have a symmetric correspondence between the equation which
characterizes the calibrated subactions in Theorem and the equation which char-
acterizes densities of invariant idempotent probabilities in Theorem [B.7 The main
differences are the use of S4 instead S, 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 ¢;(z) = ¢,
does not depend of x, the idempotent invariant probability is unique. This will play
an important hole in Section ] and we present this result below.

Given any w = (j1, ja2, ...) € JY, there exists a unique point, denoted by 7(w) € X
satisfying

m(w) = lm ¢; o...0¢; (x)

n—-+400

for any point z of X.

Theorem 3.8. Given a mplFS, S = (X, ¢,q), if ¢j(x) = q; does not depend on
x, then there exists a unique invariant idempotent probability for ./\/l%q. Let A €
U(X, Ruax) be its density. Then for any z € Q we have

ANz) = Sy(z,2) = @ g5, + @j + G5 + -]

(41,52,53,--- ) ET T (x)

4 Zero temperature limits and Large Deviations

In [T] 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 M, , are related with large deviation principles for the
measures p,, at zero temperature. This will provide a connection between Sections

2 and Bl

Definition 4.1. Let (15)s=0 be a family of probabilities on X. We will say that
(up) satisfy a large deviation principle (LDP) if there exists a lower semi-continuous
(I.s.c.) rate function I : X — [0, 4o00| such that

1. for each closed set C' C X

1
lim sup — lo C) < —inf I(w);
msup 5 log 15(C) < — inf ()

2. for each open set U C X

1
liminf —log ug(U) > — inf I(w).

B—+o0 wel

Remark: As X is open and closed and pg(X) = 1, we obtain inf,ex I(w) = 0.
Furthermore, we assume log(0) = —oo, Bhrf —log(0) = —oo and — ing[(:c) = —00.
—+00 jAS]
Next two results are very useful in the present work.
Lemma 4.2. [Varadhan’s Lemma] Let (pp)s=o0 be a family of probabilities on the

compact metric space X which satisfies a LDP with rate function I : X — [0, +0o0].
Then, for any function f € C(X,R) we have

1
lim log(p, (¢)) = suplf(z) — I(z)]
p—oo 6 zeX
Proof. See Theorem 4.3.1 in [12]. |

Lemma 4.3. [Bric’s Inverse Varadhan’s Lemma/ Let (1g)p=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

I(f) = Jim Slog(p,, (")

Then (ug) satisfies a LDP. Furthermore, denoting by I : X — [0, +0o0] its deviation
function, we have

L(f) = sup[f(z) — I(x)], V f € C(X,R).

zeX

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 Q4 is irreducible if Sa(x,y) = 0 for any x,y € Qa.

As an example, in [28] it is proved that 2, is irreducible if ¢;(x) = ¢; does not
depend of x.

Corollary 4.5. If Q)4 is wrreducible then any calibrated subaction is constant on €4
and any two calibrated subactions are equal, up to the addition of a constant.

Proof. For any x € (24 and any calibrated subaction V', applying Theorem 2.3 we
have
V(z) = sup Sa(z,x) + V(z) = sup V(z).

2€Q 2€Q4

This proves that V' is constant in 4. Let us call Vo, := V(z2), Vz € Q4. Then, for
any x € X and any calibrated subaction V', we have

V(z) = <sup SA(z,x)) + V.

2€Q 4

In this way if V and U are any two calibrated subactions, we have V(z) — U(z) =
Va — UQ, Vre X. [ |

Corollary 4.6. If Q24 s irreducible then there exists the uniform limait

1
V = lim Blog(th)

B——+o0

1
and consequently the uniform limit ¢ = 5hrf Blog(qﬁ), which satisfies q(j,z) =
—400
A(j, ) + V(gs(x)) = V(z) — m(A).

Proof. By construction of hgs we have sup, .y hga(z) = 1 and the family % log(hsa)
is equicontinuous (see Proposition 2.1]). Let V' be the unique calibrated subaction
satisfying sup,.x V(x) = 0 (any two of they differ just by a constant). By applying
Arzela-Ascoli theorem we get %log(hg 4) — V uniformly. [

Proposition 4.7. [t suppose that (24 is irreducible. Let ¢ = limg_, % log(¢”) =
A(j,xz) + V(¢;(z)) — V(x) — m(A). There exists a unique invariant idempotent
probability for the mpIlF'S (X, ¢, q). Its density X satisfies A\(x) = S,(z, z), Vz € Q4.

Proof. From Theorem we have Q := Q4 = Q,. From Theorem 3.7 if p is an
invariant idempotent probability with density A we have

A(x) =sup Sy(z, 2) + A(2), Vo € X.

z€Q
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If z € Q then we obtain A(z) = sup,cq A(2) =: Aq is a constant. If z € X we have
then
A(x) = Aq +sup Sy(z, 2).

zeQ

As sup,cx AM(z) = 0 and sup,cx sSup,cq Sy(2, 2) = 0 we get Ag = 0 and then

A(x) = sup S,(z, z).

zeQ

In [2§] it is proved that S,(z, z) > S,(z,y) + S,(y, 2), Va,y,z € X. Then, if z; € Q,
we have \(x) = S,(x, 21), because

Ax) > Sy(x, 21) > sup[Sy(z, 2) + Sy(z, 21)] = sup y(x, z) = A(x).

z€Q 2€Q

This proves that the invariant idempotent probability for the mpIFS (X, ¢,q) is
unique and its density is A\(x) = S,(z, z1), Yz, € € |

Theorem 4.8. Suppose that Q4 is irreducible. Let

0= Jlim_510g(0") = AG.2)+ V(65(a)) = V() = m(A)

Then (p,,) satisfy a LDP with rate function
I(z) = =S(x,2) = =Sa(x,2) = V(z) + V(2), Vz € Q4.

Furthermore,

p(f) = suplf(z) — I(z)],

zeX

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

B—00

fim 3 108(p,.(¢”1)) = (7).

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

Lemma 4.9. Let g : J x X — R be a continuous function and for each 5 > 0, let
g J x X — R be a continuous function. Suppose that gz — g uniformly and that
%log(fx e#952) dps 4 (1)) converges to a function T*(j) uniformly on J. Then

1

5 Lol /X 79309 dpg 4 (x)) — T*(5)

uniformly on J. The same is true if we replace 5 by an increasing sequence 3; which
converges to +00.

Proof. For any € > 0 there exists 3y such that g —e€ < gg < g+¢€, 8> By and

) - e < giog (| S dpua(e)) <TG+ e V5> o
& X
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Then we have, for 8 > [,
1 . 1 ;
I*(j) — 2€ < ~ log ( / H90) 4 A(x)) —e==log ( / efabie)—e dpgA(:c))
15} ¥ B X

1 . 1
< —log (/ eP98sx) dpﬁA@)) < —log (/ ﬁgjx)JredpﬁA( ))
B X 5 X

1

=3 log (/ eP9Ue) deA(x)) +e<I"(j) + 2e.
X

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

L(f) = 521300%1% (/X M) dpﬁA(x)) :

Letq: JxX — R be a continuous function and consider the function I'* : J — R, de-

fined by T*(j) = T(q; + f 0 ¢;), where ¢;(x) = q(j,x). Then 5log([y(e”*/°?)dpsa)
converges uniformly to ' on J. The same is true if we replace B by an increasing
sequence [3; which converges to +00.

Proof. Fix any € > 0. As g and f are continuous, ¢ satisfies () and J is compact,
there is § > 0 such that d(j,1) < d = |g;(x) —q(x)+ f(¢;(z)) — f(d(x))] <€, V€
X. As J is compact and the balls B(j,6), j € J, form an open covering of .J we can
obtain a finite set Jy C J such that the balls B(j,d), j € Jo, form an open covering
of J too. As this set J is finite, there is ng € N such that

1
L(gj+fog;)—e< B log(/ eﬁ(qf+f°¢j)dp5A) <I(g;+ fog;)+e Vje€ Jy,VB > ny.
X

For any [ € J there is j € Jy such that d(l, j) < 6, then, ¢;+ fop;—e < g+ fop <
¢; + f o ¢; +e. From definition of I' we immediately get I'(f +a) = I'(f) + a for any
a€Rand [f <g=T(f) <T(g)]. Then, for 5 > no,

D(g+ fod) —3e <T(q;+ fopj+e)—3e=T(g;+ fop;) — 2
1 1

< Log < / Plas106,) gy A) Ce— Liog( / Blar+Fo0=9) g )
g X g X

1 1
— log (/ B(qi+fopr) dPﬁA) < =log (/ eBlaj+fodj+e) deA)
5 B X

I(gj+ fogj)+2e=T(¢j+ fop;—€)+3c <T(q+ f o)+ 3e.
[ |

Proof of Theorem [4.8] From Proposition [L.1] there exists a unique invariant
idempotent probability p for the mplFS (X, ¢,q). Fix f € C(X,R) and suppose by
contradiction there exists an increasing sequence of positive numbers (3;) such that

Jim = 1og(ps.a(e*) # ()
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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 (3;)) such that the limit
limg, s+ oo é log(pp, a(€%7)) there exists for any f € F. We denote by

()= Jim 2 log(psa(e™)

Bi—o0 D

for any f € F.

Claim 1. The limit I'(g) := limg, élog(pBiA(eﬁig)) there exists for any g €
C(X,R).

Proof of Claim 1. Given € > 0 there exists f € F' such that f(z) —e < g(x) <
f(x) + € for any x € X. Therefore

I(f) —e= lim ilog(pﬁiA(eﬂi(f ) < hmmfglog(pgl A(eP9))

Bi—00 Bz Bi—o0 i

1 ) 1 e
< lim sup E log<p5 A( 619)) < lim E 10g<p51,A<€ﬁl(f+ ))) < F(f) + €.

Bi—00 i Bi—o0 [ -
Then )
lim sup 7 log(pp,a(e”9)) — hm inf E log(ps,a(e”9)) < 2e.

Bi%oo ) 7«*>OO

Making € — 0 we get the existence of the limit I'(¢). This finish the proof of claim.

Claim 2. The map T': C(X,R) — R, given by T'(f) = limg, . BL log(pgs, a(€%7))
defines an idempotent probability.
Proof of Claim 2.

L. 1(0) = limg, o 5 log(ps,a(1)) = 0

T(A©¢) = limg, o0 5-10g(ps,a(e” - €7¥)) = X O T(¢), for all A € R and
¥ e C(X,R);

3. N(e@dv) =T(p) d (W), for all ¢, € C(X,R).
To check this last equation just consider the sequence of inequalities:

Plp®¢) = Jim %log(pﬁl (7)) > Tim %log(pm(eﬁ”) =T(p).

z — 00 3 51~>OO 7
Similarly we get such inequality for ¢ and so
Me@y) =T(p) @ I'(¥).

On the other hand

Flpdy) = hm 5 log(pBiA(eﬁi(W@w)))

< lim ﬁilogmﬁme% + paua(e¥)) = T(g) & T(1).

Bi—oo B4
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Claim 3. The idempotent probability I" is invariant for the operator M%q
Proof of Claim 3. Replace f by €/ in equation (2]) and then take limg, ., é log(+)
in both sides of this equation. In this way we get

512 log ( / %L dpga(x ) 5 log ( / / M‘)d”(”““)dV(j)dpﬁiA(x))-

Applying Fubini’s theorem we have

e ([ apae)) = iox ([ [ @) @00 dpatarant))
1 1 oe (0P () (ePifo?5 (@) ,
— log (// Pils; ! g(a)" (@)- (/% )>}d/)5iA(SC)dV(j)) _
Bi 7Jx

As % log(qf" (z) - (P19 @)Y — q(j,2) + f o ¢j(z) uniformly, applying Lemma

L ol () (B 0% (@)
and Lemma ILT0 we get that 5 log [ ¢4l 1osla ) (N gy 4 () converges to
I'(¢; + f o ¢;) uniformly on J. Then, applying Lemma 22 we get

1 1L 100(a” (2)-(Pifo?; (@) .
Elog (// eﬁ'[ﬁil g(q; " (@)-( )] d,OﬁiA(IE)dV(j)> N Sup[ (q]‘ T fo ¢])]
? JJX

Jj€J

Therefore,
U(f) =sup[['(g; + fo¢y)] V[ e CX,R).
J
This shows that I' is invariant for the operator ./\/l%q acting on idempotent proba-
bilities. This proves Claim 3.

From Proposition L7 there exists a unique invariant idempotent probability for
Mg),q which we denote by p. Then I' = p and the initial hypothesis of this proof is
false. We conclude that for any continuous function f, p(f) = limg_, % log(p,,(€°7)).
Let us call by A the density of p. Then A € U(X, Ryax) and from Proposition [4.7] it
satisfies

Ax) = Sy(z,2), Vz € Q4.

We still need to prove that the Gibbs measures p, , satisfies a LDP with rate func-
tion I(z) = —A(x). But this is just a consequence of Theorem B2 and Lemma
|

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 & = (X, (¢;);es) and also fixed numbers A;, j € J, such
that the function A : J — R, given by A(j) = A; is Lipschitz continuous.

For each 8 > 0, the operator L, .54, has the eigenfunction hgy = 1 associated
to the eigenvalue Aga = f e?4i dv(j). Then, we consider the numbers given by

q; = m, j € J. Observe that [, qfdl/ (j) = 1. We will call (qf)jeJ a Gibbs



20

density on J for temperature % There exists a unique Borel probability p,, on X
(Gibbs probability) which is invariant for the dual operator My s ,. It satisfies

porlf) = [ 4 poslf o) avti) V5 € CLXR), (16)
J
As qf = % we obtain from Lemma

1
¢; = lim 3 log(qf) = A; —max A,.

B—o0 ieJ

Then ¢; < 0 and @je ;4 = 0. As A is also continuous, we conclude that § =

(X, (¢5)jes, (¢j)jes) is a max-plus IFS.
From Theorem there exists a unique invariant idempotent probability p for

./\/lg),q. This probability satisfies

p(f) =P a@p(foe;) Vf € C(X,R) (17)

jeJ

and its density A € U(X, Ryax) satisfies

Az) = @ [q, + @y + Qs + -]

(J1,72,53,---) €T ()

Theorem 4.11. Consider the above framework. Then the family of Gibbs probabil-
ities (p,,) satisfy a LDP and its rate function is given by

](l‘) == @ [%1 + Qj, + qj5 + ]

(J1,72,53,---) €T ()

Proof. From Theorem B8 if =,z € Q4 we have S,(z,2) = S,(x,z) = 0. Then Q4
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 (p,,)s>0 satisfy
a LDP and denote by I its deviation function. Suppose that there exists the uniform
limit V = limg_, oo %log(th). Then, the uniform limit ¢ = limg_, 4o % log(q”) there
exists and it satisfies q(j, x) = A(j,x) + V(¢;(z)) — V(x) — m(A), which defines a
normalized family of weights. Furthermore, —I s the density of an idempotent
invariant probability p for the mplFS S = (X, ¢,q), that is

—I(x) = sup[S,(z, z) — I(2)], Yz € X. (18)

z€Q
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Proof. Suppose that the family of invariant probabilities (p,,)s>o satisfy a LDP
and denote by I its deviation function. Then [ is l.s.c and inf,cx I(x) = 0. By
applying Lemma [.2l we get that, for any f € C'(X,R), there exists the limit I'(f) :=
limg_, 1 %log(pm(eﬁf)) and it satisfies

I'(f) = sup[f(z) — I(z)].
rzeX
Therefore, I' defines an idempotent probability with density —I (observe that —1 is
u.s.c and sup,cy —I(z) = 0).
Suppose there exists the uniform limit V' = limg_, ;o % log(hga). Then V is a

calibrated subaction to A. We have, by definition of ¢°,

1 ‘ ‘ 1 1 1
=log(¢”(j, ) = A(j, 2) + - log(hsa(¢;(2))) — — log(hga(z)) — - log(Asa).

) B B B
Then 3 log(¢”(j, x)) — q(j, ) uniformly, where ¢(j, 2) = A(j, 2)+V (¢;(x)) =V (z) —
m(A). As V is a calibrated subaction, the function ¢ defines a normalized family of
weights. Let us consider the mplFS S = (X, ¢, q).

Claim: T" defines an idempotent probability which is invariant for the operator ./\/1257 .
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, ¢,q), we obtain, from Theorem B.7] that

—I(z) = sup[Sy(w, ) = I(2)]
|

Is a remarkable fact that equations (I8)) 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 mpIF'S.

References

[1] Ak1AN, M. Densities of idempotent measures and large deviations. Trans. Am.
Math. Soc. 351, 11 (1999), 4515-4543.

[2] BARAVIERA, A., LEPLAIDEUR, R., AND LOPES, A. Ergodic optimization,
zero temperature limits and the maz-plus algebra. Paper from the 29th Brazil-
tan mathematics colloquium — 29° Coloquio Brasileiro de Matemdtica, Rio de
Janeiro, Brazil, July 22 — August 2, 2013. Publ. Mat. IMPA. Rio de Janeiro:
Instituto Nacional de Matematica Pura e Aplicada (IMPA), 2013.

(3] BARAVIERA, A., Lopes, A. O., AND THIEULLEN, P. A large deviation

principle for the equilibrium states of Holder potentials: the zero temperature
case. Stoch. Dyn. 6, 1 (2006), 77-96.



[4]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

22

BArAviERA, A. T., CiorLeTTI, L. M., LopPeEs, A. O., MOHR, J., AND
SouzA, R. R. On the general one-dimensional XY model: positive and zero
temperature, selection and non-selection. Rev. Math. Phys. 23,10 (2011), 1063~
1113.

BARNSLEY, M., DEMKO, S., ELTON, J., AND GERONIMO, J. Invariant mea-
sures for markov processes arising from iterated function systems with place-
dependent probabilities. Ann. Inst. H. Poincar’e Probab. Statist 24, 3 (1988),
367-394.

BouscH, T. La condition de walters. Ann. Sci. Ecole Norm. Sup. (4) 34, 2
(2001), 287-311.

BrasiL, J. E., OLIVEIRA, E. R., AND SouzA, R. R. Thermodynamic for-

malism for general iterated function systems with measures. Qual. Theory Dyn.
Syst. 22,1 (2023), 26. 1d/No 19.

CroLETTI, L., AND OLIVEIRA, E. R. Thermodynamic formalism for iterated
function systems with weights, 2017.

DA CUNHA, R. D., OLIVEIRA, E. R., AND STROBIN, F. Existence of invariant

idempotent measures by contractivity of idempotent Markov operators. J. Fized
Point Theory Appl. 25,1 (2023), 11. 1d/No 8.

DA CUNHA, R. D., OLIVEIRA, E. R., AND STROBIN, F. Fuzzy-set approach
to invariant idempotent measures. Fuzzy Sets and Systems 457 (2023), 46-65.
Non-additive measures and integrals (196p.).

DEL MORAL, P., AND Doisy, M. Maslov idempotent probability calculus. I.
Theory Probab. Appl. 43, 4 (1998), 562-576 (1998) and teor. veroyatn. primen.
43, no. 4, 735-751.

DEMBO, A., AND ZEITOUNI, O. Large deviations techniques and applications.,
2nd ed., corrected 2nd printing ed., vol. 38 of Stoch. Model. Appl. Probab. Berlin:
Springer, 2010.

Fan, A., AND LaAu, K.-S. Iterated function system and Ruelle operator. J.
Math. Anal. Appl. 231, 2 (1999), 319-344.

HaNus, P., MAULDIN, R. D., AND URBANSKI, M. Thermodynamic formal-

ism and multifractal analysis of conformal infinite iterated function systems.
Acta Math. Hungar. 96, 1-2 (2002), 27-98.

JORDAN, T., AND PorricorT, M. Multifractal analysis and the variance
of Gibbs measures. Journal of the London Mathematical Society 76, 1 (2007),
57-T72.

Korokor'Ttsov, V. N.; AND MaAsLov, V. P. Idempotent analysis as a tool
of control theory and optimal synthesis. I. Funct. Anal. Appl. 23, 1 (1989),
1-11.



[17]

[18]

[19]
[20]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

23

Korokorrsov, V. N., AND MAsLov, V. P. Idempotent analysis and its
applications. Appendix by Pierre Del Moral. Transl. from the Russian by V.
E. Nazaikinskij, vol. 401 of Math. Appl., Dordr. Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic
Publishers, 1997.

Lau, K.-S., AND YE, Y.-L. Ruelle operator with nonexpansive IFS. Stud.
Math. 148, 2 (2001), 143-169.

LEWELLEN, G. B. Self-similarity. Rocky Mt. J. Math. 23,3 (1993), 1023-1040.

Litvinov, G. L., AND MasLov, V. P. Idempotent mathematics: A corre-

spondence principle and its applications to computing. Russ. Math. Surv. 51,
6 (1996), 1210-1211.

Lopres, A. O., AND MENGUE, J. K. On information gain, Kullback-Leibler

divergence, entropy production and the involution kernel. Discrete Contin.
Dyn. Syst. 42,7 (2022), 3593-3627.

Lopres, A. O., MENGUE, J. K., MOHR, J., AND SouzA, R. R. Entropy
and variational principle for one-dimensional lattice systems with a general a

priori probability: positive and zero temperature. Ergodic Theory Dyn. Syst.
35,6 (2015), 1925-1961.

Lopres, A. O., aAND OLIVEIRA, E. R. Entropy and variational principles
for holonomic probabilities of IFS. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 23, 3 (2009),
937-955.

MAZURENKO, N., AND ZARICHNYI, M. Invariant idempotent measures.
Carpathian Math. Publ. 10, 1 (2018), 172-178.

MENDIVIL, F. A generalization of ifs with probabilities to infinitely many
maps. The Rocky Mountain journal of mathematics 28, 3 (1998), 1043-1051.

MEeNGUE, J. K. Large deviations for equilibrium measures and selection of
subaction. Bulletin of the Brazilian Mathematical Society, New Series 49, 1
(2018), 17-42.

MENGUE, J. K., AND OLIVEIRA, E. R. Duality results for iterated function
systems with a general family of branches. Stoch. Dyn. 17, 3 (2017), 1750021,
23.

MENGUE, J. K., AND OLIVEIRA, E. R. Invariant measures for place-

dependent idempotent iterated function systems. Journal of Fixed Point Theory
and Applications 26, 2 (2024), 19.

MiHAILESCU, E. Thermodynamic formalism for invariant measures in iterated

function systems with overlaps. Communications in Contemporary Mathemat-
ics 24, 06 (2022), 2150041.

PARRY, W., AND PorLricoTT, M. Zeta functions and the periodic orbit
structure of hyperbolic dynamics. Astérisque 187, 187-188 (1990), 268.



[31]

32]

33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

24

RUELLE, D. Statistical mechanics of a one-dimensional lattice gas. Comm.
Math. Phys. 9 (1968), 267-278.

STENFLO, O. Uniqueness of Invariant Measures for Place-Dependent Random
Iterations of Functions, vol. 132. Springer, New York, NY, 2002, pp. 13-32.

YE, Y.-L. Convergence speeds of iterations of ruelle operator with weakly con-
tractive ifs. Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications 279, 1 (2003),
151-167.

YE, Y.-L. Ruelle operator with weakly contractive iterated function systems.
Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems 33, 4 (2013), 1265-1290.

ZA1TOoV, A. A. On a metric of the space of idempotent probability measures.
Applied General Topology 21, 1 (2020), 35-51.

ZARICHNYI, M. M. Spaces and maps of idempotent measures. [zvestiya:
Mathematics 74, 3 (2010), 481.



	Introduction
	Thermodynamic Formalism for IFS
	Zero temperature limits and ergodic optimization 

	On invariant idempotent probabilities
	Zero temperature limits and Large Deviations
	Irreducible Aubry set and a large deviation principle
	Example: the non-place dependent case
	The place dependent case


