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PACKING TOPOLOGICAL PRESSURE FOR

AMENABLE GROUP ACTIONS

ZIQING DING, ERCAI CHEN* AND XIAOYAO ZHOU

Abstract. In this paper, we first prove the variational princi-

ple for amenable packing topological pressure. Then we obtain an
inequality concerning amenable packing pressure for factor maps.

Finally, we show that the equality about packing topological pres-

sure of the set of generic points when the system satisfies the almost
specification property, or µ is ergodic.

1. Introduction

Kolomogorov was the first to introduce measure-theoretic entropy
in [11], and later Adler, Konheim and McAndrew introduced topolog-
ical entropy in [1]. The variational principle establishes a relationship
between measure-theoretic entropy and topological entropy in [21]. In
1973, Bowen introduced a new definition of topological entropy [3] on
a noncompact set, which was known as Bowen topological entropy or
dimensional entropy. Then Pesin and Pitskel [18] , which we called
Pesin-Pitskel pressure. The Hausdorff dimension served as their in-
spiration. It makes sense to think about similar ideas in dynamical
systems with different types of dimensions. For example, the packing
dimension can help us come up with a new topological entropy and
variational principle for sets that are not compact. Feng and Huang
obtained two variational principles for Bowen entropy and packing en-
tropy in [8]. It’s a cornerstone for the rest of our research. Then
Tang, Cheng and Zhao extended the Bowen entropy variational prin-
ciple to Pensin-Pitskel pressure in [20], and Zhong and Chen extended
the packing entropy variational principle to packing pressure in [29].
Zheng and Chen extended the Bowen entropy variational principle to
amenable group actions in [27] and Dou, Zheng and Zhou extended
the packing entropy variational principle to amenable group actions
in [7], where G is a topological group acting continuously on X in-
stead of Z. For Z action, T -invariant Borel probability measure are
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always exicting. But there are some groups for which there is no in-
variant probability measure on X with G-actions. In the case where G
is amenable, there exists a G-invariant Borel probability measure. In
contrast to Z action, a general countable amenable group may have a
very complicated structure, which makes it harder to study. Huang, Li
and Zhou obtained the variational principle of Pesin-Pitskel pressure on
amenable group actions in [9]. In this paper we focus on packing topo-
logical pressure within the framework of countable discrete amenable
group actions.

The first section presents the amenable group and the three theorems
that require proof in this paper. The second section mainly introduces
packing topological pressure and measure pressure on amenable group
actions. Sections 3, 4 and 5 are mainly the proofs of the above three
theorems.

Theorem 1.1. Let (X,G) be a G-action topological dynamical system
and G a countable infinite discrete amenable group. Let {Fn}

∞
n=1 be a

sequence of finite subsets in G satisfying limn→∞
|Fn|
logn

= ∞. Then for

any non-empty analytic subset Z of X and f ∈ C(X,R).
If P P (Z, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) > ‖f‖∞. Then

P P (Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = sup{P µ({Fn}

∞
n=1, f) : µ ∈ M(X), µ(Z) = 1}

= sup{P P
µ ({Fn}

∞
n=1, f) : µ ∈ M(X), µ(Z) = 1}

= sup{PKP
µ ({Fn}

∞
n=1, f) : µ ∈ M(X), µ(Z) = 1},

where P P (Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f), P µ({Fn}∞n=1, f), P
P
µ ({Fn}∞n=1, f), and PKP

µ ({Fn}∞n=1, f)
are defined in sections 2.

Dou, Zheng and Zhou [7] prove that the first of these equations is in
the case of f = 0. For the case G = Z, the above equation has been
proved by Zhong and Chen in [29].

Let (X,G) and (Y,G) be two G-action topological dynamical sys-
tems. A continuous map π : (X,G) → (Y,G) is called a homomorphism
or factor map from (X,G) to (Y,G) if it is onto and π ◦ g = g ◦ π, for
all g ∈ G.

Theorem 1.2. Let G be a countable infinite discrete amenable group.
Let π : (X,G) → (Y,G) be a factor map. Let {Fn}∞n=1 be any tempered

Følner sequence in G satisfying limn→∞
|Fn|
logn

= ∞. Then for any non-

empty subset E of X and f ∈ C(X,R). Then

P P (π(E), {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ P P (E, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f ◦ π)

≤ P P (π(E), {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) + sup

y∈Y
hUC
top (π

−1(y), {Fn}
∞
n=1).

We remark here that for Z-actions, Bowen [2] proposed the inequal-
ity. Then Fang, Huang, Li and Zhang [5] proved it when entropy is
Bowen entropy. Oprocha and Zhang [15] also proved the above by
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using open covers. Li, Chen and Zhou [13] extended it to Pensin-
Pitskel topological pressure. C. Zhao, E. Chen, X. Hong and X. Zhou
proved the inequalities to packing topological pressure in [26]. And
for amenable group actions, the inequalities of packing entropy were
proved by D. Dou, D. Zheng and X. Zhou in [7].

Theorem 1.3. Let (X,G) be a G-action topological dynamical system
and G a countable infinite discrete amenable group. Let µ ∈ M(X,G)

and {Fn}∞n=1 be a Følner sequence in G satisfying limn→∞
|Fn|
logn

= ∞.

Then for any f ∈ C(X,R).
(1)If (X,G) satisfies almost specification property, then

P P (Gµ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = hµ(X,G) +

∫
f dµ.

(2)If µ is ergodic and {Fn} is tempered, then

P P (Gµ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = hµ(X,G) +

∫
f dµ.

Bowen proved the equality for the case G = Z when µ is ergodic in
[3]. Pfister and Sullivan extended it when the system satisfies the so-
called g-almost product property in [19]. Zheng and Chen proved the
equality of Bowen entropy for amenable group actions in [28]. Zhang
proved it in [25] and come to the conclusion that weak specification
implies almost specification for amenable systems. Then, Dou, Zheng
and Zhou showed that the packing topological entropy of the set of
generic points for any invariant Borel probability measure µ coincides
with the metric entropy if either µ is ergodic or the system satisfies a
kind of specification property.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we will introduce amenable group actions and some
properties of topological pressure and measure-theoretic pressure.

2.1. Amenable group actions. Let (X,G) be a G-action topological
dynamical system, where X is a compact metric space with metric d

and G is a topological group acting continuously on X . Throughout
this paper we assume that G is a countable infinite discrete amenable
group. Recall that a countable discrete group G is amenable if there is
a sequence of non-empty finite subsets {Fn}

∞
n=1 of G which are asymp-

totically invariant, that is for all g ∈ G,

lim
n→∞

|Fn △ gFn|

|Fn|
= 0,

which is called a Følner sequence. Since G is infinite, the sequence |Fn|
tends to infinity. Without loss of generality we can assume that |Fn|
increases when n increases. One can refer to [10, 16]. A Følner sequence
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{Fn}∞n=1 is said to be tempered if there exists a constant C > 0 which
is independent of n such that

|
⋃

k<n

F−1
k Fn| ≤ C|Fn|.

Let M(X), M(X,G) and E(X,G) be the collection of all, G-invariant
and ergodic G-invariant Borel probability measures on X , respectively.
Since G is amenable, M(X,G) and E(X,G) are both non-empty. For
µ ∈ M(X,G), let hµ(X,G) denote the measure-theoretic entropy of
(X,G) with respect to µ. Let

Gµ,{Fn} =

{
x ∈ X : lim

n→∞

1

|Fn|

∑

g∈Fn

f(gx) =

∫

X

f dµ, ∀f ∈ C(X,R)

}

be the set of generic points of µ with respect to {Fn}∞n=1. For simplicity,
we can write Gµ,{Fn} as Gµ. But note that for different Følner sequence,
the corresponding Gµ may not coincide.

The system (X,G) is said to have the almost specification prop-
erty if there exists a non-decreasing function g : (0, 1) → (0, 1) with
limr→0 g(r) = 0 and a map m : (0, 1) → F(G) × (0, 1) where F(G)
denotes the collection of all finite subsets of G, such that for any
k ∈ N, any ǫ1, ǫ2, ..., ǫk ∈ (0, 1) and any x1, x2, ..., xk ∈ X, if Fi is
m(ǫi)-invariant, i = 1, 2, ..., k, and {Fi}ki=1 are pairwise disjoint, then

⋂

1≤i≤k

B(g;Fi, xi, ǫi) 6= ∅,

where B(g;F, x, ǫ) := {y ∈ X : |{h ∈ F : d(hx, hy) > ǫ}| ≤ g(ǫ)|F |} is
the Bowen ball allowing a mistake function with density g(ǫ) and F is

(K, δ)-invariant if |{g∈G:Kg∩F 6=∅,Kg∩(G−F )6=∅}|
|F |

< δ.

2.2. Topological pressure of subsets. Given F ∈ F(G), x, y ∈ X ,
the Bowen metric dF on X is defined by dF (x, y) := max

g∈F
d(gx, gy).

Then Bowen open ball of radius ǫ in the metric dF around x is given
by

BF (x, ǫ) = {y ∈ X : dF (x, y) < ǫ},

and Bowen closed ball is given by

BF (x, ǫ) = {y ∈ X : dF (x, y) ≤ ǫ}.
4



Given f ∈ C(X,R), where C(X,R) denotes the set of all continuous
functions, define

fF (x) =
∑

g∈F

f(gx),

fF (x, ǫ) = sup
y∈BF (x,ǫ)

fF (y),

fF (x, ǫ) = sup
y∈BF (x,ǫ)

fF (y).

Let Z ⊂ X be a non-empty subset, ǫ > 0, f ∈ C(X,R), N ∈ N,
s ∈ R and {Fn}∞n=1 be a sequence of finite subsets in G satisfying
|Fn| → ∞(n → ∞). Put

MP (N, s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = sup{

∑

i

e−s|Fni
|+fFni

(xi)},

where the supremum is taken over all finite or countable disjoint
{BFni

(xi, ǫ)}i∈I with ni ≥ N, xi ∈ Z. Since MP (N, s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f)
is decreasing when N increases, the following limit exists. Set

MP (s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = lim

N→∞
MP (N, s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f).

Put

MP(s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = inf{

∞∑

i=1

MP (s, ǫ, Zi, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) : Z ⊂ ∪∞

i=1Zi},

P P (ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = sup {s : MP(s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) = ∞},

= inf {s : MP(s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = 0},

P P (Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = lim

ǫ→0
P P (ǫ, Z, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f).

Since P P (ǫ, Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) is increasing when ǫ decreases, the above
limit exists. Then we call P P (Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) packing topological pres-
sure of the set Z along {Fn}∞n=1 with respect to f. When f = 0,
P P (Z, {Fn}∞n=1, 0) is packing topological entropy h

P
top(Z, {Fn}∞n=1), which

is defined by Dou, Zheng and Zhou [7].
Let Z ⊂ X be a non-empty subset, ǫ > 0, f ∈ C(X,R), N ∈ N

, s ∈ R and {Fn}∞n=1 be a sequence of finite subsets in G satisfying
|Fn| → ∞(n → ∞). Put

MB(N, s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = inf{

∑

i

e
−s|Fni

|+fFni
(xi)},

where the infimum is taken over all finite or countable cover {BFni
(xi, ǫ)}i∈I

of Z with ni ≥ N. Since MB(N, s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}, f) is non-decreasing when
5



N increases, the following limit exists.

MB(s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = lim

N→∞
MB(N, s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f),

PB(ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = sup {s : MB(s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) = ∞},

= inf {s : MB(s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = 0},

PB(Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = lim

ǫ→0
PB(ǫ, Z, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f).

PB(Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) is called Pesin-Pitskel topological pressure of the set
Z along {Fn}∞n=1 with respect to f.

Let Z ⊂ X be a non-empty subset, F ∈ F(G), E ⊂ X and E is
an (F, ǫ)-spanning set of Z if for any x ∈ Z, there exists y ∈ E such
that dF (x, y) < ǫ. A set E ⊂ Z is an (F, ǫ)-separated set of Z if for
any x, y ∈ E with x 6= y, one has dF (x, y) > ǫ. Let {Fn}∞n=1 ⊂ F(G)
satisfying |Fn| → ∞(n → ∞). Put

Q(Z, ǫ, Fn, f) = inf {
∑

x∈E

efFn(x) : E is an (Fn, ǫ)-spanning set of Z},

P (Z, ǫ, Fn, f) = sup {
∑

x∈E

efFn(x) : E is an (Fn, ǫ)-separated set of Z}.

Let δ > 0 and choose ǫ > 0 so that d(x, y) < ǫ
2
implies |f(x)−f(y)| < δ.

It is easy to get

Q(Z, ǫ, Fn, f) ≤ P (Z, ǫ, Fn, f) ≤ e|Fn|δQ(Z,
ǫ

2
, Fn, f).(2·1)

Set

PUC(Z, ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = lim sup

n→∞

1

|Fn|
logP (Z, ǫ, Fn, f),

PUC′

(Z, ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = lim sup

n→∞

1

|Fn|
logQ(Z, ǫ, Fn, f).

By 2·1, we have

PUC′

(Z, ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ PUC(Z, ǫ, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f)

≤ PUC′

(Z,
ǫ

2
, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) + δ.

Letting ǫ → 0, we can get

PUC(Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = lim

ǫ→0
PUC(Z, ǫ, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f)

= lim
ǫ→0

PUC′

(Z, ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f).

PUC(Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) is called upper capacity topological pressure of the
set Z along {Fn}∞n=1 with respect to f.
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2.3. Properties of amenable topological pressure. The following
propositions are some basic properties of topological pressure. Below
we will prove that Zhang’s definition of Pesin-Pitskel topological pres-
sure [25] is consistent with our definition above, which will help in
proving Theorem 1.3.

Proposition 2.1. If we define P P ′

(ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) and PB′

(ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f),

by replacing the above fFni
(xi) by fFni

(xi, ǫ) and fFni
(xi, ǫ), then

P P (Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = lim

ǫ→0
P P ′

(ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f),

PB(Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = lim

ǫ→0
PB′

(ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f).

Proof. Fix ǫ > 0. It is clear that

PB(ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ PB′

(ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f).

Let

var(f, ǫ) = sup{|f(x)− f(y)| : d(x, y) ≤ ǫ}.

This shows that

fFn
(x, ǫ)− |Fn|var(f, ǫ) ≤ fFn

(x).

MB(N, s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = inf{

∑

i

e−s|Fni
|+fFni

(xi)}

≥ inf{
∑

i

e−s|Fni
|+fFni

(xi,ǫ)−|Fni
|var(f,ǫ)}

= MB′

(N, s+ var(f, ǫ), ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f).

Letting N → ∞, we have

MB(s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≥ MB′

(s+ var(f, ǫ), ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f),

PB(ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≥ PB′

(ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f)− var(f, ǫ).

Letting ǫ → ∞, we get

PB(Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = lim

ǫ→0
PB′

(ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f).

The next equality can be proved similarly. �

The following four properties are obvious and we will omit the proof.

Proposition 2.2. Let {Fn}∞n=1 be a Følner sequence in G.
(1)If Z1 ⊂ Z2, then for any ǫ > 0, f ∈ C(X,R), N ∈ N, s ∈ R,

MP (N, s, ǫ, Z1, {Fn}∞n=1, f) ≤ MP (N, s, ǫ, Z2, {Fn}∞n=1, f), and more-
over MP (s, ǫ, Z1, {Fn}∞n=1, f) ≤ MP (s, ǫ, Z2, {Fn}∞n=1, f).
(2)If Z1 ⊂ Z2, then P(Z1, {Fn}∞n=1, f) ≤ P(Z2, {Fn}∞n=1, f), where
P ∈ {PB, P P , PUC}.
(3)For all c ∈ R, P(Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f + c) = P(Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) + c, where

7



P ∈ {PB, P P , PUC}.
(4)If Z ⊂ ∪∞

i=1Zi, then for any ǫ > 0, s ∈ R, f ∈ C(X,R),

MP(s, ǫ,∪iZi, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤

∞∑

i=1

MP(s, ǫ, Zi, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f),

P P (ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ sup

i

P P (ǫ, Zi, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f),

P P (Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ sup

i

P P (Zi, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f).

Next we will compare packing topological pressure with Pesin-Pitskel
topological pressure. Dou, Zheng and Zhou proved that Bowen topo-
logical entropy was smaller than packing topological entropy in [7] for
amenable group actions. We now extend it to the pressure.

Proposition 2.3. Let {Fn}
∞
n=1 be a Følner sequence in G. For any

Z ⊂ X,

PB(Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ P P (Z, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f).

The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 2.4(4) in [29]. We
give the proof here for completeness.

Proof. Suppose that PB(Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) > s > −∞. For any ǫ > 0 and
n ∈ N, let

FFn,ǫ = {F : F = {BFn
(xi, ǫ)}disjoint, xi ∈ Z}.

Take F(Fn, ǫ, Z) ∈ FFn,ǫ such that |F(Fn, ǫ, Z)| = maxF∈FFn,ǫ
|F|. For

convenience, we denote F(Fn, ǫ, Z) = {BFn
(xi, ǫ) : i = 1, ..., |F(Fn, ǫ, Z)|}.

It is easy to check that

Z ⊂

|F(Fn,ǫ,Z)|⋃

i=1

BFn
(xi, 2ǫ+ δ), ∀δ > 0.

Then for any s ∈ R,

MB(n, s, 2ǫ+ δ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ e−s|Fn|

|F(Fn,ǫ,Z)|∑

i=1

efFn (xi)

≤ MP (n, s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f).

This implies that

MB(s, 2ǫ+ δ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ MP(s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f).

Since PB(Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) > s > −∞, MB(s, 2ǫ + δ, Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) ≥ 1
when ǫ and δ are small enough, furthermore, MP(s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) ≥
1.This shows P P (ǫ, Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) ≥ s. Letting s → PB(Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f),
we have PB(Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) ≤ P P (Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f). �

Naturally we will compare packing topological pressure with upper
capacity topological pressure. We can see similar conclusions in [7, 29].

8



Proposition 2.4. Let {Fn}∞n=1 be a Følner sequence in G satisfying

limn→∞
|Fn|
logn

= ∞. Then for any subset Z ⊂ X, f ∈ C(X,R) and any
ǫ > 0,

P P (ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ PUC(Z, ǫ, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f).

Furthermore,

P P (Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ PUC(Z, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f).

Proof. Let ǫ > 0 and −∞ < t < s < P P (ǫ, Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f). Then

MP (s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≥ MP(s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) = ∞.

For any N ∈ N, there exists a pairwise family BFni
(xi, ǫ) such that

xi ∈ Z, ni ≥ N , and
∑

i e
−s|Fni

|+fFni
(xi) > 1. For each k, let

mk = {xi : ni = k}.

Then
∞∑

k=N

∑

x∈mk

efFk
(x)e−|Fk|s > 1.(2·2)

Since {Fn} satisfies the growth condition limn→∞
|Fn|
logn

= ∞,
∑∞

k=1 e
|Fk|(t−s)

converges. Let M =
∑∞

k=1 e
|Fk|(t−s). There must be some k ≥ N such

that
∑

x∈mk
efFk

(x) > 1
M
e|Fk|t, otherwise the above sum is at most

∞∑

k=1

1

M
e|Fk|te−|Fk|s = 1.

This contradicts 2·2. So P (Z, ǫ, Fk, f) ≥
∑

x∈mk
efFk

(x) > 1
M
e|Fk|t and

hence

PUC(Z, ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = lim sup

k→∞

1

|Fk|
logP (Z, ǫ, Fk, f) ≥ t.

This gets the first inequality by letting t → P P (ǫ, Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f), and
the second inequality by letting ǫ → 0. �

The following proposition played a key role in proving Theorem 1.2
and the proof is inspired by [7, Proposition 2.7].

Proposition 2.5. Let ǫ > 0, Z ⊂ X and {Fn}∞n=1 ⊂ F(G) satisfying

limn→∞
|Fn|
logn

= ∞, f ∈ C(X,R).

(1)P P (Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) ≤ inf{supi≥1 P
UC(Zi, {Fn}∞n=1, f) : Z = ∪∞

i=1Zi}.
(2)For any ǫ > 0, δ > 0, there exists a cover ∪∞

i=1Zi = Z, such that

P P (Z, ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) + δ ≥ sup

i≥1
PUC(Zi, 3ǫ, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f).

9



Proof. (1)For Z =
⋃∞

i=1 Zi, we have

P P (Z, ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f)

≤ sup
i≥1

P P (Zi, ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f)(by Proposition 2.2)

≤ sup
i≥1

PUC(Zi, ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f)(by Proposition 2.4)

≤ sup
i≥1

PUC(Zi, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f).

So

P P (Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ inf{sup

i≥1
PUC(Zi, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) : Z = ∪∞

i=1Zi}.

(2) Assume that P P (Z, ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) < ∞. Given δ > 0 and s :=

P P (Z, ǫ, {Fn}∞n=1, f)+δ. This meansMP(s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) = 0. There
exists a cover of Z ⊂

⋃∞
i=1 Z

′
i such that

∑

i

MP (s, ǫ, Z ′
i, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) < 1.

Set Zi = Z ′
i ∩ Z. We have

∑

i

MP (s, ǫ, Zi, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) < 1.

For each Zi, when N is large enough, we have

MP (N, s, ǫ, Zi, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) < 1.

Let E be an (FN , 3ǫ)-separated set of Zi. Since {BFN
(xi, ǫ) : xi ∈ E}

is pairwise disjoint, we have
∑

xi∈E

e−s|FN |+fFN
(xi) ≤ MP (N, s, ǫ, Zi, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) < 1,

∑

xi∈E

efFN
(xi) ≤ es|FN |,

PUC(Zi, 3ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ s.

Furthermore,

P P (Z, ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) + δ ≥ sup

i≥1
PUC(Zi, 3ǫ, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f).

�

2.4. Measure-theoretic pressure. Let f ∈ C(X,R) and µ ∈ M(X).
Let {Fn}∞n=1 be a sequence of finite subsets of G with |Fn| → ∞. The
measure-theoretic lower and upper local pressure of x ∈ X with respect
to µ and f are defined by

P µ(x, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = lim

ǫ→0
lim inf
n→∞

− logµ(BFn
(x, ǫ)) + fFn

(x)

|Fn|
.
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P µ(x, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = lim

ǫ→0
lim sup
n→∞

− log µ(BFn
(x, ǫ)) + fFn

(x)

|Fn|
.

Definition 2.6. The measure-theoretic lower and upper local pressure
with respect to µ and f are defined by

P µ({Fn}
∞
n=1, f) :=

∫
P µ(x, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f)dµ(x).

P µ({Fn}
∞
n=1, f) :=

∫
P µ(x, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f)dµ(x).

The following two definitions were inspired by [29] and we will prove
in Proposition 2.10 that the two of them are consistent. For the case
G = Z, these was defined in [29].

Definition 2.7. We call the following quantity

P P
µ ({Fn}

∞
n=1, f) := lim

ǫ→0
lim
δ→0

inf{P P (ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) : µ(Z) ≥ 1− δ}

packing pressure of µ along {Fn}
∞
n=1 with respect to f.

Definition 2.8. Let

MP
µ (s, ǫ, δ, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) = inf{

∞∑

i=1

MP (s, ǫ, Zi, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) : µ(∪

∞
i=1Zi) ≥ 1−δ}

and

PKP
µ (ǫ, δ, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) = sup{s : MP

µ (s, ǫ, δ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = +∞}.

We call the following quantity

PKP
µ ({Fn}

∞
n=1, f) = lim

ǫ→0
lim
δ→0

PKP
µ (ǫ, δ, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f)

packing pressure of µ in the sense of Katok along {Fn}∞n=1 with respect
to f.

2.5. Properties of amenable measure-theoretic pressure.

Proposition 2.9. Replacing fFni
(xi) above by fFni

(xi, ǫ) and fFni
(xi, ǫ)

respectively, we can define new functions MP
µ and PKP ′

µ (ǫ, δ, {Fn}∞n=1, f).
Then

PKP
µ ({Fn}

∞
n=1, f) = lim

ǫ→0
lim
δ→0

PKP ′

µ (ǫ, δ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f).

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of Proposition 2.1, so we omit
it. �

Proposition 2.10. Let µ ∈ M(X), f ∈ C(X,R) and {Fn}∞n=1 ⊂ F(G)
with |Fn| → ∞. Then

PKP
µ ({Fn}

∞
n=1, f) = P P

µ ({Fn}
∞
n=1, f).

11



Proof. We first prove that PKP
µ ({Fn}∞n=1, f) ≤ P P

µ ({Fn}∞n=1, f). For any

s < PKP
µ ({Fn}∞n=1, f), there exists ǫ′ > 0 and δ′ > 0 such that for any

ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ′) and δ ∈ (0, δ′),

PKP
µ (ǫ, δ, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) > s.

Thus
MP(s, ǫ, δ, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) = ∞.

If Z ⊂ ∪∞
i=1Zi with µ(Z) ≥ 1 − δ, then µ(∪∞

i=1Zi) ≥ 1 − δ. It follows
that

∞∑

i=1

MP (s, ǫ, Zi, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = ∞,

which implies thatMP(s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) = ∞. Hence P P (ǫ, Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) ≥
s and P P

µ ({Fn}∞n=1, f) ≥ s. Letting s → PKP
µ ({Fn}∞n=1, f), this shows

that PKP
µ ({Fn}∞n=1, f) ≤ P P

µ ({Fn}∞n=1, f). Next, we shall show the in-

verse inequality. If s < P P ({Fn}∞n=1, f), then there exists ǫ′ > 0 and
δ′ > 0 such that for any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ′) and δ ∈ (0, δ′), for any family {Zi}∞i=1

with µ(∪∞
i=1Zi) ≥ 1− δ, we have

P P (ǫ,∪∞
i=1Zi, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) > s.

This implies that

MP(s, ǫ,∪∞
i=1Zi, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) = ∞.

Thus
∞∑

i=1

MP (s, ǫ, Zi, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = ∞.

Thus
MP(s, ǫ, δ, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) = ∞.

Hence
PKP
µ (ǫ, δ, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) > s.

Letting δ → 0, ǫ → 0, s → P P ({Fn}∞n=1, f), we finish the proof. �

Before proving the next proposition, we need the following classical
5r-lemma in geometric measure theory([14, Theorem 2.1]).

Lemma 2.11. Let (X, d) be a compact metric space and B = {B(xi, ri)}i∈Ibe
a family of closed (or open) balls in X. Then there exists a finite or
countable subfamily B′ = {B(xi, ri)}i∈I′ of pairwise disjoint balls in B
such that ⋃

B∈B

B ⊂
⋃

i∈I′

B(xi, 5ri).

Proposition 2.12. Let µ ∈ M(X) , Z ⊂ X, f ∈ C(X,R) and

{Fn}∞n=1 ⊂ F(G) satisfying limn→∞
|Fn|
logn

= ∞. For s ∈ R, the following
properties hold:
(1)If P µ(x, {Fn}∞n=1, f) ≤ s for any x ∈ Z, then P P (Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) ≤ s.

12



(2)If P µ(x, {Fn}∞n=1, f) ≥ s for any x ∈ Z and µ(Z) > 0, then P P (Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) ≥
s.

Proof. We now prove (1). Fix β > s and let

Zm = {x ∈ Z : lim sup
n→∞

− log µ(BFn
(x, ǫ)) + fFn

(x)

|Fn|
<

β + s

2
, ∀ǫ ∈ (0,

1

m
)}.

It is easy to check that Z =
⋃∞

m=1 Zm. Given m ≥ 1, x ∈ Zm and
ǫ ∈ (0, 1

m
), there exists N ∈ N such that for any n ≥ N,

µ(BFn
(x, ǫ)) > e−

β+s

2
|Fn|+fFn(x).

Let

Zm,N = {x ∈ Zm : µ(BFn
(x, ǫ)) ≥ e−

β+s

2
|Fn|+fFn(x), ∀n ≥ N, ǫ ∈ (0,

1

m
)}.

It is clear that Zm =
⋃∞

N=1 Zm,N . Given ǫ > 0, N ∈ N and L ≥ N. Let
F = {BFni

(xi, ǫ)}i∈I , where xi ∈ Zm,N , ni ≥ L be a finite or countable
disjoint family.

∑

i

e−β|Fni
|+fFni

(xi) =
∑

i

e−|Fni
|(β+s

2
+β−s

2
)+fFni

(xi)

≤ e−|FL|(
β−s

2
)
∑

i

e−|Fni
|β+s

2
+fFni

(xi)

≤ e−|FL|(
β−s

2
)
∑

i

µ(BFni
(xi, ǫ))

≤ e−|FL|(
β−s

2
).

It follows that

MP (L, β, ǫ, Zm,N , {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ e−|FL|(

β−s

2
).

Letting L → ∞, we haveMP (β, ǫ, Zm,N , {Fn}∞n=1, f) = 0, which implies
that MP(β, ǫ, Zm, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) = 0. Hence P P (ǫ, Zm, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) ≤ β.

Letting ǫ → 0, it follows that P P (Zm, {Fn}∞n=1, f) ≤ β. Combin-
ing this and P P (Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) ≤ supm P P (Zm, {Fn}∞n=1, f), we get
P P (Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) ≤ β. Letting β → s, we prove (1).
Now, we prove (2). Fix β < s. Let δ = s−β

2
and Zm = {x ∈ Z :

lim supn→∞
− log µ(BFn (x,

1
m
))+fFn (x)

|Fn|
> β + δ}. Then Z =

⋃∞
m=1 Zm. Since

µ(Z) > 0 and Zn ⊂ Zn+1, n ∈ N, there exists m ∈ N such that
µ(Zm) > 0. For any ǫ ∈ (0, 1

m
) and x ∈ Zm, we have

lim sup
n→∞

− log µ(BFn
(x, ǫ)) + fFn

(x)

|Fn|
> β + δ.
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Next we claim that MP(s, ǫ
10
, Zm, {Fn}∞n=1, f) = ∞, which implies that

P P (Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≥ P P (Zm, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f)

≥ P P (
ǫ

10
, Zm, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f)

≥ s.

To this end, it suffices to show that MP (s, ǫ
10
, E, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) = ∞ for

any Borel subset E ⊂ Zm with µ(E) > 0. In fact, for E ⊂ Zm with
µ(E) > 0, let En = {x ∈ E : µ(BFn

(x, ǫ)) < e−|Fn|(β+δ)+fFn (x)}, n ∈ N.

It is clear that E =
⋃∞

n=N En for each N ∈ N. Then µ(
⋃∞

n=N En) =
µ(E). Hence there exists n ≥ N such that

µ(En) ≥
1

n(n + 1)
µ(E).

Fix such n and let B = {BFn
(x, ǫ

10
) : x ∈ En}. By Lemma 2.11, there

exists a finite or countable pairwise disjoint family {BFn
(xi,

ǫ
10
)}i∈I such

that

En ⊂
⋃

x∈En

BFn
(x,

ǫ

10
) ⊂

⋃

i∈I

BFn
(xi,

ǫ

2
) ⊂

⋃

i∈I

BFn
(xi, ǫ).

Hence,

MP (N, β,
ǫ

10
, E, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) ≥ MP (N, β,

ǫ

10
, En, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f)

≥
∑

i∈I

e−|Fn|β+fFn(xi)

= e|Fn|δ
∑

i∈I

e−|Fn|(β+δ)+fFn (xi)

≥ e|Fn|δ
∑

i∈I

µ(BFn
(xi, ǫ))

≥ e|Fn|δµ(En)

≥
e|Fn|δ

n(n + 1)
µ(E).

Since limn→∞
|Fn|
logn

= ∞ and µ(E) > 0, we have

MP (s,
ǫ

10
, E, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) = ∞.

�

Proposition 2.13. Let µ ∈ M(X), Z ⊂ X, f ∈ C(X,R) and {Fn}
∞
n=1 ⊂

F(G) with |Fn| → ∞. We have

P µ({Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ PKP

µ ({Fn}
∞
n=1, f).
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Proof. For any s < P µ({Fn}∞n=1, f), we can find a Borel set A ⊂ X

with µ(A) > 0 such that, for any x ∈ A,

lim
ǫ→0

lim sup
n→∞

− log µ(BFn
(x, ǫ)) + fFn

(x)

|Fn|
> s.

Given δ ∈ (0, µ(A)) and ǫ > 0.We shall show that PKP
µ ( ǫ

10
, δ, {Fn}∞n=1, f) >

s, which implies that PKP
µ ({Fn}∞n=1, f) ≥ s. It suffices to show that

MP
µ (s,

ǫ

10
, δ, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) = ∞.

Let {Zi}i∈I be a finite or countable family with µ(∪i∈IZi) > 1−δ. Since

A = (A ∩ (∪i∈IZi)) ∪ (A\ ∪i∈I Zi),

it follows that µ((A ∩ (∪i∈IZi))) ≥ µ(A) − δ > 0. Thus there exists i

such that µ(A ∩ Zi) > 0. Due to Proposition 2.12, we have

MP (s,
ǫ

10
, Zi, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) ≥ MP (s,

ǫ

10
, A ∩ Zi, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) = ∞.

Thus
MP

µ (s,
ǫ

10
, δ, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) = ∞.

�

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we will prove the variational principle, which is di-
vided into two parts: upper bound and lower bound.

3.1. Lower bound. Using Proposition 2.10 and Proposition 2.13, this
shows that

sup{P µ({Fn}
∞
n=1, f) : µ ∈ M(X), µ(Z) = 1}

≤ sup{PKP
µ ({Fn}

∞
n=1, f) : µ ∈ M(X), µ(Z) = 1}

=sup{P P
µ ({Fn}

∞
n=1, f) : µ ∈ M(X), µ(Z) = 1}

≤P P (Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f).

3.2. Upper bound. Now we just need to prove that for any non-
empty analytic subset Z ⊂ X, f ∈ C(X,R) and s ∈ (‖f‖, P P (Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f))
there exists µ satisfying µ(Z) = 1 and P µ({Fn}

∞
n=1, f) ≥ s.

Lemma 3.1. Let Z ⊂ X, ǫ > 0 and s > ‖f‖. IfMP (s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) =
∞, then for any given finite interval (a, b) ⊂ [0,+∞) and N ∈ N, there
exists a finite disjoint collection {BFni

(xi, ǫ)} such that xi ∈ Z, ni ≥ N,

and
∑

i e
−s|Fni

|+fFni
(xi) ∈ (a, b).

Proof. Take N1 > N large enough such that e|FN1
|(‖f‖−s) < b− a. Since

MP (s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) = ∞, it follows thatMP (N1, s, ǫ, Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) =
∞. There hence exists a finite disjoint collection {BFni

(xi, ǫ)} such that

xi ∈ Z, ni ≥ N1 and
∑

i e
−|Fni

|s+fFni
(xi) > b. Since e−|Fni

|s+fFni
(xi) ≤

15



e|Fni
|(‖f‖−s) ≤ b − a, we can discard elements in this collection one by

one until we have
∑

i e
−s|Fni

|+fFni
(xi) ∈ (a, b). �

We now turn to show the Upper bound. We employ the approach
used by Feng and Huang in [8]. For any s ∈ (‖f‖, P P (Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f)),
we take ǫ small enough such that s < P P (ǫ, Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f). Fix t ∈
(s, P P (ǫ, Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f)). Since Z is analytic, there exists a continuous
surjective map φ : N → Z. Let Γn1,n2,...,np

= {(m1, m2, ...) ∈ N :
m1 ≤ n1, m2 ≤ n2, ..., mp ≤ np} and let Zn1,...,np

= φ(Γn1,n2,...,np
). The

construction is divided into the following three steps:
Step 1. Construct K1, µ1, n1, γ1, and m1().
Note that MP(t, ǫ, Z, {Fn}∞n=1, f) = ∞. Let

H =
⋃

{G ⊂ X : G is open,MP(t, ǫ, Z ∩G, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = 0}.

Then MP(t, ǫ, Z ∩H, {Fn}∞n=1, f) = 0 by the separability of X . Let

Z ′ = Z\H = Z ∩ (X\H).

For any open set G ⊂ X, either Z ′∩G = ∅ orMP(t, ǫ, Z ′∩G, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) >

0. Indeed, suppose that MP(t, ǫ, Z ′ ∩ G, {Fn}∞n=1, f) = 0. Since Z =
Z ′ ∪ (Z ∩H),

MP(t, ǫ, Z ∩G, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ MP(t, ǫ, Z ′ ∩G, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f)

+MP(t, ǫ, Z ∩H, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f)

= 0.

Thus G ⊂ H, which implies that Z ′ ∩G = ∅. Since

MP(t, ǫ, Z, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ MP(t, ǫ, Z∩H, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f)+MP(t, ǫ, Z ′, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f)

and MP(t, ǫ, Z ∩H, {Fn}∞n=1, f) = 0, we have

MP(t, ǫ, Z ′, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = MP(t, ǫ, Z, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) = ∞.

Using Lemma 3.1, we can find a finite set K1 ⊂ Z ′, an integer-valued
function m1(x) on K1 such that the collection {BFm1(x)

(x, ǫ)}x∈K1 is
disjoint and ∑

x∈K1

e
−s|Fm1(x)

|+fFm1(x)
(x)

∈ (1, 2).

Define
µ1 =

∑

x∈K1

e
−s|Fm1(x)

|+fFm1(x)
(x)
δx.

Take a small γ1 such that for any function z : K1 → X with
maxx∈K1 d(x, z(x)) ≤ γ1, we have for each x ∈ K1, (B(z(x), γ1) ∪
BFm1(x)

(z(x), ǫ))∩ (
⋃

y∈K1\{x}
B(z(y), γ1)∪BFm1(y)

(z(y), ǫ)) = ∅. It fol-

lows from K1 ⊂ Z ′ that for any x ∈ K1,

MP(t, ǫ, Z ∩B(x,
γ1

4
), {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) ≥ MP(t, ǫ, Z ′ ∩ B(x,

γ1

4
), {Fn}

∞
n=1, f)

> 0.
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Therefore we can pick a sufficiently large n1 ∈ N so that K1 ⊂ Zn1 and
MP(t, ǫ, Zn1 ∩ B(x, γ1

4
), {Fn}, f) > 0 for each x ∈ K1.

Step 2. Construct K2, µ2, n2, γ2, and m2().
The family of balls {B(x, γ1)}x∈K1 are pairwise disjoint. For each x ∈
K1, since M

P(t, ǫ, Zn1∩B(x, γ1
4
), {Fn}, f) > 0, we can construct a finite

set as in Step 1

E2(x) ⊂ Zn1 ∩ B(x,
γ1

4
)

and an integer-valued function

m2 : E2(x) → N ∩ [max{m1(y) : y ∈ K1},∞]

such that

(2-a)MP(t, ǫ, Zn1 ∩G, {Fn}, f) > 0, for any open set G with
G ∩ E2(x) 6= ∅;
(2-b)the elements in {BFm2(y)

(y, ǫ)}y∈E2(x) are disjoint, and

µ1({x}) <
∑

y∈E2(x)

e
−s|Fm2(y)

|+fFm2(y)
(y)

< (1 + 2−2)µ1({x}).

To see it, we fix x ∈ K1. Denote F = Zn1 ∩ B(x, γ1
4
). Let

Hx =
⋃

{G ⊂ X : G is open,MP(t, ǫ, F ∩G, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = 0}.

Set

F ′ = F\Hx.

Then as in Step 1, we can show that

MP(t, ǫ, F ′, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = MP(t, ǫ, F, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) > 0

and

MP(t, ǫ, F ′ ∩G, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) > 0,

for any open set G with G ∩ F ′ 6= ∅. Since s < t,

MP(s, ǫ, F ′, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = ∞.

Using Lemma 3.1 again, we can find a finite set E2(x) ⊂ F ′, an integer-
valued function m2(x) on E2(x) so that (2-b) holds. Observe that if
G ∩ E2(x) 6= ∅ and G is open, then G ∩ F ′ 6= ∅. Hence

MP(t, ǫ, Zn1 ∩G, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≥ MP(t, ǫ, F ′ ∩G, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) > 0.

Then (2-a) holds. Since the family {B(x, γ1)}x∈K1 is disjoint, E2(x) ∩
E2(x

′) = ∅ for different x, x′ ∈ K1. Define K2 =
⋃

x∈K1
E2(x) and

µ2 =
∑

y∈K2

e
−s|Fm2(y)

|+fFm2(y)
(y)
δy.

The elements in {BFm2(y)
(y, ǫ)}y∈K2 are disjoint. Hence we can take

γ2 ∈ (0, γ1
4
) such that for any function z : K2 → X satisfying

maxx∈K2 d(x, z(x)) < γ2, we have (B(z(x), γ2) ∪ BFm2(x)
(z(x), ǫ)) ∩
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(
⋃

y∈K2\x
B(z(y), γ2) ∪ BFm2(y)

(z(y), ǫ)) = ∅. For each x ∈ K2. Choose

a sufficiently large n2 ∈ N so that K2 ⊂ Zn1,n2 and

MP(t, ǫ, Zn1,n2 ∩B(x,
γ2

4
), {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) > 0,

for each x ∈ K2.

Step 3. Assume that Ki, µi, ni, γi, and mi() have been constructed for
i = 1, ..., p. In particular, suppose that for any function z : Kp → X

with maxx∈Kp
d(x, z(x)) < γp, we have (B(z(x), γp)∪BFmp(x)

(z(x), ǫ))∩

(
⋃

y∈Kp\{x}
B(z(y), γp) ∪ BFmp(y)

(z(y), ǫ)) = ∅, for each x ∈ Kp. Then

Kp ⊂ Zn1...np
and

MP(t, ǫ, Zn1...np
∩B(x,

γp

4
), {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) > 0,

for each x ∈ Kp. The family of balls {B(x, γp)}x∈Kp
are pairwise dis-

joint. For each x ∈ Kp, since MP(t, ǫ, Zn1...np
∩B(x, γp

4
), {Fn}∞n=1, f) >

0, we can construct as in Step 2 a finite set

Ep+1(x) ⊂ Zn1...np
∩ B(x,

γp

4
)

and an integer-valued function

mp+1 : Ep+1(x) → N ∩ [max{mp(y) : y ∈ Kp},∞]

such that

(3-a)MP(t, ǫ, Zn1...np
∩G, {Fn}, f) > 0, for any open set G with

G ∩ Ep+1(x) 6= ∅;
(3-b)the elements in {BFmp+1(y)

(y, ǫ)}y∈Ep+1(x) are disjoint, and

µp({x}) <
∑

y∈Ep+1(x)

e
−s|Fmp+1(y)

|+fFmp+1(y)
(y)

< (1 + 2−p−1)µp({x}).

Clearly Ep+1(x) ∩ Ep+1(y) = ∅ for different x, y ∈ Kp. Define Kp+1 =⋃
x∈Kp

Ep+1(x) and

µp+1 =
∑

y∈Kp+1

e
−s|Fmp+1(y)

|+fFmp+1(y)
(y)
δy.

The elements in {BFmp+1(y)
(y, ǫ)}y∈Kp+1 are disjoint. Hence we can take

γp+1 ∈ (0, γp
4
) such that for any function z : Kp+1 → X satisfying

maxx∈Kp+1 d(x, z(x)) < γp+1, we have (B(z(x), γp+1)∪BFmp+1(x)
(z(x), ǫ))

∩ (
⋃

y∈Kp+1\{x}
B(z(y), γp+1) ∪ BFmp+1(y)

(z(y), ǫ)) = ∅, for each x ∈

Kp+1. Choose a sufficiently large np+1 ∈ N so that Kp+1 ⊂ Zn1...np+1

and
MP(t, ǫ, Zn1...np+1 ∩ B(x,

γp+1

4
), {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) > 0,

for each x ∈ Kp+1. As in above steps, we can construct by introduction
{Ki}, {µi}, ni, γi, and mi(). We summarize some of their basic proper-
ties as follows:
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(a)For each i, the family Fi := {B(x, γi) : x ∈ Ki} is disjoint. For
every B ∈ Fi+1, there exists x ∈ Ki such that B ⊂ B(x, γi

2
).

(b)For each x ∈ Ki and z ∈ B(x, γi), we have

BFmi(x)
(z, ǫ) ∩

⋃

y∈Ki\{x}

B(y, γi) = ∅

and

µi(B(x, γi)) = e
−s|Fmi(x)

|+fFmi(x)
(x)

<
∑

y∈Ei+1(x)

e
−s|Fmi+1(y)

|+fFmi+1(y)
(y)

< (1 + 2−i−1)µi(B(x, γi)),

where Ei+1(x) = B(x, γi) ∩Ki+1. Furthermore, for Fi ∈ Fi,

µi(Fi) ≤ µi+1(Fi) =
∑

F∈Fi+1:F⊂Fi

µi+1(F )

≤
∑

F∈Fi+1:F⊂Fi

(1 + 2−i−1)µi(F )

= (1 + 2−i−1)
∑

F∈Fi+1:F⊂Fi

µi(F )

≤ (1 + 2−i−1)µi(Fi).

Using the above inequalities repeatedly, we have for any j > i, Fi ∈ Fi,

µi(Fi) ≤ µj(Fi) ≤

j∏

n=i+1

(1 + 2−n)µi(Fi) ≤ Cµi(Fi),(3·1)

where C :=
∏∞

n=1(1 + 2−n) < ∞. Let µ̃ be a limit point of {µi} in the
weak-star topology, let

K =

∞⋂

n=1

⋃

i≥n

Ki.

Then µ̃ is supported on K, K ⊂
⋂+∞

p=1Zn1,...,np
. By the continuity

of φ, applying the Cantor’s diagonal argument, we can show that⋂+∞
p=1Zn1,...,np

=
⋂+∞

p=1 Zn1,...,np
. Hence K is a compact subset of Z. For

any x ∈ Ki, by 3·1 we have

e
−s|Fmi(x)

|+fFmi(x)
(x) = µi(B(x, γi))

≤ µ̃(B(x, γi))

≤ Cµi(B(x, γi))

= Ce
−s|Fmi(x)

|+fFmi(x)
(x)
.
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In particular,

1 ≤
∑

x∈K1

µ1(B(x, γ1)) ≤ µ̃(K)

≤
∑

x∈K1

Cµ1(B(x, γ1))

≤ 2C.

For every x ∈ Ki and z ∈ B(x, γi),

µ̃(BFmi(x)
(z, ǫ)) ≤ µ̃(B(x,

γi

2
)) ≤ Ce

−s|Fmi(x)
|+fFmi(x)

(x)
.

For each z ∈ K and i ∈ N, z ∈ B(x, γi
2
) for some x ∈ Ki. Thus

µ̃(BFmi(x)
(z, ǫ)) ≤ Ce

−s|Fmi(x)
|+fFmi(x)

(x)
.

Let µ = µ̃\µ̃(K). Then µ ∈ M(X), µ(K) = 1, and for every z ∈ K,

there exists a sequence {ki} with ki → ∞ such that

µ(BFki
(z, ǫ)) ≤

Ce
−s|Fki

|+fFki
(z)

µ̃(K)
.

This implies that P µ({Fn}∞n=1, f) ≥ s.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.2

4.1. Proof of the first inequality. We need to prove

P P (π(E), {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ P P (E, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f ◦ π).

Let G, {Fn}∞n=1 and π : (X,G) → (Y,G) be as in Theorem 1.2 and
E ⊂ X be a subset. Let d and ρ be the compatible metrics on X

and Y, respectively. For any ǫ > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that for
any x1, x2 ∈ X with d(x1, x2) ≤ δ, one has ρ(π(x1), π(x2)) ≤ ǫ. Now
let {yi}

k
i=1 ⊂ π(E) be any (Fn, ǫ) separated set of π(E) and for each i

choose a point xi ∈ π−1(yi) ∩ E. Hence

k∑

i=1

efFn(yi) =

k∑

i=1

efFn◦π(xi)

≤ P (E, δ, Fn, f ◦ π).

This implies

P (π(E), ǫ, Fn, f) ≤ P (E, δ, Fn, f ◦ π).

Furthermore,

PUC(π(E), ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ PUC(E, δ, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f ◦ π).

By Proposition 2.5, for any η > 0, there exists a cover
⋃∞

i=1Ei = E

such that

P P (E,
δ

3
, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f ◦ π) + η ≥ sup

i≥1
PUC(Ei, δ, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f ◦ π).
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Then we have

P P (π(E), ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ sup

i≥1
P P (π(Ei), ǫ, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f)

≤ sup
i≥1

PUC(π(Ei), ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f)

≤ sup
i≥1

PUC(Ei, δ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f ◦ π)

≤ P P (E,
δ

3
, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f ◦ π) + η,

which implies that

P P (π(E), {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ P P (E, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f ◦ π).

4.2. Proof of the second inequality.

Lemma 4.1. (A claim in [7]) Fix τ > 0, for any ǫ > 0. When η is
small enough and N is large enough, for all y ∈ Y and n > N , there
exists l(y) > 0 and v1(y), ..., vl(y)(y) ∈ X such that

π−1(BFn
(y, η, ρ)) ⊂

l(y)⋃

i=1

BFn
(vi(y), 4ǫ, d),

l(y) ≤ exp((a+ 2τ)|Fn|)

and

πBFn
(vi(y), 4ǫ, d) ∩BFn

(y, η, ρ) 6= ∅, 1 ≤ i ≤ l(y),

where a = supy∈Y hUC
top (π

−1(y), {Fn}
∞
n=1) < ∞.

Theorem 4.2. Let G be a countable infinite discrete amenable group,
π : (X,G) → (Y,G) be a factor map, {Fn}∞n=1 be any tempered Følner

sequence satisfying limn→∞
|Fn|
logn

= ∞, E ⊂ X and f ∈ C(X,R). Then

PUC(E, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f◦π) ≤ PUC(π(E), {Fn}

∞
n=1, f)+sup

y∈Y
hUC
top (π

−1(y), {Fn}
∞
n=1),

where hUC
top (Z, {Fn}∞n=1) = PUC(Z, {Fn}∞n=1, 0).

Proof. We assume that

a := sup
y∈Y

hUC
top (π

−1(y), {Fn}
∞
n=1) < ∞.

Fix τ > 0, ǫ > 0 and η > 0 small enough. Let N be as in Lemma 4.1.
For any n > N, we will apply Lemma 4.1 in the following step. For any
subset E of X , let H be an (Fn, η)-spanning set of π(E) with minimal
cardinality. Then by the claim, the set R = {vi(y) : 1 ≤ i ≤ l(y), y ∈
H} forms an (Fn, 4ǫ)-spanning set of E. Since

E ⊂ π−1π(E) ⊂
⋃

y∈H

π−1BFn
(y, η, ρ) ⊂

⋃

y∈H

l(y)⋃

i=1

BFn
(vi(y), 4ǫ, d).
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Assume that var(f, η) = supx,y∈X{|f(x) − f(y)| : d(x, y) ≤ η} and
var(f ◦ π, 4ǫ) = supx,y∈Y {|f ◦ π(x)− f ◦ π(y)| : ρ(x, y) ≤ 4ǫ}. Thus

Q(E, 4ǫ, Fn, f ◦ π) ≤
∑

y∈H

l(y)∑

i=1

exp(fFn
◦ π(vi(y)))

≤
∑

y∈H

l(y)∑

i=1

exp(fFn
(y) + |Fn|var(f, η) + |Fn|var(f ◦ π, 4ǫ))

≤ exp((a+2τ)|Fn|)
∑

y∈H

exp(fFn
(y)+ |Fn|var(f, η)+ |Fn|var(f ◦π, 4ǫ)).

Thus

lim sup
n→∞

1

|Fn|
logQ(E, 4ǫ, Fn, f ◦ π)

≤ a+ 2τ + var(f ◦ π, 4ǫ) + var(f, η) + lim sup
n→∞

1

|Fn|
log

∑

y∈H

exp(fFn
(y)).

PUC′

(E, 4ǫ, {Fn}∞n=1, f ◦ π) ≤ PUC′

(π(E), η, {Fn}∞n=1, f) + a + 2τ +
var(f ◦ π, 4ǫ) + var(f, η). Letting ǫ → 0, η → 0 and τ → 0, we have

PUC(E, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f◦π) ≤ PUC(π(E), {Fn}

∞
n=1, f)+sup

y∈Y
hUC
top (π

−1(y), {Fn}
∞
n=1).

�

Next we prove the the second inequality. By Theorem 4.2, we have

PUC(E, 8ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f ◦ π)− var(f ◦ π, 4ǫ)

≤ PUC′

(E, 4ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f ◦ π)

≤ PUC′

(π(E), η, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) + a+ 2τ + var(f ◦ π, 4ǫ) + var(f, η)

≤ PUC(π(E), η, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) + a + 2τ + var(f ◦ π, 4ǫ) + var(f, η).

By Proposition 2.5(2), for all δ > 0, there exists a cover
⋃∞

i=1 Vi =
π(E) such that

P P (π(E),
η

3
, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) + δ ≥ sup

i≥1
PUC(Vi, η, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f).

Therefore,

P P (E, 8ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f ◦ π) ≤ sup

i≥1
P P (π−1(Vi), 8ǫ, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f ◦ π)

≤ sup
i≥1

PUC(π−1(Vi), 8ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f ◦ π)

≤ sup
i≥1

PUC(Vi, η, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) + a+ 2τ + 2var(f ◦ π, 4ǫ) + var(f, η)

≤ P P (π(E),
η

3
, {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) + δ + a+ 2τ + 2var(f ◦ π, 4ǫ) + var(f, η).

Hence,

P P (E, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f ◦ π) ≤ P P (π(E), {Fn}

∞
n=1, f) + a+ 2τ.
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Since τ is arbitrary, we finally obtain

P P (E, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f◦π) ≤ P P (π(E), {Fn}

∞
n=1, f)+sup

y∈Y
hUC
top (π

−1(y), {Fn}
∞
n=1).

5. Proof of Theorem 1.3

In the first subsection, we will apply a lemma in [25] to show that
the upper bound which does not require the properties of ergodic and
almost specification property. In the second and third subsections,
we will prove the lower bound under the ergodic assumption or almost
specification property, respectively. Zhang proved the case of almost
specification property for Pesin-Pitskel pressure in [25]. We only focus
on proving the case of ergodic.

5.1. Proof of upper bound.

Lemma 5.1. [25, Lemma 4.2] Let {Fn}∞n=1 be a Følner sequence, µ ∈
M(X,G), C ⊂ M(X) be a neighborhood of µ, φ ∈ C(X,R) and set

P (XFn,C , ǫ, Fn, φ) = sup
EFn,C

∑

x∈EFn,C

eφFn(x),

where the supremum is taken over all (Fn, ǫ)-separated sets EFn,C ⊂
XFn,C and XFn,C := {x ∈ X : 1

|Fn|

∑
g∈Fn

δx ◦ g−1 ∈ C}. Then

lim
ǫ→0

inf
{C:µ∈C}

lim sup
n→∞

1

|Fn|
logP (XFn,C , ǫ, Fn, φ) ≤ hµ(X,G) +

∫
φ dµ.

In the following we are going to prove P P (Gµ, {Fn}, f) ≤ hµ(X,G)+∫
f dµ assuming that the Følner sequence {Fn} satisfies the growth con-

dition(1.1). For µ ∈ M(X,G), let {Km}m∈N be a decreasing sequence
of closed convex neighborhoods of µ in M(X) such that

⋂
m∈N Km =

{µ}. Let

An,m = {x ∈ X :
1

|Fn|

∑

g∈Fn

δx ◦ g
−1 ∈ Km}for m, n ∈ N,

and

RN,m = {x ∈ X : ∀n ≥ N,
1

|Fn|

∑

g∈Fn

δx ◦ g
−1 ∈ Km}for m,N ∈ N.

Then for any m,N ≥ 1,

RN,m =
⋂

n>N

An,m and Gµ ⊂
⋃

k>N

Rk,m.

For any ǫ > 0, we have

lim sup
n→∞

1

|Fn|
logP (RN,m, ǫ, Fn, f)

≤ lim sup
n→∞

1

|Fn|
logP (An,m, ǫ, Fn, f), for any m,N ≥ 1.
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By the Lemma 5.1,

lim
ǫ→0

lim
m→∞

lim sup
n→∞

1

|Fn|
logP (An,m, ǫ, Fn, f) ≤ hµ(X,G) +

∫
f dµ.

Hence for any η > 0, there exists ǫ1 > 0 such that, for any 0 < ǫ < ǫ1,

there exists M = M(ǫ) ∈ N such that

lim sup
n→∞

1

|Fn|
logP (An,m, ǫ, Fn, f) ≤ hµ(X,G) +

∫
f dµ+ η,

whenever m ≥ M. Especially,

lim sup
n→∞

1

|Fn|
logP (An,M , ǫ, Fn, f) ≤ hµ(X,G) +

∫
f dµ+ η.

Hence for any 0 < ǫ < ǫ1, we have for any N ∈ N,

lim sup
n→∞

1

|Fn|
logP (RN,M , ǫ, Fn, f) ≤ hµ(X,G) +

∫
f dµ+ η.

Since for any N ′ ∈ N,Gµ ⊂
⋃

N>N ′ RN,M , we have

P P (Gµ, ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≤ sup

N>N ′

P P (RN,M , ǫ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f)

≤ sup
N>N ′

lim sup
n→∞

1

|Fn|
logP (RN,M , ǫ, Fn, f)

≤hµ(X,G) +

∫
f dµ+ η.

Letting ǫ → 0 and η → 0, we finish the proof.

5.2. Proof of lower bound if (X,G) satisfies almost specification

property. When (X,G) satisfies almost specification property, by the
Theorem 1.1 in [25], we have

PB(Gµ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = hµ(X,G) +

∫
f dµ.

Since P P (Gµ, {Fn}∞n=1, f) ≥ PB(Gµ, {Fn}∞n=1, f), we obtain

P P (Gµ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≥ hµ(X,G) +

∫
f dµ.

5.3. Proof of lower bound if µ is ergodic and {Fn} is tempered.

Let (X,G), µ and {Fn}∞n=1 be as in Theorem 1.3. If Y ⊂ X, f ∈
C(X,R), and µ(Y ) = 1 we will show that

P P (Y, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≥ hµ(X,G) +

∫
f dµ.

Using [27] Theorem 2.1(Brin-Katok entropy formula: ergodic case), we
have for µ almost everywhere x ∈ X,

lim
ǫ→0

lim sup
n→∞

− log µ(BFn
(x, ǫ))

|Fn|
= hµ(X,G).
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Then we have for µ almost everywhere x ∈ X,

P µ(x, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = hµ(X,G) +

∫
f dµ.

There exists Y ⊂ X, µ(Y ) = 1 satisfying

P µ(x, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) = hµ(X,G) +

∫
f dµ

for all x ∈ Y. Using proposition 2.12(2), we have

P P (Gµ ∩ Y, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≥ hµ(X,G) +

∫
f dµ.

Hence

P P (Gµ, {Fn}
∞
n=1, f) ≥ hµ(X,G) +

∫
f dµ.
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