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Abstract: In this paper we investigate the iteration problem for several chaos in
non-autonomous discrete system (X, fi »). Firstly, we prove that the Li-Yorke chaos
of a non-autonomous discrete dynamical system is preserved under iterations when
f1.00 converges to f, which weakens the condition in the literature that fi . uni-
formly converges to f. Besides, we prove that both DC2’ and Kato’s chaos of a
non-autonomous discrete dynamical system are iteration invariants. Additionally, we
give a sufficient condition for non-autonomous discrete dynamical system to be Li-
Yorke chaos. Finally, we give an example to show that the DC3 of a non-autonomous
discrete dynamical system is not inherited under iterations, which partly answers an
open question proposed by Wu and Zhu(Chaos in a class of non-autonomous discrete
systems, Appl.Math.Lett. 2013,26:431-436).
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1. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of chaos phenomenon and the initiation of chaos theory are one of the
greatest scientific discoveries in the last century. The study on chaos has become a
major project in nonlinear science, which has gotten a rapid development and rich
achievements. There exists a chaotic phenomenon in almost all fields relating to dy-
namical progress and the chaos theory is a hot topic in area of topological dynamics,
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which has had a great influence on modern science including natural science and many
humanities. Li and Yorke gave the definition of chaos first in 1975 (see [2]). Since
then, different people from different fields gave different definitions of chaos under
their understanding of the subject, such as Li-Yorke chaos, distributional chaos (i.e.
Schweizer-Smital chaos, see [3]), Devaney chaos [4], Kato’s chaos [5], etc. So it is an
important and significant question to understand the relation among the various def-
initions. Nowadays, there are many results about that. Among them, distributional
chaos is one of the important definition. And more and more researchers give their
attention to the properties of distributional chaos. Later, three mutually nonequiv-
alent versions of distributional chaos of type 1-3 (DC1 — DC3) were considered [6].
Recently, the author gave a the definitions of DC2” in [7], witch is between DC1 and
DC3.

As a natural extension of autonomous discrete dynamical systems (Abbrev. ADS),
non-autonomous discrete dynamical systems (NDS) are an important part of topolog-
ical dynamical systems. Compared with classical dynamical systems (ADS), NDS can
describe various dynamical behaviors more flexibly and conveniently. Indeed, most
of the natural phenomena are subjected to time-dependent external forces and their
modeling usually contain time-dependent parameters, modulation, and various other
effects. Meanwhile, the dynamics of non-autonomous discrete systems has became
an active research area, obtaining results on topological entropy, sensitivity, mixing
properties, chaos, and other properties. Generally, non-autonomous systems have
richer dynamics than autonomous systems. Kolyada and Snoha [§] firstly studied the
chaotic behavior of NDS. The research of the complex behavior of NDS is recently
very intensive, see [I9-14] and the references therein. Assume that N = {1,2,3,...}.
Let (X,d) be a compact metric space and f, : X — X be a sequence of continu-
ous functions, where n € N. An non-autonomous discrete dynamical systems (NDS)
is a pair (X, fi.) where fio = (fn)i2;. Given ¢,n € N. Define the composition
[l = fisn-nyo---0f; , and usual f? = idx. In particular, if f, = f for all n € N, the
pair (X, f1,o0) is just the classical discrete system (X, f). The orbit of a point x in X
is the set Orb(X, f1.0) == {x, fi (x), fi(x), ..., [{(2), ...}, which can also be described
by the difference equation 2y = x and z,.1 = f,(z,). For any k € N, the k''-iterate
of NDS (X, fi1.) is defined by fl[kio = (f,f(n_l)ﬂ);"’:l. Cnovas [II] studied the limit
behaviour of sequence with the form f, o---o fi(x), z € [0, 1], and wandered whether
the simplicity (resp., chaoticity) of f implies the simplicity (resp., chaoticity) of fi o
, when f; o, converges uniformly to a map f. In general autonomous discrete system
(X, f), many authors (see, for instance, paper [16,[17] and the references therein)
considered the iteration invariants of f (for example, Li-Yorke chaos, distributional
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chaos, large deviations theorem, shadowing property) and proved that (X, f) is Li-
Yorke chaotic, DCi(i = 1,2,2) if and only if fV is too for any N € N, that is, for
all N > 0, the compositional systems preserve chaos of the primary systems. But it
is invalid for Devaney chaos and DC3. Recently, the authors [IL[I5] proved that the
Li-Yorke chaos, DC1, DC2 and (Fj, F2)-Chaos of NDS which converges uniformly are
all inherited under iterations. Meanwhile, Wu and Zhu [I] posed an open problem,
they asked whether DC3 of fi . is inheried under iterations, we also discuss and
partly solve the problem in this paper. Besides, Shao et al. [I0] proved that Li-Yorke
0-chaos and distributional ¢’-chaos in a sequence are equivalent for NDS on compact
spaces, they also provided sufficient conditions for NDS to be distributionally chaotic.
Motivated by these, we would like to further investigate the iteration invariance of
chaos in non-autonomous discrete systems.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we will first state some prelimi-
naries, definitions and some lemmas. The main conclusions will be given in Section

3.

2. PREPARATIONS AND LEMMAS

In this section, we mainly give some different concepts of chaos for NDS and some
lemmas. We always suppose that (X, fi ) is a non-autonomous discrete system and
that all the maps are continuous from X to X in the following context.

Definition 1. If there exists an uncountable subset S C X such that for any different
points x,y € S we have

liminf d(f7'(2), fi'(y)) = 0, limsup d(fi'(2), fi'(y)) > 0,

n—o0

then fi s called Li-Yorke chaos.
Definition 2. Let
R . i i
(I)(fl,omxayvt) = h}}l}g}f gﬁ{o S ¢ S n—1 ‘ d(fl(x)v fl(y)) < t}v

B (froer,9,1) = msup 4{0 <7 < n— 1| d(fi(a), fitw)) < 1}

n—o0

where A denotes the cardinality of the set A. If there exists an uncountable subset
S C X such that for any different points x,y € S we have

(1) ®(fio0,x,y,€) =0 for some € > 0 and ®*(f1 00, 2,y,t) =1 for all t > 0, then
f1.00 15 called distributional chaos(or DC1).

(2) ©(fi00,%,y,€) > 0 for some e > 0 and ©*(f1,00,2,y,t) =1 for all t > 0, then

f1.00 is called DC2.
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(3)®(f1.00,2,y,€) = 0 for some ¢ > 0 and O*(fi 00, 2,y,t) > 0 for all t > 0, then
f1.00 15 called DC2".

(4)P(f1.00,2,y,6) < P*(f1.00,2,y,t) =1 for allt € J, where J is some nondegen-
erate interval, then fi o is called DCS.

Definition 3. Let {pp}32, be a sequence of positive integers and

1 : :
C(froo @yt p) = minf —2{0 < i <m =1 d(f{"(2), f"(y)) <1},
n—oo

: 1 : . _
O (froo @yt o) = limsup —5{0 < <n —1[d(fi"(2), fi"(y)) <t}

n—00

If there exists an uncountable subset S C X such that for any different points x,y €
S we have O(f1 0, x,y,,06) = 0 for some ¢ > 0 and O*(f1 00,2, y,t,pr) = 1 for
all t > 0, then fi. s called distributively chaotic in a sequence. If there exist an
uncountable subset S C X and € > 0 such that for any different points x,y € S we
have O(fi 00,2, y,6,pk) = 0 and ®*(f1 0., y,t, ) = 1 for all t > 0, then fi o is
called uniformly distributively chaotic in a sequence.

Definition 4. The non-autonomous system (X, f1,.0) is said to be sensitive, if there
is 0 > 0 such that for any nonempty open set U C X, there exist x,y € U and
n € N such that d(f{'(z), f'(y)) > 6. The non-autonomous system (X, f1) is said
to be accessible, if for any € > 0 and any nonempty open set U,V C X, there exist
rxeUyeV andn € N such that d(fi'(x), f{'(y)) < e. The non-autonomous system
(X, fi.00) is said to be Kato’s chaotic, if it is sensitive and accessible.

Denote Ny, (U,d) = {n € N : there exist z,y € U such that d(f'(x), f{'(z)) <}
for any nonempty open set U of X.

Definition 5. A non-autonomous system (X, fi) is said to be finitely generated,
if there exists a finite set F' of continuous self maps on X such that each f; of fic0
belongs to I

For the convenience of the following proof, let

alfoert98) = 1O <4 < 1] dUfi(e), i) < 1),

oo .9.8) == 2500 < i <~ 1] d(f{(@). Fiw)) 2 1)

Lemma 1. Let {ny} an increasing sequence of positive integers, then for any n € N,
there exist a integers r(0 < r < n), a subsequence {ny;} of {ny} and an increasing

sequence of positive integers {q;} such that ny, = ng; +r.
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Lemma 2. [1] Assume that non-autonomous discrete system (X, f1.) converges
uniformly to a map f. Then for any k > 2, the sequence (f¥)>°, converges uniformly
to f*. Particularly, for any increasing sequence of positive integers {m., }°_,, we have

{ffnn > | converges uniformly to f*.

Lemma 3. Assume that non-autonomous discrete system (X, f1.0) converges uni-
formly to a map f. Then for any € > 0 and any k € N, there exist & such that for
any n € N and any pair z,y € X with d(z,y) < &, d(fF(z), f¥(y)) < 5.

Proof. For any € > 0 and any k, on the one hand, according to Lemma [2 there exist
N such that for any n > N and any x € X, we have

(2.) d(fh(@), @) < 2.

In addition, f is a continuous map because (X, fi ) converges uniformly to f, which
implies f* is continuous for any k, then for £ > 0 above, there exist & such that for
any pair z,y € X with d(z,y) < &,

(2.2) d(f* (@), f*(y)) <
Combining (2.I)) and (2.2]), we have
€

d(£3 (@), £2()) < d(f (@), f1 (@) + d(f (@), f4(9)) + d(fa ), f ) < 5

on the other hand, if n < N, since f* is continuous, there exist &, such that for any
n < N and any pair z,y € X with d(z,y) < &,

Af3(@), £w) < 5.

Finally, for any € > 0 and any k, we take £ = min{&;, &}, such that for any pair
z,y € X with d(z,y) < &, d(fi(z), fFy)) < 5. O

[« N0

Remark 1. The lemmal3 above is extension of the corollary 2.2 in [1).

Lemma 4. ( [18]) There is an uncountable subset E in 3o such that for any different
points § = Sg81...,t = toty... € E, we have s, = t, for infinitely many n and s, # tn,
for infinitely many m, where X9 denotes the symbolic dynamical system.

3. MAIN RESULTS

Theorem 1. Assume that non-autonomous discrete system (X, f1.) converges to a
map f. Then for any k € N, fi s Li-Yorke chaos if and only if f{foo 1s Li-Yorke

chaos.
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Proof. Sufficiency is obvious by definitions. We will prove the necessity in the fol-
lowing. Since f; ~ is Li-Yorke chaos, there exists an uncountable subset S C X such
that for any different points x,y € S we have

(3.1) lim inf d(f{(z). /7 (5)) =
and
(32 i sup d(/7(2). /7 (5)) > 0

For ([B1]), there exist zp € X and an increasing sequence {n;} of positive integers such
that

lim f]"(x) = o,

1—»00

and
lim, f74(2) = 20,
11— 00
According to Lemma [I] there exist r with 0 < r < k and {¢;} C {n;} such that
hm fkiﬁ [ (x) = o,
and
hm fkiﬁ 1 (y) = 0.

Since (f,)22, converges to f, then for the 2o € X,

zlim Fraiera(@o) = f'(x0),

where [ = k — r, so we have

lim Jck(%Jrl (z) = hm fkq +r+1fkql+r( )= fl(xo)v

e
and

lim £0G) = Hm Sl s i) = f1@0).
Therefore
(3.3) lim inf d(f{" (), fi"(y)) = 0.

For ([B.2), there exist a,b € X(a # b) and an increasing sequence {n,} of positive
integers such that

Zliggfl ( )—CL,
and
lim f," ( ) =b.

As the same way, there exist r with 0 <r < k and {p;} C {n}} such that

lim f{77(z) = a,
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and
Tim f{7(y) = b.
So there exist a’,0' € X and {p;,} C {p;} such that

lim f," (z) = d,

j—r00
and
Jim 1 (y) = v,
Since -
a=lim fi, o £ (@) = lim £, (@)= /(@)
and

: r k tj : r / v
b= lim fi, o fi” () = i fl, () = f7(),

we have f"(a") # f"(b'), so a’ #10.
Therefore

(3.4) limsup d( f{™(z), f"(y)) > 0.

n—oo

Summing up [B3) and [B4), it follows that ff_ is Li-Yorke chaos.

Remark 2. The theorem above weaken the conditions of theorem 2.5 in [1, where it

is required that (X, f1.) converges uniformly to a map f.

Theorem 2. Assume that non-autonomous discrete system (X, f1.0) converges uni-
formly to a map f. Then for any N € N, Then fi s DC2’ if and only if ffYoo s

too.

Proof. Necessity. (1) Since fi o is DC2’, there exists an uncountable subset S C X
such that for any different points x,y € S we have ®(f; ., z,y,e) = 0 for some € > 0,
then there exist an increasing sequence {ny} of positive integers such that for some

e >0,
L1 » i i
(3.5) Jim —{0 <@ <ny — 1] d(fi(2), fily)) <€} =0,
—00 nk
Put my = [5¢], where [F£] denotes the integral part of 3. Then for each £,

gmk(flj?[ooa x,Y, 5) S gnk(fl,om €r,Yy, E)a
it follows from (B.5]) that for & — oo,

1
_gmk(fi]\,[oov z,y, 6) - 07
N
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and further
N
_gmk(flewa r,y, 5) — 0.
T

This gives for k — oo,
1 N
m Y ) ) % 0'
mkg k(.fl,oo T,y 8)

Therefore
(I)(fleooa x>y>€) = 0.

(2) For any ¢ > 0, by Lemma [3] there exist 0 < ¢; < ¢ such that for any =,y € X
with d(z,y) < t1, d(fi(z), fi(y)) < £, forany i € {1,..., N} and any n € N. Since fi «
is DC2’, there exists an uncountable subset S C X such that for any different points
z,y € S we have ®*(f1 0, 2,y,t) > 0 for any t > 0. Denote ®*(fi o, 2,y,t) = .
Then the inequality above implies that there exists an increasing sequence {n;} of
positive integers such that for any [,

(3.6) SHO i < (i), Sil) <} > 5.

Then, for any [, one have
k—1 n
{0§Z<m|ﬂh@%hwﬁ<h}CLH0§Z<b¢+Hd(ﬂ“@%hmﬂw)<h}
5=0

And then this implies that there exist a subsequence {n;} of {m} and 0 <j < N —1
such that for any [,

HO <0 < (304 1 (N (), F¥0 () < 1)
(3.7)

1 , i i
> H0 < i <y [ d(fi(2), fily)) <t}
By the choice of ¢, it follows that
. n i i
HO < i < [+ 1A @), 47 ) < 1)

!/

(3.8) zﬁﬂ)g¢<<[%g-%1|d(IN+%x%f?“”@D)<ih}

>CHO < <o (i), i) < 1)
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Then
O (fiV, x,y,1)
1O <i < [M]+ 1] d(fi¥(x), fi¥(y) <t}

> lim sup :
. {0 <i< ["Nf] +1 | d( (i+1)N (), fl(z'-‘rl)N(y)) <th—1
> lim sup
> lim sup HOS T < i | dUA@), fi) <}~ 1
o N(FI+ )
B
3
>0.

Sufficiency. (1) Since fljyoo is DC2’, there exists an uncountable subset S C X such
that for any different points z,y € S we have @(ffyoo, z,y,s) = 0 for some s > 0, then
there exist an increasing sequence {ny} of positive integers such that for some ¢ > 0,
(3.10) hm —jj{O <i<ng—1]d(f (), Niy)) < s} =0,

k— oo nk
Applying Lemma [3 it follows that there exists 0 < p < s such that for any pair
z1,11 € X with d(z1,11) < p, d(fi(z1), fi(y1)) < s holds for any 1 < i < N and any
n € N. This means that for any j with d(f/"(z), f/"(y)) > s and any 1 < i < N,
d(f (@), Y7 (y)) = p. Then

(311) N(énk(ffymazaya S) - 1) S 5Nnk(fl,m>$ayap)'
Put mj; = Nn,. Notice that
1 1
(312) _6nk(f1]Yoo>Iaya S) =1- _gnk(flj?foml’aya S)a
N ng
and
(3.13) 5 (f )= 1— 6 (f )
. my my\J1,00, T, Y, P) = mp mp\J1,00, L, Y,D)-

Combining ([B.11]),([312) and (B.I3]),we have that

1 1 1
_gmk(fl,m>zayap) S _gnk(flj?fooax>y> S) + —.
mp T, ng

This, together with (3.10), imply that as k — oo,

1
—GQm 00y My Yo — O

This shows that

(I)(fl,0m$7%p) = 0.
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(2) For any t > 0, since f; ~ is uniformly convergence, there exist 0 < t; < ¢ such
that for any =,y € X with d(z,y) < t1, d(fi(z), fi(y)) < t, for any i € {1,..., N} any
n € N. Since ffYOO is DC2’, there exists an uncountable subset S C X such that for
any different points x,y € S we have @*(ffyoo,x,y,sl) > 0 for any s; > 0. Denote
O*(fN 2z, y,51) = B. Then there exists an increasing sequence {m;} such that for
[ >0,

(3.14) b0 < < | AN @), £V ) <1} > 5.

The choice of ¢; means that
{0 <i < Ny | d(f{(2), fi(y)) <t} > Ne{0 <@ <my | d(fi"(z), fi¥(y)) < t:}.
This, together with (B.14]), imply that

®*(f’ x? y? t)
+ tmsup HO S 1< N | d(fi(), fi(w)) <}
l—o0 Nm[
(3.15) > limsup HOS E < mu | d(fi¥ (@), fi¥(y)) <t}
l—00 my
B
73
>0.

U

Remark 3. Just as in papers [13[19] for the condition that DC1 and DC2 are iteration
invariants, we believe that the conditions of theorem above also can be replaced to that
f1.00 15 equi-continuous in X or that fi . is an N-convergent.

Theorem 3. Assume that fi  is finitely generated or converges uniformly to a map
f. Then for any k € N, fi is Kato’s chaos if and only if ff,oo is Kato’s chaos.

Proof. Sufficiency is obvious. We will prove the necessity in two steps.

Step 1. Since fi o is Kato’s chaos, there exists a 6 > 0 such that for any nonempty
open set U of X, there exist x,y € U,n > 1, such that

(3.16) d(fi'(x), f1'(y)) > 0.

If fi1 o is finitely generated, since each f; of fi . is continuous and X is compact
metric space, f7 is uniformly continuous (Vj = 1,2,....k,Vm > 1). Therefore, for
given § above, there exists d1, > 0, such that when d(u,v) < d1,, we have

d(fI (u), f1.(v)) < 8(Vj = 1,2, ..., k,¥m > 1).
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If f1 . converges uniformly to a map f, then by Lemma [3] for given ¢ above, there
exists 1, > 0, such that when d(u,v) < &35, we have

d(fi,(u), f5,()) <0(Vj=1,2,...k,Ym > 1).
Take §; = min{014, 01}, then when d(u,v) < §;, we have
(3.17) AP (), f3.(0)) < 6% = 1,2, o, ¥im > 1),

Firstly, we will claim that there exists n € Ny, _(U,0) satisfying n > k. If not,
then take a nonempty open set U; C U with diam(U;) < 61, on the one hand, by
BI17) we have that Vo,y € Uy, n < k, d(f{'(x), f{'(x)) < d, on the other hand, there
exist z,y € Uy,ny > 1, such that d(f]'(z), f{'(z)) > d, so ny > k. Thus there is
an € Ny (U,0) satisfying n > k(n = ni). Now, take j satisfying n = kq + j,
where ¢, 7 are positive integer and 1 < 57 < k. Secondly, we will claim that there
exists ny > 1, such that d(f™(z), f™(y)) > 6,/2. If not, then for any ny > 1, we
have d(f{"(x), f{"(y)) < 61/2, by BID) we have that d(f;"*" (x), fi"*" (y)) < 6,
therefore d(fi"(x), fi'(y)) < 6, which is a contradiction to (BI0]).

Step 2. For any ¢ > 0 and nonempty open sets U,V of X. As the same way,

whether fi o is finitely generated or converges uniformly to f, we have that for ¢ > 0
above, there exists dy > 0, such that when d(u,v) < d9, we have

(3.18) d(f7, (), 2, (v) < e(Vj' = 1,2, ... k,¥Ym' > 1).

Since f1 . is Kato’s chaos, for d, above, there exist x € U,y € V,n’ > 1 such that
d(fI (x), fI' (y)) < 5. Take j' satisfying n’ + 5" = kq’, where ¢/, j' are positive integer
and 1 < j' < k. By @I8), d(f{" (2), f{" (y)) < e, that is d(f{7 (x), [{" (y)) < &
Therefore, for any € > 0 and nonempty open sets U,V of X, there exist x € U,y €
V,q¢ > 1 such that d(fF7 (z), f (y)) < e.

U

Theorem 4. Let {p;};2, be a sequence of positive integers, {A;}2, and {B;}2, be
decreasing sequences of compact sets satisfying

ﬁAz = a,ﬁBi = b,
1=0 1=0

where a # b. If Ve = C1Ch..., where C, = A or By for k = 0,1,2..., there exists
z. € X, such that Yk > 1, we have f{*(z.) € Cy, then fi o is uniformly distributively

chaotic in a sequence.
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Proof. Take the set F as in lemma [l Then by the assumptions, for any s = sps;... €
E, there exists x5 € X, such that for each k£ > 1, n! < k < (n+ 1)!, we have

Ak s, =10
Pk s c ) n )
! (ZE ) {Bk, Sp = 1.

Put D = {x; | s € E}. It is easy to see that if s # ¢, then z, # z;. Since
E' is uncountable set, D is uncountable set. Let z,,1; € D with x, # 1;, where
S = $081...,t = tot1... € E. By Lemma [l there exist sequences of positive integers
n; — oo and m; — oo satisfying s,, = .., Sm, # tm, for infinitely many 7. Next
we will just prove that x,,y, are uniformly distributively chaotic in a sequence. The
whole proof is divided into two steps.

Step 1. For any 6 > 0, we take i large enough such that ni < g, and by the property

7

of fI*(x), for n;! < k < (n; + 1), we have d(f{*(x), f{*(y)) < d. Further, we have
4 P
LS K S e+ DA @), /() < 8}
(n; + 1)!
1
n; +1
—1(i — 00).
Therefore @} (f1,00,9,pi) = 1.

Step 2. Put e = 2% Talke i large enough such that o < Wb o d( f1+ (), 74 (y)) >
e for m;! <k < (m; + 1)!. Thus

>

-1

Gt b < (ma+ DU AU (@), () < )

<
1
—0(i = 00).

Therefore ©,,( f1,00,,p:) = 0.
The entire proof is complete.
O

Notice that uniformly distributively chaotic in a sequence implies Li-Yorke chaos

by definitions, so we have the following result by the above theorem.
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Corollary 1. Let {pp}32, be a sequence of positive integers, {A;}2, and {B;}52, be
decreasing sequences of compact sets satisfying

ﬁAz = a,ﬁBi = b,
=0 =0

where a # b. If Ve = C1Cs..., where Cy, = Ay or By for k = 0,1,2..., there exists
z. € X, such that Yk > 1, we have f{*(z.) € Cy, then fi  is Li-Yorke chaos.

Next, we will give an example to show that f; o is DC3 but fljyoo is not.

Example 1. From [20] we know that there is a homeomorphism map F : I* — I*
which display distribution chaos. Put

_JF* ie2n—1:neN],
fi= F~i, i€[2n:neN].
It is easy to see that fon_10---0 fi = F* and fop 0---0 fo = id. It is easy to
see that the non-autonomous system (I?, f1 o) is DC3, but its 2nd iterate (I, 7 ) is
not DCS3. Additionally, it can be verified that the non-autonomous system (12, f1 ) is
Li-Yorke chaos but not distribution chaos, which means that for the non-autonomous
system, distribution chaos implies Li- Yorke chaos but the inverse is not true.

Remark 4. From the example above we can see that if the condition ‘uniform con-
vergengce’ was removed, then DC3 isnot preserved under iteration. Howewver, if the
condition ‘uniform convergengce’ was placed by ’convergengce’, then Li-Yorke chaos is
preserved under iteration too. We do not know whether DC1(DC2,DC3) is preserved
under iteration if fi . just converges to a map f.

Question. Assume that non-autonomous discrete system (X, fi ) uniformly to a
map f. Then for any N € N, Then f; o is DC1-3 if and only if leoo is DC1-37
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