
ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

12
86

2v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

D
S]

  1
4 

M
ar

 2
02

4
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Abstract

In 2016, Hou and Wang[5] introduced the concept of multiple mappings based on iterated
function system, which is an important branch of fractal theory. In this paper, we introduce the
definitions of sensitivity, accessibility, and Kato’s chaos of multiple mappings from a set-valued
perspective. We show that multiple mappings and its continuous self-maps do not imply each other
in terms of sensitivity and accessibility.While a sufficient condition for multiple mappings to be
sensitive, accessible and Kato’s chaotic is provided, respectively. And the sensitivity, accessibility,
and Kato’s chaos of multiple mappings are preserved under topological conjugation.

1 Introduction

Chaos is one of the most important research topics in the field of topological dynamical systems. The
first rigorous mathematical definition of chaos can be traced back to 1975 by Li and Yorke[9]. Since
then, scholars have embarked on vigorous research on chaos. Scholars from different fields integrated
the study of chaos into their own research directions, describing the properties of chaos from different
perspectives. Then, a series of different concepts of chaos have emerged, such as Kato chaos[7], Devaney
chaos[3], Auslander-Yorke chaos[2], distribution chaos[10] and others(see [13, 11], for example). Among
the many existing concepts of chaos, Kato chaos is a very important concept.

Suppose that X is a metric space with a metric d, and f is a continuous self-map on X . Let
N = {0, 1, 2, · · · }, Z+ = {1, 2, 3, · · · }. We say that the dynamical system (X, f) (or the map f) is

(1) sensitive, if there exists δ > 0 such that for any nonempty open set U ⊂ X , there exist x, y ∈ U

and n ∈ Z
+ such that d(fn(x), fn(y)) > δ.

(2) accessible, if for any ǫ > 0 and any nonempty open sets U, V ⊂ X there exist x ∈ U , y ∈ V and
n ∈ Z

+ such that d(fn(x), fn(y)) < ǫ.

(3) Kato chaotic, if it is sensitive and accessible.

Kato’s chaos is also said to be everywhere chaotic by H. Kato in [7]. H. Kato’ also provided an
equivalent description of Kato’ chaos for continuous maps on compact metric spaces using a method
similar to Li-Yorke chaos and proved that topological mixing implies Kato’ chaos. In [4], Gu showed
that for a continuous self-map on complete metric space with a fixed point but without an isolated
point, Ruelle-Takens chaos implies Kato’ chaos. But the converse isn’t always true. Thus, one can see
that Ruelle-Takens chaos is strictly stronger than Kato’s chaos. In [8], Li et al. studied the relations
between topological weak mixing and collective accessibility, or strong accessibility, or strong Kato
chaos.

In 2016, Hou and Wang[5] defined multiple mappings derived from iterated function system. It-
erated function system is an important branch of fractal theory, reflecting the essence of the world
[1]. They are one of the three frontiers of nonlinear science theory. Hou and Wang’s focus focus
was primarily on studying the Hausdorff metric entropy and Friedland entropy of multiple mappings.
Additionally, they introduced the notions of Hausdorff metric Li-Yorke chaos and Hausdorff metric dis-
tributional chaos from a set-valued perspective. It is worth noting that researchers studying iterated
function systems often approach the topic from a group perspective rather than a set-valued perspec-
tive. This also establishes a close connection between multiple mappings and set-valued mappings, or
we can consider multiple mappings as a special case of set-valued mappings.
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It is important to acknowledge the valuable role of set-valued mappings in addressing complex
problems involving uncertainty, ambiguity, or multiple criteria. Set-valued mappings offer versatility
and flexibility, making them highly beneficial across various fields. One prominent application of set-
valued mappings is in optimization problems, where the objective is to identify the optimal set of
solutions [6]. For instance, in multi-objective optimization, a set-valued mapping can represent the
Pareto front, encompassing all non-dominated solutions.

Set-valued mappings also prove useful in decision-making processes that require considering mul-
tiple criteria or preferences [15]. By representing feasible solutions as sets, decision-makers can thor-
oughly analyze and compare different options, enabling them to make well-informed decisions. Ad-
ditionally, set-valued mappings find applications in data analysis tasks such as clustering and clas-
sification. Unlike assigning each data point to a single category, set-valued mappings can represent
uncertainty or ambiguity by assigning data points to multiple categories. In fact, the applications of
set-valued mappings are vast and diverse, encompassing numerous fields beyond those mentioned here.

In [12], we studied that if multiple mappings F has a disdributionally chaotic pair, especially F

is distributionally chaotic, SΩ(F ) contains at least two points and gives a sufficient condition for F

to be distributionally chaotic in a sequence and chaotic in the strong sense of Li-Yorke. Zeng et al.
[14] proved two topological conjugacy dynamical systems to multiple mappings have simultaneously
Hausdorff metric Li-Yorke chaos or Hausdorff distributional chaos and the multiple mappings F and its
2-tuple of continuous self-maps f1, f2 are not mutually implied in terms of Hausdorff metric Li-Yorke
chaos.

The current paper aims to consider the image of one point under multiple mappings as a set (a
compact set). We primarily consider the relationship between multiple mappings F and its 2-tuple of
continuous self-maps f1, f2 in terms of sensitivity, accessibility and Kato’s chaos.

The specific layout of the present paper is as follows. Some preliminaries and definitions are
introduced in Section 2. Then we study the relation between multiple mappings and its continuous self-
maps in terms of sensitivity, accessibility, and Kato’s chaos in Section 3, and show that the sensitivity,
accessibility, and Kato’s chaos of multiple mappings are preserved under topological conjugation in
Section 4.

2 Preliminaries

Let F = {f1, f2, · · · , fn} be a multiple mappings with n-tuple of continuous self-maps on X . Note that
for any x ∈ X , F (x) = {f1(x), f2(x), · · · , fn(x)} ⊂ X is compact. Let

K(X) = {K ⊂ X | K is nonempty and compact}.

Then F is from X to K(X). The Hausdorff metric dH on K(X) is defined by

dH(A,B) = max{sup
a∈A

inf
b∈B

d(a, b), sup
b∈B

inf
a∈A

d(a, b)}, ∀A,B ⊂ X.

It is clear that K(X) is a compact metric space with the Hausdorff metric dH .
For convenience, let us study multiple mappings on compact metric spaces from a set-valued view,

using the example of examining two continuous self-maps. The definitions and conclusions presented
in this paper can be easily extended to the case of a multiple mappings formed by any finite number of
continuous self-maps. Consider the multiple mappings F = {f1, f2}. For any n > 0, Fn : X → K(X)
is defined by for any x ∈ X ,

Fn(x) = {fi1fi2 · · · fin(x) | i1, i2, · · · , in = 1 or 2}.

It is obvious that Fn(x) ∈ K(X). For any A ⊂ X , let

Fn(A) = {fi1fi2 · · · fin(a) | a ∈ A, i1, i2, · · · , in = 1 or 2} =
⋃

a∈A

Fn(a).

Particularly, if A ∈ K(X), Fn(A) ∈ K(X). Then, F naturally induces a continuous self-map on K(X),

denoted by F̃ : K(X) → K(X).
Now, we define the concept of sensitivity, accessibility and Kato’s chaos for multiple mappings from

a set-valued view.

2



Definition 2.1. Suppose that F = {f1, f2} be a multiple mappings with 2-tuple of continuous self-maps
on X. We say that F is

(1) (Hausdorff metric) sensitive, if there exists δ > 0 such that for any nonempty open set U ⊂ X,
there exist x, y ∈ U and n ∈ Z

+ such that dH(Fn(x), Fn(y)) > δ.

(2) (Hausdorff metric) accessible, if for any ǫ > 0 and any nonempty open sets U, V ⊂ X there exist
x ∈ U , y ∈ V and n ∈ Z

+ such that dH(Fn(x), Fn(y)) < ǫ.

(3) (Hausdorff metric) Kato chaotic, if it is sensitive and accessible.

It is easy to see that the Hausdorff metric sensitivity, accessibility and Kato’s chaos of multiple
mappings, in the case of degradation (where the multiple mappings consists of only one continuous
self-map), is the same as the sensitivity of a classical single continuous self-map. Next we provide an
example to illustrate the existence of the newly defined concept Definition 2.1.

Example 2.2. Consider the multiple map defined on [0, 1] as F = {f1, f2}, in which

f1(x) =

{
2x, 0 ≤ x ≤ 1

2 ,

2− 2x, 1
2 < x ≤ 1,

f2(x) =

{
1− 2x, 0 ≤ x ≤ 1

2 ,

2x− 1, 1
2 < x ≤ 1.

(1) It is can be verified that for any x ∈ [0, 1] and any n > 0, Fn(x) = {fn
1 (x), f

n
2 (x)} and fn

1 (x) +
fn
2 (x) = 1. Let U be nonempty open set of [0, 1]. Then there exist x, y ∈ U and n 6= m such
that fn

1 (x) = fn
2 (x) =

1
2 and fm

1 (y) = fm
2 (y) = 1

2 . Without loss of generality, let n > m. Then,
Fn(x) = { 1

2} and Fn(y) = {0, 1}. Thus, dH(Fn(x), fn(y)) > 1
2 . So, F is sensitive.

(2) Let ǫ > 0 and U, V be nonempty open sets of [0, 1]. Then there exist x ∈ U, y ∈ V and n,m > 0
such that fn

1 (x) = fn
2 (x) = 1

2 and fm
2 (y) = fm

1 (y) = 1
2 . Thus there exists k = max{n,m} + 2

such that F k(x) = F k(y) = {0, 1}. That is dH(Fn(x), fn(y)) = 0 < ǫ. So, F is accessible.

(3) By (1) and (2), F is Kato chaotic.

3 Relation Between F and f1, f2

A natural question is what is the implication between the sensitivity / accessibility / Kato’s chaos
of multiple mappings F = {f1, f2} and the sensitivity / accessibility / Kato’s chaos of its 2-tuple of
continuous self-maps f1, f2?

3.1 Sensitivity

Firstly, we show the sensitivity of F can’t imply that f1 or f2 is sensitive.

Example 3.1. Consider the multiple mappings defined on [0, 1] as F = {f1, f2}, in which

f1(x) =

{
2x, 0 ≤ x ≤ 1

2 ,

1, 1
2 < x ≤ 1,

f2(x) =

{
1, 0 ≤ x ≤ 1

2 ,

2− 2x, 1
2 < x ≤ 1.

Let

f(x) =

{
2x, 0 ≤ x ≤ 1

2 ,

2− 2x, 1
2 < x ≤ 1.

Then for any x ∈ [0, 1] and any n ≥ 2, Fn(x) = {0, 1, fn(x)}.

(1) As we all know, f is sensitive. Let δ > 0 be the sensitive constant for f . Then for any nonempty
open set U ⊂ [0, 1], there exist x, y ∈ U and n > 0 such that d(fn(x), fn(y)) > δ. Therefore,
there exist x, y ∈ U and n > 0 such that dH(Fn(x), Fn(y)) > δ. So, F is sensitive.

(2) Let U = (12 , 1). Then for any x, y ∈ U and any n > 0, fn
1 (x) = fn

1 (y) = 1. So, f1 is not
sensitive.
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(3) Let U = (0, 12 ). Then for any x, y ∈ U and any n > 0, fn
2 (x) = fn

2 (y) = 1 or 0. So, f2 is not
sensitive.

Although F being sensitive does not imply f1 or f2 being sensitive, the following theorem demon-
strates that this implication holds under additional conditions.

Theorem 3.2. If F is sensitive and f1(x) = c (∀x ∈ X, c is a constant) , then f2 is sensitive.

Proof. Let δ > 0 be a sensitive constant of F , x ∈ X and ǫ > 0. Then there exist y ∈ Bd(x, ǫ) and
n > 0 such that dH(Fn(x), Fn(y)) > δ. That is,

dH({c, f2(c), f
2
2 (c), · · · , f

n−1
2 (c), fn

2 (x)}, {c, f2(c), f
2
2 (c), · · · , f

n−1
2 (c), fn

2 (y)}) > δ.

Then d(fn
2 (x), f

n
2 (y)) > δ. So, f2 is sensitive.

Considering this implication in reverse, we give a sufficient condition for F to be sensitive as
Theorem 3.3.

Theorem 3.3. If f1(x) = c (∀x ∈ X, c is a constant) , f2(c) = c, and f2 is sensitive, then F is
sensitive.

Proof. For any x ∈ X and any n > 0, Fn(x) = {c, fn
2 (x)}. Let δ > 0 be a sensitive constant of f2. Then

for any x ∈ X and any ǫ > 0, there exist y0 ∈ Bd(x, ǫ) and n0 > 0 such that d(fn0

2 (x), fn0

2 (y0)) > δ.
Suppose that δ

2 is not a sensitive constant of F . Then there exist x0 ∈ X and ǫ0 > 0 such that for
any y ∈ Bd(x0, ǫ0) and any n > 0, we have

dH(Fn(x0), F
n(y)) = dH({c, fn

2 (x0)}, {c, f
n
2 (y)}) ≤

δ

2
.

Thus at least one of the following two statements holds true.

(1) d(fn
2 (x0), f

n
2 (y)) ≤

δ
2 .

(2) d(fn
2 (x0), f

n
2 (y)) >

δ
2 , d(f

n
2 (x0), c) ≤

δ
2 and d(c, fn

2 (y)) ≤
δ
2 .

Then for any y ∈ Bd(x0, ǫ0) and any n > 0, d(fn
2 (x0), f

n
2 (y)) ≤ δ. This is a contradiction. So, F is

sensitive.

3.2 Accessibility

Firstly, we show that there exists a multiple mappings F = {f1, f2} that is accessible, but neither f1
nor f2 is accessible.

Example 3.4. Consider the multiple mappings defined on X = {0, 1, 2} as F = {f1, f2}, in which
f1 : 0 → 1 → 2 → 0 and f2 : 0 → 2 → 1 → 0.

(1) For any x ∈ X and any n ≥ 2, Fn(x) = X. So, F is accessible.

(2) For any n > 0, fn
1 (0) 6= fn

1 (1) and fn
2 (0) 6= fn

2 (1). So, neither f1 nor f2 is accessible.

Next we show there exists an example in which both f1 and f2 are accessible but F = {f1, f2} isn’t
accessible. While before that, let us introduce two necessary lemmas.

Lemma 3.5. Let X be a nonempty invariable set of Σ2. If σ is accessible, then σ2 is accessible.

Proof. Necessity⇒: Let ǫ > 1
K

> 0, U and V be nonempty open sets of X . By σ is accessible, there

exist x ∈ U , y ∈ V and n > 0 such that d(σn(x), σn(y)) < 1
K+4 . Then d((σ2)[

n
2
]+1(x), (σ2)[

n
2
]+1(y)) <

1
K

< ǫ. So, σ2 is accessible.
Sufficiency is easy.

Lemma 3.6. Let A,B ⊂ N. If d(A) = d(B) = 1, then d(A ∩B) = 1.
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Proof. Put a2n = 1
2n | A

⋂
{0, 1, · · · , 2n − 1} |, a2n+1 = 1

2n+1 | A
⋂
{0, 1, · · · , 2n} |, b2n = 1

2n |

B
⋂
{0, 1, · · · , 2n− 1} |, b2n+1 = 1

2n+1 | B
⋂
{0, 1, · · · , 2n} |, c2n = 1

2n | (N− B)
⋂
{0, 1, · · · , 2n− 1} |,

c2n+1 = 1
2n+1 | (N − B)

⋂
{0, 1, · · · , 2n} |. Then, limn→∞ a2n = limn→∞ a2n+1 = limn→∞ b2n =

limn→∞ b2n+1 = 1, and limn→∞ c2n = limn→∞ c2n+1 = 0. Thus, limn→∞
1
2n | (A

⋂
B)

⋂
{0, 1, · · · , 2n−

1} |≥ limn→∞(a2n − c2n) = 1, and limn→∞
1

2n+1 | (A
⋂
B)

⋂
{0, 1, · · · , 2n} |≥ limn→∞(a2n+1 −

c2n+1) = 1. So, d(A
⋂
B) = 1.

Example 3.7. Let θ = 0 · · · 0 · · · ,

ω =

21︷︸︸︷
11

1︷︸︸︷
0

22︷ ︸︸ ︷
1 · · · 1

2︷︸︸︷
00

23︷ ︸︸ ︷
1 · · · 1

3︷︸︸︷
000 · · · · · ·

2n︷ ︸︸ ︷
1 · · · 1

n︷︸︸︷
00 · · · · · · ,

and
X = {θ} ∪ {ω, σ(ω), σ2(ω), · · · · · · } = {θ} ∪ orb(ω, σ).

Consider the multiple mappings defined on X as F = {σ, σ2}, in which σ is a shift mapping σ(x) =
x1x2 · · · , ∀x = x0x1x2 · · · ∈ X. And the metric on X is defined by for any x = x0x1 · · · , y = y0y1 · · · ∈
X,

d(x, y) =

{
0, x = y,
1
k
, x 6= y,

in which k = min{n ≥ 0 | xn 6= yn}+ 1.

(1) Let ǫ > 0. Then there exists K ∈ N such that ǫ > 1
K

> 0. Let x = x0x1x2 · · · , y = y0y1y2 · · · ∈ X.

(i) x = θ and y ∈ orb(ω, σ). By the structure of ω, there exists n > 0 such that d(σn(θ), σn(y)) <
1
K

< ǫ.

(ii) x, y ∈ orb(ω, σ). Let A = {i ∈ N | xi = 1} and B = {i ∈ N | yi = 1}. Then d(A) = d(B) =
1. By Lemma 3.6, d(A∩B) = 1. Thus, there exists n > 0 such that d(σn(θ), σn(y)) < 1

K
<

ǫ.

By (i) and (ii), σ is accessible.

(2) By (1) and Lemma 3.5, σ2 is accessible.

(3) Firstly, we show θ is a isolated point of X using proof by contradiction.

Suppose that there exists {ni} such that limi→∞ σni(ω) = θ. Then for any ǫ > 0, there exists N ,
for any ni > N , d(σni (ω), θ) < ǫ. By the structure of ω, for any N , there exists m > N such
that d(σm(ω), θ) > 1

2 . This is a contradiction. So, θ is a isolated point of X.

Secondly, we show F is not accessible. Let U = {θ} and V = {x0x1x2 · · · ∈ X | x0x1 · · ·x19 =
11011110011111111000}= {ω}, then both U and V are nonempty open sets of X. For any x ∈ U

and any y ∈ V , if there exists n > 0 such that dH(Fn(x), Fn(y)) < 1
2 , then d(σn(x), σn(y)) < 1

2 .
For y, the subscripts of 0 which has a 1 in front of are (in descending order):

21, 21 + 22 + 1, 21 + 22 + 23 + 1 + 2, · · · , 2(2m − 1) +
m(m− 1)

2
, · · ·

For any m ≥ 1,

µ = 2(2m − 1) +
m(m− 1)

2
≤ n ≤ 2(2m+1 − 1) +

m(m+ 1)

2
= ν.

By µ > m and ν > m+ 1, there exists n ≤ l ≤ 2n such that the first element of σl(y) is 1. That
is, there exists σl(y) ∈ Fn(y) for any a ∈ Fn(θ), d(a, σl(y)) ≥ 1

2 . Then,

dH(F (θ), Fn(y)) ≥
1

2
.

So, F is not accessible.
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Although that both f1 and f2 are accessible can’t imply F = {f1, f2} is accessible, we give two
sufficient conditions for F to be accessible as Theorem 3.8 and Theorem 3.9.

Theorem 3.8. If f1(x) = c (∀x ∈ X, c is a constant) , f2(c) = c, and f2 is accessible, then F is
accessible.

Proof. For any ǫ > 0 and any nonempty open sets U, V ⊂ X , there exist x ∈ U , y ∈ V and n ∈ Z
+

such that d(fn
2 (x), f

n
2 (y)) < ǫ. Since for any x ∈ X and any m > 0, Fm(x) = {c, fm

2 (x)},

dH(Fn(x), Fn(y)) = dH({c, fn
2 (x)}, {c, f

n
2 (y)}) < ǫ.

So, F is accessible.

Theorem 3.9. If there exists 0 < λ < 1 such that for any nonempty open sets U, V ⊂ X, there exist
x ∈ U and y ∈ V satisfying

d(fi(x), fi(y)) < λd(x, y), ∀i = 1, 2,

then F is accessible.

Proof. Let ǫ > 0 and U, V be nonempty open sets of X . Select x0 ∈ U and y0 ∈ V such that

d(fα1
(x0), fα1

(y0)) < λd(x0, y0), ∀α1 = 1, 2.

Step 1: Take η1 = λ2d(x0,y0)
5 > 0. By f1 and f2 are continuous and X is compact, there exists 0 < δ1 <

λd(x0,y0)
4 such that for any x, y ∈ X ,

d(x, y) < δ1 ⇒ d(fi(x), fi(y)) < η1, ∀i = 1, 2.

Select uα1
∈ B(fα1

(x), δ1) and vα1
∈ B(fα1

(y), δ1) satisfying

d(fα2
(uα1

), fα2
(vα1

)) < λd(uα1
, vα1

), ∀α2 = 1, 2.

Then

d(fα2
fα1

(x0), fα2
fα1

(y0))

<d(fα2
fα1

(x0), fα2
(uα1

)) + d(fα2
(uα1

), fα2
(vα1

)) + d(fα2
(vα1

), fα2
fα1

(y0))

<η1 + λd(uα1
, vα1

) + η1

<2η1 + λ(d(uα1
, fα1

(x0)) + d(fα1
(x0), fα1

(y0)) + d(fα1
(y0), vα1

))

<2η1 + λ(δ1 + λd(x0, y0) + δ1)

<2η1 + λ2d(x0, y0) + 2δ1λ

<λ2d(x0, y0) + 2λ
λd(x0, y0)

4
+ 2

λ2d(x0, y0)

4

=2λ2d(x0, y0).

Step 2: Take η2 = λ3d(x0,y0)
5 > 0. By f1 and f2 are continuous and X is compact, there exists 0 < δ2 <

λ2d(x0,y0)
4 such that for any x, y ∈ X ,

d(x, y) < δ2 ⇒ d(fi(x), fi(y)) < η2, ∀i = 1, 2.

Select uα2
∈ B(fα2

fα1
(x), δ2) and vα2

∈ B(fα2
fα1

(y), δ2) satisfying

d(fα3
(uα2

), fα3
(vα2

)) < λd(uα2
, vα2

), ∀α3 = 1, 2.

Then

d(fα3
fα2

fα1
(x0), fα3

fα2
fα1

(y0))

<d(fα3
fα2

fα1
(x0), fα3

(uα2
)) + d(fα3

(uα2
), fα3

(vα2
)) + d(fα3

(vα2
), fα3

fα2
fα1

(y0))

<2η2 + λd(uα2
, vα2

)

<2η2 + λ(d(uα2
, fα2

fα1
(x0)) + d(fα2

fα1
(x0), fα2

fα1
(y0)) + d(fα2

fα1
(y0), vα2

))

<2η2 + λ(2δ2 + 2λ2d(x0, y0))

<
2

4
λ3d(x0, y0) + 2λ

λ2d(x0, y0)

4
+ 2λ3d(x0, y0)

=3λ3d(x0, y0).
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· · · · · ·

Step n: The same goes for this step n, in which n satisfies nλnd(x0, y0) < ǫ. Then

d(fαn
· · · fα1

(x0), fαn
· · · fα1

(y0)) < nλnd(x0, y0) < ǫ, ∀α1, α2, · · · , αn = 1, 2.

That is, for any u ∈ Fn(x0) there exists v ∈ Fn(y0) such that d(u, v) < ǫ and for any v ∈ Fn(y0)
there exists u ∈ Fn(x0) such that d(u, v) < ǫ. Then

dH(Fn(x0), F
n(y0)) < ǫ.

So, F is accessible.

Now let’s illustrate Theorem 3.9.

Example 3.10. Let S1 be the unit circle on the complex plane. Define the metric on S1 by d(eiα, eiβ) =
|α−β|
2π for any eiα, eiβ ∈ S1. Consider the multiple mappings defined on S1 as F = {f1, f2}, in which

f1(e
iα) = ei

α
2 and f2(e

iα) = ei
α
3 .

For any eiα, eiβ ∈ S1,

d(f1(e
iα), f1(e

iβ)) = d(ei
α
2 , ei

β

2 ) =
| α

2 − β
2 |

2π
<

2
3 | α− β |

2π
=

2

3
d(eiα, eiβ).

So, F is accessible.

3.3 Kato’s Chaos

Kato’s chaos of F can’t imply that f1 or f2 is Kato chaotic.

Example 3.11. Consider the multiple mappings F which is defined by Example 3.1.
Let ǫ > 0 and U, V ⊂ X be nonempty and open. Then by the accessibility of the tent map, there

exist x ∈ U , y ∈ V and n > 0 such that dH(Fn(x), Fn(y)) < ǫ. So, F is accessible. And F is Kato
chaotic. While neither f1 nor f2 is sensitive. Then neither f1 nor f2 is Kato chaotic.

Based on Theorem 3.3 and Theorem 3.8, the following corollary can be derived.

Corollary 3.12. If f1(x) = c (∀x ∈ X, c is a constant), f2(c) = c and f2 is Kato chaotic, then F is
Kato chaotic.

4 Topological Conjugation

In this section, we will demonstrate that the sensitivity, accessibility, and Kato’s chaos of multiple
mappings are preserved under topological conjugation. Before that, let’s first introduce the definition
of topological conjugacy about multiple mappings.

Definition 4.1. Let (X,F ) and (Y,G) be two dynamical systems to multiple mappings on compact
metric spaces. If there exists a homeomorphism map T : X → Y such that for any x ∈ X, TF (x) =
GT (x), then T is said to be a topological conjugacy from (X,F ) to (Y,G).

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that (X,F ) and (Y,G) be dynamical systems to multiple mappings on compact
space with metric dH and ρH . Let T : X → Y be a topological conjugacy from (X,F ) to (Y,G). Then
(X,F ) is Hausdorff metric sensitive if and only if (Y,G) is Hausdorff metric sensitive.

Proof. necessity⇒: Let δ > 0 be the sensitive constant of F . Suppose that G is not sensitive. By
Lemma 1 of [14], T−1 : Y → X be a topological conjugacy from (Y,G) to (X,F ). For δ > 0, since T−1

is continuous and both X and Y are compact, there exists 2δ′ > 0 such that for any A,B ∈ K(Y ),

ρH(A,B) < 2δ′ ⇒ dH(T−1(A), T−1(B)) < δ. (1)
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Since G is not sensitive, there exists nonempty open set U ⊂ Y such that for any x, y ∈ U and any
n > 0,

ρH(Gn(x), Gn(y)) ≤ δ′ < 2δ′.

By (1), dH(T−1Gn(x), T−1Gn(y)) < δ. By T−1Gn = FnT−1,

dH(FnT−1(x), FnT−1(y)) < δ.

Since U is open and T−1 is homeomorphous, T−1(U) is open. Then for any u, v ∈ T−1(U) and any
n > 0,

dH(Fn(u), Fn(v)) < δ,

which contradicts that δ is a sensitive constant of F . So, G is sensitive.
The proof of sufficiency is similar with the above proof of necessity.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that (X,F ) and (Y,G) be dynamical systems to multiple mappings on compact
space with metric dH and ρH . Let T : X → Y be a topological conjugacy from (X,F ) to (Y,G). Then
(X,F ) is Hausdorff metric accessible if and only if (Y,G) is Hausdorff metric accessible.

Proof. necessity⇒: Let ǫ > 0. By T is continuous and both X and Y are compact, there exists δ > 0
such that for any A,B ∈ K(X),

dH(A,B) < δ ⇒ ρH(T (A), T (B)) < ǫ. (2)

Let U, V ⊂ X be nonempty open sets. Then T−1(U) and T−1(V ) are nonempty open sets of X . By
F is accessible, there exist x ∈ T−1(U), y ∈ T−1(V ) and n > 0 such that

dH(Fn(x), Fn(y)) < δ.

By (2), ρH(TFn(x), TFn(y)) < ǫ. By GnT = TFn,

dH(GnT (x), GnT (y)) < ǫ.

Thus, there exist u = T (x) ∈ U , v = T (y) ∈ V and n > 0 such that

ρH(Gn(u), Gn(v)) < ǫ.

So, G is accessible.
The proof of sufficiency is similar with the above proof of necessity.

Corollary 4.4. Suppose that (X,F ) and (Y,G) be dynamical systems to multiple mappings on compact
space with metric dH and ρH . Let T : X → Y be a topological conjugacy from (X,F ) to (Y,G). Then
(X,F ) is Hausdorff metric Kato chaotic if and only if (Y,G) is Hausdorff metric Kato chaotic.

5 Conclusions

We define and study the sensitivity, accessibility and Kato’s chaos of multiple mappings from the
perspective of a set-valued view. This perspective is different from the group-theoretic view that has
been previously studied in the context of dynamical systems of iterated function systems. We show
that

(1) sensitivity of multiple mappings F = {f1, f2} and its 2-tuple of continuous self-maps f1, f2 do
not imply each other. Also, accessibility of F = {f1, f2} and f1, f2 do not imply each other.

(2) a sufficient condition for F to be sensitive is provided, as well as two sufficient conditions for F
to be accessible.

(3) Kato’s chaos of F can’t imply that f1 or f2 is Kato chaotic.

(4) the sensitivity, accessibility, and Kato’s chaos of multiple mappings are preserved under topolog-
ical conjugation.

The above conclusions not only deepen our understanding of continuous self-maps but also enable us
to use relatively simple continuous self-maps to comprehend relatively complex multiple mappings. We
hope that these conclusions can enrich the achievements in the field of multiple mappings and provide
some assistance for further in-depth research in this area.
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