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NOTE ON THE METRIC ENTROPY FOR MULTIVALUED
MAPS

JAN ANDRES AND PAVEL LUDVIK

ABSTRACT. The main aim of this note is to point out by means of counter-
examples that some arguments of the proofs of two theorems about a half
variational principle for multivalued maps, formulated recently by Vivas and
Sirvent [Metric entropy for set-valued maps, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst.
Ser. B, 27 (2022), pp. 6589-6604], are false and that our corrected versions
require rather restrictive additional assumptions. Nevertheless, we will be able
to establish the full variational principle for a special subclass of multivalued
lower semicontinuous maps with convex compact values on a compact subset
of a Banach space.

1. INTRODUCTION

The story of entropy for single-valued maps has been described in detail and
seems to be well understood (see e.g. [10] 111, 12| 18 20, 26], and the references
therein). For multivalued maps, the situation is however more delicate. Although
for topological entropy some papers already exist (see e.g. [2, (3]0} [7, [8, 15} [16], 19,
27,131}, 135]), the results for metric entropy are still quite rare (see e.g. [14,28,133]).

The relationship between metric and topological entropies for single-valued
continuous maps on a compact metric space can be effectively expressed by
means of a variational principle, which was formulated for the first time in 1970
by Dinaburg [I7] on a finite-dimensional space and, independently, in 1971 by
Goodman [22] on an arbitrary compact metric space (cf. also [30]). More con-
cretely, they compared the topological entropy h(f) of f : X — X with the
measure-theoretic entropy h,(f) of f, for f-invariant regular probability mea-
sures p on the Borel sets of X and proved that the supremum of the metric
entropies over all Borel probability invariant measures is equal to the topological
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entropy. Let us note that already in 1969 Goodwyn [23] has shown that topo-
logical entropy bounds measure-theoretic (i.e. metric) entropy from above and
in 1972 he extended in [24] his result to compact Hausdorff spaces.

In a multivalued case, as far as we know, there is only an analogous inequality
to the one of Goodwyn in [33, Theorem 3.2], where the topological entropy is
understood in the sense of [27]. The reverse inequality is examined under certain
special restrictions in [33, Theorem 3.7] and in [14], Theorem 1.4], where the
topological entropy is considered this time in the sense of [I5]. Although both
definitions of topological entropy for multivalued maps are consistent with the
one for the single-valued case, their properties significantly differ each to other.

Unfortunately, the proofs of the mentioned results in [33, Theorems 3.2 and
3.7] are not correct. It stimulated our reaction in this note, which is organized
as follows.

At first, we will recall the related definitions of metric and topological entropy
for multivalued maps and the “half variational principles”, as it was presented in
[33]. Since the standard Adler-Konheim-McAndrew type definitions (cf. [I]) and
the equivalent Bowen-Dinaburg type definitions (cf. [13, [I7]) for single-valued
continuous maps on compact metric spaces can be regarded as particular cases
of their multivalued extensions, we will omit them here. Then we will show the
counter-examples demonstrating the non-validity of the arguments applied to
principles in [33]. Finally, we will present with comments their particular cor-
rected versions and especially formulated the full variational principle for special
lower semicontinuous maps with convex, compact values in a compact subset of
a Banach space.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Le (X, d) be a compact metric space and (X, BB, ) be a measure space, where
B is the Borel o-algebra of X generated by open subsets of X and p stands for
a o-additive measure defined in B. If u(X) = 1, then it is called a probability
measure.

By a multivalued map ¢ : X — Y, we mean the one with nonempty values,
ie. p: X —2Y\ {0}. If © has still closed values, then we write ¢ : X — K(Y),
where K(Y) :={K C Y : K is compact}.

The regularity of semicontinuous multivalued maps can be defined by means
of the preimages of p: X —o Y, where

¢~ YB):={x € X :p(x) C B} (“small” preimage of ¢ at B CY),
resp.

e '(B):={z € X : p(x) N B # 0} (“large” preimage of ¢ at B C Y).
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Definition 1. (i) ¢ : X —o Y is said to be upper semicontinuous (u.s.c.) if
¢! (B) is open for every open B C Y, resp. ¢;'(B) is closed for every
closed B CY;

(ii) ¢ : X —o Y is said to be lower semicontinuous (1.s.c.) if ¢;'(B) is open
for every open B C Y, resp. ¢~ *(B) is closed for every closed B C Y;
(iii) ¢ : X — Y is said to be continuous if it is both w.s.c. and Ls.c.

Obviously, if ¢ : X — Y is single-valued u.s.c. or l.s.c., then it is continuous.
Moreover, if ¢ : X — K(Y) is us.c. and K € K(X), then (., @(7) € K(Y)
(see e.g. [5, Proposition 1.3.20], [25, Corollary 1.2.20])

The celebrated Michael selection theorem [29] (cf. also [9, Theorem 2.1] and
[25, Theorem 1.4.6]) will be formulated here in the form of proposition.

Proposition 1 (cf. [29]). Let X be a compact metric space, Y be a Banach space
and ¢ : X —o Y be an l.s.c. multivalued map with closed convex values. Then
there exists a single-valued continuous selection f C ¢ of ¢, i.e. f(x) € p(x),
for every x € X.

For more details concerning multivalued analysis, see e.g. [4, 25].

Definition 2. Let (X, B, ) be a measure space. Then the Borel probability
measure g is invariant under ¢ : X — K(X) (i.e. g-invariant) if the inequality

(3 (A)) > u(A)
holds for every A € B.

It is well known that, under the above assumptions, an invariant probability
measure g always exists (for u.s.c. maps ¢ on compact sets X, see e.g. [
Theorem 8.9.4], and for l.s.c. maps ¢ with convex values on a compact subset X
of a Banach space, see [32, Theorem 2.7]). Let us denote by M;(¢) the set of all
p-invariant measures.

By a (measurable) partition P C B of X, we mean a countable family of
pairwise disjoint measurable sets whose union has a full measure. The entropy
of a measurable partition P is given by

H,(P) ==Y u(P)logu(P)=—> ®(u(P)),

PeP PeP
where @ : [0,00) — R is defined as

B() = x -logz, for x € (0,00),
0, for x = 0.

For the elementary properties of ®, see e.g. [34, Theorem 4.2].



4 J. ANDRES AND P. LUDVIK

Furthermore, the metric entropy h,(p, P) of ¢ with respect to p of a totally
ordered finite partition P = {Py,..., P,} of X is given by

1
h,(p, P) —hmsup —H,(P,),

n—oo

where the elements of PJ’L take the form PFobNn P N...NP,_1, P, € 75k, for
k =0,...,n—1, and P, is the refinement of P, = wlk(P), k > 1, whose
elements are defined as

Pry = o M), Py = 075 (P)\ |07 (P). 5 .
1<j

Thus, we consider the following sequence of partitions of X:

k—1
750:P,77,Q:750v751v...vl5k_1:\/R-,kZL
i=0
Where\/ P:{ﬂf;&}z7i:@7i€é,i:0, Jk—1, and ﬂklp #+0,7 =

n}k, k‘zl

Definition 3 (cf. [33, Definition 2.1]). The metric entropy h,(p) of ¢ : X —
K(X) is given by
n—1

1
hu(p) :==sup h,(p, P) = sup lim sup —H ,( \/ Py),
P

n—oo N 50
where the supremum is taken over all finite totally ordered partitions P of X.

Remark 1. In a single-valued case, Definition [ coincides with the standard
definitions of metric entropy considered in [17) 23], 22, [30, [34].

The following useful lemma is a variant of the well known result (see e.g. [34]
Corollary 4.2.1]), suited for our purposes.

Lemma 1. Let (X, u) be a measurable space and P = {Aq,..., Ay} be a mea-
surable partition of X. Then

H,(P) < logNZ(P),
where NZ(P) is the number of sets in P with a non-zero measure.

Proof. From the definition of the entropy H,(P) of the measurable partition P,
we have
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If NZ(P) = 0, then there is nothing to prove. Assume NZ(P) > 0 and let us
define the set of indices ¢ € {1,..., k} with u(A;) # 0as I. Then card I = NZ(P).
Since ®(0) = 0 and & is strictly convex on [0, 00), we can write

1

Hu(P) = =) ®(u(A)) = =NZ(P) Y q7my Pu(40)
< _NZ(P)® (N;(P) Z u(A») = — NZ(P)®(NZ(P) ")

= —NZ(P) -NZ(P)™ ' - log(NZ(P) ") = log NZ(P).
OJ
It will be convenient to recall several definitions of topological entropy for
multivalued maps given in [3, 6, [7, &, 15, 27]. We start with the Adler-Konheim-
McAndrew type (cf. [I]) definitions in [3, [6].
Hence, consider the l.s.c. multivalued map ¢ : X — X on a compact metric
space X. For open covers A;, 7 =0,...,n— 1, of X, we define again

n—1

n—1 n—1
\/Aj ;:{ﬂAj;AjeAj,jzo,...,n—l, and ﬂAj#(Z)}.
=0 =0 =0

Since for open covers A of X we have (cf. [3,0])
o3l (A) = {pi'(4) 1 A€ A} j >0,
we can put
n—1 . n—1 '
AL =\ o (A) = \[{p(4) - A€ A}
=0 =0
Taking the growth rate of the number of elements in A7 by (cf. [6, Lemma
3]) X

where N(A7, ) is the minimal cardinality of a subcover B C A
entropy h. (@) of ¢ can be defined in the following way.

Definition 4 (cf. [6, Definition 6]). Let ¢ : X — X be an lLs.c. multivalued
map on a compact metric space X. The topological entropy hy(p) of ¢ is given
by

n
P47

the topological

hi(p) = sup{hi(p, A): Ais an open cover of X}.

Remark 2. Let us note that, unlike to [0, Definition 6], we have defined here
the topological entropy hy for l.s.c. maps ¢ : X —o X with not necessarily closed
values, which will be convenient for the following lemma and its application in
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the proof of Theorem [2] below. The closed values of l.s.c. maps need not be
preserved for their compositions and, in particular their iterates (see e.g. [9]25]).

Lemma 2. Let X be a compact metric space and ¢ : X —o X be an l.s.c. map.
Then

(1) h+(90k) <k-hi(p),
for any k € N.

Proof. Let k € N and A be an open cover of X. Then
AV (@) TH(A) VL V(@) T A) < AV el A) VLV oA,

where the symbol “<” denotes that the right-hand side is finer than the left-hand
side.
Therefore (see also [7, Lemma 3]),

he(9) 2 halip, A) = Tim -~ 1ogN(AV 93 (A) V.V o7 (A)

n—oo M,

> % lim ~log N(AV (¢)71(A) V... V (¢)771(A))

n—oo N,

1

Passing to the supremum over all open covers A, we obtain ().
O

Lemma 3 (cf. [0, Proposition 7]). Let ¢ : X — KC(X) be an Ls.c. multivalued
map on a compact metric space X and assume that ¢ possesses a single-valued
continuous selection f C ¢, i.e. f(x) € @(x), for every x € X. Then the
inequality

(2) hi(p) < h(f) == hi(f)
holds for the topological entropy hy in the sense of Definition [4)
Now, we will recall the Bowen-Dinaburg type definitions from [27] and [15].

For multivalued maps ¢ : X —o X, we will consider the sets of n-orbits of ¢ as
follows:

Orby(p) := X,

Orb,(p) :={(x0,...,xp_1) € X" ;11 € p(x;),1=0,...,n—2}, n > 2.
Definition 5. Let X = (X,d) be a metric space and ¢ > 0. A set S C X is
called e-separated if d(x,y) > ¢ holds for every pair of distinct points z,y € S.

A set R C X is called e-spanning in Y C X if, for every y € Y, there is z € R
such that d(z,y) < e.
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Definition 6. Let ¢ : X — X be a multivalued map on a metric space X =
(X,d) and € > 0. Denoting by d,, the metric on X" defined as

dn((zoy - -y Tne1), Yoy - -y Yn—1)) := max{d(z;,y;) : 1 =0,...,n— 1},
we call S C Orb,(¢) an (g, n)kr-separated set for ¢ if it is an e-separated subset

of the metric space (X", d,). We call R C Orb,(¢) an (g, n)gr-spanning set for
© if it is an e-spanning subset in Orb,(¢) C X™.

Definition 7 (cf. [27]). Let X = (X, d) be a compact metric space and ¢ : X —o
X be a multivalued map. Denoting by skr(p,,n) the largest cardinality of an
(e,n)-separated set for ¢, we take

se . 1
hih (@, €) := limsup - log skt(p,&,m).
n—oo

The topological entropy hiy () of ¢ is defined to be
hicr () = sup hicy (¢, €).
e>0
Denoting by rxr(¢,e,n) the smallest cardinality of an (e, n)gr-spanning set
for ¢, we take
1
hir (¢, €) := limsup - log rkr (e, &,n).

n—oo
The topological entropy hir (@) of ¢ is defined to be

span

hi?%n(‘P) = Sli%’ hgr (800,007 £).
I3

Remark 3. Although the multivalued maps under consideration in [27] were
defined to be u.s.c. with closed values, we have shown in [§] that the maps can
be quite arbitrary and since hip(¢) = higp (@), we can put

hir (@) := hr(p) = hgr' (@)
Lemma 4 (cf. [27, Theorem 4.2] and [8, Remark 3.5]). Let ¢ : X — X be a
multivalued map on a compact metric space X and assume that ¢ possesses a

single-valued continuous selection f C ¢, i.e. f(x) € o(x), for every x € X.
Then the inequality

(3) h(f) == hxr(f) < hxr(p)

holds for the topological entropy hxr in the sense of Definition[7 (see also Re-
mark[3).

Lemma 5. The inequality

(4) hy(p) < hxr(p)

holds for any multivalued l.s.c. map ¢ : X — K(X) on a compact metric space
X.
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Sketch of the proof. The inequality

hi(p) < haxek(p)

was verified in [6], Theorem 3] for continuous multivalued maps ¢, where haxgk
stands for the Adler-Konheim-McAndrew type entropy defined in [2] [19] for u.s.c.
maps. The continuity was therefore assumed as an intersection of the u.s.c.
requirement in [2] [19] and the l.s.c. requirement in [6].

Since we have shown in [8, Theorem 3.4] that the upper semicontinuity of ¢
in hakgek (@) is superfluous and, especially, that the equality hxr(p) = hakex (@)
holds for arbitrary multivalued maps, we can restrict ourselves just to l.s.c. maps.

O

Definition 8. Let (X,d) be a compact metric space and ¢ : X — X be a
multivalued map. For n € N, we define the pseudometric

dMM (g ) = inf max p(Z;,v:), =,y € X,
no (@) ZE€O0rby, (¢,2),5€01bn (0,y) ogign—lp( vi) Y
where T = (Zo,...,Tn-1), ¥ = (Jo,---,Yn—1) and x = To, Yy = Yo.

We call S C X an (g,n)cmm-separated set for o if it is a (dSMM, g)-separated
subset, i.e. if dASMM(z,y) > € holds for every pair of distinct points z,y € S.

We call R C X an (g,n)cmu-spanning set for ¢ if it is a (dSMM ¢)-spanning
subset in X, i.e. if for every y € X there is z € R such that dSMM(z,y) < e.

Definition 9 (cf. [I5]). Let (X, d) be a compact metric space and ¢ : X — X
be a multivalued map. Denoting by scym(p, €, 1) the largest cardinality of an
(e, n)cmm-separated set for ¢, we take

Se . 1
hClS[M(@v 5) = hm_;SUP n log SCMM(% €, n)

The topological entropy hiyn (@) of ¢ is defined to be
heana () = sup han (9, €).-
e>0

Denoting by rcym(, €,n) the smallest cardinality of an (&, n)cymy-spanning
set for ¢, we take
hspan

. 1
CMM(% 5) := lim sup o log TCMM(% g, n)
n—oo

span

The topological entropy hiy(¢) of ¢ is defined to be
hicna() = sup hcing (¢, €)-
Lemma 6 (cf. [15, Theorem 3.5]). The inequality
(5) hen () < heam (@)
holds for any multivalued map ¢ : X — X on a compact metric space X .
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Lemma 7 (cf. [15, Theorem 3.5]). Let ¢ : X — X be a multivalued map on a
compact metric space X and assume that ¢ possesses a single-valued continuous
selection f C o, i.e. f(x) € o(x), for every x € X. Then the inequalities

6)  henm(®) < A(f) = hep(f) and héyn(p) < h(F) == A (f)

hold for the topological entropies hgang and hgnpny n the sense of Definition [9.

3. THEOREMS OF VIVAS AND SIRVENT AND THEIR CRITICAL ANALYSIS
The first theorem, called in [33] a “half variational principle” reads as follows.

Theorem 1 (cf. [33] Theorem 3.2]). Let ¢ : X — K(X) be a multivalued map
on a compact metric space X. Then the inequality

(7) hxr(p) > sup  hu(p)
HEM(p)

holds for the topological entropies h,(¢) and hxr(p) of ¢ in the sense of Defi-
nitions [3 and[7 (see Remark[3), where My(p) stands for the set of p-invariant
measures.

Our critical analysis can be expressed, besides other things, in the following
two points.

(1) We will show by the counter-example that the central inequality at condi-
tion (10) in its proof in [33, Theorem 3.2] is false, namely that the inequality

(8) log card(P)) < log card(/3,)

does not hold, where P/ was defined above and ], can be defined quite analo-
gously by means of 8 = {Dy, D1, ..., Dy}, where Dy = X\ Ule D; and D; C P;,
for i = 1,...,k, are compact sets such that D, N D; = 0, for i # j. The proof
presented in [33] tries to emulate the standard proof of variational principle for
single-valued maps (see e.g. [34, Theorem 8.6]), where the compact sets D, are

chosen to be close to A; (with respect to measure p), for ¢ = 1,..., k. The
problem is that the compact sets D; in [33] are just arbitrary subsets of A;,
1 =1,...,k, without the required closedness.

Example 1. Consider the (continuous) tent map f : [0,1] — [0, 1], where

r+ 1 forxel0,3],
f(z) = 5 ! [12]
3 —x, forx € (5,1

Taking

1,1

P = 750 = {P1>P2} = {[0’ §]> (5’ 1]}’

5 = BO = {D0>D1>D2} = {(O> 1)a {0}7 {1}}a
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(observe that Dy C Py, Dy C P, and Dy N Dy = (), we get

- 1 3 13
Pl - {[07 Z] U [Z? 1]7 (Zu Z)}u
I D. _ 1 1 1 1 § §
732 - PO V Pl - {(07 4]7 (47 2]7 (27 4)7 [47 1]}7
where card(Pj) = 4.
On the other hand,

Bl = {[0’ ]‘]}a
ﬁé = BO \ Bl = BO = {(07 1)a {0}7 {1}}a

where card(f}) = 3.
Hence, card(P}) > card(/3}), which disproves (§), as claimed.

In order to avoid the wrong condition (), we will proceed in an alternative
way under an additional restriction imposed on a multivalued l.s.c. map, see
[@). Let us note that the same restrictive conditions have been used in another
context in [33] Proposition 1].

(ii) Another gap in the proof of [33] Theorem 3.2] can be detected in the
following argument preceding deduction of [33], inequality (11)]: Let N(U,,) be
the minimal cardinality of a subcover of U,. Since each element of U, is the
union of at most 2" elements of B, it follows that card 5, < 2"N(U,), so that
log card 8, < nlog2 + log N(U,,).

Since the mapping under consideration is a general multivalued map with
closed values, U,, are not necessarily open covers (see also Remark [0 below), and
N(U,,) may be an infinite cardinal. Even if we assume its finiteness, one cannot
agree with the quoted reasoning, because the elements of 3, need not be pairwise
disjoint (in contrast to the single-valued case). Therefore, the cardinality of 5,
cannot be bounded from above by 2"N(,).

In the sequel, we will avoid the usage of the wrong argument by the application
of Lemma [l

Although the proof of the following theorem employs the arguments of an
elegant proof of single valued variational principle due to Misiuriewicz (see [30]),
it must have been furnished with some new ideas.

Theorem 2. Let ¢ : X —o X be an l.s.c. multivalued map on a compact metric
space X and let p € My(p) satisfy

(9) (7' (A) = u(A) and p(e'(A) NN (B)) = plei' (AN B)),
for all A, B € B. Then
(10) hu(e) < hy(p)
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holds for the topological entropies h,(y¢) and hy(p) of ¢ in the sense of Defini-
tions[3 and[4)

Proof. Let P = {Py, Py, ..., P} be a finite ordered measurable partition of X.
Choose € > 0 so that ¢ < m. Since p is regular, there exist compact sets
D; C P, i=1,...,k, such that u(P; \ D;) < e. Let 8 be the partition § =
{Dqo, Dy, ..., Dy}, where Dy = X \ UY_, D;.

Clearly, (D) < ke, and the conditional entropy of a partition P with respect
to [ satisfies

11 = =3 Y uvge (M0

_ - (Do N )
(1) SN (o)
(12) < u(By)logk < kelogk < 1.

The equality (1) is satisfied, because if i # 0, then 52;_[)’ € {0,1} and

®(0) = (1) = 0. The inequality (I2)) follows from the convexity of ®.
We define an open cover U = {Do U Dy,..., Dy U Dr}. Now, for n > 1,

according to Lemma [I]
n—1 ~ n—1 ~
H,(\/ 8;) <logNz(\/ 5,).
i=0 =0

If U € V) ¢ (U), then (see e.g. [25, Proposition 1.2.2]),

n—1 n—1
U= ﬂ Qpli(DO U Dji) = m (QO-T-Z(DO) U QO-T-Z(DM)) )
=0 =0

where j; € {1,...,k},i€{0,...,n— 1}

It follows that each element of \/Z - ©.'(U) can be written as a union of 2"
sets of \/7—) ¢7'(8). Each set of /7~ ¢, (B) contains a set of \/'~J f; and the
difference of these two corresponding sets has p-measure zero. Justification of
this observation requires a simple and straightforward computation which has
been done in the proof of [33 Proposition 1].

Moreover, the sets of \/]_, ' 3. are pairwise disjoint. We prove that

NAVESEE AV )
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n—1

Assume the contrary. Then there is U € \/I_, ¢;"(U) containing more than 2"
elements of \/Z:O1 B; with a positive measure. This is impossible, because U is a

. -1 5 . ..
union of at most 2" elements of \/\_ §; with a positive y-measure and a set of
[-Ieasure zero.

Therefore,

n—1 n—1 n—1
Hy(\/ ) <1og2"N(\/ 97 @) = log(\/ ¢7'W)) + nlog2,
=0 =0 =0

n—1

. 1 .
(13)  hu(p, P) < hulip, B) + Hu(PIB) = limsup = H,(\/ 5) + Hy(PI)
1 n—1
< limsup ~ log(\/ ¢7'(U)) +log2+1 = hi(p,U) +log2 + 1
n—o0 i=0

< hy(p) +log2 + 1.

The crucial inequality (I3) was proved as in [33] condition (6)], under the
assumptions (9.

Finally, taking the supremum over all finite ordered measurable partitions P
we obtain

(14) hu(p) < hi(p) +1log2 + 1.

We intend to apply (I4) for ¢" : X — X, where n € N. We need to verify
the assumptions. Firstly, the multivalued map ¢" is ls.c., for all n € N, by [25]
Proposition 1.2.56]. Secondly, the condition (@) for ¢™, n € N, can be proved by
the mathematical induction. Thus, u € M;(¢") and

hu(¢") < hy(9") +log2 + 1.
By [33] Theorem 3.1] and Lemma [2] we obtain
n-hu(e) < hu(9") < hi(@") +log2+1<n-hi(p)+log2+1,

log2 +1
hu(p) < hy () + —2= 1=

For n tending to infinity, we arrive at the desired inequality (I0). O]
Remark 4. Since u(p7'(A)) > u(A) holds by Definition B o' (A) N ;' (B) D
¢ (AN B) in general by e.g. [25, Proposition 1.2.2], and subsequently

uei (A) N (B)) = ulpi (AN B))
we can rewrite ([9) without any loss of generality into
(i (A) < p(A) and p(p'(A) N (B) < p(ei (AN B)),
for all A, B € B.
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The inequality (7)) in Theorem [I] can be then easily improved, under the addi-
tional conditions in Theorem 2 in the following way.

Corollary 1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [3, where p : X — K(X), the
inequalities

hkr(p) = hi(p) 2 hu(e)
hold, where hxt(p) denotes the topological entropy of ¢ in the sense of Defini-
tion[7 (see Remark[3).

Proof. The conclusion follows directly from Theorem B by means of () in
Lemma [Gl O

Another extension of Theorem [2 reads as follows.

Corollary 2. Under the assumptions of Theorem [2, where ¢ : X — K(X) is
additionally continuous, the relations
sup  h, (") = h(e") = hi () = hu(e)
veMi(p*)
are satisfied for the topological entropy h(yp*) := hy(v*) and the metric entropy
h,(©*), v € My(p*), of the single-valued continuous hypermap ¢* : K(X) —
K(X), where p*(A) == J,c4 ¢(x), on a compact hyperspace K(X) endowed with
the Hausdorff metric d%, i.e.
d"(A, B) := max{sup(inf d(a, b), sup(inf d(a,b)))},

acA bEB beB a€A

for A, B € K(X).

Proof. The conclusion follows directly from Theorem 2l by means of [6, Theorem
7] and the standard variational principle for single-valued continuous maps in
[22, 130, [34]. O

Remark 5. Because of the guaranteed existence of an invariant measure p €
M (p) discussed in Section 2] the multivalued maps ¢ : X — K(X) in Theorem 2]
and its Corollaries[I], PIneed not have convex values and need not be considered in
a Banach space, provided they are, for instance, continuous on a compact metric
space X. Let us note that, in Theorem [, the authors have assumed neither
the upper semicontinuity of maps ¢ nor the convexity of their values for the
existence of invariant measures. In fact, they defined incorrectly the closed maps
as closed-valued maps, but not as those having a closed graph on a compact set,
i.e. not as u.s.c. maps. Of course, both above conditions are sufficient, but not
necessary. In other words, the existence of invariant measures p© € Mj(p) in
Theorem 2 and its Corollaries [Tl Bl can be supposed explicitly just for l.s.c. maps
¢ : X — K(X) on a compact metric space X or one can assume that ¢ possesses
a single-valued continuous selection f C .
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The second problematic theorem concerns the lower estimate of metric entropy.

Theorem 3 (cf. [33, Theorem 3.7]). Let ¢ : X — K(X) be an l.s.c. multivalued
map on a compact metric space X. If h,(v) > h,(f) holds for every single-
valued continuous selection f C ¢ of ¢ and every f-invariant measure p, then
the inequality
(15) sup N, () > (@)

pEM1(p)
is satisfied for the entropies h, () and hiyn (@) of ¢ in the sense of Definitions[3
and [, where M(p) stands for the set of p-invariant measures.

The proof of Theorem [3 was based, besides other things, on the following
lemma.

Lemma 8 (cf. [33, Lemma 3.6]). Every ls.c. multivalued map ¢ : X — K(X)
on a compact metric space X admits a single-valued continuous selection f C ¢
of p, i.e. f(x) € p(x), for every x € X.

Lemma [§ is evidently false (even for continuous multivalued maps), as docu-
mented by the following example.

Example 2 (cf. [9) Example 2.10] and [25, Example 1.4.4]). Let D = {z € R?:
|z||* = 2% + 23 < 1} be the closed unit disc in R? and S = 9D its boundary.
Let ¢ : D — K(R?)be defined as

{ SN\ {y € R2: |ly — z||y|| || < |l«||}, for = #0,

ola) = St for z = 0.

Then ¢ is L.s.c. (even continuous) on D, but does not admit any continuous
selection, because if it exists, then & would be its fixed point (by the Brower
fixed point theorem) such that # = f(2) € ¢(2) C S' and & # 0. Hence,
|z — z||Z]| || > ||Z|| = 1, a contradiction.

As pointed out in [9, p. 14], apart from the required convexity, the assertion
of the Michael selection theorem (see Proposition [I) becomes false without the
closedness assumption on the images ¢(z), or without the completeness assump-
tion on the normed space Y in Proposition[Il On the other hand, in some special
Banach spaces Y, the convexity of values of ¢(x) can be replaced by their de-
composability in the sense of Rockafellar (see e.g. [21]). Therefore, for another
sufficient condition for the existence of a single-valued continuous selection f C ¢
of an l.s.c. map ¢ : X — K(X) on a compact subset of the same special Banach
spaces, it is enough that ¢ has decomposable values.

Correcting the proof of Theorem [3] by means of Proposition [, instead of the
wrong Lemma [, the obtained statement can be formulated in the form of the
following proposition.
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Proposition 2. Let ¢ : X — K(X) be a convex-valued l.s.c. multivalued map
on a compact subset X of a Banach space. If h, (@) > h,(f) is satisfied for every
single-valued continuous selection f C ¢ of ¢ and every f-invariant measure p,

then (cf. (15))

sup  hu(p) > hen(®) = heama(#),
pHEM ()

and

sup N, (9) > hy ()
HEM; (p)

hold for the entropies h,(¢), hi (), honm (@) and hixn () of ¢ in the sense of
Definitions (3, [f] and[9, respectively.

Proof. By the standard variational principle for single-valued continuous maps
(see e.g. [30], [34]), we have

sup hyu(f) = h(f),

pEM1(f)

for every single-valued continuous selection f C ¢ of ¢, whose existence if guar-
anteed by Proposition [l
Furthermore, in view of () in Lemmal@], (@) in Lemma[7 and (2) in Lemma 3]

h(f) 2 hepna () = hdna (),
and
h(f) = hy(p).
Thus, by virtue of the hypothesis

hu(‘P) > hu(f),

we arrive in the end at
sup  hu(p) > sup  hu(f) = h(f) > hegm(e) > Rdxm (),
HEM 1 () HEM(S)

sup  hu(p) > sup h,(f) = h(f) = he(p),
HEM 1 () HEM1(S)

which completes the proof. O
Replacing the assumed inequality by the reverse one, we can also give by

analogous arguments the following proposition, related rather to Theorem [I] (cf.
(@) than Theorem [3]

Proposition 3. Let ¢ : X — K(X) be a convez-valued l.s.c. multivalued map
on a compact subset X of a Banach space. If h,(¢) < h,(f) is satisfied for every
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single-valued continuous selection f C ¢ of ¢ and every f-invariant measure p,
then (cf. (15))

sup hu() < hir(e),
peEMi(p)
holds for the entropies h, () and hxr(p) of ¢ in the sense of Definitions[3 and[7
(see Remark[3).

Proof. By the well known inequality for single-valued continuous maps (see e.g.
[23]), we have

sup R, (f) < h(f),
peEMi(f)

for every single-valued continuous selection f C ¢ of ¢, whose existence if guar-
anteed by Proposition [
Furthermore, in view of (3]) in Lemma [,

h(f) < hxr(p).
Thus, by virtue of the hypothesis

hu() < hu(f),
we arrive finally at

sup  hu(p) < sup Ry (f) < R(f) < hrr(p),
REM1(p) pneEM1(f)

which completes the proof.
O

Remark 6. Since the supposed inequalities in Propositions 2] and [3] are quite
implicit and non-effective, we decided to fomulate the obtained results rather in
the form of propositions than theorems as in [33].

4. FULL-VARIATIONAL PRINCIPLE

In spite of the restrictions mentioned in Remark [6] we will be finally able to
establish a full variational principle for special multivalued l.s.c. maps. Hence,
summing up the results of Theorem 2] and Proposition 2] we can give immediately
the last theorem.

Theorem 4 (Full variational principle). Let ¢ : X — K(X) be a convex-valued
l.s.c. multivalued map on a compact subset X of a Banach space satisfying con-
ditions (@), for every pn € My(p) and all A, B € B. If h,(p) > h,(f) is still
satisfied for every single-valued continuous selection f C ¢ of ¢ and every f-
invariant measure (i, then the equality

sup  hu(p) = hy(p)
peEMi(p)
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holds for the entropies h,(¢) and hy(p) of ¢ in the sense of Definitions[3 and[{]

Remark 7. In view of Remark [, the l.s.c. maps ¢ : X — K(X) in Theorem [
can be more generally replaced there by their union with single-valued continuous
maps f;: X - X, i=1,...,n,ie by pU (U, fi)-

Remark 8. Theorem M]is nonempty, because it obviously holds for single-valued
continuous functions. It is however a question how “rich” is the class of multival-
ued maps satisfying this variational principle. In any way, in view of Proposition 2]
and Lemma [B], it can be extended into the following relations

hir(p) > hy(p) = sup  hu(e) > hgym(®) = hgam(#)-
HEM; (p)

If ¢ is additionally continuous then, according to Corollary 2, we have also

sup  hy(9") = h(¢") 2 ha(p) = sup  hu(p) = hean(p) = hdana(9)-
vEM; (¢*) peEMi(p)
Since the conditions (@) seem to be extremely restrictive, we will conclude by
the trivial illustrative example, where they are satisfied for a u.s.c. mapping.

Example 3. Consider the u.s.c. map ¢ : [0,1] — K([0, 1]), where

B {0,1}, for z € {0,1},
pla) = { x,for z € (0,1).

One can easily check that the strong invariance condition u(p;'(A)) = ¢(A)
is satisfied, jointly with u(¢3'(A N B)) = u(AN B), i.e. conditions (@), for the
standard Lebesgue measure p on [0, 1] and all the Lebesgue measurable subsets
A, B cC[0,1].

On the other hand, the mapping ¢ under consideration is here neither l.s.c.,
nor continuous, but u.s.c., which is not the case at Theorems 21 and [ (cf. also
Remark [7). The same is true for another u.s.c. mapping, satisfying conditions
(@), which was constructed in [33, Example 2.5].

Remark 9. In fact, it is also not the case at Theorem [II, despite the fact that
no regularity restrictions have been explicitly imposed there on ¢ : X — K(X)
(cf. Remark []). Even if the authors of Theorem [I] would have misunderstood by
closed-valued maps the u.s.c. ones, they required in the proof of Theorem [I] an
openness of the covers U,, n € N, where Y = {DyU Dy, ..., Dy U Dy} and

n—1
Un:{ﬂapf(Ui):Uieu,izo,...,n—l}.
1=0

This is possible only when ¢ is L.s.c. (see Definition [Il). Therefore, their maps ¢
are in Theorem [ de facto continuous.



18

[1]

8]
[9]
[10]

[11]

[15]

[16]

[17]
18]

[19]

J. ANDRES AND P. LUDVIK

REFERENCES

R. L. ADLER, A. G. KONHEIM, AND M. H. MCANDREW, Topological entropy, Trans.
Amer. Math. Soc., 114 (1965), pp. 309-319.

L. AwviN AND J. P. KELLY, Topological entropy of Markov set-valued functions, Ergodic
Theory Dynam. Systems, 41 (2021), pp. 321-337.

J. ANDRES, Chaos for multivalued maps and induced hyperspace maps, Chaos, Solitons &
Fractals, 138 (2020), pp. 109898, 8.

J. ANDRES AND J. FISER, Metric and topological multivalued fractals, Internat. J. Bifur.
Chaos Appl. Sci. Engrg., 14 (2004), pp. 1277-1289.

J. ANDRES AND L. GORNIEWICZ, Topological fized point principles for boundary value
problems, vol. 1 of Topological Fixed Point Theory and Its Applications, Kluwer Academic
Publishers, Dordrecht, 2003.

J. ANDRES AND P. Lupvik, Topological entropy of multivalued maps in topological spaces
and hyperspaces, Chaos, Solitons & Fractals, 160 (2022), pp. Paper No. 112287, 11.
——, Parametric topological entropy of families of multivalued maps in topological spaces
and induced hyperspace maps, Commun. Nonlinear Sci. Numer. Simul., 125 (2023), pp. Pa-
per No. 107395, 16.

———, Parametric topological entropy on orbits of arbitrary multivalued maps in compact
Hausdorff spaces, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 540 (2024), p. Paper No. 128588.

J. ApPELL, E. DE PASCALE, N. H. THAI, AND P. P. ZABREIKO, Multi-valued superpo-
sitions, Dissertationes Math. (Rozprawy Mat.), 345 (1995), p. 97.

F. BALIBREA, On the origin and development of some notions of entropy, Topol. Algebra
Appl., 3 (2015), pp. 57-74.

——, On problems of topological dynamics in non-autonomous discrete systems, Appl.
Math. Nonlinear Sci., 1 (2016), pp. 391-403.

F. BALIBREA, On notions of entropy in physics and mathematics, in Research trends and
challenges in physical science, T. George, ed., vol. 7, B.P. International, 2022, pp. 92-111.
R. BOWEN, Entropy for group endomorphisms and homogeneous spaces, Trans. Amer.
Math. Soc., 153 (1971), pp. 401-414.

D. CARRASCO-OLIVERA, R. METZGER, AND C. A. MORALES, Logarithmic expansion,
entropy, and dimension for set-valued maps, in Optimal control (Russian), vol. 178 of Ttogi
Nauki Tekh. Ser. Sovrem. Mat. Prilozh. Temat. Obz., Vseross. Inst. Nauchn. i Tekhn.
Inform. (VINITI), Moscow, 2020, pp. 31-40. Translation in J. Math. Sci. 276 (2023), no.
2, 227-236.

D. CARRASCO-OLIVERA, R. METZGER ALVAN, AND C. A. MORALES R0JAS, Topological
entropy for set-valued maps, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. Ser. B, 20 (2015), pp. 3461-3474.
W. CORDEIRO AND M. J. Pacirico, Continuum-wise expansiveness and specification for
set-valued functions and topological entropy, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 144 (2016), pp. 4261—
4271.

E. I. DINABURG, A connection between various entropy characterizations of dynamical
systems, Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat., 35 (1971), pp. 324-366.

T. DOWNAROWICZ, Positive topological entropy implies chaos DC2, Proc. Amer. Math.
Soc., 142 (2014), pp. 137-149.

G. ERCEG AND J. KENNEDY, Topological entropy on closed sets in [0, 1]2, Topology Appl.,
246 (2018), pp. 106-136.



NOTE ON THE METRIC ENTROPY FOR MULTIVALUED MAPS 19

[20] W. FREEDEN, ed., Frontiers in entropy across the disciplines—panorama of entropy: the-

ory, computation, and applications, vol. 4 of Contemporary Mathematics and Its Applica-
tions: Monographs, Expositions and Lecture Notes, World Scientific Publishing Co. Pte.
Ltd., Hackensack, NJ, [2023] (©)2023.

[21] A. FRYSZKOWSKI, Fized point theory for decomposable sets, vol. 2 of Topological Fixed

Point Theory and Its Applications, Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht, 2004.

[22] T. N. T. GOODMAN, Relating topological entropy and measure entropy, Bull. London

Math. Soc., 3 (1971), pp. 176-180.

[23] L. W. GOODWYN, Topological entropy bounds measure-theoretic entropy, Proc. Amer.

Math. Soc., 23 (1969), pp. 679-688.

[24] ——, Comparing topological entropy with measure-theoretic entropy, Amer. J. Math., 94

(1972), pp. 366-388.

[25] S. HU AND N. S. PAPAGEORGIOU, Handbook of multivalued analysis. Vol. I, vol. 419 of

Mathematics and its Applications, Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht, 1997. Theory.

[26] A. KATOK, Fifty years of entropy in dynamics: 1958-2007, J. Mod. Dyn., 1 (2007),

pp. 545-596.

[27] J. P. KELLY AND T. TENNANT, Topological entropy of set-valued functions, Houston J.

Math., 43 (2017), pp. 263-282.

[28] X. L1, Z. Li, AND Y. ZHANG, Thermodynamic formalism for correspondences.

https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2311.09397, 2024.

[29] M. MALKIN, On continuity of entropy of discontinuous mappings of the interval, Selecta

Mathematica Sovietica, 8 (1989), pp. 131-139.

[30] M. MISIUREWICZ, Horseshoes for mappings of the interval, Bull. Acad. Polon. Sci. Sér.

Sci. Math., 27 (1979), pp. 167-169.

[31] B. E. RAINES AND T. TENNANT, The specification property on a set-valued map and its

inverse limit, Houston J. Math., 44 (2018), pp. 665-677.

[32] E. TARAFDAR, P. WATSON, AND X.-Z. YUAN, Poincare’s recurrence theorems for set-

valued dynamical systems, Appl. Math. Lett., 10 (1997), pp. 37-44.

[33] K. J. Vivas AND V. F. SIRVENT, Metric entropy for set-valued maps, Discrete Contin.

Dyn. Syst. Ser. B, 27 (2022), pp. 6589-6604.

[34] P. WALTERS, An introduction to ergodic theory, vol. 79 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics,

Springer-Verlag, New York-Berlin, 1982.

[35] X. WANG, Y. ZHANG, AND Y. ZHU, On various entropies of set-valued maps, J. Math.

Anal. Appl., 524 (2023), pp. Paper No. 127097, 37.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICAL ANALYSIS AND APPLICATIONS OF MATHEMATICS, FAC-

ULTY OF SCIENCE, PALACKY UNIVERSITY, 17. LISTOPADU 12, 771 46 OLomouc, CzECH
REPUBLIC

Email address: pavel.ludvik@upol.cz



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. Theorems of Vivas and Sirvent and their critical analysis
	4. Full-variational principle
	References

