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NOTE ON THE METRIC ENTROPY FOR MULTIVALUED
MAPS

JAN ANDRES AND PAVEL LUDVÍK

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, 11, 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, 6, 7, 8, 15, 16, 19,
27, 31, 35]), the results for metric entropy are still quite rare (see e.g. [14, 28, 33]).
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 [17] 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 hµ(f) of f , for f -invariant regular probability mea-
sures µ 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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2 J. ANDRES AND P. LUDVÍK

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 [15]. 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. [1]) and
the equivalent Bowen-Dinaburg type definitions (cf. [13, 17]) 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,B, µ) be a measure space, where
B is the Borel σ-algebra of X generated by open subsets of X and µ stands for
a σ-additive measure defined in B. If µ(X) = 1, then it is called a probability
measure.
By a multivalued map ϕ : X ⊸ Y , we mean the one with nonempty values,

i.e. ϕ : X → 2Y \ {∅}. If ϕ has still closed values, then we write ϕ : X → K(Y ),
where K(Y ) := {K ⊂ Y : K is compact}.
The regularity of semicontinuous multivalued maps can be defined by means

of the preimages of ϕ : X ⊸ Y , where

ϕ−1
− (B) := {x ∈ X : ϕ(x) ⊂ B} (“small” preimage of ϕ at B ⊂ Y ),

resp.

ϕ−1
+ (B) := {x ∈ X : ϕ(x) ∩B 6= ∅} (“large” preimage of ϕ at B ⊂ Y ).
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Definition 1. (i) ϕ : X ⊸ Y is said to be upper semicontinuous (u.s.c.) if
ϕ−1
− (B) is open for every open B ⊂ Y , resp. ϕ−1

+ (B) is closed for every
closed B ⊂ Y ;

(ii) ϕ : X ⊸ Y is said to be lower semicontinuous (l.s.c.) if ϕ−1
+ (B) is open

for every open B ⊂ Y , resp. ϕ−1
− (B) is closed for every closed B ⊂ Y ;

(iii) ϕ : X ⊸ Y is said to be continuous if it is both u.s.c. and l.s.c.

Obviously, if ϕ : X → Y is single-valued u.s.c. or l.s.c., then it is continuous.
Moreover, if ϕ : X → K(Y ) is u.s.c. and K ∈ K(X), then

⋃

x∈K ϕ(x) ∈ K(Y )
(see e.g. [5, Proposition I.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 ϕ : X ⊸ Y be an l.s.c. multivalued map with closed convex values. Then
there exists a single-valued continuous selection f ⊂ ϕ of ϕ, i.e. f(x) ∈ ϕ(x),
for every x ∈ X.

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

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

µ(ϕ−1
+ (A)) ≥ µ(A)

holds for every A ∈ B.

It is well known that, under the above assumptions, an invariant probability
measure µ always exists (for u.s.c. maps ϕ on compact sets X , see e.g. [4,
Theorem 8.9.4], and for l.s.c. maps ϕ with convex values on a compact subset X
of a Banach space, see [32, Theorem 2.7]). Let us denote by M1(ϕ) the set of all
ϕ-invariant measures.
By a (measurable) partition P ⊂ 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

Hµ(P) := −
∑

P∈P

µ(P ) logµ(P ) = −
∑

P∈P

Φ(µ(P )),

where Φ : [0,∞) → R is defined as

Φ(x) =

{

x · log x, for x ∈ (0,∞),

0, for x = 0.

For the elementary properties of Φ, see e.g. [34, Theorem 4.2].
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Furthermore, the metric entropy hµ(ϕ,P) of ϕ with respect to µ of a totally
ordered finite partition P = {P1, . . . , Pn} of X is given by

hµ(ϕ,P) := lim sup
n→∞

1

n
Hµ(P

′
n),

where the elements of P ′
n take the form P0 ∩ P1 ∩ . . . ∩ Pn−1, Pk ∈ P̃k, for

k = 0, . . . , n − 1, and P̃k is the refinement of Pk = ϕ−k
+ (P), k ≥ 1, whose

elements are defined as

P̃1,k = ϕ−k
+ (P1), P̃j,k = ϕ−k

+ (Pj) \
⋃

i<j

ϕ−k
+ (Pi), j = 2, . . . , n.

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

P̃0 = P,P ′
k = P̃0 ∨ P̃1 ∨ . . . ∨ P̃k−1 =

k−1
∨

i=0

P̃i, k ≥ 1,

where
∨k−1

i=0 P̃i = {
⋂k−1

i=0 P̃j,i : P̃j,i ∈ P̃i, i = 0, . . . , k − 1, and
⋂k−1

i=0 P̃j,i 6= ∅, j =
1, . . . , n}, k ≥ 1.

Definition 3 (cf. [33, Definition 2.1]). The metric entropy hµ(ϕ) of ϕ : X →
K(X) is given by

hµ(ϕ) := sup
P

hµ(ϕ,P) = sup
P

lim sup
n→∞

1

n
Hµ(

n−1
∨

k=0

P̃k),

where the supremum is taken over all finite totally ordered partitions P of X .

Remark 1. In a single-valued case, Definition 3 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, µ) be a measurable space and P = {A1, . . . , Ak} be a mea-
surable partition of X. Then

Hµ(P) ≤ log NZ(P),

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

Proof. From the definition of the entropy Hµ(P) of the measurable partition P,
we have

Hµ(P) = −
k
∑

i=1

Φ(µ(Ai)).



NOTE ON THE METRIC ENTROPY FOR MULTIVALUED MAPS 5

If NZ(P) = 0, then there is nothing to prove. Assume NZ(P) > 0 and let us
define the set of indices i ∈ {1, . . . , k} with µ(Ai) 6= 0 as I. Then card I = NZ(P).
Since Φ(0) = 0 and Φ is strictly convex on [0,∞), we can write

Hµ(P) = −
∑

i∈I

Φ(µ(Ai)) = −NZ(P)
∑

i∈I

1

NZ(P)
Φ(µ(Ai))

≤ −NZ(P)Φ

(

1

NZ(P)

∑

i∈I

µ(Ai)

)

= −NZ(P)Φ(NZ(P)−1)

= −NZ(P) ·NZ(P)−1 · log(NZ(P)−1) = log NZ(P).

�

It will be convenient to recall several definitions of topological entropy for
multivalued maps given in [3, 6, 7, 8, 15, 27]. We start with the Adler-Konheim-
McAndrew type (cf. [1]) definitions in [3, 6].
Hence, consider the l.s.c. multivalued map ϕ : X ⊸ X on a compact metric

space X . For open covers Aj, j = 0, . . . , n− 1, of X , we define again

n−1
∨

j=0

Aj := {
n−1
⋂

j=0

Aj : Aj ∈ Aj, j = 0, . . . , n− 1, and
n−1
⋂

j=0

Aj 6= ∅}.

Since for open covers A of X we have (cf. [3, 6])

ϕ
−j
+ (A) = {ϕ−j

+ (A) : A ∈ A}, j ≥ 0,

we can put

An
ϕ+

:=

n−1
∨

j=0

ϕ
−j
+ (A) =

n−1
∨

j=0

{ϕ−j
+ (A) : A ∈ A}.

Taking the growth rate of the number of elements in An
ϕ+

by (cf. [6, Lemma
3])

h+(ϕ,A) := lim
n→∞

1

n
log(N(An

ϕ+
)),

where N(An
ϕ+

) is the minimal cardinality of a subcover B ⊂ An
ϕ+

, the topological
entropy h+(ϕ) of ϕ can be defined in the following way.

Definition 4 (cf. [6, Definition 6]). Let ϕ : X ⊸ X be an l.s.c. multivalued
map on a compact metric space X . The topological entropy h+(ϕ) of ϕ is given
by

h+(ϕ) := sup{h+(ϕ,A) : A is an open cover of X}.

Remark 2. Let us note that, unlike to [6, Definition 6], we have defined here
the topological entropy h+ for l.s.c. maps ϕ : X ⊸ 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 ϕ : X ⊸ X be an l.s.c. map.
Then

h+(ϕ
k) ≤ k · h+(ϕ),(1)

for any k ∈ N.

Proof. Let k ∈ N and A be an open cover of X . Then

A ∨ (ϕk)−1
+ (A) ∨ . . . ∨ (ϕk)−n+1

+ (A) ≺ A ∨ ϕ−1
+ (A) ∨ . . . ∨ ϕ−nk+1

+ (A),

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

h+(ϕ) ≥ h+(ϕ,A) = lim
n→∞

1

nk
logN(A ∨ ϕ−1

+ (A) ∨ . . . ∨ ϕ−nk+1
+ (A))

≥
1

k
lim
n→∞

1

n
logN(A ∨ (ϕk)−1

+ (A) ∨ . . . ∨ (ϕk)−n+1
+ (A))

=
1

k
h+(ϕ

k,A).

Passing to the supremum over all open covers A, we obtain (1).
�

Lemma 3 (cf. [6, Proposition 7]). Let ϕ : X → K(X) be an l.s.c. multivalued
map on a compact metric space X and assume that ϕ possesses a single-valued
continuous selection f ⊂ ϕ, i.e. f(x) ∈ ϕ(x), for every x ∈ X. Then the
inequality

h+(ϕ) ≤ h(f) := h+(f)(2)

holds for the topological entropy h+ in the sense of Definition 4.

Now, we will recall the Bowen-Dinaburg type definitions from [27] and [15].
For multivalued maps ϕ : X ⊸ X , we will consider the sets of n-orbits of ϕ as

follows:

Orb1(ϕ) := X,

Orbn(ϕ) := {(x0, . . . , xn−1) ∈ Xn : xi+1 ∈ ϕ(xi), i = 0, . . . , n− 2}, n ≥ 2.

Definition 5. Let X = (X, d) be a metric space and ε > 0. A set S ⊂ X is
called ε-separated if d(x, y) > ε holds for every pair of distinct points x, y ∈ S.
A set R ⊂ X is called ε-spanning in Y ⊂ X if, for every y ∈ Y , there is x ∈ R

such that d(x, y) ≤ ε.
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Definition 6. Let ϕ : X ⊸ X be a multivalued map on a metric space X =
(X, d) and ε > 0. Denoting by dn the metric on Xn defined as

dn((x0, . . . , xn−1), (y0, . . . , yn−1)) := max{d(xi, yi) : i = 0, . . . , n− 1},

we call S ⊂ Orbn(ϕ) an (ε, n)KT-separated set for ϕ if it is an ε-separated subset
of the metric space (Xn, dn). We call R ⊂ Orbn(ϕ) an (ε, n)KT-spanning set for
ϕ if it is an ε-spanning subset in Orbn(ϕ) ⊂ Xn.

Definition 7 (cf. [27]). Let X = (X, d) be a compact metric space and ϕ : X ⊸

X be a multivalued map. Denoting by sKT(ϕ, ε, n) the largest cardinality of an
(ε, n)-separated set for ϕ, we take

h
sep
KT(ϕ, ε) := lim sup

n→∞

1

n
log sKT(ϕ, ε, n).

The topological entropy h
sep
KT(ϕ) of ϕ is defined to be

h
sep
KT(ϕ) := sup

ε>0
h
sep
KT(ϕ, ε).

Denoting by rKT(ϕ, ε, n) the smallest cardinality of an (ε, n)KT-spanning set
for ϕ, we take

h
span
KT (ϕ, ε) := lim sup

n→∞

1

n
log rKT(ϕ, ε, n).

The topological entropy h
span
KT (ϕ) of ϕ is defined to be

h
span
KT (ϕ) := sup

ε>0
h
span
KT (ϕ0,∞, ε).

Remark 3. Although the multivalued maps under consideration in [27] were
defined to be u.s.c. with closed values, we have shown in [8] that the maps can
be quite arbitrary and since h

sep
KT(ϕ) = h

span
KT (ϕ), we can put

hKT(ϕ) := h
sep
KT(ϕ) = h

span
KT (ϕ).

Lemma 4 (cf. [27, Theorem 4.2] and [8, Remark 3.5]). Let ϕ : X ⊸ X be a
multivalued map on a compact metric space X and assume that ϕ possesses a
single-valued continuous selection f ⊂ ϕ, i.e. f(x) ∈ ϕ(x), for every x ∈ X.
Then the inequality

h(f) := hKT(f) ≤ hKT(ϕ)(3)

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

Lemma 5. The inequality

h+(ϕ) ≤ hKT(ϕ)(4)

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

h+(ϕ) ≤ hAKEK(ϕ)

was verified in [6, Theorem 3] for continuous multivalued maps ϕ, where hAKEK

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 ϕ

in hAKEK(ϕ) is superfluous and, especially, that the equality hKT(ϕ) = hAKEK(ϕ)
holds for arbitrary multivalued maps, we can restrict ourselves just to l.s.c. maps.

�

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

dCMM
n (x, y) := inf

x̄∈Orbn(ϕ,x),ȳ∈Orbn(ϕ,y)
max

0≤i≤n−1
p(x̄i, ȳi), x, y ∈ X,

where x̄ = (x̄0, . . . , x̄n−1), ȳ = (ȳ0, . . . , ȳn−1) and x = x̄0, y = ȳ0.
We call S ⊂ X an (ε, n)CMM-separated set for ϕ if it is a (dCMM

n , ε)-separated
subset, i.e. if dCMM

n (x, y) > ε holds for every pair of distinct points x, y ∈ S.
We call R ⊂ X an (ε, n)CMM-spanning set for ϕ if it is a (dCMM

n , ε)-spanning
subset in X , i.e. if for every y ∈ X there is x ∈ R such that dCMM

n (x, y) ≤ ε.

Definition 9 (cf. [15]). Let (X, d) be a compact metric space and ϕ : X ⊸ X

be a multivalued map. Denoting by sCMM(ϕ, ε, n) the largest cardinality of an
(ε, n)CMM-separated set for ϕ, we take

h
sep
CMM(ϕ, ε) := lim sup

n→∞

1

n
log sCMM(ϕ, ε, n).

The topological entropy h
sep
CMM(ϕ) of ϕ is defined to be

h
sep
CMM(ϕ) := sup

ε>0
h
sep
CMM(ϕ, ε).

Denoting by rCMM(ϕ, ε, n) the smallest cardinality of an (ε, n)CMM-spanning
set for ϕ, we take

h
span
CMM(ϕ, ε) := lim sup

n→∞

1

n
log rCMM(ϕ, ε, n).

The topological entropy h
span
CMM(ϕ) of ϕ is defined to be

h
span
CMM(ϕ) := sup

ε>0
h
span
CMM(ϕ, ε).

Lemma 6 (cf. [15, Theorem 3.5]). The inequality

h
span
CMM(ϕ) ≤ h

sep
CMM(ϕ)(5)

holds for any multivalued map ϕ : X ⊸ X on a compact metric space X.
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Lemma 7 (cf. [15, Theorem 3.5]). Let ϕ : X ⊸ X be a multivalued map on a
compact metric space X and assume that ϕ possesses a single-valued continuous
selection f ⊂ ϕ, i.e. f(x) ∈ ϕ(x), for every x ∈ X. Then the inequalities

h
sep
CMM(ϕ) ≤ h(f) := h

sep
CMM(f) and h

span
CMM(ϕ) ≤ h(f) := h

span
CMM(f)(6)

hold for the topological entropies hsep
CMM and h

span
CMM in 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 ϕ : X → K(X) be a multivalued map
on a compact metric space X. Then the inequality

hKT(ϕ) ≥ sup
µ∈M1(ϕ)

hµ(ϕ)(7)

holds for the topological entropies hµ(ϕ) and hKT(ϕ) of ϕ in the sense of Defi-
nitions 3 and 7 (see Remark 3), where M1(ϕ) stands for the set of ϕ-invariant
measures.

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

log card(P ′
n) ≤ log card(β ′

n)(8)

does not hold, where P ′
n was defined above and β ′

n can be defined quite analo-

gously by means of β = {D0, D1, . . . , Dk}, where D0 = X \
⋃k

i=1Di and Di ⊂ Pi,
for i = 1, . . . , k, are compact sets such that Di ∩ Dj = ∅, for i 6= 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 Di are
chosen to be close to Ai (with respect to measure µ), for i = 1, . . . , k. The
problem is that the compact sets Di in [33] are just arbitrary subsets of Ai,
i = 1, . . . , k, without the required closedness.

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

f(x) :=

{

x+ 1
4
, for x ∈ [0, 1

2
],

5
4
− x, for x ∈ (1

2
, 1].

Taking

P = P̃0 = {P1, P2} = {[0,
1

2
], (

1

2
, 1]},

β = β̃0 = {D0, D1, D2} = {(0, 1), {0}, {1}},
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(observe that D1 ⊂ P1, D2 ⊂ P2 and D1 ∩D2 = ∅), we get

P̃1 = {[0,
1

4
] ∪ [

3

4
, 1], (

1

4
,
3

4
)},

P ′
2 = P̃0 ∨ P̃1 = {(0,

1

4
], (

1

4
,
1

2
], (

1

2
,
3

4
), [

3

4
, 1]},

where card(P ′
2) = 4.

On the other hand,

β̃1 = {[0, 1]},

β ′
2 = β̃0 ∨ β̃1 = β̃0 = {(0, 1), {0}, {1}},

where card(β ′
2) = 3.

Hence, card(P ′
2) > card(β ′

2), which disproves (8), as claimed.

In order to avoid the wrong condition (8), we will proceed in an alternative
way under an additional restriction imposed on a multivalued l.s.c. map, see
(9). 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(Un) be
the minimal cardinality of a subcover of Un. Since each element of Un is the
union of at most 2n elements of βn it follows that card βn ≤ 2nN(Un), so that
log card βn ≤ n log 2 + log N(Un).
Since the mapping under consideration is a general multivalued map with

closed values, Un are not necessarily open covers (see also Remark 9 below), and
N(Un) may be an infinite cardinal. Even if we assume its finiteness, one cannot
agree with the quoted reasoning, because the elements of βn need not be pairwise
disjoint (in contrast to the single-valued case). Therefore, the cardinality of βn

cannot be bounded from above by 2nN(Un).
In the sequel, we will avoid the usage of the wrong argument by the application

of Lemma 1.

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 ϕ : X ⊸ X be an l.s.c. multivalued map on a compact metric
space X and let µ ∈ M1(ϕ) satisfy

µ(ϕ−1
+ (A)) = µ(A) and µ(ϕ−1

+ (A) ∩ ϕ−1
+ (B)) = µ(ϕ−1

+ (A ∩B)),(9)

for all A,B ∈ B. Then

hµ(ϕ) ≤ h+(ϕ)(10)
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holds for the topological entropies hµ(ϕ) and h+(ϕ) of ϕ in the sense of Defini-
tions 3 and 4.

Proof. Let P = {P1, P2, . . . , Pk} be a finite ordered measurable partition of X .
Choose ε > 0 so that ε ≤ 1

k log k
. Since µ is regular, there exist compact sets

Di ⊂ Pi, i = 1, . . . , k, such that µ(Pi \ Di) < ε. Let β be the partition β =

{D0, D1, . . . , Dk}, where D0 = X \
⋃k

i=1Di.
Clearly, µ(D0) ≤ kε, and the conditional entropy of a partition P with respect

to β satisfies

Hµ(P|β) = −
k
∑

i=0

k
∑

j=1

µ(Di)Φ

(

µ(Di ∩ Pj)

µ(Di)

)

= −µ(D0)

k
∑

j=1

Φ

(

µ(D0 ∩ Pj)

µ(D0)

)

(11)

≤ µ(B0) log k < kε log k < 1.(12)

The equality (11) is satisfied, because if i 6= 0, then
µ(Pi∩Dj)

µ(Pi)
∈ {0, 1} and

Φ(0) = Φ(1) = 0. The inequality (12) follows from the convexity of Φ.
We define an open cover U = {D0 ∪ D1, . . . , D0 ∪ Dk}. Now, for n ≥ 1,

according to Lemma 1,

Hµ(
n−1
∨

i=0

β̃i) ≤ log NZ(
n−1
∨

i=0

β̃i).

If U ∈
∨n−1

i=0 ϕ−i
+ (U), then (see e.g. [25, Proposition 1.2.2]),

U =
n−1
⋂

i=0

ϕ−i
+ (D0 ∪Dji) =

n−1
⋂

i=0

(

ϕ−i
+ (D0) ∪ ϕ−i

+ (Dji)
)

,

where ji ∈ {1, . . . , k}, i ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}.
It follows that each element of

∨n−1
i=0 ϕ−i

+ (U) can be written as a union of 2n

sets of
∨n−1

i=0 ϕ−i
+ (β). Each set of

∨n−1
i=0 ϕ+(β) contains a set of

∨n−1
i=0 β̃i and the

difference of these two corresponding sets has µ-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
∨n−1

i=0 β̃i are pairwise disjoint. We prove that

NZ(
n−1
∨

i=0

β̃i) ≤ 2nN(
n−1
∨

i=0

ϕ−i
+ (U)).
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Assume the contrary. Then there is U ∈
∨n−1

i=0 ϕ−i
+ (U) containing more than 2n

elements of
∨n−1

i=0 β̃i with a positive measure. This is impossible, because U is a

union of at most 2n elements of
∨n−1

i=0 β̃i with a positive µ-measure and a set of
µ-measure zero.
Therefore,

Hµ(

n−1
∨

i=0

β̃i) ≤ log 2nN(

n−1
∨

i=0

ϕ−i
+ (U)) = log(

n−1
∨

i=0

ϕ−i
+ (U)) + n log 2,

hµ(ϕ,P) ≤ hµ(ϕ, β) +Hµ(P|β) = lim sup
n→∞

1

n
Hµ(

n−1
∨

i=0

β̃i) +Hµ(P|β)(13)

≤ lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log(

n−1
∨

i=0

ϕ−i
+ (U)) + log 2 + 1 = h+(ϕ,U) + log 2 + 1

≤ h+(ϕ) + log 2 + 1.

The crucial inequality (13) was proved as in [33, condition (6)], under the
assumptions (9).
Finally, taking the supremum over all finite ordered measurable partitions P

we obtain

hµ(ϕ) ≤ h+(ϕ) + log 2 + 1.(14)

We intend to apply (14) for ϕn : X ⊸ X , where n ∈ N. We need to verify
the assumptions. Firstly, the multivalued map ϕn is l.s.c., for all n ∈ N, by [25,
Proposition 1.2.56]. Secondly, the condition (9) for ϕn, n ∈ N, can be proved by
the mathematical induction. Thus, µ ∈ M1(ϕ

n) and

hµ(ϕ
n) ≤ h+(ϕ

n) + log 2 + 1.

By [33, Theorem 3.1] and Lemma 2, we obtain

n · hµ(ϕ) ≤ hµ(ϕ
n) ≤ h+(ϕ

n) + log 2 + 1 ≤ n · h+(ϕ) + log 2 + 1,

hµ(ϕ) ≤ h+(ϕ) +
log 2 + 1

n
.

For n tending to infinity, we arrive at the desired inequality (10). �

Remark 4. Since µ(ϕ−1
+ (A)) ≥ µ(A) holds by Definition 2, ϕ−1

+ (A) ∩ ϕ−1
+ (B) ⊃

ϕ−1
+ (A ∩ B) in general by e.g. [25, Proposition 1.2.2], and subsequently

µ(ϕ−1
+ (A) ∩ ϕ−1

+ (B)) ≥ µ(ϕ−1
+ (A ∩B))

we can rewrite (9) without any loss of generality into

µ(ϕ−1
+ (A)) ≤ µ(A) and µ(ϕ−1

+ (A) ∩ ϕ−1
+ (B)) ≤ µ(ϕ−1

+ (A ∩ B)),

for all A,B ∈ B.
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The inequality (7) in Theorem 1 can be then easily improved, under the addi-
tional conditions in Theorem 2, in the following way.

Corollary 1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2, where ϕ : X → K(X), the
inequalities

hKT(ϕ) ≥ h+(ϕ) ≥ hµ(ϕ)

hold, where hKT(ϕ) denotes the topological entropy of ϕ in the sense of Defini-
tion 7 (see Remark 3).

Proof. The conclusion follows directly from Theorem 2, by means of (4) in
Lemma 5. �

Another extension of Theorem 2 reads as follows.

Corollary 2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2, where ϕ : X → K(X) is
additionally continuous, the relations

sup
ν∈M1(ϕ∗)

hν(ϕ
∗) = h(ϕ∗) ≥ h+(ϕ) ≥ hµ(ϕ)

are satisfied for the topological entropy h(ϕ∗) := h+(ϕ
∗) and the metric entropy

hν(ϕ
∗), ν ∈ M1(ϕ

∗), of the single-valued continuous hypermap ϕ∗ : K(X) →
K(X), where ϕ∗(A) :=

⋃

x∈A ϕ(x), on a compact hyperspace K(X) endowed with
the Hausdorff metric dH, i.e.

dH(A,B) := max{sup
a∈A

(inf
b∈B

d(a, b), sup
b∈B

( inf
a∈A

d(a, b)))},

for A,B ∈ K(X).

Proof. The conclusion follows directly from Theorem 2, by means of [6, Theorem
7] and the standard variational principle for single-valued continuous maps in
[22, 30, 34]. �

Remark 5. Because of the guaranteed existence of an invariant measure µ ∈
M1(ϕ) discussed in Section 2, the multivalued maps ϕ : X → K(X) in Theorem 2
and its Corollaries 1, 2 need 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 1, the authors have assumed neither
the upper semicontinuity of maps ϕ 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 µ ∈ M1(ϕ) in
Theorem 2 and its Corollaries 1, 2 can be supposed explicitly just for l.s.c. maps
ϕ : X → K(X) on a compact metric space X or one can assume that ϕ possesses
a single-valued continuous selection f ⊂ ϕ.
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The second problematic theorem concerns the lower estimate of metric entropy.

Theorem 3 (cf. [33, Theorem 3.7]). Let ϕ : X → K(X) be an l.s.c. multivalued
map on a compact metric space X. If hµ(ϕ) ≥ hµ(f) holds for every single-
valued continuous selection f ⊂ ϕ of ϕ and every f -invariant measure µ, then
the inequality

sup
µ∈M1(ϕ)

hµ(ϕ) ≥ h
sep
CMM(ϕ)(15)

is satisfied for the entropies hµ(ϕ) and h
sep
CMM(ϕ) of ϕ in the sense of Definitions 3

and 9, where M1(ϕ) stands for the set of ϕ-invariant measures.

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

Lemma 8 (cf. [33, Lemma 3.6]). Every l.s.c. multivalued map ϕ : X → K(X)
on a compact metric space X admits a single-valued continuous selection f ⊂ ϕ

of ϕ, i.e. f(x) ∈ ϕ(x), for every x ∈ X.

Lemma 8 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 = {x ∈ R
2 :

‖x‖2 = x2
1 + x2

2 ≤ 1} be the closed unit disc in R
2 and S1 = ∂D its boundary.

Let ϕ : D → K(R2)be defined as

ϕ(x) =

{

S1 \ {y ∈ R
2 : ‖y − x‖y‖−1‖ < ‖x‖}, for x 6= 0,

S1, for x = 0.

Then ϕ is l.s.c. (even continuous) on D, but does not admit any continuous
selection, because if it exists, then x̂ would be its fixed point (by the Brower
fixed point theorem) such that x̂ = f(x̂) ∈ ϕ(x̂) ⊂ S1 and x̂ 6= 0. Hence,
‖x̂− x̂‖x̂‖−1‖ ≥ ‖x̂‖ = 1, a contradiction.

As pointed out in [9, p. 14], apart from the required convexity, the assertion
of the Michael selection theorem (see Proposition 1) becomes false without the
closedness assumption on the images ϕ(x), or without the completeness assump-
tion on the normed space Y in Proposition 1. On the other hand, in some special
Banach spaces Y , the convexity of values of ϕ(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 ⊂ ϕ

of an l.s.c. map ϕ : X → K(X) on a compact subset of the same special Banach
spaces, it is enough that ϕ has decomposable values.
Correcting the proof of Theorem 3 by means of Proposition 1, instead of the

wrong Lemma 8, the obtained statement can be formulated in the form of the
following proposition.
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Proposition 2. Let ϕ : X → K(X) be a convex-valued l.s.c. multivalued map
on a compact subset X of a Banach space. If hµ(ϕ) ≥ hµ(f) is satisfied for every
single-valued continuous selection f ⊂ ϕ of ϕ and every f -invariant measure µ,
then (cf. (15))

sup
µ∈M1(ϕ)

hµ(ϕ) ≥ h
sep
CMM(ϕ) ≥ h

span
CMM(ϕ),

and

sup
µ∈M1(ϕ)

hµ(ϕ) ≥ h+(ϕ)

hold for the entropies hµ(ϕ), h+(ϕ), h
sep
CMM(ϕ) and h

span
CMM(ϕ) of ϕ in the sense of

Definitions 3, 4 and 9, respectively.

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

sup
µ∈M1(f)

hµ(f) = h(f),

for every single-valued continuous selection f ⊂ ϕ of ϕ, whose existence if guar-
anteed by Proposition 1.
Furthermore, in view of (5) in Lemma 6, (6) in Lemma 7, and (2) in Lemma 3,

h(f) ≥ h
sep
CMM(ϕ) ≥ h

span
CMM(ϕ),

and

h(f) ≥ h+(ϕ).

Thus, by virtue of the hypothesis

hµ(ϕ) ≥ hµ(f),

we arrive in the end at

sup
µ∈M1(ϕ)

hµ(ϕ) ≥ sup
µ∈M1(f)

hµ(f) = h(f) ≥ h
sep
CMM(ϕ) ≥ h

span
CMM(ϕ),

sup
µ∈M1(ϕ)

hµ(ϕ) ≥ sup
µ∈M1(f)

hµ(f) = h(f) ≥ h+(ϕ),

which completes the proof. �

Replacing the assumed inequality by the reverse one, we can also give by
analogous arguments the following proposition, related rather to Theorem 1 (cf.
(7)) than Theorem 3.

Proposition 3. Let ϕ : X → K(X) be a convex-valued l.s.c. multivalued map
on a compact subset X of a Banach space. If hµ(ϕ) ≤ hµ(f) is satisfied for every
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single-valued continuous selection f ⊂ ϕ of ϕ and every f -invariant measure µ,
then (cf. (15))

sup
µ∈M1(ϕ)

hµ(ϕ) ≤ hKT(ϕ),

holds for the entropies hµ(ϕ) and hKT(ϕ) of ϕ 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
µ∈M1(f)

hµ(f) ≤ h(f),

for every single-valued continuous selection f ⊂ ϕ of ϕ, whose existence if guar-
anteed by Proposition 1.
Furthermore, in view of (3) in Lemma 4,

h(f) ≤ hKT(ϕ).

Thus, by virtue of the hypothesis

hµ(ϕ) ≤ hµ(f),

we arrive finally at

sup
µ∈M1(ϕ)

hµ(ϕ) ≤ sup
µ∈M1(f)

hµ(f) ≤ h(f) ≤ hKT(ϕ),

which completes the proof.
�

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 ϕ : X → K(X) be a convex-valued
l.s.c. multivalued map on a compact subset X of a Banach space satisfying con-
ditions (9), for every µ ∈ M1(ϕ) and all A,B ∈ B. If hµ(ϕ) ≥ hµ(f) is still
satisfied for every single-valued continuous selection f ⊂ ϕ of ϕ and every f -
invariant measure µ, then the equality

sup
µ∈M1(ϕ)

hµ(ϕ) = h+(ϕ)
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holds for the entropies hµ(ϕ) and h+(ϕ) of ϕ in the sense of Definitions 3 and 4.

Remark 7. In view of Remark 5, the l.s.c. maps ϕ : X → K(X) in Theorem 4
can be more generally replaced there by their union with single-valued continuous
maps fi : X → X , i = 1, . . . , n, i.e. by ϕ ∪ (

⋃n
i=1 fi).

Remark 8. Theorem 4 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 5, it can be extended into the following relations

hKT(ϕ) ≥ h+(ϕ) = sup
µ∈M1(ϕ)

hµ(ϕ) ≥ h
sep
CMM(ϕ) ≥ h

span
CMM(ϕ).

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

sup
ν∈M1(ϕ∗)

hν(ϕ
∗) = h(ϕ∗) ≥ h+(ϕ) = sup

µ∈M1(ϕ)

hµ(ϕ) ≥ h
sep
CMM(ϕ) ≥ h

span
CMM(ϕ).

Since the conditions (9) 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 ϕ : [0, 1] → K([0, 1]), where

ϕ(x) =

{

{0, 1}, for x ∈ {0, 1},

x, for x ∈ (0, 1).

One can easily check that the strong invariance condition µ(ϕ−1
+ (A)) = ϕ(A)

is satisfied, jointly with µ(ϕ−1
+ (A ∩ B)) = µ(A ∩ B), i.e. conditions (9), for the

standard Lebesgue measure µ on [0, 1] and all the Lebesgue measurable subsets
A,B ⊂ [0, 1].
On the other hand, the mapping ϕ under consideration is here neither l.s.c.,

nor continuous, but u.s.c., which is not the case at Theorems 2 and 4 (cf. also
Remark 7). The same is true for another u.s.c. mapping, satisfying conditions
(9), which was constructed in [33, Example 2.5].

Remark 9. In fact, it is also not the case at Theorem 1, despite the fact that
no regularity restrictions have been explicitly imposed there on ϕ : X → K(X)
(cf. Remark 5). Even if the authors of Theorem 1 would have misunderstood by
closed-valued maps the u.s.c. ones, they required in the proof of Theorem 1 an
openness of the covers Un, n ∈ N, where U = {D0 ∪D1, . . . , D0 ∪Dk} and

Un =

{

n−1
⋂

i=0

ϕ−i
+ (Ui) : Ui ∈ U , i = 0, . . . , n− 1

}

.

This is possible only when ϕ is l.s.c. (see Definition 1). Therefore, their maps ϕ
are in Theorem 1 de facto continuous.
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