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PARAMETRIC TOPOLOGICAL ENTROPY OF POSSIBLY
DISCONTINUOUS MAPS IN COMPACT HAUSDORFF SPACES
AND HYPERSPACES

JAN ANDRES AND PAVEL LUDVIK

ABSTRACT. We will consider various definitions of topological entropy for
multivalued nonautonomous dynamical systems in compact Hausdorff spaces.
Some of them can deal with arbitrary multivalued maps, i.e. when no re-
strictions are imposed on them. For upper semicontinuous multivalued maps,
we still investigate especially their relationship to the parametric topological
entropy of the induced (possibly discontinuous) dynamical systems in hyper-
spaces. A comparison of various sorts of definitions can allow us, rather than
direct calculations, to make easier the entropy estimates. Several illustrative
examples are supplied.

1. INTRODUCTION

The classical topological entropy is an important topological invariant which
measures the complexity of dynamical systems behaviour. The single-valued
maps under consideration in its standard definitions are at least continuous (cf.
[T, 111, 16, 19, 27]). The extensions to multivalued maps concern mainly with
upper semicontinuous maps (cf. [2, [3, 5] 6], [15] 17, 25 411, [49]) or less frequently
with lower semicontinuous maps (cf. [3 Bl [6]). Multivalued dynamics play with
this respect an increasing role, especially in economic applications (see e.g. [40,
46|, 48] [47], and the references therein).

On the other hand, as observed e.g. in [23] 28] [32], 34! [35], 37, 38], a less amount
of regularity (like a piece-wise continuity or an almost continuity) can be required
in the related definitions of topological entropy of single-valued maps, or they can
be quite arbitrary (cf. [14} 43]). Since even multivalued maps can be arbitrary
(cf. [7, 13, 43]), the following natural questions arise:
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(i) Are the definitions of topological entropy h(yp) for arbitrary (single-valued
or multivalued) maps ¢ : X — X correct?

(ii) If so, can the possibly discontinuous hypermaps ¢* : K(X) — K(X) in the
hyperspace K(X) := {K C X : K is a nonempty compact subset of X},
which are induced by upper semicontinuous maps ¢ : X — K(X), satisfy
the inequality h(y) < h(e*)?

Let us note that such an inequality was already obtained for single-valued
continuous maps in e.g. [8, 9] 12} [39] 29, B0, 31l 44], and for multivalued maps in
[3, 5, 6]. As far as we know, there are no such results at the absence of continuity.

Since for the calculations and estimates of values of topological entropy of (pos-
sibly arbitrary) multivalued maps and their single-valued selections the mutual
relationship among various sorts of definitions can make the process easier and
more transparent, we will also pay attention to the comparison of definitions.

Hence, our main aim will be to answer at least partly the problems indicated
above, provided X is a compact Hausdorft space and the multivalued dynamical
systems are, more generally than above, nonautonomous. It means that, instead
of a single multivalued map ¢ : X —o X, we would like to consider a sequence
o0 Of multivalued maps ¢; : X — X, j € NU {0}, whose compositions
©n_10...0 g replace the role of the n-th iterates of ¢. Such an entropy will be
called parametric (whence the title).

Our paper is organized as follows. After some technical preliminaries, vari-
ous definitions of topological entropy will be considered for arbitrary multivalued
nonautonomous maps and, separately, for semicontinuous maps. Then possi-
bly discontinuous hypermaps induced by nonautonomous upper semicontinuous
maps will be investigated with respect to the inequality in (ii). For certain sub-
classes of multivalued upper semicontinuous maps, some further definitions of
parametric topological entropy will be still examined for the same goal like those
n [I3]. Some simple illustrative examples and comments will be supplied.

2. PRELIMINARIES

The topological spaces under our consideration will be at least compact Haus-
dorff.

A collection A of subsets of a topological space space (X, 7) is a cover of X if
their union is all of X, i.e. X =[JA. A collection A is an open cover of X if
X = |JA and additionally A C 7. If B C A is also a cover of X, then we say
that the cover A has a subcover B of X.

A topological space (X, 1) is compact if every open cover of X has a finite
subcover. Every compact Hausdorff space is well known to be uniformizable.
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More concretely, every compact Hausdorff space is a complete uniform space
with respect to the unique uniformity compatible with the topology. Thus, all
the properties of uniform spaces can be employed in compact Hausdorff spaces.

Let us therefore recall the basic properties of uniform spaces with their relation
to compact Hausdorff spaces.

Definition 2.1. If P is a family of pseudometrics on a set S and p is a pseudo-
metric on S, then we write p < P, provided

Ve >0dp. € P3) >0V, y € S :p(z,y) < 0= p(x,y) <e.

Definition 2.2. A uniform structure (or a uniformity) on a nonempty set S is
a family U of pseudometrics on S with the properties:

(U1) If po, p1 € U, then max{py,p1} € U.

(U2) If p is a pseudometric on S such that p < U, then p € U.

(U3) If 2,y € S, x # y, then there is p € U such that p(z,y) > 0.
A uniform space X is a nonempty set S (set of points of X) together with a
uniformity on S.

Let U = U(X) denote the uniformity of X (i.e., the family of pseudometrics).
Denoting, for p e, x € X and r > 0,

By(z,r) :={y € X : p(z,y) <r},
the collection of sets By(z,r), where p € U and x € X, r > 0, is a base of a
Hausdorff topology on the set of points of X.
The following generalization of the Lebesgue covering lemma will be useful in
the sequel.

Lemma 2.3 (see [24, Theorem 33, and the paragraph before|). Let (X,U) be a
compact uniform space and A be an open cover of X. Then there exist p € U,
0 > 0 such that, for every x € X, there exists A € A such that

B,(z,6) C A.

For more details concerning the uniform spaces, see e.g. [22] 24] 36].

It will be also convenient to recall some elementary properties of multivalued
maps which will be employed in the sequel. Let ¢ : X —o Y be a multivalued
map and X,Y be topological spaces. All multivalued maps will always have
nonempty values, i.e. ¢ : X — 2%\ {}. If the space Y is compact and all the
values of ¢ are closed, then we can write ¢ : X — KC(Y'), where

K(Y):={ACY :Aisnonempty and compact}.

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

0 HB):={z € X :p(x) C B} (“small” preimage of ¢ at B CY),
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resp.
¢ '(B):={z € X : p(x) N B # 0} (“large” preimage of ¢ at B C Y).

Definition 2.4. (i) ¢ : X — 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;

(i) ¢ : X —o Y is said to be lower semicontinuous (1.s.c.) if p'(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 — VY is single-valued u.s.c. or Ls.c., then it is continuous.

Lemma 2.5 (cf. e.g. [4, Proposition 1.3.20], |20, Corollary 1.2.20]). Let X,Y be
Hausdorff topological spaces and ¢ : X — K(Y) be u.s.c. multivalued. If K is
a compact subset of X, then o(K) is a compact subset of Y, i.e. if K € K(X),

then J,cx () € K(Y).

Proposition 2.6 (cf. [20, Corollary 1.2.22 and Proposition 1.2.33]). A compact
map ¢ : X = K(Y) (i.e. p(X) is contained in a compact subset of Y ) is u.s.c.
multivalued if and only if its graph I'y = {(z,y) € X xY 1y € p(x)} is closed.

Furthermore, if p; : X — Y and ¢y : Y — Z are u.s.c. multivalued (resp.
l.s.c., continuous), then so is their composition ps 0 1 : X — Z (see e.g. [20,
Proposition 1.2.56]).

If, in particular, ¢; : X — K(Y) and ¢ : Y — K(Z) are u.s.c. multivalued
(resp. continuous), then so is g0 : X — K(Z) (see e.g. |4, Proposition 3.21],
[20, Proposition 1.2.56 and Corollary 1.2.20]).

If X is a Hausdorff topological space and Y is a metric space, then ¢ : X —
K(Y) is continuous if and only if it is continuous with respect to the Hausdorff
metric d¥, where

d"(A, B) := max{sup(inf d(a, b), sup(inf d(a,b))},

acA beB beB acA
for A, B € K(Y) (see e.g. [4, Theorem 1.3.64], [20, Corollary 1.2.69]).
Proposition 2.7 ([33]). Let (X,U) be a uniform space and (X, ) be a Hausdorff
topological space, where the topology T is induced by the uniformity U, as indicated

above. Then (KC(X),mv), where 7v stands for a Vietoris topology, is a Hausdorff
topological space induced by the uniformity U™, where

Ut = {p" : p € U is bounded}
and

P (A, B) := max{sup(inf p(a, b)), sup(inf p(a, b))}, A, B K(X), pcU.
acA beB beB a€A



PARAMETRIC TOPOLOGICAL ENTROPY OF POSSIBLY DISCONTINUOUS MAPS 5

Proposition 2.8 (cf. e.g. [26] Theorem 2.3.5]). Let (X, 7) be a topological space.
Then (X, T) is compact Hausdorff if and only if (IC(X), 7v) is compact Hausdorff,
where v stands for a Vietoris topology.

Remark 2.9. Observe that although the single-valued hypermaps ¢*, where
©*(K) := U,ex @(z) for K € (X)), induced by the u.s.c. multivalued maps ¢ :
X — K(Y) in compact uniform (Hausdorff) spaces X, Y, send (in view of Propo-
sitions 2.7 and [Z8)) the values from compact Hausdorff spaces (K(X), 7v(K(X)))
into compact Hausdorff spaces (K(Y), 7v(K(Y))), i.e. ¢*: K(X) — K(Y), they
can be discontinuous.

On the other hand, if the maps ¢ : X — K(Y) are continuous, then so are the
induced hypermaps ¢* : K£(X) — K(Y), by means of the following proposition.
Proposition 2.10 (cf. [, Proposition 5]). Let X = (X, 7(X)), Y = (Y, 7(Y)) be
compact topological spaces and ¢ : X — K(Y) be a continuous multivalued map
with compact values. Then the induced (single-valued) hypermap o* : K(X) —
K(Y), where p*(K) := J,cx ¢(x), for K € K(X), is continuous with respect to
the Vietoris topologies 7v(IC(X)) and 7v(K(Y)).

For compact topological spaces X =Y, we can consider the sets of n-orbits of
¢, namely

Orby(¢) == X,
Orb,(¢) == {(xo,z1,...,2pn_1) € X" 1 2301 € o(24),i=0,1,...,n—2},n > 2.

For a sequence of multivalued maps o o 1= {¢;}52,, we can define the n-orbits
of g oo as

Orby (o,00) 1= X,
Orb,(v0.00) = {(z0, 21, ...y Tp_1) € X"t i1 € @i(x;),i=0,1,...,n—2},n > 2,
and in particular
Orb,, (¢0.00, ) == {(x0, 1, ..., Tn—1) € Orb,(¢o.c0), z0o = x},n € N,
as those starting at x € X.

3. TOPOLOGICAL ENTROPY FOR ARBITRARY MAPS

For the correctness of some definitions of parametric topological entropy for
arbitrary maps in compact Hausdorff spaces, it will be convenient to recall the
one in [7] (cf. the particular cases in [25] 41l [45]), denoted by hkTrr.

Definition 3.1. Let X be a nonempty set, p a pseudometric on X and ¢ > 0. A
set S C X is called (p, €)-separated if p(z,y) > €, for every pair of distinct points
z,y € S. Aset R C X is called (p,e)-spanning in Y C X if, for every y € Y,
there is € R such that p(z,y) <e.
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Definition 3.2. Let X be a nonempty set and ¢ », be a sequence of multivalued
maps ¢; : X — X, j € NU{0}. Let p be a pseudometric on X, e > 0 and n € N.
Let p, be a pseudometric on X" defined as

(1) pu((zos -y Tn1), Yoy - -y Yn—1)) := max{p(x;,y;) : i =0,...,n— 1}.

We call S C Orb,(¢o.) & (p,€,n)kTrr-Separated set for g if it is a (p,, €)-
separated subset. We call R C Orb, (o) a (p, €, n)kTrr-Spanning set for pg o
if it is a (py, €)-spanning subset in Orb,,(¢o.c0)-

Definition 3.3. Let (X,U) be a compact uniform space and g o, be a sequence
of multivalued maps ¢, : X — X, j € NU{0}. Denoting by sxrrr (0,00, s €, 1)
the largest cardinality of a (p, e, n)krrr-separated set for ¢g o, we take

i 1
hi?’l%RT(SOO,OO7 D, 8) = lim sup — log SKTRT(¢0,OO7 D&, n)
n—oo 1

The topological entropy hiher(¢o.00) Of ¥o.c0 is defined to be

hicrrr(Po,00) = SUD  hichgr (0,00, D5 €)-
peU,e>0
Denoting by rkrrr(@o.00, s €, 1) the smallest cardinality of a (p,e,n)krrr-
spanning set for (g, we take
hspan

. 1
KTRT(@O,omPa 5) := lim sup ﬁ log TKTRT(SOO,oo,P, g, ”)
n—oo

The topological entropy hirrr(£o,00) Of 0,00 is defined to be
hspan

KTRT(‘PO,oo) ‘= sup hi?’%rll%T(SOO,ooapv‘g)’
peEU,e>0

Remark 3.4. The existence of the largest cardinality of a (p, &, n)-separated set
for ¢p .~ is, in view of Definition 3.3, equivalent to the existence of the largest
cardinality of a (p,,e)-separated subset of Orb, (o). In [7], we have shown
that these maximal cardinalities exist and both cardinalities skrrr (%000, D, €, 1),
rkTRT (0,00, P; €, 1) are finite which guarantees the correctness of Definition 3.3

sep span

Because of the equality hyhpr(9o00) = hgrrr(¥0,00) (see [T, Theorem 3.1]), we
can simplify Definition into the following form.
Definition 3.5. Let (X,U) be a compact uniform space and ¢; : X — X,
j € NU {0}, be a sequence ¢ « of multivalued maps. Then
hkrrr ($o,00) = hicrrr (P0,00) = MR (P0,00)-

Lemma 3.6. Let (X,U) be a compact uniform space, poo be a sequence of
arbitrary multivalued maps ¢; : X — X, j € NU{0}, and ¢y« be a sequence of
selections ; C ; of ¢;, i.e. Yj(x) C pj(x), 7 € NU{0}, for every x € X. Then

hxrrT(Y0,00) < hrTRT (¥0.00)-
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Proof. For the proof, see [7, Theorem 3.2 and Remark 3.5]. O

The following definitions of topological entropy hgapy and hdyn, generalize in

two directions those in [13], where autonomous multivalued maps were considered
in compact metric spaces.

Definition 3.7. Let (X,U) be a compact uniform space and ¢; : X —o X,
j € NU {0}, be a sequence g of multivalued maps. For p € U, n € N, we
define the pseudometric

CMM . _
T = inf max T, Us z,y € X
P (eY) P€0tb (90,00 D) TEOr D (0,0 9) 021 Zn1 @), myeX,
where T = (Zo, .., Tn-1), ¥ = (Gos - -+ s Yn—1)-

We call S C X a (p,e,n)omm-separated set for pgo if it is a (pSMM e)-

separated subset. We call R C X a (p,e,n)omm-spanning set for ¢o o if it is

a (pSMM g)_spanning subset in X.

Definition 3.8. Let (X,U) be a compact uniform space and ¢; : X — X, j €
NU{0}, be a sequence g~ of multivalued maps. Denoting by scvmi(@o,00, 25 €, 1)
the largest cardinality of a (p, e, n)cmm-separated set for ¢ o, we take

se . 1
Bt (Poes2,2) = limsup — 1og scxn(Po.0c, ., 7).
n— o0

The topological entropy hym(Po.00) Of @000 is defined to be

h?&M(gme) ‘= Ssup h%)II\)/IM(SOO,OO7p7 8)’
peU,e>0
Proposition 3.9. Let (X,U) be a compact uniform space and p; : X — X,
Jj € NU{0}, be a sequence @o~ of multivalued maps. Then the inequality

R (Po.00) < hrrrr (90,00)

holds for the parametric topological entropies hxrrr(¢o,.00) and hgymn(©o.00) in
the sense of Definitions and [Z.8.

Proof. et p € U, ¢ > 0, n € N and S C X be a (p,&,n)omu-separated
set for g .. We define S C Orb,(¢p.) as a set of arbitrary extensions 7 €
Orb,, (¢, ) of the elements z € S, ie. S ={7:x € S}.

We show that S is a (p, e, n)krrr-separated set for ¢g . Consider Z,7 € S.

Then
max p(Z;, §i) > py, " (Zo, o) = Py (2, ).
0<i<n—1
Since card S = card S, we get semm(90.00s P, €,m) < SKTRT(90.00, D5 €, 1), for

0,005 and so h?JOI{)/IM(QDO,OO) < hig’rl)“RT(SOO,OO)- [

Remark 3.10. Definition B.8 generalizes its analog in [13| Definition 2.1], where
X was a compact metric space and ¢; = ¢, for j € NU{0}.
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Remark 3.11. One can readily check from the proof of Proposition that the
number of cardinalities of (p, e, n)cym-separated sets for g o attains in Defini-
tion 3.8 really its finite maximum, which justifies the correctness of Definition 3.8
This slightly improves the analogous particular definition in [13, Definition 2.1],
where suprema can be therefore replaced without any loss of generality by max-
ima. In [I4] Definition 3.3], maxima were correctly taken into account (in a
single-valued context), but without any proof of correctness.

Definition 3.12. Let (X, U) be a compact uniform space and ¢y , be a sequence
of multivalued maps ¢; : X — X, j € NU {0}. Denoting by rcyvm(@o,00, P, €, 1)
the smallest cardinality of a (p, e, n)cym-spanning set for ¢g ., we take

hspan

, 1
o (90,00, P, €) == limsup - log renm (0,00, D €, 7).
n—oo

The topological entropy by (£o,00) Of V0,00 is defined to be

hénm(Po.0) 7= sup heyn (P00, P, €)-
peU,e>0
Lemma 3.13. Let (X,U) be a compact uniform space and o~ be a sequence of
multivalued maps p; : X — X, j € NU{0}. Then the inequality

hai (Po,00) < g (9o,00)

span sep

holds for the parametric topological entropies hiyin(Yo.00) and hiymn(Poco) of
00,005 in the sense of Definitions[3.8 and [3.12.

Proof. Let p e U, ¢ > 0, n € NU{0}. We will prove that rcyvm(©0,00s P, €, 1) <
semm (0,00 D, €,m). Let S C X be a (p, e, n)cum-separated set for ¢ o, with the
maximal cardinality, i.e. card S = sevm(@o,005 D5 €, 1)-

It suffices to show that S is a (p, e, n)cmm-spanning set in X for ¢ . If not,
then there exists y € X such that pS™M(x,y) > ¢, for every x € S. Thus, SU{y}

is a (p, e, n)omm-separated set for g o, which contradicts the assumption of a
maximal cardinality. 0

Remark 3.14. The existence of a (p, e, n)cum-separated subset of X for ¢g
with the finite cardinality in Definition [3.12] follows directly from the arguments
of the proof of Lemma [B.13] It justifies the correctness of Definition [3.12]

Remark 3.15. Definition 312 generalizes its analog in [I3] Definition 2.2], where
X was a compact metric space and ¢; = ¢, for j € NU{0}.

Lemma 3.16. Let X be a compact Hausdorff space, vy~ be a sequence of ar-
bitrary multivalued maps ¢; : X — X, j € NU{0}, and ¢y~ be a sequence of
selections ; C @; of p;, i.e. Y;(x) C ¢i(x), j € NU{0}, for every x € X. Then
henn (Po.00) < M (Yo,00) and by (Po,00) < Iy (Yo,00)-



PARAMETRIC TOPOLOGICAL ENTROPY OF POSSIBLY DISCONTINUOUS MAPS 9

Proof. We can proceed in an analogous way as in the particular case in [13],
Theorem 3.2].

Let p e U, ¢ >0, n € N. Assume S C X is a (p, e, n)cummu-separated set for
$0,00+

Take z,y € S and their arbitrary extensions z € Orb,, (10,00, ©), ¥ € Orb, (10,00, Y)-
Thanks to the inclusion Orb,, (¢, ) C Orb, (0.0, x), S is also a (p, e, n)omm-
separated for ¢cyy. Thus,

SCMM(@O,OO) b, &, TL) < ScvMm (wo,ooa b, &, n)>

and subsequently hcam(©0.00) < honm(o.00), as claimed.

Now, let R C X be a (p,e,n)cum-spanning set for ¢ . By the similar
arguments as above, we can see that R is a (p,&,n)cmm-spanning set for g .
Hence,

TCMM(()OO,OCH b, g, n) S reMMm (¢07007 D&, n)v

which, after accomplishing the limit processes from Definition B.I2] completes
the proof. O

For a particular case of u.s.c. multivalued maps with compact values, the
following two definitions were already introduced in [6].

Definition 3.17. Let (X,U) be a compact uniform space and ¢g , be a sequence
of multivalued maps ¢; : X — X, j € NU{0}. A set S C X is called (p,e,n),-
separated for ¢, for a positive integer n € N, € > 0 and p € U, if for every
pair of distinct points x,y € S, x # y, there is at least one k with 0 < k < n
such that

P (M (@), M (y)) > e,

where

p’(A, B) :=inf{p(a,b) :a € A,be B}, A,B C X,

(]

ol = g 1 0. 0y, for k>0, and ¢ :=idy.

Let s,(40,00, D, €,n) denote the maximal cardinality of a (p,e,n),-separated
subset of X for ¢y, i.e.

Sp($0,00: D, €, 1) := max{card S : S C X is a (p,e,n),-separated set for ¢}.
Then the topological entropy h5™(po,00) Of 0,00 is defined as

hf)ep(spo,oo) = sup sp(QOO,ooap>€)>

peEU,e>0

1
where s(¢0,00, P, €), = limsup —log s,(¢0,00, P, €, 1).
n—oo N
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Definition 3.18. Let (X,U) be a compact uniform space and ¢y , be a sequence
of multivalued maps ¢; : X — X, j e NU{0}. A set R C X is called (p,e,n),-
spanning for (o, for a positive integer n € N, ¢ > 0 and p € U, if for every
x € X there is y € R such that (cf. Definition B.17)

P (eM(2), oM (y)) < €, for every 0 < k < n.

Let r,(¢0,00, P, €, ) denote the least cardinality of a (p,e,n),-spanning subset
of X for ¢, i.€.

75(0,00; D €, 1) := min{card R : R C X is a (p,e,n),~spanning set for ¢}.
Then the topological entropy hiP* (o) of o0 is defined as
h'sppan(spo,oo) = sup Tp(SDO,oo,I% 5)7

peEU,e>0

1
where 7,(¢0,00, P, €) := limsup —log7,(¢0 0, P, €, 7).
n—oo N

Lemma 3.19. Let X be a compact Hausdorff space and ¢o be a sequence of
multivalued maps p; : X — X, j € NU{0}. The inequality

R (0,00) < B (00,00)

holds for the parametric topological entropies hi™(¢o,00) and hP* (Po.00) 0f 0,00,
in the sense of Definitions[3.17 and [3.18.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to notice that a (p,e,n),-separating set with the maximal
cardinality is a (p, e, n),-spanning set. Thus,

TP(SDO,Ooapv g, n) S Sp(go(],oo7p7 g, n)7
and consequently, hP*(0o.00) < h5P(00,00)- O

Proposition 3.20. Let (X,U) be a compact uniform space and po o be a se-
quence of multivalued maps p; : X — X, j € NU{0}. Then

R P (0.00) < heyna($o.00) and B (00,00) < héy(#0,00)

hold for the parametric topological entropies heyn (£o.00) s P ($0,00) and AP (0o.00),
h;pan((p07oo) of Yo.00, in the sense of Definitions[3.8{3.18

Proof. Let pe U, e > 0and n € N.
Taking, for =,y € X,

P(x,y) = max inf Ti, Ui
pn( y) i€{0,...,n—1} (feorbn(@o,oo7m)7georbn(§00,oo7y)p( Y ))
and (cf. Definition [3.7))

CMM . o
T,Y) = inf max Ti,Ui) |,
Pn ( y) Z€O0rby (¢0,00,2),§EOTby (90,00 ,Y) (ie{o,,,,,n—l}p( Y ))
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we have, by means of the well-known principle (see e.g. [42 Lemma 36.1]),

Pa(z,y) < pSM™(2, ).

Thus, every (p,e,n)cmm-separated set is also (p, e, n),-separated, by which
Sp(gpo,oovp7 g, n) S SCMM(SOO,Ooapvgvn% and so h';ep(gp(],oo) S h%)II\)/IM(QOO,OO)

Similarly, every (p,e,n),-spanning set is also (p,e,n)cmv-spanning. Conse-
span

quently (40,00, P, €, 1) < Tonm(P0,00, D5 €, 1), and 50 P (00,00) < Ay (0,00)-
O

Remark 3.21. The existence of a (p, €, n),-separated subset of X for ¢ . with
the maximal and finite cardinality in Definition B.I7 follows directly from the
arguments of the proof of Proposition B.20l It justifies the correctness of Defini-
tion 317

Furthermore, the existence of a finite (p, e, n),-spanning subset of X for ¢
in Definition [3.I8 follows directly from the arguments of the proof of Lemma[3.19]
which justifies the correctness of Definition [3.18]

Lemma 3.22. Let X be a compact Hausdorff space, po~ be a sequence of ar-
bitrary multivalued maps ¢; : X — X, j € NU{0}, and ¢ be a sequence of
selections ; C ; of ;, i.e. Yj(x) C pj(x), 7 € NU{0}, for every x € X. Then
the following inequalities

P (0,00) < B (tho,00) and B (0o,00) < B (Yo,00)

hold for parametric topological entropies h®(90,00), M (V0,00) Of V0,00 a1 Y0 00,
in the sense of Definition[3.17 and hiP* (¢o,00), P (Y0,00) 0f P0,00 and Yo 0, in
the sense of Definition [3.18.

Proof. The statement can be done quite analogously as in [0, Proposition 9]. [

We can sum up the foregoing investigation as follows.

Theorem 3.23. Let X be a compact Hausdorff space, ¢y be a sequence of
arbitrary multivalued maps p; : X — X, j € NU {0}, and ¢y be a sequence
of selections V; C @; of ;, i.e. Yj(x) C @;(z), 5 € NU{0}, for every z € X.
Then the following inequalities

span henm (90,00)

h o0 S span
than(gpopo) < {hg’gfllv([@(/io’ )) - h(;%\/{M(wO,oo)
P ’ T P (Y0,00)

< hga (Yo.00) < hrrr(Y0,00) < hxrrr (90,00)
hold for the parametric topological entropies hxrrr(¥0.00)s PKTRT(Y0.00) Of 000
and Y, in the sense of Definition [30, hiyn(©o.00), Povm (Yo,00) 0f Yo00 and
Yo,00, in the sense of Definition[38, hiyin (©o.00)s Pinm (Vo.00) 0f Yo.00 and 1o o,
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in the sense of Definition [3.14, hiP(¢o,00); P3P (Yo,00) Of 0,00 and 000, in the
sense of Definition [F.17, hP*™ (00.00)s NP (Y0,00) Of Po.00 and Yo o0, in the sense
of Definition [3.18.

Proof. The statement follows directly from Propositions[3.9, 3.20/and Lemmas
0. 22 ]

Remark 3.24. Since for a sequence fj o, of arbitrary single-valued maps f; :
X — X, j € NU{0}, in a compact Hausdorff space X, all the definitions of
topological entropy considered in Theorem coincide, we can correctly define
the parametric topological entropy h(fo ) of fo0o as

(2) h(fo,c0) = hxrrr(fo,00) = hicama (fo.00) = henm (fo,00)
= 5P (fo.c0) = D (fo,00)-

4. TOPOLOGICAL ENTROPY OF SEMICONTINUOUS MAPS

In this section, the multivalued maps under consideration will be at least semi-
continuous. We start with l.s.c. maps.

The following two definitions will be introduced especially in order to be com-
parable with Definitions and Before their formulation, it will be conve-
nient to present two auxiliary lemmas.

Hence, let X be a compact topological space and ¢ o, be a sequence of 1.s.c.
multivalued maps ¢; : X — X, j e NU{0}. For 4, C X,i=0,...,n—1,
n € N, we define the set

-F(SOO,OO; Ao, ceey An—l) = Wl(Orbn(QOO,oo) N (AO X ... X An—l)) C X,

where 7; denotes the projection of an n-orbit {z;}7=) to its first component o,

ie. Wl({l’i}?:_(]l) = Xy.
In other words, it is a set of points o € X such that there exists an n-orbit
(.CL’(), . ,In_1> S Orbn(apopo) with z; € AZ’, 1= 0, o, n = 1.

Lemma 4.1. Under the above assumptions,
F (0,005 Ao) = m1(Ao),

F(#0,00; Aoy -5 Anc1) = (00) T ((00) 3 (- (0n-2) T (An1) N Apa ) N AL N Ay,

forn > 1.

Proof. If n =1, then clearly F(¢o.00; Ao) = m1 (X N Ap) = m(Ap). Forn > 1,

F (00,003 Aoy - s An—1) = m1(Orby, (wo.00) N (Ag X ... X Ap_1))
= {x0 € A : po(z0) N (Orby_1(¢o00) N (A1 X ... X Ayq))}
= Ao N (o) T (F (o005 Ar, -, Anr)),

where ©; 1= p;41, for j € NU{0}. O
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Defining, for an open cover A of X and n € N, the systems of sets A" and
F(p0,00; A™) as
A" i ={Agx ... X Ap_1: Ao,..., A1 € A},
F(po,00; A") = {F(@o.00; A0y - - s An—1) 1 Ao, ..., Ay € A,
we can state the following lemma.
Lemma 4.2. Let X be a compact topological space and ; : X — X, j € NU{0},

be a sequence pg o~ Of l.s.c. maps. If A is an open cover of X and n € N, then
F (0,003 A™) is also an open cover of X.

Proof. If Ag x ... x A1 € A", then F(¢o.c0; Ao, .- ., An_1) must be open by
Lemma 1] because the large preimage of an l.s.c. map is open and an intersec-
tion of a finite number of open sets is open as well.

Moreover, the system F(pg0; A") is a cover of X, because

| F (20005 A™) = [ {m1(Orby(po,00) N (Ag X ... x Ayy)) 1 Ag x ... x Ay € A"}
= m1(Orby, (¢0,00) N UA”) = m1(Orb, (o0 N X™) = X.
O

Definition 4.3. Let X be a compact topological space and ¢; : X — X, j €
N U {0}, be a sequence g~ of L.s.c. maps. The topological entropy hy (g, A) of
©0,00 ON the open cover A of X takes the form

1
ht (90,00, A) := limsup - log N (F (0,00, A"),
n—oo
where N (F(¢o,00; A™)) stands for the minimal cardinality of a subcover of F(¢g o0; A™).
The topological (upper covering) entropy hy(poeo) of @o0o reads as

hi (0o,00) == sup{hu (0,0, A) : A is an open cover of X}.

Remark 4.4. The existence of a subcover with the minimal cardinality in Defi-
nition follows from the fact that F(pg ;. A") is an open cover of a compact
topological space X (see Lemma [£.2]), which justifies the correctness of Defini-

tion .31

Proposition 4.5. Let (X,U) be a compact uniform space and g~ be a sequence
of l.s.c. maps p;: X — X, j € NU{0}. Then the inequality

ht (90,00) < hrrrT(%0,00)

holds for the topological entropies hiy(o.00); PKTRT(P0.00) Of Y000, in the sense
of Definitions [{-3 and [Z2.
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Proof. Let A be an open cover of X and n € N. Assume that B is a subcover
of A" with the minimal cardinality among those covering Orb, (g0~ ). Then
F(p0,00; B) := {F(po00; B) : B € B} is, according to Lemma 4.2, an open cover
of X. Therefore, N(F(po00;B)) < card B, because card F(pg; B) < card B.
Consequently hy(po.00) < hrrrr(90.00) (s€€ [7, Definition 3.7 and Theorem 3.4]).

O

Proposition 4.6. Let (X,U) be a compact uniform space and g« be a sequence
of l.s.c. maps pj: X — X, j € NU{0}. Then the inequality

h?II\J/IM(‘PO,OO) < hU(@Q@O)

sep

holds for the topological entropies héyn (©o,00); Pu(Po,00) Of Q0,00, in the sense of
Definitions and [{-3

Proof. Let ¢ > 0,p €U and A := {By(x,5) : x € X} be an open cover of X. Let
n € Nand S C X be a (p,e,n)cmm-separated subset of X for ¢g . Consider
Ag,..., A1 € Aand 2,y € F(Po,0;Ao,--.,An—1) NS, There exist orbits
z € Orb, (e, ), § € Orb,(¢o.c0,y) such that z;,4; € A;, ¢ = 0,...,n — 1.
Thus, p(Z;, 7)) < &,i =0,...,n — 1, and pS™M(z,y) < . By the separation
property of S, x = y.

In this way, card S < N(F(pp0;A")). Furthermore, scyi(@o.00,Ds€,7)
N(F(o,00; A™)), which already leads to the demanded inequality Ay (©0.00) <

hu (©0,00)- O
Let X be a compact topological space and ¢; : X — X, 7 € NU{0}, be a

sequence ¢, of l.s.c. maps. For an open cover A of X, z € X and n € N, let
us put
A" (00,00, T) 1=
7T1{’g - Orbn(SOO,oo) :dx € Orbn((popo, ZL’)HAZ - .A, Ti, Y € AZ,Z = 0, e, = 1},
A" (90,00) 1= {A" (@000, ) 1 7 € X}
Lemma 4.7. Let X be a compact topological space and ¢; : X — X, j € NU{0},

be a sequence @y~ of l.s.c. maps. For an open cover A of X, v € X andn € N,
the set A" (0.0, ) is nonempty and open, and A™(poo) is an open cover of X.

<
<

Proof. For x € X, A™(¢o.00, ) is an open set by means of Lemma [A.2] jointly
with the equality

An(wo,ooax) = U f(spO,OO;AOa"'aAn—l)-
(Ao><...><An71)€A”,IEG]'—(QDO,OO;AQ ..... An—1)

We deduce directly from the definition that x € A™(pg 0, ), by which
A™(00.00, ) # 0, and at the same time A" (g ) covers X. O
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Definition 4.8. Let X be a compact topological space and ¢; : X — X, j €
N U {0}, be a sequence g~ of L.s.c. maps. The topological entropy hr(p, A) of
©0,00 O the open cover A of X takes the form

. 1 n
hr(©0.00, A) := limsup - log N (A" (¢0.00)),
n—o0
where N(A"(¢o0.)) stands for the minimal cardinality of a subcover of A" (¢ ).
The topological (lower covering) entropy hr(o ) Of ¥o o reads as

hi(¢o.00) = sup{hr(®oc0,A) : Ais an open cover of X}.

Proposition 4.9. Let (X,U) be a compact uniform space and g~ be a sequence
of l.s.c. maps p;: X — X, j € NU{0}. Then the inequality

hi(@0.00) = henmn(o.00)

holds for the topological entropies hi(¢o,00), henim(Po.00) Of Po.00, in the sense of
Definitions[{.§ and [712.

Proof. At first, we will prove the inequality hz(¢o00) < hinim(¥o.00). Let A be
an open cover of X with p € U, o > 0, provided by Lemma Let R C X be
an (p, %, n)omm-spanning set in X for g .

For z € R, we take y € X such that p{™(z,y) < ¢ (cf. Definition B12).
Then there exist 7,y € Orb, (¢ ) such that p(z;,7;)) < 6, i.e. §; € By(Z;,0),
for every ¢ = 0,...,n — 1. Furthermore, according to Lemma 2.3 there exist
A; € Asuch that B,(z;,6) C A;, for every i =0,...,n—1. Thus, z;,y; € A;, for
every i = 0,...,n—1, and y € A"(po,c, ). Since { A" (Yoo, ) : @ € R} is an
open subcover of A" (g ), we get N (A" (pp00)) < card{ A"(po.00, ) : x € R} <
card R.

Moreover, N (A™(¢,00)) < remn (90,00, P, 2,1). Passing to the limit for n — oo
and taking suprema with respect to p € Y and § > 0, we arrive at hz(¢p0) <

héiv (Yo.00), as claimed.

Now, we will prove the reverse inequality hy(¢o.00) > hini(Po.00). Let 6 >0,
p€U and A:={B,(z,%):xz € X}.

For n € N, we take the subcover B of A" (g ) with a (finite) minimal cardi-
nality. Then there exists R C X such that

B = {An(ng,oowx) HEUS R}a
card R = N(A"(¢o0,)) and |J,cp A" (¢0,00, ) = X.
Letting x € R and y € A"(¢o.00, ¢), there exist z,y € Orb, (g ) such that
T, y; € A; where A; € A, i = 0,...,n — 1. Since p(Z;,7;) < 9, for all i =
0,...,n — 1, in view of Definition [3.7], it holds

pSMM(z,y) < 6.
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For every y € X, there exists x € R such that y € A™(@o,00, ). Therefore,

pSMM (. y) < 6, and R is a (p, d,n)cnv-spanning in X for (g o, by which

TCMM(SOO,ooapa 9, ”) < N(An(%,oo))-
After all,

1 1
lim sup — log rcnvm (90,00, 25 9, 1) < lim sup — log N (A™(¢0.00))
n

n—o0 n— o0

= hr(0,00, A) < hr(@o.00)-

Taking suprema over 0 > 0, p € U, we arrive at the desired inequality

hai (©o,00) < hr(0,00)-

Summing up, we can formulate the following theorem for l.s.c. maps.

Theorem 4.10. Let X be a compact Hausdorff space and ¢y~ be a sequence of
L.s.c. multivalued maps ¢; : X — X, j € NU{0}. Then the following relations

hi(@o.00) = heni (Po,00) < A (Po,00) < hu(Po,00) < hrrrr(90,00)

hold for the parametric topological entropies of o, in the sense of Defini-

tions [4.8, (312, [3.8, [{.3 and [3.3, respectively.

Proof. The statement follows directly from Lemma [3.13] and Propositions
4.9 O]

Now, we will turn to u.s.c. multivalued maps. As already documented in [7,
Remark 5.4], there is practically no need to verify the correctness of definitions
of parametric topological entropy of u.s.c. maps with compact values.

The following definition of parametric branch entropy generalizes its analog e.g.
in [21], where it was defined for the first time for the inversions of autonomous
single-valued maps and in [49, Definition 2.3] for autonomous u.s.c. maps in
compact metric spaces.

Taking the pseudometric p? on X as

(3) p%(xu y) = pg(orbn(SOO,ooa ,’L’), Orbn(QO(],oo, y))
= max sup inf (T, 7),
{EGOrbn(woyw,x) 7E€OTbA (00,00,Y) ( )

sup inf (U, 7))},
ﬂeOrbn(goo,oo,y)feorbn(@owom) TL( >}

where p,, € U™ is defined by () and pi along the lines of Proposition BT, we can
generalize the branch entropy as follows.
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Definition 4.11. Let (X,U) be a compact uniform space and ¢; : X — K(X),
j € N U {0}, be a sequence ¢y of u.s.c. multivalued maps. Denoting by
5i(¢0.00, P2, €) the maximum of cardinalities of (p?,e)-separated sets of X, resp.
by 7i(0,00, %, €) the smallest cardinality of a (pl, €)-spanning set in X, the para-
metric branch entropy hi(¢o.) is defined to be

) 1
hi(o,00) == sup thUPEIOgSi(‘PQoo,p?ng)

peEU,e>0 n—oo

1
= sup limsup ~log7i(occ, P} €),
peU,e>0 n—oo TN
Let us also recall the following definitions in [6l Definitions 7 and 8], which
will play an important role in the next section.

Definition 4.12 (Via separated sets). Let (X,U) be a compact uniform space
and ¢;: X — K(X), j € NU{0}, be a sequence ¢q  of u.s.c. multivalued maps.
A set S C X is called (p,e,n)-separated for ¢y, for a positive integer n € N,
e > 0 and p € U, if for every pair of distinct points z,y € S,  # y, there is at
least one k with 0 < k < n such that

p(eM(2), o (y)) > e,
where (cf. Proposition 2.7))
P(A, B) = max{supp(a, B), supp(A, b)), A, B € K(X),
acA beB

ol = g 1 0. 0y, for k>0, and ¢ :=idy.

Let su(@o.00, P, €,n) denote the largest cardinality of a (p, e, n)-separated subset
of X with respect to g, i.e.

s1(0,00, P, €,m) := max{card S : S C X is a (p, e, n)-separated set for ¢}.
Then the topological entropy hii® (¢o.00) Of Y00 is defined as

hi’_‘fp(gpo’oo) = sup SH(QOO,ooapa E)a
peEU,e>0

where sy (9000, p, €) 1= limsup % log su(@o.00s Dy €, 10).
n—oo

Remark 4.13. Even for ¢; = ¢, j € N U {0}, Definition is new. In
compact metric spaces, the nonparametric version of Definition .12 reduces to [3,
Definition 9]. For single-valued maps ¢,: X — X, j € NU{0}, the corresponding
definition to Definition was given in [45, Section 2.2]. This correspondence
might not be, for the first glance, evident because of different (though equivalent)
definitions of a uniform structure involved in Definition and the one in [45],
Section 2.2].
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Definition 4.14 (Via spanning sets). Let (X,U) be a compact uniform space
and ¢;: X — K(X), j € NU{0}, be a sequence ¢y  of u.s.c. multivalued maps.
A set R C X is called (p, e, n)-spanning for ¢g ~, for a positive integer n € N,
e>0and p e U, if for every x € X there is y € R such that (cf. Definition [4.12)

PP (e*(z), p¥ () < e, for every 0 < k < n.

Let r1(®0,00, s €,n) denote the least cardinality of a (p, €, n)-spanning subset
of X with respect to g o, i.e.

10,00, s €,n) == min{card R : R C X is a (p, €, n)-spanning set for ¢}.
Then the topological entropy hiy™ (Yo.5) 0f @0, is defined as

R P
peEU,e>0

1
where 71(0 00, P, €) = lim sup — log ru(¢o.c0, P, €, 1).
n—oo N

Because of the equality (cf. [6, Proposition 8])

P (o,00) = hi - (P0,00)

we can define the parametric topological entropy hy (@) for u.s.c. multivalued
maps ¢; : X = K(X), j € NU{0}, in a compact Hausdorff space as follows.

Definition 4.15. Let (X,U) be a compact uniform space and ¢;: X — K(X),
j € NU {0}, be a sequence ¢ of u.s.c. multivalued maps. Then

hu(Po,00) = iy (Po,00) = hig (00,00)-

Proposition 4.16. Let X be a compact Hausdorff space and p; : X — K(X),
Jj € NU{0}, be a sequence o~ of u.s.c. multivalued maps. The inequality

(4) h(©0,00) < hi($0,00)

holds for the parametric topological entropies hu(po.00), hi(@o.00) Of Qo.0os in the

sense of Definitions[4.15 and[{.1]]
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Proof. Let p € U, n € N and z,y € X. Then, applying 42, Lemma 36.1] (see
also (3])), we obtain

po(x,y) = py (Orb,(x), Orby(y))

=max{ max min max p(Tk, Jk),
ZE€Orbn (¢0,00,2) FEOTbR (¢0,00,y) 0<k<n

max min max p(Tk, Jx) }
JEOTby, (©0,00,Y) ZEOTDY (¢0,00,2) 0<k<n

> max{ max max min P Tk, Yk
- {0§k<n5ceOrbn(<po,oo,x) g€Orby, (90,00,Y) ( ’ )’

max max min P( Tk, Yk
0Sk<n georbn(¢0,w7y) ieorbn(goo,ooﬁv) ( ’ )}

= max max{ max min  p(Tk, Yi),
0<k<n Z€O0rby, (90,00,2) FEOTbA (00,00,Y)

max min p(Tk, Uk) }
y€Orby, (990,00 7y) z€0rby, (990,00 75'3)

_ H(, [K] [k]
Jax p ("™ (x), " (y))-

Thus, a usual inspection of Definitions [1.15 and [A.11] leads to the conclusion ().
O

Summing up, we can formulate the following theorem for u.s.c. maps.

Theorem 4.17. Let X be a compact Hausdorff space, ©o o be a sequence of u.s.c.
multivalued maps p; : X — K(X), j € NU{0}. Then the following inequalities

B (o) < P (0oc) < hinlPoce) < hulo.)

hold for the parametric topological entropies of o0, in the sense of Defini-

tions (318, [3.17, [£.15, [£.11], respectively.

Proof. The statement follows directly from Lemma [B.19] Proposition .16 and [6),
Theorem 3]. O

Remark 4.18. Since for a sequence fj of continuous single-valued maps f; :
X — X, j € NU{0}, in a compact Hausdorff space X, all the definitions of
topological entropy considered in Theorems [3:23], .10 and .17 coincide, we can
define again the parametric topological entropy h(fo ) of fo o, this time, as

h(fO,oo) = hKTRT(fO,oo) = hU(.fO,oo) = h?]CII\)/IM(.fO,oo) = h?l(a/lrll\/l(f(),oo)
= hL(fO,OO) = hi(f&@O) = hH(fQOO) = hiep(f0,00) = h;pan(f0,00>’
In this way, such a definition of h(fy «) is equivalent with those in [45, Section

2] and [27], Section 1], where, in the latter case, the compact topological space X
can be even quite arbitrary.
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5. TOPOLOGICAL ENTROPY FOR DISCONTINUOUS INDUCED HYPERMAPS

In this section, we will investigate for the first time the relationship between
topological entropy of u.s.c. maps with compact values in a compact Hausdorff
space X and the one of the induced possibly discontinuous hypermaps in the
corresponding hyperspace I(X). This is possible thanks to Lemma and
Propositions 27 and 2.8 by which we have a single-valued ¢* : K(X) — K(X),
where ¢*(K) := (J,cx ¢(2), for K € IC(X), in the compact Hausdorff hyperspace
K(X), endowed with the Vietoris topology.

Hence, for the sequence g of multivalued u.s.c. maps ¢; : X — K(X),
j € NU {0}, in a compact Hausdorff space X, we can consider the related
sequence ¢ o, = {;}52y, where (") := ¢r 0. . 0}, for all k € N, and
() = 1d}K(X).

The crucial related inequality reads as follows.

Proposition 5.1. Let (X,U) be a compact uniform space and o ~ be a sequence
of u.s.c. maps p;: X — K(X), j € NU{0}. Then the inequality

b (©0,00) < P90 o)

holds for the topological entropies hu(o o) 0f Po,00 in the sense of Definition[{.15
and h(¢; o) of the sequence ¢f ., of the induced hypermaps ¢5 : K(X) — K(X),
j € NU{0}, which can be defined in any way by means of the equalities (2)) in
Remark (3.2

Proof. Since (X,U) is a compact uniform space, (K(X),U*) is also a compact
uniform space (see Proposition 7). Let p € U and let S C X be a (p,&,n)g-
separated for ¢g o, i.e. for each z,y € S, © # y,

H (lH] 4]
max p= (@), 97 (y)) > €.

One can simply verify that, for every z € X,

PM(2) = (o) M((2)),

where i : X — K(X) is a natural inclusion. Therefore,

e p ((26,00) M (i(2), (95.00)" (0(9)) > &,

and i(E) C K(X) is a (p™, e, n)-separated set. Using the standard arguments,
we can conclude that h(ef ) > hi(o,00)- O

Summing up Theorem ETI7 and Proposition [5.1], we arrive at the fourth main
theorem.



PARAMETRIC TOPOLOGICAL ENTROPY OF POSSIBLY DISCONTINUOUS MAPS 21

Theorem 5.2. Let (X,U) be a compact uniform space and ¢y~ be a sequence
of u.s.c. maps pj: X — K(X), j € NU{0}. Then the following inequalities

P (0000) < B (P000) < (o) < Bl

hold for the parametric topological entropies h3P* (o.00); hyP(P0.00), Pr(P0,00) Of
Po,00, i1 the sense of Definitions [3.18, [3.17 and [{.15, respectively, and h(yj )
of 5 0, with regard to ) in Remark[3.24.

Remark 5.3. In [B, Example 3|, we have shown an example indicating that
the inequality hAxrTrr(©Po00) < h(¥) o) does not hold for a certain continuous
multivalued map ¢ = ¢;, j € NU{0}. As concerns the validity of the inequal-
ity hi(Poee) < h(9) o), for the branch entropy hi(¢o,c0) Of @000, it is an open
problem.

6. SOME FURTHER POSSIBILITIES FOR PARTICULAR SUBCLASSES OF U.S.C.
MAPS

In this section, we will show that the desired inequality h(@o00) < R(£5 o)
can be also satisfied, under certain additional restrictions imposed on suitable
subclasses of u.s.c. maps, for some further definitions of topological entropy than
those treated in the foregoing section.

In reply to an open problem posed in our paper [6], namely whether or not the
inequality hiyn(p) < h(¢*) holds for at least continuous maps ¢, we are able to
answer it only in a particular way by means of the following proposition.

Proposition 6.1. Let (X,U) be a compact uniform space and o ~ be a sequence
of u.s.c. maps ;: X — K(X), j € NU{0}. If there exist single-valued selections
fi Cyj, te fi(x) € i(x), € NU{0}, for every x € X, such that

(5) P (P (), 9P (y)) = p(FY(2), [ (y)),

holds for every j € NU{0}, peU and all x,y € X \ A, where A C X is a finite
(possibly empty) subset. Then the relations

(6) hean (Po.00) < heam(Po,00) < Alfoe0) = hu(Po,00) < 15 00);

are satisfied for the topological entropies of po.o0, in the sense of Definitions[3.12,

and [{13, and h(foee) Of focor P05 ) Of 0600, with regard to () in Re-
mark [3.24).

Proof. According to Theorem B.23] we have (cf. Remark B.24]),
heam($o,00) < By (Po,00) < 1 fo,00)

jointly with
h(fo,00) = I (0,00,
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because
SH(SOO,OOap>€>n) - CaI'dA S S(f(),ooap>€>n) S SH(@O@Oapa g, n) + cardA

holds as a consequence of the hypotheses (H).
After all, we get

hséjl\iﬁ\/{(SOO,OO) < h?;II\J/[M(SOO,OO) < h(f0,00) = hH(QOO,OO)'

In view of Theorem [5.2],
hia(0,00) < P(0,00)
still holds, which already leads to (). O]

Example 6.2. As an illustrative example of the application of Proposition [6.1],
we can consider the u.s.c. map ¢ = ¢; : [0,1] = K([0,1]), j € NU {0}, where

Y = f U f0,1>
2, for z € [0, 1),
flz) = [1 2)
2(1 =), forx e [3,1],
is the standard tent map and

o, for z € (0,1),
Joalz) == {{0’ 1}, forx €{0,1}.

Since

{dH(% ...0po(x), 0. op(y))}

= {dH(fZ oo folx), fio o fo(y))}

.....

holds for all z,y € |0, 1] \ {0, 1} = (0,1), i.e. card A = 2, the condition (H) is
trivially satisfied. Hence, applying Proposition [6.1, we arrive at the inequalities

@).

Moreover, since also

max {d (i (Orby (00,003 ), Ti(Orby (00,005 ¥)))) }

1€{l,....,n}

= . max {dH(f’( )U{O,l},fi(y)U{O,l})}ZiE{O X (f’( ), ()

holds for all z,y € [0,1] \ {0,1} = (0, 1), which again leads to the equalities
si(p,d,e,n) —2 < s(f,d,e,n) < si(p,d,e,n) + 2,

where d is the Euclidean metric on [0, 1], we still get that hg(p) = hi(p) = h(f).
Summing up, the relations

heam(#) < hea () <1og2 = h(f) = hu(p) = hi(p) < h(¢")
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are satisfied, which partially answers also an open problem posed in Remark [5.3]
On the other hand,

Wy (@) = bR (@) = heam () = héum(yp) = h(0) = 0,
according to Theorem [B.23] which already trivially implies that hgy(p) <
h(¢*).
Example 6.3. Consider the u.s.c. maps ¢, : [0,1] — K([0,1]) and ¢4 : [0,1] —
K(]0,1]), where

2z, for0§x<%, 2z, for0§x<%,
gpé(:)s) =<¢{0,1}, forz =3, and o1 (z) := < [0,1], for z = £,
2z — 1, for%<x§1, 2 — 1, for%<x§1.
Observe that ¢q : [0,1] — [0, 1], where
(z) 2z, fOl"OSZL’S%,
x) =
70 2z — 1, for%<x§1,
is a discontinuous (at z = %) single-valued selection of both ¢ 1 and @1, @9 C

p1 C g1, Le. wolx) € Qp%(i) C 1, for every z € [0, 1].
In [13] Examples 4.8 and 4.11] (cf. also [13, Theorem 3.2]), it was shown that
h(o) = henna(e1) = henm (1) = heama (1) = henn (1) = log 2.
One can readily check that (cf. Lemma [3.16])
0 = RSB0 U {0}) = hiZiny (0 U {0) = Wina(io1 U 0}) = BBy (o U {0})
= heama (1 U{0}) = Ay (o1 U{0})
< min{h((po U{0})"), h((p1 U{0})"), (1 U{0})")}.

Now, we will consider the nonautonomous case for ¢ o, where j > 0 and

Wi = ¥1, for j=0,1,...,7,
I QD%U{O}, for j > 5.

Observe that
d (V) (), vV (y)) = d(p(2), 95 (1))
holds for every j € NU {0} and all z,y € [0,1] \ A;, where the exceptional set
Aj; takes the form
1 2 1
A3:{§>§a71_§}a
i.e card A; = 27 — 1 is finite.
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Hence, applying Proposition 6.1l we obtain (6) with hn (1) = h(vo) = log 2,
i.e. (cf. Lemma B.16)
0 = B, (Yo,00) = hiSTing (Y.00) < log2 < (15 ).
The same results can be obtained, when replacing ¢; by @1 U {0} or by ¢ 1 in
the definition of ¢, for j =0,1,...,7.
If, in particular, ¢; = pLU {0} = o U {0}, for every 7 € NU {0}, then

d((p1 U{0}Y (2), (91 U{0}) (y)) = d(wh(2), v3(y))
holds for every j € NU {0} and all z,y € [0,1], i.e. even with A # (), and
subsequently also
sH(goé U{0},d,e,n) = s(vo,d,e,n).
After all, again

0 = hi(py U{0}) < Tog2 = hlo) = Ay U {0}) < h((py U {0})"),
i.e. the strict inequality

hen(er U{0}) < h((pr U{0})7).

Finally, we will show that the Hausdorff metric d¥, and subsequently the topo-
logical entropy hy, can be often replaced by the Borsuk metric d®, defined in [10],
and the related topological entropy denoted as hg, provided the values gpf(x) of
the maps ¢% : X — K(X), j € NU{0}, k € N, in a compact metric space X, are
compact absolute neighbourhood retracts.

Let us recall that a metric space ¢ is an absolute neighbourhood retract (shortly,
ANR) if, for every space Z and every closed subset A C Z, each continuous map
f A — Y is extendable over some open neighbourhood of A in Z. For more
details about ANR-spaces, see e.g. [4, Chapter 1.2], [20, Chapter 5.7].

Hence, let (Y,d) be a compact metric space and (K(Y),d") be the related
hyperspace defined in Section 2. By the Borsuk metric d®, we mean

d®(C, D) := inf{e > 0 : 3 continuous maps f: C — D and g: D — C
such that d(z, f(x)) < ¢, for every z € C,
and d(y, g(y)) < ¢, for every y € D},

for any C, D € K(Y).
If C, D are not necessarily compact and d*(C, D) = 0, resp. d®(C,D) = 0,
need not imply that C' = D, then we speak about the respective pseudometrics.
It is well known that the Borsuk continuity implies the Hausdorff continuity,
but not vice versa in general. This claim follows from the inequality (see e.g. [I8]

p. 25])
d®(C, D) > d"(C, D), for any C,D € K(Y),
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and in particular

d°(p(x), o(y)) = d"(p(x), o (y)),

for all z,y € X.

By the same inequality, we obtain that hg(y) > hu(p), resp. hp(@oc) >
hu(¢o.0), hold for the topological entropies hy () of ¢, resp. hu(¥o.c0) Of ©0,.00,
in the sense of Definition I.I5], and hg(p) of ¢, resp. hg(¢o.0) 0f ©o.00, Which can
be simply defined when just replacing the metrics d! by d® in Definition E.I5]

On the other hand, if the values ¢¥ () of the maps ¢} : X — K(X), j € NU{0},
k € N, are compact absolute neighborhood retracts, then we get the equality (see
[10, Theorem 5.13])

d®(C, D) = d*(C, D), for any C,D € K(X),

and subsequently hi () = hu(p), resp. hp(@o,c0) = ha(o,00)-

In particular, it occurs provided X consists of, for instance, finitely many
points.

Summing up, we can formulate the following proposition.

Proposition 6.4. Let (X, d) be a compact metric space and @o  be a sequence of
u.s.c. maps ; : X = K(X), j € NU{0}, such that the values o (x), j € NU{0},
k € N, are compact ANR-spaces, for all x € X. Then the equality

hs(0,00) = Pu($0,00)
holds for the topological entropies hp(@o.00), hu(¥o.00) 0f Y0.00-
Proposition [6.4] can be directly applied to the foregoing Examples and [6.3]

Example 6.5 (continued Example[6.2)). Since ¢ = ¢; : [0, 1] — K([0,1]), j € NU
{0}, are under the assumptions in ExampleG.2u.s.c., and ¢*(z) € {0, 1, f*(z)} C
ANR, k£ € N, for all x € X, we obtain, by means of Proposition [6.4] the relations

h(*) > hu(p) = he(p) =log2 > hiyn(e) = 0.

Example 6.6 (continued Example [6.3). Since v; : [0, 1] — K([0, 1]), resp. p1U
{0} = o U {0} : [0,1] — K([0,1]), j € NU {0}, are under the assumptions
in Example ws.c., and ¢F(z) € {{0},[0,1],¢5(z)} € ANR as well as (gpé U
{0})*(x) € {{0}, ok(x)} € ANR, k € N, for all z € X, we obtain, by means of
Proposition [6.4] the relations

heam (Yo,00) <1082 = hp(Yo,00) = hu(Yo,e0) < h(¥5 o),
resp. in particular for 1; = ¢1 U {0} = po U {0}, 7 e NU{0},

heana(pr U{0}) <log2 = he(pr U{0}) = hu(pr U{0}) < A((pz U{0})").
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Remark 6.7. Observe that if, in Examples[6.3and [6.6], 1/; = ¢1U{0} or ¢; = ¢y,
for every 7 € NU {0}, then Proposition cannot be applied. Let us note that
in [50] the lower estimate hxrtrr(p1) > log3 was obtained and so, in view of
Lemma [3.6],

hxrrr(¢1 U {0}) > hxrrr(p1) > log3.
Furthermore, just by the same Lemma 3.6, (cf. Examples 6.3 and [6.6])

hxrrr(Y0,00) > h(pg) = log 2,
hKTRT(SO% U{0}) = hxrrr(po U{0}) > h(pg) = log 2.

On the other hand, as already pointed out in Remark[(5.3] the inequality hAxrrr(¢) <
h(¢*) need not be satisfied for a general .

7. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Proposition can be still improved by means of [45, Theorem 2.7] (in an
autonomous case, cf. [8 29]) in the following way.

If, in particular, (X, d) is a compact metric space and the single-valued selec-
tions f; C ¢;, 7 € NU {0}, are equi-continuous, then by means of [45, Theorem
2.7, h(f5 ) = 00, provided h(fo,ec) > 0.

Thus, since the equalities h(fo00) = hi(Po,00) as well as h(fg ) = h(¢g ) are
satisfied under the assumptions of Proposition [6.1 we obtain for h(fy ) > 0 not
only h(fy.,) = 0o, but also h(yf ) = oo.

Subsequently, since in Examples and we have

hi(p) = hu(p) = ha(p) = h(f) = log2,

despite of hgyy (@) = 0, we get h(f*) = h(p*) = oo, and trivially hxrrr(p) <
h(¢").
On the other hand, it is not clear whether or not the inequalities
e () < h(@®), resp. heypy (Po,00) < h(25 00);

or the inequalities

hxma (@) < hr (), resp. Ay (#0.00) < hri(Po.00)
hold for general u.s.c. maps ¢, ¢; : X = K(X), j € NU{0}.
If the latter particular case is not true, then the entropies hiyy, are obviously
uncomparable with those of hy in general.
Otherwise, hr(@oee) < h(¢fs), but not necessarily hy (o) < h(9f o),
would be also satisfied. For hy(©o,00) < h(¢§ o), we would even obtain that

hi($0,00) = Py (90.00) < heama(Po.00) < Ao (P0.00) < P65 o0)-
As a conclusion, we have shown in this paper that, apart from the entropies

hy and R3P*, 5P, for which the desired inequalities AP (¢0,00) < h5P(00,00) <
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hu(@o,00) < h(9) o) are satisfied, and so resembling such a property of the single-
valued case, we can also consider for the same goal, under suitable additional
restrictions, some further definitions of topological entropy like those considered
in [13]. Moreover, the multivalued maps under consideration ¢; : X — K(X),
j € NU{0}, can be u.s.c. and the induced single-valued hypermaps ¢5 : K(X) —
K(X), j € NU{0}, can be even discontinuous, unlike to a single-valued case.
That is why we can speak with this respect about a multivalued effect (whence
the title of our paper).
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