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ON THE VARIATIONAL PRINCIPLE FOR A CLASS OF SKEW PRODUCT

TRANSFORMATIONS

NIAN LIU AND XUE LIU

Abstract. In this paper, we establish a variational principle, between the fiber Bowen’s topological
entropy on conditional level sets of Birkhoff average and fiber measure-theoretical entropy, for the
skew product transformation driven by a uniquely ergodic homeomorphism system satisfying Anosov
and topological mixing on fibers property. We prove it by utilizing a fiber specification property.
Moreover, we prove that such skew product transformation has specification property defined by
Gundlach and Kifer [16]. Employing their main results, every Hölder continuous potential has a
unique equilibrium state, and we also establish a variational principle between the fiber measure-
theoretic entropy and the fiber Bowen’s topological entropy on conditional level sets of local entropy
for such unique equilibrium state. Examples of systems under consideration are given, such as fiber
Anosov maps on 2-dimension tori driven by any irrational rotation on circle and random composition
of 2x2 area preserving positive matrices driven by uniquely ergodic subshift.
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1. Introduction

The present paper is devoted to the study of the multifractal structure of Birkhoff averages for
skew product transformations.

1.1. Motivation. Given a continuous transformation f on a compact metric space M , and a con-
tinuous observable ϕ :M → R, then the space M has a natural multifractal decomposition

M = ∪α∈RMϕ,α ∪ Iϕ,

where Mϕ,α denotes the level sets of Birkhoff average

Mϕ,α = {x ∈M : lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(f i(x)) = α},

and Iϕ denotes the collection of points for which the Birkhoff average does not exist. The multifractal
analysis aims to investigates the dimension complexity of these sets, where the dimension character-
istics include Hausdorff dimension, Bowen’s topological entropy [5], and topological pressure given
by Pesin and Pitskel [29]. These dimension characteristic are all special cases of Carathéodory di-
mension structure, see [28] or [8]. The Hausdorff dimension and Bowen’s topological entropy of Mϕ,α

was extensively studied in past decades, see [3, 4, 6, 13, 19, 25, 27, 32, 38] and reference therein. In
particular, for a continuous observable ϕ and for those α such that Mϕ,α 6= ∅, one established the
following variational principle between htop(Mϕ,α), the Bowen topological entropy of Mϕ,α, and the
measure-theoretical entropy hµ(f)

htop(Mϕ,α) = sup{hµ(f) : µ ∈ Mf (M) and

∫

ϕdµ = α},

for topological mixing subshift of finite type [12], then for systems with specification property [33], for
systems with g-almost product property [30], and for systems with non-uniform specification property
[38]. For Banach valued continuous observable, similar variational principle was also established
for system with specification property [11]. As a generalisation of above variational principle, the
variational principle regarding topological pressure of Mϕ,α was also established for systems we
mentioned above [26,34,40]. Meanwhile, for the above systems, the measure negligible set Iϕ carries
full topological pressure [35–37]. In the proof of above results, specification or “weak” specification
property plays a key role, and it is called orbit-gluing approach in some reference [7]. Roughly
speaking, the specification property guarantees that any finite collection of arbitrary long orbit
segments can be shadowed by the orbit of a point within given precision as long as one allows for
enough time gap between segments.

In the scope of skew product transformation or random dynamical systems (which can also be
transferred to skew product transformation), the conditional level sets of Birkhoff average has been
investigated from Hausdorff dimension point of view for several systems. In [14], for the product of a
ergodic transformation on a Lebesgue space and a full shift of finite type, authors relates the Hausdorff
dimension of conditional level sets of Birkhoff average and the relative measure-theoretic entropy via a
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variational principle. In [31], the author proved that the Hausdorff dimension of conditional level sets
of Birkhoff average for random perturbation of mixing smooth conformal repeller is approximating
to the Hausdorff dimension of Birkhoff average for the unperturbed system. One of difficulty in
studying the conditional level sets of Birkhoff average from topological entropy point of view is the
missing of orbits gluing technique. Recently, in [17], for Anosov systems driven by external force
satisfying topological mixing on fibers property, authors state a random specification property, which
motivate us the fiber specification property. The fiber specification property introduced in this paper
provides an orbit-gluing technique along the orbit of external force, which gives possibility to analysis
the multifratcal structure of conditional level sets of Birkhoff average from the topological entropy
point of view for skew product transformation generated by such external forced system.

For the purpose of getting external forced system involved, we introduce the fiber topological en-
tropy on non-compact sets by employing the Carathéodory dimension structure (abbr. C-structure).
The fiber Bowen’s topological entropy is a generalisation of the topological entropy defined by
Bowen [5] or equivalently by Pesin [28] on non-compact sets for deterministic system. While the
classical fiber topological entropy resembles the box dimension, the fiber Bowen’s topological en-
tropy defined by C-structure resembles the Hausdorff dimension. In following subsections, we will
introduce the settings of system, fiber specification property, fiber Bowen’s topological entropy and
our main results in details.

1.2. Settings of system and fiber specification property. LetM be a connected closed smooth
Riemannian manifold, and dM be the induced Riemannian metric on M . Let θ : Ω → Ω be a
homeomorphism on a compact metric space (Ω, dΩ). The product space Ω×M is a compact metric
space with distance d((ω1, x1), (ω2, x2)) = dΩ(ω1, ω2) + dM (x1, x2) for any ω1, ω2 ∈ Ω and x1, x2 ∈
M . Let H =diff2(M) be the space of C2 diffeomorphisms on M equipped with C2-topology, and
F : Ω → H be a continuous map. The skew product Θ : Ω ×M → Ω ×M induced by F and θ is
defined by:

Θ(ω, x) = (θω, Fωx), ∀ω ∈ Ω, x ∈M.

where we rewrite F (ω) as Fω. Then inductively:

Θn(ω, x) = (θnω,Fn
ω x) :=











(θnω,Fθn−1ω ◦ · · · ◦ Fωx), if n > 0

(ω, x), if n = 0

(θnω, (Fθnω)
−1 ◦ · · · ◦ (Fθ−1ω)

−1x), if n < 0.

In this paper, we consider the target system (Ω×M,Θ) satisfying:

(C.1) the driven system (Ω,BP (Ω), P, θ) is a uniquely ergodic homeomorphism equipped with the
unique invariant Borel probability measure P and σ-algebra BP (Ω), which is the completion
of Borel σ-algebra with respect to P ;

(C.2) Anosov on fibers: for every (ω, x) ∈ Ω ×M , there is a splitting of the tangent bundle of
Mω = {ω} ×M at x

TxMω = Es
(ω,x) ⊕ Eu

(ω,x)

which depends continuously on (ω, x) ∈M × Ω with dimEs
(ω,x), dimEu

(ω,x) > 0 and satisfies

that

DxFωE
u
(ω,x) = Eu

Θ(ω,x), DxFωE
s
(ω,x) = Es

Θ(ω,x)

and
{

|DxFωξ| ≥ eλ0 |ξ|, ∀ξ ∈ Eu
(ω,x),

|DxFωη| ≤ e−λ0 |η|, ∀η ∈ Es
(ω,x),
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where λ0 > 0 is a constant;
(C.3) topological mixing on fibers: for any nonempty open sets U, V ⊂M , there exists N > 0 such

that for any n ≥ N and ω ∈ Ω

Θn({ω} × U) ∩ ({θnω} × V ) 6= ∅.

Examples of Anosov and topological mixing on fibers skew product driven by uniquely ergodic
homeomorphism are given in Section 2.

By Remark 1.1.8 in [1], we can identity the skew product Θ and the corresponding random
dynamical system (abbr. RDS), which is F : Z × Ω ×M → M by F (n, ω, x) = Fn

ω x. Here, we still
use notation F by avoiding abuse of notation.

Definition 1.1. For any ω ∈ Ω, an ω−specification Sω = (ω, τ, Pω) consists of a finite collection of
intervals τ = {I1, ..., Ik}, Ii = [ai, bi] ⊂ Z, and a map Pω : ∪k

i=1Ii →M such that for t1, t2 ∈ I ∈ τ,

F t2−t1
θt1ω

(Pω(t1)) = Pω(t2).

An ω-specification Sω is called m−spaced if ai+1 > bi +m for all i ∈ {1, ..., k − 1}.

The system Θ is said to have the fiber specification property if for any ǫ > 0, there exists m =
m(ǫ) > 0 such that for any ω ∈ Ω, any m-spaced ω-specification Sω = (ω, τ, Pω), we can find a point
x ∈M , which is (ω, ǫ)-shadowing Sω, i.e.,

dM (Pω(t), F
t
ωx) < ǫ for any t ∈ I ∈ τ.

1.3. Fiber Bowen’s topological entropy. In this section, we introduce the fiber Bowen’s topo-
logical entropy on noncompact set, which is a special case of Carathéodory dimension structure.
The definition of C-structure can be found in Chap. 1 of [28] or Sec. 5 of [8]. We note that for a
fixed ω ∈ Ω, the systems along the orbit of ω can be viewed as an non-autonomous systems, whose
Bowen’s topological entropy is given in [22].

For n ∈ N, ω ∈ Ω, we denote the fiber Bowen’s metric

dnω(x, y) = max
0≤i≤n−1

{dM (F i
ωx, F

i
ωy)} for x, y ∈M.

Let Bn(ω, x, ǫ) ⊂ M be the open ball of radius ǫ around x ∈ M with respect to the metric dnω. For
any ǫ > 0, s ∈ R, on the fiber {ω} ×M , for any nonempty set Z ⊂M , we define

(1.1) m(Z, s, ω,N, ǫ) = inf
Γǫ
ω

∑

i

e−sni ,

where the infimum is taken over all finite or countable collections Γǫ
ω = {Bni(ω, xi, ǫ)} with Z ⊂

∪iBni(ω, xi, ǫ) and min{ni} ≥ N . Note that m(Z, s, ω,N, ǫ) does not decrease as N increases, the
following limit exists

m(Z, s, ω, ǫ) = lim
N→∞

m(Z, s, ω,N, ǫ).(1.2)

There exists a number htop(F,Z, ω, ǫ) ∈ [0,+∞) such that

(1.3) m(Z, s, ω, ǫ) =

{

+∞, if s < htop(F,Z, ω, ǫ)

0, if s > htop(F,Z, ω, ǫ).

Note that m(Z, htop(F,Z, ω, ǫ), ω, ǫ) could be +∞, 0 or positive finite number.
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Lemma 1.1. The value htop(F,Z, ω, ǫ) does not decrease as ǫ decreases. Therefore, the following
limit exists

(1.4) htop(F,Z, ω) = lim
ǫ→0

htop(F,Z, ω, ǫ) = sup
ǫ>0

htop(F,Z, ω, ǫ).

The proof of Lemma 1.1 is addressed in Sec. 5.1. We call htop(F,Z, ω) the fiber Bowen’s topological
entropy of F restricted on Z and the fiber {ω}×M . The following lemma is a corollary of [28, Theorem
1.1].

Lemma 1.2. The fiber Bowen’s topological entropy has the following properties:

(1) htop(F,Z1, ω) ≤ htop(F,Z2, ω) if ∅ ( Z1 ⊂ Z2 ⊂M .
(2) htop(F,Z, ω) = supi htop(F,Zi, ω) if Z is finite or countable union of nonempty sets Zi ⊂M .

For any subset {ω} ×Z ⊂ Ω×M , denote htop(Θ, {ω} ×Z) to be the Bowen’s topological entropy
of topological dynamical system (Ω ×M,Θ) on {ω} × Z defined by Bowen [5] or equivalently by
using C-structure in [33] on noncompact sets. Note that for any (ω, x) ∈ Ω×M , n ∈ N, one has

{ω} ×Bn(ω, x, ǫ) ⊂ BΘ
n ((ω, x), ǫ) := {(β, y) ∈ Ω×M : max

0≤i<n
d(Θi(ω, x),Θi(β, y)) < ǫ}.

Therefore, any covering {Bni(ω, xi, ǫ)} of Z is corresponding to a covering {BΘ
ni
((ω, xi), ǫ)} of {ω}×Z.

As a consequence, htop(Θ, {ω} × Z) ≤ htop(F,Z, ω) for all ω ∈ Ω.

1.4. Conditional level sets of Birkhoff average. In this section, we assume that (Ω ×M,Θ)
is Anosov and topological mixing on fibers system driven by a uniquely ergodic homeomorphism
system (Ω,BP (Ω), P, θ). For any continuous observable ϕ : Ω × M → R and α ∈ R, denote the
classical level set of Birkhoff average

Kϕ,α = {(ω, x) ∈ Ω×M : lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) = α}

and conditional level set of Birkhoff average Kϕ,α(ω) = {x ∈ M : (ω, x) ∈ Kϕ,α}. The proof of the
following two lemmas are addressed in Sec. 5.1.

Lemma 1.3. For each α ∈ R, it is clear that Kϕ,α ⊂ Ω×M is a Θ−invariant Borel subset. Denote
Ωα = {ω ∈ Ω : Kϕ,α(ω) 6= ∅}, then Ωα is a measurable set and either P (Ωα) = 1 or P (Ωα) = 0.

Denote Lϕ := {α ∈ R : P (Ωα) = 1}, and denote IΘ(Ω×M) and IeΘ(Ω×M) to be the collection
of all Θ-invariant and Θ-invariant ergodic Borel probability measures on Ω×M respectively.

Lemma 1.4. For any α ∈ Lϕ, the set IΘ(Ω ×M,ϕ,α) := {µ ∈ IΘ(Ω ×M) :
∫

ϕdµ = α} is a
nonempty, convex and closed subset of IΘ(Ω×M). As a consequence, Lϕ ⊂ {

∫

ϕdµ : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M)}.
Moreover, Lϕ is nonempty bounded subset of R.

For a topological dynamical system (X,T ) with the specification property, it is pointed out in [34,
Lemma 2.5] that for any continuous observable ψ : X → R,

{

α ∈ R : {α ∈ R : lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ψ(T i(x)) = α} 6= ∅

}

=

{
∫

ψdµ : µ is T -invariant

}

,

due to the fact that every T -invariant probability measure has a generic point. In this paper, it is
not sure whether Θ-invariant measure has generic points. Moreover, the existence of generic points
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is not enough to prove that Lϕ coincides {
∫

ϕdµ : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω ×M)}, since we need P (Ωα) = 1 for
α ∈ Lϕ. However, our proof of Theorem B indicates that Lϕ = {

∫

ϕdµ : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω ×M)}, see
Remark 4.3.

1.5. Main results. We state our main results in this section. In the first theorem, the unique
ergodicity of the metric dynamical system (Ω, θ) is not necessary.

Theorem A. Assume that (Ω ×M,Θ) is Anosov on fibers and topological mixing on fibers system
driven by a homeomorphism (Ω, θ), then Θ has the fiber specification property. Moreover, RDS F
corresponding to Θ has the specification property given by Gundlach and Kifer as in Remark 3.1.

Denote Pr(Ω ×M) and Pr(M) to be the space of Borel probability measures on Ω ×M and M
respectively, which are compact spaces with respect to the weak∗ topology, and PrP (Ω×M) ⊂ Pr(Ω×
M) to be the Borel probability measure with marginal P on Ω, i.e. for any µ ∈ PrP (Ω×M), µ◦π−1

Ω =
P , where πΩ : Ω×M → Ω denotes the projection into the first coordinate. For any µ ∈ PrP (Ω×M),
by the disintegration theorem (see [9, Proposition 3.6]), there exists a measurable mapping called
disintegration µ· : Ω → Pr(M) by ω 7→ µω such that

∫

Ω×M h(ω, x)dµ =
∫

Ω

∫

M h(ω, x)dµω(x)dP (ω)
for any continuous function h : Ω×M → R. Moreover, the disintegration is P−a.s. unique.

When the uniquely ergodicity of (Ω, θ) is present, one must have

(1.5) IΘ(Ω ×M) ⊂ PrP (Ω×M),

since µ ◦ π−1
Ω is θ-invariant for any µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M). Relation (1.5) enable us to use lots of results in

ergodic theory of RDS.

For a continuous potential ϕ ∈ C(Ω ×M,R), let πF (ϕ) be the fiber topological pressure defined
in (3.5) by using separated set, which is related to fiber measure theoretic entropy by the following
fiber (or relative) variational principle (see [21, Theorem 1.2.13])

πF (ϕ) = sup

{

hµ(F ) +

∫

ϕdµ : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M) ∩ PrP (Ω×M)

}

(1.5)
= sup

{

hµ(F ) +

∫

ϕdµ : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M)

}

,

(1.6)

where hµ(F ) = h
(r)
µ (Θ) is the fiber measure theoretic entropy of F or relative measure theoretic

entropy of Θ (see section 3.3). When ϕ = 0, htop(F ) := πF (0) is the classical fiber topological
entropy. We also note that the generator of RDS Fω ∈Diff2(M) and continuous depending on ω. By
the Margulis-Ruelle inequality for RDS [2, Theorem 1], in the settings of this paper, one has

htop(F ) <∞.

With the help of fiber specification property in Theorem A, we obtain the following variational
principle, which can be viewed as a generalisation of variational principle established in [33].

Theorem B. Assume (Ω ×M,Θ) is Anosov and topological mixing on fibers system driven by a
uniquely ergodic homeomorphism system (Ω,BP (Ω), P, θ). Let ϕ ∈ C(Ω ×M,R), for α ∈ Lϕ, then
the following holds for P -a.s. ω ∈ Ω:

htop(F,Kϕ,α(ω), ω) = max{hµ(F ) : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω ×M,ϕ,α)}.

Theorem B and (1.6) imply that the fiber Bowen’s topological entropy of M coincides the classi-
cal fiber topological entropy neglecting a P -zero measure set for systems under consideration, i.e.,
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htop(F,M,ω) = htop(F ) for P -a.s. ω ∈ Ω. Theorem B also reveals new phenomenon for hyperbolic
toral automorphism, see Sec. 2.1 and Corollary 3.

For ϕ ∈ C(Ω ×M,R) and q ∈ R, define πF,ϕ : R → R by πF,ϕ(q) = πF (qϕ), which is the fiber
topological pressure of qϕ. The Legendre transform π∗F,ϕ is defined by

π∗F,ϕ(α) = inf
q∈R

{πF,ϕ(q)− qα} for α ∈ R.

The following theorem is consequence of Theorem B and Lemma 3.9.

Theorem C. Assume (Ω ×M,Θ) is Anosov and topological mixing on fibers system driven by a
uniquely ergodic homeomorphism system (Ω,BP (Ω), P, θ). Let ϕ ∈ C(Ω×M,R), then

(a) for any α ∈ Lϕ, one has

(1.7) htop(F,Kϕ,α(ω), ω) ≤ π∗F,ϕ(α) for P − a.s. ω ∈ Ω.

(b) for α ∈ int(Lϕ), one has

(1.8) htop(F,Kϕ,α(ω), ω) = π∗F,ϕ(α) for P − a.s. ω ∈ Ω,

where int denotes the interior.

The last result is about the conditional level sets of local entropy for equilibrium states. We recall
the local entropy formula, which is a corollary of [42, Theorem 2.1].

Lemma 1.5. Assume (Ω × M,Θ) is Anosov and topological mixing on fibers system driven by a
uniquely ergodic homeomorphism system (Ω,BP (Ω), P, θ). For µ ∈ IeΘ(Ω ×M), note that hµ(F ) ≤
htop(F ) <∞, then

hµ(F ) = hµ(F ;ω, x) := lim
ǫ→0

lim inf
n→∞

−
1

n
log µω(Bn(ω, x, ǫ))

= h̄µ(F ;ω, x) := lim
ǫ→0

lim sup
n→∞

−
1

n
log µω(Bn(ω, x, ǫ))

for µ-a.s. (ω, x) ∈ Ω ×M , where ω 7→ µω is the disintegration of µ with respect to P by noticing
(1.5).

Theorem 3.9 in [16] and Theorem A imply that the target systems has unique equilibrium state
for Hölder potentials. Here, we recall the definition of equilibrium state. If there exists a maximizing
measure in the fiber variational principle (1.6), then this measure is called an fiber equilibrium state
for ϕ. We note that the fiber equilibrium states in the fiber variational principle also obtain the
maximal in the classical variation principle since

sup{hµ(Θ) +

∫

ϕdµ : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω ×M)} = sup{hµ(F ) +

∫

ϕdµ : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω ×M)} + hP (θ),

where the equality due to (1.5) and the Abramov-Rohlin formula

(1.9) hµ(Θ) = hµ(F ) + hP (θ) for µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M).

Therefore, we can identify equilibrium states and fiber equilibrium states in this paper.

Corollary 1. Assume that (Ω ×M,Θ) is Anosov on fibers and topological mixing on fibers system
driven by a uniquely ergodic homeomorphism (Ω,BP (Ω), P, θ), then for any Hölder continuous po-
tential ϕ : Ω×M → R, there exists a unique equilibrium state for ϕ, named µ = µϕ ∈ PrP (Ω×M).
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Moreover, such unique equilibrium state is Θ-invariant, ergodic and satisfies the Gibbs property, i.e.,
for any ǫ ∈ (0, η4 ), there exist positive constants Aǫ, Bǫ such that for P -a.s. ω ∈ Ω,

(1.10) Aǫ ≤ µω(Bn(ω, x, ǫ)) · πF (ϕ)(ω, ǫ, n) · e
−

∑n−1
i=0 ϕ(Θi(ω,x)) ≤ Bǫ for all x ∈M,

where πF (ϕ)(ω, ǫ, n) is defined by using separated set in (3.4), and η > 0 is a fiber expansive constant
in Lemma 3.3.

Combining Corollary 1, Theorem B and Theorem C, we give the multifractal analysis of local
entropy for equilibrium states.

Corollary 2. Assume (Ω ×M,Θ) is Anosov and topological mixing on fibers system driven by a
uniquely ergodic homeomorphism system (Ω,BP (Ω), P, θ). Let ϕ : Ω×M → R be a Hölder potential
and µ = µϕ be the equilibrium state given in Corollary 1. For α ∈ R, we denote

Eα = {(ω, x) ∈ Ω×M : h̄µ(F ;ω, x) = hµ(F ;ω, x) = πF (ϕ)− α},

where h̄µ(F ;ω, x) and hµ(F ;ω, x) are local entropy defined in Lemma 1.5. Then

(1) for µ-a.s. (ω, x) ∈ Ω×M ,

h̄µ(F ;ω, x) = hµ(F ;ω, x) = hµ(F ) = πF (ϕ)−

∫

ϕdµ;

(2) for α ∈ Lϕ,

htop(F,Eα(ω), ω) = max{hµ(F ) : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω ×M,ϕ,α)} for P − a.s. ω ∈ Ω;

(3) for any α ∈ Lϕ,

htop(F,Eα(ω), ω) ≤ π∗F,ϕ(α) for P − a.s. ω ∈ Ω;

(4) for α ∈ int(Lϕ),

htop(F,Eα(ω), ω) = π∗F,ϕ(α) for P − a.s. ω ∈ Ω.

The paper is organised as follows. In Sec. 2, we give several examples under consideration. In Sec.
3, we introduce definitions and state several preliminary lemmas. The proof of our main theorems
is addressed in Sec. 4, and we collect all proof of lemmas in Sec. 5.

2. Examples

In this section, we give some examples of Anosov and topological mixing on fibers system driven
by a uniquely ergodic homeomorphism system.

2.1. Fiber Anosov maps on 2-d tori. In section 8.1.2 of [17], Huang, Lian and Lu proved the
following skew product system is Anosov and topological mixing on fibers.

The skew product Θ : T× T2 → T× T2 is given by

Θ(ω, x) = (θω, Fω(x)) := (ω + α, Tx+ h(ω)),

where α ∈ R\Q, T is any hyperbolic toral automorphism, and h : T → T2 is a continuous map. Note
that the irrational rotation on circle θ : ω 7→ ω + α is a uniquely ergodic system with the unique
θ-invariant measure P =Lebesgue measure. Therefore, this system is one of target systems.
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Since that the classical specification property implies topological mixing and the factor system
of topological mixing system is also topological mixing, but (T, θ) as factor of (T × T2,Θ) is not
topological mixing. Therefore, the system (T×T2,Θ) does not have classical specification property.
As a consequence, the variational principle in [33] can not apply to Θ.

Note that T is linear map, for any ω ∈ T and n ∈ N, the fiber Bowen’s metric

dnω(x, y) = max
1≤i≤n−1

{dT2(F i
ω(x), F

i
ω(y))}

= max
1≤i≤n−1

{dT2(T i(x), T i(y))} = dTn (x, y),

where dTn is the usual Bowen’s metric induced by T on T2. As a consequence, for all ω ∈ Ω, we have
Bn(ω, x, ǫ) = BT

n (x, ǫ) := {y ∈M : dTn (x, y) < ǫ}, and therefore,

htop(F,Z, ω) = htop(T,Z)

for any nonempty subset Z ⊂ T2, where htop(T,Z) is the Bowen topological entropy defined on
noncompact set for deterministic system (T2, T ) (see [5, 28, 33]). Therefore, for such Θ : T × T2 →
T× T2, htop(F,Kϕ,α(ω), ω) in Theorem B, C and htop(F,Eα(ω), ω) in Corollary 2 can be replace by
htop(T,Kϕ,α(ω)) and htop(T,Eα(ω)) respectively. For example:

Corollary 3. Let ϕ ∈ C(T2 × T) and α ∈ Lϕ. Then for Lebesgue-a.s. ω ∈ T,

htop(T,Kϕ,α(ω)) = sup{hµ(F ) : µ ∈ IΘ(T× T2, ϕ, α)}

= sup{hµ(Θ) : µ ∈ IΘ(T × T2, ϕ, α)},

where hµ(F ) = hµ(Θ) is due to the Abramov-Rohlin formula hµ(Θ) = hµ(F ) + hP (θ) and the fact
hP (θ) = hLeb(θ) = 0.

2.2. Random composition of 2× 2 area-preserving positive matrices driven by uniquely
ergodic subshift. Let

{

Bi =

(

ai bi
ci di

)}

1≤i≤k

be 2×2 matrices with ai, bi, ci, di ∈ Z+, and |aidi−cibi| = 1 for any i ∈ {1, ..., k}. Let Ω = {1, ..., k}Z

with the left shift operator θ be the symbolic dynamical system with k symbols. For any ω =
(..., ω−1, ω0, ω1, ...) ∈ Ω, we define Fω = Bω0 . Then the skew product Θ̃ : Ω × T2 → Ω × T2 defined
by

Θ̃(ω, x) =
(

θω, Fω(x)
)

is an Anosov and topological mixing on fibers system by Proposition 8.2 and Theorem 8.2 in [17].

Now we let Ωs ⊂ Ω be any uniquely ergodic subshift. For instance, when k ≥ 2, let (Ωs, θ) be the
Arnoux-Rauzy subshift, which is uniquely ergodic and minimal (see Section 2 in [10]). Especially,
when k = 2, the Arnoux-Rauzy subshift is the Sturmian subshift. Then the following system is one
of target system:

Θ : Ωs × T2 → Ωs × T2 by Θ = Θ̃|Ωs×T2 .

3. Preliminary Definitions and Lemmas

In this section, we introduce some preliminary lemmas for systems (Ω ×M,Θ) satisfying (C.1)
and (C.2). Note that for lemmas in Sec. 3.1-3.2, the uniquely ergodic condition in (C.1) is not
needed. When the uniquely ergodic condition (C.1) is present, we will employ the fact (1.5) to apply
the ergodic theory of RDS.
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3.1. Hyperbolic dynamics. The local stable and unstable manifolds are defined as the following:

W s
ǫ (ω, x) = {y ∈M | dM (Fn

ω (x), F
n
ω (y)) ≤ ǫ for all n ≥ 0},

W u
ǫ (ω, x) = {y ∈M | dM (Fn

ω (x), F
n
ω (y)) ≤ ǫ for all n ≤ 0}.

The following lemmas can be found in [17], and it is special version of Lemmas in [15].

Lemma 3.1. [17, Lemma 3.1] For any λ ∈ (0, λ0), there exists ǫ0 > 0 such that for any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0],
the followings hold:

(1) W τ
ǫ (ω, x) are C2 embedded discs for all (ω, x) ∈ Ω × M with TxW

τ (ω, x) = Eτ (ω, x) for
τ = u, s.

(2) For n ≥ 0 and y ∈ W s
ǫ (ω, x), dM (fnωx, f

n
ωy) ≤ e−nλdM (x, y), and for y ∈ W u

ǫ (ω, x),
dM (f−n

ω x, f−n
ω y) ≤ e−nλdM (x, y).

(3) W s
ǫ (ω, x),W

u
ǫ (ω, x) vary continuously on (ω, x) in C1 topology.

Lemma 3.2. [17, Lemma 3.2] For any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0], where ǫ0 comes from Lemma 3.1, there is a
δ ∈ (0, ǫ) such that for any x, y ∈ M with dM (x, y) < δ, W s

ǫ (ω, x) ∩W
u
ǫ (ω, y) consists of a single

point.

Lemma 3.3. [17, Lemma 3.3] The system Θ is fiber-expansive, i.e. there exists a constant η > 0
such that for any ω ∈ Ω, if dM (Fn

ω (x), F
n
ω (y)) < η for all n ∈ Z, then x = y.

Let η > 0 be a fiber expansive constant of the system Θ. The following lemma is a corollary of
Lemma 3.6 in [17].

Lemma 3.4. For any ǫ ∈ (0, η), there exists L(ǫ) ∈ N such that for any x, y ∈ M and ω ∈ Ω, we
have

max
|n|≤L(ǫ)

dM (Fn
ω (x), F

n
ω (y)) ≤ η implies dM (x, y) < ǫ.

3.2. Specification for RDS. We compare the fiber specification property and the specification for
RDS F given by Gundlach and Kifer [16] in this section.

Let us first recall the definition of specification for RDS F in [16]. Let ǫ0 : Ω → R+ be the
expansive characteristic for RDS F , i.e., for any ω ∈ Ω

if dM (Fn
ω (x), F

n
ω (y)) ≤ ǫ0(θ

nω) for n ∈ Z, then x = y.

The RDS F has k−specification if for each constant c > 0 and P−a.s. ω ∈ Ω, there exists an
N-valued random variable Lc = Lc(ω) ≥ 1 such that for any points {xi}

k
i=0 ∈ M and integers

−∞ ≤ b0 < a1 < b1 < · · · ak < bk < ak+1 ≤ ∞ satisfying ai+1 ≥ bi + Lc(θ
biω), i = 0, 1, ..., k one can

find z ∈M such that

max
ai≤j≤bi

dM (F j
ω(xi), F

j
ω(z)) ≤ cǫ0(θ

jω) ∀i = 1, ..., k(3.1)

dM (F j
ω(x0), F

j
ω(z)) ≤ cǫ0(θ

jω) ∀j ≥ ak+1 and ∀j ≤ b0.(3.2)

If F satisfies k−specification for any k ∈ N+ with Lc independent of k, then we say that F has
specification property.

Remark 3.1. In the settings of this present paper, the expansive characteristic for RDS F is a
constant (see Lemma 3.3). If we define Pω(t) = F t

ω(xi) if t ∈ [ai, bi] for i ∈ {1, ..., k}, then
(ω,∪k

i=1[ai, bi], Pω) is an ω-specification as in Def. 1.1. Therefore, the fiber specification property
defined in this paper is equivalent to only (3.1) holds for all ω ∈ Ω, any k ∈ N+ and Lc independent
of k and ω.
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3.3. Fiber measure theoretic entropy. For Lemmas in Sec. 3.3-3.6, the condition (C.1) is
present, and (1.5) is employed. For any µ ∈ IΘ(Ω ×M), the classical measure theoretic entropy of
dynamical system (Ω×M,Θ, µ) is denoted by hµ(Θ). Denote πΩ : Ω×M → Ω to be the projection
into the first coordinate. The conditional entropy of a finite measurable partition R of Ω×M given
σ-algebra π−1

Ω (BP (Ω)) is defined by

Hµ(R|π−1
Ω (BP (Ω))) =

∫

Hµω(R(ω))dP (ω),

where ω 7→ µω is the measure disintegration of µ with respect to P and Hµω(A) denotes the usual
entropy of a finite measurable partition A of M . The fiber entropy of F (or the relative entropy of
Θ) with respect to µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M) is defined by

hµ(F ) = h(r)µ (Θ) = sup
Q
hµ(F,Q),

where

hµ(F,Q) = lim
n→∞

1

n
Hµ(

n−1
∨

i=0

(Θ)−iQ|π−1(BP (Ω))),

and the supreme is taken over all finite measurable partitions Q of Ω×M . Note that hµ(F ) remains
the same by taking the supreme only over partition of Ω×M into finite measurable partition Qi of
the form Qi = Ω× Pi, where {Pi} is a finite measurable partition of M .

3.4. Measure Approximation. The following lemma can be found in [41] p.535.

Lemma 3.5 (Measure approximation). For topological dynamical system (Ω × M,Θ), given ϕ ∈
C(Ω×M,R), for any µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M), and δ > 0, there exist ν ∈ IΘ(Ω×M) and {νi}

k
i=1 ⊂ IeΘ(Ω×M)

with the following properties:

(1) ν =
∑k

i=1 λiνi, where λi > 0,
∑k

i=1 λi = 1;
(2) hν(Θ) ≥ hµ(Θ) − δ, which implies hν(F ) ≥ hµ(F ) − δ by the Abramov-Rohlin formula

hµ(Θ) = hµ(F ) + hP (θ) and hν(Θ) = hν(F ) + hP (θ);
(3) |

∫

Ω×M ϕdµ −
∫

Ω×M ϕdν| < δ.

3.5. Random Katok entropy theorem. For ǫ > 0, δ ∈ (0, 1), ω ∈ Ω and µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M), denotes

S(ω, n, ǫ, δ) = min{S(ω, n, ǫ,K)| K ⊂M, µω(K) ≥ 1− δ},

where S(ω, n, ǫ,K) denotes the smallest cardinality of any (ω, ǫ, n)-spanning set of K, and a subset
G ⊂ K is called an (ω, ǫ, n)-spanning set of K if for any y ∈ K, there exists a x ∈ G such that
dnω(x, y) ≤ ǫ. The following is the random version of Katok entropy theorem. The first two equality
can be found in [42, Theorem 3.1] and [24, Theorem A] respectively. The third and fourth equalities
are due to the fiber-expansive property, and we supply a proof in Sec. 5.2 for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 3.6. For any µ ∈ IeΘ(Ω×M) and δ ∈ (0, 1). The mapping ω 7→ S(ω, n, ǫ, δ) is measurable.
Note that hµ(F ) ≤ htop(F ) <∞, then

hµ(F ) = lim
ǫ→0

lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log S(ω, n, ǫ, δ) = lim

ǫ→0
lim inf
n→∞

1

n
log S(ω, n, ǫ, δ)(3.3)

= lim sup
n→∞

1

n
logS(ω, n, η, δ) = lim inf

n→∞

1

n
logS(ω, n, η, δ) for P − a.s. ω ∈ Ω,

where η > 0 is a fiber-expansive constant as in Lemma 3.3.



12 NIAN LIU AND XUE LIU

3.6. Upper semi-continuity of entropy map and equilibrium states. A subset Q ⊂ M is
called an (ω, ǫ, n)-separated set of M if for any two different points x, y ∈ Q, dnω(x, y) > ǫ. For any
ϕ ∈ C(Ω×M), n ≥ 1 and constant ǫ > 0, set

(3.4) πF (ϕ)(ω, ǫ, n) = sup{Zn(ω,ϕ,Q) : Q is an maximal (ω, ǫ, n)-separated set of M},

where

Zn(ω,ϕ,Q) =
∑

x∈Q

exp(Snϕ(ω, x)) =
∑

x∈Q

exp

(

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x))

)

.

The fiber topological pressure of F (or the relative topological pressure of Θ) with respect to ϕ ∈
C(Ω×M,R) is

(3.5) πF (ϕ) = lim
ǫ→0

lim sup
n→∞

1

n

∫

log πF (ϕ)(ω, ǫ, n)dP (ω).

The following lemma is a direct corollary of [21, Proposition 1.2.6] by noticing that P is an ergodic
measure with respect to θ.

Lemma 3.7. For any ϕ ∈ C(Ω×M,R),

πF (ϕ) = lim
ǫ→0

lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log πF (ϕ)(ω, ǫ, n)

= lim
ǫ→0

lim inf
n→∞

1

n
log πF (ϕ)(ω, ǫ, n) for P -a.s. ω ∈ Ω.

Recall that the system Θ is fiber-expansive, see Lemma 3.3, then the following lemma is a corollary
of [21, Theorem 1.3.5].

Lemma 3.8. The entropy map

µ 7→ hµ(F ) for µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M)

is upper semi-continuous with respect to the weak∗ topology on IΘ(Ω×M). In this case, the equilibrium
state for any continuous ϕ : M → R exists. We denote ESϕ to be the collection of all equilibrium
states for ϕ ∈ C(Ω×M,R).

By Lemma 3.8 and the Abramov-Rohlin formula , we obtain the upper semi-continuity of entropy
map h·(Θ) : IΘ(Ω ×M) → R defined by µ 7→ hµ(Θ). The following lemma only needs the upper
semi-continuity of entropy map µ 7→ hµ(Θ), and it is a consequence of [18, Corollary 2].

Lemma 3.9. For any ϕ ∈ C(Ω×M,R), we have

int

{∫

ϕdµ : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M)

}

⊂

{∫

ϕdµ : µ ∈ ∪q∈RESqϕ

}

,

where int denotes the interior of subset of R.

4. Proof of Main results

4.1. Proof of Theorem A. In this section, we prove Theorem A. We start with the following
proposition.

Proposition 4.1. For any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0], where ǫ0 comes from Lemma 3.1, there exists an integer
N ∈ N depending on ǫ, such that for any x, y ∈M , ω ∈ Ω, n ≥ N ,

Fn
ω (W

u
ǫ (ω, x)) ∩W

s
ǫ (θ

nω, y) 6= ∅.
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Proof of Proposition 4.1. Given ǫ > 0, by Lemma 3.2, there is ǫ1 ∈ (0, ǫ/2) such that

(4.1) W s
ǫ/2(ω, x) ∩W

u
ǫ/2(ω, y) consists of a single point for all ω ∈ Ω whenever dM (x, y) < ǫ1.

Applying Lemma 3.2 again, there is a ǫ2 ∈ (0, ǫ1/2) such that

(4.2) W s
ǫ1/2

(ω, x) ∩W u
ǫ1/2

(ω, y) consists of a single point for all ω ∈ Ω whenever dM (x, y) < ǫ2.

Now let {xi}
n
i=1 be a ǫ2

4 -dense subset of M . Then by topological mixing on fibers property, there
exists a number N ∈ N such that for any k ≥ N and i, j ∈ {1, ..., n}, we have

(4.3) F k
ω

(

BM (xi,
ǫ2
4
)
)

∩BM (xj ,
ǫ2
4
) 6= ∅ for all ω ∈ Ω.

We fix this N . Next, we prove this N is the desired number in the statement of Proposition 4.1.

For any k ≥ N , and x, y ∈ M , since {xi}
n
i=1 is ǫ2

4 -dense, there exists x′, y′ ∈ {xi}
n
i=1 such that

dM (x, x′) < ǫ2
4 and dM (y, y′) < ǫ2

4 . Therefore, BM (x′, ǫ24 ) ⊂ BM (x, ǫ2) and BM (y′, ǫ24 ) ⊂ BM(y, ǫ2).

Moreover, equation (4.3) implies F k
ω (BM (x, ǫ2)) ∩ BM (y, ǫ2) 6= ∅. We pick p ∈ F k

ω (BM (x, ǫ2)) ∩
BM (y, ǫ2). According to (4.2), there exists a point q such that

(4.4) q ∈W s
ǫ1/2

(θkω, y) ∩W u
ǫ1/2

(θkω, p).

Since q ∈W u
ǫ1/2

(θkω, p), we have

dM (F−k
θkω

p, F−k
θkω

q) ≤ e−kλ ǫ1
2
<
ǫ1
2
.

Therefore, we have

dM (x, F−k
θkω

q) ≤ dM (x, F−k
θkω

p) + dM (F−k
θkω

p, F−k
θkω

q)

≤ ǫ2 +
ǫ1
2
< ǫ1.

According to (4.1), z ∈W u
ǫ/2(ω, x) ∩W

s
ǫ/2(ω,F

−k
θkω

q) exists. Note that

F k
ω (z) ∈ F k

ω (W
u
ǫ/2(ω, x)) ∩ F

k
ω (W

s
ǫ/2(ω,F

−k
θkω

q)) ⊂ F k
ω (W

u
ǫ/2(ω, x)) ∩W

s
ǫ/2(θ

kω, q)

(4.4)
⊂ F k

ω (W
u
ǫ/2(ω, x)) ∩W

s
ǫ (θ

kω, y).

Therefore, F k
ω (W

u
ǫ (ω, x)) ∩W

s
ǫ (θ

kω, y) 6= ∅. �

Now we are ready to prove Theorem A. For any fixed ǫ > 0, we first define N = N(ǫ), the desired
space of the fiber specification property corresponding to ǫ. Let β = 1

2 min{ǫ/2, ǫ0}, where ǫ0 comes
from Lemma 3.1. Define γ = β/8, and let N be in Proposition 4.1 such that for any x, y ∈ M ,
n ≥ N ,

(4.5) Fn
ω (W

u
γ (ω, x)) ∩W

s
γ (θ

nω, y) 6= ∅ for any ω ∈ Ω.

Moreover, we pick N sufficiently large such that e−Nλ0 ≤ 1
2 . From now on, we fix this N .

Next, we prove that any N spaced ω-specification Sω = (ω, τ, Pω) as in Definition 1.1 is (ω, ǫ)-
shadowed by a point in M . We define

(4.6) xa1 = Pω(a1).

For k ∈ {1, 2, ...,m}, we define xak inductively: once xak is defined for k ∈ {1, 2, ...,m − 1}, pick

(4.7) xak+1
∈ F

ak+1−bk
θbkω

(

W u
γ (Θ

bk−ak(θakω, xak))
)

∩W s
γ (θ

ak+1ω,Pω(ak+1)),
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where xak+1
exists due to ak+1 − bk > N and (4.5). Define x := F−am

θamω(xam), and we are going to
show x is (ω, β/2)−shadowing the ω−specification Sω, i.e.,

(4.8) dM (F t
ω(x), Pω(t)) < β/2 for t ∈ ∪m

i=1Ii.

For any fixed t ∈ ∪m
i=1Ii, there exists a j ∈ {1, 2, ...,m} such that aj ≤ t ≤ bj . Then

(4.9) dM (F t
ω(x), Pω(t)) ≤ dM (F t

ω(x), F
t−aj
θajω

(xaj )) + dM (F
t−aj
θajω

(xaj ), Pω(t)).

By (4.7), xaj ∈W s
γ (θ

ajω,Pω(aj)), and therefore,

(4.10) dM (F
t−aj
θajω

(xaj ), Pω(t)) = dM (F
t−aj
θajω

(xaj ), F
t−aj
θajω

(Pω(aj))) ≤ γ < β/4.

To estimate dM (F t
ω(x), F

t−aj
θajω

(xaj )), we are going to show that

(4.11) F
bj
ω (x) ∈W u

2γ(Θ
bj−aj (θajω, xaj )) =W u

2γ(θ
bjω,F

bj−aj
θajω

(xaj )).

We only consider the case that j ∈ {1, 2, ...,m − 1} since when j = m, it is clear that

F bm
ω (x) = F bm

ω (F−am
θamω(xam)) = F bm−am

θamω (xam) ∈W u
2γ(Θ

bm−am(θamω, xam)).

Now for j ∈ {1, 2, ...,m − 1}, we show that for any p ∈ {1, 2, ...,m − j}

(4.12) F
bj
ω ◦ F

−aj+p

θaj+pω
(xaj+p) ∈W u

γ+γ·e−λN+···+γ·e−λ(p−1)N (Θ
bj−aj (θajω, xaj )).

by using induction. Notice that (4.11) is a corollary of (4.12) when p = m − j. In fact, for p = 1,
directly by (4.7), we obtain

F
bj
ω ◦ F

−aj+1

θaj+1ω
(xaj+1) ∈W u

γ (Θ
bj−aj (θajω, xaj )).

Suppose now (4.12) holds for p = l ∈ {1, 2, ...,m − j − 1}. By the construction (4.7), we have

(4.13) F
bj+l
ω ◦ F

−aj+l+1

θ
aj+l+1ω

(xaj+l+1
) ∈W u

γ (Θ
bj+l−aj+l(θaj+lω, xaj+l

)).

Equation (4.13) implies that

F
bj−bj+l

θ
bj+lω

◦ F
bj+l
ω ◦ F

−aj+l+1

θ
aj+l+1ω

(xaj+l+1
) ∈W u

γ·e−λlN (Θ
bj−aj+l(θaj+lω, xaj+l

)).

Therefore,

F
bj
ω ◦ F

−aj+l+1

θ
aj+l+1ω

(xaj+l+1
) ∈W u

γ·e−λlN (Θ
−(aj+l−bj)(θaj+lω, xaj+l

))

⊂W u
γ+γ·e−λN+···+γe−λlN (Θ

bj−aj (θajω, xaj )),

where the last subset is due to the induction step

F
bj
ω ◦ F

−aj+l

θ
aj+lω

(xaj+l
) = F

−(aj+l−bj)

θ
aj+lω

(xaj+l
) ∈W u

γ+γ·e−λN+···+γ·e−λ(l−1)N (Θ
bj−aj (θajω, xaj )).

Therefore, equation (4.12) and in particular (4.11) hold. As a consequence of (4.11), we have

dM (F t
ω(x), F

t−aj
θajω

(xaj )) = dM (F
−(bj−t)

θbjω
◦ F

bj
ω (x), F

−(bj−t)

θbjω
◦ F

bj−aj
θajω

(xaj ))

< 2γ = β/4.(4.14)

Combining (4.9), (4.10) and (4.14), we conclude

dM (F t
ω(x), Pω(t)) ≤ β/4 + β/4 = β/2 < ǫ.

The proof of the fiber specification property is complete.

Next, let us prove the RDS corresponding to Θ has the specification property given by Gundlach
and Kifer for all ω ∈ Ω. By Remark 3.1, for any ǫ > 0, given point {xi}

k
i=0 ⊂ M and integers

−∞ ≤ b0 < a1 < b1 < · · · ak < bk < ak+1 ≤ ∞ satisfying ai+1 ≥ bi + N(ǫ), where N(ǫ) is the
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number N in fiber specification property corresponding to ǫ. We need to prove that there exists a
point z ∈M satisfying both

max
ai≤j≤bi

dM (F j
ω(xi), F

j
ω(z)) ≤ ǫ, ∀i = 1, ..., k(4.15)

dM (F j
ω(x0), F

j
ω(z)) ≤ ǫ, ∀j ≥ ak+1 and ∀j ≤ b0.(4.16)

Denote a0 := b0 and bk+1 := ak+1 and define Pω : ∪k+1
i=0 [ai, bi] →M by

Pω(t) =











F b0
ω (x0), if t = a0 = b0;

F j
ω(xi), if j ∈ [ai, bi] for i ∈ {1, ..., k};

F
ak+1
ω (x0), if t = ak+1 = bk+1.

Then (ω,∪k+1
i=0 [ai, bi], Pω) is a N(ǫ)-spaced ω−specification. Therefore, by the previous proof, there

exists a point z ∈ M , which is (ω, ǫ)-shadowing this ω-specification. Therefore, (4.15) is proved.
Following the construction (4.7), we have

F
ak+1
ω (z) = F

bk+1
ω (z) ∈W s

γ (θ
ak+1ω,Pω(ak+1)) =W s

γ (θ
ak+1ω,F

ak+1
ω (x0)) ⊂W s

ǫ (θ
ak+1ω,F

ak+1
ω (x0)).

As a consequence, for all j ≥ ak+1, we have

dM (F j
ω(x0), F

j
ω(z)) ≤ e−λ(j−ak+1)dM (F

ak+1
ω (x0), F

ak+1
ω (z)) ≤ ǫ.

Similar as (4.11),we have

F b0
ω (z) ∈W u

2γ(Θ
b0−a0(θa0ω,Pω(a0))) =W u

2γ(θ
b0ω,F b0

ω (x0)) ⊂W u
ǫ (θ

b0ω,F b0
ω (x0)).

Hence, if j ≤ b0, we have

dM (F j
ω(x0), F

j
ω(z)) ≤ e−λ(b0−j)dM (F b0

ω (z), F b0
ω (x0)) ≤ ǫ.

(4.16) is proved. The proof of Theorem A is complete.

4.2. Proof of Theorem B. In this section, we prove Theorem B. In order not to obscure the main
structure of the proof, we address the proof of lemmas in Sec. 5.3.

4.2.1. Upper estimates on fiber Bowen’s topological entropy of Kϕ,α. To give upper estimates on the
fiber Bowen’s topological entropy, we need an intermediate value. Given ϕ ∈ C(Ω×M,R), for any
α ∈ Lϕ, δ > 0, and n ∈ N, we let

(4.17) P (α, δ, n) =

{

(ω, x) ∈ Ω×M :

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) − α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

< δ

}

,

and denote

P (α, δ, n, ω) = {x ∈M : (ω, x) ∈ P (α, δ, n)}.

Clearly, for α ∈ Lϕ, δ > 0 and ω ∈ Ωα, P (α, δ, n, ω) 6= ∅ for sufficiently large n.

For any ǫ > 0, we let N(α, δ, n, ǫ, ω) be the minimal number of balls Bn(ω, x, ǫ) = {y ∈ M :
dnω(x, y) < ǫ} which is necessary for covering the set P (α, δ, n, ω). If P (α, δ, n, ω) = ∅, we let
N(α, δ, n, ǫ, ω) = 1. It is clear that N(α, δ, n, ǫ, ω) does not increase as δ decreases, and N(α, δ, n, ǫ, ω)
does not decrease as ǫ decreases. We letM(α, δ, n, ǫ, ω) be the largest cardinality of maximal (ω, ǫ, n)-
separated sets of P (α, δ, n, ω). We put M(α, δ, n, ǫ, ω) = 1 if P (α, δ, n, ω) = ∅. It is clear that for all
ω ∈ Ω,

N(α, δ, n, ǫ, ω) ≤M(α, δ, n, ǫ, ω) ≤ N(α, δ, n,
ǫ

2
, ω).
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Therefore, for α ∈ Lϕ, the following limit exists

Λϕ,α(ω) = lim
ǫ→0

lim
δ→0

lim inf
n→∞

1

n
logN(α, δ, n, ǫ, ω)(4.18)

= lim
ǫ→0

lim
δ→0

lim inf
n→∞

1

n
logM(α, δ, n, ǫ, ω) for all ω ∈ Ω.

According to the definition of fiber topological entropy htop(F ) = πF (0) and Lemma 3.7, we can see
that Λϕ,α(ω) ≤ htop(F ) < ∞ for ω in a P−full measure set, named ΩΛ. The next lemma is about
the measurability, and its proof is addressed in Sec. 5.3.

Lemma 4.1. For each α ∈ Lϕ, δ > 0, ǫ > 0 and fixed n, the mapping ω 7→ M(α, δ, n, ǫ, ω) is
measurable. As a consequence, the mapping ω 7→ Λϕ,α(ω) is measurable.

In this section, we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 4.2. For any α ∈ Lϕ, for any ω ∈ Ωα ∩ ΩΛ, one has

htop(F,Kϕ,α(ω), ω) ≤ Λϕ,α(ω) ≤ sup{hµ(F ) : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M,ϕ,α)}.

We note that P (Ωα) = 1 by the definition of Lϕ.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Given α ∈ Lϕ, we first prove htop(F,Kϕ,α(ω), ω) ≤ Λϕ,α(ω) for each ω ∈
Ωα ∩ ΩΛ. From now on, we fix any ω ∈ Ωα ∩ ΩΛ. For any δ > 0 and k ∈ N, we denote

G(α, δ, k, ω) =
∞
⋂

n=k

P (α, δ, n, ω) =
∞
⋂

n=k

{

x ∈ X : |
1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) − α| < δ

}

.

Recall that Kϕ,α(ω) = {x ∈ M : limn→∞
1
n

∑n−1
i=0 ϕ(Θ

i(ω, x)) = α}. Therefore, for any δ > 0, we
have

Kϕ,α(ω) ⊂ ∪∞
k=1G(α, δ, k, ω).

If

(4.19) htop(F,G(α, δ, k, ω), ω, ǫ) ≤ Λϕ,α(ω)

holds true for those k ∈ N with G(α, δ, k, ω) 6= ∅, for sufficient small ǫ > 0 and δ > 0, then Lemma
1.4 and Lemma 1.2 implies that

htop(F,Kϕ,α(ω), ω, ǫ)

≤ htop(F,∪
∞
k=1G(α, δ, k, ω), ω, ǫ)

= sup{htop(F,G(α, δ, k, ω), ω, ǫ) : k ∈ N with G(α, δ, k, ω) 6= ∅}

≤ Λϕ,α(ω).

Therefore, htop(F,Kϕ,α(ω), ω) ≤ Λϕ,α(ω). Now, we are going to prove (4.19).

To prove (4.19), by (1.3), it is sufficient to prove that for any sufficiently small ǫ, δ > 0, and
s > Λϕ,α(ω), m(G(α, δ, k, ω), s, ω, ǫ) = 0 for those k ∈ N with G(α, δ, k, ǫ) 6= ∅. Denote γ(ω) =
s−Λϕ,α(ω)

2 > 0. Fix any k ∈ N such that G(α, δ, k, ω) 6= ∅. Recall that N(α, δ, n, ǫ, ω) is the minimal
number of balls Bn(ω, x, ǫ) which is necessary for covering the set P (α, δ, n, ω). When n ≥ k, these
balls covers G(α, δ, k, ω) as well since G(α, δ, k, ω) ⊂ P (α, δ, n, ω) for n ≥ k. Hence, we have

(4.20) m(G(α, δ, k, ω), s, ω, n, ǫ) ≤ N(α, δ, n, ǫ, ω)e−sn,

where m(G(α, δ, k, ω), s, ω, n, ǫ) is defined as in (1.2). Recall that

Λϕ,α(ω) = lim
ǫ→0

lim
δ→0

lim inf
n→∞

1

n
logN(α, δ, n, ǫ, ω).
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There exists ǫ0(ω) > 0 and δ0(ω) > 0 such that for all ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0(ω)) and δ ∈ (0, δ0(ω)), there exists
a monotone sequence of integers nl = nl(ǫ, δ, γ(ω)) → ∞ as l → ∞ satisfying

(4.21) N(α, δ, nl, ǫ, ω) ≤ exp(nl(Λϕ,α(ω) + γ(ω))).

We fix any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0(ω)) and δ ∈ (0, δ0(ω)), then (4.20) and (4.21) imply that

m(G(α, δ, k, ω), s, ω, nl , ǫ) ≤ enl(Λϕ,α(ω)+γ(ω)) · e−snl = e−nlγ(ω) → 0 as nl → ∞.

By (1.2), we have

m(G(α, δ, k, ω), s, ω, ǫ) = lim
n→∞

m(G(α, δ, k, ω), s, ω, n, ǫ) = lim
l→∞

m(G(α, δ, k, ω), s, ω, nl , ǫ) = 0.

Therefore, (4.19) holds. The proof of the first inequality is complete.

Next, we prove Λϕ,α(ω) ≤ sup{hµ(F ) : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω × M,ϕ,α)} for any ω ∈ Ωα ∩ ΩΛ. Fix any
ω∗ ∈ Ωα ∩ΩΛ, and we only consider the case that Λϕ,α(ω

∗) > 0. It is sufficient to show that for any
r ∈ (0,Λϕ,α(ω

∗)), there exists a measure µ ∈ IΘ(Ω ×M,ϕ,α) satisfying

(4.22) hµ(F ) ≥ Λϕ,α(ω
∗)− r.

Fix any r ∈ (0,Λϕ,α(ω
∗)). By the definition of Λϕ,α(ω

∗), there exists ǫ1 = ǫ1(ω
∗) > 0 such that

for any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ1(ω
∗)], one has

(4.23) lim
δ→0

lim inf
n→∞

1

n
logM(α, δ, n, ǫ, ω∗) ≥ Λϕ,α(ω

∗)−
1

3
r.

For any k ≥ 1, we can find a sequence δk(ω
∗) > 0 depending on ǫ1(ω

∗) with δk(ω
∗) ց 0 so that

(4.24) lim inf
n→∞

1

n
logM(α, δk(ω

∗), n, ǫ1(ω
∗), ω∗) ≥ Λϕ,α(ω

∗)−
2

3
r.

For k ≥ 1, we pick a strictly increasing sequence mk(ω
∗) ∈ N depending on δk(ω

∗) and ǫ1(ω
∗) such

that
P (α, δk(ω

∗),mk(ω
∗), ω∗) 6= ∅

and

(4.25) Mk(ω
∗) :=M(α, δk(ω

∗),mk(ω
∗), ǫ1(ω

∗), ω∗) ≥ exp (mk(ω
∗) · (Λϕ,α(ω

∗)− r)) .

Recall M(α, δk(ω
∗),mk(ω

∗), ǫ1(ω
∗), ω∗) is the largest cardinality of a maximal (ω∗, ǫ1(ω

∗),mk(ω
∗))

separated set of P (α, δk(ω
∗),mk(ω

∗), ω∗), and pick Ck(ω
∗) to be one of such (ω∗, ǫ1(ω

∗),mk(ω
∗))-

separated set with #Ck(ω
∗) =Mk(ω

∗). We define a sequence of probability measures σk ∈ Pr(Ω×M)
by

(4.26) σk =
1

Mk(ω∗)

∑

x∈Ck(ω∗)

δ(ω∗ ,x).

Let

σk,ω∗ :=
1

Mk(ω∗)

∑

x∈Ck(ω∗)

δx ∈ Pr(M).

Then σk has disintegration

(4.27) σk = δω∗ × σk,ω∗.

Define µk ∈ Pr(Ω×M) by

µk :=
1

mk(ω∗)

mk(ω
∗)−1

∑

i=0

(Θi)∗σk =
1

Mk(ω∗)

∑

x∈Ck(ω∗)

1

mk(ω∗)

mk(ω
∗)−1

∑

i=0

δΘi(ω∗,x).(4.28)
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Keep in mind that this ω∗ ∈ Ωα∩ΩΛ is fixed throughout this proof. By the compactness of Pr(Ω×M)
with respect to the weak∗ topology, a subsequence of µk weak∗ converges to a limit in Pr(Ω×M),
named µkl → µ as l → ∞.

Claim 4.1. We claim that µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M,ϕ,α).

Proof of Claim 4.1. Firstly, by using Krylov-Bogolyubov type argument, µ is Θ−invariant. It is left
to show that

∫

Ω×M ϕ(ω, x)dµ(ω, x) = α. For every l ≥ 1, one has

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Ω×M
ϕ(ω, x)dµkl − α

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
1

Mkl(ω
∗)

∑

x∈Ckl
(ω∗)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

mkl(ω
∗)

mkl
(ω)−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω∗, x))− α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ δkl(ω
∗)(4.29)

since x ∈ Ckl(ω
∗) ⊂ P (α, δkl(ω

∗),mkl(ω
∗), ω∗). Therefore, liml→∞

∫

ϕdµkl = α since δkl(ω
∗) → 0 as

l → ∞. By the weak∗ convergence, we also have liml→∞

∫

ϕdµkl =
∫

ϕdµ. Hence
∫

ϕdµ = α. �

Next, we prove that such µ satisfies (4.22) by using the same strategy as the proof of [20, Proposi-
tion 2.2]. Note that ω∗ is fixed, and ǫ1(ω

∗) and mk(ω
∗) are positive numbers chosen satisfying (4.24)

and (4.25) respectively. We can choose a finite measurable partition Q = {Ω×Pi}
l
i=1 of Ω×M with

max1≤i≤ldiam(Pi) < ǫ1(ω
∗), such that

(4.30) µ(∂Q) =

l
∑

i=1

∫

Ω
µω(∂Pi)dP (ω) = 0.

We denote P = {Pi}
l
i=1. Due to (4.27), we have the following equation

Hσk
(∨

mk(ω
∗)−1

i=0 (Θi)−1Q|π−1(BP (Ω))) = Hσk,ω∗ (∨
mk(ω

∗)−1
i=0 (F i

ω∗)−1P).

We note that the measure σk,ω∗ is weighted on Mk(ω
∗) =M(α, δk(ω

∗),mk(ω
∗), ǫ1(ω

∗), ω∗) numbers

of (ω∗, ǫ1(ω
∗),mk(ω

∗))-separated points and no member of ∨
mk(ω

∗)−1
i=0 (F i

ω∗)−1P contains more than
one such point. Therefore, we have

Hσk
(∨

mk(ω
∗)−1

i=0 (Θi)−1Q|π−1(BP (Ω))) = Hσk,ω∗ (∨
mk(ω

∗)−1
i=0 (F i

ω∗)−1P)

= logM(α, δk(ω
∗),mk(ω

∗), ǫ1(ω
∗), ω∗).(4.31)

Now let q ∈ N with 1 < q < mk(ω
∗) and n ∈ {0, 1, ..., q− 1}. Let a(n) be the greatest integer smaller

than (mk(ω
∗)− n)q−1 so that mk(ω

∗) = n+ a(n)q + r with 0 ≤ r < q. Then

mk(ω
∗)−1
∨

i=0

(Θi)−1Q =

(

n−1
∨

i=0

(Θi)−1Q

)

∨





a(n)−1
∨

j=0

(Θn+jq)−1(∨q−1
i=0 (Θ

i)−1Q)



 ∨

(

r−1
∨

i=0

(Θi+n+a(n)q)−1Q

)

.

Taking into account the subadditivity of conditional entropy (see, e.g., [39, Theorem 4.3]), we obtain

Hσk
(∨

mk(ω
∗)−1

i=0 (Θi)−1Q|π−1(BP (Ω))) ≤

a(n)−1
∑

j=0

H(Θn+jq)∗σk
(∨q−1

i=0 (Θ
i)−1Q|π−1(BP (Ω))) + (n+ r) log l

≤

a(n)−1
∑

j=0

H(Θn+jq)∗σk
(∨q−1

i=0 (Θ
i)−1Q|π−1(BP (Ω))) + 2q log l.



ON THE VARIATIONAL PRINCIPLE FOR A CLASS OF SKEW PRODUCT TRANSFORMATIONS 19

Summing over n = 0, 1, ..., q − 1, we get

qHσk
(∨

mk(ω
∗)−1

i=0 (Θi)−1Q|π−1(BP (Ω))) ≤

mk(ω
∗)−1

∑

j=0

H(Θj)∗σk
(∨q−1

i=0 (Θ
i)−1Q|π−1(BP (Ω))) + 2q2 log l

≤ mk(ω
∗)Hµk

(∨q−1
i=0Θ

i)−1Q|π−1(BP (Ω))) + 2q2 log l.

The above inequality and (4.31) imply that

q logM(α, δk(ω
∗),mk(ω

∗), ǫ1(ω
∗), ω∗) ≤ mk(ω

∗)Hµk
(∨q−1

i=0Θ
i)−1Q|π−1(BP (Ω))) + 2q2 log l.

Dividing by mk(ω
∗) and sending k → ∞ along the subsequence kl → ∞, we have

q lim sup
kl→∞

1

mkl(ω
∗)

logM(α, δkl(ω
∗),mkl(ω

∗), ǫ1(ω
∗), ω∗) ≤ lim sup

k→∞
Hµkl

(∨q−1
i=0Θ

i)−1Q|π−1(BP (Ω)))

≤ Hµ(∨
q−1
i=0 (Θ

i)−1Q|π−1(BP (Ω))),(4.32)

where the second inequality is due to [23, Lemma 3.2 (ii)]. To apply Lemma 3.2 (ii) in [23], we are
using the equation (4.30) and the assumption that Ω is a compact metric space. Now

Λϕ,α(ω
∗)− r

(4.25)

≤ lim inf
k→∞

1

mk(ω∗)
logM(α, δk(ω

∗),mk(ω
∗), ǫ1(ω

∗), ω∗)

≤ lim sup
l→∞

1

mkl(ω
∗)

logM(α, δkl(ω
∗),mkl(ω

∗), ǫ1(ω
∗), ω∗)

(4.32)

≤
1

q
Hµ(∨

q−1
i=0 (Θ

i)−1Q|π−1(BP (Ω))).

Sending q → ∞, we arrive
Λϕ,α(ω

∗)− r ≤ hµ(F,Q) ≤ hµ(F ),

i.e., (4.22) is proved. The proof of Proposition 4.2 is complete. �

Remark 4.1. When the external force space (Ω, θ) is trivial, our method is a modification of method
in [33]. As Daniel Thompson in [34] pointed out, the argument in the second part of proof of
Theorem 4.1 in [33] need to be corrected. We correct Takens and Verbitskiy’s proof by using the
following treatments: in (4.23), we pick ǫ1(ω) instead of picking ǫk(ω) → 0, and we use the separated
set instead of centers of covering set to construct measure σk in (4.26).

4.2.2. Lower estimates on fiber Bowen’s topological entropy of Kϕ,α. In this subsection, we are going
to show that for P−a.s. ω ∈ Ω, :

(4.33) htop(F,Kϕ,α(ω), ω) ≥ sup{hµ(F ) : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M,ϕ,α)}.

Note that the fiber entropy mapping µ 7→ hµ(F ) is upper semi-continuous by Lemma 3.8. By Lemma
1.4, IΘ(Ω×M,ϕ,α) is closed. Hence, there exists µ0 ∈ IΘ(Ω×M,ϕ,α) such that

(4.34) hµ0(F ) = sup{hµ(F ) : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M,ϕ,α)} ≤ htop(F ) <∞.

Inequality (4.33) is trivial true if hµ0(F ) = 0, therefore we only consider the case that hµ0(F ) > 0.

To prove (4.33), it is sufficient to show for any sufficiently small γ ∈ (0, 1
10hµ0(F )), there exists a

P−full measure set Ω̃γ such that

(4.35) htop(F,Kϕ,α(ω), ω) ≥ hµ0(F )− 5γ, ∀ω ∈ Ω̃γ

The proof is a 4-step process. We start with the following technical Lemma, whose proof is given in
Sec. 5.3.
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Lemma 4.2. For any γ > 0 and positive number δ < 1
2{γ, η}, there exists a P -full measure set Ωδ

such that for any N ′ ∈ N, there exists a measurable function n̂ : Ωδ → N satisfying for all ω ∈ Ωδ,
n̂(ω) ≥ N ′, P (α, 4δ, n̂(ω), ω) 6= ∅ and

(4.36)
1

n̂(ω)
logM(α, 4δ, n̂(ω),

η

2
, ω) ≥ hµ0(F )− 4γ,

where η > 0 is the fiber-expansive constant in Lemma 3.3 and M(α, 4δ, n̂(ω), η2 , ω) is the largest
cardinality of maximal (ω, η2 , n̂(ω))-separated sets of P (α, 4δ, n̂(ω), ω).

Remark 4.2. In fact, the Lemma 4.2 still holds if µ0 is replaced by any Θ-invariant measure µ and
α is replaced by

∫

ϕdµ correspondingly.

Given γ ∈ (0, 1
10hµ0(F )), we first construct the desired P -full measure set Ω̃γ in (4.35) by using

Lemma 4.2. For k ∈ N, by Theorem A, there exists mk = m( η
24+k ) such that any mk-spaced

ω−specification is (ω, η
24+k )-shadowed by a point in M . Let {δk}

∞
k=1 ց 0 be a strictly decreasing

sequence of positive numbers with δ1 <
1
2 min{γ, η}. By Lemma 4.2, there exist a P -full measure

set Ωδk , such that there exists a measurable function n̂k : Ωδk → N satisfying for all ω ∈ Ωδk ,
n̂k(ω) ≥ 2mk , P (α, 4δk, n̂k(ω), ω) 6= ∅, and

(4.37)
1

n̂k(ω)
logM(α, 4δk , n̂k(ω),

η

2
, ω) ≥ hµ0(F )− 4γ.

Note that n̂k(·) : ∩j≥1Ωδj → N is measurable and P (∩j≥1Ωδj ) = 1. Let {ξk}
∞
k=1 be a sequence of

positive numbers strictly decreasing to 0 with ξ1 <
1
2 . Now for any k ∈ N, by using Lusin’s theorem,

there exists a compact set Ωk ⊂ ∩j≥1Ωδj with P (Ωk) ≥ 1− ξk
2 , such that n̂k(ω) is continuous on Ωk.

Denote

(4.38) n̂Mk = max
ω∈Ωk

n̂k(ω).

By Birkhoff’s Ergodic theorem, there exists a P -full measure set Ω′
k, such that for any ω ∈ Ω′

k, we
have

(4.39) lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

1Ωk
(θiω) = P (Ωk) ≥ 1−

ξk
2
.

We define Ω̃γ := ∩k≥1Ω
′
k, and in the left of this section, we are going to show (4.35) by constructing

Moran-like fractal on each fiber {ω} ×M for ω ∈ Ω̃γ . From now on, we fix any ω ∈ Ω̃γ .

Step 1. Construction of intermediate sets. We start by choosing two sequences of positive integers
depending on ω, named {Lk(ω)}k∈N and {Nk(ω)}k∈N.

We define {Lk(ω)}k∈N inductively. For k = 1, by (4.39), we can pick L1(ω) ∈ N such that

(4.40)
1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

1Ω1(θ
iω) ≥ 1− ξ1, ∀n ≥ L1(ω).

Once Lk(ω) is defined, by (4.39), we can pick Lk+1(ω) satisfying Lk+1(ω) > Lk(ω), and

(4.41)
1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

1Ωk+1
(θiω) ≥ 1− ξk+1,∀n ≥ Lk+1(ω).
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Now, let N1(ω) = L2(ω), and we pick Nk(ω) ∈ N such that

(4.42)

{

Nk(ω) ≥ max{2n̂
M
k+1+mk+1 , Lk+1(ω)},∀k ≥ 2,

Nk+1(ω) ≥ 2
∑k

j=1(Nj(ω)·(n̂M
j +mj)·

∏k
i=j(1−ξi)−1),∀k ≥ 1.

The (4.42) ensures that

lim
k→∞

n̂Mk+1 +mk+1

Nk(ω)
= 0, lim

k→∞

∑k
j=1(Nj(ω) · (n̂

M
j +mj) ·

∏k
i=j(1− ξi)

−1)

Nk+1(ω)
= 0.

First, we construct intermediate set D1(ω). Let l
0,1(ω) be the first integer i ≥ 0 such that θiω ∈ Ω1.

We denote T 1
0 (ω) = l0,1(ω). Let l11(ω) be the first integer i ≥ 0 such that

θT
1
0 (ω)+n̂1(θ

T1
0 (ω)ω)+m1+iω ∈ Ω1,

where n̂1(θ
T 1
0 (ω)ω) is well defined and bounded by n̂M1 since θT

1
0 (ω)ω ∈ Ω1. Denote T 1

1 (ω) = T 1
0 (ω) +

n̂1(θ
T 1
0 ω)+m1+l

1
1(ω). For k ∈ {1, . . . , N1(ω)−2}, suppose T 1

k (ω) is already defined and θT
1
k (ω)ω ∈ Ω1,

we let l1k+1(ω) be the first integer i ≥ 0 such that

θT
1
k (ω)+n̂1(θ

T1
k (ω)ω)+m1+i ∈ Ω1

and denote

T 1
k+1(ω) = T 1

k (ω) + n̂1(θ
T 1
kω) +m1 + l1k+1(ω).

Finally, we define

T 1
N1(ω)

(ω) = T 1
N1(ω)−1(ω) + n̂1(θ

T 1
N1−1ω).

We point out that in orbit {ω, · · · , θ
T 1
N1(ω)

(ω)
ω} , there are at least T 1

0 (ω) + l11(ω) + · · ·+ l1N1(ω)−1(ω)

points not lying in Ω1. We note that T 1
N1(ω)

(ω) ≥ N1(ω) ≥ L2(ω) ≥ L1(ω), therefore, by (4.40),

(4.43) T 1
0 (ω) + l11(ω) + · · · + l1N1(ω)−1(ω) ≤ ξ1T

1
N1(ω)

(ω).

By our construction, we have θT
1
k (ω)ω ∈ Ω1 ⊂ ∩j≥1Ωδj for k ∈ {0, . . . , N1(ω) − 1}. Therefore,

our construction (4.37), Ω1 ⊂ ∩j≥1Ωδj and (4.38) imply that P (α, 4δ1, n̂1(θ
T 1
k (ω)ω), θT

1
k (ω)ω) 6= ∅;

2m1 ≤ n̂1(θ
T 1
k (ω)ω) ≤ n̂M1 , and

1

n̂1(θ
T 1
kω)

logM(α, 4δ1, n̂1(θ
T 1
kω),

η

2
, θT

1
kω) ≥ hµ0(F )− 4γ.

Let C1(θ
T 1
k (ω)ω) ⊂ P (α, 4δ1, n̂1(θ

T 1
k (ω)ω), θT

1
k (ω)ω) be a maximal (θT

1
k (ω)ω, η2 , n̂1(θ

T 1
k (ω)ω))-separated

set with #C1(θ
T 1
k (ω)ω) =M(α, 4δ1, n̂1(θ

T 1
k (ω)ω), η2 , θ

T 1
k (ω)ω).

Now for any N1(ω)-tuple (x10, . . . , x
1
N1(ω)−1) ∈ C1(θ

T 1
0 (ω)ω)× · · · × C1(θ

T 1
N1(ω)−1

(ω)
ω), by Theorem

A, there exists a point y = y(x10, . . . , x
1
N1(ω)−1) ∈M , which is (ω, η

24+1 )-shadowing pieces of orbits

{

x10, FθT
1
0 (ω)ω

(x10), . . . , F
n̂1(θ

T1
0 (ω)ω)−1

θT
1
0
(ω)ω

(x10)
}

,

. . . ,
{

x1N1(ω)−1, F
θ
T1
N1(ω)−1

(ω)
ω
(x1N1(ω)−1), . . . , F

n̂1(θ
T1
N1(ω)−1

(ω)
ω)−1

θ
T1
N1(ω)−1

(ω)
ω

(x1N1(ω)−1)
}
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with gaps m1 + l11(ω),m1 + l12(ω), . . . ,m1 + l1N1−1(ω), i.e., for any k ∈ {0, . . . , N1(ω)− 1},

(4.44) d
n̂1(θ

T1
k (ω)ω)

θ
T1
k
(ω)

ω

(

x1k, F
T 1
k (ω)

ω y
)

<
η

24+1
.

Let D1(ω) = {y = y(x10, . . . , x
1
N1(ω)−1) : x1k ∈ C(θT

1
k (ω)ω), k ∈ {0, . . . , N1(ω) − 1}}, which is the

first intermediate set. The following lemma says that different tuples give different shadowing points,
and its proof is given in Sec. 5.3.

Lemma 4.3. If (x10, . . . , x
1
N1(ω)−1), (z

1
0 , . . . , z

1
N1(ω)−1) ∈ C1(θ

T 1
0 (ω)ω) × · · · × C1(θ

T 1
N1(ω)−1

(ω)
ω) are

different tuples, then

d
T 1
N1(ω)

(ω)

ω

(

y((x10, . . . , x
1
N1(ω)−1)), y((z

1
0 , . . . , z

1
N1(ω)−1))

)

>
η

2
−

η

24+1
× 2 ≥

3η

8
.

Hence #D1(ω) =
∏N1(ω)−1

i=0 #C1(θ
T 1
i (ω)ω).

Next, we inductively define Dk(θ
T k
0 (ω)ω) for k ≥ 2. Suppose now that T k

Nk(ω)
(ω) > Nk(ω) is

already defined for k ≥ 1, let lk,k+1(ω) be the first integer i ≥ 0 such that

(4.45) θ
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)+mk+1+i
ω ∈ Ωk+1.

Denote T k+1
0 (ω) = T k

Nk(ω)
(ω) +mk+1 + lk,k+1(ω). Let lk+1

1 (ω) be the first integer i ≥ 0 such that

θT
k+1
0 (ω)+n̂k+1(θ

Tk+1
0 (ω)ω)+mk+1+iω ∈ Ωk+1

and denote
T k+1
1 (ω) = T k+1

0 (ω) + n̂k+1(θ
T k
0 ω) +mk+1 + lk+1

1 (ω).

Once T k+1
j (ω) is defined for j ∈ {1, . . . , Nk+1(ω) − 2}, we let lk+1

j+1 (ω) be the first integer i ≥ 0 such
that

θT
k+1
j (ω)+n̂k+1(θ

T
k+1
j

(ω)
ω)+mk+1+iω ∈ Ωk+1,

and denote

T k+1
j+1 (ω) = T k+1

j (ω) + n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
j ω) +mk+1 + lk+1

j+1 (ω).

For j = Nk+1(ω), we define

T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω) = T k+1
Nk+1(ω)−1(ω) + n̂k+1(θ

T k+1
Nk+1(ω)−1

(ω)
ω).

It is clear that T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω) > Nk+1(ω) since n̂k+1 ≥ 1 and mk+1 > 0. By construction, in the orbit

{θ
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)
ω, ..., θ

T k+1
Nk+1(ω)−1

−1
ω}, there are at least lk,k+1(ω) +

∑Nk+1(ω)−1
i=1 lk+1

i (ω) points not lying

in Ωk+1 and T k
Nk(ω)

(ω) ≥ Nk(ω) ≥ Lk+1(ω). Therefore (4.41) implies

(4.46)
(

lk,k+1(ω) +

j
∑

i=1

lk+1
i (ω)

)

≤ ξk+1T
k+1
j (ω),∀j ∈ {1, . . . , Nk+1(ω)− 1}.

By our construction, θT
k+1
j (ω)ω ∈ Ωk+1 ⊂ ∩l≥1Ωδl for j ∈ {0, . . . , Nk+1(ω) − 1}, therefore our

construction (4.37) and (4.38) implies that P (α, 4δk+1, n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
j (ω)ω), θT

k+1
j (ω)ω) 6= ∅, 2mk+1 ≤

n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
j (ω)ω) ≤ n̂Mk+1, and

(4.47)
1

n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
j (ω)ω)

logM(α, 4δk+1, n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
j (ω)ω),

η

2
, θT

k+1
j (ω)ω) ≥ hµ0(F )− 4γ.
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For j ∈ {0, 1, ..., Nk+1(ω) − 1}, let Ck+1(θ
T k+1
j (ω)ω) be a maximal (θT

k+1
j (ω)ω, η2 , n̂k+1(θ

T k+1
j (ω)ω))-

separated set of P (α, 4δk+1, n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
j (ω)ω), θT

k+1
j (ω)ω) with

#Ck+1(θ
T k+1
j (ω)ω) =M(α, 4δk+1, n̂k+1(θ

T k+1
j (ω)ω),

η

2
, θT

k+1
j (ω)ω).

For any Nk+1(ω)-tuple (xk+1
0 , . . . , xk+1

Nk+1(ω)−1) ∈ Ck+1(θ
T k+1
0 (ω)ω) × · · · × Ck+1(θ

T k+1
Nk+1(ω)−1

(ω)
ω), by

Theorem A, there exists a point y = y(xk+1
0 , . . . , xk+1

Nk+1(ω)−1) ∈ M , which is (θT
k+1
0 (ω)ω, η

24+k+1 )-

shadowing the pieces of orbits
{

xk+1
0 , F

θT
k+1
0 (ω)ω

(xk+1
0 ), . . . , F

n̂k+1(θ
Tk+1
0 (ω)ω)−1

θT
k+1
0

(ω)ω
(xk+1

0 )
}

, . . . ,

{

xk+1
Nk+1(ω)−1, F

θ
Tk+1
Nk+1(ω)−1

(ω)
ω

(xk+1
Nk+1(ω)−1), . . . , F

n̂k+1(θ
Tk+1
Nk+1(ω)−1

(ω)
ω)−1

θ
Tk+1
Nk+1(ω)−1

(ω)
ω

(xk+1
Nk+1(ω)−1)

}

with gapsmk+1+l
k+1
1 (ω), . . . ,mk+1+l

k+1
Nk+1(ω)−1(ω), respectively, i.e. for any j ∈ {0, . . . , Nk+1(ω)−1},

we have

(4.48) d
n̂k+1(θ

Tk+1
j

(ω)
ω)

θ
Tk+1
j

(ω)
ω

(

xk+1
j , F

T k+1
j (ω)−T k+1

0 (ω)

θT
k+1
0

(ω)ω
y
)

<
η

24+k+1
.

We collect all such points into

Dk+1(θ
T k+1
0 (ω)ω) = {y(xk+1

0 , . . . , xk+1
Nk+1(ω)−1) : x

k+1
i ∈ Ck+1(θ

T k+1
i (ω)ω) for i = 1, ..., Nk+1(ω)− 1}.

Similar as the proof of Lemma 4.3, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. If (xk+1
0 , . . . , xk+1

Nk+1(ω)−1), (z
k+1
0 , . . . , zk+1

Nk+1(ω)−1) ∈
∏Nk+1(ω)−1

i=0 Ck+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω) are dif-

ferent tuples, then

d
T k+1
Nk+1

(ω)−T k+1
0 (ω)

θT
k+1
0

(ω)ω

(

y(xk+1
0 , . . . , xk+1

Nk+1(ω)−1), y(z
k+1
0 , . . . , zk+1

Nk+1(ω)−1)
)

>
η

2
−

η

24+k+1
× 2.

Hence

(4.49) #Dk+1(θ
T k+1
0 (ω)ω) =

Nk+1(ω)−1
∏

i=0

#Ck+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω).

In this way, we have constructed intermediate sets D1(ω) and Dk(θ
T k
0 (ω)ω) for k ≥ 2.

Step 2. Construction of Hk(ω), centers of balls forming the k-th level of fiber Moran-like fractal.
Let H1(ω) = D1(ω). Once Hk(ω) for k ≥ 1 is constructed, we can construct Hk+1(ω) inductively as

follows. Pick any x ∈ Hk(ω) and y ∈ Dk+1(θ
T k+1
0 ω). We note that

T k+1
0 (ω)− T k

Nk(ω)
(ω) = mk+1 + lk,k+1(ω) ≥ mk+1

by construction (4.45). Therefore, by Theorem A, there exists a point z = z(x, y) ∈ M , which is
(ω, η

24+k+1 )-shadowing pieces of orbits

{

x, Fω(x), . . . , F
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)−1

ω (x)
}

,
{

y, F
θT

k+1
0

(ω)ω
(y) . . . , F

T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)−T k+1
0 (ω)−1

θT
k+1
0

(ω)ω
(y)
}

with the space mk+1 + lk,k+1(ω), i.e.,

(4.50) d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (x, z) <
η

24+k+1
, d

T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)−T k+1
0 (ω)

θT
k+1
0

(ω)ω

(

y, F
T k+1
0 (ω)

ω z
)

<
η

24+k+1
.
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Collect all these points into the set Hk+1(ω) = {z = z(x, y) : x ∈ Hk(ω), y ∈ Dk+1(θ
T k+1
0 ω)}. The

proof of the following lemma is given in Sec. 5.3.

Lemma 4.5. For any k ∈ N, x ∈ Hk(ω), y, y
′ ∈ Dk+1(θ

T k+1
0 ω), if y 6= y′, one has

d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (z(x, y), z(x, y′)) <
η

24+k+1
× 2 =

η

24+k
,(4.51)

d
T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)

ω (z(x, y), z(x, y′)) >
η

2
−

η

24+k+1
× 4 ≥

3η

8
.(4.52)

As a consequence of Lemma 4.5, we have

(4.53) #Hk+1(ω) = #Hk(ω) ·#Dk+1(θ
T k+1
0 (ω)ω) = #D1(ω) ·

k+1
∏

i=2

Di(θ
T i
0(ω)ω).

Note that points in H1(ω) = D1(ω) are (ω,
3η
8 , T

1
N1(ω)

(ω))-separated by Lemma 4.3. As a consequence

of (4.52), for any k ∈ N, points in Hk(ω) are (ω, 3η8 , T
k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω))-separated, i.e.

(4.54) d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (z, z′) >
3η

8
, ∀z, z′ ∈ Hk(ω).

Step 3. Construction of fiber Moran-like fractal X = X(ω). For any k ≥ 1, we let the k-th level of
Moran-like fractal

(4.55) Xk(ω) =
⋃

x∈Hk(ω)

BT k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

(

ω, x,
η

24+k

)

,

where

BT k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

(

ω, x,
η

24+k

)

=
{

y ∈M : d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (x, y) ≤
η

24+k

}

.

The structure the k-th level of Moran-like fractal is given in the next lemma, whose proof is placed
in Sec. 5.3.

Lemma 4.6. For every k ≥ 1, the following statements hold

(1) for any x, x′ ∈ Hk(ω), x 6= x′, we have BT k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

(

ω, x, η
24+k

)

∩BT k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

(

ω, x′, η
24+k

)

= ∅.

(2) if z = z(x, y) ∈ Hk+1(ω) for x ∈ Hk(ω) and y ∈ Dk+1(θ
T k+1
0 (ω)ω), then

BT k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)

(

ω, z,
η

24+k+1

)

⊆ BT k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

(

ω, x,
η

24+k

)

.

As a consequence, Xk+1(ω) ⊆ Xk(ω).

Finally, we define the Moran-like fractal to be

(4.56) X(ω) =
⋂

k≥1

Xk(ω).

By the compactness of M,X(ω) is a nonempty closed subset of M. The following lemma shows that
the Moran-like fractal is a subset of the conditional level set of Birkhoff average, and its proof is
given in Sec. 5.3.
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Lemma 4.7. The fiber fractal X(ω) ⊆ Kϕ,α(ω), i.e., for any x ∈ X(ω), one has

lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1
∑

k=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) = α.

Remark 4.3. According to Remark 4.2 and the above proof, we can construct a fractal in Kϕ,α(ω)
for α =

∫

ϕdµ0 for any µ0 ∈ IΘ(Ω × M) and P -a.s. ω ∈ Ω. This indicates that Lϕ coincides
{
∫

ϕdµ : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M)}.

Step 4. Construct probability measure concentrated on X(ω) to apply the entropy distribution
principle type argument. For every k ≥ 1, we define a probability measure µk,ω ∈ Pr(M) by

µk,ω =
1

#Hk(ω)

∑

x∈Hk(ω)

δx.

Since µk,ω is concentrated on Hk(ω), we have µk,ω(Xk(ω)) = 1 by construction (4.55). The proof of
the following three lemmas are given in Sec. 5.3.

Lemma 4.8. For any continuous function ψ :M → R, the following limit exists

lim
k→∞

∫

M
ψ(x)dµk,ω(x).

By the Riesz representation theorem, there exists some µω ∈ Pr(M) such that
∫

ψdµω = lim
k→∞

∫

ψdµk,ω,∀ψ ∈ C(M).

Lemma 4.9. µω(X(ω)) = 1.

We note that ω is fixed at the beginning of this proof. We use notation µω to denote that this
measure is concentrated on X(ω) rather than a random probability measure.

Now, with the help of the following Lemma 4.10, we can apply the entropy distribution principle
type argument.

Lemma 4.10. There exists N(ω) ∈ N, such that for any n ≥ N(ω),

if Bn

(

ω, x, η
24

)

∩ X(ω) 6= ∅, then µω
(

Bn

(

ω, x, η
24

))

≤ e−n(hµ0 (F )−5γ).

Recall that µ0 is the measure in (4.34).

Let Γ
η/24
ω = {Bni(ω, xi,

η
24
)}i be any finite cover of X(ω) with min{ni} ≥ N(ω) as in Lemma 4.10.

Without loss of generality, we assume that Bni(ω, xi,
η
24
)∩X(ω) 6= ∅ for every i. It follows by Lemma

4.10 that
∑

i

e−ni(hµ0 (F )−5γ) ≥
∑

i

µω

(

Bni

(

ω, xi,
η

24

))

≥ µω(X(ω)) = 1 > 0.

Therefore by definition (1.1) and (1.2),

m(X(ω), hµ0(F )− 5γ, ω,
η

24
) ≥ inf

Γ
η/24
ω

∑

i

e−ni(hµ0 (F )−5γ) ≥ 1 > 0.

Hence, by definition (1.3), we have

htop(F,X(ω), ω,
η

24
) ≥ hµ0(F )− 5γ.
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By Lemma 1.1 and Lemma 4.7, we obtain

(4.57) hµ0(F )− 5γ ≤ sup
ǫ>0

htop(F,X(ω), ω, ǫ) = htop(F,X(ω), ω) ≤ htop(F,Kϕ,α(ω), ω).

We have showed that (4.57) holds for arbitrary ω ∈ Ω̃γ , i.e., (4.35) holds. We note that P (Ω̃γ) = 1

since Ω̃γ is the intersection of countable P -full measure set. Finally, we pick a countable sequence

γk → 0, and let Ω′ = ∩kΩ̃γk . It follows that P (Ω
′) = 1, and for any ω ∈ Ω′,

htop(F,Kϕ,α(ω), ω) ≥ hµ0(F ) = sup{hµ(F ) : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M,ϕ,α)}.

The proof of Theorem B is complete.

4.3. Proof of Theorem C. We first prove (1.7). For any given α ∈ Lϕ, we notice that for any
q ∈ R

sup{hµ(F ) : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M,ϕ,α)}

= sup{hµ(F ) +

∫

qϕdµ : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M,ϕ,α)} − qα

≤ sup{hµ(F ) +

∫

qϕdµ : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M)} − qα

= πF,ϕ(q)− qα.

Therefore, we have

(4.58) sup{hµ(F ) : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M,ϕ,α)} ≤ inf
q∈R

{πF,ϕ(q)− qα} = π∗F,ϕ(α).

Then (1.7) is a consequence of (4.58) and Theorem B.

Now, for any α ∈ int(Lϕ) = int{
∫

ϕdµ : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M)}, by Lemma 3.9, there exists q∗ ∈ R and
µ∗ ∈ ESq∗ϕ such that α =

∫

ϕdµ∗. Therefore,

sup{hµ(F ) : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M,ϕ,α)} ≥ hµ∗(F )

= hµ∗(F ) +

∫

q∗ϕdµ∗ − q∗α

= πF,ϕ(q
∗)− q∗α.

(4.59)

Combining (4.59) and (4.58), we obtain for any α ∈ int(Lϕ),

(4.60) sup{hµ(F ) : µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M,ϕ,α)} = π∗F,ϕ(α).

Then (1.8) is a consequence of (4.60) and Theorem B.

4.4. Proof of Corollary 1. In this proof, we need to verify that any Hölder potential ϕ and our
system satisfy conditions of [16, Theorem 3.9], and compute positive constants Aǫ, Bǫ following [16].
To coincide with the form in [16], we denote ǫ = cη for some c ∈ (0, 14 ).

For any Hölder continuous function ϕ : Ω ×M → R, we need to verify wether ϕ ∈ V ±(F ) as in
the statement of Theorem 3.9 in [16]. ϕ is automatically measurable on (ω, x) and continuous on x,
and

∫

Ω
sup
x∈M

|ϕ(ω, x)|dP (ω) ≤ ‖ϕ‖C0 <∞.
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For n ∈ Z−, we define the backward Bowen’s metric dn−1
ω (x, y) = max{dM (F i

ω(x), F
i
ω(y)) : n ≤ i ≤

0} for x, y ∈M . Now let us estimate

K+
ϕ (ω) = sup{|

n
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) −
n
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, y))| : n ∈ Z+, dn+1
ω (x, y) ≤ η},

K−
ϕ (ω) = sup{|

0
∑

i=n

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) −
0
∑

i=n

ϕ(Θi(ω, y))| : n ∈ Z−, dn−1
ω (x, y) ≤ η}.

where η > 0 is a fiber-expansive constant in Lemma 3.3. We estimate K+
ϕ (ω) first, and one can

compute K−
ϕ (ω) similarly. For m ∈ N, denote

varm(ϕ,F, ω) = sup{|ϕ(ω, x) − ϕ(ω, y)| : dM (F i
ω(x), F

i
ω(y)) ≤ η for all |i| ≤ m}.

Exactly same proof as Lemma 3.6 in [17] implies that there exists a positive constant C such that
for any ω ∈ Ω,

(4.61) if dM (F i
ω(x), F

i
ω(y)) ≤ η for all |i| ≤ m, then dM (x, y) ≤ Ce−mλ.

Therefore, varm(ϕ,F, ω) ≤ C ′e−mλr for some positive constant C ′ uniformly for all ω ∈ Ω, where
r > 0 is the Hölder exponent of ϕ. Then for all ω ∈ Ω,

K :=
∑

m∈N

sup
ω∈Ω

varm(ϕ,F, ω) <∞.

Now if dn+1
ω (x, y) ≤ η, and 0 ≤ k ≤ n, then dM (F j

θkω
(F k

ω (x)), F
j
θkω

(F k
ω (y))) ≤ η for |j| ≤ mk :=

min{k, n− k} and |ϕ(Θk(ω, x)) − ϕ(Θk(ω, y))| ≤ varmk
(ϕ,F, θkω). Thus

|
n
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x))−
n
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, y))| ≤ 2

[n
2
]+1
∑

m=0

sup
ω∈Ω

varm(ϕ,F, ω) ≤ 2K <∞.

As a consequence,

(4.62) sup
ω∈Ω

max{K+
ϕ (ω),K−

ϕ (ω)} ≤ 2K <∞.

Therefore, ϕ ∈ V ±(F ) by directly checking the definition of V ±(F ) on P.96 of [16].

For n ∈ N, we define the following metric

d±n
ω (x, y) = max

−n≤i<n
{dM (F i

ω(x), F
i
ω(y))} for x, y ∈M.

By (4.61), we have

lim
n→±∞

sup{dM (x, y) : d
±[

|n|
2
]

θnω (x, y) ≤ η} ≤ lim
n→±∞

Ce−[
|n|
2
]λ/η = 0,

which implies the strong expansivity of RDS F as Definition 2.4 in [16].

Remark 3.1 and Theorem A imply that the RDS F satisfies specification with Lc independent of
k and ω. Combining with (4.62), we obtain the equation (3.15) in the statement of Theorem 3.9
in [16]. Hence, the unique equilibrium state exists and it has the Gibbs property.

Next, we estimate Aǫ and Bǫ in (1.10). The definition of the following quantity can be found
in [16, Section 2]. Define

β(ω) = sup{δ > 0 : d
±L( 1

2
cη)

ω (x, y) ≤ α
(2cη)

L( 1
2
cη)

provided dM (x, y) ≤ δ},
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where L(12cη) is given in Lemma 3.4, and

α
(2cη)

L( 1
2
cη)

= inf
ω∈Ω

sup{dM (x, y) : d
±L( 1

2
cη)

ω (x, y) ≤ 2cη} > 0

by the continuity of Fω on ω. Again, by the continuity of Fω on ω, β := infω∈Ω β(ω) > 0. By
Definition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2 in [16], the unique equilibrium state has Gibbs property

Aǫ := e−8K(Dc)
−2 ≤ µω(Bn(ω, x, ǫ)) · πF (ϕ)(ω, ǫ, n) · e

−Snϕ(ω,x) ≤ Bǫ := e8K(Dc)
2D(1)D(2),

where

Dc = (NM (2cη))2Lce2K exp(2Lc‖ϕ‖C0);

D(1) = NM (β), D(2) = e4KNM (β),

and NM (β) (resp. NM (2cη))is the minimal number of open balls of diameter β (resp. 2cη) covering
M .

4.5. Proof of Corollary 2. For any Hölder potential ϕ, let µ = µϕ be the equilibrium state given
in Corollary 1. As a consequence of Corollary 1, for any ǫ ∈ (0, η4 ), there exist positive constants
Aǫ, Bǫ such that for P -a.s. ω ∈ Ω,

(4.63) Aǫ ≤ µω(Bn(ω, x, ǫ)) · πF (ϕ)(ω, ǫ, n) · e
−

∑n−1
i=0 ϕ(Θi(ω,x)) ≤ Bǫ for all x ∈M.

On the one hand, (4.63) implies that for P−a.s. ω ∈ Ω and any x ∈M ,

lim
ǫ→0

lim inf
n→∞

−
1

n
log µω(Bn(ω, x, ǫ)) ≥ lim

ǫ→0
lim inf
n→∞

1

n
log πF (ϕ)(ω, ǫ, n) + lim inf

n→∞
−
1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x))

= lim
ǫ→0

lim inf
n→∞

1

n
log πF (ϕ)(ω, ǫ, n) − lim sup

n→∞

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)),

and

lim
ǫ→0

lim sup
n→∞

−
1

n
log µω(Bn(ω, x, ǫ)) ≤ lim

ǫ→0
lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log πF (ϕ)(ω, ǫ, n) + lim sup

n→∞
−
1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x))

= lim
ǫ→0

lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log πF (ϕ)(ω, ǫ, n) − lim inf

n→∞

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)),

Taking Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 1.5 into account, we have

hµ(F ;ω, x) ≥ πF (ϕ)− lim sup
n→∞

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x));

and

h̄µ(F ;ω, x) ≤ πF (ϕ)− lim inf
n→∞

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)).

Therefore, lim infn→∞
1
n

∑n−1
i=0 ϕ(Θ

i(ω, x)) = lim supn→∞
1
n

∑n−1
i=0 ϕ(Θ

i(ω, x)) implies hµ(F ;ω, x) =

h̄µ(F ;ω, x). On the other hand, (4.63) also implies that for P−a.s. ω ∈ Ω and any x ∈M ,

lim inf
n→∞

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) ≥ lim
ǫ→0

lim inf
n→∞

1

n
log πF (ϕ)(ω, ǫ, n) + lim

ǫ→0
lim inf
n→∞

1

n
log µω(Bn(ω, x, ǫ))

= lim
ǫ→0

lim inf
n→∞

1

n
log πF (ϕ)(ω, ǫ, n) − lim

ǫ→0
lim sup
n→∞

−
1

n
log µω(Bn(ω, x, ǫ))
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and

lim sup
n→∞

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) ≤ lim
ǫ→0

lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log πF (ϕ)(ω, ǫ, n) + lim

ǫ→0
lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log µω(Bn(ω, x, ǫ))

= lim
ǫ→0

lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log πF (ϕ)(ω, ǫ, n) − lim

ǫ→0
lim inf
n→∞

−
1

n
log µω(Bn(ω, x, ǫ)).

Taking Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 1.5 into account, we have

lim inf
n→∞

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) ≥ πF (ϕ)− h̄µ(F ;ω, x)

and

lim sup
n→∞

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) ≤ πF (ϕ) − hµ(F ;ω, x).

Then hµ(F ;ω, x) = h̄µ(F ;ω, x) implies limn→∞
1
n

∑n−1
i=0 ϕ(Θ

i(ω, x)) exists. In a word, for P−a.s.
ω ∈ Ω, any x ∈M

(4.64) lim inf
n→∞

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) = lim sup
n→∞

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) iff hµ(F ;ω, x) = h̄µ(F ;ω, x).

Notice that µ is an ergodic measure by Corollary 1, therefore by Birkhoff ergodic theorem and Lemma
1.5, for µ-a.s. (ω, x) ∈ Ω×M , one has

hµ(F ) = πF (ϕ) −

∫

ϕdµ.

The left statements are just corollary of (4.64), Theorem B and Theorem C. The proof of Corollary
2 is complete.

5. Proof of Lemmas

Proof of all lemmas are collected in this section.

5.1. Proof of Lemmas in section 1.

Proof of Lemma 1.1. For any ǫ1 > ǫ2 > 0, let Γǫ2
ω = {Bni(ω, xi, ǫ2)} be any finite or countable

covering of Z with min{ni} ≥ N . By using same {ni} and {xi} in Γǫ2
ω , then Γ̃ǫ1

ω = {Bni(ω, xi, ǫ1)}
is also a cover of Z, which implies m(Z, s, ω,N, ǫ1) ≤ m(Z, s, ω,N, ǫ2). Let N → ∞, we obtain that
m(Z, s, ω, ǫ1) ≤ m(Z, s, ω, ǫ2), which implies htop(F,Z, ω, ǫ1) ≤ htop(F,Z, ω, ǫ2). �

Proof of Lemma 1.3. Note that Ωα = {ω ∈ Ω : Kϕ,α(ω) 6= ∅} = πΩ(Kϕ,α), where πΩ : Ω ×M → Ω
is the projection to the first coordinate. According to the Projection theorem (see [9, Theorem
2.12]) and the σ-algebra BP (Ω) on Ω is complete with respect to P (see section 1.2), πΩ(Kϕ,α) is
BP (Ω)-measurable. Therefore, Ωα is measurable. Since Kϕ,α is Θ-invariant, Ωα is θ−invariant. By
ergodicity, either P (Ωα) = 1 or P (Ωα) = 0. �
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Proof of Lemma 1.4. For α ∈ Lϕ, then by definition, Kϕ,α(ω) 6= ∅ for ω ∈ Ωα with P (Ωα) = 1. Pick
any ω0 ∈ Ωα and x0 ∈ Kϕ,α(ω0), we consider the following sequence of measures:

δn =
1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

δΘi(ω0,x0) ∈ Pr(Ω×M).

By the compactness of Pr(Ω ×M) with respect to the weak∗ topology, δn has a weak∗ convergent
subsequence {δnk

}k∈N converging to a measure in Pr(Ω × M), named µ. It is clear that µ is Θ-
invariant. Hence µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M). On the one hand, by the definition of weak∗ topology, we have

lim
k→∞

1

nk

nk−1
∑

i=0

∫

Ω×M
ϕ(ω, x)dδΘi(ω0,x0) =

∫

Ω×M
ϕ(ω, x)dµ(ω, x).

On the other hand, notice that (ω0, x0) ∈ Kϕ,α(ω0), we have

lim
k→∞

1

nk

nk−1
∑

i=0

∫

Ω×M
ϕ(ω, x)dδΘi(ω0,x0) = lim

k→∞

1

nk

nk−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω0, x0)) = α.

Therefore, µ ∈ IΘ(Ω×M,ϕ,α). Hence, IΘ(Ω×M,ϕ,α) 6= ∅ for α ∈ Lϕ. It is clear that IΘ(Ω×M,ϕ,α)
is convex and closed.

By Birkhoff ergodic theorem, for any µ ∈ IeΘ(Ω × M), i.e. ergodic Θ-invariant measure, we
have

∫

ϕdµ ∈ Lϕ. Note that IeΘ(Ω × M) are exactly the extremal points of IΘ(Ω × M). Since
IΘ(Ω × M) is compact, IeΘ(Ω × M) is nonempty, and therefore, Lϕ is nonempty. We note that
Lϕ ⊂ [−‖ϕ‖C0 , ‖ϕ‖C0 ], hence bounded. �

5.2. Proof of Lemmas in section 3.

Proof of Lemma 3.6. Given δ ∈ (0, 1), we first prove that ω 7→ S(ω, n, ǫ, δ) is BP (Ω)-measurable. For
any integer L ∈ N+, we notice that following fact

{ω ∈ Ω : S(ω, n, ǫ, δ) ≤ L} = PrΩ{(ω, x1, ..., xL) : µω(∪
L
i=1Bn(ω, xi, ǫ)) ≥ 1− δ},

where PrΩ : Ω×ML → Ω is the projection to the first coordinate. Once

{(ω, x1, ..., xL) : µω(∪
L
i=1Bn(ω, xi, ǫ)) ≥ 1− δ} ∈ BP (Ω)⊗ B(ML),

then {ω ∈ Ω : S(ω, n, ǫ, δ) ≤ L} is BP (Ω)-measurable by the Projection theorem (see, e.g., [9,
Theorem 2.12]). Therefore, we need to show the measurability of

(5.1) (ω, x1, ..., xL) 7→ µω(∪
L
i=1Bn(ω, xi, ǫ)) =

∫

M
1∪L

i=1Bn(ω,xi,ǫ)
(y)dµω(y).

We use the same strategy as the proof of Proposition 3.3 (i) in [9]. Put

H =
{

h : Ω×ML+1 → R : h bounded and measurable, and

(ω, x1, ..., xL) 7→

∫

M
h(ω, x1, ..., xL, y)dµω(y) is measurable

}

.

Then H is a vector space. For any set D = A×B1 × · · · ×BL+1 ∈ BP (Ω)× B(M)L+1, we have

(5.2) (ω, x1, ..., xL) 7→

∫

M
1D(ω, x1, ..., xL, y)dµω(y) = 1A(ω) · 1B1(x1) · · · 1BL

(xL) · µω(BL+1).

Note that ω 7→ µω(BL+1) is measurable by Definition 3.1 and Proposition 3.6 in [9]. Therefore, the
mapping (5.2) is measurable. If 0 ≤ hn ∈ H, n ∈ N with hn ↑ h for some bounded h, then h ∈ H by
monotone convergence theorem. By a monotone class argument, H contains all bounded σ(BP (Ω)×
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B(M)L+1)-measurable functions, and therefore, the function (ω, x1, ..., xL, y) 7→ 1∪L
i=1Bn(ω,xi,ǫ)

(y) lies

in H. Hence, (5.1) is measurable.

In the left, we prove the third and fourth equalities of (3.3) for P -a.s. ω ∈ Ω. Since the value
lim supn→∞

1
n log S(ω, n, ǫ, δ) do not decrease as ǫ → 0, by the first and second equalities of (3.3),

which can be found in [42, Theorem 3.1] and [24, Theorem A] respectively, one has

hµ(F ) = lim
ǫ→0

lim sup
n→∞

1

n
logS(ω, n, ǫ, δ) = lim

ǫ→0
lim inf
n→∞

1

n
log S(ω, n, ǫ, δ)

≥ lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log S(ω, n, η, δ) ≥ lim inf

n→∞

1

n
logS(ω, n, η, δ)

for P -a.s. ω ∈ Ω. Next, we prove another direction. Pick any countable sequence ǫk → 0, then

hµ(F ) = lim
k→∞

lim inf
n→∞

1

n
log S(ω, n, ǫk, δ)

P-a.s.. Note that ω 7→ lim infn→∞
1
n logS(ω, n, ǫk, δ) is measurable for any given k. By Egorov’s

theorem, for any ζ ∈ (0, 1), there exists a measurable set Ωζ ⊂ Ω with P (Ωζ) > 1− ζ such that

lim inf
n→∞

1

n
logS(ω, n, ǫk, δ) → hµ(F ) uniformly for all ω ∈ Ωζ as k → ∞.

By using Birkhorff’s ergodic theorem, there exists a P -full measure set Ω′ ⊂ Ω such that

(5.3) lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

1Ωζ
(θiω) = P (Ωζ) ≥ 1− ζ for all ω ∈ Ω′.

Besides, since µ ∈ IeΘ(Ω×M), then there exists a θ-invariant P−full measure set Ωµ ⊂ Ω such that

(5.4) (Fω)∗µω = µθω, for all ω ∈ Ωµ.

It is sufficient to show that for any γ > 0,

(5.5) lim inf
n→∞

1

n
log S(ω∗, n, η, δ) ≥ hµ(F )− γ, for all ω∗ ∈ Ω′ ∩ Ωµ.

From now on, we fix any ω∗ ∈ Ω′ ∩ Ωµ. By uniformly convergence on Ωζ , we pick N large enough
such that

(5.6) lim inf
n→∞

1

n
log S(ω, n, ǫN , δ) ≥ hµ(F )− γ for all ω ∈ Ωζ .

By Lemma 3.4, there exists L(ǫN ) ∈ N such that for any k ≥ L(ǫN ), if max|n|≤k dM (Fn
ω (x), F

n
ω (y)) ≤

η, then dM (x, y) < ǫN . By (5.3), we can pick k > L(ǫN ) such that θkω∗ ∈ Ωζ , then (5.6) implies that

(5.7) lim inf
n→∞

1

n
logS(θkω∗, n, ǫN , δ) ≥ hµ(F )− γ.

For any n ∈ N, we pick any Bowen balls {Bn+2k(ω
∗, xi, η)}i∈I , which covers a set of µω∗ mea-

sure at least 1 − δ, i.e., there exists A ⊂ ∪i∈IBn+2k(ω
∗, xi, η) and µω∗(A) ≥ 1 − δ. Then it

must have that {Bn(θ
kω∗, F k

ω∗(xi), ǫN )}i∈I covers F k
ω∗A. In fact, for any y ∈ A, there exists xi

such that dn+2k
ω∗ (y, xi) < η. Therefore, by the choice of k > L(ǫN ) and Lemma 3.4, one has

dn
θkω∗(F

k
ω∗(y), F k

ω∗(xi)) < ǫN . Now by (5.4), one has µθkω∗(F k
ω∗A) = µω∗(A) ≥ 1 − δ. By the

definition of S(θkω∗, n, ǫN , δ), one has

S(θkω∗, n, ǫN , δ) ≤ S(ω∗, n+ 2k, η, δ) for all n ∈ N.

Taking log, dividing by n and sending n→ ∞, we obtain

lim inf
n→∞

1

n
logS(ω∗, n, η, δ) ≥ lim inf

n→∞

1

n
log S(θkω∗, n, ǫN , δ)

(5.7)

≥ hµ(F )− γ,
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i.e., (5.5) is proved. �

5.3. Proof of Lemmas in section 4.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. For α ∈ Lϕ, we first show that ω 7→ M(α, δ, n, ǫ, ω) is measurable for each
fixed δ, ǫ > 0 and n ∈ N. Note that M(α, δ, n, ǫ, ω) ≥ 1, we only need to check the measurability of
{ω :M(α, δ, n, ǫ, ω) ≥ l} for l ≥ 2. For any integer l ≥ 2, we let

P l(α, δ, n) = {(ω, x1, x2, ..., xl) ∈ Ω×M l : x1, ..., xl ∈ P (α, δ, n, ω)},

=

{

(ω, x1, x2, ..., xl) ∈ Ω×M l : max
1≤i≤l

{

|
1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, xi))− α|

}

< δ

}

.

Then P l(α, δ, n) is Borel measurable subset of Ω×M l. It is clear that

En,ǫ
l := {(ω, x1, ..., xl) ∈ Ω×M l| dnω(xi, xj) > ǫ if 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ l}

is Borel measurable subset of Ω×M l. By the definition of M(α, δ, n, ǫ, ω), we have

{ω :M(α, δ, n, ǫ, , ω) ≥ l} = PrΩ(P
l(α, δ, n) ∩ En,ǫ

l ),

where PrΩ : Ω ×M l → Ω is the projection to the first coordinate. By the Projection theorem (see,
e.g., [9, Theorem 2.12]) and the completion of σ-algebra BP (Ω), PrΩ(P

l(α, δ, n)∩En,ǫ
l ) is measurable.

Therefore, ω 7→M(α, δ, n, ǫ, ω) is measurable. �

Proof of Lemma 4.2 . Fix any γ and δ such that 0 < γ < min{1, 1
10hµ0(F )} and 0 < δ < 1

2 min{γ, η}.

Step 1, we construct Ωδ in the statement of Lemma 4.2. By using Lemma 3.5, we can approximate
µ0 by an Θ−invariant measure ν in the following sense: there exist ν ∈ IΘ(Ω×M) satisfying

(1) ν =
∑k

i=1 λiνi, where λi > 0,
∑k

i=1 λi = 1 and {νi}
k
i=1 ∈ IeΘ(Ω×M);

(2) hν(f) ≥ hµ0(f)− δ;
(3) |

∫

Ω×M ϕdµ0 −
∫

Ω×M ϕdν| = |α−
∫

Ω×M ϕdν| < δ.

Since νi is ergodic for each i ∈ {1, ..., k}, the following set has νi−full measure
{

(ω, x) ∈ Ω×M : lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) =

∫

ϕdνi

}

.

By measure disintegration, there exists a P -full measure set Ωνi and for ω ∈ Ωνi , we have

(νi)ω

({

x ∈M : lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) =

∫

ϕdνi

})

= 1.

Therefore, for i ∈ {1, ..., k}, the following sequence of measurable functions

giN (ω) = (νi)ω

({

x ∈M :

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x))−

∫

ϕdνi

∣

∣

∣

∣

< δ, ∀n ≥ N

})

→ 1

pointwisely for all ω ∈ ∩k
i=1Ωνi as N → ∞. By using Egorov’s theorem, for any ξ > 0 sufficiently

small such that

(5.8) ξ ≤ min

{

δ

4(‖ϕ‖C0 + 1)
,
1

4

(

1−
hµ0(F )− 4γ

hµ0(F )− 3γ

)}

,
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there exists a measurable set Ω1 ⊂ ∩k
i=1Ωνi satisfying P (Ω

1) ≥ 1− ξ/3 and giN (ω) → 1 uniformly for
all ω ∈ Ω1 and i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. We pick N1

i ∈ N such that

gin(ω) ≥ 1− γ, ∀n ≥ N1
i and ∀ω ∈ Ω1.

By Lemma 3.6, for any i ∈ {1, 2, ..., k}, we have

hνi(F ) = lim
n→∞

1

n
logSi(ω, n, η, γ) for P − a.s.ω ∈ Ω,

where Si(ω, n, η, γ) is the minimal cardinality of any (ω, η, n)−spanning set which covers a set with
(νi)ω-measure at least 1 − γ. Using Egorov’s theorem again, one can find a set Ω2 ⊂ Ω1 with
P (Ω2) ≥ 1− 2ξ/3 and

1

n
log Si(ω, n, η, γ) → hνi(F ) uniformly for ω ∈ Ω2 and for all i ∈ {1, ..., k}.

We pick N2
i ∈ N such that

(5.9) Si(ω, n, η, γ) ≥ en(hνi(F )−γ) for all ω ∈ Ω2, i ∈ {1, ..., k} and n ≥ N2
i .

We denote Ni = max{N1
i , N

2
i }. For ω ∈ Ω2, we note that

(5.10) gin(ω) ≥ 1− γ,∀n ≥ Ni,

therefore

(5.11)

{

x ∈M :

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x))−

∫

ϕdνi

∣

∣

∣

∣

< δ,∀n ≥ Ni

}

6= ∅.

Remark 5.1. For any ω ∈ Ω2, as long as n ≥ Ni, let C(ω, n, η) be some maximal (ω, η, n)-separated

set in {x ∈M : | 1n
∑n−1

i=0 ϕ(Θ
i(ω, x))−

∫

ϕdνi| < δ,∀n ≥ Ni} with largest cardinality, then by (5.10)
and the definition of Si(ω, n, η, γ), we have

(5.12) #C(ω, n, η) ≥ Si(ω, n, η, γ)
(5.9)

≥ en(hνi (F )−γ),∀ω ∈ Ω2.

Now by Birkhoff’s Ergodic theorem, there exists a P -full measure set Ωδ, such that for any ω ∈ Ωδ,
we have

(5.13) lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

1Ω2(θiω) = P (Ω2) ≥ 1−
2

3
ξ.

In the following, we show Lemma 4.2 holds for all ω ∈ Ωδ.

Step 2, we construct n̂ : Ωδ → N. For any ω ∈ Ωδ, let N3(ω) ≥ 1 be the first integer such that for
any n ≥ N3(ω)

(5.14)
1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

1Ω2(θiω) ≥ 1− ξ.

Then N3 : Ωδ → N is measurable by noticing the following fact that for any j ∈ N≥2,

{ω ∈ Ωδ : N3(ω) = j}

=





⋂

n≥j

{ω ∈ Ωδ :
1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

1Ω2(θiω) ≥ 1− ξ}



 ∩ {ω ∈ Ωδ :
1

j − 1

j−2
∑

i=0

1Ω2(θiω) < 1− ξ}.
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By continuity of ϕ : Ω×M → R, we can pick ǫ ∈ (0, δ/2) such that

(5.15) if dM (x, y) < ǫ, then |ϕ(ω, x) − ϕ(ω, y)| < δ
2 .

By Theorem A, let m = m(ǫ/4) to be the space in the fiber specification property corresponding to
ǫ/4, i.e., one can find a point (ω, ǫ/4)-shadowing any m(ǫ/4)-spaced ω-specification. Besides, we can
choose a sufficiently large integer N0 ∈ N, such that for any n ≥ N0 and i ∈ {1, . . . , k},

(5.16) ni = [λin] ≥ Ni, and
(k − 1)m( ǫ4 )

n
≤ ξ.

where {λi}
k
i=1 are given at the beginning of proof and [λin] denotes the largest integer less than or

equal to λin.

Pick N4(δ) ∈ N such that for any n ≥ N4(δ), one has

(5.17)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n−
k
∑

i=1

[λin]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
δ

2(‖ϕ‖C0 + 1)
n.

We let

(5.18) n̄(ω) = max{N3(ω), N0, N4(δ)} for ω ∈ Ωδ.

Then n̄ : Ωδ → N is measurable since N3(ω) is measurable. Denote n̄i(·) = [λin̄(·)] : Ωδ → N for
i = {1, ..., k}, which is also measurable.

For any ω ∈ Ωδ, let l1(ω) be the firsr integer i ≥ 0 such that

θiω ∈ Ω2,

such i exists due to (5.13). Denote l′0(ω) = 0, and let

l′1(ω) = l′0(ω) + l1(ω) + n̄1(ω) +m(ǫ/4).

For j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k − 2}, once l′j(ω) is defined, let lj+1(ω) be the first integer i ≥ 0 such that

θl
′
j(ω)+iω ∈ Ω2, and denote

l′j+1(ω) = l′j(ω) + lj+1(ω) + n̄j+1(ω) +m(ǫ/4).

Finally, let lk(ω) be the first integer i ≥ 0 such that θl
′
k−1(ω)+iω ∈ Ω2, and denote

(5.19) n̂(ω) = l′k−1(ω) + lk(ω) + n̄k(ω).

We note that n̂(ω) ≥ n̄(ω) for ω ∈ Ωδ by construction. Note that in orbits {ω, θω, ..., θn̂(ω)−1ω},
there are at least l1(ω) + · · · lk(ω) points not lying in Ω2. By (5.14) and (5.18), we have

(5.20)
l1(ω) + · · ·+ lk(ω)

n̂(ω)
≤ ξ.

Last step, for any ω ∈ Ωδ, we construct (ω, η/2, n̂(ω))-separated set in P (α, 4δ, n̂(ω), ω) satisfying

(4.36) by using orbit gluing technique. By the construction of li(ω) for i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, θl
′
i−1(ω)+li(ω)ω ∈

Ω2. By Remark 5.1 and n̄i(ω) ≥ Ni, C(θl
′
i−1(ω)+li(ω)ω, n̄i(ω), η) is a maximal (θl

′
i−1(ω)+li(ω)ω, η, n̄i(ω))-

separated set in the deviation set

{

x ∈M :

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(θl
′
i−1(ω)+li(ω)ω, x))−

∫

ϕdνi

∣

∣

∣

∣

< δ,∀n ≥ Ni

}
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satisfying that #C(θl
′
i−1(ω)+li(ω)ω, n̄i(ω), η) ≥ en̄i(ω)(hνi (F )−γ). For every k-tuple (x1, . . . , xk) with

xi ∈ C(θl
′
i−1(ω)+li(ω)ω, n̄i(ω), η), by Theorem A, there is a point y = y(x1, . . . , xk) ∈ M , which is

(ω, ǫ/4)-shadowing the pieces of orbits

{x1, Fθl1(ω)ω(x1), . . . , F
n̄1(ω)−1

θl1(ω)ω
(x1)}, . . . , {xk, F

θ
l′
k−1

(ω)+lk(ω)
ω
(xk), . . . , F

n̄k(ω)−1

θ
l′
k−1

(ω)+lk(ω)
ω
(xk)}

with gaps m(ǫ/4) + l2(ω),...,m(ǫ/4) + lk(ω), i.e.,

(5.21) d
n̄i(ω)

θ
l′
i−1

(ω)+li(ω)
ω
(xi, F

l′i−1(ω)+li(ω)
ω (y)) <

ǫ

4
for i = 1, ..., k.

For different tuples (x1, . . . , xk), (x
′
1, . . . , x

′
k) with xi, x

′
i ∈ C(θl

′
i−1(ω)+li(ω)ω, n̄i(ω), η), we claim that

(5.22) dn̂(ω)ω (y(x1, . . . , xk), y(x
′
1, . . . , x

′
k)) > η −

ǫ

4
× 2 =

η

2
.

In fact, if xi 6= x′i for some i ∈ {1, ..., k}, and denote y1 = y(x1, ..., xk), y2 = y(x′1, ..., x
′
k), then we

have

dn̂(ω)ω (y(x1, . . . , xk), y(x
′
1, . . . , x

′
k))

≥ d
n̄i(ω)

θ
l′
i−1

(ω)+li(ω)
ω
(xi, x

′
i)− d

n̄i(ω)

θ
l′
i−1

(ω)+li(ω)
ω
(xi, F

l′i−1(ω)+li(ω)
ω (y1))− d

n̄i(ω)

θ
l′
i−1

(ω)+li(ω)
ω
(x′i, F

l′i−1(ω)+li(ω)
ω (y2))

(5.21)
> η −

ǫ

4
−
ǫ

4
=
η

2
.

We also claim that

{y = y(x1, ..., xk) : xi ∈ C(θl
′
i−1(ω)+li(ω)ω, n̄i(ω), η), i = 1, ..., k}

⊂ P (α, 4δ, n̂(ω), ω) =







x ∈M :

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n̂(ω)

n̂(ω)−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) − α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

< 4δ







.
(5.23)

Next, we prove (5.23) for any fixed ω ∈ Ωδ. Since ω is fixed, we omit ω in li(ω), l
′
i(ω), n̂(ω) and

n̄i(ω) for short. On interval ∪k
i=1[l

′
i−1 + li, l

′
i−1 + li + n̄i − 1], we use shadowing property (5.21) and

triangle inequality; while on other intervals, we note that

#
(

[0, n̂ − 1]\ ∪k
i=1 [l

′
i−1 + li, l

′
i−1 + li + n̄i − 1]

)

=#
((

∪k
i=1[l

′
i−1, l

′
i−1 + li − 1]

)

∪
(

∪k−1
i=1 [l

′
i−1 + li + n̄i, l

′
i−1 + li + n̄i +m(

ǫ

4
)− 1]

))

=
k
∑

i=1

li + (k − 1)m(
ǫ

4
),

and we use inequality |ϕ− α| ≤ 2‖ϕ‖C0 to obtain

∣

∣

∣

∣

n̂−1
∑

p=0

ϕ(Θp(ω, y))− n̂α

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k
∑

i=1





l′i−1+li+n̄i−1
∑

p=l′i−1+li

ϕ(Θp(ω, y)) − n̄iα





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

p∈[0,n̂−1]\∪k
i=1[l

′
i−1+li,l′i−1+li+n̄i−1]

ϕ(Θp(ω, y)) −

(

k
∑

i=1

li + (k − 1)m(
ǫ

4
)

)

α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
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≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k
∑

i=1





l′i−1+li+n̄i−1
∑

p=l′i−1+li

ϕ(Θp(ω, y)) −
n̄i−1
∑

p=0

ϕ(Θp(θl
′
i−1+liω, xi)) +

n̄i−1
∑

p=0

ϕ(Θp(θl
′
i−1+liω, xi))− n̄i

∫

ϕdνi

+n̄i

∫

ϕdνi − n̄iα

)∣

∣

∣

∣

+ 2
(

(l1 + · · ·+ lk) + (k − 1)m
( ǫ

4

))

‖ϕ‖C0

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

l1+n̄1−1
∑

p=l1

ϕ(Θp(ω, y)) −
n̄1−1
∑

p=0

ϕ(Θp(θl1ω, x1))

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

n̄1−1
∑

p=0

ϕ(Θp(θl1ω), x1)− n̄1

∫

ϕdν1

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ · · ·

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

l′k−1+lk+n̄k−1
∑

p=l′k−1+lk

ϕ(Θp(ω, y))−

n̄k−1
∑

p=0

ϕ(Θp(θl
′
k−1+lkω, xk))

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

n̄k−1
∑

p=0

ϕ(Θp(θl
′
k−1+lkω), xk)− n̄k

∫

ϕdνk

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

n̄1

∫

ϕdν1 + · · ·+ n̄k

∫

ϕdνk − (n̄1 + · · ·+ n̄k)α

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ 2
(

(l1 + · · ·+ lk) + (k − 1)m
( ǫ

4

))

‖ϕ‖C0 .

Combining the shadowing property and (5.15), we have

(5.24)

∣

∣

∣

∣

l′j−1+lj+n̄j−1
∑

p=l′j−1+lj

ϕ(Θp(ω, y)) −

n̄j−1
∑

p=0

ϕ(Θp(θl
′
j−1+ljω, xj))

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ n̄j ·
δ

2
, ∀j ∈ {1, . . . , k}.

Besides, since θl
′
j−1+ljω ∈ Ω2 and xj ∈ C(θl

′
j−1+ljω, n̄j(ω), η), we have

(5.25)

∣

∣

∣

∣

n̄j−1
∑

p=0

ϕ(Θp(θl
′
j−1+ljω, xj)− n̄j

∫

ϕdνj

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ n̄jδ, ∀j ∈ {1, . . . , k}.

Moreover, we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

n̄1

∫

ϕdν1 + · · · + n̄k

∫

ϕdνk − (n̄1 + · · ·+ n̄k)α

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ |n̄

∫

ϕdν − n̄α|+ 2(n̄−
k
∑

i=1

n̄i)‖ϕ‖C0

≤ n̄δ + 2(n̄ −
k
∑

i=1

n̄i)‖ϕ‖C0

(5.17)

≤ 2n̄δ.

(5.26)

Combining (5.20), (5.24), (5.25) and (5.26) together, we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

n̂−1
∑

p=0

ϕ(Θp(ω, y)) − n̂α

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ n̂ ·
7δ

2
+ 2ξn̂‖ϕ‖C0 + 2(k − 1)m

( ǫ

4

)

‖ϕ‖C0

We conclude that

(5.27)
1

n̂

∣

∣

∣

∣

n̂−1
∑

p=0

ϕ(Θp(ω, y))− n̂α

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
7δ

2
+
δ

4
+

2(k − 1)m( ǫ4 )

n̂
‖ϕ‖C0 ≤ 4δ,

provided (5.8) and N0 in (5.18) sufficiently large satisfying

2(k − 1)m( ǫ4 )

n
‖ϕ‖C0 ≤

δ

4
, ∀n ≥ N0.

Therefore, (5.23) is proved.
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Note that by (5.22), different y = y(x1, . . . , xk) are (ω, η/2, n̂(ω)) separated. Therefore

M(α, 4δ, n̂(ω),
η

2
, ω) ≥ #C(θl

′
0(ω)+l1(ω)ω, n̄1(ω), η) × · · · ×#C(θl

′
k−1(ω)+lk(ω)ω, n̄k(ω), η)

(5.12)

≥ exp
(

[λ1n̄(ω)](hν1(F )− γ) + · · ·+ [λkn̄(ω)](hνk(F )− γ)
)

≥ exp
(

n̄(ω)(hν(F )− 2γ)
)

≥ exp
(

n̄(ω)(hµ0(F )− 3γ)
)

,

provided N0 in (5.18) sufficiently large satisfying

[λ1n](hν1(F )− γ) + · · ·+ [λkn](hνk(F )− γ) ≥ n(hν(F )− 2γ), ∀n ≥ N0.

Thus, we obtain

1

n̂(ω)
logM(α, 4δ, n̂(ω),

η

2
, ω) ≥

n̄(ω)(hµ0(F )− 3γ)

n̄1(ω) + · · · + n̄k(ω)
·
n̄1(ω) + · · ·+ n̄k(ω)

n̂(ω)

=
n̄(ω)(hµ0(F )− 3γ)

n̄1(ω) + · · · + n̄k(ω)
·
n̂(ω)− (l1(ω) + · · ·+ lk(ω))− (k − 1)m( ǫ4 )

n̂(ω)

≥ (hµ0(F )− 3γ) ·

(

n̂(ω)− (l1(ω) + · · ·+ lk(ω))

n̂(ω)
−

(k − 1)m( ǫ4 )

n̂(ω)

)

(5.16),(5.20)

≥ (1− 2ξ)(hµ0(F )− 3γ)

(5.8)

≥ hµ0(F )− 4γ,

i.e., (4.36) is proved. It remains to show that n̂ = n̂(ω) : Ωδ → N is measurable. Notice that

n̂(ω) =

k
∑

i=1

li(ω) +

k
∑

i=1

n̄i(ω) + (k − 1)m
( ǫ

4

)

,

and we already showed the measurability of n̄i : Ωδ → N. Hence, it suffices to prove that li : Ωδ → Z≥0

is measurable. For i = 1, notice that for any k ≥ 1, we have

{ω ∈ Ωδ : l1(ω) = k} = {ω ∈ Ωδ : θ
kω ∈ Ω2} ∩ (∩k−1

i=0 {ω ∈ Ωδ : θ
iω /∈ Ω2})

hence l1 : Ωδ → N is measurable. It follows that l′1 = l1 + n̄1 +m( ǫ4) : Ωδ → N is measurable. Once
the measurability of lj and l′j is proven, for any p ≥ 1, we have

{ω ∈ Ωδ : lj+1(ω) = p} = {ω ∈ Ωδ : θ
l′j(ω)+pω ∈ Ω2} ∩ ∩p−1

i=0 {ω ∈ Ωδ : θ
l′j(ω)+iω /∈ Ω2}.

In fact, we have the following decomposition

{ω ∈ Ωδ : θ
l′j(ω)+pω ∈ Ω2} =

⋃

m≥0

{ω ∈ Ωδ : l
′
j(ω) = m, θp+m(ω) ∈ Ω2}

=
⋃

m≥0

(

{ω ∈ Ωδ : l
′
j(ω) = m} ∩ {ω ∈ Ωδ : θ

p+mω ∈ Ω2}
)

,

hence {ω ∈ Ωδ : θ
l′j(ω)+pω ∈ Ω2} is measurable due to the measurability of l′j. Similarly, one can prove

that {ω ∈ Ωδ : θ
l′j(ω)+iω /∈ Ω2} is also measurable for i ∈ {0, . . . , p − 1}. Therefore, lj+1 : Ωδ → N is

measurable and l′j+1 = l′j + lj+1 + n̄j+1 +m( ǫ4) is also measurable as a sum of measurable functions.

By induction, li is measurable for i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. The proof of Lemma 4.2 is complete. �
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Proof of Lemma 4.3. Since (x10, . . . , x
1
N1(ω)−1) 6= (z10 , . . . , z

1
N1(ω)−1), there exists j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N1(ω)−

1}, such that x1j 6= z1j . By (4.44), one has

d
n̂1(θ

T1
j (ω)

ω)

θ
T1
j
(ω)

ω

(

x1j , F
T 1
j (ω)

ω y(x10, . . . , xN1(ω)−1)
)

<
η

24+1
,

and

d
n̂1(θ

T1
j (ω)

ω)

θ
T1
j
(ω)

ω

(

z1j , F
T 1
j (ω)

ω y(z10 , . . . , zN1(ω)−1)
)

<
η

24+1
.

Note that x1j , z
1
j ∈ C1(θ

T 1
j (ω)ω) are (θT

1
j (ω)ω, η2 , n̂1(θ

T 1
j (ω)ω))-separated, hence

d
T 1
N1(ω)

(ω)

ω (y(x10, . . . , x
1
N1(ω)−1), y(z

1
1 , . . . , z

1
N1(ω)−1))

≥ d
n̂1(θ

T1
j (ω)

ω)

θ
T1
j
(ω)

ω

(

F
T 1
j (ω)

ω y(x10, . . . , x
1
N1(ω)−1), F

T 1
j (ω)

ω y(z10 , . . . , z
1
N1(ω)−1)

)

≥ d
n̂1(θ

T1
j (ω)

ω)

θ
T1
j
(ω)

ω
(x1j , z

1
j )− d

n̂1(θ
T1
j (ω)

ω)

θ
T1
j
(ω)

ω

(

x1j , F
T 1
j (ω)

ω y(x10, . . . , x
1
N1(ω)−1)

)

− d
n̂1(θ

T1
j (ω)

ω)

θ
T1
j
(ω)

ω

(

z1j , F
T 1
j (ω)

ω y(z10 , . . . , z
1
N1(ω)−1)

)

>
η

2
−

η

24 + 1
× 2.

The proof of Lemma 4.3 is complete. �

Proof of Lemma 4.5. For any x ∈ Hk(ω), y, y
′ ∈ Dk+1(θ

T k+1
0 (ω)ω), by (4.50), one has

d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (z(x, y), z(x, y′)) ≤ d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (z(x, y), x) + d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (x, z(x, y′)) <
η

24+k+1
× 2,

i.e., (4.51) holds. If y 6= y′, again by (4.50) and Lemma 4.4, one has

d
T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)

ω (z(x, y), z(x, y′))

≥ d
T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)−T k+1
0 (ω)

θT
k+1
0

(ω)ω
(y, y′)− d

T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)−T k+1
0 (ω)

θT
k+1
0

(ω)ω
(y′, F

T k+1
0 (ω)

ω z(x, y′))

− d
T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)−T k+1
0 (ω)

θT
k+1
0

(ω)ω
(y, F

T k+1
0 (ω)

ω z(x, y))

>
η

2
−

η

24+k+1
× 2−

η

24+k+1
−

η

24+k+1
≥

3η

8
,

i.e., (4.52) holds. The proof of Lemma 4.5 is complete. �

Proof of Lemma 4.6. (1) By (4.54), for any x 6= x′ ∈ Hk(ω), one has d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (x, x′) > 3η
8 , hence

BT k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

(

ω, x,
η

24+k

)

∩BT k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

(

ω, x′,
η

24+k

)

= ∅.

(2) Let z = z(x, y) ∈ Hk+1(ω) for x ∈ Hk(ω) and y ∈ Dk+1(θ
T k+1
0 (ω)ω). Pick any point t ∈

BT k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)(ω, z,
η

24+k+1 ), we have

d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (t, x) ≤ d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (t, z) + d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (z, x)
(4.50)
<

η

24+k+1
+

η

24+k+1
=

η

24+k
,
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Therefore, BT k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)

(

ω, z, η
24+k+1

)

⊆ BT k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

(

ω, x, η
24+k

)

. The proof of Lemma 4.6 is complete.

�

Proof of Lemma 4.7. For any x ∈ X(ω), we need to show limn→∞
1
n

∑n−1
k=0 ϕ(Θ

i(ω, x)) = α. So we

have to estimate |
∑n−1

k=0 ϕ(Θ
i(ω, x)) − nα| for x ∈ X(ω) and n ∈ N. We are going to employ the

shadowing property, triangle inequality and the estimation for points in Ck(θ
T k
j (ω)ω), Dk(θ

T k
0 (ω)ω)

and Hk(ω). The estimation is a 4-step process.

Step1, estimation on D1(ω) = H1(ω). For any y ∈ D1(ω), there exists some x1j in C1(θ
T 1
j (ω)ω) for

j ∈ {0, . . . , N1(ω)− 1}, such that

(5.28) d
n̂1(θ

T1
j (ω)

ω)

θ
T1
j ω

(

x1j , F
T 1
j (ω)

ω y
)

<
η

24+1
.

we break the interval [0, T 1
N1(ω)

(ω)− 1] into

[0, T 1
0 (ω)− 1] ∪ [T 1

0 (ω), T
1
0 (ω) + n̂1(θ

T 1
0 (ω)ω)− 1] ∪ [T 1

0 (ω) + n̂1(θ
T 1
0 (ω)ω), T 1

1 (ω)− 1]

∪ · · · ∪ [T 1
N1(ω)−1(ω), T

1
N1(ω)−1(ω) + n̂1(θ

T 1
N1(ω)−1

(ω)
ω)− 1].

On intervals ∪
N1(ω)−1
j=0 [T 1

j (ω), T
1
j (ω)+ n̂1(θ

T 1
j (ω)ω)−1], we use triangle inequality, shadowing property

(5.28) and notice x1j ∈ C1(θ
T 1
j (ω)ω) ⊂ P (α, 4δ1, n̂1(θ

T 1
j (ω)ω), θT

1
j (ω)ω), while on other intervals we use

inequality |ϕ− α| ≤ 2‖ϕ‖C0 to obtain
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T 1
N1(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, y))− T 1
N1(ω)

(ω)α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

N1(ω)−1
∑

j=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T 1
j (ω)+n̂1(θ

T1
j (ω)

ω)−1
∑

i=T 1
j (ω)

(

ϕ(Θi(ω, y))− ϕ(Θi−T 1
j (ω)(θT

1
j (ω)ω, x1j))

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

N1(ω)−1
∑

j=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T 1
j (ω)+n̂1(θ

T1
j (ω)

ω)−1
∑

i=T 1
j (ω)

ϕ(Θi−T 1
j (ω)(θT

1
j (ω)ω, x1j ))− n̂1(θ

T 1
j (ω)ω)α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ 2



T 1
0 (ω) +

N1(ω)−1
∑

j=1

(m1 + l1j (ω))



 ‖ϕ‖C0

≤

N1(ω)−1
∑

j=0

n̂1(θ
T 1
j (ω)ω)var

(

ϕ,
η

24+1

)

+ 4

N1(ω)−1
∑

j=0

n̂1(θ
T 1
j (ω)ω)δ1

+ 2



T 1
0 (ω) +

N1(ω)−1
∑

j=1

(m1 + l1j (ω))



 ‖ϕ‖C0 ,

(5.29)

where var(ϕ, c) = sup{|ϕ(ω, x) − ϕ(ω′, x′)| : d((ω, x), (ω′, x′)) < c} for some c > 0.
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Step 2, estimation on Dk(θ
T k
0 (ω)ω) for k ≥ 2. Suppose y ∈ Dk(θ

T k
0 (ω)ω), let us estimate the

following difference

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=T k
0 (ω)

ϕ(Θi−T k
0 (ω)(θT

k
0 (ω)ω, y))− (T k

Nk(ω)
(ω)− T k

0 (ω))α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

By the construction of Dk(θ
T k
0 (ω)ω), there exists xkj ∈ Ck(θ

T k
j (ω)ω) for j = {0, . . . , Nk(ω) − 1}, such

that

(5.30) d
n̂k(θ

Tk
j (ω)

ω)

θ
Tk
j
(ω)

ω

(

xkj , F
T k
j (ω)−T k

0 (ω)

θT
k
0
(ω)ω

y
)

<
η

24+k
.

we break the interval [T k
0 (ω), T

k
Nk(ω)

(ω)− 1] into

[T k
0 (ω), T

k
0 (ω) + n̂k(θ

T k
0 (ω)ω)− 1] ∪ [T k

0 (ω) + n̂k(θ
T k
0 (ω)ω), T k

1 (ω)− 1]

∪ [T k
1 (ω), T

k
1 (ω) + n̂k(θ

T k
1 (ω)ω)− 1] ∪ [T k

1 (ω) + n̂k(θ
T k
1 (ω)ω), T k

2 (ω)− 1]

∪ · · · ∪ [T k
Nk(ω)−1(ω), T

k
Nk(ω)−1(ω) + n̂k(θ

T k
Nk(ω)−1

(ω)
ω)− 1].

Similar as the estimation (5.29), on intervals ∪
Nk(ω)−1
j=0 [T k

j (ω), T
k
j (ω)+n̂k(θ

T k
j (ω)ω)−1], we use triangle

inequality, shadowing property (5.30) and notice xkj ∈ Ck(θ
T k
j (ω)ω) ⊂ P (α, 4δk , n̂k(θ

T k
j (ω)ω), θT

k
j (ω)ω),

while on other intervals we use |ϕ− α| ≤ 2‖ϕ‖C0 to obtain

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=T k
0 (ω)

ϕ(Θi−T k
0 (ω)(θT

k
0 (ω)ω, y))− (T k

Nk(ω)
(ω)− T k

0 (ω))α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

Nk(ω)−1
∑

j=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T k
j (ω)+n̂k(θ

Tk
j (ω)

ω)−1
∑

i=T k
j (ω)

(

ϕ(Θi−T k
0 (ω)(θT

k
0 (ω)ω, y))− ϕ(Θi−T k

j (ω)(θT
k
j (ω)ω, xkj ))

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

Nk(ω)−1
∑

j=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T k
j (ω)+n̂k(θ

Tk
j (ω)

ω)−1
∑

i=T k
j (ω)

ϕ(Θi−T k
j (ω)(θT

k
j (ω)ω, xkj ))− n̂k(θ

T k
j (ω)ω)α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ 2

Nk(ω)−1
∑

j=1

(mk + lkj (ω))‖ϕ‖C0

≤

Nk(ω)−1
∑

j=0

n̂k(θ
T k
j (ω)ω)var

(

ϕ,
η

24+k

)

+ 4

Nk(ω)−1
∑

j=0

n̂k(θ
T k
j (ω)ω)δk + 2

Nk(ω)−1
∑

j=1

(mk + lkj (ω))‖ϕ‖C0 .

Step 3, estimation on Hk(ω). Denote

(5.31) Rk(ω) = max
z∈Hk(ω)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, z)) − T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.
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We show

Rk(ω) ≤ 2

k
∑

i=1

T i
Ni(ω)

(ω)
(

var
(

ϕ,
η

24+i

)

+ 2δi

)

+ 2

k
∑

i=1

Ni(ω)mi‖ϕ‖C0

+ 2





k−1
∑

i=0

li,i+1(ω) +

k
∑

i=1

Ni−1
∑

j=1

lij(ω)



 ‖ϕ‖C0 ,

(5.32)

by induction on k ∈ N. When k = 1, inequality (5.29) gives the desired estimation. Suppose now
we have an upper estimation on Rk(ω), let us estimation Rk+1(ω). For any z ∈ Hk+1(ω), by (4.50),

there exist x ∈ Hk(ω) and y ∈ Dk+1(θ
T k+1
0 (ω)ω), such that

(5.33) d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (x, z) <
η

24+k+1
, and d

T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)−T k+1
0 (ω)

θT
k+1
0

(ω)ω

(

y, F
T k+1
0 (ω)

ω z
)

<
η

24+k+1
.

We break [0, T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)− 1] into

[0, T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)− 1] ∪ [T k
Nk(ω)

(ω), T k+1
0 (ω)− 1] ∪ [T k+1

0 (ω), T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)− 1].

On interval [0, T k
Nk(ω)

(ω) − 1], we use triangle inequality, the first inequality of (5.33), and Rk(ω).

On interval [T k
Nk(ω)

(ω), T k+1
0 (ω)−1] = [T k

Nk(ω)
(ω), T k

Nk(ω)
(ω)+mk+1+ l

k,k+1(ω)−1], we use estimate

|ϕ − α| ≤ 2‖ϕ‖C0 . On interval [T k+1
0 (ω), T k+1

Nk+1(ω)
(ω) − 1], we use triangle inequality, the second
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inequality of (5.33) and estimate on Dk+1(θ
T k+1
0 (ω)ω). Therefore

Rk+1(ω) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, z)) − T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=0

(

ϕ(Θi(ω, z)) − ϕ(Θi(ω, x))
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) − T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ 2(mk+1 + lk,k+1(ω))‖ϕ‖C0 +

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=T k+1
0 (ω)

(

ϕ(Θi(ω, z)) − ϕ(Θi−T k+1
0 (ω)(θT

k+1
0 (ω)ω, y))

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=T k+1
0 (ω)

ϕ(Θi−T k+1
0 (ω)(θT

k+1
0 (ω)ω, y))− (T k+1

Nk+1(ω)
(ω)− T k+1

0 (ω))α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)var
(

ϕ,
η

24+k+1

)

+Rk(ω) + 2(mk+1 + lk,k+1(ω))‖ϕ‖C0

+
(

T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)− T k+1
0 (ω)

)

var
(

ϕ,
η

24+k+1

)

+

Nk+1(ω)−1
∑

j=0

n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
j (ω)ω)var

(

ϕ,
η

24+k+1

)

+ 4

Nk+1(ω)−1
∑

j=0

n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
j (ω)ω)δk+1 + 2

Nk+1(ω)−1
∑

j=1

(mk+1 + lk+1
j (ω))‖ϕ‖C0

≤Rk(ω) + 2T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)var
(

ϕ,
η

24+k+1

)

+ 2
(

Nk+1(ω)mk+1 + lk,k+1(ω) +

Nk+1−1
∑

j=1

lk+1
j (ω)

)

‖ϕ‖C0

+ 4T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)δk+1.

By the induction step, we have

Rk+1(ω) ≤2

k+1
∑

i=1

T i
Ni(ω)

(ω)
(

var
(

ϕ,
η

24+i

)

+ 2δi

)

+ 2

k+1
∑

i=1

Ni(ω)mi‖ϕ‖C0

+ 2





k
∑

i=0

li,i+1(ω) +
k+1
∑

i=1

Ni−1
∑

j=1

lij(ω)



 ‖ϕ‖C0 .

By induction, we obtain (5.32). Next, we claim that

(5.34) Rk(ω)/T
k
Nk(ω)

(ω) → 0 as k → ∞.

In fact, by (4.43) and (4.46), one can inductively estimate

T k−1
Nk−1(ω)

(ω) ≤ N1(ω)(n̂
M
1 +m1)

k−1
∏

i=1

(1− ξi)
−1 +N2(ω)(n̂

M
2 +m2)

k−1
∏

i=2

(1− ξi)
−1+

· · ·+Nk−1(ω)(n̂
M
k−1 +mk−1)(1− ξk−1)

−1.
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By using (4.42), we have

(5.35) lim sup
k→∞

T k−1
Nk−1(ω)

(ω)

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)
≤ lim sup

k→∞

∑k−1
j=1(Nj(ω) · (n̂

M
j +mj) ·

∏k−1
i=j (1− ξi)

−1)

Nk(ω)
= 0.

Using Stolz’s theorem, since the sequence {T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)}k is strictly increasing and T k
Nk(ω)

(ω) → ∞ as

k → ∞, we have

lim
k→∞

2
∑k

i=1 T
i
Ni(ω)

(ω)(var(ϕ, η
24+i ) + 2δi)

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)
= lim

k→∞

2T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)(var(ϕ, η
24+k ) + 2δk)

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)− T k−1
Nk−1(ω)

(ω)
= 0.

Noticing that n̂k(ω) ≥ 2mk for all k ∈ N, so by construction of T k
Nk(ω)

(ω), we have T k
Nk(ω)

(ω) ≥
∑k

i=1Ni(ω) · 2
mi . Hence, by using Stolz’s theorem again, we have

lim
k→∞

2
∑k

i=1Ni(ω)mi‖ϕ‖C0

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)
≤ lim

k→∞

2
∑k

i=1Ni(ω)mi‖ϕ‖C0

∑k
i=1Ni(ω) · 2mi

= lim
k→∞

2Nk(ω)mk‖ϕ‖C0

Nk(ω) · 2mk
= 0.

Finally, using (4.46) and (5.35), we have

lim sup
k→∞

2(
∑k−1

i=0 l
i,i+1(ω) +

∑k
i=1

∑Ni−1
j=1 lij(ω))‖ϕ‖C0

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

= lim sup
k→∞

2(
∑k−2

i=0 l
i,i+1(ω) +

∑k−1
i=1

∑Ni−1
j=1 lij(ω))‖ϕ‖C0 + 2(lk−1,k(ω) +

∑Nk−1
j=1 lkj (ω))‖ϕ‖C0

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

≤ lim sup
k→∞

2T k−1
Nk−1(ω)

(ω)‖ϕ‖C0 + 2(lk−1,k(ω) +
∑Nk−1

j=1 lkj (ω))‖ϕ‖C0

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

≤ lim sup
k→∞

2

(

T k−1
Nk−1(ω)

(ω)

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)
+ ξk+1

)

‖ϕ‖C0 = 0.

Combining all above together, we arrive Rk(ω)/T
k
Nk(ω)

(ω) → 0 as k → ∞.

Last step, estimation on X(ω). Given x ∈ X(ω), we are going to estimate | 1n
∑n−1

k=0 ϕ(Θ
i(ω, x))−α|

for n ∈ N large enough by using previous estimates. Note that for any n ≥ T 2
0 (ω), there exists a

unique k ≥ 1, such that

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω) < n ≤ T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω).

More precisely, there are two cases:

Case 1. T k
Nk(ω)

(ω) < n ≤ T k
Nk(ω)

(ω) + lk,k+1(ω) +mk+1 = T k+1
0 (ω);

Case 2. T k+1
0 (ω) < n ≤ T k+1

Nk+1(ω)
(ω).

In case 1: One has

n− T k
Nk(ω)

(ω) ≤ mk+1 + lk,k+1(ω)
(4.46)

≤ mk+1 + ξk+1n.
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Since x ∈ X(ω), by the construction of X(ω), there exists some z ∈ Hk(ω) such that d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (z, x) <
η

24+k . Now by using triangle inequality, one has
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) − α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
1

n

(∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) −

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, z))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, z))− T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n−1
∑

i=T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) − (n− T k
Nk(ω)

(ω))α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

≤
1

n

(

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)var
(

ϕ,
η

24+k

)

+Rk(ω) + 2(ξk+1n+mk+1)‖ϕ‖C0

)

≤ var
(

ϕ,
η

24+k

)

+Rk(ω)/T
k
Nk(ω)

(ω) + 2(ξk+1 +
mk+1

Nk
)‖ϕ‖C0 ,

which tends to zero as n→ ∞ by (5.34) and (4.42).

In case 2: there exists some j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , Nk+1(ω) − 1} such that T k+1
j (ω) < n ≤ T k+1

j+1 (ω). Since

x ∈ X(ω), by construction of X(ω) (4.56), there exists some z ∈ Hk+1(ω) such that

(5.36) d
T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)

ω

(

z, x
)

<
η

24+k+1
.

For such z ∈ Hk+1(ω), by (4.50), there exist some x̄ ∈ Hk(ω) and y ∈ Dk+1(θ
T k+1
0 (ω)ω) such that

(5.37) d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (z, x̄) <
η

24+k+1
, and d

T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)−T k+1
0 (ω)

θT
k+1
0 (ω)ω

(

y, F
T k+1
0 (ω)

ω z
)

<
η

24+k+1
.

Combining (5.36) and (5.37) together, we have

(5.38) d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (x, x̄) <
η

24+k
.

On the other hand, since y ∈ Dk+1(θ
T k+1
0 (ω)ω), there exists some xk+1

i ∈ Ck+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω) such that

(5.39) d
n̂k+1(θ

Tk+1
i

(ω)ω)

θT
k+1
i

(ω)ω

(

xk+1
i , F

T k+1
i (ω)−T k+1

0 (ω)

θT
k+1
0

(ω)ω
y
)

<
η

24+k+1
, for i ∈ {0, . . . , Nk+1 − 1}.

For i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , j − 1}, combining (5.36), (5.37) and (5.39) together gives

(5.40) d
n̂k+1(θ

Tk+1
i

(ω)ω)

θT
k+1
i

(ω)ω

(

F
T k+1
i (ω)

ω x, xk+1
i

)

<
η

24+k+1
+

η

24+k+1
+

η

24+k+1
<

η

23+k
.

In case T k+1
j (ω) < n ≤ T k+1

j+1 (ω), then either

(5.41) T k+1
j (ω) < n ≤ T k+1

j (ω) + n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
j (ω)ω)

or

(5.42) T k+1
j (ω) + n̂k+1(θ

T k+1
j (ω)ω) < n ≤ T k+1

j+1 (ω) = T k+1
j (ω) + n̂k+1(θ

T k+1
j (ω)ω) +mk+1 + lk+1

j+1 (ω).

In subcases (5.41): on interval [0, T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)−1], we use shadowing (5.38) and estimate on Rk(ω); on

interval ∪j−1
i=0 [T

k+1
i (ω), T k+1

i (ω) + n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω)− 1] (with the convention that ∪−1

i=0 = ∅), we use
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shadowing (5.40) and the fact xk+1
i ∈ Ck+1(θ

T k+1
i (ω)ω) ⊂ P (α, 4δk+1, n̂k+1(θ

T k+1
i (ω)ω), θT

k+1
i (ω)ω); on

other intervals, we use inequality |ϕ− α| ≤ 2‖ϕ‖C0 to obtain

1

n

∣

∣

∣

∣

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x))− nα

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
1

n











∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) −

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x̄))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x̄))− T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

j−1
∑

i=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T k+1
i (ω)+n̂k+1(θ

Tk+1
i

(ω)ω)−1
∑

p=T k+1
i (ω)

(ϕ(Θp(ω, x))− ϕ(Θp−T k+1
i (ω)(θT

k+1
i (ω)ω, xk+1

i )))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+2lk,k+1(ω)‖ϕ‖C0 + 2

j
∑

i=1

lk+1
i (ω)‖ϕ‖C0 + 2(j + 1)mk+1‖ϕ‖C0 + 2(n − T k+1

j (ω))‖ϕ‖C0

}

≤
1

n











∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x)) −

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x̄))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x̄))− T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ 2lk,k+1(ω)‖ϕ‖C0 + 2

j
∑

i=1

lk+1
i (ω)‖ϕ‖C0 + 2(j + 1)mk+1‖ϕ‖C0

+

j−1
∑

i=0

n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω)

[

var
(

ϕ,
η

23+k

)

+ 4δk+1

]

+ 2n̂Mk+1‖ϕ‖C0

}

≤
1

n

{

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)var
(

ϕ,
η

24+k

)

+Rk(ω) + 2ξk+1n‖ϕ‖C0 + n
[

var
(

ϕ,
η

23+k

)

+ 4δk+1

]

+2(n̂Mk+1 + (j + 1)mk+1)‖ϕ‖C0

}

≤ var
(

ϕ,
η

24+k

)

+
Rk(ω)

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)
+ var

(

ϕ,
η

23+k

)

+ 4δk+1 + 2(ξk+1 +
n̂Mk+1

Nk(ω)
+

(j + 1)mk+1

Nk(ω) + j2mk+1
)‖ϕ‖C0 ,

with the convention that
∑−1

i=0 =
∑0

i=1 = 0. Hence | 1n
∑n−1

i=0 ϕ(Θ
i(ω, x)) − α| → 0 as n → ∞ by

using previous estimates.

In subcase (5.42), the estimate (5.40) holds for i ∈ {0, 1, ..., j}. Moreover, we notice n−T k+1
j (ω)−

n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
j (ω)ω) ≤ mk+1 + ξk+1n. Use the same strategy as in subcase (5.41), we obtain

1

n

∣

∣

∣

∣

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x))− nα

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
1

n











∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x))−

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x̄))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(Θi(ω, x̄))− T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ 2lk,k+1(ω)‖ϕ‖C0 + 2

j
∑

i=1

lk+1
i (ω)‖ϕ‖C0 + 2ξk+1n‖ϕ‖C0 + 2(n̂Mk+1 +mk+1)‖ϕ‖C0
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+2(j + 1)mk+1‖ϕ‖C0 +

j
∑

i=0

n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω)

[

var
(

ϕ,
η

23+k

)

+ 4δk+1

]

}

≤
1

n

{

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)var
(

ϕ,
η

24+k

)

+Rk(ω) + 4ξk+1n‖ϕ‖C0 + n
[

var
(

ϕ,
η

23+k

)

+ 4δk+1

]

+2(n̂Mk+1 + (j + 2)mk+1)‖ϕ‖C0

}

≤
Rk(ω)

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)
+ 2var

(

ϕ,
η

23+k

)

+ 4δk+1 + 2

(

2ξk+1 +
n̂Mk+1

Nk(ω)
+

(j + 2)mk+1

Nk(ω) + j2mk+1

)

‖ϕ‖C0 ,

with the convention that
∑0

i=1 = 0. Hence | 1n
∑n−1

i=0 ϕ(Θ
i(ω, x)) − α| → 0 as n → ∞ by using

previous estimates. Combining Case 1 and Case 2, we obtain X(ω) ⊂ Kϕ,α(ω). The proof of lemma
4.7 is complete. �

Proof of Lemma 4.8. It’s sufficient to show that {
∫

M ψdµk,ω}
∞
k=1 is a Cauchy sequence. Given δ > 0,

for any sufficiently large K such that var(ψ, η
24+K ) < δ, let k2 > k1 ≥ K be any numbers, then

∫

M
ψdµki,ω =

1

#Hki(ω)

∑

x∈Hki
(ω)

ψ(x) for i = 1, 2.

For any x ∈ Hk1(ω), denote Z(x) to be the collection of points z in Hk2(ω) such that z descends
from x, i.e., there is a sequence zk1+1 ∈ Hk1+1(ω), . . . , zk2−1 ∈ Hk2−1(ω) satisfying

z = z(zk2−1, yk2), ∃ yk2 ∈ Dk2(θ
T

k2
0 (ω)ω),

zk2−1 = z(zk2−2, yk2−1), ∃ yk2−1 ∈ Dk2(θ
T

k2−1
0 (ω)ω),

· · ·

zk1+1 = z(x, yk1+1), ∃ yk1+1 ∈ Dk1+1(θ
T

k1+1
0 (ω)ω).

(5.43)

It follows that #Z(x) = #Dk1+1(θ
T

k1+1
0 (ω)ω) · · ·#Dk2(θ

T
k2
0 (ω)ω), and by (4.53),

(5.44) #Hk2(ω) = #Hk1(ω) ·#Z(x),∀x ∈ Hk1(ω).

By (4.50), for any z ∈ Z(x), we have

dM (x, z) ≤d
T

k1
Nk1

(ω)
(ω)

ω (x, z)

≤d
T

k1
Nk1

(ω)
(ω)

ω (x, zk1+1) + d
T

k1+1

Nk1+1(ω)
(ω)

ω (zk1+1, zk1+2) + · · · + d
T

k2−1

Nk2−1(ω)
(ω)

ω (zk2−1, z)

≤
η

24+k1+1
+

η

24+k1+2
+ · · ·+

η

24+k2

≤
η

24+k1
.

(5.45)

Hence
∣

∣

∣

∫

M
ψdµk1,ω −

∫

M
ψdµk2,ω

∣

∣

∣

(5.44)

≤
1

#Hk2(ω)

∑

x∈Hk1
(ω)

∑

z∈Z(x)

|ψ(x) − ψ(z)|

(5.45)

≤ var
(

ψ,
η

24+k1

)

≤ var
(

ψ,
η

24+K

)

< δ.

As a consequence, {
∫

M ψdµk,ω}
∞
k=1 is a Cauchy sequence. The proof of Lemma 4.8 is complete. �
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Proof of Lemma 4.9. For any k ∈ N, p ≥ 0, since Xk+p(ω) ⊆ Xk(ω) and µk+p,ω(Xk+p(ω)) = 1,
therefore, µk+p,ω(Xk(ω)) = 1. Note that Xk(ω) is a closed set, by the Portmanteau theorem, we have

µω(Xk(ω)) ≥ lim sup
p→∞

µk+p,ω(Xk(ω)) = 1.

Since X(ω) = ∩k≥1Xk(ω), it follows that µω(X(ω)) = 1. The proof is complete. �

Proof of Lemma 4.10. We first define N(ω) in the statement of Lemma 4.10.

Pick of N(ω). For ω ∈ Ω̃γ , any k ∈ N and j = {0, ..., Nk(ω) − 1}, by the previous construction,

we have 2mk ≤ n̂k(θ
T k
j (ω)ω) ≤ n̂Mk and Nk(ω) ≥ 2N1(ω)(n̂M

1 +m1)+···+Nk−1(ω)(n̂
M
k−1+mk−1). Then for any

ω ∈ Ω̃γ , there exists some k1(ω) ∈ N, such that for any k ≥ k1(ω), and any i ∈ {0, 1, ..., Nk+1 − 1},
one has

exp
(

(hµ0(F )− 4γ)
(

N1(ω)−1
∑

j=0

n̂1(θ
T 1
j (ω)ω) + · · ·+

Nk(ω)−1
∑

j=0

n̂k(θ
T k
j (ω)ω) +

i
∑

j=0

n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
j (ω)ω)

))

≥ exp
((

hµ0(F )−
9γ

2

)(

N1(ω)−1
∑

j=0

(n̂1(θ
T 1
j (ω)ω) +m1) + · · ·+

Nk(ω)−1
∑

j=0

(n̂k(θ
T k
j (ω)ω) +mk)

+

i
∑

j=0

(n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
j (ω)ω) +mk+1)

))

.

(5.46)

Note also that by (5.35), we have T k−1
Nk−1(ω)

(ω)/T k
Nk(ω)

(ω) → 0 as k → ∞, hence there exists some

k2(ω) > k1(ω), such that for any k ≥ k2(ω), we have

(5.47)
T k−1
Nk−1(ω)

(ω)

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)
+ ξk + ξk+1 +

n̂Mk+1 +mk+1

Nk(ω)
<

γ/2

(hµ0(F )− 4γ)− γ/2
.

Define N(ω) = T
k2(ω)
Nk2(ω)(ω)

(ω) + 1.

Now, we start proving lemma 4.10 for n ≥ N(ω). Note that n ≥ N(ω), then there exists some

k ≥ k2(ω) such that T k
Nk(ω)

(ω) < n ≤ T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω). For any open set Bn(ω, x,
η
24
), by the weak∗

convergence of measure, we have

µω

(

Bn

(

ω, x,
η

24

))

≤ lim inf
p→∞

µk+p,ω

(

Bn

(

ω, x,
η

24

))

.

Next, we wish to estimate

(5.48) µk+p,ω

(

Bn

(

ω, x,
η

24

))

=
1

#Hk+p(ω)
·#
{

z ∈ Hk+p(ω) : z ∈ Bn

(

ω, x,
η

24

)}

.

As in the proof of lemma 4.7, there are 3 cases:

Case 1. T k
Nk(ω)

(ω) < n ≤ T k
Nk(ω)

+ lk,k+1(ω) +mk+1 = T k+1
0 (ω);

Case 2. There exists j ∈ {0, . . . , Nk+1(ω)− 1}, such that T k+1
j (ω) < n ≤ T k+1

j (ω) + n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
j (ω)ω);

Case 3. There exists j ∈ {0, . . . , Nk+1(ω)− 1}, such that

T k+1
j (ω) + n̂k+1(θ

T k+1
j (ω)ω) < n ≤ T k+1

j+1 (ω) = T k+1
j + n̂k+1(θ

T k+1
j (ω)ω) +mk+1 + lk+1

j+1 (ω).
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In Case 1. We divide the proof into 3 steps. Firstly, we show #{z ∈ Hk(ω) : z ∈ Bn(ω, x,
η
24 )} ≤ 1.

If there are z1 6= z2 ∈ Hk(ω), such that z1, z2 ∈ Bn(ω, x,
η
24
), then

dnω(z1, z2) <
η

24
× 2 =

η

23
.

However, we have dnω(z1, z2) ≥ d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (z1, z2) >
3η
8 by (4.54), which leads to a contradiction.

Secondly, we show for any p ≥ 1,

(5.49) #{z ∈ Hk+p(ω) : z ∈ Bn(ω, x,
η

24
)} ≤ #Dk+1(θ

T k+1
0 ω) · · ·#Dk+p(θ

T k+p
0 ω).

If there are different points z1, z2 ∈ Hk+p(ω) ∩ Bn(ω, x,
η
24
) such that z1 descends from x1 ∈ Hk(ω)

and z2 descends from x2 ∈ Hk(ω) defined as (5.43), then we claim that x1 = x2. In fact, if x1 6= x2,

by (4.54), we have d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (x1, x2) >
3η
8 . But, we also have

d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (x1, x2) ≤ d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (x1, z1) + d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (z1, x) + d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (x, z2) + d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (z2, x2)

(5.45)
<

η

24+k
+

η

24
+

η

24
+

η

24+k

≤
η

4
,

which leads to a contradiction. As a consequence of (5.48) and (5.49), we have

µk+p,ω

(

Bn

(

ω, x,
η

24

))

≤
#Dk+1(θ

T k+1
0 ω) · · ·#Dk+p(θ

T k+p
0 ω)

#Hk+p(ω)
=

1

#Hk(ω)
.

Thirdly, we claim #Hk(ω) ≥ exp((hµ0(F )− 5γ)n). In fact,

#Hk(ω) = #D1(ω) ·#D2(θ
T 2
0 (ω)ω) · · ·#Dk(θ

T k
0 (ω)ω) =

k
∏

i=1

Ni(ω)−1
∏

j=0

#Ci(θ
T i
j (ω)ω)

=

k
∏

i=1

Ni−1
∏

j=0

M(α, 4δi, n̂i(θ
T i
j (ω)ω),

η

2
, θT

i
j (ω)ω)

(4.47)

≥
k
∏

i=1

Ni−1
∏

j=0

exp(n̂i(θ
T i
j (ω)ω)(hµ0(F )− 4γ))

(5.46)

≥ exp
((

hµ0(F )−
9γ

2

)(

N1−1
∑

j=0

(n̂1(θ
T 1
j (ω)ω) +m1) + · · · +

Nk−1
∑

j=0

(n̂k(θ
T k
j (ω)ω) +mk)

))

.

We notice the following fact

n−
(

N1(ω)−1
∑

j=0

(n̂1(θ
T 1
j (ω)ω) +m1) + · · ·+

Nk(ω)−1
∑

j=0

(n̂k(θ
T k
j (ω)ω) +mk)

)

≤ T k−1
Nk−1(ω)

(ω) + ξkT
k
Nk(ω)

(ω) +mk+1 + ξk+1n,

and therefore,

n−
(

∑N1(ω)−1
j=0 (n̂1(θ

T 1
j (ω)ω) +m1) + · · · +

∑Nk(ω)−1
j=0 (n̂k(θ

T k
j (ω)ω) +mk)

)

n

≤
T k−1
Nk−1(ω)

(ω) + ξkT
k
Nk(ω)

(ω) +mk+1 + ξk+1n

n
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≤
T k−1
Nk−1(ω)

(ω)

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)
+ ξk + ξk+1 +

mk+1

Nk(ω)

(5.47)

≤
γ/2

hµ0(F )−
9
2γ
.

So we have

(

hµ0(F )−
9γ

2

)(

N1−1
∑

j=0

(n̂1(θ
T 1
j (ω)ω) +m1) + · · ·+

Nk−1
∑

j=0

(n̂k(θ
T k
j (ω)ω) +mk)

)

≥ n(hµ0(F )− 5γ).

As a consequence, we obtain #Hk(ω) ≥ exp(n(hµ0(F )− 5γ)). Hence, in case 1, we have

µk+p,ω

(

Bn

(

ω, x,
η

24

))

≤ exp(−n(hµ0(F )− 5γ)).

In Case 2. i.e., ∃j ∈ {0, . . . , Nk+1(ω) − 1} such that T k+1
j (ω) < n ≤ T k+1

j (ω) + n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
j (ω)ω).

We divide the proof into 4 steps. Firstly, we show #{z ∈ Hk(ω) : z ∈ Bn(ω, x,
η
23 )} ≤ 1. If there are

z1 6= z2 ∈ Hk(ω) ∩Bn(ω, x,
η
23
), then

dnω(z1, z2) < 2×
η

23
=
η

4
.

But by (4.54), we have dnω(z1, z2) ≥ d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (z1, z2) >
3η
8 , which leads to a contradiction.

Secondly, we show #{z ∈ Hk+1(ω) : z ∈ Bn(ω, x,
η
23
)} ≤

∏Nk+1(ω)−1
i=j #Ck+1(θ

T k+1
i (ω)ω). If there

are z1 6= z2 ∈ Hk+1(ω) ∩Bn(ω, x,
η
23
), with

z1 = z(x1, y1), x1 ∈ Hk(ω), y1 ∈ Dk+1(θ
T k+1
0 (ω)ω), y1 = y

(

ak+1
0 , . . . , ak+1

Nk+1(ω)−1

)

,

z2 = z(x2, y2), x2 ∈ Hk(ω), y2 ∈ Dk+1(θ
T k+1
0 (ω)ω), y2 = y

(

bk+1
0 , . . . , bk+1

Nk+1(ω)−1

)

,

where ak+1
i , bk+1

i ∈ Ck+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω) for i ∈ {0, . . . , Nk+1(ω) − 1}. We claim that x1 = x2 and

ak+1
i = bk+1

i for i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , j − 1}. If x1 6= x2 ∈ Hk(ω), by (4.54), we have d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (x1, x2) >
3η
8 ,.

But

d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (x1, x2) ≤ d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (x1, z1) + d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (z1, x) + d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (x, z2) + d
T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)

ω (z2, x2)

(4.50)

≤
η

24+k+1
+

η

23
+

η

23
+

η

24+k+1

≤
5η

16
,

which leads to a contradiction. Hence x1 = x2. Next, we prove that a
k+1
i = bk+1

i for i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , j−
1}. If j = 0, there is nothing to prove. Suppose j ≥ 1 and there exists i with 0 ≤ i ≤ j− 1 such that
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ak+1
i 6= bk+1

i . On the one hand, by (4.48) and (4.50), one has

d
n̂k+1(θ

Tk+1
i

(ω)ω)

θT
k+1
i

(ω)ω

(

ak+1
i , bk+1

i

)

≤ d
n̂k+1(θ

Tk+1
i

(ω)ω)

θT
k+1
i

(ω)ω

(

ak+1
i , F

T k+1
i (ω)−T k+1

0 (ω)

θT
k+1
0

(ω)ω
y1

)

+ d
n̂k+1(θ

Tk+1
i

(ω)ω)

θT
k+1
i

(ω)ω

(

F
T k+1
i (ω)−T k+1

0 (ω)

θT
k+1
0

(ω)ω
y1, F

T k+1
i (ω)

ω z1

)

+ d
n̂k+1(θ

Tk+1
i

(ω)ω)

θT
k+1
i

(ω)ω

(

F
T k+1
i (ω)

ω z1, F
T k+1
i (ω)

ω z2

)

+ d
n̂k+1(θ

Tk+1
i

(ω)ω)

θT
k+1
i

(ω)ω

(

F
T k+1
i (ω)

ω z2, F
T k+1
i (ω)−T k+1

0 (ω)

θT
k+1
0 (ω)ω

y2

)

+ d
n̂k+1(θ

Tk+1
i

(ω)ω)

θT
k+1
i

(ω)ω

(

F
T k+1
i (ω)−T k+1

0 (ω)

θT
k+1
0 (ω)ω

y2, b
k+1
i

)

≤
η

24+k+1
+

η

24+k+1
+

η

23
× 2 +

η

24+k+1
+

η

24+k+1
≤

η

22
+

η

23+k
<

3η

8
.

On the other hand, ak+1
i 6= bk+1

i ∈ Ck+1(θ
T k+1
i ω) are (θT

k+1
i ω, η2 , n̂k+1(θ

T k+1
i ω))-separated, which

leads to a contradiction. Hence, there are at most
∏Nk+1(ω)−1

i=j #Ck+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω) points lying in

Hk+1(ω) ∩Bn(ω, x,
η
23
).

Thirdly, we show for any p ≥ 1,

#{z ∈ Hk+p(ω) : z ∈ Bn(ω, x,
η

24
)} ≤





Nk+1(ω)−1
∏

i=j

#Ck+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω)



 ·

(

p
∏

i=2

#Dk+i(θ
T k+i
0 (ω)ω)

)

.

We prove it by showing that z ∈ Hk+p(ω)∩Bn(ω, x,
η
24 ) must descend from the points of Hk+1(ω)∩

Bn(ω, x,
η
23
). Suppose that we have z1 ∈ Hk+1(ω) and zp ∈ Hk+p(ω)∩Bn(ω, x,

η
24
), where zp descends

from z1. Denote zp = z(zp−1, yp) for zp−1 ∈ Hk+p−1(ω), yp ∈ Dk+p(θ
T k+p
0 ω), . . . , z2 = z(z1, y2) for

y2 ∈ Dk+2(θ
T k+2
0 ω). Then by (4.50), one has

dnω(z1, zp) ≤ d
T k+1
Nk+1(ω)

(ω)

ω (z1, z2) + d
T k+2
Nk+2(ω)

(ω)

ω (z2, z3) + · · ·+ d
T k+p−1
Nk+p−1(ω)

(ω)

ω (zp−1, zp)

≤
η

24+k+2
+

η

24+k+3
+ · · · +

η

2k+p

≤
η

24+k+1
.

Hence dnω(x, z1) ≤ dnω(x, zp) + dnω(z1, zp) <
η
24

+ η
24+k+1 <

η
23
, which implies that z1 ∈ Bn(ω, x,

η
23
).

Therefore

#
{

z ∈ Hk+p(ω) : z ∈ Bn

(

ω, x,
η

24

)}

≤ #Hk+1(ω) ∩Bn(ω, x,
η

23
)#Dk+2(θ

T k+2
0 (ω)ω) · · ·#Dk+p(θ

T k+p
0 (ω)ω)

≤





Nk+1(ω)−1
∏

i=j

#Ck+1(θ
T k+1
j (ω)ω)



 ·

p
∏

i=2

Dk+i(θ
T k+i
0 (ω)ω),

where the last inequality is given by the second step. It follows by (4.53) and (4.49) that

µk+p,ω

(

Bn

(

ω, x,
η

24

))

≤

(

∏Nk+1(ω)−1
i=j #Ck+1(θ

T k+1
i (ω)ω)

)

·
(

∏p
i=2Dk+i(θ

T k+i
0 (ω)ω)

)

#Hk+p(ω)

=
1

#Hk(ω)
∏j−1

i=0 #Ck+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω)

,

(5.50)
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with the convention that
∏−1

i=0 = 1.

Fourthly, we show

(5.51) #Hk(ω)

j−1
∏

i=0

#Ck+1(θ
T k+1
i ω) ≥ exp((hµ0(F )− 5γ)n).

In fact,

#Hk(ω) ·

j−1
∏

i=0

Ck+1(θ
T k+1
i ω) =





k
∏

t=1

Nt(ω)−1
∏

i=0

#Ct(θ
T t
i (ω)ω)



 ·

(

j−1
∏

i=0

#Ck+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω)

)

=
k
∏

t=1

Nt(ω)−1
∏

i=0

M(α, 4δt, n̂t(θ
T t
i (ω)ω),

η

2
, θT

t
i (ω)ω) ·

j−1
∏

i=0

M(α, 4δk+1, n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω),

η

2
, θT

k+1
i (ω)ω)

≥ exp
(

(hµ0(F )− 4γ)
(

N1−1
∑

i=0

n̂1(θ
T 1
i (ω)ω) + · · ·+

Nk−1
∑

i=0

n̂k(θ
T k
i (ω)ω) +

j−1
∑

i=0

n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω)

))

(5.46)

≥ exp
((

hµ0(F )−
9γ

2

)(

N1(ω)−1
∑

i=0

(n̂1(θ
T 1
i (ω)ω) +m1) + · · · +

Nk(ω)−1
∑

i=0

(n̂k(θ
T k
i (ω)ω) +mk)

+

j−1
∑

i=0

(n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω) +mk+1)

))

.

We notice the following fact

n−





N1(ω)−1
∑

i=0

(n̂1(θ
T 1
i (ω)ω) +m1) + · · ·+

Nk(ω)−1
∑

i=0

(n̂k(θ
T k
i (ω)ω) +mk)

+

j−1
∑

i=0

(n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω) +mk+1)

)

≤T k−1
Nk−1(ω)

(ω) + lk−1,k(ω) +

Nk(ω)−1
∑

i=1

lki (ω) + lk,k+1(ω) +

j
∑

i=1

lk+1
i (ω) + n− T k+1

j (ω)

≤T k−1
Nk−1(ω)

(ω) + ξkn+ ξk+1n+ n̂Mk+1 ≤

(

T k−1
Nk−1(ω)

(ω)

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)
+ ξk + ξk+1 +

n̂Mk+1

Nk(ω)

)

n

(5.47)

≤
γ/2

hµ0(F )−
9γ
2

· n

with the convention that
∑0

i=1 = 0. As a consequence, we have

(

hµ0(F )−
9γ

2

)(

N1(ω)−1
∑

i=0

(n̂1(θ
T 1
i (ω)ω) +m1) + · · ·+

Nk(ω)−1
∑

i=0

(n̂k(θ
T k
i (ω)ω) +mk)

+

j−1
∑

i=0

(n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω) +mk+1)

)

≥(hµ0(F )− 5γ)n
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and (5.51) is proved. Therefore, in case 2, by (5.50) and (5.51), we have

µk+p,ω

(

Bn

(

ω, x,
η

24

))

≤ exp(−n(hµ0(F )− 5γ)).

In Case 3. i.e., there exists j ∈ {0, . . . , Nk+1(ω)− 1}, such that

T k+1
j (ω) + n̂k+1(θ

T k+1
j (ω)ω) < n ≤ T k+1

j+1 (ω) = T k+1
j + n̂k+1(θ

T k+1
j (ω)ω) +mk+1 + lk+1

j+1 (ω).

We also divide our proof into 4 steps. Firstly, same as the proof of step 1 in case 2, we can show
that #{z ∈ Hk(ω) : z ∈ Bn(ω, x,

η
23 )} ≤ 1.

Secondly, we show that #{z ∈ Hk+1(ω) : z ∈ Bn(ω, x,
η
23
)} ≤

∏Nk+1(ω)−1
i=j+1 #Ck+1(θ

T k+1
i (ω)ω) with

the convention that
∏Nk+1(ω)−1

i=Nk+1(ω)
= 1. If there are z1 6= z2 ∈ Hk+1(ω) ∩Bn(ω, x,

η
23
), with

z1 = z(x1, y1), x1 ∈ Hk(ω), y1 ∈ Dk+1(θ
T k+1
0 (ω)ω), y1 = y

(

ak+1
0 , . . . , ak+1

Nk+1(ω)−1

)

,

z2 = z(x2, y2), x2 ∈ Hk(ω), y2 ∈ Dk+1(θ
T k+1
0 (ω)ω), y2 = y

(

bk+1
0 , . . . , bk+1

Nk+1(ω)−1

)

,

where ak+1
i , bk+1

i ∈ Ck+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω) for i ∈ {0, . . . , Nk+1(ω) − 1}. We claim that x1 = x2 and

ak+1
i = bk+1

i for i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , j}. In fact, the same proof as in step 2 of case 2 indicates that x1 = x2
and ak+1

i = bk+1
i for i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , j − 1}. It remains to show that ak+1

j = bk+1
j . If ak+1

j 6= bk+1
j , on

the one hand, by (4.48) and (4.50), one has

d
n̂k+1(θ

Tk+1
j

(ω)
ω)

θ
Tk+1
j

(ω)
ω

(

ak+1
j , bk+1

j

)

≤ d
n̂k+1(θ

Tk+1
j

(ω)
ω)

θ
Tk+1
j

(ω)
ω

(

ak+1
j , F

T k+1
j (ω)−T k+1

0 (ω)

θT
k+1
0

(ω)ω
y1

)

+ d
n̂k+1(θ

Tk+1
j

(ω)
ω)

θ
Tk+1
j

(ω)
ω

(

F
T k+1
j (ω)−T k+1

0 (ω)

θT
k+1
0

(ω)ω
y1, F

T k+1
j (ω)

ω z1

)

+ d
n̂k+1(θ

Tk+1
j

(ω)
ω)

θ
Tk+1
j

(ω)
ω

(

F
T k+1
j (ω)

ω z1, F
T k+1
j (ω)

ω z2

)

+ d
n̂k+1(θ

Tk+1
j

(ω)
ω)

θ
Tk+1
j

(ω)
ω

(

F
T k+1
j (ω)

ω z2, F
T k+1
j (ω)−T k+1

0 (ω)

θT
k+1
0 ω

y2

)

+ d
n̂k+1(θ

Tk+1
j

(ω)
ω)

θT
k+1
i

(ω)ω

(

F
T k+1
j (ω)−T k+1

0 (ω)

θT
k+1
0

(ω)ω
y2, b

k+1
j

)

≤
η

24+k+1
+

η

24+k+1
+

η

23
× 2 +

η

24+k+1
+

η

24+k+1
≤

η

22
+

η

23+k
<

3η

8
.

On the other hand, ak+1
j 6= bk+1

j ∈ Ck+1(θ
T k+1
j (ω)ω) are (θT

k+1
j (ω)ω, η2 , n̂k+1(θ

T k+1
j (ω)ω))-separated,

which leads to a contradiction.

Thirdly, we show that for any p ≥ 2,

#{z ∈ Hk+p(ω) : z ∈ Bn(ω, x,
η

24
)} ≤





Nk+1(ω)−1
∏

i=j+1

#Ck+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω)



 ·

(

p
∏

i=2

#Dk+i(θ
T k+i
0 (ω)ω)

)

,
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with the convention that
∏Nk+1(ω)−1

i=Nk+1(ω)
= 1. Exactly same proof as in step 3 of cases 2 indicates that

z ∈ Hk+p(ω) ∩Bn(ω, x,
η
24
) must descends from some point in Hk+1(ω) ∩Bn(ω, x,

η
23
). Therefore,

#
{

z ∈ Hk+p(ω) : z ∈ Bn

(

ω, x,
η

24

)}

≤ #Hk+1(ω) ∩Bn(ω, x,
η

23
)#Dk+2(θ

T k+2
0 (ω)ω) · · ·#Dk+p(θ

T k+p
0 (ω)ω)

≤





Nk+1(ω)−1
∏

i=j+1

#Ck+1(θ
T k+1
j (ω)ω)



 ·

(

p
∏

i=2

Dk+i(θ
T k+i
0 (ω)ω)

)

.

It follows that

µk+p,ω

(

Bn

(

ω, x,
η

24

))

≤

∏Nk+1(ω)−1
i=j+1 #Ck+1(θ

T k+1
i (ω)ω) ·

∏p
i=2Dk+i(θ

T k+i
0 (ω)ω)

#Hk+p(ω)

=
1

#Hk(ω)
∏j

i=0#Ck+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω)

.

(5.52)

Fourthly, we show #Hk(ω)
∏j

i=0 #Ck+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω) ≥ exp((hµ0(F )− 5γ)n). Using (5.46), we have

#Hk(ω) ·

j
∏

i=0

Ck+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω) =

k
∏

t=1

Nt(ω)−1
∏

i=0

#Ct(θ
T t
i (ω)ω) ·

j
∏

i=0

#Ck+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω)

=

k
∏

t=1

Nt(ω)−1
∏

i=0

M(α, 4δt, n̂t(θ
T t
i (ω)ω),

η

2
, θT

t
i (ω)ω) ·

j
∏

i=0

M(α, 4δk+1, n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω),

η

2
, θT

k+1
i (ω)ω)

≥ exp
(

(hµ0(F )− 4γ)
(

N1(ω)−1
∑

i=0

n̂1(θ
T 1
i (ω)ω) + · · · +

Nk(ω)−1
∑

i=0

n̂k(θ
T k
i (ω)ω) +

j
∑

i=0

n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω)

))

≥ exp
((

hµ0(F )− 4γ −
γ

2

)(

N1(ω)−1
∑

i=0

(n̂1(θ
T 1
i (ω)ω) +m1) + · · · +

Nk(ω)−1
∑

i=0

(n̂k(θ
T k
i (ω)ω) +mk)

+

j−1
∑

i=0

(n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω) +mk+1) + n̂k+1(θ

T k+1
j (ω)ω)

))

.
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We notice the following fact that in Case 3

n−





N1(ω)−1
∑

i=0

(n̂1(θ
T 1
i (ω)ω) +m1) + · · · +

Nk(ω)−1
∑

i=0

(n̂k(θ
T k
i (ω)ω) +mk)

+

j−1
∑

i=0

(n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω) +mk+1) + n̂k+1(θ

T k+1
j (ω)ω)

)

≤T k−1
Nk−1(ω)

(ω) + lk−1,k(ω) +

Nk(ω)−1
∑

i=1

lki (ω) + lk,k+1(ω) +

j
∑

i=1

lk+1
i (ω)

+ (n− T k+1
j (ω)− n̂k+1(θ

T k+1
j (ω)ω))

≤T k−1
Nk−1(ω)

(ω) + ξkn+ ξk+1n+mk+1

≤

(

T k−1
Nk−1(ω)

(ω)

T k
Nk(ω)

(ω)
+ ξk + ξk+1 +

mk+1

Nk(ω)

)

· n

(5.47)

≤
γ/2

hµ0(F )−
9γ
2

· n.

As a consequence,

(

hµ0(F )− 4γ −
γ

2

)(

N1(ω)−1
∑

i=0

(n̂1(θ
T 1
i (ω)ω) +m1) + · · ·+

Nk(ω)−1
∑

i=0

(n̂k(θ
T k
i (ω)ω) +mk)

+

j−1
∑

i=0

(n̂k+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω) +mk+1) + n̂k+1(θ

T k+1
j (ω)ω)

)

≥(hµ0(F )− 5γ)n,

and #Hk(ω) ·
∏j

i=0Ck+1(θ
T k+1
i (ω)ω) ≥ exp((hµ0(F )− 5γ)n). Therefore,

µk+p,ω

(

Bn

(

ω, x,
η

24

))

≤ exp(−n(hµ0(F )− 5γ)).

In all three cases, we conclude

µω

(

Bn(ω, x,
η

24
)
)

≤ lim
p→∞

µk+p,ω

(

Bn

(

ω, x,
η

24

))

≤ exp(−n(hµ0(F )− 5γ)).

The proof of Lemma 4.10 is complete. �
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