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LOCAL INVERSE MEASURE-THEORETIC ENTROPY FOR

ENDOMORPHISMS

EUGEN MIHAILESCU AND RADU B. MUNTEANU

Abstract. We introduce a new notion of local inverse metric entropy along backward trajectories
for ergodic measures preserved by endomorphisms (non-invertible maps) on a compact metric space.
A second notion of inverse measure entropy is defined by using measurable partitions. Our notions
have several useful applications. Inverse entropy can distinguish between isomorphism classes of
endomorphisms on Lebesgue spaces, when they have the same forward measure-theoretic entropy. In a
general setting we prove that the local inverse entropy of an ergodic measure µ is equal to the forward
entropy minus the folding entropy, i.e h−

f (µ) = hf (µ) − Ff (µ). The inverse entropy of hyperbolic
measures on compact manifolds is explored, focusing on their negative Lyapunov exponents. We
compute next the inverse entropy of the inverse SRB measure on a hyperbolic repellor. We prove an
entropy rigidity result for special Anosov endomorphisms of T2, namely that they can be classified up
to smooth conjugacy by knowing the entropy of their SRB measure and the inverse entropy of their
inverse SRB measure, namely (hf (µ

+
f ), h

−

f (µ−

f )). Next we study the relations between our inverse
measure-theoretic entropy and the generalized topological inverse entropy on subsets of prehistories.
In general we establish a Partial Variational Principle for inverse entropy. We obtain also a Full
Variational Principle for inverse entropy in the case of special TA-covering maps on tori. In the
end, several examples of endomorphisms are studied, such as fat baker transformations, fat solenoidal
attractors, special Anosov endomorphisms, toral endomorphisms, and the local inverse entropy is
computed for their SRB measures.
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1. Introduction

Let (X, d) be a compact metric space and B be the σ-algebra of Borel sets. Let f : X → X be a
measurable map, which is in general non-invertible, and denote by Mf (X) the set of all f -invariant
probability measures on X. The notion of entropy hf (µ) of an f -invariant probability measure µ is
central in Ergodic Theory (for eg [15], [31], [38]). In [6] Bowen introduced a notion of topological
entropy on non-compact sets and proved that the entropy hf (µ) of an f -invariant measure µ is equal
to the topological entropy of the set Gµ of generic points for µ.

For µ ∈ Mf (X), Brin and Katok introduced in [8] a notion of local entropy and related it to
the measure-theoretic entropy hf (µ). They showed that if µ is ergodic and Bn(x, ε) = {y ∈ X :
d(f i(x), f i(y)) < ε, 0 ≤ i ≤ n} is the (n, ε)-Bowen ball centered at x, then for µ-a.e x ∈ X we have,

hf (µ) = lim
ε→0

lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(Bn(x, ε))

n
= lim

ε→0
lim sup
n→∞

− log µ(Bn(x, ε))

n
.

If (X,B, µ) is a Lebesgue space ([31]) and f : X → X is a countable-to-one endomorphism such that
µ is an f -invariant probability measure on X, then Parry introduced and studied in [27] the notion
of Jacobian Jf (µ) of µ. In [34] Ruelle introduced the notion of folding entropy Ff (µ) for µ, defined
as the conditional entropy Hµ(ǫ|f−1ǫ), where ǫ is the single point partition of X and f−1ǫ is the
partition given by the fibers of f .

In general, the dynamics of endomorphisms (non-invertible maps) is different from that of home-
omorphisms/diffeomorphisms. For smooth endomorphisms f : M → M defined on a compact mani-
fold M which are hyperbolic on a compact subset Λ ⊂ M , we have that the unstable tangent spaces
Eu(x̂) and the local unstable manifolds W u(x̂) depend on the prehistory (full backward trajectory)
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x̂ ∈ Λ̂, not only on the base points, where Λ̂ is the inverse limit of the system f |Λ : Λ → Λ (see
[33]). Also dimension theory for hyperbolic non-invertible maps is different from that of hyperbolic
diffeomorphisms ([28]), see for example [33], [29], [20], [21], [22]. Differences between the dynamics
of invertible maps and that of non-invertible maps can be seen for example in the case of Anosov
maps on tori. Any Anosov diffeomorphism f : Td → T

d is topologically conjugate to its linearization
fL : Td → T

d, whose integer-valued matrix is determined by the induced map on the fundamental
group f∗ : π1(T

d) → π1(T
d), as shown in [13] and [17]. On the other hand, we have Anosov en-

domorphisms which are non-invertible on T
d. In this case the unstable tangent space Eu(x̂) (and

the unstable global set W u(x̂)) depend on the prehistory (backward trajectory) x̂ from the inverse
limit of (Td, f). In [29] Przytycki showed that for many hyperbolic endomorphisms on tori there are
infinitely many points which have infinitely many unstable tangent spaces corresponding to differ-
ent prehistories. Another example of hyperbolic endomorphism (non-Anosov) with infinitely many
unstable manifolds through certain points was given in [20]. The hyperbolic endomorphisms which
have the property that their unstable sets depend only on the respective base point and not on
the whole backward trajectory are called special. In [3] Aoki and Hiraide showed that any Anosov
endomorphism f : Td → T

d is homotopic to a linear toral endomorphism fL : Td → T
d (called the

linearization of f) whose integer-valued matrix is given by the induced homomorphism of f on the
fundamental group f∗ : π1(T

d) → π1(T
d). Later Sumi proved in [36] that, if f is a special TA-map,

then f is topologically conjugate to fL (see also [25]). Moreover, special toral endomorphisms and
the problem of rigidity and integrable unstable bundle were investigated in detail in [2], [18]. For
instance in [2] it was proved that if f : T2 → T

2 is a non-invertible Anosov map with 1-dimensional
stable bundle, then f has integrable unstable bundle (i.e f is special) if and only if every periodic
point of f admits the same Lyapunov exponent on the stable bundle. And in [18] there were obtained
conditions when a special Anosov endomorphism on T

d is smoothly conjugated to its linearization. In
the case of an Anosov endomorphism there exists the Sinai-Ruelle-Bowen (SRB) measure introduced
and studied in [35], [32], [7], which describes the distribution of forward iterates of Lebesgue-a.e
point, and which satisfies the Pesin entropy formula ([40]). Also in [19] Mihailescu introduced the
inverse SRB measure, which describes the distribution of sets of n-preimages of Lebesgue-a.e point,
and which satisfies an inverse Pesin formula. While the (forward) topological entropy of a continuous
map f takes in consideration the forward iterates of points, there are several notions of entropy which
employ preimages of points with respect to endomorphisms, studied in [9], [14], [22], [26], [39] among
others. In [14] Hurley introduced two preimage entropies hm(f) and hp(f) defined by

hp(f) = sup
x∈X

lim
ǫ→0

lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log s(n, ǫ, f−nx), hm(f) = lim

ǫ→0
lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log sup

x∈X
s(n, ǫ, f−nx),

where s(n, ǫ, f−nx) is the maximal cardinality of (n, ε)-separated subsets of f−nx, for x ∈ X. In
[9] Cheng and Newhouse introduced another version of topological preimage entropy hpre(f) =

limǫ→0 lim supn→∞
1
n log supx∈X,k≥n s(n, ǫ, f

−kx). They also defined a measure theoretic preimage

entropy hpre,µ(f) for an f -invariant measure µ ∈ Mf (X), hpre,µ(f) = sup
α

hµ(α|B−) with α varying

over all finite partitions of X and hµ(α|B−) = lim
n→∞

1
nHµ(α

n|B−) where αn =
n−1∨
j=0

f−jα, Hµ(·|·) is

the conditional entropy and B− =
∞⋂
n=0

f−nB. Also [9] obtained a Variational Principle hpre(f) =

supµ∈Mf (X) hpre,µ(f). In [39] Wu and Zhu defined for a measurable partition α of X, hm,µ(f, α) =

lim sup
n→∞

1
nHµ(α

n|f−nB) and then the pointwise metric preimage entropy of f with respect to µ is

defined by hm,µ(f) = supα hm,µ(f, α) where α ranges over all finite partitions of X. Also [39] proved
a Variational Principle hm(f) = supµ∈Mf (X) hm,µ(f) = hpre(f), and showed moreover that

hm,µ(f) = hpre,µ(f) = Ff (µ),

where Ff (µ) is the folding entropy of µ. If f is a homeomorphism and µ ∈ Mf (X), recall that
hpre,µ(f) = hm,µ(f) = Ff (µ) = 0.



LOCAL INVERSE MEASURE-THEORETIC ENTROPY FOR ENDOMORPHISMS 3

In [22] Mihailescu and Urbański introduced an inverse topological pressure P−
f and the inverse

topological entropy h−f . This inverse topological entropy is different from the preimage entropies

studied in [9], [14], [39]. In [23] we introduced the asymptotic degree of an invariant measure µ with
respect to a hyperbolic endomorphism, and proved that it is related to the folding entropy Ff (µ).

Main goals of the paper:

Let a compact metric space (X, d) and f : X → X measurable map (in general non-invertible),

and denote by X̂f (or X̂) the inverse limit of (X, f),

X̂f = {x̂ = (x, x−1, x−2, . . .) : x−i ∈ X, f(x−i) = x−i+1, i ≥ 1, x0 = x}.
When the map f is clear from the context, we denote this inverse limit by X̂ to simplify notation.

Let π : X̂ → X be the canonical projection defined by π(x̂) = x. The map f̂ : X̂ → X̂ ,

f̂(x, x−1, x−2, . . .) = (fx, x, x−1, x−2, . . .), x̂ ∈ X̂,

is bijective and bi-measurable. If µ is f -invariant and ergodic then there exists a unique f̂ -invariant

and ergodic measure µ̂ on X̂ such that π∗µ̂ = µ (see [33]). Since (X, d) is a compact metric space then

X̂ is also a compact metric space endowed with the metric d̂(x̂, ŷ) =
∑

i≥0
d(x−i,y−i)

2i
, for x̂, ŷ ∈ X̂.

For x̂ ∈ X̂ , ε > 0 and n ≥ 1, define the (n, ε)-inverse Bowen ball along x̂ by,

(1) B−
n (x̂, ε) = {y ∈ X : ∃ ŷ = (y, y−1, . . .) ∈ X̂ such that d(x−i, y−i) < ε, 0 ≤ i ≤ n}.

Then B−
n (x̂, ε) = fn(Bn(x−n, ε)), for Bn(x−n, ε) = {y ∈ X : d(f i(x−n), f

iy) < ε, 0 ≤ i ≤ n} the
usual (n, ε)-Bowen ball.

Our main goal is to introduce and study new notions of local inverse entropies for an ergodic
measure µ along individual backward trajectories with respect to an endomorphism f (non-
invertible map). We introduce a notion of local inverse metric entropy of µ using inverse Bowen balls,
and then a notion of inverse entropy using measurable partitions. In general we prove that they are
equal and that the local inverse entropy satisfies h−f (µ) = hf (µ)−Ff (µ). These notions are different
from previous notions of entropy defined using preimages. Our setting presents new difficulties, and
we develop new methods and applications. Inverse entropy can distinguish between isomorphism
classes of endomorphisms, when they have the same forward measure-theoretic entropy. The inverse
entropy of hyperbolic measures is explored also, focusing on their negative Lyapunov exponents. We
compute the inverse entropy of the inverse SRB measure µ−

f on a connected hyperbolic repellor. We

prove an entropy rigidity result for special Anosov endomorphisms of T2, namely that they can be
classified up to smooth conjugacy by the entropy of their SRB measure and the inverse entropy of
their inverse SRB measure, i.e by the pair of numbers (hf (µ

+
f ), h

−
f (µ

−
f )). Next, we study relations

between our inverse measure-theoretic entropy and the generalized topological inverse entropy on
sets of prehistories, and establish a Partial Variational Principle for inverse entropy. We obtain a
Full Variational Principle for inverse entropy in the case of special TA-covering maps on tori. In the
end, several classes of examples are studied, fat baker’s transformations, toral endomorphisms, Tsujii
endomorphisms, and the inverse entropy of SRB measures is computed.

Outline of the paper:

• In Section 2 we define several notions of local inverse entropy for an ergodic f -invariant

probability measure µ on X. First, for x̂ ∈ X̂ and ε > 0, define the quantities

h−f,inf,B(µ, x̂, ε) = lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(B−
n (x̂, ε))

n
, h−f,sup,B(µ, x̂, ε) = lim sup

n→∞

− log µ(B−
n (x̂, ε))

n
.

If 0 < ε1 < ε2, then h−f,inf,B(µ, x̂, ε1) ≥ h−f,inf,B(µ, x̂, ε2) and h−f,sup,B(µ, x̂, ε1) ≥ h−f,sup,B(µ, x̂, ε2).
Thus, the following limits exists and we define the local quantities

(2) h−f,inf,B(µ, x̂) = lim
ε→0

h−f,inf,B(µ, x̂, ε), h−f,sup,B(µ, x̂) = lim
ε→0

h−f,sup,B(µ, x̂, ε),
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which we call the lower, respectively upper inverse metric entropy of µ at x̂. The functions

h−f,inf,B(µ, ·) : X̂ → R, h−f,sup,B(µ, ·) : X̂ → R

are called the lower, respectively upper inverse metric entropy functions of µ. Let further define the
lower and upper inverse metric entropy of µ by

h−f,inf,B(µ) =
∫

X̂
h−f,inf,B(µ, x̂)dµ̂(x̂), h−f,sup,B(µ) =

∫

X̂
h−f,sup,B(µ, x̂)dµ̂(x̂).

In Lemma 2.5 we prove an inverse version of Brin-Katok Theorem. We obtain a formula that
relates the inverse metric entropy of µ to the folding entropy of µ and the forward entropy of µ.

Theorem 1.1. Let f : X → X be a continuous and locally injective transformation of the compact
metric space X and let µ be a probability measure on X which is f -invariant and ergodic. Let Jf (µ)
be the Jacobian of µ with respect to f . If the set D of discontinuities of Jf is closed and has µ-measure
zero and if Jf (µ) is bounded, then the inverse metric entropy of µ exists and

h−f,B(µ) = hf (µ)− Ff (µ).

Next, we define the lower/upper inverse entropy of an ergodic measure µ with respect to a measur-

able partition. Let (X,B, µ) be a probability space and P be a measurable partition of (X,B, µ). If X̂
is the inverse limit of (X, f) and π : X̂ → X is the canonical projection, then P̂ = {π−1(P ) |P ∈ P}
is a measurable partition of X̂ . For n ≥ 1, let Pn =

n∨
i=0

f−i(P). If x ∈ X, let P(x) (respectively

(Pn(x)) be the atom of P (respectively Pn) containing x. For x̂ = (x−i)i≥0 ∈ X̂ with x0 = x, define

P−
n (x̂) = {y ∈ X | ∃ ŷ = (y−i)i≥0 with y0 = y, and y−i ∈ P(x−i), for i = 0, 1, . . . , n}, and,

h−f,inf (µ,P, x̂) = lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(P−
n (x̂))

n
, h−f,sup(µ,P, x̂) = lim sup

n→∞

− log µ(P−
n (x̂))

n
, and,

h−f,inf (µ,P) =

∫

X̂
h−f,inf (µ,P, x̂) dµ̂(x̂), h−f,sup(µ,P) =

∫

X̂
h−f,sup(µ,P, x̂) dµ̂(x̂).

We define the lower and the upper inverse partition entropy of µ by

h−f,inf (µ) = sup{h−f,inf (µ,P) : P is a measurable partition with Hµ(P) < ∞},
h−f,sup(µ) = sup{h−f,sup(µ,P) : P is a measurable partition with Hµ(P) < ∞},

where Hµ(P) is the entropy of the partition P (see [38]).

Definition 1.2. In case h−f,inf (µ) = h−f,sup(µ), the common value is called the inverse partition

entropy of µ with respect to f and is denoted by h−f (µ). In this case we say that µ has inverse
partition entropy.

Definition 1.3. In the above setting, if the upper and lower inverse metric entropy h−f,sup,B(µ) and

h−f,inf,B(µ) are equal, then this common value is called the inverse metric entropy of µ with respect

to f , denoted by h−f,B(µ); in this case we say that µ has inverse metric entropy.

The inverse partition entropy is an isomorphism invariant of measure preserving endomorphisms.
Our notion of inverse entropy h−f (µ) is significantly different from the notions of preimage entropies

hpre,µ(f), hm,µ(f), hpre(f) and hm(f) studied in [9], [14], [39]. Instead of considering the tree of all
n-preimages of a point simultaneously, we study the behavior along individual backward trajectories
(prehistories). Thus our inverse entropy emphasizes other aspects of non-invertible dynamics than
the above notions of preimage entropy, namely the dynamics of individual local inverse branches.
This introduces new challenges and we develop new methods. The dynamical behavior on some
prehistories can be very different from the behavior on other prehistories, for example [33], [20], [37].
Thus it is important to study the ergodic theory also in this setting. The differences between our
inverse entropy and preimage entropies can be observed in the following cases:
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a) If f is a homeomorphism and µ is an f -invariant ergodic measure, then our notion of inverse
entropy h−f (µ) is equal to the usual forward entropy hf (µ); while in this case, the preimage entropies

satisfy hpre,µ(f) = hm,µ(f) = Ff (µ) = 0.
b) If f is an expanding map, then any f -invariant ergodic measure µ has inverse entropy equal

to zero (since local inverse branches are contracting), whereas hpre,µ(f) = hm,µ(f) = Ff (µ) may be
nonzero. For instance for the expanding map f : S1 → S

1, f(z) = z2 and the f -invariant ergodic Haar
(Lebesgue) measure ν on S

1, we have h−f (ν) = 0, while hpre,ν(f) = hm,ν(f) = Ff (ν) = log 2 > 0.

c) We shall see that our inverse entropy focuses especially on the generic behavior along the
contracting directions (which determine the negative Lyapunov exponents of µ). This is applied
to ergodic measures for hyperbolic endomorphisms, such as those from [12], [18], [20], [23], [37].

d) We will show that the inverse measure-theoretic entropy can be applied to distinguish between

isomorphism classes of Lebesgue spaces; this proves especially useful when the Lebesgue spaces
have the same forward (usual) entropy.

We do not work with the whole set of n-preimages of a point simultaneously, but with individual
backward trajectories. Another difficulty is that a point x may belong to (possibly uncountably)
many inverse Bowen balls B−

n (x̂, ε) for various prehistories (backward trajectories) of x; examples of
non-invertible systems were given (see [33], [5], [20], [37]). Yet another difficulty is that the Jacobian
of an ergodic measure Jf (µ) is just a measurable function in general, and Jfn(µ) cannot be controlled
on Bowen balls Bn(x−n, ε). Some results on the Jacobians of Gibbs measures with respect to the
iterates fn, n ≥ 1 were given in certain cases in [12], [23], but generally there are not many results
in this direction.

In a quite general setting we show below that:

Theorem 1.4. Let f : X → X be an endomorphism and µ a probability measure which is f -invariant
and ergodic. Assume that there exists a finite measurable partition A of X such that f is injective
on every atom of A. Then µ has inverse partition entropy and

h−f (µ) = hf (µ)− Ff (µ).

Our inverse entropy emphasizes the contracting directions, i.e the directions that give the negative
Lyapunov exponents of µ. For example Corollary 2.22 of Theorem 1.4 shows that if f : M → M
is a Cr, r > 1 endomorphism with no critical points on a compact Riemannian manifold M and if µ
is an ergodic f -invariant measure, then µ has inverse partition entropy and

h−f (µ) ≤ −
∑

i:λi(µ)<0

λi(µ),

where λi(µ) are the Lyapunov exponents of µ taken with their multiplicities.
In certain cases the inverse entropy h−f (µ) is equal to the absolute value of the sum of negative

Lyapunov exponents of µ. Consider the inverse SRB measure on a hyperbolic repellor Λ in-
troduced in [19]; this measure describes the distribution of n-preimages of Lebesgue-a.e point in a
neighborhood of Λ, when n → ∞. In Proposition 2.26 we prove that if Λ is a connected hyperbolic
repellor for a smooth endomorphism f : M → M on a compact Riemannian manifold M which is
d-to-1 on Λ and if µ−

f is the inverse SRB measure on Λ, then h−f (µ
−
f ) and h−f,B(µ

−
f ) exist, and

h−f (µ
−
f ) = h−f,B(µ

−
f ) = −

∑

i:λi(µ
−

f
)<0

λi(µ
−
f ),

where the Lyapunov exponents λi(µ
−
f ) are taken with their multiplicities.

Next, we will investigate when is the inverse metric entropy h−f,B(µ) equal to the inverse partition

entropy h−f (µ), for an ergodic measure µ. In general, we show in Proposition 2.27 that

h−f,inf,B(µ) ≤ h−f,sup,B(µ) ≤ hf (µ)− Ff (µ) = h−f (µ).

We define also the zero boundary property for a measure (see Definition 2.28) and prove that
under some conditions the inverse metric and inverse partition entropies are equal.
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Theorem 1.5. Let f : X → X be a continuous and locally injective endomorphism of the compact
metric space X and µ be a probability Borel measure on X which is f -invariant ergodic and satisfies
the zero boundary condition. If the Jacobian Jf (µ) is bounded and hf (µ) < ∞, then µ has inverse
metric entropy and inverse partition entropy, and

h−f,B(µ) = hf (µ)− Ff (µ) = h−f (µ).

Next we study hyperbolic measures on a smooth manifold M , meaning that all their Lyapunov

exponents are non-zero. For a hyperbolic measure µ there is a set of full µ̂-measure in M̂ where

there exist local stable/unstable manifolds. We employ Pesin sets R̂ε ⊂ M̂ of prehistories for which
the local stable/unstable manifolds exist and have size ε > 0. The theory of hyperbolic measures is
well presented in [4]. We use mostly special hyperbolic measures (Definition 2.29), in the sense that
local unstable manifolds depend only on the base point, not on full prehistories.

Theorem 1.6. Let f : M → M be a C2 endomorphism defined on a compact Riemannian manifold.
Let µ be an f -invariant ergodic measure and assume that µ is hyperbolic and special. Then, µ has

inverse metric entropy and h−f,B(µ) = hf (µ)− Ff (µ), i.e for µ̂-a.e. x̂ = (x, x−1, . . .) ∈ M̂ ,

lim
ε→0

lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(fn(Bn(x−n, ε)))

n
= lim

ε→0
lim sup
n→∞

− log µ(fn(Bn(x−n, ε)))

n
= hf (µ)− Ff (µ).

• In Section 3 we study special Anosov endomorphisms, namely Anosov endomorphisms
on compact Riemannian manifolds whose unstable manifolds depend only on their respective base
points. We focus on Anosov endomorphisms of tori. It was shown by Aoki and Hiraide ([3]) and
Sumi ([36]) that if f : Td → T

d is a special TA-covering map (in particular if f is a special Anosov
endomorphism without critical points), then f is topologically conjugate by a homeomorphism Φ to
its linearization fL. Recall that the linear hyperbolic endomorphism fL is determined by the integer-
valued matrix given by the induced homomorphism f∗ : π1(Td) → π1(T

d) on the fundamental group
of Td (which is Zd). However, the topological conjugacy Φ may not be smooth. Thus it is important
to find conditions when Φ is a smooth conjugacy. This rigidity problem was studied for Anosov
diffeomorphisms and endomorphisms, and several conditions were given for eg in [10], [2], [18]. If
f is an Anosov endomorphism without critical points on T

2, there exist the SRB measure µ+
f ([35],

[30], [40]), and the inverse SRB measure µ−
f ([19]). The SRB measure µ+

f describes the distribution

of forward orbits of Lebesgue a.e point in T
2, while the inverse SRB measure µ−

f describes the

asymptotic distribution of the sets of n-preimages for Lebesgue a.e point. If fL is linear hyperbolic,
then the SRB measure, inverse SRB measure, and Haar measure m coincide.

In Theorem 1.7 we prove entropy rigidity, namely that a special Anosov endomorphism f on
T
2 is smoothly conjugated to its linearization fL if and only if f and fL have the same entropy of

their SRB measures, and the same inverse entropy of their inverse SRB measures. So it is enough to
know just two numbers, (

hf (µ
+
f ), h−f (µ

−
f )

)
.

Theorem 1.7. (Entropy rigidity for special Anosov endomorphisms on T
2).

a) Let f, g : T2 → T
2 be C∞ special Anosov endomorphisms without critical points having the same

linearization fL = gL. Let Φ : T2 → T
2 be the topological conjugacy between f and g and assume that

h−f (µ
−
f ) = −

∫
log |Dgs| ◦Φ dµ−

f and hf (µ
+
f ) =

∫
log |Dgu| ◦Φ dµ+

f ,

where Dgs(x) := Dg|Es
g(x)

,Dgu(x) := Dg|Eu
g (x)

, x ∈ T
2. Then, Φ is a smooth conjugation.

b) Let f : T2 → T
2 be a special C∞ Anosov endomorphism without critical points having lineariza-

tion fL. Then f is smoothly conjugated to fL if and only if

hf (µ
+
f ) = hfL(m) = log |λu| and h−f (µ

−
f ) = h−fL(m) = − log |λs|,

where λu, λs are the eigenvalues of the matrix of fL and m is the Haar measure on T
2.



LOCAL INVERSE MEASURE-THEORETIC ENTROPY FOR ENDOMORPHISMS 7

• In Section 4 we study the links between our measure-theoretic inverse entropy and the topolog-

ical inverse entropy introduced in [22]. We define a generalization h−(Y, Â) of this inverse topological
entropy for any subset Y ⊂ X, using covers with inverse Bowen balls along an arbitrary subset of

prehistories Â ⊂ X̂. If Ŷ ⊂ X̂ and Y = π(Ŷ ) then denote h−(Y, Ŷ ) simply by h−(Ŷ ), i.e.

h−(Ŷ ) = h−(Y, Ŷ ).

Recall that for any f -invariant ergodic measure µ on X there exists a unique f̂ -invariant ergodic

measure µ̂ on X̂ such that π∗µ̂ = µ. We relate our generalized inverse topological entropy with
the local inverse metric entropy, in the following:

Theorem 1.8. Let X be a compact metric space, f : X → X a continuous map and µ be an f -

invariant ergodic measure on X and Ŷ ⊂ X̂ be a Borel set such that µ̂(Ŷ ) > 0 and h−f,inf,B(µ, x̂) ≥
α > 0 for every x̂ ∈ Ŷ . Then,

lim
δ→0

(
sup{h−(Â) : Â ⊂ Ŷ , µ̂(Ŷ \ Â) < δ}

)
≥ α.

Theorem 1.9. Let f : M → M be a C2 smooth endomorphism defined on a compact Riemannian
manifold M . Assume that µ is a hyperbolic f -invariant ergodic measure on M which is special. Let

Ŷ ⊂ M̂ be a Borel set. If h−f,sup,B(µ, x̂) ≤ α for every x̂ ∈ Ŷ , then

inf{h−(Ẑ), Ẑ ⊂ Ŷ , µ̂(Ẑ) = µ̂(Ŷ )} ≤ α.

We introduce a notion of special hyperbolic measure by analogy to the notion of special endo-
morphism, as being a hyperbolic measure for which local unstable manifolds depend only on their
base point, not on the entire prehistory. Clearly, if the endomorphism f is hyperbolic and special,
then any f -invariant measure is special hyperbolic. We obtain a Partial Variational Principle for
inverse entropy:

Theorem 1.10. (Partial Variational Principle for inverse entropy). Let f : M → M be a C2 smooth
endomorphism on a manifold M . Then

sup{inf{h−(Ẑ), µ̂(Ẑ) = 1}, µ special hyperbolic ergodic measure} ≤

≤ sup{h−f,inf,B(µ), µ ergodic} ≤ lim
δ→0

(
sup{h−(Â), µ̂(Â) > 1− δ, µ ergodic}

)
.

For special TA-covering maps on tori (i.e special topologically Anosov covering maps [3]) we obtain
a Full Variational Principle for inverse entropy:

Theorem 1.11. (Full Variational Principle for special TA-covering maps on tori). Let f : Td → T
d

be a special TA-covering map. Then we have

h−f (T̂
d) = sup{h−f (µ) : µ ergodic f − invariant}.

In particular Theorem 1.11 holds for smooth Anosov endomorphisms without critical points.

• In Section 5 we present several classes of Examples. In subsection 5.2 we compute the
inverse metric entropy of the Haar (normalized Lebesgue) measure m for hyperbolic toral endo-

morphisms. If A is a d× d hyperbolic matrix with integer entries and det(A) 6= 0, with λ1, . . . , λd

being its eigenvalues, and fA is the associated toral endomorphism on T
d, then

h−fA,B(m) = h−fA(m) = −
∑

{i:|λi|<1}
log |λi|.

Moreover, we show that the inverse entropy of the Haar measure m can be used to distinguish

among isomorphism classes of toral endomorphisms, even when they have the same forward
entropy. Let us recall the following definition:
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Definition 1.12. Let (Xi, µi) be a Lebesgue space with a probability measure µi and fi : (Xi, µi) →
(Xi, µi) be a measure preserving endomorphism, i = 1, 2, Then we say that the systems (X1, µ1, f1)
and (X2, µ2, f2) are isomorphic if there exists Φ : X1 → X2 which is an isomorphism of measure
spaces such that Φ∗µ1 = µ2 and Φ ◦ f1 = f2 ◦ Φ µ1-a.e.

In Example 5.2.1 we consider the matrices

A1 =




8 1 4
0 3 1
0 2 1


 and A2 =




4 0 0
3 6 2
5 4 2


 ,

and let fA1 and fA2 be the associated endomorphisms on T
3, and m be the Haar measure on T

3.
Then the systems (T3, fA1 ,m) and (T3, fA2 ,m) are not isomorphic, since their inverse entropies are
different, even if their forward entropies are the same.

In subsection 5.3 we study a class of hyperbolic non-invertible maps, namely the fat baker’s

transformations introduced by Alexander and Yorke in [1]. They are defined on [−1, 1] × [−1, 1]
by

Tβ(x, y) =

{
(βx+ (1− β), 2y − 1) y ≥ 0

(βx− (1− β), 2y + 1) y < 0,

where 1
2 < β < 1. For infinitely many values of β (for example for β =

√
5−1
2 ), the SRB measure

(Sinai-Ruelle-Bowen measure) µβ
SRB of Tβ is totally singular with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

There are also infinitely many values of β in (12 , 1) for which the SRB measure of Tβ is absolutely
continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. The general notion of overlap number o(S, µ) of
a contractive iterated function system S with respect to an invariant measure µ, was introduced in
[24]. The topological overlap number o(S) is the overlap number o(S, µ( 1

2
, 1
2
)), where µ( 1

2
, 1
2
) is the

equidistributed Bernoulli measure on Σ+
2 . We prove in (74) that

h−Tβ
(µβ

SRB) = log 2− log o(Sβ),

where o(Sβ) is the topological overlap number of the iterated system Sβ = {S1, S2} with S1(x) =
βx+ (1− β), S2(x) = βx− (1− β), x ∈ [−1, 1].

Next, in subsection 5.4 we consider the family of Anosov endomorphisms introduced by Tsujii
in [37],

(3) T : S1 × R → S1 × R, T (x, y) = (lx, λy + f(x)),

where l ≥ 2 is an integer, 0 < λ < 1 is a real number and f : S1 → R is a C2 map. The map
T is an Anosov endomorphism. Therefore T has an SRB measure µT

SRB . If λl < 1, then µT
SRB is

totally singular with respect to the Lebesgue measure because T contracts area. If λl > 1, then for
some maps T the SRB measure is totally singular with respect to the Lebesgue measure, while in
other cases it is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. In Theorem 5.1 we
estimate the inverse entropies of SRB measure µT

SRB for a large subclass of endomorphisms T ,
namely we show that:

| log λ|
2

≤ h−T,inf,B(µ
T
SRB) ≤ h−T,sup,B(µ

T
SRB) ≤ h−T (µ

T
SRB) = | log λ|.

2. Inverse entropies of measures

Let (X, d) be a metric space and denote by B the sigma algebra of Borel sets. Let µ be a probability
measure on X and f : X → X a measurable map such that µ is f -invariant. In general f is non-
invertible. Assume moreover that µ is ergodic. We introduce a notion of inverse metric entropy
of µ which is defined using inverse Bowen balls. We also introduce a notion of inverse entropy of
µ, defined using measurable partitions. Then we study the relations between these two notions of
inverse entropy for an ergodic measure, including also the case when the zero boundary condition is
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satisfied. The inverse entropies of µ are then compared with the difference between the usual measure

entropy and the folding entropy, i.e with hf (µ) − Ff (µ). Recall that the inverse limit X̂f of (X, f)

is defined by X̂f = {x̂ = (x, x−1, x−2, . . .) : x−i ∈ X, f(x−i) = x−i+1, i ≥ 1, x0 = x}. The canonical

projection π : X̂f → X is defined by π(x̂) = x and the map f̂ : X̂f → X̂f given by

f̂(x, x−1, x−2, . . .) = (fx, x, x−1, x−2, . . .)

is a homeomorphism. When f is clear from the context we denote X̂f by X̂. If µ is an f -invariant

ergodic measure then there exists a unique f̂ -invariant ergodic measure µ̂ on X̂ such that π∗µ̂ = µ.
Assume that f is measurable and positively non-singular with respect to µ, i.e. µ(A) = 0 implies

µ(f(A)) = 0. Assume also that f is essentially countable-to-one, i.e. the fibers f−1(x) are countable
for µ-a.e. x ∈ X. Then there exists a measurable partition ξ = {A0, A1, . . .} of X such that f is
injective on each Ai. The Jacobian Jf (µ) of f with respect to µ is defined as (see [27]),

Jf (µ)(x) =
dµ ◦ f |Ai

dµ
, for µ− a.e. x ∈ Ai, i ≥ 0.

This is a well defined measurable function and Jf (µ)(x) ≥ 1 for µ-a.e. x ∈ X, since f is one-to-one
on Ai, and positively non-singular. The folding entropy Ff (µ) of µ with respect to f , introduced by
Ruelle in [34], is defined as the conditional entropy

Ff (µ) = Hµ(ǫ|f−1ǫ),

where ǫ is the partition into single points of X and f−1ǫ is the partition into the fibers f−1(x),
x ∈ X. From [31], we can disintegrate µ into a canonical family of conditional measures µx on
the fiber f−1(x) for µ-a.e. x ∈ X. Hence the entropy of the conditional measure µx is H(µx) =
−∑

y∈f−1(x) µx(y) log µx(y). From [27] we have Jf (µ)(x) =
1

µf(x)(x)
, for µ-a.e x, hence

Ff (µ) =

∫

X
log Jf (µ)(x)dµ(x).

Since the Jacobian satisfies the Chain Rule we have

log Jfn(µ)(x) = log Jf (µ)(x) + log Jf (µ)(fx) + · · ·+ log Jf (µ)(f
n−1x),

for µ-a.e. x ∈ X and every n ≥ 1. Since µ is ergodic, by Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem,

(4) lim
n→∞

log Jfn(µ)(x)

n
=

∫

X
log Jf (µ)(x)dµ(x) = Ff (µ) for µ− a.e. x ∈ X.

2.1. Inverse metric entropies for measures. In the above setting, recall that for x̂ ∈ X̂ , ε > 0,
n ≥ 1, the (n, ε)-inverse Bowen ball along x̂ is defined by

(5) B−
n (x̂, ε) = {y ∈ X : ∃ ŷ = (y, y−1, . . .) ∈ X̂ with y0 = y such that d(x−i, y−i) < ε, 0 ≤ i ≤ n}.

For x̂ ∈ X̂ and ε > 0,

(6) h−f,inf,B(µ, x̂, ε) = lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(B−
n (x̂, ε))

n
, h−f,sup,B(µ, x̂, ε) = lim sup

n→∞

− log µ(B−
n (x̂, ε))

n
.

The following limits exist

h−f,inf,B(µ, x̂) = lim
ε→0

h−f,inf,B(µ, x̂, ε), h−f,sup,B(µ, x̂) = lim
ε→0

h−f,sup,B(µ, x̂, ε),

and are called the lower, respectively upper inverse metric entropy of µ at x̂. The functions

h−f,inf,B(µ, ·) : X̂ → R, h−f,sup,B(µ, ·) : X̂ → R

are called the lower, respectively upper inverse metric entropy functions of µ. Then the
lower and upper inverse metric entropy of µ are defined by

h−f,inf,B(µ) =
∫

X̂
h−f,inf,B(µ, x̂)dµ̂(x̂), h−f,sup,B(µ) =

∫

X̂
h−f,sup,B(µ, x̂)dµ̂(x̂).
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If the lower and upper inverse metric entropies h−f,inf,B(µ) and h−f,sup,B(µ) are equal, then this common

value is called the inverse metric entropy of µ with respect to f , and is denoted by h−f,B(µ). In

this case we say that µ has inverse metric entropy.

Proposition 2.1. With the above notations, if f is continuous, then the upper and the lower inverse
metric entropy functions are f̂-invariant. Since µ is ergodic, these functions are constant µ̂-almost

everywhere and h−f,inf,B(µ) = h−f,inf,B(µ, x̂) and h−f,sup,B(µ) = h−f,sup,B(µ, x̂) for µ̂-a.e. x̂ ∈ X̂.

Proof. Let ε > 0. As X is compact and f continuous, there exists δ(ε) > 0 such that if x, y ∈
X, d(x, y) < δ(ε), then d(f(x), f(y)) < ε. It is easy to see that B−

n (x̂, δ(ε)) ⊂ f−1(B−
n (f̂(x̂), ε)) and

then µ(B−
n (x̂, δ(ε))) ≤ µ(f−1(B−

n (f̂(x̂), ε))) = µ(B−
n (f̂(x̂), ε)). Hence h

−
f,inf,B(µ, x̂) ≥ h−f,inf,B(µ, f̂(x̂))

and h−f,sup,B(µ, x̂) ≥ h−f,sup,B(µ, f̂(x̂)). This implies that h−f,inf,B(µ, ·) and h−f,sup,B(µ, ·) are f̂ -invariant.
Then since µ̂ is ergodic, it follows that h−f,inf,B(µ, ·) and h−f,sup,B(µ, ·) are constant µ̂-a.e. �

Proposition 2.2. Let X be a compact metric space and f : X → X be as above. Then the upper
and the lower inverse metric entropy functions do not depend on the metric on X (if the metrics are
equivalent).

Proof. Let d and d′ be two equivalent metrics on X. Since d and d′ induce the same topology
on X, the identity map id : (X, d′) → (X, d) is continuous and by the compactness of X also
uniformly continuous. Let ε > 0, then by uniform continuity of id there exists δ(ε) > 0 such that

d(x, y) < ε if d′(x, y) < δ(ε). Thus B−
n (x̂, ε) ⊂ B

′−
n (x̂, δ(ε)), where B

′−
n (x̂, δ) = {y ∈ X : ∃ ŷ ∈

X̂ such that d′(x−i, y−i) < δ, 0 ≤ i ≤ n}. As δ(ε) −→
ε→0

0 it follows that

lim
ε→0

lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(B
′−
n (x̂, ε))

n
≤ lim

ε→0
lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(B−
n (x̂, ε))

n
.

By interchanging d and d′ we obtain

lim
ε→0

lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(B−
n (x̂, ε))

n
≤ lim

ε→0
lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(B
′−
n (x̂, ε))

n
.

and the lemma is proved. �

Proposition 2.3. Let f be a continuous map of a compact metric space X and µ a probability
measure on X which is f -invariant. If f is distance-expanding and open, then h−f,B(µ) = 0.

Proof. If f is continuous distance-expanding and open, then there exists ε0 > 0 such that for every

0 < δ < ε0 and any x̂ ∈ X̂ and n ≥ 1, we have B(x, δ) ⊂ B−
n (x̂, δ). Then 0 ≤ − log µ(B−

n (x̂, δ)) ≤
− log µ(B(x, δ)), and therefore h−f,B(µ) = 0. �

Proposition 2.4. Let (X, d) and (X ′, d′) be two compact metric spaces, f : X → X and f ′ :
X ′ → X ′ be two continuous transformations and let µ and µ′ be two Borel probability measures
on X, respectively X ′, such that µ is f -invariant and µ′ is f ′-invariant. Assume that Φ : X →
X ′ is a topological conjugacy between (X, f) and (X ′, f ′) such that µ′ = Φ∗µ. Then for x̂ ∈ X̂,

h−f,inf,B(µ, x̂) = h−f ′,inf,B(µ
′, Φ̂x̂) and h−f,sup,B(µ, x̂) = h−f ′,sup,B(µ

′, Φ̂x̂).

Proof. Let d′ be a metric on X ′ and let d be the metric on X defined by

d(x, y) = d′(Φ(x),Φ(y)).

By the previous proposition the inverse entropy functions do not depend on the metric. Since
µ′ = Φ∗µ, the conclusion follows. �

In the sequel we will need the following result:

Lemma 2.5. (Modified Brin-Katok Theorem) With the above notation, if µ is ergodic we have

lim
ε→0

lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(Bn(x−n, ε))

n
= lim

ε→0
lim sup
n→∞

− log µ(Bn(x−n, ε))

n
= hf (µ)
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for µ̂-a.e. x̂ ∈ X̂, where hf (µ) is the entropy of µ with respect to f .

Proof. Fix x̂ = (x, x−1, . . .) ∈ X̂ and ε > 0. Let the (n, ε)-Bowen ball of f̂−1 and x̂ ∈ X̂,

B̂n(x̂, f̂
−1, ε) = {ŷ ∈ X̂ : d̂(f̂−i(x̂), f̂−i(ŷ)) < ε, 0 ≤ i ≤ n} ⊂ X̂.

We show first that

f̂−n(B̂n(x̂, f̂
−1, ε)) ⊂ π−1(Bn(x−n, ε)).

Let ŷ ∈ B̂n(x̂, f̂
−1, ε). Thus d̂(f̂−i(x̂), f̂−i(ŷ)) < ε for i = 0, 1, . . . , n. This clearly implies that

d(x−i, y−i) < ε for i = 0, 1, . . . , n and then y−n ∈ Bn(x−n, ε). Hence πf̂−n(ŷ) ∈ Bn(x−n, ε) and

therefore f̂−n(ŷ) ∈ π−1(Bn(x−n, ε)). If M = sup{d(x, y) : x, y ∈ X}, let N be the smallest positive
integer such that

∑∞
j=1

M
2j+N < ε. We prove now that for n > N and k(n) = n−N we have

(7) π−1(Bn(x−n, ε)) ⊂ f̂−n(B̂k(n)(x̂, f̂
−1, 3ε)).

Let ŷ ∈ π−1(Bn(x−n, ε)). Thus y ∈ Bn(x−n, ε) and then d(f i(y), x−n+i) < ε for i = 0, 1, . . . n. It is
easy to see that for 0 ≤ i ≤ k(n) we have

d̂(f̂n−i(ŷ), f̂−i(x̂)) = d(fn−i(y), x−i) +
d(fn−i−1(y), x−i−1)

2
+ · · · + d(fn−k(n)(y), x−k(n))

2k(n)−i
+ · · ·

+
d(y, x−n)

2n−i
+

∞∑

j=1

d(y−j , x−n−j)

2n+j−i
< ε+

ε

2
+ · · ·+ ε

2n−i
+

∞∑

j=1

M

2n+j−i
.

Since i ≤ k(n) we have n+ j − i ≥ n− k(n) + j = N + j, for j ≥ 1. Thus we obtain that

d̂(f̂n−i(ŷ), f̂−i(x̂)) < 2ε+ ε = 3ε, for i = 0, 1, . . . , k(n).

which proves (7). Hence, for n large enough we have

f̂−n(B̂n(x̂, f̂
−1, ε)) ⊂ π−1(Bn(x−n, ε)) ⊂ f̂−n(B̂k(n)(x̂, f̂

−1, 3ε)).

By Brin-Katok Theorem (see [8]) applied to f̂−1 and µ̂ on X̂ , we obtain

lim
ε→0

lim inf
n→∞

− log µ̂(B̂n(x̂, f̂
−1, ε))

n
= lim

ε→0
lim sup
n→∞

− log µ̂(B̂n(x̂, f̂
−1, ε))

n
= hf̂ (µ̂).

But f̂ is µ̂-measure preserving, µ(Bn(x−n, ε)) = µ̂(π−1(Bn(x−n, ε))) and hf (µ) = hf̂ (µ̂). Thus our

Lemma follows from this. �

Proposition 2.6. (i) Let (X, d) be a compact metric space, f : X → X a continuous map and µ an
f -invariant ergodic measure on X which has inverse metric entropy. If m ∈ N

∗, then

h−fm,B(µ) = m · h−f,B(µ).
(ii) Let (Xi, di) be a compact metric space, fi : Xi → Xi continuous transformation on Xi and let
µi a Borel probability measure on Xi which is fi-invariant and for which there exists the inverse
metric entropy, i = 1, 2. On X1 × X2 we consider the metric d defined by d((x1, x2), (y1, y2)) =
max{d(x1, y1), d(x2, y2)} and the product measure µ1 × µ2. Then

h−f1×f2,B
(µ1 × µ2) = h−f1,B(µ1) + h−f2,B(µ2).

Proof. (i) As usual, denote by X̂ the set of prehistories with respect to f and let

X̂m = {x̂(m) = (x, x−m, x−2m, . . .) : x−im ∈ X, fm(x−im) = x−im+m, i ≥ 1, x0 = x}

be the set of prehistories with respect to fm. Note that we have a canonical bijection between X̂

and X̂m. For every x̂(m) ∈ X̂m let

B−
n (x̂(m), ε) = {y ∈ X : ∃ ŷ(m) ∈ X̂m such that d(x−im, y−im) < ε, 0 ≤ i ≤ n}.
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As f is uniformly continuous for every ε > 0 there exists δ(ε) > 0 such that d(x, y) < δ(ε) implies
d(f i(x), f i(y)) < ε for i = 0, 1, . . . ,m. Note that B−

n (x̂(m), δ(ε)) ⊂ B−
mn(x̂, ε)) ⊂ B−

n (x̂(m), ε) and

then h−fm,B(µ) = m · h−f,B(µ).
(ii) Note if x̂, ŷ ∈ X̂ then ẑ = (x̂, ŷ) is a prehistory of (x, y) and B−

n (x̂, ε)×B−
n (ŷ, ε) = B−

n (ẑ, ε). �

In the sequel, we will encounter several instances when we need the Jacobian of the measure to be
bounded. A case when this happens is for the equilibrium measure of a Hölder continuous potential
for a hyperbolic endomorphism. In [23] it was proved the following result:

Theorem 2.7. (Jacobians of equilibrium measures for endomorphisms [23]). Let f : M → M be a
C2 smooth map on a manifold M such that f is a hyperbolic endomorphism on a basic set Λ and
f has no critical points in Λ. Let φ be a Hölder continuous potential on Λ and µφ be the unique
equilibrium measure of φ on Λ. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that for µφ-a.e. x ∈ Λ and
any m ≥ 1, the Jacobian Jfm(µφ) of µφ with respect to fm satisfies:

C−1 ·
∑

ζ∈f−m(fm(x))∩Λ eSmφ(ζ)

eSmφ(x)
≤ Jfm(µφ)(x) ≤ C ·

∑
ζ∈f−m(fm(x))∩Λ eSmφ(ζ)

eSmφ(x)
,

where Smφ(x) = φ(x) + · · ·+ φ(fm−1(x)), for x ∈ Λ and m ∈ N.

As a consequence, we obtain:

Corollary 2.8. In the same condition as in Theorem 2.7, Jf (µφ) is bounded on Λ.

Proof. Since Λ is compact and f is locally injective, there exists d ≥ 1 such that card(f−1(x)) ≤ d
for every x ∈ Λ. As φ is bounded, it follows from Theorem 2.7 applied to m = 1 that Jf (µφ) is
bounded. �

Theorem 1.1 assumes that the Jacobian of a measure is bounded. Such examples of measures with
bounded Jacobian are given by Corollary 2.8. Now we prove Theorem 1.1 stated in Introduction:

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Since f is locally injective and X is compact, there exists δ0 such that
for every x ∈ X, f is injective on B(x, δ0) and the boundary of B(x, δ0) has µ-measure zero. Consider
a finite cover of X with such balls and denote by C the union of all boundaries of the balls from this
cover. Recall that D is the set of discontinuities of Jf (µ). Let A = D ∪C.

Let ϕ : X̂ → R defined by ϕ(x̂) = log Jf (µ)(π(x̂)). Then Birkhoff’s Ergodic Theorem, applied to ϕ

with respect to µ and f̂−1 : X̂ → X̂ implies that for µ̂-a.e. x̂, we have 1
n

∑n
i=1 log Jf (µ)(π(f̂

−ix̂)) −→
n→∞∫

X̂ log Jf (µ)(π(x̂))dµ̂(x̂), and therefore for µ̂-a.e. x̂ ∈ X̂,

(8)
1

n

n∑

i=1

log Jf (µ)(x−i) −→
n→∞

∫

X
log Jf (µ)(x)dµ(x) = Ff (µ).

Fix ε > 0. For 0 < δ < δ0
2 let

Kε,δ = {x ∈ X : log Jf (µ)(x)− ε < log Jf (µ)(y) < log Jf (µ)(x) + ε, ∀y ∈ B(x, δ)}(9)

= {x ∈ X : Jf (µ)(x)e
−ε < Jf (µ)(y) < Jf (µ)(x)e

ε, ∀y ∈ B(x, δ)}.
Since the set D of discontinuities of Jf (µ) is assumed to be closed, it follows that X \A is open. As
Jf (µ) is continuous on X \A and A = D ∪ C has measure zero, then there is δ(ε) > 0 so that

1− ε < µ(Kε,δ(ε)) ≤ µ(Kε,δ), for all δ < δ(ε).

By Birkhoff’s Ergodic Theorem applied for χπ−1(Kε,δ(ε))
we obtain that for µ̂-a.e x̂ ∈ X̂,

1

n

n∑

i=0

χπ−1(Kε,δ(ε))
(f̂−i(x̂)) −→

n→∞
µ̂(π−1(Kε,δ(ε))).
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Since for every x̂ = (x, x−1, . . .) ∈ X̂ , χπ−1(Kε,δ(ε))(f̂
−i(x̂)) = χKε,δ(ε)

(x−i), it follows that for µ̂-a.e. x̂

(10)
1

n

n∑

i=0

χπ−1(Kε,δ(ε))(f̂
−i(x̂)) −→

n→∞
µ(Kε,δ(ε)).

For δ > 0, x̂ ∈ X̂ and n ≥ 1 consider the sets A(ε, δ, x̂, n) = {i : 1 ≤ i ≤ n, x−i ∈ Kε,δ} and
R(ε, δ, x̂, n) = {i : 1 ≤ i ≤ n, x−i /∈ Kε,δ}, and let N(ε, δ, x̂, n) = Card(A(ε, δ, x̂, n)). Notice that by
(10), for µ̂-a.e x̂ we have

(11) lim
n→∞

N(ε, δ(ε), x̂, n)

n
= µ(Kε,δ(ε)) > 1− ε.

Let X̂(µ̂, ε) be the set of x̂ from X̂ satisfying (8) and (11). Then

(12) µ̂(X̂(µ̂, ε)) = 1.

Let x̂ ∈ X̂(µ̂, ε) and δ < δ(ε). Then there exists n(ε, x̂) such that for n ≥ n(ε, x̂) we have

(13) N(ε, δ, x̂, n) ≥ N(ε, δ(ε), x̂, n) > n(1− ε), and

(14) Ff (µ)− ε <
log Jfn(x−n)

n
< Ff (µ) + ε.

Recall that we assumed that Jf (µ) is bounded. Let M > 0 such that 1 ≤ Jf (µ)(z) < M for every

z ∈ X. Then, for x̂ ∈ X̂(µ̂, ε) and y ∈ Bn(x−n, δ) we have from (9) and (14)

Jfn(µ)(y) =
∏

i∈A(ε,δ,x̂,n)

Jf (µ)(f
n−iy)

∏

i∈R(ε,δ,x̂,n)

Jf (µ)(f
n−iy) ≤ eN(ε,δ,x̂,n)ε

∏

i∈A(ε,δ,x̂,n)

Jf (µ)(x−i)M
n−N(ε,δ,x̂,n)

≤ eN(ε,δ,x̂,n)ε
∏

i∈A(ε,δ,x̂,n)

Jf (µ)(x−i)M
n−N(ε,δ,x̂,n)

∏

i∈R(ε,δ,x̂,n)

Jf (µ)(x−i)

= Mn−N(ε,δ,x̂,n) · eN(ε,δ,x̂,n)ε
n∏

i=1

Jf (µ)(x−i) = Mn−N(ε,δ,x̂,n)eN(ε,δ,x̂,n)εJfn(µ)(x−n)

≤ Mn−N(ε,δ,x̂,n)eN(ε,δ,x̂,n)εe(Ff (µ)+ε)n.

On the other hand since M−1Jf (z) ≤ 1 and Jf (f
n−iz) ≥ 1 for every z ∈ X and for every 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

we have from (9) and (14) that for x̂ ∈ X̂(µ̂, ε) and y ∈ Bn(x−n, δ),

Jfn(µ)(y) =
∏

i∈A(ε,δ,x̂,n)

Jf (µ)(f
n−iy)

∏

i∈R(ε,δ,x̂,n)

Jf (µ)(f
n−iy)

≥ e−N(εδ,x̂,n)ε
∏

i∈A(ε,δ,x̂,n)

Jf (µ)(x−i)M
−(n−N(ε,δ,x̂,n)

∏

i∈R(ε,δ,x̂,n)

Jf (µ)(x−i)

= MN(ε,δ,x̂,n)−ne−N(ε,δ,x̂,n)ε
n∏

i=1

Jf (µ)(x−i) ≥ MN(ε,δ,x̂,n)−ne−N(ε,δ,x̂,n)εe(Ff (µ)−ε)n.

Since δ < δ0
2 , f is injective on B(x, δ) for all x ∈ X; hence for all n ≥ 1 and all x−n ∈ X we

obtain that fn is injective on Bn(x−n, δ). Thus µ(fn(Bn(x−n, δ)) =
∫
Bn(x−n,δ)

Jfn(µ)dµ. So for

every x̂ ∈ X̂(µ̂, ε), for every δ < δ(ε) < δ0
2 and n ≥ n(ε, x̂) we obtain

ε logM + 2ε+ Ff (µ) +
log µ(Bn(x−n, δ))

n
≥ log µ(fn(Bn(x−n, δ))

n

and

−ε logM − 2ε+ Ff (µ) +
log µ(Bn(x−n, δ))

n
≤ log µ(fn(Bn(x−n, δ))

n
.
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As B−
n (x̂, δ) = fn(Bn(x−n, δ), by Lemma 2.5 it follows that for every x̂ ∈ X̂(µ̂, ε) we have

−ε logM − 2ε− Ff (µ) + hf (µ) ≤ lim
δ→0

lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(B−
n (x̂, δ))

n
,

ε logM + 2ε− Ff (µ) + hf (µ) ≥ lim
δ→0

lim sup
n→∞

− log µ(B
′−
n (x̂, δ))

n
.

Now for any k ≥ 1, let εk = 1/k. Denote X̂(µ̂, εk) by X̂(µ̂, k). Then from (12) we obtain that

X̂(µ̂) =
⋂

k≥1 X̂(µ̂, k) has full µ̂-measure, and for every x̂ ∈ X̂(µ̂) we have

lim
δ→0

lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(B−
n (x̂, δ))

n
= lim

δ→0
lim sup
n→∞

− log µ(B−
n (x̂, δ))

n
= hf (µ)− Ff (µ).

�

Proposition 2.9. Let M be a C2 manifold, X a compact subset of M and f : X → X a C2 smooth
map on a neighborhood of X. Let µ be an f -invariant and ergodic measure on X such that all its
Lyapunov exponents are strictly positive. Then h−f,B(µ) = 0.

Proof. Since all the Lyapunov exponents of µ are positive, then there exists a measurable function

on X̂, x̂ 7→ r(x̂) such that for µ̂-a.e. x̂ ∈ X̂ the local inverse of f on B(x, r(x̂)) is defined and is

denoted by f−1 : B(x, r(x̂)) → B(x−1, r(f̂
−1x̂)) and it is a contraction. Moreover we know that

r(x̂) ≤ eε · r(f̂−1x̂) for ε small. Since the contraction is stronger than the subexponential growth of

r(x̂) on the inverse orbit, it follows that for µ̂-a.e. x̂ ∈ X̂ there exists δ(x̂) > 0 such that for any
0 < δ < δ(x̂), B(x, δ) ⊂ B−

n (x̂, δ) for n sufficiently large. From this it follows that h−f,B(µ) = 0.
�

2.2. Inverse entropy for measures with respect to partitions. Let (X,B, µ) be a probability
space and f : X → X be a measurable endomorphism such that µ is f -invariant and ergodic. Let

P be a measurable partition of X, X̂ the inverse limit of (X, f) and π : X̂ → X the canonical

projection. Then P̂ = {π−1(P ) |P ∈ P} is a measurable partition of X̂. For n ≥ 1 define

Pn =
n∨

i=0

f−i(P), P̂ f̂−1

n =
n∨

i=0

f̂ i(P̂).

For x ∈ X denote by P(x) (respectively Pn(x)) the atom of P (respectively of Pn) that contains x.

For x̂ = (x−i)i≥0 ∈ X̂ with x0 = x, and n ≥ 1, define the set

P−
n (x̂) = {y ∈ X | ∃ ŷ = (y−i)i≥0 ∈ X̂ with y0 = y and y−i ∈ P(x−i), for i = 0, 1, . . . , n}.

Proposition 2.10. With the above notation we have

P−
n (x̂) = fn(Pn(x−n)).

Proof. Let y ∈ P−
n (x̂). Hence there exists ŷ = (y−i)i≥0 ∈ X̂ a prehistory of y with y0 = y, such

that y−i ∈ P(x−i) for i = 0, 1, . . . , n. Thus f i(y−n) ∈ P(f i(x−n)) for i = 0, 1, . . . , n. This shows
that y−n ∈ Pn(x−n) and thus y ∈ fn(Pn(x−n)). Now, if y ∈ Pn(x−n) then f i(y) ∈ P(x−n+i) for

i = 0, 1, . . . , n. Let ẑ ∈ X̂ such that z−i = fn−i(y), for i = 0, 1, . . . , n. Then fn(y) = z0 ∈ P−
n (x̂). �

Let P̂−
n (x̂) = {ŷ ∈ X̂ |f̂−i(ŷ) ∈ P̂(f̂−i(x̂)) for i = 0, 1, . . . , n} = {ŷ ∈ X̂ | y−i ∈ P(x−i), for i =

0, 1, . . . , n}. Then one infers the following:

Proposition 2.11. With the above notation we have

f̂−n(P̂−
n (x̂)) = π−1(Pn(x−n)).

Theorem 2.12 (Modified Shannon-McMillan-Breiman Theorem). Let P be a measurable partition

of (X,µ) such that Hµ(P) < ∞. Then for µ̂-a.e. x̂ ∈ X̂,

(15) lim
n→∞

− log µ(Pn(x−n))

n
= hf (µ,P).
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Proof. From Proposition 2.11, it follows that

(16) µ̂(P̂−
n (x̂)) = µ̂(f̂−n(P̂−

n (x̂))) = µ((Pn(x−n)).

If Hµ(P) < ∞ then by Shannon-McMillan-Breiman Theorem we know that for µ̂-a.e. x̂ ∈ X̂,

(17) lim
n→∞

− log µ̂(P̂−
n (x̂))

n
= hf̂−1(µ̂, P̂).

Since hf̂−1(µ̂, P̂) = hf̂ (µ̂, P̂) = hf (µ,P), the conclusion follows from (16) and (17). �

Let P be measurable a partition of X. We recall that for x̂ ∈ X̂,

h−f,inf (µ,P, x̂) = lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(P−
n (x̂))

n
, h−f,sup(µ,P, x̂) = lim sup

n→∞

− log µ(P−
n (x̂))

n
.

Furthermore,

h−f,inf (µ,P) =

∫

X̂
h−f,inf (µ,P, x̂) dµ̂(x̂), h−f,sup(µ,P) =

∫

X̂
h−f,sup(µ,P, x̂) dµ̂(x̂).

The lower, respectively the upper inverse partition entropy of µ are defined by

h−f,inf (µ) = sup{h−f,inf (µ,P) : P is a measurable partition with Hµ(P) < ∞},

h−f,sup(µ) = sup{h−f,sup(µ,P) : P is a measurable partition with Hµ(P) < ∞}.
If h−f,inf (µ) = h−f,sup(µ), the common value is called the inverse partition entropy of µ with respect

to f and is denoted by h−f (µ). In this case we say that µ has inverse partition entropy.

Proposition 2.13. If P ≤ Q are measurable partitions with finite entropy with respect to µ, then

h−f,inf (µ,P) ≤ h−f,inf (µ,Q) and h−f,sup(µ,P) ≤ h−f,sup(µ,Q).

Proposition 2.14. Let (X,B, µ) and (Y, C, ν) be two probability spaces and let f : X → X and
g : Y → Y be two measurable endomorphisms such that µ is f -invariant and ν is g-invariant.

(i) If φ : X → Y is measurable such that φ ◦ f = g ◦ φ µ-a.e. and φ∗µ = ν, then h−f,inf (µ) ≥
h−g,inf (ν) and h−f,sup(µ) ≥ h−g,sup(ν).

(ii) If φ : X → Y is an isomorphism of probability spaces such that φ ◦ f = g ◦ φ µ-a.e. and
φ∗µ = ν, then h−f,inf (µ) = h−g,inf (ν) and h−f,sup(µ) = h−g,sup(ν).

(iii) If φ : X → Y is an isomorphism of probability spaces such that φ ◦ f = g ◦ φ µ-a.e., φ∗µ = ν
and f has inverse partition entropy, then g has inverse partition entropy and h−f (µ) = h−g (ν).

Proof. Let φ : X → Y be a measure preserving map such that φ ◦ f = g ◦ φ µ-a.e. Notice that

φ̂ : X̂ → Ŷ defined by φ(x̂) = (φ(x−n))n≥0 is measure preserving from (X̂, µ̂) to (Ŷ , ν̂). Let P be a

measurable partition of Y of finite entropy. Then φ−1(P) is a measurable partition of (X,µ) and it

is easy to check that h−f,inf (µ, φ
−1(P), x̂) = h−g,inf (ν,P, φ̂(x̂)). Hence

∫

X̂
h−f,inf (µ, φ

−1(P), x̂)dµ̂(x̂) =

∫

X̂
h−f,inf (ν,P, φ̂(x̂))dµ̂(x̂) =

∫

Ŷ
h−g,inf (ν,P, ŷ))dν̂(ŷ)

and then h−f,inf (µ) ≥ h−g,inf (ν). Similarly h−f,sup(µ) ≥ h−g,sup(ν), thus proving (i). Also (ii) and (iii)

follow similarly. �

Definition 2.15. We say that a measurable partition P of X is normal with respect to (f, µ), if f
is injective on every atom P ∈ P, Jf (µ) is bounded on every P ∈ P, and Hµ(P) < ∞.

Proposition 2.16. If P is a normal partition of (X,µ), then for µ̂-a.e. x̂ ∈ X̂ we have

(i) h−f,sup(µ,P) = h−f,sup(µ,P, x̂) and h−f,inf (µ,P) = h−f,inf (µ,P, x̂).

(ii) h−f,inf (µ,P) ≤ h−f,sup(µ,P) ≤ hf (µ,P).
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Proof. For x̂ ∈ X̂ we have

µ(P−
n (f̂(x̂))) ≤ µ(f(P−

n−1(x̂))) =

∫

P−

n−1(x̂)
Jf (µ)dµ,

because f is injective on P−
n−1(x̂) as P−

n−1(x̂) ⊂ P(x). Also, as the Jacobian Jf (µ) is bounded on
P(x) it follows that

h−f,sup(µ,P, f̂ (x̂)) ≥ h−f,sup(µ,P, x̂).

From the ergodicity of µ̂ it follows that we have equality almost everywhere. �

As any refinement with finite entropy of a normal partition is also a normal partition, we obtain:

Proposition 2.17. If there exists a normal partition of X with respect to (f, µ) then

h−f,inf (µ) = sup{h−f,inf (µ,P) : P normal partition},

h−f,sup(µ) = sup{h−f,sup(µ,P) : P normal partition}.

Definition 2.18. For n ≥ 1, the projection πn : X̂ → X on the n-th coordinate is defined by
πn(x̂) = x−n.

Proposition 2.19. Let P be a measurable partition of (X,µ) with finite entropy such that f is

injective on every P ∈ P. Then, for µ̂-a.e. x̂ ∈ X̂ we have

(18) h−f,sup(µ,P, x̂) ≤ hf (µ,P) − Ff (µ),

and consequently, h−f,sup(µ,P) ≤ hf (µ)− Ff (µ).

Proof. Let δ > 0. For k ≥ 1 define

Âk,δ = {x̂ = (x, x−1, x−2, . . .) ∈ X̂ :

∣∣∣∣
log Jfn(µ)(x−n)

n
− Ff (µ)

∣∣∣∣ < δ for all n ≥ k}.

Then, since Ff (µ) =
∫
X log Jf (µ)dµ and µ is ergodic (thus µ̂ ergodic), it follows by Birkhoff Ergodic

Theorem applied to f̂ on (X̂, µ̂) and to log Jf (µ), that limk→∞ µ̂(Âk,δ) = 1. Let us fix k ≥ 1 such

that µ̂(Âk,δ) > 0. For n ≥ k, let the collection of sets from the partition Pn

Kδ
n =

{
P ∈ Pn : µ(P ∩ πn(Âk,δ)) ≥

1

n2
· µ(P )

}
,

and define the measurable sets

Dδ
n =

⋃

P∈Kδ
n

P and Eδ
n = X \Dδ

n =
⋃

P∈Pn\Kδ
n

P.

Notice that

Dδ
n =

{
x ∈ X : µ(Pn(x) ∩ πn(Âk,δ)) ≥

1

n2
· µ(Pn(x))

}
.

If P /∈ Kδ
n we have µ(P ∩ πn(Âk,δ)) <

1
n2 · µ(P ). Then µ(Eδ

n ∩ πn(Âk,δ)) <
1
n2 .

Since
π−1
n (Eδ

n) ∩ Âk,δ ⊆ π−1
n (Eδ

n ∩ πn(Âk,δ)),

we obtain that

µ̂(π−1
n (Eδ

n) ∩ Âk,δ) ≤ µ̂(π−1
n (Eδ

n ∩ πn(Âk,δ))) = µ(Eδ
n ∩ πn(Âk,δ)) <

1

n2
.

If F̂n = π−1
n (Eδ

n∩πn(Âk,δ)), then
∑
n≥k

µ̂(F̂n) < ∞. By Borel-Cantelli Lemma we have µ̂(
⋂

p≥k

⋃
n≥p F̂n) =

0 and therefore

µ̂(Âk,δ) = µ̂((X̂ \
⋂

p≥k

⋃

n≥p

F̂n)
⋂

Âk,δ) = µ̂((
⋃

p≥k

⋂

n≥p

F̂ c
n)

⋂
Âk,δ) = µ̂(

⋃

p≥k

⋂

n≥p

(Âk,δ

⋂
F̂ c
n)).
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This shows that for µ̂-a.e x̂ ∈ Âk,δ, there exists p ≥ k such that x̂ ∈ Âk,δ
⋂

F̂ c
n for all n ≥ p. Notice

that if x̂ ∈ Âk,δ ∩ F̂ c
n, then x̂ ∈ Âk,δ and πn(x̂) ∈ Dδ

n. Hence for µ̂-a.e x̂ ∈ Âk,δ, there exists p ≥ k

such that πn(x̂) ∈ Dδ
n for all n ≥ p. We proved that for µ̂-a.e. x̂ ∈ Âk,δ there exists p ≥ k such that

(19)
1

n2
· µ(Pn(x−n)) ≤ µ(Pn(x−n) ∩ πn(Âk,δ)), for all n ≥ p.

Let x̂ ∈ Âk,δ satisfying (19) and the conclusion of Theorem 2.12. For all n ≥ k, since fn is injective
on Pn(x−n), we have from (19) that,

µ(P−
n (x̂)) = µ(fn(Pn(x−n))) =

∫

Pn(x−n)
Jfn(µ)(y) dµ(y)

≥
∫

Pn(x−n)∩πn(Âk,δ)
Jfn(µ)(y) dµ(y) ≥ en(Ff (µ)−δ) · µ(Pn(x−n) ∩ πn(Âk,δ))

≥ 1

n2
· en(Ff (µ)−δ) · µ(Pn(x−n)),

and then
− log µ(P−

n (x̂))

n
≤ − log µ(Pn(x−n))

n
+

2 log n

n
− Ff (µ) + δ.

Hence, by using Theorem 2.12, for µ̂-a.e. x̂ ∈ Âk,δ we obtain

(20) lim sup
n→∞

− log µ(P−
n (x̂))

n
≤ hf (µ,P) − Ff (µ) + δ.

Since the sequence of sets (Âk,δ)k≥1 is increasing and µ̂(X̂ \ ⋃
k≥1

Âk,δ) = 0, it follows that (20) is

satisfied for µ̂-a.e. x̂ ∈ X̂ . But as δ > 0 was chosen arbitrarily, we conclude that

lim sup
n→∞

− log µ(P−
n (x̂))

n
≤ hf (µ,P) − Ff (µ), for µ̂− a.e. x̂ ∈ X̂.

�

Corollary 2.20. If there exists a measurable partition A of (X,µ) with finite entropy such that f is
injective on every atom A ∈ A, then

h−f,sup(µ) ≤ hf (µ)− Ff (µ).

Proof. Let P be a partition with finite entropy. Then the join partition P ∨ A has finite entropy.
Also f is injective on every atom of this partition. The corollary then follows immediately from

Proposition 2.19 and the fact that (P ∨ A)−n (x̂) ⊂ P−
n (x̂) for every x̂ ∈ X̂. �

Proposition 2.21. Assume that there exists a finite partition A of (X,µ) such that f is injective
on every A ∈ A. Then:

(i) there exists a sequence C1 ≤ C2 ≤ C3 ≤ . . . of normal partitions such that whenever P is an

arbitrary partition with finite entropy and P(k) := P ∨ Ck, we have for µ̂-a.e x̂ ∈ X̂,

h−f,inf (µ,P(k), x̂) ≥ hf (µ,P(k))− Ff (µ)−
1

2k−1
.

(ii) h−f,inf (µ) ≥ hf (µ)− Ff (µ).

Proof. (i) Consider k ≥ 1 and define the countable measurable partition αk of X with elements

(21) αk
i = Jf (µ)

−1

([
i2

4k
,
(i+ 1)2

4k

))
, i ≥ 2k.

Notice that for any i ≥ k and A ∈ A, since f is injective on every atom A ∈ A and i2

4k
· µ(αk

i ∩A) ≤
µ(f(αk

i ∩A)) ≤ 1, we have µ(αk
i ∩A) ≤ 4k

i2 . Define the countable measurable partition of X

Ck := {αk
i ∩A | µ(αk

i ∩A) > 0, A ∈ A, i ≥ 2k}.
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Let N be the number of elements of A. Since
∑

i−4k

i2
log 4k

i2
< ∞ and the function x 7→ −x log x is

increasing on (0, 1/e) we have

−
∑

A∈A
µ(αk

i ∩A) log µ(αk
i ∩A) < −

∑

i≥2k

N · 4k
i2

log
4k

i2
< ∞,

and then Hµ(Ck) < ∞. Thus since f is injective on every atom of A it follows that Ck is a normal
partition. Define the function G : X → R by

G(x) =
∑

i≥2k

(i+ 1)2

4k
· χαk

i
(x), x ∈ X.

Then G is a measurable function and logG is integrable with respect to µ. As

log
i2

4k
≤ log Jf (µ)(x) < log

(i+ 1)2

4k
for all x ∈ αk

i ,

and as log (i+1)2

4k
− log i2

4k
= 2 log

(
1 + 1

i

)
≤ 2

i for every i ≥ 2k, we have from above and (21) that

(22) 0 ≤ logG(x) − log Jf (µ)(x) <
2

2k
, for all x ∈ X.

Therefore

(23) 0 ≤
∫

X
(logG− log Jf (µ)) dµ ≤ 2

2k
.

Let P be an arbitrary finite or countable measurable partition of X with Hµ(P) < ∞. Consider the

join partition P(k) := P ∨ Ck. Now, by Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem we get

(24)
1

n

n∑

i=1

logG(x−i) −→
n→∞

∫

X
logG(x)dµ(x), for µ̂− a.e. x̂ ∈ X̂.

Define X̂(µ̂,P(k)) to be the set of all x̂ ∈ X̂ that satisfy (15) for P(k) and also (24). Then

µ̂(X̂(µ̂,P(k))) = 1. If y ∈ P(k),n(x−n) then

fn−j(y) ∈ P(k)

(
fn−j(x−n)

)
= P(k) (x−j) ⊂ Ck(x−j), for j = 1, 2, . . . , n.

From (22), G is constant on any αk
i and Jf (µ)(z) ≤ G(z), for every z ∈ αk

i . Notice that G(z) =
G(x−j) whenever z ∈ fn−j(P(k),n(x−n)). Thus by successive integration we obtain

µ
(
fn(P(k),n(x−n))

)
=

∫

fn−1(P(k),n(x−n))
Jf (µ)(z)dµ(z) ≤ G(x−1) · µ

(
fn−1(P(k),n(x−n))

)

≤ G(x−1) ·G(x−2) . . . G(x−n) · µ
(
P(k).n(x−n)

)
.

Thus for every k ≥ 1 we have

− log µ(fn(P(k),n(x−n)))

n
≥ − 1

n

n∑

i=1

logG(x−i)−
log µ(P(k),n(x−n))

n
.

But for every x̂ ∈ X̂(µ̂,P(k)), from Theorem 2.12, we get

lim
n→∞

− log µ(P(k),n(x−n))

n
= hf (µ,P(k)).

Then, by applying (23) and (24), we obtain:

h−f,inf (µ,P(k), x̂) = lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(fn(P(k),n(x−n)))

n
≥ hf (µ,P(k))−

∫

X
logG dµ

≥ hf (µ,P(k))−
∫

X
log Jf (µ) dµ − 1

2k−1
= hf (µ,P(k))− Ff (µ)−

1

2k−1
,
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for every x̂ ∈ X̂(µ̂,P(k)). Then by integration, we get:

h−f,inf (µ,P(k)) ≥ hf (µ,P(k))− Ff (µ)−
1

2k−1
.

(ii) Let {P(m),m ≥ 1} be a sequence of measurable partitions of finite entropy such that

lim
m→∞

hf (µ,P(m)) = sup
m

hf (µ,P(m)) = hf (µ).

For k,m ≥ 1, let P(m)
(k) = P(m) ∨ Ck. Since P(m)

(k) is a refinement of P(m), for all k,m we have

h−f,inf (µ,P
(m)
(k) ) ≥ hf (µ,P(m)

(k) )− Ff (µ)−
1

2k−1
≥ hf (µ,P(m))− Ff (µ)−

1

2k−1
.

Thus for every k ≥ 1, we have

h−f,inf (µ) ≥ sup
m,k

h−f,inf (f,P
(m)
(k) ) ≥ sup

m
hf (µ,P(m))− Ff (µ)−

1

2k−1
.

Therefore h−f,inf (µ) ≥ hf (µ)− Ff (µ). �

Now Theorem 1.4 follows immediately from Corollary 2.20 and Proposition 2.21. Thus if there
exists a finite partition A such that f is injective on every atom of A, then µ has inverse partition
entropy and

h−f (µ) = hf (µ)− Ff (µ).

Corollary 2.22. Let f : M → M be a Cr, r > 1 endomorphism on a compact Riemannian manifold
M with no critical points and let µ be an ergodic f -invariant measure. Then h−f (µ) exists and

h−f (µ) ≤ −
∑

i:λi(µ)<0

λi(µ),

where λi(µ) are the Lyapunov exponents of µ taken with their multiplicities.

Proof. From [16] we know that hf (µ) ≤ Ff (µ) −
∑

i:λi(µ)<0 λi(µ). This inequality proved in [16] by

Liao and Wang for Cr maps, r > 1 was conjectured in [34]. Since f has no critical points, there
exists a partition A such that f is injective on each atom of A, and then by Theorem 1.4, it follows
that µ has inverse partition entropy and

h−f (µ) = hf (µ)− Ff (µ) ≤ −
∑

i:λi(µ)<0

λi(µ).

�

We have seen in the proof of Proposition 2.21 that if there exists a finite partition A such that f
is injective on every atom of A, then there exists certain normal partitions. Also from Proposition
2.17 and Theorem 1.4, h−f (µ) can be computed using normal partitions.

Proposition 2.23. Let (X,B, µ) and (Y, C, ν) be two probability spaces and let f : X → X and
g : Y → Y be two measurable endomorphisms such that µ is ergodic with respect to f and ν is ergodic
with respect to g and satisfy the conditions from Theorem 1.4.

(i) If µ is ergodic with respect to fk for some k ≥ 1, then µ has inverse partition entropy with
respect to f and fk, and h−

fk(µ) = kh−f (µ).

(ii) If µ× ν is ergodic, then µ× ν has inverse partition entropy, and

h−f×g(µ× ν) = h−f (µ) + h−g (ν).

Proof. For (i), notice that since µ is f -invariant, we have Ffk(µ) =
∫
X log Jfkdµ = k ·

∫
X Jf (µ)dµ.

As hfk(µ) = k · hf (µ) it follows from Theorem 1.4 that h−
fk(µ) = k · h−f (µ). For (ii) we have

hf×g(µ× ν) = hf (µ) + hg(ν) and it is easy to see that Ff×g(µ× ν) = Ff (µ) +Fg(ν). We then apply
again Theorem 1.4 to conclude the proof. �
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Proposition 2.24. Let (X,B, µ) be a probability space and f : X → X be a measurable endomor-
phism as in Theorem 1.4 (hence µ has inverse partition entropy). If P1 ≤ P2 ≤ P3 ≤ . . . is a sequence
of partitions with finite entropy such that B is the σ-algebra generated by

⋃
n≥1 Pn, then there exists

a sequence P ′
1 ≤ P ′

2 ≤ P ′
3 ≤ . . . of normal partitions of X with Pn ≤ P ′

n such that

h−f (µ) = lim
n→∞

h−f,inf (µ,P ′
n) = lim

n→∞
h−f,sup(µ,P ′

n).

Proof. As P1 ≤ P2 ≤ P3 ≤ . . . and B is the σ-algebra generated by
⋃

n≥1 Pn, we have hf (µ) =

supn hf (µ,Pn). By Proposition 2.21 there exist normal partitions C1 ≤ C1 ≤ C3 ≤ . . . such that

if P ′
k := Pk ∨ Ck, then for every k ≥ 1, h−f,inf (µ,P ′

k) ≥ hf (µ,P ′
k) − Ff (µ) − 1

2k−1 . By Corollary

2.20 we have hf (µ,P ′
k) − Ff (µ) ≥ h−f,sup(µ,P ′

k),∀k ≥ 1. Hence hf (µ,P ′
k)− Ff (µ) ≥ h−f,sup(µ,P ′

k) ≥
h−f,inf (µ,P ′

k) ≥ hf (µ,P ′
k)−Ff (µ)− 1

2k−1 and so lim
n→∞

h−f,inf (µ,P ′
n) = lim

n→∞
h−f,sup(µ,P ′

n) = h−f (µ). �

We now give a class of ergodic measures for which the inverse entropy can be computed. Let
f : M → M be a smooth C2 map on a Riemannian manifold M and let Λ be a compact set which
is f -invariant and such that f is topologically transitive. We assume that Λ is a repellor; by this we
mean that there exists a neighborhood U of Λ such that Λ =

⋂
n∈N f−n(U) and U ⊂ f(U). If Λ is

connected and f does not have critical points in Λ, then Card(f−1(x)∩Λ) does not depend on x ∈ Λ
and is equal to some integer d ≥ 1. There exists a neighbourhood V of Λ which is close enough to Λ
such that any point y ∈ V has exactly dn n-preimages belonging to U , for n ≥ 1 (see [19]). Then for
any z ∈ V ⊂ U one can consider the discrete measures

µz
n =

1

dn

∑

y∈f−nz∩U

1

n

n−1∑

i=0

δf iy, n ≥ 1.

It was proved in [19] that there exists a subset A ⊂ V , having full Lebesgue measure in V and a
subsequence (µz

nk
)k that converges weakly to a unique measure µ− for every z ∈ A, and this measure

µ− is called the inverse SRB measure. It was shown in [19] that µ− := µs, where µs is the
equilibrium measure of the stable potential Φs(x) = log |Df |Es

x
|, x ∈ Λ. Then a Pesin type formula

involving the negative Lyapunov exponents can be derived for the measure µ−, namely:

Theorem 2.25. [19, Theorem 3]. Let Λ be a connected hyperbolic repellor for a C2 endomorphism
f : M → M on a Riemannian manifold M ; assume that f is d-to-1 on Λ and does not have critical
points in Λ. Then there exists a unique f -invariant probability measure µ− on Λ satisfying an inverse
Pesin entropy formula:

hf (µ
−) = Ff (µ

−)−
∫

Λ

∑

i:λi(x)<0

λi(x)dµ
−(x) = log d−

∫

Λ

∑

i:λi(x)<0

λi(x)dµ
−(x),

where the Lyapunov exponents λi(x) are taken with their multiplicities. In addition the measure µ−

has absolutely continuous conditional measures on local stable manifolds.

Proposition 2.26. Let Λ be a connected hyperbolic repellor for a C2 endomorphism f : M → M on
a Riemannian manifold M . Assume that f is d-to-1 on Λ and f does not have critical points in Λ,
and let µ− be the inverse SRB measure of f on Λ. Then h−f (µ

−) and h−f,B(µ
−) exists and

h−f (µ
−) = h−f,B(µ

−) = −
∑

i:λi(µ−)<0

λi(µ
−),

where the Lyapunov exponents λi(µ
−) are taken with their multiplicities.

Proof. From the proof of the above theorem, we know that the Jacobian Jf (µ
−)(x) = d for µ−-a.e.

x ∈ Λ and from this it easily follows that h−f (µ
−) and h−f,B(µ

−) exist and

h−f (µ
−) = h−f,B(µ

−) = −
∑

i:λi(µ−)<0

λi(µ
−),
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where λi(µ
−) are taken with their multiplicities. �

Now we study the relations between the inverse metric entropy (defined using inverse Bowen balls)
and the inverse partition entropy. First we obtain an inequality in Proposition 2.27. Next we study
conditions when the inverse metric entropy is equal to the inverse partition entropy. Under these
conditions we prove in Theorem 1.5 that both the inverse metric entropy and the inverse partition
entropy of an ergodic measure µ are equal to hf (µ)− Ff (µ).

Proposition 2.27. Let f be a continuous locally injective transformation of a compact metric space

X and µ be a probability measure f -invariant on X which is ergodic. Then for µ̂-a.e. x̂ ∈ X̂ we have

h−f,sup,B(µ) = lim
ε→0

lim sup
n→∞

− log µ(B−
n (x̂, ε))

n
≤ h−f,sup(µ) = h−f (µ) = hf (µ)− Ff (µ).

Proof. Let a finite measurable partition P so that diam(P ) < ε and f is injective on every P ∈ P.

Thus P−
n+1(x̂) ⊂ B−

n (x̂, ε), ∀x̂ ∈ X̂. Then by Theorem 1.4, it follows that for µ̂-a.e. x̂ ∈ X̂,

lim sup
n→∞

− log µ(B−
n (x̂, ε))

n
≤ lim sup

n→∞

− log µ(P−
n+1(x̂))

n
≤ h−f (µ) = hf (µ)− Ff (µ).

�

Definition 2.28. Let f : X → X be a continuous and locally injective transformation of the compact
metric space X and µ be a probability measure on X which is f -invariant. We say that the measure
µ satisfies the zero boundary property if for every ε′ > 0 there exists a finite measurable partition
P such that µ(∂P) = 0 and such that for µ-a.e x ∈ X,

e−ε′ <

∣∣∣∣
Jf (µ)(x)

Jf (µ)(y)

∣∣∣∣ < eε
′

, for µ-a.e. y ∈ P(x).

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let ε′ > 0 arbitrary. As µ satisfies the zero boundary condition, there
exists a finite measurable partition P which depends on ε′ such that µ(∂P) = 0 and for µ-a.e x ∈ X

(25) e−ε′ <

∣∣∣∣
Jf (µ)(x)

Jf (µ)(y)

∣∣∣∣ < eε
′

, for µ-a.e y ∈ P(x).

We can also assume that hf (µ,P) > hf (µ)− ε′. For δ > 0 let

Wδ(P) = {x ∈ X : B(x, δ) 6⊂ P(x)}.
As

⋂
δ>0

Wδ(P) = ∂P and µ(∂P) = 0, it follows that µ(Wδ(P)) → 0 as δ → 0. Let ε > 0 ar-

bitrary. Then there exists δ0(ε) > 0 such that µ(Wδ(P)) < ε for any 0 < δ < δ0(ε). Let
0 < δ < δ0(ε) arbitrary. Denote by N = N(ε′) the number of elements of the above partition

P. Recall that f̂ : X̂ → X̂ is a homeomorphism which preserves the lift measure µ̂ and π : X̂ → X
is the canonical projection. By Birkhoff’s Ergodic Theorem applied to f̂ and χπ−1(Wδ(P)), we have

1
n

n∑
i=0

χπ−1(Wδ(P))(f̂
−i(x̂)) −→

n→∞
µ̂(π−1(Wδ(P))) for µ̂-a.e x̂ ∈ X̂, and then for µ̂-a.e x̂ ∈ X̂ ,

1

n

n∑

i=0

χWδ(P)(x−i) −→
n→∞

µ(Wδ(P)).

Thus as µ(Wδ(P)) < ε, it follows that for µ̂-a.e x̂ ∈ X̂ there exists n(x̂, ε, ε′) ≥ 1 such that

(26)
1

n

n∑

i=0

χWδ(P)(x−i) < ε, for all n ≥ n(x̂, ε, ε′).

Now recall that for n ≥ 1, Pn =
∨n

i=0 f
−i(P). By Theorem 2.12, for µ̂-a.e. x̂ ∈ X̂ there exists

n′(x̂, ε, ε′) ≥ 1 such that

(27)
− log µ(Pn(x−n))

n
> hf (µ,P)− ε, for all n ≥ n′(x̂, ε, ε′).



22 EUGEN MIHAILESCU AND RADU B. MUNTEANU

Also since Ff (µ) =
∫
X log Jf (µ)dµ, by Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem we obtain that for µ̂-a.e x̂ ∈ X̂

there exists n′′(x̂, ε) ≥ 1 such that

(28)

∣∣∣∣
1

n
log Jfn(x−n)− Ff (µ)

∣∣∣∣ < ε, for all n ≥ n′′(x̂, ε).

For x̂ ∈ X̂ define the (P, n)-name of x̂ as (P(x),P(x−1), . . . ,P(x−n)). Let n ≥ n(x, ε, ε′). If x̂, ŷ ∈ X̂
then the Hamming distance (see [8]) between the (P, n)-name of x̂ and the (P, n)-name of ŷ is

1

n+ 1
· Card{0 ≤ i ≤ n : P(x−i) 6= P(y−i)}.

The (P, n)-name of x̂ can be interpreted as being the (forward) (P, n)-name of x−n. Notice that by

(26), B−
n (x̂, δ) is contained in the set of all y ∈ X with the property that there exists ŷ ∈ X̂ such that

the (P, n)-name of ŷ is ε-close in the Hamming distance to the (P, n)-name of x̂. But if Vn denotes
the number of (P, n)-names which are ε-close to the (P, n)-name of x−n, then from [8],

(29) lim
n→∞

log Vn

n
= ε log(N − 1)− ε log ε− (1− ε) log(1− ε),

where recall that N = card(P) > 1 depends only on ε′. Hence there exists N(ε, ε′) such that for
every n ≥ N(ε, ε′), we have

(30) Vn < eC(ε,ε′)n, where

(31) C(ε, ε′) = ε log(N − 1)− ε log ε− (1− ε) log(1− ε) + ε.

However notice that C(ε, ε′) > ε. For any k ≥ N(ε, ε′), define

R̂k(ε, ε
′) = {x̂ ∈ X̂ : n(x̂, ε, ε′) ≤ k, n′(x̂, ε, ε′) ≤ k, n′′(x̂, ε) ≤ k}.

Notice that
{
R̂k(ε, ε

′)
}
k
is an increasing sequence of Borel sets and

(32) µ̂(R̂k(ε, ε
′))) −→

k→∞
1.

Fix k ≥ N(ε, ε′). It follows from (30) that the total number of elements of Pn with measure greater

than e−(hf (µ,P)−2C(ε,ε′))n is at most e(hf (µ,P)−2C(ε,ε′))n, for all n ≥ N(ε, ε′). Denote the set of these
elements by Ξn. The total number Qn of elements of Pn belonging to the Hamming ε-neighborhood
of Ξn satisfies

(33) Qn ≤ Vn · e(hf (µ,P)−2C(ε,ε′))n = e(hf (µ,P)−C(ε,ε′))n.

Recall that k ≥ N(ε, ε′) is fixed. From these Qn elements of Pn consider those whose intersection

with πn(R̂k(ε, ε
′)) has positive measure and denote their union by En(ε, ε

′). Then from the definition

of R̂k(ε, ε
′) and from (27) and (33), we have that, for all n > N(ε, ε′),

µ(En(ε, ε
′)) ≤ e(hf (µ,P)−2C(ε,ε′))n · e(−hf (µ,P)+ε)n = e(ε−C(ε,ε′))n.

Since C(ε, ε′) > ε, there exists k(ε, ε′) such that for every n ≥ k(ε, ε′) we have

(34)
∑

n≥k(ε,ε′)

µ(En(ε, ε
′)) < ε.

Also by (32) we can assume that for every k ≥ k(ε, ε′) we have

(35) µ̂(X̂ \ R̂k(ε, ε
′)) < ε.

Since µ̂(π−1
n (En(ε, ε

′))) = µ(En(ε, ε
′)), from (34) we have

(36) µ̂(
⋃

n≥k(ε,ε′)

π−1
n (En(ε, ε

′))) ≤
∑

n≥k(ε,ε′)

µ̂(π−1
n (En(ε, ε

′))) =
∑

k≥k(ε,ε′)

µ(En(ε, ε
′)) < ε.
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For k ≥ k(ε, ε′) define

(37) Q̂k(ε, ε
′) = R̂k(ε, ε

′) \
⋃

n≥k

π−1
n (En(ε, ε

′)).

Then by (35), (36) and (37), for any k ≥ k(ε, ε′) we have

(38) µ̂(Q̂k(ε, ε
′)) > 1− 2ε.

Let x̂ ∈ Q̂k(ε, ε
′). Hence x̂ ∈ R̂k(ε, ε

′) and x−n /∈ En(ε, ε
′) for every n ≥ k. Let Γ(x̂, n, ε) be the

collection of elements from Pn whose (P, n)-names are ε-close in Hamming distance to the (P, n)-

name of x−n, since x̂ ∈ Q̂k(ε, ε
′). If P ∈ Γ(x̂, n, ε) and y ∈ P , then the Hamming distance between

the (P, n)-names of y and x−n is less than ε. Let M > 0 be such that Jf (µ)(x) < M for every x ∈ X.
Thus f i(y) ∈ P(f i(x−n)) for at least n− [(n+1)ε] of indices i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and if f i(y) /∈ P(f i(x−n))
then Jf (µ)(f

i(y)) ≤ M ≤ MJf (µ)(f
i(x−n)). Consequently from (25),

(39) Jfn(µ)(y) < Jfn(µ)(x−n)e
(n−[(n+1)ε])ε′M [(n+1)ε] ≤ Jfn(µ)(x−n)e

ε′nM (n+1)ε.

Since the atoms of Pn with measure greater then e−(hf (µ,P)−2C(ε,ε′))n together with their neighbors

ε-close in Hamming distance were eliminated in the definition of Q̂k(ε, ε
′), it follows that for all

P ∈ Γ(x̂, n, δ), µ(P ) < e−(hf (µ,P)−2C(ε,ε′))n. Thus, for every x̂ ∈ Q̂k(ε, ε
′), every n ≥ k and δ < δ(ε),

we have from the discussion about B−
n (x̂, δ) before (29) together with (30) and (39) that

µ(B−
n (x̂, δ)) = µ(fn(Bn(x−n, δ))) ≤

∑

P∈Γ(x̂,n,ε)
µ(fn(P )) =

∑

P∈Γ(x̂,n,ε)

∫

P
Jfn(µ)dµ

≤ Vn · e(−hf (µ,P)+2C(ε,ε′))n · Jfn(µ)(x−n) · eε
′n ·M ε(n+1)

≤ eC(ε,ε′)n · e(−hf (µ,P)+2C(ε,ε′))n · e(Ff (µ)+ε)n · enε′ ·M ε(n+1)

≤ e(−hf (µ,P)+Ff (µ)+3C(ε,ε′)+ε+ε′)n ·M ε(n+1),

and therefore

(40) lim
δ→0

lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(B−
n (x̂, δ))

n
≥ hf (µ,P)− Ff (µ)− 3C(ε, ε′)− ε− ε logM − ε′.

Now recall that ε′ is fixed. Then for any p > 1 let kp > k( 1
2p , ε

′) such that kp+1 > kp and define

Q̂kp(ε
′) := Q̂kp(

1
2p , ε

′). For m > 1, let Q̂m(ε′) :=
⋂

p>m
Q̂kp(ε

′). From (38) it follows that µ̂(Q̂kp(ε
′)) >

1− 1
2p−1 . Hence

(41) µ̂(Q̂m(ε′)) > 1−
∑

p>m

1

2p−1
= 1− 1

2m−1
.

From (31) we know that C(ε, ε′) = ε log(N − 1)− ε log ε− (1− ε) log(1− ε)+ ε, and lim
ε→0

C(ε, ε′) = 0.

Then from (40) we obtain for every m ≥ 1 and every x̂ ∈ Q̂m(ε′) that

(42) lim
δ→0

lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(B−
n (x̂, δ))

n
≥ hf (µ,P) − Ff (µ)− ε′ ≥ hf (µ)− Ff (µ)− 2ε′.

Notice that Q̂m(ε′) ⊂ Q̂m+1(ε
′) for every m ≥ 1. Let now Q̂(ε′) =

⋃
m>1

Q̂m(ε′). Then from (41), it

follows that Q̂(ε′) has µ̂-measure equal to 1. Finally let Q̂ =
⋂
q>1

Q̂( 1
2q ). Then µ̂(Q̂) = 1 and for every

x̂ ∈ Q̂ we have

h−f,inf,B(x̂) = lim
δ→0

lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(B−
n (x̂, δ))

n
≥ hf (µ,P) − Ff (µ).

Then the conclusion of the theorem follows from Proposition 2.27.
�
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Let f : M → M be a smooth (say C2) non-invertible map defined on a Riemannian manifold M ,
and let Λ ⊂ M be a compact f -invariant set. We recall that f is (uniformly) hyperbolic on Λ if there

exists a continuous splitting of the tangent bundle over Λ̂ into stable and unstable directions. For

every x̂ ∈ Λ̂ we have a stable space Es
x and an unstable space Eu

x̂ and these subspaces are invariant
under Df (see [33]). The above splitting gives birth, for some ε > 0, to local stable/unstable

manifolds W s
ε (x) and W u

ε (x̂) for every x̂ ∈ Λ̂, where

W s
ε (x) = {y ∈ X : d(fnx, fny) < ε,∀n ≥ 0} and

W u
ε (x̂) = {y ∈ X : ∃ a prehistory ŷ = (y−n)n≥0 of y such that d(x−n, y−n) < ε,∀n ≥ 0}.

Let f : M → M be a C2 smooth endomorphism defined on a compact Riemannian manifold. We
will now study the inverse metric entropy of an f -invariant hyperbolic measure µ. For background
on hyperbolic ergodic measures the book of Barreira and Pesin [4] is a good reference. We recall that
if f : M → M is a C2 smooth endomorphism on a compact Riemannian manifold M , and if µ is an

f -invariant ergodic hyperbolic measure, then for ε > 0 there exists a Pesin set R̂ε ⊂ M̂ such that for

every x̂ ∈ R̂ε there exists a local stable manifold W s
ε (x) and a local unstable manifold W u

ε (x̂) of size
ε. One has also the estimates from [4] for the distances between the iterates of points in W s

ε (x) and

W u
ε (x̂). Moreover

⋃
ε>0

R̂ε = M̂ up to a set of zero µ̂-measure (see [4]).

Definition 2.29. Let f : M → M be a C2 endomorphism defined on a compact Riemannian manifold.
Assume that µ is an f -invariant ergodic measure on M .

a) The measure µ is called hyperbolic if for µ-a.e x ∈ M all the Lyapunov exponents of µ at x are
different from zero.

b) A hyperbolic measure µ is called special (or prehistory independent) if for any ε ∈ (0, ε0) and

every prehistories x̂, ŷ ∈ R̂ε with x = y, we have that W u
ε (x̂) is equal to W u

ε (ŷ).

Remark 2.30. Special hyperbolic endomorphisms, i.e endomorphisms whose unstable manifolds de-
pend only on their base point (and not on the entire prehistory) will be presented in more detail
in Section 3. If f is a special hyperbolic endomorphism on Λ, then clearly any f -invariant ergodic
measure on Λ is hyperbolic and special.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. By Proposition 2.27 it is enough to prove that for µ̂-a.e x̂ ∈ M̂ ,

lim
ε→0

lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(fn(Bn(x−n, ε)))

n
≥ hf (µ)− Ff (µ).

For ε > 0 let R̂ε ⊂ M̂ be a Pesin regular set for µ̂ (see for example [4]) such that

(43) µ̂(R̂ε) > 1− η(ε), where lim
ε→0

η(ε) = 0.

Let τ > 0 and ε > 0 and recall Lemma 2.5. Let

T̂ε(τ) =

{
x̂ ∈ M̂ :

∣∣∣∣lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(Bn(x−n, ε))

n
− hf (µ)

∣∣∣∣ < τ

}
.

Hence there exists 0 < ε(τ) < τ such that for every 0 < ε ≤ ε(τ) we have µ̂(T̂ε(τ)) > 1 − τ . Let

ε ∈ (0, ε(τ)]. If x̂ ∈ R̂ε then there exist the local stable manifold W s
ε (x) of size ε and the local

unstable manifold W u
ε (x̂) of size ε. For any m ≥ 1 let Âm(ε, τ) be the set of all x̂ ∈ R̂ε ∩ T̂ε(τ) which

satisfy the following three conditions:

(44)

∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n−1∑

i=0

χ
R̂ε∩T̂ε(τ)

(f−i(x))− µ̂(R̂ε ∩ T̂ε(τ))

∣∣∣∣∣ < ε, for all n ≥ 2m,

(45)

∣∣∣∣
log Jfn(µ)(x−n)

n
− Ff (µ)

∣∣∣∣ < ε, for all n ≥ m,
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(46)
− log µ(Bn(x−n, ε))

n
> hf (µ)− τ, for all n ≥ m.

By Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem applied to f̂−1 on (M̂ , µ̂) and to the functions log Jf (µ) ◦ π : M̂ → R

and χ
R̂ε

: M̂ → R, and by (43) and Lemma 2.5 we have

(47) lim
m→∞

µ̂(Âm(ε, τ)) = µ̂(R̂ε ∩ T̂ε(τ)) > 1− η(ε) − τ.

Let D̂m(ε, τ) =
{
x̂ ∈ Âm(ε, τ) : µ(fn(Bn(x−n, ε))) > n2 · µ

(
fn

(
Bn(x−n, ε) ∩ πn(Âm(ε, τ))

))
for

infinitely many n
}
. By choosing ε and τ sufficiently small, without loss of generality we can assume

that µ̂(R̂ε ∩ T̂ε(τ))− ε > 1/2. Then it follows from (45) that for every x̂ ∈ Âm(ε, τ) and n ≥ 2m, the

number of positive integers k with 0 ≤ k < n such that f̂−k(x̂) ∈ R̂ε ∩ T̂ε(τ) is larger than m. For

x̂ ∈ Âm(ε, τ) and n ≥ 2m, let mn be the largest integer smaller than n (which depends on x̂), such

that f̂−mn(x̂) ∈ R̂ε ∩ T̂ε(τ). From above it follows that mn ≥ m and from (44) we have

(48)
mn

n
≥ µ̂(R̂ε ∩ T̂ε(τ))− ε.

Notice also that

(49) fn(Bn(x−n, ε)) ⊂ fmn(Bmn(x−mn , ε)).

For n ≥ 2m define the measurable subset of M̂ ,

(50)
Ên(ε, τ) =

{
x̂ ∈ D̂m(ε, τ) : µ(fmn(Bmn(x−mn , ε))) >

> n2 · µ(fmn
(
Bmn(x−mn , ε) ∩ πmn(Âm(ε, τ))

)
)
}
.

Now we want to cover the set π(Ên(ε, τ)) with sets of the type fmn(Bmn(x−mn , ε)). First we

fix y ∈ πR̂ε and take the intersection W s
ε (y) ∩ π(Ên(ε, τ)). Then for any x̂ ∈ Ên(ε, τ) ⊂ R̂ε,

W s
ε (y) ∩ fmn(Bmn(x−mn , ε)) is a small parallelepiped in W s

ε (y) of dimension equal to the dimension

of W s
ε (y) whose sides are parallel to the stable tangent subspaces. Since f̂−mn(x̂) ∈ R̂ε, we apply

the estimates on the distances between iterates of points from W s
ε (x−mn) (see [4]), and the fact that

the contraction along the stable manifolds is stronger than the subexponential oscillation of the size
of local stable/unstable manifolds and of the multiplicative constant.

Let us now cover the set W s
ε (y) ∩ π(Ên(ε, τ)) with a family F of small parallelepipeds of type

fmn(Bmn(x−mn , ε)) ∩W s
ε (y). Given that these parallelepipeds have sides parallel to a finite set of

stable directions, we can apply a version of Besicovitch Covering Theorem for this family F . Thus
there exists a constant N (which depends only on the dimension of the manifold M) such that we can
extract at most N subfamilies G1,G2, . . . ,GN of F such that each such family Gi consists of mutually

disjoint parallelepipeds in W s
ε (y) and G1 ∪ G2 ∪ . . . ∪ GN covers W s

ε (y) ∩ π(Ên(ε, τ)). Let us denote

by G̃k the family of sets of type fmn(Bmn(x−mn , ε)), where fmn(Bmn(x−mn , ε)) ∩W s
ε (y) ∈ Gk, for

k = 1, . . . , N. Let also G̃(y) to be the union of all sets from the families G̃1, . . . , G̃N . Now since we

work on R̂ε, and since µ is special, the local unstable manifolds depend only on their respective base

points in W s
ε (y)∩π(Ên(ε, τ)). Thus the sets in each family G̃i are mutually disjoint, for i = 1, . . . , N .

Therefore we obtain that G̃(y) covers the set B(y, ε) ∩ π(Ên(ε, τ)), and from (50) it follows that for

each set fmn(Bmn(x−mn , ε)) from G̃(y) we have

(51) µ(fmn(Bmn(x−mn , ε)) ∩ πmn(Âm(ε, τ))) <
1

n2
· µ(fmn(Bmn(x−mn , ε))).

Let Kε be the minimum number of balls of radius ε/2 which cover M . Thus, since the sets in each

family G̃i are mutually disjoint for i = 1, . . . , N , we infer from (51) that

(52) µ(π(Ên(ε, τ))) <
N ·Kε

n2
.
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But µ̂(Ên(ε, τ)) ≤ µ̂
(
π−1(π(Ên(ε, τ)))

)
= µ(π(Ên(ε, τ))), and then from (52) we obtain that

∞∑
n=1

µ̂(Ên(ε, τ)) < ∞. Then, from Borel-Cantelli Lemma we get

µ̂
( ⋂

k≥1

⋃

n≥k

Ên(ε, τ)
)
= 0.

Hence for µ̂-a.e x̂ ∈ Âm(ε, τ), there is n(x̂) ≥ 2m such that x̂ /∈ Ên(ε, τ) for any n ≥ n(x̂), and thus

(53) µ(fmn(Bmn(x−mn , ε)) ≤ n2 · µ(fmn(Bmn(x−mn , ε)) ∩ πmn(Âm(ε, τ))).

Hence from (45), (49) and (53) and since mn ≥ m, it follows that for µ̂-a.e x̂ ∈ Âm(ε, τ) and every
n ≥ n(x̂) we obtain,

µ(fn(Bn(x−n, ε))) ≤ µ(fmn(Bmn(x−mn , ε))) ≤ n2 ·
∫

Bmn (x−mn ,ε)∩πmn(Âm(ε,τ))
Jfmn (µ) dµ

≤ n2 · emn(Ff (µ)+ε) · µ(Bmn(x−mn , ε)).

Then, for µ̂-a.e. x̂ ∈ Âm(ε, τ) and every n ≥ n(x̂) we have

− log µ(fn(Bn(x−n, ε)))

n
≥ − log µ(Bmn(x−mn , ε))

mn
· mn

n
− (Ff (µ) + ε) · mn

n
− log n2

n
,

and therefore

lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(fn(Bn(x−n, ε)))

n
≥ lim inf

n→∞

(− log µ(Bmn(x−mn , ε))

mn
· mn

n
− (Ff (µ) + ε) · mn

n

)

But from (46) and since mn

n ≥ µ̂(R̂ε ∩ T̂ε(τ))− ε (see (48)), we obtain

(54) lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(fn(Bn(x−n, ε)))

n
≥ (hf (µ)− τ − Ff (µ)− ε) · (µ̂(R̂ε ∩ T̂ε(τ))− ε)

Notice that from (47), for every ε ≤ ε(τ) and for m larger than some number m(ε, τ),

µ̂
(
Âm(ε, τ)

)
≥ µ̂

(
R̂ε ∩ T̂ε(τ)

)
− τ > 1− η(ε) − τ.

Hence for any integer p > 1, there exists κ(p) ∈ N, ε(p) > 0 and τ(p) > 0 such that if Âp denotes the

set Âκ(p)(ε(p), τ(p)), then µ̂(Âp) > 1 − 1
2p . Let now Â =

⋃
k≥1

⋂
p≥k

Âp. Then µ̂(Â) = 1 and from (47)

and (54) we obtain that for every x̂ ∈ Â,

lim
ε→0

lim inf
n→∞

− log µ(fn(Bn(x−n, ε)))

n
≥ hf (µ)− Ff (µ).

�

3. Special Anosov endomorphisms on tori

If f : M → M is a smooth (C∞) map on a compact manifold, then recall that f is called Anosov

endomorphism if f is hyperbolic (as an endomorphism) over the entire manifold M (for eg [15]).

Thus there exists a continuous splitting of the tangent bundle over the inverse limit M̂f into Df -
invariant stable and unstable tangent subbundles Tx̂M = Es(x)

⊕
Eu(x̂), and there exists α ∈ (0, 1)

such that for any x̂ = (x, x−1, . . .) ∈ M̂f we have that Df |Es(x) contracts with a factor smaller than
α and Df |Eu(x̂) expands with a factor larger than 1/α.

Let us recall now also some notions related to endomorphisms from [3] and [36]. Firstly, a contin-
uous surjection f : X → X on a compact metric space (X, d) is called a covering map if f is a local
homeomorphism. A continuous surjection f : X → X is called c-expansive (constant-expansive) if

there exists some constant e > 0 such that if x̂, ŷ ∈ X̂f and d(xi, yi) ≤ e, i ∈ Z (where for i > 0 we
let xi = f i(x)), then x̂ = ŷ. If δ > 0, then a sequence of points {xi, i ≥ 0} is called a δ-pseudo-orbit
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if d(f(xi), xi+1) < δ for all i ≥ 0. If ε > 0 we say that a δ-pseudo-orbit {xi, i ≥ 0} is ε-traced by a
point x if d(xi, f

i(x)) < ε, i ≥ 0. Then f has POTP (pseudo-orbit tracing property) if for every ε > 0
there exists some δ > 0 such that every δ-pseudo-orbit can be ε-traced by a point. The continuous
surjection f : X → X is called a topological Anosov map (or TA-map) if f is c-expansive and

has POTP. For a TA-map f on X and for any x̂ ∈ X̂f , define the global unstable set as

W u(x̂) := {y0 ∈ X : ∃ ŷ ∈ X̂f with lim
i→∞

d(x−i, y−i) = 0}.

Then the map f is called special if W u(x̂) = W u(ŷ) for every x̂, ŷ ∈ X̂f with x0 = y0.
If f : X → X is a special TA-map, then any f -invariant ergodic measure µ is special according to

Definition 2.29. Clearly, if f : M → M is an Anosov endomorphism, then f is c-expansive and has
POTP (see [15]), thus it is a TA-map. If f : Td → T

d is a linear hyperbolic endomorphism, then f
is special. However there exist many Anosov endomorphisms on tori which are not special, in fact
any Anosov endomorphism on T

d can be approximated with Anosov endomorphisms which are not
special ([29]). Also for an Anosov endomorphism f : Td → T

d without critical points, the number of
f -preimages of any point is constant (say equal to D), and we call this number the degree of f , so

D = Card(f−1(x)), ∀x ∈ T
d.

If f : T
d → T

d is an Anosov endomorphism for d ≥ 2, then f is homotopic to a hyperbolic
linear endomorphism fL : Td → T

d called the linearization of f . The integer-valued matrix of
fL is determined by the induced homomorphism f∗ : π1(T

d) → π1(T
d), where we recall that the

fundamental group π1(T
d) is equal to Z

d. By extending a previous result from [3], Sumi proved
in [36] that any special TA-covering self-map on T

d (i.e covering map which is TA and special) is
topologically conjugate to its linearization.

Theorem. (Linearization Theorem for special TA-covering maps, [36]). Let f : Td → T
d be a special

TA-covering map, and fL : Td → T
d be its linearization. Then fL is a hyperbolic toral endomorphism

and f is topologically conjugate to fL.

Given a C∞ Anosov endomorphism f : M → M without critical points, one has the SRB (Sinai-
Ruelle-Bowen) measure µ+

f on M which describes the asymptotic distribution of forward iterates of

Lebesgue-a.e point x ∈ M (see for eg [35], [7], [28], [30], [40]), and the inverse SRB measure µ−
f

introduced in [19] which describes the asymptotic distribution of the n-preimage sets of Lebesgue-a.e
point x ∈ M . Recall that µ+

f is the unique f -invariant probability measure absolutely continuous

on the local unstable manifolds of f , while µ−
f is the unique f -invariant probability measure abso-

lutely continuous on the local stable manifolds of f . Moreover, the inverse SRB measure µ−
f is the

equilibrium measure of the stable potential log |det(Df |Es(x))| (see [19]).

In [2] it was shown that if f : T2 → T
2 is a non-invertible Anosov endomorphism, then f is special

if and only if every periodic point admits the same Lyapunov exponent on the stable bundle, i.e

λs
f (p) = λs

fL
,∀p ∈ Per(f),

where λs
fL

is the Lyapunov exponent on the stable bundle for the linearization fL of f . However,

notice that the conjugacy above is only topological, not necessarily smooth (C∞), and then the
unstable Lyapunov exponents of f at periodic points may be different from the unstable Lyapunov
exponent λu

fL
of fL. This is the problem of rigidity in dynamics, namely when can we obtain a

stronger conjugacy (smooth) from a weaker conjugacy (topological). This is a difficult problem in
general, since the topological conjugacy obtained in [3] and [36] is at most Hölder continuous (see
[15]), but it may be nowhere differentiable. The rigidity problem was studied in many cases for
Anosov diffeomorphisms and Anosov endomorphisms, for eg by [10], [2], [18]. If f, g : M → M are
Anosov endomorphisms on a manifold M and if Φ is a smooth conjugacy with Φ ◦ f = g ◦ Φ, then
Df(x) = (DΦ−1◦Dg◦DΦ)(x), x ∈ M as matrices. In this case the upper/lower Lyapunov exponents
of f and g coincide at corresponding points.
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We now prove the entropy rigidity from Theorem 1.7, namely that special Anosov endomor-
phisms on T

2 can be classified up to smooth conjugacy by using the inverse entropy of their inverse
SRB measure and the entropy of their (forward) SRB measure. If f is a special Anosov endomorphism
on T

2, then unstable spaces depend only on their base points, and denote

Dfu(x) := Df |Eu
f
(x),Dfs(x) := Df |Es

f
(x), x ∈ T

2.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. a) Since f, g are Anosov endomorphisms without critical points, it
follows that f, g are TA-covering maps on T

2. Since f, g are special, it follows from the above
Linearization Theorem of [36] that f, g are topologically conjugate to their respective linearization;
but as fL = gL, there exists a topological conjugacy Φ : T2 → T

2 between f and g, i.e. Φ ◦ f = g ◦Φ.
Let µ+

f be the SRB measure of f and µ−
f be the inverse SRB measure of f . Denote ν := Φ∗µ

+
f .

Since Φ is a topological conjugacy, hg(ν) = hf (µ
+
f ). As f is a special endomorphism, the unstable

space Eu
f (x) depends only on the base point for any x ∈ T

2. Also from Pesin formula, hf (µ
+
f ) =

χu(µ
+
f ) =

∫
log |Dfu|dµ+

f . Thus from our assumption and since ν = Φ∗µ
+
f , we obtain

hg(ν) = hf (µ
+
f ) =

∫
log |Dgu| ◦Φdµ+

f =

∫
log |Dgu|dν.

But the SRB measure µ+
g is the only g-invariant probability measure whose entropy is equal to its

unstable Lyapunov exponent ([30], [40]). Therefore,

(55) µ+
g = ν = Φ∗µ

+
f .

On the other hand, denote by ρ := Φ∗µ
−
f which is a g-invariant ergodic measure on T

2. Then

since Φ is a topological conjugacy, h−g (ρ) = h−f (µ
−
f ). Now denote by D(x) the cardinality of the set

f−1(x) for x ∈ T
2; since f does not have critical points, it follows that D(·) is constant on T

2 and
denote this constant by D. Since f and g are topologically conjugate, then D is the cardinality of

the set g−1(x),∀x ∈ T
2. It was proved in [19] that µ−

f = lim
n→∞

1
Dn

∑
z∈f−n(y)

1
n

n−1∑
i=0

δf iz, for any y from a

set A ⊂ T
2 of full Haar measure. This implies that ρ = lim

n→∞
1

Dn

∑
z′∈g−n(y′)

1
n

n−1∑
i=0

δgiz′ , for y′ ∈ Φ(A),

where ρ(Φ(A)) = 1. Since g has no critical points, it follows that for any set B ⊂ T
2 of sufficiently

small diameter, g is injective on B. Thus from the above convergence of measures to ρ, we obtain
that, if B has small diameter and its boundary has ρ-measure zero, then ρ(g(B)) = Dρ(B). Hence
Jg(ρ) = D, thus Fg(ρ) = logD. Hence from our assumption in the statement of Theorem 1.7, and
using Theorem 1.4 and the above formula for Fg(ρ), we infer that

h−f (µ
−
f ) = h−g (ρ) = hg(ρ)− logD = −

∫
log |Dgs| ◦ Φ dµ−

f ,

and therefore since ρ = Φ∗µ
−
f , we obtain

hg(ρ) = logD −
∫

log |Dgs| dρ.

But then from the uniqueness property of the inverse SRB measures (Theorem 3 of [19]), we obtain
that ρ = Φ∗µ

−
f = µ−

g . Now if f is Anosov special on T
2 and not expanding, then f is strongly special

(Remark 5.4.1 of [3]). Hence since Φ∗µ
−
f = µ−

g and Φ∗µ
+
f = µ+

g (from (55)), we apply Theorem A of

[18], to conclude that Φ is in fact a smooth conjugacy between f and g.
b) Now let f be a special C∞ Anosov endomorphism without critical points on T

2 and g = fL be
its linearization. Then Dgs = λs,Dgu = λu, where λs, λu are the stable/unstable eigenvalues of the
matrix of fL. Assuming that hf (µ

+
f ) = log |λu| and h−f (µ

−
f ) = − log |λs|, we obtain that the above

conditions of a) are satisfied. Thus from a) it follows that f and fL are smoothly conjugated.
�
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4. Links with inverse topological pressure

In [22] there was introduced and studied a notion of inverse topological entropy (and inverse
topological pressure) which is defined using coverings with inverse Bowen balls of type B−

n (x̂, ε),

x ∈ X̂ . In the current Section we define a generalization of this inverse topological entropy by

using covers with inverse Bowen balls along subsets of prehistories in X̂ . We prove Theorem 1.8
and Theorem 1.9 which relate the inverse entropy of an ergodic measure to the generalized inverse
topological entropy. We prove a Partial Variational Principle for this generalized inverse topological
entropy in Theorem 1.10; and a more precise result for special endomorphisms in Corollary 4.6.
Moreover, in Theorem 1.11 we establish a Full Variational Principle for inverse entropy for special
TA-covering maps of tori (in particular for special Anosov endomorphisms on tori).

Let again X be a compact metric space, f : X → X a continuous map on X, X̂ the inverse limit

of (X, f), and Â ⊂ X̂ an arbitrary set of prehistories. For ε > 0 define

B−(Â, ε) = {B−
m(x̂, ε) : m ≥ 1, x̂ ∈ Â}.

For a set B− = B−
m(x̂, ε) denote m by n(B). Let a subset Y ⊂ X. For λ ≥ 0, N ≥ 1 and ε > 0 define

m−
N (λ, Y, Â, ε) = inf





∑

B−∈F
e−λn(B−) : F ⊂ B−(Â, ε), n(B−) ≥ N,∀B− ∈ F , Y ∩ π(Â) ⊂

⋃

B−∈F
B−



 .

WhenN increases, the set of acceptable covers F becomes smaller and therefore the infimum increases

in the above expression. Hence the limit limN→∞m−
N (λ, Y, Â, ε) exists and will be denoted by

m−(λ, Y, Â, ε). Now, let

h−(Y, Â, ε) := inf{λ : m−(λ, Y, Â, ε) = 0}.
If ε decreases to zero, h−(Y, Â, ε) increases, so the limit limε→0 h

−(Y, Â, ε) exists and is denoted by

h−(Y, Â). If Ŷ ⊂ X̂ and Y = π(Ŷ ) then we denote h−(Y, Ŷ ) simply by h−(Ŷ ); or if we want to

emphasize the transformation f we write h−f (Ŷ ).

Proposition 4.1. Let f : X → X be a continuous map on the compact metric space X, X̂ be the
inverse limit of (X, f). Then the following properties hold:

(i) If Y ⊂ X and B̂ ⊂ Â ⊂ X̂, then h−(Y, Â) ≤ h−(Y, B̂).
(ii) If Y1 ⊂ Y2 ⊂ X and Â ⊂ X̂, then h−(Y1, Â) ≤ h−(Y2, Â).

(iii) If Y =
⋃

p≥1 Yp is a countable union of subsets of X and Â ⊂ X̂, then h−(Y, Â) = sup
p

h−(Yp, Â).

Proof. We prove only (iii), since the others are straightforward. From (ii), it follows that h−(Y, Â) ≥
sup
p

h−(Yp, Â). Let λ > sup
p

h−(Yp, Â) and ε > 0. Let now α > 0 be such that λ−α > sup
p

h−(Yp, Â, ε).

Hence m−(λ− α, Yp, Â, ε) = 0. As m−
N (λ− α, Yp, Â, ε) grows with N , we have that

m−
N (λ− α, Yp, Â, ε) = 0 for every N > 0.

If N is fixed, for every p there exists Fp ⊂ B−(Â, ε) such that n(B−) ≥ N, for every B− ∈ Fp,
Yp ⊂

⋃
B−∈Fp

B− and

∑

B−∈Fp

e−(λ−α)n(B−) <
1

2p
.

If F = ∪pFp ⊂ B−(Â, ε), then n(B−) ≥ N, for every B− ∈ F . Also Y =
⋃

p Yp ⊂
⋃

B−∈F B− and

∑

B−∈F
e−(λ−α)n(B−) < 1.



30 EUGEN MIHAILESCU AND RADU B. MUNTEANU

Hence m−
N (λ, Y, Â, ε) < e−αN . Thus m−(λ, Y, Â, ε) = 0, so h−(Y, Â, ε) ≤ λ,∀ε > 0. This holds for

every ε > 0, thus λ ≥ h−(Y, Â). As h−(Y, Â) ≤ λ for every λ > sup
p

h−(Yp, Â), we conclude that

h−(Y, Â) = sup
p

h−(Yp, Â). �

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Recall that µ̂ is f̂ -invariant and ergodic on X̂ . Let us assume that

lim
δ→0

(
sup{h−(Â) : Â ⊂ Ŷ , µ̂(Ŷ \ Â) < δ}

)
< α.

Let us choose β′ < α and δ′ ∈ (0, µ̂(Ŷ )) such that for every 0 < δ < δ′

(56) sup{h−(Â) : Â ⊂ Ŷ , µ̂(Ŷ \ Â) < δ} < β′.

Now consider β ∈ (β′, α) and δ ∈ (0, δ′). Define

Ŷk,p =

{
x̂ ∈ Ŷ :

− log µ(B−
n (x̂, ε))

n
> β, for all n ≥ p and for all ε ∈ (0, 1/k]

}
.

Since h−f,inf,B(µ, x̂) ≥ α > β for every x̂ ∈ Ŷ , it follows that Ŷ =
⋃

k,p≥1

Ŷk,p. Hence for every x̂ ∈ Ŷk,p,

(57) µ(B−
n (x̂, ε)) < e−nβ for all n ≥ p and for all ε ∈ (0, 1/k].

Let Yk,p = π(Ŷk,p). Since Ŷ is defined as an increasing union, we can choose k and p large enough

such that µ̂(Ŷk,p) > µ̂(Ŷ )− δ and

0 <
1

2
µ̂(Ŷ ) < µ̂(Ŷk,p) ≤ µ(Yk,p).

Then for ε > 0 we have from (56) that h−(Yk,p, Ŷk,p, ε) ≤ h−(Ŷk,p) < β′. Let ε < 1/k and N ≥ p.
Then there exists a cover FN of Yk,p with inverse Bowen balls B− with n(B−) ≥ N such that∑

B−∈FN
e−β′n(B−) < 1. Then using (57) and since β′ < β, we obtain

0 <
1

2
µ̂(Ŷ ) < µ(Yk,p) <

∑

B−∈FN

µ(B−) <
∑

B−∈FN

e−βn(B−) =
∑

B−∈FN

e−β′n(B−)+(β′−β)n(B−)

≤
∑

B−∈FN

e−β′n(B−)−(β−β′)N ≤ e−(β−β′)N .

But this is a contradiction since e−(β−β′)N → 0 when N → ∞.
�

We will now prove a covering lemma in the context of an ergodic hyperbolic measure which is
special (see Definition 2.29). If B = B(x, r) is a ball in a metric space we denote by 5B the ball
B(x, 5r). It is well known (Besicovitch Covering Theorem) that every family F of balls of uniformly
bounded radius in a compact metric space contains a disjointed subcollection G ⊂ F such that⋃
B∈F

B ⊂ ⋃
B∈G

5B. If f : M → M is C2 endomorphism we will prove a similar result for a family

of inverse Bowen balls. Before proving the general situation, we give a proof in a more restrictive
setting, where we assume that f is conformal on the local stable manifolds of the (non-uniformly)
hyperbolic measure.

Lemma 4.2. Let f : M → M be a C2 smooth endomorphism defined on a compact Riemannian
manifold and let µ be an f -invariant ergodic hyperbolic and special measure on M and assume that

that f is conformal on the local stable manifolds with respect to µ. For ε > 0 let R̂ε ⊂ M̂ be a Pesin

set and Ŷ ⊂ R̂ε be an arbitrary Borel set. Let F be a family of inverse Bowen balls B−
n (x̂, ε) with

x̂ ∈ R̂ε such that f̂−n(x̂) ∈ R̂ε for some integers n ≥ 1 and assume that F covers Y = π(Ŷ ). Then
there exists a subfamily G ⊂ F of mutually disjoint sets such that

Y ⊂
⋃

B∈G
5B−, where 5B− = B−

n (x̂, 5ε) if B− = B−
n (x̂, ε).
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Proof. For any inverse Bowen ball B−
n (x̂, ε) with x̂ ∈ R̂ε and f̂−n(x̂) ∈ R̂ε define

ds(B
−
n (x̂, ε)) = diam

(
B−

n (x̂, ε) ∩W s
ε (x)

)
,

as being the stable diameter of B−
n (x̂, ε). Let Ω be the collection of subfamilies ζ of mutually disjoint

sets from F with the following property: if B−
n (x̂, ε) ∈ F intersects a set from ζ, then it intersects

a set B−
m(ŷ, ε) from ζ with ds(B

−
m(ŷ, ε) > 1

2ds(B
−
n (x̂, ε)). Clearly Ω is partially ordered by inclusion.

Let C ⊂ Ω be a totally ordered collection of subfamilies of F . Then ζ̃ :=
⋃

ζ∈C ζ belongs to Ω. Thus,

by Zorn’s Lemma there exists a maximal subfamily G of ζ̃. Since ds(B
−) ≤ Cε, B− ∈ F , for C > 0 a

fixed constant, notice that Ω 6= ∅ since {B−
n (x̂, ε)} ∈ Ω whenever B−

n (x̂, ε) has stable diameter larger
than 1

2 sup{ds(B−), B− ∈ F} < ∞.
Now we want to prove that every set from F intersects at least a set from G. If this were not true,

then we can find a set B∗ ∈ F that does not intersect any set of G and which has

ds(B
∗) >

1

2
sup{ds(B′), B′ ∈ F , such that B′ ∩B′′ = ∅, for all B′′ ∈ G}.

Consider G′ = G ∪ {B∗}. We want to show that G′ ∈ Ω. Let an arbitrary element B̃− ∈ F . If

B̃− intersects some element of G, then since G ∈ Ω, we know that there exists B′ ∈ G such that

ds(B
′) > 1

2ds(B̃
−). Otherwise, B̃− does not intersect any element of G. But then, from the definition

of B∗ we have ds(B
∗) > 1

2ds(B̃
−). Hence G′ = G ∪ {B∗} ∈ Ω, which contradicts the maximality of G.

Let next z ∈ πR̂ε. Since f is conformal on the local stable manifold W s
ε (z), it follows that for any

inverse Bowen ball B− ∈ G, B−∩W s
ε (z) is a (usual) ball in W s

ε (z). Thus from the definition of Ω and
the maximality of G, it follows that {5B− ∩W s

ε (z), B− ∈ G} covers W s
ε (z)∩ Y . But now we use the

fact that there exist local stable and unstable manifolds of size ε for any ŷ ∈ R̂ε and the fact that the
local unstable manifolds depend only on base points since µ is special. Therefore {5B−, B− ∈ G}
covers Y . �

Theorem 4.3. Let f : M → M be a C2 smooth endomorphism defined on a compact Riemannian
manifold and let µ be an f -invariant ergodic hyperbolic measure on M . Assume that µ is special

and f is conformal on the local stable manifolds with respect to µ. Let Ŷ ⊂ M̂ be a Borel set and

Y := π(Ŷ ). If h−f,sup,B(µ, x̂) ≤ α for every x̂ ∈ Ŷ , then there exists Ẑ ⊂ Ŷ with µ(Ŷ \ Ẑ) = 0 such

that h−(Ẑ) ≤ α.

Proof. Let β > α and x̂ ∈ Ŷ . Since the expression lim sup
n→∞

− log µ(B−

n (x̂,ε))
n increases to h−f,sup,B(µ, x̂)

when ε decreases to 0, and since by assumption h−f,sup,B(µ, x̂) ≤ α, we have that

(58) lim sup
n→∞

− log(B−
n (x̂, ε))

n
≤ α < β, for every ε > 0.

For ε > 0 we consider a Pesin set R̂ε ⊂ M̂ . Let Q̂ε be the set of all x̂ ∈ R̂ε with the property that

f̂−n(x̂) ∈ R̂ε for infinitely many n ≥ 1. By Poincaré Recurrence Theorem we have that µ̂(R̂ε\Q̂ε) = 0.
For ε > 0 and p ≥ 1 define the Borel set

(59) Ŷp(ε) =

{
x̂ ∈ Ŷ :

− log µ(B−
n (x̂, ε))

n
< β for all n ≥ p

}

and let

Ẑp(ε) = Ŷp(ε) ∩ Q̂ε.

Clearly Zp(ε) = π(Ẑp(ε)) is a Borel set in M . Let now N ≥ p. Notice that for every x̂ ∈ Ẑp(ε) ⊂ Q̂ε,

f̂−n(x̂) ∈ R̂ε for infinitely many n ≥ 1. Let F be the set of all inverse Bowen balls of the form

B−
n (x̂, ε), where x̂ ∈ Ẑp(ε) and f̂−n(x̂) ∈ R̂ε. Clearly F covers Zp(ε). By Lemma 4.2 we obtain then

a subcollection G ⊂ F of mutually disjoint sets of the form B−
n (x̂, ε) with n ≥ N and x̂ ∈ Ẑp(ε) such
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that {5B− : B− ∈ G} covers Zp(ε), where 5B− = B−
n (x̂, 5ε) if B− = B−

n (x̂, ε). For a set B− of the
form B−

n (x̂, ε) we denote n by n(B−). Then, from (59) and since G is a disjoint family, we obtain

(60)
∑

B−∈G
e−βn(B−) ≤

∑

B−∈G
µ(B−) ≤ 1.

Let now an arbitrary β′ with β′ > β. Then from (60),
∑

B−∈G
e−β′n(B−) =

∑

B−∈G
e−βn(B−)e−(β′−β)n(B−) ≤

∑

B−∈G
e−βn(B−)e−(β′−β)N ≤ e−(β′−β)N −→

N→∞
0.

Thus h−(Zp(ε), Ẑp(ε), 5ε) ≤ β′ for every p ≥ 1 and every β′ > β > α. Notice that Ŷp(ε) ⊂ Ŷp+1(ε)

and by (58) we have Ŷ =
⋃∞

p=1 Ŷp(ε). Let Ẑ =
⋃

ε>0(Ŷ ∩ Q̂ε) =
⋃

ε>0

⋃
p≥1 Ẑp(ε). Then, since

Ẑp(ε) ⊂ Ẑ, by Proposition 4.1, we have

(61) h−(Zp(ε), Ẑ , 5ε) ≤ h−(Zp(ε), Ẑp(ε), 5ε) ≤ β′,

for every p ≥ 1 and every ε > 0. Notice that Ŷp(ε) ⊂ Ŷp+1(ε) and by (58) we have Ŷ =
⋃∞

p=1 Ŷp(ε).

Since R̂ε ⊂ R̂ε′ if ε
′ < ε it follows that Q̂ε ⊂ Q̂ε′ if ε

′ < ε. As Ŷ =
⋃∞

p=1 Ŷp(ε) for every ε > 0, it
follows that for every n ≥ 1,

Ẑ =

∞⋃

q=n

(Ŷ ∩ Q̂ 1
q
) =

∞⋃

q=n

(

∞⋃

p=1

Ŷp(
1

q
) ∩ Q̂ 1

q
) =

∞⋃

q=n

∞⋃

p=1

Ẑp(
1

q
).

Now as
⋃

ε R̂ε = M̂ up to a set of µ̂-measure zero and µ̂(R̂ε \ Q̂ε) = 0, it follows that µ̂(Ŷ \ Ẑ) = 0.

Hence, if we define Z := π(Ẑ) then Z =
∞⋃
q=n

∞⋃
p=1

Zp(
1
q ), for every n ≥ 1. Thus by Proposition 4.1 and

(61) we obtain for every n ≥ 1,

h−
(
Z, Ẑ,

5

n

)
= sup{h−

(
Zp(

1

q
), Ẑ ,

5

n

)
, p ≥ 1, q ≥ n} ≤ sup{h−

(
Zp(

1

q
), Ẑ,

5

q

)
, p ≥ 1, q ≥ n} ≤ β′.

Then since β, β′ are arbitrary with β′ > β > α it follows from above that h−(Z, Ẑ, 5
n) ≤ α, for every

n ≥ 1. Therefore h−(Z, Ẑ) = h−(Ẑ) ≤ α. �

Now we study the case when f is not necessarily conformal on local stable manifolds. Let f : M →
M be a C2 smooth endomorphism on a compact Riemannian manifold and let µ be an f -invariant
ergodic hyperbolic and special measure on M . Let us assume now that the endomorphism f is not
necessarily conformal on local stable manifolds over M . Recall that µ̂ denotes the unique ergodic

f̂ -invariant measure on M̂ such that π∗µ̂ = µ. Since µ̂ is ergodic, from Oseledec Theorem there

exists a set Ê ⊂ M̂ of µ̂-measure equal to 1 and k ≥ 1, such that for every x̂ ∈ Ê there exist vector
subspaces Es

i,x−n
, 1 ≤ i ≤ k and Lyapunov exponents of µ, λs,i < 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ k (since µ̂ is ergodic).

Without loss of generality we assume that there exists only two negative Lyapunov exponents, so
k = 2. Thus for any δ > 0 and p ≥ 1 define the Borel set

(62) D̂s
p(δ) =

{
x̂ ∈ M̂ : e(λs,i−δ)n <

∥∥∥Dfn|Es
i,x

−n

∥∥∥ < e(λs,i+δ)n,∀i ∈ {1, 2},∀n ≥ p
}
.

We have lim
p→∞

µ̂(D̂s
p(δ)) = 1. Since µ is hyperbolic, for any ε > 0 there exists a Pesin set R̂ε ⊂ M̂

for µ, (see [4]). If a set of the form B−
n (x̂, ε) ∩W s

ε (y), with y ∈ πR̂ε and such that x̂ ∈ D̂s
p(δ) and

f̂−n(x̂) ∈ R̂ε for some n ≥ p is nonempty, then this set is almost a rectangle whose sides in the two
stable directions are l1(x̂, n, ε) and l2(x̂, n, ε) and there exists a constant C(ε) > 0 independent of x̂
and n, such that

ε

C(ε)
· e(λs,i−δ)n < li(x̂, n, ε) < C(ε)ε · e(λs,i+δ)n, i = 1, 2.
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Let

K(δ) :=

(−λs,1 + δ

−λs,1 − δ
+ δ

)−1

.

Since lim
δ→0

K(δ) = 1 for all δ sufficiently small we have K(δ) > 1/2. Let also

(63) A(δ) := K(δ) ·
(
min

{−λs,i − δ

−λs,i + δ
: i = 1, 2

}
− δ

)
.

Clearly 0 < A(δ) < 1 and lim
δ→0

A(δ) = 1. With this notation we have:

Lemma 4.4. Let δ, ε > 0 arbitrarily small and p(δ, ε) > 1 such that p(δ, ε) · (−λs,i + δ)δ > log 2 +

2 logC(ε) and then let m,n, p arbitrary with m,n > 2p and p ≥ p(δ, ε). Let y ∈ πR̂ε and x̂, ẑ ∈ D̂s
p(δ)

such that f̂−n(x̂), f̂−m(ẑ) ∈ R̂ε. If B−
n (x̂, ε) ∩W s

ε (y) intersects B−
m(ẑ, ε) ∩ W s

ε (y) and l1(ẑ,m, ε) >
1
2 · l1(x̂, n, ε) then B−

n (x̂, ε)∩W s
ε (y) ⊂ B−

[mA(δ)](ẑ, 5ε)∩W s
ε (y), where [mA(δ)] denotes the integer part

of mA(δ).

Proof. With the above notation, for i = 1, 2 we have

ε

C(ε)
· e(λs,i−δ)n < l1(x̂, n, ε) < C(ε)ε · e(λs,i+δ)n,

ε

C(ε)
· e(λs,i−δ)m < l1(ẑ,m, ε) < C(ε)ε · e(λs,i+δ)m.

Now, since l1(ẑ,m, ε) > 1
2 · l1(x̂, n, ε), we have C(ε)e(λs,1+δ)m > 1

2C(ε)e
(λs,1−δ)n, and then

(−λs,1 − δ)m < (−λs,1 + δ)n + log 2 + 2 logC(ε).

Hence, since m,n > 2p(δ, ε) and p(δ, ε) is chosen as in the statement, we obtain

m

n
<

−λs,1 + δ

−λs,1 − δ
+

2 logC(ε) + log 2

n(−λs,1 + δ)
<

−λs,1 + δ

−λs,1 − δ
+ δ.

Therefore m ·K(δ) < n. As K(δ) > 1/2, for i = 1, 2 we have

(−λs,i + δ) ·A(δ)m ≤
(−λs,i − δ

−λs,i + δ
− δ

)
· (−λs,i + δ)K(δ)m

= (−λs,i − δ) ·mK(δ) − δ(−λs,i + δ)mK(δ) < (−λs,i − δ)n + log 2− 2 logC(ε).

Thus − logC(ε) + (λs,i − δ) ·A(δ)m > (λs,i + δ)n − log 2 + logC(ε) and then

ε

C(ε)
· e(λs,i−δ)A(δ)m >

1

2
· C(ε)ε · e(λs,i+δ)n, i = 1, 2.

Using the assumption n > 2p from the statement, it follows that

B−
n (x̂, ε) ∩W s

ε (y) ⊂ B−
[mA(δ)](ẑ, 5ε) ∩W s

ε (y).

�

Recall that µ is a hyperbolic and special measure on Λ. With the same notation as above we prove
now the following lemma:

Lemma 4.5. Let Ŷ ⊂ R̂ε be a Borel set. Let F be a family of sets of the form B−
n (x̂, ε) with

x̂ ∈ D̂s
p(δ) ∩ R̂ε and such that f̂−n(x̂) ∈ R̂ε for some n ≥ 2p (where p ≥ p(δ, ε) as in Lemma 4.4)

and assume that F covers Y = π(Ŷ ). Then there exists a subfamily G ⊂ F of mutually disjoint sets
such that

Y ⊂
⋃

B−∈G
5B−, where 5B− = B−

[nA(δ)](x̂, 5ε) if B− = B−
n (x̂, ε).
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Proof. We recall that for any set of type B−
n (x̂, ε) with x̂ ∈ D̂s

p(δ)∩ R̂ε and such that f̂−n(x̂) ∈ R̂ε we

denoted by l1(x̂, n, ε) and l2(x̂, n, ε) the diameters in the stable directions of B−
n (x̂, ε)∩W s

ε (x). For the
inverse ball B− = B−

n (x̂, ε) we also denote li(x̂, n, ε) by li(B
−), for i = 1, 2. Let Ω be the collection of

subfamilies ζ of mutually disjoint sets from F with the following property: if B−
n (x̂, ε) ∈ F intersects

a set from ζ, then it intersects a set B−
m(ŷ, ε) from ζ with l1(ŷ,m, ε) > 1

2 l1(x̂, n, ε). Clearly Ω is
partially ordered by inclusion. Let C ⊂ Ω be a totally ordered collection of subfamilies of F . Then
ζ̃ =

⋃
ζ∈C ζ belongs to Ω. Thus, by Zorn’s Lemma there exists a maximal subfamily G of ζ̃. Notice

that Ω 6= ∅ since {B− = B−
n (x̂, ε)} ∈ Ω whenever l1(B

−) > 1
2 sup{l1(B−), B− ∈ F}.

Now, we want to prove that every set from F intersects at least a set from G. If this were not
true, then we can find a set B∗ ∈ F that does not intersect any set of G and which has

l1(B
∗) >

1

2
sup{l1(B′), B′ ∈ F , such that B′ ∩B′′ = ∅, for all B′′ ∈ G}.

Consider G′ = G ∪ {B∗}. We want to show that G′ ∈ Ω. Let an arbitrary element B̃− ∈ F . If

B̃− intersects some element of G, then since G ∈ Ω, we know that there exists B′ ∈ G such that

l1(B
′) > 1

2 l1(B̃
−). Otherwise, B̃− does not intersect any element of G. But then, from the definition

of B∗ we have l1(B
∗) > 1

2 l1(B̃
−). Hence G′ = G ∪ {B∗} ∈ Ω, which contradicts the maximality of G.

Let now z ∈ πR̂ε. Hence for any set B− ∈ G, B−∩W s
ε (z) is almost a rectangle with sides l1(x̂, n, ε)

and l2(x̂, n, ε) in the two stable directions. Thus from the definition of Ω and the maximality of G
it follows that {5B− ∩ W s

ε (z), B− ∈ G} covers W s
ε (z) ∩ Y . Here we use Lemma 4.4 and the fact

that A(δ) is necessary for the estimate of l2(B
−). But now we use that there exist local stable and

unstable manifolds of size ε over R̂ε and that the local unstable manifolds depend only on their
respective base points, since µ is special. Thus {5B−, B− ∈ G} covers Y . �

Proof of Theorem 1.9. As in the previous lemma, we assume without loss of generality,
that there exists only two negative Lyapunov exponents λs,1 and λs,2. Let δ > 0 be such that
A(δ),K(δ) > 1/2 for every 0 < δ < δ0. Let p ≥ 1. Recall that

D̂s
p(δ) =

{
x̂ ∈ M̂ : e(λs,i−δ)n <

∥∥∥Dfn|Es
i,x

−n

∥∥∥ < e(λs,i+δ)n,∀i ∈ {1, 2},∀n ≥ p
}
.

Then since the lift µ̂ of µ is ergodic, we have

(64) D̂s
p(δ) ⊂ D̂s

p+1(δ) and µ̂(M̂ \
⋃

p≥1

D̂s
p(δ)) = 0.

Let

Ŷ (δ) =
⋃

p≥1

(D̂s
p(δ) ∩ Ŷ ).

Then by (64), we have µ̂(Ŷ \ Ŷ (δ)) = 0. Let β > α. Since the expression lim sup
n→∞

− log µ(B−

n (x̂,ε))
n

increases to h−f,sup,B(µ, x̂) when ε decreases to 0, and since by assumption h−f,sup,B(µ, x̂) ≤ α, we

obtain that for every x̂ ∈ Ŷ ,

(65) lim sup
n→∞

− log µ(B−
n (x̂, ε))

n
< β, for every ε > 0.

Recall that for ε > 0, R̂ε ⊂ M̂ is a Pesin set. Let Q̂ε be the set of all x̂ ∈ R̂ε with the property that

f̂−n(x̂) ∈ R̂ε for infinitely many n ≥ 1. By Poincaré Recurrence Theorem we have that µ̂(R̂ε\Q̂ε) = 0.
For ε > 0 and p ≥ 1 define the Borel set

(66) Ŷp(δ, ε) =

{
x̂ ∈ D̂s

p(δ) ∩ Ŷ | − log µ(B−
n (x̂, ε))

n
< β, for all n ≥ p

}
.
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Notice that Ŷp(δ, ε) ⊂ Ŷp+1(δ, ε) and by (65), we have that Ŷ (δ) =
∞⋃
p=1

Ŷp(δ, ε). Let

Ẑp(δ, ε) = Ŷp(δ, ε) ∩ Q̂ε.

Clearly, Zp(δ, ε) := π(Ẑp(δ, ε)) is a Borel set in M . Let now N ≥ p. Notice that for every ẑ ∈
Ẑp(δ, ε) ⊂ Q̂ε, we have f̂−n(ẑ) ∈ R̂ε for infinitely many n ≥ 1. Then, by Lemma 4.5, we obtain a

collection G of disjoint sets of the form B−
n (x̂, ε), x̂ ∈ Ẑp(δ, ε) with n ≥ 2N+2, such that {5B− : B− ∈

G} covers Zp(δ, ε), where 5B
− = B−

[nA(δ)](x̂, 5ε) if B
− = B−

n (x̂, ε). For a set B− of the form B−
n (x̂, ε)

we denote n by n(B−); thus n(5B−) = [nA(δ)]. Notice that βn(5B−)/A(δ) = β[A(δ)n(B−)]/A(δ) >
βn(B−)− 2β, since A(δ) > 1

2 . Then from (66), and since G is a disjoint family, we obtain

(67)
∑

B−∈G
e−βn(5B−)/A(δ) ≤

∑

B−∈G
e−βn(B−) · e2β ≤

∑

B−∈G
µ(B−) · e2β ≤ e2β .

Since A(δ) > 1/2, we have n(5B−) > N for every B− ∈ G. Consider now β′ arbitrary with β′ > β.
Then from (67),

∑

B−∈G
e−β′n(5B−)/A(δ) =

∑

B−∈G
e−βn(5B−)/A(δ)e−(β′−β)n(5B−)/A(δ)

≤ e−(β′−β)N ·
∑

B−∈·G
e−βn(5B−)/A(δ) ≤ e2β · e−(β′−β)N N→∞−→ 0.

Thus h−(Zp(δ, ε), Ẑp(δ, ε), 5ε) ≤ β′/A(δ) for every p ≥ 1 and every β′ > β > α. Let Ẑ(δ) =⋃
ε>0(Ŷ (δ) ∩ Q̂ε). Then, since Ẑp(δ, ε) ⊂ Ẑ(δ), by Proposition 4.1, for every p and ε > 0, we have

(68) h−(Zp(δ, ε), Ẑ(δ), 5ε) ≤ h−(Zp(δ, ε), Ẑp(δ, ε), 5ε) ≤ β′/A(δ).

If 0 < ε′ < ε, then since R̂ε ⊂ R̂ε′ , it follows that Q̂ε ⊂ Q̂ε′ . As Ŷ (δ) =
⋃∞

p=1 Ŷp(δ, ε) for every
ε > 0, it follows that for every n ≥ 1,

Ẑ(δ) =

∞⋃

q=n

(Ŷ (δ) ∩ Q̂ 1
q
) =

∞⋃

q=n

(

∞⋃

p=1

Ŷp(δ,
1

n
) ∩ Q̂ 1

q
) =

∞⋃

q=n

∞⋃

p=1

Ẑp(δ,
1

q
).

Now as
⋃

ε>0 Q̂ε = M̂ up to a µ̂-null set, and µ̂(Ŷ \ Ŷ (δ)) = 0, it follows that µ̂(Ŷ \ Ẑ(δ)) = 0. Hence

if Z(δ) := π(Ẑ(δ)), then Z(δ) =
∞⋃
q=n

∞⋃
p=1

Zp(δ,
1
q ), ∀n ≥ 1. So by Proposition 4.1 and (68), for ∀n ≥ 1,

h−
(
Z(δ), Ẑ(δ),

5

n

)
= sup{h−

(
Zp(δ,

1

q
), Ẑ(δ),

5

n

)
, p ≥ 1, q ≥ n}

≤ sup{h−
(
Zp(δ,

1

q
), Ẑ(δ),

5

q

)
, p ≥ 1, q ≥ n} ≤ β′/A(δ).

Then since β, β′ are arbitrary with β′ > β > α, it follows from above that h−(Z(δ), Ẑ(δ), 5
n) ≤ α/A(δ),

for every n ≥ 1. Thus h−(Ẑ(δ)) = h−(Z(δ), Ẑ(δ)) ≤ α/A(δ), where Ẑ(δ) ⊂ Ŷ and µ̂(Ŷ ) = µ̂(Ẑ(δ)).

Hence inf
δ>0

h−(Ẑ(δ)) ≤ α and the conclusion of the theorem follows.

�

Theorem 1.9.(Partial Variational Principle for inverse entropy). Let f : M → M be a C2 smooth
endomorphism on a manifold M . Then,

sup{inf{h−(Ẑ), µ̂(Ẑ) = 1}, µ hyperbolic ergodic and special} ≤ sup{h−f,inf,B(µ), µ ergodic}

≤ lim
δ→0

(
sup{h−(Â), µ̂(Â) > 1− δ, µ ergodic}

)
.
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Proof. Let µ be an arbitrary probability measure on M which is f -invariant ergodic hyperbolic

and special. Since µ is ergodic there exists a Borel set Ŷ ⊂ M̂ with µ̂(Ŷ ) = 1 and such that

h−f,sup,B(µ, x̂) = h−f,sup,B(µ) for every x̂ ∈ Ŷ . Then by Theorem 1.9, we have inf{h−(Ẑ), Ẑ ⊂
Ŷ , µ̂(Ẑ) = µ̂(Ŷ )} ≤ h−f,sup,B(µ) and thus inf{h−(Ẑ), µ̂(Ẑ) = 1} ≤ h−f,sup,B(µ). From Theorem 1.6 we

know that if µ is ergodic hyperbolic and special, then h−f,inf,B(µ) = h−f,sup,B(µ). Therefore,

sup
{
inf{h−(Ẑ), µ̂(Ẑ) = 1}, µ ergodic and special

}
≤

≤ sup{h−f,sup,B(µ), µ ergodic and special} = sup{h−f,inf,B(µ), µ ergodic and special}.

Next it is clear that, sup{h−f,inf,B(µ), µ ergodic and special} ≤ sup{h−f,inf,B(µ), µ ergodic}. Hence
from the above displayed inequalities it follows that,

sup
{
inf{h−(Ẑ), µ̂(Ẑ) = 1}, µ ergodic and special

}
≤(69)

≤ sup{h−f,inf,B(µ), µ ergodic}.

Let ν be an arbitrary probability measure on M which is f -invariant and ergodic. Let Ŷ ⊂ M̂ be

such that ν̂(Ŷ ) = 1 and h−f,inf,B(ν, x̂) = h−f,inf,B(ν) for every x̂ ∈ Ŷ . Then by Theorem 1.8 we obtain:

h−f,inf,B(ν) ≤ lim
δ→0

(
sup{h−(Â), Â ⊂ Ŷ , ν̂(Â) > 1− δ}

)
≤ lim

δ→0

(
sup{h−(Â), ν̂(Â) > 1− δ}

)

≤ lim
δ→0

(
sup{h−(Â), µ̂(Â) > 1− δ, µ ergodic}

)
,

where the last supremum is taken over all ergodic measures µ. As ν was arbitrary, we conclude that

sup{h−f,inf,B(µ), µ ergodic} ≤ lim
δ→0

(
sup{h−(Â), µ̂(Â) > 1− δ, µ ergodic}

)
.

Therefore from the last displayed inequality and (69), we obtain the conclusion of the Theorem. �

In case f is a special hyperbolic endomorphism on Λ (Definition ??), then any f -invariant ergodic
measure on Λ is hyperbolic and special. Examples of special endomorphisms are toral endomorphisms,
certain skew product endomorphisms, etc (see [12, 18]).

Corollary 4.6. Let f be a C2 endomorphism on a Riemannian manifold M , so that f is hyperbolic
and special on a compact invariant set Λ ⊂ M . Then,

sup
{
inf{h−(Z, Λ̂), Z ⊂ Λ, µ(Z) = 1}, µ ergodic on Λ

}
≤ sup{h−f,inf,B(µ), µ ergodic on Λ} =

= sup{h−f,sup,B(µ), µ ergodic on Λ} ≤ lim
δ→0

(
sup{h−(Â), µ̂(Â) > 1− δ, µ ergodic on Λ}

)
.

In the case of special TA-covering maps on tori, we obtain in Theorem 1.11 a Full Variational
Principle for inverse entropy. In particular, this holds for Anosov endomorphisms without critical
points on tori.

Proof of Theorem 1.11.

From the Theorem of Sumi from [36] stated in Section 3 it follows that there exists a topological
conjugacy Φ : Td → T

d between f and fL. Thus by Proposition 2.4 the inverse topological entropy
of f satisfies the relation

h−f (T̂
d
f ) = h−fL(T̂

d
fL) = −

∑

i:|λi|<1

log |λi|,

where λi are the eigenvalues of the matrix of fL. Moreover µ is an f -invariant ergodic measure if
and only if Φ∗µ is an fL-invariant ergodic measure. But if m is the Haar measure on T

d, then m is
fL-invariant ergodic and h−fL(m) = −∑

i:|λi|<1 log |λi| (see subsection 5.2); for any other fL-invariant

ergodic measure µ we have h−fL(µ) ≤ −∑
i:|λi|<1 log |λi|. So the measure ρ := Φ−1

∗ m is f -invariant

ergodic and h−f (ρ) = h−fL(m) = −∑
i:|λi|<1 log |λi|. If ν is any other f -invariant ergodic measure,
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then h−f (ν) = h−fL(Φ∗ν) ≤ −∑
i:|λi|<1 log |λi|. Thus we have a Full Variational Principle for inverse

entropy if f : Td → T
d is a special TA-covering map. �

5. Classes of Examples

5.1. Examples using expanding maps. (1) Let σ : Σ+
m → Σ+

m be the shift on the one-sided
symbolic space

Σ+
m = {(x0, x1, x2, . . .) : xi ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, i ≥ 0}.

Then h−σ (µ) = 0 for any σ-invariant probability measure µ, in particular for any Bernoulli measure
µp corresponding to a probability vector p = (p1, p2, . . . , pm).

(2) Let f : S1 → S1, f(x) = dx (mod 1). Then h−f (m) = 0, where m is the Haar measure on S1.

5.2. Linear toral endomorphisms. Let A be a p × p hyperbolic matrix with |det(A)| > 1 and
with integer entries and non-zero eigenvalues λ1, λ2, . . . λp. Let fA : Tp → T

p be the associated toral
endomorphism. Let m be the normalized Lebesgue measure (Haar measure) on T

p. Then

h−fA,B(m) = −
∑

{i:|λi|<1}
log |λi|, hfA(m) =

∑

{i:|λi|>1}
log |λi|.

Indeed, for an arbitrary prehistory ẑ and arbitrary n ≥ 1 we have C1·εp
∏

i:|λi|<1 λ
n
i ≤ m(B−

n (ẑ, ε)) ≤
C2 · εp

∏
i:|λi|<1 λ

n
i , where C1 and C2 are positive constants independent on n and on ẑ. Then

lim
n→∞

− logm(B−
n (ẑ, ε))

n
= −

∑

{i:|λi|<1}
log |λi|,

and therefore h−fA,B(m) = −∑
{i:|λi|<1} log |λi|. Note that, for m-a.e. z ∈ T

p, JfA(m)(z) =
∏p

i=1 |λi|
and so by Theorem 1.4 or Theorem 1.5,

(70) h−fA,B(m) = h−fA(m) = hfA(m)− FfA(m) = −
∑

{i:|λi|<1}
log |λi|.

One can cover Tp with Nn,ε = (εp
∏

i:|λi|<1 λ
n
i )

−1 (n, ε)-inverse Bowen balls with mutually disjoint in-

teriors. It then follows that the inverse topological entropy of fA satisfies h−fA(T̂
p) = −∑

i:|λi(µ)|<1 log |λi|.
If µ is any ergodic f -invariant measure, then from Corollary 2.22 we know that h−fA(µ) exists and

h−fA(µ) ≤ −
∑

i:|λi(µ)|<1

log |λi|,

where λi are the the eigenvalues of A with their multiplicities. In this case Theorem 1.11 applies.

Example 5.2.1. Inverse measure-theoretic entropy can distinguish between isomorphism classes

of measure preserving endomorphisms, when they have the same forward entropy. Let the matrices

A1 =




8 1 4
0 3 1
0 2 1


 and A2 =




4 0 0
3 6 2
5 4 2


 .

The eigenvalues of A1 are 8, 2 +
√
3 and 2 −

√
3 and the eigenvalues of A2 are 4, 4 + 2

√
3 and

4− 2
√
3. Then fA1 and fA2 have the same (forward) entropy for the Haar measure m on T

3, namely

log 8 + log(2 +
√
3). On the other hand, we have

h−fA1
(m) = − log(2−

√
3) and h−fA2

(m) = − log(4− 2
√
3),

thus (T3, fA1 ,m) and (T3, fA2 ,m) are not isomorphic.
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5.3. Fat baker’s transformations. Let K = [−1, 1]× [−1, 1]. For 0 < β < 1 consider as in [1] the
transformation Tβ : K → K defined by

Tβ(x, y) =

{
(βx+ (1− β), 2y − 1) y ≥ 0,

(βx− (1− β), 2y + 1) y < 0.

The maps obtained for β ∈
(
1
2 , 1

)
are called fat baker’s transformations. In this case the attractor is

the whole square K. Let z = (x, y) ∈ K. Notice that we have overlaps between the images of the two

branches of Tβ. There exists a Tβ-invariant ergodic probability measure µβ
SRB on K (called the Sinai-

Ruelle-Bowen measure of Tβ), such that for Lebesgue a.e. point (x, y) ∈ K the measures 1
n

n−1∑
i=0

δT i
β
(x,y)

converge weakly to µβ
SRB. Consider the iterated function system Sβ = {Sβ

1 , S
β
2 } consisting of Sβ

1 (x) =

βx+ (1− β), Sβ
2 (x) = βx− (1− β), x ∈ [−1, 1] and let πβ : Σ+

2 → [−1, 1] be the canonical projection

to the limit set of Sβ. Let µ( 1
2
, 1
2
) be the Bernoulli measure on Σ+

2 corresponding to the vector
(
1
2 ,

1
2

)

and νβ := πβ∗µ( 1
2
, 1
2
). The Sinai-Ruelle-Bowen measure µβ

SRB for Tβ is equal to νβ×m (see [1]), where

m is the normalized Lebesgue measure on [−1, 1]. Let now z = (x, y) ∈ K with y 6= ±1, and ẑ be a
Tβ-prehistory of z. As Tβ is contracting with constant factor β in first coordinate and expanding in
second coordinate, it follows that for ε > 0 small, B−

n (ẑ, ε) = B(x, βnε)×B(y, ε) for all n ≥ 1. Thus

(71) µβ
SRB(B

−
n (ẑ, ε)) = νβ(B(x, βnε)) · ε.

Let

δ(νβ)(x) = lim inf
r→0

log νβ(B(x, r))

log r
and δ(νβ)(x) = lim sup

r→0

log νβ(B(x, r))

log r
,

be the lower, respectively upper pointwise dimension of νβ at x. It follows from [11] (or [21]) that

νβ is exact dimensional and thus δ(νβ)(x) = δ(νβ)(x) for νβ-a.e. x ∈ [−1, 1] and the common
value δ(νβ)(x) is constant for νβ-a.e x; we denote this constant by δ(νβ). Then from (71) and since

δ(νβ) = lim
r→0

log νβ(B(x,r))
log r for νβ-a.e. x, it follows that h

−
Tβ ,B

(µβ
SRB) exists and

(72) h−Tβ ,B
(µβ

SRB) = | log β| · δ(νβ).
In [24] Mihailescu and Urbański introduced the topological overlap number; in our case denote the
topological overlap number of Sβ by o(β). Then from [21] it follows that

(73) δ(νβ) = HD(νβ) =
log 2− log o(β)

| log β| .

From (72) and (73), for any β ∈
(
1
2 , 1

)
the inverse entropy of the SRB measure of Tβ satisfies,

(74) h−Tβ ,B
(µβ

SRB) = h−Tβ
(µβ

SRB) = log 2− log o(β).

5.4. Tsujii endomorphisms. Let the family of endomorphisms T : S1 × R → S1 × R,

(75) T (x, y) = (lx, λy + f(x)),

where l ≥ 2 is an integer, 1/l < λ < 1 and f : S1 → R is a C2 function, defined in [37]. The map
T is a skew product over the expanding map τ : x 7→ lx, having uniform contraction in the fibre
direction, hence T is an Anosov endomorphism. Let µSRB denote the SRB measure for T . If λl < 1,
the SRB measure µSRB is totally singular with respect to the Lebesgue measure on S1 × R because
T contracts area. If λl > 1 as in our setting, then the situation is more interesting: in some cases the
SRB measure is totally singular with respect to Lebesgue measure and in other cases it is absolutely
continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure.

In [37] Tsujii proved that for a generic map T the corresponding SRB measure is absolutely
continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Fix an integer l ≥ 2. Let D ⊂ (0, 1) × C2(S1,R)
be the set of all pairs (λ, f) for which the SRB measure is absolutely continuous with respect to the
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Lebesgue measure on S1 × R. Then D contains an open and dense subset of (1/l, 1) × C2(S1,R).
Consider the map

τ : S1 → S1, τ(x) = lx mod 1.

Let Σ+
l be the one sided shift space on l symbols, i.e the set {ω = (ω1, ω2, . . .) : ωi ∈ {1, . . . , l}, i ≥ 1}.

Let π : S1 → {1, 2, . . . l} be defined by π(x) = j where x ∈
[
j−1
l , jl

)
. If ω ∈ Σ+

l let π(x)ω be the

element of Σ+
l obtained by putting π(x) in front of ω. For (x, ω) ∈ S1 × Σ+

l let

S(x, ω) = f(x1(ω)) + λf(x2(ω)) + λ2f(x2(ω)) + · · · ,
where x1(ω) is the unique point y from

[
ω1−1

l , ω1
l

)
such that τ(y) = x, x2(ω) is the unique point y

from
[
ω2−1

l , ω2
l

)
such that τ(y) = x1(ω), and so on. Let us consider the maps

Ψ : S1 × Σ+
l → S1 × R, Ψ(x, ω) = (x, S(x, ω)), and(76)

Θ : S1 × Σ+
l → S1 × Σ+

l , Θ(x, ω) = (τ(x), π(x)ω).

Then

Ψ ◦Θ(x, ω) = Ψ(τ(x), π(x)ω) = (τ(x), S(τ(x), π(x)ω) = (τ(x), f(x) + λf(x1(ω)) + λ2f(x2(ω)) + · · · )
= (τ(x), f(x) + λ(f(x1(ω)) + λf(x2(ω)) + · · · )) = T (τ(x), S(x, ω)) = T ◦Ψ(x, ω).

Fix an integer l ≥ 2 and λ such that l−1 < λ < 1. Let g : S1 → R a C2 function, k ≥ 1, and
ϕi : S

1 → R, 1 ≤ i ≤ k be C∞. For t = (t1, t2, . . . , tk) ∈ R
k, consider the family of functions

ft(x) = g(x) +
k∑

i=1

tiϕi(x) : S
1 → R.

Then we obtain the corresponding family of maps

(77) Tt : S
1 × R → S1 × R Tt(x, y) = (lx, λy + ft(x)).

Theorem 5.1. There exists a family ϕi : S
1 → R, 1 ≤ i ≤ k of C∞ functions such that, if {Tt}t∈Rk

are the maps defined in (77), then for Lebesgue a.e. t ∈ R
k the following estimates for the inverse

entropy of the SRB measure µt
SRB of Tt hold:

(78)
1

2
| log λ| ≤ h−Tt,inf,B

(µt
SRB) ≤ h−Tt,sup,B

(µt
SRB)| ≤ h−Tt

(µt
SRB) = | log λ|.

Proof. In general, let T be an Anosov endomorphism defined as in (75) and denote by µSRB its
SRB measure (which exists since T is Anosov). Recall the definition of the map Ψ from (76). Let
µx = Ψ∗(δx × ν) for x ∈ S1, where δx is the point mass at x and ν is the Bernoulli measure on Σ+

l

associated to the probability vector (1/l, . . . , 1/l). The measures µx, x ∈ S1, form a canonical family
of conditional measures of the SRB measure µSRB with respect to the partition of S1 ×R into fibres
{x} × R, x ∈ S1 (see [31], [37]). In general, for a finite Borel measure ρ on R and any r > 0 define

‖ρ‖r =
(∫

R

(ρ(B(z, r)))2 dz

) 1
2

.

For r > 0, define I(r) := r−2
∫
S1 ‖µx‖2r dx. We want to see when is the following condition satisfied:

(79) lim inf
r→0

I(r) < ∞.

We will show that condition (79) is satisfied for a large class of maps Tt (defined in (77)). With the
notations from [37], assume now that lim supq→∞ d(q) < λl. Thus there exists some β > 0 such that
lim sup
q→∞

d(q) < β < λl. Let M = sup d(q) and let q0 ≥ 1 be such that d(i) ≤ β for i ≥ qo. But from

Proposition 9 of [37], we know that e(q) ≤ ∏q
i=1 d(i) for q ≥ 1. Hence

e(q) ≤
q∏

i=1

d(i) ≤ M q0βq−q0 ≤ (λl)q,
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for q sufficiently large. Then Proposition 8 of [37] implies that (λ, f) is in Do and lim inf
r→0

I(r) < ∞.

Recall the definition of Tt in (77) and denote by µt
SRB its SRB measure. From the proof of Theorem

1 of [37] it follows that we can choose the functions ϕi, 1 ≤ i ≤ k such that for Lebesgue a.e. t ∈ R
k,

we have lim sup
q→∞

d(q) < β < λl and thus (79) holds as shown above. Let us then fix the functions ϕi,

1 ≤ i ≤ k and t ∈ R
k as above. Hence µt

SRB is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure m on S1×R, and from (79) its Radon-Nikodym derivative ζt is in L2(S1×R). For z ∈ S1×R

and r > 0 small enough, Tt is injective on B(z, r). Thus,

µt
SRB(B(z, r)) =

∫

B(z,r)
ζt dm, µt

SRB(Tt(B(z, r))) =

∫

Tt(B(z,r))
ζt dm,

and therefore

(80)
µt
SRB(Tt(B(z, r)))

µt
SRB(B(z, r))

=

∫
Tt(B(z,r)) ζt dm∫
B(z,r) ζt dm

=

∫
Tt(B(z,r)) ζt dm

m(Tt(B(z, r)))
· m(B(z, r))∫

B(z,r) ζt dm
· m(Tt(B(z, r)))

m(B(z, r))
.

Now let r → 0; then from (80) and Lebesgue Density Theorem, we obtain for Lebesgue a.e. z ∈ S1×R,

JTt(µ
t
SRB)(z) =

ζt(Ttz)
ζt(z)

· λl. Thus the folding entropy of the SRB measure µt
SRB of Tt satisfies

FTt(µ
t
SRB) =

∫
log JTt(µ

t
SRB)dµ

t
SRB =

∫
log ζt(Ttz)dµ

t
SRB(z)−

∫
log ζt(z)dµ

t
SRB(z) + log(λl).

From the Tt-invariance of µt
SRB and the last formula, it follows that

(81) FTt(µ
t
SRB) = log(λl).

From Proposition 2.27 we have h−Tt,sup,B
(µt

SRB) ≤ hTt(µ
t
SRB)− FTt(µ

t
SRB). On the other hand,

hTt(µ
t
SRB) = log l,

as Tt is given by lx in first coordinate and contracts in second coordinate, and since µt
SRB is absolutely

continuous on the unstable manifolds of Tt for the chosen t. So from above and (81) we obtain that

(82) h−Tt,sup,B
(µt

SRB) ≤ | log λ|.

However recall that µt
SRB(A) =

∫
A ζt dm for every measurable set A ⊂ S1×R, and in our case for

the parameter t chosen above we have ζt ∈ L2(S1 × R). Hence,

(83) µt
SRB(A) ≤ ‖ζt‖2 ·m(A)

1
2 .

Let ẑ be an arbitrary prehistory of z = (x, y) ∈ S1 × R with respect to the endomorphism Tt. Since
B−

n (ẑ, ε) = T n
t (Bn(z−n, ε)) ⊂ B(x, ε)×B(y, λnε), we have m(B−

n (ẑ, ε)) ≤ λn · ε2. Then, from (83),

lim inf
n→∞

− log µt
SRB(B

−
n (ẑ, ε))

n
≥ lim inf

n→∞
− logm(B−

n (ẑ, ε)) − 2 log ‖ζt‖2
2n

≥ − lim
n→∞

log(λnε2)

2n
=

1

2
| log λ|.

Therefore h−Tt,inf,B
(µt

SRB) ≥ | log λ|
2 . Also by Theorem 1.4, since hTt(µ

t
SRB) = log l and by (81), it

follows that the inverse partition entropy h−Tt
(µt

SRB) exists and

h−Tt
(µt

SRB) = | log λ|.

Hence for Lebesgue a.e t ∈ R
k, the lower/upper inverse metric entropies, and the inverse partition

entropy of the SRB measure µt
SRB of Tt satisfy

(84)
1

2
| log λ| ≤ h−Tt,inf,B

(µt
SRB) ≤ h−Tt,sup,B

(µt
SRB) ≤ h−Tt

(µt
SRB) = | log λ|.

�
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