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FINITE TYPE APPROXIMATIONS OF GIBBS MEASURES
ON SOFIC SUBSHIFTS

J.-R. CHAZOTTES, L. RAMIREZ AND E. UGALDE

ABsTRACT. Consider a Holder continuous potential ¢ defined on the full shift AN, where A is a finite alphabet.
Let X C AN be a specified sofic subshift. It is well-known that there is a unique Gibbs measure pg on X
associated to ¢. Besides, there is a natural nested sequence of subshifts of finite type (X, ) converging to the
sofic subshift X. To this sequence we can associate a sequence of Gibbs measures (u”). In this paper, we
prove that these measures weakly converge at exponential speed to pg ( in the classical distance metrizing
weak topology). We also establish a strong mixing property (ensuring weak Bernoullicity) of ug. Finally, we
prove that the measure-theoretic entropy of M$ converges to the one of g exponentially fast. We indicate
how to extend our results to more general subshifts and potentials. We stress that we use basic algebraic tools
(contractive properties of iterated matrices) and symbolic dynamics.

1. INTRODUCTION

Existence and uniqueness of equilibrium states/Gibbs measures associated to sufficiently regular potentials is
established in the general context of expansive homeomorphisms acting on a compact metric space satisfying
specification [1, 7]. This class of systems contains subshifts of finite types (coding Axiom A diffeomorphisms)
but more generally all specified subshifts like topologically mixing sofic subshifts (on finite alphabets).

The usual way to prove existence and uniqueness is to construct a sequence of elementary Gibbs measures
(which are atomic) and to argue that such a sequence must have an accumulation point in the weak topology.
Then one proves that this accumulation point is unique. In the particular case of subshifts of finite types and
Holder continuous potentials, there is a complete theory of Gibbs measures [2].

The point of view adopted here to study Gibbs measures on a specified subshift X is to approximate it by a
nested sequence of subshifts of finite type, (X,,), in the sense of Hausdorff metric (there is a canonical way to
do this). This gives a natural sequences of Gibbs measures (finite-type approximations) which converges weakly
to a Gibbs measure whose properties we wish to analyze.

For the sake of definiteness, we assume that the given potential ¢ on AN (A is a finite alphabet) is Holder
continuous and X C AY is a specified sofic subshift. As we shall comment at the end of the paper, we are
not restricted to that situation. The two crucial properties on which our method relies are specification and
presence of magic words (see definitions below). Sofic subshifts provide a natural class of subshifts with such
properties.

Our main result can be phrased as follows: The sequence of finite type approximations (') defined on (X,)
weakly converges, as X,, — X, to a measure p4 at an exponential speed. Then this measure must be a Gibbs
measure associated to ¢. Moreover, we prove a strong mixing property (implying that pe is Bernoulli). By a
classical argument (Bowen), this implies uniqueness. We also prove that the measure-theoretic entropy h (')
convergences to h(fi,) exponentially fast (as well as the relative entropy h(ug|pg') to 0). We use and prove the
fact that the topological pressure P(¢, X,,) converges to P(¢, X) exponentially fast.

We use two tools. The first one is algebraic (contraction properties of iteration of primitive matrices with
respect to the projective metric); The second one is symbolic dynamics. All our constants have explicit expres-
sions in terms of the ‘data’ of the problem, that is, the cardinality of the alphabet, the supremum norm of the
potential, its Holder constants and the specification length of the subshift X.
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We would like to mention a related work to ours due to Gurevich [6]. Therein the author deals with
measures of maximal entropy. Informally speaking, he states some sufficient conditions on the way a subshift
is approximated in ‘entropy’ by subshifts of finite type in order that the corresponding sequence of measure of
maximal entropy have a unique limit. The main tool is graph theory.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we record basic definitions and notations. Section 3 contains
our main results. Section 4 is devoted to some preparatory lemmas that we use for the proof of our main
results in Section 5. In Section 6 we indicate some straightforward generalizations of our results as well as
examples. We can indeed handle potential with polynomial variations (decaying fast enough). Consequently,
the exponential speeds mentioned above become polynomial. We can also deal with more general specified
subshifts (for instance, non-sofic but specified 5-shifts).

2. PRELIMINARY NOTIONS

2.1. Symbolic dynamics. Let A be a finite alphabet. For all integers m,n, m < n, in Ny (Ng := NU{0}), we
denote by a(m : n) the word a(m)a(m + 1) ---a(n — 1)a(n) of length n — m + 1. The distance

(1) da(a,b) :=exp(—min{n >0:a(-n:n) #b(-n:n)})

makes the cartesian product AY a compact metric space.

As usual, the shift transformation T : AN — AN is the map such that Ta(i) = a(i + 1).

A subshift is a T—invariant compact set X C AN. The subshift X is said to be of finite type, if it is defined by
a finite collection of admissible words, which can be taken of the same length for the sake of simplicity (and
without loss of generality). So, the subshift of finite type defined by the collection £ C A™*! of admissible
words, is the compact set

(2) Ar:={acAV: a(j:j+n)e L Vje Ny}

For a given subshift of finite type X C AN, the order of the subshift is the smallest integer n € N such that X
is defined by a collection of admissible words of length n.

A sequence a € X is periodic of period p > 1 if TPa = a, and this is its minimal period if in addition T%a # a
whenever 0 < k < p. We will denote by Per,(X) the collection of all periodic sequences of period p in X.

For a general subshift X ¢ AY and n > 0, the collection of X-admissible words of length m + 1 is the set
(3) Ln(X):={a(0:m): ae X}.

A sofic subshift X C AN is a continuous T-invariant image of a subshift of finite type. More precisely, let
Y C AN be a subshift of finite type, B a finite alphabet, and II : Y — BY a continuous map (with respect to
the distances d4 and dg), commuting with T'. The image X = II(Y"), which in general is not of finite type, is a
sofic subshift.

A more convenient way to characterize a sofic subshift is as follows. Let X C AY be a subshift, and let
L5(X) = US2 L, (X) be the language defined by X. For each a € £*(X) let f(a) :={b € L*: ab € L*} be
the set of followers of a, and p(a) := {b € L* : ba € L*} is the set of predecessors of a. The subshift X is sofic
if {f(a): a € L*} is a finite collection, in which case {p(a) : a € L*} is finite as well [10].

A word a € L* is a magic word for X if b € p(a) and ¢ € f(a) implies bac € £*. It is a direct consequence of
the finiteness of the collection of followers that every sofic subshift has a magic word (see [10, p. 148]).

For a general subshift X ¢ AY and a X-admissible word a € £,,,(X), the set
(4) [a] :={be X : b(0:m)=a}
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is the cylinder of length m + 1 determined by a.

The subshift X is said to be specified, with specification length ¢ > 1 (¢ = 0 means that we have a full shift), if
for each pair of X—admissible words a € £,,,(X) and b € £,,(X), and k > ¢, there exists a periodic sequence ¢
of period m + n + k + 2, such that c¢(0 : m) = a and (T™***+1¢)(0 : n) = b. Specification implies topological
mixing and abundance of periodic orbits in the sense that periodic orbits form a dense set in X. See [4] for
more details on the specification property.

A notational remark: We shall use the symbols a, b, etc, both for infinite sequences and finite words for
convenience. To avoid any confusion we shall always precise the nature of the a’s or b’s.

2.2. Gibbs measures. The o-field generated by the cylinders of X C AN coincides with the Borel o-field
B(X). The set M(X) of Borel probability measures in B(X) is convex and compact in the weak topology. The
weak topology can be metrized with the distance (see [16, p. 148])

(5) D(u,v):= Y 27D N7 |ufa) - vfall

m=0 acl,, (X)

We denote by M7 (X) the set of T—invariant probability measures on X.

A function ¢ : AN — R is Holder continuous if for some 6 € [0,1) and C' > 0, we have max{|¢(a) — #(b)| : a(0 :
m) =b(0:m)} < CO™ for all m > 0. The constant 6 € [0,1) is the Holder exponent of ¢. As usual, we shall
call ¢ a potential.

For ¢ : AN — R and k € Ny define S : AN — R such that

k

(6) Skp(a) =Y ¢oT'(a).

i=0
Given a Hélder continuous potential ¢ and a subshift X ¢ AN, 4 € M7 (X) is a Gibbs measure for the potential
¢ if there are constants C' = C(¢, X) > 0 and P(¢, X) € R such that

ola(0 : k) e

—1
(7) C S S Ela) - (k+ VPG X))

for all £ € Np.

The constant P(¢, X) above, is the so called topological pressure of the potential ¢. For specified subshifts, it
can be defined (see e.g. [1]) by the limit

) P@.X) = Jim ——log | 3 exp(Seo@) |

a€Perj41(X)
where a* € X is an arbitrary sequence in [a].

For X of finite type and ¢ Holder continuous, there exists a unique Gibbs measure p, (a proof of this fact can
be found in [2, p. 9 ff.], or [9, ch. 5]). The existence and uniqueness of yu, for general specified subshifts is a
particular instance of the Theorem 2.5 in [7].
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3. MAIN RESULTS

Let X C A" be a specified subshift. The finite type approzimation of order m, m € N, to X is the subshift of
finite type

(9) Xm =4z, x)={ac AV a(j:j+m) e Ln(X), Vj € No},

determined by the X—admissible words of length m + 1. It is easy to verify that the sequence of compact sets

{Xm}men converges in the Hausdorff metric to X (you can find a definition in [4, p. 111]).

On the finite type approximation X,,, the potential ¢ : AN — R defines a unique Gibbs measure TS Mp(Xp).
These measures will be used as finite type approzimations of order m of pg € Mp(X).

For m,p € Nlet £, ,) € M(X,,) be the elementary Gibbs measure with support on Pery,1(X,,), such that
exp(Sp¢(b))
ZaEPerP+1(Xm) eXp(Sp¢(a)) ’

for each b € Perpi1(X,,). We will use the fact [8, p. 635] that each Gibbs measure pg' can be obtained as a
weak limit of the sequence of elementary Gibbs measures &, ), as p — oo.

(10) Em.p)[b] =

We have the following three main results, whose direct consequence is the constructive proof of existence and
uniqueness of Gibbs measures on specified sofic subshifts, associated to Hoélder continuous potentials.

Theorem 3.1 (Speed of convergence of ugf) Let ¢ : AN — R be a Hélder continuous potential, and X C AN
a sofic specified subshift. There exists an invariant measure p* € Mrp(X), a polynomial Qrr of degree 3,
and constants Op € (0,1), m* € N, satisfying

for all m > m*.

Theorem 3.2 (‘Gibbs property’). Under the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1, there exists a constant C, =
Cy(X, ¢) > 0 such that
- (a0 : n)]
12 ot < <C
12 0= S(Sta) — (n + PG X))

for eachn € Ny and a € X.

Theorem 3.3 (‘Strong mixing’). Under the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1, there exists a polynomial Q, of
degree 2, and 8, € (0,1) such that, for all a,b € L*(X) there exists s* := s*(a, b) satisfying

p (a0 Tb) ) 0ve
(13) 1 < Qa0

for all s > s*.

Combining the three previous theorems we get the following theorem.

Theorem 3.4. Let ¢ : AN — R be a Holder continuous potential, and X C AN a specified sofic subshift.
The weak limit pg := limy, o0 pg' is the unique Gibbs measure associated to the potential ¢, i. e. the only
T —invariant measure on X satisfying (12). Moreover, the finite type approzimations g converge exponentially
fast to py in the sense of (11) and ug is mizing in the sense of (13) and Bernoulli.
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Proof. Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 ensure the existence of a measure satisfying the inequalities (12) and having
exponentially fast converging finite type approximations. To prove uniqueness, we can follow the last part of
the proof of Theorem 1.16 in [2]. The mixing property (13) implies weak Bernoullicity, see e.g. [15, p. 169].
The theorem is proved.

O

Remark 3.1. All constants appearing in the above theorems, including the coefficients of the polynomials, have
explicit (but somewhat tedious) expressions in terms of the data of the problem, that is, #A, ||¢||, C, 6 (Holder
condition) and £ (the specification length). These expressions are given in the proofs.

We end this section with the following theorem on speed of convergence of the entropy h(ugl) to h(ue), and
the relative entropy h(pe|ug') to 0.

Theorem 3.5. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1, there exist constants Cp, >0, Cp >0, 0 < 0, <1 and
0 < 6p <1, such that

(14) |h(pe) — h(pg)| < Ch 05}
Cp
m < m .
(15) h(#¢|#¢) =1_9, 0p 0p

We refer the reader to [16] for details on entropy of invariant measures. The appendix at the end of the paper
contains the necessary informations on entropy and relative entropy regarding our context.

To the best of our knowledge, Theorems 3.1-3.2-3.3 and 3.5 are new. The first three ones imply existence
and uniqueness of p4. The only known mixing property for this measure is the usual mixing property (which
does not assure Bernoullicity). This mixing much less stronger than (13) which implies Bernoullicity.

4. TECHNICAL LEMMAS

In this section we establish some technical lemmas needed to prove theorems of Section 3. We shall use some
results coming from the theory of primitive matrices, as well as some elementary facts about weak distance
between measures. The Appendix contains these results and some related notions. From now on we assume
known those results and notions, as well as the notations established there.

Notations. From now on, an expression of the type a = ¢*! stands for the inequalities ¢~! < a < ¢. Similarly
a = *c¢ stands for —c < a < ¢. By extension, a = exp(+b) will stand for exp(—b) < a < exp(b).

Given a Hélder continuous potential ¢ : AN — R, for each n € Ny we define the finite range potential ¢™ :
A"l 5 R such that

(16) ¢"(a) = max{¢(b) : b € [a]}.

For n > m let Ly, n) := Ln(X;n) be the set of X,,,—admissible words of length n + 1, which of course contains
Ly := L,(X). Let us define the transfer matrix M, n) : Lim,n) X Lim,n) — RT such that

[ exp(¢"Tl(ab(n)) if a(l:n)=b(0:n—1),
(17) Mn,n) (2, b) = { 0 otherwise.

For a specified subshift X, the matrix M, ;) is primitive with primitivity index ¢ +n + 1, and has a unique
maximal eigenvalue p(y, n) = p(M(m,n)). Associated to p(n, ) there are unique normalized right and left
elgenvectors Vy, ny 1=V, ., and W ») = W, -

The elementary measure £, ;) can be expressed in term of the transfer matrices M, ) as follows.
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For p >m >n, and a € L, ,,), we have

MPT! (a,a)
(18) Em pyla) = — 21

) T exp(£2(p + 1)COY).
Trace (M(pntln))

Now, given n > m, for each each a € L, ) define R*, L, : L, n) — R* be such that
(19) R*(b) = M """ (b,a) and L.(b) = M ™™ t!(a b).

(m,n) (m,n)
Note that these vectors are positive.

We are able to give a uniform estimate of the values of elementary measures on cylinders, by using Corollary 7.2.

Lemma 4.1. Let X C A" be a specified subshift with specification length £ > 0, ¢ : AN — R a Hélder continuous
potential with constant C' > 0 and exponent 6 € (0,1). There are constants Cg > 0 and 0z € (0,1) such that,
for all integers m,n,p, such that m <n, (n+1)(n+£+1) <p and a € L, ), we have

5‘(1n,p) [a] = W(m,n) (a)v(m,n) (a) X eXp(i(p + 1) O$9$n+l)'

Proof. For each m < n let 7(,, ) be the Birkhoff contraction coefficient of lenff:)rl Let M := M(’;;rf:)rl
and T' := ['(M) € (0,1], where T is defined in (22) in the Appendix. According to Theorem 7.1, we have
(1= 7na) " = (1 +1)/(20) T

On the other hand we have

(b
a,b,a’ ,Il:l)/}IEHL(m,n) (M(a, b/)M(al, b))
( )
)

Y exp(Sused" T (c) Y exp(Snreg™ ()

c=axb&Ll(m, e+2n+1) X c/=a/xb' €L (m e+2n+1)

min exp(S e min  exp(S nHL(!
C:a"beﬁ(7n,l+2nfl() n+é¢ ( )) C/:a/Xb/€£(7n,l+2nfl() n+é¢ ( ))

< ((#40) x )"

Hence
1

- . (,C L.V
T— < Kp:= (e #A) x e’

Le. Tmm <1—Kj' <1

For each m < n let d(,, ) be the projective distance on the simplex of dimension #L,, ), and F(,, ,) the
transformation defined on the simplex by the transition matrix M, »). Note that
maxy, M(’:f;)r?(b, a)/M("Jf:)rl(b, a) )

miny, M 42 (b, a) /M 4 (b, a)

A,y (M(m,n) R, B*) = log (
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‘We have
2 Z exp(Sne416" 1 (c))

(m,n) (b7 a) c=bxa€L (m 2n+0+2)

M (b, a) 3 exp(Snre¢" (c))
c’:byaeﬂ(m,2n+e+1)

— el (#A GC)i(Hl) oAO

where ||¢]|:= max{|¢(a)| : a € AN}. From this we get

d F 2 ) <K
ag??:fn) (m,n) ( (m,n) (R )7R ) > ng

with
Ky :=2((£+ 1) (log(#A) + C) + A6+ ||9]]) -

Finally, with (19), inequalities (18) may be rewritten as
LTMP+1—(n+f+1)Ra

_ (m,n) n+1
Emplal = x exp(£2(p+ 1)Co"™).
) t a2 p+H1—(n+L+1) pb
> LLME R
beﬁ(m,n)
Then, using Corollary 7.2, we have

wi R® Livimn

Em.plal = e
Z W(m,n) R va(m,n)
beﬁ(m,n)

p+1
exp (iZ ((p +1)CO" T + KoK (n+(+1) (1- Ky'') L"“*lJ))

where Ky and K7 are given above. On the other hand we have

le(m,n) = (M:Ji-;_IV(myn)) (a) = p?ﬁtﬁ;lV(mm) (a),
WZm,n)Ra = (Wzm,n)M(nnifzJ)r1> (a) = p?nt,erjglw(m,n)(a)v

and W](Lm wyVimn) = 1. Then, taking into account that p+ 1> (n+ 1)(n + £+ 1) and m < n, we obtain

Emp)[a] = Wim.n) @)V (m.n) (@) X exp (£(p+ 1) Ce 6")
with Cg :=2(C' + Ko K1) and 6¢ := max (1 — Kal, 9). The lemma is proved. O

Lemma 4.2. Let X C AY be a specified sofic subshift, with specification length £ > 1, and ¢ : AN — R a Hélder
continuous potential with constant C' > 0 and exponent 6 € (0,1). Then there are constants my € N, Cx > 0
and 0x € (0,1), such that for mx <m <p

g(m,p) [a]

1-— (p—|— 1)OX9’” S
T Emp ]

<1

for each a € Perpi1(Xmy1).
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Proof. First note that
eSrd(b)

g(m,p) [a] _ ZbEPcrp+1(Xm+1) -
Sp¢(b)

g(m-‘rl,p)[a] B EbGPcrp+1(Xm)e

s
3 Zbepcrﬁl(xm\xmﬂ) eSr?(®)

1 S (b)

>
EbGPcrp+1(Xm)

Ebeperp+1(axm) exp(Sp¢(b))
Ebeperp+1(xm) exp(Sp¢(b))
where 0X,, :={a€ X,,: a(0:m+1) & Ly41}.

Let 0Ly = L(m,m+1) \ Lm+1. Using specification property we obtain

ZbEPcrp+1 (8Xm) esp¢(b)
) eSpd(b)

1-—(p+1)

Sacor, ¢ 0
a ™m

T D acLimmat

¢
4 A2l gn
2 berer +1(X )65m+1¢(a*) x ( € ) ¢

for any a* € [a]. We will prove that the quotient

(Z exp<sm+1¢<a*>>>/ Y exp(Smd(a’)
acLl

a€dLm (m,m+1)
is exponentially small with m. This is the point at which we use the existence of magic words.

Fix a magic word w € L), with k > ¢4 1. This is always possible since for a magic word a € £*, the concatenated
word ab is again magic, for any b € fx(a) (fx(a) is the set of followers of a, which contains arbitrary long
words). Let m > 2k(k + ¢), so that [(m+1)/(k+ £+ 1)] > m/k (we will use this condition at the final step of
the proof). Note that if a € L,,, then a(i : i+ k) # w for each 1 < ¢ < m—k. This is because ifa(i : i+ k) =w
then a(0: 4+ k),a(i: m+1) € £*(X), implying that a € £*(X) which contradicts the hypothesis.

Letting ¢ := k + £ 4+ 1 define

oLy = {a € 0Ly aljq:ja+ k) £w, 0<j < [(m+1)/q] - 1}.
It is clear that 0L,, C OL},. Define also
w._ exp(Skp(b7)) % (#A 62||¢||)_47
Zbeﬁk\{w} eXp(Skd)(b ))

where for each b € Ly, the sequences b™,b" € [b] are such that S;¢(b™) = ming.c[p) Skd(b*) and Spp(b™) =
maxb*e[b] Sk¢(b*).
Let r := [(m +1)/q]. For each w € {0,1}" define

w

Ll mt1) = {a € Limm+1) : a(jq:jq+k)=w if and only if w(j) = 1} )

€

It is clear that the collection {E‘(’m mt1) © WE {0, 1}T} is a partition of L(;, m41). Now, it follows from the
specification property that for each w € {0,1}"

Yo exp(Smr1(b)) 2 ()1 x Y exp(Smiie(b 7))

beLl bEILY

w
(m,m+1)

where, as before, b~ € [b] minimizes S,,1+1¢, and |w|; := Z;;é w(?). From the previous inequality we readily

derive

Yo ep(Snndd) = (1+e) x Y exp(Smiad(b7)).

beﬁ(m,mJA) beaﬂﬁ
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Finally,

> acor,, EXP(Smy10(a”)) > acocw eXp(Smy10(a”))
<
Eaeﬁ(m,m.l,_l) exp(Serl(b(a*)) Eaeﬁ(m,m-ﬂ) eXp(Serl(b(a*))
Since m > 2k(k + ¢) then (1+€*) ™" < (14 %) ™* and the result follows with

<(1+ev) .

¢
Oy = (#A62|\¢|\) e 0x =1 +e") Y mx =2k(k+0).
The lemma is proved. ([

The following lemma has its own interest.

Lemma 4.3. Let X C AN be a specified sofic subshift, with specification length £. Let ¢ : AN — R be a Hélder
continuous potential with constant C > 0 and exponent 6 € (0,1). Then there are constants mp € N, Cp > 0
and Op € (0,1), such that

0< P((bv Xm) - P(¢7Xm+1) < Cpeg

for allm > mp.

Proof. Proceeding as in the proof of the previous lemma, we obtain

exp(.S, a
0 S 1 log ZaGPcrp+1(Xm) p( P+1¢( ))
p + 1 ZaEPerP+1(Xm+1) eXp(SZH’l(b(a))
(p + 1)0}(9? >
< log (1+
= p+10g< 1—(p+ 1)Cx0%
- Cx 02

for m > mx.

To make use of the previous inequality, we need to know the speed of convergence of

log Z exp(Sp¢(a)) to P(é, Xm)-

aEPerp41 (Xm)

p+1

Some computations like the ones done to prove Lemma 4.1 give we obtain

> exp(Sprig(a)) = Trace (MED:;];Z)) x exp(£(p + 1)CO™ 1) =

aEPery (Xm)

Z Wzm,n)RbLI,V(m,n) X p;(ont)l7:)2(n+l+l) X exp (:l:Cg(p 4 1)92}4—1) _
b€£(7n,n)
pi):rg,ln) x exp (£Ce(p + 1)02™)
for each m < n and (n +1)(n + £+ 1) < p. Therefore

1 n
— log E exp(Spp(a)) | = log pim,n) £ Cgﬁg"’l.
p+1

aEPcrp+1(Xm)

Let us now prove that { p(m,n)} converges exponentially fast. By definition, the limit has to be equal to

exp(P(¢, Xin)).

n>m
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Let us define N : L, ni1) X Lim,nt1) = RT such that

Nab)— { SP@H@) if allin+1) =b(0:n)
’ 0 otherwise.
Note that M, ,y = N exp(£C0"!) coordinate-wise and p(,, ) = exp(£CH"+1)py. This can be easily derived
from Corollary 7.2, taking into account that pp; = lim,, o (yTM "x)l/n for a primitive matrix M, and arbitrary
positive vectors x,y. Let v : L, ) = RT such that v(a) = exp(¢"T!(a)) X vy ny(a(l : n+ 1)), we have

(Nv)(a) = exp(q&”“(a))(M(myn)v(myn))(a(l :n+1))

= exp(¢"+1(a))p(m7n)v(m7n) (@(l:n+1)) = pimnx(a).

Hence, v is a positive eigenvector for the matrix N, associated to the positive eigenvalue p(,, ). Since N
primitive, Corollary 7.2 implies that pn = p(,n), therefore pim, 1) = exp(:I:CH"‘H)p(m’n). (From this we

obtain,
P(m,n)

exp(P(¢, Xim))
Since X,;, D X1, then P(¢, X)) > P(¢p, Xint1). The previous computations imply on the other hand that
P(¢, Xm) = P(¢, Xiny1) <
Cx0%
I—((m+2)(m+L0+2)+1)Cx0%
for m > mx, by taking n =m + 1 and p = (n+ 1)(n + £ + 1). Thus, the lemma follows with
fp = max(f,60x,0s),
Cp = 20x + Cgb? + A§?
and mp := max(mx,mp), with mg such that 2Cx ((m + 2)(m + £ +2) + 1)0%¢ < 1 for all m > my.

= exp (:|:A9"+1) .

+ Ce T2 + A2,

5. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorems 3.1, 3.2, 3.3 and 3.5.

5.1. Proof of Theorem 3.1. Lemma 4.1 implies that
Empry[a] = exp(£2(p + 2)CedVP~ /2D g Tal,

L\f (4/2+1)J£

for each a € Uy, . Then Lemma 7.1 applies, and we obtain

D(Emp); 5<m,p+1>) < (eXp (2Cs(p +2) 9357(2/2“)) - 1) + 282D =VP
< ACe(p+2) 0Y7 AT Lot/ —yp
for each p > max(pg, (m + 2)(m + £ + 2)), with
Po = min {p eN: 2Cg(k+ 2)9‘;/%_“/2“) <1 for all k> p} )

Since Z;O:O (p+2) Hgﬁ < 00, there exists a limit measure ™ := lim, oo Em,p) belonging to Mr(Xy,). The
convergence is such that

D(U™, E ) < 4Ce0:“PTIQ(p)0YT + 20232 VP((/p + 3)
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for each p > max(pg, (m + 2)(m + £ + 2)). Here
2z(2? +3)  6(z%+1) 12z 12
7) = — - + :
OO o) o) Tor'(0) | o (0e)

Let us now prove that the limiting measure " coincides with the unique Gibbs measure py € Mp(X,,). From
the specification property we can derive the inequalities

Emplal = exp | Spo(a*) —log > exp(Sne(b))

bGPcrn+1(Xm)
x exp (& (3€]|¢|[ log(#A) + 5A))

which hold for any n < p, a € L(;,,,,), and a* € [a]. On the other hand, the computations performed in the
proof of Lemma 4.3 lead us to the inequalities

g > exp(Sud(d) | = (n+1) (P(6, Xm) & (Celf™ +A0")),

bEPer,+1(Xm)

for each m < n and n such that (n+1)(n+¢+1) < p. Since &, p11)[a] = exp(£2(p+2)CedVP~E/2H)g . (a],
it follows by induction that

" 8] = En 2] x exp (£2Ce0; V(R0

for each a € U,LC‘:/?_(Z/HDJQWIC). Therefore, for each m <n, a € L, »,), and a* € [a], we have
E
= +Cpr),
exp (Sud(a) — (n+ DP(6. X)) PR
with
Cor = 200> max {Q(k)0% : ke N} 43¢ | log(#A)

+5A + max { (n + 1) (Ce02t" + A" ') : n e N}.
Now, for a € £,, with n < m, we obtain

mal= Y Wbl =

bEﬁm,n#»kﬂ[&]

exp(£Crr) > exp(Suxd(b”) = (n+k+ 1)P(¢, X)) =

bGﬁmﬂH,km[a]
exp [Sno(ax) — (n+1)P(¢, Xin) £ (Cer + L(log(#A)+ [[¢]]) + A)]
X
T eS0T kP (6K
beLm,kfl

exp [Snp(a*) — (n +1)P(¢, Xm) £ (2Cpr + Llog(#A)+6]) + A)] > u™[b] =

beLm,kfl
exp(Spo(ax) — (n + 1)P(¢, X)) exp(£Cy)
by using the specification property, and for k sufficiently large. Here

Cy = 2Crr + L(log(#A)+ |9 ]]) + 7).

In this way we prove that u™ satisfies the Gibbs inequality. Theorem 1.16 in [2], establishing the existence and
uniqueness of the Gibbs measure pg' € My (X,,), implies that pu™ := '
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Letm = min {m € N: 4((k+ ¢+ 1)? + 1)Cx0% <1 for all k > m}, and mx as in Lemma 4.2. From Lemma 7.2,
Lemma 4.2, and following the computations in the first part of this proof, we obtain

D(Em,(m+641)2) Em1,(m+e42)2)) <
D(Em,(m+2+1)2)> E(m,(m+042)2)) + D(Em, (m+242)2) > E(m1,(m4e+2)?)) <
4((m+L0+2)% + 1)Cef ™ +27™ 4+ 8((m + € +2)? + 1)Cx 0%,

for all m > m*, with m* = max(mx,m).

Since >0 _(m + £+ 2)* max(fg,0x)™ is finite, then p* := limyy, 00 Em, (m+e+1)2) is a well defined measure in
My (X). Furthermore, the convergence is such that

D(i*, Em(met1y2)) < 27" +4CeQe ()0 + 8Cx Qx (m)oy

with
(@442 +1 20@+l+2) 2
Qe(r) = ) + loe” (02) log® (02
Oxle) = (@42 4+1 2 +l42) 2
X log(6x) log?(6x) log®(0x)

Therefore, for any m > m™*, one has

D(u*wé") < D(H*vg(m,(m+€+1)2)) + D(H¢ vg(m m-40+1)2 ) < Qrr(m)dpr
with
Qpr(m) =
4Ce (05 PV Q(m) 4 071 Qe (m)) + 8Cx 0% Qx (m) + (m + 3)2(/%+3) 49
and
9FT = max(ﬁg, ex, 1/2) .
O

Remark 5.1. In the previous proof, the polynomials Q,Q¢, and Qx were obtained by upper bounding the series
> ne,, P(k)nk, with P(z) an increasing polynomial, and n € (0,1), by the integral n=—* f::LO P(z)n* dx. Then we
used the identity

deg(P)

| P s = x > (1/togo)* ! )

where P¥) is the kth deriwative of P.

5.2. Proof of Theorem 3.2. In the previous proof we derived the inequalities
g [al
exp (Spp(a*) — (n+1)P(¢, X))
valid for each n € N, a € L, ) and a* € [a].
On the other hand, Lemma 4.3 ensures that P(¢, X,,,) = P(¢, X) £ Cp0%, therefore
1 [a
exp (Snd(a”) — (n + 1) P(g, X))
valid for each n € N, a € L, ) and a* € [a]. Taking the limit m — oo, we obtain the desired result. O

= exp(:l:Cg),

= exp (:I: (Cg + (n + 1)CP9$)) )
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5.3. Proof of Theorem 3.3. Proceeding as in the proof of Lemma 4.2, the specification property implies

5‘(7n,(7n—|-€-i-1)2) [a]
Ema1,(mre+2)2)[a]

> exp(Sp(b)) > exp(Sp(b))
bEPer(m+£+2)2+l(Xm+1) « bEPer(m+£+l)2+l(Xm)ﬁ[a] _
> exp(Sp¢(b)) > exp(Sp¢(b))
bGPcr(m+[+1)2+1(Xm) bEPer(,, 4 ¢4 2)2 41 (Xm41)N[a]

exp (£ (4((m + £+ 2)* + 1)Cx 0% + 40(log(#A) + ||¢]|) +4A)) ,
for each n < m € N and a € L, ) = Ly, as long as m > m”*. These inequalities can be viewed as extensions
to cylinders of the inequalities of Lemma 4.2.

On the other hand, Lemma 4.1 ensures that
Em(mre41)2)[8] = Em.(m+e42)7[a] X exp(£2((m + £+ 2)* + 1)Cefg ).

These and the previous inequalities imply that p*[a] = Egm, (m+e41)2)[a] exp(£yrr) for each m > m*, m > n,
and a € L£,,. Here

ver = 4l(log(#A) +16]]) +4A+ Y ((k+1)° +1)(4Cx0% + 2Ce05™)

k=m*

= 40(log(#A) + ||]]) + 4A + 4Cx Qx (m*) O~ + 2C Qe (m*)o™ .

Because of the previous inequalities,
i (fa] T [b]) — g falja* bl <

T | E (m (mre41)2) ([8] VT 7[b]) = Em (mere41)2) [@1E(m, (m+e41)2) ]|,
foreveryae L,,be L,y and s €N, aslong asn +n' + s < m.

Fix a,b € L, p = p(m) := (m+ £+ 1)?, and s < s’ such that s + s + 4(m + 1) = p + 1. Following the
computations of the proof of Lemma 4.1, we obtain

5 exp(,0(c))
cEPerpy1(Xm): c¢(0:n)=a, c(n+snt+s+n’)=b
S ew(Spd(e)
cGPcr;H,l(Xm)
LiM > R® x LLMG 2 R
’ : : x exp (£3(p + 1)COF 1)
2oLy LeMPRR

Emp) ([A]NT*b]) =

’

= V(m,m) (a)w(m,m) (b) X W(m,m) (a)v(m,m) (b) X (:l: (3(p + 1)O$0LS/(m+Z+1)J)) .
Therefore, by using Lemma 4.1 we obtain

Emp) (8] T [b]) = En gy [2Em 1 [B] x (£ (5(p + 1)Ce0 "))

Em ) [aEmp D] x (£ (5((m + £+ 1)2 + 1)Cepl VI

for each a,b € L,,. Because of the additivity of the measure &, ), these inequalities extend to any a,b €
Up oLk
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Finally, combining the previous inequalities we obtain

|u* (la] N T~*[b]) — p*[a]u*[b]] <

etrrr (exp (5((m +04+1)% + 1)C€9£s/(m+5+1)j> - 1) x w*[alu*[b],
for each a,b € U L. Let
so:=min{s e N: 5(2Vk +£+1)>+ 1)05@/%/27(”5)/4 <1forall k> s}.

The result follows by taking m = m(s) := |2+/s], so that

[ (la] N T*b]) — p*[a]u*[b]] <

e (exp (5((2v/5 + £+ 1)2 + 1CeY ™) —1) x i [alut[b] <

10 Cee™™ o425+ 0+ 1)2 + 1) 02 x p*[a]u’[b]
foralla € £, b € L,, and s > (max(n,n’) + (£ + 1))?/4. The theorem follows with

9# = 95
s*(a,b) := max(max(n,n’)?/4,s0)
Qu(x) = 10 Cee®™™ ;T (22 4 04+ 1)2+1).

5.4. Proof of Theorem 3.5. By [2], each measure pg' satisfies the variational principle, as well as the measure
te by [1]. This means in particular the following:

(20) P, X / b du +h(u) and P(6,X / 6 dus + hijug).
Hence we have
() — hljag)| < |P(6, Xom) — P, X)| + } Joodna— [ o dui:;} .
It is obvious from Lemma 4.3 that
(21) 0 < P(6, X) — P(6,X) < —2_gm.
1—-0p
On another hand,

[odno- [ oan|<com.
X Xm

Statement (14) is thus proved.
Now, applying (24) (see appendix below) and using (20)-(21) we get:

nolig) = P(6.X) = ( [ 0 dio o)) = P(6.X) = P(6.X) < 1200

This proves (15). The proof of the theorem is now complete.
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6. EXAMPLES, GENERALIZATIONS AND COMMENTS

A natural class of specified sofic subshifts is provided by [S-shifts coding the dynamics of the map on the unit
interval T : * — [z mod 1, where 8 > 1 is a real number. For certain 8’s, the corresponding S-shift is a
specified sofic subshift. In [11], the authors constructs a sofic coding of hyperbolic automorphisms of the torus.
In both cases, the Lebesgue measure on the unit interval or the torus is sent to the measure of maximal entropy
on the coding subshift.

In this paper we assumed, for the sake of definiteness, that the potential ¢ was Holder continuous and the
subshift X C AN was a specified sofic subshift. Nevertheless, both assumptions can be weakened. In the proof
of Theorem 3.1, and in all other computations, the exponential decay

max{|p(a) — p(b)| : a(0: m) =b(0:m)} < CH™
can be replaced by a polynomial decay
max{|¢(a) — ¢(b)| : a(0 : m) = b(0: m)} < Cm™ %,

as long as @ > 4. By doing so, the speed of convergence of topological pressure (Lemma 4.3) become polynomial
as well. Hence, the speed of convergence in Theorem 3.5 also become polynomial (see the proof).

Regarding the nature of the subshift, the reader can verify that the essential assumptions are specification and
presence of magic words. Moreover, the latter assumption is only used in Lemma 4.2. Specified sofic subshifts
form a natural class of subshifts having the specification property as well as magic words, but there are huge
classes of non—sofic specified subshifts with magic words. Among them, we can mention the class of non-sofic
specified S—shifts (see [13]). One can straightforwardly prove that for each non-sofic specified S—shifts there
exists k € N such that 0% is a magic word.

On the other hand, following the examples in [5] we can obtain non—sofic specified subshifts with magic words,
as finitary codings of Bernoulli shifts. Take for example the finitary coding 7 : {0,1,2, 3} — {0, 1,2, 3} such
that
0 if a(0 : 2k + 1) = 32¥1%0 for some k € N
(ra), = .
a(n) otherwise

The image subshift X := {0, 1,2, 3} is not sofic: its description involves a non-regular language. Nevertheless
it has the specification property, we may connect any two admissible words by words of the kind 121, and 3 is
magic letter. Any product measure on {0, 1,2, 3} induces a Gibbs measure in X, which can be approximated
by our method.

Though the class of systems considered here is only a subclass of those covered by Theorem 2.5 in [7], we are
able to obtain a speed of convergence (in the weak distance) of finite type approximations to the Gibbs measure
on the approximated subshift X. We were also able to prove a strong mixing property, implying Bernoullitcity.
Finally, we provide a speed of convergence of the entropy of the finite-type approximations to the entropy
of the Gibbs measure on X. We also emphasize that all constants appearing in the statements of Section 3
have explicit expressions in terms of the data of the problem. We did not write these explicit formulas in the
statements because they are cumbersome. They of course appear in the course of the proofs. It is also worth to
notice that we only used classical algebraic tools and symbolic dynamics, except for uniqueness of ;4 for which
we used Bowen'’s argument.

Further work has to be done in order to generalize our results to more general subshifts. One possible approach
requires the a precise control of the convergence of the pressure. A similar approach was already exploited
by Gurevich in the proof of the uniqueness of the maximal measure for a class of non-specified subshift [6].
Unfortunately, the systems satisfying the hypotheses of Gurevich’s theorem cannot be explicitly characterized.

Acknowledgment. We thank K. Petersen for providing us reference [6].
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7. APPENDIX

7.1. Primitive matrices. M : {1,2,...,n} x {1,2,...,n} — [0,00) is said to be primitive if there exists an
integer £ > 1 such that M* > 0. The smallest such integer is the primitivity index of M.

For M primitive let

M (i, j) M (K, L
—_— = M >0
(22) T(M) :={ M0 3G DM (k) =%
0 otherwise.
The Birkhoff’s coefficient for M is 7(M) := (1 —T'(M))/(1 + T'(M)).
Consider the function d : (R*)" x (R*)" — R* such that
max; X(4)/y(j)
2 =1 ——
(23) dlx.y) = log /Y
It is the projective distance when restricted to the simplex
Api=ax:{1,2,...,n} > (0,1): x|y =) x(i)=1
i=1

The Birkhoff’s coefficient gives the contraction rate of the action of M over the vector in A,,.
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Theorem T7.1. With M, A,, and d be as above, define Fu; : Ay, — A, be such that

Mx
Fyx = ——.
MX M,

Then Fyy is a contraction in (A, d) with contraction coefficient 7(M), i. e.,

d(FMX;FMY) < T(M)d(X7Y)7 v X,y € A'n,

A proof of this result can be easily derived from the Theorem 3.12 in [14, p. 108].

The previous result directly implies the Perron-Frobenius Theorem (see [14, ch. 1] for more details): a primitive
matrix M has only one maximal eigenvalue ppsr > 0. Associated to it there is a unique right eigenvector
vy € Ay, and a unique left eigenvector wy; > 0 such that W}LVIVM =1.

A rather direct consequence of the previous theorem is the following.

Corollary 7.1. For M primitive with primitivity index £, let F := Fy and 7 := 7(M*). Then, for each x € A,
and m € N, we have

Flm/e]
1—

d(FmX, VM) < X d]u(x)

with dps(x) := min (¢ d(x, Fx),d(x, F'x)).

From this we readily deduce the following.

Corollary 7.2. Let M : {1,2,...,n} x {1,2,...,n} — RT be a primitive matriz with primitwvity index ¢,
F:= Fy, and 7 := 7(M*). Then, for each x € A,, and m € N we have

i/t (x))

M™x = phy (w}fwx) VM exp (:I: 1
-7

with dp(x) := min (¢ d(x, Fx),d(x, F*x)).

Proof. Since M™x = |M™x|, F™x, then

07, v) = g (SO )

min; (M™x) () /v (4)

With

Cn(x) :=

P @ T V)

( (M7)@) <me><¢>>”2

we have M™x = C, (x)vyy x eFHF "X Va2 Multiplying from the left these inequalities by W}Lw yields Cp, (x) =
P (wh x)eFIF "X Va0 /2 Taking into account Corollary 7.1, the desired result follows. O
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7.2. Weak distance. In this subsection X C AN is any subshift. We have the following lemmas.

Lemma 7.1. Let v,u € M(X) be such that ula] = v[a] exp(+e) for each a € Li(X), then D(u,v) <
(exp(e) — 1) +27F.

Proof. For j <k we have

Y Inlal - viall > > |u[b] — v[b]|

acLl;(X) acL;j(X) \bELr(X): b(0:j)=a

> > plbl(ef —=1) | = e —1.

acL;j(X) \bELr(X): b(0:j)=a

IN

IN

Hence D(p,v) < (ef —1) Z?:o 2-(+1) 4 D ik 2-(+1) (Zaeﬂj(x) |u[a] — u[a]|). The result follows taking
into account that Zaeﬁj(x) |u[a] — v[a]| < 2 for all j € N. O

Lemma 7.2. Let v,pp € M(X) be atomic with support S, := supp(v) C S, := supp(n). Suppose that
p{z} < v{z} < p{z}exp(e) for each x € S, then D(u,v) < exp(e) — exp(—e).

Proof. For each k € N, since {[a] : a € L(X)} is a partition of X, we have

Yo Il -vlall = Y @Sy nla) - Sy nfal) + Y w((Su\S) N [a)

acLy(X) a€Ly(X) a€Am
< (e - DulS) + a8\ S) < (¢ — 1)+ (S, \ S,
Now, 1 = v(S,) < exp(e)u(Sy), hence (S, \ Sy) <1 — exp(—e) and the result follows. O

7.3. Entropy and relative entropy. Let v be a shift-invariant probability measure on a specified subshift
Y c AY. The measure-theoretic entropy of v is

h(v) = — lim

Z v[a]logv[a].

acl,(Y)

Since v(AN\Y) = 0, we can replace £, (Y) by A"*! by using the usual convention ‘0log0 = 0'.

We now turn to relative entropy. We refer the reader to [3] for details. Therein, only subshifts of finite type
are considered but the extension to more general subshifts is straightforward. Let 1, be a Gibbs measure (with
Holder continuous potential 1/ defined on AY) on a specified subshift Y’ O Y. The relative entropy of v with
respect to fiy is defined as:

) 1 v]a]
h(v|pmy) = lim E v]a]log .
nosentl, S 2]

Notice that the hypothesis Y C Y is crucial to make v|[a]log #l;}[?gl] well-defined. One can prove that
24) hvlig) = P, Y') = [ b dv = h(v).
Y

We notice that this result is true whenever p,, satisfies the ‘Gibbs inequality’ (7), ¥ not being necessarily
Holder continuous.



