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ON THE LARGE DEVIATIONS THEOREM OF WEAKER TYPES

XINXING WU, XIONG WANG, AND GUANRONG CHEN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we introduce the concepts of the large deviatheorem
of weaker types, i.e., type |, type I, type I, type II’, typk, and type llI’, and present a
systematic study of the ergodic and chaotic properties n&dical systems satisfying
the large deviations theorem of various types. Some chaisiits of the ergodic
measure are obtained and then applied to prove that eveandygal system satisfying
the large deviations theorem of type I’ is ergodic, which dgiigalent to the large
deviations theorem of type II" in this regard, and that evamguely ergodic dynamical
system restricted on its support satisfies the large dewisitheorem. Moreover, we
prove that every dynamical system satisfying the largeadmns theorem of type Il
is anE-system. Finally, we show that a dynamical system satigfytie central limit
theorem, introduced in [Y. Niu, Y. Wang, Statist. Probab.ttL.e30 (2010), 1180—
1184], does not exist.

1. INTRODUCTION

A dynamical systetis a pair(X, T), whereX is a compact metric space with a metric
d andT : X — X is a continuous map. Sharkovsky’s amazing discova, [as well
as Li and Yorke’s famous work which introduced the conceptlb&os’ known as Li-

Yorke chaos today20], have provoked the recent rapid advancement of research on

discrete chaos theory. At the same time, many research waiesdevoted to the links
between the topological and stochastic properties of nhetéstic dynamical systems.
The topological approach on chaoticity tries to descrileettipological structure of
a ‘chaotic region’ 2, 6, 7, 13, 14, 17, 20, 23]. The essence of Li-Yorke chaos is the
existence of uncountable scrambled sets. Another welvkraefinition of chaos was
given by DevaneyT], according to which a continuous mdpis said to bechaotic
in the sense of Devangif it satisfies the following three properties: With notati
N={12..},Z"={0,1,2,...},

(1) T istopologically transitivei.e., for every pair of nonempty open sets/ C X,
there exist® € Z* such thaff"(U) NV # @;
(2) The set of periodic points df is dense irX;

Date July 6, 2018.

2010Mathematics Subject ClassificatioRrimary 54H20, 37B99; Secondary 54B20, 54H20, 37B20,
37B40.

Key words and phrased.arge deviations theorem, ergodic, transitivity, semsiti equicontinuous.

Xinxing Wu was supported by the Scientific Research Fundcf&in Provincial Education Depart-
ment (No. 14ZB0007) and the scientific research startingeptof SWPU.

Xiong Wang (Corresponding Author) was supported by thedveti Natural Science Foundation of
China (N0.11547117) and Seed Funding from Scientific antiffieal Innovation Council of Shenzhen
Government.

Guanrong Chen was supported by the Hong Kong Research @autxil under GRF Grant CityU
11201414.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.05996v1

2 X. WU, X. WANG, AND G. CHEN

(3) T hassensitive dependence on initial conditigbsefly, is sensitivg i.e., there
existse > 0 such that for anx € X and any neighborhodd of x, there exist
y €U andn € Z" satisfyingd(T"(x), T"(y)) > €.

Banks et al. ] proved that every topologically transitive map whose eig points
are dense iX has sensitive dependence on initial conditions, which iespihat the
above condition ) is redundant, while Huang and Y&4 showed that every topo-
logically transitive map containing a periodic point is olia in the sense of Li-Yorke.
Most importantly, sensitive dependence on initial cowdisi is widely understood as
a key ingredient of chaos and was popularized by the metegistlLorenz, which is
commonly known as the so-called ‘butterfly effect’.

The stochastic approach is devoted to characterizing thardics of a deterministic
dynamical system through its stochastic properties byguials from ergodic theory,
functional analysis and spectral theo#d P1, 22, 26, 28, 29, 30]. Meanwhile, the
links between the two approaches are being gradually stydjell, 12, 18, 19, 25,

31, 37, 40]. For example, Abraham et all][gave some sufficient conditions (in terms
of topology and ergodicity) on a measure-preserving dynahsystem defined on a
nontrivial metric spacéX, B(X), 1) endowed with a Borel probability measure, to
ensure the sensitivity property or cofinite sensitivitygedy. In 2004, He et al.12]
proved that for a measure-preserving transformafiom (X, B(X), 1), if supp(p) = X
andT is weakly mixing, theril has sensitive dependence on initial conditions and this
also holds for measure-preserving semiflows. In 2006, baelfl8] complemented
the main results in], 31, 37] on the links between several topological and stochastic
properties of dynamical systems and proved that if §upp= X andT is mixing (not-
necessarily measure-preserving), tiemas sensitive dependence on initial conditions.

Itis commonly known that the large deviations theorem aedtntral limit theorem
coming from probability theory are two of the most remarkatasults in all fields of
mathematics especially in probability and statistics.ylWwere successfully applied to
dynamical systemslB, 19, 24, 25, 31, 32, 34, 37]. The former describes the oscilla-
tion of the time averagél/n) z{‘z‘old) o T'(x) around the spatial averagg ¢du and
the latter describes the rate of its convergence. In 2007,1Hwextended the results
obtained by Wu et al. J1] and showed that a dynamical system satisfying the large
deviations theorem is topologically ergodic. Moreoveiit ifs strongly topologically
ergodic, then it has sensitive dependence on initial caondit(see 11, Theorem 3.1,
Theorem 4.1]). Lately, NiuZ4] proved that a dynamical system satisfying the large
deviations theorem has an equicontinuous point if and drityis both minimal and
equicontinuous. Then, LlP] introduced the concept of ergodic sensitivity, which is
a stronger form of sensitivity, and showed that a strongbptogically ergodic system
satisfying the large deviations theorem is ergodicallysgese. More recently, we34]
proved that a dynamical system satisfying the large denattheorem is ergodic.

Based on the results irl], 18 19, 24, 25, 34], our objective here is to use the
methods of ergodic theory and topological dynamics to rthvestigate the relations
between the large deviations theorem, the ergodic pr@seaiid the chaotic behaviors
of dynamical systems.



2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Topological dynamics. ForU,V C X, define thereturn time set from U to \as
NU,V)={neZ" :T"U)NV # @}. In particular,N(x,V) = {ne Z* : T"(x) e V}
forx € X.

Let P be the collection of all subsets @f. A collection.# C P is called aFursten-
berg familyif it is hereditary upwards, i.ef; C F;, andF € % imply R € 7. A
family .# is properif it is a proper subset oP, i.e., neither empty nor the wholR.
It is easy to see tha# is proper if and only ifZ" € .% and @¢ .%. All the fami-
lies considered below are assumed to be proper. For a Fhestefamily.#, denote
ANF)={F-F:FeZ} whereF —F={i—jeZ":i,jeF}.

ForAc Z™", define

= : 1 o1
d(A) =limsup=|AN[0,n—1]| andd(A) = Immgc - |AN[0,n—1]|.

n—+o N
Then,d(A) andd(A) arethe upper densitandthe lower densitpf A, respectively.
Similarly, define theupper Banach densiignd thelower Banach densitgf A as

: ANl .. |ANI
BD*(A) = Ilmsup| | and BD,(A) = liminf | |,
Hsteo 1] H=te [l

wherel is over all non-empty finite intervals & .

A subsetS of Z. is syndeticif it has a bounded gap, i.e., if theres< N such
that {i,i+1,...,i + N} NS+ 0 for everyi € Z*; Sis thick if it contains arbitrarily
long runs of positive integers, i.e., for evarg N there exists soma, € Z* such that
{an,an+1,...,ap+n} C S The set of all thick subsets @, all syndetic subsets of
77", all subsets oZ™ with positive upper density, all subsetsf with upper density
equal to 1, and all subsets@f with positive upper Banach density, are denoted&y
Fs, Fpudr Fudt, aNdZ pung, respectively. Clearly, all of them are Furstenberg faesili

For a Furstenberg family?, a dynamical system is called -transitiveif N(U,V) €
 for every pair of nonempty open subsets/ C X. The .7 g-transitivity and.%q; -
transitivity are called topological ergodicity and strontppological ergodicity respec-
tively in [11, 19]. Clearly, Zs-transitivity is stronger that, g-transitivity.

A dynamical systeniX, T) is totally transitiveif (X, T") is transitive for eacin € N;
and it is(topologically) weakly mixingf (X x X, T x T) is transitive. It is well known
that(X, T) is weakly mixing if and only if it is%;-transitive (see§, 9]). An x€ X isa
transitive pointf its orbital closureorb(x, T) = X. Let TrangT) be the set of transitive
points. Then, the orbit closure of a recurrent point is titares

A dynamical systengX, T) is minimalif every orbit undefT is dense irX. It is easy
to see thatX, T) is a minimal system if and only K has no proper, nonempty, closed
invariant subset. A point € X is called arequicontinuity poinof T if, for any € > 0,
there exist® > 0 such that for any € X with d(x,y) < d and anyn € Z", one has
d(T"(x),T"(y)) < €. A dynamical systeniX, T) is equicontinuousf everyx € X is an
equicontinuous point df ; (X, T) isalmost equicontinuousit is a transitive dynamical
system admitting an equicontinuity point. By compactniéssin be verified thatX, T)
is equicontinuous when the sequed@é : n € Z*} is uniformly equicontinuous.

ForU C X ande > 0, let

N(U,e)={neZ" :diamT"(U) > &}.



4 X. WU, X. WANG, AND G. CHEN

It is easy to see that a dynamical systefnT) is sensitive if and only if there exists
€ > 0 such that, for any nonempty open sulidet X, N(U, ) # @. For a dynamical
system, MoothathuZ3] initiated a preliminary study of stronger forms of sensiti
ity formulated in terms of some subsetsZf, namely the syndetical sensitivity and
cofinite sensitivity. Recently, Lil[9] introduced the concept of ergodic sensitivity. Ac-
cording to MoothathuZ3] and Li [19], a dynamical syster(X, T) is said to be

(1) ergodically sensitive there existss > 0 such that for any nonempty open sub-
setU c X, d(N(U,¢)) > 0;

(2) syndetically sensitivé there existse > 0 such that for any nonempty open
subsetd C X, N(U, ¢) is syndetic;

(3) cofinitely sensitivé there existss > 0 such that for any nonempty open subset
U C X, N(U, ¢) is cofinite.

Clearly, cofinite sensitivity is stronger than syndeti@isitivity, which implies ergodic
sensitivity. More results on sensitivity can be found16,[33, 36].

2.2. Probability measure. Let B(X) be theo-algebra of Borel subsets &f, M(X)
the set of Borel probability measures 0%, B(X)), andM (X, T) the T-invariant ones.
It is well known thatM(X) is a compact metrisable space in the weak*-topology, and
M(X,T) is a nonempty closed subsetMfX). A measure-preserving transformation
T of a probability spacéX, B(X), 1) is calledergodicif the only member® of B(X)
with T~1(B) = B satisfyu(B) = 0 or u(B) = 1. A probability measurgr € M(X,T)
is called ergodicif the measure-preserving transformatidnof the measure space
(X,B(X),u) is ergodic. LetE(X,T) be the set of all ergodic measuresNi(X,T).
If M(X,T) consists of a single point, théX, T) is said to bainiquely ergodic

For anyu € M(X), the set{x € X : u(U) > 0 for any neighborhood of x} is called
thesupportof u, denoted by sup). As every Borel probability measugeis regular
(see BO, Theorem 6.1]), itis easy to see thasupp i) = 1 and SUPPU| 3 (suppp))) =
SUPRH).

Let C(X) denote the Banach space of continuous complex-valuedidmscon X
with the supremum norr- || and call each element @f(X) anobservable

Lemma 2.1. [30, pp. 149]The following statements are equivalent:

(1) un — p in the weak*-topology.

(2) Foreachg € C(X), [x ¢dun — [x ¢du as n— oo,

(3) For each closed subsetE& X, limsup,_, ., Un(F) < u(F).
(4) For each open subsetd X, liminfp_, 1o tn(U) > p(U).

Forx € X, let & € M(X) denote thdirac point measuref x, defined by

s ={ g xon

For the ergodic measure, the following result is well known.

Lemma2.2. Let(X,T) be a dynamical system apde M(X,T). Then,

(1) supdy) is a nonempty, closed, invariant subset of X.
(2) If u is ergodic, ther{supg ), B(supdp)), T, ) is ergodic and transitive.
(3) If T is uniquely ergodic, thefsupg 1), T) is uniquely ergodic and minimal.
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A dynamical systentX,T) is called anE-systenif it is topologically transitive and
there exists an invariant measyrewith a full support, i.e., supp) = X. It is well
known that every minimal system is &isystem, and everg-system is#s-transitive
(see O, Theorem 4.4]).

The main concern in the stochastic analysis of a deterngrdgnamical system is
how to describe the oscillations of the finite-time average

%.ng(poﬂ(x)

around their expected valug ¢du, where@ is anobservablei.e., ¢ € C(X). The
Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem indicates that for an ergodic measpreserving transfor-
mationT and for anyp € LY(u),

nmw% 5 ¢ T (%) = /X bdu, ae

Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem. Suppose that T is a measure-preserving transformation
of a probability spaceX, B(X),u) and¢ € L*(u). Then,(1/n) Zin:_old’ o T'(x) con-
vergesa.e. to a limit functiong* € L (1) such thap*o T = ¢* and [y ¢*du = [y pdu.

WhenT is uniquely ergodic, the following result shows that it atsymuch stronger
properties of these ergodic averages (8 Theorem 6.19]).

Lemma 2.3. [30, Theorem 6.19] et (X, T) be a dynamical system. The following
statements are equivalent:

(1) Foreveryp € C(X), (1/n
(2) Foreveryp € C(X), (1/n
(3) There existgt € M(X,T)

.1 o
Jm, 3 9T/ = [ ddu
(4) T is uniquely ergodic.

T'(x) converges uniformly to a constant.

)3
IS T'(x) converges pointwise to a constant.
such that for allp € C(X) and all xe X,

Meanwhile, by the Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem, it can be vedfihat a measure-
preserving transformatioh of a probability spacéX, B (X, i) is ergodic if and only if
for anyA,B € B(X),

N—-+o N

lim = Z)u (ANT™ = u(A)u(B).

2.3. Thelargedeviationstheorem. First, recall the original large deviations theorem
in classic probability theory.

Large deviations theorem. Let Xy, X1, ... be independent identically distributed ran-
dom variables taking values iR, with averageX = E(X,) < +o, variance g2 =
E((X,—X)?) € (0,4), and E&*) ¢ (0, +o) for every tc R. Then, for anye > 0,
the probabilityP(n, €) of

1n-1 B

DAL

> &
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converges to zero exponentially as-n+co, in the sense that

lim sup} logP(n, &) < 0.
n—+e N
Following the Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem and this large devas theorem, Wu et
al. [31] introduced the large deviations theorem for dynamicalesys.
Let (X, T) be a dynamical system apde M(X). An observable is said to satisfy
thelarge deviations theorefior (X, B(X), T, u), or simply(T, u), if for any € > 0 there

existsh(e) > 0 such that
}) < g ") (2.1)

({xex ijpoT' /cpdu

for all sufficiently largen € N. According to Wu et al. 31], a dynamical system
(X, B(X),T,u) or (T, u) is said to satisfy th&arge deviations theoretifievery observ-
able satisfies the large deviations theorem(flant) and suppu) =

To extend the large deviations theorem (LDT) modifying tbewvergence in4.1),
we now introduce some concepts of large deviations theofemeaker forms. We say
that(T, i) satisfies

(1) thelarge deviations theorem of weak fo(MvLDT) if, every observable satisfies
the large deviations theorem.
(2) thelarge deviations theorem of type(LDT-I') if, for every observablep and

anye > 0,

:ilu ({xex Z)d)oT /cpdu

(3) thelarge deviations theorem of type (LDT-II') if, for every observablep and

anye > 0,

nimmu ({xex Z)d)OTI /cpdu

(4) thelarge deviations theorem of type II(LDT-1II') if, for every observable¢

and anye > 0,

Imwg‘u({xex | Z)d)OT /cpdu
If (T, ) satisfies LDT-I’ (resp., LDT-II’, LDT-1II') and suppu) = 1, then we say that
(T, u) satisfies the large deviations theorem of type | (LDT-I) gresype Il (LDT-II),

type Il (LDT-II)).
Clearly,

LDT = LDT-l = LDT-Il = LDT-lI,

and
WLDT = LDT-I' = LDT-II' = LDT-III" .

Meanwhile, it can be verified that every trivial dynamicat®m satisfies LDT, and that

(X, B(X), T, u) satisfies LDT-I' (resp., LDT-II’, LDT-1II") if and only if (supd i), B(supd i)), T,

satisfies LDT-1 (resp., LDT-II, LDT-1ll). We obtain a surging result (see Theorem
3.3, however, which shows that LDT-II' is equivalent to the edgrity.

vy
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The following example shows that ergodicity, LDT, WLDT, LEJILDT-I', LDT-II,
LDT-1I', LDT-1l, and LDT-III" are not preserved under itations. This example also
shows that LDT does not guarantee the weakly mixing prop&ey 27, be the set of
all above listed properties.

Example 2.1. Let X = {a;,a} be any two distinct points with a discrete metric sat-
isfying u(a1) = p(az) = 1/2. DefineT : X — X asT(a1) =az andT(az) = az. Itis
easy to see that, for eacheP2?;, T satisfies P, buT? does not.

In [35], we proved that if there exists € N such that(T", u) satisfies LDT, then
(T, u) satisfies LDT. Similarly, it can be verified that this alsod®for all properties
in 1, as summarized below.

Theorem 2.1. Let (X, T) be a dynamical systerny, € M(X,T), andP € &;. If there
exists ne N such thatT", i) satisfies, then(T, 1) satisfiesP.

2.4. Thecentral limit theorem. Recently, Niu and Wan@pb] applied the central limit
theorems in probability theory to dynamical systems anddocertain relations be-
tween the central limit theorem and some chaotic properties

An observable is said to satisfy th€entral Limit Theorem in the sense of Niu and
Wangfor (T, u), if there existso > 0 such that for every intervél C R,

lim_p ({xex : %:Z <¢0Ti(x)_/x¢d“) eA}) _ g;ﬁ/Ae_tZ/(ZGZ)dt'

If every observable satisfies the central limit theorem(flau) and suppu) = X, itis
said that(T, u) satisfies the central limit theorem.

At the end of this paper, however, we will show that a dynahsgatem satisfying
the Central Limit Theorem in the sense of Niu and Wang actuddes not exist (see
Theorem6.1).

3. THE LARGE DEVIATIONS THEOREM AND ERGODICITY

In this section, some ergodic properties on dynamical systeatisfying LDT are
obtained. The new results show that LDT=F LDT-II' < ergodicity.
The following lemma gives some characteristics to the eémoeasure.

Lemma 3.1. Let (X,T) be a dynamical system ande M(X). Then, the following
statements are equivalent:

(1) u is ergodic.
(2) There exists ¥ B(X) with u(Y) = 1 such that, forall ye Y,

1 n—1

=) Oriy) = M.
- i; )
(3) There exists ¥ B(X) with u(Y) = 1 such that, for all ye Y and all¢ € C(X),

rgignm%zmﬂ(y):/xwu.
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(4) Forany¢ € C(X) and anye > 0,

4o
l!m)u( {xex Z)(IJOT /¢du >e}>_0

(5) Forany¢ € C(X), (1/n) 3 g ¢ oT'(x) — [y ¢du ae.

Proof. (2) < (3) follows from Lemma2.1 In view of [30, Theorem 6.14], it suffices
to check thatg) < (4), and thatu € M(X, T) under the assumption o8
(3) = (4). Given any fixedp € C(X), one has

qn-1 .
X\Y D Div(¢) := {XEX:H.%¢OT|(X>%/)(¢dIJ}

k§¢°T )~ | ocu >

This implies that, for ang > 0,

400
miTw( {xex Z)(IJOT /¢du >e}> 0.

(4) = (3). Given any fixedp € C(X), condition @) implies that, for anyh € N,

u(ﬁ [j{xex; Ly >;})

m=1k—m k.Z)(poTi(X)—/Xdeu
+oo
_nQanll(U{xex kZ)(pOT /¢du })

k=

(3.1)

of

:[jﬁ[j{xex

n=1m=1k=m

Then,u(Div(¢)) = 0. So, for anyn € N,

oo
m[)ng(»(U{xeX kZ)quT /cpdu

k=m

Combining this with
1n71 )
Con(¢) = {xex:ﬁ_;¢oT'(x)—>/X¢du}
+ +00
XeX: ¢oT pdu| <
- A0 {rex|igeereo- foa<3)

it follows that1(Con(¢)) = 1. Choose a countable dense sulfgg . *; of C(X) and
takeY = N2 Con(¢x). Then,u(Y) =1 and, for any € Y and anyk € N,

Jim > Z}W V)= [ #du

The result follows from approximating a givgne C(X) by members of ¢y },.*;
Applying (3.1), itis easy to seed) < (5).
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Finally, according to the proof of the Krylov-Bogoliouboh&orem (see30, The-
orem 6.9]), it is easy to see that under the assumptio®)efi( is T-invariant, i.e.,
1€ M(X,T). Its proof is included here for completeness.

In fact, for any giverp € C(X) andy € Y, noting thatp o T € C(X), condition @) im-
plies that(1/n) ST ¢ o T'(y) — [y ¢du and(1/n) T3 (poT)oTi(y) — [ § o Tdu.
Combining this with|(1/n) 575 ¢ o T'(y) — (1/n) 5] (o T) o T'(y)| < 2] ¢ ]/, it
follows that

/X¢du—/x¢onu:ninjw%zj¢oTi(y)— lim 3_;(¢OT)OT‘(y):o.

The result is now implied by30, Theorem 6.8]. O

Remarkl. (1) It is noticeable that30, Theorem 6.14] shows that Lemm3al (1)
is equivalent to Lemma&.1(2), under the hypothesis @f € M(X,T).

(2) By Lemma3.1(3), itis easy to see that € M(X,T) is ergodic if and only if
p({xe X liMpsie(l/n) St ¢ oTH(X) = fx ¢du, Vo € C(X)}) = 1.
Theorem 3.1. Let (X, T) be a dynamical system ande M(X). If (T,u) satisfies

LDT-I', then u is ergodic.

Proof. The result follows from Lemma.1and the fact that

[JOO(n[J:({XGX %d)oT' /(pdu >s}>
S:Zku ({xex lZ}d)oT' /¢du >s}>.

Because LDT is stronger than LDT-I', Theoreril immediately generates the fol-
lowing corollaries.

Corollary 3.1. If (T, u) satisfies WLDT, thep ergodic.

Corollary 3.2. If (T, u) satisfies LDT or LDT-I, them is an ergodic measure with a
full support.

Corollary 3.3. [11, Theorem 3.1]f (T, u) satisfies LDT, then T is topologically er-
godic.

Proof. Since every ergodic dynamical system with full suppor#igtransitive, this
follows by Corollary3.2 O

Theorem 3.2. Let (X, T) be a uniquely ergodic dynamical system gnd E(X,T).
Then,

(1) (T, u) satisfies WLDT.

(2) (Tlsupgp), M) satisfies LDT.

Proof. The unique ergodicity ofX, T ), together with Lemma.3, implies that for every
¢ €C(X), (1/n) 33 ¢ o T'(x) converges uniformly tdy ¢du. This means that for any
g > 0, there exist® € N such that for alk € X, |(1/n) $T-g ¢ o TH(x) — [y pdu| < &
holds for alln > N. So, (T, u) satisfies WLDT.

(2) This follows by () and SUPPU| 5 (supgp))) = SUPHL)- O
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Theorem3.2with Lemmaz2.2leads to the following result.

Corollary 3.4. Let (X,T) be a uniquely ergodic dynamical system gme M(X).
Then, the following statements are equivalent:

(1) (T, u) satisfies LDT.

(2) (T, ) satisfies LDT-I.

(3) (T, u) satisfies LDT-II.

(4) T is minimal andu € M(X,T).

Remark2. Corollary 3.4 indicates that a nontrivial dynamical system satisfyingll-D
which is sensitive or equicontinuous, indeed exists.

The following Propositior8.1shows that the probability measyref the pair(T, i)
satisfying LDT-II' is T-invariant. Theoren8.3 gives an improved characteristic of
LDT-II which indicates that LDT-1I' is equivalent to ergacity.

Proposition 3.1. Let (X, T) be a dynamical system ande M(X). If (T, u) satisfies
LDT-II’, then u is T -invariant.

Proof. By [30, Theorem 6.8], it suffices to check that, for afiye C(X), [y ¢du =
Jx®oTdu. SincegpoT € C(X) and(T, ) satisfies LDT-II', it follows that, for any

M e N,
1n—1 i 1
Jm | gxexi 1Dy 9oT' /¢du <ot ) =1
n-1

1 1
nlrﬂmu <{xex. ﬁ_ 2M}>:1'

%(¢OT oT /(I)onu
if
Thus, there existiN € N such that, for anyn > N, there existsx, € X satisfying

(1/n) 50 ¢ 0T (xn) — fx ddp| < 1/2M and|(1/n) 575 (¢ o T) o T' (xn) — fy o Tdu| <
1/2M. This implies that

/X¢du—/x¢onu’
|/X¢du—%§¢oT‘<xn

n—1

%;(rpoﬂoT‘(xn)—/ #oTdu

2]|¢]| 2||¢||
- 2|\/|Jr n Jr2|\/|_|v|Jr n

So, [x ¢du = [x ¢ o Tdp. O

Theorem 3.3. Let (X, T) be a dynamical system anpde M(X). Then,(T, u) satisfies
LDT-1I' if and only if u is ergodic.

and

Z}(poT' - Z(¢oT)oTi(xn)|

_|_

Proof. The sufficiency follows immediately from Lemn3al
To prove the necessity, by Lemn3al, it suffices to check that, for anfy € C(X),

(1/n) 2 poT (x) = fy ddu ae.
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Claim 1. Forany¢ € C(X), there exists an increasing sequedtg},*; C N such that

(L/L) S o TH(X) — Jy ¢du ae.
-

Given anyN € N, since(T, i) satisfies LDT-II', one has
Z}d) 0T~ [ gau| >

In particular, forN = 1, there exists an increasing sequeﬁcﬁé } e such that, forany
keN, u(Z(L( ) 1)) < 1/2. Consider the sequence of numbeps(Z(Lk 1/2) 4,
which converges to zero by the fact that u) satisfies LDT-II" and so has a subse-
quence{ (3 (L M ,1/2))} 1 such that forank € N, (= (Ll((z),l/Z)) < 1/2% Clearly,
SESH(E (L|(< ), 1) < ka 1/2k =1 Proceed |n this process and, for etk N, ob-
tain asubsequenc{dll((N e C Nsuch thal{L } 1 C {L (N-1) };‘”1 C--C {Ll((z)};:""1 C
{Lf(l) +, so thaty * u(= (L . D 1/j))<1forj=1,...,N. Choose the diagonal

{Lx= Ll((k) o Itis easy to see thgt, " 4 (Z(Lk,1/j)) < 1holds forallj = 1,2,....
Combining this with

Q = {xeX il %¢OT /X¢du}
Gﬁtj{xex Z}¢OT /¢du

n=1m=1k=m
it follows thatu(Q) = 0. The proof of Claiml is thus completed.

lim p ( (n,1/N) := {xex

n—-+o

of

By the Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem, Propositidghl, and Claiml, there existp* ¢
L1(u) (as¢ € C(X) ¢ LY(u)) and anincreasing sequenids},=, such that1/n) S5 ¢ o
TH(x) — ¢*(x) a.e. and(1/Ly) ziL:"al oTI(X) — [y ¢du a.e. TakeZ = {x e X:

(/M) 3P EgoTi(x) = ¢* ()} N{x e X: (/L) 3o @ o T'(X) — Jx pdu}. Clearly,
H(Z) =1 and, forany € 2,

Claim 2. Forany¢ € C(X), (1/n) 575 ¢ o T'(x) — Jx ¢ ae.

¢*(X>:nirgm%i;¢oT‘ 09 = lim 7 Z; 6T = [ odu.
This implies tha(1/n) ST ¢ o T'(x) — [y ¢pdu a.e. O

In the proof of TheorenB.3, the diagonalization procedure works. We will give
another proof of this result in Sectién(see Lemmd.1).

Corollary 3.5. Let (X, T) be a dynamical system ande M(X). If (T,u) satisfies
LDT, LDT-1 or LDT-II, then(X,T) is an E-system. In particular, T i&s-transitive.

Proof. The result yields by Theoret3. O
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4. THE LARGE DEVIATIONS THEOREM AND SENSITIVITY

An interesting question about a dynamical system is wheorligs from nearby
points start to separate after finite steps. This is also dérnleeomost important fea-
tures depicting the chaoticity of a system. This notionemefd to as the “butterfly
effect”, has been widely studied and is termedghasitive dependence on initial con-
ditions(briefly, sensitivity), introduced by Auslander and Yori&gnd popularized by
Devaney [].

In [15], Huang and Ye proved that an almost equicontinugiggransitive system
is minimal and equicontinuous. This, together with the Auasler-Yorke dichotomy
Theorem (also se€| Theorem 3.1]) andZ3, Corollary 1], which states that for an
Fstransitive system, sensitivity implies syndetical sanisy, implies that every%s-
transitive system is either syndetically sensitive or boihimal and equicontinuous.
These with Corollang.5lead to the following results.

Theorem 4.1. If (X,T) is strongly topologically ergodic, then T is weakly mixirg.
particular, T is sensitive.

Proof. It follows from the fact that the weakly mixing property iswegalent to the
Fr-transitivity and% O Fyq1. O

Theorem 4.2. If (T, u) satisfies LDT-lIl and T is sensitive, then T is syndeticalhsse
tive.

Theorem4.2implies [11, Theorem 4.1] immediately.

Corollary 4.1. If (T, u) satisfies LDT-Il and T is strongly topologically ergodiceth
T is syndetically sensitive.

Corollary 4.2. [19, Theorem 3.1]f (T, u) satisfies LDT and T is strongly topologically
ergodic, then T is ergodically sensitive.

Corollary 4.3. If (T, i) satisfies LDT-II, then T is either syndetically sensitivéoth
minimal and equicontinuous.

For the.Z -transitivity, we have the following result. Note that th@pf is similar to
[15, Theorem 4.6], but for completeness, a proof is provided.her

Theorem 4.3. Let (X, T) be a dynamical system and &t be a Furstenberg family. If
(X,T) is Z-transitive and almost equicontinuous, then for any XrangT) and any
neighbourhood U of x, fk,U) € A(.%).

Proof. Fix anyx € TrangT) and anye > 0. Noting thatx is an equicontinuous point,
it follows that there exists & &; < €/2 such that, for any € B(x,&1) and anyn € Z™,
d(T"(x),T"(y)) < €/2. For anyn € N(B(x,&1),B(x, 1)), there existsy € B(x, &1)
such thatT"(y) € B(x,&1). Thus,d(x, T"(x)) < d(x,y) +d(T"(x),T"(y)) < ¢, i.e.,
N(B(x,£1),B(x,€1)) C N(x,B(x,€)) € .. This, together with 38, Proposition 2.2],
implies that for any neighbourhod#l of x, N(U,U) = N(x,U) —N(x,U) € A(F). Re-
peating the proof above, one obtains tNax,U ) € A(F). O

Now, consider the non-sensitive dynamical systems satgtyDT-II'.

Theorem 4.4. Let (X, T) be a dynamical system arid, u) satisfy LDT-II'. If (X, T) is
not sensitive, then
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(1) (supgu),T) is minimal and equicontinuous.
(2) For every observablg¢ € C(supfp)),

1 .
lim = T'x:/ du, Vx e supp).
Jm S et [ g prk)

(3) (supgu),T) is uniquely ergodic.

Proof. (1) It follows directly from Corollary3.5and Theorend.3.
(2) Suppose, on the contrary, that there exist an observalleC(supgu)) and

X € SUpR) such tha(1/n) 375 ¢ o T'(X) = fsypy) DA, i€,

n1

3 —Ilmsur) poT'(x) # ¢du,

n—+o N& supp i)

or

_I|m|nf— T'(x / du.
n n—-+o0 N Z)(p ° supd ) ¢ H

Without loss of generality, assume tiéat- fsupq“) ¢du, because the rest cases can be
verified similarly. Then, there exists an increasing seqaény},*; C N such that, for

anyk € N,
Z) ¢ oT <3§ + ¢du) . 4.2)
supp( 1)

Since¢ is uniformly continuous, there exists0d1 < (& — fsypy,) #dH) /4 such that,
for anyxy, X, € X with d(xg,x2) < 91,

1
00w ~90a)| <3 (&= [ oc). .2

The equicontinuity ofT implies that there exists & d < & such that, for any €
B(x,0) := {y € supgp) : d(x,y) < 8} and anyn € Z*, d(T"(x),T"(y)) < ;. Com-
bining this with @.1) and @.2), for anyy € B(x, ) and anyk € N, one has

1nk—1 . 1™ 1 i i
S BeT) = ZJOT o X 90T 00T )]
> —nkZ:(poT ——nkZ:}cpoT —¢oT(y)|

1 1
(3 du ) —= (& — d
~ 4( o supr(u)¢ “) 4(E /supp(u)d) “)

1
2 supp(L)

LS 1
- oT(v) — d - — d 0.
N i;) $oT ) /supriu) =3 <f /supriu) ’ “) g



14 X. WU, X. WANG, AND G. CHEN
This implies that, for ank € N,
nk 1

ne 2, ? T /supr(m el % (E _/supp(m ¢du) } 7B

which is a contradiction Sinc€l [sypy ., 1) satisfies LDT-1l andu(B(x,d)) > 0.
(3) Based on Lemma.3, Propositior3.1, and @), this holds trivially. O

{zesupp{u

Corollary 4.4. Let T be a measure-preserving transformation of a probgbdpace
(X, B(X,u). Then,(X,T) is a non-sensitive ergodic system with full support if and
only if T is minimal, equicontinuous, and uniquely ergodic.

Proof. It follows immediately from Corollanb.2, Theoren3.3 and Theorem.4. [

5. THE LARGE DEVIATIONS THEOREM OF TYPElIl AND TRANSITIVITY
This section studies the transitivity of dynamical systeaussfying LDT-III.
Theorem 5.1. Let (X, T) be a dynamical system andc M(X). If (T,u) satisfies

LDT-III’, then:

(1) For any nonempty open subsettUX with u(U) > 0O, there exists x U such
thatd(N(x,U)) > 0.
(2) For any nonempty open subsetsUc X with u(U)u(V) >0, N(U,V) # @.

Proof. (1) Suppose, on the contrary, tha} oes not hold. Then, there exists a nonempty
open set € X with u(U) > 0 such that, foranx € U, d(N(x,U)) =0, i.e.,
lim —]{O<|<n T'(x)eU}| =

n—+o N

Take a nonempty open subsétc U satisfyingV c U. Clearly, bothV and X \ U
are nonempty closed subsetsxafandV N (X \U) = @. Applying Urysohn's Lemma,
there exists a continuous functigrn: X — [0, 1] such that

1, xeV,
4’("):{ 0, xeX\U.

Clearly, ¢ is an observable. Choose= %fx ¢du > 0 and set

D(n”:{XEX %¢OT /¢du >e} n=1,2,.
Since the paifT, i) satisfies LDT-II, one has
DE)) —
hmint v (OK) =

This implies that there exists an increasing sequqm{r@;fl C N such that, for any
keN,

@) _ HU)
I <DNk> < St (5.1)
It follows from the choice ofp that, for anyx € U,

1n1

Z}([) oTI

g%}{0§i<n:T‘(x)eU}]—>O, (N — +o0).
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Thus,

lim
N— oo

n%qm - [ 9du| =3

So, for anyx € U, there existd/y € Z* such that, for any > MX, X € D(s) Thisimplies

that, for any increasing sequenfe .y C N, U C ()ae ). Combining this with
(5.1) yields that

AR o o\ _ uu) 1
pU) < (U D&Q) > K (o)) < > ‘;Lf = SH(U),

k=1

which is a contradiction ag(U) > 0.

(2) Suppose that there exist nonempty open suli$gfsC X with p(U)u(V) >0
such thalN(U,V) =@, i.e., foranyn € Z*, T"(U) NV = @. TakeF; = U5 T"(U).
Clearly,F; ¢ X\ V. Since the probability measugeis regular angu(V) > 0, there ex-
ists a closed subsEb C V such thafu(F,) > 0. Noting that~ NF, = &, by Urysohn’s
Lemma, there exists a continuous functipnX — [0, 1] such that

d)(X):{ 1, xeb,

0, xek.

It is easy to see that for anye U and anyi € Z*t, ¢ o T'(x) = 0. So,

uCﬁo{xex Z}([JoT /cpdu }

which is a contradiction a@T, ) satisfies LDT-III’ andu (U ) > 0. O

Although we do not know if the probability measupeis T-invariant when(T, u)
satisfies LDT-IIl or LDT-III’, Corollary 5.1 below indicates that such a system admits
aT-invariant probability measure € M(X, T) such that supfw) = supdu).

Theorem 5.2. Let (X, T) be a dynamical system andc M(X). If (T,u) satisfies
LDT-III, then (X, T) is an E-system. In particular, T i&s-transitive.

Proof. Based on Theorerd.1and 39, Corollary 2.2], this holds trivially. O

Corollary 5.1. Let (X, T) be a dynamical system ande M(X). If (T,u) satisfies
LDT-1II’, then (supdu), T) is an E-system.

Lemma 5.1. Let (X, T) be a dynamical system ande M(X,T). If (T,u) satisfies
LDT-III, then u is ergodic.

Proof. Given any fixedp € C(X), the Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem implies that there exist
¢* € L1 (u) andY € B(X) with u(Y) = 1 such that, forany € Y, limnp_ (1/n) ST-d ¢ o
T'(y) =¢* (y) Since(T, u) satisfies LDT-I", for anyN € N there exists an increasing
sequeanL } 1 such that, for ank € N,

H (m&m,l/m = {

(
LV -1

-(igdm )~ [ g
k
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oo 00 00 N oo 00 00 N
Sets — M XA T, 1/N) = X\ w2 Uiz (L 1/N), and
takeQ = ZﬂY. Then,u(Q) = 1. According to the constructlon @, it follows that,
foranyx € Q and anyN € N, there existsn € N such that for ank > m,

Z)(poT /(pdu <N

Combining this with IirrpHHo(l/L )ZI *0 ¢ o Ti(y) = ¢*(x) yields that, for any
xe Q,

nL'Tooﬁ Z)gboT " (%) :/chdu.
The proof is then completed by Lemral O

Theorem 5.3. Let(X, T) be a dynamical system apde M(X, T). Then, the following
statements are equivalent:

(1) (T, ) satisfies LDT-II".
(2) (T, u) satisfies LDT-III".
(3) uis ergodic.

Proof. They follow from TheorenB8.3and Lemmab. 1. O

Corollary 5.2. Let (X,T) be a uniquely ergodic dynamical system gme M(X).
Then, the following statements are equivalent:

(1) (T, ) satisfies LDT.

(2) (T, u) satisfies LDT-I.

(3) (T, u) satisfies LDT-II.

(4) T is minimal andu € M(X,T).

(5) (T, ) satisfies LDT-1Il andu € M(X, T).

Remark3. Applying Theorenb.2, it is not difficult to check that Theored 2, Corol-
lary 4.1, Corollary4.2, and Corollary4.3all hold for LDT-III.

Although Theorenb.3 proves that for a measure-preserving transformation, LDT-
II"is equivalent to LDT-III', we do not know if this holds fogeneral transformations,
because we can not answer the question as if the probab#&guaneu is T-invariant
when(T, u) satisfies LDT-1I". So, the following question is posed.

Question 1. Is there a transformation of a probability spa¢¥, B(X), i), satisfying
LDT-III" (resp., LDT-1I), which does not satisfy LDT-II'résp., LDT-I")?
6. A REMARK ON THE CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM

This section shows that, in contrast with the case of theeldayiations theorem (see
Corollary5.2and Remark), a dynamical system satisfying the Central Limit Theorem
in the sense of Niu and Wang3] does not exist.

Theorem 6.1. There exists no dynamical system satisfying the Centrat Oiheorem
in the sense of Niu and Wang.
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Proof. For any given dynamical systefiX,T), define an observablg¢ : X — C as
¢ (X) = 0. Take a probability measugec M(X). For every intervaA C R, one has

r!mou <{X€X : %TZ: (¢ oTi(x)—/Xdeu) eA})

—nixexzoean={ 5 S5N —10).

wherelx(+) is the characteristic function of the setClearly,
1 2 /(9652
14(0) = —== [ &/ at
A0) oV 21 JA

does not hold for any interval C R. This implies thatp does not satisfy the Central
Limit Theorem in the sense of Niu and Wang. $®, i) does not satisfy the Central
Limit Theorem in the sense of Niu and Wang. O

Remark4. [32, Question 4.9] asks if there exists a dynamical systemfgauisthe
Central Limit Theorem? Theoret1above shows that the answer is negative.

REFERENCES

1. C. Abraham, G. Biau, B. Cadre, Chaotic properties of a rimgppn a probability space, J. Math.
Anal. Appl., 266 (2002), 420-431.
2. E. Akin, S. Kolyada, Li-Yorke sensitivity, Nonlinearjty6 (2003), 1421-1433.
3. J. Auslander, J.A. Yorke, Interval maps, factors of maps ehaos, Tdhoku Math. J32 (1980),
177-188.
4. V. Baladi, Positive transfer operators and decay of ¢aticms. Advance series in nonlinear dynam-
ics, vol.16. World Scientific; 2000.
5. J. Banks, J. Brooks, G. Cairns, G. Davis, P. Stacey, Oniizgisdefinition of chaos, Amer. Math.
Monthly, 99 (1992), 332-334.
6. L. Block, W.A. Coppel, Dynamics in one dimension. Lectmetes in mathematics, vol513.
Spring-Verlag; 1992.
7. R.L. Devaney, An Introduction to Chaotic Dynamical Syste Redwood City: Addison-Wesley;
1989.
8. H. Furstenberg, Recurrence in Ergodic Theory and Conrilah Number Theory. M. B. Porter
Lectures, Princeton University Press, Princeton, N.B]119
, IP-systems in ergodic theory, Conference in modern aisadywl probability (New Haven.
Conn., 1982), 131-148, Contemp. Ma®6, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, R.l, 1984.
10. E. Glasner, B. Weiss, Locally equicontinuous dynamsyatems, Collog. Math84-85 (2000),
345-361.
11. R. Gu, The large deviations theorem and ergodicity, €h&olitons & Fractals34 (2007), 1387—
1392.
12. L. He, X. Yan, L. Wang, Weak-mixing implies sensitive dagence, J. Math. Anal. Appl299
(2004), 300-304.
13. W. Huang, X. Ye, Homeomorphisms with the whole compaetadscrambled sets, Ergodic Theory
and Dynamical System21 (2001), 77-91.
, Devaney’s chaos or 2-scattering implies Li-Yorke’s chabspology Appl.,117 (2002),
259-272.
, An explicit scateering, non-weakly mixing example and kvdesjointness, Nonlinearity,
15 (2002), 849-862.
16. W. Huang, S. Kolyada, G. Zhang, Auslander-Yorke dichptéheorem, multi-sensitivity and Lya-
punov numbersyttp://arxiv.org/abs/1504.00587.
17. S. Kolyada, L. Snoha, Some aspect of topological trizitgit—a survey, Grazer Math. Ber, Bericht
Nr., 334 (1997), 3-35.

14.

15.



http://arxiv.org/abs/1504.00587

18 X. WU, X. WANG, AND G. CHEN

18. S. Lardjane, On some stochastic properties in Devamdges, Chaos, Solitons & Fractal3
(2006), 668-672.

19. R. Li, The large deviations theorem and ergodic seiitsit@ommun. Nonlinear Sci. Numer. Simu-
lat., 18 (2013), 819-825.

20. T.Y. Li, J.A. Yorke, Period three implies chaos, Amer.tMavonthly,82 (1975), 985-992.

21. C. Liverani, Decay of correlations, Ann. Math42 (1995), 239-301.

22. , Decay of correlations for piecewise expanding maps, d. Blgys.,78 (1995), 1111-1129.

23. T.K.S. Moothathu, Stronger forms of sensitivity for dymical systems, Nonlinearit20 (2007),
2115-2126.

24. Y. Niu, The large deviations theorem and sensitivitya@) Solitons & Fractalgl2 (2009), 609—
614.

25. Y. Niu, Y. Wang, The central limit theorem and ergidiciBtatist. Probab. Lett80 (2010), 1180—
1184.

26. J.C. Oxtoby, Ergodic sets, Bull. Amer. Math. S&8 (1952), 116-136.

27. AN. Sharkovsky, Coexistence of cycles of a continuoappmg of the line into itself, Ukrainian
Math. J.,16 (1964), 61-71.

28. M. Viana, Stochastic dynamics of deterministic systeRis de Janeiro: Publications of CIMPA;
1997.

29. P. Walters, Some invariaatalgebras for measure-preserving transformations, Tramer. Math.
Soc.,163 (1972), 357-368.

30. , An Introduction to Ergodic Theory. Springer-Verlag, Newrk, Heidelberg, Berlin; 1982.

31. C.Wu, Z. Xu, W. Lin, J. Ruan, Stochastic properties in&ey’s chaos, Chaos, Solitons & Fractals,
23(2005), 1195-1199.

32. X. Wu, G. Chen, Central limit theorem and chaoticitytiStaProbab. Lett.92 (2014), 137-142.

33. X. Wu, J. Wang, G. Cher# -sensitivity and multi-sensitivity of hyperspatial dynaal systems, J.
Math. Anal. Appl.,429 (2015), 16—26.

34. X. Wu, G. Chen, On the large deviations theorem and ecifgdCommun. Nonlinear Sci. Numer.
Simulat. (In Press).

35. X. Wu, X. Wang, On the iteration properties of large d8uiss theorem, International Journal of
Bifurcation and Chaos (In press).

36. X. Wu, P. Oprocha, G. Chen, On various definitions of shéaualp with average error in tracing,
http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.5822.

37. Z. Xu, W. Lin, J. Ruan, Decay of correlations implies chanthe sense of Devaney, Chaos, Solitons
& Fractals,22 (2004), 305-310.

38. X. Ye, R. Zhang, On sensitive sets in topological dynapfionlinearity21 (2008), 1601-1620.

39. J.Yin, Z. Zhou, Positive upper density points and chAot Math. Sci. Ser. B Engl. Ed32 (2012),
1408-1414.

40. Y. Zhao, Some statistical results for Axiom A endomospis, Adv. Math. (Chinaj1 (2002), 200—
219.

(X. Wu) SCHOOL OF SCIENCES, SOUTHWEST PETROLEUM UNIVERSITY, CHENGDU, SICHUAN,
610500, BEOPLE S REPUBLIC OF CHINA
E-mail addresswuxinxing5201314@163. com

(X. Wu;X. Wang) INSTITUTE FORADVANCED STUDY, SHENZHEN UNIVERSITY, NANSHAN DIs-
TRICT SHENZHEN, GUANGDONG, CHINA
E-mail addresswangxiong8686@szu.edu.cn

(G. Chen) IEPARTMENT OF ELECTRONIC ENGINEERING, CITY UNIVERSITY OF HONG KONG,
HONG KONG SAR, PEOPLE SREPUBLIC OF CHINA
E-mail addresseegchen@cityu.edu.hk


http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.5822

	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Topological dynamics
	2.2. Probability measure
	2.3. The large deviations theorem
	2.4. The central limit theorem

	3. The large deviations theorem and ergodicity
	4. The large deviations theorem and sensitivity
	5. The large deviations theorem of type III and transitivity
	6. A remark on the central limit theorem
	References

