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Abstract

We study the skew product IFS on the cylinder S' x R defined by the maps Ge(x,y) =
(T(x), Ac(z) + Ay),c € C for a finite family C of m > 2 potential functions A. : S' — R
where T : 8! — S! is the doubling map. We show that there exists a compact invariant
set A C S' x R which has an attractive behavior. Then, we introduce the random SRB
measure p € Prob(S' x R x CV) which is ergodic with respect to the skew dynamical system
G(z,y,¢) = (Gey(x,y),0(C)), having the property that u a.e.

N-1
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N E g(GJ(LE,y,b)) N2> / g(xvyvb)d:u‘(xvy7b)7
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for all g € L*(;1). In the second part, we consider the IFS R = (S*, 7,),ez where T = {0, 1} and
7i(x) = 2+, i € Z, are the inverse branches of T'(z). In this setting we study the IFS ergodic
optimization problem for a finite family of potentials, consisting in finding the value m(R) =

sup [ Ac(tazx)du(zx,c,a), over the set of holonomic probabilities H and also the optimal mea-
HEH

sures fioo € H, such that, m(R) = [ Ac(7az)dpoo(x, ¢, a). As a tool to understand it, we study,
for each A\ < 1, the discounted IF'S ergodic optimization problem for a finite family of potentials
consisting in to find the value mx(R) = sup [ Ac(7ox)dp(z, ¢, a), over the set of discounted holo-
nomic probabilities H (v) and the optimal measures. Moreover, we show that if u = Hio,é,a is

an empirical discounted holonomic measure, then /Ac (Tax)dp(z,c,a) = (1 —XN)Sx, (¢, a). This

shows the connection between this maximization problem and the superior boundary of the set

A which is the graph {(z,v (z)) |z € X} where vi () = max Sq (¢,a). Additionally,
¢, a)eCNxT

when the discounted holonomic measures has trace v = J;, supported in a point of maximum
of v} we show that my(R) = m(R) and any cluster point of optimal discounted holonomic
measures is a optimal holonomic measure.
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1 Introduction

In [BKRLUOQG] the authors study, from a topological point of view, the dynamics of the skew prod-
uct G : X x R — X x R given by G(z,y) = (T(z), A(x) + \y), where 0 < A < 1, X = R/Z = S',
T is the multiplication by some [ > 2 and A : X — R is a Lipschitz potential function. That
maps are also called linear Baker maps. The goal of that paper was to prove that there exists
a topological attractor and that is homeomorphic to an annulus when the discount parameter A
vanishes, that is, for A — 1. In [Tsu01I] this map was studied from a measure theoretical point
of view giving a description of the SRB measure. This kind of skew products and its connection
with iterated function systems (IFS) theory received a lot of attention in the last few years (see
[DaGR17] for skew products involving diffeomorphisms in manifolds, [Ram03] for non linear baker

maps and [Tsu0T], [BKRLUOQG|, [LOIT] for the linear ones).

Analyzing the results in [BKRLUQ6] we address three main questions:

a) What happens when we increase the number of skew maps, that is, if we consider a skew
product IF'S on the cylinder X x R formed by maps G;(z,y) = (T'(z), 4;(x) + Ay) for a finite
family of m > 2, potential functions {A4;}o<j<m-17 We still have an attractor? How to
characterize it?

b) The second question is when the discount parameter A vanishes, that is, for A close enough to
1. Can we recover some information via ergodic optimization for a finite family of potential
functions {Aj}Ogjgm—l?

¢) The third question is on the existence and properties of the SRB measure for such systems.

In [LOT7], question (b) was studied and a partial answer to the conjecture on the structure of the
boundary of the attractor was given. The authors proves that the upper boundary of the attractor
is a piecewise differentiable graph (x,vx(x)) under some hypothesis. Other result was to describe
the relation between the upper boundary of the attractor and the maximizing measures for the
potential. This led us to believe that we can extend this ideas for the IFS problem. In the next
sections we explain the motivation and our strategy.

We point out that our choice of a simple setting is just to make easy to understand de ideas.
However, several generalizations are trivially derived from our arguments. In the skew IFS problem
we can replace S by the a n-torus T™ (or other suitable compact metric space) and consider the
skew IFS in T" x R, or to keep S' and consider the map T as the multiplication by 2 < 1 € N or
even a expanding automorphism of degree [ > 2. In this case, we just change the Lebesgue measure
£ by some measure ergodic for T, obtaining the same results for random SRB measures.

For the second part, we can easily replace the IFS 7;(z) = 1z + %, i € T = {0,1}, by the
inverse branches of an expanding automorphism 7'(z) or even a continuous IFS R = (X, 7,)aez
for a compact set Z of maps on a compact metric space X. The results regarding to IF'S ergodic
optimization still true but we lose the connection with the invariant set of the skew IFS because
the IFS maps are not inverse branches of the map T that defines the skew IF'S.

The structure of the paper is the following:
In the second section we consider the skew IFS problem showing the existence of a fractal compact



invariant set A and characterize its boundary using dynamic programming. We also study the
random SRB measure associated to this system. In the third section we analyze the IFS ergodic
optimization problem for a finite family of potentials. Initially, for ergodic averages, linking this
problem with the superior boundary of A, and after for discounted ergodic averages. Addition-
ally, we observe that we can approximate solutions of the IFS ergodic optimization problem when
the discount vanishes. In the fourth section we present, a duality result of discounted holonomic
measures for IFS to give some additional insight on the problems of Section 3.

2 The skew product IFS

Consider a fixed number 0 < A < 1. We set the topology in X x R by considering it as a complete
metric space with the distance induced by the quotient R/Z x R over R?. Therefore X x R is a
complete metric space.

Any shift space with N symbols {qo, ...,qn_1}" used here will be endowed with the product
topology induced by the distance d(a,b) = A", where ay = by, for k = 0,...,n — 1 and a,, # b,. The
shift map o and the concatenation map * are given by

U(l_)) = (bl,bQ, ) and 6*1_): (e,bo,bl, ),

where b = (bg, b1, ...) € {qo, ..., qnv—_1}" (we will denote b the sequence and b,, its elements).
Consider A. : X = R for ¢ € C ={0,...,m — 1} a family of Lipschitz potentials

Ac(x) — Ae

Lin(A) — sup =) = A4:0)
Tz#Yy d(x, y)

T(x) = 2, the multiplication on X =R/Z and the IFS R = (X x R, G¢(x,y))ccc where,

Ge(,y) = (T(2), Ac(2) + Ay).

< 00,

Our purpose here is to investigate dynamical and ergodic properties of the skew IFS R in X x R.

2.1 The invariant set A

We may ask if there exists some invariant set or some attractor for the IFS R and how this set can
be characterized. Since each map G.(z,y) expand by a factor 2 in the x direction and contract by a
factor A in the y direction, it is not possible to employ the classical methods for contractive IFS. In
the case m = 1, [BKRLUOQG] shows that there exists a solenoidal attractor and study its topological
properties.

The orbit of a point (z’,%’) by the IFS R, controlled by the sequence ¢ = (cg, c1,...) € CV, is the
projection on X x R of the orbit of the skew dynamical system

G2,y €) = (Geo(2',1), 0(0)) = (T(a"), Aey (2") + Ny, (1, ¢2, -..)-
The n-th iterate G (2', vy, ¢) will be (G, , (- (G, (2, 7y"))),0™(€)) or, more precisely

n—1
<T"<x’>v D N A, (T + A (ens Cna, >> :
1=0

Therefore, the projection (z,y) on X xRisz = T"(z') and y = S0 N A, , (T 1ia))+A"y.



Remark 2.1. We denote Per,(T) = {z € X | T"(x) = z} the set of periodic points of T with
period n. Using the formulas for the n-th iterate G™(2',y’,€) we can see that each Baker map G,
has periodic points projecting in Per,(T), that is,

1—An

n—1
Per, (G.) = {(a:', y') € X xR |2’ € Per,(T) and y' = ! Z )\iAC(T"_l_i(x’))} :
i=0

In particular, |y'| < 751/ Aclloo for any (2',y') € Per,(Ge).

We recall that the Hutchinson-Barnsley (HB) operator is given by F(U) = U G.(U) for any
ceC
U € 2X*R_ Considering £* (X x R) the family of all nonempty compact subsets of X x R, we endow
it with the Hausdorff metric and restrict F' to this family.
A compact set A is self-similar (invariant or fractal) if F/(A) = A. We said that A is an attractor
if there exists Uy a neighborhood of A, called the basin of attraction, such that, for any U € K*(Uy)
we have F™"(U) — A. When Uy = X x R we say that the attractor is a global attractor. From

BVT11], Lemma 2, if A is an attractor with basin of attraction Uy, then A = A}im U F™(U) for
—00
n>N
any U € K*(Uy).

1
Theorem 2.2. Consider any Ty > —— max |Aclloo and the annulus Uy = X x (=To,Tp) then
ce

1—A
a) F(U_o) Cc Up.
b) Uy is globally attracting, that is, for any M > 0 we have F"™(X x [-M, M]) C Uy for somen € N
depending only on M.
c) If A € K*(X x R) is self similar, then A C Uy.

Proof. (a) We know that G, (z',y") = (T'(2), Ac, (') + M) = (x,y) so

[yl < [Aeo ()] + Aly'| < max || Acllc + Aly'| =

1
= (1= ) mas Ao + A/ < (1= NTo + Aly'| < (1= T + XTy = T,
If (2/,y') € Uy then G, (2',y') € Uy for any ¢y € C, thus F(Uy) C Up, because it is a finite union.

(b) For a fixed (2/,3') € X x R and for any ¢ = (cg,c1,...) € CY the projection on X x R of
G"(2',y',¢) will be in Uy for n big enough. We need to prove that

< T07

n—1
Z )‘iACn—l—z‘ (Tn_l_i (xl)) + )‘nyl
=0

when n is big enough uniformly in ¢. Indeed,

n

1-2\
< n|,,’
< 7y max [ Aelloo + A"y']

n—1
SN A (TE) Ay
=0




1 1
<— Acoo An |- — Acoo Ta
< Al + 37 (1] - 2y maxliAd ) <

n—00

1 1
because A" ( |y| — —— max ||Acl|e | = 0, Tp > —— max||A.|lc and this limit is indepen-
ceC 1— X\ cec

1—A
dent of ¢, depending only on |y/|. From this, we can conclude that for any M > 0 we have
F"(X x [=M, M]) C Uy, for some n € N, depending only on M.

(¢) From (b), taking n large enough, we get that A should be a subset of the “attracting basin”
Uy because A = F™(A). [ |

To characterize the points of A, we need to evaluate the images of arbitrarily large order of a
point (2/,y") € X x R because F(A) = A, for all n € N, when A is self similar. We can write
F™(A) as

{(‘Ta y) = Gcnfl(. -+ (Ge, (xlvy/))) | €0, s n—1 € C, (‘T/v y/) € A} =

n—1
{ (T”(az’), D N A, (TP + m/) | Coyeosen1 €C, (2/,y) € A} :
1=0

Since X is compact it is natural to assume, by analogy with [BKRLUOG|, that the y coordinate is
bounded in every infinite pre-orbit of A, so we define

A={(z,y) e X xR|VeeC", IM >0, |y,| < M, when G"(zn,yn.C) = (2,y), Vn € N} .

Consider Z = {0,1}, @ = (ag,a1,...) € " and 7;(z) = 3z + %, i € Z, the inverse branches of
T(x). We also define 7; 5(x) = T4, | 0 Ta; 5. O Tao (X).
Inspired by [Tsu01] equation (2), we introduce the function S : X x C¥ x ZN — R by S.(¢,a) =

Z N A.,(1i.a(x)) to study the iteration of points in A.
=0

Proposition 2.3. The set A can be written as

A={(z,5(c,a) e X xR |VeecC", VaeI"}.

Proof. Let us to compute some pre-images of a point (x,y):
If Geo (21, 11) = (x,y), then T'(z1) = x and Agy(x1)+Ay1 = y. Thus, ag € Z, such that, z1 = 74, (2)
and y = Ac, (a0 (2)) + Ay1. Therefore y1 = 5 (y — Ay (7ao (2))) -

Following this procedure we obtain that if G, (x2,y2) = (z1,y1), then x2 = 74,74, (x) and
y1 = A, (z2) + Ay2. S0 Y2 = 35 (¥ — (Acy (Tap () — AAc, (Ta, Tao (2)))) - By proceeding a formal
induction we obtain @, = 74,_, ©...0 T, (z) and y, = 5= (y - E?:_ol NA, (7'”1(:1:))) .

From this computations we conclude that

A:{(:v,y)eXxR|Vc€CN, IM >0, Ja e IV,

n—1
Y= Z N Ac, (Ti.a(2))
=0

< MA", VnEN}.

Taking n — oo, we obtain that A = {(z, Y2 N'A,, (Tia(z)) e X xR |veecY, vaeZ'}. M

In the next proposition we show that A is self similar.



Proposition 2.4. The set A is self similar, that is, F(A) = A.

Proof Indeed to show that F(A) C A we take (2/,y) € A and ¢ € CY, M > 0, @ € ZV, such that,
y - Z)\l i (Tia(2"))| < MA", for all n € N. We need to show that Gy(2',y’) € A, for any b € C.

If Gb(a:’, y') = (z,y), then T(2') = 2 and Ap(z’) + Ay’ = y. Thus, Je € Z, such that, 2’ = 7.(x)
and y = Ap(7e(x)) + Ny, therefore y' = % (y — Ap(7e(2))) .

Substituting 2’ and ¢ in |y’ — 321 N A, (Tiﬁ(I/))’ < M A", we obtain

1 iA n
/\(y AbTe Z)\ Tza Te ))) SM)\a

< MA™! where b = bx ¢ = (b,co,c1,...) and € =

)

which is equivalent to |y —

SN A (7a(@)

1=0
exq = (e,ao,al, ) Thus7 (xuy) € A

To prove the opposite inequality, A C F(A), we consider (x,Z)\iAci (Tw(:v))> € A and

@' = T4y (x). Then, x = T(2'), ¥’ = 74,(T(z')) and
< Z)\Z ci Tza ) Co <x/7z)\iAci+1(Ti,oa(x/))> )
i=0

This means that (z,y) € F(A) because <:c’, Z )\iACHl(Tiyga(x’))> eA. [ |

Lemma 2.5. The function S : X x CN x IN — R given by S, (¢, a) Z N A, (1i.a(2)) is Lipschitz

continuous, more precisely

_ 9 9 _
==\ , &) < . ’ _ — _
[S.(¢,a) — Sy (b, @) < CPY r?gg(Llp(Ac)d(x,x )+ T ax [ Acllso (d(€,b) + d(a,e)),

where each distance is taken in the respective space.

Proposition 2.6. A is closed, and in particular it is a compact set.

Proof. To see that A = A we take (2%, S, (e, Ezk)) — (2,y), when k — oo. We notice that C" x Z
is a compact space thus we can assume that (¢*,a*) — (b, €), possibly by taking a subsequence We
claim that y = S, (b, €). Indeed, from Lemma 2.5 we know that S, (b, €) = limy_,o Syx(¢¥,a") = y.
Thus, (z,y) € A. The compactness follow from the fact that A is bounded. |



2.2 Dynamic programming and the boundary of A

The notation and the main results in dynamic programming presented here are from
and the results on discounted limits are from [COI7]. We consider a decision-making process
S = {X, A, 1, f,u, 8} given by:

a) the state space (X = S',d) is a compact metric space;

b) the action space (C x Z,dcx7) is a compact metric space where C(describe the maps on the
IFS) and Z (describe the injective domains of T') are both finite sets;

¢) the action function ¢(z) =C x Z, Vz € X;

d) the dynamics is given by the contractive IFS f(z,¢,a) = 74(x) for a € T (the dynamics does
not depends on ¢);

e) the immediate return is u(z,c,a) = Ac(7q4(x)), ¢ € C, a € T; where A, is Lipschitz with
respect to z, uniformly in ¢;

f) the discount function is linear, 0(t) = At for 0 < A < 1.

Assuming such hypothesis we can show that for each fixed 0 < A < 1 there exists an unique
Lipschitz continuous function v;\r which satisfies the Bellman equation

vi(z) = sup Ac(1.(x)) + Ay (1a(2)),
c,a€CxXT

where v} (z) = max E N A, (1;.a) is attained for some optimal pair (¢,a@). The same is true
ceCl, ael
for vy (z) = min E N A, (T;.a7) but we are interested in maximization thus, we will use just
ceCN, aeIN

the notation v, \ and denote vy if there is no risk of misunderstanding.
One can show that (1 — A)maxwvy — @ and vy(z) — maxwvy converges up to subsequence, to a
x x

continuous function b, such that, b(z) = m%xIAc(Ta (2))—u+b(1,(x)) that can be rewritten as the
c,acCX

calibrated sub-action equation in ergodic optimization (see [GLO§| and [GLT09]) or the analogous
of Hamilton-Jacobi’s equation for a discrete Lagrangian (see [Gom05])

= max_ A.(7e(z)) +b(1a(2)) — b(x) = max d,b(a) + Ac(1a(2)),

c,a€CxXT c,aeCxT

where d;b(a) = b(f(x,c,a)) — b(x) = b(r,x) — b(x) is the discrete differential. @ is uniquely
determined by

a=sup [ Aulr(@)du(z.c.0),

neEH

where the set H of holonomic probabilities is

H= {u € Prob(X xCx 1) | /dmg(a)du(:v,c, a) =0, Vg € CO(X,R)} .



Remark 2.7. We point out that, in the case where the potential A is not changing at each iteration,

the set C is a single point then, A.(z) = A(x) and 4 = sup /AC(Ta(a:))du(:zr, ¢,a) = sup /dzA(a)—F
pneEH pneEH

A(x)dp(z,c,a) = EEE/A(x)du(x,c, a), because Aq(1qa(2)) = A(1o(2)) = A(7a(2)) — A(x)+ A(z) =

dyA(a) +A(z) and [ dyA(a)dp(z, c,a) = 0. Thus, we recover ezactly the classical setting of ergodic
optimization for an IFS as in [LO17.

The next proposition characterizes the boundary of A.

Proposition 2.8. For each (v,y) € A we have vy (z) < y < vf(x). Moreover, the graphs

{(z,v} (z)) |z € X} and {(z,v) (z)) |z € X} are subsets of A.

Proof. We determinate the boundaries of A using dynamic programming. Evaluating the above
equations we can pick at each step an infinite backwards orbit proving that (z, v;\r(ac)) € A. Thus,
the graphs of vi" and v} are subsets of A. As a consequence, A C {(z,y) | vy (z) <y <o (z)}, in
particular A will be a Jordan curve only if vy (z) = v{ () for all z. |

2.3 Approximation of A

As a motivation, we consider a numerical example to provide some insight on what happens when
we draw an orbit of G.

Example 2.9. Consider m = 2, A\ = 0.48 and the potentials Ag, A1 : X — R given by Ap(z) =
(x—3)2 and Ay(z) =22, 0 <z <L Ay(x)=-20+42, 1 <z <1 Lt R=(XxR,Gj(z,y))
be the IFS given by G;(z,y) = (T'(x),Aj(x) + A\y). In this ezample we choose an initial point
(20,90) = (0.2472135954,0.1) and draw its orbit using a chosen sequence ¢ = (cg, 1, ...).

We consider three different situations:

a) When ¢ = (0,0,0,...), then iterate only Go(z,y) = (T'(x), Ao(x) +0.48y) beginning in (xo, Yyo).

b) When we choose, in a random way, a sequence ¢ = (co, c1, ...) € {0, 1} and iterate G, (z,y) =
(T(x), Ac, (z) + 0.48y) beginning in (xq, yo).

¢) When é=(1,1,1,...) and iterate only G1(z,y) = (T'(x), A1(x) + 0.48y) beginning in (xo,Yo).

The associated pictures are showed in the Figure [l
We can see in (b) that the a finite family of potential system(red) presents some mizing of the
two autonomous (a) and (c¢) (blue and black) studied by [BKRLUQG]. This exzample makes us to
conjecture that closure of a typically orbit of the IFS drawn the picture of the invariant set A.
Finally, in the Figure[d we draw a picture, describing the iteration using a random orbit with
10.000 iterations after the iterate 1.000. We also show the approzimations of vy 44(x)(green) and
Vo.as(x) (yellow) obtained by iteration of the contractive operator

Lt = A1, 0.48f(1,x),
(D) = max, | A(ra) + 048 (ra)

(resp. L) because E+(var_48) = U(J)FAS (Tesp.ﬁf (voug) = U(;48)-



Figure 2: Approx. of A and the upper and lower boundary vy ,s(z) and vy 45(7).

In the same setting of the Example 229 we consider a periodic point ¢ = % and (zo,%0) =
(0.33...,1.4). In the Figure Bl we choose a sequence ¢ = (cg,c1,...) € {0,1}] iterate G, (z,y) =
(T'(x), Ac, () + 0.48y) by 2000 times beginning in (o, yo) and we plot it for i > 500.

o2 o o6 o'

Figure 3: Iteration of the compact {(0.33...,1.4)} by F.

Proposition 2.10. A is not an attractor with any basin of attraction Uy, in the IFS sense.

Proof. Consider an arbitrary point {(1/3,%")} and calculate F™({(1/3,y’)}). A simple computa-
tion shows that

G, (1/3,9) = (T(1/3), Ap_, (1/3) + Ny') = (2/3, Ap_, (1/3) + \y/)
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and
Gb—QGb—l (1/37 y/) = (T(2/3)7 Ab72(2/3) + )\Ab—l (1/3) + )‘23//) =

=(1/3,Ay_,(2/3) + AAy_, (1/3) + X%/).

The same behavior occurs for Gy, ---Gp_,(1/3,y’) depending only if n is even or odd.
We can see that A is not an attractor with basin of attraction Uy, in the IF'S sense, because

e (m mass) - (3.5),

thus it is impossible to obtain lim F™({(1/3,y')}) = A. This contradicts the fact that {(1/3,v’)}
n—oo

is a compact set in the basin of attraction Uj. |

2.4 The dynamic in A and the random SRB measure

As A is a compact subset and F(A) = A we can restrict the IFS R = (X X R, G.(x,y))cec to A,
that is, R’ = (A, Ge(2,9))cec-
We recall that A = {(z,S,(¢,a)) € X x R| Ve e CV, Va € I} , where the function S : X x C"x

IV — R given by S, (¢,a) = Z N A, (1;.a(z)) is Lipschitz continuous by Lemma 5]
i=0
We introduce the address function 7 : X — Z given by
m(z)=ecl < 7.T(x)=ur,

which is well defined for T" because, in each point, there exists a left inverse function.

To study the iteration of points in A we compute, for cach [l b = (b_1,b_5,...) € CN the image
G (2, S:(¢,a),b) = (T(x), St(z)(b—1 % ¢, e_1 * a),0b) where e_; = 7(x) € T (the unique element in
Z, such that, 7._, T(x) = z), b_1*¢é = (b_1,co,¢1,...) and e_y1xa = (e_1, ap, a1, ...). For an arbitrary
n we get G™ (:v, S, (¢, a), B) as

(T”(:z:), Spn@)(b—n---b_1%Ce_p---e_1*a), U”l_))

where e_; = (T Y(2)),i = 1,...,n.

This shows that G has a simple behavior in A. Therefore is natural to consider a conjugation
between G and the symbolic dynamics. To do that, we define the map ), : X xZNxCN — X xZNxCN
by 0y(z,a,c) = (T(z),n(z) * a,b*c), for any b € C. We also define the map

0(x,a,¢b) = (Oy(x,¢ a),0(b) = (T(x),n(x) xa,b_q * ¢ o(b))

Lemma 2.11. Consider the maps G, ¥, 0 above defined. Then, the following properties are true:
a) St (b* ¢, m(x) xa) = Ap(x) + XSz (¢, a),for any b e C.

I'We use a little bit different indexation for b starting from b = (b—1,b_2,...) instead b = (bp, b1, ...). This is made
in order to avoid confusion on the concatenation operation b_1 * ¢ = (b—1, co, c1, ...).
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b) GoW =Vod.

Proof. (a) We already proved that.
(b) To see that, we compute both sides of the equation

GoU(z,a,cb) = G(z,5,(¢,a),b) = (T(x), Sr()(b-1 * & m(x) x a),ob) =
= U(T(z),m(x) *a,b_y x & 0b) = ¥ob(x,a,c,b).
|

Theorem 2.12. Consider G, ¥, 0 as in Lemma 211l Recalling that C = {0,....,m — 1} and T =

{0,1}, let v be the uniform Bernoulli measure on CN given by v(j) = %, n be the uniform Bernoulli
measure on I given by n(i) = % and ¢ be the normalized Lebesgue measure on X. The probability

measure 1 in X x R x CY given by

/ o, 9, B)dp(z, y,5) = / 9(¥ (@, €,5))dl()dn(@)dv (@) dv ()
X xRxCN X XINxCNxCN

that is, jp = W({xnxv?) is ergodic with respect to G. In particular, there exists a set  C X x RxCN

with w(Q) = 1, such that, for all (x,y,b) € Q,

2

9(GI(z,y,b)) — g(z,y,b)du(z,y,b),
X xRxCN

1

N <
J

Il
=]

for all g € L*(n). This measure is called the random SRB measure for the IFS R = (X x
Rv GC(Iay))CGC'

Proof. The proof is a consequence of the Birkhoff theorem if we write our map in a clever way.
Consider the map 6'(z,a) = (T'(z),7(x) *a) introduced by [Tsu01]. He proves that £ x 7 is ergodic
for . We also define 0”(¢,b) = (b_1 * ¢ 0(b)) = ((b_1,co,c1,...), (b_2,b_3,...)) that is the two
sided-shift in C%. It is a known fact that 2 is the uniform Bernoulli measure which is ergodic with
respect to the bilateral shift in Z. As § = 0’ x 0" is a factor map, the product ¢ x n x v? is ergodic
for . From Lemma 2.I1] we can transfer the ergodicity and the invariance of 6 with respect to
£ x nxv? to G with respect to p. Indeed,

/ goG(z,y,b)du(x,y,b) = / go G(¥(x,a,c,b))dl(z)dn(a)dv(e)dv(b) =
X xRxCN X XINxCNxCN

-/ 9o W(Ola,.a, D)@ ®) = [ gl Bdua,. D),
X XINxCNxCN X XRxCN
Thus, we can apply the ergodic Birkhoff theorem and the result follows. |

Remark 2.13. We notice that the measure p given by Theorem (212, and consequently the set
Q depends on X because pp = V({ x n x v?) and V(z,a,c¢,b) = (z,5:(¢,a),b). When X — 1 the
discounted sum S, (¢,a) does not converges.
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Corollary 2.14. Let p be the random SRB measure given by Theorem [2.13. The following state-
ments are true:

o [ < [ yduesh < [ @)
b) HQ(xvyal_)) =yec Ll(:u)

¢) There exists a set @ C X x R x CN (u(Q) = 1), such that, for all (x,b = (b_1,b_3,...)) €

1= (1—)\)
— Ay (T Yz —>7/ ydu(x,y,b).
I S R L

d) The limit in (c) can be improved by Ve > 0, o, VA > Ao ezists a set Q) C X x R x cN
(1(Q\) = 1), such that, for all (x,b = (b_1,b_2,...)) € {1,332, INy, such that,

N—-1

Z Ap (T (z)) Sa+e,

j=1

1
N

for all N > Ny, where 4 = sup /Ac(Ta(x))d,u(x, c,a).
HEH

Proof.
(a)-(b) We claim that g € L' (u) where g(x,y,b) = Ila(x,y,b) = y. To see this we recall that

/ Ly, y, B)du(x, . 5) = / L, (W, 4, &, B))de(x)dn(a)dv(e)dv (B) =
X xRxCN X xINxCNxCN

= / S.(e,a)dé(x)dn(a)dv(c)dv(b) € [/ vy (x)dl(x), / vj\'(x)dé(:z:)] ,
X xINxCNxCN X X
because vy, (z) < S;(¢,a) < vy (z) from Proposition 28
(¢) Using Theorem we get
| Nl ) ) )
~ 2 (G (w,.0)) — M(z,y, b)dp(x, y, b),
n—0 X xRxCN

where - -
Iy o G™ (aj,y, b) =11, (T"(az),y", U”b) =qy".

We notice that y° = y and for n > 1 we have the formula

Y=y Y NTIA, (T (2),

j=1



SO

2

n

Aty + D CAIA, (T (@) | =

j=1

1Nfl y 1 —1 y N—
AN (@ b)) = L s =S = L L

n

N-1

1 = 1
= B A’ﬂ B
SOV

/\" TAp_, (T77 (x)

N—-1

1
As Yy HZZO A" — 0 for any y, we obtain

ne—1 xRxCN

N < . yap x,y, o).

Rewriting the above sum we obtain

1 N—-1

_ N— 1 1
—N(/\i Z)\ TAy (177 () — _1 ZAILJ (177} (2))-
We notice that |4, _, (Tj_l(x))| < ||Acl|so sO

N—-1
1 N—j J=100) —
NN ; AT A, (T77 (=) = 0.

Using this, we conclude that

i ) b
N Z Ay (T7 N (z)) — 3 /XxRch ydp(z,y,b).

(d) From (c) we obtain a set 2y € X x R x CN (ux(Qx) = 1), such that, for all (z,b =
(b_l,b_g, )) S H{Lg}Q

N—

1— A _
Z ST )%(T)/ ydu(z,y,b).
j=1 X xRxCN

On the other hand, we know that (1 —\) maxv) — @, where @ is the maximum of the integrals
of (z,c,a) — Ac(T,

(7)), for all the holonomic measures over X x C x Z. Therefore, it is also true
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that, (1;’\) maxvj\r =y So, for any £ > 0 there exists A\g € (0,1), such that, for all A > Xy we

have (1;” mauxv;Ir <u-+e.
We notice that

/ ydp(x,y,b) = / S. (¢, a)dt(x)dn(a)dv(e)dv(b) <
X xRxCN X xINxCNxCN

g/ vy (z)dl(x) < maxv) .
X

¥

1
N
u+ ¢, for all N > Nj. |

Multiplying the above equation by 1= ) and taking limits we get Ny € N, such that, Abfj (T7"(x)) <

™

2.5 The associated ergodic optimization problem

In ergodic optimization the central problem is to find the maximum of the integral of a potential
function A : X — R with respect to any probability measure p which is invariant under a dynamic
T:X — X, that is,
mr = sup / A(x)dp(z
T(p)=p
Obviously, this problem has very different solutions depending strongly on A and on T'. Moreover,
the Birkhoff theorem tells us that invariant measures can be understood using empirical averages,

that is,
1 = . .
~ > AT () = Ax)
i=0
ae. and [y A(x)du(z) = [, A(z)du(z). In particular, A(z) = [, A( a.e., when p is
ergodic.

In physical applications or optimal controlling problems these empirical averages represents
evaluations of an observable information along of the dynamical trajectory xo = x, 21 = T'(x), x2 =
T%(z),.... So, it is very natural to suppose that the value A can be influenced by some noise
producing a range of possible variations A, : X — R for ¢ € C. In such case, the empirical averages
will be controlled by a sequence (co, c1,...) € CN:

1 N-1 .
=0

From Theorem [ZI2 we can give an immediate solution for this problem for X = S!. Is easy to
see that if g(z,y,b) = Ay_, (z) € L*(u), then there exists a set @ C X x R x CN, with u(Q) =1,
such that, for all (z,y,b) € €,

N
T 3 A, (17 @) - Ay, (@)dp(z,y,b) =
j=1

X xRxCN

[ ()= 35w
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3 IFS Ergodic optimization for a finite family of potentials

In this section we formulate the IFS ergodic optimization problem for a finite family of potentials.
Our results naturally generalizes the theory of IFS ergodic optimization developed in [LOQ9].

As usual, the endomorphism dynamics x¢ = z, 1 = T'(z), 72 = T?(x), ... can be replaced by an
IFS dynamics (X, 7;)icz, that is, 2o = x,21 = 74, (20), T2 = Ta, (1), .oy Tig1 = Ta, (2;),.... In this
way the empirical averages

N-—
Z (70, (21))

=0

will be controlled by a sequence (co, ag, c1,a1...) € (C x T)N.

We want to investigate the variational problem associated to these averages because it is closely
related to the behavior of our skew product IFS when the discount parameter X is close to 1. We
call this “the IFS ergodic optimization for a finite family of potentials”, A, : X — R, for
¢ € C. To do that, we need to define what is the appropriated notion of invariant measure and a
variational formulation.

Given a finite set of potentials A.: X - R forceC and an IFS R = (X, 74)aez
we want to find the value

m(R) = sup/A Tox)dp(z, e, a),
HEH

over the set of holonomic probabilities
H= {,u € Prob(X xC x1T) | /dmg(a)d,u(:v,c, a) =0, Vg € CO(X,R)} ,

and the optimal measures [, € H, such that, m(R) = [ Ac(1ax)dpos(z, ¢, a).

In the following we are going to show that H is not empty.

3.1 Empirical holonomic measures

Since not all holonomic measure is the projection of a invariant one for the map (z,¢,a) —
(Ta, 0C, 0a), we can not use the Birkhoff theorem to characterize the holonomic measures. However,
we can get some similar results introducing the set of empirical holonomic measures.

We consider, for each n € N, ¢ € CY and @ € IV the empirical measure He g Slven by

n—1

1
/9(50,0, a)dpz 5 ., = n Zg(Iz‘,Ci,az‘)

=0

where z; is the iteration by the IFS R of some point xq, controlled by a.

We define
7‘[0 = { 12

the set of all the empirical holonomic measures.

1 is a cluster point, in the weak-* topology,
of the sequence (uz ; ;. Jnen
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There exists another ways to obtain holonomic measures. The map 6(x,¢,a) = (1,2, 0¢, 0a) is
continuous and X x C x IV is compact, thus there exists invariant measures. Moreover, if M (&) is
the set of invariant measures for &, then ex(M(5)), the set of ergodic measures with respect to 4, is
not empty. It is easy to see that for any ¢ € M(6), the push-forward IT¢(¢) € Prob(X xC xT) given
by [ g(z,c,a)dll*(€) = [ g(Il(z,¢,a))dé, where I(z,¢,a) = (x, co, ap), is holonomic (by integrating
h(z,¢,a) =d w(ao) and using the invariance of &).

Additionally, if £ € M (&) ergodic, then we get, from the Birkhoff theorem, that there exists a
set Q C X x CN x IV, with £(Q2) = 1 such that, for all (z¢,¢,a) € Q

1
(I1(6 (o, ¢, a))) — I(6(x, ¢ a)))dE = z,c,a)dII?(€)
z;g wea)) > [ gt [

for all g € C°(X x C x Z,R). Since £ 37" ' g(I1(6(z0,¢,a))) = J9(z,c,a)dul, ., we conclude
that II*(€) € Ho, because it is a cluster point. Therefore, II*(ex(M(5))) C Ho. As II* is a linear
operator, we get II*(M(5)) C Ho.

The next theorem shows that we can solve the IFS ergodic optimization problem in Hg but we
do not know if there exists other solutions in H/Ho.
Theorem 3.1. The following properties are true:
a) Ho C H.
b) [ Ac(ta(z))dp < u for all p € H.
¢) Ifé and @ are optimal in xo and p?, . — fieo (up to subsequence ny — o) then [ A.(7a(x))dpioo =
U.
d) sup /AC(Tx)du(:zr, ¢, a) = Q.
HEHo

e) u=m(R).

Proof. (a) We can easily see that He .z, 1S @ probability, but not necessarily a holonomic measure.
But, if pg 5 4, — p, then p € H.
(b) Integrating g(, ¢, a) = A.(74(x)) with respect to u?, , , we have

n—1 n—1

[ ANy = 5 Y A @) = 3 e,

i=0 i=0
and using the sub-action equation we get
u > dzob(ao) + ACO (Tao (IOD = dzob(ao) + ACO ($1)7
U > dg blar) + Aey (7o, (21)) = day b(ar) + Ae, (22), ete.

Adding these sequences of inequalities we obtain na > b(z,) — b(xg) + E?:_Ol Ac,(zi41), with
equality, if and only if, ¢ and a are optimal in zy. Rewriting the above inequality we obtain

u> M ZA% (ziz1) M + /Ac(Ta(iv))du?@xo-
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As b is continuous and X is compact we can take the limit and conclude that [ A.(7,(z))dp < @.
(c) If ¢ and @ are optimal in z¢ and peo = lim g2 ; ., then [ A.(74(2))dpoc = 1.

(d) From (b) and (c) we obtain that sup /AC(Tz)d,u(x, ¢,a) = 1.

HEHo
(e) From the Bellman equation @ > d,b(a) + A.(74(x)), we obtain that, for all p € H,
J Ac(rz)dp(z, ¢,a) < @. From (a), Ho C H, thus m(R) = . [ ]

3.2 Empirical discounted holonomic measures

By analogy with [Gom08] we define the set of discounted holonomic measures with discount, 0 <
A < 1, and trace v € Prob(X), as being the set

H v) = {u € Prob(X xCx1I)| /diw(a)dlu(x,c, a) =

—(1- )\)/w(x)dl/(x), vw € CY(X, R)} ,

where d3w(a) = Aw(7,2) — w(z) is the discounted discrete differential of a continuous function w.
By an abuse of notation, we can write dLw(a) = d,w(a), then H*(v) = H, for any v. As before, we
can formulate the discounted IFS ergodic optimization problem for a finite family of potentials as
follows:

Given a finite set of potentials A.: X - R, for ce€C, a discount 0 <\ <1, a
trace v € Prob(X) and an IFS R = (X, 7,)ecz, we want to find the value

m(R) = sup / Au(ra)dpi(z, c,a),
HEH (V)

over the set of discounted holonomic probabilities H*(v) and the optimal
measures o, € HNv), such that, m\(R) = [ Ac(1,2)dpeo(, ¢, a).

Theorem 3.2. The following properties are true:

a) For any trace measure v € Prob(X), we get v € H (v), where v : C°(X,R) — R is given by
(g) = (1= A) [y Yoo Ng(@i, ¢i,a3)dv(x), for a fived pair (¢,a) € CY x IV and 29 = x € X. In
particular the set H*(v) is not empty.

b) For any trace v € Prob(X), and v given in (a), we have my(R) = (1 — )\)/U,\(:C)du(:v) where

v (z) is the solution of the Bellman equation 0 = sup Aq(14(z)) + diva(a).
c,a€CxT

¢) For any z € X the value of the problem for H*(3,) is ma(R) = (1 — N)va(2).
d) We have the formula

= 1 f
ua(2) wECl‘I’l(X,R) w(z) + T ] ;

where hy(z) = sup {diw(a) + Ac(1am)}.
c,a€CxT
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Proof. (a) To see that H*(v) is not empty, we consider the functional v : C°(X,R) — R given by
~v(g) = (1—)\)/ Z Ng(z;, ¢, a;)dv(z), for afixed pair (¢,a) € CNxZN and xg = x € X. This linear
X =0

functional is well defined and continuous, because x — >~ N g(x;, ¢;, a;) is bounded. Moreover, v
n—1

is positive and (1) = 1. Therefore, 7 is a probability. Computing Z Ny w(a;) = N'w () —w(z)
i=0
and taking the limit when n — oo we can see that /d;‘w(a)dv(x,c, a) =(1- )\)/ w(x)dv(x),

X
thus v € H v).

(b) From the Bellman equation 0 = sup A.(7,(2)) + dava(a) we get the inequality A.(7,(z)) <
c,a€CxT

—d)vy(a). Integrating the above inequality with respect to any u € H*(v), we get mx(R) < (1 —
A) [ va(z)dv(z). To obtain the equality we choose, for each x € X, an optimal pair (¢,a) € CN x IV,

that is, Ac,(7q,(z:)) = —d) va(a;) for all 4, for each zy = z, defining a multifunction = — (¢,a).
This w.s.c. multifunction (see the Maximum Theorem and Theorem 3, Chap. VI, §3, in [Ber97)
for selective properties) has a continuous selection @ — (¢(x),a(z)), making the correspondence
= >0 Ag(w4, ¢, a;) continuous. Therefore my(R) = (1 — \) /’U)\ (x)dv(x).

(c) It is a consequence of (b), when v = §,.
(d) Using a duality argument similar to [Gom0O8| we prove, in Section @] Theorem [£2] that the above
problem always has solution

inf [(1—/\) / w(@)dv(z) +  sup {dgw(aHAc(rax)}]_ max / A(raz)dplz, . ),

weCO(X,R) ze€X,ceC,ac€l pEH (v)

for any trace measure v. Using this formula for v = §, € Prob(X), for an arbitrary z € X, we get
a variational formula for v)

o) = wecigl(f;(,ua) w(z) + 1-X jg} hw(a:)] ’
where hy,(z) = sup {djw(a) + Ac(7a7)}. |

c,a€CXT

Inspired by Theorem B2l we are going to consider the particular case, v = §,, € Prob(X),
where zy = argmax, ¢ y ().

Definition 3.3. We consider, for each ¢ € CN and a € IV, the empirical discounted probability
measure Méo,a,a given by

/9(337 ¢, a)d,u;}méﬁ =(1-X) ZMQ(I@ Ciy ;)
i=0

where, x; is the i-iterate by the IFS R of some point x¢ € X.
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These measures are quite different from the empirical ones because each one is not an average
in n, or subsequences, but they are defined only for A < 1. Moreover, if u = u;}o)é)a, then

/A Tox)dp(z, ¢, a) Z)\l ei(Ta; i) = (1 — X) Sy, (€, a),
showing the connection between this maximization problem and the superior boundary of the set
A.

Theorem 3.4. We consider, for each ¢ € CN and a € IV, the empirical discounted probability
measure ui‘maﬁ. Then, the following statements are true:

a) Ni\o,é,& € H/\((Swo)-

b) Consider zo = argmax, xv(x) and v = 8y, € Prob(X). If the pair (¢,a) € CN x IV is optimal
then, mx(R) = (1 — X\) maxzex va(x) and p* = i3, o4 € H*(0,) solves the discounted IFS ergodic
optimization problem for the finite family of potentials.

Proof. (a) Note that

n—-+4oo

+oo
/ o), o0 = (1= Y Ndd wa) = (1= A) lim (Vw(e,) —wlzo)) =
=0

=—(1-Nw(xg) =—(1- )\)/w(x)dézo (x).

Thus, N;\O,E,a € HM(0ao)-
(b) We recall that the integral /Ac(Ta:v)duimEﬁ is the limit

/Ac(raa:)duimm = nEToo )\ ‘A, (Ta, 7).
We can use the Bellman equation vy(x) = sup A.(7.(z)) + Ava(74(x)) to construct a special
c,acCxXT

discounted measure. We observe that the Bellman equation could be rewritten as

0= sup A(1a(2)) + Aoa(Ta(@)) —va(2) = sup A.(1a(2)) + dgva(a).
c,aeCxXT c,a€CXT

In particular, A.(7,(z)) < —dlva(a), ¥(c,a) € C x Z, and the equality is attained for some pair

(co,ap) € C X T in each point z € X.
From the above inequality we obtain that for any measure p the following inequality holds

/AC(TG(I))du(:E,c, a) < /—dim(a)dlu(:c,c, a).
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If we additionally suppose that u € H*(v), then

/A To(2))dp(z, c,a) < —(1 —)\)/—U,\(:C)du(:v).

Thus, my(R) < fv,\ = (1 = Nwx(zg) in the case where v = §,,.
We take the measure pt = u;}o) za by choosing rg = argmax,c xvx(z ) and ¢ and @ in, such way,
that 0 = A, (7a, (25)) + d3 va(a;), or Ag, (7a, (2;)) = —d va(a;), for all i € N. Thus,

/A (Tax)dp™ = (1 =\ nlLrI;OZAZ 2on(a) = (1—N) m%:;(v)\(x).

xE

It means that my(R) = (1—\) max,ex v () and then p* solves the discounted ergodic optimization
problem for the finite family of potentials for v = §,, € Prob(X). [ |

Remark 3.5. From we know that (1 — \) max oA(x) = u, thus if p — u, through some
re

subsequence A\j — 1, then p € H and /AC(Ta:c)d,u = )\liml /AC(TGI)CZ‘LLAj =(1-X) max vy, () =
i e

u. So, we can obtain mazximizing holonomic measures as limit of discounted holonomic measures
with trace 64, , arising from the solutions of Bellman’s equation.

4 Appendix: Duality for Discounted Holonomic Measures

For the sake of completeness, we state the duality result used in the Theorem See [Vil03] for
a proof of the Fenchel-Rockafellar duality theorem. See [Gom02] and [Gom0§| for applications in

optimization and variational problems.

Theorem 4.1 (Fenchel-Rockafellar duality). Suppose that E is a normed vector space, I' and ®
are two convex functions defined on E taking values in RU{+o00}. Denote T'* and ®*, respectively,
the Legendre-Fenchel transform of T' and ®. Suppose there exists 1o € E, such that, T'(¢g) <
+00, (1) < +00, and that T is continuous on 1by. Then,

inf [[(¥) + ()] = sup [T (=) = &"(x) (1)

TeE*
Moreover, the supremum in (1) is attained in at least one element in m € E*.

Given a finite set of potentials A. : X — R for ¢ € C, a discount 0 < A < 1, a trace v € Prob(X)
and an IFS R = (X, 7,)aecz we want to find the dual of

ma(®) = s [ Alri)du(e.c.a),
v)

HEHA(
over the set of discounted holonomic probabilities H*(v) satisfying p € H*(v)
/d;‘w(a)d,u(:c,c, a)=—(1- )\)/w(:c)dy(:c), (2)

for all w € C°(X,R). Here, djw(a) = Aw(7,x) — w(x) be the discounted discrete differential of a
continuous function w.
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Theorem 4.2. Under the above conditions, there exists at least one p satisfying the equation (2),
such that,

inf [(1—/\) / w@dv(@) +  swp  {dw(a) + Au(ra )}]_ s / Ay (raz)dpa(z, ¢, a).

weC?(X,R) z€X,ceC,acl HEHA(
(3)

Proof. We define for ¢ € C(X x C x Z) the maps
F("/’) = sup W(fﬂa & a) + AC(Tax)} )

XXCxT

and
D(1)) = { (1-=2X) fw(x)du(x% if ¥ (z,c,a) = diw(a) for some w(x)

+00, otherwise

® is well defined because if 7y is any measure with trace v and if ¢ = d)w; (a) = d}ws(a), then,
[ dywi(a)dmy = [ ddws(a)dm, therefore

(1- )\)/wl (x)dv(z) = (1 =X) /wg(:v)du(:v).

The functions I and ® are trivially convex. To fulfill the hypothesis of Theorem 1] we need to
find one function 1, such that, T'(¢)), (v) < oo and T is continuous in ¢. Then, take any v in the
form ¢ = d)w(a), for some w(x), and use that T is continuous for the supremum norm.

Now we study I'* (7). First suppose that 7 is not a positive functional. Then, there exists u < 0,
such that, 7(u) > 0. We write ¥y (x,c,a) = tu(z, ¢,a) — Ac(T,x). Then,

= sup {/wdw - } > 1imSHp/1&16(9573/)657T = D(¢y)

t—o0

t—o00 t—o0

= lim sup//\u — Ac(rqx)dr —T'(tu — Ac(14x)) = limsup / —Ac(tex)dm + t/udw —tsupu

> lim sup/ —Ac(rqx)dm +t/ud7r = 4o0.

t—o0

Suppose that 7 is a positive functional. If [ 1dmr % 1, then for any ¢ € R:

™) =5 { Jwar -t} = { [~ Acrasyin vt - At}
- /—AC(Tax) dw—i—/tdw—t: /—Ac(w) dr +t (/ ldr — 1) .

If [1dr > 1, we get ['(m) > limsup,_,, o [ —Ac(rez)dr + t([ ldr — 1) = +o0. If [1dr < 1,
we get ['(7) > limsup, , . [ —Ac(7ez)dr + t([ 1dr — 1) = +o00. We conclude that if [ ldr # 1,
then, T (7) = +o0.

Now, we suppose that 7 is a probability. Then:

I"(m) = sup {/Ww - I‘(q/})} =
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—sup{ [ ~Actraldn + [ 0ta.0) + Adlraa)dn - ()} -

¥

—sup { [ ~Actaran + [+ Actra)) - rww} <

<smp { / — Au(raz)dn + o} _ / A (ra)dr.

() = sip{ / i — r(w)} > { / A (rax)d — r(—Ac(Tax))} - / ~Au(raz)dr

On the other hand,

Thus, we conclude that

remy =4 [ Ac(rox)dm(z,¢,a) ifrmis a probability
R QRN otherwise '

We recall that ®(y)) = (1 — \) [w(z)dv(z) if ¥(z,c,a) = djw(a), for some w(z) and +oo,
otherwise. As the Legendre transform is

(I)*(_W) = Slj}p [<_7T7 V) — (I)(w)] )
we must consider the supremum just for ¢(z, ¢, a) = dyw(a), thus,

~aup [— [w@ar— - [ w(sc)du(x»] 0,

w

e}
N | o, if 7 is holonomic
&7 (=) _{ 400, otherwise

Then,

it ")+ 9()] = inf [(1 Y / w(z)dv(z) + sup {ddu(a) +Ac<7ax>}]

wlz (z,c,a)

and

sup [-I*(=7) — ®*(7)] "= sup [~ (1) — ®*(—7)] = sup /AC(TaLL')dW.

TeEE* TeE* TeHM(v)
From equation ([II) we conclude the proof. |
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