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UNIQUENESS OF EQUILIBRIUM MEASURE FOR A FAMILY OF
PARTIALLY HYPERBOLIC HORSESHOES

KRERLEY OLIVEIRA, MARLON OLIVEIRA, AND EDUARDO SANTANA

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we show the uniqueness of equilibrium state for a family of partially
hyperbolic horseshoes, introduced in [I2] for some classes of continuous potentials. For the
first class, the method used here is making use of the Sarig’s theory for countable shifts. For
this purpose, we study the dynamics of an induced map associated to the horseshoe map, we
build a symbolic system with infinitely many symbols that is topologically conjugated to this
induced map and we show that the induced potential is locally Hélder and recurrent. For the
second class, by following ideas of [29] and [31], we prove that uniqueness for the horseshoe
is equivalent to uniqueness for the restriction to a non-uniformly expanding map, which is
a hyperbolic potential and then has uniqueness. Both classes include potentials with high
variation, differently from previous results for potentials with low variation. We also prove
uniqueness when the potential presents its supremum at a special fixed point and less than the
pressure.

1. INTRODUCTION

The theory of equilibrium states on dynamical systems was firstly developed by Sinai, Ruelle
and Bowen in the sixties and seventies. It was based on applications of techniques of Statistical
Mechanics to smooth dynamics. Given a continuous map f : M — M on a compact metric
space M and a continuous potential ¢ : M — R, an equilibrium state is an invariant measure
that satisfies a variational principle, that is, a measure p such that

w4 [odn= s {0+ [ o),
neMy(M)

where M (M) is the set of f-invariant probabilities on M and h,(f) is the so-called metric

entropy of 7.

In the context of uniform hyperbolicity, which includes uniformly expanding maps, equi-
librium states do exist and are unique if the potential is Holder continuous and the map is
transitive. In addition, the theory for finite shifts was developed and used to achieve the
results for smooth dynamics.

Beyond uniform hyperbolicity, the theory is still far from complete. It was studied by several
authors, including Bruin, Keller, Demers, Li, Rivera-Letelier, lommi and Todd [6], 15} 16}, 19 20]
for interval maps; Denker and Urbanski [I3] for rational maps; Leplaideur, Oliveira and Rios [I§]
for partially hyperbolic horseshoes; Buzzi, Sarig and Yuri [7, 37], for countable Markov shifts
and for piecewise expanding maps in one and higher dimensions. For local diffeomorphisms with
some kind of non-uniform expansion, there are results due to Oliveira [22]; Arbieto, Matheus
and Oliveira [I]; Varandas and Viana [36]. All of whom proved the existence and uniqueness of
equilibrium states for potentials with low oscillation. Also, for this type of maps, Ramos and
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Viana [30] proved it for potentials so-called hyperbolic, which includes the previous ones. The
hyperbolicity of the potential is characterized by the fact that the pressure emanates from the
hyperbolic region. In all these studies the maps do not have the presence of critical sets and
recently, Alves, Oliveira and Santana proved the existence of at most finitely many equilibrium
states for hyperbolic potentials, possible with the presence of a critical set (see [2]). More
recently, Santana completed this by showing uniqueness in [32]. Moreover, in this work it is
proved that the class of hyperbolic potentials is equivalent to the class of continuous zooming
potential (which satisfies a key inequality between free energies). It includes the null potential,
which implies existence and uniqueness of measure of maximal entropy. A similar work is
developed in [28], where they deal with expanding measures and potentials.

In this work, we deal with equilbrium states in the context of partially hyperbolic dynamics.
More precisely, for a special family of partially hyperbolic horseshoes introduced by Diaz et al in
[12]. For this family, Leplaideur, Oliveira, Rios proved in [I8] that for any continuous potential
we have existence of equilibrium states and for a residual subset of continuous potentials they
obtained uniqueness. After that, Arbieto, Prudente proved uniqueness in [3] for a class of
Holder potentials that are constant along the center-stable direction. Later on, Rios, Siqueira
obtained uniqueness in [3I] for Holder potentials with low variation and constant along the
unstable direction. Finally, Ramos, Siqueira proved the uniqueness of equilibrium state for this
horseshoe class and Holder potentials with low variation without restrictions in the directions.

Our results prove uniqueness for classes of continuous potentials with high variation with
some restrictions. First, we prove it for what we call admissible potentials, where the corre-
sponding potentials for the subshift associated to the horseshoe are locally Holder. We create
a countable alphabet over the subshift and a full shift to use the Sarig’s theory on thermo-
dynamic formalism for countable shifts. We also prove uniqueness for what we call projective
hyperbolic potentials, with a condition for the restriction to a non-uniformly expanding map
which implies hyperbolicity. We do it by proving that the condition implies that the restriction
is an expanding potential and based on a result in [2] we have equivalence with hyperbolic
potentials. So, by using a result in [30] we obtain uniqueness.

To obtain all this, we prove that the uniqueness of equilibrium state for the horseshoe is
equivalent to the uniqueness for the restriction. Moreover, we also give a result for uniqueness
when the potential gives supremum at very important fixed point and it is less than the pressure.

2. SETUP AND MAIN RESULTS

We emphasize that the question concerning the uniqueness of equilibrium states and phase
transitions for partially hyperbolic maps is wide open. In this paper, we make a contribution
to this theme by proving the uniqueness of equilibrium states for a very interesting family of
partially hyperbolic horseshoes, introduced by Diaz et al in [12] and two classes of continuous
potentials. We reproduce here the ideas for the construction of this family of horseshoes.
Consider the cube [0, 1] x [0, 1] x [0, 1], the parallelepipeds:

Ry:=1x1x10,1/6] and Ry :=1x1 x[5/6,1]

and constants 0 < \g < %, Bo>6,0<0< % and 3 < 1 < 4. Let f be the time-one map of
the vector field y' = (1 — y)y, i.e., f is defined by

f"(y) = —,
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for every n € Z and y # 0. Define the family of horseshoes maps F = Fy, g,.5,.0 : RoUR; — R?
by
F(.T, Y, Z) = ()\(]SU, f(y)7 602)7

whenever (z,y,2) € Ry and

3 5
F(l’,y,Z) = (Z - )\033‘,0'(1 - y)7ﬁ1(’z - 6)) )
for (x,y,2) € Ry.
Let A be the maximal invariant set
A =NpezF"(Ro U Ry).

The set A is a partially hyperbolic set and has an heterodimensional cycle, i.e., the points
@ =(0,0,0) and P = (0,1,0) are saddles of F' with indices 2 and 1 respectively, and such that

WSPYNWQ)#0 and W*(Q) N WH(P) % 0.

The homoclinic class of P, defined by H(P,F) = W3(P)NW4"(P), coincides with A and
contains the homoclinic class of the point @ that is trivial, i.e., A= H(P, F) D H(Q, F) = {Q}.
Given X = (2°, 2% z") € A, we consider the central manifold
WX) =A{(zs,y.2a); y € [0,1]},
tangent to the central subspace F° at X and the invariant subset

A={XeA; AnNW4X)={X}},

composed by the points whose central manifold is trivial. The set A¢ can be decomposed as
disjoint uncountable union of these segments and in addition the sets A and A¢ are dense on
A. We summarize these results in the following theorem:

Theorem 2.1. ([12], Theorem 1.) Consider F : R — R3 the horseshoe map, then

(1) The diffeomorphism F has a heterodimensional cycle associated with the saddles P and
Q. Moreover, there exists a non-transverse intersection between W*(Q) and W*"(P)
whose orbit is contained in H(P, F).

(2) The homoclinic class of @Q is trivial and contained in the non-trivial homoclinic class of
P. In particular, H(P, F') is not hyperbolic. For X1y the subshift of finite type where
only the transition 1 — 1 s forbidden, there is a surjection

h:A— 3 with hoF =o0oh.

Moreover, there exist infinitely many non-trivial central segments J = {x} x [a,b] x {2z}
contained in the homoclinic class H(P, F) and h is constant on J.

The next lemma gives us important information about the invariant measures dg and dp.

Lemma 2.1. If u is an F-invariant measure such that p(Ry) = 0, then u is one of the Dirac
measures supported in the points P and ) or a convexr combination of these measures.

Proof. Given an ergodic F-invariant measure p such that p(R;) = 0, we have suppy C Ry, and
as the set suppy is invariant, we conclude that it must be contained in {0} x [0, 1] x {0}, since
any point in Ry and outside this central curve, eventually leaves Ry under F-iterations. Thus,
using that any point of {0} x (0,1] x {0} is attracted by P, p must be dg or dp. If u is an
invariant measure such that p(R;) = 0, by the Ergodic Decomposition Theorem we conclude
that p must to be a convex combination of these two Dirac measures. 0
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The study of equilibrium states for the horseshoe map F' started in [I8]. In this work,
the authors proved that every ergodic invariant measure is hyperbolic (in the sense that the
Lyapunov exponents are all different from zero) and there is a gap in the set of the central
Lyapunov exponents. In addition, they showed that every recurrent point different from ¢) and
P belongs to A. Asa consequence of these results, they obtained the existence of equilibrium
state for every continuous potentials and uniqueness for a residual set of potentials. Moreover,
they presented a family of continuous potentials Holder continuous that has a phase transition.
More precisely, the following statement holds.

Theorem 2.2. ([I8], Theorem 2.1, 2.2 , Proposition 3.3, Remark 4.)
Let F' be partially hyperbolic horseshoe map. Then

(1) For any recurrent point X different from Q:

1
liminf —log |DF"™(X)|ge| < 0.
n—-+oo M
Moreover, any ergodic invariant measure for F' different from d¢g has negative central
Lyapunov exponent.
(2) Let X be a point in A. If there exists some natural number k such that h(F™"(X)) €
[10...01] for infinitely many n € Z, then
k

ANWE(X) = {X}.

(3) Any continuous potential ¢ : A — R admits an equilibrium state, and there exists a
residual set in C°(A) such that the equilibrium state is unique.

(4) The family of potentials ¢; = tlog|DF|ge|, for t € R, has a phase transition, i.e., there
exists to > 0 such that ¢y, admits at least two different equilibrium states.

Remark 2.1. Arbieto and Prudente in [3] proved that the horseshoe map F has an unique
mazimal entropy measure flyqy. Since hy,(F) = log % > 0, using LemmalZ1 we obtain that

fimax(R1) > 0. Moreover, by Theorem [Z2 item (2) the set A contains all recurrent points, so
we conclude that piya:(A) = 1.

In [3], it was obtained the uniqueness of equilibrium state for the horseshoe map F with
respect to Holder continuous potentials ¢ : A — R that do not depend on the center-stable
directions, that is, such that there exists a Holder continuous potential 6 such that ¢(X) = 0(z)
for every point X = (z,y,2) € A. The uniqueness also was obtained in [31], considering Holder
continuous potentials ¢ on A with small variation and that do not depend on the unstable
direction, that is, such that there exists a Holder continuous potential 6 such that ¢(X) = 0(z, y)
for every point X = (z,y, z) € A. The following result in [29] extends it without the restriction
on the unstable direction.

Theorem 2.3. Let F': A — A be the horseshoe map and let ¢ : A — R be a Holder continuous
potential that satisfies the condition:

log w
(1) sup ¢ — inf ¢ < i : (small variation)
where w = # Then there exists a unique equilibrium state for the system F with respect to

the potential ¢.



UNIQUENESS OF EQUIL. MEASURE FOR A FAMILY OF PART. HYPERB. HORSESHOES 5

In [20], for rational maps, it was considered a class of potential called hyperbolic that include
potentials that satisfies ([Il) and also some potential with large variation ([20], Lemma A.1) .
In [30] it was introduced an another class of hyperbolic potentials that include potentials that
satisfy the condition ([IJ). In this way, questions naturally arise:

Question 1. Are there hyperbolic potentials in the senses of the works [20] and [30] with large
variation and that admit uniqueness of equilibrium states for the Horseshoe F 7

Our results provide answers to this question. That is, we obtain hyperbolic potentials in
both contexts that admit a unique equilibrium state and with big variation.

In order to state our main results, we need some definitions.

In the Section Bl we construct an inducing scheme using a parametrized family of subsets
Yo C X and a respective inducing time p : 3, — N such that the induced map T'=o” : 3, —
¥, is topologically conjugated to a full shift o : SZ — SZ on an countable alphabet S, i.e., there
exists a continuous homeomorphism II : S — ¥, such that Il o o = T o II. Given a potential
¢ : 3 — R, we define the induced potential as ¢,(w) = Zg(:ug_l o(o¥(w)) and ¥ = ¢, o II.

Now, we define the class of potentials that we consider in our first main result.

Definition 2.1. A continuous potential ¢ : A — R is called admissible if satisfies:

(Ch) The potential U = p,0ll associated to ¢ := ¢oh™' : X — R is locally Holder continuous.
(Cs) There exists a natural n € N such that
Pn(X)

Piop(¢) > sup ,
XeA n

where ¢,(X) = S 1—y d(FF(X)).

Remark 2.2. If ¢ = ¢,/n then Pi,(¢Y) = Piy(¢) and the equilibrium states for i and ¢
coincide. Thus, we can assume without loss of generality that n = 1. Another remark about ad-
missible potentials is that since the condition (Cy) is open in the C°-topology and the topological
entropy of F' is positive, it is easy to see that ¢ satisfy (Cs) if sup || is small enough.

Remark 2.3. Let o be an F-invariant probability measure on A. Denote by \j, = [log |DF|ge|dp
the central Lyapunov exponent associated to p. Using arguments similar to [[18], Lemma 4.3
and Corollary 4.4, it is possible to show that the central Lyapunov exponents of the equilibrium
states associated to admissible potentials are negative.

Now, we state our first main result:

Theorem A. Let F: A — A be the horseshoe map. If ¢ : A —> R is an admissible potential,
then there exists a unique equilibrium state for ¢.

In [29], the authors proved that if ¢ is a Holder continuous potential with small variation,
i.e., sup ¢ —inf ¢ is small enough, then ¢ has a unique equilibrium state. The result of Theorem
A differs from [29] due to the strategy of the proof of uniqueness of equilibrium states and also
due to the fact that the class of admissible potential contains potentials that do not satisfy the
condition of small variation. Indeed, in Section [0.I] we construct new examples of potentials
that are admissible and, consequently, have a unique equilibrium state. In fact, we show that
if ¢ is a Holder potential that is constant on the set {(z,y,2);z < ¢}, for some 5/6 < ¢ < 1
and sup ¢ = ¢(Q), then there exists a non-empty open interval I C R such that if ¢ € I then
t¢ is admissible. A precise description of I is given in Proposition 0.1
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Now we reproduce the definition of a map G, as introduced in [31], which is related to the
projection of F'~! in two center-stable planes. We consider an abstract space consisting of three
rectangles Sy, S, and S3 defined as follows:

S1 =10, Ao] x [0,1] x {0},
Sy = [3/4 — X0, 3/4] x [0, 0] x {0},
S3 = 1[0, Ao x [0,1] x {5/6}.
The rectangles are inside two planes Py = [0, 1] x [0,1] x {0} and P, = [0, 1] x [0,1] x {5/6}.
Let go : [0,1] = R, go(y) = f~*(y) and let gy : [0,1] = R, g1(y) =1 — o0 'y. Let a = \;".
We define a map G : U2_|S; — P, U P, by its restrictions G; to each rectangle S; as follows:

Gi(z,y, 2) = (az, go(y),0),
Ga(r,y, 2) = (a(3/4 = x), 91(y), 5/6),

G3(x7 Y, Z) = (OA’L‘, gO(y)7 0)
The behavior of the map G is similar on S; and S3. In these rectangles, the vertical direction
is expanding. In the horizontal direction, G sends the points from the right side to the left
side, except for the extreme points whose the x coordinates are fixed. In the rectangle S, both
directions are expanding.

We consider 2 the maximal invariant set of the union of the rectangles:

3
Q= G”(USi),
neN i=1
and from now on we call G the restriction G|q : 2 — Q. See details of the map G in [31] and
[29], as the proof that this map is non-uniformly expanding. We also observe that G is strongly

mixing.

The map G is very important because we can use results for non-uniformly expanding maps
and transfer them to the horseshoe F', as in the following main result, which allows potentials
with big variation. This is a novelty with respect to previous results.

Theorem B. Let F : A — A be the horseshoe map and G : Q — Q be the projection of F~1
as defined above. The system (F~1,¢) has uniqueness of equilibrium state if, and only if, the
system (G, ¢a) does so.

We define a class of potentials that we will use to obtain uniqueness of equilibrium states in
our third main result. They are related to the non-uniformly expanding map G as follows.

Definition 2.2. A continuous potential ¢ : A — R is called projective hyperbolic if the
following holds:
(D1) The restriction ¢ = ¢jq is Holder and there exists a measurable function u : Q — R
such that ¢ > u—uoG.
(Do) If € denotes the set of G-invariant expanding measures on 2, we have that

sup { /@dV} < h(G) - fﬁg’i{h”((;)}'

The class of projective hyperbolic potentials contains some potentials with big variation, as
will be seen in Section

We can now state our third main result as a class of potentials that includes potentials that
do not satisfy the condition of small variation and also constant on the fibers in the z-axis:
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Theorem C. Let F': A — A be the horseshoe map. If ¢ : A — R is a projective hyperbolic
potential, then there exists a unique equilibrium state i, for the system G with respect to the
potential ¢ = ¢iq. It is equivalent to existing a unique equilibrium state for the horseshoe F.

We observe that in Section [1 we show that if ¢ is a projective hyperbolic potential, then
¢ = ¢)q is a hyperbolic potential (Proposition [T]) and since G is a non-uniformly expanding
map that is also strongly mixing (with density of pre-images of the points in the expanding
set), we can obtain uniqueness of equilibrium states by [30][Theorem 2.

In the following, we state our fourth main result, which gives a condition for uniqueness of
potentials with supremum at the fixed point () and it is less than the pressure.

Theorem D. Let F': A — A be the horseshoe, n the unique measure of maximal entropy for
the non-uniformly expanding map G : Q — Q and ¢ a Holder potential such that it holds that
sup ¢jo = ¢1o(Q) < P(Pja). Then, we obtain uniqueness of equilibrium state. Additionally, we
have either every Holder potential ¢ such that sup pjo < P(pq) has uniqueness of equilibrium
state or there exists a Hélder potential ¢ such that ¢o(Q) < sup ¢jo < P(¢ja) and ¢ does not
have uniqueness of equilibrium states.

The Theorems [Al and [T of this article differs from Theorem because of the potentials in
Theorem [A] and [C] include examples with big variation and also the strategy used to obtain
uniqueness can be applied for other classes of systems. The same can be said for our Theorem
in this article, by comparing with the Theorem B in [31].

The work is organized as follows: Section [3] is devoted to the construction of the symbolic
structures that allow us to make use of Sarig’s theory for countable shifts and show our first
main theorem. In the Section ] we prove the first main result and we describe new classes of
potentials that are admissible in Section @Il and fits in the hypothesis of Theorem [Al Section [Blis
devoted to the proof of Theorem Bl In Section[@we prove an equivalence between hyperbolic and
expanding potentials (see definitions there), which will be useful to show that the restrictions
of projective hyperbolic potentials are hyperbolic potentials. In Section [ we prove our second
main result. Section [8lis devoted to prove our third main result. Finally, in Section we give
a family of examples of admissible potentials and Section gives a construction of projective
hyperbolic potentials.

3. CONSTRUCTING THE INDUCING SCHEME
In this section, we construct an inducing scheme associated to the horseshoe map F' that

admits a symbolic representation as a shift over a countable alphabet.
We define the sequences

ks w=1,0<k<n-1}

dyy (w)
n
For each ao > 0 we consider the subset
(2) Y5 = {w € [1]; lim d (w) > a}.

The set X} is composed by the sequences with upper frequency of digits 1 greater than «.
We define on X the a-return function p : ¥7 — N by

plw) =min{k >1; wy_y =1 and d; (w) > a}.
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Note that 31 can be decomposed into level sets of the function p,
==
+

where ¥; is given by ¥; = {w € £7; p(w) = i}.
Now, we consider the set
S = {w € [1]; Iny > oo, o~ () € 5, Vi > 1},

We define the set ¥, := £ N X, which is invariant under o”. By using Item 2 of Theorem
2.2) we have that for any w € X, the set h™'(w) is a single point, i.e., 3, C X = h(A).

We define the induced map T : ¥, — 3, associated to p as
T(w) = 0¥ (w).
Consider the tower associated to p, defined by

(3) w=J U " ().

i>1 k=0

Let v be a T-invariant measure such that f pdv < oo, then we define the o-invariant measure,

that will be called lifted of v by

(@) cona) = ([ o) S S vt aan)

1>1 k=0

for A C 211.

The map L that acts on My (W) is not necessarily surjective over M, (311). Given a measure
e My(Xq1), if there exists v in Mp(W) such that L(v) = p, then we say that u is a liftable
measure. We denote this class of measures by

(5) Mp(o,W):={peMs Iv, L) =p, n(W)=1}.
Given a measurable set A C ¥ and ¢ > 1, we define

e(i, A) = #{0 < k;gi—l;.ak(Zi)ﬂA#@}.

1
The following lemma will be useful to ensure that a measure is liftable.

Theorem 3.1 ([20], Theorem 3.1). An ergodic o-invariant measure p that satisfies (W) > 0
is a liftable measure if there exists a number N > 0 and a subset A C X such that

p(A) > supe(i, A).
i>N

Let ¢ : ¥ — R be a potential, we define the induced potential associated to ¢ by

(6) p(w) =) 0" (w))

whenever w € ;.
The generalized Kac-Abramov formula gives an interesting relation between the entropy of
the original system and the entropy of the induced system.
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Proposition 3.1 (see [38], Theorem 5.1 and [25], Theorem 2.3). If v is a measure in Mp(W)
such that [ pdv < oo, then

e (@) [ pdv=h(T),

Let ¢ be a potential and ¢, its induced potential. If [ p,dv < oo then

/gpdﬁ(u)/pdyz/appdu.

Pp) = swp  {hu(o)+ / odu),
pneMrp (o,W) w

We define the quantity

that will be called relative pressure. An invariant probability measure that attains the supre-
mum is called relative equilibrium state.

Now, it will be established a relation between the induced system and a countable Markov
shift.

Firstly, note that each ¥, can be decomposed as a disjoint finite union of k-cylinders, that
is, ¥ = U;x, DF, where DF = [wow; ... wj_1]. Let 7 be the map that sends a cylinder to a
word

ﬁ(Df) = WoWq ...Wk—_1-
Using the new alphabet S = {DF; k > 1,1 < i < r.} we define the coding map 11 : S — %,
by the following amalgamation

(@) = (... 7#(Dy " )&(Df )& (DEL) ..,

in_y iy
where 1w = (ka" Jnez € SZ.
Observe that by construction II is well defined, and it is a conjugacy between T" and o (the

countable Markov shift that acts on S%). In fact, given a sequence w € X, by definition we
have that there exists a (unique) sequence w = (ka” Jnez in SZ, such that o*(w) € ka"“ for
n n+1
n>0and 0" (w) € 5, for n < 0 ie., [[(w) = w.
Now, we discuss the thermodynamic formalism of countable Markov shifts. The main refer-

ences are [27], [33], [34] and [35].

Let o be the full shift on S and ¥ : SZ — R a potential, the k-variation is defined by
Var,(¥) = = sup sup  {|W(w) — ¥(5)[},

[i—kp1ii—1] ©,8€[0 py1-ig—1]

where [i_j.1...7,_1] is the two-sided cylinder of all the sequences w = (w;);ez With w_j, 1 =
Uftiy + vy WO =00y, W1 = Ty
We say that U has strongly summable variations if

> kVarg(¥) < oo,

and VU is locally Hélder continuous if there exists C' > 0 and a € (0, 1) such that for all £ > 1
Var, (V) < Ca”.
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If U:S% — R is locally Holder continuous then the Gurevich pressure of W is defined by

.1 R .
(7) Pg(V,a) = nh_)rgo - log n(z): exp (W, (0))Xjq (W),
wEfa]
where &, is the indicator function on the cylinder set [a].
In [33] it was proved that the limit () exists and it is independent from a € S. We denote
it by PG'(\I/)
Let M, (S%) be the set of o-invariant Borel probabilities on S% and

M, (P):={ne MU(SZ);/\I/dn > —00}.
A measure 7y in M,(S?%) is an equilibrium state for a potential U if satisfies

hyy (0) +/\I/d77\1; = sup {hn(a)+/‘l!d77}.
neMo ()

We say that n is a Gibbs measure for W if there exists a constant C' such that for a cylinder
lig ... in_1] in S and W € [ig...1_1] we have

1 nlio - - ina])
O = @ ety = ¢

The next result can be found in [27][Theorem 3.1].

Theorem 3.2. Assume that supycgz V(w) < 0o and ¥V has strongly summable variations. Then

(1) the variational principle for U holds

Pe(¥) = Eiﬁl%{h"(gH/qjdn}'

(2) If Po(V) < oo, then there exists a unique o-invariant ergodic Gibbs measure ny for V.
(3) If furthermore, h,, () < oo, then ng € My(V) and it is the unique equilibrium measure
for 0.

We say that an invariant Borel probability measure 7 associated to the continuous transfor-
mation 7" has exponential decay of correlations for a class H of functions if there exists 0 < 6 < 1
such that, for any hy, ho € H,

| [T ahae)an - [ hu@)dn [ hate) in| < K"

for some K = K(hy, he) > 0.

The measure 7 satisfies the central limit theorem (CLT) for functions in H if there exist ¢ € R
such that —= S (MTH(x)) — [ hdn) converges in law to a normal distribution A(0, ) for
any h € H.

Proposition 3.2 ([27] Theorem 4.7). Assume that Pg(V), supgcgz(¥(0)) < oo and that
U is locally Holder continuous. If hy,(c) < oo, then the measure ny has exponential decay of
correlations and satisfies the CLT with respect to the class of bounded locally Holder continuous.
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM [A]

The proof of Theorem [Alis divided into two steps. The first one is to show the uniqueness of
equilibrium state for the induced map and the second one is to obtain the uniqueness for the
horseshoe map.

Consider the constant a € (0, Z) and the inducing scheme (p, 3, ), obtained as in the Section
Bl the next result gives us sufficient condition for a potential ¢ to admit a unique relative
equilibrium state.

Theorem 4.1. Let ¢ : ¥ — R be a continuous potential and ¢, be the induced potential
satisfying the following conditions:

(P1) The potential ¥ := ¢, o I is locally Hélder continuous.
(P») There exist a natural n € N such that Pp(p) > sup <=.

Then, there exists a unique relative equilibrium state v,. Moreover, the measure v, has expo-
nential decay of correlations and satisfies the (CLT) with respect to class of functions whose
induced functions on %, are bounded Hoélder continuous.

Note that the pressure Pp(y) is finite, so we take ¢, = ¢ — Pr(¢).

Claim 4.1. If ¢ satisfies (Py), then there exists a constant € > 0 such that

(8) Zz sup efrWTe < oo,

i>1 WEi

Proof of Claim. By the property (P») and Remark22we get €y > 0 such that Pp(p) > sup p+e
and thus for P := Pp(p), w € ¥; and all ¢ it occurs that

S o )

This implies that >, ¢(0"(w)) — iP < —iey and () < e~ Since the estimate is inde-
pendent of w, it is possible to obtain € small enough such that

(9) sup{efr(WHie e ;) < e,

Hence, by summing the expression (@) over ¢ we get

Zz’sup{e“’p(w”ie; we N} < Zie*ieo < 4o00.

Thus proving the Claim (.1l 0J
We now consider the potential ¥ = ¢, o II.
Claim 4.2. If ¢ satisfies (P1) and (P,), then U the Gurevich pressure is finite.

Proof of Claim. By the condition (P;) the Gurevich Pressure Pg (V) is well defined. Let n
be positive integer and a cylinder [DfinZ] in S%, there exists a unique sequence w €
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II([D}...D}"]) such that T"(w) = w. Thus, by fixing @ > 1 and 1 < j < r, we get

A
(Z sup e“"P(“’)> = Z Cy,.i sup €27 sup efr®)
i>1 WEi

i1, weE weZin

> Z Claig...i,, SUD e gup e . sup err™)

in WEX, weZ wed;,
Z Z Zk 0 po(T )
™ (w)=
wED?
Then by ([8) and (I2)), we have
— S0 (ol ()
P (V) Jirgonlog n; e
ZDGL[UDG]
_ e2rZo eo(TH(w))
Jim o 35 €5
T (w)=
weD}l
m w)
< lim —log Z sup e*? < 400.
n—oo N, 1 wEY;

O

Note that by using the same arguments we prove that the Gurevich pressure of the potential
s on SZ, given by WUs() = ¢,(w) + dp(w) is finite for some § > 0 small enough. A potential
U that satisfies this is called positive recurrent potential.

Proof of Theorem [{.1. By Theorem [B.2], we have the variational principle
Po(W) = sup_{h(o)+ [ wdn}.
neEMq ()

Moreover, there exists a unique Gibbs measure ng for ¥, so the measure v = Il,ng also has
this property with respect to the potential ¢,, that is, there exists a constants K > 0 such that
for n > 1 and ¥,, = U, D! we have

—1 v(D}')
(10) K S e‘Pﬂ(w)—P S K’

for w € D} and P = Pg(¥).
Now, we define

c(a) = lim sup — loglz <Z)]

k<an
By using standing theorem for n!, we can easily cheek that lim, ,oc(a) = 0. Choose a > 0,
such that c¢(a) < Pr(¢) — sup(¢). We observe that

1 1
(11) limsup —logr, < limsup —logf#{w = (wow;...); d,—1(w) < a}
n n
< c(a) < Pr(p) —sup(p).
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Thus, for n large enough we have that r, < e*. Hence by summing (I0) with respect to n > 1
and using (§), we have

/Zapdu = > w(Z,)

(12) < = Zm“n sup {e?r(WTn) < 400,

By using (I2)) and Abramov-Kac formulas, we have
fing (0) = hu(T)

= /pdV~hz:<u)(0') < Fo0.

Since Pp(p) > —oo and [ ¢ dL(v) > —oo, we have

/\Pd"‘P = /wpdy
) </pdy) '/SO_PL<¢)dC(V)>—oo.

Hence ny € M,(¥), and by using Theorem once again, we obtain that the measure 7y is
the unique equilibrium state of U. However, we can define the measure £(r) that is contained
in My (o,W). By using that ¥ is a positive recurrent potential and [[25], Theorem 4.4] we
obtain that the measure £(v) is the unique relative equilibrium state for Pp(y).

In order to complete the proof of Theorem [L1l we just need to check the properties of
Proposition 3.2l We make use of the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. The measure v has exponential tail, that is, there exist C' > 0 and 0 < 9 < 1
such that for alln > 0,
v({w € Xy; p(w) > m}) < CY".

Proof. Note that v({w € Xg; p(w) > m}) =375 S v(D}), then we obtain the result in a
similar way to (I2). O

It follows that by Lemma [T and the results [[37], Theorem 2, Theorem 3| that the measure
L(v) has exponential decay of correlations and satisfies the (CLT) with respect to class of
functions whose induced functions on Y, are bounded Holder continuous. O

Proof of Theorem[4l By using Theorem 2.2], we have that every continuous potential ¢ has an
equilibrium state. Assume that p; and ps are ergodic equilibrium states for F' and let us prove
that 1 = po.

By hypothesis (Cy), there exists a natural n such that P(¢) > sup %", SO

5(Q) < sup 2 < (o)

Then, the Dirac measure d¢, can not be an equilibrium state for ¢. Analogously, we can obtain
the same for dp. Therefore, by Lemma 2.1l we can consider a constant « > 0 small enough
such that p;(Ry) > a for i =1,2.
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Now, we consider the inducing scheme (p, ¥,) such that ¥, C 3 is the subset composed
by the sequences with frequency of symbols 1’s at least a, as defined in (), and the associated
tower W as in (B]).

For each = 1,2, we denote by 1; the push-forward of p; with respect to semi-conjugacy h,
i.e., the measure defined on A C ¥¢; by

W(A) = pu(h1(A)).
The measure v; is ergodic and satisfies v;([1]) = u;(Ry) > a > 0, so since W is an o-invariant
set, by ergodicity of v; we have v;(W) = 1. Hence, applying the Lemma Bl for A = [1], we
conclude that v; is a liftable measure, moreover it is a relative equilibrium state for the potential
© = h.¢. In the other hand, the potential ¢ satisfies the conditions (C}) and (C3), so ¢ satisfies

the properties (P,) and (P;). Then, by Theorem [A.1], there exists a unique relative equilibrium
state, so v; = 1. Therefore, we conclude that p; = ps. The uniqueness is proven. OJ

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [Bl

In this section, we prove that uniqueness of equilibrium state for the restriction of the po-
tential to €2 and the map G : 0 — ) is equivalent to uniqueness of equilibrium state for the
horseshoe map F': A — A. The technique is based on the strategy given in the works [31] and
[29]. First, we prove that potentials ¢ with uniqueness for the restriction ¢jq and such that
they do not depend on the z coordinate have uniqueness. After that, we prove that potentials
without this condition have cohomologous satisfying this and the uniqueness is obtained in the
general case.

In order to make the paper self contained, we will prove our result following the proofs in
the works [31] and [29] along the same lines. All the strategy works here because the unique
property used with respect to the restriction to €2 is the uniqueness obtained from the small
variation of the potential and the non-uniform expansion of the map G.

As it is said in [31], some of the following ideas are based in the constructions in [8]. We define
the projection of the parallelepipeds Ry and R; onto the planes Fy and Py, 7 : RyUR; — PyUP,
by

— (x,y,()), 'Lf (IL',y,Z),GRo,
e 9,2) = { (z,y,3) if (v,9,2) € Ri.
It is straightforward to check that 7 is continuous, surjective and

ToF '=Gor.
Lemma 5.1 ([31], Lemma 5.1). For each X € Q we have h(F~!,77}(X)) = 0.

Since the projection 7 is actually a semiconjugacy between the inverse horseshoe F~! and
the map G, we have (see [4])

heop(F™1) < huop(G) + sup{h(F~, 77 (X)) | X € Q.

By Lemma 5.1l we get
hiop(F 1) < Tiop(G).
On the other hand, because 7 is a semiconjugacy, we have the other inequality immediately
(see [B]), which gives us
heop(F™1) = Tuop(G).
Thus, we have proved that the topological entropies of these two maps are equal.

Proposition 5.1 ([31], Proposition 5.2). For ¢ = ¢jq o1 we have Pyp(F~', @) = Pyp(G, dja).
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Proof. Given p a F'~'-invariant probability measure, taking v = pro 7! a result by Ledrappier
and Walters (see [I7]) guarantees that

ulF )+ [ omdn < @)+ [ dadvs [ HE 7 (X0)(X) = G+ [ oy < Puni G

because by Lemma 5]l we have h(F ' 771(X)) = 0 for each X € Q and by semiconjugacy v is
G-invariant.
Going back to the inequality, we have for ¢ = ¢ o m and any F~'-invariant probability p

B (F) + / o < Prop(G) = Prop(F~,0) < Pron(G: bpa).

In the other hand, 7 is a semiconjugacy, which implies (see [5])
PtOp<G7 ¢|Q> S Ptop<F717 @) - Ptop(Ga (b\Q) - Ptop(Fila ()0)
0

Theorem 5.1. Given a G-invariant Borel probability i, there exists an F~l-invariant Borel
probability i such that hz(F~') > h,(G).

We divide the proof of Theorem into five lemmas.
The first lemma constructs the measure and a o-algebra.

Lemma 5.2. Denote by Aq the Borel o-algebra in 2. Given a G-invariant probability u, there
exists a o-algebra A and a measure i : A — [0, 1] depending on pu.

Proof. Let Aq be the Borel o-algebra in Q and define Ay := 77 1(Agq). Thus, Ay is a o-algebra
on the horseshoe, whose elements are given by A = 7~!(B), where B is a Borelian in Q. Note
that Ay € F~'(Ap). If for each n € N we define A, := F"(Ap), we have an increasing
sequence of og-algebras

ACACAC-CA,C...
For each n define a probability measure 7, : A,, — [0, 1] by

I, (F7"(Ag) = p(m(Ap)) for all Ay € Ay.

Note that 1z, depends also on ¢o. Using the semiconjugacy it is straightforward to prove that
each 7z, is invariant under F~'. Finally, we consider A := (J°7 ; A,,, which is a o-algebra on A.
Define 1z : A — [0, 1] by
n(A) =n,(A) ifA € A,.
OJ

It is easy to see that 1 is well-defined. The second lemma gives a criterium to show that the
measure is o-additive, which is classical in measure theory.

Lemma 5.3. Let A be a o-algebra and i : A — [0, 1] such that
(A1 U - UA,) = Ti(A),
i=1

for every finite family {A;}7, of disjoint sets in A. If there exists a family C C A such that
e C is compact: if C1 D Cy D ---DC, D ... is a sequence of sets in C then N2,C; # (.
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e C has the approximation property: for all A € A we have
i(A) = sup{Ti(C) | C € A,C € C}:

then 71 is a probability measure on A.
The third lemma constructs a family satisfying the criterium.

Lemma 5.4. For the o-algebra A in Lemmal52 there exists a family C satisfying the critirium
in Lemma [5.3 which warrants that the measure i in Lemma 22 is a probability on A.

Proof. We consider Kq the collection of all compact sets in 2 and we define Ky := 7 (Kj),
which is a subfamily of the o-algebra Ag. We define C : |J,—, F'~"(Ky) which is contained in A
and it is a compact class with the approximation property.
elet C; DCy D ---DC, D... besets of C. If for every i € N there exists D; C Kq
and there exists n; € N such that C; = F~"(x~1(D;)). Since 7~1(D;) is a closed set in
a compact space €, 7~1(D;) is compact. By the continuity of F~!, (C})ey is a family
of nested compact sets, therefore (>, C,, # 0.
o Let A € A. Using the regulatiry of the measure p on 2 we have u(B) = sup{u(D) |
D C B,D € Kg} for all D € Aq. By the definition of C, for all C' € C there exists
D € Kq and n € N such that C = F~"(7~}(D)). Thus, u(C) = p(F"(m"(D))) =
u(x(x~1(D))) = (D). Then

sup{u(D) | D C B,D € Kq} =sup{u(C) | C C A,C € A}.
To finish it is enough to note that for all A € A, there exists B € K such that

A(A) = p(B).
Then, by the criterion, we proved that 7z is a probability measure on A. Since every i, is
invariant under F'~!, the measure 7 is also F'~!'-invariant. 0

1

The fourth lemma shows that the measure is F'~'-invariant on the Borel o-algebra.

Lemma 5.5. The extension of the o-algebra A coincides with the Borel o-algebra Ay on A.

Proof. Since 7 is continuous we have that A is contained in the Borel og-algebra. It is enough to
prove that for all X € A there exists a fundamental system of neighborhoods of X contained in
A. Let X € A and remember that p < 1 is the contraction factor in the direction of the Z-axis.
For each n € N, by the uniform continuity of G™ there exists 6, > 0 such that d(z,w) < 9,
implies d(G"(z), G"(w)) < 1/n. We define B, (X) = F~" (7 Y(B(x(F"(X)),d,))). Therefore,
for every n € N and X € B,(X), we have diamB,,(X) = p" 4+ 1/n which goes to zero when n
goes to infinity. OJ

The fifth lemma shows the inequality between the entropies.

Lemma 5.6. We have hz(F~1) > h,(G).

Proof. Using the well-known Brin-Katok theorem, we can compute the entropy by the formula:
1 1
h,(G) = limli —1
AG) = glimeun o8 (e m))
for p-almost every X € Q, where Bg(X, €,n) denotes the dynamical ball of G at X, radius ¢

and length n. We note that, given ¢ > 0, by the continuity of 7 (on a compact space), there
exists 0 < § < e such that

m(B(Z,9)) C B(w(Z),¢) for every Z € A.
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Using this fact it is straightforward to check that
Br1(Y,8,n) C 7 1(Bg(X,e,n)) for every Y € n7H(X).
By the definition of the measure 1z we have
A(Br (Y, 8,n)) < (e~ (Ba(X, ,n))) = u(Ba(X, €, n)).

If we consider A C Q a full measure set with respect to u, then 7' (A) C A satisfies (7' (A)) =
u(A) = 1. Thus,

1 1
hz(F~1) = lim lim sup — log — > lim lim sup — log

550 mose 1 CH(Bp-1(Y,0,1)) T 650 poame 0 © u(Ba(X, €e,n)) = hyu(G).

O

Proposition 5.2. If the measure pu is an equilibrium state for the system (G, ¢|q) then [t given
by Theorem 52 is an equilibrium state for the system (F~1, ¢).

Proof. Given an equilibrium state p for the system (G, ¢jq), Theorem B2 gives an F'~'-invariant
Borel probability & such that h;(F~') > h,(G). Hence,

PunlG) = (@) + [ b < his(P) + [ o < Pop(F ),

Once Piop(G) = Piop(F~1) and by a change of variables we get

[ éndii= [ononan~ [ i

then we have that 7z is an equilibrium state for the system (F~1, o). 0

Proposition 5.3. If the measure u is an equilibrium state for the system (F~' ) then the
measure given by v = pom ' is an equilibrium state for the system (G, Pla).

Proof. Let u an equilibrium state for the system (F~!, ¢) and define v(A4) = p(x~1(A)) for all
Borelian A in €. Again by semiconjugacy, the probability v is G-invariant. We have that

Poop(F~1, ) = hu(F71) + / pdu < h,(G) + / Padv < Pop(G),

By Proposition 5.1l we have Py, (G, ¢0) = Piop(F ™1, ¢), which implies that v is an equilibrium
state for the system (G, ¢jq). O

Proposition 5.4. The system (F~', ) has uniqueness of equilibrium state if, and only if, the
system (G, ¢q) does so.

Proof. Assume that the system (G, ¢jq) has uniqueness of equilibrium state ;. Proposition
guarantees that 7 is an equilibrium state for the system (F~' o). Let us suppose, by
contradition, that there exists another equilibrium state 7. We will show that v := Zo7n ! is
different from the equilibrium state pu.

In fact, since 7 # @, we can find A € A such that 7(A) # 7i(A). The o-algebra A, which
coincides with the Borelians on A, was obtained as A = |J -, F"(Ag). Thus, there exist
Ap € Ap and ng € N such that A = F~"(Ay).

Remember also that Ay = 77 1(Aq) and therefore there exists B € Agq such that Ay =
7~1(B). Using that 7 is invariant under F~! we have

v(B) = v(n~(B)) = 7(Ay) = D(F " (Ay)) = T(A) #
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fi(A) = D(F"(Ao)) = 7(Ao) = i(n~(B)) = u(B).
It means that v # u and the first part is proven.

Now, assuming that the system (F~!, ) has uniqueness, let us suppose, by contradiction,
that the system (G, ¢jq) admits two distinct equilibrium states p and v. Proposition
guarantees that 77 and 7 are equilibrium states for the system (F'~1 ¢). By uniqueness, we
have 1 = 7. Given B € Agq, analogously to what is given above, we can consider the following

v(B) = v(n~(B)) = 7(Ao) = D(F " (Ay)) = 7(A) =

fi(A) = D(F(Ao)) = 7(Ao) = fi(z~(B)) = pu(B).
Once B is arbitrary, we conclude that p = v. This contradiction proves the uniqueness. The
Proposition is proven. O

Finally, we prove that potentials which depends on the z-coordinate have cohomologous
which does not depend on it. We follow ideas of [31].

Proposition 5.5. ([31] Proposition 3.1) Let ¢ : RyU Ry — R be a Hélder continuous potential.
There exist a Holder continuous potential ¢ : Ry U Ry — R satisfying:
e © is cohomologous to ¢, that is, there exists u : RyUR; — R such that ¢ = ¢+u—uoF 1.
e i does not depend on the z-coordinate.

Proof. They take

o0

u(X) = Z((bo FI—¢oFlom)(X).
j=0
and prove that ¢ like above does not depend on the z-coordinate. O]

6. HYPERBOLIC POTENTIALS VERSUS EXPANDING POTENTIALS

In the works [2] and [30] the authors prove existence of equilibrium state for non-uniformly ex-
panding maps and the so-called hyperbolic potentials. While in [30] they also prove uniqueness
with a mild condition, in [2] prove an equivalence between the so-called expanding potentials
and the hyperbolic ones. It will allows us to obtain uniqueness for the horseshoe in some cases
where the restriction of the potential is expanding (or hyperbolic) by using Theorem [Bl We
recall the definitions of hyperbolic and expanding potentials as it is given in [2].

6.1. Topological pressure. We recall the definition of relative pressure for non-compact sets
by means of dynamical balls. Let M be a compact metric space. Consider f : M — M and
¢ : M — R both continuous. Given § > 0, n € N and x € M, we define the dynamical ball
Bs(z,n) as
Bs(z,n) ={y € M | d(f'(z), f'(y)) <9, for 0 <i < n}.
Consider for each N € N, the set
Fn=A{Bs(z,n) |z € M and n > N}.

Given A C M, denote by Fy(A) the finite or countable families of elements in Fx which cover
A. Define for n € N

Sud(x) = ¢(x) + (f () + -+ + ([ (2)),
and
Rysd(x) = sup  Syé(y).

yEBs(z,n)
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Given a f-invariant set A C M, not necessarily compact, define for each v € R

my(p, A, 6,7, N) = ueianf(A) Z o=+ R 56(x)
Bs(a,n)eU
Define also
my(6, A, 6,7) = Tm (¢, A, 0,7, N)
and

Py(6,A,8) = inf{y € R | m; (¢, A,8,7) = 0}.

Finally, define the relative pressure of ¢ on A as
Py(¢,A) = lim P(¢, A, 0).
The topological pressure of ¢ is, by definition, Ps(¢) = Ps(¢, M). It satisfies

(13) Py(¢) = sup{ Py (¢, A), Pr(6, A%},

where A¢ denotes the complement of A on M. We refer the reader to [24, Theorem 11.2] for
the proof of (I3]) and for additional properties of the pressure.

6.2. Expanding measures and hyperbolic potentials. Given 0 < ¢ < 1 and € > 0, we
say that n € N is a hyperbolic time for x € M if

e there exists a neighbourhood V,,(x) of z such that f™ maps V,(x) homeomorphically
onto the ball B.(f"(x));
o d(fi(y), fi(z) < o™ U d(f™(y), [*(2)), for all y,z € V() and all 0 < i <n — 1.

We say that @ € M has positive frequency of (o, e)-hyperbolic times if
1
d(z) :=limsup —#{0 < j <n —1| j is a -hyperbolic time for z} > 0,
n—oo N
and define the expanding set
H={xz¢e M |d(z)>0}.

We say that a Borel probability measure p (not necessarily f-invariant) on M is expanding if
w(H) =1, and that a continuous function ¢ : M — R is a hyperbolic potential if the topological
pressure P(¢) is located on H, i.e.

Py(¢, H) < Py().

Proposition 6.1. Let ¢ be a hyperbolic potential. If p is an ergodic probability measure such
that hy,(f) + [ ¢dp > Py(¢, H?), then p(H) = 1.

Proof. Since H is an invariant set and p is an ergodic probability measure, we have pu(H) = 0
or u(H) = 1. Since the potential ¢ is hyperbolic, we get

hu(f)+/¢dﬂ > Pr(¢, H) > <§ﬁ§):1{h”(f)+/c¢dy}'

(For the second inequality, see [24, Theorem A2.1]) So, we cannot have pu(H¢) = 1 and we
obtain p(H) =1, i.e. p is an expanding measure. O
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6.3. Expanding potentials. Let ¢ : M — R be a continuous potential. We say that ¢ is an
expanding potential if the following inequality holds

Sy )

where £ denotes the set of all expanding measures for f.

We observe that Proposition shows that every hyperbolic potential is an expanding po-
tential. Since for an expanding potential ¢ we can find a sequence u, of expanding measures
such that we have h,, (f)+ [ ¢dp, — Pp(), if ¢ is also Holder , we also can find finitely many
ergodic equilibrium states for ¢ which are expanding measures. In fact, all the proof is similar
from the point where Proposition is proved. We obtain the following Theorem:

Theorem 6.1. ([2]/Theorem BJ) Let f : M — M be a continuous map with an expanding
measure and ¢ : M — R a continuous potential. Then ¢ is a hyperbolic potential if, and only
iof, it 1s an expanding potential. In particular, if ¢ is hyperbolic and Holder with finite pressure
Pi(¢), there exist finitely many equilibrium states which are expanding measures.

With Theorem we can use the following result for hyperbolic potentials.

Theorem 6.2. ([30]/Theorem 2]) Let f : M — M be a local homeomorphism and let ¢ :
M — R be a hyperbolic Holder continuous potential. Then, there exist finitely many ergodic
equilibrium states associated with (f,¢). In addition, the equilibrium state is unique if the
pre-orbit { f~"(x) }n>o of every point x € H is dense in M.

We observe that in [32] the zooming measures and continuous zooming potentials in the
context of exponential contractions are what we call here expanding measures and expanding
potentials. Hence, our Theorem is a corollary of [32][Theorem 8.2.1]. We state this result
in the following:

Theorem 6.3. ([32]/Theorem 8.2.1]) Let f : M — M a continuous zooming map and the
contraction (o), satisfying o, (r) < ar for some a € (0,1), every n € N and every r € [0, +00)
(Lipschitz contractions, for example) and ¢ : M — R a continuous potential. Then ¢ is a
hyperbolic potential if, and only if, it is a zooming potential. In particular, if ¢ is hyperbolic
and Hdélder with finite pressure Pr(¢), there exist finitely many equilibrium states which are
200Ming measures.

7. PROOF OF THEOREM

In the work [31] the authors prove that the map G, the projection of F~!, is a non-uniformly
expanding map and satisfy our assumption of hyperbolic times in section [0l We can now prove
our Theorem [Cl

Proposition 7.1. If a potential ¢ : A — R is projective hyperbolic, then its restriction ¢ = ¢y
is an expanding potential (or hyperbolic) with respect to G.

Proof. Once every potential with low variation is hyperbolic (or expanding), we have that the
null potential is hyperbolic and then there exists a measure of maximal entropy p € &, that is,
h(G) = h,(G). Since ¢ is a potential such that ¢(z) > u(zr) — u(G(x)) for some measurable
function u : Q — R and every x € H we have that [ ¢dn > 0 for every n € €. It implies that

sup {1(©)-+ [ o} < sup (@) +-sup { [ oar} <1, (6) <
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hﬂ(G)—i-/(bdu — sup {hl,(G)Jr/qbdu} <sup{hﬂ(G)—|—/<bd,u}.

veee nee

It shows that the potential ¢ is expanding (or hyperbolic). O

Corollary 7.1. If ¢ : A — R is a projective hyperbolic potential, then there exists a unique
equilibrium state for G associated to the potential ¢ = ¢|q.

Proof. By using of the Proposition [L.1] the potential ¢ is expanding and by Theorem it is
also a hyperbolic potential. In this way, since the map G is strongly topologically mixing and
non-uniformly expanding, by [[30], Theorem 2] we have that there exists a unique equilibrium
state for the pair (G, ¢). O

Hence, by Theorem [Bl we obtain uniqueness for the horseshoe F'.

8. PROOF OF THEOREM

Lemma 8.1. Let F': A — A be the horseshoe, 1) the unique measure of mazximal entropy for the
non-uniformly expanding map G : Q — Q and ¢ : N — R a Holder potential and X € A such
that sup ¢jo = ¢(X) < P(dj) — hy(G). Then the restriction of ¢ is an expanding potential,
that is, it is a hyperbolic potential.

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of the measure of maximal entropy 7 is given by Ramos-
Viana [30] because Santana [32] gives that the null potential is zooming (expanding), then
hyperbolic. So, denoting by £ the set of expanding measures, since sup ¢jo = ¢(X) < P(¢q) —
h,(G), we have

sup {m(G) + / (é0 — P(¢|n))d’/} < Iy (@) + sup { / (d10 — H(X) — hn<G>>du} -

veee vege

ve&e

hy(G) + sup { /(¢|Q - ¢(X))dy} —hy(G) < 0=

vel

P(¢o — P(¢a)) = sup {hu(G) + /(¢Q - P(¢|n))d'/}-

Hence, ¢jo — P(¢)q) is expanding and so is ¢jo. Then, ¢|q is hyperbolic. Ramos-Viana gives a
unique equilibrium state because G is topologically exact and the pre-images of points in the
expanding set are dense. O]

Lemma 8.2. Let F' : A — A be the horseshoe, 1 the unique measure of maximal entropy for
the non-uniformly expanding map G : Q — € and a Holder potential such that it holds that
suppjo = 0 = ¢o(Q) < P(¢a). Then, there exists a Holder potential ¢ : M — R such that
sup gjo < P(gja) — hy(G) and @) is cohomologous to ¢|q.

Proof. Once @) is a fixed point, we have that

sup i = 0= 9(Q) = hso () + [ adia < P(oa) — Plor) = hy(C).
Define for t € R and u = —t¢
p(z) = (L=t)p(z) +to(F~(2)) = d(2) + (~td)(z) = (—to(F~(2))) = d(2) +u(w) —u(F~'(z)).
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We claim that there exists ¢ € R such that sup o < P(¢ja) — hy(G). Since it holds that
supplo = 0 = ¢o(Q) < P(djo) = hy(G), we can take 0 < t < 1 ~ s such that it holds that
hy(G) < sP(¢a),s <14 (t —1)sup ¢jo/P(¢jo) and for every x € Q

tp(F~H(x)) = to(G(x)) < tsup o < 0 < sP(dja) — hy(G), (1 — t)sup o < (1 — s)P(Pja).
So,
p(r) = (1 =t)¢ja(z) +19(G(x)) < (1 = s)P(dn) + sP(dj0) — hy(G) =
P(¢a) = hy(G) = P(gja) — hy(G),
because ¢ and ¢ are cohomologous and have same pressures. Then sup g0 < P(¢ja) — hy(G)
as we wished. ]

By Lemma 1 ¢ is hyperbolic or expanding and it means that it has uniqueness of equilibrium
state. Once by Lemma 2 ¢|q is cohomologous to ¢|o, ¢jq also has uniqueness of equilibrium
state.

Remark 8.1. We observe that if $|o(Q) # 0 we can take the potential ¢ = ¢ — P|o(Q) and the
result follows.

Lemma 8.3. We have either every Hélder potential ¢ such that sup @i < P(pjq) has unique-
ness of equilibrium state or there exists a Holder potential ¢ such that ¢|o(Q) < sup ¢jo <
P(¢a) and ¢ does not have uniqueness of equilibrium states.

Proof. Let us suppose that not every Holder potential ¢ like that has uniqueness of equilibrium
state. We can suppose that ¢jq > 0. Also, o does not have uniqueness. By Lemma B.2] we
have either sup pjq > P(p)a) or pjo(Q) < sup gjo. Once sup ¢jo < P(¢jo) by hypothesis, we

then have p|o(Q) < sup ¢jo
Since sup pjo < P(gj), denote by suppp the support of the measure p. Consider the
following union

X = U SUpPPU.

o invariant#éq

Take t < 0 such that (14 td(Q, X))p(Q) < sup ¢ x and define

¢(x) = (1+td(z, X))p(r) = 9a(Q) = (1+1d(Q, X))po(Q) < sup pix <suppja < Ppo).

We used that d(z, X) = 0 for every z € X and ¢|x = ¢|x. Also, we have that for y # dg an
invariant measure

/fﬁmd/i:/ ¢Qdﬂ:/ (1+d(z, X))e(x)du(z) :/‘Pﬂd“ — P(p) = P(d),
suppp Suppu
because

iy (G) + / bndi = 00(@) < Plga) =sup {hM(G) " / somdﬁ} -

I

sup {hu(G) + /Cbﬂd,u} = P(¢p0).

Hence, ¢)o(Q) < P(gja) = P(¢n). Also, once ¢x = ¢x, we have ¢o(Q) < supyx =
sup ¢ x < sup ¢jo. It means that p is an equilibrium state for ¢ and since ¢ has at least 3
equilibrium states, ¢ does not have uniqueness of equilibrium state. Moreover, ¢ is Holder
because ¢ and d(x, X) are Holder. O
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It means that among the Holder potentials ¢ such that sup ¢ < P(€2) either all of them

has uniqueness or the condition ¢o(Q) = sup pjq is needed to have uniqueness.

9. EXAMPLES

9.1. Examples of Admissible Potentials. In this section it will be given examples of ad-

missible potentials with respect to the horseshoe map F'.

Firstly, we present some preliminary results and definitions used to get the conditions (C)

and (Cy).
Let n be positive integer and denote the words
b,=0...01
— —
ntimes

Given a sequence w € [1] and a positive integer i, we denote its i-segment by
[U}]Z = WoWy .. . Wji—1-
If o'(w) € [1], so the i-segment of w is the concatenation of words b, that is,

1, by - - - by, -

We denote the cardinally of the words b, in the i-segment of w by a(w,i,n).

w € Y,, then it is a concatenation of infinite words of the type b,.

Lemma 9.1. Let 7 < a and N = |- | be fized constants. Then

(14) 1+ 2 a(w,i, k) > 7(i + 1),

k=1
forw e ;.

Proof. By contradiction, assume that

=

(15) 1+ - a(w,i, k) < 7(i+1).

T
I

Note that the number of digits 1’s in [w]; is given by

1+ Z a(w, i, k),
k=1

Note that if

where s is the largest number n such that b, is in [w];, and it is possible that some terms of

the sum are null. Since p(w) =i we have

(16) 1+ia(w,i,k) > afi+1).
k=1
On the other hand
(17) 1+i(k+1)a(w,i,k) = (i +1).
k=1
Then

a(w,i, N) + a(w,i, N + 1) + ... + a(w,i,s) > (o — 7)(i + 1),
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we conclude that

s

> (k+Da(w,i k) > (N+1) (Za(w,i,k))

i > (N+1)(ai7')(i+1)
(14 1),

which contradicts the expression (7). O

V

A way to understand the Lemma is that, if 7 is a a-return time of a sequence w to [1],
then the words by, ..., by represent at least a part 7i of [w];.
Given a point X = (z,y, 2z) in A, such that A(X) = w, we use the follow notation

(I)[w}n(y) = fwnﬂ ©---0 fwo(y)v
and also the inverse case
(I)[w];(y) = fw71 ©---0 fwfn(y)'

The next result gives us non-uniform contraction

Lemma 9.2. [[18], Lemma 3.1] Let w € Xf, be sequence with infinitely many 1’s. Assume
wg = 1. Let ng,nq,... be the successive positions of the symbol 1 in w. Then, there exist a
sequence of positive real numbers (0;);>0 and a positive real number C' such that the following

holds.

(i) C depends only on ny.
(ii) Each d; depends only on n;, fori < j and belongs to the [0, o].
(iii) For every i >0 and for every y € [0, 1],

i—1
1], ()] < Coy [] 6
j=1

S

1—-L

L — o

where 0; = = -

Remark 9.1. The Lemmal9.2 is obtained by using the contraction provided by the block of the
form 0...01. Since the factors of the product in (iii) are all strictly less than 1, if for a block b,
it appears k times in the segment [w],,, we have that

|(I),[w}ni (y>| < Cnoekv
where 6 depends only of b,,.
Given points X and Y in A, we use the follow norm
(18) X =Y = [|X = Y][ls + [|X = Y[ + [[X = Y],

where || X — Y| is the distance with respect to direction * for x € {s,c,u}.
By the hyperbolic behavior of F' on the stable and unstable directions and using the distance
(1Y), given two points X,Y € A such that h(X),h(Y) € [w_p41 ... w,_1] we have

(19) ||X - Y||s < A" € ||X - Y||u < B_n-

Now we are able to start the result of this section.
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Proposition 9.1. Let ¢y € (5/6,1) be a constant and Q., = {X = (z,y,2) € A ; z < ¢o}.
If  : A = R is a Hélder continuous potential constant on Q., with sup ¢ = ¢(Q), then there
exists a non-empty open interval I C R such that for every t € I the potential ¢, = t¢ s
admissible.

Proof. First, note that given 5/6 < ¢y < 1, we take m = m(cy) by
m = max{k; BiB(co—5/6) > 1/6}.
So, for every X € AN Ry — Q. we have h(X) € [10 .01]. Now, consider the potential

m
¢ = ¢oh~ ! and its induced ¢, with respect to the inducing scheme of section[3. Given sequences

w and v in Xy such that II7'(w) and IT7!(w) are in the cylinder [Dl‘”Jrl Dlo ..DI"' of

1 tn—1
spaces S%, so w and v belong to

ni

D =[10...01...10...01],

where the numbers ny, ..., n, are the positions of the digit 1. Let Xq = h~'(w) and Yy = h~(v)
be points in A and n,, the kth return of points X, and Yj to the set AN (R — Q,,), then we
have

lo—1

(20) Pp(w) = pp(v)] < Zlczﬁ(Fi(Xo))—cb(Fi(%))l

= O [|F"e(Xo)) — F™x(Y)[f,
k=1

where 7 is number of return of the points Xy and Yj to the set AN (R; — Q,,). Note that the
terms of the sum (20)) related to the points in Q.,, are equal to zero, since ¢ is constant in this
set. Moreover, by (I9), it is enough to analyze the central direction. By using Lemma 0] we
have that in each segment [w], , where s, = Z;i [_1, the words by, bo, ..., by appear at least
with frequency 7s,. Then, by Lemma [0.2] and Remark [0.1] we conclude

(21) |<I> ( )| < Cno™,

for y € [0,1] and constants C'y > 0 and 9 € (0,1) that depends only on the words by, by, ..., by.
Therefore, let X* and Y* be points in A such that F*»(X*) = Xy and F*"(Y™*) = Yp, by the
Lemma [9.2] and the inequality (2]) we have

[F™e(Xo) = Fre (Yo)lle = [ (X%) = Foobmos (¥4
(22) < |o

[O—nrk w)]sn +nrk ‘

Cno" H O,

J=1

S C1N0n k)

IN

where 1 < k <7 and the constant v € (0,1) depends only on word b,,. Hence, by using ([22) in
the expression (20), we have

[pp(w) = pp(v)| < COT,
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where © = max{\, 3,0} and C = C.Oy.T, for T = S0, Therefore, the potential ¢
satisfies the condition (C}).
Consider the family of the potentials ¢; : A — R given by

¢t(X) = tng(X),
where ¢t € R. By using an analogous argument we can show that ¢; satisfies the condition (C})
for every t € R. We denote the topological pressure of ¢, by P(t). Note that the function
t — P(t) is convex, so it is also a continuous function on ¢ € R, since hy,(F) > 0. Consider
the set
A={v¥;, te€0,9), P(t) > to(Q)}.
It is a non-empty set, since P, (0) > 0. The supremum of A is given by

b= sup {&}
P e L 0(Q) = [odu

)
Since the maximal entropy measure of I is not the Dirac measure d¢, we have
hwp(F )
(b(Q) - f (bd,uma:v
By hypothesis on the potential ¢, its variation is given by

ty >

Var(én) = t6(Q) — tinf o,
Then, we take

hiop(F
to = sup {t; Var(¢) < %} .
Since .
tl > L‘)’
$(Q) —inf ¢
the interval I = (%o, t;) is non-empty. Note that Var(¢,) > }”%(F), that is, ¢; does not have

small variation.

Moreover, by construction, for every t € (o, t;) the potential ¢, satisfies the condition (Cy)
for n = 1.

Therefore, for every t € (to, t1) the potential ¢; is an admissible potential. O

9.2. Examples of Projective Hyperbolic Potentials. As examples of projective hyperbolic
potentials, we have the null one and the set of coboundaries. We will give other examples in
this section. We need to find potentials ¢ such that
(D1) The restriction ¢ := ¢ is Hoélder and there exists a measurable function v : @ — R
such that ¢ > u —uoG.
(Dy) If € denotes the set of G-invariant expanding measures on €2, we have that

Sgg { /(pdu} < h(G) — Sélg)c{h,,((}’)}

Example 9.1. Let u be a Hélder function such that supu — infu > h(G). Let v be a Hélder
function such that v > u and sup(v —uo G) < h(G) — sup,cec{h,(G)}. It implies that

u—uoG <v—uoG <sup(v—uoG) < h(G)—sup{h,(G)}.
veee
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By taking ¢ = v —uo G, we get a potential which is projective admissible.

In order to obtain projective hyperbolic potentials ¢ with big variation, that is, such that
sup ¢ — inf ¢ > h(F'), we use the fact that h(F) = h(G) (see [31]) and Example We take a
coboundary u — u o F' with big variation and, since the Holder functions are dense in the space
of continuous functions, we can take ¢ such that ¢ > v — v o G and they are close enough to
have the integrals close enough. Since the integrals of u —wu o G are all zero, we can take ¢ such
that sup,cee{ [ ¢dv} < h(G) — sup,cee{h,(f)}. This finishes the proof.
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