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THERMODYNAMIC FORMALISM FOR RANDOM WEIGHTED

JASON ATNIP, GARY FROYLAND, CECILIA GONZALEZ-TOKMAN, AND SANDRO VAIENTI

COVERING SYSTEMS

ABSTRACT. We develop for the first time a quenched thermodynamic formalism for random
dynamical systems generated by countably branched, piecewise-monotone mappings of the
interval that satisfy a random covering condition. Given a random contracting potential ¢
(in the sense of Liverani-Saussol-Vaienti), we prove there exists a unique random conformal
measure v, and unique random equilibrium state p,. Further, we prove quasi-compactness
of the associated transfer operator cocycle and exponential decay of correlations for z,. Our
random driving is generated by an invertible, ergodic, measure-preserving transformation
o on a probability space (Q, %, m); for each w € ) we associate a piecewise-monotone,
surjective map 7T, : I — I. We consider general potentials ¢, : I — R U {—o00} such that
the weight function g, = e®« is of bounded variation. We provide several examples of our
general theory. In particular, our results apply to new examples of linear and non-linear sys-
tems including random S-transformations, randomly translated random S-transformations,
countably branched random Gauss-Renyi maps, random non-uniformly expanding maps
(such as intermittent maps and maps with contracting branches) composed with expanding
maps, and a large class of random Lasota-Yorke maps.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Deterministic transitive expansive dynamics T : [0,1] — [0,1] or T : S* — S! have a
well-developed “thermodynamic formalism”, whereby the transfer operator with potential
@ of sufficient regularity has a unique invariant probability measure p that is absolutely
continuous with respect to a conformal measure, and p arises as a maximizer of the sum
of the metric entropy and the integral of the potential |9, 46] (shifts of finite type, smooth
dynamics), [15, 33, 11] (piecewise smooth dynamics), 46, 44] (distance expanding mappings),
[36, 11, 3, 54, 12| (countable shifts, non-uniformly expanding dynamics).

Thermodynamic formalism for random dynamical systems has been exclusively restricted
to the case of continuous random dynamics and maps that can be coded as random shifts.
Kifer [29] proved the existence and uniqueness of equilibrium states for smooth expanding
dynamics; Khanin and Kifer [28] generalized this to smooth random dynamics that are ex-
panding on average. In parallel work, Bogenschiitz [7| proved a variational principle for
topological random dynamical systems (the domain X is compact and each T, : X — X is a
homeomorphism), extending a result of Ledrappier and Walters [30] to allow random poten-
tials with measurable dependence w +— ¢,,. For random subshifts of finite type, Bogenschiitz
and Gundlach [8] and Gundlach [23] proved uniqueness of (random) relative equilibrium
states. Thermodynamic formalism for countable random Markov shifts has been investi-
gated in various settings by Denker, Kifer, and Stadlbauer [16], Stadlbauer [49, 50|, Roy
and Urbanski [45], and Mayer and Urbanski [38]. Mayer, Skorulski, and Urbanski developed
distance expanding random mappings in [39], which generalize the works of [29] and [8].
Simmons and Urbaiiski established a variational principle and the existence of a unique rela-
tive equilibrium state for these maps in [48]. In the recent articles [52] and [51], the authors
considered sequential dynamics given by composition of transfer operators for continuous sur-
jective expanding and non-uniform expanding maps; this allowed them to construct random
equilibrium states, and to establish statistical laws.

In the present paper, for the first time, we develop a thermodynamic formalism in the
quenched random setting for the difficult situation of discontinuous fiber maps. Furthermore,
also for the first time we consider the case of countably branched random maps which
cannot be coded by a random shift. We work in the random setting in which one has a
complete probability space (€2,.%,m) and base dynamical system o : Q — €, which is
merely assumed to be invertible, m-preserving, and ergodic. For each base configuration
w € Q, we associate a corresponding surjective piecewise monotonic map (possibly with
countably many branches) T, : [0,1] — [0, 1]. Our random dynamical system on the interval
is given by a map cocycle 1} := Ti,n-1(,) 0 - - - 0 T, o T, which satisfies a random covering
condition; we have no Markovian assumptions. Indeed, our maps may have discontinuities
and do not necessarily have full branches. The corresponding transfer operator cocycles
L7 = Lon-1(yy 0+ 0 Ly, o L, are weighted using random versions of the contracting
potentials introduced in [33].

A first step in producing a thermodynamic formalism in this random setting is the con-
struction of a conformal measure. In the deterministic setting Liverani, Saussol, and Vaienti
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[33] constructed the conformal measure of a piecewise monotonic interval map with a con-
tracting potential ¢ via forward iteration of the transfer operator. This forward iteration
is convenient for our random dynamics, and many of the key contributions of our work are
the extension of the methodology of [33] to general random piecewise expanding dynam-
ics. In Theorem 2.19 we obtain existence of a fiber-wise collection of conformal measures
(V)weq satisfying L vVy) = Ayt from following the approach of [33] to extend the func-
tional we obtain via fixed point arguments, similar to those of [25] and [39, Chapter 3], to
a random non-atomic Borel probability measure. Existence and uniqueness of a family of
invariant functions (q,),ecq satisfying £,q, = Ao (w), the corresponding invariant measures
lo = Qul,, and the uniqueness of the v, will follow from random cone contraction argu-
ments, which in turn rely on random Lasota-Yorke inequalities. Because our fiber maps T,
are nonsmooth and may have discontinuities, care is needed when developing the random
Lasota-Yorke inequalities; we follow the approach of Buzzi [10], whereby we construct a large
measure set of fibers for which we obtain cone contraction in a fixed, uniformly bounded time
and then show that the “bad” fibers do not occur often enough to distort the obtained cone
contraction too much. We note that if all the maps preserve a common cone, one could
attempt to use the recent approach of [26].

From the random cone contraction arguments we immediately obtain, in Theorems 2.20
and 2.21, an exponential convergence of the sequence (Ag,n(w))_lﬁg,n(w)ﬂ to the invariant
density q,, as well as a fiberwise exponential decay of correlations with respect to the invariant
measure i, and the ergodicity of the global random measure p. Following [48], we define the
expected topological pressure of the random contracting potential ¢ = (¢u)weq by EP(p) =
fQ log A, dm(w), see also [4, 39, 53|. We then prove, in Theorem 2.23, a variational principle
for the expected pressure, a new result for infinitely branched random maps, and then show
that the T-invariant random measure p is in fact the unique relative equilibrium state for
the random potential ¢, where T : € x I — § x [ is the induced skew product map.

Our main results are summarized by the following simplified theorem. For a complete
statement of our results see Section 2.3.

Theorem. Given a random weighted covering system (2, o, m, I, (T,,)weq, (¢w)wea) (see Def-
inition 2.18), the following hold.

(1) There exists a unique random probability measure v = (v,)weq such that for each
function f of bounded variation

Vo(w) (LUJ.fw) = Aw”w(fy.;),

where
A = Vo(w)(Luly).

(2) There exists a unique, modulo v, strictly positive random function ¢ = (q,),eq of
bounded variation such that v,(q,) = 1 and

Lwa = )\wQU(w)

for m-a.e. w € Q.

(3) The random measure p, given by u, = q,V,, is a T-invariant and ergodic random
probability measure. Furthermore, the random measure p = (u,)weq exhibits a
quenched (forward and backward) exponential decay of correlations and is the unique
relative equilibrium state for the random contracting potential ¢ = (©u)weq-
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Our results can treat new classes of random dynamical systems, including random [-
transformations (with no upper bound on the number of branches), randomly translated
[-transformations, infinitely branched random Gauss-Renyi maps, random non-uniformly
expanding maps which contain an indifferent fixed point or contracting branches composed
with expanding maps, and a very broad class of random Lasota-Yorke maps.

An outline of the paper is as follows. Formal definitions, assumptions, and other properties
of our random systems are described in Section 2, where we also state our main results. In
Section 3 we prove the existence of a non-atomic random conformal measure. Section 4
develops random Lasota-Yorke inequalities for our random contracting potentials in terms of
variation and the random conformal measure and in Section 5 we construct the corresponding
random cones. Section 6 proves that for a large “Good” subset of ¢ C 2, a constant
number of iterates of the transfer operator beginning at w € (¢ yields a cone contraction.
The remaining “Bad” w-fibers are dealt with in Section 7. Using Hilbert metric contraction
arguments, Section & brings together the estimates from Sections 4, 5, 6, and 7 to prove our
main technical lemma (Lemma 8.1), which is then used to prove (i) the existence of a random
invariant density and (ii) that convergence to this invariant density occurs at an exponential
rate along a subsequence. Section 9 verifies that the random families of conformal measures,
invariant densities, and invariant measures are indeed measurable with respect to w. We also
prove the uniqueness of the invariant density found in Section 8. In Section 10 we utilize
the measurability produced in Section 9 to introduce the expected pressure and then give
more refined versions of the exponential convergence results of Section 8 as well as prove
the uniqueness of the random conformal and invariant measures. In Section 11 we use the
results of Section 10 to prove an exponential decay of correlations for the random invariant
measures from Section 9 in both the forward and backward directions. In Section 12 we prove
a variational principle and show that the unique invariant measure established in Section 9
is in fact a relative equilibrium state. Finally, in Section 13, we apply our results to new
classes of random dynamical systems with detailed calculations.

2. SETUP

We begin with a complete probability space (€2,.#,m) and suppose that o : Q@ — Q is an
ergodic, invertible map, which preserves the measure m, i.e.

moa_lzm.

Let I denote a compact interval in R, ' and for each w € Q we consider a map
T,:1—1
such that there exists a countable partition Z of I such that each Z € Z satisfies the
following;:
(i) T, : I — I is onto,
(ii) T,(Z) is an interval,
(iii) T,|z is continuous and strictly monotone.

LOur theory works equally well if I is taken to be an uncountable, totally ordered, order-complete set as
in [33]. In this setting the order topology makes I compact. We choose to work under the assumption that
I is a compact interval in R for ease of exposition.
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Let D, be the set of discontinuities of T, i.e. the collection of all endpoints of intervals
Z € Z;. Denote by §, the singular set of T,, which is defined by

(2.1) = J To* (Do)
k>0

Then §,, is clearly backward T, invariant in the sense that

(2'2) Tw_l(sa(w)) C S,
Notice that for each w € €2, 8, is countable. For each w € 2 let
X, :=1\8,,

which naturally inherits the subspace topology of I. In the sequel, by an interval J C X,
we of course mean J = .J N X,, for some interval .J C I. By virtue of (2.2), we have that

Tw(Xw) g Xo(w)~
In what follows we will consider the dynamics of the maps
Tw|Xw : Xw — Xo(w).

We note that the maps T}, are continuous with respect to the topology on X,. We consider
the global dynamics of the map T : 2 x I — Q x [ given by

T(w,z) = (0(w), T,(x)).
Letting

3= J{w} x Xo,
we
we may also consider the global dynamics T'|y: J — . For each w € Q we let

V={ZnX,:Ze2}.
Now, for n > 1 let

w7 ()

Then Z{” consists of countably many non-degenerate subintervals which are open with
respect to X,,. Now, given Z € Z.O(Jn), we denote by

1,7 7)) — Z

the inverse branch of T which takes T (z) to = for each x € Z. We will assume that the
partitions Z; are generating, i.e.

(GP) \/ 2 —
where % = (1) denotes the Borel a—algebra of I.

Let B(I) denote the set of all bounded real-valued functions on I and for each f € B(I)
and each A C [ let

vara(f) :=sup {Z|f(xj+1) —flxj)] rwo<wy <...my,x;€ Aforall 0 <j < k},
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where the supremum is taken over all finite sets {z;} C A, denote the variation of f over A.
We let

V() :={f € B):var;(f) < oo}

denote the set of functions of bounded variation on I. Let || f||, and

[ llgy = var(f) + 1 fll

be norms on the respective Banach spaces B(I) and BV(I).

Let B(X,,) be the set of all bounded real-valued functions on X, and let BV(X,) be the
set of all functions of bounded variation on X,,, i.e. all functions f € B(X,) such that
vary, (f) < oco. For a function f: Q x I — R we let f, := flq)xr : I = R for each w € €.
In particular, we have that

]]-w = :H-Xw-
Note that if f € B(I), then f, € B(X,) and if f € B(I) then f, € BV(X,,) with varx,(f) <
vary(f). For this reason we will generally write var(f,), suppressing the set dependence,
when dealing with the variation, either on the entire interval I or fiber space X, unless
more care is needed.
Definition 2.1. We say that a function f : Q x I — R is random bounded if

(i) f. € B(I) for each w € €,
(ii) for each x € I the function Q2 > w +— f,(z) is measurable,
(ili) the function Q2 > w — || £, ||, is measurable.

Let Bo(/) denote the collection of all random bounded functions on §2 x I, and let

={/€Ba:lfollo € Lin()}

The set B4 (I) becomes a Banach space when taken together with norm

fle = / Vol dm(w).

We say that a function f € Bg(I) is of random bounded variation if f,, € BV(I) for each
w € 2. We let BV(I) denote the set of all random bounded variation functions and let

(2.3) BVL (1) = {f € BVa(I) : || full - log var(f,,),loginf | f.| € L, (Q)}.
Forfunctionsf:QxI—>RandF'9—>]Rwe let

Spr(fu) = nga oT¢ and S, (F ZFOUJ

denote the Birkhoff sums of f and F' with respect to T and o respectlvely. We will consider
a potential of the form ¢ : 2 x I — RU {—o0} and for each n > 1 we consider the weight
g™ : Q x I = R whose disintegrations are given by

(2.4) gt = exp(Sur(pw))

for each w € Q. We define the (Perron-Frobenius) transfer operator, £,, : B(X,) —
B(Xs(w)), with respect to the potential ¢ : 2 x I = R U {—o0}, by

Low(H)(@)=Lu(N)@) = Y gPWfw): feBX), € Xo)

yeT, (z)



We define the global operator £ : Bo(I) — Ba(l) by
(Lf)w = Lafl(w fa*l
Inducting on n gives that the iterates L : B(X,,) — B(X w)) are given by

L5w (@) = (Loni(wy © -0 L) (f)(x)
(2.5) = > W) feBX) 7€ Xonw):

yeTL " (x)
For each w € Q2 we let B*(X,) and BV*(X,,) denote the respective dual spaces of B(X,,) and
BV(X,). We let £ : B*(X,()) — B*(X,) be the dual transfer operator.
To ensure that these operators £, are well defined and that the sum in (2.5) does in fact
converge, we will need some additional assumptions on the potential .

Definition 2.2. We will say that a potential ¢ : Q x I — R U {—o0} is summable if for
m-a.e. w € 2 we have

(SP1) infgW|, >0 for all Z € 21,

(SP2) W e BV(I),

(SP3) Z supg

VA&

Remark 2.3. Note that if #20 < co and ¢, € BV(I) for each w € Q then (SP1)-(SP3)

are immediate. Furthermore, as ¢, € B(I) we would also have that inf gf,") > 0 for each

w € QN and n € N.

Note that (SP3) implies that the transfer operator £, : B(X,,) = B(Xs()) is well defined.
The following lemma shows that the operator £ : B(X,) = B(X,n(,)) is well defined for
alln > 1.

Lemma 2.4. Given a summable potential ¢ : Q x I — RU{—o00}, for alln € N and m-a.e.
w € Q we have

(i) g™ e BV(I),
) St =) supgw
Zez{m

Proof. We will prove each of the claims via induction. To prove (i), we first note that by

(SP2) g e BV(I). Now suppose that g9 e BV(I) for each w € Q and all 1 < j < n. Now,
note that we may write

gl = g gyl o T
Then,
var(gimt)y < ) (var (g£"+1))+2wpg("+”)

zezV

> (varz(gff)) sup g + sup g\ varz, z) (g%))) + 2sup gy sup gf{l))
T.(Z) Z Tu(Z)

zezd

IA
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Z (Varzgog ) + sup g(l) + 2 sup gf}))
BV Z
zez{P

< (BSS) + Var(gf)l))) ‘

Yo (w)

(n)
9o (w)

BV
To see (ii), we begin by noting that (SP3) implies that S < co. Now, suppose that

SY) < oo for each w € Q and all 1 < j <n. Now, note that we may also rewrite g("+l) as

(n+1) _

Yo ga(un) ’ ggl)(w) © T:}'

Then,

Sin+l) — Z supg(’“'1 < Z supgw sup g((jn)(w)
zex{MH) Zez<”“) 3(2)

<>y Y sup g5 sup gl

Z’EZ(n) Zez(”lJrl) T’!L )
ASYA

< > supgl”- Y supgll,

VAL
Z’EZ&,TL) VAL Z(l)

o™ (w)

and thus we are done. O

2.1. Preliminaries on Random Measures. Given a measurable space Y, we let P(Y)
denote the collection of all Borel probability measures on Y. Recall that Z denotes the
Borel g-algebra of I, and for each w € Q, let %, denote the Borel o-algebra of X, i.e. the
o-algebra 2 restricted to the set X,. Now, let .# ® % denote the product c-algebra of %
and .% on ) x [I.

Let P,,(2 x I) denote the set of all probability measures p on € x I that have marginal
m, i.e.

Pu@x 1) :={pePQxI) Lpomy! =m},

where mq : 2 x X — ) is the projection onto the first coordinate.

Definition 2.5. A map p: Q x Z — [0,1] with Q x # > (w, B) — pu,(B) is said to be a
random probability measure on I if

(1) for every B € %, the map Q 3 w — p,(B) € [0,1] is measurable,

(2) for m-a.e. w € Q, the map # > B — p,(B) € [0,1] is a Borel probability measure.
We let Pq(I) denote the set of all random probability measures on I. We will frequently
denote a random measure p by (i, )weq-

The following proposition, which summarizes results of Crauel [14], shows that the col-
lection P,,(€2 x I) can be canonically identified with the collection Pq(I) of all random
probability measures on I.

Proposition 2.6 ([14], Propositions 3.3, 3.6). For each u € P, (2 x I) there ezists a unique
random probability measure (pi,)wea € Pa(l) such that

flo.)dute,s) = [ [ f(,2) dfa) dmie)

QxTI



for every bounded measurable function f: Q0 x I — R.
Conversely, if (py,)wea € Pa(l) is a random probability measure on I, then for every
bounded measurable function f :Q x I — R the function

03w [ fl2)du(o)
I
s measurable and
FRIBSA— / /ﬂA(w,x) dp,(z) dm(w)
aJr
defines a probability measure in P, (2 x I).

2.2. Conditions on the Dynamics. We now give a definition of random covering similar
to the covering properties of [10] and [33].

Definition 2.7. We will say that our system has random covering if for each w € €2 and
each J C [ there exists M,, = M, (J) € N such that for all n > M,,(.J) there exists a constant
Cun(J) > 0 such that

(RC) inf £71; > Chyn(J).

Xo.n (w)

Remark 2.8. Note that random covering implies that for all intervals J C I there exists
M, = M,(J) € N such that

(26) Té\/[w(J) 2 XUMw(w)a
and also that for all intervals J C X, there exists M, € N such that
(2.7) T (J) = Xora (o)

Furthermore, note that if the partition Z* is finite then (2.6) and (2.7) are equivalent to
(RC).

We now concern ourselves with special finite partitions of /. For each n € N, each w € €2,
&> 0,and 4 > 1 we let Py, (4, %) be a finite partition of I such that for each P € P, ,,(&,7)
the following hold:

(P1) Varp(g(")) < & Hgf,")H

w 0o’

P9 0 < 5|4
(P2) > sup g.7 < | [

zeglm
ZNP#)

Remark 2.9. Note that the for certain potentials we may be able to satisfy (P1) and (P2)
for & = 0 and 4 = 1. Indeed, if 27" is finite and if the partition 2" satisfies (P1) for & > 0,
then we may take 4y =1 and P, ,,(&,1) = 2 as (P2) holds trivially for 2" Furthermore,
if the weight functions g, are constant then we may take & = 0.

The following lemma gives conditions for such partitions to exist.

Lemma 2.10. If & > 1 and 4 > 1 then for each n € N and w € ) there exists a partition
Pun(&, ) which satisfies conditions (P1) and (P2).
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Proof. Following Lemma 6 of [47], for any £ > 0 we can find a finite partition P such that
varp(g") < [|of|l., +<

for each P € P. Thus for any & > 1 we can find a finite partition P, ,,(&) such that

(2.8) Varp(g(")) < & Hgff‘)Hoo

for each P € P, ,(&). Now, following the argument in the proof of Sub-Lemma 4.1.1 of

[33], for 5 > 1 we can then refine the partition P, , (&) with 2 to obtain a finite partition
Pun(é,7) such that

(2.9) > sup g <A g5
Zezlm znr
ZNP#)
for each P € P, ,,(&,%) since ST < 0. O

Remark 2.11. For our general theory we are only concerned that there exist & > 0 and
4 > 1 and partitions P, ,(&,%) ? such that (P1) and (P2) are satisfied. However, as we will
see in Section 13, the choice of & and #4 directly impacts the amount of work necessary to
verify our hypotheses for examples. So, finding (nearly) optimal values for & and 4 may be
necessary in practice.

Now, fixing & > 0 and 4 > 1 such that (P1) and (P2) hold for the partitions P, (&, %),
since Z is generating, i.e. assumption (GP), for each P € P, ,,(4,7) there exists a least
number N, ,(P) € N and a measurable choice

(2.10) J(P) € gNen(P)
with J(P) C P.

We will assume the following measurability and integrability conditions on our system.
(M1) The map T : Q x I — Q x I is measurable.
(M2) For f € BV(I) we have Lf € BVq(I).
(M3) log SO € L1 (%),

(M4) loginf £,1,, € L} (),
(M5)

M5 min  log inf gM</(") ¢ ! (Q) for each n € N,
PEPun(ad)  J(P)

(M6) max log HLU]Y[“’(J(P))JLWH € L} (Q) for each n € N.
PePyn(d,5) o0
Remark 2.12. Note that condition (M4) implies that inf £,1, > 0 for m-a.e. w € Q.
Furthermore,although condition (M4) may seem restrictive, the following examples show
that it can be easily checked under mild assumptions.
(a) If Z7 is finite for each w € Q with ¢, € BV(I) and loginf g, € L. (), then (M4)
holds.

2In [33] they consider the case & = 4 and 4 = 2.
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(b) (M4) holds if for each w € € there exists a finite collection Z,, 1, ..., Z,n, € 2} with
T.,(JU5,Z, ;) = I such that loginf gw‘uyglzw,j € L! (). In particular, (M4) holds

if for each w there exists some Z, € 28 which supports a full branch such that
loginf gu|z, € Ly, ().

Given a a real-valued function f, we let f*, f~ denote the positive and negative parts of
f respectively with f*, f~ > 0 and f = f* — f~. The following lemma now follows from
the previous assumptions.

Lemma 2.13. For each n € N we have the following:

(i) loginf L1, € L. (),

(i) log ™ € L} (%),

(iif) log||£ 1., € L,(9),

(iv) log™® H H € L} (Q),

(v) (supp)™ € Ly, ().

Proof. We begin by noting that (M2) implies that the functions w — inf £,1,,, w — sup ¢,

(and consequently w Hgﬁ,l)Hoo), and w — ||L,1,],, are all m-measurable. Now we note

that the submultiplicativity of ch(u") HOO gives

n—1
(2.11) 0 <log*||gtV]| < log* ‘ 9
§=0

n—1 n—1
1
= Z(SUP %a‘(w))+ < Z log ng)(wy
- 20

J=0

using (M3) we obtain (iv) and (v). Similarly, the submultiplicativity of S5 implied by the
proof of Lemma 2.4 item (ii) and supermultiplicativity of inf £]'1,, yields

n—1
(2.12) Zlog inf £ g0y Loi(w) < loginf L1, < log||£"1, ]| <logS™ < Zlog SS-)(M),
: =0

and thus we obtain (i)—(iii) by (M3) and (M4). As both the right and left-hand sides of
(2.11) and (2.12) are m-integrable, we are done. O

Remark 2.14. Note that since the covering times M,,(J(P)) may change with w, our as-
sumption (M6) does not necessarily follow from Lemma 2.13.

The next definition, which is an extension of [33, Definition 3.4| into the random setting,
will be essential in the sequel.

Definition 2.15. A summable potential ¢ : Q x I — RU{—o0} is said to be contracting if
for m-a.e. w € €2 we have
(CP1) lim — log |95 < lim = log inf £71,,,°

n—oo 1 n—oo T

3Note that these limits exist by the subadditive ergodic theorem due to the submultiplicativity and
supermultiplicativity of the respective sequences {w — || g&") loo frnen and {w — inf £L71,,}
the limits are constant m-a.e. and the left-hand limit may be equal to —oco

nen- Furthermore,
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and there exists N € N such that

")

Remark 2.16. Since the sequences {w Hgo(fl)Hoo}neN and {w — inf L1, }, .y are submul-
tiplicative and supermultiplicative, respectively, in view of Lemma 2.13 the subadditive er-
godic theorem implies that (CP1) is equivalent to the assumption that there exist No, Ny € N
such that

(2.13) i/logHgfsz)H dm(w) < i/logilﬂfﬁi\h]lwalm(cu).
N Jo * N Jo

1

If log ch(un)Hoo € L! (Q), then (CP1) is equivalent to (CP2) is equivalent to (2.13).
Remark 2.17. Note that in the deterministic setting our contracting potential assumption
(CP1) implies the contracting potential assumption of [33], and is implied by the usual as-

sumption that sup ¢ < P(p), where P(p) denotes the topological pressure, see, for example,
[15].

Definition 2.18. We will call the tuple (2, 0,m, I, T, ¢) a random weighted covering system
if it satisfies our assumptions (GP), (SP1)-(SP3), (RC), (M1)-(M6), and (CP1) and (CP2).
2.3. Main Results. Our main results are the following.

Theorem 2.19. Given a random weighted covering system (2, 0,m,I,T, ), the following
hold.

(1) There exists a unique random probability measure v € Po(I) such that
Vo(w) ('wa) = Awyw(f)v
for each f € BV(I), where
)\w = Vg(w) (Lw]]_w).
Furthermore, we have that log A, € L. (Q).
(2) There exists a function ¢ € BVqo(I) such that v(q) = 1 and for m-a.e. w € Q we
have
quw = )\wqa(w)~
Moreover, q is unique modulo v, and
1 1
lim — loginf gyn(,y = lim — log ||¢yn(w =0.
inl—so0 |1 &ML gon (w) inj—o0 |11] qu ( )Hoo

(8) The measure p := qu is a T-invariant and ergodic random probability measure sup-
ported on J.

We also show that the operator cocycle is quasi-compact.

Theorem 2.20. With the same hypotheses as Theorem 2.19, for each f € BVlQ(]) there
exists a measurable function 2 3 w — Bf(w) € (0,00) and k € (0,1) such that for m-a.e.
w e and alln € N we have

H(Aff;)_l Lo fw — Vw(fw)QCr”(w)Hoo < Bj(w) waHBV K"
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a

< Br(w) |[foro [y ™

[e.e]

nd
n -1 n
H ()\an(w)) £J*”(w)f0*7l(w) — I/ofn(w)(fgfn(w))qw

From quasi-compactness we easily deduce the exponential decay of correlations.

Theorem 2.21. With the same hypotheses as Theorem 2.19, for every h € BVL(I) and

every » € (k,1), with k as in Theorem 2.20, there exists a measurable function Q0 3 w —
Ch(w) € (0,00) such that for m-a.e. w € Q, everyn € N, and every f € L),(Q x I) we have

o ((fomr 0 T5) M) = bme (Frm)io(h)| < Cul) [femally | - Mhallmy "

and
/J/o*"(w)((fw ¢} Tanfn(w))hgfn(w)) - ,U/w(fw)ﬂcr*"(w)(hcr*"(w))‘ < Ch(w) waHL}W Hhoﬂl(w) HBV "

Theorem 2.20 is proven in Section 10, while Theorems 2.19 and 2.21 are proven in Sec-
tion 11.

Let Pr(Q x I) C Pqo(I) denote the set of all T-invariant random probability measures on
I. For n € Pr(2 x I) we denote the (fiberwise) conditional information of the partition Z}
given T, 1A, with respect to 7, by I,,, which is given by

Inw = [m; [Z’:|TJ1<@] = _IOggn,wa

where

Inw ‘= Z ]]-ZEm; (]]-Z‘Tw_lﬁ)

zZexy

and E, (1z|T;'9%) denotes the conditional expectation of 1, with respect to 7, given the
o-algebra T 1.

Definition 2.22. Given a contracting potential ¢ : @ x I — R U {—oo} we define the
expected pressure of ¢ to be

EP(y) ::/Qlog)\wdm(w),

and we say that a random measure n € Pr(2 x I) is a relative equilibrium state if

EP(p) = /Q ( /1 I, + ¢u dnw) dm(w).

For countable partitions, it is possible that both the entropy and the integral of the
potential could be infinite, which is why we state the following variational principle in terms
of the conditional information as in [33].

Theorem 2.23. The T-invariant, ergodic random probability measure p produced in Theo-
rem 2.19 is the unique relative equilibrium state for v, i.e.

EP(p) =/ (/Lm + @ dﬂw) dm(w) > sup / (/Im + Py dm) dm(w),
o \JrI nePr@xnJo \Jr1

where equality holds if and only if n, = p, for m-a.e. w € Q.
The proof of Theorem 2.23 is presented in Section 12.
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Remark 2.24. For n € Pr(Q2x 1) let H, (Z}) denote the entropy of the partition Z, which
is given by

Z;) = — Z N.(Z)logn.(Z),

zZexy

and let h,(7T") denote the fiber entropy of T with respect to 7. Since Z} is assumed to be
generating, if m(H,_(Z})) < oo, then we have

B /sz*|T ' %B) dm(w // L dn, dm(w).

Thus, we note that in the case that m(H,,(Z))) < oo, Theorem 2.23 reduces to the usual
variational principle, that is

EP(p) = h,(T) + / /<pw dpt, dm(w) > sup / /<pw dn,, dm(w
QJI UE?T(QXI

m(Hy,, (25,))<o0

See [6] for details. In particular, this holds if Z} is finite for m-a.e. w € Q.

In what follows, we will assume throughout that we are working with a random weighted
covering system (2, o, m, I, T, p).

3. EXISTENCE OF A CONFORMAL FAMILY OF MEASURES

In this section we prove the existence of a conformal family of measures. We obtain
these measures, as is often the case, via fixed point methods, see for example [25] or [39,
Chapter 3|, for the deterministic and random settings respectively. In the continuous random
setting, one considers the transfer operator £, acting on the space of continuous bounded
real-valued functions, and then applies the Schauder-Tichonov Fixed Point Theorem to the
map Ve(w) — L5Ve(w)/ L5V (L)), where £ is the dual operator, to obtain a functional v,
such that £} v,y = Auth Where A, = 15, (Lu1,,). In this setting, the functional v, can be
uniquely identified with a Borel probability measure via the Riesz Representation Theorem.
However, to deal with discontinuities we work with BV functions rather than continuous
functions, so our strategy differs from that of [25] or [39] in that our functional A, which we
obtain via the Schauder-Tichonov Fixed Point Theorem, must first be extended to the space
of continuous functions so that we may identify A, with a measure v,, via Riesz’s Theorem.
We must then show that the measure v, is equal to the functional A, when restricted to BV
functions. After obtaining such a family of measures (1, )weq it is natural to then ask whether
this family is a random probability measure as in Definition 2.5. As we do not currently
have the tools to deal with the question of m-measurability, we will leave this task for later,
specifically Section 9. For now, we simply prove that a conformal family of measures exists.

The main result of this section is the following.

Proposition 3.1. There exists a family (v,),ecq of non-atomic Borel probability measures,
i.e. v, € P(I), with

(3.1) /Iwadu(,(w) :)\w/lfduw

for each w € Q and f € L} (I), where
>\w = Vo(w) (Lw]]-w)u
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such that
(i) v,(Xy) =1,

(i) vu(J) >0
for each non-degenerate interval J C I.
Proof. For each w € Q let M, denote the set of all positive linear functionals I' € BV*(X,,)
such that I'(1,) = 1. We begin by noting that M is a convex and weak*-closed subset of
the norm unit ball in BV*(X,), which is weak*-compact by the Banach-Alaoglu Theorem.
Thus we have that 