arXiv:2405.18083v1 [math.DS] 28 May 2024

ON ERGODIC OPTIMIZATION FOR UNIMODAL MAPS

BING GAO AND RUI GAO

Abstract. In this article, we show that for a typical non-uniformly expanding unimodal map, the unique maximizing measure of a generic Lipschitz function is supported on a periodic orbit.

1. Introduction

1.1. Backgrounds. Let X be a compact metric space and let C(X) denote the collection of real-valued continuous functions on X. Let T : X → X be a continuous map and let M_T denote the collection of T -invariant Borel probability measures on X. Given ϕ ∈ C(X), denote β(ϕ) := max_{μ∈MT} ∫ ϕdμ. (1) If μ ∈ M_T attains the maximum value in (1), then we say that μ is a maximizing measure of ϕ, or simply μ maximizes ϕ. If a maximizing measure μ is supported on a periodic orbit O of (X, T ), then we also say that ϕ is maximized by O. From a dynamical view, the ergodic optimization problem of (X, T ) concerns typical behavior of maximizing measures of ϕ for ϕ chosen in a suitable subspace of C(X).

Since the pioneering works of Hunt and Ott [13, 14], and of Yuan and Hunt [23], it is conjectured that, when the system (X, T ) has strongly enough hyperbolic behavior (e.g., uniformly expanding, Anosov), for typical ϕ chosen in a real Banach space consisting of sufficiently regular functions (e.g., Lipschitz, C^1), ϕ will be (uniquely) maximized by a periodic orbit. Here “typical” could be understood in either a probabilistic (namely, “prevalent”) or a topological (namely, “generic”) way. Following Jenkinson [15], we call this conjecture the typically periodic optimization (TPO for short) conjecture. In an early stage of researches on this kind of problems, a remarkable result of Bousch [6] showed that for the circle doubling map x → 2x, x ∈ R/Z, TPO (in both probabilistic and topological senses) holds for the two dimensional space spanned by cos(2πx) and sin(2πx). Another remarkable work around the same period is [10], in which Contreras, Lopes and Thieullen proved a version of the topological TPO conjecture for expanding maps of the circle, and developed a series of tools for ergodic optimization research originated from Lagrangian dynamics.

As an important progress in ergodic optimization, Contreras [9] proved that when (X, T ) is uniformly expanding, topological TPO holds for Lipschitz functions. More recently, Huang et al. [12] generalized this result to uniformly hyperbolic systems and to C^1 functions. Our motivation in this article is attempting to generalize the result of Contreras mentioned above to some non-uniformly expanding systems, so we shall only focus on the topological TPO conjecture, and omit “topological” in this term for simplicity. For discussions on the probabilistic TPO conjecture we refer 1

to Bochi [3] and references therein, and for other aspects in ergodic optimization we refer to [3, 15].

1.2. Statement of results. The results proved by Contreras [9] and by Huang et al. [12] are slightly stronger than the statement in the TPO conjecture mentioned before. To quote them (see the original papers [9, 12] or Theorem 2.1 below for the precise statements) and to state our results, let us introduce the following terminology for convenience. Let X be a compact metric space and let Lip(X) be the Banach space of real-valued Lipschitz functions on X endowed with the Lipschitz norm. For a continuous map T : X → X, we say that Lipschitz TPO holds for (X, T ), if there exists a dense (and open) subset G of Lip(X), such that for any ϕ ∈ G, there exists an open neighborhood V of ϕ in Lip(X) and a periodic orbit O such that each function in V is (uniquely) maximized by O.

When the dynamical behavior of (X, T ) is beyond uniformly expanding/hyperbolic (but still non-uniformly expanding/hyperbolic), there is little known for the TPO conjecture in the literatures. In this article, as one of the first attempts to attacking this kind of problems, the results in [9, 12] will be our cornerstone. Therefore, we shall restrict ourselves to working only on Lipschitz functions and choose to consider systems not far from being uniformly expanding/hyperbolic. For simplicity, we shall focus on one of the simplest situations: the phase space X will be a compact interval and the map T : X → X will be a unimodal map with strong expanding properties.

To state our results, we shall impose some conditions on unimodal maps that are extensively studied in one-dimensional dynamics. Since their descriptions need quite a few words, we choose to postpone introducing them in § 2.3 and to state the results first. Our main result in this article is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let T : X → X be either a piecewise expanding unimodal map or an S-unimodal map satisfying the Collet-Eckmann condition. Let ω(c) denote the ω-limit set of the turning point c, and suppose that at least one of the following assumptions is satisfied:

• the subsystem (ω(c), T ) is not uniquely ergodic; • or ω(c) contains a periodic orbit; • or c /∈ ω(c). Then Lipschitz TPO holds for (X, T ).

Remark. Let us make some comments on the statement of Theorem 1.1.

• Similar to the situations in [9, 12] among others, our proof of Theorem 1.1 works equally well if “Lipschitz” is generalized to “Hölder” in the statement. It should also be not hard to generalize this result to C^1 functions or to multimodal maps with suitable conditions imposed on the maps. However, for simplicity we choose to state our result in the current form.

• We have to admit that our assumption on ω(c) in Theorem 1.1 is mainly for technical reasons (see the proof of Proposition 3.2 for details), but at this moment we have no idea how to get fully rid of it.

• As a supplement of Theorem 1.1, in § 4 we shall discuss the TPO problem in Lipschitz topology for a different kind of one-dimensional non-uniformly expanding maps: circle covering maps with an indifferent fixed point.

With the help of classic results in one-dimensional dynamics, we can easily obtain the following corollary from Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.2. The following hold.

(1) For a ∈ (0, 4], let Q_a(x) = ax(1 − x), ∀x ∈ [0, 1]. Let a_∗ be the supremum of a ∈ (0, 4] such that Q_a : [0, 1] → [0, 1] has topological entropy zero. Then for Lebesgue a.e. a ∈ [a_∗, 4], Lipschitz TPO holds for Q_a : [0, 1] → [0, 1].

(2) For a ∈ [1, 2], let T_a(x) = a(1 − |x − 1|), ∀x ∈ [0, 2]. Then for Lebesgue a.e.

a ∈ [1, 2], Lipschitz TPO holds for T_a : [0, 2] → [0, 2].

Remark. In assertion (1) of Theorem 1.2 the parameter a_∗ ≈ 3.57 is known as the Feigenbaum–Coullet–Tresser parameter. It is well-known that when a ∈ (0, a_∗), Q_a : [0, 1] → [0, 1] has only finitely many periodic orbits and ω(x) coincides with one of them for every x ∈ [0, 1]; see, for example, [21, page 8], where a_∗ is denoted as λ^∗. That is why we restrict the range of a to [a_∗, 4].

1.3. Comments on the proof. Let us try to explain our main idea in proving Theorem 1.1 and to highlight the difference between the situation in our setting and in the uniformly expanding case.

In previous studies on the TPO conjecture under uniformly expanding/hyperbolic settings, including [6, 10, 9, 12] cited before, the concept of sub-action plays a fundamental role. Let us recall its definition first. Let T : X → X be a continuous self-map on a compact metric space X. Following [10], given ϕ ∈ C(X), ψ ∈ C(X) is called a sub-action of ϕ if the following holds on X: ϕ ≤ ψ ∘ T − ψ + β(ϕ). (2) As is well-known, when (X, T ) is uniformly expanding, for α ∈ (0, 1], any α-Hölder function on X admits some α-Hölder sub-action. For ϕ ∈ C(X), among other things, an advantage of existence of sub-actions is its implication of the following subordination principle: if μ ∈ M_T maximizes ϕ, then for any ν ∈ M_T with suppν ⊂ suppμ, ν is also a maximizing measure of ϕ. Here suppμ denotes the support of μ as usual; more precisely,

suppμ := {x ∈ X : μ(B) > 0 holds for any open neighborhood B of x}. (3)

For further discussions on sub-actions in ergodic optimization we refer to [10, 15].

Unfortunately, for non-uniformly expanding/hyerbolic dynamical systems, subactions of a Hölder (or even Lipschitz) function may not exist, as indicated by Morris [17, Theorem 2] and by Garibaldi and Inoquio-Renteria [11, Theorem 1]. For this reason among others, the approaches in [9, 12] cannot work under our setting. On the other hand, another result of Morris [16, Theorem 1] (see also Lemma 2.6 below) shows that a weaker assumption than existence of sub-actions is sufficient to imply the subordination principle mentioned above. With the help of this result, our main idea to prove Theorem 1.1 is quite simple. We first show that the assumption in Lemma 2.6 is satisfied (in a locally uniform way) under our setting; this is given by Proposition 3.1. Based on this fact, then we show that our problem can be reduced to the uniformly expanding case, so the results in [9, 12] become applicable; see Proposition 3.2 and Lemma 2.3 for details.

1.4. Conventions and notations. In the rest of this article, we shall adopt the following conventions and notations.

• For a compact metric space X, the distance function of X will be denoted by dist(·, ·); for a non-empty subset E of X, dist(·, E) denotes the distance of a point to E, i.e., dist(x, E) = inf_{y∈E} dist(x, y), ∀x ∈ X.

• For a compact metric space X, the only function space on X we are concerned with is Lip(X), the Banach space of real-valued Lipschitz functions on X. For ϕ ∈ Lip(X), let lip(ϕ) denote its Lipschitz constant, i.e.,

lip(ϕ) = sup_{x≠y} |ϕ(x) − ϕ(y)| dist(x, y) . We shall not use the Lipschitz norm on Lip(X) explicitly.

• For a self-map T : X → X on a space X and for ϕ : X → R, let S_nϕ := ∑ 0≤k<n ϕ ∘ T k denote the n-th Birkhoff sum of ϕ for each n ≥ 1.

• For a continuous self-map T : X → X on a compact metric space X, given x ∈ X, let ω(x) denote the ω-limit set of x.

• By saying a closed interval in R, we mean a non-degenerate compact interval. The notations [a, b] and [b, a] are used to denote the same closed interval with distinct endpoints a, b ∈ R. For an open interval (a, b) in R we adopt similar conventions.

• For a subset E of R (respectively R/Z), let E denote its closure in R (respectively R/Z).

• For a Borel subset E of either R or R/Z, let |E| denote its Lebesgue measure. • For a finite set S, let #S denote its cardinality.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. § 2 serves as a preliminary part. In § 3 we prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. In § 4 we prove a parallel result to Theorem 1.1 for certain non-uniformly expanding circle maps. In § A we provide a proof of Lemma 2.5.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we summarize known results that will be used to prove Theorem 1.1 in the next section. In § 2.1, we introduce Lemma 2.3 as a corollary of results in [9, 12], which is the starting point of our argument. In § 2.2, we introduce Lemma 2.6 borrowed from [16], which is another building block in our argument. In § 2.3 we collect necessary definitions and facts on unimodal maps that will be used in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

2.1. On Lipschitz typically periodic optimization. In this subsection we review the results in [9, 12] and deduce Lemma 2.3 from them as a corollary.

Following [20, Chapter 4], for a Lipschitz self-mapping T : X → X on a compact metric space X, T is called distance-expanding, or simply expanding, if there exists an integer n ≥ 1 and η > 0, λ > 1 such that for x, y ∈ X with dist(x, y) ≤ 2η we have dist(T^nx, T^ny) ≥ λ · dist(x, y). We refer to [20, Chapter 4] for useful properties of a map T : X → X which is both open and expanding. When a map T : X → X is surjective, open and expanding, the required assumptions on (X, T ) in either [9] or [12] are satisfied. Therefore, according to Contreras [9] and Huang et al. [12], the following Theorem 2.1 holds; in particular, the “moreover” part is an immediate corollary of Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2 in [12]. See also [4] for a presentation of the proof in [12] under the settings of Theorem 2.1 below.

Theorem 2.1 ([9, 12]). Let X be a compact metric space. Let T : X → X be a Lipschitz map which is surjective, open and expanding. Then Lipschitz TPO holds for (X, T ). Moreover, for any ϕ ∈ Lip(X) and any ε > 0, there exists a periodic orbit O such that ϕ − ε · dist(·, O) is uniquely maximized by O.

To make Theorem 2.1 easier to use for our purpose, we also need the following fact, which was already known to Yuan-Hunt in [23, Remark 4.5] (under hyperbolicity hypothesis on (X, T )), and a proof was presented by Bochi and Zhang [5].

Lemma 2.2 ([23, 5]). Let X be a compact metric space and let T : X → X be continuous. Suppose that ϕ ∈ Lip(X) is maximized by a periodic orbit O. Then for any ε > 0, there exists an open neighborhood V of ϕ − ε · dist(·, O) in Lip(X) such that each function in V is uniquely maximized by O.

With the help of Lemma 2.2 and the fact that maximizing measures are generically unique, we can easily deduce Lemma 2.3 below from Theorem 2.1. Let us introduce some related terminology and notations first.

Definition 2.1. Let X be a compact metric space and let T : X → X be a Lipschitz map. Let P_T be the collection of ϕ ∈ Lip(X) such that ϕ can be maximized by some periodic orbit. We say that (X, T ) is reducible, if there exists a dense subset D of Lip(X) such that the following hold for any ϕ_∗ ∈ D \ P_T . There exists an open neighborhood V of ϕ_∗ in Lip(X) and a non-empty compact set Λ ⊂ X with the following properties:

• T Λ = Λ, and T : Λ → Λ is open and expanding; • For any ϕ ∈ V, each maximizing measure of ϕ is supported in Λ.

Lemma 2.3. If (X, T ) is reducible, then Lipschitz TPO holds for (X, T ).

Proof. Let D be as given in Definition 2.1 with required properties. Thanks to Lemma 2.2, it suffices to show that P_T is dense in Lip(X). Since D is dense in Lip(X), we only need to show that for any ϕ_∗ ∈ D \ P_T and any (sufficiently small) ε > 0, there exists a periodic orbit O such that for ϕ_{ε,O} := ϕ_∗ − ε · dist(·, O), ϕ_{ε,O} is maximized by O. Let V and Λ be as described in Definition 2.1. There exists δ > 0 such that ϕ_{ε,O} ∈ V for any 0 < ε ≤ δ and any periodic orbit O of (X, T ). Given 0 < ε ≤ δ, applying Theorem 2.1 to the subsystem (Λ, T ), we can find a periodic orbit O of (Λ, T ) such that the restriction of ϕ_{ε,O} to Λ is maximized by O among invariant measures of (Λ, T ). Since ϕ_{ε,O} ∈ V, any maximizing measure of ϕ_{ε,O} for the system (X, T ) is supported in Λ. As a result, ϕ_{ε,O} is maximized by O. □

The following well-known fact will be used occasionally without further explanation.

Lemma 2.4. Let T : X → X be a continuous self-map on a compact metric space X. Then β(·) defined by (1) is continuous on Lip(X) (or even on C(X)).

2.2. On the subordination principle in ergodic optimization. In this subsection, we shall review a result of Morris [16, Theorem 1], namely Lemma 2.5 and its direct corollary Lemma 2.6 stated below. For our purpose, the statements here is slightly stronger than that in [16], so we shall provide a proof in § A for completeness. Following the settings in [16], at this moment X is only assumed to be a topological space. For a Borel probability measure μ on X, recall suppμ defined by (3). Also recall that ϕ : X → R is called upper semi-continuous, if for any t ∈ R, the set {x ∈ X : ϕ(x) < t} is open.

Lemma 2.5 ([16]). Let X be a topological space and let T : X → X be continuous. Let μ be a T -invariant Borel probability measure on X. Let ϕ : X → R be upper semi-continuous. Suppose ϕ is μ-integrable with ∫ ϕdμ = 0, and

γ := sup_{n≥1} x∈X S_nϕ(x) < +∞. Then we have^1: inf_{n≥1} x∈suppμ S_nϕ(x) ≥ −γ. Now let X be a compact metric space. For continuous ϕ : X → R, denote γ(ϕ) := sup_{n≥1} x∈X ( S_nϕ(x) − nβ(ϕ) ) ∈ [0, +∞]. (4)

As an immediate corollary of Lemma 2.5, the following holds.

Lemma 2.6 ([16]). Let X be a compact metric space and let T : X → X be continuous. Let ϕ : X → R be continuous with γ(ϕ) < +∞. Then for any maximizing measure μ of ϕ, we have: inf_{n≥1} x∈suppμ [ S_nϕ(x) − nβ(ϕ) ] ≥ −γ(ϕ). As a corollary, the subordination principle holds for ϕ: if ν ∈ M_T satisfies suppν ⊂ suppμ, then ν is also a maximizing measure of ϕ.

2.3. On unimodal maps. In this subsection we introduce some terminologies about unimodal maps and summarize some well-known facts that will be used.

Let X = [a, b] ⊂ R be a closed interval. A continuous map T : X → X is called a unimodal map with turning point c ∈ (a, b), if the following hold:

• T is not monotone on [a, b] but strictly monotone on both [a, c] and [c, b]; • T ({a, b}) ⊂ {a, b}. Remark. As in various studies on unimodal maps, we include the additional assumption T ({a, b}) ⊂ {a, b} in the definition above. This mild technical assumption is inessential, but will help us to simplify some arguments and to improve readability (especially in case (ii) of the proof of Proposition 3.1).

In this article, a unimodal map T : X → X is called piecewise expanding, if it is a Lipschitz map and if there exists C > 0 and λ > 1 such that for any n ≥ 1 and any subinterval J of X with T^n : J → X being monotone, we have |T^nJ| ≥ Cλ^n|J|. Note that since T is Lipschitz, the last condition is equivalent to the following: |(T^n)^′(x)| ≥ Cλ^n for any n ≥ 1 and for Lebesgue a.e. x ∈ X.

For a C^1 unimodal map T : X → X with turning point c, we say that it satisfies the Collet-Eckmann condition, if there exists C > 0 and λ > 1 such that |(T^n)^′(T c)| ≥ Cλ^n for any n ≥ 1.

Following Nowicki and Sands [19], a unimodal map T : [a, b] → [a, b] with turning (or critical) point c and with T (a) = a is called S-unimodal, if the following hold:

• T is C^2 on [a, b];

1Note that from the definition of γ and the assumption ∫ ϕdμ = 0 we always have γ ≥ 0.

• |T^′|^{−1/2} is convex on both (a, c) and (c, b);

• the turning point c is non-flat (we refer to [19] for the precise meaning); • T^′(a) > 1.

We shall not make use of the conditions imposed on unimodal maps introduced above directly. All we need are their implications summarized in Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.8 below. Lemma 2.7 concerns the topological dynamics, while Lemma 2.8 concerns expanding properties.

Before stating Lemma 2.7, we need to recall the following. Let Y ⊂ R be a closed interval. A continuous map T : Y → Y is called locally eventually onto, or l.e.o. for short, if for any subinterval I of Y there exists n ≥ 1 such that T^nI = Y . Now let T : X → X be a unimodal map with turning point c. It is well-known that, if T : X → X is either a piecewise expanding unimodal map or an S-unimodal map satisfying the Collet-Eckmann condition, then it is finitely renormalizable, which in particular implies the following.

Lemma 2.7. Let T : X → X be either a piecewise expanding unimodal map or an S-unimodal map satisfying the Collet-Eckmann condition. Then there exists r ≥ 1 such that c ∈ (T^rc, T^{2r}c) and for Y := [T^rc, T^{2r}c], T^rY = Y ; moreover, T^r : Y → Y is l.e.o.. As a corollary, we have:

• periodic points of T are dense in Y ; • for each y ∈ Y , ∪_{n≥1}T^{−n}y is dense in X.

Remark. We do not bother to discuss renormalization of unimodal maps in details, because all we need are given in Lemma 2.7 above. We refer to [19, § 8] for related concepts. Let us only mention that, in Lemma 2.7 above, r = 1 corresponds to the case that T is non-renormalizable, while r ≥ 2 implies that there exists a closed subinterval I of X such that I ⊃ Y and T^r : I → I is a non-renormalizable unimodal map.

In Lemma 2.8 below, when T : X → X is piecewise expanding, all the assertions can be easily checked by definition. When T : X → X is S-unimodal and satisfies the Collet-Eckmann condition, we refer to [18, 19].

Lemma 2.8. Let T : X → X be either a piecewise expanding unimodal map or a S-unimodal map satisfying the Collet-Eckmann condition. Then the following hold.

• For any non-empty compact subset Λ ⊂ X with c /∈ Λ and T Λ ⊂ Λ, T :

Λ → Λ is expanding.

• T : X → X satisfies the exponential shrinking property. That is to say, there exists ε > 0 and λ ∈ (0, 1) such that the following hold: if I is a subinterval of X with |I| ≤ ε, then for any n ≥ 1 and any connected component J of T^{−n}I, we have |J| ≤ λ^n. As a result, for any subinterval J of X and any n ≥ 1, we have: |T^kJ| ≤ ε, ∀ 0 ≤ k < n =⇒ n−1∑ k=0 |T^kJ| ≤ 1 1 − λ . (5)

We also need two elementary and well-known facts Lemma 2.9 and Lemma 2.10 given below. The former is to construct finite open covers with Markov property for invariant sets of a unimodal map, while the latter is to verify that the restriction of a unimodal map to some invariant set is an open map.

Lemma 2.9. Let T : X → X be a unimodal map with turning point c. Let I = {(a_i, b_i) ⊂ X : 1 ≤ i ≤ n} be a collection of open intervals with the following properties:

• for each I ∈ I, c /∈ I; • for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n, T a_i, T b_i /∈ ∪_{I∈I} I. Then for any I, J ∈ I with T I ∩ J ≠ ∅, we have T I ⊃ J.

Lemma 2.10. Let X be a topological space and let T : X → X an arbitrary map. Let U ⊂ X be open and suppose Λ := ∩^∞_{n=0}T^{−n}U is nonempty. If T : U → X is an open map, then T : Λ → Λ is also an open map. As a corollary, if T : X → X is a unimodal map with turning point c and if c /∈ U, then T : Λ → Λ is an open map.

Let us provide a proof for completeness.

Proof. By the definition of Λ, U is an open neighborhood of Λ in X and T Λ ⊂ Λ = U ∩ T^{−1}Λ. Given x ∈ Λ, since T : U → X is an open map and since x, T x ∈ U, there exists an open neighborhood V of x in X and an open neighborhood V^′ of T x in X, such that V, V^′ ⊂ U and T V ⊃ V^′. Since Λ = U ∩ T^{−1}Λ and since V ⊂ U, T (V ∩ Λ) = T (V ∩ T^{−1}Λ) = T V ∩ Λ ⊃ V^′ ∩ Λ, which implies that T : Λ → Λ is an open map. □

3. Proof of the Main results

In this section, we shall prove Theorem 1.1 in § 3.2 and then deduce Theorem 1.2 from it in § 3.3. For preparation, we need to prove Proposition 3.1 first.

3.1. Establishing subordination. This subsection is devoted to proving the following. Recall γ(ϕ) defined by (4).

Proposition 3.1. Let T : X → X be either a piecwise expanding unimodal map or an S-unimodal map satisfying the Collet-Eckmann condition. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that γ(ϕ) ≤ C lip(ϕ) holds for any ϕ ∈ Lip(X).

Proof. Given ϕ ∈ Lip(X), x ∈ X and n ≥ 1, it suffices to show that S_nϕ(x) − nβ(ϕ) ≤ C lip(ϕ) for some C > 0 independent of ϕ, x, n. To begin with, note that |ϕ(z) − β(ϕ)| ≤ |X| · lip(ϕ), ∀z ∈ X, which will be used several times. Let r ≥ 1 be as given in Lemma 2.7 and denote Y = [T^rc, T^{2r}c]. Since Y is T^r-invariant, we only need to deal with the following two cases:

(i) x ∈ Y ; (ii) x, T x, · · · , T^{n−1}x /∈ Y . Case (i). In this case we shall compare S_nϕ(x) with S_nϕ(y) for some periodic point y. Let ε > 0 and λ ∈ (0, 1) be as given in Lemma 2.8, and we may further suppose that |Y | ≥ ε. Since T^r : Y → Y is l.e.o., there exists m ≥ 1, independent of ϕ, x, n, such that if J is a subinterval of Y with max_{0≤k<r} |T^kJ| ≥ ε, then T^sJ = Y for any s ≥ m with r | s. Now let I be a closed subinterval of Y with x ∈ I and max_{0≤k<n} |T^kI| = ε, whose existence follows easily from the continuity of max_{0≤k<n} |T^kI| as a function of the endpoints of I together with |Y | ≥ ε. Let p ≥ n + m be the minimal integer with r | p. Then T^pI = Y and hence there exists a fixed point y ∈ I of T^p. Now we have the following estimates: ∑ 0≤k<n [ϕ(T^kx) − ϕ(T^ky)] ≤ lip(ϕ) · ∑ 0≤k<n |T^kI| ≤ lip(ϕ) 1 − λ , where the latter inequality is due to (5), and ∑ 0≤k<n [ϕ(T^ky) − β(ϕ)] = ∑ 0≤k<p [ϕ(T^ky) − β(ϕ)] − ∑ n≤k<p [ϕ(T^ky) − β(ϕ)] ≤ 0 + (m + r)|X| · lip(ϕ). Combining the two displayed lines above, the proof in this case is done.

Case (ii). In this case we shall split the orbit x, T x, · · · , T^{n−1}x into several pieces (the number of pieces will be bounded by a constant independent of ϕ, x, n), and compare the Birkhoff sum of ϕ along each piece with that along some period orbit. Let z ∈ Y be a periodic point such that ∪_{k≥0}T^{−k}z is dense in X, whose existence is guaranteed by Lemma 2.7. Then we can find m ≥ 1, independent of ϕ, x, n, such that for E_m := ∪_{0≤k<m}T^{−k}z the following properties hold. • T E_m ⊂ E_m. • There exist u, v ∈ E_m such that c ∈ [u, v] ⊂ Y .

• Let I denote the collection of connected components of X \ ([u, v] ∪ E_m). For each I ∈ I, |I| ≤ ε. From the properties above we know that x, T x, · · · , T^{n−1}x ∈ ∪_{I∈I} I. Moreover, together with the fact that T ({a, b}) ⊂ {a, b} for X = [a, b], by Lemma 2.9, we have: for I, J ∈ I, if T I ∩ J ≠ ∅, then T I ⊃ J.

Let us pick up pairwise distinct I_0, · · · , I_l ∈ I and associated times 0 = s_0 ≤ t_0 < · · · < s_l ≤ t_l = n − 1 by induction as follows, where 0 ≤ l < #I. To begin with, let s_0 = 0 and let I_0 ∈ I be such that x ∈ I_0. Once s_k and I_k are chosen, let t_k < n be the maximal integer such that T^{tk} x ∈ I_k. If t_k = n − 1, then the induction is ended and l = k; otherwise, let s_{k+1} = t_k + 1 and choose I_{k+1} ∈ I such that T^{sk+1} x ∈ I_{k+1}.

According to the choice of I_0, · · · , I_l and associated s_k, t_k as above, when s_k < t_k, there exists a closed subinterval J_k of I_k such that T^{tk−sk} maps J_k onto I_k. In this situation, there exists a fixed point y_k ∈ J_k of T^{tk −sk} and hence t_k −1∑

j=s_k [ϕ(T^j x) − β(ϕ)] ≤ t_k −s_k −1 ∑ i=0 [ϕ(T^{sk +i}x) − ϕ(T^iy_k)] ≤ lip(ϕ) 1 − λ , where the latter inequality is due to (5). It follows that n−1∑ j=0 [ϕ(T^j x) − β(ϕ)] = l∑ k=0 [ϕ(T^{tk} x) − β(ϕ)] + ∑ 0≤k≤l s_k <t_k t_k −1∑

j=s_k [ϕ(T^j x) − β(ϕ)]

≤ (l + 1) · ( |X| · lip(ϕ) + lip(ϕ) 1 − λ ) . Since l + 1 ≤ #I ≤ #E_m + 1 ≤ 2^m, the proof in this case is done. □

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1. In this subsection we prove Theorem 1.1. Due to Lemma 2.3, we only need to prove the following.

Proposition 3.2. (X, T ) given in Theorem 1.1 is reducible.

The rest of this subsection is devoted to the proof of Proposition 3.2. We need Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4 below for preparation. To state Lemma 3.3, let us introduce some terminology for convenience.

Definition 3.1. Let T : X → X be a Lipschitz unimodal map. Let K be a nonempty compact subset of X with T K = K. Let I be a collection of finitely many open subintervals in R. We say that (K, I) is an admissible pair, if K ⊂ ∪_{I∈I} I ⊂ X, and for Λ := ∩_{n≥0}T^{−n}(∪_{I∈I} I), Λ is compact and T : Λ → Λ is surjective, open and expanding.

Lemma 3.3. Let X = [a, b] and let T : X → X be either a piecewise expanding or an S-unimodal map satisfying the Collet-Eckmann condition with turning point c. Let K ⊂ (a, b) be a non-empty compact set with T K = K. If c /∈ K, then there exists I such that (K, I) is an admissible pair.

Proof. Since K is compact and c /∈ K, by Lemma 2.7, there exists a periodic point z /∈ K such that ∪_{k≥0}T^{−k}z is dense in X. Denote the orbit of z by z_1, · · · , z_p. Then (∪_{k≥0}T^{−k}z) ∩ K = ∅ and in particular z_1, · · · , z_p /∈ K.

By choosing m large, for E_m := ∪_{0≤k<m}T^{−k}z, T E_m ⊂ E_m, E_m ∩ K = ∅ and the following hold: there exist a_1, b_1, a_2, b_2 ∈ E_m and x_i, y_i ∈ E_m, 1 ≤ i ≤ p, such that c ∈ (a_1, b_1), [a_2, b_2] ⊂ (a, b), z_i ∈ (x_i, y_i), 1 ≤ i ≤ p and K ⊂ (a_2, b_2) \ F for F := [a_1, b_1] ∪ (∪^p_{i=1}[x_i, y_i]). Let I_0 be the collection of connected components of (a_2, b_2) \ (E_m ∪ F ) and let I = {I ∈ I_0 : I ∩ K ≠ ∅}.

By the definition of I, for U := ∪_{I∈I} I, U ⊃ K. Moreover, for any J ∈ I, under iteration of T , both endpoints of J will be eventually mapped to the orbit of z, which does not intersect U = ∪_{I∈I} I. Therefore, for Λ := ∩_{n≥0}T^{−n}U, Λ = ∩_{n≥0}T^{−n}U is compact.

To show T : Λ → Λ is surjective, it suffices to show that T U ⊃ U. First note that by Lemma 2.9, for any I, J ∈ I, T I ∩ J ≠ ∅ implies that T I ⊃ J. Now given J ∈ I, since J ∩ K ≠ ∅, T K = K and U = ∪_{I∈I} I ⊃ K, there exists I ∈ I such that T I ∩ J ≠ ∅, which implies that T I ⊃ J. The conclusion follows.

Finally, since c /∈ U and since Λ = ∩_{n≥0}T^{−n}U, from Lemma 2.10 we know that T : Λ → Λ is an open map, from our assumption on T and Lemma 2.8 we know that T is expanding on Λ. □

Given ϕ_∗ ∈ Lip(X), according to Proposition 3.1, there exists an open neighborhood V_∗ of ϕ_∗ in Lip(X) and C_∗ > 0 such that for any ϕ ∈ V_∗ we have γ(ϕ) ≤ C_∗. For each ϕ ∈ V_∗, define ^K_ϕ := {x ∈ X : |S_nϕ(x) − nβ(ϕ)| ≤ C_∗, ∀n ≥ 1} and K_ϕ := ∩^∞_{n=0}T^n ^K_ϕ. Lemma 3.4. The following hold.

(1) For each ϕ ∈ V_∗, K_ϕ is compact and T K_ϕ = K_ϕ; moreover, μ ∈ M_T maximizes ϕ iff suppμ ⊂ K_ϕ.

(2) The map ϕ → K_ϕ defined on V_∗ above is upper semi-continuous in the following sense: given ϕ ∈ V_∗ and an open neighborhood V of K_ϕ in X, there exists an open subset V of V_∗ such that K_φ ⊂ V for any φ ∈ V.

Proof. (1). By definition, K_ϕ is compact, T K_ϕ = K_ϕ and for μ ∈ M_T , if suppμ ⊂ K_ϕ, then μ maximizes ϕ. On the other hand, from γ(ϕ) ≤ C_∗ and Lemma 2.6 we know that K_ϕ contains the support of each maximizing measure of ϕ.

(2). Given ϕ ∈ V_∗, it suffices to show that the following hold: for ϕ_n ∈ V_∗ with lim_n ϕ_n = ϕ in Lip(X) and for x_n ∈ K_{ϕn} with lim_n x_n = x ∈ X, we always have x ∈ K_ϕ. Since K_ϕ = ∩_{m≥0}T^m ^K_ϕ, fixing an arbitrary m ≥ 0, we have to show that x ∈ T^m ^K_ϕ. For each n, since x_n ∈ K_{ϕn} ⊂ T^m ^K_{ϕn} , there exists y_n ∈ T^{−m}x_n ∩ ^K_{ϕn} . By taking a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that lim_n y_n = y for some y ∈ X. Then x = T^my, so we only need to show that y ∈ ^K_ϕ. To this end, by the definition of ^K_ϕ, fixing an arbitrary k ≥ 1, it suffices to show that |S_kϕ(y) − kβ(ϕ)| ≤ C_∗. This follows immediately from lim_n ϕ_n = ϕ, the continuity of β(·), lim_n y_n = y and |S_kϕ_n(y_n) − kβ(ϕ_n)| ≤ C_∗. □

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 3.2.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Given ϕ_∗ ∈ Lip(X), let us follow the notations C_∗, V_∗ associated to ϕ_∗ and K_ϕ for ϕ ∈ V_∗ introduced previously. According to Definition 2.1, it suffices to find a dense subset D of V_∗ such that for any φ_∗ ∈ D \ P_T , there exists an open neighborhood V of φ_∗ and Λ ⊂ X with the desired properties stated in Definition 2.1. To this end, denote X = [a, b], let c be the turning point of (X, T ) and let

D := {ϕ ∈ V_∗ : either c /∈ K_ϕ or ϕ ∈ P_T }.

We claim that D is dense in V_∗. To prove this claim, let us deal with the following three cases separately.

Case (i) (ω(c), T ) is not uniquely ergodic. Let U_T be the collection of ϕ ∈ Lip(X) such that ϕ has a unique maximizing measure. As is well-known, U_T is dense in Lip(X) (see, for example, [15, Theorem 2.4]). On the other hand, since (ω(c), T ) is not uniquely ergodic, by assertion (1) in Lemma 3.4, for each ϕ ∈ U_T ∩ V_∗, c /∈ K_ϕ. It follows that D is dense in V_∗.

Case (ii) ω(c) contains a periodic orbit. In this case D = V_∗ by definition and assertion (1) in Lemma 3.4.

Case (iii) c /∈ ω(c). Let ϕ ∈ V_∗ and let W ⊂ V_∗ be an open neighborhood of ϕ. We have to show W ∩ D ≠ ∅. We may assume that c ∈ K_ϕ and ϕ /∈ P_T , because otherwise there is nothing to prove. These assumptions together with assertion (1) in Lemma 3.4 imply that ω(c) contains no periodic point; in particular, ω(c) ⊂ (a, b). Then applying Lemma 3.3 to K = ω(c), we can find a compact Λ ⊃ ω(c) such that T : Λ → Λ is surjective, open, and expanding. To proceed, let δ > 0 be such that ϕ_{ε,O} := ϕ − ε · dist(·, O) ∈ W for any 0 < ε ≤ δ and any periodic orbit O. Now applying Theorem 2.1 to the subsystem (Λ, T ) and the restriction of ϕ to Λ, for any 0 < ε ≤ δ there exists a periodic orbit O_ε ⊂ Λ such that restricted to the subsystem (Λ, T ), φ_ε := ϕ_{ε,Oε} ∈ W is uniquely maximized by O_ε. Since ω(c) is a compact invariant subset of Λ and since it contains no periodic point, it follows that any weak-* limit point of^1_n ∑_{n−1} k=0 δ_T k_c cannot be a maximizing measure of φ_ε, and hence c /∈ K_{φε} . The conclusion in this case follows.

Now given φ_∗ ∈ D \ P_T , let us complete the proof. By definition, c /∈ K_{φ∗} and K_{φ∗} ⊂ (a, b). Therefore, we can apply Lemma 3.3 to K = K_{φ∗} and then find I such that (K_{φ∗} , I) is an admissible pair. In particular, ∪_{I∈I} I is an open cover of K_{φ∗} . Then by assertion (2) in Lemma 3.4, there exists an open neighborhood

V ⊂ V_∗ of φ_∗ in Lip(X), such that K_ϕ ⊂ ∪_{I∈I} I for any ϕ ∈ V. Combining this with T K_ϕ = K_ϕ we obtain that for Λ = ∩_{n≥0}T^{−n}(∪_{I∈I} I), K_ϕ ⊂ Λ, ∀ϕ ∈ V. Also recall that T : Λ → Λ is surjective, open and expanding. The conclusion follows. □

3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.2. For either a quadratic map Q_a or a tent map T_a, let c denote its turning point below. Let us consider the quadratic case first. For a quadratic map Q_a : [0, 1] → [0, 1], a periodic orbit O of Q_a with period p is called attracting, if |(Q^p_a)^′(y)| < 1 for y ∈ O.

Proposition 3.5. Let a ∈ (a_∗, 4] and suppose that Q_a has an attracting periodic orbit O. Then Lipschitz TPO holds for (X, Q_a).

Proof. By Lemma 2.3 again, let us show that (X, Q_a) is reducible. To this end, given ϕ_∗ ∈ Lip(X) \ P_T , it suffices to find V and Λ as required in Definition 2.1. V is determined as follows. Since ϕ_∗ /∈ P_T , ϕ_∗ cannot be maximized by either {0} or O. Then by continuity, there exists an open neighborhood V of ϕ_∗ such that the same holds for ϕ ∈ V instead of ϕ_∗.

Now let us define Λ. To begin with, let X := [Q^2_a(c), Q_a(c)]. Note that a_∗ > 1+ √ 5 and direct calculations show that c ∈ X and Q_aX = X when a ∈ (1+ √ 5, 4].

Then let B = {x ∈ [0, 1] : ω(x) = O} be the basin of attraction of O. It is wellknown that B is an open subset of (0, 1), O ⊂ B, c ∈ B, and Q^{−1}_a B = B. Let Λ := X \ B. By definition, Λ is compact. Since Q_a : X → X is surjective and since Q^{−1}_a B = B, Q_aΛ = Λ. It is well-known that Q_a : Λ → Λ is expanding.

To see Q_a : Λ → Λ is an open map, let U ⊂ (Q^2_a(c), Q_a(c)) \ {c} be an open neighborhood of Λ with O ∩ U = ∅, where U denotes the closure of U in R. From the choice of U and the definition of Λ we know that Λ = ∩^∞_{n=0}Q^{−n}_a U. Then the conclusion follows from Lemma 2.10.

Finally, note that ∩^∞_{n=0}Q^n_a (0, 1) ⊂ X, so for any x ∈ (0, 1), either ω(x) = O or ω(x) ⊂ Λ. For each ϕ ∈ V, since ϕ is not maximized by {0} or O, it follows that the support of any maximizing measure of ϕ is contained in Λ. The proof is done. □

Proof of Theorem 1.2 (1). It is well-known that Q_a : [0, 1] → [0, 1] is an S-unimodal map. Let A be the collection of a ∈ [a_∗, 4] such that Q_a has an attracting periodic point. Due to Proposition 3.5, we only need to consider a ∈ [a_∗, 4] \ A. According to Avila and Moreira [1, 2], for Lebesgue almost every a ∈ [a_∗, 4] \ A, Q_a satisfies the Collet-Eckamann condition (see [2, Theorem A]) and ω(c) is the union of finitely many closed intervals (see [1, Theorem 2]). Then the conclusion follows from Theorem 1.1. □

Proof of Theorem 1.2 (2). By definition, for each a ∈ (1, 2], T_a : [0, 2] → [0, 2] is a piecewise expanding unimodal map. On the other hand, according to Brucks and Misiurewicz [7] or Bruin [8], for Lebesgue a.e. a ∈ (1, 2], ω(c) is the union of finitely many closed intervals. Then the conclusion follows from Theorem 1.1. □

4. On non-uniformly expanding circle covering maps

As a supplement of Theorem 1.1, in this section we show that Lipschitz TPO holds for a different kind of one-dimensional non-uniformly expanding maps: circle covering maps that are expanding away from an indifferent fixed point. The main result in this section is the following.

Theorem 4.1. Let X = R/Z be the unit circle. Let T : X → X be a covering map with a fixed point c ∈ X. Assume that T is a Lipschitz map, and for any open neighborhood V of c, there exists C > 1 such that |T^′(x)| ≥ C for Lebesgue a.e. x ∈ X \ V . Then Lipschitz TPO holds for (X, T ).

Remark. The assumption on (X, T ) in Theorem 4.1 implies that | deg T | ≥ 2, where deg T denotes the degree of T as a covering map of the unit circle.

4.1. Proof of Theorem 4.1. By Lemma 2.3 again, we only need to show that (X, T ) is reducible, which can be easily deduced from the following.

Proposition 4.2. Let (X, T ) be as given in Theorem 4.1 and let ϕ ∈ Lip(X). If ϕ(c) < β(ϕ), then ψ(x) := sup_{n≥1} max_{y∈T −nx}[S_nϕ(y) − nβ(ϕ)], ∀ x ∈ X (6) is a Lipschitz sub-action of ϕ. Moreover, for any ϕ_∗ ∈ Lip(X) with ϕ_∗(c) < β(ϕ_∗), there exists an open neighborhood V of ϕ_∗ in Lip(X) and L > 0 such that for any ϕ ∈ V, the associated ψ to ϕ defined by (6) is real-valued and lip(ψ) ≤ L.

Remark. ψ defined by (6) is a well-known natural candidate of sub-actions of ϕ; see, for example, [10, 15]. As indicated by the proof of [17, Theorem 2] or by [11, Theorem 1], the assumption ϕ(c) < β(ϕ) in Proposition 4.2 is necessary. We refer to [17, 15, 11] and references therein for more discussions on existence and regularity of sub-actions for (non-uniformly expanding) circle maps.

We postpone the proof of Proposition 4.2 to the next subsection and complete the proof of Theorem 4.1 first. To begin with, let us define a nested sequence of open neighborhoods V_n of c that will be used in both proofs. For each n ≥ 1, let a_n, b_n ∈ T^{−n}c be the two points in (T^{−n}c) \ {c} that are adjacent to c (since #(T^{−n}c) = | deg T |^n ≥ 2^n, a_n ≠ b_n unless both n = 1 and | deg T | = 2 hold), and let V_n be the connected component of X \ {a_n, b_n} containing c.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. According to Lemma 2.3, we only need to show that (X, T ) is reducible. Recall Definition 2.1. Let ϕ_∗ ∈ Lip(X) \ P_T , so that ϕ_∗(c) < β(ϕ_∗). Then by Proposition 4.2, there exists an open neighborhood W of ϕ_∗ in Lip(X) and L > 0 such that for any ϕ ∈ W, ψ defined by (6) is a Lipschitz sub-action of ϕ with lip(ψ) ≤ L. For ϕ ∈ W and its associated ψ, let Z_ϕ := {x ∈ X : ϕ(x) + ψ(x) = ψ(T x) + β(ϕ)}, and note that c /∈ Z_ϕ provided that ϕ(c) < β(ϕ). Then by continuity, there exists m ≥ 1 and an open neighborhood V ⊂ W of ϕ_∗ such that for ϕ ∈ V, Z_ϕ ∩ V_m = ∅. Also recall the well-known fact that the support of any maximizing measure of ϕ is contained in Z_ϕ. It follows that V and Λ := ∩_{n≥0}T^{−n}(X \ V_m) are as required in Definition 2.1, which completes the proof. □

4.2. On the existence of Lipschitz sub-actions. This subsection is devoted to the proof of Proposition 4.2.

To begin with, let us summarize some basic facts of the dynamics of (X, T ) that will be used. Firstly, for each n ≥ 1, there exists λ_n ∈ (0, 1) such that |T^′(x)| ≥ λ^{−1}_n for Lebesgue a.e. x ∈ X \ V_n. Then for any arc J in X and any l, s ≥ 1, we have: T^lJ ≠ X and #{0 ≤ k < l : T^kJ ∩ V_s = ∅} ≥ r =⇒ |J| ≤ λ^r_s · |T^lJ|. (7)

This is because the map T^l : J → T^lJ is bi-Lipschitz and |(T^l)^′(x)| ≥ λ^{−r}_s holds for Lebesgue a.e. x ∈ J. Secondly, for each n ≥ 1, let I_n denote the collection of connected components of X \ (T^{−n}c). Then for any I ∈ I_n, there exists a unique fixed point y of T^n with y ∈ I (note that every periodic point of T is of this form); moreover, y ∈ I iff y ≠ c iff I ∩ V_n = ∅.

Now for ϕ_∗ given in the statement of Proposition 4.2, let us fix some notations and constants, and specify the choice of V. Denote 6ε := β(ϕ_∗) − ϕ_∗(c) > 0. Since invariant measures of T can be approximated by measures supported on periodic orbits in the weak-* topology, there exists a periodic point of y_∗ with period p such that^1_p S_pϕ_∗(y_∗) ≥ β(ϕ_∗) − ε. Note that y_∗ ≠ c, and hence there exists a unique I_∗ ∈ I_p with y_∗ ∈ I_∗. By continuity, there exists an open neighborhood V of ϕ_∗ and constants C_∗, L_∗ > 0 such that the following hold for any ϕ ∈ V: • β(ϕ) − ϕ(c) ≥ 5ε; •^1_p S_pϕ(y_∗) ≥ β(ϕ) − 2ε; • |ϕ − β(ϕ)| ≤ C_∗ on X; • lip(ϕ) ≤ L_∗.

From now on let us fix an arbitrary ϕ ∈ V and for convenience, denote ϕ := ϕ − β(ϕ), ψ_n(x) := max_{y∈T −nx} S_nϕ(y), ∀ x ∈ X, ∀ n ≥ 1. To complete the proof, we only need to find constants C, L > 0 independent of ϕ ∈ V, such that ψ_n ≤ C and lip(ψ_n) ≤ L for any n ≥ 1. To proceed, we need the following two claims.

Claim 1. There exist integers s, t ≥ 1 and η ∈ (0, 1) such that the following hold for any ϕ ∈ V. Given x ∈ X and n ≥ t, if y ∈ T^{−n}x satisfies ψ_n(x) = S_nϕ(y), then #{0 ≤ k < n : T^ky /∈ V_s} ≥ ηn. Proof. Let t be the minimal positive integer such that tε ≥ p ( L_∗ 1 − λ_p + C_∗ )

holds. Fixing x ∈ X and n ≥ t below, let us show that ψ_n(x) ≥ −3nε first. Let q ≥ 1 be the unique integer determined by pq ≤ n < p(q + 1). Since T^pI_∗ = X, there exists y^′ ∈ T^{−pq}x with y^′ ∈ J := ∩^{q−1}_{j=0} T^{−jp}I_∗. Also recall that due to the choice of I_∗, I_∗ ∩V_p = ∅. Then from lip(ϕ) ≤ L_∗, y^′, y_∗ ∈ J, T^{jp}J ∩V_p = ∅, 0 ≤ j < q and (7) we have: |S_{pq} ϕ(y^′) − S_{pq}ϕ(y_∗)| ≤ L_∗ · ∑ 0≤j<q ∑ jp≤k<(j+1)p |T^kJ| ≤ L_∗ · ∑ 0≤j<q pλ^{q−j−1} p ≤ pL_∗ 1 − λ_p . Therefore, S_{pq} ϕ(y^′) ≥ S_{pq} ϕ(y_∗) − pL_∗ 1 − λ_p ≥ −2pqε − pL_∗ 1 − λ_p . Take an arbitrary y^{′′} ∈ T^{−(n−pq)}y^′, so that T^ny^{′′} = x. It follows that ψ_n(x) ≥ S_nϕ(y^{′′}) ≥ S_{pq} ϕ(y^′) − pC_∗ ≥ −2pqε − pL_∗ 1 − λ_p − pC_∗ ≥ −3nε, where the last inequality is due to n ≥ pq, n ≥ t and the choice of t.

On the other hand, since lip(ϕ) ≤ L_∗, there exists s ≥ 1 independent of ϕ such that for z ∈ V_s, ϕ(z) ≤ ϕ(c)+ε and hence ϕ(z) ≤ −4ε . Now assume that y ∈ T^{−n}x satisfies ψ_n(x) = S_nϕ(y). Then for m := {0 ≤ k < n : T^ky /∈ V_s}, ψ_n(x) = S_nϕ(y) ≤ −4(n − m)ε + mC_∗. Combining this with ψ_n(x) ≥ −3nε, the conclusion follows by taking η =^ε_{C∗+4ε} . □ From now on let us fix the constants s, t and η introduced in Claim 1.

Claim 2. Let I ∈ I_s and let x ∈ I. Given n ≥ 1, let y ∈ T^{−n}x and J ∈ I_{n+s} satisfy that ψ_n(x) = S_nϕ(y) and y ∈ J. Then for x^′ ∈ I and y^′ ∈ T^{−n}x^′ ∩ J, we have:

ψ_n(x) = S_nϕ(y) ≤ S_nϕ(y^′) + L · dist(x, x^′), where L := L_∗ ( t + 1 1 − λ^η_s ) . Proof. First note that dist(T^ky, T^ky^′) ≤ dist(x, x^′) for 0 ≤ k < n. This is because T^ky, T^ky^′ ∈ T^kJ, T^{n−k} : T^kJ → I is bi-Lipschitz and |(T^{n−k})^′| ≥ 1 holds Lebesgue almost everywhere. It follows that |S_nϕ(y) − S_nϕ(y^′)| ≤ L_∗ · ∑ 0≤k<n dist(T^ky, T^ky^′) ≤ nL_∗ · dist(x, x^′).

Then the conclusion follows when n ≤ t. Now let n > t. Then we have: |S_nϕ(y) − S_nϕ(y^′)| = |S_{n−t}ϕ(y) − S_{n−t}ϕ(y^′)| + |S_tϕ(T^{n−t}y) − S_tϕ(T^{n−t}y^′)| ≤ |S_{n−t}ϕ(y) − S_{n−t}ϕ(y^′)| + tL_∗ · dist(x, x^′). It remains to estimate |S_{n−t}ϕ(y) − S_{n−t}ϕ(y^′)|. To this end, first note that for 0 ≤ m < n, either T^mJ ⊂ V_s or T^mJ ∩ V_s = ∅ holds; therefore, T^my /∈ V_s implies that T^mJ ∩ V_s = ∅. Then from the Claim 1 we know that #{0 ≤ j < n − k : T^{j+k}J ∩ V_s = ∅} ≥ η(n − k), ∀ 0 ≤ k < n − t. Combining this with (7) yields that dist(T^ky, T^ky^′) ≤ λ^{η(n−k)}_s · dist(x, x^′), ∀ 0 ≤ k < n − t. It follows that |S_{n−t}ϕ(y) − S_{n−t}ϕ(y^′)| ≤ L_∗ · ∑ 0≤k<n−t dist(T^ky, T^ky^′) ≤ L_∗ 1 − λ^η_s · dist(x, x^′), which completes the proof. □ Now we are ready to complete the proof of Proposition 4.2.

Let us first show that ψ_n ≤ sC_∗ + L for each n ≥ 1. Given x ∈ X, let y and I, J be as given in Claim 2. Since J ∈ I_{n+s}, there exists y^′ ∈ J with T^{n+s}y^′ = y^′. Then we have: ψ_n(x) = S_nϕ(y) ≤ S_nϕ(y^′) + L, and S_nϕ(y^′) = S_{n+s}ϕ(y^′) − S_sϕ(T^ny^′) ≤ 0 + sC_∗.

The conclusion follows.

Finally, for each n ≥ 1, let us show that lip(ψ_n) ≤ L. Due to the linear structure of the unit circle, it suffices to show that for any I ∈ I_s and any x, x^′ ∈ I, ψ_n(x) ≤ ψ_n(x^′) + L · dist(x, x^′). This follows directly from Claim 2.

Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 2.5 This appendix is devoted to providing a self-contained proof of Lemma 2.5, which is essentially a reproduction of Morris’ original proof in [16].

To begin with, note that γ < +∞ implies that

lim sup n→∞ S_nϕ(x) n ≤ 0, ∀x ∈ X. Combining this with Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem and ∫ ϕdμ = 0, we have: lim_{n→∞} S_nϕ(x) n = 0, μ-a.e. x ∈ X. (8)

To complete the proof, assume that S_N ϕ(x_0) < α holds for some α ∈ R, x_0 ∈ suppμ and N ≥ 1. Then it suffices to show that α ≥ −γ.

Since T is continuous and ϕ is upper semi-continuous, S_N ϕ is also upper semicontinuous, so there exists an open neighborhood V_0 of x_0 such that S_N ϕ(y) < α, ∀y ∈ V_0. (9) Since x_0 ∈ suppμ, μ(V_0) > 0. Let

V := {x ∈ V_0 : there are infinitely many n ≥ 1 such that T^nx ∈ V_0}. Then V is Borel with μ(V ) = μ(V_0) > 0, and x ∈ V ∩T^{−n}V_0 for some n ≥ 1 implies that T^nx ∈ V . Let μ_V =^1_{μ(V )} μ|_V , which is a Borel probabilibty measure on V .

For x ∈ V , define its first return time r_V and first return map R_V to V as follows:

r_V (x) := inf{n ≥ 1 : T^nx ∈ V }, R_V (x) := T^{rV (x)}(x).

Then r_V : V → N and R_V : V → V are well-defined and Borel, and μ_V is R_V - invariant. Moreover, by Kac’s Lemma (see, for example, [22, Theorem 1.2.2]), ∫ V r_V dμ = μ(∪^∞_{n=0}T^{−n}V ) ∈ (0, 1].

In particular, r_V is μ_V integrable.

Given x ∈ V , define t_0(x) := 0 and t_{n+1}(x) := t_n(x) + r_V (T^{tn(x)}x) for any n ≥ 0 by induction on n. Note that t_n(x) is nothing but the n-th Birkhoff sum of r_V along the R_V -orbit of x. Then applying Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem to the measure preserving system (V, R_V , μ_V ) with integrable function r_V , we conclude that lim_{n→∞} t_n(x) n exists for μ_V -a.e. x ∈ V and ∫ V lim_{n→∞} t_n(x) n dμ_V (x) = ∫ V r_V (x)dμ_V (x) > 0.

In particular, there exists a Borel subset W of V with μ(W ) > 0, such that

t(x) := lim_{n→∞} t_n(x) n ∈ (0, +∞) exists for any x ∈ W .

On the other hand, given x ∈ V , by the definition of t_n(x), for any m ≥ 1, T^{t(m−1)N} (x) ∈ V and t_{mN} (x) ≥ t_{(m−1)N} (x) + N. Combining this with (9) and the definition of γ yields that ∑ t_{(m−1)N} (x)≤k<t_{mN} (x) ϕ(T^kx) ≤ α + γ. It follows that lim sup m→∞ S_{tmN (x)}ϕ(x) m ≤ α + γ, ∀x ∈ V. Now for any x ∈ W , we have:

lim inf n→∞ S_nϕ(x) n ≤ lim inf m→∞ S_{tmN (x)}ϕ(x) t_{mN} (x) = lim inf m→∞ S_{tmN (x)} ϕ(x) m N · lim_{m→∞}^{tmN (x)}_{mN} ≤ α + γ N · t(x) . Combining this with t(x) < +∞ and (8), we conclude that α + γ ≥ 0, which completes the proof.

Acknowledgements.

BG is partially supported by the Scientific Research Fund of the Education Department of Hunan Province (No. 22B0024), and by National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 12071118). RG is partially supported by Taishan Scholar Project of Shandong Province (No. tsqnz20230614).

References

[1] A. Avila and C. G. Moreira. Statistical properties of unimodal maps: physical measures, periodic orbits and pathological laminations. Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes Études Sci., (101):1– 67, 2005.

[2] A. Avila and C. G. Moreira. Statistical properties of unimodal maps: the quadratic family.

Ann. of Math. (2), 161(2):831–881, 2005.

[3] J. Bochi. Ergodic optimization of Birkhoff averages and Lyapunov exponents. In Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians—Rio de Janeiro 2018. Vol. III. Invited lectures, pages 1843–1864. World Sci. Publ., Hackensack, NJ, 2018.

[4] J. Bochi. Genericity of periodic maximization: proof of Contreras’ theorem following Huang, Lian, Ma, Xu, and Zhang.

https: // personal. science. psu. edu/ jzd5895/ docs/ Contreras_ dapres_ HLMXZ. pdf ,

2019.

[5] J. Bochi and Y. Zhang. Note on robustness of periodic measures in ergodic optimization.

https: // personal. science. psu. edu/ jzd5895/ docs/ lock. pdf , 2015.

[6] T. Bousch. Le poisson n’a pas d’arêtes. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Probab. Statist., 36(4):489– 508, 2000.

[7] K. Brucks and M. Misiurewicz. The trajectory of the turning point is dense for almost all tent maps. Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems, 16(6):1173–1183, 1996.

[8] H. Bruin. For almost every tent map, the turning point is typical. Fund. Math., 155(3):215– 235, 1998.

[9] G. Contreras. Ground states are generically a periodic orbit. Invent. Math., 205(2):383–412, 2016.

[10] G. Contreras, A. O. Lopes, and Ph. Thieullen. Lyapunov minimizing measures for expanding maps of the circle. Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems, 21(5):1379–1409, 2001.

[11] E. Garibaldi and I. Inoquio-Renteria. Dynamical obstruction to the existence of continuous sub-actions for interval maps with regularly varying property. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst., 40(4):2315–2333, 2020.

[12] W. Huang, Z. Lian, X. Ma, L. Xu, and Y. Zhang. Ergodic optimization theory for a class of typical maps. Preprint, arXiv:1904.01915.

[13] B. R. Hunt and E. Ott. Optimal periodic orbits of chaotic systems. Phys. Rev. Lett., 76:2254– 2257, 1996.

[14] B. R. Hunt and E. Ott. Optimal periodic orbits of chaotic systems occur at low period. Phys.

Rev. E., 54:328–337, 1996.

[15] O. Jenkinson. Ergodic optimization in dynamical systems. Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems, 39(10):2593–2618, 2019.

[16] I. D. Morris. A sufficient condition for the subordination principle in ergodic optimization.

Bull. Lond. Math. Soc., 39(2):214–220, 2007.

[17] I. D. Morris. The Mañé-Conze-Guivarc’h lemma for intermittent maps of the circle. Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems, 29(5):1603–1611, 2009.

[18] T. Nowicki and F. Przytycki. Topological invariance of the Collet-Eckmann property for S-unimodal maps. Fund. Math., 155(1):33–43, 1998.

[19] T. Nowicki and D. Sands. Non-uniform hyperbolicity and universal bounds for S-unimodal maps. Invent. Math., 132(3):633–680, 1998.

[20] F. Przytycki and M. Urbański. Conformal fractals: ergodic theory methods, volume 371 of London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2010.

[21] A. N. Sharkovsky, S. F. Kolyada, A. G. Sivak, and V. V. Fedorenko. Dynamics of onedimensional maps, volume 407 of Mathematics and its Applications. Kluwer Academic Publishers Group, Dordrecht, 1997. Translated from the 1989 Russian original by Sivak, P. Malyshev and D. Malyshev and revised by the authors.

[22] M. Viana and K. Oliveira. Foundations of ergodic theory, volume 151 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2016.

[23] G. Yuan and B. R. Hunt. Optimal orbits of hyperbolic systems. Nonlinearity, 12(4):1207– 1224, 1999.

Bing Gao: School of Mathematics, Hunan University, Changsha 410082, China Email address: binggaomath@outlook.com

Rui Gao: School of Mathematical Sciences, Qufu Normal University, Jining 273165, China

Email address: gaoruimath@qfnu.edu.cn