arXiv:2407.13202v1 [math.DS] 18 Jul 2024

Scaled packing pressures on subsets for amenable group actions

Zubiao Xiao

School of Mathematics and Statistics, Fuzhou University, Fuzhou 350116, People’s Republic of China

Hongwei Jia

School of Mathematics and Statistics, Fuzhou University, Fuzhou 350116, People’s Republic of China

Zhengyu Yin

Department of Mathematics, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, People’s Republic of China

Abstract

In this paper, we study the properties of the scaled packing topological pressures for topological dynamical system (X, G), where G is a countable discrete infinite amenable group. We show that the scaled packing topological pressures can be determined by the scaled Bowen topological pressures. We obtain Billingsley’s Theorem for the scaled packing pressures with a G-action. Then we get a variational principle between the scaled packing pressures and the scaled measuretheoretic upper local pressures. Finally, we give some restrictions on the scaled sequence b, then in the case of the set X_μ of generic points, we prove that

P^P(X_μ, {F_n} , f, b) = h_μ(X) + ∫ X f dμ,

if {F_n} is tempered and μ is a G-invariant ergodic Borel probability measure.

Keywords: packing topological pressure, amenable group, variational principle, generic point

2020 MSC: 11K55 · 28D20 · 37A15

1. Introduction

Let (X, G) be a topological dynamical system (TDS for short), where X is a compact metric space with a metric d and G is a countable discrete infinite amenable group acting continuously on X. We write (X, G) as (X, T ), when G = Z (or G = Z_+) and T : X → X is a continuous map.

In 1965, Adler et al. [1] introduced the topological entropy for a TDS (X, T ). Later, in 1973, Bowen [2] introduced a definition of the topological entropy on subsets for (X, T ), which is well known as the Bowen topological entropy. The Bowen topological entropy on the whole space

Email addresses: xzb2020@fzu.edu.cn (Zubiao Xiao), jiahongwei2878@163.com (Hongwei Jia),

yzy_nju_20@163.com (Zhengyu Yin)

Preprint submitted to xxx July 22, 2024

coincides with the Adler-Konheim-McAndrew topological entropy. It can be seen as being dynamically analogous to the Hausdorff dimension, and plays a key role in the connection with the dimension theory, statistical physics and multifractal analysis (see, for example, [16]). A similar concept, the packing topological entropy, in dynamical systems with other forms of dimensions was introduced by Feng and Huang [9]. They proved a variational principle between the Bowen topological entropy and the packing topological entropy. Dou et al. [8] studied the packing topological entropy in the framework of a group action.

Topological pressure can be regarded as a generalization of topological entropy, which first introduced by Ruelle [17] and extended by Walters [19] on compact spaces with continuous transformations. Pesin and Pitskel [15] generalized Bowen entropy and introduced a topological pressure with dimensional characteristics, which is called the Pesin-Pitskel topological pressure. Zhong and Chen [24] investigated a variational principle for the packing pressures when G = Z. Recently, Ding et al. [6] generalized the results of Dou et al. [8] to the packing topological pressure.

A more appropriate scale is meaningful for us to study systems with sub-exponential divergence of orbits. Zhao and Pesin [22] introduced a scaled entropy to investigate the complexity of the system with zero or infinite topological entropy. In [4], Chen and Li introduced the scaled packing topological entropy for amenable group actions and establish a corresponding variational principle.

In this paper, we continue this line of the research based on the above works. In section 2, we provide the definitions of the scaled topological pressures for a TDS with a G-action, and prove that the scaled packing topological pressure can be determined by the scaled Bowen topological pressure (Theorem 2.8). In section 3, we study the relationship of various scaled measure-theoretic pressures for a G-action TDS (Theorem 3.6 and Theorem 3.7). In section 4, we give a variational principle between the scaled packing pressure and the scaled measuretheoretic upper local pressure (Theorem 4.1). In section 5, we recall the notion of a generic point and study a variational principle of the scaled packing topological pressure for the set of generic points with a G-action (Theorem 5.1).

2. Scaled topological pressures for a TDS with a G-action

2.1. Amenable groups and scaled sequences

Let F(G) be the collection of nonempty finite subsets of G. A countable discrete infinite group G is amenable if there is a sequence {F_n} ⊆ F(G) such that

lim_{n→+∞}

|F_n △ gF_n| |F_n|

= 0, ∀g ∈ G.

Such a sequence is called a Følner sequence. A Følner sequence {F_n} in G is said to be tempered if there exists a constant C > 0 which is independent of n such that | | | | ⋃ k<n F^{−1}_k F_n | | | | ≤ C |F_n| , ∀n ∈ N.

Let F, A ∈ F(G) and ε > 0. We say that A is (F, ε)-invariant if

| {s ∈ A : Fs ⊂ A} | ≥ (1 − ε)|A|. 2

The F boundary of A is defined by ∂_F A := {c ∈ G : Fc ∩ A � ∅, Fc ∩ (G\A) � ∅}.

We note that a set A is (F, ε)-invariant if and only if^{|∂F A|}_{|A|} < ε (see [12, Remark 2.7]). Moreover, we can get an observation as followed.

Proposition 2.1. [12, Proposition 2.4] Let G be an amenable group. The sequence {F_n} ⊆ F(G) is Følner if and only if for every finite set F ⊂ G and ε > 0, there is an N ∈ N such that F_n is (F, ε)-invariant for all n ≥ N.

A positive sequence b = {b(n)}_{n∈N} is called a scaled sequence, if it monotonically increases to infinity. We denote by SS the set of all scaled sequences.

2.2. The constructions of the scaled topological pressures

Through this subsection, we will introduce the definitions of the scaled topological pressures. We always assume that {F_n} is a strictly monotonically increasing Følner sequence and b is a scaled sequence.

For any F ∈ F(G), we define d_F (x, y) = max_{g∈F} d(gx, gy), ∀x, y ∈ X.

It is easy to see that d_F is a metric on X. For ε > 0 and x ∈ X, we denote B_F (x, ε) = {y ∈ X : d_F (x, y) < ε} and B_F (x, ε) = {y ∈ X : d_F (x, y) ≤ ε} , which are respectively the open and closed Bowen balls with the center x and the radius ε.

Let f ∈ C(X, R), where C(X, R) denote the set of all continuous functions of X. For any F ∈ F(G), we write f_F (x) = ∑ g∈F f (g(x)),

f_F (x, ε) = sup_{y∈BF (x,ε)} f_F (y),

f_F (x, ε) = sup

y∈B_F (x,ε)

f_F (y).

For any Z ⊂ X, N ∈ N, α ∈ R, ε > 0, b ∈ SS, and f ∈ C(X, R), we define

M(N, α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = inf { ∑ i e^{−αb(|Fni |)+ fFni (xi)} } , (2.1)

where the infimum is taken over all finite or countable collections of { B_{Fni} (x_i, ε) } i , such that x_i ∈ X, n_i ≥ N for all i, and Z ⊆ ⋃ i B_{Fni} (x_i, ε). Similarly, we define

R(N, α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = inf { ∑ i e^{−αb(|FN |)+ fFN (xi)} } , (2.2) 3 where the infimum is taken over all finite or countable collections of { B_{FN} (x_i, ε) } i, such that x_i ∈ X for all i, and Z ⊆ ⋃ i B_{FN} (x_i, ε). Define

M^P(N, α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = sup { ∑ i e^{−αb(|Fni |)+ fFni (xi)} } , (2.3)

where the supremum is taken over all finite or countable pairwise disjoint collections of { B_{Fni} (x_i, ε) } i , such that x_i ∈ Z, n_i ≥ N for all i. The quantity M^P(N, α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) does not increase as N increases, hence the following limit exists:

M^P(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = lim_{N→+∞} M^P(N, α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b).

Similarly, we can define M(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = lim_{N→+∞} M(N, α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b),

R(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = lim sup_{N→+∞} R(N, α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b),

R(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = lim inf_{N→+∞} R(N, α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b). Define

M^P(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = inf

{_∞ ∑ i=1 M^P(α, ε, Z_i, {F_n} , f, b) : Z ⊆ ∞⋃ i=1 Z_i } . It is easy to check that there exists a critical value of the parameter α , when α goes from −∞ to +∞, such that the quantities

M(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b), R(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b), R(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b), M^P(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b)

jump from +∞ to 0 respectively. Hence we can define the values P^B(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = sup {α : M(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞} = inf {α : M(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = 0} , CP(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = sup { α : R(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞ } = inf { α : R(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = 0 } , CP(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = sup {α : R(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞} = inf {α : R(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = 0} , P^P(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = sup { α : M^P(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞ } = inf { α : M^P(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = 0 } . It is not hard to see that

P^B(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b), CP(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b), CP(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b), P^P(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) increases respectively when ε decreases.

Definition 2.2. We call the following quantities P^B(Z, {F_n} , f, b) = lim_{ε→0} P^B(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b), CP(Z, {F_n} , f, b) = lim_{ε→0} CP(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b), CP(Z, {F_n} , f, b) = lim_{ε→0} CP(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b), P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b) = lim_{ε→0} P^P(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b), scaled Pesin-Pitskel, scaled lower capacity, scaled upper capacity, and scaled packing topological pressures on the subset Z with respect to f , b and {F_n}.

Replacing f_{Fni} (x_i) in equations (2.1) and (2.3) by f_{Fni} (x_i, ε) and f_{Fni} (x_i, ε) respectively and f_{FN} (x_i) in equation (2.2) by f_{FN} (x_i, ε), we can define new functions M , R , M^P. Then we denote the respective critical values by

P^{B′} (ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b), CP^′(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b), CP^′(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b), P^{P′} (ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b). Condition 2.3. Let b ∈ SS and {F_n} be a Følner sequence in G. For all n ∈ N, b(|F_n|) ≥ |F_n|.

Proposition 2.4. Let (X, G) be a TDS with a G-action and a Følner sequence {F_n} satisfying Condition 2.3. If f ∈ C(X, R), Z ⊆ X, then we have P^B(Z, {F_n} , f, b) = lim_{ε→0} P^{B′} (ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b), CP(Z, {F_n} , f, b) = lim_{ε→0} CP^′(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b), CP(Z, {F_n} , f, b) = lim_{ε→0} CP^′(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b), P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b) = lim_{ε→0} P^{P′} (ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b).

Proof. We shall prove P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b) = lim_{ε→0} P^{P′} (ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b). The other equalities can be proven similarly. It is clear that P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ lim_{ε→0} P^{P′} (ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b).

We shall prove the converse inequality. Let γ(ε) = sup {| f (x) − f (y)| : d(x, y) ≤ 2ε} .

For any u, v ∈ B_{Fni} (x, ε), and g ∈ F_{ni} , we have d(g(u), g(v)) ≤ 2ε, and then | f (g(u)) − f (g(v))| ≤ γ(ε).

Since b ∈ SS and {F_n} satisfy Condition 2.3, we have b(|F_N|) ≥ |F_N |, ∀N ∈ N.

It follows that b(|F_{ni} |)γ(ε) ≥ ∑ g∈F_{ni}

| f (g(u)) − f (g(v))| ,

≥ f_{Fni} (x_i, ε) − f_{Fni} (x_i), ∀n_i ≥ N. Then we have

M^P(N, α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = sup { ∑ i e^{−αb(|Fni |)+ fFni (xi)} }

≥ sup { ∑ i e^{−(α+γ(ε))b(|Fni |)+ f Fni (xi,ε)} }

= M^P(N, α + γ(ε), ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b).

It follows that P^P(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ P^{P′} (ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) − γ(ε). Since f is uniformly continuous on X, we obtain the desired inequality by letting ε → 0.

Huang et al. [10] gave another definition of the Pesin-Pitskel topological pressure. Now we introduce a scaled version.

For K ∈ F(G) and δ > 0, we denote by B(K, δ) the set of all F ∈ F(G) satisfying |KF\F| < δ|F|. The collection of pairs Λ = {(K, δ) : K ∈ F(G), δ > 0} forms a net where (K^′, δ^′) ≻ (K, δ) means K ⊆ K^′ and δ ≥ δ^′. For an R-valued function φ defined on F(G), they define lim sup_F φ(F) := lim_{(K,δ)∈Λ} sup_{F∈B(K,δ)} φ(F), and lim inf_F φ(F) := lim_{(K,δ)∈Λ} inf_{F∈B(K,δ)} φ(F).

By [10, Remark 2.1], one can get that lim sup_F φ(F) = inf_{(K,δ)∈Λ} sup_{F∈B(K,δ)} φ(F),

lim sup_F φ(F) = sup_{(K,δ)∈Λ} inf_{F∈B(K,δ)} φ(F).

Let φ be a real-valued function on F(G). φ(F) converges to a limit L as F becomes more and more invariant if for every ε > 0, there are a nonempty finite set K ⊂ G and δ > 0 such that |φ(F) − L < ε| for every F ∈ B(K, δ). Note that if the limit lim_F φ(F) exists as F becomes more and more invariant, then lim_F φ(F) = lim sup_F φ(F) = lim inf_F φ(F).

For any subset Z ⊆ X, K ∈ F(G), δ > 0, and s ∈ R, we can define

Q(K, δ, α, ε, Z, f, b) = inf_Γ { ∑ i e^{−αb(|Fi |)+ fFi (xi,ε)} } , where the infimum is taken over all finite of countable collections Γ = {B_{Fi} (x_i, ε)}_{i∈I} such that F_i ∈ B(K, δ), x_i ∈ X and Z ⊆ ⋃ i B_{Fi} (x_i, ε). 6

The quantity Q(K, δ, ε, α, Z, f, b) does not decrease as (K, δ) increases in the net Λ. Hence the following limit exists:

Q(α, ε, Z, f, b) = lim_{(K,δ)∈Λ} Q(K, δ, α, ε, Z, f, b).

[10, Lemma 2.5] says that there exists a critical value of α, at which Q(α, ε, Z, f ) jumps from +∞ to 0. Then we can define

Q(ε, Z, f, b) = inf {α : Q(α, ε, Z, f, b) = 0} = sup {α : Q(α, ε, Z, f, b) = +∞} . We call Q(Z, f, b) = lim sup_{ε→0} Q(ε, Z, f, b) the scaled Bowen Pesin-Pitskel pressure of Z.

Proposition 2.5. Let (X, G) be a TDS with a G-action and a Følner sequence {F_n} satisfying Condition 2.3. If f ∈ C(X, R), Z ⊆ X, then we have P^B(Z, {F_n} , f, b) = Q(Z, f, b).

Proof. By Proposition 2.4, we shall prove P^{B′} (Z, {F_n} , f, b) = Q(Z, f, b). Then the desired inequality follows.

Claim 1. For every ε > 0, if s ∈ R with M(s, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = 0, then Q(s, ε, Z, f, b) = 0. Since M(s, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = 0, for every ε_0 > 0, there exists N_0 > 0 such that M(N, s, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) < ε_0, ∀N ≥ N_0.

Fix N_1 ≥ N_0. Then there exists finite or countable collections of { B_{Fni} (x_i, ε) } i , such that x_i ∈ X, n_i ≥ N_1 for all i, Z ⊆ ⋃ i B_{Fni} (x_i, ε) and ∑ i e^{−sb(|Fni |)+ fFni (xi,ε)} < ε_0.

By Proposition 2.1, for every finite set K ⊂ G and δ > 0, there exists N_2 ≥ N_1 such that F_{ni} is (K, δ)-invariant for all n_i ≥ N_2. Hence F_{ni} ∈ B(K, δ) for all n_i ≥ N_2. It follows that Q(K, δ, s, ε, Z, f, b) < ε_0.

By the arbitrariness of K, δ and ε_0, we have Q(s, ε, Z, f, b) = 0.

Claim 2. For every ε > 0, if t ∈ R with M(t, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞, then Q(t, ε, Z, f, b) = +∞. Since M(t, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞, for every M > 0 and N > 0, there exists W_0 > N such that M(W_0, t, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) > M.

Then for any finite or countable collections of { B_{Fni} (x_i, ε) } i with x_i ∈ X, n_i ≥ W_0 for all i and Z ⊆ ⋃ i B_{Fni} (x_i, ε), we have ∑ i e^{−tb(|Fni |)+ fFni (xi,ε)} > M. 7

By Proposition 2.1, for every finite set K ⊂ G and δ > 0, there exists W_1 ≥ W_0 such that F_{ni} is (K, δ)-invariant for all n_i ≥ W_1. Hence F_{ni} ∈ B(K, δ) for all n_i ≥ W_1. It follows that

Q(K, δ, t, ε, Z, f, b) ≥ M.

By the arbitrariness of K, δ and ε_0, we have

Q(t, ε, Z, f, b) = +∞.

Hence by claim 1, we know that if s > P^{B′} (ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b), then s > Q(ε, Z, f, b). By the arbitrariness of s, we have

P^{B′} (ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ Q(ε, Z, f, b). (2.4)

By claim 2, we have that if P^{B′} (ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) > t, then Q(ε, Z, f, b) > t. By the arbitrariness of t, we have P^{B′} (ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ Q(ε, Z, f, b). (2.5)

Adding lim sup_{ε→0} on the both hand of the equation (2.4) and (2.5), we have

P^{B′} (Z, {F_n} , f, b) = Q(Z, f, b).

2.3. The properties of the scaled topological pressures

In this section, we will study the relationships among various scaled topological pressures and their properties.

Proposition 2.6. Let (X, G) be a TDS with a G-action and a Følner sequence {F_n}. If f ∈ C(X, R) and Z ⊆ X, then we have

(1) P^B(Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ CP(Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ CP(Z, {F_n} , f, b). (2) if Z_1 ⊆ Z_2, then P(Z_1, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ P(Z_2, {F_n} , f, b), where P ∈ { P^B, CP, CP, P^P } . (3) if Z = ⋃ i∈I Z_i with I at most countable, then (3-a) M(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ ∑ i∈I M(α, ε, Z_i, {F_n} , f, b);

(3-b) M^P(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ ∑ i∈I M^P(α, ε, Z_i, {F_n} , f, b);

(3-c) P^B(Z, {F_n} , f, b) = sup_{i∈I} P^B(Z_i, {F_n} , f, b); (3-d) P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b) = sup_{i∈I} P^P(Z_i, {F_n} , f, b).

Proof. (1) and (2) can be obtained directly by the definitions of the scaled topological pressures. We now show (3-b). Then (3-a) can be proven similarly. Given γ > 0 and i ∈ I, we can find { Z_{i, j} } j≥0 such that Z_i ⊆ ⋃ j≥0 Z_{i, j} and ∑ j≥0 M^P(α, ε, Z_{i, j}, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ M^P(α, ε, Z_i, {F_n} , f, b) + γ 2^i .

Thus ∑ i∈I ∑ j≥0 M^P(α, ε, Z_{i, j}, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ ∑ i∈I M^P(α, ε, Z_i, {F_n} , f, b) + 2γ. 8

Then it is obvious that M^P(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ ∑ i∈I ∑ j≥0 M^P(α, ε, Z_{i, j}, {F_n} , f, b).

Letting γ → 0, the desired inequality follows.

We now show that (3-d) holds and (3-c) can be proven similarly. If sup_{i∈I} P^P(Z_i, {F_n} , f, b) < s, then for any ε > 0 and i ∈ I, P^P(ε, Z_i, {F_n} , f, b) < s, and thus M^P(s, ε, Z_i, {F_n} , f, b) = 0, which implies M^P(s, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = 0 (utilizing (3-b)). Hence P^P(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ s. It follows that P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ sup_{i∈I} P^P(Z_i, {F_n} , f, b).

The opposite inequality follows from (2).

Lemma 2.7. Let (X, G) be a TDS with a G-action and a Følner sequence {F_n} satisfying Condition 2.3. If f ∈ C(X, R), Z ⊆ X, then we have P^B(Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ CP(Z, {F_n} , f, b).

Proof. We first show that P^B(Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b).

Suppose that P^B(Z, {F_n} , f, b) > s > −∞. For any ε > 0 and N ∈ N, we set F_{N,ε} = { F : x_i ∈ Z, F = { B_{FN} (x_i, ε) } is disjoint family } . Take F (N, ε, Z) ∈ F_{N,ε} such that |F (N, ε, Z)| = max_{F ∈FN,ε} {|F |}. We denote F (N, ε, Z) = { B_{FN} (x_i, ε), i = 1, 2, · · · , |F (N, ε, Z)| } . It is not hard to see that Z ⊆ |F (N,ε,Z)|⋃

i=1 B_{FN} (x_i, 2ε + δ), ∀δ > 0.

Then for any s ∈ R, we have

M(N, s, 2ε + δ, Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ e^{−b(|FN |)s}

|F (N,ε,Z)| ∑ i=1 e^{fFN (xi)} ≤ M^P(N, s, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b).

Thus letting N → ∞, we have M(s, 2ε + δ, Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ M^P(s, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b).

Let {Z_i}_{i∈I} be a cover of Z. Then we have M(s, 2ε + δ, Z_i, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ M^P(s, ε, Z_i, {F_n} , f, b). 9

Thus M(s, 2ε + δ, Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ ∑ i∈I M(s, 2ε + δ, Z_i, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ ∑ i∈I M^P(s, ε, Z_i, {F_n} , f, b).

This implies M(s, 2ε + δ, Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ M^P(s, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b).

Since P^B(Z, {F_n} , f, b) > s, we have M(s, 2ε + δ, Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ 1, when ε and δ are small enough. Then M^P(s, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ 1.

Thus P^P(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ s.

Letting ε → 0, we have P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ s. Hence P^B(Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b).

We shall show P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ CP(Z, {F_n} , f, b).

Choose P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b) > s > t > −∞. Then there exists δ > 0 such that for any ε ∈ (0, δ),

P^P(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ s and M^P(s, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ M^P(s, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞.

Since {F_n} and b satisfy Condition 2.3, ∑ k≥1 e^{b(|Fk |)(t−s)} converges. Then we can assume that ∑ k≥1 e^{b(|Fk |)(t−s)} = M.

Hence for any N ∈ N, there exists a countable pairwise disjoint family { B_{Fni} (x_i, ε) } i such that

x_i ∈ Z, n_i ≥ N for all i and ∑ i e^{−sb(|Fni |)+ fFni (xi)} > M. For each k, let

m_k = {x_i : n_i = k} .

Then_∞ ∑ k=N ∑ x∈m_k

e^{fFk (x)}e^{−b(|Fk |)s} > M.

It is not hard to see that there exists k ≥ N such that ∑ x∈m_k

e^{fFk (x)}e^{−b(|Fk |)t} ≥ 1 − e^{t−s}.

Taking a collection { B_{Fk} (y_i,^ε_2 ) } i∈I , such that Z ⊆ ⋃ i∈I B_{Fk} (y_i,^ε_2 ), one can obtain that for any x_1, x_2 ∈ m_k, there exist y_1, y_2 with y_1 � y_2 such that x_i ∈ B_{Fk} (y_i,^ε_2 ), i = 1, 2. Then

R(k, t, ε 2 , Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ ∑ x∈m_k

e^{fFk (x)}e^{−b(|Fk |)t} ≥ 1 − e^{t−s} > 0.

Thus CP^′(^ε_2 , Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ t. Letting ε → 0, we can get that

CP(Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ t.

Hence P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ CP(Z, {F_n} , f, b). 10

In [24], Zhong and Chen proved the following theorem when G = Z and b(|F_n|) = |F_n| for all n ∈ N. We shall show that the scaled packing topological pressure can be determined by the scaled Bowen topological pressure.

Theorem 2.8. Let (X, G) be a TDS with a G-action and a Følner sequence {F_n} satisfying Condition 2.3. If f ∈ C(X, R), Z ⊆ X is compact and G-invariant, then

P^B(Z, {F_n} , f, b) = P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b) = CP(Z, {F_n} , f, b) = CP(Z, {F_n} , f, b). Proof. we shall prove P^B(Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ CP(Z, {F_n} , f, b). Then combining with Proposition 2.6 and Lemma 2.7, the theorem is proved.

Let s > P^B(Z, {F_n} , f, b). Then there exists ε_0 > 0 such that s > P^B(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b), for every ε ∈ (0, ε_0). Hence M(s, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = 0. This implies M(N, s, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = 0,

for any N ∈ N. Then for any ε ∈ (0, ε_0), there exists { B_{Fni} (x_i, ε) } i such that Z ⊆ ⋃ i B_{Fni} (x_i, ε) and ∑ i e^{−sb(|Fni |)+ fFni (xi)} < 1, where x_i ∈ Z, n_i ≥ N for all i.

We can assume that { B_{Fni} (x_i, ε) } i is finite since Z is compact. Then there exists k_1, k_2 ∈ N such that | |F_{ni} | | ∈ [|F_N | , |F_N | + k_1] and b(|F_{ni} |) ∈ [b(|F_N|), b(|F_N|) + k_2]. It is obvious that B_{Fni} (x_i, ε) ⊆ B_{FN} (x_i, ε). This implies that Z ⊂ ⋃ i B_{FN} (x_i, ε) and f_{FN} (x_i) ≤ f_{Fni} (x_i) + k_1 ‖ f ‖, where ‖ f ‖ := sup_{x∈Z} | f (x)|. Hence ∑ i e^{−sb(|FN |)+ fFN (xi)} ≤ e^{k1‖ f ‖} ∑ i e^{−sb(|Fni |)+ fFni (xi)}e^{sb(|Fni |)−sb(|FN |)}

≤ e^{k1‖ f ‖}max { e^{k2 s}, 1 } < +∞.

Thus R(s, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) < +∞, and then s ≥ CP(Z, {F_n} , f, b).

3. Scaled measure-theoretic pressures

We denote the set of all Borel probability measures, G-invariant Borel probability measures and G-invariant ergodic Borel probability measures on X by M(X), M(X, G) and E(X, G) respectively.

Let (X, G) be a TDS with a G-action, f ∈ C(X, R) and μ ∈ M(X). We define

P_μ(x, {F_n} , f, b) := lim_{ε→0} lim inf_{n→+∞}

− log μ(B_{Fn} (x, ε)) + f_{Fn} (x) b(|F_n|) , P_μ(x, {F_n} , f, b) := lim_{ε→0} lim sup_{n→+∞}

− log μ(B_{Fn} (x, ε)) + f_{Fn} (x) b(|F_n|) . Definition 3.1. Let Z ⊆ X be a nonempty set. The scaled measure-theoretic lower and scaled upper local pressures on the subset Z for μ with respect to f , b and {F_n} are defined by

P_μ(Z, {F_n} , f, b) = ∫ Z P_μ(x, {F_n} , f, b) dμ(x), P_μ(Z, {F_n} , f, b) = ∫ Z P_μ(x, {F_n} , f, b) dμ(x).

When Z = X, P_μ(Z, {F_n} , f, b) and P_μ(Z, {F_n} , f, b) can be simplified as P_μ({F_n} , f, b) and P_μ({F_n} , f, b), respectively. 11

Definition 3.2. We call the following quantities

P^B_μ ({F_n} , f, b) : = lim_{ε→0} lim_{δ→0} inf { P^B(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) : μ(Z) ≥ 1 − δ } = lim_{ε→0} lim_{δ→0} inf { P^{B′} (ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) : μ(Z) ≥ 1 − δ } , CP_μ({F_n} , f, b) : = lim_{ε→0} lim_{δ→0} inf { CP(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) : μ(Z) ≥ 1 − δ } = lim_{ε→0} lim_{δ→0} inf { CP^′(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) : μ(Z) ≥ 1 − δ } , CP_μ({F_n} , f, b) : = lim_{ε→0} lim_{δ→0} inf { CP(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) : μ(Z) ≥ 1 − δ } = lim_{ε→0} lim_{δ→0} inf { CP^′(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) : μ(Z) ≥ 1 − δ } , P^P_μ ({F_n} , f, b) : = lim_{ε→0} lim_{δ→0} inf { P^P(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) : μ(Z) ≥ 1 − δ } = lim_{ε→0} lim_{δ→0} inf { P^{P′} (ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) : μ(Z) ≥ 1 − δ }

scaled Pesin-Pitskel, scaled lower capacity, scaled upper capacity, and scaled packing topological pressures for μ with respect to f , b and {F_n}.

Katok [11] introduced a type of measure-theoretic entropy. Recently, Wang [20] studied the dimension types of measure-theoretic entropy. Zhong and Chen extended this entropy to pressure in [24]. We shall investigate the dimension types of the scaled measure-theoretic pressure in the sense of Katok with a G-action.

Given μ ∈ M(X), N ∈ N, α ∈ R, ε > 0, 0 < δ < 1 and f ∈ C(X, R), we define

M_μ(N, α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = inf { ∑ i e^{−αb(|Fni |)+ fFni (xi)} : μ( ⋃ i B_{Fni} (x_i, ε)) ≥ 1 − δ } , (3.1)

where the infimum is taken over all finite or countable collections of { B_{Fni} (x_i, ε) } i such that x_i ∈ X, n_i ≥ n, and μ( ⋃ i B_{Fni} (x_i, ε)) ≥ 1 − δ. Likewise, we define

R_μ(N, α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = inf { ∑ i e^{−αb(|FN |)+ fFN (xi)} : μ( ⋃ i B_{FN} (x_i, ε)) ≥ 1 − δ } , (3.2)

where the infimum is taken over all finite or countable collections of { B_{FN} (x_i, ε) } i such that x_i ∈ X, and μ( ⋃ i B_{FN} (x_i, ε)) ≥ 1 − δ. Let M_μ(α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = lim_{N→+∞} M_μ(N, α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b),

R_μ(α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = lim inf_{N→+∞} R_μ(N, α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b),

R_μ(α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = lim sup_{N→+∞} R_μ(N, α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b).

Define

M^P_μ (α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = inf

{_∞ ∑ i=1 M^P(α, ε, Z_i, {F_n} , f, b) : μ( ∞⋃ i=1 Z_i) ≥ 1 − δ } . 12

When α goes from −∞ to +∞, the quantities

M_μ(α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b), R_μ(α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b), R_μ(α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b), and M^P_μ (α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) jump from +∞ to 0 at critical values respectively. Hence we can define the numbers P^{KB}_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = sup { α : M_μ(α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞ } = inf { α : M_μ(α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = 0 } , CP^K_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = sup { α : R_μ(α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞ } = inf { α : R_μ(α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = 0 } , CP^K_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = sup { α : R_μ(α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞ } = inf { α : R_μ(α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = 0 } , P^{KP}_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = sup { α : M^P_μ (α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞ } = inf { α : M^P_μ (α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = 0 } . Definition 3.3. We call the following quantities P^{KB}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) = lim_{ε→0} lim_{δ→0} P^{KB}_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b), CP^K_μ ({F_n} , f, b) = lim_{ε→0} lim_{δ→0} CP^K_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b), CP^K_μ ({F_n} , f, b) = lim_{ε→0} lim_{δ→0} CP^K_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b), P^{KP}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) = lim_{ε→0} lim_{δ→0} P^{KP}_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) scaled Pesin-Pitskel, scaled lower capacity, scaled upper capacity, and scaled packing topological pressures for μ in the sense of Katok with respect to f , b and {F_n}.

If we replace f_{Fni} (x_i) in equations (3.1) and (2.3) by f_{Fni} (x_i, ε) and f_{Fni} (x_i, ε) respectively and f_{FN} (x_i) in equation (3.2) by f_{FN} (x_i, ε), we can get new functions M_μ , R_μ , M^P_μ respectively. For any ε > 0 and 0 < δ < 1, we denote the respective critical values by

P^{KB′}_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b), CP^{K′}_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b), CP^{K′}_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b), P^{KP′}_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b). Proposition 3.4. Let (X, G) be a TDS with a G-action and a Følner sequence {F_n} satisfying Condition 2.3. If f ∈ C(X, R), μ ∈ M(X), then we have P^{KB}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) = lim_{ε→0} lim_{δ→0} P^{KB′}_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b), CP^K_μ ({F_n} , f, b) = lim_{ε→0} lim_{δ→0} CP^{K′}_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b), CP^K_μ ({F_n} , f, b) = lim_{ε→0} lim_{δ→0} CP^{K′}_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b), P^{KP}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) = lim_{ε→0} lim_{δ→0} P^{KP′}_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b).

Proof. The proof is similar to Proposition 2.4.

Proposition 3.5. Let (X, G) be a TDS with a G-action and a Følner sequence {F_n}. If f ∈ C(X, R) and μ ∈ M(X), then we have P^{KB}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) = P^B_μ ({F_n} , f, b), CP^K_μ ({F_n} , f, b) = CP_μ({F_n} , f, b), CP^K_μ ({F_n} , f, b) ≤ CP_μ({F_n} , f, b), P^{KP}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) = P^P_μ ({F_n} , f, b).

Proof. We first show that P^{KB}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) = P^B_μ ({F_n} , f, b). For any N ∈ N, α ∈ R, ε > 0, 0 < δ < 1, and Z ⊆ X with μ(Z) ≥ 1 − δ, we have M_μ(N, α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ M(N, α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b).

Letting N → +∞, we have M_μ(α, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ M(α, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b).

This yields P^{KB}_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ P^B(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b), and then P^{KB}_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ inf { P^B(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) : μ(Z) ≥ 1 − δ } . Letting δ → 0 and ε → 0, we have P^{KB}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) ≤ P^B_μ ({F_n} , f, b).

The verifications of CP^K_μ ({F_n} , f, b) ≤ CP_μ({F_n} , f, b) and CP^K_μ ({F_n} , f, b) ≤ CP_μ({F_n} , f, b) are similarly.

Now we prove P^{KB}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) ≥ P^B_μ ({F_n} , f, b). Let P^{KB}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) = a. Then for any s > 0, there exists ε^′ > 0 such that lim_{δ→0} P^{KB}_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) < a + s, ∀0 < ε < ε^′.

Hence for any ε ∈ (0, ε^′), there exists δ_ε such that P^{KB}_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) < a + s, ∀0 < δ < δ_ε.

It implies that M_μ(a + s, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = 0. For any k ∈ N, we can find a sequence {δ_{k,m}}_{m∈N} with lim_{m→+∞} δ_{k,m} = 0 and { B_{Fni} (x_i, ε) } i∈I_{k,m}

such that x_i ∈ X, n_i ≥ k for all i, μ( ⋃ i∈I_{k,m}

B_{Fni} (x_i, ε)) ≥ 1 − δ_{k,m}

and ∑

i∈I_{k,m}

e^{−(a+s)b(|Fni |)+ fFni (xi)} ≤ 1 2^m . Let Z_k = ⋃ m∈N ⋃ i∈I_{k,m}

B_{Fni} (x_i, ε). 14

Then μ(Z_k) = 1 and M(k, a + s, ε, Z_k, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ ∑ m∈N ∑ i∈I_{k,m}

e^{−(a+s)b(|Fni |)+ fFni (xi)} ≤ ∑ m∈N 1 2^m

≤ 1.

Let Z_ε = ⋂ k∈N Z_k. Then μ(Z_ε) = 1 and M(k, a + s, ε, Z_ε, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ M(k, a + s, ε, Z_k, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ 1, ∀k ∈ N.

This implies that P^B(ε, Z_ε, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ a + s. Hence

P^B_μ ({F_n} , f, b) = lim_{ε→0} lim_{δ→0} inf { P^B(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) : μ(Z) ≥ 1 − δ } ≤ a + s.

Letting s → 0, we have P^B_μ ({F_n} , f, b) ≤ P^{KB}_μ ({F_n} , f, b).

We shall prove CP^K_μ ({F_n} , f, b) ≥ CP_μ({F_n} , f, b). Let CP^K_μ ({F_n} , f, b) = a. Then for any s > 0, there exists ε^′ > 0 such that for any ε ∈ (0, ε^′), there exists δ_ε with lim inf

N→+∞

R_μ(N, a + s, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = 0, ∀δ ∈ (0, δ_ε). Fix δ ∈ (0, δ_ε). For any m ∈ N, we have lim inf

N→+∞

R_μ(N, a + s, ε, δ 2^m

, {F_n} , f, b) = 0.

Then for any m ∈ N, there exists a family { B_{Fkm} (x_i, ε) } i∈I_m such that μ( ⋃ i∈I_m

B_{Fkm} (x_i, ε)) ≥ 1 − δ 2^m and ∑

i∈I_m

e^{−(a+s)b(|Fkm |)+ fFkm (xi)} ≤ 1. Let Z_δ = ⋂ m∈N( ⋃ i∈I_m

B_{Fkm} (x_i, ε)). Then μ(Z_δ) ≥ 1 − δ and lim inf

N→+∞

R(N, a + s, ε, Z_δ, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ 1.

This implies that CP(ε, Z_δ, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ a + s. Hence

CP_μ({F_n} , f, b) = lim_{ε→0} lim_{δ→0} inf { CP(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) : μ(Z) ≥ 1 − δ } ≤ a + s.

Letting s → 0, the desired inequality follows.

We now prove that P^{KP}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) ≤ P^P_μ ({F_n} , f, b). Let P^{KP}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) > s. Then there exist ε^′ > 0 and δ^′ > 0 such that P^{KP}_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) > s, ∀ε ∈ (0, ε^′) and δ ∈ (0, δ^′). 15

This implies that M^P_μ (s, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞. For any Z ⊆ X with μ(Z) ≥ 1 − δ, if Z ⊆ ⋃ i Z_i, then μ( ⋃ i Z_i) ≥ 1 − δ. Thus ∞∑ i=1 M^P(s, ε, Z_i, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ M^P(s, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞.

Hence M^P(s, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞. It follows that

P^P_μ ({F_n} , f, b) = lim_{ε→0} lim_{δ→0} inf { P^P(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) : μ(Z) ≥ 1 − δ } ≥ s.

Then we have P^{KP}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) ≤ P^P_μ ({F_n} , f, b).

We shall show the inverse inequality. If P^P_μ ({F_n} , f, b) > s, then there exist ε^′ > 0 and δ^′ > 0 such that inf { P^P(ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) : μ(Z) ≥ 1 − δ } > s, ∀ε ∈ (0, ε^′) and δ ∈ (0, δ^′).

For any {Z_i}_{i≥1} with μ( ⋃ i Z_i) ≥ 1 − δ, we have

P^P(ε, ⋃ i Z_i, {F_n} , f, b) > s.

Then M^P(s, ε, ⋃ i Z_i, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞.

Thus_∞ ∑ i=1 M^P(s, ε, Z_i, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞.

Hence M^P_μ (s, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞.

This implies that P^{KP}_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ s.

Since ε and δ are arbitrary, we have P^{KP}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) ≥ P^P_μ ({F_n} , f, b).

With the help of Proposition 3.5, we can get the relationship among the above scaled measuretheoretic pressures.

Theorem 3.6. Let (X, G) be a TDS with a G-action and a Følner sequence {F_n} satisfying Condition 2.3. If f ∈ C(X, R) and μ ∈ M(X), then we have

P^{KB}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) = P^B_μ ({F_n} , f, b) ≤ P^{KP}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) = P^P_μ ({F_n} , f, b)

≤ CP^K_μ ({F_n} , f, b) ≤ CP_μ({F_n} , f, b).

Proof. We now prove P^{KP}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) ≤ CP^K_μ ({F_n} , f, b). The desired result then follows from Proposition 3.5.

Let P^{KP}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) > s > t > −∞. Then there exist ε^′ > 0 and δ^′ > 0 such that

P^{KP}_μ (ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) > s, ∀ε ∈ (0, ε^′) and δ ∈ (0, δ^′). 16

This implies that M^P_μ (s, ε, δ, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞. For any Z ⊆ X with μ(Z) ≥ 1 − δ, if Z ⊆ ⋃ i Z_i, then μ( ⋃ i Z_i) ≥ 1 − δ. Hence M^P(s, ε, Z, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞. Since {F_n} and b satisfy Condition 2.3, we assume that ∑ k≥1 e^{b(|Fk |)(t−s)} = M.

Hence for any N ∈ N, there exists a countable pairwise disjoint family { B_{Fni} (x_i, ε) } i such that

x_i ∈ Z, n_i ≥ N for all i and ∑ i e^{−sb(|Fni |)+ fFni (xi)} > M. For each k, let

m_k = {x_i : n_i = k} .

Then_∞ ∑ k=N ∑ x∈m_k

e^{fFk (x)}e^{−b(|Fk |)s} > M.

Thus there exists k ≥ N such that ∑ x∈m_k

e^{fFk (x)}e^{−b(|Fk |)t} ≥ 1 − e^{t−s}.

Taking a collection { B_{Fk} (y_i,^ε_2 ) } i∈I such that Z ⊆ ⋃ i∈I B_{Fk} (y_i,^ε_2 ). Then μ( ⋃ i∈I B_{Fk} (y_i,^ε_2 )) ≥ 1 − δ.

We can obtain that for any x_1, x_2 ∈ m_k, there exist y_1, y_2 with y_1 � y_2 such that x_i ∈ B_{Fk} (y_i,^ε_2 ), i = 1, 2. Then R_μ(k, t, ε 2 , δ, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ ∑ x∈m_k

e^{fFk (x)}e^{−b(|Fk |)t} ≥ 1 − e^{t−s} > 0.

Thus CP^{K′}_μ (ε/2, δ, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ t. Letting ε → 0 and δ → 0, we can get that CP^K_μ ({F_n} , f, b) ≥ t. Hence P^{KP}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) ≤ CP^K_μ ({F_n} , f, b).

Ma and Wen [13] showed that an analogue of Billingsley’s Theorem for the Hausdorff dimension. Tang et al. [18] extended this result to the Pesin-Pitskel topological pressure. Zhong and Chen [24] proved Billingsley’s Theorem for the packing pressure when G = Z. We shall generalize Billingsley’s Theorem for the scaled packing pressure with a G-action, which shows that the scaled packing pressure can be determined by the scaled measure-theoretic upper local pressure.

Theorem 3.7. Let (X, G) be a TDS with a G-action and a Følner sequence {F_n} satisfying Condition 2.3. If f ∈ C(X, R), μ ∈ M(X) and Z ⊂ X. Then for s ∈ R, the following properties hold:

(1) if P_μ({F_n} , f, b) ≤ s for all x ∈ Z, then P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ s; (2) if P_μ({F_n} , f, b) ≥ s for all x ∈ Z and μ(Z) > 0, then P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ s.

To prove Theorem 3.7, we need the following lemma (cf. [14, Theorem 2.1]).

Lemma 3.8. (5r-lemma) Let (X, d) be a compact metric space and B = {B(x_i, r_i)}_{i∈I} be a family of open (or closed) balls in X. Then there exists a finite or countable subfamily B^′ = {B(x_i, r_i)}_{i∈I}′ of pairwise disjoint balls in B such that ⋃ B∈B B ⊂ ⋃ i∈I^′

B(x_i, 5r_i). 17

Proof of Theorem 3.7. We now prove the first assertion. For a fixed β > s, let

Z_m = { x ∈ Z : lim sup_{n→+∞}

− log μ(B_{Fn} (x, ε)) + f_{Fn} (x)

b(|F_n|) ≤ β + s 2 , ∀ε ∈ (0, 1 m ) } . It is easy to see that Z =

⋃_∞

m=1 Z_m, since P_μ({F_n} , f, b) ≤ s for all x ∈ Z. Fix m ≥ 1 and ε ∈ (0,^1_m ). For each x ∈ Z_m, there exists N ∈ N such that

μ(B_{Fn} (x, ε)) ≥ e^{−b(|Fn |)( β+s2 )+ fFn (x)}, ∀n ≥ N. Let Z_{m,N} = { x ∈ Z_m : μ(B_{Fn} (x, ε)) ≥ e^{−b(|Fn |)( β+s2 )+ fFn (x)}, ∀n ≥ N } . For the above N, we can choose L large enough such that L >> N. For a finite or countable disjoint family F = { B_{Fni} (x_i, ε) } i with x_i ∈ Z_{m,N} and n_i ≥ L, we have b(|F_{ni} |) ≥ log L, since b and {F_n} satisfying Condition 2.3. Hence ∑ i e^{−b(|Fni |)β+ fFni (xi)} ≤ L^{−(β−s)/2} ∑ i e^{−b(|Fni |)[(β+s)/2]+ fFni (xi)}

≤ L^{−(β−s)/2} ∑ i μ(B_{Fni} (x_i, ε))

≤ L^{−(β−s)/2}.

Since F is arbitrary, it follows that

M^P(L, β, ε, Z_{m,N} , {F_n} , f, b) ≤ L^{−(β−s)/2}.

Hence M^P(β, ε, Z_{m,N} , {F_n} , f, b) = 0. It is easy to see that Z_m =

⋃_∞

N=1 Z_{m,N} . Then we have M^P(β, ε, Z_m, {F_n} , f, b) = 0. This implies that P^P(Z_m, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ β. Thus

P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b) = sup_m P^P(Z_m, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ β.

Since β is arbitrary, then we have P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ s.

We shall prove the second assertion. Fix β < s and let δ =^{s−β}_2 . Since P_μ({F_n} , f, b) ≥ s, there exists ε^′ > 0 such that

lim sup

n→+∞

− log μ(B_{Fn} (x, ε)) + f_{Fn} (x)

b(|F_n|)

> β + δ, ∀ε ∈ (0, ε^′).

For any E ⊆ Z with μ(E) > 0, we define

E_n = { x ∈ E : μ(B_{Fn} (x, ε)) < e^{−b(|Fn |)(β+δ)+ fFn (x)} } , n ∈ N.

Then we have E =

⋃_∞

n=N E_n for any N ∈ N. Fix N ∈ N, there exists n ≥ N such that

μ(E_n) ≥ 1 n(n + 1) μ(E).

Fix such n and let B = { B_{Fn} (x,^ε_5 ) : x ∈ E_n } . By Lemma 3.8 (using the metric d_{Fn} instead of d), there exists a finite pairwise disjoint family { B_{Fn} (x_i,^ε_5 ) } i∈I with x_i ∈ E_n such that

E_n ⊂ ⋃ x∈E_n

B_{Fn} (x, ε 5 ) ⊂ ⋃ i∈I B_{Fn} (x_i, ε).

Hence

M^P(N, β, ε 5 , E, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ M^P(N, β, ε 5 , E_n, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ ∑ i∈I e^{−b(|Fn |)β+ fFn (xi)}

= e^{b(|Fn |)δ} ∑ i∈I e^{−b(|Fn |)(β+δ)+ fFn (xi)} ≥ e^{b(|Fn |)δ} ∑ i∈I μ(B_{Fn} (x_i, ε))

≥ e^{b(|Fn |)δ}μ(E_n) ≥ e^{b(|Fn |)δ} μ(E) n(n + 1) . Since b and {F_n} satisfying Condition 2.3, we have

lim_{n→+∞} e^{b(|Fn |)δ} n(n + 1)

= +∞.

Hence M^P(β, ε 5 , E, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞.

Since E ⊆ Z and β < s are arbitrary, we have M^P(s,^ε_5 , Z, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞. It implies that

P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ P^P( ε 5 , Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ s.

Remark 3.9. Zhong and Chen [24] proved Theorem 3.7 when G = Z and b(|F_n|) = |F_n| for all n ∈ N.

Proposition 3.10. Let (X, G) be a TDS with a G-action and a Følner sequence {F_n} satisfying Condition 2.3. If f ∈ C(X, R) and μ ∈ M(X), then

P_μ({F_n} , f, b) ≤ P^{KP}_μ ({F_n} , f, b).

Proof. For any s < P_μ({F_n} , f, b), we can find ε, β > 0 and A ⊆ X with μ(A) > 0 such that

lim sup

n→+∞

− log μ(B_{Fn} (x, ε)) + f_{Fn} (x) b(|F_n|)

> β + s, ∀x ∈ A.

Fix δ ∈ (0, μ(A)), we shall show that

M^P_μ (s, ε 5 , δ, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞.

Let {Z_i}_{i∈I} be a countable family with μ( ⋃ i Z_i) > 1 − δ. It follows that

μ(A ∩ ⋃ i Z_i) ≥ μ(A) − δ > 0.

Hence there exists i such that μ(A ∩ Z_i) > 0. For such i, we define

E_n = { x ∈ A ∩ Z_i : μ(B_{Fn} (x, ε)) < e^{−b(|Fn |)(β+s)+ fFn (x)} } , n ∈ N.

It is clear that A ∩ Z_i =

⋃_∞

n=N E_n for each N ∈ N. Fix N ∈ N, then

∑_∞ n=N μ(E_n) ≥ μ(A ∩ Z_i). It follows that there exists n ≥ N such that

μ(E_n) ≥ 1 n(n + 1) μ(A ∩ Z_i).

Fix such n and let B = { B_{Fn} (x,^ε_5 ) : x ∈ E_n } . Then there exists a finite pairwise disjoint family { B_{Fn} (x_i,^ε_5 ) } i∈I with x_i ∈ E_n such that

E_n ⊂ ⋃ x∈E_n

B_{Fn} (x, ε 5 ) ⊂ ⋃ i∈I B_{Fn} (x_i, ε).

Hence

M^P(N, s, ε 5 , Z_i, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ M^P(N, s, ε 5 , A ∩ Z_i, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ M^P(N, s, ε 5 , E_n, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ ∑ i∈I e^{−b(|Fn |)s+ fFn (xi)} = e^{b(|Fn |)β} ∑ i∈I e^{−b(|Fn |)(β+s)+ fFn (xi)}

≥ e^{b(|Fn |)β} ∑ i∈I μ(B_{Fn} (x_i, ε)) ≥ e^{b(|Fn |)β}μ(E_n) ≥ e^{b(|Fn |)β} μ(E) n(n + 1) . Since b and {F_n} satisfy lim_{n→+∞} e^{b(|Fn |)β} n(n + 1)

= +∞,

we have M^P(s, ε 5 , Z_i, {F_n} , f, b) = lim_{N→+∞} M^P(N, s, ε 5 , Z_i, {F_n} , f, b) = +∞.

It follows that P_μ({F_n} , f, b) ≤ P^{KP}_μ ({F_n} , f, b).

4. Variational principle

In this section, we will prove the variational principle among the scaled packing topological pressure and other kinds of pressures.

Theorem 4.1. Let (X, G) be a TDS with a G-action and a Følner sequence {F_n} satisfying Condition 2.3. Suppose that f ∈ C(X, R), Z ⊂ X is a nonempty compace set. If P^P(Z, {F_n} , f ) > ‖ f ‖, where ‖ f ‖ := sup_{x∈X} | f (x)|, then

P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b) = sup{P_μ({F_n} , f, b) : μ ∈ M(X), μ(Z) = 1} = sup{P^P_μ ({F_n} , f, b) : μ ∈ M(X), μ(Z) = 1} = sup{P^{KP}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) : μ ∈ M(X), μ(Z) = 1}.

To prove Theorem 4.1, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Let Z ⊂ X, ε > 0 and s > ‖ f ‖. If b and {F_n} satisfy Condition 2.3 and M^P(s, ε, Z, {F_n}, f, b) = ∞, then for a given finite interval (a, b) ∈ [0, +∞) and N ∈ N, there exists a finite disjoint collection {B_{Fni} (x_i, ε)} such that x_i ∈ Z, n_i ≥ N and ∑ i e^{−sb(|Fni |)+ fFni (xi)} ∈ (a, b).

Proof. Let N_1 > N be large enough such that e^{b(|FN}1^{|)(‖ f ‖−s)} < b − a. Since M^P(s, ε, Z, {F_n}, f, b) = +∞, we have M^P(N_1, s, ε, Z, {F_n}, f, b) = +∞. Then there exists a finite disjoint collection {B_{Fni} (x_i, ε)} such that x_i ∈ Z, n_i ≥ N_1 and ∑ i e^{−sb(|Fni |)+ fFni (xi)} > b. Since

e^{−sb(|Fni |)+ fFn}i^{(xi)} ≤ e^{−sb(|Fni |)+b(|Fni |)‖ f ‖} ≤ e^{b(|Fni |)(‖ f ‖−s)} < b − a,

we can discard elements in this collection one by one until ∑ i e^{−sb(|Fni |)+ fFni (xi)} ∈ (a, b).

We now prove Theorem 4.1 by using the approach of Feng and Huang in [9]. Proof of Theorem 4.1. Using Proposition 3.5 and Proposition 3.10, we have

P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ sup{P^P_μ ({F_n} , f, b) : μ ∈ M(X), μ(Z) = 1} ≥ sup{P^{KP}_μ ({F_n} , f, b) : μ ∈ M(X), μ(Z) = 1} ≥ sup{P_μ({F_n} , f, b) : μ ∈ M(X), μ(Z) = 1}.

We shall prove the inequality

P^P(Z, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ sup{P_μ({F_n} , f, b) : μ ∈ M(X), μ(Z) = 1}.

For any s ∈ (‖ f ‖, P^P(Z, {F_n}, f, b)), we take ε small enough such that s < P^P(ε, Z, {F_n}, f, b). Fix t ∈ (s, P^P(ε, Z, {F_n}, f, b)). We will construct inductively the following four sequences: 1) a sequence of finite sets {K_i} with K_i ⊂ Z;

2) a sequence of finite measures {μ_i} with each μ_i being supported on K_i; 3) a sequence of positive numbers {γ_i};

4) a sequence of integer-valued functions {m_i} where m_i : K_i → N.

The construction is divided into three steps:

Step 1. Construct K_1, μ_1, m_1(·) and γ_1. Note that M^P(t, ε, Z, {F_n}, f, b) = +∞. Let H = ⋃ { J ⊂ X : J is open, M^P(t, ε, Z ∩ J, {F_n}, f, b) = 0 } . Then by the separability of X, H is a countable union of the open set U. It implies that M^P(t, ε, Z∩ H, {F_n}, f, b) = 0. Let Z^′ = Z \ H = Z ∩ (X \ H). We first show that for any open set J ⊂ X, either Z^′ ∩ J = ∅ or M^P(t, ε, Z^′ ∩ J, {F_n}, f, b) = 0.

Suppose that M^P(t, ε, Z^′ ∩ J, {F_n}, f, b) = 0. Since Z = Z^′ ∪ (Z ∩ H), we have

M^P(t, ε, Z ∩ J, {F_n}, f, b) ≤ M^P(t, ε, Z^′ ∩ J, {F_n}, f, b) + M^P(t, ε, Z ∩ H, {F_n}, f, b) = 0.

Thus J ⊂ H. It follows that Z^′ ∩ J = ∅. Since

M^P(t, ε, Z, {F_n}, f, b) ≤ M^P(t, ε, Z ∩ H, {F_n}, f, b) + M^P(t, ε, Z^′, {F_n}, f, b)

and M^P(t, ε, Z ∩ J, {F_n}, f, b) = 0, it holds that

M^P(t, ε, Z^′, {F_n}, f, b) = M^P(t, ε, Z, {F_n}, f, b) = +∞. 21

Thus M^P(s, ε, Z^′, {F_n}, f, b) = +∞.

Using Lemma 4.2, we can find a finite set K_1 ⊂ Z^′ and an integer-valued function m_1(x) on K_1 such that the collection {B_{Fm1 (x)} (x, ε)}_{x∈K1} is disjoint and ∑ x∈K_1

e^{b(|Fm1 (x)|)s+ fFm1 (x) (x)} ∈ (1, 2).

Define μ_1 = ∑ x∈K_1

e^{b(|Fm1 (x) |)s+ fFm}1^{(x) (x)}δ_x,

where δ_x denotes the Dirac measure at x. Take γ_1 > 0 small enough such that for any Z ∈ B(x, γ_1), we have (B(z, γ_1) ∪ B_{Fm1 (x)} (z, ε)) ∩ ( ⋃ y∈K_1\{x}

B(y, γ_1) ∪ B_{Fm1 (y)} (y, ε)) = ∅. (4.1)

Since K_1 ⊂ Z^′, we have

M^P(t, ε, Z ∩ B(x, γ_1/4), {F_n}, f, b) ≥ M^P(t, ε, Z^′ ∩ B(x, γ_1/4), {F_n}, f, b) > 0,

for any x ∈ K_1.

Step 2. Construct K_2, μ_2, m_2(·) and γ_2.

By (4.1), the elements of the family of balls {B(x, γ_1)}_{x∈K1} are pairwise disjoint. For each x ∈ K_1, since M^P(t, ε, Z ∩ B(x, γ_1/4), {F_n}, f, b) > 0, we can construct a finite set E_2(x) ⊂ Z ∩ B(x, γ_1/4) and integer-valued function

m_2(x) : E_2(x) → N ∩ [max{m_1(y) : y ∈ K_1}, +∞)

such that

(a) M^P(t, ε, Z ∩ J, {F_n}, f, b) > 0 for each open set J with J ∩ E_2(x) � ∅; (b) The elements in { B_{Fm2(y)} (y, ε) } y∈E_2 (x)

are disjoint and

μ_1({x}) < ∑ y∈E_2 (x)

e^{−b(|Fm2 (y)|)s+ fFm}2^{(y) (y)} < (1 + 2^{−2})μ_1({x}).

To see it, we fix x ∈ K_1 and denote F = Z ∩ B(x, γ_1/4). Let

H_x = ⋃ { J ⊂ X : J is open, M^P(t, ε, F ∩ J, {F_n}, f, b) = 0 } . Set F^′ = F \ H_x. Then by Step 1, we can show that

M^P(t, ε, F^′, {F_n}, f, b) = M^P(t, ε, F, {F_n}, f, b) > 0

and M^P(t, ε, F^′ ∩ J, {F_n}, f, b) > 0 for any open set J with J ∩ F^′ � ∅. Since s < t, we have M^P(s, ε, F^′, {F_n}, f, b) = +∞.

Using Lemma 4.2 again, we can find a finite set E_2 ⊂ F^′ and a map

m_2(x) : E_2(x) → N ∩ [max{m_1(y) : y ∈ K_1}, +∞) so that (b) holds. If J ∩ E_2(x) � ∅ and J is an open set, then J ∩ F^′ � ∅. Hence M^P(t, ε, Z ∩ J, {F_n}, f, b) ≥ M^P(t, ε, F^′ ∩ J, {F_n}, f, b) > 0.

Thus (a) holds. Since the elements of the family {B(x, γ_1)}_{x∈K1} are pairwise disjoint, E_2(x) ∩ E_2(y) = ∅ for different points x, y ∈ K_1. Define K_2 = ⋃ x∈K_1 E2(x) and

μ_2 = ∑ x∈K_2

e^{b(|Fm2 (x) |)s+ fFm}2^{(x) (x)}δ_x.

By (4.1) and (b), the elements in {B_{Fm2 (x)} (x, ε)}_{x∈K2} are pairwise disjoint. Hence we can take γ_2 ∈ (0, γ_1/4) small enough such that for any x ∈ K_2 and the function z : K_2 → X with d(x, z(x)) ≤ γ_2, we have

(B(z(x), γ_2) ∪ B_{Fm2 (x)} (z(x), ε)) ∩ ( ⋃ y∈K_2\{x}

B(z(y), γ_2) ∪ B_{Fm2 (y)} (z(y), ε)) = ∅.

Since x ∈ K_2, there exists y ∈ K_1 such that x ∈ E_2(y). By (a), we have M^P(t, ε, Z ∩ B(x, γ_2/4), {F_n}, f, b) > 0, for each x ∈ K_2.

Step 3. Assume that K_i, μ_i, m_i(·) and γ_i have been constructed, for i = 1, 2, · · · , p. In particular, suppose that for any x ∈ K_p and the function z : K_p → X with d(x, z(x)) < γ_p, (B(z(x), γ_p) ∪ B_{Fmp (x)} (z(x), ε)) ∩ ( ⋃ y∈K_p\{x}

B(z(y), γ_p) ∪ B_{Fmp (y)} (z(y), ε)) = ∅ (4.2)

and M^P(t, ε, Z ∩ B(x, γ_p/4), {F_n}, f, b) > 0. We shall construct K_{p+1}, μ_{p+1}, m_{p+1}(·) and γ_{p+1} in a way being similar to Step 2.

Note that the elements in {B(x, γ_p)}_{x∈Kp} are pairwise disjoint. Since M^P(t, ε, Z ∩ B(x, γ_p/4), {F_n}, f, b) > 0, for each x ∈ K_p, we can construct as in Step 2, a finite set E_{p+1}(x) ⊂ Z ∩ B(x, γ_p/4) and an integer-valued function m_{p+1}(x) : E_{p+1}(x) → N ∩ [max{m_p(y) : y ∈ K_p}, +∞), such that

(c) M^P(t, ε, Z ∩ J, {F_n}, f ) > 0, for each open set J with J ∩ E_{p+1}(x) � ∅. (d) The elements in { B_{Fmp+1 (y)} (y, ε) } y∈E_{p+1} (x)

are disjoint, and

μ_p({x}) < ∑ y∈E_{p+1} (x)

e^{−b(|Fmp+1 (y)|)s+ fFmp+1 (y) (y)} < (1 + 2^{−p−1})μ_p({x}). 23

It is easy to see that E_{p+1}(x) ∩ E_{p+1}(y) = ∅ for any x, y ∈ K_p with x � y. Define K_{p+1} = ⋃ x∈K_p

E_{p+1}(x) and μ_{p+1} = ∑ x∈K_{p+1}

e^{b(|Fmp+1 (x)|)s+ fFmp+1 (x) (x)}δ_x.

By (4.2) and (d), the elements in {B_{Fmp+1 (x)} (x, ε)}_{x∈Kp+1} are pairwise disjoint. Hence we can take γ_{p+1} ∈ (0, γ_p/4) small enough such that for any x ∈ K_{p+1} and the function z : K_{p+1} → X with d(x, z(x)) ≤ γ_{p+1}, we have

(B(z(x), γ_{p+1}) ∪ B_{Fmp+1 (x)} (z(x), ε)) ∩ ( ⋃ y∈K_{p+1}\{x}

B(z(y), γ_{p+1}) ∪ B_{Fmp+1 (y)} (z(y), ε)) = ∅.

Since x ∈ K_{p+1}, there exists y ∈ K_p such that x ∈ E_{p+1}(y). Thus by (c), M^P(t, ε, Z ∩ B(x, γ_{p+1}/4), {F_n}, f, b) > 0, for each x ∈ K_{p+1}.

We summarize their properties as follow:

(e) For each i, the family F_i = {B(x, γ_i) : x ∈ K_i} is disjoint. For every B ∈ F_{i+1}, there exists x ∈ K_i such that B ⊂ B(x, γ_i/2);

(f) For each x ∈ K_i and x^′ ∈ B(x, γ_i), B_{Fmi (x)} (x^′, ε) ∩ ⋃ y∈K_i\{x}

B(y, γ_i) = ∅ (4.3) and μ_i(B(x, γ_i)) = e^{−b(|Fmi (x) |)s+ fFmi(x) (x)} ≤ ∑ y∈E_{i+1} (x)

e^{−b(|Fmi+1 (y)|)s+ fFmi+1 (y) (y)} ≤ (1 + 2^{−i−1})μ_i(B(x, γ_i)), (4.4) where E_{i+1}(x) = B(x, γ_i) ∩ K_{i+1}.

By (4.4), for any F_i ∈ F_i, we have μ(F_i) ≤ μ_{i+1}(F_i) = ∑ F∈F_{i+1} :F⊂F_i

μ_{i+1}(F) ≤ ∑ F∈F_{i+1} :F⊂F_i

(1 + 2^{−i−1})μ_i(F)

= (1 + 2^{−i−1}) ∑ F∈F_{i+1} :F⊂F_i

μ_i(F)

≤ (1 + 2^{−i−1})μ_i(F_i).

Using the above inequality repeatedly, we have for any j > i,

μ_i(F_i) ≤ μ_j(F_i) ≤ j∏ n=i+1

(1 + 2^{−n})μ_i(F_i) ≤ Cμ_i(F_i), ∀F_i ∈ F_i, (4.5) 24 where C =

∏_j

n=i+1(1 + 2

−n) < +∞.

Let μ̂ be a limit point of {μ_i} in a weak^∗ topology. Let

K^∗ = ∞⋂ n=1 ⋃ i≥n K_i = lim_{n→+∞} ⋃ i≥n K_i.

Then μ̂ is supported on K^∗. K^∗ ⊂ Z and for any i ∈ N, K^∗ ⊂ ⋃ x∈K_i B(x, γi). By (4.5),

e^{−b(|Fmi (x) |)s+ fFm}i^{(x) (x)} = μ_i(B(x, γ_i)) ≤ μ̂(B(x, γ_i)) ≤ Cμ_i(B(x, γ_i)) = Ce^{−b(|Fmi (x)|)s+ fFmi (x) (x)}, ∀x ∈ K_i.

In particular, 1 ≤ ∑ x∈K_1

μ_1(B(x, γ_1)) ≤ ∑ x∈K_1

μ̂(B(x, γ_1)) = μ̂(K^∗) ≤ ∑ x∈K_1

Cμ_1(B(x, γ_1)) ≤ 2C.

By (4.3), for every x ∈ K_i and x^′ ∈ B(x, γ_i), μ̂(B_{Fmi (x)} (x^′, ε)) ≤ μ̂(B(x, γ_i)) ≤ Ce^{−b(|Fmi (x) |)s+ fFmi(x) (x)}.

For each x^′ ∈ K^∗ and i ∈ N, there exists x ∈ K_i such that x^′ ∈ B(x, γ_i). Thus μ̂(B_{Fmi (x)} (x^′, ε)) ≤ Ce^{−b(|Fmi (x) |)s+ fFmi(x) (x)}.

Let μ = μ̂/μ̂(K^∗). Then μ ∈ M(x) and μ(K^∗) = 1. Moreover, for all x^′ ∈ K^∗, there exists a sequence {k_i}_{i≥1} with k_i → +∞ such that

μ(B_{Fki} (x^′, ε)) ≤

Ce^{−b(|Fki |)s+ fFki (x′)} μ̂(K^∗) . It implies that − log^{μ̂(K∗)}_C − log μ(B_{Fki} (x^′, ε)) + f_{Fki} (x^′) b(|F_{ki} |)

≥ s.

Letting k_i → +∞, we get P_μ({F_n} , f, b) > s.

Remark 4.3. Theorem 4.1 was proved by Dou et al. in [8] where f = 0 and b(|F_n|) = |F_n| for all n ∈ N. Later Ding et al. [6] proved the theorem when b(|F_n|) = |F_n| for all n ∈ N.

5. Scaled packing pressures for the set of generic points

We know that there always exists a T -invariant Borel probability measure for a TDS with a Z-action. This consequence is not necessarily true for all groups G acting on X, but a known result says that there always exists a G-invariant Borel probability measure when a group G is amenable. For more detail of amenable group actions, one can refer to [5, 7, 9].

For amenable group actions, the generic point is defined based on measure and the Følner sequence. Let {F_n} be a Følner sequence and μ ∈ M(X, G). A point x ∈ X is called a generic point of μ (with respect to {F_n}) if lim_{n→+∞} 1 |F_n| ∑ g∈F_n

f (gx) = ∫ X f (x) dμ, ∀ f ∈ C(X, R). 25

The set of generic points of μ (with respect to {F_n}) is denoted by X_μ.

If μ ∈ E(X, G) and {F_n} is a tempered Følner sequence, then μ(X_μ) = 1. In fact, let { f_i} be a countable dense subset of C(X, R). We denote

X_i = x ∈ X : lim_{n→+∞} 1 |F_n| ∑ g∈F_n

f_i(gx) = ∫ X f_i(x) dμ .

By the pointwise ergodic theorem, μ(X_i) = 1. Hence X_μ =

⋂_∞

i=1 X_i has a full measure.

In this section, our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Let (X, G) be a TDS with a G-action and a Følner sequence {F_n} satisfying Condition 2.3. Suppose that f ∈ C(X, R), μ ∈ E(X, G), {F_n} is a tempered Følner sequence in G and lim_{n→∞}

|F_n| b(|F_n|)

= 1, (5.1)

then we have P^P(X_μ, {F_n} , f, b) = h_μ(X) + ∫ X f dμ, (5.2)

where h_μ(X) denotes the measure-theoretic entropy.

Remark 5.2. In 1973, Bowen [3] proved a variational principle of entropies on the set of generic points when μ is ergodic. Pesin and Pitskel [15] extended this result to topological pressure. Zhong and Chen [24] proved equation (5.2) where G = Z and b(|F_n|) = |F_n| for all n ∈ N. Ding et al. [6] showed equation (5.2) holds where b(|F_n|) = |F_n| for all n ∈ N.

Let F ∈ F(G) and C ⊂ M(X). We denote

X_{F,C} = {x ∈ X : ξ_F (x) ∈ C},

where ξ_F (x) =^1_{|F|} ∑ g∈F δ_{gx} and δ_x is the Dirac measure at x ∈ X. A subset E ⊂ X is said to be an (F, ε)-separated if for any x � y ∈ E, d(hx, hy) > ε for any h ∈ F.

To prove Theorem 5.1, we need the following three lemmas.

Lemma 5.3. [21, Lemma 4.2] Let {F_n} be a Følner sequence and μ ∈ M(X, G). Suppose that C ⊂ M(X) is a neighbourhood of μ, f ∈ C(X, R) and

N_f (C; F_n, ε) := sup_E ∑ x∈E e^{fFn (x)},

where the supremum is taken over all (F_n, ε)-separated sets E ⊂ X_{Fn ,C}. Then

lim_{ε→0} inf_C lim sup

n→+∞ 1 |F_n| log N_f (C; F_n, ε) ≤ h_μ(X) + ∫ X f dμ.

The following result holds without the property of ergodic and the condition (5.1). Lemma 5.4. Let (X, G) be a TDS with a G-action and a Følner sequence {F_n} satisfying Condition 2.3. If f ∈ C(X, R) and μ ∈ M(X, G), then

P^P(X_μ, {F_n} , f, b) ≤ h_μ(X) + ∫ X f dμ. 26

Proof. For any neighbourhood C ⊂ M(X) of μ and m ∈ N, let

X^m_μ = {x ∈ X_μ : ξ_{Fn} (x) ∈ C, ∀n ≥ m}.

Then X_μ =

⋃_∞ m=1 X^m_μ and X^m_μ ⊂ X_{Fn ,C} for all n ≥ m. Fix m ∈ N. Let α < β < P^P(X^m_μ , {F_n}, f, b).

Then there exists ε^′ > 0 such that P^P(ε, X^m_μ , {F_n}, f, b) > β for all ε ∈ (0, ε^′). It follows that

M^P(β, ε, X^m_μ , {F_n}, f, b) ≥ M^P(β, ε, X^m_μ , {F_n}, f, b) = +∞.

Thus M^P(N, β, ε, X^m_μ , {F_n}, f, b) = +∞, ∀N ∈ N.

Since b and {F_n} satisfy Condition 2.3,

∑_∞

n=1 e^{b(|Fn |)(α−β)} converges. Let

∑_∞ n=1 e^{b(|Fn |)(α−β)} = M.

Then for a given number N ≥ m, we can find a finite or countable pairwise disjoint family { B_{Fni} (x_i, ε) } i such that x_i ∈ X^m_μ , n_i ≥ N and ∑ i e^{−βb(|Fni |)+ fFn}i^{(xi)} > M.

For each k ≥ N, let X^{m,k}_μ = {x_i ∈ X^m_μ : n_i = k}.

Then_∞ ∑ k=N (e^{−βb(|Fk |)} ∑ x∈X^{m,k}_μ

e^{fFk (x)}) = ∑ i e^{−βb(|Fni |)+ fFni (xi)} > M.

It is not hard to see that there exists k ≥ N with ∑ x∈X^{m,k}_μ

e^{fFk (x)} ≥ e^{b(|Fk |)α}(1 − e^{α−β}).

Since X^{m,k}_μ is a (F_k, ε)-separated set of X_{Fk ,C}, we have

N_f (C; F_k, ε) ≥ e^{b(|Fk |)α}(1 − e^{α−β}).

Thus lim sup

n→+∞ 1 |F_n| log N_f (C; F_n, ε) ≥ α.

Since ε ∈ (0, ε^′) and C ∋ μ are arbitrary, we have

lim_{ε→0} inf_C lim sup

n→+∞ 1 |F_n| log N_f (C; F_n, ε) ≥ α.

Using Lemma 5.3, we have h_μ(X) + ∫ X f dμ ≥ α.

Thus h_μ(X) + ∫ X f dμ ≥ P^P(X^m_μ , {F_n}, f, b). 27

By Proposition 2.6, It follows that

h_μ(X) + ∫ X f dμ ≥ P^P(X_μ, {F_n}, f, b) = sup_m P^P(X^m_μ , {F_n}, f, b).

Lemma 5.5. Let (X, G) be a TDS with a G-action and a Følner sequence {F_n}. Then for any f ∈ C(X) and any nonempty compact subset K ⊆ X,

P^B(K, {F_n}, f, b) ≥ sup { P_μ(K, {F_n} , f, b) : μ ∈ M(X), μ(K) = 1 } . Proof. We first show that for s ∈ R, if P_μ(x, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ s for all x ∈ Z and μ(Z) ≥ 0,then P^B(Z, {F_n}, f, b) ≥ s.

Fix β > 0. For each m ≥ 1, put

Z_m = { x ∈ Z : lim inf_{n→+∞}

− log μ(B_{Fn} (x, ε)) + f_{Fn} (x) b(|F_n|)

> s − β, ∀ε ∈ ( 0, 1 m ]} . Since − log μ(B_{Fn} (x, ε)) + f_{Fn} (x) b(|F_n|) increases when ε decreases, if follows that

Z_m = { x ∈ Z : lim inf_{n→+∞}

− log μ(B_{Fn} (x, ε)) + f_{Fn} (x)

b(|F_n|)

> s − β, ε = 1 m } . Then Z_m ⊂ Z_{m+1} and

⋃_∞

m=1 Z_m = Z. So by the continuity of the measure, we have

lim_{m→∞} μ(Z_m) = μ(Z).

Take M ≥ 1 with μ(Z_M ) ≥^1_2 μ(Z). For every N ≥ 1, put

Z_{M,N} = { x ∈ Z_M :

− log μ(B_{Fn} (x, ε)) + f_{Fn} (x) b(|F_n|)

> s − β, ∀n ≥ N, ε ∈ ( 0, 1 M ]}

= { x ∈ Z_M :

− log μ(B_{Fn} (x, ε)) + f_{Fn} (x) b(|F_n|)

> s − β, ∀n ≥ N, ε = 1 M } . Thus Z_{M,N} ⊂ Z_{M,N+1} and

⋃_∞

N=1 Z_{M,N} = Z_M . Now we can find N^∗ ≥ 1 such that μ(Z_{M,N}∗ ) > 1 2 μ(Z_M ) > 0. For every x ∈ Z_{M,N}∗ , n ≥ N^∗, and 0 < ε <^1_M , we have

μ(B_{Fn} (x, ε)) ≤ e^{−b(|Fn |)(s−β)+ fFn (x)}.

Let F = { B_{Fni} (y_i,^ε_2 ) } i≥1 be an open cover of Z_{M,N}∗ such that Z_{M,N}∗ ⊂

⋃_∞ i=1 B_{Fni} (y_i,^ε_2 ) and

Z_{M,N}∗ ∩ B_{Fni} (y_i, ε 2 ) � ∅, n_i ≥ N^∗, ∀i ≥ 1, and 0 < ε < 1 M . For each i ≥ 1, there exists x_i ∈ Z_{M,N}∗ ∩ B_{Fni} (y_i,^ε_2 ). Hence we have

B_{Fni} (y_i, ε 2 ) ⊂ B_{Fni} (x_i, ε) 28 by the triangle inequality. It follows that ∑ i≥1 e^{−b(|Fni |)(s−β)+ fFni (yi, ε2 )} ≥ ∑ i≥1 e^{−b(|Fni |)(s−β)+ fFni (xi)} ≥ ∑ i≥1 μ(B_{Fni} (x_i, ε)) ≥ μ(Z_{M,N}∗ ) ≥ 0.

Thus M(N, s − β, ε 2 , Z_{M,N}∗ , {F_n} , f, b) ≥ μ(Z_{M,N}∗ ) > 0.

This implies that P^B(Z, {F_n}, f, b) ≥ P^B(Z_{M,N}∗ , {F_n}, f, b) ≥ s − β. Since β is arbitrary, we get P^B(Z, {F_n}, f, b) ≥ s. For any δ > 0 and μ ∈ M(X) with μ(K) = 1, the set

K_δ = { x ∈ K : P_μ(x, {F_n} , f, b) ≥ P_μ(K, {F_n} , f, b) − δ } has positive measure in μ. Then by the above discussion, we have

P^B(K_δ, {F_n}, f, b) ≥ P_μ(K, {F_n} , f, b) − δ.

Since K_δ ⊂ K, we have P^B(K, {F_n}, f, b) ≥ P_μ(K, {F_n} , f, b) − δ. The arbitrariness of δ and μ imply that

P^B(K, {F_n}, f, b) ≥ sup { P_μ(K, {F_n} , f, b) : μ ∈ M(X), μ(K) = 1 } .

We now prove Theorem 5.1 according to the above lemmas. Proof of Theorem 5.1. We shall show that

h_μ(X) + ∫ X f dμ ≤ P^P(X_μ, {F_n}, f, b).

The theorem then follows from Lemma 5.4. By Lemma 5.5, we have

P^B(X_μ, {F_n}, f, b) ≥ P_μ(X_μ, {F_n} , f, b).

Since lim_{n→∞}^{|Fn |}_{b(|Fn |)} = 1, by Theorem 3.1 in [23], it follows that

P^B(X_μ, {F_n}, f, b) ≥ ∫ X_μ

lim_{ε→0} lim inf

n→+∞

− log μ(B_{Fn} (x, ε)) + f_{Fn} (x) b(|F_n|) dμ = ∫ X_μ

lim_{ε→0} lim inf

n→+∞

− log μ(B_{Fn} (x, ε)) + f_{Fn} (x) |F_n| dμ ≥ ∫ X_μ

lim_{ε→0} lim inf

n→+∞

− log μ(B_{Fn} (x, ε))

|F_n| dμ + ∫ X_μ

lim_{n→+∞} f_{Fn} (x) |F_n| dμ ≥ h_μ(X) + ∫ X_μ

lim_{n→+∞} f_{Fn} (x) |F_n| dμ = h_μ(X) + ∫ X f dμ.

Then combining with Lemma 2.7, we get the desired inequality. 29

Acknowledgments

The research is supported by NNSF of China (Grant No.12201120). The authors would like to thank the anonymous referees for their valuable comments and suggestions.

Conflict of interests

On behalf of all authors, the corresponding author states that there is no conflict of interests.

References

[1] R. Adler, A. Konheim, and M. McAndrew, Topological entropy. Trans. Am. Math. Soc., 114(2):309–319, 1965. [2] R. Bowen, Entropy for group endomorphisms and homogeneous spaces. Trans. Am. Math. Soc., 153:401–414, 1971.

[3] R. Bowen, Topological entropy for noncompact sets. Trans. Am. Math. Soc., 184:125–136, 1973. [4] H. Chen and Z. Li, Scaled packing entropy for amenable group actions. Banach J. Math. Anal., 17, 50, 2023. [5] A. Danilenko, Entropy theory from the orbital point of view. Monatsh. Math., 134(2):121–141, 2001. [6] Z. Ding, E. Chen and X. Zhou, Packing topological pressure for amenable group actions. arXiv:2405.15212. [7] A. Dooley, V. Golodets, G. Zhang, Sub-additive ergodic theorems for countable amenable groups. J. Funct. Anal., 267(5):1291–1320, 2014.

[8] D. Dou, D. Zheng, and X. Zhou, Packing topological entropy for amenable group actions. Ergod. Theory Dyn.

Syst., 43(2):480–514, 2023.

[9] D. Feng and W. Huang, Variational principles for topological entropies of subsets. J. Funct. Anal., 263(8):2228– 2254, 2012.

[10] X. Huang, Z. Li and Y. Zhou, A variational principle of topological pressure on subsets for amenable group actions. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst., 40(5):2687–2703, 2020.

[11] A. Katok, Lyapunov exponents, entropy and periodic orbits for diffeomorphisms. Publ.math.IHES, 51(1):137–173, 1980.

[12] J. Li and S. Tu, Dynamical intricacy and average sample complexity of amenable group actions. Sci. China Math., 65:1247–1266, 2022.

[13] J. Ma and Z. Wen, A Billingsley type theorem for Bowen entropy. C.R. Math., 346(9):503–507, 2008. [14] P. Mattila, Geometry of Sets and Measures in Euclidean Spaces. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1995. [15] Y. Pesin and B. Pitskel, Topological pressure and the variational principle for noncompact sets. Funct. Anal.

Appl., 18(4):307–318, 1984.

[16] Y. Pesin, Dimension Theory in Dynamical Systems (Contemporary Views and Applications) (Chicago Lectures in Mathematics). University of Chicago Press, Chicago, IL, 1997.

[17] D. Ruelle, Statistical mechanics on a compact set with z^v action satisfying expansiveness and specification. Trans.

Am. Math. Soc., 185:237–251, 1973.

[18] X. Tang, W. Cheng and Y. Zhao, Variational principle for topological pressures on subsets. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 424(2):1272–1285, 2015.

[19] P. Walters, An introduction to ergodic theory. [Graduate texts in mathematics, Vol. 79]. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1982.

[20] T. Wang, Some notes on topological and measure-theoretic entropy. Qual. Theory Dyn. Syst., 20(1):1–13, 2021. [21] R. Zhang, Topological Pressure of Generic Points for Amenable Group Actions. J Dyn Diff Equat, 30(4):1583– 1606, 2018.

[22] Y. Zhao and Y. Pesin, Scaled Entropy for Dynamical Systems. J. Stat. Phys. 158:447–475, 2015. [23] D. Zheng, E, Chen, Topological entropy of sets of generic points for actions of amenable groups. Sci. China Math.

61:869–880, 2018.

[24] X. Zhong and Z. Chen, Variational principle for topological pressures on subsets. Nonlinearity, 36:1168–1191, 2023.