arXiv:2110.05108v2 [math.DS] 28 Oct 2021

CONTINUITY OF ISOMORPHISMS APPLIED TO RIGIDITY PROBLEMS OF ENTROPY SPECTRA

KATSUKUNI NAKAGAWA

Abstract. For a fixed topological Markov shift, we consider measure-preserving dynamical systems of Gibbs measures for 2-locally constant functions on the shift. We also consider isomorphisms between two such systems. We study the set of all 2-locally constant functions f on the shift such that all those isomorphisms defined on the system associated with f are induced from automorphisms of the shift. We prove that this set contains a full-measure open set of the space of all 2-locally constant functions on the shift. We apply this result to rigidity problems of entropy spectra and show that the strong non-rigidity occurs if and only if so does the weak non-rigidity.

1. Introduction

Let X_1 and X_2 be topological spaces. Let also T_i : X_i → X_i be a continuous map and μ_i a T_i-invariant Borel probability measure on X_i, for i ∈ {1, 2}. Recall the following definition: Definition 1.1. The two systems (X_1, T_1, μ_1) and (X_2, T_2, μ_2) are said to be isomorphic if there exist two Borel sets Y_1 ⊂ X_1, Y_2 ⊂ X_2 and a bijection Φ : Y_1 → Y_2 such that the following four conditions hold:

• For i ∈ {1, 2}, T_i(Y_i) ⊂ Y_i and μ_i(Y_i) = 1.

• Both Φ : Y_1 → Y_2 and Φ^{−1} : Y_2 → Y_1 are Borel measurable. • Φ ∘ T_1 = T_2 ∘ Φ on Y_1. • μ_1 = μ_2 ∘ Φ.

The map Φ : Y_1 → Y_2 in Definition 1.1 is called an isomorphism from (X_1, T_1, μ_1) to (X_2, T_2, μ_2). For two isomorphisms Φ : Y_1 → Y_2 and Ψ : Z_1 → Z_2 from (X_1, T_1, μ_1) to (X_2, T_2, μ_2), we call Ψ is a restriction of Φ if Z_1 ⊂ Y_1 and Φ|_{Z1} = Ψ. A homeomorphism τ : X_1 → X_2 is called a topological conjugacy from (X_1, T_1) to (X_2, T_2) if τ ∘ T_1 = T_2 ∘ τ on X_1. We give the following definition:

Definition 1.2. The two systems (X_1, T_1, μ_1) and (X_2, T_2, μ_2) are said to be equivalent if there exists a topological conjugacy τ from (X_1, T_1) to (X_2, T_2) such that μ_1 = μ_2 ∘ τ.

Clearly, two equivalent systems are isomorphic. In this paper, we focus on the situation in which the converse holds, for a topological Markov shift.

Let N ≥ 2 be an integer and A an N × N zero-one matrix. We set

Σ^+_A = {ω = (ω_n)_{n∈N∪{0}} ∈ {1, . . . , N}^{N∪{0}} : A_{ωnωn+1} = 1, n ∈ N ∪ {0}} and define the metric d on Σ^+_A by

d(ω, ω^′) = ∞� n=0 |ω_n − ω^′_n|

2^n . 2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 37A35, 37B10, 37B40.

Key words and phrases. Isomorphism of measure-preserving systems, Continuity of isomorphisms, Gibbs measures, Entropy spectra, Rigidities of entropy spectra. 1

Then, Σ^+_A is a compact metric space and the shift map σ_A : Σ^+_A → Σ^+_A defined by (σ_Aω)_n = ω_{n+1}, n ∈ N ∪ {0}

is a continuous map. We call the topological dynamical system (Σ^+_A, σ_A) a (one-sided) topological Markov shift and A the transition matrix of the shift. We say that A is primitive if there exists a positive integer k such that all entries of the power A^k are positive. A topological conjugacy from (Σ^+_A, σ_A) to itself is called an automorphism of Σ^+_A. For a Hölder continuous function f : Σ^+_A → R, we denote by μ_f the (unique) Gibbs measure for f (see Section 2 for the definition of a Gibbs measure). Let C be a set consisting of real-valued Hölder continuous functions on Σ^+_A. As in [6], for f ∈ C, we define the subset [ f ]_3 of C by [ f ]_3 = {g ∈ C : (Σ^+_A, σ_A, μ_f ) and (Σ^+_A, σ_A, μ_g) are isomorphic}.

Moreover, we consider the following property (P) of f : (P) For any g ∈ [ f ]_3 and isomorphism Φ from (Σ^+_A, σ_A, μ_f ) to (Σ^+_A, σ_A, μ_g), there exist a restriction Ψ of Φ and an automorphism Ψ̄ of Σ^+_A such that Ψ̄ is a unique continuous extension of Ψ to Σ^+_A.

We set C_0 = { f ∈ C : f satisfies the property (P)}.

We denote by L_2(Σ^+_A, R) the set of all real-valued 2-locally constant functions on Σ^+_A (see Section 2 for the definition of a 2-locally constant function). Then, L_2(Σ^+_A, R) is a finitedimensional real vector space, and hence, becomes a real analytic manifold in a natural way. We denote by Leb the Lebesgue measure on L_2(Σ^+_A, R). In this paper, we consider whether the set C_0 is (topologically or measure-theoretically) large or not when C = L_2(Σ^+_A, R). The following theorem is the main result of this paper and shows that the set C_0 is both topologically and measure-theoretically large.

Theorem 1.3. Let A be an arbitrary primitive zero-one matrix of size N(≥ 2) and let C = L_2(Σ^+_A, R). Then, C_0 contains an open set G of C such that Leb(C \ G) = 0.

Notice that the set G is dense in C if Leb(C \ G) = 0.

We apply Theorem 1.3 to rigidity problems of entropy spectra. We recall the definition of the entropy spectrum of a σ_A-invariant Borel probability measure on Σ^+_A.

Definition 1.4. Let μ be a σ_A-invariant Borel probability measure on Σ^+_A. We set

E_α = � ω ∈ Σ^+_A : lim_{n→∞} − 1 n log μ � ω^′ ∈ Σ^+_A : ω_k = ω^′_k, k = 0, . . . , n − 1 � = α �

for α ∈ R and define the function E^{(μ)} : R → R by E^{(μ)}(α) = h(σ_A|E_α).

Here, for Z ⊂ Σ^+_A, we denote by h(σ_A|Z) the topological entropy of Z. The function E^{(μ)} is called the entropy spectrum of μ.

In general, the entropy spectrum E^{(μ)} has a wealth of information about the measure μ, and a rigidity is a phenomenon that the measure μ is ‘recovered’ from its entropy spectrum E^{(μ)}. However, in this paper, we consider ‘non-rigidity’ phenomena. See [1], [4] and [5] for rigidity problems of dimension spectra on one-dimensional piecewise linear Markov maps.

Let C = L_2(Σ^+_A, R). Again as in [6], for f ∈ C, we define the two subsets [ f ]_1 and [ f ]_2 of C by [ f ]_1 = {g ∈ C : E^{(μ f )} = E^{(μg)}}, [ f ]_2 = {g ∈ C : (Σ^+_A, σ_A, μ_f ) and (Σ^+_A, σ_A, μ_g) are equivalent}.

Recall that two Hölder continuous functions f, g : Σ^+_A → R are said to be cohomologous with a constant if f − g = φ ∘ σ_A − φ + c holds for some Hölder continuous φ : Σ^+_A → R and c ∈ R. If two Hölder continuous functions f, g : Σ^+_A → R are cohomologous with a constant, then μ_f = μ_g, and hence, [ f ]_i = [g]_i for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Moreover, for f ∈ C, it holds that

[ f ]_2 ⊂ [ f ]_3 ⊂ [ f ]_1. (1)

Indeed, [ f ]_2 ⊂ [ f ]_3 is obvious and [ f ]_3 ⊂ [ f ]_1 follows from [6, Theorem 3.1] which states that two isomorphic systems of Gibbs measures have the same entropy spectrum. We set

C_{iso}-_{rigid} = { f ∈ C : [ f ]_1 = [ f ]_3}, C_{equi}-_{rigid} = { f ∈ C : [ f ]_1 = [ f ]_2}

and consider the following two non-rigidity phenomena:

(SNR) The complement C \ C_{iso}-_{rigid} contains an open set G of C such that Leb(C \ G) = 0.

(WNR) The complement C \ C_{equi}-_{rigid} contains an open set G of C such that Leb(C \ G) = 0.

We call the non-rigidity (SNR) (resp., (WNR)) the strong (resp., weak) non-rigidity. Notice that (1) implies C_{equi}-_{rigid} ⊂ C_{iso}-_{rigid}. (2)

Hence, if (SNR) occurs, then so does (WNR). In fact, the converse also holds, and hence, we obtain the following theorem:

Theorem 1.5. Let A be an arbitrary primitive zero-one matrix of size N(≥ 2) and let C = L_2(Σ^+_A, R). Then, the strong non-rigidity (SNR) occurs if and only if the weak non-rigidity (WNR) occurs.

The ‘if’ part of Theorem 1.5 is a direct consequence of Theorem 1.3. For the sake of completeness, we present the proof of Theorem 1.5, in Section 5 of this paper. Moreover, in the same section, using (the ‘if’ part of) Theorem 1.5, we show that the strong non-rigidity (SNR) occurs when

A = � � � � � � 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0

� � � � � � . (3)

An analogue of Theorem 1.3 was proved by [6, Lemma 5.7] for A such that at most one row of A has only one non-zero entry. However, the matrix A in (3) does not satisfy this condition since the third and fourth rows have only one non-zero entry. Therefore, the strong non-rigidity (SNR) for A in (3) does not follow from the result of [6]. The non-rigidity phenomena strongly depend on the size N of A. See [6, Section 5] for the explanation of the role of N in rigidity problems.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give preliminary definitions and basic facts. Especially, the construction of Gibbs measures via transfer operators is reviewed. In Section 3, we give a sufficient condition for an isomorphism between two systems of Gibbs measures for 2-locally constant functions to be induced from a topological conjugacy (Theorem 3.1). This condition is essential to the proof of Theorem 1.3, the main result of this paper. In Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.3. In Section 5, we prove Theorem 1.5. Moreover, we show that the strong non-rigidity (SNR) occurs for the transition matrix A in (3) (Theorem 5.1).

2. Preliminaries

Let N ≥ 2 be an integer and A an N × N primitive zero-one matrix. An element of �_{n∈N∪{0}}

{1, . . . , N}^n is called a word. For a word w and n ∈ N ∪ {0}, we write |w| = n if w ∈ {1, . . . , N}^n. Thus, a word w can be written in the form w = w_0 · · · w_{|w|−1}, where w_0, . . . , w_{|w|−1} ∈ {1, ..., N}. The empty word is the unique word w with |w| = 0. A word w is said to be A-admissible if |w| ≤ 1 or if |w| ≥ 2 and A_{wk wk+1} = 1 for k ∈ {0, . . . , |w| − 2}. We denote by W(A) the set of all A-admissible words. Moreover, we denote by E(A) the set of all A-admissible words w with |w| = 2.

We denote by M(Σ^+_A) the set of all Borel probability measures on Σ^+_A. We give the definition of a Gibbs measure as follows:

Definition 2.1. Let μ ∈ M(Σ^+_A) be σ_A-invariant and f : Σ^+_A → R continuous. We call μ a Gibbs measure for f if there exist C > 0 and P ∈ R such that the following inequality holds for ω ∈ Σ^+_A and n ∈ N:

C^{−1} ≤ μ � ω^′ ∈ Σ^+_A : ω_k = ω^′_k, k = 0, . . . , n − 1 � exp(−nP +

�_{n−1k=0} f (σ^k_Aω))

≤ C.

Remark 2.2. Let μ be a Gibbs measure. By Definition 2.1, μ(G) > 0 for any non-empty open set G of Σ^+_A.

For α > 0, we denote by H_α(Σ^+_A) the set of all complex-valued α-Hölder continuous functions on Σ^+_A. We equip H_α(Σ^+_A) with the Hölder norm. Then, H_α(Σ^+_A) is a complex Banach space. For f ∈ H_α(Σ^+_A), we define the bounded linear operator L_f : H_α(Σ^+_A) → H_α(Σ^+_A) by

(L_f ϕ)(ω) = � ω^′∈Σ^+_A: σ_A ω^′=ω

e^{f (ω′ )}ϕ(ω^′)

and call it the transfer operator of f .

For a continuous function f : Σ^+_A → R, we put

λ_f = e^{P(σA , f )},

where P(σ_A, f ) denotes the topological pressure of f (for the definition, see, e.g., [8, Chapter 3]). The following theorem is called the Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius theorem (for the proof, see, e.g., [8, Theorem 2.2]).

Theorem 2.3. Let α > 0 and let f ∈ H_α(Σ^+_A) be real-valued.

(i) λ_f is an eigenvalue of L_f : H_α(Σ^+_A) → H_α(Σ^+_A) with algebraic multiplicity one. (ii) There exist h ∈ H_α(Σ^+_A) and ν ∈ M(Σ^+_A) satisfying the following two properties:

(a) h > 0 and L_f h = λ_f h. (b) � L_f ϕ dν = λ_f � ϕ dν for all ϕ ∈ H_α(Σ^+_A).

Using the Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius theorem, we can construct Gibbs measures as follows: Theorem 2.4. Let α > 0 and let f ∈ H_α(Σ^+_A) be real-valued. Let also h and ν be as in Theorem 2.3, with � h dν = 1. Then, the Borel probability measure μ on Σ^+_A defined by dμ = h dν is a unique Gibbs measure for f .

For the proof of Theorem 2.4, see, e.g., [8, Corollary 3.2.1]. For a Hölder continuous function f : Σ^+_A → R, we denote by μ_f the unique Gibbs measure for f .

For ν ∈ M(Σ^+_A), we say that ν is non-singular if ν∘σ^{−1}_A is absolutely continuous with respect to ν. Let ν ∈ M(Σ^+_A) be non-singular. We define the finite Borel measure ν^{(1)} on Σ^+_A by

ν^{(1)}(B) = N� i=1 ν(σ_A(B ∩ {ω ∈ Σ^+_A : ω_0 = i})).

It is easy to see that ν is absolutely continuous with respect to ν^{(1)}. The Radon-Nikodym derivative J_ν = dν dν^{(1)} is called the Jacobian of ν. The proof of the following proposition is easy, so we omit it.

Proposition 2.5. Let f : Σ^+_A → R be Hölder continuous and ν as in Theorem 2.3. Then, the following two assertions hold:

(i) ν is non-singular.

(ii) ν and ν^{(1)} are absolutely continuous with respect to each other. Moreover, J_ν = λ^{−1}_f exp( f ), ν-a.e.

For a Hölder continuous function f : Σ^+_A → R, we write

^f = f + log h λ_f (h ∘ σ_A) , where h is as in Theorem 2.3. It is easy to see that the definition of ^f is independent of the choice of h and that λ_{^f} = 1. Moreover, ^f and f are cohomologous with a constant, and hence, μ_{^f} = μ_f . The next lemma plays an important role in the proof of Theorem 3.1 below.

Lemma 2.6. Let f : Σ^+_A → R be Hölder continuous. Moreover, let B be another primitive zero-one matrix and g : Σ^+_B → R Hölder continuous. If (Σ^+_A, σ_A, μ_f ) and (Σ^+_B, σ_B, μ_g) are isomorphic, then the following two assertions hold:

(i) For any isomorphism Φ from (Σ^+_A, σ_A, μ_f ) to (Σ^+_B, σ_B, μ_g), we have ^f = ^g ∘ Φ, μ_f -a.e. (ii) ^f (Σ^+_A) = ^g(Σ^+_B).

Proof. (i) Take α > 0 so that f ∈ H_α(Σ^+_A) and g ∈ H_α(Σ^+_B). It is easy to see that L_{^f} 1 = 1 and � L_{^f} ϕ dμ_f = � ϕ dμ_f for ϕ ∈ H_α(Σ^+_A). The analogues for g also hold. Hence, we see from Proposition 2.5 (ii) that exp( ^f ) = J_{μ f} = J_{μg} ∘ Φ = exp(^g ∘ Φ), μ_f -a.e. Thus, (i) follows.

(ii) From (i), there exists a Borel set A of Σ^+_A with μ_f (A) = 1 such that ^f = ^g ∘ Φ on A. We have ^f (A) = ^g(Φ(A)). Moreover, from μ_f (A) = μ_g(Φ(A)) = 1 and Remark 2.2, A and Φ(A) are dense in Σ^+_A and Σ^+_B, respectively. Hence, by the continuity of ^f and ^g, we have ^f (Σ^+_A) = ^g(Σ^+_B). Thus, (ii) follows. □

We define an important class of Hölder continuous functions on Σ^+_A called locally-constant functions.

Definition 2.7. Let n ∈ N ∪ {0}. A function ϕ : Σ^+_A → C is said to be n-locally constant if ϕ(ω) = ϕ(ω^′) for any ω, ω^′ ∈ Σ^+_A with ω_0 · · · ω_{n−1} = ω^′_0 · · · ω^′_{n−1}.

We denote by L_n(Σ^+_A, R) the set of all real-valued n-locally constant functions on Σ^+_A. It is obvious that L_n(Σ^+_A, R) ⊂ H_α(Σ^+_A) for any n ∈ N ∪ {0} and α > 0. In this paper, we consider only 2-locally constant functions.

For 2-locally constant functions, we can give a more specific description of their transfer operators, using matrix theory. We denote by M_A the set of all N × N non-negative matrices A such that, for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , N}, A_{i j} > 0 if and only if A_{i j} = 1. A non-negative square matrix Q is called a column stochastic matrix if the entries in each column of Q sum to 1. We also denote by M_A the set of all column stochastic matrices in M_A. Moreover, for a = (a_1, . . . , a_N ) ∈ R^N , we denote by a^⊤ the transpose of a.

Theorem 2.8. For A ∈ M_A, the following two assertions hold:

(i) There exists a unique positive eigenvalue λ of A such that λ > |η| for any other eigenvalue η ∈ C of A. Moreover, λ has algebraic multiplicity one.

(ii) Let λ be as in (i). Then, there exist p, v ∈ R^N satisfying the following two properties:

(a) p_i > 0 and v_i > 0 for i ∈ {1, . . . , N}.

(b) p and v^⊤ are left and right eigenvectors of λ, respectively.

For the proof of Theorem 2.8, see, e.g., [11, Theorem 1.1]. We call the above unique eigenvalue λ the Perron root of A.

Remark 2.9. Let Q ∈ M_A. Then, the Perron root of Q is 1 and (1, . . . , 1)Q = (1, . . . , 1).

For f ∈ L_2(Σ^+_A, R), we define the matrix A( f ) ∈ M_A by A( f )_{i j} = A_{i j} exp( f |_{{ω∈Σ}+_{A : ω0 =i, ω1= j}}), i, j ∈ {1, . . . , N}.

Proposition 2.10. Let f ∈ L_2(Σ^+_A, R) and let α > 0.

(i) Let λ be an eigenvalue of A( f ) and p ∈ C^N a left eigenvector of λ. We define the 1-locally constant function h : Σ^+_A → C by h(ω) = p_{ω0} . Then, L_f h = λh, and hence, λ is an eigenvalue of L_f : H_α(Σ^+_A) → H_α(Σ^+_A).

(ii) The Perron root of A( f ) is equal to the eigenvalue λ_f of L_f : H_α(Σ^+_A) → H_α(Σ^+_A). Let f ∈ L_2(Σ^+_A, R). We denote by p( f ) the unique left eigenvector of λ_f with

�_{Ni=1} p( f )_i = 1.

Then, from Proposition 2.10, ^f (ω) = f (ω) + log p( f )^{ω0} λ_f p( f )_{ω1} . Moreover, we define Q( f ) ∈ M_A by Q( f )_{i j} = A( ^f )_{i j} = λ^{−1}_f p( f )^{−1}_j p( f )_iA( f )_{i j}, i, j ∈ {1, . . . , N}. (4) It is easy to see that Q( f ) ∈ M_A, i.e., Q( f ) is a column stochastic matrix.

We define the function δ_A : {1, . . . , N} → N ∪ {0} by δ_A( j) = #{i ∈ {1, . . . , N} : i j ∈ E(A)}.

In other words, δ_A( j) denotes the number of non-zero entries in the jth column of A, for j ∈ {1, . . . , N}. Since A is primitive, δ_A( j) ≥ 1 for any j ∈ {1, . . . , N}. We set

V_0(A) = { j ∈ {1, . . . , N} : δ_A( j) ≥ 2}, E_0(A) = {i j ∈ E(A) : j ∈ V_0(A)}. We define the set G_A of column stochastic matrices by G_A = {Q ∈ M_A : Q_{i j} � Q_{kl} for any i j, kl ∈ E_0(A) with i j � kl}. (5) Remark 2.11. Let Q ∈ M_A. It is easy to see that the following two assertions hold:

(i) E_0(A) = {i j ∈ E(A) : Q_{i j} ∈ (0, 1)} holds.

(ii) #{Q_{i j} : i j ∈ E_0(A)} ≤ #E_0(A) holds. Moreover, the equality #E_0(A) = #{Q_{i j} : i j ∈ E_0(A)} holds if and only if Q ∈ G_A.

The following lemma plays a key role in the proof of Theorem 3.1 below. Lemma 2.12. Let w, w^′ ∈ W(A) satisfy |w| ≥ 2 and |w| = |w^′|. Let also Q ∈ G_A. If w_{|w|−1} ∈ V_0(A) and Q_{wk wk+1} = Q_w′_{k w}′_{k+1} for all k ∈ {0, . . . , |w| − 2}, then w = w^′.

Proof. First, we show that w_{|w|−2}w_{|w|−1} = w^′_{|w|−2}w^′_{|w|−1}. Since w_{|w|−1} ∈ V_0(A), we have w_{|w|−2}w_{|w|−1} ∈ E_0(A). Thus, by Remark 2.11 (i), we have Q_w′_{|w|−2w}′_{|w|−1} = Q_{w|w|−2 w|w|−1} ∈ (0, 1). Again by Remark 2.11 (i), we have w^′_{|w|−2}w^′_{|w|−1} ∈ E_0(A). Since Q ∈ G_A, we have w^′_{|w|−2}w^′_{|w|−1} = w_{|w|−2}w_{|w|−1}.

Next, we show that, for k ∈ {1, . . . , |w| − 1}, w_{k−1} = w^′_{k−1} if w_k = w^′_k. We consider the case in which w_k ∈ V_0(A). Then, w_{k−1}w_k ∈ E_0(A) and w^′_{k−1}w^′_k = w^′_{k−1}w_k ∈ E_0(A). Thus, by

Q_w′_{k−1w}′_k = Q_{wk−1wk} and Q ∈ G_A, we have w^′_{k−1}w^′_k = w_{k−1}w_k. We consider the case in which w_k � V_0(A). Then, δ_A(w_k) = 1. From this and A_w′_{k−1wk} = A_w′_{k−1w}′_k = A_{wk−1wk} = 1, we have w^′_{k−1} = w_{k−1}. □

A word w with |w| ≥ 2 is called a cycle if w_0 = w_{|w|−1}, and a cycle w is said to be simple if w_k � w_l for k, l ∈ {0, . . . , |w| − 2} with k � l.

Lemma 2.13. Let w ∈ W(A) be a cycle. Then, there exists k ∈ {0, . . . , |w| − 1} such that w_k ∈ V_0(A).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that w is simple and that {w_0, . . . , w_{|w|−2}} = {1, . . . , |w| − 1}. Let {1, . . . , |w| − 1} ∩ V_0(A) = ∅. Then, it follows from the definition of V_0(A)

that A is of the form A = � A O ∗ � , where A is a (|w| − 1) × (|w| − 1) permutation matrix and

O is the (N − |w| + 1) × (|w| − 1) zero matrix (a square zero-one matrix is called a permutation matrix if each row and column has only one non-zero entry). Hence, for any k ∈ N, the power A^k has at least one entry equal to 0. Since A is primitive, we obtain a contradiction. □

3. Sufficient condition for continuity of isomorphism

Let N ≥ 2 be an integer and A an N × N primitive zero-one matrix. Let also B be another primitive zero-one matrix. The aim of this section is to prove the following theorem which gives a sufficient condition for an isomorphism between two systems of Gibbs measures for 2-locally constant functions to be induced from a topological conjugacy.

Theorem 3.1. Let #E_0(A) = #E_0(B) and let f ∈ L_2(Σ^+_A, R) satisfy Q( f ) ∈ G_A. Let also g ∈ L_2(Σ^+_B, R). Assume that (Σ^+_A, σ_A, μ_f ) and (Σ^+_B, σ_B, μ_g) are isomorphic. Then, any isomorphism Φ from (Σ^+_A, σ_A, μ_f ) to (Σ^+_B, σ_B, μ_g), there exist a restriction Ψ of Φ and a topological conjugacy Ψ̄ from (Σ^+_A, σ_A) to (Σ^+_B, σ_B) such that Ψ̄ is a unique continuous extension of Ψ to Σ^+_A.

Let f ∈ L_2(Σ^+_A, R) and g ∈ L_2(Σ^+_B, R). In the rest of this section, we always assume that (Σ^+_A, σ_A, μ_f ) and (Σ^+_B, σ_B, μ_g) are isomorphic. Let Φ : Y_1 → Y_2 be an isomorphism from (Σ^+_A, σ_A, μ_f ) to (Σ^+_B, σ_B, μ_g). We begin the proof of Theorem 3.1 with the following lemma:

Lemma 3.2. The following two assertions hold:

(i) There exists a Borel set Z_1 of Σ^+_A such that the following two conditions hold:

(a) Z_1 ⊂ Y_1, σ_A(Z_1) ⊂ Z_1 and μ_f (Z_1) = 1. Moreover, Φ ∘ σ_A = σ_B ∘ Φ on Z_1. (b) Q( f )_{ωnωn+1} = Q(g)_{(Φω)n(Φω)n+1} for ω ∈ Z_1 and n ∈ N ∪ {0}.

(ii) We have {Q( f )_{i j} : i j ∈ E_0(A)} = {Q(g)_{i j} : i j ∈ E_0(B)}.

Proof. (i) and (ii) follow from (i) and (ii) of Lemma 2.6, respectively. □

The next lemma is a key step in the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Lemma 3.3. Let Z_1 be as in Lemma 3.2 (i). If Q(g) ∈ G_B, then, for any n ∈ N ∪ {0} and ω, ω^′ ∈ Z_1 with ω_0 · · · ω_{N+n} = ω^′_0 · · · ω^′_{N+n}, we have (Φω)_0 · · · (Φω)_n = (Φω^′)_0 · · · (Φω^′)_n.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that n = 0. From Lemma 2.13, there exists k_0 ∈ {1, . . . , N} such that ω_{k0} ∈ V_0(A). Moreover, Q(g)_{(Φω)k (Φω)k+1} =Q( f )_{ωk ωk+1} =Q( f )_ω′_{k ω}′_{k+1} = Q(g)_{(Φω}′_{)k (Φω}′_{)k+1} , k ∈ {0, . . . , k_0 − 1}. (6) From (6) and Remark 2.11 (i), Q(g)_{(Φω)k0−1 (Φω)k0} = Q( f )_{ωk0−1 ωk0} ∈ (0, 1). Hence, again from Remark 2.11 (i), (Φω)_{k0} ∈ V_0(B). Thus, from (6) and Lemma 2.12, (Φω)_0 · · · (Φω)_{k0} = (Φω^′)_0 · · · (Φω^′)_{k0} . In particular, (Φω)_0 = (Φω^′)_0. □

Let X_1 and X_2 be topological spaces. Let also T_i : X_i → X_i be a continuous map, for i ∈ {1, 2}. A continuous surjection τ : X_1 → X_2 is called a topological semi-conjugacy from (X_1, T_1) to (X_2, T_2) if τ ∘ T_1 = T_2 ∘ τ on X_1. The following lemma is a direct consequence of Lemma 3.3.

Lemma 3.4. If Q(g) ∈ G_B, then the following two assertions hold:

(i) There exist a restriction Ψ of Φ and a topological semi-conjugacy Ψ̄ from (Σ^+_A, σ_A) to (Σ^+_B, σ_B) such that Ψ̄ is a unique continuous extension of Ψ to Σ^+_A.

(ii) Let Ψ̄ be as in (i). If Q( f ) ∈ G_A, then Ψ̄ is a topological conjugacy from (Σ^+_A, σ_A) to (Σ^+_B, σ_B).

Proof. (i) Let Z_1 be as in Lemma 3.2 (i) and let Ψ = Φ|_{Z1} . Then, Ψ is a restriction of Φ. Lemma 3.3 implies that Ψ is uniformly continuous on Z_1. Moreover, Remark 2.2 implies that Z_1 is dense in Σ^+_A. Thus, there exists a unique continuous extension Ψ̄ of Ψ to Σ^+_A. It is easy to see that Ψ̄ is a topological semi-conjugacy from (Σ^+_A, σ_A) to (Σ^+_B, σ_B).

(ii) Since Q( f ) ∈ G_A, from (i), there exist a restriction Υ of Φ^{−1} and a topological semiconjugacy Ῡ from (Σ^+_B, σ_B) to (Σ^+_A, σ_A) such that Ῡ is a unique continuous extension of Υ to Σ^+_B. It is easy to see that there exists a Borel set W of Σ^+_A with μ_f (W) = 1 such that ῩΨ̄ = id on W. From Remark 2.2, W is dense in Σ^+_A. Thus, it follows from the continuity of Ψ̄ and Ῡ that ῩΨ̄ = id on Σ^+_A. Similarly, Ψ̄Ῡ = id on Σ^+_B. Thus, Ψ̄ is a homeomorphism from Σ^+_A to Σ^+_B, and hence, is a topological conjugacy from (Σ^+_A, σ_A) to (Σ^+_B, σ_B). □

For the proof of Theorem 3.1, we need the next lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let #E_0(A) = #E_0(B). Then, Q( f ) ∈ G_A if and only if Q(g) ∈ G_B.

Proof. It is enough to prove the ‘only if’ part. Since Q( f ) ∈ G_A, we have #{Q(g)_{i j} : i j ∈ E_0(B)} = #E_0(A) by Lemma 3.2 (ii) and Remark 2.11 (ii). Thus, we have Q(g) ∈ G_B by #E_0(A) = #E_0(B) and Remark 2.11 (ii). □

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. It follows from Lemma 3.5 that Q(g) ∈ G_B. Thus, the assertion follows from Lemma 3.4 (ii). □

4. Proof of Theorem 1.3

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3 which is the main result of this paper. Let N ≥ 2 be an integer and A an N × N primitive zero-one matrix. Let C = L_2(Σ^+_A, R).

Recall from Section 1 that Leb denotes the Lebesgue measure on the real analytic manifold C. We set G = { f ∈ C : Q( f ) ∈ G_A}. (7) We begin the proof of Theorem 1.3 with the following lemma:

Lemma 4.1. Let G be as in (7). Then, G is open in C and Leb(C \ G) = 0.

Proof. The proof is the same as that of [6, Lemma 5.6]. For i j, kl ∈ E_0(A) with i j � kl, we set

G(i j; kl) = � f ∈ C :

A( f )_{i j} A( f )_{kl} − p( f )_j p( f )_k p( f )_i p( f )_l � 0 � . Then, by (4), G =

�_{i j, kl∈E0 (A): i j�kl} G(i j; kl). Thus, it is enough to prove that G(i j; kl) is open in C and that Leb(C \ G(i j; kl)) = 0, for i j, kl ∈ E_0(A) with i j � kl.

Fix i j, kl ∈ E_0(A) with i j � kl. We define the map F : C → R by F( f ) = (A( f )_{i j}/A( f )_{kl}) − [(p( f )_j p( f )_k)/(p( f )_i p( f )_l)]. Then, from [6, Lemma 5.2], F is real analytic, and hence, is continuous. Thus, G(i j; kl) is open in C. Moreover, it follows from the definition of E_0(A) that there exist f, g ∈ C such that A( f ) = Q( f ), A(g) = Q(g) and A( f )_{i j}/A( f )_{kl} � A(g)_{i j}/A(g)_{kl}. Since both A( f ) and A(g) are column stochastic matrices, from Remark 2.9, p( f ) = p(g) = (1/N, . . . , 1/N). Thus, F( f ) � F(g), and hence, F is a non-zero real analytic map. The zero set of a non-zero real analytic map is contained in a countable union of hypersurfaces; see, e.g., [3, Claims 1 and 2]. Therefore, C\G(i j; kl) = { f ∈ C : F( f ) = 0} is contained in a countable union of hypersurfaces in C, and hence, Leb(C \ G(i j; kl)) = 0. We obtain the desired result. □

The following lemma is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.1.

Lemma 4.2. Let G be as in (7). Then, any f ∈ G satisfies the property (P).

Proof. Let g ∈ [ f ]_3 and let Φ be an isomorphism from (Σ^+_A, σ_A, μ_f ) to (Σ^+_A, σ_A, μ_g). Then, Q( f ) ∈ G_A, and hence, from Theorem 3.1, there exist a restriction Ψ of Φ and an automorphism Ψ̄ of Σ^+_A such that Ψ̄ is a unique continuous extension of Ψ to Σ^+_A. Hence, f satisfies the property (P). □

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. From Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2, the assertion holds for G in (7). □

5. Example of strong non-rigidity

Let N ≥ 2 be an integer and A an N × N primitive zero-one matrix. Let also C = L_2(Σ^+_A, R). The first aim of this section is to prove Theorem 1.5 in Section 1.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. As mentioned in Section 1, the ‘only if’ part follows from (2). We prove the ‘if’ part. Assume that (WNR) occurs. Then, there exists an open set G^′ of C such that G^′ ⊂ C \ C_{equi}-_{rigid} and Leb(C \ G^′) = 0. Let G be as in Theorem 1.3 and let G^{′′} = G ∩ G^′. Then, G^{′′} is open in C and Leb(C \ G^{′′}) = 0. Moreover, if f ∈ G^{′′}, then f satisfies the property (P), and hence, [ f ]_2 = [ f ]_3. Therefore, G^{′′} ⊂ C \ C_{iso}-_{rigid}, and hence, (SNR) occurs. □

The second aim of this section is to prove the following theorem which states that the strong non-rigidity (SNR) occurs for the matrix A in (3).

Theorem 5.1. Let A be as in (3). Then, the strong non-rigidity (SNR) occurs.

We denote by Aut(Σ^+_A) the set of all automorphisms of Σ^+_A. We begin the proof of Theorem 5.1 with the following lemma:

Lemma 5.2. Let A be as in (3). Then, Aut(Σ^+_A) = {id}.

Proof. Let H be the (unlabeled) directed graph whose adjacency matrix is A. Then, it is easy to see that the automorphism group of H is trivial. Moreover, since A has no repeated columns, the total amalgamation (for the definition, see [2, Chapters 2 and 3]) of A is A itself. Thus, by [2, Corollary 3.2.8], the lemma follows. □

The next lemma implies that the weak non-rigidity (WNR) occurs for A in (3).

Lemma 5.3. Let A be as in (3) and let f ∈ C. If Q( f )_{32} � Q( f )_{14} Q( f )_{42}, then there exists g ∈ C satisfying the following two conditions:

(i) E^{(μ f )} = E^{(μg)}.

(ii) (Σ^+_A, σ_A, μ_f ) and (Σ^+_A, σ_A, μ_g) are not equivalent.

Proof. Let

Q( f ) = � � � � � � 0 a_1 1 b_1 1 0 0 b_2 0 a_2 0 0 0 a_3 0 0

� � � � � � and take g ∈ C so that

Q(g) = � � � � � � 0 a_1 1 a_2/c 1 0 0 a_3b_2/c 0 a_3b_1 0 0 0 c 0 0

� � � � � � , where c = 1 − a_1 − a_3b_1.

We prove (i). For Q ∈ M_A and q ∈ R, we define Q_q ∈ M_A by (Q_q)_{i j} = A_{i j}Q^q_{i j}, i, j ∈ {1, . . . , N}. It is easy to see that, for q ∈ R, the two characteristic polynomials of Q( f )_q and Q(g)_q are the same. Therefore, E^{(μ f )} = E^{(μg)} (see, e.g., [9, Theorem A4.2]).

We prove (ii). Let ω be the periodic point 132132 · · · with period 3. Then,

�_{2k=0} ^ f (σ^k_Aω) = a_2 � a_3b_1 =

�_{2k=0} ^g(σ^k_Aω), and hence, ^f and ^g are not cohomologous with a constant. Therefore, μ_f = μ_{^f} � μ_{^g} = μ_g, and hence, by Lemma 5.2, the two systems (Σ^+_A, σ_A, μ_f ) and (Σ^+_A, σ_A, μ_g) are not equivalent. □

We are ready to prove Theorem 5.1.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. By the same argument as that in the proof Lemma 4.1, we can prove that the set G = { f ∈ C : Q( f )_{32} � Q( f )_{14}Q( f )_{42}} is open in C and that Leb(C \ G) = 0. Thus, it follows from Lemma 5.3 that (WNR) occurs. Therefore, by Theorem 1.5, we conclude that (SNR) occurs. □

Remark 5.4. Let A be as in (3). We can give a rigidity to the shift (Σ^+_A, σ_A) as follows.

Recall the definition of a cycle given in Section 2. For a cycle w, we define the new cycle rot(w) by rot(w) = w_1 · · · w_{|w|−1}w_1. Two cycles w, w^′ are identified if w^′ = rot^k(w) for some k ∈ N ∪ {0}. Moreover, for two cycles w, w^′, we write w ∩ w^′ � ∅ if w_k = w^′_l for some k ∈ {0, . . . , |w| − 1} and l ∈ {0, . . . , |w^′| − 1}.

We denote by S_A the set of all A-admissible simple cycles. Then, S_A = {121, 242, 1321, 1421}, and hence, the following assertion holds:

for any w, w^′ ∈ S_A, w ∩ w^′ � ∅ and

|w| − 1 |w^′| − 1

< 2. (8)

Let Q ∈ M_A. For q ∈ R, we define the matrix Q_q ∈ M_A by (Q_q)_{i j} = A_{i j} Q^q_{i j}, i, j ∈ {1, . . . , N}. Moreover, we define the one-parameter family Φ_Q of characteristic polynomials by Φ_Q = {det(zI − Q_q)}_{q∈R}. For Q, ^Q ∈ M_A, we write Φ_Q = Φ_{^Q} if det(zI − Q_q) = det(zI − ^Q_q) for all q ∈ R and z ∈ C. Let C = L_2(Σ^+_A, R) and

C_p-_{rigid} = { f ∈ C : Φ_{Q( f )} = Φ_{Q(g)} for any g ∈ [ f ]_1}, where the set [ f ]_1 is as in Section 1. (Notice that, as mentioned in the proof of Lemma 5.3, E^{(μ f )} = E^{(μg)} if Φ_{Q( f )} = Φ_{Q(g)}.) Unlike Theorem 5.1 of a non-rigidity result, the following rigidity result holds:

C_p-_{rigid} contains an open set G of C such that Leb(C \ G) = 0. (9)

Using (8), we can prove (9) by an argument similar to that in the proof of [7, Theorem 1.4].

Funding

The author is supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number 21K13809.

References

[1] L. Barreira, Y. Pesin and J. Schmeling, On a general concept of multifractality: multifractal spectra for dimensions, entropies and Lyapunov exponents. Multifractal rigidity, Chaos 7 (1997), pp. 27-38.

[2] B. Kitchens, Symbolic Dynamics. One-sided, Two-sided and Countable State Markov Shifts, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1998.

[3] B. Mityagin, The zero set of a real analytic function, Math. Notes 107 (2020), pp. 529-530. [4] K. Nakagawa, A counterexample to the multifractal rigidity conjecture of piecewise linear Markov maps of the interval, Dyn. Syst. 31 (2016), pp. 466-482.

[5] K. Nakagawa, Multifractal rigidity for piecewise linear Markov maps, Stoch. Dyn. 17 (2017), pp. 26. 1750006. [6] K. Nakagawa, Weak rigidity of entropy spectra, Dyn. Syst. 36 (2021), pp. 277-291.

[7] K. Nakagawa, Rigidity of Entropy Spectra for One-parameter Family of Polynomials, Bull. Braz. Math. Soc. (N.S.)

(2021).

[8] W. Parry and M. Pollicott, Zeta functions and the periodic orbit structure of hyperbolic dynamics, Astérisque (1990).

[9] Y. Pesin, Dimension Theory in Dynamical Systems. Contemporary Views and Applications, University of Chicago Press, Chicago, 1997.

[10] F. Przytycki and M. Urbański, Conformal Fractals: Ergodic Theory Methods, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2010.

[11] E. Seneta, Nonnegative Matrices and Markov Chains, 2nd ed., Springer-Verlag, New York, 1981.

K. Nakagawa, Graduate School of Advanced Science and Engineering, Hiroshima University, Higashi-Hiroshima 739-8526, Japan

Email address: ktnakagawa@hiroshima-u.ac.jp