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MULTIFRACTAL ANALYSIS OF EQUILIBRIUM STATES OF
ENDOMORPHISMS OF P*

NATHAN DALAKLIS AND YAN MARY HE

ABSTRACT. Let f be a holomorphic endomorphism of CP* of algebraic degree at least 2 and
let X C CP* be an uniformly expanding set. In this paper, we study multifractal analysis
of equilibrium states of Holder continuous functions for the mon-conformal dynamical system
f: X — X. In lieu of Hausdorff dimensions, we use a new dimension theory (i.e., the volume
dimension theory) to define various local dimension multifractal spectra and show that each of
these spectra form a Legendre transform pair with the temperature function as in the conformal
case. As an application of our main theorems, we also prove a conditional variational principle
for such dimension multifractal spectra.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation and background. If f: X — X is a dynamical system, many of its important
properties can be characterized using local asymptotic quantities poo(z) = limy, o0 @n(x) such as
Lyapunov exponents, local dimensions and local entropies. The distribution of these local values
across the space X often forms a multifractal structure of X. In particular, one considers level
sets J(a) := {x € X : poo(z) = a} and obtains a multifractal decomposition of X. Multifractal
analysis provides a global statistical picture of these local asymptotic quantities and interprets
the geometry of their variation on X. In particular, one defines a multifractal spectrum S(a) :=
S(J()) where S is a quantity measuring the size of the set J(«) such as Hausdorff dimension or
topological entropy.

There has been substantial amount of work on multifractal analysis for conformal dynamical
systems. In [9], Besicovitch studied the Hausdorff dimension of sets determined by the frequency of
the digits in dyadic expansions, which is essentially a multifractal analysis of the Birkhoff averages
of the indicator functions for the doubling map. Multifractal analysis of the Birkhoff averages of
a continuous potential on various dynamical systems such as a mixing subshift of finite type is
studied in [3, 4, 5, 14, 15, 18, 25, 26|. Pesin-Weiss [20] studied a multifractal analysis of equilibrium
measures for conformal expanding maps. Roy-Urbanski [23] studied the multifractal analysis of
the conformal measure associated to a family of weights imposed upon a graph directed Markov
system. We refer the reader to the survey paper [12]| for recent development.

On the other hand, the multifractal analysis of non-conformal dynamical systems is substantially
more difficult and remains largely undeveloped. Conformal maps expand or contract equally in all
directions, which allows one to obtain distortion lemmas to control how sets are stretched and to
compare scales uniformly. However, non-conformal maps allow arbitrarily large distortion, even
on small scales. This lack of conformality complicates the geometric structure of invariant sets and
measures, causing classical methods to fail and suggesting that new techniques are needed. In [2],
Barreira-Gelfert used non-additive thermodynamic formalism to study the multifractal analysis of
the level sets of Lyapunov exponents for a class of non-conformal repellers. In [16, 17], the authors
studied the local dimension spectra for Bernoulli measures on Bedford-McMullen carpets. More
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recent work by Cao-Pesin-Zhao [11] has made progress towards understanding the dimensions of the
whole repeller, but they do not preform a multifractal analysis or estimates of the spectra therein.
In the case of the plane, Falconer-Fraiser-Lee [13] and Qiu-Wang-Wang [22] investigated the L?-
spectra for planar iterated function systems and planar graph directed systems with restrictions
on the contractive behavior of the mappings.

In this paper, we consider the non-conformal multifractal analysis of equilibrium states in the
setting of complex dynamics and in particular holomorphic endomorphisms of CP*, which are
generalizations of rational maps on the Riemann sphere to higher dimensional complex projective
spaces. The recent work [10] of Bianchi and the second author introduces a delicate dimension
theory (i.e., the volume dimension) for expanding measures and sets of such maps. Thanks to
the volume dimension, in this paper, we study a multifractal analysis of equilibrium states for a
holomorphic endomorphism of CP*¥ on an uniformly expanding set.

1.2. Statement of results. Let f be a holomorphic endomorphism of P¥ = CP* of algebraic
degree at least 2. Let X C P* be an uniformly expanding set; that is X is a closed invariant set
and there exist n > 1 and C' > 0 such that ||Df?(v)|| > Cn"||v]|| for every z € X, v € TPk,
and n € N. Consider the dynamical system f: X — X. Let g: X — R be a Holder continuous
function with pressure P(g) = 0. For (¢,t) € R?, we consider the following 2-parameter family of
potentials ¢4 ;: X — R given by

¢qt = qg — tlog | Jac f|.

For each fixed ¢ € R, the pressure function t — P(¢g ) is strictly decreasing with P(¢q0) > 0; see
Lemma 3.1 (3). We define T'(q) to be the unique number such that P(¢, ) = 0. The function ¢ —
T(q) is called the temperature function, which is one of the main objects of study in multifractal
analysis.

Another main object of study in multifractal analysis is a fine dimension multifractal spectrum.
For conformal dynamical systems, it is often the so-called fine Hausdorff dimension multifractal
spectrum. The idea is to decompose the set X as level sets {Xq}a>0 of some local dimension
of a fixed measure v, together with an irregular set consisting of points in X at which the local
log v(B(z,k))

log k
B(z, k) is the ball of radius x around z. Then the fine Hausdorff dimension multifractal spectrum
is the function o — HD(X,), where HD denotes the Hausdorff dimension.

In our setting, however, the dynamical system f: X — X is non-conformal. As a consequence,
balls and Hausdorff dimension of sets and measures are no longer intrinsic to the dynamics. There-
fore the fine Hausdorff dimension multifractal spectrum may no longer be useful and an appropriate
substitute is needed. In [10], Bianchi and the second author introduced a local volume dimension
and volume dimension for sets and measures, which depends on the dynamics of f and incorpo-
rates the absence of an analogue of Koebe’s theorem and the non-conformality of holomorphic
endomorphisms of P*¥ k > 2. We use such dimensions in lieu of local dimension and Hausdorff
dimension in our multifractal analysis.

Let v be the equilibrium state of g. For each ¢ € R, let v, be the equilibrium state of ¢g 7(4)-
We define

dimension does not exist. The local dimension at x € X is defined as lim,_.¢ , Where

_ Jx 9dvq
S log | Jac fldy,

Recall from [10] that §, , is the local volume dimension of v at x € X. For each ¢ € R, we define

Jy(a(q) ={r e X : 0, = alq)}.

> 0.

a(g) =



Then we obtain a multifractal decomposition of X, namely,
X = UqJV(a(Q)) U Jz//

where J}, := {z € X : 0, , does not exist.}.
Consider the volume dimensions of the sets J,(a(g)). We first recall from [10]| the volume
dimension VD ,(Y) of the set Y C X with respect to a measure . We define the parametrized

volume dimension multifractal spectrum S,:R—R by

S”l,(a(q)) == VDy, (Ju(a(q)))-

We call this volume dimension multifractal spectrum parametrized as the volume dimension is taken
with respect to the measure v, which varies with ¢ € R. We note that if all the Lyapunov exponents
of v, are equal, by [10], we recover the Hausdorff dimension of the set, i.e., VDy,, (J,(a(q))) =
#HD(J,(a(q))).

If Y is an uniformly expanding set, recall from [10] (see also Definition 2.7) that the volume
dimension VD(Y') is defined. It turns out that J,(a(q)) is f-invariant (see Remark 4.7) and
thus it is an uniformly expanding set. We define the fine volume dimension multifractal spectrum
S,: R — R by

Sy(a(q)) == VDy(Jy(a(q))) = sup  VDy,(Ju(a(q))).
HEM, (a(a (F)

While it seems that our (parametrized) volume dimension multifractal spectrum (S, (a) or)
Sy(a) is only defined for a in the range [a1,a2] C (0,00) (see Remark 3.8) of the function
q — a(q), we will see in Theorem 1.3 that this is not a constraint as the set J,(a) is empty
if a ¢ [y, as).

Let I be an interval and let h: I — R be a strictly convex C?-function, i.e., h”(z) > 0 for all
x € I. Recall that the Legendre transform of h is the differentiable function g: R — R given by

9(p) == maxzer(px — h(z)).
Two strictly convex functions h and g form a Legendre transform pairif and only if g(a) = h(q)+qa
where a(q) = —h/(¢) and ¢ = ¢'(a).

Our first two main theorems concern properties of the functions ¢ — S,(a(q)) (resp. ¢ —
S,(a(q))) and ¢ — T(q) and state that the functions a — —S,(—a) (resp. a — —S,(—a)) and
q — T(q) form a Legendre transform pair. In the conformal setting, an analogue of the theorem
has been proved by several authors; see for example [2, 19, 20, 21].

Theorem 1.1. Let k > 1 be an integer. Let f be a holomorphic endomorphism of P¥ of algebraic
degree at least 2, X C P* an uniformly expanding set and v € M}L((f) an equilibrium state of a
Hélder continuous function g: X — R. Then the following statements hold.

(1) The temperature function T: R — R is real-analytic. We have T(0) = VDf(X) and
T(1) = 0. The derivative of T satisfies T'(q¢) = —a(q) < 0 for all ¢ € R. Moreover, T(q)
is convex. It is strictly convex if and only if v # vy, where vy is the equilibrium state of
the potential function — VD ¢(X)log|Jac f|.

(2) The function a = S,(a) is real-analytic and S,(a(q)) = VD;(vy) = T(q) + qa(q).

(3) If v # vy, then the functions o — —S,(—a) and q — T(q) are strictly convex and form a

Legendre transform pair.
(4) If v =y, then T(q) is a straight line and a(q) = VDf(X) for all ¢ € R.

Theorem 1.2. Let f and v be as in Theorem 1.1. Then Theorem 1.1 (2) and (3) hold for S, (a(q)).
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The above theorems imply that if o € [y, ag], then the set J,(«) is non-empty. Our next
theorem gives a converse, namely, if « ¢ [ag,as], then J,(a) = (). In other words, the S, (a)-
spectrum is complete. Completeness of the fine Hausdorff dimension spectrum has been proved by
Schmeling [24]; see also |21, Theorem 9.2.5] and [19, Theorem 21.2|.

A

Theorem 1.3. Let f and v be as in Theorem 1.1. Then the S,(«)-spectrum (resp. S,(a)-
spectrum) is complete; namely, we have

ay = inf §,, and ag = sup 6, ;.
zeX ’ xeX

In particular, J,(a) = 0 if and only if o ¢ o1, o).
Let (EZ,J) be the symbolic coding of f: X — X. Now we define a symbolic multifractal

decomposition of X and symbolic (parametrized) volume dimension spectrum. In the spirit of
Barreira-Saussol [3], for each ¢ € R, we define the symbolic level set X, using the ratio of Birkhoff

Xy = {w€2+ lim iz 9(r(0"()) ZQ(Q)}-
n—soo Zk Olog’JaCf( (o (w)))‘_l

We define the symbolic parametrized volume dimension multifractal spectrum F,:R—>R by

Fo(a(q)) == VDy,, (n(X,)).

We observe that W(Xq) is an uniformly expanding set. We define the symbolic fine volume dimen-
ston multifractal spectrum F,: R — R by

Fo(a(q)) :=VD(n(X,)) =  sup VD, (n(X,)).
MEM:(X )(f)

Our next theorem gives the multifractal analysis for F,(a(q)) and F, (a(q)).

Theorem 1.4. Let f and v be as in Theorem 1.1. Then Theorem 1.1 (2) and (3) hold for both
Fu(alq)) and Fy(a(q)).

As a collorary of the above theorems, we obtain the conditional variational principle for the
dimension multifractal spectra.

Corollary 1.5. Let f and v be as in Theorem 1.1. Then the conditional variational principle
holds; that is, for any o € [aq, ag], we have

(1.1) $,(0) = sup{VD;(p) | p € M3, (o) (1))

The conditional variational principle also holds for S,(a), F, () and F, ().

It is expected that the volume dimension theory developed in [10] would work in more general
contexts, such as smooth endomorphisms of compact Riemannian manifolds with singularities
or invariant measures with positive sum of Lyapunov exponents. Therefore, we expect that our
multifractal analysis to work in this generality as well.
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1.3. Strategy of the proofs. Recall that in the conformal case, the local (Hausdorff) dimension
is defined as

5t 08V (B(.1)
’ r—0 logr

where v is the equilibrium state of a fixed potential g. We define the associated Hausdorff dimension
spectrum function for this local dimension multifractal S, (a(q)) := HD(J,(a(q))). In this case,
the standard approach to the multifractal analysis of v (see for example [20, 28]) requires that
one compare the measure of the ball B(x,r) and the measure of the projection 7([w; ...wy]) of
a cylinder set of the symbolic coding. The utility of this comparison is that one may then find a
Moran cover; a cover composed of sets in refinements of the Markov partition that determine a
good enough cover of the set for dimension calculations; see for example [20]. Using tools from
thermodynamic formalism, one can then derive the Legendre pair relationship between S, (a(q))
and the temperature function T'(¢); namely, S, (a(q)) = T(q) + qa(q).

In our case, showing the existence of a Moran cover is unnecessary since for the local volume
dimension, one is only concerned with the U(z,¢e,r, N) sets. These sets are the images of balls
under local inverse branches, exactly the sets whose measure is described by the Gibbs property (see
[28, Definition 13.2.1]). For this reason, it would appear that we have trivialized our non-conformal
analysis by choosing the local volume dimension. However, there are a few complications. First, the
local volume dimension is a triple limit and so there is some accounting required here. Second, as
we see in Proposition 4.5, the result one would obtain from this standard approach only concludes
on VDy,, (J,(a(q))), the volume dimension of the set with respect to f and the measure v,.
Here the measure v, is dependent on the parameter ¢ and so our dimension function is changing
with ¢, whereas in the Hausdorff dimension case it remains constant. Therefore, by following the
standard approach alone, one does not recover a true multifractal analysis with respect to the
volume dimension.

Our goal, however, is to show something stronger. Let g be a fixed potential with equilibrium
state v on X, where X is an expanding set of a holomorphic endomorphism f of P* algebraic
degree at least 2. There is a multifractal decomposition of X by level sets J, (a(q)) of local volume
dimension. We show that the f-volume dimension spectrum function S, (a(q)) := VD¢(J,((q)))
form a Legendre pair with the temperature function; namely, S, (a(q)) = T'(q) + qa(q).

In the introduction to volume dimension (see [10]), it is not shown that the local volume
dimension is an f-invariant. Since a priori we lack knowledge of this invariance, we begin our
analysis with Xq, a level set in the symbolic space of the ratio of two Birkhoff sums. We show
that 7(X,) = J,(a(q)) and X, is invariant. With the invariance of J,(a(q)) established, we then
utilize |10, Proposition 4.22| and the Gibbs property to complete our analogue to the standard
local dimension analysis. From here our main tool is [10, Theorem 5.6] which connects VD ¢(X) to
VD¢(px) where pux is a volume conformal measure. With this fact we establish that v, = p Jo(e(q))
(see Lemma 5.1) and conclude that VDy ,, (J,(a(q))) = VD (J,(a(q))). We also have a volume
lemma for volume dimensions from [10, Theorem 1.1] which allows us to retrieve a conditional
variational principal for our local volume dimension spectrum.

1.4. Organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give a brief
account of volume dimensions as introduced in [10]. In Section 3, we prove properties about the
pressure and the temperature functions. We prove Theorems 1.1-1.5 in Sections 4-8, respectively.
Finally, in Section 9, we study properties of sets in the multifractal decomposition of X.
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2. VOLUME DIMENSIONS

In this section, we give a brief overview of the local volume dimension and volume dimension
for sets and measures as introduced in [10].

2.1. Holomorphic endomorphisms. Let f: P¥ — P* be a holomorphic endomorphism of alge-
braic degree d > 2. Recall that X C P* is an uniformly expanding set if it is closed and f-invariant,
and there exist 7 > 1 and C' > 0 such that ||Df?(v)|| > Cn™||v|| for every = € X, v € T,P*, and
n € N. We denote by M}( f) the set of f-invariant ergodic probability measures supported on
X. Since X is uniformly expanding, we note that any v € M7 (f) has strictly positive Lyapunov
exponents.

For the rest of this section, we fix a holomorphic endomorphism f: P¥ — P* an uniformly
expanding set X and v € M (f).

2.2. Local volume dimension. In this section, we recall the definition of the local volume di-
mension (which depends on f and v) introduced by Bianchi and the second author in [10].

A result by Berteloot-Dupont-Molino (see [7, 8]) states that there exists an increasing (as € — 0)
measurable exhaustion {Z}(g)}c of a full-measure subset Z} of the space of orbits for f such that
the preimages of sufficiently small balls along orbits in Z}(¢) are approximately ellipses, and the
contraction rate for their volume is essentially given by e "I,

Remark 2.1. Since X is uniformly expanding, we have Z(¢) = Z; for any ¢ > 0. However,
we keep the parameter £ in our analysis for the purpose of future generalization of X to be
non-uniformly expanding.

Denote by 7: Z% — P* the projection associating to any orbit 2 = {2, }nez its element 2.
It follows from further estimates developed in [10], that for every small ¢ > 0, there exist some
r(e) and n(e) such that, for all z € 7(Z}(¢)), 0 < k < r(¢), and N > n(e), the neighbourhood
U=U(x,¢e,k,N) of z satisfying

YUY = B(fN (@), e M)
is a bound for the expansion of f and fV|y is injective is well-defined. We set
1 U N
bus(e ) o= BTSN
log v/Vol(U(z, ¢, , N))

where Vol denotes the volume with respect to the Fubini-Study metric.

where eM

Remark 2.2. The above definition of 9, , is different from the definition of 4, , in [10] by adding
an extra square root in the denominator.

Definition 2.3 ([10]). (1) The lower local volume dimension J,,, at x is defined as

d

:= lim inf lim inf lim inf §, (¢, k, N).

v,x
’ e—0 k—0 N—oo

(2) The upper local volume dimension 5, at  is defined as

0,z = limsup limsup limsup 6, » (¢, k, N).
e—0 k—0 N—o0

(3) The local volume dimension 6, 5 at x is defined as

dyq = lim lim lim 6, (¢, K, N)
e+0Kk—0 N—oo

if the limits exist.
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2.3. Volume dimension of sets. We continue to use the notation from Section 2.2. In this
section, we recall the definition of volume dimension VD¢, (X) of a set X C 7(Z;(e)) introduced
in [10].
For every X C m(Z}) and € > 0, setting X© := X N7 (Z}(¢)), we define the quantity VD%, (X*)
as
VD%, (X®) :=sup{a: AL (X®) = oo} = inf {a : AL (X) =0},
where

AL (X®):=lim lim inf Vol(U;)/2.
k—0 N*—o00 {U;} 1

Here the infimum is taken over the covers consisting of sets U; of the form U; = U(z, ¢, k, N;), for
some x € m(Z,(¢)) and N; > N*.

Remark 2.4. The above definition of A (X¢) is different from the definition of A%/(X*¢) in [10]
by adding an extra square root in Vol(U;).

Definition 2.5 ([10]). For every X C 7(Z}(¢)), the volume dimension with respect to v of X is

(2.1) VDy,,(X) := limsup VD%, (X°).
e—0

Definition 2.6 ([10]). The volume dimension of a measure v is given by
VDy(v) :=inf{VDy,(X) : X C n(Z}) Borel,v(X) =1}
Definition 2.7 ([10]). Let X C P* be uniformly expanding. The volume dimension of X is
VD(X):= sup VDy,(X).

veML(f)
Theorem 2.8 ([10, Theorem 1.1]). Let k > 1 be an integer. Let f: P¥ — P be a holomorphic
endomorphism of algebraic degree d > 2. For every v € M™(f) we have

hy
VD = —

s =1
where h, denotes the entropy of f with respect to v and L, denotes the sum of the Lyapunov
exponents of v.

Remark 2.9. The above theorem is different from [10, Theorem 1.1] by a factor of 2 in the
denominator, due to the changes in the definition of (local) volume dimensions; see Remarks 2.2
and 2.4.

2.4. Multifractal decompositions of X. We define
(2.2) for any a > 0, J,(a) :={x € X : §, = a} and J,, := {z € X : §, does not exist.}.

Then we have a multifractal decomposition of X, i.e., X = J, U (Uazo J,,(a))

In Section 9, we will show that each set J,(«), if it is non-empty, is dense in X. Moreover, the
set J!, is non-empty.

3. PRESSURE AND TEMPERATURE

In this section, we define and prove basic properties of the temperature function. Since the
temperature function is defined using the pressure of a 2-parameter family of potentials, we first
define this 2-parameter family of potentials and prove basic properties of the pressure function
in Section 3.1. We discuss the temperature function in Section 3.2. Throughout this section, we
fix a holomorphic endomorphism f: P¥ — P¥ of algebraic degree at least 2 and an expanding set
X C P~
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3.1. The pressure function. We begin by defining a 2-parameter family of potential functions
that we will work with. Let g: X — R be a Holder continuous function. For (¢,t) € R?, we
consider the following 2-parameter family of potentials

(3.1) ¢g,t = qg — tlog | Jac f|.

Since ¢4, is Holder continuous, we denote by v, ; its unique equilibrium state.
Given a Holder continuous function ¢: X — R, recall from [10] the definition of the pressure

PY(¢) of ¢
PL(@) = sup {h,,<f>+ / ¢dy}

VEM}L( @)
where the sup is taken over all v € M7 (f). By the variational principle, we have P (¢) = ;?p(qb),

where P;?p(qS) is the topological pressure that we recall now from [27, Chapter 11]. Consider a
sequence {V, }nen of open finite covers of X such that lim,,_, diam(},) = 0. Then the topological
pressure is given by

n—o00 n—0o00 Mm—o0 M, Y,
" \vey,

PP (¢) := lim P(¢,V,) = lim lim i10g inf{ Z exp(Smd)(V))}

where S,,¢(V) := sup {ZZ;(% o fFa):xc V}.

Recall the 2-parameter family of potential functions ¢+ in (3.1). Up to replacing g by g—P} (9),
we can assume that Py (g) = 0. With this assumption, we set

P(q,t) == PY(¢qu).

Lemma 3.1. The pressure function (q,t) — P(q,t) satisfies the following properties.

(1) For any (q,t) € R?, we have P(q,t) < oo.

(2) The function (g,t) — P(q,t) is real-analytic.

(8) For each fized q € R, the map t — P(q,t) is strictly decreasing. Moreover, we have
limy—, o P(q,t) = 00 and lim;_, P(q,t) = —o0.

(4 %—?(q,t) = — [log|Jac f|dvg: < 0.

(5 %%(QJ) = [ g dvg,.

(6) If g < 0, then we have P(q1,t1) < P(q2,t2) if g1 > q2 and t; > to.

Proof. To see (1), note that (X, f) is an expansive topological dynamical system in the sense of
Urbanski-Roy-Munday [27]. By [27, Proposition 11.3.2], for each (g,t) € R?, we have

P(q, t) < htop(f) + sup ¢q,t~
zeX

As ¢q+ is Holder continuous on X, we have |sup,cyx ¢4+| < co. Hence (1) follows.

For (2), by [28, Theorem 13.10.3] which shows that the mapping of a Hélder continuous potential
¢ : X — R with exponent § to its topological pressure P;?p(é), is real analytic and the fact that
(g,t) = g, is affine, we see that the composition (g,t) — P(q,t) is real-analytic.

For (3), let ¢ € R be fixed and let ¢’ > ¢. Then by the variational principal, we have
P(avt) = huy (£) [ 9 dvge —t [ og|Jac f1d vy

(32) > by, (f) +4 / g dvgy —t' / log| Jac f|d vgr = P(q, ).



Therefore t — P(q,t) is strictly decreasing. To see the last two statements, we write

P(q,t) = hy,,(f) + q/gduq,t - t/log | Jac f|dvg..

Taking limits as t — oo and ¢t — —oo then yields the result.
For (4), the argument is near identical to [28, Theorem 16.4.10]. Using the variational principal,

P t') > b, (f) 4 / g dvgs —t / log | Jac f1d vy

=P(q,t)+ (t —t) /10g | Jac fldvg,.
Therefore,
Plq,t') > P(q,t) + (t — t’)/log | Jac f| dvg.:.
Ift/ <t, thent —t <0 and
P(Q> t/) B P(qv t)
t—t
Similarly, if ¢ > ¢, then ¢/ —t > 0 and

P(q,t') —Plg,t
(q t)/_t(q )Z_/log|JaCf|qu,t'

Taking limits and noting that P (g, t) is real-analytic (and thus differentiable) finishes the argument.
The proof of (5) is similar. The reader should note that the computation does not result in a
negative sign in front of the integral in this case.

For (6), we follow |28, Section 21.1|. Let g1 > g2 and t; > to. Thenif g < 0, ¢g, 1, () < Pgo 1, ()
for all z € X. Thus, for any open set V, Sp¢g, .4, (V) < Spogs.t, (V). Since exp(+) and log(+) are
monotone increasing, and inf{-} preserves inequalities, the result follows. O

< —/10g]JaCf| dvg: < 0.

3.2. The temperature function. In this section, we define the temperature function and study
its properties. We continue to use notations from Section 3.1. Since X is uniformly expanding,
the arguments in this section are standard; see for example [2, 19, 21].

Definition 3.2. The temperature function T: R — R is defined as ¢ — T'(q), where T'(q) is the
unique number such that P(q,T(q)) = 0.

Remark 3.3. By Lemma 3.1 (3), the above definition is well-posed. Moreover, we have T(0) =
VD¢(X) by [10, Theorem 5.1].

Lemma 3.4. The temperature function T: R — R is real-analytic.

Proof. Since the function (g, t) — P(g,t) is real-analytic by Lemma 3.1 (2), the conclusion follows
from the Inverse Function Theorem once we establish

JP(q,t)

BT #£ 0 for any (qo, 1) € R?.

(qo,to)

By Lemma 3.1 (4), we have
9P(g,1)

ot

= —/ log | Jac f|dvg, +, # 0
(go,to) X

where vg, ¢, is the equilibrium state for ¢, . This completes the proof. O
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Fix ¢ € R. Let v, be the equilibrium state of ¢, ;). We define
_ Jx 9dvq
S log | Jac fldy,

Lemma 3.5. The temperature function T: R — R satisfies T'(q) = —a(q) for all ¢ € R. In
particular, it is strictly decreasing.

(3.3) a(q) = > 0.

Proof. Since P(¢q1(q)) = 0 for any ¢ € R, we have

d ~ 0P(q,t)  9P(q,t)
qu(¢q,T(q)) - aq + at

Therefore, we have

By Lemma 3.1 (5), we have
9P (q,1)

= [ gdvg,t, #0
8q (qo,to) /X o

where vy, 1, is the equilibrium state for ¢g ¢, -
Hence, we obtain

gdvg, ¢
T’q _ fX qo0,to = —al(qo)-
(90) — [y log | Jac f|dvg, 4, (q0)

The conclusion follows. O

Observe that v is the unique equilibrium state of the potential ¢g 7y = —2 VD (X)log | Jac f|.

Lemma 3.6. The temperature function T: R — R is convex. Moreover, it is strictly convex if
and only if v # 1.

Proof. Differentiating P (¢, 1(4)) With respect to g twice, we obtain
2 2 2
T/(q)Q .0 7’(2%75) +27'(q) - 0°P(g,t) + 9°P(g,t)

1" _ ot 0qot dq?
T(q) = TP
ot

where the partial derivatives are evaluated at (g,t) = (q,7(q)).

2 2

0 0
@P(—tlog | Jac f| + qg9) = @P(—(to + &1+ e2)log| Jac f| + qg)

= Vary, (log|Jac f|,log | Jac f|).

Here the (asymptotic) variance Var is given by
Vary,(hi, ho) := Z (/ hi(hg o f¥)dwy, —/ hldﬂh/ h2d,uh>
= \JX b's X
where puy, is the equilibrium state for h.

Similarly, we have
2

19}
a—qQP(—tlog | Jac f| + qg) = Vary, (g, 9), and
2

6q8t73(—tlog | Jac f| + qg) = Varg, (g,1og | Jac f]).
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Hence, we obtain

(q) = Y2%eu(9 = T'(@) og | Jac /|, g — T'(q) log | Jac f1)
! Jx log| Jac fldv, |

Therefore, T"(q) > 0 for any ¢ € R. Moreover, T"(¢) = 0 if and only if the function g —
T'(¢q)log | Jac f| is cohomologous to a constant, if and only if g and —T"(q) log| Jac f| are coho-
mologous. If g and —T"(q) log | Jac f| are cohomologous, then P(—=1"(q) log| Jac f|) = P(g) = 0,
which implies —=T"(q) = VD;(X) and thus v = 1. O

Corollary 3.7. If v # vy, then the function q — «(q) is strictly decreasing. If v = vy, then
a(q) = VDy(X) for all g € R.

Proof. Since a(q) = —T"(q) by Lemma 3.5, the conclusion follows from Lemma 3.6. O

Remark 3.8. We denote by [a1,as] C (0,00) the range of the function ¢ — a(q). By Corollary
3.7, if v = vy, then a1 = ag = VD¢(X) > 0. If v # 1, then a1 = a(co) and ap = a(—00).

— [ gdvq sup(—g)
og|Jac fldvq — inflog|Jac f|

In this case, as = a(—00) < oo since limy o 71 < oo. Moreover,

. . — [ gdv
[ Oé(OO) > 0 since m 2

T(qo) < 0; see |21, p. 254].

IT(qo0)|/q0 > 0 for all ¢ where gp > 0 is a fixed number with

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

Let f: P* — P* be a holomorphic endomorphism of algebraic degree at least 2, X C P* an
uniformly expanding set, g: X — R a Holder continuous function and v € M}( f) the equilibrium
state of g. For each g € R, recall the potential function ¢, = ¢q (4 : X — R given by

¢q = qg9 — T(q) log| Jac f]

and its unique equilibrium state v, € M%(f). Recall also a(q) as defined in (3.3) and J,(a(q))
as defined in (2.2).

Definition 4.1. The parametrized volume dimension multifractal spectrum is the map S, oa: R —
R given by R
Sv(e(q)) := VD, (Ju(alq))).-

Remark 4.2. We sometimes need to regard S, (a(q)) as a function of . We write S, («) for o €
[av1, cvo] which is the range of a(q), ¢ € R. In this case, provided v # vg, S, (o) = VDy,, (Ju(a(q)))
where ¢ is the unique real number such that a(q) = «. The uniqueness of ¢ is guaranteed by
Corollary 3.7.

4.1. Symbolic coding. Since f: X — X is uniformly expanding, there exists a Markov partition
R := {Ri,..., Ry} of X so that the dynamical system f: X — X is conjugate to a one-sided
subshift of finite type o: EJAf — Zj. We denote by 7: ij — X the projection map.

If ¢: X — R is a Holder continuous function, then we denote by 5 := ¢om, and it is also Holder
continuous. Both ¢ and (?5 have a unique equilibrium state, denote by v4 and ﬁq; respectively, and
they satisfy vy = W*;(g.

If 1 is the equilibrium state of a Holder continuous potential ¢: X — R, then p satisfies the
Gibbs property (see [28, Section 13.2]). That is, for every w € ¥h,e > 0,0 < x < r(e) and
m > n(e), we have
(4.1) o < v(U(m(w), e, k,m))

<C
R TG ) M
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where C7,Cy > 0 are constants. In particular, C; and C5 may be taken such that Cy > 1 and
Cy = Oy ' Recall (), n(e) from Section 2.2.

Given € > 0,k > 0, N > 0, let r = r(¢,k, N) > 0 be a small positive real number depending on
e,k and N. For w € ¥, let m(w) = m(w, e, K, N) be the unique positive integer such that

m(w) _
(4.2) H ‘Jac f(w(ak(w)))‘ 1 > r and
k=0
m(w)+1 1
(4.3) H ‘Jac f(w(ak(w)))‘ <r.
k=0

In our applications, r will be Vol(U (z, e, s, N))*/? for a fixed z € X.

Lemma 4.3. Fizx € X and ¢: X — R a Hoélder continuous potential with equilibrium state p.
Further, let w € S be such that m(w) = x and for given € > 0,0 < k < r(e), N > n(e), set
r = Vol(U(z,e,k, N))/2. Then we have

log u(U(z, e, k, m(w)))

o o logu(U(z,e,k,N))
lim lim lim = lim lim lim
e—0 k0 N—o0 log r e—=0x—0 N—oo log r

should either limit exist.

Proof. Fix e > 0 and 0 < k < r(e). Note that by inequality (4.2), [10, Corollary 2.4 and Lemma
2.7], we have

klog k L, — ke
4.4 > — N -1
(4.4) mw) = LV+I<:€+ (L,,—H%)

For all N > n(e) sufficiently large, note that

log (U log (U N
(4.5) lim lim i 28U E R MW)) e e i 08 AU (.6, K N))
e—0 k—0 N—oo logr e—0 k—0 N—oo logr

is immediate as m(w) > N by (4.4) and the U sets are nested. Now we show the other direction.
By the Gibbs property of p (4.1), we have

m(w)—1
log u(U(z,e,k,mw))) >logCr+ Y ¢(m(c¥(w)))
k=0
m(w)—1
=log C1 —log Cs + log Cs + Z (b(ﬂ(ak(w)))
k=0

m(w)—1

> log g; +log u(U(z,e,k,N)) + Z o(m(o*(w)))
k=N

> log % +log u(U(z,e,k,N)) + (m(w) — N)inf ¢.
2
So for all N large enough, we have

log &1 —
logM(U(x¢57’%7m(w))) < 10gM(U(ZL',E,H,N)) + 8 G, + m(w) N inf ¢.
log r log r log r log r

(4.6)

Consider the term (m(ﬁ;’g);N) By (4.4) and [10, Lemma 2.7], we obtain
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(4.7)

~ klogk — N(L, + k(2M +2)¢)’

k1 Ly—k
m(w) — N < Lok + N (L The ~ 1)
log r

And so we have

N Ly—ke
- -1
lim lim lim (m(w)) = lim lim — ( L, +ke ) —0

e—0 k—0 N—oo log r e—=0Kk—0 L, +EkE(2M +2)e
Hence, taking limits lim._,o lim,_, limy_o on both sides of (4.6) gives

(4.8) lim lim lim 8O @ e mm@) g logp(Ue ek N))
e—=0k—0 N—oo log r 0 ko0 N oo log 7

The result then follows from (4.5) and (4.8). O

4.2. Key proposition. In this section, we prove Proposition 4.5, which are key ingredients needed
in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

For ¢ € R, R
we define the symbolic level set X, C E;{ as
(4.9) X, ={wexh: lim - 2z 9(n(0" () = a(q) ¢ -
n=o0 37075 log | Jac f(m(0%(w)))|-

Lemma 4.4. For every q € R, we have I/q(ﬂ(Xq)) =1

Proof. Denote by v, the equilibrium state of gq. Since 7, is ergodic, by the Birkhoff ergodic
theorem, for v -a.e. w € Y1, we have

o TR FeotE fga,
noyoo Zz;é log | Jac f(7(o%(w)))|~! fEX log |(Jac f) om|~t dvy [ log|Jac f|~1 du,
The conclusion follows. OJ

Now we prove the key proposition.

Proposition 4.5. For every ¢ € R, we have

(1) Vq(JV(a(Q))) =1;
(2) 6vy2 =T(q) + qolq) for every x € J,(a(q));
(3) VDyu,(Ju(a(q))) = T(q) + ga(q).

The proof of Proposition 4.5 consists of Lemmas 4.6 and 4.8.

Lemma 4.6. For each q € R, we have n(X,) = J,(a(q)). In particular, v,(J,(a(q))) = 1.

Proof. We first note that once we establish 7(X,) C J,(a(q)), then v4(J,(a(q))) = 1 follows from
Lemma 4.4. X .
Now we show that 7(X,) C J,(a(q)). Let w € X,. By definition of X,, we have the limit

(4.10) D oo 1 Cad )
w50 Y0 L log | Jac f(m(ok(w)))] -

T = alg).
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We need to show 7(w) € J,(a(q)), i.e., 0y () = alq). We first prove a(q) < 6, r()- Fix e > 0.
For any 0 < x < 7(¢), N > n(e), set 7 = Vol(U(n(w), e, , N))'/2. By definition of m(w, ¢, &, N)
in (4.2) and Gibbs property of v (4.1), we have

(4.11) Z":(?T)_l g(r(c*w))) < —log Cy +logv(U(m(w), e, K, m(w)))
' Zzlz(g)_llog\‘]ac flr(ak))|t log Vol(U (w(w), €, k, N))1/2

Take limits as ¢ — 0,k — 0, N — oo on both sides of (4.11). For the left hand side, since
equation (4.10) holds, we see that

zm’“gw(o’f(w)))

lim lim lim @ = a(q).
e—=0kxk—0 N—oo Em w log | Jac f(ﬂ(ak(w)))‘_l
For the right hand side, by Lemma 4.3, we have
—1 1
lim lim lim 0og CQ + OgV(U(ﬂ'(W), &R, m(w))) _ 51/ (W)
£—0 k0 N—oo log Vol(U (7r(w), &, &, N))1/2 ’

Therefore, we have

a(Q) < 51/,7r(w) :

Now we prove a(q) > 6, . Fix e > 0. For any 0 < x < 7(¢),N > n(e), set r =
Vol(U(r(w), e, s, N))'/2.
v (4.1), we have

Again, by definition of m(w,e,k, N) in (4.2) and Gibbs property of

m(w)—1 k
k=0 9(m(0"(w))) —log €1 +logv(U(n(w), &, £, m(w)))
(4.12) ;n:(g)ﬂlog\Jacf(ﬂ(ak<w))>‘_1 = log Vol(U (7 (w), €, k, N ))1/2

Take limits as ¢ — 0,k — 0, N — oo on both sides of (4.12). For the left hand side, since
equation (4.10) holds, we see that

SO g(r(oF (W)

lim lim lim = a(q).
s—>OH—>ON—>ooZ +llog|Jacf( (oF(w)))I1

For the right hand side, by Lemma 4.3, we have
-1 1
hm hm hm Og Cl + OgV(U(ﬂ_(CU),€7 K’? m(CL)))) — 51/ ﬂ—(w)‘
e—=0 k0 N—o00 log Vol(U(r(w), &, k, N))1/2 ’

Therefore, we have

a(Q) > 51/,7r(u.1)'
Hence, 7(w) € J,(a(q)). This completes the proof of 7(X,) C J,(a(q)).
Now we show J,(a(q)) C n(X,). Let = € J,(a(qg)) and let w € ¥} be such that 7(w) = z. We

need to show that w € Xq. To this end, by the same calculation as in (4.11) and (4.12), it suffices
to show that

lim lim lim Z‘(B’)_lg(ﬁ(gk(w))) = lim lim lim Zk =0 9(m (0" () .
00 NZoo T og | Jac f(r(ok(w)))| 7t 00N 3T og | Jac f(m(oh(w))] !

Note that (4.7) may be extended to

klogk Ly+k(2M+2) klogk L,—k
Lok TN ( Tohe 1) < m(w) — N < ~ Ttk TV ( g 1) -1
klogr — N(L, — ke) - =~ klogk — N(L, + k(2M + 2)e)’

4.1
(4.13) log r
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Now we have
S o (@) o She@) b S e (@)
an + X7 log | Jac f(fi(2))|1 T Ljlolog|Jac f(fi(2))|1 T S log | Jac f( i (x))] !

where ay = —(m(w) — N)sup(log | Jac f|71) and by = —(m(w) — N)inf g. The left most side of
this inequality may be written as

ST g(f9 ()
S log | Jac £(f9 ()|
an

S log | Jac £(f3 (x))] !

and the right most side of this inequality may be written as
by S 9(f (@)

_l’_
S 1og | Jac F(f1(@))[1 ST log | Jac f(£7(x))| !
Now by (4.2) and (4.13) we have that

lim lim lim 4N =0

s—>0ﬁ—>0N—>ooE log|JaCf(fJ( ))|

and

bn B
lim lim lim ) =0.
EHOK%ON—)OOZ (w log|Jacf(f9( ))’ 1
The conclusion follows. This completes the proof. ]

Remark 4.7. Since Xq is o-fully-invariant by Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem, by the above lemma,
we see that J,(a(q)) is f-fully-invariant.

Lemma 4.8. For every q € R, we have

(1) (5,,q,x =T(q) + qa(q) for every x € J,(a(q));

(2) VD, (Ju((q))) = T(q) + qa(q)-
Proof. We first prove statement (1). Fix z € J,(a(q)). Let w € £} be such that 7(w) = z. Fix
e > 0. For any 0 < k < r(¢), N > n(e), set r = Vol(U(n(w), &, &, N))/2.

By Gibbs property of v (4.1) and that g is bounded on the compact set X, we have

WU, () _
[17) eg(miot ()

(4.14) C) <

By Gibbs property of v, and that ¢, is bounded on compact X, we have
(415) Ci < Vq(U(ZL’,&,I{,TTL(UJ)))

= (@) < Cs.
[T [ Jac f(m(ok (w)))|"T@ (eg(m(o*@)))a

Moreover, we have
m(w)+1 m(w)—1
(4.16) II 1Jacf(x(c* @)™ <rand [] [Jacf(x(c* ()" >
k=0 k=0
Combining (4.14), (4.15) and (4.16), and for N large enough, we obtain

<g> DU (e, k,m(w)? < vy(U (e, e, 5, m(w))) < <g> (U @, 2, 5. m(w)))"

1
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which implies

(4.17)

log (2

08 <CT) qlogv(U(z,e,k,m(w))) _ logy,(U(zx,e,k, m(w)))

——= 4+ T(q) + <

logr logr logr
log (%) qlogv(U(z,e,k, m(w)))

1 2 + T(q) + — : *
ogr logr

Taking lim._,0lim, 0 limy_yo on each term in (4.17), by Lemma 4.3 and the fact that x €
Ju(a(q)), we obtain d,, » = T(q) + qdve = T(q) + qa(q).

Statement (2) follows from the fact that v, is non-atomic, Lemma 4.6, (1) and |10, Proposition
4.22]. This completes the proof of the lemma. 0

Corollary 4.9. For every q € R, we have

A~

(1) wy(r(Xe) = 1 A
(2) dvyz = T(q) + qa(q) for every x € m(Xy);

(3) VD, (m(Xy)) = T(q) + qo(q).

Proof. Statement (1) is Lemma 4.4. Statement (2) and (3) follows from Lemma 4.6 and Lemma
4.8. U

4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Lemmas 3.4, 3.5, 3.6 and Remark 3.3, to prove statement (1), it remains
to show T'(1) = 0. The argument is near identical to [28, Theorem 21.1.4 (b)]. By definition, T'(1)
is the unique number such that P(¢; (1)) = 0. Since, by assumption, P(g) = 0 and g = ¢1 9, we
conclude that 7'(1) = 0.

For (2), S, (a(q)) = T(q)+qa(q) follows from Proposition 4.5 (3) and the definition of S, (a(q)).
Using the fact P(q,7(¢)) = 0 and Theorem 2.8, we have VD (vy) = T(q) + qo(q). Since T'(q) is

real-analytic and a(q) = —T"(g), we see that S, (a(q)) is analytic in g.

For (3), we show that a — S, (a) is concave. Then the conclusion follows from (1) and (2).
Taking derivative with respect to ¢ on both sides of S, (a(q)) = T(q) + qa(q) and using T (q) =
—a(q) and v # vy (so that o/(¢q) # 0) we obtain

25,(al) =

Taking derivative with respect to g on both sides of the above equation and recalling from Lemma
3.6 that T is strictly convex in this case we obtain

Then it is straightforward to see that the function o — —S,(—«) is strictly convex and form a
Legendre transform pair with ¢ — T'(q).

For (4), if v = g, by the proof of Lemma 3.6, we see that T”(¢q) = 0. Therefore, T'(q) = —a(q)
is constant. O
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5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

By Lemma 4.6 and Remark 4.7, we see that J,(a(q)) is invariant. Therefore it is an expanding
set. Let jiq be the 0, (q(qg))-volume conformal measure on J,(a(q)) as in [10, Theorem 5.6].

Recall from [10] that a probability measure v on J,(a(q)) is t-volume-conformal on J,(a(q)) if,
for every Borel subset A C J,(a(gq)) on which f is invertible, we have

:/ | Jac f|"dv.
A

01, (a(q))(f) == 1inf {t > 0: there exists a t-volume-conformal measure on J,(a(q))} .

We define

Lemma 5.1. The 0, (q(q))-volume conformal measure pg supported on Jy,(a(q)) and the equilib-
rium state v of ¢4 are the same; pug = vq.

Proof. We first show that d;,(a(q)) = T(q) + ga(q). Since pg is the 6, (a(q)) -volume conformal
measure on J,(a(q)), then by [10, Theorem 5.6}, this & 5, ((q)) is such that 73 T (@) ((Z)o 5,D<a<q))) 0.
Then for v, we have

0= Pi(a(q))(ﬁso,éJy(a(q))) > hy, (f) — t/J () log | Jac f|dv,

which implies 7, (a(q)) = %Z =T(q) + qa(q).

d,
Now define a(p,) = — ny(a(fijéfJSjﬂdy , by Birkhoffs Ergodic theorem and Lemma 4.6,
Ju(a(q)) q
d k

[y log [ Jac fldu, — nooo S0 5log|Jacf<7r<ak<w>>>r—1

as the ratio of Birkhoff sums is constant and equal to a(gq) on J,(
on J,(a(q)). And so, as T'(¢q) is the unique value for which P(q, T

0=P(g,T(a)) > hu(f) — T(q) /J o e fldg +q / gddig
v ialq

Ju(a(q

a(q)) and pg is fully supported
(g)) = 0 then for p,, we have

= huy () = 91, (a(q)) / log | Jac f|dpg + (6.5, (a(q) — T(Q))/ log | Jac f|dpuq + (J/
Ju(a(q)) Ju(a(q Ju(a(q))
(5.2)
= (01, (alq)) — T(q)) / log | Jac f|dpuq + CJ/ gdjig.
Jv(a(q)) Ju(a(q))

which implies 6, (a(q)) < T(q) + qa(pg) = T(q) + qa(q).

Hence d,(a(q)) = T'(q) + qa(q). For this value of 0, (a(q)) it is easy to see from (5.2) that the
free energy of ji, with respect to the potential ¢4 is 0 = P(g,T(q)), so pq is the unique equilibrium
state for ¢g; vy = pg- O

Now we give a proof of Theorem 1.2.
Proof of Theorem 1.2. By [10, Theorem 5.6], Lemma 5.1 and Theorem 1.1 (2), we have
VD (Ju(lq))) = VD (pg) = VDj(vg) = T(q) + ga(q)-

gdpg
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On the other hand, by Theorem 1.1 (2), we have VDy,, (J.(a(q))) = T(q) + qa(q). Therefore

VDy,, (Ju(a(q))) = VD (Ju(al(q))), ie., S(alq)) = S(a(g)). The conclusion follows from Theorem
1.1. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3. We first prove some preparatory lemmas in Section 6.1
and prove Theorem 1.3 in Section 6.2.

6.1. Preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 6.1. For each ¢ € R, we have
h d
pemt () — [x log|Jac fldp

Moreover, the supremum is realized at p = v,.

Proof. Since P(¢y) = 0, we have 0 = sup, h, + Jx a9 — T(q)log | Jac f|dp, where the supremum
is taken over invariant ergodic probability measures on X and the supremum is realized at v,.
Therefore

h,+ d
T(q) = sup —2- L 900
2 T log [ Jac fldp
and the conclusion follows. O
Lemma 6.2. For any q € R, we have
_ d — d
ap = inf Jx 9p and ag = sup Sy 9dp .
pemb(f) Jx log|Jac fldp peME(F) Jx log| Jac f|dp
Proof. We prove the statement for a;;. The statement for ais can be proved using the same argu-
. - d L. . - dv,
ment. We first observe that o; > mfueM}(f) % as by definition, o := inf cr W.

Now we prove a1 < inf,e gy (p) T —Jx 9d Since a1 < a(q) for any ¢ € R, by Proposition
X

m

10g\XJacf|du'

4.4 (3), Theorem 6.1 and VD (v) < 2 for any v € M¥(f) (see [10, Lemma 4.18]), for any ¢ > 0,
we have

— VD, (7(X,)) + qo1 < —VDy,, (w(Xy)) + qalq) = —T(q)

Jx 9dp }

= inf ¢ VD +
" { () q—leog\Jacf]dp

: Jx 9dp
<2 f .
- —|—q1r; — [ log | Jac f|dp

Since VDy,,, (m(X,)) < 2 for any ¢ € R (sce [10, Lemma 4.10]), we have for any ¢ > 0,

: Jx gdp
<4 f .
o = —i—qu; — [y log | Jac f|dp

Dividing both sides by ¢ and letting ¢ — oo, we obtain

. - fX gdp
< inf .
a=1 Jx log | Jac f|dp
This completes the proof. ]
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6.2. Proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. We first show that a; = infyexd,,. Suppose aq < infzexd, ,. This
implies that there exists a large go > 1 such that J,,(a(qo)) is empty, which contradicts Proposition
4.5. Therefore a1 > inf e x vaw.

Now suppose ag > infex 9, . Then using Lemma 4.6, there exist n > 0,z € X and a sequence
{nr} C N such that for each k > 1, we have

_Z?io 9(f(x)) <
S Tog | Jac (3 ()]

For each k > 1, consider the measure py, := % Zyi 00fi(z) Where d, denotes the Dirac mass at

the point . Then we have

a1 —1).

- fX gdpk
Jx log | Jac fldpy

Let p be an accumulation point of the sequence {py}r>1 of measures. Then taking the limit
k — oo, we have

<oy —n.

— d
Jx 9dp <ap—.
[ log| Jac fldp

If p is ergodic, then this contradicts Lemma 6.2. If p is not ergodic, then since the set of periodic
measures is dense, we approximate p by a sequence of periodic measures p,. Then there exists

fl;gff(J—Zg%s < a1 — n/2, which also contradicts Lemma 6.2.
X n

Therefore we must have a1 = inf,cx 9, ,.

a sufficiently large n such that
The statement ag = sup,¢x gyw can be proved in a similar way. [l

7. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4

Proof of Theorem 1.4. By Corollary 4.9 and the proof of Theorem 1.1, we see that Tpeorem 1.1
(2) and (3) hold for F,(a(q)). For F,(a(q)), by Lemmas 4.6 and 5.1, we have F,(a(q)) =
T(q) + qa(q) = Fu(a(q)). This completes the proof. O

8. PROOF OF COROLLARY 1.

5
Proof of Corollary 1.5. Since for every a € [o, ag], we have S, (o) = S, (o) = F, (o) = F(a), we
prove the corollary for S,(«). By Theorem 1.1, Lemma 5.1 and [10, Theorem 5.6] we have

Su(a(g)) = VDy(vy) = VDy(g) = VD (Ju(a(9))).

For any other measure p € ij(a(q))(f), since p is ergodic, by (5.1) we have a(p) = a(gq). Thus,
by the variational principal,

0=P(@.T(@) = () + [ 9o~ T(a) | og|3ac fldp

— 0> VDy(p) + d(~al)) — T(0)
= VDy¢(v) > VD¢(p).

This completes the proof. ]
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9. PROPERTIES OF THE MULTIFRACTAL DECOMPOSITION
Recall that we have the following multifractal decomposition of the set X, ie., X = J, U
(Uyer Julaa))
Lemma 9.1. For every q € R, the set J,(a(q)) is dense in X.

Proof. By Lemma 4.6, it suffices to show that 7(X,) is dense in X. For any w € X7, set

o) = tim Aol @)
=00 3 o log| Jac f(m (0¥ (w)))| !
Now, let O be an open set in X. Since the Markov partition weakly partitions X, there exists an
n for which there is an S € \/?:_01 R with S C O. Let w(S) be the finite admissible word encoding
S.

Next let w € Xq. Since f: X — X is exact, it is transitive, and thus the associated adjacency
matrix A for ng defining the admissibility condition is irreducible, so there exists a finite word u
such that w(S),(g)juwo is admissible. Then,

a(w) = a(w(S)uw) = a(q).
Hence 7(w(S)uw) € SNw(X,) € O. As O was arbitrary, 7(X,) is dense in X. O

Lemma 9.2. The set J], is non-empty.

1 U N
Proof. We show that there exists z € X such that lim lim lim ogv(U(z, ¢,k N)) does not

£—0 k—0 N—oo log Vol(U (z, &, k, N))1/2
exist. By Gibbs property (4.1), logCy + Snyg(z) < logv(U(z,e,k,N)) < logCy + Syg(x). It
suffices to show that there exists z € X such that the limit of Birkhoff averages limy_, o %5’ Ng(x)
does not exists.

Let p1, p2 be two equilibrium states such that fX gdp1 # fX gdps. By Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem,
there exist points y; typical for p; such that %S N9(Yi) = [x gdpi. In the mixing subshift of finite
type =7, we construct an infinite word w by concatenating alternatingly long blocks cut from the
orbits of y; and ¥, in such a way that the lengths of the blocks satisfy Ly <« My <« Lo < My - --
Here L; (resp. M;) is the length of the ith block of orbits of y; (resp. y2).

Then the partial sums %Smg(ﬂ(w)) will alternating between [y gdp; and [y gdps. Therefore

1
the limit ILHI —Smg(m(w)) does not exist. Thus 7(w) € J,,. O
m—oo m

For conformal dynamical systems, the Hausdorff dimension and entropy of irregular sets have
been studied by Barreira-Schmeling [6]; see also |1, Chapter §].
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