A necessary and sufficient condition for constrictive Markov

operators
(%)L 7 VEAEZED constrictive TH B7-DDUNE+DRMEIC
2WT0)
Al KT

FALEBER BRI R AR

1 1xLC®IC

HBHIERS Q= QPERT DY FELD &L DITT v X LRMERBEE (Y, }>0
ZEB L UTMA 72HE,

Xn+1 - S(Xn) + an

e {Vy boso PHSIAATE2HERBRT, HERZH X, LI THNEY LT 7% 4
T EBIZZOBE. g% {Vileso OWEREEBEE L, fu % X, 205 RS T O
KB L T2 &

fsa () = / fo )9 — S())ldy) =: T,

L0 FERB T UT fro EXNVITEMET  LHQ) — LY(Q) ZHWT TS,
ERTILENVTEDS., AMTEID LI RNV I TEMBITIZL > TRINDHERE
JEBIE A fr} BT B 0MDOFMMEEDHEEIZOWTHNS. AHOXRE 2L LTHE
W0, vV ATEME T % REUE TR BB OZEM L1(Q) R L., T oA
EPEAENTZ PVIZDOWTHEANL LS TRWTRWE WS Z L THL. 1986 412 Lasota &
Komornik (%, REMEAESEEOZEM L1(Q) - TE#HE N7z constrictive 72 %)L 3 7 fE
AR F T RIGARNEER L 22850 o IEREED Z 2R L7 [3]. F2ix, FEK
AR BB DB TERZ I N~ IV 3 7 EHZEDEEIRIE M & 72 255 o MEE
ZRD7 5 1F constrictive £ 742 Z 2 BKRT 2D E I N DONWTHEE L.
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2 Constrictive 2~ )L O 7{EBXRICEAT 2R
¥ 9", constrictive 7~ )V I 7EHZDEFHE L5 2 5.

Definition 2.1. o-ABRZAJEZEM (Q, F,pn) FTEHZRI Nz (EHHE X 72 1 3EEHUE) 7T
B BB OZER LY Q, F,p) 2BWT, D= {f e LY(Q,F,u): f>022|f| =1}
E45. 2T, ||| LY ovaeT s BUBERRET  LYE, F,u) — LYE, F,pn)
DLARD 2 DO&ME -3 & &, T I constrictive 72 )V I TEHETH D L\ ¢

(i) T(D) € D,

(i) FROMEZ L OHLEAEC e Fe, DHEEMr <1 L I>0MFEL, 28T
DfeDIZBWT, H2ERE no(f) e NPEFEEL. p(A) < 27232 TD
AeFen>ng(f)iciLT

/ T" fdpu < k
(E\C)UA

N AIRVASR

Lasota ¥ Komornik 1~V 2 7 /EHI A constrictive TH B & SIRD ARYT NIV RE
A DD Z & &R U7 [3].

Theorem 2.1 (The splitting theorem of Lasota-Komornik). o-4 B 72l & 220 (Q, F, p) 12
BIF 2 EREARESBEROEM L TR I N~V T TEME T B constrictive 75 51X,
HLEERr &, 2DODHABEKDH {9}, CD & {k}_, C L= FHFEQ: L' — L}
BEIEL, & fe L iTHLT,

r

Tf(x) =Y N(f)gi(x) + Qf ()
i=1
MWK ILD. 22T N(f) = [ f(@)ki(@)p(de). 7z, B g LAEHHR Q ZEAT DM
BHxhr-d

L gi(z)gj(x) =0 Vi # j.
2. Z TR UT, ~ERIZER () PEXYD. Ty = gau) 2T
3 limg oo |T7Qf] =0 Vfe L.



159

1965 44z Jacobs, deLeeuw. Glicksberg 512 & o TRENZROEH ([1]) (X EidD Z
® Lasota & Komornik DFEREZEFEML 72D THDLLFZLNTWVD

Theorem 2.2 (The splitting theorem of Jacobs-deLeeuw-Glicksberg). #3&/NF v NZEfH] F
FETERINARKICEHREOTHGGHEE Y 1 N T A =2 PR T &, SAMHDERT
T OEHEOR K 1281 % BALBRENIZHE W T,
Erev (T) = Eud.s(T) = QE
Ep(T)=Q '(0)=(I - Q)E.
Kz, E REIAREWAZEM Ere(T) & Ep(T) LOBEMERS. $Thbb,
E=FEs(T)® Epeo(T)

NS RVASN

JESIZIX, £ 3 Z D Jacobs-deLeeuw-Glicksberg D AR 7 N )L EEHE N E i, 2
DOEM % EIZ Lasota & Li % Yorke 13 L FCEHEINAYL I TEAZIZNUTUT %
&~ U7z ([4)).

Proposition 2.1. /N7 v N2 L1 ETER S NG R ME RO T HSsiE I 1 %5
A—=REFT IR UTU NIZFAMETH 5

(i) LY i2BWTHBERME L = Ef(T) ® Epeo(T) DMFAEL .
En(T)={zeL": Jim (| Tzl =0} 22 dim(Erey(T)) < o0

D LD,
(ii) %3257 MalHEa A C LYQ,F, 1) BHEHEL,

lim 1nf [T"z —y|| =0 foreach x € D,

n~>oo

729, D& E, A% constrictor & T3,

FIZ, 1991 £E1Z Sine 2 ELOFERZE DN F v NEEIAN LR L, #FEANF v
M ETEZRSINEFRBIAERFZIZE S 1855 X — X LEED constrictor % £ 728
DN A43 S % k& (Theorem 2.3, [6]). %A‘ﬂ‘ W N TR I N A SR
FIZE B 135 A —ZPLEED constrictor 72 61X, T80 5| constrictived TH 572 51X
Jacobs-deLeeuw-Glicksberg O A X2 k Jlej\ﬁq:ﬁ@% 729 Z & %m= U7 (Theorem 2.4,

[6]).
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Theorem 2.3 (Complex Banach Space: Sine). {LEDEFZNF v N2l E ETEHI N
BRRIAERFEIC LD I RT A2 PR T IR U TURIEFAETH S -

(i) DBV RY NRENES AC EWFEL, &z e B(E) 23 LT
A5, i Iyl =0

Zii7-9. ZZT. B(E) & EOHAFKETS.
(ii) 2 T 2T 2EMPE E = En(T) ® Ereo(T) BFEL.
o Ep(T)={z € X : limy_,o || Tyz| = 0}
® Ereo(T) = Euas(T),  dim(Epey(T)) < 00
77

Theorem 2.4 (Real Banach Space: Sine). A BB O ZEM L FTEHIh/z~vL 3
TVEMFE T constrictive 72 51X, T & Eype (T) ETHEBINT® D . RO IR T E
(TR

lim |[T"f —-T"nf] =0.

n— o0
ZZT. 7wk Theorem22 TE =L Uiz EOEMBIIZET 5 Ep(T) ~O4# L
ERAY

EFlD X 512, Sine *® Lasota, Komornik & I1X5E/NF v NEl] ETEZEI NZ<I)La 7
PEHIFE A constrictive TH LS IXH LD ARY NVDREE T e 2R U, %5
DOFEFRIE, EHEEAMETIEE R SERBAMEDATHIBRU 72 AR T b V53 e BT B9 % #5231
THH, &OBIENLDMOHHE A FE 2508 LR e WA 5, UL, #HEAN
F v NZEfE] O constrictive 7 < )L 2 7 /EHFE A Jacobs-deLeeuw-Glicksberg D A X2 K
WAREER 2723 7= D DB RMEDPEP NG L B2 0 . ENF v NI
R U 72~ )L a7 fEFHZE DS Jacobs-deLeeuw-Glicksberg D A X7 MV RER %279 & &
constrictive TH %M E D T2 > TWR,

T TCHLIZ, ETRESBEKOSK LY CHRUAZY VI TEMET : LY — Lt
7% Jacobs-deLeeuw-Glicksberg @ A X2 MV EEB 2723, T7abb, ENDHE
L' = Ep(T) ® Erey (T) DMFLE L

o Ep(T)={z e X : lim,_o || T"z| =0}
e Froy(T) = Eyas(T), dim(E,,(T)) < 00



B4 o1E, vV 7EHE T 7 constrictive TH B Z & % FalDdH B 52 HitE &
ULTCTmRUT.

Definition 2.2. HE£72M (Q, F, 1) L OFIAATRA B D L1 (Q, F, 1) 125N T,
BOMEIZR T LN, F,p) — LY F, ) 2RO XS ICEHTS
Tf@) = | Klaa)f@nds)  for f € L' Fp) @1
ZZT, K:QxQ—RIZAHIEKT
K(z,y) >0 and /QK(:E, y)u(dr) =1 (2.2)

iz LTS5, DL E,, MAFHET I~ IVa7EMRRE LS. HIZ, ZOBSE
HRT BBREELSHON z € QIZHLT,

(C) T]_Q(.’E) = 1Q(I)

R A B R

E9. & @21, 22). (C) Zh7=THMAMEHRE T IZOWTEARDE D LD (cf. [2]).

Proposition 2.2. £ (2.1).(2.2), (C) %7 S EAEME T : LY(Q, F,pu) — LY (Q, F, p)

XL T,
Fo={A € F: T"14 = characteristic function ¥n > 0}

& F O o MEBE L0 (Q, Fo, p) FIEGEARIEZER & 70 5.

ZDFERP S, T o MER Fo DERDEFLEEMNTH 2 Z B3 0h s, Wb,
FRFICW € Fo 2 LT, BhDBE d > 1 BIFEL,

Ty = 1w

Zli728. ZOZERFEAEHRE T WHIRU ZEGE ETERZS NI BEBIT L
THBWTH D Z 2K L, RO EEHIRIND ([2)).

Theorem 2.5. 24 (Q, %, u) EOFEBME TR 2 BB OZEM ETESHRS Wi IEH
T :LYQ,F,p) — LY, F,u) 5540 (2.1), (2.2). (C) Zifi=3 & &, UNIZFRMET
H5b:
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(i) T X constrictive TH 5.
(ii) #4530 Mk

Fo={A € F: T"14 = characteristic function Vn > 0} C F
Fp LU TRAARMEDH T rZRb, ST WITHLT
lim pi(AN\ T1p) =0,

WETOEDOWEEZFOWMAHES A, BCWIZHLTHD LD, TIT, dIFEE
T W OFEMOBNAEE L T 2.

LR &k D, BAEOSM VT, I3 TEAZEP RIS o-IiEGEEZ S DI L L,
constrictive TH 25 Z Db o7z, SHEOME L LTI OFERE L 0 — Bk 72 I & 22 [
FEONRNFONERIZHIRTE 5 HZEZ 6N 5.

S 3

[1] K. deLeeuws; L. Glicksberg, The decomposition of certain group representations, J. Anal-
yse Math. 15 (1965), 135 - 192.

[2] Y. Iwata, Constrictive Markov operators induced by Markov processes, Positivity. 20
(2016), 355-367.

[3] J. Komornik; A. Lasota, Asymptotic decomposition of Markov operators, Bull. Polish
Acad. Sci. Math. 35 (1987), no.5- 6,321 - 327.

[4] A. Lasota; T.Y. Li; J.A. Yorke, Asymptotic periodicity of the iterates of Markov opera-
tors, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 286 (1984), 751 - 764.

[5] A. Lasota; M.C. Mackey, Chaos, fractals, and noise. Stochastic aspects of dynamics,
Second edition. Applied Mathematical Sciences, 97. Springer-Verlag, New York, (1994).

[6] Sine. R, Constricted systems. Rocky Mountain J. Math. 21, no. 4, 1373-1383(1991)



