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RILATERRDOIHEED 5 H 15 V4 LERICK T 2R AEOHRYE

R 2 LR ISR

1. IXC®IZ

Palis TR & L CHIS N L BRI THRE 07 5 7 X201 R1FY
DEBEET 20 1R LT, il Z21E SNewhouse 1%, REZ VU = v 7% & DM
FEMHBGOEEICIEREDO 7 V2 7 2% H 3 2 ¥R e BEICHKITE % Z & ZiEH
L, ZD#% Z DfERIZ J Palis, M. Viana, L.J.Diaz 512X > T X DIEWT 7 RICHEE X

Jo [0, 14,15, 16, 17]. EERIED 7 t T 7 X DIEED, @ RIT SR Lo [ IR YR
DT XV v 7B WTHEFTNC Kolmogorov AT 5 Z k72 ¥ bR I LTV
% [5,6,7,9,10]. —HT, Aratjo [1 11X, 7 VXL N¥ELROBHATZIDT b7 7 2DH

[Rife, 207 + 2272 EToYHNEZEG X 2 0 E2RR L.

KFER T, Aradjo DFERZ <L a 7EHZROBR»6HE T 5 2 2T, WHEAED
BRSNS 2 BT DR FAERICOVTHENT 2. FElllE (1] 23RE XK. %
TAERROMEE E LTHIS N2 WL 200 “IEE” O EREICOWTE AL, 2D
B OEWE R DO BB ZHENT 5. 2 OREBEEDTICHEN S PR
EMHEN S EE PR D H R E [AfE E 72 % .

2. WEHIEE DRI

X ZR—=7 2V N2/, B X DRIV o-ITEE, m % X LOWERREL T 5. (T, o, p)
ZREREM L L, Z0EREMEM Q, Z,P) = (TV, 7V, p") &2 2. A[IER 1 -
TXX—->X%252,1teT LT f=/ft-)itd3 5. 2O =, ROIEAMNIES
MEEZD.

fi=id BXU fi=f,0-0f, MeN, w=(w,w,...)€Q).

TIZT, QLEODNIULX—ATERP = pN 2522712, AT v T WCBIFE /74X
{w = (w1, W), ...) > Wyl FHILFEDITHEIIND T 5.

E 2.1, f HEREBEOYIBAE%2IFD (H25WE (FPM)” Zi-3) &I, U ROL&H
i3 ERMEO T L2 — RIIAEHERIE uy, ... p, DIFETDIEEEVD

1) ZA5E m B L THonhEsiTH 3.

2) ZNBHEFEWE m-BEEEZRVT) XboRVWAERD.

IZRAJF5E1Z, Pablo G. Barrientos, Yushi Nakano, Hisayoshi Toyokawa & ¥ DX [4] 1235 D TH 3.

2finitely many physical measure % LT (FPM) ¥ %7 .
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3) (EED B-A]H 7B FERBEB ¢y 12Xt LT,
m (B, (i1, Y)U---UB,(u ) =1 (P-ae.w e Q).
7272,

1 n—1 .
wai,w={xeX: lim =~ 3" y(f(0) = f wdul} G=1,...,7.
Jj=0

)26, FRAZRIEDE 572 A XFw R LT, LUK L THER 3 2 9UE
£2(x) DFRFREREED, PR x D5 Z 520 U TW TN ORERMNE py -+ 1, BED 5
ZERPEINCIR S 2 Z e bbb 5. TOEFRD NT, £ 25 (FP) T /=3 720 DHE+
IEMED, BRITEFRT S f O R T aR=y ZEHZEDOEIGEIE L 7% 2
G T 5D,
EIL. (Theorem C, [7]) (X, B, m) % R— T >~ FHERZERM, (Q, Z,P) = (TV, &V, pV) % hE
R (T, o , p) DERERER L 35, AFAIER f: Tx X - X0 L T, URE[FEME
(i) £ F WG (mean constrictivity) 2 HiD.
(ii) f % (FPM) %l 7.
SO, LTI DLOFRGEZRHIETE X, uy,. .., w75 (FPM) WCHN 2 HEEERT L
T 5L, KRB ILD.

(1) B xm)(Bu)U---UB,)) =1,
(2) m-a.e. x € X IZX LT, P(B(uy) U---U B(u,)) = 1,
(3) P-ae. w e QTR LT, m(B,(u1)U---UBy,,)) =1,

727l &i=1,..., riZRLT,
n—1
B(u;) = {(w,x) eQxX: lim %Zéi(x) :Ili},
j=0

B,(u) ={x€X: (w,x) € Bu)} B B.(u;)) ={weQ: (w,x) € Bu,))}.

3. v a7 ERAZDIUENE & 2 oM B S
(X, B, m) ZHERZEM & L, D(m) = DX, B, m) ZHBEHEB 02 T2, bbb,
D(m) = {h e L'(m): h>0m-ae., || = 1}.

MIERZE P L'm) —» L'm) 2 JIVAZEBRR THH %, E (ThbHB, >0
m-a.e. 72 51F, Pp > 0m-ae.) THH , EED ¢ > 0m-ae. Zii/z3 ¢ € L'(m) IZHN LT,

ngodm:fgodm. (3.1

DD NDE TR WS RERNCE T 5 ~va 7{EHZE0 BT MWE D, LURD INHEYE
(constrictivity) TH 5.
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E#E 3.1. L'(m) Lo~ra71EFHZE P 2,
(1) URHEHY (constrictive) &, H 22287 MEE F c L'(m) BFELT, [FED
he Dm) W UT, RBPRILTDHEXE VD,

lim d(P"h, F) = 0,

n—oo

(2) —HRUNKERY (uniformly constrictive) ¥ 1%, 2% 2 > %7 MES F LY (m) DTFAE
LT, RBWBALT DL EZ2 0D,

lim sup d(P"h,F) =0.

N pe D(m)

(3) FUNHERY (mean constrictive) ¥ 1%, H 2 a7 MEE F c L'(m) DEEL T,
FEED he Dm) IZH LT, KRBT B EE2 NS,

lim d(A,h, F) = 0,
722U, d(g, F) = infycpllo —yll TH D,

n—1
1 .
A=~ ) P¢ (geL'(m).
n i=0

ThHb. EBZPOHLIIZ, (UC) = (O = MO D ILD. /2 P O—HRINEMER,
P 5 L'(m) \CBWTH#Ea >, b (quasi-compact) TH B Z & E[FMETH 5 Z & HI 5
AL TW 3 [8, Theorem 2].

<NV a7 ERHZEOEERF D 1 0235, FFEEH ¢ . X 5> X ML TERZNS RO
V-TARZIREBE TH 2. g X LOWE m LU TIEFRSRTH 2 21, FED
m-BEED g ICX3HBEPHU m-BEEL BRI EEVS. 2D XS RIEFELSH s D
R Y-7aR=YZEHAR L, : L'(m) - L'(m) IR TERS NS, EED ¢ € L'(m)

BLUAeBITMNLT,
nggodm:fgodm.
A A

IS OWTIX [2, 3, 12, 13] 25 HRE k.

fiTxX > X%Z2ETEZEBDE L, teTITHLT f,=f(t,)) DRAY-T7OR=
U AEHEE L, L L. S5, PHEROV-TARZIRERAER L, : L'(m) —> L'(m)
ERRTEERT 5.
Lov0 = [ Ligtdpto
T

ZhuE, —FEIORBRBICHEET S )4 RIZOWTEH LTI #BKRLTWS. 2
DEE L dELaTERELRD.

—RRIPGEME (UO), INFTE (O, I & CSPIINFRME (MO ISR, X 5L 3 St
HZEAL, 2Hh o OWEIFROREMIEICOWTHNT 5.
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(AQ) #EhFHEEZIF DI T X

EFE&3.2. L'(m) Lo~iva 7{EHE P 23 ERERIINHEY (asymptotically constrictive) (AC)
FEOLIX, EED >0 LTo>0DBEEL, REMET EEEZNS.

EED e Dm) &, mA) <d ZifileT Ae BIINLT, limsupr”godm <e.
A

n—oo

AR TR WEIZ R L T 2 BRICR A SN H LWEETH 2 53, LN OUHER
=N aZEHE P L'(m) > L'(m) ORMERRBL L RHERZ L, (O = (AQ 2 EDH
WZhhb
O EEDe>01ZMLT,6>00FEL, [ FED ¢ € D(m) IZX LT ny € N 237
ELTREMZT

EEDn>ny &, mA) <6 273 Ae BITHLT, fP”godm <e.
A

(WAP) SS#EAIEAMNG Y 5 R

E% 3.3. L'(m) Lo~ra 7EHZE P 23588IEHARY (weakly almost periodic) Thdt
W, EED ¢ e L'm) I LT, (P'@)s) DT RT P THEEZ WS, TRDBME
B (P VS HIZHIIR T 5 5k 5351 (P"ig)js1 % LB ETHS.

CHE Lm) Eo~nra 7EHZOME  LTX AL TED [20], Dunford—Pettis
DOFEEC XL, ZOWEORETSEBIILITE R 5.

(WAP) EED >0k e L'(m) IZRLT, 6> 0MFELT,
FEEDneN &, m(A) <6 Ziii/lz3 Ae BITHNLT, fP”(pdm<8.
A

(S) FEREEZFHDO2VIR

BRI, L'(m) Lo~V a 7 ERABRP A ERE 2RO 7 A% (S) LRI LT
%°. 2 ZT,he Dm)» P DAREEE (invariant density) TH % &1, Ph = h Zi/= 5
EEZWVD.

M EOMWEOEEIZRORDO@EYICE D 5N,

B L] [4] [4] B
— — — — —

o (@) (AO) MO (WAP) (S
g: 1 ﬁg: 2 ﬁﬂgj.s n;g: 3 u‘g: 4

K 1. (UC) 25 (S) £ TCOMEDHEBERIE. 72721, (AC) = (MC) = (WAP) IZ2W\WT
DEEHHZ [4] Z2EE k.

3xpro7aR=y ZEHZEDORZERIEEDIEIEIC DWW T O Straube DFEHR [19] 0B RAT (S) £ RT
ZrIiZT 5.
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4. BARH

ZTCEN 1B 2R X DUERERIBEL L RN & 2R T 12012, )i@l%@%ﬁk
jb’h‘éb\<’)7b>0){ﬂ%f”ﬁ?’% FERAt = D KIEREECR (IFS) 3 HERES T = (1,2, ..., k)
CHERBIE pIZBUI 7V ELEMR f TxX - XOHEES. T T, p({l}) =p;>0
i=1,..., ) 2325.Q=T"BXUP=p" 32, PIXQ LONNLX—ATERL
D, WET 2EHEbRE YT Ry ZEHBEIIRTREES.

k
Lrp= f Lipdp(t) = ZPiLi‘P (¢ € L' (m)).
T

i=1

CCTLAT fi=fG, ) IR T B3RO y-7aR=ZY ZEAZETH S ((=1,..., k) .

(@) TYHALILKEB®R. X %, KLV o-IEHE B £ vx— 27 m % 2 7= AL X
0,1132. Fi=1,..., kWX UT, f; #ERDE 2D C? oIEREESE L, X
DG RED LG 22T T3 FED xe X I LT,

(4.1)
Z A <x>|

ZDOLEf e:ﬂb@k@ﬁﬁ%bn;ﬁuié.

faRd 4.1. £, 13 (O &3 (UO) i/ S 2w,

(b) SVEALFENEIR. (X, B.m) % LOBILREILE L, k=22 LTREEZRS.
1 1
A =35 AE@=5+5 x€X) BD p=p=s.
ZHENRNV X — A4 BAAADRRRHIE LTHI SN T WS [18]. 2D fIZHLTRD
DAL T .

ARl 4.2. £ 1% (AQ) Ziifiz 3743, (O Wdiififz 7w,

() S LEEEEMR. X =S' =R/Z &, KLV o-JERE B L AR —ZHIE m Z# A
FHMAEE ST 2. k=2 L, BEAE o, B€[0,1] DD 200MEER £, f, 5
ZD.

fl(x) =x+a (modl) BXYL fx=x+B (modl),
if\_ P11 = 5 X‘?‘E)

frE43. ZODf LJTLTLXF%S‘J&&?%.
(1) a - B HIIREUZ 513, L, 13 (O Ziififzd.
(2) @ & BHE HITHIHET, a - BEEEL 5, L, 13 (MO Ziifi7z 355 (AO) 1
i 7z 720,
(3) a & B BITHEBIZOIE, L, 13 (WAP) Z 7z 347 (MO) 1347z S 72,



@) T UE LBNEREILABHROEM. k=2 & L, (S) 2ifilz T hER il S0
NFEROEMTHYR %525, $%8bDH, X=X_UX, L, X IZBVWTX BXUX,
DUENIET D DMERME m 252, py = pp =1 & LTROMDIZHE fi(x), fo(x) &
523.

fl(x)={ﬂ(x) forxe X pru fz<x>:{T5(x) forx € X-

T/(x) forxe X, 7(x) forxe X,

ZIZTrh1 Xy - Xo KXo TEREINDG Z X LRI (S) ZiilzL, 17,75 ¢
X = X W EoTERENG T ¥ X LHFERIEF (S) 2l S RVwe T 5. HARRHI L
LT, 7, 73 3RS (4.1) 2723 1 ROTD XD C? IFRFRZANE, 17 (0) = 1,(x) = 5
EH5ZNUIRW. 20 fITH L TRDMEDRILT 5.

iRl 4.4. L0 1% (S) &7z 325, (WAP) 17z 272\,

(e) REMRBZAT L. TNE TN LT VXA NEZROHIZ DV LEE TS Z LT,
X 128 25 M Z 0EEZRRIEOL LR WIRERIN I FROB S 525 Z e B TE 5.
i 4.5. DURDRAL T 5.

(1) EFEDORXITH C* IFRELWITHRZR 2 FS, & @) Z2iizde %, (O %
72323, (UO) 1z X 2.

(2) %4 ZHREFUL (AQ) Zimi/z 323, (O ik SR,

(3) EE O EIHNIE (MO) %7925, (AQ) 17z 720,

(4) EEOBEHEEEAE (WAP) Z 7= 3 2%, (MO) 17z X720,

(5) X 22200 FOHEEROEEX. X, X7, g: X > X % X ORE|E{HED
RAIJIEHLT, ¢ © X, L TOMHIBRAY (S) Zii/z L, X- ETORIRED (S) Wifz X 72
WIGE, g l& (S) &7z 3725, (WAP) (d{ii7- X .

72720, %4 ZHRERIEZX =017 LOLUITRDE/R g: X 5> X TH 3.

(2x,%) 0<x<1?),
2x-2,3+1) d<x<

glx,y) = {
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