RIILATERZRDYHEMED 5 A5 22 LERICKHT T 24BEAE OFRMYE

R S22 (LR TSRS

1. IXC®IZ

Palis Al e UL CHIS N2 LR ZTW TGRE 07 b5 7 22 o717 RIE Y
DEEBIFEET 20 1R LT, Hl 21X S.Newhouse (I, ‘T:E7 V= VMR S OMn
FMHBASRDLFICEREDO 7 V2 7 22 HT 2R EEICHKTE 5 Z L %3EH
L, ZD%kZ @%%@JmmNﬂ@mLJmuakiofibﬁm77xk#%ém

[, , 16,17 EERMED 7 b T 7 X DAFTED, mRITZHAR Lo F CUAP
DRT AP Y 7 BB W TRFTINS Kolmogorov BB TH 5 Z b 72 ¥ GRS N TV
% [5,6,7,9,10]. —J7T, Aratjo [1] X, 7 ¥ B AN ERDVHHATIDT V57 XDE

BEIE}: ZD7 F 7272 bToOYWENKE RS Z 5 T 0RFEIR L.

RIFFETIX, Aratjo DFERZ L a 7EHROBE» HHE T 5 Z 2 T, WHEIED
HRREEIZHS 2 BB D&t 2B ERICOWTHENT 5. 3l 1] 2SR L. %
FERZOME Y LTHISNZ WL D00 “IEE” OSBRSS ICOWTERL, 20D
BB DENE R T DD BRI EZFENT 5. Z OEEREDHICIHN 2 I HREE”
LRI B M D HEI R D AR M I‘ME“ b,

2. MR DO FRM

X%EZR—T7 2V R2EME, B %2 Z DRIV o-NERE, m % X LOWRHAE Y 3 5. (T, o, p)
PHERZER L L, ZOEREMZEE (Q, .Z,P) = (TV, oV, p) & 2 2. a4 f
TxX->X%5Z2,teTIZHWLTYf=ft-) Lidihd 5. 2o x ROIEEKIES
BEEZ5.

fO=id BXY fi=f,0-0f, meN, 0= (w,w,...)EQ).

ZIZT, Q EORLVX—ATERP = pN ZH5Z 272012, X7y T TBIFS /414X
{w=(W1,ws,...) P Wylpst FHILFITEIND & T 5.

E 2.1. f P EREBEOYRIERER1FD (H25WIE (FPM)? Zii=3) &1, LUNOSM:
i3 ARMEO L2 — RIAEHERIE uy, ... 0 DEETIEEENS.

1) Z05E m B THENERETH 5.

2) ZNHIEHEWVIZ m-BEEEZRVT) Kb RVWEZR-D.

IKHf%%1Z, Pablo G. Barrientos, Yushi Nakano, Hisayoshi Toyokawa & ¥ Dffi X [4] 123D D TH 3.
“finitely many physical measure %ML T (FPM) ¥ &7 .
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3) EED B-AlHlI7H FERE ¢ 1T LT,
m (Bw(lula l/’) U---u Bw(/-lr, l/’)) =1 (P'a-e-w € Q)
L,

1 n—1 ‘
Bw(ﬂi’ lﬁ) = {X €EX: 31_{130 ; Z w(fajj(x)) = f¢dﬂl} (l =1,..., I").
j=0

0B, FEAERILED K I/ 4 XFw TR LTH, ZAUHRFE L THER 3 2 8
1) DWREREIGH, HIHIR x D5 ZT5 G U TV I OMERRE py - pu, BIED B
ZERIFICR T 2 2 e b b, ZOERD NT, £ 23 (FPM) %iifi/23 720 DRHEA
DEMED, BITEFET 5 f O a -7 uR=w REHEO BN L 725 &
L G s,

,EIE (Theorem C, [7]) (X, B,m) & KR— 7 > FHERZER, (Q, F#,P) = (TV, &V, p") %
RIE] (T, of , p) DIEREFEZEE & 5 5. A[AER f: T x X - X 10 LT, LUNEFRME.
(i) Ly EFEUHEYE (mean constrictivity) % H#D.

(ii) f 1% (FPM) %7z 5
X5, FORENTNDLOSEEERZT &, uy, ... u B (FPM) ICHNAZHEERT &
T 5L, KM ILD.

(1) P xm)(B(u)U---UBu,)) =1,

(2) m-a.e. x € X I LT, P(Bo(u) U---UB(,)) = 1,

(3) P-ae. we QX LT, m(B,(u1)U---UB,(u,)) =1,
L, Ki=1,..., riZx LT,

n—o0o
n

B,(u) ={xeX: (w,x) € Bu)} BEY B(u) ={weQ: (w,x) € B}

1 n—1
B(u) = {(w, NEQXX: lim= > 6, = ﬂ,.},

3. wLa 7 EHZDIGEME & 7 DRSS
(X, B, m) ZHERZEE & U, D(m) = DX, B, m) & ZEEBOEME T2, 3hbb,
D(m) = {h e L'(m): h>0m-ae., || = 1}.

MICAERZE P L'(m) - L'm) B IIWATERER THH L3, IE (Thbb, ¢ >0
m-a.e. 72 51F, Pp > 0m-ae.) THH TED o> 0m-ae. Zii/=3 ¢ e L'(m) XL T,

fPt,odm:f(pdm. (3.1)

D DD E ER2WS ., RKEFICE T 5 ~va 7EHEZOEELRMED, IO IEkE
(constrictivity) T®H 5.



E&E3.1. L'(m) Lo~ra 71EAZE P b,

(1) UXHERY (constrictive) 1%, H2 a7 VES F c L'(m) PEHEL T, FED
he Dm) IR LT, RBBIT 2RV,

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

n—00

(2) —HBRINHERY (uniformly constrictive) &, 5 a2 > %37 VES F c LY (m) D1FE
LCRPBRALTDEEEER NS,

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

= heD(m)

(3) FEURKERY (mean constrictive) ¥ 1k, H 2 a7 VES F c L'(m) PFELT,
TEDhe Dm) IR LT, RBPBILTHEER NS,

lim d(A,h, F) = 0,

72720, d(p, F) = infycrllo -yl TH D,
1 n—1 .
A==~ Plp (peL'(m).
n i=0

TH2. EFEPOHSPIT, (UC) = (O) = MC) MDD, X7 P O—RRINFENMIZ,
P75 LY(m) \ZBWTHEa > 87 b (quasi-compact) TH B Z & L[AETH 5 Z & 2355
NTW3 [8, Theorem 2].

SN A TEHBROEZELRBID 1 Oh, IFRELH ¢ X > X WL TERS NS RO
V-JARZOR{EAE TH 2. ¢ X LOWUE m 1BAU CIERRTH 2 213, EED
m-FBEED g WX DWEPIBHUO m-BEELRIEZRVS. ZDX S BRIEREL g D
R Y-7aR=YZEAE L, : L'(m) - L'(m) 3R TERINS. EED ¢ € L'(m)

BEXAe B I1THLT,
fﬁggodm:ftpdm.
A A

AR OWTIE [2, 3, 12, 13] 2B RE XK.

fiTxX > XE2ETEZEHDL L, teTIHLT f,=f(t,)DRAY-T7OR=
DRAERZEE L, L EL 5610, PHERAY-TARZIRERR L, : L'(m) - L'(m)
ERNTERT 5.

Lrp(x) = fT L,(x) dp(2).

U, —FlORERERBICRETZ 74 XCOWTEL LTI #EKLTWS. &
DeE LpdbFER~La7 Rk,

—RRINGENE (UO), I (O, B X FEEIEME (MO WA, X5 3 oD%
HrEAL, 2o DWEFEOMERSEICOWTHENT 3.
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(AC) ALERIREIEZRFDI T X

EZ& 3.2. L'(m) Lo~ a 7R P 1 EHEBIINHFEY (asymptotically constrictive) (AC)
EROLIE,TED >0 LT o> 0DFEEL, REMETEEEWVS.

EED e Dm) &, mA) < iz Ae BIIXTLT, limsupr"gadm <e.
A

n—o0

CAUINFEHI TR WA ZER L TV B BRI R SN LWIEETH % 23, DUN DUGHER]
e aZ{EA#E P L'(m) > L'(m) OREARERF L A2 &, (O = (AQ PED
WCOnb.
(Q FED >0 LT, 6> 0DFEL, FFED ¢ € D(m) 120 LT ny € N 23
fEL TRz 7= 7.

EEDn>ny &, mA) <6 Z2iii7z3 Aec BITHLT, fP”godm <e.
A

(WAP) SSHIEHAIR O 5 X

E# 3.3. L'(m) Lo~ra 7 EHZE P 235518 ERBEY (weakly almost periodic) TH 5 &
W, EED e L'm) X LT, (P'@)ys) VFFATNRT b THDIEZXEWVWI. TRDBIE
BEOH (Pr@)sy D3 HITHHPHR T 205 (P i) s ZATLE ZTH 5.

ZHUE L'(m) o~ a 7 EHEZOME L LT < HSNTHED [20], Dunford—Pettis
DEBIZENUE, ZOWEDORKET LML 1 5.
(WAP) EED e>0¥, e L'(m) I LT,6>0BfFELT,

E%@neNZJ%®<6%ﬁt?Aeﬂﬁﬁbfxfﬂwm<a
A

(S) REFEEZFHD2UVSR

BRI, Lim) Lo~ a 7EAZEPREEE RO I A% (S) ¢RI ZITT
%3. 2 2T, h e Dm)» P DAEEE (invariant density) TH % & X, Ph = h &=
LEEWVS,

M EOMEOREEIIROKIOEDICE D HNS.

HEA HHA [4] [4] HHA
— — — — —>

«© (AO) o (WAP) )]
ﬁr‘g:.l e 4.2 éﬁg:.s éﬁg:.3 éﬁg:A

1. (UC) 225 (S) E TOMEDEEMIE. /2721, (AC) = (MC) = (WAP) DWW T
DM [4] Z2IEE X.

)

3kpyo7aR=y Z{EHZEDORERIE DIFEEITDOWT O Straube DFEFR [19] ICH AT (S) £ HRT
ZrIZT A,



4. BAKpI

2 TN 1B 2 M EDUEREBRIAL LW & 2R T 72912, RIERECERIC
B2 WL OB EFENT 5. HERNMN & O RGRERR IFS) 3ERES T = (1,2,.. ., k}
CHERIAIEE plIcBUI BV ELEBR fF:TxX » X0bEX5. 22T, pdi) =pi >0
(i=1,..., k) 325, Q=T"BXUOP=p" T3, PI3Q LEDORLX—AHERYL 2
b, W 2 bRa 7oy ZEAZIFRTEE 5.

Lrp= f wpdp(t) = Zp, i@ (peL(m).

i=1

ZITLIE =) I ARB Y- aR=Y RERETH S (i=1,..., k) .

(@) SVALILKEBIR. X %, KL o-ERR B 2 AX— 7 m %15 2 7= AL X H
[0,1]1233.&%i=1,..., KWCHLUT, f 2 BR5E 2H> C? hOIEREEHY L, X
DR DM 22T T 5. HFED xe X IZH LT,

4.1
Z & <x>| @D

ZDEE, FITX L@?@ﬁ*ﬁ%mﬂu’f%.
faRd 4.1. L, 13 (O 272925, (UO) W7z S 720,

(b) SR LFEINER. (X, B,m) & LORIEEILL L k=2 LTREEZ 5.
1 1
fi)=5 pW=5+5 xeX) 2D p=p=s.
THERNL X — A BAIAADRRIZZE e L THISANT WS [18]. 2D FIZX L TRD
AN T 5.

fd 4.2. L, 13 (AQ) Zi7=323, (O iz 72w,

(c) SVALRBEEE®R. X =S' =R/Z %, KLV o-iEE B £ AR—2Z7HIE m %214
MBS k=22 L, MEME o,8€[0,1]1 b D2 O0DMEEER £, £, &F&
5.

fit)=x+a (mod1l) BXL ALK =x+F (modl),
if:,pl = P2 = % &55.

M43, 2O fIIN U TR AL 5.
(1) a - B DEIEIZ HIF, L, 13 (O %73
(2) a & B BITHEET, o - BHEHELOIE, £,1F (MO Zi/z 35 (AO) 1&
Wi 7= 7,
(3) a & BB HITHEHZ 5, L, 1F (WAP) %172 305 (MO) (72 S 720,
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d) TR LBNEREILAKEROEN. k=2 2 L, (S) 2T hERLHEZS RN
NFZRDENMTH¥R%E525. 3§ Khbb, X=X_uX, 2L, XIZBVWTX_ BIUX,
DUENIET D 2HERME m 252, p1 = pp =3 & LTROMDIZER fi(x), fo(x) &
5z5.

Ti(x) forxeX, 7,(x) forxe X,

Al = {Tf(x) for x € X_ BEO ) = {Tg(x) forx € X_

ZIZTthth i Xy » X, CEoTERSNG Z VX LNERIZ (S) ZHikzL, 17,15 ¢
X. o X ICXoTERENSG T VX LTIHRIZ (S) ZifilzERnwe 3 5. SRR f
U, 7, w3 IHERSEME (4.1) 2723 | ROTD X C* IR R, v7(x) = 15 (x) = 4
EHEZRERWV. 2O fIZX LU TROGEDNKILT 5.

fnRd 4.4. L, 13 (S) 27z 353, (WAP) W7z S 72\

(e) REFMAN AT L. TRETITMN L7 VX LNERDHIZDLEHET S Z LT,
1128 230\ & DAGRRDIGL LR WIRERII N2 DB S 522 Ze N TES.

i 4.5. IR ALT 5.

(1) EEORXDH C? IFRELHTHERDEI 2 RH, & @) 2T %, (O %
72375, (UC) 13ii7= X 72,

(2) %A ZHRZEHUL (ACQ) %723 25, (O 1z S 72w,

(3) (EEDEIELOERIE (MC) Z 72328, (AQ) - X .

(4) EEOEFEEEET (WAP) Zii/- 353, (MC) iz X 72w,

(5) X #2000 EQREEZROEEX_ L X, T, g: X - X & X DRE|ZHED
AT, ¢ D X, L TOHIBRD (S) Ziiz L, X. L ToOHIBRAY (S) fifi/z X7
WIGE, g 1 (S) &= 3723, (WAP) 1&ii7= X 72\,

722U, %A CREHBUI X =[0,1? LODIFDEH g: X - X ThH 5.

) = (2x, %) O<x<),
FEP T ex-254) d<x<,
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