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KMS STATES ON C*-ALGEBRAS ASSOCIATED WITH
SELF-SIMILAR SETS

TSUYOSHI KAJIWARA AND YASUO WATATANI

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study KMS states for the gauge actions on C*-
algebras associated with self-similar sets whose branch points are finite. If the
self-similar set does not contain any branch point, the Hutchinson measure
gives the unique KMS state. But if the self-similar set dose contain a branch
point, there sometimes appear other KMS states which come from branch
points. For this purpose we construct explicitly a basis for a Hilbert C*-module
associated with a self-similar set with finite branch condition. Using this we
get condition for a Borel probability measure on K to be extended to a KMS
state on the C*-algebra associated with the original self-similar set. We classify
KMS states for the case of dynamics of unit interval and the case of Sierpinski
gasket which is related with Complex dynamical system. KMS states for these
examples are unique and given by the Hutchinson measure if 8 is equal to
log N, where N is the number of contractions. They are expressed as convex
combinations of KMS states given by measures supported on the orbit of the
branched points if 5 > log N.

1. INTRODUCTION

There exist many interactions between reversible topological dynamical systems
and their C*-algebras through the crossed product construction by groups of
homeomorphisms on compact Hausdorff spaces. On the other hand we have many
interesting examples of irreversible dynamical systems of continuous maps like a
tent map on the unit interval and rational functions on the Riemann sphere.
They are often branched covering maps or expansive maps on compact metric
spaces and their inverse branches sometimes consist of proper contractions. Thus
a family of proper contractions on a compact metric space which is self-similar
with respect to these contractions give a irreversible dynamical system in some
sense. Although C*-algebras of groupoids by Renault [21] and [22] are also useful
for irreversible systems, we study C*-algebras of bimodules by Pimsner [19] to
include singular points. In our study we show that there exists a relation between
the orbit structure of branched points for irreversible dynamical systems and the
structure of KMS states for the gauge actions on their C*-algebras. In this paper
we study irreversible systems defined by family of proper contractions on a self-
similar set. In [II] we introduced a C*-algebra O, = O,(K) associated with
a system v = (y1,...,7n) of contractions on a self-similar set K. We explicitly

determine the KMS states in the case of contractions corresponding to a tent map
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on the unit interval and the rational function R(z) = ﬁ on the Julia set Jg,
which is homeomorphic to the Sierpinski gasket. Since Sierpinski gasket contains
three branched points and their inverse orbits by contractions fall in fixed points,
we have that for any g > log3, the set of 5-KMS sates is homeomorphic to a
two-dimensional simplex spanned by the three vertices corresponding to the three
branched points.

We recall that Olsen-Pedersen [I8] showed that KMS state with inverse tem-
perature 5 (i.e.,f-KMS state) on Cuntz algebra O, with respect to the gauge
action exists if and only if 8 = logn and that logn-KMS state is unique. Evans
[3] extended their result for quasi-free actions. Enomoto-Fujii-Watatani [2] stud-
ied the gauge action on Cuntz-Krieger algebras O 4, and show that the KMS state
is unique and its inverse temperature is the logarithm of the Perron-Frobenius
eigenvalue of A for a irreducible matrix A. Exel-Laca [6] studied KMS states
on partial crossed product C*-algebras by free groups and classify KMS states
on Cuntz-Krieger algebras associated with infinite matrix. Exel studied KMS
states more in [4] and [5]. More generally KMS states on Cuntz-Pimsner algebras
are studied by Pinzari-Watatani-Yonetani [20)], Kerr and Pinzari [I2] and Laca-
Neshveyev [14]. Kumjian and Renault [I3] investigated KMS states on groupoid
C*-algebras associated with expansive maps. In many cases the logarithm of in-
verse temperature of a KMS state is equal to the entropy of the corresponding
dynamical systems like sofic shifts [IH], [20]. But except the value of entropy,
we have been unable to catch any information of the structure of the dynami-
cal systems from the property of KMS states. The aim of the paper is to get
a information on the structure of branched points from the structure of KMS
states.

We introduced a C*-algebra Op associated with a rational function R in [I0]
and show that if the Julia set does not contain any branched point, then the
Lyubich measure gives the unique log deg R-KMS state for the gauge action.

In this paper, we study KMS states on C*-algebras associated with self-similar
sets whose branched points are finite. If the self-similar set does not contain
any branched point, then the Hutchinson measure gives the unique KMS state
for the gauge action. But if the self-similar set does contain a branched point,
there sometimes appear another KMS state. To study it, we need to construct
a concrete countable basis for Hilbert C*-bimodules. First we recall the defini-
tion and fundamental results for basis for Hilbert C*-module, which will be used
without saying explicitly. The fact that each basis automatically converges un-
conditionally is important and used in several occasions. Next, we characterize a
KMS state on Oy in terms of its restriction to the coefficient algebra A, where
A is a unital C*-algebra and X is a countably generated Hilbert C*-bimodule
over A. This comes from a general theorem in Laca-Neshveyev [14]. But they
extend traces on A to Toeplitz algebra in some specific class first, extend general
traces by perturbation of action and take weak limits. We here provide a simple
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and direct proof using the properties of countable basis for clear understanding
of extension from traces on A to the fixed point algebra of Ox by the gauge
action. Next, we explicitly construct a basis called a patched basis, for Hilbert
C*-modules constructed from self-similar sets which satisfy the finite branch con-
dition. Using a patched basis, we express the condition that tracial states on
A = C(K) extend to KMS states on O, without using basis. We obtain some
Ruell-Perron-Frobenius like operator concerning the condition that measure on
K is extended to KMS states. Last, we classify KMS states for some specific
examples. We treat dynamics on unit interval. It is shown that there exists a
unique log N-KMS states. This state is of infinite type defined in [I4]. When
there exists a branched value in K, another type of KMS states appear. For each
branched point y, there exists a KMS states which is expressed as a countable
sum of Dirac measures. These are of finite type in [I4]. The KMS states of
these C*-algebra are expressed by convex combinations of them. When a family
of contraction is the section of an map A, the minimum value of the logarithm
of inverse temperature of KMS states is shown to be the entropy of h. We do
similar classification of KMS states for the C*-algebra associated with Sierpinski
gasket introduced in [T1].

The content of this paper is as follows: In section 2, we recall several definitions
and fundamental facts. In section 3, we give a characterization of KMS states on
Cuntz-Pimsner algebra using a countable basis. In section 4, we construct basis
with the finite branch condition and provide a characterization of KMS states in
terms of measures on the self-similar set. In section 5, we present classification
results of KMS states for specific examples.

The method presented in this paper to classify KMS states on the C* algebra
expressed as a Cuntz-Pimsner algebra with an abelian C*-algebra as a coefficient
algebra is applicable to many other cases, and we hope that our method shed
light on the role of branched points in Cuntz-Pimsner algebra constructed from
correspondences with branches. We shall study KMS states on the C*-algebra
associated with complex dynamical systems in the forthcoming papers.

The authors are partially supported by Grants-in-Aid for Scientific Research
15540207 and 14340050 from Japan Society for the Promotion of Science.

2. SELF-SIMILAR SETS AND HILBERT C* BIMODULES
Let (K, d) be a compact metric space.

Definition 2.1. A continuous map v on K s called a proper contraction if there
exists constants 0 < ¢; < ¢g < 1 such that

cad(yr, y2) < d(y(v1), 7(y2)) < c2d(yn, y2) Y1, Y2 € K.

Let N be an integer greater than 1, and let v = (71,...,7n) be a family of
proper contractions on (K, d). We use notations such as v(z) = N, {7;(x)} and

v (@) = Uil oy (@)



Definition 2.2. K is called self-similar with respect to v when K = Ufil 7 (K).
Lemma 2.3. If K is self similar with respect to v, K has no isolated point.

Proof. We fix x € K. Then for each n there exists (ji,...,J,) such that =z €
Vi1 Vi (K) because K is self-similar with respect to 7. Since ;’s are proper
contraction, the diameter of v;, - --;, (K), which is homeomorphic to K, tends
to zero as n — oo. This shows that z € K is not isolated in K. OJ

We need additional technical conditions.

Definition 2.4. We say that v = (y1,...,7n) satisfies the open set condition
if there exists a mon empty open subset V' of K such that Ui\il%(‘/) C V and
(V)N (V) = ¢ for j # .

Define subsets B(7), C(v) and C(7) of K by

B(v) = {z € K|z = ;(y) = 7y (y) for some y € K and j # j'}
C(y) ={y € K|v;(y) = v (y) for j # j'}

Cly) = Uv{l(B(v))-

We call a point in B(y) a branched point, and a point in C(y) a branched value.

Definition 2.5. We say that v satisfies the finite branch condition if C(7) is a
finite set.

We define a branched index e(x,y) when = € v(y) by
e(z,y) =#{j € {L,...,N}v;(y) = =}
For x € K we define I(x) by
I(z) ={j € {1,..., N}| there exists y € K such that = = ~;(y)}.
We also use the following notation: For y € K,

[e.e]

Ow) = w2 G - 1) € {1, N},

n=0

with a convention v;, - - -v;,(y) =y for n = 0. We call O(y) the orbit of y.

Example 2.1. Let K = [0,1], 71(y) = 3y, and y2(y) = 1 — 2y. Then K is
self-similar with respect to v = (v1,72). 7y satisfies the open set condition. In this
ezample, we can take V = (0,1). We have B(y) = {3} and C(y) = {1}. We

refer this example as the case of tent map.

Example 2.2. Let K = [0,1], m(y) = 3y and 2(y) = 3(y +1). Then K is
self-similar with respect to . In this case, B(y) = ¢ and C(y) = ¢.
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We recall Cuntz-Pimsner algebras [I9]. Let A be a C*-algebra and X be a
Hilbert right A-module. We denote by L(X) the algebra of the adjointable
bounded operators on X. For £ n € X, the "rank one” operator 0, is de-
fined by 6¢,(¢) = &(n|¢) for ¢ € X. The closure of the linear span of rank one
operators is denoted by K(X). We say that X is a Hilbert bimodule over A if X
is a Hilbert right A- module with a *~homomorphism ¢ : A — L(X). We always
assume that X is full and ¢ is injective. Let F(X) = @, , X®" be the full Fock
module of X with a convention X®° = A. For ¢ € X, the creation operator
T: € L(F(X)) is defined by

Te(a) = &a and Te(5 Q- ®E)=EREH R+ RE,.
We define ip(x) : A = L(F(X)) by

irx)(a)(b) = ab and ipx)(a)(E @ ®E&) = o) @ ®E,

for a,b € A. The Cuntz-Toeplitz algebra Ty is the C*-algebra on F'(X) generated
by ipx)(a) with a € A and T with { € X. Let jx|K(X) — Tx be the homo-
morphism defined by jx(6e,) = T¢T,;. We consider the ideal Iy := ¢~ (K(X))
of A. Let Jx be the ideal of Tx generated by {ipx)(a) — (jx © ¢)(a);a € Ix}.
Then the Cuntz-Pimsner algebra Oy is defined as the quotient Ty /Jx . Let
7 : Tx — Ox be the quotient map. Put S; = 7(T¢) and i(a) = 7(irx)(a)).
Let ir : K(X) — Ox be the homomorphism defined by ix (0¢,) = S¢S;. Then
7((jx o ¢)(a)) = (ix o ¢)(a) for a € Ix. We note that the Cuntz-Pimsner alge-
bra Ox is the universal C*-algebra generated by i(a) with a € A and S with
§ € X satisfying that i(a)Se = Sg(a)e, Sei(a) = Sea, S¢Sy = i((§|n)a) for a € A,
¢&,m € X and i(a) = (ix o ¢)(a) for a € Ix. We usually identify i(a) with a
in A. We also identify S¢ with { € X and simply write £ instead of Se. We
denote by (’)%9 the *-algebra generated algebraically by A and X. There ex-
ists an action o : R — Aut Ox with ay(§) = €, which is called the gauge
action. Since we assume that ¢ : A — L(X) is isometric, there is an embedding
b L(X®") — L(X®" ) with ¢,,(T) =T ®idx for T € L(X®") with a conven-
tion ¢pg = ¢ : A — L(X). There exists an isometric map j}?) from K(X®") to Ox
such that j}?(951@..@5”,,71@...@%) =& &t m*. We also identify K(X®")
and its image in Oy.
We put

Fp=tp10--0¢ 0p(A) +¢dp 1000 (K(X))+---+ K(XE).

with a convention Fy = A. We denote by F, the C*-algebra generated by A,
K(X), -+, and K(X®") in Ox with a convention Fy = A. Then there exists a
family of isomorphisms {¥,}°2; between F,, and F,, which is compatible with
two filtrations F; C .7:}“ and F; C Fiq [19) and [7. The algebra Fx =, , Fx
coincides with the fixed point algebra under the gauge action . We denote by

E the conditional expectation from Ox to Fx given by a.
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Let (K,d) be a compact metric space, v = (71, -+ ,vn) be a system of proper
contraction. We put C, = U;V:l{(vj(y),y)\y € K}, A=C(K) and X, = C(C,).
For a, b € A and f, g € X, we define two A actions and right A-inner product
on X as follows:

N

(a-f-b)(w,y) = a(@)fx,9bly)  (flo)aly) =D FQ@),1)9(), ).

Jj=1

Then X, is a full Hilbert A-module. If we put ¢(a)f = a- f, then ¢ is an isometric
*-homomorphism from A to L(X). Then X, is a full Hilbert C*-bimodule over
A.

Definition 2.6. The Cuntz-Pimsner algebra Ox. constructed from X, is denoted
by O, = O,(K).

Theorem 2.7. [I1] When « satisfies the open set condition, O., is simple and
purely infinite.

Lemma 2.8. If v satisfies the finite branch condition, we have Ix = {a €
Ala(y) =0 forye B(v)}.

Proof. This lemma is proved in Proposition 2.4 [I1] under the open set condition.
But the open set condition is only used to take a sequence (z,,y,) € C, such that
z, ¢ B(7y), ©, — ¢ and y, — d for (¢,d) with ¢ € B(y) and d € C(v). When
K is self similar with respect to v and -y satisfies the finite branch condition, by
Lemma these sequence always exists. 0

This lemma also follows from Theorem 3.11 in [I7].

For x € X, we write |lz]la = [|(z]z)a]|?. We note that if |f.(v;(v),y) —
f(vj(y),y)| = 0 uniformly with respect to y for every j, then we have || f,,— f|l2 —
0.

We recall bases for Hilbert C*-modules [0]. In the following, we assume that
A is o-unital and X is countably generated. A family (u))aea in X indexed by a
set A, which is countable or finite, is called a basis for X if for every € > 0 there
exists a finite subset Fiy C A such that for every finite subset F' such that F' D Fj
we have

> un(urlf)a—f

keF

<e,

that is, a net {>, p up(ug|f)a|F C A finite subset } converges to f with respect
to || - ||. We write this as

> unlulf)a = f.

keA
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We note that for countably infinite A an index set (uy)rea is a basis if and only
if for any numbering of A we have

> un(urlfla=f
k=1

in norm. This means that the series converges to f unconditionally.
We assume that a countable sequence {uy}7°, in X satisfies

> un(uglf)a=f
k=1

for f € X. Then by Proposition 1.2 in [0], An indexed family (uy)ren is auto-
matically a basis for X, where N denotes the set of natural numbers.
We have the following lemmas.

Lemma 2.9. Let (u})reni, (¢ = 1,...,n) be families in X indezed by countable
sets A'. Put A = J;_ {(¢,k)|k € A'}. We assume that for every f € X,

F=Y) ui(ulf)a

=1 keA?
Then the indexed family (u},) e is a basis for X.

Lemma 2.10. Let (ug)ren be a basis for X. Then (ug, @ - -+ ® ug, )k,
a basis for X®m,

3. KMS STATES ON PIMSNER ALGEBRAS

Let A be a C*-algebra with a one parameter automorphism group «. A state
p on A is called a f-KMS state with respect to « if

p(acig(b)) = o(ba)
holds for a € A and b € A,, where A, denotes the set of entire analytic elements
for a in A. We refer for the definition and fundamental matters of KMS states
to Bratteli-Robinson [I].
Let I be an ideal of a C*-algebra B. Let 1 be a positive linear functional of on
I. The natural extension v of ¢ to B is given by ¢(b) = lim, ¢(be,) for b € B,
where (ey), is an approximate unit in /. We need the following general lemma.

Lemma 3.1. (Proposition 12.5 [6]) Let B be a unital C*-algebra. Suppose B =
A+ I where A is a C*-subalgerba containing 1 and I is a closed two sided ideal.
Let ¢ be a state on A and ¢ be a positive linear functional on I. We denote by
U the natural extension of ¢ to B. Then if (1) ¢ > U on AT and (2) ¢ =1 on
ANI, there exists a state p on B such that p|a = ¢ and p|r = . Moreover, such

a state p is unique.
7



Let A be a unital C*-algebra, X be a countably generated full Hilbert A-
module and ¢ be an injective *-homomorphism from A to L(X). Let Ox be a
Cuntz-Pimsner algebra constructed from X. We also need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. (Lemma 4.2(2) [1]) We have F™ YV N K(X®") = K(X®" )N
K(X®n) m OX

The following proposition follows from the general theorem in [T4]. But since
the extension procedure in [I4] of traces on A to Ox is not straightforward using
perturbation, we give a simple and direct proof within Oy, which is a natural
extension of Lemma 3.2 in [20]. We fix a basis (uy)ren. We assume that A is
countably infinite, and admit u; = 0 for some k € A. Let {u;};2, denote the
sequence obtained from (uy)gea by some numbering of A.

Proposition 3.3. The restriction of a 5-KMS state ¢ on Ox to A is a tracial
state T on A satisfying the following conditions:

> r((urlaug)a) = Ar(a) (Va€ly) (1)
7((uglau)a) < At(a) (Va € AT) (2)

for A =¢€”.

For a tracial state T on A satisfying (1) and (2), we can construct a -KMS
state ¢ on Ox whose restriction to A coincides with 7. Moreover, such an exten-
S10M 1S unique.

Proof. Let ¢ be a -KMS state on Ox. By the condition of S-KMS state, we
have

> vlujau) =AY plausuy)
k=1 k=1

where a € A. Since Y7, wpuj < I and @[ 50 is a trace, we have
X

0< )\Z plauguy) = Ap <a1/2 (Z uku,’;) a1/2> < Ap(a)
k=1

k=1
for a € A*. Then we have,

S pluiaw) < Ap(a).
k=1
Let a € Iy C K(X). Since (3 p_; Oupu )22, is an approximate unit in K (X), we
have . .
; plujauy) = X lim p(a ; Bupu) = Ap(a).
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Then we conclude that (1) and (2) hold.

We take a tracial state 7 on A satisfying the condition (1) and (2). Let F), be a
finite subset of N”. We define finite sets F},_1, ---, F1 by F,,_1 = {(k1,...,kp—1) €
NP~ (ky, ..., kp-1,kp) € F,} inductively. (2 < p <n). Then using the condition
(2) repeatedly, we have

)\_n Z T((ukl®---®ukn\uk1®---®ukn),4)

(klv---vkn)EFn
—-n E * *
:>\ T(ukn o uklukl e uu”)
(klv---vkn)EFn

o0
—-n * ok *
S)\ Z Z T(uknuknfl e uklukl e ukn—lukn)

knzl (kly"'ykn—l)an—l

—n+1 E * *
§>\ T(ukn,1 e uklukl e uun71>
(K1, okn—1)€Fn_1

-p * T Ce
<\ E 7'(14,%71 Uy Upy - Uk, )
(kl,...,kp)GFp
<lI.

Since z < ||z||] for x € L(X®")T, we have

A Z T((Uk1®"'®ukn‘xukl®"'®Ukn),4) S H[EH
(k1,....kn)EFy

This shows that > 4 yonn T((Ur, ® - ® up, |zrug, ® -+ @ ug,)a) converges
unconditionally for each x € L(X®"). Then we can define a bounded positive
linear functional o™ on L(X®") by

o) = AT > (g @ @ g |Tug, © - ® g, a)-
(K1, kn ) ENT
9



We put 7" = 0" |g(xeny. For 21 @ -+ @ 2, y1 @ - - - @y, € X", we have

7" (‘9501®~~®zn,y1®~~®yn)

:>\—TL Z T((Ukl ® A ® ukn|8wl®®rn7yl®®yn (ukl ® o ® ukn))A>

(klvvkn)eNn

—\" Z .

(K1, kn€)N™

=\"" Z T

(1, k) ENT

=\"" Z T

(K1, kn)EN™

=\"" Z T

(K1, kn)EN™

=\""7( Z

(K1, kn)ENT

(U, @+ QU [T1 @ - @ (Y1 @ -+ @ Y|, @ - @ Uk, )a)a)
(U, ® - @Up, |11 @ - @)A1 ® -+ @ Yn|tg, @ -+ @ up, ) a)
(1 @ @ Yp|g, @+ @ Uk, ) a(tg, @+ @ Uk, |21 @ -+ @ Tp) 1)
(g, @+ @ up, (Upy @+ @ Up, |11 @+ @ Yp)alx1 @+ @ ) a)

(uk1®~-~®ukn(ukl®-~-®ukn|y1®-~-®yn),4|x1®---®xn)A)

AN (@ @ yalma @ @) ),

because an indexed set (uy, ® -+ ® Ukn)(kzl,...,kn)eA” is a basis for X®" by Lemma

Let F be a finite subset of A”. We put ep = Z{k17,.,7kn}eF euk1®---®ukn,uk1®---®ukn-
Then {€r}F finite subset of A» 1S an approximate unit in K (X®"). The we have

~n

F

() = li}n T (rer)

. n E
= limT ( exukl®“'®Uknyuk1®"'®ukn)

F

(1. kn)EF
= h}nT((Ukl ® - @ U, |TUE, @ - @ Uk, )A)
=o"(x).

Thus the natural extension 7" to L(X®") is given by o™. Since F=b
L(X®") = M(K(X®")), the natural extension 7" of 7 to F("~1 is given by

n -1
oo

For each n > 0, we define states w™ on F™ which extend 7 such that w™ |z =
w" and w"|g(xen) = 7. First, we put w’ = 7. Then w° is a state on F» = A.

We assume n >

1, and assume that there exist states w’ on F® for 0 <

i < n such that w'|gxeiy = 7" for 1 < i < n and 7 < w' on F= for
1 <i<n. Wehave F*D = F() 4 K(X®"*1) and by Lemma we have
FO A K(XEH) = K(XO) 0 K(XE), Let = € K(X®) N K(X®). Using
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up e ug g, - uy, € AN K(X) = Iy and the condition (1), we have

n+1 _ y—n—1 * * *
") = A E T(uin+1uiin UG DUy U, Wi )

(i17"' 7in7in+1)€Nn+1

e -n * * . “ .. .
=\ E T(uiin U UG U, )

(i1, in)ENT

)

77:”
=7"(z) =w

For x € F™ we write = y + z where y € F™™V and z € K(X®"). By the
assumption of induction, we have 7"(y*y) < w"(y*y). Since y*z + z*y + 2%z €
K(X®"), we have 7"(y*z + z*y + 2*2) = w™(y*z + z*y + 2*z). We note that for
z € F™" we have

() = At Z T(Up UG U Uy - U, )

in
(1,0 yinyint1)ENNFL

-n * *
<A E Ty, - -ug o, - u,)

(’il,...,in)ENTH'l
= 7"(x).

We used the fact that wf ---uf zu; ---u;,, € A" because z € FT and the
condition (2). Then, we have

P (ate) = 7" (y + 2)"(y + 2))
T((y+2)"(y + 2))

"Wyt yz+ 2ty + 22)
"(yfy) + Ty e+ 2y + 2 2)
T"y'y) + W (Y 2 + 2y + 2%2)
WMyry) + W (YT + 2y + 272)
WYYty 4+ 2ty 4 272)
w"(z

| VAN (. IN
i L L [

By Lemma ], there exists a state w*! on F*) = F 4 K(X®"+1) such that
W ) = w", and w1 g(xent1y = 7L Moreover we have 71|z < w( .

By induction, we have states w™ on F™ for all n > 0 such that w"*!| 7y = w™,
and w"| g (xeny = 7" Putting w(z) = w"(z) for € F™, we define w on | J;2, F.
Since w" is a state on F™, we can extend w to a state on the closure Fy.

We note that w does not depend on the choice of a basis (ux)rea on X because
the values of w on K (X®") are expressed without basis.

Let m be an integer. We show w(xy*) = N"w(y*z) for z, y € O&m). It is
sufficient to prove this equality for nonnegative m, and when x and y are in the
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form
* * / / / !k /%
x:zl“'zmxl...xpyp...y17 y:zl...zmxl...quq ...yq
where z;, 2}, ¥j, 2}, Yk, y, € X. Put

/ * / * * / *

a:(y;...yr)(yi...y;)eA, d:(aj‘p ...xl ZYI’)’L ...Zl )(Zl...zmxl...xp>€A'

We may assume that p < ¢. Another case is similar. We have

w(ry”)
(21 iy g Y 2
—w (21 oy Tp (U YT Y a2
(21 g QY Y )
AT (T T e a0l
AT (T T (U Y Y)Y 0L
TN (@ T T e )Y )
:)(m)\—qT(x’q* .. '$;+1*C~L*y; Yy y;)
=AW Yy T Ay YY)
ATy g @ 2y )Y
ATy gl 2 )
=A"w(ye)

When m = 0, this shows that w is a trace. When m = 1, this shows that w can
be extended to a S-KMS state p on Ox by ¢p =wo F. 0J

If A is finite, we have Ix = A and the condition (2) is unnecessary. In this
case, this proposition is Lemma 3.2 of [20]. If (2) holds, Y 72, 7((ug|aug)a) dose
not depend on the numbering of A and we can write ), .\ 7((ux|aug)4)-

4. KMS STATES ON A C*-ALGEBRA ASSOCIATED WITH A SELF-SIMILAR SET

Let (K,d) be a compact metric space and v = (71, -+ ,7n) be a set of proper
contractions on K. In the following, we assume that ~ satisfies the finite branch
condition. We construct a basis for Hilbert C*-module X, over A.

For this purpose we consider the following situation. Let K; and K5 be compact
metric spaces, n be an integer and ~; (¢ = 1,---,n) be proper contractions
from K; to Ky. For n > 2, we assume that there exists a ¢ € K; such that
11(e) = -+ = 7,(c) and for v,;(y)’s are different y # ¢. We put C = {(vi(y),y)|y €
Ky, i=1,....,n}, A= C(K;) and X = C(C). Then X is a right Hilbert A
module. We say that such a module is of n-branch class. We construct a basis for
Hilbert C*-module of n-branch class. If n =1, we put A = {1} and u;(z,y) = 1.

Then (uy)rea is a basis for X.
12



Assume that n > 2. We fix a positive P. We define a family of a functions
ri(x) on [0,00) for i > 1 by

1 E<y
ri(x) = (5)z—1 L<a<?
0 0§x§§

and with a convention r¢(z) = 0. For i > 0, r;(x) is a non decreasing function
and ry(x) < ripq(z) for every . We put vi(z) = (ri(z) — i1 (z))Y? for i > 1.
Let 6 > 0, then there exists an is > 0 such that Z"‘ v;(6)> = 1. For x > § and
i > i5 we have v;(x) = 0, and then we have 3¢_ v:(z ) = 1.

Let w = ™V ~1/" Since v;(y) (j = 1,---,n) are different for y # ¢ and
v;(0) = 0, we can do the following definition. For k£ > 1, we define a family of
continuous functions uy in X as follows:

ul(xvy) =

Ul4(n—1)(i—1)+ (%’(y), y) = w" Ui(d(yv C))a

S~3l-

where?>1land 1 <[ <n-—1.

For y with d(y,c¢) > § and k with & > 1+ (n — 1)(: — 1) where i > i,
we have u(v;(y),y) = 0 for each j. Let M > 1+ (n — 1)(is — 1), and put
v = Zkle ug(ug|f)a. For each j, we have

Fa(i),y) = u(v;(v),v) Z ur(v; (1), v).f (35 (v), v)

n n—1

:%Zf('y;(y )+ = ZZZM(J Do(d(y, )’ f(73(9), 9)

zl]lll

= % Z f(;(y),y) + (n 7_1 2 i vi(d(y, ©)*f (v(y), )

i=1

>0 D uldly, o)’ F(;(), )

J=1,(#4) i=1
= (), y)-

We used S w09 is —1 for j # j and n—1 for j —j,and2‘5 vi(d(y,c))? =1
for y with § < d(y, ¢).

We take arbitrary small ¢’ > 0. There exists a § > 0 satisfying the following:
If d(y,c) < 9, then we have

1f((y),y) = f(be)] <€
13



for each j. We writeas M =1+ (n—1)i +{ withi>1and 1 <! <n—1. For
1 <j <n we have
| (W), y) = F((y), v)l
=\ (y) y) — f(b. )+ | f(v(y),y) — f(b, )]
<|far(v(y)y) — f(b, )| + €

We estimate |f(v;(y),y) — f(b, ).

n

(). ) = £, <[ S (F G500, ) — f(by0)

+ % néi wPli=d) Z_i:vz(d(y, )2 (f(v5(v), y) — f(b.))
+|2 ZZ W09 wldly, )2 (b, 0)

| Z Z WP Dy (d(y, ) 2(f (5(0).9) — F(b.0))
P2 ZZ TPy (d(y, b)) (b, )}

We used >3 lw” 7) —Ofor1<p<n—1and - 1 v;(d(y,c))? < 1. We
take arbitrary small e, and take ¢ with 0 < &’ < 5/(1 + n) and choose 0 > 0
for such an &’. We choose sufficiently large M, such that for every M > M,,
fu(vi(y),y) = f(7;(y),y) holds for every d(y,c) > ¢ and for every j. We can

conclude that for every M > M,,

|far (W), y) — fv(w), y)l < e

for all y € K. We have shown the following proposition.
14



Proposition 4.1. If a right Hilbert C*-module X is of n-branch class and n > 2,
(ug)ken as above is a basis for X.

We note that if ¢ is an accumulation point in K, (uy)rea is actually a countably
infinite basis.

Since #C'(7) is finite, we put C(y) = {c1, ..., ¢m}, where ¢; # ¢y for i #i'. We
take sufficiently small open neighborhoods U; of ¢; such that C(y) N U; = {¢;}
for 1 <i<mand U;NUy; = ¢ for i #i'. We take an open neighborhood V; of ¢;
such that V; C U; for each i. We put U1 = K\ U™, Vi. Then {U;}71" is an
open covering of K.

We put 4, = C(U;), C; = {(z,y) € Cly € U;} C C and X; = C(Cy), i =
1,-+-,m+1. Then X,’s are right Hilbert A; module naturally. We fix a ¢; € C(7).
We put {bi,...,0. } = v(¢;), where 0! and b, are different for s # s’. We put
Cis = {(x,y) € Cilz = v (y) for some k € I(b:)}. Then we have C; = |J", Cis
and C; sNC; g = ¢ for s #s'. We put X; s = C(C;5). Then X;’s are right Hilbert
A; module and we have

Let (u)®)renis be the basis for X, defined in Proposition BTl Put A" =
Uil {(s, k) |k € A™)}.

Lemma 4.2. An indexed family (UZS>(S7]€)€A1' is a basis for X; for each i.

Proof. Since X, is a direct sum of X, ;’s, we can conclude the lemma by Lemma

23 O

Let {;}]*4" be a partition of unity associated with the open covering {U; };*1"

Let (u3")(s.k)eni be a basis for X; given by Lemma We put a;°(v;(y),y) =
uy*(v;(y), y)vi(y)Y2. Then @7"’s can be extended to a function on K. Put A =

UT?’((SkDK&k)GA@-

Theorem 4.3. Let (K,d) be a compact metric space, v = (7y1,...,7n) be a
system of proper contractions on K. We assume thatl 7y satisfies the finite branch
condition. Then (U;°)q s kyen defined above is a basis for X.

Proof. Let f € X. Since supp(f - ;) C Uj,

(f wz 7] uzs ’S‘f'wi)A('yj(y)ay)'

(k s)EAl



uniformly. Using this equation we have

m—+1 m—+1
D 2w =3 > w0 ) ati ). )
=1 (s,k)EA? i=1 (s,k)EA
m+1
=3 3wl v (), y)
i=1 (s,k)EA?
m+1
Z V) ((Y), y)
—f(%'( ),Y)
uniformly with respect to y. 0

Definition 4.4. We call such basis as constructed in Theorem[{.J a patched basis
for X.

We put 77 (a)(y) = a(v;(y)). For a € A, we define a Borel function a by

)= 3 alw)=3 mamy)).

z€v(y)
We note that if C(y) is not empty, @ is not continuous.
Lemma 4.5. Let X be an n-branch module. Then for the basis (ug)gen con-

structed in Proposition [{.] we have

o0

> (urlaur)aly) = aly)

k=1

for every y € K. The left hand side converges unconditionally.
Proof. If n =1, we have

(u1]aur) a(y) = a(n(y)).

We assume n > 2. Then we have

> (o) ay) =D 0> (), v)a(y; ) ux(v; (), y)

=2 > lw(v) ) Paly ()
:% ay;y)) + ) Z vid(v;(y), y))*a(v;(y))

16



The last expression is equal to 2", a(v;(y)) if y # c and equal to 37", a(;(y))
if y = ¢. In any case, this is equal to a(y). If a € AT, the left hand side is mono-
tone convergent, so we conclude that the left hand side converges unconditionally

for general a € A. !

Since the left hand side in Lemma converges unconditionally, we may write

Z(Uk\auk)A(y) = a(y).
ke
We take a base (uy”)genss as in Theorem I3 Then 3200, 37y (uglaug”) a(y)
is D20, a(by) fory = ¢ and 37T (37 0y a(v;(y)) for y # s This is equal to
> req(y) (@) in any case. We take a partition of unity {37 and (43%) (55,0
as in Theorem B3 We have
m+1 r; m—+1 T
D> D @ aw)aly) = Y wily) Y (uylauy)a(y)(v)
1=1 s=1 kcA®s =1 s=1
m+1

=3 u) Y al)

z€Y(y)
= > alx)
z€Y(y)

Then we have the following proposition.

Proposition 4.6. We assume that v satisfies the finite branch set condition. For
a patched basis (uy)ren for X, we have Y, .\ (ur|aur) a(y) = a(y). We note that
the left side is monotone convergent for a positive a € A.

Let a € Ix. Then a(z) = 0 for x € B(7y). Since e(z,y) = 1 for x # B(7), we

. N N .
have a(y) = > 250, a(v;(y) = 225, 75 (@) ().

For a probability measure p on (K, d), 7" denotes the corresponding tracial
state on A. For a bounded Borel function a on K, we may define 7#(a) by

Jic aly)du(y).

Theorem 4.7. Let (K, d) be a self-similar set with respect to v, and ~y satisfy the
finite branch condition. Let ¢ be a 3-KMS state on O,. Then the Borel probability
measure p on (K, d) corresponding to the restriction of ¢ to A satisfies the the

following (3) and (4).

> t(3;(a) = M*(a)  (Valpe) =0) (3)

™(@) < AMt(a) (Va€ AT) (4),

where A = eP.
17



Let p be a probability measure on (K,d) satisfying (3) and (4). Then we can
construct a B-KMS state p on O, whose restriction to A is /. Moreover such a
© 1S unIque.

Proof. Proposition L6, remark after Proposition EE@l and the monotone conver-
gence theorem in integration theory show the theorem. 0

In the following, we present results which hold for general situation.

Lemma 4.8. If a Borel probability measure p on K satisfies Zjvzl (i (a)) =
ATH(a) for arbitrary a € A, a positive constant X must be equal to N.

Proof. Putting a = 1, we have A = N. O

Lemma 4.9. (Hutchinson [8]) Let (K,d) be a compact metric space and 7y be a
system of proper contraction. Then there exists a unique measure p on (K, d)
such that

>3 (@) = Nr(a)

for arbitrary a € A.

Definition 4.10. We denote by u* the measure given by Lemma -9, and call
this measure the Hutchinson measure.

Then 7" can be extended to a log N-KMS sate ¢ on O,,.

Remark 4.1. ¢ is a KMS state of infinite type defined in Laca and Neshveyev

[14]. When there exists no branched value for v, ™" is the unique KMS state on
0,.

Definition 4.11. Let p be a Borel probability measure on (K, d). We define c,(x)
by c,(x) = p({z}). When c,(x) >0, we say that 1 has a point mass at x.

We note that ¢, (z) is given by 7#(x{s}) where X,y is the characteristic function
on a singleton {x}.

Lemma 4.12. Let x € K and assume v (z) = {y1,...,yp} with y; # y; for
i#j. If v ¢ B(v), we have c,(y1) + - -+ cu(yp) = Acu(x). If x € B(vy), we have
culyr) + - +eulyp) < Aey(x).

Proof. Let x € K. We take {a,}>>, such that a, € A and a,(z) tends to

X{z} pointwise decreasingly. For each j, we have 7} (a,) tends to x @) point-

wise decreasingly if j € I(z), and tend to zero pointwise decreasingly otherwise.

We have 7(a,) — cu(x), if j € I(z) 7(y}(an)) — cu(v; ' (x)) and otherwise

m™(vj(an)) — 0. If x ¢ B(y) we can take a, such that a, vanish on B(y) for all
18



Acy(z) = A lim 7"(a,) = lim Z ™ (v (an))

n—oo n—oo
JEl(z)

= Yl @) = culyn) + -+ culyy).
jel(@)
If z € B(y), we have
Acy(x) = A lim 7"(a,) > lim 7"(d,)

= jg(:x) m%(% (7))

= Cu(yl) +oee Cu(yp)'
O

Lemma 4.13. Let i1 be a Borel probability measure on (K, d). If i does not have
a point mass at B(y) and satisfies (3) and (4) in Theorem [, we can conclude
that \ = N and pn = p™. If i does not have a point mass at B(v) U C(y) and
satisfies (3), we get the same conclusion.

Proof. We assume that p satisfies (4) and does not have a point mass at B(7).

We assume that b € B(7y) and ¢y, ..., ¢s are mutually different elements in C(7)
such that b = v;,(c1) = 7yj,(c2) = - - - = 7;,(¢cs). Then by Lemma we have

Z ) < Acu(b).

We conclude that c,(c;,) = 0 for 1 < p <s. Since ¢,(z) = 0 for each =z € B(vy),
we have ¢, (y) = 0 for each y € C~’(7)

We assume that y satisfies (3) and does not have a point mass at B(y) UC(y).
For each a € A™, there exists a monotone increasing sequence of {a,}5°, € A
such that a,(x) = 0 for € B(y), and for x # B(y) there exits ny such that
an(z) = a(z) for n > ng. Then we have a — a, tends to }_ . p.) a(z)X{z} and
v;(a) — v;(an) tends to Zze(B(y)mj(K)) a(vj_l(x))x{%__l(z)}. Since p has no point
mass on B(y) U C(7), we have

lim 7#(a,) = 7(a) lim T“(W;(an)) = T“(V;(a)).

n—o0 n—oo
Then (3) holds for each a € AT. By Lemma I8 and Lemma L9, we have A = N
and pu = p'l. 0

5. CLASSIFICATION OF KMS STATES FOR SPECIFIC EXAMPLES

In this section, we present classifications of KMS states for some specific ex-

amples.
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5.1. Dynamics on unit interval. Let K = [0,1], d(z,y) = |z — y| and v =
(71, --,7n) be a system of proper contractions such that K is self similar with
respect to . The following Lemma is easily verified.

Lemma 5.1. We assume that v satisfies the open set condition. For each x €
B(y) and y € C(v) such that x € y(y), we have e(x,y) = 2. Moreover C(vy) =
C(v), and they are contained in {0,1}. B(y) does not contain 0 and 1.

We always take (0,1) as V. We note that we have B(y) C V. We may assume
that {v;}, satisfies v1(1/2) < 72(1/2) < --- < vn(1/2).
In the following we assume that ~ satisfies the open set condition.

Lemma 5.2. Let y € B(v). Then O(y) N C(y) = ¢. Let y and y' be distinct
points in B(y). Then O(y) N O(y') = ¢.

Proof. Since B(y) C V, O(y) is contained in V. We have O(y) N {0,1} = ¢. We

suppose that vi,vi, - in (V) = Vi1 Vio - - Vim (Y') for y, ¥ € B(7). We assume that
n = m. Then we have i; = ji, i = js and 7, = j,. We have y = ' and this is
a contradiction. We assume that n > m + 1. Then we have y = v,11 - Y (¥/),
and this is a contradiction. 0

Lemma 5.3. We assume that p satisfies the conditions (3) and (4) in Theorem
71 When A > 1, we have ¢, (0) =0 and c,(1) = 0.

Proof. We suppose that v;(0) = 0 and y5(0) = 1. Since we have v~ (0) =
771(0) = {0}, we have ¢,(0) = Ac,(0) by Lemma Since A > 1 we have
c,(0) = 0. Since we have y~1(1) = 75" (1) = {0}, we have ¢,(0) = Ac,(1) by
Lemma Then ¢,(1) = 0 follows.
We suppose 71(1) = 0 and vy (0) = 1. Then by a similar computation, we have
cu(1) = Ay (0) and ¢, (0) = A, (1). Since A > 1, we have ¢,(0) = 0 and ¢, (1) = 0.
For other two cases, we can prove lemma similarly. 0

Lemma 5.4. We assume that p satisfies (3) and (4) in Theorem [f.7 and has a
point mass at some point y € B(vy). Then we have A\ > N and c, (7, - - v;.(y)) =

A""c,(y) for each (j1,...,jn) €{1,..., N}
Proof. If © = ~;(y) = vy(y') for y, vy € V and 1 < j, j/ < N, we have y = ¢/
and j = j', and for y € B(7v) vj, -+ 7;,(y) is contained in V' N B(v)¢ for every
(J1,--+,Jn), n > 1. Then by Lemma T2 we have

(Vi =03 (Y)) = A (Vg Vin - ¥ (W))-
for n > 0. Then we have

(Vo1 (W) = A "eu(y)

By Lemma B2 O(y) N C(y) = ¢. Then

TOEDS ) =3 (5) o)

n=1 (]1 ,,,,, ]n)€{177N}n n=1
20



This shows that N < A is necessary for p to be bounded. 0

Lemma 5.5. We assume that o is a Borel probability measure on [0,1] and
satisfies (3) and (4) in Theorem[ ] Then we have A > N and c,(0) = c,(1) = 0.

Proof. 1f ;1 does not have a point mass at B(v), by Lemma T3 we have ¢, (y) = 0
for y € C(v) = C(v), and have p = p and A\ = N. If y has a point mass at
B(7), then by Lemma B4l we have A > N. By Lemma B3 we have c,(0) =
cu(1) = 0. O

Lemma 5.6. A probability measure y1 on [0, 1] satisfying (3) and (4) in Theorem
77 can have point mass only at {O(y)ly € B(y)}. In particular, ™ has no point
mass.

Proof. Let y ¢ {O(y)|y € B(y)} and y # 0, 1. Then we can construct a sequence
{yi}32, such that yo =y and y; = 7;,(yi+1). There exist three possibilities.

(1) All {yo,y1,- - ,¥s, -} are different and y; € V N B(~)¢ for all i.

(2) There exists ig and m > 1 such that yo, --- y;, are all different, and
Yiorm = Ui and y; € VN B(v)¢ for all 4.

(3) There exists ip such that yg, - -+ y;,—1 are all different and in V' N B(y)*
and y;, = 0 or 1.

In case (1), we have ¢,(yit1) = Acu(y;). Then we have ¢,(y;) = Ne,(y). This
shows that if ¢,(y) > 0 ¢,(y;) — oo, and is a contradiction. In case (2), we
have ¢, (viy) = ¢u(Yigrm) = A™cu(¥i,). Since A > 1, we have ¢,(yo) = 0. ¢,(y) =
A7"¢,(y;,) shows that ¢,(y) = 0. In case (3), we have ¢,(0) + ¢, (1) = A (Yig—1),
cu(0) = Ay (Yig—1) or ¢, (1) = Acu(Yig—1)- This shows that ¢, (yi,—1) = 0. Then we
have ¢,(y) = A7¢,(y;,—1) = 0. In any case, we can conclude ¢, (y) = 0. O

Let y € B(v). We consider

ae At 5> > (/A" a(vi ¥4 (Y))-

n=0 (]177.]71)6{1 7777 N}n

This gives a bounded Borel measure on [0, 1] if and only if A > N. When A > N
we can define a Borel probability measure 1, » by

A=N & .
Hyx = D Z Z (1/A) 5'Yj1""7jn(y)
n=0

= (j17"'7j’ﬂ)6{1 7777 N}n
for a € A. We put 5 = log \.
Proposition 5.7. The measure p, 5 satisfies the condition (3) and (4) in Theo-

rem {7, and is extended to a 3-KMS state 0¥ on O,.
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Proof. Let y € B (7) Since

Z T )

0 (1, ,jn)€{L, ,N}"
we have
A= N & .
)\Tﬂy,k(a) = TZ Z A —Ha(’)/jl ""an(y)).
n=0 (j1, - jn)E€{L,....N}"

Since by Lemma B2 v, - - -v;,(y) are not contained in C(v) for every n > 0, we
have

o 252 S X )

(J “Jn 6{1 }n
N oo
AN—N —n
=== » Aa (v e ()
j=1 n=0 (j1, jn)E{L,+ ,N}"

Z > A~ Valy;, -5, ()

(J ]n)e{l SN}

We have

AT (a) = THUA( ( )
If a € Iy, we have A\7#v>(a) = 7#v*(a) because a(y) = 0. If a vanish on B(7), we
have a(y) > 0 and have 7> (@) < AtHv>(a). O

Remark 5.1. @¥* is a KMS state of finite type defied in Laca and Neshveyev
[14].

Theorem 5.8. Let v be a system of proper contractions on [0, 1] and satisfy the
open set condition. Then a B-KMS state on O, with respect to the gauge action
exists only if A\ = €® > N and are classified as follows:

(1) When A= N, o is the unique KMS state.
(2) When N > N, B-KMS state is expressed by a convexr combination of

{e¥My € B(v)}.

Moreover o™ is unique log N-KMS state, and if B(v) is not empty, @, is an
extreme log A\-KMS state.

Proof. Let u be a Borel probability measure on [0, 1] and satisfy the condition
(3) and (4) in Theorem EZA. Then by Lemma B3, we have p Z N. If A= N then
p dose not have point mass at B(y), and then by Lemma ] we have pu = pu*.

We assume that A > N. By LemmaBbdland Lemma B3, p1—>_ gy cu(y) iy,

is a positive Borel measure, satisfies the condition (3) and does not have point
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mass at B(vy) U C(v). Then by Lemma B3, the condition (3) must hold for all
a € A. Then we have i — 37 .y cu(y)iyr = 0.

Lastly, we show that ¥ is extreme. We write ¥ = to; + (1 —t)ps, where ¢,
and 9 be a f-KMS state on O, and 0 < t < 1. By restricting to A, we conclude
that ¢; = ¢¥*. This shows that ¢¥* is extreme. O

We assume that v is a section of a expansive map v~! on K. The value of

inverse temperature of KMS states have a relation with entropy of y~!.

Proposition 5.9. The minimum value of the logarithm of the inverse temperature
of KMS states on O, is equal to the entropy of the map v~' on K.

Proof. By Theorem 7.2 in [16], the entropy h(y~!) is equal to log N. This is equal
to the minimum value of the logarithm of the inverse temperature of KMS states
on O,. UJ

We consider the example Zdli.e. K =[0,1], 71(y) = 3y, and 1(y) =1 — 3y.
We denote by Oieye the Cuntz-Pimsner C*-algebra for this example. We note
that B(y) = {3} and C(y) = {1}. Let u be the normalized Lebesgue measure on

[0,1]. We assume A > 2. We put

A2 &
2 = Yo D> AT

n=0 (j1,,jn)€{1,2}"

Then we have the following:

Proposition 5.10. A 5-KMS state on O,epy exist if and only if 5 = log A > log 2.
If A\ =2, B-KMS state is unique and given by o*. If X > 2, 5-KMS state is unique
and given by p'/>.

We consider example Z2ie K = [0,1], v1(y) = 3y and 72(y) = 5(y+1). In this
case, B(y) = ¢ and C(y) = ¢. B-KMS state on O,, exists if and only if A = log2
and given by the normalized Lebesgue measure on [0, 1].

5.2. Sierpinski Gasket. As the case of dynamics on unit interval, we can clas-
sify KMS states for the C*-algebra associated with Sierpinski Gasket introduced
in Kajiwara-Watatani [I1I]. The contractions in this example are considered to
be cross sections for rational map on Riemaniann sphere whose Julia set is home-
omorphic to Sierpinski Gasket.

Let Q be a regular triangle in R? with three vertexes ¢; = (1/2,v/3/2), ¢ =
(0,0) and ¢3 = (1,0). The middle point of ¢;c; is denote by by, the middle point
of ¢qc3 is denoted by by and the middle point of coc3 is denoted by b3. We define
proper contractions ; (i = 1,2,3) by

. fxz 1y V3 . B xy) . C(z 1y
Vl(xuy)_<2+472+ 4>7 72($,y)—<2,2 ) ’73(.73,y>— 2+272 .
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Let ay be a rotation by the angle 6. We put v = 41, 72 = a_ar/3 0 2 and
Y3 = Qar/30%3. We denote by S with the metric d induce from R? the self similar
set determined by v = (71, 72,73). We note that ¢; and b; i = 1,2, 3 are contained
in S. Putting V' = S\{c1, ¢, c3}, 7y satisfies the open set condition. In this case,
we have B(v) = {by, by, b3} and C(7) = C(y) = {c1,¢a,cs}, and 7 satisfies the
finite branch condition. We denote by Og, Cuntz-Pimsner algebra constructed
from S and the above 7.

Let p be the Borel probability measure on (S, d) satisfying the condition (3)
and (4). We get the conditions of point mass of p.

Lemma 5.11. If A > 1, we have ¢,(c1) =0, ¢,(c2) =0 and ¢,(c3) = 0.

Proof. We note that v '(¢1) = {1}, v (ca) = {c3} and v (c3) = {c2}. By
Lemma BT we have

culer) = Aculer)  culea) = Acules)  cules) = Acu(cz).
When A > 1, then these show that c,(c;) =0, ¢,(c2) = 0 and ¢, (c3) = 0. O

As in the case of dynamics on unit interval, we have the following Lemmas.

Lemma 5.12. Fory € B(v), we have O(y) N C(y) = ¢, and for y, y' € B(y)
with y # y', we have O(y) N O(Y') = ¢.

Lemma 5.13. If p satisfies the condition (3) and (4) in Theorem [ and does
not have a point mass at B(y), or if u satisfies the condition (3) in Theorem [
and does not have a point mass at B(y) U C(7), we have A = 3 and p = py.

Lemma 5.14. If p satisfying the condition (3) and (4) in Theorem [f.7] has a
point mass at B(7), then we have X > 3 and c,(vj, - -5, (y)) = A"cu(y).

Lemma 5.15. If i has the condition (3) and (4) in Theorem [{_7, then p does
not have a point mass at C(7y).

Let A > 3. As in dynamics on unit interval, for y € B(v), then we define a
probability measure p , as follows:

T =S5y Y el ),

n=0 (j1,...,jn)€{1,2,3}"
As dynamic for unit interval, we have the following:

Lemma 5.16. p,, satisfies the condition (3) and (4), and is extended to the
log A\-KMS state on Qg .

We can get classification of KMS states on Og,,. Let 5 = log .

Theorem 5.17. Let S be the Sierpinski gasket defined by contractions vy as above.
Then B-KMS state on Og., with respect to the gauge action exists only if A > 3

and are classified as follows:
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(1) When X\ =3, o™ is the unique KMS state.
(2) When X > 3, each 3-KMS state is expressed by a conver combination of

{Cﬂy’)‘ ‘ y = by, by, b3}

Moreover ¢, \’s are an extreme log A\-KMS' state.
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