arXiv:2008.03463v2 [math.DS] 17 Aug 2020

Infinite DLR Measures and Volume-Type Phase Transitions on Countable Markov Shifts

Elmer R. Beltrán^{1,3}, Rodrigo Bissacot^1, Eric O. Endo^2

1Institute of Mathematics and Statistics (IME-USP), University of São Paulo, Brazil 2NYU-ECNU Institute of Mathematical Sciences at NYU Shanghai, 3663 Zhongshan Road North, Shanghai, 200062, China 3Universidad Católica del Norte, Departamento de Matemáticas, Avenida Angamos 0610, Antofagasta - Chile

emails: rusbert.unt@gmail.com; rodrigo.bissacot@gmail.com; ericossamiendo@gmail.com

Abstract. We consider the natural definition of DLR measure in the setting of σ-finite measures on countable Markov shifts. We prove that the set of DLR measures contains the set of conformal measures associated with Walters potentials. In the BIP case, or when the potential normalizes the Ruelle’s operator, we prove that the notions of DLR and conformal coincide. On the standard renewal shift, we study the problem of describing the cases when the set of the eigenmeasures jumps from finite to infinite measures when we consider high and low temperatures, respectively. For this particular shift, we prove that there always exist finite DLR measures, and we have an expression to the critical temperature for this volume-type phase transition, which occurs only for potentials with the infinite first variation.

Keywords: Conformal measure, Countable Markov Shift, Infinite DLR measure, volume-type phase transition Mathematics Subject Classification (2020): 28Dxx, 37B10, 37C30, 37D35, 82B26

1. Introduction

One of the main objects in equilibrium statistical mechanics, in terms of measures, is the notion of DLR measure, which in the probability and mathematical physics communities is synonymous with Gibbs measure. The name is in honor of R. Dobrushin [Do1, Do2, Do3], O. Lanford, and D. Ruelle [LaRu], who introduced a system of equations involving conditional expectations which characterize the DLR measures, now called DLR equations, see [FV, Geo, RaSe].

We avoid the name Gibbs measure because it is used with several different meanings by the ergodic theory and dynamical systems communities, which sometimes coincide with the notion of DLR measure, but in some cases not. There exist several different notions of Gibbs measures used by dynamicists in addition to DLR measures, some examples are conformal measures [DeUr], Gibbs measures in the sense of Capocaccia [Capo], g-measures [Kea], eigenmeasures (associated to the Ruelle operator) [Bo, Ru2], equilibrium measures, and many other notions. See [Ke, Ki] for positive results when the lattice is Z^d, where the authors study when some of these notions coincide and alphabet S (state space) is finite, see [Mu, Mu1] for the case where S = N.

For finite state space Markov shifts contained in S^N the Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius Theorem, due to Ruelle [Ru, Ru2], guarantees the existence of conformal probability measures when the potential belongs to the Walters class. It is known that conformal measures and eigenmeasures are equivalent [ANS, Sa5]. Moreover, we also know that DLR measures and eigenmeasures are equivalent notions even for continuous potentials, see [CLS]. On the other hand, in S^Z, there are examples of gmeasures which are not DLR measures [FGG] and examples of DLR measures which are not g-measures [BEvEL], for characterization when these two notions coincide see [BFV]. Nowadays, after Ruelle [Ru2] and Bowen [Bo], the study of these measures and their properties is inside of a class of results in ergodic theory called Thermodynamic Formalism.

In the last two decades, the theory was extended to the non-compact state space S = N by several authors [FFY, MaUr1, Sa1, Sa5]. In particular, O. Sarig produced a good amount of results with applications in dynamic systems and used the powerful analytical tool of the Ruelle operator. A helpful review of Sarig’s contributions is given by Y. Pesin in [Pe].

In this paper we are focused on countable Markov shifts Σ_A ⊆ N^{N∪{0}} . When a Markov shift satisfies the BIP property, we can show that both notions conformal and DLR coincide. Apart from these shifts, there exist countable Markov shifts for which the set of DLR measures is larger than the set of conformal measures [Sw]. From the book by Aaronson [Aar], σ-finite conformal measures are naturally defined, suggesting that it should be possible to consider infinite DLR measures and the generalized Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius Theorem [Sa1] give us the existence of these measures. So far, in all statements in the literature about DLR measures, the authors consider probability measures. On the other hand, the analogous object to an infinite DLR measure in quantum statistical mechanics is the notion of KMS weight (instead of KMS state) already appears more often in the literature of mathematical physics [Chris, Tak, Tho1, Tho2, Tho3].

We define the σ-finite but infinite DLR measures and study the relation with σ-finite conformal measures. Besides, we investigate the equivalence between these two notions. We show that every σ-finite conformal measure is a DLR measure, and we characterize when the converse is true for σ-invariant DLR measures.

In the case of renewal shifts [Io, Sa3], which are examples of countable Markov shifts that do not satisfy the BIP property, O. Sarig showed that the class of weakly Hölder continuous potentials {βϕ}_{β>0} has a kind of “good-behavior” (unique critical point) respect to the phase transition in terms of the recurrence mode, i.e., there exists a β_c > 0 (possibly infinite) for which the potential βϕ is positively recurrent for β < β_c (there exists a conservative conformal measure associated to βϕ), and transient for β > β_c (does not exist such conservative conformal measure). He also constructed an example of a topologically mixing Markov shift and a potential with an infinite number of critical points that separate intervals where the potential is recurrent and transient alternately. The uniqueness of the critical point, which is a usual property of ferromagnetic systems with pair interactions in statistical mechanics [FV] (see [FS] for ferromagnetic systems with more complicated interactions where the uniqueness is no longer true), also appears in many models already considered in thermodynamic formalism in the ergodic theory literature, see the references in [Sa3].

Since the conservative conformal measures associated to βϕ can be finite or infinite, we address the problem of the existence of volume-type phase transitions on countable Markov shifts. For the renewal shift we have a expression to the critical inverse temperature β̃_c such that: β̃_c ≤ β_c, the eigenmeasures associated to the potential βϕ are finite for β < β̃_c and, all σ-finite eigenmeasures associated to the potential βϕ when β̃_c < β < β_c are infinite . Moreover, when Var_1 ϕ < ∞, there is no volume-type phase transition, meaning that all eigenmeasures, when they exist, are finite for every β > 0.

This kind of phase transition (volume-type) is not detected by points where the pressure is not differentiable. The lack of a connection between phase transitions and critical points for the pressure is not new. Even for the most famous model in statistical mechanics, the bidimensional ferromagnetic Ising model, if we add external fields with decay slow enough, we have the DLR state’s uniqueness for every temperature. However, the pressure has a unique critical point (the same point as in the case of zero field), see [BCCP, CV]. Another example is the two-dimensional XY model, the pressure is nonanalytic, and the model presents a phase transition in the sense of Kosterlitz-Thouless. However, it is known that the model has a unique translation-invariant DLR measure, and it is a conjecture, unsolved for more than four decades, to prove that this measure is the only one for the model. For a recent reference about XY model, see [PelS], and for a discussion about different notions of phase transitions in statistical mechanics in general, see [vEFS].

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we introduce some definitions and recall previous results. Section 3 is dedicated to the existence of infinite σ-finite DLR measure, and we prove that every σ-finite conformal measure is a DLR measure. In Section 4, we investigate when σ-finite

DLR measures are σ-finite conformal measures, and the relationship between DLR measures and equilibrium measures. In Section 5, we study the volume-type phase transition on renewal shifts.

The results of this paper are mostly contained in the Ph.D. thesis of the first author [Be].

2. Preliminaries and previous results

Let S := N be the set of states and A = (A(i, j))_{S×S} a transition matrix of zeroes and ones with no columns or rows which are all zeroes. Let N_0 = N ∪ {0}, the topological Markov shift is the set

Σ_A := { x = (x_0, x_1, x_2, . . .) ∈ S^{N0} : A(x_i, x_{i+1}) = 1, ∀i ≥ 0 } , equipped with the topology generated by the collection of cylinders

[a_0, a_1, . . . , a_{n−1}] := {x ∈ Σ_A : x_i = a_i, 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1},

where n ∈ N and a_i ∈ S, 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. We denote by B the Borel σ-algebra of Σ_A, that is the smallest σ-algebra containing the topology generated by the cylinders. An admissible word of length n, denoted by a, is an element of S^n satisfying [a] ≠ ∅. The function σ : Σ_A → Σ_A defined by (σx)_i = x_{i+1} for every i ≥ 0 is called the shift map.

The topological Markov shift Σ_A is transitive if for every a, b ∈ S there exists N ∈ N such that [a] ∩ σ^{−N} [b] ≠ ∅ and it is topologically mixing if for every a, b ∈ S there exists N ∈ N such that, for all n > N, we have [a] ∩ σ^{−n}[b] ≠ ∅. We say that Σ_A satisfies the BIP property if there exist N ≥ 1 and b_1, b_2, . . . , b_N ∈ S such that, for all a ∈ S, there exist 1 ≤ i, j ≤ N such that A(a, b_i) = A(b_j , a) = 1. We say that Σ_A is row finite if ∑ b∈S A(a, b) < ∞ for every a ∈ S. Note that every row-finite topological Markov shift Σ_A is locally compact.

Definition 1. The renewal shift is the topological Markov shift with the transition matrix (A(i, j))_{S×S} whose entries A(1, 1), A(1, i) and A(i, i − 1) are equal to 1 for every i > 1, and the other entries are equal to 0.

Note that the renewal shift is topologically mixing and does not satisfy the BIP property.

1234567

Figure 1. Renewal shift.

A function ϕ : Σ_A → R is called a potential. For every n ≥ 1 and potential ϕ, the n-variation of ϕ is given by Var_n ϕ := sup {|ϕ(x) − ϕ(y)| : x, y ∈ Σ_A, x_i = y_i, 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1} . A potential ϕ is called weakly Hölder continuous if there exist H_ϕ > 0 and θ ∈ (0, 1) such that for all n ≥ 2, Var_n ϕ ≤ H_ϕθ^n. We say that a potential ϕ has summable variation if ∑ n≥2 Var_n ϕ < ∞.

For every n ∈ N, we define ϕ_n(x) := ∑_{n−1} i=0 ϕ(σ^ix) the n-th ergodic sum. A potential ϕ satisfies the Walters condition if:

sup_{n≥1} Var_{n+k} ϕ_n < ∞, for every k ≥ 1, and lim_{k→∞} sup_{n≥1} Var_{n+k} ϕ_n = 0.

Note that every potential with summable variation satisfies the Walters condition. Here, we allow potentials ϕ satisfying Var_1 ϕ = ∞.

Two potentials ϕ, φ : Σ_A → R are called cohomologous via a function h : Σ_A → R if ϕ = φ + h − h ∘ σ, and it will be denoted by ϕ ∼ φ. A function f : Σ_A → R is bounded away from zero if inf_{x∈ΣA} f(x) > 0, and f is bounded away from infinity if sup_{x∈ΣA} f(x) < ∞.

For every n ≥ 1 and a ∈ S, set Z_n(ϕ, a) := ∑ σ^nx=x e^{ϕn(x)}1_{[a]}(x) and Z^∗_n(ϕ, a) := ∑ σ^nx=x e^{ϕn(x)}1_{[ϕa=n]}(x), where ϕ_a(x) = 1_{[a]}(x) inf{n ≥ 1 : σ^nx ∈ [a]} (where inf ∅ := ∞ and 0.∞ := 0). The Gurevich pressure of ϕ is defined by

(2.1) P_G(ϕ) := lim_{n→∞} 1 n log Z_n(ϕ, a). Due to Sarig [Sa1], the limit (2.1) exists and does not depend on a ∈ S if Σ_A is topologically mixing and ϕ satisfies the Walters condition.

Denote by M^1(Σ_A) the set of probability measures on Σ_A and M^1_σ(Σ_A) the set of σ-invariant probability measures on Σ_A. If sup ϕ < ∞, the Gurevich pressure can be expressed by

(2.2) P_G(ϕ) = sup { h_ν (σ) + ∫ ϕ d ν : ν ∈ M^1_σ ( Σ_A ) s.t. − ∫ ϕ d ν < ∞ } , where h_ν (σ) is the metric entropy of ν.

A measure μ ∈ M^1_σ ( Σ_A ) is an equilibrium measure for ϕ if the supremum of (2.2) is attained for μ, i.e.,

P_G(ϕ) = h_μ(σ) + ∫ ϕ d μ. Given two σ-finite measures μ and ν in measurable space (Ω, F), we denote by μ ≪ ν if, for every E ∈ F such that ν(E) = 0, we have μ(E) = 0. We denote by μ ∼ ν if μ ≪ ν and ν ≪ μ.

A σ-finite measure ν in B is called non-singular if ν ∘ σ^{−1} ∼ ν. Define ν ⊚ σ the measure in B given by ν ⊚ σ(E) := ∑ a∈S ν (σ (E ∩ [a])) . Note that ν ≪ ν ⊚ σ when ν is a non-singular measure. The σ-finite non-singular measure ν is called conservative if every set W ∈ B such that {σ^{−n}W }_{n≥0} is pairwise disjoint mod ν satisfies W = ∅ mod ν. These σ-finite measures satisfy the Poincaré Recurrence Theorem, see Theorem 2.1 in [Sa5].

Definition 2. Let Σ_A be a topological Markov shift, ν a σ-finite measure in B and ϕ : Σ_A → R a measurable potential. For a fixed λ > 0, the measure ν is called (ϕ, λ)-conformal if d ν d ν ⊚ σ = λ^{−1}e^ϕ, ν ⊚ σ-a.e.

For a fixed potential ϕ : Σ_A → R, the Ruelle operator L_ϕ is defined by

(2.3) L_ϕf(x) := ∑ σ(y)=x e^{ϕ(y)}f(y).

When |S| < ∞, the Ruelle operator is well defined for every continuous function f. However, for countable Markov shifts, we need conditions to be well-defined. See Theorems 6, 7 and [MaUr1].

The following proposition shows that (ϕ, λ)-conformal measures are eigenmeasures of the Ruelle operator.

Proposition 3. Let Σ_A be a topological Markov shift, ν a σ-finite measure in B, ϕ : Σ_A → R a measurable potential and λ > 0. Then ν is (ϕ, λ)-conformal if, only and if,

(2.4) ∫ L_ϕf(x) d ν(x) = λ ∫ f(x) d ν(x), for each f ∈ L^1(ν).

Equation (2.4) will be denoted simply by L^∗_ϕν = λν.

Proposition 4 is a particular result of Proposition 1.4.1 in [Aar] and Proposition 2.3 in [Sa5].

Proposition 4. Let Σ_A be a topological Markov shift and ν a σ-finite measure. If ν is σ-invariant, then ∑ σy=x d ν d ν ⊚ σ (y) = 1, ν-a.e.

Definition 5. Let Σ_A be a topologically mixing Markov shift and ϕ : Σ_A → R a potential satisfying the Walters condition such that P_G(ϕ) < ∞. Fix some a ∈ S. We say that the potential is:

i) Recurrent if ∑ n≥1 e^{−nPG(ϕ)}Z_n(ϕ, a) = ∞. ii) Positive recurrent if ϕ is recurrent and ∑ n≥1 ne^{−nPG(ϕ)}Z^∗_n(ϕ, a) < ∞. iii) Null recurrent if ϕ is recurrent and ∑ n≥1 ne^{−nPG(ϕ)}Z^∗_n(ϕ, a) = ∞. iv) Transient if ∑ n≥1 e^{−nPG(ϕ)}Z_n(ϕ, a) < ∞. Since Σ_A is topologically mixing, all modes of recurrence defined above are independent of a ∈ S.

When |S| < ∞ we have that any ϕ is positive recurrent. The following theorem given by O. Sarig characterizes each mode of recurrence.

Theorem 6 (Generalized Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius Theorem, [Sa1]). Let Σ_A be a topologically mixing Markov shift, ϕ : Σ_A → R a potential that satisfies the Walters condition and P_G(ϕ) < ∞. Then:

i) ϕ is positive recurrent if, and only if, there exist λ > 0, a positive continuous function h, and a conservative measure ν which is finite on cylinders, such that L_ϕh = λh, L^∗_ϕν = λν, and ∫ h d ν = 1. In this case λ = e^{PG(ϕ)}.

ii) ϕ is null recurrent if, and only if, there exist λ > 0, a positive continuous function h, and a conservative measure ν which is finite on cylinders, such that L_ϕh = λh, L^∗_ϕν = λν, and ∫ h d ν = ∞. In this case λ = e^{PG(ϕ)}.

iii) ϕ is transient if, and only if, there is no conservative measure ν which is finite on cylinders such that L^∗_ϕν = λν for some λ > 0.

The previous theorem says nothing about the finiteness of the measure ν. In general, this could be infinite, as shown in Example 12. But it is known that when Σ_A satisfies the BIP property and Var_1 ϕ < ∞ then ν is finite [Sa4].

For positively recurrent potential ϕ, under the conditions of Theorem 6, Sarig [Sa1] showed that m := h d ν is an invariant probability measure, which we call Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius (RPF) measure. Moreover, if h_m(σ) < ∞, then m is the unique equilibrium measure for ϕ.

Theorem 6 guarantees the existence of conservative conformal measures and eigenfunctions for the Ruelle operator in the case of recurrent potentials, but not for transient potentials. V. Cyr [Cyr1, Cyr2] studied transient potentials on topological Markov shifts, showing, for instance, the existence of eigenmeasures of the dual of the Ruelle operator. Moreover, O. Shwartz [Sw] showed the existence of the eigenfunctions for the Ruelle operator in the case of locally compact topological Markov shifts, see Theorem 7.

Let Σ_A be a transitive Markov shift, and ϕ a potential with summable variation. Let λ > 0. We say that ϕ is λ-transient if ∑ n≥1 λ^{−n}Z_n(ϕ, a) < ∞ for some a ∈ S. Note that the item iv) of Definition 5 is a particular case when λ = e^{PG(ϕ)}.

Theorem 7 ([Cyr2, Sw]). Let Σ_A be a transitive and locally compact topological Markov shift, and ϕ : Σ_A → R a λ-transient potential with summable variation. There exists a σ-finite measure ν in Σ_A such that ν is positive, finite in each cylinder, and L^∗_ϕν = λν. Moreover, there exists a continuous function h : Σ_A → (0, +∞) such that L_ϕh = λh and h d ν is an invariant finite measure.

For each n ∈ N, let σ^{−n}B denote the smallest σ-algebra in which all the coordinate functions π_k : Σ_A → S given by π_k(x) = x_k, with k ≥ n, are measurable. Thus, we have the following family of σ-algebras B ⊃ σ^{−1}B ⊃ σ^{−2}B ⊃ . . . ⊃ σ^{−n}B ⊃ . . . Definition 8. Let Σ_A be a topological Markov shift, ν a probability measure in B and ϕ : Σ_A → R a measurable potential. We say that ν is ϕ-DLR if for every n ≥ 1 and for every cylinder [a] of length n, we have

(2.5) E_ν ( 1_{[a]}|σ^{−n}B ) (x) = e^{ϕn(aσnx)}1_{{aσ}n_{x∈ΣA}} ∑ σ^n y=σ^nx e^{ϕn(y)} , ν-a.e.

Equations (2.5) are called DLR equations, see also [Do1, Do2, Do3, FV, Geo, LaRu, RaSe]. The next result, by Sarig [Sa5], gives general conditions for Markov shift and potentials such that any conformal probability measure is a DLR measure. The reciprocal is not always true, see example 23. Theorem 9 ([Sa5]). Let Σ_A be a topological Markov shift and ϕ : Σ_A → R a measurable potential. Then any non-singular (λ, ϕ)-conformal probability measure ν is a ϕ-DLR measure.

3. Infinite DLR measures

In order to define a σ-finite DLR measure ν with ν(Σ_A) = ∞, we need that the family of the conditional expectations {E_ν [·|σ^{−n}B]}_{n≥1} should be well-defined, i.e., for each n ≥ 1, ν is σ-finite in the sub-σ-algebra σ^{−n}B.

Let us define M(Σ_A) be the set of σ-finite measures (not necessarily probability measures) on Σ_A, and M_σ(Σ_A) be the set of σ-invariant σ-finite measures on Σ_A. We say that a sub-σ-algebra F is compatible with the measure ν ∈ M(Σ_A) if ν is σ-finite in F.

Definition 10. Let Σ_A be a topological Markov shift, ν a σ-finite measure in B and ϕ : Σ_A → R a measurable potential. We say that ν is ϕ-DLR if, for every n ≥ 1,

i) the sub-σ-algebra σ^{−n}B is compatible with the measure ν, ii) for every cylinder [a] of length n, we have

(3.1) E_ν ( 1_{[a]}|σ^{−n}B ) (x) = e^{ϕn(aσnx)}1_{{aσ}n_{x∈ΣA}} ∑ σ^n y=σ^nx e^{ϕn(y)} , ν-a.e.

Note that when ν is a probability measure, Definition 10 coincides with Definition 8. The following proposition shows a class of measures satisfying item i) of the previous definition.

Proposition 11. Consider Σ_A be a topological Markov shift, ϕ : Σ_A → R a measurable potential and ν a (ϕ, λ)-conformal, for some λ > 0, such that ν ([a]) < ∞ for every a ∈ S. If ‖L_ϕ1‖_∞ < ∞, then ν ( π^{−1}_n {a} ) < ∞ for every n ≥ 1 and a ∈ S. In particular, σ^{−n}B is compatible with the measure ν for each n ≥ 1.

Proof. For a fixed n ≥ 1 and a ∈ S, let (w_0, w_1, . . . , w_{n−1}) be a word of length n such that A(w_{n−1}, a) = 1. Thus λ^nν ( [w_0, w_1, . . . , w_{n−1}, a] ) = ∫ [a] e^{ϕn(w0,w1,...,wn−1,x)} d ν(x). (3.2)

Note that π^{−1}_n {a} = ⋃ [w_0,w_1,...,w_{n−1}]≠∅ A(w_{n−1},a)=1 [w_0, w_1, . . . , w_{n−1}, a].

Take the sum in (3.2) over all cylinder [w_0, w_1, . . . , w_{n−1}] such that A(w_{n−1}, a) = 1. By Monotone Convergence Theorem, ν ( π^{−1}_n {a} ) = λ^{−n} ∑ [w_0,w_1,...,w_{n−1}]≠∅ A(w_{n−1},a)=1

∫ [a] e^{ϕn(w0,w1,...,wn−1,x)} d ν(x)

= λ^{−n} ∫ [a] L^n_ϕ1dν ≤ λ^{−n}ν ([a]) ‖L_ϕ1‖^n_∞, which is finite since ‖L_ϕ1‖_∞ < ∞. □

In the next example, we show that the condition ‖L_ϕ1‖_∞ < ∞ does not imply that the conformal measure is finite.

Example 12. Consider the renewal shift and a potential ϕ : Σ_A → R given by ϕ(x) = x_0 − x_1. Note that ϕ satisfies the Walters condition, ‖L_ϕ1‖_∞ < ∞, and P_G(ϕ) = log 2. Let λ := e^{PG(ϕ)}. The expression Z_n(ϕ, 1) = 2^{n−1} implies that ϕ is recurrent. By Generalized Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius Theorem, there exists a positive measure ν finite in cylinders such that

(3.3) ∫ Σ_A L_ϕf d ν = λ ∫ Σ_A f d ν for every f ∈ L^1(ν). For each a ≥ 2, consider the function f = 1_{[a]}. Substituting in Equation (3.3), we have ν ([a]) =^e_2 ν ([a − 1]). Therefore ν (Σ_A) = +∞.

Remark 13. O. Sarig [Sa3] showed that a weakly Hölder continuous potential ϕ defined in the renewal shift has good behavior with respect to the phase transition in the recurrence modes, that is, there exists β_c ∈ (0, ∞] such that βϕ is positive recurrent for β < β_c, and transient for β > β_c. For every β > 0, consider the family of potentials {βϕ}_{β>0} where ϕ is the potential from Example 12, a direct calculation shows that βϕ is positive recurrent for all β > 0. Note that ν_β(Σ_A) is finite for β < log 2 and infinite for β > log 2, where ν_β be the eigenmeasure associate to the potential βϕ. Then, there is no phase transition in the recurrence mode in this case, but there is a phase transition in the sense of the conformal measure’s finiteness. We will prove that the volume-type phase transition on renewal shifts for weakly Hölder continous potentials has also a good behavior in Section 5.

The following corollary is an extension of a result proved by V. Cyr in [Cyr1] for the positive recurrent case. Now, since we have a definition of an infinite volume DLR measure, we are able to deal with the null recurrent case when h d ν is infinite.

Corollary 14. Let Σ_A be a topologically mixing Markov shift, ϕ : Σ_A → R a potential satisfying the Walters condition and P_G(ϕ) < ∞. If ϕ is a recurrent potential then h d ν is a (ϕ + log h − log h ∘ σ − P_G(ϕ))-DLR measure, where h is a positive continuous function and ν is a measure such that L_ϕh = e^{PG(ϕ)}h and L^∗_ϕν = e^{PG(ϕ)}ν.

Proof. Note that the hypotheses of the corollary imply that h d ν ( π^{−1}_n {a} ) < ∞ for every n ≥ 1 and then the sub-σ-algebra σ^{−n}B is compatible with the measure h d ν. The rest of the proof follows as in [Cyr1]. □

We remember that we can define the conditional expectation for σ-finite measures, in particular, we have the Martingale Convergence Theorem for σ-finite measures.

Theorem 15. Let (Ω, B, μ) be a measure space, and {F_i}_{i≥1} a family of sub-σ-algebras of B, each one compatible with the measure μ, satisfying F_i ⊆ F_{i+1} for every i ≥ 1. Consider the σ-algebra F := σ (∪_{n≥1}F_n). If f ∈ L^1 (Ω, B, μ) and F is compatible with the measure μ, then lim_{n→∞} E [f | F_n] = E[f | F] μ-a.e. and in L^1(μ).

Proof. The proof is adapted as in Theorem 5.5 of [EiWa], using Approximation Theorem (see Theorem 4.4 in [KiTa]). □

Proposition 16 states a characterization of the DLR measures, which is analogous to the probability measure’s case given by Sarig in [Sa5]. The proof is an adaptation of the Proposition 2.1 in [Sa5] using Theorem 15.

Proposition 16. Let Σ_A be a topological Markov shift, ϕ : Σ_A → R a measurable potential and ν a measure such that ν ( π^{−1}_n {s} ) < ∞ for every n ≥ 0 and s ∈ S. Then ν is ϕ-DLR measure if, and only if, for every pair of cylinders [a] = [a_0, a_1, . . . , a_{n−1}] and [b] = [b_0, b_1, . . . , b_{n−1}] of length n ∈ N such that a_{n−1} = b_{n−1} and ν ([a]) > 0, the map v_{a,b} : [a] → [b] given by v_{a,b}(ax^∞_n ) = (bx^∞_n ) satisfies

(3.4) d ν ∘ v_{a,b} d ν = e^{ϕn(bx∞n )−ϕn(ax∞n )}, ν-a.e. in [a]. Theorem 17 below states that every (ϕ, λ)-conformal measure with λ > 0 such that the event π^{−1}_n {a} has finite mass for all n ≥ 0 and a ∈ S is a ϕ-DLR measure. In particular, for recurrent potentials ϕ with ‖L_ϕ1‖_∞ < ∞, by Proposition 11, all conformal measures from Generalized Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius Theorem are ϕ-DLR measures. Moreover, if Σ_A is a transitive shift with row finite, and ϕ : Σ_A → R is a λ-transient potential for some λ > 0 with summable variation satisfying ‖L_ϕ1‖_∞ < ∞, all conformal measures from Theorem 7 are ϕ-DLR measures.

Theorem 17. Let Σ_A be a topological Markov shift, ϕ : Σ_A → R a measurable potential, and let ν be a measure satisfying ν ( π^{−1}_n {a} ) < ∞ for every n ≥ 0 and a ∈ S. If ν is a non-singular and (ϕ, λ)-conformal measure for some λ > 0, then ν is a ϕ-DLR measure.

Proof. The proof is an adaptation of Proposition 2.2 in [Sa5], using Proposition 16. □

4. When the DLR measures are the conformal measures

In this section we investigate when a DLR measure is a conformal measure. In addition to that we will study the uniqueness of the DLR measure when the Markov shift satisfies the BIP property, as well as the connection with the equilibrium measures.

Lemma 18. Let Σ_A be a topological Markov shift, ϕ : Σ_A → R a measurable potential, and μ a non-singular ϕ-DLR measure. Consider a, c ∈ S such that A(a, c) = 1. If μ ([ac]) > 0, then i) For every b ∈ S such that A(b, c) = 1, we have μ ∘ v_{ac,bc} ∼ μ in B ∩ [ac].

ii) μ ∘ σ | |_{[ac]} ∼ μ in B ∩ [ac]. iii) For every b ∈ S such that A(b, c) = 1, we have μ ∘ I_b ∼ μ in B ∩ [c].

Otherwise, if μ ([ac]) = 0, then μ ([c]) = 0.

Proof. Item i) is straigthforward from Proposition 16. For item ii), since μ is non-singular and μ(E) ≤ μ(σ^{−1}σ|_{[ac]}E) for every E ∈ B ∩ [ac], we conclude μ ≪ μ ∘ σ | [ac] in B ∩ [ac]. Let E_a ∈ B ∩[ac] satisfying μ ( E_a ) = 0. For each b ∈ S with A(b, c) = 1, consider E_b = v_{ac,bc}(E_a).

Note that E_b ∈ B ∩ [bc]. Thus, by Proposition 16, we have μ ( E_b ) = 0. Since μ ( σ^{−1}σ | |_{[ac]}E_a ) = ∑ A(b,c)=1 μ (E_b) = 0,

we obtain μ ( σ | [ac]Ea ) = 0, and thus μ ∘ σ | [ac] ≪ μ in B ∩ [ac]. To show item iii), since the map I_b : [c] → [bc] is a homeomorphism, for every E ∈ B ∩ [c], we have I_b(E) ∈ B ∩ [bc]. Let E ∈ B ∩ [c] such that μ(E) = 0. Since I_b(E) ⊂ σ^{−1}E and μ is non-singular, we have μ ∘ I_b(E) = 0. Now, let E ∈ B ∩ [c] such that μ ∘ I_b(E) = 0. By item ii), we have μ(E) = μ(σ | |_{[bc]}(I_b(E))) = 0. Therefore μ ∘ I_b ∼ μ in B ∩ [c].

Now, assume μ ([ac]) = 0. For every b ∈ S such that A(b, c) = 1, we have v_{ac,bc}[ac] = [bc]. By Proposition 16, we conclude μ ([bc]) = 0. Thus, m ( σ^{−1}σ|_{[ωc]}[ωc] ) = ∑ A(b,c)=1 m ([bc]) = 0.

Since m is non-singular, then m ([c]) = m ( σ|_{[ac]}[ac] ) = 0. □

Proposition 19. Let Σ_A be a topological Markov shift, ϕ : Σ_A → R a measurable potential, and μ be a non-singular ϕ-DLR measure. For every a, b, c ∈ S such that A(a, c) = A(b, c) = 1 satisfying μ ([ac]) > 0, we have

(4.1) d μ d μ⊚σ (ax) e^{ϕ(ax)} = d μ d μ⊚σ (bx) e^{ϕ(bx)} , μ-a.e. in [c].

Proof. Let a, b ∈ S such that A(a, c) = A(b, c) = 1 and μ ([ac]) > 0. The map v_{ac,bc} : [ac] → [bc] can be written as v_{ac,bc} = I_b ∘ σ | [ac], where Ib(x) = bx. By item i) and ii) of Lemma 18, for every

y ∈ [ac], we have d μ ∘ v_{ac,bc} d μ (y) = d μ ∘ I_b ∘ σ | |_{[ac]} d μ ∘ σ | [ac] (y) · d μ ∘ σ | |_{[ac]} d μ (y), μ-a.e. in [ac],

i.e., the measurable set E = { y ∈ [ac] : dμ ∘ v_{ac,bc} dμ (y) ≠ dμ ∘ I_b ∘ σ | |_{[ac]} dμ ∘ σ | [ac] (y) · dμ ∘ σ | |_{[ac]} dμ (y) }

satisfies μ(E) = 0. Thus, by item ii) of Lemma 18, we have μ(σ | |_{[ac]}E) = 0. This implies that the set σ|_{[ac]}(E) = { x ∈ [c] : d μ ∘ v_{ac,bc} d μ (ax) ≠ d μ ∘ I_b ∘ σ | |_{[ac]} d μ ∘ σ | [ac] ( ax ) · d μ ∘ σ | |_{[ac]} d μ ( ax ) }

has zero measure. Thus

(4.2) d μ ∘ v_{ac,bc} d μ (ax) = d μ ∘ I_b ∘ σ | [ac] d μ ∘ σ | |_{[ac]} (ax) · d μ ∘ σ | [ac] d μ (ax), μ-a.e. in [c].

By item iii) of Lemma 18, we have d μ ∘ I_b ∘ σ | |_{[ac]} d μ ∘ σ | [ac] (y) = d μ ∘ I_b d μ ∘ σ | |_{[ac]}(y), μ ∘ σ | |_{[ac]}-a.e. in [ac].

By the same argument to derive Equation (4.2), we obtain

(4.3) d μ ∘ I_b ∘ σ | [ac] d μ ∘ σ | [ac] (ax) = d μ ∘ I_b d μ (x), μ-a.e. in [c].

Replacing (4.3) in (4.2),

(4.4) d μ ∘ v_{ac,bc} d μ (ax) = d μ ∘ I_b d μ (x). d μ ⊚ σ | [ac] d μ (ax), μ-a.e. in [c].

Since σ | |_{[bc]} ∘ I_b = id, where id is the identity function, and μ ∘ σ | |_{[bc]} = μ ⊚ σ | |_{[bc]} in B ∩ [bc],

(4.5) d μ ∘ I_b d μ (x) = dμ ∘ I_b dμ ∘ σ | |_{[bc]} ∘ I_b (x) = d μ d μ ⊚ σ | |_{[bc]} (bx), μ-a.e. in [c].

By item ii) of Lemma 18,

(4.6) d μ ⊚ σ | |_{[ac]} d μ (ax) = ( d μ d μ ⊚ σ | [ac] (ax) )_{−1} , μ-a.e. in [c].

Replacing Equation (4.5) and (4.6) in Equation (4.4),

(4.7) d μ ∘ v_{ac,bc} d μ (ax) = d μ d μ⊚σ (bx) d μ d μ⊚σ (ax) , μ-a.e. in [c].

By Proposition 16 and by the same argument to derive Equation (4.2),

(4.8) d μ ∘ v_{ac,bc} d μ (ax) = e^{ϕ(bx)} e^{ϕ(ax)} , μ-a.e. in [c].

Finally, from (4.7) and (4.8), we conclude (4.1). □

The following result gives information on when a DLR measure is a conformal measure.

Theorem 20. Let Σ_A be a topological Markov shift, ϕ : Σ_A → R a measurable potential, and m a σ-finite ϕ-DLR measure. Suppose that m is a σ-invariant measure. Then L_ϕ1 = λ m-a.e. if, and only if, m is a (ϕ, λ)-conformal measure.

Proof. Let c ∈ S such that m([c]) > 0. There exists a ∈ S such that A(a, c) = 1 and m ([ac]) > 0. By Proposition 4, for every x ∈ [c], we have

(4.9) 1 = ∑ b∈S A(b,c)=1 d m d m ⊚ σ (bx), m-a.e. in [c].

By Proposition 19, let b ∈ S such that A(b, c) = 1, then d m d m ⊚ σ (bx) = e^{ϕ(bx)} d m d m⊚σ (ax) e^{ϕ(ax)} , m-a.e. in [c].

Summing over all b ∈ S such that A(b, c) = 1 and using Equation (4.9),

(4.10) 1 = d m d m⊚σ (ax) e^{ϕ(ax)} ∑ b∈S A(b,c)=1 e^{ϕ(bx)}, m-a.e. in [c].

Consider L_ϕ1 = λ. By Equation (4.10), we conclude d m d m ⊚ σ (ax) = λ^{−1}e^{ϕ(ax)}, m-a.e. in [c].

Thus, by Lemma 18, item ii), for every F ∈ B ∩ [ac], (4.11) m(F ) = λ^{−1} ∫ F e^{ϕ(x)} d m ⊚ σ. Let W_2(c) := σ^{−1}[c]. Note that every B ∈ B can be written as B = ⨆ c∈S ⨆ ω∈W_2(c) B ∩ [ω]. By Lemma 18 and Equation (4.11), m(B) = ∑ c∈S ∑ ω∈W_2(c) m([ω])>0 m (B ∩ [ω])

= ∑ c∈S ∑ ω∈W_2(c) m([ω])>0 λ^{−1} ∫ B∩[ω] e^{ϕ(x)} d m ⊚ σ

= λ^{−1} ∑ c∈S ∑ ω∈W_2(c) ∫ B∩[ω] e^{ϕ(x)} d m ⊚ σ

= λ^{−1} ∫ B e^{ϕ(x)} d m ⊚ σ. Concluding that m is a (ϕ, λ)-conformal measure.

Let us suppose that m is a (ϕ, λ)-conformal measure. From Equation (4.10) we have that, for every c ∈ S with m ([c]) > 0, ∑ σy=x e^{ϕ(y)} = λ, m-a.e. in [c].

Therefore L_ϕ1(x) = λ, m-a.e. □ The next example satisfies all conditions of Theorem 20.

Example 21. Consider the topological Markov shift Σ_A defined by the graph of Figure 2, and let ϕ : Σ_A → R given by ϕ ≡ 0. Note that ϕ normalizes the Ruelle operator, i.e., L_ϕ1 = 1. 012 3 4 5 6. . . . . . Figure 2.

For i ≥ 0, consider the sequence

x_i =

(i, i + 2, i + 4 . . .), if i is odd; (0, 1, 3, 5, . . .), if i = 0; (i, i − 2, . . . , i − 2k + 2, 0, 1, . . .), if i = 2k, k ≥ 1;

and a measure m in B defined by m(E) = ∑ i≥0 δ_{xi} (E). Note that m is σ-finite with m (Σ_A) = ∞.

It is easy to see that m is a σ-invariant ϕ-DLR measure. Thus, by Theorem 20, m is a (ϕ, 1)- conformal measure.

It is known that when |S| < ∞ and the potential is Walters, the probability DLR measure is unique, see [ANS]. The following result shows the uniqueness of the DLR measure when the topological Markov shift is non-compact and satisfying the BIP property. Example 23 gives us a counter-example of nonuniqueness when the Markov shift does not satisfy the BIP property.

Theorem 22. Let Σ_A be a topologically mixing Markov shift satifying BIP property and let ϕ : Σ_A → R be a potential satisfying the Walters condition, Var_1 ϕ < ∞ and P_G(ϕ) < ∞. Then ϕ has a unique DLR probability measure. In this case, the set of conformal probability measures and the set of DLR probability measures coincide.

Proof. Note that, by our assumptions and Proposition 3.8 in [Sa5], the potential ϕ is positively recurrent. By Generalized Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius Theorem for topological mixing satisfying BIP property, there exist a non-singular probability measure ν and a continuous function h : Σ_A → R such that h is uniformly bounded away from zero and infinity, L_ϕh = λh and L^∗_ϕν = λν, where λ = e^{PG(ϕ)}. Let μ be a ϕ-DLR measure. We claim μ = ν. Note that it is enough to show μ ≪ ν. In fact, by the same argument for Theorem 3.6 of [Sa5], we know that φ :=^{d μ}_{d ν} is a constant function equals to 1 ν-a.e.

Let n ∈ N and [a] be a cylinder of length n. Define M := sup_{n≥1} Var_{n+1} ϕ_n + Var_1 ϕ. Then |ϕ_n(ξ) − ϕ_n(η)| ≤ M for every ξ, η ∈ [a]. For a fixed x ∈ Σ_A, we have e^{ϕn(aσnx)}1_{{aσ}n_{x∈ΣA}} ≤ e^M e^{ϕn(ay)} for every y ∈ σ^n[a]. Integrating with respect to the measure ν, ∫ σ^n [a] e^{ϕn(aσnx)}1_{{aσ}n_{x∈ΣA}} d ν(y) ≤ e^M ∫ Σ_A

L^n_ϕ1_{[a]}(y) d ν(y) = e^M λ^nν ([a]) .

Therefore, λ^{−n}e^{ϕn(aσnx)}1_{{aσ}n_{x∈ΣA}} ≤ 1 ν ( σ^n[a] )e^M ν ([a]) for every x ∈ Σ_A.

(4.12)

By BIP property, there exist b_1, b_2, . . . , b_N ∈ S such that

(4.13) ν ( σ^n[a] ) ≥ min {ν([b_i]) : i = 1, . . . , N} := K > 0. Replacing Inequality (4.13) in (4.12), we obtain (4.14) λ^{−n}e^{ϕn(aσn x)}1_{{aσ}n_{x∈ΣA}} ≤ e^M K ν ([a]) for every x ∈ Σ_A.

Let H_1 and H_2 be positive real-valued numbers satisfying H_1 ≤ h ≤ H_2. We have the following bounds for every n ≥ 1,

(4.15)

H_1 H_2 ≤ λ^{−n} ∑ σ^ny=σ^nx e^{ϕn(y)} ≤ H_2 H_1

for every x ∈ Σ_A.

From Inequalities (4.14) and (4.15) we obtain that, for every n ≥ 1 and every cylinder [a] of length n,

(4.16) e^{ϕn(aσnx)}1_{{aσ}n_{x∈ΣA}} ∑ σ^n y=σ^nx e^{ϕn(y)} ≤ Cν ([a]) for every x ∈ Σ_A,

where C =^{H1eM}_{H2K} > 0. Since μ is ϕ-DLR, integrating Inequality (4.16) with respect to μ, we have μ ([a]) ≤ Cν ([a]) for every cylinder [a] of length n. Since n is an arbitrary number, we conclude μ ≪ ν. □ There are topological Markov shift that does not satisfy the BIP property and having more than one DLR measure associated to the same potential, as we will see below. Also the following example shows a particular topological Markov shift in which there is a DLR measure which is not a conformal measure. This example was based on Example A.1 of [Sw].

Example 23. Consider the topological Markov shift Σ_A defined by the graph of Figure 3. Let ϕ : Σ_A → R be a potential satisfying the Walters condition, Var_1 ϕ < ∞ and P_G(ϕ) < ∞. Note that Σ_A does not satisfy the BIP property.

1234567

Figure 3.

Let x = (1, 2, 3, . . .) ∈ Σ_A, and let us consider the probability measure μ := δ_x. It is easy to see that μ is ϕ-DLR measure. Since μ satisfies μ(σ^{−1}[1]) = 0 and μ ⊚ σ(σ^{−1}[1]) > 0, we have μ ( σ^{−1}[1] ) ≠ λ^{−1} ∫ σ^{−1}[1] e^ϕ d μ ⊚ σ for every λ > 0. Therefore, there is no λ > 0 such that μ is (ϕ, λ)−conformal.

Remark 24. The study of the existence of conservative conformal measures for topological Markov shift spaces is determined by the potential recurrence modes, see Theorem 6 and Theorem 7.As we saw in Example 23, independently of the recurrence mode of the potential, there exists a DLR measure. We conclude that Example 23 is an example where the set of DLR probability measures is strictly larger than the set of conformal probability measures. In addition, δ_x is a probability DLR measure for any potential.

We will finish this section by studying the connection between σ-invariant DLR measures and equilibrium measures. These two notions of measures are widely studied for the space S^{Zd} and where it is known that they are equivalent, see [Do2, Ke, Ki, LaRu, Mu].

Proposition 25. Let Σ_A be a topologically mixing Markov shift and ϕ : Σ_A → R be a recurrent potential satisfying the Walters condition and P_G(ϕ) < ∞. Consider m := h d ν where h is a positive continuous function and ν is a measure such that L_ϕh = e^{PG(ϕ)}h and L^∗_ϕν = e^{PG(ϕ)}ν. Then m is ϕ-DLR if, and only if, h is constant ν-a.s.

Proof. Let ~ϕ := ϕ + log h − log h ∘ σ − P_G(ϕ). It is easy to verify that ∫ f d m = ∫ L_{~ϕ}f d m, for all f ∈ L^1(m),

thus m is a (~ϕ, 1)-conformal measure. Since ‖L_{~ϕ}1‖_∞ < ∞, by Theorem 17 we conclude that m is

a ~ϕ-DLR measure.

Assume that m is a ϕ-DLR measure. For every n ≥ 2 and c ∈ S, consider two words of size n a := a_0, a_1, . . . , a_{n−1} and b := b_0, b_1, . . . , b_{n−1} such that a_{n−1} = b_{n−1} = c. Since, by Proposition 16, m is ~ϕ-DLR, (4.17) m ∘ v_{a,b} ( E ) = ∫ E e^{ϕn(bx∞n )−ϕn(ax∞n )} d m(x),

(4.18) m ∘ v_{a,b} ( E ) = ∫ E e^{~ϕn(bx∞n )−~ϕn(ax∞n )} d m(x) for every E ∈ B ∩ [a]. By (4.17) and (4.18), ∫ E e^{ϕn(bx∞n )−ϕn(ax∞n )} ( 1 − h(bx^∞_n ) h(ax^∞_n ) ) d m(x) = 0

for every E ∈ B ∩ [a]. By the continuity of the function h we have h(ax^∞_n ) = h(bx^∞_n ) for all x ∈ [a] such that a_{n−1} = b_{n−1} = c.

Since c ∈ S, a and b were chosen arbitrarily such that a_{n−1} = b_{n−1} = c, we conclude that h is σ^{−n}B-measurable, and so h is ⋂ n≥1 σ^{−n}B-measurable. By Theorem 2.5 in [Sa5] we know that ν is exact, concluding that h is constant ν-a.s.

Now let us prove the converse. Suppose h(x) = α, ν-a.s., for some α ∈ R. Since ν is (ϕ, e^{PG (ϕ)})- conformal and m = αν, we have that m is also (ϕ, e^{PG(ϕ)})-conformal. Note that m ( π^{−1}_n {a} ) = m([a]) < ∞ for all a ∈ S, n ∈ N, implying that the sub-σ-algebra σ^{−n}B is compatible with m for every n ≥ 1. By Theorem 17, m is a ϕ-DLR measure. □

Theorem 26. Let Σ_A be a topologically mixing Markov shift and let ϕ : Σ_A → R be a potential satisfying the Walters condition and P_G(ϕ) < ∞. Then:

i) If Σ_A has the BIP property and Var_1 ϕ < ∞ then

{μ ∈ M^1_σ(Σ_A) : μ is ϕ-DLR and h_μ(σ) < ∞} ⊆ {μ ∈ M^1_σ(Σ_A) : μ is ϕ-equilibrium}.

ii) If sup ϕ < ∞ then

{μ ∈ M^1_σ(Σ_A) : μ is ϕ-equilibrium} ⊆ {μ ∈ M^1_σ(Σ_A) : μ is ~ϕ-DLR},

where ~ϕ = ϕ + log h − log h ∘ σ − P_G(ϕ).

Proof. Let us prove item i). By Lemma 4 in [BMP] we have sup ϕ < ∞. By Theorem 1 in [Sa4] the potential ϕ is positive recurrent, let m = h d ν, where h is a positive continuous function and ν is a finite measure such that L_ϕh = e^{PG(ϕ)}h and L^∗_ϕν = e^{PG(ϕ)}ν. Consider μ be a σ-invariant ϕ-DLR measure such that h_μ(σ) < ∞. Let n ∈ N and [a] be a cylinder of length n. Let H_1, H_2 > 0 the positive constants such that H_1 < h(x) < H_2 for every x ∈ Σ_A and M := sup_{n≥1} Var_{n+1} ϕ_n +Var_1 ϕ. By the same argument in the proof of Theorem 22, we have (4.19) λ^{−n}e^{ϕn(aσn x)}1_{{aσ}n_{x∈ΣA}} ≤ e^M H_1K m ([a]) for all x ∈ Σ_A, where K > 0 is given by (4.13). By (4.15) and (4.19),

(4.20) e^{ϕn(aσnx)}1_{{aσ}n_{x∈ΣA}} ∑ σ^ny=σ^nx e^{ϕn(y)} ≤ Cm ([a]) for all x ∈ Σ_A,

where C =^{eM}_{H2K} . Since μ is ϕ-DLR, integrating (4.20) in both sides with respect to μ, we have μ ([a]) ≤ Cm ([a]) for every cylinder [a] of length n, concluding μ ≪ m. Since m is an ergodic measure, by Theorem 4.7 in [Sa5], we conclude μ = m.

To prove item ii), note that the equilibrium measure, when does exist, is given by m = h d ν. A standard calculation shows L^∗_{~ϕ}m = m, concluding that m is a (~ϕ, 1)-conformal measure and

therefore it is a ~ϕ-DLR measure. □

Remark 27. When the potential ϕ is null recurrent μ = h d ν is an infinite invariant measure, with h and ν as in Theorem 6. The measure μ is the only conservative, ergodic and invariant measure that satisfies the relation h_μ(σ) = μ (P_G(ϕ) − ϕ) for the class of weakly Hölder continuous potentials, see Theorem 2 in [Sa2]. This is the reason why O. Sarig proposed a notion of “infinite equilibrium measure”. It is worth noting that item ii) of Theorem 26 is also valid for equilibrium measures and infinite DLR measures, i.e.,

{μ ∈ M_σ(Σ_A) : μ is ϕ-equilibrium} ⊆ { μ ∈ M_σ(Σ_A) : μ is ~ϕ-DLR } . 5. Volume-Type Phase Transitions for Renewal shifts

It is usual in the literature of statistical mechanics to study models with a good behavior respect to phase transitions, that is, models such that there exist a parameter (temperature is an example) for which you have a unique point separating different situations. Even for general regular potentials and interactions, we have results like the Dobrushin uniqueness theorem [Do3, Geo, Sim, FV], which one of the implications for finite state-space systems for high enough temperatures is to guarantee that does exist exactly one DLR state. This fact motivates the usual definition of phase transition used by researchers in probability. In statistical mechanics, it is common to define that a model presents a phase transition when, for low enough temperatures, there exists more than one DLR measure. So, in this case, the transition is from one to several DLR measures, ferromagnetic systems like Ising type models are examples of models for this situation.

In the setting of countable Markov shifts, the following result given by O. Sarig shows that the renewal shift has a good behavior respect the phase transition according to the recurrence modes. Thanks to the generalized Perron-Frobenius Theorem 6, we know that the next theorem is equivalent to say that in high temperatures there exist an equilibrium measure for the potential and, after a critical beta β_c, we have the absence of equilibrium probability measures and the pressure is a linear function. When the pressure is a linear function at low temperatures, this fact is called freezing phase transition.

Theorem 28 ([Sa3]). Let Σ_A be the renewal shift and let ϕ : Σ_A → R be a weakly Hölder continuous function such that sup ϕ < ∞. Then there exists 0 < β_c ≤ ∞ such that:

i) For β ∈ (0, β_c), the potential βϕ is positive recurrent, and for β > β_c, ϕ is transient. ii) P_G(βϕ) is real analytic in (0, β_c) and linear in (β_c, ∞). Moreover, P_G(βϕ) is continuous at β_c but not analytic.

From now on β_c will denote the critical value given by the Theorem 28. Note that for every β ∈ (0, β_c) there exists a (βϕ, e^{PG(βϕ)})-conformal measure. The eigenmeasure associated to the potential βϕ will be denoted by ν_β .

Let us define the function m(ϕ) := sup

μ∈M^1_σ (Σ_A) ∫ ϕ d μ. A measure μ_ϕ ∈ M^1_σ(Σ_A) is called ϕ-maximizing if m(ϕ) = ∫ ϕ d μ_ϕ.

Under the conditions of Theorem 28, for each β ≥ 0, P_G(βϕ) ≤ log 2 + β sup ϕ, consequently P_G(βϕ) < ∞. Let us define the function ψ : (0, β_c) → R given by

ψ(β) := P_G(βϕ) β . Proposition 29. Let Σ_A be the renewal shift and let ϕ : Σ_A → R be a weakly Hölder continuous function such that sup ϕ < ∞. Then the function ψ is continuous, strictly decreasing, and lim_{β→0}+ ψ(β) = +∞.

Proof. By Theorem 28 item ii), the function ψ is continuous in (0, β_c). For β ∈ (0, β_c), let μ_β be the unique equilibrium measure associated to the potential βϕ. Define the function φ : (0, β_c) → R by φ(β) := P_G(βϕ) − βm(ϕ). Note that φ is positive for β_c < ∞ by Theorem 1.1 in [Io] and Theorem 2 in [Sa3]. Now let us consider β_c = ∞. By Theorem 1.1 in [Io], there exists a ϕ-maximizing measure μ_ϕ ∈ M^1_σ (Σ_A). In this case φ ≥ 0, for every β > 0, because φ(β) ≥ h_{μϕ} ≥ 0. Note that the function φ is convex. Since^d_{d β} P (βϕ) = ∫ ϕ d μ_β for β > 0, by Proposition 2.6.13 in [MaUr2],

(5.1) d d β φ(β) = ∫ ϕ d μ_β − m(ϕ) ≤ 0. Thus, φ is non-increasing.

Suppose, by contradiction, that there exists β̃ > 0 such that P_G(β̃ϕ) = β̃m(ϕ). Then P_G(βϕ) = βm(ϕ), for every β ∈ [β̃, ∞). (5.2) By (5.1), every measure μ_β is ϕ-maximizing for β > β̃. Thus h_{μϕ} (σ) = 0 and h_{μβ} (σ) = 0 for every β > β̃. Note that, for every β > β̃, both measures μ_ϕ and μ_β are equilibrium measures for the potential βϕ. Since the equilibrium measure is unique, we have that μ_ϕ = μ_β for every β > β̃. Note that this argument also conclude that there is only one maximizing measure.

Consider β_1, β_2 ∈ (β̃, +∞). Since μ_{β1ϕ} = μ_{β2ϕ}, then β_1ϕ ∼ β_2ϕ + c for some c ∈ R, see Theorem 4.8 in [Sa5]. Since P_G(β_1ϕ) = P_G(β_2ϕ) + c, by (5.2), (5.3) c = (β_1 − β_2)m(ϕ).

Consider x = (1, 1, 1, . . .) ∈ Σ_A. There exists a function α such that β_1ϕ = β_2ϕ + α − α ∘ σ + c. Thus, (5.4) c = (β_1 − β_2)ϕ(x). By (5.3) and (5.4),

m(ϕ) = ϕ(x) = ∫ ϕ d δ_x, then δ_x is a maximizing measure, and therefore a equilibrium measure, a contradiction.

Since φ is positive and non-increasing, for every β_1 < β_2, we have φ(β_1) ≥ φ(β_2) > 0, thus

ψ(β_1) = φ(β_1)

β_1 + m(φ) > φ(β_2) β_2

+ m(φ) = ψ(β_2),

concluding that ψ is decreasing.

It remains to show lim_{β→0+} ψ(β) = +∞. Since ψ is decreasing, we have ψ^′(β) < 0, which implies P^′_G(βϕ) − ψ(β) < 0. Let β_0 ∈ (0, β_c). Since P_G(βϕ) is convex with respect to β,

P^′_G(β_0ϕ) + β_0 β ( ψ(β_0) − P^′_G(β_0ϕ) ) ≤ ψ(β). Thus, the left hand side diverges to infinity when β converges to 0^+. □ Theorem 30. Let Σ_A be the renewal shift and let ϕ : Σ_A → R be a weakly Hölder continuous function such that sup ϕ < ∞. Then, there exists β̃_c ∈ (0, β_c] such that the eigenmeasure ν_β is finite for β ∈ (0, β̃_c), and ν_β is infinite for β ∈ (β̃_c, β_c). Moreover, if Var_1 ϕ < ∞ then ν_β is finite for all β ∈ (0, β_c).

Proof. For each β ∈ (0, β_c), the potential βϕ is positively recurrent. Thus, by Theorem 6, there exists a σ-finite measure ν_β such that (5.5) e^{PG(βϕ)} ∫ f d ν_β = ∫ L_{βϕ}f d ν_β, for every f ∈ L^1 (ν_β) .

Consider β ∈ (0, β_c). For each a ≥ 2, we consider f := 1_{[a]}. Thus, by Equation (5.5),

(5.6) e^{PG(βϕ)}ν_β([a]) = ∫ [a−1] e^{βϕ(ax)} d ν_β. For each n ≥ a, consider the periodic orbit γ^n_a := (a, a − 1, . . . , 1, n, n − 1, . . . , a + 1). Then ϕ(γ^n_a ) − Var_a ϕ ≤ ϕ(ax) ≤ ϕ(γ^n_a ) + Var_a ϕ, for every x ∈ σ[a].

(5.7) Substituting (5.7) in Equation (5.6), e^{−β Vara ϕ+βϕ(γna )−PG(βϕ)}ν_β([a − 1]) ≤ ν_β([a]) ≤ e^{β Vara ϕ+βϕ(γna )−PG(βϕ)}ν_β([a − 1]). (5.8) Iterating (5.8) from a = 1 to n, ν_β ([n]) ≤ e^β ∑_n j=2(ϕ(γ^n_j )+Varj ϕ)e−(n−1)PG (βϕ)ν_β ([1]) . Therefore

ν_β (Σ_A) ≤ ν_β([1]) ∑ n≥1 e^β ∑_n j=2 Var_j ϕ+ϕ(γ^n_j )e−(n−1)P_G (βϕ) ,

concluding that ν_β is finite when the series ∑ n≥1 e^β ∑_n j=2 Var_j ϕ+ϕ(γ^n_j )e−(n−1)P_G(βϕ)

converges, i.e., lim sup n→∞ 1 n n∑ j=2 ϕ ( γ^n_j ) < P_G(βϕ) β .

Analogously, by (5.8), we have that ν_β is infinite when

lim sup n→∞ 1 n n∑ j=2 ϕ ( γ^n_j ) > P_G(βϕ) β . Let us define

(5.9) β̃_c := sup β ∈ (0, β_c] : lim sup_{n→∞} 1 n n∑ j=2 ϕ ( γ^n_j ) < P_G(βϕ) β .

By Proposition 29, β̃_c exists and it is positive.

Now let us consider Var_1 ϕ < ∞ and, for every n ≥ 2, we define x_n := (1, n, n − 1 . . . , 2) and x_1 = (1, 1, . . . , 1, . . .). Note that 1 n n∑ j=2 ϕ ( γ^n_j ) = ϕ_n(x_n) n − ϕ(x_n) n , and using the fact that Var_1 ϕ < ∞, we have lim_{n→∞} ϕ(x_n) n = 0.

Therefore β̃_c can be written as

(5.10) β̃_c = sup { β ∈ (0, β_c] : lim sup_{n→∞} ϕ_n(x_n) n < P_G(βϕ) β } . By the Discriminant Theorem, Theorem 2 in [Sa3], we have

lim sup n→∞ ϕ_n(x_n) n < P_G(βϕ) β for every β ∈ (0, β_c). Then, by (5.10), we conclude that β_c = β̃_c, i.e., ν_β is finite for every β ∈ (0, β_c). □ Note that in general the critical values β_c and β̃_c are different, but they can coincide. For instance, when the potential is a constant function, it is easy to see that β̃_c = β_c = +∞.

Example 31. Consider de potential ϕ(x) = x_0 − x_1. We have β̃_c = log 2 and β_c = +∞.

Remark 32. Note that log 2 is precisely the topological entropy h (which coincides with the Gurevich entropy of the graph) of the renewal shift. Thomsen proved the existence of β-KMS weights for β > h on certain graph C^∗-algebras in [Tho1]. For the moment, this is just an example. We do not know if the critical point of the volume-type phase transition can be characterized in terms of some entropy or another thermodynamic quantity.

Let {d_i}_{i≥1} be an increasing sequence of positive integers. We denote by R_1 the transition matrix (A_{i,j})_{N×N} with entries A(1, 1), A(i + 1, i), A(1, d_i ) equal to one for all i ≥ 1, and the other entries equal to zero. Note that when d_i = i for every i ≥ 1, the Σ_{R1} is the renewal shift. Theorem 28 and Theorem 30 hold for Σ_{R1} with the same β̃_c given by (5.9).

Consider Σ_R− be the topological Markov shift such that R^− is the transition matrix (A_{i,j} )_{N×N} with entries A(i, i + 1) and A(i, 1) equal to one for every i ≥ 1 and the other entries equal to zero, see Figure 3. Theorem 28 also holds for Σ_R− , and the proof is analogous.

For Σ_R− , Theorem 6 and Theorem 28 guarantee the existence of an eigenmeasure for β ∈ (0, β_c). Moreover, since Σ_R− is locally compact, by Theorem 7, we guarantee the existence of an eigenmeasure for β ≥ β_c.

The next proposition give us conditions to the absence of volume-type phase transitions for potentials defined in the shift Σ_R− . So far we do not have a general theorem as in the case of the standard renewal shift.

Proposition 33. Let ϕ : Σ_R− → R be a weakly Hölder continuous function such that sup ϕ < ∞, Var_2 ϕ = 0 and ϕ_n(γ_n) = 0 for every n ≥ 1, where γ_n = (1, 2, . . . , n). Then,

i) If lim sup_{n→∞}^{ϕ(n,1)}_n < 0, then ν_β is finite for every β > 0.

ii) If lim sup_{n→∞}^{ϕ(n,1)}_n > 0, then ν_β is infinite for every β > 0.

Proof. For each β > 0, the Gurevich Pressure is equal to P_G(βϕ) = log 2, and the potential βϕ is positively recurrent. Thus, by Theorem 6, there exists a σ-finite measure ν_β such that

(5.11) 2 ∫ f d ν_β = ∫ L_{βϕ}f d ν_β, for every f ∈ L^1 (ν_β) .

By Equation (5.11), for each n ≥ 2, (5.12) ν_β([n]) = e^{βϕ(n,1)}ν_β([1]). Then, iterating (5.12), ν_β (Σ_R− ) = ν_β([1]) ∑ n≥1 e^{βϕ(n,1)}. Therefore ν_β is finite if lim sup_{n→∞}^{ϕ(n,1)}_n < 0 and infinite if lim sup_{n→∞}^{ϕ(n,1)}_n > 0 for every β > 0. □ Example 34. Consider ϕ(x) = x_1 − x_0. Then, by the item i) of the Proposition 33, ν_β (Σ_A) is finite for every β > 0.

Example 35. Take ϕ(x) ≡ c with c ∈ R. From Equation (5.12), it is easy to see that ν_β(Σ_A) is infinite for every β > 0. Note that, in this case, lim sup_{n→∞}^{ϕ(n,1)}_n = 0 and then the previous proposition is not sharp.

Remark 36. It is important to mention that, given a potential ϕ, even the very basic question if for a fixed β > 0 all the βϕ-DLR measures give the same volume to the space Σ_A is not obvious. In the previous example, for the constant potential, for each β > 0, we have an infinite βϕ-DLR measure and also the probability DLR measure δ_x of the Example 23.

In the next example, we present a potential that does not satisfy the conditions of the previous proposition which presents a volume-type phase transition.

Example 37. Consider ϕ : Σ_R− → R given by ϕ(x) = log^{x1}_{x0} . Note that lim sup_{n→∞}^{ϕ(n,1)}_n = 0 and ν_β is infinite for β ≤ 1 and finite for β > 1.

6. Concluding remarks

We started the study of infinite DLR measures on countable Markov shifts. We explored the connection with conformal measures and the thermodynamic formalism for unidimensional systems with infinitely but countable states, a setting where the machinery of the Ruelle’s operator can be applied. On the other hand, it seems that there are no results about infinite DLR measures on multidimensional subshifts from N^{Zd}, for d ≥ 2. Maybe a good direction to explore and go beyond the setting where the Ruelle operator is the main tool.

Another natural question is about the shifts and potentials with a well-behavior of the phase transition with respect to the volume, that is, a unique critical point that separates finite and infinite DLR measures. We proved the uniqueness of the critical point β̃_c for the standard renewal shift, but we do not know about general results for other shifts even in the class of the renewal type shifts, see our last examples. Concrete examples with infinitely many critical points respect to the volume-type transition are not known.

Finally, the analogous objects to the DLR states for quantum models are the KMS states. In [Bras], Brascamp proved for a special class of interactions (a family of local functions that generates the potential) called classical, that the KMS equations reduce to the DLR equations for such potentials. After this, Araki and Ion [Ara] defined a new condition for equilibrium, now called Gibbs-Araki condition, showed that when the interaction is classical, the Gibbs-Araki condition reduces to the DLR equations showing the equivalence to the KMS condition for these interactions.

The topic of KMS weights (the analogous notion to the infinite DLR measure in the quantum setting) has been developed on the context of C^∗-algebras, in particular for groupoid C^∗-algebras, see [Chris, Tho1, Tho2]. Paradoxically, we are not aware of a systematic study of infinite DLR measures unless the progress made in infinite ergodic theory since Aaronson, Sarig, and others [Aar, Sa5]. There is also some literature in the physics community as [AKB, LeiBar]. In some cases, phase transitions (in the sense of the number of equilibrium states) in the classical setting imply phase transitions in the quantum framework, see [Tho3]. So it is natural to investigate if this volume-type transition also forces a transition from KMS states to KMS weights; a reference for DLR measures on groupoids is [BEFR].

Acknowledgements

The authors thank Ricardo Freire for his assistance for the proof of Proposition 29. We also thank Xuan Zhang and Van Cyr for comments about possible implications of the finiteness of the first variation, which helped us. We thank Lucas Affonso for his friendship over the years, for pointing out a gap in an earlier version of this paper, and for many references and interesting discussions about mathematical physics. We also thank Aernout van Enter for all the discussions about mathematical physics over the years since we were Ph.D. students, for all his generosity to read this manuscript and share with us comments and references about the subject of this paper. RB is supported by CNPq Grant 312294/2018-2 and FAPESP Grant 16/25053-8. ER was supported by Coordenação de Aperfeiçoamento de Pessoal de Nível Superior - Brasil (CAPES) and CNPq.

References

[Aar] J. Aaronson. An Introduction to infinite ergodic theory. Providence American Mathematical Society, No. 50 (1997). [ANS] J. Aaronson, H. Nakada and O. Sarig. Invariant measures and asymptotics for some skew products. Israel Journal of Mathematics, 128(1), (2002), 93-134.

[AKB] E. Aghion, D. A. Kessler and E. Barkai. From Non-Normalizable Boltzmann-Gibbs Statistics to Infinite-Ergodic Theory. Physical Review Letters, 122(1), (2019), 010601.

[Ara] H. Araki and P.D.F. Ion. On the Equivalence of KMS and Gibbs Conditions for States of Quantum Lattice Systems.

Communications in Mathematical Physics 35, (1975), 1-12.

[Be] E. R. Beltrán. Medidas DLR e transies de fase tipo volume em shifts de Markov com alfabeto enumervel. Ph.D. thesis, University of So Paulo, (2019).

[BFV] S. Berghout, R. Fernández and E. Verbitskiy. On the relation between Gibbs and g-measures. Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems, 39(12), (2019), 3224-3249.

[BCCP] R. Bissacot, L. Cioletti, M. Cassandro and E. Presutti. Phase Transitions in Ferromagnetic Ising Models with spatially dependent magnetic fields. Communications in Mathematical Physics 337(1), (2015), 41-53.

[BEvEL] R. Bissacot, E.O. Endo, A.C.D. van Enter and A. Le Ny. Entropic Repulsion and Lack of the g-Measure Property for Dyson Models. Communications in Mathematical Physics 363, (2018), 767-788.

[BEFR] R. Bissacot, R. Exel, R. Frausino and T. Raszeja. Quasi-invariant measures for generalized approximately proper equivalence relations. arXiv:1809.02461, (2018).

[BMP] R. Bissacot, J. Mengue and E. Pérez. A Large deviation principle for Gibbs states on Markov shifts at zero temperature. ArXiv preprint arXiv:1612.05831v2, (2016).

[Bo] R. Bowen. Equilibrium states and the ergodic theory of Anosov diffeomorphisms. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, No. 470.

Springer, Berlin, (1975).

[Bras] H. J. Brascamp. Equilibrium States for a Classical Lattice Gas. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 18, (1970), 82-96.

[BS] J. Buzzi and O. Sarig. Uniqueness of equilibrium measures for countable markov shifts and multidimensional piecewise expanding maps. Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems, 23(5), (2003), 1383-1400.

[Capo] D. Capocaccia. A definition of Gibbs state for a compact set with Z^v action. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 48, (1976), 85-88.

[CiLo] L. Cioletti and A. O. Lopes. Interactions, specifications, DLR probabilities and the Ruelle operator in the onedimensional Lattice. Discrete and Continuous Dynamical Systems, 37(12), (2017), 6139-6152.

[CLS] L. Cioletti, A. O. Lopes and M. Stadlbauer. Ruelle Operator for Continuous Potentials and DLR-Gibbs Measures.

Discrete and Continuous Dynamical Systems, 40(8), (2020), 4625-4652.

[CV] L. Cioletti and R. Vila. Graphical Representations for Ising and Potts Models in General External Fields. Journal of Statistical Physics, 162(1), (2016), 81-122.

[Chris] J. Christensen. The structure of KMS weights on tale groupoid C^∗-algebras. arXiv:2005.01792, (2020). [Cyr1] V. Cyr. Transient Markov shift Doctoral dissertation, The Pennsylvania States University, (2010). [Cyr2] V. Cyr. Transient Markov shifts. Proceedings of the London Mathematical Society, 103(6), (2011), 923-949. [Da] Y. Daon. Bernoullicity of equilibrium measures on countable Markov shifts. Discrete and Continuous Dynamical Systems, 33(9), (2013), 4003-4015.

[DeUr] M. Denker and M. Urbański. On the existence of conformal measures. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 328(2), (1991), 563-587.

[Do1] R. Dobrushin. Description of a random field by means of conditional probabilities and conditions for its regularity.

Teoriya Veroyatnostei i ee Primeneniya, 13 (1968), 201-229. English translation, Theory of Probability & Its Applications, 13(2), (1968), 197-224.

[Do2] R. Dobrushin. Gibbsian random fields for lattice systems with pairwise interactions. Functional Analysis and its applications, 2(4), (1968), 292-301.

[Do3] R. Dobrushin. The problem of uniqueness of a Gibbsian random field and the problem of phase transitions. Functional Analysis and its applications, 2(4), (1968), 302-312.

[EiWa] M. Einsiedler and T. Ward. Ergodic theory with a view towards number theory. Springer-Verlag London Ltd.,London, 259, (2011).

[vEFS] A.C.D. van Enter, R. Fernández, and A.D. Sokal. Regularity properties and pathologies of position-space renormalization-group transformations: Scope and limitations of Gibbsian theory. Journal of Statistical Physics, 72, (1993), 879-1167.

[FS] R. Fernández and J. Slawny. Inequalities and many phase transitions in ferromagnetic systems. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 121, (1989), 91-120.

[FGG] R. Fernández, S. Gallo and G. Maillard. Regular g-measures are not always Gibbsian. Electronic Communications in Probability, 16, (2011), 732-740.

[FFY] D.Fiebig, U.Fiebig and M.Yuri. Pressure and equilibrium states for countable state Markov shifts. Israel Journal of Mathematics. 131, (2002), 221-257.

[FV] S. Friedli and Y. Velenik. Statistical Mechanics of Lattice Systems: A Concrete Mathematical Introduction. Cambridge:

Cambridge University Press, (2017).

[Geo] H.-O. Georgii. Gibbs Measures and Phase Transitions. de Gruyter Studies in Mathematics. 2nd revised and extended Edition, 9, (2011).

[Io] G. Iommi. Ergodic optimization for renewal type shifts. Monatshefte für Mathematik, 150(2), (2007), 91-95. [Kea] M. Keane. Strongly mixing g−measures. Inventiones Mathematicae, 16, (1972), 309324. [Ke] G. Keller. Equilibrium states in ergodic theory. London Mathematics Society Student Texts, (1998). [Ki] B. Kimura. Gibbs measures on subshifts. Master dissertation, University of São Paulo, (2015). [KiTa] J. Kingman and S. Taylor. Introduction to measure and probability. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, (1966). [LaRu] O. E. Lanford III and D. Ruelle. Observables at infinity and states with short range correlation in statistical mechanics. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 13, (1969), 194-215.

[LeiBar] N. Leibovich and E. Barkai. Infinite ergodic theory for heterogeneous diffusion processes. Physical Review E, 99, (2019), 042138.

[MaUr1] R. Mauldin and M. Urbański. Gibbs states on the symbolic space over an infinite alphabet. Israel Journal of Mathematics, 125(1), (2001), 93-130.

[MaUr2] R. Mauldin and M. Urbański. Graph directed Markov systems: geometry and dynamics of limit sets. Cambridge University Press, (2003).

[Mu] S. Muir. A New characterization of Gibbs measures on N^{Zd}. Nonlinearity, 24(10), (2011), 2933-2952. [Mu1] S. Muir. Gibbs/equilibrium measures for functions of multidimensional shits with countable alphabets. PhD thesis, University of North Texas, (2011).

[PelS] R. Peled and Y. Spinka Lectures on the Spin and Loop O(n) Models, Sojourns in Probability Theory and Statistical Physics - I Spin Glasses and Statistical Mechanics, A Festschrift for Charles M. Newman. Vladas Sidoravicius (Ed.) (2019), 246-320.

[Pe] Y. Pesin. On the work of Sarig on countable Markov chains and thermodynamic formalism. Journal of Modern Dynamics, 8(1), (2014), 1-14.

[RaSe] F. Rassoul-Agha and T. Seppäläinen. A Course on Large Deviations with an Introduction to Gibbs Measures, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, American Mathematical Society, (2015).

[Ru] D. Ruelle. Statistical mechanics of a one-dimensional lattice gas. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 9, (1968), 267-278.

[Ru2] D. Ruelle. Thermodynamic Formalism: The Mathematical Structure of Equilibrium Statistical Mechanics (Cambridge Mathematical Library). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, (2004).

[Sa1] O. Sarig. Thermodynamic formalism for countable Markov shift. Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems, 19(6), (1999), 1565-1593.

[Sa2] O. Sarig. Thermodynamic formalism for null recurrent potentials. Israel Journal of Mathematics, 121(1), (2001), 285-311. [Sa3] O. Sarig. Phase transition for countable Markov shifts. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 217(3), (2001), 555- 577.

[Sa4] O. Sarig. Characterization of the existence of Gibbs measure for countable Markov shifts. Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, 131(6), (2003), 1751-1758.

[Sa5] O. Sarig. Lecture notes on thermodynamic formalism for topological Markov shifts. Penn State, (2009). [Sa6] O. Sarig. On an example with topological pressure which is not analytic. Comptes Rendus de l’Académie des Sciences - Series I 330, (2000), 311-315.

[Sim] B. Simon. A remark on Dobrushin’s uniqueness theorem. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 68(2), (1979), 183- 185.

[Si] Y. Sinai. Gibbs measures in ergodic theory. Uspekhi Matematicheskikh Nauk, 27(4) (1972), 21-64. English translation, Russian Mathematical Surveys, 27(4), (1972), 21-69.

[Sw] O. Shwartz. Thermodynamic formalism for transient potential functions. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 366(2), (2019), 737-779.

[Tak] M. Takesaki. Theory of operator algebras II. 125. Springer Science & Business Media, (2013). [Tho1] K. Thomsen. KMS weights on graph C^∗-algebras. Advances in Mathematics, 309, (2017), 334-391. [Tho2] K. Thomsen. KMS weights on groupoid and graph C^∗-algebras Journal of Functional Analysis, 266, (2014), 2959-2988. [Tho3] K. Thomsen. Phase Transition in O2. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 349, (2017), 481-492.