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PSEUDO-ORBIT SHADOWING
IN THE FAMILY OF TENT MAPS

ETHAN M. COVEN, ITTAI KAN AND JAMES A. YORKE

ABSTRACT. We study the family of tent maps—continuous, unimodal, piece-
wise linear maps of the interval with slopes +s, /2 < s < 2. We show that
tent maps have the shadowing property (every pseudo-orbit can be approxi-
mated by an actual orbit) for almost all parameters s, although they fail to
have the shadowing property for an uncountable, dense set of parameters. We
also show that for any tent map, every pseudo-orbit can be approximated by
an actual orbit of a tent map with a perhaps slightly larger slope.

1. Introduction. Let f: X — X be a continuous map of compact metric space
to itself. The orbit of x € X is the sequence {z, f(z), f?(z),...}. Thus a sequence
{zo,Z1,...} is an orbit if and only if f(z;) = z,41 for every ¢ > 0. Given a number
6 > 0, a 6-pseudo-orbit is a sequence {zg,zy,...} such that d(f(z;),zi41) < 6
for every ¢ > 0. The notion of pseudo-orbit goes back at least to G. D. Birkhoff
[Bi]. Pseudo-orbits arise when noise is introduced into a dynamical system, for
example, when orbits are calculated by a computer. In such cases, and especially
for expanding maps, where errors propagate exponentially, it is important to know
when pseudo-orbits can be approximated by actual orbits.

We say that f has the shadowing property (also known as the pseudo-orbit tracing
property) if for every € > 0, there is a § > 0 such that every é-psendo-orbit can be
e-shadowed by an actual orbit, i.e., if {zg,z1,...} satisfies d(f(z;),zi+1) < 8 for
every 1 > 0, then there is an z € X such that d(f*(z), z;) < ¢ for all 1 > 0.

The term “shadowing” was introduced by R. Bowen, although the concept had
appeared previously in the work of D. Anosov [A]. The fact that Axiom A diffeo-
morphisms (restricted to the nonwandering set) have the shadowing property is the
key to the analysis of such maps [Bo]. For example, one gets structural stability
from the shadowing property and expansiveness [W].

In this paper, we consider the family of tent maps, i.e., the piecewise linear maps

fs:0,2] = [0,2], 2 < s < 2, defined by
fs(z) = sz, 0<z<1,
=3s(2 - 1), 1<zr<2.

See the figure.
Restricting the parameters to lie in the interval [/2, 2] is a technical convenience.
Using the fact that for 1 < s < /2, f2 (restricted to an appropriate interval) is
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topologically conjugate to fy2, it can be shown that all the theorems (although not
all the lemmas) of this paper hold for the parameter interval (1, 2].

The main results of this paper are a test for the shadowing property in tent maps
(Theorem 4.2), theorems about the size of the set of parameters for which f, has
the shadowing property (Theorems 6.1 and 7.4), and a theorem about shadowing
pseudo-orbits of f; with actual orbits of f, (Theorem 8.1).

Recall that a point ¢ € X is recurrent if for every € > 0, there is a positive
integer n such that d(f™(z),z) < e. Theorem 4.2 says roughly that for s # 2, f
has the shadowing property if and only if the critical point ¢ = 1 is recurrent and
for every € > 0, there is positive integer n such that |f2(c) — ¢| < €, and either
f2(c) = cor |fI(z) — ¢ has a local maximum at z = ¢. The latter condition can be
read off the kneading sequence of fs. In particular, fs has the shadowing property
if the critical point is periodic, e.g., if s = (1 + v/5)/2, the Golden Mean, and does
not if the critical point is preperiodic (i.e., has a periodic point in its orbit), but
not periodic, e.g., if s = /2.

THEOREM 6.1. fs has the shadowing property for almost all parameters.

THEOREM 7.4. The set of parameters for which fs does not have the shadowing
property is locally uncountable.

(A set is locally uncountable if its intersection with any open set is uncountable.)

If f, does not have the shadowing property, then there is an € > 0 such that for
every § > 0, there is a §-pseudo-orbit which cannot be e-shadowed by any actual
orbit. In fact, it can be shown that with probability one, a randomly chosen é-
pseudo-orbit cannot be e-shadowed by any actual orbit. By this we mean that,
with € > 0 as above, for each § > 0, there is a natural measure on the collection of
all é-pseudo-orbits (cf., the uniform diffusion example in [Y]) such that the set of
6-pseudo-orbits which can be e-shadowed by an actual orbit has measure zero.

Even if f, does not have the shadowing property, pseudo-orbits of fs can be
shadowed by actual orbits of f; for some nearby ¢t > s.
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PSEUDO-ORBIT SHADOWING 229

THEOREM 8.1. Given a parameter s and an € > 0, there is a 6 > 0 and
a parameter t > s such that every 6-pseudo-orbit of fs can be e-shadowed by an
actual orbit of f;.

Pseudo-orbit shadowing in more general families of unimodal maps has been
studied by H. Nusse and the third author [NY]. They obtain a variant of Theorem
8.1 using other methods.

2. Shadowing: generalities. In this section, f and ¢ are continuous maps
of a compact metric space X to itself, and B(z,¢) = {y € X: d(z,y) < £} is the
closed e-ball about z € X, where d is the metric on X.

Our positive results are based on variants of the following elementary observa-
tion.

LEMMA 2.1. Lete, 8§ > 0. If B(f(z),e + 6) C g|B(z,€)] holds for all 2z € X,
then any 6-pseudo-orbit of f can be e-shadowed by an actual orbit of g.

PROOF. Let {zo,z1,...} be a §-pseudo-orbit of f. Define sets Wy, W;,... as
follows:

Wo = B(zo,€), Wi =Wi_1 Ng *[B(zx),¢)), k> 1.

By induction, g*(W;) = B(zk,¢) holds for all £k > 0. Hence Wy # @, and
{Zo,21,...} can be e-shadowed by the g-orbit of any point in (\W,. O
It follows from Lemma 2.1 that

LEMMA 2.2. f has the shadowing property if for everye > 0, there isa 6 >0
such that B(f(z),e + 6) C f[B(z,¢€)] holds for allz € X.

It is easy to see that the condition of Lemma 2.2 is satisfied by the map f(z) = 22

of the unit circle, as well as by the tent map f;. However, the condition is not
satisfied by any tent map except fo. It fails at the critical point.

LEMMA 2.3. Lete,6 >0, A > 1, and let N be a positive integer. Suppose thal
for each = € X, there is a positive integer n = n(x) < N satisfying

(21) fIB(f"(2),e+8)] € {/""'(¥): d(z,y) <&, d(f*(2), f'(y)) < Xe, 1< i < m).

Then any é'-pseudo-orbit can be €'-shadowed by an actual orbit, where ¢’ > e +
6 and &' is small enough so that for any &'-pseudo-orbit {z9,z1,...}, we have
d(f*¥(zo),zx) <6 for 1<k < N.

PROOF. For x € X and n a positive integer, write
A(z,n) = {y: d(z,y) < &,d(f(z), f*(y)) < Xe, 1 <1< n}.
Then we can rewrite (2-1) as
(2:2) FIB(™(),€ + 8)] € [+ [A(z, )]

Let {z¢,z1,...} be a §’-pseudo-orbit. Define integers my and ny, and sets Wy,
k > 0, as follows.

mo = 0, no = n(xo), Wo = A(Zmq.10),
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230 E. M. COVEN, ITTAI KAN AND J. A. YORKE

and for k > 1,
Mg = Mk—1+Ng—1 =Np + -+ + N1,
Nk = 1T, )
Wi = W1 N [T fA(Zmy , 7))
It suffices to show
(2-3) [ W) = flA(Zm,, k)], k>0.

For if (2-3) is true, then {zg,z1,...} can be ¢’-shadowed by the orbit of any y €
(N Wk. To see this, fix 1 > 0.
If i = 0, then y € Wy C B(xo,€). Thus d(f°(y), 7o) < &’ since ¢ < &’. Fori > 1,
write ¢ = myg + 7, where £ > 0 and 0 < 5 < ng. Then
d(f*(y), 2:) < Af7H™ (), [ (Zm, ) + A(F7 (Tmy,)s Tmptg)-

Now

FIEme(y) = PR () € P W] = A )]s
and therefore d(f7+™*(y), f?(zm,)) < Xe. By our choice of &', we have

d(f? (Tmy)s Tmy+5) < 6.

Hence, since &’ > Ae + 6, we have d(f*(y),z;) < €.
We verify (2-3) by induction on k. (2-3) holds for k£ = 0 by definition. Suppose
that k > 0 and (2-3) holds for k. Since

SRt (W) = fra P (Wi) 0 flAZme > net1)s
it suffices to show that f[A(zm,,,,nk+1)] C f™+T1(W). We have

SA@m, 1)y k1] € f[B(@miyss )] S SIB(S™ (2my) € +6)] € [T A(Tm,, )]
= [ (f[A(@mes )] = Fr W] = S04 (W),

The first containment is by our choice of §, and the second is by (2-2). O
It follows from Lemma 2.3 that

LEMMA 2.4. f has the shadowing property if there is a constant A > 1 such
that for every € > 0, there is a 6 > 0 and a posttive integer N such that for each
z € X, there is a positive integer n = n(z) < N satisfying

fIB(f™M(z),e +8)] S{/"* (y): d(z,y) < €,d(f*(2), f'(y)) S Ae, 1S i<}

To prove Theorem 8.1, about shadowing pseudo-orbits of fs with actual orbits
of f;, we will use the following lemma. Its proof, which we omit, is similar to those
of Lemmas 2.1 and 2.3.

LEMMA 2.5. Let e,6 > 0 and let N be a positive integer. Suppose that for
each z € X, there is a positive integer n = n(z) < N such that B(f"(z),e +6) C
g"[B(z,€)]. Then any &' -pseudo-orbit of f can be €’'-shadowed by an actual orbit of
g, where

=6+ sup sup sup d(¢g*(z),¢"(y))
1<k<N z€X yeB(z,e)

+ sup supd(f*(z),g*(z)),
1<k<N z€X
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PSEUDO-ORBIT SHADOWING 231

and &' is small enough so that for any 8'-pseudo-orbit {zg,z1,...} of f, we have
d(f*(z0),zk) <6 for I<k < N.

3. Tent maps: generalities. We will see in the next section that some of the
information needed to determine whether a tent map has the shadowing property
can be expressed in terms of the kneading sequence [MT] of the map. In this
section, we introduce enough terminology and notation to do just that.

Let v = v(s) = vive--- be the kneading sequence of f,, i.e., the (extended)
itinerary of the critical value, defined as follows:

v, =L if fie) < ¢,
v =C if fi(c) =c,
v, =R if fi{c) > c.

Related to the kneading sequence is what we call the signature sequence o =
o(s) =010z ..., defined by
g = —1,
On+1 = On if vy, =1L,
On+1=-1 ifv, =C,

Opy1 = —0yn ifv, =R.

The reader familiar with kneading theory will recognize that o is the sequence
of coefficients of the invariant coordinate of the critical value, repeated infinitely
often if the critical point is periodic.

In the sequel, we shall encounter intervals where we know the endpoints, but
not their order. We introduce the following notation: if z # y, then (z,y) denotes
either [z,y] or [y, z], whichever make sense.

The following lemma is trivial, yet basic to the analysis which follows. Recall
that ¢ = 1 is the common critical point of all the tent maps.

LEMMA 3.1. Given a parameter s, if € > 0 13 sufficiently small, then:
(1) If |z — c| < e, then f5[B(z,€)] = B(fs(z), se).
D IE€ () onde intn ), then () € 7o) -6 ane i(2) =) =
slz — y|-
(3) If z # y, then c € int{f(z), fE(y)) for some k > 0.

It follows from Lemma 3.1 that given a parameter s, a positive integer n, and
€ > 0 sufficiently small, the endpoints of f7*[c —&,c + €] are f7(c) and f2(c) £ s™e.
The sign is given by the signature sequence.

LEMMA 3.2. Given a parameter s and a positive integer n, if |z — c| is small
enough so that ¢ & int[f¥{c,z)] for 1 < k < n, then f7(z) = fP(c) +on|z—c|s". In
particular, if e > 0 i3 sufficiently small, then fP[c—¢, c+e] = (f7(c), [P (c)+ons™e).

4. A test for the shadowing property in tent maps. In this section, we
obtain necessary and sufficient conditions for a tent map to have the shadowing
property (Theorem 4.2). These conditions are that the critical point is recurrent
and returns close to itself on the “correct side”, a condition which can be stated in
terms of the kneading and signature sequences.
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LEMMA 4.1. Let s # 2. Then f, has the shadowing property if and only if
every € > 0, there is a positive integer M such that c € {fM(y): |fi(y) — fi(c)| <,
0<i< M}

PROOF. Fix s and write f in place of f,.

PART 1. Suppose the condition holds, and let € > 0. We verify that the condition
of Lemma 2.4 holds with A = s*,§ = (s—1)¢,and N = M +1, i.e., foreach z € [0, 2],
there is a positive integer n = n{z) < M + 1 such that

(4-1) fIB(f™(2),s)] S {/"'(): Iz —yl S & |f (z) - f1(y)| < s%e, 1< i<
Note that (4-1) is implied by

(42)  B(f"(2),5¢) S{/"(y): |z —yl S &, |f(2) - ()| S %, 1<i <)

Suppose first that f3(c) = ¢, ie,s=(1+ v/5)/2, the Golden Mean. Let € > 0
be small enough so that ¢ ¢ f*[c —€,c+ €] for ¢ = 1 or 2, and also (s + s3)e < 3.
It is easy to verify that (4-2) holds with

)
n(z)=1 ifjz—c|>¢,
n(z)=2 ifefs<|z—c|<e,
n(z) =3 ife/s’ <|z—c| <efs.
Now suppose that |z — ¢} < £/s%. Then f3(z) € [¢,c + s¢], and
{r*): Ix —y| <& lf'(z) - fiy)] < 5%, 1 <P <3) =[c, f3(z) + 5%

But f[B(f3(z),s¢)] = flec, f3(z) + se], so ( -1) holds with n(z) = 3. Similarly, the
condition of Lemma 2.4 holds 1f ) =

We may therefore suppose that f 3(c) ;é c and f4(c) # ¢, and that € > 0 is small
enough so that ¢ & filc — sc,c +s%€],1 <i<4. Forn> 1, let

Co={f"): 1/'(y) - ()] <&, 0<i<n}.

We may also assume that M is the least positive integer such that ¢ € Cps. Our
choice of ¢ insures that M > 5.

If [z — ¢| > €, then (4-2) holds with n(z) = 1. Now fix z with |z — ¢| < . For
n>1, let

Dp={f"y): /') - f'(¥)| <& 0 <P < m,
E,={f"y): lz—y| < &1f*(z) - [{(y)| < s'e, 1< i< n).
With this notation, (4-1) and (4-2) become
(4-1) J[B(f"(z),se)] € f(En).

(4-2') B(f"(z),se) C E,.
Note that D,, and E,, are intervals and that
(4-3) if |z —c|s* <eandc¢intDy,...,int Dx_;, then
Di = (f¥(c), f¥(z) + oxe) and f*(c) = f¥(z) — ok|z — c|s*.
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Resuming the proof, suppose first that ¢ ¢ Dg, 1 < k < M. We claim that
|z — c|]s™ > €. If not, then by (4-3), Dpr = (fM(c), fM(c) + om(lz — c|sM +¢)).
Since M is the least positive integer such that ¢ € Cys, we have, as in (4-3),

Cm = (fM(c), fM(c) + ome),

and so ¢ € Cp C Dy, which is a contradiction. Therefore, |z —¢|s™ > ¢ if ¢ ¢ Dy,
1<k< M.

Let k be the least positive integer such that |z —c|s* > ¢. Thus 1 < k < M.
From (4-3) and the fact that ¢ ¢ Dy, ..., Dg_y, we get that

Di-1 = (¥ (z) — ox_1]z — c|s*71, FF"1 () + ok_16).
Then, since ¢ ¢ D1, Dx = [f*(z) — €, f¥(z) + €]. Finally, since ¢ ¢ D,
F(Di) = [f¥*+1(z) — se, [ (z) + s¢] € Exy1,

0 (4-2') holds with n(z) = k + 1.

Now suppose that 5 < k < M is the least positive integer such that ¢ € Dy.
Using (4-3) again, we have (f*(z), f*(z) + oxe) C Di. Suppose for definiteness
that ox = +1. We consider the cases, f*¥(z) > ¢, and f*(z) < c, separately.

Let f¥(z) > c. By the minimality of k, ¢ ¢ Dy,...,Dx_1, and so f*~!(z) +
0k—1€ € Di_1. Thus

(@) + se = f(f* Y (2) + 0k-1€) € f(Dx—1) C Ex.

But ¢ € Eg, and so [c, f¥(z) + se] C Ek. Since ¢ < f*(z) < ¢ + ¢, we have
f[B(f*(x), se] = f[c, f¥(x) + se], and therefore (4-1’) holds with n(z) = k.

Finally, let f*(z) < c. We have chosen ¢ so small that k > 5. Since ¢ € E, we
have c ¢ Ex_4U---UE;_,. As above, f*~4(z) + ox_4€ € Di_4,

fH(z) + s'e = fA(f*%(2) + ok-4€) € f*(Dk—4) C Ek,
and [c, f*(z) + s%€] C Ex. But s + 2 < s* (since s > v/2), and so
JIB(f*(2),38)] C fle, f*(z) + (s + 2)e] € Ex.

Therefore (4-1') holds with n(z) = k.
PART II. Suppose the condition fails.
Suppose first that the critical point is not recurrent. There is an € > 0 such that

(4-4) |f*(e¢)—¢c| >€ foralln>1.
Then, given 0 < 6 < g, let {zg,z1,...} be the §-pseudo-orbit defined as follows:
Io = ¢,
z; = f(c) + 6,
g = fFNz), k>2
Suppose that {zg, 2, ...} can be e-shadowed by the orbit of y. Let n be the least

positive integer such that ¢ € (f"*(y)}, z,). (If no such integer exists, then by Lemmma
3.1(3), f(y) = z1, which is impossible since z; > s, the maximum value of f.) Now
f(c) € {f(y),z1) and c ¢ (f(y), 21). Therefore f2(c) € (f2(y), z2). But 22 = f(z1),
so (assuming n > 2), ¢ € (f%(y),z2). Continuing, we get ¢, f*(c) € (f*(y),zn),
and therefore | f"(c) — ¢| < €, contradicting (4-4).
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Finally, suppose that the condition fails for € > 0 but that the critical point is
recurrent. Recall from Part I of this proof that

Co={"(): 1/'(y) ~ f'(c)| S, 0SS n}.

Since ¢ ¢ Cy, for all n > 1, we have Cp, = (f™(c), f™(¢c)+0one). Thus, if |f*(c)—¢| <
€, we must have o, = +1 or —1 according as v, = R or L.

Given 0 < § < ¢, we construct a §-pseudo-orbit {zg, z1, ...} as follows. Since ¢
is recurrent, |f*(c) — c| < 6 for some k > 1. Let

;= f'(c), 0<i<k-1,
=fke), i>k

Suppose that {zg, z1,. .. } can be e-shadowed by the orbit of y. Then {zx, Zx+1,. ..}
can be e-shadowed by the orbit of f*(y). Hence f¥*/(y) € C; for all j > 0. In
particular,

(4-5) oj=+1 if f5*(y) > f*(c) and 0; = -1 if fFH(y) < f¥(c).

By Lemma 3.1 again, ¢ € (f7(c), f¥*7(y)) for some j > 1. Since (f7(c), f¥+7(y)) C
C;, we have |f?(c) — ¢} < €. Therefore

(4-6) o;=+1 ifv; =R, o;j=-1 ify;=1L.
Since ¢ € (f7(c), f¥*7(y)), (4-5) and (4-6) cannot both hold. 0O

THEOREM 4.2. Let s # 2. Then fs has the shadowing property if and only if
for every € > 0, there is a positive integer n such that |f2(c) — ¢| < €, and either
v, =C, or o, = +1 or —1, according as v, =L or R.

(In light of Lemma 3.2, the second condition may be thought of as saying that
either f(c) = ¢, or |f?(z) — c| has a local maximum at z = c.)

PROOF. Write f and o in place of f; and o(s). Let ¢ > 0, and let n be the least
positive integer such that the condition in the statement of the theorem holds. If
f™(¢) = ¢, then f has the shadowing property by Lemma 4.1. Suppose then that
f™(¢) # ¢. By Lemma 3.1,

47 /M@ =) - Sl <6, 0<i<n} = (f"(c), f7(c) + one).

But the condition on o, and the fact that |f™(c) — ¢| < ¢ imply that ¢ € (f(c),
f™(c) + one). By Lemma 4.1, f has the shadowing property.

Conversely, suppose that f has the shadowing property and let € > 0. Then, by
Lemma 4.1, there is a least positive integer n such that ¢ € {f™(z): |f*(z)— fi(c)| <
€, 0 <7 < n}. Then (4-7) holds and hence so does the condition on ¢,. O

5. Varying the parameter. In order to show that f, has the shadowing
property for almost all parameters, we will need to examine how the orbit of the
critical point ¢ = 1 varies with s. To do this, we introduce the functions ¢y,
n > 1, defined on [V/2,2] by v, (s) = f*(c). Each o, is continuous and piecewise
polynomial.

We say that a parameter s is periodic with period n > 1 if fi*(c) = ¢ (i.e,

©n(s) = c), but f¥(c) # ¢ for 1 < k < n. By Lemma 4.1, f, has the shadowing
property whenever s is periodic. The following two statements are immediate.
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LEMMA 5.1. The set of interior endpoints of the polynomial pieces of oy s
precisely the set of parameters with period less than n.

LEMMA 5.2. ¢, is differentiable except at parameters with period less than n.
The main result of this section is

LEMMA 5.3. There is a positive constant A such that for every s € [\/5, 2] and
every n > 0 such that ¢} (s) ezists,

(5-1) As™ < i (8)] < 3s™ and  sgn(p,(s)) = —on.
PROOF. First notice that if 7, ;(s) exists, then
(5-2) Prs1(8) = 500 (5) +n(s) ifva(s) =L,
Pry1(s) = =50 (s) + (2 — n(s)) fvn(s) =R
If v,(s) = L, then |p,(s)| <1, and if v,(s) = R, then |2 — p,(s)| < 1. Hence,
|Pn+1(8)] < sl@h(s)] +1 < sl(slop_1 () +1+1< -
<s"py(s) +sm T4+ 1< s (s - 1).

Therefore, since 1/(s — 1) < 3, the right-hand inequality of (5-1) holds.
If for some 8 > 0, we have

(5-3) ()| > B+1/(s—1) and sgn(@,(s)) = —om,
then it follows that
lont1(s)] > s8+1/(s—1) and sgn(p;,1(s)) = —0Ont1.

The patient reader may verify that there is a 8 > 0 such that for all s € [v/2,2],
(5-3) holds with n = 8, that {|/,(s)|: s € [/2,2], 1 < n < 7} is bounded away from
zero, and that the equality in (5-2) holds for 1 < n < 8. Therefore, the existence
of A follows, and so (5-1) holds. O

It follows from Lemma 5.3 and the Mean Value Theorem that

LEMMA 5.4. Let V2 < a < 2. Then any subinterval of [a,2] of length greater
than 2/Aa™ contains a periodic parameter with period less than n, where X\ is the
constant in Lemma 5.3.

LEMMA 5.5. The periodic parameters are dense.

(Lemma 5.5 is not new. It follows easily from the fact that the map s — v(s)
is one-to-one, and the continuity of the maps ¢,.) The Mean Value Theorem and
the fact that ¢, is never zero also yield

LEMMA 5.6. If fI(c) = fl*(c) = ¢, then there is a periodic parameter between
s and t with period less than n. In particular, in any parameter interval, there is
exactly one periodic parameter with smallest period.

6. f; has the shadowing property for almost all parameters. In this
section, we prove that the set of parameters s for which f, has the shadowing
property has full Lebesgue measure (denoted by u) and is residual.
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THEOREM 6.1. f, has the shadowing property for almost all parameters.

PROOF. For € > 0, let T, be the set of parameters in [\/5, 2] satisfying the
conditions of Theorem 4.2, i.e., s € T; if and only if there is a positive integer n
such that | f?(c)—¢| < ¢, and either v, = C, or 0, = +1 or —1 according as v, = L
or R. It suffices to show that T, has full measure if 0 < € < 3/, where A is the
constant in Lemma 5.3. Fix such an € > 0 and write T in place of T.

To show that T has full measure, we show that for every closed interval J C

(v2,2),
(6-1) u(J NT)/u(J) > Ae/18.

This is sufficient, for then the complement of T can have no point of density
(Lebesgue point). It suffices to prove (6-1) for intervals J = [a, b] such that there
is a positive integer N = N(a,b) > 4 satisfying

(6-2) 2¢/3bN +2/xa™ < b—a < 3/AaV,
and

(6-3) (a/b)Y > 1/2,

and to prove that for any such interval

(6-4) u(JNT) >e/3b".

Any interval contained in (v/2, 2) can be decomposed into subintervals (i.e., writ-
ten as a possibly infinite union of subintervals with disjoint interiors) satisfying (6-2)
and (6-3), with different N’s for different subintervals, and if (6-2), (6-3), and (6-4)
hold for J = [a, ], then

w(J NT)/u(J) 2 (e/367)/(3/2a™) = (Ae/9)(a/b)™ > Xe/18.

Let J = [a,b] be such an interval, and write ~ in place of £/3b". By Lemmas
5.2 and 5.3, if s € J has period k < N, then |f¥(c) — ¢| < ¢ for all ¢t € J such that
[t — 5| £~. Write J = J; U J2 U J3, where

Jl:[a7a+’7)7 JQZ[a+77b_’7]’ J3:(b—77b]

Let sg be the periodic parameter in J; with smallest period, say M. Since the
length of J; is greater than 2/Aa”, we have M < N by Lemma 5.4. Suppose
that there are no periodic parameters in J; U J3 with period less than M. Then
on [so — 7,80 + 7}, Ym—1 and op are constant, and ', does not change sign.
Therefore

o =+1lor —1 accordingas vy_j1=LorR

holds either for all s € [so — 7, S0, in which case [sp — v,80] C T, or for all
s € [sg, So + 7], in which case [sg, 5o + 4] C T. In either case, u(J NT) > ~.

Suppose that there are (necessarily finitely many) periodic parameters in J; UJ3
with period less than M. We construct finite sequences {py,...,Pn}, {¢1,---,qn},
and {s1,...,8n}, with 8; € J; U J3 having period less than M, such that

(6-5) a < pk < Pr+1 S gr+1 S g < b

(6-6) (a,pk) U (qx,0) C T.

(6-7) If either [s, — 7, Sn] C (Pn,qn) NT OF [Sn,Sn + 7] € (Pn,qn) NT, then the
sequences have length n.
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(6-8) If the sequences have length n and (6-7) does not hold for n, then there
are no periodic parameters in (p,, g,) N (J1 U J3) with period less than M.

Assuming such sequences exist, if (6-7) holds for some 7, then there is nothing
to prove. If not, and the sequences have length n, then by (6-8), sg is the periodic
parameter in (pn,gn) with smallest period. Then either [sg — 7, 80] N [Pn,80) € T
or [so,50 + 7] N [s0,qn] € T. Without loss of generality, assume the former. If
89 — 7Y > Dn, then u(J NT) > 4, while if sg — v < py,, then (a,30] € T, and so
p(JNT)>s9—a>".

To construct these sequences, let p; = a and ¢; = b. Assuming (6-7) does not
hold for n = 1, let s; be the periodic parameter in (p;,q1) with smallest period.
We must have either s; € J; and s; —y < pj, or s € J3 and 81 + v > ¢1. In the
first case, let p; = s; and ¢2 = ¢, and in the second case, let ps = p; and g2 = s;.
Notice that (6-6) holds for £ = 2. Repeat the procedure on (p2,q2), etc. O

COROLLARY 6.2. The set of parameters for which f, has the shadowing prop-
erty is residual.

PROOF. In the proof of Theorem 6.1, we showed that given small enough € > 0
and a closed interval J C (v/2,2) there is an open interval J' C J N T;. Therefore,
each T, contains a dense open set. O

7. fs does not have the shadowing property for a locally uncountable
set of parameters. In this section, we show that the set of parameters s € [\/5, 2]
for which f,; does not have the shadowing property is locally uncountable, i.e., it
meets every open interval in an uncountable set. By Theorem 4.2, it is sufficient
to exhibit, for each closed interval J C (v/2,2), an uncountable set of parameters
s € J such that for each such s, the critical point ¢ = 1 is not fs-recurrent. To do
this, we go back to the kneading theory.

The shift map 7 from the space of all sequences over some finite alphabet to itself
is defined by

[r(V)]i = Vig1, 1>1.
LEMMA 7.1. The critical point is fs-recurrent if and only if v(s) is T-recurrent.

The proof is an easy exercise, using the following combinatorial test for 7-
recurrence: v is 7-recurrent if and only if every initial word of v appears at least
twice in v.

In the kneading theory, sequences are ordered by the following rules.

(7-1) L< C < R.

(7-2) f v =1v1vg..., = 1 ..., and n is the least positive integer such that
Vn # ln, then v < p if either v, < u, and there are an even number of R’s in
V] +Vn—1, O Vy > 4, and there are an odd number of R’s in vy -- - vp_1.

With this order on sequences, the map s — v(s) is increasing, and thus the
kneading sequence of f, satisfies v(s) > v(v/2), i.e., v(s) > RLR*.

A sequence v = vvy... is strictly mazimal if ™"(v) < v for all n > 1; it is
primary (i.e., not a x-product) if there is no k¥ > 1 such that, except for 1 = 0
mod k, v; = v; whenever ¢ = j mod k. Note that a periodic parameter cannot have
a strictly maximal kneading sequence.
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LEMMA 7.2 [DGP, Theorem 2; CE, p. 147 and Lemma III.1.6]. If
v > RLR®™ 13 strictly mazimal and primary, then v is the kneading sequence of f
for some s € [V/2,2].

We call a parameter s prefized if the nonzero fixed point of f, is in the fs-orbit
of the critical point. Prefixed parameters are characterized by having kneading
sequences of the form W R, where W is a finite word with letters R and L.

LEMMA 7.3. The prefized parameters are dense in [v/2,2].

PROOF. Let J C (v/2,2) be an open interval. Choose s € J so that the critical
point is not f,-periodic, and let z be the nonzero fixed point of f,.

There is a positive integer N such that if ¢ € (v/2,2) and v(t) agrees with v(s)
in the first N places, then t € J. There is an € > 0 such that if |z — ¢| < €, then
the itinerary of fs(z) agrees with v(s) in the first N places.

Now U,50 f5"(2) is dense in [f2(c), fs(c)], so there exists z € [c — €, ¢ + €] and
n > 0 such that f7*(z) = 2. We may choose z so that

(7'3) fs(z) # 2.

(7-4) |f¥(z) —c| > |z —clfor k=1,2,....

Let £ be the fs-itinerary of fs(z). We may also choose z so that

(7-5) € > RLR*™.

(7-6) ¢ is primary.

(7-5) may be satisfied by choosing z close enough to the critical point, and (7-6)
may be satisfied by choosing z so that GCD{|j — k|: §; = & =L} = 1.

Then £ has the form WR*. By (7-3) and (7-4), it is strictly maximal. Then
by (7-5) and (7-6), it satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 7.2. Therefore there exists
t € (v/2,2) such that & = v(t). Clearly t is prefixed, and our choice of € and N
implies that t € J. 0O

THEOREM 7.4. The set of parameters for which fs does not have the shadowing
property is locally uncountable.

PROOF. Let J C [v/2,2] be an open interval. By Lemma 7.3, J contains a
prefixed parameter s. The kneading sequence v(s) may be written W R, where
W is a finite word with letters R and L. We may choose W to be long enough
so that it contains an odd number of R’s and so that if v(t) begins with W, then
ted.

We construct uncountably many sequences v > RLR® which are strictly max-
imal, primary, begin with W, and are not 7-recurrent. Then by Lemma 7.2, any
such v is v(t) for some t € J; by Lemma 7.1, the critical point is not f;-recurrent;
and by Theorem 4.2, f; does not have the shadowing property.

Let n be the length of W. Since v(s) = vy, - - is strictly maximal, for each
k > 1, there is a least positive integer m = m(k) such that vx # vkym. Since v
begins with RL, m(k) =2 for k > n. Let

m =max{m(k): k > 1} = max{m(k): 1 <k <n-1}.

Choose n; < ng < -+ with each n; odd and n; > m. Then v =WR"WR"2 ... is
strictly maximal, not 7-recurrent, and satisfies v > RLR*°. With the proper choice
of finitely many n;’s, v will be primary. There are uncountably many such v. 0O
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With a bit more care, it can be shown that each interval contains uncountably
many parameters such that the critical point is fs-recurrent, yet fs does not have
the shadowing property. With notation as in the proof above, define v = “lim” By,
where

Bl = WRnl, Bk = Bk_lBk_1WR"k, k _>_ 2.

Then v is strictly maximal, r-recurrent, primary, and satisfies v > RLR®°. Thus
v = v(t) for some t € J for which the critical point is fi-recurrent. However, it can
be shown that for € > 0 small enough, |f*(c) — ¢] < € only when n corresponds to
the last entry in an appearance of some By. For any such n, v, = R and ¢, = +1.
By Theorem 4.2, f; does not have the shadowing property. O

8. Shadowing with parameter-shifting. Even if f, does not have the shad-
owing property, pseudo-orbits of f; can be shadowed by actual orbits of f; for some
nearby ¢ > s. In particular, we have

THEOREM 8.1. Given a parameter s and an € > 0, there s a § > 0 and
a parameter t > s such that every 6-pseudo-orbit of fs can be £-shadowed by an
actual orbit of f,.

PROOF. Fix s < 2. (If s = 2, choose t = s, for f, has the shadowing property
by Lemma 2.2.) By Lemma 5.3, there is a positive constant A such that for all
r € [V/2,2], and all n > 0 such that ¢/ (r) exists

(8-1) A" < |l (r)] <3r™ and  sgn(p)(r)) = —on(r).
Without loss of generality, A < 1. Choose N is so large that
(8-2) SN > 5/

If s is a periodic parameter, then by Theorem 4.2, f, has the shadowing property,
and we choose t = s. Otherwise, let ¢ > 0 be small enough so that s+¢/4 < 2, and

(8-3) If¥(c) —¢| > 2V*% for1<k <N,
and there is no periodic parameter in [s, s + €/4] with period less than N. Choose
t=s+e/4dand b =¢/4.

It suffices to find £,6’ > 0 with ¢’ — 0 as ¢ — 0 such that every §’-pseudo-orbit
of f, can be &’-shadowed by an actual orbit of f;. We do this by verifying the

hypothesis of Lemma 2.5 holds with f = f,, g = f;, and ¢, 6, and N as above. That
is, for each = € [0, 2], we find a positive integer n = n(x) > N such that

(8-4) B(f{(z),e +6) C [T'[B(x,€)).

If |z — ¢|] > €, then (8-4) holds with n(z) = 1. We fix z with |z —¢| < ¢, and
show that (8-4) holds with n(z) = N. By the symmetry of the tent maps about
the critical point, we may assume that = > c.

By Lemma 5.2, o is differentiable on [s,t] for 1 < k < N. Then by the Mean
Value Theorem and (8-1),

(8-5) [ff(e) = fE(e)l < 3(t - s)t* <2V~ le.

Then, by (8-3), we have ¢ & (f¥(c), f¥(c)) for 1 < k < N. Also ¢y exists and is
never zero on [s, t], so we have

(8-6) on 1s constant on [s, ].
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Let y € B(z,e) and 1 € k < N. Then |z — y| < e and |y — ¢| < 2¢. Tt follows from
Lemma 3.2 that

(87) |ff(e) - ffw) S the <2V 7Te and |ff(y) - fE()] < 2tFe <2V e
By (8-3), (8-5), and (8-7), we have
(8-8) cé fF[B(z,e)] for1<k<N.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that o = +1, and hence that ¢, <0
on [s,t]. Using (8-6) and (8-8), and the fact that fN[B(z,¢)] = fN[c,z + €], we
have, by Lemma 3.2, that

F B, e)] = [ (e), £ (e) + (@ + e = o)t"],
Similarly,
B(fN(z),e +6) = [fN(c) + (z — c)s™ —5¢e/4, fN(¢) + (z — ¢)s™ + 5¢/4].

By the Mean Value Theorem, f{¥(c) = f¥(c) + (t — s)@y(r) for some r € [s, ¢].
But ¢ < 0 on [s,t]. Therefore, using (8-1) and (8-2), we get
(8-9) (€)= f¥(e) = 3(t — o)tV 2 fV(c) - 3tVe/4 and

Fe) < YV (e) = (t = 9)As™ < [V (e) - 5e/4.
Since z > ¢, it follows that
FN(e) < 1Y(e) = 5e/4 < fY () + (3 — c)s™ — 5e/4,

i.e., the left-hand endpoint of fN[B(z,¢)] is less than the left-hand endpoint of
B(fN(z),e+6). It remains to check that the right-hand endpoints have the opposite
order, i.e., that

fNe)+(@+e—o)tN > V) + (z - c)s" +5¢/4.
We calculate as follows:
N +@@+e-)tN =fNe)+ (z -tV +tVe
> f7(c) + (z —)s™ +tVe/4 (by (8-9))
> fN(c) + (z - ¢)s™ + 5e/4,
the final inequality by (8-2), since A < 1. This completes the proof. O
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