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Abstract. We study several stronger versions of sensitivity for minimal group actions,
including 𝑛-sensitivity, thick 𝑛-sensitivity and blockily thick 𝑛-sensitivity, and characterize
them by the regionally proximal relation.

1. Introduction

By a Z-action (topological) dynamical system, we mean a pair (𝑋,𝑇), where 𝑋 is a
compact metric space with a metric 𝑑 and 𝑇 : 𝑋 → 𝑋 is a homeomorphism. A dynamical
system (𝑋,𝑇) is called equicontinuous if the family of maps {𝑇𝑚 : 𝑚 ∈ Z} are uniformly
equicontinuous, that is for every 𝜀 > 0 there is a 𝛿 > 0 such that whenever 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋

with 𝑑 (𝑥, 𝑦) < 𝛿, 𝑑 (𝑇𝑚𝑥, 𝑇𝑚𝑦) < 𝜀 for all 𝑚 ∈ Z. Equicontinuous systems are stable in
some sense. The opposite of equicontinuity is sensitive dependence on initial conditions
(sensitivity for short), which was introduced by Ruelle [19]. A dynamical system (𝑋,𝑇)
is called sensitive if there exists a constant 𝛿 > 0 such that for every opene (open and
non-empty) subset 𝑈 ⊂ 𝑋 there exist 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑈 and 𝑚 ∈ N with 𝑑 (𝑇𝑚𝑥, 𝑇𝑚𝑦) > 𝛿. The
interesting dichotomy theorem proved by Auslander and Yorke [6] is as follows: every
minimal system is either equicontinuous or sensitive.

In [23] Xiong introduced a multi-variate version of sensitivity, called 𝑛-sensitivity. Let
𝑛 ≥ 2. A dynamical system (𝑋,𝑇) is called 𝑛-sensitive if there exists a constant 𝛿 > 0
such that for any opene set 𝑈, there exist 𝑥1, 𝑥2, · · · , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝑈 and 𝑚 ∈ N with

min
1≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛

𝑑 (𝑇𝑚𝑥𝑖, 𝑇𝑚𝑥 𝑗 ) > 𝛿.

Shao, Ye and Zhang [20, 25] studied 𝑛-sensitivity extensively, particularly for minimal
systems. Huang, Lu and Ye [11] finally obtained the structure of 𝑛-sensitivity for minimal
systems.

Let (𝑋,𝑇) be a dynamical system. For 𝑛 ≥ 2, 𝛿 > 0 and an opene subset 𝑈 of 𝑋 ,
define

𝑁 (𝑈, 𝛿; 𝑛) :=
{
𝑚 ∈ N : ∃𝑥1, 𝑥2, · · · , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝑈 such that min

1≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛
𝑑 (𝑇𝑚𝑥𝑖, 𝑇𝑚𝑥 𝑗 ) > 𝛿

}
.

It is easy to see that (𝑋,𝑇) is 𝑛-sensitive if and only if there exists a constant 𝛿 > 0 such
that 𝑁 (𝑈, 𝛿; 𝑛) is infinite for each opene subset 𝑈 of 𝑋 . Following the ideas in [9] and
[1], it is natural to study 𝑁 (𝑈, 𝛿; 𝑛) via some well-performed subsets of Z, see e.g. [17],
[10], [28], [15] and so on. We refer the reader to the survey [13] for related results.
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2 JIAN LI AND YINI YANG

Recall that a subset 𝑆 of N is called thick if for each 𝑘 ∈ N, there exists 𝑚𝑘 ∈ N
such that {𝑚𝑘 , 𝑚𝑘 + 1, . . . , 𝑚𝑘 + 𝑘} ⊂ 𝑆. Let 𝑛 ≥ 2. A dynamical system (𝑋,𝑇) is
called thickly 𝑛-sensitive if there exists a constant 𝛿 > 0 such that 𝑁 (𝑈, 𝛿; 𝑛) is thick for
each opene subset 𝑈 of 𝑋 . In [10] Huang, Kolyada and Zhang obtained an analog of
Auslander-Yorke type of dichotomy for minimal system: a minimal system is either thick
2-sensitive or an almost 1-to-1 extension of its maximal equicontinuous factor. In [15]
Liu and Zhou showed that a minimal system is either thickly 𝑛-sensitive or an almost
𝑚-to-1 extension of its maximal equicontinuous factor for some 𝑚 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑛 − 1}.

A dynamical system (𝑋,𝑇) is called blockily thickly 𝑛-sensitive if there is a constant 𝛿 >
0 such that for every 𝑘 ∈ N and every opene subset𝑈 of 𝑋 , we can find 𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝑈
and 𝑚𝑘 ∈ N such that

{𝑚𝑘 , 𝑚𝑘 + 1, . . . , 𝑚𝑘 + 𝑘} ⊂
{
𝑚 ∈ N : min

1≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛
𝑑 (𝑇𝑚𝑥𝑖, 𝑇𝑚𝑥 𝑗 ) > 𝛿

}
.

In [24] Ye and Yu showed that a minimal system is either blockily thickly 2-sensitive
or a proximal extension of its maximal equicontinuous factor. In [28] Zou showed that
a minimal system is blockily thickly 𝑛-sensitive if and only if for the factor map to its
maximal equicontinuous factor, there exist 𝑛 pairwise distinct points on fibers such that
any two of them form a distal pair.

It is natural to consider sensitivity for group actions or semigroup actions, see e.g.
[12], [18] and [14]. In this paper, we study 𝑛-sensitivity, thick 𝑛-sensitivity and blockily
thick 𝑛-sensitivity for a minimal group action (𝑋, 𝐺), where 𝐺 is a countable discrete
group. A pair (𝑥1, 𝑥2) ∈ 𝑋 × 𝑋 is called regionally proximal if for each 𝜀 > 0 there
exist 𝑥′1, 𝑥

′
2 ∈ 𝑋 with 𝑑 (𝑥𝑖, 𝑥′𝑖) < 𝜀 for 𝑖 = 1, 2 and 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺 such that 𝑑 (𝑔𝑥′1, 𝑔𝑥

′
2) < 𝜀. Let

𝑄(𝑋, 𝐺) be the collection of all regionally proximal pairs of (𝑋, 𝐺) and 𝑄 [𝑥] = {𝑦 ∈
𝑋 : (𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ 𝑄(𝑋, 𝐺)}. We characterize three versions of sensitivity by the regionally
proximal relation as follows, which are the main results of the paper.

Theorem A. Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a minimal system. Assume that 𝑛 ≥ 2 and 𝑋 × 𝑋 has a dense
set of minimal points. Then (𝑋, 𝐺) is 𝑛-sensitive if and only if there exists 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 such
that #𝑄 [𝑥] ≥ 𝑛, where #( · ) is the cardinality of a set.

Theorem B. Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a minimal system. Assume that 𝑛 ≥ 2 and 𝑋 × 𝑋 has a dense
set of minimal points. Then (𝑋, 𝐺) is thickly 𝑛-sensitive if and only if for any 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 ,
#𝑄 [𝑥] ≥ 𝑛.

Theorem C. Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a minimal system. Assume that 𝑛 ≥ 2 and 𝑋 × 𝑋 has a dense
set of minimal points. Then (𝑋, 𝐺) is blockily thickly 𝑛-sensitive if and only if there exists
a point 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 and pairwise distinct points 𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝑄 [𝑥] such that (𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑛)
is a minimal point for (𝑋𝑛, 𝐺).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some definitions and related
results which will be used later. In Section 3, we study some properties about the
fibers of factor maps between minimal systems, which may be of interest independently.
Theorems A, B and C are proved in Sections 4, 5 and 6 respectively. In section 7, we
list a few remarks on the main results.
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2. Preliminaries

In this section we will recall some basic notions and results which we will need in the
following sections.

As usual, the collections of positive integers, integers and real numbers are denoted
by N, Z and R respectively.

Throughout this paper, let 𝐺 be a countable discrete group with an identity 𝑒. We say
that a subset 𝐴 of 𝐺 is thick if for any finite subset 𝐹 of 𝐺 there exists 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺 such that
𝐹𝑔 ⊂ 𝐴; and syndetic if there exists a finite subset 𝐾 of 𝐺 such that 𝐺 = 𝐾𝐴.

Let 𝑋 be a compact metric space with a metric 𝑑. A 𝐺-action on 𝑋 is a continuous
map Π : 𝐺 × 𝑋 → 𝑋 satisfying Π(𝑒, 𝑥) = 𝑥, ∀𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 and Π(𝑠,Π(𝑔, 𝑥)) = Π(𝑠𝑔, 𝑥),
∀𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 , 𝑠, 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺. We say that the triple (𝑋, 𝐺,Π) is a topological dynamical system. For
convenience, we will use the pair (𝑋, 𝐺) instead of (𝑋, 𝐺,Π) to denote the topological
dynamical system, and 𝑔𝑥 := Π(𝑔, 𝑥) if the map Π is unambiguous. For any 𝑛 ∈ N, there
is a natural 𝐺-action on the 𝑛-fold product space 𝑋𝑛 as 𝑔(𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛) = (𝑔𝑥1, . . . , 𝑔𝑥𝑛)
for every (𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛) ∈ 𝑋𝑛.

A non-empty closed 𝐺-invariant subset 𝑌 ⊆ 𝑋 defines naturally a subsystem (𝑌, 𝐺)
of (𝑋, 𝐺). A system (𝑋, 𝐺) is called minimal if it contains no proper subsystems. Each
point belonging to some minimal subsystem of (𝑋, 𝐺) is called a minimal point. By the
Zorn’s Lemma, every topological dynamical system has a minimal subsystem.

The orbit of a point 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 is the set 𝐺𝑥 = {𝑔𝑥 : 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺}, and the orbit closure is
𝐺𝑥. It is clear that the orbit closure 𝐺𝑥 is 𝐺-invariant and (𝐺𝑥, 𝐺) is a subsystem of
(𝑋, 𝐺). Any point with dense orbit is called transitive, and in this case the system is
called point transitive. It is easy to see that (𝑋, 𝐺) is minimal if and only if every point
in 𝑋 is transitive.

A pair (𝑥1, 𝑥2) ∈ 𝑋 × 𝑋 is said to be proximal if inf𝑔∈𝐺 𝑑 (𝑔𝑥1, 𝑔𝑥2) = 0, and distal if
inf𝑔∈𝐺 𝑑 (𝑔𝑥1, 𝑔𝑥2) > 0. It is easy to see that if (𝑥1, 𝑥2) is a minimal point in (𝑋2, 𝐺)
then either 𝑥1 = 𝑥2 or (𝑥1, 𝑥2) is distal.

Let (𝑋, 𝐺) and (𝑌, 𝐺) be two dynamical systems. If there is a continuous surjection
𝜋 : 𝑋 → 𝑌 with 𝜋 ◦ 𝑔 = 𝑔 ◦ 𝜋 for all 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺, then we say that 𝜋 is a factor map, the system
(𝑌, 𝐺) is a factor of (𝑋, 𝐺) or (𝑋, 𝐺) is an extension of (𝑌, 𝐺). If 𝜋 is a homeomorphism,
then we say that 𝜋 is a conjugacy and dynamical systems (𝑋, 𝐺) and (𝑌, 𝐺) are conjugate.
Conjugate dynamical systems can be considered the same from the dynamical point of
view. Let 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑌, 𝐺) be a factor map between two dynamical systems and let

𝑅𝜋 = {(𝑥1, 𝑥2) ∈ 𝑋 × 𝑋 : 𝜋(𝑥1) = 𝜋(𝑥2)}.
Then 𝑅𝜋 is a closed 𝐺-invariant equivalence relation on 𝑋 and 𝑌 = 𝑋/𝑅𝜋. In fact, there
exists a one-to-one correspondence between the collection of factors of (𝑋, 𝐺) and the
collection of closed 𝐺-invariant equivalence relations on 𝑋 . We refer the reader to [2]
for the theory of minimal systems and their extensions.

We say that (𝑋, 𝐺) is equicontinuous if for every 𝜀 > 0 there exists 𝛿 > 0 such that
for any 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋 with 𝑑 (𝑥, 𝑦) < 𝛿, 𝑑 (𝑔𝑥, 𝑔𝑦) < 𝜀 for all 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺. Equicontinuous system
has “simple” dynamical behaviors. For example, if (𝑋, 𝐺) is equicontinuous then there
exists a compatible metric 𝜌 on 𝑋 such that the action 𝐺 on 𝑋 is isometric, that is
𝜌(𝑔𝑥, 𝑔𝑦) = 𝜌(𝑥, 𝑦) for every 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺 and 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋 . Every topological dynamical system
(𝑋, 𝐺) has a maximal equicontinuous factor (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺), that is (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺) is equicontinuous
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and every equicontinuous factor of (𝑋, 𝐺) is also a factor of (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺). There is a closed𝐺-
invariant equivalence relation 𝑆𝑒𝑞 on (𝑋, 𝐺), called the equicontinuous structure relation,
such that 𝑋/𝑆𝑒𝑞 = 𝑋𝑒𝑞.

The equicontinuous structure relation is closely related to the regionally proximal
relation. A pair (𝑥1, 𝑥2) ∈ 𝑋 × 𝑋 is called regionally proximal if for each 𝜀 > 0 there
exist 𝑥′1, 𝑥

′
2 ∈ 𝑋 with 𝑑 (𝑥𝑖, 𝑥′𝑖) < 𝜀 for 𝑖 = 1, 2 and 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺 such that 𝑑 (𝑔𝑥′1, 𝑔𝑥

′
2) < 𝜀.

Let 𝑄(𝑋, 𝐺) be the collection of all regionally proximal pairs of (𝑋, 𝐺). We say that
𝑄(𝑋, 𝐺) is the regionally proximal relation. Then 𝑄(𝑋, 𝐺) is a reflexive symmetric
𝐺-invariant closed relation which contains Δ2(𝑋) := {(𝑥, 𝑥) ∈ 𝑋2 : 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋}, and it
is easy to see that (𝑋, 𝐺) is equicontinuous if and only if 𝑄(𝑋, 𝐺) = Δ2(𝑋). Let
𝑄 [𝑥] = {𝑦 ∈ 𝑋 : (𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ 𝑄(𝑋, 𝐺)}. We know that 𝑆𝑒𝑞 is the smallest closed 𝐺-invariant
equivalence relation containing 𝑄(𝑋, 𝐺), see e.g. [2, Theorem 9.3]. It is interesting
to know that when the regionally proximal relation on a minimal system is a closed
equivalence relation (and so coincides with the equicontinuous structure relation). This
happens for many cases, including the acting group 𝐺 is abelian [21], (𝑋 × 𝑋, 𝐺) has
a dense set of minimal points [22], and (𝑋, 𝐺) admits an invariant probability Borel
measure [16].

For 𝑛 ≥ 2, we can also define the 𝑛-th regionally proximal relation𝑄𝑛 (𝑋, 𝐺) of (𝑋, 𝐺)
by (𝑥1, 𝑥2 · · · , 𝑥𝑛) ∈ 𝑄𝑛 (𝑋, 𝐺) if and only if for any 𝜀 > 0 there exist 𝑥′1, 𝑥

′
2 · · · , 𝑥

′
𝑛 ∈ 𝑋

with 𝑑 (𝑥𝑖, 𝑥′𝑖) < 𝜀 for 𝑖 = 1, 2, · · · , 𝑛 and 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺 such that 𝑑 (𝑔𝑥′
𝑖
, 𝑔𝑥′

𝑗
) < 𝜀 for 1 ≤ 𝑖, 𝑗 ≤ 𝑛.

Thus 𝑄2(𝑋, 𝐺) = 𝑄(𝑋, 𝐺). Note that if (𝑥1, 𝑥2 · · · , 𝑥𝑛) ∈ 𝑄𝑛 (𝑋, 𝐺) then (𝑥𝑖, 𝑥 𝑗 ) ∈
𝑄(𝑋, 𝐺) for 1 ≤ 𝑖, 𝑗 ≤ 𝑛. The following result shows that under some conditions the
𝑛-th regionally proximal relation is a joint of the regionally proximal relation.

Theorem 2.1 ([4, Theorem 8]). Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a minimal system and 𝑛 ≥ 2. Assume that
𝑋 × 𝑋 has a dense set of minimal points. If 𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝑋 satisfy (𝑥1, 𝑥𝑖) ∈ 𝑄(𝑋, 𝐺)
for 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑛, then (𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑛) ∈ 𝑄𝑛 (𝑋, 𝐺).

It is clear that if the conclusion of Theorem 2.1 holds then 𝑄(𝑋, 𝐺) is an equiva-
lence relation, and therefore it coincides with the equicontinuous structure relation. Let
𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺) be the factor map to its maximal equicontinuous factor. If 𝑋 × 𝑋
has a dense set of minimal points then 𝑅𝜋 = 𝑄(𝑋, 𝐺). So we can restate our main results
(Theorems A, B and C) as follows:

Theorem A'. Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a minimal system and 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺) be the factor
map to its maximal equicontinuous factor. Assume that 𝑛 ≥ 2 and 𝑋 × 𝑋 has a dense set
of minimal points. Then (𝑋, 𝐺) is 𝑛-sensitive if and only if sup𝑦∈𝑋𝑒𝑞 #(𝜋−1(𝑦)) ≥ 𝑛.

Theorem B'. Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a minimal system and 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺) be the factor
map to its maximal equicontinuous factor. Assume that 𝑛 ≥ 2 and 𝑋×𝑋 has a dense set of
minimal points. Then (𝑋, 𝐺) is thickly 𝑛-sensitive if and only if inf𝑦∈𝑋𝑒𝑞 #(𝜋−1(𝑦)) ≥ 𝑛.

Theorem C'. Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a minimal system and 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺) be the factor
map to its maximal equicontinuous factor. Assume that 𝑛 ≥ 2 and 𝑋 × 𝑋 has a dense
set of minimal points. Then (𝑋, 𝐺) is blockily thickly 𝑛-sensitive if and only if there
exists a point 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋𝑒𝑞 and pairwise distinct points 𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝜋−1(𝑦) such that
(𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑛) is a minimal point for (𝑋𝑛, 𝐺).
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Theorems A', B' and C' show that we can also characterize three versions of sensitivity
by the fibers of factor map to the maximal equicontinuous factor. One of the advantages of
this form is that we should use some properties of factor maps between minimal systems
in the proof of main results, which are dealt with in the next section.

3. Properties of factor maps between minimal systems

In this section, we study some properties of factor maps between minimal systems,
which may be of interest independently.

Let 𝑋 and 𝑌 be two compact metric space. We say that a map 𝜋 : 𝑋 → 𝑌 is semi-open
if 𝜋(𝑈) has non-empty interior in 𝑌 for every opene subset 𝑈 of 𝑋 . It is easy to see that
𝜋 is semi-open if and only if 𝜋−1(𝐴) is a dense 𝐺𝛿 subset of 𝑋 for every dense 𝐺𝛿 subset
𝐴 of 𝑌 .

Lemma 3.1 (see e.g. [2, Theorem1.15]). Let 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑌, 𝐺) be a factor map
between minimal system. Then 𝜋 is semi-open.

We say that a function 𝜙 : 𝑋 → R is upper semi-continuous if lim sup𝑥→𝑥0
𝜙(𝑥) ≤ 𝜙(𝑥0)

for every 𝑥0 ∈ 𝑋 . It is easy to see that 𝜙 is upper semi-continuous if and only if
𝜙−1((−∞, 𝑐)) is open in 𝑋 for every 𝑐 ∈ R.

Lemma 3.2 (see e.g. [9, Lemma 1.28]). If 𝑋 is a compact metric space and 𝜙 : 𝑋 → R
is upper semi-continuous, then the collection of all continuous points of 𝜙 is a dense 𝐺𝛿

subset of 𝑋 .

The following lemma plays an important role on the study of the cardinality of fibers.

Lemma 3.3. Let 𝑋 and 𝑌 be two compact metric spaces, and 𝜋 : 𝑋 → 𝑌 be a continuous
surjection. For every 𝑛 ≥ 2, define

𝜙𝑛 : 𝑌 → R

𝑦 ↦→ sup
{

min
1≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛

𝑑 (𝑥𝑖, 𝑥 𝑗 ) : 𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝜋−1(𝑦)
}
.

Then
(1) for any 𝑦 ∈ 𝑌 , 𝜙𝑛 (𝑦) > 0 if and only if #(𝜋−1(𝑦)) ≥ 𝑛;
(2) 𝜙𝑛 is upper semicontinuous;
(3) {𝑦 ∈ 𝑌 : 𝜙𝑛 (𝑦) = 0} is a 𝐺𝛿 subset of 𝑌 .

Proof. (1) is clear. (2) Fix any 𝑦0 ∈ 𝑌 . To show that 𝜙𝑛 is upper semicontinuous, it
suffices to show that

lim sup
𝑦→𝑦0

𝜙𝑛 (𝑦) ≤ 𝜙𝑛 (𝑦0).

Let 𝑐 = lim sup𝑦→𝑦0
𝜙𝑛 (𝑦). Then there exists a sequence {𝑦𝑚} in 𝑌 such that 𝑦0 =

lim𝑚→∞ 𝑦𝑚 and 𝑐 = lim𝑚→∞ 𝜙𝑛 (𝑦𝑚). By the definition of 𝜙𝑛, there exist sequences {𝑎 (𝑖)𝑚 }
in 𝑋 with 𝜋(𝑎 (𝑖)𝑚 ) = 𝑦𝑚 for 𝑖 = 1, 2, . . . , 𝑛 such that

lim
𝑚→∞

min
1≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛

𝑑 (𝑎 (𝑖)𝑚 , 𝑎 ( 𝑗)𝑚 ) = 𝑐.
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As 𝑋 is compact, without loss of generalization assume that 𝑎 (𝑖)𝑚 → 𝑎 (𝑖) as 𝑚 → ∞ for
𝑖 = 1, 2, . . . , 𝑛. Then 𝜋(𝑎 (𝑖)) = 𝑦0 for 𝑖 = 1, 2, . . . , 𝑛, and

𝜙𝑛 (𝑦0) ≥ min
1≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛

𝑑 (𝑎 (𝑖) , 𝑎 ( 𝑗)) ≥ 𝑐.

(3) For every 𝑘 ∈ N, let 𝑌𝑘 = 𝜙−1
𝑛 ( [0, 1

𝑘
)). As 𝜙𝑛 is upper semicontinuous, 𝑌𝑘 is open in

𝑌 . Then {𝑦 ∈ 𝑌 : 𝜙𝑛 (𝑦) = 0} = ⋂∞
𝑘=1𝑌𝑘 is a 𝐺𝛿 subset of 𝑌 . �

In general, a upper semi-continuous function on a compact space can attain the
maximum value, but not the minimum value. The following result reveals the upper
semi-continuous function as in Lemma 3.3 can also attain the minimum value if it is
zero, which was inspired by [8, Lemma 2.4] and [10, Proposition 4.4].

Proposition 3.4. Let 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑌, 𝐺) be a factor map between two minimal systems
and 𝑛 ≥ 2. Let 𝜙𝑛 as in Lemma 3.3. If inf𝑦∈𝑌 𝜙𝑛 (𝑦) = 0, then there exists 𝑦0 ∈ 𝑌 such
that 𝜙𝑛 (𝑦0) = 0.

Proof. There exists a sequence {𝑦𝑖} in 𝑌 such that lim𝑖→∞ 𝜙𝑛 (𝑦𝑖) = 0. By Lemma 3.2,
pick a continuous point 𝑦0 ∈ 𝑌 of 𝜙𝑛. For any 𝜀 > 0, there exists a open neighborhood
𝑉𝜀 of 𝑦0 such that for any 𝑦 ∈ 𝑉𝜀, |𝜙𝑛 (𝑦) − 𝜙𝑛 (𝑦0) | < 𝜀. As (𝑌, 𝐺) is minimal, there
exists a finite subset 𝐹 of 𝐺 such that

⋃
𝑔∈𝐹 𝑔

−1𝑉𝜀 = 𝑌 . Choose a subsequence if
necessary, we can assume that there exists 𝑔0 ∈ 𝐹 such that 𝑦𝑖 ∈ 𝑔−1

0 𝑉𝜀 for all 𝑖 ∈ N. As
𝜋−1(𝑔0𝑦𝑖) = 𝑔0𝜋

−1(𝑦𝑖), 𝑔0 is continuous and lim𝑖→∞ 𝜙𝑛 (𝑦𝑖) = 0, one has

lim
𝑖→∞

𝜙𝑛 (𝑔0𝑦𝑖) = lim
𝑖→∞

sup
{

min
1≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛

𝑑 (𝑥𝑖, 𝑥 𝑗 ) : 𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝜋−1(𝑔0𝑦𝑖)
}

= lim
𝑖→∞

sup
{

min
1≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛

𝑑 (𝑔0𝑧𝑖, 𝑔0𝑧 𝑗 ) : 𝑧1, 𝑧2, . . . , 𝑧𝑛 ∈ 𝜋−1(𝑦𝑖)
}

= 0.

Then |𝜙𝑛 (𝑦0) | ≤ 𝜀. This implies that 𝜙𝑛 (𝑦0) = 0 as 𝜀 is arbitrary. �

We say that a continuous surjection 𝜋 : 𝑋 → 𝑌 is almost 𝑛-to-1 if there exists a dense
𝐺𝛿 subset 𝑋0 of 𝑋 such that #(𝜋−1(𝜋(𝑥))) = 𝑛 for every 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋0. It is easy to see that if
𝜋 is semi-open then 𝜋 is almost 𝑛-to-1 if and only if there exists a dense 𝐺𝛿 subset 𝑌0 of
𝑌 such that #(𝜋−1(𝑦)) = 𝑛 for every 𝑦 ∈ 𝑌0.

Proposition 3.5. Let 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑌, 𝐺) be a factor map between two minimal
systems. If 𝜋−1(𝑦0) is a finite set for some 𝑦0 ∈ 𝑌 then 𝜋 is almost 𝑛-to-1, where
𝑛 = min𝑦∈𝑌 #(𝜋−1(𝑦)).

Proof. Let 𝑛 = min𝑦∈𝑌 #(𝜋−1(𝑦)) and 𝑌0 = {𝑦 ∈ 𝑌 : #(𝜋−1(𝑦)) = 𝑛}. Let 𝜙𝑛+1 : 𝑌 → R as
in Lemma 3.3. Then 𝑌0 = {𝑦 ∈ 𝑌 : 𝜙𝑛+1(𝑦) = 0}. By Proposition 3.4, 𝑌0 is the collection
of all continuous points of 𝜙𝑛+1. By Lemma 3.2, 𝑌0 is a dense 𝐺𝛿 subset of 𝑌 . Thus, 𝜋
is almost 𝑛-to-1. �

Corollary 3.6. Let 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑌, 𝐺) be a factor map between two minimal systems
and 𝑛 ∈ N. Then 𝜋 is almost 𝑛-to-1 if and only if 𝑛 = min𝑦∈𝑌 #(𝜋−1(𝑦)).

We have the following observation on the minimal points and distal pairs on fibers.
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Lemma 3.7. Let 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑌, 𝐺) be a factor map between two minimal systems and
𝑛 ≥ 2. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) there exists 𝑦0 ∈ 𝑌 with the property that there exist pairwise distinct points
𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝜋−1(𝑦0) such that (𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛) is a minimal point in (𝑋𝑛, 𝐺);

(2) for every 𝑦 ∈ 𝑌 , there exist pairwise distinct points 𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝜋−1(𝑦) such that
(𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛) is a minimal point in (𝑋𝑛, 𝐺);

(3) there exists 𝑦0 ∈ 𝑌 with the property that there exist pairwise distinct points
𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝜋−1(𝑦0) such that (𝑥𝑖, 𝑥 𝑗 ) is distal for 1 ≤ 𝑖 < 𝑗 ≤ 𝑛;

(4) for every 𝑦 ∈ 𝑌 , there exist pairwise distinct points 𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝜋−1(𝑦) such that
(𝑥𝑖, 𝑥 𝑗 ) is distal for 1 ≤ 𝑖 < 𝑗 ≤ 𝑛.

Proof. (2)⇒ (4) and (4)⇒(3) are clear.
(1)⇒(2) Fix a point 𝑧 ∈ 𝑌 . As (𝑌, 𝐺) is minimal, there exists a sequence {𝑔𝑖} in

𝐺 such that lim𝑖→∞ 𝑔𝑖𝑦0 = 𝑧. As 𝑋 is compact, without loss of generality assume that
lim𝑖→∞ 𝑔𝑖𝑥 𝑗 = 𝑥′𝑗 ∈ 𝑋 for 𝑗 = 1, . . . , 𝑛. Then

𝜋(𝑥′𝑗 ) = 𝜋( lim
𝑖→∞

𝑔𝑖𝑥 𝑗 ) = lim
𝑖→∞

𝜋(𝑔𝑖𝑥 𝑗 ) = lim
𝑖→∞

𝑔𝑖𝜋(𝑥 𝑗 ) = lim
𝑖→∞

𝑔𝑖𝑦0 = 𝑧.

Then 𝑥′1, . . . , 𝑥
′
𝑛 ∈ 𝜋−1(𝑧). As (𝑥′1, . . . , 𝑥

′
𝑛) is in the orbit closure of (𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛),

(𝑥′1, . . . , 𝑥
′
𝑛) is also a minimal point. Moreover, as 𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 pairwise distinct, they

are pairwise distal. So 𝑥′1, . . . , 𝑥
′
𝑛 are also pairwise distal and pairwise distinct.

(3)⇒(1) Let

𝑅𝑛𝜋 = {(𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛) ∈ 𝑋𝑛 : 𝜋(𝑥𝑖) = 𝜋(𝑥 𝑗 ), 1 ≤ 𝑖 < 𝑗 ≤ 𝑛}.

Then 𝑅𝑛𝜋 is a closed 𝐺-invariant subset set of 𝑋𝑛 and (𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛) ∈ 𝑅𝑛𝜋. For 1 ≤
𝑖 < 𝑗 ≤ 𝑛, let 𝜂𝑖 𝑗 = inf𝑔∈𝐺 𝑑 (𝑔𝑥𝑖, 𝑔𝑥 𝑗 ). As each (𝑥𝑖, 𝑥 𝑗 ) is distal, 𝜂𝑖 𝑗 > 0 and then
𝜂 = min1≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛 𝜂𝑖 𝑗 > 0. In particular for every 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺, min1≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛 𝑑 (𝑔𝑥𝑖, 𝑔𝑥 𝑗 ) ≥ 𝜂. Pick a
minimal point (𝑧1, . . . , 𝑧𝑛) in the orbit closure of (𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛). Then min1≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛 𝑑 (𝑧𝑖, 𝑧 𝑗 ) ≥
𝜂. As (𝑧1, . . . , 𝑧𝑛) ∈ 𝑅𝑛𝜋, there exists 𝑦 ∈ 𝑌 such that 𝑧1, . . . , 𝑧𝑛 ∈ 𝜋−1(𝑦). �

It is obvious that if the regionally proximal relation is an equivalence relation and
𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺) is the factor map to its maximal equicontinuous factor, then the
conclusion of Lemma 3.7 has another version related to the regionally proximal relation,
which we conclude as follows.

Corollary 3.8. Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a minimal system. Assume that 𝑛 ≥ 2 and 𝑋 × 𝑋 has a
dense set of minimal points. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) there exists 𝑥0 ∈ 𝑋 with the property that there exist pairwise distinct points
𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝑄 [𝑥0] such that (𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛) is a minimal point in (𝑋𝑛, 𝐺);

(2) for every 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 , there exist pairwise distinct points 𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝑄 [𝑥] such that
(𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛) is a minimal point in (𝑋𝑛, 𝐺);

(3) there exists 𝑥0 ∈ 𝑋 with the property that there exist pairwise distinct points
𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝑄 [𝑥0] such that (𝑥𝑖, 𝑥 𝑗 ) is distal for 1 ≤ 𝑖 < 𝑗 ≤ 𝑛;

(4) for every 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 , there exist pairwise distinct points 𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝑄 [𝑥] such that
(𝑥𝑖, 𝑥 𝑗 ) is distal for 1 ≤ 𝑖 < 𝑗 ≤ 𝑛.



8 JIAN LI AND YINI YANG

Let 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑌, 𝐺) be a factor map between two minimal systems. Define

𝑟𝜋 : 𝑌 → N ∪ {∞}
𝑦 ↦→ sup{𝑘 ∈ N : there exist pairwise distint points 𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑘 ∈ 𝜋−1(𝑦)

such that (𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑘 ) is a minimal point in (𝑋 𝑘 , 𝐺)}.
By Lemma 3.7, 𝑟𝜋 is a constant function. For convenience, we will also use 𝑟𝜋 to denote
the constant.

Proposition 3.9. Let 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑌, 𝐺) be a factor map between two minimal systems.
If there exists 𝑦0 ∈ 𝑌 such that 𝜋−1(𝑦0) is a finite set, then 𝑟𝜋 = min{#(𝜋−1(𝑦)) : 𝑦 ∈ 𝑌 }.

Proof. Let 𝑛 = min{#(𝜋−1(𝑦)) : 𝑦 ∈ 𝑌 }. It is clear that 𝑟𝜋 ≤ 𝑛. If 𝑛 = 1, then 𝑟𝜋 = 1.
Now assume that 𝑛 ≥ 2. Let 𝜙𝑛 as in Lemma 3.3. Then for every 𝑦 ∈ 𝑌 , 𝜙𝑛 (𝑦) > 0.
By Proposition 3.4, inf𝑦∈𝑌 𝜙𝑛 (𝑦) > 0. Let 𝑌0 = {𝑦 ∈ 𝑌 : #(𝜋−1(𝑦)) = 𝑛}. Then 𝑌0 is
a dense 𝐺𝛿 and 𝐺-invariant set in 𝑌 by Corollary 3.6. Choose 𝑦 ∈ 𝑌0 and enumerate
𝜋−1(𝑦) as {𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑛}. By Lemma 3.7, it is sufficient to show that (𝑥𝑖, 𝑥 𝑗 ) is distal for
1 ≤ 𝑖 < 𝑗 ≤ 𝑛. For every 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺, 𝜋(𝑔𝑥𝑖) = 𝜋(𝑔𝑥 𝑗 ) = 𝑔𝑦. Since 𝑔𝑦 ∈ 𝑌0, #(𝜋−1(𝑔𝑦)) = 𝑛,
𝑑 (𝑔𝑥𝑖, 𝑔𝑥 𝑗 ) ≥ 𝜙𝑛 (𝑔𝑦) ≥ inf𝑦∈𝑌 𝜙𝑛 (𝑦) > 0. This implies that inf𝑔∈𝐺 𝑑 (𝑔𝑥𝑖, 𝑔𝑥 𝑗 ) > 0, that
is (𝑥𝑖, 𝑥 𝑗 ) is distal. �

We say that a factor map 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑌, 𝐺) is proximal if (𝑥1, 𝑥2) is proximal for
any 𝑥1, 𝑥2 ∈ 𝑋 with 𝜋(𝑥1) = 𝜋(𝑥2). By Lemma 3.7 and Proposition 3.9, we have the
following two corollaries on proximal factor maps.

Corollary 3.10. Let 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑌, 𝐺) be a factor map between two minimal systems.
Then 𝜋 is proximal if and only if 𝑟𝜋 = 1.

Corollary 3.11. Let 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑌, 𝐺) be a factor map between two minimal systems.
If 𝜋 is almost 1-to-1, then 𝜋 is proximal.

Corollary 3.12. Let 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑌, 𝐺) be a factor map between two minimal systems.
If 𝜋 is proximal but not almost 1-to-1, then for every 𝑦 ∈ 𝑌 , 𝜋−1(𝑦) is an infinite set.

4. 𝑁-sensitivity

In this section we introduce the concept of 𝑛-sensitivity for group actions and prove
Theorem A.

Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a topological dynamical system and 𝑛 ≥ 2. We say that (𝑋, 𝐺) is 𝑛-
sensitive if there exists 𝛿 > 0 such that for every opene subset𝑈 of 𝑋 , there exist pairwise
distinct points 𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝑈 and 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺 such that min1≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛 𝑑 (𝑔𝑥𝑖, 𝑔𝑥 𝑗 ) > 𝛿.

Now we begin to prove Theorem A.

Proof of Theorem A. (⇒) Assume (𝑋, 𝐺) is 𝑛-sensitive. Pick a point 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 . Let 𝑈𝑚
be a sequence of open neighborhoods of 𝑥 with diam(𝑈𝑚) < 1

𝑚
for 𝑚 ∈ N. Then there

is 𝛿 > 0 such that for each 𝑚 ∈ N, there exist 𝑥𝑚1 , . . . , 𝑥
𝑚
𝑛 ∈ 𝑈𝑚 and 𝑠𝑚 ∈ 𝐺 satisfying

𝑑 (𝑠𝑚𝑥𝑚𝑖 , 𝑠𝑚𝑥𝑚𝑗 ) > 𝛿 for 1 ≤ 𝑖 < 𝑗 ≤ 𝑛. Without loss of generality we assume that
𝑠𝑚𝑥

𝑚
𝑖

→ 𝑥𝑖 (𝑚 → ∞) for 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑛. Then 𝑑 (𝑥𝑖, 𝑥 𝑗 ) ≥ 𝛿 for 1 ≤ 𝑖 < 𝑗 ≤ 𝑛, which
shows that 𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 are pairwise distinct. Then it is sufficient to show that(𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛) ∈
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𝑄𝑛 (𝑋, 𝐺). For any 𝜀 > 0, take 𝑉𝑖 = 𝐵(𝑥𝑖, 𝜀), 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑛. There exists 𝑚 ∈ N such that
𝑠𝑚𝑥

𝑚
𝑖
∈ 𝑉𝑖, 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑛 and 1

𝑚
< 𝜀. It is clear that for any 1 ≤ 𝑖 < 𝑗 ≤ 𝑛,

𝑑 (𝑠−1
𝑚 (𝑠𝑚𝑥𝑚𝑖 ), 𝑠−1

𝑚 (𝑠𝑚𝑥𝑚𝑗 )) = 𝑑 (𝑥𝑚𝑖 , 𝑥𝑚𝑗 ) < diam(𝑈𝑚) <
1
𝑚
< 𝜀.

Thus (𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛) ∈ 𝑄𝑛 (𝑋, 𝐺).
(⇐) Since there exists 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 such that #𝑄 [𝑥] ≥ 𝑛, there exist (𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑛) ∈

𝑄𝑛 (𝑋, 𝐺) \ Δ(𝑛) (𝑋) by Theorem 2.1, where Δ(𝑛) (𝑋) = {(𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑛) ∈ 𝑋𝑛 : ∃𝑖 <
𝑗 s.t. 𝑥𝑖 = 𝑥 𝑗 }. Let 𝛿 = 1

3 min1≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛 𝑑 (𝑥𝑖, 𝑥 𝑗 ) > 0. For any 𝑚 ∈ N, there are points
𝑦𝑚
𝑖
∈ 𝐵(𝑥𝑖, 1

𝑚
) and 𝑠𝑚 ∈ 𝐺 such that 𝑑 (𝑠𝑚𝑦𝑚𝑖 , 𝑠𝑚𝑦𝑚𝑗 ) <

1
𝑚

for 1 ≤ 𝑖 < 𝑗 ≤ 𝑛. As 𝑋 is
compact, without loss of generality assume that lim𝑚→∞ 𝑠𝑚𝑦𝑚𝑖 = 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 for any 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑛.
Since (𝑋, 𝐺) is minimal, 𝑥 has a dense orbit. For any opene subset 𝑈 of 𝑋 , there is
𝑡 ∈ 𝐺 such that 𝑡𝑥 ∈ 𝑈. So there exists 𝑚 ∈ N such that 𝑡𝑠𝑚𝑦𝑚𝑖 ∈ 𝑈 for all 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑛 and
1
𝑚
< 𝛿. Since (𝑡𝑠𝑚)−1(𝑡𝑠𝑚𝑦𝑚𝑖 ) = 𝑦𝑚𝑖 ∈ 𝐵(𝑥𝑖, 1

𝑚
), 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑛, one has

𝑑 ((𝑡𝑠𝑚)−1(𝑡𝑠𝑚𝑦𝑚𝑖 ), (𝑡𝑠𝑚)−1(𝑡𝑠𝑚𝑦𝑚𝑗 )) = 𝑑 (𝑦𝑚𝑖 , 𝑦𝑚𝑗 ) > 𝛿, for any 1 ≤ 𝑖 < 𝑗 ≤ 𝑛.

Then (𝑋, 𝐺) is 𝑛-sensitive. �

We have the following direct consequences of Theorems A and A'.

Corollary 4.1. Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a minimal dynamical system. Assume that 𝑛 ≥ 2 and 𝑋 × 𝑋
has a dense set of minimal points. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) (𝑋, 𝐺) is 𝑛-sensitive but not (𝑛 + 1)-sensitive;
(2) there exists 𝑥0 ∈ 𝑋 such that #𝑄 [𝑥0] = 𝑛 and for any 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 , #𝑄 [𝑥] < 𝑛 + 1;
(3) max𝑦∈𝑋𝑒𝑞 #(𝜋−1(𝑦)) = 𝑛, where 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺) is the factor map to its

maximal equicontinuous factor.

Corollary 4.2. Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a minimal dynamical system. Assume that 𝑋 × 𝑋 has a
dense set of minimal points. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) (𝑋, 𝐺) is 𝑛-sensitive for every 𝑛 ≥ 2;
(2) for every 𝑛 ≥ 2, there exists 𝑥0 ∈ 𝑋 such that #𝑄 [𝑥0] ≥ 𝑛;
(3) for every 𝑛 ≥ 2, sup𝑦∈𝑋𝑒𝑞 #(𝜋−1(𝑦)) ≥ 𝑛, where 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺) is the

factor map to its maximal equicontinuous factor.

5. Thick 𝑛-sensitivity

In this section we introduce the concept of thick 𝑛-sensitivity for group actions and
prove Theorem B'. We also give some consequences of Theorem B'.

Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a topological dynamical system and 𝑛 ≥ 2. We say that (𝑋, 𝐺) is thickly
𝑛-sensitive if there is a constant 𝛿 > 0 such that for any opene subset 𝑈 of 𝑋 ,

𝑁 (𝑈, 𝛿; 𝑛) := {𝑔 ∈ 𝐺 : ∃𝑥1, 𝑥2, · · · , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝑈 such that min
1≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛

𝑑 (𝑔𝑥𝑖, 𝑔𝑥 𝑗 ) > 𝛿}

is a thick set.

Proposition 5.1. Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a minimal system and 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺) the factor
map. If 𝑛 ≥ 2 and min𝑦∈𝑋𝑒𝑞 #(𝜋−1(𝑦)) < 𝑛, then (𝑋, 𝐺) is not thickly 𝑛-sensitive.
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Proof. We prove this result by contradiction. Assume that (𝑋, 𝐺) is thickly 𝑛-sensitive
with a sensitive constant 𝛿. Let 𝑙 = min𝑦∈𝑋𝑒𝑞 #(𝜋−1(𝑦)). There exists some 𝑦0 ∈ 𝑋𝑒𝑞

such that 𝜋−1(𝑦0) = {𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑙}. As (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺) is equicontinuous, choose a compatible
metric 𝜌 on 𝑋𝑒𝑞 such that 𝜌(𝑔𝑦1, 𝑔𝑦2) = 𝜌(𝑦1, 𝑦2) for any 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺 and 𝑦1, 𝑦2 ∈ 𝑋𝑒𝑞. We
take an open neighborhood 𝑊𝑖 of 𝑥𝑖 for 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑙 such that diam(𝑊𝑖) < 𝛿.

We claim that there exists an open neighborhood 𝑉 of 𝑦0 such that 𝜋−1(𝑉) ⊂ ∪𝑙
𝑖=1𝑊𝑖.

Otherwise there exists 𝑥𝑚 ∈ 𝑋 \ ∪𝑙
𝑖=1𝑊𝑖 with 𝜋(𝑥𝑚) = 𝑦𝑚 and 𝑦𝑚 → 𝑦0. Without loss of

generality we assume 𝑥𝑚 → 𝑥0, then 𝑥0 ∈ 𝜋−1(𝑦0) ∩ (𝑋 \ ∪𝑙
𝑖=1𝑊𝑖), which contradict to

the fact 𝜋−1(𝑦0) = {𝑥1, 𝑥2, · · · , 𝑥𝑙} ⊂ ∪𝑙
𝑖=1𝑊𝑖.

Let 𝜀 > 0 be small enough such that 𝐵𝜌 (𝑦0, 2𝜀) ⊂ 𝑉 . Take 𝑈 = 𝜋−1(𝐵𝜌 (𝑦0, 𝜀)) and
set 𝑆 = {𝑔 ∈ 𝐺 : 𝑔𝑦0 ∈ 𝐵𝜌 (𝑦0, 𝜀)}. Note that 𝑆 is syndetic as 𝑦0 is a minimal point. For
any 𝑦 ∈ 𝐵𝜌 (𝑦0, 𝜀) and 𝑔 ∈ 𝑆, 𝜌(𝑔𝑦0, 𝑔𝑦) = 𝜌(𝑦0, 𝑦) < 𝜀 and then

𝜌(𝑦0, 𝑔𝑦) ≤ 𝜌(𝑦0, 𝑔𝑦0) + 𝜌(𝑔𝑦0, 𝑔𝑦) < 2𝜀.

This gives 𝑔𝐵𝜌 (𝑦0, 𝜀) ⊂ 𝑉 , and hence

𝑔𝑈 = 𝑔𝜋−1(𝐵𝜌 (𝑦0, 𝜀)) = 𝜋−1(𝑔𝐵𝜌 (𝑦0, 𝜀)) ⊂ 𝜋−1(𝑉) ⊂ ∪𝑙𝑖=1𝑊𝑖 .

Since 𝑙 ≤ 𝑛 − 1, for 𝑔 ∈ 𝑆 and any 𝑧1, 𝑧2, · · · , 𝑧𝑛 ∈ 𝑈, there exist 1 ≤ 𝑠 < 𝑡 ≤ 𝑛 and
𝑖 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑙} such that 𝑔𝑧𝑠, 𝑔𝑧𝑡 ∈ 𝑊𝑖. Then 𝑑 (𝑔𝑧𝑠, 𝑔𝑧𝑡) < 𝛿 as diam(𝑊𝑖) < 𝛿. This
implies that 𝑁 (𝑈, 𝛿; 𝑛) ∩ 𝑆 = ∅, and then 𝑁 (𝑈, 𝛿; 𝑛) is not thick, which contradicts to
the assumption that 𝛿 is a thickly 𝑛-sensitive constant. �

Proof of Theorem B'. (⇒) It follows from Proposition 5.1
(⇐) Let 𝛿 = 1

2 inf𝑦∈𝑋𝑒𝑞 𝜙𝑛 (𝑦). By Proposition 3.4, 𝛿 > 0. Since 𝜋 is an extension
between (𝑋, 𝐺) and its maximal equicontinuous factor and 𝑋 × 𝑋 has a dense set of
minimal points, 𝑅𝜋 = 𝑄(𝑋, 𝐺) and 𝑅𝑛𝜋 = 𝑄𝑛 (𝑋, 𝐺) by Theorem 2.1. Fix a finite subset
𝐹𝑚 = {𝑔1, 𝑔2, . . . , 𝑔𝑚} of 𝐺 and a point 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋𝑒𝑞. Since 𝛿 = 1

2 inf𝑦∈𝑋𝑒𝑞 𝜙𝑛 (𝑦) > 0, for
each 𝑖 = 1, 2, . . . , 𝑚, there exist 𝑢1

𝑖
, . . . , 𝑢𝑛

𝑖
∈ 𝜋−1(𝑔𝑖𝑦) such that

min
1≤ 𝑗≠𝑘≤𝑛

𝑑 (𝑢 𝑗
𝑖
, 𝑢𝑘𝑖 ) ≥ 2𝛿.

Taking 𝑥 𝑗
𝑖
= 𝑔−1

𝑖
𝑢
𝑗

𝑖
for 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑚 and 𝑗 = 1, . . . , 𝑛, one has 𝜋(𝑥 𝑗

𝑖
) = 𝑦 and

min
1≤ 𝑗≠𝑡≤𝑛

𝑑 (𝑔𝑖𝑥 𝑗𝑖 , 𝑔𝑖𝑥
𝑡
𝑖 ) ≥ 2𝛿.

Then
(𝑥 𝑗
𝑖
)1≤𝑖≤𝑚,1≤ 𝑗≤𝑛 ∈ 𝑅𝑛𝑚𝜋 = 𝑄𝑛𝑚 (𝑋, 𝐺).

It is clear that when we fix 𝑖 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑚}, (𝑥 𝑗
𝑖
)1≤ 𝑗≤𝑛 are pairwise distinct. For any

𝑘 ∈ N, there are points 𝑦 𝑗 ,𝑘
𝑖

∈ 𝐵(𝑥 𝑗
𝑖
, 1/𝑘) and 𝑠𝑘 ∈ 𝐺 such that 𝑑 (𝑠𝑘 𝑦 𝑗 ,𝑘𝑖 , 𝑠𝑘 𝑦

𝑡,𝑘

𝑙
) < 1/𝑘

for 1 ≤ 𝑖 < 𝑙 ≤ 𝑚, 1 ≤ 𝑗 < 𝑡 ≤ 𝑛 and for any 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑚, (𝑦 𝑗 ,𝑘
𝑖

)1≤ 𝑗≤𝑛 are pairwise
distinct when 𝑘 is large enough. As 𝑋 is compact, without loss of generality assume
that lim𝑘→∞ 𝑠𝑘 𝑦

𝑗 ,𝑘

𝑖
= 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 for any 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑚, 1 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑛. Since (𝑋, 𝐺) is minimal, 𝑥

has a dense orbit. For any opene subset 𝑈 of 𝑋 , there is 𝑡 ∈ 𝐺 such that 𝑡𝑥 ∈ 𝑈. Fix
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𝑖 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑚} and choose a large enough 𝑘 such that 𝑡𝑠𝑘 𝑦 𝑗 ,𝑘𝑖 ∈ 𝑈 for all 1 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑛 and

min
1≤ 𝑗≠𝑡≤𝑛

𝑑 (𝑔𝑖𝐵(𝑥 𝑗𝑖 , 1/𝑘), 𝑔𝑖𝐵(𝑥
𝑡
𝑖 , 1/𝑘)) > 𝛿

Since (𝑡𝑠𝑘 )−1(𝑡𝑠𝑘 𝑦 𝑗 ,𝑘𝑖 ) = 𝑦 𝑗 ,𝑘
𝑖

∈ 𝐵(𝑥 𝑗
𝑖
, 1/𝑘), 1 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑛,

min
1≤ 𝑗≠𝑡≤𝑛

𝑑 (𝑔(𝑡𝑠𝑘 )−1(𝑡𝑠𝑘 𝑦 𝑗 ,𝑘𝑖 ), 𝑔(𝑡𝑠𝑘 )−1(𝑡𝑠𝑘 𝑦𝑡,𝑘𝑖 )) > 𝛿, ∀𝑔 ∈ 𝐹𝑚 .

It is clear that (𝑡𝑠𝑘 𝑦 𝑗 ,𝑘𝑖 )1≤ 𝑗≤𝑛 are pairwise distinct and we obtain our result. �

We have the following consequences of Theorems B and B'.

Corollary 5.2. Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a minimal system. Assume that 𝑛 ≥ 2 and 𝑋 × 𝑋 has a
dense set of minimal points. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) (𝑋, 𝐺) is thickly 𝑛-sensitive but not thickly (𝑛 + 1)-sensitive;
(2) there exists 𝑥0 ∈ 𝑋 such that #𝑄 [𝑥0] = 𝑛 and #𝑄 [𝑥] ≥ 𝑛 for any 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋;
(3) min𝑦∈𝑋𝑒𝑞 #(𝜋−1(𝑦)) = 𝑛, where 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺) is the factor to its maximal

equicontinuous factor.

Corollary 5.3. Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a minimal dynamical system. Assume that 𝑋 × 𝑋 has a
dense set of minimal points. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) (𝑋, 𝐺) is thickly 𝑛-sensitive for every 𝑛 ≥ 2;
(2) 𝑄 [𝑥] is an infinite set for every 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋;
(3) 𝜋−1(𝑦0) is an infinite set for every 𝑦0 ∈ 𝑋𝑒𝑞, where 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺) is the

factor to its maximal equicontinuous factor.

Corollary 5.4. Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a minimal system and 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺) be the factor
map to its maximal equicontinuous factor. Assume that 𝑋 × 𝑋 has a dense set of minimal
points. If 𝜋 is proximal but not almost 1-to-1, then (𝑋, 𝐺) is thickly 𝑛-sensitive for all
𝑛 ≥ 2.

Corollary 5.5. Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a minimal system and 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺) be the factor
map to its maximal equicontinuous factor. Assume that 𝑋 × 𝑋 has a dense set of minimal
points. Then either (𝑋, 𝐺) is thickly 2-sensitive or 𝜋 is almost 1-to-1.

Proof. Assume that (𝑋, 𝐺) is not thickly 2-sensitive, by Theorem B', there exists 𝑦0 ∈ 𝑋𝑒𝑞
such that #𝜋−1(𝑦0) < 2, thus min𝑦∈𝑋𝑒𝑞 #𝜋−1(𝑦) = 1, by Corollary 3.6, 𝜋 is almost 1-to-1.

Now we assume that (𝑋, 𝐺) is thickly 2-sensitive, by Theorem B', for any 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋𝑒𝑞,
𝜋−1(𝑦) ≥ 2, which implies that 𝜋 is not almost 1-to-1. �

6. Blockily thick 𝑛-sensitivity

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem C'. Let 𝑛 ≥ 2. A topological dynamical
system (𝑋, 𝐺) is called blockily thickly 𝑛-sensitive if there is a constant 𝛿 > 0, such that
for any finite subset 𝐹 of 𝐺 and any opene set𝑈, there exist 𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝑈 and ℎ ∈ 𝐺
such that

min
1≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛

𝑑 (𝑔ℎ𝑥𝑖, 𝑔ℎ𝑥 𝑗 ) > 𝛿, ∀𝑔 ∈ 𝐹.
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Proposition 6.1. Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a minimal system and 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺) be the
factor map to its maximal equicontinuous factor. Assume that 𝑛 ≥ 2. If (𝑋, 𝐺) is
blockily thickly 𝑛-sensitive, then there exists a point 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋𝑒𝑞 and pairwise distinct points
𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝜋−1(𝑦) such that (𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑛) is a minimal point for (𝑋𝑛, 𝐺).

Proof. Since (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺) is equicontinuous, we can choose a 𝐺-invariant metric on 𝜌, i.e.,
for any (𝑢, 𝑣) ∈ 𝑋𝑒𝑞 × 𝑋𝑒𝑞 and any 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺, 𝜌(𝑔𝑢, 𝑔𝑣) = 𝜌(𝑢, 𝑣). Let 𝜀𝑘 > 0 with 𝜀𝑘 → 0.
Then for each 𝑘 ∈ N, there is 0 < 𝜏𝑘 < 𝜀𝑘 such that if 𝑤1, 𝑤2 ∈ 𝑋 with 𝑑 (𝑤1, 𝑤2) < 2𝜏𝑘
then 𝜌(𝜋(𝑤1), 𝜋(𝑤2)) < 𝜀𝑘 .

Since𝐺 is a countable discrete group, there exists an increasing sequence of finite subsets
𝐹𝑚 = {𝑔1, 𝑔2, . . . , 𝑔𝑚} of 𝐺 such that ∪∞

𝑚=1𝐹𝑚 = 𝐺. Fix 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 and let 𝑈𝑘 = 𝐵(𝑥, 𝜏𝑘 ). By
the assumption (𝑋, 𝐺) is blockily thickly 𝑛-sensitive with sensitive constant 𝛿 > 0, thus
for any 𝑘 ∈ N, there are 𝑢𝑖

𝑘
∈ 𝑈𝑘 , 𝑖 = 1, 2, . . . , 𝑛 and ℎ𝑘 ∈ 𝐺 such that for any 𝑔 ∈ 𝐹𝑘 ,

min
1≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛

𝑑 (𝑔ℎ𝑘𝑢𝑖𝑘 , 𝑔ℎ𝑘𝑢
𝑗

𝑘
) ≥ 𝛿.

Without loss of generality we assume that ℎ𝑘𝑢𝑖𝑘 → 𝑢𝑖 when 𝑘 → ∞. Since ∪∞
𝑚=1𝐹𝑚 = 𝐺,

min1≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛 𝑑 (𝑔𝑢𝑖, 𝑔𝑢 𝑗 ) ≥ 𝛿 for any 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺. So (𝑢𝑖, 𝑢 𝑗 ) is a distal pair.
Now we show that (𝑢𝑖, 𝑢 𝑗 ) ∈ 𝑅𝜋. Since 𝑢𝑖

𝑘
, 𝑢

𝑗

𝑘
∈ 𝑈𝑘 , we have 𝜌(𝜋(𝑢𝑖

𝑘
), 𝜋(𝑢 𝑗

𝑘
)) < 𝜀𝑘 .

Then 𝜌(𝑔𝜋(𝑢𝑖
𝑘
), 𝑔𝜋(𝑢 𝑗

𝑘
)) < 𝜀𝑘 for any 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺. Since ℎ𝑘𝑢𝑖𝑘 → 𝑢𝑖 for 𝑖 = 1, 2, · · · , 𝑛

𝜌(𝜋(𝑢𝑖), 𝜋(𝑢 𝑗 )) ≤ 𝜀𝑘
for each 𝑘 ∈ N. This implies that 𝜌(𝜋(𝑢𝑖), 𝜋(𝑢 𝑗 )) = 0, i.e., 𝜋(𝑢𝑖) = 𝜋(𝑢 𝑗 ). By Lemma 3.7,
there exists a point 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋𝑒𝑞 and pairwise distinct points 𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝜋−1(𝑦) such that
(𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑛) is a minimal point for (𝑋𝑛, 𝐺). �

Proof of Theorem C'. (⇒) It follows from Proposition 6.1.
(⇐) By Lemma 3.7, there are pairwise distinct 𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ 𝑋 such that 𝜋(𝑥𝑖) = 𝜋(𝑥 𝑗 )

and (𝑥𝑖, 𝑥 𝑗 ) is a distal pair 1 ≤ 𝑖 < 𝑗 ≤ 𝑛. Since 𝑋 × 𝑋 has a dense set of minimal points,
(𝑥𝑖, 𝑥 𝑗 ) ∈ 𝑄(𝑋, 𝐺) and thus (𝑥1, · · · , 𝑥𝑛) ∈ 𝑄𝑛 (𝑋, 𝐺) by Theorem 2.1. Let

𝛿 =
1
2

min
1≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛

inf
𝑔∈𝐺

𝑑 (𝑔𝑥𝑖, 𝑔𝑥 𝑗 ) > 0.

For any 𝑚 ∈ N, there are points 𝑦𝑚
𝑖
∈ 𝐵(𝑥𝑖, 1/𝑚) and 𝑠𝑚 ∈ 𝐺 such that 𝑑 (𝑠𝑚𝑦𝑚𝑖 , 𝑠𝑚𝑦𝑚𝑗 ) <

1/𝑚 for 1 ≤ 𝑖 < 𝑗 ≤ 𝑛. As 𝑋 is compact, without loss of generality assume that
lim𝑚→∞ 𝑠𝑚𝑦𝑚𝑖 = 𝑥 for any 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑛. Since (𝑋, 𝐺) is minimal, 𝑥 has a dense orbit. For
any opene subset 𝑈 of 𝑋 , there is 𝑡 ∈ 𝐺 such that 𝑡𝑥 ∈ 𝑈. For any finite set 𝐹 ⊂ 𝐺,
choose a large enough 𝑚𝐹 such that

min
1≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛

𝑑 (𝑔𝐵(𝑥𝑖,
1
𝑚𝐹

), 𝑔𝐵(𝑥 𝑗 ,
1
𝑚𝐹

)) > 𝛿, ∀𝑔 ∈ 𝐹

and 𝑡𝑠𝑚𝐹
𝑦
𝑚𝐹

𝑖
∈ 𝑈 for all 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑛. Since (𝑡𝑠𝑚𝐹

)−1(𝑡𝑠𝑚𝐹
𝑦
𝑚𝐹

𝑖
) = 𝑦𝑚𝐹

𝑖
∈ 𝐵(𝑥𝑖, 1/𝑚𝐹), 𝑖 =

1, . . . , 𝑛,

min
1≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛

𝑑 (𝑔(𝑡𝑠𝑚𝐹
)−1(𝑡𝑠𝑚𝐹

𝑦
𝑚𝐹

𝑖
), 𝑔(𝑡𝑠𝑚𝐹

)−1(𝑡𝑠𝑚𝐹
𝑦
𝑚𝐹

𝑗
)) > 𝛿, ∀𝑔 ∈ 𝐹.

It is clear that (𝑡𝑠𝑚𝐹
𝑦𝑖)1≤𝑖≤𝑛 are pairwise distinct and we obtain the result. �
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We have the following direct consequences of Theorems C and C'.

Corollary 6.2. Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a minimal system and 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺) be the factor to
its maximal equicontinuous factor. Assume that 𝑛 ≥ 2 and 𝑋 × 𝑋 has a dense set minimal
points. Then (𝑋, 𝐺) is blockily thickly 𝑛-sensitive but not blockily thickly (𝑛+1)-sensitive
if and only if 𝑟𝜋 = 𝑛.

Proof. It follows from the definition of 𝑟𝜋 and Theorem C'. �

Corollary 6.3. Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a minimal system. Assume that 𝑛 ≥ 2 and 𝑋×𝑋 has a dense
set of minimal points. If (𝑋, 𝐺) is thickly 𝑛-sensitive but not thickly (𝑛 + 1)-sensitive,
then (𝑋, 𝐺) is also blockily thickly 𝑛-sensitive but not blockily thickly (𝑛 + 1)-sensitive.

Proof. By Corollary 5.2, one has min𝑦∈𝑋𝑒𝑞 #𝜋−1(𝑦) = 𝑛. Now by Proposition 3.9, 𝑟𝜋 = 𝑛.
Finally by Corollary 6.2, (𝑋, 𝐺) is blockily thickly 𝑛-sensitive but not blockily thickly
(𝑛 + 1)-sensitive. �

Corollary 6.4. Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a minimal system and 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺) be the factor
to its maximal equicontinuous factor. Assume that 𝑋 × 𝑋 has a dense set minimal points.
Then either (𝑋, 𝐺) is blockily thickly 2-sensitive or 𝜋 is proximal.

Proof. It follows from Corollary 3.10 and Theorem C'. �

Remark 6.5. Let (𝑋, 𝐺) be a minimal system and 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑋𝑒𝑞, 𝐺) be the factor
to its maximal equicontinuous factor. Assume that 𝑛 ≥ 2 and 𝑋 × 𝑋 has a dense set
minimal points. If 𝜋 is proximal but not almost 1-to-1, then (𝑋, 𝐺) is not blockily thickly
2-sensitive, but it is thickly 𝑛-sensitive for all 𝑛 ≥ 2.

7. Final remarks

Remark 7.1. In this paper we assume that𝐺 is a countable discrete group for simplicity. In
fact, Theorem A holds for general Hausdorff topological group actions without changing
of the proof. For Theorems B' and C', we need the acting group 𝐺 to be 𝜎-compact and
modify the proofs slightly. Recall that a Hausdorff topological group 𝐺 is 𝜎-compact if
there exists a sequence {𝐹𝑖} of compact subsets of 𝐺 such that ∪∞

𝑖=1𝐹𝑖 = 𝐺. And in this
case we say that a subset 𝐴 of 𝐺 is thick if for any compact set 𝐹 of 𝐺 there exists 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺
such that 𝐹𝑔 ⊂ 𝐴; and syndetic if there exists a compact set 𝐾 of 𝐺 such that 𝐺 = 𝐾𝐴.

Remark 7.2. In the statement of Theorem 2.1, we state a condition that 𝑋 × 𝑋 has a
dense set of minimal points. In fact the origin condition in [4, Theorem 8] is a group
theoretic condition on Ellis group of the system, which is weaker than the condition stated
in Theorem 2.1 by [5, Remark 1.13 (2)].

Following [3], a minimal system (𝑋, 𝐺) is said to satisfy the local Bronstein condition
if whenever (𝑥, 𝑦) is a minimal point in 𝑄(𝑋, 𝐺), there is a sequence {(𝑥𝑛, 𝑦𝑛)} of
minimal points in 𝑋 × 𝑋 and a sequence {𝑔𝑛} in 𝐺 such that (𝑥𝑛, 𝑦𝑛) → (𝑥, 𝑦) and
𝑑 (𝑔𝑛𝑥𝑛, 𝑔𝑛𝑦𝑛) → 0 as 𝑛 → ∞. It is clear that if 𝑋 × 𝑋 has a dense set of minimal
points then (𝑋, 𝐺) satisfies the local Bronstein condition. According [3, Theorem 2],
Theorem 2.1 also holds by replacing the condition 𝑋 × 𝑋 having a dense set of minimal
points by (𝑋, 𝐺) satisfying the local Bronstein condition.
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It is shown in [16] that if a minimal system (𝑋, 𝐺) admits an invariant probability Borel
measure then the regional proximal relation is an equivalence relation. It is interesting to
know whether one can replace the conidtion 𝑋 × 𝑋 having a dense set of minimal points
in Theorem 2.1 by (𝑋, 𝐺) admiting an invariant probability Borel measure.

Remark 7.3. It is natural to consider equicontinuity and sensitivity in the relative cases.
Let 𝜋 : (𝑋, 𝐺) → (𝑌, 𝐺) be a factor map. Recall that we say that 𝜋 is relatively
equicontinuous if for every 𝜀 > 0 there exists 𝛿 > 0 such that for any 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋 with
𝑑 (𝑥, 𝑦) < 𝛿 and 𝜋(𝑥) = 𝜋(𝑦), 𝑑 (𝑔𝑥, 𝑔𝑦) < 𝜀 for all 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺; and relatively sensitive if
there exists a constant 𝛿 > 0 such that for any opene subset 𝑈 of 𝑋 , there exist 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑈
and 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺 such that 𝜋(𝑥) = 𝜋(𝑦) and 𝑑 (𝑔𝑥, 𝑔𝑦) > 𝛿. In [26], Yu and Zhou proved a
relative version of Corollary 6.4 and a weak version of one side result of Theorem A
for Z-actions. Recently, in [7] Dai studied the structure theorems of minimal semigroup
actions and generalized Yu-Zhou’s result to minimal semigroup actions. It is interesting
how to obtain relative versions of our main results Theorems A, B and C and the key
point is the relative version of Theorem 2.1.
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