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CONTINUOUS ORBIT EQUIVALENCE RIGIDITY FOR
LEFT-RIGHT WREATH PRODUCT ACTIONS

YONGLE JIANG

Abstract. Drimbe and Vaes proved an orbit equivalence superrigidity theorem
for left-right wreath product actions in the measurable setting. We establish the
counterpart result in the topological setting for continuous orbit equivalence. This
gives us minimal, topologically free actions that are continuous orbit equivalence
superrigid. One main ingredient for the proof is to show continuous cocycle su-
perrigidity for certain generalized full shifts, extending our previous result with
Chung.

1. Introduction

In this paper, all our groups are assumed to be countable and discrete, and all our
topological spaces are compact and Hausdorff. By a continuous action, we mean an
action of a group on a topological space by homeomorphisms.

Continuous orbit equivalence (see Definition 2.4) for general countable discrete
group actions was formally introduced in Li’s paper [31] about seven years ago.
Roughly speaking, two continuous actions on compact Hausdorff spaces are said
to be continuously orbit equivalent if we can identify their orbits in a continuous
way. This is a weaker notion than topological conjugacy and several connections
between it and other topics, e.g. geometric group theory [32] and C∗-algebras [31],
are quickly discovered by Li.

By contrast, its counterpart in the measurable setting, i.e. orbit equivalence
theory has a relatively long history, which emerges after the pioneering work of
Dye [13]. During the last decades, much attention has been put on finding orbit
equivalence superrigid actions, i.e. actions whose orbit equivalence classes consist
only of themselves up to measurable conjugacy. Several impressive orbit equivalence
superrigidity results have been discovered in [2, 4, 9–11, 14–16, 18–24, 29, 30, 35, 38,
43, 44, 52].

Motivated by the success in finding orbit equivalence superrigid actions in the
measurable setting, people also try to study the analogue in the topological setting.
Until now, there are quite a few known rigidity results for continuous orbit equiv-
alence, e.g. [3, 5, 7, 8, 17, 25, 26, 31, 48]. Nevertheless, in almost all of these results,
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either the source actions are not minimal as they contain fixed points or extra as-
sumptions are put on the acting groups of the target actions. A possible exception
is [5, Corollary 6.5], but we do not know whether it could be applied to minimal
subshifts. Hence, none of these actions are explicit minimal actions that are con-
tinuous orbit equivalence superrigid. Here, we say a continuous action Γ y X is
continuous orbit equivalence superrigid if any topological free continuous action (see
Definition 2.1) of a group Λ on a compact Hausdorff space Y which is continuously
orbit equivalent to it is actually topologically conjugate to it.

Recently, Drimbe and Vaes studied left-right wreath product group actions, more
generally, left-right wreath product equivalence relations R in the measurable setting
[12, Theorem E]. They were able to completely determine all essential free group
actions G y (Y, η) that are stably orbit equivalent to R, i.e. the orbit equivalence
relation R(G y Y ) is isomorphic to the amplified equivalence relation R

t(t > 0) in
the sense of [15, Definition 2.2], where the terminology of weak orbit equivalence
was used.

Our goal in this paper is to extend the above mentioned result (with t = 1) to
the topological setting by considering continuous orbit equivalence. In particular,
we present minimal, topologically free actions that are continuous orbit equivalence
superrigid. More precisely, we prove the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Let p be a prime number and Γ1 be a finitely generated, non-torsion,
non-amenable and icc group, e.g. Γ1 = Fn, the free group with n ≥ 2 generators.
Let α be the left-right wreath product action Z

pZ
≀Γ1

(Γ1 × Γ1) y X := ( Z
pZ
)Γ1 defined

using the left translation Z
pZ

y Z
pZ

and the left-right translation Γ1 × Γ1 y Γ1 (see

Definition 4.1 and §2.2). Then α is topologically free and minimal (see Definition
2.1). Moreover, it is also a continuous orbit equivalence superrigid action, i.e. if it
is continuously orbit equivalent to a topologically free action of a countable discrete
group on a compact Hausdorff space, then the two actions are topologically conjugate.

Recall that Γ1 is called icc if every non-trivial element in it has an infinite conju-
gacy class. Towards proving such a theorem, a key step is to establish the continuous
cocycle superrigidity theorem for generalized full shifts (see §2.2). Recall that in [5],
together with Chung, we proved a unified topological version of Popa’s two cele-
brated cocycle superrigidity theorems [41, 42] for full shifts. However, Popa’s theo-
rems actually hold true for certain generalized Bernoulli shifts. Thus, the following
result (see Corollary 3.3 (ii)) might be natural to expect.

Theorem 1.2. Let Γ1 be a finitely generated, non-torsion and non-amenable group
and X0 be any finite set with more than one element. Then the generalized full shift
action Γ := Γ1×Γ1 y X := XΓ1

0 defined using the left-right translation Γ1×Γ1 y Γ1

is a continuous cocycle superrigid action, i.e. for any countable discrete group G,
every continuous cocycle c : Γ×X → G is trivial, i.e. it is cohomologous to a group
homomorphism φ : Γ → G via a continuous transfer map b : X → G (see §2.5 for
precise definition).
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For a more general version, see Theorem 3.1. Let us discuss the proof of Theorem
1.2 briefly.

At first glance, it seems routine to apply the method in [5] to deal with all general-
ized full shifts, but it is not completely clear to us how to do this, see the discussion
in the last section in [25]. Putting the problem in a general context, observe that the
generalized full shift Γ y XI

0 , where Γ y I is a transitive action, may be treated as
the coinduced action (see [28, Definition 6.18]) from the trivial action of the stabi-
lizer subgroup Stab(i) y X0 to Γ, where i ∈ I is any chosen point. By extending the
method in [5], we did prove a cocycle superrigidity theorem for certain coinduced
actions in [25], which could be applied to some generalized full shifts Γ y XI

0 , see
e.g. Corollary 3.3 (i) for a concrete example. Unfortunately, the result in [25] could
not be applied to the generalized full shifts in Theorem 1.2. The reason is that we
assumed Stab(i) is a commensurated subgroup of Γ in [25]. Recall that a subgroup
K is called commensurated in Γ if gKg−1 ∩K has finite index in K for all g ∈ Γ.
It is easy to check that for the left-right translation action Γ = Γ1 × Γ1 y I := Γ1,
this condition is never satisfied whenever Γ1 is icc. However, the icc assumption on
Γ1 is needed while proving Theorem 1.1 from Theorem 1.2.

To prove Theorem 1.2, our strategy can be described as follows. First, we observe
that every continuous cocycle c is cohomologous to a group homomorphism φ : Γ →
G via a measurable transfer map b : X → G by applying Popa’s cocycle superrigidity
theorem. Then, we show that b can be replaced by a continuous transfer map by
modifying an argument used in the proof of the famous Livs̆ic theorem. Let us
briefly recall the classical Livs̆ic theorem below.

For a compact Riemannian manifold M with an Anosov diffeomorphism T on it,
Livs̆ic [33, 34] proved a seminal result. It says that for any Hölder continuous map
f : M → R, if there exists a measurable solution u : M → R to the coboundary
equation f = u ◦T −u a.e. (with respect to a suitable measure µ on M), then there
is a Hölder continuous solution u′, i.e. f = u′ ◦ T − u′ everywhere such that u = u′

µ-a.e. Inspired by this result, people try to generalise it along two directions. One
is to consider wider class of actions, e.g. partially hyperbolic actions, and the other
one is to consider larger class of target groups than R, see e.g. [36, 37, 39, 40, 45,
49]. Nevertheless, we are not aware of any work on extending this result to more
general acting groups than Z. Hence the combination of Popa’s cocycle superrigidity
theorem with a Livs̆ic type argument used in our approach may be novel for dealing
with non-cyclic acting groups.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the definition of various
notions used in this paper, including continuous orbit equivalence and related contin-
uous cocycle superrigidity, generalized wreath product groups, left-right translation
actions, generalized full/Bernoulli shifts and compression functions. In Section 3, we
prove the continuous cocycle superrigidity for certain generalized full shifts, i.e. The-
orem 3.1, and deduce Theorem 1.2 from Corollary 3.3 (ii). In Section 4, we classify
topological free actions that are continuously orbit equivalent to certain generalized
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wreath product actions, i.e. Theorem 4.7, from which Theorem 1.1 follows easily.
Finally, we ask several questions in Section 5.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we recall various notions on groups and actions used in this paper.

2.1. Generalized wreath product groups. Let Γ and Λ be groups and Γ y I
be a group action on an index set I. The generalized wreath product group Λ ≀I
Γ is defined as the semi-direct product (⊕IΛ) ⋊ Γ, where Γ acts on ⊕IΛ by the
automorphisms (γλ)i = λγ−1i, where γ ∈ Γ, i ∈ I and λ ∈ ⊕IΛ.

2.2. Left-right translation and generalized full/Bernoulli shift actions. Let
Γ be a group. The left-right translation action Γ×Γ y Γ is given by (s, t)g = sgt−1

for all s, t, g ∈ Γ. In general, let Γ y I be an action on an index set I and X0

be a finite set with at least two elements equipped with the discrete topology. The
generalized full shift Γ y XI

0 is the continuous action given by (γx)i = xγ−1i, where
x = (xi)i∈I ∈ XI

0 and γ ∈ Γ. If Γ y I is the left translation Γ y Γ, then this
generalized full shift is just called a full shift. If the product space XI

0 is equipped
with a product measure µI

0 defined on its Borel σ-algebra, where µ0 is a probability
measure on X0, then Γ y (XI

0 , µ
I
0) is usually called a generalized Bernoulli shift.

2.3. Topologically free, minimal, transitive and topologically weakly mix-
ing actions. We need the following standard concepts on continuous actions, see
e.g. Definition 7.1 and 7.15 in [28].

Definition 2.1. Let Γ y X be a continuous action. This action is

(1) topologically free if for every e 6= g ∈ Γ, {x ∈ X : gx 6= x} is dense in X.
(2) minimal if X has no non-empty proper Γ-invariant closed subset.
(3) (topologically) transitive if for all non-empty open sets U, V ⊂ X, there exists

an s ∈ Γ such that sU ∩ V 6= ∅.
(4) (topologically) weakly mixing if the diagonal action Γ y X ×X is (topolog-

ically) transitive, i.e. for all non-empty open sets U1, U2, V1, V2 ⊆ X there
is an s ∈ Γ such that sU1 ∩ V1 6= ∅ and sU2 ∩ V2 6= ∅.

Let us record the following lemma, i.e. Lemma 2.4 in [43] for reference.

Lemma 2.2. Let a group Γ act on a set I. Then the following conditions are
equivalent.

• Every orbit of Γ y I is infinite.
• Γ y I is weakly mixing, i.e. for every A,B ⊂ I finite, there exists some
s ∈ Γ satisfying sA ∩B = ∅.

Using this lemma, we obtain the following well-known fact. We include its proof
for completeness.
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Lemma 2.3. Let X0 be a finite set with at least two elements and let Γ y I be an
action on an infinite set I such that each orbit is infinite. Then the generalized full
shift Γ y X := XI

0 is topologically weakly mixing.

Proof. Let U1, U2, V1, V2 ⊆ X be four non-empty open sets. By shrinking them
if necessary, we may assume they are standard cylinder sets that are determined
by four finite sets I1, I2, J1 and J2 in I respectively. Then it suffices to show
there exists some s ∈ Γ such that sI1 ∩ J1 = ∅ = sI2 ∩ J2, or more directly, show
s(I1 ∪ I2)∩ (J1 ∪ J2) = ∅. Since every orbit of Γ y I is infinite, such an s does exist
by Lemma 2.2. �

2.4. Continuous orbit equivalence. The following notion was introduced in [31,
Definition 2.5].

Definition 2.4. Let α : G y X and β : H y Y be two continuous actions. We
say α is continuously orbit equivalent to β if there is a homeomorphism φ : X → Y
with inverse ψ and continuous maps c : G×X → H and c′ : H × Y → G such that

φ(αg(x)) = βc(g,x)(φ(x)),

ψ(βh(y)) = αc′(h,y)(ψ(y))

for all g ∈ G, h ∈ H, x ∈ X and y ∈ Y .

Here are a few facts on this notion. If α and β are topologically free, which
is always the case in this paper, then c and c′ are cocycles, i.e. c(g1g2, x) =
c(g1, g2x)c(g2, x) for all g1, g2 ∈ G and x ∈ X (and a similar identity holds for
c′) by [31, Lemma 2.8]. Moreover, G ∋ g 7→ c(g, x) ∈ H is a bijection for all x ∈ X
by [31, Lemma 2.10]. For later reference, we say c′ is the inverse cocycle of c and
call such a coupling (c, c′, φ) a continuous orbit equivalence coupling (coe coupling
for short). If cocycles c and c′ do not depend on the space coordinates and they are
considered as group isomorphisms between the two acting groups, then the above
definition boils down to topological conjugacy.

Another equivalent way to characterize continuous orbit equivalence is to use
transformation groupoids. For general references on groupoids and their C∗-algebras,
see [46, 50].

For a continuous action G y X , the transformation groupoid G ⋉ X is given
by the set G × X with multiplication (g′, x′)(g, x) = (g′g, x) if x′ = gx, inversion
(g, x)−1 = (g−1, gx), range map r(g, x) = gx and source map s(g, x) = x. It is well-
known that the reduced crossed product C(X) ⋊r G is isomorphic to the reduced
groupoid C∗-algebra C∗

r (G⋉X) [50, Example 9.3.8]. Moreover, this isomorphism is
induced by sending the canonical unitary ug ∈ C(X)⋊r G (respectively, f ∈ C(X))
to the function G⋉X ∋ (s, x) 7→ δs,g ∈ C (respectively, G⋉X ∋ (s, x) 7→ δe,sf(x) ∈
C), where δ. denotes the Dirac function, see e.g. [50, Example 9.1.7 and 9.2.6].

The following theorem appeared as part of Theorem 1.2 in [31].

Theorem 2.5. Let α : Gy X and β : H y Y be topologically free systems. The
following are equivalent.
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(i) Gy X is continuously orbit equivalent to H y Y .
(ii) G⋉X ∼= H ⋉ Y (as topological groupoids).

To show (i) ⇒ (ii), Li proved that the map G ⋉ X ∋ (g, x) 7→ (c(g, x), φ(x)) ∈
H⋉Y is an isomorphism, where φ : X → Y denotes the homeomorphism witnessing
the continuous orbit equivalence and c : G×X → H denotes the associated cocycle.
This explicit form will be needed in step 7 in the proof of Theorem 4.7.

2.5. Continuous cocycle superrigidity. In this paper, we say a continuous action
Γ y X on a compact Hausdorff space X is a continuous cocycle superrigid action
if for any countable discrete group G, every continuous cocycle c : Γ × X → G is
trivial, i.e. there exists a group homomorphism φ : Γ → G and a continuous map
b : X → G such that c(g, x) = b(gx)−1φ(g)b(x) holds for all g ∈ G and x ∈ X . Once
this equality holds, we say c is cohomologous to φ and call b a transfer map.

2.6. Compression functions. The following notion is frequently used when study-
ing finitely generated groups, see e.g. [6, Definition 2.1].

Definition 2.6 (Compression functions). Let G be a finitely generated group with
a symmetric generating set T . Let s be an element in G with infinite order. Denote
by ℓT the word length function on G, i.e. ℓT (g) = min{n : ∃ t1, . . . , tn ∈ T, s.t. g =
t1 · · · tn}. The compression function ρs is defined as ρs(x) = min{ℓT (s

n) : n ≥ x},
where x ∈ R+.

By definition, we know ρs(n) ≤ ℓT (s
n) for any positive integer n. For any c ≥ 0,

we denote the number sup{λ > 0 : ρs(λ) ≤ c} by ρ−1
s (c). This makes sense since

ρs is non-decreasing, goes to infinity and is constant on open intervals (n, n+1) for
all n ∈ N, see [6, Proposition 2.2].

3. Continuous cocycle superrigidity for generalized full shifts

In this section, we show that certain generalized full shifts are continuous cocycle
superrigid actions, which is a key ingredient for proving Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 3.1. Let Γ be a countable discrete group. Let X0 be a finite set with
at least two elements. Let Γ y I be a transitive action satisfying the following
conditions:

(1) There exists some s ∈ Γ such that limn→∞ sni = ∞ for all i ∈ I, i.e. for
any finite subset F ⊂ I, there exists some N ≥ 1 such that sni 6∈ F for all
n ≥ N .

(2) There exists some increasing finite set Fn ⊂ I such that I = ∪nFn and
E := (∪n≥0s

−nFn) ∩ (∪n≥0s
nFn) is finite, where s is the element in (1).

(3) The generalized Bernoulli shift Γ y (XI
0 , µ

I
0), where µ0 is the uniform mea-

sure on X0 with µ({a}) = 1
|X0| for every a ∈ X0 and µI

0 denotes the product

measure, is a cocycle superrigid action in the following sense: for any count-
able discrete group G and any measurable cocycle c : Γ × XI

0 → G, there
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exists some measurable map b : XI
0 → G and some group homomorphism

φ : Γ → G such that c(g, x) = b(gx)−1φ(g)b(x) holds for all g ∈ Γ and
µI
0-a.e. x ∈ XI

0 .

Then the generalized full shift Γ y XI
0 defined using Γ y I is a continuous cocycle

superrigid action.

To prove Theorem 3.1, the main idea is to mimic the proof of [53, Theorem
8], see also the proof of [36, Theorem 1], [39, Theorem 5.1] or [49, Theorem 3.1].
Nevertheless, our proof needs new ingredient in order to deal with generalized full
shifts of non-cyclic groups. A crucial ingredient is to replace the two degenerate
cones with finite intersection, i.e. two half-lines in opposite directions in the Cayley
graph of Z with ∪n≥0s

−nFn and ∪n≥0s
nFn for a well-chosen exhausting sequence

{Fn} for I in the sense that condition (2) holds.

Remark 3.2. If Γ y I is the left translation action Γ y Γ, then initial results on
the above theorem were proved in a preliminary version of [5]. But these results did
not appear in the published version since they were covered by the main theorem in
[5] after we discovered the one-end condition. The above condition (2) is inspired by
[6, Lemma 3.4].

Before proving Theorem 3.1, let us present concrete examples to which Theorem
3.1 applies.

Corollary 3.3. Let X0 be a finite set with at least two elements. Let Γ y I be
either one of the following actions:

(i) Γ1 × Γ2 y Γ1 by (γ1, γ2) · g = γ1 · g for all γ1, g ∈ Γ1 and γ2 ∈ Γ2, where Γ2

is a finitely generated group with one end, e.g. Γ2 = Zn for n ≥ 2.
(ii) Γ1 × Γ1 y Γ1 by left-right translation, where Γ1 is a finitely generated, non-

torsion and non-amenable group.
(iii) SLk(Z) y SLk(Z) · e1 by matrix left multiplication, where k ≥ 3 and e1 =

(1, 0, . . . , 0)t.

Then the generalized full shift Γ y XI
0 is a continuous cocycle superrigid action.

Proof. Case (i) is actually a direct corollary of results in [25]. Since we do not use
it in this paper, let us briefly sketch its proof. We may identify I with Γ/Γ2 and
observe that the generalized full shift Γ y X can be regarded as the coinduced
action of the trivial action Γ2 y X0 from the subgroup Γ2 to the ambient group Γ,
see [25, Section 2]. Then we can apply Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 2.5 (8) in [25]
to finish the proof of this case.

Next, let us check the three conditions in Theorem 3.1 hold true for case (ii) and
(iii).

Consider case (ii) first. Let g0 be an element in Γ1 with infinite order. Set
s = (g0, e) ∈ Γ. Clearly, condition (1) holds true. Moreover, condition (3) holds
by applying Popa’s cocycle superrigidity theorem in the measurable setting [42,
Corollary 1.2] for non-amenable product groups since Γ1 is non-amenable.
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We are left to verify condition (2) holds true.
For any n ≥ 1, set B(n) := {g ∈ Γ : ℓT (g) ≤ n}, where T is any finite symmetric

generating set for Γ1. Define Fn = [B(
ρg0 (n)

8
+ 1) × B(

ρg0 (n)

8
+ 1)] · e ⊂ I. Clearly,

Fn ⊆ Fm if n ≤ m and I = ∪nFn. Let us show that E = (∪n≥0s
−nFn)∩ (∪n≥0s

nFn)
is finite.

Take any sni = s−mj ∈ E, where n,m ≥ 0, i ∈ Fn and j ∈ Fm. Then s
n+mi = j.

Write i = (gn, hn) · e and j = (gm, hm) · e, where gn, hn ∈ B(
ρg0 (n)

8
+1) and gm, hm ∈

B(
ρg0 (m)

8
+ 1). Then, gn+m

0 = gmh
−1
m hng

−1
n .

By Definition 2.6, we have

ρg0(n+m) ≤ ℓT (g
n+m
0 ) = ℓT (gmh

−1
m hng

−1
n ) ≤ 2(

ρg0(n)

8
+ 1) + 2(

ρg0(m)

8
+ 1)

≤ 4 +
ρg0(n+m)

2
.

Therefore, ρg0(n+m) ≤ 8, i.e. n +m ≤ ρ−1
g0
(8).

Next, we estimate ℓT ′(sn(gn, hn)), where T
′ denotes the following generating set

of Γ:

T ′ = {(t, e), (e, t) : t ∈ T}.

Note that ℓT ′(g, h) ≤ ℓT (g) + ℓT (h) for any (g, h) ∈ Γ.

Let gn, hn ∈ B(
ρg0 (n)

8
+ 1) be as above,

ℓT ′(sn(gn, hn)) = ℓT ′(gn0 gn, hn) ≤ ℓT (g
n
0 gn) + ℓT (hn)

≤ ℓT (g0)n + ℓT (gn) + ℓT (hn)

≤ ℓT (g0)ρ
−1
g0
(8) + 2 +

ρg0(n +m)

4
≤ ℓT (g0)ρ

−1
g0
(8) + 4.

Therefore, sni = sn(gn, hn) · e ∈ BT ′(ℓT (g0)ρ
−1
g0
(8) + 4) · e. Thus,

E ⊆ BT ′(ℓT (g0)ρ
−1
g0
(8) + 4) · e.

This shows that E is a finite set. Thus, the proof of case (ii) is finished.
Now, consider case (iii). Condition (3) holds due to Popa’s cocycle superrigidity

theorem in the measurable setting [41, Corollary 1.2] for infinite property (T) groups,
e.g. SLk(Z) when k ≥ 3. We are left to verify the first two conditions hold true.

Let s be any element in SLk(Z) with k many distinct eigenvalues {λi}
k
i=1 of non

unit absolute value, say |λj| > 1 iff 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ for some 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k− 1. The existence
of such an s will be proved in Proposition 3.4. Clearly, s has infinite order.

Assume condition (1) fails for the above s, then there exists some i := ge1, where
g ∈ SLk(Z) and a sequence ni → +∞ such that snige1 = ge1, i.e. g

−1snige1 = e1.
This means that the first column of g−1snig is e1, hence g

−1snig must have eigenvalue
1, and thus s has some eigenvalue with absolute value one, a contradiction.

Now, let us check condition (2) holds true.
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For any n ≥ 0, define Fn = {v = (v1, . . . , vk)
t ∈ I : sup1≤i≤k |vk| ≤ n} ⊂ I.

Clearly, Fn is finite, I = ∪nFn and Fn ⊆ Fm if n ≤ m.
Take g = (gij) ∈ SLk(Q) such that gsg−1 = Diag(λ1, . . . , λk), the diagonal matrix

with eigenvalues of s as diagonal entries.
It suffices to show that there exists some positive integer N ≥ 1 such that if

snf = s−mf ′ ∈ E, where f ∈ Fn and f ′ ∈ Fm, then m+ n ≤ N .
First, let c = sup1≤i,j≤k |gij|. We may assume g ∈Mk(

Z
L
) for some positive integer

L. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let gi be the i-th row of g. Then observe that

For any column vector v ∈ Zn, if |gi · v| ≤
1

2L
, then gi · v = 0.(1)

Here, gi · v is the usual matrix multiplication between the row vector gi and the
column vector v.

From snf = s−mf ′, we know sn+mf = f ′, i.e. Diag(λm+n
1 , . . . , λm+n

k )gf = gf ′.
Write (x1, . . . , xk)

t = gf ∈ g · Fn and (y1, . . . , yk)
t = gf ′ ∈ g · Fm. So

λm+n
i xi = yi for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k.(2)

Since f ∈ Fn and f ′ ∈ Fm, the definition of c and (2) imply that sup1≤i≤k |xi| ≤
ckn and sup1≤i≤k |yi| ≤ ckm.

If 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ, then |λj| > 1. Note that |xj | =
|yj |

|λm+n
j | ≤

ckm
|λj |m+n ≤ ck(m+n)

|λj |m+n < 1
2L

if

m+ n is large enough, say m+ n > Mj for some Mj .
Similarly, if ℓ < j ≤ k, then |λj| < 1. We have |yj| = |λm+n

j xj | ≤ |λj|
m+nckn ≤

|λj|
m+nck(m+ n) < 1

2L
if m+ n is large enough, say m+ n > Nj.

Set N =
∑

1≤j≤ℓMj +
∑

ℓ<j≤kNj . Let us check this N is what we want.

Ifm+n > N , then |xj| <
1
2L

for all 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ and |yj| <
1
2L

for all ℓ < j ≤ k. Since
xj = gj · f and yj = gj · f

′, we deduce that xj = 0 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ and yj = 0 for all
ℓ < j ≤ k by (1). Thus we have xj = 0 = yj for all 1 ≤ j ≤ k by (2); equivalently,
f = 0 = f ′, which is a contradiction to the fact that f, f ′ ∈ I = SLk(Z) · e1. �

Now, let us show the existence of an s used in the above proof.

Proposition 3.4. Let k ≥ 2. Then SLk(Z) contains an element s with k-many
distinct eigenvalues all having non unit absolute values.

Proof. For any n ≥ 1, set sn =

Å

1 n
1 n + 1

ã

∈ SL2(Z) and tn =

Ñ

1 1 0
0 0 1

n+ 1 n 0

é

∈

SL3(Z).
A calculation shows that the characteristic polynomial of sn is qn(λ) = λ2 −

(n+ 2)λ+ 1 and its two eigenvalues are n+2±
√
n2+4n

2
. Clearly both eigenvalues have

non unit absolute values. On the other hand, the characteristic polynomial of tn
is pn(λ) = λ3 − λ2 − nλ − 1. Note that lim

λ→−∞
pn(λ) = −∞, lim

λ→+∞
pn(λ) = +∞,

pn(−1) = n− 3, pn(0) = −1 and pn(1) = −n − 1. If n > 3, then we may apply the
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intermediate value theorem to pn(λ) and deduce that tn has three real eigenvalues,
say {λi}

3
i=1, such that λ1 < −1 < λ2 < 0 < 1 < λ3.

Next, we make the following claims.
Claim 1: sn and sm do not have common eigenvalues if m > n ≥ 1.
Claim 2: sm and tn do not have common eigenvalues if m > n ≥ 1.
To see claim 1 holds, just observe that if n 6= m, then qn(λ) = 0 = qm(λ) implies

λ = 0, which is clearly not an eigenvalue of sn.
To prove claim 2, let us assume qm(λ) = 0 = pn(λ) holds for some λ and some

m > n. Then a calculation shows λ = m+2
(m+2)(m+1)−(n+1)

. By plugging this value of

λ into qm(λ) = 0, we get the identity (n + 1)2 = m(m + 2)(n + 1) + m(m + 2)2.
Clearly, this is absurd since m > n ≥ 1. This finishes the proof of claim 2.

Using these two claims, we can easily construct an s with the required property.
If k is even, then we take k

2
-many distinct positive integers ni > 3. Thus, sni

’s
have no common eigenvalues by claim 1. Define s = Diag(sn1

, . . . , sn k
2

), the block

diagonal matrix with sni
’s on the diagonal. Clearly, this s has k-many distinct

eigenvalues.
If k is odd, then we just pick k−1

2
-many distinct positive integers ni > 3 with

nk−1

2

being the smallest one among them. Then these k−1
2
-many matrices sni

, where

1 ≤ i ≤ k−3
2

and tn k−1
2

have exactly k-many distinct eigenvalues in total by claim 1

and claim 2. Hence we may define s = Diag(sn1
, . . . , sn k−3

2

, tn k−1
2

). �

Let Γ y I be a transitive action on a countably infinite set I and Γ y X := XI
0

be the generalized full shift, where X0 denotes a finite set with |X0| ≥ 2. Let
d0 be a compatible metric on X0 with upper bound 1. Then we may define a
compatible metric d on X using d0. For example, we may identify I with N and
define d(x, y) =

∑
i∈N

1
2i
d0(xi, yi).

Recall that a main tool to study continuous cocycle superrigidity for full shifts in
[5] is the following notion of homoclinic equivalence relations:

∆X := {(x, y) ∈ X ×X : lim
g→∞

d(gx, gy) = 0}.

To study the generalized full shifts, we need to introduce finer equivalence relations.
Fix any increasing finite subsets Fn ⊂ I such that I = ∪nFn. If s ∈ Γ has infinite

order, then we may define the following equivalence relations:

∆+
X,s := {(x, y) ∈ X ×X : lim

n→+∞
sup
i∈F

d0(xs−ni, ys−ni) = 0 for any finite set F ⊂ I},

∆−
X,s := {(x, y) ∈ X ×X : lim

n→+∞
sup
i∈F

d0(xsni, ysni) = 0 for any finite set F ⊂ I},

Θ+
X,s := {(x, y) ∈ X ×X : lim

n→+∞
sup
i∈Fn

d0(xs−ni, ys−ni) = 0},

Θ−
X,s := {(x, y) ∈ X ×X : lim

n→+∞
sup
i∈Fn

d0(xsni, ysni) = 0}.



11

Note that ∆−
X,s = ∆+

X,s−1, Θ
−
X,s = Θ+

X,s−1, ∆
+
X,s ⊃ Θ+

X,s and ∆−
X,s ⊃ Θ−

X,s by our
assumption on Fn.

We are ready to prove Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let c : Γ×XI
0 → G be a continuous cocycle into a countable

discrete group G. We aim to show c is cohomologous to a group homomorphism.
Fix s ∈ Γ and Fn ⊂ I satisfying condition (1) and (2) respectively. First, observe

that since c is continuous and G is discrete, we may find a finite F ⊂ I such that
the value of c(s,−) depends only on the F -coordinates of the second entry, i.e. if
x, y ∈ X with xf = yf for all f ∈ F , then c(s, x) = c(s, y). By condition (2), we
may further pick some integer M ≥ 1 such that F ⊂ Fn for all n > M .

We split the proof into proving several claims.
Claim 1: Let (x, y) ∈ ∆+

X,s (respectively ∆−
X,s). Then limn→+∞ c(sn, x)−1c(sn, y)

(respectively, limn→−∞ c(sn, x)−1c(sn, y)) is well-defined.

Proof. Let us show limn→∞ c(sn, x)−1c(sn, y) is well-defined below. The second limit
can be treated exactly the same.

It suffices to show that there exists N ≥ 1 such that

c(sn, x)−1c(sn, y) = c(sm, x)−1c(sm, y), ∀ m > n ≥ N.

Equivalently, we need to show

c(sm, x)c(sn, x)−1 = c(sm, y)c(sn, y)−1,

i.e.

c(sm−n, snx) = c(sm−n, sny), ∀ m > n ≥ N.

Notice that the cocycle relation implies

c(sm−n, snx) =
0∏

i=m−n−1

c(s, si+nx).

It suffices to show that for each 0 ≤ i ≤ m− n− 1, we have

c(s, si+nx) = c(s, si+ny).

By the definition of F , we just need to make sure that for each 0 ≤ i ≤ m− n− 1,
(si+nx)j = (si+ny)j for all j ∈ F , i.e. xs−n−ij = ys−n−ij for all j ∈ F . Since
(x, y) ∈ ∆+

X,s and X0 is finite, the above clearly holds true for some large N and all
m > n ≥ N . �

Following the notation in [5, Subsection 2.3], we write

c
(s),+
f (x, y) = lim

n→+∞
c(sn, x)−1c(sn, y), ∀ (x, y) ∈ ∆+

X,s,

c
(s),−
f (x, y) = lim

n→−∞
c(sn, x)−1c(sn, y), ∀ (x, y) ∈ ∆−

X,s.
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Set µ = µI
0. Treating the continuous cocycle c as a µ-measurable one and ap-

plying condition (3), we may find some measurable map b : X → G and a group
homomorphism φ : Γ → G such that

c(g, x) = b(gx)−1φ(g)b(x), ∀ µ-a.e. x ∈ X, ∀ g ∈ Γ.

Our goal is to show that b equals a continuous map b′ : X → G for µ-a.e. x ∈ X .

Claim 2: There exists some conull Borel set X ′ ⊂ X such that c
(s),+
f (x, y) =

b(x)−1b(y) if (x, y) ∈ ∆+
X,s ∩ (X ′ ×X ′); similarly, b(x)−1b(y) = c

(s),−
f (x, y) if (x, y) ∈

∆−
X,s ∩ (X ′ ×X ′).

Proof. Let D = {x ∈ X : c(g, x) = b(gx)−1φ(g)b(x) for all g ∈ Γ}. Note that D
is Γ-invariant by cocycle relation and µ(D) = 1 since Γ is countable. By Lusin’s
theorem [47, Theorem 2.24], there is a compact set C ⊂ D with µ(C) > 1

2
such that

the restriction b|C is continuous. Define the following set

MC := {x ∈ D : lim
n→+∞

1

n

n∑

i=1

χC(s
ix) = µ(C) and lim

n→+∞

1

n

n∑

i=1

χC(s
−ix) = µ(C)}.

Here, χC denotes the indicator function on C. By condition (1), the subaction
Z = 〈s〉 y (X, µ) is mixing and hence ergodic. Indeed, this can be checked easily
by noticing that for any non-empty finite set A,B ⊂ I, there is some N ≥ 1 such
that snA ∩ B = ∅ for all n with |n| ≥ N . Then by applying Birkhoff’s pointwise
ergodic theorem [28, Theorem 4.28] to this subaction, we deduce that µ(MC) = 1.

Define X ′ =MC . For any (x, y) ∈ D ×D, we have

c(sm, x)−1c(sm, y) = b(x)−1φ(s)−mb(smx)b(smy)−1φ(s)mb(y), ∀ m ∈ Z.(3)

Let (x, y) ∈ ∆+
X,s ∩ (X ′ × X ′). Since µ(C) > 1

2
, the definition of X ′ shows there

is a sequence ni → +∞ with snix, sniy ∈ C. To see this, let An = {1 ≤ i ≤
n : x ∈ s−iC} and Bn = {1 ≤ i ≤ n : y ∈ s−iC}. Since x, y ∈ X ′, we know

lim
n→+∞

|An|
n

= µ(C) = lim
n→+∞

|Bn|
n
. Hence,

lim inf
n→+∞

|An ∩ Bn|

n
= lim inf

n→+∞

|An|+ |Bn| − |An ∪ Bn|

n

≥ lim inf
n→+∞

|An|+ |Bn| − n

n
= 2µ(C)− 1 > 0.

Now, it is clear that the desired sequence ni exists.
Next, observe that (x, y) ∈ ∆+

X,s implies d(snix, sniy) → 0 as ni → +∞. Set

m = ni and take limit on both sides of (3), we deduce that c
(s),+
f (x, y) = b(x)−1b(y)

from claim 1 and the fact that b|C is continuous. The second half of claim 2 can be
proved similarly. �

Before making the next claim, recall that at the beginning of the proof, we have
found a finite subset F ⊂ I and some positive integer M such that c(s,−) only
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depends on the F -coordinates of the second entry and F ⊂ Fi for all i > M . Note
that this implies s−iF ⊂ s−iFi for all i > M .

Claim 3: Let (x, y) ∈ ∆+
X,s ∩ (X ′ × X ′). Assume that either xk = yk for all

k ∈ ∪i≥0s
−iF or x is sufficiently close to y, then b(x) = b(y). Similarly, let (x, y) ∈

∆−
X,s ∩ (X ′ ×X ′). Assume that either xk = yk for all k ∈ ∪i≥0s

iF or x is sufficiently
close to y, then b(x) = b(y).

Proof. Let (x, y) ∈ ∆+
X,s∩(X

′×X ′). By claim 2, it suffices to check that c
(s),+
f (x, y) =

e under either of the two assumptions.

Recall that c
(s),+
f (x, y) = lim

n→+∞
c(sn, x)−1c(sn, y) and c(sn, x) =

∏0
i=n−1 c(s, s

ix)

for all n ≥ 1 by cocycle relation. It suffices to show c(s, six) = c(s, siy) for all i ≥ 0.
Since c(s,−) only depends on the F -coordinates of the second entry, one just needs
to make sure xs−if = ys−if for all i ≥ 0 and f ∈ F , i.e. x and y take the same value
on all coordinates in ∪i≥0s

−iF , which is exactly the first assumption.
Next, from (x, y) ∈ ∆+

X,s, we deduce that lim
i→∞

supf∈F d0(xs−if , ys−if) = 0. This

implies that there exists some N1 > 0 such that for all i > N1, we have xs−if = ys−if

for all f ∈ F , i.e. x and y take the same value on all coordinates in ∪i>N1
s−iF .

Therefore, if x is sufficiently close to y such that xs−if = ys−if for all f ∈ F and

0 ≤ i ≤ N1, then we also have c
(s),+
f (x, y) = e; equivalently, b(x) = b(y).

The case (x, y) ∈ ∆−
X,s ∩ (X ′ ×X ′) can be handled similarly. �

Recall that Fn ⊂ I satisfies condition (2) in the statement of the theorem, M and
F are chosen to be finite. Hence

E ′ := [(∪n≥0s
−nFn) ∩ (∪n≥0s

nFn)] ∪ (∪M
n=−Ms

nF ) is also finite.

Let v ∈ XE′

0 and [v] := {x ∈ X : xf = vf , ∀ f ∈ E ′}. Define pv : [v]× [v] → [v] as
follows:

(pv(x, y))i =

®

yi, if i ∈ (∪n≥0s
−nFn) ∪ (∪M

n=−Ms
nF ),

xi, elsewhere.
(4)

Claim 4: For each v ∈ XE′

0 , (pv)∗(µ × µ) is absolutely continuous with respect
to µ|[v], i.e. (pv)∗(µ× µ) ≪ µ|[v].

Proof. We show below that the two measures are in fact equivalent. Note that the
finiteness of E ′ rather than its explicit definition is needed for the proof.

To prove claim 4, we argue similarly as in the proof of Lemma 1 in [53, Section

5]. It suffices to find a constant D̃ > 0 such that for each cylinder set AK,v′ = {x ∈
X : xk = v′k, ∀ k ∈ K}, we have (pv)∗(µ×µ)(AK,v′) ≤ D̃ ·µ|[v](AK,v′). Here, K ⊂ I
is any non-empty finite set and v′ ∈ XK

0 . For ease of notations, set

I+ = ∪n≥0s
nFn, I− = ∪n≥0s

−nFn, and I0 = ∪M
n=−Ms

nF.
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On the one hand, we have

p−1
v (AK,v′)

= {(x, y) ∈ [v]× [v] : pv(x, y) ∈ AK,v′}

= {(x, y) ∈ [v]× [v] : (pv(x, y))i = v′i, ∀ i ∈ K}

= {(x, y) ∈ [v]× [v] : yi = v′i, ∀ i ∈ K ∩ (I− ∪ I0); xi = v′i, ∀ i ∈ K \ (I− ∪ I0)}

= {(x, y) ∈ X ×X : yi = v′i, ∀ i ∈ K ∩ (I− ∪ I0), yi = vi, ∀ i ∈ E ′;

xi = v′i, ∀ i ∈ K \ (I− ∪ I0), xi = vi, ∀ i ∈ E ′}

= {x ∈ X : xi = v′i, ∀ i ∈ K \ (I− ∪ I0), xi = vi, ∀ i ∈ E ′}×

{y ∈ X : yi = v′i, ∀ i ∈ K ∩ (I− ∪ I0), yi = vi, ∀ i ∈ E ′} .

(5)

On the other hand,

µ|[v](AK,v′) = µ(AK,v′ ∩ [v]) =

®

1
|X0||E′∪K| , if v′i = vi for all i ∈ E ′ ∩K,

0, otherwise.

Here, we make the convention that if E ′ ∩K = ∅, then µ(AK,v′ ∩ [v]) = 1
|X0||E′∪K| .

Note that since E ′ ∩K = [E ′ ∩ (K \ (I− ∪ I0))] ⊔ [E ′ ∩ (K ∩ (I− ∪ I0))], it is clear
that if v′i 6= vi for some i ∈ E ′ ∩K, then µ|[v](AK,v′) = 0 = (pv)∗(µ × µ)(AK,v′) by
(5). Hence without loss of generality, we may assume v′i = vi for all i ∈ E ′∩K from
now on. This means that µ|[v](AK,v′) =

1
|X0||E′∪K| .

Therefore, from (5), we deduce that

(pv)∗(µ× µ)(AK,v′)

= (µ× µ)(p−1
v (AK,v′))

= µ({x ∈ X : xi = v′i, ∀ i ∈ E ′ ∪ [K \ (I− ∪ I0)]})·

µ({y ∈ X : yi = v′i, ∀ i ∈ E ′ ∪ (K ∩ (I− ∪ I0))})

=
1

|X0||E
′∪[K\(I−∪I0)]|+|E′∪(K∩(I−∪I0))|

=
1

|X0||E
′∪[K\(I−∪I0)]|+|(K∩(I−∪I0))\E′|+|E′|

=
1

|X0||K∪E′|+|E′| (since [E ′ ∪ (K \ (I− ∪ I0))] ⊔ [(K ∩ (I− ∪ I0)) \ E
′] = K ∪ E ′)

=
1

|X0||E
′| ·

1

|X0||K∪E′| =
1

|X0||E
′| · µ|[v](AK,v′).

Thus, by setting D̃ = 1
|X0||E′| , we have shown that (pv)∗(µ × µ) = D̃ · µ|[v]. In

particular, (pv)∗(µ× µ) ≪ µ|[v]. �
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Since µ(X ′) = 1, we know X ′ ∩ [v] is conull in [v], i.e. µ|[v]([v] \ (X
′ ∩ [v])) = 0.

Hence by the above absolute continuity, we deduce that (pv)∗(µ×µ)([v]\(X
′∩[v])) =

0, i.e. 0 = (µ× µ)(p−1
v ([v] \ (X ′ ∩ [v]))) = (µ× µ)(([v]× [v]) \ p−1

v (X ′ ∩ [v])). Thus,
p−1
v (X ′ ∩ [v]) has the same µ × µ measure as [v] × [v]. For each y ∈ [v], define
Bv

y = {x ∈ [v] : (x, y) ∈ p−1
v (X ′ ∩ [v])}. Then µ(Bv

y) = µ([v]) for µ-a.e. y ∈ [v] by
Fubini’s theorem [47, Theorem 8.8].

Let X ′′ = X ′ ∩ (∪
v∈XE′

0

{y ∈ [v] : µ(Bv
y) = µ([v])}). Then µ(X ′′) = 1 since

µ(X ′) = 1 and ⊔
v∈XE′

0

[v] = X .

Claim 5: Let (x, y) ∈ X ′′ ×X ′′. If xf = yf for all f ∈ E ′, then b(x) = b(y).

Proof. Let (x, y) ∈ X ′′ × X ′′ with xf = yf for all f ∈ E ′. We denote by v =
x|E′ ∈ XE′

0 the restriction of x to the E ′-variables. By the definition of X ′′, we have
x, y ∈ [v] and µ(Bv

x) = µ(Bv
y) = µ([v]). Hence µ([v] ∩ Bv

x) = µ([v] ∩ Bv
y) = µ([v]).

Therefore, µ([v] ∩ Bv
x ∩ Bv

y) = µ([v]) > 0. Pick any z ∈ [v] ∩ Bv
x ∩ Bv

y . Then
pv(z, x), pv(z, y) ∈ [v] ∩X ′.

Next, let us check that (x, pv(z, x)), (pv(z, y), y) ∈ Θ+
X,s and (pv(z, x), pv(z, y)) ∈

Θ−
X,s, where Θ±

X,s are both defined using Fn satisfying condition (2).

By the definition of Θ±
X,s, we need to check the following hold.

lim
n→+∞

sup
i∈Fn

d0(xs−ni, (pv(z, x))s−ni) = 0,(6)

lim
n→+∞

sup
i∈Fn

d0((pv(z, x))sni, (pv(z, y))sni) = 0,(7)

lim
n→+∞

sup
i∈Fn

d0((pv(z, y))s−ni, ys−ni) = 0.(8)

By (4), we know (pv(z, x))s−ni = xs−ni for all i ∈ Fn, hence (6) holds. Similarly, we
may also verify (8).

To check (7) holds, fix any n ≥ 0 and i ∈ Fn. If s
ni ∈ (∪n≥0s

−nFn)∪(∪M
n=−Ms

nF ),

then (pv(z, x))sni
(4)
= xsni = ysni

(4)
= (pv(z, y))sni. Indeed, the second equality holds

since we have sni ∈ (∪n≥0s
−nFn) ∪ (∪M

n=−Ms
nF ) ⊂ E ′ and we have assumed that

x|E′ = y|E′. If sni 6∈ (∪n≥0s
−nFn)∪(∪

M
n=−Ms

nF ), then (4) tells us that (pv(z, x))sni =
zsni = (pv(z, y))sni. Hence in both cases, we always have pv(z, x)sni = (pv(z, y))sni
for all n ≥ 0 and i ∈ Fn, therefore (7) also holds.

Clearly, we may write

b(x)−1b(y) = [b(x)−1b(pv(z, x))] · [b(pv(z, x))
−1b(pv(z, y))] · [b(pv(z, y))

−1b(y)].

To show b(x) = b(y), it suffices to show that

b(x) = b(pv(z, x)) , b(pv(z, x)) = b(pv(z, y)) and b(pv(z, y)) = b(y).(9)

Since Θ+
X,s ⊆ ∆+

X,s (respectively, Θ
−
X,s ⊆ ∆−

X,s) and X
′′ ⊆ X ′, we may apply claim

3 to the three pairs of points: (x, pv(z, x)), (pv(z, x), y) and (pv(z, x), pv(z, y)). This
means that to show (9), it suffices to check the following hold.

xj = (pv(z, x))j , ∀ j ∈ ∪i≥0s
−iF,(10)
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(pv(z, x))j = (pv(z, y))j, ∀ j ∈ ∪i≥0s
iF,(11)

(pv(z, y))j = yj, ∀ j ∈ ∪i≥0s
−iF.(12)

Recall that F ⊂ Fi for all i > M and hence s−iF ⊆ s−iFi and siF ⊆ siFi for all
i > M . Moreover, when checking (6) holds, we have shown xj = (pv(z, x))j for all
j ∈ ∪i≥0s

−iFi. Hence, it suffices to check (10) for every j ∈ ∪M
i=0s

−iF ⊂ ∪M
i=−Ms

iF .
For this j, we have (pv(z, x))j = xj by definition (4). Hence (10) is verified. Similarly,
we may check (12) holds.

To check (12), recall that when checking (7) holds, we have shown (pv(z, x))j =
(pv(z, y))j for all j ∈ ∪i≥0s

iFi. So we may assume now j ∈ ∪M
i=0s

iF ⊆ ∪M
i=−Ms

iF ⊂
E ′. Then for this j, we have (pv(z, x))j = xj = yj = (pv(z, y))j. Thus (11) holds.

To sum up, we have shown that if x is sufficiently close to y such that xf = yf
for all f ∈ E ′, then b(x) = b(y). �

Claim 6: There exists a continuous map b′ : X → G such that b′(x) = b(x) for
µ-a.e. x ∈ X .

Proof. Set X ′′′ = ∩γ∈Γγ(X
′′) ⊆ X ′′. Since Γ is countable and µ(X ′′) = 1, we know

that µ(X ′′′) = 1. Thus X ′′′ is dense in X since µ(U) > 0 for any non-empty open
set U ⊆ X . Fix any x ∈ X , pick a sequence xi ∈ X ′′′ such that lim

i→+∞
xi = x, then

define b′(x) = lim
i→+∞

b(xi).

By claim 5, b′ : X → G is a well-defined continuous map such that b′(x) = b(x)
for all x ∈ X ′′′. �

Notice that X ′′′ ⊆ X ′′ ⊆ X ′ = MC ⊆ D and X ′′′ is Γ-invariant. Combining
claim 6 with the definition of D appeared in the proof of claim 2, we deduce that
c(g, x) = b(gx)−1φ(g)b(x) = b′(gx)−1φ(g)b′(x) for all g ∈ Γ and x ∈ X ′′′.

Fix any g ∈ Γ. Since the two continuous maps X ∋ x 7→ c(g, x) ∈ G and
X ∋ x 7→ b′(gx)−1φ(g)b(x) ∈ G agree on X ′′′, a dense subset of X , they must be
equal everywhere. This means that c is cohomologous to φ via the continuous map
b′. �

4. Continuous orbit equivalence rigidity for generalized wreath

product actions

In this section, we study the continuous orbit equivalent classes of generalized
wreath product actions defined below and prove Theorem 1.1.

Definition 4.1 (Generalized wreath product actions). Let Γ y I be an action,
where I is an index set. Let Λ y X0 be a continuous action. The generalized wreath
product action Λ ≀I Γ y X := XI

0 , where X0 is a topological space, is defined as
follows:

(γx)i = xγ−1i, [(⊕i∈Iλi)x]i = λixi.

Here, γ ∈ Γ, x = (xi)i∈I ∈ X and ⊕i∈Iλi ∈ ⊕IΛ = Λ(I).
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Lemma 4.2. Let Γ y I be an action such that for every g ∈ Γ \ {e}, there are
infinitely many i ∈ I with gi 6= i. Let Λ y X0 be a continuous action on a topological
space X0. Then Λ ≀I Γ y X := XI

0 is topologically free iff Λ y X0 is topologically
free. If we further assume X0 is a finite set (equipped with the discrete topology),
then these two conditions are also equivalent to Λ y X0 is free, i.e. λx0 6= x0 for
any e 6= λ ∈ Λ and x0 ∈ X0 (and hence Λ is finite).

Proof. Let us check the equivalence in the first part.
⇐: Let ag ∈ Λ ≀I Γ be a non-trivial element, where g ∈ Γ and a ∈ ⊕IΛ. We aim

to show that the fixed point set Fix(ag) has empty interior.
Write supp(a) = {i ∈ I : ai 6= e}. Note that x ∈ Fix(ag) iff aixg−1i = xi for all

i ∈ I.
Case 1: g 6= e.
Assume that Fix(ag) ⊃ U , where U is a standard cylinder set in X determined

by coordinates in a finite non-empty set J ⊂ I. By our assumption on Γ y I, we
may find some i 6∈ J ∪ gJ ∪ supp(a) such that gi 6= i. For this i, we have ai = e
and hence xi = xg−1i for any x ∈ Fix(ag). Since i 6∈ J ∪ gJ , there exists some
x ∈ U ⊂ Fix(ag) such that xi 6= xg−1i, a contradiction.

Case 2: a 6= e and g = e.
In this case, x ∈ Fix(a) iff xi = aixi for all i ∈ supp(a). Suppose Fix(a) ⊇ U

for some non-empty open set U ⊆ X , then we may assume U = {x ∈ X : xj ∈
Vj, ∀ j ∈ J}, where supp(a) ⊆ J ⊆ I is a finite set and ∅ 6= Vj ⊂ X0 are open for
all j ∈ J . Hence Vi ⊂ Fix(ai) for all i ∈ supp(a), a contradiction.

⇒: Assume that Λ y X0 is not topologically free, then there exists some non-
trivial λ ∈ Λ such that its fixed point set Fix(λ) has non-empty interior. Let V ⊂
Fix(λ) be some non-empty open subset. Fix any i ∈ I, let λ(i) denote the element λ
in the i-th component of ⊕IΛ. Observe that Fix(λ(i)) ⊇ {x ∈ X : xi ∈ V }, which is
a non-empty open set. Hence Λ ≀I Γ y X is not topologically free, a contradiction.

If X0 is finite, then clearly Λ y X0 is free iff it is topologically free. �

Remark 4.3. It is easy to check that if Λ y X0 is free, then Λ ≀I Γ y XI
0 has no

fixed points. If Λ y X0 is minimal, then so is the action Λ ≀I Γ y XI
0 since the

subaction ⊕IΛ y XI
0 is minimal.

In the following lemma, we need to use the notion of infinite tensor product of
C∗- and von Neumann algebras, see e.g. [51, §1, Chapter XIV] and [1, §5.1.2] for
basic properties on it.

Lemma 4.4. Let Γ y I be an action on an infinite set I such that for every i ∈ I,
the stabilizer subgroup Stab(i) acts with infinite orbits on I \ {i}. Let (M, τ) be a

finite von Neumann algebra with a faithful normal trace τ . Let M̃ := ⊗̄i∈I(M, τ) be
the infinite tensor product of (M, τ). Let A (M be a non-trivial C∗-subalgebra and

Ã := ⊗i∈IA ⊂ M̃ , the infinite (minimal) tensor product of C∗-algebras. Consider

the generalized (non-commutative) Bernoulli shift action Γ y ⊗̄i∈IM = M̃ , i.e.
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g(⊗iai) = ⊗iag−1i for each g ∈ Γ and ⊗iai ∈ M̃ and its restriction on the C∗-

subalgebra Ã, which is Γ-invariant. Then the fixed point C∗-subalgebra of Ã under
the stabilizer subgroup Stab(i) is contained in Ai, where Ai is the image of A under

the natural embedding into the i-th component in Ã.

Proof. Note that M̃ is also a finite von Neumann algebra and there is a unique trace
on it, denoted by τ ′, such that τ ′(x) = (⊗F τ)(x) for any x ∈ (⊗FM,⊗F τ), where
F is any non-empty finite set of I, see [1, §5.1.2]. Therefore, we may consider the

τ ′-preserving normal conditional expectation Ei : M̃ → Mi, where Mi denotes the

image of M under the natural embedding into the i-th component in M̃ . Then

Ei(Ã) ⊂ Ai.

To prove this, take any x ∈ Ã. For each ǫ > 0, we may find a non-empty finite

set J ⊂ I \ {i}, a non-empty finite subset K of positive integers, some a
(n)
i ∈ Mi

and b(n) ∈ ⊗̄j∈JMj for each n ∈ K such that ||a−
∑

n∈K a
(n)
i ⊗ b(n)|| < ǫ. Observe

that Ei(
∑

n∈K a
(n)
i ⊗ b(n)) =

∑
n∈K a

(n)
i τ ′(b(n)) ∈ Ai. Since ||Ei(a)−Ei(

∑
n∈K a

(n)
i ⊗

b(n))|| ≤ ||a−
∑

n∈K a
(n)
i ⊗ b(n)|| < ǫ, we deduce that Ei(a) ∈ Ai.

Take any a ∈ Ã such that γ(a) = a for all γ ∈ Stab(i). We aim to show a ∈ Ai.
After replacing a by a−Ei(a), we may assume Ei(a) = 0 and let us show a = 0.

For any ǫ > 0, take
∑

n∈K a
(n)
i ⊗b(n) as above such that ||a−

∑
n∈K a

(n)
i ⊗b(n)|| < ǫ.

Note that since Ei(a) = 0, we may further assume τ ′(b(n)) = 0 for each n ∈ K.
Indeed, notice that

||a− [
∑

n∈K
a
(n)
i ⊗ b(n) −Ei(

∑

n∈K
a
(n)
i ⊗ b(n))]||

≤ ||a−
∑

n∈K
a
(n)
i ⊗ b(n)||+ ||Ei(a)−Ei(

∑

n∈K
a
(n)
i ⊗ b(n))|| (since Ei(a) = 0)

≤ 2||a−
∑

n∈K
a
(n)
i ⊗ b(n)|| ≤ 2ǫ.

Moreover,
∑

n∈K a
(n)
i ⊗ b(n) − Ei(

∑
n∈K a

(n)
i ⊗ b(n)) =

∑
n∈K a

(n)
i ⊗ (b(n) − τ ′(b(n))).

So we may replace b(n) (respectively, ǫ) by b(n) − τ ′(b(n)) (respectively, 2ǫ) to make
the further assumption that τ ′(b(n)) = 0 for all n ∈ K.

By our assumption on Γ y I, we know Stab(i) acts on I \{i} with infinite orbits,
so we may choose some γ ∈ Stab(i) such that γJ ∩ J = ∅ by Lemma 2.2. Then,

||a||22 = 〈a, a〉 = 〈a, γ(a)〉
ǫ(2||a||+ǫ)

≈ 〈
∑

n∈K
a
(n)
i ⊗ b(n), γ(

∑

m∈K
a
(m)
i ⊗ b(m))〉

= 〈
∑

n∈K
a
(n)
i ⊗ b(n) ⊗ 1,

∑

m∈K
a
(m)
i ⊗ 1⊗ γ(b(m))〉

=
∑

n,m∈K
τ ′(a

(n)
i a

(m)
i

∗
) · τ ′(b(n)) · τ ′(γ(b(m)∗)) = 0 (since τ ′(b(n)) = 0 for all n ∈ K).
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Here, the second last equality holds since b(n) ∈ ⊗̄j∈JMj , γ(b
(m)) ∈ ⊗̄j∈γJMj and

γJ ∩ J = ∅. Since ǫ > 0 is arbitrary, we deduce that a = 0. �

Remark 4.5. Lemma 4.4 will be applied in the proof of Theorem 4.7 to M̃ =
L∞(XI

0 , µ
I
0)⋊(⊕IΛ), Ã = C(XI

0 )⋊r (⊕IΛ), M = L∞(X0, µ0)⋊Λ and A = C(X0)⋊r

Λ. Here, Λ y X0 is a free action of a non-trivial finite group Λ on a finite set X0

with |X0| ≥ 2, µ0 is the uniform measure on X0, µ
I
0 is the product measure on XI

0

and ⊕IΛ y XI
0 denotes the action (⊕i∈Iλi)x = (λixi)i∈I for any ⊕i∈Iλi ∈ ⊕IΛ and

x = (xi)i∈I ∈ XI
0 .

Note that M̃ = U∗(⊗̄IM)U , where U is the unitary operator defined as the com-
position of the following natural unitary conjugacies:

L2(M̃) ∼= L2(XI
0 , µ

I
0)⊗̄ℓ

2(⊕IΛ)

∼= (⊗I(L
2(X0, µ0), 1X0

)⊗̄(⊗I(ℓ
2(Λ), δe))

∼= ⊗I(L
2(X0, µ0)⊗̄ℓ

2(Λ), 1X0
⊗ δe)

∼= ⊗I(L
2(M), 1X0

⊗ δe).

Moreover, for any fixed i ∈ I, the embedding Mi

Ad(U∗)
−→ M̃ is induced by the map

XI
0 ∋ (xi)i∈I 7→ xi ∈ X0 and the inclusion Λ →֒ ⊕IΛ as the i-th summand.

We fix throughout a transitive action Γ y I and make the following standing
assumption.

(S1) Γ y I has infinite orbits.
(S2) For every i ∈ I, the stabilizer subgroup Stab(i) acts with infinite orbits on

I \ {i}. For every g ∈ Γ \ {e}, there are infinitely many i ∈ I with gi 6= i.
(S3) The group Γ is infinite and icc.

Note that the standing assumption is borrowed from [12, Theorem 5.1]. (S1) and
(S2) go back to the work of Popa [41,42] and Popa-Vaes [43], where they studied the
cocycle and orbit equivalence superrigidity for generalized Bernoulli shifts. Observe
that part of (S2) has appeared in Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.4.

A typical example that satisfies the standing assumption is the left-right transla-
tion action, which we record as a proposition for reference.

Proposition 4.6. Let Γ = Γ1×Γ1, where Γ1 is an infinite and icc group. Then the
left-right translation Γ y Γ1 := I satisfies the standing assumption.

Proof. (S1) and (S3) hold since Γ is infinite and icc. Let us check (S2) holds.
Fix any γ ∈ I and γ′ ∈ I \ {γ}. It is clear that Stab(γ) = {(s, γ−1sγ) : s ∈ Γ1}.

Then the Stab(γ)-orbit of γ′ is equal to the set {sγ′γ−1s−1γ : s ∈ Γ1}. Since γ
′γ−1

is non-trivial in Γ1, the icc assumption implies the above orbit is infinite.
Take any non-trivial (s, t) ∈ Γ. Clearly, (s, t)γ 6= γ iff t 6= γ−1sγ. If s = e,

then t 6= e = γ−1sγ for all γ ∈ I. If s 6= e, then the icc assumption implies
{γ−1sγ : γ ∈ Γ1} is an infinite set, and hence there are infinitely many γ such that
t 6= γ−1sγ. Thus, (S2) holds true. �
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Now, we are ready to state the main theorem in this section, which can be viewed
as an analogue of a special case of [12, Theorem 5.1] in the topological setting.

Theorem 4.7. Let X0 be any finite set with |X0| ≥ 2. We assume the following
conditions hold:

• Γ y I is a transitive action satisfying the standing assumption.
• The generalized full shift Γ y X := XI

0 is a continuous cocycle superrigid
action.

• Λ y X0 is a free action of a non-trivial finite group Λ.

Let G y Y be a topologically free continuous action. Then the following two state-
ments are equivalent.

• The generalized wreath product action Λ ≀IΓ y X is continuously orbit equiv-
alent to Gy Y .

• There exists some free action of a countable group ρ : Λ0 y X0 such that ρ
and Λ y X0 are continuously orbit equivalent and G y Y is topologically
conjugate to the generalized wreath product action Λ0 ≀I Γ y XI

0 defined using
ρ and Γ y I.

Note that if we take Γ y I to be the left-right translation action Γ1 × Γ1 y Γ1,
where Γ1 is any finitely generated, non-amenable, non-torsion and icc group, then the
first two conditions in Theorem 4.7 are satisfied by Corollary 3.3 (ii) and Proposition
4.6.

Corollary 4.8. Let X0 be any finite set with |X0| ≥ 2. We assume the three con-
ditions in Theorem 4.7 hold. Then there are at most finitely many topologically free
continuous actions G y Y which are continuously orbit equivalent to the general-
ized wreath product action Λ ≀I Γ y XI

0 up to topological conjugacy. In particular, if
|Λ| = |X0| = p, a prime number, then Λ ≀I Γ y XI

0 is a continuous orbit equivalence
superrigid action.

Proof. Assume that G y Y is continuously orbit equivalent to the generalized
wreath product action. Then Theorem 4.7 implies G y Y is topologically con-
jugate to Λ0 ≀I Γ y XI

0 , where ρ : Λ0 y X0 is a free action that is continuously
orbit equivalent to Λ y X0. From the Λ-and Λ0-action are free, we can deduce that
|X0| ≥ |Λ| = |Λx| = |Λ0φ(x)| = |Λ0| for any x ∈ X0, where φ is a homeomorphism
of X0 witnessing the continuous orbit equivalence. Hence, we have finitely many
such groups Λ0 up to group isomorphism. Fix any such a group Λ0. Since the action
ρ : Λ0 y X0 is free, we know ρ : Λ0 → Sym(X0) is injective. Clearly, we have
less than (|X0|!)

|Λ0|-many such injections, and hence only finitely many such actions
ρ up to topological conjugacy. Obviously, this implies we have finitely many such
Gy Y up to topological conjugacy.

If |Λ| = |X0| = p, a prime number, then any free action Λ y X0 is topologically
conjugate to the natural left translation Z

pZ
y Z

pZ
, so is the free action Λ0 y X0 as

|Λ0| = |Λ| = p. �
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Now, let us comment on the proof of Theorem 4.7, which is based on the proof of
[12, Theorem 5.1] but with the following modifications/differences:

1. In [12], the proof was written using equivalence relations in the measurable
setting, but we prefer using group actions and sometimes topological groupoids
whenever convenience.

2. We are not able to translate the proof in [12] (even with trivial amplifica-
tion, i.e. t = 1 there) directly to a proof in the topological setting. For exam-
ple, it used Popa’s cocycle superrigidity theorem for non-commutative generalized
Bernoulli shifts, which is not available in the topological setting.

3. To circumvent the above issue, the key observation is that a natural modi-
fication of the proof of steps 1-4 in [12] actually shows we may replace the initial
coe coupling with a new one, which simplifies the proof of following steps, see the
sentence before step 7 in our proof. This is the main difference between our proof
with the one in [12] in our opinion.

Proof of Theorem 4.7. It is easy to see the second statement implies the first. In-
deed, suppose (c, c′, φ) is a coe coupling for the continuous orbit equivalence between

ρ : Λ0 y X0 and Λ y X0. Then (c̃, c̃′, φ̃) is a coe coupling for the generalized wreath

product action Λ0 ≀I Γ y XI
0 and Λ ≀I Γ y XI

0 . Here, φ̃ is the homeomorphism of XI
0

defined by φ̃((xi)i∈I) = (φ(xi))i∈I , where (xi)i∈I ∈ XI
0 . c̃ : Λ0 ≀I Γ ×XI

0 → Λ ≀I Γ is
the cocycle defined by c̃(γ, (xi)i∈I) = γ and c̃(⊕i∈Iλi, (xi)i∈I) = ⊕i∈Ic(λi, xi), where

γ ∈ Γ, ⊕i∈Iλi ∈ ⊕IΛ0 and (xi)i∈I ∈ XI
0 . c̃

′ is defined similarly using c′.
So we assume that the first statement holds.
Let (c, c′, ϕ) be a coe coupling between the two initial actions. More precisely,

ϕ : X → Y is a homeomorphism witnessing the continuous orbit equivalence between
Λ≀IΓ y X andGy Y , c : Λ≀IΓ×X → G is the orbit cocycle and c′ : G×Y → Λ≀IΓ is
the inverse orbit cocycle, see the paragraph right after Definition 2.4 for the meaning
of inverse cocycles.

Let µ = µI
0 be the product measure on X , where µ0 is the uniform measure on

the finite set X0, i.e. µ({a}) =
1

|X0| for every a ∈ X0. Clearly, µ is Λ ≀I Γ-invariant.

Observe that µ(U) > 0 for any non-empty open set in X . In the proof, we write
Λ(I) for ⊕IΛ sometimes without mention.

We number the steps in the proof for ease of reference.
Step 1. By our assumption, there exists some continuous map L : X → G and a

group homomorphism δ : Γ → G such that c(g, x) = L(gx)−1δ(g)L(x) for all g ∈ Γ
and x ∈ X . Let φ(x) = L(x)ϕ(x). Note that φ(gx) = δ(g)φ(x) for all g ∈ Γ and
x ∈ X . The key difficulty is to show φ is still a homeomorphism. It is clear that φ
is continuous and the main issue is to show it is a bijection, which will be done in
step 4.

For any g ∈ Λ ≀I Γ and x ∈ X , define

ω(g, x) = L(gx)c(g, x)L(x)−1.(13)
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Clearly,

ω(g, x) = δ(g) for all g ∈ Γ and φ(gx) = ω(g, x)φ(x) for all g ∈ Λ ≀I Γ.(14)

Let us show that Ker(δ) = {e}.
Take any g ∈ Im(L) < G and let A = L−1({g}) ⊂ X . We observe that A ∩

s−1A = ∅ for any e 6= s ∈ Ker(δ). Assume not, then take any x ∈ A ∩ s−1A, i.e.
L(x) = g = L(sx) and we deduce that c(s, x) = L(sx)−1δ(s)L(x) = e. Since for each
x ∈ X , Λ ≀I Γ ∋ g 7→ c(g, x) ∈ G is a bijection, we get s = e, a contradiction. Note
that µ(A) > 0 as A is a non-empty open set. Since µ is Γ-invariant, we deduce that
Ker(δ) is finite. Since Γ is assumed to be icc by (S3), we get that Ker(δ) = {e}.

Step 2. For any λ ∈ Λ and i ∈ I, we write λ(i) to mean the element λ in the i-th
summand of ⊕IΛ < Λ ≀I Γ. We prove that

ω(λ(i), x) = ωi(λ, xi) for all x ∈ X and all λ ∈ Λ,(15)

where ωi : Λ×X0 → G is a cocycle.
For each λ ∈ Λ, define F : X → G by F (x) = ω(λ(i), x). It suffices to show F

only depends on the i-th coordinate of x.
Fix any g ∈ Stab(i) < Γ. We compute

F (gx) = ω(λ(i), gx)

= ω(λ(i)g, x)ω(g, x)
−1 (by cocycle relation)

= ω(gλ(i), x)ω(g, x)
−1 (since g ∈ Stab(i) implies gλ(i) = λ(i)g)

= ω(g, λ(i)x)ω(λ(i), x)ω(g, x)
−1 (by cocycle relation)

= δ(g)F (x)δ(g)−1 (by (14) and def. of F ).

Our goal is to show that for any x, y ∈ X , if xi = yi, then F (x) = F (y). Note that we

may think of F as defined on X
I\{i}
0 . Indeed, by fixing an arbitrary x0 ∈ X0, we may

replace F by F ′(x) := F (x0x) for all x ∈ X
I\{i}
0 , which also satisfies that F ′(gx) =

δ(g)F ′(x)δ(g)−1. Here, x0x denotes the natural element in XI
0 = X0 × X

I\{i}
0 , i.e.

(x0x)j = x0 if j = i and xj otherwise.

In other words, we need to show F is constant on X
I\{i}
0 .

Let θ(x, y) := F (x)F (y)−1 for all x, y ∈ X
I\{i}
0 . Since Stab(i) acts with infinite

orbits on I\{i} by (S2), the action of Stab(i) onX
I\{i}
0 is topologically weakly mixing

by Lemma 2.3, i.e. the diagonal action Stab(i) y X
I\{i}
0 ×X

I\{i}
0 is (topologically)

transitive. Note that θ(gx, gy) = δ(g)θ(x, y)δ(g)−1, hence θ(gx, gy) and θ(x, y) lie
in the same conjugacy class in G for all g ∈ Stab(i). Notice that F is continuous,
so is θ. Thus the diagonal action is topologically transitive implies that θ(x, y) and
θ(x, x) lie in the same conjugacy class in G for all x, y. Notice that θ(x, x) = e,
hence θ(x, y) = e, i.e. F (x) = F (y).

Step 3. Let Λi = 〈ω(λ(i), x) : x ∈ X, λ ∈ Λ〉 < G. Let us check that
[Λi,Λj] = {e} for all i 6= j, i.e. elements in Λi commute with those in Λj.
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Take any λ, λ′ ∈ Λ and x, y ∈ X . Take any z ∈ X such that zj = yj, zi = xi and
set w := λ′(j)z ∈ X . Note that wi = xi.

ω(λ(i), x)ω(λ
′
(j), y) = ωi(λ, xi)ωj(λ

′, yj) (by (15))

= ωi(λ, wi)ωj(λ
′, zj) (since xi = zi = ωi and yj = zj)

= ω(λ(i), w)ω(λ
′
(j), z) (by (15))

= ω(λ(i)λ
′
(j), z) (by def. of ω and cocycle relation)

= ω(λ′(j)λ(i), z) (since i 6= j implies λ(i)λ
′
(j) = λ′(j)λ(i))

= ω(λ′(j), λ(i)z)ω(λ(i), z) (by cocycle relation)

= ωj(λ
′, [λ(i)z]j)ωi(λ, zi) (by (15))

= ωj(λ
′, yj)ωi(λ, xi) (since [λ(i)z]j = zj = yj, zi = xi)

= ω(λ′(j), y)ω(λ(i), x) (by (15)).

Therefore, [Λi,Λj] = {e}.
Note that Λgi = δ(g)Λiδ(g)

−1 for all g ∈ Γ. Indeed, for each λ ∈ Λ, we have

ω(λ(gi), x) = ω(gλ(i)g
−1, x) = ω(g, λ(i)g

−1x)ω(λ(i), g
−1x)ω(g−1, x)

= δ(g)ω(λ(i), g
−1x)δ(g)−1 by (14).

The above calculation and (15) imply that [Λi, δ(Stab(i))] = {e}.
Fix i0 ∈ I and write Λ0 = Λi0. Define G2 = Λ0 ≀I Γ and denote, for each i ∈ I,

by πi : Λ0 → Λ
(I)
0 < G2 the embedding as the i-th direct summand. Since Γ y I is

transitive and Λi commutes with both Λj and δ(Stab(i)), we deduce that the group
homomorphism δ : Γ → G can be uniquely extended to a group homomorphism
δ : G2 → G satisfying δ(πi0(λ)) = λ for all λ ∈ Λ0. We also find a unique 1-cocycle
ω2 : Λ ≀I Γ×X → G2 satisfying that

ω2(g, x) = g if g ∈ Γ, and ω2(λ(i0), x) = πi0(ωi0(λ, xi0)) for all λ ∈ Λ.(16)

By construction, ω = δ ◦ ω2. Also note that by construction,

ω2(g
′a′, x) = ga with g, g′ ∈ Γ , a′ ∈ Λ(I) and a ∈ Λ

(I)
0

⇔ g′ = g and ai = ωi0(a
′
i, xi) for all i ∈ I.

(17)

Here, we have written a′ = ⊕i∈Ia
′
i ∈ Λ(I) = ⊕IΛ, a = ⊕i∈Iai ∈ Λ

(I)
0 = ⊕IΛ0, where

a′i ∈ Λ and ai ∈ Λ0 for all i ∈ I.
Below, we check that ω2(λ(i), x) = πi(ωi0(λ, xi)) for every i. Once we know this,

then (17) follows by routine calculations using cocycle relation and (16).
Take any g ∈ Γ such that gi0 = i. Then

ω2(λ(i), x) = ω2(λ(gi0), x)

= ω2(gλ(i0)g
−1, x)

= ω2(g, λ(i0)g
−1x)ω2(λ(i0), g

−1x)ω2(g
−1, x)
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= gπi0(ωi0(λ, (g
−1x)i0))g

−1 (by (16))

= gπi0(ωi0(λ, xi))g
−1 (since (g−1x)i0 = xgi0 = xi)

= πi(ωi0(λ, xi)) (since gπi0(·)g
−1 = πgi0(·) = πi(·)).

Step 4. Let us show φ : X → Y is a bijection.
(I) We first show φ is injective.
Assume that φ(x) = φ(x′) for two points x, x′ ∈ X . By the definition of φ, this

means L(x)ϕ(x) = L(x′)ϕ(x′), i.e. L(x′)−1L(x)ϕ(x) = ϕ(x′). Since Λ ≀I Γ ∋ g 7→
c(g, x) ∈ G is a bijection, we may take s ∈ Λ ≀I Γ such that c(s, x) = L(x′)−1L(x),
thus ϕ(x′) = ϕ(sx), i.e. x′ = sx. Hence, c(s, x) = L(sx)−1L(x); equivalently,
ω(s, x) = e. We are left to show s = e. The proof given in step 4 in the proof of
[12, Theorem 5.1] still works here. We include it here for completeness.

Below, we prove that if ω(g, x) = e for some g ∈ Λ ≀I Γ and some x ∈ X , then
g = e.

First, observe that nx := ♯{g ∈ Λ ≀I Γ : ω(g, x) = e} <∞. To see this, note that
ω(g, x) = e iff c(g, x) = L(gx)−1L(x), which takes finitely many values since L is a
continuous map from the compact space X to the discrete group G. Then we may
apply the fact that g 7→ c(g, x) is injective to conclude nx <∞.

Clearly, 1 ≤ nx, and observe that nγx = nx for all γ ∈ Γ. Indeed, one can check
γ{g ∈ Λ ≀I Γ : ω(g, x) = e}γ−1 = {g ∈ Λ ≀I Γ : ω(g, γx) = e}.

Since Γ y (X, µ) is ergodic, we deduce that nx is a constant, say n for a.e. x ∈ X .
Define ξ : X → ℓ2(Λ ≀I Γ) by setting ξ(x) =

∑
g: ω(g,x)=e δg for a.e. x ∈ X . Note

that ||ξ||22 =
∫
X
||ξ(x)||22dµ(x) =

∫
X
ndµ(x) = n < ∞, thus ξ ∈ L2(X, ℓ2(Λ ≀I Γ)) ∼=

H := L2(X, µ)⊗ℓ2(Λ ≀I Γ). Consider the unitary representation π : Γ y H by
π(γ)(f ⊗ δs) = γ · f ⊗ δγsγ−1 for any s ∈ Λ ≀I Γ, f ∈ L2(X, µ) and γ ∈ Γ. Then one
can check that ξ is π(Γ)-invariant.

Moreover, observe that π is unitarily conjugate to the tensor product of the rep-
resentations

Ad : Γ y ℓ2(Γ) : (Adgξ)(h) = ξ(g−1hg) and

π1 : Γ y ⊗i∈I(L
2(X0, µ0)⊗ℓ

2(Γ), 1X0
⊗ δe),

where π1 acts by permuting the tensor factors of the infinite tensor product of the
Hilbert space L2(X0, µ0)⊗ ℓ2(Γ) w.r.t. the canonical unit vector 1X0

⊗ δe. Since Γ
is icc by (S3) and Γ y I has infinite orbits by (S1), the only Γ-invariant vectors for
Ad⊗ π1 are the multiples of δe ⊗ 1. Thus, the only π(Γ)-invariant vectors in H are
the multiples of (x 7→ δe) ∈ L2(X, ℓ2(Λ ≀I Γ)) ∼= H. This means that n = 1.

On the other hand, observe that if xi → x, then nx ≤ lim supnxi
. Since {x : nx =

1} has µ-measure 1, it is also dense. Then for every x ∈ X , 1 ≤ nx ≤ 1, i.e. nx = 1
for all x ∈ X . Thus ω(g, x) = e implies g = e.

This finishes showing that φ is injective. In fact, observe that we have also proved
the map ω(−, x) : Λ ≀I Γ → G is injective for every x ∈ X .

(II) We show that φ : X → Y is onto.
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Write ν = ϕ∗µ and X = ⊔g∈GXg, where Xg = {x ∈ X : L(x) = g}. Then φ(X) =
⊔g∈Ggϕ(Xg) since φ is injective as proved in (I). Let us check that ν(φ(X)) = 1.

Indeed, write Y = ⊔t∈Λ≀IΓYt,g, where Yt,g = {y ∈ Y : c′(g, y) = t}. Then for each
g ∈ G, we have

ν(gϕ(Xg))

= µ(ϕ−1(gϕ(Xg))) (since ν = φ∗µ)

= µ(ϕ−1(g ⊔t∈Λ≀IΓ (ϕ(Xg) ∩ Yt,g))) (since ϕ(Xg) ⊆ Y = ⊔tYt,g)

= µ(⊔t∈Λ≀IΓϕ
−1(g(ϕ(Xg) ∩ Yt,g))) (since ϕ is a homeomorphism)

= µ(⊔t∈Λ≀IΓtϕ
−1(ϕ(Xg) ∩ Yt,g)) (use (c, c′, ϕ) is a coe coupling and def. of Yt,g)

=
∑

t∈Λ≀IΓ
µ(tϕ−1(ϕ(Xg) ∩ Yt,g))

=
∑

t∈Λ≀IΓ
µ(ϕ−1(ϕ(Xg) ∩ Yt,g))

= µ(⊔t∈Λ≀IΓϕ
−1(ϕ(Xg) ∩ Yt,g))

= µ(Xg ∩ ϕ
−1(⊔t∈Λ≀IΓYt,g)) = µ(Xg ∩ ϕ

−1(Y )) = µ(Xg).

Thus, ν(gϕ(Xg)) = µ(Xg). Using it, we can continue the computation as follows:

ν(φ(X)) = ν(⊔g∈Ggϕ(Xg)) =
∑

g∈G
ν(gϕ(Xg)) =

∑

g∈G
µ(Xg) = µ(⊔g∈GXg) = µ(X) = 1.

Thus, µ(ϕ−1(Y \ φ(X)) = 0, which implies ϕ−1(Y \ φ(X)) is empty as it is an open
set. Hence, φ is surjective.

Step 5. In step 3, we defined the group homomorphism δ : G2 → G. Put

Σ2 = Ker(δ). We prove that Σ2 ⊂ Λ
(I)
0 .

Assume that ga ∈ Σ2 with g ∈ Γ \ {e} and a ∈ Λ
(I)
0 . Take a finite subset J ⊂ I

such that a ∈ ΛJ
0 . Since there are infinitely many i ∈ I with gi 6= i by (S2), we

can choose i ∈ I \ J such that gi 6= i. Put j = gi. Since Σ2 is a normal subgroup
of G2, for every λ ∈ Λ0, we have πi(λ)gaπi(λ)

−1 ∈ Σ2. Since i 6∈ J , we have
πi(λ)gaπi(λ)

−1 = πi(λ)πj(λ
−1)ga ∈ Σ2, so that πi(λ)πj(λ

−1) ∈ Σ2 for all λ ∈ Λ0.
Now, since Λ y X0 is non-trivial, we may take e 6= t ∈ Λ and x0 ∈ X0 such that

tx0 6= x0. Write λ = ωi0(t, x0) ∈ Λ0.
Let x ∈ X be any point such that xi = x0 and xj = tx0. Let â ∈ Λ(I) < Λ ≀I Γ

such that âi = t, âj = t−1 and âk = e for all k 6= i, j. Then by the definition of ω2,
we have ω2(â, x) = πi(λ)πj(λ)

−1. Hence ω(â, x) = δ(ω2(â, x)) = e. As ω(−, x) is
injective by step 4 (I), we deduce that â = e, a contradiction.

Step 6. We prove that δ : G2 → G is surjective.
Since δ ◦ ω2 = ω, it suffices to show {ω(g, x) : g ∈ Λ ≀I Γ, x ∈ X} = G.
Fix any g ∈ G and x ∈ X , set x′ = φ−1(gφ(x)) ∈ X (recall that φ : X → Y is a

bijection as proved in step 4). Then φ(x′) = gφ(x), i.e. ϕ(x′) = L(x′)−1gL(x)ϕ(x).
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Since Λ ≀I Γ ∋ g 7→ c(g, x) ∈ G is a bijection, we may find a unique s ∈ Λ ≀I Γ such
that c(s, x) = L(x′)−1gL(x). Then ϕ(x′) = c(s, x)ϕ(x) = ϕ(sx), i.e. x′ = sx. Hence
ω(s, x) = L(sx)c(s, x)L(x)−1 = g by (13). This shows that in fact the map ω(−, x)
is onto for any x ∈ X . To sum up, we have shown that

The map Λ ≀I Γ ∋ s 7→ ω(s, x) ∈ G is a bijection for any x ∈ X.(18)

Define ω′ : G× Y → Λ ≀I Γ by setting ω′(g, y) = s where s is the element we get
in the above procedure by starting with x := φ−1(y). Clearly, ω(s, φ−1(y)) = g.

It is routine to check that ω′ is a well-defined continuous cocycle and we also have
φ−1(gy) = ω′(g, y)φ−1(y) for any g ∈ G and y ∈ Y . From this identity, the fact that
φ is a homeomorphism by step 4 and together with (14), we deduce that (ω, ω′, φ)
is a new coe coupling between the two initial actions. For the following steps, this
new coe coupling will be needed.

Step 7. We prove that δ : G2 → G is also injective.
Recall that (ω, ω′, φ) is a coe coupling for the continuous orbit equivalence between

Λ ≀I Γ
⋆
y XI

0 = X and G
∗
y Y . To avoid confusion in this step, we have denoted the

two original actions by ⋆ and ∗ respectively. By Theorem 2.5, we know (Λ≀IΓ)⋉X ∼=
G⋉ Y as topological groupoids via the map

Φ((a′g, x)) = (ω(a′g, x), φ(x)), where g ∈ Γ, a′ ∈ Λ(I) and x ∈ X.(19)

We claim that Φ(Λ(I) ⋉ X) = δ(Λ
(I)
0 ) ⋉ Y , where both sides are considered as

subgroupoids.

Proof. For any g ∈ Γ, a′ ∈ Λ(I) and x ∈ X , we have

Φ((a′g, x)) = (ω(a′g, x), φ(x)) (by (19))

= (ω(a′, gx)ω(g, x), φ(x)) (by cocycle relation)

= (δ(ω2(a
′, gx))δ(g), φ(x)) (by (14) and δ ◦ ω2 = ω).

(20)

Set g = e in (20), we get Φ((a′, x)) = (δ(ω2(a
′, x)), φ(x)) ∈ δ(Λ

(I)
0 ) ⋉ Y from (17).

This shows ⊆ in the claim holds.
For the reverse inclusion, we take any a ∈ Λ

(I)
0 and x ∈ X . Since Φ is an

isomorphism, we may find a′g ∈ Λ ≀I Γ such that Φ((a′g, x)) = (δ(a), φ(x)), where
a′ ∈ Λ(I) and g ∈ Γ. From (20), this means we have δ(ω2(a

′, gx))δ(g) = δ(a), i.e.

g ∈ ω2(a
′, gx)−1a ·Ker(δ) ⊆ Λ

(I)
0

by (17) and Ker(δ) ⊂ Λ
(I)
0 as proved in step 5.

Therefore, g = e. Hence, (δ(a), φ(x)) = Φ(a′, x) ∈ Φ(Λ(I) ⋉X). �

Define β : Γ y G⋉ Y by

βγ(g, y) = (δ(γ)gδ(γ−1), δ(γ) ∗ y) for each γ ∈ Γ and (g, y) ∈ G⋉ Y .(21)
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Observe that the subgroupoid δ(Λ
(I)
0 )⋉ Y is invariant under this action. Define an

action S : Γ y Λ(I) ⋉X by

Sγ(a
′, x) = (γa′γ−1, γ ⋆ x), where a′ ∈ Λ(I) and x ∈ X.(22)

Then

Φ ◦ Sγ = βγ ◦ Φ on Λ(I) ⋉X for each γ ∈ Γ.(23)

Indeed, this is based on the following computation. Let (a′, x) ∈ Λ(I) ×X . Then

Φ(Sγ(a
′, x))

(22)
= Φ((γa′γ−1, γ ⋆ x))

(19)
= (ω(γa′γ−1, γ ⋆ x), φ(γ ⋆ x))

= (ω(γ, a′ ⋆ x)ω(a′, x)ω(γ−1, γ ⋆ x), ω(γ, x) ∗ φ(x))

(14)
= (δ(γ)ω(a′, x)δ(γ)−1, δ(γ) ∗ φ(x))

(21)
= βγ(ω(a

′, x), φ(x))
(19)
= βγ(Φ(a

′, x)).

Therefore, Φ induces a ∗-isomorphism between the reduced groupoid C∗-algebras

Φ∗ : C∗
r (δ(Λ

(I)
0 )⋉ Y ) ∼= C∗

r (Λ
(I) ⋉X).

Clearly, β and S also extend to Γ-actions on these C∗-algebras, which we denoted
by β∗ and S∗ respectively.

Next, observe that C∗
r (Λ

(I)⋉X) ∼= ⊗IC
∗
r (Λ⋉X0) (here we use the minimal tensor

product).
To see this, first note that the natural projection onto the i-th coordinate XI

0 ∋
(xj)j∈I 7→ xi ∈ X0 and the inclusion into the i-th component Λ →֒ Λ(I) induce
a natural inclusion, denoted by φi, of C

∗-algebras C(X0) ⋊r Λ →֒ C(XI
0 ) ⋊r Λ

(I).
Clearly, φi(C(X0)⋊rΛ) commutes with φj(C(X0)⋊rΛ) for all i 6= j and {φi(C(X0)⋊r

Λ) : i ∈ I} generates C(XI
0 )⋊r Λ

(I). Thus we get the following isomorphism.

C∗
r (Λ

(I) ⋉X) = C∗
r (Λ

(I) ⋉XI
0 )

∼= C(XI
0 )⋊r Λ

(I)

∼= ⊗I [C(X0)⋊r Λ] (by [27, Proposition 11.4.3])
∼= ⊗IC

∗
r (Λ⋉X0).

Moreover, it is routine to check that the above isomorphism intertwines the induced
action S∗ : Γ y C∗

r (Λ
(I) ⋉ X) with the generalized (non-commutative) Bernoulli

shift action Γ y ⊗IC
∗
r (Λ⋉X0) via Γ y I.

Fix any i ∈ I. Denote by Πi : C
∗
r (Λ⋉X0) →֒ C∗

r (Λ
(I) ⋉X) ∼= ⊗IC

∗
r (Λ⋉X0) the

embedding as the i-th tensor factor.
The following diagram shows the natural isomorphisms and inclusions we have

between the above C∗-algebras. Note that the action on the bottom line is the
generalized Bernoulli shift via Γ y I and the two isomorphisms ∼= intertwine the
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corresponding actions.

Γ
β∗

y C∗
r (δ(Λ

(I)
0 )⋉ Y )

Φ∗∼=
��

Γ
S∗

y C∗
r (Λ

(I) ⋉X)

∼=
��

C∗
r (Λ⋉X0)oo
h
H

Πiuu❧❧❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧

Γ y ⊗IC
∗
r (Λ⋉X0)

(24)

Let us check that Φ∗(uδ(πi(λ))) is invariant under the action S∗|Stab(i).

Recall that πi : Λ0 →֒ Λ
(I)
0 denotes the embedding into the i-th component. It

is clear that γ commutes with πi(λ) for all λ ∈ Λ0 and all γ ∈ Stab(i). Fix any

γ ∈ Stab(i) and (g, y) ∈ δ(Λ
(I)
0 )⋉ Y . Recall that uδ(πi(λ)) can be precisely described

as a map on the groupoid δ(Λ
(I)
0 )⋉Y , see the paragraph before Theorem 2.5. Then

(β∗
γ(uδ(πi(λ))))(g, y)

= uδ(πi(λ))(βγ−1(g, y)) (since β∗ is induced by β)

(21)
= uδ(πi(λ))(δ(γ

−1)gδ(γ), δ(γ−1) ∗ y)

=

®

1, if δ(πi(λ)) = δ(γ−1)gδ(γ),

0, otherwise

=

®

1, if δ(πi(λ)) = g,

0, otherwise
(since γ commutes with πi(λ))

= uδ(πi(λ))(g, y).

Therefore, we have proved that β∗
γ(uδ(πi(λ))) = uδ(πi(λ)). Hence,

S∗
γΦ

∗(uδ(πi(λ)))
(23)
= Φ∗β∗

γ(uδ(πi(λ))) = Φ∗(uδ(πi(λ))).

In other words, Φ∗(uδ(πi(λ))) is invariant under the action S∗|Stab(i). Since λ ∈ Λ0

is arbitrary, we deduce that Φ∗(C∗
r (δ(πi(Λ0)))) is contained in the fixed point C∗-

subalgebra for the action S∗ : Stab(i) y C∗
r (Λ

(I) ⋉X).
From now on, to ease notations, we always identify S∗ with the generalized

Bernoulli shift action Stab(i) y ⊗IC
∗
r (Λ ⋉ X0) via the isomorphism on the bot-

tom line in the diagram (24).
Since Γ y I satisfies (S2) in the standing assumption, we may apply Lemma

4.4 to conclude that Φ∗(C∗
r (δ(πi(Λ0)))) ⊂ Πi(C

∗
r (Λ ⋉ X0)). See Remark 4.5 for

explanation.
Finally we can show δ is injective.
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Let a ∈ Kerδ < Λ
(I)
0 (by step 5). Take a finite subset J = {i1, . . . , im} ⊂ I such

that a ∈ ΛJ
0 . Write bk = δ(πik(aik)). Then e = δ(a) = b1 · · · bm. Thus,

1 = Φ∗(ue) = Φ∗(ub1) · · ·Φ
∗(ubm).

Note that each Φ∗(ubk) is a unitary in Πik(C
∗
r (Λ⋉X0)) as shown just now and the

indices ik are distinct. If such a product of unitaries is equal to 1, we must have
Φ∗(ubk) = 1 for all k. Thus, ubk = e and hence δ(πik(aik)) = e. Taking gk ∈ Γ such
that gki0 = ik, then

e = δ(πik(aik)) = δ(πgki0(aik)) = δ(gk)δ(πi0(aik)δ(g
−1
k ) = δ(gk)aikδ(gk)

−1.

Here, the last equality holds by the definition of δ : G2 → G in step 3. Therefore,
aik = e for all k, so a = e.

To sum up, we may draw the following commutative diagram to help remembering
the situation. Recall that ω = δ ◦ ω2 by the construction of ω2 in step 3. Moreover,
δ is a group isomorphism by step 6 and step 7.

Λ ≀I Γ×X
ω

//

ω2

��

G

G2 = Λ0 ≀I Γ

∼=
δ

66
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠

(25)

Step 8. We argue that there is an action ρ : Λ0 y X0 such that the initial action
Λ y X0 is continuously orbit equivalent to ρ via the identity homeomorphism on
X0 such that ωi0 : Λ×X0 → Λ0 = Λi0 is the associated orbit cocycle.

For any λ0 ∈ Λ0 and x0 ∈ X0, we can just define

ρλ0
(x0) = λx0, where λ ∈ Λ such that ωi0(λ, x0) = λ0.(26)

Let us show that such a λ does exist and is uniquely determined by x0 and λ0.
First, notice that Λ ≀I Γ ∋ ga 7→ ω2(ga, x) ∈ Λi0 ≀I Γ = G2 is a bijection for any

fixed x ∈ X . The reason is that both δ and g 7→ ω(g, x) are bijections, see step 6,
step 7 and (18). By restricting ω2(−, x) to Λ(i0), the image of Λ under the inclusion
Λ →֒ ⊕IΛ into the i0-th component, we get the following bijection

Λ(i0) ∋ λ(i0) 7→ ω2(λ(i0), x)
(16)
= πi0(ωi0(λ, xi0)) ∈ πi0(Λi0).

This is the same as saying Λ ∋ λ 7→ ωi0(λ, xi0) ∈ Λi0 = Λ0 is a bijection for any
xi0 ∈ X0. Therefore, there exists a unique λ ∈ Λ such that ωi0(λ, x0) = λ0.

It is routine to check that ρ is continuous and is a free action. Moreover, there
is a natural inverse cocycle ω′

i0
: Λ0 ×X0 → Λ by setting ω′

i0
(λ0, x0) = λ, whenever

ωi0(λ, x0) = λ0. Clearly, (ωi0 , ω
′
i0
, id) forms a coe coupling between Λ y X0 and

ρ : Λ0 y X0.

Denote by G2 = Λ0 ≀I Γ
⋆̂
y XI

0 the natural action induced by ρ : Λ0 y X0. Recall

that ⋆̂ is defined as follows: for each a = (πi(ai))i∈I ∈ Λ
(I)
0 , g ∈ Γ and x ∈ XI

0 , where
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ai ∈ Λ0 for all i ∈ I, we have

(g ⋆̂ x)i = xg−1i, (a ⋆̂ x)i = ρai(xi), ∀ i ∈ I.(27)

Step 9. We are left to argue that the above action ⋆̂ is topologically conjugate

to the initial action G
∗
y Y = XI

0 .
The idea is to check that the two actions ⋆̂ and ⋆ are topologically conjugate via

the group isomorphism δ : G2 → G and the homeomorphism φ : X → Y . Recall
that (ω, ω′, φ) is a coe coupling for the continuous orbit equivalence between the two

initial actions Λ ≀I Γ
⋆
y X and G

∗
y Y .

Fix any g ∈ Γ and x ∈ X . Clearly, g ⋆̂ x = g ⋆x. Recall that ω = δ ◦ω2 (as shown
on the diagram (25)) and ω2(g, x) = g for all g ∈ Γ by (16). A calculation shows
that

φ(g ⋆̂ x) = φ(g ⋆ x) = ω(g, x) ∗ φ(x) = δ(ω2(g, x)) ∗ φ(x) = δ(g) ∗ φ(x).(28)

Next, fix any a = (ai)i∈I ∈ Λ
(I)
0 . Recall that Λ ≀I Γ ∋ a′ 7→ ω2(a

′, x) → G2 is a
bijection as observed in step 8. We may take a′ ∈ Λ ≀I Γ such that ω2(a

′, x) = a.
By (17), we actually have a′ ∈ Λ(I) and ai = ωi0(a

′
i, xi) for all i ∈ I, where we have

written a′ = (a′i)i∈I ∈ Λ(I). Then we can deduce that

φ(a ⋆̂ x) = φ(a′ ⋆ x) = δ(a) ∗ φ(x).(29)

To see this, for every i ∈ I, we compute

(a ⋆̂ x)i
(27)
= ρai(xi)

= a′ixi (by (26) and ωi0(a
′
i, xi) = ai)

= (a′ ⋆ x)i.

Hence, a ⋆̂ x = a′ ⋆ x and φ(a ⋆̂ x) = φ(a′ ⋆ x). On the other hand,

δ(a) ∗ φ(x) = δ(ω2(a
′, x)) ∗ φ(x) (since a = ω2(a

′, x))

= ω(a′, x) ∗ φ(x) (since ω = δ ◦ ω2)

= φ(a′ ⋆ x) (since (ω, ω′, φ) is a coe coupling).

Since G2 is generated by Γ and Λ
(I)
0 , the proof is done by (28) and (29). �

Now, we can prove Theorem 1.1 easily.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The left-right wreath product action Z
pZ

≀Γ1
(Γ1 × Γ1) y X is

topologically free and minimal by applying Lemma 4.2 and Remark 4.3.
By Proposition 4.6, the left-right shift Γ := Γ1 × Γ1 y Γ1 := I satisfies the

standing assumption. By Corollary 3.3 (ii), the generalized full shift Γ1 × Γ1 y

X = ( Z
pZ
)Γ1 is a continuous cocycle superrigid action. Hence the three conditions in

Theorem 4.7 are satisfied, and we may apply Corollary 4.8 to finish the proof. �

We remark that the action in Theorem 1.1 is not free since the subaction Γ1×Γ1 y
X is not free.
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5. Questions

Related to this paper, the following questions might be worth studying.
1. Determine conditions on Γ y XI

0 such that the conclusion in Theorem 3.1
holds for it.

2. Does the conclusion in Theorem 3.1 still hold true for infinite compact bottom
space X0?
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