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Group Extensions for Random Shifts of Finite Type

Kexiang Yang *, Ercai Chen †, Zijie Lin ‡, Xiaoyao Zhou §

Abstract

Symbolic dynamical theory plays an important role in the research of amenability

with a countable group. Motivated by the deep results of Dougall and Sharp, we study

the group extensions for topologically mixing random shifts of finite type. For a count-

able groupG, we consider the potential connections between relative Gurevič pressure

(entropy), the spectral radius of random Perron-Frobenius operator and amenability of

G. Given Gab by the abelianization of G where Gab = G/[G,G], we consider the

random group extensions of random shifts of finite type between G and Gab. It can

be proved that the relative Gurevič entropy of random group G extensions is equal

to the relative Gurevič entropy of random group Gab extensions if and only if G is

amenable. Moreover, we establish the relativized variational principle and discuss the

unique equilibrium state for random group Z
d extensions.

Keywords: Random shift of finite type; Group extension; Random Perron-Frobenius oper-

ator; Amenability; Variational principle.

AMS subject classification: 37A35; 37H99.

1 Introduction

The concept of group extensions, introduced into the research of symbolic dynamics,

has constituted an essential component in the description of the amenability of countable

discrete groups from probability and geometry theory. In 1954, Følner [14] proved that a

necessary and sufficient condition that there exists a real linear functional M on a space L
of bounded real functions on a countable group G with the properties: (1) infx∈G h(x) ≤
M{x → h(x)} ≤ supx∈G h(x); (2) M{x → h(xa)} = M{x → h(x)} for any a ∈ G and

h ∈ L is that

sup
x∈G

H(x) ≥ 0
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for any function H of the form

H(x) =

n
∑

i=1

(hi(x)− hi(xai))

where i = 1, . . . , n, hi ∈ L and ai ∈ G. The linear functional M is called a right-invariant

Banach mean value on L. Moreover, if for any a, b ∈ G, the linear functional M satisfies

M{x→ h(axb)} = M{x→ h(x)},

we call that M is a bi-invariant Banach mean value. Note that if there exists a right-invariant

Banach mean value on L, there also exists a bi-invariant Banach mean value. It is called

that G has a full Banach mean value if there exists a bi-invariant Banach mean value. And

then Følner [16] studied the countable groups equipped with a full Banach mean value and

established a Følner theorem: the countable group G has a full Banach mean value if and

only if for any 0 < k < 1, and any finite elements a1, a2, . . . , an ∈ G, there exists a finite

subset E of G such that

N(E ∩ Eai) ≥ k ·N(E)

whereN(E) denotes the number of elements inE. We say thatG is amenable ifG has a full

Banach mean value. Later in 1959, Kesten [25] studied the amenability of G by the spectral

radius of the a Markov operator M on l2(G) with a symmetric probability distribution p on

G, that is, p(x) ≥ 0, p(x) = p(x−1) for any x ∈ G and
∑

x∈G p(x) = 1, where M is given

by

Mh(x) :=
∑

y∈G

p
(

x · y−1
)

· h(y)

for any h ∈ l2(G). For a probabilistic method, Kesten [25] proved that the spectral radius

of the Markov operator M on l2(G) is equal to 1 if and only if G is amenable. For a general

case, Day [5] considered a criterion for amenability of G associated with a convolution

operator on l2(G). The other discussions in terms of groups were referred to [3, 33, 37,

42, 9, 10, 12, 13]. A question appears whether there is an equivalent characterization for

amenability ofG by using the method of dynamical systems. This topic was discussed in the

relations between amenability and topological dynamical systems by [42, 44, 21, 23, 11],

and symbolic dynamics with respect to countable alphabet has become a powerful technical

tool in the study of amenability of G. Let us turn back to the background of the above

topic. In 1969 and 1970, Gurevič [17, 18] introduced an entropy for a topological countable

Markov shift, which is called the Gurevič entropy. And then Sarig [38] defined the definition

of Gurevič pressure for a topological countable Markov shift, which extended the notion of

Gurevič entropy. The thermodynamic formalism and topological countable Markov shifts

were also studied by [38, 39, 40, 41]. When it comes to the amenability of G, Stadlbauer

[44] considered group extensions of topological countable Markov shifts with topologically

mixing property, established that (1) if the group extension is a topologically transitive,
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symmetric group extension of the topologically mixing topological countable Markov shift,

the potential function is Hölder continuous and weakly symmetric, and the Gurevič pressure

is finite, then the Gurevič pressure of the group extension is equal to the Gurevič pressure of

topological countable Markov shift if G is amenable; (2) assume that the group extension is

a topologically transitive group extension of the topologically mixing topological countable

Markov shift equipped with the BIP property, if the Gurevič pressure of the group extension

is equal to the Gurevič pressure of topological countable Markov shift, then the countable

group G is amenable. Besides, the spectral radius of the Perron-Frobenius operator can be

used to characterise amenability of G. In 2015, Jaerisch [22] proved that the logarithm of

the spectral radius of the Perron-Frobenius operator coincides with the Gurevič pressure of

topological countable markov shifts if and only if G is amenable. But when G is amenable,

it may happen that the Gurevič pressure of the group extension is not equal to the Gurevič

pressure of topological countable Markov shift (such an example for G = Z in [11]). Let

M be a compact smooth Riemannian manifold and φ : M → M be a transitive Anosov

flow. Now suppose that X is a regular cover of M with covering group G, i.e. G acts freely

and isometrically on X such that M = X/G. The interest is that the same question is

derived form growth rates of periodic orbit of an Anosov flow φ and a lifted flow φX , that

is, htop(φ) and hGur(φX), respectively. In a special case, the above equivalence holds. Let

M = SV be the unit-tangent bundle over a compact manifold V with negative sectional

curvatures and φX be the geodesic flow, by [9] and [37], then hGur(φX) = htop(φ) if and

only if G is amenable. This equivalence fails for general Anosov flows. So the purpose is to

find a proper entropy to compare hGur(φX). Later in 2021, Dougall and Sharp [11] studied

the growth properties of group extensions of hyperbolic dynamical systems where they do

not assume the symmetric condition. For the abelianization

Gab = G/[G,G]

of a countable group G, Dougall and Sharp [11] established that the Gurevič entropy of the

group G extension coincides with the Gurevič entropy of the group Gab extension for topo-

logical countable Markov shifts is and only if G is amenable. When considering random

Anosov flows, it seems that there are no periodic orbits in the usual sense. Our starting

point is the theory of relative thermodynamic formalism. When it involves the systems

whose evolution can be represented by compositions of different transformations, people

will study symbolic dynamics under the actions of random dynamical systems, which is

called random shifts of finite type. A question arises naturally whether this characteriza-

tion admit a random countable Markov shift. This motivates us to characterize the relations

between amenability and random dynamical systems. Let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space

and ϑ : Ω → Ω be a P-preserving ergodic invertible transformation. Let (X,B) be a metric

space together with the distance function d and the Borel σ-algebra B. Let E ⊂ Ω ×X be

a measurable with respect to the product σ-algebra F × B and such that the fibers

Eω = {x ∈ X : (ω, x) ∈ E}, ω ∈ Ω,
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are non-empty. A continuous bundle random dynamical system (RDS) f over (Ω,F ,P, ϑ)
is generated by mappings fω : Eω → Eϑω, that is,

fnω =

{

fϑn−1ω ◦ fϑn−2ω ◦ · · · ◦ fϑω ◦ fω for n > 0,

Id for n = 0,

so that the map (ω, x) 7→ fωx is measurable and the map x 7→ fωx is continuous for P-a.e.

ω ∈ Ω. The map

Θ : E → E , Θ(ω, x) = (ϑω, fωx)

is called the skew product transformation. Many of results has been established in random

dynamical systems (see [27, 1, 26, 8, 19, 20]) The framework of relative thermodynamic

formalism has been developed in [28, 2, 46] for random dynamical systems on random sets

with compact fibers. Denker, Kifer and Stadlbauer [7] introduced a relative Gurevič pres-

sure for random countable Markov shifts equipped with topologically mixing property and

studied the relative thermodynamic formalism for it. It is possible that periodic points do not

exist for a random dynamical system. After the works of [7], Stadlbauer [43] gave a relative

definition of relative BIP property for random countable Markov shifts and proved that this

implies a relative version of the Perron-Frobenius theorem holds. Under the assumption

of relative BIP property for random countable Markov shifts, Stadlbauer [45] proved the

random version of Ruelle’s theorem. Combining with the above results, group extensions

of random countable Markov shifts are good objects to start with. Firstly, we study the

relative Gurevič pressure of random countable Markov shifts equipped with topologically

mixing property (see Definition 2.1). Then we define the random group extension and give

the definition of the relative Gurevič pressure for the random group extension equipped with

topologically mixing property. Motivated by the results of Dougall and Sharp [11], suppose

that Gab is the abelianization of G where Gab = G/[G,G] and [G,G] is a subgroup of G
generated by

{

ghg−1h−1 : g, h ∈ G
}

,

the main aim of this paper is to study the amenability of G by consider the relation between

the relative Gurevič entropy of random group G extensions and the relative Gurevič entropy

of random group Gab extensions. In the following, we consider the question for a random

shift of finite type:

Question 1.1. How one can find a natural comparison of the relative Gurevič entropies

between random group G and Gab extensions.

When the group G is amenable, we answer the Question 1.1 and give the following

result. For the case of ϕ = 0, by the Theorem 1.2, we have

h
(r)
Gur(T ) = h

(r)
Gur(Tab).

Theorem 1.2. Let T be a topologically mixing random group extension of a random shift

of finite type f by a countable group G. Suppose that ϕ : E → R is a locally fiber Hölder

continuous function satisfying (2.1). If G is amenable, then one has

Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃) = Π

(r)
Gur(Tab, ϕ̃ab).
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For the Question 1.1, we prove the converse to Theorem 1.2 for the case of ϕ = 0. For

a general case, by the definitions of h
(r)
Gur(Tab) and h

(r)
Gur(T ), it can be proved that

h
(r)
Gur(T ) ≤ h

(r)
Gur(Tab).

By using Theorem 7.1, if G is non-amenable, then we have

h
(r)
Gur(T ) < h

(r)
Gur(Tab).

Combining with Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 7.1, we prove the following main result.

Theorem 1.3. Let T be a topologically mixing random group extension of a random shift

of finite type f by a countable group G. Then we have h
(r)
Gur(T ) = h

(r)
Gur(Tab) if and only if

G is amenable.

Denote by M1
P
(E , f) the sets of Θ-invariant probability measures µ on E having the

marginal P on Ω. Since f is a topologically mixing random shift of finite type, by [30]

it can be obtained that there exists a relativized variational principle for h
(r)
Gur(f) in the

following statement:

h
(r)
Gur(f) = htop(f) = sup

µ∈M1
P
(E,f)

{

h(r)µ (f)
}

. (1.1)

And then by the statements of [32, 7], there exists a unique Θ-invariant fiber (or relative)

Gibbs measure µ which is defined by dµ(ω, x) = dµω(x)dP(ω) and a random variable

λ : Ω → (0,+∞) satisfying
∫

log λωdP(ω) = Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) such that there exists some

random variable Cϕ : Ω → (0,+∞) satisfying

∫

Ω
| logCϕ(ω)|dP(ω) <∞

such that

Cϕ(ω)
−1 ≤ Λn(ω)

µω([x0, x1, . . . , xn−1]ω)

exp (Snϕ(ω, x))
≤ Cϕ(ω),

for any x ∈ Eω and P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, where Λn(ω) :=
∏n−1
i=0 λϑiω . It maximises in the

variational principle in (1.1). Let G = Z
d, then ψ is given by for any (ω, x) ∈ E , one has

ψ(ω, x) := (ψ1(ω, x), ψ2(ω, x), . . . , ψd(ω, x)) .

Let µ ∈ M1
P
(E , f), define

∫

ψdµ :=

(
∫

ψ1dµ,

∫

ψ2dµ, . . . ,

∫

ψddµ

)

.

By using the same processes with (7.2), we have the following relativized variational prin-

ciple.
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Theorem 1.4. Let T be a topologically mixing random group extension of a random shift

of finite type f by Z
d. Then we have

h
(r)
Gur(T ) = sup

µ∈M1
P
(E,f)

{

h(r)µ (f) :

∫

ψdµ = 0

}

where 0 is a d-dimensional zero vector.

As an consequence, we consider the equilibrium measure and give an application for a

topologically mixing random Z
d extension of a random shift of finite type f .

Corollary 1.5. Let T be a topologically mixing random group extension of a random shift

of finite type f by Z
d. Then there exists an unique µ ∈ M1

P
(E , f) maximizing in the above

variational principle such that
∫

ψdµ = 0.

Moreover, the µ is an unique determined equilibrium measure for some random continuous

function of inner product form

(ξ, ψ) :=

d
∑

i=1

ci · ψi

where c := (c1, c2, . . . , cd) ∈ R
d.

In order to prove the Theorem 1.3, we consider the relations between random Perron-

Frobenius operator log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃) of random group extension and the relative Gurevič pres-

sure Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) of random countable markov shifts. Then we consider the following ques-

tion:

Question 1.6. For a general case, it can be proved that log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃) ≤ Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) for

P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω. It is natural to ask when the equality holds.

The Question 1.6 includes the connection between the relative Gurevič pressure of a

random group extension and the relative Gurevič pressure of random countable markov

shifts. Then we consider the following question:

Question 1.7. By Remark 2.2, it is clear that Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃) ≤ Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) by the definitions

and it is natural to ask whether G is amenable when the equality holds.

For the Question 1.6, we give the random Perron-Frobenius operator of a random group

extension, and study the relation between the logarithm of the spectral radius of this random

Perron-Frobenius operator and the relative Gurevič pressure of random countable markov

shifts, which the logarithm of the spectral radius of this random Perron-Frobenius operator

does not coincide with the relative Gurevič pressure of random countable markov shifts if

G is non-amenable. And then we answer the Question 1.7 under the condition of random

group extension with topologically mixing property.
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Theorem 1.8. Let T be a topologically mixing random group extension of a random count-

able Markov shift f with relative BIP property by a countable group G. Then we have the

following results.

• Suppose that ϕ : E → R is a locally fiber Hölder continuous function satisfying (2.1).

If G is non-amenable, then for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, one has

log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃) < Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ).

• Suppose that ϕ : E → R is a locally fiber Hölder continuous function satisfying (2.1).

Then we have Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) = Π

(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃) implies that group G is amenable.

It is noticed that the spectral radius of the random Perron-Frobenius operator on fibers

can be used to characterise amenability of G. Based on the part II of Theorem 1.8, we

answer Question 1.6. It can be proved that the logarithm of the spectral radius of this

random Perron-Frobenius operator coincides with the relative Gurevič pressure of random

countable markov shifts almost everywhere if and only if G is amenable.

Theorem 1.9. Let T be a topologically mixing random group extension of a random count-

able Markov shift f with relative BIP property by a countable group G. Suppose that

ϕ : E → R is a locally fiber Hölder continuous function with Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) < ∞. Then we

have log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃) = Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω if and only if G is amenable.

Theorem 1.8 and Theorem 1.9 also hold in the case of random shifts of finite type. By

taking ϕ = 0, then we have the following statement.

Corollary 1.10. Let T be a topologically mixing random group extension of a random shift

of finite type f by a countable group G. Then we have log sprH(L
ω
0̃
) = h

(r)
Gur(f) for P-a.e.

ω ∈ Ω if and only if G is amenable.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the notions of random

countable Markov shifts, relative Gurevič pressure, random group extensions and group

extensions of random shifts of finite type. In Section 3, we give the proof of the part I of

Theorem 1.8, that is, Theorem 3.1. In Section 4, we give the proof of the part II of Theorem

1.8, that is Theorem 4.1. In Section 5, we give the proof of Theorem 1.9. In Section 6, we

give the proof of Theorem 1.2. In Section 7, we give the proof of Theorem 1.3.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Random countable Markov shifts

Let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space and ϑ : Ω → Ω be a P-preserving ergodic invertible

transformation. Our setting consists of a N ∪ {∞}-valued random variable l = l(ω) > 1,

the sets S(ω) = {j ∈ N : j < l(ω)} and measurably depending on ω ∈ Ω matrices

Aω = (αi,j(ω), i ∈ S(ω), j ∈ S(ϑω))

7



with entries αi,j(ω) ∈ {0, 1}. Define

Eω =
{

x = (x0, x1, x2, . . .) : αxi,xi+1(ϑ
iω) = 1 for any i = 0, 1, 2 . . .

}

,

which we assume to be nonempty for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, together with the left shifts fω : Eω →
Eϑω by (x0, x1, x2, . . .) 7→ (x1, x2, x3, . . .). Denote by Θ the skew product transformation

acting on a measurable space

E = {(ω, x) : x ∈ Eω, ω ∈ Ω}

by

Θ : E → E , (ω, x) 7→ (ϑω, fωx).

Then f := (fω)ω∈Ω is called a random countable Markov shift. For n ∈ N, we set

fnω = fϑn−1ω ◦ fϑn−2ω ◦ · · · fϑω ◦ fω and Θn(ω, x) = (ϑnω, fnωx). A finite word a =
(x0, x1, . . . , xn−1) ∈ N

n of length n is called ω-admissible if for any i = 0, 1, . . . , n − 1,

one has xi < l(ϑiω) and αxixi+1(ϑ
iω) = 1. Let Wn(ω) denote the set of ω-admissible

words of length n and

W∞(ω) =
⋃

n≥1

Wn(ω).

For any a ∈ W∞(ω), denote by |a| the length of a. In particular, W1(ω) = {a : a < l(ω)}
and for any a = (a0, a1, . . . , an−1) ∈ N

n, the cylinder set is defined by

[a]ω = [a0, a1, · · · , an−1]ω := {x ∈ Eω : xi = ai, i = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1} .

Let

Ωa := {ω : [a]ω 6= ∅} = {ω : a ∈ Wn(ω)}.

The set Wn is defined as the set of words a of length n with P(Ωa) > 0, and W∞ =
⋃

n≥1W
n. For any a ∈ W∞(ω), b ∈ W∞(ϑnω) with n ≥ |a|, set

Wn
a,b(ω) =

{

(x0, . . . , xn−1) ∈ Wn(ω) : (x0, . . . , x|a|) = a, xn−1b is ϑn−1ω-admissible
}

.

In the following, we introduce some dynamical properties of random dynamical systems.

In this paper, we mainly consider the topologically mixing and relative big images and

preimages property, which were discussed in [7, 32, 43, 45] respectively.

• Topologically mixing: for all a, b ∈ W1, there exists Nab ∈ N such that if for P-a.e.

ω ∈ Ω, n ≥ Nab, a ∈ S(ω) and b ∈ S(ϑnω), then Wn
a,b(ω) 6= ∅.

• Relative big images and preimages property: if there exists a family {Ibip(ω), ω ∈ Ω}
where Ibip(ω) ⊂ W1(ω) such that for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, and for any a ∈ W1(ω), there

exists b ∈ Ibip(ϑω) with ab ∈ W2(ω) or c ∈ Ibip(ϑ
−1ω) with ca ∈ W2(ϑ−1ω), we

say that f has relative big images and preimages (BIP) property.

Moreover, if f is topologically mixing, then for the above words a and b, the ab-element

α
(n)
ab (ω) of the matrix Anω = Aϑn−1ωAϑn−2ω · · ·AϑωAω is positive. In this paper, we always

assume that f is topologically mixing, and f has relative BIP property if f is topologically

mixing and f has relative big images and preimages property.
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2.2 Relative Gurevič pressure

For a function ϕ : E → R, set

V ω
n (ϕ) := sup {|ϕ(ω, x) − ϕ(ω, y)| : xi = yi, i = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1} .

We say that ϕ is locally fiber Hölder continuous if there exists a random variable κ : Ω → N

where κ(ω) ≥ 1 with
∫

Ω κ(ω)dP(ω) < ∞ such that for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω and any n ≥ 1,

V ω
n (ϕ) ≤ κ(ω) · 2−n. Let ϕ : E → R be a locally fiber Hölder continuous function. For

a, b ∈ W1, ω ∈ Ωa, n ∈ N and ϑnω ∈ Ωb, the n-th random partition function is defined by

Zωn (ϕ, a, b) :=
∑

α∈Wn
a,b(ω)

exp

(

sup
y∈[α]ω

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ ◦Θi(ω, y)

)

,

where we use the convention that Zωn (ϕ, a, b) = 0 if Wn
ab(ω) = ∅. Define

n(0)a (ω) = 0

and inductively

n(k+1)
a (ω) = min

{

n > n(k)a (ω) : ϑnω ∈ Ωa

}

.

Notice that the function n
(k)
a (ω) is measurable in Ω since for any β > 0, we have

{

ω ∈ Ω : n(1)a (ω) < β
}

=
⋃

n∈N, n<β

{ω ∈ Ω : ϑnω ∈ Ωa} ∈ F ,

and inductively

{

ω ∈ Ω : n(k+1)
a (ω) < β

}

=
{

ω ∈ Ω : ∃ n > n(k)a (ω), ϑnω ∈ Ωa such that n < β
}

=
⋃

n∈N, n<β

{

ω : n > n(k)a (ω)
}

∩ {ω ∈ Ω : ϑnω ∈ Ωa}

∈ F .

By the Kac lemma [4], we have

∫

Ωa

n(1)a (ω)dP(ω) = 1,

and then n
(1)
a (ω) < ∞ for Pa-a.e. ω ∈ Ωa where Pa is the normalized restriction of P on

Ωa. For each measurable in (ω, x) function φ on E , the random Perron-Frobenius operator

with respect to f is denoted by

Lωϕφ(ϑω, x) : =
∑

fω(y)=x, y∈Eω

exp(ϕ(ω, y)) · φ(ω, y).

9



For any n ∈ N, we define

Lω,nϕ φ(ϑnω, x) := Lϑ
n−1ω
ϕ ◦ Lϑ

n−2ω
ϕ ◦ · · · ◦ Lϑωϕ ◦ Lωϕφ(ϑ

nω, x)

=
∑

fnω (y)=x, y∈Eω

exp

(

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ ◦Θi(ω, y)

)

· φ(ω, y).

Define the measurable function with respect to ω ∈ Ω as

Bω
1 (ϕ) := exp





∑

k≥1

V ϑ−kω
k+1 (ϕ)



 .

Since Bω
1 (ϕ) is measurable in ω ∈ Ω and

∑

k≥1

V ϑ−kω
k+1 (ϕ) ≤

∑

k≥1

κ(ϑ−kω) · 2−(k+1),

by using the condition of
∫

Ω κ(ω)dP(ω) <∞ we have

∫

Ω
logBω

1 (ϕ)dP(ω) <∞.

In the following, we introduce the definition of relative Gurevič pressure of a topologically

mixing random countable Markov shift in [7, Theorem 3.2].

Definition 2.1. Let f be a topologically mixing random countable Markov shift. If ϕ is a

locally fiber Hölder continuous function such that

∫

Ω
‖ϕ(ω, ·)‖∞dP(ω) <∞ and

∫

Ω

∣

∣log ‖Lωϕ1‖∞
∣

∣ dP(ω) <∞. (2.1)

Then the relative (fiber) Gurevič pressure of the topologically mixing random countable

Markov shift is defined by

Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) :=

∫

Ω
lim
j→∞

1

n
(j)
a (ω)

logZω
n
(j)
a (ω)

(ϕ, a, a)dP(ω),

where the limit exists and it is constant for Pa-a.e. ω ∈ Ωa. Moreover, the limit is the same

if we replace a by any b ∈ W1. Moreover, for any a, b ∈ W1, one has

Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) =

∫

Ω
lim
j→∞

1

n
(j)
b (ω)

logZω
n
(j)
b (ω)

(ϕ, a, b)dP(ω).

For the case of ϕ = 0, the h
(r)
Gur(f) := Π

(r)
Gur(f, 0) is called relative Gurevič entropy of

the topologically mixing random countable Markov shift f .

10



2.3 Random group extensions

Let f be a topologically mixing random countable Markov shift and ϕ be a locally fiber

Hölder continuous function such that
∫

Ω
‖ϕ(ω, ·)‖∞dP(ω) <∞ and

∫

Ω

∣

∣log ‖Lωϕ1‖∞
∣

∣ dP(ω) <∞.

For a countable group G and defining in (ω, x) map Ψ : E → G, (ω, x) 7→ ψω(x) where

ψω : Eω → G, x 7→ ψω(x) is induced by a map ψ : N
N → G, that is ψω is just the

restriction of the action ψ over Eω for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω and ψ only depends on one co-ordinate

x0 (in particular we set ψω(x) := ψω(x0) := ψω(x0, x1, . . . , xn) for any n ∈ N where

x = (x0, x1, x2, . . .)), the random group extension or (random skew product extension)

T := (Tω)ω∈Ω is defined as follows:

Tω : Eω ×G→ Eϑω ×G, (x, g) 7→ (fωx, g · ψω(x)), ω ∈ Ω,

and the skew product transformation

Θψ : E ×G→ E ×G, (ω, x, g) 7→ (ϑω, fωx, g · ψω(x)).

Denote by

ψnω(x) := ψω(x) · ψϑω(fωx) · · · · · ψϑn−1ω(f
n−1
ω x)

for any n ≥ 1 and x ∈ Eω. Note that T is a random countable Markov shift with measurably

depending on ω ∈ Ω matrices

Ãω =
(

α̃(i,g),(j,h)(ω), (i, g) ∈ S(ω)×G, (j, h) ∈ S(ϑω)×G
)

with entries α̃(i,g),(j,h)(ω) ∈ {0, 1} where α̃(i,g),(j,h)(ω) = 1 if αi,j(ω) = 1 and ψω(i, j) =
g−1h and α̃(i,g),(j,h)(ω) = 0 otherwise when defining a measurable set

Ẽω =
{

x̃ = ((x0, g0), (x1, g1), . . .) : α̃(xi,gi),(xi+1,gi+1)(ϑ
iω) = 1 for any i = 0, 1, . . .

}

with the left shifts f̃ω : Ẽω → Ẽϑω by ((x0, g0), (x1, g1), . . .) 7→ ((x1, g1), (x2, g2), . . .). By

the definition of topologically mixing property, it follows that T is a topologically mixing

random countable Markov shift if and only if for all a, b ∈ W1 and g ∈ G, there exists

N > 0 (depending on a, b, g) such that if for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, n ≥ N , a ∈ S(ω) and

b ∈ S(ϑnω), then g ∈ Gna,b(ω) where Gna,b(ω) is defined by

Gna,b(ω) := {ψnω(α) : n ∈ N, α ∈ Wn(ω), [a]ω ⊃ [α]ω, f
n
ω ([α]ω) ⊃ [b]ϑnω} .

Suppose that ϕ is a locally fiber Hölder continuous function such that

∫

Ω
‖ϕ(ω, ·)‖∞dP(ω) <∞ and

∫

Ω

∣

∣log ‖Lωϕ1‖∞
∣

∣ dP(ω) <∞.

11



Define ϕ̃ : E ×G → R, ϕ̃(ω, x, g) = ϕ(ω, x). Let π1,2 : E ×G → E denote the canonical

projection. Then we have ϕ̃ = ϕ ◦ π1,2. For a measurable function v : E ×G → R, given

ω ∈ Ω, the random Perron-Frobenius operator Lωϕ̃ with respect to T is given by

Lωϕ̃v(ϑω, x, g) : = Lωϕ◦π1,2v(ϑω, x, g)

=
∑

Tω(y,h)=(x,g), (y,h)∈Eω×G

exp(ϕ ◦ π1,2(ω, y, h)) · v(ω, y, h).

If T is a topologically mixing random countable Markov shift, then the relative (fiber)

Gurevič pressure of the random group extension is defined by

Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃) :=

∫

Ω
lim
j→∞

1

n
(j)
a (ω)

log Z̃ω
n
(j)
a (ω)

(ϕ̃, a, a)dP(ω), (2.2)

where

Z̃ωn (ϕ̃, a, a) :=
∑

α∈Wn
a,a(ω), ψ

n
ω(α)=id

exp

(

sup
y∈[α]ω

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ̃ ◦ (Θψ)
i(ω, y, id)

)

.

For the case of ϕ = 0, the h
(r)
Gur(T ) := Π

(r)
Gur(T , 0) is called relative Gurevič entropy

of the random group G extension.

Remark 2.2. For a random group extension with a random countable Markov shift, by [7,

Theorem 3.2] we have the following results.

(1) For a topologically mixing random group extension, the limit in (2.2) exists and it is

constant for Pa-a.e. ω ∈ Ωa. Moreover, the limit is the same if we replace a by any

b ∈ W1.

(2) By the definitions of random group extension and random countable Markov shift, we

have Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃) ≤ Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ).

Let f be a topologically mixing random countable Markov shift and ϕ be a locally fiber

Hölder continuous function such that
∫

Ω
‖ϕ(ω, ·)‖∞dP(ω) <∞ and

∫

Ω

∣

∣log ‖Lωϕ1‖∞
∣

∣ dP(ω) <∞.

If f has relative BIP property and Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) < ∞, by [43, Remark 4.2] there exists a

unique Θ-invariant fiber (or relative) Gibbs measure µ which is defined by dµ(ω, x) =
dµω(x)dP(ω) and a random variable λ : Ω → (0,+∞) satisfying

∫

log λωdP(ω) =

Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) such that there exists some random variable Cϕ : Ω → (0,+∞) satisfying

∫

Ω
| logCϕ(ω)|dP(ω) <∞

12



such that

Cϕ(ω)
−1 ≤ Λn(ω)

µω([x0, x1, . . . , xn−1]ω)

exp (Snϕ(ω, x))
≤ Cϕ(ω),

for any x ∈ Eω and P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, where {µω}ω∈Ω are disintegrations of µ and Λn(ω) :=
∏n−1
i=0 λϑiω. For p ∈ N ∪ {∞} and measurable function {v(ω, ·) : ω ∈ Ω} where v(ω, ·) ∈

Lp(Eω,Bω, µω) and ω 7→ v(ω, ·) is measurable, we denote by ‖v(ω, ·)‖p the Lp-norm of

v(ω, ·). Set

‖v(ω, ·, ·)‖Hp(ω) =





∑

g∈G

‖v(ω, ·, g)‖2p





1
2

and

Hp(ω) =
{

v(ω, ·, ·) : Eω ×G→ R : ‖v(ω, ·, ·)‖Hp(ω) <∞
}

.

In particular, when p = ∞, we have

‖v(ω, ·, ·)‖H∞(ω) =





∑

g∈G

‖v(ω, ·, g)‖2∞





1
2

.

Remark 2.3. For v(ω, ·, ·) ∈ Hp(ω), denote v(ω, ·, ·) by v(ω) for convenience. Then for

any ω ∈ Ω, we observe that

Lωϕ̃ : Hp(ω) → Hp(ϑω), v 7→ Lωϕ̃v(ϑω).

For P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, the spectral radius of Lωϕ̃ is defined by

sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃) = lim sup

n→∞
‖Lω,nϕ̃ ‖

1
n

H∞(ϑnω)

where

‖Lω,nϕ̃ ‖H∞(ϑnω) = sup
R∈H∞(ω), ‖R‖H∞(ω)=1

‖Lω,nϕ̃ R(ϑnω)‖H∞(ϑnω).

2.4 Group extensions of random shifts of finite type

In this subsection, we specialise to the case of finite sets S(ω), ω ∈ Ω when l is a

N-valued random variable where l(ω) > 1 and
∫

Ω log l(ω)dP(ω) < ∞. The definition

of random shifts of finite type was given in [29]. The corresponding definition was given

in [31] related to matrices. Let T be a topologically mixing random group extension of a

topologically mixing random shift of finite type f by a countable group G. In this paper,

we always assume that the random shift of finite type f has topologically mixing property.
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Suppose that ϕ : E → R is a locally fiber Hölder continuous function satisfying (2.1). Note

that T is a random countable Markov shift with measurably depending on ω ∈ Ω matrices

Ãω =
(

α̃(i,g),(j,h)(ω), (i, g) ∈ S(ω)×G, (j, h) ∈ S(ϑω)×G
)

with entries α̃(i,g),(j,h)(ω) ∈ {0, 1} where α̃(i,g),(j,h)(ω) = 1 if αi,j(ω) = 1 and ψω(i, j) =

g−1h and α̃(i,g),(j,h)(ω) = 0 otherwise. The relative Gurevič pressure Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) of f

is equal to the relative (fiber) topological pressure Π
(r)
top(f, ϕ) which is defined in [30]. It

follows from [30, Proposition 1.6] for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, the relative topological pressure

Π
(r)
top(f, ϕ) is constant and the limit in exists. In addition, the limit equals again Π

(r)
top(f, ϕ)

with probability one if we take it along the subsequence n
(j)
a (ω), j ∈ N in place of n, n ∈ N,

i.e.,

Π
(r)
top(f, ϕ) =

∫

Ω
lim
j→∞

1

n
(j)
a (ω)

logZω
n
(j)
a (ω)

(ϕ, a, a)dP(ω).

Note that the random shift of finite type f satisfies the relative BIP property and the corre-

sponding relative Gurevič pressure Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) <∞ by [43, Remark 4.3]. Combining with

Theorem 1.8, then we have the following result.

Remark 2.4. Let T be a topologically mixing random group extension of a random shift of

finite type f by a countable group G. The following statements hold.

• Suppose that ϕ : E → R is a locally fiber Hölder continuous function satisfying (2.1).

If G is non-amenable, then for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, one has

log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃) < Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ).

• Suppose that ϕ : E → R is a locally fiber Hölder continuous function satisfying (2.1).

Then Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃) = Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) implies that G is amenable.

Let Gab be the abelianization of G where Gab = G/[G,G] and [G,G] is a subgroup of

G generated by
{

ghg−1h−1 : g, h ∈ G
}

.

The random group extension or (random skew product extension) Tab := (Tab,ω)ω∈Ω is

defined as follows:

Tab,ω : Eω ×Gab → Eϑω ×Gab, (x, g) 7→ (fωx, g · ψab,ω(x)), ω ∈ Ω

where ψab,ω = π ◦ ψω and π : G → Gab is the natural projection, and the skew product

transformation

Θψab
: E ×Gab → E ×Gab, (ω, x, g) 7→ (ϑω, fωx, g · ψab,ω(x)).
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Define the function ϕ̃ab : E ×Gab → R, (ω, x, g) 7→ ϕ̃(ω, x, g). Then the relative Gurevič

pressure of the random group Gab extension is defined as

Π
(r)
Gur(Tab, ϕ̃ab) =

∫

Ω
lim
j→∞

1

n
(j)
a (ω)

log Z̃ωab,n(ϕ̃, a, a)dP(ω)

where

Z̃ωab,n(ϕ̃ab, a, a) :=
∑

α∈Wn
a,a(ω), ψ

n
ab,ω(α)=0

exp

(

sup
y∈[α]ω

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ̃ ◦ (Θψab
)i(ω, y, id)

)

.

For the case of ϕ = 0, the h
(r)
Gur(Tab) := Π

(r)
Gur(Tab, 0) is called relative Gurevič entropy of

the random group Gab extension.

3 Random group extensions and its Perron-Frobenius operator

In this section, we give the proof of the part I of Theorem 1.8, that is, Theorem 3.1. For

a general case, it can be proved that for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, then

log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃) ≤ Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ)

under the condition in Theorem 3.1 for a general countable group G.

Theorem 3.1. Let T be a topologically mixing random group extension of a random count-

able Markov shift f with relative BIP property by a countable group G. Suppose that

ϕ : E → R is a locally fiber Hölder continuous function satisfying (2.1). If G is non-

amenable, then for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, one has

log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃) < Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ).

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Firstly, for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, we claim that

log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃) ≤ Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ).

And then in the following, fix ω ∈ Ω, we divide the proof into two cases.

Case 1. Consider Lωϕ(1) = 1 and then Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) = 0. Then for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, the

inequality in Theorem 3.1 holds. Indeed, by using (3) in Lemma 5.3, it can be proved that

sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃) = lim sup

n→∞
‖Tωn ‖

1
n

H∞(ϑnω).

Again, by using (2) in Lemma 5.3, we can obtain that

‖Tωn ‖H∞(ϑnω) ≤ ‖Lω,nϕ̃ ‖H∞(ϑnω).
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Combining with Proposition 4.2 and above inequality, we have

sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃) = lim sup

n→∞
‖Tωn ‖

1
n

H∞(ϑnω) ≤ 1.

This implies that

log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃) ≤ 0 = Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ).

Case 2. If not for Case 1, there exists locally fiber Hölder continuous h : E → R
+

which h(ω, ·), ω ∈ Ω are bounded away from zero and infinity such that

Lωϕ(h(ω, ·)) = λω · h(ϑω, ·)

where
∫

log λωdP(ω) = Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω. Define ϕ0(ω, ·) = ϕ(ω, ·) +

log h(ω, ·)− log h◦Θ(ω, ·)− log λω. Then we have Lωϕ0
(1) = 1 and then Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ0) = 0.

By using Case 1, we have

log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃0
) ≤ Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ0).

For any v ∈ H∞(ω), we have

Lωϕ̃0
v = exp (− log λω) ·

1

h ◦ π1,2(ϑω)
· Lωϕ̃v · h ◦ π1,2.

Therefore, we obtain that Lωϕ̃0
and exp (− log λω) · L

ω
ϕ̃ have the same spectrum since h is

bounded. Hence,

log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃0
) = log sprH(L

ω
ϕ̃)−Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ).

By Case 1, we have

log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃0
) ≤ Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ0),

then

log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃)−Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) ≤ 0 = Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ0).

Therefore,

log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃) ≤ Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ).

Finally, if the result in Theorem 3.1 does not hold, by using Case 2, we only consider the

case of the equality. If there exists a subset Λ of Ω with P(Λ) > 0 such that for any ω ∈ Λ,

one has

log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃) = Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ),

by using the similar process of Step 1 in Theorem 1.9, it can be obtained thatG is amenable,

which is a contradiction under the condition in the Theorem 3.1. Then we have for P-a.e.

ω ∈ Ω,

log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃) < Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ)

from the Claim 1 and Claim 2. This implies the proof.
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4 Random group extensions by amenable groups

In this section, we give the proof of the part II of Theorem 1.8, that is Theorem 4.1. Let

T be a topologically mixing random group extension of a random countable Markov shift

f with relative BIP property by a countable group G, we mainly consider the question for

relative Gurevič pressures between the random group extension and the random countable

Markov shift (Question 1.7). Define the set

Hc(ω) := {R(ω, ·, ·) ∈ H∞(ω) : R(ω, ·, ·) is constant on Eω × {g} for any g ∈ G} .

For any α ∈ Wn(ω), we consider the following map

τα :
⋃

ω∈Ω

{ϑnω} × fnω ([α]ω) →
⋃

ω∈Ω

{ω} × [α]ω , (ϑ
nω, x) 7→ (ω, y),

where fnωy = x. Then

ϕ ◦ τα :
⋃

ω∈Ω

{ϑnω} × fnω ([α]ω) → R, (ϑnω, x) 7→ 1fnω ([α]ω)(x) · ϕ ◦ τα(ϑ
nω, x).

Set

τ̃α :
⋃

ω∈Ω

{ϑnω} × fnω ([α]ω)×G→
⋃

ω∈Ω

{ω} × [α]ω ×G,

where

(ϑnω, x, g) 7→ (ω, y, g · (ψnω(y))
−1)

and fnωy = x. Denote τα(ϑ
nω, x) by τα(ϑ

nω), and τ̃α(ϑ
nω, x, g) by τ̃α(ϑ

nω) for conve-

nience. In addition, we have

Lωϕ̃v(ϑω, x, g) =
∑

α∈W1(ω)

exp(ϕ ◦ τα(ϑω, x)) · v ◦ τ̃α(ϑω, x, g).

Next, we give the following result.

Theorem 4.1. Let T be a topologically mixing random group extension of a random count-

able Markov shift f with relative BIP property by a countable group G. Suppose that

ϕ : E → R is a locally fiber Hölder continuous function satisfying (2.1). Then we have

Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) = Π

(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃) implies that group G is amenable.

In order to prove the Theorem 4.1, we need the following results. The case for a general

topological group extension of a topological countable Markov shift was proved in [44]. We

mainly follows the method of [44]. In the following, we consider the case of Lωϕ(1) = 1 and

then Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) = 0. The following result gives a description of random Perron-Frobenius

operators Lωϕ̃, ω ∈ Ω with respect to T , and estimates the relations between the random

Perron-Frobenius operator and relative Gurevič pressure.
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Proposition 4.2. Let T be a topologically mixing random group extension of a random

countable Markov shift f with relative BIP property by a countable group G. Suppose

that ϕ : E → R is a locally fiber Hölder continuous function satisfying (2.1). The func-

tion spaces (H1(ω), ‖ · ‖H1(ω)) and (H∞(ω), ‖ · ‖H∞(ω)), ω ∈ Ω are Banach spaces, the

operators

Lω,kϕ̃ := Lϑ
k−1ω
ϕ̃ ◦ · · · ◦ Lϑωϕ̃ ◦ Lωϕ̃ : H∞(ω) → H∞(ϑkω)

are bounded and there exists C(ω) > 1 such that

‖Lω,kϕ̃ ‖H∞(ϑkω) ≤ C(ω)

for all k ∈ N. Furthermore,

Ak(ω) : = sup

{

‖Lω,kϕ̃ R(ϑkω, ·, ·)‖H1(ϑkω)

‖R(ω, ·, ·)‖H1(ω)
: R(ω, ·, ·) ≥ 0, R ∈ Hc(ω)

}

≤ 1

and then for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, one has

lim sup
k→∞

(Ak(ω))
1
k ≥ exp

(

Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃)

)

.

Proof. The proof that (Hp(ω), ‖ · ‖Hp(ω)) are Banach spaces by the definitions. To prove

the uniform bound for ‖Lω,kϕ̃ ‖H∞(ϑkω), assume that k ∈ N and R(ω, ·, ·) ∈ H∞(ω). By

using Jensen’s inequality, set

Skϕ(ω, y) =
k−1
∑

i=0

ϕ ◦Θi(ω, y)

for any (ω, y) ∈ E , we have

∥

∥

∥L
ω,k
ϕ̃ R(ϑkω, ·, ·)

∥

∥

∥

2

H∞(ϑkω)

≤
∑

g∈G

sup
x∈E

ϑkω





∑

α∈Wk(ω)

exp(Skϕ ◦ τα(ϑ
kω, x)) · R ◦ τ̃α(ϑ

kω, x, g)





2

≤
∑

g∈G

sup
x∈E

ϑkω

∑

α∈Wk(ω)

exp(Skϕ ◦ τα(ϑ
kω, x)) ·

(∥

∥

∥
R(ω, ·, g · (ψkω(y))

−1)
∥

∥

∥

∞

)2

≤Cϕ(ω) ·
∑

α∈Wk(ω)

µω([α]ω) · ‖R(ω, ·, ·)‖
2
H∞(ω)

=Cϕ(ω) · ‖R(ω, ·, ·)‖
2
H∞(ω),

where Cϕ(ω) is given by the fiber Gibbs property of µω on E . Hence, Cϕ(ω) is an upper

bound for ‖Lω,kϕ̃ ‖H∞(ϑkω) independent of k. Assume that R(ω, ·, ·) ∈ Hc(ω), and set
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Skϕ̃(ω, y, g) =
∑k−1

i=0 ϕ̃ ◦ (Θψ)
i(ω, y, g) for any (ω, y, g) ∈ E ×G. It follows that

∥

∥

∥L
ω,k
ϕ̃ R(ϑkω, ·, ·)

∥

∥

∥

H1(ϑkω)

≤
∑

α∈Wk(ω)

∥

∥

∥
exp(Skϕ̃ ◦ τ̃α(ϑ

kω, ·, ·)) ·R ◦ τ̃α(ϑ
kω, ·, ·)

∥

∥

∥

H1(ϑkω)

=
∑

α∈Wk(ω)





∑

g∈G

(
∫

exp(Skϕ̃ ◦ τ̃α(ϑ
kω, ·, g)) · R ◦ τ̃α(ϑ

kω, ·, g)dµϑkω

)2




1
2

=
∑

α∈Wk(ω)





∑

g∈G

(µω([α]ω))
2 ·

(∫

R(ω, ·, g · (ψkω(α))
−1)dµω

)2




1
2

≤





∑

g∈G

(∫

R(ω, ·, g · (ψkω(α))
−1)dµω

)2




1
2

=‖R(ω, ·, ·)‖H1(ω).

Then by the above inequality, we have

Ak(ω) ≤ 1

for k ∈ N. This obtains the result for Ak(ω). Observe that the fiber Gibbs property of µω
implies that

∥

∥

∥L
ω,k
ϕ̃ 1{ω}×Eω×{id}(ϑ

kω, ·, ·)
∥

∥

∥

H1(ϑkω)
≥
∥

∥

∥L
ω,k
ϕ̃ 1{ω}×Eω×{id}(ϑ

kω, ·, id)
∥

∥

∥

H1(ϑkω)

≥

∫

∑

α∈Wk(ω)

exp(Skϕ̃ ◦ τ̃α(ϑ
kω, ·, id)) · 1{ω}×Eω×{id} ◦ τ̃α(ϑ

kω, ·, id))dµϑkω

≥

∫

∑

α∈Wk(ω), ψkω(α)=id

exp(Skϕ ◦ τα(ϑ
kω, ·))dµϑkω ≥

∑

α∈Wk(ω), ψkω(α)=id

µω([α]ω)

≫
∑

α∈Wk
a,a(ω), ψ

k
ω(α)=id

exp

(

sup
y∈[α]ω

k−1
∑

i=0

ϕ ◦Θi(ω, y)

)

for all a ∈ W1(ω). This implies the proof.

When Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃) = 0, by Proposition 4.2, we have

lim sup
k→∞

(Ak(ω))
1
k ≥ 1.

Then we obtain the following result.
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Lemma 4.3. Let T be a topologically mixing random group extension of a random count-

able Markov shift f with relative BIP property by a countable group G. Suppose that

ϕ : E → R is a locally fiber Hölder continuous function satisfying (2.1). Assume that

Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃) = 0. Then there exists n ∈ N such that for any ǫ > 0, there exists a measur-

able function {R(ω) : ω ∈ Ω} where R(ω) ∈ Hc(ω) with R(ω) ≥ 0 such that for P-a.e.

ω ∈ Ω, one has

∥

∥

∥
Lω,kϕ̃ R(ϑkω)−R(ϑkω)

∥

∥

∥

H1(ϑkω)
≤ ǫ · ‖R(ω)‖H1(ω).

Proof. Since T is a topologically mixing random group extension of a random countable

Markov shift f with relative BIP property by a countable group G, there exists k ∈ N and

a measurable family {J (ω), ω ∈ Ω} where J (ω) ∈ Wk(ω) such that for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω,

each pair (β, β′) with β ∈ Ibip(ω) and β′ ∈ Ibip(ϑ
kω), there exists uβ,β′ ∈ J (ω) such that

uβ,β′ ∈ Wk(ω) and ψkω(uβ,β′) = id. For ω ∈ Ω, define

δ1(ω) := inf











∥

∥

∥
Lω,kϕ̃ R(ϑkω)−R(ϑkω)

∥

∥

∥

H1(ϑkω)

‖R(ω)‖H1(ω)
:
R(ω) ∈ Hc(ω), R(ω) ≥ 0

0 6= R(ω) is measurable in Ω











.

Step 1. Firstly, there exists a finite set W∗(ω) ⊂ Wk(ω) with

∑

α∈Wk(ω)\W∗(ω)

µω([α]ω) ≤
1

4
δ1(ω).

For R(ω) ∈ Hc(ω), we have

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

α∈Wk(ω)\W∗(ω)

exp(Skϕ̃ ◦ τ̃α(ϑ
kω)) ·R ◦ τ̃α(ϑ

kω)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

H1(ϑkω)

≤
∑

α∈Wk(ω)\W∗(ω)

µω([α]ω) · ‖R(ω)‖H1(ω) ≤
1

4
δ1(ω) · ‖R(ω)‖H1(ω).

Without loss of generality, we assume that Lωϕ(1) = 1 and then Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) = 0. By using

Lωϕ(1) = 1, we have

∑

α∈W∗(ω)

µω([α]ω) ·
∥

∥

∥
(R ◦ τ̃α(ϑ

kω)−R(ϑkω)) · 1fkω([α]ω)×G

∥

∥

∥

H1(ϑkω)

≥
1

2
δ1(ω) · ‖R(ω)‖H1(ω).

It follows that there exists αR ∈ W∗(ω) such that

∥

∥

∥
(R ◦ τ̃αR(ϑ

kω)−R(ϑkω)) · 1fkω([αR]ω)×G

∥

∥

∥

H1(ϑkω)
≥

1

2
δ1(ω) · ‖R(ω)‖H1(ω).
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Moreover, the relative BIP property implies that µϑkω(f
k
ω([α]ω)) is uniformly bounded from

below for all α ∈ Wk(ω). Then for any x ∈ Eω , we have

∥

∥

∥
(R ◦ τ̃αR(ϑ

kω)−R(ϑkω)) · 1fkω([αR]ω)×G

∥

∥

∥

H1(ϑkω)

≫
∥

∥

∥
R(ϑkω, fkωx, ·)−R(ϑkω, fkωx, ·(ψ

k
ω(αR))

−1)
∥

∥

∥

l2(G)
.

Next, for any ω ∈ Ω, we construct the ω-admissible words. Note that for any x ∈ Eω ,

γ ∈ Ibip(ϑ
kω) satisfying [γ]ϑkω ⊂ fkω([αR]ω), there exist αγ ∈ J (ω) and αx ∈ J (ϑkω)

such that f2kω x ∈ fk
ϑkω

[αx]ϑkω , αγαx and αRαx are ω-admissible, and then belongs to

W2k(ω). Set

u = αγαx and z = αRαx.

Since R(ω, ·, ·) ∈ Hc(ω) and

ψkω(αγ) = ψkϑkω(αx) = id,

we have

ψ2k
ω (u) = id and ψ2k

ω (z) = ψkω(αR).

The rotundity implies that there exists a unform constant δ2(ω) > 0 with

1

2

∥

∥

∥R ◦ τ̃u(ϑ
2kω, f2kω x, ·) +R ◦ τ̃z(ϑ

2kω, f2kω x, ·)
∥

∥

∥

l2(G)
≤ (1− δ2(ω))‖R(ω)‖H1(ω)

for any x ∈ Eω satisfying f2kω x ∈ fk
ϑkω

[αx]ϑkω and P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω. By substituting u and z

with αu and αz, respectively, for some ϑ−(m−2)kω-admissible word α in J (ϑ−(m−2)kω)×
J (ϑ−(m−3)kω) × · · · × J (ϑ−2kω) × J (ϑ−kω) and m ∈ N to be specified later, there

exists a family {W†(ω), ω ∈ Ω} where W†(ω) is a finite set and W†(ω) ⊂ Wmk(ω) with

the following properties. For all α1 ∈ Wn1(ω) and α2 ∈ Wn2(ϑ(m−2)k+n1ω), there exist

u(α1, R, α2) and z(α1, R, α2) in W†(ϑn1ω) satisfying the following conditions:

(1) the corresponding estimate holds for u := u(α1, R, α2) and z := z(α1, R, α2) with

fϑ
(m−2)k+n1

ω x ∈ fn1

ϑ(m−2)k+n1ω
[αx]ϑ(m−2)k+n1ω by taking ω with ϑn1ω;

(2) the first (m− 2)k letters of u(α1, R, α2) and z(α1, R, α2) coincide;

(3) α1u(α1, R, α2)α2 and α1z(α1, R, α2)α2 are ω-admissible.

Step 2. Secondly, choose m ∈ N such that for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω,

(1− δ2(ω))
1
2 ≤

exp(Snϕ ◦ τα1(τu(α1,R,α2)(ϑ
(m−2)k+n1ω, fϑ

(m−2)k+n1

ω x)))

exp(Snϕ ◦ τα1(τz(α1,R,α2)(ϑ
(m−2)k+n1ω, fϑ

(m−2)k+n1
ω x)))

≤ (1− δ2(ω))
− 1

2
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for any n ∈ N and α1 ∈ Wn(ω). Since |W†(ω)| <∞, ω ∈ Ω, we have

2γ(ω) := inf
{

exp(Smkϕ ◦ τu(ϑ
mkω, y)) : y ∈ fmkω ([u]ω), u ∈ W†(ω)

}

> 0.

By dividing each u ∈ W†(ω) into two words u1 and u2 and setting

exp(Smkϕ ◦ τu2(ϑ
mkω, y)) := exp(Smkϕ ◦ τu(ϑ

mkω, y))− γ(ω)

and exp(Smkϕ◦τu1(ϑ
mkω, y)) := γ(ω) for each y ∈ fmkω ([u]ω), without loss of generality

we assume that

exp(Smkϕ ◦ τu(ϑ
mkω, y)) = γ(ω) for any y ∈ fmkω ([u]ω) and u ∈ W†(ω).

Given the function R(ω) ∈ Hc(ω) and (k+1) finite ω-admissible words αi ∈ Wni(ω)
for any i = 0, 1, . . . , k. For j = 1, . . . , k, define Rj(ϑ

sjω, f
sj
ω x, g) as

∑

(i1,i2,...,ij−1)∈{1,2}j−1

R ◦ τ̃
α0u

(i1)
1 α1···u

(ij−1)

j−1 αj−1

(ϑsjω, f
sj
ω x, g · (ψ

sj
ω (x))−1)

where sj := n0 + · · ·+ nj−1 +mk(j − 1),

u
(1)
1 := u(α0, R1, α1), u

(2)
1 := z(α0, R1, α1) ∈ W†(ϑn0ω),

and for j = 2, 3, . . . , k,

u
(1)
j := u(αj−1, Rj , αj), u

(2)
j := z(αj−1, Rj , αj) ∈ W†(ϑn0+···+nj−1+mk(j−1)ω).

Write R̂(g) := R(ω, x, g) for x ∈ Eω and Rα(ω, y, g) := R(τα(ϑ
nω, y), g · (ψω(α))

−1) for

y ∈ Eϑnω and a finite word α ∈ Wn(ω). Let N := n0 + n1 + · · · + nn + nmk. Then we

have
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

(i1,...,in)∈{1,2}n

exp(SNϕ ◦ τ
α0u

(i1)
1 α1···u

(in)
n αn

) ·R ◦ τ̃
α0u

(i1)
1 α1···u

(in)
n αn

(ϑNω)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

l2(G)

≤ max
(i1,i2,...,in)∈{1,2}n

exp(SNϕ ◦ τ
α0u

(i1)
1 α1···u

(in)
n αn

(ϑNω)) · 2(1− δ2(ω))

·

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

in−1∈{1,2}

R̂n(·(ψ
mk
ϑN−mk−nnω(u

(in−1)
n−1 ))−1)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

l2(G)

.

Combining with Smkϕ ◦ τu(ϑ
mkω, fmkω x) = γ(ω) for all x ∈ fmkω ([u]ω) and u ∈ W†(ω),

it follows that
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

(i1,...,in)∈{1,2}n

exp(SNϕ ◦ τ
α0u

(i1)
1 α1···u

(in)
n αn

) ·R ◦ τ̃
α0u

(i1)
1 α1···u

(in)
n

(ϑNω)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

l2(G)

≤ max
(i1,...,in)∈{1,2}n

exp(SNϕ ◦ τ
α0u

(i1)
1 α1···u

(in)
n αn

(ϑNω)) · (1− δ3(ω))
n · ‖R(ω)‖H1(ω),
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where δ3(ω) := 1− (1− δ2(ω))
1
2 .

Step 3. Finally, fix R(ω) ∈ Hc(ω), ω ∈ Ω and x ∈ Eω. Let D be the set of all subsets

of {1, 2, . . . , n}. For each Λ := {k1, k2, . . . , kd} ∈ D, the subset VΛ(ω) of Wnmk(ω) is

defined as follows: a word α = α1α2 · · ·αn ∈ Wnmk(ω) is an element of VΛ(ω) if and

only if there exist α
(ij )
kj

, for ij = 1, 2 and j = 1, 2, . . . , d, such that αkj = α
(1)
kj

and

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

Γ

exp(Snmkϕ ◦ τv)(ϑ
∑
i/∈η ni+mk|η|ω)) · R ◦ τ̃v(ϑ

∑
i/∈η ni+mk|η|ω)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

l2(G)

≤
∑

Γ

exp(Snmkϕ ◦ τv(ϑ
∑
i/∈η ni+mk|η|ω))(1− δ3(ω))

|η|‖R(ω)‖H1(ω),

where Γ is taken over all v = (v1, v2, . . . , vn) with vi = αi for i /∈ Λ and vi ∈ {α
(1)
i , α

(2)
i }

for i ∈ Λ. Note that the construction of u
(1)
i and u

(2)
i and the estimation imply that {VΛ(ω) :

Λ ∈ D} is a covering of Wnmk(ω). Then

V∗
Λ(ω) := VΛ(ω) \

⋃

Λ⊂Λ′,Λ 6=Λ′

VΛ′(ω)

defines a partition of Wnmk(ω). Moreover, for Λ = {k1, k2, . . . , kd}, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}
such that kj − 1 /∈ Λ and α1α2 · · ·αn ∈ V∗

Λ(ω), one has

∑

v1···vkj−1αkj ···αn∈V
∗
Λ(ω)

exp(Smkϕ ◦ τvkj−1
αkj ···αn

(ϑmk(kj−2)ω, f
mk(kj−2)
ω x)) ≤ 1− 2γ(ω).

It follows that
∥

∥

∥
Lω,nmkϕ◦π1,2R(ϑ

nmkω, fnmkω (x), ·)
∥

∥

∥

l2(G)
≤ (1− 2γ(ω)δ3(ω))

n · ‖R(ω)‖H1(ω)
.

This is a contradiction by using Jensen’s inequality and Proposition 4.2. This implies that

δ1(ω) = 0.

In the following, we prove Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. It suffices to prove the case of Lωϕ(1) = 1 and then Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) = 0.

If not, there exists locally fiber Hölder continuous h : E → R
+ which h(ω, ·), ω ∈ Ω are

bounded away from zero and infinity such that

Lωϕ(h(ω, ·)) = λω · h(ϑω, ·)

where
∫

log λωdP(ω) = Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ). Define ϕ0(ω, ·) := ϕ(ω, ·) + log h(ω, ·) − log h ◦

Θ(ω, ·) − log λω. Then we have Lωϕ0
(1) = 1 and then Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ0) = 0. By the condition

of Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) = Π

(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃), we have Π

(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃0) = Π

(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃) − Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) = 0.

Then we show the proof in the case of Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) = 0. Let K be a finite subset of G. By
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the topologically mixing property of T , there exists m ∈ N such that m is a multiple of n
in Lemma 4.3 and K ⊂ {ψmω (v) : v ∈ Wm(ω)} for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω. Then there exists a finite

subset WK(ω) of Wm(ω) with K = {ψmω (v) : v ∈ WK(ω)}. By Lemma 4.3, there exists

a sequence of positive measurable function {Rk(ω) : ω ∈ Ω} where Rk(ω) ∈ Hc(ω) with

Rk(ω) ≥ 0 and ‖Rk(ω)‖H1(ω) = 1 such that for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, one has

lim
k→∞

∥

∥

∥L
ω,m
ϕ̃ Rk(ϑ

mω)−Rk(ϑ
mω)

∥

∥

∥

H1(ϑmω)
= 0.

Then limk→∞

∥

∥

∥
Lω,mϕ̃ Rk(ϑ

mω)
∥

∥

∥

H1(ϑmω)
= 0. We claim that for any v ∈ WK(ω), one

has
∥

∥(Rk ◦ τ̃v(ϑ
mω)−Rk(ϑ

mω)) · 1fmω ([v]ω)×G

∥

∥

H1(ϑmω)
→ 0. If not, there exists v ∈

WK(ω) such that

lim inf
k→∞

∥

∥(Rk ◦ τ̃v(ϑ
mω)−Rk(ϑ

mω)) · 1fmω ([v]ω)×G

∥

∥

H1(ϑmω)
> 0.

By the process in the first step of proof of Lemma 4.3, one can imply that

∥

∥

∥L
ω,m
ϕ̃ Rk(ϑ

mω)
∥

∥

∥

H1(ϑmω)

bounded away from 1, which is a contradiction. Choose a subsequence, for any v ∈
WK(ω), we have

lim
k→∞

∥

∥(Rk ◦ τ̃v(ϑ
mω)−Rk(ϑ

mω)) · 1fmω ([v]ω)×G

∥

∥

H1(ϑmω)
= 0.

Let h ∈ G. Then we have

∥

∥R2
k(ϑ

mω, x, ·) −R2
k(ϑ

mω, x, ·h)
∥

∥

1
≤ 2 ‖Rk(ϑ

mω, x, ·) −Rk(ϑ
mω, x, ·h)‖2 .

Fix k ∈ N. There exists a random variable p : Ω → N ∪ {∞} with p(ω) ∈ N ∪ {∞},

λi : Ω → (0,+∞) and Ai(ω) ⊂ G with Ai(ω) ⊂ Ai+1(ω) for any 1 ≤ i ≤ p(ω) such that

R2
k(ω, y, ·) =

p(ω)
∑

i=1

λi(ω)1Ai(ω)(·).

Note that
∑p(ω)

i=1 λi(ω)|Ai(ω)| = 1 and (Ai(ω)h \ Ai(ω)) ∩ (Aj(ω) \ Aj(ω)h) = ∅. It

follows that

∥

∥R2
k(ϑ

mω, x, ·) −R2
k(ϑ

mω, x, ·h)
∥

∥

1
=

p(ϑmω)
∑

i=1

λi(ϑ
mω)

∣

∣Ai(ϑ
mω)△Ai(ϑ

mω)h−1
∣

∣ .

For ǫ > 0, let k > 0 satisfying

∥

∥(Rk ◦ τ̃v(ϑ
mω)−Rk(ϑ

mω)) · 1fmω ([v]ω)×G

∥

∥

H1(ϑmω)

=2 ‖Rk(ϑ
mω, x, ·) −Rk(ϑ

mω, x, ·h)‖2 ≤ |WK(ω)|−1 · ǫ
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for any v ∈ WK(ω). Then

1

2

p(ϑmω)
∑

i=1

λi(ϑ
mω)

∑

h∈K

∣

∣Ai(ϑ
mω)△Ai(ϑ

mω)h−1
∣

∣ ≤ ǫ.

It follows that there exists 1 ≤ i ≤ p(ϑmω) such that

∑

h∈K

∣

∣Ai(ϑ
mω)△Ai(ϑ

mω)h−1
∣

∣ ≤ 2ǫ|Ai(ϑ
mω)|.

Therefore, for any finite set K and ǫ > 0, there exists a (K, ǫ)-Følner set A(ω) which is

finite and such that
∑

h∈K

|A(ω)h△A(ω)| ≤ ǫ|A(ω)|.

This finishes the proof.

5 Amenability and random Perron-Frobenius operator

In this section, we mainly study the amenability and random Perron-Frobenius operator,

and give the proof of Theorem 1.9.

Definition 5.1. Define the linear operators Mω : H∞(ω) → Hc(ω) and Tωn : Hc(ω) →
Hc(ϑ

nω) which for any R(ω) ∈ H∞(ω) and n ∈ N given by

Mω(R(ω)) :=
∑

g∈G

(∫

R(ω, ·, g)dµω

)

1Eω×{g}

and

Tωn := MϑnωL
ω,n
ϕ̃ |Hc(ω).

Remark 5.2. The above linear operators are positive and bounded with ‖Mω‖H∞(ω) = 1
for P-a.e ω ∈ Ω and

‖Tωn ‖H∞(ϑnω) ≤ ‖Mϑnω‖H∞(ϑnω) · ‖L
ω,n
ϕ̃ ‖H∞(ϑnω) = ‖Lω,nϕ̃ ‖H∞(ϑnω)

for P-a.e ω ∈ Ω and any n ∈ N.

The following result gives the relations of operators Tωn and Lωϕ̃. For a topological

countable Markov shift, Jaerisch [22] established these relations.

Lemma 5.3. Let T be a topologically mixing random group extension of a random count-

able Markov shift f with relative BIP property by a countable group G. Suppose that

Lωϕ(1) = 1, then we have the following results.

(1) ‖Tωn ‖H∞(ϑnω) = An(ω) for any n ∈ N.
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(2) ‖Tωn ‖H∞(ϑnω) ≤ ‖Lω,nϕ̃ ‖H∞(ϑnω) ≤ Cϕ(ω) · ‖T
ω
n ‖H∞(ϑnω) for any n ∈ N.

(3) lim sup
n→∞

‖Tωn ‖
1
n

H∞(ϑnω) = lim sup
n→∞

(An(ω))
1
n = sprH(L

ω
ϕ̃).

Proof. In the following, we give the proofs respectively.

(1). Let n ∈ N. For any R(ω) ∈ H+
c (ω) := {R(ω) ∈ Hc(ω) : R(ω) ≥ 0}, we have

‖Tωn R(ϑ
nω)‖H∞(ϑnω) = ‖Lω,nϕ̃ R(ϑnω)‖H1(ϑnω),

and by the Remark 5.2, this implies (1).

(2). By the Remark 5.2, we have ‖Tωn ‖H∞(ϑnω) ≤ ‖Lω,nϕ̃ ‖H∞(ϑnω). Then we need to

prove that

‖Lω,nϕ̃ ‖H∞(ϑnω) ≤ Cϕ(ω) · ‖T
ω
n ‖H∞(ϑnω).

Firstly, we claim that

‖Lω,nϕ̃ ‖H∞(ϑnω) = sup
R∈H+

c (ω), ‖R(ω)‖H∞(ω)=1

{

‖Lω,nϕ̃ R(ϑnω)‖H∞(ϑnω)

}

.

Indeed, for any R(ω) ∈ H+
∞(ω) := {R(ω) ∈ H∞(ω) : R(ω) ≥ 0}, there exists R̂(ω) ∈

H+
c (ω), ω ∈ Ω where R̂(ω, x, g) := ‖R(ω, ·, g)‖H∞(ω) for (x, g) ∈ Eω × G such that

‖R̂(ω)‖H∞(ω) = ‖R(ω)‖H∞(ω) and

‖Lω,nϕ̃ R(ϑnω)‖H∞(ϑnω) ≤ ‖Lω,nϕ̃ R̂(ϑnω)‖H∞(ϑnω).

This finishes the claim. For any R(ω) ∈ H+
∞(ω) and y ∈ Eω , we have

‖Lω,nϕ̃ R(ϑnω, ·, g)‖H∞(ϑnω) ≤ Cϕ(ω) ·
∑

α∈Wn(ω)

µω([α]ω) ·R(ω, y, g · (ψ
n
ω(α))

−1).

(5.1)

Since µω([α]) =
∫

Lω,nϕ 1{ω}×[α]ω (ϑ
nω, ·)dµϑnω for any α ∈ W1(ω), then

∑

α∈Wn(ω)

µω([α]ω) ·R(ω, y, g · (ψ
n
ω(α))

−1) = ‖Lω,nϕ̃ R(ϑnω, ·, g)‖1. (5.2)

Then this implies (2) combining with (5.1) and (5.2).

(3). By using (1) and (2), this implies (3) since the spectral radius of Lωϕ̃ satisfies that

sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃) = lim sup

n→∞
‖Lω,nϕ̃ ‖

1
n

H∞(ϑnω).

In the following, we prove the Theorem 1.9.
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Proof of Theorem 1.9. Given ω ∈ Ω. Assume that without loss of generality that Lωϕ(1) =

1 and then Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) = 0. If not, there exists locally fiber Hölder continuous h : E → R

+

which h(ω, ·), ω ∈ Ω are bounded away from zero and infinity such that

Lωϕ(h(ω, ·)) = λω · h(ϑω, ·)

where
∫

log λωdP(ω) = Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕ). Define ϕ0(ω, ·) = ϕ(ω, ·) + log h(ω, ·) − log h ◦

Θ(ω, ·) − log λω. Then we have Lωϕ0
(1) = 1 and then Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ0) = 0. Next, we divide

the proof into two steps.

Step 1. For any v ∈ H∞(ω), we have

Lωϕ̃0
v = exp(− log λω) ·

1

h ◦ π1,2
· Lωϕ̃0

v · h ◦ π1,2.

Therefore, we obtain that Lωϕ̃0
and exp(− log λω) · L

ω
ϕ̃ have the same spectrum since h is

bounded. Hence,

log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃0
) = log sprH(L

ω
ϕ̃)−Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ).

By the condition of the theorem 1.9, we have log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃0
) = 0. Then we may assume

that Lωϕ(1) = 1. By log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃) = Π

(r)
Gur(f, ϕ) = 0 since Lωϕ(1) = 1, then we have

sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃) = 1.

Therefore, by (3) in Lemma 5.3, we have

lim sup
n→∞

(An(ω))
1
n = 1.

It follows that G is amenable by the processes of Proposition 4.2, Lemma 4.3 and Theorem

4.1 under the condition of lim sup
n→∞

(An(ω))
1
n = 1.

Step 2. Suppose that G is amenable. Observe that for any n ∈ N, R(ω) ∈ Hc(ω) and

y ∈ Eω , one has

TωnR(ϑ
nω) =

∑

g∈G





∑

α∈Wn(ω)

µω([α]ω) · R(ω, y, g · (ψ
n
ω(α))

−1)



 1Eϑnω×{g},

which is the Markov operator with respect to the distribution given by

µω ({x ∈ Eω : ψnω(x0, x1, . . . , xn−1) = g})

on G. Then we have ‖Tωn ‖H∞(ϑnω) = 1 for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω by [5, Theorem 1]. By using (3)

in Lemma 5.3, we obtain that sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃) = 1 for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, which implies the proof.
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6 Relative Gurevič pressure for amenable group extensions

In this section, we consider the relative Gurevič pressure for the case of amenable group

G and give the proof of Theorem 1.2. For each measurable in (ω, x) and continuous in

x ∈ Eω function ϕ on E , let us set

‖ϕ‖1 =

∫

‖ϕ(ω)‖∞dP(ω), where ‖ϕ(ω)‖∞ = sup
x∈Eω

|ϕ(ω, x)|.

Let L1
E(Ω, C(X)) the space of such functions ϕ with ‖ϕ‖1 < ∞. For any subset Ω′ ⊂ Ω,

define Jω(Ω
′) := {n ∈ N : ϑnω ∈ Ω′}. For t > 0, bn ≥ 0, a ∈ W1(ω) and given a

measurable family o = {o(ω) ∈ Eω : o(ω) ∈ [a]ω}ω∈Ω, we let

Pa(ω, t) :=
∑

n∈Jω(Ωa)

t−n · bn · exp (logZ
ω
n (ϕ̃, a, a))

where for any n ∈ N, Zω
n (ϕ̃, a, a) is defined by

Zω
n (ϕ̃, a, a) =

∑

α∈Wn
a,a(ω)

exp
(

Snϕ ◦ τα(ϑ
nω, o(ϑnω)) · 1E×{id} ◦Θ

n
ψ (ω, y, id)

)

.

Observe that

Pa(ω, t) =
∑

n∈N

1Ωa ◦ ϑ
n(ω) · t−n · bn · exp (logZ

ω
n (ϕ̃, a, a)) ,

and since the function 1Ωa ◦ ϑ
n(ω) · t−n · bn · exp (logZ

ω
n (ϕ̃, a, a)) is measurable in Ω, we

have that the function Pa(ω, t) is measurable in Ω. Then we define

Pa(t) :=

∫

Ω
Pa(ω, t)dP(ω).

If the sequence {bn}n∈N is omitted, then for a sequence {logZω
n (ϕ̃, a, a)}n∈N,n∈Jω(Ωa), by

[[43], Proposition 3.1], the number

Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃) =

∫

Ω
lim

n→∞,n∈Jω(Ωa)

1

n
logZω

n (ϕ̃, a, a)dP(ω)

is called the transition parameter of
{

log Z̃ωn (ϕ̃, a, a)
}

n∈N,n∈Jω(Ωa)
. Since P is ergodic,

the above limit holds for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω without taking integrals in the right-hand side. It

is uniquely determined that by the fact that Pa(ω, t) converge for t > exp
(

Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃)

)

and diverges for t < exp
(

Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃)

)

for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω. For t = exp
(

Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃)

)

,

the sum may converge or diverge. By [6, Lemma 3.1], we have that there exists a sequence

{bn}n∈N of positive reals such that

lim
n→∞

bn
bn+1

= 1,
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(also taking subsequence {n}n∈N,n∈Jω(Ωa) if necessary), and in addition, for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω,

Pa(ω, t) has radius of convergence exp
(

Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃)

)

and diverges at exp
(

Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃)

)

.

Similarly, we can obtain that Pa(t) has radius of convergence exp
(

Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃)

)

and di-

verges at exp
(

Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃)

)

. Write for ρ = exp
(

Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃)

)

. For t > ρ, c ∈ W1(ω)

and g ∈ G, given a measurable family η = {η(ω) ∈ Eω : η(ω) ∈ [b]ω}ω∈Ω, denote a fiber

measure νtω,η,g on {ω} × Eω ×G by

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνtω,η,g :=

1

Pa(t)

∑

n∈N

t−n · bn ·D
ω
n(ϕ,R, η, g),

for any R ∈ L1
E(Ω, C(X)) where Dω

n (ϕ,R, η, g) is defined as

∑

α∈Wn(ω),αη(ϑnω) ω-admissible

exp (Snϕ(ω,αη(ϑ
nω))R ◦ τ̃α(ϑ

nω, η(ϑnω), g)) .

Since Dω
n(ϕ,R, η, g) is measurable in Ω, the function

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνtω,η,g is mea-

surable in Ω. Let t → ρ+, there exists a fiber measure νω,η,g on {ω} × Eω × G since

{ω} × Eω × {g} is compact and G is countable.

In order to prove Theorem 1.2, we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 6.1. Let T be a topologically mixing random group extension of a random shift of

finite type f by a countable group G. The following three statements hold.

(1) There exists an non-random variable C1 > 0 such that for any measurable families

η, ξ and elements g, h ∈ G satisfying fkω(η(ω)) = ξ(ϑkω) and g · ψkω(η(ω)) = h,

then for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω we have

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g ≤ Ck1 ·

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ξ,h.

(2) There exists a random variable C2 : Ω → (0,∞) such that for any measurable

families η, ξ and elements g ∈ G where η(ω), ξ(ω) belongs to the same cylinder of

length 1, then for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω we have

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g ≤ C2(ω) ·

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ξ,g.

(3) There exists a random variable C3 : Ω → (0,∞) such that for any measurable

families η and ξ, then for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω we have

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ξ,g ≤ C3(ω) ·

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g.
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Proof. (1). For any measurable families η, ξ and elements g, h ∈ G satisfying fkω(η(ω)) =
ξ(ϑkω) and g · ψkω(η(ω)) = h, we have
∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνtω,ξ,h =

1

Pa(t)

∑

n∈N

t−n · bn ·D
ω
n(ϕ,R, ξ, h)

≥
1

Pa(t)

∑

n≥k

t−(n−k)t−k
bn
bn−k

bn−k · (Bϕ)
k ·Dω

n−k(ϕ,R, η, g),

where Bϕ = infx∈Eω ,ω∈Ω exp(ϕ(ω, x)). Since

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνtω,η,g =

1

Pa(t)

∞
∑

n=k

t−(n−k) · bn−k ·D
ω
n−k(ϕ,R, η, g),

then
∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνtω,ξ,h ≥

(

inf
n∈N

bn
bn−1

)k

· (Bϕ)
k · t−k ·

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνtω,η,g,

Let t→ ρ+, this gives (1) by taking

C1 =

(

inf
n∈N

bn
bn−1

· Bϕ ·
1

ρ

)−1

.

(2). Fix any measurable families η, ξ and elements g ∈ G where η(ω), ξ(ω) belongs to

the same cylinder of length 1. Let R(ω) = 1[u]ω where u ∈ Wk(ω) and k ∈ N. For any

t > ρ, since

Dω
n(ϕ,R, η, g) =

∑

α∈Wn(ω)
αη(ϑnω) ω-admissible

exp (Snϕ(ω,αη(ϑ
nω))R ◦ τ̃α(ϑ

nω, η(ϑnω), g)

≥
∑

α∈Wn(ω)
αξ(ϑnω) ω-admissible

C2(ω)
−1 exp (Snϕ(ω,αξ(ϑ

nω))R ◦ τ̃α(ϑ
nω, ξ(ϑnω), g)

=C2(ω)
−1 ·Dω

n(ϕ,R, ξ, g)

where

C2 : Ω → (0,+∞), C2(ω) = exp (2κ(ω)) ,

then we have
∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνtω,η,g

=
1

Pa(t)

∑

n∈N

t−n · bn ·D
ω
n(ϕ,R, η, g)

≥
1

Pa(t)

∑

n∈N, n≥k

t−n · bn · C3(ω)
−1 ·Dω

n(ϕ,R, ξ, g)

=C3(ω)
−1





∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνtω,ξ,g −

1

Pa(t)

∑

n∈N, n≤k

t−n · bn ·D
ω
n(ϕ,R, ξ, g)



 .
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Since Pa(t) → ∞ when t→ ρ+, this implies (2).

(3). By the mixing property of T , for any measurable families η and ξ where for any

ω ∈ Ω, η(ω) ∈ [a]ω and ξ(ω) ∈ [b]ω with a, b ∈ W1, there exists a measurable family ζ
and N ∈ N such that (ζ(ω), id) ∈ [b]ω × {g} with T N

ω (ζ(ω), g) ∈ [a]ϑNω × {g} for P-a.e.

ω ∈ Ω. Set T N
ω (ζ(ω), g) := (ζ ′(ϑNω), g). Then ζ, ξ are in the same length 1 cylinder and

ζ ′, η are in the same length 1 cylinder. By (1) we have

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ζ,g ≤ CN1 ·

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ζ′,g. (6.1)

Again, by (2) we have

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ζ′,g ≤ C2(ω) ·

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g (6.2)

and
∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ξ,g ≤ C2(ω) ·

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ζ,g. (6.3)

Combining with (6.1), (6.2) and (6.3), it follows that

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ξ,g

≥ (C2(ω))
−2 ·

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ζ′,g

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ζ,g

≥ (C2(ω))
−2 · C−N

1

≥ (C2(ω))
−2 · C−r

1 ,

where N can be bounded by some r ∈ N and where

C3 : Ω → (0,+∞), C3(ω) = (C2(ω))
−2 · C−r

1 .

This implies (3).

Lemma 6.2. Let T be a topologically mixing random group extension of a random shift of

finite type f by a countable group G. The following two results hold.

(1) For any h ∈ G, there is a random variable Ch : Ω → R such that for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω,

we have

sup
g∈G

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,gh

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g

= Ch(ω).

(2) There is a random variable CL : Ω → R such that any measurable families η, ξ and

elements g, h ∈ G satisfying fkω(η(ω)) = ξ(ϑkω) and g · ψkω(η(ω)) = h, then for

P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω we have

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g ≥ CL(ω)

k ·

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ξ,h.
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Proof. (1). Let h ∈ G, and fix a measurable family η = {η(ω) : η(ω) ∈ [b]ω}ω∈Ω
where b ∈ W1. Since T is topologically mixing, there exist a measurable family ξ with

(ξ(ω), h) ∈ [b]ω × {h} and N such that fNω (ξ(ω)) ∈ [b]ϑNω and h · ψNω (ξ(ω)) = id.

Therefore, for any g ∈ G, we have (ξ(ω), gh) ∈ [b]ω × {gh}, and fNω (ξ(ω)) ∈ [b]ϑNω
and g · h · ψNω (ξ(ω)) = g. Let ζ be a measurable family where ζ(ϑNω) := fNω (ξ(ω)) and

g := gh · ψNω (ξ(ω)). By (1) in Lemma 6.1, we have
∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ξ,gh

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ζ,g

≤ CN1 .

By (2) in Lemma 6.1, we have
∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,gh

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g

=

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,gh

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ξ,gh

·

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ζ,g

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g

·

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ξ,gh

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ζ,g

≤C2(ω)
2 · CN1 .

Then this obtains (1).

(2). Given measurable families η, ξ and elements g, h ∈ G satisfying fkω(η(ω)) =
ξ(ϑkω) and g · ψkω(η(ω)) = h. Suppose that η(ω) ∈ [b0, b1, . . . , bk−1, bk]ω where bi ∈
W1. Therefore, we have ψkω(η(ω)) = ψω(b0) · · ·ψϑk−1ω(bk−1) and then fkω(η(ω)) =
ξ(ϑkω) and g · ψω(b0) · · ·ψϑk−1ω(bk−1) = h. Then ξ(ϑkω) ∈ [bk]ϑkω and we have

g · ψω(b0) · · ·ψϑk−1ω(bk−1) = h. Let si := ψϑiω(bi) for any i = 0, . . . , k − 1. By us-

ing (3) in Lemma 6.1, we have
∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ξ,h ≤ C3(ω) ·

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,h.

And by (2) in Lemma 6.1, one has
∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ξ,h

≥ C3(ω)
−1

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,h

≥ C2(ω)
−2 · C3(ω)

−1

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ζ,g

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ζ,h

,

where ζ is a measurable family that ζ(ω) belongs to the same cylinder as η(ω). By the

statement of (1), we have
∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ζ,g

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ζ,h

=

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ζ,g

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ζ,gs0···sk−1

=

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ζ,g

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ζ,gs0

· · ·

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ζ,gs0···sk−2

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,ζ,gs0···sk−1

≥
1

Cs0(ω) · Cs1(ω) · · ·Csk−1
(ω)

.
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Let S = {ψ(B) : |B| = 1}. Then

Cζ(ω) = min

{

(C2(ω))
−2 · (C3(ω))

−1 ·
1

Cs(ω)
: s ∈ S

}

.

Finally, this implies (2) by taking the minimum over the finitely many choices of ζ .

Lemma 6.3. For any random continuous function R : E ×G→ R and any g ∈ G, then we

have

ρ ·

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g

=
∑

α∈W1(ω)
αη(ϑω) ω-admissible

exp (ϕ(ω,αη(ϑω)))

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,αη(ϑω),g·(ψω(α))−1 .

Proof. Fix t > ρ, it follows that

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνtω,η,g =

1

Pa(t)

∑

n∈N

t−n · bn ·D
ω
n(ϕ,R, η, g)

=
1

Pa(t)

∑

u∈W1(ω)
uη(ϑω) ω-admissible

t−1 exp(ϕ(ω, uη(ϑω)))
∑

n∈N

bn−1

·
bn
bn−1

· t−(n−1) ·Dω
n−1(ϕ,R, uη, g).

Considering t→ ρ+, we have

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g

=ρ−1 ·
∑

α∈W1(ω)
αη(ϑω) ω-admissible

exp (ϕ(ω,αη(ϑω)))

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,αη(ϑω),g·(ψω(α))−1 .

In the following, we give the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Since G is an amenable group, let M be the full Banach mean value

for G satisfying for any function φ : G→ R, one has

inf
x∈G

φ(x) ≤ M(φ) ≤ sup
x∈G

φ(x).

By the definitions of Π
(r)
Gur(Tab, ϕ̃) and Π

(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃), it can be proved that

Π
(r)
Gur(Tab, ϕ̃) ≥ Π

(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃).
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Next, we will prove

Π
(r)
Gur(Tab, ϕ̃) ≤ Π

(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃).

Fix a measurable family η, and non-negative random continuous function R : E ×G→ R.

By Lemma 6.3 and (3) in Lemma 6.1, we have

ρn ·

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g

=
∑

α∈Wn(ω)
αη(ϑnω) ω-admissible

exp (Snϕ(ω,αη(ϑ
nω)))

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,αη(ϑnω),g·(ψnω(α))−1

≥C3(ω)
−1 ·

∑

α∈Wn(ω)
αη(ϑnω) ω-admissible

exp (Snϕ(ω,αη(ϑ
nω)))

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g·(ψnω(α))−1 .

Then by the above inequality and the linear property of M, we have

C3(ω) · ρ
n ·M

[

g 7→

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g

]

≥M






g 7→

∑

α∈Wn(ω)
αη(ϑnω) ω-admissible

exp (Snϕ(ω,αη(ϑ
nω)))

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g·(ψnω(α))−1

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g







≥
∑

α∈Wn(ω)
αη(ϑnω)
ω-admissible

exp

(

Snϕ(ω,αη(ϑ
nω)) +M

[

g 7→ log

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g·(ψnω(α))−1

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g

])

.

Define the map Φ : Ω×G, (ω, h) 7→ Φω(h) by a function

Φω : G→ R, h 7→ M

[

g 7→ log

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g·h

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g

]

.

Claim. The function Φω : G → R is a homomorphism for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω of which that

satisfies the following two conditions:

(1) Φω(h1 · h2) = Φω(h1) + Φω(h2);

(2) Φω(id) = 0.

Proof of Claim. Consider the equation

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g·h2h1

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g

=

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g·h2h1

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g·h2

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g·h2

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g

.
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Since M is the Banach Mean for G, then we have

Φω(h1 · h2)

=M

[

g 7→ log

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g·h2h1

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g

]

=M

[

g 7→ log

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g·h2h1

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g·h2

]

+M

[

g 7→ log

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g·h2

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g

]

=M

[

g 7→ log

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g·h1

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g

]

+M

[

g 7→ log

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g·h2

∫

{ω}×Eω×G
R(ω)dνω,η,g

]

=Φω(h1) + Φω(h2).

This obtains the condition (1). The condition (2) can also be proved by the definition of Φω
and M.

Let α ∈ Wn
a,a(ω) and ψnab,ω(α) = 0 where a ∈ W1 and ϑnω ∈ Ωa. Then by the defini-

tion of ψnab,ω, we have π(ψnω(α)) = 0 and thus, ψnω(α) ∈ [G,G]. Then by the definition of

[G,G], there exists m ∈ N such that

Φω(ψ
n
ω(α)) = Φω

(

m−1
∏

i=0

gihig
−1
i h−1

i

)

= 0

where gi, hi ∈ G for any 0 ≤ i ≤ m− 1. By the topologically mixing property, there exists

N ≥ 1 such that for any α ∈ Wn
a,a(ω), there exists a ϑnω-admissible word α∗ of length

N + 1 such that αα∗ ∈ Wn+N+1(ω). Then we have

Zω
ab,n(ϕ̃ab, a, a) =

∑

α∈Wn
a,a(ω), ψ

n
ab,ω(α)=0

exp

(

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ̃ab ◦ (Θψab
)i(ω,αo(ϑnω), id)

)

=
∑

α∈Wn
a,a(ω), ψ

n
ab,ω(α)=0

exp (Snϕ(ω,αo(ϑ
nω))) · exp

(

Φω((ψ
n
ω(α))

−1)
)

≤ C4(ω) ·
∑

α∈Wn+N+1(ω)

αη(ϑn+N+1ω)
ω-admissible

exp
(

Sn+N+1ϕ(ω,αη(ϑ
n+N+1ω))

)

·∆(ω)

≤ C4(ω) · C3(ω) · ρ
n+N+1,

where

∆(ω) := exp
(

Φω((ψ
n+N+1
ω (α))−1)

)

and

C4(ω) := C2(ω)
−(N+1) · (Bϕ)

−(N+1) ·

(

inf
x∈NN

exp(Φω (ψ(x)))

)−(N+1)

.
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It follows that

Π
(r)
Gur(Tab, ϕ̃ab) =

∫

Ω
lim

n→∞, n∈Jω(Ωa)

1

n
log Z̃ωab,n(ϕ̃ab, a, a)dP(ω)

≤

∫

Ω
lim

n→∞, n∈Jω(Ωa)

1

n
log
(

C4(ω) · C3(ω) · ρ
n+N+1

)

dP(ω)

=

∫

Ω
lim

n→∞, n∈Jω(Ωa)

1

n
log
(

ρn+N+1
)

dP(ω)

≤ log ρ.

Since ρ = exp
(

Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃)

)

, then we have

Π
(r)
Gur(Tab, ϕ̃ab) ≤ Π

(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃).

7 Relative Gurevič entropy of random group extensions

In this section, we study the relative Gurevič entropies of random group extensions and

give the proof of Theorem 1.3. Firstly, we give the following result by considering the non-

amenable case. For a general case, by the definitions of h
(r)
Gur(Tab) and h

(r)
Gur(T ), we have

the following inequality.

h
(r)
Gur(T ) ≤ h

(r)
Gur(Tab).

Theorem 7.1. Let T be a topologically mixing random group extension of a random shift

of finite type f by a countable group G. If G is non-amenable, then

h
(r)
Gur(T ) < h

(r)
Gur(Tab).

Proof. Since Gab = G/[G,G], then we have

Gab = Z
a ×G0

for some a ≥ 0 and finite abelian group G0.

Case 1. Suppose that a > 0. The random group extension Tab := (Tab,ω)ω∈Ω where

Tab,ω : Eω ×Gab → Eϑω ×Gab, (x, g) 7→ (fωx, g · ψab,ω(x)), ω ∈ Ω,

that ψab,ω = π ◦ ψω and π : G → Gab is the natural projection induces a random group

extension on fibers

Eω × Z
a → Eϑω × Z

a, ω ∈ Ω

which is similarly denoted by Tab. By following the processes of [36], we observe that there

exists ξ ∈ R
a such that

h
(r)
Gur(Tab) = Π

(r)
top(f, ϕab), (7.1)
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where ϕab is defined by

ϕab(ω, x) := 〈ξ, ψab〉(ω, x) =
a
∑

i=1

ξi · ψ
(i)
ab,ω(x)

and

ξ = (ξ1, ξ2, . . . , ξa) ∈ R
a and ψab,ω = (ψ

(1)
ab,ω, ψ

(2)
ab,ω, . . . , ψ

(a)
ab,ω)

which ψ
(i)
ab,ω is a locally fiber Hölder continuous function. Indeed, on the one hand, com-

bining with the processes of [35] and [32], there exists a unique ξ ∈ R
a such that

∫

ψabdµ〈ξ,ψab〉 :=

(
∫

ψ
(1)
ab dµ〈ξ,ψab〉,

∫

ψ
(2)
ab dµ〈ξ,ψab〉, . . . ,

∫

ψ
(a)
ab dµ〈ξ,ψab〉

)

= 0

where µ〈ξ,ψab〉 is the equilibrium state of 〈ξ, ψab〉 and

Π
(r)
top(f, 〈ξ, ψab〉) = min

η∈Ra
Π

(r)
top(f, 〈η, ψab〉).

Then if µ 6= µ〈ξ,ψab〉 such that
∫

ψabdµ〈ξ,ψab〉 = 0, we have

Π
(r)
top(f, 〈ξ, ψab〉) = h(r)µ〈ξ,ψab〉

(f) +

∫

〈ξ, ψab〉dµ〈ξ,ψab〉

≤ h(r)µ (f),

Then we have

Π
(r)
top(f, 〈ξ, ψab〉) ≤ sup

µ∈M1
P
(E,f)

{

h(r)µ (f) :

∫

ψabdµ = 0

}

.

The other inequality can be obtained by the definitions. Then we have

Π
(r)
top(f, 〈ξ, ψab〉) = sup

µ∈M1
P
(E,f)

{

h(r)µ (f) :

∫

ψabdµ = 0

}

.

On the other hand, by the processes of [34] and [36], we have

Z̃ω
ab,n

(j)
a (ω)

(0̃ab, a, a) ≤ n(j)a (ω)
(

n(j+1)
a (ω)

)r(ω)+1
exp

(

n
(

Π
(r)
top(f, 〈ξ, ψab〉)

))

where

r(ω) =
∑

i∈S(ω),j∈S(ϑω)

αi,j(ω)

and for any ǫ > 0, there exists m,N ∈ N and δ > 0 such that

Z̃ω
ab,n

(j)
a (ω)

(0̃ab, a, a) ≥ δ
(

n(j)a (ω)
)−m+1

exp
(

n
(

Π
(r)
top(f, 〈ξ, ψab〉)− ǫ

))
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for any j ≥ N . Combining with the above inequalities, it follows that

h
(r)
Gur(Tab) =

∫

Ω
lim
j→∞

1

n
(j)
a (ω)

log Z̃ω
ab,n

(j)
a (ω)

(0̃ab, a, a)dP(ω)

= Π
(r)
top(f, 〈ξ, ψab〉)

and

h
(r)
Gur(Tab) = sup

µ∈M1
P
(E,f)

{

h(r)µ (f) :

∫

ψabdµ = 0

}

. (7.2)

This implies the (7.1). Since G is not amenable, by Remark 2.4 we can obtain that

log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃ab

) < Π
(r)
Gur(f, ϕab) = Π

(r)
top(f, ϕab)

= h
(r)
Gur(Tab).

(7.3)

Combining with (3) in Lemma 5.3 and Proposition 4.2, it can be proved that

sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃ab

) = lim sup
n→∞

An(ω)
1
n

≥ exp
(

Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃ab)

)

for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω. Then for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, we have

log sprH(L
ω
ϕ̃ab

) ≥ Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃ab). (7.4)

By (7.3) and (7.4), we have

Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃ab) < h

(r)
Gur(Tab).

For α ∈ Wn(ω), since ψnω(α) = id implies that ψnab,ω(α) = 0, then

Π
(r)
Gur(T , ϕ̃ab) =

∫

Ω
lim
j→∞

1

n
(j)
a (ω)

log Z̃ω
n
(j)
a (ω)

(ϕ̃ab, a, a)dP(ω)

= h
(r)
Gur(T ).

Then this implies the result.

Case 2. If a = 0, then Gab is finite. Then we have

h
(r)
Gur(Tab) = h

(r)
top(f).

It follows that

h
(r)
Gur(T ) ≤ log sprH(L

ω
0̃
)

< Π
(r)
Gur(f, 0)

= Π
(r)
top(f, 0) = h

(r)
top(f)
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by using the above similar processes in Case 1, then

h
(r)
Gur(T ) ≤ h

(r)
Gur(Tab)

which implies the proof.

Next, we prove the Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By the definitions of h
(r)
Gur(Tab) and h

(r)
Gur(T ), it can be proved that

h
(r)
Gur(T ) ≤ h

(r)
Gur(Tab).

On the one hand, suppose that G is amenable, by using Theorem 1.2 of which ϕ = 0, we

have

h
(r)
Gur(T ) = h

(r)
Gur(Tab).

On the another hand, assume that

h
(r)
Gur(T ) = h

(r)
Gur(Tab),

if G is non-amenable, then it can be proved that

h
(r)
Gur(T ) < h

(r)
Gur(Tab)

by using Theorem 7.1, which is a contradiction.
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[2] T. Bogenschütz and V.M. Gundlach, Ruelle’s transfer operator for random subshifts

of finite type, Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems, 15 (1995), 413-447.

[3] R. Brooks, The bottom of the spectrum of a Riemannian covering, J. Reine Angew.

Math. 357 (1985), 101-114.

[4] I.P. Cornfeld, S.V. Fomin and Y.G. Sinaĭ, Ergodic Theory, Grundlehren der Mathema-
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