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Abstract

In this work, we are interested in characterizing typical (generic) dimensional properties
of invariant measures associated with the full-shift system, T , in a product space whose
alphabet is a countable set. More specifically, we show that the set of invariant measures
with infinite packing dimension equal to infinity is a dense Gδ subset of M(T ), the space of
T -invariant measures endowed with the weak topology, where the alphabetM is a countable
Polish metric space. We also show that the set of invariant measures with upper q-generalized
fractal dimension (with q > 1) equal to infinity is a dense Gδ subset of M(T ), where the
alphabet M is a countable compact metric space. This improves the results obtained by
Carvalho and Condori in [5] and [4], respectively. Furthermore, we discuss the dynamical
consequences of such results, regarding the upper recurrence rates and upper quantitative
waiting time indicator for typical orbits, and how the fractal dimensions of invariant measures
and such dynamical quantities behave under an α-Hölder conjugation.

Key words and phrases. Full-shift over a countable alphabet, Hausdorff dimension, packing
dimension, invariant measures, generalized fractal dimension.

1 Introduction

Let (M,ρ) be a complete separable (Polish) metric space and let S be its σ-algebra of Borel
sets. Let (X,B) be the bilateral product of a countable number of copies of (M,S). Naturally,
B coincides with the σ-algebra of the Borel sets in the product topology. Let d be any metric
in X which is compatible with the product topology. Then, (X, d) is also a Polish metric space.

One defines in X the so-called full-shift operator, T , by the action

Tx = y,

where x = (. . . , x−n, . . . , xn, . . .), y = (. . . , y−n, . . . , yn, . . .), and for each i ∈ Z, yi = xi−1. T is
clearly an homeomorphism of X onto itself.
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We consider in this work three different settings:

1. d is any metric compatible with the product topology;

2. d is such that T is a Lipschitz map; this is the case when d : X ×X → R is given by the
law

d(x, y) =
∑

|n|≥0

1

2|n|
ρ(xn, yn)

1 + ρ(xn, yn)
, (1)

with x, y ∈ X;

3. d is a sub-exponential metric of the form

d(x, y) =
∑

|n|≥0

min

{
1

a|n| + 1
, d(xn, yn)

}
, (2)

with x, y ∈ X, where (an) is any monotone increasing sequence such that
∑

k≥0
1

ak+1 <∞

and, for each α > 0, limk→∞
ak
eαk = 0 (for instance, let for each n ∈ N ∪ {0}, an = n2).

Naturally, the metrics defined in (1) and (2) induce topologies inX which also are compatible
with the product topology. We mention explicitly along the text the metric that is used in each
setting; if a specific metric is not mentioned, we then assume that we are in the first case.

Let M(T ) be the space of all T -invariant probability measures, endowed with the weak
topology (that is, the coarsest topology for which the net {µα} converges to µ if, and only if, for
each bounded and continuous function f ,

∫
fdµα →

∫
fdµ). Since X is Polish, M(T ) is also a

Polish metrizable space (see [9]).

Given µ ∈ M(T ), the triple (X,T, µ) is called an M -valued discrete stationary stochastic
process (see [23, 30, 31]; see also [12] for a discussion of the role of such systems in the study of
continuous self-maps over general metric spaces).

The study of generic properties (in Baire’s sense; see Definition 1.8) of such M -valued dis-
crete stationary stochastic processes goes back to the works of Parthasarathy [23] (regarding
ergodicity) and Sigmund [30, 31] (regarding positivity of the measure on open sets, zero entropy
of the measure for M = R).

The present authors have obtained in [4, 5] some results regarding dimensional properties of
invariant measures of full-shift dynamical systems over X =

∏+∞
−∞M in case the alphabet M is

a perfect Polish (or compact) metric space.

More specifically, it has been shown in [4] (respectively, in [5]), among other results, that if
M is a perfect compact (respectively, Polish) metric space and if one endows X with the metric
defined in (2) (respectively, (1)), then for each q ≥ 1, the set of invariant measures with upper
q-generalized fractal dimensions (respectively, packing dimensions) equal to infinity is a residual
subset of M(T ).

The techniques presented in these papers are valid exclusively for the situation where M
is a perfect set. So, it remains an open problem to extend such results for full-shift systems
over countable alphabets (these results are false for full-shifts over finite alphabets, since such
systems are expanding; see [6, 11] for details). Our main goal in this work is precisely to show
that this is possible. The problem of possibly extending these results in case M is a countable
set is posed in both papers [4, 5] (see Remark 1.1 in [4] and Introduction in [5]).
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Naturally, by extending such results to full-shift systems over countable alphabets, and by
presenting some sufficient conditions for a conjugation between (topological) dynamical systems
to preserve positive dimensions, we hope to extend the class of dynamical systems for which the
sets of invariant measures with infinite packing and upper q-generalized dimensions (q ≥ 1) are
residual.

Based on the results obtained in [5], we also have something to say about recurrence rates
of points and about quantitative waiting time indicators.

Thus, before we precisely state our results, some preparation is required.

1.1 Preliminaries

Here, we discuss some definitions, motivations and results regarding fractal dimensions of in-
variant measures and recurrence problems. For a more complete discussion, see [26].

In what follows, (X, d) is an arbitrary metric space and B = B(X) is its Borel σ-algebra.

Definition 1.1 (radius packing φ-premeasure, [8]). Let ∅ 6= E ⊂ X, and let 0 < δ < 1. A
δ-packing of E is a countable collection of disjoint closed balls {B(xk, rk)}k with centers xk ∈ E
and radii satisfying 0 < rk ≤ δ/2, for each k ∈ N. Given a measurable function φ, the radius
packing (φ, δ)-premeasure of E is given by the law

P φδ (E) = sup

{
∞∑

k=1

φ(2rk) | {B(xk, rk)}k is a δ-packing of E

}
.

By letting δ → 0, one gets the so-called radius packing φ-premeasure

P φ0 (E) = lim
δ→0

P φδ (E).

One sets P φδ (∅) = P φ0 (∅) = 0.

It is easy to see that P φ0 is non-negative and monotone. Moreover, P φ0 generally fails to

be countably sub-additive. One can, however, build an outer measure from P φ0 by applying
Munroe’s Method I construction, described in [21, 28]. This leads to the following definition.

Definition 1.2 (radius packing φ-measure, [8]). The radius packing φ-measure of E ⊂ X is
defined to be

P φ(E) = inf

{
∑

k

P φ0 (Ek) | E ⊂
⋃

k

Ek

}
. (3)

The infimum in (3) is taken over all countable coverings {Ek}k of E. It follows that P is an
outer measure on the subsets of X.

In an analogous fashion, one may define the Hausdorff φ-measure.

Definition 1.3 (Hausdorff φ-measure, [8]). For E ⊂ X, the outer measure Hφ(E) is defined by

Hφ(E) = lim
δ→0

inf

{
∞∑

k=1

φ(diam(Ek)) | {Ek}k is a δ-covering of E

}
, (4)

where a δ-covering of E is any countable collection {Ek}k of subsets of X such that, for each
k ∈ N, E ⊂

⋂
k Ek and diam(Ek) ≤ δ. If no such δ-covering exists, one sets Hφ(E) = inf ∅ = ∞.
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Of special interest is the situation where given α > 0, one sets φ(t) = tα. In this case, one
uses the notation Pα0 , and refers to Pα0 (E) as the α-packing premeasure of E. Similarly, one uses
the notation Pα(E) for the packing α-measure of E, and Hα(E) for the α- Hausdorff measure
of E.

Definition 1.4 (Hausdorff and packing dimensions of a set, [8]). Let E ⊂ X. One defines the
Hausdorff dimension of E to be the critical point

dimH(E) = inf{α > 0 | hα(E) = 0};

one defines the packing dimension of E in the same fashion.

We note that dimH(X) or dimP (X) may be infinite for some metric space X.

Definition 1.5 (lower and upper packing and Hausdorff dimensions of a measure,[20]). Let µ
be a positive Borel measure on (X,B). The lower and upper packing and Hausdorff dimension
of µ are defined, respectively, by

dim−
K(µ) = inf{dimK(E) | µ(E) > 0, E ∈ B},

dim+
K(µ) = inf{dimK(E) | µ(X \ E) = 0, E ∈ B},

where K stands for H (Hausdorff) or P (packing). If dim−
K(µ) = dim+

K(µ), one denotes the
common value by dimK(µ).

Let µ be a positive finite Borel measure on X. One defines the upper and lower local
dimensions of µ at x ∈ X by

dµ(x) = lim sup
ε→0

log µ(B(x, ε))

log ε
and dµ(x) = lim inf

ε→0

log µ(B(x, ε))

log ε
,

if, for every ε > 0, µ(B(x; ε)) > 0; if not, dµ(x) := +∞.

The next result shows that the essential infimum of the lower (upper) local dimension of
a probability measure equals its lower Hausdorff (packing) dimension, whereas the essential
supremum of its lower (upper) local dimension equals its upper Hausdorff (packing) dimension;
see Appendix in [5] for its proof.

Proposition 1.1. Let µ be a probability measure on X. Then,

µ- ess inf dµ(x) = dim−
H(µ) ≤ µ- ess sup dµ(x) = dim+

H(µ),

µ- ess inf dµ(x) = dim−
P (µ) ≤ µ- ess sup dµ(x) = dim+

P (µ).

As mentioned in [5], the Hausdorff dimension of relatively simple sets can be very difficult to
calculate. Furthermore, the notion of Hausdorff dimension is not fully adapted to the dynamics
itself (e.g., if Z is a periodic orbit, then its Hausdorff dimension is zero, regardless of whether
the orbit is stable, unstable or neutral).

Thus, in order to obtain relevant information about the dynamics of a (continuous) map
f : X → X (where X is a measurable Borel space), one must consider not only the geometry
of the measurable set Z ⊂ X, but also the distribution of points in Z under f . That is, one
should be interested in the frequency with which a given point x ∈ Z visits a fixed subset Y ⊂ Z
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under f . If µ is an ergodic measure for which µ(Y ) > 0, for a typical point x ∈ Z, the average
number of visits is equal to µ(Y ). Therefore, the orbit distribution is completely determined by
the measure µ. On the other hand, the measure µ is completely specified by the distribution of
a typical orbit. In this direction, Grassberger, Procaccia and Hentschel [15] introduced the so-
called correlation dimension of a probability measure in an attempt to produce a characteristic
of a dynamical system that captures information about the typical global behavior (with respect
to a measure invariant) of the trajectories by observing only one of them.

The formal definition is as follows (see [24, 25, 26]): let (X, r) be a complete and separable
(Polish) metric space, and let T : X → X be a continuous mapping. Given x ∈ X, ε > 0 and
n ∈ N, one defines the correlation sum of order q ∈ N \ {1} (specified by the points {T i(x)},
i = 1, . . . , n) by

Cq(x, n, ε) =
1

nq
card {(i1 · · · iq) ∈ {0, 1, · · · , n}q | r(T ij (x), T il(x)) ≤ ε for any 0 ≤ j, l ≤ q},

where cardA is the cardinality of the set A. Given x ∈ X, one defines (when the limit n → ∞
exists) the quantities

αq(x) =
1

q − 1
lim
ε→0

lim
n→∞

logCq(x, n, ε)

log(ε)
, αq(x) =

1

q − 1
lim
ε→0

lim
n→∞

logCq(x, n, ε)

log(ε)
, (5)

the so-called the lower and the upper q-correlation dimensions at x. If the limit ε → 0 exists,
we denote it by αq, the so-called q-correlation dimension at x. In this case, if n is large and ε
is small, one has the asymptotic relation

Cq(x, n, ε) ∼ ε(q−1)αq .

Cq(x, n, ε) gives an account of how the orbit of x, truncated at time n, “folds” into an ε-
neighborhood of itself; the larger Cq(x, n, ε), the more “tight” this truncated orbit is. αq(x) and
αq(x) are, respectively, the lower and upper growing rates of Cq(x, n, ε) as n → ∞ and ε → 0
(in this order).

Definition 1.6 (Energy function). Let X be a general metric space and let µ be a Borel
probability measure on X. For q ∈ R \ {1} and ε ∈ (0, 1), one defines the so-called energy
function I·(q, ε) : M → (0,+∞] by the law

Iµ(q, ε) =

∫

supp(µ)
µ(B(x, ε))q−1dµ(x), (6)

where supp(µ) is the topological support of µ.

The next result shows that the two previous definitions are intimately related.

Theorem 1.1 (Pesin [25, 26]). Let X be a Polish metric space, assume that µ is ergodic and
let q ∈ N \ {1}. Then, there exists a set Z ⊂ X of full µ-measure such that, for each R, η > 0
and each x ∈ Z, there exists N = N(x, η,R) ∈ N such that

|Cq(x, n, ε)− Iµ(q, ε)| ≤ η

holds for each n ≥ N and each 0 < ε ≤ R.
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Definition 1.7 (Generalized fractal dimensions). Let X be a general metric space, let µ be
a Borel probability measure on X, and let q ∈ (0,∞) \ {1}. The so-called upper and lower
q-generalized fractal dimensions of µ are defined, respectively, as

D+
µ (q) = lim sup

ε↓0

log Iµ(q, ε)

(q − 1) log ε
and D−

µ (q) = lim inf
ε↓0

log Iµ(q, ε)

(q − 1) log ε
,

with values in [0,+∞]. For q = 1, one defines the so-called upper and lower entropy dimensions,
respectively, as

D+
µ (1) = lim sup

ε↓0

∫
supp(µ) log µ(B(x, ε))dµ(x)

log ε
,

D−
µ (1) = lim inf

ε↓0

∫
supp(µ) log µ(B(x, ε))dµ(x)

log ε
.

Some useful relations involving the generalized fractal, Hausdorff and packing dimensions of
a probability measure are given by the following inequalities.

Proposition 1.2 (Proposition 1.2 in [4]). Let µ be a Borel probability measure over X, let q > 1
and let 0 < s < 1. Then,

D−
µ (q) ≤ dim−

H(µ) ≤ dim+
H(µ) ≤ D−

µ (s),

D+
µ (q) ≤ dim−

P (µ) ≤ dim+
P (µ) ≤ D+

µ (s).

Furthermore, if supp(µ) is compact, then D±
µ (q) ≤ D±

µ (1) ≤ D±
µ (s).

As in [5], we are also interested in the polynomial returning rates of the T -orbit of a given
point to arbitrarily small neighborhoods of itself (which gives a quantitative description of
Poincaré’s recurrence). This question was posed and studied by Barreira and Saussol in [2]
(see also [1, 3, 16] for further motivations). Given a separable metric space X and a Borel
measurable transformation T , they have defined the lower and upper recurrence rates of x ∈ X
in the following way: for each fixed r > 0, let

τr(x) = inf{k ∈ N | T kx ∈ B(x, r)}

be the return time of a point x ∈ X into the closed ball B(x, r); then,

R(x) = lim inf
r→0

log τr(x)

− log r
and R(x) = lim sup

r→0

log τr(x)

− log r

are, respectively, the lower and upper recurrence rates of x ∈ X. Note that τr(x) may be infinite
on a set of zero µ-measure.

We refer to [5] for a discussion regarding the connection between these recurrence rates and
the local dimensions of invariant measures.

We also have something to say about the quantitative waiting time indicators, defined by
Galatolo in [13] as follows: let x, y ∈ X and let r > 0. The first entrance time of O(x) := {T ix |
i ∈ Z}, the T -orbit of x, into the closed ball B(y, r) is given by

τr(x, y) = inf{n ∈ N | T n(x) ∈ B(y, r)}

6



(note that τr(x, y) may be infinite on a set of zero µ× µ-measure).

Naturally, τr(x, x) is just the first return time into the closed ball B(x, r). The so-called
quantitative waiting time indicators are defined as

R(x, y) = lim inf
r→0

log τr(x, y)

− log r
and R(x, y) = lim sup

r→0

log τr(x, y)

− log r
.

Let (X,T ) be a dynamical system such that X is a separable metric space and T : X → X
is a measurable map, and suppose that there exists a T -invariant measure µ. Then, Theorem 4
in [13] states that, for each fixed y ∈ X, one has

R(x, y) ≥ dµ(y) and R(x, y) ≥ dµ(y) for µ-a.e. x ∈ X. (7)

Furthermore, even if µ is only a probability measure on X, Theorem 10 in [13] states that
for each x ∈ X, one has R(x, y) ≥ dµ(y) and R(x, y) ≥ dµ(y) for µ-a.e. y ∈ X.

Definition 1.8. A subset R of a topological space X is said to be residual if R ⊃
⋂
k∈N Uk,

where for each k ∈ N, Uk is open and dense. A topological space X is a Baire space if every
residual subset of X is dense in X (by Baire Category Theorem, every complete metric space is
a Baire space).

A property P is said to be generic in X if there exists a residual subset R of X such that
every element x ∈ R satisfies property P.

1.2 Main results

Our first result establishes that if X =
∏∞

−∞M is endowed with any metric compatible with
the product topology for which T is Lipshitz continuous (let, for instance, d be given by (1)),
and if M is any infinite Polish metric space (that is, M may be a countable or an uncountable
set), then the sets of invariant measures with (i) infinite packing dimension, (ii) infinite upper
recurrence rate, for a.e. x ∈ X, and (iii) infinite upper quantitative time indicator for a.e.
(x, y) ∈ X ×X, are residual subsets of M(T ).

Theorem 1.2. Let (X,T,B) be the full-shift dynamical system over X =
∏+∞

−∞M , where the
alphabet M is any infinite Polish metric space and X is endowed with any metric compatible
with the product topology for which T is Lipshitz continuous. Then,

1. the set PD := {µ ∈ M(T ) | dimP (µ) = +∞} is a dense Gδ subset of M(T );

2. the set R = {µ ∈ M(T ) | R(x) = +∞, for µ-a.e. x} is a dense Gδ subset of M(T );

3. the set R = {µ ∈ M(T ) | R(x, y) = +∞, for (µ × µ)-a.e. (x, y) ∈ X ×X} is residual in
M(T ).

Thus, Theorem 1.2 extends the results stated in items IV, VI and VIII of Theorem 1.1 in [5]
to the case where M is a countable Polish metric space.

Remark 1.1. It is also possible to show that ifM is any Polish metric space and if X =
∏+∞

−∞M
is endowed with any metric compatible with the product topology, then each one of the following
sets is a dense Gδ subset of M(T ):

7



1. HD := {µ ∈ M(T ) | dimH(µ) = 0} (this is, in fact, a consequence of the results presented
in Section 2 in [5]);

2. R := {µ ∈ M(T ) | R(x) = 0, for µ-a.e. x} (this is Theorem 1.1-V in [5]);

3. R = {µ ∈ M(T ) | R(x, y) = 0, for (µ × µ)-a.e. (x, y) ∈ X ×X} (this is Theorem 1.1-VII
in [5]).

Therefore, if M is any infinite Polish metric space and if X is endowed with any metric
compatible with the product topology for which T is Lipshitz continuous, it follows that

HD ∩ PD ∩R ∩R ∩ R ∩ R

is a residual subset of M(T ).

We refer to Introduction in [5] for a discussion about the dynamical implications of this
result.

The next result establishes that if the alphabet M is a compact countable metric space and
if X is endowed with the metric given by (2), then generically for each q ≥ 1, µ ∈ M(T ) has
q-upper generalized fractal dimension equal to infinite.

Theorem 1.3. Let (X,T,B) be the full-shift dynamical system over X =
∏+∞

−∞M , where the
alphabet M is a countable compact set and X is endowed with the metric given by (2). Then,

1. for each q > 1, CD := {µ ∈ M(T ) | D+
µ (q) = +∞} is a dense Gδ subset of M(T );

2. {µ ∈ M(T ) | D+
µ (1) = +∞} is a residual subset of M(T ).

This partially settles the question posed in Remark 1.1 in [4], i.e., that CD is also a dense
Gδ subset of M(T ) in case M is a countable compact metric space and X is endowed with a
sub-exponential metric (like (2); the proof of Proposition 3.2 fails if the metric is exponential,
as discussed in Remark 3.3 in [4]).

Remark 1.2. Theorem 1.3 is only valid for the case where M is a countable compact metric
space; this hypothesis is necessary for the proof of Proposition 3.2. Actually, one needs that
M has a countable collection of isolated points, with at most a finite number of accumulation
points (given that M is compact, M contains at least one accumulation point; note that the set
of accumulation points in M cannot be infinite, otherwise M would be uncountable).

Remark 1.3. It follows from Theorem 1.2 in [4] that if M is any compact metric space and if
X =

∏+∞
−∞M is endowed with any metric compatible with the product topology, then for each

s ∈ (0, 1),
{µ ∈ M(T ) | D−

µ (s) = 0}

is a dense Gδ subset of M(T ); this is, in fact, a consequence of the results presented in Section 2
of [5].

Therefore, if M is any countable compact metric space and if X is endowed with the met-
ric (2), it follows from Proposition 1.2 and Theorem 1.3 that for each 0 < s ≤ 1 and each
q ≥ 1,

{µ ∈ M(T ) | D−
µ (s) = 0 and D+

µ (q) = +∞}
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is a residual subset of M(T ).

We refer to the discussion after Theorem 1.3 in [4] for the dynamical consequences of this
result.

Finally, we have something to say about dynamical systems that are conjugated to full-shift
systems. The idea here is to present a sufficient condition for a dynamical system to have a
residual set of invariant measures whose packing and upper q-generalized (q ≥ 1) dimensions
are infinite, as well as the upper recurrence rate of a point and the upper quantitative waiting
time indicator. Naturally, there are some important examples of dynamical systems which are
conjugated to full-shift systems over infinite alphabets, like infinite interval exchange transfor-
mations (see [17, 19] and references therein). Here, in order to preserve the positive dimensional
and recurrence quantities discussed for the full-shift over countable alphabets, one has to require
more than topological conjugacy, something that usually is very hard to obtain. Nevertheless,
if such kind of conjugation is at hand, then the following results provide the aforementioned
properties.

Theorem 1.4. Let (X,T ) be a topological dynamical system and let (Y, T̃ ) be the full-shift
system over the alphabet M , with M a countable compact metric space. Let ϕ : X → Y be
an α-Hölder continuous bijective map whose inverse map is continuous. If ϕ is a conjugation
between (X,T ) and (Y, T̃ ), that is, if

T̃ = ϕ ◦ T ◦ ϕ−1,

then for each q > 1,
D+
X(T ) := {µX ∈ MX(T ) | D

+
µX

(q) = +∞}

is a dense Gδ subset of MX(T ).

Theorem 1.5. Let (X,T ) and (Y, T̃ ) be such that both X and Y are Polish metric spaces and
both T and T̃ are continuous. Let ϕ : X → Y be a locally α-Hölder continuous bijective map
whose inverse map is uniformly continuous. If ϕ is a conjugation between (X,T ) and (Y, T̃ ),
then:

1. PDX(T ) := {µx ∈ MX(T ) | dimP (µX) = +∞} is a dense Gδ subset of MX(T );

2. R(T ) := {µ ∈ M(T ) | R(x;T ) = +∞, for µ-a.e. x} is a dense Gδ subset of M(T );

3. R(T ) = {µ ∈ M(T ) | R(x, y;T ) = +∞, for (µ × µ)-a.e. (x, y) ∈ X × X} is a residual
subset of M(T ).

Remark 1.4. One may replace the hypothesis that the conjugation ϕ : X → Y is (locally) α-
Hölder continuous with uniformly continuous inverse in Theorems 1.4 and 1.5 by the hypothesis
that ϕ is quasi-α-Hölder continuous. A bijective transformation ξ : X → Y between two (Polish)
metric spaces is said to be quasi-α-Hölder continuous if for each ε ∈ (0,min{1, α}), there exists
δ > 0 such that if dX(x, x

′) < δ, then

∣∣∣∣
dY (ξ(x), ξ(x

′))

dX(x, x′)
− α

∣∣∣∣ < ε. (8)

ξ is called locally quasi-α-Hölder continuous if for each x ∈ X and each ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists
δ > 0 such that for each x′ ∈ B(x, δ), (8) follows.

9



This definition generalizes the notion of quasi-Lipshitz transformation presented in [33],
which corresponds to the case α = 1. It is straightforward to show that if ξ is quasi-α-Hölder
continuous, then ξ−1 is quasi-(1/α)-Hölder continuous, and so uniformly continuous.

It is also possible to show that if ξ : X → Y is quasi-α-Hölder continuous, then there exists a
monotone non-decreasing function ζ : (0,+∞) → (0,+∞) satisfying limr↓0 ζ(r) = 0 so that for
each x ∈ X and each suficiently small r, one has ξ(B(x, r)) ⊂ B(ξ(x), rα−ζ(r)) (see Lemma 2.4
in [33]).

Therefore, the results stated in Section 3 are valid (after minor adaptations in their proofs)
if we replace the hypothesis that the conjugation ϕ : X → Y is locally α-Hölder continuous
with uniformly continuous inverse by the hypothesis that ϕ is quasi-α-Hölder continuous. If one
wants to assume that ϕ is only locally quasi-α-Hölder continuous, then one also has to assume
that ϕ−1 is uniformly continuous.

Remark 1.5. Although it is possible to present (by following the results stated in Remarks 4.2, 4.3
and 4.4) sufficient conditions for a conjugation to preserve generic sets of invariant measures
with zero lower s-generalized fractal dimension (0 < s < 1), zero Haudorff dimension and zero
lower recurrence rate and quantitative waiting time indicator, these results are not as important
as those discussed in Theorems 1.4 and 1.5, given that there are fairly general situations for
which such sets are generic; roughly, the topological dynamical system (X,T ) must be such that
Mp(T ) = M(T ), where Mp(T ) stands for the set of the T -periodic measures (see [4, 5] for the
proof of this statement).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present several results used in the proof
of Theorem 1.2. They are adapted versions, for this setting, of some of the results presented in
Sections 2 and 3 in [5]. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.3 (here, we also adapt
two results presented in Section 3 in [4] for this setting). Finally, in Section 3 we present the
proofs of Theorems 1.4 and 1.5.

2 PD, R and R are residual sets

We begin this section proving that the set PD defined in the statement of Theorem 1.2 is dense
in M(T ). One needs two ingredients in this proof. The first one is the fact that for each K > 0,
the set of ergodic measures whose respective metric entropies are greater than K is dense (this
is Proposition 2.1). The second one is the fact that if T is a Lipschitz continuous function, then
the lower packing dimension of an ergodic measure is greater than its metric entropy times a
constant (this is Lemma 2.2).

The next result is due to Parthasarathy (Theorem 3.3 in [23]; see also Theorem 2 in [22]).
Let M(T ) denote the space of T -invariant measures on X =

∏+∞
−∞M , endowed with the weak

topology, where M is a compactification of M .

Lemma 2.1. Let µ ∈ M(T ) be such that µ(X) = 1 and let ε > 0. Then, there exists a
(normalized) T -periodic measure ν ∈ M(T ) such that ν ∈ B(µ; ε).

The next result is an extension of Theorem 2 in [30] and Proposition 2.4 in [5] to the
space X =

∏+∞
−∞M , where M is any infinite (countable or uncountable) Polish metric space

(Theorem 2 in [30] was proved for M = R and Proposition 2.4 in [5] was proved in case M is a
perfect Polish metric space).
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Proposition 2.1. Let K > 0. Then, {µ ∈ Me | hµ(T ) > K} is a dense subset of M(T ) (where
Me denotes the set of T -ergodic measures).

Proof. Since, by Lemma 2.1, N := {µ ∈ Mp(T ) | µ(X) = 1} is dense in MX := {µ ∈
M(T ) | µ(X) = 1}, one just has to show that for each µ ∈ N and each ε > 0, there exists a
ξ ∈ B(µ; ε) ∩Me such that hξ(T ) > K and ξ(X) = 1. The rest of the proof follows the same
argument presented in the proof of Theorem 2 in [30].

Set s := [e6K/ε] + 1 and note that ε log s > 6K. Let ρ be the Bernoulli shift whose states
are y1, . . . , ys ∈ M and whose probabilities are given by the s-tuple (1/s, · · · , 1/s) (since M is
infinite, given any s ∈ N, there exist y1, . . . , ys ∈ M such that for each 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ s, yi 6= yj),
and let ν = (1− δ)µ + δρ, where δ = ε/3; clearly, ν(X) = 1 and ν ∈ B(µ; ε/2).

We affirm that hν(T ) > 2K. Namely, since hν(T ) = (1− δ)hµ(T )+ δhρ(T ) (see Theorem 8.1
in [32]), it follows that hν(T ) = δhρ(T ) = δ log s > 2K.

The last ingredient used in the proof is the fact that Me is entropy dense (given that (X,T )
satisfies the specification property; see [10, 18, 27, 31]), that is, for each ν ∈ M(T ), each η > 0
and each λ > 0, there exists ξ ∈ B(ν; η) ∩ Me such that |hν(T ) − hξ(T )| < λ. Thus, there
exists ξ ∈ B(ν; δ) ∩Me such that |hν(T ) − hξ(T )| < K. Moreover, it follows from the proof of
Theorem B in [10] (see also Proposition 2.3 in [27]) that one can choose ξ such that ξ(X) = 1,
given that ν is supported on X.

Combining this with the previous result, it follows that ξ ∈ B(µ; ε) ∩ Me is such that
ξ(X) = 1 and hξ(T ) > K.

Now, since Mh,X := {ζ ∈ Me | ζ(X) = 1 and hζ(T ) > K} is dense in MX , there exists
a sequence (ξn), ξn ∈ Mh,X , converging weakly to ξ, with ξ(X) = 1 and hξ(T ) > K. Let, for
each n ∈ N, ξ′n ∈ M(T ) be the measure induced by ξn ∈ MX . A standard argument shows that
ξ′n → µ′ in M(T ) (see Proposition 6.1 in [22]).

Remark 2.1. The main difference between the proofs of Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.4
in [5] is the fact that in Proposition 2.1, we use the fact that Me is entropy dense (which is true
whether M is countable or not), where in Proposition 2.4 in [5] one uses Theorem 2 in [30], a
result which is valid (after some minor adaptations) in case M is a perfect Polish metric space.

The next result is an extension of Lemma 2.3 in [5] in case X is any Polish space.

Lemma 2.2. Let (X,T ) be such that X is a Polish metric space, T is a Lipshitz function with

constant Λ > 1, and let µ ∈ Me (assume that Me 6= ∅). Then, dim−
P (µ) ≥

hµ(T )
log Λ .

Proof. The result is a consequence of the estimates presented in the proof of Lemma 2.3 in [5]
and Corollary 2.1 in [7].

Fix x ∈ X, n ≥ 1 and ε > 0. Given y ∈ B(x, εΛ−n), one has, for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n,
ρ(T iy, T ix) ≤ Λiρ(x, y) ≤ Λi−nε < ε, which shows that y ∈ B(x, n, ε) = {z ∈ X | ρ(T iz, T ix) <
ε, ∀ 0 ≤ i ≤ n− 1}. Hence, for each x ∈ X and each ε > 0,

dµ(x) ≥ lim sup
n→∞

log µ(B(x, εΛ−n))

log εΛ−n
≥ lim sup

n→∞

log µ(B(x, n, ε))

−n

1
− log ε
n + log Λ

≥ lim sup
n→∞

log µ(B(x, n, ε))

−n

1

log Λ
;
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hence, it follows from Proposition 1.1 that

dim−
P (µ) ≥ µ- ess inf dµ(x) ≥ µ- ess inf

{
lim
ε→0

lim inf
n→∞

log µ(B(x, n, ε))

−n

}
1

log Λ

= hlocµ (T )
1

log Λ
.

The result follows now from Corollary 2.1 in [7].

Proposition 2.2 (Proposition 2.4 in [5]). Let (X,T,B) be as in the statement of Theorem 1.2
and let L > 0. Then, {µ ∈ Me | dim

−
P (µ) > L} is a dense subset of Me.

Now we turn our attention to the upper recurrence rates. The next result is an extension
of Proposition 3.3 in [5] to the case where M is a countable Polish metric space. Its proof
combines the proof of Proposition 3.3 with Remark 3.1 in [5], with the difference that we replace
Lemma 2.3 in [5] by Lemma 2.2.

Proposition 2.3. Let (X,T,B) be as in the statement of Theorem 1.2 and let L > 0. Then,
{µ ∈ Me | µ- ess inf R(x) ≥ L} is a dense subset of Me.

Proof (Theorem 1.2).

1. Note that, by Proposition 2.1 in [5] (see also Remark 2.1 in [5]) and by Proposition 2.2,
PD =

⋂
L≥1{µ ∈ Me | dim−

P (µ) > L} is a countable intersection of dense Gδ subsets
of Me. The result follows now from the fact that Me is a dense Gδ subset of M(T )
(see [22, 23]).

2. Given that R =
⋂
L≥1{µ ∈ M(T ) | µ- ess inf R(x) ≥ L}, the result follows from Proposi-

tion 2.3, Proposition 3.1 and Theorem 1.1-(I) in [5], and from the fact that Me is a dense
Gδ subset of M(T ).

3. The result is a direct consequence of item 1 and the second inequality in (7).

�

3 CD is a dense Gδ set for each q > 1

Here, we only prove that for each q > 1, CD = {µ ∈ M(T ) | D+
µ (q) = +∞} is a dense subset of

M(T ) in case M is a countable compact metric space (this is Proposition 3.2). The fact that
these sets are Gδ subsets of M(T ) is proved in Proposition 2.4 in [4].

We adapt the proof of Proposition 3.3 in [4] for this setting. The strategy involves a modified
version of the energy function Iµ(q, ε) =

∫
µ(B(x, ε))q−1dµ(x): for each q > 1, each ε > 0, each

n ∈ N and each µ ∈ M(T ), set

Inµ (q, ε) :=

∫
µ(Bn(x, ε))q−1dµ(x),

where Bn(x, ε) := · · · ×M × · · · ×M ×BM (x−n, ε)× · · · ×BM (xn, ε)×M × · · · ×M × · · · , and
BM (z, ε) := {w ∈M | d(w, z) < ε}.

The next results are extracted from [4].
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Lemma 3.1 (Lemma 3.1 in [4]). Let ε > 0. Then, there exists n0 ∈ N such that for each x ∈ X,
B(x, ε) ⊆ Bn0(x, ε).

Proposition 3.1 (Proposition 3.2 in [4]). Let q > 1. Then,

D+
µ (q) = lim sup

ε→0

log Iµ(q, ε)

(q − 1) log ε
≥ D+

µ,n0
(q) := lim sup

ε→0

log In0
µ (q, ε)

(q − 1) log ε
,

where n0 = n0(ε) is given by Lemma 3.1.

The last ingredient needed in the proof is an adaptation of Lemma 1 in [29]. Here, the
alphabet M must be a compact metric space with a countable set of isolated points and with
at most a finite number of accumulation points (such accumulation points can be replaced by
isolated points in the proof, which we omit; see the proof of Lemma 3.2 in [4] for details).

Lemma 3.2. Let µ ∈ M(T ) and let U be an open basic (weak) neighborhood of µ. Then, there
exist m0, n0 ∈ N such that for each τ ≥ m0n0, µx ∈ U ∩M(T ), where x = (xi) is a T -periodic
point with period τ and µx(·) := 1

τ

∑τ−1
i=0 δT ix(·). Moreover, there exists Ñ ∈ N such that for

each N ∈ N, one may choose τ ≥ m0n0 such that τ/s > Ñ , where 1 < s ≤ n0N is the number
of different entries of (x0, . . . , xτ−1), with each xi an isolated point of M .

Proposition 3.2. Let µ ∈ M(T ), let V ⊂ M(T ) be a (weak) neighborhood of µ and let q > 1.
Then, there exists ρ ∈ V such that D+

ρ (q) = +∞.

Proof. The proof follows closely the proof of Proposition 3.3 in [4], with the required adaptations.
We present all the details.

Let δ > 0 and set

V = Vµ(f1, · · · , fd; δ) =

{
σ ∈ M |

∣∣∣∣
∫
fjdµ −

∫
fjdσ

∣∣∣∣ < δ, j = 1, . . . , d

}
,

where each fj ∈ C(MZ) (this is the set of continuous real valued functions on MZ, endowed
with the supremum norm). One can further assume that there exists N ∈ N such that, for each
j = 1, . . . , d, one has fj(x) = fj(y) if, for each |i| ≤ N , xi = yi. Note that since M is compact,
functions of this type form a dense set in C(MZ).

Let L = sup{|fj(x)| | x ∈MZ, j = 1, . . . , d}, let 0 < κ < 1 be such that

κ < (8L)−1 2−(2N+1) δ,

2[1− (1− κ)2N+1] < (8L)−1δ,
(9)

and set a := κq + (1 − κ)q < 1 (note that for each 0 < κ < 1, the mapping (0,∞) ∋ q 7→
κq + (1 − κ)q ∈ (0,∞) is monotone decreasing, and since f(1) = 1, it follows that f(q) < 1 for
each q > 1).

It follows from Lemma 3.2 that for each Ñ ∈ N such that 1
Ñ
log(Ñ) < − log(a)

q , there exists

a T -periodic point w = (wi) ∈MZ with period τ such that

log(a) + q ·
s

τ
log
(τ
s

)
< 0 (10)

and µw ∈ Vµ(f1, · · · , fd; δ/2).
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Let {a1, . . . , as} be the distinct entries of (w0, . . . , wτ−1), and for each i = 1, . . . , s, let mi be
the number of times that ai occurs in (w0, . . . , wτ−1); naturally, mi ≥ 1 and

s∑

i=1

mi = τ.

Let, for each i = 1, . . . , s, {yji }
mi

j=1 ⊂ M be such that yji 6= ylk and ai 6= yji for each i, k =
1, . . . , s, j, l = 1, . . . ,mi, and let φ :M →M be the map defined by the law

φ(yji ) = ai, i = 1, . . . , s j = 1, . . . ,mi,

φ(ai) = y1i , i = 1, . . . , s,

φ(x) = x, x ∈M \ [∪si=1({ai} ∪ ∪mi

j=1{y
j
i })].

Finally, let ϕ : X → X be the map defined by the law

ϕ(. . . , x−n, . . . , xn, . . .) := (. . . , φ(x−n), . . . , φ(xn), . . .).

It is clear that ϕ is measurable. Furthermore, it maps cylinder sets centered at {ym1

1 , . . . , yms
s }

to cylinder sets centered at {a1, . . . , as}; that is, ϕ(Cny ) = ϕ([−n; yi−n
, . . . , yin ]) = Cnw =

[−n;φ(yi−n
), . . . , φ(yin)], where yik ∈ {ym1

1 , . . . , yms
s }.

Following the proof of Lemma 7 in [30], one defines, for τ defined as before, a Markov chain ρ

whose states are y11 , . . . , y
m1

1 , y12, . . . , y
m2

2 , . . . , y1s , . . . , y
ms
s (ordered so that (φ−1(yi0j0), . . . , φ

−1(y
iτ−1

jτ−1
) =

(w0, . . . , wτ−1); set (y0, . . . , yτ−1) := (yi0j0 , . . . , y
iτ−1

jτ−1
) and y := (. . . , yτ−1, y0, y1, . . . , yτ−2, yτ−1, y0, . . .)),

whose initial probabilities are given by the τ -tuple (1/τ, · · · , 1/τ) and whose transition proba-
bilities are given by the τ × τ -matrix pij, where

pτ 1 = 1− κ,

pi i+1 = 1− κ for i = 1, . . . , τ − 1,

pi j =
κ

τ − 1
otherwise.

Let ρ∗ := ρ ◦ ϕ−1 (the pushforward of the invariant measure ρ). It is clear that

ρ∗(C
n
w) = ρ∗([−n;wi−n

, . . . , win ]) = ρ(ϕ−1([−n;wi−n
, . . . , win ]))

= ρ(∪Cny ), (11)

where wik ∈ {a1, . . . , as}, and ρ∗(C
n
x ) = 0, otherwise.

One can show (see the proof of Lemma 7 in [30]) that ρ∗ ∈ Vµw(f1, · · · , fd; δ/2), from which
follows that ρ∗ ∈ Vµ(f1, · · · , fd; δ).

Now, by Proposition 3.1, one just needs to prove that D+
ρ∗,n0

(q) = ∞. Let ε ∈ (0,min{1, ε0}),
with ε0 := min{min{d(ai, al) | i, l = 1, . . . , τ, i 6= l},min{d(ai, z) | z ∈ M \ {a1, . . . , as}}}
(naturally ε0 > 0, since each ai is an isolated point of M), and set n = n0(ε).

For each x ∈ Cnw, it is clear from the choice of ε that Cnw = Bn(x, ε) = {(zi)i∈Z ∈ X | zi ∈
B(xi, ε), i = −n, . . . , n} and so, from relation (11), that

ρ∗(B
n(x, ε)) = ρ(· · · ×M × φ−1({x−n})× φ−1({xn})×M × · · · ) = ρ(∪Cny )
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(if there exists −n ≤ k ≤ n such that xk /∈ {a1, . . . , as}, then ρ∗(B
n(x, ε)) = 0).

Moreover, as in Lemma 7 in [30], there exist s2n+1 Cnw-like sets (and also τ2n+1 Cny -like sets)
that can be split into two groups, say P and Q. P consists of those s sets which contain an
element of the orbit of w. The second group, Q, splits into the groups Q1, . . . , Q2n, where Qp is
the group of those s

(2n
p

)
(s− 1)p Cnw-like sets for which there are exactly p places i = −n, . . . , n

where xi+1 is not the natural follower of wi, in the sense that if xi = wl and xi+1 = wm, then
m 6= l + 1(mod s).

Thus, since Inρ∗(q, ε) depends only on the values taken by ρ∗(B
n(x, ε)) when x ranges over

the Cnw-like sets described above, one has

∫
ρ∗(B

n(x, ε))q−1dρ∗(x) =

∫
ρ∗(C

n
x )
q−1dρ∗(x)

=

s2n+1∑

j=1

∫

{Cn
w,j}

ρ∗(C
n
w,j)

q−1dρ∗(x) +

∫

X\{Cn
w,j}

s2n+1

j=1

ρ∗(C
n
w,j)

q−1dρ∗(x)

=
s2n+1∑

j=1

∫

{Cn
w,j}

ρ∗(C
n
w,j)

q−1dρ∗(x) =
s2n+1∑

j=1

ρ∗(C
n
w,j)

q−1ρ∗(C
n
w,j)

=

s2n+1∑

j=1

ρ∗(C
n
w,j)

q =
∑

Cn
w∈P

ρ∗(C
n
w)
q +

2n∑

p=1

∑

Cn
w∈Qp

ρ∗(C
n
w)
q, (12)

where, in the second line, we have used that for each x ∈ Cnw and each 0 < ε < ε0, ρ∗(B
n(x, ε)) =

ρ∗(C
n
w), as previously discussed.

Note that given the τ -uple wkτ := (wk, . . . , wτ+k−1), with k ∈ Z (which is a block of size τ
of the periodic point w), there exist m1 · · ·ms possible combinations of the entries of wkτ that
also result in wkτ ; thus, since each Cnw ∈ P is centered at a translate of w, and so it is the
adjoining of at most [(2n + 1)/τ ] + 1 τ -uples of type wkτ for some k ∈ {0, . . . , τ − 1} (here,
[z] stands for the integer part of z ∈ R; we also assume that (2n + 1)/τ > 1), it follows that
NP := #{Cny,j | ϕ(C

n
y,j) = Cnw} (that is, the number of cylinders Cny,j such that ϕ(Cny,j) = Cnw)

is at most A := (
∏s
i=1mi)

(2n+1)/τ+1, for each Cnw ∈ P ; therefore, it follows that

∑

Cn
w∈P

ρ∗(C
n
w)
q ≤

∑

Cn
w∈P




∑

j:ϕ(Cn
y,j)=C

n
w

ρ(Cny,j)



q

≤ s ·N q−1
P

NP∑

j=1

ρ(Cny,j)
q

≤
Aq

τ q−1
(1− κ)2nq, (13)

where we have used Jensen’s inequality in the second inequality and the fact that for each
Cny,j = [−n; yi−n

, . . . , yin ] such that ϕ(Cny,j) ∈ P ,

ρ(Cny,j) =
1

τ
pyi

−n
yi

−n+1
· · · pyin−1

yin ≤
1

τ
· (1− κ)2n.

Now, fix p ∈ {1, . . . , 2n}, Cnw ∈ Qp, and let {kl}
p
l=1, with k1 < · · · < kp, be the indices on

the (2n + 1)-uple (x−n, . . . , xn) (at which C
n
w is centered) such that for each l ∈ {1, . . . , p}, xkl
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is not the natural follower of xkl−1
. Then, one has (by using the same reasoning as before)

ρ∗(C
n
w)
q =




∑

j:ϕ(Cn
y,j)=C

n
w

ρ(Cny,j)



q

≤
Aq

τ q




∑

i1∈{1,...,s}:i1 6=k1

mq
i1


 · · ·

· · ·




∑

ip∈{1,...,s}:ip 6=kp

mq
ip



(

κ

τ − 1

)pq
(1− κ)(2n−p)q,

and so
2n∑

p=1

∑

Cn
w∈Qp

ρ∗(C
n
w)
q ≤ s ·

Aq

τ q

2n∑

p=1

(
2n

p

)(
(s − 1)1−qκq

)p
((1 − κ)q)(2n−p)

=
Aq

τ q−1

((
(s− 1)1−qκq + (1− κ)q

)2n
− (1− κ)2nq

)
, (14)

where we have used the fact that for each p ∈ {1, . . . , 2n} and each p-uple (k1, . . . kp),



∑

i1∈{1,...,s}:i1 6=k1

mq
i1


 · · ·




∑

ip∈{1,...,s}:ip 6=kp

mq
ip


 ≤ (s− 1)p

(
τ − 1

s− 1

)pq

(recall that
∑s

i=1mi = τ , with mi ≥ 1), along with the fact that for each Cny,j such that
ϕ(Cny,j) ∈ QP ,

ρ(Cny,j) ≤
1

τ
·

(
κ

τ − 1

)p
· (1− κ)2n−p.

Thus, by combining (12) with (13) and (14), one gets
∫
ρ∗(B

n(x, ε))q−1dρ∗(x) ≤
Aq

τ q−1

[
(1− κ)2nq +

(
(s − 1)1−qκq + (1− κ)q

)2n
− (1− κ)2nq

]

=
Aq

τ q−1

(
(s− 1)1−qκq + (1− κ)q

)2n
.

Note that
log
(
(s− 1)1−qκq + (1− κ)q

)
< log (κq + (1− κ)q) = log(a) < 0

(given that s ≥ 2), from which follows that

log

(∫
ρ∗(B

n(x, ε))q−1dρ∗(x)

)
≤ (q log(A)− (q − 1) log(τ)) + 2n log(a)

=

(
q

(
2n+ 1

τ
+ 1

)
log

(
s∏

i=1

mi

)
− (q − 1) log(τ)

)
+ 2n log(a)

≤

(
q

(
2n+ 1

τ
+ 1

)
s log

(τ
s

)
− (q − 1) log(τ)

)
+ 2n log(a);

here, we have used that
∏s
i=1mi ≤ (τ/s)s.

Recall that, by Lemma 3.1, one has n ≥ (1ε − 1)1/2 − 1; thus,

log
(∫
ρ∗(B

n(x, ε))q−1dρ∗(x)
)

(q − 1) log ε
≥

2

q − 1

(
q ·

s

τ
log
(τ
s

)
+ log(a)

) (1/ε − 1)1/2

log ε
+
Cq,τ,s
log(ε)

,

with Cq,τ,s a constant that does not dependent on ε. By letting ε→ 0, it follows from relation (10)
that D+

ρ∗,n(q) = +∞.
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Proof (Theorem 1.3).

1. The result follows from Proposition 2.4 in [4], Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2.

2. It is a consequence of item 1 and Proposition 1.2.

�

4 Lower packing, upper q-generalized fractal dimensions of in-

variant measures and upper recurrence rate, upper quantita-

tive waiting time indicator under α-Hölder conjugations

This section is devoted to the study of the fractal and generalized fractal dimensions of invariant
measures, along with recurrence rates and quantitative waiting time indicators of α-Hölder
conjugated topological systems.

The first result shows that given two topological dynamical systems (X,T ) and (Y, T̃ ), if
there exists a conjugation between them that satisfies certain regularity conditions, then the
upper q-generalized fractal dimensions (q > 1) of their invariant measures are directly related.

Proposition 4.1. Let (X,T ) and (Y, T̃ ) be topological dynamical systems and let ϕ : X → Y
be an α-Hölder continuous (with constant C > 1) bijective map with continuous inverse. If ϕ is
a conjugation between (X,T ) and (Y, T̃ ), that is, if

T̃ = ϕ ◦ T ◦ ϕ−1,

then there exists an open and continuous bijection ψ : MY (T̃ ) → MX(T ) such that for each
q > 1 and each νY ∈ MY (T̃ ),

D+
ψ(νY )(q) ≥ αD+

νY
(q).

Furthermore, ψ maps dense Gδ subsets of MY (T̃ ) into dense Gδ subsets of MX(T ).

Proof. Let MX(T ) and MY (T̃ ) denote, respectively, the spaces of T -invariant and T̃ -invariant
measures, both endowed with the weak topology. Such topology is metrizable by the metric

~dX(µ, ν) := inf {ε > 0 | µ(A) < ν (Aε) + ε,∀A ∈ B(X)} ,

where Aε := {x | dX(x,A) < ε} (see [14] for a discussion).

Let the map ψ : MY (T̃ ) → MX(T ) be defined by the law

ψ (νY ) (A) := νY (ϕ(A)), A ∈ B(X).

Firstly, we show that ψ (νY ) ∈ MX(T ). Namely, one has for each A ∈ B(X),

ψ (νY )
(
T−1(A)

)
= νY

(
ϕ ◦ T−1(A)

)

= νY
(
ϕ ◦ T−1 ◦ ϕ−1 ◦ ϕ(A)

)
= νY

(
T̃−1(ϕ(A))

)

= νY (ϕ(A)) = ψ (νY ) (A),
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given that νY ∈ MY (T̃ ) and ϕ(A) ∈ B(Y ). Thus, ψ (νY ) ∈ MX(T ).

Claim. ψ is a bijection.

• ψ is onto. Let νX ∈ MX(T ) and set νY := νX ◦ ϕ−1. We prove that νY ∈ MY (T ). Let
Ã ∈ B(Y ); then,

νY

(
T̃−1(Ã)

)
= νY

(
(T̃−1 ◦ ϕ)(A)

)
= νX

(
(ϕ−1 ◦ T̃−1 ◦ ϕ)(A)

)

= νX
(
T−1(A)

)
= νX(A) = νY (ϕ(A))

= νY (Ã),

where A ∈ B(X) is such that ϕ(A) = Ã. Thus, ψ(νY ) = νX and ψ is onto.

• ψ is injective. Notice that the identity ψ (νY ) = ψ (ν̃Y ) is equivalent, by definition, to
νY (ϕ(A)) = ν̃Y (ϕ(A)) for each A ∈ B(X), that is, to the identity νX(A) = ν̃X(A).

So if νY 6= ν̃Y , then there exists Ã ∈ B(Y ) such that νY (Ã) 6= ν̃Y (Ã). Thus, ψ (νY ) (ϕ(A)) 6=
ψ (ν̃Y ) (ϕ(A)), with A ∈ B(X) such that Ã = ϕ(A). Hence, ψ (νY ) 6= ψ (ν̃Y ), and ψ in injective.

Claim. ψ is continuous.

We must show that if ~dY (µn, ν) → 0, then ~dX (ψ (µn) , ψ(ν)) → 0. We prove the counter-
positive; suppose that there exist a subsequence

(
µnj

)
and η > 0 such that for each j ∈ N,

~dX
(
µnj

◦ ϕ, ν ◦ ϕ
)
= inf

{
ε > 0 | (µnj

◦ ϕ)(A) < (ν ◦ ϕ) (Aε) + ε, ∀A ∈ B(X)
}
> η.

Then, there exists A ∈ B(X) such that for each j ∈ N,

(
µnj

◦ ϕ
)
(A) ≥ (ν ◦ ϕ) (Aη) + η. (15)

Let us prove the following statement: for each η > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that ϕ(A)δ ⊂
ϕ (Aη). Namely, since ϕ−1 : Y → X is uniformly continuous (recall that both X and Y
are compact), for each η > 0 there exists 0 < δ < η such that if dY (ϕ(x), ϕ(x̃)) < δ, then
dX(x, x̃) < η.

Now, if y = ϕ(x̃) ∈ ϕ(A)δ , then there exists x ∈ A such that dY (ϕ(x̃), ϕ(x)) < δ (namely, if
y ∈ ϕ(A)δ = {w ∈ Y | dY (w,ϕ(A)) < δ}, then dY (y, ϕ(A)) = inf {dY (y, ϕ(x)) | x ∈ A} < δ, so
there exists x ∈ A such that dY (y, ϕ(x)) < δ), and then dX(x̃, x) < η. Therefore, y ∈ ϕ (Aη) =
{ϕ(w) | w ∈ Aη} = {ϕ(w) | dX (w,A) < η}, concluding the proof that ϕ(A)δ ⊂ ϕ (Aη).

It follows from (15) and the statement above that for each j ∈ N,
(
µnj

◦ ϕ
)
(A) ≥ (ν ◦

ϕ) (Aη) + η ≥ ν
(
ϕ(A)δ

)
+ δ, that is, there exists Ã ∈ B(Y ) such that for each j ∈ N, µnj

(Ã) ≥

ν(Ãδ) + δ, and so
inf
{
ε | µnj

(B) < ν(Bε) + ε, ∀B ∈ B(Y )
}
> δ.

This shows that ~dY (µn, ν) 9 0.

Claim. ψ is an open map.
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It is sufficient to show that for each νY ∈ MY (T̃ ), each η > 0 and each νX ∈ ψ (BY (νY , η)),
there exists δ > 0 such that BX (νX , δ) ⊂ ψ (BY (νY , η)).

Let ν ′Y ∈ BY (νY , η) be such that ν ′Y ◦ϕ = νX , let 0 < δ < min

{
1,
((
η − ~dY (ν

′
Y , νY )

)/
2C
)1/α}

,

ν̃X ∈ BX (νX , δ), and let us assume for now that for each A ∈ B(X), ϕ
(
Aδ
)
⊆ ϕ(A)Cδ

α
; then,

for each Ã ∈ B(Y ), one has

ν̃Y (Ã) = ν̃Y (ϕ(A)) < ν ′Y

(
ϕ
(
Aδ
))

+ δ

< ν ′Y

(
ϕ(A)Cδ

α
)
+ Cδα

< ν ′Y

(
Ã(η−

~dY (ν′Y ,νY ))
/
2

)
+
η − ~dY (ν

′
Y , νY )

2
,

given that Cδα <
(
η − ~dY (ν

′
Y , νY )

)/
2 and Cδα > δ, where A ∈ B(X) is such that Ã = ϕ(A)

and ν̃Y ∈ MY (T̃ ) is such that ν̃Y ◦ ϕ = ν̃X .

Thus, ~dY (ν̃Y , ν
′
Y ) <

(
η − ~dY (ν

′
Y , νY )

)/
2, from which follows that

~dY (ν̃Y , νY ) ≤ ~dY
(
ν̃Y , ν

′
Y

)
+ ~dY (ν

′
Y , νY ) <

η + ~dY (ν
′
Y , νY )

2
< η.

It remains to prove that for each A ∈ B(X), ϕ
(
Aδ
)
⊆ ϕ(A)Cδ

α
. Let y ∈ ϕ

(
Aδ
)
; then,

there exists w ∈ X such that y = ϕ(w) and dX(w,A) < δ, and so there exists z ∈ A such
that dX(w, z) < δ. Given that ϕ is α-Hölder continuous, it follows that dY (ϕ(w), ϕ(z)) < Cδα.
Then, dY (z, ϕ(A)) < Cδα, that is, y ∈ ϕ(A)Cδ

α

.

Claim. ψ maps Gδ dense subsets of MY (T̃ ) into Gδ dense subsets of MX(T ).

Since ψ (∩nAn) = ∩ψ (An) (if x ∈ ψ (∩An), then there exists y ∈ ∩An such that x = ψ(y),
and so x = ψ(y) ∈ ∩ψ (An); reciprocally, if x ∈ ∩ψ (An), then there exists a sequence (yn)
such that for each n ∈ N, x = ψ (yn), and since ψ is injective, one has y = y1 ∈ ∩An and so
x ∈ ψ (∩An)), and ψ is open, it follows that ψ maps Gδ sets in MY (T̃ ) into Gδ sets in MX(T ).

Now, since ψ is continuous, if Ā = MY (T̃ ), then ψ(A) = MX(T ), so ψ maps dense subsets
of MY (T̃ ) into dense subsets of MX(T ).

Claim. Let q > 1 and νY ∈ MY (T̃ ). Then, D
+
ψ(νY )(q) ≥ αD+

νY
(q).

Since ϕ is α-Hölder, it follows that for each x, x′ ∈ X, dY (ϕ(x), ϕ (x′)) ≤ CdX (x, x′)α,
and so for each 0 < ε < 1 and each νY ∈ MY (T̃ ), one has ϕ(B(x, ε)) ⊂ B (ϕ(x), Cεα) and
ψ (νY ) (B(x, ε)) ≤ νY (B (ϕ(x), Cεα)). Therefore, for each q > 1 and each 0 < ε < 1 such that
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Cεα < 1, one has

ln
∫
νY (B (y,Cεα))q−1 dνY (y)

(q − 1) ln (Cεα)
·
lnC + α ln ε

ln ε
=

ln
∫
νY (B (y,Cεα))q−1 dνY (y)

(q − 1) ln ε

≤
ln
∫
νY (ϕ(B (x, ε)))q−1 dνY (ϕ(x))

(q − 1) ln ε

=
ln
∫
ψ (νY ) (B(x, ε))q−1dψ (νY ) (x)

(q − 1) ln ε
.

and thus D+
ψ(νY )(q) ≥ αD+

νY
(q).

Proof (Theorem 1.4). Let q > 1. The result is a consequence of Theorem 1.3 and
Proposition 4.1. Namely, it follows from Theorem 1.3 that D+

Y (T̃ ) is a dense Gδ subset of

MY (T̃ ). Now, since the map ψ : MY (T̃ ) → MX(T ) is a bijection, it follows from the inequality
D+
ψ(νY )

(q) ≥ αD+
νY

(q) that

D+
X(T ) =

⋂

L≥1

{ψ(νY ) ∈ MX(T ) | D
+
ψ(νY )(q) > αL} ⊃ ψ



⋂

L≥1

{νY ∈ MY (T̃ ) | D
+
νY (q) > L}




= ψ(D+
Y (T̃ )).

The result is now a consequence of the fact that ψ maps dense Gδ subsets of MY (T̃ ) into
dense Gδ subsets of MX(T ). �

Remark 4.1. The hypothesis that ϕ : X → Y is α-Hölder continuous is used in the proof that
ψ : MY (T̃ ) → MX(T ) is an open map and, naturally, in the proof that D+

ψ(νY )(q) ≥ αD+
νY

(q),

for each q > 1 and each νY ∈ MY (T̃ ).

The hypothesis that ϕ−1 is (uniformly) continuous is needed in the proof that ψ is continuous.

Remark 4.2. Under the same hypotheses of Theorem 4.1, the map ψ : MY (T̃ ) → MX(T ) is
such that for each 0 < s < 1 and each νY ∈ MY (T̃ ),

D−
ψ(νY )(s) ≤ αD−

νY (s).

Therefore, if (X,T ) and (Y, T̃ ) are conjugated topological dynamical systems, with Mp(T̃ ) =
MY (T̃ ) and whose conjugation ϕ : X → Y satisfies the hypotheses stated in Theorem 4.1, then
for each 0 < s < 1, the set

{µX ∈ MX(T ) | D
−
µX

(s) = 0}

is a dense Gδ subset of MX(T ). This result is a direct consequence of Theorem 1.2 in [4].

Now, we let (X,T ) and (Y, T̃ ) be such that both X and Y are Polish metric spaces. In
this setting, the existence of a conjugation ϕ : X → Y between T and T̃ that is locally α-
Hölder continuous guarantees that to each µX ∈ MX(T ) of positive lower packing dimension
corresponds an invariant measure νY ∈ MY (T̃ ) of positive lower packing dimension.

Theorem 4.1. Let (X,T ) and (Y, T̃ ) be such that both X and Y are Polish metric spaces and
both T and T̃ are continuous. Let ϕ : X → Y be a locally α-Hölder continuous bijective map
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whose inverse map is uniformly continuous. If ϕ is a conjugation between (X,T ) and (Y, T̃ ),
then there exists an open and continuous bijection ψ : MY (T̃ ) → MX(T ) such that for each
νY ∈ MY (T̃ ),

dim−
P (ψ (νY )) ≥ α dim−

P (νY ).

Furthermore, ψ maps dense subsets of MY (T̃ ) into dense subsets of MX(T ).

Proof. The existence of the bijective and continuous map ψ : MY (T̃ ) → MX(T ) follows the
same arguments presented in the proof of Theorem 4.1. Since ψ is continuous, it maps dense
subsets of MY (T̃ ) into dense subsets of MX(T ).

It remains to prove that if νY ∈ MY (T ), then dim−
P (ψ (νY )) ≥ α dim−

P (νY ). By Proposi-
tion 1.1, it is sufficient to prove that ψ (νY ) - ess inf d

+
ψ(νY ) ≥ ανY - ess inf d

+
νY .

Given that ϕ is locally α-Hölder continuous, it follows that for each x ∈ X, there exist
0 < ε < 1 and a constant C > 1 such that if x′ ∈ B(x, ε), then dY (ϕ(x), ϕ (x′)) ≤ CdX (x, x′)α.
Therefore, one has for each x ∈ X and each 0 < ε < 1 such that Cεα < 1, the set inclusions
ϕ(B(x, ε)) ⊂ B (ϕ(x), Cεα) and ψ (νY ) (B(x, ε)) ≤ νY (B (ϕ(x), Cεα)), and so

lnψ (νY ) (B(x, ε))

ln ε
≥

ln νY (B (ϕ(x), Cεα))

ln ε

=
ln νY (B (ϕ(x), Cεα))

ln (Cεα)
·
lnC + α ln ε

ln ε
,

from which follows that for each x ∈ X, d+ψ(νY )(x) > αd+νY (ϕ(x)). This proves the inequality

ψ (νY ) - ess inf d
+
ψ(νY ) ≥ ανY - ess inf d

+
νY .

Remark 4.3. In the same setting of Proposition 4.1, if one assumes that the conjugation
ϕ : X → Y is a continuous map with its inverse a locally α-Hölder continuous map, then there
exists an open and continuous bijection φ : MY (T̃ ) → MX(T ) such that for each νY ∈ MY (T̃ ),

α dim+
H(φ(νY )) ≤ dim+

H(νY ).

The result is a consequence of the following modification of the proof of Proposition 4.1: if
νY ∈ MY (T̃ ), then νY - ess sup d

−
νY

≥ αφ(νY )- ess sup d
−
φ(νY ).

Namely, since ϕ−1 is α-Hölder, it follows that for each y ∈ Y , there exists 0 < ε < 1 and
a constant C > 1 such that if y′ ∈ B(y, ε), then dX

(
ϕ−1(y), ϕ−1 (y′)

)
≤ CdY (y, y′)α, and

so for each 0 < ε < 1 and each νY ∈ MY (T̃ ), one has ϕ−1(B(y, ε)) ⊂ B
(
ϕ−1(y), Cεα

)
and

φ (νY ) (B(ϕ−1(y), Cεα)) ≥ νY (B (y, ε)). Thus, one has for each y ∈ Y and each 0 < ε < 1 such
that Cεα < 1,

ln (νY (B(y, ε)))

ln ε
≥

ln
(
φ(νY )

(
B
(
ϕ−1(y), Cεα

)))

ln ε

=
ln
(
φ(νY )

(
B
(
ϕ−1(y), Cεα

)))

ln (Cεα)
·
lnC + α ln ε

ln ε
,

from which follows that for each y ∈ Y , d−νY (x) > αd−φ(νY )(ϕ
−1(y)), and so νY - ess sup d

−
νY ≥

αφ(νY )- ess sup d
−
φ(νY ).
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Therefore, if (X,T ) and (Y, T̃ ) are conjugated topological dynamical systems, with Mp(T̃ ) =
MY (T̃ ) and whose conjugation ϕ : X → Y satisfies the hypotheses stated above, then the set

{µX ∈ MX(T ) | dimH(µX) = 0}

is a residual subset of MX(T ). This result is a direct consequence of Corollary 1.1 in [4].

Finally, let us consider how the upper recurrence rate of x ∈ X and the upper quantitative
waiting time indicator behave under a locally α-Hölder conjugation between (X,T ) and (Y, T̃ ).

Proposition 4.2. Let (X,T ), (Y, T̃ ) and ϕ : X → Y be as in the statement of Theorem 4.1.
Then, for each x, x′ ∈ X,

αR(ϕ(x); T̃ ) ≤ R(x;T ), αR(ϕ(x), ϕ(x′); T̃ ) ≤ R(x, x′;T ).

Proof. We just present the proof of the first inequality. Note that for each k ∈ N and each
x ∈ X, one has T̃ k(ϕ(x)) = ϕ(T k(x)). Moreover, since ϕ is locally α-Hölder continuous, it
follows that for each x ∈ X, there exist 0 < r < 1 and a positive constant C such that
ϕ(B(x, r)) ⊂ B (ϕ(x), Crα).

By combining these statements, one gets for each x ∈ X and each 0 < r < 1,

τCrα(ϕ(x); T̃ ) = inf{k ∈ N | T̃ k(ϕ(x)) ∈ B (ϕ(x), Crα)}

≤ inf{k ∈ N | ϕ(T k(x)) ∈ ϕ(B(x, r))} = τr(x;T ),

where we have used the fact that for each x ∈ X and each k ∈ N, T k(x) ∈ B(x, r) if, and only
if, ϕ(T k(x)) ∈ ϕ(B(x, r)). Thus, one has for each x ∈ X and each 0 < r < 1 such that Crα < 1,

ln τCrα(ϕ(x); T̃ )

− lnCrα
·
lnC + α ln r

ln r
≤

ln τr(x;T )

− ln r
,

from which the result follows.

Remark 4.4. In the same setting of Proposition 4.2, if one supposes that the conjugation
ϕ : X → Y is a continuous map with its inverse a locally α-Hölder continuous map, then then
there exists an open and continuous bijection φ : MY (T̃ ) → MX(T ) is such that for each
νY ∈ MY (T̃ ) and each x, x′ ∈ X,

R(x;T ) ≤ αR(ϕ(x); T̃ ), R(x, x′;T ) ≤ αR(ϕ(x), ϕ(x′); T̃ ).

The result follows from the proof of Proposition 4.2, but since the argument is similar to the
one presented in Remark 4.3, we do not show the details.

Proof (Theorem 1.5).

1. The result follows from Theorem 1.2-(1) and Proposition 4.1. Namely, it follows from
Theorem 1.2-(1) that PDY (T̃ ) is a dense Gδ subset of MY (T̃ ). Now, since the map ψ :
MY (T̃ ) → MX(T ) is a bijection, it follows from the inequality dim−

P (ψ(νY )) ≥ α dim−
P (νY )

that for each L ∈ N,

{ψ(νY ) ∈ MX(T ) | dim
−
P (ψ(νY )) ≥ αL} ⊃ ψ

(
{νY ∈ MY (T̃ ) | dim

−
P (νY ) ≥ L}

)
.

The result is now a consequence of the following facts:
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• ψ maps dense subsets of MY (T̃ ) into dense subsets of MX(T ) (and so, for each
L ∈ N, {µX ∈ MX(T ) | dim

−
P (µX) ≥ αL} is a dense subset of MX(T ));

• for each L ∈ N, {µX ∈ MX(T ) | dim−
P (µX) ≥ αL} is a Gδ subset of MX(T ), by

Proposition 2.1 in [5] (here we also use the fact that MX(T ) is a dense Gδ subset
of M(X), the set of probability measures defined in (X,B), endowed with the weak
topology; see [23]);

• PDX(T ) =
⋂
L≥1{µX ∈ MX(T ) | dim

−
P (µX) ≥ αL}.

2. The result follows from Theorem 1.2-(2) and Proposition 4.2. Namely, it follows from
Theorem 1.2-(2) that RY (T̃ ) is a dense Gδ subset of MY (T̃ ). Now, it follows from the
inequality αR(ϕ(x); T̃ ) ≤ R(x;T ), valid for each x ∈ X, that for each L ∈ N,

{ψ(νY ) ∈ MX(T ) | R(x;T ) ≥ αL for ψ(νY )-a.e. x}

⊃ ψ
(
{νY ∈ MY (T̃ ) | R(ϕ(x); T̃ ) ≥ L for νY -a.e.ϕ(x)}

)
.

The result is now a consequence of the following facts:

• for each L ∈ N, {µX ∈ MX(T ) | R(x;T ) ≥ αL for µX-a.e. x} is a dense (ψ maps
dense subsets of MY (T̃ ) into dense subsets of MX(T )) Gδ (by Proposition 3.1 in [5])
subset of MX(T );

• R(T ) =
⋂
L≥1{µX ∈ MX(T ) | R(x;T ) ≥ αL for µX-a.e. x}.

3. It is a consequence of item 1 and the second inequality in (7).

�
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