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LIMIT SETS, INTERNAL CHAIN TRANSITIVITY AND

ORBITAL SHADOWING OF TREE-SHIFTS DEFINED ON

MARKOV-CAYLEY TREES

JUNG-CHAO BAN, NAI-ZHU HUANG, AND GUAN-YU LAI

Abstract. In this paper, we introduce the concepts of ω-limit sets and pseudo
orbits for a tree-shift defined on a Markov-Cayley tree, extending the results
of tree-shifts defined on d-trees [5,6]. Firstly, we establish the relationships be-
tween ω-limit sets and we introduce a modified definition of ω-limit set based
on complete prefix sets (Theorems 1.4 and 1.9). Secondly, we introduce the
concept of projected pseudo orbits and investigate the concept of the shadow-
ing property (Theorems 1.12 and 1.14).

1. Introduction

1.1. Motivations. The objective of this article is to study the ω-limit set and the
shadowing properties for the shift spaces defined on Markov-Cayley trees. Before
we present the main results of our investigation, we highlight the motivation behind
this study.

1. (ω-limit set) If (X,T ) is a dynamical system, the ω-limit set of X is un-
doubtedly the most important set to capture the long-term behavior, recurrence
properties and the existence of attractors of the system. In this article, we will be
focusing on the ω-limit set of the shift space defined on multidimensional lattices.
In [22], Souza first provided the concepts of the ω-limit set of G actions where G is
a group or a monoid. Motivated by the work of Souza, Meddaugh and Raines [16]
introduced the concepts of an ω-limit set of shifts defined on Zd and studied the
fundamental properties of an ω-limit set and established the shadowing properties.
Later, Binder [5], Binder and Meddaugh [6] give various types of definitions for
the ω-limit sets of a shift space defined on the free semi-group1 with d generators
(briefly, we call it the shift on the d tree), namely, the ω-limit sets ωd(t), ωd

p(t),

ωd
Fp
(t) and ωd

CPS(t) where t is an element of the given shift space. The authors

identify the connections between these ω-limit sets and develop some fundamental
properties of them. However, we found out that not all the definitions of the ω-limit
sets for shifts on the d tree are valid if the underlined lattice, i.e., the d tree, is
changed to the Markov-Cayley tree. Thus, we present a modified definition for the
ω-limit set ωM

CPS(t) of a shift on the Markov-Cayley tree TM and investigate the
connections among these ω-limit sets (Theorem 1.4). As it turns out, the outcomes
of the shift on the Markov-Cayley tree are vastly different from those on the d tree
(Example 1.5).
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1That is, the conventional d tree.
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2. (Shadowing properties) In a dynamical system, the shadowing property
stipulates that any approximate orbit can be traced by a real one. This is sig-
nificant because rounding errors are common problems in floating-point calcula-
tions. We will not attempt to review the extensive literature here, referring only
to ([4, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 20, 21]) for background and references. In
addition, for a deeper discussion of the shadowing properties for shifts on multi-
dimensional lattices, for instance, the Zd, Nd with d ≥ 1 or some abelian groups,
we refer the reader to [17, 21].

We confine our discussion to the shadowing property for the shift on the d tree
or Markov-Cayley tree based on the above discussion. In [6, 9], the authors give
the definitions for the (asymptotically) shadowing property for the shift on d tree,
and show that a shift on d tree is subshift of finite type (SFT) if and only if the
shift has the shadowing property. This extends the previously well-known result of
shifts defined on N to those defined on the d tree. Furthermore, it is proved that
an m-step SFT on the d tree has the asymptotically 2−(m+1)-shadowing property
[6]. We offer modified definitions of the (asymptotically) shadowing properties for
shifts on Markov-Cayley trees due to the same reason mentioned at the above
paragraph. SFTs are characterized as those with the shadowing property based
on the modified definition of the shadowing property (Theorem 1.12). In addition,
we obtain that an m-step SFT on the Markov-Cayley tree has an asymptotically
2−(m+1)-shadowing property. It is worth noting the previous results for shifts on
the d tree are extended to a wider range of multi-dimensional shifts because the d
tree is a special type of Markov-Cayley tree (Theorem 1.14).

We stress that the shifts on Markov-Cayley trees are not invariant, which is
a major obstacle to this investigation. This is due to the fundamental difference
between the d tree and Markov-Cayley trees. The Markov-Cayley tree is not a type
of an abelian group, and the method of shifts on Zd is not applicable to this class of
shifts. In the following section, the formal definitions of the shift on Markov-Cayley
trees are introduced.

1.2. Tree-shifts on Markov-Cayley trees. Let Σ = {g1, . . . , gd} be a finite
set. Suppose T is an infinite, locally finite, connected graph with generator set Σ,
without loops and with a distinguished point ǫ. The graph T is also called a tree.
Let T be a tree and g ∈ T . The follower set FT (g) of g is defined as

FT (g) = {h ∈ T : gh ∈ T }.

The focus of this article is on a wide range of trees, specifically, Markov-Cayley
trees as we define them below. Let M be a d × d 0-1 matrix indexed by Σ. The
associated Markov-Cayley tree TM is defined by

TM = {ǫ} ∪ Σ ∪
∞
⋃

n=2

{

gi1gi2 · · · gin : M(gij , gij+1) = 1, ∀1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1
}

.

If M is a d× d full matrix, i.e., all entries of M are 1′s, then denote TM briefly by
Td. Let T be a tree, and we denote by

I = IT = {FT (g) : g ∈ T }

the family of follower sets of T and assume that I = {η1, . . . , η|I|} with |I| < ∞
throughout this article. For η ∈ I, define

T (η) = {g ∈ T : FT (g) = η}, ∆(η)
m = {g ∈ η : 0 ≤ |g − ǫ| ≤ m},
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where |g − ǫ| := n if g = gi1gi2 · · · gin , and |g − ǫ| := 0 if g = ǫ.

Example 1.1. For any d×d 0-1 matrixM , we have ITM
⊆ {TM , FTM

(g1), ..., FTM
(gd)}.

(1) Let M be a 2 × 2 full one matrix, TM = T2 (a conventional 2-tree). Since
FT2(g1) = FT2(g2) = T2, we have I = {η}, where η = T2. Then, T

(η) = T2.

•
• •

• • • •
• • • • • • • •

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •

(a) η.

•
• •

• • • •
• • • • • • • •

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •

(b) Every vertices in T2 have the same
follower set T2.

Figure 1. T2.

(2) Let G :=

[

1 1
1 0

]

. Since FTG
(g1) = TG, we have I = {η1, η2}, where

η1 = TG and η2 = FTG
(g2). Then,

T (η1) = {g ∈ TG : FTG
(g) = η1} and T (η2) = {g ∈ TG : FTG

(g) = η2}.

•
• •

• • •
• • • • •
• • • • • • • •

•
•

• •
• • •
• • • • •

(a) η1 and η2.

•
• �

• � •
• � • • �

• • • • • • • •

(b) The vertices denoted as • (resp. �)

are belongs to T (η1) (resp. T (η2))

Figure 2. TG

(3) Let U :=

[

1 1
0 1

]

. Since FTU
(g1) = TU , we have I = {η1, η2}, where

η1 = TU and η2 = FTU
(g2). Then,

T (η1) = {g ∈ TU : FTU
(g) = η1} and T (η2) = {g ∈ TU : FTU

(g) = η2}.

•
• •

• • •
• • • •
• • • • •

•
•

•
•
•

(a) η1 and η2.

•
• �

• � �

• � � �

• � � � �

(b) The vertices denoted as • (resp. �)

are belongs to T (η1) (resp. T (η2))

Figure 3. TU
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Let A be a set of finite symbols and let F ⊆
∞
⋃

m=0

⋃

η∈I

A∆(η)
m . The tree-shift TF

(or T ) of T associated with the forbidden set F is defined by

(1.1)
{

t = (tg)g∈T ∈ AT : σg(t)|∆(η)
m

/∈ F , ∀η ∈ I, ∀g ∈ T (η), ∀m ∈ N ∪ {0}
}

,

where (σg(t))g′ = tgg′ (∀g′ ∈ η, ∀g ∈ T (η), ∀η ∈ I), and t|F = (tg)g∈F is the

canonical projection of t ∈ AT into AF (∀F ⊆ T ). When the set F is finite, we
call T a tree-shift of finite type (TSFT for short). In view of (1.1), we define the
projected tree-shift of T by

T I =
⊔

η∈I

T (η),

where ⊔ denotes the disjoint union, and

T (η) =
⋃

g∈T (η)

{σg(t) : t ∈ T }.

Note that if T = Td, then |I| = 1, ∆
(η)
m = {g ∈ Td : 0 ≤ |g − ǫ| ≤ m} (∀η ∈ I),

and T I = T . Let ∆m := ∆
(Td)
m and let F ⊆

∞
⋃

m=0
A∆m , and the tree-shift T in (1.1)

can be written as

(1.2)
{

t ∈ ATd : σg(t)|∆m
/∈ F , ∀g ∈ Td, ∀m ∈ N ∪ {0}

}

.

The definition of (1.2) is the formal definition of the tree-shift on Td (cf.[1, 2, 3,
18, 19]). The research topics on the dynamics of T have been receiving a lot of
attention lately because they exhibit phenomena that are very different from shift
spaces defined on Zd. Let T ⊆ AT be a tree-shift on the tree T , and the distance
d(s, t) of s, t ∈ T (η) for η ∈ I is defined by

(1.3) d(s, t) = inf
{

2−m : s|
∆

(η)
m

= t|
∆

(η)
m

}

.

1.3. The ω-limit sets. In this subsection, we study the ω-limit set of a shift
space defined on G. Let G be a group or monoid, F be a family of subsets of G,
σg(x) : G×X → X (g ∈ G and x ∈ X) be a G action on a compact metric space
X , and x ∈ X . The ω-limit set of x for the family F [22] is defined by

(1.4) ω(x) =
⋂

A∈F

{σg(x) : g ∈ A}.

Binder and Meddaugh [5, 6] introduced various types of ω-limit sets of a tree-
shift T on Td in Definition 1.2, based on (1.4) with G = Td. We say p is a ray in
T if p is an infinite non-self-intersection path emanating from ǫ, that is,

p = (p0, p0p1, p0p1p2, ...) = (ǫ, gi1 , gi1gi2 , ...).

We denote the collection of all rays in T by ∂T .

Definition 1.2. Let T be a tree-shift on Td, t ∈ T , and p ∈ ∂Td.

(1) The ω-limit set of t is defined as

(1.5) ωd(t) =
⋂

n∈N

{σg(t) : g ∈ Td, |g − ǫ| > n}.
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(2) The ω-limit set of t along p is defined as

(1.6) ωd
p(t) =

⋂

n∈N

{σgi1gi2 ···gik
(t) : k ≥ n}.

(3) The ω-limit set of t along followers of p is defined as

(1.7) ωd
Fp
(t) =

⋂

n∈N

{σg(t) : g = gi1gi2 · · · ging
′}.

(4) The ω-limit set ωd
CPS(t) of t in the sense of CPS 2 is defined as

(1.8) {s ∈ T : ∀n ∃ Cn ⊆ C with mCn
≥ n ∋ ∀g ∈ Cn d(σg(t), s) < n−1},

where C is the collection of all CPS of T , and mP := min{|g − ǫ| : g ∈ P}.
(5) A set S ⊆ ATd is called invariant if ∀s ∈ S, σgi(s) ∈ S for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d.

For T is a tree-shift on TM and t ∈ T . The definition of an ω-limit set ωM (t)
(resp. ωM

p (t) and ωM
Fp
(t)) is similar to that of (1.5) (resp. (1.6) and (1.7)). The

only modification is to replace the role of Td in each definition of ω-limit sets with
TM . However, the definition of an ω-limit set of t in the sense of CPS needs to be
modified as follows.

Definition 1.3. Let I be the corresponding family of follower sets of a Markov-
Cayley tree TM . For any ξ1, . . . , ξℓ ∈ I with 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ |I|, a subset C of TM is called
a [ξ1 : ξℓ]-CPS if C is a CPS in TM and {FTM

(g) : g ∈ C} = {ξ1, ..., ξℓ}. Let C[ξ1:ξℓ]

be the collection of all [ξ1 : ξℓ]-CPS in TM . The ω-limit set of t in the sense of
CPS is defined as

ωM
CPS(t) =

|I|
⋃

ℓ=1

⋃

ξ1,...,ξℓ∈I
∀i6=j, ξi 6=ξj

ω
M ;[ξ1:ξℓ]
CPS (t),

where ω
M ;[ξ1:ξℓ]
CPS (t) is the set of vectors (t1, . . . , tℓ) ∈

∏ℓ
i=1 A

ξi satisfying that for

all n > 0 ∃ Cn ∈ C[ξ1:ξℓ] with mCn
≥ n such that ∀g ∈ Cn if FTM

(g) = ξi, then

d(σg(t), ti) < n−1.

Note that if M is a d × d full one matrix, then ITM
= {Td}. Thus, ωM

CPS(t) =
ωd
CPS(t) for all t ∈ T ⊆ ATM . A set S ⊆

⋃

η∈I

Aη is invariant if for all s ∈ S,

σgi(s) ∈ S (∀σgi(s) 6= ∅). In [5, Theorem 4.20], the author establishes the basic
properties of those ω-limit sets and proved that

(1.9) ωd
CPS(t) ⊆ ωd

p(t) ⊆ ωd
Fp
(t) ⊆ ωd(t), ∀p ∈ ∂Td, ∀t ∈ T .

First, we prove some basic properties of these ω-limit sets and remark that the
first inclusion of (1.9) is not generally true only when TM = Td (Theorem 1.4 (4)
is the same result as [5, Theorem 4.20]). For the relation of ωM

CPS(t) with other
ω-limit sets, we have the following theorem. Let A be a collection of vectors in Ri

for some i ∈ N. If all coordinates of any vectors of A are in the set B, then we
write A E B. Otherwise, A 5 B.

Theorem 1.4. Let TM be a Markov-Cayley tree, T ⊆ ATM be a tree-shift, p be a
ray in ∂TM and t ∈ T . The following assertions hold true.

2A prefix set P is a subset of T such that no element in P is a prefix of another. A finite prefix
P is a complete prefix set (CPS) if ∀g ∈ T with |g − ǫ| ≥ max{|g − ǫ| : g ∈ P} has a prefix in P .
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(1) ωM (t) and ωM
Fp
(t)are invariant.

(2) ωM
p (t) ⊆ ωM

Fp
(t) ⊆ ωM (t) ⊆ T I.

(3) ωM
CPS(t) E ωM (t)

(4) If M is a full matrix, then

(1.10) ωM
CPS(t) E ωM

p (t) ⊆ ωM
Fp
(t) ⊆ ωM (t).

Example 1.5 illustrates Theorem 1.4 and also provides an example that shows
there exists a Markov-Cayley tree TU , a tree-shift T ⊆ ATU , two rays p, q ∈ ∂TM ,
and a t ∈ T such that

(1) ωU
q (t) is not invariant.

(2) ωU
p (t) * T and ωU

CPS(t) 5 T .

(3) ωU
CPS(t) 5 ωU

Fp
(t).

Example 1.5. Let TU be a Markov tree (see Figure 3). Let T = {0, 1}TU , t =
0TU ∈ T , p = (ǫ, g2, g

2
2 , ...) and q = (ǫ, g1, g

2
1, ...) be two rays in TU . Then,

ωU (t) = {0TU , 0FTU
(g2)},

ωU
p (t) = {0FTU

(g2)},

ωU
q (t) = {0TU },

ωU
Fp
(t) = {0FTU

(g2)},

ωU
CPS(t) = {(0TU , 0FTU

(g2))}.

Since ωU
q (t) = {0TU} and σg2 (0

TU ) = 0FTU
(g2) /∈ ωU

q (t), we have that ωU
q (t) is not

invariant.

Let T be a tree-shift on Td, it is proved that the set of {ωd
p(t) : t ∈ T } possesses

a fine structure, say internally chain transitive (ICT).

Definition 1.6 (ICT property for shifts on Td). Let T be a tree-shift on Td.

(1) Given ε > 0 and an g = gi1gi2 · · · gin ∈ Td, an ε-chain indexed by g is a
sequence {t1, . . . , tn+1} of T such that d(σgij

(tj), tj+1) < ε, ∀1 ≤ j ≤ n.

(2) A closed subset Y of T is internally chain transitive (Y ∈ ICT) if for every
y, y′ ∈ Y and ε > 0, there exist a g ∈ Td and an ε-chain {t1, ..., tn+1}
indexed by g with t1 = y and tn+1 = y′.

In [5, Theorem 4.23], the author shows that the set ICT is closed, and in [5,
Theorem 4.25], the author proves that the collection of ωp-limit sets in T belong
to the set of ICT and equals to ICT when T is a TSFT [5, Corollary 4.34]. Our
goal is to extend those previous results to the class of T ′s, which are defined on the
Markov-Cayley tree TM . In this situation, the definition of ICT is no longer valid
and we demonstrate the suitable definition below.

Definition 1.7 (PICT for shifts on TM ). Let M be an irreducible matrix and TM

is the corresponding Markov-Cayley tree.

(1) For ε > 0 and g = gi1gi2 · · · gin ∈ TM , a ε-projected chain indexed by g on
T I is a sequence {t1, . . . , tn+1} of T I such that d(σgij

(tj), tj+1) < ε, ∀1 ≤
j ≤ n.
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(2) A closed subset
⋃

η∈I

Y (η) of
⋃

η∈I

T (η) = T I is projected internally chain

transitive (write
⋃

η∈I

Y (η) ∈ PICT) if for every y, y′ ∈
⋃

η∈I

Y (η) and ε > 0,

there exist a g ∈ TM and an ε-projected chain {t1, ..., tn+1} of
⋃

η∈I

Y (η)

indexed by g with t1 = y and tn+1 = y′.

Example 1.8. For m,n ≥ 1, let g = gm1 gn2 ∈ TU . Then, we have FTU
(gi1) = TU 6=

FTU
(g2) = FTU

(gm1 gj2) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n (see Figure 3). This provides
a rationale for defining PICT as replacing T in ICT with T I .

We have the following results.

Theorem 1.9. Let T be a tree-shift defined on a Markov-Cayley tree TM . The
following assertions hold true.

(1) PICT is closed.
(2) WM

p := {ωM
p (t) : t ∈ T } ⊆ PICT .

(3) If T is a TSFT, then WM
p = PICT .

1.4. Shadowing and asymptotically shadowing properties. The (asymptot-
ically) shadowing property for tree-shifts on Td is introduced.

Definition 1.10. Let T be a tree-shift defined on Td.

(1) An orbit of T is a function O : Td → T such that O(g) ∈ T for all g ∈ Td.
(2) For δ > 0, a δ-pseudo orbit is a function O : Td → T such that for g ∈ Td

and gi ∈ Σ we have d(σgi (O(g)),O(ggi)) < δ.
(3) A δ-pseudo orbit O is ε-shadowed by a point t ∈ T for some ε > 0 if

d(σg(t),O(g)) < ε for all g ∈ Td.
(4) A tree-shift T has the shadowing property if for all ε > 0 there is a δ > 0

such that for any δ-pseudo orbit O of T is ε-shadowed by a point t ∈ T .

For T is a tree-shift on Td, it is proved that T is an TSFT if and only if T has
the shadowing property ([5, Theorem 4.55], [9, Theorem 3.6]). The well-known and
analogous result of a N shift is extended by this result. The analogous result of the
Zd (or Nd) shifts can be found in [17]. Below is the list of the new definitions of
the shadowing property for the tree shift on TM .

Definition 1.11. Let T be a tree-shift defined on TM .

(1) A projected orbit of T is a function O : TM → T I such that

O(g) ∈ T (η), ∀g ∈ T
(η)
M , ∀η ∈ I.

(2) Let δ > 0, a projected orbit O is a δ-projected pseudo orbit of T if

d(σgi(O(g)),O(ggi)) < δ, ∀gi ∈ Σ with ggi ∈ TM .

(3) Let ε > 0, a projected pseudo orbit O of T is ε-shadowed by a point t ∈ T
if d(σg(t),O(g)) < ε for all g ∈ TM .

(4) A tree-shift has the shadowing property if for all ε > 0 there is a δ > 0 such
that every δ-projected pseudo orbit O of T is ε-shadowed by a point t ∈ T .

We characterize the shadowing property for tree-shifts on TM in Theorem 1.12.

Theorem 1.12. Let T ⊆ ATM be a tree-shift. Then T is a TSFT if and only if T
has the shadowing property.
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The asymptotically shadowing property for tree-shift T on TM is defined.

Definition 1.13. Let T be a tree-shift on TM .

(1) An asymptotically projected pseudo orbit O is a projected pseudo orbit of
T and lim|g−ǫ|→∞ d(σgi (O(g)),O(ggi)) = 0 for all g, ggi ∈ TM

3.
(2) A δ-projected pseudo orbit O is called an asymptotically δ-projected pseudo

orbit O of T if it is also an asymptotic projected pseudo orbit.
(3) A projected pseudo orbit O of T is asymptotically shadowed by a point t ∈

T if for all ε > 0, there exists an integer n ∈ N such that d(σg(t),O(g)) < ε
for all g ∈ TM with |g − ǫ| > n.

(4) A tree-shift T has the asymptotically δ-shadowing property if every asymp-
totically δ-projected pseudo orbit of T is asymptotically shadowed by a
point of T .

We prove that a m-step TSFT possesses the asymptotically shadowing property.
The analogous result of the tree-shift on Td [5, Theorem 4.61] can be extended to
those on TM by Theorem 1.14.

Theorem 1.14. Every m-step TSFT T ⊆ ATM has the asymptotically 2−(m+1)-
shadowing property.

In the remainder of this article, we provide the complete proof for Theorems 1.4
and 1.9 in Section 2, and Theorems 1.12 and 1.14 in Section 3.

2. Proof of Theorems 1.4 and 1.9

Before we prove the Theorem 1.4, the following lemma is needed.

Lemma 2.1. The set ωM (t) is equal to
(2.1)







s ∈
⋃

η∈I

Aη : ∀n > 0, ∃ωn ∈ TM with |ωn − ǫ| > n ∋ d(σωn
(t), s) < n−1







.

Proof. For any s ∈ ωM (t), by (1.5), we have that for any n ∈ N,

s ∈ {σg(t) : g ∈ TM with |g − ǫ| > n}.

Then, there exists a sequence {wn,i}
∞
i=1 ⊆ TM with |wn,i − ǫ| > n such that

(2.2) lim
i→∞

d(σwn,i
(t), s) = 0.

By (2.2), there exists m(n) ∈ N such that if i ≥ m(n), then

d
(

σwn,i
(t), s

)

< n−1.

Let wn = wn,m(n) ∈ TM . We have |wn − ǫ| > n and

d (σwn
(t), s) = d

(

σwn,m(n)
(t), s

)

< n−1.

Thus, s in (2.1).
Conversely, if s in (2.1), then s ∈

⋃

η∈I Aη such that

∀n > 0, ∃wn ∈ TM with |wn − ǫ| > n ∋ d(σwn
(t), s) < n−1.

3That is, for every δ > 0, there is an integer n such that |g − ǫ| > n such that
d(σgi (O(g)),O(ggi)) < δ for all g, ggi ∈ TM .
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Note that for any n ∈ N, {σwn+i
(t)}∞i=1 ⊆ {σg(t) : g ∈ TM with |g − ǫ| > n} (since

|wn+i − ǫ| > n+ i > n) and

lim
i→∞

d
(

σwn+i
(t), s

)

< lim
i→∞

(n+ i)−1 = 0.

Hence,

s ∈ {σg(t) : g ∈ TM with |g − ǫ| > n}, ∀n ∈ N.

Thus, s ∈ ωM (t). �

Proof of Theorem 1.4.
(1) We first prove that ωM (t) is invariant. For s ∈ ωM (t) and n > 0, according to
Lemma 2.1, there exists g ∈ TM with |g − ǫ| > 2n such that d(σg(t), s) < (2n)−1.
Then, for any gi ∈ Σ with ggi ∈ TM , we have

d (σggi(t), σgi (s)) < 2 · d (σg(t), (s)) < 2 · (2n)−1 = n−1

Moreover, |ggi− ǫ| = |g− ǫ|+1 > 2n+1 > n. By Lemma 2.1 again, σgi (s) ∈ ωM (t)
for all σgi(s) 6= ∅ hence ωM (t) is invariant.

The proof of invariance of ωM
Fp
(t) is similar to ωM (t), so we omit it here.

(2) The proof is directly obtained by the definitions of ωM (t), ωM
p (t) and ωM

Fp
(t).

(3) Let TM be a Markov Cayley tree, and T be a tree-shift on TM and t ∈ T . If
ωM
CPS(t) = ∅, then it is clear that ωM

CPS(t) E ωM (t). If ωM
CPS(t) 6= ∅, then for any

v ∈ ωM
CPS(t), there exist 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ |I| and ξ1, ..., ξℓ ∈ I such that

v = (t1, ..., tℓ) ∈ ω
M ;[ξ1:ξℓ]
CPS (t),

and for any n > 0, there exists Cn ∈ C[ξ1:ξℓ] with mCn
> n such that

∀g ∈ Cn, if FTM
(g) = ξi, then d(σg(t), ti) < n−1.

This implies that for all 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ and for such fixed n, there exists an wi ∈ Cn

with FTM
(wi) = ξi and |wi − ǫ| > n such that

d(σwi
(t), ti) < n−1.

By Lemma 2.1, we have

ti ∈ ωM (t), ∀1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ.

Thus, ωM
CPS(t) E ωM (t).

(4) The proof of (1.10) is quickly obtained by (1.9). �

Proof of Theorem 1.9.
(1) Let

⋃

η∈I Y
(η) ∈ PICT, we claim that

⋃

η∈I Y
(η) ∈ PICT. For ε > 0, choosing

⋃

η∈I Z
(η) ∈ PICT with

(2.3) d′





⋃

η∈I

Y (η),
⋃

η∈I

Z(η)



 <
ε

6
,

where d′(
⋃

η∈I Y
(η),

⋃

η∈I Z(η)) := max{d(a, b) : a ∈ Y (η), b ∈ Z(η), η ∈ I} (for

simplicity, we write d′ = d). By (2.3), for any y, y′ ∈
⋃

η∈I Y
(η), there exist

z, z′ ∈
⋃

η∈I Z
(η) such that d(y, z) < ε

6 and d(y′, z′) < ε
6 .

Since
⋃

η∈I Z
(η) ∈ PICT, there exists an ε

2 -projected chain ( ε2 -PC) of
⋃

η∈I Z
(η)

indexed by gi1gi2 · · · gin ∈ TM , and denoted by {z = z1, z2, ..., zn+1 = z′}, such that
d(σgij

(zj), zj+1) <
ε
2 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n.
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By (2.3) again, we can choose y = y1, y2, ..., yn+1 = y′ ∈
⋃

η∈I Y
(η) such that

d (yi, zi) <
ε

6
, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ n+ 1.

Then, for 1 ≤ j ≤ n,

d
(

σgij
(yj), yj+1

)

≤ d
(

σgij
(yj), σgij

(zj)
)

+ d
(

σgij
(zj), zj+1

)

+ d (zj+1, yj+1)

< 2 · d (yj, zj) +
ε

2
+

ε

6

< 2 ·
ε

6
+

ε

2
+

ε

6
= ǫ.

Thus, {y = y1, y2, ..., yn+1 = y′} is an ε-PC of
⋃

η∈I Y
(η) indexed by gi1gi2 · · · gin ∈

TM . Hence,
⋃

η∈I Y
(η) ∈ PICT. Therefore, PICT is closed.

(2) We first claim that ∀ε > 0, p = (ǫ, gi1 , gi1gi2 , ...) ∈ ∂TM and t ∈ T , there
exists an N(ε) > 0 such that if n ≥ N then d(σgi1 ···gin

(t), ωM
p (t)) < ε. Arguing

contrapositively, we have an increasing sequence of integers {nj}∞j=1 with

d
(

σgi1 ···ginj
(t), ωM

p (t)
)

≥ ε.

By passing to a subsequence if necessary, {σgi1 ···ginj
(t)}∞j=1 converges to a point

s ∈ ωM
p (t). This is contradictory to d(s, ωM

p (t)) ≥ ε. This ends the proof of the
claim.

Let ωM
p (t) ∈ WM

p and ε > 0. By the above claim, there exists an N > 0 such
that if n > N then

(2.4) d
(

σgi1 ···gin
(t), ωM

p (t)
)

<
ε

3
.

By (2.4), for any y, y′ ∈ ωM
p (t), there are m,n > N such that

d
(

σgi1 ···gin
(t), y

)

<
ε

3
and d

(

σgi1 ···gim
(t), y′

)

<
ε

3
.

W.L.O.G, let n < m. By (2.4) again, for any n < j < m, there is yj ∈ ωM
p (t)

such that

d
(

σgi1 ···gij
(t), yj

)

<
ε

3
.

Denoting y = yn and y′ = ym, we now verify that {y = yn, yn+1, ..., ym = y′} is an
ε-PC of ωM

p (t) indexed by g = gin · · · gim . For n ≤ j < m,

d
(

σgij+1
(yj), yj+1

)

≤d
(

σgij+1
(yj), σgi1 ···gij+1

(t)
)

+ d
(

σgi1 ···gij+1
(t), yj+1

)

≤2 · d
(

yj, σgi1 ···gij
(t)

)

+ d
(

σgi1 ···gij+1
(t), yj+1

)

<2 ·
ε

3
+

ε

3
= ǫ.

Thus, ωM
p (t) ∈ PICT.

(3) Let T be a m-step TSFT. By (2) of Theorem 1.9, we have WM
p ⊆ PICT. It

remains to show that PICT ⊆ WM
p . Let

⋃

η∈I Y
(η) ∈ PICT, we claim that

⋃

η∈I

Y (η) = ωM
p (t) for some t ∈ T and p ∈ ∂TM .
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For r ≥ m + 1, let {xr
i }

nr

i=0 ⊆
⋃

η∈I Y (η) be a sequence that 2−r covers
⋃

η∈I Y
(η)

(That is, ∀x ∈
⋃

η∈I Y (η), ∃0 ≤ i ≤ nr ∋ d(x, xr
i ) < 2−r). Such nr is finite since

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

⋃

η∈I

{

y|
∆

(η)
r

: y ∈ Y (η)
}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∑

η∈I

∣

∣

∣

{

y|
∆

(η)
r

: y ∈ Y (η)
}∣

∣

∣ ≤
∑

η∈I

|A||∆
(η)
r | < ∞.

Since
⋃

η∈I Y
(η) ∈ PICT, there exists a 2−r-PC from xr

i to xr
i+1 indexed by ui

where ui begins with xr
i and ends with xr

i+1. By concatenating these chains, we
can obtain a 2−r-PC {xr

0 = yr0 , ..., y
r
ℓr

= xr
nr
} from xr

0 to xr
nr

indexed by vr1 · · · v
r
ℓr

and for each 0 ≤ i ≤ nr there exists 0 ≤ j ≤ ℓr such that xr
i = yrj .

Let

{zi}
∞
i=0 :=

{

ym+1
0 , ..., ym+1

ℓm+1
= ym+2

0 , ym+2
1 , ..., ym+2

ℓm+2
= ym+3

0 , ym+3
1 , ...

}

,

and let

p := (ǫ, vm+1
1 , vm+1

1 vm+1
2 , ..., vm+1

1 · · · vm+1
ℓm+1

, vm+1
1 · · · vm+1

ℓm+1
vm+2
2 , ...)

:= (ǫ, gi1 , gi1gi2 , ...).

Then, {zi}∞i=0 ⊆
⋃

η∈I Y (η) and p ∈ ∂TM . Note that

(2.5) d
(

σgij+1
(zj), zj+1

)

< 2−(m+1), ∀j ∈ N,

and

(2.6) ∀n > m+ 1, ∃kn ∋ d
(

σgij+1
(zj), zj+1

)

< 2−n, ∀j > kn.

Define

t|g := z0|g, ∀g ∈ TM with g 6= gi1g
′,

σgi1 ···gin
(t)|ǫ := zn|ǫ, ∀n ∈ N,

σgi1 ···gij g
(t)|g := zj|g, ∀gi1 · · · gijg ∈ TM with g 6= gij+1g

′.

Since for g = gjg
′ ∈ TM with gj 6= gi1 , we have

(2.7) σg(t)|
∆

(FTM
(g))

m

= σg(z0)|
∆

(FTM
(g))

m

/∈ F .

Since for g = gi1 · · · gisgjg
′ ∈ TM (s ≥ 1) with gj 6= gis+1 , we have

(2.8) σg(t)|
∆

(FTM
(g))

m

= σgjg′(zis)|
∆

(FTM
(g))

m

/∈ F .

Since for g = ǫ and u ∈ ∆
(TM )
m , if u = gi1 · · · giℓ (1 ≤ ℓ ≤ m), then, by (2.5), we

have

(2.9)

d(ziℓ , σu(z0)) = d(ziℓ , σgi1 ···giℓ
(z0))

≤d(ziℓ , σgiℓ
(ziℓ−1

)) + d(σgiℓ
(ziℓ−1

), σgiℓ
(σgiℓ−1

(ziℓ−2
)))

+ · · ·+ d(σgi2 ···giℓ
(zi1), σgi2 ···giℓ

(σgi1
(z0)))

≤d(ziℓ , σgiℓ
(ziℓ−1

)) + 2 · d(ziℓ−1
, σgiℓ−1

(ziℓ−2
))

+ · · ·+ 2ℓ−1 · d(zi1 , σgi1
(z0))

<2−(m+1)(1 + · · ·+ 2ℓ−1) ≤ 2−(m+1)(1 + · · ·+ 2m−1) < 1.

Thus,

(2.10) σu(t)|ǫ = σgi1 ···gis
(t)|ǫ = zis |ǫ = σu(z0)|ǫ.
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If u = gi1 · · · gisgℓg
′ with gℓ 6= gis+1 , then, by (2.9), we have

d(σgℓg′(zis), σu(z0)) = d(σgℓg′ (zis), σgi1 ···gisgℓg
′(z0))

≤2|gℓg
′−ǫ| · d(zis , σgi1 ···gis

(z0))

<2|gℓg
′−ǫ| · 2−(m+1)(1 + · · ·+ 2s−1) < 1. (since |gℓg

′ − ǫ|+ s ≤ m)

Thus,

(2.11) σu(t)|ǫ = σgi1 ···gisgℓg
′(t)|ǫ = σgℓg′(zis)|ǫ = σu(z0)|ǫ.

Hence by (2.10) and (2.11), we obtain

(2.12) t|
∆

(TM )
m

= z0|∆(TM )
m

/∈ F .

Since for g = gi1 · · · gis (s ≥ 1) and u ∈ ∆
(FTM

(g))
m , if u = gis+1 · · · gis+ℓ

(1 ≤ ℓ ≤ m),
then, by (2.5), we have

(2.13)

d(zis+ℓ
, σu(zis)) = d(zis+ℓ

, σgis+1
···gis+ℓ

(zis))

≤d(zis+ℓ
, σgis+ℓ

(zis+ℓ−1
)) + d(σgis+ℓ

(zis+ℓ−1
), σgis+ℓ

(σgis+ℓ−1
(zis+ℓ−2

)))

+ · · ·+ d(σgis+2
···gis+ℓ

(zis+1), σgis+2
···gis+ℓ

(σgis+1
(zis)))

≤d(zis+ℓ
, σgis+ℓ

(zis+ℓ−1
)) + 2 · d(zis+ℓ−1

, σgis+ℓ−1
(zis+ℓ−2

))

+ · · ·+ 2ℓ−1 · d(zis+1 , σgis+1
(zis))

<2−(m+1)(1 + · · ·+ 2ℓ−1) ≤ 2−(m+1)(1 + · · ·+ 2m−1) < 1.

Thus,

(2.14) σgu(t)|ǫ = σgi1 ···gis+ℓ
(t)|ǫ = zis+ℓ

|ǫ = σu(zis)|ǫ.

If u = gis+1 · · · gis+ℓ
gjg

′ with gj 6= gis+ℓ+1
, then, by (2.13), we have

d(σgjg′(zis+ℓ
), σu(zis)) = d(σgjg′(zis+ℓ

), σgis+1
···gis+ℓ

gjg′(zis))

≤2|gjg
′−ǫ| · d(zis+ℓ

, σgis+1
···gis+ℓ

(zis))

<2|gjg
′−ǫ| · 2−(m+1)(1 + · · ·+ 2ℓ−1) < 1. (since |gjg

′ − ǫ|+ ℓ ≤ m)

Thus,

(2.15) σgu(t)|ǫ = σgi1 ···gis+ℓ
gjg′(t)|ǫ = σgjg′(zis+ℓ

)|ǫ = σu(zis)|ǫ.

Hence by (2.14) and (2.15), we obtain

(2.16) t|
g∆

(FTM
(g))

m

= zis |
∆

(FTM
(g))

m

/∈ F .

Therefore, by (2.7), (2.8), (2.12) and (2.16), we have t ∈ T . Now, we already
construct a ωM

p (t) with above p ∈ ∂TM and t ∈ T . It remains to verify that
⋃

η∈I

Y (η) = ωM
p (t).

For y ∈
⋃

η∈I Y (η) and n′ > m+ 1, since {xr
i }

nr

i=0 is 2−r covering of
⋃

η∈I Y
(η),

we have that there exist r ≥ n′ + 1 and 0 ≤ s ≤ nr such that

(2.17) d (y, xr
s) < 2−(n′+1),

and ,by (2.6) and definitions of t and p, there exists j > kn′+1 such that

(2.18) σgi1 ···gij
(t)|

∆
(FTM

(gij
))

n′+1

= xr
s|

∆
(FTM

(gij
))

n′+1

.
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By (2.17) and (2.18), we have

d(y, σgi1 ···gij
(t)) ≤ d(y, xr

s) + d(xr
s, σgi1 ···gij

(t)) < 2−(n′+1) + 2−(n′+1) = 2−n′

.

Thus, y ∈ ωM
p (t).

Conversely, for y ∈ ωM
p (t), by the definition of ωM

p (t), we have

∀n′ > m+ 1, ∃{yn′,i}
∞
i=1 ⊆ {σgi1 ···gij

(t) : j ≥ kn′} ∋ lim
i→∞

d(y, yn′,i) = 0,

where kn′ defined in (2.6). Then, by (2.6), there exists yn′ ∈ {yn′,i}∞i=1 such that

(2.19) d(y, yn′) < 2−n′

,

where yn′ = σgi1 ···gis(n′)
(t) for some s(n′) ≥ kn′ .

Thus, by (2.19),

y|
∆

(FTM
(gi

s(n′)
))

n′

= yn′ |
∆

(FTM
(gi

s(n′)
))

n′

= zs(n′)|
∆

(FTM
(gi

s(n′)
))

n′

,

where zs(n′) ∈
⋃

η∈I Y
(η). Hence,

d(y, zs(n′)) < 2−n′

.

Thus,

(2.20) lim
n′→∞

d(y, zs(n′)) = 0.

Since zs(n′) ∈
⋃

η∈I Y (η) and
⋃

η∈I Y (η) is closed, and (2.20), we have y ∈
⋃

η∈I Y (η).
The proof is complete. �

3. Proof of Theorems 1.12 and 1.14

Proof of Theorem 1.12. We first prove that if T is a TSFT then T has the shad-

owing property. Let T be an m-step TSFT with the forbidden set F ⊆ ∪η∈IA∆(η)
m .

For any ε > 0, let δ = 2−s < min{2−m, ǫ} (s ∈ Z) and let O be a δ-projected
pseudo orbit (δ-PPO) of T . Define t ∈ ATM by

t|g = O(g)|ǫ, ∀g ∈ TM .

We claim that t ∈ T , that is, no member of F appears in t. For any g ∈ TM , since
O is a δ-PPO, we have

d(σgi(O(g)),O(ggi)) < δ, ∀gi ∈ Σ with ggi ∈ TM .

Then, for ggi1 · · · gik ∈ TM with 1 ≤ k ≤ s, we have

d(σgi1 ···gik
(O(g)),O(ggi1 · · · gik)) < 2k−1 · δ < 2−1.

This implies that
σgi1 ···gik

(O(g))|ǫ = O(ggi1 · · · gik)|ǫ.

Thus, for any u = gi1 · · · gik ∈ ∆
(FTM

(g))
s , we have

σu(O(g))|ǫ = O(gu)|ǫ =: t|gu.

Hence,

(3.1) t|
g∆

(FTM
(g))

s

= O(g)|
∆

(FTM
(g))

s

.

Since m < s, we have

t|
g∆

(FTM
(g))

m

= O(g)|
∆

(FTM
(g))

m

/∈ F .
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Therefore, t ∈ T . Furthermore, by (3.1), we have that ∀g ∈ TM ,

d (σg(t),O(g)) < 2−s < ε.

Therefore, O is ε-shadowed by a point t ∈ T , and hence T has the shadowing
property.

Conversely, arguing contrapositively, if T is not a TSFT, then we claim that for
any δ > 0, there is a δ-PPO of T which can not be 1-shadowed by any point in T .
Note that if T is not a TSFT, then T is not a m-step TSFT for all m ≥ 0. Then,
for any m ≥ 1, there exist a positive integer m′ > m + 2 and a member P ∈ F

with P ∈ ∪η∈IA
∆

(η)

m′ such that no member of F ∩ ∪η∈IA∆(η)
n appears in P for all

0 ≤ n ≤ m′ − 1.
Fix a δ > 0, choosing 1 ≤ m ∈ N such that δ > 2−m. Then, there exist an

m′ > m + 2 and a member P ∈ F ∩ ∪η∈IA
∆

(η)

m′ as above. Note that TM is a

Markov-Cayley tree, I = {TM , FTM
(g1), ..., FTM

(gd)}. Thus, P ∈ A∆
(η)

m′ for some
η ∈ {TM , FTM

(g1), ..., FTM
(gd)}.

If η = TM , then there exist points t0 ∈ T (TM ) and ti ∈ T (FTM
(gi)) (1 ≤ i ≤ d)

such that
t0|∆(η)

m′
−1

= P |
∆

(η)

m′
−1

and ti|
∆

(FTM
(gi))

m′
−1

= P |
gi∆

(FTM
(gi))

m′
−1

.

Define

O(ǫ) := t0,

O(gi) := ti, (∀1 ≤ i ≤ d),

O(gig) := σg(ti), (∀gig ∈ TM ).

Since

σgi (O(ǫ))|
∆

(FTM
(gi))

m′
−2

=σgi (t0)|
∆

(FTM
(gi))

m′
−2

= P |
gi∆

(FTM
(gi))

m′
−2

=ti|
∆

(FTM
(gi))

m′
−2

= O(gi)|
∆

(FTM
(gi))

m′
−2

,

we have

(3.2) d (σgi(O(ǫ)),O(gi)) ≤ 2−(m′−2) < 2−m < δ.

Since for g = gig
′, ggj ∈ TM ,

σgj (O(g)) = σgj (O(gig
′)) = σgj (σg′(ti))

= σg′gj (ti) = O(gig
′gj) = O(ggj),

we have

(3.3) d(σgj (O(g)),O(ggj)) = 0 < δ, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ d.

Hence by (3.2) and (3.3), O is a δ-PPO of T . Now, if O is 1-shadowed by a point
t ∈ T , then

(3.4) t|g = O(g)|ǫ, ∀g ∈ TM .

This implies t|
∆

(η)

m′

= P . Since P ∈ F , we have t /∈ T , which is contradictory to

t ∈ T .
If η = FTM

(gi) for some 1 ≤ i ≤ d, then there exist points s0 ∈ T (TM ) and

sj ∈ T (FTM
(gj)) (∀gigj ∈ TM ) such that

s0|
gi∆

(FTM
(gi))

m′
−1

= P |
∆

(FTM
(gi))

m′
−1

and sj |
∆

(FTM
(gj))

m′
−1

= P |
gj∆

(FTM
(gj ))

m′
−1

.
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Define

O(g) := σg(s0), if g ∈ TM and g 6= gig
′,

O(gi) := σgi (s0),

O(gigjg) := σg(sj), if gigjg ∈ TM .

Since

σgℓ(O(ǫ)) = σgℓ(s0) = O(gℓ),

we have

(3.5) d(σgℓ(O(ǫ)),O(gℓ)) = 0 < δ, ∀1 ≤ ℓ ≤ d.

Since for g, ggℓ ∈ TM with g 6= gig
′,

σgℓ(O(g)) = σgℓ(σg(s0)) = σggℓ(s0) = O(ggℓ),

we have

(3.6) d(σgℓ(O(g)),O(ggℓ)) = 0 < δ.

Since for gigℓ ∈ TM ,

σgℓ(O(gi))|
∆

(FTM
(gℓ))

m′
−2

= σgℓ(σgi (s0))|
∆

(FTM
(gℓ))

m′
−2

= σgigℓ(s0))|
∆

(FTM
(gℓ))

m′
−2

= P |
gℓ∆

(FTM
(gℓ))

m′
−2

= sℓ|
∆

(FTM
(gℓ))

m′
−2

= O(gigℓ)|
∆

(FTM
(gℓ))

m′
−2

,

we have

(3.7) d(σgℓ(O(gi)),O(gigℓ)) ≤ 2−(m′−2) < 2−m < δ.

Since for gigjggℓ ∈ TM ,

σgℓ(O(gigjg)) = σgℓ(σg(sj)) = σggℓ(sj) = O(gigjggℓ),

we have

(3.8) d(σgℓ(O(gigjg)),O(gigjggℓ)) = 0 < δ.

Hence by (3.5), (3.6), (3.7) and (3.8), O is a δ-PPO O of T . Now, if O is 1-
shadowed by a point t ∈ T , then by (3.4), we have t|

gi∆
(FTM

(gi))

m′

= P ∈ F . Thus,

t /∈ T . The proof is complete. �

Proof of Theorem 1.14. Let T ⊆ A(TM ) be an m-step TSFT. For any asymptotic
2−(m+1)-projected pseudo orbit (2−(m+1)-APPO) O of T , define

t|g := O(g)|ǫ, ∀g ∈ TM .

We claim that t ∈ T and O is asymptotically shadowed by t. Since O is 2−(m+1)-
APPO hence 2−(m+1)-PPO, we have

t|
g∆

(FTM
(g))

m

= O(g)|
∆

(FTM
(g))

m

/∈ F , ∀g ∈ TM .

Since T is an m-step TSFT, we have t ∈ T . It remains to show that O is asymp-
totically shadowed by t. For any δ > 0, since O is 2−(m+1)-APPO hence APPO,
there exists n ∈ N such that ∀g, ggi ∈ TM with |g − ǫ| > n,

(3.9) d(σgi (O(g)),O(ggi)) < δ · 2−1.

Let m′ ∈ N such that 2−(m′+1) < δ · 2−1 ≤ 2−m′

. Equation (3.9) gives that

O(g)|g′ = O(gg′)|ǫ, ∀|gg′ − g| ≤ m′, ∀g, gg′ ∈ TM with |g − ǫ| > n.
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Thus,

t|
g∆

(FTM
(g))

m′

= O(g)|
∆

(FTM
(g))

m′

, ∀g ∈ TM with |g − ǫ| > n.

Hence,

d (σg(t),O(g)) ≤ 2−m′

< δ, ∀g ∈ TM with |g − ǫ| > n.

The proof is complete. �
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