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Correlation entropy of free semigroup actions

Xiaojiang Yea,, Yanjie Tanga,, Dongkui Maa,∗

aSchool of Mathematics, South China University of Technology,

Guangzhou, 510640, China

Abstract

This paper introduces the concepts of correlation entropy and local correlation
entropy for free semigroup actions on compact metric space, and explores their
fundamental properties. Thereafter, we generalize some classical results on cor-
relation entropy and local correlation entropy to apply to free semigroup actions.
Finally, we establish the relationship between topological entropy, measure-
theoretic entropy, correlation entropy, and local correlation entropy for free
semigroup actions under various conditions.
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1. Introduction

In a classical dynamical system (X, f), where X is a compact metric space
with metric d and f : X → X is a continuous transformation, a point x is recur-
rent if, for any neighborhood U of x, there exist infinitely many indices n such
that fn(x) ∈ U . The topological version of the famous Poincaré recurrence the-
orem states that almost every point is recurrent for every f -invariant Borel finite
measure. Due to the continuity of f , for any given ε and any recurrent point x,
there exist infinitely many pairs of indices i 6= j such that d(f i(x), f j(x)) < ε.
These pairs are referred to as recurrences. In [11], Eckmann, Kamphorst and
Ruelle explored recurrences by recurrence plots, a white-and-black square im-
age with black pixels representing recurrences. Further insights into recurrence
quantification analysis are available in literature such as [23, 35, 38]. Building
upon the investigation of recurrence, the correlation sum C(x, ε, d, n) is defined
as

C(x, ε, d, n) :=
1

n2
♯
{

(i, j) : 0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1, d(f i(x), f j(x)) ≤ ε
}

,
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where ε represents the threshold distance. Literature concerning the correlation
sum can be found in references such as [1, 10, 13]. A fundamental result regard-
ing the correlation sum states that in an ergodic dynamical system (X, f, µ),
there exists a countable subset Q ⊂ R such that for any ε /∈ Q, the following
convergence holds for almost everywhere x ∈ X :

lim
n→+∞

C(x, ε, d, n) =

∫

X

µ(Bd(x, ε))dµ(x), (1.1)

where Bd(x, ε) is the ε-neighborhood of x, and
∫

X
µ(Bd(x, ε))dµ(x) is referred

to as the correlation integral. A detailed proof of this statement can be found
in [1, 22, 26, 27, 28].

In the pursuit of numerical estimation method for generalized entropies,
Takens introduced q-correlation entropy, expanding upon the concepts of corre-
lation sum and correlation integral in [31]. If q 6= 1, the q-correlation entropy is
defined as

hcor(f, µ, q) := lim
ε→0

lim sup
k→+∞

−
1

(q − 1)k
log

∫

X

µ(Bdk
(x, ε))q−1dµ(x),

hcor(f, µ, q) := lim
ε→0

lim inf
k→+∞

−
1

(q − 1)k
log

∫

X

µ(Bdk
(x, ε))q−1dµ(x),

if q = 1, the 1-correlation entropy is defined as

hcor(f, µ, 1) := lim
ε→0

lim sup
k→+∞

−
1

k

∫

X

logµ(Bdk
(x, ε))dµ(x),

hcor(f, µ, 1) := lim
ε→0

lim inf
k→+∞

−
1

k

∫

X

logµ(Bdk
(x, ε))dµ(x),

where dk represents the Bowen metric and Bdk
(x, ε) denotes the Bowen dy-

namical ball. Following [31], Špitalský [30] defined local correlation entropy as
follows

hcor(f, x) := lim
ε→0

lim sup
k→+∞

−
1

k
log lim inf

n→+∞
C(x, ε, dk, n),

hcor(f, x) := lim
ε→0

lim inf
k→+∞

−
1

k
log lim sup

n→+∞
C(x, ε, dk, n).

In [33], Verbitskiy demonstrated that 1-order correlation entropy equals measure-
theoretic entropy. Moreover, if µ is an invariant f -homogeneous Borel probabil-
ity measure, meaning that Borel probability measure µ is invariant and satisfies
that for any ε > 0, there exists δ > 0 and c > 0 such that µ(Bdk

(y, δ)) ≤
cµ(Bdk

(x, ε)) for all x, y ∈ X and k ∈ N, then q-order correlation entropy,
measure-theoretic entropy and topological entropy coincide for any q ∈ R. Based
on formula (1.1), we have

hcor(f, x) = hcor(f, µ, 2), hcor(f, x) = hcor(f, µ, 2), µ− a.e.x.

Thus, a connection exists among different entropies if µ is an invariant f -
homogeneous Borel probability measure. This connection is valuable as it ob-
viates the need for partition consideration when computing measure-theoretic
entropy.
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Recently, there has been growing interest in studying free semigroup ac-
tions, which allow systems to adapt dynamically over time to accommodate
inevitable experimental errors. Ghys et al. [12] proposed a definition for
topological entropy applicable to finitely generated pseudo-groups of contin-
uous maps, sparking significant interest in free semigroup actions on compact
metric spaces. For instance, Bufetov [7] introduced the concept of topological
entropy for free semigroup actions, whereas Biś [3] introduced the entropies for
a semigroup of maps using alternative methods. Partial variational principles
linking measure-theoretic entropy and topological entropy for free semigroup
actions were investigated in [8] and [21]. Carvalho et al. proposed a novel
definition for the measure-theoretic entropy of free semigroup actions in [9] to
establish these principles. In contrast to studies involving the entire space of free
semigroup actions, Ju et al. [15] explored the topological entropy, while Xiao
and Ma [36, 37] investigated the topological pressure of free semigroup actions
on non-compact sets. Given the interconnectedness among topological entropy,
measure-theoretic entropy, correlation entropy, and local correlation entropy in
classical dynamical systems, it is natural to inquire whether such relationships
persist in free semigroup actions, although limit literature exists on this topic.
Therefore, this paper aims to investigate this relationship.

Throughout this paper, we focus on a compact metric space (X, d) and
a Borel probability measure µ with full support. Let G be the free semi-
group with m generators {f1, f2, · · · , fm} acting on X , where each fi denotes
a continuous self-map on X with i ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,m}. We use hµ(G) to denote
the measure-theoretic entropy, htop(G) to denote the topological entropy and
h(ω, x) (H(ω, x)) to denote the lower(upper) local entropy of free semigroup
actions, respectively.

We introduce the concepts of correlation sum, upper(lower) local correlation
entropy and q-order upper(lower) correlation entropy for free semigroup actions,
denoted by C(G, x, ε, ω, k, n), hcor(G, x)(hcor(G, x)), hcor(G,µ, q)(hcor(G,µ, q))
respectively (details can be found in Section 3). Subsequently, we establish the
relationship among different entropies. Specifically, Theorem 1.1 corresponds to
the case of q = 2, Theorem 1.2 to q = 0, Theorem 1.3 to q ≥ 1, while Theorem
1.4 and Theorem 1.5 address the cases of 0 ≤ q ≤ 1 and q ≤ 0, respectively.

We now proceed to present our findings.

Theorem 1.1. Let G be a free semigroup acting on a compact metric space X,
µ be G-ergodic Borel probability measure on X, then there exists a countable
subset Q ⊂ R such that for any ε /∈ Q, ω ∈ Σ+

m and k ∈ N,

lim
n→+∞

C(G, x, ε, ω, k, n) =

∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))dµ(x), µ− a.e. x ∈ X, (1.2)

where BG
ω,k(x, ε) is generalized Bowen dynamical ball (see details in Section 2).

Furthermore,

hcor(G,µ, 2) = hcor(G, x), hcor(G,µ, 2) = hcor(G, x), µ− a.e. x ∈ X.
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Theorem 1.2. Let G be a free semigroup acting on a compact metric space
X, µ Borel probability measure on X. If µ satisfies the weak entropy-doubling
condition of free semigroup actions, then

htop(G) = hcor(G,µ, 0).

Remark 1.1. Theorem 1.1 and 1.2 are generalizations of classical results.

Theorem 1.3. Let G be a free semigroup acting on a compact metric space X,
µ G-ergodic Borel probability measure on X. If µ satisfies hµ(G) < +∞ and
the limit process of h(ω, x) is uniformly about x for almost everywhere ω, then
for any q ≥ 1,

hµ(G) = hcor(G,µ, q).

In particularly,

hµ(G) = hcor(G,µ, 2) = hcor(G, x), µ− a.e. x ∈ X.

Remark 1.2. In Theorem 1.3, the condition regarding h(ω, x) is necessary,
but its optimality is unknown. In general, without the condition of h(ω, x), the
Theorem 1.3 does not hold. Examples demonstrating this can be found in [30].

Theorem 1.4. Let G be a free semigroup acting on a compact metric space X,
µ be Borel probability measure on X. If h(ω, x) ≥ htop(G) almost everywhere,
then for any 0 ≤ q ≤ 1,

htop(G) = hcor(G,µ, q).

Moreover, if µ is G-invariant, then

htop(G) = hcor(G,µ, 1) = hµ(G).

Theorem 1.5. Let G be a free semigroup acting on a compact metric space X,
µ be G-invariant Borel probability measure on X satisfying the weak entropy-
doubling condition of free semigroup actions. If the limit process of H(ω, x) is
uniformly about (ω, x) and H(ω, x) ≤ hµ(G) almost everywhere, then for any
q ≤ 0,

hcor(G,µ, q) = hµ(G).

In particularly,
htop(G) = hcor(G,µ, 0) = hµ(G).

Remark 1.3. Theorem 1.3, 1.4 and 1.5 were first proposed even in classical
dynamical systems and were inspired by the examples in chapter 2 of [33].

The paper is structured as follows: Section 2 presents the necessary pre-
liminaries, while Section 3 introduces the concepts of correlation entropy and
local correlation entropy of free semigroup actions, along with an examination
of their properties. The proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 are provided in Sections
4 and 5, respectively. Section 6 is dedicated to the proofs of Theorems 1.3, 1.4,
and 1.5.

4



2. Preliminaries

2.1. The free semigroup actions on compact metric space

Let (X, d) be a compact metric space, and let G be a free semigroup gener-
ated by G∗ := {f1, f2, · · · , fm}, where each fi is a continuous self-map on X for
all 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Given a vector p = (p1, p2, · · · , pm) with

∑m
i=1 pi = 1 and pi > 0

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m, there exists a symbol space Σ+
m := {1, 2, · · · ,m}N with a

Bernoulli probability measure P generated by the vector p. Let σ : Σ+
m −→ Σ+

m

be the shift operator defined by σ(i1, i2, · · · ) = (i2, i3, · · · ). For any ω ∈ Σ+
m,

denoted as ω = (i1, i2, · · · ), we define

fω,n(x) :=

{

x, n = 0

fin ◦ fin−1
◦ · · · ◦ fi1(x), n ≥ 1.

Thus, the orbit of x under the free semigroup actions is defined as

Orb(x,G) := {fω,n(x) : ∀ω ∈ Σ+
m, n ≥ 0}.

We refer to (X,G) as the free semigroup action. Given ω = (i1, i2, · · · ) and
k ≥ 1, one could define the generalized Bowen metric as

dGω,k(x, y) := max{d(fω,i(x), fω,i(y)) : 0 ≤ i ≤ k − 1}

and the generalized Bowen dynamical ball as

BG
ω,k(x, ε) := {y : dGω,k(x, y) ≤ ε}.

Let F : Σ+
m × X −→ Σ+

m × X be the skew product transformation defined as
follows

F (ω, x) = (σ(ω), fω,1(x)).

Here, we revisit certain terminologies originating from random dynamical
systems (cf. [17, 18] for detailed exposition) and introduce specific constraints
to adapt them for free semigroup actions. A Borel probability measure µ is
called G-invariant if P × µ is invariant with respect to F . Similarly, A Borel
probability measure µ is called G-ergodic if P× µ is both invariant and ergodic
with respect to F . Subsequently, we present a necessary theorem concerning
ergodicity in the random dynamical systems. While initially established by
[16], the theorem underwent generalization by [25], and Kifer [17] provided an
alternative proof methodology. We apply this theorem to the context of free
semigroup actions for our convenience.

Theorem 2.1. Let G be a free semigroup acting on a compact metric space X,
µ be a Borel probability measure on X. Then P × µ is ergodic with respect to
skew product transformation if and only if for any measurable subset A ⊆ X, if
∑m

i=1 piχA
(fi(x)) = χ

A
(x), then µ(A) = 0 or 1.
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Given any integer t ≥ 1, Gt can be defined as a free semigroup generated by

Gt
∗ := {g1, g2, · · · , gmt : gi = fit ◦fit−1

◦· · ·◦fi1 , 1 ≤ i ≤ mt, fis ∈ G∗, 1 ≤ s ≤ t}.

Additionally, a one-to-one transformation τ is defined as follows

τ : {1, 2, · · · ,mt} −→ {1, 2, · · · ,m}t

j 7→ (i1, i2, · · · , it),

and for convenience, the following transformation is still denoted as τ

τ : Σ+
mt −→ Σ+

m

(j1, j2, · · · ) 7→ (τ(j1), τ(j2), · · · ).

Thus, a probability vector pt on {1, 2, · · · ,mt} corresponding to p can be defined
as pt(j) = p(i1)p(i2) · · · p(it) where 1 ≤ j ≤ mt, τ(j) = (i1, i2, · · · , it). Addi-
tionally, there exists a symbol space Σ+

mt := {1, 2, · · · ,mt}N with a Bernoulli
probability measure P

t generated by pt. It is evident that both τ and τ−1

preserve measure, meaning that for any measurable set A ⊆ Σ+
m, B ⊆ Σ+

mt ,
P
t(τ−1A) = P(A) and P

t(B) = P(τB) hold. For any ̟ = (j1, j2, · · · ) ∈ Σ+
mt ,

js ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,mt}, s = 1, 2, · · · , we define

g̟,n(x) :=

{

x, n = 0

gjn ◦ gjn−1
◦ · · · ◦ gj1(x), n ≥ 1.

(X,Gt) is referred to as the t-power system of (X,G). Notably, for any ̟ =
(j1, j2, · · · ) ∈ Σ+

mt , js ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,mt}, 1 ≤ s, there exists a unique ω = τ(̟) ∈
Σ+

m, ω = (i1, i2, · · · ) such that fω,nt(x) = g̟,n(x) for any n ≥ 0, any x ∈ X .

2.2. Measure-theoretic entropy and topological entropy of free semigroup actions

The measure-theoretic entropy and topological entropy of free semigroup ac-
tions have been extensively studied in the literature [2, 8, 9, 17, 18, 21, 19]. Here,
we adopt the following definitions for measure-theoretic entropy and topological
entropy.

Definition 2.1. [8] Let G be a free semigroup acting on a compact metric space
X, µ be G-invariant probability measure, ξ be finite Borel measurable partition
of X. Then the measure-theoretic entropy hµ(G, ξ) of (X,G) with respect to ξ is
defined as

hµ(G, ξ) := lim
k→+∞

1

k

∫

Σ+
m

Hµ(

k−1
∨

i=0

f−1
ω,iξ)dP(ω),

and the measure-theoretic entropy of (X,G) is defined as

hµ(G) := sup
ξ

hµ(G, ξ),
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where

Hµ(

k−1
∨

i=0

f−1
ω,iξ) := −

∑

A∈
∨k−1

i=0
f
−1

ω,iξ

µ(A) log µ(A),

k−1
∨

i=0

f−1
ω,iξ := ξ

∨

f−1
ω,1ξ

∨

· · ·
∨

f−1
ω,k−1ξ.

We recall the concepts of separated sets and spanning sets in the con-
text of free semigroup actions. Let G be a free semigroup with m generators
{f1, f2, · · · , fm} acting on compact metric space X , where fi is continuous self-
map on X , i ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,m}. A subset E(ω, k, ε) ⊆ X is defined as the largest
cardinality (ω, k, ε) separated set if, for any distinct points x, y ∈ E(ω, k, ε),
the distance dGω,k(x, y) > ε, and the cardinality ♯E(ω, k, ε) of E(ω, k, ε) is
maximized. Similarly, A subset F (ω, k, ε) ⊆ X is termed the smallest cardi-
nality (ω, k, ε) spanning set if, for any x ∈ X , there exists y ∈ F such that
dGω,k(x, y) ≤ ε, and the cardinality ♯F (ω, k, ε) of F (ω, k, ε) is minimized.

Definition 2.2. [20] Let G be a free semigroup acting on a compact metric
space X. Then the topological entropy htop(G) of (X,G) is

htop(G) = lim
ε→0

lim inf
k→+∞

1

k

∫

Σ+
m

log ♯E(ω, k, ε)dP(ω).

Remark 2.1. Kifer [17] introduced the topological entropy of random transfor-
mations as

Htop(G) = lim
ε→0

lim inf
k→+∞

1

k
log ♯E(ω, k, ε)

for almost everywhere ω ∈ Σ+
m, and Li et al[20] demonstrated that htop(G) =

Htop(G).

Below, we present the ergodic theorem and the Brin-Katok local entropy
formula for random dynamical systems, established by Kifer [17] and Zhu [39,
40], respectively

Theorem 2.2. [17] Let G be a free semigroup acting on a compact metric space
X, (Σ+

m,P) be a probability space, F : Σ+
m ×X −→ Σ+

m ×X be the skew product
transformation, µ be a Borel probability measure on X. If P× µ is ergodic with
respect to F and φ ∈ L1(µ), then there exists an Ω ⊆ Σ+

m with P(Ω) = 1, such
that for any ω ∈ Ω, there exists a Xω ⊆ X with µ(Xω) = 1 where

lim
k→+∞

1

k

k−1
∑

i=0

φ(fω,i(x)) =

∫

X

φ(y)dµ(y)

holds for any x ∈ Xω.
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Remark 2.2. It is also true that there exists a W ⊆ X with µ(W ) = 1, such
that for any x ∈W , there exists an Ωx ⊆ Σ+

m with P(Ωx) = 1 where

lim
k→+∞

1

k

k−1
∑

i=0

φ(fω,i(x)) =

∫

X

φ(y)dµ(y)

holds for any ω ∈ Ωx.

Theorem 2.3. [39, 40] Let G be a free semigroup acting on a compact metric
space X, (Σ+

m,P) be a probability space, F : Σ+
m ×X −→ Σ+

m ×X be the skew
product transformation, µ be a Borel probability measure on X. If P × µ is
ergodic with respect to F and hµ(G) < +∞, then there exists an Ω ⊆ Σ+

m with
P(Ω) = 1 such that for any ω ∈ Ω, there exists a Xω ⊆ X with µ(Xω) = 1 where

hµ(G) = lim
ε→0

lim inf
k→+∞

−
1

k
logµ(BG

ω,k(x, ε))

= lim
ε→0

lim sup
k→+∞

−
1

k
logµ(BG

ω,k(x, ε))

holds for any x ∈ Xω.

Remark 2.3. The formulations of the two theorems differ in references [17, 39,
40] due to modifications introduced for convenience. Readers are encouraged to
independently verify the validity of these modifications.

3. Notions and properties

In this Section, we introduce the concepts of correlation sum, upper(lower)
local correlation entropy as well as q−order upper(lower) correlation entropy of
free semigroup actions and explore their fundamental properties.

To begin, we introduce the concept of correlation sum for free semigroup
actions.

Definition 3.1. Let G be a free semigroup acting on a compact metric space
X. For any x ∈ X, ε > 0, ω ∈ Σ+

m, k ≥ 1, n ≥ 1, the correlation sum of free
semigroup actions is defined as follows

C(G, x, ε, ω, k, n)

:=
1

n2

∫

Σ+
m

♯
{

(i, j) : 0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1, dGω,k(fυ,i(x), fυ,j(x)) ≤ ε
}

dP(υ)

where ♯A is the cardinality of set A.

Remark 3.1. Initially, we propose an alternative definition to generalize the
correlation sum, which is defined as

C′(G, x, ε, ω, k, n)

:=
1

n2
♯
{

(i, j) : 0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1, dGω,k(fω,i(x), fω,j(x)) ≤ ε
}

.

8



However, we prefer Definition 3.1 for the following reasons. Firstly, in classi-
cal dynamical systems, local correlation entropy is defined using a fixed Bowen
metric dk to observe the first n elements of the orbit {f i(x)}+∞

i=0 and compute
C(x, ε, dk, n). In the context of free semigroup actions, it is essential to choose
a fixed Bowen metric, that is, dGω,k. Subsequently, this fixed Bowen metric is
applied to observe the first n elements of the orbit Orb{x,G}, denoted as

Orb(x,G, n) := {fω,k(x) : ∀ω ∈ Σ+
m, 0 ≤ k ≤ n− 1}.

We contend that Orb{x,G, n} should encompass multiple trajectories induced
by different υ rather than only unique trajectory induced by ω. Secondly, if
we adopt C′(G, x, ε, ω, k, n) as the definition of generalized correlation sum,,
we could not be able to obtain the analogue of Theorem (1.1) without additional
conditions. The reason is that the ergodic theorem of random dynamical systems
plays an important role in the proof of the Theorem (1.1). Hence, the choice of
the integral form is preferred.

Building upon the concept of correlation sum outlined above, we introduce
the local correlation entropy of free semigroup actions.

Definition 3.2. Let G be a free semigroup acting on a compact metric space X.
The upper (lower) local correlation entropy of free semigroup actions is defined
as follows

hcor(G, x) := lim
ε→0

lim sup
k→+∞

−
1

k

∫

Σ+
m

logC(G, x, ε, ω, k)dP(ω),

hcor(G, x) := lim
ε→0

lim inf
k→+∞

−
1

k

∫

Σ+
m

logC(G, x, ε, ω, k)dP(ω),

where
C(G, x, ε, ω, k) := lim inf

n→+∞
C(G, x, ε, ω, k, n),

C(G, x, ε, ω, k) := lim sup
n→+∞

C(G, x, ε, ω, k, n).

If hcor(G, x) = hcor(G, x), then we denote hcor(G, x) := hcor(G, x) = hcor(G, x).

Similarly, we introduce the concepts of correlation integral and correlation
entropy of free semigroup actions as follows.

Definition 3.3. Let G be a free semigroup acting on a compact metric space
X, µ be a Borel probability measure with full support on X. (this assumption
holds when discussing correlation entropy). For ε > 0, k ≥ 1, and q ∈ R, the
correlation integral of q-order of free semigroup actions is defined as follows

c(G,µ, ε, k, q) :=
1

q − 1

∫

Σ+
m

log

(∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))

q−1dµ(x)

)

dP(ω) q 6= 1,

c(G,µ, ε, k, 1) :=

∫

Σ+
m

∫

X

logµ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))dµ(x)dP(ω) q = 1,
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and the upper (lower) correlation entropy of q-order of free semigroup actions
is defined as follows

hcor(G,µ, q) := lim
ε→0

lim sup
k→+∞

−
1

k
c(G,µ, ε, k, q),

hcor(G,µ, q) := lim
ε→0

lim inf
k→+∞

−
1

k
c(G,µ, ε, k, q).

If hcor(G,µ, q) = hcor(G,µ, q), we denote

hcor(G,µ, q) := hcor(G,µ, q) = hcor(G,µ, q).

Remark 3.2. When G∗ = {f1}, definition 2.1-2.3 degenerate into classical
cases, as discussed in [6, 30, 31].

Remark 3.3. Similar to the approach described in [32], the definition of q = 1
is imposed by continuity. For clarity, we provide an explanation here. Let ε > 0
satisfy the following condition, for any ω ∈ Σ+

m, k ≥ 1 and x ∈ X,

µ
(

{y : dGω,k(x, y) = ε}
)

= 0.

Assume that there exists ω0 ∈ Σ+
m such that infx∈X µ(BG

ω0,k
(x, ε)) = 0. Denote

BG
ω0,k

(x, r1, r2) := {y : r1 < dGω0,k
(x, y) ≤ r2}.

It could be observed that
∣

∣µ(BG
ω0,k

(x, ε))− µ(BG
ω0,k

(y, ε))
∣

∣

=
∣

∣µ(BG
ω0,k

(x, ε) \BG
ω0,k

(y, ε))− µ(BG
ω0,k

(y, ε) \BG
ω0,k

(x, ε))
∣

∣

≤max
{

µ(BG
ω0,k

(x, ε) \BG
ω0,k

(y, ε)), µ(BG
ω0,k

(y, ε) \BG
ω0,k

(x, ε))
}

.

(3.1)

Note that if dGω0,k
(x, y) < δ < ε, then we have

BG
ω0,k

(x, ε) \BG
ω0,k

(y, ε) ⊂ BG
ω0,k

(x, ε− δ, ε),

BG
ω0,k

(y, ε) \BG
ω0,k

(x, ε) ⊂ BG
ω0,k

(x, ε, ε+ δ).
(3.2)

Combined with the equations (3.1) and (3.2), we have

∣

∣µ(BG
ω0,k

(x, ε))− µ(BG
ω0,k

(y, ε))
∣

∣

≤max
{

µ(BG
ω0,k

(x, ε) \BG
ω0,k

(y, ε)), µ(BG
ω0,k

(y, ε) \BG
ω0,k

(x, ε))
}

≤max
{

µ(BG
ω0,k

(x, ε− δ, ε)), µ(BG
ω0,k

(x, ε, ε+ δ))
}

.

As δ approaches 0, BG
ω0,k

(x, ε, ε + δ) tends to ∅ and BG
ω0,k

(x, ε − δ, ε) tends

to {y : dGω,k(x, y) = ε}. Thus, for any η > 0, there exists δ < ε such that if

dGω0,k
(x, y) < δ, then

max
{

µ(BG
ω0,k

(x, ε− δ, ε))µ(BG
ω0,k

(x, ε, ε+ δ))
}

≤ η.

10



Hence, µ(BG
ω0,k

(x, ε)) is continuous with respect to x. Moreover, X is com-

pact, implying the existence of x0 ∈ X such that µ(BG
ω0,k

(x0, ε)) = 0. How-
ever, this contradicts the condition that the support of µ is X. Therefore,
0 < infx∈X µ(BG

ω,k(x, ε)) ≤ 1 for any ω ∈ Σ+
m, ensuring the interchangeabil-

ity of the limit and the integral in the following process

lim
q→1

1

q − 1

∫

Σ+
m

log

(∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))

q−1dµ(x)

)

dP(ω)

=

∫

Σ+
m

lim
q→1

1

q − 1
log

(∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))

q−1dµ(x)

)

dP(ω)

=

∫

Σ+
m

lim
q→1

∫

X
µ(BG

ω,k(x, ε))
q−1 logµ(BG

ω,k(x, ε))dµ(x)
∫

X
µ(BG

ω,k(x, ε))
q−1dµ(x)

dP(ω)

=

∫

Σ+
m

∫

X

logµ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))dµ(x)dP(ω).

Furthermore, we will demonstrate in the proof of Theorem 1.1 that the set of
such ε forms an uncountable dense subset of R.

Proposition 3.1. (1) If 0 < ε1 ≤ ε2, then C(G, x, ε1, ω, k, n) ≤ C(G, x, ε2, ω, k, n).
So hcor(G, x) is well defined.
(2) If k1 ≤ k2, then
∫

Σ+
m

log lim inf
n→+∞

C(G, x, ε, ω, k1, n)dP(ω) ≥

∫

Σ+
m

log lim inf
n→+∞

C(G, x, ε, ω, k2, n)dP(ω).

(3) If {ni}i increases strictly and ni+1

ni
→ 1, then

lim inf
n→+∞

C(G, x, ε, ω, k, n) = lim inf
i→+∞

C(G, x, ε, ω, k, ni).

(4) If {ki}i increases strictly and ki+1

ki
→ 1, then

hcor(G, x) = lim
ε→0

lim sup
i→+∞

−
1

ki

∫

Σ+
m

log lim inf
n→+∞

C(G, x, ε, ω, ki, n)dP(ω).

Proof. (1) and (2) can be proved by definition.
(3) For any given n, there exists an index s such that ns ≤ n ≤ ns+1. Thus, we
have

n2
s

n2
s+1

C(G, x, ε, ω, k, ns)

≤
1

n2

∫

Σ+
m

♯{(i, j) : 0 ≤ i, j ≤ ns − 1, dGω,k(fυ,i(x), fυ,j(x)) ≤ ε}dP(υ)

≤ C(G, x, ε, ω, k, n)

≤
1

n2

∫

Σ+
m

♯{(i, j) : 0 ≤ i, j ≤ ns+1 − 1, dGω,k(fυ,i(x), fυ,j(x)) ≤ ε}dP(υ)

≤
n2
s+1

n2
s

C(G, x, ε, ω, k, ns+1).

11



Taking the lim inf on both sides yields the desired result.
(4) By employing (2) and following the methodology outlined in (3), the proof
is established.

Remark 3.4. It extends the results of V.Špitalsky̌ [30]. All the properties
remain valid when considering C(G, x, ε, ω, k) and hcor(G, x).

Proposition 3.2. (1) If 0 < ε1 ≤ ε2, then c(G,µ, ε1, k, q) ≤ c(G,µ, ε2, k, q).
So hcor(G,µ, q) is well-defined.
(2) If k1 ≤ k2, then c(G,µ, ε, k1, q) ≥ c(G,µ, ε, k2, q).

(3) If {ki}i increases strictly and satisfies ki+1

ki
→ 1, then

hcor(G,µ, q) = lim
ε→0

lim sup
i→+∞

−
1

ki
c(G,µ, ε, ki, q).

(4) If q1 < q2, then c(G,µ, ε, k, q1) ≤ c(G,µ, ε, k, q2). In particularly,

hcor(G,µ, q1) ≥ hcor(G,µ, q2), hcor(G,µ, q1) ≥ hcor(G,µ, q2).

Proof. (1) If q > 1, then

∫

Σ+
m

log

(∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε1))

q−1dµ(x)

)

dP(ω)

≤

∫

Σ+
m

log

(∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε2))

q−1dµ(x)

)

dP(ω).

So c(G,µ, ε1, k, q) ≤ c(G,µ, ε2, k, q). If q = 1, then

∫

Σ+
m

∫

X

logµ(BG
ω,k(x, ε1))dµ(x)dP(ω) ≤

∫

Σ+
m

∫

X

logµ(BG
ω,k(x, ε2))dµ(x)dP(ω).

So c(G,µ, ε1, k, q) ≤ c(G,µ, ε2, k, q). If q < 1, then

∫

Σ+
m

log

(∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε1))

q−1dµ(x)

)

dP(ω)

≥

∫

Σ+
m

log

(∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε2))

q−1dµ(x)

)

dP(ω).

So c(G,µ, ε1, k, q) ≤ c(G,µ, ε2, k, q).
(2) It can be proved by definition.
(3) It can be proved in a similar manner as Proposition 3.1.
(4) Given that µ possesses full support, for q < 1, the inequality

(q − 1)

∫

X

logµ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))dµ(x) ≤ log

∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))

q−1dµ(x)

follows from Jensen’s inequality [29]. Consequently,

c(G,µ, ε, k, 1) > c(G,µ, ε, k, q).

12



Similarly, for q > 1, we obtain c(G,µ, ε, k, 1) < c(G,µ, ε, k, q). Furthermore, for
1 < q1 < q2, the inequality

1

q1 − 1

∫

Σ+
m

log

(∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))

q1−1dµ(x)

)

dP(ω)

<
1

q2 − 1

∫

Σ+
m

log

(∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))

q2−1dµ(x)

)

dP(ω)

holds by Lyapunov’s inequality [29]. Since µ has full support, Lyapunov’s in-
equality applies to q1 < q2 < 1, thus concluding the proof.

Remark 3.5. It generalizes the results of E.Verbitskiy [33] and all the properties
remain valid when considering hcor(G,µ, q).

Proposition 3.3. For any integer t ≥ 1, let G be a free semigroup acting on a
compact metric space X, (X,Gt) t-power system of (X,G). Then for any q ∈ R

hcor(G
t, µ, q) = t · hcor(G,µ, q), hcor(G

t, µ, q) = t · hcor(G,µ, q).

Proof. Since X is a compact metric space and each fi ∈ G∗ is continuous, for
any ε > 0, there exists δ ≤ ε such that d(x, y) ≤ δ implies dGω,t(x, y) ≤ ε for any

ω ∈ Σ+
m. Therefore, for any ̟ ∈ Σ+

mt , there exists a unique ω ∈ Σ+
m such that

µ(BG
ω,tk(x, δ)) ≤ µ(BGt

̟,k(x, δ)) ≤ µ(BG
ω,tk(x, ε)).

By computation, we establish for any q ∈ R,

c(G,µ, δ, tk, q) ≤ c(Gt, µ, δ, k, q) ≤ c(G,µ, ε, tk, q).

Combined with Proposition 3.2, we derive

hcor(G
t, µ, q) = t · hcor(G,µ, q), hcor(G

t, µ, q) = t · hcor(G,µ, q).

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this Section, we present the proof of Theorem 1.1 (q = 2) following the
methodology from [22]. The proof of Theorem 1.1 proceeds in three main steps.
Firstly, we establish the existence of a countable subset Q ⊂ R such that for
any ε /∈ Q, ω ∈ Σ+

m and k ∈ N,

µ× µ
({

(x, y) ∈ X ×X : dGω,k(x, y) = ε
})

= 0,

meaning that the mapping ε 7→
∫

X
µ(BG

ω,k(x, ε))dµ(x) is continuous at ε. Sec-

ondly, for a fixed ω ∈ Σ+
m, we identify a full measure subset W (ω, k, ε) ⊆ X

where the equality (1.2) is established. Finally, we determine a common full
measure subset applicable for any ω ∈ Σ+

m. We commence by proving the first
step.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. Step 1. For any ω ∈ Σ+
m and k ∈ N, the set of real

number ε ∈ R satisfying the inequality

µ× µ
({

(x, y) ∈ X ×X : dGω,k(x, y) = ε
})

>
1

n

has a cardinality less than n, owing to µ × µ being a probability measure on
the compact metric space X × X . Let Qω,k,n denote the collection of such ε.

Consequently, there exists a countable subset
⋃+∞

n=1Qω,k,n such that for any

ε /∈
⋃+∞

n=1Qω,k,n,

µ× µ
({

(x, y) ∈ X ×X : dGω,k(x, y) = ε
})

= 0.

Given that Σ+
m is a compact metric space, there exists a countable dense subset

{ωr}
+∞
r=1 ⊂ Σ+

m. For any ω ∈ Σ+
m and k ∈ N, there exists an ωr0 such that the

Bowen metric dGω,k equals the Bowen metric dGωr0
,k, implying that

+∞
⋃

n=1

Qω,k,n =

+∞
⋃

n=1

Qωr0
,k,n.

Thus, there exists a countable subset Q :=
⋃

r,k,n=1Qωr,k,n such that for any

ε /∈ Q, ω ∈ Σ+
m and k ∈ N,

µ× µ
({

(x, y) ∈ X ×X : dGω,k(x, y) = ε
})

= 0.

It is noted that
∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))dµ(x) = µ× µ

({

(x, y) ∈ X ×X : dGω,k(x, y) ≤ ε
})

.

For any sequence {εn}
+∞
n=1 with εn < ε and limn→+∞ εn = ε, we have

lim
n→+∞

(∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))dµ(x) −

∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, εn))dµ(x)

)

= lim
n→+∞

µ× µ
({

(x, y) ∈ X ×X : εn < dGω,k(x, y) ≤ ε
})

=µ× µ
({

(x, y) ∈ X ×X : dGω,k(x, y) = ε
})

=0.

Similarly, for any sequence {εn}
+∞
n=1 with εn > ε and limn→+∞ εn = ε, we obtain

lim
n→+∞

(∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, εn))dµ(x) −

∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))dµ(x)

)

= lim
n→+∞

µ× µ
({

(x, y) ∈ X ×X : ε < dGω,k(x, y) ≤ εn
})

=0.

Hence, for any ω ∈ Σ+
m and k ∈ N, the mapping ε 7→

∫

X
µ(BG

ω,k(x, ε))dµ(x) is
continuous at ε /∈ Q.
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Step 2. We claim that for any given ε /∈ Q, ω ∈ Σ+
m and k ∈ N, there exists

a subset W (ω, k, ε) ⊆ X of full measure such that for any x ∈ W (ω, k, ε), the
following convergence holds

lim
n→+∞

C(G, x, ε, ω, k, n) =

∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))dµ(x).

Proof. Given ω ∈ Σ+
m, k ∈ N and ε /∈ Q, for any t ∈ N, there exists a finite

measurable partition of X , denoted by ξt := {At,1, At,2, · · · , At,N(t)}, satisfying

µ(At,1) ≤ 2−t, diamω,k(At,s) ≤ 2−t, 2 ≤ s ≤ N(t),

where diamω,k(A) := supx,y∈A d
G
ω,k(x, y). Furthermore, we could consider that

the boundary of At,s, 1 ≤ s ≤ N(t), to have measure 0, given that µ is Borel
probability measure and X is compact metric space.

Denote

Sε := {(x, y) ∈ X ×X |dGω,k(x, y) ≤ ε},

C1 := {At,s1 ×At,s2 ∈ ξt × ξt|At,s1 ×At,s2 ⊆ Sε},

C2 := {At,s1 ×At,s2 ∈ ξt × ξt|At,s1 ×At,s2 ∩ Sε 6= ∅}.

It is obvious that
⋃

At,s1
×At,s2

∈C1

At,s1 ×At,s2 ⊆ Sε ⊆
⋃

At,s1
×At,s2

∈C2

At,s1 ×At,s2 .

In particularly, we claim

Sε−2−t+1 − ((At,1 ×X) ∪ (X ×At,1))

⊆
⋃

At,s1
×At,s2

∈C1

At,s1 ×At,s2

⊆
⋃

At,s1
×At,s2

∈C2

At,s1 ×At,s2

⊆ Sε+2−t+1 ∪ (At,1 ×X) ∪ (X ×At,1).

(4.1)

Indeed, for any (x, y) ∈ Sε−2−t+1 − ((At,1 ×X) ∪ (X ×At,1)), it holds that

dGω,k(x, y) ≤ ε− 2−t+1, x /∈ At,1, y /∈ At,1.

Hence, there exists s1, s2 6= 1 such that (x, y) ∈ At,s1 ×At,s2 . For any (x′, y′) ∈
At,s1 ×At,s2 , we have

dGω,k(x
′, y′) ≤ dGω,k(x

′, x) + dGω,k(x, y) + dGω,k(y, y
′) ≤ 2−t + ε− 2−t+1 + 2−t = ε,

meaning that (x′, y′) ∈ Sε. Therefore, At,s1 ×At,s2 ∈ C1, which yields

Sε−2−t+1 − ((At,1 ×X) ∪ (X ×At,1)) ⊆
⋃

At,s1
×At,s2

∈C1

At,s1 ×At,s2 .
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Similarly, it can be demonstrated that

⋃

At,s1
×At,s2

∈C2

At,s1 ×At,s2 ⊆ Sε+2−t+1 ∪ (At,1 ×X) ∪ (X ×At,1).

According to Theorem 2.2, for any characteristic function χ
At,s

, where 1 ≤

s ≤ N(t), there exists a subset Wt,s ⊆ X with µ(Wt,s) = 1 such that for any
x ∈ Wt,s, there exists a subset Ωx,t,s ⊆ Σ+

m with P(Ωx,t,s) = 1 satisfying for any
υ ∈ Ωx,t,s,

lim
n→+∞

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

χ
At,s

(fυ,i(x)) = µ(At,s).

Furthermore, utilizing Egoroff’s theorem[14], for any δ > 0, there exists a subset
Ωδ,x,t,s ⊆ Ωx,t,s with P(Ωδ,x,t,s) > 1 − δ

N(t) . This subset Ωδ,x,t,s satisfies the

existence of N(Ωδ,x,t,s) ∈ N such that if n > N(Ωδ,x,t,s), then for any υ ∈
Ωδ,x,t,s, the following inequality holds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

χ
At,s

(fυ,i(x)) − µ(At,s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
2−t−1

N2(t)
.

Let Wt :=
⋂N(t)

s=1 Wt,s, where it is evident that µ(Wt) = 1. For any x ∈ Wt,

define Ωδ,x,t :=
⋂N(t)

s=1 Ωδ,x,t,s. It is noteworthy that P(Ωδ,x,t) ≥ 1− δ. Define

N(Ωδ,x,t) := max
1≤s≤N(t)

{N(Ωδ,x,t,s)}.

Hence, if n > N(Ωδ,x,t), then for any υ ∈ Ωδ,x,t and 1 ≤ s ≤ N(t),

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

χ
At,s

(fυ,i(x)) − µ(At,s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
2−t−1

N2(t)
.

Consequently, for any x ∈ Wt, δ > 0, if n > N(Ωδ,x,t), then for any υ ∈ Ωδ,x,t

and 1 ≤ s1, s2 ≤ N(t), we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n2
♯{(i, j) : 0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1, (fυ,i(x), fυ,j(x)) ∈ At,s1 ×At,s2}

− µ× µ(At,s1 ×At,s2)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n
♯{i : 0 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, fυ,i(x) ∈ At,s1} ·

1

n
♯{j : 0 ≤ j ≤ n− 1, fυ,j(x) ∈ At,s2}

− µ(At,s1) · µ(At,s2)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
2−t

N2(t)
.

(4.2)
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Note that

1

n2
♯





⋃

At,s1
×At,s2

∈C1

{(i, j)|0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1, (fυ,i(x), fυ,j(x)) ∈ At,s1 ×At,s2}





≤
1

n2
♯{(i, j)|0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1, dGω,k(fυ,i(x), fυ,j(x)) ≤ ε}

≤
1

n2
♯





⋃

At,s1
×At,s2

∈C2

{(i, j)|0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1, (fυ,i(x), fυ,j(x)) ∈ At,s1 ×At,s2}



 .

(4.3)
In light of (4.1), we derive

(µ× µ) (Sε−2−t+1)− 2µ(At,1) ≤
∑

At,s1
×At,s2

∈C1

(µ× µ) (At,s1 ×At,s2)

≤
∑

At,s1
×At,s2

∈C2

(µ× µ) (At,s1 ×At,s2)

≤ (µ× µ) (Sε+2−t+1) + 2µ (At,1) .

(4.4)

By combining formulas (4.2), (4.3), and (4.4), we derive the following inequality

1

n2
♯{(i, j)|0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1, dGω,k(fυ,i(x), fυ,j(x)) ≤ ε}

≥
∑

At,s1
×At,s2

∈C1

1

n2
♯{(i, j) : 0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1, (fυ,i(x), fυ,j(x)) ∈ At,s1 ×At,s2}

≥
∑

At,s1
×At,s2

∈C1

(

(µ× µ) (At,s1 ×At,s2)−
2−t

N2(t)

)

=
∑

At,s1
×At,s2

∈C1

(µ× µ) (At,s1 ×At,s2)− ♯C1
2−t

N2(t)

≥(µ× µ) (Sε−2−t+1)− 2µ(At,1)− 2−t

≥(µ× µ) (Sε−2−t+1)− 3 · 2−t.

Similarly, we could get the another inequality as follows,

(µ× µ)(Sε−2−t+1 )− 3 · 2−t

≤
1

n2
♯{(i, j)|0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1, dGω,k(fυ,i(x), fυ,j(x)) ≤ ε}

≤(µ× µ)(Sε+2−t+1 ) + 3 · 2−t.
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Recalling the definition of correlation sum under free semigroup actions, we have

C(G, x, ε, ω, k, n)

=
1

n2

∫

Σ+
m

♯{(i, j) : 0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1, dGω,k(fυ,i(x), fυ,j(x)) ≤ ε}dP(υ)

=
1

n2

∫

Ωδ,x,t

♯{(i, j) : 0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1, dGω,k(fυ,i(x), fυ,j(x)) ≤ ε}dP(υ)

+
1

n2

∫

Σ+
m−Ωδ,x,t

♯{(i, j) : 0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1, dGω,k(fυ,i(x), fυ,j(x)) ≤ ε}dP(υ).

Now, we provide an estimation of the correlation sum. For any x ∈ Wt, any
δ > 0, if n > N(Ωδ,x,t), then

∫

Ωδ,x,t

(µ× µ)(Sε−2−t+1)− 3 · 2−tdP(υ)

≤
1

n2

∫

Ωδ,x,t

♯{(i, j) : 0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1, dGω,k(fυ,i(x), fυ,j(x)) ≤ ε}dP(υ)

≤

∫

Ωδ,x,t

(µ× µ)(Sε+2−t+1 ) + 3 · 2−tdP(υ),

which implies

(

(µ× µ)(Sε−2−t+1 )− 3 · 2−t
)

P(Ωδ,x,t)

≤
1

n2

∫

Ωδ,x,t

♯{(i, j) : 0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1, dGω,k(fυ,i(x), fυ,j(x)) ≤ ε}dP(υ)

≤
(

(µ× µ)(Sε+2−t+1 ) + 3 · 2−t
)

P(Ωδ,x,t).

Therefore,

(

(µ× µ)(Sε−2−t+1 )− 3 · 2−t
)

P(Ωδ,x,t)

≤C(G, x, ε, ω, k, n)

≤
(

(µ× µ)(Sε+2−t+1 ) + 3 · 2−t
)

P(Ωδ,x,t)

+
1

n2

∫

Σ+
m−Ωδ,x,t

♯{(i, j) : 0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1, dGω,k(fυ,i(x), fυ,j(x)) ≤ ε}dP(υ)

≤
(

(µ× µ)(Sε+2−t+1 ) + 3 · 2−t
)

P(Ωδ,x,t) + P(Σ+
m − Ωδ,x,t).

Given that P(Ωδ,x,t) ≥ 1 − δ and P(Σ+
m − Ωδ,x,t) ≤ δ, we can establish the

following inequlity

(

(µ× µ)(Sε−2−t+1)− 3 · 2−t
)

(1− δ)

≤C(G, x, ε, ω, k, n)

≤
(

(µ× µ)(Sε+2−t+1) + 3 · 2−t
)

+ δ.
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Taking lim inf and lim sup of C(G, x, ε, ω, k, n) as n→ +∞, we obtain

(

(µ× µ)(Sε−2−t+1)− 3 · 2−t
)

(1− δ)

≤C(G, x, ε, ω, k)

≤C(G, x, ε, ω, k)

≤
(

(µ× µ)(Sε+2−t+1) + 3 · 2−t
)

+ δ.

Because δ is arbitrary, we conclude that given an ω ∈ Σ+
m, k ∈ N and any ε /∈ Q,

for any t ∈ N, there exists a full measure subset Wt ⊆ X such that any x ∈Wt

satisfying
(µ× µ)(Sε−2−t+1 )− 3 · 2−t

≤C(G, x, ε, ω, k)

≤C(G, x, ε, ω, k)

≤(µ× µ)(Sε+2−t+1 ) + 3 · 2−t.

We define W (ω, k, ε) :=
⋂+∞

t=1 Wt. It is evident that µ(W (ω, k, ε)) = 1. Since ε
is a point of continuity of µ× µ(Sε), for any x ∈W (ω, k, ε),

(µ× µ)(Sε) = C(G, x, ε, ω, k) = C(G, x, ε, ω, k) = (µ× µ)(Sε),

implying

lim
n→+∞

C(G, x, ε, ω, k, n) = (µ× µ)(Sε) =

∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))dµ(x).

Step 3. The proof proceeds by establishing the existence of a common full
measure subset W ⊆ X for any ω ∈ Σ+

m, k ∈ N and ε /∈ Q.

Proof. In Step 2, it is established that for any ω ∈ Σ+
m, k ∈ N, ε /∈ Q, there

exists a full measure set W (ω, k, ε) such that for any x ∈ W (ω, k, ε),

lim
n→+∞

C(G, x, ε, ω, k, n) =

∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))dµ(x).

Given that hcor(G,µ, 2) and hcor(G, x) are well-defined, we can substitute ε→ 0
with εs → 0, where εs /∈ Q and s ∈ N. This yields

hcor(G,µ, 2) = lim
s→+∞

lim sup
k→+∞

−
1

k

∫

Σ+
m

log

(∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, εs))dµ(x)

)

dP(ω).

hcor(G, x) = lim
s→+∞

lim sup
k→+∞

−
1

k

∫

Σ+
m

log lim inf
n→+∞

C(G, x, εs, ω, k, n)dP(ω).

Moreover, Σ+
m is a compact metric space. For any k, s ∈ N, consider the count-

able dense subset {ωr}
+∞
r=1 of Σ

+
m, withW (ωr, k, εs) representing the correspond-

ing full measure subset of X . Define W (k, s) :=
⋂+∞

r=1W (ωr, k, εs). For any
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x ∈ W (k, s) and any ω ∈ Σ+
m, there exists ωr0 such that ωr0 |[1,k] = ω|[1,k],

where ω|[1,k] denotes the initial k elements of ω. It is pertinent to note that
C(G, x, εs, ω, k, n) is contingent upon ω|[1,k], rather than ω. For this reason, we
have

lim
n→+∞

C(G, x, εs, ω, k, n) = lim
n→+∞

C(G, x, εs, ωr0, k, n)

=

∫

X

µ(BG
ωr0

,k(x, εs))dµ(x)

=

∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, εs))dµ(x),

implying

−
1

k

∫

Σ+
m

log lim
n→+∞

C(G, x, εs, ω, k, n)dP(ω)

=−
1

k

∫

Σ+
m

log

(∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, εs))dµ(x)

)

dP(ω).

Let W :=
⋂+∞

s,k=1W (k, s). It is obviously that µ(W ) = 1. For any x ∈W ,

hcor(G, x) = lim
s→+∞

lim sup
k→+∞

−
1

k

∫

Σ+
m

log lim
n→+∞

C(G, x, εs, ω, k, n)dP(ω)

= lim
s→+∞

lim sup
k→+∞

−
1

k

∫

Σ+
m

log

(∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, εs))dµ(x)

)

dP(ω)

= hcor(G,µ, 2).

Likewise, we can establish hcor(G,µ, 2) = hcor(G, x) for x ∈ W . Hence, the
Theorem 1.1 is demonstrated.

Remark 4.1. In [27], the authors proved a similar result under stronger con-
ditions, as stated below.

Theorem 4.1. [27] Let (X,µ) be a probability space, G be a topological semi-
group. If µ is G-ergodic and for any ϕ ∈ L1(µ), there exists a full measure
subset Y ⊆ X such that for any x ∈ Y , the following holds

lim
n→+∞

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

ϕ(fω,i(x)) =

∫

X

ϕdµ(x), (4.5)

and the convergence is uniform, then for any x ∈ Y , ε > 0, ω ∈ Σ+
m and k ≥ 1,

the equality

lim
n→+∞

1

n2
♯
{

(i, j) : 0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1, dGω,k(fυ,i(x), fυ,j(x)) ≤ ε
}

=

∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))dµ(x)

holds for any υ.
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In this paper, Theorem 2.2(Theorem 1.1) fails to meet the condition (4.5)
because full measure subset Ωx ⊆ Σ+

m depends on x as noted in Remark 2.2.

Corollary 4.1. Let G be a free semigroup acting on a compact metric space
X, (Σ+

m,P) corresponding symbol space. For any t ≥ 1, (X,Gt) is the t-power
system of (X,G) and (Σ+

mt ,Pt) is the corresponding symbol space. If Pt × µ is
ergodic with respect to Ft, where Ft is the skew product transformation acting
on the Σ+

mt ×X, defined as Ft(̟, x) = (σ̟, gj1(x)), ̟ := (j1, j2, · · · ) ∈ Σ+
mt ,

then

hcor(G
t, x) = t · hcor(G, x), hcor(G

t, x) = t · hcor(G, x), µ− a.e. x,

Proof. Firstly, we assert that if Pt × µ is ergodic with respect to Ft, then P× µ
must also be ergodic with respect to F . To substantiate this claim, consider an
invariant integrable function

ϕ : Σ+
m ×X −→ R.

We can define a function ψ : Σ+
mt ×X → R as follows

ψ(̟, x) := ϕ(τ(̟), x),

where τ : Σ+
mt → Σ+

m is defined in Section 2.1. This function ψ is integrable.
For any (̟, x) = ((j1, j2, · · · ), x), the following transformation can be observed

ψ ◦ Ft(̟, x) = ψ((j2, · · · ), gj1(x))

= ϕ(σtτ(̟), fτ(̟),t(x))

= ϕ ◦ F t(τ(̟), x)

= ϕ(τ(̟), x)

= ψ(̟, x),

meaning that ψ is invariant. Since P
t × µ is ergodic, ψ attains a constant value

for P
t × µ-almost everywhere (̟, x). Furthermore, owing to the preservation

of measure by both τ and τ−1, ϕ takes on a constant value for P × µ-almost
everywhere (τ(̟), x). This observation implies the ergodicity of P × µ with
respect to F . Utilizing Proposition 3.3 and Theorem 1.1, we derive the following
equality

hcor(G
t, x) = hcor(G

t, µ, 2) = t · hcor(G,µ, 2) = t · hcor(G, x), µ− a.e. x.

Similarly, the equality hcor(G
t, x) = t ·hcor(G, x) for µ-almost everywhere x can

be demonstrated using analogous reasoning.

Problem. In classical dynamical systems, [30] established that

hcor(f
t, x) = t · hcor(f, x), hcor(f

t, x) = t · hcor(f, x),

holds for any x via an innovative combinational approach. However, in the
context of free semigroup actions, it remains unclear whether this power law
persists for any x.
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5. Proof of Theorem 1.2

Prior to establishing Theorem 1.2 (q = 0), we introduce a weak double-
entropy condition for free semigroup actions, akin to the approach outlined in
[33].

Definition 5.1. Let G be a free semigroup acting on a compact metric space
X, µ be a Borel probability measure on X. We say that µ satisfies the weak
double-entropy condition of free semigroup actions if for sufficiently small 2ε,,
the

lim sup
k→+∞

1

k
log sup

x∈X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, 2ε))

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))

= 0

holds for almost everywhere ω ∈ Σ+
m.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let F (ω, k, ε) be the (ω, k, ε) spanning set with smallest
cardinality. Since for any xi ∈ F (ω, k, ε) and x ∈ BG

ω,k(xi, ε),

BG
ω,k(xi, ε) ⊆ BG

ω,k(x, 2ε),

we have
∫

X

µ
(

BG
ω,k(x, 2ε)

)−1
dµ(x) ≤

∑

xi∈F

∫

BG
ω,k

(xi,ε)

µ
(

BG
ω,k(x, 2ε)

)−1
dµ(x)

≤
∑

xi∈F

µ
(

BG
ω,k(xi, ε)

)−1
µ
(

BG
ω,k(xi, ε)

)

=♯F (ω, k, ε).

Therefore

1

k

∫

Σ+
m

log

(∫

X

µ
(

BG
ω,k(x, 2ε)

)−1
dµ(x)

)

dP (ω) ≤
1

k

∫

Σ+
m

log ♯F (ω, k, ε)dP (ω).

Taking lim sup as k → +∞ and the limit as ε→ 0 on both sides of the inequality,
we obtain

hcor(G,µ, 0) ≤ htop(G).

Let E(ω, k, 2ε) be the largest cardinality (ω, k, 2ε) separated set, with 2ε chosen
sufficiently small such that µ satisfies the weak double-entropy condition of
free semigroup actions. Consequently, there exist at most ♯E(ω, k, 2ε) pairwise
disjoint Bowen ball BG

ω,k(xi, ε) on X , where xi ∈ E(ω, k, 2ε). For any x ∈

BG
ω,k(xi, ε), we have

BG
ω,k(x, ε) ⊆ BG

ω,k(xi, 2ε).

Thus,
∫

X

µ
(

BG
ω,k(x, ε)

)−1
dµ(x) ≥

∑

xi∈E

∫

BG
ω,k

(xi,ε)

µ
(

BG
ω,k(x, ε)

)−1
dµ(x)

≥
∑

xi∈E

µ
(

BG
ω,k(xi, 2ε)

)−1
µ
(

BG
ω,k(xi, ε)

)

.
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Given that µ satisfies the weak double-entropy condition of free semigroup ac-
tions, we define Cδ,K for any δ > 0 and K ∈ N as

Cδ,K :=

{

ω ∈ Σ+
m :

µ(BG
ω,k(x, 2ε))

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))

≤ ekδ for any k > K and x ∈ X

}

.

It is clear that
{

ω ∈ Σ+
m : lim sup

k→+∞

1

k
log sup

x∈X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, 2ε))

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))

= 0

}

=
⋂

δ>0

+∞
⋃

K=1

Cδ,K

= lim
δ→0

lim
K→+∞

Cδ,K .

Therefore, for any η > 0, there exists δ0 such that if δ < δ0, then there exists
K0 = K0(δ) satisfying P(Cδ,K) > 1− η holds for any K > K0. For δ < δ0 and
K > K0, consider E(ω, k, 2ε) with k > K and 2ε sufficiently small. For any
ω ∈ Cδ,K , we have

∫

X

µ
(

BG
ω,k(x, ε)

)−1
dµ(x) ≥

∑

xi∈E

µ
(

BG
ω,k(xi, 2ε)

)−1
µ
(

BG
ω,k(xi, ε)

)

≥ e−kδ♯E(ω, k, 2ε).

Consequently,

1

k

∫

Σ+
m

log

(
∫

X

µ
(

BG
ω,k(x, ε)

)−1
dµ(x)

)

dP(ω)

≥
1

k

∫

Cδ,K

log

(∫

X

µ
(

BG
ω,k(x, ε)

)−1
dµ(x)

)

dP(ω)

≥− δP(Cδ,K) +
1

k

∫

Cδ,K

log ♯E(ω, k, 2ε)dP(ω).

By taking lim inf as k → +∞ and limit as ε→ 0 on both sides of the inequality,
and employing Fatou’s Lemma [14], we get

lim
ε→0

lim inf
k→+∞

1

k

∫

Σ+
m

log

(∫

X

µ
(

BG
ω,k(x, ε)

)−1
dµ(x)

)

dP(ω)

≥− δP(Cδ,K) +

∫

Cδ,K

lim
ε→0

lim inf
k→+∞

1

k
log ♯E(ω, k, 2ε)dP(ω).

By the definition of topological entropy, we observe that for almost everywhere
ω ∈ Σ+

m,

lim
ε→0

lim inf
k→+∞

1

k
log ♯E(ω, k, ε) = htop(G).

Therefore,

lim
ε→0

lim inf
k→+∞

1

k

∫

Σ+
m

log

(∫

X

µ
(

BG
ω,k(x, ε)

)−1
dµ(x)

)

dP(ω)

≥− δP(Cδ,K) + htop(G)P(Cδ,K)

≥− δ + htop(G)(1 − η).
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Since δ and η are arbitrarily small, we conclude that

hcor(G,µ, 0) ≥ htop(G).

Example 5.1. Let Σ+
2 := {0, 1}N be a compact metric space, where the metric

d is defined as

d((x1, x2, · · · ), (y1, y2, · · · )) := 2−min{i≥1:xi 6=yi},

and µ be a Bernoulli probability measure generated by (12 ,
1
2 ) on (Σ+

2 , d). For
any x = (x1, x2, · · · ), the shift operator f1 is defined as

f1(x) := (x2, x3, · · · ),

and odometers f2 (also known as adding machines) [34] is defined as

f2(x) := x+ (1, 0, 0, · · · ) = (y1, y2, y3, · · · ),

where (y1, y2, y3, · · · ) is determined by the following process.
If x1 + 1 = 1, then y1 = 1 and δ2 = 0,
if x1 + 1 = 2, then y1 = 0 and δ2 = 1.
For every n ≥ 2,
if xn + δn = 1, then yn = 1 and δn+1 = 0,
if xn + δn = 2, then yn = 0 and δn+1 = 1.
Denote i = min{j ≥ 1 : xj = 0}, that is, x = (1, 1, · · · , 1, 0, xi+1, xi+2, · · · ).
Hence, we get a simple expression of f2 as follows

f2(x) := x+ (1, 0, 0, · · · ) = (0, · · · , 0, 1, xi+1, xi+2, · · · ).

It is noted that if i = +∞, that is, x = (1, 1, · · · ), then f2(x) = (0, 0, · · · ). G is
the free semigroup generated by {f1, f2} acting on compact metric space (Σ+

2 , d).
(Σ+

2 ,P) is the corresponding symbol space where P is the Bernoulli probability
measure generated by (12 ,

1
2 ). For the sake of convenience, let ε = 2−t, t ∈ N.

Note that

f−1
1 B(f1(x), ε) =2 [x2, x3, · · · , xt+1]t+1, f−1

2 B(f2(x), ε) =1 [x1, x2, · · · , xt]t,

where cylinder

a[i1, i2, · · · , ij ]a+j−1 := {y = (y1, y2, · · · ) ∈ Σ+
2 : ya+t = it+1, 0 ≤ t ≤ j − 1}.

We claim that for any ω := (i1, i2, · · · ) ∈ Σ+
2 , k ≥ 1 and ε = 2−t, it is verified

that
BG

ω,k(x, ε) =1 [x1, x2, · · · , xt+sω,k
]t+sω,k

where sω,k := ♯{1 ≤ j ≤ k− 1 : ij = 1}. Next we provide the proof of the claim.
It is known that

BG
ω,k(x, ε) := B(x, ε)

⋂

· · ·
⋂

f−1
ω,k−2B(fω,k−2(x), ε)

⋂

f−1
ω,k−1B(fω,k−1(x), ε).
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If fik−1
= f1, then f−1

ω,k−1B(fω,k−1(x), ε) = f−1
ω,k−2 ◦ f−1

1 B(f1 ◦ fω,k−2(x), ε),
implying that

BG
ω,k(x, ε) :=B(x, ε)

⋂

f−1
ω,1B(fω,1(x), ε)

⋂

· · ·
⋂

f−1
ω,k−2B(fω,k−2(x), ε)

⋂

f−1
ω,k−2 ◦ f

−1
1 B(f1 ◦ fω,k−2(x), ε)

=B(x, ε)
⋂

f−1
ω,1B(fω,1(x), ε)

⋂

· · ·
⋂

f−1
ω,k−3B(fω,k−3(x), ε)

⋂

f−1
ω,k−2

(

B(fω,k−2(x), ε)
⋂

f−1
1 B(f1 ◦ fω,k−2(x), ε)

)

=B(x, ε)
⋂

f−1
ω,1B(fω,1(x), ε)

⋂

· · ·
⋂

f−1
ω,k−3B(fω,k−3(x), ε)

⋂

f−1
ω,k−2B(fω,k−2(x),

ε

2
).

If fik−1
= f2, then f−1

ω,k−1B(fω,k−1(x), ε) = f−1
ω,k−2 ◦ f−1

2 B(f2 ◦ fω,k−2(x), ε),
implying that

BG
ω,k(x, ε) := B(x, ε)

⋂

f−1
ω,1B(fω,1(x), ε)

⋂

· · ·
⋂

f−1
ω,k−2B(fω,k−2(x), ε).

Based on these consideration, we establish the claim through induction.
For the base case k = 1, we have BG

ω,k(x, ε) = B(x, ε) =1 [x1, x2, · · · , xt]t.

Now, for k = 2, if fi1 = f1, then B
G
ω,k(x, ε) = B(x, ε2 ) =1 [x1, x2, · · · , xt+1]t+1

and if fi1 = f2, then B
G
ω,k(x, ε) = B(x, ε) =1 [x1, x2, · · · , xt]t.

Now, Assuming that the assertion holds for k − 1, we examine the case k.
Let us define

sω,k−1 := ♯{1 ≤ j ≤ k − 2 : ij = 1}, sω,k := ♯{1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1 : ij = 1}.

If fik−1
= f1, meaning sω,k = sω,k−1 + 1, we have

BG
ω,k(x, ε) =B(x, ε)

⋂

f−1
ω,1B(fω,1(x), ε)

⋂

· · ·
⋂

f−1
ω,k−3B(fω,k−3(x), ε)

⋂

f−1
ω,k−2B(fω,k−2(x),

ε

2
).

When fik−2
= f1,

f−1
ω,k−3B(fω,k−3(x), ε)

⋂

f−1
ω,k−2B(fω,k−2(x),

ε

2
)

=f−1
ω,k−3

(

B(fω,k−3(x), ε)
⋂

f−1
1 B(f1 ◦ fω,k−3(x),

ε

2
)
)

=f−1
ω,k−3B(fω,k−3(x),

ε

22
)

⊆f−1
ω,k−3B(fω,k−3(x),

ε

2
)
⋂

f−1
ω,k−2B(fω,k−2(x),

ε

2
)

⊆f−1
ω,k−3B(fω,k−3(x), ε)

⋂

f−1
ω,k−2B(fω,k−2(x),

ε

2
).
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When fik−2
= f2,

f−1
ω,k−3B(fω,k−3(x), ε)

⋂

f−1
ω,k−2B(fω,k−2(x),

ε

2
)

=f−1
ω,k−3B(fω,k−3(x), ε)

⋂

f−1
ω,k−3B(fω,k−3(x),

ε

2
)

⊆f−1
ω,k−3B(fω,k−3(x),

ε

2
)
⋂

f−1
ω,k−2B(fω,k−2(x),

ε

2
)

⊆f−1
ω,k−3B(fω,k−3(x), ε)

⋂

f−1
ω,k−2B(fω,k−2(x),

ε

2
).

Consequently,

BG
ω,k(x, ε) =B(x, ε)

⋂

f−1
ω,1B(fω,1(x), ε)

⋂

· · ·
⋂

f−1
ω,k−3B(fω,k−3(x),

ε

2
)

⋂

f−1
ω,k−2B(fω,k−2(x),

ε

2
).

Iterating this process k − 2 times yields

BG
ω,k(x, ε) = BG

ω,k−1(x,
ε

2
)

=1 [x1, x2, · · · , xt+sω,k−1+1]t+sω,k−1+1

=1 [x1, x2, · · · , xt+sω,k
]t+sω,k

.

If fik−1
= f2, that is sω,k = sω,k−1, we obtain

BG
ω,k(x, ε) :=B(x, ε)

⋂

f−1
ω,1B(fω,1(x), ε)

⋂

· · ·
⋂

f−1
ω,k−2B(fω,k−2(x), ε)

=BG
ω,k−1(x, ε)

=1[x1, x2, · · · , xt+sω,k−1
]t+sω,k−1

=1[x1, x2, · · · , xt+sω,k
]t+sω,k

.

Hence, the claim is demonstrated. Based on this claim, µ satisfies weak double-
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entropy condition of free semigroup actions. By Theorem1.2,

htop(G) = lim
ε→0

lim
k→+∞

1

k

∫

Σ+

2

log

(∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))

−1dµ(x)

)

dP(ω)

= lim
ε→0

lim
k→+∞

1

k

∫

Σ+

2

log

(∫

X

µ(1[x1, x2, · · · , xt+sω,k
]t+sω,k

)−1dµ(x)

)

dP(ω)

= lim
ε→0

lim
k→+∞

1

k

∫

Σ+

2

log

(∫

X

2t+sω,kdµ(x)

)

dP(ω)

= lim
ε→0

lim
k→+∞

1

k

∫

Σ+

2

log 2t+sω,kdP(ω)

= lim
ε→0

lim
k→+∞

1

k

k−1
∑

s=0

Cs
k−12

−(k−1) log 2t+s

= lim
ε→0

lim
k→+∞

log 2

2k−1k

k−1
∑

s=0

Cs
k−1(t+ s)

= lim
ε→0

lim
k→+∞

log 2

2k−1k

(

k−1
∑

s=0

Cs
k−1t+

k−1
∑

s=0

Cs
k−1s

)

= lim
ε→0

lim
k→+∞

log 2

2k−1k

(

t2k−1 + (k − 1)2k−2
)

= lim
ε→0

lim
k→+∞

(

t log 2

k
+

log 2

2

k − 1

k

)

=
log 2

2
.

6. Proofs of Theorem 1.3, 1.4, 1.5

Motivated by Theorem 2.3, we introduce the notions of the lower(upper)
local entropy of free semigroup actions as follows.

Definition 6.1. Let G be a free semigroup acting on a compact metric space
X, µ a Borel probability measure on X. The lower(upper) local entropy of free
semigroup actions is defined as

h(ω, x) := lim
ε→0

lim inf
k→+∞

−
1

k
logµ(BG

ω,k(x, ε)),

H(ω, x) := lim
ε→0

lim sup
k→+∞

−
1

k
logµ(BG

ω,k(x, ε)).

We define the limit process of h(ω, x) to be uniformly with respect to x for
almost everywhere ω if, for almost everywhere ω, there exists a full measure
subset A(ω) ⊆ X such that for any δ > 0, there exists ε0 := ε0(ω, δ) such that
for ε ≤ ε0, there exists K := K(ω, δ, ε) such that if k > K, then

h(ω, x)− δ ≤ −
1

k
logµ(BG

ω,k(x, ε))
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holds for any x ∈ A(ω). We define he limit process of h(ω, x) to be uniformly
with respect to (ω, x) if there exists a full measure subset A ⊆ Σ+

m × X such
that for any δ > 0, there exists ε0 := ε0(δ) such that for ε ≤ ε0, there exists
K := K(δ, ε) such that if k > K, then

h(ω, x)− δ ≤ −
1

k
logµ(BG

ω,k(x, ε))

holds for any (ω, x) ∈ A.
Prior to establishing Theorem 1.3 (q ≥ 1), we require the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Let G be a free semigroup acting on a compact metric space X,
µ a G-invariant Borel probability measure on X. Then

hcor(G,µ, 1) ≤ hµ(G).

Proof. For any ε > 0, there exists a finite partition ξ such that diam(ξ) ≤ ε.

Considering that D(
∨k−1

i=0 f
−1
ω,iξ, x) ⊆ BG

ω,k(x, ε) where D(
∨k−1

i=0 f
−1
ω,iξ, x) repre-

sents the element of
∨k−1

i=0 f
−1
ω,iξ containing x, we obtain

−
1

k

∫

Σ+
m

∫

X

logµ(D(
k−1
∨

i=0

f−1
ω,iξ, x))dµ(x)dP(ω)

≥−
1

k

∫

Σ+
m

∫

X

logµ
(

BG
ω,k(x, ε)

)

dµ(x)dP(ω).

(6.1)

By definition of Hµ(
∨k−1

i=0 f
−1
ω,iξ), we get

1

k

∫

Σ+
m

Hµ(

k−1
∨

i=0

f−1
ω,iξ)dP(ω) ≥ −

1

k

∫

Σ+
m

∫

X

logµ
(

BG
ω,k(x, ε)

)

dµ(x)dP(ω).

Taking lim sup as k → +∞ and limit as ε→ 0, we have

hµ(G) ≥ hµ(G, ξ) ≥ hcor(G,µ, 1).

Remark 6.1. Lemma 6.1 generalizes the result of E.Verbitskiy [33] to the free
semigroup actions.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. According to Theorem 2.3., there exists measurable set
A ⊆ Σ+

m ×X with full measure, such that for any (ω, x) ∈ A, h(ω, x) = hµ(G).
Denote

P(A) := {ω : ∃x, s.t.(ω, x) ∈ A}, A(ω) := {x : (ω, x) ∈ A}.

Since P× µ(A) = 1, for almost everywhere ω ∈ P(A), µ(A(ω)) = 1. Under the
given assumption, we can choose A(ω) to satisfy the following condition. For
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almost everywhere ω ∈ P(A) and any δ > 0, there exists ε0 := ε0(ω, δ), such
that for any ε ≤ ε0, there exists K := K(ω, δ, ε) such that if k > K, then

h(ω, x)− δ ≤ −
1

k
logµ(BG

ω,k(x, ε))

holds for any x ∈ A(ω). Similar to Theorem 1.2, for any δ > 0, ε > 0 and
K ∈ N, we define

Ωδ,ε,K :=
{

ω ∈ P(A) : hµ(G) − δ ≤ −
1

k
logµ(BG

ω,k(x, ε)) for any k > K, x ∈ A(ω)
}

.

As
lim
δ→0

lim
ε→0

lim
K→+∞

P(Ωδ,ε,K) = 1,

for any η > 0, δ > 0. there exist ε, K such that P(Ωδ,ε,K) > 1−η. Given k > K
and q > 1, we have

−
1

k

1

q − 1

∫

Σ+
m

log

(∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))

q−1dµ(x)

)

dP(ω)

≥−
1

k

1

q − 1

∫

Ωδ,ε,K

log

(

∫

A(ω)

e−k(q−1)(hµ(G)−δ)dµ(x)

)

dP(ω)

=(hµ(G) − δ)P(Ωδ,ε,K).

If hµ(G) = 0, then

−
1

k

1

q − 1

∫

Σ+
m

log

(∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))

q−1dµ(x)

)

dP(ω) ≥ −δ.

If hµ(G) > 0, we can assume hµ(G)− δ > 0 owing to δ is arbitrary, then

−
1

k

1

q − 1

∫

Σ+
m

log

(∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))

q−1dµ(x)

)

dP(ω) ≥ (hµ(G)− δ)(1 − η).

As δ and η are arbitrary, taking lim inf as k → +∞ and limit as ε→ 0 on both
sides yields

hcor(G,µ, q) ≥ hµ(G).

By utilizing Lemma 6.1 and Proposition 3.2 (4), we can establish for any q ≥ 1
that

hµ(G) = hcor(G,µ, q) = hcor(G,µ, q).

In particularly, based on Theorem 1.1,

hµ(G) = hcor(G,µ, 2) = hcor(G, x), µ− a.e. x ∈ X.

Remark 6.2. Following the approach in [33], we establish hµ(G) = hcor(G,µ, 1)
without the requirement concerning h(ω, x), as stated in Proposition 6.1.

29



Proposition 6.1. Let G be a free semigroup acting on a compact metric space
X and µ be a Borel probability measure on X such that P × µ is ergodic with
respect to skew product transformation F . If µ satisfies hµ(G) < +∞, then

hcor(G,µ, 1) = hµ(G).

Proof. Given hµ(G) < +∞ and the ergodicity of P×µ, it follows that h(ω, x) =
hµ(G) for almost everywhere (ω, x). By Fatou’s Lemma [14], we obtain

lim
ε→0

lim inf
k→+∞

−
1

k

∫

Σ+
m

∫

X

logµ
(

BG
ω,k(x, ε)

)

dµ(x)dP(ω)

≥

∫

Σ+
m

∫

X

lim
ε→0

lim inf
k→+∞

−
1

k
logµ

(

BG
ω,k(x, ε)

)

dµ(x)dP(ω)

=hµ(G).

Thus, hcor(G,µ, 1) ≥ hµ(G). By utilizing Lemma 6.1, we conclude that

hcor(G,µ, 1) = hµ(G).

We now turn our attention to the scenario where 0 ≤ q ≤ 1, as outlined in
Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. There exists a set A ⊆ Σ+
m×X of full measure such that

for any (ω, x) ∈ A, h(ω, x) exists and h(ω, x) ≥ htop(G) by assumption. We
define

P(A) := {ω : ∃x, s.t.(ω, x) ∈ A}, A(ω) := {x : (ω, x) ∈ A}.

By Fatou’s lemma [14], we obtain

lim
ε→0

lim inf
k→+∞

−
1

k

∫

Σ+
m

∫

X

logµ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))dµ(x)dP(ω)

≥

∫

Σ+
m

∫

X

lim
ε→0

lim inf
k→+∞

−
1

k
logµ(BG

ω,k(x, ε))dµ(x)dP(ω)

=

∫

P(A)

∫

A(ω)

lim
ε→0

lim inf
k→+∞

−
1

k
logµ(BG

ω,k(x, ε))dµ(x)dP(ω)

≥htop(G).

Thus, we have
hcor(G,µ, 1) ≥ htop(G).

On the other hand, from the proof of Theorem 1.2, it follows that

hcor(G,µ, 0) ≤ htop(G).
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Utilizing Proposition 3.2 (4), we conclude that for any 0 ≤ q ≤ 1,

htop(G) = hcor(G,µ, q).

Referencing [4], it follows that

htop(G) = sup{hµ(G) : µ ∈M(X,G)}, (6.2)

whereM(X,G) denotes the space of G-invariant probability measure of (X,G).
By employing Lemma 6.1, we establish

htop(G) = hcor(G,µ, 1) = hµ(G),

indicating that µ represents the measure of maximum entropy.

Finally, we demonstrate Theorem 1.5 for q ≤ 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Under the given assumption, there exists a full measure
subset A ⊆ Σ+

m ×X such that for any δ > 0, there exists ε0 := ε0(δ), such that
for any ε ≤ ε0, there exists K := K(δ, ε) satisfying if k > K, then

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))

q−1 ≤ e−k(q−1)(hµ(G)+δ)

holds for any (ω, x) ∈ A and q ≤ 0. Consequently, for any q ≤ 0, ε ≤ ε0 and
k > K, we derive

−
1

k

1

q − 1

∫

Σ+
m

log

(∫

X

µ(BG
ω,k(x, ε))

q−1dµ(x)

)

dP(ω)

≤−
1

k

1

q − 1

∫

P(A)

log

(

∫

A(ω)

e−k(q−1)(hµ(G)+δ)dµ(x)

)

dP(ω)

=(hµ(G) + δ).

Taking the lim sup as k → +∞ and the limit as ε→ 0 on both sides, we obtain
for any q ≤ 0,

hcor(G,µ, q) ≤ hµ(G).

By employing Theorem 1.2 and equality (6.2), we conclude that for any q ≤ 0,

hcor(G,µ, q) = hµ(G).

Specifically,
htop(G) = hcor(G,µ, 0) = hµ(G),

signifying that µ represents the measure of maximum entropy.

Example 6.1. Let X be a compact metric group with the right-invariant met-
ric d and Haar measure µ, which also exhibits right-invariance property ([24]).
Consider L : X → X as a group automorphism. We define a continuous
map fi : X → X for each xi in a finite set {xi : 1 ≤ i ≤ m} ⊆ X as
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fi(x) := L(x) · xi. Given automorphism nature of L, the inverse map of fi
is denoted as f−1

i (x) := L−1(x) · L−1(x−1
i ). Let G be the free semigroup gener-

ated by {fi : 1 ≤ i ≤ m}. Notably, due to the right-invariance of metric d, for
any ω = (i1, i2, · · · ) and j ≥ 0, we have

B(fω,j(x), ε) = B(e, ε) · fω,j(x)

where e represents the identity element. Consequently,

f−1
ω,jB(fω,j(x), ε) = f−1

ω,j (B(e, ε) · fω,j(x)) .

Notice that for any z ∈ B(e, ε),

f−1
ω,j (z · fω,j(x))

=f−1
i1

◦ f−1
i2

◦ · · · ◦ f−1
ij

(z · fω,j(x))

=f−1
i1

◦ f−1
i2

◦ · · · ◦ f−1
ij−1

L−1 (z · fω,j(x)) · L
−1(x−1

ij
)

=f−1
i1

◦ f−1
i2

◦ · · · ◦ f−1
ij−1

L−1(z)Lj−1(x)Lj−2(xi1 ) · · ·xij−1
· L−1(xij ) · L

−1(x−1
ij

)

=f−1
i1

◦ f−1
i2

◦ · · · ◦ f−1
ij−1

L−1(z)Lj−1(x)Lj−2(xi1 ) · · ·xij−1

· · ·

=L−j(z) · x.

Hence,

f−1
ω,jB(fω,j(x), ε) = f−1

ω,j (B(e, ε) · fω,j(x)) = L−j (B(e, ε)) · x,

which implies that that BG
ω,k(x, ε) =

(

⋂k−1
j=0 L

−j (B(e, ε))
)

· x. Moreover, since

µ is right-invariant, it follows that the limit processes of h(ω, x) and H(ω, x) are
uniform. In classical dynamical systems, Bowen [5] introduced the concept of ho-
mogeneous measure, where the Haar measure serves as a homogeneous measure
when L : X → X denotes an affine transformation acting on a compact metric
group X. Verbitskiy [33] computed the order correlation entropy of homogeneous
measure and demonstrated the equality between any order correlation entropy,
measure-theoretic entropy, and topological entropy. This equivalence extends to
free semigroup actions, where these entropies, computed by definition, also coin-
cide due to the inherent strong uniformity of homogeneous measures. Theorems
1.3, 1.4, and 1.5 are established by relaxing the uniformity constraints on the
measure while incorporating additional conditions.
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