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INDEPENDENCE, SEQUENCE ENTROPY AND MEAN

SENSITIVITY FOR ERGODIC GROUP ACTIONS

CHUNLIN LIU, LEIYE XU, AND SHUHAO ZHANG

Abstract. We investigate the connections between independence, sequence en-
tropy, and sensitivity for a measure preserving system under the action of a count-
able infinite discrete group. We establish that every measure theoretic sequence
entropy tuple for an ergodic measure is an IT tuple. Furthermore, if the acting
group is amenable, we show that for an ergodic measure, the sequence entropy
tuples, the mean sensitive tuples along some tempered Følner sequence, and the
sensitive in the mean tuples along some tempered Følner sequence coincide.

1. Introduction

Throughout this paper, unless otherwise stated, we assume that G is a countable
infinite discrete group and X is a compact metric space with a metric d and BX

is the Borel σ-algebra . By a topological dynamical system (tds for short) we
mean a pair (X,G), where G acts on X as a group of homeomorphisms. Denote
by M(X,G) and Me(X,G) the set of G-invariant probability measures and the set
of ergodic invariant measures on (X,BX), respectively. By a measure preserving

system (mps for short) we mean a triple (X, µ,G), where (X,G) is a tds and
µ ∈ M(X,G). Since G is countable, Me(X,G) is the collection of all extreme points
of M(X,G). Using Choquet representation theorem, for each µ ∈ M(X,G) there
is a unique measure τ on the compact space M(X,G) such that τ(Me(X,G)) = 1
and µ =

∫

Me(X,G)
mdτ(m), which is called the ergodic decomposition of µ.

Given a dynamical system, one might not only be interested in its overall com-
plexity but also in identifying the specific points in the phase space that contribute
to its complexity. For the case G = Z, Blanchard [1] introduced the concept of en-
tropy pairs to address this question, using them to locate where the entropy lies. He
showed that a tds has positive entropy if and only if it has essential entropy pairs.
Building on this foundation, Blanchard et al. [2] extended the notion to define en-
tropy pairs for an invariant Borel probability measure. Later, Glasner and Weiss
[9] generalized this to entropy tuples, while Huang and Ye [15] further developed
entropy tuples in the context of invariant measures. This approach, now known as
local entropy theory has become a cornerstone in the study of entropy theory.

As in classical local entropy theory, sequence entropy, originally introduced by
Kušnirenko [16], can also be studied in a localized manner. In [12, 14], Huang, Li,
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Maass, Shao and Ye explored sequence entropy tuples in both measure-theoretic and
topological contexts, providing foundational results and applications. For a broader
introduction of local entropy theory, We refer the reader to the surveys by Glasner
and Ye [10] and Garćıa-Ramos and Li [5] for a comprehensive overview.

Kerr and Li [17, 18] extended this framework by employing combinatorial tech-
niques to investigate entropy tuples and sequence entropy tuples via the concept of
independence sets. Notably, both entropy pairs and sequence entropy pairs have
been extensively studied from both measure-theoretic and topological perspectives.
Meanwhile, they also introduced IT tuples to study tameness, originally defined by
Köhler [19] (see an equivalent definition by Glasner [8]), and proved that every IT
tuple is a sequence entropy tuple. It is well-established that each measure-theoretic
sequence entropy tuple is also a sequence entropy tuple [14, Corollary 3.6]. This
naturally raises the question: what is the relationship between measure-theoretic
sequence entropy tuples and IT tuples?

In this paper, we establish that every sequence entropy tuple for an ergodic mea-
sure is an IT tuple. More concretely, for a tds (X,G) and a K-tuple (A1, . . . , AK)
of subsets of X , we say that a set J ⊂ G is an independence set for (A1, . . . , AK) if
for every nonempty finite subset I ⊂ J and function σ : I → {1, 2, . . . , K} we have

∩g∈Ig
−1(Aσ(g)) 6= ∅.

Definition 1.1. Let (X,G) be a tds. Given K ≥ 2, a tuple (xk)
K
k=1 ∈ X(K) is said

to be a IT K-tuple (or IT pair for K = 2) if for any open neighborhood Uk of xk,
there exists an infinite independence set for (U1, . . . , UK). Denote by ITK(X,G) the
set of IT K-tuples.

Now we state our first result in this paper.

Theorem 1.2. Let (X,G) be a tds, and µ ∈ Me(X,G). Then

SEµ
K(X,G) ⊂ ITK(X,G), (1.1)

where SEµ
K(X,G) is the set of sequence entropy K-tuples for the measure µ. In

particular,
SEµ

K(X,G) ⊂ ITK(X,G) ⊂ SEK(X,G),

where SEK(X,G) is the set of topological sequence entropy K-tuples.

Remark 1.3. The inclusion relation in (1.1) can be strict. For instance, consider a
tds that is minimal, topologically (strongly) mixing, and admits an ergodic measure µ
with discrete spectrum. Such a system does not have any µ-sequence entropy tuple,
yet it possesses arbitrarily large IT tuples. The existence of this class of systems
is supported by the fact that every ergodic mps has a strictly ergodic model that is
topologically mixing [27].

In addition to the entropy, the sensitivity is another candidate to describe the
complexity. Huang, Lu and Ye [13] studied sensitivity and its local representation
from measure-theoretic viewpoint. The notion of mean sensitivity was investigated
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by Garćıa-Ramos [4]. Li [20] introduced the concept of mean n-sensitivity and
showed that an ergodic mps is mean n-sensitive if and only if its maximal sequence
entropy with respect to this ergodic measure is not less than log n. Li, Ye and Yu
[22] introduced the notion of n-sensitivity in the mean, which was proven to be
equivalent to mean n-sensitivity in the ergodic case.

Using the idea of localization, Li and Yu [21] introduced the notion of the measure-
theoretic mean sensitive tuple and showed that every entropy tuple of an ergodic mps
is a mean sensitive tuple. However, the authors of this paper left an open question
about whether sequence entropy tuples in a mps can be characterized using mean
sensitivity tuples. This question was recently solved by Garćıa-Ramos and Muñoz-
López [6] for ergodic abelian group action systems (similar result in [23]). For non
ergodic case, an counterexample appears in [23, Theorem 1.6]. However, previous
methods are restricted to abelian groups, leaving the problem unresolved for non-
abelian groups. In this paper, we provide a positive answer for ergodic systems with
amenable group actions.

Theorem 1.4. Let (X,G) be a tds, where G is amenable, and let µ ∈ Me(X,G).
For any tempered Følner sequence F of G and K ∈ N, the µ-sequence entropy K-
tuple, the µ-mean sensitive K-tuple along F and the µ-sensitive in the mean K-tuple
along F coincide.

Structure of this paper: In Section 2, we introduce some fundamental concepts
and results. Section 3 focuses on the ergodic decomposition of self-product systems
of an ergodic mps via its Kronecker factor. Finally, Theorems 1.2 and 1.4 are proved
in Sections 4 and 5, respectively.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Følner sequence. A countable group G is amenable [3] if it possesses a Følner
sequence, which is a sequence of finite nonempty subsets F = {Fn}∞n=1 such that

lim
n→+∞

|gFn∆Fn|

|Fn|
= 0 for every g ∈ G,

where |A| is the number of elements in the set A. A Følner sequence F = {Fn}∞n=1

is said to be tempered if there exists a constant C > 0 such that

| ∪k<n F
−1
k Fn| ≤ C|Fn| for all n ∈ N.

From Lindenstrauss [24], one know every Følner sequence has a tempered Følner
subsequence, and the following pointwise ergodic theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Let (X, µ,G) be an mps and F = {Fn}∞n=1 be a tempered Følner
sequence of G. Then for any f ∈ L1(X, µ), there is a G-invariant f ∗ ∈ L1(X, µ)
such that

lim
n→+∞

1

|Fn|

∑

g∈Fn

f(gx) = f ∗(x) for µ-a.e. x ∈ X.
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In particular, if µ is ergodic, one has

lim
n→+∞

1

|Fn|

∑

g∈Fn

f(gx) =

∫

fdµ for µ-a.e. x ∈ X.

2.2. Factor map. Let (X,G) and (Y,G) be two tdss, and µ ∈ M(X,G). In this
paper, we use the following two types of factor maps:

• a topological factor map π : (X,G) → (Y,G) is a continuous surjective map
such that g ◦ π = π ◦ g for any g ∈ G;

• a measure-theoretic factor map π : (X, µ,G) → (Y, π∗(µ), G) is a measurable
map such that for any g ∈ G, g ◦ π = π ◦ g, µ-a.e., where π∗(µ) := µ ◦ π−1.

If no ambiguity arises in the following text, we will omit “topological” or “measure-
theoretic” and refer to them simply as factor.

2.3. Disintegration of measure. Let X be a compact metric space. Denote by
BX the Borel σ-algebra of X and M(X) be the set of all Borel probability measures
on X . For µ ∈ M(X), denote by Bµ

X the completion of BX under µ. Under the
weak∗ topology, M(X) is a nonempty compact convex space. For a sub-σ-algebra C
of Bµ

X , µ can be disintegrated over C as µ =
∫

X
µC,xdµ(x) where µC,x ∈ M(X) such

that for any f ∈ L1(X, µ),
∫

X
fdµC,x is C-measurable. Moreover,

Eµ(f |C)(x) =

∫

X

fdµC,x for µ-a.e. x ∈ X,

where Eµ(f |C) is the conditional expectation of f over the σ-algebra C with respect
to the measure µ. It is well-known that if C′, C are sub-σ-algebras of Bµ

X with C′ ⊂ C
then for every f ∈ L1(X,Bµ

X , µ),

Eµ(f |C
′)(x) = Eµ(Eµ(f |C)|C

′)(x) for µ-a.e. x ∈ X.

Thus,
∫

X

fdµC′,x =

∫

X

∫

X

fdµC,ydµC′,x(y) for all f ∈ L1(X, µ) for µ-a.e. x ∈ X.

This implies

µC′,x =

∫

X

µC,ydµC′,x(y) for µ-a.e. x ∈ X. (2.1)

For a measure-theoretic factor map π : (X, µ,G) → (Y, π∗(µ), G), there is a natural
disintegration of µ =

∫

Y
µydν(y), named by the disintegration of µ over π, such that

µπ(x) = π∗(µπ−1(Bν
Y ),x) for µ-a.e. x ∈ X.
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2.4. Kronecker factor. Let (X, µ,G) be an mps. Denote H = L2(X,Bµ
X , µ), and

define
Hc =

{

ϕ ∈ H : {Ugϕ : g ∈ G} is compact in H
}

,

where Ugϕ(x) = ϕ(gx) for g ∈ G and x ∈ X . According to [30, Theorem 7.1], there
exists a G-invariant sub-σ-algebra Kµ(G) of Bµ

X , which called the Kronecker algebra
of (X, µ,G), such that Hc = L2(X,Kµ(G), µ). If π : (X, µ,G) → (Y, ν, G) is a factor
map with π−1(Bν

Y ) = Kµ(G), then (Y, ν, G) is referred to as the Kronecker factor
of (X, µ,G). The following lemma, adapted from [7, Theorem 9.21], provides the
structure of the Kronecker algebra for product systems.

Lemma 2.2. Let (X, µ,G) be an mps. Then, Kµ(n)(G) = (Kµ(G))(n) for n ∈ N.

An mps (X, µ,G) is said to have discrete spectrum if Kµ(G) = Bµ
X . It is well

known that if G is abelian, then an ergodic mps (X, µ,G) with discrete spectrum
is isomorphic to a rotation on a compact abelian group [11]. In the case where G
is non-abelian, the structure becomes somewhat more intricate. However, we still
have the following characterization [28, Theorem 1].

Proposition 2.3. An ergodic mps (Y, ν, G) with discrete spectrum is isomorphic to
an mps (Z/H, νZ/H, G), where

(1) Z is a compact metrizable topological group, and H is a closed subgroup of
Z;

(2) G acts on Z/H via a continuous group homomorphism θ : G → Z, with a
dense image Γ := θ(G) and quotient map τ : Z → Z/H;

(3) νZ/H is the Haar measure on Z/H induced by the quotient map τ , such that
νZ/H = νZ ◦ τ−1, where νZ is the Haar measure on Z.

The following lemma plays an important role in the proofs of Theorem 1.2 and
Theorem 1.4, which can be proved by the invariance of the Haar measure.

Lemma 2.4. Let Z be a compact metrizable topological group, and νZ be the Haar
measure of Z. Assume that Z1, . . . , ZM are measurable subsets of Z with

νZ(∩
M
m=1Zm) > κ.

Then there exists an open neighborhood V of eZ such that for any z1, . . . , zM ∈ V .

νZ(∩
M
m=1(Zmz

−1
m )) > κ,

where eZ is the identity of Z.

2.5. Sequence entropy. Let X be a compact metric space. A partition of X is a
collection of subsets of X such that the subsets are pairwise disjoint and their union
has full measure. Denote by PX the set of all finite partitions of X . For µ ∈ M(X),
define

Pµ
X = {α ∈ PX : each element in α belongs to Bµ

X}.
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Given α ∈ Pµ
X and a sub-σ-algebra D of Bµ

X , define

Hµ(α|D) =
∑

A∈α

∫

X

−Eµ(1A|D) logEµ(1A|D)dµ.

One standard fact is that Hµ(α|D) increases with respect to α and decreases with
respect to D. Set N = {∅, X} and define

Hµ(α) = Hµ(α|N ) = −
∑

A∈α

µ(A) logµ(A).

Let (X, µ,G) be an mps and A be a sequence in G. The sequence entropy of α
with respect to (X, µ,G) along A is

hA
µ (G,α) = lim sup

n→∞

1

n
Hµ(∨

n
i=1g

−1
i α).

The supremun sequence entropy of α with respect to (X, µ,G) is

h∗
µ(G,α) = sup

A
hA
µ (G,α),

where the supremun is taken over all sequences of G. Define the supremum of
sequence entropy of (X, µ,G) by

h∗
µ(G) = sup

α∈Pµ
X

h∗
µ(G,α).

The following result was proved in [25] using filters and in [18] via a combinatorial
method (see [14] and [26] for the abelian and amenable cases). We note that all the
proofs above are essentially the same as the proof in [14].

Theorem 2.5. Let (X, µ,G) be an mps. Given any α ∈ Pµ
X , one has

h∗
µ(G,α) = Hµ(α|Kµ(G)).

A measurable partition {A1, . . . , AL} ∈ Pµ
X is said to be admissible with respect

to the K-tuple (x1, . . . , xK) ∈ X(K) if for each 1 ≤ l ≤ L, there exists 1 ≤ kl ≤ n
such that xkl /∈ Al, where A is the closure of the subset A in X . Denote ∆K(X) :=
{(x, . . . , x) ∈ X(K) : x ∈ X} forK ≥ 2. We say a tuple (x1, . . . , xK) ∈ X(K)\∆K(X)
is a µ-sequence entropy K-tuple if, for any admissible partition α ∈ Pµ

X with
respect to (x1, . . . , xK), h∗

µ(G,α) > 0. Denote by SEµ
K(X,G) the set of all µ-

sequence entropy K-tuples.

2.6. Mean sensitive tuple. If we further assume that G is amenable, we can
introduce, similarly to the case of G = Z (as in [21]), the notions of mean sensitive
tuples and sensitive in the mean tuples. Let F = {Fn}n≥1 be a Følner sequence of
G. We say that the K-tuple (x1, . . . , xK) ∈ X(K) \∆K(X) is
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(1) a µ-mean K-sensitive tuple along F if for any open neighborhoods Uk

of xk with k = 1, . . . , K, there exists δ > 0 such that for any A ∈ Bµ
X with

µ(A) > 0, there are y1, y2, . . . , yK ∈ A such that

lim sup
n→∞

|{g ∈ Fn : gyk ∈ Uk, k = 1, . . . , K}|

|Fn|
> δ;

(2) a µ-K-sensitive in the mean tuple along F if for any open neighborhoods
Uk of xk with k = 1, . . . , K, there exists δ > 0 such that for any A ∈ Bµ

X

with µ(A) > 0, there exists n ∈ N and yn1 , y
n
2 , . . . , y

n
K ∈ A such that

|{g ∈ Fn : gynk ∈ Uk, k = 1, 2, . . . , K}|

|Fn|
> δ.

We denote the sets of all µ-mean sensitive K-tuples along F and µ-sensitive in the
mean K-tuples along F by MSµ

K(X,F) and SMµ
K(X,F), respectively.

3. Ergodic decomposition via Kronecker factor

Let (X,G) be a tds and µ ∈ Me(X,G). By Proposition 2.3, there exists the
following diagram:

(X, µ,G)

π

��

(Z, νZ , G)
τ
// (Z/H, νZ/H, G),

(3.1)

where π : X → Z/H is the factor map to the Kronecker factor of (X, µ,G), and
τ, Z,H, νZ , νZ/H , θ are as in Proposition 2.3. Recall that θ : G → Z a continuous
group homomorphism. The denseness of θ(G) in Z implies that (Z,G) is both
minimal and uniquely ergodic. For n ∈ N and z = (z1, . . . , zn) ∈ Z(n), denote

Zz = {zz : z ∈ Z} = {(zz1, . . . , zzn) : z ∈ Z}.

It is easy to see that (Zz, G) is a subsystem of (Z(n), G). The following lemma about
the system (Zz, G) is straightforward.

Lemma 3.1. For n ∈ N and z ∈ Z(n), (Zz, G) is topologically conjugate to (Z,G)
with respect to the factor map pz : z → zz. In particular, (Zz, G) is both minimal
and uniquely ergodic.

Lemma 3.1 ensures that the unique ergodic measure λZ
z
of (Zz, G) is of the fol-

lowing form:

λZ
z
= (pz)∗(νZ) =

∫

Z

δzzdνZ(z), (3.2)

where pz is defined in Lemma 3.1 and νZ is the Haar measure on Z.

Lemma 3.2. For n ∈ N,
∫

Z(n) λ
Z
z
dν

(n)
Z (z) is the ergodic decomposition of ν

(n)
Z .
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Proof. By (3.2), one obtains that
∫

Z(n)

λZ
z
dν

(n)
Z (z) =

∫

Z(n)

∫

Z

δzzdνZ(z)dν
(n)
Z (z)

=

∫

Z

∫

Z(n)

δzzdν
(n)
Z (z)dνZ(z)

=

∫

Z

ν
(n)
Z dνZ(z) = ν

(n)
Z .

We finish the proof of Lemma 3.2, since λZ
z
is ergodic for every z ∈ Z(n). �

Using the quotient map τ : Z → Z/H in Proposition 2.3, for n ∈ N and z ∈ Z(n),
we can define an ergodic measure on (Z/H)(n) by

λZ/H
z

:= (τ (n))∗(λ
Z
z
) = λZ

z
◦ (τ−1)(n). (3.3)

Lemma 3.3. For n ∈ N,
∫

Z(n) λ
Z/H
z dν

(n)
Z (z) is the ergodic decomposition of ν

(n)
Z/H .

Proof. By Lemma 3.2 and (3.3),
∫

Z(n)

λZ/H
z

dν
(n)
Z (z) =

∫

Z(n)

(τ (n))∗(λ
Z
z
)dν

(n)
Z (z)

= (τ (n))∗

(
∫

Z(n)

λZ
z
dν

(n)
Z (z)

)

= (τ (n))∗(ν
(n)
Z ) = ν

(n)
Z/H .

This proves Lemma 3.3 since λ
Z/H
z is ergodic for every z ∈ Z(n). �

Recall that π : (X, µ,G) → (Z/H, νZ/H , G) is the factor map to its Kronecker
factor. Let µ =

∫

Z/H
µydνZ/H(y) be the disintegration of µ over π. For n ∈ N and

z ∈ Z(n), define

λX
z
:=

∫

(Z/H)(n)

µy1 × . . .× µyndλ
Z/H
z

(y1, . . . , yn). (3.4)

Then,

λX
z
=

∫

Z(n)

µτ(z1) × . . .× µτ(zn)dλ
Z
z
(z1, . . . , zn). (3.5)

Here λX
z

is well defined since the map y 7→ µy is measurable.

Lemma 3.4. For n ∈ N, λX
z

∈ Me(X,G) for ν
(n)
Z -a.e. z ∈ Z(n). Moreover,

∫

Z(n) λ
X
z
dν

(n)
Z (z) is the ergodic decomposition of µ(n).

Proof. Let Iµ(n)(G) = {A ∈ Bµ(n)

X(n) : µ
(n)(gA∆A) = 0, ∀g ∈ G}. By Lemma 2.2,

Iµ(n)(G) ⊂ Kµ(n)(G) = (Kµ(G))(n) = (π−1(B
νZ/H

Z/H ))(n). (3.6)
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For convenience, we denote x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ X(n) and y = (y1, . . . , yn) ∈
(Z/H)(n). Let

∫

X(n)

µI,xdµ
(n)(x) and

∫

X(n)

µK,xdµ
(n)(x)

be the disintegration of µ(n) over Iµ(n)(G) and Kµ(n)(G), respectively. By (3.6), for

µ(n)-a.e. x ∈ X(n),
µK,x = µπ(n)(x),

where µπ(n)(x) := µπ(x1) × · · · × µπ(xn) and µ =
∫

Z/H
µydνZ/H(y) is the disintegration

of µ over π. Then by (2.1), for µ(n)-a.e. x ∈ X(n),

µI,x =

∫

X(n)

µK,x′dµI,x(x
′) =

∫

X(n)

µπ(n)(x′)dµI,x(x
′)

=

∫

(Z/H)(n)

µyd(π
(n))∗(µI,x)(y).

(3.7)

Since µI,x is ergodic for µ(n)-a.e. x ∈ X(n), it follows that (π(n))∗(µI,x) is ergodic
for µ(n)-a.e. x ∈ X(n). Moreover,
∫

X(n)

(π(n))∗(µI,x)dµ
(n)(x) = (π(n))∗

(
∫

X(n)

µI,xdµ
(n)(x)

)

= (π(n))∗(µ
(n)) = ν

(n)
Z/H .

Therefore,
∫

X(n)(π
(n))∗(µI,x)dµ

(n)(x) is the ergodic decomposition of ν
(n)
Z/H , which

coincides with
∫

Z(n) λ
Z/H
z dν

(n)
Z (z) due to the uniqueness of ergodic decomposition of

ν
(n)
Z/H and Lemma 3.3. Thus, to show that

λX
z
=

∫

(Z/H)(n)

µydλ
Z/H
z

(y)

is ergodic for ν
(n)
Z -a.e. z ∈ Z(n), it is equivalent to show that

∫

(Z/H)(n)

µyd(π
(n))∗(µI,x)(y)

is ergodic for µ(n)-a.e. x ∈ X(n). The later is straightforward from (3.7) and the
fact

∫

X(n) µI,xdµ
(n)(x) is the ergodic decomposition of µ(n).

Moreover, by (3.4) and Lemma 3.3,
∫

Z(n)

λX
z
dν

(n)
Z (z) =

∫

Z(n)

∫

(Z/H)(n)

µy1 × . . .× µyndλ
Z/H
z

(y1, . . . , yn)dν
(n)
Z (z)

=

∫

(Z/H)(n)

µy1 × . . .× µynd

(
∫

Z(n)

λZ/H
z

(y1, . . . , yn)dν
(n)
Z (z)

)

=

∫

(Z/H)(n)

µy1 × . . .× µyndν
(n)
Z/H(y1, . . . , yn)

= µ(n).

Thus,
∫

Z(n) λ
X
z
dν

(n)
Z (z) is the ergodic decomposition of µ(n), proving Lemma 3.4. �
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4. Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we always assume that (X,G) is a tds and µ ∈ Me(X,G). To
prove Theorem 1.2, we use the support of the measure

λX
K := λX

(eZ ,...,eZ) =

∫

Z/H

µy × . . .× µydνZ/H(y)

to characterize the µ-sequence entropy K-tuples, where eZ is the identity of Z. We
make some adjustments to the proof for Z-actions in [14, Theorem 3.4] and provide
the proof of Proposition 4.1 in Appendix.

Proposition 4.1. Let (X,G) be a tds with µ ∈ Me(X,G) For K ≥ 2,

SEµ
K(X,G) = supp(λX

K) \∆K(X).

For U ∈ Bµ
X , we define

ZU = {z ∈ Z : µτ(z)(U) > 0}.

Lemma 4.2. Let n ∈ N, z = (z1, . . . , zn) ∈ Z(n), and U1, . . . , Un ∈ Bµ
X . Then,

λX
z
(U1 × . . .× Un) > 0 if and only if νZ(∩n

i=1(ZUi
z−1
i )) > 0.

Proof. By (3.5), λX
z
(U1 × . . .× Un) > 0 if and only if

λZ
z
(ZU1 × . . .× ZUn) > 0.

By (3.2), it is also equivalent to that

νZ(∩
n
i=1(ZUi

z−1
i )) =

∫

Z

δzz(ZU1 × . . .× ZUn)dνZ(z) > 0,

which proves Lemma 4.2. �

Now we prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let K ≥ 2. We are going to show that for arbitrary tu-
ple (x1, . . . , xK) ∈ SEµ

K(X,G), and arbitrary open neighborhood U1 × . . . × UK

of (x1, . . . , xK), (U1, . . . , UK) admits an infinite independent set. If this holds,
SEµ

K(X,G) ⊂ ITK(X,G) by the definition of IT tuples, thus completing the proof
of Theorem 1.2.

Now we fix a tuple (x1, . . . , xK) ∈ SEµ
K(X,G) and an open neighborhood U1 ×

. . . × UK of (x1, . . . , xK). By Proposition 4.1, (x1, . . . , xK) ∈ supp(λX
K) \ ∆K(X),

which together with Lemma 4.2, implies

νZ(∩
K
k=1ZUk

) > 0. (4.1)

We have the following claim.

Claim 4.3. Let M ∈ N, (z1, . . . , zM) ∈ Z(M), W1, . . . ,WM be non-empty open
subsets of X, and let F be a finite subset of G. Suppose the followings holds:

(P1) νZ(∩M
m=1(ZWmz

−1
m )) > 0;
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(P2) νZ(∩M
m=1 ∩

K
k=1 (ZUk

z−1
m )) > 0.

Then there exist g∗ ∈ G \ F such that, for 1 ≤ m ≤ M, 1 ≤ j ≤ K, we can find
zm,j ∈ Z and nonempty open subsets Wm,j ⊂ Wm such that

g∗Wm,j ⊂ Uj, (4.2)

and

(P1’) νZ(∩K
j=1 ∩

M
m=1 (ZWm,j

z−1
m,j)) > 0;

(P2’) νZ(∩K
j=1 ∩

M
m=1 ∩

K
k=1(ZUk

z−1
m,j)) > 0.

Proof of Claim 4.3. Lemma 2.4 allows us to apply (P1) and (P2) to select zm,j ∈ Z
for 1 ≤ m ≤ M, 1 ≤ j ≤ K such that

νZ(∩
K
j=1 ∩

M
m=1 (ZWmz

−1
m,j)) > 0, (4.3)

and

νZ(∩
K
j=1 ∩

M
m=1 ∩

K
k=1(ZUk

z−1
m,j)) > 0. (4.4)

In addition, by Lemma 3.4, we can further assume that λX
(z1,1,...,z1,K ,z2,1,...,zM,K) is

ergodic. In particular, by (4.4), we have

νZ(∩
K
j=1 ∩

M
m=1 (ZUj

z−1
m,j)) > 0,

which, combined with Lemma 4.2, implies that

λX
(z1,1,...,z1,K ,z2,1,...,zM,K)((U1 × . . .× UK)

(M)) > 0.

Similarly, (4.3) and Lemma 4.2 show

λX
(z1,1,...,z1,K ,z2,1,...,zM,K)(W

(K)
1 × . . .×W

(K)
M ) > 0.

Since λX
(z1,1,...,z1,K ,z2,1,...,zM,K) is ergodic, there exists g∗ ∈ G \ F such that

λX
(z1,1,...,z1,K ,z2,1,...,zM,K)((W

(K)
1 × . . .×W

(K)
M ) ∩ g−1

∗ ((U1 × . . .× UK)
(M))) > 0. (4.5)

If we denote nonempty open sets by

Wm,j = Wm ∩ g−1
∗ (Uj) for 1 ≤ m ≤ M, 1 ≤ j ≤ K.

then (4.5) can be rewritten in the following form:

λX
(z1,1,...,z1,K ,z2,1,...,zM,K) (W1,1 × . . .×W1,K ×W2,1 × . . .×WM,K) > 0. (4.6)

Apparently,

g∗Wm,j ⊂ Uj , for 1 ≤ m ≤ M, 1 ≤ j ≤ K. (4.7)

Combining (4.6) and Lemma 4.2, one obtains

νZ(∩
K
j=1 ∩

M
m=1 (ZWm,j

z−1
m,j)) > 0. (4.8)

With all the requirements in Claim 4.3 now satisfied ((4.4), (4.7) and (4.8)), the
proof is complete. �
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Put W0 = X and z0 ∈ Z. It is clear that νZ(ZW0z
−1
0 ) = µ(W0) = 1 > 0. And by

(4.1),
νZ(∩

K
k=1(ZUk

z−1
0 )) = νZ(∩

K
k=1ZUk

) > 0.

Thus, applying Claim 4.3, we can find g1 ∈ G, zj ∈ Z, and nonempty open subsets
Wj ⊂ W0 for 1 ≤ j ≤ K such that for 1 ≤ j ≤ K,

g1Wj ⊂ Uj,

and

(1) νZ(∩K
j=1(ZWj

z−1
j )) > 0;

(2) νZ(∩
K
j=1 ∩

K
k=1 (ZUk

z−1
j )) > 0.

We can repeat the aforementioned process since (1)-(2) meet the conditions in
Claim 4.3. By induction, there exist nonempty open sets Wa ⊂ X for each a ∈
∪∞
n=1{1, 2, . . . , K}(n) and a sequence (gn)n∈N of G such that for every n ∈ N and

a = a1a2 . . . an ∈ {1, 2, . . . , K}(n),

(a) Wak ⊂ Wa for k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , K};
(b) gnWa ⊂ Uan ;
(c) gn /∈ {g1, . . . , gn−1}.

Thus for N ∈ N, a = (an)
N
n=1 ∈ {1, 2, . . . , K}(N), one has

∩N
n=1g

−1
n Uan 6= ∅.

Therefore, {gn}
∞
n=1 is an infinite independence set of (U1, . . . , UK). By the argument

presented at the start of the proof, the theorem is now established. �

5. Proof of Theorem 1.4

In this section, we suppose that (X,G) is a tds, where G is amenable, and µ ∈
Me(X,G). Meanwhile, we continue to use the notations as stated in Section 4.

Lemma 5.1. Let n ∈ N, z = (z1, . . . , zn) ∈ Z(n), and let U1, . . . , Un ∈ Bµ
X . If

λX
z
(U1 × . . .× Un) > 2b for some b > 0, then

νZ(∩
n
i=1(Z

b
Ui
z−1
i )) > b,

where Zb
U = {z ∈ Z : µτ(z)(U) > b} for U ∈ Bµ

X .

Proof. By (3.5),

2b < λX
z
(U1 × . . .× Un) =

∫

Z(n)

µτ(z1)(U1)× . . .× µτ(zn)(Un)dλ
Z
z
(z1, . . . , zn)

=

(

∫

Zb
U1

×...×Zb
Un

+

∫

Z(n)\(Zb
U1

×...×Zb
Un

)

)

µτ(z1)(U1)× . . .× µτ(zn)(Un)dλ
Z
z
(z1, . . . , zn)

≤ λZ
z
(Zb

U1
× . . .× Zb

Un
) + b.

Thus,
νZ(∩

n
i=1(Z

b
Ui
z−1
i )) = λZ

z
(Zb

U1
× . . .× Zb

Un
) > b,
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which proves Lemma 4.2. �

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let F = {Fn}n∈N be a tempered Følner sequence of G. Since
by the definition, MSµ

K(X,F) ⊂ SMµ
K(X,F) obviously holds, it is sufficient to show

that SEµ
K(X,G) ⊂ MSµ

K(X,F) and SMµ
K(X,F) ⊂ SEµ

K(X,G).

Firstly, we prove SEµ
K(X,G) ⊂ MSµ

K(X,F). Let (x1, . . . , xK) ∈ SEµ
K(X,G), and

let U1 × · · · × UK be an open neighborhood of (x1, . . . , xK). By Proposition 4.1,
(x1, . . . , xK) ∈ supp(λX

K), and so there exists b > 0 such that

λX
K (U1 × . . .× UK) = 2b > 0.

Given V ∈ Bµ
X with µ(V ) > 0, one has νZ(ZV ) > 0. By Lemma 5.1, νZ(∩K

k=1Z
b
Uk
) >

b. And so by Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 3.4, there exists z = (z1, . . . , zK) ∈ ZK such
that λX

z
is ergodic, νZ(∩K

k=1(Z
b
Uk
z−1
k )) > b, and νZ(∩K

k=1(ZV z
−1
k )) > 0. The fact

νZ(∩K
k=1(Z

b
Uk
z−1
k )) > b implies

λX
z
(U1 × . . .× UK) ≥

∫

Zb
U1

×...×Zb
UK

µτ(z′1)
(U1)× . . .× µτ(z′K)(UK)dλ

Z
z
(z′1, . . . , z

′
K)

≥ bKλZ
z
(Zb

U1
× . . .× Zb

UK
)

= bKνZ(∩
K
k=1(Z

b
Uk
z−1
k )) (5.1)

> bK+1.

The last > is from Lemma 5.1. By Lemma 4.2, the fact νZ(∩K
k=1(ZV z

−1
k )) > 0

implies
λX
z
(V K) > 0. (5.2)

By Theorem 2.1 and (5.2), the fact λX
z
is ergodic implies there exist x′

1, . . . , x
′
K ∈ V

such that

lim sup
n→∞

1

|Fn|

∑

g∈Fn

1U1×...×UK
(gx′

1, . . . , gx
′
K) = λX

z
(U1 × . . .× UK) > bK+1.

Thus, (x1, . . . , xK) ∈ MSµ
K(X,F).

Now following ideas in [23], we prove SMµ
K(X,F) ⊂ SEµ

K(X,G). Assume the
contrary, there exists (x1, . . . , xK) ∈ SMµ

K(X,F) with (x1, . . . , xK) /∈ SEµ
K(X,G).

There exists an admissible partition α = {A1, . . . , AL} of (x1, . . . , xK) such that
h∗
µ(G,α) = 0. Put Ek = {1 ≤ l ≤ L : xk 6∈ Al} for 1 ≤ k ≤ K. By the definition of

admissible partition, ∪K
k=1Ek = {1, . . . , L}. Set

B1 = ∪k∈E1Ak, B2 = ∪k∈E2\E1
Ak, . . . , BK = ∪k∈EK\(∪K−1

j=1 Ej)
Ak.

Then β = {B1, . . . , BK} is also an admissible partition of (x1, . . . , xK) such that
xk /∈ Bk for all 1 ≤ k ≤ K. Without loss of generality, we assume Bk 6= ∅ for
1 ≤ k ≤ K. Since α is finer than β and h∗

µ(G,α) = 0, one has h∗
µ(G, β) = 0. By

Theorem 2.5, we have β ⊆ Kµ(G).

Take ǫ > 0 such that Bǫ(xk) ∩ Bk = ∅ for 1 ≤ k ≤ K. Since (x1, . . . , xK) ∈
SMµ

K(X,G), there is δ := δ(ǫ) > 0 such that for any A ∈ Bµ
X with µ(A) > 0 there
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are m ∈ N and ym1 , . . . , y
m
K ∈ A such that |Cm| ≥ mδ, where Cm = {g ∈ Fm : gymk ∈

Bǫ(xk) for all k = 1, 2, . . . , K}.

Since Bǫ(x1) ∩B1 = ∅, it follows that Bǫ(x1) ⊂ ∪K
k=2Bk, which implies that there

is k0 ∈ {2, . . . , K} such that

|{g ∈ Cm : gym1 ∈ Bk0}| ≥
|Cm|

K − 1
.

For any g ∈ Cm, we have gy
m
k0

∈ Bǫ(xk0), and then gymk0 /∈ Bk0 , as Bǫ(xk0)∩Bk0 = ∅.
This implies that

1

|Fm|

∑

g∈Fm

|1Bk0
(gym1 )− 1Bk0

(gymk0)| ≥
|Cm|

m(K − 1)
≥

δ

K − 1
. (5.3)

On the other hand, as for each 1 ≤ k ≤ K, 1Bk
is an almost periodic function, by

[29, Lemma 2.5], for any τ > 0, there is a compact subset L ⊂ X with µ(L) > 1− τ
such that for any ǫ′ > 0, there is δ′ > 0 such that for all m ∈ N, whenever x, x′ ∈ L
with d(x, x′) < δ′,

1

|Fm|

∑

g∈Fm

|1Bk
(gx)− 1Bk

(gx′)| < ǫ′. (5.4)

Let ǫ′ = δ
2(K−1)

and choose δ′ > 0 such that it satisfies (5.4) with respect to ǫ′. Given

a measurable subset A ⊂ L such that µ(A) > 0 and diam(A) := sup{d(x, x′) :
x, x′ ∈ A} < δ′. Then for any m ∈ N and x, x′ ∈ A,

1

|Fm|

∑

g∈Fm

|1Bk0
(gx)− 1Bk0

(gx′)| <
δ

2(K − 1)
,

which is a contradiction with (5.3). Thus, SMµ
K(X,G) ⊂ SEµ

K(X, T ). �

Appendix A. Proof of Proposition 4.1

Lemma A.1. Let (X,G) be a tds with µ ∈ M(X,G), and α = {A1, . . . , AL} ∈ Pµ
X .

Suppose µ =
∫

µxdµ(x) is the disintegration of µ over Kµ(G). Denote Cl := {x ∈
X : µx(Al) > 0} for 1 ≤ l ≤ L. Then, h∗

µ(G,α) = 0 if and only if µ(Cl ∩ Cl′) = 0
for every 1 ≤ l < l′ ≤ L.

Proof. Assume that there exist 1 ≤ l < l′ ≤ L such that µ(Cl ∩ Cl′) > 0. Then for
x ∈ Cl ∩ Cl′ , µx(Al) > 0 and µx(Al′) > 0, which implies that µx(Al) ∈ (0, 1), i.e.,
Al /∈ Kµ(G). Hence, by Theorem 2.5, h∗

µ(G,α) > 0.

Conversely, assume that µ(Cl ∩ Cl′) = 0 for 1 ≤ l < l′ ≤ L. Thus, for each
1 ≤ l ≤ L and µ-a.e. x ∈ Cl,

µx(Al′) =

{

0, if l′ 6= l,

1, if l′ = l.

Thus, for each 1 ≤ l ≤ L, Eµ(1Al
|Kµ(G))(x) = µx(Al) = 1Cl

(x) for µ-a.e. x ∈ X .
Note that µ(Al ∩ Cl) = µ(Al), which together with the assumption µ(Cl ∩ Cl′) = 0
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for 1 ≤ l < l′ ≤ L, implies that µ(Al∆Cl) = 0. Therefore, α ⊂ Kµ(G), and hence
by Theorem 2.5, h∗

µ(G,α) = 0. �

Now we prove Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Firstly we show that supp(λX
K) \ ∆K(X) ⊂ SEµ

K(X,G).
Assume to the contrary that there exist (x1, . . . , xK) ∈ supp(λX

K) \ ∆K(X), and
an admissible partition α = {A1, . . . , AL} with respect to (x1, . . . , xK), such that
h∗
µ(G,α) = 0. By the argument similar to that in the proof of Theorem 1.4, we

can find an admissible partition β = {B1, . . . , BK} with respect to (x1, . . . , xK) such
that h∗

µ(G, β) = 0 and xk /∈ Bk for all 1 ≤ k ≤ K. Without loss of generality, we
assume Bk 6= ∅ for 1 ≤ k ≤ K.

Set Ck = {x ∈ X : µx(Bk) > 0} for 1 ≤ k ≤ K. Since h∗
µ(G, β) = 0, by Lemma

A.1,
µ(Ck ∩ Ck′) = 0 for 1 ≤ k < k′ ≤ K.

Thus, for s ≥ 2 and 1 ≤ k1 < k2 < . . . < ks ≤ K,
∫

X(K)

Πs
t=11Bkt

(xkt)dλ
X
K(x1, . . . , xK) = 0,

which shows that
∫

X(K)

ΠK
k=11X\Bk

(xk)dλ
X
K(x1, . . . , xK)

= 1−
K
∑

k=1

∫

X(K)

1Bk
(xk)dλ

X
K(x1, . . . , xK)

= 1−
K
∑

k=1

µ(Bk) = 0.

So λX
K(Π

K
k=1(X\Bk)) = 0. This is impossible, since (X\B1)×. . .×(X\BK) is an open

neighborhood of (x1, . . . , xK) ∈ supp(λX
K). Thus, supp(λ

X
K) \∆K(X) ⊂ SEµ

K(X,G).

Secondly we show that SEµ
K(X,G) ⊂ supp(λX

K) \∆K(X). We only need to prove
if (x1, . . . , xK) /∈ supp(λX

K) \ ∆K(X), then (x1, . . . , xK) /∈ SEµ
K(X,G). Now fix

(x1, . . . , xK) /∈ supp(λX
K)\∆K(X). It is clear true in the case (x1, . . . , xK) ∈ ∆K(X).

So we assume that (x1, . . . , xK) /∈ supp(λX
K). We will construct an admissible par-

tition α with respect to (x1, . . . , xK) such that h∗
µ(G,α) = 0. Since (x1, . . . , xK) /∈

supp(λX
K), there exists an open neighborhood U1 × . . . × UK of (x1, . . . , xK) such

that λX
K(U1 × . . . × UK) = 0. Let µ =

∫

X
µxdµ(x) be the disintegration of µ over

Kµ(G). Let Ck = {x ∈ X : µx(Uk) > 0} ∈ Kµ(G) for k = 1, . . . , K. Then,
Dk := Uk ∪ Ck ∈ Kµ(G), as

µ(Uk \ Ck) =

∫

X

µx(Uk ∩ Cc
k)dµ(x) = 0.
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Since λX
K(U1 × . . .× UK) = 0, one has

µ(∩K
k=1Dk) = µ(∩K

k=1Ck) = 0. (A.1)

For any s = (s(1), . . . , s(K)) ∈ {0, 1}K, let Ds = ∩K
k=1Dk (s(k)), where Dk(0) = Dk

and Dk(1) = Dc
k. Consider

α =
{

Ds : s ∈ {0, 1}K \ {(0, . . . , 0)}
}

.

By (A.1),
∑

A∈α

µ(A) = 1− µ(D(0,...,0)) = 1− µ(∩K
k=1Dk) = 1.

Hence, α ∈ Pµ
X . For any s = (s(1), . . . , s(K)) ∈ {0, 1}K \ {(0, . . . , 0)}, we have

s(k) = 1 for some k = 1, . . . , K. Then Ds ⊂ Dc
k ⊂ U c

k , implying that xk /∈ Ds.
Hence, α is admissible with respect to (x1, . . . , xK). Since Dk ∈ Kµ(G), for 1 ≤
k ≤ K, one has α ⊂ Kµ(G), and then by Theorem 2.5, h∗

µ(G,α) = 0. Therefore,
(x1, . . . , xK) /∈ SEµ

K(X,G). Now we finish the proof. �
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