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[0,1] IS NOT A MINIMALITY DETECTOR FOR |0, 1]

JON CHAIKA

ABSTRACT. This paper shows that there exists a non-minimal sequence T €
([0, 1]*)N such that for any continuous function f : [0, 1]? — [0, 1], the sequence
obtained by mapping terms of Z by f is minimal.

Let (X, d) be a compact metric space. X", the set of infinite sequences with terms

_ 0
taken from X, is also a compact metric space under the metric d(Z,g) = Y, %
i=1
X" has a natural dynamical system, the (left) shift:
S XN 5 xN S((l‘l,xg,l'g,, )) = (1'2,5[:3, )

Definition 1. z € XV is called minimal if the closure of {z,S(z),S?(%),...} is
minimal as a dynamical system under the action of S.

An equivalent formulation is that a sequence is minimal iff for any finite block,
(Ziy -y Zitr), and € > 0 there exists an N € N such that any block of z of length N
has a sub-block of length r+1 which is within € of (z;, .., z;4+,). The distance between

— n
n-blocks is given by d((z1,...®n), (Y1, s Yn)) = D d(wgi’yi). (For an introduction to
i=1

minimality see [I].)

Definition 2. Let X, Y be compact metric spaces. C(X,Y) denotes all continuous
maps from X into Y. We say Y is a minimality detector (MD) for X if for every
T = (21,%2,...) € XN, which is not minimal, there exists f € C(X,Y) such that
(f(x1), f(x2),...) € YN is not minimal.

Remark 1. The continuous image of a minimal sequence is minimal.

Definition 3. If Y is a minimality detector (MD) for all compact metric spaces
X, then Y is called a universal minimality detector (UMD).

The main result of this note is showing that [0,1] is not an MD (minimality
detector). The following is an earlier result motivating this.

Theorem 1. (Boshernitzan) [0,1]? is @ UMD (universal minimality detector).

Proof: Let (X,d) be a compact metric and # € (X)Y be not minimal. By definition,
there exists an € > 0 and (z;, ..., ;4 ), a sub-block of Z, such that there are arbi-
trarily long blocks of Z having no sub-blocks of length r+ 1 within € of (x4, ..., x4 ).
Fix ¢ > 0 such that any ;4+; # %4k, 0 < j, k < r, has d(xiyj,xisr) > 20. Fix
a; € [0,1], 0 < j < r such that a; = ay iff ,4; = z;4,. Let f: X — [0,1] be
a continuous function that f(y) = a; if y € B(xi4;,d). (By our choice of § and
Tietze extension theorem ([2] Theorem 35.1) such a continuous function exists).
Let g: X — [0,1] by:

pip, dCeiso)

o<

g(y) = T sup d(z1,x2) "

z1,x0€X
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The sequence z = ((f(x1),g(x1)), (f(22), 9(22)),....) € ([0,1]*) is not minimal
because there exists € such that arbitrarily long blocks of Z have no sub-blocks
within € of ((f(z:),9(:)), (f (@is1), 9(@it1)), s (f(@itr), g(wisr))). This is be-
cause in a sub-block of length r 4+ 1 in a long block of Z which avoids (z;, ..., Zitr)
either some term is far away from an ;4 or it is close, but appears in the wrong
order. In the first case g notices the difference, while f notices the difference in the
second case.

Remark 2. This argument produces a residual set of functions in C(X, [0, 1]?), each
of which detects the non-minimality of Z. As a result, the non-minimality of any
particular countable collection of non-minimal sequences in X~ can be detected by
a residual set of functions.

Remark 3. Tt is an observation of Professor B. Weiss [4] that an infinite fan (say

{(rcos(8),rsin(0)) : r € [0,1],60 € {2m, &, 2%, .. }}) is a UMD. The proof is similar.

This stands in contrast to the situation in which the range is [0, 1] as the next
theorem shows.

Theorem 2. [0,1] is not a UMD. In particular, [0,1] is not an MD for [0, 1]%.

Definition 4. Let B = {by,bs, ...} be an infinite sequence. Its 2-Toeplitz sequence
is a = (a1, az,as, ...) where a; = b; Vj = 2= mod 2°.

Remark 4. Equivalently, a; = b, where 2P~1|j and 2P fj.

Remark 5. This terminology is not standard. Compare with the sequence A001511
from [3].

The 2-Toeplitz sequence a begins:
(b17 b27 blu b37 blu b27 b17 b47 b17 b27 blu b37 blu b27 b17 b57 )

Observe that every block in a appears in a with bounded gaps. In fact, if b; is the
largest term in a block then that block will appear in any block of 2i*! consecutive
terms. This gives the following lemma:

Lemma 1. Let B = {b1,ba,...} be a sequence whose elements lie in a compact
metric space. Then its 2-Toeplitz sequence is minimal.

The following example provides a toy model for the proof of the main result.

Proposition 1. Let a = (a1, as,...) be the 2-Toeplitz sequence associated with an
enumeration of QN [0,1]. Then (c, a1, az,...) is minimal for any c € [0, 1].

Proof: Choose c. For any € > 0 there exists infinitely many a, such that |a, —¢c| < e.
Choose r such that o+— < e. d(5* ~1(a), (c,a1,a2,..)) < e+ QW% < 2¢. The first
inequality is because their first coordinates are at most € apart and then they agree
for the next 2" — 1 coordinates. By the previous discussion, this block will appear
at least every 27! terms in a.

One obviously can not guarantee minimality for any pair ¢, d placed at the start of
a. However, one can modify this construction so that this is the case by enumerating
Q2nJ0, 1]? and examining the 2-Toeplitz sequence associated with this enumeration
(thought of as a sequence in [0, 1]).
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1. BUILDING THE SEQUENCE FOR THEOREM 2

Definition 5. Given a finite sequence & = (x1,...,x¢) and a (finite or infinite)
sequence §, we define T x Yy to be the word formed by concatenating them.

That is (z *y); = x; if ¢ <t and y,—; otherwise.
Our sequence will begin ((0,0), (1,0), (0,1)). Before we continue the sequence, it is
necessary to define some sets.

Let Ay be a countable dense set on the line from (1,0) to (0,1).

Let Ay be a countable dense set on the line from (0,0) to (0,1).

Let A3 be a countable dense set on the line from (0,0) to (1,0).

Finally, let V' = {v1, v, ...} be a sequence of all the terms in:
(A1 x{(1,0)} x {(0,1)})U({(0,0)} x A3 x {(0,1)}) U({(0,0)} x {(1,0)} x A3) C RO,
Let b be the 2-Toeplitz sequence associated with V. Our sequence is

z = ((0,0),(1,0),(0,1)) % b

thought of as a sequence in [0, 1]? (so each “letter” in b gives us 3 “letters” in 7.)
Lemma 2. T is not minimal.

Proof: It suffices to show that no block of 3 consecutive letters after
the first 3 gets close to the block of the first 3. To be more precise,
d(((0,0),(1,0),(0,1)), (xi, Tit1, Tit2)) > % for i > 1. If #; = (0,0) then either
Tiy1 € Ay or Tiyo € Az and J(((0,0),(1,0),(0,1)),($i,$i+1,$i+2)) > % If

0 < d((0,0),Il) < % then z; € Ay U Ag. If ; € Ay then XTit1 :(0,1)

and d(((0,0),(1,0),(0,1)), (zi, zit1,zi42)) > 2v/2. It suffices to consider
r; € Az. Then z;1; = (0,0) or w41 € Ay, If 41 = (0,0) then
d(((0,0), (1,0), (071)), (Ii,xi+1,xi+2)) > i If Tiy1 € Ay then Tiro = (1,0) and
d(((07 0)5 (17 O)a (07 1))5 (Iiv'riJrlv'riJrQ)) 2 %\/5

Lemma 3. If f: [0,1]%> — [0,1] continuously, then (f(x1), f(x

(
Proof: Without loss of generality assume f((0,0)) < f((1,0
the intermediate value theorem, for any e¢ > 0 there exists a
|f(a) = f((1,0))] <e. By the construction of V, (0,0) % a * (0,
i. By the construction of z,

d_((f(fﬂg(gi—l)_’_l), f($3(21'71)+2), ), (f(xl), f( ) )) <0+ 46 + 0+ W

In fact, by the construction of Z, this is achieved with bounded gaps of 3 - 2°. This
shows that the image is minimal.

is minimal.

)i

< f((0,1)). By
€ A such that
1) = v; for some

)

2), -
)

Remark 6. This sequence lives on the triangle. It shows that the interval is not an
MD for the triangle.

Remark 7. This proof can be modified to show that no finite graph is an MD for
[0,1]2. In fact, with the previous remark, one can show the complete graph on
n+ 1 vertices has a non-mimimal sequence Z such that (f(z1), f(x2),...) is minimal
for any continuous f from the complete graph on n + 1 vertices to a graph on n
vertices. Compare this to remark 3. In fact, no finite graph is an MD for an infinite
fan.
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