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Abstract
Assume that a sequence x = x0x1… is frequency-typical for a finite-valued

stationary stochastic process X. We prove that the function associating to x the
entropy-rate H̄(X) of X is uniformly continuous when one endows the set of all
frequency-typical sequences with the f̄ pseudometric. As a consequence, we ob-
tain the same result for the d̄ pseudometric. We also give an alternative proof of
the Abramov formula for the Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy of the induced measure-
preserving transformation.

1 Introduction
Assume thatΛ stands for a finite set and we are given twoΛ-valued stationary stochastic
processes, X = (Xi)∞i=0 and Y = (Yi)∞i=0. Let x = (xi)

∞
i=0 and y = (yi)

∞
i=0 be frequency-

typical realisations (samples) of, respectivelyX andY. Under what conditions on x and
y can we conclude that the entropy rates H̄(X) and H̄(Y)are close?

Note that the above question focuses on properties of individual frequency-typical
trajectories to determine some global characteristics of stationary processes. This point
of view was popularised by Shields [18] and Weiss [23], who presented central issues
in ergodic theory and information theory in that “sample path” spirit. Here, we are in-
terested in measurements of distortion determining a pseudometric such that endowing
the space of all frequency-typical sequences with that pseudometric turns the entropy
rate of the generated processes into a continuous function. Our problem is motivated
by recent results in the dynamical systems theory, where the following construction
obtains specific invariant measures: In the first step, one finds a sequence of frequency-
typical orbits converging in an appropriate sense. In the second step, one demonstrates
that the limit of the approximating sequence is a frequency-typical orbit generating the
sought measure. The question, whether the Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy of the limiting
measure is the limit of entropies of measures generated by frequency-typical orbits in
the approximating sequence reduces to the question stated in the first paragraph of our
paper. By the nature of the construction, we work with concrete realisations (individ-
ual samples of the random processes) and pseudometrics d̄ and f̄ described below. We
stress that we are looking for results valid for any frequency-typical sample, while the so
far existing results consider almost all samples and often assume also ergodicity of the
processes. We find the information-theoretic formulation a natural one for our problem.

By the entropy rate of a stationary Λ-valued process Z = (Zi)∞i=0 we mean

H̄(Z) = lim
n→∞

∑

�1…�n∈Λn �
(

�
(

Z0 = �1,… , Zn−1 = �n
))

n
, (1)
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where � stands for the entropy function given by �(0) = 0 and �(t) = −t log t for t > 0.
For more details (in particular, for the justification that the limit exists) see [5, Lemma
3.8] or [18, Sec. I.6.b] or [3].

To measure the distortion between sequences x = (xi)∞i=0 and y = (yi)∞i=0 over a
common alphabet Λ we first introduce a fidelity criterion, that is a sequence (�n)∞n=1 of
distortion measures with �n defined on Λn × Λn for n = 1, 2,… and then take the limit
superior as n→∞ of average (per-symbol) distortion obtaining

�̄(x, y) = lim sup
n→∞

1
n
�n(x0x1… xn−1, y0y1… yn−1).

This idea goes back to Shannon [19, 20], see also [5, Sec. 5.2, p. 120].
The simplest and most common example of the fidelity criterion is based on a dis-

tortion measure known as the (additive) Hamming distance given for n ∈ ℕ and words
x0x1… xn−1, y0y1… yn−1 in Λn by

dn(x0x1… xn−1, y0y1… yn−1) =
|

|

|

{0 ≤ j < n ∶ xj ≠ yj}
|

|

|

,

which is the number of coordinates inwhich the sequences x0x1… xn−1 and y0y1… yn−1
differ. Note that the Hamming distance is indeed additive in the following sense: for
every n, m ∈ ℕ and x1x2… xn+m, y1y2… yn+m in Λn+m it holds

dn+m((xi)n+mi=1 , (yi)
n+m
i=1 ) = dn((xi)

n
i=1, (yi)

n
i=1) + dm((xi)

n+m
i=n+1, (yi)

n+m
i=n+1). (2)

A less known fidelity criterion is based on a distortion measure provided by the
sequence (fn)∞n=1 of f -distances (cf. [7, p. 94]). For n ∈ ℕ the fn-distance between
sequences x0x1… xn−1, y0y1… yn−1 in Λn is simply the number of letters one must
remove from each sequence so that the remaining words match, that is,

fn(x0x1… xn−1, y0y1… yn−1) = n − k,

where k is the largest integer such that for some 0 ≤ i(1) < i(2) < … < i(k) < n and
0 ≤ j(1) < j(2) <… < j(k) < n it holds xi(s) = yj(s) for s = 1,… , k. The f -distance
is sometimes called an edit distance, since it depends on the number of edits (character
deletions) that have to be performed in order to obtain matching sequences. Note that
other functions are also known as edit distances for example the Levenshtein distance.
The family of f -distances lacks the additivity property (2) which, vaguely speaking, is
a source of difficulties when working with f̄ .

The d̄ (d-bar) pseudometric between sequences x = (xi)∞i=0 and y = (yi)
∞
i=0 in Λ

ℕ0

(see also [6, 12]) is given by

d̄(x, y) = lim sup
n→∞

d̄n(x0x1… xn−1, y0y1… yn−1), (3)

where d̄n is the average (or per-letter) Hamming distance given by

d̄n(x0x1… xn−1, y0y1… yn−1) =
1
n
dn(x0x1… xn−1, y0y1… yn−1).

Note that d̄ also appears in [5, Section 5.3, p. 121] under the name of sequence distor-
tion, where it is denoted by �∞.
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Similarly, replacing d̄n in (3) by the average (or per-letter) f -distance f̄n =
1
nfn we

obtain the f̄ (f -bar) pseudometric on Λℕ0 defined (see also [7, p. 92]) for sequences
x = (xi)∞i=0 and y = (yi)

∞
i=0 in Λ

ℕ0 as

f̄ (x, y) = lim sup
n→∞

f̄n(x0x1… xn−1, y0y1… yn−1). (4)

Clearly, for every pair of sequences x = (xi)∞i=0 and y = (yi)
∞
i=0 in Λ

ℕ0 we have

f̄ (x, y) ≤ d̄(x, y). (5)

It is also easy to see that the pseudometrics given in (3) and (4) are not equivalent,
because taking Λ = {0, 1} and x = (01)∞, y = (10)∞ it holds that d̄(x, y) = 1, while
f̄ (x, y) = 0.

The pseudometrics d̄ and f̄ can be seen as sample sequence versions of the metrics
between random processes, which unfortunately are also denoted by d̄ and f̄ (see [5,
Thm. 5.1], [7, Def. 334, Def. 454], [13, Def. 2.4], [15, Def. 7.3], [18, p. 92]). In
order to resolve this notational conflict, we will henceforth denote these distances be-
tween processes as d̄ and f̄. The definition of d̄ is a variant of the construction
of the Kantorovich (or the Kantorovich-Rubinstein, or the Wasserstein vel Vasershtein)
optimal transport metric between two processes, where available transportation plans
are shift-invariant (stationary) joinings of the processes (see [15, 21, 22]). Ornstein’s
d̄ metric plays a prominent role in the study of classification problem of Bernoulli
processes [15, 18] and it is vital for information theory (Shannon coding theorems for
stationary codes, universal coding, classifying noisy channels), see [5]. The f̄ met-
ric was introduced by Katok [8] and Feldman [4], and developed in a work of Orn-
stein, Rudolph and Weiss [13]. It is crucial for the theory of Kakutani equivalence for
Bernoulli and Kronecker systems [13]. As mentioned above, our interest in the pseudo-
metrics f̄ and d̄ on Λℕ0 comes from the fact that d̄ and f̄ , as well as their topological
counterparts (known as the Besicovitch and Feldman-Katok pseudometrics), proved to
be very useful in constructions and exploration of stationary processes and invariant
measures for continuous maps on compact metric spaces (see [10, 11] and references
therein).

Our main result states that the function which takes a frequency-typical sequence
z = (zi)∞i=0 and associates to z the entropy rate H̄(Z) of the stationary process Z =
(Zi)∞i=0 generated by z turns out to be uniformly continuous when we endow the set of
all frequency-typical sequences in Λℕ0 with the pseudometric f̄ .

Theorem 1.1. For every finite alphabetΛ and " > 0 there is � > 0 such that ifX andX′
are Λ-valued stationary processes and there exist frequency-typical sample sequences
x of X and x′ of X′ satisfying f̄ (x, x′) < �, then |H̄(X) − H̄(X′)| < ".

As a corollary of the inequality (5) we immediately obtain an analogous result for
d̄.

Theorem 1.2. For every finite alphabetΛ and " > 0 there is � > 0 such that ifX andX′
are Λ-valued stationary processes and there exist frequency-typical sample sequences
x of X and x′ of X′ satisfying d̄(x, x′) < �, then |H̄(X) − H̄(X′)| < ".

We were unable to find Theorem 1.1 in the present form in the literature, that is,
without any assumptions on the ergodicity of the processes and assuming only the ex-
istence of a pair of f̄ -close frequency-typical sequences. Note that the continuity of
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the entropy-rate function as the function on the space of stationary processes endowed
with d̄ is well-known, see [5, Corollary 6.1], [7, Theorem 385], or [15, Thm. 7.9]
(although often stated only for ergodic processes, omitting uniform continuity as in [18,
Thm. I.9.16]). The analogous statement for f̄ is known only for ergodic processes,
see [7, Theorem 455] or [13, Prop. 3.4] and both sources use Abramov’s formula for
the Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy of induced transformation. To obtain Theorem 1.1 or
Theorem 1.2 from the existing results about d̄ or f̄, one has to show that for every
" > 0 there is � > 0 such that the existence of two frequency-typical sequences that
are � apart with respect to f̄ (respectively, d̄) on Λℕ0 implies that the corresponding
processes are " apart with respect to f̄ (respectively, d̄) metric on the space of pro-
cesses. This is known for d̄ and d̄, see [18, Theorem I.9.10], even without ergodicity
[15, Thm. 7.10], but known only for ergodic processes for f̄ and f̄ (see [13, Prop. 2.6
& 2.7]). Furthermore, the proof in [13] uses the Shannon-McMillan-Breiman theorem
for ergodic measures in a crucial way, hence works only for ergodic processes.

In contrast, our demonstration of Theorem 1.1 works for not necessarily ergodic
processes, contains the d̄ case as a particular case, and it is more direct even for d̄ (it
does not involve the use of auxiliary metrics d̄ or f̄ on processes, does not require
the Shannon-McMillian-Breiman theorem, nor the Abramov formula and conditional
expectations). We use only the elementary properties of entropy. Our proof also im-
mediately implies uniform continuity of the entropy rate function when the space of
processes is endowed with the metric d̄. Again, we do not have to assume ergodicity.

Theorem 1.3. For every finite alphabet Λ and " > 0 there is � > 0 such that if X and
X′ are Λ-valued stationary processes and d̄(X,X′) < �, then |H̄(X) − H̄(X′)| < ".

This holds because for any two processes X and Y we can always find realisations
x and x′ such that d̄(X,X′) = d̄(x, x′) (this is easy for ergodic processes, see [18], for
not necessarily ergodic processes it follows from [1, Thm. 2.10] and joining characteri-
sation of d̄). Similarly, we obtain a new proof of the uniform continuity of the entropy
rate function when the space of ergodic processes is endowed with the metric f̄. We
have to restrict to ergodic processes, because the existence of sample sequences x and
x′ such that f̄ (x, x′) ≤ f̄(X,X′) is known only for ergodic processes, see [13, Prop.
2.5].

Theorem 1.4. For every finite alphabetΛ and " > 0 there is � > 0 such that ifX andX′
are ergodicΛ-valued stationary processes and f̄(X,X′) < �, then |H̄(X)−H̄(X′)| <
".

As a by-product of our approach, we obtain a new proof of the Abramov formula for
the entropy of the induced transformation in general, not necessarily ergodic case (see
Theorem 5.1). The result in such a generality (attributed to Scheller in [9]) is usually
presented in the literature with an additional ergodicity assumption. Our demonstration
requires only basic properties of the entropy conditioned on a countable partition. The
usual proof uses conditional expectation and conditioning on �-algebras.

2 Basic Facts and Notation
Partitions and Names

A measure preserving system is a quadruple (X,X , �, T ), where (X,X , �) is a stan-
dard probability space and T ∶ X → X preserves �. Let  = {P� ∶ � ∈ Λ} be a
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measurable partition ofX with Λ ⊆ ℕ0. For � ∈ Λ we write [�] to denote P� and refer
to it as a cell of the partition  . The join of two partitions  ,  of X is the partition
 ∨ = {[�] ∩ [�] ∶ [�] ∈  , [�] ∈ }. Since ∨ is associative, we can define the join
of any finite collection of partitions (cf. (6)). We write ≽  if foe everyQ ∈  there
is P ∈  such that Q ⊆ P . The partition distance [5] between  and  is defined by

| −| =
∑

�∈ℕ0

�(P�△Q�)

(we extend the alphabets if necessary by adding empty cells). The (full) -name of
x ∈ X is a Λ-valued sequence (xn)n∈S such that for every n ∈ Swe have that xn = � if,
and only if, T n(x) ∈ P� . Given S ⊆ ℝwith S∩S finite, where S = ℤ if T is invertible,
and S = ℕ0 otherwise, we define

S =
⋁

j∈S∩S
T −j =

{

⋂

s∈S∩S
T −s([�s]) ∶ (�s)s∈S∩S ⊆ 

}

. (6)

For n ∈ ℕ we denote by n the partition  [0, n) = {0,1,…,n−1}. Note that 1 =  .
Cells of n correspond to finite Λ-valued strings of length n, hence for n ≥ 1 and
�0, �1,… , �n−1 ∈ Λ we write

[�0�1… �n−1] = [�0] ∩ T −1([�1])… ∩ T −n+1([�n−1]) ∈ n.

Similarly, the cells of  [1,n] (for n ≥ 1) consist of points sharing -name for entries
from 1 to n, hence we denote them as

[⋆�1… �n] = {x ∈ X ∶ T j(x) ∈ [�j] for j = 1,… , n}, where �1,… , �n ∈ Λ.

We have used “⋆” to stress that we do not know which symbol appears at the 0 coordi-
nate in the -name of a point from a cell of  [1,n]. We clearly have

[�0] ∩ [⋆�1… �n] = [�0�1… �n] for all �0, �1,… , �n ∈ Λ.

We will also consider partitions of X according to the entries in the -names of points
over blocks of varying length. Assume that � ∶ X → ℕ is a measurable function with
∫X � d� < ∞, and  is a finite partition of X. We define  [1,�] to be the partition
obtained as follows. First, we partition X into level sets of �, that is we take Ξ =
{�−1(n) ∶ n ∈ ℕ}. Second, for every n ≥ 1 we further partition the set �−1(n) of Ξ
according to  [1,n]. Each cell of  [1,�] gathers points sharing the -name from time 1
to n where n is the common value of � for all these points. That is,

 [1,�] =
∞
⋃

n=1
{P ∩ �−1(n) ∶ P ∈  [1,n]}.

Equivalently, for x ∈ X the cell of [1,�] containing x coincides with the cell of [1,�(x)]
containing x. We can extend this notation in an obvious way, and define  (−�,0].

Entropy and Conditional Entropy of a Partition

Let (X,X , �) be a probability space and  , , and  be countable measurable parti-
tions of X. The entropy of  is

H�() = −
∑

P∈
�(P ) log�(P ).
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The conditional entropy of  given  is defined by

H�(|) =
∑

Q∈
�(Q)H�Q (),

where �Q is the conditional probability measure on Q (that is the measure obtained by
restricting � to Q and normalizing it). Clearly, H�() = H�(|{X}). We note the
following monotonicity properties of the entropy (see [18, Lemma I.6.6]):

 ≽  ⇐⇒ H�(|) ≤ H�(|), (7)
 ≽  ⇐⇒ H�(|) ≤ H�(|). (8)

Stationary Processes and Measure Preserving Systems

By a (Λ-valued) random variablewemean a measurable function from a standard prob-
ability space (Ω,B, �) to a set Λ ⊆ ℕ0 = {0, 1, 2,…} endowed with the power set �-
algebra P(Λ). We also refer to Λ as to an alphabet. A Λ-valued process is a sequence
of Λ-valued random variables X = (Xi)i∈S, where S = ℤ or S = ℕ0 is an index set,
such that the domain of eachXi is a common standard probability space (Ω,B, �). The
process X is stationary if for every n ≥ 1, every �1,… , �n ∈ Λ, and any s ∈ S we have

�
({

! ∈ Ω ∶ Xj−1(!) = �j for j = 1,… , n
})

=

= �
({

! ∈ Ω ∶ Xs+j−1(!) = �j for j = 1,… , n
})

.

We call � the law of X.
Processes and probability preserving systems are closely connected, see [18, Sec.

I.2] or [5, Sec. 1.3]. We briefly recall that connection.
Given a Λ-valued stationary process X = (Xi)i∈S, n ≥ 1, �1,… , �n ∈ Λ, and

t(1),… , t(n) ∈ S we set

�
({

x ∈ ΛS ∶ xt(j) = �j for j = 1,… , n
})

=

= �
({

! ∈ Ω ∶ Xt(j)(!) = �j for j = 1,… , n
})

, (9)

where (Ω,B, �) is the standard probability space on which all Xi’s are defined. We
easily see that � extends to a probability measure on a �-completion C of the product
�-algebra on ΛS. Furthermore, since X is stationary, we conclude that � is invariant
for the shift transformation � ∶ ΛS → ΛS given for x = (xi)i∈S by �(x)i = xi+1 for
every i ∈ S. It follows that (ΛS,C , �, �) is a probability preserving system, called a
shift system. Furthermore, � is invertible provided S = ℤ.

On the other hand, assume we have a measure preserving system (X,X , �, T ) and
a measurable partition  = {P� ∶ � ∈ Λ} of X where Λ ⊆ ℕ0. We tacitly ignore
�-null cells. Given x ∈ X we write (x) = � if, and only if, x ∈ [�]. We construct a
process (T ,) by defining random variables Xi = ◦T i for each i ∈ S, where S = ℤ
if T is invertible, and S = ℕ0 otherwise. Then all Xi’s are Λ-valued random variables
defined over the standard probability space (X,X , �), and the sequence X = (Xi)i∈S
is a stationary process. The entropy rate of the process (T ,) is denoted by H̄�(T ,),
that is H̄�(T ,) = H̄(X), where H̄(X) is given by (1). The quantity H̄�(T ,) appears
as (dynamical) entropy of  in ergodic theory literature. Note that

H̄�(T ,) = lim
n→∞

1
n
H�(n) = lim

n→∞
H�(| [1,n]), (10)
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where the first equality follows immediately from definitions and the second follows
from [5, Lemma 3.17].

In particular, if a measure preserving system (X,X , �, T ) is a shift system over
the alphabet Λ, that is, X = ΛS for some finite set Λ, X is the �-completion of the
product �-algebra on ΛS, and � is a �-invariant probability measure on ΛS, then the
associated process is obtained by taking the partition  = {[�] ∶ � ∈ Λ}, where
[�] = {x ∈ ΛS ∶ x0 = �} for � ∈ Λ. The entropy rate of the process (�,) is simply
denoted as ℎ�(�). Note that a Cartesian product of a pair of shift systems is a shift
system over an Cartesian product of their alphabets. Nevertheless, if � is an invariant
measure of a shift systemwhose alphabet is a Cartesian product, we will write ℎ� (�×�)
for its entropy rate.

Frequency-typical sequences

Let (kn)∞n=1 be an increasing sequence in ℕ0. A Λ-valued sequence z = (zi)i∈S is
frequency-typical along (kn)∞n=1 if for every m ∈ ℕ and �1… �m ∈ Λm the sequence

1
kn

|

|

|

{0 ≤ j ≤ kn − m ∶ zj = �1,… , zj+m−1 = �m}
|

|

|

(11)

converges as n → ∞. We say that z is frequency-typical (along (kn)∞n=1) for or gener-
ates (along (kn)∞n=1) a stationary Λ-valued stochastic process Z = (Zi)i∈S with the law
� if for every m ≥ 1 and for every �1,… , �m ∈ Λ the sequence in (11) converges to
�
(

Z0 = �1,… , Zm−1 = �m
)

as n → ∞. In that case, we also say that z is frequency-
typical (along (kn)∞n=1) for or generates (along (kn)

∞
n=1) the �-invariant measure � onΛS

obtained from � by (9). Every frequency-typical sequence generates a unique station-
ary process and every stationary process has a frequency-typical sequence generating
it. Furthermore, frequency-typical sequences have full measures for ergodic processes
(for definition, see [18, Sec. I.2.a]) and form a null set for non-ergodic processes. We
skip “(along (kn)∞n=1)” whenever one can take kn = n for every n ∈ ℕ in the above defi-
nitions. When we want to say that “z generates (along (kn)∞n=1) a �-invariant measure �
on ΛS” without mentioning (kn)∞n=1 explicitly, we simply say that z quasi-generates �.
We will use the following observation without further reference: Given an increasing
sequence (kn)∞n=1 in ℕ0 and z ∈ ΛS we can always find a subsequence of (kn)∞n=1 such
that z is frequency-typical along that subsequence for a �-invariant measure on ΛS.

Induced measure preserving systems

Given a measure preserving system (X,X , �, T ) and E ⊆ X with �(E) > 0 we write
XE for the trace �-algebra on E, that is XE = {A ∩ E ∶ A ∈ X }. The induced
measure on E is �E , where �E(A) = �(A)∕�(E) for A ∈ XE . The first return time to
E is the measurable function rE ∶ E → ℕ̄ = ℕ ∪ {∞} defined by rE(x) = min{n ≥
1 ∶ T n(x) ∈ E}. By the Poincaré recurrence theorem rE(x) < ∞ for �-a.e. x ∈ E.
Setting Rn = {x ∈ E ∶ rE(x) = n} for n ∈ ℕ̄, we obtain the return time partition of
E. The Kac lemma (see [16] for a proof in this generality) says that

∫E
rE d� =

∑

n∈ℕ
n�E(Rn) =

�
(
⋃

k T
−k(E)

)

�(E)
. (12)

The induced map is the map TE ∶ E → E such that TE(x) = T rE (x)(x) for x ∈ E (we
ignore �-null set of points where TE is not well-defined)). The induced system is the

7



measure preserving system (E,XE , �E , TE). We say that E ∈ X sweeps out X if

�

( ∞
⋃

n=0
T −n(E)

)

= 1. (13)

Note that if E is sweeps out X, then the trace �-algebra XE together with T contain
complete information about X . In other words, for every A ∈ X one can find sets
An ∈ XE such that A is a union (up to measure zero) of the sets T −n(An), n ∈ ℕ0 (see
[2, p. 263]). If � is ergodic, then every A ∈ X with �(A) > 0 sweeps out X.

3 Main Lemmas
In this section we state two lemmas (Propositions 3.2 and 3.1) providing a backbone for
the proof of our main result (Theorem 1.1). We postpone the proofs to the next section
and the appendix.

Roughly speaking, the lemmas compare the entropy rates of processes obtained by
encoding a measure preserving system (X,X , �, T ) and its induced first-return mea-
sure preserving system (E,XE , �E , TE). We choose such partitions  of X and E
of E that knowing either the -name of a T orbit or the E-name of a corresponding
TE orbit allows us to recover the other name. Note that the entropy rate is the expected
number of symbols per unit time needed to encode an orbit in a measure preserving
system by the coding algorithm induced by the transformation and the partition. More
precisely, the entropy rate is the infimum of the mean number of symbols per unit time
per point decoding the long-time behavior of a large batch of points chosen randomly
according to the underlying measure (here, either � or �E). For the induced transforma-
tion, the “unit time” is the expected time of the next visit to E, that is, equals 1∕�(E).
Now, two different encodings of the same orbit contain the same information so the cor-
responding entropy rates change inverse proportionally to the scaling of time unit (e.g.
the number of megabits per minute is 60 times the number of megabits-per-second).

From now on we assume that (X,X , �, T ) is an invertible probability measure pre-
serving system. This is not a restrictive assumption, because in the measure preserving
(stationary) setting the notion of natural extension allows us to transfer the results pre-
sented here to the noninvertible case. Then �-almost every point visits E for infinitely
many positive and for infinitely many negative times. We set  to be the entry time par-
tition of E, that is, the cells of  are En = {y ∈ E ∶ rE(T −1E (y)) = n} for n ∈ ℕ̄. One
can easily see that  = TE(). Furthermore, �E(En) = �E(Rn) for every n ∈ ℕ, so
applying (12) we getH�E () = H�E () < ∞. If  = {Q� ∶ � ∈ A′} is any partition
of E such that  ≽  , then the height |�| of [�] ∈  is n ∈ ℕ such that [�] ⊆ En.

Given a partition  of X we let E stand for the partition of E given by E =
{P� ∩E ∶ P� ∈ }. Our first lemma, Proposition 3.1 allows us to compare the entropy
rate of a process determined by the induced transformation and a partition E of E
such that E ≽  with a process determined by T and a partition  extending E to
the wholeX by adjoining the cell P0 = X ⧵E. This result was first stated in Scheller’s
thesis (see [9], [14, p. 257–259]), but our proof is new. Note that if P0 = X⧵E ∈  and
E ≽  , then knowing the (TE ,E)-name (an) of x ∈ E we determine the (T ,)-name
of x by inserting |an| − 1 0’s between an−1 and an for each n ∈ ℤ.

Proposition 3.1. Assume that (X,X , �, T ) is an invertible probability measure pre-
serving system and E ∈ X sweeps out X. If  is a countable measurable partition of
X such thatH�() <∞,X⧵E ∈  , andE ≽  , then �(E)ℎ�E (TE ,E) = ℎ�(T ,).
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Consider a finite partition  = {Qs ∶ s ∈ Λ} of X, where Λ ⊆ ℕ. We assume that
 contains the information whether the orbit is in or outsideE, that is, ≽ {E,X⧵E}.
We want to find a partition of E such that the process generated by the partition and TE
encodes the full information about the process (T ,). We achieve this by adding to the
cells of  contained in E the information about entry times.

It is now customary to think of a cell [�] = P� ∈  contained in E as represented
or indexed by a starred symbols �∗, while the cells of outsideE are indexed as before
by � ∈ Λ. At least one starred and at least one non-starred symbol should index a
nonempty set. Since �-almost every x ∈ X visits E infinitely many times, the -
name (xn)n∈ℤ of � almost every x ∈ X can be divided into blocks x(nk−1,nk] where
n0 is chosen so that n0 is the time of the first visit of x to E, that is, n0 = min{j ≥
0 ∶ T j(x) ∈ E}. Each word x(nk−1,nk] consists of some number (possibly zero when
E ∩ T (E) ≠ ∅) of non-starred symbols followed by a single starred one. Now, if
we consider the words x(nk−1,nk] as symbols of a new alphabet, we obtain a countable
partition (−�,0]E of E, where � = rE◦T −1E . Recall that cells of (−�,0]E are defined by
taking the entry-time partition  ofE and refining eachEn ∈  according to(−n,0]. We
will show that(−�,0]0 = (−�,0]E ∪{X ⧵E} is a partition ofX satisfying the assumptions
of Proposition 3.1, which yields H̄�(T ,

(−�,0]
0 ) = �(E)H̄�E (TE ,

(−�,0]
E ). On the other

hand, the processes (T ,) and (T ,(−�,0]0 ) are isomorphic by a code which turns a
nk−nk−1 -name x(nk−1,nk] into (−�,0]0 -name 0nk−nk−1−1w with w = x(nk−1,nk] treated as
a symbol of (−�,0]E .

Proposition 3.2. Assume that (X,X , �, T ) is an invertible probability measure pre-
serving system and E ∈ X sweeps out X. If  is a finite partition of X such that  ≽
{E,X⧵E}, then the partition(−�,0]E ofE, where � = rE◦T −1E satisfiesH�E (

(−�,0]
E ) <

∞ and �(E)H̄�E (TE ,
(−�,0]
E ) = H̄�(T ,).

4 Proofs
Proof of Proposition 3.1. For x ∈ X and N ∈ ℕ we inductively define an auxiliary
function we call the time of the N-th return to E and denote vN (x). Let v1(x) =
min{n ≥ 1 ∶ T n(x) ∈ E} (we agree thatmin ∅ = ∞). GivenN > 1 and vN−1(x) ≠ ∞,
we set vN (x) = min{n > vN−1(x) ∶ T n(x) ∈ E}. By convention, we do not define
vN (x) if vM (x) = ∞ for someM < N . Note that by (13) for �-almost every x ∈ X we
have that for each N ∈ ℕ it holds N ≤ vN (x) < ∞. Furthermore, v1 coincides with
rE on E.

FixN ∈ ℕ. For n ≥ N we have  [1,vn] ≽  [1,n] ≽  [1,(vN∧n)], where (vN ∧n)(x) =
min{vN (x), n} for x ∈ X. Using (8) we obtain

H�(| [1,v
n]) ≤ H�(| [1,n]) ≤ H�(| [1,(v

N∧n)]). (14)

Note that  [1,vN ] and  [1,(vN∧n)] coincide outside the set {x ∈ X ∶ vN (x) > n},
whose �-measure goes to 0 as n → ∞. It follows that the partition distance | [1,vN ] −
 [1,(vN∧n)]| approaches 0 as n→ ∞. By [3, Fact 1.7.10],H�(|⋅) is continuous on the
space of countable partitions endowed with the partition distance, so

lim
n→∞

H�(| [1,(v
N∧n)]) = H�(| [1,v

N ]). (15)
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Let n→ ∞ in (14), then we use (15), and finally we letN → ∞ to get

lim
n→∞

H�(| [1,v
n]) = lim

n→∞
H�(| [1,n]). (16)

By the definition of the conditional entropy we have

H�(| [1,v
n]) =

∑

W ∈ [1,vn]
�(W )

∑

A∈
�(�(A ∩W )∕�(W )). (17)

Below, we label the cells of E ⊆  with boldface letters (recall that [0] = X⧵E ∈ ).
Note thatE ≽  , so if [a] ∈ E , then every occurrence of a in the-name is preceded
by 0|a|−1. We write 0̄a for blocks of “correct” number of 0’s followed by a, that is, 0̄a
stands for 0|a|−1a. Cells of  [1,vn] consist of points sharing -names from position 1 to
the place where the n-th bold symbol occurs. In particular, ifW ∈  [1,vn] then

W = [⋆0la10̄a2… 0̄an] ∈  [1,l+|a2|+…+|an|], where l < |a1|. (18)

We have two cases: either l = |a1| − 1 or l < |a1| − 1. In the former case, we callW
a full cell and note thatW ⊆ E, so �([0] ∩W ) = 0. In the latter case,W ⊆ X ⧵E and
�([0] ∩W ) = 1. Let n be the set of full cells in  [1,v

n]. We rewrite (17) as

H�(| [1,v
n]) =

∑

[⋆0̄a1…0̄an]∈n

�([⋆0̄a1…0̄an])
∑

[a0]∈
�
(

�([a00̄a1…0̄an])
�([⋆0̄a1…0̄an])

)

. (19)

Note that a full cell [⋆0̄a1…0̄an] ⊆  [1,vn] equals [⋆a1…aN ]E ∈  [1,n]E , where [1,n]E =
T −1E (E) ∨ … ∨ T −nE (E) and [a0] ∩ [⋆0̄a1…0̄an] = [a0a1…an]E ∈ n+1

E for every
[a0] ∈ E . Since �(B) = �(E)�E(B) for B ⊆ E , the right hand side of (19) equals

∑

[⋆a1…an]∈
[1,n]
E

�([⋆a1…an]E)
∑

[a0]∈E

�
(

�E([a0a1…an]E)
�E([⋆a1…an]E)

)

= �(E)H�E(E|
[1,n]
E ).

Letting n→ ∞, invoking (10) and (16) we obtain

�(E)H̄�E(TE ,E) = �(E) limn→∞H�E(E|
[1,n]
E ) = lim

n→∞
H�(| [1,v

n]) = H̄�(T ,),

which completes the proof.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Since every partition  = {P1, P2,…} with
∑

n n�(Pn) < ∞
has finite entropy, soH�E () = H�E () <∞. Let � = rE◦T −1E . Observe that for every
n there are at most ||n atoms of (−�,0]E with nonempty intersection with En, that is,
atoms corresponding ton-names with the last symbol starred. It follows that for every
n ≥ 1 the entropy of the partition(−�,0]E with respect to the measure �E(⋅∩En)∕�E(En)
is at most n log ||. It follows directly from the way we defined(−�,0]E that(−�,0]E ≽  ,
hence (−�,0]E ∨  = (−�,0]E and

H�E (
(−�,0]
E ) = H�E (

(−�,0]
E |) +H�E () ≤

∞
∑

n=1
�E(En)n log || +H�E ().
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Since bothH�E () and log ||
∑∞
n=1 n�E(En) are finite we see thatH�E (

(−�,0]
E ) < ∞.

By adding the set P0 = X ⧵ E as a cell to (−�,0]E we obtain a partition (−�,0]0 of X
satisfying the assumptions of Proposition 3.1. Applying that result we get

�(E)H̄�E (TE ,
(−�,0]
E ) = H̄�(T ,

(−�,0]
0 ).

Recall that for �-almost every x ∈ X there exists a strictly increasing sequence (nk)k∈ℤ
of integers satisfying n−1 < 0 ≤ n0 such that the -name (xi)i∈ℤ of x can be divided
into x(nk−1,nk] for k ∈ ℤ, where each block ends with a single starred symbol preceded
by some number (possibly zero) of non-starred symbols. Therefore, given such a -
name x = (xk)k∈ℤ and j ∈ ℤ we find k ∈ ℤ such that nk−1 < j ≤ nk and we define

yj =

{

x(nk−1,nk], if j = nk,
0, otherwise.

(20)

Since every block x(nk−1,nk] corresponds to a cell of (−�,0]0 , the resulting sequence
(yj)j∈ℤ is a valid (−�,0]0 -name. The transformation (xj)j∈ℤ → (yj)j∈ℤ given by (20)
is clearly an isomorphism1 of the processes (T , ̂

0 ) and (T , ̂), since given a (−�,0]0 -
name, where nonzero blocks correspond to the blocks x(nk−1,nk] in 

(−�,0]
0 we can easily

reconstruct -name. Thus H̄�(T ,
(−�,0]
0 ) = H̄�(T ,).

For the proof of Theorem 1.1 it will be convenient to replace f̄ by a uniformly
equivalent pseudometric f̂ . For u = (ui)i∈S, v = (vi)i∈S ∈ ΛS, where S = ℕ0 or
S = ℤ and strictly increasing sequences I = (i(r))r∈ℕ, I ′ = (i′(r))r∈ℕ in ℕ0 we write
u|I = w|I ′ if ui(r) = wi′(r) for every r ∈ ℕ. We define f̂ (u,w) as

f̂ (u,w) = inf{" > 0 ∶ u|I = w|I ′ for some strictly increasing sequences
I = (i(r))r∈ℕ, I ′ = (i′(r))r∈ℕ in ℕ0 with d(I) ≥ 1 − ", d(I ′) ≥ 1 − "},

where d denotes the lower asymptotic density, that is, for A ⊆ ℕ0 we set

d(A) = lim inf
n→∞

1
n
|A ∩ {0, 1,… , n − 1}|.

Lemma 4.1 ([13]). The pseudometrics f̂ and f̄ are uniformly equivalent on ΛS.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Lemma 4.1 it is enough to consider the pseudometric f̂ ,
which is a pseudometric on ΛS in both cases, S = ℕ0 and S = ℤ. Theorem 1.1
follows immediately from the analogous statement for invertible processes by consider-
ing the natural extension, so from now on we assume that S = ℤ. Let Λ = {1, 2,… , l}
(Λ deliberately does not contain 0). Let x, x′ ∈ Λℤ satisfy f̂ (x, x′) < ". We also
assume that x, x′ are frequency-typical for measures �, �′, respectively. We wish to
prove that |ℎ�(�) − ℎ�′ (�)| → 0 as " → 0. By assumption, there exist sets A =
{a(1), a(2),…} ⊆ ℕ0 andA′ = {a′(1), a′(2),…} ⊆ ℕ0 such that xa(n) = x′a′(n) for each
n ∈ ℕ, and both d(A) and d(A′) are bounded below by 1 − ". We define � = (�n)∞n=0
by �n = xa(n+1) = x′a′(n+1) for n ∈ ℕ0. Let y{0, 1}ℤ be the characteristic function of a
set A.

1It is even a finitary code, that is, it has the following property: to determine a value of any entry in
an output sequence, one should only examine finitely many coordinates of the source sequence, this finite
number of coordinates depending upon the input sequence under consideration (see [17]).
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Figure 1: An example of sequences x, x′ ∈ {1, 2}ℤ and their common subsequence �.
Underlined entries in x and x′ mark the positions in A and A′.

In the following, wewill repeatedly choose �-invariant measures quasi-generated by
various finite valued sequences without specifying sequences along which these mea-
sures are generated. Each time we pass to a subsequence, we choose it to be a subse-
quence of the sequence along which the point used in the previous step quasi-generated
a measure. For example, x is frequency-typical, so it generates � along the sequence
consisting of all nonnegative integers, while �′ is quasi-generated along a subsequence
of the sequence along which � is generated.

Let � be a � × �-invariant measure on Λℤ × {0, 1}ℤ quasi-generated by the pair
(x, y). Let � on {0, 1}ℤ be the marginal distribution of � on the second coordinate.
Then � is a joining of � and � (cf. [5, p. 52]) and � is quasi-generated by y, that is, �
(respectively, �) is the marginal of � with respect to the projection from Λℤ×{0, 1}ℤ to
the first (respectively, the second) coordinate. Note that the entropy rate of � satisfies
ℎ�(�) ≤ �(") + �(1 − "). Thus,

ℎ�(�) ≤ ℎ�(� × �) ≤ ℎ�(�) + ℎ�(�) ≤ ℎ�(�) + �(") + �(1 − ").

Therefore |ℎ�(�) − ℎ�(� × �)| → 0 as " → 0.

Figure 2: Sequences y, �, z, z̄ constructed as in the proof of Theorem 1.1 given x, x′ as
above.

Let z = xy ∈ (Λ ∪ {0})ℤ be the pointwise product of x and y and let z̄ = x(1 − y).
Note that z (respectively, z̄) coincides with x alongA (respectively, alongAc = ℕ0⧵A).
The finite sliding-block code of length 1 given by Φ(a, b) = (ab, a(1 − b)) yields an
isomorphism between the measure � quasi-generated by (x, y) and a measure �̄ quasi-
generated by (z, z̄) along the same sequence as �. The marginal distributions of �̄ are
�-invariant measures � and �̄ quasi-generated by z and z̄, respectively. Hence

ℎ� (�) ≤ ℎ�(� × �) = ℎ�̄(� × �) ≤ ℎ� (�) + ℎ�̄ (�). (21)

Note that �̄ is generated by z̄ and the symbol 0 appears in z̄ with the lower asymptotic
density bounded below by 1 − ", so �̄ ([0]) ≥ 1 − ". Similar reasoning shows that
� ([0]) ≤ ". It follows that ℎ�̄ (�) ≤ �(1 − ") + �(") + " log l, where the right hand-side
of the inequality is the entropy of the probability vector (1 − ", "∕l, "∕l,… , "∕l), with
l = |Λ|. This, together with (21), imply that |ℎ� (�) − ℎ�(� × �)| → 0 as "→ 0.
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It remains to estimate ℎ� (�). Consider the measure preserving system (X,X , � , �)
where X = (Λ ∪ {0})ℤ, X is the � -completion of the product �-algbra, and � is the
shift transformation. LetE = X⧵[0] be the set of seqeunces (xn)n∈ℤ with x0 ≠ 0. Note
that � ([0]) ≤ " implies � (E) ≥ 1−". We consider the induced system (E,XE , �E , �E).
Let  = {[a] ∶ a ∈ Λ ∪ {0}} be the partition of X into cylinder sets of length 1. Then
E = {[a] ∶ a ∈ Λ},  = E ∪ {[0]}, and  ≽ {E,X ⧵ E}. We want to apply
Proposition 3.2, but E need not to sweep out X with respect to � . In that case, there
are 0 < � < 1 and a shift invariant measure �̂ such that � = (1 − �)�̂ + ��0̄, where �0̄
is the Dirac measure concentrated on the fixed point 0̄ = …00.00… and �̂ and �0̄ are
mutually singular. It follows that �̂ ({0̄}) = 0, hence E sweeps out X with respect to �̂ .
Furthermore, � ≤ � ([0]) ≤ " and

�̂ (E) =
� (E)
1 − �

≥ 1 − "
1 − �

.

By affinity of the entropy rate [5, Lemma 3.9] we get ℎ� (�) = (1−�)ℎ�̂ (�)+�ℎ�0̄ (�) =
(1 − �)ℎ�̂ (�). It follows that |ℎ� (�) − ℎ�̂ (�)| → 0 as "→ 0.

Let (−�,0]E be the partition of E obtained in Proposition 3.2. Since X ⧵ E ∈ ,
we easily see that the processes (TE ,

(−�,0]
E ) and (TE ,) where  = E ∨  are

isomorphic. Applying Proposition 3.2 we obtainH�̂E
() <∞ and

�̂ (E)H̄�̂E
(�E ,) = H̄�̂ (�, ∪ {[0]}) = H̄�̂ (�,) = ℎ�̂ (�).

It follows that |H̄�̂E
(�E ,) − ℎ�̂ (�)| → 0 as "→ 0.

Consider the entropy rate of the process (�E , ) generated on (E,XE , �̂E , �E). Set-
ting pn = �̂ (En) = �̂

(

{x ∈ E ∶ rE(�−1E (x)) = n}
)

we get a probability vector p =
(pn)n∈ℕ on ℕ with the expected value

E(p) =
∞
∑

n=1
npn = 1∕�̂ (E) ≤ 1∕� (E).

Since it is well-known that among all the distributions on ℕ with expected value 1∕p,
the largest entropy is (�(p)+�(1−p))∕p we get H̄�̂E

(�E , ) ≤ (�(")+�(1−"))∕(1−").
Since  = E ∨  we have H̄�̂E

(�E ,E) ≤ H̄�̂E
(�E ,) and

H̄�̂E
(�E ,) ≤ H̄�̂E

(�E ,E) + H̄�̂E
(�E , ) ≤ H̄�̂E

(�E ,E) +
�(") + �(1 − ")

(1 − ")
.

Thus |H̄�̂E
(�E ,E)−H̄�̂E

(�E ,)| → 0 as "→ 0. Summing up, |H̄�̂E
(�E ,E)−ℎ�(�)|

approaches 0 as "→ 0.
Repeating the same steps, but starting with x′ in place of x and generating only

along subsequences of the sequence along which � was generated, we produce “primed
versions” of all objects defined so far. In particular, we have a measure �̂ ′ such that
taking the same set E as above and the partition E of E into cylinders of non-zero
symbols |H̄�̂ ′E

(�E ,E) − ℎ�′ (�)| → 0 as " → 0. It remains to compare H̄�̂E
(�E ,E)

with its primed variant H̄�̂ ′E
(�E ,E).

We clearly have �E = �̂E and � ′E = �̂
′
E . Furthermore, z restricted to nonzero entries

with nonnegative indices, which coincides with � defined above, gives us a E-name
of a frequency-typical sequence for the induced process (�E ,E). But z′ restricted to
nonzero entries also yields � and is frequency-typical for the process (�E ,E), hence
H̄�̂E

(�E ,E) = H̄�̂ ′E
(�E ,E), and the proof is complete.
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Remark 4.2. The above proof indicates also the modulus of the uniform continuity of
the entropy function with respect to f̂ , namely if two frequency-typicasl sequences are
"-close with respect to f̄ , then the entropy rates of the processes generated by these
sequences differ by at most

2
(

2�(") + 2�(1 − ") + 4" log l +
�(") + �(1 − ")

1 − "

)

.

Note that this number depends on the cardinality l of the alphabet Λ.

5 Appendix: The Abramov Formula
As a by-product of our considerations we present an elementary proof of a general
version of the Abramov formula, which [9] attributes to Scheller. Let Part(D) (respec-
tively, Part!(D)) stand for the set of all finite measurable partitions of D ∈ X (re-
spectively, all countable measurable partitions  of D with H�() < ∞). Recall that
the Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy ℎ�(T ) of a measure preserving system (X,X , �, T ) is
the supremum of entropy rates of all processes generated from the system by taking
 ∈ Part(X), equivalently, by taking  ∈ Part!(X), that is,

ℎ�(T ) = sup
∈Part(X)

H̄�(T ,) = sup
∈Part!(X)

H̄�(T ,). (22)

Theorem 5.1 (The Abramov Formula). Let (X,X , �, T ) be a probability measure pre-
serving system and let E ∈ X sweep out X. Then ℎ�(T ) = �(E)ℎ�E (TE).

Proof. Using the natural extension the proof reduces to the invertible case. For every
 ∈ Part(E), the partition (E) = ( ∨ ) ∪ {X ⧵ E} ∈ Part!(X) satisfies the
assumptions of Proposition 3.1 and (E)E ≽ , so �(E)H̄�E (TE ,) ≤ ℎ�(T ,(E)).
Using (22) we get

�(E)H̄�E (TE) = �(E) sup
∈Part(E)

H̄�E (TE ,) ≤ sup
∈Part(E)

H̄�(T ,(E)) ≤ ℎ�(T ).

For ∈ Part(X)we set ̂ = ∨{E,X ⧵E}. Let ̂(−�,0]E be the partition ofE obtained
in Proposition 3.2. We have

ℎ�(T ) = sup
∈Part(X)

H̄�(T , ̂) = �(E) sup
∈Part(X)

H̄�E (TE , ̂
(−�,0]) ≤ �(E)ℎ�E (TE),

where the first equality uses that ̂ ≽  for every  ∈ Part(X), the second equality
follows from Proposition 3.2, and the inequality follows from (22).
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