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TOPOLOGICAL ENTROPY DIMENSION ON SUBSETS FOR

NONAUTONOMOUS DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

CHANG-BING LI

ABSTRACT. The topological entropy dimension is mainly used to distinguish the zero topo-

logical entropy systems. Two types of topological entropy dimensions, the classical entropy

dimension and the Pesin entropy dimension, are investigated for nonautonomous dynamical

systems. Several properties of the entropy dimensions are discussed, such as the power rule,

monotonicity and equiconjugacy et al. The Pesin entropy dimension is also proved to be in-

variant up to equiconjugacy. The relationship between these two types of entropy dimension

is also discussed in more detail. It’s proved that these two entropy dimensions coincide and

are equal to one provided that the classical topological entropy is positive and finite.

1. INTRODUCTION

The topological entropy, as an important topological conjugate invariant, was firstly in-

troduced by Adler et al. [1]. Bowen [3] used a method resembles the Hausdorff dimension

to extend the concept of topological entropy for noncompact sets. Pesin [20, 19] developed

the so-called Carathéodory-Pesin structure to study the topological entropy and topologi-

cal pressure on noncompact sets, and proved the equivalence between Bowen entropy and

Pesin entropy for compact systems. It is well known that the topological entropy measures

the exponential growth rate of the number of distinguishable orbits as time advances and

takes value in [0,+∞]. The positive entropy systems refer to dynamical systems with posi-

tive topological entropy, while infinite entropy systems are special case of them, where the

topological entropy reach infinity. The present paper concerns mainly on the finite entropy

systems, especially the zero entropy systems or null systems, for which the topological en-

tropy are zero. Although the positive entropy systems exhibit more dynamical complexity,

the zero entropy systems own various levels of complexity, and recently have been discussed

by many studies [12].

The topological entropy dimension is the main tool to distinguish the zero entropy sys-

tems, which was firstly introduced by Carvalho [5] to classify different levels of intermediate

growth rate of complexity for dynamical systems [7]. In practical terms, the topological en-

tropy dimension can provide insight into the behavior of complex systems, especially those
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that exhibit fractal characteristics. A typical dynamical system with positive and finite topo-

logical entropy has topological entropy dimension 1. A higher entropy dimension indicates

a higher degree of complexity or randomness in the measure’s distribution in dynamical sys-

tems. The inherent properties of entropy dimension have led to numerous applications, for

examples, Dou et al. [6] introduced the concept of strictly positive entropy dimension and

showed that if a dynamical system has strictly positive entropy dimension, then it is weakly

mixing, and Zeng [26] further proved that the weakly mixing property implies Kato chaos.

Meanwhile, the entropy dimension is closed related to the sequence entropy pair, discrete

spectrum and minimal systems, and which are beyond the scope of the present paper. For a

more comprehensive understanding of these concepts, we would like to refer the reader to

Chapter 7 of the monograph of Ye, Huang and Shao [25]. Throughout this paper, our focus

remains on the topological properties of entropy dimension, therefore, we may occasionally

refer to the topological entropy dimension as entropy dimension for convenience.

The entropy dimension has been widely studied by many researchers, on both the au-

tonomous systems and the nonautonomous systems. Ferenczi and Park [8] introduced the

entropy dimension to measure the complexity of entropy zero measurable dynamics. Cheng

and Li [4] showed that the entropy dimension takes on arbitrary values in [0,1]. Ahn et

al. [2, 6, 7] did some deep investigations and showed that the entropy dimension doesn’t

have the variational principle, they also showed that the topological entropy dimension can

be given by the generating sequence. Ma et al. [18, 12] discussed the entropy dimension

on noncompact sets, and compared different forms of topological entropy dimensions. Re-

cently, the relative entropy dimension, preimage entropy dimension for autonomous dynam-

ical systems and the topological entropy dimension for amenable group actions were also

discussed [27, 17, 16].

After the study of topological entropy for nonautonomous dynamical system by Kolyada

and Snoha [10]. Kuang et al. [11] discussed some properties of the topological entropy di-

mension, such as the power rule, monotonicity, equiconjugacy for upper topological entropy

dimension. Li et al. [15] constructed concrete examples of zero entropy systems with entropy

dimension attain any value in [0,1]. Yang et al. [24] further discussed the measure-theoretic

entropy dimension. However, the studies of entropy dimension are far from satisfactory.

Inspired by several types of topological entropies in nonautonomous dynamical systems [14,

9], the purpose of this paper is to define and study the classical topological entropy dimen-

sion and the Pesin topological entropy dimension, and to further investigate the relationship

between several types of topological entropy dimensions and the corresponding topological

entropy in nonautonomous dynamical systems.

This paper is organized as follows. In the second section, we give some basic concepts

and results for the classical topological entropy dimension and extend the concept of Pesin

topological entropy to Pesin topological entropy dimension on subsets for nonautonomous

dynamical systems. In the third section, we study the properties of the classical topological

entropy dimension that are not covered by the known literature, and investigate the properties



TOPOLOGICAL ENTROPY DIMENSION 3

of the Pesin topological entropy dimension in the meantime. The results show that the Pesin

topological entropy dimension shares many similar properties with the classical topological

entropy dimension, such as the monotonicity, power rule, equiconjugacy, et al. In the last

section, we investigate the relationship among the two types of classical topological entropy

dimension and the Pesin topological entropy dimension, and discuss the relationship between

these two topological entropy dimensions and the corresponding topological entropies. We

further prove that for the positive topological entropy systems, the two types of classical

entropy dimension and the Pesin entropy dimension coincide and are all equal to one.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let X be a compact topological space, and f1,∞ = { fi}∞i=1 be a sequence of continuous

maps from X to itself. For any i ∈N, let f 0
i = idX be the identity map of X , and for any i, j ∈N,

let

f
j

i = fi+( j−1) ○ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ○ fi+1 ○ fi, f
− j
i = ( f

j
i )−1

= f −1
i ○ f −1

i+1 ○ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅○ f −1
i+( j−1).

Then we call such system a nonautonomous dynamical system (NDS for short), and denoted

it by (X , f1,∞). For any x ∈ X , the trajectory and the orbit of x are the sequence ( f n
1
(x))∞

n=0
and the set { f n

1
(x) ∶ n = 0,1,⋯} [10]. Note that, if fi = f for every i ≥ 1, we get the usual

topological dynamical system (X , f ).
Let (X , f1,∞) be an NDS. We denote by f k

1,∞ = { f k
ik+1
}∞

i=0 = { f k
1
, f k

k+1
, f k

2k+1
, . . .}, by f −1

1,∞ ={ f −1
i }∞i=1 and by fi,∞ ={ fi, fi+1, . . .}. For any finite open covers U1,U2, . . .,Un of X , we denote

by
n

⋁
i=1

Ui = U1∨U2∨⋅ ⋅ ⋅∨Un = {U1∩U2∩⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩Un ∶Ui ∈ Ui, i = 1,2, . . .,n}.
For any finite open cover U of X , we also denote by f

− j
i (U) = { f

− j
i (U) ∶U ∈ U}, by Un

i =

⋁n−1
j=0 f

− j
i (U), and by N (U) the minimal possible cardinality of a subcover chosen from U .

Let K be a nonempty subset of X (not necessarily compact), we denote by U ∣K the cover{U ∩K ∶U ∈ U} of K. Given two covers U ,V of X , we say V is a refinement of U , if every

member of V is included in a member of U , and denote it by U ⪯ V .

The following Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2 are simple and useful in this paper, so we

present them and skip the proof.

Lemma 2.1. Let (X , f1,∞) be an NDS. Then for any open covers U ,V of X,

(1) U ⪯ U ∨V;

(2) N (U ∨V) ≤N (U) ⋅N (V);
(3) f −1

i (U ∨V) = f −1
i (U)∨ f −1

i (V) for any i ≥ 1;

(4) N ( f
− j
i (U)) ≤N (U) for any i ≥ 1 and j ≥ 0;

(5) if U ⪯ V then N (U) ≤N (V) and Un
i ⪯ V

n
i for any i,n ≥ 1;

(6) if Y ⊆ Z ⊆ X then N (U ∣Y ) ≤N (U ∣Z).
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Lemma 2.2. Let (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and K be a nonempty subset of X. Then for any open

covers U ,V of X,

(1) N (U ∣K) ≤N (U);
(2) (U ∨V) ∣K = (U ∣K)∨(V ∣K);
(3) f −1

i (U)∣K = ( fi∣K)−1 (U ∣K) for any i ≥ 1;

(4) if U ⪯ V then N (U ∣K) ≤N (V ∣K).
2.1. Classical topological entropy dimension.

Definition 2.3. [10] Let (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and K be a nonempty subset of X . The

topological entropy of the sequence of maps f1,∞ on the set K is defined by

htop( f1,∞,K) = sup{htop( f1,∞,K,U) ∶ U is an open cover of X} ,
where

htop( f1,∞,K,U) = limsup
n→∞

1

n
log
⎛
⎝

n−1

⋁
j=0

f
− j

1
(U)∣

K

⎞
⎠ = limsup

n→∞

1

n
logN (Un

1 ∣K) . (2.1)

Particularly, the topological entropy of f1,∞ on X is abbreviated as h( f1,∞).
For any s > 0, we replace 1

n by 1
ns in (2.1), and let

hK( f1,∞,s,U) = limsup
n→∞

1

ns
logN (Un

1 ∣K) ,
hK( f1,∞,s,U) = liminf

n→∞

1

ns
logN (Un

1 ∣K) .
Definition 2.4. Let (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and K be a nonempty subset of X . For any s > 0,

the upper and lower s-topological entropy of f1,∞ on the set K are defined by

hK( f1,∞,s) = sup{hK( f1,∞,s,U)}, hK( f1,∞,s) = sup{hK( f1,∞,s,U)},
respectively, where the supremum is taken over all finite open covers of X .

When s=1, then hK( f1,∞,1)=htop( f1,∞,K). It is easy to see that hK( f1,∞,s)≤hK( f1,∞,s)
and hK( f1,∞,s), hK( f1,∞,s) are non-increasing with s > 0. Besides hK( f1,∞,s),hK( f1,∞,s) ∉{0,+∞} for at most one s > 0. This implies that the values of hK( f1,∞,s) and hK( f1,∞,s)
jump from +∞ to 0 at some critical points.

Definition 2.5. [15] Let (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and K be a nonempty subset of X . The upper

and lower topological entropy dimension of f1,∞ on K are defined by

DK( f1,∞) = inf{s > 0 ∶ hK( f1,∞,s) = 0} = sup{s > 0 ∶ hK( f1,∞,s) =∞},
DK( f1,∞) = inf{s > 0 ∶ hK( f1,∞,s) = 0} = sup{s > 0 ∶ hK( f1,∞,s) =∞},

respectively. Especially when DK( f1,∞) =DK( f1,∞) = s, we call s the classical topological

entropy dimension of K, and denoted it by DK( f1,∞) = s.
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Remark 2.6. We call the above entropy dimension the classical topological entropy dimen-

sion, in order to distinguish the Pesin topological entropy dimension in the next subsection.

It should be noticed that in [11], Kuang et al. called the upper entropy dimension DK( f1,∞)
as the topological entropy dimension of f1,∞ .

We would like to mention that Dou et al. [6] altered the order of the procedure, that is,

first take the critical value of s to define the upper and lower entropy dimension with respect

to U by

D
′
K( f1,∞,U) = inf{s > 0 ∶ hK( f1,∞,s,U) = 0} = sup{s > 0 ∶ hK( f1,∞,s,U) =∞};

D′K( f1,∞,U) = inf{s > 0 ∶ hK( f1,∞,s,U) = 0} = sup{s > 0 ∶ hK( f1,∞,s,U) =∞}.
Then take the supremum of all open covers of X :

D
′
K( f1,∞) = sup

U

{D′K( f1,∞,U) ∶ U} , D′K( f1,∞) = sup
U

{D′K( f1,∞,U)} .
Proposition 2.7. Let (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and K be a nonempty subset of X. Then

DK( f1,∞) =D
′
K( f1,∞), DK( f1,∞) =D′K( f1,∞).

Proof. The proof is similar to [18, Proposition 3.1], so we omit it. �

The topological entropy dimension can also be defined in terms of separated sets and

spanning sets. Let (X ,d) be a compact metric space. For any A ⊆ X , the diameter of A is

defined as ∣A∣ =max{d(x,y) ∶ x,y ∈A}. For any open cover U of X , the diameter of U is given

by ∣U ∣ =max{∣A∣ ∶ A ∈ U}. For any ε > 0, n ∈N, we define a new metric on X by

dn(x,y) =max{d ( f
j

1
(x)), f

j

1
(y)) ∶ 0 ≤ j ≤ n−1} .

It is easy to check that dn is also a metric of X , and is equivalent to d since X is compact.

The Bowen ball is given by Bn(x,ε) = {y ∈ X ∶ dn(x,y) < ε}.
Let K be a nonempty subset of X . For any ε > 0, a subset E of X is said to be an (n,ε)-

spanning set of K, if for any y ∈ K there exists x ∈ E such that dn(x,y) ≤ ε . A subset F ⊆ K

is said to be an (n,ε)-separated set of K, if x,y ∈ F with x ≠ y implies dn(x,y) > ε . Let

rn( f1,∞,K,ε) be the minimal cardinality of any (n,ε)-spanning set of K, and sn( f1,∞,K,ε)
be the maximal cardinality of any (n,ε)-separated set of K.

For any s > 0 and ∅ ≠K ⊆ X , let

hspan( f1,∞,K,s) = lim
ε→0

limsup
n→∞

1

ns
logrn( f1,∞,K,ε);

hspan( f1,∞,K,s) = lim
ε→0

liminf
n→∞

1

ns
logrn( f1,∞,K,ε);

hsep( f1,∞,K,s) = lim
ε→0

limsup
n→∞

1

ns
logsn( f1,∞,K,ε);
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hsep( f1,∞,K,s) = lim
ε→0

liminf
n→∞

1

ns
logsn( f1,∞,K,ε).

Definition 2.8. Let (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and K be a nonempty subset of X . For any s > 0,

we define

hd( f1,∞,K,s) = hspan( f1,∞,K,s) = hsep( f1,∞,K,s),
hd( f1,∞,K,s) = hspan( f1,∞,K,s) = hsep( f1,∞,K,s).

Lemma 2.9. [15] Let (X ,d) be a compact metric space, (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and K be a

nonempty subset of X. Then the two notations of topological entropy dimensions of f1,∞ on

the set K are equivalent, i.e., for any s > 0,

hd( f1,∞,K,s) = hK( f1,∞,s), hd( f1,∞,K,s) = hK( f1,∞,s).
2.2. Pesin topological entropy dimension. Let X be a compact topological space, and(X , f1,∞) be an NDS. For any finite open cover U of X , we denote by Sm(U) the set of all

strings U = (Ui0,Ui1, . . .,Uim−1
) of length m =m(U)with Ui j

∈U . And put S(U) =⋃m≥0 Sm(U).
For a given string U = (Ui0,Ui1, . . .,Uim−1

) ∈ S(U), let

X(U) = X f1,∞(U) = {x ∈ X ∶ f j

1
(x) ∈Ui j

, j = 0,1, . . .,m(U)−1} .
It is easy to see that X(U) =⋂m(U)−1

j=0 f
− j
1
(Ui j
). We say a collection of strings G covers the

subset K ⊆ X if K ⊆⋃U∈G X(U).
For any α ∈R, s > 0 and nonempty subset K ⊆ X , let

M( f1,∞,K,s,U ,α,N)= inf{∑
U∈G

e−αm(U)s} , (2.2)

where the infimum is taken over all finite or countable collections of strings GN, f1,∞ ⊆ S(U)
such that m(U) ≥N for all U ∈ GN, f1,∞

and GN, f1,∞
covers K.

Then taking the limit of M( f1,∞,K,s,U ,α,N) as N →∞,

m( f1,∞,K,s,U ,α)= lim
N→∞

M( f1,∞,K,s,U ,α,N).
One can check that m( f1,∞,K,s,U ,α) ≤ m( f1,∞,Y,s,U ,α ′) when α ≥ α ′. By [19, Proposi-

tion 1.2], there exists a critical value α such that m( f1,∞,K,s,U ,α) jumps from +∞ to 0. So

we denote this critical value by

D( f1,∞,K,s,U) = inf{α ∶m( f1,∞,K,s,U ,α)= 0}
= sup{α ∶m( f1,∞,K,s,U ,α) =∞}.

Definition 2.10. The Pesin s-topological entropy of f1,∞ on the set K is given by

D( f1,∞,K,s) = sup{D( f1,∞,K,s,U) ∶ U is a open cover of X}.
Especially, D( f1,∞,K,1) corresponds to the Pesin topological entropy of f1,∞ on the set K,

i.e., D( f1,∞,K,1) = Ph( f1,∞,K) [14, 9].
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Proposition 2.11. (1) The map s → D( f1,∞,K,s) is non-negative and non-increasing

with s;

(2) There exists s0 > 0 such that

D( f1,∞,K,s) = {+∞, 0 < s < s0;

0, s > s0.

Definition 2.12. The Pesin topological entropy dimension of f1,∞ on the set K is given by

the critical value of the parameter s, where D( f1,∞,K,s) jumps from∞ to 0:

D( f1,∞,K) = sup{s ∶D( f1,∞,K,s) = +∞}
= inf{s ∶D( f1,∞,K,s) = 0}.

Remark 2.13. We can also use Bowen’s method [3] to define the topological entropy dimen-

sion, however, these two types of entropy dimensions are equivalent theoretically, see [20,

14].

3. TOPOLOGICAL PROPERTIES OF TOPOLOGICAL ENTROPY DIMENSIONS

3.1. Properties of the classical entropy dimension. Kuang et al. [11] and Li et al. [15]

presented many results for the classical topological entropy dimension, so in this section we

focus mainly on the properties that are not covered in these literature.

Given a sequence of continuous selfmaps f1,∞ = { fi}∞i=1 defined on X , we say fi ∈ f1,∞

is expanding, if there exists λ > 1 such that d( fi(x), fi(y)) > λd(x,y) for all x,y ∈ X . The

sequence f1,∞ is forward expansive or positively expansive if two points are eventually sepa-

rated by more than some fixed distance, that is, there exists an expansive constant δ > 0 such

that for any distinct x,y ∈ X then supn∈Nd( f n
1
(x), f n

1
(y)) > δ . If all fi are homeomorphisms,

we say a finite open cover U of X is a generator of (X , f1,∞) if for every sequence {An}n∈Z

of members of U , the set ⋂∞n=−∞ f −n
1
(An) contains at most one point of X . These concepts

are modified from [23, 22].

Proposition 3.1. Let (X ,d) be a compact metric space, (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and {Un} be

a sequence of finite open covers of X with limn→∞ ∣Un∣ = 0. Then

lim
n→∞

D
′
X( f1,∞,Un) =DX( f1,∞) and lim

n→∞
D′X( f1,∞,Un) =DX( f1,∞).

In particular, if U is a generating open cover of X, i.e., limn→∞ ∣⋁n−1
j=0 f

− j

1
(U)∣ → 0, then

D
′
X( f1,∞,U) =DX( f1,∞) and D′X( f1,∞,U) =DX( f1,∞).

Proof. We prove only the first equation, the other proof is similar. For any finite open cover

V of X , and δ be its Lebesgue number (A Lebesgue number for V is a number δ > 0 such

that any subset Z ⊆X having diameter less than δ is contained in some V ∈ V). Then for each

n with ∣Un∣ < δ , we have V ⪯ Un. Then D
′
X( f1,∞,Un) ≥D

′
X( f1,∞,V), and

liminf
n→∞

D
′
X( f1,∞,Un) ≥D

′
X( f1,∞,V).
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Since V is arbitrary, it follows that

liminf
n→∞

D
′
X( f1,∞,Un) ≥D

′
X( f1,∞).

On the other hand, it is obvious that D
′
X( f1,∞,Un) ≤DX( f1,∞). Then

limsup
n→∞

D
′
X( f1,∞,Un) ≤D

′
X( f1,∞).

By Proposition 2.7, we have limn→∞D
′
X( f1,∞,Un) =DX( f1,∞).

If U is a generating open cover of X , then Un ∶=⋁n−1
j=0 f

− j
1
(U) is also an open cover of X

and satisfies limn→∞ ∣Un∣ = 0. Therefore D
′
X( f1,∞,U) = DX( f1,∞) follows from the above

discussion. �

Lemma 3.2. [22, Theorem 16] Let f1,∞ be a sequence of homeomorphisms from (X ,d) to

itself. Then f1,∞ is forward expansive if and only if this system has a generator.

Theorem 3.3. Let f1,∞ be forward expansive homeomorphisms on the compact metric space(X ,d). Then htop( f1,∞,X) is finite, and there exists a generator U of (X , f1,∞) such that

D′X( f1,∞,U) =DX( f1,∞)and D
′
X( f1,∞,U) =DX( f1,∞).

Proof. This result follows from [23, Theorem 7.11], Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 3.2. �

Theorem 3.4. Let (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and K be a nonempty f1,∞-invariant subset of X,

i.e., f −1
i (K) =K for all i ≥ 1. Then for any 1 ≤ i ≤ j <∞,

DK( fi,∞) ≤DK( f j,∞), DK( fi,∞) ≤DK( f j,∞).
Proof. We prove only the first inequality, the second inequality is similar. For this purpose,

it suffices to show that for any s > 0 and i ≥ 1, we have hK( fi,∞,s) ≤ hK( fi+1,∞,s).
For any open cover U of X , it is clear that

Un
i ∣K = (U ∨ f −1

i (U)∨ f −1
i ○ f −1

i+1(U)∨⋅ ⋅ ⋅∨ f −1
i ○ f

−(n−2)
i+1 (U))∣

K

= (U ∨ f −1
i (U ∨ f −1

i+1(U)∨⋅ ⋅ ⋅∨ f
−(n−2)
i+1

(U)))∣
K

= (U ∨ f −1
i (Un−1

i+1 ))∣K
= U ∣K ∨( f −1

i (Un−1
i+1 ))∣K

= U ∣K ∨ f −1
i (Un−1

i+1 ∣K) (since K is f1,∞-invariant).
Therefore,

hK( fi,∞,s) = limsup
n→∞

1

ns
logN (Un

i ∣K)
≤ limsup

n→∞

1

ns
logN (U ∣K)+ limsup

n→∞

1

ns
logN ( f −1

i (Un−1
i+1 ∣K))
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≤ limsup
n→∞

1

ns
logN (U)+ limsup

n→∞

1

(n−1)s logN (Un−1
i+1 ∣K)

= hK( fi+1,∞,s).
Now for any s0 >DK( fi+1,∞,s), then hK( fi+1,∞,s0)=0 implies that hK( fi,∞,s0)=0. Hence

s0 ≥DK( fi,∞), and this further implies that DK( fi+1,∞,s) ≥DK( fi,∞). �

Remark 3.5. The condition that K to be f1,∞-invariant is necessary, since by Lemma 2.2,

f −1
i (U)∣K = ( fi∣K)−1(U ∣K), and it is not true for N ( f −1

i (U)∣K) ≤N (U ∣K) in general.

Corollary 3.6. Let (X , f1,∞) be an NDS. Then for any 1 ≤ i ≤ j <∞,

DX( fi,∞) ≤DX( f j,∞), DX( fi,∞) ≤DX( f j,∞).
Theorem 3.7. Let (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and K be a nonempty subset of X. Then for any

k ∈N,

DK( f k
1,∞) ≤DK( f1,∞), DK( f k

1,∞) ≤DK( f1,∞).
Proof. To prove this theorem, we need only to show that, for any s > 0 and k ∈N, then

hK( f k
1,∞,s) ≤ ks ⋅hK( f1,∞,s), hK( f k

1,∞,s) ≤ ks ⋅hK( f1,∞,s).
For this purpose, let g j = f k

( j−1)k+1
for j ≥ 1. Then f k

1,∞ = { f k
( j−1)k+1

}∞
j=1 = {g j}∞j=1,

f
jk

1
= f k
( j−1)k+1

○ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅○ f k
k+1 ○ f k

1 = g j ○ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅○g1 = g
j
1
. (3.1)

From this, it is easy to verify that if E is an (kn,ε)-spanning set of K with respect to f1,∞,

then E is also an (n,ε)-spanning set of K with respect to f k
1,∞. Hence rn( f k

1,∞,K,ε) ≤
rnk( f1,∞,K,ε). By Definition 2.8 and Lemma 2.9,

hK( f k
1,∞,s) = lim

ε→0
limsup

n→∞

1

ns
logrn( f k

1,∞,K,ε)
≤ lim

ε→0
limsup

n→∞

ks

(nk)s logrnk( f1,∞,K,ε)
= ks ⋅hK( f1,∞,s).

Similarly, we could prove hK( f k
1,∞,s) ≤ ks ⋅hK( f1,∞,s).

The rest proof is clear since if s0 >DK( f1,∞), then hK( f1,∞,s0)=0 implies hK( f k
1,∞,s0)=0,

and it further implies that s0 >DK( f k
1,∞). Thus DK( f1,∞) ≥DK( f k

1,∞) by the arbitrariness of

s0. Similarly, we have DK( f k
1,∞) ≤DK( f1,∞). �

Remark 3.8. Kuang et al. [11, Proposition 3.2] proved the upper topological entropy dimen-

sion inequality when K =X . And Li et al. [15, Theorem 3.7] proved a similar result when the

sequence f1,∞ is equicontinuous (see Definition 3.10). Particularly when fi = f for all i ≥ 1

then we further have DK( f k
1,∞) =DK( f1,∞), see [12, Theorem 3.2].
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Theorem 3.9. Let (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and K be a nonempty subset of X. If the sequence

f1,∞ has period k, then

DK( f k
1,∞) =DK( f1,∞) ≥DK( f k

1,∞) =DK( f1,∞).
Proof. To prove this theorem, by Theorem 3.7, we need only to prove that for any s > 0 and

some open cover U of X ,

hK( f k
1,∞,s,U) ≥ ks ⋅hK( f1,∞,s,U) and hK( f k

1,∞,s,U) ≥ ks ⋅hK( f1,∞,s,U).
Note that f1,∞ = { f1, . . ., fk, f1, . . ., fk, . . .} and f k

1,∞ = { f k
1
, f k

1
, . . .} . For any t ∈ N and

1 ≤ i ≤ k−1, by (3.1), then f kt
1
= ( f k

1
)t and

f tk+i
1 = ( ftk+i ○ ftk+i−1 ○ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅○ ftk+1)○( ftk ○ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅○ fk+1 ○( fk ○ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅○ f1))
= ( fi ○ . . . f1)○ f tk

1

= f i
1 ○ f kt

1 .

Thus

f
−(tk+i)
1

= ( f tk+i
1 )−1 = f −kt

1 ○ f −i
1 = ( f kt

1 )−1 ○ f −i
1 . (3.2)

We begin by proving the first inequality. For any n ∈N, let n = t0k+ r, where t0 = [n/k] is

the integer part of n/k. Then

n−1

⋁
j=0

f
− j

1
(U) = [U ∨ f −1

1 (U)∨⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩ f
−(k−1)
1

(U)]∨[ f −k
1 (U)∨⋅ ⋅ ⋅∨ f

−(2k−1)
1

(U)]
∨⋅ ⋅ ⋅∨[ f −(t0−1)k

1
(U)∨ f

−((t0−1)k+1)
1

(U) ⋅ ⋅ ⋅∨ f
−(t0k−1)
1

(U)]
∨[ f −t0k

1
(U)∨ f

−(t0k+1)
1

(U)∨⋅ ⋅ ⋅∨ f
−(t0k+r−1)
1

(U)]
= [U ∨ f −1

1 (U)∨⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩ f
−(k−1)
1

(U)]∨ f −k
1 (U ∨ f −1

1 (U)∨⋅ ⋅ ⋅∨ f
−(k−1)
1

(U))
∨⋅ ⋅ ⋅∨ f

−(t0−1)k
1

(U ∨ f −1
1 (U)∨⋅ ⋅ ⋅∨ f

−(k−1)
1

(U))
∨ f
−t0k
1
(U ∨ f −1

1 (U)∨⋅ ⋅ ⋅∨ f
−(r−1)
1

(U)) (By (3.2))
= (U k

1 ∨( f k
1 )−1(U k

1)∨⋅ ⋅ ⋅∨( f
(t0−1)k
1

)−1(U k
1))∨( f

t0k
1
)−1(U r

1)
=
⎛
⎝

t0−1

⋁
j=0

( f k
1 )− j(U k

1)⎞⎠∨( f
t0k
1
)−1(U r

1).
Then

N (Un
1 ∣K) =N ⎛⎝

n−1

⋁
j=0

f
− j

1
(U)∣

K

⎞
⎠
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≤N
⎛
⎝(

t0−1

⋁
j=0
( f k

1 )− j(U k
1))∣

K

⎞
⎠ ⋅N (( f

−t0k
1
(U r

1))∣K)

≤N
⎛
⎝(

t0−1

⋁
j=0

( f k
1 )− j(U k

1))∣
K

⎞
⎠ ⋅N ( f

−t0k
1
(U r

1)) (By Lemma 2.2)

≤N
⎛
⎝(

t0−1

⋁
j=0
( f k

1 )− j(U k
1))∣

K

⎞
⎠ ⋅N (U r

1) (By Lemma 2.1).

This follows that

logN
⎛
⎝(

t0−1

⋁
j=0
( f k

1 )− j(U k
1))∣K⎞⎠ ≥ logN (Un

1 ∣K)− logN (U r
1). (3.3)

Then

hK( f k
1,∞,s,U

k
1) = limsup

t0→∞

1

ts
0

logN
⎛
⎝(

t0−1

⋁
j=0
( f k

1 )− j(U k
1))∣

K

⎞
⎠

≥ limsup
t0→∞

1

ts
0

[logN (Un
1 ∣K)− logN (U r

1)] (By (3.3))
= limsup

t0→∞

1

ts
0

logN (Un
1 ∣K)

= limsup
t0→∞

1

ns

(t0k+r)s
ts
0

logN (Un
1 ∣K)

= ks ⋅ limsup
n→∞

1

ns
logN (Un

1 ∣K)
= ks ⋅hK( f1,∞,s,U).

Therefore, hK( f k
1,∞,s) ≥ hK( f k

1,∞,s,U
k
1
) ≥ ks ⋅ hK( f1,∞,s,U). By the arbitrariness of U , it

follows that hK( f k
1,∞,s) ≥ ks ⋅ hK( f1,∞,s). Similarly we could prove hK( f k

1,∞,s,U) ≥ ks ⋅
hK( f1,∞,s,U).

Finally, for any s0 > DK( f k
1,∞), then hK( f k

1,∞,s0) = 0 implies hK( f1,∞,s0) = 0. Thus

s0 ≥ DK( f1,∞) and it follows that DK( f k
1,∞) ≥ DK( f1,∞). Then by Theorem 3.7, we have

DK( f k
1,∞) =DK( f1,∞), and similarly DK( f k

1,∞) =DK( f1,∞). �

Definition 3.10. Let (X ,d) be a compact metric space. We say the sequence of selfmaps

f1,∞ ={ fi}∞i=1 is equicontinuous, if for any ε >0, there exists δ =δ(ε)>0 such that d( fi(x), fi(y))<
ε for all i ≥ 1 whenever d(x,y) < δ .
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Lemma 3.11. [11, Proposition 3.5] Let (X ,d) be a compact metric space, and f1,∞ be a

sequence of equicontinuous selfmaps of X. Then for any k ≥ 1,

DX( f k
1,∞) =DX( f1,∞).

Theorem 3.12. Let (X ,d) be a compact metric space, (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and K be a

nonempty subset of X. If the sequence f1,∞ is equicontinuous, then for any k ≥ 1,

DK( f k
1,∞) =DK( f1,∞) ≥DK( f k

1,∞) =DK( f1,∞).
Proof. This proof is essentially similar to the proof of Lemma 3.11, so we will just sketch

the general idea. Since the sequence f1,∞ is equicontinuous, then for any ε > 0, we can

construct an δ(ε) > 0 such that δ(ε) → 0 as ε → 0 and d( f
j

i (x), f
j

i (y)) ≤ δ(ε) whenever

i ≥ 1, j = 1,2, . . .,k−1 and d(x,y) ≤ ε (see [10] for details). Therefore, if F is an (nk,δ(ε))-
separated set for K with respect to f1,∞, then F is also an (n,ε)-separated set for K with

respect to f k
1,∞. Thus sn( f k

1,∞,K,ε) ≥ snk( f1,∞,K,δ(ε)). This rest of proof follows directly

from Definition 2.8 and Lemma 2.9, so we omit it. �

3.2. Properties of the Pesin entropy dimension.

Proposition 3.13. Let (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and U ,Ui,V be open covers of X. Then for any

α ∈R, s > 0 and nonempty subsets K,Ki ⊆ X.

(1) If U ⪯ V , then

m( f1,∞,K,s,U ,α)≤m( f1,∞,K,s,V,α),
D( f1,∞,K,s,U) ≤D( f1,∞,K,s,V);

(2) maxm
i=1 D( f1,∞,K,s,Ui) ≤D( f1,∞,K,s,⋁m

i=1Ui);
(3) if K ⊆ Z ⊆ X, then D( f1,∞,K,s) ≤D( f1,∞,Z,s) and D( f1,∞,K) ≤D( f1,∞,Z);
(4)

m( f1,∞,⋃
i≥1

Ki,s,U ,α) ≤∑
i≥1

m( f1,∞,Ki,s,U ,α),
D( f1,∞,⋃

i≥1

Ki,s) = sup
i≥1

D( f1,∞,Ki,s),
D( f1,∞,⋃

i≥1

Ki) = sup
i≥1

D( f1,∞,Ki).
Proof. (1) Let V = (Vi0,Vi1, . . .,Vim−1

) ∈ Sm(V). If U ⪯ V , then for any Vi j
∈ V , there exists

U(Vi j
) ∈U such that Vi j

⊆U(Vi j
). We associate each V with U(V)= (U(Vi0),U(Vi1), . . .,U(Vim−1

)).
If the collection of strings GN, f1,∞

covers K, then the collection of strings {U(V) ∶ V ∈
GN, f1,∞} also covers K. Thus M( f1,∞,K,s,U ,α,N) ≤M( f1,∞,K,s,V,α,N) and it follows

that m( f1,∞,K,s,U ,α)≤m( f1,∞,K,s,V,α). Note that for any α >D( f1,∞,K,s,V), m( f1,∞,K,s,V,α)=0

and this implies that m( f1,∞,K,s,U ,α)=0, thus α ≥D( f1,∞,K,s,U). The we have D( f1,∞,K,s,V)≥
D( f1,∞,K,s,U).
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(2) Since Ui ⪯⋁m
i=1Ui for any 1 ≤ i ≤m, then this result follows from (1).

(3) This inequality is clear if K ⊆ Z ⊆ X and the collection GN, f1,∞ covers Z, then GN, f1,∞

also covers K.

(4) The proof of the subadditivity of m( f1,∞,Ki,s,U ,α) is similar to [19, Proposition

1.1], so we omit it. By (3), then D( f1,∞,⋃i≥1 Ki,s) ≥ supi≥1 D( f1,∞,Ki,s). To prove the

inverse inequality, given open cover U of X , for any α > D( f1,∞,Ki,s,U) for all i ≥ 1, then

m( f1,∞,Ki,s,U ,α)=0 and hence by the subadditivity of m( f1,∞,Ki,s,U ,α), we get m( f1,∞,⋃i≥1 Ki,s,U ,α)=
0. Therefore α ≥D( f1,∞,⋃i≥1 Ki,s,U). This implies that D( f1,∞,Ki,s,U)≥D( f1,∞,⋃i≥1 Ki,s,U)
and then D( f1,∞,⋃i≥1 Ki,s) ≤ supi≥1 D( f1,∞,Ki,s) by taking the supremum of all covers U of

X . The last equality D( f1,∞,⋃i≥1 Ki)= supi≥1 D( f1,∞,Ki) follows directly from the preceding

discussion. �

Proposition 3.14. Let (X ,d) be a compact metric space, (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and K be a

nonempty subset of X. Then for any s > 0,

D( f1,∞,K,s) = lim
∣U ∣→0

D( f1,∞,K,s,U).
Proof. Note that D( f1,∞,K,s) is the supremum of D( f1,∞,K,s,U), then

D( f1,∞,K,s) ≥ limsup
∣U ∣→0

D( f1,∞,K,s,U) ≥ liminf
∣U ∣→0

D( f1,∞,K,s,U).
To show the inverse inequality. Let V be a finite open cover of X , and U be another finite open

cover of X with diameter smaller than the Lebesgue number of V . Immediately, we have

V ⪯ U . Then by (1) of Proposition 3.13, it follows that D( f1,∞,K,s,V) ≤ D( f1,∞,K,s,U).
Since X is compact and has finite open covers of arbitrarily small diameter, then

D( f1,∞,K,s,V) ≤ liminf
∣U ∣→0

D( f1,∞,K,s,U).
This implies that

D( f1,∞,K,s) ≤ liminf
∣U ∣→0

D( f1,∞,K,s,U).
Therefore we get D( f1,∞,K,s) = lim∣U ∣→0 D( f1,∞,K,s,U). �

Theorem 3.15. Let (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and K be a nonempty f1,∞-invariant subset of X.

Then for any 1 ≤ i ≤ j <∞,

D( fi,∞,K) ≤D( f j,∞,K).
Proof. We need only to prove D( fk+1,∞,K,s) ≥ D( fk,∞,K,s) holds for any k ∈ N and s > 0.

For this purpose, we have to show that for α > 0, N > 1 and some open cover U of X , then

M( fk+1,∞,K,s,U ,α,N−1) ≥M( fk,∞,K,s,U ,α,N)
Let V ={V1, . . .,Vm} be an open cover of X . Then X ⊆⋃1≤ j≤mVj. For any V= (Vi0 , . . .,Vim(V)−1

) ∈
GN−1, fk+1,∞

with m(V) ≥N −1 and K ⊆⋃V∈GN−1, fk+1,∞
X fk+1,∞

(V), where

X fk+1,∞
(V) = {x ∈ X ∶ f j

k+1
(x) ∈Vi j

, j = 0,1, . . .,m(V)−1}
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=Vi0 ∩ f −1
k+1(Vi1)∩⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩ f

−(m(V)−1)
k+1

(Vim(V)−1
).

We set U ∶= (Vt ,V) = (Vt ,Vi0, . . .,Vim(V)−1
) with some Vt ∈ V and m(U) ≥N. It is clear that

X fk,∞
(U) =Vt ∩ f −1

k (Vi0)∩⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩ f
−m(V)
k

(Vim(V)−1
)

=Vt ∩ f −1
k (Vi0 ∩ f −1

k+1(Vi1)∩⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩ f
−(m(V)−1)
k+1

(Vim(V)−1
))

=Vt ∩ f −1
k (X fk+1,∞

(V)) .
When K is f1,∞-invariant, by a method proposed by [9], then

K = f −1
k (K) ⊆ ⋃

V∈GN−1, fk,∞

f −1
k (X fk+1,∞

(V))
= ⋃

V∈GN−1, fk,∞

f −1
k (Vi0 ∩ f −1

k+1(Vi1)∩⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩ f
−(m(V)−1)
k+1

(Vim(V)−1
))⋂X

⊆ ⋃
V∈GN−1, fk,∞

f −1
k (Vi0 ∩ f −1

k+1(Vi1)∩⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩ f
−(m(V)−1)
k+1

(Vim(V)−1
))⋂( ⋃

1≤i≤m

Vi)
= ⋃

V∈GN−1, fk,∞

⋃
1≤t≤m

(Vt ∩ f −1
k (Vi0)∩ f −2

k (Vi1)∩⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩ f
−m(V)
k

(Vim(V)−1
)) .

Then the set {Vt ∩ f −1
k
(Vi0)∩ f −2

k
(Vi1)∩ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ∩ f

−m(V)
k

(Vim(V)−1
)}1≤t≤m,V∈GN−1, fk,∞

=∶ GN, fk,∞

also covers K.

By the definition of M( fk+1,∞,K,s,U ,α,N−1), note that the infimum is taken over all

finite or countable collections of strings GN−1, fk−1,∞
such that m(V) ≥ N − 1 for all V ∈

GN−1, fk+1,∞
and GN−1, fk+1,∞

covers K. Then

M( fk+1,∞,K,s,U ,α,N−1) = inf
GN−1, fk+1,∞

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩
∑

V∈GN−1, fk+1,∞

e−αm(V)s
⎫⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎭

≥ inf
GN, fk,∞

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩
∑

U∈GN, fk,∞

e−αm(U)s
⎫⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎭
.

One can easily verify that M( fk+1,∞,K,s,U ,α,N − 1) ≥ M( fk,∞,K,s,U ,α,N). Now it is

routine to follow the definition of Pesin s-topological entropy, then for all k ∈ N, we have

D( fk+1,∞,K,s) ≥D( fk,∞,K,s).
For the rest of this proof, for any s0 > D( fk+1,∞,K), D( fk+1,∞,K,s0) = 0 implies that

D( fk,∞,K,s0) = 0. This further implies that s0 ≥D( fk,∞,K) and thus we get D( fk+1,∞,K) ≥
D( fk,∞,K). �
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Theorem 3.16. Let (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and K be a nonempty subset of X. Then for any

k ∈Z,

D( f k
1,∞,K) ≤D( f1,∞,K).

Proof. To prove this result, we need to prove that for any k ∈N and s > 0, then

D( f k
1,∞,K,s) ≤ ksD( f1,∞,K,s).

Let U be a finite open cover of X . We use Sn, f1,∞(U) and Sn, f k
1,∞
(U) to denote the set of

strings with length n in (X , f1,∞) and (X , f k
1,∞), respectively. Let G f1,∞ ⊆ ⋃ j≥kN S j, f1,∞(U)

cover K and U = (Ui0,Ui1, . . .,Ui j−1
) ∈ G f1,∞ . Notice that f k

1,∞ = { f k
1
, f k

k+1
, f k

2k+1
, . . .} and

X f1,∞(U) = {x ∈ X ∶ f j

1
(x) ∈Ui j

,0 ≤ j ≤m(U)−1},
X f k

1,∞
(U) = {x ∈ X ∶ f jk

1
(x) ∈Ui j

,0 ≤ j ≤m(U)−1}. (3.4)

We set Vi0 =Ui0,Vi1 =Uik, . . .,Vin =Uikn
, V = (Vi0 ,Vi1, . . .,Vin), and denote the collection of

all such V by G f k
1,∞

.

It is clear that X f1,∞(U) ⊆ X f k
1,∞
(V), G f k

1,∞
covers K and G f k

1,∞
⊆⋃ j≥N S j, f k

1,∞
(U). Note that

m(U)−1 can be represented as

m(U)−1 = kp+q, 0 ≤ q < k, p ≥N.

Then
m(U)

k
= p+

q+1

k
≤ n+1 =m(V).

Therefore

M( f1,∞,K,s,U ,
α

ks
,kN) = inf

G f1,∞
covers K

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩
∑

U∈G f1,∞

e−
α
ks ⋅m(U)

s

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎭
≥ inf
G

f k
1,∞

covers K

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩
∑

V∈G
f k
1,∞

e−α ⋅m(V)s

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎪⎭
=M( f k

1,∞,K,s,U ,α,N).
Letting N →∞,

m( f1,∞,K,s,U ,
α

ks
) ≥m( f k

1,∞,K,s,U ,α).
It follows that

ks ⋅D( f1,∞,K,s,U) ≥D( f k
1,∞,K,s,U).

Then taking the supremum of all open covers U of X ,

D( f k
1,∞,K,s) ≤ ksD( f1,∞,K,s).
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Now for any s0 >D( f1,∞,K), then D( f1,∞,K,s0) = 0 implies D( f k
1,∞

,K,s0) = 0. This further

implies that s0 ≥D( f k
1,∞

,K). Therefore we have D( f k
1,∞

,K) ≤D( f1,∞,K). �

Theorem 3.17. Let (X ,d) be a compact metric space, (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and K be a

nonempty subset of X. If the sequence f1,∞ is equicontinuous. Then for any k ∈N,

D( f k
1,∞,K) =D( f1,∞,K).

Proof. By Theorem 3.16, it suffices to prove D( f k
1,∞

,K) ≥D( f1,∞,K). To be more detailed,

we have to prove that for any s > 0 and k ∈N, D( f k
1,∞

,K,s) ≥ ksD( f1,∞,K,s).
Note that X is compact, and { fi}∞i=1 is equicontinuous (See Definition 3.10), then for any

ε > 0, let

δ(ε) = ε +sup
i≥1

max
1≤ j≤k−1

sup
x,y∈X
{d( f

j
i (x), f

j
i (y)) ∶ d(x,y) ≤ ε}.

It is clear that ε→ 0 implies δ(ε)→ 0; And for any Uλ ⊆X with ∣Uλ ∣ ≤ ε , then ∣ f j
i (Uλ )∣ ≤ δ(ε)

for any i ≥ 1 and j = 1,2, . . .,k−1.

Based on this, let U be a finite open cover of X . We will construct a new open cover U ′ of

X from U . For any Uλ ∈ U , there exists a sequence of open sets (Uλ) j ⊆ X such that for any

i ≥ 1,

f
j

i (Uλ) ⊆ (Uλ) j and ∣Uλ ∣→ 0 implies ∣(Uλ) j∣→ 0, 1 ≤ j ≤ k−1. (3.5)

Let

U ′ = {V ∶V ∈ U or V = (Uλ) j,1 ≤ j ≤ k−1}.
We can check that U ′ is indeed an open cover of X . For any G f k

1,∞
⊆⋃n≥N Sn, f k

1,∞
(U) covers

K, and U = (U0,U1, . . .,Un−1) ∈ G f k
1,∞

with length m(U) = n, where Uλ ∈ U for 0 ≤ λ ≤ n−1,

we set

V = (U0,(U0)1, . . .,(U0)k−1, . . .,Un−1,(Un−1)1, . . .,(Un−1)k−1) ∈ Sn, f1,∞(U ′).
It is clear that m(V) = kn. Remember that

X f k
1,∞
(U) = {x ∈ X ∶ f jk

1
(x) ∈U j,0 ≤ j ≤ n−1}.

Then for any x ∈ X f k
1,∞
(U), f

jk
1
(x) ∈U j for 0 ≤ j ≤ n−1. By (3.5), we have

x ∈U0, f1(x) ∈ (U0)1, . . ., f k−1
1 (x) ∈ (U0)k−1,

f k
1 (x) ∈U1, . . ., f 2k−1

1 (x) = f k−1
k+1 ( f k

1 (x)) ∈ f k−1
k+1 (U1) ⊆ (U1)k−1,

. . .

f
(n−1)k
1

(x) ∈Un−1, . . ., f nk−1
1 (x) = f k−1

(n−1)k+1
( f
(n−1)k
1

(x)) ∈ f k−1
(n−1)k+1

(Un−1) ⊆ (Un−1)k−1.

This means that x ∈ X f1,∞(V). Therefore, X f k
1,∞
(U) ⊆ X f1,∞(V). We denote the set of all such

V by G f1,∞ , then G f1,∞ also covers K and G f1,∞ ⊆⋃n≥kN Sn, f1,∞(U ′).
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Therefore

M( f k
1,∞,K,s,U ,α,N)= inf

G
f k
1,∞

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩
∑

U∈G
f k
1,∞

e−α ⋅m(U)s

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎪⎭
≥ inf
G f1,∞

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩
∑

V∈G f1,∞

e−α ⋅
m(V)s

ks

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎭
=M( f1,∞,K,s,U ′,

α

ks
,kN). (3.6)

Similar to the proof of Theorem 3.15, then m( f k
1,∞

,K,s,U ,α)≥m( f1,∞,K,s,U ′,α/ks). Hence

ks ⋅D( f1,∞,K,s,U ′) ≤D( f k
1,∞,K,s,U),

and D( f k
1,∞

,K,s) ≥ ksD( f1,∞,K,s) by taking the supremum of all finite open cover U of

X . Following a similar proof of Theorem 3.16, we have D( f k
1,∞

,K) ≥ D( f1,∞,K). Now

combining with Theorem 3.16, then D( f k
1,∞

,K) =D( f1,∞,K). �

Theorem 3.18. Let (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and K be a nonempty subset of X. If the sequence

of maps f1,∞ has period k. Then

D( f k
1,∞,K) =D( f1,∞,K).

Proof. By Theorem 3.16, we need only to prove D( f k
1,∞

,K,s)≥ ksD( f1,∞,K,s) holds for any

s > 0. Let V = (Vi0 ,Vi1, . . .,Vin−1
) ∈ G f k

1,∞
with length m(V) = n and K ⊆⋃V∈G

f k
1,∞

X f k
1,∞
(V). For

any open cover U of X , then V ∶=⋁k−1
j=0 f

− j
1
(U) is also an open cover of X . For any Ui j

∈ U ,

we put

Vit =Uitk ∩ f −1
1 (Uitk+1

)∩⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩ f
−(k−1)
1

(Ui(t+1)k−1
), 0 ≤ t ≤ n−1. (3.7)

It is clear that G f k
1,∞
⊆⋃n≥N SN, f k

1,∞
(U). Now define

U = (Ui0,Ui1, . . .,Uik−1
,Uik, . . .,Ui2k−1

, . . .,Ui(n−1)k
, . . .,Uink−1

).
Then

m(U) = kn = k ⋅m(V), (3.8)

and U ∈⋃n≥kN Sn, f1,∞(U). We denote the set of all such U by G f1,∞ .

Notice that

X f1,∞(U) = {x ∈ X ∶ f j
1
(x) ∈Ui j

,0 ≤ j ≤ nk−1}
= [Ui0 ∩ f −1

1 (Ui1)∩⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩ f
−(k−1)
1

(Uik−1
)]

⋂[ f −k
1 (Uik)∩ f

−(k+1)
1

(Uik+1
)∩⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩ f

−(2k−1)
1

(Ui2k−1
)]⋂ . . .
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⋂[ f −(n−1)k
1

(Ui(n−1)k
)∩⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩ f

−(nk−1)
1

(Uink−1
)]

= [Ui0 ∩ f −1
1 (Ui1)∩⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩ f

−(k−1)
1

(Uik−1
)]

⋂ f −k
1 (Uik ∩ f −1

1 (Uik+1
)∩⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩ f

−(k−1)
1

(Ui2k−1
))⋂ . . .

⋂ f
−(n−1)k
1

(Ui(n−1)k
∩ f −1

1 (Ui(n−1)k+1)∩⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩ f
−(k−1)
1

(Uink−1
)) (By (3.2))

=Vi0 ∩ f −k
1 (Vi1)∩⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩ f

−(n−1)k
1

(Vin−1
) (By (3.7))

= X f k
1,∞
(V).

Then the collection G f1,∞
also covers K. It follows that

M( f k
1,∞,K,s,V,α,N) = inf

G
f k
1,∞

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩
∑

V∈G
f k
1,∞

e−α ⋅m(V)s

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎪⎭
≥ inf
G f1,∞

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩
∑

U∈G f1,∞

e−
α
ks m(U)s

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎭
(By (3.8))

≥M( f1,∞,K,s,U ,
α

ks
,kN).

Notice that the last inequality is similar to (3.6), so following a similar discussion then we

complete the proof. �

Corollary 3.19. Let (X ,d) be a compact metric space, and f ,g be two continuous selfmaps

of X. Then for any f ,g-invariant subset K ⊆ X,

D( f ○g,K) =D(g○ f ,K).
Proof. By Theorem 3.15, we have

D({ f ,g, f ,g, . . .},K) ≤D({g, f ,g, f , . . .},K) ≤D({ f ,g, f ,g, . . .},K).
This implies that

D({ f ,g, f ,g, . . .},K) =D({g, f ,g, f , . . .},K).
Then by Theorem 3.18,

D( f ○g,K) =D({ f ○g, f ○g, . . .},K)
=D({ f ,g, f ,g, . . .},K)
=D({g, f ,g, f , . . .},K)
=D({g○ f ,g○ f , . . .},K)
=D(g○ f ,K).

�
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Definition 3.20. [10] Let (X ,d) and (Y,ρ) be two compact metric spaces, f1,∞ be a se-

quence of continuous selfmaps of X , and g1,∞ be a sequence of continuous selfmaps of

Y . Then we have two NDSs (X , f1,∞) and (Y,g1,∞). Suppose that π1,∞ is a sequence of

equicontinuous surjective maps from X to Y . If πi+1○ fi = gi○πi for all i ≥ 1, then we say π1,∞

is a topologically equisemiconjugacy between f1,∞ and g1,∞ and (X , f1,∞) is equisemicon-

jugates with (Y,g1,∞). If π1,∞ is further an equicontinuous sequence of homeomorphisms

such that π−1
1,∞
= {π−1

i }∞i=1 of inverse homeomorphisms is also equicontinuous, then we say

π1,∞ topologically equiconjugates (X , f1,∞) and (Y,g1,∞).
Kolyada and Snoha [10] prove that the topological entropy of sequence of continuous

maps is invariant up to equiconjugacy. Li et al. [15] show that the classical upper entropy

dimension DK( f1,∞) is invariant under equiconjugacy. The following Theorem 3.21 further

shows that the Pesin s-topological entropy D( f1,∞,X ,s) and the Pesin topological entropy

dimension D( f1,∞,X) are also invariant under equiconjugacy.

Theorem 3.21. Let (X ,d) and (Y,ρ) be two compact metric spaces, f1,∞ be a sequence

of continuous selfmaps of X, g1,∞ be a sequence of continuous selfmaps of Y , and K be a

nonempty subset of X. If (X , f1,∞) is equisemiconjuates with (Y,g1,∞), then

D( f1,∞,K) ≥D(g1,∞,π1(K)).
If (X , f1,∞) is equiconjugates with (Y,g1,∞), then we further have

D( f1,∞,K) =D(g1,∞,π1(K)).
Particularly, D( f1,∞,X) is invariant up to equiconjugacy, i.e., D( f1,∞,X) =D(g1,∞,Y).
Proof. To prove the first inequality, we need only to show that for any s > 0, we have

D( f1,∞,K,s)≥D(g1,∞,π1(K),s). In other words, we need to find some appropriate U ,V,s,α
and N such that M(g1,∞,π1(K),s,U ,α,N) ≤M( f1,∞,K,s,V,α,N).

Note that π1,∞ is topologically equisemiconjuates f1,∞ and g1,∞, then π j+1 ○ f j = g j ○π j.

X X X X

Y Y Y Y

f1

π1

...

π2 π j

f j

π j+1

g1
... g j

By the commutative diagram,

π j+1 ○ f
j

1
= g

j
1
○π1, π−1

1 ○g
− j
1
= f
− j
1
○π−1

j+1, ∀ j ≥ 1. (3.9)

Let U be a finite open cover of Y . For any ε > 0 and U ∈ U , set

Gg1,∞ ∶= {U = (Ui0,Ui1, . . .,Uin−1
) ∶ ρ(Ui j

) < ε,Ui j
∈ U ,0 ≤ j ≤ n−1}.
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By the definition of M(g1,∞,π1(K),s,U ,α,N), for any U= (Ui0 ,Ui1, . . .,Uin−1
) ∈Gg1,∞ , m(U)≥

N and Gg1,∞ covers π1(K), then

π1(K) ⊆ ⋃
U∈Gg1,∞

Yg1,∞(U)
= ⋃

U∈Gg1,∞

{y ∈Y ∶ g j

1
(y) ∈Ui j

,0 ≤ j ≤ n−1}
= ⋃

U∈Gg1,∞

(Ui0 ∩g−1
1 (Ui1)∩⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩g

−(n−1)
1

(Uin−1
)) .

Thus

K ⊆ ⋃
U∈Gg1,∞

π−1
1 (Ui0 ∩g−1

1 (Ui1)∩⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩g
−(n−1)
1

(Uin−1
))

= ⋃
U∈Gg1,∞

π−1
1 (Ui0)∩π−1

1 (g−1
1 (Ui1))∩⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩π−1

1 (g−(n−1)
1

(Uin−1
))

= ⋃
U∈Gg1,∞

π−1
1 (Ui0)∩ f −1

1 (π−1
2 (Ui1))∩⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩ f

−(n−1)
1

(π−1
n (Uin−1

)) (by (3.9)).

For U = (Ui0,Ui1, . . .,Uin−1
) ∈ Gg1,∞ , we choose Ui j

∈ U with d(π−1
j+1
(Ui j
)) < δ for 0 ≤ j ≤

n−1. Then for such collection of Ui j
, let Vi j

∶= π−1
j+1
(Ui j
) ∈ V and V ∶= (Vi0,Vi1, . . .,Vin−1

) ∈
G f1,∞ . Then m(U) = m(V). Note that π1,∞ is equicontinuous, then d(Vi j

) < δ implies that

ρ(π j+1(Vi j
) = ρ (π j+1(π−1

j+1
(Ui j
))) = ρ(Ui j

) < ε .

Therefore, we further have

K ⊆ ⋃
U∈Gg1,∞

Vi0 ∩ f −1
1 (Vi1)∩⋅ ⋅ ⋅∩ f

−(n−1)
1

(Vin−1
)

⊆ ⋃
V∈G f1,∞

X f1,∞(V).
Hence G f1,∞

covers K and

M(g1,∞,π1(K),s,U ,α,N) = inf
Gg1,∞

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩
∑

U∈Gg1,∞

e−αm(U)s
⎫⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎭

≤ inf
G f1,∞

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩
∑

V∈G f1,∞

e−αm(V)s
⎫⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎭

=M( f1,∞,K,s,V,α,N).
A similar discussion implies that D( f1,∞,K,s)≥D(g1,∞,π1(K),s) and therefore D( f1,∞,K)≥
D(g1,∞,π1(K)) follows.
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In the case π1,∞ is homeomorphism, then π−1
j+1
○g j = f j ○π−1

j , it follows that

D(g1,∞,π1(K),s) ≥D( f1,∞,π
−1
1 (π1(K)),s) =D( f1,∞,K,s).

Thus we get D( f1,∞,K,s) =D(g1,∞,π1(K),s), then D( f1,∞,K) =D(g1,∞,π1(K)).
In particular when K = X , since πi is surjective for all i, then π1(X) = Y . It follows that

D( f1,∞,X ,s) =D(g1,∞,Y,s) and D( f1,∞,X) =D(g1,∞,Y). �

4. RELATIONSHIPS AMONG TOPOLOGICAL ENTROPY DIMENSIONS

Lemma 4.1. Let (X ,d) be a compact metric space, (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and K be a

nonempty f1,∞-invariant subset of X. If U is an open cover of X with Lebesgue number

δ , then

N ({X(U) ∶U ∈ G}) ≤ sn( f1,∞,K,δ/2),
where the collection of strings G covers K.

Proof. The proof is a variation of [23, Theorem 7.7]. If U is an open cover of X with

Lebesgue number δ , we let E ⊆X be an (n,δ/2)-spanning set of K. Then for any y ∈K, there

exists x ∈ E such that dn(x,y) ≤ δ
2 , i.e., y ∈ f

− j
1
(B( f

j
1
(x), δ

2 )) for 1 ≤ j ≤ n−1, or equivalently,

K ⊆ ⋃
x∈E

n−1

⋂
j=0

f
− j

1
(B( f

j

1
(x), δ

2
) .

Note that K is f1,∞-invariant, then for each 0 ≤ j ≤ n−1,

f
− j

1
(B( f

j

1
(x), δ

2
) = f

− j

1
(B( f

j

1
(x), δ

2
))∩K

= f
− j

1
(B( f

j

1
(x), δ

2
))∩ f

− j

1
(K)

= f
− j

1
(B( f

j

1
(x), δ

2
)∩K)

Since for each j, B( f
j

1
(x),δ/2)∩K is a subset of a member of U ∣K . Then given that G covers

K, we have N ({X(U) ∶U ∈ G}) ≤ rn( f1,∞,K,δ/2) ≤ sn( f1,∞,K,δ/2). �

Theorem 4.2. Let (X ,d) be a compact metric space, (X , f1,∞) be an NDS and K be a

nonempty f1,∞-invariant subset of X. Then

D( f1,∞,K) ≤DK( f1,∞) ≤DK( f1,∞).
Proof. The second inequality is obvious, so we need only to prove D( f1,∞,X ,s)≤hX( f1,∞,s)
for any s > 0. Let U be a finite open cover of X with Lebesgue number δ . Note that by (2.2),

for any s > 0 and α ∈R,

M( f1,∞,K,s,U ,α,N)= inf{∑
U∈G

e−αm(U)s} ,
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where the infimum is taken over all finite or countable collections of strings G ⊆ S(U) such

that m(U) ≥N for all U ∈ G and G covers K.

Since K is f1,∞-invariant, then by Lemma 4.1,

M( f1,∞,K,s,U ,α,N)≤ e−αNs

⋅N ({X(U) ∶U ∈ G})
≤ e−αN

s

⋅ sN( f1,∞,K,δ/2).
Now letting N →∞, it follows that

m( f1,∞,K,s,U ,α)≤ liminf
N→∞

(e−α+ 1
Ns logsN( f1,∞,K,δ/2))Ns

.

By Lemma 2.9,

hK( f1,∞,s) = hspan( f1,∞,K,s) = lim
ε→0

liminf
N→∞

1

Ns
logsN( f1,∞,K,ε).

If α > liminfN→∞
1

Ns logsN( f1,∞,K,δ/2), then m( f1,∞,K,s,U ,α)=0. Therefore, D( f1,∞,K,s,U)≤
liminfN→∞

1
Ns logsN( f1,∞,K,δ/2). Letting ∣U ∣→0 then by Proposition 3.14, we get D( f1,∞,K,s)≤

hK( f1,∞,s) and D( f1,∞,K) ≤DK( f1,∞). �

Corollary 4.3. Let (X ,d) be a compact metric space, and (X , f1,∞) be an NDS. Then

D( f1,∞,X) ≤DX( f1,∞) ≤DX( f1,∞).
Theorem 4.4. Let (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and K be a nonempty subset of X.

(1) If htop( f1,∞,K) < +∞, then 0 ≤DK( f1,∞) ≤ 1;

(2) if 0 ≤DK( f1,∞) < 1, then htop( f1,∞,K) < +∞;

(3) if D( f1,∞,K,1) < +∞, then 0 ≤D( f1,∞,K) ≤ 1;

(4) if 0 ≤D( f1,∞,K) < 1, then D( f1,∞,K,1) < +∞.

Proof. (1) For any finite open cover U of X , since

htop( f1,∞,K,U) = limsup
n→∞

1

n
logN (Un

1 ∣K) ≤ htop( f1,∞,X ,U)
and

hK( f1,∞,s,U) = limsup
n→∞

1

ns
logN (Un

1 ∣K)
= limsup

n→∞

1

ns−1
⋅[1

n
logN (Un

1 ∣K)] . (4.1)

Thus if htop( f1,∞,K,U)<+∞ and s>1, then hK( f1,∞,s,U)≤ limsupn→∞
1

ns−1 ⋅limsupn→∞
1
n logN (Un

1
∣K)=

0, which immediately implies DK( f1,∞) ≤ 1.

(2) If htop( f1,∞,K) = +∞, for each s < 1, by (4.1), then

hK( f1,∞,s,U) = limsup
n→∞

ns−1 ⋅[1
n

logN (Un
1 ∣K)] = +∞



TOPOLOGICAL ENTROPY DIMENSION 23

This implies that DK( f1,∞) ≥ 1. Equivalently, 0 ≤DK( f1,∞) < 1 implies 0 ≤ htop( f1,∞,K) <
+∞.

(3) By (2.2), for any α ∈R and N > 0,

∑
U∈G

e−αm(U)s = ∑
U∈G

e−α[m(U)⋅m(U)s−1]

= ∑
U∈G

e−αm(U) ⋅e−αm(U)s−1

. (4.2)

If D( f1,∞,K,1) < +∞ and s > 1, then

∑
U∈G

e−αm(U)s ≤ ∑
U∈G

e−αm(U) ⋅ ∑
U∈G

e−αm(U)s−1

Taking the infimum over all finite or countable collections of strings G on both sides such

that m(U) ≥N for all U ∈ G and G covers K, then

M( f1,∞,K,s,U ,α,N)≤M( f1,∞,K,1,U ,α,N) ⋅M( f1,∞,K,s−1,U ,α,N).
Now by the definition of Pesin entropy dimension,

D( f1,∞,K,s) ≤D( f1,∞,K,1) ⋅D( f1,∞,K,s−1).
Thus D( f1,∞,K,1) < +∞ implies D( f1,∞,K,s) < +∞. This means that D( f1,∞,K,s) = 0 and

in this case we have s >D( f1,∞,K). Hence D( f1,∞,K) ≤ 1.

(4) If D( f1,∞,K,1) = Ph( f1,∞,K) = +∞ and s < 1, by the fact that e−αm(U)s−1
> 0, and

taking the infimum over all finite or countable collections of strings G on both sides of (4.2)

such that m(U) ≥ N for all U ∈ G and G covers K, then following a similar discussion we

can check that D( f1,∞,K,s) = +∞. This implies that D( f1,∞,K) ≥ 1. Equivalently, we have

0 ≤D( f1,∞,K) < 1 implies D( f1,∞,K,1) < +∞. �

Remark 4.5. (1) and (2) are not equivalent (even for K = X ), since there are examples shows

that the topological entropy dimension could be 1 but the topological entropy be zero, see [4,

Theorem 3.6] for more details. Similarly, (3) and (4) are also not equivalent.

Lemma 4.6. Let (X ,d) be a compact metric space, and (X , f1,∞) be an NDS. Then for any

subset K ⊆ X,

0 ≤D( f1,∞,K,1) = Ph( f1,∞,K) ≤ htop( f1,∞,K) ≤ htop( f1,∞).
Proof. The proof follows directly from [14, Theorem 3.1] and a small modification of [13,

Theorem 3.10], so we omit it. �

Remark 4.7. The condition in (1) and (3) of Theorem 4.4 could be strengthen to htop( f1,∞,X)<
+∞. Rodrigues and Acevedo [21] introduced the metric mean dimension for nonautonomous

dynamical systems, they showed that if htop( f1,∞,X) is finite then its metric mean dimen-

sion mdimM( f1,∞,X) = 0. So by Lemma 4.6, we may strengthen (1) and (3) of Theorem 4.4

as follows: If mdimM( f1,∞,X) = 0, then 0 ≤D( f1,∞,K) ≤DK( f1,∞) ≤ 1.
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Theorem 4.8. Let (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and K be a nonempty subset of X.

(1) If 0 <D( f1,∞,K,1) ≤ htop( f1,∞,K) < +∞ and K is f1,∞-invariant, then

D( f1,∞,K) =DK( f1,∞) = 1;

(2) if 0 <D( f1,∞,K,1) ≤ htop( f1,∞,X) < +∞, then

D( f1,∞,X) =DX( f1,∞) = 1.

Proof. (1) If 0 < D( f1,∞,K,1) ≤ htop( f1,∞,K) < +∞, then by Theorem 4.2, Theorem 4.4

and Lemma 4.6,

0 ≤D( f1,∞,K) ≤DK( f1,∞) ≤DK( f1,∞) ≤ 1.

Note that D( f1,∞,K,1) > 0 and D( f1,∞,K,s) jumps from +∞ to 0 at the unique critical

value, so it must corresponds to s = 1. Thus D( f1,∞,K) = 1, and it follows that D( f1,∞,K) =
DK( f1,∞) =DK( f1,∞) = 1.

(2) Since X is naturally f1,∞-invariant, thus this result follows from (1). �

Corollary 4.9. Let (X , f1,∞) be an NDS, and K be a nonempty f1,∞-invariant subset of X.

(1) If 0 <D( f1,∞,K,1) < +∞, then D( f1,∞,K) = 1;

(2) if 0 < htop( f1,∞,K) < +∞, then D( f1,∞,K) = 1.

The results of this study, as indicated by Theorem 4.4, Theorem 4.8 and Corollary 4.9, sug-

gest that both the classical topological entropy dimension and the Pesin topological entropy

dimension should be primarily employed to distinguish the zero topological entropy systems.

In the remainder of this section, several examples will be presented where the topological

entropy is zero, yet the topological entropy dimensions vary. For the sake of convenience,

the discussion will be limited on the whole set X . It is noteworthy that, by [4, Theorem 3.6],

even the topological entropy is zero, the topological entropy dimension may still be full.

Example 4.10. Let the phase space X be finite and f1,∞ be a sequence of continuous self-

maps on X. Then htop( f1,∞) =D( f1,∞,X ,1) = 0 and D( f1,∞,X) =DX( f1,∞) = 0.

This assertion can be verified as follows: Since the minimal cardinality of any (n,ε)-
spanning set of X is smaller than the cardinality of X, then rn( f1,∞,X ,ε) < +∞. It is clear

that htop( f1,∞) = 0. And by Lemma 4.6, then D( f1,∞,X ,1)= Ph( f1,∞,X) = 0. By Lemma 2.9

and Lemma 4.6, then for any 0 ≤ s ≤ 1, we also have hX( f1,∞,s) = 0, and this further implies

that DX( f1,∞) = 0. By Corollary 4.3, it follows that D( f1,∞,X) =DX( f1,∞) =DX( f1,∞) = 0.

Example 4.11. Let X be a compact topological space, and each fi ∈ f1,∞ be continuous

contractive selfmaps on X. Then htop( f1,∞)=D( f1,∞,X ,1)= 0 and D( f1,∞,X)=DX( f1,∞)=
0.

This assertion can be verified as follows: Let U be an open cover of X with Lebesgue

number δ . By [23, Theorem 7.7], then N (⋁n−1
j=0 f

− j
1
(U)) ≤ rn(δ/2,X). Note that each fi

is contractive, thus rn(δ/2,X) decrease as n→∞ and has a finite upper bound. Similar
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to Example 4.10, we can check that htop( f1,∞) = 0, and D( f1,∞,K,1) = Ph( f1,∞,X) = 0.

Similarly, we also have D( f1,∞,X) =DX( f1,∞) =DX( f1,∞) = 0.

Example 4.12. Let X = S1, and the sequence of continuous selfmaps f1,∞ on X be defined

as follows: Fix m ∈N and s ∈ (0,1), for any k ≥ 1, let

fk(x) = {mx (mod 1) if [ks] > [(k−1)s],
idX if [ks] = [(k−1)s],

where [ks] denotes the integer part of ks. Then D( f1,∞,X ,1) = Ph( f1,∞,X) = htop( f1,∞) = 0,

while DX( f1,∞) = s.

This example refers to [15, Example 4.1] and [24, Example 3.7] respectively. The asser-

tion can be verified as follows: According to the aforementioned references, the topological

entropy of (X , f1,∞) is htop( f1,∞) = 0 and the topological entropy dimension is DX( f1,∞) = s.

By Lemma 4.6 and Corollary 4.3, then we deduce that D( f1,∞,X ,1) = Ph( f1,∞,X) = 0 and

0 ≤D( f1,∞,X) ≤DX( f1,∞) = s. To the best of our knowledge, there exists no general method

to compute the exact value of Pesin topological entropy dimension. However, By the def-

inition of entropy dimension, without much hard, the Pesin topological entropy dimension

D( f1,∞,X) > 0. Consequently, we can conclude that the Pesin topological entropy dimen-

sion is contained within the interval (0,s].
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