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SEQUENCE ENTROPY AND INDEPENDENCE IN FREE AND

MINIMAL ACTIONS

JAIME GÓMEZ, IRMA LEÓN-TORRES, AND VÍCTOR MUÑOZ-LÓPEZ

Abstract. For every countable infinite group that admits Z as a homomor-
phic image, we show that for each m ∈ N, there exists a minimal action whose
topological sequence entropy is log(m). Furthermore, for every countable in-
finite group G that contains a finite index normal subgroup G′ isomorphic to
Z
r , and for every m ∈ N, we found a free minimal action with topological

sequence entropy log(n), where m ≤ n ≤ m2r [G:G′]. In both cases, we also
show that the aforementioned minimal actions admit non-trivial independence

tuples of size n but do not admit non-trivial independence tuples of size n + 1
for some n ≥ m.

1. Introduction

Topological entropy is a measure of the complexity or unpredictability of a dynam-
ical system. It serves as an invariant that helps to identify when two dynamical
systems are not conjugate. Sequence entropy, a finer notion of entropy, was in-
troduced by Kushnirenko ([27]) for measure preserving systems and by Goodman
([16]) for (topological) dynamical systems and is helpful to distinguish systems of
zero entropy. The sequence entropy is similar to the classical entropy, the difference
is that in the refinement for the sequence entropy is made using sequences of the
acting group. It was noticed in [21], that the topological sequence entropy of a
system can only take values of the form log(n), for n ∈ N ∪ {∞}.

According to classical topological entropy, a question arise: Given a non-negative
real number, can we construct a minimal dynamical system, over an amenable
countable group, with the condition that the entropy of this system is the real
number previously considered? Downarowicz, in [10], has answered this question
in an affirmative way for Z-actions; this result was extended for amenable group
actions in [26, 28]. To answer this question, a particular family of dynamical sys-
tems, known as Toeplitz subshifts, was used. The previous question can be refined
by imposing additional conditions on the dynamical system, such as freeness or
unique ergodicity, see [11] and [22] for a treatment of this question for the uniquely
ergodic condition in Z and Z

d actions. Therefore, it seems natural to ask the same
question for the topological sequence entropy of systems.

In this paper, we are interested in constructing minimal dynamical systems that
have zero topological entropy but can achieve arbitrarily large, yet finite, topological
sequence entropy. Moreover, for these examples we can guarantee that there exists
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a natural number for which the IT-tuples of the system are trivial. The first result
of this document reads as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let G be an infinite countable group such that Z is a homomorphic
image of G. For every m ≥ 1, there exists a minimal subshift X ⊆ {0, . . . ,m− 1}G

with topological sequence entropy equal to log(m).

In the previous theorem, if G = Z, then the minimal subshift is also free, i.e., every
element in this subshift has trivial stabilizer. However, when G 6= Z, this is no
longer true. When we regard about free dynamical systems for the question related
to topological sequence entropy, we obtain the following.

Theorem 1.2. Let G be a group that contains a finite index normal subgroup G′

with G′ ∼= Z
r, for some r ∈ N. For every m ≥ 2, there exists a free minimal

subshift (X, σ,G) with zero entropy such that its topological sequence entropy is a

value between log(m) and log(m2r [G:G′]).

To construct these examples we also use Toeplitz subshifts. These dynamical sys-
tems were defined by Jake and Keane in [23] for Z-actions and [7], [8] for countable
groups-actions. This family of dynamical systems has been useful by their ergodic
diversity and entropy, as we can observe in the works [9], [10], [12], [26], [30] to men-
tion some of them. Moreover, the maximal equicontinuous factor of these systems
are well-known, they are called G-odometers. This relation between Toeplitz sub-
shifts and G-odometers allow us to study the sequence entropy using independence
tuples.

Independence is a combinatorial tool, introduced by Kerr and Li in [24], that helps
us to study different dynamical properties, such as entropy, sequence entropy, and
tameness. In the survey [13], we can see a broad overview of recent results relating
of independence. We are interested in IN-tuples and IT-tuples that help us to char-
acterize topological sequence entropy and tameness, respectively, and they allow us
to calculate the topological sequence entropy through their relationship with the
maximal equicontinuous factor and ergodic measures. In case of IN-tuples, positive
topological sequence entropy is characterized with the existence of IN-pairs (IN-
tuples of size two) of different elements. In a more general way, since IN-tuples are
just the same of sequence entropy pairs, in case of tuples with different elements
(see [24]), we can assert from [21] that topological sequence entropy is log(n) where
n is the natural number such that the dynamical system has an IN-tuple of size n
with different elements and all IN-tuples of size n+ 1 having at least two elements
that are equals.

On the other hand, a dynamical system is called tame if the cardinality of its El-
lis semigroup is at most that of the continuum. Moreover, IT-tuples characterize
tameness as follows: A dynamical system is tame if and only if all IT-pairs are those
pair of points which have same elements. In [18], it was studied the relationship be-
tween IT-tuples and the number of ergodic measures of minimal dynamical systems.
We say that a dynamical system is m-tame if all IT-tuples of size m have at least
two coordinates with the same element. A system which is not m-tame, for some
m ∈ N, we call it m-untame. From the proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2, we
also deduce that the minimal subshifts presented in these theorems are n-untame,
but n + 1-tame, for n = m in Theorem 1.1, and for some m ≤ n ≤ m2r[G:G′] in
Theorem 1.2.
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This work is divided as follows. In Section 2, we give basic notions concerning
topological dynamics, as well as some background with respect to Toeplitz subshifts,
G-odometers, independence and sequential entropy. At the end of Section 2, we
discuss Theorem 1.2 for Z-actions. In Section 3, we present the proof of Theorem
1.1. The proof of Theorem 1.2 is provided in Section 4, we split the cases in two,
when the group is abelian finitely generated with positive free rank and when the
group contains a normal subgroup which is isomorphic to Z

r for some r > 0.

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to thank Felipe Garćıa-Ramos for
his guidance, insightful comments and valuable support during the development of
this work. Additionally, the authors are grateful with Tobias Jäger for meaningful
comments.

2. Preliminaries

In this article, integers, nonnegative integers and natural numbers are denoted by
Z,Z+ and N, respectively.

2.1. Dynamical systems and invariant measures. Throughout this paper G
represents an infinite countable group with identity 1G, and X a compact metric
space. By a dynamical system (X,ϕ,G) we refer to a continuous action ϕ : G×X →
X . We denote the image ϕ(g, x) as ϕg(x). A system (X,ϕ,G) is called minimal if
for every x ∈ X its orbit Oϕ(x) = {ϕgx : g ∈ G} is dense in X and it is called free
if Stabϕ(x) = {1G} for every x ∈ X , where Stabϕ(x) = {g ∈ G : ϕg(x) = x} for
x ∈ X . A Borel subset A ⊆ X is called invariant if ϕg(A) = A for every g ∈ G.

An invariant measure of the dynamical system (X,ϕ,G) is a Borel probability
measure µ of X that verifies µ(ϕg(A)) = µ(A), for every g ∈ G and every Borel
set A. An invariant measure µ is called ergodic if µ(A) = 0 or µ(A) = 1 for every
invariant subset A ⊂ X . The set of invariant measures of (X,ϕ,G) is denoted
by MG(X). If µ is an invariant measure of (X,ϕ,G), the quadruple (X,ϕ,G, µ)
is called a probability-measure-preserving (p.m.p) dynamical system. Two p.m.p
dynamical systems (X,ϕ,G, µ) and (Y, ψ,G, ν) are measure conjugate if: (i) there
exist conull sets X ′ ⊆ X and Y ′ ⊆ Y satisfying ϕg(X ′) ⊆ X ′ and ψg(Y ′) ⊆ Y ′

for all g ∈ G, and (ii) there exists a bijective map f : X ′ → Y ′ such that f, f−1

are both measurable, ν(A) = µ(f−1(A)) for every measurable set A ⊆ Y ′, and
f(ϕg(x)) = ψg(f(x)) for all x ∈ X ′ and g ∈ G. In this case, we say that f is a
measure conjugacy.

Let (X,ϕ,G) and (Y, ψ,G) two dynamical systems. We say that (Y, ψ,G) is factor
of (X,ϕ,G) through π, if π : X → Y is a surjective continuous map such that
π(ϕgx) = ψg(π(x)) for each g ∈ G and x ∈ X . In this case, we say that π is
a factor map. A factor map π : X → Y is called almost 1-1 if the set of points
in Y having only one preimage is residual. In the case that X is minimal, this is
equivalent to the existence of an element in Y with only one preimage.

A dynamical system (X,ϕ,G) is called equicontinuous if the family of maps {ϕg :
X → X}g∈G is equicontinuous. There exists a unique factor (Xeq, ϕeq, G) of
(X,ϕ,G) such that (Xeq, ϕeq, G) is equicontinuous, and if (Y, ψ,G) is an equicon-
tinuous factor of (X,ϕ,G), then (Y, ψ,G) is a factor of (Xeq, ϕeq, G). The system
(Xeq, ϕeq, G) is called the maximal equicontinuous factor and we denote by πeq its
correspondent factor map.
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2.2. Toeplitz G-subshifts and G-odometers. Let Σ be a finite set with at least
two elements endowed with the discrete topology. Consider the set

ΣG = {(x(g))g∈G : x(g) ∈ Σ for every g ∈ G}

endowed with the product topology. The (left) shift action σ of G on ΣG is defined
as σg(x)(h) = x(g−1h), for all g, h ∈ G and x ∈ ΣG. The dynamical system
(ΣG, σ,G) is known as a full G-shift (or full-shift) and each closed subset X ⊆ ΣG

that is a σ-invariant set is called a subshift. We also call to the system (X, σ,G) as
a subshift.
An element x ∈ ΣG is called a Toeplitz array or a Toeplitz element if for every g ∈ G
there exists a finite index subgroup Γ of G such that σγ(x)(g) = x(γ−1g) = x(g),
for every γ ∈ Γ. Let Γ be a subgroup of G, x ∈ ΣG and α ∈ Σ. We define

Per(x,Γ, α) = {g ∈ G : x(γ−1g) = α for each γ ∈ Γ}

and
Per(x,Γ) =

⋃

α∈Σ

Per(x,Γ, α).

The following lemma can be found in [8].

Lemma 2.1. Let Γ be a subgroup of G and x ∈ ΣG. For each g ∈ G and α ∈ Σ,
it holds that

Per(σgx,Γ, α) = gPer(x, g−1Γg, α).

A subgroup Γ ≤ G is a group of periods of x if Per(x,Γ) 6= ∅. A group of periods
Γ is called an essential group of periods of x if for every g ∈ G that satisfies
Per(x,Γ, α) ⊆ Per(σgx,Γ, α) for every α ∈ Σ, then we have g ∈ Γ.
Let x ∈ ΣG be a Toeplitz array. A period structure of x is a nested sequence of
finite index subgroups (Γn)n∈N of G satisfying G =

⋃

n∈N
Per(x,Γn) and Γn is an

essential group of periods of x, n ∈ N. A Toeplitz G-subshift (or Toeplitz subshift)
is the subshift generated by the closure of the σ-orbit of a Toeplitz array.
Let (Γn)n∈N be a nested sequence of finite index subgroups ofG such that

⋂∞
n=1 Γn =

{1G}. The G-odometer associated to (Γn)n∈N is defined as

←−
G =

{

(gnΓn)n∈N ∈
∞
∏

n=1

G/Γn : ϕn(gn+1Γn+1) = gnΓn, for every n ∈ N

}

,

where ϕn : G/Γn+1 → G/Γn is the canonical projection for every n ∈ N. There is

a natural action of G on
←−
G given by the left coordinate-wise multiplication, i.e.,

φg((gnΓn)n∈N) = (ggnΓn)n∈N. The dynamical system (
←−
G,φ,G) is a free equicon-

tinuous minimal Cantor system and it is also known as a G-odometer. If x ∈ ΣG is a

Toeplitz array with period structure (Γn)n∈N, then
←−
G is the maximal equicontinu-

ous factor of the Toeplitz subshiftX = Oσ(x) given by the factor map πeq : X →
←−
G ,

defined as πeq(x) = (gnΓn)n∈N when σgnx ∈ Cn, for each n ∈ N, where

Cn = {y ∈ X : Per(y,Γn, α) = Per(x,Γn, α), for every α ∈ Σ}.

Lemma 2.2. Let x ∈ ΣG be a Toeplitz array with period structure given by (Γn)n∈N

and Oσ(x) ⊆ ΣG its Toeplitz subshift associated. Let
←−
G be the G-odometer asso-

ciated to (Γn)n∈N and π : Oσ(x) →
←−
G be the factor map from Oσ(x) into

←−
G . If

π(y) = π(y′) for y, y′ ∈ Oσ(x), then y(g) = y′(g) for each g ∈
⋃

n∈N
Per(y, g−1

n Γngn) =
⋃

n∈N
Per(y′, g−1

n Γngn).
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Proof. Suppose π(y) = π(y′) = (gnΓn)n∈N and gn ∈ G, n ∈ N. By defini-
tion, we have σgny, σgny′ ∈ Cn for every n ∈ N. Therefore, Per(σgny,Γn, α) =
Per(σgny′,Γn, α) = Per(x,Γn, α) for each α ∈ Σ and n ∈ N. Using Lemma 2.1 we
deduce that Per(y, g−1

n Γngn, α) = Per(y′, g−1
n Γngn, α) = g−1

n Per(x,Γn, α) and we
conclude the lemma. �

2.3. Independence and sequential entropy. Let (X,ϕ,G) be a dynamical sys-
tem, U an open cover of X and S = (gn)n∈N a sequence of G. The sequence entropy
of (X,ϕ,G) with respect U along S is defined as

h∗top(X,ϕ,G,U ;S) = lim sup
n→∞

1

n
N

(

n
∨

i=1

ϕg−1
n U

)

,

where N(C) is the minimal cardinality among all cardinalities of subcovers of C.
The topological sequence entropy of (X,ϕ,G) is given by

h∗top(X,ϕ,G) = sup
U ,S

h∗top(X,ϕ,G,U ;S),

where the supremum is taken over all open covers of X and all sequences of G. The
system (X,ϕ,G) is called null if h∗top(X,ϕ,G) = 0 and non-null otherwise. For a
tuple A = (A1, . . . , Ak) of subsets of X , we say that a set J ⊆ G is an independence
set for A if for every non-empty finite subset I ⊆ J and function s : I → {1, . . . , k}
we have

⋂

g∈I

ϕg−1

As(g) 6= ∅.

A tuple x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Xn is called an n-IN-tuple (n-IT-tuple) if for any
product neighborhood U1 × · · · × Un of x, the tuple (U1, . . . , Un) has arbitrarily
large finite independence sets (has an infinite independence set). We denote the
set of n-IN-tuples and n-IT-tuples by INn(X) and ITn(X), respectively. Note that
ITn(X) ⊆ INn(X), for each n ∈ N.

Remark 2.3. If (X,ϕ,G) is a minimal dynamical system, then the tuple (x, . . . , x) ∈
Xn belongs to ITn(X) for each x ∈ X. Furthermore, if (x1, x2, . . . , xn) ∈ INn(X),
then (x1, x1, x2, . . . , xn) ∈ INn+1(X).

For n ∈ N, define the set

△(n)(X) = {(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ X
n : xi = xj for some i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, i 6= j}(1)

Proposition 2.4 ([24, Proposition 5.4]). Let (X,ϕ,G) be a dynamical system. The
following are true:

(1) Let (A1, . . . , Ak) be a tuple of closed subsets of X which has arbitrarily large
finite independence sets. Then there exists an IN-tuple, (x1, . . . , xk) with
xj ∈ Aj for all 1 ≤ j ≤ k.

(2) IN2(X) \ △(2)(X) 6= ∅ if and only if (X,ϕ,G) is non-null.
(3) INk(X) is a closed G-invariant subset of Xk.

Proposition 2.5 ([21, Theorem 4.4]). Let (X,ϕ,G) be a dynamical system. Then
h∗top(X,ϕ,G) = log(max{n : INn(X) \ △(n)(X) 6= ∅}).

A tuple (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Xn is called n-regionally proximal if for each ε > 0, there
exist x′1, . . . , x

′
n ∈ X such that d(xi, x

′
i) < ε for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, and there exists
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g ∈ G such that d(ϕgx′i, ϕ
gx′j) < ε for all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. We denote by Qn(X,G)

the collection of all n-regionally proximal tuples of (X,ϕ,G).

The following proposition relates the IN-tuples to the regionally proximal tuples of
a system.

Proposition 2.6. Let (X,ϕ,G) be a dynamical system, n ∈ N and x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈
Xn. If x ∈ INn(X), then x is a n-regionally proximal tuple. In particular, every
n-IT-tuple is an n-regionally proximal tuple.

Proof. Let x = (x1, . . . , xn) be an n-IN-tuple. Let ε > 0 and Ui = B(xi, ε/2). For
the sets U1, . . . , Un there exists an independence set J ⊆ G with |J | ≥ 2. Let g, h ∈
J with g 6= h. By independence, for i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and σi : {g, h} → {1, . . . , n}
given by σi(g) = i and σi(h) = 1, we have that

ϕg−1

Ui ∩ ϕ
h−1

U1 6= ∅.

Then, there exists yi ∈ X such that ϕgyi ∈ Ui and ϕ
hyi ∈ U1. Let x′i = ϕgyi ∈ Ui

and g0 = hg−1. Observe ϕg0x′i = ϕhg−1

ϕgyi = ϕhyi ∈ U1 for each i ∈ {1 . . . , n}.
Thus, d(ϕg0x′i, ϕ

g0x′j) < ε for every i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Since x′i ∈ Ui for every
i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we deduce that x is an n-regionally proximal tuple. �

Proposition 2.7 ([18, Proposition 3.7]). Let (X,ϕ,G) be a minimal dynami-
cal system and assume that the maximal equicontinuous factor map is 1-1. If
|M erg(X,G)| > l − 1, for some l ≥ 2, then ITl(X) \ △(l)(X) 6= ∅. In particu-
lar, it implies that INl(X) \ △(l)(X) 6= ∅.

2.4. Z-Toeplitz subshifts. In this subsection, we observe that the Toeplitz sub-
shifts constructed in [30, Section 3] satisfy a stronger version of Theorem 1.2 when
G = Z.

Right below, we recall the construction of the Z-Toeplitz sequences made in [30]:
Let m ∈ N and Σ = {0, 1, . . . ,m− 1}. Fix a sequence of positive integers (pn)n∈N

such that pi|pi+1 and pi ≥ 3, pi+1

pi
≥ 3, for all i ∈ N. Consider the sequence

(αi)i∈N ⊆ N, given by αi = j ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,m − 1} whenever j ≡ i (mod m). The
Toeplitz element η ∈ ΣZ is defined inductively.

Step 1: Set η(n) = α1, for every n ≡ 0 or n ≡ −1 mod p1.

Step 2: For each k ∈ Z consider J(1, k) = [kp1+1, (k+1)p1−1). Define η(n) = α2

for every n ∈ J(1, k) with k ≡ 0 or k ≡ −1 mod p2

p1
.

Step i+1: For i ∈ N, denote by J(i, k) the set of elements n ∈ [kpi, (k + 1)pi) for
which η(n) has not been defined at the end of the ith step. Define η(n) = αi+1 for
n ∈ J(i, k) with k ≡ 0 or k ≡ −1 (mod pi+1

pi
).

It is also guaranteed that if the series
∑∞

i=1
pi

pi+1
converges, then the set of ergodic

measures of the Toeplitz subshift Oσ(η) ⊆ ΣG is in a one-to-one correspondence
with Σ. Furthermore, it is shown that these systems have zero entropy and the

odometer
←−
G associated to the sequence (pn)n∈N is the maximal equicontinuous

factor of Oσ(η).
Let us recall the following lemma, which is important for the proof of Proposition
2.9.



SEQUENCE ENTROPY AND INDEPENDENCE 7

Lemma 2.8 ([30, Lemma 3.3]). For every g ∈
←−
G and α ∈ Σ there exists x ∈ π−1

eq (g)

with η(n) = α, for all n ∈ Z \
⋃

n∈N
Per(x,Γn). Conversely, for every x ∈ π−1

eq (g)
there exists α ∈ Σ such that η(n) = α for every n ∈ Z \

⋃

n∈N
Per(x,Γn).

The following proposition indicates that the previous systems are the one satisfying
Theorem 1.2 for G = Z.

Proposition 2.9. For every m > 1, there exists a free minimal subshift X ⊆
{0, 1, . . . ,m − 1}Z with zero entropy such that h∗top(X, σ,Z) = log(m), ITm(X) \

△(m)(X) 6= ∅ and ITm+1(X) \ △(m+1)(X) = ∅.

Proof. Let m ≥ 2, Σ = {0, 1, . . . ,m − 1} and η ∈ ΣZ the Toeplitz element defined
above with periodic structure given by (pi)i∈N such that

∑∞
i=1

pi

pi+1
converges. Let

Oσ(η) ⊆ ΣZ be the Toeplitz subshift associated to η and
←−
G the G-odometer associ-

ated to the sequence (pi)i∈N. In the light of Lemma 2.2, if x, x′ ∈ Oσ(η) are distinct
elements such that π(x) = π(x′), then x(g) = x′(g) for g ∈

⋃

n∈N
Per(x,Γn) =

⋃

n∈N
Per(x′,Γn). Therefore, Lemma 2.8 guarantees that the map π is at most

m to 1. Therefore, we conclude that Qm+1(Oσ(η), G) \ △(m+1)(Oσ(η)) = ∅.
(See for instance [1, Chapter 9]). Applying Proposition 2.6 we guarantee that

INm+1(Oσ(η)) \ △(m+1)(Oσ(η)) = ∅.
On the other side, since this system has exactly m ergodic measures, Proposition

2.7 guarantees that ITm(Oσ(η))\△(m)(Oσ(η)) 6= ∅. The Proposition 2.5 concludes
the proof. �

3. Minimal actions

In this section we present the proof of Theorem 1.1. To complete that, we mention
some facts related to cellular automata induced by a group homomorphism. See [3]
for a detailed presentation of this topic.

Let G1, G2 be countable infinite groups, and Σ a finite set. For each φ : G1 → G2

group homomorphism define the map φ∗ : ΣG2 → ΣG1 by φ∗(x) = x ◦ φ. In this
section, we denote by σGi

the shift action of Gi on ΣGi , i ∈ {1, 2}, defined in
Section 2.2.

Proposition 3.1 ([3, Lemma 1 and Lemma 2]). Let φ : G1 → G2 be a homo-
morphism group. The cellular automaton φ∗ : ΣG2 → ΣG1 is continuous and
φ-equivariant. That is, for every g ∈ G1 and x ∈ ΣG2 we have

σg
G1
φ∗(x) = φ∗(σ

φ(g)
G2

x).

Furthermore, if φ is surjective, then φ∗ is injective.

Next, we relate these notions with minimal subshifts.

Proposition 3.2. If X ⊆ ΣG2 is a minimal subshift, then φ∗(X) ⊆ ΣG1 is a
minimal subshift.

Proof. The previous proposition guarantees that φ∗(X) is a subshift in ΣG1 . Sup-
pose that X is minimal subshift. Let y, y′ ∈ φ∗(X). There exist x, x′ ∈ X such that

y = φ∗(x) and y′ = φ∗(x′). We aim to prove that y′ ∈ OσG1
(y). Using that X is

minimal, there exists a sequence (hi)i∈N ⊆ G2 such that σhi

G2
x → x′ when i → ∞.

As φ∗ is continuous, we obtain that φ∗(σhi

G2
x)→ φ∗(x′) when i→∞. Now, the fact
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that φ is surjective implies the existence of gi ∈ G1 satisfying φ(gi) = hi for i ∈ N.
Finally, the φ-equivariance of φ∗ implies that σgi

G1
φ∗(x) → φ∗(x′) when i → ∞ as

we wanted. �

In the following proposition, we describe the relation between φ-equivariant maps
and IN-tuples of a minimal subshift. This gives us a generalization of [24, Propo-
sition 5.4 (4)].

Proposition 3.3. Let φ : G1 → G2 be a surjective group homomorphism, and
let X ⊆ ΣG2 and Y ⊆ ΣG1 be minimal subshifts. If π : X → Y is a surjective
continuous map that is φ-equivariant, then (π × · · · × π)(INn(X)) = INn(Y ) for
each n ∈ N.

Proof. Let (y1, . . . , yn) ∈ (π× · · · × π)(INn(X)) and V1 × · · · ×Vn a product neigh-
borhood of (y1, . . . , yn). There exists (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ INn(X) such that yi = π(xi),
for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Let Ui = π−1(Vi), for every i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. If J ′ ⊆ G2 is
an independence set for (U1, . . . , Un), for each h ∈ J ′ consider gh ∈ G1 such that
φ(gh) = h.
We claim that J = {gh ∈ G1 : h ∈ J ′} ⊆ G1 is an independence set for (V1, . . . , Vn).
Indeed, let s : J → {1, . . . , n} be an arbitrary function and define s′ : J ′ →
{1, . . . , n} as s′(h) := s(gh), h ∈ J ′. Using that J ′ ⊆ G2 is an independence

set for (U1, . . . , Un), there exists x ∈
⋂

h∈J′ σh−1

G2
Us′(h). Consequently, π(σh

G2
x) =

σgh
G1
π(x) ∈ Vs(gh) for each gh ∈ J . Therefore, π(x) ∈

⋂

gh∈J σ
g−1

h

G1
Us(gh), which

implies that J is an independence set for (V1, . . . , Vn). Furthermore, we have that
|J | = |J ′|. Since (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ INn(X), the tuple (U1, . . . , Un) has arbitrarily large
finite independence sets. Hence, (y1, . . . , yn) ∈ INn(Y ).

Conversely, let (y1, . . . , yn) ∈ INn(Y ). Assume that y1 6= yi for each i ∈ {2, . . . , n}.

Let Bk(y) denote the closed ball in Y of radius 1
k and center in y ∈ Y , i.e., Bk(y) =

B(y, 1k ), k ∈ N. Since Y is a metric space, there exists K ∈ N such that Bk(y1) ∩

Bk(yi) = ∅ for every i ∈ {2, . . . , n} and k ≥ K. As before, for k ≥ K, we can

guarantee that if J is an independence set for (Bk(y1), . . . , Bk(yn)), then φ(J) is

an independence set for (π−1(Bk(y1)), . . . , π
−1(Bk(yn))).

Now, we prove that |φ(J)| = |J |. Let g, h ∈ J be such that g 6= h. Consider s0 : J →
{1, . . . , n} given by s0(g) = 1 and s0(h) = 2. Then, there exists y ∈ π(X) such that

σg
G1
y ∈ Bk(y1) and σ

h
G1
y ∈ Bk(y2). Using that π is surjective, there exists x ∈ X

such that π(x) = y and by the φ-equivariance of π we conclude π(σ
φ(g)
G2

x) = σg
G1
y

and π(σ
φ(h)
G2

x) = σh
G1
y. Thus, σ

φ(g)
G2

x ∈ π−1(Bk(y1)) and σ
φ(h)
G2

x ∈ π−1(Bk(y2)),
which is only possible if φ(g) 6= φ(h) since these sets are disjoint.
For each k ≥ K, the proposition 2.4 guarantees that there exists an n-IN tuple
(x1k, . . . x

n
k ) in π−1(Bk(y1)) × · · · × π−1(Bk(yn)). Since INn(X) is closed, then,

possibly after taking a subsequence, limk→∞ xik = zi for every i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and
(z1, . . . , zn) ∈ INn(X). On the other hand, the definition of the tuples (x1k, . . . , x

n
k )

guarantees limk→∞ π(xik) = yi, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Therefore, we obtain yi = π(zi),
1 ≤ i ≤ n, and we conclude the proof by assuming that the elements in the n-tuple
are pairwise different. Otherwise, we use Remark 2.3 to restrict to the previous
case. �
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Remark 3.4. The conclusion of the previous proposition holds even if we replace
IN-tuples with IT-tuples.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let G be a group such that Z is a homomorphic image of
G with the group homomorphism given by φ : G → Z. Let m ∈ N and let
X ⊆ {0, . . . ,m − 1}Z be the Toeplitz subshift presented in subsection 2.4. From
Proposition 3.2, we know that φ∗(X) is a minimal subshift of {0, . . . ,m − 1}G

such that Ker(φ) is contained in the stabilizer of each element y ∈ φ∗(X), i.e.,
Ker(φ) ⊆

⋂

y∈φ∗(X) Stab(y). Therefore, using the fact that φ
∗ is injective along with

Theorem 2.9 and Proposition 3.3 we conclude that INm(φ∗(X))\△(m)(φ∗(X)) 6= ∅
and INm+1(X) \△(m+1)(X) = ∅. The same conclusion holds if we replace IN with
IT. Hence, we conclude the proof by using Proposition 2.5. �

4. Free minimal actions

Recall that every infinite minimal Z-dynamical system is free. However, when the
acting group is different from Z, this is no longer true. Consequently, the notion of
freeness becomes more relevance (see, for instance, [14], [17]). Moreover, this notion
has proven useful in characterizing the residually finiteness of a group through the
existence of some free Toeplitz subshift (see [26]).

In this section, we provide a proof of Theorem 1.2. That is, we describe the zero
entropy minimal free actions with bounded positive sequence entropy. Firstly, we
focus on finitely generated abelian groups and afterward, we provide a proof for
groups that have a normal subgroup isomorphic to Z

d for some d ∈ N. To this end,
we begin by recalling the construction of the Toeplitz arrays made in [6].

4.1. Toeplitz arrays. Let G be a countable infinite group, Σ = {1, 2, . . . , n} for
n ≥ 2, and (Γi)i∈N a strictly decreasing sequence of normal subgroups of finite
index of G such that

⋂

i∈N
Γi = {1G}. Lemma 2.9 in [6] guarantees the existence

of an increasing sequence of finite sets (Di)i∈N of G such that for each i ≥ 1,

• Di is a fundamental domain of G/Γi.
• {1G} ⊆ Di ⊆ Di+1.
• G =

⋃

i∈N
Di.

• For each i < j, Dj =
⋃

γ∈Dj∩Γi
γDi.

Let (αi)i∈N ⊆ Σ be the sequence given by αi = j ∈ Σ when i ≡ j (mod n). The
sequence η ∈ ΣG is defined as follows:

Step 1: Let J(0) = 1G, and define η(g) = α1 for every g ∈ Γ1.

Step 2: Define J(1) = D1 \ Γ1. For every h ∈ J(1) and γ ∈ Γ2, η(γh) = α2.

Step m+1: Consider

J(m) = Dm \
m−1
⋃

i=0

J(i)Γi+1.

Define η(γh) = αm+1 for every h ∈ J(m) and γ ∈ Γm+1.

This construction defines a Toeplitz array η such that (Γi)i∈N is a period structure

for η. Therefore, there exists a factor map π : Oσ(η) →
←−
G , where

←−
G is the G-

odometer associated to (Γi)i∈N and also it is the maximal equicontinuous factor of
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Oσ(η). Furthermore, when G is amenable and

[Γi : Γi+1] >
1

1− 1/2(1/2)i+1
, i ∈ N,(2)

Oσ(η) has exactly n ergodic measures with zero entropy.

The following lemma and corollary were proved in [6]. We provide the proofs of
these statements in order to clarify the discussion in Section 4.3.

Lemma 4.1 ([6, Lemma 4.11]). For every i ≥ 1 and γ ∈ Γi, there exists l ≥ i such
that γJ(i) ⊆ Γl+1J(l).

Proof. Since J(i) = Di \ Per(η,Γi), we have γJ(i) ∩ Per(η,Γi) = ∅. This implies
that

γJ(i) ⊆
⋃

l≥i

Γl+1J(l).

Let l = min{k ≥ i : γJ(i)∩ Γk+1J(k) 6= ∅}. Let u ∈ J(i) be such that γu = γl+1vl,
for some vl ∈ J(l) and γl+1 ∈ Γl+1. Since vl ∈ Dl, there exist v ∈ Di and
γ′ ∈ Γi ∩ Dl such that vl = γ′v. The relation γu = γl+1vl implies v = u and
γ = γ′γ′l+1, for some γ′l+1 ∈ Γl+1. Thus if s ∈ J(i) then γs = γ′γ′l+1s = γ′sγ′′l+1,

for some γ′′l+1 ∈ Γl+1. This implies that γs ∈ Γl+1Dl ⊆ Γl+1J(l) ∪
⋃l−1

k=0 Γk+1J(k).
The choice of l implies that γs ∈ Γl+1J(l), and then γJ(i) ⊆ Γl+1J(l). �

Corollary 4.2 ([6, Corollary 4.12]). For every i ≥ 0 and γ ∈ Γi, there exists α ∈ Σ
such that

η(g) = α for every g ∈ γJ(i).

Proof. The case i = 0 is trivial. Suppose that i ≥ 1 and γ ∈ Γi.
From Lemma 4.1, there exists l ≥ i such that γJ(i) ⊆ Γl+1J(l). By the definition
of η we get η(g) = αl+1, for every g ∈ γJ(i). �

For x ∈ Oσ(η), let π(x) = (ti(x)Γi)i∈N ∈
←−
G be the image of x in

←−
G , ti(x) ∈ Di,

and Aper(x) the subset in G given by

Aper(x) = G \
⋃

i∈N

Per(x, ti(x)
−1Γiti(x)).

Remark 4.3. The subset Aper(x) depends only on π(x). That is, for x, y ∈
π−1({π(x)}) it holds Aper(x) = Aper(y). Moreover, by the definition of π :

Oσ(η)→
←−
G and Lemma 2.2, we obtain x(g) = y(g), for each g ∈ G \Aper(x).

Lemma 4.4. Let x ∈ Oσ(η) and π(x) = (ti(x)Γi)i∈N, where ti(x) ∈ Di for each
i ∈ N. It holds that the map x|ti(x)−1γJ(i) is constant for each i ∈ N and γ ∈ Γi/

That is, there exists α ∈ Σ such that x(d) = α for every d ∈ ti(x)
−1γJ(i). In

particular, x(d) = α for every d ∈ (ti(x)
−1γDi) ∩Aper(x).

Proof. By definition of π, x ∈ σ(ti(x))
−1

Ci. Since Oσ(η) is minimal, there exists a

sequence (gk)k∈N ⊆ G such that σgkη converges to x. Let i ∈ N. Since σ(ti(x))
−1

Ci

is a clopen set, we deduce that there exists k′i ∈ N such that σgjη ∈ σ(ti(x))
−1

Ci

for every j ≥ k′i. Consequently, for each j ≥ k′i, there exists γji ∈ Γi satisfying

gj = (ti(x))
−1γji . Since σ(ti(x))

−1γj
i η → x when j → ∞, for each γ ∈ Γi we can

pick ki ∈ N (which depends on γ) with ki ≥ k′i so that (ti(x))
−1γJ(i) ⊆ Dki

.

Moreover, there exists tki
∈ N so that σgjη ∈ σ(ti(x))

−1

Ci and σ
gjη(d) = x(d) for
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every d ∈ Dki
, j ≥ tki

. For d = (ti(x))
−1γdi ∈ (ti(x))

−1γJ(i), we have σgjη(d) =

η(g−1
j d) = η((γji )

−1ti(x)d) = η((γji )
−1γdi). Since η|(γj

i
)−1γJ(i) is constant by the

previous corollary, we deduce that x|(ti(x))−1γJ(i) is constant.
Furthermore, for every γ ∈ Γi

(ti(x))
−1γDi ∩ Aper(x) ⊆ ti(x)

−1γDi ∩
(

G \ Per(x, ti(x)
−1Γiti(x))

)

= ti(x)
−1γDi ∩ (G \ Per(σ(ti(x))

−1

η, ti(x)
−1Γiti(x)))

= ti(x)
−1γDi ∩ (G \ Per(σti(x)

−1γη, ti(x)
−1Γiti(x)))

= (ti(x)
−1γ)(Di \ Per(η,Γi))

= ti(x)
−1γJ(i).

This concludes the proof. �

4.2. Abelian finitely generated groups. Let G be a torsion-free finitely gen-
erated abelian group of rank r > 1, i.e., G = Z

r . Let S = {±ẽj : 1 ≤ j ≤ r}
be the canonical symmetric set of generators of G. That is, ẽj is the element
ẽj = (0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0), where the element 1 is in the j-th position.
For i ∈ N, let Γi be the subgroup given by

Γi = 〈p
i
j ẽj : 1 ≤ j ≤ r〉G,(3)

where (pij)i∈N is a strictly increasing sequence of natural numbers such that pij →∞

when i → ∞ and pij |p
i+1
j for every 1 ≤ j ≤ r. Up to taking subsequences, if

necessary, we can assume that pij > 2i + 1 and that (Γi)i∈N satisfies (2). Now, for

each i ∈ N consider D′
i ⊆ G as some set of the form

D′
i = {(x1, . . . , xr) ∈ Z

r : −qi1,j ≤ xj < qi2,j , 1 ≤ j ≤ r},(4)

for some qit,j > i, t ∈ {1, 2} such that qi1,j + qi2,j = pij, 1 ≤ j ≤ r and D′
i ⊆ D

′
i+1.

Observe that (D′
i)i∈N is a sequence of finite subsets of G such that D′

i is a funda-
mental domain of G/Γi and G =

⋃

i∈N
D′

i. The proof of Lemma 3 and Lemma 4
in [9] guarantees the existence of a sequence of natural numbers (ni)i∈N ⊆ N and a
sequence of finite subsets of G, (Di)i∈N, such that

• D1 = D′
1.

• Di =
⋃

γ∈D′

ni
∩Γni−1

γ +Di−1 =
⋃

γ∈Di∩Γni−1

γ +Di−1, for i ≥ 2.

• D′
i ⊆ Di. In particular, G =

⋃

i∈N
Di.

• Di is a fundamental domain of G/Γni
.

• 0 = (0, . . . , 0) ∈ Di ⊆ Di+1 for each i ∈ N.
• (Di)i∈N is a Følner sequence for G.

Notice Di has the form given in (4), i ∈ N. Moreover, if necessary, we can take a
subsequence of (Γi)i∈N such that ni = i for each i ∈ N.
For each m ∈ N and d ∈ Z

r, denote by B(d,m) the hypercube in Z
r which is

centered at d = (d1, . . . , dr) and whose sides measure 2m+ 1, i.e.,

B(d,m) = {(z1, . . . , zr) ∈ Z
r : −m ≤ zi − di ≤ m, 1 ≤ i ≤ r}.(5)

Define b(m) := |B(0,m)|. Then, for every m ∈ N,

b(m+ 1)

b(m)
=

(

1 +
2

2m+ 1

)r

= 1 +
1

2m+ 1
y′.
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Note that 1
2m+1y

′ goes to 0 as m goes to infinity. Therefore, for every ε > 0 and
s ∈ N there exists m0 ∈ N such that for each m ≥ m0

b(m+ s)

b(m)
< 1 + ε.(6)

Lemma 4.5. Let n, s ∈ N, and d ∈ Dn. If γ ∈ Γn+s is such that d ∈ γ +Dn+s,
then

1

2r
b(s) ≤ |B(d, s) ∩ γ +Dn+s|.

Proof. Let γ ∈ Γn+s be such that d ∈ γ+Dn+s. Since Dn+s has the form described
in (4), it holds that at least one of the sets d+O is contained in γ +Dn+s, where

O = {(x1, . . . , xr) ∈ Z
r : 0 ≤ ǫjxj ≤ s, 1 ≤ j ≤ r},

for some ǫj ∈ {−1, 1}, 1 ≤ j ≤ r. The set O contains a 1
2r part of the hypercube

[−s, s]r in Z
r. Thus, |O ∩B(0, s)| ≥ |B(0,s)|

2r , as we desired. �

For n ≥ 2, let Σ = {1, 2, . . . , n}, η ∈ ΣG the Toeplitz array presented in 4.1
associated to the sequence (Γi)i∈N given by (3) and (Di)i∈N the sequence of funda-

mental domains for G/Γi previously presented. The subshift X = Oσ(η) denotes
the Toeplitz subshift associated to η.

Recall that for x ∈ X we denote π(x) = (ti(x)+Γi)i∈N as the image under the map

π : X →
←−
G from X to its maximal equicontinuous factor

←−
G , where ti(x) ∈ Di for

each i ∈ N.
Let i ∈ N. For each ζ ∈ Γi, denote by Tζ(x) the union of sets of the form −tj(x) +

γζj +Dj, where for each j ≥ 0, γζi+j is the only element in Γi+j such that −ti+j(x)+

γζi+j +Di+j ⊇ −ti+(j−1)(x) + γζi+(j−1) +Di+(j−1) and γ
ζ
i = ζ, i.e.,

Tζ(x) =
⋃

j∈N

−ti+j(x) + γζi+j +Di+j .

Remark 4.6. If π(x) = π(y), then −ti(x) + ζ +Di = −ti(y) + ζ +Di for every
i ∈ N and ζ ∈ Γi. Hence, Tζ(x) = Tζ(y).

Lemma 4.7. For each x ∈ X, there exist β ≤ 2r and ζni
∈ Γni

for 1 ≤ i ≤ β,
such that

G =

β
⊔

i=1

Tζni
(x).

Proof. Since G = −tn(x) + Γn + Dn for each n ∈ N, there exist finite elements
γ1, γ2, . . . , γs ∈ Γn such that B(0, n) ⊆

⋃s
i=1(−tn(x) + γi + Dn) satisfies that

(−tn(x) + γi +Dn) ∩B(0, n) 6= ∅. We also remark that are the only elements that
satisfy the previous condition. Therefore, we conclude

G =

β
⊔

i=1

Tζni
(x),

for some β ∈ N ∪ {∞} and ζni
∈ Γni

, 1 ≤ i ≤ β.
Now, we prove that β ≤ 2r. By contradiction, assume that β > 2r. Thus, for some
n0 ∈ N there exist β′ ∈ N, with β ≥ β′ > 2r and ζ1, ζ2, . . . , ζβ′ ∈ Γn0

such that
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the sets Tζi(x), i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , β
′} are pairwise disjoint, B(0, n0) ⊆

⊔β′

i=1−tn0
(x) +

γi + Dn0
and Tζi(x) ∩ B(0, n0) 6= ∅ for each 1 ≤ i ≤ β′. Therefore, we have

that −tn0
(x) + ζi + di ∈ B(0, n0) for some di ∈ Dn0

, 1 ≤ i ≤ β′. Consequently,
B(−tn0

(x) + ζi + di, s) ⊆ B(0, n0 + s) for every s ∈ N. Hence, we have

β′

⊔

i=1

B(−tn0
(x) + ζi + di, s) ∩ (−tn0+s(x) + γζin0+s +Dn0+s) ⊆ B(0, n0 + s),

for all s ∈ N, which implies

β′

∑

i=1

|B(−tn0
(x) + ζi + di, s) ∩ (−tn0+s(x) + γζin0+s +Dn0+s)| ≤ b(n0 + s).(7)

Using (6) with ε < β′

2r − 1 and s = n0, we obtain that there exists s ≥ 1 such that

b(n0 + s)

b(s)
< 1 + ε.

Combining this with (7) and Lemma 4.5 we obtain

β′

2r
b(s) < (1 + ε)b(s),

which is a contradiction with the choice of ε. Thus, β ≤ 2r and we conclude the
lemma. �

Lemma 4.8. Let x ∈ X be a non-Toeplitz element and i ∈ N. For every ζ ∈ Γi

there exists α ∈ Σ such that x(d) = α for every d ∈ Tζ(x) ∩ Aper(x).

Proof. Let d, d′ ∈ Tζ(x)∩Aper(x). By the construction of Tζ(x) there exists j0 ≥ 0

such that d, d′ ∈ −ti+j0(x) + γζi+j0
+ Di+j0 . Using Lemma 4.4, we obtain that

x(d) = x(d′). �

Proposition 4.9. It holds that |π−1({π(x)})| ≤ |Σ|2
r

for every x ∈ X.

Proof. Let x ∈ X and g = π(x). If x is a Toeplitz element, we already know
that |π−1(g)| = |{x}| = 1. Assume x ∈ X is a non-Toeplitz element. Lemma
4.7 guarantees a decomposition of G using at most 2r sets of the form Tζ for
some ζ ∈ Γi, i ∈ N. Remark 4.3 implies that for y, z ∈ π−1({g}), it holds that
y(g) = z(g) for each g ∈ G \Aper(x). On the other hand, Lemma 4.8 implies that
for each y ∈ π−1({g}), y|Tζ(x)∩Aper(x) is constant. Thus, π

−1({g}) has at most |Σ|2
r

elements. �

The previous proposition and Proposition 2.6 imply the following corollary.

Corollary 4.10. If s > |Σ|2
r

, then INs(X) \ △(s)(X) = ∅.

Corollary 4.11. It holds that log(m) ≤ h∗top(X, σ,Z
r) ≤ log(m2r ), ITm(X) \

△(m)(X) 6= ∅ and ITm2r+1(X) \ △(m2r+1)(X) = ∅.

Proof. As a consequence of (2), X has exactly m ergodic measures. Therefore,
ITm(X) \△(m)(X) 6= ∅ by Proposition 2.7. We conclude the proof by using Corol-
lary 4.10 and Proposition 2.5. �

The statement below is a version of Theorem 1.2 for G = Z
r, and it is a direct

consequence of Corollary 4.11.
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Corollary 4.12. Let r ≥ 2. For every m ≥ 2, there exists a free minimal subshift
X ⊆ {1, . . . ,m}Z

r

with zero entropy such that log(m) ≤ h∗top(X, σ,Z
r) ≤ log(m2r ),

ITm(X) \ △(m)(X) 6= ∅ and ITm2r+1(X) \ △(m2r+1)(X) = ∅.

4.3. Virtually Z
r groups. Let G be a group with a finite index normal subgroup

G′ that is isomorphic to Z
r, for some r ∈ N. Consider (Γi)i∈N the sequence of finite

index subgroups of Zr subgroups given in (3) with the extra property given in (2).
Let (Di)i∈N, (D

′
i)i∈N be the sequences defined in Section 4.2. We slightly abuse

notation by assuming that the sequences (Γn), (Di)i∈N and (D′
i)i∈N are sequences

of G′ instead of Zr. Since G′ is a subgroup of finite index in G, there exists a finite
subset R ⊆ G such that R is a set of representatives for G/G′ that contains 1G.
The sequence (DiR)i∈N, where DiR = {dr ∈ G : d ∈ Di, r ∈ R}, is the adequate se-
quence for the construction in this case. This sequence has the following properties:
For each i ≥ 1,

• 1G ∈ DiR and DiR is a set of representatives for Γi\G, the set of right
cosets of Γi in G.
• DiR ⊆ Di+1R.
•
⋃

i∈N
DiR = G.

• Di+1R =
⋃

γ∈Γi∩Di+1
γDiR.

Moreover, it satisfies the left Følner condition.

Lemma 4.13. It holds that (DiR)i∈N is a left Følner sequence for G, i.e., for every
g ∈ G

lim
i→∞

|DiRg \DiR|

|DiR|
= 0.

Proof. Notice that for each g ∈ G, there exists d ∈ G′ and s ∈ R such that g = ds.
Let r ∈ R. As G′ is normal in G, there exists dr ∈ G′ such that rd = drr. Therefore,
rg = drrs = drtrsr, where rs = trsr for some tr ∈ G′ and sr ∈ R. Thus, for any
i ∈ N

|DiRg \DiR|

|DiR|
=

∣

∣

(
⋃

r∈RDidrtrsr
)

\DiR
∣

∣

|DiR|

≤
∑

r∈R

|drtrDisr \DiR|

|DiR|

≤
∑

r∈R

|drtrDiR \DiR|

|DiR|

=
∑

r∈R

|drtrDi \Di|

|Di|
.

The proof concludes using the fact that (Di)i∈N is a Følner sequence for G′. �

Denote Σ = {1, . . . ,m, β}, where β is a symbol that is not in {1, . . . ,m}. Given

m ∈ N, we construct η ∈ ΣG in such a way that its subshift associated, Oσ(η),
satisfies the conditions in Theorem 1.2. This construction is analogous to that
presented in [6], except that in this case Γi is not necessarily normal in G and the
tiling condition for the sequence (DiR)i∈N differs from that assumed in [6]. Let
(αi)i∈N be the sequence defined by αi = j ∈ {1, . . . ,m} if i ≡ j (mod m). We
define η ∈ ΣG as follows:
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Step 1: Consider J(0) = {1G}. Define η(g) = α1 for every g ∈ Γ1J(0), and
η(g) = β for each g ∈ Γ1(R \ {1G}).

Step 2: Consider J(1) = D1 \ J(0)Γ1. Define η(g) = α2 for every g ∈ Γ2J(1)R.

Step n+ 1: Let

J(n) = Dn \
n−1
⋃

i=1

Γi+1J(i).

Define η(g) = αn+1 for each g ∈ Γn+1J(n)R.

This construction yields a Toeplitz array in ΣG. Next, we need some technical
lemmas that describe the behavior of the sets J(n) and the period set of η ∈ ΣG

as constructed before. The following lemma is proven similarly to [6, Lemma 4.2]

Lemma 4.14. For every n ∈ N, it holds that

J(n) =
⋃

γ∈(Dn∩Γn−1)\{1G}

γJ(n− 1).

Lemma 4.15. For every n ≥ 1 it is true that

Per(η,Γn) =
n−1
⋃

i=1

Γi+1J(i)R.

Furthermore, Per(η,Γ1, β) = Γ1(R \ {1G}) and Per(η,Γ1, α1) = Γ1.

Proof. From the construction, it follows that
⋃n−1

i=1 Γi+1J(i)R ⊆ Per(η,Γn). Now,

if g ∈ Per(η,Γn) \
⋃n−1

i=1 Γi+1J(i)R we can consider γ ∈ Γn, r ∈ R and d ∈ Dn so

that g = γdr. Moreover, we have dr ∈ (DnR ∩ Per(η,Γn)) \
⋃n−1

i=1 Γi+1J(i)R and
it in turn implies d ∈ J(n). This is a contradiction with the fact that for every
γ ∈ (Γn∩Dn+1)\{1G} we have that η(γdr) = αn+2 and η(dr) = αn+1. The second
part of the lemma follows analogously. �

Lemma 4.16. For every n ≥ 2 and α ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, it holds

Per(η,Γn, α) ∩DnR = (Per(η,Γn, α) ∩Dn)R.

Proof. Let n ≥ 2 and α ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. Consider dr ∈ Per(η,Γn, α)∩DnR, where d ∈
Dn and r ∈ R. Lemma 4.15 implies that d ∈ J(i) for some i ≤ n− 1. Furthermore,
we conclude that η(γdr) = η(γd) = α for each γ ∈ Γi+1, in particular, for each
γ ∈ Γn. Therefore, d ∈ Per(η,Γn, α)∩Dn and consequently, Per(η,Γn, α)∩DnR ⊆
(Per(η,Γn, α)∩Dn)R. For the converse, if dr ∈ (Per(η,Γn, α)∩Dn)R, then d ∈ J(i)
for some i ≤ n − 1 and the definition of η implies that η(γdr) = η(γd) for every
γ ∈ Γn. Therefore, dr ∈ Per(η,Γn, α) ∩DnR. �

Proposition 4.17. The sequence (Γi)i∈N is a period structure for η.

Proof. We use induction on i: For i = 1, let us assume that for some g ∈ G

Per(η,Γ1, α) ⊆ Per(σgη,Γ1, α), for each α ∈ Σ.(8)

There exist d ∈ G′ and r ∈ R such that g = dr. Assume that r 6= 1G. Using that
Per(η,Γ1, β) = Γ1(R \ {1G}), we obtain η(g−1γr′) = β for every r′ ∈ R \ {1G} and
γ ∈ Γ1. In particular, η(r−1d−1r) = β. By definition of η, r−1dr ∈ Γ1(R \ {1G}),
which is a contradiction since r−1dr ∈ G′. Thus, r = 1G. From (8) and the fact that
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G′ is commutative, we deduce g−1 ∈ Per(η,Γ1, α1) and consequently, g−1 ∈ Γ1, as
we desired.

Assume the result is true for i − 1 ≥ 1. Let g ∈ G be such that Per(η,Γi, α) ⊆
Per(σgη,Γi, α) for each α ∈ {1, . . . ,m, β}. For each γi−1 ∈ Γi−1, there exist
γ ∈ Di ∩ Γi−1 and γi ∈ Γi so that γi−1 = γγi. If w ∈ Per(η,Γi−1, α), then
γw ∈ Per(η,Γi−1, α) ⊆ Per(η,Γi, α) ⊆ Per(σgη,Γi, α). Therefore, α = σgη(γw) =
σgη(γγiw) = σgη(γi−1w), it means that w ∈ Per(σgη,Γi−1, α). Using the hypoth-
esis of induction we conclude that g ∈ Γi−1.
If g ∈ Γi−1\Γi, there exists γ ∈ (Γi−1∩Di)\{1G} and γi ∈ Γi such that g−1 = γγi. If
h ∈ J(i−1) ⊆ Per(η,Γi, αi) ⊆ Per(σgη,Γi, αi), then σ

gη(γ′h) = η(g−1γ′h) = αi for
every γ′ ∈ Γi. In particular, we have η(γh) = αi. But this gives us a contradiction
with the fact that γh ∈ J(i) ⊆ Per(η,Γi+1, αi+1) and αi 6= αi+1. This concludes
the proof. �

Consider the (right) G-odometer given by
←−
G = {(Γngn) ∈

∏

n∈N

Γn\G : Γngn+1 = Γngn, for each n ∈ N},

where Γn\G is the set of right cosets of Γn in G, n ∈ N. The left action ϕ of G on

G is given by ϕg((Γngn)n∈N) = (Γngng
−1)n∈N for each g ∈ G and (Γngn)n∈N ∈

←−
G .

Recall that the dynamical system (
←−
G,ϕ,G) is uniquely ergodic. We denote this

invariant measure by µ. The previous proposition and [8, Proposition 7] guarantee

that (
←−
G,ϕ,G) is the maximal equicontinuous factor of Oσ(η) with factor map given

by π : Oσ(η) →
←−
G , π(x) = (Γngn)n∈N if and only if x ∈ σg−1

n Cn for every n ∈ N,
where

Cn = {x ∈ Oσ(η) : Per(x,Γn, α) = Per(η,Γn, α), for every α ∈ Σ}.

and {σv−1

Cn : v ∈ DnR} is a clopen partition of Oσ(η) (see [8]).

Now, we prove that Oσ(η) has exactly m ergodic measures. For that, we use the
procedure used in [6].
For n ≥ 1, define ηn ∈ ΣG as

ηn(γDnR) = η(DnR), for every γ ∈ Γn,

that is, ηn(γg) = η(g) for every γ ∈ Γn and g ∈ DnR. Thus we have σγ(ηn) = ηn,

for every γ ∈ Γn, which implies that Oσ(ηn) = {σu−1

(ηn) : u ∈ DnR}. From this,
we can define the following periodic measures on ΣG,

µn =
1

|DnR|

∑

u∈DnR

δσu−1 (ηn)
.

Let i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and [i] be the subset of all x ∈ ΣG such that x(1G) = i.
For every n such that n+ 1 ≡ i (mod m) we have

µn([i]) =
|J(n)R|+ |Per(η,Γn, i) ∩DnR|

|DnR|
≥
|J(n)R|

|DnR|
= 1−

|Dn ∩ Per(η,Γn)|

|Dn|
,

µn([j]) =
|Per(η,Γn, j) ∩DnR|

|DnR|
≤
|Dn ∩ Per(η,Γn)|

|Dn|
, for j ∈ {1, . . . ,m} \ {i},

µn([β]) =
|Per(η,Γn, β) ∩DnR|

|DnR|
=

1

|D1|

(

1−
1

|R|

)

≤ d.
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Notice that dn = |DnR∩Per(η,Γn)|
|DnR| = |Dn∩Per(η,Γn)|

|Dn|
define an increasing sequence

converging to some d ∈ [0, 1]. The same applies for the sequence (dn,j)n∈N,

where dn,j = |DnR∩Per(η,Γn,j)|
|DnR| . This implies that every accumulation point µ of

(µi+sm−1)s∈N satisfies

µ([i]) = 1− d+ lim
n→∞

|Per(η,Γn, i) ∩Dn|

|Dn|
≥ 1− d,

µ([j]) = lim
n→∞

|Per(η,Γn, j) ∩DnR|

|DnR|
= tj ≤ d for every j ∈ {1, . . . ,m} \ {i}.

The next proposition implies that η is irregular and is proved in the exact manner
as [6, Proposition 4.5] thanks to Lemma 4.16. After this, we can guarantee that

Oσ(η) has exactly m ergodic measures.

Proposition 4.18 ([6, Proposition 4.5]). For the Toeplitz array η defined above we
have

1− dn+1 =

(

1−
1

|D1|

) n
∏

j=1

(

1−
|Dj |

|Dj+1|

)

, for every n ∈ N.

This implies that d < 1− d.

Remark 4.19. The previous proposition implies thatOσ(η) has at leastm different
invariant measures ν1, . . . , νm over ΣG, where νj is a limit point of the sequence
(µj+sm−1)s∈N, for each j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. Furthermore, if µ is an accumulation
point of (µn)n∈N then there exists i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} such that µ([j]) = νi([j]) for
every j ∈ {1, . . . ,m, β}. Taking subsequences of (Γn)n∈N, we can assume that
(µj+sm−1)s∈N converges to νj , for every 1 ≤ j ≤ m. In other words, we can assume
that ν1, . . . , νm are the unique limit points of (µn)n∈N.

Note that the limit points ν1, . . . , νm are supported on Oσ(η). Indeed, let U ⊆ ΣG

be a cylinder given by fixing the coordinates of its points in a finite set F ⊆ G.
Observe that

µn(U) =
|{v ∈ ∂FDnR : σv−1

ηn ∈ U}|

|DnR|
+
|{v ∈ DnR \ ∂FDnR : σv−1

ηn ∈ U}|

|DnR|
,

where ∂FDnR = {v ∈ DnR : vF 6⊆ DnR}. Since (DnR)n∈N is a left Følner
sequence, the first term of the sum goes to zero as n goes to ∞. This implies that
νi(U) > 0 for some 1 ≤ i ≤ m, only if U intersects the orbit of η. Thus, the

measures ν1, . . . , νm are supported on Oσ(η).

At this moment, we have that ν1, . . . , νm are different invariant measures on Oσ(η).
In the following we prove that they are the only ergodic measures for the system.
For this construction, Lemma 4.1 is also true, which implies the following corollary,
the proof of which is similar to Corollary 4.2.

Corollary 4.20. For every i ≥ 1 and γ ∈ Γi, there exists α ∈ {1, . . . ,m} such that

η(g) = α for every g ∈ γJ(i)R.

Recall that {σv−1

Cn : v ∈ DnR} is a clopen partition of Oσ(η), where

Cn = {x ∈ Oσ(η) : Per(x,Γn, α) = Per(η,Γn, α), for every α ∈ Σ}.
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For every 1 ≤ i ≤ m, let Cn,i = {x ∈ Cn : x(g) = i for every g ∈ J(n)R}. Corollary
4.20 implies that {Cn,i : 1 ≤ i ≤ m} is a covering of Cn. Therefore,

Pn = {σv−1

Cn,i : 1 ≤ i ≤ m, v ∈ DnR}

is a clopen partition of Oσ(η).

Lemma 4.21. For every n ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ j ≤ m, we have

(1) Cn+1 ⊆ Cn,αn+1
, and

(2) σγ−1

Cn+1,j ⊆ Cn,j, for every γ ∈ (Γn ∩Dn+1) \ {1G}.

Proof. Since Per(η,Γn) ⊆ Per(η,Γn+1), we have Cn+1 ⊆ Cn. Furthermore, DnR ⊆
Per(η,Γn+1), which implies that x(DnR) = η(DnR), for every x ∈ Cn+1. In
particular, x(g) = η(g) = αn+1, for every g ∈ J(n)R. From this we get that
Cn+1 ⊆ Cn,αn+1

.

Using that Cn+1,j ⊆ Cn, we get that for every γ ∈ Γn, σ
γ−1

Cn+1,j ⊆ Cn. On
the other hand, if γ ∈ (Γn ∩ Dn+1) \ {1G} and y ∈ Cn+1,j , then Corollary 4.20

implies that σγ−1

(y)(g) = y(γg) = j, for every g ∈ J(n)R. This shows that

σγ−1

Cn+1,j ⊆ Cn,j . �

Let△ be the convex set generated by the set of vectors {~t1, . . . ,~tm} ⊆ R
m+1, where

~ti = (t1, . . . , ti−1, 1− d+ ti, ti+1, . . . , tm, tβ),

with

tα = lim
n→∞

|DnR ∩ Per(η,Γn, α)|

|DnR|
, for each α ∈ Σ.

That is,

△ =

{

m
∑

i=1

λi~ti :
m
∑

i=1

λi = 1, λ1, . . . , λm ≥ 0

}

.

Since the vectors ~t1, . . . ,~tm are linearly independent, the convex set △ is a simplex.

Proposition 4.22. The map p :MG(Oσ(η))→△, given by p(µ) = (µ([1]), . . . , µ([m]), µ([β])),

for µ ∈ MG(Oσ(η)), is an affine surjective map such that p(νi) = ~ti for each
1 ≤ i ≤ m.

Proof. For every n ∈ N and α ∈ Σ, set an,α = |DnR ∩ Per(η,Γn, α)|.

Let C0,α = [α] ∩Oσ(η). Note that for every α ∈ {1, . . . ,m}

C0,α =
⋃

g∈J(n)R

σg−1

Cn,α ∪
⋃

g∈Per(η,Γn,α)∩DnR

σg−1

Cn.

Therefore, for every invariant probability measure µ ∈MG(Oσ(η)) we have

µ(C0,α) = |J(n)R|µ(Cn,α) + an,αµ(Cn)

= (|J(n)R|+ an,α)µ(Cn,α) + an,α
∑

j∈{1,...,m}\{α}

µ(Cn,j)

=
|J(n)R|+ an,α
|DnR|

µ(Cn,α)|DnR|+
an,α
|DnR|

∑

j∈{1,...,m}\{α}

µ(Cn,j)|DnR|.
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Taking a subsequence (nk)k∈N so that limk→∞ µ(Cnk,j)|Dnk
R| = λj ∈ [0, 1], j ∈

{1, . . . ,m}, we get

µ(C0,α) =

m
∑

j=1

~tj(α)λj , with

m
∑

j=1

λj = 1.

On the other hand,

C0,β =
⋃

g∈Per(η,Γn,β)∩DnR

σg−1

Cn.

Thus,

µ(C0,β) =
1

|D1|

(

1−
1

|R|

)

=

m
∑

j=1

~tj(β)λj .

This implies that p(µ) = (µ(C0,1), . . . , µ(C0,m), µ(C0,β)) belongs to △. Moreover,

we have that p(νi) = ~ti for each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. That p is affine and surjective
follows by its definition. �

Lemma 4.23. Let p be the map introduced in Proposition 4.22. If µ, ν ∈MG(Oσ(η))
satisfy p(µ) = p(ν), then µ|Pn

= ν|Pn
, for every n ∈ N.

Proof. For any n ≥ 1, Lemma 4.21 implies that for every 1 ≤ i ≤ m we have

Cn,i =

{

⋃

γ∈(Dn+1∩Γn)\{1G} σ
γ−1

Cn+1,i if i 6= αn+1
⋃

γ∈(Dn+1∩Γn)\{1G} σ
γ−1

Cn+1,αn+1
∪
⋃m

j=1 Cn+1,j if i = αn+1.

Thus if µ ∈MG(Oσ(η)), then

µ(Cn,i) =







(

|Dn+1|
|Dn|

− 1
)

µ(Cn+1,i) if i 6= αn+1
(

|Dn+1|
|Dn|

− 1
)

µ(Cn+1,αn+1
) +

∑m
j=1 µ(Cn+1,j) if i = αn+1.

Therefore, we have Anµ
(n+1) = µ(n), where µ(n) = (µ(Cn,1), . . . , µ(Cn,m)) and An

is the m×m integer matrix given by

An(i, j) =



















|Dn+1|
|Dn|

− 1 if i = j 6= αn+1

|Dn+1|
|Dn|

if i = j = αn+1

0 if i 6= j and i 6= αn+1

1 if i 6= j and i = αn+1.

Since the matrices An have linearly independent columns, they are invertible.
Hence,

µ(n+1) = A−1
n . . . A−1

1 µ(1).

To connect µ(1) and p(µ) we consider the m+ 1×m matrix A0 given by

A0(i, j) =































1 + |J(1)R| if i = j = 1

|J(1)R| if i = j and 2 ≤ i ≤ m

1 if i = 1 and j 6= 1

|R| − 1 if i = m+ 1

0 otherwise.
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From Lemma 4.21 and the definition of the C1.j ’s we obtain

C0,i =











⋃

g∈J(1)R σ
g−1

C1,1 ∪
⋃m

j=1 C1,j if i = 1
⋃

g∈J(1)R σ
g−1

C1,i if 2 ≤ i ≤ m
⋃

g∈R\{1G} σ
g−1

C1 if i = β.

Therefore,

µ(C0,i) =











(1 + |J(1)R|)µ(C1,1) +
∑m

j=2 µ(C1,j) if i = 1

|J(1)R|µ(C1,i) if 2 ≤ i ≤ m
∑m

j=1(|R| − 1)µ(C1,j) if i = β.

Thus, considering the m+1 coordinate for i = β, we obtain p(µ) = A0µ
(1). As the

rank of the matrix A0 is m, there exists an m×m+ 1 matrix AL such that ALA0

is the m ×m identity map. Consequently, µ(1) = ALp(µ) and this concludes the
proof of the lemma. �

Inspired by [6, Remark 4.16] and [5, Proposition 18], we have the following propo-
sition.

Proposition 4.24. The map p : MG(Oσ(η)) → △ introduced in Proposition 4.22
is injective.

Proof. Consider the set

∂Oσ(η) =
⋃

g∈G

⋂

n∈N

m
⋃

i=1

⋃

v∈DnR\DnRg

σvCn,i.

We claim that for every µ ∈MG(Oσ(η)), µ(∂Oσ(η)) = 0. Indeed,

µ





m
⋃

i=1

⋃

v∈DnR\DnRg

σv−1

Cn,i



 = |DnR \DnRg|
m
∑

i=1

µ(Cn,i) =
|DnR \DnRg|

|DnR|

Thus,

µ





⋂

n∈N

m
⋃

i=1

⋃

v∈DnR\DnRg

σv−1

Cn,i



 ≤ lim
|DnR \DnRg|

|DnR|
= 0.

Consequently, µ(∂Oσ(η)) = 0. It means that the measures in Oσ(η) are determi-
nated by their values in the set of the partitions Pn, n ∈ N.
On the other hand, let x, y ∈ Oσ(η) be two different elements such that x, y ∈

σv−1
n Cn,i for every n ∈ N and vn ∈ DnR. The latter implies that x(v−1

n DnR) =
y(v−1

n DnR) for every n ∈ N. Moreover, as they are different elements, there exists
g /∈

⋃

n∈N
v−1
n DnR with x(g) 6= y(g). Thus, we obtain that vn ∈ DnR \ DnRg

−1

for each n ∈ N and consequently, x, y ∈ ∂Oσ(η). It means that the elements in

Oσ(η) \ ∂Oσ(η) are separated by the atoms generated by (Pn)n∈N. Consequently,

every open set inOσ(η) is a countable disjoint union of sets in the partitions (Pn)n∈N

and a set in ∂Oσ(η). This concludes the proof. �

The following corollary is a direct consequence of Propositions 4.22 and 4.24.
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Corollary 4.25. The dynamical system Oσ(η) has exactly m ergodic measures
given by νi, 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

Next, we guarantee that these measures have zero entropy. First, for each n ∈ N

and i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, define

En = {x ∈ ΣG : Per(x,Γn, α) = Per(η,Γn, α), for all α ∈ Σ},

and

En,i = {x ∈ En : x(g) = i, g ∈ J(n)R}.

Note that En ∩ Oσ(η) = Cn and En,i ∩ Oσ(η) = Cn,i. Moreover, we have that
σγEn = En for every γ ∈ Γn as shown in [8, Lemma 7]. This, in turn, implies that
En and En,i are closed sets in ΣG.

Lemma 4.26. For each n ∈ N, there exists a clopen subset Vn in ΣG such that
En ⊆ Vn and Vn ∩Oσ(η) = Cn. Furthermore, this implies that the same is true if
we replace En by En,i, for all i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}.

Proof. As En is closed, the set An := ΣG \ En =
⋃

i∈I Wi is open, where I is a

countable set and Wi ⊆ ΣG is a clopen set, i ∈ I. Furthermore, An ∩ Oσ(η) =

Oσ(η) \ Cn. Since Oσ(η) \ Cn is a compact set in Oσ(η), there exists a finite set

I ′ ⊆ I such that
(
⋃

i∈I′ Wi

)

∩Oσ(η) = Oσ(η) \Cn. The set Vn := ΣG \
(
⋃

i∈I′ Wi

)

is the clopen subset in ΣG with the required properties.
The second part is a direct consequence of the first part, as En,i is the intersection
of En with a clopen set in ΣG. �

Following [6], for each k ∈ N and 1 ≤ i ≤ m we define the set Zi,k as follows.

Zi,k =
⋃

v∈Di+km−1R

σv−1

Ci+km−1,i.

Lemma 4.27. Let n,m ∈ N with n < m. It holds that

Per(ηm,Γn, α) = Per(η,Γn, α), for all α ∈ Σ.

In other words, ηm ∈ En.

Proof. Let α ∈ Σ and dr ∈ Per(η,Γn, α), with r ∈ R and d ∈ Dn. For every
γ ∈ Γn, there exist γ′ ∈ Γm and γ̃ ∈ Γn ∩ Dm such that γ = γ′γ̃. Using that
γ̃d ∈ Dm, we obtain ηm(γdr) = ηm(γ′γ̃dr) = η(γ̃dr) = α. This implies that
Per(η,Γn, α) ⊆ Per(ηm,Γn, α).
Now, assume there exists dr ∈ J(k)R ∩ Per(ηm,Γn, α) for some n < k, r ∈ R and
α ∈ Σ. Note that k can be taken less than m. Otherwise, Lemma 4.15 implies that
d = γ̃d̃ where γ̃ ∈ (Γm ∩Dk) \ {1G}, and d̃ ∈ J(m). Assume then n < k ≤ m.
As dr ∈ DmR, we have ηm(dr) = η(dr) = α = αk+1. By Lemma 4.15, there exist
γ ∈ (Γk−1 ∩ Dk) \ {1G} and d′ ∈ J(k − 1) such that d = γd′. Thus, ηm(dr) =
ηm(γd′r) = ηm(d′r) = η(d′r) = αk, which is a contradiction since αk 6= αk+1.
If dr ∈ J(n)R ∩ Per(ηm,Γn, α), then ηm(dr) = η(dr) = α = αn+1. For every
γ ∈ (Γn ∩ Dn+1) \ {1G} it holds that γdr ∈ J(n + 1)R by using Lemma 4.15.
Therefore, as n + 1 ≤ m, we conclude α = ηm(γdr) = η(γdr) = αn+2 and again,
we obtain a contradiction.
Thus, Per(ηm,Γn, α) = Per(η,Γn, α), and we conclude the proof. �

Proposition 4.28. For each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and k ∈ N, it holds that νi(Zi,k) = 1.
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Proof. Let s, k ∈ N such that s > k. Lemma 4.27 implies ηi+sm−1 ∈ Ei+km−1.
As wJ(i + km − 1) ⊆ J(i + sm − 1) for every w ∈ (Γi+km−1 ∩ Di+sm−1) \ {1G}

by Lemma 4.14, then the definition of η implies that σv−1

η|J(i+km−1)R ≡ i for

every v ∈ Γi+km−1 ∩ Di+sm−1. Consequently, σv−1

ηi+sm−1 ∈ Ei+km,i for every
v ∈ Γi+km−1 ∩Di+sm−1 ⊆ G′ since G′ is abelian. Hence,

1

|Di+km−1R|
=
|Γi+km−1 ∩Di+sm−1|

|Di+sm−1R|
≤ ηi+sm−1(Ei+km−1,i).

Using the Portmanteau Theorem, Lemma 4.26 and the fact that the sequence
(µi+tm−1)t∈N converges weakly to νi, we conclude

lim sup
s→∞

ηi+sm−1(Ei+km−1,i) ≤ lim
s→∞

ηi+sm−1(Vi+km−1,i) = νi(Ci+km−1,i),

where Vi+km−1,i are the clopen sets given by Lemma 4.26. This concludes the proof
since Zi,k is a disjoint union of translations of the set Ci+km−1,i. �

The following corollary is a direct consequence of Proposition 4.28

Corollary 4.29. For every 1 ≤ i ≤ m, it holds that νi(Ai) = 1, where

Ai =
⋂

g∈G

⋃

k∈N

σgZi,k.

We will use the set Ai defined in the previous corollary to guarantee that π|Ai
is

a measure conjugacy between (Oσ(η), σ, νi) and (
←−
G,ϕ, µ), where µ is the unique

invariant measure for the G-odometer (
←−
G,ϕ) associated to η. The following lemma

follows the same structure as [6, Lemma 5.7]. We add the proof for completeness.

Lemma 4.30. Let 1 ≤ i ≤ m and Ai be defined in Corollary 4.29. Then, the map
π|Ai

: Ai → π(Ai) is injective.

Proof. Let x, y ∈ Ai be such that π(x) = π(y). Let g ∈ G. As π(x) = π(y), there

exists w ∈ Di+kgm−1R so that x, y ∈ σw−1

Ci+kgm−1 and hence, σg−1

x, σg−1

y ∈

σ(wg)−1

Ci+kgm−1. If v ∈ Di+kgm−1R satisfies wg ∈ Γi+kgm−1v, then σ
g−1

x, σg−1

y ∈

σv−1

Ci+kgm−1. On the other hand, since x, y ∈ Ai, there exists kg ∈ N such that

x, y ∈ σgZi,kg
. Hence, σg−1

x, σg−1

y ∈ σv−1

Ci+kgm−1,i. Therefore, σg−1

x = σv−1

x′

and σg−1

y = σv−1

y′ for some x′, y′ ∈ Ci+kgm−1,i. Thus, we have that x′(s) = y′(s)
for every s ∈ Di+kgm−1 and in particular, x′(v) = y′(v). As x(g) = x′(v) and
y(g) = y′(v), we conclude that x(g) = y(g). Since this is true for every g ∈ G, we
deduce that x = y and that π|Ai

is injective. �

Inspired by [6, Proposition 5.8], we have the following.

Proposition 4.31. For every i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, the p.m.p systems (Oσ(η), σ,G, νi)

and (
←−
G,ϕ,G, µ), with µ being the unique measure of (

←−
G,ϕ), are measure conjugate.

Proof. Let i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. Lemma 4.30 guarantees that π|Ai
: Ai → π(Ai) is

bijective. Since Ai is an invariant Borel set we deduce that π(Ai) is a Borel set and
π|Ai

is a measurable map with measurable inverse which is G-equivariant (see, for

instance, [15, Theorem 2.8]). Since
←−
G is uniquely ergodic, we obtain νi(π|

−1
Ai

(B)) =

µ(B) for every Borel set B ⊆ Oσ(η). This finishes the proof since by Corollary 4.29
we have that νi(Ai) = µ(π(Ai)) = 1. �
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Using the variational principle and the previous proposition we obtain the following.

Corollary 4.32. For every i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, the p.m.p system (Oσ(η), σ, νi) has zero

entropy. This implies that the dynamical system (Oσ(η), σ) has zero topological
entropy.

For the last part, we count the fibers of the map π : Oσ(η)→
←−
G as in the previous

subsection. The following lemma is shown in the same manner as Lemma 4.4 by
using the sequence (DiR))i∈N.

Lemma 4.33. Let x ∈ Oσ(η) and π(x) = (Γiti(x))i∈N, where ti(x) ∈ DiR for each
i ∈ N. It holds that the map x|ti(x)−1γJ(i)R is constant for each i ∈ N and γ ∈ Γi,

i.e., there exists α ∈ {1, . . . ,m} such that x(d) = α for every d ∈ ti(x)−1γJ(i)R.
In particular, x(d) = α for every d ∈ (ti(x)

−1γDiR) ∩Aper(x).

Remark 4.34. For x ∈ Oσ(η), we denote by π(x) = (Γiti(x))i∈N, where ti(x) ∈
DiR for each i ∈ N. Let i ∈ N. In a similar way as in the previous subsection, for

each ζ ∈ Γi, we denote by Tζ(x) the union of sets of the form tj(x)
−1γζjDjR, where

for each j ≥ 0, γζi+j is the unique element in Γi+j such that ti+j(x)
−1γζi+jDi+jR ⊇

ti+(j−1)(x)
−1γζi+(j−1)Di+(j−1)R and γζi = ζ, i.e.,

Tζ(x) =
⋃

j∈N

ti+j(x)
−1γζi+jDi+jR.

For g ∈
←−
G and x, y ∈ π−1(g) we observe that ti(x)

−1ζDiR = ti(y)
−1ζDiR for every

i ∈ N and ζ ∈ Γi since ti(x) = ti(y). Hence, Tζ(x) = Tζ(y).

Lemma 4.35. For each x ∈ X, there exist α ≤ 2r[G : G′] and ζni
∈ Γni

for
1 ≤ i ≤ α, such that

G =

α
⊔

i=1

Tζni
(x).

Proof. For each n ∈ N, consider tn(x) = dn(x)r(x) for dn(x) ∈ Dn and r(x) ∈ R
(r(x) is the same for every n ∈ N). Since G = tn(x)

−1ΓnDnR, there exist finite
elements γ1, γ2, . . . , γs ∈ Γn such that B(n, 1G′)R ⊆

⋃s
i=1 tn(x)

−1γiDnR satisfying
that for each 1 ≤ j ≤ s, there exists r ∈ R with tn(x)

−1γiDnR ∩ B(n, 1G)r
′ 6= ∅.

These are the only elements that satisfy the previous condition. Thus,

G =

α
⊔

i=1

Tζni
(x), for some α ∈ N ∪ {∞} and ζni

∈ Γni
, 1 ≤ i ≤ α.

We claim that α ≤ 2r[G : G′]. Indeed, assume α > 2r[G : G′]. Thus, for some
n0 ∈ N there exist α′ ∈ N, with α ≥ α′ > 2r[G : G′], and ζ1, ζ2, . . . , ζα′ ∈ Γn0

in such
a way that the sets Tζi(x), i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , α

′}, are pairwise disjoint, B(n0, 1G′)R ⊆
⊔α′

i=1 tn0
(x)−1ζiDn0

R and for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , α′}, there exists r ∈ R with
tn0

(x)−1ζiDn0
R ∩ B(n0, 1G′)r 6= ∅. Let r ∈ R and i1, . . . , iαr

be all the differ-
ent elements in {1, . . . , α′} such that B(n0, 1G′)r ⊆

⊔αr

j=1 tn0
(x)−1ζijDn0

R with

tn0
(x)−1ζijDn0

R ∩ B(n0, 1G′)r 6= ∅, 1 ≤ j ≤ αr. We have that
∑

r∈R αr = α′. If
αr ≤ 2r for every r ∈ R, then α′ ≤ 2r[G : G′]. Therefore, there should be r ∈ R such
that αr > 2r. By our assumption, there exist elements d1, . . . , diαr

∈ Dn0
and r′ ∈
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R such that tn0
(x)−1ζijdjr

′ ∈ B(1G, n0)r. Consequently, B(s, tn0
(x)−1ζijdjr

′) ⊆
B(n0 + s, 1G′)r for every s ∈ N. Hence, for s ∈ N we have

αr
⊔

j=1

B(s, tn0
(x)−1ζijdjr

′) ∩ (tn0+s(x)
−1γ

ζij
n0+sDn0+sr

′) ⊆ B(n0 + s, 1G)r,

which implies that

b(n0 + s) ≥
αr
∑

j=1

|B(s, tn0
(x)−1ζijdjr

′) ∩ (tn0+s(x)
−1γ

ζij
n0+sDn0+sr

′)|

≥
αr
∑

j=1

|B(s, dj) ∩ (ζ−1
ij
γsn0

(x)γ
ζij
n0+sDn0+s)|

Now, we conclude the proof using Lemma 4.5 as in Lemma 4.7. �

As in the previous subsection, by using Lemma 4.33, we deduce the following lemma.

Lemma 4.36. Let x ∈ Oσ(η) be a non-Toeplitz element and i ∈ N. For every
ζ ∈ Γi we have that there exists α ∈ {1, . . . ,m} such that x(d) = α for every
d ∈ Tζ(x) ∩ Aper(x).

Proposition 4.37. For every x ∈ Oσ(η), it holds that |π−1({π(x)})| ≤ m2r[G:G′].

Proof of Theorem 1.2. When the group G is assumed to be isomorphic to Z
r, for

some r ∈ N, the result follows from Corollary 4.12. Now, when it is assumed
that [G : G′] ≥ 2, the result follows directly from Corollary 4.25, Corollary 4.32,
Proposition 4.37, Proposition 2.5 and Proposition 2.6.

�

Remark 4.38. In section 4.2 we have used a specific sequence (Γi)i∈N of finite
index subgroups of G to take advantage of the structure of the sequence of funda-
mental domains given by (Di)i∈N. Nevertheless, the same can be proved whether
we use a sequence (Γi)i∈N where instead of taking the canonical generators of Zr

in (3) we consider a set of r elements in Z
r which are Z-linearly independent and

some modification in (5). Besides using the geometry of Z
r, we suspect that an

analogous procedure works whether we suppose that the group G is a torsion-free
finitely generated group of sub-exponential growth.

5. Questions

Question 5.1. Are there versions of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 2.9 for uniquely
ergodic systems?

Question 5.2. Is Theorem 1.2 still valid when G is assumed to be a essentially
amenable group, a polycyclic group, a solvable group or a finitely generated group
of sub-exponential growth?

A dynamical system (X,ϕ,G) such that IT2(X) \ △(2)(X) = ∅ is called tame
(see [24]). For an n-Tame system we mean a dynamical system that no contains
n-IT-tuples with different elements. Theorem 1.2 guarantees that for a group G
containing a finite index normal subgroup that is isomorphic to Z

r, for some r ∈ N,
it is always possible that for each n ∈ N, to find m ≥ n such that there exists a
G-dynamical systems that is m+ 1-tame but not m-tame.
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Question 5.3. Is there a group G where all 3-tame dynamical systems over this
group are tame?

In [24], there was constructed a Toeplitz subshift X over Z such that it is tame but
nonnull. In other words, this Toeplitz subshift satisfies that IT2(X) \ △(2)(X) = ∅
but IN2(X) \ △(2)(X) 6= ∅. Note that for the examples and groups treated in this
document, we have that ITn(X)\△(n)(X) = ∅ if and only if INn(X)\△(n)(X) = ∅.
This suggests the following question.

Question 5.4. Given a countable infinite group G and n ∈ N. Are there examples
of dynamical systems such that ITn(X) \△(n)(X) = ∅ and INn(X) \△(n)(X) 6= ∅?
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[6] Cecchi-Bernales, P., Cortez, M. I. and Gómez, J.; Invariant measures of Toeplitz subshifts
on non-amenable groups, Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems 44 (2024), no. 11, 3186–3215.

[7] Cortez, M. I.; Zd Toeplitz arrays, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 15 (2006), no. 3, 859–881;
[8] Cortez, M. I. and Petite, M. I.; G-odometers and their almost one-to-one extensions, J.

Lond. Math. Soc. (2) 78 (2008), no. 1, 1–20
[9] Cortez, M. I. and Petite, S.; Invariant measures and orbit equivalence for generalized

Toeplitz subshifts, Groups Geom. Dyn. 8 (2014), no. 4, 1007–1045.
[10] Downarowicz, T.; The Choquet simplex of invariant measures for minimal flows, Israel

J. Math. 74 (1991), no. 2-3, 241–256.
[11] Drewlo, J.; Strictly ergodic Toeplitz Zd-subshifts with arbitrary entropy. 2024. arXiv:

2410.21915.
[12] Fuhrmann, G. and Kwietniak, D.; On tameness of almost automorphic dynamical systems

for general groups. Bull. Lond. Math. Soc. 52 (2020), no.1, 24–42.
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[29] Löh, C.; Geometric group theory, Universitext, Springer, Cham, 2017.
[30] Williams, S.; Toeplitz minimal flows which are not uniquely ergodic. Z. Wahrsch. Verw.

Gebiete 67 (1984), no. 1, 95–107.
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