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EXCHANGEABLE MEASURES FOR SUBSHIFTS.

J. AARONSON, H. NAKADA AND O. SARIG

ABSTRACT. We identify ergodic, invariant measures for the exchangeable relation
restricted to a) beta shifts, and b) countable state Markov shifts.

§0 INTRODUCTION

Let (S, B(S)) be a standard measurable space and let K be a countable set. Each
finite permutation ¢ : K — K induces a finite coordinate exchange of S¥:

Ty o ST — S5 defined by m,(2)y := 2o(y)-
The exchangeable relation restricted to X € B(S¥) is
E(X):={(x,2') € X x X : 2/ = 7,(z) for some finite permutation o}.

This exchangeable relation is a countable, standard equivalence relation in the sense
of [F-M] (i.e. &(X) C X x X is a Borel set and an equivalence relation with
countable equivalence classes).

In this paper, we identify the locally finite, £(X)-invariant, ergodic measures on
X in certain cases where K = N, S is countable and X C SV is a subshift (see the
abstract). We are forced to consider infinite measures as well as probabilities by
the infinity of the state space S.

By the De Finetti-Hewitt-Savage theorem ([H-S]), the £(S¥)-invariant, ergodic
probabilities on S¥ are precisely the symmetric product measures.

The notion of "restricted exchangeability” appears in [Pe-S] where the exchange-
able, shift invariant, ergodic probabilities for two-sided, finite state, topological
Markov shifts were identified (K = Z, S finite and X C S% a Markov subshift). The
exchangeable, ergodic probabilities for one-sided, finite state, topological Markov
shifts were identified in [ANSS1].

An extensive bibliography of work in the subject is provided in [Pe-S]. As far
as we know nothing is known concerning the multidimensional subshift cases, e.g.
K =17% (d>2), S finite and X C SZ a Markov subshift.
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An overview of the paper. Let X C SN be a subshift, and let T : X — X be the

shift. As will be checked below, if u is forward non-singular and has a zero memory

derivative (i.e. of form dZZT (x1,x2,...) = D(x1)), then p is £(X)-invariant. This

property often entails a special form. For example, in case X = SV, any probability
measure having zero memory derivative is a product probability measure.

We prove that for certain subshifts X, all recurrent, £(X)-invariant, ergodic
probability measures are forward non-singular and with zero memory derivative
(theorems 4.3 and 5.6). This is done by showing that the given £(X)-invariant, er-
godic measure is the restriction of a Maharam measure, invariant for an appropriate
skew-product.

In §1 and §2, we review some of the concepts basic to our methods (and this
overview): equivalence relations, cocycles, skew products, conformal and Maharam
measures and fibred systems.

In §3 and §4, we identify ergodic, locally finite, exchangeable measures for a
mixing topological Markov shift (TMS) with countable state space. The non-
ephemeral, ergodic, exchangeable measures have similar form to those in the fi-
nite state space case (see [ANSS1]) although they may be infinite. There are also
non-atomic ephemeral, ergodic, exchangeable measures.

In 85 and §6, we identify the non-atomic, ergodic, exchangeable measures for
[-shifts. These are all conformal.

§1 EQUIVALENCE RELATIONS AND CONFORMAL MEASURES

Equivalence relations. Let R be a countable, standard equivalence relation on
the standard Borel space X. By theorem 1 in [F-M], there is a countable group T'
of measurable, invertible transformations of X so that

R=Rr :={(xz,Rx): ReTl, z € X}.

Recall from [F-M] that a set A C X is R-invariant (or R-saturated) if R, :=
{ye X: (z,y) e R} C AV z € A. Let J(R) denote the collection of R-invariant,
measurable sets.

If X is equipped with a topology (generating its measurable structure), we call
R topologically transitive if 3 x € X with R, = X, equivalently if U € J(R) has
non-empty interior, then U = X.

Measures. The collections of probabilities, and o-finite measures on a standard
measurable space X are denoted P(X) and M(X) (respectively). If « C B(X) is
a countable partition, we set M, (X) := {p € M(X) : p(ld) < ooV A € a} and
call these measures a — o-finite. If X is equipped with a topology (generating its
measurable structure), we call p € 9 (X):

e  locally finite (on X) if there is a countable cover of X by open sets, each with
finite pu-measure, and

e topologically o-finite if it is locally finite on some Borel subset of full y-measure.

A mizture of measures is a measure p € M(X) of form

u(B) = /Q po(B)dv(w) ¥ B € B(X)

where (2, F,v) is a o-finite measure space, oo EMX)VweQand w— py, is
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EXCHANGEABILITY 3

The mixture is called finite or infinite according to whether v(Q2) < oo or v(Q2) =
oo, and an average if v(£2) = 1. Note that an average of finite measures could also
be an infinite mixture of probabilities (see the remark after proposition 2.2). The
measures {p, : w € Q} are called components of (the decomposition of) p (note
that components are only specified up to v-measure zero).

A measure p on X is R-non-singular if A € B, p(A) =0 = pu(R(A4)) =0
where R(A) := |, 4 Rq, and is R-ergodic if 3(R) £ {@, X }.

If X is equipped with a topology (generating its measurable structure), and there
is a globally supported, R-ergodic measure, then R is topologically transitive.

A measure p is R-invariant if poR = pV R € I’ where R=Rr (this is independent
of the choice of T").

By the ergodic decomposition in [G-S], any R-invariant p € 9(X) is an average
of R-invariant, ergodic, o-finite measures.

Proposition 1.1. If A€ B and p € M(A) is RN (A x A)-invariant and ergodic,
then there is a unique @ € M(X), R-invariant and ergodic, such that fija = p.

Proof. Let R = Rr. There are v, €' (n > 1) and A, € B(A) so that |, 74 =
W ", 7 A,. The required measure is

(1.0) A(B) =Y (v, (BNymAy)).

O

Holonomies. A partial Borel isomorphism ® defined on some Dom ® € B with
image Im ® := ®(Dom ®) € B is an R-holonomy if (z,®(x)) € R for any =z € A.
A collection € of R- holonomies generates R if for each (z,y) € R, 3 ® € € such
that € Dom ®, y = &(x).

As mentioned above, there is (by theorem 1 of [F-M]) a countable group I' of
measurable, invertible transformations of X so that R = Rp. It is sometimes
convenient to work with other generating collections of R-holonomies.

If A,B € B we write A R Bif 3 an R- holonomy & with Dom® = A and
Im® = B.

It turns out that a measure p is R-invariant if it is invariant under a countable,
generating collection of holonomies, and in this case it is invariant under all the
holonomies of R.

Tail relations. For (X,T) a measurable, locally invertible transformation of a
measurable space, we consider the tail relations

TT) :={(z,y) e X x X : Tk >0, TFz = Try};

&(T) :={(z,y) € Xox Xo: Tk, £>0, TFz =T}

where Xg := {z € X : T""*x # TFx ¥V n, k > 1}. Both T(T) and &(T) are
countable, standard equivalence relations when the underlying measurable space is
standard.

Let T be the shift on  := {0, 1}, As is well known, the unique T(7T')-invariant,
ergodic probability on Q is [[y 5(60 + 61). For each K C N, let Qx = {z € Q :
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4 J. AARONSON, H. NAKADA AND O. SARIG

P(Qk) is the unique T(T) N (Vg x Qg )-invariant, ergodic one. By proposition
1.1, 3 vk € M(), T(T')-invariant, ergodic so that vi|o, = ux. Thus there are
uncountably many mutually singular, o-finite, non-atomic, T(7)-invariant, ergodic
measures on {) .

Glimm-Effros theorem [E|,[Gl]. Let I' be a countable group of Borel automor-
phisms of the standard Borel space X, then either (i) X = W, pvA for some
A€ B, or (i) 3 Ae B sothat A= {0,1} and Rr N A x A= Z(T) where T is the
shift on {0, 1}V,

In case (ii) (characterised by the existence of a non-atomic, Rr-ergodic measure)
there are (as above) uncountably many mutually singular, o-finite, non-atomic, I'-
invariant, ergodic measures on X (see also [Schm]).

Cocycle tail subrelations. For G be an Abelian topological group and F : X —
G measurable set Fy(z) := Zi:ol F(T'z) (k > 1) and define the cocycle tail
subrelations

ST, F)={(x,y) e X xX: In>0, T'x=T"y, F,(z)=F,(y)};

O(T,F) = {(w,y) € Xo x Xo: Tk,£ >0, T'z = T'y, Fy(x) = Fu(y)}.

Orbit cocycles. Let G be an Abelian topological group and let R € B(X x X) be
a equivalence relation with countable equivalence classes. A measurable function
U : R — G is called an (R-)orbit cocycle if

U(z,2) = ¥(z,y) + V(y, 2) whenever (z,y), (y,2) € R.

For T : X — X a locally invertible endomorphism without periodic points and
F : X — G measurable, define the orbit cocycle F': &(T) — G by

F(z,y) = Fi(y) — Fr(z), TFz=T".

Note that

~

T, F) = A{(z,y) e (1) : F(x,y) =0}

~

S(T, F) = {(z,y) € &(T) : F(z,y)=0}.

Conformal Measures. Given a Borel equivalence relation R € B(X x X) and
an orbit cocycle ¥ : R — R, call a measure u € M(X) (e¥,R)-conformal if
d’é%(x) = e¥(@57) 3¢, on Dom k for all holonomies k.

Let (X,T) be a measurable, locally invertible transformation of a measurable
space and let F' : X — R be measurable. It is not hard to see that a measure
€ M(X) is (ef, &(T))- conformal iff its support is & (T)-invariant and % =l
(which latter property we call (ef', T')- conformality).

Note that if © € M(X) is (cet’, T)- conformal for some (constant) ¢ > 0, then

o« 7 K o ~/rm\\ 1 XXT_%11 1 e
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Proposition 1.2. Suppose that u € M(X) is (eﬁ, T(T))- conformal, T(T)-ergodic
and &(T)-non-singular, then 3 ¢ > 0 constant such that d’fi—ZT = cel” mod p.

Proof. By assumption, for any T(7")-holonomy K, d“OK( )= ef'(@K2) Byt also,

dpoK k)g/?’(x,Kx))
o (@) =€ .

It follows that F = @ on (7).

We claim that h := F —log T’ is ¥(T')-invariant, whence constant p-a.e.

To see this, note first that h = F — @ = 0 on ¥(T). For (z,y) € T(T),
we have that h,(z) = h,(y) whenever T"z = T"y. If T"x = T™y, then also
T+ g = Ty and

h(z) = hnt1(z) = hp(Tx) = hng1(y) — ha(Ty) = h(y).

Thus d’c‘l—ZT = cel’ for some ¢ > 0. O

The following relates the notions of conformality of a measure and its invariance
under cocycle subrelations.

Proposition 1.3. Let G be an Abelian topological group and F : X — G mea-
surable. If p € M(X) is &(T)-non-singular and d“ZT = cef’°t"  modpu where
H : G — R is a homomorphism and ¢ > 0, then p is (T, F)-invariant.

The proof of proposition 1.3 is immediate from the definitions. Much of this
paper is devoted to its converses.

Skew product relation. Let R € B(X x X) be a equivalence relation with count-
able equivalence classes and let ¥ : R — G be an R-orbit cocycle. The U-skew
product relation is Ry € B((X x G)?) defined by

Ry = {((z,9),(2,¢)) € (X xG)*: (z,2)€R, ¢ =g+ ¥(z,2)}.

Let R : X — X be a locally invertible endomorphism and F' : X — G be
measurable. It can be easily checked that

(1.1) &(Rr) = 6(R)z
where Rp : X x G — X x G is the skew product transformation defined by

Rp(z,y) := (Rz,y + F(x)).

Maharam measures. Let R € B(X x X) be a equivalence relation with countable
equivalence classes, let ¥ : R — G be an R-orbit cocycle and let H : G — R be a
continuous homomorphism. Let pu € 9M(X) is (e7°¥, R)-conformal. The measure
m € M(X x G) defined by

dm(z,y) :== e HWdpu(z)dmg(y)

Where mg denotes Haar measure on G is easily seen to be Ry-invariant. A measure
Y G Y R b I D B S T T T . Y o Y
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§2 FIBRED SYSTEMS AND EXCHANGEABILITY

Fibred systems. It is convenient to work with measurable fibred systems. A
(measurable) fibred system is a triple (X, T, ) where X is a standard measurable
space, T : X — X is a measurable transformation and o« C B(X) is a finite or
countable partition such that:

(1) Vioo T "o generates B;

(2) for every A € a, T'|a : A — T A is bimeasurable, invertible.

If (X,T,q) is a fibred system, then for each k € N, (X, T, az) and (X, T*, o)
are also fibred systems, where

k—1 k—1
ap = \/ T 7a= {m T 7aj, ag,...,ap—1 € ).
i=0 =0

The elements of «v, are called cylinders (of length k) and are denoted ﬂj:é T a; =:
[ao, A1y ey ak_l].

If S is countable and X C SV is a subshift, then (X,T,qa) is a fibred system
where T is the shift and o := {as : s € S}, a5 :={xr € X : 21 = s}. Here we'll
abuse notation and denote as = [s].

Let Y be a set. The memory of a function f : X — Y is the minimum k& € NU{0}
so that f is agy1-measurable (i.e. constant on each a € ay41); and is said to have
infinite memory if it is not ag-measurable for any £ > 1.

Let (Y,d) be a metric space. For N > 1, we say that ¢ : X — Y is (a, N)—
Hélder continuous on A C X if 9p € (0,1), M > 0 such that z,y € AN ay =
d(¢(x), d(y)) < Mp* for all k > N.

We call the fibred system (X,T,«) fullif TA = X ¥V A € a and we call a
probability m € P(X) a (X, T, «)-product measure if

m(mT_jAj) = Hm(AJ) Vn>1, Ay, ..., A, € a.
=0 =0

Given a fibred system (X, T, ), we define 7 : X — o by T" 'z € 7(z), € a
and consider the subshift 2(X, T, a) := n(X) C a¥.

The map 7 : X — ! is injective, and we denote = = (ag, ay,...) where 7(z) =
(ag,ai,...). Eventually periodic points of form

p:(ao,al,...,an,bl,...,bk,bl,...,bk,...)

are denoted p = (ag,a1,...,an,b1,...,b).
For a fibred system (X, T, «), let

E(X,T,a) = (1 x 1) LE(2(X, T, a)).

It turns out that £(X, T, «) is a cocycle tail subrelation: Fix ag € o and define
the a-measurable function F? = F#he . X — Zg\{aO} by Fi(x)q := 1q(x) (here
ZS‘\{QO} = {x e zeMaeol . Hlsca: z,# 0} < oo} equipped with the discrete
topology), then

E(X,T,a) =%(T,FY).

AT 4 1. a1 s N —hs N o mal\{ag}
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Proposition 2.0. Let p € My (X) be &(T')-non-singular, then
duoT

b
a = ce’°F" for some ¢ > 0 and some homomor-

(i) d’;ZT is a-measurable <

phism H : Zg\{aO} — R; and
(ii) in this case, p is E(X, T, o)-invariant.

Proof.
(= in (i)): Let ¢ be the value of d’;ZT on ag, and define a homomorphism H :
Zg‘\{%} — R by H(e,) := log dzzT|a — log ¢ (this is a constant) where for every

a€a, (ea)p =0ap (b€ ). We have d’fi—‘;T = ceHoF",

(ii) follows from proposition 1.3. [

We'll use the following theorem and proposition extensively. Let (X, T, «) be a
full fibred system.

2.1 Theorem (De Finetti-Hewitt-Savage).

1) E(X, T, «) is ergodic with respect to any (X, T, a)-product measure.

2) If pw € P(X) is E(X, T, a)-invariant, then u is an average of (X, T, a)-product
measures.

3) If p € P(X) is (X, T, a)-invariant, then 3(E(X, T, a)) £ J(T(T)).
Proof. See [H-S] (also [Me] and [D-F]). O

We'll need to consider extensions of part 2) of the theorem for o-finite measures.
We call pn € M(X) recurrent (with respect to (X, T,a))if Ny :=> 07 1,0T" €
{0, 00} prae. Va € a.

Examples. Consider (X,T,a), where X = {0,1}, T is the shift, and o =

{fo], (1.

1) Let e, € X, (€n)i =0V i #mn, (en), =1, then p := > 7 6., € MX)
is £(X, T, a)-invariant, ergodic but not a mixture of (X, T, a)-product measures.
This example is topologically o-finite, but not locally finite, or recurrent.

2) Let Xoo :={x € X : Ny(x) = Ni(z) = oo} € B(X). By theorem 2.1, there
are non-atomic £(X, T, o) N (X X X )-invariant, ergodic probabilities. Thus, by
the Glimm-Effros theorem (above), there are uncountably many mutually singular,
non-atomic, infinite, o-finite, recurrent, £(X, T, «)-invariant, ergodic measures on

X. By the next proposition, these cannot be topologically o-finite.

2.2 Proposition. 1) If (X, T,«) is full and p € M(X) is topologically o-finite,
recurrent and E(X, T, a)-invariant, then p is a mizture of (X, T, a)-product mea-

sures.
2) If (X, T,«) is full and p € M(X) is locally finite, then p is recurrent.

Proof.

1) For z € X, let S, := {z, : n > 1}. By recurrence, for y-a.e. z € X, Ng(x) =
xVseS,.

First, we consider possible atoms of v. If z = (s1,82,...) € X has v({z}) =

¢ > 0, then we claim that s,, = s; V n > 1, for otherwise V. n > 1, (a,...,a,) €
S? we have #£(X), N [a1,...,a,] = oo and v cannot be topologically o-finite.
If x = (s,s,...) then §, is an atomic (X, T, «)-product measure. Thus v is a

mixture of atomic (X, T, a)-product measures and a non-atomic, topologically o-
finite, recurrent and £(X, T, o)-invariant measure.

h B Y Y I T I T . Y T



8 J. AARONSON, H. NAKADA AND O. SARIG

By the ergodic decomposition (see [G-S]), p is an average of £(X, T, a)-invariant,
ergodic components, each of which is non-atomic, recurrent and topologically o-
finite. We claim each component is a multiple of a (X, T, a)-product measure.

Accordingly, assume that p € 9(X) is topologically o-finite, recurrent and
E(X, T, o)-invariant, ergodic. For each s € S, {xr € X : s € S,} € I(E(X,T,a)),
whence 3 §” C S such that S, = S’ a.e.. We assume (without loss of generality)
that S’ = S.

We claim that p(a) >0, V a € ag, k> 1. To see this, let a = [aq, ..., a] € oy,
then 3 disjoint subsets of N, Ky = {K,: s € S,} so that |K| = ns(a) (s € S,)
and such that p(A(K;)) > 0 where A(Ky) == {z = (z1,29,...) € X : =z, =
sVneKs seS,}. This is because (by recurrence):

mod u
=

X Ns > ng(a) Vs € S,] UAIC+

Evidently A(K) EX L) a, whence p(a) > 0.

Now let 8 be as above and for each a € 8N a,, define v, € P(X) by v,(B) :=
uw(aNT ™" B)
p(a)

(X, T, a)-product measure.
We claim that v, does not depend on a € 8. To see this note that for a € 8, b €

oy, (some n > 1) we have ab € § and for ¢ € ay,

_ wlabe) _ p@)ra(®)vale) _

, then v, is £(X, T, a)-invariant, ergodic and by theorem 2.1 (part 2), a

Var(€) = Gy = @~ Yel6):
E(X ,Ta) E(X,T,a)

Thus for a,b € 3, ¢ € a, we have ab ba, abc — " bac, whence

val(€) = van(e) = G55 = B = tha() = mo(e).

Writing v, = v (a € (), we see that for a,b € :

p(a)v(b) = p(ab) = p(ba) = p(b)v(a).

Fixing By C 8 so that X = &Jbeﬁo b mod p and fixing a € 3, v(a) > 0, we have

) =D ) = D B < B < oo
beBo b€ Bo

and part 1 follows from part 2 of theorem 2.1.

2) Suppose that p is locally finite, but not recurrent, then 3 a € S, N € N
so that u([N, = N]) > 0. By local finiteness, 3 a cylinder b := [by,...,bx]| with
0<u(bN[Ng=N]) <oocand #{1 <i < K: b; =a} = N. 3 ¢ a permutation
so that B := [by1),---,bsx)] = [@y...,a,BNy1,...,Bk]|. By exchangeability,

N —times
0 < u(BN[Ng=N])=pubnN[N, = N]) < co. By local finiteness, we may assume
0< N([BN—i—l, Ceey BK]) < 00
For n € N, define k,, : BN [N, = N] — [BN41,-..,Bg| N[N, = N] by

Kn(@,...,a,BNy1,...,Br,x1,29,...) :=
——
N —times

(BN+1,...,BK,xl,...,xn,a,...,a,xn+1,...).
N——
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By exchangeability, pu(k,(B N[N, = N])) = p(BN[N, = N]) >0V n €N

contradicting 0 < p([Bn+1,- .-, Bk|) < oo as
n=1
0]
Remark.

The mixture above may not be finite. Let (X,T,a) be given by X = {0, 1}
with T' the shift and o = {[0], [1]}. Set pp, := [[((1 — p)do + pd1), then the measure
o=y 00 n%rl p1 is a o-finite, infinite mixture of (X, T, a)-product measures. If

o0

Vp i=mnpy, then p:=3" 7, ﬁ% is an average and p([1]) = v, ([1]) =1V n >

§3 TOPOLOGICAL MARKOV SHIFTS

A topological Markov shift (TMS) is a fibred system (X, T, a) which satisfies the
Markov property — for every A € a, T(A) is a—measurable — and whose topology is
generated by the set of cylinders.

The elements of a are called the states of the shift, and the matrix (Aup)axa
with A, = 1 if [a,b] # @ and Ay, = 0 otherwise is called the transition matriz
of the shift. A TMS with set of states o and transition matrix (t4p)axa can be
canonically identified with the set {z = (z1,2,...) : Vi t4,4,,, = 1} together with
the action of the left shift and the relative product topology in .

A topological Markov shift is topologically transitive is for any a,b € «a there
exists some n such that a N T~"b # &, and topologically mixing (or simply mizing)
if for all a,b € o, aNT~"b # @ for all n sufficiently large. (These definitions agree
with the standard definitions of these notions for topological dynamical systems.)

A topological Markov shift is said to be almost onto [ANSS], if V b,c € o, I n >
1, b=ap,a1,...,a, =c € asuch that Tap NTax11 #2 (0<k<n-—1).
Example. This example (example 5.2 in [Pe-S]) shows that mixing - almost onto.

11
Let X C {0,1,2}" be the TMS with transition matrix A := ( 00 (1) ) Evidently,

110
(X, T, ) is mixing, but not almost onto (see below for a connection with the notion

of aperiodicity).
TOPOLOGICAL DYNAMICS OF GROUP EXTENSIONS.

Throughout this section, (X, 7T, «) denotes a TMS and G denotes a locally com-
pact, Abelian, Polish (LCAP) topological group.

Suppose that ¢ : X — G is continuous. For s € S n > 1, let II,, 5 := {x € [¢] :
Tz =z}, let I, :={zx € X : Tz =2} = J,cqIln s and let

IF(Z%S = <¢n(x) - ¢n(y) cn>1, T,y € Hn,s}>a

F¢ = <{¢n(5€) - ¢n(y) :n>1, ry€ Hn})

where (A) denotes the subgroup generated by A.
Note that if ¢ is a-measurable, then {¢,(x) — ¢, (y): n > 1, x,y €11, s} is a
group for every s. If in addition (X, T, «) is mixing, then {¢,(x) — ¢n(y) : n >

I o D T
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3.1 Proposition. If (X,T,«) is mizing and ¢ : X — G is a-measurable, then
F(/{)’S:F(/{)VSGS.

Proof. We first show that Fy s =F4, V s, € S. To see this fix (using mixing) k >
2, sat,tbs € ay. If g€ Fy 5, then 3n > 1, 57, 5y € 1I,, s with g = ¢,,(5%) — ¢, (57).
It follows that tbsxsa, tbsysa € Il ,421—2 and

Pnror—2(tbszsa) — Gpyon—2(tbsysa) = ¢n(5T) — dn(ty) =g € Fy .

Now we show that Fy, =F, Vu € S. Let g € Fy, then 3n > 1, s,t € S5, 57 €
I, s, ty € II,,+ with g = ¢,,(5T) — ¢n(ty). By the previous paragraph, it suffices
to show that g € Fy . To this end, using mixing, fix £ > 1, sat,tbs € ay, then
sxsatb, satytb € Ilg 40— and ¢niop—2(srsath) — ¢niop—2(satyth) = ¢, (57) —
¢n(@) = g e Fd’,s' D

We call the continuous ¢ : X — G (topologically) aperiodic if F¢ = G. It follows
from lemma 3.4 (below) that this is equivalent to the absence of non-trivial solutions
to the functional equation v o ¢ = )\% where v € @, A€Stand g: X — St
continuous.

Recall from [ADSZ] that (X, T,«) is almost onto iff F# : X — Z& %} (with
ap € « fixed, as defined above) is aperiodic and in this case, an a-measurable
¢ : X — G is aperiodic whenever ({¢(z) — ¢(y) : x,y € X}) is dense in G. To
illustrate this, we give an aperiodicity proof that the example given above is not
almost onto: Define F?: X — Z{12} by Fb(z) = e,, if 2, = 1,2 and Fb(z) := 0 if
1 = 0. We see that F1u = F2u o T, whence

F% = (F},F}) + (F{ o T,0) — (F3,0),

F?: X — 7112} is not aperiodic.

3.2 Proposition (tail transitivity). If (X,T,«) is mizing and ¢ : X — G s
a-measurable and aperiodic, then T(Ty) is topologically transitive on X x G.
Proof. Fix g € Fy, k > 1, a,b € ag. We'll show that 3 @’ C a, b’ C b so that
o x {0} "5 v« g}

Indeed, by mixing of (X,T,«),3 ¢ > 1, ¢,d € ay, s € S so that acs, bds €
Qp4o+1. By aperiodicity, Fg s = Gand 3p > 1, z,y € II,, 5 so that ¢,(y) — ¢p(z) =
g+ Prre(acs) — dpre(bds).

It follows that [aczls] x {0} o) [bdy?s] x {g}. The transitivity now follows
from Fy =G. O

Let G be a LCAP group , and suppose (X, T, «) is a fibred system.

3.3 Livsic cohomology theorem [L]. Suppose that (X,T,a) is a topologically
transitive TMS. Let the topology on G be generated by the norm || - || and suppose
that N > 1, ¢ : X — G is (o, N)-Hoélder continuous. If pp(x) =0V z € X, Tz =
x, then 3 g: X — G («, N)-Hélder continuous such that ¢ =g —goT.

Proof. Fix z € X with {T"z: ne€ Z} = X, fix G(z) € G and define G : {T"z :
neZ} = Gby G(T"z) := G(z) + ¢n(z). We'll extend the domain of definition of

7Y 7 . 11 Y . 1 'Y .91 o444y e e AT T s
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Suppose that p € (0,1) and [[¢(z) — ¢(y)|| < Mp" Vn >N, z,y € X, 27 =y
It suffices to show that

IG(u) — G| < & Vn> N, u,v € {T"z: n €L}, uff =},

Accordingly, suppose that n > N, £ > k, (T*2)} = (T%2)7 and let y := z£+1,
then y € X, T %y =y and yﬁ ktn — zﬁi’f Thus

|G(T*2) — G(T*2)|| = ||pe—r(T*2)||
= |be—r(T"2) — de—r(y)| (. de—r(y) =0)

l—k—1
< 3 ol oy
(—k—1
l—k—1 .. V4 (—k
=M Z prt b (. Zki?+1_yz+1+n)
M n
< 35

O

3.4 Cohomology lemma c.f. [Pa—Si]. If (X, T, «) is mizing and ¢ : X — G s
a-measurable, then p =a+g—goT +¢ wherea € G, ¢p: X - Fypandg: X -G
are both a-measurable such that ¢ : X — Fy is aperiodic.

Proof. By assumption, ¥ N > 1 such that Iy # @, Jay € G so that ¢pn(x) = an
mod Fy V 2z € Ily. Evidently kay = Nar mod Fy whence (¢n —an)r = 0
mod [Fy whenever 11, Iy # @.

By Livsic’s theorem, ¥ N > 1 such that IIy # @, 3 ¢™) : X — G a-measurable
such that

oN =an + g(N) — g(N) oT mod Fy.

Since (X,T,«) is mixing, 3 p,q € N relatively prime, and u,v € X, TPu =

u, T9v = v. Suppose that k, ¢ € N satisfy kp — g =1, then mod Fy,

¢:¢kp_¢€qu
= ka, — la, +g®) — g®P) ok _ g(@) o 4 ¢(@) o
= ka, —faq-l-g(p) (p) oT—géq) oT-i—ng‘I) o T2
=a+g—goT
where a := ka, — la, and g := gl(f’) —géq) oT.

Now let ¢ := ¢ — (a+g—goT), then ¢ : X — F, is a-measurable and aperiodic
since <$n<x) _$n<y) - n Z 17 T,y < Hn) = Fd’ O
ERGODIC THEORY OF GROUP EXTENSIONS.

Let (X, T, a) be a TMS. We say that a &(7")-nonsingular measure p € 9, (X)
has the-

Gibbs property if d“ of

is (o, 1)-Holder continuous;

Markovian Gibbs pmperty if d’fi is (, 2)-Holder continuous.

Some examples: If (X, T, «) is full, then any global (X, T, a)-product has the
Gibbs property; and if (X, T, ) is a TMS , then any global Markov measure on X

1 421 _ N~ _ 1 _ o MY g



12 J. AARONSON, H. NAKADA AND O. SARIG

3.5 Lemma. Suppose that (X, T,«) is full and that m € P(X) is a globally sup-
ported measure with the Gibbs property so that (X,B,m,T) (where B := B(X)) is
conservative and exact, then m is E(X, T, a)-ergodic.

Proof. 1t is easily checked that (X, B, T, m, «) is a Gibbs-Markov map in the sense
of [AD]. Asin §2, fix ag € o and define the a-measurable function F : X — 74 \t%}
by Fi(z), := 14(z).
Evidently,
E(X,T,a) =F(T, F*) = T(Tp:) N (X x {0})2.

By construction of F, {Ffi(xz) — F%(y) : x,y € X} generates ZS‘\{“O} and so

F': X — Zg\{%} is aperiodic. It follows from the theorem in [AD] that Tp:
is exact, whence T(Tpy) is ergodic with respect to m x Mo\ {agy. Inducing this

0
equivalence relation on (X x {0})? shows that £(X, T, ) is ergodic with respect to
m. U

Let T: X — X and ¢ : X — G be maps. Recall that the group extension of T
by ¢ is the skew—product Ty : X x G — X x G given by Ty(x,y) := (Tz,y + ¢(x)).

3.6 Proposition. Suppose that (X,T,«) is a mizing TMS, that G is countable
and that ¢ : X — G is aperiodic and has finite memory. Let m € M, (X) be a
globally supported measure with the Markovian Gibbs property such that (X, B, m,T)
is conservative and ezact, then (X x G, B(X x G),m x mg,Ty) is exact.

Proof. After possibly recoding, we may assume that ¢(z) = ¢(x1). Since m is
globally supported and Gibbs, m is T(7T')-nonsingular.

Let A =, cc Ay X {9} € B(X x G) be T(Ty)-invariant. We claim first that
VseS, geG,either sC A, modm,orm(snNA,)=0.

To see this, fix s € a, g € G and let as C B(s) be the first return time partition
(to s), and Ts : s — s the induced map. The Markovian Gibbs property implies
that m|s is a (s, Ts, a)-product measure. Since

E(s,Ts, o) CE(X, T,a)N(sxs) CE(Ty)N(sxs),

we have that sN A, is £(s, Ts, a)-invariant. By lemma 3.5, either s C A, mod m,
or m(sNAy) =0. If mxmg(A) > 0, then 3 g € G with m(A4,) > 0, whence
Jse S with s x {g} CA mod m x mg. Since ¢ is aperiodic, by proposition 3.2,
T(Ty) is topologically transitive on X x G and A=X x G mod m x mg. O

The following corollary was proved for Markov measures in [Gr].

3.7 Corollary. Suppose that (X,T,«a) is a mizing TMS. Let m € M, (X) be a
globally supported measure with the Markovian Gibbs property so that (X, m,T, )
18 conservative and exact, then

(i) if (X,T,«) is almost onto, then m is E(X, T, a)-ergodic;

(i) if not and F* = a+ g — go T + F% where F? : X — Fpy is aperiodic, then for
each b € Zg\{SO}, m(lg € b+Fp:]) >0, m|jgeprr,,) is E(X, T, a)-non-singular and
ergodic.

Proof. Fix sy € S and apply proposition 3.5 to the aperiodic F% : X — ZOS\{SO} for

(Y and +~ FH - XY 8 TR fAr (33) [
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§4 INVARIANT MEASURES FOR COCYCLE
SUBRELATIONS OF TOPOLOGICAL MARKOV SHIFTS

Let (X,T,a) be a mixing TMS with state space S and transition matrix A =
(Aup)sxs and suppose that m € M, (X). It is not hard to see that dZ“;lT is a-
measurable iff m is Markov of form

m([slv 82,4, Sn]) = Ts1Ps1,82 -+ - Psp_1,8n
where " h
i h(s
Dst = M for some h:S — R,
S
in which case
dmoT _ T _
ZL;))I (33') - ﬂzlpzi@z ~ h(z1)"
Note that the condition for p,: = A%th(s) to define a stochastic matrix is
ZA tTy = V S € S.
tesS

The next proposition describes these measures.
Proposition 4.0. Let (X, T, «) be a mixing TMS with countable state space S and
let m: S — RT. There is a Markov p € My (X) with d“HT a-measurable and

w(ls]) = ms (s €8) <= I(s) := > ,cqgAsim <00V s €S. In this case, the
measure [ 1S unique.

Proof.

Ay mih
=) Suppose that p([s1,82,...,8n]) = Ts,Dsy .55 - - - Ds,,_1.5, Where ps = %(S)
for some h: S — R, then

TsPs,t Ts
) :ZAsvtﬂ-t: — = < 0
s s Ms) (s
Agm
<) Set p([s1,52,...,5n]) == Ts,Ps1,55 - - - Dsny_1,s,, Where pg s = = 7oy, and h(s) :=

*/. To see that p is a stochastic matrix:

stﬂ-t II(s
Zpst Z h - h<8()7?'5 =1.

tes tes

O

Remarks.

1) It is not clear when the measures in proposition 4.0 are recurrent. We'll give
examples of recurrent measures with a-measurable derivatives on ”simple, aperiodic
random walks” below.

2) Let (X, T, o) be a mixing TMS with state space S. Using the methods of [VJ]],
one can characterise those h : S — R* for which there is a recurrent v € M, (X)
with 22T (z) = ey for some ¢ > 0. The condition is that 3 s € S for which the
power series F(z) := > > 2" > vels), Tra—a P(@0)R(21) ... h(xy-1) has a positive
radius of convergence Rs and F'(R;) = oo.

As shown in [Sa], this is always the case if }° ¢ h(s) < oo and (X, T, ) has the
big images and preimages (BIP) property: 3 by,...,by € S such that Va 3i, j such
that AbjaAabi =1.

3) The next few results show that recurrent, exchangeable, ergodic, locally finite

I T T I D B




14 J. AARONSON, H. NAKADA AND O. SARIG

Theorem 4.1 (globally supported, aperiodic, recurrent case). Suppose
that (X, T, «) is a mizing TMS, G is countable and that ¢ : X — G is a-measurable
and aperiodic. If v € M(X) is globally supported, locally finite, T(T, ¢)-invariant,
ergodic and recurrent, then v € My (X) is Markov and 3 a homomorphism h : G —
R and ¢ > 0 such that
dfi—ZT = cel°?.

Proof.
91 v € M, (X) and is a Markov measure.

To see this fix any s € S and let pg(x) := min{n > 1: T"z € [s]} (x €

[s]), gf; = Zf;gl ¢oTF, then
T(T, ¢) N ([s] % []) = BT}y, (6, 0s)) D E[s], Ty, Gs)-

By proposition 2.2, part 2, v|jq is recurrent with respect to ([s], 7}, &s) and
thus, by proposition 2.2, part 1, a mixture of ([s], Ti,], &s)-products.

Each component product measure is partially exchangeable on [s] (in the sense of
[D-F]), whence by proposition 15 of [D-F], the restriction to [s] of a Markov measure.
By (T, ¢) N ([s] x [s])-ergodicity of v|, there is actually only one component,
whence v([s]) < oo and v/} is itself the restriction to [s] of a Markov measure. The
transition probability of v|;, does not depend on s € S and 91 is established. It
follows that v is T(T")-non-singular.

Next, let m € M(X x G) be the unique T(T})-invariant, ergodic measure satis-
fying m(A x {0}) =v(A) V A € B(X) (see proposition 1.1).

92 We claim that m < v x mg and that m([s] x {g}) <0V se€ S, g€G.

To prove m < v X mg, suppose that m(A x {g}) > 0. By ergodicity, 3 A’ C

A, m(A' x {g}) > 0 and B € B(X), v(B) = m(B x {0}) > 050 that A’ x {g} 5"’

Bx{0}, and in particular A’ . By ¥(T')-non-singularity of v, v(A) > v(A") >

0.

To show that m([s] x {g}) < ooV s €S, g € G, note that for each z € G, moQ,
is a o-finite, T(Ty)-invariant, ergodic measure where Q. (z,y) := (x,y + z). Thus
either mo @, cxm, or mo @, L m. Let

H=H(m):={2€G: moQ, xm},

then 3 a homomorphism 4 : H — R such that moQ, = e "*)m V 2z € H. Tt follows
from this, and m < v x mg that for A € B(X),

e "Ey(A) 2z eH,

m(Ax{z}):{ 0 e

whence local finiteness of m.
93 We now show that H = G.

Suppose that g € G and fix s € S. By aperiodicity, Fy s = Gand 3n >1, a =
Sa1az - --ap_1, b = sbiby...b,_1 € II,, s satisfying ¢, (b) — ¢,(a) = ¢. Since v is
globally supported, v([saias...an—1]), v([sbibs...b,_1]) > 0. We claim that

r a 1T . A g(%’) r 1 1 7 1 3



EXCHANGEABILITY 15

by the map ((s,a1,a2,...,60,-1,2),2) — ((8,b1,b2,...,bp_1,2),2+ g).
This is because

(S, ay,as, ..., an_l,a:) — (S, bl, bg, RN bn_l,fll)
is a T(T)-holonomy ([sajas...an_1] — [sbiba...b,_1]) and

G (801,02, ... bn_1,2) — Op(s,a1, a2, ...,an_1,2) = ¢n(b) — ¢n(a) =g V x € [s].

Thus m(X x {g}) > 0 and g € H.
94 We now complete the proof of the theorem by showing that d’zl—‘;T = ceh°? for
some ¢ > (.

It follows from 93 that m = e "v x dmg (where mg is the counting measure on
G). Since m is by definition T(T},)-invariant, for any T(7')-holonomy K, %K (z) =
eM¢(@.K2)) By proposition 1.2, d’c’l—‘;T = ceh? for some ¢ > 0. O

Theorem 4.2 (openly supported, periodic, recurrent case). Suppose that
G is countable, that (X, T, «) is a mixing TMS, that F is a subgroup of G and that
¢ : X = G is a-measurable and of form ¢ = a+g—goT+¢ wherea € G, g: X — G
is a-measurable and ¢ : X — F is a-measurable and aperiodic.

If v € M(X) is locally finite, has clopen support U, is recurrent and T(T, ¢)-
invariant, ergodic, then U = [g € zo + F] for some zo € G and 3 a homomorphism
h:G—=R, ¢>0 and p € My(X) Markov, such that

duoT
dp

ho
=ce"? v=yply.

Proof.

As in the proof of q1 of theorem 4.1, v € M, (X) is the restriction to U of a
Markov measure and is thus T(7') N (U x U)-non-singular.

Next, let m € M (X x G) be the unique T(Ty)-invariant, ergodic measure satisfy-
ing m(A x {0}) =v(A) ¥V A € B(X) (see proposition 1.1) and let @ := m o where
m(z,y) = (z,y — g(x)). Since 771 0Ty om = T, 5, we have that m € M(X x G)
is T(T5)-invariant, ergodic.

Evidently H(m) = H(m) (as defined in 42 of the proof of theorem 4.1) because
ToQ@,=Q,om.

91 We claim first that H(m) C F.

To see this, assume (WLOG) that m(X x {0}) > 0. If A € B(X), g € G

satisfy m(A x {g}) > 0, then by ergodicity, 3 A" C A, m(A" x {g}) > 0 and

B € B(X), m(B x {0}) > 0 so that A" x {g} T(—Tf)) B x {0}. Since ¢ : X — F, it
follows that g € F.
€2 Next, we claim that H(m) = F.

To see this, fix s € S, [s] C U and consider m, := m|(5)xg Which is T(Ty) N ([s] x
G)2-invariant, ergodic. Now

T(Te) N ([s] x G)* = (T(T)3) N (Is] x G)* = (T(T) N ([s] x [s]));

and in a similar manner to 92 and 3 of the proof of theorem 4.1, we see that
I/ —\ v
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It follows that 4 A : F — R a homomorphism, zy € G and a o-finite measure v

on X so that | eh(z)g(A) z€F,
m(A x + =
m(Ax {z+ z}) { 0 2 ¢T.

We'll assume (WLOG) that zp = 0. Thus, for K a T(T')-holonomy, dvd‘;K =

e_h(g(I’Kx)), whence as in 94 of the of the proof of theorem 4.1, dZ;T = cehod
for some ¢ > 0.
Now

v(A) =m(A x {0})
om (A x {0})
(U Anlg=2x{z})

zeG
m(AN g =z] x{z})

[
3 3

I
(]

i\
m
@

(AN [g = 2)

I
(]

=

e9qp.

I
T~

AN[g€F]

By theorem 16.1 in [Fu], 3 a homomorphism H : G — R with H|gp = h. Fixing one
such H : G — R, and setting du := e°9dv we see that
%(x) — ceH(g(Tm)—g(w))%
— ceH(9(T2)—g(2))=h(d(x)) _ .o—H(d(x))

O

EXCHANGEABLE MEASURES FOR TOPOLOGICAL MARKOV SHIFTS.

We maintain the notation of the previous subsection. Let (X, T, «) be a mixing
topological Markov shift, and suppose that p € M, (X) is globally supported and
recurrent.

If dZZT is a-measurable, then by proposition 2.0, u is exchangeable. We claim
that its £(X)—ergodic components are given by proposition 3.7. To see that this
proposition applies, we need to check that p is Markovian, conservative, and exact.
The Markov property follows from the remarks before proposition 4.0; the conser-
vativity and exactness of recurrent Markov measures on mixing TMS is well-known
(see e.g. [ADU]).

Thus the structure of exchangeable measures with a—measurable derivative is un-
derstood. The following two results show that any locally finite, recurrent, £(X)-
invariant, ergodic measure has a similar form, thus generalising and clarifying corol-
lary 2.8 in [ANSS1].

For v recurrent on X, let S, = Soo(v) :={s € S: v([Ns > 0]) > 0}.

Theorem 4.3 (general recurrent case). Suppose (X,T,«) is a TMS. If v €
M(X) is locally finite, recurrent and E(X, T, a)-invariant, ergodic, then there are
(1) X' c XnSY, &X,T,a)-invariant, such that (X', T,a) is a TMS and ;

7\ I cCc/r~ mm N * o« 4 717 49 TT - /!
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so that v = p|y where p € My (X') is Markov with dZZT a-measurable.

Proof. We claim first that v is the restriction of a Markov measure to a union
of initial states. To see this, choose s € S, with v([s]) > 0 and consider the

induced fibred system ([s], Tj5), @) where a := {(s,a) : a = (a1,a2,...,an-1) €
(S\ {s})™"!, n > 1}. This fibred system is full.
Evidently,

E([s], Tig, ) C E(X, T, ) N ([s] x [s]) € E([s], T}, @)

By proposition 2.2, v|jq is a ([s], T}s), @)-product measure. By Proposition 15
of [D-F], 3 ¢ > 0 and a stochastic matrix p = p®) : S, x S, — [0,1] so
that v([s,s1,52,...,5n]) = CPs,51Ds1,50 - - - Psn_1.5,- Ut F# s, v([t]) > 0, then by
E(X, T, a)-invariance and ergodicity, 3 n > 1, s = s1,...,8,, t = t1,...,1, such
that s, = t, and such that the map (s,s,z) — (¢,t, ) ([s,s] — [t,t]) is v-
preserving. It follows that 3 p with p(®) = p V s € S with v([s]) > 0, whence
showing that v is a Markov measure with transition probabilities p restricted to
U= USES, y([s])>0[8]'

The stochastic matrix p is recurrent (by assumption) and irreducible (as v is
E(X, T, a)-ergodic). Thus

X' ={2€8Y: Popany, >0V n>1}

is topologically transitive (with respect to the shift).

In case (X', T, «) is mixing, the result follows from theorem 4.2.

In general (see [Ch]), X' = &ij:l X, where N € Nand X71,..., X} are clopen in
X' with TX}, = X[ 1 oa n- Bach (X}, TV, ay) is mixing and T(T) = T(TV)-
invariant whence v is supported on some X ,’CO.

Evidently, v is £(X}, , T N ay)-invariant, whence (by the mixing case) a mixture
of conformal, Markov measures. However v is T(7T)-ergodic and so this mixture is
trivial. [

Remark. The TMS X’ is not necessarily mixing, even if X is mixing. To
see this, let X C {0,1}N be the (mixing) Fibonacci shift with transition matrix

( } (1) ) The measure v := d(1010...) is exchangeable, the corresponding TMS

; . . e . " . 01
X' ={(1010...), (0101...)} being non-mixing with transition matrix ( - )

Suppose that (X, 7T, «) is a TMS and that v € P(X) is £(X, T, a)-invariant
and ergodic, then for s € S Ny := > (1ig 0 T™ is £(X, T, o)-invariant, whence
constant v-a.e.. We call s € S v-ephemeral if 1 < Ny < oo v-a.e., and the measure
v ephemeral if every state is v- ephemeral.

If a £(X, T, a)-ergodic measure v is non-ephemeral, then

Seo =Sso(V) ={a€a: N, =00v-ae}#2.

Theorem 4.4 (general non-ephemeral case).

Suppose (X, T, «) is a TMS. If v € M(X) is locally finite, E(X, T, o)-invariant,
ergodic and non-ephemeral, then there exist

(1) a cylinder f =[f1,...,fn] C X with f1,... fn v- ephemeral;

(2) X' c XnSY a&(X,T,a)-invariant TMS ;

(3) a clopen, E(X, T, a)-invariant subset U C X';

7 A\ - N"rTr . 1. o Yy U
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so that dZZT 18 a-measurable and

v=c Z dof X p|rNg U
ceSN, ofNU#Y

where o f := [fo1), -, fo(v)]-

Proof. Let S. be the set of v—ephemeral states and S, be the set of v—recurrent
states. Let n(z) :=min{n >1: z, € Soo}. We claim that n is constant and that
n= ZfGSE Nf < 00.

To see this, we claim first that for v-a.e. z, z € Seo V k > n(x).

Since Sy, # &, n < 0o v-a.e. Suppose that x € X, n(x) = N, ay = s € S
and v([z1,...,zN]) > 0. It follows that v([zy,...,2x] NT~N(.)) is a locally finite,
E([s], Tis), @)-invariant, T([s], Ti,], &)-ergodic measure on [s] which is, by proposition
2.2, a multiple of a ([s], T}s), &)-product measure. Thus

{ Se 1 <n<n(x),
Ty €
Seo 1 >n(x),

whence n(z) = ;.5 Nf(z) < oo, which is constant by £(X, T, a)-ergodicity.
The result follows from this, and theorem 4.3. [

Example. The following example (from [Pe-S]) shows that there may be
v-ephemral states.
Consider the TMS X on the states {0, 1,2, 3} with allowed transitions

0+ 1—-2—-3—1
O @)

and the exchangeable v € P(X) given by

€1,€2,...,6, = 0,1,

1
v([3,€1,€2,...,€n]) == { .

0 else.
EXAMPLES OF EPHEMERAL AND NON-EPHEMERAL EXCHANGEABLE MEASURES

Finite images. Let (X, T, a) be a TMS with state space S and transition matrix
A= (tij)ijesxs-

We say that (X, T') has the finite images property if A has finitely many rows
(equivalently {Ta : a € a} is finite). Any TMS with finite state space has this
property, as does the full shift on a countable alphabet, and any shift obtained
from the full shift by removing a finite collection of edges.

Proposition 4.5. If (X,T,«) has the finite images property and v € M(X) is
topologically o-finite, £(X, T, a)-invariant, ergodic, then v is not ephemeral.

Proof. Let v € 9M(X) is topologically o-finite, £(X, T, a)-invariant, ergodic. Sup-
pose also that v € M(X) is ephemeral.

For a € S define R(a),C(a) : S — {0,1} by R(a)(b) := ta, C(a)(b) := tpa-
The finite images property is that R := {R(a) : a € S} is finite, say equal to
{R1,...,Rn}. We claim that C := {C(a) : a € S} is finite as well. To see this,
note that

N
S = H—JAi,where A;={a€S:R(a)=R;}.
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For each i, C(a) is constant on A;, because
C(a)(b) =ty = R(b)(a) = R;(a) is independent of b € A;.

It follows that |[{C(a) : a € S}| < 2%.
Fix (C,R) € C x R and let S¢p) := {a € §: C(a) = C, R(a) = R}. If

a € SRy, T1,%2,...,Tn_1 & Sc,r) and [S(c,r)) NT"[a, z1,. .., 2,_1] # @ (Where
[Sc,r)] = Uses(c . [s]), then 3 b € S(¢,g) With t,,_,» = 1 whence C(z,_1) =1
and T"[a, 1, ..., Tn-1] D [Sc,R)]-

It follows that (Ac,r)s Tac n)» @(c,r)) is a full fibred system where A gy =
{z € [Sic,r)] : 2n € S(c,R) infinitely often} and

Q(C,R) ‘= {[a,l‘l, .. .,l‘n_l] :n>1,a¢€ S(C,R)7 Tk ¢ S(QR), Z toy_ 1b > 0}.
beS(C,R)

Also
S(A(C,RwTA(C,R),O‘(C,R)) C S(X, T, Oz) N A(C’,R) X A(C’,R)~

Since C x R is finite, 3 Ng > 1, (C,R) € C x R such that (T~ Ao r)) > 0.
By topological o- finiteness, AN > Ny, a € an such that 0 < V(aﬁT_NA(QR)) <
00

' -1 . v(enT~VB)
The probability ¢ € P(A(c,r)) defined by ¢(B) :=

v(aNT-N Ao Rr)) 18
E(Ae,r)s Tac.ny» (0, r))-invariant and (X, T, ) N Ac gy X A(c,r)-ergodic.

By theorem 2.1, part 2, q is a mixture of (A(c r), Ta . n)» @(c,Rr))-Product mea-
sures, but by £(X,T,a) N Ac,ry X A(c,r)-ergodicity, there is only one component
and ¢ is a (A(c,Rr)» T'Ac.ny» ¥(C,r))-Product measure.

In particular ¢ is recurrent with respect to (A, R)» Lac ) (C, r)) and v cannot
be ephemeral. [

The simple, aperiodic random walks. Consider the simple, aperiodic random
walks TMS’s X4 for d € N where:

Xd = {IIJ € (Zd)N : Hxn—l—l - xn”oo S 1Vn Z 1}

equipped with the shift map T and partition a := {[s] : s € Z%}. Note that
(i) (X4, T, ) is almost onto, so by theorem 3.7, any globally supported, Markov
measure on X is £(X, T, a)-ergodic;
(i) Xg = X? where X := X;.

Now let p € 9, (X) be a recurrent, £(X, T, o)-invariant, ergodic, measure on
X. By theorem 4.3, p is Markov with a-measurable derivative d‘fi—ZT.

The symmetric, global, random walk measure m on X given by

m(lai,az, . ..

e |ags1 —ap] <1, 1<k <n-—1,
7an])_
0 else

is null recurrent and of this form. Note however that mg4 := m X ... X m is transient
N—_— ——

d-times
N o\ T~ o
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Proposition 4.6. For each d > 1 there is a positively recurrent, exchangeable,
Markov measure p € My (Xq).

Proof. 1t suffices to find a positively recurrent, exchangeable, Markov measure p €
M, (X) for then p x ... x pu € M, (Xy) is as required.

d-times
To this end, fix 0 < z < 1, set 7y = zI*l and let u € M, (X) be the Markov
measure with u([s]) = 7, and d“OT a-measurable (as in proposition 4.0). The
underlying stochastic matrix is glven by for s € Z, i = 0, +1:

=1 SE€Z, s>0,i=0%1

Ps,sti = s SE€Z, s<0,i=0,41,

Ll
2z+1

s=0, i=0,+1.

An invariant distribution on Z for P is given by

1 _
{ ez =0,
Ct = 20t —1
z
ST t # 0.

Since ), ¢t < 00, the stochastic matrix P is positively recurrent. [J
Proposition 4.7. SetZ :={x € X : Ny(z) =0Vs <0, Ng(x) =2Vs > 1}. There
is a unique E(X, T, a)-invariant, ergodic measure v € My (X) which is carried by
Z and such that 7([1]) = 1. This measure is non-atomic and ephemeral.

Proof. Let x € ZN[1] and call K € N good for x if #{1 < k < 2K : x) = s} =
2V 1<s< K and let k(z) := min{K > 1: K good for z}. The possibilities for
k(x) are:

(i) k(z) =1 in case z = (1,1, 7(z) + (1,1,1,...)) where 7(z) € Z N [1], and

(ii) k(z) =2 in case z = (1,2,1,2,7(x) + (2 ,2,2, .)) where 7(z) € ZN[1]. Note
that 7: ZN[1] = Z N [1] is defined by

7(x) = T2 (2) — (k(z), K(z),...).
It follows that

(x,y) e EX, T,a)N(ZN[1]x ZN[l]) &

Mw

JkL>1 > K(Tj—'_kx‘) = K(TJ—M i>1

y4
A(rx) =3 k(r'y)

§=0
Defining ® : Z N [1] — Q := {1,2}2+ by ®(x), := k(7"x), we have that
PxP(EX,T,a)nN(ZN[1]x ZN[1])) = &(S,9)N(P(ZN[1]) x ®(ZN[1]))

where S is the shift map on Q and V() := ;.
Evidently <I> ZNI[1] - ®(ZnN|[1]) is a homeomorphism. We claim next that

7 ~ 11\



EXCHANGEABILITY 21
To see this set a(1) := (1,1), a(2) :=(1,2,1,2) and define 7 : Q@ — Z by
m(w) := (a(wo) + S0, a(w1) + s1,...,a(wn) + Spn,y-- )

where s, = s, (w) is defined by so = 0, sp41 = sp+wy,. Evidently 7o ® = Id.| 7y,
whence 7(2) = Z N [1]. We've shown that
91 @ : ZN[1] — Qis a homeomorphism and
®x®(EX,T,a)N(ZN[1] x ZN[1])) = &(S,9).
92 We claim next that &(S,d) is uniquely ergodic in that 3 a unique &(S,J)-
invariant p € P().
It is not hard to check that if p(w) = p* (w = 1,2) where p+p?> =1 (p = 1),
and 1 € P(Q), pu([wi, ..., wn]) = [[he; p(wr) = p"»@), then p is &(S,)- 1nvar1ant
To see uniqueness of thls [, we note first tha

E(Q) C &(S,9) C B(S).

If @ € P(Q) is &(S5,V)-invariant, ergodic, then it is £(Q2)-invariant, whence by
de-Finetti an average of product measures; and &(S)-ergodic, whence a product
measure. Writing i = [] ¢, we have by &(S,d)-invariance that q(1)? = p([11]) =
u([2]) = q(2) whence 71 = 5.
€3 We can now show that there is a unique £(X, T, a) N (ZN[1] x ZN[1])-invariant,
ergodic probability measure v € P(Z N [1]) and this measure is non-atomic.

This follows from 91, 92 and the unique ergodicity of &(S,):
P € P(Q) is T(Q, S)-invariant, ergodic iff Por~t € P(ZN[1]) is E(X,T,a)N(ZN
[1] x Z N [1])-invariant, ergodic. The required probability is v := p o 7w~! where pu
is as in 92.

To complete the proof of the theorem, we take for 7 the unique £(X, T, a)-
invariant, ergodic measure 7 on Z so that U|znp] = v.

If X is another £(X, T, a)-invariant, ergodic measure on Z so that A(ZN[1]) =1,
then by 93, A|znp) = v, whence A = 7.

Finally, we note that Z = Uy {(k,k—1,...,2,1,1,2,...,k— 1,k u*(z)): z €
Z N [1]} where u(z)y, := 2, + 1, whence 7 € im (X). O

Remark.
It follows from theorem 2.2 in [ANSS] that the only partition-bounded, ¥(7T')-
invariant, ergodic measures on X are the random walk measures m of form

mf([Sl, 52,4, Sn]) = Ts1Psy1,59 +++Psp_1,5n

with pssie := fe (€ = £1), where f, = 2°p for some 0 < p < %, z = z4(p) =
%(l -1+ (l —1)2—-4) and 7y = 2° (3 € Z) . The only recurrent measure of

this form is the symmetric one with p = 3, z = 1. All the others are ephemeral
and not (X, T, a)- ergodic. Their ergodic decompositions may be of interest.

§5 [B-EXPANSIONS

Given f > 1define T'=Tps : I := [0,1] — I by Tz := {Sz}. This leaves Lebesgue
measure m quasi invariant (m o T~! ~ m). Consider the fibred system (I,T,«)
T 2 O T s NN 1 1 s e I Nt
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[Ge], [Pa] and [Re]. It is known that (I, B, m,T) is an exact endomorphism with a
Lebesgue-equivalent invariant probability.

The B-expansion of x € I is w(z) = mg(x) = (e1,€2,...) € {0,1,...,[B]}"
where €, = [BTg_lx]. Evidently z = > ° | . Given x € ZY and 8 > 1 write
z(B) == > 02, %

Now fix > 1 and set X := 7m5(I). Set

w=uw :{ (77177727'--777q—1777q_1> ﬂ-ﬁ(l):(77177727"'777(1—1777(170>7
o m3(1)  else.

The following is in [Pal:

(5.1) Xg={ye{0,1,..,[B]}": y° <wV k>1}
where x < y means
dn>1, z, < yn, x?_l = y?_l
For a = [ai,...,an] € ay, define
K (a) ::{ 0 A1<n<N, a%_nﬂzwf,
max{l <n < N, a%_nﬂ = wi'} else,
then
(5.2) TV[a1,...,an] ={y € Xz : Y < Wy (a)+17
Remark on ”full cylinders”. A cylinder [z1,...,zx] with TN [z1,...,2x] = X5

is called full. Full cylinders were considered in [Re|, [Pa], [Sm], [I-Ta], [W] and [Bl].
Various versions of (5.2) are implicit in these.

Set ' :={z € Xg: In>1 2°=w}, then 7 : I\ 7' - Xg\Tis
invertible and m o Ty = T o m where T' : Xg — Xp is the shift. Accordingly set
Xp,o0 = Xpg \I' and define the Bernoulli jump transformation (see page 133 of
[Schw]) ¢ : Xg\I' = N, S: Xg9— Xg,o by

(x) =min{N > 1, TN[z1,...,z5] = X3}, S(z):=TY@ ().
This is well-defined on Xpg o, and evidently (Xg o, S, @) is a full fibred system where
a={a€a,: n>1, aC[¢p=nl}
We have
(5.3) E(Xp,0,9, ) CE(Xp,0,T,a) CZT(Xp,0,5 a) CB(Xpo,T, ).
5.1 Proposition (ergodicity of £(Xg) mod m). For g > 1,
I(E(Xp, T,a)) = {2, Xg}.

Proof. Observed on I, S is a piecewise onto affine map, and so m is a (S5, a)-
product measure. Thus, by theorem 2.1, J(£(Xpg, S,a)) = {@, Xs}. By (5.3)

IE(Xp, T, a)) C 3E(Xs 5,d) 2 {2, X5). O
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5.2 Proposition (unique ergodicity of T(Xz,T,a)). Suppose that pp € M(Xp)
is topologically o-finite and T(X g, T, o)-invariant, then p = cm (for some ¢ > 0).

Proof. Let p € M(Xp) be topologically o- finite and T(X g, T, o)-ergodic, invariant.
Since T(T")-equivalence classes are dense, £ is non-atomic, whence p(X g\ Xg,0) = 0.

We claim that p is locally finite on X . To see this, note first that by topological
o-finiteness, there is a cylinder set of positive, finite measure. By non-atomicity,
we may assume that the cylinder is full. Namely: 3 b € ay Nay with 0 < u(b) <
o0. Now let z € X. Since TVNb = X, we may define the T(Xg, T, «))-holonomy

Kzl = bby k(zd, 2) :== (b, 2). By T(Xgs, T, a)-invariance,

p([21']) < p(slz1']) < p(b) < oo

and g is locally finite on Xg .

By (5.3), 1 is (X350, 5, a)-ergodic and £(Xg,9, S, &)-invariant. By proposition
2.2, v is a (S, @)-product measure.

The T(Xg,T, a)-invariance implies that 3 ¢ > 0 so that p(a) =t" Va € aNay,.
To see this, suppose that a € aNayg, b € a N ay, then

T(Xp,T,o)
la,...,al o [b,...,0] by (a,...,a,2) — (b,...,b,x)
—— —— —— ——
f-times k-times (-times k-times

so p(a)® = pu(b)*. The case k = ¢ shows that 3 tk1> 0 so that pu(a) =t Va € aNay

and the other cases show that 3¢ > 0 so that tf =¢ Vk>1, anNa, # &. This

t > 0 is uniquely determined by ) - pu(a) = 1, whence t = % and m=pu. O

Note that the proof of proposition 5.2 only used the existence of one cylinder
with positive, finite y-measure.

As before, define F? : Xz — 78] by Fh(w)j =01,

5.3 Lemma.
E(XB,07T7 a) ={(x,y) € XpoxXgo: AN =>1, xjovo+1 = y})vo+1a $J1V > y{V}

where £ 1y means that F]uv(a:) = F]hv(y) and 3 k, 0, [21V] € ag, [yV] € ay.
Construction. In the following, we fix > 1 and J C {0,1,...,[A]}, |J| > 1.
Note that Xgo(J) := Xg0NJN # @ (since j; < j2 € J = (j1,71,---) € Xg.0(J)).
Setting o, (J) :={a=1[a] € o, : a € J"} and a(J) := U, _,; @Na,(J), we have
that (Xg,0(J),S,a(J)) is a full fibred system whence X3 o(.J) is either a singleton,
or uncountable, in which latter case Xg(J) := Xg N JN = Xg0(J).
To see that the singleton case is possible, let 5 = %, then w = (2,1) and

Xﬁ,O({172}) = {(17 L.. >}

As before, we have

E(Xpo(J]),S,a())) CE(Xso(J),T,a(J]))

El

(5.3(J)) C T(Xp,o(J),S,a(J])) C B(Xg,o(J),T,a(J])).
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5.4 Proposition. Suppose that Xg(J) is infinite, and let H : J — R, then
(i) there is a unique A > 0 and (55, T)-conformal py i € P(Xs(J));
(ii) pgm is a (S, a@)-product measure and is €(Xg)-invariant and ergodic.

Proof. In case wg is eventually periodic, X3(.J) is sofic (see [Bl]) and a continu-
ous, equivariant image of a TMS. Existence follows from Ruelle’s Perron-Frobenius
theorem, which provides a non-atomic, (ﬁ, T')-conformal measure.

In the case that wg is not eventually periodic, we prove existence (as in §2 and
§3 of [W]) by considering Xg(.J) endowed with the (lexicographic) order topology
and disconnecting it at T' :={J,,c, T"{(0),ws} to obtain a compact metric space

Y = Yp(J) = (Xa(/)\T)UT x {—,+},
continuous maps Ty : Y — Y and 7 : Y — Xg(J) defined by

(Ty)|xsonr =T, wlxzonre =1d, Ty (v, €) == (T, ¢€), m(y,€) ==

so that mw o Ty =T om. It follows that H o7 : Y — R is continuous.

By Schauder’s fixed point theorem (as in §2 and §3 of [W]), 3 vy € P(Y)
(5g==> Ty )-conformal for some A > 0.

We claim that vy (771T) = 0.
. We show first that vy {((0), %)} = 0.

Otherwise one of the preimages z = ((4,0),£) has positive measure. The ex-

)
changeable orbit of ((5,0),£) is {((0,...,0,4,0),£)}5,. Since vy is (7=, Ty )-
——

n—times

conformal, vy ({((0,...,0,7,0),£)}) = vy({z}) V n > 0, a contradiction to the
——

n—times
finiteness of vy.
o We next show that vy ({(wg, £)}) = 0.

Suppose (to get a contradiction) that vy ({(wg,£)}) > 0. In this case, wg €
Xg(J), whence a, € J V n > 1. In particular a,,;, := min{a, : n € N} € J. We
construct a preimage of (wg,=£)}), which on one hand belongs to Yz(J) (and by
Ty-non-singularity has positive measure); and on the other hand has an infinite
exchangeable orbit (with infinite measure), in contradiction to the finiteness of vy

Set 2* := ((amin,ws), =), then 2% € Y(J) and its exchangeable orbit consists
of {(a7™ !, amin, aS,) 1 m € N}

This is an infinite set whenever wg is not eventually periodic.

. We now prove that vy (771T') = 0.

For every v € I, € = £1, either (v,¢) ¢ Y (J) in which case vy {(y,€)} = 0, or
(v,€) € Y(J) and 3n, k > 0 such that T3 ((v,¢€)) € T#{(0),ws} and vy {(7,€)} =0
by Ty —non-singularity of vy .

. We now obtain a non-atomic, (5%, T)-conformal 1 g € P(Xg0(J)).

Since vy is supported on Xg(J)\ T, 7: (Y, B(Y),vy) = (Xg(J),B,vy om™1) is
a measure theoretic isomorphism. It follows that p; g := vy o7~ ! is the required
conformal measure supported on Xg g.

We now turn to unicity, and (ii).

o By (5%, T)-conformality,

N ANTT, N\ o~ 7 < 1
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where H : | J°°, a,, — R is defined by

H(lai]) = [T H(ar)  (laf] € @M a).
k=1

This shows that py g is a (5, a)-product measure.

) Let By := ) canan
appearing in (i) is unique.

H(a), then > ° | B,A"™ = 1. This shows that the A > 0

° Since py g is a (S, @)-product measure, it is £(X3g,0, S, @)-invariant, and (by
theorem 2.1, part 1), £(Xpg,0, 5, @)-ergodic, whence by (5.3), £(X3,0, T, )-ergodic.
. It remains to show £(Xpg 0, T, o)-invariance.

By lemma 5.3, £(Xpg,0, T, a) is generated by holonomies of form (Z, z) — (7, 2)
where [Z] > [g], which implies p; g ([Z]) = ps,u([g]) whence
E(Xp,0, T, a)-invariance.

e  Tosee unicity of p7 i, any nontrivial convex combination of (ﬁ , T')-conformal

probabilities would yield a (ﬁ, T')-conformal probability which was not
E(Xp,0, T, a)-ergodic. O

Remark. Lebesgue measure m corresponds to the case J = {0,1,...,[5]} and H
constant.

5.5 Corollary. If X3(J) is infinite, then E(Xz,0,T, ) N X5(J)? is topologically
transitive.

Our main result on [-expansions is:

5.6 Theorem. If v € M(Xpz,) is locally finite and E(Xgz,0,T, a)-invariant and
ergodic, then v = puj g for some J C {0,1,...,[5]}, H:J — R4.

Remark. Theorem 5.6 fails for £(Xg, T, o)-invariant, ergodic v € P(Xpg). For
g = 1+_2\/g’ wp = (1,0) and 4, is £(Xg, T, a)-invariant and ergodic but not of form
KyH -

§6 PROOF OF THEOREM 5.6
6.0 Lemma. Suppose that (X, T, «) is a fibred system s.t. ¥V x € X, I N > 1 s.t.
TN[z1,...,on] = X. Let ¢¥(z) :=min {N > 1: TN[zy,...,2n5] = X}, then

T(T) =6(5,v)

where Sz := T @) g,
Proof.
D: Suppose that x B(Ew) y, then 3 k, £ > 0, Skz = Sy, V() = Ye(y) =2 N
whence TNz = S*2x = S = TNy and ng) Y.

C: Suppose thatxzr(vT) y,then 3N >0, TNz =TNNy =: z and 3 ¢ > 1 so that

k= y(2) > N + max{y(T?z), »(T?y): 0<j < N}

It suffices to show that kK = ¢,(z) = 14(y) for some p,q > 1 as in this case,
o B(SY)
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To see that k = ¢,(x) = 1,4(y) for some p,q > 1 we prove that

TN+“[361, ey EN4k] = TN‘M[yl, YN+ = X
We'll show only that TNT*[z,..., 2n4.] = X (the other case being analogous).
Suppose otherwise, and let K := max{k > 1: TN** Kz 1, ..., onse] # X}
By choice of K, T"[TN41,. ., ZN+r] = X, whence T I[N yjt1,-- s TN4w] =

XV0<j<k. It follows that K < N — 1.
Let L := (T%x), then T*[wx 11, ..., 2x41] = X. By choice of K, K+L < N+x
whence

TN R et TN ]
= TN‘M_K([xK_H, ey TR ﬂT_L[a;K+L+1, ey EN4k])
= TL[xK+1, e TRL] N TN+”_(K+L)[33K+L+1, eeoy TNtk
= TN+/@—(K+L)[$K+L+1, ce s EN4r] X

contradicting maximality of K. [

6.1 Lemma.
E(Xp0,T,a) = B(Xg,,8,d7)

where
OB = (F® ) : X5 — Gp := 2 x Z,
F’ being defined by F” := Z;f:_ol FhoTk.

Proof. By proposition 2.0,
(z,9) € E(Xpo,T,0) & (2,y) € T(T) & Fi(x) = F(y) whenever T"z = T"y.

By lemma 6.0, (z,y) € T(T) iff 3 k, £ > 1 with ¢p(x) = ¥e(y) =t N and S¥z =
TNz = TNy = S*y. Thus

(x,y) € E(Xp0,T,a) & Fk,0>1

such that
Yr(z) =e(y) = N, S¥z=TNz =TNy = Sy

and
F(z) = Fyy(z) = Fy(y) = F} (y);

equivalently (z,y) € &(S,®®#). O

Proof of theorem 5.6.
By (5.3), v is £(Xg,0, 5, @)-invariant and T(Xg 0, .S, @)-ergodic. By proposition
2.2, v is a (S, a)-product measure, whence
o foreach 0<b<[B], Ny:=3 1o b = 0,00 v-ae..
It follows that v is
° either a point mass or non-atomic;

~Y [ X re AN D R, v 1. 4 4 1. _ 1T ...y X
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Let
J:={be{0,1,...,[0]}: Np=o00}.

By the topological transitivity of £(Xgs,0,T,a) N Xg(J)? (corollary 5.5), Xz, =
Xpg(J). Assume that v is not a point mass.

Now fix jo := minJ, define F¢ : X5(J) — 2\t by Flb(z); = 6,, ;, F7
Xg(J) = 27Mio} by P72 .= S0 phland & = &) - Xg(J) = G = 27 \Uo} x 7
by @ := (F7° 4).

By lemma 6.1 and (1.1),

g(Xﬁ(J>v T? (l/) = ®(X5(J)7 S? q))
B(Xs(J) x G, Ss) N (Xp(J) x {0})2.

12

By proposition 1.1, there is a unique o-finite, &(X3(J) x G, S¢)-invariant, ergodic
measure m on Xg(J) x G so that

m(A x {0}) = v(A) ¥ A€ B(Xs(J)).

91 m(Xp(J) x{g9}) <oV geG.

Proof We claim first that v, < vV g € G where v4(A) := m(A x {g}). To see
this, suppose that B € B(Xz(J)), m(B x {g}) > 0, then by &(Xg(J) x G, S¢)-
ergodicity of m, 3k, > 1, a € ai, b € ay and A € B(Xp), v(A) >0, A C aso
that TI(A x {0}) C B x {g} where I1: a x G — b x G is defined by

~

Iy, z) := (7(y), 2+ @y, 7(y)), w(a,z):= (b,z).

In particular II(A) C B whence, by &(Xg(J), S)-non-singularity of v, v(B) > 0.

Next, for g € G, define Qg : Xg(J) x G = Xg(J) x G by Qq4(z, 2) := (z,2 + g).
Evidently Q, x Q,6(X5(J) X G, Se) = &(X3(J) x G, Sp) whence mo Q) is also a
o-finite, &(Xg(J) x G, Sp)-invariant, ergodic measure m on Xg(J) x G. It follows
that either mo Q4 L m or mo Qg4 = cym for some ¢, € Ry. In particular,

0 moQ, L m,

cg < 00 else.

(X x {a)) = {
L]

Set H:={h € G: moQp ~ m}, then H is a subgroup and moQ, L m V¥ h ¢ H.

92 It suffices to show H = G.

ProofIf H = G, then m(A x {g}) = (9 y( A) for some homomorphism H : G — R,

dpoS —Hod R
whence ‘C‘lu =e "°% and p = pjp where h:= H|ZJ\{J-O}X{O}. d

93 Group ®(X3(J)) =G.
Proof Evidently for j € J, j # [5], [j] € @ and so (e;,1) = ([j]) € ®(Xp(J)) (j €
I\ Lo, [81}) and (0,1) = &([jo]) € D(X5(.1)).

Incase [B] € J, #{n > 1 : w, = [B]} = oo and I N > 1 with wl¥ =
([8],w2, - - - wn—1,[B]) where wa,...,wn_1 # [B], whence [[3],j§] € & for some
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4 H=G0G.
Proof We show that ®(Xg(J)) C H. Accordingly, let ® = h on a € a.

To obtain a contradiction, suppose that h ¢ H then
o moQp L mand 37 € B(X), m(Zx{0})=1, m(Z x {—h}) =0, whence
e 3J¢C UL, @, countable, such that U := Uaee A D Z and m(U x{-h}) < 3.
o Since m(U x {0}) =1, 3 A € £ such that m(A x {—h}) < +m(A x {0}).

Define s : A — A by (4,2) = (4,a,z). Evidently (z,x(x)) € 6(5) V z € A,
and ®(z,k(x)) = —h V2o € A. Thus, if K : Ax G — A x G is defined by
k(x,q) := (k(z),g — h), then ((z,g),k(z,9)) € &(Ss) V(z,g9) € A x G. It follows
that

m(A x {0}) = m(R(A x {0})) < m(A x {=h}) < gm(A x {0}).

By the contradiction, h € H. [
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