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Abstract. If a countable amenable group G contains an infinite subgroup I', one may
define, from a measurable action of I", the so-called co-induced measurable action of G.
These actions were defined and studied by Dooley, Golodets, Rudolph and Sinelsh’chikov.
In this paper, starting from a topological action of I', we define the co-induced topological
action of G. We establish a number of properties of this construction, notably, that the
G-action has the topological entropy of the I'-action and has uniformly positive entropy
(completely positive entropy, respectively) if and only if the I'-action has uniformly
positive entropy (completely positive entropy, respectively). We also study the Pinsker
algebra of the co-induced action.

1. Introduction
A well-known result of Ornstein [20, 22] states that there is a completely positive entropy
(c.p.e.) non-Bernoulli Z-action of any given entropy. This result was subsequently
generalized by many authors; for example, Ornstein and Shields showed that there is an
uncountable family of pairwise non-isomorphic c.p.e. non-Bernoulli Z-actions with the
same entropy [23], and Feldman [8] found a c.p.e. non-loosely Bernoulli Z-action (each
Bernoulli action is loosely Bernoulli). Kalikow [18] subsequently gave a very simple
example of a c.p.e. non-loosely Bernoulli Z-action. For further results see [12, 17, 21, 25].
A natural extension of a Z-action is the action of an amenable group. A classical result is
that each Z-action on a compact metric space admits an invariant Borel probability measure
on the space, and it is now well known that the amenability of the group suffices for the
existence of an invariant Borel probability measure. The class of amenable groups includes
finite groups, solvable groups and compact groups. However, non-amenable groups such
as the free group on two generators can admit actions on a compact space with no invariant
Borel probability measures.
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The foundations of the theory of amenable group actions were laid by Ornstein and
Weiss [24]. Rudolph and Weiss [26] developed the notion of c.p.e. in this setting and
solved a long-standing open problem by proving that, for any infinite countable discrete
amenable group action, c.p.e. implies mixing of all orders. Inspired by this, Dooley and
Golodets [6] proved that every free ergodic c.p.e. action of an infinite countable discrete
amenable group has a countable Lebesgue spectrum. Recently, Dooley et al [7] considered
the problem of the existence of a c.p.e. non-Bernoulli action for infinite countable discrete
amenable groups. They proved that if the group contains an element of infinite order then
there exists an uncountable family of pairwise non-isomorphic c.p.e. actions with any given
entropy. In fact, for an infinite countable discrete amenable group G containing an element
of infinite order, one starts from a c.p.e. non-Bernoulli action of a subgroup I" isomorphic
to Z (by Ornstein’s result and by the assumptions on G and I', such an action must
exist); [7] constructed the co-induced action of G, which was shown to be non-Bernoulli
and c.p.e.

In general, if T" is a subgroup of G, [7] used co-induction to construct a G-action from
a I'-action, and proved that co-induction preserves measure-theoretic entropy and that the
co-induced action has c.p.e. (is Bernoulli, respectively) if and only if the original I"-action
has c.p.e. (is Bernoulli, respectively).

In this paper, we consider co-induction for topological group actions. Following [7], for
any infinite countable discrete amenable group G containing an infinite subgroup I', we
show how to co-induce a continuous I"-action to obtain a continuous G-action. We shall
show that, as in the measure-theoretic case, co-induction preserves topological entropy.
We further investigate the relationship of the original action and the co-induced action with
respect to the properties of (topological) c.p.e. and u.p.e. (uniformly positive entropy).

To explain this a little more, let us recall some results on local entropy from [16],
generalizing [1-4, 9, 11, 13-15]. If an infinite countable discrete amenable group acts on a
compact metric space, its local entropy theory is established by proving a local variational
principle for a given finite open cover; we introduce entropy tuples in both the topological
and the measure-theoretic settings, and prove variational relations between these two kinds
of entropy tuples. It is then straightforward to define u.p.e. and c.p.e. topological actions.
(See §6 for details.)

We shall show that the induced topological action has c.p.e. (respectively u.p.e.) if and
only if the original action has c.p.e. (respectively u.p.e.). In order to do so, we define
and study the relative Pinsker algebra of a measurable dynamical system and relative
c.p.e. actions in a measure-theoretic setting, proving that the Pinsker algebra of the co-
induced G-action is the product of the Pinsker algebra of the I'-action. Hence, we
characterize entropy tuples of the G-action by entropy tuples of the I"-action.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to preliminaries. In §3, we study
the relative Pinsker algebra of a measurable dynamical system and relative c.p.e. actions in
the measure-theoretic setting. In §4, we recall from [7] the definition and basic properties
of measure-theoretic co-induction, and introduce and discuss it in the topological setting.
We prove that co-induction preserves topological entropy. In §5, we describe the Pinsker
algebra of the co-induced action. Then, using the results of the previous sections, we prove
in §6 that the co-induced (topological) action has u.p.e. (respectively c.p.e.) if and only if
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the original action has u.p.e. (respectively c.p.e.). In §7, we discuss the situation for more
general groups.

2. Preliminaries
In this section, we shall give some definitions and theorems, which we shall use without
further comment. Further details of these notions may be found in [10, 16, 24, 26, 28, 29].

Let G be an infinite countable discrete group. Denote by F¢ the set of all non-empty
finite subsets of G. G is called amenable if for each K € Fg and any § > 0, there
exists F € Fg such that |[FAKF| < §|F|, where | | is the counting measure, KF =
{kf :keK, feF}and FAKF =(F\KF)U (KF\F). Let K € Fg and § > 0. Set
K'={k~':ke K} AeFgiscalled (K, §)-invariant if |[K~'A N K~1(G\A)| < §|A].
A sequence {F},},enN in Fg is called a Fglner sequence for G if for each K € Fg and § > 0,
F, is (K, §)-invariant whenever n € N is sufficiently large. It is not hard to see that G is
amenable if and only if G has a Fglner sequence.

Throughout the paper, let G denote an infinite countable discrete amenable group and I
an infinite subgroup of G (and so T is also amenable). Let eg denote the unit of the
group G. Throughout this section, we take { Fj, },eN to be a Fglner sequence for G.

2.1.  Topological dynamical systems. Let X be a compact metric space. By a TDS
(topological dynamical G-system) (X, G) we mean that G is a group of homeomorphisms
of X with e acting as the identity map. When X is not a singleton, we say that the TDS
(X, G) is non-trivial.

For # # W C X, denote the diameter of W by diam(W). Given a family of non-
empty subsets W of X, we set diam(W) = sup{diam(W) : W € W}, and denote by By
the Borel o-algebra of X. Denote by M(X) the set of all Borel probability measures
on X, M(X, G) the set of all G-invariant elements in M (X) and M¢(X, G) the set of
all ergodic elements in M(X, G), respectively. Note that the amenability of G ensures
M(X, G) D M(X, G) #0. A cover of X is a finite family of Borel subsets of X whose
union is X, a partition of X is a cover of X whose elements are pairwise disjoint, and a
finite open cover of X is a cover of X whose elements are all open subsets of X. Denote
by Cx, Px and C% the set of all covers, partitions and finite open covers of X, respectively.
Let U,V € Cx. U is said to be finer than V (denoted by U/ = V or V < U) if each element
of U is contained in some element of V. We set vV ={UNV :U €U,V €V} and
Ur = \/gep g~ 'U for each F € Fg.

Let (X, G) be a TDS, U € C$, and take N (I/) to be the minimum among cardinalities
of all subfamilies of U/ covering X. We may define the fopological entropy of U by

) 1
hop(G, ) = Tim, e log NQU,)  (<log N@)).

(Observe that the limit in the above expression always exists and the value of the limit is
independent of the choice of the Fglner sequence {F,},en.) The topological entropy of
(X, G) may be defined as

hiop(G, X) = sup hp(G, U).
UeCs
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The following basic facts are easy to obtain.

PROPOSITION 2.1. Let (X, G) be a TDS, Uy, Uy € C% and F € F¢. Then:

(1) hop(G, U F) = hiop(G, U1);

2 htop(G» Uy vibh) < htop(Ga Uy + htop(Ga Ur);

(3)  hiop(G, Ur) < hiop(G, U) if Uy XUy, and

@) if (Valnen SC% satisfies limy,_, 4o diam(V,) =0 then lim,_, ;o0 hiop(G, V) =
hiop(G, X).

Let (X, G) be a TDS. For non-empty subsets U, V of X, we introduce Ng (U, V) =
{geG:gUNV #P}. We say that (X, G) is minimal if Gx = {gx : g € G} is dense in
the space X for each x € X; transitive if Ng(U, V) # ) whenever U and V are both non-
empty open subsets of X; weakly mixing if (X", G) is transitive for each n € N, here
X"=X x ---x X (ntimes); mildly mixing if (X x Y, G) is transitive whenever (Y, G) is
a transitive TDS containing no isolated points; strongly mixing if G\N¢ (U, V) is a finite
set whenever U and V are both non-empty open subsets of X.

LEMMA 2.1. Suppose that (X, G) is a transitive TDS without isolated points and that
U, V are non-empty open subsets of X. Then Ng(U, V) is an infinite subset of G.

Proof. Assume on the contrary that Ng(U, V) is a finite subset of G; let Ng(U, V) =
{g1,...,8n},neN. As X contains no isolated points, there exists a non-empty open
subset V* C V such that U\U?zlgflV* has a non-empty interior. Since (X, G)
is transitive and V* C V, we may choose g € Ng(U\U?zlgflV*, V¥ C Ng(U, V).
However, by definition, g ¢ {g1, ..., g}, a contradiction. Thus, Ng(U, V) C G is an
infinite set. O

Remark 1. Note that there exists an infinite transitive TDS (X, G) containing an isolated
point such that Ng (U, V) is a finite subset of G for some non-empty open subsets U, V
of X. In fact, let G* be the one point compactification of G; then G has a natural action on
G* and it is easy to check that (G*, G) is such a TDS.

It is easy to deduce the following basic facts from the definitions:
(1) strong mixing => weak mixing = transitivity;
(2) mild mixing = transitivity (as there exists a transitive TDS containing no isolated
points, for example, take Y to be the compact metric space {0, 1}¢ and let G act on
Y naturally, then (Y, G) is a transitive TDS containing no isolated points (note that
G is an infinite group));
(3) for a space containing no isolated points, mild mixing = weak mixing; and
(4) strong mixing = mild mixing (a direct corollary of Lemma 2.1).
Let (X1, G) and (X3, G) be TDSs. A factor map 7 : (X2, G) — (X1, G) is a
continuous surjective map satisfying 7g = gm for each g € G. In this case, we say that
(X1, G) is a factor of (X2, G) and (X2, G) is an extension of (X1, G).

2.2. Measurable dynamical systems. Let (X, B, ) be a standard Lebesgue space. By
an MDS (measurable dynamical G-system) (X, B, u, G) we mean that G is a group of
invertible measure-preserving transformations of (X, B, i) with eg acting as the identity
transformation.
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Let (X, B, ) be a standard Lebesgue space. As above in the case of a TDS, we
introduce Cy and Py. Let « € Px and A C B a sub-o-algebra. Set

Ha@A) =Y [ “Eu(1al4) log Bu(LalA) di
Aca VX

where E,, (14].A) is the p-expectation of the characteristic function 14 with respect to A.
It is a standard fact that H, («|.A) increases with o and decreases as A increases. Note
that 8 € Py naturally generates a sub-o -algebra F(8) of B; where there is no ambiguity,
we write F(8) as 8. Observe that H, («|.4) =0 if and only if o € A (up to u-null sets).
Set Nx = {0, X}, Hy (o) = Hy (2[Nx) = Y 4 —I1(A) log i(A). It is easy to check, for
a, B € Px, that H,(x|B) (i.e. Hy(a|F(B))) = Hy(a v B) — H,(B). More generally, for
a sub-o-algebra A C 3, we have

H,(aV BlA) = H,(B|A) + Hy (x| Vv A). (D
Now let (X, B, u, G) be an MDS with « € Py and A C B a sub-o-algebra. If A is

invariant, ie. g 'A=A (up to p-null sets) for each g € G, then we may define the
measure-theoretic j-entropy of o with respect to A by

1 1
hu (G, alA) = lim F—Hu(OlF,,LA)(: inf —HM(oeF|A)§HM(ot|.A)), 2)

li
n—+00 | Fy| FeFg |F|

where the limit always exists; the second identity is to be proved later. (In particular, the
limit is independent of the choice of the Fglner sequence {F,},en.) Then the measure-
theoretic u-entropy of (X, G) with respect to A is defined by

hu(G, X|A) = sup h,(G, a|A).

aePyx
To simplify the notation, when A = Ay, we shall omit the qualification ‘with respect
to A or ‘|A’. For example, we shall write /,(G, &) =h, (G, «|Nx), h, (G, X) =
hu(G, X|Nx).
By the proof of [16, Lemma 3.1], we obtain the following lemma.

LEMMA 2.2. Let (X, B, u, G) be an MDS, o € Px, A C B a sub-o-algebra of B and
E, F € Fg. Then

1 _
Hy(erp|A) < ) = Hyu(oeglA) + | F\g € G: E™'g C Flllog |al.
ecr |El
Here, |a| denotes the cardinality of «.

Proof of the second identity in (2). Recall that if {F,},en is a Fglner sequence of G,
giw=p and g7' A=A (up to p-null sets) for each g € G; here, (gu)(B) = u(g~'B)
for each B € B. Now let E € F; and n € N. By Lemma 2.2, one has

1 1 1 1 _
—Hy(ap,|A) < — Y — Hy(@gglA) + —I|F\[g € G: E'g € Fy)| log ||

| Fl |Fal 57 |E] | Fl
1 1 _
= —Hy(aplA) + —I|F,\{g e G: E"'g C F,}| log || 3)
|E| | Fl
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Note that F,\{ge G:E !¢ C F,}=F,NE(G\F,) € K~ 'F, N K~'(G\F,), where
K = E-'U{eg}. Thus, if n € N is sufficiently large then

1
| Fl

|F,\{geG:E~'g S F,}|

is arbitrarily small, which implies 4, (G, «|A) < (1/|E|)H,(a¢g|A) (using (3)). Now the
conclusion follows since E € Fg was chosen arbitrarily. a

Remark 2. The above proof is a re-working of the proof of [16, Lemma 3.1(4)]. We include
it here for completeness.

The following basic facts are easy to see.

PROPOSITION 2.2. Let (X, B, u, G) be an MDS, a, B € Px, F € Fg and ACB an
invariant sub-o -algebra. Then:

() hu(G, arlA) = hu(G, alA) < h, (T, alA) < Hy(alA) <log |al;

(2)  hu(G, a|A) <h, (G, BlA) + Hy(alB Vv A);

3) hu(G,aVv BlA) <h,(G, alA) + h,(G, BlA); and

@ hu(G, alA) <hu(G, BlA) ifa < B.

Let (X1, Bi, u1, G) and (X», By, uy, G) be MDSs. A factor map 7w :
(X2, B2, 2, G) = (X1, By, u1, G) is a measurable map satisfying wuy, = u and mg =
g (up to up-null sets) for each g € G. In this case, we say that (X, By, 1, G) is a factor
of (X2, Ba, u2, G) and (X3, Ba, ua, G) is an extension of (X1, By, 1, G).

2.3. A variational principle for entropy. Observe that if (X, G) is a TDS and there is a
measure x4 € M(X, G) then (X, BY%, v, G) is an MDS, where B§ is the p-completion of
By . For simplicity, we also denote this by By if there is no ambiguity.

The following variational relationship for topological and measure-theoretic entropy is
established in [16, 19, 27].

THEOREM 2.1. Let (X, G) be a TDS. Then

hop(G, X) = sup  h,(G, X) = sup h, (G, X).
neM(X,G) neMe(X,G)

We also have (see [16], for example) the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 2.3. Let (X, G) be a TDS, « € Py and ne M(X, G). Then e+
he(G, @) and e+ ho(G, X) are both affine functions on M(X, G). Moreover, if the
ergodic decomposition of | is . = f/\/le(X G) 6 d)(0) then

h,u (G, a):/ ho(G, @) dA(6) and h,(G, X):/ ho(G, X) dr(0).
Me(X,G) Me(X,G)

3. Relative c.p.e. for measurable dynamical systems

In this section, we shall introduce and discuss the Pinsker algebra of a given MDS and the
property of relative c.p.e. These will both be important in later sections.
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Let (X, B, u, G) be an MDS and A C B an invariant sub-o-algebra of B. Define
PAX, B, w, G) to be the sub-o-algebra of B generated by {« € Px : h, (G, a|A) =0}.
This is called the Pinsker algebra of (X, B, u, G) with respect to A. In the case where A
is the algebra Ay of u-null sets, we write P(X, B, u, G) = PNx (X, B, i, G) and call it
the Pinsker algebra of (X, B, u, G).

It is easy to check that PA(X, B, u, G) is invariant, AV P(X, B, u, G) C
PA(X, B, i, G) and, for @ € Py,

hu (G, @) =h,(G, a|P(X, B, i, G)). 4

We say that (X, B, u, G) has A-relative c.p.e. if PA(X, B, i, G) = A (up to u-null sets),
and c.p.e. if it has Nx-relative c.p.e.
The main result of this section is the following theorem.

THEOREM 3.1. Let (X, B, u, G) be an MDS and A C BB an invariant sub-o -algebra of
B. Then (X, B, u, G) has A-relative c.p.e. if and only if for each o € Px, and for any
€ > 0, there exists K € Fg such that if F € F¢ satisfies FF~1n (K\{eg}) =0 then

% w(plA) — Hy (@l )| <e. 5)
Proof. The implication = is just [5, Theorem 0.1]. We shall prove <= using some ideas
from the proof of [7, Theorem 4.2].

Choose o € Px with H,(x|A) > 0. By assumption, for € = %HM(aIA) > 0, there
exists K € Fg such that (5) holds for each F e Fg satisfying FF~! N (K\{eg}) = 0.
Now let £ € Fg and g € E. Obviously, there exists S € Fg such that g S C E,
SSTI N (K\{eg)) =% and (SU{g’D(SU{g’)~' N (K\{eg}) # ¥ for any g’ € E\S. It
is not hard to check that E\S C (K \{eg})S U (K\{eg})™'S = (K U K~ "\{eg})S, hence
SCEC (KUK 'U{eg))S, and one has |E| < (2|K| + 1)|S]. It follows that

1
T ,u(aE|A) =

|E| H,(a]A)  (using (5)) > 0.

;H (o IA)>;
QK|+ DIS| “ Y =501k + 1)

In the above inequality, let E vary over all elements in Fs and then combine with (2) to
obtain 21, (G, a|A) > 0. We have shown that (X, B, i, G) has A-relative c.p.e. O

Remark 3. Let (X, B, u, G) be an MDS. Note that if A C B is an invariant sub-o -algebra
such that (X, B, i, G) has A-relative c.p.e. then P(X, B, u, G) C A (in the sense of ),
and (X, B, u, G) has P(X, B, u, G)-relative c.p.e.

As an application of Theorem 3.1, we have the following corollary.

COROLLARY 3.1. For each i €1, let (X;, B;, ui, G) be an MDS and A; C B; an
invariant sub-o-algebra of B; such that (X;, B;, ui, G) has A;-relative c.p.e., where I
is an index set which is at most countable. Then ([1;c; Xi, [1;c; Bi, Qics i, G) has
[1;c; Ai-relative c.p.e. In particular,

P(]"[Xi,]"[zsz-,@ui,a)=®P<Xi,8i,m,G>. 6)

iel iel iel iel
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Proof. First, we prove that ([ [;.; Xi, [[;c; Bi, @;cs ti» G) has [[;; A;-relative c.p.e.
Let @ € Ppy,_, x; and € > 0. It is not hard to choose a finite subset #+#J I and
B € P, x;» % € Px;, j €J suchthat, fory =[[;c; ej x [,y s Nx,,

y=B and Hg _ ,.(@lB)+ Hg _ . (Bla) < % %)

Note that for each j € J, (X}, Bj, wj, G) has A.,'-relative c.p.e., by Theorem 3.1, hence
there exists K ; € F¢ such that if F € Fg satisfies FF~In (Kj\{eg}) =@ then

1 €
|F|HMJ((aj)F|Aj) Huj(aj|~'4j) <TJ|-
Thus, if F € Fg satisfies FF~! N (Ujej Kj\{eg}) =¥ then, for each j € J, (8) holds for
F. Summing over all j € J, we obtain the following estimate:

®)

1 €
it (([Te) [TT40) - e (T [T0)| <5
jeJ Fljey jeJ jed
Now recall that
t (e [T4) = e, ((TTes) [TT4) (10
iel jedJ Fljeg
and
Dics u( HAI) =Hg,., u,-(l_[ o l_[AJ')- (n
iel jedJ jeJ
Combining (9) with (10) and (11), one has
1 €
'|F| 81 (7 HA> a7 HA> 2 12
le le

and this implies

H®ie1ﬂz< H'A> ®ze1ﬂl<ﬁFl_[‘A)
iel iel
= H®iel Hi ( l_[ ‘A’> ®1€1 Hi <7/F 1_[ ‘A’) - H®ie1 Hi ()/ 1_[ Ai v ’3>
iel iel iel
1 1 .
i (e 1 ,4,) 77 (r|[TA) - (wsing (hasy = p)
4SS S
<Hg., m( l_[ A; ) Hg. , u; (yp 1_[ A; ) (using (1) again). (13)
iel iel
We deduce that
H®iel M:( H‘A’> ®t€1 M;( oF H‘A’)
iel iel
11 HAZ) @ (8] TT A ) + )
iel iel

+ Hg, 4 (Blo)  (using (1))
<€ (using (7), (12) and (13)).

This implies that ([ [;c; Xi, [[ic; Bi, @;c; ti» G) has [[;; A;-relative c.p.e.
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To finish the proof, it remains to prove (6). Using Remark 3, we obtain the containment
C. As for D, it is easy to check that
(6 [T = T A ) = X, G
jeJ iel\J jeJ
which implies
P(]‘[ Xi, [ 18, @ wi G) > [[ P&, Bj,nj Gy x [T Mx,
iel iel iel jeJ iel\J
whenever @ # J C [ is finite and «; € ij, j € J, and hence the opposite containment
holds. =
Let (X, B, u, G) be an MDS and .4 C B an invariant sub-o-algebra. We say that
(X, B, u, G) is A-relatively Bernoulli if there exists a sub-o -algebra A C £ C B such that
(g~ '€ : g € G} generate B and are independent relative to A (that is
n
A) =[[E.(£A) (in the sense of ) (14)

E”<lﬂ?=1 g ' Ei ]
i=

whenever E, ..., E, €&, {g1, ..., g} € G, n € N) and Bernoulli if it is Nx-relatively
Bernoulli. This coincides with the standard definition of a Bernoulli MDS.

The next result is a relative version of the well-known fact that each Bernoulli MDS has
c.p.e.

PROPOSITION 3.1. Let (X, B, i, G) be an MDS and A C BB an invariant sub-o -algebra
of B such that (X, B, u, G) is A-relatively Bernoulli. Then (X, B, i, G) has A-relative
cp.e.

Proof. Suppose that the MDS (X, B, G, u) is A-relatively Bernoulli. Suppose further that
&€ C B is a sub-o-algebra of B such that 4 C £ and {g’lé’ : g € G} generate B and are
independent relative to A. Let 8 € Px and € > 0. By the assumptions on &, there exist
SeFganda, y € Px, y € & such that

ys>a and Hy(x|B)+ Hy(Bla) <e. (15)
Using (14), it is not hard to check that H, (ys|.A) = |S|H,(y|.A), and if F € F¢ satisfies
FF~1N(S7'S\{eg)) then s|fi #s2f> whenever si,s0€S,s1#s> and fi, f» € F,
fi # f2, and so H, ((ys) rlA) = |S||F|Hy (v |A); thus,

1
H, (ys|A) = TF| w((vs)FlA). (16)

It follows that if F € Fg satisfies FF~1 N (S_IS\{eG}) then

1
Hyu(BIA) — 1Fl w(BFIA)

1
< Hy(a]A) — mHu(aFLA) + (Hy(a|B) + Hy(Blw))  (using (1))

1
< H,(yslA) — 17| w((vs)rlA) + (Hy(a|B) + Hy(Bla))
(recall ys > «, by a reasoning similar to (13))
<€ (using (15) and (16)), a7

that is (X, B, i, G) has A-relative c.p.e. (using Theorem 3.1). O
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4. Co-induction for topological dynamical systems
Let H be a subgroup of G and wpy\¢ : G — H\G, g — Hg the natural projection. By an
H-section we mean amap s : H\G — G such that 7g\g o s is the identity map.

From now on, let s denote a I'-section sending I'eg to eg. In this section, we shall
define co-induction for both measurable and topological dynamical systems.

4.1. Co-induction for measurable dynamical systems. Let (X, B, u, I') be an MDS
and s a I'-section in G. By the co-induced action from (X, B, u, I') we mean the G-
action defined by the MDS (Y, D, v, G), where (Y, D, v) = ]—[F\G(X, B, n) and (gy)g =
s(9)gs(9g)_1y9g whenever g € G, y = (y¢)cer\G € Y, 6 € I'\G. It is not hard to check
that this is well defined and independent of the particular choice of I'-sections sending I"eg
to eg.

Let (X, B, u, I') be an MDS and (Y, D, v, G) the co-induced action as above. For
convenience, we set

Va; 6i:1<i<n = {(x6)9er\G : Xo; € Aj, 1 <i <n}eD
and
Po; 6::1<i<n =1VB, 6;:1<i<n : Bi €a;, 1 <i <n} € Py

whenever {0y, ...,6,} CT\G, A(,..., A, €B,a,...,a, €Px,neN. It has been
proved that (Y, D, v, G) is Bernoulli if and only if (X, B, u, I') is Bernoulli [7, Coroll-
ary 3.3], and (Y, D, v, G) has c.p.e. if and only if (X, B, u, I') has c.p.e. [7, Theo-
rem 5.2]. Moreover, the following theorem has been shown [7, Proposition 3.4].

THEOREM 4.1. Let (X, B, u, ') be an MDS and (Y, D, v, G) the co-induced action.
Then hy(G,Y)=h, (T, X).

It is now easy to see the following lemma.
LEMMA 4.1. Let (X1, Bi, p1, I') and (X2, By, w2, T') be MDSs and
mx 1 (X2, By, 2, T') — (X1, Bi, 1, T)

a factor map. Denote by (Y;, D;, v;i, G) the co-induced actions from (X;, B;, ui, I'),
i =1, 2, respectively. Then (Y1, D1, vi, G) is a factor of (Y2, D3, va, G) via the factor
map

Ty 1 ((x2)0)oer\G = (Tx ((x2)9))ger\G-

Proof. 1t is easy to check that wy : (Y2, D3, v2) — (Y1, D1, v1) is a measurable map and
myvy = vy. It remains to show that my commutes with the actions of G over (Y3, D», 1v2)
and (Y1, Dp, v1). Let g € G, ((x2)9)ser\G € Y2 and s a I'-section sending I'eg to eg.
gy ((x2)e)oer\c) = g((x ((x2)9))ser\c)
= (s(0)gs(02) ' mx ((x2)0¢))0er\G
= (mx(s(0)gs(08) " (x2)gg)oer\G  (as s(@)gs(Bg) "' €T)
= 7y (s(0)gs(08) ™" (x2)og)oer\c = Ty 8(((x2)9)oer\G)-

This finishes our proof. a
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4.2.  Co-induction for topological dynamical systems. Let (X, T") be a TDS and s a
['-section. By the co-induced action of (X, ') we mean the TDS (Y, G), where Y =
]_[F\G X and (gy)e = s(9)gs(9g)_1y9g whenever g € G, y = (y¢)cer\c €Y, 0 € '\G.
Arguing as in [7], it is not hard to check that this is well defined and independent of the
particular choice of I'-sections sending e to eg. For convenience, set

U, 6;:1<i<n = {(x9)oer\G : Xo; € Bi, 1 <i <n} € By

and
U 6::1<i<n = 1Uu; 0::1<i<n Ui €U, 1 <0 < nj
whenever {61, ...,0,} CT\G, By, ..., B, € Bx,Uy,..., U, €C5,neN.
By the arguments of Lemma 4.1, one easily sees the following lemma.

LEMMA 4.2. Let (X1,T') and (X»,T") be TDSs and wy : (X2, ') = (X1, ') a factor
map. Denote by (Y;, G) the co-induced actions from (X;, I'), i =1, 2, respectively. Then
(Y1, G) is a factor of (Y2, G) via the factor map 7y : ((x2)9)ger\G = (Tx ((x2)8))oer\G-

We can obtain a counterpart of Theorem 4.1 in the topological setting.

THEOREM 4.2. Let (X,I") be a TDS and (Y, G) the co-induced action. Then
htop(G9 Y)= htop(r’ X).

Proof. The inequality > follows from Theorems 2.1 and 4.1. Now we prove <.
Let 7re 1 Y — X, (xg)oer\G > xreg- In Px, we may choose a sequence & <
& <.+ with lim,_, y» diam(§,) = 0 and set n, = P, re; € Py foreachn e N.

CLAIM 1. By is generated by {(n,)F : F € Fg, n € N}.

Proof of Claim 1. Let ne N, {61, ...,0,} CT'\G, and let Uy, ..., U, be non-empty
open subsets of X. We only need to show that there exist F € Fs and m € N such
that some element of (1,,)r is contained in Uy, g;.1<i<n. For each 1 <i <n, and
fi €0;, a suitable choice of {&,},en implies that for m € N large enough such that
each f,-s(@,-)_lU,-, 1 <i <n contains some element of &, (say B;). Obviously, F =
{fi, ..., fu} € Fc and ﬂ?zl ffl VB, reg 1s an element of (n,,) r. Now we have to check
that ﬂ?=1 fl-ilVBi,reG C Uy, 6::1<i<n- In fact, if (xg)ger\G € ﬂ;;l fl-ilVBi,reG then,
foreach 1 <i <n, fi(xg)per\G € VB, Ieg; €quivalently, s(Fe(;)f,-s(Ffi)_lxrﬁ € B;, i.e.
f,-s(@,-)_lxgi € B;, thus, xy, € s(@i)fi_lB,- C U (recall that B; C fi5(6;)~'U;). O

CLAIM 2. hy(G, 1) < hiop(T', X) for each n € N and any v € M(Y, G).
Proof of Claim 2. Denote by Fr the set of all non-empty finite subsets of I'. Let n € N
and v e M(Y, G). Set & = mre;v. Itis not hard to check that 1 € M(X, I'). Then

1 1
h, (G, < inf —H, sing (2)) = inf — Py,
v(G, ) < e w((mn)F)  (using (2)) Flefr 7 v(P,)F.Teg)

1
= inf —H,((§)F) (as 4 =mregv)

FeFr |F|
= h, (T, &) (using (2)) < htop(rs X),
where the last inequality follows from Theorem 2.1. O
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Now let v € M(Y, G) and choose E; C Ep C - - - in Fg with UneN E, = G. Then

hy(G, Y) = nl}grrloo hy(G, (n)E,) (by Claim 1, as (n1)g, < (N2)E, <+ )
= lim h,(G, n,) (using Proposition 2.2)
n—-+00
< hop(I', X)  (by Claim 2). (18)

Letting v vary over all elements of M(Y, G) and using Theorem 2.1, we obtain
hiop(G, Y) < hop(", X). This completes our proof. O

Let (X, I") be a TDS and (Y, G) the co-induced action. Generally, we cannot expect
M(Y, G) to be the set of all G-invariant elements in ®F\G M(X). However, the
following is a direct corollary of Theorems 2.1, 4.1 and 4.2.

COROLLARY 4.1. Let (X, ") be a TDS and (Y, G) the co-induced action. Then

hiop(G,Y)= sup h (G,Y)= sup h (G, 7).
op LeM(X.T) ®r\cﬂ LeME(X.T) ®r\cl¢
Remark 4. Let (X, ") be a TDS and (Y, G) the co-induced action. Dooley et al [7,
Proposition 3.6] tell us that {®r\G nipeMX, )} S MY, G), and if [G:T]=
+o00o then {®F\G wip e MX, T} S Mé(Y,G). Thus, for the co-induced action
(Y, G), Corollary 4.1 is a stronger statement than Theorem 2.1.

PROPOSITION 4.1. Let (X, I') be a TDS and (Y, G) the co-induced action.

(1) Let ve M(Y, G). For each 0 € I'\G, define vg by vg(A) =v(Ua ) for each
A € Bx. Then vy = s(@)gs(@g)_lvgg € M(X) whenever e '\G and g € G.

(2) Assume that {vg : 0 € T\G} C M(X) satisfies vy = s(@)gs(@g)_lveg whenever 6 €
I'\G and g € G. Then:
a wu= ®0€F\G vg € MY, G); and
(b) vge M(X,T) foreach 6 € I'\G and is independent of 6 € I'\G.

Proof. (1) Let® € '\G and g € G. It is easy to check that vg € M(X). Let A € Bx. Then
vo(A) =v(Uap) =v(g " (Uap)) (asveM(Y,G))
= V(U (0)g500)-1)-14.0¢) = Vog ((s(©)gs(0g) ") ™' A)
(s(0)gs(08) 'vgg) (A).

This equality means that vy = s(0)gs(0g) ™" Vgg-
(2) (a) It is obvious that € M(Y). Now let ##® CI'\G be a finite subset,
{Ap : 0 € ®} C By and g € G. By the definition, one directly has

(&) (Uay,0:60c0) = M(g_l(UAg,O;ee@))) = M(U(s(g)gg(eg)fl)flAo,eg;ee(-))
=[] v (s®)gs02)™") " Ap)

0e®

=[] veAe) (asvg =5(0)gs(02) ' vog) = n(Uay.0:0¢0)-
6e®

This gives g = p (since {Ag : 0 € ©} C By and  # ® C I'\G are arbitrary). Moreover,
letting g vary over all elements of G, we obtain u € M(Y, G).
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(b) Let 6 e I'\G. It is easy to check that Gy ={g e G :0 =0g} = s(0)"'T's(0) and
so, for each g € Gy, vg = 5(0)gs 0)" vy, i.e. vy € M(X, T'). Moreover, observe that, for
6 € T\G, s(0)gs(0g)~' €T for each g € G and {fg : g € G} = I'\G, which implies that
vp is independent of 8 € I'\G. This completes the proof. O

Remark 5. Note that in general v % ®0€F\G Vg, as not every invariant measure on a
product space is an invariant product measure.

5. The Pinsker algebra of the co-induced measurable dynamical system
The main result of this section is given in the following theorem.

THEOREM 5.1. Let (X, B, u, ') be an MDS and (Y, D, v, G) the co-induced action.
Then P(Y, D, v, G) = ]_[F\G PX, B, u, T).

One direction of Theorem 5.1 is easy to obtain.

LEMMA 5.1. Under the assumption of Theorem 5.1,
P(Y.D.v.G)2 [[ P(X. B, . T).
NG
Proof. Set A="P(X, B, u, I'). Since (X, A, u, I') is a factor of (X, B, u, I'), the co-
induced action from (X, A, u, I') is a factor of (¥, D, v, G) (by Lemma 4.1). In fact,
(Y, ]_[F\G A, v, G) is the co-induced action from (X, A, u, I') and, by Theorem 4.1,
the measure-theoretic v-entropy of (Y, ]_[F\G A, v, G) equals zero, the measure-theoretic
w-entropy of (X, A, u, I'), which implies ]_[F\G AC P, D, v, G), which gives the
result. O

The other direction of Theorem 5.1 follows from the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 5.1. Let (X, B, u, I') be an MDS, A C B an invariant sub-o -algebra of
B, and (Y, D, v, G) the co-induced action. If (X, B, u, ') has A-relative c.p.e. then
(Y, D, v, G) has ]_[F\G A-relative c.p.e.

Proof. SetC =[] A. We shall use ideas from the proof of [7, Theorem 5.2].
Let £ € Py and € > 0. By Theorem 3.1, it suffices to prove that there exists K € Fg
such that if F € Fg satisfies FF~! N (K\{eg}) = ¥ then

1
H,(10) — EHU(EFIC) <e. 19)

Suppose that Dx = B x []\g)\re Nx. Then s(0) Dy =B x [Trene Ny for
each 0 € I'\G, and so D is generated by s(9)_1Dx, 0 € I'\G. Moreover, we may choose

o €Pxand {6y, ...,0,} CTI'\G, n e N such that
€
H,(&n) + H,(n§) < 3 (20)
for some n < ¢y, where £ = Py reg and M ={s(01), ..., s} € Fg. As (X, B, u, I')

has A-relative c.p.e., by Theorem 3.1, there exists J € Fr such that if § € Fr satisfies
SS~1 N (J\{eg)) = ¥ then

1 €
K w(as|A) — Hy(alA) <3, (21)
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where Fr denotes the set of all non-empty finite subsets of I'. Moreover, we may assume
without loss of generality that e € J. First, note the following.

CLAIM. Equation (19) holds for K = M~'JM e Fg when we replace € by €/2 and £ by
M-

Proof of claim. Let F € Fg with FF~' N (K\{eg}) =@. Observe that if there exist
fi. fj € F,1<i, j <n such that s(@i)fl-(s(ej)fj)_l € J, or, equivalently, if ﬁfj_l €
s(@i)_le(Qj) C K, then f,'fj*] =eg since FF~' N (K\{eg}) =@. This implies that
s(Oi)s(Qj)_l € JCT, hence s(¢;)€I's(0;) and so 6; =0;. Thus, s(6;) =s(9;).
Summing up, and using the fact that eg € J, we obtain:

|MF|=n|F| and (MF)(MF)_lﬂ(J\{eG})zﬂ. 22)
Now set ®@ ={6,...,0,}F. For each 6 € ®, note that ©ys()~! e Fr and

(©ps(@) ") (Os(®)~) "1 N (J\fec)) S (MF)(MF)™' N (J\[e) =0  (using (22)),
where Oy = {s(0;)g: 1 <i <n and g € F satisfy 6;g = 6}. Thus, by (21),

1
‘WH"(“@M@)‘ A) — Hy(alA)| < ;—n (23)

Now we may deduce the following:

H,((tm)FIC) = Hy(EurlC)

n
= H”<\/ V P(s(e,-)gswig)l)la,el-gw)

geF i=1
= m(]‘[ V s@Hlex T] wa)
0e® geby MG\

Z HM< \/ (gs(@)_l)_la|A> <as V= ® u)
6e® g€y G

-y |®9|<Hu(a|,4) - ;—n> (using (23))

0e®

€
= IMF|<Hu(a|A) - §>
= |F|(nHM(a|A) - %) (using (22)). (24)

However, since v = ®F\G , we have

H,(¢m|C) = H, (\/ $60) ™" Pareg |C> = Hy(Po,6;:1=i=n1C) = nH (e:| A).

i=1

Now, using (24), we see that the claim holds. O
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Now, if F € Fg satisfies FF~! N (K\{eg}) =0, we may argue, as for (17),

1 1
H,(&IC) — mHu(éFIC) = H,(nlC) - mHv(UFKZ) + (Hy (&) + H,(n1§))

1
< H,(mIC) — mHv(@M)ﬂc) + (Hy(&ln) + Hy(nl§))
< € (using (20) and claim).

This proves (19) and so completes the proof of the theorem. O

Now we give a proof of Theorem 5.1.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. As mentioned in Remark 3, (X, B, u, I') has P(X, B, u, I')-
relative c.p.e., and so, by Proposition 5.1, (Y, D, v, G) has ]_[F\G P(X, B, u, I')-relative
c.p.e. Thus, using Remark 3 again, P(Y, D, v, G) C ]_[I-\G PX, B, u, I'). Combining
with Lemma 5.1, we conclude the proof. O

6. U.p.e. and c.p.e. for topological co-induction

In [16], local entropy theory for a countable discrete infinite amenable group action
was introduced and systematically studied. In particular, the properties of u.p.e. and
c.p.e. and the concept of entropy tuples were studied in both the measure-theoretic and
the topological settings. In this section, we shall discuss them for co-induced actions of
topological dynamical systems.

Let (X, G) be a TDS and n € N\{1}. We say that (X, G) has u.p.e. of order n if any
cover of X by n non-dense open sets has positive topological entropy; u.p.e. if (X, G) has
u.p.e. of order two; u.p.e. of all orders if (X, G) has u.p.e. of order m for each m € N\{1};
and c.p.e. if each non-trivial factor of (X, G) has positive entropy.

As shown in [16], these properties can be characterized by entropy tuples.

Let (X, G) beaTDS, u € M(X, G), n e N\{l}and (xq, ..., x,) € X"\A,(X), where
AX)={(z1,..-,zn) € X" 121 =---=2z,}. We say that U € Cx is admissible with
respect to (x1, ..., xp) if {x1, ..., x,} is not contained in the closure of U for any U € U.
(x1, ..., xy) is called a topological entropy n-tuple of (X, G) if hiop(G, U) > 0 whenever
Ue C;’( is admissible with respect to (xi, ..., x,), and a u-entropy n-tuple of (X, G)
if h, (G, @) > 0 whenever o € Px is admissible with respect to (x1, ..., x,). Denote
by E,(X, G) and E} (X, G) the set of all topological entropy n-tuples and j-entropy n-
tuples of (X, G), respectively. It is easy to check that both E,(X, G) and EL (X, G)
are invariant. In fact, E} (X, G) can be characterized by supp(i,(u)), the support of an
invariant probability measure A, (u) over (X", (Bx)"), where A, (u) is given by

/\n(u)<]_[ A,-> = / [[E.(a,1PX, Bx, 1, G)) du (25)
i=1 X =1
whenever A; € Bx,i=1,...,nand (Bx)" =Bx x - -- x By (n times).

It is not too hard to obtain [16, Proposition 6.3(3)].

PROPOSITION 6.1. Let 7w : (Z, G) — (X, G) be a factor map between TDSs and n €
N\{1}. Then

E,(X,G) C{(mz1,...,w20): (@1, ...,20) € Ex(Z, G)} C E, (X, G) U A (X).
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Let (X, G) be a TDS. The support supp(X, G) of (X, G) is defined as U{supp(w) : n €
M(X, G)}. We say that (X, G) is fully supported if supp(X, G) = X.

The most important properties concerning entropy tuples in both measure-theoretic and
topological settings are given by the following variational relationship.

PROPOSITION 6.2. Let (X, G) be a TDS. Then:
(1) E.(X,G)2E (X, G)=supp(r,(u)\An(X) whenever e M(X, G) and n €

N\{1};
(2)  (supp(w))" 2 supp(r, () = EL (X, G) U AL (X) whenever n € M(X, G) andn e
N\{1}, where Ay (X) ={(x1, ..., Xn) € (supp(1))" : X1 =+ - - = Xp};

(3)  there exists w € M(X, G) suchthat E,,(X, G) = EY (X, G) (and hence E, (X, G) C
(supp(X, G))") for all n € N\{1};

4) for each n e N\{l}, (X, G) has u.p.e. of order n if and only if E,(X, G)=
X"\Ap(X); and

(5) (X, G) has c.p.e. if and only if X? is the closed invariant equivalence relation
generated by E>(X, G). In particular, if (X, G) has c.p.e. then it is fully supported.

Proof. (1) and (3) are [16, Theorem 6.16] (except E,(X, G) C (supp(X, G))"); (4) and
(5) are proved in [16, §7]. Now let u € M(X, G) and n € N\{1}. It is easy to check
that (supp(u))™ 2 supp(r, (1)) and supp(r, () N A, (X) = A} (X) from (25), and so
(2) follows from (1). Moreover, E,(X, G) C (supp(X, G))" follows from (2) and the
definition of supp(X, G). m|

To proceed with the proof of Theorem 6.1, we need the following lemma.

LEMMA 6.1. Let (X, G) be a TDS and U € C%. Then

1
hop(G,U) >0<4<= inf —-log N(UF) > 0. (26)
FG.FG |F|

In particular, if hop(G, U) >0 then hyop(I', U) > 0.  Here, hyop(I', U) denotes the
topological entropy of U under the action of the subgroup T on X.

Proof. We need only prove (26). The implication <= follows directly from the definition.
To prove = we use some ideas from the proof of [16, Lemma 7.9].
By that proof, there exist u € M¢(X, G), a € Px and € > 0 such that, for 8 € Py, if
B=U.
Hy(a|p Vv P(X, Bx, u, G)) < Hy(a|P(X, Bx, u, G)) — €. (27

Note that there exists K € F¢ such that if F € Fg satisfies FF~' N (K \{eg}) = ¥ then

1
mHu(O{FWD(X, Bx, u, G)) — Hu(«|P(X, Bx, u, G))

< 28)
=32

(using Theorem 3.1 and Remark 3). For E € Fg, as in the proof of Theorem 3.1, there
exists § € Fg such that S~ N (K\{eg}) =¥, S € E and (2|K| + 1)|S| = |E|. Thus,

HM(aSWD(Xa BXy M, G)) - HM(“"’D(Xs BX7 M, G))

’% <§ (using (28)).  (29)
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Moreover, we can choose m = N (Us) elements Vi, ..., V,, from Us covering the space
X andset B ={V1, Vo\ Vi, ..., Vi)\(VI U - -UV,_1)} € Px. Obviously, 8 > Usg and so
gB > U for each g € S. It follows that

Hu(B) = Hu(BV asIP(X, Bx, u, G)) — Hu(aslB v P(X, Bx, i, G))  (using (1)
> Hy(as|P(X, Bx, 1, G) — Y Hu(lgB Vv P(X, By, 1, G))

gesS
> Hy(as|P(X, Bx, n, G)) — [SI(Hyu (2| P(X, Bx, n, G)) —€) (using (27))
> % (using (29)), (30)

which implies

1 1 1
— log N(UE) = — log N(Us) > — H,,(B) (using Proposition 2.2)
|E| |E| |E|""
> 18I€ sing 30y
= 2E| g
€
>——— (as 2|K|+ DI|S|=|E]|) > 0. 31
Z 22K+ D (as QK[+ DIS| = |E]) (31
Now the conclusion follows by letting E vary over all elements from Fg in (31). O

Remark 6. In fact, using the theory of [16] we can prove a stronger result, viz.
hiop(G, U) < hiop(I', U) for any TDS (X, G) with L{eC;’( (and so hyp(G, X) <
hiop(I', X)). We shall not use this result, so we just give a sketch of the proof. In the
notation of [16], for U € C%, select u € M(X, G) C M(X, I') such that

hop(G,U) = inf y hy (G, o). (32)

aEF x, 0>

However, by (2) or Proposition 2.2, one has

inf  hu(Goo) < _inf Ry (T @) < hop(T U). (33)

aePx,a=U a€Px o>

The last step uses the fact that © € M (X, I'), and the theory built in [16]. Now, combining
(32) with (33), we obtain the desired inequality.

A useful corollary of Lemma 6.1 is the following.

COROLLARY 6.1. Let (X, G) beaTDS, u € M(X, G) andn € N\{1}. Then E,,(X, G) C
E,(X,T)and E; (X, G) C Efj (X, T).

Proof. E,(X, G) C E,(X,T) and E} (X, G) C E/(X,T) follow from Lemma 6.1 and
the fact that 2, (G, a) < h;,(I", o) for each o € Py (using (2)), respectively. O

We shall also need the following lemma.

LEMMA 6.2. Let (X, I') be a TDS and (Y, G) the co-induced action. Then supp(Y, G) =
[Ir\g supp(X, I).
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Proof. Obviously, supp(Y, G) 2 HF\G supp(X, I"). Let ve M(Y, G) and nre,; : Y —
X, (x9)ger\G H> Xreg. It is easy to check that mr.,v € M(X, I'), which implies that
supp(v) € Usupp(,,rgc v),Feg S Usupp(x,I),I'eg » and so (by the invariance of supp(v)),

supp(v) € ) gUsupp(x.1).req = | | supp(X. I). (34)
g€G NG
The result now follows since v € M(Y, G) is arbitrary. O

Putting these results together, we obtain the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 6.3. Let (X, T") be a TDS, u € M(X, '), n € N\{1} and (Y, G) the co-
induced action. Set A} (X) = Ap(X) N (supp(X, I'))"*. Then:

(D suppn(@r\g 1) = Qry\g supp(rn(i)); and
@ En(Y. G) =1\ (Ea(X. T) U A CONTry g Af ().

Proof. (1) Observe that, by (25), on (Y", BY), A, (®F\G W) is given by

An <® M) (ﬁ UAi_j,Gj;1§j§m>

G i=1

n
= / 1_[ EQr\g 1 (lUA,-vj,Qj:l<j<m
Yz
n
N / X E s “(1]_[71 A

(using Theorem 5.1)

=1/ TTEu(ta, IPCE By . ) di =
j=17Xi=1

P(Y, By,®u,G>)d m
'\

G

[1PX. Bx. u. r)) d[Tu
j=1 j

=1

~

=

ﬂmw(
=1 i

j=

Ai,j), (35)
=1

where {01,...,6,) ST\G,meN and A; jeBx,i=1,...,n,j=1,...,m. The
conclusion follows readily.

(2) By Proposition 2.3 and Proposition 6.2(3), we may choose w € M(X, I') with
E,(X,T)=EY(X,T')and AJ(X) = A?(X) (hence supp(r,(w)) = E, (X, T') U AS (X)).

Thus,
En (Y. G)
D supp (An <® w)) \An(Y) (using Proposition 6.2)
G

=11 Supp(kn(w))\An(Y) (using (1))
NG

=11 supp(xn«o))\ [0 (as [ ] suppGn(@) n A1) =T A,ioo)
NG NG G G

=[[E.x.mHu A;<X>>\ [T 25X (as supp(rn(@)) = En(X, T) U A} (X)).
NG NG
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We shall finish the proof by proving an equivalent version of the other direction:

En(Y, G) € [ (Ea(X, T) U AL (X)), (36)
G

Let (y1,...,yn) € E (Y, G). Say y; = (xé)ger‘\(;, 1<i<n. Let 9 e '\G. Observe
that (X, I') is a factor of (Y, I') via the factor map mrre; : Y — X, (Xg)oer\G > Xreg-
Furthermore, by Corollary 6.1, (yi, ..., y,) € E,(Y, ") and hence (xé, e, xg) IS
E,(X,T)UA,(X). It now follows that (xl]?, .o xy) € Ex(X, T)U A} (X) when ¥ =
e (by Propositions 6.1, 6.2 and Lemma 6.2). Finally, using an argument similar to
(34), the invariance of E, (Y, G) implies that (xé, .o, xy) € Ep(X, T)U A} (X), even if
¥ # Ieg. This proves (36) and completes our proof. O

Now we can prove the following theorem.

THEOREM 6.1. Let (X, I') be a TDS and (Y, G) the co-induced action. Then:

(1) (Y, G) has c.p.e. ifand only if (X, T") has c.p.e.;

(2) for each n € N\{1}, (Y, G) has u.p.e. of order n if and only if (X, ") has u.p.e. of
order n; and

(3) (Y, G) has u.p.e. of all orders if and only if (X, I') has u.p.e. of all orders.

Proof. Observe that (3) follows directly from (2). Thus, it suffices to prove (1) and (2).
(1) If (X, T") does not have c.p.e., it is easy to check that (Y, G) does not have
c.p.e. (using Lemma 4.2). That is, if (Y, G) has c.p.e. then (X, I') has c.p.e. Now, if (X, I')
has c.p.e. then X? is the closed I'-invariant equivalence relation generated by E»(X, I')
(using Proposition 6.2), and so Y? is the closed G-invariant equivalence relation generated
by E»(Y, G) (using Proposition 6.3), thus (Y, G) has c.p.e. (using Proposition 6.2 again).
(2) Let n € N\{1}. First, assume that (X, I') has u.p.e. of order n. It follows that
E,(X,T)=X"\A,(X) and so E,(Y, G) =Y"\A,(Y). This now implies that (¥, G)
has u.p.e. of order n (using Propositions 6.2 and 6.3). Now, if (¥, G) has u.p.e. of

order n, for each (xq, ..., x,) € X"\A,(X), we can select (y1, ..., yu) € Y'\A,(Y)
with (y;)reg = x; for each 1 <i <n. Note that if i € C§ is admissible with respect
to (x1,...,x,) then Uy e, € C? is admissible with respect to (y1, ..., y»), and so

htop(G, uu’[‘eG) > 0. Thus,
0 < hiop(T', Uysre;) (using Lemma 6.1)
= hyp(I', U)  (following directly from the definitions).

Since U is arbitrary, one has (xi, ..., x,) € E (X, I'). Hence, E,(X, ") = X"\ A, (X),
i.e. (X, I') has u.p.e. of order n (using Proposition 6.2). O

7. Co-induction for more general groups

The above definitions and some of the main theorems can be formulated for a general
countable discrete group G containing a subgroup I with a TDS (X, I') and a I"-section s
sending I'eg to eg. In this section, we shall consider this situation.

LEMMA 7.1. Let T be a possibly finite subgroup of a countable discrete infinite group
G, (X, T")aTDS and (Y, G) the co-induced action.
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(1) IfT isinfinite and (Y, G) is strongly mixing then (X, T") is strongly mixing.
(2) Assume that KTK~! = G for some K € Fg.

(@) If (Y, G) is transitive then (X, I') is transitive.

(d) If (Y, G) is weakly mixing then (X, I') is weakly mixing.

() IfT isinfinite and (X, I') is strongly mixing then (Y, G) is strongly mixing.
(3) Assume that either one has

n n

U U s@) ' @\New;, vis6)) € G (37)

i=1 j=1

orthere exists D A C {1, ..., n}2 such that

r]ﬂm‘Nﬂmﬁmmm\ U s 'rsep£0 (38)
(i, j)eA (i, )HE(l,...,n}?\A
whenever {01, ...,0,} CI'\G,neNand Uy, ..., U,, V1, ..., V, are non-empty
open subsets of X. Then:
(@) (Y, G) is transitive; and
(b) (X, ) is transitive when KT K~ = G for some K € F.
4) IfKTK~'C G foreach K € Fg then (Y, G) is weakly mixing.
(5) IfTDS (X, I') can be extended to be another TDS (X, G) such that (X, G) is weakly
mixing then (Y, G) is weakly mixing.

Proof. Observe thatifge G, {01,...,60,} CI'\G,neNand Uy, ..., U,, Vq,...,V, €
Byx then (Y", G) is the co-induced action from TDS (X", I') and

8Wu; 0i1i<n) = Us(g,g-1)gs0) U1 018~ s 1<i <n- (39)

(1) Let U and V be non-empty open subsets of X. The conclusion follows from the
assumption that (Y, G) is strongly mixing and the fact that

C\Nr (U, V) CG\NGWUy,reg, Uv,reg)-

(2) By the above observation, (b) follows directly from (a). It remains to prove (a) and
(c). As KTK~! =G for some K € Fa, there exists {g1, ..., gn} € G, n € N such that
Igi #Tgjif 1 <i <j<nand G={gi1,..., g} 'T{g,.... g

(a) Assume that (Y, G) is transitive. Let U and V be non-empty open subsets of X. As
(Y, G) is transitive, we can select

gENG(UU,ng;lfign, UV‘Fg,-;lsiSn) (40)
AsG={gi, ..., g} 'T{g1. ..., gu}, there exist 1 <i, j <n such that Tg;g~! =Tg;,
which implies (combining (40) with (39)) that
s(Pgjg Ngs(Tg) 'UNV #0.

In particular, s(1"gjg_1){5,75([’gj)_1 € Nr(U, V). Thus, (X, I') is transitive.
(c) Let {01,...,0,}CT\G,meN with {I'g1,..., gy} C{61,...,0,} and non-
empty open subsets Uy, ..., Uy, Vi, ..., V, of X. It suffices to prove that

N = G\Ng(Uy, 6;:1<i<m> Uv; 6;;1<i<m)
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is a finite subset of G. Note that, as in (a) above, if g € G then 0; g_l = ¢, for some
1 <i, j <m,and g € N if and only if there exist 1 <i, j <m such that ng_l =6; and
508~ gs@)~'U; NV =@ (ie. g €56 (T\Nr (U, Vi))s(8))). Thus,

m m
N s@) '@ \wew;, vidse)).
i=1j=1
In particular, N is a finite subset of G, as (X, I') is strongly mixing, which implies that
IC\Nr(Uj, V;) is a finite subset of I" whenever 1 <i, j <m. Hence, (¥, G) is strongly
mixing.
(3) We only need to prove (a), as (b) follows from (a) together with (2).
Let us first show that (Y, G) is transitive. If {6,...,6,} CT'\G,n€eN and
Uy, ..., Uy, Vi, ..., V, are non-empty open subsets of X, it is not hard to see, similarly
to the proof of (2), that

n n
0+ G\ U U s@ ' @\New;, vise))
i=1j=1
v U () s@)'Nrw;, v,-)s(ej)\ s6)'T's(0))
P£AC{l,...,n)2 (i,j)€A @, j)efl,...n}2\A
C Ne Uy, 0::1<i<n> Uv; 0:51<i<n)-
This implies that (Y, G) is transitive.
(4) Clearly, if KT'K~! C G for each K € F¢ then (37) always holds for (X™, I'), for
each m € N. Hence, by (3), (Y™, G) is transitive and so (¥, G) is weakly mixing.
5) Let {0y, ...,6,) <T'\G,neNand Uy, ..., U,, V1, ..., V, be non-empty open
subsets of X. As (X, G) is weakly mixing, it is not hard to verify that

n n
B# () [ Ne6®) ™ U;. 56)7Vi) S No(Uu, o:1i=n. Uy, 0:1<i=n)-
i=1 j=1

It follows that (Y, G) is transitive, and, as above, weakly mixing. O
LEMMA 7.2. Let T be a (possibly finite) subgroup of the countable discrete infinite group
G and (X, I') a TDS with (Y, G) the co-induced action. Assume that G = H @ K for some
groups H and K, and "' = H @ {ex} C G. Then (Y, G) is minimal if and only if (X, T") is
trivial.

Proof. Obviously, if (X, I') is trivial then (Y, G) is also trivial and so minimal. Thus, it
remains to prove that if (X, I') is not trivial then (Y, G) is not minimal.

We should note that the introduction of co-induction is independent of the particular
choice of I"-sections sending ["eg to eg. Suppose that s : '\G — G is the I"-section given
by I'(eq, k) +— (eq, k) for each k € K. Then, whenever 1 € H and k, kek,

((h, k) (x6)0er\G)r (e, 1)
= s(T(enr. ) (h, )s(T (err, B, ) " Xp e, s
= (err, D), k) (er, k)™ xp, oy = (1 €KX e Tty
which implies that G (x*)ger\¢ = {(X)oer\c : X € T'x*} for each x* € X. Thus, (¥, G) is
not minimal if and only if (X, I') is not trivial. O
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