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SENSITIVITY, PROXIMAL EXTENSION AND HIGHER ORDER ALMOST
AUTOMORPHY

XIANGDONG YE AND TAO YU

ABSTRACT. Let (X,T) be a topological dynamical system, andF be a family of subsets
of Z+. (X,T) is stronglyF-sensitive, if there isδ > 0 such that for each non-empty open
subsetU , there arex,y ∈ U with {n ∈ Z+ : d(Tnx,Tny) > δ} ∈ F. Let Ft (resp. Fip,
F f ip) be consisting of thick sets (resp. IP-sets, subsets containing arbitrarily long finite
IP-sets).

The following Auslander-Yorke’s type dichotomy theorems are obtained: (1) a min-
imal system is either stronglyF f ip-sensitive or an almost one-to-one extension of its
∞-step nilfactor. (2) a minimal system is either stronglyFip-sensitive or an almost one-
to-one extension of its maximal distal factor. (3) a minimalsystem is either strongly
Ft-sensitive or a proximal extension of its maximal distal factor.

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout this paper(X,T) denotes atopological dynamical system(t.d.s. for short),
whereX is a compact metric space, andT : X→ X is continuous and surjective. In this
section, we first discuss the motivations of our research andthen state the main results of
the article.

The notion of sensitivity (sensitive dependence on initialconditions) was first used
by Ruelle [31]. It is in the kernel of the definition of Devaney’s chaos. According to
Auslander and Yorke [5] a t.d.s. (X,T) is calledsensitiveif there existsδ > 0 such
that for everyx∈ X and every neighborhoodUx of x, there existy∈Ux andn∈ N with
d(Tnx,Tny) > δ . For a t.d.s.(X,T), δ > 0 and an opene (open and non-empty) subset
U ⊂ X, put

N(δ ,U) = {n∈ N : ∃x,y∈U with d(Tnx,Tny)> δ}= {n∈ N : diam(Tn(U))> δ}.
Then it is easy to see that(X,T) is sensitive if and only if there existsδ > 0 such that
N(δ ,U) 6= /0 for each opene subsetU . A t.d.s.(X,T) is calledequicontinuousif for every
ε > 0 there is aδ > 0 such that wheneverx,y∈ X with d(x,y)< δ , thend(Tnx,Tny)< ε
for n∈ N. Auslander and Yorke [5] proved the following dichotomy theorem: a minimal
system is either equicontinuous or sensitive. A similar result obtained by Glasner and
Weiss [17] states that: a transitive system is either almost equicontinuous or sensitive.

There are several attempts to generalize the notion of sensitivity. Akin and Kolyada
[1] introduced the notion of Li-Yorke sensitivity, combiningthe two well known notions
(sensitivity and Li-Yorke chaos) together. The study of sensitivity related to families of
non-negative integers was initiated by Moothathu in [30]. Let F be a family. Recall that
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according to [30] (X,T) is F-sensitiveif there isδ > 0 such that for any opene subsetU ,
N(δ ,U) ∈ F. F-sensitivity for some families were discussed in [30, 7, 25, 28, 21, 27]. It
is known that for a minimal system{thick}-sensitivity is equivalent to{thickly syndetic}-
sensitivity [28]. Very recently, a striking result obtained by Huang, Kolyada and Zhang
[21, Theorem 3.1] states that: a minimal system is either{thick}-sensitive or an almost
one-to-one extension of its maximal equicontinuous factor.

It is clear that when(X,T) isF-sensitive, then forn∈N(δ ,U), there arexn,yn∈U such
thatd(Tnxn,Tnyn) > δ . If we require allxn (resp.yn) are equal, then it leads the notion
of strongF-sensitivitywhich will be studied in detail in the paper. Recall that(X,T) is
stronglyF-sensitive, if there isδ > 0 such that for each non-empty open subsetU , there
arex,y∈U with {n∈ Z+ : d(Tnx,Tny)> δ} ∈ F, whereF is a family of subsets ofZ+.
We remark that some notions of sensitivity similar with the strong sensitivity were studies
in [26, 7], which appear naturally when studying mean equicontinuity. It was shown that
a minimal system is either mean-sensitive, or mean equicontinuous.

When investigating strong sensitivity we find that for some familiesF the requirement
of all xn or yn being equal is too strong. So in this paper we also introduce anotion of
sensitivity related to a familyF, calledblockF-sensitivity. Roughly speaking, in this
definition we requirexn (resp.yn) are equal for a sequence of arbitrarily long finite seg-
ments from the familyF. For example, a t.d.s.(X,T) is calledblock {thick}-sensitive
(resp. block {IP}-sensitive) if there isδ > 0 such that for eachx ∈ X, every neighbor-
hoodUx of x and l ∈ N there areyl ∈ Ux with {n ∈ Z+ : d(Tnx,Tnyl ) > δ} containing
{m+1, . . . ,m+ l} for somem= m(l) ∈ N (resp. a finite IP-set of length at leastl .) Thus

strongF−sensitivity⊂ blockF−sensitivity⊂ F−sensitivity.

In this paper first we investigateF-sensitivity to warm up. Then we study blockF-
sensitivity and some related strongF-sensitivity notions for some families. Finally we
will focus on strongF-sensitivity. Note that for a minimal system we useXeq, X∞ and
XD to denote the maximal equicontinuous factor, the maximal∞-step nilfactor and the
maximal distal factor ofX respectively (for the definitions see Section2). It is very
interesting that for some well known families strong sensitivity for the family is closely
related to other well known dynamical properties.

The main results of the paper are:

Theorem A. Let (X,T) be a minimal system. Then the following conditions are equiva-
lent:

(1) (X,T) is blockFt-sensitive;
(2) π : X→ Xeq is not proximal.

Theorem B. Let (X,T) be an invertible minimal system. Then the following statements
are equivalent.

(1) (X,T) is stronglyF f ip-sensitive;
(2) (X,T) is blockFip-sensitive;
(3) π : X −→ X∞ is not almost one-to-one.
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Theorem C. Let (X,T) be a minimal system. Then the following conditions are equiva-
lent:

(1) (X,T) is stronglyFip-sensitive;
(2) π : X→ XD is not almost one-to-one.

Theorem D. Let (X,T) be a minimal system. Then the following conditions are equiva-
lent:

(1) (X,T) is stronglyFt-sensitive;
(2) π : X→ XD is not proximal.

From Theorem B it is natural to ask if we can find some familyF such that strong
F-sensitivity is related to ad-step almost automorphy (see Section5.2for the definitions
of the families appeared below),d ∈ N. This leads us to study strongFPoind-sensitivity
(whereFPoind is the family of alld-step Poincaré sequences) ford ∈ N. We show that
if a minimal t.d.s.(X,T) is stronglyFPoind-sensitive, thenπ : X −→ Xd is not an almost
one-to-one extension (Theorem5.19), whereXd is the maximald-step nilfactor ofX.
Examples show that the converse statement does not hold (seeExample5.22). It is an
interesting open question to find a familyF such that for any minimal system(X,T),
(X,T) is stronglyF-sensitive if and onlyπ : X −→ X∞ is not proximal.

For a minimal system, Table 1 gives the details of results obtained in the paper (the
results related to sensitivity are essentially obtained in[21]).

TABLE 1. Relationships

not strongly sensitive not block sensitive not sensitive
Ft proximal extension of

the maximal distal fac-
tor

proximal extension of
maximal equi. factor

almost au-
tomorphy

Fip almost 1-1 extension of
maximal distal factor

∞-step almost automor-
phy

almost au-
tomorphy

F f ip ∞-step almost automor-
phy

∞-step almost automor-
phy

almost au-
tomorphy

We remark that when defining strong sensitivity, except for the definition given before
one may define strongF-sensitivity as follows: if there isδ > 0 such that for eachx∈ X
and each neighborhoodU of x, there isy ∈U with {n∈ Z+ : d(Tnx,Tny) > δ} ∈ F. It
is easy to see that the two definitions coincide whenF has the Ramsey property. We also
remark that since any sensitive minimal system is strongly{syndetic}-sensitive [30], we
know that if a familyF contains the set of all syndetic subsets then for a minimal system
strongF-sensitivity is equivalent to sensitivity. This fact restricts the families when we
consider strongF-sensitivity and try to obtain new results, and also explains the reason
why we chooseFt , Fip andF f ip et al to consider strongF-sensitivity in this paper.

We also remark that for a transitive system, we may investigate the same problem. As
the restriction of the length of the paper we leave this studyto readers.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we recall some definitions and some
related theorems. In Section 3, we discuss sensitivity. In Section 4, we study block
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sensitivity and some related notions of strong sensitivity, and prove Theorem A, Theorem
B and Theorem C. In Section 5, we investigate strong sensitivity and show Theorem D.

Acknowledgments. The authors would like to thank Wen Huang, Song Shao for very
useful discussions; and Jian Li and Guohua Zhang for very careful reading.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we will recall some basic notions and theorems we need in the following
sections.

2.1. Topological dynamical systems.In the article, sets of integers, nonnegative inte-
gers and natural numbers are denoted byZ, Z+ andN respectively. By a topological dy-
namical system we mean a pair(X,T), whereX is a compact metric space with a metricd
andT : X→X is continuous and surjective. A non-vacuous closed invariant subsetY⊆X
defines naturally a subsystem(Y,T) of (X,T). A system(X,T) is calledminimalif it con-
tains no proper subsystem. Each point belonging to some minimal subsystem of(X,T) is
called aminimal point. Theorbit of a pointx∈ X is the setOrb(x,T) = {Tnx : n∈ Z+}.

Forx∈ X andU,V ⊂ X, put

N(x,U) = {n∈ Z+ : Tnx∈U} andN(U,V) = {n∈ Z+ : U ∩T−nV 6= /0}.

Recall that a dynamical system(X,T) is calledtopologically transitive(or justtransitive)
if for every two opene subsetsU,V of X the setN(U,V) is infinite. Any point with dense
orbit is called atransitive point. Denote the set of all transitive points byTrans(X,T). It
is well known that for a transitive system,Trans(X,T) is a denseGδ subset ofX.

Let M(X) be the set of all Borel probability measures onX. We are interested in those
members ofM(X) that are invariant measures forT, denote byM(X,T). This set consists
of all µ ∈M(X) makingT a measure-preserving transformation of(X,B(X),µ), where
B(X) is the Borelσ -algebra ofX. By the Krylov-Bogolyubov Theorem,M(X,T) is
nonempty. Thesupportof a measureµ ∈ M(X), denoted by supp(µ), is the smallest
closed subsetC of X such thatµ(C) = 1. We say that a measure hasfull supportor is
fully supportedif supp(µ) = X. If (X,T) is a minimal system, everyT-invarant measure
has full support.

2.2. Distal, proximal, regionally proximal. Let (X,T) and (Y,S) be two dynamical
systems. If there is a continuous surjectionπ : X→ Y with π ◦T = S◦π , then we say
that π is a factor map, the system(Y,S) is a factor of (X,T) or (X,T) is anextension
of (Y,S). If π is a homeomorphism, then we say thatπ is a conjugacyand dynamical
systems(X,T) and(Y,S) areconjugate. Conjugate dynamical systems can be considered
the same from the dynamical point of view.

Let (X,T) be a dynamical system. A pair(x1,x2) ∈ X×X is said to beproximal if
for anyε > 0, there exists a positive integern such thatd(Tnx1,Tnx2) < ε. Let P(X,T)
denote the collection of all proximal pairs in(X,T), P is a reflexive symmetricT invariant
relation, but is in general not transitive or closed. If(x,y) is not proximal, it is said to be
a distal pair. A system(X,T) is calleddistal if any pair of distinct points in(X,T) is a
distal pair.

Recall that theregionally proximal relation Q(X,T) is the set of all points(x1,x2) ∈
X×X such that for eachε > 0 and each open neighborhoodUi of xi , i = 1,2, there are
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x′i ∈ Ui, i = 1,2, andn ∈ N with d(Tn(x′1),T
n(x′2)) < ε. Note thatQ(X) is a reflexive

symmetricT invariant closed relation, but is in general not transitive. However for each
minimal system(X,T), Q(X) is a closed invariant equivalence relation.

Every topological dynamical system(X,T) has a maximal distal factor(XD,T) and a
maximal equicontinuous factor(Xeq,T). That is,(XD,T) is distal and every distal factor of
(X,T) is a factor of(XD,T). (Xeq,T) has the corresponding property for equicontinuous
factors. Thus there are closedT-invariant equivalence relationsSD and Seq such that
X/SD = XD andX/Seq= Xeq. SD is the smallest closedT-invariant equivalence relation
containingP(X), andXeq is the smallest closedT invariant equivalence relation containing
Q(X).

An extensionφ : (X,T)→ (Y,S) is proximal if Rφ ⊂ P(X,T) and is distal ifRφ ∩

P(X,T) = ∆X, whereRφ = {(x,y) ∈ X2 : φ(x) = φ(y)}. Observe that whenY is trivial
(reduced to one point) the mapφ is distal if and only if(X,T) is distal. An extension
φ : (X,T)→ (Y,T) is almost one-to-one if theGδ setX0 = {x ∈ X : φ−1(φ(x)) = x} is
dense.

2.3. Nilmanifolds and nilsystems. Let G be a group. Forg,h ∈ G, we write [g,h] =
ghg−1h−1 for the commutator ofg andh and we write[A,B] for the subgroup spanned
by {[a,b] : a∈ A,b∈ B}. The commutator subgroupsG j , j ≥ 1, are defined inductively
by settingG1 = G andG j+1 = [G j ,G]. Let k≥ 1 be an integer. We say thatG is k-step
nilpotentif Gk+1 is the trivial subgroup.

Let G be ak-step nilpotent Lie group andΓ a discrete cocompact subgroup ofG. The
compact manifoldX = G/Γ is called ak-step nilmanifold. The groupG acts onX by
left translations and we write this action as(g,x) 7→ gx. The Haar measureµ of X is
the unique probability measure onX invariant under this action. Letτ ∈ G andT be the
transformationx 7→ τx of X. Then(X,T,µ) is called abasic k-step nilsystem. When
the measure is not needed for results, we omit it and write that (X,T) is a basick-step
nilsystem.

We also make use of inverse limits of nilsystems and so we recall the definition of an
inverse limit of systems (restricting ourselves to the caseof sequential inverse limits).
If (Xi,Ti)i∈N are systems withdiam(Xi) ≤ M < ∞ and φi : Xi+1→ Xi are factor maps,
the inverse limitof the systems is defined to be the compact subset of∏i∈NXi given by
{(xi)i∈N : φi(xi+1) = xi , i ∈ N}, which is denoted by lim

←−
{Xi}i∈N. It is a compact metric

space endowed with the distanceρ(x,y) = ∑i∈N1/2idi(xi ,yi). We note that the maps{Ti}
induce a transformationT on the inverse limit. Let(Xi,Ti) = (X,T) andφi = T, then the
inverse limit of systems(X̃, T̃) is called the natural extension of(X,T).

If (X,T) is an inverse limit of basic(d−1)-step minimal nilsystems.(X,T) is called a
(d−1)-step nilsystemor asystem of order(d−1).

2.4. Regionally proximal relation of order d, RP[d]. Let (X,T) be a t.d.s. and letd≥ 1
be an integer. A pair(x,y) ∈ X×X is said to beregionally proximal of order dif for
any δ > 0, there existx′,y′ ∈ X and a vectorn = (n1, . . . ,nd) ∈ Zd such thatρ(x,x′) <
δ ,ρ(y,y′)< δ , and

ρ(Tn·εx′,Tn·εy′)< δ for anyε ∈ {0,1}d, ε 6= (0, . . . ,0),
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wheren · ε = ∑d
i=1εini . The set of regionally proximal pairs of orderd is denoted by

RP[d](X), is calledthe regionally proximal relation of order d.
This notion was first introduced by Host-Kra-Maass in [19]. It is clear that

(2.1) P(X)⊆ . . .⊆ RP[d+1] ⊆ RP[d] ⊆ . . .⊆ RP[2] ⊆ RP[1] = Q(X).

It was shown [19, 32] that for each minimal system(X,T), RP[d](X) is a closed invari-
ant equivalence relation for anyd ∈N. Whend = 1, RP[d](X) is nothing but the classical
regionally proximal relation which determines the maximalequicontinuous factor for any
minimal system. We remark that recently Glasner-Gutman-Ye[16] define a new region-
ally proximal relation of orderd for any groupG (coinciding with the previous definition
whenG is abelian) and show that it is an equivalence relation for any minimal system
(X,G).

Now we state a proposition from [19, 32] which we need in the sequel.

Proposition 2.1.Let(X,T) be minimal systems and d∈N. Then the following statements
are equivalent:

(1) (X,T) is a d-step nilsystem;
(2) RP[d](X) = ∆X.

Let RP[∞](X) =
∞
∩

d=1
RP[d](X), thenRP[∞](X) is a closed invariant equivalence relation.

Definition 2.2. A minimal system(X,T) is an∞-step nilsystem or a system of order∞,
if the equivalence relationRP[∞] is trivial, i.e. coincides with the diagonal.

The following proposition was proved in [8].

Proposition 2.3. A minimal system is an∞-step nilsystem if and only if it is an inverse
limit of minimal nilsystems.

Let (X,T) be a t.d.s. andd ∈ N, putXd = X/RP[d](X) andX∞ = X/RP[∞](X).

Definition 2.4. Let (X,T) be a minimal system andd ∈ N∪{∞}. A point x∈ X is called
ad-step almost automorphicpoint (ord-step AA point for short) ifRP[d](X)[x] = {x}.

A minimal system(X,T) is calledd-step almost automorphic(d-step AA for short) if
it has ad-step almost automorphic point.

d-step almost automorphic systems were studied systematically in [ 23], in particular
we have

Proposition 2.5. [23, Theorem 8.13]Let (X,T) be a minimal system. Then(X,T) is a
d-step almost automorphic system for some d∈ N∪ {∞} if and only if it is an almost
one-to-one extension of its maximal d-step nilfactor(Xd,T).

2.5. Families. Let P= P(Z+) be the collection of all subsets ofZ+. A subsetF of P is
a family if it is hereditary upwards, i.e.F1 ⊂ F2 andF1 ∈ F imply F2 ∈ F. A family F is
properif it is a proper subset ofP, i.e. neither empty nor all ofP. It is easy to see thatF is
proper if and only ifZ+ ∈ F and /06∈ F. A family F has theRamsey propertyif F ∈ F and
F = F1∪F2 imply thatFi ∈ F for somei ∈ {1,2}. Any subsetA of P generates a family

[A] = {F ∈ P : F ⊃ A for someA∈A}.
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If a proper familyF is closed under finite intersection, thenF is called afilter. For a
family F, thedual familyis

F
∗ = {F ∈ P : Z+ \F 6∈ F}= {F ∈ P : F ∩F ′ 6= /0 for all F ′ ∈ F}.

F
∗ is a family, proper ifF is. It is well known that a proper family has the Ramsey

property if and only if its dualF∗ is a filter [12]. Clearly, for a familyF

(F∗)∗ = F andF1⊂ F2⇒ F
∗
2 ⊂ F

∗
1.

We say that a subsetF of Z+ is

(1) thick if it contains arbitrarily long blocks of consecutive integers, that is, for every
d≥ 1 there isn∈ N such that{n,n+1, . . . ,n+d} ⊂ F ;

(2) syndeticif it has bounded gaps, that is, for someN ∈ N and everyk∈ N we have
{k,k+1, . . . ,k+N}∩A 6= /0;

(3) piecewise syndeticif it is the intersection of a syndetic set with a thick set;
(4) thickly syndeticif it has non-empty intersection with every piecewise syndetic set

The collection of all syndetic (resp. thick) subsets is denoted byFs (resp.Ft). Note
thatF∗s =Ft andF∗t =Fs. The collection of all piecewise syndetic (resp. thickly syndetic)
subsets is denoted byFps (resp.Fts).

Let {bi}i∈I be a finite or infinite sequence inZ+. One defines

FS({bi}i∈I) = {∑
i∈α

bi : α is a finite non-empty subset ofI}.

F is an IP-set if it contains someFS({pi}
∞
i=1) wherepi ∈ N. The collection of all IP-sets

is denoted byFip. A subset ofZ+ is called anIP∗-set, if it has non-empty intersection
with any IP-set. IP-sets are important in the study of dynamical properties, see [12, 6].

If I is finite, then one saysFS({pi}i∈I ) is anfinite IP setof length|I |. The collection of
all sets containing finite IP sets with arbitrarily long lengths is denoted byF f ip.

Let E be a finite or infinite set inP(Z+), One defines

∆(E) = {a−b : a≥ b,a,b∈ E}.

A subsetF of Z+ is called adifference setif it contains some∆(E) with |E| infinite. The
collection of all difference sets is denoted byF∆. A subset ofZ+ is called a∆∗-set, if it
has non-empty intersection with any difference set.

If E is a finite set, then one says that∆(E) is a finite difference setof length |E|.
The collection of all sets containing finite difference setswith arbitrarily long lengths
is denoted byF f ∆.

2.6. Technical lemmas.Note that a factor map issemi-openif it sends any opene set to
a set containing an opene set. To end the section we state an easy lemma which follows
from the continuity ofπ .

Lemma 2.6. Let π : (X,T) −→ (Y,S) be a semi-open factor map between two t.d.s. and
F be a family. If(Y,S) is F-sensitive (resp. blockF-sensitive, stronglyF-sensitive), so is
(X,T).

The following lemma is easy to check.
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Lemma 2.7. Let (X,T) be a dynamical system, and(X̃, T̃) be the natural extension of
(X,T). Then(X,T) is F-sensitive (resp. blockF-sensitive, stronglyF-sensitive) if and
only if (X̃, T̃) isF-sensitive (resp. blockF-sensitive, stronglyF-sensitive).

The next lemma is from [21, Proposition 4.4] or [10, Lemma 2.4]

Lemma 2.8. Let π : (X,T) −→ (Y,S) be a factor map with(X,T) minimal and(Y,S)
invertible. Ifπ is not almost one-to-one, then l= infy∈Y diam(π−1(y))> 0.

3. SENSITIVITY FOR FAMILIES

To start our research we begin to studyF-sensitivity. The goal is to show the notion
of F-sensitivity is rough, meaning that for many families the notions are equivalent in the
minimality setup.

Recall that the authors in [21] proved that: a minimal system is eitherFt-sensitive or
an almost one-to-one extension of its maximal equicontinuous factor. Moreover, they
showed in [20] that for minimal systems all of the following notions:Fts-sensitivity,
multi-sensitivity (see [30] for a definition) andFt-sensitivity are equivalent. In this sec-
tion, we prove that for minimal systems all of the following notions:Fts-sensitivity,Fip-
sensitivity,F f ip-sensitivity andF f ∆-sensitivity are equivalent (the equivalence toFPoind-
sensitivity will be given in Section 5).

First we need a proposition which is basically due to Furstenberg [12, Proposition 9.8].
Let (X,T) be a t.d.s. andF be a family. Note that we say thatx∈ X is F-recurrent, if for
each neighborhoodU of x, N(x,U) ∈ F; and(X,T) is F-recurrent if each point ofx∈ X
isF-recurrent.

Proposition 3.1. Let (X,T) be a minimal equicontinuous system. Then(X,T) is F∗f ∆-
recurrent.

Proof. Since(X,T) is minimal and equicontinuous, we can assume that(X,T) is a Kro-
necker system. That is,X = G, an abelian compact group, andTx= ax for a fixeda∈G.
Let x0 be any point ofX andU be any open neighborhood ofx0. LetV be any neighbor-
hood ofx0 such thatVV−1x0 ⊆U . SinceX is minimal, there arel1, . . . , lk ∈ N such that
{al1V,al2V, · · · ,alkV} is a cover ofX.

Let {Sn}
m
n=1 be any finite sequence withm> k, then there areaSu,aSv contained in the

same subsetaltV. ThenaSu−Svx0 ∈U , which implies that(X,T) is F∗f ∆-recurrent. �

Using Proposition3.1and some theorem in [21], we have the following result.

Theorem 3.2.Let (X,T) be minimal. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) (X,T) isFts-sensitive.
(2) (X,T) isFt-sensitive.
(3) (X,T) isFip-sensitive.
(4) (X,T) isF f ip-sensitive.
(5) (X,T) isF f ∆-sensitive.
(6) there existsδ >0such that for every x∈X there is y∈X such that(x,y) is regional

proximal and d(x,y)> δ .
(7) (X,T) is not an almost one-to-one extension of Xeq.
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Proof. It is clear thatFts⊂ Ft ⊂ Fip ⊂ F f ip ⊂ F f ∆. By [21, Theorem 3.1], it remains to
show (5)⇒ (7) and (7)⇔ (6)

(5)⇒ (7) Assume that(X,T) is F f ∆-sensitive with a sensitive constantδ > 0 andπ :
(X,T) −→ (Xeq,Teq) is almost one-to-one. Since(Xeq,Teq) is a minimal equicontinuous
system, there is a compatible metricd′ such thatd′(Teqx,Teqy) = d′(x,y), for all x,y∈Xeq.
Let y0 ∈ Xeq with π−1(y0) singleton. We take an open setW ⊂ X containingπ−1(y0)
such that diam(W) < δ , and then there is an open setV ⊂ Xeq containingy0 such that
π−1V ⊂W.

Let B(y0,ε) ⊂V for someε > 0 andU = π−1(V1) with V1 = B(y0,ε/2). By Proposi-
tion 3.1, N(y0,V1) ∈ F∗f ∆.

Forn∈ N(y0,V1), we haved′(Tn
eqy0,y0)< ε/2. Sinced′(Tm

eqy,T
m
eqy0)<

ε
2 for all m∈ N

andy ∈ V1, we deduce thatTn
eq(V1) ⊂ V for n ∈ N(y0,V1). For U = π−1(V1) andn ∈

N(y0,V1) we get

Tn(U) = Tnπ−1(V1)⊂ π−1(Tn
eqV1)⊂ π−1(V)⊂W.

This means thatN(U,δ )∩N(y0,V1) = /0, which impliesN(U,δ ) 6∈ F f ∆.
(6)⇒ (7) is obvious.
(7)⇒ (6) follows from Lemma2.8. �

4. BLOCK SENSITIVITY AND STRONGF f ip, Fip-SENSITIVITY

In this section we study block sensitivity and some related notions of strong sensitivity,
and prove Theorems A, B and C. This will be done in the following three subsections.

4.1. Block Ft-sensitivity. In this subsection, we discuss blockFt-sensitivity and give a
proof of Theorem A.

Recall that a t.d.s.(X,T) is calledblockFt-sensitiveif there isδ > 0 such that for
eachx ∈ X, every neighborhoodUx of x and l ∈ N there areyl ∈ Ux with {n ∈ Z+ :
d(Tnx,Tnyl ) > δ} containing{m+1, . . . ,m+ l} for somem∈ N. In fact we will show
the following theorem which covers Theorem A.

Theorem 4.1. Let (X,T) be a minimal dynamical system. Then the following conditions
are equivalent:

(1) (X,T) is blockFt-sensitive;
(2) there existsδ > 0 such that for every x∈ X there exists y∈ X such that(x,y) is

regional proximal andinfn∈Z+ d(Tnx,Tny)> δ ;
(3) π : X→ Xeq is not proximal.

We start with

Proposition 4.2. Let (X,T) be a t.d.s. andπ : (X,T)−→ (Xeq,Teq) be the factor map. If
(X,T) is blockFt-sensitive thenπ is not proximal.

Proof. Let d,d′ be the compatible metrics ofX,Xeq respectively. Letεk > 0 with εk→ 0.
Then for eachk∈N, there is 0< τk,τ ′k < εk such that ifd′(w1,w2)< τk with w1,w2 ∈ Xeq

thend′(T i
eqw1,T i

eqw2) < εk for any i ∈ Z+; and if w1,w2 ∈ X with d(w1,w2) < τ ′k then
d′(π(w1),π(w2))< τk.
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Pick x∈ X and putUk = B(τ ′k,x). By the assumption(X,T) is blockFt-sensitive, thus

for each j ∈ N, there isy j
k ∈Uk such thatF = {n∈ Z+ : d(Tnx,Tny j

k) > δ} containing

{a j
k,a

j
k+1, . . . ,a j

k+ j} (with δ the sensitive constant).

Without loss of generality we assume thatTa j
kx→ z1

k andTa j
ky j

k→ z2
k when j→∞. It is

clear thatd(T iz1
k,T

iz2
k)≥ δ for eachi ∈ Z+. Now letz1 = limk→∞ z1

k andz2 = limk→∞ z2
k.

We haved(T iz1,T iz2)≥ δ for eachi ∈ Z+.
Now we show thatπ(z1) = π(z2). Sincey j

k ∈Uk, it is clear thatd′(π(x),π(y j
k)) < τk

and thus we haved′(T i
eqπ(x),T i

eqπ(y
j
k))< εk for eachi ∈ Z+. Particularly,

d′(T
a j

k
eqπ(x),Ta j

k
eqπ(y j

k))< εk

for each j ∈ N. This implies thatd′(π(z1
k),π(z

2
k)) ≤ εk, and henced′(π(z1),π(z2)) = 0.

We have proved thatπ(z1) = π(z2). This indicates thatπ is not proximal, finishing the
proof. �

Proof of Theorem4.1. (1)⇒(3) follows from the above propostion.
(3)⇒(2) There exists a regional proximal pair(z1,z2) which is not proximal. Letδ =

1
2 infn∈Z+ d(Tnz1,Tnz2) > 0. Fix a pointx∈ X. As z1 is a minimal point of(X,T), there
exists a sequence of positive numbers{ni} such that limi→∞ Tni z1→ x. By the compact-
ness ofX, without loss of generality, assume that limi→∞ Tni z2→ y. Then(x,y) is regional
proximal, sinceQ(X,T) is closed andT×T-invariant. We also have infn∈Z+ d(Tnx,Tny)≥
infn∈Z+ d(Tnz1,Tnz2)> δ .

(2)⇒(1) Fix x∈ X and a neighborhoodU of x andl ∈ N. There existsy∈ X such that
(x,y) is regional proximal and infn∈Z+ d(Tnx,Tny) > δ . Choose small enough neighbor-
hoodV ⊂U of x and neighborhoodW of y such that min0≤i≤l d(T iV,T iW)> 1

2δ
As (x,y) is regional proximal,N(x,W) is a∆-set [21, Proposition 4.7]. We also have

that N(V,V) is a ∆∗-set [12, Page 177]. ThenN(x,W) intersectsN(V,V). Pick n ∈
N(x,W)∩N(V,V) and x′ ∈ V ∩ T−nV. Then Tnx ∈W, Tnx′ ∈ V. This implies that
d(Tn+ix,Tn+ix′) ≥ min0≤i≤l d(T iV,T iW) > 1

2δ for i = 0,1, . . . , l . Therefore,(X,T) is
blockFt-sensitive. �

We have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.3. There is a minimal system which isFt-sensitive and not stronglyFt-
sensitive.

Proof. There is a minimal system such thatπ : X −→ Xeq is a proximal extension and not
almost one-to-one extension [18]. Then(X,T) is Ft-sensitive by [21, Theorem 3.1], and
is not stronglyFt-sensitive by Proposition4.2. �

4.2. Block Fip-sensitivity and strongF f ip-sensitivity. In this subsection, we investi-
gate blockFip-sensitivity, strongF f ip-sensitivity and show Theorem B. In this subsection
we assume thatT is a homeomorphism (since some results we use are stated for homeo-
morphisms and it will take some pages to show they are true forcontinuous and surjective
maps).

Recall that a t.d.s.(X,T) is called blockFip-sensitiveif there isδ > 0 such that for
eachx ∈ X, every neighborhoodUx of x and l ∈ N there isyl ∈ U such that{n ∈ Z+ :
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d(Tnx,Tnyl ) > δ} contains a finite IP-set of lengthl . By the Ramsey property ofF f ip,
an equivalent definition can be stated as follows: there isδ > 0 such that for any opene
U of X and l ∈ N there areyl ,zl ∈ U such that{n ∈ Z+ : d(Tnyl ,Tnzl ) > δ} contains
a finite IP-set of lengthl . As before we will show the following theorem which covers
Theorem B.

Theorem 4.4. Let (X,T) be a minimal system. Then the following statements are equiv-
alent.

(1) (X,T) is stronglyF f ip-sensitive;
(2) (X,T) is blockFip-sensitive;
(3) there existsδ > 0 such that for every x∈ X there exists y∈ X such that(x,y) ∈

RP[∞] with d(x,y)≥ δ ;
(4) φ : X −→ X∞ is not almost one-to-one.

To prove Theorem4.4we need some preparation. The following lemma is from [14].

Lemma 4.5. Let (X,B,µ) be a probability space, and{Ei}
∞
i=1 be a sequence of mea-

surable sets withµ(Ei) ≥ a > 0 for some constant a. Then for any k≥ 1 and ε > 0
there is N= N(a,k,ε) such that for any tuple{s1 < s2 < · · ·< sn} with n≥ N there exist
1≤ t1 < t2 < · · ·< tk≤ n with

µ(Est1
∩Est2

∩· · ·∩Estk
)≥ ak− ε.(4.1)

We will use the next lemma derived from Lemma4.5.

Lemma 4.6. Let (X,T) be a t.d.s. withµ ∈M(X,T). Let U ∈ BX with a= µ(U) > 0.
Then there is n= n(a) such that for any finite IP-set FS({pi}

n
i=1) there is q∈ FS({pi}

n
i=1)

such thatµ(U ∩T−qU)≥ 1
2a2.

Proof. Apply Lemma4.5to k= 2, ε = 1
2a2 and consider the finite tuple

T−p1U, . . . ,T−p1−...−pnU.

�

The notion ofcentral setwas introduced in [12]. It is known that a central set contains
an IP-set [12, Proposition 8.10].

Proposition 4.7. Let (X,T) and (Y,S) be minimal. Ifπ : X −→ Y is proximal and not
almost one-to-one, then(X,T) is stronglyFip-sensitive.

Proof. By Lemma2.8, l = infy∈Y diam(π−1(y))> 0. For eachy∈Y, choosex1(y),x2(y)∈
π−1(y) with d(x1(y),x2(y)) = l(y)≥ l .

Forx∈ X, let y= π(x). Then we haved(x,x1(y))≥ l
2 or d(x,x2(y))≥ l

2. Without loss
of generality, we assume thatd(x,x1(y))≥

l
2. Then(x,x1(y)) is proximal.

Let δ = l
8 andU ′, V be open neighborhoods ofx,x1(y) with diam(U ′), diam(V) < l

8
respectively. Thend(U ′,V) > δ . Choose a smallerU with the same properties andU ′ ⊃
U . We know thatN(x,V) is a central set and hence it contains an IP-setFS({pi}

∞
i=1). We

are going to show that there isz∈U ′ such thatd(T l x,T l z)> δ for all l in a sub IP-set of
FS({pi}

∞
i=1).
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To do this letµ ∈M(X,T), thena= µ(U)> 0. Applying Lemma4.6toU there aren1

andq1 ∈ FS({pi}
n1
i=1) such thatµ(U ∩T−q1U)≥ 1

2a2.
LetU1 =U ∩T−q1U and apply Lemma4.6toU1 there aren2 andq2 ∈ FS({pi}

n2
i=n1+1)

such thatµ(U1∩T−q2U1)≥
1
8a4. Note that we haveU∩T−q1U∩T−q2U∩T−q1−q2U 6= /0.

Inductively for anyk∈Nwe obtainn1, . . . ,nk,U1, . . . ,Uk andq1, . . . ,qk such thatq j+1∈

FS({pi}
n j+1
i=n j+1), U j+1 =U j ∩T−q j+1(U j) with µ(U j+1)≥Cj > 0 for j = 0, . . . ,k−1 (set

U0 =U andn0 = 0). This implies that

µ(U
⋂ ⋂

l∈FS({qi}
k
i=1)

T−lU)> 0.

Thus, for eachk ∈ N there iszk ∈ U such thatT l (zk) ∈ U for all l ∈ FS({qi}
k
i=1).

Without loss of generality, assume thatz = lim
k→∞

zk, then T l(z) ∈ cl(U) ⊂ U ′ for l ∈

FS({q j}
∞
j=1). We knowd(T l x,T l z) > δ for l ∈ FS({q j}

∞
j=1). SinceFS({q j}

∞
j=1) ⊆

FS({p j}
∞
j=1), this implies that(X,T) is stronglyFip-sensitive.

�

By [32, Theorem 3.2] we know that for anyd ∈ N and any minimal t.d.s.(X,T),
(x,y) ∈ RP[d](X) if and only if for any neighborhoodV of y, N(x,V) contains a finite

IP-set of lengthd+1. AsRP[∞](X) =
∞
∩

d=1
RP[d](X), so we have

Lemma 4.8. Let (X,T) be minimal and(x,y) ∈ X×X. Then(x,y) ∈ RP[∞](X) if and
only if for any neighborhood V of y, N(x,V) ∈ F f ip.

With the help of the above lemma and Lemma4.6we are able to show

Proposition 4.9. Let (X,T) be minimal andπ : X −→ X∞ is not proximal. Then(X,T) is
stronglyF f ip-sensitive.

Proof. Sinceπ is not proximal, there are(x1,x2) ∈ Rπ which is a distal pair. It follows

that(x1,x2) ∈ RP[∞] =
∞
∩

d=1
RP[d] andd(Tnx1,Tnx2)≥ l for anyn∈ N. LetU,V be closed

neighborhoods ofx1,x2 with diam(U),diam(V) < l
4 respectively. Thend(U,V) > l

2 and
we letδ = l

2. By Lemma4.8, N(x1,V) ∈ F f ip. We are going to show that there isz∈U
such thatd(T l x1,T l z)> δ for all l ∈ F ∈ F f ip with F ⊂ N(x1,V).

For k= 1. Using the same argument in the of Proposition4.7, we getn1
1 ∈ N such that

for any finite IP set of lengthn1
1 with FS{p1

i }
n1

1
i=1⊂N(x1,V), there isq1

1∈ FS{p1
i }

n1
1

i=1 such

thatµ(U ∩T−q1
1U)≥ 1

2a2. SetU1 =U ∩T−q1
1U.

For k= 2. Using the same argument in the of Proposition4.7(with respect toU1), we

getn2
2∈N such that for any finite IP set of lengthn2

2 with FS{p2
i }

n2
2

i=1⊂N(x1,V), there are

q2
1,q

2
2,q

2
1+q2

2 ∈ FS{p2
i }

n2
2

i=1 such that if we setU2 =U1∩T−q2
1U1∩T−q2

2U1∩T−q2
1−q2

2U1

thenµ(U2)> 0. So we have

µ(U ∩T−q1
1∩T−q2

1U ∩T−q2
2U ∩T−q2

1−q2
2U)> 0.
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Inductively, for anyk∈ N we obtainn j
1, . . . ,n

j
j , U1, . . . ,U j andq j

1, . . . ,q
j
j for 1≤ j ≤ k

such that

• for 0≤m≤ j−1, q j
m+1 ∈ FS({p j

i }
n j

m+1

i=n j
m+1

)⊂ N(x1,V) (setn j
0 = 0).

•U j+1=U j∩∩l∈FS{q j
i }

j
i=1

T−lU j for 0≤ j ≤ k−1 satisfy thatµ(U j+1)> 0 (setU0=U ).

So we haveµ(Ak)> 0, where

Ak =U
⋂ k⋂

j=1

⋂

l∈FS{q j
i }

j
i=1

T−lU.

SetF = ∪∞
k=1FS{qk

i }
k
i=1. ThenF ⊂ N(x1,V) andF ∈ F f ip. Takez∈ ∩∞

k=1Ak, then
T lz∈U for all l ∈ F. This implies thatd(T l x1,T lz)> δ for all l ∈ F ∈ F f ip.

For u∈ X there is a sequence{ni} such thatTni x1→ u andTni x2→ v. Then(u,v) ∈
RP[∞] and(u,v) is a distal pair withd(Tnu,Tnv)≥ l . LetW,W′ be closed neighborhoods
of u and v respectively withdiam(W),diam(W′) < l

4. By the proof above, we know
that there isw ∈W such thatd(T lu,T l w) > δ for all l ∈ F, whereF ∈ F f ip with F ⊂
N(u,W′) ∈ F f ip. So we have proved that(X,T) is stronglyF f ip-sensitive. �

The following lemma is well known.

Lemma 4.10.Let F be a finite IP-set of length n and F= F1∪F2. Then there is i∈N such
that Fi is a finite IP-set of length l(n) with l(n) −→ ∞ when n−→ ∞. This also implies
thatF f ip has the Ramsey property.

To end the proof we need another proposition.

Proposition 4.11. Let (X,T) be a minimal blockFip-sensitive t.d.s. with the sensitive
constant10δ . Assume that x∈ X and U is any neighborhood of x. Then there are z∈U
and y∈ X such that(y,z) ∈ RP[∞] with d(z,y)≥ δ .

Proof. Since(X,T) is blockFip-sensitive, there isδ > 0 such that for anyx0 ∈ X, any
neighborhoodV of x0 and anyn∈N there isy0,z0∈V such that{m∈N : d(Tmy0,Tmz0)>
10δ} contains a finite IP-set of lengthn.

Let U0 = B(x,4δ ) andU1 = B(x,δ ). Without loss of generality, we assumeU ⊆U1.
Then forn1∈N large enough there arex1

1,x
1
2∈U such thatF1 = {n∈N : d(Tnx1

1,T
nx1

2)>
10δ} contains a finite IP-set of lengthn1. By the method of Proposition4.7, there is
z1 ∈U satisfyingTnz1 ∈ U for n∈ F ′1 ⊆ F1, whereF ′1 is a finite IP-set of lengthk(n1).
Thend(Tnx1

1,T
nz1) > 5δ or d(Tnx1

2,T
nz1) > 5δ for n∈ F ′1. Without loss of generality,

we assume thatd(Tnx1
1,T

nz1) > 5δ for n∈ F ′′1 ⊆ F ′1, whereF ′1 is a finite IP-set of length
l(k(n1)) (Lemma4.10). ThenTnx1

1 6∈U0 for n∈ F ′′1 . Let U2⊂U an open neighborhood
of x1

1 with diameter small enough such thatTnU2∩U0 = /0 for n∈ F ′′1 .

Then for n1 ≪ n2 ∈ N large enough there arex2
1,x

2
2 ∈ U2 such thatF2 = {n ∈ N :

d(Tnx2
1,T

nx2
2) > 10δ} contains a finite IP-set of lengthn2. By the method of Proposi-

tion 4.7again, there isz2 ∈U2 satisfyingTnz2 ∈U2 for n∈ F ′2 ⊆ F2, whereF ′2 is a finite
IP-set of lengthk(n2). Thend(Tnx2

1,T
nz2)> 5δ or d(Tnx2

2,T
nz2)> 5δ for n∈ F ′2. With-

out loss of generality, we assumed(Tnx2
1,T

nz2)> 5δ for n∈ F ′′2 ⊆ F ′2, whereF ′2 is a finite
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IP-set of lengthl(k(n2)). ThenTnx2
1 6∈U0. LetU3⊂U2 an open neighborhood ofx2

1 with
diameter small enough such thatTnU3∩U0 = /0 for n∈ F ′′2 .

Continue the process, we getFk⊇ F ′k ⊇ F ′′k , zk, nk andUk with diam(Uk)→ 0 ask→∞.
We have

(1) d(Tnzk,Tnxk
1)≥ 5δ for n∈ F ′′k with zk ∈Uk, xk

1 ∈Uk+1⊆Uk;
(2) TnUk+1∩U0 6= /0 for n∈ F ′′k .

Assume that lim
k→∞

zk = z, then lim
k→∞

xk
1 = z. Sincez∈

∞
∩

k=1
Uk, we haveTnz 6∈U0 for n∈ F ′′k .

Thus,N(z,Uc
0) ∈ F f ip, for l(k(n))→ ∞ asn→ ∞.

LetW = B(x,3δ ). SinceUc
0 is compact, we can coverUc

0 by finitely many closed balls

{V1
1 ,V

1
2 , · · · ,V

1
l1
} with diameter less than 1 and

l1
∪

k=1
V1

k ⊂Wc. By the Ramsey property

of F f ip, there is 1≤ m1 ≤ l1 such thatN(z,V1
m1
) ∈ F f ip. SinceV1

m1
is compact, we can

coverV1
m1

by finitely many closed balls{V2
1 ,V

2
2 , · · · ,V

2
l2
} with diameter less than12 and

l2
∪

k=1
V2

k ⊂Wc. By the Ramsey property ofF f ip again, there is 1≤ m2 ≤ l2 such that

N(z,V2
m2
) ∈ F f ip. Continue the process, we getVk

mk
such that

N(z,Vk
mk
) ∈ F f ip, diam(Vk

mk
)≤

1
k

andVk
mk
⊂Wc.

Let y∈
∞
∩

k=1
Vk

mk
. Then for any open neighborhoodW′ of y, we haveN(z,W′) ∈ F f ip since

W′ containsVk
mk

for somek∈N. Lemma4.8implies that(y,z)∈RP[∞]. Sincey∈Wc and
z∈U1, we conclude thatd(z,y)≥ 2δ > δ . This ends the proof. �

Proof of Theorem4.4. (1)⇒(2) is obvious.
(2)⇒ (3) Assume that(X,T) is blockFip-sensitive. Fixx∈ X. By Proposition4.11for

everyn ∈ N, there existsxn ∈ B(x, 1
n) andyn ∈ X such thatd(xn,yn) ≥ δ and(xn,yn) ∈

RP[∞](X). Without loss of generality, assume thatyn→ y. Thend(x,y) ≥ δ and(x,y) ∈
RP[∞](X) asRP[∞](X) is closed.

(3)⇒ (4) is obvious.
(4)⇒ (1) Sinceφ is not almost one-to-one,φ is either not proximal, or proximal and

not almost one-to-one. Ifφ : X −→ X∞ not proximal, then by Proposition4.9we get that
(X,T) is stronglyF f ip-sensitive. Ifφ : X −→ X∞ is proximal, not almost one-to-one, by
Proposition4.7we get(X,T) is stronglyF f ip-sensitive. �

4.3. Strong Fip-sensitive. In this subsection, we study strongFip-sensitivity and give
the proof of Theorem C. Recall that we say a t.d.s.(X,T) is stronglyFip-sensitive if
there isδ > 0 such that for each opene subsetU of X, there arex,y∈U with {n∈ Z+ :
d(Tnx,Tny)> δ} ∈ Fip. In fact we will show a stronger form of Theorem C.

Theorem 4.12.Let (X,T) be a minimal system. Then the following conditions are equiv-
alent:

(1) (X,T) is stronglyFip-sensitive;
(2) there isδ > 0 such that for every non-empty open subset U of X there exists a

proximal pair(x,y) with x∈U and d(x,y)> δ ;
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(3) π : X→ XD is not almost one-to-one, where(XD,T) is the maximal distal factor
of (X,T).

We say thatx is strongly proximalto y if (y,y) ∈ ω((x,y),T×T), whereω(x,y) is the
ω-limit set of (x,y). Note that if(x,y) is proximal andy is a minimal point, thenx is
strongly proximal toy. We need two results from [24].

Lemma 4.13([24, Lemma 4.8]). Let (X,T) be a dynamical system and x,y∈ X. Then x
is strongly proximal to y if and only if for every neighborhood U of y, N(x,U)∩N(y,U)
contains an IP-set.

Proposition 4.14([24, Proposition 5.9]). Let (X,T) be a dynamical system, x∈ X and
Y ⊂ X be a closed subset of X. If N(x,Y) contains an IP set, then there exists y∈Y such
that x is strongly proximal to y.

Now we show a proposition.

Proposition 4.15. Let (X,T) be a minimal system. Then(X,T) is stronglyFip-sensitive
if and only if there isδ > 0 such that every non-empty open subset U of X, there is x∈U
and y∈ X with d(x,y)> δ and x is strongly proximal to y.

Proof. First assume that(X,T) is stronglyFip-sensitive with sensitive constant 8δ > 0.
Fix a non-empty open subsetU of X. Pick z∈ U and letV = U ∩B(z,δ ). There are
x1,x2 ∈ V such thatF = {n ∈ Z+ : d(Tnx1,Tnx2) > 8δ} contains an IP-set. LetW =
X \B(z,2δ ). By the Ramsey property ofFip, eitherN(x1,W) or N(x2,W) contains an IP-
set. By Proposition4.14there existsy∈W such that eitherx1 or x2 is strongly proximal
to y. It is clear thatd(x1,y)> δ andd(x2,y)> δ .

Now we show the sufficiency. Fix a non-empty open subsetU of X. there isx∈U and
y∈ X with d(x,y) > δ andx is strongly proximal toy. By Lemma4.13, N(x,B(y,δ/3))
contains an IP-setFS({pi}

∞
i=1). By the method of Proposition4.7, there existz∈B(x,δ/3)

and an IP subsetFS({q j}
∞
j=1) such thatFS({q j}

∞
j=1)⊂N(z,B(x,δ/3)) andFS({q j}

∞
j=1)⊂

FS({pi}
∞
i=1). ThenFS({q j}

∞
j=1) ⊂ {n ∈ Z+ : d(Tnx,Tnz) > δ/3}, which implies that

(X,T) is stronglyFip-sensitive with the sensitive constantδ/3. �

We are in the position to give:

Proof of Theorem4.12. (1)⇒(2) follows from the Proposition4.15.
(2)⇒(3) For every pointx∈ X, there exists a sequenceyn andzn such that limn→∞ yn =

x and (yn,zn) is proximal andd(yn,zn) > δ . Without loss of generality, assume that
limn→∞ zn = z. Thend(x,z) ≥ δ . Note that(x,z) ∈ SD, whereSD is the distal relation,
X/SD = XD. Let π : X→ XD. Then{x,z} ∈ π−1(π(x)). Soπ is not almost one-to-one.

(3)⇒(1) If π is proximal, then by Proposition4.7, (X,T) is stronglyFip-sensitive. So
we assume thatπ is not proximal. This implies thatP(X) is not closed. So there is a distal
pair (y,z) and proximal pairs(yi,zi) such that(yi ,zi)−→ (y,z). Let infn∈Z+ d(Tny,Tnz) =
4δ .

Fix a non-empty open subsetU of X. As y is a minimal point, there existsk ∈ N such
that Tky ∈ U . There existsn ∈ N such thatTkyn ∈ U ∩B(Tky,δ ) andd(Tkzn,Tkz) <
δ . Let x1 = Tkyn andx2 = Tkzn. Thenx1 ∈ U , d(x1,x2) > δ and(x1,x2) is proximal.
As x2 is a minimal point,x1 is strongly proximal tox2. Then the result follows from
Proposition4.15. �
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5. STRONG SENSITIVITY FOR OTHER FAMILIES

In this section we study strong sensitivity for other families and shall prove Theorem D.
Namely, we will investigate the properties of strongFt- and strongFPoind-sensitivity.

5.1. StrongFt-sensitivity. In this subsection, we discuss strongFt-sensitivity, and prove
Theorem D. Recall that for a t.d.s.(X,T), we say(X,T) is stronglyFt-sensitive if there
is δ > 0 such that for each opene subsetU of X, there arex,y ∈ U with {n ∈ Z+ :
d(Tnx,Tny) > δ} ∈ Ft . So (X,T) is not stronglyFt-sensitive if there areδn −→ 0 and
opene subsetsUn such that for anyxn,yn ∈Un, there is a syndetic subsetF of Z+ with
d(Tmxn,Tmyn)≤ δn for all m∈ F.

To prove Theorem D, we first show that strongFt-sensitivity passes through proximal
extensions.

Proposition 5.1. Let π : (X,T)−→ (Y,S) be a proximal extension of minimal systems. If
(Y,S) is not stronglyFt-sensitive, then neither is(X,T).

Proof. Let d,d′ be the compatible metrics ofX,Y respectively. Since(Y,S) is not strongly
Ft-sensitive, there areδk→ 0 and opene subsetsUk of Y such that ifxk,yk ∈Uk then there
is a syndetic subsetF (depends onxk,yk) with d′(Snxk,Snyk)< δk for everyn∈ F .

Assume the contrary that(X,T) is stronglyFt-sensitive with a sensitive constantδ > 0.
Then for each opene subsetU , there arex,y∈U such that{n∈ Z+ : d(Tnx,Tny)> δ} ∈
Ft. Thus, there areuk,vk ∈ π−1(Uk) such thatFk := {n∈ Z+ : d(Tnuk,Tnvk) > δ} ∈ Ft .
Note thatEk := {n∈ Z+ : d′(Snπ(uk),Snπ(vk))< δk} is a syndetic set. This implies that
there existsbk ∈ N such that

d′(Sbkπ(uk),S
bkπ(vk))< δk andd(T j(uk),T

j(vk))> δ
for j ∈ [bk− k,bk + k]. Without loss of generality, assume thatTbkuk → u,Tbkvk →
v. Then d(Tnu,Tnv) ≥ δ ,∀n ∈ Z+. Sinceπ(Tbkuk) → π(u), π(Tbkvk) → π(v) and
d′(Sbkπ(uk),Sbkπ(vk)) < δk, we conclude thatπ(u) = π(v), a contradiction. This indi-
cates that(X,T) is not stronglyFt-sensitive, ending the proof. �

Proposition 5.2. Let (X,T) be a minimal system. Ifπ : X→ XD is proximal, then(X,T)
is not stronglyFt-sensitive.

Proof. By Proposition5.1and Theorem4.7. �

To prove the converse of Theorem D, we need the structure theorem. So we assume
thatT is a homeomorphism first. When(X,T) is not invertible, we use natural extension
to prove Theorem D.

Recall that an extensionπ : X → Y of minimal systems is arelatively incontractible
(RIC) extensionif it is open and for everyn ≥ 1 the minimal points are dense in the
relation

Rn
π = {(x1, . . . ,xn) ∈ Xn : π(xi) = π(x j), ∀ 1≤ i ≤ j ≤ n}.

We say that a minimal system(X,T) is a strictly PI systemif there is an ordinalη
(which is countable whenX is metrizable) and a family of systems{(Wι ,wι)}ι≤η such
that (i) W0 is the trivial system, (ii) for everyι < η there exists a homomorphismφι :
Wι+1→Wι which is either proximal or equicontinuous, (iii) for a limit ordinalν ≤ η the
systemWν is the inverse limit of the systems{Wι}ι<ν , and (iv)Wη = X. We say that
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(X,T) is aPI-systemif there exists a strictly PI system̃X and a proximal homomorphism
θ : X̃→ X.

We have the following structure theorem for minimal systems

Lemma 5.3(Structure theorem for minimal systems, [11]). Given a homomorphismπ :
X → Y of minimal dynamical system, there exists an ordinalη (countable when X is
metrizable) and a canonically defined commutative diagram (the canonical PI-Tower)

X

π
��

X0
θ ∗0

oo

π0

��

σ1

��
❄

❄

❄

❄

❄

❄

❄

❄

X1
θ ∗1

oo

π1

��

··· Xν

πν
��

σν+1

!!❉
❉

❉

❉

❉

❉

❉

❉

Xν+1

πν+1

��

θ ∗ν+1
oo ··· Xη = X∞

π∞
��

Y Y0θ0

oo Z1ρ1
oo Y1θ1

oo ··· Yν Zν+1ρν+1
oo Yν+1θν+1

oo ··· Yη =Y∞

where for eachν ≤ η,πν is RIC,ρν is isometric,θν ,θ∗ν are proximal andπ∞ is RIC and
weakly mixing of all orders. For a limit ordinalν, Xν ,Yν ,πν etc. are the inverse limits
(or joins) of Xι ,Yι ,πι etc. forι < ν.

Thus if Y is trivial, then X∞ is a proximal extension of X and a RIC weakly mixing
extension of the strictly PI-system Y∞. The homomorphismπ∞ is an isomorphism (so that
X∞ =Y∞) if and only if X is a PI-system.

Lemma 5.4. [9, Lemma 7.16]Let π : X −→Y be a weakly mixing and RIC extension of
minimal systems. Then there is a dense Gδ subset Y0 of Y such that, for each y∈Y0 and
each x∈ π−1(y), Pπ [x] is dense inπ−1(y), where Pπ [x] = {z∈ π−1(π(x)) : (x,z) ∈P(X)}.

Theorem 5.5.Let (X,T) be minimal. If(X,T) is not stronglyFt-sensitive, then(X,T) is
PI.

Proof. First we claim: if(X,T) is minimal, and there isx∈ X such that(x,y) is a distal
pair, andy is proximal tozi ∈ X with zi → x, zi 6= x, i ∈ N, then(X,T) is stronglyFt-
sensitive.

Let δ = 1
3 infn∈Nd(Tnx,Tny) and fix an opene setU of X. Then there isl ∈ N with

T lx ∈U by the minimality ofX. This implies that(T l x,T l y) is a distal pair andT l y is
proximal toT l zi with T l zi → T l x, T lzi 6= T l x. There isi ∈ N such thatT l zi ∈U . Since
(T l y,T lzi) is proximal, we get that{n∈ Z+ : d(Tn+l y,Tn+l zi) < δ} ∈ Ft . This implies
that{n∈N : d(Tn+l x,Tn+l zi)> δ} ∈Ft . We conclude that(X,T) is stronglyFt-sensitive,
finishing the proof of the claim.

Assume that(X,T) is not PI. By Lemma5.3, θ∗ : X∞→ X is proximal,π∞ : X∞→Y∞
is weakly mixing, RIC and not an isomorphism. By Lemma5.4, there ares∈ Y∞ and
u ∈ π−1

∞ (s) such thatPπ∞[u] is dense in theπ−1
∞ (s). Sinceπ∞ is not proximal, there is

v ∈ X∞ such that(u,v) is distal andπ∞(v) = π∞(u). Sinceθ∗ is proximal, we know
that(θ∗(v),θ∗(u)) is distal. AsPπ∞[u] is dense in theπ−1

∞ (s), there arevi → v such that
vi 6= v and(vi ,u) is proximal. This implies that(θ∗(vi),θ∗(u)) is proximal. It is clear that
θ∗(vi) 6= θ∗(v) andθ∗(vi)→ θ∗(v). Applying the claim we just proved, we conclude that
(X,T) is stronglyFt-sensitive, a contradiction. �

Before proving the following key result for Theorem D we needtwo well known lem-
mas.
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Lemma 5.6. Letπ : X −→Y be an open factor map between two t.d.s. Assume that y∈Y
and yi → y. Then for any z∈ π−1(y) there are zi ∈ π−1(yi) such thatlim zi = z.

Let E(X,T) be the enveloping semigroup of(X,T).

Lemma 5.7. Let π : X −→Y be a distal factor map between two minimal t.d.s. Thenπ is
open andπ−1(py) = pπ−1(y) for any y∈Y and any p∈ E(X).

Theorem 5.8.Let (X3,T) be minimal and X1
π1← X2

π2← X3, whereπ1 is a non-trivial prox-
imal extension,π2 is a non-trivial distal extension and X1 is distal. If P(X3) is not closed
then X3 is stronglyFt-sensitive.

Proof. SinceP(X3) is not closed, there are a distal pair(x1,x2) ∈ X3×X3 and proximal
pairs(x1(i),x2(i))∈X3×X3 for all i ∈N such that(x1(i),x2(i))−→ (x1,x2). Letπ = π1π2.
It is clear thatπ(x1(i)) = π(x2(i)) sinceX1 is distal. This implies thatπ(x1) = π(x2).
Moreover, we may assume that(x1,x2) is a minimal point. As(π2(x1),π2(x2)) is proximal
and minimal we know thatπ2(x1) = π2(x2). Putδ = infn∈Z+ d(Tnx1,Tnx2) andUi be an
open neighborhood ofxi with diam(Ui)< δ/6, 1≤ i ≤ 2.

Sety= π2(x1) andyi = π2(x1(i)), i ∈ N. Then limi→∞ yi = y. Let

M = orb((x1,x2),T×T) andK = {x∈ X3 : (x1,x) ∈M} ⊂ π−1
2 (y).

It is clear thatx2 ∈ K. Moreover,M is a minimal subsystem ofX3×X3 and for any
(z1,z2) ∈ M we have thatπ2(z1) = π2(z2). Let p : M −→ X3 be the projection to the
first coordinate. Thenp−1(x1) = {x1}×K andp is a distal extension. Putp−1(x1(i)) =
{x1(i)}×Ki, i ∈ N.

SinceM∩ (U1×U2) is an open neighborhood of(x1,x2) andp is open, by Lemma5.6
there arex′2(i) ∈ Ki such that(x1(i),x′2(i)) ∈M∩ (U1×U2) since limi→∞ x1(i) = x1. Note
thatx′2(i) ∈ Ki and thusπ2(x′2(i)) = yi .

We can choose a sequence{nk} such thatTnk(x1)−→ (x1(i)). Then there isz∈ K such
thatTnk(x1,z)−→ (x1(i),x′2(i)) ∈M∩ (U1×U2) by Lemma5.7using the distality ofp.

As (x1(i),x2(i)) is proximal,(x1(i),x′2(i)) (in the orbit closure of(x1,x2)) is distal and
x2(i),x′2(i) ∈U2 we know that

{n∈ Z+ : d(Tnx1(i),T
nx2(i))< δ/6} ∈ Ft .

By the definition ofδ we get infk∈Z+ d(Tkx1(i),Tkx′2(i))≥ δ which implies that

{n∈ Z+ : d(Tnx2(i),T
nx′2(i))> δ/6} ∈ Ft .

Since this holds for each neighborhood ofx2, we conclude thatX3 is stronglyFt-sensitive.
�

Lemma 5.9.Let(Zn+1,T) be minimal and consider the strictly PI tower Z1
θ1←Y1

ρ2
←Z2

θ2←

Y2
ρ3
← Z3

θ3← . . .
ρn
← Zn

θn←Yn
ρn+1
← Zn+1, whereθi is a non-trivial proximal extension,ρi is a

non-trivial distal extension and Z1 is distal. If (Zn+1,T) is not stronglyFt-sensitive, then
P(Zn+1) is closed.

Proof. We prove this lemma by induction onn. Forn= 1 it is just Theorem5.8. Now we
assume that the theorem holds forn≤ k−1, we prove it still hold forn= k. LetZD be the
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maximal distal factor ofZ2 and letπ1 : Z2→ ZD be the factor map. SinceP(Z2) is closed,
π1 is proximal. Soπ2 = π1θ2 : Y2→ ZD is proximal. Consider the new PI tower

ZD
π2←Y2

ρ3
← Z3

θ3← . . .
ρk
← Zn

θk←Yk
ρk+1
← Zk+1

and the theorem holds forn≤ k−1, we know thatP(Zk+1) is closed, i.e. the theorem
holds forn= k. �

We also need the following two lemmas for the proof of TheoremD.

Lemma 5.10.Let π : X→Y be a factor map between minimal systems.

(1) If P(X) is closed, then P(Y) is closed.
(2) If π is proximal and P(Y) is closed, then P(X) is closed

Proof. (1) follows from Lemma 2 in [4].
(2) Let (xi ,x′i) be proximal pairs inP(X) such that(xi ,x′i)→ (x,x′). Then(π(xi),π(x′i))

are proximal pairs inP(Y) such that(π(xi),π(x′i))→ (π(x),π(x′)). SinceP(Y) is closed,
(π(x),π(x′)) ∈ P(Y). So there existsp∈ E(X) (whereE(X) is the Ellis semigroup ofX)
such thatpπ(x) = pπ(x′), i.e. π(px) = π(px′). Sinceπ is proximal, there existsq∈E(X)
such thatqpx= qpx′, i.e.,(x,x′) ∈ P(X). SoP(X) is closed. �

Lemma 5.11.Let X be an inverse limit of minimal systems{(Xi,Ti)}
∞
i=1. If P(Xi) is closed

for each i∈ N, then P(X) is closed.

Proof. If P(Xi) is closed, then by Theorem 2 in [2], P(Π∞
i=1Xi) is closed. By the definition

of inverse limit,P(X) is closed. �

With the above preparation we are ready to give the proof.

Proof of Theorem D.(2)⇒ (1) follows from Proposition5.2.
(1)⇒ (2) We assume that(X,T) is invertible first.
By Proposition5.5(X,T) is PI. Consider the strictly PI-tower in the structure theorem,

Z1
θ1←Y1

ρ2
← Z2

θ2←Y2
ρ3
← Z3

θ3← . . .X∞.

By Proposition5.1X∞ is not stronglyFt-sensitive. So each finite tower

Z1
θ1←Y1

ρ2
← Z2

θ2←Y2
ρ3
← Z3

θ3← . . .
ρn
← Zn

θn←Yn
ρn+1
← Zn+1

is not stronglyFt-sensitive.

Then By Lemma5.9, P(Zn+1) is closed. SoP(Yn) is closed by Lemma5.10. By
Lemma5.11, P(X∞) is closed. By Lemma5.10, P(X) is closed. SoP(X) is an equivalence
relation [29], thenπ : X→ XD is proximal.

When(X,T) is not invertible, let(X̃, T̃) be the natural extension of(X,T). If P(X,T)
is not closed, then by Lemma5.10P(X̃, T̃) is not closed. Since(X̃, T̃) is an invertible
minimal system,(X̃, T̃) is strongFt-sensitive. So by Proposition2.7, (X,T) is strong
Ft-sensitive, a contradiction. SoP(X,T) is closed, thenπ : X→ XD is proximal.

�

To get a better understanding of Theorem5.8, we give a well know example which is
stronglyFt-sensitive.

To do so, first we give some other criteria of stronglyFt-sensitivity.
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Proposition 5.12.Let (X,T) be minimal and invertible. If there are x6= y such that x,y is
proximal for T−1 and infn∈Z+ d(Tnx,Tny)> 0, then(X,T) is stronglyFt-sensitive.

Proof. Let infn∈Z+ d(Tnx,Tny) = 2δ > 0,U be any open set ofX andl ∈N with T l x∈U .
Putx1 = T l x andy1 = T ly, then(x1,y1) is proximal forT−1 and infn∈Z+ d(Tnx1,Tny1)≥

2δ . SinceU is a neighborhood ofx1, there isε > 0 such thatBε(x1) ⊂U for ε < δ
10. Set

V = Bε
2
(x1). Sincex1,y1 is proximal forT−1, {n< 0 : d(Tnx1,Tny1) < ε/2} is thick in

Z−. As (X,T) is minimal, we know that(X,T−1) is minimal. Thus,{n< 0 :Tnx1∈V} is
syndetic inZ−. There iss< 0 such thatTsx1 ∈V andd(Tsx1,Tsy1)< ε/2. This implies
thatTsx1,Tsy1 ∈U . Setz1 = Tsx1 andz2 = Tsy1. Then{m∈Z+ : d(Tmz1,Tmz2)> δ}=
[−s,∞) is thick. So(X,T) is stronglyFt-sensitive. �

We will give an application of Proposition5.12, namely we shall show that the Morse
minimal system is stronglyFt-sensitive. The following results related to Morse system
are basic and well known, see for example [15].

The Morse sequenceω(n):

0110100110010110· · ·

can be described by the following algorithms.
ω(0) = 0,ω(2n) = ω(n),ω(2n+1) = 1−ω(n)(n∈ N). Consideringω as an element

of Ω = {0,1}Z whereω(−n) = ω(n−1), let X ⊂Ω be its orbit closure under the shiftσ
with σξ (n) = ξ (n+1). Then(X,σ) is a minimal flow called the Morse minimal set.

The homeomorphismϕ : ξ → ξ whereξ (n) = ξ (n) (and0= 1,1= 0) preserves X and
commutes withσ . The quotient spaceY, of X modulo the group{ϕ,ϕ2 = id} is a factor
of (X,σ) in the sense that the natural projectionπ1 : X→Y satisfiesπ1σ =σπ1. For every
ξ ∈X there exists a sequenceki such thatσki → ξ and we can associate withξ the dyadic
sequence{an}, 0≤ an ≤ 2n−1, according to the rulean = lim{ki(mod 2n)}. It is easy
to check that this limit exists and is independent of the particular choice of the sequence
{ki}. Clearly also the dyadic sequences corresponding toξ andξ coincide, so that we
can consider the mapπ2 : Y→G whereG is the compact group of sequences{{an} : 0≤
an≤ 2n−1,an+1 = an(mod 2n)}. Moreoverπ2σy= (π2y)+1 where 1= (1,0,0, . . . ,) ∈
G. In fact it is not hard to describeπ2 explicitly. If η ∈ Ω is defined byη(n) = ω(n)
for n≥ 0 andη(n) = ω(n) for n < 0 thenη ∈ X and denotingy1 = π1(ω),y2 = π1(η)
we have for alln ∈ Z, π−1

2 (n ·1) = {σny1,σny2} while π−1
2 (g) is a singleton for every

g∈G\{n ·1;n∈ Z}. The mapπ2 is therefore almost one to one hence proximal.

Example 5.13.The Morse minimal system is stronglyFt-sensitive.

Proof. Let X be the Morse minimal system. Thenπ1 : X→Y is a group extension andπ2 :
Y→ G is an almost one-to-one extension. It is easy to see that infn∈Z+ d(σnω,σnη) > 0
and (ω,η) is asymptotic forσ−1. By Proposition5.12, we conclude that the Morse
minimal system is stronglyFt-sensitive.

�

5.2. Strong FPoind and F
∗
d,0-sensitivity. In this subsection, we discuss strongFPoind and

F∗d,0-sensitivity. In this subsection we assume thatT is a homeomorphism.
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Definition 5.14. Let (X,T) be a t.d.s. We say(X,T) is stronglyFPoind (resp. F∗d,0)-
sensitive if there isδ > 0 such that for each opene subsetU of X, there arex,y∈U with
{n∈ Z : d(Tnx,Tny)> δ} ∈ FPoind (resp.F∗d,0)

We state some basic notations, definitions and results related toFPoind(resp.F∗d,0) first.
We say thatS⊂ Z is a set ofd-recurrenceif for every measure preserving system

(X,χ ,µ,T) and for everyA∈ χ with µ(A) > 0, there existsn∈ S\ {0} such thatµ(A∩
T−nA∩ . . .∩T−dnA) > 0. Let FPoind be the family consisting of all sets ofd-recurrence.
By Furstenberg’s multiple ergodic theorem the definition isreasonable. A striking result
due to Furstenberg and Katznelsen [13, Theorem C] in our terms is thatF f ip⊂ FPoind . So
we have

Proposition 5.15. If a minimal system(X,T) is not stronglyFPoind-sensitive, then it is an
almost one-to-one extension of its maximal∞-step nilfactor.

Proof. It follows from the factF f ip ⊂ FPoind and Theorem B. �

A subsetA of Z is aNild Bohr0-setif there exist ad-step nilsystem(X,T), x0 ∈ X and
an open neighborhoodU of x0 such thatN(x0,U) =: {n∈ Z : Tnx0 ∈U} is contained in
A. Denote byFd,0 the family consisting of all Nild Bohr0-sets. LetFGPd be the family
generated by the sets of forms

k⋂

i=1

{n∈ Z : Pi(n) (modZ) ∈ (−εi,εi)},

wherek ∈ N, P1, . . . ,Pk are generalized polynomials of degree≤ d, andεi > 0. For the
definition of generalized polynomials, see [23, Page 21]. We have [23, Proposition 7.21,
Proposition 7.24] for eachd ∈ N, Fd,0 is a filter, andFPoind has the Ramsey property.

The following two lemmas will be used in the next theorem.

Lemma 5.16. [23, Theorem E]Let (X,T) be a minimal system and x,y ∈ X. Then the
following statements are equivalent for d∈ N∪{∞}:

(1) (x,y) ∈ RP[d].
(2) N(x,U) ∈ F∗d,0 for each neighborhood U of y.
(3) N(x,U) ∈ FPoind for each neighborhood U of y.

Lemma 5.17. [23, Theorem F]Let (X,T) be a minimal system, x∈ X and d∈ N∪{∞}.
Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) x is a d-step AA point.
(2) N(x,V) ∈ Fd,0 for each neighborhood V of x.
(3) N(x,V) ∈ F

∗
Poind

for each neighborhood V of x.

Using Lemma5.17instead of using Proposition3.1we have the following result by the
same proof of Theorem3.2.

Theorem 5.18.Let(X,T) be a minimal system and d∈N. Then(X,T) isFPoind-sensitive
if and only ifπ : X −→ Xeq is not almost one-to-one.

Using the idea of the proof of Proposition4.7 and Proposition4.11, we obtain the
following result.
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Theorem 5.19.If (X,T) is a stronglyFPoind-sensitive minimal system, thenπ : X −→ Xd
is not an almost one-to-one extension.

Proof. Suppose that(X,T) is stronglyFPoind-sensitive with the sensitive constant 10δ and
π : X−→Xd is an almost one-to-one extension. Then there isx∈X such thatRP[d][x] = x.

Let δ ′ < δ andU = B(x,δ ′), then there arey,z∈U such that

F = {n∈ Z : d(Tny,Tnz)> 10δ} ∈ FPoind.

By the Ramsey property ofFPoind, F1 = {n∈Z : d(Tnx,Tnu)> 5δ} ∈FPoind, whereu= y
or u= z. As RP[d][x] = x, by Lemma5.16we haveF2 = N(x,U) ∈ F∗Poind

. So

F3 = F1∩F2⊂ {n∈ Z : d(x,Tnu)> 5δ −δ ′} ∈ FPoind.

Then by the Ramsey property ofFPoind and using the same argument as in the proof of
Proposition4.11, we deduce that there arev∈ X with d(u,v)≥ δ and for each neighbor-
hoodV of v, N(u,V) ∈ FPoind. It is clear that(u,v) ∈ RP[d](X) by Lemma5.16. More-
over, we know thatπ(u) = π(v) sinceRP[d](Xd) = ∆. This contradicts to the fact that
RP[d][x] = x, showing thatπ is not almost one-to-one.

�

Corollary 5.20. If (X,T) is stronglyF∗d,0-sensitive minimal system, thenπ : X −→ Xd is
not an one-to-one extension.

Proof. The proof is similar with Theorem5.19. �

It is unexpected that the converse of Theorem5.19fails. To give a counter-example we
need

Lemma 5.21. [23, Theorem B, Corollary D]For d ∈ N, Fd,0 = FGPd andFPoind ⊂ F∗d,0.

Example 5.22.There is a minimal system which is not an almost one-to-one extension
of the maximal(d−1)-step nilfactor and the system is not stronglyFPoind−1-sensitive.

Proof. Ford≥ 2 defineTα,d : Td −→ Td by

Tα,d(θ1,θ2, · · · ,θd) = (θ1+α,θ2+θ1, · · · ,θd+θd−1)

whereα ∈ R. Whenα ∈ R\Q, (Td,Tα,d) is minimal. A simple computation yields that

Tn
α,d(θ1,θ2, · · · ,θd) = (θ1+nα,θ2+nθ1+

1
2

n(n−1)α, · · · ,
d
Σ

i=0

( n
d−i

)
θi)

whereθ0 = α,n∈ Z and
(n

0

)
= 1,

(n
i

)
=

∏i−1
j=0(n− j)

i! for i = 1,2, · · · ,d.
(Td,Tα,d) is ad-step nilsystem, so we haveRP[d](Td) = ∆Td, and fors< d

RP[s](Td) = {(x,y) : the firsts coordinates ofx,y are the same}.

When α ∈ R \Q, (Td,Tα,d) is minimal and not an almost one-to-one extension of its
maximal(d−1)-step nilfactor. We will prove thatTd is not stronglyFPoind−1-sensitive.

Assume the contrary that it is stronglyFPoind−1-sensitive. That is, there isδ > 0
such that for anyx ∈ Td and ε ∈ R, there isy ∈ Td such that‖x−y‖ < ε and {n ∈
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Z : d(Tn
α,dx,Tn

α,dy) > 2δ} ∈ FPoind−1. We can choosex = 0 and ε = δ , then we have
y = (y1,y2, · · · ,yd) with

{n∈ Z : d(Tn
α,d0,Tn

α,dy)> 2δ} ∈ FPoind−1

and‖y‖< δ . A simple computation yields that

Tn
α,dy−Tn

α,d0= (y1,0, . . . ,0)+(0,Tn
y1,d−1(y2,y3, · · · ,yd))

So we have
F1 = {n∈ Z : ‖Tn

y1,d−1(y2,y3, · · · ,yd)‖ ≥ δ} ∈ FPoind−1

sinceF1⊃ {n∈ Z : d(Tn
α,d0,Tn

α,dy)> 2δ}.
Define

F2 = {n∈ Z : the absolute value of each coordinate of

Tn
y1,d−1(y2,y3, · · · ,yd) is less than δ

(d−1)}.

We know thatF2 ∈ FGPd−1 by the definition of generalized polynomials. Moreover, we
have

F2⊂ F3 = {n∈ Z : ‖Tn
y1,d−1(y2,y3, · · · ,yd)‖< δ}.

Thus,Fc
1 = F3 ⊃ F2 which implies thatFc

1 ∈ FGPd−1 = Fd−1,0. So F1 6∈ F
∗
d−1,0 which

implies thatF1 6∈ FPoind−1 by Lemma5.21, a contradiction.
�
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