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MEASURES AND STABILIZERS OF GROUP CANTOR ACTIONS

MAIK GRÖGER AND OLGA LUKINA

Abstract. We consider a minimal equicontinuous action of a finitely generated group G on a
Cantor set X with invariant probability measure µ, and stabilizers of points for such an action.
We give sufficient conditions under which there exists a subgroup H of G such that the set of
points in X whose stabilizers are conjugate to H has full measure. The conditions are that the
action is locally quasi-analytic and locally non-degenerate. An action is locally quasi-analytic if
its elements have unique extensions on subsets of uniform diameter. The condition that the action
is locally non-degenerate is introduced in this paper. We apply our results to study the properties

of invariant random subgroups induced by minimal equicontinuous actions on Cantor sets and to
certain almost one-to-one extensions of equicontinuous actions.

1. Introduction

Let G be a finitely generated group, and suppose G acts on a Cantor set X preserving a probability
measure µ. We denote the action by (X,G,Φ, µ), where the assignment Φ : G → Homeo(X) is
a homomorphism, and use the short notation g · x = Φ(g)(x) for the action of g ∈ G on x ∈ X
throughout the paper. Throughout the paper, a clopen set is a closed and open set in X .

Let Gx = {g ∈ G | g · x = x} be the stabilizer, or the isotropy subgroup of the action of G at x. A
stabilizer Gx is trivial if Gx = {e}, where e is the identity in G. The action (X,G,Φ, µ) is essentially
free if the subset of points with trivial stabilizers has full measure in G. If y is in the orbit of x, then
their stabilizers are conjugate subgroups, that is, Gy = g Gx g

−1 for some g ∈ G such that y = g · x.
The following problem is natural.

PROBLEM 1.1. Let (X,G,Φ, µ) be a group action with an invariant ergodic probability measure µ.
Formulate conditions on the action, under which there exists a subgroup H ⊂ G such that stabilizers
of points in a full measure subset of X are conjugate to H.

For example, if an action is essentially free, then forH the trivial group, there is a full measure subset
ofX of points with trivial stabilizers. On the other hand, there exist many actions where no point has
trivial stabilizer, and non-trivial stabilizers differ for different points. Vershik [38, 39] introduced
the notion of an extremely non-free action, for which the subset of points with pairwise distinct
stabilizers has full measure in X . Many extremely non-free actions arise as self-similar actions of
subgroups of the automorphism group Aut(T ) of a d-ary rooted tree T . Here the Cantor set X is
the boundary ∂T of the tree T . Every automorphism g ∈ Aut(T ) corresponds to a homeomorphism
in Homeo(∂T ), and the measure µ∂T on ∂T descends from the Haar measure on the closure of the
action in Homeo(∂T ). Every such action on ∂T is equicontinuous with respect to the standard
metric, see Section 2 for definitions and details.

Any minimal equicontinuous action of a finitely generated group G on a Cantor set X is conjugate
to an action of a subgroup of Aut(T ) on ∂T , for an appropriate choice of a tree T . The tree T need
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2 MAIK GRÖGER AND OLGA LUKINA

not be d-ary and the action of G need not be self-similar. Recent work of the second author has been
devoted to developing invariants, quantifying the complexity of minimal equicontinuous actions and
classifying them up to local conjugacy [15, 16, 28, 30].

In this paper, we give an answer to Problem 1.1 in the case when (X,G,Φ, µ) is minimal and
equicontinuous. The complexity of the action (X,G,Φ, µ) is quantified using the notion of a locally
quasi-analytic action, introduced in [3], and studied for actions on Cantor sets in [15, 16, 28, 30].
The notion of a locally non-degenerate action is introduced, which is key to our results, and examples
of actions which are locally non-degenerate or locally degenerate are given. Known results about
actions of self-similar groups on d-ary trees are obtained as consequences of our theorems. We apply
our results to study properties of invariant measures on the space Sub(G) of closed subgroups of G,
and certain almost one-to-one extensions of equicontinuous group actions.

Unless specifically mentioned otherwise, X is a Cantor set, G is a finitely generated group, and µ
is the invariant ergodic probability measure for a minimal equicontinuous action (X,G,Φ, µ). The
action (X,G,Φ, µ) is uniquely ergodic. Recall that unique ergodicity is a topological property of
(X,G,Φ, µ), that is, it is invariant under topological conjugacy.

We now give precise statements of our results. When we refer to purely topological properties of the
action, which do not require a measure, we omit the measure µ from the notation.

An action (X,G,Φ) is topologically free if the set of points with non-trivial stabilizer is meager in X .
Since a meager set has empty interior, for a topologically free action the set of points with trivial
stabilizer is dense in X . If an action is minimal and essentially free, then it is topologically free. The
converse need not hold, and there are minimal topologically free actions which are not essentially
free [2, 7].

For actions where every point has non-trivial stabilizer, we can generalize the concept of an essentially
free action by distinguishing points with trivial or non-trivial holonomy, as we explain now.

Let g ∈ G, and let x ∈ X such that g ·x = Φ(g)(x) = x. The homeomorphism Φ(g) either fixes every
point in an open neighborhood of x ∈ X , or it induces a non-trivial map on any open neighborhood
of x ∈ X . We define the neighborhood stabilizer of x ∈ X by

[G]x = {g ∈ Gx | g|Vg = id for some open Vg ∋ x}.(1)

The term neighborhood stabilizer comes from [40]. Note that the open set Vg in (1) may depend on
g ∈ G. In Definition 1.2 below, X can be any metric space equipped with an action, and the action
need not be either minimal or equicontinuous or measure-preserving.

DEFINITION 1.2. Let X be a metric space and let (X,G,Φ) be an action.

(1) We say that g ∈ G has trivial holonomy at x ∈ X if g ∈ [G]x, and otherwise g has non-trivial
holonomy at x.

(2) We say that x ∈ X is a point with trivial holonomy, or a point without holonomy, if Gx =
[G]x. Otherwise x ∈ X is a point with non-trivial holonomy, or a point with holonomy.

The terminology in Definition 1.2 is standard in foliation theory, where it was developed in a more
general context of actions of pseudogroups of local homeomorphisms on compact spaces. We recall
a basic result by Epstein, Millett and Tischler [19] for foliated spaces, which reads for the case of
actions of groups on compact spaces as follows.

THEOREM 1.3. Let (X,G,Φ) be an action of a countable group on a compact Hausdorff space.
The set of points without holonomy is a residual (dense Gδ) subset of X.

If (X,G,Φ) is topologically free, then points in X with trivial stabilizers have trivial holonomy.
Conversely, suppose g ∈ G such that g · x = x. Since the set of points with non-trivial stabilizers
has empty interior, then there is no open set U ∋ x such that g fixes every point in U . Thus for
a topologically free action, a point x ∈ X has non-trivial stabilizer if and only if it has non-trivial
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holonomy. Then a measure-preserving topologically free action (X,G,Φ, µ) is essentially free if and
only if the set of points with non-trivial holonomy in X has measure zero.

An analogue of an essentially free action in the case when no point in (X,G,Φ, µ) has trivial stabilizer
is an action where the set of points with trivial holonomy has full measure in X .

The concept of a quasi-analytic action was first introduced by Haefliger [26] for actions on connected

spaces, and it was generalized to include totally disconnected spaces by Álvarez López and Candel
[3]. We give a local version of this definition as formulated in [16]. Actions with or without this
property were studied in [15, 16, 29, 30, 28].

DEFINITION 1.4. [3, Definition 9.4] Let X be a Cantor set with a metric D, and let G be a
countable group. An action (X,G,Φ) is locally quasi-analytic, or simply LQA, if there exists ǫ > 0
such that for any open set U ⊂ X with diam(U) < ǫ, any open subset V ⊂ U and any elements
g1, g2 ∈ G

(2) if Φ(g1)|V = Φ(g2)|V, then Φ(g1)|U = Φ(g2)|U.

The action (X,G,Φ) is quasi-analytic if one can choose U = X.

Thus an action is LQA if and only if for all g ∈ G the homeomorphisms Φ(g) have unique extensions
on subsets of uniform diameter in X . Topologically free actions are quasi-analytic [29, Proposition
2.2]. Examples of actions which are locally quasi-analytic but not quasi-analytic are easy to con-
struct: take any quasi-analytic action, and add a finite number of elements which fix an open subset
of X but act non-trivially on its complement, as in [29, Example A.4]. A minimal equicontinuous
action of a finitely generated nilpotent group is always locally quasi-analytic, in fact, a similar prop-
erty holds for a more general class of groups with Noetherian property [29, Theorem 1.6]. Examples
of actions which are not LQA include the actions of finite index torsion-free subgroups of SL(n,Z),
for n ≥ 3, in [30].

The idea to use Lebesgue density to study the measure of points with non-trivial holonomy was
introduced by Hurder and Katok [27], for linear holonomy in C1 foliations of a smooth manifold
M . In the setting of [27], the differentiability of a foliation implies that for each holonomy linear
map L, the Lebesgue density of the set of all fixed points of L at fixed points with non-trivial
holonomy is bounded away from 1. Then the Lebesgue density theorem implies that the set of
points with non-trivial linear holonomy must have zero measure in the transverse Euclidean section
to the foliation.

In absence of differentiability for actions on Cantor sets, we introduce the notion of a locally non-
degenerate action. It will follow that if an action is locally non-degenerate, then for any g ∈ G the
Lebesgue density of the set of fixed points of g at points with non-trivial holonomy is bounded away
from 1. This condition on the action is combinatorial and it is defined using a representation of
(X,G,Φ, µ) onto the boundary of a spherically homogeneous tree T , which can be considered as a
choice of coordinates for (X,G,Φ, µ). We discuss such representations in more detail below and in
Section 3. We will show that the property of local non-degeneracy is invariant under conjugacy of
actions, and so it is an invariant of an equivalence class of representations, associated to (X,G,Φ, µ).

Local non-degeneracy of an action implies the property of Lebesgue densities, discussed above, but
we do not know at the moment if the converse statement is true. Since the precise relationship
between Lebesgue densities and the notion of local non-degeneracy is not clear at the moment, we
are not able to give an intrinsic, coordinate-free definition of a locally non-degenerate action. A
similar state of affairs is not uncommon in the study of foliated spaces, where often the only way to
study an object is in terms of equivalence classes of coordinate charts representing it. We discuss
this more below.

We introduce the concept of a locally non-degenerate action for an action of a subgroup G ⊂ Aut(T )
on a spherically homogeneous tree T first, see Section 3 for more details about actions on trees.
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Let V =
⋃

ℓ≥0 Vℓ be the vertex set of a tree T , where Vℓ is the ℓ-th level of T . A tree T is rooted if V0
is a singleton. A tree T is spherically homogeneous if for every ℓ ≥ 1 there is a positive integer nℓ ≥ 2
such that every vertex in Vℓ−1 is joined by edges to nℓ vertices in Vℓ. The sequence n = (n1, n2, . . .)
is called the spherical index of T . A spherically homogeneous tree T is d-ary if there is a positive
integer d ≥ 2 such that nℓ = d for all ℓ ≥ 1.

The boundary ∂T is the set of all connected paths in T . With product topology, it is a Cantor
set. For v ∈ V , we denote by Tv the subtree through the vertex v, and by ∂Tv the boundary of
Tv. Then ∂Tv is identified with a clopen subset of ∂T . Denote by µ∂T the counting measure on
∂T . An automorphism g ∈ Aut(T ) naturally induces a homeomorphism of ∂T , thus defining the
homomorphism Φ. So if G ⊂ Aut(T ), then we write (∂T,G, µ∂T ) for the action on the tree, omitting
Φ from the notation.

DEFINITION 1.5. Let T be a spherically homogeneous tree, and let G ⊂ Aut(T ). The action of
g ∈ G on ∂T is locally non-degenerate if there exists 0 < αg ≤ 1 such that for any vertex v ∈ V , if
g fixes v and g|∂Tv 6= id, then

µ∂T ({w ∈ ∂Tv | g ·w 6= w})

µ∂T (∂Tv)
≥ αg.(3)

The action (∂T,G, µ∂T ) is locally non-degenerate if and only if the action of every g ∈ G on ∂T is
locally non-degenerate.

If an action of g ∈ G, or the action (∂T,G, µ∂T ) is not locally non-degenerate, then it is locally
degenerate.

In particular, the action of g ∈ G is locally non-degenerate if, for any decreasing sequence of nested
clopen sets {∂Tvℓ}vℓ∈Vℓ,ℓ≥1, where g|∂Tvℓ 6= id, the ratio of the measure of the set of points in ∂Tvℓ ,
not fixed by the action of g, to the measure of ∂Tvℓ has a lower bound. Intuitively, we want to avoid
actions, where for some {∂Tvℓ}vℓ∈Vℓ,ℓ≥1, the set of fixed points of g occupies a larger and larger
proper subset of ∂Tvℓ , as ℓ → ∞. Another way to phrase that is by saying that the proportion of
points in an open ball, moved by the action of g ∈ G, is at least αg for any open ball on which g
acts non-trivially.

As discussed in Section 3, every minimal equicontinuous action (X,G,Φ) on a Cantor set X has a
representation as an action on the boundary ∂T of a rooted spherically homogeneous tree T . More
precisely, there exists a (non-unique) tree T and a homeomorphism φ : X → ∂T , such that for any
g ∈ G the composition φ ◦ g ◦ φ−1 is an automorphism of T . The homeomorphism φ is determined
by a choice of a descending sequence {Uℓ}ℓ≥0, U0 = X , of clopen subsets of X such that for each Uℓ

the translates Uℓ = {g ·Uℓ}g∈G form a finite partition of X . Under φ, distinct sets in Uℓ correspond
to clopen sets {∂Tv}v∈Vℓ

in the tree. The group G permutes the sets in the partition Uℓ, and so
defines a permutation of the vertex set Vℓ, for ℓ ≥ 1. Inclusions of sets in Uℓ+1 into the sets in Uℓ

correspond to edges between vertices in T , and so G acts on T by automorphisms. It follows that
there is an induced injective map φ∗ : Homeo(X) → Homeo(∂T ), and the pair of maps

(φ, φ∗) : (X,Φ(G)) → (∂T,Homeo(∂T ))(4)

gives a representation of (X,G,Φ) onto the boundary of the tree T . Any two such representations
are conjugate to (X,G,Φ), and so to each other. The invariant ergodic measure µ on X pushes
forward to the counting measure µ∂T on ∂T . The representation (φ, φ∗) is not unique, and should
be viewed as a choice of coordinates for the action. Thus associated to a minimal equicontinuous
action (X,G,Φ, µ) there is an equivalence class [(∂T, φ∗(Φ(G)), µ∂T )] of actions on trees, where the
equivalence relation is given by conjugacy of the induced actions on the boundary of the tree.

DEFINITION 1.6. A minimal equicontinuous action (X,G,Φ, µ) is locally non-degenerate if
there exists a representation (φ, φ∗) of the action as in (4), such that the action of φ∗(Φ(G)) on ∂T
is locally non-degenerate with respect to the counting measure µ∂T on ∂T .

Suppose (X,G,Φ, µ) is a locally non-degenerate action with respect to a representation (φ, φ∗). Sup-
pose (Y,G,Ψ, ν) is another minimal equicontinuous actions, and ψ : Y → X conjugates (X,G,Φ, µ)
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and (Y,G,Ψ, ν). Then (φ ◦ ψ, (φ ◦ ψ)∗) is a representation for (Y,G,Ψ, ν) such that the action
of (φ ◦ ψ)∗(Ψ(G)) on ∂T is locally non-degenerate. Thus local non-degeneracy of an action is an
invariant of topological conjugacy of actions.

Actions which are locally non-degenerate are common in the study of actions on Cantor sets.
We show in Section 4.1 that actions on d-ary trees generated by finite automata are locally non-
degenerate. We expect that any action on a Cantor set which is conjugate to a holonomy action on a
transverse section of a subset of a foliated C1 manifold is locally non-degenerate. We give examples
of actions which are locally degenerate in Section 4.2. It is not clear at the moment what type of
actions is prevalent among all possible minimal equicontinuous group actions on Cantor sets.

We now can state our main theorem, which specifies conditions under which X contains a set of
points with conjugate stabilizers which is both topologically and measure-theoretically large.

THEOREM 1.7. Let X be a Cantor set, let G be a finitely generated group, and let (X,G,Φ, µ)
be a locally quasi-analytic minimal equicontinuous action. Then the following is true.

(1) There exists a subgroup H ⊂ G such that the set of points with stabilizers conjugate to H is
residual in X.

(2) In addition, suppose (X,G,Φ, µ) is locally non-degenerate. Then the set of points with
stabilizers conjugate to H has full measure in X.

If (X,G,Φ, µ) is essentially free, then both statements of Theorem 1.7 hold with H the trivial
subgroup.

The proof of Theorem 1.7 consists of two ingredients, which are of interest in their own right. Below
we discuss these ingredients and their applications.

To prove Theorem 1.7, we study the properties of points with trivial or non-trivial holonomy in X .
Throughout the paper, we denote the set of points with trivial holonomy by

X0 = {x ∈ X | Gx = [G]x}.(5)

THEOREM 1.8. Let (X,G,Φ) be a minimal equicontinuous action of a finitely generated group
G on a Cantor set X. Then the set {Gx | x ∈ X0} of stabilizers of points with trivial holonomy is a
finite set of conjugate subgroups if and only if the action (X,G,Φ) is locally quasi-analytic.

The set of stabilizers of points with non-trivial holonomy may be infinite even for quasi-analytic
actions, see for instance, Example 2.8. The next step in the proof of Theorem 1.7 is the sufficient
condition under which the set of points with trivial holonomy has full measure in X .

THEOREM 1.9. Let (X,G,Φ, µ) be a minimal equicontinuous action of a finitely generated group
G on a Cantor set X. Suppose (X,G,Φ, µ) is locally non-degenerate. Then the set X0 of points
with trivial holonomy has full measure with respect to µ.

The proof of Theorem 1.9 uses the technique similar to that of Hurder and Katok [27, Proposition
7.1], who studied linear holonomy in C1 foliations of smooth manifolds M . Our setting is very
different from the setting of [27], as for actions on Cantor sets there are no differentials and, in
fact, the notion of linear holonomy does not make sense. The condition that the action (X,G,Φ, µ)
is locally non-degenerate imposes a degree of regularity which in the smooth setting comes from
differentiability.

Bergeron and Gaboriau [7], and also Abért and Elek [2], gave examples of group actions on Cantor
sets which are topologically free and not essentially free. By the discussion after Theorem 1.3, in
these examples the set of points with non-trivial holonomy has full measure. We give more examples
of this type in Section 6. As a corollary to Theorem 1.9 we obtain a criterion when a topologically
free minimal equicontinuous action is essentially free.

COROLLARY 1.10. If a minimal equicontinuous action (X,G,Φ, µ) is locally non-degenerate
and topologically free then it is essentially free.
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Kambites, Silva and Steinberg [31] showed that an action on the boundary of a rooted d-ary tree of
a group, generated by finite automata, is topologically free if and only if it is essentially free. We
show in Section 4 that actions generated by finite automata are locally non-degenerate, and recover
the result of [31] as a consequence of Theorem 1.9.

To finish, we outline some applications of our results, described in more detail in Section 8.

Let Sub(G) be the set of all closed subgroups of a finitely generated discrete group G with the
Chaubaty-Fell topology, see Section 8.1. Then Sub(G) is compact and totally disconnected.

For an action (X,G,Φ, µ) consider the mapping

St : X → Sub(G) : x 7→ Gx,(6)

which assigns to each x ∈ X its stabilizer. The group G acts on Sub(G) by conjugation. Stabilizers
of points in an orbit of x ∈ X are conjugate, so the mapping St maps the orbit of x ∈ X onto
the orbit of Gx in Sub(G) under conjugation. The pushforward ν = St∗µ of the invariant ergodic
measure µ is an ergodic invariant measure on Sub(G) [5]. This measure is said to be an invariant
random subgroup, or simply IRS, following the terminology of [1, 9]. The mapping (6) need not be
injective, and may have points of discontinuity.

We discuss in more detail in Section 8.1 some results about IRS for groups acting on the boundary
of trees available in the literature. We use now Theorems 1.8 and 1.9 to give a partial answer to two
open questions posed by Grigorchuk in [23].

Namely, for the set X0 of points without holonomy, defined by (5), and called the set of G-typical
points in [23], consider the topological closure

Z = {Gx | x ∈ X0} ⊂ Sub(G).(7)

On [23, p.123], Grigorchuk asked when the IRS ν is supported on the set Z. Also, [23, Problem 8.2]
asks under what condition on the action the system (X,G,Φ, µ) is measure-theoretically isomorphic
to the system (Z,G, ν)? We give partial answers to these questions below.

THEOREM 1.11. Let X be a Cantor set, let G be a finitely generated group, and let (X,G,Φ, µ) be
a minimal equicontinuous action. Suppose (X,G,Φ, µ) is locally non-degenerate. Then the following
holds.

(1) The IRS ν = St∗µ is supported on Z.
(2) The action (X,G,Φ, µ) is not LQA if and only if ν is non-atomic.
(3) If (X,G,Φ, µ) is not LQA and the restriction St : X0 → Sub(G) is injective, then St provides

a measure-theoretical isomorphism between (X,G,Φ, µ) and (Z,G, ν).

Theorem 1.11 describes the properties of the IRS ν induced on Sub(G) via the mapping (6) in the
case when the set of points with trivial holonomy for the action (X,G,Φ, µ) has full measure. If an
action (X,G,Φ, µ) is locally degenerate, then the set of points with non-trivial holonomy in X may
have positive measure, and the following problem is natural.

PROBLEM 1.12. Let (X,G,Φ, µ) be a minimal equicontinuous action on a Cantor set X, and
suppose the set of points with non-trivial holonomy in X has positive measure. Describe the properties
of the IRS ν = St∗µ induced on Sub(G) via the map (6).

Related to the construction of the IRS above is the following construction. Define

X̃ = {(x,Gx) | x ∈ X0} ⊂ X × Z(8)

and denote by Φ̃ the product action of G by Φ in the first coordinate and by conjugation in the

second coordinate. Then the projection η : X̃ → X to the first coordinate satisfies g · η(x,Gx) =

η(g · x, gGxg
−1). By [25, Proposition 1.2], we know that (X̃,G, Φ̃) is minimal and the set {x̃ ∈ X̃ |

|η−1(η(x̃))| = 1} of singleton fibers is dense in X̃ . Thus the system (X̃,G, Φ̃) is an almost one-to-one
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extension of (X,G,Φ). As a consequence of Theorem 1.8, we show that for LQA actions such an
extension is trivial in the following sense.

THEOREM 1.13. Let (X,G,Φ) be a minimal equicontinuous action. Then (X,G,Φ) is locally

quasi-analytic if and only if the almost one-to-one extension η : X̃ → X is a conjugacy.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall the necessary background
on the properties of equicontinuous actions. In Section 3 we discuss representations of minimal
equicontinuous actions onto the boundaries of rooted spherically homogeneous trees. We discuss
locally non-degenerate actions in Section 4, giving examples which illustrate the definition. We also
state sufficient conditions for an action on a rooted tree to be locally non-degenerate in terms of the
geometry of the tree. Theorem 1.9 which states that for a locally non-degenerate action the set of
points with trivial holonomy has full measure and its corollaries are proved in Section 5. In Section
6 we give an example of an action where the set of points with trivial holonomy has zero measure.
Theorem 1.8 and the main Theorem 1.7 are proved in Section 7. In Section 8 we discuss applications
of our results proving Theorems 1.11 and 1.13.

Acknowledgements: The authors thank Steve Hurder and Gabriel Fuhrmann for useful discus-
sions.

2. Equicontinuous actions

We recall basic properties of equicontinuous group actions on Cantor sets. Sections 2.1-2.3 discuss
topological properties of such actions, so we omit the measure from the notation in these sections.

An action Φ : G→ Homeo(X) of a finitely generated group G on a Cantor set X is equicontinuous
if X admits a metric d such that for all ǫ > 0 there is δ > 0 such that for any g ∈ G and any
x, y ∈ X with d(x, y) < δ we have d(g · x, g · y) < ǫ. An action (X,G,Φ) is minimal if the orbit
G(x) = {g · x | g ∈ G} of every x ∈ X is dense in X . In this paper, (X,G,Φ) is always minimal and
equicontinuous.

2.1. Group chains. Our main tool in working with group actions are group chains. In this section
we explain how a group chain defines a minimal equicontinuous action on a Cantor set. Actions on
Cantor sets in terms of group chains were studied in [15, 20, 12, 13] and other works.

DEFINITION 2.1. Let G be a finitely generated discrete group. A group chain is a descending
infinite sequence {Gℓ}ℓ≥0 : G = G0 ⊃ G1 ⊃ · · · of finite index subgroups of G.

For each ℓ ≥ 0 the coset space Xℓ = G/Gℓ is finite, and there are inclusion maps

Xℓ+1 → Xℓ : gGℓ+1 7→ gGℓ,

induced by the inclusion of groups Gℓ+1 ⊂ Gℓ. The inverse limit space

X∞ = lim
←−

{Xℓ+1 → Xℓ} = {(g0G0, g1G1, . . .) | gℓ+1Gℓ+1 ⊂ gℓGℓ} ⊂
∏

ℓ≥0

Xℓ(9)

is a Cantor set in the relative topology, induced from the product (Tychonoff) topology on
∏

ℓ≥0Xℓ.

We denote by (gℓGℓ)ℓ≥0 sequences of cosets in X∞. Basic sets in X∞ are given by

Ug,m = {(hℓGℓ)ℓ≥0 ∈ X∞ | hmGm = gGm}.(10)

The group G acts on the left on every coset space Xℓ, permuting the cosets in Xℓ, and there is an
induced action by homeomorphisms on the inverse limit

G×X∞ → X∞ : (g, (g0G0, g1G1, g2G2, . . .)) 7→ (gg0G0, gg1G1, gg2G2, . . .).(11)

Since the action of G on every coset space Xℓ, ℓ ≥ 0, is transitive, the action (11) on X∞ is minimal.
A standard way to define an ultrametric on the space X∞ is by

D((gℓGℓ)ℓ≥0, (hℓGℓ)ℓ≥0) =
1

2m
, where m = min{ℓ ≥ 0 | gℓGℓ 6= hℓGℓ}.(12)
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This metric measures for how long sequences of cosets (gℓGℓ)ℓ≥0 and (hℓGℓ)ℓ≥0 coincide. Since G
acts on each coset space Xℓ, ℓ ≥ 0, by permutations, it acts on X∞ by isometries relative to the
metric D, and so its action is equicontinuous.

2.2. Adapted clopen sets and group chain models. In this section, we show how to associate
a group chain to a minimal equicontinuous action (X,G,Φ), where X is a Cantor set, and G is a
finitely generated discrete group.

Let CO(X) denote the collection of all clopen (closed and open) subsets of X , which form a basis for
the topology of X . For φ ∈ Homeo(X) and U ∈ CO(X), the image φ(U) ∈ CO(X). The following
result is folklore, and a proof is given in [29, Proposition 3.1].

PROPOSITION 2.2. A minimal Cantor action (X,G,Φ) is equicontinuous if and only if, for the
induced action Φ∗ : G× CO(X) → CO(X), the orbit of every U ∈ CO(X) is finite.

DEFINITION 2.3. Let (X,G,Φ) be a minimal equicontinuous action. A clopen set U ∈ CO(X) is
adapted to the action Φ if U is non-empty and for any g ∈ G, if Φ(g)(U)∩U 6= ∅ then Φ(g)(U) = U .

That is, the translates of an adapted set by the action of G form a partition of the Cantor set X .

DEFINITION 2.4. Let (X,G,Φ) be a minimal equicontinuous action and x ∈ X. A properly
descending chain of clopen sets Ux = {Uℓ ⊂ X | ℓ ≥ 0} is said to be an adapted neighborhood basis
at x if x ∈ Uℓ+1 ⊂ Uℓ for all ℓ ≥ 0 with ∩Uℓ = {x}, and each Uℓ is adapted to Φ.

The following result is folklore, a proof can be found in [15, Appendix A].

PROPOSITION 2.5. Let (X,G,Φ) be a minimal equicontinuous action. Given x ∈ X, there
exists an adapted neighborhood basis Ux at x for the action Φ.

For an adapted set U ⊂ X , consider the collection of elements in G which preserve U , that is,

(13) GU = {g ∈ G | Φ(g)(U) = U} .

Then GU is a subgroup of G, called the stabilizer of U , or the isotropy subgroup of the action of G
at U . Since the orbit of U under the action of G is finite, GU has finite index in G.

Fix x ∈ X , and let Ux = {Uℓ}ℓ≥0 be an adapted neighborhood basis at x ∈ X . Denote by Gℓ = GUℓ

the stabilizer of Uℓ. Since Uℓ+1 ⊂ Uℓ, every element in G which stabilizers Uℓ+1 also stabilizers Uℓ,
and so there are inclusions Gℓ+1 ⊂ Gℓ. Thus associated to an adapted neighborhood basis Ux at
x ∈ X , there is an infinite group chain Gx = {Gℓ}ℓ≥0 of isotropy subgroups of G at the sets of Ux.

For each ℓ ≥ 0, the translates {Φ(g)(Uℓ)}g∈G of Uℓ ∈ Ux form a finite partition of X . Define a
coding map κℓ : X → Xℓ, where Xℓ = G/Gℓ, by

κℓ(y) = gGℓ if and only if y ∈ Φ(g)(Uℓ).

The maps κℓ are equivariant with respect to the action of G on X and Xℓ. Taking the inverse limit
with respect to the coset inclusions Xℓ+1 → Xℓ, we obtain a homeomorphism

κ∞ : X → X∞ = lim
←−

{Xℓ+1 → Xℓ}(14)

which conjugates the actions of G on X and X∞, the latter being given by (11). By construction,
we have κ∞(x) = (eGℓ), where eGℓ is the coset of the identity e in G/Gℓ.

For a given action (X,G,Φ) the choice of an adapted neighborhood system Ux is not unique, and
so the choice of a group chain Gx associated to the action is not unique. The relations between the
group chains representing the same conjugacy class of minimal equicontinuous actions were studied
in detail in [20, 15], where the following result was proved.

PROPOSITION 2.6. [15] Let G be a finitely generated group, and let G = {Gℓ}ℓ≥0 and G′ =
{G′ℓ}ℓ≥0 be group chains with G = G0 = G′0. Let (X∞, G) and (X ′∞, G) be minimal equicontinuous
actions associated to G and G′ by (9) and (11). Then (X∞, G) and (X ′∞, G) are conjugate by a
homeomorphism φ : X∞ → X ′∞ if and only if there exists a sequence of elements {gℓ}ℓ≥0 ⊂ G such
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that for any n ≥ 0 and any ℓ > n, gnGn = gℓGn, and, possibly after passing to a subsequence, there
are inclusions

G = G0 ⊃ G′1 ⊃ g1G1g
−1
1 ⊃ G′2 ⊃ g2G2g

−1
2 ⊃ · · · .(15)

In addition, φ is pointed, that is, φ(eGℓ) = (eG′ℓ) if and only if one can choose gℓ = e in (15) for
all ℓ ≥ 0.

The condition gnGn = gℓGn for ℓ > n in Proposition 2.6 ensures that the chain {gℓGℓg
−1
ℓ }ℓ≥0 is a

descending group chain as in Definition 2.1.

REMARK 2.7. The inclusions (15) impose restrictions on the indices of subgroups in the chains
G and G′. Indeed, if G′ℓ ⊃ gℓGℓg

−1
ℓ then the index |G : G′ℓ| divides the index |G : gℓGℓg

−1
ℓ |.

In particular, if |G : G′ℓ| = p1p2 · · · pℓ, where pℓ = |Gℓ−1 : Gℓ|, ℓ ≥ 1, are distinct primes, and
|G : Gℓ| = dℓ for some integer d ≥ 2, then the actions defined by the group chains G and G′ are not
conjugate, since the set of primes which divide d is finite.

2.3. Stabilizers of points and group chains. Let (X,G,Φ) be a minimal equicontinuous system,
let U = {Uℓ}ℓ≥0 be an adapted neighborhood basis at x ∈ X , and let Gx = {Gℓ}ℓ≥0 be an associated
group chain. The kernel of the group chain Gx is the subgroup

K(Gx) =
⋂

ℓ≥0

Gℓ

of elements in G which fix x, so the kernel of the group chain at x is the stabilizer Gx = K(Gx).

If y ∈ X is another point, then for every ℓ ≥ 0 there is gℓ ∈ G such that y ∈ Φ(gℓ)(Uℓ). It follows
that Gy = {gℓGℓg

−1
ℓ }ℓ≥0 is a group chain at y, and we can compute the stabilizer at y

Gy = K(Gy) =
⋂

ℓ≥0

gℓGℓg
−1
ℓ .

If y is in the orbit of x, that is, y = h · x for some h ∈ G, then we can choose gℓ = h, and in this
case the stabilizers Gx and Gy are conjugate subgroups of G. If y is not in the orbit of x, then the
stabilizers Gx and Gy need not be isomorphic, as the following example shows.

EXAMPLE 2.8. Let G = 〈a, b | bab = a−1, b2 = e〉 be the dihedral group, where e denotes

the identity in G, let Gℓ = 〈a2
ℓ

, b〉 for ℓ > 0, and G0 = G. This example is very well-studied. For
instance, the action defined by this group chain is conjugate to the action of the iterated monodromy
group associated to the quadratic Chebyshev polynomial, see [33]. Group chains representing this
action were studied in [20] and [15, Example 7.5].

Consider the dynamical system associated to the group chain {Gℓ}ℓ≥0 by the construction in Section
2.1. One sees that for all ℓ ≥ 1 the cosets in Xℓ = G/Gℓ are represented by the powers of a, and so
for each x ∈ X , the orbit of x is given by G(x) = {an · x | n ∈ Z}.

So let x = (eGℓ)ℓ≥0 ∈ X∞, then Gx = K(Gx) = 〈b〉. The isotropy groups of the points in the orbit
G(x) are conjugate to Gx, more precisely,

Gan·x = 〈anba−n〉.

If y ∈ X∞ is not in the orbit of x, then by [20, 15] the stabilizer of y is trivial, Gy = {e}. In
particular, this means that the action of G on X∞ defined by Gx is topologically free.

We show that the stabilizers of the points in G(x) are pairwise distinct subgroups of G. We argue
by contradiction. Suppose that Gx = Gan·x. Then a

nba−n = b, which implies that

e = b2 = banba−n = bab ban−1b a−n = a−1ban−1ba−n = a−2n,

which contradicts the fact that G is an infinite group. So Gx 6= Gan·x.
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2.4. Counting measure on X. Let (X,G,Φ) be a minimal equicontinuous action, then the closure

E = Φ(G) ⊂ Homeo(G) in the uniform topology is a profinite compact group, called the Ellis, or
enveloping group [4, 18]. The group E acts on X , the isotropy group Ex = {ĝ ∈ E | ĝ(x) = x} of
its action at x is a closed subgroup of E, and we have X = E/Ex. An element g ∈ G acts on E via
group multiplication by Φ(g). The Haar measure µ̂ on E is invariant with respect to this action and
ergodic. The measure µ̂ on E pushes down to a probability measure µ′ on X , and with this measure
(X,G,Φ, µ′) is uniquely ergodic [12].

Given a group chain Gx = {Gℓ}ℓ≥0 associated to the action (X,G,Φ) at a point x ∈ X , one defines
a counting measure µ on the space X∞ in (9) by setting for every basic set Ug,m, defined by (10),

µ(Ug,m) =
1

|G : Gm|
,(16)

where |G : Gm| is the index of Gm in G. This measure is easily seen to be invariant under the action
of G. It is immediate that the pullback of µ to X along the conjugating map (14) coincides with µ′.
By a slight abuse of notation we denote µ′ and µ by the same symbol µ in the rest of the paper.

3. Actions on trees

In this section, we represent a minimal equicontinuous action as an action on the boundary of a
spherically homogeneous tree T . Actions on trees, especially self-similar actions on d-ary trees,
d ≥ 2, are an active topic in Geometric Group Theory, see [33, 23, 24] for surveys.

A tree T consists of a set of vertices V =
⊔

ℓ≥0 Vℓ, where Vℓ is a finite vertex set at level ℓ, and of
edges joining vertices in Vℓ+1 and Vℓ, for all ℓ ≥ 0, such that every vertex in Vℓ+1 is joined by an
edge to a single vertex in Vℓ. A tree is rooted if |V0| = 1. A tree T is spherically homogeneous if
there is a sequence n = (n1, n2, . . .), called the spherical index of T , such that for every ℓ ≥ 1 a
vertex in Vℓ−1 is joined by edges to precisely nℓ vertices in Vℓ. We assume that nℓ ≥ 2 for ℓ ≥ 1.

A spherically homogeneous tree T is d-ary if its spherical index n = (n1, n2, . . .) is constant, that is,
nℓ = d for some positive integer d. If d = 2, then T is called a binary tree.

The spherical index n = (n1, n2, . . .) of a tree T is bounded, if there is M > 0 such that nℓ ≤M for
ℓ ≥ 1. A spherical index n is unbounded if it is not bounded.

Let (X,G,Φ) be a minimal equicontinuous action, Ux = {Uℓ}ℓ≥0 be a neighborhood basis at x ∈ X ,
and let Gx = {Gℓ}ℓ≥0 be an associated group chain as in Section 2. For ℓ ≥ 0, identify the vertex
set Vℓ with the coset space Xℓ = G/Gℓ. Join vℓ ∈ Vℓ and vℓ+1 ∈ Vℓ+1 by an edge if and only if
vℓ+1 ⊂ vℓ as cosets. The obtained tree is spherically homogeneous, with entries nℓ = |Gℓ−1 : Gℓ| in
the spherical index n, for ℓ ≥ 1.

An infinite path in T consists of a sequence of vertices (vℓ)ℓ≥0 such that vℓ+1 and vℓ are joined by
an edge, for ℓ ≥ 0. The boundary ∂T of T is the collection of all infinite paths in T , and so it is the
subspace

∂T = {(vℓ)ℓ≥0 ⊂
∏

ℓ≥0

Vℓ | vℓ+1 and vℓ are joined by an edge}.

The space ∂T is a Cantor set with the relative topology from the product topology on
∏

ℓ≥0 Vℓ. It
is immediate that the identification of vertex sets Vℓ with coset spaces Xℓ induces an identification
of ∂T with the inverse limit space X∞ defined by (9), with points in X∞ corresponding to infinite
paths in ∂T , and clopen sets Ug,m defined by (10) corresponding to cylinder sets

∂Tvm = {(uℓ)ℓ≥0 ∈ ∂T | vm = um},(17)

where vm is the vertex in Vm identified with the coset gGm in Xm. The counting measure (16)
pushes forward to the measure on ∂T which we denote by µ∂T .

The group G acts on vertex levels Vℓ = Xℓ, ℓ ≥ 0 by permutations. Since the action of G preserves
the containment of cosets, the action preserves the connectedness of the tree T , that is, the vertices
vℓ ∈ Vℓ and vℓ+1 ∈ Vℓ+1 are joined by an edge if and only if for any g ∈ G the images g · vℓ ∈ Vℓ and
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g · vℓ+1 ∈ Vℓ+1 are joined by an edge. Thus every g ∈ G defines an automorphism of the tree T , and
we can consider G as a subgroup of the group of tree automorphisms Aut(T ).

The composition of the map (14) with the identificationX∞ → ∂T is a homeomorphism φ : X → ∂T .
The action of G on vertex levels Vℓ, ℓ ≥ 0 induces an action of G on ∂T by left translations, defined
by (11). Thus there is the induced map φ∗ : Φ(G) → Homeo(∂T ), and Φ(G) is identified with a
subgroup of Homeo(∂T ). The action (∂T,Φ(G)) is minimal equicontinuous, with the unique ergodic
invariant measure µ∂T defined by the pushforward of (16). A pair of maps

(φ, φ∗) : (X,Φ(G)) → (∂T,Homeo(∂T ))(18)

is called a tree representation of (X,G,Φ).

REMARK 3.1. The choice of a group chain associated to an action (X,G,Φ) is not unique, and
consequently the choice of a tree representation (18) is not unique. By an argument similar to the
one in Remark 2.7 one can obtain a necessary condition under which trees T and T ′ with respective
spherical indices n = (n1, n2, . . .) and n

′ = (n′1, n
′
2, . . .) admit conjugate actions of the same group.

Namely, there must exist subsequences {iℓ}ℓ≥0 and {iℓ
′}ℓ≥0 such that for all ℓ ≥ 0 the product

n1n2 · · ·niℓ divides the product n′1n
′
2 · · ·n

′
iℓ
, and n′1n

′
2 · · ·n

′
iℓ

divides n1n2 · · ·niℓ+1
.

For instance, let n = (p1, p2, . . .) where {p1, p2, . . .} are distinct primes, and let n′ be bounded, that
is, there is a constant m ≥ 0 such that for all ℓ ≥ 1 we have n′ℓ ≤ m. Then the set of divisors
{k ∈ N | k|n′ℓ for some ℓ ≥ 1} is finite, and so there is no map between T and T ′ which preserves
the tree structure.

4. Locally non-degenerate actions on trees

In this section we discuss the notion of a locally non-degenerate action, which we introduced in
Section 1. We give a criterion for an action on a tree to be locally non-degenerate in terms of the
geometry of the tree. We show that actions on rooted d-ary trees generated by finite automata
are locally non-degenerate. We also give examples of actions on trees with bounded or unbounded
spherical index which are locally degenerate.

We use the notation of Section 3. In particular, a clopen subset ∂Tv defined in (17), is a subset of
the boundary ∂T of the tree T containing all infinite paths passing through the vertex v ∈ V . We
start by restating Definition 1.5 below for the convenience of the reader.

DEFINITION 4.1. Let T be a spherically homogeneous tree, and let G ⊂ Aut(T ). The action of
g ∈ G on ∂T is locally non-degenerate if there exists 0 < αg ≤ 1 such that for any vertex v ∈ V , if
g fixes v and g|∂Tv 6= id, then

µ∂T ({w ∈ ∂Tv | g ·w 6= w})

µ∂T (∂Tv)
≥ αg.(19)

The action (∂T,G, µ∂T ) is locally non-degenerate if and only if the action of every g ∈ G is locally
non-degenerate.

If an action of g ∈ G, or the action (∂T,G, µ∂T ) is not locally non-degenerate, then it is locally
degenerate.

It is useful to have a criterion for when a homeomorphism of a tree is locally non-degenerate in terms
of the geometry of the tree T . This criterion is given in Proposition 4.2 below.

PROPOSITION 4.2. Let T be a spherically homogeneous tree with spherical index n = (n1, n2, . . .),
and let g ∈ Aut(T ). Suppose the following two conditions are satisfied:

(1) The spherical index of T is bounded, that is, there is M > 0 such that nℓ ≤M for ℓ ≥ 1.
(2) There is an integer Kg > 0 such that for any ℓ ≥ 0 and any vertex vℓ ∈ Vℓ, if g fixes vℓ and

g|∂Tvℓ 6= id, then there exists m ≥ ℓ and a vertex wm ∈ Vm ∩Tvℓ such that g ·wm 6= wm and
m− ℓ ≤ Kg.
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Then the action of g is locally non-degenerate with respect to the probability measure µ∂T .

Proof. The map g acts non-trivially on every point in the clopen set ∂Twm . Therefore, we have

µ∂T ({u ∈ ∂Tvℓ | g · u 6= u})

µ∂T (∂Tvℓ)
≥
µ∂T (∂Twm)

µ∂T (∂Tvℓ)
=

n1n2 · · ·nℓ

n1n2 · · ·nℓ · · ·nm
=

1

nℓ+1 · · ·nm
≥

1

nℓ+1 · · ·nℓ+Kg

.

Since nℓ ≤M for all ℓ ≥ 1, we obtain that

µ∂T ({u ∈ ∂Tvℓ | g · u 6= u})

µ∂T (∂Tvℓ)
≥

1

MKg
,

and g is locally non-degenerate with αg = 1/MKg . �

Proposition 4.2 gives sufficient conditions for an action to be locally non-degenerate. This conditions
are not necessary, for instance, it is possible to have a locally non-degenerate action on a tree with
strictly increasing spherical index.

EXAMPLE 4.3. Let G be a finitely generated group, acting freely on the boundary ∂T of a
spherically homogeneous tree T with any spherical index. That is, for any g ∈ G and any u ∈ ∂T if
g · u = u then g = id, the identity element in G. Such an action is trivially locally non-degenerate,
since no element has fixed points.

4.1. A class of locally non-degenerate actions. We show that actions on d-ary trees of groups
generated by finite automata are locally non-degenerate. Many well-known groups belong to this
class, including the Basilica group and the Grigorchuk group, as well as iterated monodromy groups
associated to quadratic post-critically finite polynomials, see [33] for more specific examples and
detailed discussions.

4.1.1. Recursive definition of an automorphism of a d-ary tree. Let T be a d-ary tree, with the
boundary ∂T consisting of all infinite connected paths in T . As is common in the literature, we
label the vertices in T by finite words in the alphabet {0, 1, . . . , d − 1} as follows. The root in V0
is not labelled; d vertices in V1 are labelled by digits from 0 to d − 1. Every vertex in the set
Vℓ is labelled by a unique word of length ℓ. If v ∈ Vℓ+1 and w ∈ Vℓ are joined by an edge, and
v = s1s2 . . . sℓ+1, then w = s1s2 . . . sℓ. It follows that every element of the boundary ∂T can be
uniquely represented by an infinite sequence s1s2 · · · , where sℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , d − 1}, ℓ ≥ 1. More
precisely, a path s = s1s2 . . . passes through the vertex labelled by s1 in V1, by s1s2 in V2 and,
inductively, s passes through the vertex labelled by s1s2 · · · sℓ in Vℓ for ℓ ≥ 1.

Let w = w1w2 · · ·wℓ be a word of length ℓ. Using the word notation, a clopen subset ∂Tw of ∂T ,
defined in (17) is given by

∂Tw = {s1s2 · · · sm · · · ∈ ∂T | si = wi for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ}.

Since for all ℓ ≥ 1 the labels wℓ take values in the same set {0, 1, . . . , d − 1}, for each w ∈ Vℓ there
is a homeomorphism

ψw : ∂Tw → ∂T : w1w2 · · ·wℓsℓ+1sℓ+2 · · · 7→ sℓ+1sℓ+2 · · · .(20)

Note that ∂T = ∂T0 ∪ ∂T1 ∪ · · · ∪ ∂Td−1. We use the maps (20) to define sections as in [33, Section
1.3.1], and then to recursively define elements in Aut(T ) as in [33, Section 1.4.2] (although we
compose maps in the recursive formula in a different order than in [33]).

Let h ∈ Aut(T ), and let σh,1 be the non-trivial permutation of V1 = {0, 1, . . . , d− 1} induced by the
action of h on T . For k ∈ V1, the restriction of h to Tk gives the map h : ∂Tk → ∂Tσh,1(k). Using
the identification (20) we obtain a homeomorphism h|k : ∂T → ∂T which we call a section of h at
k. Thus h|k ∈ Aut(T ) is the map uniquely defined by the concatenation of sequences

h(k s2 s3 . . .) = σh,1(k)h|k(s2 s3 . . .).
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Formally, for 0 ≤ k ≤ d− 1, to define h|k ∈ Aut(T ) we set for every infinite path s ∈ ∂T

h|k(s) = ψσh,1(k) ◦ h ◦ ψ−1k (s).(21)

Then we can write the element h as the composition

h = (h|σ−1

h,1(1)
, . . . , h|σ−1

h,1(d−1)
)σh,1,(22)

where for each 0 ≤ k ≤ d− 1 we write just h|σ−1

h,1(k)
instead of ψ−1k ◦ h|σ−1

h,1(k)
◦ ψk, suppressing the

notation for ψk for simplicity.

Intuitively, (22) splits the action of h on s into two stages: first we apply the permutation σh,1 to
V1, and then a suitable automorphism to each subtree Tk, for 0 ≤ k ≤ d− 1.

4.1.2. Actions generated by finite automata are locally non-degenerate. Suppose T is a d-ary tree,
and G ⊂ Aut(T ). Suppose the element g ∈ Aut(T ) can be computed by a finite automaton, which
is equivalent to the set of sections Sg = {g|v | v ∈ Vℓ, ℓ ≥ 0} being finite [33, Section 1.3].

Number the elements in Sg, that is, Sg = {h1, . . . , hk} for some k ≥ 1. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ k such
that hi 6= id, there exists ℓi ≥ 0 and a vertex wℓi ∈ Vℓi such that hi(wℓi) 6= wℓi . Then hi acts
non-trivially on any path in the clopen set ∂Twℓi

. Let

αi = µ∂T (∂Twℓi
)/µ∂T (∂T ) = µ∂T (∂Twℓi

),(23)

and

αg = min{αi | 1 ≤ i ≤ k, hi 6= id}.(24)

Now, suppose g ∈ G fixes a vertex v ∈ Vℓ. Then g|∂Tv = g|v = hi for some 1 ≤ i ≤ k, and
Definition 4.1 is satisfied with constant αg defined by (24). Therefore, the action of g ∈ G is locally
non-degenerate.

4.2. Actions which are locally degenerate. We give examples of actions on rooted trees which
are locally degenerate. Example 4.4 is that of an action on a spherically homogeneous tree with
strictly increasing spherical index, that is, hypothesis (1) in Proposition 4.2 does not hold for this
example. Example 4.5 is an example of an action on a d-ary tree for which hypothesis (2) in
Proposition 4.2 does not hold.

EXAMPLE 4.4. Let T be a tree with spherical index n = (n1, n2, . . .), where 2 ≤ n1 < n2 < · · ·
is an increasing sequence of integers. Let H ⊂ Aut(T ) be a group which acts minimally and
equicontinuously on ∂T . We define an element c ∈ Aut(T ) whose action on ∂T is locally degenerate.
Then the action of G = 〈c,H〉 on ∂T is minimal, equicontinuous and locally degenerate. As before,
we denote by µ∂T the counting measure on ∂T defined in Section 3.

To this end, let v = (vℓ)ℓ≥0 be a path in T . For ℓ ≥ 0, choose a vertex wℓ+1 ∈ Vℓ+1 ∩ Tvℓ such
that wℓ+1 6= vℓ+1, and a vertex zℓ+2 ∈ Vℓ+2 such that wℓ+1 and zℓ+2 are joined by an edge. Let c
act non-trivially on every path in the clopen basic set ∂Tzℓ+2

, for ℓ ≥ 1, for example, by applying a
cyclic permutation to the vertices in Vℓ+3 joined to zℓ+2. Let c act as the identity map outside of
the set

⋃
ℓ≥1 ∂Tzℓ+2

. Then for each clopen set ∂Twℓ+1
, for ℓ ≥ 1, we have

µ∂T ({u ∈ ∂Twℓ+1
| c · u 6= u})

µ∂T (∂Twℓ+1
)

=
µ∂T (∂Tzℓ+2

)

µ∂T (∂Twℓ+1
)
=

1

nℓ+2
.

Since the sequence {nℓ}ℓ≥1 is increasing, the action of c is locally degenerate.

We now modify Example 4.4 to build an action on a d-ary tree which is locally degenerate.

EXAMPLE 4.5. Let T be a d-ary tree, for d ≥ 2, and let H ⊂ Aut(T ) be a group which acts
minimally and equicontinuously on ∂T . We define an element c ∈ Aut(T ) whose action on ∂T is
locally degenerate. Then the action of G = 〈c,H〉 on ∂T is locally degenerate.

Let v = (vℓ)ℓ≥0 be a path in T . For k ≥ 1, let mk = 2k. Let wmk
be a vertex in Vmk

which is
joined by an edge to vmk−1 and is distinct from vmk

. Let zmk+1
be a vertex in Vmk+1

joined by a
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path to wmk
. This path consists of 2k edges. Define c so that it acts non-trivially on every path in

the clopen set ∂Tzmk+1
, and trivially outside of the set

⋃
ℓ≥1 ∂Tzmℓ+1

. Note that by construction for

every k ≥ 1 we have

∂Twmk
∩


⋃

ℓ≥1

∂Tzmℓ+1


 = ∂Tzmk+1

.

Then for each clopen set ∂Twmk
, k ≥ 1, we have

µ∂T ({u ∈ ∂Twmk
| c · u 6= u})

µ∂T (∂Twmk
)

=
µ∂T (∂Tzmk+1

)

µ∂T (∂Twmk
)

= d2
k−2k+1

= d−2
k

.

Since d−2
k

→k→∞ 0 then the action of c on ∂T is locally degenerate.

5. Sets of points without holonomy of full measure

In this section we prove Theorem 1.9. This theorem gives necessary conditions for the set of points
with trivial holonomy for the action (X,G,Φ, µ) to have full measure. This theorem is one of the
main ingredients of the proof of Theorem 1.7.

5.1. Lebesgue density. Let (X,G,Φ, µ) be a minimal equicontinuous action. A choice of a tree
representation for the action (X,G,Φ, µ) gives X an ultrametric D (12). A Cantor set X is a Polish
space, and so the following result of Miller [32] applies.

Denote by B(x, ǫ) = {y ∈ X | D(x, y) < ǫ} an open ball around x of radius ǫ > 0.

THEOREM 5.1. [32, Proposition 2.10] Let X be a Polish space, and suppose X has an ultrametric
D compatible with its topology. Let µ be a probability measure on X, and let A be a Borel set of
positive measure. Then the Lebesgue density of x in A, given by

lim
ǫ→0

µ(A ∩B(x, ǫ))

µ(B(x, ǫ))
(25)

exists and is equal to 1 for µ-almost every x ∈ A.

5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.9. For the convenience of the reader we first restate Theorem 1.9 below.

THEOREM 5.2. Let X be a Cantor set, let G be a finitely generated group, and let (X,G,Φ, µ)
be a minimal equicontinuous action. Suppose (X,G,Φ, µ) is locally non-degenerate. Then the set
X0 of points with trivial holonomy has full measure with respect to µ.

Proof. Given g ∈ G, let Fix(g) = {x ∈ X | g ·x = x} be the set of fixed points of g. Note that Fix(g)
is always a closed subset of X , and hence is Borel. The set Fix(g) may have positive measure, or
measure zero. Assume that Fix(g) has positive measure.

Suppose g · x = x. Recall from Definition 1.2 that g has trivial holonomy at x ∈ X if g fixes every
point in an open neighborhood of x, and g has non-trivial holonomy at x otherwise. We will show
that under the hypothesis of the theorem the subset

{x ∈ Fix(g) | g has trivial holonomy at x ∈ X}

has positive measure in X , while the subset

{x ∈ Fix(g) | g has non-trivial holonomy at x ∈ X}

has zero measure in X .

If g has trivial holonomy at x ∈ Fix(g), then it fixes every point in B(x, ǫ) for some ǫ > 0. Then the
Lebesgue density of x in Fix(g) given by (25) exists and is equal to 1.

Next, suppose g has non-trivial holonomy at x ∈ Fix(g). We will show that if the Lebesgue density
of Fix(g) at x exists, then it must be bounded away from 1.
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Let (φ, φ∗) : (X,Φ(G)) → (∂T,Homeo(∂T )) be a tree representation for the action, such that the
action of Φ(G) on ∂T is locally non-degenerate, and let φ(x) = (vℓ)ℓ≥0. For ℓ ≥ 0 let Uℓ = ∂Tvℓ be
the clopen neighborhood of (vℓ)ℓ≥0 consisting of all paths passing through the vertex vℓ, and let

Wℓ = {u = (ui)i≥0 ∈ ∂Tvℓ | g · u 6= u}

be the subset of points in Uℓ which are not fixed by the action of g. By the hypothesis the action of
g is locally non-degenerate, so there is a constant 0 < αg ≤ 1 such that

µ∂T (Wℓ)

µ∂T (Uℓ)
≥ αg.

Then we have
µ∂T (Fix(g) ∩ Uℓ)

µ∂T (Uℓ)
=
µ∂T (Uℓ)− µ∂T (Wℓ)

µ∂T (Uℓ)
≤ 1− αg.

It follows that if the Lebesgue density of Fix(g) at φ(x) exists, then it is bounded away from 1. By
Theorem 5.1 the subset of Fix(g) of points where the Lebesgue density does not exist or it exists but
is not 1 has measure zero in ∂T . Therefore, the subset of Fix(g) of points with non-trivial holonomy
has measure zero. Since the group G is countable, the union

⋃

g∈G

{x ∈ Fix(g) | g has non-trivial holonomy at x ∈ X}

is a countable union of zero measure sets, and so has zero measure. �

Corollary 1.10 is a reformulation of Theorem 1.9 for the case of topologically free actions. Indeed, if
an action (X,G,Φ, µ) is topologically free, then x ∈ X has non-trivial stabilizer if and only if it has
non-trivial holonomy. By Theorem 1.9 if (X,G,Φ, µ) is topologically free and locally non-degenerate,
then it is essentially free.

Kambites, Silva and Steinberg [31] studied topologically and essentially free actions on d-ary rooted
trees generated by finite automata. We recover their result as a consequence of Corollary 1.10.

COROLLARY 5.3. [31, Theorem 4.3] Let G be a group acting on a d-ary tree T , such that the
action is transitive on each vertex level Vℓ, ℓ ≥ 1. Suppose the actions of g ∈ G are computed by
finite state automata. Then (∂T,G, µ∂T ) is topologically free if and only if it is essentially free.

Proof. If a minimal action (∂T,G, µ∂T ) is essentially free, then it contains a dense orbit of points
with trivial stabilizer. Since the action is by homeomorphisms, for each g ∈ G the set Kg = {x ∈
∂T | g ·x 6= x} is an open dense subset of ∂T . Then since G is countable, the set

⋂
g∈GKg of points

with trivial stabilizer is a residual subset of ∂T . Thus (∂T,G, µ∂T ) is topologically free.

For the converse, let (∂T,G, µ∂T ) be topologically free. We showed in Section 4.1 that a group
action generated by finite automata is locally non-degenerate. Then by Corollary 1.10 (∂T,G, µ∂T )
is essentially free. �

6. Sets of points with holonomy of full measure

Bergeron and Gaboriau [7] and Abért and Elek [2] gave examples of group actions on Cantor sets
which are topologically free and not essentially free. By the discussion after Theorem 1.3, in these
examples the set of points with non-trivial holonomy has full measure. We now describe another class
of examples where the set of points with non-trivial holonomy has full measure, whose construction
is somewhat easier than in [2, 7].

Let T be a tree with spherical index n = (n1, n2, . . .). As in Section 4.1 for d-ary trees, we label
vertices in Vℓ, ℓ ≥ 1, by finite words of length ℓ. More precisely, for v ∈ Vℓ we have v = w1w2 · · ·wℓ,
where wi ∈ {0, 1, . . . , nℓ − 1}. Then infinite paths in ∂T are in bijective correspondence with
infinite sequences w1w2 · · · , where wℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , nℓ − 1}. Such a path passes through the vertices
vℓ = w1 · · ·wℓ, ℓ ≥ 1. Such a path v can be written either as (vℓ)ℓ≥1, where vℓ = w1 · · ·wℓ is a
vertex, or as an infinite sequence v = w1w2 . . ..
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Define a homeomorphism b of ∂T as follows. Suppose that in the spherical index n = (n1, n2, . . .)
we have nℓ ≥ 3 for ℓ ≥ 1. Recall that Tvℓ denotes the subtree of T containing all paths through a
given vertex vℓ = w1 · · ·wℓ. Then the boundary ∂Tvℓ of Tvℓ consists of all infinite sequences starting
with the finite word vℓ = w1 · · ·wℓ.

The root v0 is joined by edges to n1 ≥ 3 vertices in V1, labelled by 0, 1, . . . , n1 − 1. Define b to fix
the vertices 0, 1, . . . , n1 − 3, and interchange the vertices n1 − 2 and n1 − 1. Define the action of b
on the rest of the tree by induction as follows.

Suppose the action of b on Vℓ is defined. Let vℓ ∈ Vℓ, then vℓ is joined by edges to nℓ+1 vertices in
Vℓ+1 which are labelled by words of length ℓ+1, namely vℓ0, vℓ1, . . . , vℓ(nℓ+1−1). If b ·vℓ 6= vℓ, then
for 0 ≤ k ≤ nℓ+1 − 1 we set b · vℓk = (b · vℓ)k, that is, the action of b fixes the (ℓ+ 1)-st entry in the
sequence and only changes some of the preceding entries. If b · vℓ = vℓ, then we define b · vℓk = vℓk
for 0 ≤ k ≤ nℓ+1 − 3, and we set

b · vℓ(nℓ+1 − 2) = vℓ(nℓ+1 − 1) and b · vℓ(nℓ+1 − 1) = vℓ(nℓ+1 − 2),(26)

that is, b interchanges vℓ(nℓ+1 − 2) and vℓ(nℓ+1 − 1), and fixes other vertices in Vℓ+1 joined to vℓ.

The set Fix(b) ⊂ ∂T is non-empty. Indeed, let s = s1s2 · · · be a sequence. By definition of b we
have that b · s 6= s if and only if sℓ = nℓ − 2 or sℓ = nℓ − 1 for some ℓ ≥ 1. Therefore, every infinite
sequence s = s1s2 · · · such that sℓ ≤ nℓ − 3 for all ℓ ≥ 1 is a fixed point of b.

Also, b is not the identity on any open set. Indeed, let s = s1s2 · · · be a fixed point of b, and let
U ⊂ ∂T be an open neighborhood of s. Then U contains a basic clopen set ∂Ts1···sℓ , for some ℓ ≥ 1.
Since s is a fixed point of b, sℓ+1 6= nℓ+1 − 2 and sℓ+1 6= nℓ+1 − 1. However, the open set ∂Ts1···sℓ
contains the union of clopen sets ∂Ts1···sℓ(nℓ+1−2) ∪ ∂Ts1···sℓ(nℓ+1−1) on which b acts non-trivially by
(26). Therefore, b is not the identity on U . Since U is an arbitrary neighborhood of s, s is a point
with non-trivial holonomy. We have shown that b has non-trivial holonomy at every point in Fix(b).

THEOREM 6.1. Let T be a spherically homogeneous tree with spherical index n = (n1, n2, . . .)
such that nℓ+1 > 2nℓ. Let H be a group acting minimally and equicontinuously on ∂T , and let
G = 〈H, b〉 ⊂ Aut(T ) where b is defined as above by (26). Let µ∂T be the counting measure on ∂T .
Then the following holds:

(1) The action (∂T,G, µ∂T ) is minimal and equicontinuous.
(2) The set of points with non-trivial holonomy has full measure in ∂T .

Proof. By assumption the orbits of points in ∂T under the action of H are dense in ∂T , so the action
of G = 〈H, b〉 on ∂T is minimal. Since H and b act by permutations on each level Vℓ, ℓ ≥ 0, the
action of G on ∂T is equicontinuous.

Let ∂T be given an ultrametric (12). We show that the Lebesgue density of Fix(b) at every point in
Fix(b) is 1, and so Fix(b) must have positive measure. It follows that the set {v ∈ ∂T | [G]v 6= Gv}
of points with non-trivial holonomy has full measure, since it is invariant under the action of G.

Let v = (vℓ)ℓ≥0 ∈ Fix(b), and let Uℓ = ∂Tvℓ be the subset of sequences in ∂T which start with the
finite word vℓ = w1 · · ·wℓ for ℓ ≥ 1. Set U0 = ∂T so µ∂T (U0) = 1. For ℓ ≥ 1 we have

µ∂T (Uℓ) =
1

n1n2 . . . nℓ
.

We first obtain an upper estimate on the measure of the complement Uℓ − Fix(b).

For each ℓ ≥ 0 the element b permutes two cylinder subsets of Uℓ, and we have for these subsets

µ∂T

(
∂Tvℓ(nℓ+1−2) ∪ ∂Tvℓ(nℓ+1−1)

)
=

2

n1n2 . . . nℓ+1
.

Next, each clopen set ∂Tvℓ0, ∂Tvℓ1, . . . , ∂Tvℓ(nℓ+1−3) contains two cylinder sets of measure 1
n1n2···nℓ+2

permuted by b. The measure of the union of these sets is equal to

2(nℓ+1 − 2)

n1n2 · · ·nℓ+2
<

2nℓ+1

n1 · · ·nℓ+2
=

1

n1n2 · · ·nℓ
·

2

nℓ+2
.
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Inductively, we obtain that

µ∂T (Uℓ−Fix(b)) =
1

n1 · · ·nℓ

(
2

nℓ+1
+

2(nℓ+1 − 2)

nℓ+1nℓ+2
+

2(nℓ+1 − 2)(nℓ+2 − 2)

nℓ+1nℓ+2nℓ+3
+ · · ·

)
<

1

n1 · · ·nℓ

∑

k≥1

2

nℓ+k
.

By assumption nℓ+k > 2k−1nℓ+1 for k ≥ 2, therefore,

∑

k≥1

2

nℓ+k
<

2

nℓ+1

(
1 +

1

2
+

1

22
+ · · ·

)
=

4

nℓ+1
,

and so

µ∂T (Uℓ − Fix(b)) <
4

n1n2 . . . nℓ+1
.

It follows that

µ∂T (Fix(b) ∩ Uℓ) >
1

n1 · · ·nℓ
−

4

n1 · · ·nℓ+1
,

which implies that

1−
4

nℓ+1
<
µ∂T (Fix(b) ∩ Uℓ)

µ∂T (Uℓ)
≤ 1.

Since nℓ → ∞ as ℓ→ ∞, we obtain that the Lebesgue density of the set Fix(b) at (vℓ)ℓ≥0 is 1, and
the statement of the theorem follows. �

REMARK 6.2. We note that the tree T in Theorem 6.1 has unbounded spherical index, so the
generator b does not satisfy the first condition in Proposition 4.2. Similarly, in the examples by
Bergeron and Gaboriau [7] and Abért and Elek [2] the spherical index of the tree (equivalently, the
index |Γℓ+1 : Γℓ| of subgroups in the group chain associated to the action) is not bounded.

7. Conjugate stabilizer subgroups

In this section we prove Theorem 1.8 and the main Theorem 1.7.

7.1. Proof of Theorem 1.8. We restate the theorem in Theorem 7.1 below in a slightly different
form, which will be useful in the proof of Theorem 1.11.

Recall from the Introduction that a point x ∈ X has trivial holonomy if for any g ∈ Gx, where Gx

is the stabilizer of the action at x, there exists an open set Ug ∋ x such that g|Ug = id. We denote
by X0 the set of all points with trivial holonomy in X .

THEOREM 7.1. Let (X,G,Φ) be a minimal equicontinuous action of a finitely generated group
G on a Cantor set X. Let x ∈ X0 be a point with trivial holonomy. Then the set of stabilizers of
the points in the orbit of x

{Gg·x | g ∈ G} = {g Gx g
−1 | g ∈ G}(27)

is finite if and only if (X,G,Φ) is LQA.

Moreover, if the action (X,G,Φ) is LQA, then for any other point with trivial holonomy y ∈ X0 the
stabilizer Gy is conjugate to the subgroups in (27).

REMARK 7.2. The restriction to points with trivial holonomy in Theorem 7.1 is necessary. Indeed,
if x ∈ X is a point with non-trivial holonomy, then the set {Gg·x | g ∈ G} may be infinite even if
(X,G,Φ) is topologically free (and so LQA), see Example 2.8.

Proof. Let x ∈ X0 be a point without holonomy, and let Ux = {Uℓ}ℓ≥0, U0 = X , be an adapted
neighborhood system at x, see Section 2.2 for terminology. Then Gℓ = {g ∈ G | g · Uℓ = Uℓ} is a
group for any ℓ ≥ 0, with G0 = G. Denote by Φℓ : Gℓ → Homeo(Uℓ) or by (Uℓ, Gℓ,Φℓ) the induced
action of Gℓ on Uℓ.

Suppose (X,G,Φ) is LQA with ǫ ≥ 0, and let ℓ ≥ 0 be such that diam(Uℓ) < ǫ. Then for any open
set W ⊂ Uℓ, if g|W = id|W , then g|Uℓ = id|Uℓ. In particular, if y ∈ Uℓ is without holonomy, then
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every element which fixes every point in an open neighborhood of y in Uℓ must fix every point in Uℓ.
It follows that all points without holonomy in Uℓ have equal stabilizers, that is, for all y ∈ X0 ∩ Uℓ

we have Gy = ker{Φℓ : Gℓ → Homeo(Uℓ)}. The group ker(Φℓ) is a normal subgroup in Gℓ, but it
need not be normal in G.

Let g /∈ Gℓ, then x̂ = g · x ∈ g · Uℓ, with g · Uℓ ∩ Uℓ = ∅. Moreover, Gx̂ = gGxg
−1, and h ∈ G fixes

an open neighborhood of x if and only if ghg−1 fixes an open neighborhood of x̂, so x̂ is a point
without holonomy in g · Uℓ.

Let ŷ ∈ g · Uℓ ∩ X0 be another point without holonomy. Then there exists a point y ∈ Uℓ ∩ X0

without holonomy such that ŷ = g · y. Then we have

Gŷ = gGyg
−1 = gGxg

−1 = Gx̂,(28)

so for all ŷ ∈ g ·Uℓ∩X0 the stabilizers are equal, Gŷ = g ker(Φℓ)g
−1. Since the orbit of Uℓ under the

action of G is finite, ker(Φℓ) has a finite number of distinct conjugates in G, and the set {Gx | x ∈ X0}
is finite. This proves that if (X,G,Φ) is LQA, then for any x ∈ X0 the set {Gg·x | g ∈ G} is a finite
set of conjugate subgroups, and the stabilizer of any point y ∈ X0 without holonomy is conjugate
to the subgroups in {Gg·x | g ∈ G}.

We prove the converse by showing that if (X,G,Φ) is not LQA then the set {Gx | x ∈ X0} is infinite.

Suppose that the action (X,G,Φ) is not LQA. Given x ∈ X0, we show that the set {Gg·x | g ∈ G} is
infinite by induction. Namely, we will construct an increasing collection of finite subsets Yn, n ≥ 1,
of the orbit G(x) = {z ∈ X0 | z = g · x, g ∈ G}, such that for n ≥ 1 the cardinality of Yn is 2n, and
all points Yn have pairwise distinct stabilizers. Points in Yn will be labelled by words k1 · · · kn of
length n, where ki ∈ {0, 1} for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. The points will be chosen so that y0 = x, and for n ≥ 1
yk1···kn0 = yk1···kn .

We now start the construction of the subsets Yn, n ≥ 1. As in the first part of the proof, Ux =
{Uℓ}ℓ≥0, U0 = X , is an adapted neighborhood system at x. We first construct Y1.

Since (X,G,Φ) is not LQA, there exists an element g0 ∈ G which satisfies g0|U1 = id, and such that
g0|(X − U1) is not the identity. Choose z ∈ X − U1 such that g0 · z 6= z. By continuity there is an
open neighborhood O ∋ z such that g0 fixes no point in O. Choose an index s1 ≥ 1 large enough so
that for some hs1 ∈ G we have z ∈ hs1 ·Us1 ⊂ O, then for any z′ ∈ hs1 ·Us1 we have g0 · z′ 6= z′. Set
W0 = Us1 , and W1 = hs1 · Us1 .

Then for any z ∈W0 we have g0 ∈ Gz , in particular, for z = x. So we choose y0 = x. For any z ∈W1

we have g0 /∈ Gz. Since the action is minimal and the set W1 is open, we can choose y1 ∈ G(x)∩W1 .
Since x ∈ X0 and y1 is in the orbit of x, then y1 ∈ X0. We set Y1 = {y0, y1}.

Now suppose we are given a finite set of points labelled by words of length n, namely,

Yn = {yk1···kn | ki ∈ {0, 1}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n},

and a finite collection of clopen sets, labelled by words of length i, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, namely,

Wk1
,Wk1k2

, · · · ,Wk1k2···kn , where ki ∈ {0, 1} for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

We assume that these collections of sets have the following properties:

(1) For every 1 ≤ i < n and every word k1 · · · ki+1 we have an inclusion Wk1···ki+1
⊂ Wk1···ki .

That is, every set Wk1···ki labelled by a word of length i contains precisely two clopen sets
labelled by words of length i+ 1, Wk1···ki0 and Wk1···ki1.

(2) For every 1 ≤ i < n and every word k1k2 · · · ki there is an element gk1k2···ki0 ∈ G such that
the restriction gk1k2···ki0|Wk1k2···ki0 is the identity, and for every z ∈ Wk1k2···ki1 we have
gk1k2···ki0 · z 6= z.

(3) For every 1 ≤ i ≤ n and every Wk1k2...ki we have yk1k2...ki ∈ Wk1k2...ki , where yk1k2...ki ∈
Yi ⊂ G(x). Also, y0 = x, and for 1 ≤ i < n we have yk1···ki0 = yk1···ki , so Yi ⊂ Yi+1. In
particular, we have y0···0 = x for any word of zeros of length i.
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We claim that for any two distinct points yj1j2...jn , yk1k2...kn ∈ Yn the stabilizers Gyj1j2...jn
and

Gyk1k2...kn
are distinct. Indeed, consider the words j1j2 . . . jn and k1k2 . . . kn, and let s be the first

digit such that js 6= ks. Without loss of generality, we can assume that js = 0 and ks = 1. Then
by (1) we have that yj1j2...jn ∈ Wj1j2...jn ⊂ Wj1j2...js−10, and then by (2) we have gj1j2...js−10 ∈
Gyj1j2...jn

. Similarly, by (1) we have yk1k2...kn ∈ Wk1k2...kn ⊂ Wj1j2...js−11, and then by (2) we have
gj1j2...js−10 /∈ Gyk1k2...kn

. Then Gyj1j2...jn
6= Gyk1k2...kn

.

We now implement the inductive step and construct Yn+1, Wk1···kn+1
and gk1···kn0, where ki ∈ {0, 1}

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

For each k1k2 . . . kn we have yk1k2...kn ∈ Wk1k2...kn , where yk1k2...kn ∈ G(x). Since the action
is not LQA, there exists a clopen neighborhood W of yk1k2...kn properly contained in Wk1k2...kn ,
and an element gk1k2...kn0 ∈ G such that the restriction gk1k2...kn0|W is the identity, while the
restriction gk1k2...kn0|(Wk1k2...kn −W ) to the complement of W in Wk1k2...kn is not the identity. Let
z ∈Wk1k2...kn −W be so that gk1k2...kn0(z) 6= z. By continuity there is a neighborhood W ′ ∋ z such
that for every z′ ∈ W ′ we have gk1k2...kn0(z

′) 6= z′.

Choose an index sn+1 ≥ 0 and h0, h1 ∈ G such that yk1k2...kn ∈ h0 · Usn+1
⊂ W and h1 · Usn+1

⊂
W ′ for an adapted neighborhood Usn+1

∈ Ux. If k1 · · · kn is a finite word of 0’s, then we choose
h0 = id. Set Wk1k2...kn0 = h0 · Usn+1

, and Wk1k2...kn1 = h1 · Usn+1
. Then for every point y′ ∈

Wk1k2...kn0 we have gk1k2...kn0 ∈ Gy′ , and for every z′ ∈ Wk1k2...kn1 we have gk1k2...kn0 /∈ Gz′ . We
set yk1k2...kn0 = yk1k2...kn . Since the action is minimal, we can choose z′ ∈ G(y0) ∩Wk1k2...kn1, and
then set yk1k2...kn1 = z′. The collections of neighborhoods Wk1

,Wk1k2
, · · · ,Wk1k2...kn+1

, of elements
g0, gk10, . . . , gk1···kn0 and of points Yn+1 = {yk1k2···kn+1

| ki ∈ {0, 1}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n} we have constructed
satisfy (1)-(3).

For n ≥ 1, we have #Yn = #{yk1k2...kn | ki ∈ {0, 1}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n} = 2n, and all points in this set
are contained in the orbit G(x) = G(y0) and have distinct stabilizers. It follows {Gg·x | g ∈ G} is
infinite. This finishes the proof of the theorem. �

7.2. Proof of Theorem 1.7. We restate the theorem for the convenience of the reader below.

THEOREM 7.3. Let X be a Cantor set, let G be a finitely generated group, and let (X,G,Φ, µ)
be a locally quasi-analytic minimal equicontinuous action. Then the following is true.

(1) There exists a subgroup H ⊂ G such that the set of points with stabilizers conjugate to H is
residual in X.

(2) Suppose in addition that (X,G,Φ, µ) is locally non-degenerate. Then the set of points with
stabilizers conjugate to H has full measure in X.

Proof. By Theorem 1.3 the set X0 of points with trivial holonomy is residual in X . Choose x ∈ X0

and let H = Gx, where Gx is the stabilizer of x. By Theorem 1.8, if the action is LQA then the
stabilizer of any other point in X0 is conjugate to H . This proves the first statement.

For the second statement, assume in addition that the action is locally non-degenerate. Then by
Theorem 1.9 the set X0 has full measure, which completes the proof. �

8. Applications

The goal of this section is to prove Theorems 1.11 and 1.13. We start by recalling some background
on the invariant random subgroups, as needed for the proof of Theorem 1.11.

8.1. Preliminaries on invariant random subgroups. We denote by Sub(G) the space of closed
subgroups of a finitely generated group G. The space Sub(G) is equipped with the Chaubaty-Fell
topology. Open sets in this topology are given by [5, 1, 40, 6]

UA,B = {H ⊂ Sub(G) | A ⊂ H, B ∩H = ∅},(29)
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where A and B are finite sets. The space Sub(G) is a compact totally disconnected space, and G
acts on Sub(G) by conjugation.

DEFINITION 8.1. An invariant random subgroup (IRS) ν is a Borel probability measure on
Sub(G) invariant under the action of G on Sub(G) by conjugation.

Let (X,G,Φ, µ) be a minimal equicontinuous action, and consider the mapping

St : X → Sub(G) : x 7→ Gx(30)

which assigns to each x ∈ X its stabilizer. Stabilizers of points in the same orbit in (X,G,Φ, µ) are
conjugate, so (30) maps the orbit of x in X onto the orbit of Gx in Sub(G). The map (30) need not
be injective. For instance, if (X,G,Φ, µ) is a free action, which means that for any x ∈ X we have
Gx = {e} where e is the identity in G, then the image of (30) is the trivial subgroup.

The properties of the mapping (30) were studied in many works. We recall the following result.

LEMMA 8.2. [40, Lemma 5.4] Let G act on a Hausdorff topological space X by homeomorphisms.
Then

(1) The mapping (30) is Borel measurable.
(2) The mapping (30) is continuous at x ∈ X if and only if [G]x = Gx, that is, x is a point

without holonomy.
(3) If a sequence of points {xℓ}ℓ≥0 converges to x ∈ X, and the sequence of stabilizers {Gxℓ

}ℓ≥0
converges to a closed subgroup H ∈ Sub(G), then [G]x ⊂ H ⊂ Gx.

For the action (X,G,Φ, µ) the measure µ pushes forward along (30) to the ergodic IRS ν = St∗µ.
For instance, if (X,G,Φ, µ) is a free action then ν is an atomic measure supported on a single point
in Sub(G). At the other extreme, if X = ∂T is a boundary of a d-ary tree T , and G is a weakly
branch group, then the stabilizers of all points in X are pairwise distinct [6, Proposition 8], and ν
is non-atomic.

By Lemma 8.2 the set X0 = {x ∈ X | Gx = [G]x} defined in (5) contains all points at which the

mapping (30) is continuous. Recall from (7) that we denote Z = {Gx | x ∈ X0}.

While X is a Cantor set, since the map (30) may be discontinuous, the set {Gx | x ∈ X} ⊂ Sub(G)
is only a Polish space and may contain isolated points. For example, if G is the Grigorchuk group,
then stabilizers of points with non-trivial holonomy are isolated points in Sub(G) [40]. Thus the
closed set Z need not be a subset of {Gx | x ∈ X} ⊂ Sub(G) but of course it is a subset of

{Gx | x ∈ X} ⊂ Sub(G). More precisely, we have the following statement.

LEMMA 8.3. [25, Proposition 1.2] If an action (X,G,Φ) is minimal, then Z is the unique minimal

subset in {Gx | x ∈ X} ⊂ Sub(G) for the action of G on Sub(G) by conjugation.

The space Sub(G) is metrizable. One way to define a metric on this space is by a pullback from a
metric on the space of Schreier graphs of subgroups of G, see [1, Section 3] or [23, 10].

Let S be a finite symmetric generating set for G. Given a subgroup H ⊂ G, construct the Schreier
graph ΓG/H as follows: the cosets in G/H are the vertices of ΓG/H , and two vertices hH and gH are
joined by an edge, directed from hH to gH and labeled by s ∈ S if and only if gH = shH . Edges
in the graph are assigned unit length, and ΓG/H has a length metric DΓG/H

, that is, the distance
between two points in ΓG/H is the length of the shortest path between these points. The graph ΓG/H

has a distinguished vertex which is the coset of the identity eH , so ΓG/H is a pointed metric space.
Denote by BΓG/H

(r) a metric ball of radius r in ΓG/H centered at eH . Given H1, H2 ∈ Sub(G),

the metric balls BΓG/H1
(r) and BΓG/H2

(r) are isomorphic if and only if there exists an isometry

f : BΓG/H1
(r) → BΓG/H2

(r) which preserves the labelling of edges and such that f(eH1) = eH2.

Denote the set of all Schreier graphs associated to closed subgroups of G by

Sch(G,S) = {ΓG/H | H ∈ Sub(G)}.
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We define a metric on Sch(G,S) by setting

DSch(ΓG/H1
,ΓG/H2

) =
1

2k
, k = max{r ≥ 0 | BΓG/H1

(r) and BΓG/H2
(r) are isomorphic}.(31)

The metric space Sch(G,S) is compact. The action of G on Sch(G,S) is defined by setting g ·ΓG/H =
ΓG/gHg−1 , for any g ∈ G. The graphs ΓG/H and ΓG/gHg−1 are isomorphic as metric spaces, but not
necessarily as pointed metric spaces. We think about the action of G on Sch(G,S) as moving the
distinguished vertex in ΓG/H from eH to the coset of gH . It is immediate that the map

Sub(G) → Sch(G,S) : H 7→ ΓG/H(32)

is a homeomorphism which commutes with the action of G on Sub(G) and Sch(G,S).

LEMMA 8.4. Let Y ⊂ Sch(G,S) be a minimal closed subset invariant under the action of G.
Then Y is finite if and only if the action of G on Y is equicontinuous.

Proof. A finite subset Y is discrete, so if G acts on a finite discrete set Y minimally, then Y consists
of a single periodic orbit. A periodic action on a finite set is trivially equicontinuous.

Suppose the action of G on Y is equicontinuous. Then given ǫ = 1/2k, k > 1, there is δ > 0 such
that if DSch(ΓG/H1

,ΓG/H2
) < δ then DSch(g · ΓG/H1

, g · ΓG/H2
) < 1/2k for all g ∈ G. It follows

that for any g ∈ G, there is an isomorphism between balls of radius k centered at gH1 ∈ ΓG/H1

and gH2 ∈ ΓG/H2
. Since ΓG/H1

and ΓG/H2
are covered by the union of such balls, it follows that

ΓG/H1
= ΓG/H2

, and Y consists of isolated points. By assumption Y is a closed subset of a compact
space Sch(G,S), therefore it must be a finite set. �

A metric on the space Sub(G) can be defined as a pullback of the metric (31) along the map (32).
Such a metric depends on the choice of the generating set S. However, the conclusion of Lemma 8.4
is true for any finite generating set, i.e. it is independent of the particular choice.

The study of the action of G by conjugation on Sub(G), and of the invariant measures on this space
appears first in the work of Moore [5], see also Ramsay [34]. The term invariant random subgroup
(IRS) was introduced in Abért, Glasner and Virag [1] and in Bowen [9]. The study of IRS’s for
locally compact Lie groups and their lattices started with the work of Stuck and Zimmer [35], and
has developed rapidly in the recent years, see Gelander [21, 22] for recent surveys. Another problem
of interest is the classification of the IRS for various countable groups [11]. For instance, Vershik [39]
classified IRS’s for the infinite finitary symmetric group. Bowen [10] showed that a free non-abelian
group has many IRS’s, and Bowen, Grigorchuk and Kravchenko [11] obtained a similar statement
for the lamplighter group. IRS’s for universal groups of intermediate growth were studied by Benli,
Grigorchuk and Nagnibeda [6]. Bencs and Tóth [8] considered IRS’s for a subgroup Aut(T ) of a
d-ary tree T generated by finitary alternating automorphisms, with applications to actions of weakly
branch groups. Zheng [41] studied IRS’s for the full group of minimal Zd-actions on Cantor sets, and
for branch groups. Thomas and Tucker-Drob in [36] and [37] classified IRS’s for diagonal inductive
limits of respectively finite symmetric groups and finite alternating groups. Dudko and Medynets
[14] studied IRS’s of full groups with associated Bratteli diagrams admitting finite number of ergodic
measures.

In this paper, we consider the IRS’s defined by actions of finitely generated groups on rooted spher-
ically homogeneous trees. We allow the tree to have any spherical index. For the class of locally
non-degenerate actions, we study the support of the IRS depending on whether the action is locally
quasi-analytic.

8.2. Proof of Theorem 1.11. We obtain Theorem 1.11 as a direct consequence of Theorem 8.5.

Recall that two measure-preserving systems (X,G,Φ, µ) and (Y,G,Ψ, ν) are isomorphic in the
measure-theoretical sense if there are invariant sets of full measure SX ⊂ X and SY ⊂ Y , and
a bi-measurable bijection ψ : SX → SY such that µ(ψ−1(A)) = ν(A) for all measurable A ⊂ SY ,
and ψ conjugates the action of G on SX and SY , that is,

ψ(Φ(g) · x) = Ψ(g) · ψ(x) for all x ∈ SX .
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In this case we call ψ a measure-theoretical isomorphism.

Recall thatX0 denotes the subset ofX consisting of points without holonomy, and Z = {Gx | x ∈ X0}.

THEOREM 8.5. Let X be a Cantor set, let G be a finitely generated group, and let (X,G,Φ, µ) be
a minimal equicontinuous action. Suppose the set X0 of points without holonomy has full measure
in X. Then the following holds:

(1) The IRS ν = St∗µ is supported on Z.
(2) The action (X,G,Φ, µ) is not LQA if and only if ν is non-atomic.
(3) If (X,G,Φ, µ) is not LQA and the restriction St : X0 → Sub(G) is injective, then St provides

a measure-theoretical isomorphism between (X,G,Φ, µ) and (Z,G, ν).

Proof. The first statement is a direct consequence of the assumption that the set X0 of points
without holonomy has full measure in X .

If the action (X,G,Φ, µ) is locally quasi-analytic (LQA), then by Theorem 1.8 Z is finite. Since Z
is the support of ν, then in this case ν must be atomic. So if ν is non-atomic, then (X,G,Φ, µ) is
not LQA. If (X,G,Φ, µ) is not LQA, then by Theorem 1.8 for every point without holonomy x ∈ X0

the set OGx = {Gg·x | g ∈ G} = {gGxg
−1 | g ∈ G} is infinite. This set is the orbit of Gx in Sub(G)

under the action of G by conjugation. By Lemma 8.3 Z is minimal, so OGx is dense in Z. Since
OGx is infinite, the closure Z of OGx is strictly larger than OGx , containing limit points of OGx . By
Lemma 8.3 the orbit of every limit point is dense in Z, and it follows that Z is perfect. Then Z is
a Cantor set. Since the measure ν supported on Z is finite, it is non-atomic. This proves statement
(2).

In the case when (X,G,Φ, µ) is not LQA under the additional assumption that the restriction St|X0

is injective, the third statement follows from the fact that ν is a push-forward measure. �

Proof. (of Theorem 1.11) Since (X,G,Φ, µ) is locally non-degenerate, by Theorem 1.9 the set X0 of
points without holonomy has full measure in X . Then the statement follows by Theorem 8.5. �

8.3. Almost one-to-one extensions. Recall that in (8) we defined the set

X̃ = {(x,Gx) | x ∈ X0} ⊂ X × Z,

and the factor map η : X̃ → X is almost one-to-one. Moreover, recall that any continuous action has
a unique (up to conjugacy)maximal equicontinuous factor, in the sense that any other equicontinuous
factor is also a factor of this maximal one, see for instance [4].

PROPOSITION 8.6 ([17, V(6.1)5, page 480]). If (Y,G,Ψ) is a minimal extension of an equicon-
tinuous system (X,G,Φ) via a corresponding factor map which is almost one-to-one, then (X,G,Φ)
is the maximal equicontinuous factor of (Y,G,Ψ).

We prove Theorem 1.13 which provides the following alternative characterization of LQA actions.

THEOREM 8.7. Let X be a Cantor set, and let G be a finitely generated group. Let (X,G,Φ) be

a minimal equicontinuous action. Then (X,G,Φ) is locally quasi-analytic if and only if η : X̃ → X
is a conjugacy.

Proof. First, assume that (X,G,Φ) is LQA. By Theorem 1.8, Z is finite, and the action of G on Z
by conjugation is periodic, and so equicontinuous. Then the product action of G on X × Z is also
equicontinuous, see [4, Lemma 4 in Chapter 2]. This in turn implies that the orbit closure of every

point in X×Z is minimal, see [4, Lemma 3 in Chapter 2]. Now, using that X̃ is the unique minimal

subset in {(x,Gx) | x ∈ X} ⊂ X × Sub(G) by [25, Proposition 1.2 (3)], we get that X̃ = X × Z.

Finally, since η : X̃ → X is almost one-to-one, we have that (X,G,Φ) is the maximal equicontinuous

factor of (X̃,G, Φ̃) by Proposition 8.6, but this immediately implies that η must be a conjugacy.
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For the opposite direction, assume that η is a conjugacy. Then the action ofG on X̃ is equicontinuous.

Moreover, since Z is a factor system of X̃ (simply by projecting in the second coordinate), we get
that the action of G on Z by conjugation is equicontinuous as well, see [4, Corollary 6 in Chapter
2]. Hence by Lemma 8.4, Z is finite and so, by Theorem 1.8, the action (X,G,Φ) is LQA. �
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[24] R. Grigorchuk, V. Nekrashevych and Z. Šunić, From self-similar groups to self-similar sets and spectra, in ”Fractal
geometry and stochastics V”, Progr. Probab. (2015).

[25] E. Glasner and B. Weiss, Uniformly recurrent subgroups, in ”Recent Trends in Ergodic Theory and Dynamical
Systems”, Contemp. Math. (2014).

[26] A. Haefliger, Pseudogroups of local isometries, in ”Differential Geometry (Santiago de Compostela, 1984)” (ed.
L. A. Cordero), Res. Notes in Math. (1985).

[27] S. Hurder and A. Katok, Ergodic theory and Weil measures for foliations, Ann. Math., 126 1987, 221-275.
[28] S. Hurder and O. Lukina, Limit group invariants for wild Cantor actions, arXiv: 1904.11072, to appear in Ergodic

Theory Dynam. Systems, doi: 10.1017/etds.2020.16.
[29] S. Hurder and O. Lukina, Orbit equivalence and classification of weak solenoids, arXiv: 1803.02098, to appear in

Indiana Univ. Math. J.
[30] S. Hurder and O. Lukina, Wild solenoids, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 371 (2019), 4493-4533.
[31] M. Kambites, P. Silva, Pedro V. and B. Steinberg, The spectra of lamplighter groups and Cayley machines,

Geom. Dedicata, 120 (2006), 193–227.
[32] B. Miller, The existence of measures of a given cocycle, I: atomless, ergodic σ-finite measures, Ergodic Theory

Dynam. Systems, 28 (2008), 1599–1613.
[33] V. Nekrashevych, ”Self-similar groups”, Mathematical Survey and Monographs, 117, Americal Mathematical

Society, Providence, RI, 2005.
[34] A. Ramsay, Virtual groups and group actions, Advances in Math., 6 (1971), 253–322.

http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.05801
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