
ANTI-CLASSIFICATION RESULTS FOR THE KAKUTANI
EQUIVALENCE RELATION

MARLIES GERBER1 AND PHILIPP KUNDE2

Abstract. We prove that the Kakutani equivalence relation of ergodic in-
vertible measure-preserving transformations is not a Borel set. This shows in
a precise way that classification up to Kakutani equivalence is impossible. We
also obtain this anti-classification result for ergodic area-preserving smooth
diffeomorphisms on compact surfaces admitting a non-trivial circle action as
well as real-analytic diffeomorphisms on the 2-torus.

1. Introduction

A fundamental theme in ergodic theory, going back to J. von Neumann [Ne32],
is the isomorphism problem: classify measure-preserving transformations (MPT’s)
up to isomorphism. By an MPT we mean a measure-preserving automorphism of a
standard non-atomic probability space. We let X denote the set of all MPT’s of a
fixed standard non-atomic probability space (Ω,M, µ). Two automorphisms S, T ∈
X are said to be isomorphic (written S ∼= T ) if there exists ϕ ∈ X such that S ◦ ϕ
and ϕ ◦ T agree µ-almost everywhere. Since there is a decomposition of each MPT
into ergodic components that is preserved under isomorphism (see, for example,
Chapter 5 of [VO16]), we often consider just the set E of ergodic elements of X .
Two great successes in the classification of MPT’s are the Halmos-von Neumann
classification of ergodic MPT’s with pure point spectrum by countable subgroups
of the unit circle [HN42] and D. Ornstein’s classification of Bernoulli shifts by their
metric entropy [Or70]. Nonetheless, the isomorphism problem remains unsolved for
general ergodic MPT’s.

In contrast to the positive results in [HN42] and [Or70], a series of anti-classification
results have appeared, starting with the work of F. Beleznay and M. Foreman
[BF96]. Anti-classification results demonstrate the complexity of the isomorphism
problem. To describe some of this work, we endow X with the weak topology. (Re-
call that Tn → T in the weak topology if and only if µ(Tn(A)4T (A))→ 0 for every
A ∈ M.) This topology is compatible with a complete separable metric and hence
makes X into a Polish space. Since E is a (dense) Gδ -set in X , the induced topol-
ogy on E is Polish as well. In contrast to the Halmos-von Neumann classification
result, G. Hjorth [Hj01] showed that there is no Borel way of associating algebraic
invariants to ergodic MPT’s that completely determines isomorphism. Moreover,
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Foreman and B. Weiss [FW04] proved that there is no generic class (that is, a dense
Gδ -set) of ergodic MPT’s for which there is a Borel way of associating a complete
algebraic invariant. Hjorth also proved that the isomorphism relation R is itself not
a Borel set when viewed as a subset of X ×X . However, his proof used nonergodic
transformations in an essential way. In the case of ergodic MPT’s, Foreman, D.
Rudolph, and Weiss [FRW11] proved that R ∩ (E × E) is not Borel. One way to
interpret an equivalence relation not being a Borel set is to say that there is no
inherently countable technique for determining whether or not two members of the
set are equivalent. (See the survey article by M. Foreman [Fo18] for more details.)
Thus [FRW11] gives a precise formulation of the unclassifiability of ergodic MPT’s
up to isomorphism.

Recently, Foreman and A. Gorodetski [FGpp] obtained anti-classification results
in a different context. They considered topological equivalence of C∞ diffeomor-
phisms of a compact manifoldM. Two diffeomorphisms f and g ofM are said to be
topologically equivalent if there is a homeomorphism ϕ ofM such that f ◦ϕ = ϕ◦g.
In the case dim(M) ≥ 2, Foreman and Gorodetski proved there is no Borel func-
tion from the C∞ diffeomorphisms to the reals that is a complete invariant for
topological equivalence. Moreover, if dim(M) ≥ 5, they proved the analog of the
unclassifiability result of [FRW11], that is, the set of topologically equivalent pairs
of diffeomorphisms is not Borel.

When the anti-classification results in [FRW11] became known, immediately the
question arose whether these results are also true if “isomorphism” is replaced by
“Kakutani equivalence”. (See [We14] for some history of this question.) In this
paper we answer this question affirmatively. Our arguments build on the methods
in [FRW11] and also imply the anti-classification result of [FRW11].

Kakutani equivalence is the best known and most natural equivalence relation
on ergodic MPT’s, besides isomorphism, for which the classification problem can
be considered. (Orbit equivalence is not interesting in the present context, because
according to Dye’s theorem, all ergodic MPT’s are orbit equivalent.) Two ergodic
MPT’s are said to be Kakutani equivalent if they are isomorphic to measurable
cross-sections of the same ergodic flow. Since the Kakutani equivalence relation is
weaker than isomorphism, one might expect classification to be simpler. In fact,
until the work of J. Feldman [Fe76], it seemed that there might be only three Kaku-
tani equivalence classes: zero entropy, finite positive entropy, and infinite entropy.
However, Feldman found examples to show that each entropy class (zero, finite pos-
itive, and infinite) contains at least two non-Kakutani equivalent ergodic MPT’s.
A. Katok [Ka77], and Ornstein, Rudolph, and Weiss [ORW82], independently, ex-
tended this to obtain uncountably many non-Kakutani equivalent examples in each
entropy class.

A precursor to the anti-classification results for isomorphism is the observation
by Feldman [Fe74] that there does not exist a Borel function from E to the reals
such that two transformations are isomorphic if and only if the Borel function takes
the same value at these transformations. His proof is an easy application of a 0-1
law to the uncountable family of non-Bernoulli K-automorphisms constructed by
Ornstein and P. Shields [OS73]. It is interesting to note that the uncountable family
of automorphisms constructed in [ORW82] can be substituted for the Ornstein-
Shields examples to conclude that there is no Borel function from E to the reals
whose values are complete invariants for Kakutani equivalence. The key common
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feature of the examples in [OS73] and the examples in [ORW82] is that they are
indexed by sequences of zeros and ones in such a way that two of the examples are
isomorphic (in the case of [OS73]) or Kakutani equivalent (in the case of [ORW82])
if and only if the two corresponding sequences of zeros and ones agree except for
possibly finitely many terms.

In the context of Kakutani equivalence for flows, M. Ratner [Ra81] introduced
the Kakutani invariant and used this to prove that for distinct integers k, ` > 0,
the product of k copies of the horocycle flow with itself is not Kakutani equivalent
to the product of ` copies. More recently, A. Kanigowski, K. Vinhage, and D. Wei
[KVW21] obtained an explicit formula for the Kakutani invariant for unipotent
flows acting on compact quotients of semisimple Lie groups. It is an open question
whether the Kakutani invariant is a complete invariant in the class of unipotent
flows.

We also note that the analog of the result in [FW04] fails for Kakutani equiva-
lence in a trivial way, because the rank one transformations form a dense Gδ-subset
of E , and all rank one transformations are zero entropy loosely Bernoulli, and there-
fore in the same Kakutani equivalence class. In case of isomorphism, Foreman,
Rudolph and Weiss [FRW11, section 10] use a theorem of J. King [Ki86] to prove
that the collection of pairs (S, T ) of rank one ergodic transformations such that S
and T are isomorphic is a Borel subset of E × E . Nonetheless, no useful structure
theorem to classify rank one transformations up to isomorphism is known.

We prove that the set S of pairs (S, T ) in E ×E such that S and T are Kakutani
equivalent is not a Borel set. We follow the general scheme in [FRW11], but with
some notable differences. As in [FRW11] we consider the set, T rees, which consists
of countable rooted trees with arbitrarily long branches. Then, analogously to the
approach in [FRW11], we construct a continuous function Ψ : Trees→ E such that
Ψ(T ) is Kakutani equivalent to Ψ(T )−1 if and only if T has an infinite branch.
According to a classical result [Ke95], the collection of Trees with one or more
infinite branches is a complete analytic subset of Trees. It follows that the set S
of Kakutani equivalent pairs is a complete analytic set and hence not Borel. In
fact, by an argument similar to that in [FRW11], Ψ(T ) is actually isomorphic to
Ψ(T )−1 if T has an infinite branch. Therefore any equivalence relation on E that
is weaker than (or equal to) isomorphism and stronger than (or equal to) Kakutani
equivalence is complete analytic. This includes even Kakutani equivalence (see
Definition 64 in Section 9.2), and α-equivalence (defined in [FJR94]). Indeed, we
first prove our result for even Kakutani equivalence and then use the methods of
[ORW82] to prove that for any T ∈ Trees, Ψ(T ) and Ψ(T )−1 cannot be Kakutani
equivalent unless they are evenly Kakutani equivalent.

Foreman, Rudolph, and Weiss use the elegant method of joinings to prove that
for T ∈ Trees such that T has no infinite branch, the corresponding element of
E is not isomorphic to its inverse. However, as they announced in [FRW06], they
could also have used a finite coding argument and approximations in the d-metric
for this proof. We use the finite coding approach and apply the result in [ORW82]
that for evenly equivalent processes (S, P ) and (T,Q), there is a finite code defined
on the (T,Q) process such that the f -distance between the (S, P ) process and the
process coded from (T,Q) is small.

As in [FRW11], each level s of a tree T ∈ Trees corresponds to an equivalence
relation Qs on certain finite words, and Qs+1 refines Qs. One of the main steps in
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the construction of Ψ(T ) is a procedure for substituting Qs+1 equivalence classes
into Qs equivalence classes. Foreman, Rudolph, and Weiss use a random substi-
tution method, while we use Feldman patterns (defined in Section 6) to execute a
deterministic substitution.

The classification problem (with respect to isomorphism or Kakutani equiva-
lence) can also be restricted to the class of smooth ergodic diffeomorphisms of a
compact manifoldM that preserve a smooth measure. For dimensions greater than
or equal to three, there are no known obstacles to realizing an arbitrary ergodic
MPT as a diffeomorphism of a compact manifold except for the requirement, proved
by A. Kushnirenko [Ku65], that the ergodic MPT have finite entropy. Thus it is not
clear if the restriction to smooth ergodic diffeomorphisms changes the classification
problem. But even with this restriction, Foreman and Weiss [FW3] proved that
the isomorphism relation is not Borel. Moreover, S. Banerjee and P. Kunde [BKpp]
showed that the isomorphism relation is still not Borel if “smooth” is replaced by
“real analytic”. We obtain the analogous results for Kakutani equivalence both in
the smooth and the real analytic settings.

To obtain their anti-classification results for smooth diffeomorphisms, Foreman
and Weiss [FW19b] introduced a functor F from certain odometer-based systems
in [FRW11] to the so-called circular systems, which they showed in [FW19a] have a
smooth realization on D2 and T2 via the untwisted Anosov-Katok method [AK70],
while on T2 Banerjee and Kunde [Ba17, BKpp] extended these results to the real
analytic case. We also make use of this machinery to obtain smooth and real ana-
lytic models of the images under F of the odometer-based systems that we construct
using the Feldman patterns. The same argument as in [FW19b] shows that in our
construction F(Ψ(T )) and F(Ψ(T )−1) are isomorphic if T has an infinite branch.
But the more difficult part, showing that F(Ψ(T )) and F(Ψ(T )−1) are not Kaku-
tani equivalent if T does not have an infinite branch, requires a different argument
from that in [FW19b]. In fact, in [GKpp], we obtained an example of two non-
Kakutani equivalent odometer-based systems S and T such that F(S) and F(T )
are Kakutani equivalent. However, for the systems Ψ(T ) that we construct in the
present paper, if Ψ(T ) is not Kakutani equivalent to Ψ(T )−1, then F(Ψ(T )) is not
Kakutani equivalent to F(Ψ(T )−1). Thus, we can transfer the non-Kakutani equiv-
alence between Ψ(T ) and Ψ(T )−1 to non-Kakutani equivalence between F(Ψ(T ))
and F(Ψ(T )−1) if T does not have an infinite branch. This yields smooth and real
analytic anti-classification results for isomorphism (already proved in [FW3] and
[BKpp]), Kakutani equivalence, and every equivalence relation in between these
two.

Classification questions can also be considered in the context of group actions.
For example, E. Gardella and M. Lupini [GLpp] showed that for every nonamenable
countable discrete group Γ, the relations of isomorphism and orbit equivalence
of free ergodic (or weak mixing) measure preserving actions of Γ on a standard
probability space are not Borel. The analogous question for amenable countable
discrete groups and the isomorphism relation is open.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Some terminology from ergodic theory. We call a separable non-atomic
probability space (Ω,M, µ) a standard measure space. Since every standard mea-
sure space is isomorphic to the unit interval with Lebesgue measure λ on the Borel
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sets B, every invertible MPT (also called an automorphism) of a standard measure
space is isomorphic to an invertible Lebesgue measure-preserving transformation
on [0, 1]. As in the introduction, we let X denote the group of MPT’s on [0, 1]
endowed with the weak topology, where two MPT’s are identified if they are equal
on sets of full measure.

While in this model we fix the measure and look at transformations preserving
that measure, there is also a dual viewpoint of fixing the transformation and con-
sidering the collection of its invariant measures. The transformation that we use is
the left shift sh : ΣZ → ΣZ, defined by

sh((xn)∞n=−∞) = (xn+1)∞n=−∞

on (ΣZ, C), where Σ is a countable set and C is the σ-algebra of Borel sets in ΣZ.
We endow the set of shift-invariant measures with the weak∗ topology. In our
paper, Σ is finite and for each shift-invariant measure ν that we construct, there
is also an explicit cutting-and-stacking procedure that yields an ergodic Lebesgue
measure-preserving automorphism T of [0, 1] such that ([0, 1],B, λ, T ) is isomor-
phic to

(
ΣZ, C, ψ(T ), sh

)
. This is a special case of a more general result of Fore-

man [Fo10]: there is a Borel bijection ψ between the aperiodic Lebesgue measure-
preserving transformations on [0, 1] and nonatomic shift-invariant measures on ΣZ

taking comeager sets to comeager sets such that ([0, 1],B, λ, T ) is isomorphic to(
ΣZ, C, ψ(T ), sh

)
. In particular, the choice of model for measure-preserving trans-

formations is not important for the Borel or analytic distinction.
Another important viewpoint is to assign a process to a MPT. For this purpose,

we recall that a partition P of a standard measure space (Ω,M, µ) is a collec-
tion P = {cσ}σ∈Σ of subsets cσ ∈ M with µ(cσ ∩ cσ′) = 0 for all σ 6= σ′ and
µ
(⋃

σ∈Σ cσ
)

= 1, where Σ is a finite set of indices. Each cσ is called an atom of
the partition P . For two partitions P and Q we define the join of P and Q to
be the partition P ∨ Q = {c ∩ d : c ∈ P, d ∈ Q}, and for a sequence of partitions
{Pn}∞n=1 we let ∨∞n=1Pn be the smallest σ-algebra containing ∪∞n=1Pn. We say that
a sequence of partitions {Pn}∞n=1 is a generating sequence if ∨∞n=1Pn =M. We also
have a standard notion of a distance between two ordered partitions: If P = {ci}Ni=1

and Q = {di}Ni=1 are two ordered partitions with the same number of atoms, then
we define

d(P,Q) =

N∑
i=1

µ(ci4di),

where 4 denotes the symmetric difference.
For an automorphism T of (Ω,M, µ) and a partition P = {cσ}σ∈Σ of Ω we can

define the (T, P )-name for almost every x ∈ Ω by

(an)∞n=−∞ ∈ ΣZ with T i(x) ∈ cai .

Note that the (T, P )-name of T (x) is the left shift of the (T, P )-name of x. If the
partition P is a generator (that is, {TnP}∞n=−∞ is a generating sequence), then
(X,µ, T ) is isomorphic to (ΣZ, ν, sh) with the measure ν satisfying ν{(xn)∞n=−∞ :

xn = an for n = j, j + 1, ..., k} = µ(T−j(caj )) ∩ T−(j+1)(caj+1) ∩ · · · ∩ T−k(cak)).
The pair (T, P ) is called a process.

Recall that the Hamming distance between two strings of symbols a1 . . . an
and b1 . . . bn is defined by d (a1 . . . an, b1 . . . bn) = 1

n | {i : ai 6= bi} |. It can be ex-
tended to infinite words w = . . . a−2a−1a0a1a2... and w′ = . . . b−2b−1b0b1b2 . . . by
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d(w,w′) = lim supn→∞ d (wn, w
′
n), where wn = a−na−n+1 . . . an−1an and w′n =

b−nb−n+1 . . . bn are the truncated words.

2.2. Symbolic systems. An alphabet is a countable or finite collection of symbols.
In the following, let Σ be a finite alphabet endowed with the discrete topology. Then
ΣZ with the product topology is a separable, totally disconnected and compact
space. A usual base of the product topology is given by the collection of cylinder
sets of the form 〈u〉k =

{
f ∈ ΣZ : f � [k, k + n) = u

}
for some k ∈ Z and finite

sequence u = σ0 . . . σn−1 ∈ Σn. For k = 0 we abbreviate this by 〈u〉.
The shift map sh : ΣZ → ΣZ is a homeomorphism. If µ is a shift-invariant Borel

measure, then the measure-preserving dynamical system
(
ΣZ,B, µ, sh

)
is called a

symbolic system. The closed support of µ is a shift-invariant subset of ΣZ called a
symbolic shift or sub-shift.

The symbolic shifts that we use are described by specifying a collection of words.
A word w in Σ is a finite sequence of elements of Σ, and we denote its length by
|w|.
Definition 1. A sequence of collections of words (Wn)n∈N, where N = {0, 1, 2, . . . },
satisfying the following properties is called a construction sequence:

(1) for every n ∈ N all words in Wn have the same length hn,
(2) each w ∈Wn occurs at least once as a subword of each w′ ∈Wn+1,
(3) there is a summable sequence (εn)n∈N of positive numbers such that for

every n ∈ N, every word w ∈ Wn+1 can be uniquely parsed into segments
u0w1u1w1 . . . wlul+1 such that each wi ∈ Wn, each ui (called spacer or
boundary) is a word in Σ of finite length and for this parsing∑l+1

i=0 |ui|
hn+1

< εn+1.

We will often call words inWn n-words or n-blocks, while a general concatenation
of symbols from Σ is called a string. We also associate a symbolic shift with a
construction sequence: Let K be the collection of x ∈ ΣZ such that every finite
contiguous substring of x occurs inside some w ∈ Wn. Then K is a closed shift-
invariant subset of ΣZ that is compact since Σ is finite.

Remark. The symbolic shifts built from construction sequences can be realized as
transformations built by cutting-and-stacking constructions. Spacers are not used
in our constructions until Section 10.

In order to be able to unambiguously parse elements of K we will use construction
sequences consisting of uniquely readable words.

Definition 2. Let Σ be an alphabet and W be a collection of finite words in Σ.
Then W is uniquely readable if and only if whenever u, v, w ∈ W and uv = pws
with p and s strings of symbols in Σ, then either p or s is the empty word.

Moreover, our (n+ 1)-words will be strongly uniform in the n-words as defined
below.

Definition 3. We call a construction sequence (Wn)n∈N uniform if there is a
summable sequence (εn)n∈N of positive numbers and for each n ∈ N a map dn :
Wn → (0, 1) such that for all words w′ ∈Wn+1 and w ∈Wn we have∣∣∣ r(w,w′)

hn+1/hn
− dn(w)

∣∣∣ < εn+1

hn
,
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where r(w,w′) is the number of of occurrences of w in w′. Moreover, the construc-
tion sequence is called strongly uniform if for each n ∈ N there is a constant c > 0
such that for all words w′ ∈Wn+1 and w ∈Wn we have r(w,w′) = c.

In the following we will identify K with the symbolic system (K, sh). We intro-
duce the following natural set S which will be of measure one for measures that we
consider.

Definition 4. Suppose that (Wn)n∈N is a construction sequence for a symbolic
system K with each Wn uniquely readable. Let S be the collection of x ∈ K such
that there are sequences of natural numbers (an)n∈N, (bn)n∈N going to infinity such
that for all m ∈ N there is n ∈ N such that x � [−am, bm) ∈Wn.

We note that S is a dense shift-invariant Gδ subset ofK and we recall the following
properties from [FW19a, Lemma 11] and [FW19b, Lemma 12].

Fact 5. Fix a construction sequence (Wn)n∈N for a symbolic system K in a finite
alphabet Σ. Then:

(1) K is the smallest shift-invariant closed subset of ΣZ such that for all n ∈ N
and w ∈ Wn, K has non-empty intersection with the basic open interval
〈w〉 ⊂ ΣZ.

(2) Suppose that (Wn)n∈N is a uniform construction sequence. Then there is a
unique non-atomic shift-invariant measure ν on K concentrating on S and
ν is ergodic.

(3) If ν is a shift-invariant measure on K concentrating on S, then for ν-almost
every s ∈ S there is N ∈ N such that for all n > N there are an ≤ 0 < bn
such that s � [an, bn) ∈Wn.

Since our symbolic systems K ∼=
(
ΣZ,B, ν, sh

)
will be built from a uniquely

readable uniform construction sequence, they will automatically be ergodic. To each
symbolic system we will also consider its inverse K−1 which stands for

(
K, sh−1

)
.

Since it will often be convenient to have the shifts going in the same direction, we
also introduce another convention.

Definition 6. If w is a finite or infinite string, we write rev(w) for the reverse string
of w. In particular, if x is in K we define rev(x) by setting rev(x)(k) = x(−k).
Then for A ⊆ K we define rev(A) = {rev(x) : x ∈ A} .

If we explicitly view a finite word w positioned at a location interval [a, b), then
we take rev(w) to be positioned at the same interval [a, b) and we set rev(w)(k) =
w(a+ b− (k+ 1)). For a collection W of words rev(W ) is the collection of reverses
of words in W .

Then we introduce the symbolic system (rev(K), sh) as the one built from the
construction sequence (rev(Wn))n∈N. Clearly, the map sending x to rev(x) is a
canonical isomorphism between

(
K, sh−1

)
and (rev(K), sh). We often abbreviate

the symbolic system (rev(K), sh) as rev(K). If we have a cutting-and-stacking
model of (rev(K), sh) where each level (except the top level) of each column is
mapped to the level above it, then the model for

(
K, sh−1

)
would map each level

(except the bottom level) to the level below it. In analogy with (rev(K), sh), we
could instead reverse the order of the levels in each column and map the levels
upward.
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2.3. Odometer-Based Systems. The systems constructed in the first part of the
paper to prove our anti-classification result for ergodic MPT’s will turn out to be
so-called odometer-based systems. In this subsection we review the definition.

Let (kn)n∈N be a sequence of natural numbers kn ≥ 2 and

O =
∏
n∈N

(Z/knZ)

be the (kn)n∈N-adic integers. Then O has a compact abelian group structure and
hence carries a Haar measure µ. We define a transformation T : O → O to be
addition by 1 in the (kn)n∈N-adic integers (that is, the map that adds one in Z/k0Z
and carries right). Then T is a µ-preserving invertible transformation, called an
odometer transformation, which is ergodic and has discrete spectrum.

We now define the collection of symbolic systems that have odometer systems
as their timing mechanism to parse typical elements of the system.

Definition 7. Let (Wn)n∈N be a uniquely readable construction sequence with
W0 = Σ and Wn+1 ⊆ (Wn)

kn for every n ∈ N. The associated symbolic shift will
be called an odometer-based system.

Thus, odometer-based systems are those built from construction sequences (Wn)n∈N
such that the words in Wn+1 are concatenations of a fixed number kn of words in
Wn. Hence, the words in Wn have length

hn =

n−1∏
i=0

ki,

if n > 0, and h0 = 1. Moreover, the spacers in part 3 of Definition 1 are all
the empty words (that is, an odometer-based transformation can be built by a
cutting-and-stacking construction using no spacers).

Remark. By [FW4], any finite entropy system that has an odometer factor can be
represented as an odometer-based system

2.4. The f metric. Feldman [Fe76] introduced a notion of distance, now called f ,
between strings of symbols.

Definition 8. A match between two strings of symbols a1a2 . . . an and b1b2 . . . bm
from a given alphabet Σ, is a collectionM of pairs of indices (is, js), s = 1, . . . , r
such that 1 ≤ i1 < i2 < · · · < ir ≤ n, 1 ≤ j1 < j2 < · · · < jr ≤ m and ais = bjs for
s = 1, 2, . . . , r. A pairing is defined the same way as a match, except we drop the
requirement that ais = bjs .Then

(2.1)
f(a1a2 . . . an, b1b2 . . . bm) =

1− 2 sup{|M| :M is a match between a1a2 · · · an and b1b2 · · · bm}
n+m

.

We will refer to f(a1a2 · · · an, b1b2 · · · bm) as the “f -distance” between a1a2 · · · an
and b1b2 · · · bm, even though f does not satisfy the triangle inequality unless the
strings are all of the same length. A match M is called a best possible match if
it realizes the supremum in the definition of f . The extension of the definition
of f -distance from finite words to infinite words is analogous to the extension for
d-distance.
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If x = x1x2 · · ·xn and y = y1y2 · · · yn are decompositions of the strings of symbols
x and y into substrings such that in a given match (or pairing) between x and y, all
matches (or pairings) are between symbols in xi and yi, for i = 1, 2, . . . , n, then we
say that xi corresponds to yi (and vice versa), under this match (or pairing). If we
are given a match or pairing between x = x1x2 · · ·xn and y, then we can decompose
y into y1y2 · · · yn so that xi corresponds to yi, for i = 1, 2, . . . , n. The choice of
y1, y2, . . . , yn is not unique, but this does not matter in any of our arguments.

Remark. In the proof of Lemma 13, we will use certain pairings to give an upper
bound on |M|, for a best possible matchM.

Remark. Alternatively, one can view a match as an injective order-preserving func-
tion π : D(π) ⊆ {1, . . . , n} → R(π) ⊆ {1, . . . ,m} with ai = bπ(i) for every i ∈ D(π).

Then f (a1 . . . an, b1 . . . bm) = 1−max
{

2|D(π)|
n+m : π is a match

}
.

The following simple properties of f from [GKpp], that were already used in
[Fe76] and [ORW82], will appear frequently in our arguments. These properties
can be proved easily by considering the fit 1− f̄(a, b) between two strings a and b.

Fact 9. Suppose a and b are strings of symbols of length n and m, respectively,
from an alphabet Σ. If ã and b̃ are strings of symbols obtained by deleting at most
bγ(n+m)c terms from a and b altogether, where 0 < γ < 1, then

(2.2) f(a, b) ≥ f(ã, b̃)− 2γ.

Moreover, if there exists a best possible match between a and b such that no term
that is deleted from a and b to form ã and b̃ is matched with a non-deleted term,
then

(2.3) f(a, b) ≥ f(ã, b̃)− γ.

Likewise, if ã and b̃ are obtained by adding at most bγ(n+m)c symbols to a and b,
then (2.3) holds.

Fact 10. If x = x1x2 · · ·xn and y = y1y2 · · · yn are decompositions of the strings
of symbols x and y into corresponding substrings under a best possible f -match
between x and y, that is, one that achieves the minimum in the definition of f, then

f(x, y) =
n∑
i=1

f(xi, yi)vi,

where

(2.4) vi =
|xi|+ |yi|
|x|+ |y|

.

Fact 11. If x and y are strings of symbols such that f(x, y) ≤ γ, for some 0 ≤ γ < 1,
then

(2.5)
(

1− γ
1 + γ

)
|x| ≤ |y| ≤

(
1 + γ

1− γ

)
|x|.

We also recall the following elementary fact from [ORW82, Proposition 2.3, p.85].

Fact 12. Suppose a and b are strings of symbols of length n and m, respectively,
from an alphabet Σ. Let h be a symbol that is not an element in Σ. Suppose ã and
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b̃ are strings of symbols obtained by inserting at most (β − 1)n symbols h in a and
at most (β − 1)m symbols h in b. Then

f
(
ã, b̃
)
≥ f(a, b)

β
.

The next result provides lower bounds on the f distance when symbols ai and
bj are replaced by blocks Aai and Abj .

Lemma 13 (Symbol by block replacement). Suppose that Aa1 , Aa2 , . . . , Aan and
Ab1 , Ab2 , · · · , Abm are blocks of symbols with each block of length L. Assume that
α ∈ (0, 1/7), R ≥ 2, and for all substrings C and D consisting of consecutive symbols
from Aai and Abj , respectively, with |C|, |D| ≥ L/R, we have

f(C,D) ≥ α, if ai 6= bj .

Then

f(Aa1Aa2 · · ·Aan , Ab1Ab2 · · ·Abm) > αf(a1a2 . . . an, b1b2 . . . bm)− 1

R
.

Proof. We may assume n ≤ m. Suppose M is a best possible match between
Aa1Aa2 · · ·Aan and Ab1Ab2 · · ·Abm . Recall that |M| denotes the number of pairs
of symbols in Aa1Aa2 · · ·Aan and Ab1Ab2 · · ·Abm that are matched byM. We use
the analogous notation |N | for a match N between the strings a1a2 · · · an and
b1b2 · · · bm.
Claim. There exists a match N (not necessarily a best possible match) between
the strings a1a2 . . . an and b1b2 · · · bm such that

(2.6) L(n+m)− 2|M| ≥ α
{
L(n+m)− 2L|N | − 3L(n+m)

R

}
.

The lemma will follow from this claim, because

f(Aa1Aa2 · · ·Aan , Ab1Ab2 · · ·Abm) = 1− 2|M|
L(n+m)

and

α
L(n+m)

{
L(n+m)− 2L|N | − 3L(n+m)

R

}
≥ αf(a1a2 · · · an, b1b2 · · · bm)− 3α

R

> αf(a1a2 · · · an, b1b2 · · · bm)− 1
R .

Proof of Claim. We will modifyM in a series of i steps, for i = 1, 2, . . . , n, obtaining
pairingsMi between Aa1Aa2 · · ·Aan and Ab1Ab2 · · ·Abm such that |M| ≤ |M1| ≤
· · · ≤ |Mn−1| ≤ |Mn|. The positions of the modifications will move from left to
right with each step. We will simultaneously construct a sequence of matches Ni
between a1a2 . . . an and b1b2 . . . bm such that N1 ⊆ N2 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Nn. At the end of
this construction, we will show that the inequality (2.6) holds with N = Nn and
M replaced byMn. This implies (2.6) as written.

We let M0 = M and N0 = ∅. In the inductive construction of Mi and Ni (as
described below), at most one pair of matching symbols is added to Ni−1 to form
Ni, and each time such an addition occurs, we allow up to L pairs to be in the part
ofMi that is newly specified at stage i.

Suppose 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and Mi−1 and Ni−1 have been constructed. Assume that
Ab1Ab2 · · ·Abm = B1B2 · · ·Bn, where Aaj corresponds to Bj under Mi−1. If Bi
starts with a symbol in Abji , we also assume that none of symbols in the matching
pairs in Ni−1 come from aiai+1 . . . an or bjibji+1 . . . bm. (Therefore these symbols
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are still available to add to Ni−1 to form Ni.) We consider the following four cases
(with various subcases).
Case 1. Bi contains two or more complete Abj ’s. Then |Bi| ≥ 2|Aai | and therefore
f(Aai , Bi) > 1/7 > α by Fact 11. In this case we takeMi =Mi−1 and Ni = Ni−1.
Case 2. Bi consists of one complete Abj plus possibly a final string Afin

bj−1
in Abj−1

and possibly an initial string Aint
bj+1

in Abj+1
. By the induction hypothesis, bj ,bj+1,

and ai are not in any of the pairs in Ni−1, and neither is bj−1 if Afin
bj−1
6= ∅.

Case 2(i). If ai = bj−1 or ai = bj , then we add one pair of equal symbols from
these equations to Ni−1 to form Ni. To construct Mi we modify Mi−1 on Aai
and Bi to create a perfect pairing between Aai and Abj . (That is, each symbol in
Aai is paired with a symbol in Abj , even though they might not actually match.)
The symbols in Bi \Abj are not paired to anything byMi and they are eliminated
from consideration for any future pairings M` for ` > i. Outside of Aai and Bi,
Mi agrees with Mi−1. Note that |Mi| ≥ |Mi−1| because Mi has the maximum
possible number of pairings between Aai and Bi.
Case 2(ii). If ai 6= bj−1, ai 6= bj , and ai = bj+1, then we add ai and bj+1 to
Ni−1 to form Ni. In this subcase and the next one, we let A(0)

ai , A
(1)
ai , and A

(2)
ai be

the subdivision of Aai into the segments corresponding to Afin
bj−1

,Abj , and Aint
bj+1

,

respectively. We construct Mi from Mi−1 by creating a perfect pairing between
the extension of A(2)

ai to a total length of L symbols and Abj+1
. (In case i = n, we

only pair A(2)
an , with no extension). Any pairing inMi−1 involving a symbol in this

extension of A(2)
ai or in Abj+1 that is different from the newly created perfect pairing

is not included inMi. OtherwiseMi is the same asMi−1. On the part that was
changed the pairing is as good as it can be for that number of symbols, and there-
fore |Mi| ≥ |Mi−1|. On the strings A(0)

ai and Afin
bj−1

the subscripts of the blocks do

not match, and therefore either f(A
(0)
ai , A

fin
bj−1

) ≥ α by hypothesis or at least one of
these two strings has length less than L/R. In the latter case, if the other string has
length at least 4L/(3R), then by Fact 11, f(A

(0)
ai , A

fin
bj−1

) > 1/7 > α. If one string
has length less than L/R and the other string has length less than 4L/(3R) we refer
to this as the “short substring case” and the number of symbols coming from such
cases will be at most 14Ln/(3R) ≤ 7L(n + m)/(3R) < 3L(n + m)/R. (As we will
see in the next subcase there could be up to two pairs of short substrings for each
i ∈ {1, 2, . . . n}.) The strings A(1)

ai and Abj are also in blocks whose subscripts do
not match. Since Abj is an entire block, the short substring case does not apply,
and we obtain f(A

(1)
ai , Abj ) > α. For the next step, Bi+1 starts with Abj+2 and we

modify Aai+1 to be only the last |A(2)
ai | symbols in the original Aai+1 .

Case 2(iii). If ai 6= bj−1, ai 6= bj , and ai 6= bj+1, then we keep Mi = Mi−1

and Ni = Ni−1. For each of the pairs A(0)
ai and Afin

bj−1
,A(1)
ai and Abj , A

(2)
ai and Aint

bj+1
,

either we know that the f distance is greater than α or (possibly for the first and
the third pair) we are in the short substring case.
Case 3. Bi contains a final segment of Abj−1 and an initial segment of Abj .
Case 3(i). If ai = bj−1, then we add ai and bj−1 to Ni−1 to form Ni. We re-
place Mi−1 on Aai and Bi by a perfect pairing between Aai and L consecutive
symbols in the Abj−1

Abj string starting with the first symbol in Bi. If Bi contains
fewer than L symbols, then we continue the pairing beyond the end of Bi. (This
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may eliminate some previous pairings that were inMi−1 but the net result is still
|Mi| ≥ |Mi−1|.) If Bi contains more than L symbols, then the remaining |Bi| − L
symbols stay unpaired inM` for ` ≥ i.
Case 3(ii). If ai 6= bj−1 and ai = bj , then we add ai and bj to Ni−1 to form Ni.
We keepMi the same asMi−1 up to the symbol prior to the first one in Aai that
is paired with a symbol in Abj . Then we pair the next L consecutive symbols in
AaiAai+1 to Abj . OtherwiseMi stays the same asMi−1.
Case 3(iii). If ai 6= bj−1 and ai 6= bj , then we again have two pairs of strings, one
for the part of Ai that corresponds to a final segment of Abj−1

and the other for
the part of Ai that corresponds to the initial segment of Abj . Each of these pairs is
f distance at least α apart or consists of short substrings. We letMi =Mi−1 and
Ni = Ni−1.
Case 4. Bi is a substring of a single Abj .
Case 4(i). If ai = bj , then we add ai and bj to Ni−1 to form Ni. If j 6= m, we
constructMi by extending Bi to the right for a total of L symbols and pairing the
extended Bi exactly with Aai . If j = m, we pair all of Bi with a substring in Aai .
Whatever pairings inMi−1 are not affected by these changes are included inMi.
Case 4(ii). If ai 6= bj , then f(Aai , Bj) ≥ α, and we let Mi = Mi−1 and
Ni = Ni−1.

In summary, after we apply this procedure for i = 1, 2, . . . , n, and we remove from
Aa1Aa2 · · ·Aan and Ab1Ab2 · · ·Abm the symbols involved in the (at most L|Nn|)
pairings obtained from Cases (2i),(2ii),(3i),(3ii), and (4i) in the formation of Mi

fromMi−1, and we remove the pairs of corresponding strings in the short substring
case, we are left with a total of at least L(n+m)−2L|Nn|−3L((n+m)/R) symbols
in pairs of strings in Aa1Aa2 · · ·Aan and Ab1Ab2 · · ·Abm that correspond underMn.
On these corresponding strings theMn pairing is a subset of the originalM, and the
symbols in each pair of these corresponding strings are contained in some Aai and
Abj where ai 6= bj . By hypothesis, the f -distance between two such corresponding
strings is at least α. Therefore

L(n+m)− 2|M0| ≥ L(n+m)− 2|Mn|
≥ α

{
L(n+m)− 2L|Nn| − 3L(n+m)

R

}
,

where the second inequality follows from Fact 10. �

2.5. Some background from descriptive set theory. To state our results pre-
cisely we need some concepts explained below. The main tool is the idea of a
reduction. See [Ke95] and [Fo18] for further information.

Definition 14. Let X and Y be Polish spaces and A ⊆ X, B ⊆ Y . A function
f : X → Y reduces A to B if and only if for all x ∈ X: x ∈ A if and only if
f(x) ∈ B.

Such a function f is called a Borel (respectively, continuous) reduction if f is a
Borel (respectively, continuous) function.

A being reducible to B can be interpreted as saying that B is at least as com-
plicated as A. We note that if B is Borel and f is a Borel reduction, then A is also
Borel. Equivalently, if f is a Borel reduction of A to B and A is not Borel, then B
is not Borel.
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Definition 15. If S is a collection of sets and B ∈ S, then B is called S-complete
for Borel (respectively, continuous) reductions if and only if every A ∈ S is Borel
(respectively, continuously) reducible to B.

Following the interpretation above B is said to be at least as complicated as each
set in S.

Definition 16. If X is a Polish space and B ⊆ X, then B is analytic if and only if
it is the continuous image of a Borel subset of a Polish space. Equivalently, there
is a Polish space Y and a Borel set C ⊆ X × Y such that B is the X-projection of
C.

There are analytic sets that are not Borel (see, for example, [Ke95, section 14]).
This implies that a complete analytic set is not Borel. The collection of ill-founded
trees, which we describe below, is an example of a complete analytic set, and it is
fundamental to our construction, as well as that in [FRW11].

To define the ill-founded trees, we first consider the set N<N of finite sequences
of natural numbers. For τ ∈ N<N, let lh(τ) denote the length of τ . A tree is a
set T ⊆ N<N such that if τ = (τ1, . . . , τn) ∈ T and σ = (τ1, . . . , τs) with s ≤ n is
an initial segment of τ , then σ ∈ T . If σ is an initial segment of τ , then σ is a
predecessor of τ and τ is a successor of σ. We define the level s of a tree T to be
the collection of elements of T that have length s.

A branch through T is a function f into T with domain either some {0, . . . , n−1}
or N itself such that lh(f(s)) = s, and if s+ 1 is in the domain of f , then f(s+ 1)
is an immediate successor of f(s). If a tree has an infinite branch (that is, the f
above can be taken with domain N), it is called ill-founded. If it does not have an
infinite branch, it is called well-founded.

In the following, let {σn : n ∈ N} be an enumeration of N<N with the property
that every proper predecessor of σn is some σm for m < n. Under this enumer-
ation subsets S ⊆ N<N can be identified with characteristic functions χS : N →
{0, 1}. The collection of such χS can be viewed as the members of an infinite
product space {0, 1}N

<N
homeomorphic to the Cantor space. Here, each function

a : {σm : m < n} → {0, 1} determines a basic open set

〈a〉 = {χ : χ � {σm : m < n} = a} ⊆ {0, 1}N
<N

and the collection of all such 〈a〉 forms a basis for the topology. The collection of
trees is a closed (hence compact) subset of {0, 1}N

<N
in this topology. Moreover, the

collection of trees containing arbitrarily long finite sequences is a dense Gδ subset.
In particular, this collection is a Polish space. We will denote the space of trees
containing arbitrarily long finite sequences by Trees.

Since the topology on the space of trees was introduced via basic open sets
giving us a finite amount of information about the trees in it, we can characterize
continuous maps defined on Trees as follows.

Fact 17. Let Y be a topological space. Then a map f : Trees → Y is continuous
if and only if for all open sets O ⊆ Y and all T ∈ Trees with f(T ) ∈ O there is
M ∈ N such that for all T ′ ∈ Trees we have:

if T ∩ {σn : n ≤M} = T ′ ∩ {σn : n ≤M}, then f (T ′) ∈ O.

As mentioned before, we have the following classical fact (see, for example, [Ke95,
section 27]).
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Fact 18. The collection of ill-founded trees is a complete analytic subset of Trees.

As described in the next section, we will prove the main results of this paper by
reducing the collection of ill-founded trees to pairs of Kakutani-equivalent ergodic
transformations. Then Fact 18 will show that this set of Kakutani-equivalent pairs
of transformations is also complete analytic.

During our construction the following maps will prove useful.

Definition 19. We define a map M : Trees→ NN by setting M (T ) (s) = n if and
only if n is the least number such that σn ∈ T and lh(σn) = s. Dually, we also
define a map s : Trees → NN by setting s (T ) (n) to be the length of the longest
sequence σm ∈ T with m ≤ n.

Remark. When T is clear from the context we write M(s) and s(n). We also note
that s(n) ≤ n and that M as well as s is a continuous function when we endow N
with the discrete topology and NN with the product topology.

3. Main Results

3.1. Statement of results. We are ready to state the main result of this paper.

Theorem 20. The collection

{(S, T ) : S and T are ergodic and Kakutani equivalent} ⊆ E × E
is a complete analytic set. In particular, it is not Borel.

As we show below, this will follow from the subsequent theorem which is proved
in Section 9.

Theorem 21. There is a continuous one-to-one map

Ψ : Trees→ E
such that for T ∈ Trees and T = Ψ(T ):
T has an infinite branch if and only if T and T−1 are Kakutani equivalent.

Using the notions from descriptive set theory in Section 2.5, Theorem 21 can
also be expressed as follows.

Corollary 22. There is a continuous one-to-one map

Ψ : Trees→ E
that reduces the collection of ill-founded trees to the collection of ergodic transfor-
mations T such that T and T−1 are Kakutani equivalent.

Proof of Theorem 20. The map i(T ) =
(
T, T−1

)
is a continuous mapping from E

to E × E and reduces
{
T ∈ E : T is Kakutani equivalent to T−1

}
to

{(S, T ) ∈ E × E : S and T are Kakutani equivalent} .
Then Theorem 20 follows from Fact 18 and Corollary 22. �

To prove Theorem 21 we actually show the following stronger result.

Proposition 23. There is a continuous one-to-one map

Ψ : Trees→ E
such that for T ∈ Trees and T = Ψ(T ):
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(1) If T has an infinite branch, then T and T−1 are isomorphic.
(2) If T and T−1 are Kakutani equivalent, then T has an infinite branch.

This stronger proposition also implies the anti-classification result for the iso-
morphism relation in [FRW11].

Corollary. There is a continuous one-to-one map

Ψ : Trees→ E
that reduces the collection of ill-founded trees to the collection of ergodic automor-
phisms T such that T is isomorphic to T−1. Hence, the collection

{(S, T ) : S and T are ergodic and isomorphic} ⊆ E × E
is a complete analytic set.

In Section 10 we are able to upgrade these results to the setting of diffeomor-
phisms.

Theorem 24. Let M be the disk, annulus or torus with Lebesgue measure λ. Then
the collection

{(S, T ) : S and T are ergodic diffeomorphisms and Kakutani equivalent}
in Diff∞(M,λ)×Diff∞(M,λ) is a complete analytic set and hence not a Borel set
with respect to the C∞ topology.

In case of M = T2 we also obtain the results in the real-analytic category (see
Subsection 10.1 for the definition of the space Diffωρ (M,λ)).

Theorem 25. Let ρ > 0 and λ be the Lebesgue measure on T2. Then the collection

{(S, T ) : S and T are ergodic diffeomorphisms and Kakutani equivalent}
in Diffωρ (M,λ)× Diffωρ (M,λ) is a complete analytic set and hence not a Borel set
with respect to the Diffωρ topology.

3.2. Outline of the proof of Proposition 23. To construct the reduction Ψ :
Trees → E we build for every T ∈ Trees a transformation Ψ(T ) as a sym-
bolic system with a strongly uniform and uniquely readable construction sequence
(Wn (T ))n∈N which implies its ergodicity. This will be done in such a way that
Wn(T ) is entirely determined by T ∩ {σm : m ≤ n}, which, by Fact 17 guaran-
tees continuity of Ψ (see Proposition 20 in [FRW11] for details). (Alternatively, in
the cutting-and-stacking model, the nth tower is determined by T ∩ {σm : m ≤ n},
and this implies that Ψ is continuous.) Related to the structure of the tree we also
specify equivalence relations Qns (T ) on the collectionsWn(T ) of n-words and group
actions on the equivalence classes in Wn(T )/Qns (T ) as in [FRW11]. These specifi-
cations will allow us to prove in Section 5 that Ψ(T ) and Ψ(T )−1 are isomorphic
if the tree T has an infinite branch.

The harder part is to show that Ψ(T ) and Ψ(T )−1 are not Kakutani equivalent
if the tree T does not have an infinite branch. For this purpose, we build the n-
words in our construction sequence using specific patterns of blocks (that we call
Feldman patterns) which originate from Feldman’s first example of an ergodic zero-
entropy automorphism that is not loosely Bernoulli [Fe76]. As observed in [ORW82],
different Feldman patterns cannot be matched well in f even after a finite coding.
We introduce these patterns in detail in Section 6. In our construction of n-words

15



we apply them repeatedly by substituting Feldman patterns of finer equivalence
classes into Feldman patterns of coarser classes. We present such a substitution
step in general in Section 7, and then use it in an iterative way to construct the
collectionWn(T ) of n-words in Section 8. There we also verify thatWn(T ) satisfies
the aforementioned specifications. Finally, using techniques from [ORW82] based
on the structure of Feldman patterns, we show in Section 9 that Ψ(T ) and Ψ(T )−1

cannot be Kakutani equivalent if the tree T does not have an infinite branch. In
the analysis of possible finite codes we face the additional challenge that we do not
know the precise words being coded, only their equivalence classes.

We transfer the results to the setting of diffeomorphisms in Section 10 and give
an outline of this proof at the beginning of that section.

4. The Setup

We present a general setup of our construction. It is very similar to the one in
[FRW11, Section 4] with a few minor changes (for example, specification (Q4) and
our specifications on the group actions).

4.1. General properties of our construction. For each n ∈ N with σn ∈ T we
construct a set of wordsWn =Wn(T ) in the basic alphabet Σ = {1, . . . , 212} which
depend only on T ∩ {σm : m ≤ n}. To start we set W0 = Σ.

(E1) All words in Wn have the same length hn and the cardinality |Wn| is a
power of 2.

(E2) If σm and σn are consecutive elements of T , then every word inWn is built
by concatenating words in Wm. There is fm ∈ Z+ such that every word in
Wm occurs in each word of Wn exactly fm times. The number fm will be
a product of p2

n and powers of 2, where pn is a large prime number chosen
when σn is considered.

(E3) If σm and σn are consecutive elements of T , w = w1 . . . whn/hm ∈ Wn and
w′ = w′1 . . . w

′
hn/hm

∈ Wn, where wi, w′i ∈ Wm, then for any k ≥ bhn/hm2 c
and 1 ≤ i ≤ hn

hm
− k, we have wi+1 . . . wi+k 6= w′1 . . . w

′
k.

Remark 26. In particular, these specifications say that {Wn : σn ∈ T } is a uniquely
readable and strongly uniform construction sequence for an odometer-based system.
Hence, the corresponding symbolic system K has a unique non-atomic ergodic shift-
invariant measure ν by Fact 5.

4.2. Equivalence relations and canonical factors. Related to the structure of
the tree we will specify, for each s ≤ s(n), an equivalence relation Qns on our words
Wn. We write Qns for the number of equivalence classes in Qns and enumerate the
classes by

{
c
(n,s)
j : j = 1, . . . , Qns

}
. In the construction of the factor Ks described

in 4.2.2, we will identify Wn/Qns with an alphabet denoted by (Wn/Qns )
∗ of Qns

symbols {1, . . . , Qns }.
Each equivalence relation Qns will induce an equivalence relation on rev(Wn),

which we will also call Qns , as follows: rev(w), rev(w′) ∈ rev(Wn) are equivalent
with respect to Qns if and only if w,w′ ∈ Wn are equivalent with respect to Qns .

To state the specifications on our equivalence relations we recall some general
notions.

Definition 27. Let X be a set and let Q and R be equivalence relations on X.
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• We write R ⊆ Q and say that R refines Q if considered as sets of ordered
pairs we have R ⊆ Q.

• We define the product equivalence relation Qn onXn by setting x0 . . . xn−1 ∼
x′0 . . . x

′
n−1 if and only if xi ∼ x′i for all i = 0, . . . , n− 1.

Our equivalence relations will satisfy the following specifications. Let (εn)n∈N
be a decreasing sequence of positive numbers such that

(4.1)
∑
n∈N

εn <∞.

To start, we letQ0
0 be the equivalence relation onW0 = Σ which has one equivalence

class, that is, any two elements of Σ are equivalent.
(Q4) Suppose that n = M(s). There is a specific number Js(n),n ∈ Z+ such that

each word in wn ∈ Wn is a concatenation wn = wn,1 . . . wn,J of J = Js(n),n

strings of equal length. Then any two words in the same Qns class agree
with each other except possibly on initial or final strings of length at most
εn
2

hn
Js(n),n

on the segments wn,i for i = 1, . . . , Js(n),n.
(Q5) For n ≥M(s) + 1 we can consider words in Wn as concatenations of words

from WM(s) and define Qns as the product equivalence relation of QM(s)
s .

(Q6) Qns+1 refines Qns and each Qns class contains 24e(n) many Qns+1 classes.

Remark. By (Q5) we can view Wn/Qns as sequences of elements WM(s)/Q
M(s)
s

and similarly for rev(Wn)/Qns . In particular, it follows that Qn0 is the equivalence
relation on Wn which has one equivalence class. Moreover, it allows us to regard
elements in Wn/Qns for n ≥ M(s) + 1 as sequences of symbols in the alphabet(
WM(s)/Q

M(s)
s

)∗
.

Remark. In case that the exponent is not relevant we will refer to the Qns as Qs.
For u ∈ Wn we write [u]s for its Qns class.

As in [FRW11, section 5] these specifications are sufficient to describe a canonical
tower of factors. For this purpose, we consider the symbolic shift K ⊂ ΣZ with
measure ν corresponding to Ψ(T ) for a fixed T ∈ Trees.

4.2.1. The odometer factor. We start by describing an odometer factor of our trans-
formation which will turn out to be the Kronecker factor and will determine a
natural “timing mechanism” to detect blocks.

Suppose that σm and σn withm < n are consecutive members of T and let x ∈ K.
By unique readability there are unique w,w′ ∈ Wn and k ∈ {0, . . . , hn − 1} such
that x � [−k,−k+2hn−1] = ww′. We call the interval of integers [−k,−k+hn−1]
the n-block of x containing 0.

If the m-block of x containing 0 is given by [−k′,−k′ + hm − 1], then there is a
unique π(x, n) such that k′ = −k + π(x, n)hm. We can view π(x, n) as an element
in Zhn/hm and we define

π0 : K→
∏{

Zhn/hm : σm and σn are successive elements of T
}
,

by π0(x) = (π(x, n))σn∈T . Since π(sh(x), ·) is obtained from π(x, ·) by adding 1̄ =
(1, 0, 0, . . . ) in the odometerOT :=

∏{
Zhn/hm : σm and σn are successive elements of T

}
,

we denote the corresponding odometer transformation by OT and collect the fol-
lowing properties (see [FRW11, Lemma 22]).
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Lemma 28. The map π0 is a factor map from Ψ(T ) to OT . If p > 2 is a prime
number, then e2πi/p is an eigenvalue of the unitary operator associated with OT if
and only if p = pn for some n with σn ∈ T .

By the analogous procedure one associates the same odometer transformation
OT to K−1 and we let π∗0 : K−1 →

∏
Zhn/hm be the analogous map. We note that

π∗0(rev(x)) = i(π0(x)) for the involution i of OT given by i(x) = −x.

4.2.2. The canonical factors. Now we define a canonical sequence of invariant sub-
σ-algebras of the algebra B(K) of measurable subsets of K.

We let K0 be the odometer factor OT introduced above. For each s ≥ 1 a typ-
ical x ∈ K gives a bi-infinite sequence of the classes

{
c
(M(s),s)
j : j = 1, . . . , Q

M(s)
s

}
in QM(s)

s which yields a shift-equivariant map from K to
{

1, . . . , Q
M(s)
s

}Z
. To be

more precise, we define a map π̃s : K→
{

1, . . . , Q
M(s)
s

}
=
(
WM(s)/Q

M(s)
s

)∗
which

assigns to a x ∈ K the letter j if the word w ∈ WM(s) on the M(s)-block of x con-
taining the position 0 satisfies [w]s = c

(M(s),s)
j . Hereby, we define a shift-equivariant

map πs : K → Ks :=
{

1, . . . , Q
M(s)
s

}Z
by letting πs(x) =

(
π̃s(sh

k(x))
)
k∈Z . There

is an analogous map from rev(K) to rev(Ks) that we also denote by πs.
Next, we describe a convenient base for the topology on Ks: For n ≥ M(s),

w ∈ Wn and 0 ≤ k < hn, we let 〈[w]s, k〉 be the collection of (x, y) ∈ Ks such
that the position 0 is at the k-th place in the n-block B of x containing 0 and

if v ∈
{

1, . . . , Q
M(s)
s

}hn
is the word in x at the block B, then v is the sequence

of QM(s)
s classes given by [w]s. Then the collection of those 〈[w]s, k〉 for σn ∈ T ,

w ∈ Wn and 0 ≤ k < hn forms a basis for the topology of Ks consisting of clopen
sets. In particular, for m = M(s) a word w ∈ Wm gives a word of length hm in

our alphabet
(
WM(s)/Q

M(s)
s

)∗
that is the repetition of the same letter. We denote

the collection of these words by (Wm)
∗
s. Then for n > m = M(s) with σn ∈ T

each word in Wn is a concatenation of hn
hm

words in Wm by specification (E2) and,
thus, determines a sequence of hn

hm
many elements of (Wm)

∗
s. We let (Wn)

∗
s be the

collection of words in the alphabet
(
WM(s)/Q

M(s)
s

)∗
arising this way. Then the

sequence ((Wn)∗s)n≥M(s) gives a well-defined odometer-based construction sequence

for Ks in the alphabet
(
WM(s)/Q

M(s)
s

)∗
.

We also define the measure νs := π∗sν on Ks. To be more explicit, with the aid
of specifications (E2) and (Q6) we see that νs(〈[w]s, k〉) = 1

hnQns
for any w ∈ Wn

and 0 ≤ k < hn.
Finally, we let H0 be the shift-invariant sub-σ-algebra of the B(K) generated by

the collection of π−1
0 (B), where B is a basic open set in OT , and we let Hs be the

shift-invariant sub-σ-algebra of the B(K) generated by the collection of π−1
s (B),

where B is a basic open set in Ks. Then Hs is the sub-σ-algebra determined by
the factor map πs.

Since the equivalence relation QM(s+1)
s+1 refines

(
QM(s)
s

)hM(s+1)/hM(s)

by specifi-
cations (E2) and (Q6), we have Hs+1 ⊇ Hs and a continuous factor map πs+1,s :
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Ks+1 → Ks. To express this one explicitly, we note that a Z-sequence of QM(s+1)
s+1

classes determines a sequence of QM(s)
s classes, because a QM(s+1)

s+1 class is contained
in a QM(s+1)

s class which is a hM(s+1)/hM(s)-tuple of QM(s)
s classes. Analogously

we define a map from rev(Ks+1) to rev(Ks) that we also denote by πs+1,s.
In analogy with [FRW11, Proposition 23] we can prove the following statement

making use of specification (Q4).

Lemma 29. B (K) is the smallest invariant σ-algebra that contains
⋃
sHs.

Proof. It suffices to show that for any m ∈ N and any u ∈ Wm the basic open set
〈u〉 ⊆ K can be approximated arbitrarily well in measure by elements of

⋃
sHs.

For this purpose, we fix ε > 0 and choose n > m such that n = M(s) for some
s ∈ N and εn + 2

hmJs(n),n

hn
< ε. Then we let G ⊂ K be the collection of x such that

within the n-word wn ∈ Wn located at the n-block of x containing the position 0,
x(0) is not among the first or last

(
εn
2 +

hmJs(n),n

hn

)
hn

Js(n),n
= εn

2
hn

Js(n),n
+ hm letters

of one of the Js(n),n many segments wn,i in specification (Q4), that is, x(0) belongs
to one of the center segments. By the ergodic theorem and our assumption on n
the measure of G is at least 1− ε.

Now let x ∈ G∩〈u〉 and let w ∈ Wn be located at the n-block B = [−k,−k+hn)

of x containing 0. If c(n,s)j is the QM(s)
s class of w, then

sh−k(x) ∈ π−1
s

(〈
c
(n,s)
j , 0

〉)
⊆ sh−k (〈u〉)

by specification (Q4). Hence, G ∩ 〈u〉 is a union of shifts of sets of the form
π−1
s

(〈
c
(n,s)
j , 0

〉)
lying in Hs. �

As in the proof above, for n = M(s), the set Ln of x such that within the n-word
wn ∈ Wn located at the n-block of x containing the position 0 we have that x(0) is
among the first or last εn

2
hn

Js(n),n
letters of one of the Js(n),n many segments wn,i in

specification (Q4), has measure εn. Let L be the collection of x ∈ K such that for
all large s, if n = M(s) then x does not belong to Ln, that is, x(0) is not among
the first or last εn

2
hn

Js(n),n
letters of one of the Js(n),n many segments wn,i within the

n-word wn ∈ Wn located at the n-block of x containing the position 0. Then L has
measure one by equation (4.1) and the Borel-Cantelli Lemma.

We collect the following properties as in Propositions 24 and 25 of [FRW11].

Lemma 30. (1) For all x 6= y belonging to L, there is an open set S ∈
⋃
sHs

such that x ∈ S and y /∈ S.
(2) For all s ≥ 1, Hs is a strict subalgebra of Hs+1. Moreover, if {νx : x ∈ Ks}

is the disintegration of νs+1 over νs, then for νs-a.e. x the measure νx is
nonatomic.

4.3. Groups of involutions. To approximate conjugacies we will use groups as-
sociated to trees as in [FRW11]. These groups will be direct sums of Z2 = Z/2Z
and are called groups of involutions.

If G is a group of involutions and B = {ri : i ∈ I} is a distinguished basis (that
is, a particular choice of basis for G considered as a vector space over Z2), then we
call the elements ri ∈ B canonical generators and we have a well-defined notion of
parity for elements in G: an element g ∈ G is called even if it can be written as
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the sum of an even number of elements in B. Otherwise, it is called odd. Parity
is preserved under homomorphisms sending the canonical generators of one group
to the canonical generators of the other. Moreover, for an inverse limit system
of groups of involutions {Gs : s ∈ Z+} (where each group has a set of canonical
generators) with parity-preserving homomorphisms ρt,s : Gt → Gs for 0 < s < t,
the elements of the inverse limit lim←−Gs have a well-defined parity.

For a tree T ⊂ NN we assign to each level s > 0 a group of involutions Gs (T )
by taking a sum of copies of Z2 indexed by the nodes of T at level s. Let

Gs(T ) =
∑

τ∈T , lh(τ)=s

(Z2)τ .

Each node of T at level s corresponds to an element of Gs(T ) that is 1 in the copy
of Z2 for that node and 0 in the other copies of Z2. We also define G0(T ) to be
the trivial group. For levels 0 < s < t of T we have a canonical homomorphism
ρt,s : Gt (T )→ Gs (T ) that sends a generator τ of Gt (T ) to the unique generator σ
of Gs (T ) that is an initial segment of τ . The map ρt,0 is the trivial homomorphism
ρt,0 : Gt(T ) → G0(T ) = {0}. We denote the inverse limit of 〈Gs (T ) , ρt,s : s < t〉
by G∞ (T ) and we let ρs : G∞ (T )→ Gs (T ) be the projection map.

Since there is a one-to-one correspondence between the infinite branches of T
and infinite sequences (gs)s∈Z+ of generators gs ∈ Gs (T ) with ρt,s (gt) = gs for
t > s > 0, we obtain the following characterization.

Fact 31. Let T ⊂ NN be a tree. Then G∞ (T ) has a nonidentity element of odd
parity if and only if T is ill-founded (that is, T has an infinite branch).

In order to make the elements of G∞ (T ) correspond to conjugacies, we will
build symmetries into our construction using the following finite approximations to
G∞ (T ). We let Gn0 (T ) be the trivial group and for s > 0 we let

Gns (T ) =
∑

(Z2)τ where the sum is taken over τ ∈ T ∩{σm : m ≤ n} , lh(τ) = s.

When T is clear from the context, we will frequently write Gns . We also introduce
the finite approximations ρ(n)

t,s : Gnt (T )→ Gns (T ) to the canonical homomorphisms.
During the course of construction we will consider group actions of Gns on our

quotient spaces Wn/Qns . Here, we will need to control systems of such group
actions on the refining equivalence relations. For that purpose, the following general
definitions will prove useful.

Definition 32. Suppose

• Q and R are equivalence relations on a set X with R refining Q,
• G and H are groups with G acting on X/Q and H acting on X/R,
• ρ : H → G is a homomorphism.

Then we say that the H action is subordinate to the G action if for all x ∈ X,
whenever [x]R ⊂ [x]Q we have h[x]R ⊂ ρ(h)[x]Q.

Definition 33. If G acts on X, then the canonical diagonal action of G on Xn is
defined by

g (x0x1 . . . xn−1) = gx0 gx1 . . . gxn−1 for any g ∈ G.
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If G is a group of involutions with a collection of canonical generators, then we
define the skew diagonal action on Xn by setting

g (x0x1 . . . xn−1) =

{
gx0 gx1 . . . gxn−1, if g ∈ G is of even parity,
gxn−1 gxn−2 . . . gx0, if g ∈ G is of odd parity.

Remark. Recalling the notion of a product equivalence relation from Definition 27
we can identify Xn/Qn with (X/Q)

n in an obvious way. Then we can also extend
an action of G on X/Q to the diagonal or skew diagonal actions on (X/Q)

n in a
straightforward way.

To extend our group actions we will use the following extension lemma from
[FRW11, Lemma 46].

Lemma 34. Let X be a set and R ⊆ Q be equivalence relations on X. Suppose
that

• ρ : H → G× Z2 is a homomorphism,
• G× Z2 acts on X/Q,
• H acts on X/R by a free action subordinate to the G×Z2 action on X/Q,
• if H1 = {h ∈ H : ρ(h) = (0, i), i ∈ {0, 1}}, then every orbit of the Z2 factor
of G× Z2 contains an even number of H1 orbits.

Then there is a free action of H ×Z2 on X/R subordinate to the G×Z2 action via
the map ρ′(h, i) = ρ(h) + (0, i).

We now list specifications on the group actions.
(A7) Gns acts freely on Wn/Qns and the Gns action is subordinate to the Gns−1

action on Wn/Qns−1 via the canonical homomorphism ρ
(n)
s,s−1 : Gns → Gns−1.

(A8) Suppose M(s) < n, σm and σn are consecutive elements of T and we view
Gns = Gms ⊕H. Then the action of Gms onWm/Qms is extended to an action
on Wn/Qns by the skew diagonal action.

Remark 35. In particular, in the above situation withM(s) < n and σm, σn consec-
utive elements of T both specifications together yield that Wn/Qns is closed under
the skew diagonal action by Gms . Clearly, this also holds if we view each element

in Wn/Qns as a sequence in the alphabet
(
WM(s)/Q

M(s)
s

)∗
.

5. Infinite branches give isomorphisms

As in [FRW11] the specifications on our transformations stated in the previous
section suffice to build an isomorphism between Ψ(T ) and Ψ(T )−1 in case that the
tree T has an infinite branch.

Lemma 36. Let s ∈ N and g ∈ Gms for some m ∈ N. Suppose that g has odd par-
ity. Then there is a shift-equivariant isomorphism ηg : Ks → rev(Ks) canonically
associated to g as in (5.1).

Moreover, if s′ > s and g′ ∈ Gns′ for some n ≥ m with ρs′,s(g
′) = g, then

πs′,s ◦ ηg′ = ηg ◦ πs′,s.

Proof. We recall from Section 4.2 that ((Wm)∗s)m≥M(s) defines a construction se-
quence for Ks. Similarly, (rev ((Wm)∗s))m≥M(s) is a construction sequence for
rev(Ks). For n > m there is K ∈ N such that we can write any element [w]∗s ∈
(Wn)∗s as [w]∗s = [w0]∗s[w1]∗s . . . [wK−1]∗s with [wi]

∗
s ∈ (Wm)∗s for i = 0, . . . ,K − 1.
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By specification (A8) the group action is given by the skew diagonal action and,
hence, we have

g ([w0]∗s[w1]∗s . . . [wK−1]∗s) = g[wK−1]∗sg[wK−2]∗s . . . g[w0]∗s.

As pointed out in Remark 35, (Wn)∗s is closed under the skew diagonal action. Thus
g[wK−1]∗sg[wK−2]∗s . . . g[w0]∗s ∈ (Wn)∗s, which implies g[w0]∗sg[w1]∗s . . . g[wK−1]∗s ∈
rev ((Wn)∗s). Hence the map

(5.1) [w0]∗s[w1]∗s . . . [wK−1]∗s 7→ g[w0]∗sg[w1]∗s . . . g[wK−1]∗s

is an invertible map from the construction sequence for Ks to the construction
sequence for rev(Ks). It can also be interpreted as a shift-equivariant map from
cylinder sets in Ks to cylinder sets located in the same position in rev(Ks). This
yields the isomorphism in the first assertion.

The second assertion follows from specification (A7), which says that the action
by g′ is subordinate to the action by g via the homomorphism ρs′,s. �

Definition 37. Let s ∈ N and g ∈ Gms for some m ∈ N. Suppose that g has
odd parity. Then g yields a shift-equivariant isomorphism ηg : Ks → rev(Ks) as in
Lemma 36. For every n ≥ m it also induces a map Wn/Qns → rev(Wn)/Qns that
we denote by ηg as well.

In the following we call a sequence of isomorphisms ζs between Ks and rev(Ks)
coherent if πs+1,s ◦ ζs+1 = ζs ◦ πs+1,s for every s ∈ N.

Lemma 38. Let (ζs)s∈N be a coherent sequence of isomorphisms between Ks and
rev(Ks). Then there is an isomorphism ζ : K → rev(K) such that πs ◦ ζ = ζs ◦ πs
for every s ∈ N.

Proof. Since the isomorphisms ζs cohere, their inverse limit defines a measure-
preserving isomorphism between the subalgebra of B (K) generated by

⋃
sHs and

the subalgebra of B (rev(K)) generated by
⋃
s rev(Hs). By Lemma 29 this extends

uniquely to a measure-preserving isomorphism ζ̃ between B (K) and B (rev(K)).
Then by part (1) of Lemma 30 we can find sets D ⊂ K, D′ ⊂ rev(K) of measure
zero such that ζ̃ determines a shift-equivariant isomorphism ζ between K \D and
rev(K) \D′. �

Now we are ready to prove the first half of Proposition 23.

Proof of part (1) in Proposition 23. Suppose that T ∈ Trees has an infinite branch.
Then G∞(T ) has an element g of odd parity according to Fact 31. By Lemma 36 we
obtain a coherent sequence of isomorphisms ζs := ηρs(g) between Ks and rev(Ks).
Hence, Lemma 38 yields an isomorphism between K and rev(K). Since rev(K) is
isomorphic to K−1, we conclude that K ∼= K−1. �

6. Feldman Patterns

In [Fe76] Feldman constructed the first example of an ergodic zero-entropy auto-
morphism that is not loosely Bernoulli. The construction is based on the idea that
no pair of the following strings

abababab

aabbaabb

aaaabbbb
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can be matched very well. In our construction we will concatenate variants of his
blocks that we call Feldman patterns.

We start with an observation that follows along the lines of Lemma 6.5 and Re-
mark 6.6 in [GKpp], whose proofs were inspired by [Fe76, Theorem 4] and [ORW82,
Proposition 1.1, p.79].

Lemma 39. Suppose a1, a2, . . . , aN are distinct symbols in an alphabet Σ. Let
M,S, T, j, k ∈ Z+, S ≥ T , M ≥ j > k, and

Bk =
(
aTN

2k

1 aTN
2k

2 . . . aTN
2k

N

)N2(M+1−k)

, Bj =
(
aSN

2j

1 aSN
2j

2 . . . aSN
2j

N

)N2(M+1−j)

.

Suppose B and B are strings of consecutive symbols in Bj and Bk, respectively,
where |B| ≥ SN2M+2. Assume that N ≥ 20. Then

f(B,B) > 1− 4√
N
.

Proof. By removing fewer than 2SN2j symbols from the beginning and end of B, we
can decompose the remaining part of B into strings C1, C2, . . . , Cr each of the form
aSN

2j

i . Since 2SN2j ≤ 2 |B|+|B|N2 , it follows from Fact 9 that removing these symbols
increases the f distance between B and B by less than 4

N2 . Let C1, C2, . . . , Cr
be the decomposition of B into substrings corresponding to C1, C2, . . . , Cr under a
best possible match between C1C2 · · ·Cr and B.

Let i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r}.
Case 1. |Ci| < 3

2
√
N
|Ci|. Then by Fact 11, f(Ci, Ci) > 1− 3√

N
.

Case 2. |Ci| ≥ 3
2
√
N
|Ci| = 3

2SN
2j−(1/2). The length of a cycle aTN

2k

1 aTN
2k

2 · · · aTN2k

N

in Bk is at most TN2j−1. Therefore Ci contains at least b 3
√
N

2 c−1 >
√
N

complete cycles. Thus deleting any partial cycles at the beginning and
end of Ci would increase the f distance between Ci and Ci by less than

2√
N
. On the rest of Ci, only 1

N of the symbols can match the symbol in
Ci. Thus f(Ci, Ci) > 1− 2√

N
− 2

N > 1− 3√
N
.

Therefore, by Fact 10, f(C1C2 · · ·Cr, C1, C2 · · · , Cr) > 1− 3√
N
. Hence f(B,B) >

1− 3√
N
− 4

N2 > 1− 4√
N
. �

Let T,N,M ∈ Z+. A (T,N,M)-Feldman pattern in building blocks A1, . . . , AN
of equal length L is one of the strings B1, . . . , BM that are defined by

B1 =
(
ATN

2

1 ATN
2

2 . . . ATN
2

N

)N2M

B2 =
(
ATN

4

1 ATN
4

2 . . . ATN
4

N

)N2M−2

...
...

BM =
(
ATN

2M

1 ATN
2M

2 . . . ATN
2M

N

)N2

Thus N denotes the number of building blocks, M is the number of constructed
patterns, and TN2 gives the minimum number of consecutive occurrences of a
building block. We also note that each building block Ai, 1 ≤ i ≤ N , occurs
TN2M+2 many times in each pattern. Every block Bj , 1 ≤ j ≤M , has total length
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TN2M+3L. Moreover, we notice that Bj is built with N2(M+1−j) many so-called
cycles: Each cycle winds through all the N building blocks.

We conclude this analysis with a statement on the f -distance between different
(T,N,M)-Feldman patterns.

Proposition 40 (Distance between different Feldman patterns in f). Let N ≥ 20,
M ≥ 2, and Bj, 1 ≤ j ≤ M , be the (T,N,M)-Feldman patterns in the building
blocks A1, . . . , AN of equal length L. Assume that α ∈

(
0, 1

7

)
, R ≥ 2, and f(C,D) >

α, for all substrings C and D consisting of consecutive symbols from Ai1 and Ai2 ,
respectively, where i1 6= i2, with |C|, |D| ≥ L

R .
Then for all j, k ∈ {1, . . . ,M}, j 6= k, and all sequences B and B̄ of at least

TN2M+2L consecutive symbols from Bj and Bk, respectively, we have

(6.1) f
(
B, B̄

)
≥ α− 4√

N
− 1

R
.

Proof. Using Lemma 13 the statement follows from Lemma 39 with S = T . �

In our iterative construction process, that we present in Sections 7 and 8, we
substitute Feldman patterns of finer equivalence classes of words into Feldman
patterns of coarser classes. In Section 9 we need estimates on the f distance between
such different Feldman patterns of equivalence classes even under finite coding.
Since we do not know the precise words being coded but just their equivalence
classes, the following Coding Lemma will prove useful, especially in Lemma 62 and
Lemma 71.

Remark. The Coding Lemma below can be applied in the case A = Bk and B = Bj ,
where Bk and Bj are as in Lemma 39, with k 6= j, except in the definition of Bj ,
the ai’s are replaced by bi’s, and we assume T = S. In case j > k, each Λim in
the Coding Lemma is equal to N2(j−k)−1 cycles in Bk, and the permutations are
the identity, while Υim = bTN

2j

m . If k > j, each substring Λi1Λi2 · · ·ΛiN of Bk
actually consists of repetitions of a single symbol, and we again take Υim = bTN

2j

m .
The permutations in the Coding Lemma allow for the more general situation that
occurs in Lemma 45 and Remark 51.

Lemma 41 (Coding Lemma). Let B(i)
mj, 1 ≤ i ≤ z,1 ≤ m ≤ N, 1 ≤ j ≤ q, and Aij,

1 ≤ i ≤ z,1 ≤ j ≤ q, be blocks of symbols, with each block of length L. Assume q ≥
N > 216. Suppose R1 ≥ 2, α ∈ (0, 1/7), and for all substrings C and D consisting
of consecutive symbols in B

(i)
mj and B

(i′)
m′j′ , respectively, with |C|, |D| ≥ L/R1, we

have f(C,D) ≥ α if m 6= m′. For 1 ≤ i ≤ z, 1 ≤ m ≤ N, let Λim be a permutation
of the strings Ai1, Ai2, · · · , Aiq, and let Υim = B

(i)
m1B

(i)
m2 · · ·B

(i)
mq. Let

A = Λ11Λ12 . . .Λ1NΛ21Λ22 · · ·Λ2N · · ·Λz1Λz2 · · ·ΛzN

and
B = Υ11Υ12 · · ·Υ1NΥ21Υ22 · · ·Υ2N · · ·Υz1Υz2 · · ·ΥzN .

Suppose R2 ≥ 2 and A,B are strings of consecutive symbols in A,B, respectively,
each of length at least zqNL/R2. Then

f(A,B) ≥ α
[

1

8
− 2

4
√
N

]
− 1

R1
− 4R2

z
.
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Proof. We begin by considering, instead of strings of symbols B(`)
mj and Aij , indi-

vidual symbols, b(`)mj , 1≤ ` ≤ z′′, 1 ≤ m ≤ N, 1≤ j ≤ q, such that b(`)mj 6= b
(`′)
m′j′ for

m 6= m′, and aij , 1 ≤ i ≤ z′, 1 ≤ j ≤ q. Let Aij be a permutation of ai1, ai2, . . . aiq
and let B(`)

m = b
(`)
m1b

(`)
m2 · · · b

(`)
mq for some 1 ≤ ` ≤ z′′. Let R3 = 4

√
N and R4 =

√
N. If

a substring Ai,j of Ai,j of length at least q/R3 and a substring B(`)

m of B(`)
m satisfy

f(Ai,j ,B
(`)

m ) ≤ 1/8, then at least 7/9 of the symbols in Aij are equal to a symbol
in {b(`)m1, b

(`)
m2, . . . , b

(`)
mq}. Then at least 7q/(9R3) symbols among ai1, ai2, . . . aiq are

elements of {b(`)m1, b
(`)
m2, . . . , b

(`)
mq}. This can happen for at most 9R3/7 values of m.

For the other values ofm, and all values of j and `, f(Aij ,B
(`)

m ) > 1/8. Now suppose
Ai and B(`) are substrings consisting of consecutive symbols in Ai1Ai2 · · · AiN , and
B(`)

1 B
(`)
2 · · · B

(`)
N , respectively, both of length at least qN/R4. Then there are at least

(N/R4)− 2 complete Aij ’s in Ai and at least (N/R4)− 2 complete B(`)
m ’s in B. By

Fact 9, if we remove the incomplete strings at the beginning and end of Ai and B(`)

we increase the f distance by at most 4R4/N.We apply Lemma 13 with α = 1/8 to
the resulting complete strings and then compensate by subtracting 4R4/N. Thus

f(Ai,B(`)) >
1

8

(
1− 9R3/7

(N/R4)− 2

)
− 1

R3
− 4R4

N
>

1

8
− 7/6

4
√
N
− 4√

N
=: β.

Therefore by Lemma 13,

(6.2) f(A1A2 · · · Az′ ,B(1)B(2) · · · B(z′′)) > β − 1

R4
.

Suppose A and B are as in the statement of the lemma. We will apply Lemma 13
again, now regarding A1A2 · · · Az′ and B(1)B(2) · · · B(z′′) as indices on the blocks in
A and B. By removing any incomplete sequence of blocks at the beginning and end
of A and B, we may assume that A consists of complete sequences Λi1Λi2 · · ·ΛiN
and B consists of complete sequences Υ`1Υ`2 · · ·Υ`N , thereby possibly increasing
the f distance by at most 4R2/z. By Lemma 13 and (6.2), f(A,B) > α(β− 1√

N
)−

1
R1
− 4R2

z > α( 1
8 −

2
4√
N

)− 1
R1
− 4R2

z . �

7. A General Substitution Step

In this section we describe a step in our iteration of substitutions in a very
general framework. The substitution will have the following initial data:

• An alphabet Σ and a collection of words X ⊂ Σh

• Equivalence relations P and R on X with R refining P
• Groups of involutions G and H with distinguished generators
• A homomorphism ρ : H → G that preserves the distinguished generators.

We denote the range of ρ by G′ and its kernel by H0 with cardinality
|H0| = 2t for some t ∈ N.

• A free G action on X/P and a free H action on X/R such that the H
action is subordinate to the G action via ρ. In particular, for each k ∈ Z+

the skew diagonal actions of G on (X/P)
k and H on (X/R)

k are defined.
• There are N different equivalence classes in X/P denoted by [Ai]P , i =

1, . . . , N , where N = 2ν+N ′ with N ′, ν ∈ N.
• Each equivalence class [Ai]P contains 24e elements of X/R, where e ∈ Z+

with e ≥ max(2, t). We subdivide these R classes into tuples as follows.
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Pick an arbitrary class [A1]P and take a set
{

[A1,1]R , . . . ,
[
A1,24e−t

]
R

}
of R classes in [A1]P that intersects each orbit of the H0 action exactly
once. This yields the first tuple

(
[A1,1]R , . . . ,

[
A1,24e−t

]
R

)
. Then we obtain

2t − 1 further tuples as the images
(
h [A1,1]R , . . . , h

[
A1,24e−t

]
R

)
for each

h ∈ H0 \ {id}. Hereby, we have divided the 24e elements of X/R in [A1]P
into 2t many tuples such that each tuple intersects each orbit of the H0

action exactly once and the tuples are images of each other under the action
by H0. In the next step, we choose one element h ∈ H in each of the H/H0

cosets and apply each such h to the tuples in [A1]P to obtain tuples in
ρ(h)[A1]P . If there are any [Aj ]P ’s that are not in theG′ orbit of [A1]P , then
we repeat the procedure for such a [Aj ]P , etc. Our procedure guarantees
that the choices of elements in theH0 orbits are consistent between different
[Ai]P equivalence classes, so that the action of H sends tuples to tuples.
Let the 2t tuples in [Ai]P be written as([

Ai,u24e−t+1

]
R , . . . ,

[
Ai,(u+1)24e−t

]
R

)
,

where u ∈ {0, . . . , 2t − 1}.
• For some R ≥ 2 and some α ∈

(
0, 1

8

)
we have

(7.1) f(A, Ā) ≥ α

for any substantial substrings A and Ā of at least h
R consecutive symbols in

any representatives of two different P-equivalence classes, that is, represen-
tatives of [Ai1,j1 ]R and [Ai2,j2 ]R for i1 6= i2 and any j1, j2 ∈

{
1, . . . , 24e

}
.

• For some β ∈ (0, α] we have

(7.2) f(A, Ā) ≥ β

for any substantial substrings A and Ā of at least h
R consecutive symbols

in any representatives of two different R-equivalence classes, that is, repre-
sentatives of [Ai,j1 ]R and [Ai,j2 ]R, respectively, for j1 6= j2.

Let K,T2 ∈ Z+ and R̃ ≥ 2 be given. The number R̃ will be used in Proposition 43
to quantify substantial R̃ substrings of newly constructed concatenations. Then in
Section 8 we specify the size of R̃ needed for the application of Proposition 43. We
also suppose that there are numbers M1, P, U1 ∈ Z+, where ν · (2M1 + 3) ≥ ν +N ′

and U1 is a multiple of 2t such that

(7.3) U1 ≥ 2R̃2.

Finally, let M2 ∈ Z+ with

(7.4) M2 ≥ K · P · U1 · 2ν·(2M1+3).

Hereby, we define the numbers

(7.5) T1 := T2 · 2(4e−t)·(2M2+3),

(7.6) U2 := U1 · 2ν·(2M1+3),

and

(7.7) k = U1 · T1 · 2ν·(2M1+3).

Note that k is a multiple of N by our assumption ν · (2M1 + 3) ≥ ν +N ′.
26



Suppose we have a collection Ω ⊂ (X/P)
k of cardinality |Ω| = P that satisfies

the following properties:
• Ω is closed under the skew diagonal action of G,
• each ω ∈ Ω is a different concatenation of U1 many different (T1, 2

ν ,M1)-
Feldman patterns as described in Section 6, each of which is constructed
out of a tuple consisting of 2ν many [Ai]P ,

• each [Ai]P ∈ X/P occurs exactly k
N times in each ω ∈ Ω.

Then we construct a collection S ⊂ (X/R)
k of substitution instances of Ω as follows.

(1) We start by choosing a set Υ ⊂ Ω that intersects each orbit of the action
by the group G′ exactly once.

(2) We construct a collection of M2 many different
(
T2, 2

4e−t,M2

)
-Feldman

patterns, where the tuple of building blocks is to be determined in step
(6). Note that each such pattern is constructed as a concatenation of
T22(4e−t)·(2M2+3) many building blocks in total which motivates the def-
inition of the number T1 from above.

(3) By assumption on Ω we can subdivide each element r ∈ Υ as a concatena-
tion of U12ν·(2M1+3) = U2 strings of the form [Ai]

T1

P and each i ∈ {1, . . . , N}
occurs exactly V := 1

NU2 many times in this decomposition.
(4) For each r ∈ Υ we choose K different sequences of U2 concatenations of

different
(
T2, 2

4e−t,M2

)
-Feldman patterns in ascending order from our col-

lection in the second step and enumerate the sequences by j ∈ {1, . . . ,K}.
We require that each of the constructed patterns appears at most once,
that is, we needed to construct at least |Υ| ·K ·U2 many different patterns
in that step. This explains the condition on the number M2 in equation
(7.4).

(5) We define a sequence ψ = (ψ1, . . . , ψV ) with V = 1
NU12ν·(2M1+3), by ψv =

u ∈ {0, . . . , 2t − 1}, where u ≡ v mod 2t. That is, the sequence ψ cycles
through the symbols in {0, . . . , 2t − 1} . Since U1 was chosen as a multiple
of 2t and 1

N 2ν·(2M1+3) ∈ Z by the assumption ν · (2M1 + 3) ≥ ν + N ′ ,
each symbol from {0, . . . , 2t − 1} occurs the same number V

2t of times in
the sequence ψ.

(6) Let r ∈ Υ and j ∈ {1, . . . ,K}, and write

r =
[
Ai(1)

]T1

P · · ·
[
Ai(`)

]T1

P · · ·
[
Ai(U2)

]T1

P ,

where i(1), . . . , i(U2) ∈ {1, . . . , N}. If i(`) = i0 and this is the mth occur-
rence of i0 in the sequence i(1), . . . , i(`) then we let u = ψm and substitute
a Feldman pattern built with the tuple([

Ai0,u24e−t+1

]
R , . . . ,

[
Ai0,(u+1)24e−t

]
R

)
into [Ai0 ]

T1

P . The Feldman pattern that is used is the `th pattern among
the U2 patterns previously chosen for the given r and j. We follow this
procedure for each ` = 1, . . . , U2 to obtain an element s ∈ (X/R)k. Let S be
the collection of such s ∈ (X/R)k obtained for all r ∈ Υ and j ∈ {1, . . . ,K}.

Using this collection S ⊂ (X/R)
k we define

Ω′ = HS.

Proposition 42. This collection Ω′ ⊂ (X/R)
k satisfies the following properties.
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Figure 7.1. Visualization of the substitution step.

(1) Ω′ is closed under the skew diagonal action by H.
(2) For each element in ω ∈ Ω there are K · |H0| many substitution instances

in Ω′.
(3) Each element of Ω′ contains each [Ai,j ]R the same number of times.

Proof. The first statement follows from the definition of Ω′ immediately. For part
(2) we recall that Υ ⊂ Ω was chosen to intersect each orbit of the action by the
group G′ exactly once and that for each element in Υ there areK many substitution
instances in S. To see the third part we use that all the [Ai]P ∈ X/P occurred
uniformly in each ω ∈ Ω. By construction of the sequence ψ in step (5) each tuple(
[Ai,a+1]R , . . . ,

[
Ai,a+24e−t

]
R

)
occurs the same number of times as building blocks

for
(
T2, 2

4e−t,M2

)
-Feldman patterns substituted into strings [Ai]

T1

P . Since Feldman
patterns are uniform in their building blocks, we conclude the third statement. �

In the following, we estimate the f distance of elements in Ω′ that are equivalent
with respect to the P product equivalence relation but are not R-equivalent. We
conclude that they are still approximately β apart from each other in f , where β
is as in (7.2). The f distance for strings of symbols in ΣR will be denoted fΣR .
When there is no subscript on the f , it is understood that the alphabet is Σ.

Proposition 43. Let ω′1 and ω′2 be two different substitution instances in Ω′ of an
element ω ∈ Ω. We consider ω′1, ω′2 ∈ Ω′ ⊂ (X/R)

k as strings of length k in the
alphabet ΣR :=

{
[Ai,j ]R : 1 ≤ i ≤ N, 1 ≤ j ≤ 24e

}
. Then we have

(7.8) fΣR

(
W ′,W

′)
> 1− 4

2e
− 1

R̃

for any substrings W ′ and W
′
of at least k/R̃ consecutive ΣR-symbols from ω′1 and

ω′2, respectively.
Moreover, we have

(7.9) f
(
V, V

)
> β − 1

R
− 4

2e
− 1

R̃
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for any substrings V , V of at least kh/R̃ consecutive symbols in any representatives
W1 and W2 of ω′1 and ω′2, respectively, in the alphabet Σ.

Proof. Let W ′ and W
′
be any substrings of at least k/R̃ consecutive ΣR-symbols

from ω′1 and ω′2, respectively. We subdivide both strings into sequences com-
ing from the

(
T2, 2

4e−t,M2

)
-Feldman patterns and we recall that their length is

T22(4e−t)·(2M2+3) = T1. By adding fewer than 2T1 many ΣR-symbols to each of W ′

and W
′
we can complete partial patterns at the beginning and end. Let W ′aug and

W
′
aug be the augmented W ′ and W

′
strings obtained in this way. By Fact 9 and

condition (7.3) we have
(7.10)

fΣR

(
W ′,W

′)
> fΣR

(
W ′aug,W

′
aug

)
− 2R̃

U12v·(2M1+3)
> fΣR

(
W ′aug,W

′
aug

)
− 1

R̃
.

We write W ′aug and W
′
aug as

W ′aug = P
(p1,a1,k1)
1 . . . P (ps,as,ks)

s , W
′
aug = P

(q1,b1,l1)

1 . . . P
(qt,bt,lt)

t ,

where P
(pi,ai,ki)
i , 1 ≤ i ≤ s, as well as P

(qj ,bj ,lj)

j , 1 ≤ j ≤ t, are complete(
T2, 2

4e−t,M2

)
-Feldman patterns in the ΣR-alphabet and the superscripts pi, qj ∈

{1, . . . ,M2} indicate which pattern structure is used. Moreover, the other su-
perscripts identify the building blocks. Here, ai, bj ∈ {1, . . . , N} refer to the P-
equivalence class of the building blocks and ki, lj ∈

{
1, . . . , 24e−t} refer to the tuple

of R-equivalence classes of building blocks. If we apply Lemma 39 with S = T = T2

and N replaced by 24e−t, we obtain

(7.11) fΣR

(
P, P

){= 1, if (ai, ki) 6= (bj , lj)

> 1− 4
22e−0.5t , if (ai, ki) = (bj , lj) and pi 6= qj

for any sequences P and P of at least T1

24e−t = T22(4e−t)·(2M2+2) consecutive ΣR-

symbols in P (pi,ai,ki)
i and P

(qj ,bj ,lj)

j , respectively.
We examine the two possible cases: ω′1 and ω′2 have disjoint H orbits (case 1)

or ω′1 = hω′2 for some h ∈ H0 (case 2). From the construction we recall that in the
first case all occurring

(
T2, 2

4e−t,M2

)
-Feldman patterns in ω′1 and ω′2 are different

from each other. To investigate the second case we recall that a tuple of building
blocks is mapped to a different tuple under the action of an element h ∈ H0. Hence,
identical Feldman patterns in ω′1 = hω′2 and ω′2 have different tuples of building
blocks.

In both cases we consider a best possible f match between W ′aug and W
′
aug.

To simplify notation we ignore the superscripts of the occurring
(
T2, 2

4e−t,M2

)
-

Feldman patterns. We denote the string in W
′
aug matched with Pi by P̃i. If

|P̃i| < T1

2e or |P̃i| > 2eT1, then

(7.12) fΣR

(
Pi, P̃i

)
> 1− 2

2e
.

Otherwise, we subdivide P̃i into the strings coming from the Feldman patterns in
W
′
aug and we denote the part of P̃i belonging to P j by P̃i,j . Note that there are at

most 2e + 2 many j’s with nonempty P̃i,j due to |P̃i| ≤ 2eT1. In the following we
ignore all P̃i,j of length |P̃i,j | < T1

22e . Hereby, we omit at most 2T1

22e many symbols
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from P̃i. We denote the remaining P̃i string by P̃i,red and we obtain from Fact 9
that

(7.13) fΣR

(
Pi, P̃i

)
> fΣR

(
Pi, P̃i,red

)
− 2

22e
.

For all the remaining j’s with |P̃i,j | ≥ T1

22e the corresponding string in Pi under the
matching is called Pi,j . If |Pi,j | < T1

24e−t , then

fΣR

(
Pi,j , P̃i,j

)
> 1− 2|Pi,j |

|P̃i,j |+ |Pi,j |
= 1− 2

|P̃i,j |
|Pi,j | + 1

> 1− 2

2e
.

Otherwise, we use the estimates from formula (7.11). This yields

fΣR

(
Pi, P̃i

)
> 1− 2

2e
− 2

22e
≥ 1− 3

2e

by equation (7.13). Combining this with equation (7.12), we obtain

(7.14) fΣR

(
W ′aug,W

′
aug

)
> 1− 4

2e
.

With the aid of equation (7.10) we finish the proof of (7.8).
Now we turn to the proof of (7.9) in the alphabet Σ. We treat Vaug and V aug as

concatenations of complete
(
T2, 2

4e−t,M2

)
-Feldman patterns by adding fewer than

2T1h many Σ-symbols to complete partial patterns at the beginning and end of V
and V . Note that Vaug and V aug correspond to some W ′aug and W

′
aug in the ΣR-

alphabet of the same type as above. By Lemma 13, with f ≥ 1− 4
2e coming from

equation (7.14), and our assumptions from equations (7.1) and (7.2), we obtain

f
(
Vaug, V aug

)
>

(
1− 4

2e

)
· β − 1

R
> β − 1

R
− 4

2e
.

Finally, we conclude (7.9) with the aid of Fact 9 and equation (7.3). �

8. The Construction Process

To construct the map Ψ : Trees → E we must build a construction sequence
(Wn (T ))n∈N satisfying our specifications for each T ∈ Trees. Moreover, this has
to be done in such a way that Wn (T ) is entirely determined by T ∩ {σm : m ≤ n},
that is,

if T ∩ {σm : m ≤ n} = T ′ ∩ {σm : m ≤ n} ,
then for all m ≤ n : Wm (T ) =Wm(T ′),

(8.1)

and we guarantee the continuity of our map Ψ : Trees→ E by Fact 17. Therefore,
we follow [FRW11] to organize our construction: For each n and for each subtree
S ⊆ {σm : m ≤ n} and each σm ∈ S we build Wm (S). By induction we want
to pass from stage n − 1 to stage n. So, we assume that we have constructed
(Wm (S))σm∈S , (Qm(S))σm∈S , and the action of (Gms (S))σm∈S for each subtree S ⊆
{σm : m ≤ n− 1}. In the inductive step, we now have to construct (Wm (S))σm∈S
for each subtree S ⊆ {σm : m ≤ n}.

Obviously, for those subtrees S with σn /∈ S there is nothing to do. So, we have
to work on the finitely many subtrees S with σn ∈ S. We list those in arbitrary
manner as {S1, . . . ,SE}. Assume that T is the e-th subtree on this list and that we
have constructed the collections Wn (Si) of n-words for all i ∈ {1, . . . , e− 1}. Let
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P be the collection of prime numbers occurring in the prime factorization of any of
the lengths of the words that we have constructed so far.1

We want to construct Wn (T ), Qns (T ), and the action of Gns (T ), which we
abbreviate byWn, Qns , and Gns , respectively. For that purpose, let m be the largest
number less than n such that σm ∈ T . Ifm = 0 we haveW0 = Σ =

{
1, . . . , 212

}
(see

Remark 54 for comments on this base case) and form > 0 our induction assumption
says that we haveWm =Wm (T ), Qms = Qms (T ), and Gms = Gms (T ) satisfying our
specifications. Furthermore, there are 1

8 > α1,m > · · · > αs(m),m > βm > 0 and a
positive integer Rm with

(8.2) Rm ≥
9

βm

such that the following assumptions on f distances hold:
• For every s ∈ {1, . . . , s(m)} we have

(8.3) f (W,W ′) > αs,m

on any substrings W and W ′ of at least hm
Rm

consecutive symbols in any
words w,w′ ∈ Wm with [w]s 6= [w′]s.

• We have

(8.4) f (W,W ′) > βm

on any substrings W and W ′ of at least hm
Rm

consecutive symbols in any
words w,w′ ∈ Wm with w 6= w′.

We start the construction in stage n by choosing a prime number pn larger than
the maximum of P and satisfying

(8.5) pn > max

(
4Rm, 2

n,
1

εn

)
,

where we recall the definition of the sequence (εn)n∈N from (4.1). Then we choose
an integer Rn such that

(8.6) Rn ≥
40pn
βm

Moreover, we choose the integer e(n) > e(m) sufficiently large such that

(8.7) 2e(n) > max

(
10Rn, max

s≤s(n)
|Gns |

)
.

In the two possible cases s(n) = s(m) and s(n) = s(m) + 1 we now present the
construction of n-words out of m-words as well as the extension of Gms actions to
Gns actions. In case of s(n) = s(m) + 1 we also define the new equivalence relation
Qns(n).

8.1. Case 1: s(n)=s(m).

1In our construction of Wn (T ) we will choose a prime number pn larger than the maximum
of P. By Lemma 28 we see that our map Ψ : Trees → E takes distinct trees to transformations
with nonisomorphic Kronecker factors. Hence, for T 6= T ′ we get that Ψ(T ) is not isomorphic
to Ψ(T ′) or Ψ(T ′)−1 (compare with [FRW11, Corollary 34]). As in [FRW11] this is actually not
necessary for the proof of the main theorem but we keep this order of induction to parallel the
strategy in [FRW11] and to allow possible extensions in future work.
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8.1.1. Construction of Wn. We apply the substitution step described in Section 7
s(m) + 1 many times to construct Wn/Qns for s = 0, . . . , s(m) and eventually Wn.
Adapting to the notation in the general substitution step we set X =Wm and

Pi = Qmi−1,Ri = Qmi , Gi = Gmi−1,Hi = Gmi

for the i-th application, where i = 1, . . . , s(m). In the final (s(m)+1)-th application
we let Ps(m)+1 = Qms(m), Rs(m)+1 = {(w,w) : w ∈ Wm}, that is, X/Rs(m)+1 =Wm,
Gs(m)+1 = Gms(m), and we let Hs(m)+1 be the trivial group acting trivially on Wm.

To carry out the successive application of the substitution step we always set
R̃ = Rn and introduce ti ∈ N for i = 1, . . . , s(m) + 1 such that ts(m)+1 = 0 and

2ti = |ker(ρ(m)
i,i−1)| for i = 1, . . . , s(m).

Here, we recall that ρ(m)
i,i−1 : Gmi → Gmi−1 is the canonical homomorphism defined in

Subsection 4.3. Moreover, we define parameters as follows

Pi = 2(i−1)·4e(n), for i = 1, . . . , s(m) + 1,

Ni = 2(i−1)·4e(m), for i = 1, . . . , s(m) + 1.

Then we have Ni = |Wm/Qmi−1| and the number Pi will describe |Wn/Qni−1|. We
also set Ks(m)+1 = 24e(n), and choose numbers Ki, i = 1, . . . , s(m), such that
Ki · |ker(ρ(m)

i,i−1)| = 24e(n) for i = 1, . . . , s(m). We point out that these numbers
are chosen in this way to always obtain exactly 24e(n) substitution instances of
each coarser equivalence class (see part (2) of Proposition 42) in order to satisfy
specification property (Q6). Moreover, we choose a number U1 = 2U

′
1 with

U ′1 ≥ max
i=1,...,s(m)

ti and U1 ≥ max
(

2R2
n, 2

8e(m)
)
.

In particular, condition (7.3) is satisfied in all construction steps.
By forward recursion we define the parameters Mi, i = 1, . . . , s(m) + 2, as well

as Ui, i = 2, . . . , s(m) + 1:

M1 = 1, M2 = K1P1U1, Mi = Ki−1Pi−1Ui−12(4e(m)−ti−2)·(2Mi−1+3) for i ≥ 3,

U2 = U1, Ui = Ui−12(4e(m)−ti−2)·(2Mi−1+3) for i ≥ 3.

Hereby, we define the parameters Ti, i = 1, . . . , s(m) + 2, by backward recursion:

Ts(m)+2 = p2
n, Ti = Ti+1 · 2(4e(m)−ti)·(2Mi+1+3) for i ≤ s(m) + 1.

We stress that the definitions of Ti and Mi are directly linked to the corresponding
conditions in equations (7.4) and (7.5) from the general substitution step. We also
conclude from equation (7.7) that the number k of concatenations working for all
substitutions steps is given by

(8.8) k = Us(m)+1 ·Ts(m)+1 ·2(4e(m)−ts(m))·(2Ms(m)+1+3) = Us(m)+1 ·Ts(m) = U2 ·T1,

which implies that the length of n-words is given by

hn = Us(m)+1 · Ts(m)+1 · 2(4e(m)−ts(m))·(2Ms(m)+1+3) · hm = U1 · T1 · hm.
After determining all these parameters we describe the successive application of

the general substitution step. We start by concatenating k = U1 · T1 many times
the single element of X/P1 =Wm/Qm0 which yields Ω1 =Wn/Qn0 ⊆ (Wm/Qm0 )

k
=

(X/Q0)
k of cardinality |Ω1| = P1 = 1. Note that this element can be considered
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as a repetition of U1 many
(
T1, 2

0, 1
)
-Feldman patterns. This viewpoint allows

the application of our first substitution step i = 1 using the notation from above.
More explicitly, the first substitution step produces a collection Ω′1 ⊂ (X/R1)

k
=

(Wm/Qm1 )
k of K1 · |ker(ρ(m)

1,0 )| = 24e(n) = P2 substitution instances, which are
concatenations of U2 many

(
T2, 2

4e(m)−t1 ,M2

)
-Feldman patterns. On the one hand,

Ω′1 will serve as our collection Ω2 ⊂ (X/P2)
k

= (Wm/Qm1 )
k for the application of

the substitution step i = 2. On the other hand, Ω′1 will turn out to be our collection
of equivalence classes in Wn/Qn1 . Successively, we apply the substitution step for
i = 2, . . . , s(m) + 1.

Remark 44. In correspondence with specification (Q5), Qns is defined as the prod-
uct equivalence relation on Wn for each s = 1, . . . , s(m). Then we see from the
procedure of the substitution step that for each w ∈ Wn its class [w]s ∈ Wn/Qns
is a concatenation of Us+1 ≥ 28e(m) different

(
Ts+1, 2

4e(m)−ts ,Ms+1

)
-Feldman pat-

terns (with building blocks out of Wm/Qms ). We call these the s-Feldman patterns
and refer to this sequence of Feldman patterns as the s-pattern type of w. Using
the same enumeration of

(
Ts+1, 2

4e(m)−ts ,Ms+1

)
-Feldman patterns, we also define

the s-pattern types for words in rev(Wn).

For such a s-Feldman pattern Pm we make the following observation.

Lemma 45. Let w ∈ Wn and [Pm]s be a
(
Ts+1, 2

4e(m)−ts ,Ms+1

)
-Feldman pattern

in [w]s with building blocks from the tuple ([A1]s, . . . , [A24e(m)−ts ]s) in Wm/Qms .
Then for every i = 1, . . . , 24e(m)−ts the repetitions (ai,j)

p2n of each substitution
instance ai,j in Wm of [Ai]s are substituted the same number of times into each
occurrence of [Ai]

Ts+1·2ts+1

s in [Pm]s. This also yields that the repetitions (ai,j)
p2n

of each substitution instance ai,j of each [Ai]s, i = 1, . . . , 24e(m)−ts , occur the same
number of times in each cycle of Pm.

Proof. By definition of
(
Ts+1, 2

4e(m)−ts ,Ms+1

)
-Feldman patterns we have in each

complete cycle that for every i ∈
{

1, . . . , 24e(m)−ts
}
the maximum repetition

[Ai]
Ts+1·2(4e(m)−ts)·2j

s

occurs exactly once, where j ∈ {1, . . . ,Ms+1} labels our Feldman pattern. Into each
[Ai]

Ts+1
s we substitute a

(
Ts+2, 2

4e(m)−ts+1 ,Ms+2

)
-Feldman pattern built out of one

of the 2ts+1 many tuples
(

[Ai,1]s+1, . . . , [Ai,24e(m)−ts+1 ]s+1

)
. According to our choice

of the tuples in step (5) of the general substitution step each of these tuples is used
2(4e(m)−ts)·2j−ts+1 many times within one maximum repetition [Ai]

Ts+1·2(4e(m)−ts)·2j

s .
Then we continue inductively for each of the obtained

(
Ts+2, 2

4e(m)−ts+1 ,Ms+2

)
-

Feldman patterns until we finally insert repetitions of the form (ai,j)
p2n (recall that

Ts(m)+2 = p2
n). �

8.1.2. Group actions. We also need to define the group actions for Gns for s ≤ s(n).
Except for s0 = lh(σn) we have Gns = Gms and the group actions are extended via
the skew-diagonal actions. In the remaining case we have Gns0 = Gms0 ⊕ Z2 and
we use Lemma 34 to extend the Gms0 action to a Gns0 action subordinate to the
Gns0−1 action. To be more precise, we set G × Z2 := Gns0−1 = Gms0−1, H := Gms0 ,
X/Q := Wn/Qns0−1, X/R := Wn/Qns0 , and ρ := ρ

(m)
s0,s0−1 in the notation of the

lemma.
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8.1.3. Properties. By construction the specifications are satisfied. In particular,
specification (E3) holds since we obtain words by concatenating different Feldman
patterns.

We also make the following observations regarding f distances.

Lemma 46. For every s ∈ {1, . . . , s(m)} we have

(8.9) f (W,W ′) > αs,m −
2

Rm
− 1

Rn

on any substrings W and W ′ of at least hn
Rn

consecutive symbols in any words
w,w′ ∈ Wn with [w]s 6= [w′]s.

Moreover, we have

(8.10) f (W,W ′) > βm −
2

Rm
− 1

Rn

on any substrings W and W ′ of at least hn
Rn

consecutive symbols in any words
w,w′ ∈ Wn with w 6= w′.

Proof. For each s ∈ {1, . . . , s(m)} we use Proposition 43 and assumption (8.3) to
obtain the following estimate

f (W,W ′) > αs,m −
1

Rm
− 4

2e(m)
− 1

Rn
> αs,m −

2

Rm
− 1

Rn

by 2e(m) > 10Rm, which follows from equation (8.7) on stage m of the induction.
Similarly, we use Proposition 43 and assumption (8.4) to conclude equation (8.10).

�

The expression on the right hand side in equation (8.9) will give us the definition

(8.11) αs,n := αs,m −
2

Rm
− 1

Rn

in this case of the construction. Similarly, equation (8.10) yields the definition

βn := βm −
2

Rm
− 1

Rn
.

We point out that

βn >
βm
2

>
10

Rn
> 0

by the conditions (8.2) and (8.6). This also implies Rn > 10
βn

, that is, the induction
assumption (8.2) for the next step is satisfied.

Remark 47. To prepare the transfer to the setting of diffeomorphisms, we consider
the constructed words inWn as concatenations of km symbols in the alphabets Σm,s
for s ≤ s(m). Here, Σm,s is the alphabet where we identify each class in Wm/Qms
of length hm with one symbol in

{
1, . . . , Q

M(s)
s

}
. As in the proof of Lemma 46 we

use Proposition 43 to obtain

fΣm,s (W,W ′) > 1− 4

2e(m)
− 1

Rn

on any substrings W and W ′ of at least km
Rn

consecutive Σm,s-symbols in any words
w,w′ ∈ Wn with [w]s 6= [w′]s. Similarly, we consider words inWn as concatenations
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of km symbols in the alphabets Σm, that is, each m-word represents one symbol.
As above, we get

fΣm (W,W ′) > 1− 4

2e(m)
− 1

Rn

on any substrings W and W ′ of at least km
Rn

consecutive Σm-symbols in any words
w,w′ ∈ Wn with w 6= w′.

8.2. Case 2: s(n)=s(m)+1. In this case σn is the only sequence in T ∩{σk : k ≤ n}
of length s(n). Hence, we have Gns(n) = Z2 and we additionally need to define Qns(n)

as well as the action of Z2 on Wn/Qns(n).
Recall that the specification (Q4) on Qns(n) is given in terms of a number Js(n),n.

We start the construction by choosing the number Js(n),n = 2J
′
s(n),n sufficiently

large such that

(8.12) Js(n),n > 2R2
n.

This time the construction ofWn uses two collectionsW† andW†† of concatena-
tion of m-words. Here, both collections W† and W†† are obtained by a successive
application of s(m) + 1 substitution steps. Their construction parallels the one in
Case 1 but with different choices of parameters.

This time we use R̃ = 2J3
s(n),n in each substitution step and we repeat the

definition of parameters ti, i = 1, . . . , s(m) + 1, and

Ni = 2(i−1)·4e(m), for i = 1, . . . , s(m) + 1.

Moreover, we choose a number U1 = 2U
′
1 with U ′1 ≥ maxi=1,...,s(m) ti and

(8.13) U1 ≥ max
(

8J6
s(n),n, 2

8e(m)
)
.

By forward recursion we define the parameters Mi, i = 1, . . . , s(m) + 2, as well
as Ui, i = 2, . . . , s(m) + 1:

M1 = 1, M2 = 24e(n)+1U1, Mi = 2(i+2)·4e(n)Ui−12(4e(m)−ti−2)·(2Mi−1+3) for i ≥ 3,

U2 = U1, Ui = Ui−12(4e(m)−ti−2)·(2Mi−1+3) for i ≥ 3.

Then for each i = 1, . . . , s(m) + 1 we construct Mi+1 many
(
T, 24e(m)−ti ,Mi+1

)
-

Feldman patterns, where the parameter T will be chosen later and will differ be-
tween the two cases W† and W††.

8.2.1. Construction of W††. To construct the collectionW†† we choose the remain-
ing parameters as follows: We set K††i = 1 for i = 1, . . . , s(m) and

(8.14) K††s(m)+1 = 28e(n).

Moreover, we define the parameters T ††i , i = 1, . . . , s(m)+2, by backward recursion:

T ††s(m)+2 = pn, T ††i = T ††i+1 · 2
(4e(m)−ti)·(2Mi+1+3) for i ≤ s(m) + 1.

Then we apply the general substitution step s(m)+1 many times as in Case 1, where
P ††1 = 1, P ††2 = |Gm1 |, and P

††
i = |Gm1 | ·

∏i−1
j=2 |ker(ρ

(m)
j,j−1)| for i = 3, . . . , s(m) + 1.

In particular, during the i-th application we use the first at most K††i P
††
i Ui many
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different
(
T ††i+1, 2

4e(m)−ti ,Mi+1

)
-Feldman patterns from our collection above. At

the end, we obtain a collection W†† ⊂ (Wm)
k†† with

k†† =Us(m)+1 · T ††s(m)+1 · 2
(4e(m)−ts(m))·(2Ms(m)+1+3)

=Us(m)+1 · T ††s(m)+2 · 2
8e(m)·(Ms(m)+2+Ms(m)+1+3)−ts(m)·(2Ms(m)+1+3)

and |W††/Qs| = P ††s+1 for s = 1, . . . , s(m) as well as |W††| = P ††s(m)+128e(n).

Remark 48. We recall that the choice of U1 in (8.13) is made in this way to satisfy
condition (7.3) from the general substitution step for R̃ = 2J3

s(n),n. Thus, for
the collection W†† we obtain the same statements as in Lemma 46 on substantial
substrings of length at least k††hm

2J3
s(n),n

.

8.2.2. Construction of W†. We continue by constructing the collection W†. This
time we choose the parameters K†i ∈ Z+, i = 1, . . . , s(m) + 1, as follows:

K†i · |ker(ρ
(m)
i,i−1)| = 24e(n) for i = 2, . . . , s(m), K†s(m)+1 = 24e(n).

The parameters Ti, i = 1, . . . , s(m) + 2, are defined by backward recursion:

T †s(m)+2 = p2
n − pn, T †i = T †i+1 · 2

(4e(m)−ti)·(2Mi+1+3) for i ≤ s(m) + 1.

Once again, we apply the general substitution step s(m) + 1 many times as in
Case 1. Here, we define P †i = 2(i−1)·4e(n) for i = 1, . . . , s(m) + 1. In the i-th
application with i ∈ {1, . . . , s(m) + 1} we use at most K†i P

†
i Ui many different(

T †i+1, 2
4e(m)−ti ,Mi+1

)
-Feldman patterns from our collection above that have not

been used in the construction ofW††. In particular, in the enumeration of patterns
they come after the patterns used for W††. Note that there are enough patterns
since

K†i P
†
i Ui +K††i P

††
i Ui ≤

(
24e(n) +K††i

)
· 2(i−1)·4e(n) · Ui ≤Mi+1.

Then we obtain a collection W† ⊂ (Wm)
k† with

k† =Us(m)+1 · T †s(m)+1 · 2
(4e(m)−ts(m))·(2Ms(m)+1+3)

=Us(m)+1 · T †s(m)+2 · 2
8e(m)·(Ms(m)+2+Ms(m)+1+3)−ts(m)·(2Ms(m)+1+3)

and |W†| = 2(s(m)+1)·e(n) as well as |W†/Qs| = P †s+1 for s = 1, . . . , s(m).

Remark 49. By the same reasoning as in Remark 48 we obtain for the collection
W†† the same statements as in Lemma 46 on substantial substrings of length at
least k†hm

2J3
s(n),n

.

We also make the following observation on the f distance between strings from
W† and W††.

Lemma 50. Let w ∈ W† and w′ ∈ W††. For any substrings W and W ′ of w and
w′, respectively, of lengths at least k††hm

2J2
s(n),n

we have

f (W,W ′) > α1,m −
1

Rm
− 4

2e(m)
− 1

2J3
s(n),n

.
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Proof. By construction, already in the first application of the substitution step the
Feldman patterns on the level of the 1-equivalence classes of w and w′ differ. Here,
in the enumeration of (T, 24e(m)−t1 ,M2)-Feldman patterns the patterns used in the
construction of W†† come before the ones in W†. Since we also have T ††2 < T †2 , we
can apply Lemma 39. As in Lemma 46 we obtain from Proposition 43 that

f(W̃ , W̃ ′) > α1,m −
1

Rm
− 4

2e(m)
− 1

2J3
s(n),n

on all substrings W̃ and W̃ ′ of w and w′, respectively, of lengths at least k†hm
2J3
s(n),n

.

Since k†

k††
= pn − 1 < Js(n),n our strings W and W ′ are long enough to conclude

the statement. �

Remark 51. As in Remark 44 we introduce the notion of s-pattern type for strings
in W† and rev(W†). As in Lemma 45 we make the following observation. Let
w ∈ W† and [Pm]s be a

(
T †s+1, 2

4e(m)−ts ,Ms+1

)
-Feldman pattern in [w]s with

building blocks from the tuple ([A1]s, . . . , [A24e(m)−ts ]s) in Wm/Qms . Then in each
complete cycle of Pm and for each substitution instance ai,j in Wm of each [Ai]s,
i = 1, . . . , 24e(m)−ts , its repetition (ai,j)

p2n−pn occurs the same number of times.

8.2.3. Construction ofWn. To constructWn we recall that U1 (and, hence, Us(m)+1)
is a multiple of 2Js(n),n. Thus, we can divide each element v1 ∈ W† and v2 ∈ W††
into J = Js(n),n or 2J many pieces of equal length:

v1 = v1,1v1,2 . . . v1,J and v2 = v2,1v2,2 . . . v2,2J .

Then we can concatenate their substrings in the following way:

(8.15) v1 ∗ v2 := v2,1v1,1v2,2v2,3v1,2v2,4 . . . v2,2J−1v1,Jv2,2J

Using this notation we build Wn/Qns for 0 ≤ s ≤ s(m) inductively: Trivially, for
s = 0 we set Wn/Qn0 = {[v1]0 ∗ [v2]0}, where [v1]0 and [v2]0 are the single elements
inW†/Q0 andW††/Q0, respectively. For 0 ≤ s < s(m) we choose a collection Υs ⊆
Wn/Qns that intersects each orbit of the action by the group ρms+1,s(G

m
s+1) exactly

once. For any element C ∗ D ∈ Υs ⊆ Wn/Qns with C ∈ W†/Qs, D ∈ W††/Qs
we take a collection C of substitution instances of C in W†/Qs+1 that intersects
each orbit of ker(ρms+1,s) exactly once. We note that |C| = K†s+1. Moreover, we
choose one substitution instance d ∈ W††/Qs+1 of D. For every c ∈ C we let
c ∗ d and its images under the action by Gms+1 belong to Wn/Qns+1. Notice that
for any g ∈ Gms+1 and [w]s = c ∗ d ∈ Wn/Qns+1 we have g[w]s = (gc) ∗ (gd).
Since W†/Qs+1 as well as W††/Qs+1 is closed under the skew diagonal action
by construction, we have gc ∈ W†/Qs+1 and gd ∈ W††/Qs+1. Altogether there
are 24e(n) substitution instances of each element of Wn/Qns in Wn/Qns+1 by our
condition K†s+1 · |ker(ρ

(m)
s+1,s)| = 24e(n) on K†s+1.

For any element C ∗ D ∈ Wn/Qns(m) with C ∈ W†/Qs(m), D ∈ W††/Qs(m)

we pair each of the 24e(n) many substitution instances vi ∈ W† of C with 24e(n)

many substitution instances d(i)
1 , . . . , d

(i)

24e(n) ∈ W†† of D. This is consistent with
the 28e(n) substitution instances of D in W†† that we have according to our choice
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K††s(m)+1 = 28e(n) in (8.14). Then we define the new equivalence classes

[vi]s(m)+1 =
{
vi ∗ d(i)

j : j = 1, . . . , 24e(n)
}
.

Moreover, we set

Wn =
{
vi ∗ d(i)

j : vi ∈ W†, j = 1, . . . , 24e(n)
}
.

We note that these definitions fulfill specification (Q6).

8.2.4. Equivalence relations on Wn. The equivalence classes Wn/Qns for s ≤ s(m)
are given by the product equivalence relation. The new equivalence relation Qns(n)

satisfies

v1 ∗ v2 ∼ v′1 ∗ v′2 if and only if v1 = v′1 and [v2]s(m) = [v′2]s(m) ,

that is, two words in Wn are equivalent with respect to Qns(n) if and only if when
considering each as a concatenation of Js(n),n strings of equal length all their cen-
tral strings (whose concatenation forms an element from W†) coincide and their
initial and terminal strings (whose concatenation forms an element from W††) are
equivalent with respect to the product equivalence relation induced from Qms(m).
Hence, for w = v1 ∗ v2 ∈ Wn we have

[w]s(n) =
{
v1 ∗ v′2 : [v2]s(m) = [v′2]s(m)

}
.

We also observe that

(8.16)
k†

k
=

k†

k† + k††
=

T †s(m)+2

T †s(m)+2 + T ††s(m)+2

= 1− 1

pn
> 1− εn

by our condition on pn in equation (8.5). In this way, specification (Q4) is satisfied
and the equivalence relation Qns(n) refines Qns(m).

8.2.5. Group actions. For all s ≤ s(m) we have Gns = Gms and the group actions
are defined via the skew-diagonal action. According to our construction in Section
8.2.3, Wn/Qns is closed under the skew diagonal action by Gns .

To define the action by Gns(n) = Z2 we apply Lemma 34 with G × Z2 :=

Gns(m) = Gms(m), H the trivial group, H × Z2 := Gns(n), X/Q := Wn/Qns(m),
X/R := Wn/Qns(n), and ρ := ρs(n),s(m) in the notation of the Lemma. Hence, we
obtain an action of Gns(n) = Z2 on Wn/Qns(n) subordinate to the action of Gms(m).

8.2.6. Further properties. Also in this case we make observations regarding f dis-
tances.

Lemma 52. (1) For every s ∈ {1, . . . , s(m)} we have

(8.17) f (W,W ′) > αs,m −
3

Rm
− 2

Rn

on any substrings W and W ′ of at least hn
Rn

consecutive symbols in any
words w,w′ ∈ Wn with [w]s 6= [w′]s.
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(2) In case of s = s(n) we have

(8.18) f (W,W ′) > βm −
3

Rm
− 2

Rn

on any substrings W and W ′ of at least hn
Rn

consecutive symbols in any
words w,w′ ∈ Wn with [w]s(n) 6= [w′]s(n).

(3) Moreover, we have

(8.19) f (W,W ′) >
1

pn
·

(
βm −

1

Rm
− 4

2e(m)
− 1

2J3
s(n),n

)
− 2

Rn

on any substrings W and W ′ of at least hn
Rn

consecutive symbols in any
words w,w′ ∈ Wn with w 6= w′.

Proof. We decompose the strings W and W ′ into the substrings of length hn
Js(n),n

according to equation (8.15). To complete partial ones at the beginning and end
we add fewer than 4 hn

Js(n),n
symbols in total which corresponds to a proportion of

less than
2Rn
Js(n),n

<
1

Rn

of the total length by equation (8.12). This might increase the f distance by at
most 1

Rn
by Fact 9.

(1) On each of these substrings of length hn
Js(n),n

the part belonging to W† has

length k†hm
Js(n),n

while the part belonging to W†† represents a proportion of
1
pn

of the length by equation (8.16). We delete them for the consideration
of this subcase increasing the f distance by at most 2

pn
according to Fact

9. On the remaining part we use Remark 49 on the level of the equivalence
class s ∈ {1, . . . , s(m)}. With the aid of conditions (8.5) on pn and (8.7)
applied on e(m) we obtain the following estimate:

f (W,W ′) > αs,m −
1

Rm
− 4

2e(m)
− 1

2J3
s(n),n

− 2

pn
− 1

Rn
> αs,m −

3

Rm
− 2

Rn
.

(2) We follow the argument from the previous subcase but apply Remark 49
on the level of the actual blocks in W†.

(3) While the strings might coincide on the central parts belonging toW†, this
time the f distance comes from the initial and terminal parts of length
k††hm

2Js(n),n
belonging to W††. To see this, we further subdivide the strings of

length khm
Js(n),n

into pieces of length k††hm
2Js(n),n

. Lemma 50 allows us to estimate

the f distance if one of those pieces lies in W† and the other one lies in
W††. For both pieces lying in W†† we apply Remark 48 for blocks in W††.
Hence, we obtain by applying Lemma 13 with f ≥ 1

pn
that

f (W,W ′) >
1

pn
·

(
βm −

1

Rm
− 4

2e(m)
− 1

2J3
s(n),n

)
− 1

Js(n),n
− 1

Rn

>
1

pn
·

(
βm −

1

Rm
− 4

2e(m)
− 1

2J3
s(n),n

)
− 2

Rn
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The expressions on the right hand side in Lemma 52 motivate the following
definitions. For s ∈ {1, . . . , s(m)} we set

(8.20) αs,n := αs,m −
3

Rm
− 2

Rn
,

while for s = s(n) we introduce

(8.21) αs(n),n := βm −
3

Rm
− 2

Rn
.

We notice that
αs(n),n > βm −

1

3
βm −

1

20pn
βm ≥

βm
2

> 0

by equations (8.2) and (8.6). Hence, we get

(8.22)
1

Rn
<
αs(n),n

20pn

by condition (8.6). Finally, we set

βn :=
1

pn
·

(
βm −

1

Rm
− 4

2e(m)
− 1

2J3
s(n),n

)
− 2

Rn
,

and we note with the aid of equation (8.6) again that

βn >
1

pn
· βm

2
− 2

Rn
≥ 9

20
· βm
pn
≥ 9

Rn
,

which not only yields βn > 0, but also Rn > 9
βn

. That is, the induction assumption
(8.2) for the next step is satisfied.

Remark 53. As in Remark 47 we prepare the transfer to the setting of diffeomor-
phisms by considering the words in Wn as concatenations of km symbols in the
alphabets Σm and Σm,s for s ≤ s(m). As in the proof of Lemma 52 we use Propo-
sition 43 to obtain

fΣm,s (W,W ′) > 1− 4

2e(m)
− 1

Rn
− 1

Rn
− 2

pn
> 1− 1

Rm
− 2

Rn
.

on any substrings W and W ′ of at least km
Rn

consecutive Σm,s-symbols in any words
w,w′ ∈ Wn with [w]s 6= [w′]s for s ≤ s(m). Similarly, the proof of part (3) in
Lemma 52 yields

(8.23) fΣm (W,W ′) >
1

pn
·
(

1− 4

2e(m)
− 1

Rn

)
− 2

Rn
>

1

2pn

on any substrings W and W ′ of at least km
Rn

consecutive Σm-symbols in any words
w,w′ ∈ Wn with w 6= w′. Following the proof of part (2) in Lemma 52 we can
also express the f -distance on substantial substrings of different classes of the new
equivalence relation Qns(n) in the alphabet Σm: We have

(8.24) fΣm (W,W ′) > 1− 4

2e(m)
− 1

Rn
− 1

Rn
− 2

pn
> 1− 1

Rm
− 2

Rn

on any substrings W and W ′ of at least km
Rn

consecutive Σm-symbols in any words
w,w′ ∈ Wn with [w]s(n) 6= [w′]s(n).

40



Remark 54. In the base case m = 0 of our inductive process we have W0 ={
1, . . . , 212

}
, that is, the m-blocks are actual symbols and e(0) = 3. Thus, by

(8.23) and (8.24), we can set

α1,n = min

(
1

2
− 2

Rn
− 2

pn
,

1

9

)
, βn = min

(
1

pn
·
(

1

2
− 1

Rn

)
− 2

Rn
, α1,n

)
.

8.3. Conclusion of the construction. We recall the definition of the function
M(s) from Definition 19. For every s ∈ Z+ we use equations (8.21) and (8.20) as
well as (8.11) to conclude for every ` > M(s) with σ` ∈ T that

αs,` > αs,M(s) −
3

RM(s)
−

∑
k>M(s):σk∈T

5

Rk
.

Together with condition (8.6) and estimate (8.22) this implies

αs,` > αs,M(s) −
6αs,M(s)

40pM(s)
− 5

40
αs,M(s) >

αs,M(s)

2
.

Hereby, we obtain that for every s ∈ Z+ the decreasing sequence (αs,`)`≥M(s):σ`∈T
is bounded from below by αs,M(s)

2 and we denote its limit by αs. This yields the
following proposition.

Proposition 55. We have for every n ≥M(s) with σn ∈ T that

(8.25) f (W,W ′) > αs

on any substrings W and W ′ of at least hn
Rn

consecutive symbols in any words
w,w′ ∈ Wn with [w]s 6= [w′]s.

9. Proof of Non-Kakutani Equivalence

At first, we prove in Proposition 56 that for any tree T ∈ Trees the constructed
transformation T = Ψ(T ) is not isomorphic to a special transformation T f for
a nontrivial roof function f : X → Z+. Then, in Subsection 9.2, we will use
Proposition 56 to show that Ψ(T ) and Ψ(T )−1 can only be Kakutani equivalent if
they are actually evenly Kakutani equivalent. In Subsection 9.3 we finish the proof
by showing that for a tree T ∈ Trees without an infinite branch Ψ(T ) and Ψ(T )−1

are not evenly Kakutani equivalent.

9.1. T f is not isomorphic to T for nontrivial f . We recall that for an ergodic
invertible measure-preserving transformation T : (X,µ)→ (X,µ) and an integrable
function f : X → Z+ one defines the special transformation (or sometimes called
integral transformation) T f on the set Xf = {(x, j) : x ∈ X, 1 ≤ j ≤ f(x)} by

T f (x, j) =

{
(x, j + 1) if j < f(x),

(Tx, 1) if j = f(x).

The map T f preserves the probability measure µf that is the restriction to Xf of
(µ×λ)/(

∫
f dµ) on X×Z+, where λ is the counting measure on Z+. Moreover, T f

is ergodic with respect to µf because T is ergodic.
We denote

{
(x, j) ∈ Xf : j > 1

}
byH. For a measurable partition P = {C1, . . . , CN}

of X we define P f = {C1, . . . , CN , H} as the corresponding measurable partition of
Xf . Accordingly, if

(
T f
)i

(x) ∈ H, we let h be the letter in the ith position of the
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(T f , P f )-name of x. Hence the
(
T f , P f

)
-name is obtained from the (T, P )-name

by inserting h’s.
In this section we consider a transformation of the form T = Ψ(T ) for any T ∈

Trees. We recall that Ψ(T ) was built with a uniquely readable and strongly uniform
construction sequence {Wn(T ) : σn ∈ T }. To simplify notation we enumerate it as
{Wn}n∈N, that is, (n+ 1)-words are built by concatenating n-words.

Following the approach in [ORW82, chapter 11] (see also [Be15, section 4] for
another exposition) we show that for any nontrivial integrable function f : [0, 1]→
Z+ the special transformation T f is not isomorphic to T . In other words, T f ∼= T
implies that f is the constant function equal to 1.

Proposition 56. Suppose that T ∈ Trees, T = Ψ(T ), and f : X → Z+ is
integrable. If T f ∼= T , then

∫
f dµ = 1. Equivalently, if A is a measurable subset

of X and TA ∼= T, then µ(A) = 1.

If T and T f were isomorphic by an isomorphism Φ : X → Xf , then for every
τ > 0 there would be K(τ) ∈ N and a partition P (τ) ⊂ ∨K(τ)

i=−K(τ)T
iP such that

|P (τ)| = |P f | and d(P (τ),Φ−1(P f )) < τ . For the remainder of Subsection 9.1,
we assume that such an isomorphism Φ exists and that

∫
f dµ > 1. We obtain a

contradiction, which proves Proposition 56.

Remark 57. Such a partition P (τ) defines an equivalence relation on ∨K(τ)
i=−K(τ)T

iP

whereby two elements Q1, Q2 of this partition are equivalent if they are contained
in the same element of P (τ). For Q ∈ ∨K(τ)

i=−K(τ)T
iP , denote the equivalence class

containing Q by Q. From the (T, P )-trajectory . . . a−1a0a1 . . . of a point x ∈ X
one can derive a (T,∨K(τ)

i=−K(τ)T
iP ) trajectory

. . .
(
a−K(τ)−1 . . . a−1 . . . aK(τ)−1

) (
a−K(τ) . . . a0 . . . aK(τ)

) (
a−K(τ)+1 . . . a1 . . . aK(τ)+1

)
. . .

with
(
a−K(τ)+i . . . ai . . . aK(τ)+i

)
such that

x ∈ T−(−K(τ)+i)(Ca−K(τ)+i
) ∩ · · · ∩ T−i(Cai) ∩ · · · ∩ T−(K(τ)+i)(CaK(τ)+i

).

By taking equivalence classes we obtain the (T, P (τ))-trajectory

. . .
(
a−K(τ)−1 . . . a−1 . . . aK(τ)−1

) (
a−K(τ) . . . a0 . . . aK(τ)

) (
a−K(τ)+1 . . . a1 . . . aK(τ)+1

)
. . .

with
(
a−K(τ)+i . . . ai . . . aK(τ)+i

)
such that

x ∈ T−(−K(τ)+i)(Ca−K(τ)+i
) ∩ · · · ∩ T−i(Cai) ∩ · · · ∩ T−(K(τ)+i)(CaK(τ)+i

).

In this way the partition P (τ) can be identified with a finite code and we use this
term synonymously.

Definition 58. A code of length 2K + 1 is a function φ : ΣZ∩[−K,K] → Σ. We
denote the length of the code by |φ|. Given a code φ of length 2K+1 the stationary
code φ̄ on ΣZ determined by φ is defined as φ̄(s) for any s ∈ ΣZ, where for any
l ∈ Z

φ̄(s)(l) = φ (s � [l −K, l +K]) .

In this setting φ̄(s) � [−N,N ] denotes the string of symbols

φ̄(s)(−N) φ̄(s)(−N + 1) . . . φ̄(s)(N − 1) φ̄(s)(N)

in Σ2N+1.
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Remark 59. If we consider the symbolic systems K and K−1 as processes with
generators P = Q = {〈σ〉 : σ ∈ Σ}, then a code P (ε) ⊂ ∨Ki=−KT iQ as in Remark
57 corresponds to a code φ as described in Definition 58.

Remark 60. There is an ambiguity in applying a code φ of length 2K + 1 to blocks
of the form s � [a, b]: It does not make sense to apply it to the initial string
s � [a, a + K − 1] and end string s � [b − K + 1, b]. However, if b − a is large
with respect to the code length 2K + 1, we can fill in φ(s) � [a, a + K − 1] and
φ(s) � [b − K + 1, b] arbitrarily and it makes a negligible difference to the d or f
distance. In particular, if f (φ(s), s̄) < ε, then for all large enough a, b ∈ N, we have

f (φ(s) � [−a, b], s̄ � [−a, b]) < 2ε

independently of how we fill in the ambiguous portion. The general phenomenon
of ambiguity or disagreement at the beginning and end of large strings is referred
to by the phrase end effects.

We show that for a nontrivial function f , there exists τ > 0 sufficiently small
so that there cannot be a finite code from (T, P ) to (T f , P f ) that approximates
P f within distance τ . First we investigate some properties of (T f , P f )-names. We
divide such names into n-blocks as follows: A (T f , P f )-n-block consists of all the
symbols from the leftmost symbol of a (T, P )-n-block up to (but not including) the
leftmost symbol in the next (T, P )-n-block. In the following we denote the (T f , P f )-
n-block corresponding to a (T, P )-n-block, wn, by w̃n. In general, the (T f , P f )-
n-blocks have varying lengths. The following fact from [ORW82, Proposition 2.1,
p.84] based on the ergodic theorem shows that a large proportion of them have
almost the same length.

Fact 61. Let T : (X,µ) → (X,µ) be an ergodic transformation and f : X → Z+

be integrable. For a measurable subset F of X, let RF , R
f
F : F → Z+ denote,

respectively, the return time under T to F , and the return time under T f to F
considered as a subset of the base of the tower Xf . Then for every ε > 0 there is
N(ε) ∈ N such that for every measurable subset F of X with RF ≥ N(ε) there is a
measurable subset F ′ of F such that∫

F ′
RfF dµ ≥

∫
f dµ− ε

and RF (x) ·
(∫

f dµ− ε
)
≤ RfF (x) ≤ RF (x) ·

(∫
f dµ+ ε

)
for all x ∈ F ′.

In particular, the last line of Fact 61 says that if we think of F as the initial
points in n-blocks, then for n large enough, n-blocks are expanded nearly uni-
formly. The inequality

∫
F ′
RfF dµ ≥

∫
f dµ − ε implies that the set of indices in a

typical (T f , P f )-trajectory in blocks not expanded within those bounds is at most
ε/(
∫
f dµ) ≤ ε.

Now for almost every point x we consider its (T, P )-name a(T, P, x), its (T, P (τ))-
name a(T, P (τ), x), and its (T,Φ−1(P f ))-name a

(
T,Φ−1(P f ), x

)
, which differs

from its (T, P (τ))-name on a set of indices with density at most τ . Note that
the

(
T,Φ−1(P f )

)
-name of x is identified with the

(
T f , P f

)
-name of Φ(x). Thus,

for any sequence of integers (considered as indices labeling positions in names) we
can consider the three names defined on it.
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Figure 9.1. Feldman patterns Fn,i of n-blocks in the P -name of
x, their corresponding strings F̃n,i in the Φ−1(P f )-name of x, and
the decomposition of the set Z of indices into Ii = Fn,l ∩ F̃n,l̃.

We recall from our constructions in Section 8 that the (n+1)-words inWn+1 are
built as substitution instances of the different 1-equivalence classes inWn+1/Qn+1

1 .
Considered on the level of the 1-equivalence relation these elements inWn+1/Qn+1

1

are concatenations of different Feldman patterns with building blocks inWn/Qn1 . In
the following we denote these Feldman patterns of 1-equivalence classes of n-blocks
in the P -name of x by Fn,i, labeled so that Fn,0 contains the position 0. Similarly
the strings in the Φ−1(P f )-name are denoted by F̃n,i, where F̃n,0 contains the
position 0. Thus

a(T, P, x) = . . . Fn,−2Fn,−1Fn,0Fn,1Fn,2 . . .

a(T f , P f ,Φ(x)) = a
(
T,Φ−1(P f ), x

)
= . . . F̃n,−2F̃n,−1F̃n,0F̃n,1F̃n,2 . . .

We decompose the set Z of indices of trajectories into sets Ii = Fn,l ∩ F̃n,l̃, that is,
Ii is the intersection of the set of indices of a 1-pattern Fn,l in the (T, P )-trajectory
and of the set of indices of a 1-pattern F̃n,l̃ in the (T f , P f )-trajectory (see Figure
9.1). Moreover, Ii(T, P ) denotes the (T, P )-trajectory of x on the indices in Ii.

If we are in the second case s(n + 1) = s(n) + 1 of the construction (see
Subsection 8.2), then we delete those parts of the (n + 1)-words coming from
the collection W††. We also delete the corresponding strings in the (T f , P f )-
trajectory. Hereby, we neglect a set of indices with density at most 2εn+1. Af-
ter this, each element in Wn+1/Qn+1

1 is a concatenation of U (n+1)
2 many different

(T
(n+1)
2 , 24e(n)−t1 ,M

(n+1)
2 )-Feldman patterns with building blocks out of Wn/Qn1 ,

where U (n+1)
2 , T (n+1)

2 , and M (n+1)
2 are the corresponding parameters chosen at our

stage n+ 1 of the construction in Subsections 8.1 and 8.2. Note that we had to re-
move the parts coming from W†† to have unique values of T (n+1)

2 and to guarantee
that all Feldman patterns have the same length, which we denote by fn. All of this
automatically holds in the case s(n+ 1) = s(n) of the construction (see Subsection
8.1).
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Recall the definition of α1 from Proposition 55. We let

0 < δ < min

(∫
f dµ− 1

3
∫
f dµ

,
α1

160
∫
f dµ

)
,

and let n be sufficiently large such that

(n1) 2
2e(n) < δ, εn+1 < δ, and 20

Rn
< α1,

(n2) 2
∫
f dµ < min

(
2e(n), U

(n+1)
2 , α1pn+1

80

)
,

(n3) the code length 2K(τ) + 1 is less than hn,
(n4) hn is larger than the number N(δ3) from Fact 61 for δ3.

In particular, hn > N(δ3) implies that the set of indices lying in
(
T,Φ−1(P f )

)
-

n-words w̃n, that are too long (i.e. |w̃n| >
(∫
f dµ+ δ3

)
hn) or too short (i.e.

|w̃n| <
(∫
f dµ− δ3

)
hn), has density at most δ3. Then at most δ of the indices are

lying in a 1-pattern F̃n,j that contains a proportion of more than δ2 of indices lying
in too long or too short n-words. Moreover, condition (n4) implies that all but a
set of indices of density at most δ3 lie in 1-patterns F̃n,j with

(∫
f dµ− δ3

)
fn ≤

|F̃n,j | ≤
(∫
f dµ+ δ3

)
fn. Hence, at most δ + δ3 < 2δ of indices belong to those

“bad” 1-patterns F̃n,j and we neglect them until the end of the proof of Proposition
56.

In the first step, we give a lower bound for the d-distance between the strings
on Ii from the (T, P (τ))-trajectory and the

(
T,Φ−1(P f )

)
-trajectory of x, if the

1-pattern types are different from each other. In fact, in (9.5) we even obtain a
lower bound on the f distance. The proof uses the Coding Lemma 41 and relies on
the different periodicities of maximum repetitions of the same 1-equivalence class
of n-blocks.

Lemma 62. Suppose for Ii = Fn,l ∩ F̃n,l̃ that |Ii| ≥ δfn and that Fn,l and F̃n,l̃
have different 1-pattern types. Then we have

d
(
Ii
(
T,Φ−1(P f )

)
, Ii(T, P (τ))

)
≥ α1

20 ·
∫
f dµ

,

where α1 is defined in Proposition 55.

Proof. By the properties of the “good” 1-pattern F̃n,l̃ as described above, Ii(T,Φ−1(P f ))

is 2δ-close in f to a string whose
(
T,Φ−1(P f )

)
-n-words have length

⌊∫
f dµ · hn

⌋
.

Until the end of the proof we identify Ii(T,Φ−1(P f )) with this string.
We denote the tuple of building blocks for [Fn,l]1 by ([A1]1, . . . , [A24e(n)−t1 ]1)

and the one for [F̃n,l̃]1 by ([Ã1]1, . . . , [Ã24e(n)−t1 ]1). Furthermore, let r and r̃ be the
1-pattern types of Fn,l and F̃n,l̃, respectively.

Recalling p′n+1 = p2
n+1 in Case 1 (s(n + 1) = s(n)) or p′n+1 = p2

n+1 − pn+1 in
Case 2 (s(n+ 1) = s(n) + 1) of the construction, we let

L = p′n+1 · hn,

N = 24e(n)−t1

in the notation of the Coding Lemma 41. Moreover, we subdivide F̃n,l̃ into substitu-

tion instances Υ̃i,m of a maximal repetition [Ãm]T2N
2r̃

1 . Then we further subdivide
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Υ̃i,m into

q :=

⌊
|Υ̃i,m|

T2 ·N2r̃−1 · hn

⌋
· T2

p′n+1

·N2r̃−1 =

⌊
N ·

∫
f dµ

⌋
· T2

p′n+1

·N2r̃−1

many strings of L consecutive symbols, where we recall that T2 is a multiple of
p′n+1. In the notation of the Coding Lemma each of these L-strings corresponds to
a B(i)

m,j and altogether they form Υi,m. Then we also have

z =

⌊
|Fn,l|
NqL

⌋
=

⌊
N2(M2−r̃)+3⌊
N ·

∫
f dµ

⌋⌋.
Note that

(9.1) 0 ≤ |Υ̃i,m| − |Υi,m|
|Υ̃i,m|

≤ T2 ·N2r̃−1 · hn
T2 ·N2r̃ ·

∫
f dµ · hn

<
1

N
.

Combining Fact 12, Lemma 13, and Proposition 55 we have

(9.2) f (B,B′) >
α1 − 1

Rn∫
f dµ

− 2

pn+1
>

9α1

10 ·
∫
f dµ

on any substrings B and B′ of at least L
pn+1

consecutive symbols in any B(i)
m,j and

B
(i′)
m′,j′ , respectively, with m 6= m′. Here we used conditions (n1) and (n2) in the

last estimate. Hence, the assumption of the Coding Lemma is satisfied. Now we
examine both possible cases r < r̃ and r > r̃.

In the case r < r̃ the number T2N
2r of maximum repetitions of n-blocks of

the same 1-class in Fn,l is smaller than in F̃n,l̃. We subdivide Fn,l(T, P ) into
substitution instances Λ̃i,m of

u1 :=
|Υi,m|

T2N2r+1hn
=

qL

T2N2r+1hn
=

⌊
N ·

∫
f dµ

⌋
·N2(r̃−r−1)

many consecutive complete cycles in [Fn,l]s. Note that

(9.3) 0 ≤ |Fn,l| − zNu1 · T2N
2r+1hn

|Fn,l|
≤ zT2N

2r+2hn
T2N2M2+3hn

<
1

N
.

Lemma 45 and Remark 51 yield that for each substitution instance ax,y of each
[Ax]1, x = 1, . . . , 24e(n)−t1 , the repetition (ax,y)

p′n+1 occurs the same number of
times in each Λ̃i,m. Since the code length 2K(τ) + 1 < hn and there are p′n+1

repetitions, we obtain that the coded images of all occurrences of (ax,y)
p′n+1 are

2
p′n+1

close to each other in d. Hence, by making an f -approximation error of at

most 2
p′n+1

we can decompose Fn,l(T, P (τ)) into permutations Λi,m as in the Coding
Lemma.

In the second case r > r̃ we decompose Fn,l(T, P ) into substitution instances
Λ̃i,m of repetitions of the form

[Ax]
qp′n+1

1 , x = 1, . . . , 24e(n)−t1 .
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Within the maximum repetition [Ax]T2N
2r

1 in Fn,l(T, P ), there are

u2 :=

⌊
T2N

2r

Nqp′n+1

⌋
=

⌊
N2(r−r̃)⌊
N ·

∫
f dµ

⌋⌋
many such Λ̃i,1 . . . Λ̃i,N . We note that

(9.4) 0 ≤
T2N

2rhn − u2Nqp
′
n+1hn

T2N2rhn
≤
Nqp′n+1hn

T2N2rhn
≤

∫
f dµ

N2(r−r̃)−1
≤
∫
f dµ

N
.

Lemma 45 and Remark 51 yield again that for each substitution instance ax,y of
[Ax]s the repetition (ax,y)

p′n+1 occurs the same number of times in each Λ̃i,m. Again,
we can decompose Fn,l(T, P (τ)) into permutations Λi,m as in the Coding Lemma
by making an f -approximation error of at most 2

p′n+1
.

In both cases, we let A = Λ1,1 . . .Λ1,NΛ2,1 . . .Λ2,N . . .Λz,1 . . .Λz,N and B =
Υ1,1 . . .Υ1,NΥ2,1 . . .Υ2,N . . .Υz,1 . . .Υz,N be the strings as in the Coding Lemma.
Then the Coding Lemma yields with the aid of (9.2) that

f(A,B) >
9α1

10 ·
∫
f dµ

·
(

1

8
− 2

2e(n)−0.25t1

)
− 1

pn+1
−

4 ·
∫
f dµ

N

on any substrings A and B of at least zqL consecutive symbols in A and B, respec-
tively. Since zqL ≤ δfn by condition (n1), we conclude

f
(
Ii
(
T,Φ−1(P f )

)
, Ii(T, P (τ))

)
>

α1

10 ·
∫
f dµ

− 1

pn+1
−

6 ·
∫
f dµ

N
− 2

N
− 2

p′n+1

− 4δ

>
α1

20 ·
∫
f dµ

,

(9.5)

where we used conditions (n1) and (n2) in the last step. �

In the second step, we show that the 1-pattern types do not agree with each other
very often. The proof uses the fact that on average patterns in the T f trajectory
are expanded by a factor close to

∫
fdµ and thus only about 1∫

fdµ
of the patterns

are of the same type.

Lemma 63. For almost every point x the set of indices in Ii = Fn,l ∩ F̃n,l̃, for
which the 1-pattern types of Fn,l and F̃n,l̃ are the same or |Ii| < δfn, has density
at most

1∫
f dµ

+ 4δ.

Proof. We decompose a(T,Φ−1(P f ), x) into its
(
T,Φ−1(P f )

)
-(n+ 1)-blocks

a(T,Φ−1(P f ), x) = . . . w̃n+1,−2w̃n+1,−1w̃n+1,0w̃n+1,1w̃n+1,2 . . . .

We consider its j-th word w̃n+1,j and denote the corresponding sets of indices
by B̃n+1,j (that is, B̃n+1,j(T,Φ

−1(P f ), x) = w̃n+1,j). Then we further subdivide
w̃n+1,j into its 1-patterns. We denote those by F̃n,j,k and their set of indices by
B̃n+1,j,k. By condition (n4) for almost every x for all but a set of indices of density
at most δ the occurrent word w̃n+1,j is such that the subset of its indices B̃n+1,j

lying in a too long 1-pattern (that is, |B̃n+1,j,k| >
(∫
f dµ+ δ3

)
· |fn|) or in a too

short 1-pattern (|B̃n+1,j,k| <
(∫
f dµ− δ3

)
· |fn|) has density at most δ.
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Hence, neglecting a set of indices with density at most 2δ we can assume that(∫
f dµ− δ3

)
· |fn| < |B̃n+1,j,k| <

(∫
f dµ+ δ3

)
· |fn|. Since U (n+1)

2 >
∫
f dµ + δ3

by our assumption (n2), there is at most one 1-pattern Fn,l in B̃n+1,j,k(T, P ) that
has the same 1-pattern type as F̃n,j,k. Thus, in B̃n+1,j,k(T, P ) the set of indices
that lie in the same 1-pattern type as F̃n,j,k has density at most

|fn|
|B̃n+1,j,k|

<
1∫

f dµ− δ3
<

1∫
f dµ

+ δ3.

Taking the neglected indices into account the lemma follows. �

Combining both results yields the proof of Proposition 56.

Proof of Proposition 56. For almost every x ∈ X we obtain from Lemma 62 and
Lemma 63 that

d
(
a
(
T,Φ−1(P f ), x

)
, a(T, P (τ), x

)
≥ α1

20 ·
∫
f dµ

·
(

1− 1∫
f dµ

− 10δ

)
,

where we also took into account the indices of density δ and 2εn+1 < 2δ that we
neglected at the very beginning. Letting δ → 0 and n→∞ we conclude

d
(
a
(
T,Φ−1(P f ), x

)
, a(T, P (τ), x

)
≥ α1

20 ·
∫
f dµ

·
∫
f dµ− 1∫
f dµ

.

For nontrivial f and τ < α1

20·
∫
f dµ
·
∫
f dµ−1∫
f dµ

this contradicts the assumption that
P (τ) is a finite code with d

(
Φ−1(P f ), P (τ)

)
< τ . �

9.2. On even Kakutani equivalence. In this subsection we state several prop-
erties of even Kakutani equivalence. We start by recalling its definition.

Definition 64. Two transformations S : (X,µ) → (X,µ) and T : (Y, ν) → (Y, ν)
are said to be evenly equivalent if there are subsets A ⊆ X and B ⊆ Y of equal
measure µ(A) = ν(B) > 0 such that SA and TB are isomorphic to each other.
Equivalently, there is A ⊆ X and f : A → Z+ with µ(A) ·

∫
A
fdµA = 1 such that

(SA)
f ∼= T .

Remark. We also present another equivalent definition from [FR92]. For this pur-
pose, we define OS = {(x1, x2) ∈ X ×X : ∃n ∈ Z such that Sn(x1) = x2} and a
map vS : OS → Z by vS(x, Sn(x)) = n. Then S and T are evenly equivalent if
there is a measure-preserving orbit equivalence φ : X → Y and a set A ⊆ X of
positive measure such that for all x1 6= x2 with (x1, x2) ∈ (A×A)∩OS , vS(x1, x2)
and vT (φ(x1), φ(x2)) have the same sign.

The following lemma from [ORW82] is related to the second characterization in
Definition 64.

Lemma 65. Suppose S : (X,µ) → (X,µ) is an ergodic measure-preserving auto-
morphism.

(a) If f, g : X → Z+ such that
∫
g dµ <

∫
f dµ, then there exists h : Xg → Z+

such that
∫
Xg

h dµg = (
∫
f dµ)/(

∫
g dµ) and (Sg)h ∼= Sf .

(b) If f : A → Z+ and µ(A)
∫
A
f dµA < 1, then there exists A′ ⊂ X with

µ(A′) = µ(A)
∫
A
f dµA such that (SA)f ∼= SA′ .
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(c) If f : A → Z+ and µ(A)
∫
A
f dµA > 1, then there exists h : X → Z+ with∫

h dµ = µ(A)
∫
A
f dµA such that (SA)f ∼= Sh.

Proof. Part (a) follows from [ORW82, Lemma 1.3, p. 3] and its proof. Parts (b)
and (c) are stated on p. 91 of [ORW82], and they follow easily from (a) and the
observation that S ∼= (SA)rA and

∫
A
rA dµA = 1/µ(A). �

Lemma 66. If U, V : (X,µ) → (X,µ) are ergodic measure-preserving automor-
phisms and UA ∼= VB with 0 < µ(A) < µ(B) ≤ 1, then there exists C with
0 < µ(C) < 1 such that UC ∼= V.

Proof. Since µ(A) < µ(B),
∫
A
rA dµA >

∫
B
rB dµB . Then U ∼= (UA)rA ∼= (VB)r̃

where
∫
B
r̃ dµB =

∫
A
rA dµA >

∫
B
rB dµB = 1/µ(B). Therefore by Lemma 65(c),

(VB)r̃ ∼= V h for some h : X → Z+ with
∫
h dµ > 1. Therefore U ∼= V h and

consequently there exists C with µ(C) = 1/(
∫
h dµ) such that UC ∼= V. �

For the following proposition we use the same proof as on p. 90 of [ORW82] for
the analogous result with T replaced by Feldman’s example J.

Proposition 67. Let T ∈ Trees and T = F (T ). If (TA)−1 ∼= TB , then µ(A) =
µ(B). That is, if T and T−1 are Kakutani equivalent, then they are evenly equiva-
lent.

Proof. Suppose (TA)−1 ∼= TB where µ(A) 6= µ(B).

Case 1. Suppose µ(A) < µ(B). Then by Lemma 66, there exists C with 0 <
µ(C) < 1 such that (TC)−1 = (T−1)C ∼= T. This implies TC ∼= T−1 and
there exists C̃ ⊂ C with µ(C̃)/µ(C) = µ(C) such that

TC̃ = (TC)C̃
∼= (T−1)C ∼= T.

Since 0 < µ(C̃) < 1, this contradicts Proposition 56.
Case 2. Suppose µ(A) > µ(B). Then (TB)−1 ∼= TA, which is the same as Case 1

with A and B switched. Again we have a contradiction to Proposition
56.

�

The first inequality in Lemma 68 below is Proposition 3.2 in [ORW82, p. 92].
The second inequality will serve as an approximate “consistency property” for a
sequence of finite codes between two evenly equivalent transformations. It follows
from the proof of Lemma 1.3 in [ORW82, p. 3].

If we are given a partition P of the space X and A ⊂ X with µ(A) > 0, we use
the notation P fA to denote the partition {Af \A}∪{c∩A : c ∈ P} of Af . Moreover,
if we consider names in the (SfA, P

f
A) and (SgA, P

g
A) processes, we regard Af \A and

Ag \ A as having different symbols associated to them. In other words, we have a
match between the x-SfA-P

f
A name at time i and the x′-SgA-P

g
A name at time j if

and only if T ix, T jx′ ∈ c ∩A for some c ∈ P.

Lemma 68. Let S : (X,µ) → (X,µ) and T : (Y, ν) → (Y, ν) be ergodic measure-
preserving automorphisms, Q a finite generating partition for T, and P a finite
partition of X. Suppose that S and T are evenly equivalent. Let (ε`)

∞
`=1 be a de-

creasing sequence of positive numbers such that 0 < ε` < 1 and lim`→∞ ε` = 0.
Then there exist increasing sequences (m`)

∞
`=1 and (K`)

∞
`=1 of positive integers, sets

F` ⊂ Y with ν(F`) > 1− ε`, and codes φ` of length 2K` + 1 from (T,Q)-names to
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(S, P )-names such that for y ∈ F` we have the following properties: There exists
x = x`(y) ∈ X such that for all m ≥ m`, the (S-P -name of x)m−1

0 occurs with
positive frequency in the (S, P ) process,

f(φ`((T -Q-name of y)m−1
0 ), (S-P -name of x)m−1

0 ) < ε`, for m ≥ m`,

and

f(φ`((T -Q-name of y)m−1
0 )) , φ`+1((T -Q-name of y)m−1

0 )) < ε`, for m ≥ m`+1.

Proof. Since S and T are evenly equivalent, there are Ã1 ⊆ X and f̃1 : Ã1 → Z+

with µ(Ã1) ·
∫
Ã1
f̃1dµÃ1

= 1 such that
(
SÃ1

)f̃1 ∼= T . We choose a set A1 with

X ⊃ A1 ⊃ Ã1 and µ(A1) > 1 − ε1
10 . Since

(
(SA1)Ã1

)f̃1 ∼= T , SA1 and T are
equivalent. We note that

µA1(Ã1) ·
∫
Ã1

f̃1dµÃ1
=
µ(Ã1)

µ(A1)
·
∫
Ã1

f̃1dµÃ1
=

1

µ(A1)
> 1.

Then Lemma 65 (c) yields the existence of f1 : A1 → Z+ with (SA1
)
f1 ∼= T and∫

A1
f1dµA1

= 1
µ(A1) . Let θ1 : Y → (A1)f1 be an isomorphism between T and

(SA1)
f1 .

We let (A`)
∞
`=1 be a sequence of sets such that A1 ⊂ A2 ⊂ A3 ⊂ · · · ⊂ X with

µ(A`) > 1− ε`
10 . As in the above argument for A1, there exist functions f` : A` → Z+

such that (SA`)
f` ∼= T and

∫
A`
f`dµA` = 1

µ(A`)
. We also have (SA`)

r` ∼= S, where
r` = rA`,S is the return time to A` under S and

∫
A`
r`dµA` = 1

µ(A`)
.

For x ∈ A`, the P f`A`-name of x at the ith time the orbit under (SA`)
f` returns to

A` agrees with the P r`A`-name of x at the ith time the orbit under (SA`)
r` returns

to A`. There exist k` and a set C` ⊂ A` with µ(C`) > µ(A`) − ε`
10 > 1 − ε`

5 such
that for x ∈ C` and m ≥ k`, both the (SA`)

f` and the (SA`)
r` orbits of x are in A`

for more than 1− ε`
5 of the times 0, 1, . . . ,m− 1. Thus, for x ∈ C` and m ≥ k`,

(9.6) f(((SA`)
f`-P f`A`-name of x)m−1

0 , (S-P -name of x)m−1
0 ) <

ε`
5
.

We may assume that any such S-P -name of length m occurs with positive proba-
bility in the (S, P )-process.

Although we already know that (SA`)
f` and (SA`+1

)f`+1 are isomorphic, since
they are both isomorphic to T, the proof of the second f inequality in the lemma will
be based on a particular isomorphism θ`+1 : (A`)

f` → (A`+1)f`+1 between (SA`)
f`

and (SA`+1
)f`+1 . To simplify notation for this part of the argument, we let A = A`,

A′ = A`+1, f = f`, ε = ε`, and ε′ = ε`+1. Then A ⊂ A′ ⊂ X, µ(A) > 1 − ε
10 , and

µ(A′) > 1− ε′

10 . The function f ′ constructed below is the function that we take as
f`+1.

We can write SA′ = (SA)g, where g : A→ Z+ is the return time to A under SA′ .
Then g satisfies

∫
A
g dµA = (

∫
A
g dµ)/(µ(A)) = µ(A′)/µ(A). Since

∫
A
f dµA =

1/µ(A) > µ(A′)/µ(A), we have
∫
A
f dµA >

∫
A
g dµA. By the ergodic theorem, for

almost every x there exists N(x) such that

Σn−1
i=0 f((SA)i(x)) > Σn−1

i=0 g((SA)i(x)), for all n ≥ N(x).
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Thus, we can choose a positive measure set B ⊂ A and N ∈ Z+ such that N(x) ≤ N
for all x ∈ B, and the return time rB,SA to B under SA satisfies rB,SA(x) ≥ N for
all x ∈ B. It follows that

Σ
rB,SA (x)−1

i=0 f((SA)i(x)) > Σ
rB,SA (x)−1

i=0 g((SA)i(x)) for all x ∈ B.

Now (SA)f = (S
rB,SA
B )f , which can be visualized as a three-dimensional tower,

with the two-dimensional base, A, being represented as a tower for SA over B
with roof function rB,SA , and then, in the third direction, using the roof function
f : A→ Z with base function SA. This can also be represented as a two-dimensional
tower over B with height function Σ

rB,SA (x)−1

i=0 f((SA)i(x)). In the three-dimensional
tower, we will denote points by (y, `), where y ∈ A and ` is the level in the third
direction. That is, the orbit under (SA)f for x ∈ B until the time right before it
returns to B is:

(9.7)
((

(SA)
j

(x), i
)f((SA)j(x))

i=1

)rB,SA (x)−1

j=0

.

The part of this orbit that corresponds to points in A is

(9.8) (x, 1), (SA(x), 1), ((SA)2(x), 1), . . . ((SA)rB,SA (x)−1(x), 1).

Similarly, SA′ = (SA)g = (S
rB,SA
B )g can be represented as a three-dimensional

tower with the same two-dimensional base, A. In the third direction, the roof func-
tion is g. We use the same coordinates (y, `) as before. We define f ′ : A′ → Z by
f ′(y, `) = 1+Σ

rB,SA (x)−1

i=0 f((SA)i(x))−Σ
rB,SA (x)−1

i=0 g((SA)i(x)) if y = (SA)rB,SA (x)−1(x)

for some x ∈ B and ` = g((SA)rB,SA (x)−1(x)); f ′(y, `) = 1 otherwise. Then
(SA′)

f ′ = ((SA)g)f
′

= (SA)f . The orbit under ((SA)g)f
′
for x ∈ B until the time

right before it returns to B is:

(9.9)
((

(SA)
j

(x), i
)g((SA)j(x))

i=1

)rB,SA (x)−1

j=0

;

(
(SA)

rB,SA (x)−1
(x), g

(
(SA)

rB,SA (x)−1
(x)
)

+ j
)f ′(y,`)−1

j=1
,

where y = (SA)rB,SA (x)−1(x) and ` = g((SA)rB,SA (x)−1(x)). The isomorphism θ is
defined to be the identity on B and maps orbits of (SA)f to orbits of ((SA)g)f

′
, with

points of the orbits remaining in consecutive order. Note that the part of the orbit
in (9.9) that corresponds to points in A is also given by (9.8). At the points in A,
the P fA-name agrees with the P f

′

A′ -name. Thus, the number of f matches between
the P fA-names of the points in (9.7) and the P f

′

A′ -names of the points in (9.9) is at
least the number of terms in (9.8). Therefore, to estimate the f distance between
the P fA-name of x and the P f

′

A′ -name of θ(x) from time 0 to m − 1 we divide the
orbits into segments that start with a point in B until right before the next return
to B. The number of f matches that we obtain is at least the number of times
that points in the segments are in A. If `0 is sufficiently large, then the waiting
time until the first entry to the set B is less than `0 with high probability, and the
last entry to the set B occurs after m− `0 with high probability. Thus there exist
m0 >> `0, and a set D ⊂ A with µ(D) > 1 − ε

5 such that for x ∈ D and m ≥ m0

the f distance between the P fA-name of x and the P f
′

A′ -name of θ(x) from time 0 to
m− 1 is less than 1− µ(A) + ε

10 <
ε
5 .
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In our inductive argument, if we are given f1, . . . , f` and isomorphisms θj+1 :
(Aj)

fj → (Aj+1)fj+1 between (SAj )
fj and (SAj+1

)fj+1 , for j = 1, . . . , `− 1, then we
let f`+1 = f ′, θ`+1 = θ, u` = m0, and D` = D ⊂ A` be as constructed above. Thus
µ(D`) > 1− ε`

5 and for x ∈ D` and m ≥ u` we have
(9.10)
fm(((SA`)

f`-P f`A`-name of x)m−1
0 , ((SA`+1

)f`+1-P f`+1

A`+1
-name of θ`+1(x))m−1

0 ) <
ε`
5
.

Since Q is a generator for T there exists K` such that

(θn ◦ · · · ◦ θ1)−1(P f`A`) ⊂
ε`/10 ∨K`−K`T

jQ,

and this defines a code φ` from (T,Q)-names to P f`A` -names. If m` is sufficiently
large, in particular, m` ≥ max(k`, u`), then there exists a set E` ⊂ ((θ` ◦ · · · ◦
θ1)−1(A`) such that for y ∈ E` the coded name φ`(y) at time j agrees with the actual
(θ` ◦ · · · ◦ θ1)−1(P f`A`)-name of y, or equivalently, the (P f`A`)-name of (θ` ◦ · · · ◦ θ1)(y),
at time j, with frequency greater than 1− ε`

5 among the times j = 0, 1, . . . ,m− 1,
for m ≥ m`. That is,

(9.11) dm((φ`(y))m−1
0 , (P f`A` -name of (θ` ◦ · · · θ1)(y))m−1

0 ) <
ε`
5
.

Finally, we let F` = E` ∩E`+1 ∩ (θ` ◦ · · · θ1)−1(C` ∩D`)∩ (θ`+1 ◦ · · · θ1)−1(C`+1).
The first f inequality in the lemma follows from (9.6) and (9.11), while the second
f inequality follows from (9.6) and (9.11) for ` and `+ 1, and (9.10) for `. �

Remark 69. We call such a sequence of codes as in Lemma 68 a sequence of (ε`,K`)-
finite f codes from (T,Q) to (S, P ).

Corollary 70. Let 0 < γ < 1/2 and assume the set-up of Lemma 68, where
T = Φ(T ) for some T ∈ T rees and Q is the partition of Y = ΣZ according to the
symbol of Σ located at position 0. We also let X = ΣZ and P = Q, but the measures
µ and ν may be different. Assume that the ε` in Lemma 68 are chosen so that
Σ∞i=`+1εi < ε`. Then there exists N(γ) ∈ Z+ such that for N ≥ N(γ) and k ∈ Z+

and all sufficiently large n (how large depends on N ,γ, and k) there is a collection
W ′n ⊂ Wn that includes at least 1−γ of the words inWn and the following condition
holds: For w ∈ W ′n there exists z = z(w) ∈ X such that the (S-Q-name of z)hn−1

0

occurs with positive frequency in the (S,Q) process and we have

f((φN (w))hn−1
0 , (S-Q-name of z)hn−1

0 ) < γ,

and

f((φN (w))hn−1
0 , (φN+k(w))hn−1

0 ) < γ.

Proof. Choose N(γ) sufficiently large that εN(γ)−1 < γ2/2. Let N ≥ N(γ). Then
choose n sufficiently large so mN+k < hn/2. Let F = FN ∩ · · · ∩ FN+k−1 where
FN , . . . , FN+k−1 are as in Lemma 68. Then ν(F ) > 1 − εN − · · · − εN+k−1 >
1 − εN−1 > 1 − γ2/2. Thus there is a collection W ′n ⊂ Wn that includes at least
1 − γ of the words in Wn such that for w ∈ W ′n, for more than 1 − γ/2 of the
indices i = 1, 2, . . . , hn, the ith level of column in the tower representation of the
word w intersects F. For w = a1a2 · · · ahn ∈ W ′n, there exists i0 = i0(w) with
1 ≤ i0 ≤ (γ/2)hn such that for some y = y(w) ∈ F we have ai0 · · · ahn = (T -Q-
name of y)hn−i0−1

0 . Let x = x(y) be as in Lemma 68. Let z = z(y) ∈ X be such
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that the (S-Q-name of z)hn−1
0 occurs with positive frequency in the (S,Q) process

and the (S-Q-name of z)hn−1
i0

is the same as the (S-Q-name of x)hn−i0−1
0 . Since

f(φN (ai0 · · · ahn), (S-Q-name of x)hn−i0−1
0 ) < εN < γ2

and i0 ≤ (γ/2)hn, it follows that

f(φN (w), (S-Q-name of z)hn−1
0 ) < (γ/2) + γ2 < γ.

By repeated application of the second f inequality in Lemma 68, we obtain

f(φN (ai0 · · · ahn), φN+k(ai0 · · · ahn)) < εN + · · · εN+k−1 < εN−1 < γ2/2.

Therefore f(φN (w), φN+k(w)) < (γ/2) + γ2 < γ. �

9.3. Proof of part (2) in Proposition 23. We have seen in Proposition 67
that if Ψ(T ) and Ψ(T )−1 are Kakutani equivalent, then it can only be by an even
equivalence. Thus, to prove part (2) in Proposition 23 it remains to show that
under our assumption that the tree T ∈ Trees does not have an infinite branch,
K := Ψ(T ) is not evenly equivalent to K−1 = Ψ(T )−1.

As in Section 9.1 we enumerate the uniquely readable and strongly uniform
construction sequence of K = Ψ(T ) as {Wn}n∈N, that is, n-words are built by
concatenating (n − 1)-words. We also remind the reader of the phrase s-pattern
type from Remark 44 as well as Remark 51 and that we can decompose an n-word
w ∈ Wn into its s-Feldman patterns (if we are in Case 2 of the construction we ignore
the strings coming from W††): w = Pn−1,1 . . . Pn−1,Us+1 . In the subsequent lemma
we prove that even under finite coding substantial strings of Feldman patterns of
different type cannot be matched well.

Lemma 71. Let s ∈ N and φ be a finite code from K to rev(K). Then for suffi-
ciently large n ∈ N and any pair of s-Feldman patterns Pn−1,` in K and Pn−1,` in
rev(K) of different pattern type we have

f
(
φ(E), E

)
>
αs
10
,

for any substrings E, E of at least |Pn−1,`|
22e(n−1) =

|Pn−1,`|
22e(n−1) consecutive symbols in Pn−1,`

and Pn−1,`, respectively.

Proof. We recall the definition ofM(s) from Definition 19 and choose n > M(s)+1
sufficiently large such that Rn−1 >

110
αs

and hn−1 > 24e(n−1) · |φ|. In particular, end
effects are negligible and we can assume φ(E) and E to have the same length.

We denote the tuple of building blocks for [Pn−1,`]s by ([A1]s, . . . , [A24e(n−1)−ts ]s)

and the tuple of building blocks for [Pn−1,`]s by
(
[A1]s, . . . , [A24e(n−1)−ts ]s

)
. More-

over, let r and r denote the types of s-Feldman pattern of Pn−1,` and Pn−1,`,
respectively. In the notation of the Coding Lemma 41 we let

L = hn−1,

N = 24e(n−1)−ts ,

z = N2·(Ms+1+1−r),

q = Ts+1 · 2(4e(n−1)−ts)·2r = Ts+1 ·N2r.

We emphasize that Ts+1 and thus q are multiples of p′n, where p′n = p2
n in Case 1

(s(n) = s(n−1)) or p′n = p2
n−pn in Case 2 (s(n) = s(n−1)+1) of the construction.
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Furthermore, each Υi,j in the Coding Lemma 41 corresponds to a substitution
instance of a maximal repetition [Aj ]

q
s in Pn−1,`. Since we have f (W,W ′) > αs

on any substrings W and W ′ of at least hn−1

Rn−1
consecutive symbols in any words

w,w′ ∈ Wn−1 with [w]s 6= [w′]s by Proposition 55, the assumption of the Coding
Lemma is fulfilled. Now we distinguish between the two possible cases.

In the first instance, let r < r, that is, the number Ts+12(4e(n−1)−ts)·2r =
Ts+1N

2r of consecutive repetitions of the same s-block in Pn−1,` is smaller than in
Pn−1,`. We subdivide Pn−1,` into substitution instances Λ̃i,j of N2(r−r)−1 consecu-
tive complete cycles in [Pn−1,`]s. Note that |Λ̃i,j | = |Λi,j |. Lemma 45 and Remark
51 yield that for each substitution instance ax,y of each [Ax]s, x = 1, . . . , 24e(n−1)−ts ,
the repetition (ax,y)

p′n occurs the same number of times in each Λ̃i,j . Since hn−1 >

24e(n−1) · |φ|, we also see that the images under code φ of all occurrences of (ax,y)
p′n

are 2
p′n

close to each other in d. Hence, by making a d-approximation error of
at most 2

p′n
we can decompose φ(Pn−1,`) into permutations Λi,j as in the Coding

Lemma.
In case of r > r we decompose Pn−1,` into substitution instances Λ̃i,j of repe-

titions of the form [Ax]qs, x = 1, . . . , 24e(n−1)−ts . Lemma 45 and Remark 51 yield
again that for each substitution instance ax,y of [Ax]s the repetition (ax,y)

p′n occurs
the same number of times in each Λ̃i,j . As above, we can decompose φ(Pn−1,`) into
permutations Λi,j as in the Coding Lemma by making a d-approximation error of
at most 2

p′n
.

In both cases, the Coding Lemma gives

f
(
φ(E), E

)
> αs ·

(
1

8
− 2

2e(n−1)−0.25ts

)
− 1

Rn−1
− 4

N
− 2

p′n

>
αs − 11

Rn−1

9
>
αs
10

for any substrings E, E of at least zqL =
|Pn−1,`|

N consecutive symbols in Pn−1,`

and Pn−1,`, respectively. Here, we used conditions (8.5) and (8.7) as well as our
assumption Rn−1 >

110
αs

. �

Lemma 72. Let s ∈ N and φ be a finite code from K to rev(K). Then for suffi-
ciently large n ∈ N and any pair w ∈ Wn, w ∈ rev(Wn) of different s-pattern type
we have

f
(
φ(A), A

)
>
αs
16

for any substrings A, A of at least hn
2e(n−1) consecutive symbols in w and w, respec-

tively.

Proof. As before, we choose n > M(s) + 1 sufficiently large such that hn−1 >
24e(n−1) · |φ| and end effects are negligible, that is, we can assume φ(A) and A to
have the same length.

If f
(
φ(A), A

)
> αs

4 , we do not have to show anything. Otherwise, we have
f
(
φ(A), A

)
≤ 1

32 (recall that αs < 1
8 ) and let π be a best possible f matching

between φ(A) and A. Since π is a map on the indices, we can also view it as a
map between A and A. Since n > M(s) + 1 and A as well as A has length at
least hn

2e(n−1) , Remark 44 yields that there are at least 26e(n−1) complete s-Feldman
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Figure 9.2. Illustration of the decompositions into Ei ⊆ Pn−1,j(i)

and Ei ⊆ Pn−1,j(i) corresponding to each other under π.

patterns (out of building blocks inWn−1/Qn−1
s ) in A and A. Moreover, all of them

have the same length, (If we are in Case 2 of the construction we ignore the strings
coming from W††, which might increase the f distance by at most 2

pn
according to

(8.16) and Fact 9.) We complete partial s-patterns at the beginning and end of A
and A, which might increase the f distance by at most 2

26e(n−1) according to Fact
9 as well. The augmented strings obtained in this way are denoted by Aaug and
Aaug, respectively, and we decompose them into the s-Feldman patterns:

Aaug = Pn−1,1 . . . Pn−1,r Aaug = Pn−1,1 . . . Pn−1,r.

Since w and w are of different s-pattern type, the occurring Feldman patterns are
either disjoint or traversed in opposite directions.

In the next step, we write Aaug and Aaug as

Aaug = E1 . . . Ev Aaug = E1 . . . Ev,

where Ei and Ei are maximal substrings such that Ei ⊆ Pn−1,j(i) and Ei ⊆
Pn−1,j(i) correspond to each other under π (see Figure 9.2 for an illustration of
this decomposition). In particular, we have v ≥ 26e(n−1).

We note that for at most one pair of Ei and Ei the type of Feldman pattern
coincides. We delete this possible pair. This might increase the f distance by
at most 2

26e(n−1) according to Fact 9 because we have v ≥ 26e(n−1). Thus, in the
following we can assume that all pairs Ei and Ei lie in Feldman patterns of different
type.

If f
(
φ (Ei) , Ei

)
> αs

4 , we stop the investigation of these strings. Otherwise, we
have

(9.12) 1− 1

24
<

1− 1
25

1 + 1
25

≤ |Ei|
|Ei|

≤
1 + 1

25

1− 1
25

< 1 +
1

23

by Fact 11. In each Pn−1,l there are at most two segments Ei with |Ei| < |Pn−1,l|
22e(n−1)

because a string well-matched with Pn−1,l has to lie within at most three consecutive
patterns in Aaug. For their corresponding segments we also get |Ei| < |Pn−1,l|

22e(n−1)−1

by the estimate in (9.12). By the same reasons, there are at most two segments
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Ei with |Ei| < |Pn−1,l|
22e(n−1) in each Pn−1,l and we can also bound the lengths of their

corresponding strings. Altogether, the density of symbols in those situations is at
most 1

22e(n−1)−4 and we ignore them in the following consideration.
Hence, we consider the case that both |Ei| and |Ei| are at least |Pn−1,l|

22e(n−1) . This is
large enough such that we can apply Lemma 71 and conclude the statement. �

As a consequence, we deduce that a well-approximating finite code can be iden-
tified with an element of the group action, where we recall the notation ηg from
Definition 37.

Lemma 73. Let s ∈ N, 0 < δ < 1
4 , 0 < ε < αs

200δ, and φ be a finite code from K
to rev(K). Then for n sufficiently large and w ∈ Wn we have that for any string
A in rev(K) with f

(
φ(w), A

)
< ε there must be exactly one w ∈ rev(Wn) with

|A∩w| ≥ (1− δ)|w| and w must be of the form [w]s = ηg [w]s for a unique g ∈ Gs,
which is necessarily of odd parity.

Proof. For a start, we choose n large enough such that end effects are negligible
with respect to the length hn of n-words (that is, hn has to be much larger than
the length of the code). By Fact 11 we know from f

(
φ(w), A

)
< ε that

1− 3ε ≤ 1− ε
1 + ε

≤ |A|
|w|
≤ 1 + ε

1− ε
≤ 1 + 3ε.

Hence, there can be at most one w ∈ rev(Wn) with |A ∩ w| ≥ (1− δ)|w|. Suppose
that there is no such w ∈ rev(Wn). Then there are two words w1, w2 ∈ rev(Wn)
such that A is a substring of w1w2 and

|A ∩ wj | ≥ (δ − 3ε) · |wj | >
180

αs
εhn for j = 1, 2.

Then the beginning of φ(w) is matched with the end of w1, while the end of φ(w)
is matched with the beginning of w2. There are two possible cases: Either at least
one of w1, w2 has a different s-pattern type from that of w, or w1 and w2 have
the same s-pattern type as w. Here, we point out that the s-pattern structure of
the beginning and end of w are different from each other by construction (recall
from the general substitution step in Section 7 that substitution instances were
constructed as a concatenation of different Feldman patterns). To investigate both
cases we denote Aj := A ∩ wj . Let π be a best possible match in f between
φ(w) and A. Then we denote the parts in φ(w) corresponding to Aj under π by
Aj . If f

(
Aj , Aj

)
> αs

4 , we stop. Otherwise, we have 8
9 ≤

|Aj |
|Aj |

≤ 9
8 , that is,

|Aj | ≥ 8
9 |Aj | ≥

160
αs
εhn. Hence, for sufficiently large n the strings are long enough

that we can apply Lemmas 71 and 72. In both aforementioned cases this yields,
with the aid of Fact 10, that

f
(
φ(w), A

)
≥ 80

αs
ε · αs

16
= 5ε,

which contradicts the assumption f
(
φ(w), A

)
< ε. Hence, there must be exactly

one w ∈ rev(Wn) with |A ∩ w| ≥ (1− δ)|w|.
Lemma 72 also implies that w and w need to have the same s-pattern structure.

By construction this only happens if their equivalence classes [w]s and [w]s lie on
the same orbit of the group action by Gns (recall from the general substitution step
that substitution instances not lying on the same Gns orbit were constructed as
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a different concatenation of different Feldman patterns). By the freeness of the
group action and Proposition 55, we conclude that there is a unique g ∈ Gs with
[w]s = ηg [w]s. �

Assume K and K−1 are evenly equivalent. Let (ε`)`∈N be a sequence of positive
reals satisfying

∑∞
i=`+1 εi < ε` for every ` ∈ N. Then there exists a sequence of

(ε`,K`)-finite f codes φ` from K to K−1 satisfying the properties in Lemma 68. We
fix such a sequence of (ε`,K`)-finite f codes φ` between K and K−1. By applying
Corollary 70 with γs =

α4
s

5·109 , for each s ∈ Z+ there is N(s) ∈ Z+ such that for
every N ≥ N(s) and k ∈ Z+ there is n(s,N, k) ∈ Z+ sufficiently large so that for
all n ≥ n(s,N, k) Lemma 73 with δs =

α3
s

2·107 and φN holds. Moreover, there exists
a collection W ′n of n-words (that includes at least 1− γs of the n-words) satisfying
the following properties:
(C1) For w ∈ W ′n there exists z = z(w) ∈ rev(K) such that z � [0, hn − 1] occurs

with positive frequency in rev(K) and

f (φN (w), z � [0, hn − 1]) <
α4
s

5 · 109
.

(C2) For w ∈ W ′n we have

f (φN (w), φN+k(w)) <
α4
s

5 · 109
.

Lemma 74. Suppose that K and K−1 are evenly equivalent and let s ∈ N. There
is a unique gs ∈ Gs such that for every N ≥ N(s) and sufficiently large n ∈ N we
have for every w ∈ W ′n that there is w ∈ rev(Wn) with [w]s = ηgs [w]s and

f (φN (w), w) <
αs
4
,

where (φ`)`∈N is a sequence of (ε`,K`)-finite f codes as described above and W ′n is
the associated collection of n-words satisfying properties (C1) and (C2).

Moreover, gs ∈ Gs is of odd parity and the sequence (gs)s∈N satisfies gs =
ρs+1,s(gs+1) for all s ∈ N.

Proof. For n ≥ n(s,N, 1) we see from property (C1) that for any w ∈ W ′n there
exists z ∈ rev(K) with

f (φN (w), z � [0, hn − 1]) < γs =
α4
s

5 · 109
<

αs
200
· δs.

We denote A := z � [0, hn − 1] in rev(K). By Lemma 73 there is exactly one
w ∈ rev(Wn) with |A ∩ w| ≥ (1− δs)|w| and w must be of the form [w]s = ηg [w]s
for a unique g ∈ Gs, which is of odd parity. By Fact 9 we conclude f (φN (w), w) <
γs + δs < 10−7α3

s.
To see that one group element of Gs is supposed to work for φN and all words in

W ′n+1 we repeat the argument for a word w ∈ W ′n+1, which is a concatenation of
n-words by construction. Hence, we obtain a unique gs ∈ Gs and w ∈ rev(Wn+1)
with [w]s = ηgs [w]s such that f (φN (w), w) < 10−7α3

s. We decompose w into its s-
Feldman patterns: w = P1 . . . Pr. Moreover, let w = P 1 . . . P r be the corresponding
decomposition under a best possible f -match between φN (w) and w. According to
Fact 10 the proportion of such substrings with f

(
φN (Pi), P i

)
> 10−6α3

s could be
at most 1

10 . On the other substrings with f
(
φN (Pi), P i

)
≤ 10−6α3

s we need to have
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(
1− 2α3

s

106

)
|Pi| ≤ |P i| ≤

(
1 +

3α3
s

106

)
|Pi| by Fact 11. Then we obtain from Lemma 71

that there is a substring P
′
i ⊆ P i with |P

′
i| ≥

(
1− α2

s

5·104

)
|P i| such that P

′
i and Pi

have the same s-pattern structure, that is, [P
′
i]s must lie in ηgs [Pi]s. We deduce from

f
(
φN (Pi), P

′
i

)
<

α2
s

4·104 that a proportion of at least 9
10 of the n-blocks wl occurring

as substitution instances in Pi have to satisfy that there is a string Al in P
′
i such

that f
(
φN (wl), Al

)
<

α2
s

2000 = αs
200 ·

αs
10 . As in the first paragraph of the proof, Lemma

73 implies that there is exactly one wl ∈ rev(Wn) with |Al ∩ wl| ≥ (1 − αs
10 )|wl|

and wl must be of the form [wl]s = ηhl [wl]s for a unique hl ∈ Gs, which is of odd
parity. As above, we also get f (φN (wl), wl) <

αs
4 . Since the classes within the

building tuple of Pi have disjoint Gs orbits, we obtain that a proportion of at least
9
10 of the n-blocks wl occurring as substitution instances in Pi have to satisfy that
there is wl ∈ rev(Wn) with [wl]s = ηgs [wl]s and f (φN (wl), wl) <

αs
4 . Altogether,

we conclude that a proportion of at least 8
10 of all n-blocks wl have to satisfy that

there is wl ∈ rev(Wn) with [wl]s = ηgs [wl]s and f (φN (wl), wl) <
αs
4 . Suppose

now that there is a word w′ ∈ W ′n+1 such that the argument above gives a different
element h ∈ Gs and w′ ∈ rev(Wn+1) with [w′]s = ηh [w′]s and f (φN (w′), w′) < αs

4 .
Then a proportion of at least 8

10 of all n-blocks wl would have to satisfy that there
is wl ∈ rev(Wn) with [wl]s = ηh [wl]s and f (φN (wl), wl) <

αs
4 . This contradicts

ηgs [wl]s 6= ηh [wl]s and Proposition 55. Hence, there is a unique group element
gs ∈ Gs working for all (n+ 1)-words in W ′n+1.

In the next step, we check that the same group element gs ∈ Gs works for
all φN , N ≥ N(s). Let k ∈ Z+. For n ≥ n(s,N, k) property (C2) guarantees
f (φN (w), φN+k(w)) < α4

s for every w ∈ W ′n. On the one hand, let gs be the element
in Gs such that for every w ∈ W ′n there is w ∈ rev(Wn) with [w]s = ηgs [w]s and
f (φN (w), w) < αs

4 . On the other hand, let hs ∈ Gs such that for every w ∈ W ′n
there is w′ ∈ rev(Wn) with [w′]s = ηhs [w]s and f (φN+k(w), w′) < αs

4 . Assume
gs 6= hs. Then we have [w′]s = ηhs [w]s 6= ηgs [w]s = [w]s but

f (w,w′) ≤ f (w, φN (w)) + f (φN (w), φN+k(w)) + f (φN+k(w), w′) <
2

3
αs,

which contradicts Proposition 55. Thus, we conclude that gs ∈ Gs works for all
φN , for N ≥ N(s).

Suppose that for some s ∈ N we have that g′s := ρs+1,s(gs+1) 6= gs. Let
N ≥ N(s + 1). Then for n sufficiently large there is w ∈ W ′n with ηg′s [w]s 6=
ηgs [w]s = [w1]s, where w1 ∈ rev (Wn) is the element corresponding to w under the
code φN with f (φN (w), w1) < αs

4 . Similarly, let w2 ∈ rev (Wn) be the element
corresponding to w under the code φN with f (φN (w), w2) < αs+1

4 . Since the Gns+1

action is subordinate to the Gns action on Wn/Qns by specification (A7), we see
that [w2]s+1 = ηgs+1 [w]s+1 lies in ηg′s [w]s. Hence, [w2]s 6= [w1]s, which implies
f (w1, w2) > αs by Proposition 55. On the other hand, we have

f (w1, w2) ≤ f (w1, φN (w)) + f (φN (w), w2) <
αs
4

+
αs+1

4
<
αs
2
.

This contradiction shows that (gs)s∈N must satisfy gs = ρs+1,s(gs+1) for all s. �
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Proof of part (2) in Proposition 23. If K = Ψ(T ) and K−1 are Kakutani equiva-
lent, then they have to be evenly equivalent by Proposition 67. Then the conclusion
of Lemma 74 implies that the tree T has an infinite branch. �

10. Transfer to the smooth and real-analytic categories

In this final section we transfer our anti-classification result for Kakutani equiv-
alence to the smooth and real-analytic categories. For this purpose, we review the
definition of circular systems. These symbolic systems can be realized by the Ap-
proximation by Conjugation method as C∞ diffeomorphisms on compact surfaces
admitting a nontrivial circle action [FW19a] and as real-analytic diffeomorphisms
on T2 ([Ba17], [BKpp]). We also review the definition of the functor F between
odometer-based and circular systems introduced in [FW19b]. To simplify notation
we enumerate construction sequences of our odometer-based systems as {Wn}n∈N,
that is, (n+1)-words are built by concatenating n-words. This functor F preserves
so-called synchronous and anti-synchronous isomorphisms [FW19b] but it does not
necessarily preserve Kakutani equivalence as shown by examples in [GKpp]. In
the setting of our constructions from Section 8 we can prove using the techniques
from Section 9 that if T ∈ Trees does not have an infinite branch, then F (Ψ(T ))
and F

(
Ψ(T )−1

)
are not Kakutani equivalent to each other. This will allow us to

conclude the proofs of Theorems 24 and 25 in Subsection 10.6.

10.1. Diffeomorphism spaces. Let M be a smooth compact manifold of finite
dimension equipped with a standard measure µ determined by a smooth volume
element. We denote the space of µ-preserving C∞ diffeomorphisms on M by
Diff∞(M,µ), which inherits a Polish topology.

Following [BKpp, section 2.3] we give a more detailed description of the space
of Lebesgue measure-preserving real-analytic diffeomorphisms on T2 := R2/Z2 that
are homotopic to the identity. Here, λ denotes the standard Lebesgue measure on
T2.

Any real-analytic diffeomorphism on T2 homotopic to the identity admits a lift
to a map from R2 to R2 which has the form

F (x1, x2) = (x1 + f1(x1, x2), x2 + f2(x1, x2)),

where fi : R2 → R are Z2-periodic real-analytic functions. Any real-analytic Z2-
periodic function on R2 can be extended as a holomorphic function defined on some
open complex neighborhood of R2 in C2, where we identify R2 inside C2 via the
natural embedding (x1, x2) 7→ (x1 + i0, x2 + i0). For a fixed ρ > 0 we define the
neighborhood

Ωρ := {(z1, z2) ∈ C2 : |Im(z1)| < ρ and |Im(z2)| < ρ},

and for a function f defined on this set we let

‖f‖ρ := sup
(z1,z2)∈Ωρ

|f((z1, z2))|.

We define Cωρ (T2) to be the space of all Z2-periodic real-analytic functions f on R2

that extend to a holomorphic function on Ωρ and satisfy ‖f‖ρ <∞.
Hereby, we define Diffωρ (T2, λ) to be the set of all Lebesgue measure-preserving

real-analytic diffeomorphisms of T2 homotopic to the identity, whose lift F to R2

satisfies fi ∈ Cωρ (T2), and we also require that the lift F̃ (x) = (x1+f̃1(x), x2+f̃2(x))
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of its inverse to R2 satisfies f̃i ∈ Cωρ (T2). Then the metric in Diffωρ (T2, λ) is defined
by

dρ(f, g) = max{d̃ρ(f, g), d̃ρ(f
−1, g−1)}, where d̃ρ(f, g) = max

i=1,2
{ inf
n∈Z
‖fi − gi + n‖ρ}.

We note that if {fn}∞n=1 ⊂ Diffωρ (T2, λ) is a Cauchy sequence in the dρ metric, then
fn converges to some f ∈ Diffωρ (T2, λ). Thus, this space is Polish.

10.2. Circular systems. A circular coefficient sequence is a sequence of pairs of
positive integers (kn, ln)n∈N such that kn ≥ 2 and

∑
n∈N

1
ln

< ∞. From these
numbers we inductively define numbers

qn+1 = knlnq
2
n

and
pn+1 = pnknlnqn + 1,

where we set p0 = 0 and q0 = 1. Obviously, pn+1 and qn+1 are relatively prime.
Moreover, let Σ be a non-empty finite alphabet (in our case Σ =

{
1, . . . , 212

}
) and

b, e be two additional symbols. Then given a circular coefficient sequence (kn, ln)n∈N
we build collections of words Wc

n in the alphabet Σ∪{b, e} by induction as follows:
• Set Wc

0 = Σ.
• Having builtWc

n, we choose a set Pn+1 ⊆ (Wc
n)
kn of so-called prewords and

build Wc
n+1 by taking all words of the form

Cn (w0, w1, . . . , wkn−1) =

qn−1∏
i=0

kn−1∏
j=0

(
bqn−jiwln−1

j eji
)

with w0 . . . wkn−1 ∈ Pn+1. If n = 0 we take j0 = 0, and for n > 0 we let
ji ∈ {0, . . . , qn − 1} be such that

ji ≡ (pn)
−1
i mod qn.

We note that each word in Wc
n+1 has length knlnq2

n = qn+1.

Definition 75. A construction sequence (Wc
n)n∈N will be called circular if it is

built in this manner using the C-operators and a circular coefficient sequence, and
each Pn+1 is uniquely readable in the alphabet with the words from Wc

n as letters.
(This last property is called the strong readability assumption.)

Remark. By [FW19b, Lemma 45] each Wc
n in a circular construction sequence

is uniquely readable even if the prewords are not uniquely readable. However,
the definition of a circular construction sequence requires this stronger readability
assumption.

Definition 76. A symbolic shift K built from a circular construction sequence is
called a circular system. For emphasis we will often denote it by Kc.

As described in [FW3, section 4.3] one can give an explicit construction sequence
{rev(Wc

n)}n∈N of (Kc)−1 as

rev(Wc
n+1) = {Crn (rev(w0), rev(w1), . . . , rev(wkn−1)) : w0w1 . . . wkn−1 ∈ Pn+1}

using the operator

(10.1) Crn (w0, w1, . . . , wkn−1) =

qn−1∏
i=0

kn−1∏
j=0

(
eqn−ji+1wln−1

kn−j−1b
ji+1

)
.
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For a circular system Kc with circular coefficients (kn, ln)n∈N we also construct
a second circular system: Let Σ0 = {∗} and we define a construction sequence

Wc
0 := Σ0, and if Wc

n := {wn} then Wc
n+1 = {Cn(wn, . . . , wn)}.

We denote the resulting circular system by K. As shown in [FW19b, section 3.4]
K is a factor of Kc measure theoretically isomorphic to a rotation of the circle. We
call it the canonical circle factor. In [FW19b, section 4.3] a specific isomorphism
\ : K → rev(K) is introduced. It is called the natural map and will serve as a
benchmark for understanding maps from Kc to rev(Kc) (see, for example, Definition
79).

By [FW19a, Theorem 60] circular systems can be realized as smooth diffeomor-
phisms via the untwisted AbC method provided that the sequence (ln)n∈N grows
sufficiently fast.

Lemma 77. Let M be D2, A, or T2 equipped with Lebesgue measure λ, and let
{Wc

n}n∈N be a strongly uniform circular construction sequence with circular co-
efficients (kn, ln)n∈N. We suppose that |Wc

n| → ∞ as n → ∞ and that |Wc
n|

divides |Wc
n+1|. If the sequence (ln)n∈N grows sufficiently fast, then there is an

area-preserving C∞ diffeomorphism T on M such that the system (M,λ, T ) is iso-
morphic to (Kc, ν, sh).

The following real-analytic counterpart is proven in [BKpp, Theorem G].

Lemma 78. Let ρ > 0, and let λ be the Lebesgue measure on T2. Moreover,
let {Wc

n}n∈N be a strongly uniform circular construction sequence with circular
coefficients (kn, ln)n∈N. We suppose that |Wc

n| → ∞ as n → ∞ and that |Wc
n|

divides |Wc
n+1|. If the sequence (ln)n∈N grows sufficiently fast, then there is T ∈

Diffωρ (T2, λ) such that the system (T2, λ, T ) is isomorphic to (Kc, ν, sh).

We end this subsection by introducing the following subscales for a word w ∈
Wc
n+1 as in [FW19b, Subsection 3.3]:
• Subscale 0 is the scale of the individual powers of wj ∈ Wc

n of the form
wl−1
j and each such occurrence of a wl−1

j is called a 0-subsection.

• Subscale 1 is the scale of each term in the product
∏kn−1
j=0

(
bqn−jiwln−1

j eji
)

that has the form
(
bqn−jiwln−1

j eji
)
and these terms are called 1-subsections.

• Subscale 2 is the scale of each term of
∏qn−1
i=0

∏kn−1
j=0

(
bqn−jiwln−1

j eji
)
that

has the form
∏kn−1
j=0

(
bqn−jiwln−1

j eji
)
and these terms are called 2-subsections.

10.3. Categories OB and CB and the functor F : OB → CB. For a fixed cir-
cular coefficient sequence (kn, ln)n∈N we consider two categories OB and CB whose
objects are odometer-based and circular systems, respectively. The morphisms in
these categories are (synchronous and anti-synchronous) graph joinings.

Definition 79. If K is an odometer-based system, we denote its odometer base by
Kπ and let π : K → Kπ be the canonical factor map. Similarly, if Kc is a circular
system, we let (Kc)π be the circle factor K and let π : Kc → K be the canonical
factor map.

(1) Let K and L be odometer based systems with the same coefficient sequence
and let ρ be a joining between K and L±1. Then ρ is called synchronous
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if ρ joins K and L and the projection of ρ to a joining on Kπ × Lπ is the
graph joining determined by the identity map. The joining ρ is called anti-
synchronous if ρ joins K and L−1 and the projection of ρ to a joining on
Kπ × (L−1)π is the graph joining determined by the map x 7→ −x.

(2) Let Kc and Lc be circular systems with the same coefficient sequence and
let ρ be a joining between Kc and (Lc)±1. Then ρ is called synchronous
if ρ joins Kc and Lc and the projection of ρ to a joining on K × L is the
graph joining determined by the identity map. The joining ρ is called anti-
synchronous if ρ joins Kc and (Lc)−1 and the projection of ρ to a joining
on K × L−1 is the graph joining determined by the map rev(·) ◦ \.

In [FW19b] Foreman and Weiss define a functor taking odometer-based systems
to circular system that preserves the factor and conjugacy structure. To review the
definition of the functor we fix a circular coefficient sequence (kn, ln)n∈N. Let Σ be
a finite alphabet and (Wn)n∈N be a construction sequence for an odometer-based
system with coefficients (kn)n∈N. Then we define a circular construction sequence
(Wc

n)n∈N and bijections cn :Wn →Wc
n by induction:

• Let Wc
0 = Σ and c0 be the identity map.

• Suppose that Wn, Wc
n and cn have already been defined. Then we define

Wc
n+1 = {Cn (cn (w0) , cn (w1) , . . . , cn (wkn−1)) : w0w1 . . . wkn−1 ∈ Wn+1}
and the map cn+1 by setting

cn+1 (w0w1 . . . wkn−1) = Cn (cn (w0) , cn (w1) , . . . , cn (wkn−1)) .

In particular, the prewords are

Pn+1 = {cn (w0) cn (w1) . . . cn (wkn−1) : w0w1 . . . wkn−1 ∈ Wn+1} .

Definition 80. Suppose that K is built from a construction sequence (Wn)n∈N and
Kc has the circular construction sequence (Wc

n)n∈N as constructed above. Then we
define a map F from the set of odometer-based systems (viewed as subshifts) to
circular systems (viewed as subshifts) by

F (K) = Kc.

Remark 81. The map F is a bijection between odometer-based symbolic systems
with coefficients (kn)n∈N and circular symbolic systems with coefficients (kn, ln)n∈N
that preserves uniformity. Since the construction sequences for our odometer-based
systems are uniquely readable, the corresponding circular construction sequences
automatically satisfy the strong readability assumption.

In [FW19b] it is shown that F gives an isomorphism between the categories OB
and CB. We state the following fact which is part of the main result in [FW19b].

Lemma 82. For a fixed circular coefficient sequence (kn, ln)n∈N the categories OB
and CB are isomorphic by the functor F that takes synchronous isomorphisms to
synchronous isomorphisms and anti-synchronous isomorphisms to anti-synchronous
isomorphisms.

Remark 83. Using the operator Crn from equation (10.1) we can give a construction
sequence {rev(Wc

n)}n∈N for F (K)
−1

= (Kc)−1 via

rev(Wc
n+1) =

{Crn (rev(cn(w0)), rev(cn(w1)), . . . , rev(cn(wkn−1))) : w0w1 . . . wkn−1 ∈ Wn+1} .
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We recall that the length of a n-block w in the odometer-based system is hn =∏n−1
i=0 ki, if n > 0, and h0 = 1, while the length of a n-block in the circular system is

qn, that is, |cn (w)| = qn. Moreover, we will use the following map from substrings
of the underlying odometer-based system to the circular system:

Cn,i (wsws+1 . . . wt) =

t∏
j=s

(
bqn−ji (cn (wj))

ln−1
eji
)

for any 0 ≤ i ≤ qn − 1 and 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ kn − 1.

Remark 84. As in [FW3, section 4.9] we also propagate our equivalence relations
and group actions to the circular system. For all n ∈ N, w1, w2 ∈ Wn we let
(cn(w1), cn(w2)) be in the relation (Qns )c if and only if (w1, w2) ∈ Qns . Moreover,
given g ∈ Gns , we let g[cn(w1)]s = [cn(w2)]s if and only if g[w1]s = [w2]s.

10.4. f-estimates in the circular system. We recall that we enumerate con-
struction sequences of our odometer-based systems as {Wn}n∈N in this section,
that is, (n + 1)-words are built by concatenating n-words. Before we analyze the
circular system we foreshadow that we will choose the circular coefficients (ln)n∈N
as the last sequence of parameters in Subsection 10.6 to grow fast enough to allow
the realization as diffeomorphisms. We stress that none of the other parameters
depends on (ln)n∈N. In particular, we can choose (ln)n∈N to satisfy

(10.2) ln ≥ max
(
4R2

n+2, 9l
2
n−1

)
.

For the f -estimates in the circular system we make use of the f -estimates in the
underlying odometer-based system. We will also use a sequence (Rcn)

∞
n=1, where

Rc1 = R1 (with R1 from the sequence (Rn)n∈N in the construction of the odometer-
based system in Section 8) and Rcn = b

√
ln−2 ·kn−2 · q2

n−2c for n ≥ 2. We note that
for n ≥ 2,

(10.3)
qn
Rcn

=
kn−1 · ln−1 ·

(
kn−2 · ln−2 · q2

n−2

)
· qn−1

b
√
ln−2 · kn−2 · q2

n−2c
≥
√
ln−2 · kn−1 · ln−1 · qn−1.

Hence, for n ≥ 2 a substring of at least qn/Rcn consecutive symbols in a circular
n-block contains at least

√
ln−2 − 1 complete 2-subsections, which have length

kn−1ln−1qn−1 (recall the notion of a 2-subsection from the end of Subsection 10.2).
When conducting estimates in Lemma 88 this will allow us to ignore incomplete
2-subsections at the ends of the substring.

Now we show f -estimates in the circular system by induction. We start with the
base case n = 1.

Lemma 85. Let w,w ∈ W1 and A, A be any substrings of at least q1/R
c
1 consec-

utive symbols in c1(w) and c1(w), respectively.
(1) If [w]1 6= [w]1, then we have

(10.4) f
(
A,A

)
>

1

2
− 3

R1
− 2

l0
.

(2) If w 6= w, then we have

(10.5) f
(
A,A

)
>

1

p1
·
(

1

2
− 1

R1

)
− 3

R1
− 2

l0
.
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Proof. Since q0 = 1, we have
q1

Rc1
=
k0 · l0
R1

.

By adding fewer than 2l0 symbols to each of A and A we can complete partial
strings bwl0−1

j , where wj ∈ W0, at the beginning and end. The spacer b occupies a
proportion of 1

l0
in the augmented strings of A and A, respectively. We ignore the

spacers in the following consideration and denote the modified strings by A′ and
A′. By Fact 9 we have

f
(
A,A

)
> f

(
A′,A′

)
− 2R1

k0
− 2

l0
> f

(
A′,A′

)
− 1

R1
− 2

l0
.

Since 0-words are symbols, we obtain from Remark 54 that

f
(
A′,A′

)
>

{
1
2 −

2
R1
− 2

p1
, if [w]1 6= [w]1,

1
p1
·
(

1
2 −

1
R1

)
− 2

R1
, if w 6= w.

�

This motivates the definitions

αc1,1 = min

(
1

2
− 3

R1
− 2

p1
− 2

l0
,

1

9

)
, βc1 = min

(
1

p1
·
(

1

2
− 1

R1

)
− 3

R1
− 2

l0
, αc1,1

)
.

We note that by R1 ≥ 40p1 from condition (8.6), we have βc1 >
1

4p1
≥ 10

R1
. Hence,

R1 >
10
βc1
.

We assume for n ≥ 1 that there are 1
8 > αc1,n > · · · > αcs(n),n > βcn such that in

addition to (8.2) we have

(10.6) Rn ≥
7

βcn
,

and the following estimates on f distances hold:
• For every s ∈ {1, . . . , s(n)} we assume that if w,w ∈ Wn with [w]s 6= [w]s

for some s ≤ s(n), then

(10.7) f
(
A,A

)
> αcs,n

on any substrings A, A of at least qn/Rcn consecutive symbols in cn(w) and
cn(w), respectively.

• For w,w ∈ Wn with w 6= w, we have

(10.8) f
(
A,A

)
> βcn

on any substrings A, A of at least qn/Rcn consecutive symbols in cn(w) and
cn(w), respectively.

We also recall the assumption pn+1 > max
(

4Rn, 2
n+1, 1

εn+1

)
from (8.5).

At stage n+ 1 of the construction we choose Rn+1 such that besides (8.6) it also
satisfies

(10.9) Rn+1 ≥
40pn+1

βcn
.

Our assumptions (10.7) and (10.8) immediately imply f -estimates for 1-subsections.
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Lemma 86. Let w,w ∈ Wn, 0 ≤ i1, i2 < qn, and B, B be any substrings of at least√
lnqn consecutive symbols in Cn,i1(w) and Cn,i2(w), respectively.

(1) If [w]s 6= [w]s for any s ≤ s(n), then we have

(10.10) f
(
B,B

)
> αcs,n −

1

Rcn
− 2√

ln
.

(2) If w 6= w, then we have

(10.11) f
(
B,B

)
> βcn −

1

Rcn
− 2√

ln
.

Proof. The newly introduced spacers b and e occupy a proportion of at most
qn√
lnqn

= 1√
ln

in each B and B. We ignore them in the following consideration,
which might increase the f -distance by at most 2√

ln
according to Fact 9. Then

we apply Lemma 13 with f = 1 and our assumptions (10.7) and (10.8), respec-
tively. �

Hereby, we can prove f -estimates for substantial substrings of 2-subsections.

Lemma 87. Let w,w ∈ Wn+1, 0 ≤ i1, i2 < qn, and B, B be any substrings of at
least knlnqn

Rn+1
consecutive symbols in Cn,i1(w) and Cn,i2(w), respectively.

(1) If s(n+ 1) = s(n), then we have

(10.12) f
(
B,B

)
>

{
αcs,n − 1

Rn
− 2

Rn+1
− 1

Rcn
− 3√

ln
, if [w]s 6= [w]s,

βcn − 1
Rn
− 2

Rn+1
− 1

Rcn
− 3√

ln
, if w 6= w.

(2) If s(n+ 1) = s(n) + 1, then we have
(10.13)

f
(
B,B

)
>


αcs,n − 1

Rn
− 3

Rn+1
− 1

Rcn
− 3√

ln
, if [w]s 6= [w]s,

βcn − 1
Rn
− 3

Rn+1
− 1

Rcn
− 3√

ln
, if [w]s(n)+1 6= [w]s(n)+1,

1
2pn+1

·
(
βcn − 1

Rcn
− 2√

ln

)
− 1

Rn+1
− 1√

ln
, if w 6= w.

Proof. By adding fewer than 2lnqn symbols to each of B and B we can complete
any partial Cn,i1(wj) at the beginning and end of B and any partial Cn,i2(wj) at the
beginning and end of B, where wj , wj ∈ Wn. Let Baug and Baug be the augmented
B and B strings obtained in this way. By Fact 9 we have

(10.14) f
(
B,B

)
≥ f

(
Baug,Baug

)
− 2Rn+1

kn
> f

(
Baug,Baug

)
− 1

Rn+1
.

We consider the corresponding strings Baug and Baug in the words w,w ∈ Wn+1

expressed in the alphabets Σn,s = (Wn/Qns )
∗ or Σn = (Wn)

∗. They have length at
least kn

Rn+1
. Hence, we can apply Remarks 47 or 53 depending on whether we are

in case 1 (s(n+ 1) = s(n)) or case 2 (s(n+ 1) = s(n) + 1) of the construction.
We examine case 2. If [w]s 6= [w]s for s ≤ s(n), then we have fΣn,s

(
Baug, Baug

)
≥

1 − 1
Rn
− 2

Rn+1
. We apply Lemma 13 with f ≥ 1 − 1

Rn
− 2

Rn+1
and the estimate
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from (10.10) to obtain

f
(
Baug,Baug

)
≥
(

1− 1

Rn
− 2

Rn+1

)
·
(
αcs,n −

1

Rcn
− 2√

ln

)
− 1√

ln

≥ αcs,n −
1

Rn
− 2

Rn+1
− 1

Rcn
− 3√

ln
.

Together with (10.14) we deduce the first inequality in (10.13). In an analogous
manner, we obtain the second inequality in (10.13) from (10.11) and fΣn

(
Baug, Baug

)
≥

1 − 1
Rn
− 2

Rn+1
following from (8.24). To see the third inequality, we note that

fΣn

(
Baug, Baug

)
≥ 1

2pn+1
by (8.23) in Remark 53. Thus, we apply Lemma 13 and

the estimate from (10.11) to obtain

f
(
Baug,Baug

)
≥ 1

2pn+1
·
(
βcn −

1

Rcn
− 2√

ln

)
− 1√

ln
,

which yields the claim with the aid of (10.14).
By the same method we can also examine case 1 and conclude (10.12). �

As an immediate consequence from the previous lemma we obtain f -estimates
for (n+ 1)-words in the circular system.

Lemma 88. Let w,w ∈ Wn+1 and B, B be any substrings of at least qn+1/R
c
n+1

consecutive symbols in cn+1(w) and cn+1(w), respectively.
(1) If s(n+ 1) = s(n), then we have

(10.15) f
(
B,B

)
>

{
αcs,n − 2

Rn
− 3

Rn+1
, if [w]s 6= [w]s,

βcn − 2
Rn
− 3

Rn+1
, if w 6= w.

(2) If s(n+ 1) = s(n) + 1, then we have

(10.16) f
(
B,B

)
>


αcs,n − 2

Rn
− 4

Rn+1
, if [w]s 6= [w]s,

βcn − 2
Rn
− 4

Rn+1
, if [w]s(n)+1 6= [w]s(n)+1,

1
2pn+1

·
(
βcn − 1

Rcn
− 2√

ln

)
− 3

Rn+1
, if w 6= w.

Proof. In case of n > 0 we note that B and B have at least the length of
√
ln−1

complete 2-subsections by equation (10.3). By adding fewer than 2lnknqn symbols
to each of B and B, we can complete any partial 2-subsections at the beginning
and end of B and B. This change will increase the f distance between B and B by
less than 2/

√
ln−1 due to Fact 9. Then we apply Lemma 13 with f = 1 and the

corresponding estimates from Lemma 87. In case of s(n+ 1) = s(n) this yields

f
(
B,B

)
>

α
c
s,n − 1

Rn
− 3

Rn+1
− 1

Rcn
− 2√

ln−1

− 3√
ln
, if [w]s 6= [w]s,

βcn − 1
Rn
− 3

Rn+1
− 1

Rcn
− 2√

ln−1

− 3√
ln
, if w 6= w.

We use the conditions on the sequence (ln)n∈N from (10.2) to estimate

1

Rcn
+

2√
ln−1

+
3√
ln
≤ 1√

ln−2

+
3√
ln−1

≤ 2√
ln−2

≤ 1

Rn
,

which implies (10.15). Similarly, we obtain (10.16). �
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This accomplishes the induction step. In particular, we note with the aid of
(10.9) that

βcn+1 >
βcn

4pn+1
− 3

Rn+1
≥ 7βcn

40pn+1
≥ 7

Rn+1
,

that is, Rn+1 > 7
βcn+1

and the induction assumption (10.6) for the next step is
satisfied. Since we have

αcs,M(s) = βcM(s)−1−
2

RM(s)−1
− 4

RM(s)
≥ βcM(s)−1−

2

7
βcM(s)−1−

βcM(s)−1

10pM(s)
>
βcM(s)−1

2

by (10.6) and (10.9), we also obtain

αcs,n ≥ αcs,M(s) −
2

RM(s)
−

∑
j>M(s)

6

Rj
≥ αcs,M(s) −

βcM(s)−1

20pM(s)
−

6βcM(s)−1

40
>
αcs,M(s)

2

for any n > M(s) by conditions (10.6) and (10.9). Hereby, we see that for every
s ∈ N the decreasing sequence

(
αcs,n

)
n≥M(s)

is bounded from below by
αcs,M(s)

2 , and
we denote its limit by αcs. Altogether, this proves the following proposition.

Proposition 89. For every n ≥M(s), we have

(10.17) f
(
A,A

)
> αcs

on any substrings A, A of at least qn/Rcn consecutive symbols in cn(w) and cn(w),
respectively, for w,w ∈ Wn with [w]s 6= [w]s.

10.5. Proof of Non-Kakutani Equivalence. We follow the strategy in Section
9 to show that for a tree T ∈ Trees without an infinite branch Tc = F(Ψ(T )) and
T−1
c = F(Ψ(T ))−1 are not Kakutani equivalent.

Lemma 90. Let T ∈ Trees, Tc = F(Ψ(T )), and f : X → Z+ be integrable. If
T fc
∼= Tc, then

∫
fdµ = 1.

Proof. The proof follows along the lines of Proposition 56. This time, one decom-
poses the name a(Tc, Pc, x) in the circular system into strings of the form Cn,j (Fn,i),
where 0 ≤ j < qn and Fn,i is a Feldman pattern of 1-equivalence classes of n-words
in the odometer-based system (as considered in the proof of Proposition 56). �

Hereby, we can show as in Proposition 67 that if Kc = F(Ψ(T )) and (Kc)−1 =
F(Ψ(T ))−1 are Kakutani equivalent, then it can only be by an even equivalence.
We show that Kc and (Kc)−1 are not evenly equivalent if T ∈ Trees does not have
an infinite branch. For this purpose, we prove the following analogues of Lemmas
71 and 72.

Lemma 91. Let s ∈ N and φ be a finite code from Kc to rev (Kc). Then for
sufficiently large n ∈ N, 0 ≤ i1, i2 < qn, and any pair of s-Feldman patterns Pn,`
in K and Pn,` in rev(K) of different pattern type we have

f
(
φ(G),G

)
>
αcs
10

for any substrings G, G of at least |Pn,`|·lnqn
22e(n) =

|Pn,`|·lnqn
22e(n) consecutive symbols in

Cn,i1 (Pn,`) and Crn,i2
(
Pn,`

)
, respectively.

Proof. The proof follows along the lines of Lemma 71. �
67



Lemma 92. Let s ∈ N and φ be a finite code from Kc to rev (Kc). Moreover, let
n ∈ N be sufficiently large, 0 ≤ i1, i2 < qn, and w,w ∈ Wn+1 be any pair such that
w and rev(w) are of different s-pattern type. Then we have

f
(
φ (A) ,A

)
>
αcs
16

on any substrings A, A of at least knlnqn
2e(n) consecutive symbols in Cn,i1(w) and

Crn,i2 (w), respectively.

Proof. Analogously to the proof of Lemma 72, we divide A and A into circular
images Pn,j = Cn,i1 (Pn,j) and Pn,j = Crn,i2

(
Pn,j

)
, where Pn,j and Pn,j are s-

Feldman patterns in w and w, respectively. Then the proof follows along the lines
of Lemma 72. �

We can use Lemmas 91 and 92 to identify a well-approximating finite code with
an element of the group action in a similar way that we used Lemmas 71 and 72 in
the proof of Lemma 73.

Lemma 93. Let s ∈ N, 0 < δ < 1
4 , 0 < ε <

αcs
200δ, and φ be a finite code from Kc

to rev(Kc). Then for n sufficiently large, any 0 ≤ i1 < qn, any w ∈ Wn+1, and
any string A in rev(Kc) with

f
(
φ (Cn,i1(w)) ,A

)
< ε,

there must be exactly one string of the form Crn,i2(w) with |A ∩ Crn,i2(w)| ≥ (1 −
δ)knlnqn for some 0 ≤ i2 < qn, w ∈ Wn+1. Moreover, rev(w) must be of the form
[rev(w)]s = ηg [w]s for a unique g ∈ Gs.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 73 we neglect end effects and conclude that
there can be at most one string of the form Crn,i2(w) with |A ∩ Crn,i2(w)| ≥ (1 −
δ)knlnqn. Suppose that there is no such Crn,i2(w), but two strings Crn,i2,1(w1),
Crn,i2,2(w2) with w1, w2 ∈ Wn and 0 ≤ i2,1, i2,2 < qn such that A is a substring
of Crn,i2,1(w1)Crn,i2,2(w2) and

|A ∩ Crn,i2,j (wj)| ≥ (δ − 3ε) · knlnqn >
180

αcs
εknlnqn for j = 1, 2.

As before there are two possible cases: Either at least one of rev(w1), rev(w2) has a
different s-pattern type from that of w or rev(w1), rev(w2) have the same s-pattern
type as w. We recall that the s-pattern structure of the beginning and end of w
are different from each other by construction. To investigate both cases we denote
Aj := A ∩ Crn,i2,j (wj). Let π be a best possible match in f between φ (Cn,i1(w))

and A. Then we denote the parts in φ (Cn,i1(w)) corresponding to Aj under π
by Aj . If f

(
Aj ,Aj

)
> αcs, we stop. Otherwise, we have 8

9 ≤
|Aj |
|Aj |

≤ 9
8 , that is,

|Aj | ≥ 8
9 |Aj | ≥

160
αcs
εknlnqn. Hence, for sufficiently large n the strings are long

enough such that we can apply Lemmas 91 and 92. In both aforementioned cases
this yields with the aid of Fact 10 that

f
(
φ(w), A

)
≥ 80

αcs
ε · α

c
s

16
= 5ε,

which contradicts the assumption f
(
φ (Cn,i1(w)) ,A

)
< ε. Hence, there must be

exactly one Crn,i2(w) with |A ∩ Crn,i2(w)| ≥ (1− δ)knlnqn.
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Lemma 92 also implies that w and rev(w) need to have the same s-pattern
structure. As before this only happens if [rev(w)]s = ηg [w]s for g ∈ Gs. �

Assume Kc and (Kc)−1 are evenly equivalent. Let (ε`)`∈N be a sequence of
positive reals satisfying

∑∞
i=`+1 εi < ε`. Then we take a sequence of (ε`,K`)-finite

f codes φc` from Kc to (Kc)−1 as produced by Lemma 68. In the following we use
γcs =

(αcs)
4

5·109 for each s ∈ N. We apply Corollary 70 with γcs on our sequence of
codes and obtain N(s) ∈ Z+ such that for every N ≥ N(s) and k ∈ Z+ there is
n(s,N, k) ∈ Z+ sufficiently large such that for all n ≥ n(s,N, k) Lemma 93 with
δcs =

(αcs)
3

2·107 and φN holds and there exists a collection of wordsW ′n ⊂ Wc
n of circular

n-words satisfying the analogues of (C1) and (C2).

Lemma 94. Suppose Kc and (Kc)−1 are evenly equivalent and let s ∈ N. There
is a unique gs ∈ Gs such that for every N ≥ N(s) and sufficiently large n ∈ N we
have for every wc ∈ W ′n that there is wc ∈ rev(Wc

n) with [wc]s = ηgs [wc]s such that

f (φcN (wc), wc) <
αcs
4
,

where (φc`)` is a sequence of codes as described above. Moreover, gs is of odd parity
and the sequence (gs)s∈N satisfies gs = ρs+1,s(gs+1) for all s ∈ N.

Proof. Let wc ∈ W ′n+1 ⊂ Wc
n+1 and we recall that wc =

∏qn−1
i=0 Cn,i(w) with

w ∈ Wn+1. As in the proof of Lemma 74 we use property (C1) to choose n
sufficiently large such that there exists z ∈ rev(Kc) with

f (φcN (Cn,i(w)) , z � [0, knlnqn − 1]) < γcs .

We denote Ai := z � [0, knlnqn − 1] in rev(Kc). By Lemma 93 there is a string
of the form Crn,ji(w) with |Ai ∩ Crn,ji(w)| ≥ (1 − δcs)knlnqn for some 0 ≤ ji < qn,
w ∈ Wn+1, and rev(w) must be of the form [rev(w)]s = ηg [w]s for a unique
g ∈ Gs. By Fact 9 we conclude f

(
φcN (Cn,i(w)) , Crn,ji(w)

)
< γcs + δcs. Since this

holds true for every i ∈ {0, . . . , qn − 1} and the newly introduced spacers occupy a
proportion of at most 1

ln
, we obtain for n sufficiently large that f (φcN (wc), Crn(w)) <

γcs+δcs+
2
ln
< 10−7(αcs)

3. Hence, we choose wc = Crn(w) ∈ rev(Wc
n+1) which satisfies

[wc]s = ηg [wc]s by [rev(w)]s = ηg [w]s and Remark 84. To see that the same g ∈ Gs
is supposed to work for all w ∈ Wn+1 we repeat the argument as in Lemma 74 for
a word in Wc

n+2 which is a concatenation of (n+ 1)-words by construction. By the
same arguments as in Lemma 74 one can also show that gs = ρs+1,s(gs+1) for all
s ∈ N. �

As in Subsection 9.3 we conclude that Kc and (Kc)−1 cannot be Kakutani equiv-
alent.

10.6. Proofs of Theorems 24 and 25. Now we can complete the transfer to the
setting of diffeomorphisms.

Proof of Theorem 24. In the proof of Theorem 21 we constructed a continuous re-
duction Ψ : Trees → E that took values in the strongly uniform odometer-based
transformations. Under the functor F from Subsection 10.3 these are transferred
to strongly uniform circular systems. During the course of the construction sev-
eral parameters with numerical conditions about growth and decay rates appear.
In particular, at stage n the parameter ln is chosen last. Hence, we can choose
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it sufficiently large to guarantee condition (10.2), as well as the convergence to a
C∞ diffeomorphism that is measure-theoretically isomorphic to the circular system
asserted in Lemma 77. We denote this realization map with our choice of the se-
quence (ln)n∈N by R. Hereby, we define the map F s : Trees → Diff∞(M,λ) by
F s = R ◦ F ◦Ψ. We want to show that F s is a continuous reduction.

Lemma. F s : Trees→ Diff∞(M,λ) is continuous.

Proof. Let T = F s(T ) for T ∈ Trees and U be an open neighborhood of T in
Diff∞(M,λ). Let T c = F ◦ Ψ(T ) be the circular system such that R(T c) =
T . By [FW19a, Proposition 61] there is M ∈ N sufficiently large such that
for all S ∈ Diff∞(M,λ) in the range of R we have the following property: If
(Wc

n(T c))n≤M = (Wc
n(Sc))n≤M , then S ∈ U . Here, Sc denotes the circular sys-

tem such that S = R(Sc). Moreover, (Wn(T c))n∈N and (Wn(Sc))n∈N denote the
construction sequences of T c and Sc, respectively. We recall from Subsection 10.3
that (Wn(T c))n≤M is determined by the first M + 1 members in the construc-
tion sequence of the odometer based system F (T ), that is, it is determined by
(Wn(T ))n≤M . By (8.1) there is a basic open set V ⊆ Trees containing T such that
for all S ∈ V the first M + 1 members of the construction sequences of Ψ(T ) and
Ψ(S) are the same, that is, (Wn(T ))n≤M = (Wn(S))n≤M . Then it follows that
F s(S) ∈ U for all S ∈ V which yields the continuity of F s by Fact 17. �

Lemma. F s : Trees → Diff∞(M,λ) reduces the collection of ill-founded trees to
the collection of ergodic C∞ diffeomorphisms T such that T and T−1 are Kakutani
equivalent.

Proof. Since the realization mapRmaps the circular system to a measure-theoretically
isomorphic diffeomorphism, it preserves Kakutani equivalence. Hence, to see that
F s is a reduction, it suffices to check that F ◦ Ψ is a reduction. Here, we let
K = Ψ(T ) and Kc = F ◦Ψ(T ) for T ∈ Trees.

Suppose T ∈ Trees has an infinite branch. By the proof of part (1) of Proposition
23 in Section 5 there is an anti-synchronous isomorphism φ : K→ K−1. Then we can
apply Lemma 82 on the functor F and obtain the existence of an anti-synchronous
isomorphism φc : Kc → (Kc)−1. The converse direction follows from Subsection
10.5, where we have shown that if T ∈ Trees does not have an infinite branch, then
Kc and (Kc)−1 are not Kakutani equivalent. �

Both statements together yield that F s is a continuous reduction and we conclude
the statement as in the proof of Theorem 20. �

In an analogous manner we can also prove Theorem 25.

Proof of Theorem 25. This time we let R be the realization map from circular sys-
tems with fast growing coefficients (ln)n∈N to Diffωρ (T2, λ) obtained by Lemma 78.
Then the proof follows along the lines of the previous one, using [BKpp, Proposition
7.10] instead of [FW19a, Proposition 61]. �
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