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ABSTRACT ENTROPY AND EXPANSIVENESS

M. ACHIGAR

Abstract. We present a general definition of entropy in the setting of pre-

ordered semigroups, extending the notion of topological entropy. From our

definition, we obtain the basic properties exhibited by various entropy-like

theories encountered in the literature, many of them being particular cases of

our scheme. We show how to derive from the properties of the abstract entropy

corresponding properties in the concrete cases. We also introduce a notion

of expansiveness in this general context, extending the concept of expansive

dynamical system, which is related to the entropy in a similar fashion as in

the case of topological dynamics. Finally, as an application, we suggest some

definitions of new entropies and expansiveness in concrete cases.
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2 M. ACHIGAR

1. Introduction

In his 1965 seminal paper [3], Adler, Konheim and McAdrew introduced the

notion of topological entropy, h(T ), for a continuous map T : X → X on a compact

topological space X . Some of the key ingredients in the definition of this invariant

are the open covers of X (denoted here as α, β, . . .), preimages T−1(α) under T of

open covers, and the meet α ∧ β of open covers (called join and denoted ∨ in [3]).

In that article several useful properties were developed, such as the logarithmic law

h(T n) = nh(T ), and many others. The proofs of these properties relies, among

other things, on the following basic fact:

(1) T−1(α ∧ β) = T−1(α) ∧ T−1(β).

That is, if we consider the set C of all open covers, and the map λ : C → C given

by λ(α) = T−1(α), then λ preserves the operation ∧. In fact, C is a semigroup

with this operation so that λ is a semigroup homomorphism, and the topological

entropy can be defined in terms of λ.

There are also other ingredients and basic facts supporting the definition and

properties of h(T ). For example, the refinement relation α ≺ β between open

covers, the quantity H(α) of [3, Definition 1], and the monotonicity of λ and H ,

but we prefer to stress only property (1) to keep this introduction simple.

Another theory very similar to that of topological entropy is the theory of mean

dimension. The mean dimension, mdim(T ), of a continuous map T as before, is

introduced in [13]. To obtain this definition we simply need to replace the quantity

H(α) in the definition of h(T ) by the quantityD(α) of [13, Definition 2.1]. AsH and

D share the relevant basic properties, both theories also share various properties

(and proofs). This is also the case of the theory of algebraic entropy, introduced

in [17]. To get the definition of the algebraic entropy of an endomorphism ϕ of an

abelian group G, we need to replace C by the set of all finite subgroups of G, ∧ by

the sum + of subgroups, ≺ by the relation ⊇, λ by the map taking a finite subgroup

to its image under ϕ, and the quantity H by the logarithm of the cardinality of

the subgroups. In this two examples and many others the map λ : C → C always

preserves the semigroup opertaion of C . However, this is not the case in some

natural contexts.

For example, suppose that we want to define a forward version of the topological

entropy, that is, to consider the map λ : C → C given by λ(α) = T (α). In first

place, it is necessary to assume that T : X → X is an open onto map, to guarantee

that λ carries open covers to open covers. With these changes one can define the

forward topological entropy of such a map T following the same method as for

the topological entropy. However, this time λ does not necessarily preserves the

operation ∧, but instead we can ensure that

(2) T (α ∧ β) ≺ T (α) ∧ T (β).

That is, λ is not a semigroup homomorfism anymore, but it satisfies a weaker

condition resembling subadditivity. We will call this type of maps lower maps.
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Surprisingly, it is still possible to prove various of the topological entropy theory

properties in this context. To show that is one of the main contributions of the

present work.

In Section 2 we consider the situation above from an abstract viewpoint. Start-

ing with a lower map λ acting on a general semigroup C , we define his entropy

and then we derive the properties. Later, in Section 4, we give few examples of

known entropy-like theories as particular cases of our abstract entropy, and show

how to obtain some of their properties from the abstract ones. In [8], Dikranjan

and Giordano Bruno made a similar delevopement assuming that the map λ does

preserves the operation of C . In §4.4 and §4.5 we also suggest some possibly useful

new entropy theories which are particular cases of our abstract entropy.

The second main contribution of this article is the introduction of the concept of

expansivity in the abstract setting of a general semigroup C . The usual notion of

expansivity of a dynamical system on a compact metric space, is a particular case

of our abstract expansivity, and corresponds to the case when C is the set of all

open covers of the space, as in the beginning of this introduction.

Moreover, abstract expansivity and entropy interacts in the same way as in the

theory of topological dynamical systems. A useful tool for computing topological

entropy for an expansive dynamical system is the following fact: the entropy of

the system coincides with the entropy of size ε > 0, if this size is smaller than an

expansivity constant. We will prove an analogue of this result at the abstract level

of a general semigroup C . These topics are covered in Section 3.

Finally, in Section 4.5 we consider the special case of our abstract expansivity

when the semigroup C is the corresponding to the theory of algebraic entropy,

obtaining a possibly useful notion of expansivity for group endomorphisms, which

of course interacts with the entropy in the correct way.

1.1. Acknowledgments.

The author would like to express gratitude to Professor Anna Giordano Bruno

for her valuable and generous comments on algebraic entropy and expansiveness.

Additionally, the author appreciates her kindness and willingness to exchange ideas

about this research.

This research was partially funded by the Sistema Nacional de Investigadores -

Agencia Nacional de Investigación e Innovación, Uruguay.

1.2. Notation and conventions.

Let X be a set, α and β families of subsets of X , and A ⊆ X . We say that α

is a refinement of β, denoted α ≺ β, iff for every A ∈ α there exists B ∈ β such

that A ⊆ B. We also write A ≺ β to mean that {A} ≺ β. The meet of α and β is

α ∧ β = {A ∩ B : A ∈ α, B ∈ β}. We also write A ∧ β = {A} ∧ β. The union of

the members of α is denoted
⋃
α. We say that α is cover iff

⋃
α = X . If A ⊆

⋃
α

then α is called a cover of A.
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Let f : X → Y be a map. If x ∈ X the image of x under f is denoted fx or f(x).

If A ⊆ X and α is a family of subsets of X we write fA = f(A) = {fx : x ∈ A} and

fα = f(α) = {fA : A ∈ α}. For B ⊆ Y and a family β of subsets of Y we denote

f−1B = f−1(B) = {x ∈ X : fx ∈ B} and f−1β = f−1(β) = {f−1B : B ∈ β}.

For a point y ∈ Y we sometimes write f−1y = f−1{y}. If X = Y and n ∈ N =

{0, 1, 2, . . .} we denote as usual fn = f ◦ · · · ◦ f (n times) if n ≥ 1, f0 = idX is the

identity function on X , and f−n = (f−1)n if f is bijective.

We denote R+ = [0,∞] the set of non-negative real numbers together with the

symbol ∞. We extend the order and the operations of real numbers agreeing that

a ≤ ∞ and a + ∞ = ∞ + a = a · ∞ = ∞ · a = ∞ for all a ∈ R+. Note that in

particular 0 · ∞ = ∞. Functions like “sup” or “lim sup” naturally extends taking

values in R+. We also define N+ = N∪{∞} ⊆ R+. If A is a set then |A| ∈ N+ stands

for the cardinality of A if it is finite or ∞ otherwise. We denote log : N+ → R+ the

natural logarithm function extended as log 0 = 0 and log∞ = ∞.

2. Abstract entropy

In this section we introduce an abstract version of entropy, inspired in the defi-

nition of topological entropy of a continuous map given in [3], and we prove several

of its properties. The entropy theory we develop here is similar to the semigroup

entropy of [8, §2 and §3], although there are some important differences. In [8] the

semigroup entropy is studied mainly for (contractive) endomorphisms of (normed)

semigroups, while here we consider (normed) semigroups with a preorder which

plays a central role and allow us to study entropy for a more general class of (con-

tractive) maps called lower maps.

2.1. Entropy spaces.

The first thing to abstract from the definition of topological entropy of [3] is

the role played by the collection CX of all open covers of a (compact) topological

space X . In CX we have a pre-order ≺ and an operation ∧ given by the refinement

relation and the meet of open covers,1 and both verifies a series of basic properties

such as [3, Property 00, 0 and 1]. We also have a non-negative real value H(α)

associated to each cover α ∈ CX , called the entropy of α, in [3, Definition 1], that

relates to ≺ and ∧ through properties like [3, Property 2 and 4]. Inspired on this

we introduce the following definitions.

Definition 2.1.1. A cover space is a 3-tuple (C ,≺,∧) where C is a non-empty

set, ≺ a pre-order in C (a transitive and reflexive relation) and ∧ an associative

binary operation on C satisfying the following conditions:

[c1] α ∧ β ≺ α and α ∧ β ≺ β for all α, β ∈ C .

[c2] α ∧ β ≺ α′ ∧ β′ if α ≺ α′ and β ≺ β′, where α, α′, β, β′ ∈ C .

1Note that, according to §1.2, our ≺ has the opposite meaning than in [3, Definition 3] and

that our ∧ is denoted ∨ and called join in [3, Definition 2].
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The structure (C ,≺,∧), also called pre-ordered semigroup, will be denoted simply

as C . In this context an element of C is called a cover, ≺ is the refinement relation

and ∧ the meet operation. Given α, β ∈ C such that α ≺ β (also written β ≻ α)

we say that α is finer than/is a refinement of /refines β.

Remark 2.1.2. If C is a cover space and α1, . . . , αn ∈ C , conditions [c1] and [c2]

implies that adding factors to the product
∧n

k=1 αi = α1∧· · ·∧αn at any place will

result in a finer cover. For example, α1 ∧ β ∧ α2 ≺ α1 ∧ α2 if α1, α2, β ∈ C .

Definition 2.1.3. Given a cover space C consider the equivalence relation ∼ on

C defined for α, β ∈ C as α ∼ β iff α ≺ β and α ≻ β. We say that C (or ∧) is

commutative iff α ∧ β ∼ β ∧ α for all α, β ∈ C . We call C a meet cover space, also

called pre-lower semilattice, iff for all α, β ∈ C the cover α ∧ β is a greatest lower

bound for {α, β}, that is, if γ ≺ α and γ ≺ β for some γ ∈ C then γ ≺ α ∧ β.

Remark 2.1.4. For a cover space C it is not difficult to show that to be a meet

cover space is equivalent to the condition: α ∧ α ∼ α for all α ∈ C , which in turn

is equivalent to the property: if α, β ∈ C and α ≺ β then α ∼ α ∧ β. It is also

clear that a meet cover space is automatically commutative. Hence, in a product

of covers of a meet cover space we can cancel repeated factors or in general factors

refined by other factors of the product, for example α∧ β ∧α∧ γ ∼ α∧ β if β ≺ γ.

Remark 2.1.5. If a cover space C has a unit 1 ∈ C , that is, α ∧ 1 ∼ 1 ∧ α ∼ α for

all α ∈ C , then by condition [c2] we can replace condition [c1] in Definition 2.1.1

by the simpler one: α ≺ 1 for all α ∈ C . This structure will be called unital cover

space or pre-ordered monoid. If a cover space C has no unit element (or even if it

has) we can add one, say 1 6∈ C , to it and get a unital cover space C ∪{1} extending

the relation ≺ and the binary operation ∧ in the obvious way.

Remark 2.1.6. Given a cover space C let C1 = C /∼ be the quotient space by the

equivalence relation ∼ of Definition 2.1.3, and let [α] ∈ C1 denote the equivalence

class of α ∈ C . Define the relation ≺1 on C1 by [α] ≺1 [β] iff α ≺ β, for α, β ∈

C , and consider the binary operation ∧1 on C1 given by [α] ∧1 [β] = [α ∧ β] if

α, β ∈ C . As can be easily checked ≺1 is a partial order (a transitive, reflexive

and antisymmetric relation) and (C1,≺1,∧1) is a cover space. Then, without loss

of generality, we could have assumed that ≺ is a partial order, rather than a pre-

order, in the definition of cover spaces. But as in many examples what naturally

arise are pre-orders we prefer the given definition.

Example 2.1.7. Let L be a bounded distributive lattice as in [1, Definition 2.1] and

C = C (L ) the set of covers in L endowed with the pre-order ≺ and the binary

operation ∧ as in [1, Definition 2.2]. Then C is clearly a meet cover space.

Definition 2.1.8. An entropy space is a 4-tuple (C ,≺,∧, h) where (C ,≺,∧) is a

cover space and h : C → R+ a function such that the following conditions hold:

[h1] h(α) ≥ h(β) if α ≺ β, where α, β ∈ C .

[h2] h(α ∧ β) ≤ h(α) + h(β) for all α, β ∈ C .
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The function h is called entropy function. An entropy space will be denoted simply

as (C , h) or even C . We say that C (or h) is finite iff h(α) < ∞ for all α ∈ C .

The concept of entropy function, which is inspired by the quantity H of [3, Def-

inition 1], corresponds to the subadditive norms of [8, Definition 2.4(a)]. There-

fore, the entropy spaces and the meet entropy spaces are similar to the normed

pre-ordered semigroups and normed pre-semilattices, respectively, of [8, Definition

2.12(a)], except that condition [c1] is not imposed (see [8, Definition 2.7]).

Remark 2.1.9. Note that from conditions [c1], [h1] and [h2] on an entropy space

C we have max{h(α), h(β)} ≤ h(α ∧ β) ≤ h(α) + h(β), for all α, β ∈ C . Also, by

condition [h1], if α, β ∈ C and α ∼ β then h(α) = h(β).

Remark 2.1.10. If C is a unital entropy space with unit 1 ∈ C we could have

h(1) 6= 0. Redefining h(1) = 0 we also get an entropy space. Then we will always

assume that h(1) = 0 in a unital entropy space. If an entropy space has no unit we

can add one to it as in Remark 2.1.5 and define h(1) = 0 getting a unital entropy

space. On the other hand, the construction of Remark 2.1.6 can be done in an

entropy space defining h1([α]) = h(α) if α ∈ C to get an entropy space C1.

2.2. Morphisms.

If T : X → X is a continuous function on a (compact) topological space X , then

the definition of the topological entropy of T given in [3, p. 310] is formulated in

terms of taking preimages under T of open covers of X . That is, in terms of the

map λT : CX → CX defined as λTα = T−1α if α ∈ CX , where CX is the collection

of all open covers of X . This map verifies some properties such as [3, Property 5, 6

and 7], in particular λT preserves the meet operation on open covers. In the next

definition we consider properties of this type at the abstract level of entropy spaces

introducing various classes of maps, some of them allowing non ∧-preserving maps.

Definition 2.2.1. Let C1,C2 be entropy spaces and λ : C1 → C2 a monotone map,

that is, λα ≺ λβ if α, β ∈ C1 and α ≺ β. Then λ is called lower map (or l-map) iff

[l1] λ(α ∧ β) ≺ λα ∧ λβ for all α, β ∈ C1, and

[l2] h(λα) ≤ h(α) for all α ∈ C1.

We say that λ is an upper map (u-map for short) iff

[u1] λ(α ∧ β) ≻ λα ∧ λβ for all α, β ∈ C1, and

[u2] h(λα) ≥ h(α) for all α ∈ C1.

We call λ a homomorphism iff

[m1] λ(α ∧ β) ∼ λα ∧ λβ for all α, β ∈ C1, and

[m2] h(λα) = h(α) for all α ∈ C1.

If the monotone map λ satisfies condition [m1] we call it a morphism (only cover

space structure involved). If it verifies conditions [m1] and [l2] then it is called

lower morphism (or l-morphism), and it is called upper morphism (or u-morphism)

iff λ satisfies conditions [m1] and [u2]. On the other hand, λ is said to be an
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isomorphism iff λ is a bijective homomorphism such that its inverse map λ−1 is

also a homomorphism. Finally, if C1 and C2 are unital cover spaces, with units

denoted 1, and λ : C1 → C2 verifies λ1 = 1 then λ is called a unital map.

We will mainly focus on studying entropy for lower maps, while the upper maps

will serve to connect the lower maps and compare their entropies in §2.5. As we

noted at the beginning of §2, the semigroup entropy presented in [8] is applicable to

a broader class of semigroups (without a preorder) than the ones we consider here.

However, in exchange, our theory can be developed for a wider class of maps that

are not necessarily ∧-preserving. This generality is essential in the examples we

give in §4.4 and §4.5. The following diagram illustrates the relationships between

the different classes of monotone maps introduced in Definition 2.2.1.

upper morphism
[m1] + [u2]

upper map
[u1] + [u2]

morphism
[m1]

homomorphism
[m1] + [m2]

lower morphism
[m1] + [l2]

lower map
[l1] + [l2]

Remark 2.2.2. Let λ : C1 → C2 be a lower map and α1, . . . , αn ∈ C1. Then condition

[c2] implies that condition [l1] generalizes to λ
∧n

k=1 αi ≺
∧n

k=1 λαi. Analogously,

λ
∧n

k=1 αi ≻
∧n

k=1 λαi if λ is a upper map, with equivalence in the case morphisms.

Remark 2.2.3. Let λ : C1 → C2 be a bi-monotone map between entropy spaces, that

is, λ is monotone, bijective and λ−1 is monotone. Then, λ is a lower map iff λ−1 is

an upper map. In particular, if λ is a homomorphism then it is an isomorphism.

Remark 2.2.4. Compositions of l-maps are l-maps because l-maps are monotone.

Then, with the entropy spaces as objects and the l-maps as arrows we obtain a

category. Similarly, if we take as arrows the l-morphisms, u-maps, u-morphisms or

homomorphisms we also get categories. Note that in these five categories the cat-

egory isomorphisms are precisely the isomorphisms introduced in Definition 2.2.1.

Compositions of morphisms are morphisms as well, again by monotonicity.

Remark 2.2.5. By Remark 2.2.4 if λ : C → C is an l-map, l-morphism, u-map,

u-morphism, homomorphism or a morphism, then λn is of the same class for all

n ∈ N. If λ is an isomorphism then λn is an isomorphism for all n ∈ Z.

2.3. Entropy.

In this section we define the abstract entropy and show some basic facts that

will be used later. At the end we show a result not stressed in the literature as far

as we know, that could be useful in further developments.

Definition 2.3.1. Let C be a cover space, λ : C → C a map, α ∈ C and m,n ∈ N

such that n ≤ m. We define αm
n [λ] = αm

n =
∧m

k=n λkα. If λ is a bijective map the

above definition makes sense for m,n ∈ Z.
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Recall that the order of the factors matters in Definition 2.3.1 because a general

cover space is not assumed to be commutative.

Definition 2.3.2. Let C be an entropy space, λ : C → C a map and α ∈ C . We

define the entropy of λ relative to the cover α and the entropy of λ as

h(λ, α) = lim supn
1
n
h(αn−1

0 ) and h(λ) = supα∈C h(λ, α),

respectively, where the lim supn and supα functions can take values in R+ = [0,∞].

Remark 2.3.3. In the context of Definition 2.3.2 we have that the R+-valued se-

quence
(
h(αn−1

0 )
)
is increasing. Indeed, if n ≥ 1, as αn

0 ≺ αn−1
0 by condition [c1],

we get h(αn
0 ) ≥ h(αn−1

0 ) by condition [h1]. Hence, for a non-finite entropy space

we always have h(λ) = ∞, because h(λ, α) = ∞ if α is a cover such that h(α) = ∞.

Lemma 2.3.4 ([3, Property 10]). Let C be an entropy space, λ : C → C a mono-

tone map, and α, β ∈ C such that α ≺ β, then h(λ, α) ≥ h(λ, β).

Proof. As α ≺ β then λkα ≺ λkβ for all k ∈ N because λ is monotone. Then, for

all n ≥ 1, we have αn−1
0 ≺ βn−1

0 by condition [c2], and hence h(αn−1
0 ) ≥ h(βn−1

0 )

by condition [h1]. Dividing by n and taking lim supn we get h(λ, α) ≥ h(λ, β). �

As a consequence of Lemma 2.3.4, to compute h(λ) we will be interested in the

asymptotic behaviour of h(λ, α) as the covers α become finer. Note that in this

direction (relation ≻) every cover space C is a directed set by condition [c1], that

is, for every α, β ∈ C there exists γ ∈ C (namely γ = α ∧ β) such that γ ≺ α

and γ ≺ β. We will consider C as a directed set in this way when taking limits.

Accordingly we will use the term cofinal in the sense of the following definition.

Definition 2.3.5. Let C be a cover space. A subset C
′ ⊆ C is called cofinal iff

for all α ∈ C there exists β ∈ C ′ such that β ≺ α. A map λ : C1 → C2 between

cover spaces is called cofinal map iff its image λ(C1) is a cofinal subset of C2.

The next easy consequence of Lemma 2.3.4 allows us to replace the “supα∈C ” of

Definition 2.3.2 by a “limα∈C ′” for a cofinal subset C
′ ⊆ C in the monotone case.

Lemma 2.3.6 ([3, Property 12]). Let C be an entropy space, λ : C → C a mono-

tone map and C ′ ⊆ C cofinal. Then h(λ) = supα∈C ′ h(λ, α) = limα∈C ′ h(λ, α).

Next we generalize [3, Property 8] and the subadditive property in its proof.

Lemma 2.3.7. Let C be an entropy space, λ : C → C a lower map and α ∈ C .

Then the sequence (an) given by an = h(αn−1
0 ) if n ≥ 1 is subadditive, that is,

an+m ≤ an + am for all n,m ≥ 1.

Proof. For n,m ≥ 1 let s = n+m denote their sum. Then we can estimate

an+m = h
(∧s−1

k=0 λ
kα

)
≤ h

(∧n−1

k=0 λ
kα

)
+ h

(∧s−1

i=n λkα
)

≤ an + h
(
λn

∧m−1

k=0 λkα
)
≤ an + h

(∧m−1

k=0 λkα
)
= an + am,

where the first inequality comes from condition [h2], the second one from conditions

[l1] and [h1], and the final from condition [l2]. Therefore (an) is subadditive. �
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By [16, Theorem 4.9], if (an) is a subadditive sequence of non-negative real

numbers then the limit limn
an

n
= infn

an

n
exists and is finite. Therefore, by Lemma

2.3.7 and Remark 2.3.3 we see that we can replace the “lim supn” in Definition 2.3.2

by a “limn” in the case of a lower map. We record this in the following statement.

Lemma 2.3.8. Let C be an entropy space, λ : C → C a lower map and α ∈ C .

Then h(λ, α) = limn
1
n
h(αn−1

0 ) = infn
1
n
h(αn−1

0 ), and h(λ, α) is finite if h is finite.

We end this section with a related result we could not find in the literature.

Lemma 2.3.9. If C is a commutative entropy space, λ : C → C is a morphism,

and α, β ∈ C , then h(λ, α ∧ β) ≤ h(λ, α) + h(λ, β).

Proof. Given n ≥ 1 we have (α ∧ β)n−1
0 ∼ αn−1

0 ∧ βn−1
0 by commutativity and

condition [m1]. Then h
(
(α ∧ β)n−1

0

)
= h(αn−1

0 ∧ βn−1
0 ) ≤ h(αn−1

0 ) + h(βn−1
0 ) by

condition [h2]. Form this the claim follows dividing by n and taking lim supn. �

Remark 2.3.10. If C is a commutative entropy space and λ : C → C is a morphism,

from Lemma 2.3.4 and Lemma 2.3.9 we deduce that the function hλ : C → R+ given

by hλ(α) = h(λ, α) for α ∈ C , is actually an entropy function for the cover space C .

We do not develop any application of this remark in this work but we point out that

it gives a source of new entropy functions on a given entropy space. For example, as

can be easily checked, any lower map µ for (C , h) such that µλ ≺ λµ (see condition

[l3] in Definition 2.5.1) is a lower map for (C , hλ) too. Maybe it could be useful

to study pairs (λ, µ) of commuting morphisms comparing the quantities hλ(µ) and

hµ(λ) for the concrete entropy theories generalized here.

2.4. The logarithmic law.

In this section we extend [3, Theorem 2] and its corollary to our abstract setting

in Proposition 2.4.2 and Proposition 2.4.4. We also show, in Lemma 2.4.3, the

“bilateral formula” for the entropy relative to a cover in the invertible case.

Lemma 2.4.1. Let C be an entropy space, λ : C → C a map, α ∈ C and m ≥ 1.

Then we have 1. mh(λ, α) ≥ h(λm, α). If in addition λ is a lower map then we

also have 2. mh(λ, α) ≤ h(λm, αm−1
0 [λ]), and 3. h(λ, λmα) ≤ h(λ, α).

Proof. Firstly, we estimate αnm−1
0 [λ] =

∧nm−1

k=0 λkα ≺
∧n−1

k=0 λ
mkα = αn−1

0 [λm],

where we applied Remark 2.1.2. Therefore, by condition [h1] we have

h(λ, α) ≥ lim supn
1

nm
h(αnm−1

0 [λ]) ≥ lim supn
1

nm
h(αn−1

0 [λm]) = 1
m
h(λm, α),

and we are done. For the second assertion let β = αm−1
0 [λ]. Then, if n ≥ 1 we have

βn−1
0 [λm] =

n−1∧

k=0

λmkβ =
n−1∧

k=0

λmk
m−1∧

l=0

λlα ≺
n−1∧

k=0

m−1∧

l=0

λmk+lα = αnm−1
0 [λ],

where we applied conditions [l1] and [c2]. Hence, as λ and λm are lower maps (see

Remark 2.2.5) we can apply Lemma 2.3.8 and condition [h1] to get

h(λm, β) = limn
1
n
h(βn−1

0 [λm]) ≥ limn
m
nm

h(αnm−1
0 [λ]) = mh(λ, α),
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which ends the proof. For the last statement let β = λmα and n ≥ 1. Then we

have βn−1
0 =

∧n−1

k=0 λ
k+mα ≻ λmαn−1

0 by condition [l1]. Hence, by conditions [h1]

and [l2] we obtain h(βn−1
0 ) ≤ h(λmαn−1

0 ) ≤ h(αn−1
0 ), and the result follows. �

Proposition 2.4.2. If C is an entropy space and λ : C → C a map then for m ≥ 1

we have h(λm) ≤ mh(λ). If λ is a lower map then h(λm) = mh(λ) for m ∈ N.

Proof. For all α ∈ C , by Lemma 2.4.1(1), we know that mh(λ, α) ≥ h(λm, α). Then

taking supα∈C we get the first claim. For the second, firstly suppose m ≥ 1. By

Lemma 2.4.1(2) we havemh(λ, α) ≤ h(λm, αm−1
0 [λ]) ≤ h(λm) for all α ∈ C . Taking

supα∈C we obtain h(λm) ≥ mh(λ) and hence h(λm) = mh(λ). Finally, for m = 0

we have λ0 = idC . As idC = id2
C by what we already proved h(idC ) = 2h(idC ),

hence h(idC ) = 0 or h(idC ) = ∞. In the first case we are done, and in the second

what we need to prove is ∞ = 0 ·∞ which is true according to our convention. �

Lemma 2.4.3. If C is an entropy space and λ : C → C an isomorphism, then we

have h(λ, α) = limn
1

2n+1
h(αn

−n) for all α ∈ C .

Proof. Given α ∈ C and n ≥ 1, by condition [m1] we have αn
−n ∼ λ−nα2n

0 . There-

fore, by conditions [h1] and [m2] we obtain h(αn
−n) = h(λ−nα2n

0 ) = h(α2n
0 ). Then

we deduce limn
1

2n+1
h(αn

−n) = limn
1

2n+1
h(α2n

0 ) = h(λ, α) as claimed. �

Proposition 2.4.4. Let C be a commutative entropy space and λ : C → C an

isomorphism, then h(λ) = h(λ−1) and moreover h(λm) = |m|h(λ) for m ∈ Z.

Proof. Given α ∈ C and n ≥ 1 we have αn
−n[λ] ∼ αn

−n[λ
−1] by commutativity,

and hence h(αn
−n[λ]) = h(αn

−n[λ
−1]) by condition [h1]. Thus, by Lemma 2.4.3 we

obtain h(λ, α) = h(λ−1, α) for all α ∈ C and therefore h(λ) = h(λ−1). To complete

the proof it is enough to apply Proposition 2.4.2. �

2.5. Comparison of entropies.

In this section we introduce the connections between maps in order to compare

their entropies. The tools developed will be useful to deduce properties of the

concrete entropy theories from properties of the abstract entropy in §4.

Definition 2.5.1. For i = 1, 2 let Ci be an entropy space and λi : Ci → Ci a map.

We say that µ is a map from λ1 to λ2, and denote µ : λ1 → λ2 or λ1
µ
→ λ2, iff

µ : C1 → C2 is a map. Let λ1
µ
→ λ2 a map. We call µ a lower connection iff µ is a

lower map (conditions [l1] and [l2]) verifying

[l3] µλ1α ≺ λ2µα for all α ∈ C1.

Analogously, if µ is an upper map (conditions [u1] and [u2]) and

[u3] µλ1α ≻ λ2µα for all α ∈ C1,

then µ is called upper connection. We say that µ is a connection iff µ is a homo-

morphism (conditions [m1] and [m2]) and

[m3] µλ1α ∼ λ2µα for all α ∈ C1.
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A connection which is an isomorphism is called a conjugation. If there exists a

conjugation λ1 → λ2 we say that λ1 and λ2 are conjugate.

Remark 2.5.2. For i = 1, 2, 3 let Ci be an entropy space and λi : Ci → Ci a map. If

λ1
µ1

→ λ2
µ2

→ λ3 are lower connections, upper connections or connections, then their

composition is again a lower connection, upper connection or connection λ1
µ2µ1

−→ λ3.

If µ : C1 → C2 is a bi-monotone map (see Remark 2.2.3) we have that µ : λ1 → λ2

is a lower/upper connection iff µ−1 : λ2 → λ1 is an upper/lower connection. In

particular, a bi-monotone connection is a conjugation. Finally, note that if λ1
µ
→ λ2

is a lower connection, upper connection or a connection and λ2 is monotone, then

λk
1

µ
→ λk

2 is a lower connection, upper connection or a connection for all k ∈ N.

Lemma 2.5.3. For i = 1, 2 let Ci be an entropy space, λi : Ci → Ci a map such

that λ2 is monotone and α ∈ C1. Then the following statements hold.

1. If λ1
µ
→ λ2 is an upper connection then h(λ1, α) ≤ h(λ2, µα).

2. If λ1
µ
→ λ2 is a lower connection then h(λ1, α) ≥ h(λ2, µα).

3. If λ1
µ
→ λ2 is a connection then h(λ1, α) = h(λ2, µα).

Proof. For the first assertion consider n ≥ 1 and let β = µα. Then we have

µαn−1
0 [λ1] = µ

∧n−1

k=0 λ
k
1α ≻

∧n−1

k=0 µλ
k
1α ≻

∧n−1

k=0 λ
k
2µα = βn−1

0 [λ2],

where we applied condition [u1] in the first inequality and the fact that λk
1

µ
→ λk

2

is an upper connection (see Remark 2.5.2) together with conditions [u3] and [c2]

in the second. Hence, using conditions [u2] and [h1] we estimate h(αn−1
0 [λ1]) ≤

h(µαn−1
0 [λ1]) ≤ h(βn−1

0 [λ2]), and we conclude that h(λ1, α) ≤ h(λ2, β) as desired.

For the second statement, note that the proof given before works with the in-

equalities reversed, but this time arguing with conditions [l1], [l2] and [l3] instead

of [u1], [u2] and [u3], showing that h(λ1, α) ≥ h(λ2, µα) for all α ∈ C1. Finally,

the last assertion follows directly from the first two because to be a connection is

the same as to be a lower and upper connection simultaneously. �

Proposition 2.5.4. For i = 1, 2 let Ci be an entropy space and λi : Ci → Ci a map

such that λ2 is monotone. Then the following statements hold.

1. If λ1
µ
→ λ2 is an upper connection then h(λ1) ≤ h(λ2).

2. If λ1
µ
→ λ2 is a cofinal lower connection then h(λ1) ≥ h(λ2).

3. If λ1
µ
→ λ2 is a cofinal connection then h(λ1) = h(λ2).

4. If λ1 and λ2 are conjugate then h(λ1) = h(λ2).

Proof. For the first assertion simply take supα∈C1
in the inequality of Lemma

2.5.3(1). The second follows similarly form Lemma 2.5.3(2) applying Lemma 2.3.6

when taking supα∈C1
. The last two claims are consequence of the first two. �

2.6. Products, direct limits and coproducts.

In this section we consider products, direct limits and coproducts of entropy

spaces and compute the entropy of induced maps.
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Construction 2.6.1. Let I be a non-empty finite set, for i ∈ I let Ci be an entropy

space and let (αi) and (βi) denote generic elements of the Cartesian product C =

⨉i∈I
Ci. We introduce an entropy space structure in C as follows: we consider

the product pre-order, the binary operation and the entropy function defined as

(αi) ≺ (βi) iff αi ≺ βi for all i ∈ I, (αi) ∧ (βi) = (αi ∧ βi), and h : C → R+,

h
(
(αi)

)
=

∑

i∈I h(αi), respectively. Then C = ⨉i∈I
Ci is said to be the product

entropy space of the family (Ci)i∈I and the lower morphisms C → Ci given by

(αi) 7→ αi are called canonical maps.

If (λi : Ci → Ci)i∈I is family of maps then the map ⨉i∈I
λi : C → C given by

(αi) 7→ (λiαi) is called the induced product map.

If in Construction 2.6.1 the maps λi are monotone, l-maps, l-morphisms, u-maps,

u-morphisms, homomorphisms, morphisms or isomorphisms, then so is ⨉i∈I
λi.

Proposition 2.6.2. Let I be a non-empty finite set, for i ∈ I let Ci be an entropy

space and λi : Ci → Ci a map. Then h(⨉i∈I
λi) ≤

∑

i∈I h(λi). If in addition λi is

lower map for all i ∈ I then h(⨉i∈I
λi) =

∑

i∈I h(λi).

Proof. Denote λ =⨉i∈I
λi. Given α = (αi) ∈ ⨉i∈I

Ci and n ≥ 1 it can be shown

that αn−1
0 [λ] = (αi

n−1
0 [λi]), hence h(αn−1

0 [λ]) =
∑

i∈I h(αi
n−1
0 [λi]). Dividing by n,

taking lim supn and then supα we get the inequality. If the maps λi are lower maps,

by Lemma 2.3.8 we can take limn instead of lim supn getting an equality. �

Construction 2.6.3. We briefly describe a construction of direct limits for entropy

spaces. Given a non-empty directed set (I,≤), a family (Ci)i∈I of entropy spaces

and Φ = (ϕij : Ci → Cj)i≤j a coherent family of homomorphisms, that is ϕjkϕij =

ϕik if i ≤ j ≤ k, consider
⊔

i Ci, the disjoint union of the Ci’s, and let αi ∈ Ci

and βj ∈ Cj denote generic elements of this set. Let C =
⊔

i
Ci/≈ be the quotient

space by the equivalence relation ≈ defined as αi ≈ βj iff there exists k ≥ i, j

such that ϕikαi = ϕjkβj , and let [αi] denote the equivalence class of αi. Define a

pre-order in C by [αi] ≺ [βj ] iff ϕikαi ≺ ϕjkβj for some k ≥ i, j, a binary operation

[αi]∧ [βj ] = [ϕikαi∧ϕjkβj ] where k ≥ i, j, and an entropy function h([αi]) = h(αi).

Then C is an entropy space denoted C = limi Ci and called direct limit entropy

space of the Ci’s. The canonical maps Ci → C , αi 7→ [αi], are homomorphisms.

If (λi : Ci → Ci)i∈I is a family of maps compatible with Φ, that is, ϕijλi = λjϕij

if i ≤ j, then the induced limit map limi λi : limi Ci → limi Ci is [αi] 7→ [λiαi].

If in Construction 2.6.3 the maps λi are monotone, l-maps, l-morphisms, u-maps,

u-morphisms, homomorphisms, morphisms or isomorphisms, then so is limi λi.

In the proof of the next result we have a first application of the tools of §2.5.

Proposition 2.6.4. For a directed family of monotone maps between entropy

spaces (λi : Ci → Ci)i∈I compatible with a coherent family of homomorphisms

(ϕij : Ci → Cj)i≤j we have h(limi λi) = supi h(λi) = limi h(λi).
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Proof. Denote C = limi Ci, λ = limi λi and for i ∈ I let µi : Ci → C be the

canonical map. For i ∈ I, λi
µi
→ λ is a connection, then by Lemma 2.5.3(3) we know

that that h(λi, αi) = h(λ, µiαi) for all αi ∈ Ci. As C =
⋃

i∈I µiCi we have

h(λ) = sup
α∈C

h(λ, α) = sup
i∈I

sup
αi∈Ci

h(λ, µiαi) = sup
i∈I

sup
αi∈Ci

h(λi, αi) = sup
i∈I

h(λi).

Finally, note that λi

ϕij

−→ λj is a connection for all i ≤ j, then h(λi) ≤ h(λj) by

Proposition 2.5.4(1). Thus the net
(
h(λi)

)

i∈I
is increasing and we are done. �

Construction 2.6.5. Let (Ci)i∈I be a family of unital entropy spaces (see Remark

2.1.10) with units denoted 1. The coproduct entropy space of the Ci’s is the set
⊕

i∈I Ci =
{
(αi)i∈I ∈⨉i∈I

Ci : αi 6= 1 only for finitely many i’s
}
,

with the entropy space structure given by the pre-order, the binary operation, and

the entropy function defined for elements (αi) and (βi) as (αi) ≺ (βi) iff αi ≺ βi

for all i ∈ I, (αi)∧ (βi) = (αi∧βi), and h
(
(αi)

)
=

∑

i∈I h(αi). The canonical maps

Ci → C , αi 7→ (αij)j∈I , where αij = αi if j = i or 1 otherwise, are homomorphisms

for all i ∈ I.

If (λi : Ci → Ci)i∈I is a family of unital maps, that is λi1 = 1 for all i ∈ I, the

induced coproduct map is
⊕

i∈I λi :
⊕

i∈I Ci →
⊕

i∈I Ci, (αi) 7→ (λiαi).

If in Construction 2.6.5 the maps λi are monotone, l-maps, l-morphisms, u-maps,

u-morphisms, homomorphisms, morphisms or isomorphisms, then so is
⊕

i∈I λi.

Corollary 2.6.6. For a family of unital entropy spaces (Ci)i∈I and a family of

monotone unital maps (λi : Ci → Ci)i∈I we have h(
⊕

i∈I λi) ≤
∑

i∈I h(λi) with

equality if λi is a lower map for all i ∈ I.

Proof. The coproduct
⊕

i∈I Ci is (isomorphic to) the direct limit limF ⨉i∈F
Ci,

where F runs over the directed set J of finite subsets of I ordered by inclusion,

⨉i∈F
Ci is the product entropy space as in Construction 2.6.1, and the coherent

homomorphisms are ϕEF : ⨉i∈E
Ci → ⨉i∈F

Ci, ϕEF

(
(αi)i∈E

)
= (αEj)j∈F , for

finite subsets E ⊆ F of I and αEj = αj if j ∈ E or αEj = 1 otherwise. The

monotone map
⊕

i∈I λi is (conjugate to) the one induced in the direct limit by the

compatible family of monotone maps (⨉i∈F
λi)F∈J , where ⨉i∈F

λi is the prod-

uct of the maps λi for i ∈ F as in Construction 2.6.1. By Proposition 2.6.2 we

know that h(⨉i∈F
λi) ≤

∑

i∈F h(λi). Then applying Proposition 2.5.4(4) and

Proposition 2.6.4 we get h(
⊕

i∈I λi) = h(limF ⨉i∈F
λi) = limF h(⨉i∈F

λi) ≤

limF

∑

i∈F h(λi) =
∑

i∈I h(λi) as desired. The case of lower maps follows simi-

larly because Proposition 2.6.2 gives an equality. �

To end this section we introduce a special type of products of entropy spaces.

Construction 2.6.7. Let f : R+× R+ → R+ be a monotone and subadditive map,

that is, for a1, a2, b1, b2 ∈ R
+ the following hold:

1. f(a1, a2) ≤ f(b1, b2) if a1 ≤ b1 and a2 ≤ b2,

2. f(a1 + b1, a2 + b2) ≤ f(a1, a2) + f(b1, b2).
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If we have entropy spaces (Ci, hi) for i = 1, 2, we define the f -product C1 ×f C2 as

the usual product as in Construction 2.6.1 but endowed with the entropy function

given by hf (α1, α2) = f
(
h1(α1), h1(α2)

)
if αi ∈ Ci for i = 1, 2. Given maps

λi : Ci → Ci for i = 1, 2, the induced product map is λ1×λ2 : C1×f C2 → C1×f C2,

λ1 × λ2(α1, α2) = (λ1α1, λ2α2) if αi ∈ Ci for i = 1, 2.

If in Construction 2.6.7 the maps λi are monotone, l-maps, l-morphisms, u-maps,

u-morphisms, homomorphisms, morphisms or isomorphisms, then so is λ1 × λ2.

Lemma 2.6.8. Let f : R+×R+ → R+ be the monotone and subadditive map given

by f(a, b) = log(ea + eb), if a, b ∈ R+. For i = 1, 2 let (Ci, hi) be an entropy space

and λi : Ci → Ci a lower map. Then the induced product map on C1 ×f C2 as in

Construction 2.6.7 verifies hf(λ1 × λ2) = max{h1(λ1), h2(λ2)}.

Proof. Given α ∈ C1 and β ∈ C2 define an = h1(α
n−1
0 [λ1]) and bn = h2(β

n−1
0 [λ2])

for n ≥ 1. As λ1 × λ2 is a lower map because λ1 and λ2 are lower maps, if

γ = (α, β) ∈ C1 ×f C2, by Lemma 2.3.8 we have

hf(λ1 × λ2, γ) = limn
1
n
hf (γ

n−1
0 [λ1 × λ2]) = limn

1
n
f(an, bn).

Therefore, as limn
an

n
= h1(λ1, α) and limn

bn
n

= h2(λ2, β), by [3, Lemma, p. 312]

we obtain hf (λ1 × λ2, γ) = max{h1(λ1, α), h2(λ2, β)}. Then, taking supγ in the

last equality the result follows. �

3. Abstract expansiveness

3.1. Generators and expansiveness.

In this section we extend the notion of expansiveness from the theory of topo-

logical dynamical systems to our context (see §4.3.1 for more details). Here we will

be interested mainly in morphisms on meet entropy spaces.

Definition 3.1.1. Let C be a cover space and λ : C → C a map. A cover α ∈ C is

called positive generator (or positive expansivity cover) for λ iff for all β ∈ C there

exists m ∈ N such that αm
0 [λ] ≺ β. If a positive generator α for λ exists we call λ

positively expansive, or positively α-expansive. If λ is bijective, a cover α ∈ C is said

to be a generator (or expansivity cover) for λ iff for every β ∈ C there exists m ∈ N

such that αm
−m[λ] ≺ β. If a generator α for λ exists we say that λ is expansive, or

α-expansive.

In our motivating example, that is, a topological dynamical system (X,T ) where

T is a continuous map on a compact space X , we have that the associated map

λT : CX → CX (see the first paragraph of §2.2) is positively expansive according

to Definition 3.1.1 iff T is positively refinement expansive as in [2, Definition 3.17],

which in turn is equivalent to the usual positive expansivity of T on a metric space

(see [4, p. 40]) when X has the Hausdorff separation property. If T is a homeomor-

phism an analogous statement relating expansivity of λT , refinement expansivity

of T and the usual expansivity on metric spaces holds, as explained in [1, §1] and
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[2, Theorem 3.13 and 2.7]. In [1, Definition 2.4] a notion of expansivity coher-

ent with the previous ones is given at the intermediate level of lattices between

expansivity in cover spaces and refinement expansivity.

In [12, Definition 2.4] a definition of topological generator is introduced in the

context of compact Hausdorff spaces, showing that the existence of a topological

generator is equivalent to expansivity on metric spaces in [12, Theorem 3.2]. For

a general compact space, that notion of generator is more restrictive than the one

corresponding to Definition 3.1.1 at the topological level, the latter being the notion

of refinement expansivity cover of [2], which in turn corresponds to the expansivity

covers of [1] at the lattice level.

In the following proposition, we present some basic properties that we have

borrowed from the theory of expansive dynamical systems. To avoid introducing

new terminology when discussing maps between cover spaces, we will use the same

nomenclature as in §2, assuming that the entropy functions are trivially constant

and equal to zero. Therefore, we should disregard any conditions related to the

entropy functions.

Proposition 3.1.2. Let λ : C → C and λi : Ci → Ci, i = 1, 2, be maps between

cover spaces. Then the following statements hold.

1. If λ1 is positively expansive, λ1
µ
→ λ2 is a cofinal upper connection and λ2

is monotone, then λ2 is positively expansive.

2. If λ1, λ2 are monotone and conjugate then λ1 is positively expansive iff λ2

is positively expansive.

3. The coproduct λ1 ⊕ λ2 is positively expansive iff λ1 and λ2 are positively

expansive.

4. Let n ∈ N, n > 0. If λn is positively expansive then λ is positively expansive.

If λ is a lower map the converse statement also holds.

Statements analogous to 2., 3. and 4. hold for the property of expansiveness for

isomorphisms of commutative cover spaces (in 4. we can take n ∈ Z)

Proof. For the first assertion, let α1 be a positive generator for λ1. We will show

that α2 = µα1 is a positive generator for λ2. Given a cover β2 ∈ C2, as µ is cofinal,

there exists β1 ∈ C1 such that µβ1 ≺ β2. We know that
∧m

k=0 λ
k
1α1 ≺ β1 for some

m ∈ N because α1 is a positive generator. Then

∧m
k=0 λ

k
2α2 =

∧m
k=0 λ

k
2µα1 ≺

∧m
k=0 µλ

k
1α1 ≺ µ

∧m
k=0 λ

k
1α1 ≺ µβ1 ≺ β2,

where in the first inequality we used that λk
1

µ
→ λk

2 is an upper connection (see

Remark 2.5.2) together with conditions [u3] and [c2], in the second inequality we

applied condition [u1], and in the third inequality we utilized monotonicity of µ.

This proves that α2 is a positive generator as claimed.

The second statement follows form the first. For the third statement we simply

indicate that it is easily checked that (α1, α2) is a positive generator for λ1 ⊕ λ2 iff
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αi is a positive generator for λi for i = 1, 2. Finally, the fourth assertion can be

shown as in [1, Proposition 2.7], which corresponds to the invertible case. �

Next we turn our attention to the relationship between expansivity and entropy.

Lemma 3.1.3. Let C be a meet entropy space, λ : C → C a morphism, α ∈ C and

m ∈ N. Then h(λ, αm
0 ) = h(λ, α), and h(λ, αm

−m) = h(λ, α) if λ is an isomorphism.

Proof. Cancelling repeated factors (see Remark 2.1.4) we get (αm
0 )n−1

0 ∼ αm+n−1
0

for all n ≥ 1. Then, h(λ, αm
0 ) = lim supn

1
n
h
(
(αm

0 )n−1
0

)
= lim supn

1
n
h(αm+n−1

0 ) =

lim supn
m+n
n

1
m+n

h(αm+n−1
0 ) = h(λ, α). For the last statement, note that we have

(αm
−m)n−1

0 ∼ λ−mα2m+n−1
0 , then h

(
(αm

−m)n−1
0

)
= h(λ−mα2m+n−1

0 ) = h(α2m+n−1
0 )

by condition [m2], and the result follows similarly. �

The following result, which generalizes [12, Theorem 2.6], indicates that it would

be interesting to discover new examples of expansivity in the existing entropy the-

ories in order to compute entropy. In [5] the authors start a work in this direction

in the category of commutative rings.

Proposition 3.1.4. Let C be a meet entropy space. If λ : C → C is a positively

expansive morphism with positive generator α ∈ C , then h(λ) = h(λ, α), and this

quantity is finite if h is finite and λ is a lower morphism. If λ is an expansive

isomorphism with generator α ∈ C then h(λ) = h(λ, α), and is finite if h is finite.

Proof. For a positive generator α ∈ C the subset C ′ = {αm
0 [λ] : m ∈ N} ⊆ C

is cofinal. Then by Lemma 2.3.6 and Lemma 3.1.3 we see that h(λ) = h(λ, α).

The finiteness claim follows from Lemma 2.3.8. The statement about expansive

isomorphisms is obtained similarly by Lemma 2.4.3. �

Next we extend Definition 3.1.1 and Proposition 3.1.4. This will be used in §3.2.

Definition 3.1.5. Let C a cover space, λ : C → C a map and A ⊆ C . Then A

is called positive generator system for λ iff for all β ∈ C there exist α ∈ A and

m ∈ N such that αm
0 [λ] ≺ β. In that case λ is called positively A -expansive. If λ is

bijective, A is said to be a generator system for λ and λ is called A -expansive iff

for every β ∈ C there exist α ∈ A and m ∈ N such that αm
−m[λ] ≺ β.

A proof similar to that of Proposition 3.1.4 shows the following result.

Corollary 3.1.6. Let C be a meet entropy space, A ⊆ C and λ : C → C a posi-

tively A -expansive morphism/A -expansive isomorphism, then h(λ) = sup
α∈A

h(λ, α).

The next result improves [2, Lemma 3.19] and [1, Lemma 4.2], where the dy-

namical system is supposed to be invertible, whereas here we assume a weaker

hypothesis. The statement says that, under certain circumstances, positive expan-

sivity implies that a condition much stronger than the definition holds. It is a

primitive version of the main theorem of [6], which we extend in Proposition 4.3.1.
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Proposition 3.1.7. Let C be a meet cover space and λ : C → C a positively

expansive cofinal morphism. Then there exists β ∈ C with the following properties:

1. λnβ ≻ λn+1β if n ∈ N, 2. for all γ ∈ C there exists n ∈ N such that λnβ ≺ γ.

Proof. Let α ∈ C be a positive generator for λ. As λ is cofinal, there exists γ ∈ C

such that λγ ≺ α. Then, as α is a positive generator, we can find m ≥ 1 such that

α ∧ λα ∧ · · · ∧ λm−1α ≺ γ. Let β = α ∧ λα ∧ · · · ∧ λm−1α. Applying λ to the last

inequality we get λβ ≺ λγ ≺ α. Then, by Remark 2.1.4, we have

α ∧ λα ∧ λ2α ∧ · · · ∧ λmα = α ∧ λβ ∼ λβ = λα ∧ λ2α ∧ · · · ∧ λmα,

and in general, applying λk to this equivalence for k ∈ N, we get

λkα ∧ λk+1α ∧ λk+2α ∧ · · · ∧ λk+mα ∼ λk+1α ∧ λk+2α ∧ · · · ∧ λk+mα.

Then we see that in a product of m+1 consecutive iterates of α we can cancel the

first factor. Therefore, for every n ∈ N, cancelling repeatedly a first factor, we have

α ∧ λα ∧ λ2α ∧ · · · ∧ λn+m−1α ∼ λnα ∧ λn+1α ∧ · · · ∧ λn+m−1α = λnβ.

From this, it is clear that λnβ ≻ λn+1β if n ∈ N, and also that λnβ will refine any

given cover for a sufficiently large n ∈ N, because α is a positive generator. �

Corollary 3.1.8. If C is a meet entropy space and λ : C → C is a positively

expansive cofinal lower morphism, then h(λ) = 0.

Proof. Let β ∈ C as in Proposition 3.1.7. As λnβ ≻ λn+1β if n ∈ N, we have

h(λnβ) ≤ h(λn+1β) if n ∈ N, by [h1]. On the other hand, by [l2], the reverse

inequality also holds, and then we obtain h(λnβ) = h(β) for all n ∈ N. From the

property λnβ ≻ λn+1β if n ∈ N, by Remark 2.1.4 we also get βn
0 [λ] ∼ λnβ, for all

n ∈ N. Hence h(βn
0 [λ]) = h(λnβ) = h(β) if n ∈ N, and therefore

h(λ, β) = lim supn
1
n
h(βn−1

0 [λ]) = lim supn
1
n
h(β) = 0.

Now, applying Lemma 2.4.1(3) we deduce h(λ, λnβ) = 0 for all n ∈ N. Finally, as

by Proposition 3.1.7(2) the set {λnβ : n ∈ N} is cofinal, we see that h(λ) = 0, by

Lemma 2.3.6. �

3.2. Shifts.

In this section we consider shift maps in the setting of entropy spaces and com-

pute their entropies in Proposition 3.2.3.

Definition 3.2.1. Let C be a unital cover space and I = N or Z. Consider the

coproduct cover space C I =
⊕

i∈I C , and define the map sI : C I → C I given by

sI(αi)i∈I = (αi−1)i∈I , where we agree that α−1 = 1 for the case I = N. Either

of these two maps is called forward shift. Given a unital map λ : C → C we also

consider a map sIλ : C I → C I , which coincides with sI if λ = idC , defined by

sIλ(αi)i∈I = (λαi−1)i∈I , that is, sIλ = sIλI = λIsI , where λI : C I → C I is the

coproduct map λI =
⊕

i∈I λ, λ
I(αi)i∈I = (λαi)i∈I . Finally, given a cover α ∈ C ,

define α = (α0i)i∈I ∈ C
I where α0i = α if i = 0 or α0i = 1 otherwise.
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Lemma 3.2.2. Let C be a unital cover space and λ : C → C a unital cofinal

monotone map. Then sNλ is positively AN-expansive in the sense of Definition 3.1.5,

where AN = {α ∈ C N : α ∈ C }. If λ is a unital bi-monotone bijection then sZλ is

AZ-expansive, where AZ = {α ∈ C Z : α ∈ C }.

Proof. Given (αi)i∈N ∈ C N, let m ∈ N such that αi = 1 if i > m. As λ is monotone

and cofinal then so is λk for all k ∈ N. Hence there exist βk ∈ C such that

λkβk ≺ αk for all k ∈ N. Let β =
∧m

k=0 βk, so that λkβ ≺ αk for 0 ≤ k ≤ m. Then

we have β ∈ AN and βm
0 [sNλ] = (β, λβ, . . . , λmβ, 1, 1, . . .) ≺ (αi)i∈N, showing that sNλ

is AN-expansive. The statement about sZλ follows similarly. �

For a meet entropy space C we denote h(C ) = supα∈C h(α) = h(idC ).

Proposition 3.2.3. Let C be a unital meet entropy space and λ : C → C a unital

cofinal lower morphism. Then h(sNλ) ≤ h(C ), with equality if λ is also a homo-

morphism. If λ is a unital isomorphism then h(sZλ) = h(C ). In particular for the

forward shifts we have h(sN) = h(sZ) = h(C ).

Proof. Let α ∈ C and α ∈ AN ⊆ C
N as in Lemma 3.2.2. For n ≥ 1 we have

h(αn−1
0 [sNλ]) = h

(
(α, λα, . . . , λn−1α, 1, 1, . . .)

)
=

∑n−1

k=0 h(λ
kα) ≤ nh(α),

where the last inequality, given by condition [l2], is an equality if λ is a homomor-

phism, by condition [m2]. Dividing by n and taking lim supn we get h(sNλ, α) ≤ h(α).

As λ is a morphism one can check that sNλ is a morphism too. Then, by Lemma

3.2.2 and Corollary 3.1.6 we have h(sNλ) = supα∈C h(sNλ, α) ≤ supα∈C h(α), with

equality if λ is a homomorphism. The assertion on sZλ follows similarly. �

4. Examples and applications

In what follows, unless stated otherwise, we use the following notation: X de-

notes a topological space, T : X → X is a continuous map, and ≺ and ∧ denote

the refinement relation and the meet operation, respectively, on families of sets, as

described in §1.2.

4.1. Topological entropy.

Let us recall the definition of topological entropy introduced in [3].

Definition 4.1.1. Let α be an open cover of X . We define

N(α) = min{|β| : β ⊆ α and X ⊆
⋃
β}, H(α) = logN(α),

htop(T, α) = lim supn
1
n
H(

∧n−1

k=0 T
−kα) and htop(T ) = supα htop(T, α),

where the supα is taken over all open covers α of X . Then htop(T ) is the topological

entropy of T . We call htop(T, α) the topological entropy of T of size α.

Definition 4.1.2. Let CX be the set of all open covers of X , hX : CX → R+ given

by hX(α) = H(α) if α ∈ CX , and λT : CX → CX the map λTα = T−1α if α ∈ CX .
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In the next easy to prove statement, we record that the topological entropy is a

particular instance of the abstract entropy developed in §2.

Proposition 4.1.3. The 4-tuple (CX ,≺,∧, hX) is a meet entropy space, λT is a

lower morphism, and hX(λT ) = htop(T ). Moreover, hX is finite iff X is compact.

As a consequence of Proposition 4.1.3 we can derive various of the know proper-

ties of the topological entropy from the development made in §2. Some properties

are obtained immediately. For example, a direct application of Lemma 2.3.7 shows

that, for any open cover α of X , the sequence n 7→ H(
∧n−1

k=0 T
−kα) in the definition

of htop(T, α) is subadditive (see the proof of [3, Property 8]). Other properties

need some little work to be obtained. For example, if m ∈ N, from Proposition

2.4.2 we have hX

(
(λT )

m
)
= mhX(λT ). Then, noticing that (λT )

m = λTm , we get

htop(T
m) = mhtop(T ), which is [3, Theorem 2]. Similarly, when T is a homeomor-

phism, from Propositon 2.4.4 we obtain htop(T
m) = |m|htop(T ) for m ∈ Z, as in

[3, Corollary, p. 312].

On the other hand, some properties demand more elaborate arguments to be

derived. To deal with these situations we use the tools for comparing entropies of

§2.5. As a first example we consider the following result and proof, where S : Y → Y

denotes a continuous map on a topological space Y and T × S : X × Y → X × Y is

the continuous map given by (T × S)(x, y) = (Tx, Sy) if (x, y) ∈ X × Y .

Proposition 4.1.4. If X and Y are compact then htop(T×S) ≤ htop(T )+htop(S).

Proof. Let µ : CX ⊕ CY → CX×Y be the map given by µ(α, β) = α ⊗ β if α ∈ CX

and β ∈ CY , where α ⊗ β = {U × V : U ∈ α, V ∈ β}. As can be easily checked,

µ is a lower morphism, that is, µ is monotone, preserves the operation ∧, and

hX×Y (µγ) = hX×Y (α ⊗ β) ≤ hX(α) + hY (β) = h(γ) if γ = (α, β) ∈ CX ⊕ CY ,

where h denotes the entropy function of CX ⊕ CY as in Construction 2.6.5.

On the other hand, we have µ ◦ (λT ⊕ λS) = λT×S ◦ µ, therefore in particular

λT ⊕ λS
µ
→ λT×S is a lower connection. Moreover, as X and Y are assumed to

be compact, it can be shown that every open cover of X × Y is refined by some

open cover of the form α ⊗ β, where α ∈ CX and β ∈ CY (see the proof of

[3, Theorem 3]), that is, µ is a cofinal map. Therefore, by Proposition 2.5.4(2),

we have hX×Y (λT×S) ≤ h(λT ⊕ λS) = hX(λT ) + hY (λS), where the last equality

comes from Corollary 2.6.6. Thus, htop(T × S) ≤ htop(T ) + htop(S). �

Remark 4.1.5. Proposition 4.1.4 and its proof can be extended to the product of

arbitrary many continuous maps.

Remark 4.1.6. Proposition 4.1.4 corresponds to [3, Theorem 3] where an equality is

claimed. However, as noted by Goodwyn in [10], the proof given in [3] only shows

the inequality we stated. In [10, Theorem 2] the equality is proved assuming both

X and Y are compact Hausdorff spaces.

Another example, showing how to use the results in §2.5 comparing entropies, is

the next property, which is an alternative formulation of [3, Theorem 5].
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Proposition 4.1.7. If Y is a topological space, π : X → Y a continuous onto map,

and S : Y → Y a continuous map such that πT = Sπ, then htop(S) ≤ htop(T ).

Proof. Let µ : CY → CX the map given by µα = π−1α if α ∈ CY . As can be easily

checked, µ is monotone, preserves the operation ∧, hX(µα) = hY (α) if α ∈ CY ,

and µλS = λTµ, that is, λS
µ
→ λT is a connection. Then, by Proposition 2.5.4(1),

we conclude that hY (λS) ≤ hX(λT ), or equivalently, htop(S) ≤ htop(T ). �

For the next application, we recall from [11, §1] that a subspace Y ⊆ X is called

extension closed iff for every open cover β of Y there exists an open cover α of X

such that β = Y ∧ α. As noted in [11, §1], closed subspaces are extension closed,

and the converse holds if X is a Hausdorff space. Now we are ready to state the

following minor extension of [3, Theorem 4].

Proposition 4.1.8. If X1, X2 are extension closed subspaces of X such that X =

X1∪X2 and T (Xi) ⊆ Xi for i = 1, 2, then htop(T ) = max{htop(T |X1
), htop(T |X2

)}.

Proof. Let i ∈ {1, 2}. To simplify the nomenclature let us denote the restriction of

T to Xi as Ti = T |Xi
. Following the notation of Definition 4.1.2, let µi : CX → CXi

be the map µiα = α ∧Xi if α ∈ CX . As can be easily checked, µi is a morphism,

µiλT = λTi
µi and hXi

(µiα) ≤ hX(α) if α ∈ CX . Hence, λT
µi
→ λTi

is a lower

connection. Moreover, as Xi is extension closed, we see that µi is an onto map,

and in particular a cofinal map. Then, by Proposition 2.5.4(2), we conclude that

hX(λT ) ≥ hXi
(λTi

) for i = 1, 2. Consequently, by Proposition 4.1.3, we obtain

htop(T ) ≥ max{htop(T |X1
), htop(T |X2

)}.

For the reverse inequality, consider the f -product CX1
×f CX2

as in Lemma 2.6.8,

and the map µ : CX → CX1
×f CX2

given by µα = (µ1α, µ2α) if α ∈ CX . This

map is a morphism and µλT = (λT1
×λT2

)µ. Given α ∈ CX it can be easily shown

that N(α ∧X1) +N(α ∧X2) ≥ N(α), where the quantities N are as in Definition

4.1.1. Taking logarithms, we obtain hf (µα) ≥ hX(α) if α ∈ CX , and therefore

λT
µ
→ λT1

×λT2
is an upper connection. Thus, by Proposition 2.5.4(1) and Lemma

2.6.8, we have hX(λT ) ≤ hf (λT1
× λT2

) = max{hX1
(λT1

), hX2
(λT2

)}. Finally, an

application of Proposition 4.1.3 ends the proof. �

We end this section obtaining part of [10, Theorem 1], a result involving the

topological entropy of inverse limits of dynamical systems. Following [10, §3], given

a directed set (I,≤), a family of continuous maps (Ti : Xi → Xi)i∈I , where Xi is a

topological space if i ∈ I, and a collection of continuous maps (Sij : Xi → Xj)i≥j

such that Sij ◦ Ti = Tj ◦ Sij for all i, j ∈ I, i ≥ j, and SjkSij = Sik for all

i, j, k ∈ I, i ≥ j ≥ k, we define the inverse limit of this system as the continuous

map T : X → X , where X = {(xi)i∈I ∈ ⨉i∈I
Xi : Sijxi = xj for all i, j ∈ I, i ≥ j}

with the relative product topology, and T
(
(xi)i∈I

)
= (Tixi)i∈I if (xi)i∈I ∈ X .

Proposition 4.1.9. In the context of the preceding paragraph, if the spaces Xi are

compact and the maps Sij are onto, then htop(T ) = supi htop(Ti) = limi htop(Ti).
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Proof. For each i ∈ I define (Ci, hi) = (CXi
, hXi

), the entropy space associated to

the space Xi, and λi : Ci → Ci, λi = λTi
, the lower morphism associated to Ti, as in

Definition 4.1.2. For i ∈ I let πi : X → Xi be the restriction to X of the canonical

projection of ⨉i∈I
Xi on Xi, and µi : Ci → CX the map µiαi = π−1

i αi if αi ∈ Ci.

As the maps Sij are assumed to be onto maps, the maps πi are onto maps too,

and then the maps µi are homomorphisms. For i, j ∈ I, i ≤ j, consider the map

ϕij : Ci → Cj given by ϕijαi = S−1
ji αi if αi ∈ Ci.

As can be easily checked, Φ = (ϕij)i≤j is a coherent family of homomorphisms

and the family (λi)i∈I is compatible with Φ as in Construction 2.6.3. Then we

can take the direct limits C = limi Ci and λ = limi λi. If i, j, k ∈ I are such

that i, j ≤ k, and αi ∈ Ci, βj ∈ Cj verifies ϕikαi = ϕjkβj , it can be shown that

µiαi = µjβj . Then, the map
⊔

i Ci → CX , given by αi 7→ µiαi if αi ∈ Ci, is

compatible with the equivalence relation ≈ of Construction 2.6.3, and therefore

induces a map µ : C → CX . The map µ is a homomorphism, and is a cofinal map

by [10, Lemma 3]. Moreover, as µiλi = λTµi for all i ∈ I we obtain µλ = λTµ,

so that λ
µ
→ λT is a cofinal connection. Hence, by Propositions 2.5.4(3) and 2.6.4,

we get hX(λT ) = h(λ) = supi hi(λi) = limi hi(λi), and the result follows from

Proposition 4.1.3. �

4.2. Topological mean dimension.

Let us recall the definition of mean dimension introduced in [13, Definition 2.6].

Definition 4.2.1. Let α be an open cover of X . We define

ord(α) = max{|β| : β ⊆ α and
⋂
β 6= ∅} − 1,

D(α) = min{ord(β) : β ≺ α and
⋃
β = X},

mdim(T, α) = lim supn
1
n
D(

∧n−1

k=0 T
−kα) and mdim(T ) = supα mdim(T, α),

where the supα is taken over all open covers α of X . Then mdim(T ) is the mean

dimension of T as in [13]. We call mdim(T, α) the mean dimension of T of size α.

Consider CX and λT as in Definition 4.1.2 but this time define hX as follows.

Definition 4.2.2. Let hX : CX → R+ be the map hX(α) = D(α) if α ∈ CX .

The next statement says that mean dimension is a particular instance of the

abstract entropy developed in §2.

Proposition 4.2.3. The 4-tuple (CX ,≺,∧, hX) is a meet entropy space, λT is a

lower morphism, and hX(λT ) = mdim(T ). Moreover, hX is finite if X is compact.

Proof. The only difficult fact to check is the property D(α ∧ β) ≤ D(α) +D(β) if

α, β ∈ CX . This is proved in [13, Corollary 2.5]. �

As in the case of topological entropy, form Proposition 4.2.3 and the results in

§2, we can derive a series of properties of the mean dimension. For example, sub-

additivity of the sequence n 7→ D(
∧n−1

k=0 T
−kα), the logarithmic law mdim(T n) =
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nmdim(T ) (see [13, Proposition 2.7], where the property is stated only for n ≥ 1),

and the bound for the mean dimension of products, that is [13, Proposition 2.8],

can be shown as in §4.1.

Next we introduce a result, not stated in [13], containing the “two-sided” formula

for the mean dimension of size α of a homeomorphism, and the generalization of

the logarithmic law for integer exponents.

Proposition 4.2.4. If T is a homeomorphism the following statements hold.

1. mdim(T, α) = limn
1

2n+1
D(

∧

|k|≤n T
kα), if α ∈ CX .

2. mdim(T n) = |n|mdim(T ) if n ∈ Z.

Proof. As T is a homeomorphism, then λT : CX → CX is an isomorphism. There-

fore, form Lemma 2.4.3 we get the first assertion, and the second one from Propo-

sition 2.4.4. �

4.3. Topological expansiveness.

4.3.1. Classical expansive systems. The notion of expansive homeomorphism was

introduced by Utz [15] in 1950 under the name unstable homeomorphism. Since

then, the subject was vastly studied by many authors, developing what nowadays

is known as the theory of expansive dynamical systems.

If X is a metrizable space, d is a compatible metric, and T is a homeomorphism,

then T is said to be expansive iff there exists a constant εd > 0, called expansivity

constant, such that if x, y ∈ X and d(fnx, fny) < εd for all n ∈ Z then x = y.

When X is compact this property does not depend on the choice of d, so that

expansiveness is a topological property. In the literature, several purely topological

equivalent definitions of expansiveness was introduced. Among them, we consider

the characterization given in [12].

If X is a topological space and T is a homeomorphism, we say that an open

cover α of X is a strong generator iff for every bi-sequence (Un)n∈Z of elements

of α the set2
⋂

n∈Z
T nUn contains at most one point. This is [12, Definition 2.4],

where a strong generator is called simply generator. We added the word “strong”

to distinguish this concept from the one corresponding to Definition 3.1.1, which we

discuss in the next paragraph. Keynes and Robertson proved in [12, Theorem 3.2]

that if X is compact, the existence of a strong generator is equivalent to expansivity

(in particular, the space being metrizable).

If X is a topological space and T is a homeomorphism, we say that an open cover

α of X is a generator iff for every open cover β of X there exists n ∈ N such that
∧

|k|≤n T
kα ≺ β. In [2] generators are called r-expansive covers, and if a generator

exists T is called refinement expansive (see [2, Definition 3.1, Definition 3.6 and

Theorem 3.9]). If X is compact, every strong generator is a generator, as shown in

[12, Lemma 2.5]. The converse of the last statement is not true, because there are

2Here U denotes the closure of U .
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examples of refinement expansive homeomorphisms on non-Hausdorff (hence non

metrizable) compact spaces, as the non-Hausdorff shifts of [2, §4.1]. However, if

X is a compact Hausdorff space then refinement expansivity and expansivity are

equivalent.

It is easy to check that an open cover α is a generator in the sense of the

preceding paragraph iff α is a generator, in the sense of Definition 3.1.5, for the

map λT : CX → CX of Definition 4.1.2. Then we see that expansivity and, in

general, refinement expansivity for a homeomorphism T of a compact space X , are

particular cases of the notion of expansivity of Definition 3.1.1.

In [12, Theorem 2.6] it is shown that if X is compact and α is a strong generator

then htop(T ) = htop(T, α). In fact, the same proof works if α is a generator, so the

equality still holds in this case. This result is a special case of Proposition 3.1.4.

The discussion above also applies, with the necessary adaptations, to positive

expansiveness. Let T : X → X be a continuous map on a topological X . Then T is

called positively expansive iff there exist a compatible metric d and εd > 0 such that

if x, y ∈ X and d(fnx, fny) < εd for all n ∈ N then x = y. An open cover α of X is

called a positive generator iff for every open cover β of X there exists n ∈ N such

that
∧n

k=0 T
−kα ≺ β. If a positive generator exists, T is called positive refinement

expansive. Positive expansivity implies positive refinement expansivity on compact

spaces, and on compact Hausdorff spaces both notions coincide. Finally, we have

htop(T ) = htop(T, α) if α is a positive generator. Again, these things are particular

cases of Definition 3.1.1 and Proposition 3.1.4.

4.3.2. Positively expansive embeddings. In the next application, we will use the

concept of extension closed subspace already discussed before Proposition 4.1.8.

Recall that X is a T1 space iff {x} is closed for every x ∈ X . We say that T is an

embedding iff T is a homeomorphism onto its image T (X).

Proposition 4.3.1. If X is a compact T1 space, T is a positively refinement ex-

pansive embedding and T (X) is extension closed, then X is finite.

Proof. Given an open cover α of X we have that Tα is an open cover of T (X).

Then, as T (X) is extension closed, there exists an open cover β of X such that

Tα = T (X) ∧ β. We also have T−1β = α. Then we showed that the morphism

λT : CX → CX is an onto map, and in particular a cofinal map. Moreover, as

T is positively refinement expansive, λT is positively expansive. Therefore, by

Proposition 3.1.7 there exists an open cover β ofX such that the set {T−nβ : n ∈ N}

is cofinal. Then the proof continues as in [2, Theorem 3.20]. �

Remark 4.3.2. Proposition 4.3.1 improves [2, Theorem 3.20], where the positive

refinement expansive map is supposed to be a homeomorphism, and in turn extends

the main theorem of [6]: Every compact metric space that supports a continuous,

one-to-one, positively expansive map is finite. This is because clearly a one-to-one

continuous map on a compact metric space is an embedding with closed image.
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4.3.3. Topological generator systems. Applying Definition 3.1.5 to the map λT of

Definition 4.1.2 we obtain the following notions of topological generator systems for

the continuous map T .

Definition 4.3.3. Let A be a collection of open covers of X . Then A is called a

positive generator system for T iff for every open cover β of X there exist α ∈ A

and n ∈ N such that
∧n

k=0 T
−kα ≺ β. If T is a homeomorphism, then A is called

a generator system for T iff for every open cover β of X there exist α ∈ A and

n ∈ N such that
∧

|k|≤n T
−kα ≺ β.

This definition extends the concepts of generator and positive generator dis-

cussed in §4.3.1, which correspond to the case in which the collection A has only

one element. The next result generalizes to this context the well known fact, also

mentioned in §4.3.1, that htop(T ) = htop(T, α) if α is a generator or a positive gener-

ator for T . Note that this generalization take into account not only the topological

entropy but also the mean dimension.

Proposition 4.3.4. If A is a generator system or a positive generator system for

T then htop(T ) = supα∈A htop(T, α) and mdim(T ) = supα∈A mdim(T, α).

Proof. The statement is a consequence of Corollary 3.1.6 applied to the map λT

acting on the entropy space (CX , hX), where hX is either the entropy function as-

sociated to the topological entropy theory as Definition 4.1.2, or the one associated

to the mean dimension theory as in Definition 4.2.2. �

Example 4.3.5 (Shifts). Let I = N or Z, ΣI = XI with the product topology,

and σI : ΣI → ΣI the shift map, σI

(
(xi)i∈I

)
= (xi+1)i∈I for (xi)i∈I ∈ ΣI . Let

πI : ΣI → X be the projection onto the zeroth coordinate, πI

(
(xi)i∈I

)
= x0 if

(xi)i∈I ∈ ΣI , and define AI = {π−1
I α : α ∈ CX}. As can be easily checked, if X

is compact then AZ is a generator system for σZ and AN is a positive generator

system for σN.

In the next result, where X is assumed to be compact and dim(X) denotes his

topological (covering) dimension, the statement about σZ is [13, Proposition 3.1].

Proposition 4.3.6. We have mdim(σZ) ≤ dim(X) and mdim(σN) ≤ dim(X).

Proof. First, let us consider the case of σN. By Proposition 4.3.4 and Example

4.3.5 we have mdim(σN) = supβ∈AN
mdim(σN, β). Then it is enough to show that

mdim(σN, β) ≤ dim(X) for every β ∈ AN. To do that we introduce the following

notation. Given open covers α0, . . . , αn of topological spaces X0, . . . , Xn denote

α0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ αn = {U0 × · · · × Un : Ui ∈ αi for i = 0, . . . , n}, which is an open

cover of the product space X0 × · · · × Xn. If D is the function introduced in

Definition 4.2.1, we have D(α0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ αn) ≤ D(α0) + · · · + D(αn). Indeed, for

example, for the case n = 2 we have D(α0 ⊗ α1) = D(α0 ⊗ {X1} ∧ {X0} ⊗ α1) ≤

D(α0 ⊗{X1})+D({X0}⊗α1) = D(α0) +D(α1), where the inequality comes from

the subadditivity of D.
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Given β ∈ AN let α ∈ CX be such that β = α⊗ {⨉
∞

k=1
X}. If n ≥ 1 we have

∧n−1

k=0 σ
−k
N

β = α⊗ · · · ⊗ α
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n times

⊗{⨉
∞

k=n
X},

so that D(
∧n−1

k=0 σ
−k
N

β) ≤ nD(α) +D({⨉
∞

k=n
X}) = nD(α). Therefore,

mdim(σN, β) = lim supn
1
n
D(

∧n−1

k=0 σ
−k
N

β) ≤ D(α) ≤ dim(X),

where the last inequality holds by the definition dim(X) = supα∈CX
D(α) of the

covering dimension of X . The statement about σZ follows similarly but using the

formula of Proposition 4.2.4(1) to compute mdim(σZ, β) for β ∈ AZ. �

Remark 4.3.7. Proposition 4.3.6 could be derived also from Proposition 3.2.3.

4.4. Forward topological entropy.

In this section, we consider an open onto map T : X → X on a topological

space X . We introduce the concept of forward topological entropy for such maps

and establish some basic properties using the general theory presented in §2. We

conclude by providing a few examples. Further developments on this topic, such as

obtaining a definition à la Bowen, will be discussed in a subsequent paper.

Definition 4.4.1. Consider the quantity H of Definition 4.1.1 and let α be an

open cover of X . We define

h∗
top(T, α) = lim supn

1
n
H(

∧n−1

k=0 T
kα) and h∗

top(T ) = supα h∗
top(T, α),

where the supα is taken over all open covers α of X . Then h∗
top(T ) is called the

forward topological entropy of T .

Consider CX and hX as in Definition 4.1.2 but this time define λT as follows.

Definition 4.4.2. Let λT : CX → CX be the map λTα = Tα if α ∈ CX .

The following statement is easy to prove and records that the forward topological

entropy is a specific instance of the abstract entropy developed in §2.

Proposition 4.4.3. The 4-tuple (CX ,≺,∧, hX) is a meet entropy space, λT is a

lower map, and hX(λT ) = h∗
top(T ). Moreover, hX is finite iff X is compact.

Remark 4.4.4. If T is a homeomorphism, then we have h∗
top(T ) = htop(T ). This

is because the definition of h∗
top(T ) in this case is identical to the definition of

htop(T
−1), and it is known that htop(T

−1) = htop(T ) (see [3, Corollary, p. 312]).

Proposition 4.4.5. Let α, β ∈ CX . Then the following statements hold.

1. If α ≺ β then h∗
top(T, α) ≥ h∗

top(T, β).

2. If C ′ ⊆ CX is cofinal, h∗
top(T ) = supα∈C ′ h∗

top(T, α) = limα∈C ′ h∗
top(T, α).

3. The sequence n 7→ H(
∧n−1

k=0 T
kα) is subadditive.

4. We have h∗
top(T, α) = limn

1
n
H(

∧n−1

k=0 T
kα) = infn

1
n
H(

∧n−1

k=0 T
kα).

5. If X is compact then h∗
top(T, α) is finite.
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Proof. As h∗
top(T, α) = hX(λX , α) and similarly for β, by Proposition 4.4.3 and

Lemma 2.3.4 it follows (1). Analogously, (2) is a consequence of Lemma 2.3.6, (3)

follows from Lemma 2.3.7, and from Lemma 2.3.8 we obtain (4) and (5). �

For an open onto map S : Y → Y on a topological space Y , note that the product

map T × S : X × Y → X × Y , (T × S)(x, y) = (Tx, Sy) if (x, y) ∈ X × Y , is an

open onto map as well. Recall the concept of extension closed subspace discussed

before Proposition 4.1.8.

Theorem 4.4.6. Let Y be a topological space, S : Y → Y an open onto map,

π : X → Y a continuous open onto map, and X1, X2 extension closed subspaces

of X such that X = X1 ∪ X2 and T−1(Xi) ⊆ Xi for i = 1, 2. Then the following

statements hold.

1. If m ∈ N then h∗
top(T

m) = mh∗
top(T ).

2. If X and Y are compact then h∗
top(T × S) ≤ h∗

top(T ) + h∗
top(S).

3. If πT = Sπ then h∗
top(S) ≤ h∗

top(T ).

4. We have h∗
top(T ) = max{h∗

top(T |X1
), h∗

top(T |X2
)}.

Proof. For m ∈ N it is easily checked that λTm = (λT )
m. Then by Proposition

4.4.3 and Proposition 2.4.2 we obtain

h∗
top(T

m) = hX(λTm) = hX

(
(λT )

m
)
= mhX(λT ) = mh∗

top(T ),

from which the first assertion follows.

To show (2), consider the cofinal lower morphism µ : CX ⊕CY → CX×Y defined

in the proof of Proposition 4.1.4. It is easily checked that µ◦ (λT ⊕λS) = λT×S ◦µ.

(Note that here λT , λS , λT×S have a different meaning than in Proposition 4.1.4.)

Then, in particular λT ⊕ λS
µ
→ λT×S is a cofinal lower connection. Hence, we have

h∗
top(T ×S) = hX×Y (λT×S) ≤ h(λT ⊕λS) = hX(λT )+hY (λS) = h∗

top(T )+h∗
top(S),

where the inequality comes from Proposition 2.5.4(2), the middle equality is given

by Corollary 2.6.6, and h is the entropy function of CX ⊕ CY . This proves (2).

For the proof of (3), define µ : CX → CY as µα = πα if α ∈ CX , which is a well

defined map because π is open and onto. It can be checked that µ is a lower map,

that is, µ is monotone, µ(α ∧ β) ≺ µα ∧ µβ and hY (µα) ≤ hX(α), if α, β ∈ CX .

As πT = Sπ we obtain that µλT = λSµ, then, in particular, λT
µ
→ λS is a lower

connection. Finally, since π is also assumed to be continuous, we have that µ is

onto and, in particular, a cofinal map. Therefore, from Proposition 2.5.4(2) we

obtain h∗
top(T ) = hX(λT ) ≥ hY (λS) = h∗

top(S), and we are done.

The proof of (4) is identical, word for word, to the proof of Proposition 4.1.8, but

instead of using Proposition 4.1.3, we argue with Proposition 4.4.3. Note that in this

context, the meanings of λT , λT1
, and λT2

are different from those in the cited proof.

Here, the equality µiλT = λTi
µi, for i = 1, 2, is guaranteed by the assumption that

T−1(Xi) ⊆ Xi for i = 1, 2. From this, we also have µλT = (λT1
× λT2

)µ. �
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Example 4.4.7. For a compact Hausdorff space X , such that |X | ≥ 2, we have

htop(σZ) = h∗
top(σZ) = log |X | and htop(σN) 6= h∗

top(σN) = 0,

where for I = N or Z the map σI (or σI,X) is the shift map as in Example 4.3.5.

Indeed, it is well known that htop(σI,X) = log |X |. Then, for I = Z, by Remark

4.4.4 we get the first equality. On the other hand, for I = N, given any open subset

U ⊆ XN there exists n ∈ N such that σn
N
(U) = XN. Hence, for each open cover

α of XN there is some m ∈ N such that σk
N
α = {XN} for all k ≥ m. Therefore,

∧n−1

k=0 σ
k
N
α is constant for n ≥ m, which implies that 1

n
H(

∧n−1

k=0 σ
k
N
α) → 0. Then,

h∗
top(σN, α) = 0 for all open covers α, and consequently h∗

top(σN) = 0 as claimed.

Example 4.4.8. For n ∈ Z, let zn be the n-winding map on the circle S1 ⊆ C. Then

h∗
top(z

n) = 0 for n 6= 0 and htop(z
n) = log |n|.

The second assertion is well known. For the first one, note that it is obvious

if |n| = 1, while for |n| ≥ 2 an argument similar to that of Example 4.4.7 works,

because any open set of the circle is mapped to the whole S1 by some power of zn.

Example 4.4.9. In this example we show continuous open onto maps T and S such

that h∗
top(T ) 6= h∗

top(S) and htop(T ) = htop(S). This means that sometimes h∗
top

can “see” where htop can not.

Let X,Y, Z be compact Hausdorff spaces such that |X | = ∞ and |Y | 6= |Z| ≥ 2.

In the notation of Example 4.4.7, define T = σN,X ⊔ σZ,Y , S = σN,X ⊔ σZ,Z , where

“⊔” represents the disjoint union. Then, by Theorem 4.4.6(4) and Example 4.4.7

we have h∗
top(T ) = max{h∗

top(σN,X), h∗
top(σZ,Y )} = max{0, log |Y |} = log |Y |, and

similarly h∗
top(S) = log |Z|. Therefore h∗

top(T ) 6= h∗
top(S). On the other hand, by

Proposition 4.1.8, we obtain htop(T ) = htop(S) = ∞.

4.5. Algebraic entropies and expansiveness.

In this section, we will provide an overview of some algebraic entropy theories

that fit into the framework of our abstract entropy. Additionally, we will propose

a few new definitions of entropy and expansiveness within the algebraic context,

with the aim of suggesting potential lines for further research. Although we do not

have any particular applications or examples in mind, we hope that sharing these

ideas will be helpful to others interested in exploring this direction.

4.5.1. Algebraic entropies. The notion of algebraic entropy for endomorphisms of

abelian groups is introduced in [3, §5] and first studied in [17]. Given an abelian

group G let CG be the set of all finite subgroups of G, and consider on CG the

relation ≺ and the binary operation ∧ defined for E,F ∈ CG as: E ≺ F iff F ⊆ E,

and E ∧ F = E + F (the subgroup generated by E ∪ F ), respectively. Also define

hG : CG → R+ by h(F ) = log |F | if F ∈ CG. Then (CG,≺,∧, hG) is a meet

entropy space (where actually ≺ is a partial order). If in addition ϕ : G → G is an

endomorphism let λϕ : CG → CG be the map given by λϕF = ϕF if F ∈ CG. Then

λϕ is a lower morphism (see [17, Proposition 1.1]) and the abstract entropy hG(λϕ)
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is precisely the algebraic entropy h(ϕ) defined in [17, Definition 1.1]. We call this

entropy Weiss’ algebraic entropy.

Later, the above definition was modified in [14] for automorphisms and in [7] for

endomorphisms, where CG was replaced by the set of all finite subsets of G. The

resulting notion of entropy is referred to as Peters’ algebraic entropy.

To mention a last algebraic example, we consider the adjoint algebraic entropy

for group endomorphisms introduced in [9]. This entropy is obtained by taking

CG as the set of all subgroups of finite index of an abelian group G, ≺ and ∧ the

relation and the operation on CG given by E ≺ F iff E ⊂ F and E ∧ F = E ∩ F ,

respectively, and λϕ as the map taking the elements of CG to its preimage under

the endomorphism ϕ : G → G. Again, (CG,≺,∧, hG) is a meet entropy space and

λϕ is a lower morphism. The abstract entropy hG(λϕ) obtained with the above

choices is the adjoint algebraic entropy ent⋆(ϕ) defined in [9, p. 5].

We refer the reader to [8] for more examples of purely algebraic nature.

4.5.2. Backward algebraic entropy. In all of the examples discussed in §4.5.1, the

function λ preserves the operation ∧, making them particular instances of the

semigroup entropy of [8]. Next, we propose a modification to Weiss’ algebraic

entropy where λ no longer preserves ∧, while still remaining a lower map.

Consider an injective group endomorphism ϕ : G → G, and let CG, ≺, ∧, and

hG be defined as in the Weiss’ algebraic entropy case. However, in this case, we

define λϕ : CG → CG by λϕF = ϕ−1F if F ∈ CG. While (CG,≺,∧, hG) remains a

meet entropy space as before, λϕ is now merely a lower map. The resulting entropy,

which could be called backward Weiss’ algebraic entropy, will share properties with

the abstract entropy because it fits within our context.

This “procedure of reversing the direction of entropies” is analogous to what we

have done with the topological entropy obtaining a forward version of it in §4.4, and

could potentially be applied to other entropies as well, such as Peters’ or adjoint

entropies.

This ”procedure of reversing the direction of entropies” is similar to what we

did with the topological entropy by obtaining a forward version of it in §4.4. It

may also be possible to apply this procedure to other entropies, such as Peters’ or

adjoint entropies.

4.5.3. Algebraic expansivity. Given a group endomorphism ϕ : G → G, if we apply

Definition 3.1.1 to the map λG associated to the Weiss’ algebraic entropy as in

§4.5.1, we obtain a definition of positively expansive group endomorphism. The

endomorphism ϕ is positively expansive iff there exists a finite subgroup F of G, a

positive generator, such that for every finite subgruop E of G there exists m ∈ N

such that E ⊆
∑m

k=0 ϕ
kF . If G is a torsion group this amounts to

∑+∞
k=0 ϕ

kF = G.

While the Bernoulli shifts, σ : H⊕N → H⊕N, σ(h0, h1, . . .) = (0, h0, h1, . . .), where

H is a finite abelian group, are positively expansive, Anna Giordano Bruno sketched

a proof to me that if
∑+∞

k=0 ϕ
kF = G, then it implies that ϕ is essentially a shift of
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that type. Then the way we defined positively expansive endomorphisms may not be

interesting. However, it could be possible to obtain interesting notions of “algebraic

expansivity” by applying Definition 3.1.1 in the context of other entropies.
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