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ON AN ANALOGUE OF THE HUREWICZ THEOREM FOR MEAN
DIMENSION

MASAKI TSUKAMOTO

ABSTRACT. The Hurewicz theorem is a fundamental result in classical dimension theory
concerning continuous maps which lower topological dimension. We study whether or
not its analogue holds for mean dimension of dynamical systems. Our first main result
shows that an analogue of the Hurewicz theorem does not hold for mean dimension in
general. Our second main result shows that it holds true if a base system has zero mean

dimension.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background and basic definitions. The Hurewicz theorem is one of the funda-
mental results in the classical topological dimension theory. For a compact metrizable
space X we denote its topological dimension (Lebesgue covering dimension) by dim X.
Let f : X — Y be a continuous map between compact metrizable spaces. Then the
Hurewicz theorem [HW41, p. 91, Theorem VI 7] states that

dim X < dim Y + sup dim f~*(y).
yey
The purpose of this paper is to study an analogue of this theorem for mean dimension of
dynamical systems.

Mean dimension is a dynamical version of topological dimension introduced by Gromov
[Gro99]. Tt quantifies how many parameters per iterate we need for describing orbits of
a dynamical system. It has applications to several problems in topological dynamics
[LWO00, Lin99, MT19, GT20].

We need to prepare some definitions before rigorously stating our problem. Throughout
of this paper we assume that “simplicial complex” means a finite simplicial complex
(namely, the number of its simplices is finite). Let (X, d) be a metric space and Y a
topological space. A continuous map f : X — Y is called an e-embedding if we have
Diamf~!(y) < € for all y € Y. We define the e-width dimension Widim. (X, d) as the

minimum integer n > 0 such that there exist an n-dimensional simplicial complex P and
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an e-embedding f : X — P. If X is compact then its topological dimension is defined by
dim X = lir% Widim, (X, d).
E—

A pair (X, T) is called a dynamical system if X is a compact metrizable space and
T : X — X is a homeomorphism. Let (X,7) be a dynamical system with a metric d on
X. For each natural number N we define a metric dy on X by

dy(z,y) = max d(T"z, T"y).

0<n<N

We define the mean dimension of (X, T) by

mdim(X,7T) = lim ( lim

Widim, (X, dy)
e—=0 \ N—oo N '
The value of mdim(X,7) is independent of the choice of a metric d, and it provides a
topological invariant of (X, T).
Let A be a (not necessarily invariant) closed subset of X. We define the upper and

lower mean dimensions of A by

i (A
mdim(A, T) = lim (lim sup Widim( ’dN)) ,

e—0 N—oo N

—
mdim(A, T) = lim <hm ing WVidime(4, dN)) .

e—=0 \ N—oo N

These are also independent of the choice of d.

Let (X,7T) and (Y,S) be dynamical systems. A map 7 : X — Y is called a factor
map between dynamical systems if 7 is a continuous surjection satisfying mo T = S o .
We often denote it by 7 : (X,T) — (Y, S) for clarifying the underlying dynamics.

Let m: (X,T) — (Y,S) be a factor map between dynamical systems. We would like to
study the mean dimension of fibers of 7. For this purpose we define the relative mean
dimension of 7 : (X,T) — (Y, 5) by

< . sup,cy Widim, (7' (y), dN))
lim .

mdim(7, T") = lim

e—0 \ N—oo N

It is easy to check that the quantity sup,c, Widim. (77" (y), dy) is sub-additive in N and
monotone in €. So the above limits exist.

The next proposition clarifies the meaning of this definition.

Proposition 1.1. Let 7 : (X, T) — (Y, S) be a factor map between dynamical systems.
Then
mdim (7, ') = sup mdim (7~ (y),T’) = supmdim (7' (y),T) .
yey yey
So we can say that the relative mean dimension mdim(w,T’) properly measures the
mean dimension of fibers of 7.

Now we formally state the main problem we study in the paper:
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Problem 1.2. Let 7 : (X,T) — (Y,S) be a factor map between dynamical systems.
Does the following inequality hold true?

(1-1) mdim(X,7") < mdim(Y, S) + mdim(x, 7).

This problem was originally posed by the author in [Tsu08, Problem 4.8] more than
ten years ago. He encountered it when he studied mean dimension of certain dynamical
systems coming from geometric analysis. At that time he spent a lot of time trying to
prove the inequality (1-1), but he did not succeed. He could only prove an inequality
much weaker than (1-1) under a rather artificial assumption [Tsu08, Theorem 4.6].

Recently Liang [Lia21] revisited this problem from a new angle. He proved, among
other things, that the inequality (1-1) holds true in the category of algebraic actions'
[Lia21, Corollary 2.18]. See also [LL18, Corollary 6.1] for a closely related result.

We will give both (partially) positive and negative answers to Problem 1.2 below.

1.2. Main results. Our first main result shows a negative answer to Problem 1.2 in a
rather strong sense:

Theorem 1.3. For any positive number § there exists a factor map between dynamical
systems
T (X, T)— (v, S)
satisfying
mdim(X,7) =1, mdim(Y,S) <4, mdim(r,7)=0.

In particular, letting 0 < 1, this shows that the inequality
mdim(X,7") < mdim(Y,S) + mdim(7,T")
does not hold in general.

Remark 1.4. In the above statement, we consider the condition mdim(X,7") = 1. This
is just for simplicity, and indeed we can make mdim(X,T') arbitrary large as follows: Let
n be a natural number and § a positive number. By Theorem 1.3 there exists a factor
map 7 : (X, T) — (Y, 5) satistying

)

mdim(X,7) =1, mdim(Y,S) < —, mdim(7,7)=0.

n

Then it is easy to check that the factor map 7 : (X,7™) — (Y, S™) satisfies
mdim(X,7") =n, mdim(Y,S") <94, mdim(r,T")=0.

Furthermore we can even prove that for any positive number § there exists a factor map
(X, T") — (Y, S") satisfying

mdim(X’, T") = co, mdim(Y’,S") <6, mdim(z’,7") = 0.

"ndeed, in the category of algebraic actions, the inequality (1-1) becomes an equality. This is also
proved in [Lia21, Corollary 2.18].
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See Remarks 3.10 and 3.11 in §3.2 for further discussions.

Some readers might wonder whether one can even require mdim(Y, S) = 0 instead of
mdim(Y, S) < ¢ in the statement of Theorem 1.3. However this turns out to be impossible.

This is our second main result:

Theorem 1.5. Let 7 : (X, T) — (Y, 5) be a factor map between dynamical systems. If
mdim(Y,S) =0 then
mdim (X, 7") = mdim(x, T).

Namely, an analogue of the Hurewicz theorem holds true if the base system (Y, .S) has
zero mean dimension. This provides a partially positive answer to Problem 1.2.

The proof of Theorem 1.3 is based on a result of Gromov [Gro88| and its variations
developed in §3.1 below. A main ingredient of the proof of Theorem 1.5 is Lindenstrauss—
Weiss’ theory of small boundary property.

Acknowledgment. [ would like to deeply thank Tom Meyerovitch. The conversation
with him revived my interest in Problem 1.2. We discussed the problem together. He
generously declined to be a coauthor of this paper. But his influence is visible in several
places of the paper. In particular I came up with Remark 3.11 thanks to his suggestion.

2. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1.1

2.1. Preparations on e-width dimension. Here we prepare some simple results on
e-width dimension. Let (X, d) and (Y, d’) be metric spaces. We consider its product

(X,d) x (YV,d)=(XxY,dxd),
where d x d' is a metric on X x Y defined by
d x d ((z1,y1), (22,92)) = max (d(z1, 22), d'(y1, 2)) -
Lemma 2.1. For any € > 0 we have
Widim, (X x Y,d x d') < Widim. (X, d) + Widim_(Y, d').

Proof. If f : (X,d) — K and g : (Y,d'") — L are both e-embeddings then f x g :
(X xY,dxd)— K x L is also an e-embedding. O

We say that a map f : X — Y is distance non-decreasing if for every xy, 2, € X we
have

d(zy, o) < d (f(x1), f(22)) -

Lemma 2.2. If there exists a distance non-decreasing continuous map f : X — Y then
for any e >0
Widim, (X, d) < Widim_ (Y, d').

Proof. If g : Y — K is an e-embedding then go f : X — K is also. U



ON AN ANALOGUE OF THE HUREWICZ THEOREM FOR MEAN DIMENSION 5

2.2. Proof of Proposition 1.1. Let 7 : (X,T) — (Y,5) be a factor map between
dynamical systems. Here we prove Proposition 1.1. It is obvious from the definitions that

sup mdim (7~ (y),T") < supmdim (7' (y),T) < mdim(r,T).
yey yey

So it is enough to prove

mdim(r, T) < supmdim (7' (y), 7).
yey

Take any positive number a with

sup mdim (7~ '(y),T) < a.
yey

We will show mdim(7,7T") < a.
Let € be any positive number. For every y € Y there exists N, > 0 satisfying
Widim, (77(y),dy,) < aN,.

Claim 2.3. We can find an open neighborhood U, of 7~ *(y) satisfying Widim, (Uy, dNy) <
aN,

Y-

Proof. Take an e-embedding f : 7 '(y) — K with a simplicial complex K of dimension
smaller than alV,. Since a simplicial complex is ANR (absolute neighborhood retract),
we can find an open neighborhood U, of 7~ '(y) and extend f to a continuous map
f: U, — K. If we choose U, sufficiently small, then f : U, — K is also an e-embedding
and we have Widim, (Uy, dNy) < alNy. 0

There exists an open neighborhood V, of y satisfying 7—!(V,) C U,. Then we have
Widim, (771(V,),dy,) < al,,.

Since Y is compact, we can find an open cover Y = V; UV, U --- UV, and natural
numbers Ny, Ny, ..., N, satisfying Widim, (771(V;),dy,) < aN; for all 1 <4 < m. Set

N := max N;,.

1<i<m

Claim 2.4. For everyy € Y and natural number N we have
Widim, (7 (y),dy) < a(N + N).
Proof. We choose a sequence i1, i, . . ., i such that

y € V;n SNily c ‘/’iga SNi1+Ni2y c V;S’ ’SNi1+Ni2+~~~+Nik,1y c V;

k?

N, +N,+-+N;, ,<N<N;, +Ny, +---+N;

k-1 [N

Consider a map

f: (ﬂfl(y)de) — (ﬂfl(vil)deil) X (71-71<V;2)7dNi2) Koo X (771<Vik)adN¢ > )
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defined by f(z) = (:E,TNH @, TNu+Nigge - N FNip Ny x) This is a distance non-

decreasing continuous map. Hence by Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 we have

Widim, (7' (y),dx) < 3 Widim, (fl(vl-j), dNZ.j)

Thus we have

sup Widim. (7" (y), dy) < a(N + N).

yey
Hence
’ sup,cy Widim, (77 (y), dn)
m <a.
N—o0 N

Since ¢ > 0 is arbitrary, we have

mdim (7, 7") = lim

e—0

( iy SWPyey Widim, (7 !(y), dN))
m < a.
N—o0 N

This proves Proposition 1.1.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

3.1. Variations of Gromov’s lemma. Gromov proved the following statement in [Gro88,
p.107, (HY) Example]. This shows that a direct analogue of the Hurewicz theorem does

not hold for e-width dimension.

Lemma 3.1 (Gromov 1988). Let (X,d) be a (2n + 1)-dimensional compact Riemannian
manifold. For any positive number € there exists a smooth map f : X — [0,1] such that
for every t € [0, 1] we have

Widim, (f~(t),d) < n.

The purpose of this subsection is to develop some variations of this lemma. The main
results are Lemma 3.4 and Corollary 3.5 below. We do not explain the proof of Lemma 3.1
itself because we will provide a full proof of a more detailed version below. Our argument
follows Gromov’s idea.

We need to prepare some basic terminologies of simplicial complex. (Recall that we
always assume that a simplicial complex has only finitely many simplices.) For a simplicial
complex K we denote by V(K) the set of vertices of K.

Definition 3.2. Let K be a simplicial complex and L C K a subcomplex. L is said to
be a full subcomplex of K if for every simplex A C K with V(A) C L we have A C L.
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There is a one-to-one correspondence between full subcomplexes of K and a subset of
V(K). For a subset A C V(K) we denote by K(A) the (unique) full subcomplex of K
satisfying V (K (A)) = A. If A= (empty set), then K(A) = 0.

For a vertex v € K we define the star St(v) by

St(v) = U {Int(A) | A is a simplex of K with v € A},
where Int(A) is the interior of A defined by (letting V(A) = {po, p1,---,Pn})

1=0

When A = {v} (just one point) then its interior is {v}. So in particular St(v) contains
v. Indeed it is easy to check that St(v) is an open neighborhood of v. So the stars St(v)
(v € V(K)) form an open covering of K.

Let m be a natural number. We denote the standard basis of R™ by ey, e, ..., ¢€,,. We
define the standard (m — 1)-dimensional simplex A™~1 C R™ by

Amil = {i tiei

i=1

The following lemma is our first variation of Gromov’s lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let K be a simplicial complex with a metric d. Let € be a positive number
satisfying

max Diam St(v) < e.
veV(K)

Let m be a natural number. Suppose we are given a partition
V(K)=A1UAU---UA,, (disjoint union).
Then there exists a simplicial map f : K — A™ ' such that for every p € A™! we have

Widim, (f~'(p),d) < max dim K(4;).

T 1<i<m
Here K(A;) is the full subcomplex of K corresponding to A;.

Proof. We define a simplicial map f : K — A™"! by the condition f(4;) = {e;} and
extending it linearly. Namely, if z € K has the form

m
x:E g T |,
i=1 \u€A;

where x,, are nonnegative numbers with 7" >~ x, = 1, we define
- 1
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Let p = > tie; € A™ 1. We assume, say, t; > 0. (Other cases can be treated
similarly.) If 2 = 327" (3,4 2utt) € f7'(p) then

and hence

Every fiber of g is contained in some star St(v) of v € A;. So its diameter is smaller than
e. Hence g is an e-embedding. Therefore

Widim, (f~(p),d) < dim K (A;).
0J

We need to recall the terminologies on barycentric subdivision. Let K be a simplicial
complex. For each simplex A C K we denote the barycenter of A by bc(A). (Namely, if

V(A) = {po,pr, -, pn} then be(A) = (po +p1+ -+~ +pa)/(n +1).)
We define the barycentric subdivision K’ of K by the following two conditions.

o V(K') :={bc(A)|A C K : simplex}.
o If Ay C Ay C --- C A, is a flag of mutually distinct simplices of K then
be(Ag), be(Ay), ..., be(A,) form an n-simplex in K.

As a topological space, K’ is naturally identified with K. See Figure 1.

FIGURE 1. The 2-simplex (left) and its barycentric subdivision (right).

The next lemma is our second variation of Gromov’s lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Let K be a simplicial complex with a metric d. Let € be a positive number
and m a natural number. After subdividing K sufficiently fine, we can find a simplicial
map f: K — A™ ! such that for every point p € A™ !

c 9. -1 dlmK
Wldlmg(f (p),d)g p—
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Proof. By subdividing K sufficiently fine, we can assume that

max Diam St(v) < e.
veV(K)

Let K’ be the barycentric subdivision of K. Then for each simplex A C K we have a
vertex be(A) of K'. We define a partition V (K') = A; U Ay U -+ - U A, (disjoint union)
by

im K
A = {bc(A)‘ A is a simplex of K with dim A < dim } :
m
) dim K i K
A = {bc(A)’ A is a simplex of K with (- 1dimK <dimA < £ dim }, (2<i<m).
m m

Consider the full subcomplexes K'(A;) (1 < i < m) corresponding to A;. Every simplex of
K'(A;) corresponds to a flag Ay C Ay C --- C A, of distinct simplices of K of dimension
< %. The length of such a flag is at most % + 1. So we have
dim K
dim K'(A;) < S22

m

Similarly

dim K'(A) < TOE o < <),
m

Figure 2 shows the case that K is two dimensional and m = 2.

K K/(Al)

i V(K'(A1))
w1 K'(As)

F1GURE 2. This shows the construction in the case that K is two dimen-
sional and m = 2. The left is a two-dimensional simplicial complex K.
The right is K'(A;) and K'(As). K'(A;) is the one-dimensional skeleton
of K (more precisely, K’(A;) is the barycentric subdivision of the one-
dimensional skeleton of K). The vertices of K’(A;) is depicted as dots.
K'(Ay) consists of five points depicted as *, which are the barycenters of
two-dimensional simplices of K. So K’(A;) is one dimensional and K'(Aj)

is zero dimensional.
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Then by Lemma 3.3 we can find a simplicial map f : K’ — A™ ! such that for every
point p € A™! we have
dim K
Widim, (ffl(p),d) < max dim K'(4;) < ma

T 1<i<m m

0

The following corollary is a crucial ingredient of the proof of Theorem 1.3 in the next

subsection.

Corollary 3.5. Let K be a simplicial complex with a metric d. For any positive number
e and any natural number m there exists a continuous map F : K — [0,1]™"! such that
for every point p € [0,1]™! we have
dim K
Widim. (F~'(p),d) < :

Tom

Proof. The (m—1) dimensional cube [0, 1]™! is homeomorphic to the (m—1) dimensional

simplex A™~!. So the statement follows from Lemma 3.4. O

Remark 3.6. The factor of % in the statements of Lemma 3.4 and Corollary 3.5 is
optimal, according to [Gro88, p.107, Corollaries (H))]. It says that if f: X — [0, 1]™ ! is
a continuous map from a compact metric space (X, d) then for any € > 0

idim. (X, d) — 1
sup  Widim, (f’l(p),d) > Widim,( )—m+ )

pelo,1]m—1 m

Remark 3.7. Lemma 3.4 and Corollary 3.5 show a rather counter-intuitive phenomena.

The following example illustrates its significance: Let K be a simplicial complex of
dim K" = 1000,000 (one million).

Let m = 1001. From Corollary 3.5, for any positive number ¢, there exists a continuous
map F : K — [0, 1]'%%° such that for all p € [0, 1]*0%

Widim, (F~'(p), d) < 1000.

Hence every fiber of F' looks like a space whose dimension is smaller than 1000 (up to
distortion bounded by ¢). The range of F' is also 1000 dimensional. However the total

space K has dimension one million!

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.3. The purpose of this subsection is to prove Theorem 1.3.
Consider the two-sided infinite product of copies of the unit interval [0, 1]:
0,1)7 =+ x [0,1] x [0,1] x [0,1] x -+~ .
We define a metric p on [0, 1)% by

P ((xn)nE% (yn>n€Z) - Z 2_|n‘|xn — yn|

nel
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We define the shift map o : [0, 1)% — [0, 1]% by

g ((xn)nGZ) = (xn+1)neZ-

The pair ([0,1]%, o) is a dynamical system.

Let (Z, R) be a zero dimensional free minimal dynamical system. Here “zero dimen-
sional” means that Z is totally disconnected, “free” means that it has no periodic point,
and “minimal” means that every orbit is dense in Z. (Indeed, the following argument
works well without the minimality assumption. But we assume it for simplicity of the
explanation.) It is a standard fact that such a dynamical system exists. For example, we
can construct it as a subshift of ({0, 1}%,shift). We take a metric p’ on Z.

We define a dynamical system (X, T') as the product of ([0,1]%,0) and (Z, R):

(X,T):=([0,1" x Z,0 x R) .
We define a metric d on X = [0,1]% x Z by
d((z,2), (2", 2")) = max (p(x,2'), p' (2, 7)) .
The mean dimension of (X, 7T") is one:
mdim(X,7) = 1.

Throughout this subsection we fix (X,T) = ([0,1]* x Z,0 x R) and construct factor
maps from this (X, 7).

The next proposition is a preliminary version of Theorem 1.3.

Proposition 3.8. For any positive numbers ¢ and 6 there exist a dynamical system (Y, .S)
and a factor map 7w : (X, T) — (Y, S) such that

Widin. (7 (), d
mdim(Y,S) <4, lim sup,cy Widim, (77 (y), dw)

N—o0 N < 5

Proof. We prepare ingredients of the construction:

e Fix a natural number m with % < 0.

e Fix a natural number L > m with 7 < %.

e Since (Z, R) is free and zero dimensional, we can take a non-empty clopen set
U C Z satisfying UNR™"U = () for all 1 < n < L. Here “clopen” means that U
is both closed and open. Since (Z, R) is minimal, there exists a natural number
L' > L satisfying

-1
Z=|JRrRMU
n=1

o For z € Z we set E(z) = {n € Z | R"z € U}. For any two distinct points
a,b € E(z) we have |b — a|] > L. Moreover for any a € E(z) there exists b € E(z)

satisfyinga+ L <b<a+ L.
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e For each natural number n, we apply Corollary 3.5 to the n-dimensional cube
[0,1]". Then we find a continuous map F, : [0,1]" — [0, 1]™! such that for every
point p € [0, 1]™! we have

W1d1m€/4( o), ||| ) < — (< on).

Here a metric on [0, 1] is given by the ﬁ“’—norm x|, = maxi<;<y, |2;].
e For n > m we define G, : [0,1]" — [0, 1] by

Gn(z) = | F.(x),0,0,...,0,0
—_——
n—m-+1
Notice that if n is large then the proportion of non-zero entries of G, (x) is very

small. For every point p € [0, 1]" we have

Widim.s (G, (p). [Illc) < —(< on) .

We will construct an equivariant continuous map f : (X, 7)) — ([0, 1)7, a) by using the

above data. For a point x = (z,)nez € [0, 1]% and integers a < b, we denote

Tl[ap) = (Ta; Tat1s Tar2, - -5 Tpo1)-
Let (z,2) € [0,1)* x Z = X. Take any point a € E(z) and set b := min (F(2) N (a, 00)).
We have L <b—a < L. We define
f(:E, Z)|[a,b) = Gy_y (1‘|[a7b)) € [0, l]bi
We consider this for every a € F(z). Then we have defined f(x,z) € [0,1]%. The map

f is equivariant and continuous. (The continuity follows from the clopenness of U.) We
define 7 : X — [0,1]% x Z by

m(,2) = (f(z,2), 2).
We set Y = 7(X), which becomes a dynamical system under the map S := o x R. We
will show that a factor map 7 : (X,7T) — (Y, S) satisfies the statement.

First we estimate the mean dimension of (Y, S). Let (z,z) € [0,1]% x Z and let N be
a natural number. Denote

0,N)NE(z) ={a; <as <az < -+ < ax}.
Since a;1+1 — a; > L, we have k — 1 < % Set
ap :=max (E(z) N (—00,0)), agsy1:=min(E(z) N[N, 00)).

Then we have i

[0, N) C U[aiaai—i—l) = lao, ax+1)-
i=0
For 0 <<k

f('rv z)|[ai7ai+1) = Ga¢+1*a¢ ('r‘[ai,ai+1)) .
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The number of its non-zero entries is at most m — 1. Therefore

The number of non-zero entries of f(x, 2)[p.n) < (k4 1)(m —1)

<<N+2)( 1)
L m
ON m 0

Denote by Iy : [0,1]% — [0,1]" the projection to the 0,1,2,..., (N — 1)-th coordinates.
Then Iy (f(X)) is contained in

{(ymyla . '7yN—1)

oON )
yn = 0 except for at most - + 2m entries , .
whose dimension is at most %V + 2m. This implies that

mdim (f(X),0) < lim (%V —|—2m) /N = g < 0.

N—oo

Since Z is zero dimensional, we have
mdim(Y, S) = mdim (f(X),0) < é.

Next we study the fibers of 7. Fix M > 0 with 3 -, 27" < £ Let y=(p,2) €Y
with p € [0,1]% and 2z € Z. Let N be a natural number. Denote

(—M,N+M)NE(z) ={a; <ay <--- < ax},
and set
ap :=max (E(z) N (—oo,—=M]), apy1 :=min (E(z) N[N + M, c0)).

Then we have
k

(-M,N+ M) C U[aiaaiJrl) = [ao, ay11)-
i=0

Since a;;1 — a; < L', we have ap, 1 —ag < N +2M + 2L'. For any 0 < ¢ < k and
(z,2) € 7' (y) we have
f(xa Z)|[ai,ai+1) = Gai+1—ai (x|[ai,ai+1)) = p|[ai7ai+1)'

We define a projection II; 1 0,1)% x Z — [0, 1]@+17% by

ao,ak11)
H[ao,ak+1) ((xn)nela Z) - (xn)ne[ao,ak+1)~

Then

H[aovalvkl) (W71<y)) - Gt;l—ao (p|[007a1)) X G;;—al (p‘[ah@)) X X G;k1+1_ak (p‘[akvalvkl)) :
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It follows that

Widim, (77 (y), dy) < Widim, s (Ijag.0r,1) (7' (¥)) . I'l..) by the definition of the metric d
k
= ZWidim5/2 (G;}rl*ai (p‘[aivai-kl)) ) H"oo)
=0

k

< Z Qi1 — Q4
. m
=0

_ak+1—a0 < N+2M+2L/

m m

This holds for every y € Y. So we get

N +2M + 2L’
sup Widim. (77" (y), dy) < i i .

yey m

Notice that M and L' are independent of N. Thus we conclude

. Sy Widime (7). d) _ 1 _
N—00 N m

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 3.9. For any positive number § there ezists a dynamical system (Y,S) and a
factor map 7 (X, T) — (Y, S) such that

mdim(Y, S) <4, mdim(x,T) = 0.

Recall that the dynamical system (X,T) = ([0,1]* X Z,0 x R) has mean dimension

one. So Theorem 1.3 follows from this theorem.

Proof. For each natural number n we apply Proposition 3.8 to ¢ = % and 2%. Then we
find a factor map 7, : (X,T) — (Y,,S,) such that

SUD,cy, Widim, /,, (ﬁ;1 (y),dn) 5

mdim(Y,,, S,) < o

li —.
277 Noheo N S
Define
Ti=m XmyXm3 X - : X >V xYoxYsx- - xw (m(x),m(r),ns(x),...).

Set Y =7(X) C Y1 x Yy x Y3 x -+ with amap S :=5; X Sy x S3 x---. The pair (Y, 5)
is a dynamical system. We show that the factor map 7 : (X,T) — (Y, 5) satisfies the
statement.

The mean dimension of (Y, .S) is bounded by
J

mdim(Y, S) < Zmdim(Yn, Sy) < Z o

n=1 n=1

=0.
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Let y = (y1,Y2,Y3,-..) €Y (yn € Yy,). We have

= m o (Un)-

Then for any natural numbers n and N

Widimy ,, (77 (y), dy) < Widimy s, (7, (ys), div) -

Hence
R -1 .. .
lim SUPyey Wldlml/n (), dn) < lim SUPy,. v, Wldlml/n (7, (Yn), dn) < i
N—oo N N— oo N on
Letting n — oo, we get mdim(w,T") = 0. -

Remark 3.10. Let 0 be a positive number. For each natural number n we apply Theorem
3.9 to . Then there exists a factor map 7, : (X,T) — (Y, S,) such that

mdim(Y,,, S,) < ;in, mdim(m,,T") = 0.
We set
(X', T = (X, T)x (X, T)x (X, T)x---, (Y8 :=(Y1,S1)x (Y, Ss) x (Y3, 53) X
We define a factor map «': (X', 7") — (Y, 5) by
7' (21, w0, 23, ... ) = (m1(21), mo(2), m3(23), ... ).
Then it is easy to check that
mdim(X',7") = co, mdim(Y",5") <, mdim(x’',7") = 0.
See Remark 1.4 in §1.2.

Remark 3.11. The dynamical system (X’,7”) constructed in the above remark is a

rather “universal” one. It has the form
(X', T') = (([o, 1M, shift) x (Z',8")
where (Z’,5") is a zero dimensional dynamical system given by

(7,5 = (2,8) x (2,9) x (,

X -

S)
It is easy to see that every dynamical system embeds in (( sh1ft> Hence, given
an arbitrary dynamical system (X, T), we can embed (X, 7)) x (Z’,S") in (X', T"). There-

fore, for any positive number ¢, there exists a factor map
m:(xXxx2,TxS)— (8

satisfying
mdim (), S) <0, mdim (II,7) = 0.
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Notice that
mdim (X x Z', T x S') = mdim (X, T)

can be an arbitrary nonnegative number. Thus we can say that the construction of this
section shows an universal phenomena.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.5

4.1. Preliminaries on relative mean dimension. Here we prepare some simple facts

on the relative mean dimension.

Lemma 4.1. Let m; : (X;,T;) — (Y3, S:) (i = 1,2) be two factor maps between dynamical
systems. We consider their product:

m X o (X7 X Xo, T X Ty) — (Y1 X Y5, 51 X Ss).
For this factor map we have
mdim (m X mo, 77 X Ty) < mdim(my, T1) + mdim(mo, T3),
mdim (m X 79, 77 X T5) > max (mdim(7my, 77), mdim(ms, T3)) .

Proof. Let d and d’ be metrics on X; and X3 respectively. The product space X x X’ has
a metric d x d’. (See §2.1.)
Let (y1,y2) € Y1 X Ys. For every natural number N we have

((m x m2) "y, 2), (d x d)n) = (7 (), div) X (3 (1), dy) -
By Lemma 2.1, for € > 0
Widim, ((m % m2) " (1, y2), (d x d')n) < Widim. (77 (1), dn) + Widim. (75" (y2), dy) -

Thus we have the first inequality.
Fix p € ;' (y2). The map

(7 (1), dw) = ((m X m2) H(yn, 1), (d x &))@ (x,p),
is an isometric embedding. Hence
Widim. (77" (y1), dy) < Widim, ((m1 % m2) " (y1,92), (d x d')n) .
Similarly
Widim, (75" (y2), dy) < Widim, ((m1 % 72) " (y1,92), (d x d')n) .
Then we get the second inequality. 0]

Corollary 4.2. Let m: (X,T) — (Y, S) be a factor map between dynamical systems, and
let (Z, R) a dynamical system. We consider

axIld: (X xZ,TxR)— (Y xXZSXxR), (x,2)— (m(x),z2).
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Then we have
mdim (7 x Id, T x R) = mdim(,T).

Proof. The trivial factor map
Id: (Z,R) — (Z,R)

has zero relative mean dimension. So the corollary follows from Lemma 4.1. U

4.2. Small boundary property. Here we review the theory of small boundary property
introduced by Lindenstrauss—Weiss [LW00]. Let (X,T") be a dynamical system. For a
subset A C X we define the orbit capacity of A by

N-1

1
sup Z 1A4(T"x).

ocap(A) = Nh_r)nOO S
r n=0

The quantity sup,cx 25:_01 14(T™z) is sub-additive in V. So we have

N-1

(4-1) ocap(A) = inf % sup Z 14(T"x).

N>1
- zeX n=0

It is easy to see that ocap(A U B) < ocap(A) + ocap(B). In particular, if ocap(A) =
ocap(B) = 0 then ocap(AU B) = 0.
The next lemma was proved in [Lin99, Lemma 6.3].

Lemma 4.3. Let E C X be a closed subset. For any positive number 6 there exists an
open neighborhood U of E satisfying

ocap(U) < ocap(E) + «.
Proof. This follows from the formula (4-1). O

We say that a dynamical system (X,7T") has the small boundary property if for
every point x € X and for every open neighborhood U of = there exists an open set V'
such that

xeV CU, ocap(dV)=0.
Here 0V is the boundary of V, namely OV := V \ V. The small boundary property is a

dynamical version of totally disconnectedness.

Lindenstrauss—Weiss [LW00, Theorem 5.4] proved that if a dynamical system has the
small boundary property then its mean dimension is zero. Lindenstrauss [Lin99, Theorem
6.2] proved a partial converse of this statement as follows. This will be crucial in the next

subsection.

Theorem 4.4 (Lindenstrauss 1999). If (X,T) is an extension of a free minimal system
and mdim(X,T") = 0 then (X, T) has the small boundary property.
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Here the assumption that “(X,T") is an extension of a free minimal system” means that
there exists a factor map 7 : (X, 7)) — (Y, .5) such that (Y, 5) is a free minimal dynamical

system.

Lemma 4.5. Let (Y, S) be a dynamical system having the small boundary property. Let
0 be a positive number. For any open coveringY = ViU Vo U---UV,, there exist compact
subsets E; C V; (1 <i < m) such that

e E,NE; =0 fori#j.

e ocap (Y \ (EyU---UE,,)) <.

Proof. By the small boundary property there exist open sets W; (1 < i < m) such that
W; C Vi, ocap(OW;) =0 and Y = W, UW, U --- U W,,. By Lemma 4.3 there exist open
sets U; D OW; with ocap(U;) < % for 1 <i < m. Then W; UU; = W, UU, is an open set.
We set

Ei =Wy, Ey:=W\(WiUlh), E;:=W;\(WiulU,UuW,Ul,), ...,
Enp =W\ (WiUULUWLUUs U+ UWyoqg UUpq)
FE; are compact and
Y\(EyU---UE,) CU UUU---UUpy,.
Then .
ocap(Y\ (E4yU---UE,)) < Zocap(Ui) < 0.

i=1
OJ
4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.5. In this subsection we first prove an analogue of the Hurewicz
theorem for mean dimension in the case that the base system has the small boundary
property. Next we prove it in the case that the base system has zero mean dimension.
Before stating the proposition, we prepare terminologies on cone. This will be used in
the proof. Let K be a topological space. We define the cone C'(K) by

C(K) = [0,1] x K/ ~,

where (0,2) ~ (0,y) for any z,y € K. For 0 < ¢ <1 and z € X, the equivalence class
of (t,x) is denoted by txz. The point Ox is called the vertex of the cone C'(K) and often
denoted by .

When K is a simplicial complex, the cone C'(K) naturally admits a structure of a
simplicial complex. Its dimension is dim K + 1.

Let K1, ..., K, be topological spaces and let C(K3),...,C(K,,) their cones. We denote
by *; the vertex of the cone C(K;). Let C(K;) U C(Ky)U---UC(K,,) be the disjoint
union of C(K3),...,C(K,,). We define

C(K)) Uy C(K2) U, - Uy O(Kop) = C(K) UC(K) U+ UC(Ky)/ ~
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where *; ~ x; for all 7,j. Namely we glue C(K;),...,C(K,,) at their vertices, and the
resulting space is denoted by C(K;) U, C(K3) Uy -+ - U, C(K,,). The shared vertex (i.e.
the equivalence class of x;) is denoted by *. See Figure 3.

When K, ..., K,, are simplicial complexes then C'(K;) U, --- U, C(K,,) is also a sim-
plicial complex and its dimension is the maximum of dim K; + 1 (1 < i < m).

C(K)

ES

FIGURE 3. The left is the cone C(K) with the vertex %. The right is
C(K;) U, C(Ky) U, C(K3) with the vertex . Three cones are glued at their

vertices.

Proposition 4.6. Let 7 : (X, T) — (Y, S) be a factor map between dynamical systems.
If (Y, S) has the small boundary property then

mdim (X, 7T") = mdim(w, T).

Proof. mdim(7,T) < mdim(X,T) is obvious from the definition. Let a be any positive
number with mdim(7,7") < a. We will prove mdim(X,7") < a.
We take a metric d on X. Let € be any positive number. We can take a natural number
N such that
sup Widim. (77" (y),dy) +1 < aN.

yey
As in Claim 2.3 in §2.2, for each y € Y there exists an open neighborhood U, of 7 (y)
satisfying
Widim, (Uy,dy) + 1 < aN.

There exists an open neighborhood V,, of y with 7= (V) C U,,.

Since Y is compact, we can find an open covering Y =V, UV, U---UV,, such that for
all1 <i<m

Widim, (7'(V;),dy) + 1 < aN.

Let ¢ be any positive number. By applying Lemma 4.5 to an open cover Y = V;U---UV,,,
we find compact subsets E; C V; (1 <i < m) such that

ENE;=0 (i#j), ocap(Y\(E,U---UE,)) <.
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We take open sets W; (1 < i < m) satisfying

We also take a continuous function p : Y — [0, 1] such that p=1on EyUE,U---UE,
and suppp C W1 UWo U ---UW,,. See Figure 4.

FI1GURE 4. The continuous function p.

For each 1 < i < m we take an e-embedding f; : (7~1(V;),dn) — K; such that Kj is
a simplicial complex of dimension smaller than a N — 1. Let C(K;) be the cone over K;.
We set
K :=C(K,)U, C(Ks) U, --- U, C(Kp,).

This is a simplicial complex of dimension smaller than aN. We define a continuous map
' X — K’ as follows: If z € m=1(W;) (1 <7 < m) then we set

f'(@) = p(n(x)) filx) € C(K;) C K.

fogrm'(W)Ur t(Wa)U---Ur ' (W,,) then we set f'(x) = x.
We take an e-embedding g : (X,dy) — L such that L is a simplicial complex of

dimension Widim. (X, dy) < co. Let L' := C(L) be the cone over L. We have dim L' =
Widim, (X, dy) + 1. We define a continuous map ¢': X — L' by

§(2) = (1 plr(x))) g(x).
For n > 1 we define F,, : X — (K’ x L')" by
Fu(z) = (f'(2),¢'(2), f(TN2), g (T z), ..., f(T""INg), g (T""N2)) .
Claim 4.7. F), is an e-embedding with respect to the metric d,n.

Proof. 1t is enough to prove that
f'xgd : X —=>KxL, z— (f(x),d(x))
is an e-embedding with respect to the metric dy.

Suppose (f'(z),g'(x)) = (f'(2'), ¢'(2")) for x, 2" € X. Then we have p (7(z)) = p (7 (z')).
If this common value is zero then g(z) = g(z’) and hence we have dy(z,2’) < e. If the
value is positive then there exists 1 <4 < m such that x, 2" € 7= 1(W;) and f;(z) = f;(2').
Then dy(z,2’) < e. O
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Claim 4.8. If n is sufficiently large then for all x € X
{0<k<n|g(T*"x)#+}| < énN.

Therefore the image of F,, is contained in a simplicial complex of dimension smaller than
ndim K’ + énN dim L.

Proof. Let x € X and set y = w(z). The condition ¢’ (TkNx) # * is equivalent to
p (S*Ny) < 1. The latter condition implies S*Ny € Y\ (Ey U---U E,,). Then

n—1

{0 <k <n|g(Tz) # 3| <D yy@omue.) (SY)
k=0

nN—1

< Z L\ (mr0-0m) (S*Y)

k=0
<onN byocap(Y\(EyU---UE,)) <§é

for all sufficiently large n (uniformly in z € X). O
By Claims 4.7 and 4.8, for sufficiently large n
Widim, (X, d,n) < ndim K" + énN dim L'
< anN + onN (Widim. (X, dy) + 1) .

Then
li XVidﬂnﬁ()(,an)
im
n—00 niN
Here 0 is independent of €, N. So we can let 6 — 0 and get

. Widim. (X, d,)
lim <a

n—o00 n

< a+ 0 (Widim.(X,dy) + 1).

Letting ¢ — 0, we conclude
mdim (X, 7T) < a.

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.5. We write the statement again.

Theorem 4.9 (= Theorem 1.5). Let 7 : (X, T) — (Y,S) be a factor map between dy-
namical systems. If mdim(Y,S) =0 then

mdim(X,7T") = mdim(, T').
Proof. Let (Z, R) be a zero dimensional free minimal dynamical system. We consider
(4-2) axId: (X xZ,TxR)— (Y xZ SxXR).

The system (Y x Z,S5 x R) has a free minimal factor (Z, R) and its mean dimension is

Zero:

mdim(Y x Z,5 x R) = mdim(Y,S) =0 since dim Z = 0.
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By the Lindenstrauss Theorem (Theorem 4.4), the system (Y x Z,S x R) has the small
boundary property.
Now we can apply Proposition 4.6 to the above factor map (4-2) and get

mdim(X x Z,7 x R) = mdim (7 x Id,T X R).

We have
mdim(X x Z,7 x R) = mdim(X,7T) since dim Z = 0,
mdim (7 x Id, T x R) = mdim(7,7) by Corollary 4.2.
Therefore we conclude mdim(X,7") = mdim(7, 7). O
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