arXiv:2011.00266v2 [math.DS] 2 Jul 2022

ON N-DISTAL HOMEOMORPHISMS

E. REGO AND J.C. SALCEDO

Abstract. We study the N-distal property for homeomorphisms on compact metric spaces. For instance, we define N-equicontinuity and prove that every N-equicontinuous systems are N-distal. We introduce the notion of N-distal extensions and N-distal factors. We also prove that a M-distal extension of N-distal homeomorphisms is MN-distal and present a non-trivial N-distal factor for N-distal homeomorphisms having Ellis semigroup with a unique minimal ideal. It is also shown that transitive N-distal homeomorphisms have at most N − 1 minimal proper subsystems. Finally, we prove that topological entropy vanishes for N-distal systems on compact metric spaces with some nice behavior on the non-wandering set. These results generalize previous ones for distal systems [12],[21].

1. Introduction

The distal homeomorphisms were introduced by Hilbert in order to give a topological characterization for the concept of a rigid group of motions (see [28]). Such homeomorphisms have been widely studied in the literature. For instance, Ellis reduced them to the enveloping semigroups and the minimal distal systems [8]; Fürstenberg proved a structure theorem [12] and Parry proved that they have zero entropy [21].

Generalizations of distal systems include the point distal flows by Veech [24] who obtained a structure theorem from them and the more recent mean distal systems by Ornstein and Weiss [20]. From the measure-theoretic viewpoint we can mention Parry’s systems with separating sieve also known as measure distal systems [21]. Zimmer [27] proved a structure theorem for the measure distal systems. Lindenstrauss proved that any ergodic measure distal system can be realized as a minimal distal system with a fully supported invariant Borel measure [16]. Fürstenberg introduced the notion of a tight system as one in which, after removing a negligible set, there are no distinct mean proximal points. Ornstein and Weiss also proved that tight systems have no finite positive entropy [20].

New classes of systems which generalize the notion of distality were recently introduced by Lee and Morales [2], [15]. They included the notion of N-distal, countably distal, cw-distal and measurable distal.

In this paper we study N-distal self-homeomorphisms on compact metric spaces, discuss some of their basic dynamical properties and consider the extent to which certain classical results that are already available for distal systems are also valid for N-distal systems. Consequently we are interested in studying the relation between

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 37B05; Secondary: 37B40. Key words and phrases. Distal, N-distal, N-equicontinuous, N-distal extensions, Topological Entropy.

J.C.S. was partially supported by CNPq and CAPES from Brazil. 1

N-distality and other dynamical properties. For instance, in connection with the fact that equicontinuous systems are always distal, we introduce the notion of Nequicontinuity (see Definition 2.11) and prove a generalization of this result showing that every N-equicontinuous systems are N-distal in Theorem 2.13.

In addition we show how the N-distality behaves under homomorphisms. In this way we extend the notion of distal extensions and distal factors defining N-distal extensions and N-distal factors (see Definition 2.18) and prove in Theorem 2.19 that a M-distal extension of a N-distal homeomorphism is MN-distal. This result generalizes the previous one in [4]. Using the Ellis semigroups theory we give a criterion for the existence of a non-trivial N-distal factor for N-distal homeomorphisms in Theorem 2.20.

We further investigate how N-distality interacts with topological transitivity. Actually, in Theorem 3.5 we use the Ellis semigroups theory to obtain a restriction on the number of minimal subsystems for a transitive N-distal homeomorphism. This result is a N-distal version for the one given in [4].

Finally, we study the topological entropy of N-distal systems. W. Parry [21] showed that the topological entropy of a distal system vanishes. One of the key facts for this result is that the phase space of a distal systems decomposes into a union of minimal subsets [8]. On the other hand, the same is not valid for N-distal systems as we show in Example 2.3. Thus, under a condition that guarantees this kind of decomposition on the non-wandering set, in Theorem 4.1, we prove that N-distal homeomorphims have zero topological entropy.

This paper is divided as follows. In section 2 we introduce the main concepts and tools used through out this work as well as some basic properties, examples of N-distal systems and generalizations of classical results are established. In section 3 we investigate how N-distality behaves together with topological transitivity and discuss the relation between N-distality and expansivity. The final section 4 is devoted to the proof of the Theorem 4.1.

2. Preliminaries and First Results

In this section we introduce the class of N-distal systems, study some of its dynamical properties and their connection with other dynamical concepts. First, we recall some basic definitions and state some notation that we will use in this work.

Throughout this paper unless otherwise stated X will denote a compact metric space with metric d and f : X → X be a homeomorphism. f^n is the n-fold selfcomposition of the map f if n > 0, on the other hand the n-fold composition of f^{−1} if n < 0 and f^0 is the identity map, denoted by Id. The orbit of a point x under f is the set {f^n(x); n ∈ Z} which we denote as O_f (x). The closure of A ⊆ X is be denoted by Ā while the cardinality of A is denoted by #A . If x ∈ X and δ > 0 we denote the open ball around x by B_δ(x).

Let x, y ∈ X. Recall that x is said to be proximal to y if inf_{n∈Z}d(f^n(x), f^n(y)) = 0. Clearly, the proximal relation is reflexive, symmetric and invariant, but in general it is not transitive (see example 2.4). The pair (x, y) is a proximal pair if x is proximal to y and (x, y) is a distal pair if it is not a proximal pair. Let us denote by P (x) the set of points y ∈ X such that (x, y) are proximal pairs, i.e. the proximal cell (cf. [4, p. 66]) of x.

P (x) = {y ∈ X : inf_{n∈Z}d(f^n(x), f^n(y)) = 0}.

Notation P_f (x) will be used to indicate dependence on f if necessary. Let us recall the definition of distality.

Definition 2.1. A point x ∈ X is said to be distal point for f if P (x) reduces to {x}. Let Dist(f) denote the set of distal points of f. We say that f is distal if Dist(f) = X. Basic examples of distal homeomorphisms are the identity map and isometries of a metric space. Other non-trivial examples are the equicontinuous homeomorphisms or equivalently uniform almost periodic homeomorphisms (see [10, p. 36]). In contrast, distal homeomorphisms are not necessary equicontinuous, a counterexample is the homeomorphism f : D_1 → D_1 defined on the unit disc D_1 = {z ∈ C : ‖z‖ ≤ 1} and given by the formula f(z) = z exp(2πi|z|).

Let us recall that a subset A ⊆ X is said to be minimal if it is closed, f-invariant and has no proper closed f-invariant subsets. Last condition is equivalent to the orbit of any point in A be dense in A. A homeomorphism f is minimal if X is a minimal set.

Remarkable advances were made when it was established that there are examples of distal and minimal homeomorphism that are not equicontinuous see for instance [4, Theorem 5.14] or Example 2.15. The nature these examples led Fürstenberg to his path-breaking structure theorem [12].

2.1. N-distal homeomorphisms. Here we define the N-distal homeomorphims, state some of its properties and give a few examples. Recently in [2] the authors defined the following new classes of systems.

Definition 2.2. We say that f is a N-distal (for some N ∈ N^+ ) map if P (x) has at most N points and f is a countably-distal map if the set P (x) is a countable subset of X, for all x ∈ X.

Our first remark is that distality clearly implies N-distality and N-distality clearly implies countably-distality, but the converse do not always hold. For instance, consider the following examples.

Example 2.3. There is a compact metric space X and a 3-distal homeomorphism f : X → X which is not 2-distal.

To see this, let D = {(θ, r) ∈ R^2 : 1 ≤ |r| ≤ 2} be the annulus in polar coordinates. Define F : D → D through F (θ, r) = (θ + k (mod 1), (r − 1)^2 + 1) with k an irrational number. Consider p = (0,^3_2 ) and X = S_1(0) ∪ O_F (p) ∪ S_2(0) where 0 = (0, 0) and S_r(x) denotes the circle of radius r centered at x. Set f = F |_X , the restriction of F to X. Thus the pairs (p, (0, 1)) and (p, (0, 2)) form proximal pairs for f, therefore f is 3-distal but it is not 2-distal.

If we slightly modify the previous example, we obtain

Example 2.4. There are N-distal homeomorphisms which are not N − 1-distal for N ≥ 4 and there is a countably-distal homeomorphisms which is not N-distal for every positive integer N.

Let F : D → D be the function defined in the previous example.

1. In D consider p_n = (0,^1_n + 1) with 2 ≤ n ≤ N − 1 for N ≥ 3. Define X = ∂D ∪ (∪_{N−1≥n≥2}O(p_n)), where ∂D denotes the boundary of D. Let f be given by f = F |_X . Then f is a N-distal homeomorphism which is not N − 1-distal, since P_f (0,^3_2 ) = {(0, 1), (0, 2)} ∪ {p_n : 2 ≤ n ≤ N − 1}.

2. Similarly, consider in D the points p_n = (0,^1_n + 1) with n ≥ 2. Define Y = ∂D ∪ (∪_{n∈N}O(p_n)) and the homeomorphism g : Y → Y by g = F |_Y . Thereby P_g (0,^3_2 ) = {(0, 1), (0, 2)} ∪ {p_n : n ≥ 2}, hence g countably-distal map but it is not N-distal for every positive integer N.

Example 2.5. A modification of Example 2.3 can be made to obtain a 2-distal homeomorphism which is not distal. Indeed, the space in this example is the union of two concentric circles and the orbit of the point p = (0,^3_2 ) between them. The application of the homeomorphism f makes the points in the circles stay in the circles, while the point p approach the inner circle in future and the outer circle in the past. If we consider only one circle S_1(0) (or S_2(0)) a change in the dynamics of the point p to approach the circle S_1(0) (or S_2(0)) for both future and past, we have the desired example.

The above examples show that these three levels of distality are different. Before stating the next remark, let us recall that A ⊂ Z is said to be syndetic if there is F ⊂ Z finite such that Z = F + A. We say that a point x ∈ X is almost periodic with respect to a homeomorphism f : X → X if {n ∈ Z : f^n(x) ∈ U} is syndetic for every neighborhood U of x (see [6]). A homeomorphism f is said to be pointwise almost periodic if every x ∈ X is almost periodic w.r.t. f. Oftenly, almost periodic points are called minimal points. This is because a point x is almost periodic if and only if the closure of O(x) is a minimal set, for more details see [6, Section 2.1]. We note in this regard that

Remark 2.6. It is well known that every distal homeomorphism is pointwise almost periodic (see for instance [6, Proposition 2.7.5]). Nevertheless, this is not true in general for N-distal homeomorphisms for the example 2.3.

Now we state our first result that deals with some elementary properties of Ndistal homeomorphism. Let us first recall that if f and g are homeomorphisms on compact metric spaces X and Y , respectively, the direct product of f and g is the map f × g : X × Y → X × Y defined by (f × g)(x, y) = (f(x), g(y)). The product turns out to be a homeomorphism on X × Y if we equip the space X × Y with the metric d^2((x_1, y_1), (x_2, y_2)) = max{d_1(x_1, y_1), d_2(x_2, y_2)} where d_1 and d_2 are the metrics on X and Y , respectively.

Proposition 2.7. Let f : X → X and g : Y → Y be homeomorphisms on X and Y compact metric spaces. The following properties hold:

(i) If f is N-distal, then f^k is N-distal for k ∈ Z. (ii) If f is N-distal and g is M-distal, then f × g is MN-distal. (iii) If f and g are conjugated homeomorphisms, f is N-distal if and only if g is N-distal.

Proof. Observe that by the definition of proximal cell we have P_f k (x) ⊆ P_f (x) for every x ∈ X and therefore (i) follows.

Similarly, (ii) is a consequence of P_{f ×g} (x, y) ⊆ P_f (x) × P_g (y) for every (x, y) ∈ X × Y , and this follows from the definitions of d^2 on X × Y and proximal cell.

Finally to prove (iii), suppose that h is the conjugacy homeomorphism between f and g. If g is not N-distal. Then, there exists y ∈ Y such that P_g (y) \ {y} has at least N points. Set x = h^{−1}(y). We claim that P_f (x) \ {x} has at least N points. Indeed, let p_1, . . . , p_N be distinct points in P_g(y) \ {y}. It follows that d(g^{nik} (y), g^{nik} (p_i)) → 0 as k → ∞ for i = 1, . . . , N. Since h^{−1} is continuous, we have

d(h^{−1}(g^{nik} (y)), h^{−1}(g^{nik} (p_i))) = d(f^{nik} (h^{−1}(y)), f^{nik} (h^{−1}(p_i))) → 0.

Thus h^{−1}(p_i) ∈ P_f (x) \ {x} for every i ∈ {1, . . . , N}. Therefore f is not Ndistal. □

Remark 2.8. The above results are also valid for countably-distal homeomorphisms.

Now, we are going to investigate the relation between equicontinuity and Ndistality. Since equicontinuous systems are examples of distal systems, every Ndistal and equicontinuous homeomorphism must be distal.

In order to state a weaker form of equicontinuity we use the concept of Ndiameter (for some N ∈ N^+ ) defined by the authors in [17], which in turn were inspired by the definition of N-sensitivity given by Xiong in [26], namely,

Definition 2.9. Let X be a compact metric space and N be a positive integer. If A is a subset of X, define the N-diameter of A by diam_N (A) = sup_{B⊆A}{ min_{x,y∈B}{d(x, y) : x ≠ y} : B ∈ C_{N+1}(X)}. where C_N (X) denotes the set of subsets of X with N elements.

This concept satisfies the following properties

Lemma 2.10. [17] Let X be a compact metric space and N a positive integer. If A,B are subsets of X. Then

(i) diam_1(A) = diam(A), where diam(A) is the usual diameter of A. (ii) diam_N (A) = 0 if and only if #A ≤ N. (iii) diam_N (A) ≤ diam_M (A), whenever M ≤ N. (iv) diam_N (A) ≤ diam_N (B), whenever A ⊆ B. (v) diam_N (A) = diam_N (Ā). (vi)^{diam(A)}_N ≤ diam_N (A), whenever A is connected.

Also we need the following notation for a > 0 and x ∈ X

R_δ(x) = {y ∈ X : d(f^i(y), f^i(x)) < δ, for some i ∈ Z}.

Notation R^f_δ (x) will be useful to indicate dependence of f. Clearly R_δ(x) is an open set and a superset of B_δ (x).

We can now define a generalization of equicontinuity. The classical definition of equicontinuity states that a homeomorphism f of a compact metric space (X, d) is said to be equicontinuous if the family of all iterates of f is an equicontinuous family, i.e., for any ϵ > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that d(x, y) < δ implies that d (f^n(x), f^n(y)) < ϵ for all x, y ∈ X and n ∈ Z (cf. [6, p. 45]). To be equicontinuous homeomorphism, it equivalent to say that for every ε > 0 there exists δ > 0 such that diam(f^n(B_δ(x))) < ε for all x ∈ X and n ∈ Z. This definition suggests the following one.

Definition 2.11. We say that f is N-equicontinuous (for some N ∈ N^+ ) if for every ε > 0 there exists δ > 0 such that diam_N (f^n(R_δ (x))) < ε ∀x ∈ X, ∀n ∈ Z.

The 1-equicontinuous homeomorphisms are precisely the equicontinuous ones. In fact, observe that from N-equicontinuous definition, (i) and (iv) for n = 1 in Lemma 2.10 it may be concluded that 1-equicontinuity implies equicontinuity. Conversely, if f : X → X is equicontinuous. Let ε > 0 and x ∈ X, by equicontinuity, for y, z ∈ X exists δ_1, δ_2 > 0 such that if d ( f^{k1} (x), f^{k1} (y) ) < δ_1 and d ( f^{k2} (x), f^{k2} (z) ) < δ_2 for some k_1, k_2 ∈ Z, then d (f^n(x), f^n(y)) <^ϵ_2 and d (f^n(x), f^n(z)) <^ϵ_2 for all n ∈ Z. Set δ = min{δ_1, δ_2}. Hence it follows from the triangle inequality and supremum definition that diam_1(f^n(R_δ (x))) = sup_{y,z∈f n(Rδ (x))}{d(y, z)} = sup_{y,z∈Rδ (x)}{d (f^n(y), f^n(z))} < ε, for all n ∈ Z. Therefore, f is 1-equicontinuous.

Clearly, every N-equicontinuous homeomorphism is M-equicontinuous homeomorphism for all N ≤ M. It follows that every equicontinuous homeomorphism is N-equicontinuous homeomorphism for every N ≥ 1 and thus such dynamical systems exist. A more subtle problem is to find N-equicontinuous homeomorphisms which are not M-equicontinuous homeomorphisms for some M ≤ N. Indeed, this question is answered positively in Example 2.14. Before we present this and a related example we first establish the following results.

Notice that a direct computation shows the following identity for any n ∈ Z, x ∈ X, and δ > 0:

(1) f^n(R_δ (x)) = R_δ(f^n(x)).

Using it we obtain the lemma below.

Lemma 2.12. Let N ∈ N^+ . The following properties are equivalent for every homeomorphism f : X → X on a compact metric spaces X:

(i) f is N-equicontinuous.

(ii) For every ε > 0 there exists δ > 0 such that diam_N (R_δ (x)) < ε ∀x ∈ X.

Proof. Clearly (i) implies (ii) so it remains to prove that (ii) implies (i). To see this, let ε > 0 and x ∈ X, by (ii) for each M ∈ Z there is δ(M) such that diam_N (R_{δ(M)}(f^M (x))) < ε. Define

δ = inf_{M∈Z}{δ(M) : diam_N (R_{δ(M)}(f^M (x))) < ε ∧ N < #R_{δ(M)}(f^M (x))}.

Observe that δ > 0. Indeed, if δ = 0 then there exists a M_0 ∈ Z such that #R_{δ(M0 )}(f^{M0} (x)) < N, a contradiction. Therefore, there is δ > 0 such that diam_N (R_δ (f^n(x))) < ε for all n ∈ Z. As x and ε are arbitrary we conclude from (1) that f is N-equicontinuous proving (i). □

A direct application of the above Lemma is the following result that generalizes the one in [12].

Theorem 2.13. N-equicontinuous homeomorphisms are N-distal.

Proof. Let f : X → X be a N-equicontinuous homeomorphism of a compact metric space X. Suppose by contradiction that f is not N-distal. Then, there exists x ∈ X such that #P (x) > N. Thus let A ∈ C_{N+1}(X) be such that x ∈ A and A ⊆ P (x). Set ε_n =^1_n and let 0 < δ_n ≤ ε_n be given by the N-equicontinuity of f for each n ∈ N. Notice that since any y ∈ A is proximal to x, then A ⊆ R_{δn} (x) for every n ∈ N^+ . Therefore by Lemma 2.12 diam_N (R_{δn} (x)) < ε_n for every n ∈ N. Since A is finite, then there exists y ∈ A and a sequence n_j → ∞ such that d(x, y) <^1_{nj} for every j ∈ N. It follows that x = y and #A ≤ N which is absurd. Therefore, f must be N-distal. □

We now present some related examples. Combining the above Theorem with examples 2.5, 2.3 and 2.4.1 we obtain the following sentence.

Example 2.14. There are N-equicontinuous homeomorphisms which are not N −1- equicontinuous for every N ≥ 2.

A simple computation shows that the N-distal homeomorphisms in Examples 2.5, 2.3 and 2.4.1 are also N-equicontinuous for N = 2, N = 3 and N ≥ 4, respectively. As already verified these examples are not N − 1-distal homeomorphisms. Consequently, are not N − 1-equicontinuous homeomorphims by Theorem 2.13.

The converse direction of the Theorem 2.13 motivate the question whether there are N-distal homeomorphims which are not N-equicontinuous. As is well known the answer for N = 1 is positive, as already mentioned an example can be found in [4, Theorem 5.14]. The answer also turns out to be positive for N ≥ 2 by the following result. Even more, in the next remarkable Fürstenberg’s example we deal with a more general problem on the existence of distal and minimal systems that are not necessarily N-equicontinuous.

Example 2.15. There is a compact metric space X and a minimal distal homeomorphism f : X → X which is not N-equicontinuous for every positive integer N. In order to see this consider the homeomorphism defined by (2) F : T^2 −→ T^2 (x, y) → (x + α (mod 1), y + x (mod 1)) ,

where α ∈ (0, 1) \ Q. We view T^2 represented as [0, 1) × [0, 1), the unit square with opposite sides identified and use the metric inherited from the Euclidean metric. First, note that F^n(x, y) = (x + nα(mod 1), y + nx + ∑_{n−1} j=0 jα(mod 1)) and F^{−n}(x, y) = (x − nα(mod 1), y − nx + ∑_n j=1 jα(mod 1)) for all n ≥ 1. Therefore, the distance between n-th iterate by F of two points (x, y) and (x^′ , y^′ ) in T^2 is

(3) d(F^n(x, y), F^n(x^′ , y^′ )) = √ (x − x^′ )^2 + (y − y^′ + n(x − x^′ ))^2 if n ≥ 0 √ (x − x^′ )^2 + (y − y^′ + n(x^′ − x))^2 if n < 0 , where the operations of the terms in parentheses are done in modulo 1. We begin by verifying that F is distal. To see this, let (x_0, y_0) and (x_1, y_1) be distinct points in T^2. If x_0 ≠ x_1, then d(F^n(x_0, y_0), F^n(x_1, y_1)) ≥ d((x_0, y_0), (x_1, y_0)) which is a positive constant. Analogously, if x_0 = x_1, then y_0 ≠ y_1 and by (3) clearly d(F^n(x_0, y_0), F^n(x_1, y_1)) = d((x_0, y_0), (x_1, y_1)). In both cases this hold for all n ∈ Z. Thus, ((x_0, y_0), (x_1, y_1)) is a distal pair. Since (x_0, y_0) and (x_1, y_1) are arbitrary we are done. Additionally, F is also minimal, see [13, Lemma 1.25] for details.

Finally, fix N ∈ N^+ , now we prove that F is not N-equicontinuous. For this purpose, let δ > 0, in T^2 consider q = (0, 0) and p_k = (^δ_k , 0) for 1 ≤ k ≤ N. Define B_0 = {q} ∪ {p_k : 1 ≤ k ≤ N}, then for each n ∈ Z

diam_N (F^n(R_δ(q))) = sup_{B∈CN +1(X)} B⊆f^n(R_δ (q)) { min_{z≠w} z,w∈B {d(z, w)}} ≥ min_{z≠w} z,w∈B_0 {d(F^n(z), F^n(w))}

= √( δ M (mod 1)

)_2 + ( n δ M (mod 1)

)_2

≥ |n δ M (mod 1)|,

for some 1 ≤ M ≤ N. Since^δ_M > 0 we can find n ∈ N^+ such that |n^δ_M mod 1| ≥ 1 4 . As N is arbitrary we are done.

Thus, as a consequences of the Theorem 2.13, and Definitions 2.2 and 2.11 we obtain the following diagram which shows how the concepts of N-distality and N-equicontinuity interact.

Distality +3 KS N-Distality +3 KS M-DistalityKS

Equicontinuity +3 N-Equicontinuity +3 M-Equicontinuity

for all 2 ≤ N < M. Moreover, the converse is not true in general for the Examples 2.3, 2.4.1, 2.5, 2.14 and 2.15.

Remark 2.16. The nature of the example 2.15 led Fürstenberg to his pathbreaking structure theorem [12], describing the structure of a general minimal distal system as a (countable but maybe transfinite) inverse limit of isometric extensions starting with the one-point dynamical system. Indeed, modify the map in the Example 2.15 to F (x, y) = (x+α, y+2x+α). Again show that (X, F ) is minimal distal. We can check that F (0, 0) = (nα, n^2α) and deduce that the sequence {n^2α}_{n∈N} is dense in S^1; see Fürstenberg’s book [13] for further development of these ideas.

2.2. Factors and extensions. Now we study how N-distality behaves under factors and extensions.

Let g : Y → Y be a homeomorphism of a compact metric space Y . Let us first recall that a map π : Y → X is said to be distal if inf_{n∈Z}d(g^n(y_1), g^n(y_2)) > 0 for

every distinct y_1, y_2 ∈ Y satisfying π(y_1) = π(y_2). A homomorphism from (Y, g) to (X, f) is a continuous onto map π : Y → X satisfying f ∘ π = π ∘ g. We also say that f is a factor of g (or g is an extension of f) under π. And g is a distal extension of f (or f is a distal factor of g) if there is a distal homomorphism from g to f (cf. [7, Definition 4.14]). The map F : T^2 → T^2 in the Example 2.15 is a distal extension of a circle rotation R_α : S^1 → S^1 given by R_α(x) = x + α (mod 1), with projection on the first coordinate as the distal homomorphism.

In order to generalize these notions to the setting of N-distal homeomorphisms, we introduce the following auxiliary definition.

Definition 2.17. Let f : X → X and g : Y → Y be homeomorphisms of compact metric spaces and π : Y → X a homomorphism from g to f. Let y ∈ Y with π(y) = x for some x ∈ X we define and denote the proximal cell of y under π by P^π(y) = {z ∈ π^{−1}(x) : inf_{n∈Z}{d(g^n(y), g^n(z))} = 0}. Notation P^π_g (y) will be used to indicate dependence on g if necessary.

We can now define the following concepts

Definition 2.18. We say that a homomorphism π : Y → X is N-distal if P^π(y) has at most N points for every y ∈ Y . We say that g is a N-distal extension of f (or f is a N-distal factor of g) if there is a N-distal homomorphism π from g to f.

As noted in [4] g is a distal extension of the trivial (one point) homeomorphism if and only if g is a distal homeomorphism. Similarly, g is a N-distal extension of the trivial homeomorphism if and only if g is a N-distal homeomorphism. In this regard it is known that a distal extension of a distal homeomorphism is distal (see [4, Proposition 5.8]). Next we prove a generalization of this fact.

Theorem 2.19. A M-distal extension of a N-distal homeomorphism is MN-distal.

Proof. Let X and Y be compact metric spaces, g : Y → Y be a M-distal extension of a N-distal homeomorphism f : X → X, with π : Y → X the N-distal homomorphism from g to f. Suppose by contradiction that g is not MN-distal. Then there is y ∈ Y such that P_g (y) has at lest MN + 1 elements. Let p_1, . . . , p_{MN} , p_{MN+1} = y be the different points in P_g (y). As a consequence of the definition of proximal cell, we obtain d(g^{nik} (p_i), g^{nik} (y)) → 0 as k → ∞ for i = 1, . . . , NM. Since π is continuous and f ∘ π = π ∘ g, we have d(π(g^{nik} (p_i))π(g^{nik} (y))) = d(f^{nik} (π(p_i)), f^{nik} (π(y))) → 0. as k → ∞ for i = 1, . . . , NM. Since #P_f (π(y)) ≤ N, it follows that there are p_{l1} , . . . , p_{lM +1} different points such that p_{l1} , . . . , p_{lM} ∈ π^{−1}(p_{lM +1} ). Thus p_{l1} , . . . , p_{lM} ∈ P^π_g (p_{lM +1} ) and therefore there is a point z = p_{lM +1} in Y such that #P^π_g (z) > M, a contradiction. □

We end this section by dealing with the problem of determining when a N-distal system has a non-trivial distal factor.

One of the most useful tools to study topological dynamics is the Ellis semigroup of a transformation was introduced by R. Ellis in [11, Definition 8]. Let us briefly introduce this notion and some interesting facts about it.

Let X be a compact metric space and denote X^X for the set of all self-transformations of X (continuous or not). So X^X is a compact topological space by Tychonoff’s Theorem and its topology can be seen as the topology of the pointwise convergence. We can put a semigroup structure on X^X considering its the composition operation. Now let f : X → X be a homeomorphism. The Ellis semigroup E(f) of f is the closure of the set {f^n : n ∈ Z} in X^X ; for more details we refer the reader to [7].

A interesting fact about the semigroup E(f) is that one can translate algebraic properties of E(f) in to dynamical properties of f. For instance, idempotent elements and minimal ideals are related to minimal sets for f. Next, we use these semigroups to obtain a criterion for existence of non-trivial N-distal factors for N-distal homeomorphisms.

Theorem 2.20. Let f be a N-distal homeomorphism. If the Ellis semigroup E(f) of f has a unique minimal ideal, then f has a non-trivial N-distal factor. Moreover, this factor is distal.

Proof. Suppose that E(f) has a unique minimal ideal. It is a classical fact that this condition is equivalent to the proximal relation ” ∼ ” in X be an equivalence relation (cf. [9, Theorem 2]). Then define Y = X/ ∼ to be the quotient space of X by proximality relation and let π denote the natural projection map. Let g be the homeomorphism induced on Y by f through the projection π. We notice that the conjugacy equation is trivially satisfied for g and f. It follows from the N-distality of f that P^π_f (y) has at most N points for all y ∈ Y . Then g is a N-distal factor of f. Next we prove that the homeomorphism g is distal. Indeed, suppose that y, y^′ ∈ Y are distinct proximal points for g. Let us take x ∈ π^{−1}(y) and x^′ ∈ π^{−1}(y^′). By construction x and x^′ are distal. Compactness of X implies that there are a sequence of k → ∞ and a point z ∈ Y such that g^k(y), g^k(y^′) → z. We can assume by compactness of X that there exists p, p^′ ∈ X such that f^k(x) → p a and f^k(x^′) → p^′.

We claim that p and p^′ are distal. Indeed, suppose that there is i → ∞ and z^′ such that f^i(p), f^i(p^′) → z^′. Fix ε > 0 and i_0 such that f^{i0} (p), f^{i0} (p^′) ∈ Bε(z^′). So there exists δ > 0 such that if d(u, w) ≤ δ then d(f^j (u), f^j (w)) < ε for j = 0, ..., i_0 and every u, w ∈ X. Tale k big enough such that f^k(y) ∈ B_δ(p) and f^k(y^′) ∈ B_δ (p^′). But this implies d(f^{k+i0} (x), f^{k+i0} (x^′)) ≤ 4ε. Remember x and x^′ are distal and therefore it is impossible since ε > 0 was chosen arbitrarily. Thus p and p^′ must be distal.

Finally we must have π(p) = π(p^′) = z by continuity of π, but this is impossible since p and p^′ cannot be in the same equivalent class. □

3. Transitive N-distal Systems

In this section we study some consequences of the topological transitivity for Ndistal systems and discuss the relation between N-distality and expansivity. First recall that a homeomorphism is transitive if for any pair of non-empty open sets U and V one can find an integer n such that f^n(U) ∩ V is nonempty. We say that a point x is a transitive point of f if its orbit is dense on X. Every point of minimal homeomorphism is a transitive point. We say that a f is pointwise transitive if there exists some transitive point for f.

We remark that for second countable spaces and in absence of isolated points, point transitivity is equivalent to topological transitivity; for more details we refer the reader to [1].

Next results deals with the existence of periodic orbits. But previously we need the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let f : X → X be a N-distal homeomorphism for N ≥ 2. If x ∈ X is periodic for f, then x is a distal point.

Proof. Let x be a periodic point of f with period T . If P (x) ≠ {x}, take y ∈ P (x) \ {x}. Then, there is a sequence n_k → ∞ such that d(f^{nk} (x), f^{nk} (y)) → 0. Since x is periodic and y ≠ x then y cannot be periodic. Moreover, since the orbit of x is finite, we can assume that f^{nk} (x) = p for any k ∈ N and some p ∈ O(x).

Last assumption implies that n_k − n_k′ is a multiple of T for any k, k^′ ∈ Z. For any k ∈ N we set y_k = f^{nk} (y).

We claim that y_k is proximal to p for every k. Indeed, fix k and define m^k_j = n_j − n_k for j ≥ k. Then we obtain that d(f^{mkj} (y_k), f^{mkj} (p)) = d(f^{nj} (y), f^{nj} (p)) = d(f^{nj} (y), p) → 0 and this proves the claiming.

Finally, notice that y cannot be a periodic. Thus, we have infinitely many y_k’s and therefore #P (p) = ∞, a contradiction. □

As a consequence we show that the only way a transitive N-distal system can possess a periodic orbit is if the whole space is a periodic orbit.

Proposition 3.2. Let f : X → X be a pointwise transitive N-distal homeomorphism which is not distal. Then either X is a periodic orbit, or f has not periodic points.

Proof. Suppose that X is not a periodic orbit and let p be a periodic point. Suppose x ∈ X is a transitive point. Since O(x) is dense, then for any point of q ∈ O(p) we can find a sequence n_k → ∞ such that f_{nk} (x) → q. Let T denote the period of p. Since f is continuous, for every k ∈ N we can find 0 < δ_k <^1_k such that if d(x, y) ≤ δ_k then d(f^i(x), f^i(y)) ≤^1_k for |i| ≤ T . Up to take a subsequence of n_k, we can suppose that f^{nk} (x) ∈ B_{δk} (p) for any k ∈ N.

Now, by the choice of δ_k we have that f^i(x_k ) ∈ B 1_k (f^i(p)) for i = 0, 1, ..., T . By the euclidean algorithm any n_k can be wrote as n_k = q_kT + r_k with q_k ∈ N and 0 < r_k < T . Since the orbit of p is finite, we can assume that r_k = c for every k. Put x_k = f^{nk} (x) for every k ∈ N.

We claim that the points x_k are proximal to p. Indeed, fix k and for any j > k define m^k_j = n_j − n_k + T = T (q_j − q_k + 1). Then we have that d(f^{mkj} (x), f^{mkj} (p)) = d(f^{nj −nk +T} (x_k ), f^{nj −nk +T} (p^′)) = d(f^{nj} (x), f^{T (qj −qk +1)}(p)) = d(f^{nj +T} (x), p) ≤^1_j .

Since this, in addiction to the fact that {x_k} is an infinite set implies that #P (p) = ∞, we obtain a contradiction by Proposition 3.1. This proves the result. □ As it is well known, a distal homeomorphism is pointwise transitive if and only if is minimal (cf. [4, Corollary 5.7]). This is not valid for N-distal homeomorphism by the Example 2.3. Nevertheless, the transitive 3-distal homeomorphism given in this example has two minimal subsystems. It is then natural to ask if there is a relation between the number of minimal subsystems of a dynamical system and the transitive N-distal property. Indeed, the Theorem 3.5 gives an answer for this question. Recall that an idempotent element g of a semigroup G is an element satisfying g^2 = g.

The following lemma is proved as in [3, Lemma 2].

Lemma 3.3. Let f : X → X be a homeomorphism on a compact metric space X and x ∈ X. If A ⊂ O(x) be a minimal set, then there is y ∈ A such that y ∈ P (x).

Proof. Let E(f) = E be the Ellis semigroup of f. We claim that H = {h ∈ E : h(x) ∈ A} is a minimal left ideal of E. Indeed, let g ∈ E and h ∈ H. Then, there is a sequence n_k → ∞ such that f^{nk} → g. It follows that f^{nk} (h(x)) → g(h(x)) = (g ∘ h)(x).

Since A is f-invariant, f^{nk} (h(x)) ∈ A. As A is closed we have (g ∘ h)(x) ∈ A. So g ∘ h ∈ H. Hence, H is a left ideal. Moreover, the minimality condition for H follows from that of A. The claim is proved.

We have from [9, Remark 4] and the claim that there is an idempotent element k in H. Let k(x) = y, then k(y) = k^2(x) = k(x). Therefore y ∈ P (x) by [9, Remark 6], which completes the proof. □

Using this lemma we obtain the proposition below.

Proposition 3.4. If f is a N-distal homeomorphism, then f|_{O(x)} has at most N −1 proper minimal subsystems.

Proof. First notice that two minimal subsets A, B ⊂ X have non-empty intersection then they must be equal. Now, suppose f is N-distal and fix x ∈ X. Let us analyze the subsystem f|_{O(x)}. If f is distal then O(x) is minimal [4, Corollary 5.7] or f is minimal, in both cases we are done. If it is not minimal, it is well known that there exists a non-trivial minimal subset A ⊂ O(x). By Lemma 3.3 we have that there exists a y ∈ A proximal to x. Clearly x ≠ y. The latter fact is valid for any minimal subset of O(x). Thus N-distality implies that there are at most N − 1 minimal subsets on O(x) and the proposition is proved. □

A direct consequence of the preceding Proposition is the following N-distal version for the one given in [4]. Indeed, we just need to notice that if a system is transitive there exists some point x ∈ X such that O(x) = X.

Theorem 3.5. A transitive N-distal homeomorphism has at most N − 1 minimal proper subsystems.

Now we proceed to study the relation between N-distality and expansivity. It is a classical result that a distal system cannot be expansive if the phase is sufficiently rich. Indeed, this result is a consequence of [23, Theorem 2.1] and can be found in [6]. Keeping this in mind, we ask if the same is true for the weaker forms of distality and expansiveness. Actually, it is answered by the authors in [2] when the phase space has positive topological dimension. Before stating this result precisely, let us recall some definitions.

The δ-dynamical ball centered at x is the set defined by Γ_δ(x) = {y ∈ X : d(f^n(x), f^n(y)) < δ, ∀n ∈ Z}. And recall that a continuum is a compact and connected set. We say that a continuum is trivial if it is a singleton.

We can now define the notions of expansiveness, cw-expansiveness, n-expansiveness and countably-expansiveness were defined in [23], [14], [18] and [19] respectively. Namely

Definition 3.6. We say that 1. f is expansive if there exists δ > 0 such that Γ_δ(x) = {x} for every x ∈ X. 2. f is N- expansive if there exists δ > 0 such that #Γ_δ(x) ≤ N for every x ∈ X. 3. f is countably-expansive if there exists δ > 0 such that Γ_δ(x) is countable for every x ∈ X.

4. f is cw-expansive if there exists δ > 0 such that if a non-empty continuum C ⊆ X satisfies diam(f^n(C)) < δ for every n ∈ Z, then C is a singleton.

Clearly, expansive implies N-expansive and N-expansivity implies countablyexpansivity. The following proposition completes this hierarchy.

Proposition 3.7. Any countably-expansive homeomorphism is cw-expansive.

Proof. Let δ > 0 be the countably-expansivity constant of f. If a continuum C satisfies diam(f^n(C)) < δ for every n ∈ Z, then C ⊂ Γ_δ (x) for any x ∈ C. Thus, C must to be countable, and this implies that C is a singleton. □

Previous proposition allows us to classify the levels of expansiveness accordingly the following hierarchy. Expansivity ⇒ N−Expansivity ⇒ Countably−Expansivity ⇒ cw−Expansivity. In contrast, the converse is not true in general(see for instance [18] and [14] for examples).

On the other hand. In [2] the authors incorporated distal systems into the Continuum Theory in the same way that Kato in [14]. They noted that the definition 3.6.4 holds if we replace diam (f^n(C)) by sup_{n∈Z}diam (f^n(C)). Also they noticed that to be distal homeomorphism is then equivalent to say that if C ∈ 2^X and inf_{n∈Z}diam f^n(C) = 0 ⇒ diam(C) = 0.

By restricting C to the class of nonempty continuum subsets of X the authors [2] introduced the notion of continuum-wise distal homeomorphisms.

Definition 3.8. A homeomorphism is cw-distal if the only continuums C ⊂ X satisfying inf_{n∈Z}diam(f^n(C)) = 0 are singletons.

It is easy to see that for distality we have the following hierarchy. Distality ⇒ N − Distality ⇒ Countably − Distality ⇒ cw − Distality. For the examples 2.4.2 and 2.5 the converse of the first two implications is false in general. Also, the converse of the last implication do not always hold, see for instance [2, Example 1.7].

Next results gives us a distinction between all these levels of distality and expansiveness.

Theorem 3.9. [2] A cw-expansive homeomorphism of a compact metric space of positive topological dimension cannot be cw-distal.

Despite above result, we cannot distinguish between cw-expansivity and cwdistality in zero dimension. Indeed, by definition any system in a totally disconnected space is cw-distal and cw expansive. But as we see in the following example, as an application of the Theorem 3.5, we cannot say the same for N-distal and N-expansive.

Example 3.10. There is cw-distal expansive homeomorphism which is not N-distal for every positive integer N.

Let Σ^2 = {0, 1}^Z with the metric d(s, s^′) =^1_{2n} where n = min{|n| : s_n ≠ s^′_n} and d(s, s^′) = 0 if s_i = s^′_i ∀i ∈ Z. The shift map σ : Σ^2 → Σ^2 is defined by σ((s_i)) = (s_{i+1}). It is well known that the shift is a transitive and expansive system. Since Σ^2 is totally disconnected it is also cw-distal. On the other hand, σ has infinitely many periodic orbits and therefore it cannot be N-distal by Theorem 3.5.

4. Topological Entropy

In [21] W. Parry proved that distal homeomorphisms on a compact metric space have zero entropy. The purpose of this section is to extend this result to N-distal homeomorphisms.

To start with let P = {P_1, P_2, ...} be a countable partition of a probability space (X, B, μ). The entropy of the countable partition P is defined by

H_μ(P) = − ∑ P ∈P μ(P ) log(μ(P )).

Let f : X → X be a measurable map preserving a probability measure μ (i.e. μ(f^{−1}(B)) = μ(B) for every measurable set B), we also say that μ is f-invariant. The metric entropy of f with respect to μ is defined by

h_μ(f) = sup{h_μ(f, P) : P is countable partition of X with H_μ(P) < ∞},

where h_μ(f, P) = lim_{n→∞} 1 n H_μ(P^n) and P^n = {P_{i1} ∩ f^{−1}(P_{i2} ) ∩ · · · ∩ f^{−n+1}(P_{in} ) : P_{ij} ∈ P, j = 1, ..., n}. On the other hand, topological entropy is defined in a similar way but in topological terms. The variational principle tells us that topological entropy is achieved by the supremum of the metric entropies (see [25]). Moreover, this supremum can be taken on the metric entropies of ergodic measures (see for instance [25, Corollary 8.6.1]). Then we can define topological entropy of a continuous map f : X → X in a compact metric space as follows.

h(f) = sup h_μ(f),

where the supremum is taken over the set of ergodic f-invariant measures of f. In particular, it follows that the topological entropy of f is zero if and only if h_μ(f) = 0 for every ergodic f-invariant measures μ.

Recall that a measure μ is ergodic if every f-invariant measurable set (i.e. f^{−1}(B) = B for every measurable set B) has either total measure or null measure.

Also the following elementary facts will be useful later one.

Let (X, B, μ) be a probability space. A set A ∈ B is called an atom of the measure μ if μ(A) > 0 and every measurable set E ⊂ A has measure either 0 or μ(A). We say that μ is non-atomic if it has not atoms. Clearly a non-atomic measure has no points of positive mass, and conversely for regular Borel probability measures on compact Hausdorff spaces. Further a non-atomic measure has no finite sets of positive measure.

Given subsets ξ_1 and ξ_2 of the σ-algebra B. We write ξ_1 ⊆ ξ_2 mod μ, if for every E_1 ∈ ξ_1 there exists E_2 ∈ ξ_2 such that μ(E_1 △ E_2) = 0. (A △ B denotes the symmetric difference of the sets A, B.) Thereby, we write ξ_1 = ξ_2 mod μ, if both inclusions hold mod μ. Consequently, for non atomic measures ϵ_N = ϵ mod μ, where ϵ and ϵ_N are the partition of X into singletons and a partition of X into sets with N or less elements, respectively.

We are in position to prove the main result of this section in which AP (f) and Ω(f) denotes the set of almost periodic points and the set of non-wandering points of f, respectively.

Theorem 4.1. Let f : X → X be a N-distal homeomorphism on a compact metric space X. If Ω(f) ⊆ AP (f), then f has zero entropy.

Proof. We first prove the Theorem for minimal systems and later we will show how to remove this hypothesis.

By the previous discussion it is sufficient to prove that the metric entropy of f is zero for all ergodic f-invariant measure. Let μ be an ergodic f-invariant measure. If μ is atomic then it must be supported on a periodic orbit or a fixed point and therefore its entropy is null, thus we will assume μ is non-atomic.

By [5, Corollary 1.12.10] we can fix 0 < r <^1_e and chose a sequence of open sets X = S_0 ⊇ S_1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ S_n ⊇ · · · Such that μ(S_n) ≤ r^n ∀n ≥ 0 and^∞ ⋂ n=0 S_n = {z} for some z ∈ X. Define ξ =

{E_0, E_1, . . .}, where

(4) E_0 = {z} ∪ (S_0 \ S_1) and E_n = S_n \ S_{n+1} ∀n ≥ 1.

Clearly ξ is a partition of X. Moreover, since the function −x log(x) is increasing on (0,^1_e ). It follows that (5) H_μ(ξ) ≤ − ∑ n μ (S_n) log (μ (S_n)) ≤ − ∑ n e^{−n} log ( e^{−n}) ) = ∑ n ne^{−n} = e (e − 1)^2 < ∞.

Now, as we are in the minimal case. We claim that^∞ ⋁ j=0 f^{−j} (ξ) = ϵ_N , where ϵ_N is

the partition of X in sets with N or less elements. Indeed, take B ∈^∞ ⋁ j=0 f^{−j} (ξ) = ϵ_N

and x ∈ B. If y ∈ B, then f^n(x), f^n(y) ∈ E_{in} for the same sequence. In fact, since ∞⋁ j=0 f^{−j} (ξ) = {E_{i0} ∩ f^{−1}(E_{i1} ) ∩ · · · ∩ f^{−n+1}(E_{in−1} ) ∩ · · · : E_{ij} ∈ ξ},

it follows that x, y ∈ B ⊆ f^{−n}(E_{in} ) for some sequence (i_0, i_1, . . . ). By the minimality of f, for each m ∈ N there is k(m) such that f^{k(m)}(x) ∈ S_m.

Then f^{k(m)} ∈ E_{ik(m)} ⊆ S_m for all i_{k(m)} ≥ m, by (4). We have diam(S_n) → 0 when n → ∞ because S_n → {z} when n → ∞, therefore

inf_n {f^n(x), f^n(y)} = 0.

Hence y ∈ P (x) and then #(B) ≤ #(P (x)) ≤ N, by N-distality of f. The claim is proved. Furthermore, as previously remarked, since μ is non-atomic, ϵ_N = ϵ mod μ. Thus, ξ is a generating partition (cf. [22, Definition 14.5]).

Then, (5) and the claim implies that we can use the Kolmogorov-Sinai Theorem [22, Theorem 14.3] to obtain h_μ(f) = h_μ(f, ξ) ≤ H_μ(ξ) = − ∞∑ n=0 μ(E_n) log(μ(E_n))

= −μ(E_0) log(μ(E_0)) − ∞∑ n=1 μ(E_n) log(μ(E_n))

≤ − log(μ(E_0)) − ∞∑ n=1 r^n log(r^n)

= − log(μ(E_0)) − ∞∑ n=1 nr^n log(r)

= − log(μ(E_0)) − r (1 − r)^2 log(r)

≤ log ( 1 − r 1 − 2r ) − 1 (1 − r)^2 r log(r). As the last expression converges to zero when r goes to zero, we have h(f) = 0.

We now deal with the general case. If f is not minimal. Let ν be an f-invariant measure. It is well-known that h_ν (f) = h_ν (f|_Ω(f)). Since Ω(f) ⊆ AP (f), it follows from [4, Corollary 1.10] that Ω(f) = ∪M_λ, where in the previous (necessarily disjoint) union each M_λ is a minimal subset. Moreover, η = {M_λ} is a measurable partition of Ω(F ) by minimality of each M_λ and second countable property of X. Then there exists a family of measures {ν_λ} decomposing ν. According to the above case, we have h_{νλ} (f|_{Mλ} ) = 0. Therefore,

h_ν (f|_{Ω(f )}) = ∫ Ω(f )_η h_{νλ} (f|_{Mλ} )dν_η = 0, where Ω(f)_η denotes the factor space of X with respect to η, and ν_η is the factor measure on Ω(f)_η . This completes the proof. □

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to thank C.A. Morales for his great help and his lectures on topological dynamics during the second semester of 2017 at UFRJ which inspired this work.

References

[1] Aoki, N., Hiraide, K., On the proximal relation in topological dynamics. North Holland, New York, 1994.

[2] Aponte, J., Carrasco, D., Keonhee, L., and Morales, C.A., Some generalizations of distality, Topol. Methods Nonlinear Anal. 55 (2020), 533-552.

[3] Auslander, J., On the proximal relation in topological dynamics, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 11 (1960), 890-895.

[4] Auslander, J., Minimal flows and their extensions., North-Holland Mathematics Studies, 153.

Notas de Matemática [Mathematical Notes], 122. North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam, 1988.

[5] Bogachev, V. I., Measure theory., Vol. I, II. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2007. [6] Brin, M., Stuck, G., Introduction to dynamical systems. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2002.

[7] Ellis, D., Ellis, R., Automorphisms and Equivalence Relations in Topological Dynamics.

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2014.

[8] Ellis, R., Distal transformation groups, Pacific J. Math. 8 (1958), 401–405. [9] Ellis, R., A semigroup associated with a transformation group, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 94 (1960), 272-281.

[10] Ellis, R., Lectures on Topological Dynamics. Benjamin, New York, 1969. [11] Ellis, R., and Gottschalk, W. H., Homomorphisms of transformation groups, Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc. 94 (1960), 258-271.

[12] Fürstenberg, H., The structure of distal flows, Amer. J. Math. 85 (1963), 477–515. [13] Fürstenberg, H., Recurrence in Ergodic Theory and Combinatorial Number Theory, Princeton University Press, Princeton, New Jersey, 1981.

[14] Kato, H., Continuum-wise expansive homeomorphisms, Canad. J. Math. 45 (1993), no. 3, 576–598.

[15] Lee, K., Morales, C.A., Distal points for Borel measures, Topology Appl. 221 (2017), 524–533. [16] Lindenstrauss, E., Measurable distal and topological distal systems, Ergodic Theory Dynamical Systems 19 (1999), no. 4, 1063–1076.

[17] Metzger, R., Morales, C., Villavicencio, H., Generalized Archimedean spaces and expansivity, Topology Appl. 302 (2021), 1-8.

[18] Morales, Carlos, A generalization of expansivity, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 32 (2012), no.

1, 293–301.

[19] Morales, Carlos A. and Sirvent, Víctor F., Expansive measures. IMPA Série D: Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, 2013.

[20] Ornstein, D., Weiss, B., Mean distality and tightness, Topology and its Applications Vol.

221, (2017), 524-533. Tr. Mat. Inst. Steklova 244 (2004), Din. Sist. i Smezhnye Vopr. Geom., 312–319; reprinted in Proc. Steklov Inst. Math. (2004), no. 1 (244), 295–302.

[21] Parry, W., Zero entropy of distal and related transformations, Topological Dynamics (Symposium, Colorado State Univ., Ft. Collins, Colo., 1967), Benjamin, New York, (1968) 383–389.

[22] Sinai Y.G., Introduction to ergodic theory. Princeton University Press, New Jersey , 1977. [23] Utz,W.R., Unstable homeomorphisms. Proc. Am. Math. Soc. 1 (1950), 769–774. [24] Veech, W.A., Point-distal flows, Amer. J. Math. 92, (1970), 205–242. [25] Walters, P. An Introduction to Ergodic Theory, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, Springer (1982).

[26] Xiong J. Chaos in a topologically transitive system Science in China Ser. A Mathematics, (2005) Vol.48 No.7 929—939.

[27] Zimmer, R.J., Ergodic actions with generalized discrete spectrum, Illinois J. Math. 20 (1976), no. 4, 555–588.

[28] Zippin, L., Transformation groups, Lectures in Topology, University of Michigan Press, Ann Arbor, Mich., (1941), 191–221.

Southern University of Science and Technology, Shenzhen-China Email address: rego@sustech.edu.cn

Instituto de Matemática, Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro, P. O. Box 68530, 21945-970 Rio de Janeiro, Brazil.

Email address: salcedo@ufrj.br