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ERGODIC THEORY ON CODED SHIFT SPACES

TAMARA KUCHERENKO, MARTIN SCHMOLL, AND CHRISTIAN WOLF

Abstract. We study ergodic-theoretic properties of coded shift spaces.
A coded shift space is defined as a closure of all bi-infinite concatena-
tions of words from a fixed countable generating set. We derive sufficient
conditions for the uniqueness of measures of maximal entropy and equi-
librium states of Hölder continuous potentials based on the partition of
the coded shift into its concatenation set (sequences that are concatena-
tions of generating words) and its residual set (sequences added under
the closure). In this case we provide a simple explicit description of the
measure of maximal entropy. We also obtain flexibility results for the
entropy on the concatenation and residual sets. Finally, we prove a lo-
cal structure theorem for intrinsically ergodic coded shift spaces which
shows that our results apply to a larger class of coded shift spaces com-
pared to previous works by Climenhaga [8], Climenhaga and Thompson
[10, 11], and Pavlov [25].

1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation. It is one of the central goals in the ergodic theory of
dynamical systems to identify the typical dynamics of a given system. In this
context the word ‘typical’ refers to a set of points of full measure with respect
to an invariant probability measure. For many classes of dynamical systems
the set of invariant probability measures is rather large which raises the
question which invariant measures are the natural choice to use as reference
measures. Arguably the most natural reference measure choice is a measure
whose typical points carry the entire topological orbit complexity in terms of
entropy. Such a measure (if it exists) is called a measure of maximal entropy.
If a measure of maximal entropy exists and is unique the dynamical system
is called intrinsically ergodic [33, 34].

In this paper, we work in the context of symbolic dynamical systems over a
finite alphabet. There is a vast amount of research on the questions concern-
ing the uniqueness of measures of maximal entropy and equilibrium states,
e.g., [7, 8, 10, 11, 15, 17, 20, 25]. We study coded shift spaces which were
introduced by Blanchard and Hansel [4] as a natural generalization of tran-
sitive sofic shifts. Coded shifts include a wide range of well-known classes of
symbolic systems, e.g., S-gap shifts, generalized gap shifts, and beta shifts.
Our goal is to develop a fairly complete theory about the uniqueness of
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measures of maximal entropy and equilibrium states for Hölder continuous
potentials. Roughly speaking, our classification depends on whether the en-
tropy (or pressure) is concentrated on the concatenation set or the residual
set. In the entropy case our results do not only guaranty the uniqueness
of the measure of maximal entropy, but also provide an explicit formula
for the values of such measure on cylinders. In particular, we obtain new
information about the structure of measures of maximal entropy for such
well-studied shift spaces as beta shifts and the Dyck shift.

While evaluating the entropy and pressure on the concatenation and the
residual sets we also derive flexibility results concerning their entropies.
Moreover, we establish a local structure theorem for intrinsically ergodic
coded shifts. From the structure theorem we conclude that our results ap-
ply to an abundance of coded shift spaces for which previous results of
Climenhaga [8], Climenhaga and Thompson [10, 11], and Pavlov [25] do not
provide answers about the uniqueness of measures of maximal entropy and
equilibrium states.

1.2. Main results. Let X be a bi-infinite shift space over a finite alphabet
A. This means that X is a closed (with respect to the Tychonoff product
topology), shift invariant subset of the full shift AZ. Denote the left shift
map on X by σ. We say (X,σ) is a coded shift space (or simply X is coded),
if there exists a generating set G which is a subset of the set of all finite
words over A such that X = X(G) is the smallest shift space that contains
the concatenation set Xcon = Xcon(G), i.e. all bi-infinite concatenations
of generators. In other words, X is the topological closure of Xcon. We
refer to [21] for equivalent ways to define coded shifts. We call the set
Xres = Xres(G) = X \ Xcon the residual set of X. We refer to Section 3
for more details. We recall, that if the generating set is finite, then X is a
transitive sofic shift. In particular, its theory of measures of maximal entropy
and equilibrium states for Hölder continuous potentials is well-understood.
Therefore, the focus of this paper is the case of infinite generating sets.

A priori, it is possible that points in Xcon have multiple representations
as concatenations of generators. We say a coded shift X is uniquely repre-
sentable, if there exists a generating set G such that X = X(G) and every
point in Xcon(G) has a unique representation as a concatenation of gener-
ators. In this situation we also say that G uniquely represents Xcon(G). A
weaker condition is that X = X(G) has the unique decipherability property,
i.e., every finite word in X has at most one representation as a concatena-
tion of generators. It is shown by Blanchard and Hansel [4] in 1986 that
every coded shift has a generating set G which has the unique decipherability
property. By using results from [14], Béal, Perrin and Restivo [3] recently
proved that every coded shift is uniquely representable. Moreover, the proof
in [3] is constructive. In particular, the proof can be used as a blueprint for
a computer program which, based on the input of an arbitrary generating
set G′ outputs a generating set G such that G uniquely represents Xcon(G)
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and X(G) = X(G′). Based on this result, it is reasonable to assume that we
have a generating set which uniquely represents its concatenation set.

We remark that the set of coded shifts spans a rather broad collection of
shift spaces. Indeed, every shift space X can be expressed by a representa-
tion of X, i.e., a countable directed labeled graph such that X is the closure
of the set of bi-infinite sequences which are associated with bi-infinite paths
on the graph. Coded shifts are precisely those shift spaces which have a
strongly connected representation, see [21]. It turns out that many well-
known classes of shifts are coded including S-gap shifts, generalized gap
shifts, transitive Sofic shifts, beta shifts, and many more, see, e.g., [6].

Let X be a shift space and let htop(X) denote the topological entropy
of σ|X . The variational principle for the topological entropy states that
htop(X) = supµ∈Mσ(X) hσ(µ) where Mσ(X) is the space of all Borel σ-
invariant probability measures on X endowed with the weak∗ topology,
and hσ(µ) denotes the measure-theoretic entropy of µ defined in (5). We
say a measure µ ∈ Mσ(X) is a measure of maximal entropy for (X,σ) if
htop(X) = hσ(µ). It follows from the expansivity of the shift map that there
exists at least one (ergodic) measure of maximal entropy. However, the
measure of maximal entropy is, in general, not unique [31, 20, 7, 17]; if it
is unique the system is called intrinsically ergodic. Roughly speaking, if an
ergodic measure µ is a measure of maximal entropy its typical orbits carry
the full orbit complexity in terms of entropy.

Our approach is to study the entropy on the sets Xcon andXres separately.
We define the concatenation entropy of X by

(1) hcon(X) = sup{hσ(µ) : µ ∈ Mσ(X) and µ(Xcon) = 1},
and the residual entropy of X is defined by

(2) hres(X) = sup{hσ(µ) : µ ∈ Mσ(X) and µ(Xres) = 1}.
We note that the concatenation entropy and residual entropy were intro-
duced in [6] where they were called sequential entropy and limit entropy,
respectively. It is shown in Lemma 3 that Xcon and Xres are Borel sets and
thus hcon(X) and hres(X) are well defined. Clearly, Xcon and Xres are shift
invariant sets. Therefore, htop(X) = max{hcon(X), hres(X)}. Moreover, ev-
ery ergodic measure of maximal entropy must put full measure either on
Xcon or on Xres. We refer to the analogous definitions of the concatenation
respectively residual pressure to Section 6.

Our first main result concerns the flexibility of the concatenation entropy.
It is not too hard to see that every invariant measure which puts full measure
on Xres must also put full measure on a certain subshift called the limit set
Xlim which is the set of points x ∈ X such that every subword of x is a
subword of some generator in G (see (8) for the precise definition). Since
the language of the concatenation set contains the language of the limit set
one might heuristically expect that hcon(X) ≥ hres(X) does hold in general.
The problem with this heuristic argument is that Xcon is not closed. In
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particular, the next theorem (see Theorem 1 in the text) shows that if a
fixed subshift Z is contained in the residual set, the concatenation entropy
might still be arbitrary small.

Theorem A. Suppose Z is a transitive subshift on a finite alphabet A which
is not the full shift. Then there exists a generating set G on the same alphabet
A such that for X = X(G) the following holds:

(i) G uniquely represents Xcon;
(ii) Z ⊂ Xres, and if µ ∈ Mσ(X) with µ(Xres) = 1 then µ(Z) = 1;
(iii) hcon(X) < ǫ.

Theorem A shows that it is not possible to obtain a general uniqueness
result for measures of maximal entropy for the case hres(X) > hcon(X). In-
deed, if the subshift Z in Theorem A is of positive topological entropy and
has multiple measures of maximal entropy (e.g., one of the shifts constructed
in [7, 17, 31]) then for 0 < ǫ < htop(Z) the coded shift X also has multi-
ple measures of maximal entropy (which are precisely the measures which
maximize the entropy on Z). We note here that the main difficulty is to
prove property (iii). Since Xcon is not a subshift, estimates on word com-
plexity cannot be applied. To overcome this difficulty we design a certain
coded shift Y with hcon(Y ) > hres(Y ) such that every invariant measure
on X which puts full measure on the concatenation set is measure-theoretic
isomorphic to a measure on the concatenation set of Y . This allows us to
deduce (iii) from the corresponding property of Y .

Next we consider the case hres(X) = hcon(X). In this case it is possible
to produce examples of coded shifts X with multiple measures of maximal
entropy, see Examples 2 and 4.

Finally, we consider the case hcon(X) > hres(X) and establish the unique-
ness of the measure of maximal entropy. To characterize this measure we
introduce and develop in Section 4 the theory of the so-called G-Bernoulli
measures on a coded shifts X with generating set G. These are probability
measures which assign full measure to the concatenation set and share some
similarities with Bernoulli measures which contain the unique measures of
maximal entropy of full shifts. Precisely, we say that an invariant probabil-
ity measure µ is G-Bernoulli if there exist positive real numbers pg, g ∈ G
with

∑
g∈G pg = 1 and c > 0 such that

Jg0 . . . gkK =
1

c
pg0 · . . . · pgk

for all g0, . . . , gk ∈ G. Here Jg0 . . . gkK denotes the G-cylinder consisting of all
points x = · · · g′−1.g

′
0 · · · g′kg′k+1 · · · ∈ Xcon such that g′j = gj for j = 0, . . . , k.

We refer to Section 4 for further details about G-cylinders and G-Bernoulli
measures. With these definitions in mind we have the following result.

Theorem B. Let X = X(G) be a coded shift such that G uniquely represents
Xcon and hcon(X) > hres(X). Then X has a unique measure of maximal
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entropy µmax. Moreover, µmax is G-Bernoulli with pg = exp(−|g|htop(X))
and c =

∑
g∈G |g| exp(−|g|htop(X)).

It is important to note that Theorem B does not only establish the unique-
ness of the measure of maximal entropy for a large class of shift spaces, it
also provides an explicit formula for this measure. In the context of sym-
bolic dynamics such an explicit formula for the measure of maximal entropy
has, to the best of our knowledge, previously only been known for subshifts
of finite type, sofic shifts, S-gap shifts [15, Theorem 3.22], and beta shifts
[18]. In the latter case the measure of maximal entropy is the lift of the
Parry measure on a countable full shift. As a consequence of Theorem B
and results in [6] we obtain that the unique measure of maximal entropy of a
beta shift is the G-Bernoulli measure with respect to the natural generating
set G. We refer to Example 3 for more details.

Furthemore, the techniques used in the proof of Theorem B can in some
cases be applied to obtain an explicit formula for a measure of maximal
entropy even when it is not unique. The idea is to use different adaptations
of the generating set for each measure of maximal entropy of the coded shift
X and show that the said measure is G-Bernoulli for the new generating
set. We showcase this approach on the Dyck shift in Example 4. The Dyck
shift is the go-to example of a coded shift where the assumptions of the
uniqueness theorems in [8, 25], as well as Theorem B, fail: for its canonical
generating set we have X ⊂ Xlim and hcon(X) < hres(X). Also, the Dyck
shift does have two ergodic measures of maximal entropy. Despite these
pathological properties, we are able to show that both these measures are
G-Bernoulli with respect to slightly modified generating sets.

We recall that for transitive subshifts of finite type and Hölder continuous
potentials the unique equilibrium state is a Gibbs measure (see (7) for the
definition) which is Bernoulli [5]. It turns out that in the case of intrinsic
ergodicity of a coded shift X, the measure of maximal entropy µmax in
Theorem B does not, in general, have the Gibbs property (see Example 1).

As a consequence of Theorem B we obtain a formula for the topological
entropy of a large class of coded shifts. Namely, under the assumptions of
Theorem B we obtain that htop(X) = log λ∗ where λ∗ is the unique solution
of the characteristic equation

(3)
∑

g∈G
λ−|g| = 1,

see Lemma 6. We note that (3) generalizes several papers in the literature
with similar formulas for the topological entropy of certain classes of coded
shift spaces, e.g., [2, 6, 9, 13, 22, 25, 29]. The origin of (3) can be traced
back to the loop method for computing the entropy of a subshift of finite
type developed by Peterson [26] in 1986, and, in particular, (3) appears in
[25, Theorem 1.3] under a special condition on the coded shift space.

One consequence of the entropy formula (3) is that X is an almost-sofic
shift, that is, there exists an increasing sequence of sofic shifts Xm ⊂ X such
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that limm→∞ htop(Xm) = htop(X). In fact, in the setting of Theorem B one
can take Xm = Xm(G(m)) where G(m) = {g1, . . . , gm} ⊂ G. We refer to [26]
for more details about almost-sofic shifts.

It is a well-known fact that transitive sofic shifts satisfy the entropy-
minimality property, i.e., every proper subshift must have strictly smaller
topological entropy, see, e.g., [21]. We show that this result does not gen-
eralize to almost sofic shifts. Namely, we construct in Example 2 an almost
sofic coded shift X which contains two disjoint proper subshifts Z1 and Z2

with htop(Z1) = htop(Z2) = htop(X).
Recall that Xcon is not closed and in particular not a shift space. There-

fore, Theorem B combined with the fact that Xcon is not a subshift implies
the following:

Corollary. Suppose a coded shift X has a measure of maximal entropy
which assigns full measure to a subshift Y ⊂ X with Y 6= X. Then
hcon(X) ≤ hres(X) for any generating set G with X = X(G), and which
uniquely represents Xcon(G).

We note that the corollary above is sharp. This follows from Example 2.
We also consider the uniqueness of equilibrium states of hyperbolic Hölder

continuous potentials. In particular, we show that if the entropy h(G) of the
generating set G satisfies

h(G) def
= lim sup

n→∞

1

n
log |{g ∈ G : |g| = n}| = 0

and the pressure of a hyperbolic Hölder continuous potential φ on the con-
catenation set is greater than the pressure of φ on the residual set, then
φ has a unique equilibrium state which is the lift of the invariant Gibbs
measure on the associated induced system. We refer to Theorem 4 for more
details.

As mentioned above, Theorem B and Theorem 4 are not the first re-
sults about unique measures of maximal entropy and equilibrium states for
coded shifts. Indeed, Climenhaga [8], Climenhaga and Thompson [10, 11]
and Pavlov [25] obtained uniqueness results under the assumption that the
topological entropy (respectively pressure) of X exceeds the entropy of the
limit set Xlim. From the measure theoretical perspective this means that
the concatenation entropy (respectively pressure) is greater than that of
the limit set. The approach of the above works is to generalize the classi-
cal specification-based methods of Bowen by considering weaker versions of
specification. They successfully establish and study the unique measure of
maximal entropy (respectively equilibrium state) in this case.

A key difficulty for the applicability of the Climenhaga, Thompson, Pavlov
[8, 10, 11, 25] results is thatXcon andXlim are in general not disjoint. In fact,
for many classes of coded shift spaces the limit set contains the concatenation
set and consequently the results in [25, 10, 11, 8] do not apply to obtain
results about the uniqueness of entropy maximizing measures or equilibrium
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states. We illustrate this in Theorem C below, which is a combination of
Theorem 2 and Corollary 3 in Sections 3 and 5, respectively. We show that
for any coded shift space X with htop(X) > htop(Xlim), there are infinitely

many coded shift spaces X̃ ”close” to X such that X̃ ⊂ X̃lim holds while

Theorem B still applies to X̃ and guarantees the uniqueness of the measure
of maximal entropy. Consequently, Theorem B significantly extends the
results of Climenhaga, Thompson and Pavlov.

Theorem C. Let X = X(G) be a coded shift such that G uniquely repre-
sents Xcon and htop(X) > htop(Xlim). Then for every ǫ > 0 there exists a

generating set G̃ such that the coded shift X̃ = X(G̃) contains X, and has
the following properties:

(i) G̃ uniquely represents X̃con;

(ii) X̃ ⊂ X̃lim;

(iii) hres(X) = hres(X̃) < hcon(X̃);

(iv) htop(X) < htop(X̃) < htop(X) + ǫ.

We note that Theorem 2 is in fact a more general result than Theorem
C. In some sense this theorem can be considered as a local structure result
for the concatenation and residual entropy of coded shift spaces.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we review some basic
concepts from symbolic dynamics and the thermodynamic formalism. Sec-
tion 3 is devoted to the study of the concatenation and residual entropy
for coded shift spaces. In particular, we present the proof of the flexibility
result Theorem A and the local structure result Theorem 2. In Section 4,
we introduce and study G-cylinders and so-called G-Bernoulli measures for
coded shift spaces. We also show that both the concatenation set and the
residual set are Borel. The proof of Theorem B concerning the uniqueness
of the measure of maximal entropy for coded shift spaces is presented in
Section 5. In addition, several examples are constructed which emphasize
various aspects of our results. Lastly, in Section 6 we derive results for the
uniqueness of equilibrium states for hyperbolic Hölder continuous potentials.

2. Preliminaries

We continue to use the notation from Section 1. We consider shift spaces
over a (fixed) finite alphabet A. Let A∗ =

⋃
n∈N0

An be the set of all finite
words over A. The length of the word w ∈ A∗ is denoted by |w|, whereas
the empty word has length zero. Given u, v ∈ A∗ we write uv for the
concatenation of the words u and v. For x = (xi)i∈Z ∈ AZ and integers
n < m we use the notation x[n,m] for the word xn . . . xm and x[n,m) for
the word xn...xm−1. With a slight abuse of notation we also allow n = −∞
and m = ∞, i.e., we consider the rays x(−∞,m], x(−∞,m), x[n,∞] and
x(n,∞). The cylinder of the word w ∈ A∗ is the subset of AZ given by
[w] = {x ∈ AZ : x[0, |w|) = w}.
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We briefly review some relevant definitions from the thermodynamic for-
malism, see [23, 32] for detailed accounts. Let X be a shift space with shift
map σ : X → X. Endowing X with the Tychonov product topology makes
X into a compact and metrizable topological space. In fact, the (standard)
metric given by

(4) d(x, y)
def
= 2−min{|k| : xk 6=yk}

induces the Tychonov product topology on X. We denote the set of X-

admissible words of length n by Ln(X). We call L(X)
def
=
⋃∞

n=0Ln(X) the
language of X. Given µ ∈ Mσ(X), the measure-theoretic entropy of µ is
defined by

(5) hσ(µ) = lim
n→∞

− 1

n

∑

w∈L(X,n)

µ([w]) log(µ([w])),

omitting terms with µ([w]) = 0. Let φ ∈ C(X,R). For n ≥ 1, we define the
n-th partition function Zn(φ) at φ by

Zn(φ) =
∑

w∈Ln(X)

exp

(
sup
x∈[w]

Snφ(x)

)
,

where

Snφ(x)
def
=

n−1∑

k=0

φ(σk(x)).

We observe that the sequence (logZn(φ))n≥1 is subadditive, see, e.g., [23].
The topological pressure of φ with respect to the shift space X is defined by

(6) Ptop(X,φ) = lim
n→∞

1

n
logZn(φ) = inf

{
1

n
logZn(φ) : n ≥ 1

}
.

Moreover, htop(X) = Ptop(X, 0) denotes the topological entropy of σ. We
sometimes consider the topological pressure simultaneously on different shift
spaces X, i.e., X may be a (one-sided or two-sided) shift space over a finite
or countable infinite alphabet. However, when it is clear from the context we
suppress X in the notation of the pressure and write Ptop(φ) for Ptop(X,φ).

Let φ ∈ C(X,R). Recall that a Borel probability measure m on X is a
Gibbs measure for φ if there exist constants M > 1 and Pm such that for
all n ∈ N, w ∈ Ln(X), and x ∈ [w]

(7) M−1 ≤ m([w])

exp(Snφ(x)− nPm)
≤M.

Moreover, for every Gibbs measure m of φ, Pm = Ptop(φ). In case the
potential φ is clear from the context we simply say that m is Gibbs. If
additionally a Gibbs measure is shift-invariant, we say it is an invariant
Gibbs measure. We refer to [5] and [23] for more details.

In this paper we also make use of the measure-theoretic entropy, the
topological pressure and Gibbs measures for the one-sided full shift (Y +, σ)
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and two-sided full shift (Y, σ) over a countable infinite alphabet, i.e., Y + =
N
N0 and Y = N

Z, respectively. We note that in the countable infinite
alphabet case the definitions for the measure-theoretic entropy, topological
pressure and Gibbs measures are identical to the definitions (5), (6) and (7),
see [23] for details. We note that in the countable infinite alphabet case the
quantities in (5) and (6) can be infinite. In particular, the infimum in (6)
may be taken over a set of infinities which is infinity.

3. Flexibility of the Residual Set

We fix an arbitrary nonempty set of finite words G ⊂ A∗. The coded shift
with the generating set G is the smallest subshift of AZ which contains all
bi-infinite concatenations of the elements of G. We denote this subshift by
X(G). Then X(G) can be naturally decomposed into two disjoint subsets:
the concatenation set Xcon(G) consisting of the concatenations of the words
from G and the residual set Xres(G) consisting of the points added toXcon(G)
under the closure operation. More precisely, we define

Xcon(G) = {x ∈ AZ : ∃(ki)i∈Z ⊂ Z, ki < ki+1 : x[ki, ki+1) ∈ G}
Xres(G) = X(G) \Xcon(G).

We say that a generating set G uniquely represents Xcon if for each x ∈
Xcon(G) there is only one set of integers {ki : i ∈ Z} satisfying the above
property. It was shown in [3] that we can always find a generating set G′ so
that X(G′) = X(G) and G′ uniquely represents Xcon. Therefore, we always
assume that our generating set G uniquely represents the concatenation set
of the coded shift X(G). One might think about the set G as a “countable
alphabet” for Xcon(G). We use some of the analogous notations, e.g., for
W ⊂ G we writeW ∗ for the set of all finite concatenations of the elements in
W . Since the generating set G is fixed, we frequently omit it in our notation
and write X for X(G), Xcon for Xcon(G), Xres for Xres(G), etc.

Another important subset of X(G), which was considered by Climenhaga
and Pavlov [8, 25], is the limit set defined by
(8)

Xlim(G) = {x ∈ AZ : for any k, x[−k, k] is a subword of some word in G}.

Pavlov proved in [25] that µ(Xcon ∪Xlim) = 1 for all µ ∈ Mσ(X), and hence
the concatenation set and the limit set determine the measure-theoretic
dynamics on X. In fact, there are a number of results (e.g., [8, 10, 25]) es-
tablishing various properties (including uniqueness) of measures of maximal
entropy as well as equilibrium states for Hölder potentials which rely on the
strict inequality between the entropy respectively pressure of X and Xlim.
However, the set Xlim might be quite large in general, and even coincide
with the set X itself. This is, for example, the case for the Dyck shift (see
Example 4), which was noted in [25]. The main motivation of the present
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work is to derive sufficient conditions for the uniqueness of measures of max-
imal entropy and equilibrium states based on the disjoint partition of the
coded shift X into its concatenation and residual sets.

It was shown in [6] that in the case when the concatenation entropy is
larger than the residual one we can compute the entropy of X as a limit of
entropies of certain sofic subshifts. Precisely, consider any coded shift X(G)
with an infinite generating set G = {g1, ..., gm, · · · } which uniquely represents
Xcon. Let Xm be coded shifts with generators {g1, ..., gm}. Note that each
Xm is a sofic shift since it has a finite generating set. If hcon(X) > hres(X)
then lim

m→∞
htop(Xm) = htop(X). In contrast to this result we present a

construction of a coded shift X which has any given transitive subshift as
its residual set. Moreover, the entropies of Xm can be made uniformly
bounded above by any given positive number, no matter how small. In
fact, we prove that this number also bounds the concatenation entropy of
X, hence providing a family of examples where a coded shift X satisfies
hcon(X) ≪ hres(X).

Theorem 1. Suppose Z is an irreducible subshift on a finite alphabet A
which is not a full shift. Let ǫ > 0 be given. Then there exists a generating
set G on the same alphabet A such that for X = X(G) the following holds:

(i) G uniquely represents Xcon;
(ii) Z ⊂ Xres, and if µ ∈ Mσ(X) with µ(Xres) = 1 then µ(Z) = 1;
(iii) hcon(X) < ǫ

To prove the theorem, we build the generating set G in such a way that
distinct generating words can not have the same length. We show that
the concatenation entropy in this case is controlled by the sequence of the
cardinalities of elements in G and then vary these cardinalities to achieve
the ǫ-bound for the entropy. It turns out that such statement holds for
any coded shift when the number of the generating words of fixed length is
uniformly bounded. We establish this fact in the next lemma by constructing
an isomorphism between Xcon and a certain generalized version of the S-
gap shift on a large alphabet. Then we use properties of this shift to make
assertions about the invariant measures on Xcon. As a nice by-product of
this approach we obtain a formula for the concatenation entropy of a coded
shift with bounded rate of growth of generating words.

The classical S-gap shift associated with a set S of non-negative integers
on the alphabet {0, 1} consists of strings where the number of 1’s between
any two nearest 0’s must be an element of S. We note that the roles of 0
and 1 are reversed here compared to the convention in the literature, but it
is more convenient for introducing the generalization we need. The entropy
of the S-gap shift is log λ where λ satisfies

(9)
∑

s∈S
λ−(s+1) = 1.



ERGODIC THEORY ON CODED SHIFT SPACES 11

Although the expression (9) for the entropy of the S-gap shift was widely
used, for a period of several decades there was no reference to a proof. It
appears as an exercise in the monograph of Lind and Marcus [21], which
would certainly discourage one from publishing such a result. There is an
incomplete proof by Spandl [29] (fixed years later in [15, Corollary 3.18])
and two alternative proofs are presented in Climenhaga’s blog [9].

For us, the S-gap shift is a coded shift with generating set {01s : s ∈ S}.
The generalization we need for our purpose is the shift Y on the alphabet
{0, ..., d} associated to sets S1, ..., Sd of non-negative integers given by the
generator {0isi : si ∈ Si, i = 1, ..., d}. We find its entropy by applying
Pavlov’s result for coded shifts [25, Theorem 1.3], which, in particular, gives
a nice illustration of the usefulness of the theory. It is easy to see that Ylim
consists of d periodic points of the form (...iii...), so its entropy is zero.

Hence, htop(Y ) satisfies
∑∞

n=1 c(n)e
−nhtop(Y ) = 1 where c(n) is the number

of words in the generator of Y of length n. We can rewrite this equation in
the spirit of (9), so that htop(Y ) = log λ where λ is the unique solution of

(10)
∑

s∈S1

λ−(s+1) + · · ·+
∑

s∈Sd

λ−(s+1) = 1.

Lemma 1. Let X be a coded shift with generator G which uniquely represents
Xcon. Suppose G has a bounded rate of growth, i.e. there is an integer d
such that card{g ∈ G : |g| = n} ≤ d for all n ∈ N. Then hcon(X) = log λ,
where λ is the solution of ∑

g∈G
λ−|g| = 1.

Proof. For n ∈ N denote by G(n) the set of all generating words of length n,
G(n) = {g ∈ G : |g| = n} and let c(n) = card G(n). By our assumptions these
cardinalities are bounded by some constant d, so we adopt d = max{c(n) :
n ∈ N}. We define the gap-size sets Si as

Si = {n ∈ N : c(n+ 1) ≥ i} for i = 1, ..., d.

Suppose that the generating set ofX has r words of length one. We construct
an isomorphism between X and a coded shift on the alphabet {0, ..., d + r}
by identifying generating words of length n ≥ 2 with 0(i)n−1 where 1 ≤ i ≤ d
and words of length 1 with i where d + 1 ≤ i ≤ d + r. Hence, we consider
the coded shift Y generated by

{0isi : si ∈ Si, i = 1, ..., d} ∪ {i : i = d+ 1, ..., d + r},
which is a slight modification of the generalized S-gap shift discussed above.
Application of the Pavlov’s result [25, Theorem 1.3] tells us that

(11)

∞∑

n=1

c(n)e−nhtop(Y ) = 1.

Note that the residual set Yres consists of bi-infinite strings ending or
beginning with an infinite string of a single symbol i ∈ {1, ..., d}. Any ergodic
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shift-invariant measure µ with µ(Yres) 6= 0 is supported on the periodic
points of the form (...iii...). This can be shown by a standard argument of
partitioning the set of points ending with a string of i into subsets YN ={
y ∈ Y : y[N,∞) = 0iii... for some i ∈ {1, ..., d}

}
. Since the sets YN are

disjoint and each YN = σ−N (Y0), we see that µ(YN ) = 0. Similarly, the
set of points beginning with a string of i must have µ-measure zero as well.
Therefore, for any invariant probability measure µ on Y with hσ(µ) > 0 we
have µ(Ycon) = 1.

Next we show that the topological entropy of Y equals the concatenation
entropy of X by establishing an isomorphism between Xcon and Ycon. We
enumerate the words in G(n) so that G(n) = {gn,1, ..., gn,c(n)} and write
τ(gn,i) = i for n > 1 and τ(g1,i) = d+ i. Hence, for a generating word g its
index in the set G(|g|) is given by τ(g). To define the map T : Xcon → Ycon
we represent each element ofXcon as the concatenation of the words from the
generator and then replace each generating word of length 1 by d+i and each
generating word of length greater than 1 by a block of the form 0i(n−1), where
n is the length of the word and i is its index in G(n). Precisely, for every
x ∈ Xcon there is a sequence of integers (kj)j∈Z such that x[kj , kj+1) ∈ G for
all j. Let T (x) = y be so, that for j ∈ Z

y[kj , kj+1) =

{
τ
(
x[kj , kj+1)

)
, if kj+1 − kj = 1

0τ
(
x[kj , kj+1)

)kj+1−kj−1
, otherwise.

Since G uniquely represents Xcon, the sequence (kj) is unambiguously
determined by x ∈ Xcon and the map T is well defined. It follows that T is
one-to-one from the definition of the index map τ and that T is onto from
the construction of the gap-sets Si. Moreover, T (σx) = σT (x). Let µY
be a measure of maximal entropy of Y and consider the pull-back measure
µY ◦T . Then µY (Ycon) = 1 and the systems (X,σ, µY ◦T )) and (Y, σ, µY ) are
measure-theoretically isomorphic, hence the entropy is preserved. It follows
from the fact that µY ◦T (Xcon) = 1 that the concatenation entropy ofX is at
least the topological entropy of Y . On the other hand, if there is an invariant
measure ν on X satisfying ν(Xcon) = 1 and hσ(ν) > htop(Y ) then its push-
forward ν ◦T−1 would be an invariant measure on Y with entropy exceeding
htop(Y ), which is a contradiction. We conclude that hcon(X) = htop(Y ).

We now apply formula (11) for the entropy of Y and conclude that
hcon(X) = log λ where λ must satisfy

∑

g∈G
λ−|g| = 1.

�

Suppose a coded shift X satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 1 and has an
infinite generating set G. We enumerate the elements of G, so that G = {gi :
i ∈ N} and consider coded shifts Xm which are generated by {g1, ..., gm}.
Since no elements have to be added in the closure of the concatenation part
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of Xm these shifts are often easier to control than X. It follows from the
previous lemma that the topological entropy of Xm and the concatenation
entropy of X are given by log λm and log λ∗ respectively, where λm and λ∗
satisfy

m∑

i=1

λ−|gi|
m = 1 and

∞∑

i=1

λ
−|gi|
∗ = 1.

We conclude that (λm)m is an increasing sequence with limm→∞ λm = λ∗.
Thus, we obtain the following:

Corollary 1. Let X be a coded shift with generating set G = {gi : i ∈ N}
which uniquely represents Xcon and has a bounded rate of growth. Then

lim
m→∞

htop(Xm) = hcon(X),

where Xm are the coded shifts generated by {g1, ..., gm}.
We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem 1. We fix a word a which is not in L(Z), but every proper
subword of a is in L(Z). Such a word exists and can be chosen to have length
at least two since Z is not a full shift. Denote by s the first symbol of a
and let ã be such that sã = a. Since Z is irreducible, for each n we can
find a word wn ∈ L(Z) which contains all words in Ln(Z) as subwords.
Furthermore, we inductively select a sequence of words (gn)n∈N in L(Z)
with the following properties:

(i) gn starts with ã and ends with s;
(ii) gn contains wn as a subword;
(iii) |gn+1| > |gn|.

We let nk = k⌈1ǫ ⌉, where ⌈.⌉ is the ceiling function, and define the generating
set G = {gnk

: k ∈ N}. We note that every generator gnk
starts with

the word ã and ends with the symbol s. Since a = sã /∈ L(Z) it follows
that no bi-infinite concatenation of generators in G belongs to Z. Hence,
Xcon(G) ∩ Z = ∅. On the other hand, for any z ∈ Z and any i ∈ N, z[−i, i]
is a subword of gnk

whenever nk > 2i and hence z ∈ X(G). It follows that
Z ⊂ Xres(G). In fact, Z ⊂ Xlim(G), where Xlim(G) is defined in (8). Since
G ⊂ L(Z) the opposite inclusion holds as well, so that Z = Xlim. Recall
that for any µ ∈ Mσ(X) we have µ(Xcon ∪Xlim) = 1. If µ(Xres) = 1 then
µ(Z) = µ(Xlim) = 1.

It follows from the construction that G uniquely represents Xcon since the
appearances of the word a within x ∈ Xcon determine unambiguously the
partition of x into a sequence of words from G. To see this we observe that
dependent on the structure of the word a it is possible that there is a word
v in x which is given by finitely many overlapping copies of a. However, by
construction of the generators gn the transition between generators must in
this case occur in the copy of a on the right-hand side of the word v. Hence
we have established the assertions (i) and (ii).
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To verify (iii) we note that the generating words of X = X(G) have
different lengths we can apply Lemma 1 with d = 1. We obtain that
hcon(X) = log λ∗ where λ∗ satisfies the equation

∞∑

k=1

λ−|gnk
| = 1.

To complete the proof we show that any number λ for which log λ ≥ ǫ
cannot be a solution to the above equation. Recall from our construction
that gnk

includes a subword wnk
and hence |gnk

| > nk ≥ k/ǫ by the choice

of the sequence (nk). Then log λ ≥ ǫ implies that λ−|gnk
| < e−k, so that∑∞

i=1 λ
−|gi| < 1. We conclude that hcon(X) = log λ∗ < ǫ, which completes

the proof of the theorem. �

We now present a local structure result for the concatenation and residual
entropy of coded shift spaces.

Theorem 2. Let X = X(G) be a coded shift such that G uniquely represents
Xcon and hcon(X) > hres(X). Then for every ǫ > 0 there exists a generating

set G̃ = G ∪ {fi : i ∈ N}, where the fi’s are finite words with |fi| < |fi+1| for
i ≥ 1, such that the coded shift X̃ = X(G̃) has the following properties:

(i) G̃ uniquely represents X̃con;

(ii) hres(X) = hres(X̃);

(iii) htop(X) < h(X̃con) = htop(X̃) < htop(X) + ǫ;

(iv) X̃ ⊂ X̃lim.

Moreover, it can be arranged for any given sequence (mi)i∈N of positive
integers that |fi| ≥ mi.

Proof. Let G = {gi : i ∈ N} be an enumeration of G. We write G(m) =
{g1, . . . , gm}. Let Xm = X(G(m)). Consider

fm(λ) =
m∑

i=1

λ−|gi|,

which are strictly positive, decreasing and analytic functions on (1,∞) sat-
isfying limλ→∞ fm(λ) = 0. Let λm be the unique solution of fm(λ) = 1 and
let λ∗ = limm→∞ λm. Clearly G(m) has a bounded rate of growth and thus
Lemma 1 implies htop(Xm) = log λm. Moreover, since hcon(X) > hres(X)
we may apply [6, Proposition 28] and obtain

(12) lim
m→∞

htop(Xm) = lim
m→∞

log λm = log λ∗ = htop(X).

Let ǫ > 0 be given. We note that (f ′m)m is a sequence of strictly negative
continuous functions on (1,∞) which is decreasing in m. Hence, there exists
c > 0 such that f ′m(λ) < −c for all λ ∈ [λ∗, λ∗ + 1] and all m ∈ N. Putting
these facts together shows that for every δ > 0 there exists τ > 0 such that
fm(λ∗ + δ) < 1− τ holds for all m ∈ N. Let {mi}i∈N be a strictly increasing
sequence of positive integers. By making the mi larger if necessary we can
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assure that
∑∞

i=1(λ∗ + δ)−mi < τ . Our goal is to define G̃ = G ∪ {fi} with

|fi| = mi. The additional generators fi will be defined below. Let G̃ =

{g̃i : i ∈ N} be an enumeration of G̃ and let f̃m, X̃m, λ̃m and λ̃∗ be defined
analogously as for X. It follows from an elementary calculus argument that

f̃m(λ∗ + δ) ≤ 1 for all m ∈ N. Hence λ̃∗ ≤ λ∗ + δ. By making δ smaller if
necessary and by further increasing the integers mi, we can assure that

(13) lim
m→∞

log(λ̃m) = log(λ̃∗) < log(λ∗) + ǫ.

Next we construct the additional generators fi. Let u, v be distinct words
with |u| = |v| which do not appear in the language of X. Moreover, we
assume that the periodic points pu = u∞∞, pv = v∞∞ have disjoint orbits O(pu)
and O(pv) with prime period |u|. Hence, {pu, pv} ∩ X = ∅. We note that
the prime period condition can be guaranteed by selecting |u| to be a prime
number. In fact, for any prime number n satisfying |A|n−|Ln(X)| ≥ 2n one
can find such words u and v of length n. The existence of prime numbers
n with this property follows from htop(X) < log |A| which is a consequence
of the entropy-minimality of the full shift. Next we inductively define a
sequence of words (w(i))i∈N and generators

(14) fi = u2
i|w(i)|w(i)v2

i|w(i)|.

Fix g ∈ G with |g| ≥ 3 and define w(1) = g and f1 by (14). For i ≥ 2
define Gi = G ∪ {f1, . . . , fi−1}. We chose w(i) to be a finite concatenation of
generators in Gi which contains all words of length i in X(Gi)

Moreover, we assume that the first and the last generator in w(i) belong
to G. We also assume that w(i) satisfies the following:

(i) |w(i)| ≥ mi;
(ii) |w(i + 1)| > |w(i)| for all i ∈ N;
(iii) w(i) ⊂ w(i+ 1) for all i ∈ N.

We now define G̃ = G∪{fi : i ∈ N} and X̃ = X(G̃). It follows from property
(ii) and Equation (14) that |fi| < |fi+1| for all i ≥ 1. We introduce some

notation. We say x ∈ X̃ contains a finite chain of generators fi1 ⊂ fi2 ⊂
· · · ⊂ fil if there exist rl < rl−1 < · · · < r1 < s1 < s2 < · · · < sl such
that x[rj , sj] = fij for all j = 1, . . . , l. Moreover, we say a finite chain of
generators fi1 ⊂ fi2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ fil of x is maximal if the chain cannot be
extended to a larger finite chain of generators of x. Analogously, we say x
contains an infinite chain of generators fi1 ⊂ fi2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ fil ⊂ fil+1

⊂ · · ·
if there exist · · · < rl+1 < rl < · · · < r1 < s1 < · · · < sl < sl+1 < · · · such
that x[rj, sj ] = fij for all j ∈ N. It follows readily from the definition of

the generators fi that x ∈ X̃con cannot have infinite chains of generators
in {fi : i ∈ N}. Moreover, if fi1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ fil is a maximal finite chain of

generators of x ∈ X̃con then fil = x[ril , sil ] is the only possibility in the

representation of x as a concatenation of generators in G̃. To see this we
notice that by (14) the precise 2il |w(il)|-times concatenation of u occurs
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at the beginning of fil . Moreover, this representation is unique since by
maximality of the chain, the generator fil cannot be a subword of a larger
generator fil+1

. Here we also use the fact that pu and pv are of prime period

|u|. Putting these properties together implies that G̃ uniquely represents

X̃con. Further, if x ∈ X̃con and n ∈ N, then there exists N ∈ N such that

x[−n, n] ⊂ fi for all i ≥ N which implies X̃con ⊂ X̃lim. In fact, we have

proved that X̃ ⊂ X̃lim.

To complete the proof we have to show that hres(X) = hres(X̃). This is a
consequence of the following claim.

Claim: If µ is an ergodic invariant measure with µ(X̃res \Xres) = 1 then
µ = µpu or µ = µpv .

Let µ be an ergodic invariant measure with µ(X̃res\Xres) = 1. This means

that µ(X̃res \X) = 1. Every element of the set X̃res \X has either u or v as

a subword. Then we take Y = X̃lim ∩ (X̃res \X) and conclude from Lemma
4.1 in [25] that µ(Y ) = 1. We recall that

X̃lim = {x ∈ X̃ : ∀n ∈ N ∃g̃(n) ∈ G̃, x[−n, n] ⊂ g̃(n)}.
We first consider the set of points in Y which contain an infinite (one-sided

or two-sided) concatenation of u’s or v’s. We have the following possibilities:

(i) O(pu) and O(pv);

(ii) {u∞gk1gk2gk3 · · · : gkj ∈ G̃} and {v∞gk1gk2gk3 · · · : gkj ∈ G̃};
(iii) {. . . gk−3

gk−2
gk−1

v∞ : gkj ∈ G̃} and {. . . gk−3
gk−2

gk−1
u∞ : gkj ∈ G̃}.

We note that the sets in (i)-(iii) are shift invariant. If µ puts full measure
on one of the periodic orbits in (i) then there is nothing to prove. Moreover,
it follows from standard arguments that µ cannot put positive measures on
either of the sets in (ii) and (iii). It remains to consider the set of points
x ∈ Y which only contain finite concatenations of u and v. We observe
that µ puts zero measure on the set of points x which only contain finite
chains of generators in {fi : i ∈ N}. This can be seen by evaluating the
following cases: First, the set of points x that have infinitely many maximal
finite chains of generators in {fi : i ∈ N} expanding in a negative and
positive direction cannot have positive µ-measure since these points belong

to X̃con. Here we also use the fact that by construction of the generators fi,
these finite maximal chains of generators can not overlap. Second, the sets
of points x which have infinitely many maximal finite chains of generators
in {fi : i ∈ N} which expand either in positive or in negative direction
cannot carry positive µ-measure. This follows from a standard argument
applying the σ-invariance of µ. Finally, the set of points x which only have
finitely many maximal finite chains of generators can also not carry positive
µ-measure.

It remains to consider the set YF (∞) of points x which contain an infinite
chain of generators in {fi : i ∈ N}. Note that YF (∞) is shift invariant.
Suppose that µ puts positive (and hence full) measure on YF (∞). It follows
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from Birkhoff’s Ergodic Theorem that the set of µ-generic points in YF (∞)
is of full µ measure. Let x ∈ YF (∞) be a µ-generic point, that is,

(15) µx(n) =
1

n

n−1∑

k=0

δσk(x) → µ for n→ ∞,

where the limit is taken in the weak∗ topology. We will show that (15) is
not possible. It follows from the definition of having an infinite chain of
generators in {fi : i ∈ N} that for sufficiently large l ∈ N, the point x is of
the form

(16) x = · · · u2il |w(il)|x−rx−r+1 · · · .x0x1x2 · · · x|w(il)|−r−1v
2il |w(il)| · · ·

for some r = r(l) > 0. In particular r < |w(il)|. Let φ ∈ C(X̃,R), N ∈ N

and δ > 0. Let C = sup{|φ(y)− φ(ỹ)| : y, ỹ ∈ X̃} <∞. We now select il as
in Equation (16) with the following additional properties: We require that

|φ(y)− φ(ỹ)| < δ

2
whenever y[−s, s] = ỹ[−s, s],

where s = |v| |w(il)|. We further require that n = |v| |w(il)|(2i−1)+|w(il)|−
r > N and that the following inequality holds:

1

n

(
(|v| |w(il)|+ |w(il)| − r)C + |v| |w(il)|(2il − 2)

δ

2

)
< δ.

Let t = |v| |w(il)|+ |w(il)| − r. Then

∣∣∣∣
∫
φdµx(n)−

∫
φdµpv

∣∣∣∣ =
1

n

∣∣∣∣∣

n−1∑

k=0

φ(σk(x))− n

∫
φdµpv

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ 1

n

∣∣∣∣∣

t−1∑

k=0

φ(σk(x))− t

∫
φdµpv

∣∣∣∣∣

+
1

n

∣∣∣∣∣

n−1∑

k=t

φ(σk(x))− (n− t)

∫
φdµpv

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ C

n
(|v| |w(il)|+ |w(il)| − r)

+
1

n
|v| |w(il)|(2il − 2)

δ

2
< δ.

Since φ,N and δ were arbitrary we conclude that µx(n) can not converge
to a measure which puts full measure on YF (∞). This proves the claim

which implies hres(X) = hres(X̃). We conclude that hres(X̃) < hcon(X̃). By

applying [6, Proposition 28] to X̃ we deduce that log(λ̃∗) = htop(X̃). Finally,

we conclude from equation (13) that htop(X) < htop(X̃) < htop(X) + ǫ. �
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4. Topological Structure Arising from Coding

Let X be a coded shift space with a generating set G. For g ∈ G we define

[g] = {x ∈ X : x = · · · x−1.x0x1 · · · with xi ∈ A and x0x1...x|g|−1 = g};
JgK = {x ∈ X : x = · · · g−2g−1.g0g1g2 · · · with gi ∈ G and g0 = g}.

Hence, [g] is the standard cylinder set of the word g in X, whereas JgK is a
set of all points in Xcon which have a representation as a concatenation of
the elements of the generating set in which g appears starting at the zeroth
coordinate. Note that JgK depends on a particular choice of the generating
set G for X, therefore we call the sets of this type G-cylinders. Assume now
that G uniquely represents Xcon. We define

(17) E = E(G) =
⋃

g∈G
JgK.

It follows from (17) and the shift invariance of Xcon that

(18) Xcon =
⋃

n∈Z
σn(E),

however the sets on the right-hand side of (18) are in general not disjoint.
The next lemma provides a decomposition of Xcon into countably many
disjoint sets.

Lemma 2. Let X be a coded shift with the generating set G. If G uniquely
represents Xcon then

(19) Xcon =
⋃

g∈G

|g|−1⋃

k=0

σkJgK,

and the sets in this decomposition are pairwise disjoint.

Proof. Since G uniquely represents the elements in Xcon(G) the identity (19)
follows from the definitions of G-cylinders, the set E andXcon. Moreover, we
have JgK∩ JhK = ∅ for g 6= h, g, h ∈ G and in case |g| > 1 also σkJgK∩ JhK = ∅
for 1 ≤ k ≤ |g| − 1 and any h ∈ G. This follows because σkJgK ∩ E = ∅
for 1 ≤ k ≤ |g| − 1 and JhK ⊂ E so that σkJgK ∩ JhK = ∅. The cases
σkJgK ∩ σlJhK = ∅ when 1 ≤ k ≤ |g| − 1 and 1 ≤ l ≤ |h| − 1 (and k 6= l if

g = h) are reduced to the previous case by applying σ−min(k,l). �

We need an alternative representation of the set E.We fix an enumeration
of the elements of the generating set G, i.e., G = {gi : i ∈ N}. Then we can
associate with X(G) the full shift on a countable alphabet (Y, σ) = (NZ, σ)
in the following way. Consider the map π : Y → Xcon defined by

(20) π(y) = · · · gy−2
gy−1

.gy0gy1gy2 · · · .
and let E = π(Y ). This definition of E is consistent with (17). Hence, E is
the set of all concatenations of words from G, whose entry at zero is the first
letter of a generator in G. We note that π is a continuous injection. Further
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note that both X and Y endowed with respective metrics defined in (4) are
Polish spaces.

We now show that the concatenation set, the residual set, G-cylinders as
well as the set E are Borel sets.

Lemma 3. Let X be a coded shift with generating set G = {gi : i ∈ N} such
that G uniquely represents Xcon, and let g ∈ G. Then the sets E,Xcon,Xres

and JgK are Borel sets.

Proof. Recall that Y is a Polish space and π is a continuous injection. There-
fore, E = π(Y ) being Borel is a consequence of the Lusin-Suslin Theorem.
Hence by (18), Xcon and Xres are Borel sets as well. It remains to consider
the G-cylinder JgK. Define Yg = π−1(JgK) = {y = . . . y−2y−1.y0y1y2 · · · ∈ Y :
gy0 = g} and note that Yg = [y0] is a Polish subspace of Y . Applying again
the Lusin-Suslin Theorem yields that π(Yg) = JgK is a Borel set. �

We remark that the proof of Lemma 3 does not generalize to the situation
when G does not uniquely represent Xcon. In this case the lack of injectivity
of the map π allows us only to conclude that the sets E and JgK are analytic
rather than Borel. However, one can still show that E, JgK,Xcon,Xres are
universally measurable sets. In particular, these sets are µ-measurable for
all µ ∈ Mσ(X) provided one requires the measures in Mσ(X) to be com-
plete. Since we do not need this result we leave the details to the reader.

Next we extend the notion of G-cylinders to finite concatenations of gener-
ators. Given g0, . . . , gk ∈ G we define extended G-cylinders

Jg0 · · · gkK = {x = · · · g′−1.g
′
0g

′
1 · · · : g′i ∈ G and g′j = gj for j = 0, . . . , k}.

Clearly,

Jg0 · · · gkK =
k⋂

i=0

σ−liJgiK,

where li =
∑i−1

j=0 |gj |. Thus, extended G-cylinders are Borel sets follows from
Lemma 3.

For w ∈ A∗ we define [w]con = [w]∩Xcon. Clearly Jg0 · · · gkK = Jg0 · · · gkK∩
Xcon ⊆ [g0 · · · gk]con.
Lemma 4. Suppose G uniquely represents Xcon. For any w ∈ A∗ the set
[w]con ⊂ Xcon is a countable disjoint union of shifted extended G-cylinders.
Proof. If x ∈ [w]con, then x = · · · g−1g0g1 · · · with gk ∈ G and there is a
word, say g0 · · · gj , which contains w = x[0, |w| − 1] as a subword, so that
j ≤ |w|. There are only countably many such words, and x is contained in

the shifted extended G-cylinder σl(x)Jg0 · · · gkK where the shift σl(x) places
g0 · · · gk so that the subword w starts at position zero. In fact, there may be
several (but finitely many) possibilities that the word w appears in g0 · · · gk.
We conclude that there are finitely many respective shifts and a union of
shifted extended G-cylinders satisfying
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(21)

n(w,g0···gk)⋃

m=1

σlmJg0 · · · gkK ⊂ [w]con.

It is easy to see that each of the shifted extended G-cylinders in the union
is contained in [w]con. By construction every x ∈ [w]con is in one of the sets
in (21) and there are countably many of these sets. We conclude that

[w]con =
⋃

w⊂g0···gk∈G

n(w,g0···gk)⋃

m=1

σlmJg0 · · · gkK

is a countable union of shifted extended G-cylinders. The disjointness of the
cylinders in this union follows readily from similar arguments as in Lemma
4. �

Recall that (shifted) G-cylinders and (shifted) extended G-cylinders are
Borel subsets contained in Xcon. We now define a class of shift invariant
measures which assign full measure to Xcon. Namely, we assign for g ∈ G a
measure pg ∈ [0, 1] to the G-cylinder JgK. We also assume that

∑
g∈G pg =

1. We then extend the probabilities independently to all G-cylinders by
using shift invariance and intersections of G-cylinders. By the generating
property of the G-cylinders this gives a measure, say m, on Xcon, so that
m(Jg0 · · · gkK) = pg0 · · · pgk . We note that the measure m is not necessarily
finite. It follows from Lemma 2 that for any shift invariant measure µ that
assigns full measure to Xcon we have

(22) µ(X) =
∑

g∈G
|g|µ(JgK).

Therefore, in order for the measurem to be finite, we must have
∑

g∈G |g|pg <
∞. In this case we may normalize m to obtain a probability measure on
X. Because of the similarity with classical Bernoulli measures as well as its
dependence on the coding G we call the corresponding measures G-Bernoulli.
This is formalized as follows.

Definition 1. Assume G uniquely represents Xcon. We say a measure µ ∈
Mσ(X(G)) is G-Bernoulli if there exist positive real numbers pg, g ∈ G with∑

g∈G pg = 1 and c =
∑

g∈G |g|pg < ∞ such that for any k ∈ N and any
g0, ..., gk ∈ G we have

µ(Jg0 · · · gkK) =
1

c
pg0 · · · pgk .

5. Uniqueness of Measures of Maximal Entropy

In this section we establish the uniqueness of measures of maximal entropy
for a large class of coded shift spaces. Note that the existence follows from
expansivity of the system. If the generating set consists of finitely many
words then the corresponding coded shift is sofic. Since the properties of
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equilibrium states on sofic shifts are very well understood, for simplicity of
exposition we assume in the following that our generating set is countably
infinite. All our results remain valid when the generating set is finite.

Let X = X(G) be a coded shift such that G uniquely represents Xcon. We
recall the definition of the map π : Y → E in (20). As usual define the first
return time to be rE(x) = min{n ≥ 1 : σn(x) ∈ E} and the induced shift

map σE(x) = σrE(x)(x). The fact that G uniquely represents Xcon implies
that π is invertible. In this case π is a continuous bijection between Y and
E and the following diagram commutes:

(23)

Y Y

E E

σ

π π

σE

We will exploit (23) to relate σE-invariant measures on E to σ-invariant
measures on Y . Let ME be the set of σE-invariant probability measures on
E and let

Mcon = {µ ∈ Mσ(X) : µ(Xcon) = 1}.

It follows from (22) that for any µ ∈ Mcon we have that µ(E) > 0. Hence,
we can define a map i : Mcon → ME by

(24) i(µ) =
1

µ(E)
µ|E .

We will show in the next lemma that the map i is injective and that the
image of Mcon under i is precisely the set

(25) Mind = {µ ∈ ME :
∞∑

i=1

|gi|µ(JgiK) <∞}.

We remark that the formula for a lift of a σE-invariant measure on E to a
σ-invariant measure on X provided below could be deduced from the general
theory for induced systems, see, e.g., [1]. However, the direct proof is fairly
short and we include it for completeness.

Lemma 5. Suppose G = {gi}i∈N uniquely represents Xcon. Then the map
i : Mcon → Mind defined in (24) is a bijection and its inverse l : Mind →
Mcon is given by

l(µ)(A) =

( ∞∑

i=1

|gi|µ(JgiK)
)−1 ∞∑

i=1

|gi|−1∑

j=0

µ(JgiK ∩ σ−j(A)).
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Proof. Note that measure µ̃ given by µ̃(A) =
∑∞

i=1

∑|gi|−1
j=0 µ(JgiK∩ σ−j(A))

is a σ-invariant measure on X. Indeed,

µ̃ ◦ σ−1(A) =

∞∑

i=1

|gi|−1∑

j=0

µ(JgiK ∩ σ−(j+1)(A))

=
∞∑

i=1

|gi|−1∑

j=1

µ(JgiK ∩ σ−j(A)) +
∞∑

i=1

µ(JgiK ∩ σ−|gi|(A))

(26)

Since σ|gi| = σE on JgiK and µ is σE-invariant we obtain that µ(JgiK ∩
σ−|gi|(A)) = µ(σ|gi|JgiK ∩ (A)). Recall that the sets σ|gi|JgiK are pairwise

disjoint, which gives a decomposition E =
⋃∞

i=1 σ
|gi|JgiK. It follows that

∞∑

i=1

µ(JgiK ∩ σ−|gi|(A)) = µ(E ∩A) =
∞∑

i=1

µ(JgiK ∩A).

Replacing the last term of (26) by this expression and combining the sums
we see that µ̃ ◦ σ−1(A) = µ̃(A) and hence µ̃ is σ-invariant. When µ ∈ Mind

the quantity µ̃(X) =
∑∞

i=1 |gi|µ(JgiK) is finite so that we can normalize µ̃

and obtain that l(µ) = µ̃
µ̃(X) ∈ Mcon.

On the other hand, consider any ν ∈ Mcon and let µ = i(ν). Then by
(22)

∞∑

i=1

|gi|µ(JgiK) =
∞∑

i=1

|gi|
ν(JgiK)

ν(E)
=

1

ν(E)
ν(X) =

1

ν(E)
.

Using Lemma 2 and σ-invariance of ν we see that

ν(A) =

∞∑

i=1

|gi|−1∑

j=0

µ(σjJgiK ∩A) =
∞∑

i=1

|gi|−1∑

j=0

µ(JgiK ∩ σ−j(A))

for any measurable A ⊂ X. Substituting both expressions into the formula
for the lift map l we obtain

l◦i(ν)(A) = ν(E)

∞∑

i=1

|gi|−1∑

j=0

ν(JgiK ∩ σ−j(A))

ν(E)
=

∞∑

i=1

|gi|−1∑

j=0

µ(σjJgiK∩A) = ν(A).

�

To deduce the existence and uniqueness of the measures which maximize
the concatenation entropy we utilize the relationship (23) between the sys-
tems (E, σE) and (Y, σ) and the ergodic theory for shifts with countable
alphabet developed in [23, 27]. In [23] Mauldin and Urbanski proved that a
Hölder potential ψ defined on a one-sided shift with countable alphabet NN
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has a unique equilibrium state (which is also Gibbs) whenever

∞∑

i=1

exp(supψ|[i]) <∞(27)

and
∞∑

i=1

inf(−ψ|[i]) exp(inf ψ|[i]) <∞(28)

hold, where [i] denotes the one-sided cylinder of i ∈ N, i.e. [i] is the set
of all elements of NN with first coordinate i. Here we say (following [23])
that a potential ψ on a shift with a countable alphabet is Hölder if there are
constants C and α such that for any y′ and y′′ with y′0 = y′′0 we have |ψ(y′)−
ψ(y′′)| ≤ Cd(y′, y′′)α. Here d(., .) is the standard metric on X defined in (4).
Note that the inequality must hold only when y′0 = y′′0 , which differs from
the case of a finite alphabet. Although our shift Y is two-sided, our potential
ψ will not depend on the backward history (it is constant on cylinders of
length one) and hence the results from [23] are applicable in our settings.

To estimate the convergence of the above series we use the representation
of the concatenation set of a coded shift as an edge shift for a connected
countable directed graph Γ. The nature of this representation as well as the
way to adapt relevant results from graph theory to our settings is explained
in [25] (also see [26]). We do not repeat it here, but make use of the con-
clusions. Suppose Γ is a countable labeled directed graph associated to the
coded shift X(G) and hG(Γ) is its Gurevich entropy. Then we always have
h(G) ≤ hG(Γ) ≤ htop(X) and

(29)

∞∑

n=1

c(n)e−nhG(Γ) ≤ 1,

where c(n) = card{gi ∈ G : |gi| = n} and h(G) = lim sup 1
n log c(n) as before.

Gurevich proved in [16] that the existence of a Borel probability measure
on the edge shift for Γ with entropy hG(Γ) is equivalent to Γ being posi-
tive recurrent. According to the Vere-Jones classification [30] for connected
countable directed graphs this means (in our notation) that

(30)
∞∑

n=1

c(n)e−nhG(Γ) = 1 and
∞∑

n=1

nc(n)e−nhG(Γ) <∞.

Lemma 6. Let X = X(G) be a coded shift such that G = {gi : i ∈ N}
uniquely represents Xcon and hcon(X) > hres(X). Then

∞∑

i=1

e−|gi|htop(X) = 1 and

∞∑

i=1

|gi|e−|gi|htop(X) <∞.

Proof. Consider f(λ) =
∑∞

n=1 c(n)λ
n with c(n) = card{gi ∈ G : |gi| = n}.

Note that the radius of convergence of this power series is e−h(G) and hence
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f is analytic on the interval (−e−h(G), e−h(G)) as is its derivative f ′(λ) =∑∞
n=1 nc(n)λ

n−1.

If h(G) < htop(X) then λ∗ = e−htop(X) ∈ (−e−h(G)), e−h(G))) and the series∑∞
n=1 nc(n)e

−nhtop(X) converges. Now consider coded shifts Xm generated
by {g ∈ G : |g| ≤ m}. It was proven in [6, Proposition 28] that whenever
hcon(X) > hres(X) we have limm→∞ htop(Xm) = htop(X). Since the shifts
Xm have finite generating sets their topological entropies satisfy

m∑

n=1

c(n)e−nhtop(Xm) = 1.

Letting λm = e−htop(Xm) we see from the above that λm → λ∗ and the
functions fm(λ) =

∑m
n=1 c(n)λ

n converge uniformly to f(λ) in the neigh-
borhood of λ∗. Since fm(λm) = 1, we must have f(λ∗) = 1 as well. By

the definitions of f(λ) and λ∗ this means that
∑∞

n=1 c(n)e
−nhtop(X) = 1.

If h(G) = htop(X) then we must necessarily have hG(Γ) = htop(X). By
our assumption htop(X) = hcon(X) and hence at least one of the mea-
sures of maximal entropy on X assigns full measure to Xcon. Applying the
correspondence between Xcon and the edge shift of Γ, we see that the as-
sumptions of Gurevich’s theorem are satisfied. It now follows from (30) that∑∞

n=1 c(n)e
−nhtop(X) = 1 and

∑∞
n=1 nc(n)e

−nhtop(X) <∞.

To conclude the proof of the lemma we observe that
∑∞

i=1 e
−|gi|htop(X) =∑∞

n=1 c(n)e
−nhtop(X) and

∑∞
i=1 |gi|e−|gi|htop(X) =

∑∞
n=1 nc(n)e

−nhtop(X). �

Remark. As a consequence of Lemma 6, (29), and (30) we obtain that
when hcon(X) > hres(X) then the topological entropy of X coincides with
the Gurevich entropy of the countable labeled graph associated to X, i.e.

htop(X) = hG(Γ).

We are now ready to prove Theorem B which we restate here for conve-
nience.

Theorem 3. Let X = X(G) be a coded shift such that G uniquely represents
Xcon and hcon(X) > hres(X). Then X has a unique measure of maximal
entropy µmax, and µmax is G-Bernoulli with pg = exp(−|g|htop(X)) and
c =

∑
g∈G |g| exp(−|g|htop(X)).

Proof. Consider the constant potential φ : X → R given by φ(x) = −htop(X),
so that Ptop(φ) = 0. Let µ be a measure of maximal entropy of X. Then
µ is an equilibrium state of φ and, since hcon(X) > hres(X), we know that
µ ∈ Mcon and i(µ) is well defined. The corresponding induced potential
φE : E → R has the form

φE(x) =

rE(x)−1∑

j=0

φ ◦ σj(x).
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Note that in our notation (20) the first return time rE(x) = |gy0 | where
y = π−1(x). In particular, when x ∈ JgiK we have rE(x) = |gi|. Define
the potential ψ : Y → R by ψ = φE ◦ π, Hence, ψ(y) = −|gy0 |htop(X).
We first verify that if µ is a measure of maximal entropy for X, then ν =
(π−1)∗i(µ) is an equilibrium state for ψ. Since any invariant measure admits
an ergodic decomposition we may assume that µ is ergodic and hence assigns
full measure to Xcon. It immediately follows from Lemma 2 that

∫

X
φdµ =

∞∑

i=1

|gi|−1∑

j=0

∫

σjJgiK
φdµ =

∞∑

i=0

∫

JgiK

|gi|−1∑

j=0

φ◦σj dµ = µ(E)

∫

E
φE di(µ).

Since by Abramov’s formula we also have hσ(µ) = µ(E)hσE
(i(µ)), using the

properties of π we obtain that

hσ(ν) +

∫

Y
ψ dν = hσE

(i(µ)) +

∫

E
φE di(µ)

=
1

µ(E)

[
hσ(µ) +

∫

X
φdµ

]

= 0.

Hence, Ptop(ψ) ≥ 0. To show the opposite inequality we use the result from
[23] that Ptop(ψ) = supm∈N Ptop(ψ, Ym), where Ptop(ψ, Ym) is the topologi-

cal pressure of ψ for the dynamical system (Ym, σ) with Ym = {1, ...,m}Z.
Denote by νm the unique equilibrium state of ψ on Ym and let π∗νm be its
pushforward measure on E. Then

∞∑

i=1

|gi|π∗νm(JgiK) =

m∑

i=1

|gi|νm([i]) <∞,

which assures that π∗(νm) ∈ Mind. By Lemma 5 the measure µm = l(π∗νm)

is a σ-invariant probability measure on X for which hσE
(π∗νm) = hσ(µm)

µm(E)

and π∗νm(JgiK) =
µm(JgiK)
µm(E) . Keeping in mind that ψ(y) = −|gy0 |htop(X) and

that π∗ preserves the entropy of νm we evaluate

Ptop(ψ|Ym) = hσ(νm) +

∫

Y
ψ dνm

= hσ(νm)− htop(X)

∫

Y
|gy0 | dνm

= hσ(νm)− htop(X)
m∑

i=1

|gi|νm([i])

= hσE
(π∗νm)− htop(X)

m∑

i=1

|gi|π∗νm(JgiK)

=
1

µm(E)

(
hσ(µm)− htop(X)

)
,
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where in the last line we use the fact that
∑m

i=1 |gi|µm(JgiK) = µm(X) = 1.
Since µm is an invariant probability measure on X, the variational principle
implies hσ(µm) − htop(X) ≤ 0. Taking the supremum over m ∈ N we
conclude that Ptop(ψ) = 0.

To establish the uniqueness of the measure of maximal entropy it remains
to be shown that for the potential ψ(y) = −|gy0 |htop(X) the series (27) and
(28) converge. Since ψ(y) = −|gi|htop(X) for all y ∈ [i], these series are

∞∑

i=1

e−|gi|htop(X) and

∞∑

i=1

|gi|e−|gi|htop(X).

The second sum clearly dominates the first. The proof that the second sum
is finite is given in Lemma 6. This shows that the measure of maximal
entropy for X is unique and we denote it by µmax.

Next we show that µmax is G-Bernoulli. Recall that hcon(X) > hres(X).

Therefore, Lemma 6 asserts that htop(X) = log λ∗ where
∑∞

i=1 λ
−|gi|
∗ = 1.

Hence,
∑∞

i=1 exp(−|gi|htop(X)) = 1 and we can consider the Bernoulli mea-
sure ν on Y which assigns the mass pi = exp(−|gi|htop(X)) to the cylinder [i].
It is straight forward to check that ν is an equilibrium state for ψ, and hence,
by uniqueness, µmax coincides with the lift of π∗ν. Applying the formula for
the lift given in Lemma 5 we see that µmax(Jgi1 ...gik K) =

1
cpi1 · · · pik where

c =
∑∞

i=1 |gi|π∗ν(JgiK) =
∑∞

i=1 |gi|pi =
∑∞

i=1 |gi| exp(−|gi|htop(X)). �

We remark that in the last part of the proof we actually show that con-
ditions

∑∞
i=1 e

−|gi|htop(X) = 1 and
∑∞

i=1 |gi|e−|gi|htop(X) < ∞ imply the ex-
istence of a measure of maximal entropy µ ∈ Mcon. Moreover, µ is the
only such measure in Mcon and it is ergodic and G-Bernoulli. The condition
hcon(X) > hres(X) is required to guarantee that there are no measures of
maximal entropy which assign full measure to Xres. We obtain

Corollary 2. Suppose X is a coded shift with generating set G which uniquely
represents Xcon. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) There exists a measure of maximal entropy µ with µ(Xcon) = 1.

(ii)
∑

g∈G e
−|g|htop(X) = 1 and

∑
g∈G |g|e−|g|htop(X) <∞

In this case µ is unique in Mcon, and is G-Bernoulli with pg = e−|g|htop(X)

and c =
∑

g∈G |g|e−|g|htop(X).

This corollary supplies a characterization of the measure of maximal en-
tropy from Mcon in the case when hcon(X) = hres(X). Moreover, it could be
used even in the case hcon(X) < hres(X) by employing another generating
set specifically tailored to a particular measure of maximal entropy. We
illustrate this technique on the Dyck shift in the Example 4.

Assume that X = X(G) is uniquely represented and hcon(X) > hres(X).
We have shown that X has a unique measure of maximal entropy µmax. We
now provide an example which shows that this measure is, in general not a
Gibbs measure.
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Example 1. There exists an intrinsically ergodic coded shift X(G) whose
measure of maximal entropy is G-Bernoulli but not Gibbs.

Proof. We start with a strictly increasing sequence of positive integers {ni}i∈N,
so that limi→∞(ni+1−ni) = ∞. Now let G = {gi : gi = 0ni1ni} and consider
X = X(G). Clearly G uniquely represents Xcon and

0 = hres(X) < hcon(X) = htop(X) < log 2.

We know from Theorem 3 that X has a unique measure of maximal entropy
µmax which is G-Bernoulli and consequently

µmax (JgiK) =
1

c
exp(−|gi|htop(X)) =

1

c
exp(−2nihtop(X)),

with a normalizing constant c. Now for i ∈ N consider the words wi =
0ni+11ni+1, which are subwords of every gj for all j > i. Moreover, there is

a unique 0 ≤ kj < |gj | such that [wi] ∩ σkj JgjK 6= ∅. Since µmax assigns full
measure to Xcon by Lemma 2 we obtain

µmax ([wi])

exp(−2(ni + 1)htop(X))
=

1

exp(−2(ni + 1)htop(X))

∑

j>i

µmax (JgjK)

=
1

c
exp(2(ni + 1)htop(X))

∑

j>i

exp(−2njhtop(X))

=
1

c

∑

j>i

exp(−2(nj − ni − 1)htop(X))

Since by assumption {ni} is monotonically increasing with (ni+1−ni) → ∞
as i→ ∞, the last sum can be made as small as we wish. This violates the
lower bound needed for the Gibbs property, hence µmax is not Gibbs. �

The following example example establishes the existence of a coded shift
X = X(G) which has multiple measures of maximal entropy and satisfies
hcon(X) = hres(X). A similar example (with fewer properties) was given in
[25][Example 5.3]

Example 2. There exists a coded shift X = X(G) such that G uniquely rep-
resents Xcon, hcon(X) = hres(X), and X has precisely three ergodic measures
of maximal entropy. Two of these ergodic measures of maximal entropy are
supported on disjoint proper subshifts Z1, Z2 ⊂ X. The third ergodic measure
of maximal entropy is a G-Bernoulli measure on Xcon.

Proof. Let A = {0, 1, 2, 3, 4}. We will construct a coded shift X over the
alphabet A which has the desired properties. For n ∈ N we define

W (n) = {vw4n : v ∈ {0, 1}n, w ∈ {2, 3}n} ⊂ A3n.

Further, we define G =
⋃

n∈NW (n) and Wn =
⋃n

k=1W (k). Let X = X(G)
and Xn = X(Wn). Clearly, G uniquely represents Xcon.
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It follows from the definitions of Xres and Xlim that the disjoint shift
spaces Z1 = {0, 1}Z, Z2 = {2, 3}Z, and Z3 = {4}Z are contained in Xres ∩
Xlim. Let x ∈ Xlim\(Z1∪Z2∪Z3). Then xmust have precisely one transition
index between rays in Z1, Z2 or Z2, Z3. More precisely, there is i ∈ {1, 2} and
k ∈ Z such that x = x(−∞, k)x[k,∞) = uv, where u is a ray in Zi and v is
a ray in Zi+1. Let µ ∈ Mσ(X) be ergodic with µ(Xres) = 1. It follows from
standard arguments (partitioning into sets with the same transition index
k and using σ-invariance) that µ(Xlim \ (Z1 ∪ Z2 ∪ Z3)) = 0. Using that by
[25, Lemma 4.1] every invariant measure assigns full measure to Xcon ∪Xlim

we deduce that either µ(Z1) = 1 or µ(Z2) = 1 or µ(Z3) = 1 holds. We
conclude that there are precisely two ergodic invariant entropy maximizing
probability measures among all invariant probability measures which assign
full measure to Xres. These are the (12 ,

1
2)-Bernoulli measures µ1 and µ2 on

Z1 and Z2, respectively. Both µ1 and µ2 have measure-theoretic entropy
log 2. This shows that hres(X) = log 2.

Next we show that hcon(X) = log 2. It follows from Lemma 1 that
htop(Xn) = log λn, where λn is the unique solution of the equation

n∑

k=1

22kλ−3k = 1.

Moreover, λn ↑ λ∗ as n→ ∞, where λ∗ is the unique solution of

(31)

∞∑

k=1

22kλ−3k = 1.

A simple calculation shows that λ∗ = 2. Hence, limn→∞ htop(Xn) = log 2
which implies hcon(X) ≥ log 2. Assume that hcon(X) > log 2. Then [6,
Proposition 28] leads to the following contradiction:

log 2 = lim
n→∞

htop(Xn) = hcon(X) > log 2.

We conclude htop(X) = hcon(X) = hres(X) = log 2. In particular, µ1 and
µ2 are the only ergodic measures of maximal entropy which assign full mea-
sure to Xres. It remains to consider the possibility of ergodic measures of
maximal entropy which assign full measure to Xcon. For all g ∈ G we as-
sign pg = e−|g| log 2 to the G-cylinder JgK. We define a measure ν3 on E by
ν3(Jg0 · · · gkK) = pg0 · · · pgk for all g0, · · · , gk ∈ G. Since hcon(X) = hres(X)
we can not directly apply Theorem B. Instead we will show directly that the
lift µ3 of ν3, that is, µ3 = lν3 is an ergodic measure of maximal entropy.

We claim that ν3 is an invariant probability measure on E which can be
lifted to Xcon. Indeed, since |W (n)| = 22n we obtain

ν3(E) =
∑

g∈G
ν3(JgK) =

∑

g∈G
e−|g| log 2 =

∞∑

n=1

22ne−3n log 2 =

∞∑

n=1

2−n = 1.

Using (23) we observe that ν3 is measure-theoretic isomorphic to a Bernoulli
measure on the two-sided countable alphabet full-shift Y . This shows that
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ν3 is shift invariant. Next we show that ν3 can be lifted to the measure µ3
on X by showing that the normalizing constant c is finite. To see this we
observe that the number of elements in G with length 3n is 22n and conclude
that

c =
∑

g∈G
|g|pg =

∞∑

n=1

3n · 22n · e−3n log 2 = 3

∞∑

n=1

n2−n = 6.

Hence µ3 is well-defined and µ3(E) = c−1 = 1/6. Next, we calculate the
measure-theoretic entropy hσE

(ν3). By applying the fact that ν3 is (up to
conjugacy) a Bernoulli measure we obtain

hσE
(ν3) = −

∑

g∈G
ν3(JgK) log(ν3(JgK)

= −
∑

g∈G
e−|g| log 2 log e−|g| log 2

=

∞∑

n=1

22n2−3n3n log 2

= 3 log 2

∞∑

n=1

n2−n = 6 log 2.

Since µ3(E) = 1
6 Abramov’s formula yields hσ(µ3) = log 2. We conclude

that µ3 is an ergodic measure of maximal entropy on X and is G-Bernoulli.
Having established the existence of a measure of maximal entropy that as-
signs full measure to Xcon its uniqueness follows from Corollary 2. This
completes the proof. �

Next we consider beta shifts and analyze the corresponding measures of
maximal entropy. Our goal is to apply Corollary 2 to derive an explicit
formula for the measure of maximal entropy. We briefly review some basic
facts about beta shifts, see, e.g., [6, 10] and the references therein for more
details. Let β > 1 be a real number. The beta shift Xβ is the natural coding
space associated with the β-transformation fβ : [0, 1) → [0, 1) defined by
fβ(x) = βx (mod 1). If β ∈ N, then Xβ is the full shift with β symbols.
Therefore, we may assume that β is not an integer.

One method to define Xβ is as the set of paths on the countable directed
labeled graph Γβ. We briefly review this method. Given x ≥ 0 let ⌊x⌋ denote
the integer part of x. The beta shift Xβ is a one-sided subshift over the
alphabet A = {0, . . . , ⌊β⌋}. We denote the lexicographic order on one-sided
shift spaces by �. There exists a unique sequence b = b(β) = (b1b2b3 · · · )
which is the lexicographic supremum over all solutions of

(32)

∞∑

n=1

bnβ
−n < 1.
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We note that Xβ is sofic if and only if b is eventually periodic, see e.g. [19].
Thus, we may assume that b is not eventually periodic. In this case b could
be defined by considering (32) as equality. The Beta shift is characterized
by the following condition:

x ∈ Xβ ⇐⇒ σn(x) � b(β) for all n ∈ N0

Every beta shift can be presented as a countable directed labeled graph Γβ

which is completely determined by b = b(β). We denote the vertices of Γβ

by vn for n ∈ N. For each n ∈ N, we add an edge from vn to vn+1 and label
it with bn. Moreover, for all n ∈ N and i = 0, . . . , bn − 1, we add an edge
from vn to v1 and label it with i. The beta shift Xβ coincides with the set
of sequences of labels associated with the set of infinite paths on Γβ that
start at v1. An example of such a graph Γβ is depicted in Figure 1.

v1 v2 v3 v4 v5
12 2 0 1

0

1

0

0

01

Figure 1. A graph representation of a beta shift.

Since Xβ is a one-sided shift space, we can not directly apply our results
for coded shifts. We can, however, use the graph Γβ as a representation

to associate to Xβ a two-sided shift space X̂β given by all bi-infinite paths

on Γβ. It follows that X̂β defined as the closure of the set of bi-infinite
sequences of labels associated with bi-infinite paths on Γβ is a two-sided

shift space which has the same language as Xβ. It is shown in [6] that X̂β

is a coded shift with generating set

Gβ = {g(j, i) = b1 · · · bji : i < bj+1} ∪ {i : i < b1}
which uniquely represents X̂β,con. There is a natural measure-theoretic en-

tropy preserving bijection I : Mσ(X̂β) → Mσ(Xβ) defined by I(µ) = µ+

where µ+([w]) = µ([w]) for all w ∈ L(Xβ). Recall that htop(Xβ) = log β.
It is shown in [18] that Xβ has a unique measure of maximal entropy µ+max.
Since I is an entropy preserving bijection it follows from the variational
principle that µmax = I−1(µ+max) is the unique measure of maximal entropy

of X̂β . We have the following result.

Example 3. Let β > 1 be a non-integral real number which is not eventually

periodic. Let X̂β denote the coded shift with generating set Gβ which is
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associated with Xβ . Then X̂β has a unique measure of maximal entropy µmax

which is Gβ-Bernoulli with pg = β−|g| and c =
∑

g∈Gβ
|g|β−|g|. Moreover,

µ+max = I(µmax) is the unique measure of maximal entropy of the beta shift
Xβ.

Proof. We already know that X̂β and Xβ have unique measures of maximal
entropy µmax and µ+max, respectively. We compute

∑

g∈Gβ

e−|g|htop(Xβ) =
∑

g∈Gβ

e−|g| log β =

∞∑

n=1

bne
−n log β =

∞∑

n=1

bn
βn

= 1,

and
∑

g∈G
|g|e−|g|htop(X) =

∞∑

n=1

nbne
−n log β =

∞∑

n=1

nbn
βn

≤ ⌊β⌋
∞∑

n=1

n

βn
<∞.

This shows that condition (ii) in Corollary 2 holds. We conclude that µmax

is the Gβ-Bernoulli measure with pg = β−|g| and c =
∑

g∈Gβ
|g|β−|g|. �

We note that the unique measure of maximal entropy of the beta shift
Xβ corresponds to the unique absolutely continuous invariant probability
measure νβ of the β-transformation fβ on the interval. A description for νβ
is given by Parry [24].

We finish this section with a comparison of Theorem 3 and results of Cli-
menhaga [8] and Pavlov [25]. We note that definition (8) of Xlim implies that
Xlim is a shift space. In [8, 25] the uniqueness of the measure of maximal
entropy is established under the assumption htop(Xlim) < htop(X). Similar
uniqueness results hold for equilibrium states of Hölder continuous poten-
tials, see [8]. We have established in Theorem 2 examples of coded shifts
X(G) for which Theorem B guarantees the uniqueness of the measure of
maximal entropy but the results of Climenhaga/Pavlov cannot be applied
since Xcon ⊂ Xlim holds. The following observation shows that Theorem
B is actually an extension of the corresponding result by Climenhaga and
Pavlov.

Corollary 3. Let X = X(G) be a coded shift such that G uniquely represents
Xcon and htop(Xlim) < htop(X). Then

(33) hres(X) < hcon(X) = htop(X).

Proof. It suffices to prove hres(X) ≤ htop(Xlim) for (33) to hold. Let µ ∈
Mσ(X) with µ(Xres) = 1. If follows from [25, Lemma 4.1] that µ(Xlim) = 1.
Therefore, hσ(µ) ≤ htop(Xlim) follows from the variational principle for the
topological entropy. �
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6. Uniqueness of Equilibrium States

In this section we establish the uniqueness of equilibrium states for hy-
perbolic Hölder continuous potentials. Let (X,G) be a coded shift such that
G uniquely represents Xcon. Recall that

h(G) = lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log c(n),

where c(n) = card{g ∈ G : |g| = n}. We consider the case h(G) = 0.
As before, Mσ(X) denotes the set of all shift-invariant Borel probability

measures on X. The topological pressure of a continuous potential φ : X →
R satisfies the well-known variational principle, i.e.

(34) Ptop(φ) = sup

{
hσ(µ) +

∫
φdµ : µ ∈ Mσ(X)

}
,

see, e.g., [32] for details. We say that µ ∈ Mσ(X) is an equilibrium state
of φ if hσ(µ) +

∫
φdµ = Ptop(φ). By expansivity of the shift map, φ has

at least one equilibrium state. Moreover, by compactness and convexity of
the space of equilibrium states there exists at least one ergodic equilibrium
state. We say φ is a hyperbolic potential if every equilibrium state of φ has
non-zero entropy.

We define the concatenation pressure of a potential φ by

(35) Pcon(φ) = sup

{
hσ(µ) +

∫
φdµ : µ ∈ Mσ(X) and µ(Xcon) = 1

}
,

and the residual pressure of φ by

(36) Pres(φ) = sup

{
hσ(µ) +

∫
φdµ : µ ∈ Mσ(X) and µ(Xres) = 1

}
.

We continue to use the notation from Section 5. In particular, we denote
by σE : E → E the induced map on E and by i : Mcon → Mind the
bijection with inverse l : Mind → Mcon (see Lemma 5). Moreover, we fix an
enumeration {gi}i∈N of G to define the map π : Y → E (see Equation (23))
which conjugates the countable alphabet two-sided full shift (Y, σ) with σE.

Our main objective in this section is to prove the following result.

Theorem 4. Let X = X(G) be a coded shift such that G uniquely represents
Xcon and h(G) = 0. Let φ be a hyperbolic Hölder continuous potential on X
with Pcon(φ) > Pres(φ). Then φ has a unique equilibrium state µφ. Moreover,
µφ is the lift of the invariant Gibbs measure for the associated potential on
the two-sided countable full shift.

The proof of Theorem 4 relies on similar techniques as the proof of The-
orem 3. Therefore, we primarily discuss the differences in the proof.

From now on we assume that φ : X → R is a Hölder continuous potential.
By replacing φ with φ−Ptop(φ) and noting that φ and φ−Ptop(φ) have the
same equilibrium states we may assume without loss of generality Ptop(φ) =
0. We start with some preliminary results.
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Lemma 7. Let φ be a hyperbolic potential with Ptop(φ) = 0. Then there
exists τ > 0 and N ∈ N such that

Snφ(x) < −nτ
for all x ∈ X and all n ≥ N .

Proof. Suppose the statement does not hold. Then there exists a sequence
{x(m)} ⊂ X and a strictly increasing sequence {lm} ⊂ N such that

1

lm
Slmφ(x(m)) ≥ − 1

m
.

for all m ∈ N. Let µ be a weak∗ accumulation point of the sequence of
measures {µm} given by

µm =
1

lm

lm−1∑

k=0

δσk(x(m))

Then µ is σ-invariant and
∫
φ dµ ≥ 0. It follows from the variational

principle that µ is an equilibrium state with zero entropy. This contradicts
the assumption that φ is a hyperbolic potential. �

Given a continuous potential φ : X → R, analogous as in the proof of
Theorem 3 we define the potential φE : E → R by

(37) φE(x) =

rE(x)−1∑

j=0

φ ◦ σj(x),

where x = . . . g−2(x)g−1(x).g0(x)g1(x)g2(x) . . . and rE(x) = |g0(x)|. More-
over, we define the induced potential ψ : Y → R by ψ = φE ◦π. Recall, that
the k-variation φ : X → R is given by

Vark(φ) := sup{|φ(x) − φ(y)| : (x−k+1, ..., xk−1) = (y−k+1, ..., yk−1)}.
Following [5], we define

FX := {φ : X → R : Vark(φ) < cαk for some c > 0, α ∈ (0, 1), all k ∈ N}.
We use the analogous notation for the potential spaces FY and FY + . As a
direct consequence of the definition of Hölder continuity we obtain:

Lemma 8. If φ : X → R is Hölder continuous then φ ∈ FX .

The next Lemma shows that φ ∈ FX implies ψ ∈ FY . The following
result is standard and we leave the proof to the reader.

Lemma 9. Let X = X(G) such that G uniquely represents Xcon. Then
φ ∈ FX implies ψ = φE ◦ π ∈ FY .

We say that ψ, ψ̃ ∈ FY are cohomologous within the class FY if there

exists u ∈ FY such that ψ(x) = ψ̃(x)− u(x) + u(σ(x)).
We note that the results for the uniqueness of equilibrium states for count-

able alphabets by Mauldin and Urbanski [23], and Sarig [27] are formulated
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for one-sided shift spaces. The following result allows the transition from
the two-sided to the one-sided shift with a countable alphabet.

Lemma 10. Let ψ ∈ FY . Then there exists ψ̃ ∈ FY cohomologous to ψ

within the class FY such that ψ̃(x) = ψ̃(y) whenever xk = yk for all k ∈ N0.

Proof. The result was first stated by Sinai [28] for subshifts of finite type
over finite alphabets. A complete proof of Sinai’s result is given by Bowen
[5, Lemma 1.6]. Bowen’s proof generalizes to the countable alphabet case
without changes. We only include here those details of the proof that are
used later on, see [5, Lemma 1.6] for the complete proof:

Given x ∈ Y define r(x) by r(x)k = xk for k ≥ 0 and r(x)k = x0 for
k ≤ 0. The function u is defined by

(38) u(x) =

∞∑

j=0

(
ψ(σj(x)) − ψ(σj(r(x)))

)
.

It follows that u ∈ FY . Moreover, ψ̃ = ψ − u + u ◦ σ has the desired

properties. This follows from ψ̃ = ψ(r(x)) + v(x), where

(39) v(x) =

∞∑

j=0

(
ψ(σj+1(r(x)))− ψ(σj(r(σ(x))))

)
.

�

We note that Y. Daon presents a proof of Lemma 10 for potentials in the
Walters class rather than Hölder potentials [12, Theorem 3.1]. We further
note that functions in FY are not necessarily bounded since Y has an infinite
alphabet. For example, the unbounded function φ(y) = y0 belongs to FY .
The next result shows that the function u defined in (38) is bounded.

Corollary 4. Let ψ, ψ̃ and u be as in the proof of Lemma 10. Then u is
bounded.

Proof. For x ∈ X and j ≥ 0 we note that σj(r(x)) ∈ σj(x)[−j, j]. Therefore,
the result follows from Equation (38) and the fact that ψ ∈ FY . �

Next we obtain a version of Lemma 7 for the countable alphabet case.

Corollary 5. Let φ : X → R be a hyperbolic potential with Ptop(φ) = 0 and

let ψ = φE ◦ π : Y → R. Let ψ̃ : Y → R be as in Lemma 10. Then there
exists τ > 0 and N ∈ N such that for all x ∈ Y with n = n(x) = |gx0

| ≥ N

we have ψ̃(x) < −nτ .
Proof. The result follows from ψ = φE ◦ π, Lemma 7 and Corollary 4. �

We note that the constants τ and N in Corollary 5 do in general differ
from the corresponding constants in Lemma 7.

Given m ∈ N we define Ym = {1, . . . ,m}Z and consider Ym as a subshift
of Y . We need another auxiliary result.
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Lemma 11. Let ψ ∈ FY . Then Ptop(Y, ψ) = supm∈N Ptop(Ym, ψ|Ym).

Proof. The result is proven in [23, Lemma 2.1.2] for the one-sided countable
alphabet case for acceptable potentials which is a weaker condition than
belonging to FY . The proof in the two-sided countable alphabet case is
entirely analogous. �

Next we describe how to transition from the two-sided countable alphabet
full shift (Y, σ) to the one-sided countable alphabet full shift (Y +, σ) where
Y + = N

N0 . There is a natural bijection b : Mσ(Y ) → Mσ(Y
+) defined by

ν+ = b(ν) where ν+([w]) = ν([w]) for all w ∈ N
n, n ∈ N. Clearly, ν+ is well-

defined since invariant measures are uniquely determined by their values on
cylinders. Further, Equation (5) shows that

(40) hσ(ν) = hσ(ν
+).

Let ψ be a continuous potential on Y with ψ(x) = ψ(y) whenever xk = yk for
all k ≥ 0. We define a continuous potential ψ+ on Y + by ψ+(y+) = ψ(y)
where y ∈ Y with yk = y+k for all k ≥ 0. It follows directly from the
definitions that

(41)

∫
ψ dµ =

∫
ψ+ dµ+.

Hence,

(42) hσ(ν) +

∫
ψ dν = hσ(ν

+) +

∫
ψ+ dν+.

Let ψ be a continuous potential on Y with Ptop(Y, ψ) < ∞. Following
[23] we say ν ∈ Mσ(Y ) is an equilibrium state of ψ if

∫
−ψ dν < ∞ and

Ptop(Y, ψ) = hσ(ν) +
∫
ψd ν. Analogously, we define equilibrium states for

continuous potentials on Y +. We have the following:

Lemma 12. Let ψ : Y → R be a continuous potential with Ptop(Y, ψ) <∞
and ψ(x) = ψ(y) whenever xk = yk for all k ≥ 0. Then Ptop(Y, ψ) =
Ptop(Y

+, ψ+). Moreover, ν ∈ Mσ(Y ) is an equilibrium state of ψ if and
only if ν+ = b(ν) is an equilibrium state of ψ+.

Proof. The statements follow from the definition of the topological pressure
and Equation (42). �

We note that Lemma 12 does not imply the existence of an equilibrium
state of ψ and ψ+, respectively. We are now ready to present the proof of
Theorem 4.

Proof of Theorem 4. Let φ : X → R be a hyperbolic potential. Without loss
of generality (by replacing φ with φ−Ptop(φ)) we may assume Ptop(φ) = 0.
Let ψ = φE ◦ π be the induced potential of φ. It follows from Lemmas

8 and 9 that ψ ∈ FY . Let ψ̃ ∈ FY be the potential associated with ψ,

as in Lemma 10, i.e., ψ̃(x) does not depend on xk for k < 0. Moreover,

let ψ̃+ the potential on Y + associated with ψ̃. Hence, ψ̃+ ∈ FY + . Let
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I : Mcon → Mσ(Y
+) be defined by I(µ) = ((π−1)∗µE)+. It follows from

Lemma 5 that I is injective. Here we also use the facts that (π−1)∗ and
ν 7→ ν+ are injective maps on Mind and Mσ(Y ), respectively. Let µ ∈ Mcon

and ν = (π−1)∗µE . It follows from Abramov’s formula, Lemma 10 and the
definition of ν+ that

hσ(ν) +

∫
ψ dν = hσ(ν) +

∫
ψ̃ dν = hσ(ν

+) +

∫
ψ̃+ dν+

=
1

µ(E)

(
hσ(µ) +

∫
φdµ

)
.

(43)

Let µφ ∈ Mσ(X) be an ergodic equilibrium state of φ. We will show that µφ
is the unique equilibrium state of φ. Since the space of φ-equilibrium states
is compact and convex, it suffices to show that µφ is the unique ergodic
equilibrium state of φ. It follows from Pcon(φ) > Pres(φ) that µφ(Xcon) = 1,
that is, µφ ∈ Mcon.

We claim that Ptop(Y, ψ) = Ptop(Y, ψ̃) = Ptop(Y
+, ψ̃+) = 0.

To prove the claim we first show Ptop(Y
+, ψ̃+) = 0. Let ν+φ = I(µφ).

Thus, by (43), hσ(ν
+
φ ) +

∫
ψ̃+ dν+φ = 0. Therefore, Ptop(Y

+, ψ̃+) ≥ 0 fol-

lows from the variational principle for countable alphabet one-sided shift

spaces, see [23, Theorem 2.1.8]. The inequality Ptop(Y
+, ψ̃+) ≤ 0 fol-

lows analogously as in the proof of Theorem 3 (also see [6, Proposition

29]) by approximating Ptop(Y
+, ψ̃+) with the pressure Ptop(Y

+
m , ψ̃

+|Y +
m
),

where Y +
m = {1, . . . ,m}N0 , and taking the limit m→ ∞. We conclude that

Ptop(Y
+, ψ̃+) = 0 and that ν+φ is an equilibrium state of ψ̃+. The iden-

tity Ptop(Y, ψ̃) = Ptop(Y
+, ψ̃+) holds by Lemma 12. Finally, the identity

Ptop(Y, ψ) = Ptop(Y, ψ̃) follows by combining Lemma 11 with the fact that

Ptop(Ym, ψ) = Ptop(Ym, ψ̃) since the potentials ψ and ψ̃ are cohomologous.
This proves the claim.

Since v+φ = I(µφ) is an ergodic equilibrium state of the potential ψ̃+ and

since the map I is injective it suffices to show that that ψ̃+ has only one

equilibrium state. Let ν+Gibbs be the unique invariant Gibbs measure of ψ̃+

of Y . The existence of this measure follows from applying [27, Theorem 1] to

ψ̃+ ∈ FY + . Let N and τ be as in Corollary 5 and let c(n) = |{gi : |gi| = n}|.
Since h(G) = 0, we may assume (by making N larger if necessary) that
c(n) ≤ exp(nτ2 ) for all n ≥ N . For i ∈ N we write

ai = inf
(
−ψ̃+|[i]

)
exp

(
inf
(
ψ̃+|[i]

))
.

Let A =
∑∞

i=1 ai. Recall that ai > 0 whenever |gi| ≥ N . Therefore, we may
rewrite A as
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(44) A =

∞∑

n=1

∑

|gi|=n

ai =

N−1∑

n=1

∑

|gi|=n

ai +

∞∑

n=N

∑

|gi|=n

ai.

Clearly,
∑N−1

n=1

∑
|gi|=n ai <∞. Moreover, it follows from ψ̃ = ψ−u+u ◦σ,

the definition of ψ̃+ and Equation (37) that
∞∑

n=N

∑

|gi|=n

ai ≤
∞∑

n=N

(nmax |φ|+ 2max |u|)c(n) exp(−nτ)

≤
∞∑

n=N

(nmax |φ|+ 2max |u|) exp
(
−nτ

2

)
.

We conclude that A < ∞. Thus, by [23, Lemma 2.2.8],
∫
−ψ̃+ ν+Gibbs < ∞,

and [23, Theorem 2.2.9] implies that ν+Gibbs is the unique equilibrium state

of ψ̃+. In particular, ν+Gibbs = ν̃+φ . Since ν̃+φ is the unique invariant Gibbs

measure of ψ̃+ it follows that νφ = (π−1)∗µφ,E is the invariant Gibbs measure
of ψ. This shows that the unique equilibrium state µφ of φ is the lift of a
Gibbs measure on Y .

�

Climenhaga [8] showed the uniqueness of equilibrium states for Hölder
continuous potentials φ under the assumption Ptop(Xcon, φ) > Ptop(Xlim, φ).
Below we establish the existence of abundantly many coded shift spaces X
satisfying Xcon ⊂ Xlim. In particular, Climenhaga’s result cannot be applied
to derive the uniqueness of equilibrium states of Hölder continuous potentials
onX. The proof of next result follows along the lines of the proof of Theorem
2.

Corollary 6. Let X = X(G) be a coded shift so that G uniquely represents

Xcon with h(G) = 0. Then there exists a generating set G̃ = G ∪ {fi : i ∈ N}
such that the coded shift X̃ = X(G̃) has the following properties:

(i) G̃ uniquely represents X̃con, and h(G̃) = 0;

(ii) X̃con ⊂ X̃lim.

Let X̃ = X(G̃) be as in Corollary 6. Then h(G̃) = 0 and X̃con ⊂
X̃lim. By Theorem 4, every hyperbolic Hölder continuous potential φ with
Ptop(Xcon, φ) > Ptop(Xres, φ) has a unique equilibrium state µφ. This result
cannot be deduced from [8].

Finally, we discuss the Dyck shift as an example where neither the results
of Climenhaga [8] nor Theorem 4 can be applied to establish the uniqueness
of equilibrium states for any Hölder continuous potential. However, our
techniques can still be used to characterize the ergodic measures of maximal
entropy. We recall the simple description of this shift, given in terms of
parentheses and brackets. The alphabet of cardinality four is split into two
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pairs of matching left and right symbols denoted by (, ), [, ]. The Dyck shift
is the smallest shift space which contains the set of bi-infinite sequences
where every opening parenthesis ( must be closed by ) and every opening
bracket [ must be closed by ]. Krieger [20] showed that the Dyck shift
has topological entropy log 3 and admits exactly two ergodic measures of
maximal entropy, both are fully supported and Bernoulli. It is known that
the Dyck shift is coded. We describe below its canonical generating set G
and compute the exact value of h(G). By using an alternative coding we are
able to provide a simple expression for its measures of maximal entropy.

Example 4. The Dyck shift is a coded shift with the generating set G =
∞⋃
n=1

Wn where the sets of words Wn are recursively defined by

W1 = {( ), [ ]}
Wn = {(w), [w] : w ∈ (∪n−1

i=1Wi)
∗ and |w| = 2(n − 1)}.

Moreover, G uniquely represents Xcon and h(G) = 3
2 log 2. Let G1 = G∪{(, [ }

and G2 = G ∪ { ), ]}. Then the two ergodic measures of maximal entropy of

X are G1- respectively G2-Bernoulli with pg = 3−|g| and c = 2.

Proof. It was noted in [25, Example 5.5] that the canonical generator G
uniquely representsXcon. Clearly, in this caseXlim(G) = X(G). The residual
set consists of elements from (G ∪ {(, [ })∗ and (G ∪ { ), ]})∗ where at least
one bracket/parenthesis is present, as well as “symmetric” concatenations
x(−∞, k)y[k,∞) where x ∈ (G ∪ {(, [})∗, y ∈ (G ∪ {), ]})∗ and the order of
open parentheses and brackets between the generating words in x(−∞, k)
moving to the left is the same as the order of corresponding closed ones in
y[k,∞) moving to the right.

Next, we compute the entropy of the generating set G. The formula

|Wn| =
2n−1(2n)!

(2n− 1)(n!)2

is derived using standard methods, which we briefly outline below since we
require some of the ingredients later on. Denote by dn the cardinality of the
set Wn. It follows from the definition of Wn that

dn+1 = 2
n∑

k=1

∑

i1+...+ik=n

di1di2 ...dik .

If dik = j for some j ∈ {1, ..., n} we can partition the remainder (n− j) into
k parts where k is at most n− j. We obtain

dn+1 = 2

n∑

j=1

dj

n−j∑

k=1

∑

i1+...+ik=n−j

di1di2 ...dik =

n∑

j=1

djdn−j+1.



ERGODIC THEORY ON CODED SHIFT SPACES 39

To solve the recursive relation above we use the generating function F (x) =∑∞
n=1 dnx

n. We recall that d1 = 2 and compute

F (x) = 2x+

∞∑

n=1

dn+1x
n+1 = 2x+

∞∑

j=1

∞∑

n=j

djx
jdn−j+1x

n−j+1 = 2x+ F (x)2.

We obtain F (x)2 − F (x) + 2x = 0, so that F (x) = 1−
√
1−8x
2 (we picked the

negative sign since F (0) = 0). We use the binomial formula

√
1− 8x =

∞∑

n=0

(−1)n+1

4n(2n− 1)

(
2n

n

)
(−8x)n,

and get

F (x) =
1

2

(
1−

√
1− 8x

)
=

∞∑

n=1

2n−1

2n− 1

(
2n

n

)
xn.

Therefore, dn = 2n−1

2n−1

(
2n
n

)
= 2n−1(2n)!

(2n−1)(n!)2
, as required.

Since the length of words in Wn is 2n, to compute the entropy of the

generating set we need to evaluate lim
n→∞

log |Wn|
2n . We apply Stirling’s formula

n! ≈ nn

en

√
2πn. Since log dn ≈ 3n log 2 − log 2 − log(2n − 1) + log

√
4πn −

2 log
√
2πn, we see that

lim
n→∞

log dn
2n

=
3

2
log 2.

Now consider the generating set G1 = G ∪ {(, [ } and the corresponding
coded shift X(G1). It follows from the structure of the residual set with
respect to the canonical generator G that X = X(G) = X(G1). We need to
verify that G1 uniquely represents Xcon(G1). First, we show that no two gen-
erators in G can overlap. To the contrary, assume that generators u = u1...un
and v = v1...vm in G overlap, i.e. ui = v1, ui+1 = v2, ..., un = vn−i+1 for
some 1 < i < n. Then ui is the open parenthesis (or bracket) which must
have a corresponding closed one within the symbols ui+1, ..., un−1 by the
property of a generating word u. However, ui = v1 and the correspond-
ing closed parenthesis is vm which is not in u. Now suppose that there
is x ∈ Xcon(G1) which can be represented as two different concatenations
of elements from G1. Then there are two increasing sequences of integers
(ki)i∈Z and (mj)j∈Z such that x[ki, ki+1), x[mj ,mj+1) ∈ G1 and for some
fixed i, j we have ki ≤ mj < kj+1 < mj+1. Since words in G do not overlap,
we must have x[ki, ki+1) ∈ {(, [ } so that ki = mj and ki+1 = ki + 1. Let
n = max{l ≥ j : kl+1 = kl+1}. Note that kn+1 < mj+1−1 since xkn+1

is an
open parenthesis/bracket and the word x[mj,mj+1) must end with a closed
parenthesis/bracket. The words x[kn+1, kn+2) and x[mj ,mj+1) are both in
G and overlap, which is a contradiction.
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Recall that htop(X) = log 3 and dn = card{g ∈ G1 : |g| = 2n}. We
evaluate

∑

g∈G1

e−|g| log 3 = 2e− log 3 +
∞∑

n=1

dne
−2n log 3 =

2

3
+ F (3−2) = 1.

Moreover,

c =
∑

g∈G1

|g|e−|g| log 3 = 2e− log 3 + 2

∞∑

n=1

ndne
−2n log 3 =

2

3
+ 2(xF ′(x))|x=3−2 .

By the formula for F above F ′(x) = 2(1 − 8x)−1/2, hence F ′(3−2) = 6 and
c = 2.

By Corollary 2, the G1-Bernoulli measure µ1 with probabilities pg = 3−|g|

and constant c = 2 is an ergodic measure of maximal entropy on X. Ap-
plying the same argument to the generating set G2 we see that the second
ergodic measure of maximal entropy µ2 is G2-Bernoulli with the same prob-
abilities pg and constant c. �

Note that in the previous example hcon(X(G1)) = hres(X(G1)) and the
coded shift X(G1) has two ergodic measures of maximal entropy, µ1 and µ2,
where µ1 assigns full measure to Xcon(G1) and µ2 assigns full measure to
Xres(G1). This gives an example for the non-uniqueness of measures of max-
imal entropy for a coded shift whose residual and concatenation entropies
are equal.
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