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Abstract

We prove an entropy version of van der Corput’s difference theorem: the entropy
of a sequence is equal to the entropy of its differences. This reveals a potential
correspondence between the theory of uniform distribution mod 1 and entropy. As
applications, we establish the corresponding entropy versions for several other results
on uniform distribution.

1. Introduction

This paper is concerned with the entropy of sequences. Roughly speaking, the
entropy of a sequence is the topological entropy of its corresponding dynamical sys-
tem, describing a certain complexity of the sequence. Another concept related to the
complexity of sequences is uniform distribution. In this paper, several results in the
theory of uniform distribution are generalized to their entropy versions, which show
that the two themes, entropy and uniform distribution, share a similar structure.

A main theorem in the theory of uniform distribution is van der Corput’s Differ-
ence Theorem, which is traditionally stated as follows:

Theorem (Van der Corput’s Difference Theorem, @]) Let {x(n)}nen be a sequence
taking values in the torus R/Z. Assume that for every d > 1, the sequence {x(n +
d) — x(n) }pen is uniformly distributed. Then {z(n)}nen is uniformly distributed.

Van der Corput’s Difference Theorem contains a powerful idea of complexity
reduction E], and leads to many applications. One of the applications is an inductive
proof of Weyl’s equidistribution theorem B], stating that every polynomial sequence
(with certain conditions) is uniformly distributed mod 1. In the theory of entropy,
it is known that all polynomial sequences (mod 1) have zero entropy. This allows
us to obtain an entropy version of Weyl’s equidistribution theorem: by replacing
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the conclusion of being “uniformly distributed mod 1”7 in Weyl’s equidistribution
theorem with having “zero entropy”, the statement still holds. Similarly, another
difference theorem of van der Corput in @] can also be generalized to an entropy
version. This difference theorem states that if the k-th difference of a monotone
sequence converges to 0 (with certain conditions on the rate of the convergence), then
the sequence is uniformly distributed mod 1. Substituting “uniformly distributed
mod 17 with “zero entropy”, the entropy version statement was proved in M] if the
k-th difference of a sequence converges to 0, then the sequence has zero entropy.

These comparisons lead to a situation in which the two topics, entropy and uni-
form distribution, share a very similar structure and appear to be “dual” to each
other. By this correspondence, van der Corput’s Difference Theorem asks the follow-
ing question: if all the differences of a given sequence have the same entropy, does
the sequence itself have the same entropy as its differences? Our first main result
provides a positive answer to this question in a stronger form.

Theorem 1.1 (Entropic van der Corput’s Theorem). Let {x(n)}nen be a sequence
taking values in the torus R/Z. Then, for every d > 1, the sequence {x(n + d) —
x(n) bnen has the same entropy as {x(n)}nen-

For the case when the sequence takes values in C, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1.2. Let {x(n)}nen be a uniformly bounded sequence in C. Then the
difference {x(n + 1) — x(n) }nen has zero entropy if and only if {x(n)}nen has zero
entropy.

Here, we remark that Corollary also positively answers a question in M],
regarding whether a sequence is deterministic if its difference is deterministic. More-
over, many results in ﬂj] are applications of Corollary [[.2.

In the theory of uniform distribution, another topic is the study of the distri-
butions of sequences {a(n)z},en, where {a(n)},en is a given integer sequence and
x is a real number. Therefore, it is also natural to consider their entropy. As an
application of Theorem [[.T, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let {a(n)}nen be a sequence of integers such that {a(n+1)—a(n)},en
is bounded uniformly. Then for almost all real numbers x, the sequences a,(n) :=
a(n)xr mod 1 have the same entropy.

When the condition on the differences of a(n) is not satisfied, we have the follow-
ing result.



Theorem 1.4. Let {a(n)},en be an increasing sequence of distinct integers such that
lima(n+1)/a(n) = p,

where p can be non-integers. Then for almost all real numbers x, the sequence
a,(n) ;= a(n)xr mod 1 has entropy at least log p.

All these results lead us to define a notion of dual entropy (cf. Definition [(.1]),
inspired by measuring the complexity of an integer sequence by its action on R/Z.
Now, for an increasing sequence a(0) < a(1) < - -- in N, we have two different notions
of entropy to measure its complexity: one is the dual entropy of a(n), if it exists; the
other one is the entropy of the characteristic function 14(n) of A = {a(0),a(1),...}.
We find that, in general, these two entropy are not equal. One discussed example is
the set of square-free numbers (see Proposition [6.7]). We also show that these two
entropy will not be significantly different (see Theorem [6.8])

The paper is organized as follows. SectionPlreviews the definitions and properties
of (anqie) entropy that will be used throughout the paper. In Section [ we prove
Theorem [T and Corollary [L2l In Section [d], we discuss a specific case, when a(n) =
p" for some positive integer p > 2. In Section Bl we prove Theorem [[L.3] and Theorem
[C4 and give an example of a sequence a(n) which satisfies conditions in Theorem
[L4l but a,(n) has entropy arbitrarily large for almost all . In Section [6] we provide
some properties of the dual entropy and compare it with anqgie entropy. The dual
entropy of the square-free sequence is calculated there. In Section [7, we discuss the
relation between the entropy and Furstenberg’s x2 x 3 conjecture. Finally, we offer
some discussions on the Mdébius disjointness conjecture in Section

2. Preliminaries on anqie entropy of sequences

In this section, we shall revisit the definition of angie and anqie entropy, and
discuss some properties of angie entropy. We refer readers to ﬂa, ] for more details.

There are multiple ways to construct a dynamical system for a given sequence, all
of which yield the same dynamical system and, consequently, the same topological
entropy. In this paper, we construct the dynamical system mainly from the perspec-
tive of C*-algebras. This point of view was first introduced by Ge in [5]. The reason
we prefer to use C*-algebras is that the difference operator is related to the alge-
braic structure. The dynamical system of the sequence (as well as its corresponding
C*-subalgebra) is called anqie, and the entropy of this dynamical system is called
anqie entropy. Note that when the sequence takes values from a finite set, such as
the Mobius function, this construction is equivalent to the one given by Sarnak in
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Let ¢>°(N) be the algebra of all uniformly bounded, complex-valued functions on
N. It is an abelian C*-algebra, with its unit element being the constant function
1. By Stone-Gelfand-Naimark theory, any unital C*-subalgebra 2 of ¢*°(N) is *-
isomorphic to C'(Xgy), the algebra of continuous functions on the space Xy of maximal
ideals of 2. For every such 2, Xy is a compact Hausdorff space. To define anqie, we
denote g4 to be the map on ¢*°(N) given by

(0af)(n) = f(n+1), Vf(n) € £=(N).

Definition 2.1 (Angie, ﬂa, ]) A unital C*-subalgebra 2 of /*°(N) is called an angie

Every angie induces an N-dynamical system, which is a continuous map 4 on
Xg induced by o4. Now we describe the map 4. Denote by n the multiplicative
state (also known as a maximal ideal, hence a point) in Xy induced by a natural
number n € N, that is,

n(f(-) = fn), Ve

The mapping n — n maps N into/a\dense subset N of Xg. Denote by o4 the map on
N induces by o4, i.e., 04 : n— n+ 1. It can be proved that g4 can be continuously
extended to a map from Xy to Xy. In other words, (Xg,04) is a topological N-
dynamical system.

We are interested in the case when an angie is generated by one sequence. In
this context, the following is an alternative way to describe the dynamical system
(Xa,04), which is closely related to the construction given by Sarnak in ﬂﬂ] Let
f(n) € £°(N), and denote 2 to be the anqie generated by f. Let Xy = f(N) be the
closure of the image of f. Every element g € 2l is a sequence in X, so it is also a
point in X}, meaning that the sequence g is treated as

(9(0), (1), 9(2), ...) € Xy

From this perspective, f and its shifts o’}(f) can be viewed as points in X[, that is,

o (f) = (f(m), fm +1), f(m +2),...) € X'

The closure of the set {o7(f) : m € N} in X' is a compact metric space, denoted
as X;. And, the map o7(f) — o'yt (f) extends uniquely to a continuous map on
Xy, which we again denoted as g4. Then, (Xy,04) is also an N-dynamical system
with transitive point f € X;. The dynamical system (Xy,04), by Theorem 3.5 in
ﬂa], is isomorphic to the above construction (Xg,74) as N-dynamical systems. And

this isomorphism maps the point 0 € Xy to the point f € X Iz
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It is natural to use “entropy” to describe the complexity of a sequence. The
anqgie entropy of a sequence is based formally on the topological entropy of the
corresponding dynamical system. Here, let us first recall the definition of topological
entropy for an N-dynamic systems (X,7T'), where X is a compact Hausdorff space
and T is a continuous map on X. Suppose U and V are two open covers for X.
Denote by U V V the open cover containing all intersections of elements from ¢/ and
Vie, UVYV ={ANB: AeclU,BeV}), and by N(W) the minimal number of
open sets in VW that will cover X. Define

MT,U) = lim % {log(N UVT'U)V--- VT U)))},
hT) = sup{h(T,U) : U is an open cover of X},
u

h(T) is called the (topological) entropy of T. Then, the angie entropy is defined as
follows.

Definition 2.2 (Angie entropy, B]) Suppose 2 C (*(N) is an angie. Define the
angie entropy of 2, denoted as A(2(), to be the topological entropy of the dynamical

system (Xg,04). If A is generated by a bounded sequence {f(n)}nen, we also use
E(f) to denote A(A), which is called the (angie) entropy of f(n).

The angie entropy has many nice properties. Here are some of them that will be
used in this paper.

Lemma 2.3 (ﬂa, Lemma 3.3]). Suppose A, B C [*°(N) are angies. Then we have the
following:
(i) E(A) > 0;
(ii) If A is a subangie of B, then AE(A) < A(B); and
(i1i) For any fi,..., f, € I®(N) and any polynomials ¢; € Czq,...,z,] with 1 <
7 < m, we have

B (froofn)y s dm (fioo o)) S B, o)

The following lemma is about angie entropy and algebraic operations.

Lemma 2.4 (B, ]) Let {f(n)}nen and {g(n)}nen be two bounded sequences in C,
then

(fgn)), and E(f(n)) = £(f(n));
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(w) B(f(n)g(n)) < £(f) + E(g).

We remark here that, there do exist two functions f(n) and g(n) with positive
entropy such that E(f(n)£g(n)) = E(f)+AE(g). For example, let f(n) be a random
sequence taking values from {0,1/2}, and let g(n) be a random sequence taking
values from {0,1/4} independently of f(n). Then f(n) + g(n) takes values from
{0,1/4,1/2,1/4} randomly, and f(n) — g(n) takes values from {—1/4,0,1/4,1/2}
randomly, hence &A(f(n) + g(n)) =log4d = E(f(n)) + E(g(n)).

The next Lemma is about the lower semi-continuity of angie entropy.

Lemma 2.5 (B, Corollary 4.1]). If { fn(n) }nen is a sequence of bounded arithmetic
functions converging to f(n) uniformly with respect ton € N, thenliminfy_,o BE(fn) >

B(f).

We shall be interested when f(n) has a finite range. In this case, its entropy is
determined by the number of different J-blocks appearing in f(n). Specifically, let
B;(f) denote the set of all J-blocks occurring in f(n), i.e.,

B;(f) ={(f(n), f(n+1),.... f(n+J —1)) :n >0}
Then the entropy of f(n) equals

. log|B,(f)]
o SIS0 g

where |B;(f)| is the cardinality of the set B;(f) (see ﬂa, Lemma 6.1]). Moreover, a
J-block of the form

(fimd), f(mJ +1),..., f(mJ+J —1))

for some m € N is called a regular J-block of f(n). A J-block that occurs infinitely
many times in the sequence f(n) is called an effective J-block of f(n). A J-block
(b(0),b(1),...,b(J —1)) of f(n) is called effectively reqular if there are infinitely
many natural numbers m such that

(b(0), b(1), ..., b(J = 1)) = (F(mJ), f(mJ + 1), ..., f(m] +.J] — 1))
The set of all effectively regular (resp. effective/regular) blocks of f(n) is denoted
by B3 (f) (vesp. B3(f)/Bj(f)-)
Lemma 2.6 (M, Proposition 2.4]). Let {f(n)}nen be a sequence with finite range.
Then
) = o B o B (] o B5(0)]

J—00 J J—0o0 J—0o0 J
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The following result implies that any sequence of entropy A can be approached
by functions with finite ranges and entropy at most .

Lemma 2.7 (ﬂa, Theorem 1.8]). Suppose {f(n)}nen is a sequence taking values in
the torus R/Z with angie entropy A (0 < A < +00). Then for any N > 1, there
is a sequence {fn(n)}nen taking values in the torus R/Z, such that B(fy) < X and

supen | fv(n) — f(n)] < &

For the convenience of our use, we strengthen Lemma 2.7 to Lemma 2.8 and the
idea of the proof comes from that of ﬂa, Theorem 6.3]. For completeness, we provide

its proof in

Lemma 2.8. Let {z(n)},en be a sequence taking values in the torus R/Z. Suppose
KE(x(n)) = A, then for any e > 0 and N > 1, there is a sequence {gn(n)}nen taking

values in {0, +, %, ..., 2=t} such that B(gn(n)) < A and sup,ey |gn (n) —z(n)| < 1t

3. Entropic van der Corput’s theorem

In this section, we prove Theorem [[.I] and Corollary The main part of the
proof of Theorem [[.T] is the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let {x(n)},en be a sequence taking values in the torus R/Z. Then for
every d > 1, the sequence {x(n + d) — x(n) }nen has entropy greater than or equal to

that of {x(n)}nen-
Proof. Given d > 1, we denote x4(n) = z(n+d) —x(n). Assume &E(zy) = A\. We will
prove the statement by constructing a sequence {gy(n)}nen so that ]\}1_21(1)0 llgn(n) —
z(n)|leo = 0 and Nh_I)IéoE(gN(n)) =\
By Lemma[2.§ we can find a finite range function fy(n) taking values in {0, ﬁ, %,
. N2 11 such that

E(fu(n) <A and  sup|fy(n) — za(n)| < —

neN m
Denote B;(fx) to be the set of all J-blocks occurring in fx(n). By (), we have

i 9BI50)

J—o0

<A

Now for every N > d, we construct a function gy(n) which takes values in

12 1
{0, %5, 222, ..., Lzt ). First, when

n=r mod (dN) forsome 0<r<d, (2)



define
m m m+1

In particular, [gn(n) — z(n)| < & in this case. Second, when n is not of the form
@), assume

gn(n)

n=mnydN +qgd+r forsome n; €N 1<g<NandO<r<d,

define
q—1
gn(n) = gn(mdN +7) + > fx(ndN + 1+ kd) mod 1. (3)
k=0
Since fy(n) takes values in {0, #> ceey %}, so is gy (n). Moreover, in case (3)),
lgn(n) — x(n)|
q—1
=lgn(mdN + 1)+ fy(mdN + 71 + kd) — x(n))|
k=0
q—1
<|gn(mdN + 1)+ w4(ndN + 71 + kd) — 2(ndN + qd + )|
k=0
q—1 g—1
+ | Z In(nidN 41+ kd) — Zxd(nld]v +r+ kd)|
k=0 k=0
q—1
<lgn(mdN +7) = 2(ndN + )| + Z |fv(nidN + 1+ kd) — z4(n1dN + r + kd)|
k=0
<L + ]{;l < 3

— N? N2 = N

Therefore, limy o0 [|gn (1) — 2(n)]|00 = 0.

In the following, we estimate the entropy of gy(n). Since gy(n) is a finite range
function, we can use Lemma to compute its entropy by counting its regular
J-blocks, that is, by counting the number of different blocks of the form

(gn(mJ), gn(mJ +1),...,gv(mJ +J —1)), meN. (4)

For simplicity, we may assume J = KdN, K € N, is a multiple of dN (since the
limit in Lemma 2.6] always exists).



To estimate the regular J-blocks, we consider the following partition of N by
J-blocks of f;. For any block b € B;(fx), let

Ab = {m eN: (fN(mJ), fN(mJ + 1), vy fN(mJ +J - 1)) = b}

N:|_|Ab

beB;(fn)

Then

is a partition of N.
We first count the number of different blocks of the form

(gn(mJ),gn(mJ + 1), ...,gv(mJ +J — 1)), me Ay (5)

for some given

b = (b(0),b(1),....b(.J — 1)) € B,(fx).

For 0 <j < J—1, assume

j=7g1dN +qd+r forsome 0<j;<K, 1<g<Nand0<r<d.

By @),

gy(mJ + j) =gn((mk + j1)dN + qd + 1)
q—1
=gy ((mk + j1)AN +7) + > fy((mk + j1)dN + 1 + kd) mod 1
k=0
q—1

=gn(mJ + jidN + 1)+ > b(j1dN +r+kd) mod 1,
k=0

where the last equation is because n € Ay. Therefore, under the condition that
n € Ay, the block

(gn(mJ), gn(mJ + 1), ..., gn(mJ + J — 1))
is determined by the values
gN(mJ+j1dN+r), O§j<K,0§T<d,

which has at most N2K¢ choices (since each gy(mJ + jidN + r) has form j/N? for
some 0 < j < N?2). Therefore, the number of different blocks in (&) is at most N254.



Now, since the vector b has |B;(fy)| different choices, the number of different
blocks of form () is at most
NEB,(fw)l,

and hence

. log|By

o1
< lim —log (N*R91B,(fw)])

1 1
— lim jlog(NJ/N) + lim —log B, (f)|

J—00

1
=¥ log N + E(fn).

Since limy_ o [|[gn (1) — 2(n)]|0 = 0, by Lemma 23] we have
1
E(z(n)) < liminf A(gy) < liminf (— log N + PE(fN)> <\,
N—o0 N—o0 N

which completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem[I1. Given d > 1, we denote x4(n) = xz(n + d) — z(n), and denote
A (resp., B) to be the angie generated by x(n) (resp., zq4(n)). By Lemma B.I]
E(z(n)) < E(xyg(n)). On the other hand, since the functions n +— z(n + d) and
n +— z(n) are both in A, the function x4 : n — z(n+d) — x(n) is in A as well. Then
by Lemma 2.3 (ii), A(B) < &E(A), that is, E(z4(n)) < E(x(n)). So the proof is
completed. O

Proof of Corollary[l.3. When x(n) is a uniformly bounded sequence in R instead of
R/Z, we can multiply z(n) by a small constant to make it in [0,1/3) (which does not
change the entropy of the sequence, see Lemma [24]) then Theorem [Tl implies that
the sequence still has the same entropy as its difference. When z(n) takes values
in C, it has zero entropy if and only if both its real part and imaginary part are
deterministic. Hence Theorem [[L1] implies the statement. O

4. A special case: entropy of p"x mod 1

From now on let us consider the entropy of sequences {a,(n)}nen, where and in
the following we denote a,(n) := a(n)z for an integer sequence {a(n)},en and a real
number z. We start from a special case when a(n) = p™ for some integer p > 2. In
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this section, we show that the (angie) entropy of a,(n) can be computed by counting
the blocks appearing in the expansion of x to the base p. This can be shown by
determining the dynamical system of the sequence a,(n), which will be a classical
xp mod 1 system on the orbit {p”z} of z. However, we will use an alternative
method instead of describing the dynamical system because, in general, it is difficult
to determine the dynamical system of a sequence.

Without loss of generality we assume the expansion of x to the base p is

that is,

(k)

r=) "

k=1

Then
N\ Clk+n)
a,(n) =p :E:ZT, Vn € N.
k=1

Let L be a given integer. By Lemma 2.8 there is a sequence g1 (n) taking values in
{j/p" mod 1:0 < j < p’} such that

sgp|gL<n>—am<n>|<]§ and  E(g;) < Elay). (6)

Let J > 0. When
(b1, b2 oy bt y)
is a block in the expansion of x to the base p, meaning we can find k£ with
(b1, bay ..oy bprg) = (c(k+1),c(k+2),...;c(k+ L+ J)),

then we see that

L
. bitj ' ‘
gL(k“‘]):Z—HI_]‘F%, G=0,..,0—1,
—~ p " p

for some appropriate choices of ¢ € {0,1}. So we can build a map from (L +
J)-blocks of ¢(k) to J-blocks of gr, by mapping (by, b, ...,br+y) to any such block

11



(9.(k),...,gr(k+ J—1)). The map may not be injective, but it is easy to check that
it is at most 2-1. So |B;(gr(n))| > 3|Br+s(c(k))|, and

(p)
o 108 1BLs (D] _ o Tog B
J—00 J J—o0 J

Ea,) > Blgr) = im 2 |BJ<JgL<n>>|

where B;(x®) denotes the set of length J blocks in the expansion 2® of z to the
base p.
On the other hand, define

fr(n) = Z c(l;n)) Vn € N.
I=1

Then the sequence f;, takes values from {j/p® mod 1:0 < j < p*}, and sup,, |g.(n)—
az(n)| < ﬁ. Then J-blocks of f;, are 1-1 correspond to L + J-blocks in ¢(k), hence

(»)
— fim log |Br.s(c(k))] — lim log | B (x )|
J—s00 J J—00 J

E(f) = }1_{20 10g|BJ§fL(n))|

By Lemma 23] A(a,) < liminf; . &(fL). So we have proved the following propo-
sition.

Proposition 4.1. Let a(n) = p™ for some positive integer p > 2, x be a real number
and P the expansion sequence of x to the base p. Denoting a,(n) = a(n)z, we have

1 (p)
KE(a,) = }E&M < logp.

5. Dual entropy

Proposition [£]shows that, the entropy of the sequence {p"z mod 1},cy is equal
to the entropy of the expansion of z to the base p. In particular, {p"z mod 1},en
have entropy log p for almost all real numbers x. We believe the same property holds
for every integer sequence, which leads us to define the dual entropy.

Definition 5.1 (Dual entropy). Let {a(n)},.en be a sequence of integers. If the
sequences a,(n) := a(n)r mod 1 have the same entropy A for almost all real numbers

x, then we say {a(n)},en is a centered sequence, and A is called the dual entropy of
{a(n)}nen, denoted as A*({a(n)}nen) = A

12



It is natural to ask whether all integer sequences are centered. We believe the
answer is “yes” since if we replace “having the same entropy” by “uniformly dis-
tributed mod 17, then it is a theorem of Weyl (see B, , ]): given an integer
sequence {a(n)}nen, the sequences {a,(n)},en are uniformly distributed mod 1 for
almost all real numbers x. Moreover, the following lemma (as well as Theorem [6.7))
provides a vast class of centered sequences. Here we define recursively the differ-
ence operator A* on a sequence x(n) by Alz(n) = Az(n) = x(n + 1) — x(n) and
AFz(n) = A (A tz(n)) for k > 2.

Lemma 5.2. Let {a(n)}.en be a sequence of integers such that Aa(n) is bounded
uniformly. Then, for any irrational x, the sequences a,(n) := a(n)x mod 1 have the
same entropy, which is equal to the entropy of Aa(n).

Proof. Since Aa(n) is bounded, we may assume —L < a(n+1) —a(n) < L for every
n. The sequence d(n) := Aa(n) takes values in {—L, ..., L}, hence, it is a finite range
function. Let A = &(d(n)). In the following, we show that, when z is not a rational
number, the sequence a,(n) has entropy A.

Consider the sequence (Aa,) := a;(n+1) —a,(n) = d(n)r mod 1. The sequence
Aa, takes values in {—xL,—xL + z...,2L} mod 1. Moreover, since x is irrational,
the numbers —zL,...,zL mod 1 are distinct. So the map ¢ : j — (jz mod 1) is
a bijection from {—L,—L +1,...,L} to {—zL,...,xL} mod 1, and it extends to a
bijection from the J-blocks of d(n) to the J-blocks of Aa,(n). Hence A(Aa,(n)) = .
By Theorem [IT], £(a,(n)) = . O

Note the Theorem is a corollary of Lemma [5.2l The above proof also works
for a higher-ordered difference statement: assume a(n) is a sequence of integers with
its k-th difference A¥a(n) uniformly bounded, then a,(n) := a(n)r mod 1 have
the same entropy for every irrational x. To see this, in the above proof we let
d(n) := AFa(n) instead of d(n) = a(n + 1) — a(n), and consider A¥a,(n) instead of
Aag(n), then the argument is derived by the same proof.

However, when a(n) grows exponentially, the above method is no longer applica-
ble. In this case, we prove Theorem [[4] which gives a lower bound of & (a,(n)). Its
proof mainly contains two parts. First is to show the set of = with £(a,(n)) < logp
behaves like a Cantor set, and second is to estimate the measure of the set by its
“dimension” in some sense.

Theorem (Theorem [[4] restated). Let a(n) be an increasing sequence of distinct
integers such that
lima(n +1)/a(n) = p,
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where p may not be an integer. Then for almost all real numbers x, the sequence
a,(n) = a(n)xr mod 1 has entropy at least log p.

Proof. When p = 1 the statement is trivial. In the following we assume p > 1. Since
a(n)r = a(n)(x + k) mod 1 for any integer k and n, we only need to deal with the
case when x € [0, 1).

Given € > 0. Let N be large enough such that p" > %, and we denote M to be
the largest integer such that

LpN—lj(%—%)>l+%. (7)

We may also assume N is large enough so that M > % We also let L be large enough
such that, when n > L,

a(n+N)_ N
am)y "

where € is a small parameter to be chosen later. By Lemma [Z8] for every x € [0, 1)

<€,

there is a function f, y(n) taking values in {0, 17, &, ..., 21} such that
1 1
< — < — 4+ —.
Bfear(n)) € Blas(n) and sup|fon(n) — (0] € 5400 )

We will show that for almost every = € [0,1), f, m(n) contains enough different
M J-blocks for every J > 1, so that E(f, ) is large.
Let

) Mﬁ Mﬁ ) M
We say b is a (J, N)-block of f, r(n) (at position k € N) if

b:(b(O),b(l),...,b(J—l))e{01 2 M_l}J.

(fora(ENJ), fori(ENJ + N), fors(kNJ +2N), ..., fum(kNJ 4+ JN)) = b.

We first construct a set S, C [0,1) such that, for every x in Sy, fiam(n) must
(independent of the choice of f, ar(n) for z) contain the block b as its (J, N)-block.
Let £ > 0. If = satisfies that, for every 7 =0,1,..., J — 1,

. ) 1 1 . 1 1
a.(kNJ + jN) € (b(])—m—l—m, b(])+m—2M2)a (9)

14



then from (§) we have that b must be the (J, N)-block of f, y/(n) at position k. And
@) is equivalent to that, for every 0 < j < J — 1,

1 1 1 1
CL(I{?NJ—I-jN)ZEE(b(j)—m—i—QMQ,b(j)—}——— )+Z,

or equivalently,

akNT+jN) alkNJ +jN)

for some integer 0 < m < a(kNJ + jN) — 1. Therefore, if
J—1 a(kNJ+jN)—

m+b(j) — 5=+ 552 m+b() + 5k — 5
_ 11
T S = fj LJ ( GENT 1N kNI ) Y

then b must be a (J, N)-block of f, a(n).
Define

So = S
k=L

Then for every = in Sy, say x € Si, then b is the (J, N)-block of f, y/(n) at position
k. Next we estimate the measure of Sy, by estimating the measure of its complement

o
Se =15k
k=L
Denote the interval

(Mt —amitar Mt utaw —me
‘mef< a(kN) : a(kN)

Here and in the following, for convenience, when m = ¢ = 0, we denote

S RTINS B B O 11 B I
2 2 2 2
2M 2M 7 2M 2M O, 2M 2M | l % 2M 2M * .
* * * *

Let € be small enough so that, when k& > L,

a(kN) 11 1
(k=1 (M - ﬁ) >+ g7 (12)
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Now we claim that, when £ > L and (y, z) C [0,1) is an open interval with size at
least

o ) (13)

the intersection Sy N (y, z) contains an entire open interval A(kJ + J — 1,m/, i) for
some appropriate m’,i’. Indeed, by (I2)) we have

* *+ 1+ ﬁ C (1, 2)
a(k)N) a((kD)N) ) =7
hence there must be some mgq such that

Similarly, by (I2]) we have

* *+ 14 4
(a((kJ +1)N) a((kJ + 1)N)) C A(kJ, mo, b(0)),

hence there must be some m; such that
A(kJ +1,mq,b(1)) C A(kJ, mg,b(0)).
We continue this process until we find appropriate mq, mq, ..., my_1 such that
AkJ+J—=1,my_1,b(J —=1)) C--- C A(kJ,mgy,b(0)) C (y, 2).
It is easy to check that A(kJ + J —1,m/;_;,b(J — 1)) C Sk, hence
AkJ+J—1,m,_;,b(J—1)) C SN (y, 2) (14)

as we claimed.
To estimate the size of Sf, we denote

K
Tk =) S
k=L

and show their measures |Tk| converges to 0 as K — oo. Clearly, Tk is a disjoint
union of finitely many intervals. We can divide these intervals into smaller intervals,
say (Y1, 21), - (Yg, 29) and (y, 21), ..., (yr, z..), such that the total measure of (y/, 2{)U
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U (y,., z,.) is smaller than |Tk|/2, and the intervals (yi, 21), ..., (Y4, 24) have a same
length
B 1 11 (15)
a(K,J —1)N)\ M~ I
for some large integer K. Since this length satisfies the condition (I3]), from (I4)
we have that for i =1,...,¢q,

1 LI
ISk, N (i, )| Za((K1J+ J—1)N) (M - W)
~ a((KJ = 1)N)
“ (KT + T- D) @)

)| (* M“)

where the last equality comes from (I2]). Denote § = (M( 1) ) . Then

1Sk, NTx| > §|TK|,

and hence
Tk, | < |5k, NTk| < (1—6/2)|Tk|.
Since 6 > 0, we have that
lim |Tk| = 0.
K—o0

Hence Sf is a zero measure set. Therefore the set
S:={S
b

contains almost every = € ]R/ Z, where the intersection runs over all possible blocks
b (of all lengths) in {O, AT M,. . M } By the definition of &, we have that, for
every © € S, frm(n) contains every J-block as its (J, N)-block. Therefore f,, M( )
has at least M different regular (JN)-blocks. By Lemma 2.6]

E(forr) = lim log | By (fe,u)] > lim JlogM logM‘

e NJ “i5e NJ N
By the condition (&),

log M
B(a,(n) = sup B 1) = sup —— = logp,
M M
where the last equation comes from the definition (). O
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The above proof (with some modifications) also gives a slightly stronger state-
ment: if liminf, a(n + 1)/a(n) = p, then for almost all real numbers z, the se-
quence a,(n) has entropy at least logp. On the other hand, even with the condition
lim, a(n + 1)/a(n) = p, there still exist sequences a(n) such that, the entropy of
a,(n) is strictly greater than logp for every irrational . In the following, we give an
example.

Example 5.3. In this example, for every L > 0 and integer p > 2, we will construct a
increasing sequence a(n) with lim,, a(n+1)/a(n) = p, such that A(a,(n)) > logp+ L
for every irrational x.

Let p’ > p? with logp’ — 2logp > L, and d(n) be a sequence taking values from
{0,1,...,p" — 1} with £(d(n)) = logp’. Let ¢(n) be the sequence such that ¢(0) =0
and Ac(n) = d(n). Then ¢(n) < np'. Denote da’(n) = p", and define

a(n) = d'(n) + c(n).
So a;(n) = a’(n) + c(n)z for any z, and
li;n a(n+1)/a(n) = p.
Moreover, for every irrational z, A (a)) < logp (see Proposition dT]), and by Theorem
LI A(cy(n)) = E(xd(n)) = logp’. Hence by Lemma 2.4 (iii),
K(az(n)) =2 Blcy(n)) — £(a;,) = logp" —logp > L. (16)

O

6. Properties of dual entropy

Recall that a sequence a(n) of integers is called centered if a,(n) have the same
entropy for almost all x, and the common entropy is called the dual entropy and
denoted as A*({a(n)}nen). By the properties of (angie) entropy, it is not hard to
check the following properties of dual entropy.

Proposition 6.1. Let a(n) and b(n) be two centered sequence of integers, then we
have the following:
(i) EB*{a(n)) > 0; -
(i1) BE*(a(n+ 1)) = E*(a(n)), and E*(a(n)) = A*(a(n));
(111) B*(a(n)) > E*(ca(n)) for any nonzero integer c; and
(iv) if a(n) £ b(n) is centered, then E*(a(n) £ b(n)) < E*(a(n)) + E*(b(n));
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(v) if B*(b(n)) =0, then a(n) £b(n) is centered and A*(a(n) £b(n)) = £*(a(n)).

Moreover, Theorem [T Lemma [5.2] and Theorem [[.4] (with their proofs) give the
following three propositions, respectively.

Proposition 6.2. A sequence a(n) of integers is centered if and only if its difference
Aa(n) is centered, and in this case, they have the same dual entropy.

Proposition 6.3. Let {a(n)},en be a sequence of integers such that AFa(n) is
bounded uniformly for some k > 1. Then a(n) is centered, and

E*(a(n)) = BE(A*a(n)).

Proposition 6.4. If a(n) is a centered sequence such that lim, a(n + 1)/a(n) = p,
then &*(a(n)) > logp.

Since dual entropy is another kind of entropy defined for subsets of N, it is natural
to compare it with angie entropy. For a given subset A C N, let a(0) < a(1) < ---
be all the elements in A, then we can describe its complexity by two different notions
of entropy: one is the dual entropy of a(n), if it exists; the other one is the entropy
of the characteristic function 14(n). In the following, we will also denote A*(A) by
the dual entropy of a(n) if there is no confusion. Then it is natural to ask whether
these two entropy, £*(A) and A(1,4), coincide. We will use a specific example to
negatively answer this question.

Let Q be the set of square-free numbers, meaning that a natural number m € Q if
and only if m does not have square factors other than 1. It is an important research
object in number theory since Q is the support of the Mobius function p(n). Sarnak
ﬂﬂ] proved that

(1) = B (n) = ~ log2.

On the other hand, in Proposition [6.7 we will prove the dual entropy of Q is infinite.
So the entropy of 1o and the dual entropy of Q are different.

To estimate the dual entropy Q, we need to describe the blocks appearing in 1¢.
It was proved in ﬂﬂ] that a {0, 1}-block appears in the sequence 1o if and only if it
is so-called admissible. Here, we provide the definition.

Definition 6.5 (Admissible block). Call a subset A of N admissible if its reduction
mod p? doesn’t cover all the residue classes modp? for every prime p. A finite block
in {0, 1} is called an admissible block if its support is an admissible set.

19



For example, the block
(1,0,1,1,0,1)

is not admissible since its support is {1, 3,4, 6}, whose reduction mod 4 is {1, 2, 3,4}
and covers all the residue classes mod 4. And the block

(1,0,1,0,0,1)

is admissible.

Sarnak showed that the number of J-blocks of 14 is 267/ ™+o(/)  In some sense,
what we need to do is to estimate the number of “blocks” appearing in Q. For this
purpose, we first prove the following Lemma, which roughly says that there are many
“blocks” in Q.

Lemma 6.6. For any irrational number x and open intervals (y1,21),..., (Y5, 27) in
R/Z (J > 0), there is an admissible block of the form

(1,0,...,0,1,0,...,0,1,...1,0,...,0, 1) (17)
—— N — ——
di—1 do—1 dj—1
such that
dj.flf < (yjuzj>7 g=12..J (18)

Proof. We construct the admissible block by induction on J. When J = 0, there is
nothing to prove. Assume for J > 0 we have constructed an admissible block of the

form (7)) such that condition ([I7) is satisfied. By the definition of admissible block,
the set

7
A= {Oad1>d1 +dy,dy +dy + ds, ..., Zdj}
=1

is admissible. Our admissible block for the case J + 1 will be of the form

(1,0,...,0,1,0,...,0,1,...1,0,...,0,1,0, ...,0,1) (19)
~—— N—— —— =
di—1 dy—1 dy—1 dyp1—1

for some appropriate d;. ;. To make (I9) an admissible block, by definition, we only
need to make the set

J+1
Ay = {O,dl,dl +do,dy + dy + ds, ..., Zdj}
j=1
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be admissible, meaning that its reduction mod p* doesn’t cover all the residue classes
mod p? for every prime p. When p? > J + 1, clearly A;,; mod p? cannot cover all
the residue classes mod p?. For p* < J + 1, we choose d ., so that

J
dJ+1+ZdjEO mod p, Vp<+vJ+1. (20)

j=1
For every d;.; satisfying (20), since 0 € A, we have
Ay mod p? = Ay mod p?, Vp < VJ+1,

and since A; is admissible, we have that A;; is also admissible.

Finally we choose appropriate d;; satisfying (20) such that d; 1z € (yyi1, 241)-
The numbers d;; satisfying (20) form an arithmetic progression of infinite length,
so the values dj1x (recall that z is irrational) are dense in R/Z. So there exists
djyq satisfying ([20) such that dj 12 € (yy41, 2541), which gives a block needed. I

Theorem 6.7. Consider the set of square-free numbers Q. Denote a(0) < a(l) < ---
to be all the elements in Q, such that for every a € Q, p?(a) = 1. The dual entropy

of {a(n)}nen is infinite.

Proof. To prove the dual entropy of {a(n)},ey is infinite, we prove that for every
irrational number z, the entropy of a,(n) := a(n)r mod 1 is infinite. Given any
irrational number z. Denote Aa,(n) = a,(n + 1) — a,(n). In the following, we
estimate the entropy of Aa,(n) for any irrational number z.

By Lemma 28] for any N € N, we can find a finite range function fy(n) taking

values in {0, %, %, ce %}, such that
1.5
E(fy) < BE(Aa,) and sup |fy(n) — Aa,(n)] < —.
neN 2N

Given any J € N and any choose of i1,149,...,7; € {1,2,...,N}. Let (y;,2;) =

(’NJ — %, ZNJ + %),j =1,2,...,J. By Lemmal6.6] there is an admissible block of the

form

(1,0,...,0,1,0,..,0,1,..1,0,...,0, 1) (21)
N~ = SN~

s1—1 so—1 sy—1
such that s;x € (y;,2;), j =1,2,...,J. Therefore, Aa, has a J-block

(Aa,(m+1),...,Aa,(m+ J)) = (s1x, $2, . .., SJT)
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such that Aa,(m + j) € <Z—’ — %,%jL%) j = 1,2,...,J. Since fy(n) takes

values in {0, +,..., %} and sup |[fnv(n) — Aag(n)| < %, we have
i; 08 i; 08
Y2 hg 2 =1,2
f (m+.]>€ (N N’N N ? .] ) Y 7J

That is, we must have fy(m + j) = iﬁj, j=1,2,...,N. Thus, for any choose of
Q1,19,...,15 € {1,2,..., N}, there exists a J-block in fy, such that

(fN(m+1)afN(m+2)>>.fN(m+J)): (%a%a"'>%)>

and hence

E(Aa,) > E(fy) = lim w > lim %logNJ = log V.

J—00 J—00

Since N can be arbitrarily large, we have A(Aa,) = oo, hence by Theorem [[LT]
KE(a,) = oo, for every irrational x. Therefore, the dual entropy of {a(n)},en is
infinite.

O

From Proposition[6.7] (as well as F(1g) = 6/72 log 2), we see that the dual entropy
and angie entropy of the same subset may be different. In the following theorem, we
show that these two entropy will not be too different if the difference of the subset
is bounded.

Theorem 6.8. Let A C N be a set of natural numbers, and a(0) < a(l) <--- be all
the elements in A, such that sup,, |a(n + 1) —a(n)| < L for some L > 0. For every
irrational x, denote a,(n) := a(n)z, then

E(14) < Elay) < L- B(1a).

In particular, 14(n) has entropy zero if and only if {a(n)}nen is centered and has
dual entropy zero.

Proof. We first prove the second inequality, that is,
Elay) < L-E(1y). (22)
Note that x is irrational. Let

b = (byx,box,...byjzr) mod 1
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be any J-block of Aa,(n), then 14 must have a block b with length LJ such that
b=(1,0,..,0,1,0,...,0,1,...1,0,...,0, 1, # 5 x % %)
N~ = SN~
bi—1 by—1 by—1

Hence there is an injective map from B;(Aa;) to Brs(14), and [B;(Aay)| < |Brs(14)].
(When z is rational, the map may not be well-defined, since each b may correspond
to multiple b. But we still have |B;(Aa;)| < |Brs(14)|.) Hence by (Il) we have

log |B;(Aay)] < lim log |Brs(14)|

B(Ad) = lim e J = L-&(L),
which gives ([22I).
Next we prove
E(1y) < E(ay). (23)
Consider an (L.J)-block b of 1a(n) starting with “17, sa;
b=(1,0,..,0,1,0,...,0,1,...,1,0, ..., 0), 24
( ) (24)

bi—1 by—1 br—1

with by, ...,b > 1 and by + --- + bx = LJ. The set of all such blocks of 14(n) is
denoted by Bi ;(14). We will show B} ;(14)] < (IBs(Aay)| + 1)*, by constructing
an injective map from |B} ;(14)] to (Bs(Aa,) U{NULL})%.

For every block b in [24]), We group by, ..., bx into subsets, each subset having
exactly J numbers except the last one, and get blocks

~ ~

by =(1,0,...,0,1,..,1,0,..,0,1), by =(1,0,..,0,1,...1,0,...,0,1),
SN~ SN~ N—— SN~

b1—1 byj—1 byyi1—1 boy—1
. b,, :(1, 0,...,0 ,1,...,1,0,...,0,1).
—— ——
bm—-1)7+1—1 brg_1—1

Note that for each 0 <@ < m — 1 we added an extra “1” at the end of bl, and we
deleted the zeros at the end of b . Each b27 0 <1 < m, corresponds to a J-block of
Aa,(n), for instance,

(1,0,..,0,1,..,1,0,..,0,1) + by := (byx,....byz) mod 1.
b1—1 byj—1
1— J—
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Here Em may correspond to multiple numbers of J-block of Aa,(n), and we pick any
one of them to be b,,. Note that m < L since K < L.J. Now it is easy to check that
the map

b — (by, by, ..., by, NULL, ..., NULL) € (B,(Aa,) U {NULL})",

where we add some “NULL” if m < L, is injective. So |B};(14)| < (|Bs(a.)| + 1)%.
Moreover, every L.J-block of 14 is a concatenation of at most LJ 0’s and one block
from Bl ;(14), so |Brs(14)| < LJ|B: ;(14)], and

log |Br.(14)] < lim IOg((LJ‘BJ(A%H +1)L)

B(la) = lim =77 < Jim LJ = E(Aa).
Now by Theorem [T we have (23)). O

7. A generalization of Furstenberg’s X2 X 3 conjecture

In m], Furstenberg proposed the following x2 x 3 conjecture: let p and ¢ be two
integers > 2 with logp/logq ¢ Q, then for every z € [0,1) \ Q,

dim {p"zr mod 1 : n € N} +dim {¢"x mod 1 : n € N} > 1.

In Section @l we see that when a(n) = p" for such an integer p > 2,

E(ay(n)) =logp - dim {p"r mod 1:n € N},

and hence £*(a(n)) = logp. So we can restate Furstenberg’s conjecture as follows:
let p and ¢ be two integers > 2 with logp/logq ¢ Q, then for every x € [0, 1)\Q,

E({pnz}neN) }E({qnz}neN) > 1
B ({prtnen)  E({q"}nen) —

With the notion of dual entropy, it is natural to extend Furstenberg’s conjecture to
general sequences integer a(n) and b(n).

Conjecture 7.1. Let {a(n)},en and {b(n)}nen be two centered sequences of integers,
such that B*({a(n)}nen) > 1 and E*({b(n)}nen) > 1 and

(
A ({a(n)}nen)
A ({b(n) tnen)

¢ Q.

Then for every irrational x,

E({a(n)zinen) | E{b(N)T}nen)
E({a(n)}new) — E({b(n)nen)

24
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So far, little is known for Conjecture [l except for some trivial cases. In the
following, we prove a special case of Conjecture [[.I]under the assumption that every
integer sequence is centered.

Let p > 2 be an integer, and a(n) be constructed as in Example B3 that is,
a(n) = p" + ¢(n) for some sequence ¢(n) such that Ac(n) is uniformly bounded and
KE(Ac) > 3logp. Note that we do not require a(n) to be increasing. Then, by
Lemma 2.4 (iii),

Elex(n)) — B({p"rtnen) < £lax(n)) < Elca(n)) + B{p"v}nen), Vo €[0,1).

By Lemma B2 &(c,(n)) = A(Ac) for every irrational z, and by Proposition [A.1]
E({p"x}tnen) < logp. So indeed, we have

E(Ac(n)) —logp < E(ay(n)) < E(Ac(n)) +logp, Vr & Q. (25)
Hence, if we assume {a(n)},en is centered, then
E(Ac(n)) —logp < E*(a(n)) < E(Ac(n)) + logp. (26)
Recall we assume A(Ac) > 3logp, then (28) and (26]) implies that

1 *
Elaz(n)) > £ (a(n))
for every irrational z. Similarly, if we construct b(n) in a similar way, then we also
have

(b, (1)) > S (b(n)

for every irrational x. So we have the following proposition, which partial answers
Conjecture [T.11

Proposition 7.2. Let p,q > 2 be two integers. Let a(n) = p" + c(n) for some
sequence c(n) of integers satisfying Ac(n) is uniformly bounded and A (Ac) > 3logp,
and let b(n) = ¢" + d(n) for some sequence d(n) of integers satisfying Ad(n) is
uniformly bounded and E(Ad) > 3logq. If {a(n)}nen and {b(n)}nen are centered,
then for every irrational x,

E({a(n)z}nen) , B{U(0)T}nen) o
A (a(n)) A b(n)) T
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8. Further discussions on the Mobius disjointness conjecture

One motivation to study the entropy of sequences is their disjointness from certain
arithmetic functions. It is believed that all the zero entropy sequences are disjoint
from certain multiplicative arithmetic functions because zero entropy means the se-
quence exhibits strong regularity with respect to addition, and the addition operator
on N behaves independently to the multiplication operator in some sense. Sarnak
ﬂﬂ] (see also ﬂﬂ]) conjectured that all sequences arising from zero entropy dynamics
systems are disjoint from the Mdbius function p(n). It is explained in [6] (see also
Ej]) that we can restate Sarnak’s conjecture in anqgie entropy, which, by Lemma 2.7]
is equivalent to the following statement: for every subset A C N with A(14(n)) =0
we have

N
1
Jim Zl La(n)p(n) = 0.

Since the notion, dual entropy, also describes the complexity of subsets A of N,
we believe that the sequences with zero dual entropy are disjoint from the Mobius
function.

Conjecture 8.1. For every subset A C N with A*(A) =0, we have

N
) 1
Jim ; La(n)u(n) = 0.

Many sequences satisfying Sarnak’s conjecture also have dual entropy zero. Sim-
ple examples include periodic sequences and characteristic functions supported on
zero-density sets. Another class of {0, 1}-sequences known to satisfy Sarnak’s con-
jecture is constructed from polynomials, or generated polynomials as defined in ﬂﬁ]
(see ]) For example, letting p(n) be a polynomial or a generated polynomial,
define

a(n) =1if p(n) mod 1 € [0,1/2); a(n) =0if p(n) mod 1 € [1/2,1).
Then it is known that the sequence a(n) has zero (anqgie) entropy and is disjoint from
p(n).

The Mobius disjointness conjecture suggests that the entropy of a sequence is
related to its disjointness from p(n), and entropic van der Corput’s Theorem says
that the entropy of a sequence will not change if we take the difference. Hence it
is natural to ask that whether the difference operator keeps the disjointness of a
sequence from pu(n). The following proposition answers this question negatively by
constructing a sequence a(n) which is not disjoint from p(n) and whose difference
does.
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Proposition 8.2. There is a sequence a(n) such that

iy Z Aafn
but
1w 2
— S 2
llNHLIOIéf I Zla(n)u(n) z 5> 0.
Proof. We will construct a sequence a(n) such that,
4 4
> Aa(dk+ jp(k+5) =0 and Y a(dk + j)u(4k + j) > 1, (27)
=1 j=1

unless (p(4k), ..., u(4k +3)) = (0,0,0,0).
We construct a(n) by determining all the regular 4-blocks of a(n) and Aa(n).
Note that u(4k) = 0 for every k. When

4

> uldk+ ) #0,

s
we pick either
(a(4k), ..., a(4k +3)) = (+,1,1,1),  (Aa(4k), ..., Aa(4k +3)) = (+,0,0,0)
or
(a(4k), ...,a(4k +3)) = (x, —1,—1,—1), (Aa(4k), ..., Aa(4k + 3)) = (*,0,0,0)
to make sure that

1
Za (4k + )p(dk + ) > 1.

(132

Here and in the following, the notation “x” in a(n) means the value is determined
by a(n — 1) and Aa(n — 1), and % in Aa(n) means the value is determined by a(n)
and a(n — 1). When

4
S u(dk + 5) =0,
=1
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there are only 6 cases for (pu(4k), ..., u(4k+3)) if they are not all 0. We list these cases
in the following table, and for each case we give a construction of (a(4k), ..., a(4k+3))
and (Aa(4k), ..., Aa(4k + 3)).

(u(dn),...,u(An+3)) | (a(4n),...,a(4n+3)) | (Aa(4n),...,Aa(4n + 3))
(0,1, 0, 1) (%,-1,-1, 0) (%, 0, 1, 0)
(0,1, 1, 0) (%,~1, 0, 1) (%, 1, 1, 0)
(0, 0,-1, 1) (%, 0,—1, 0) (%,—~1, 1, 1)
(0, 0, 1,-1) (%, 0, 1, 0) (%, 1,-1, 1)
(0, 1,1, 0) (%, 1, 0,-1) (%,-1,-1, 0)
(0, 1, 0,-1) (%, 1, 0, 0) (%,—1, 0,—1)

Finally, let a(0) = 0. It is easy to check that the above values of the regular
4-blocks of a(n) and Aa(n) determine a unique bounded sequence a(n), and the
condition (27)) is satisfied. Hence

&&—ZM =0
and
1 1«
—— ) > 1 2
ity 3 atw)utr) > fim 52
Hence a(n) is a needed sequence. O

Hence we cannot use (angie) entropy to completely determine whether a sequence
is disjoint from p(n) or not.
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Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 2.§
Given N > 1. Let

U.— L_E i+1+6
‘" \N 2N’ N 2N )’

then {U;:i=0,1,...,N — 1} is an open cover of R/Z. We denote X to be the
closure of the set {(z(n),z(n+1),...) :n € N} in Y. Let B, be the Bernoulli shift
on X given by (wo,ws,...) — (wy,ws,...). For s > 1, denote

W = {Uio X Ui1 X ... X Uis—l X ()N\{O’l """ s—1} 100,01, ,05-1 € {0, 1,. . .,N}},

so W is an open cover of X.

For | = 0,1, ..., we iteratively construct integers ¢;, s; and open covers U, We
start from letting to = 1 and U© = W,. At the [-th step, assume we have a natural
number ¢; and an open cover UV of X which is a subcover of W;,. From the definition
of the angie entropy of z(n), the topological entropy of B,, denoted by h(B,), is
equal to A\. So h(B!) = t;\. Therefore,

s—1
lim 5™ log V/ (\/ (B)™ u“)) < 4,
j=0

where recall we use N () to denote the minimal number of open sets we need in the
cover U to cover X. So there is a sufficiently large natural number s; such that

Sl—l

st log N/ (\/ (Bj;l)_ju(”> <tA+270 (A1)

j=0

Therefore it is possible to choose a subcover
Ut C \/ (B u (A.2)

such that its size ‘Z/{(lﬂ)} satisfies
sy M og [UD | <gx + 270 (A.3)

We set t41 = t;5;. Then clearly U¢+Y is a subcover of Wit
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To make it clear, we also construct a sequence of functions

1 2 N-1
=) 1=0,1,2,...

N 0,—, —,...
fl —>{’N’N’ ; N

We define the values of f; by its regular #;-blocks. For the {‘-th regular ¢;-block, since
UWY is an open cover of X, we can choose an open set le) from U® such that the
point

(x (jt),x (jt +1),...) e V" (A.4)
Since UW is a subcover of W,,, we can write Vj(l) as the form

V;(l) = Uio X Ui1 X oo X Uz X X(I)\I\{O’l """ tl_l},

-1

Then we define

(fit), LG+, ... i((G+Dt, —1)) = <iﬁo’%""’it}\;l)’

Let j run over N then we complete the construction of f;. Note that by (A.4), for

any n, [ we have

1+e
2N

[z(n) — fln)] < (A.5)
Finally, we construct the map gy. Define gn(0) = f,(0), and
gy(n) = fi(n) when ¢ <n<t,,1>0.

From (AF) we have sup,cy [gn(n) — 2(n)| < 55, We estimate the entropy of gy by
considering its effective regular #;-blocks. By (A.2) and the construction of f; and
gn, every effective regular ¢-block of gy is defined from an element of U, hence
gn(n) has at most }L{ (l“)} different effective regular ¢;-blocks. By Lemma 2.0]

1 1
E(gy) = lim —log|B{" (gn)| < lim —log [UV] < A,
l—00 1 ! l—oo 1

where the last inequality comes from ([A.3]) and the definition ¢;,; = t;s;. Hence the
proof is completed.
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