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Abstract. Generalized Bratteli diagrams with a countable set of vertices in every
level are models for aperiodic Borel automorphisms. This paper is devoted to the
description of all ergodic probability tail invariant measures on the path spaces of
generalized Bratteli diagrams. Such measures can be identified with inverse limits of
infinite-dimensional simplices associated with levels in generalized Bratteli diagrams.
Though this method is general, we apply it to several classes of reducible general-
ized Bratteli diagrams. In particular, we explicitly describe all ergodic tail invariant
probability measures for (i) the infinite Pascal graph and give the formulas for the
values of such measures on cylinder sets, (ii) generalized Bratteli diagrams formed
by a countable set of odometers, (iii) reducible generalized Bratteli diagrams with
uncountable set of ergodic tail invariant probability measures. We also consider the
method of measure extension by tail invariance from subdiagrams. We discuss the
properties of the Vershik map defined on reducible generalized Bratteli diagrams.
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1. Introduction

Motivation and main results. This paper is focused on the study of Borel dy-
namical systems that are realized on the path space of generalized Bratteli diagrams.
The notion of a generalized Bratteli diagram is a natural extension of the notion of a
standard Bratteli diagram: we consider the Bratteli diagrams in which each level con-
sists of infinitely countably many vertices. The structure of such diagrams is completely
determined by a sequence of countably infinite incidence matrices.

Because we refer to the notion of a Bratteli diagram practically in every paragraph,
we give here a very concise definition of this object. A Bratteli diagram is a countable
graph B = (V,E) whose vertices V and edges E are partitioned into subsets V = ⋃n Vn,
E = ⋃nEn, where every Vn is finite (for a standard diagram) or countably infinite (for
a generalized Bratteli diagram) and En is the set of edges connecting vertices of levels
Vn and Vn+1. It is required that the set of incoming edges is finite for every vertex.
The set En determines the incidence matrix Fn = (f

(n)
vw ) where f (n)vw is the number of

edges connecting v ∈ Vn+1 and w ∈ Vn. For every diagram B, we consider the path
space XB that is formed by infinite sequences of concatenating edges. Two infinite
paths are called tail equivalent if they coincide below some level. This defines the tail
equivalence relation R, a dynamical system on XB. The question about the existence
and description of allR-invariant measures is one of the most important problems of the
theory of Bratteli diagrams. More detailed definitions and facts related to generalized
Bratteli diagrams can be found in Section 3.

Discrete combinatorial structures have been used in ergodic theory for many decades,
e.g. in the papers [Kat03], [Kri76], [Ver81], [Ver82], and others. Such structures are
useful, in particular, for the construction of various approximations of a transformation.
Bratteli diagrams became a key tool in dynamics after the paper [HPS92] and the
following series of papers [GPS95], [GPS04], [GMPS08], [GMPS10], [DHS99].
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Bratteli diagrams’ role in Cantor and Borel dynamics is crucial. The reason is that
every homeomorphism of a Cantor set (and every aperiodic automorphism of a standard
Borel space) can be realized as an adic transformation, called the Vershik map, acting
on the path space of a standard Bratteli diagram (generalized Bratteli diagram, respec-
tively). This means that all properties of a Cantor or Borel dynamical system (X,T )
can be seen on a corresponding Bratteli diagram. In particular, tail invariant measures
on a Bratteli diagram are exactly the T -invariant measures. In this connection, we refer
to the papers [HPS92], [Med06], [DK19], [Shi20], [BDK06] where these results and nu-
merous applications have been proved. The reader can find a comprehensive exposition
of this subject also in the recent books [Put18], [DP22] and surveys [Dur10], [BK16].
The existing literature on Bratteli diagrams, corresponding to dynamical systems, in-
variant path-space measures, and other areas used in the paper is very extensive. We
refer, in particular, to [Bra72], [Kec95], [Nad95], [Kit98], [Ver81] and other fundamental
works cited below in the text where the reader can see the basic ideas and methods.

The idea to work with a realization of a transformation on the path space of a Bratteli
diagram has proved to be very useful and productive. This approach allowed one to
classify minimal homeomorphisms of a Cantor set up to orbit equivalence [GPS95],
[GW95]. Furthermore, it turns out that the structure of a Bratteli diagram makes it
possible to see distinctly several important invariants of a transformation. They are, in
particular, the set of minimal components, the support of every ergodic measure µ, the
values of the measure µ on clopen sets, etc. As was mentioned above, Bratteli diagrams
can be studied independently of their relations to transformations defined on a Cantor
or Borel space if we use the tail equivalence relation as a prototype of a dynamical
system. In fact, the class of such dynamical systems is wider than that generated by
transformations because there are Bratteli diagrams that do not support continuous
Vershik maps, see [Med06], [BKY14]. We do not know whether there are generalized
Bratteli diagrams that do not support a Borel Vershik map.

The main theme of this paper is an explicit or algorithmic description of probability
tail invariant measures on the path space of generalized Bratteli diagrams. This work
was initiated in [BJKS23] where we were mostly interested in irreducible generalized
Bratteli diagrams. The current paper contains several intriguing examples of reducible
Bratteli diagrams with uncountably many probability ergodic measures. We discuss in
detail the method based on the study of inverse limits of infinite-dimensional simplices
and show how probability measures can be found by this method. Then we apply
this approach to some classes of generalized Bratteli diagrams and find all ergodic tail
invariant probability measures. In particular, we explicitly describe all ergodic tail
invariant probability measures for (i) the infinite Pascal graph and give the formulas
for the values of such measures on cylinder sets; (ii) generalized Bratteli diagrams
formed by a countable set of odometers; (iii) reducible generalized Bratteli diagrams
with uncountable set of ergodic tail invariant probability measures. Two other topics,
traditional for the study of dynamics on a Bratteli diagram, are considered in the paper.
They are: (a) the properties of the corresponding Vershik maps and (b) the measure
extensions from subdiagrams.
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Generalized Bratteli diagrams. Why do we need generalized Bratteli diagrams
with countable levels? The following result explains one obvious reason to study such
diagrams. In [BDK06], it is proved that every aperiodic Borel automorphism of an
uncountable standard Borel space admits a realization as a Vershik map on the path
space of a generalized Bratteli diagram. A recent result in this direction was obtained in
[BJS24], where the authors proved that there is a wide class of substitution dynamical
systems on countable alphabets that can be realized as Vershik maps acting on station-
ary generalized Bratteli diagrams. We also refer to related recent works [MnRW22],
[Man23], [FGMn22] where substitutions are considered on a compact alphabet. Among
other possible applications of generalized Bratteli diagrams, we can mention Markov
chains with countable sets of states, random walks, iterated function systems [BJ22b],
harmonic analysis on the path space of generalized Bratteli diagrams [BJ21], etc.

It is worth noting that the difference between standard and generalized Bratteli di-
agrams is essential. Even though their definitions are very similar, these two classes
of diagrams represent different kinds of dynamics: Cantor dynamics for standard dia-
grams and Borel dynamics for generalized Bratteli diagrams. In particular, the path
space of a standard Bratteli diagram is compact and, for a generalized diagram, it is a
zero-dimensional Polish space (non-locally compact, in general). This difference lies in
the base of various phenomena that distinguish the corresponding dynamical systems.
For example, there are generalized Bratteli diagrams that do not admit probability tail
invariant measures. There are stationary generalized Bratteli diagrams with uncount-
ably many ergodic invariant probability measures. Also, we note that the Vershik map
cannot be made continuous for a class of generalized Bratteli diagrams. More results of
this kind can be found in [BJKS23] and in the present paper.

Our main results are related to finding ergodic tail invariant measures on the path
space XB of a generalized Bratteli diagram B. These measures can also be viewed
as ergodic measures invariant for the corresponding Vershik maps. Remembering that
every aperiodic Borel automorphism can be represented as a Vershik map, our results
are about ergodic invariant measures of aperiodic Borel automorphisms of standard
Borel spaces.

This circle of problems is traditional for the study of dynamical systems. There
are many well-developed methods in this direction and impressive achievements. In
particular, for a stationary Bratteli diagram (standard or generalized) one can use
the Perron-Frobenius theory to define a tail invariant measure, see [BKMS10] for the
standard case and [BJKS23] for generalized diagrams. Another approach is based on
the measure extension procedure from a subdiagram [BKK15], [ABKK17], [BKK24].
If B is a subdiagram of a Bratteli diagram B and ν is a probability measure on the
path space XB, then ν can be extended to a measure ν̂ (finite or infinite) supported by
R(XB), the smallest tail invariant set containing XB.

A substantial part of our paper is devoted to the study of ergodic probability tail in-
variant measures on the infinite Pascal graph B = (V,E) and the Vershik map for some
natural orders on B. The Pascal graph is one of the most popular graphs related to
dynamical systems. It has been extensively studied in the context of Cantor dynamics,
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see the references in Section 5. We quote [Ver11]: “Transformations generated by classi-
cal graded graphs, such as the ordinary and multidimensional Pascal graphs, the Young
graph, the graph of walks in Weyl chambers, etc., provide examples of combinatorial
origin of the new, very interesting class of adic transformations.”

We consider the infinite Pascal graph where the n-th level is formed by the vertices
s:

Vn = {s = (s1, s2, . . .) ∶
∞
∑
i=1
si = n, si ∈ N0}.

The set En of edges between the vertices of levels Vn and Vn+1 is determined by the
following property: for s ∈ Vn, t ∈ Vn+1, the set E(s, t) of edges between s and t consists
of exactly one edge if and only if t = s + e(i) for some i ∈ N where {e(i) ∶ I ∈ N} is the
standard basis.

Another class of generalized Bratteli diagrams in our focus is the class of reducible di-
agrams whose incidence matrices are triangular. Even for stationary Bratteli diagrams,
such diagrams have remarkable properties; we study them in our paper.

Inverse limit method. In this paper, we consider and systematically apply a new
approach that is based on identifying measures with inverse limits. We consider in
this article a method (called the “inverse limit method”) that gives the possibility to
describe the set of all invariant probability measures of a generalized Bratteli diagram.
This method is a non-trivial generalization of a similar approach developed for standard
Bratteli diagrams. In [BKMS10], we proved that, for a classical Bratteli diagram with
the sequence of incidence stochastic matrices (Fn), every tail invariant measure µ was
completely determined by a sequence of non-negative probability vectors (q(n)) such
that F T

n q
(n+1) = q(n) for all n ≥ 1 (F T

n is the transpose matrix). In other words, we
prove that the set M1(R) of all probability tail invariant measures on XB is identified
with the inverse limit of the sets (∆(n)1 , F T

n ):

M1(R) = lim
←Ð
n→∞
(∆
(n)
1 , F T

n )

where ∆
(n)
1 is the finite-dimensional simplex indexed by the vertices of the n-th level.

If we apply a similar approach to generalized Bratteli diagrams, then we come across
the following difficulties. Firstly, the infinite-dimensional simplex ∆

(n)
1 is not closed

so we should work with the set ∆(n) = {x = ⟨xi⟩ ∶ ∑i∈Vn
xi ≤ 1}. Secondly, when we

consider the intersection of the convex sets ∆(n,∞) = ⋂∞m=1∆
(n,m), it can be empty

where ∆(n,m) ∶= G(n,m)
T
(∆(n+m)) and G(n,m)

T
= F T

n ⋅ . . . ⋅ F
T
n+m−1.

To avoid these obstacles, we take cl(∆(n,m)), the closure of the set ∆(n,m) in ∆(n).
Since cl(∆(n,m)) ⊃ cl(∆(n,m+1)), we get the closed nonempty set

∆(n,∞,cl)
∶=
∞
⋂
m=1

cl(∆(n,m)), n ∈ N.

In general, the sequence {(∆(n,∞,cl), F T
n )} does not form the inverse limit. But if

there exists a sequence of probability vectors {q(n)}, where q(n) ∈ ∆(n,∞,cl), such that
F T
n (q

(n+1)) = q(n) for all n, then this sequence produces a probability tail invariant
measure.
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The next problem is to describe the elements of the set ∆(n,∞,cl). We prove that

∆(n,∞,cl)
= {∫

L(n)
z dµ(z) ∶ µ ∈M1(L

(n)
)} ,

where

L(n) = {x ∈∆(n) ∶ x = lim
m→∞

gvm , vm ∈ Vn+m}, gv = G
(n,m)T

(e(n+m)v ).

Finally, we show how all vectors from L(n) can be found explicitly.
In this paper, we apply the inverse limit method to several classes of generalized

Bratteli diagrams.

More about tail invariant measures. Discussing the methods of finding tail
invariant measures (finite or infinite) on a generalized Bratteli diagram, we should
mention two other approaches to this problem apart from the inverse limit method.

The first approach is based on the Perron-Frobenius theory. For a stationary Bratteli
diagram with the incidence matrix F (finite or infinite), we find the Perron eigenvalue
λ and a positive eigenvector ξ satisfying F T ξ = λξ. Then this data allows one to
determine a tail invariant measure µ on a cylinder set [e] corresponding to a finite
path ending at a vertex v ∈ Vn by setting µ([e]) = λ−nξv. The measure µ can be finite
or infinite depending on the summability of the entries of the vector ξ. This method
works only for diagrams with finite Perron eigenvalue and is not universal (though very
useful), see [BKMS10], and [BJ22a], and [BJKS23] where the reader can find numerous
applications. The case of reducible stationary Bratteli diagrams is not covered by the
discussed method.

Another method to construct a tail invariant measure is based on the procedure called
measure extension from a subdiagram. Let B be a subdiagram of a generalized Bratteli
diagram B. Take a probability tail invariant measure ν on the path space XB of the
subdiagram B. Consider the set X̂B = R(XB), the smallest tail invariant set containing
XB. Extend the measure ν by tail invariance to the set R(XB). We obtain in such
a way a new tail invariant measure ν̂ on the diagram B. The main difficulty consists
of finding out whether the extended measure ν̂ is finite or infinite. This method works
very well for many classes of diagrams, see [BKMS13], [ABKK17], [BKK24], and the
results of this paper below.

Outline of the paper. We describe our main results and outline of the paper. In
Section 2, we consider infinite-dimensional simplices and prove some facts about their
extreme points in the spirit of Krein-Milman theory. These results will be used in the
next sections. Section 3 contains the basic definitions of the objects related to (gen-
eralized) Bratteli diagrams. Among them, we mention, first of all, the notions of tail
invariant measures, the Vershik map, stationary and bounded size Bratteli diagrams,
vertex and edge subdiagrams, and measure extension from a subdiagram. The defini-
tions and results from this section are used in the other sections. Section 4 contains the
details of the inverse limit method that is briefly described above. The second part of
the paper, Sections 5 - 8, are devoted to some applications of the inverse limit method
to several classes of generalized Bratteli diagrams. For these classes, we completely
describe the set of ergodic tail invariant probability measures. We note that we focus
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mostly on examples of reducible generalized Bratteli diagrams. In Section 5, the infinite
Pascal graph whose vertices are indexed ether by N or Z is studied. We show that there
are uncountably many ergodic tail invariant probability measures on the infinite Pascal
graph and give explicit formulas for the values of such measures on cylinder sets. In
Section 6, we deal with a bounded size Bratteli diagram (the incidence matrices are
banded matrices). In particular, we consider a generalized Bratteli diagram Bk with
the entries of incidence matrices defined by the formula:

f (n)vw =

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

1, ∣v −w∣ ≤ k

0, otherwise,
w ∈ Vn, v ∈ Vn+1,

and prove that there is no probability tail invariant measure on the diagram Bk. More
examples are given in Section 7. There we discuss the connections of our results about
ergodic measures with substitution dynamical systems on a countable alphabet and with
the diagram obtained as the union of infinitely many odometers as subdiagrams, each
of the odometers is connected with its right neighbor. For this class of diagrams, we
give a criterion for the existence of probability tail invariant measures and describe the
set of all ergodic measures explicitly. We show that all ergodic probability tail invariant
measures are extensions of measures sitting on odometers. Section 8 is devoted to an
amazing example of a “triangular” generalized stationary Bratteli diagram B∞ and its
subdiagrams. The incidence matrix F of B∞ is the 0-1 low-triangular matrix whose
non-zero entries equal 1. This diagram has amazing properties and unexpected connec-
tions with other notions like completely monotonic sequences and contains interesting
subdiagrams. We prove that the diagram B∞ supports uncountably many ergodic prob-
ability tail invariant measures and describe them explicitly. We also consider triangular
standard Bratteli subdiagrams and find their internal tail invariant probability mea-
sures. The final Section 9 discusses the Vershik map on the infinite Pascal graph and
the diagram B∞ with respect to some natural orders.

2. Preliminaries on convex sets and invariant measures

In this section, we discuss some known and new facts about the structure of convex
sets generated by infinite-dimensional positive vectors. These results will be used below
in our study of tail invariant measures on the path space of a generalized Bratteli
diagram.

2.1. Infinite-dimensional convex sets. We use the standard notation N,Z,R, N0 =

N ∪ {0} for the sets of numbers, R+ denotes non-negative reals. Let V be an infinite
countable set. We prefer to work with V (not N or Z) because the Bratteli diagrams
considered in this paper have to have vertices enumerated by countable sets of a rather
complicated structure. Nevertheless, we will need to use a bijection a ∶ V → N that
identifies the elements of V with natural numbers. This function a(v) is chosen and
fixed for this paper.

Let RV be a linear space of infinite vectors x = ⟨xv ∈ R ∶ v ∈ V ⟩. With some abuse of
terminology, we will use the word “sequence” considering the element x of RV .
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Let I = [0,1]. Consider the subset IV of RV , that is

IV = {x = ⟨xv⟩ ∈ RV
∶ 0 ≤ xv ≤ 1}.

For x ∈ IV , define

(2.1) ∣x∣ = ∑
v∈V

1

2a(v)
∣xv ∣

and set

(2.2) d(x, y) ∶= ∣x − y∣ = ∑
v∈V

1

2a(v)
∣xv − yv ∣,

where x = ⟨xv⟩ and y = ⟨yv⟩ are in IV . Then (IV , d) is a compact metric space.
We remark that a sequence {x(k)} = {⟨x(k)v ⟩} converges to a vector x = ⟨xv⟩ if and

only if x(k)v → xv as k →∞ for every v ∈ V .
The set IV contains vectors e(u), u ∈ V , such that e(u) = ⟨e(u)v ⟩, e

(u)
v = 1 if v = u and

e
(u)
v = 0 if v ≠ u. Then, for any x ∈ IV , we can write

x = ∑
v∈V

xve
(v).

For a vector x = ⟨xv ∶ v ∈ V ⟩ ∈ IV , we define the vectors x[s], s = 1,2, . . . as follows:
x[s] = ⟨x[s]v ⟩, where x[s]v = xv if a(v) ≤ s and x[s]v = 0 if a(v) > s.

Lemma 2.1. Let {αk ∶ k ∈ K} be a sequence of non-negative numbers such that
∑k∈K αk = 1, where K is a subset of N. Then, for x(k), y(k) ∈ IV , the following in-
equality holds:

(2.3) d(∑
k∈K

αkx
(k), ∑

k∈K
αky

(k)
) ≤ ∑

k∈K
αkd(x

(k), y(k)).

Proof. Straightforward. □

Define the subsets ∆ and ∆a of IV , 0 ≤ a ≤ 1, where

∆ = {x = ⟨xv⟩ ∶ ∑
v∈V

xv ≤ 1}, ∆a = {x = ⟨xv⟩ ∶ ∑
v∈V

xv = a}.

Then ∆ = ⋃0≤a≤1∆a, the sets ∆a and ∆ are convex, and ∆ is a closed subset of IV .
We will use the following abbreviations: the symbols “cl”, “conv”, and “ext” denote

the “closure”, “convex hull”, and “extreme points” of a set, respectively.

Lemma 2.2. (1) ∆ = cl[conv(ext ∆)].
(2) ∆a is dense in ⋃0≤b≤a∆b for any 0 < a ≤ 1. In particular, cl(∆1) =∆.

Proof. (1) This is the Krein-Milman theorem.
For (2), take x = ⟨xv⟩ ∈ ∆b, i.e., ∑v∈V xv = b < a and define x(k) = ⟨x(k)v ⟩ such that

x
(k)
v = xv if a(v) ≤ k and x(k)v = y

(k)
v if a(v) > k, where

∑
a(v)>k

y(k)v = a − ∑
a(v)≤k

xv,
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and y(k)v ≥ 0, k = 1,2, . . .. Then x(k) ∈∆a for every k = 1,2, . . .. Moreover,

d(x(k), x) = ∑
a(v)>k

1

2a(v)
∣xv − y

(k)
v ∣ ≤ ∑

a(v)>k

1

2a(v)
=

1

2k
→ 0

as k →∞. □

2.2. Convex sets generated by a sequence of vectors. Let {b
(i)
∶ i ∈ N} be a

sequence of vectors from the set ∆1. Denote by ∆({b
(i)
}) the smallest convex and closed

subset of ∆ that contains all vectors b
(1)

, b
(2)

, b
(3)
, . . .. We also define by C = C({b

(i)
})

the set of all infinite convex combinations of the vectors {b
(i)
}, that is

C = {xu =
∞
∑
k=1

ukb
(k)
∶ uk ≥ 0,

∞
∑
k=1

uk = 1}.

Proposition 2.3. The set C({b
(i)
}) is a dense subset of ∆({b

(i)
}).

Proof. To prove this result we need a formula for the distance between any two vectors
from C = C({b

(i)
}).

Claim 2.4. Let xu = ∑∞k=1 ukb
(k)

and xw = ∑∞k=1wkb
(k)

be two vectors from the set C.
Then

(2.4) d(xu, xw) = ∑
v∈V

1

2a(v)
∣
∞
∑
k=1
(uk −wk)b

(k)
v ∣ .

Proof of Claim 2.4. Indeed, every vector xu from C can be represented as follows:

xu =
∞
∑
k=1

ukb
(k)
=
∞
∑
k=1

uk ∑
v∈V
[b(k)v e(v)] = ∑

v∈V
[
∞
∑
k=1

ukb
(k)
v ] e

(v).

A similar formula holds for xw. Hence, applying (2.2), we obtain (2.4). □

We show now that

(2.5) C({b
(i)
}) ⊂∆({b

(i)
}).

This inclusion can be deduced also from Theorem 2.8.
It is clear, that any vector xu = ∑∞k=1 ukb

(k)
such that only finitely many uk’s are

non-zero is automatically in ∆(b
(k)
).

Suppose that xu is such that ∑∞k=1 uk = 1 and uk > 0 for infinitely many k. Define the
vectors

x(l)u = ∑
k≤l

uk
s(l)

b
(k)
, l = 1,2, . . . ,
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where s(l) = ∑k≤l uk. Using (2.4), we can write

(2.6)

d(x(l)u , xu) = ∑
v∈V

1

2a(v)
∣(∑

k≤l
(

1

s(l)
− 1)ukb

(k)
v −∑

k>l
ukb

(k)
v )∣

≤(
1

s(l)
− 1) ∑

v∈V

1

2a(v)
∣∑
k≤l
ukb

(k)
v ∣ + ∑

v∈V

1

2a(v)
∣∑
k>l
ukb

(k)
v ∣

≤ (
1

s(l)
− 1) ∑

v∈V

1

2a(v)
∑
k≤l
uk + ∑

v∈V

1

2a(v)
∑
k>l
uk

≤(
1

s(l)
− 1) +∑

k>l
uk Ð→ 0,

as l →∞.
Because x(l)u ∈∆({b

(k)
}) and this set is closed, we conclude that xu ∈∆({b

(k)
}). This

proves (2.5). The fact that C({b
(i)
}) is dense in ∆({b

(i)
}) is obvious. □

Remark 2.5. Denote by cl({b
(k)
}) the closure of the set {b

(k)
} in ∆. It is obvious that

cl({b
(k)
}) ⊂∆({b

(k)
}).

The set ∆({b
(k)
}) is closed and convex. By the Krein-Milman theorem, it is the

closure of the convex hull of its extreme points.

We recall the following well-known fact, see e.g. [Die84].

Theorem 2.6. [Die84, Theorem 2, p. 149] Let Y be a real locally convex Hausdorff
linear topological space and K = cl(conv(Z)) be a closed convex hull of a set Z ⊂ Y . For
Z compact, x ∈K if and only if there exists a regular Borel probability measure µ on Z

whose barycenter exists and is x. In other words, for any continuous linear functional
f ∈ Y ∗, one has

(2.7) f(x) = ∫
Z
f(z) dµ(z).

We also recall the so-called Milman’s Converse of the Krein-Milman theorem:

Theorem 2.7. [Die84, Corollary 4, p.151]: Let K be a compact convex subset of a real
locally convex Hausdorff linear topological space Y . If K is the closed convex hull of a
set Z, then every extreme point of K lies in the closure of Z.

Applying these facts to the set ∆({b
(k)
}), we obtain the following results.

Theorem 2.8. (1) The set ext(∆({b
(k)
}) of all extreme points of ∆({b

(k)
}) is con-

tained in cl({b
(k)
}).

(2) A vector x belongs to ∆({b
(k)
}) if and only if there exists a Borel probability

measure µ on cl({b
(k)
}) such that

(2.8) x = ∫
cl({b(k)})

z dµ(z)1.

1We clarify the meaning of this formula in the proof.
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Proof. We need to prove (2) only. We use (2.7) as a starting point. Note that the set
∆({b

(k)
}) is also a closed convex hull of the set cl({b

(k)
}).

Using Theorem 2.6, we see that for every x ∈ ∆({b
(k)
}) there is a regular Borel

probability measure µ = µx on cl({b
(k)
}) whose barycenter exists and is x. Therefore,

we can write

(2.9) f(x) = ∫
cl({b(k)})

f (z) dµ(z).

For z = ∑u∈V zue
(u) ∈ ∆({b

(k)
}), we consider the projection fv ∶ z ↦ zv and substitute

it into (2.9):

(2.10) xv = ∫
cl({b(k)})

zv dµ(z), v ∈ V.

Relation (2.10) is the coordinate-wise form of (2.7). Another form of this statement is:

∆({b
(k)
}) = {∫

cl({b(k)})
z dµ(z) ∶ µ ∈M1(cl({b

(k)
}))} ,

where M1(⋅) is the set of all Borel probability measures.
□

Remark 2.9. We note that the integrals considered above can be viewed as Bochner
integrals for the functions f from cl({b

(k)
}) to B, where B is the Banach space generated

by the vectors b
(k)
, k ∈ N, with the norm given in (2.1).

2.3. Continuity of matrix maps. We consider here special maps (matrix maps)
between the metric spaces ∆ = {x = ⟨xv⟩, ∑v∈V xv ≤ 1, xv ≥ 0} and ∆′ = {y =
⟨yw⟩,∑w∈W yw ≤ 1, yw ≥ 0}, where V and W are countably infinite sets.

Let F = {fvw}, v ∈ V, w ∈ W , be an infinite matrix such that fvw ≥ 0,∑w∈W fvw = 1

for every v ∈ V , and fvw > 0 if and only if w ∈ Wv, where Wv ⊂ W is a finite set for
every v ∈ V . The transpose matrix F T of F defines the map F T ∶ ∆→∆

′

:

F T
(x) = y, yw = ∑

v∈V
fvwxv,

where x = ⟨xv⟩ and y = ⟨yw⟩. We are interested in the continuity of the map F T ∶ ∆→∆
′

because this property plays an important role in generalized Bratteli diagrams, see
Section 4.

It is easy to check that F T (∆a) = ∆
′
a, for every 0 < a ≤ 1. Indeed, let x ∈ ∆a. Then

we have

∑
w∈W

yw = ∑
w∈W

∑
v∈V

fvwxv = ∑
v∈V

xv ⋅ ∑
w∈W

fvw = ∑
v∈V

xv = a.

In general, the map F T is not continuous. We give a necessary and sufficient condition
for the continuity of this map.

Let gv ∶= ⟨fvw ∶ w ∈W ⟩ be vectors of ∆
′

1 determined by v-th rows of the matrix F .

Theorem 2.10. The map F T ∶∆→∆
′

is continuous if and only if ∣gv ∣ → 0 as a(v) → ∞.
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Proof. Sufficiency. Take two vectors x = ⟨xv⟩ and x′ = ⟨x′v⟩ from the metric space ∆

and set y = ⟨yw⟩ = F T (x), y′ = ⟨y′w⟩ = F T (x′). We recall that the functions a ∶ V → N
and a′ ∶ W → N enumerate elements of the sets V and W . The distance d is given by
the formula d(x,x′) = ∑v∈V

1
2a(v)
∣xv − x

′
v ∣. We compute

d(y, y′) = ∑
w∈W

1

2a′(w)
∣yw − y

′
w∣

= ∑
w∈W

1

2a′(w)
∣ ∑
v∈V

fvwxv − ∑
v∈V

fvwx
′
v ∣

≤ ∑
w∈W

1

2a′(w)
∑
v∈V

fvw∣xv − x
′
v ∣

= ∑
v∈V
∣xv − x

′
v ∣ ∑

w∈W

1

2a
′(w)

fvw

= ∑
v∈V
∣xv − x

′
v ∣∣gv ∣.

Take ε > 0, choose k0 ∈ N such that ∣gv ∣ <
ε
2 if a(v) > k0, and set

δ =
ε

2

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

∑
a(v)≤k0

2a(v)∣gv ∣
⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

−1

.

It is obvious that the inequality d(x,x′) < δ implies ∣xv − x′v ∣ < δ2a(v) for every v ∈ V .
Finally, we have

d(y, y′) ≤ ∑
v∈V
∣xv − x

′
v ∣∣gv ∣

= ∑
a(v)≤k0

∣xv − x
′
v ∣∣gv ∣ + ∑

a(v)>k0
∣xv − x

′
v ∣∣gv ∣

≤ δ ∑
a(v)≤k0

2a(v)∣gv ∣ +
ε

2
∑

a(v)>k0
∣xv − x

′
v ∣

<
ε

2
+
ε

2
= ε.

This proves that F T is continuous.
Necessity. Assume that F T is continuous and let e(v) be the basis vectors from ∆.

Obviously, ∣e(v)∣ → 0 as a(v) → ∞. This implies that ∣gv ∣ → 0 because F T (e(v)) = gv.
□

We will give more examples of continuous and discontinuous liner mappings F related
to some classes of generalized Bratteli diagrams in Sections 6 - 8.

3. Generalized Bratteli diagrams. Overview

In this section, we recall the main definitions and results concerning generalized
Bratteli diagrams. For more details see [BJ22a], [BJKS23].
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3.1. Main definitions. We will use the notation ∣ ⋅ ∣ for the cardinality of a set.

Definition 3.1. A generalized Bratteli diagram is a graded graph B = (V,E) such
that the vertex set V and the edge set E are represented as partitions V = ⊔∞i=0 Vi and
E = ⊔∞i=0Ei satisfying the following properties:

(i) The number of vertices at each level Vi, i ∈ N0, is countably infinite (if necessary,
we will identify each Vi with Z or N). The set Vi is called the ith level of the diagram
B. For all i ∈ N0, the set Ei of all edges between Vi and Vi+1 is countable.

(ii) For every edge e ∈ E, we define the range and source maps r and s such that
r(Ei) = Vi+1 and s(Ei) = Vi for i ∈ N0. It is required that s−1(v) ≠ ∅ for all v ∈ V , and
r−1(v) ≠ ∅ for all v ∈ V ∖ V0.

(iii) For every vertex v ∈ Vn and every n ≥ 1, we have ∣r−1(v)∣ < ∞.

When we index the vertices at each level by Z, the generalized Bratteli diagram B

is called two-sided infinite, and when the vertices are indexed by N or N0, then we call
B one-sided infinite.

The structure of a generalized Bratteli diagram B is completely determined by a
sequence of non-negative countably infinite matrices. For a vertex v ∈ Vm and a vertex
w ∈ Vn, denote by E(v,w) the set of all finite paths between v and w (this set may be
empty). Set f ′(n)v,w = ∣E(v,w)∣ for every w ∈ Vn and v ∈ Vn+1. We denote

(3.1) F ′n = (f
′(n)
v,w ∶ v ∈ Vn+1,w ∈ Vn), f ′(n)v,w ∈ N0.

The matrices F ′n, n ∈ N0, are called incidence matrices. We reserve the notation Fn for
the corresponding stochastic matrix (see below). The assumption r−1(v) < ∞ implies
that in every row v, all but finitely many entries of F ′n are zeros. We will use the notation
B = B(F ′n). If F ′n = F ′ for every n ∈ N0, then the diagram B is called stationary. We
use f ′(n)vw in two cases: for the (vw)-entry of F ′n (stationary diagram) and for the (vw)-
entry of the product F ′n−1 ⋯ F ′0 (non-stationary diagram). It will be clear from the
context what case is considered.

To define the path space of a generalized Bratteli diagram B, we consider a finite or
infinite sequence of edges (it is called a path) (ei ∶ ei ∈ Ei) such that s(ei) = r(ei−1).
Denote the set of all infinite paths starting at V0 by XB and call it the path space. For
a finite path e = (e0, ..., en), we write s(e) = s(e0) and r(e) = r(en). The set

[e] ∶= {x = (xi) ∈XB ∶ x0 = e0, ..., xn = en},

is called the cylinder set associated with e.
The topology on the path space XB is generated by cylinder sets. This topology

coincides with the topology defined by the following metric onXB: for x = (xi), y = (yi),
set

dist(x, y) =
1

2N
, N =min{i ∈ N0 ∶ xi ≠ yi}.

The path space XB is a zero-dimensional Polish space and therefore a standard Borel
space.
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3.2. Tail invariant measures. In this paper, we consider tail invariant measures on
the path space XB of a generalized Bratteli diagram B. The term a measure is always
used for non-atomic positive Borel measures. We are mostly interested in full measures,
i.e., every cylinder set must be of positive measure.

Definition 3.2. Two paths x = (xi) and y = (yi) in XB are called tail equivalent if
there exists an n ∈ N0 such that xi = yi for all i ≥ n. This notion defines a countable
Borel equivalence relation R on the path space XB which is called the tail equivalence
relation.

Definition 3.3. Let B = (V,E) be a generalized Bratteli diagram and R the tail
equivalence relation on the path space XB. A measure µ on XB is called tail invariant
if, for any cylinder sets [e] and [e′] such that r(e) = r(e′), we have µ([e]) = µ([e′]).

The set of probability tail invariant measures is denoted by M1(R). We note that if
a tail invariant Borel measure µ on XB takes finite values on all cylinder sets, then µ is
uniquely determined by its values on cylinder sets in XB. Thus, every such tail invariant
measure can be characterized in terms of a sequence of positive vectors associated with
vertices of each level, see Theorem 3.6.

For every generalized Bratteli diagram, there exists a sequence of Kakutani-Rokhlin
towers.

Definition 3.4. Let B = (V,E) be a generalized Bratteli diagram, for w ∈ Vn, n ∈ N0,
denote

X(n)w = {x = (xi) ∈XB ∶ s(xn) = w}.

The collection of all such sets forms a partition ζn of XB into Kakutani-Rokhlin towers
corresponding to the vertices from Vn. Each finite path e = (e0, . . . , en−1) with r(en−1) =
w, determines a “level” of this tower

X(n)w (e) = {x = (xi) ∈XB ∶ xi = ei, i = 0, . . . , n − 1}.

Clearly,
X(n)w = ⋃

e∈E(V0,w)
X(n)w (e),

and the partition ζn+1 refines ζn.

Definition 3.5. For v ∈ Vn and v0 ∈ V0, we set h(n)v0,v = ∣E(v0, v)∣ and define

H(n)v = ∑
v0∈V0

h(n)v0,v, n ∈ N.

Set H(0)v = 1 for all v ∈ V0. This gives us the vector H(n) = ⟨H(n)v ∶ v ∈ Vn⟩ associated
with every level n ∈ N0. Since H(n)v = ∣E(V0, v)∣, we call H(n)v the height of the tower
X
(n)
v corresponding to the vertex v ∈ Vn.

It is easy to see from the structure of a Bratteli diagram that, for every n ∈ N0 and
every v ∈ Vn+1, we have

(3.2) H(n+1)v = ∑
w∈Vn

f ′
(n)
vwH

(n)
w .
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Thus, the relation H(n+1) = F ′nH
(n) holds for every n. Remark that the fact that

r−1(w) < ∞ for every w ∈ Vn and n ≥ 1 implies that H(n)w < ∞ and f ′(n)vw < ∞.
Next, we define the sequence of stochastic incidence matrices (Fn) that plays a key

role in our quantitative analysis of generalized Bratteli diagrams. We set Fn = (f
(n)
vw ∶

v ∈ Vn+1,w ∈ Vn), where

(3.3) f (n)vw = f
′(n)
vw ⋅

H
(n)
w

H
(n+1)
v

.

Then we get from (3.2) that

(3.4) ∑
wϵVn

f (n)vw = 1, v ∈ Vn+1.

Theorem 3.6. Let B = (V,E) be a Bratteli diagram (generalized or classical) with the
sequence of incidence matrices (F ′n). Then:

(1) Let µ be a tail invariant measure on B which takes finite values on all cylinder
sets. For every n ∈ N0, define two sequences of vectors p(n) = ⟨p(n)w ∶ w ∈ Vn⟩,
and q(n) = ⟨q(n)w ∶ w ∈ Vn⟩, where

(3.5) p(n)w = µ(X(n)w (e)), q(n)w = µ(X(n)w ), w ∈ Vn.

Then the vectors p(n) and q(n) satisfy the relations

(3.6) (F ′n)
T p(n+1) = p(n), F T

n q
(n+1)

= q(n), n ≥ 0,

or

(3.7) p(n)w = ∑
v∈Vn+1

f ′(n)vw p(n+1)v , q(n)w = ∑
v∈Vn+1

f (n)vw q(n+1)v .

(2) Suppose that {p(n) = (p(n)w )}n∈N0 is a sequence of non-negative vectors such that
(F ′n)

T p(n+1) = p(n) for all n ∈ N0. Then there exists a uniquely determined tail
invariant measure µ such that µ(X(n)w (e)) = p

(n)
w for w ∈ Vn, n ∈ N0.

(3) Suppose that {q(n) = (q(n)w )}n∈N0 is a sequence of non-negative vectors such that
F T
n q
(n+1) = q(n) for all n ∈ N0. Then there exists a uniquely determined tail

invariant measure µ such that µ(X(n)w ) = q
(n)
w for w ∈ Vn, n ∈ N0.

The proof of Theorem 3.6 is straightforward and can be found in [BKMS10] (for
classical Bratteli diagrams) and [BJ22a] (for generalized Bratteli diagrams). Theorem
3.6 is a form of Kolmogorov consistency theorem.

3.3. Vershik map. In order to define a Borel dynamical system on a generalized Brat-
teli diagram, we will need the notion of an ordered generalized Bratteli diagram. An
ordered generalized Bratteli diagram B = (B,V,>) is a generalized Bratteli diagram
B = (V,E) together with a partial order > on E such that edges e, e′ are comparable
if and only if r(e) = r(e′) (see [BJKS23] for more details). We observe that a partial
order ">" is a family (product) of linear orders ">v" on the finite sets r−1(v), v ∈ V ∖V0,
that are pairwise independent. A (finite or infinite) path e = (e0, e1, ..., ei, ...) is called
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maximal (respectively minimal) if every ei has a maximal (respectively minimal) num-
ber among all elements from r−1(r(ei)). We denote the sets of all infinite maximal and
of all infinite minimal paths by Xmax and Xmin respectively.

For a diagram B = (V,E,>), first define a Borel transformation φB ∶ XB ∖Xmax →

XB ∖Xmin as follows: given x = (x0, x1, ...) ∈XB ∖Xmax, let m be the smallest number
such that xm is not maximal. Let ym be the successor of xm in the finite set r−1(r(xm)).
Then we set φB(x) = (y0, y1, ..., ym−1, ym, xm+1, ...) where (y0, ..., ym−1) is the unique
minimal path from s(ym) to V0. In such a way, the Borel map φB is a bijection from
XB ∖ Xmax onto XB ∖ Xmin. Moreover, it follows from the definition that φB is a
homeomorphism.

Definition 3.7. If the map φB ∶ XB ∖ Xmax → XB ∖ Xmin admits a Borel bijective
extension to the entire path space XB, then this extension is called a Vershik map. The
corresponding Borel dynamical system (XB, φB) is called a generalized Bratteli-Vershik
system.

In some cases, we may be interested in surjective extensions (not necessarily bijec-
tions) of φB to the entire path space XB. In this context, we distinguish a class of
Bratteli-Vershik maps called p-continuous maps (partially continuous). For this, we
need the notions the successor, Succ(x), of x ∈ Xmax, and predecessor, Pred(y), of
y ∈ Xmin. With every x = (xn) ∈ Xmax and y = (yn) ∈ Xmin, we associate the sequences
of vertices v = (vn) and w = (wn) where vn = s(xn) and wn = s(yn). It is said that
y ∈ Succ(x) if for infinitely many n there exists z ∈ Vn+1 and edges e, e′ ∈ r−1(z) such
that s(e) = vn, s(e′) = wn and e′ is the successor of e in the linear order defined on
r−1(z). Similarly, we define the set Pred(y) for y ∈Xmin. Of course, x ∈ Pred(y) if and
only if y ∈ Succ(x).

The following theorem clarifies the role of the defined notions.

Theorem 3.8. Let φ be a Bratteli-Vershik extension of φB such that φ is continuous
at x, where x ∈ Xmax and Succ(x) ≠ ∅. Then φ(x) ∈ Succ(x). On the other hand, if
ψ is a Bratteli-Vershik extension of φ−1B and ψ is continuous at a path y ∈ Xmin, then
ψ(y) = x ∈ Pred(y).

Proof. We can find two sequences of paths {x(n)}, {y(n)} such that φB(x
(n)) = y(n),

lim
n→∞

x(n) = x and lim
n→∞

y(n) = y ∈ Succ(x). Then φ(x) = lim
n→∞

φ(x(n)) = lim
n→∞

φB(x
(n)) =

lim
n→∞

y(n) = y ∈ Succ(x).
Of course, the second part of the theorem can be proved in the same way. □

Remark 3.9. The properties Succ(x) ≠ ∅ and Pred(y) ≠ ∅ imply x ∈ cl (XB ∖Xmax)

and y ∈ cl (XB ∖Xmin) respectively. In general, the opposite implications are not true,
however, they are true for a classic Bratteli diagram, because in this case the space XB

is compact.

We will say that an extension φ of φB (or ψ of φ−1B ) is p-continuous if there is a
path x ∈ Xmax (or y ∈ Xmin) such that φ(x) (or ψ(y)) is defined and φ(x) ∈ Succ(x)

(or ψ(y) ∈ Pred(y)). We will discuss examples of the sets Succ(x) and Pred(y) in
Section 9.
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3.4. Classes of generalized Bratteli diagrams. In this paper, we will also consider
some particular classes of generalized Bratteli diagrams.

Definition 3.10. (1) Let B = B(Fn) be a generalized Bratteli diagram. If Fn = F

and Vn = V for every n ∈ N0, then the diagram B is called stationary. We will write
B = B(F ) in this case.

(2) A generalized Bratteli diagram B = (V,E), where all levels Vi are identified with
a set V0 (e.g. V0 = N or Z), is called irreducible if for any vertices i, j ∈ V0 and any level
Vn there exist m > n and a finite path connecting i ∈ Vn and j ∈ Vm. In other words,
the (j, i)-entry of the matrix Fm−1⋯Fn is non-zero. Otherwise, the diagram is called
reducible.

Definition 3.11. A generalized Bratteli diagram B(Fn) is called of bounded size if
there exists a sequence of pairs of natural numbers (tn, Ln)n∈N0 such that, for all n ∈ N0

and all v ∈ Vn+1,

(3.8) s(r−1(v)) ∈ {v − tn, . . . , v + tn} and ∑
w∈Vn

f (n)vw = ∑
w∈Vn

∣E(w, v)∣ ≤ Ln.

If the sequence (tn, Ln)n∈N0 is constant, i.e. tn = t and Ln = L for all n ∈ N0, then we
say that the diagram B(Fn) is of uniformly bounded size.

The following statement is taken from [BJKS23].

Lemma 3.12. Let B = (V,E) be a generalized Bratteli diagram of bounded size. Let
n ∈ N0, v ∈ Vn+1 and E(V0, v) be the set of all finite paths e = (e0, . . . , en) such that
r(e) = v. Then

s(E(V0, v)) ⊂ {v −
n

∑
i=0
ti, . . . , v +

n

∑
i=0
ti}

and
H(n+1)v = ∣E(V0, v)∣ ≤ L0⋯Ln, v ∈ Vn+1.

3.5. Subdiagrams and measure extension. In this subsection, we give the basic
definitions and include some results about subdiagrams of generalized Bratteli diagrams
and the notion of measure extension. We use the approach developed in [BKK15] and
[ABKK17] for standard Bratteli diagrams. Measure extensions from vertex subdiagrams
for generalized Bratteli diagrams were considered in [BKK24].

Let B = (V,E) be a generalized Bratteli diagram. A subdiagram B of B is a (standard
or generalized) Bratteli diagram B = (V ,E), where V ⊂ V and E ⊂ E such that
V = ⋃n V n and E = ⋃nEn, where V n ⊂ Vn and En ⊂ En. In particular, we have
V = s(E) and s(E) = r(E) ∪ V 0.

Let B be a subdiagram of a Bratteli diagram B. Then we have the sequence of
incidence matrices {F

′
n}
∞
n=0 of B. There are two principal cases of subdiagrams, edge

subdiagrams and vertex subdiagrams. By definition, an edge subdiagram is obtained
from the diagram B by “removing” some edges and leaving all vertices of B unchanged.
If F ′n denotes the n-th incidence matrix of B, then we have F

′
n ≤ F

′
n for every n ∈ N0. We

denote F̃ ′n = F ′n − F
′
n, i.e., F̃ ′n is the matrix which shows the number of removed edges.

Without loss of generality, we assume that F
′
n < F

′
n for infinitely many n. In general,
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we do not require that the condition f ′(n)vw > 0 implies that f ′
(n)
vw > 0. But we implicitly

assume that the path space XB of an edge subdiagram is not trivial. Note that an edge
subdiagram of a generalized Bratteli diagram is always a generalized Bratteli diagram.

A vertex subdiagram B = (W,E) of B is a standard or generalized Bratteli diagram
defined by a sequence W = {Wn}n≥0 of nonempty proper subsets Wn ⊂ Vn and by the
set of edges En ⊂ En whose source and range are in Wn and Wn+1, respectively (only
for n = 0, in the case of standard Bratteli diagrams we keep W0 = V0 = {v0}). Thus,
the incidence matrix F

′
n of B has the size ∣Wn+1∣ × ∣Wn∣, and it is represented by a

block of F ′n corresponding to the vertices from Wn and Wn+1. We say that, in this case,
W = (Wn) is the support of B. Set W ′

n = Vn ∖Wn ≠ ∅ for all n.
It is easy to see that the path space XB of a subdiagram B of B is a closed subset

of XB. On the other hand, there are closed subsets of XB which are not obtained as
the path space of a Bratteli subdiagram. A closed subset Z ⊂ XB is the path space
of a subdiagram if and only if R∣Z×Z is an etalé equivalence relation (see [GPS04] for
details).

Let X̂B ∶= {y ∈ XB ∶ ∃x ∈ XB such that xRy} be the subset of all paths in XB that
are tail equivalent to paths from XB. In other words, X̂B is the smallest R-invariant
subset of XB containing XB, or an R-saturation of XB (see [Kec24]). Let µ be an
ergodic tail invariant probability measure on XB. Then µ can be canonically extended
to the ergodic measure µ̂ on the space X̂B by tail invariance, see [BKK15], [ABKK17],
[BKK24]. More specifically, let the measure µ be defined by a sequence of positive
vectors {p(n) ∶ n ∈ N0} satisfying Theorem 3.6, that is (F

′
n)

T (p(n+1)) = p(n), n ∈ N0,
where F

′
n is the incidence matrix for the subdiagram B. Then, for every cylinder set

[e] ⊂ XB with r(e) = v ∈ V n, we set µ̂([e]) = p(n)v . Then µ̂ is defined on all clopen
sets, and it can be finally extended to an ergodic Borel measure on XB by setting
µ̂(XB ∖ X̂B) = 0.

Let B be a vertex subdiagram of a generalized Bratteli diagram B defined by a
sequence of subsets (Wi). Denote by X̂(n)

B
the set of all paths x = (xi)∞i=0 from XB such

that the finite path (x0, . . . , xn) ends at a vertex v of B, and the tail (xn+1, xn+2, . . .)
belongs to B, i.e.,

(3.9) X̂
(n)
B
= {x = (xi) ∈ X̂B ∶ r(xi) ∈Wi, ∀i ≥ n}.

It is obvious that X̂(n)
B
⊂ X̂

(n+1)
B

, X̂B = ⋃n X̂
(n)
B

, and

(3.10) µ̂(X̂B) = lim
n→∞

µ̂(X̂
(n)
B
) = lim

n→∞ ∑
w∈Wn

H(n)w p(n)w .

This limit can be finite or infinite. If it is finite, then we say that µ admits a finite
measure extension µ̂(X̂B) < ∞.

Theorem 3.13. Let B be a vertex subdiagram of a generalized Bratteli diagram B =

(V,E) with incidence matrices (F ′n). Suppose that B is determined by a sequence (Wn)

of nonempty proper subsets of Vn, n ∈ N0. Let µ be a probability tail invariant measure
on the path space XB of B defined by its values p(n)w on cylinder sets. Then the following
statements are equivalent:
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(i) µ̂(X̂B) < ∞;

(ii)
∞
∑
n=0

∑
v∈Wn+1

∑
w∈W ′

n

f ′
(n)
vwH

(n)
w p(n+1)v < ∞;

(iii)
∞
∑
n=0

∑
v∈Wn+1

µ̂ (X(n+1)v ) ∑
w∈W ′

n

f (n)vw < ∞, where f
(n)
vw are the entries of the stochastic

matrix Fn and W
′

n = Vn ∖Wn, n = 1,2, . . .

The proof of Theorem 3.13 can be found in [ABKK17] for the classic Bratteli diagrams
and in [BKK24] for the generalized Bratteli diagrams. The proof of the following result
can be also found in [ABKK17] for standard Bratteli diagrams, the same reasoning
works for generalized diagrams.

Theorem 3.14. Let B = (W,E) be a vertex subdiagram of a generalized Bratteli dia-
gram B = (V,E). Suppose that

∞
∑
n=0

sup
v∈Wn+1

⎛
⎜
⎝
∑

w∈W ′
n

f (n)vw

⎞
⎟
⎠
< ∞.

Then, for any probability measure µ on B, the measure extension µ̂(X̂B) is finite.

Now we consider an edge subdiagram B of a generalized Bratteli diagram B which
is defined by a sequence of incidence matrices F

′
n (the entries of F

′
n show the number

of remaining edges in B after removing some of them). The path space XB consists of
infinite paths x = (xn) where every xn is an edge in B.

Let µ be a tail invariant measure on B. Every such measure can be extended to a
(finite or infinite) measure µ̂ on B by tail invariance. It is supported by the set X̂B,
and, as in (3.10), we find that

(3.11) µ̂(X̂B) = lim
n→∞ ∑

w∈Vn

H(n)w p(n)w

where H(n)w is the number of finite paths e in XB terminating at w ∈ Vn and p(n)w is the
value of the measure µ on [e].

Proposition 3.15. For an edge subdiagram B of a (classic or generalized) Bratteli
diagram B, we have

µ̂(X̂B) = µ̂(X̂
(1)
B
) +

∞
∑
n=1

∑
v∈Vn+1

∑
w∈Vn

f̃ ′
(n)
v,wH

(n)
w p(n+1)v ,

where f̃ ′
(n)
vw = f

′(n)
vw − f

′(n)
vw .

This proposition is proved exactly in the same way as the corresponding result in
[ABKK17]. Thus, if µ̂(X̂(1)

B
) < ∞, we have

(3.12) µ̂(X̂B) < ∞ ⇐⇒
∞
∑
n=1

∑
v∈Vn+1

∑
w∈Vn

f̃ ′
(n)
vwH

(n)
w p(n+1)v < ∞.

Note that for a standard Bratteli diagram B we always have µ̂(X̂(1)
B
) < ∞.
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We can give also a direct formula for the value of the measure µ̂ on the cylinder sets.
Namely, for n ∈ N and w ∈ Vn, we have

(3.13) µ̂([e]) = lim
m→∞

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣
∑

v∈Vn+m

g′
(n,m)
vw p(n+m)v

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦
, w = r(e).

The formula in (3.13) is valid for both edge and vertex subdiagrams.

4. Tail invariant measures and inverse limits

This section is devoted to a detailed description of tail invariant measures on the
path space of a generalized Bratteli diagram in terms of inverse limits of convex closed
sets. We will use the notation from Section 3.

4.1. Inverse limits define tail invariant measures. Let µ ∈M1(R) be a probability
tail invariant measure on the path space XB of a generalized Bratteli diagram B =

(V,E). By Theorem 3.6, µ is completely determined by a sequence of infinite vectors
p(n), n ∈ N0, where the entries of p(n) are the measure of the finite paths e from E(V0,w),
p
(n)
w = µ([e]), such that

p(n)w = ∑
v∈Vn+1

f ′
(n)
vw p

(n+1)
v .

The measure µ is also completely determined by a sequence of infinite vectors q(n), n ∈
N0, where q(n)w = µ(X

(n)
w ) is a measure of a tower corresponding to a vertex w ∈ Vn and

q(n)w = ∑
v∈Vn+1

f (n)vw q(n+1)v .

We have µ(X(n)w ) =H
(n)
w p

(n)
w . Since for every level n, the towers X(n)w form a partition

of XB, we also have

(4.1) ∑
w∈Vn

µ(X(n)w ) = ∑
w∈Vn

H(n)w p(n)w = 1.

Therefore, every vector q(n) is probability, see (4.1). Moreover, we will make our nota-
tion more precise and write that the vectors q(n), n ∈ N0, belong to ∆

(n)
1 ∶= {x = ⟨xw⟩ ∶

w ∈ Vn, ∑w∈Vn
xw = 1, xw ≥ 0}. Clearly, ∆(n)1 is isomorphic to ∆1. The index n shows

that this set is related to the n-level of the Bratteli diagram. Similarly, the vectors
(p(n)) (defined above) are considered in ∆(n) = { x = ⟨xv⟩ ∶ ∑v∈Vn

xv ≤ 1, xv ≥ 0}, where
the set of indices is Vn.

In what follows we will consider the maps defined by stochastic incidence matrices
(Fn) and describe the set M1(R) of probability tail invariant measures in terms of
inverse limits.

(A) It follows from Theorem 3.6 that there exists a sequence of maps

(4.2) ∆
(0)
1

FT
0
←Ð∆

(1)
1

FT
1
←Ð∆

(2)
1

FT
2
←Ð ⋯

The following result is a straightforward corollary of Theorem 3.6.
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Corollary 4.1. The set M1(R) of all probability tail invariant measures on XB is
identified with the inverse limit of the sets (∆(n)1 , F T

n ):

M1(R) = lim
←Ð
n→∞
(∆
(n)
1 , F T

n ).

Indeed, this result holds because every µ ∈ M1(R) is uniquely determined by a se-
quence of vectors {q(n)} satisfying (3.7). Recall also that the sets ∆

(n)
1 are convex

subsets of ∆(n) ⊂ IVn . These sets are, in general, not closed.

(B) We consider another sequence of maps that determines elements of the set
M1(R). We observe that the map defined by F T

n maps ∆(n+1) into ∆(n). Indeed,
if x = ⟨xv ∶ v ∈ Vn+1⟩ ∈∆(n+1), then ∑v∈Vn+1

xv ≤ 1. Hence, F T
n x = y = ⟨yw ∶ w ∈ Vn⟩ and

∑
w∈Vn

yw = ∑
w∈Vn

∑
v∈Vn+1

f (n)vw xv = ∑
v∈Vn+1

xv ∑
w∈Vn

f (n)vw ≤ 1.

This means that we have also the following sequence of maps of compact convex sets
∆(n):

(4.3) ∆(0)
FT
0
←Ð∆(1)

FT
1
←Ð∆(2)

FT
2
←Ð ⋯

We formulate the result.

Lemma 4.2. Let M1(R), ∆(n), F T
n be as above. Then

M1(R) ⊂ lim
←Ð
n→∞
(∆(n), F T

n ).

The lemma follows immediately from the fact that a sequence of probability non-
negative vectors {q(n)} defines a measure µ ∈ M1(R) if and only if it satisfies (3.7).
Note that a sequence {q(n)} ∈ lim

←Ð
(∆(n), F T

n ) determines a probability tail invariant

measure on B = (V,E) if and only if q(n) ∈∆(n)1 for n = 0,1, . . ..

(C) For every n ∈ N0 and m ∈ N, we define the set

∆(n,m) ∶= F T
n ⋅ . . . ⋅ F

T
n+m−1(∆

(n+m)
).

Clearly, ∆(n,m) is a subset of ∆(n) for every m and

(4.4) ∆(n,m) = F T
n (∆

(n+1,m−1)
), ∆(n,1) ⊃∆(n,2) ⊃ . . . ⊃∆(n,m) ⊃ . . . .

Hence, we can define

(4.5) ∆(n,∞) =
∞
⋂
m=1

∆(n,m).

Then (4.4) implies that

(4.6) ∆(n,∞) ⊃ F T
n (∆

(n+1,∞)
), n = 1,2, . . . .

Relations (4.6) define the following sequence of maps

(4.7) ∆(0,∞)
FT
0
←Ð∆(1,∞)

FT
1
←Ð∆(2,∞)

FT
2
←Ð ⋯

Thus, we obtain the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.3. Let M1(R), F T
n , ∆(n), ∆(n,∞) be as above. Then

(4.8) lim
←Ð
n→∞
(∆(n), F T

n ) = lim
←Ð
n→∞
(∆(n,∞), F T

n ) .

The set M1(R) is a subset of lim
←Ð
(∆(n,∞), F T

n ) . A sequence {q(n)} ∈ lim
←Ð
(∆(n,∞), F T

n )

determines a probability tail invariant measure on B = (V,E) if and only if q(n) ∈∆(n)1 .

Remark 4.4. For every n ≥ 0, the sets ∆(n,m), m = 1,2, . . . and ∆(n,∞) are convex. In
general, they are not closed. The sets ∆(n,m) are not empty while the sets ∆(n,∞) may
be empty.

If all maps F T
n , n ∈ N0, are continuous, then all the above sets are not empty and

closed. In this case, we are in the setting of the Krein-Milmann theorem. To apply this
theorem in a general case, we need to use another sequence of maps which is considered
in (D) below.

(D) Let cl(∆(n,m)) denote the closure of the set ∆(n,m) in the compact set ∆(n).
The sets cl(∆(n,m)) form a nested sequence, i.e., cl(∆(n,m)) ⊃ cl(∆(n,m+1)), and we can
define

(4.9) ∆(n,∞,cl)
∶=
∞
⋂
m=1

cl(∆(n,m)), n = 0,1,2, . . . .

The sets cl(∆(n,m)) and ∆(n,∞,cl) are closed and not empty. The difference with the
previous cases is that we cannot claim that the sequence

{(∆(n,∞,cl), F T
n )}

forms the “classical” inverse limit, in general. The reason is that F T
n (∆

(n+1,∞,cl)) is not a
subset of ∆(n,∞,cl). However, we again can consider the inverse limit of {(∆(n,∞,cl), F T

n )}

as the set of all sequences of probability vectors {q(n)} such that F T
n (q

(n+1)) = q(n) for
all n. We remark that if {q(n)} determines a probability measure µ then {q(n)} satisfies
the above condition.

Remark 4.5. If all maps F T
n are continuous, then cl(∆(n,m)) = ∆(n,m) and ∆(n,∞) =

∆(n,∞,cl). This means that the inverse limit of the sets {(∆(n,∞,cl), F T
n )} exists and

lim
←Ð
n→∞
(∆(n,∞,cl), F T

n ) = lim
←Ð
n→∞
(∆(n,∞), F T

n ) .

Then every sequence {q(n)} ∈ lim
←Ðn→∞

(∆(n,∞,cl), F T
n ) determines uniquely a probability

measure µ ∈M1(R) if and only if q(n) ∈∆(n)1 .

4.2. Finite products of matrices Fn. Let B = (V,E) be a generalized Bratteli dia-
gram and suppose that the sequences of infinite matrices (F ′n) and (Fn) are defined as
in Subsection 4.1, see (3.3). Then we set

G′(n,m) ∶= F ′n+m−1⋯F
′
n,

G(n,m) ∶= Fn+m−1⋯Fn.
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The entries of G′(n,m) and G(n,m) are denoted by g′(n,m)vw and g(n,m)vw , respectively, where
v ∈ Vn+m, w ∈ Vn. It can be easily checked that, for v ∈ Vn+m,

H(n+m)v = ∑
u∈Vn

g′
(n,m)
vu H(n)u

and therefore

(4.10) g(n,m)vw = g′
(n,m)
vw

H
(n)
w

H
(n+m)
v

.

The rows of the matrix G(n,m) can be written as follows:

g(n,m)v =
1

∑s∈Vn
g′(n,m)vs H

(n)
s

⋅ ⟨g′
(n,m)
vw H(n)w ∶ w ∈ Vn⟩.

Using the above notation, we can write ∆(n,m) = G(n,m)T (∆(n+m)).
If a Bratteli diagram B = (V,E) is stationary, i.e., Vn = V and Fn = F , n ∈ N0, then

G′(n,m) = Fm, m = 1,2, . . ., and the equality (4.10) has the form

(4.11) g(n,m)vw =
f
(m)
vw H

(n)
w

∑s∈Vn
f
(m)
vs H

(n)
s

.

Assuming H(0)w = 1 for every w ∈ V0, we see that H(n)w = ∑s∈V0
f
(n)
ws , w ∈ Vn, n ≥ 1.

Let gv = ⟨g
(n,m)
vw ∶ w ∈ Vn⟩ be the v-th row of G(n,m), v ∈ Vn+m. Then gv can be

viewed as vectors from the set ∆(n). If {ev ∶ v ∈ Vn+m} is the standard basis in ∆(n+m),
then

(4.12) gv = G
(n,m)T

(e(n+m)v ).

Let ∆(n)m ({gv}) be the closed convex hull generated by the vectors gv, v ∈ Vn+m, where
m ∈ N is fixed. It follows from the above arguments that the following lemma holds.

Lemma 4.6. Let ∆(n)m ({gv}) and ∆(n,m) be as above. Then

∆(n)m ({gv}) = cl(∆
(n,m)

).

Recall that we can apply Theorem 2.8 to find a representation of vectors from the
set ∆

(n)
m ({gv}), where n and m are fixed:

∆(n)m ({gv}) = {∫
cl({gv})

z dµ(z) ∶ µ ∈M1(cl({gv}))} .

In the above formula, we take the closure in ∆(n) of the vectors that came from the
level Vn+m.

Fix n and consider the set of all sequences {gvm}, where vm is any vertex from Vn+m.
We denote by L(n)({gv}) the set of all limit points of all convergent sequences, i.e.,

L(n)({gv}) = {x ∈∆
(n)
∶ x = lim

m→∞
gvm , vm ∈ Vn+m}.

It turns out that the set L(n)({gv}) can be used to describe the vectors from ∆(n,∞,cl).

Theorem 4.7. Let ∆(n,∞,cl) and L(n)({gv} be as above. Then

(4.13) ∆(n,∞,cl)
= {∫

L(n)({gv})
z dµ(z) ∶ µ ∈M1(L

(n)
({gv}))} .
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Proof. We first observe that, for everym ≥ 1, the closure cl(∆(n,m)) can be characterized
as the set of all limit points of sequences {y(m)(l)} (as l →∞), where y(m)(l) is a finite
convex combination of vectors gv, v ∈ Vn+m, see Lemma 4.6.

Recall that for every k = 1,2, . . .

∆(n,∞,cl)
=
∞
⋂
m=k
(cl(∆(n,m)))

Hence, for each y ∈ ∆(n,∞,cl), we can select a sequence {y(m)}, m ≥ k, such that y(m)

is a finite convex combination of the vectors gv, v ∈ Vn+m, and y(m) → y in ∆(n) as
m→∞.

Denoting the closure of the vectors {gv ∶ v ∈ Vn+m,m ≥ k} by Zk and applying
Theorem 2.8 again, we have for every y ∈∆(n,∞,cl)

(4.14) y = ∫
Zk

z dµk(z),

where µk is a Borel probability measure on the set Zk. Since Z1 ⊃ Z2 ⊃ ⋯, we can
assume that each measure µk can be considered on the set Z1, k ≥ 1.

Let µ be a limit measure defined by a subsequence of {µk ∶ k ≥ 1}. Then µ(Zk) = 1

for all k ∈ N which implies that
µ(⋂

k≥1
Zk) = 1.

Moreover, relation (4.14) holds for the measure µ.
It is easy to see from the definition of the sets Zk and L(n)({gv}) that

∞
⋂
k=1

Zk = L
(n)
({gv}).

Therefore, we can conclude that for every y from ∆(n,∞,cl)

y =∫
Zk

z dµ(z)

=∫
⋂k Zk

z dµ(z)

=∫
L(n)({gv})

z dµ(z). □

Remark 4.8. We observe that the extreme points of ∆(n,∞,cl) are contained in L(n)({gv}).
To determine the set L(n)({gv}), we must find the set of all limit vectors of the

sequences of the form {gvm , vm ∈ Vn+m}. To do this, we can first find the set of all
limit vectors of sequences of the so-called “normalized” vectors {yvm , vm ∈ Vn+m}. This
approach is discussed below.

We recall that the entries of finite products G′(n,m) of incidence matrices F ′n are
denoted by g′(n,m)v,w , where w ∈ Vn and v ∈ Vn+m. For v ∈ Vn+m, define the vector y(n,m)v

by setting

(4.15) y(n,m)v =
1

∑w∈Vn
g′(n,m)vw

g′
(n,m)
v , v ∈ Vn+m,
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where g′(n,m)v is the v-th row of G′(n,m) and g′(m,n)
vw is the w-th entry of this vector.

Clearly, every vector y(n,m)v is probability.
The following statement clarifies the meaning of this normalization.
Let

(4.16) y(n,∞) = lim
m→∞

y(n,m)v

where v = vm ∈ Vn+m, see (4.15). Denote by P (n) the set of vectors y(n,∞) satisfying the
two conditions:

(4.17) ∑
w∈Vn

y(n,∞)w H(n)w < ∞

and

(4.18) lim
m→∞ ∑

w∈Vn

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

g
′(n,m)
vw

∑u∈Vn
g′
(n,m)
vu

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

H(n)w = ∑
w∈Vn

y(n,∞)w H(n)w .

Theorem 4.9. Let gv = G(n,m)T (e
(n+m)
v ), where v ∈ Vn+m and m ≥ 1. Then L(n)({gv})

consists of all vectors q(n,∞) = ⟨q(n.∞)w ∶ w ∈ Vn⟩ such that

(4.19) q(n,∞)w =
1

∑u∈Vn
y
(n,∞)
u H

(n)
u

⋅ y(n,∞)w H(n)w

where y(n,∞) = ⟨y(n,∞)w ∶ w ∈ Vn⟩ ∈ P
(n).

Proof. Let y(n,∞) ∈ Pn. It follows from (4.15) that

lim
m→∞

g′(n,m)vw

∑u∈Vn
g′(n,m)vu

= y(n,∞)w , w ∈ Vn.

Then, by the definition of the set P (n) and (4.18), we have

lim
m→∞

∑u∈Vn
g′(n,m)vu

∑u∈Vn
g′(m,n)

vu ⋅H
(n)
u

=
1

∑u∈Vn
y
(n,∞)
u H

(n)
u

.

Furthermore, we use the fact that G′(n,m)H(n) =H(n+m) and relation (4.10) to com-
pute

(4.20)

g(n,m)vw = g′
(n,m)
vw

H
(n)
w

H
(n+m)
v

= g′
(n,m)
vw

H
(n)
w

∑u∈Vn
g′(n,m)vu H

(n)
u

=
∑u∈Vn

g′(n,m)vu

∑u∈Vn
g′(n,m)vu H

(n)
u

⋅
g′(n,m)vw H

(n)
w

∑u∈Vn
g′(n,m)vu

, w ∈ Vn.

Finally, we obtain from (4.20) that q(n,∞) = limm→∞ g
(n,m)
v where

q(n,∞)w =
1

∑u∈Vn
y
(n,∞)
u H

(n)
u

y(n,∞)w H(n)w .

Clearly, q(n,∞)w is nonzero if and only if y(n,∞)w is nonzero.
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Now assume that
q(n,∞) = lim

m→∞
g(n,m)vm .

Taking again a subsequence of {m} we can show that the limit

lim
m→∞

g
′(n,m)
vw

∑u∈Vn
g′(n,m)vu

= y(n,∞)w

exists for every w ∈ Vn. Then, repeating the above computations, we prove that the
vector q(n,∞) is determined by (4.19). □

Corollary 4.10. (1) Suppose that a generalized Bratteli diagram B = (V,E) has the
property: the set {H(n)w ∶ w ∈ Vn} is bounded for every n ∈ N. Then every vector y(n,∞),
defined by (4.16) satisfies (4.17) and (4.18) and therefore Theorem 4.9 holds.

(2) Suppose a generalized Bratteli diagram is of bounded size. Then Theorem 4.9
holds.

(3) For the infinite Pascal-Bratteli diagram (see the definition in Section 5) Theorem
4.9 holds.

The proof of Corollary 4.10 is straightforward. We note only that to show (2), we
apply Lemma 3.12, we see that H(n)w ≤ L0⋯Ln−1 where B is determined by the sequence
of parameters (ti, Li). We leave the details to the reader.

Remark 4.11. (1) Let B = (V,E) be a generalized Bratteli diagram and suppose that
B = (W,E) is a subdiagram such that Wn is a finite subset of Vn. Then Theorems 3.13
and 3.14 can be used to determine tail invariant measures on B which are extensions
of probability measures from B.

(2) The above results are also valid for standard Bratteli diagrams, i.e., for diagrams
with finite set Vn for all n. In this case, the incidence matrices F ′n and the stochastic
matrices Fn have finite sizes and the maps F T

n and G(n,m) are continuous. Moreover,
the sets ∆(n)1 are closed. That is why we do not need the set ∆(n) and can use ∆(n)1 only.
We also have ∆(n,∞,cl) =∆(n,∞). The sets L(n)({gv}) can be defined as above. Finally,
we can show that the extreme points of the set ∆(n,∞) are contained in L(n)({gv}).

5. Infinite Pascal-Bratteli diagram

In this section, we define an infinite Pascal-Bratteli diagram (we will abbreviate the
name to IPBD) which is a generalization of the classic Pascal-Bratteli diagram. They
have been studied in several papers from various points of view, see e.g. [Boc08],
[FO13], [FP10], [FPS17], [MP05], [M0́6], [Mun11], [Str11], [Ver14]. We define and
discuss Pascal-Bratteli diagrams for the case of generalized diagrams assuming that the
set of all vertices is infinite for every level. We present two versions of such diagrams:
one is called N-IPB diagram and the second is called Z-IPB diagram. Here N stands
for natural numbers and Z stands for integers.

We recall briefly the notion of the Pascal-Bratteli diagram with finite levels. For fixed
n ∈ N0, let Vn be the set of all pairs (x, y) of non-negative integers such that x + y = n.
They are considered the vertices of the n-th level. The set of edges En between the
levels Vn and Vn+1 is defined by the following rule: ∣E((xn, yn), (xn+1, yn+1))∣ = 1 if
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and only if either xn+1 = xn + 1 or yn+1 = yn + 1. In other words, the set r−1(xn, yn) =
{(xn − 1, yn), (xn, yn − 1)}, where (xn, yn) ∈ Vn.

In what follows we will extend this definition to the cases when a fixed number n
is decomposed into infinite sums of finitely many natural numbers and infinitely many
zeroes and the sums will be indexed by natural numbers or integers.

5.1. N-infinite Pascal-Bratteli diagram. For n ∈ N, define

Vn = {s = (s1, s2, . . .) ∶
∞
∑
i=1
si = n, si ∈ N0}.

It is convenient to represent s as an infinite vector indexed by N with nonzero entries
si where i runs a finite set of indexes Is = {i1, . . . , ik} where k ≤ n. In such a way,
we numerate the levels Vn by natural numbers and every Vn contains countably many
vertices.

We will use the standard basis {e(i)} in R∞ where e(i) = (0, ..,0,1,0, ...) (the only
nonzero entry is at the i-th place). Using this notation, we can represent every vertex
s ∈ Vn as

(5.1) s =
n

∑
j=1

e(ij),

where ij ≤ ij+1. Comparing with the formula s = (si1 , . . . , sik), we see that sij shows
how many times e(ij) is included in (5.1). Note that the vertices of the first level V1
can be identified with the vectors e(i).

To define the set En of edges between the vertices of levels Vn and Vn+1, we use the
following property: for s ∈ Vn, t ∈ Vn+1, the set E(s, t) consists of exactly one edge
if and only if t = s + e(i) for some i ∈ N. In other words, if s = (s1, s2,⋯) ∈ Vn and
t = (t1, t2, . . .) ∈ Vn+1, then there exists i0 such that ti0 = si0 + 1 and ti = si if i ≠ i0. It
is obvious that every s ∈ Vn is the source for an edge and every t ∈ Vn+1 is the range for
and edge from E(Vn, Vn+1). It is also clear that ∣s−1(s)∣ = ℵ0 since we can add 1 in any
of the coordinates of s and obtain a vertex t ∈ Vn+1 which will be connected by an edge
to s. In contrast, the set r−1(t) is finite because s ∈ s(r−1(t)) if and only if s = t − e(i0)

where i0 is an index such that ti0 is positive. Moreover, ∣r−1(t)∣ ≤ n for all t ∈ Vn and if
t = (ti1 ,⋯, tik), then s(r−1(t)) = {t − e(i1),⋯, t − e(ik)}.

We set V = ⋃n Vn and E = ⋃nEn. The diagram B = (V,E) is called the infinite
Pascal-Bratteli diagram (or N-IPB diagram).

We discuss the structure of the incidence matrices F ′n = (f ′
(n)
ts
) and the corresponding

stochastic matrices for the N-IPB diagram. The rows of F ′n are determined by vertices
t = (ti1 ,⋯, tik) of Vn+1:

(5.2) f ′
(n)
ts
=

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

1, s = t − e(ij), j = 1,⋯, k

0, otherwise

Every row of F ′n has finitely many nonzero entries, and every column of F ′n has infinitely
many 1’s and infinitely many 0’s.

To describe the path space XB of the N-IPB diagram, we note that every path x =

(x1, x2, . . .) (finite or infinite) can be identified with a sequence of vertices (s(1), s(2), . . .)
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such that s(i) = s(xi) ∈ Vi, i ∈ N. Moreover, if Is is the set of nonzero entries of the
vector s, then, for every path x = (s(1), s(2), s(3), . . .), we have Is(1) ⊂ Is(2) ⊂ Is(3) ⊂ . . .
Moreover, ∣Is(i+1) ∣ = ∣Is(i) ∣ + 1 for i ∈ N.

The stochastic matrix Fn is determined by the entries f ′(n)
ts

and the heights H(n)s as
above in (3.3). To work with the entries of stochastic matrices, we need a formula for
H
(n)
s where s ∈ Vn. For this, we will simplify our notation and write s = (s1, s2, ..., sk) ∈

Vn if s1+ . . .+sk = n. The difference is that this notation does not indicate what indexes
correspond to positive entries in the infinite vector s. Clearly, k depends on s in this
representation, however, we will write s = (s1, . . . , sk) denoting a vertex from Vn.

Lemma 5.1. In the above settings and for s = (s1,⋯, sk), we have

(5.3) H
(n)
s =

n!

s1!s2! ⋅ . . . sk!
,

For t = (t1, t2, ..., tk) and s = t − e(i), the entry f
(n)
ts

of the stochastic matrix Fn is
determined by the relation:

(5.4) f
(n)
ts
=

ti
n + 1

Proof. Relation (5.3) can be easily proved by induction. Indeed, if t = (t1, . . . , tk) ∈ Vn+1,
then t is connected by an edge with the vertices

(5.5) s(i) = (t1, . . . , ti − 1, . . . , tk), i = 1, . . . , k.

Hence,
H
(n+1)
t

= H
(n)
s(1) +⋯ +H

(n)
s(k)

=
n!

(t1 − 1)!t2!⋯tk!
+⋯ +

n!

t1!t2!⋯(tk − 1)!

=
n!

(t1 − 1)!⋯(tk − 1)!
⋅
t1 +⋯ + tk
t1⋯tk

=
(n + 1)!

t1!⋯tk!
.

To compute the entries of the stochastic matrix Fn, we use (5.3) and (5.5):

(5.6) f
(n)
ts
= f ′

(n)
ts
⋅
H
(n)
s

H
(n+1)
t

=
n!

s1!⋯sk!
⋅
t1!⋯tk!

(n + 1)!
=

ti
n + 1

.

□

Next, we find the formulas for the entries g(n,m)
ts

of matrices G(n,m), the products of
stochastic matrices Fn+m−1⋯Fn where m ≥ 1 and t ∈ Vn+m, s ∈ Vn. We have seen in
Section 4 that these matrices play an important role in finding tail invariant measures
on the path space of a Bratteli diagram XB.

Remark 5.2. Let t = (t1, t2, ...) ∈ Vn+m and s = (s1, s2, ...) ∈ Vn. Then E(s, t) ≠ ∅ (i.e.,
s and t are connected by a finite path) if and only if ti ≥ si for every i = 1,2, .... In
particular, si > 0 implies ti > 0.
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Lemma 5.3. Let (F ′n) be the sequence of incidence matrices for the N-IPB diagram
defined by (5.2). Then, for every n ∈ N0, the corresponding stochastic matrices Fn do
not satisfy Theorem 2.10. This means that the mapping Fn ∶∆1 →∆1 is discontinuous.

Proof. To prove this, we fix some s = (s1, s2, s3, . . .) ∈ Vn and let t(i) = s+e(i), i = 1,2, . . ..
Then t(i) ∈ Vn+1 and f (n)

t
(i)

s
=

si+1
n+1 ≥

1
n+1 .

Let gt be the t-th row of the matrix Fn. Then ∣g
t
(i) ∣ ≥

1
(n+1) 2a(s)

. This implies that

lim
b(t)→∞

∣gt∣ > 0, where b(t) is an enumeration of vertices of the set Vn+1. □

Lemma 5.4. Let t = (t1, ..., tk) ∈ Vn+m and s = (s1, ..., sl) ∈ Vn be two vertices connected
by a finite path. Then

(5.7) g
(n,m)
ts

= [(
t1
s1
)⋯(

tk
sk
)] ⋅ (

n +m

n
)

−1

Proof. We first note that the entries g′(n,m)
ts

of the matrices G′(n,m) = F ′n+m−1 ⋯ F ′n can
be found as follows:

(5.8) g′
(n,m)
ts

=
m!

(t1 − s1)!⋯(tk − sk)!
, if si ≤ ti for all i = 1, ..., k.

We observe that, if the vertices t and s are connected by a path, then l ≤ k. To make
sense of all differences ti−si we can assume (if necessary) that some si are zeros. It does

not affect the formula in (5.7) because (
ti
si
) = 1 if si = 0. To complete the definition of

entries of G′(n,m), we set

g′
(n,m)
ts

= 0, if si > ti for at least one index i ≥ 1.

The condition si > ti means that there is no path between t and s.
We leave the proof of relation (5.8) to the reader since it can be proved exactly in

the same way as (5.3).
Next, we use Lemma 5.1 and compute

g
(n,m)
ts

= g′
(n,m)
ts

H
(n)
s

H
(n+m)
t

=
m!

(t1 − s1)!⋯(tk − sk)!
⋅

n!

s1!⋯sk!
⋅
t1!⋯tk!

(n +m)!

= [(
t1
s1
)⋯(

tk
sk
)] ⋅ (

n +m

n
)

−1

□

Remark 5.5. There are only l factors different from 1 in the product (
t1
s1
)⋯(

tk
sk
). So,

with some abuse of notation, one can also write this product as (
t1
s1
)⋯(

tl
sl
). In this

case, we consider only the entries of t and s that contribute to the product above.
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Using the results of Section 4, we describe the sets ∆(n,∞,cl), n ∈ N, for the N-IPB
diagram. Fix n,m ≥ 1. The rows of the matrix G(n,m) are represented by the vectors

g
(n,m)
t

= ⟨g
(n,m)
ts

∶ s ∈ Vn⟩, t = (t1, ..., tk) ∈ Vn+m,

where the entries g
(n,m)
ts

are found in Lemma 5.4. If necessary, we can write s =

(s1, . . . , sl) ∈ Vn as a collection of k numbers (si ∶ i = 1, ..., k), where s1 + ⋯ + sk = n,
si ≤ ti, assuming that some of them can be zero.

Remark 5.6. Let t = (t1, ..., tk) ∈ Vn+m and s = (s1, ..., sl) ∈ Vn be two vertices connected
by a finite path. One can easily see that relation (5.7) can be written then in the form

(5.9)
g
(n,m)
ts

=
m!

(t1 − s1)! ⋯ (tk − sk)!
⋅

n!

s1! ⋯ sk!
⋅
t1! ⋯ tk!

(n +m)!

=
n!

s1! ⋯ sl!
⋅
[(t1 − s1 + 1) ⋯ t1] ⋯ [(tl − sl + 1) ⋯ tl]

(m + 1) ⋯ (m + n)
.

In other words, we should take into account only non-zero entries of s to compute g(n,m)
ts

in (5.9)

We recall that L(n) = L(n)({gt}) denotes the set of all limit points of convergent
sequences {g(n,m)

tm
∶ tm ∈ Vn+m}.

Theorem 5.7. Let d = ⟨di ∶ i ∈ N0⟩ be a vector from ∆, i.e. ∑∞i=1 di ≤ 1. The set
L(n)({gt}) consists of the vectors q(n)(d) = ⟨q(n)s (d) ∶ s ∈ Vn⟩ where

q
(n)
s (d) =

n!

s1! ⋯ sk!
⋅ ds11 ⋯ dskk .

We will need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.8. Let {t(m)} be a sequence of vertices such that

t
(m)
= (t

(m)
1 , t

(m)
2 , . . .) ∈ Vn+m.

Then the sequence g
t
(m) converges if and only if the limit

(5.10) di = lim
m→∞

t
(m)
i

m

exists for all i = 1,2, ...

Proof. We first assume that the limit di in (5.10) exists, i = 1,2, . . .. Then, for every
k = 1,2, ...,

k

∑
i=1
di = lim

m→∞
1

m
⋅

k

∑
i=1
t
(m)
i ≤ 1

which implies that
∞
∑
i=1
di ≤ 1
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It follows immediately from (5.9) that for every s = (s1, ..., sl) ∈ Vn
(5.11)

lim
m→∞

g
(n,m)
t
(m)

s
=

n!

s1! ⋯ sl!
⋅ lim
m→∞

[(t
(m)
1 − s1 + 1) ⋯ t

(m)
1 ]

ms1
⋯
[(t
(m)
l − sl + 1) ⋯ t

(m)
l ]

msl
×

×
ms1 ⋯ msl

(m + 1) ⋯ (m + n)

=
n!

s1! ⋯ sl!
⋅ ds11 ⋯ dsll

We used here that s1 +⋯ + sl = n and (5.10).
To prove the converse, we assume that the limit

lim
mj→∞

g
(n,mj)
t
(mj)

exists.

This implies that

lim
mj→∞

g
(n,mj)
t
(mj)s

exists for every s ∈ Vn.

For infinitely many vertices s ∈ Vn, this limit is zero. For other vertices, we use (5.11)
to see that the limit

lim
mj→∞

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

(t
(mj)
1 − s1 + 1)

mj
⋯
t
(mj)
1

mj

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

⋯

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

(t
(mj)
l − sl + 1)

mj
⋯
t
(mj)
l

mj

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

exists. Indeed, for some fixed i ≥ 1, take s ∈ Vn such that si = n and sj = 0 for j ≠ i.
Then

lim
mj→∞

(t
(mj)
i − n + 1) ⋯ t

(mj)
i

mn
j

exists. We can find a subsequence {m
′

j} (depending on i) such that limm
′

j→∞
t
(m
′

j)

i

m
′

j

exists

for every i = 1,2, . . .. Now, applying the standard argument, we can select a subsequence
{m

′′

j } (being a subsequence of each sequence {m
′

j} depending on i for sufficiently large
j) such that

(5.12) lim
m
′′

j →∞

t
(m′′j )
i

m
′′

j

= dn,i, i = 1,2, . . .

According to the above considerations, we have ∑∞i=1 dn,i ≤ 1.
□

Proof. (Proof of Theorem 5.7). We use Lemma 5.8 and relations (5.11), (5.12) to find
the limit points of the set L(n)({gt}):

lim
mj→∞

g
(n,m′j)

t
(m
′

j
)
,s

=
n!

s1! ⋯ sl!
⋅ ds1n,1 ⋯ dsln,l.

This proves the theorem. □
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Proposition 5.9. (1) Let B be the N-infinite Pascal-Bratteli diagram, and d ∈ ∆1 a
probability vector. Define the sequence of vectors p(n) = ⟨p(n)s ∶ s ∈ Vn⟩ (n ∈ N) by setting

(5.13) p
(n)
s = ds11 ⋯ dsll

where s = (s1, . . . , sl) is any vertex from Vn. Then d determines uniquely a probability
tail invariant measure µd on the path space XB of the diagram B.

(2) Suppose that q(n)(d) = ⟨q(n)s (d
(n)
) ∶ s ∈ Vn⟩ is a vector from L(n)({gt}) where

q
(n)
s (d

(n)
) =

n!

s1! ⋯ sl!
⋅ ds1n,1 ⋯ dsln,l,

and d
(n)
= ⟨dn,i ∶ i = 1,2, . . .⟩ is a probability vector. Then the sequence of q(n)(d

(n)
)

determine an invariant measure on N-IPB diagram if and only if d
(n)
= d for every

n ∈ N.

Proof. To prove (1), we use Theorem 3.6 and show that F ′Tnp(n+1) = p(n) for all n ≥ 1.
Indeed, if s = ⟨sj ∶ j ∈ N⟩ is a vertex in Vn (s has l nonzero entries) connected with a
vertex t ∈ Vn+1, then t = s + ei for some i ∈ N. Hence,

∑
t∈Vn+1

f ′
(n)
ts
p
(n+1)
t

=
∞
∑
i=1
(ds11 ⋯ dsi+1i ⋯)

=[ds11 ⋅ d
s2
2 ⋅ . . .] ⋅

∞
∑
i=1
di

=ds11 ⋯ dsll

=p
(n)
s .

Using (5.13), we assign the value p(n)s to any cylinder set connecting a vertex in V1
with s. It defines µd on all clopen sets. The proved relation means that this definition
satisfies Theorem 3.6. Hence, we can extend µd to all Borel sets and obtain a tail
invariant probability measure.

(2) We use the computation similar to that from (1) to see that F ′Ttsp
(n+1) = p(n)

where p(n) is determined by d
(n)

as in (1). To see that d
(n)
= d
(n+1)

it suffices to take
s = (0, . . . , n,0, . . .) where n is at k-th position.

□

Theorem 5.10. The measures µd, defined in Proposition 5.9 by probability vectors
d = ⟨di ∶ i = 1,2, . . .⟩, form the set of all probability invariant ergodic measures on
N-IPB diagram.

Proof. Let µ be an ergodic tail invariant probability measure on the path space XB of
the N-IPB diagram. By Lemma 4.3, there exists a sequence of vectors {q(n)} such that
q(n) ∈∆(n,∞,cl) and this sequence determines the measure µ. We show that

(5.14) µ = µd

for some probability vector d. The vectors q(n)’s are extreme points of ∆(n,∞,cl). As
observed in Remark 4.8, the extreme points of ∆(n,cl,∞) are contained in L(n)({gt})



INVERSE LIMIT METHOD FOR GENERALIZED BRATTELI DIAGRAMS 33

where t ∈ Vn+m,m ≥ 1. Hence, the vectors q(n) are of the form q(n)(d
(n)
), where d

(n)

are probability vectors. It follows from Proposition 5.9 (2) that d
(n)
= d for all n. This

proves (5.14).
To prove that each measure µd is ergodic, we will show that the measures µd, when

d runs over all probability vectors, are mutually singular.
Fix a probability vector d = ⟨di ∶ i ∈ N⟩ and define the set X(d) consisting of all

infinite paths e = (s(1), s(2), s(3), . . .) ∈XB such that

(5.15) lim
n→∞

s
(n)
i

n
= di, i = 1,2, . . . ,

where s(n) = (s(n)1 , s
(n)
2 , . . .) ∈ Vn, n ∈ N. We will show that µd(X(d)) = 1.

Recall that e(j) = (0, . . . ,0,1,0, . . . ), j ∈ N, is the vector such that the symbol “1”
appears at the j-th position. Clearly, e(j) ∈∆1.

Let y ∶ XB →∆ be a random vector-valued function such that y takes the value e(j)

with probability dj , j = 1,2, . . ..
Next, we define a sequence of independent random vectors Y 1, Y 2, Y 3, . . . as follows:

for an infinite path e = (s(1), s(2), s(3), . . .), we set Y n(e) = e
(j), where j = jn is a natural

number such that s(n) = s(n−1) + e(j) (s(0) = 0). Clearly, Y n has the same distribution
as y. In particular, E(Y n) = E(y) = d = ⟨di, i = 1,2, . . .⟩.

It follows from the definition of Y n’s that (Y 1 + Y 2 + + . . . + Y n)(e) = s
(n). This

implies that
1

n
⋅ (Y 1 + Y 2 + . . . + Y n)(e) ∈∆1.

Applying the limit theorem for the sequence {Y n}, we get
1

n
⋅ (Y 1 + Y 2 + . . . + Y n)(e) → E(y) = d = ⟨di i ∈ N⟩

for µd-almost all e ∈XB. It follows from (5.15) that µd(X(d)) = 1.
Since X(d) ∩X(c) = ∅ for different probability vectors d and c, we obtain that the

measures µd and µc are mutually singular. We can finish the proof of Theorem 5.10
as follows. It was proved that each ergodic invariant measure is of the form µd. Then
every invariant probability measure µ on the N-IPB diagram is an integral over the set
of ergodic measures. Thus, µ cannot be singular to each ergodic measure. Therefore
every measure µd is ergodic. □

5.2. Z-Infinite Pascal-Bratteli diagram. In this subsection, we consider another
realization of the infinite Pascal-Bratteli diagram with vertices whose entries are indexed
by Z. For the reader’s convenience, we remind the notation from Subsection 5.1 adapted
to this case.

For n ∈ N define

Vn = {s = (. . . s−1, s0, s1, . . .) ∶ si ∈ N0,
∞
∑

i=−∞
si = n}.

Every Vn is a countable set. To define the set of all edges E = ⋃n≥1En, we say that for
s = (. . . , s−1, s0, s1, . . .) ∈ Vn and t = (. . . , t−1, t0, t1, . . .) ∈ Vn+1 the set E(s, t) consists of
exactly one edge if and only if t = s + e(i) for some i ∈ Z. Here e(i) = (. . . ,0,1,0, . . .) is
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the vector whose only non-zero entry is 1 at the ith place. That is if s and t as above,
then there exists i such that ti = si + 1 and ti = si if i ≠ i0. In particular, si = 0 if ti = 0.
Then every s ∈ Vn is the source for an edge and every t ∈ Vn+1 is the range for and edge
from E(Vn, Vn+1). Hence ∣s−1(s)∣ = ℵ0 and the set r−1(t) is finite.

The diagram B = (V,E), where V and E are defined above, is called the Z-infinite
Pascal-Bratteli diagram (or Z-IPB diagram).

We use the same notation H
(n)
s , F ′n = (f ′

(n)
ts
), and Fn = (f

(n)
ts
) (t ∈ Vn+1, s ∈ Vn, n ∈

N) for the height of the towers, incidence, and stochastic matrices of the Z-IPB diagram,
respectively.

Let i ∈ Z is such that t = s + e(i), i ∈ Z. Then we have the following formulas

(5.16) H
(n)
s =

n!

(. . . s−1! ⋅ s0! ⋅ s1! ⋅ . . .)
,

(5.17) f ′
(n)
ts
= 1 if t = s + e(i), and f ′(n)

ts
= 0 otherwise.

(5.18) f
(n)
ts
= f ′

(n)
ts
⋅
H
(n)
s

H
(n+1)
t

=
n!

(. . . s−1! ⋅ s0! ⋅ s1! ⋅ . . .)
⋅
(. . . ⋅ t−1! ⋅ t0! ⋅ t1! ⋅ . . .)

(n + 1)!
=

ti
(n + 1)

,

Using similar arguments as for the N-IPB diagram, we can find the formulas for the
entries g′(n,m)

ts
and g

(n,m)
ts

of the matrices G′(n,m) and G(n,m), t ∈ Vn+m, s ∈ Vn. We

obviously have g′(n,m)
ts

= 0 if si > ti for at least one index i ∈ Z. If si ≤ ti for all i ∈ Z,
then

(5.19) g′
(n,m)
ts

=
m!

. . . ⋅ (t−1 − s−1)! ⋅ (t0 − s0)! ⋅ (t1 − s1)! ⋅ . . .

Further, we calculate as in (5.9)

(5.20)

g
(n,m)
ts

=
m!

. . . ⋅ (t−1 − s−1)! ⋅ (t0 − s0)! ⋅ (t1 − s1)! ⋅ . . .
⋅

n!

. . . ⋅ s−1! ⋅ s0 ! ⋅ s1! ⋅ . . .
×

×
. . . ⋅ t−1t0! ⋅ t1! ⋅ . . .

(n +m)!

= [. . . ⋅ (
t−1
s−1
) ⋅ (

t0
s0
) ⋅ (

t1
s1
) ⋅ . . . ](

n +m

n
)

whenever si ≤ ti for all i and we set g(n,m)
ts

= 0 if si > ti for at least one i ∈ Z .
Next, we describe the sets ∆(n,∞,cl), n = 1,2, . . . for Z-IPB diagram. Fix n,m ≥ 1

using (5.20). The rows of the matrix G(n,m) are the vectors of the form

g
(n,m)
t

= ⟨g
(n,m)
ts

s ∈ Vn⟩.
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We have from (5.20)
(5.21)

g
(n,m)
ts

=
m!

. . . (t−1 − s−1)! ⋅ (t0 − s0)! ⋅ (t1 − s1)! ⋅ . . .
⋅

n!

. . . s−1 ⋅ s0! ⋅ s1! ⋅ . . .
×

×
. . . t−1! ⋅ t0! ⋅ t1! ⋅ . . .

(n +m)!

=
n!

. . . s−1! ⋅ s0! ⋅ s1! ⋅ . . .
⋅
[. . . (t−1 − s−1 + 1) . . . t−1] ⋅ [(t0 − s0 + 1) . . . t0] ⋅ . . .

(m + 1)(m + 2) . . . (m + n)
.

Let m → ∞ and take t(m) = (. . . (t(m)−1 , t
(m)
0 , t

(m)
1 , . . .) ∈ Vn+m. Using relation (5.21)

and the same arguments as in the case of the N-IPB diagram, we prove that

lim
m→∞

g
t
(m) exists ⇐⇒ lim

m→∞

t
(m)
i

m
exist for all i ∈ Z.

Then we can repeat the proof of Theorem 4.9 and show that

(5.22) Ln({gt ∶ t ∈ Vn+m,m ≥ 1}) = {q
(n)
(d)}

where

q(n)(d) = ⟨q(n)s (d) ∶ s ∈ Vn⟩ = ⟨
n!

. . . s−1! ⋅ s0! ⋅ s1! ⋅ . . .
⋅ [. . . ⋅ ds−1−1 ⋅ d

s0
0 ⋅ d

s1
1 ⋅ . . .] ∶ s ∈ Vn⟩ ,

and d = ⟨di ∶ i ∈ Z⟩ is a non-negative vector such that ∑∞i=−∞ di ≤ 1.

Lemma 5.11. Let d = ⟨di ∶ i ∈ Z⟩ be a probability vector. Then d determines a tail
invariant probability measure µd on the Z-IPB diagram such that

p
(n)
s = µd([es]) =

q
(n)
s

H
(n)
s

= . . . ⋅ ds−1−1 d
s0
0 d

s1
1 ⋅ . . . , s ∈ Vn, n ∈ N,

where es is a finite path with the range s ∈ Vn.

Theorem 5.12. The measures µd, defined in Lemma 5.11 by probability vectors d =
⟨di ∶ i = 1,2, . . .⟩, form the set of all probability invariant ergodic measures on Z-IPB
diagram.

5.3. Multi-dimensional finite Pascal-Bratteli diagrams. We discuss in this sec-
tion multi-dimensional finite Pascal-Bratteli diagrams. These diagrams and their tail
invariant probability measures were considered by K. Petersen and the other authors in
[MP05] and in [FP10]. Our goal is to show that these measures can be obtained using
the “geometrical” method, which was presented in Section 4.

To define an MFPB diagram B = (V,E), we fix first a natural number k ≥ 2. For
n = 0,1,2, . . ., we set

Vn = {s = (s1, s2, . . . , sk) ∶ si ∈ N0,
k

∑
i=1
si = n}.

Of course, V0 = {s0 = (0, . . . ,0)} and ∣Vn∣ < ∞ for all n ∈ N.
We define the set of edges E as follows. Let s = (s1, . . . , sk) ∈ Vn and t = (t1, . . . , tk) ∈

Vn+1. Then the edge e(s, t) exists if and only if s + e(i0) = t, i.e., si0 + 1 = ti0 for some
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i0 and si = ti for i ≠ i0. Then, for each s ∈ V = ⋃∞n=0 (V n), we have ∣s(−1)(s)∣ = k and
∣r(−1)(s)∣ = k. The defined diagram is called k-dimensional Pascal-Bratteli diagram.

Applying the methods used in Subsection 5.1, we can find the formulas for the heights
H
(n)
s of towers and entries of matrices G′(n,m) and G(n,m).
The number of finite paths with range s = (s1, . . . , sk) ∈ Vm is

H
(n)
s =

n!

s1! ⋅ . . . ⋅ sk!
.

For s = (s1, . . . , sk) ∈ Vm and t = (t1, . . . , tk) ∈ Vn+1, the entries f
′(n)
ts of the incidence

matrix F ′n are determined by the rule:

f
′(n)
ts =

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

1, if e(s, t) ≠ ∅
0, if e(s, t) = ∅

Then the entries {f (n)
ts
} of the stochastic matrix Fn are given by the following for-

mulas:

f
(n)
ts
= f

′(n)
ts ⋅

H
(n)
s

Hn+1
t

=
ti

(n + 1)
, n ∈ N,

if ti = si + 1 for some i, and f (n)
ts
= 0 otherwise.

The entries g′(n,m)
ts

and g
(n,m)
ts

of the matrices G′(n,m) and G(n,m), can be found
similar to (5.7) and (5.8). For s ∈ Vn and t ∈ Vn+m, we obtain

(5.23) g′
(n,m)
ts

=
m!

(t1 − s1)! ⋅ (t2 − s2)! ⋅ . . . ⋅ (tk − sk)!

if si ≤ ti for i = 1,2, . . . , k, and g′(n,m)
ts

= 0 if si > ti for at least one index i ≥ 1. Similarly,
we can write

(5.24)

g
(n,m)
ts

=
m!

(t1 − s1)! ⋅ . . . ⋅ (tk − sk)!
⋅

n!

s1 ! ⋅ . . . ⋅ sk!
⋅
t1! ⋅ . . . ⋅ tk!

(n +m)!

= [(
t1
s1
) ⋅ . . . ⋅ (

tk
sk
)] ⋅ (

n +m

n
)

−1

whenever si ≤ ti for i = 1, . . . , k, and g(n,m)
ts

= 0 if si > ti for at least one i.

Proposition 5.13. Let d = ⟨di ∶ i = 1, ..., k⟩ be a probability vector. Then d determines
a tail invariant probability measure µd on the path space of the MFPB diagram such
that

p
(n)
s = µd([es]) =

q
(n)
s

H
(n)
s

= ds11 d
s2
2 . . . dskk s ∈ Vn, n ∈ N,

where es is a finite path with the range s ∈ Vn.
The measures µd form the set of all probability invariant ergodic measures on the

MFPB diagram.
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5.4. Subdiagrams of the Pascal-Bratteli diagrams. Let B = (V,E) be a N-infinite
Pascal-Bratteli diagram. Take a proper non-empty subset K ⊂ N, K can be finite or
infinite. Define the sets Wn by the following rule:

Wn ∶= {s = (si) ∶
∞
∑
i=1
si = n such that si = 0 whenever i ∈ N ∖K}.

Here n = 1,2, . . . and the entries of s are non-negative integers.
Of course, the terms of the sequence W = (Wn) can be viewed as subsets of Vn,

the levels of N-infinite Pascal-Bratteli diagram. Thus, the set K defines a subdiagram
BK = (W,E), where E is the set of all possible edges between Wn and W(n+1), n ∈ N.
It is clear that BK is, in its turn, a Pascal-Bratteli diagram (finite if ∣K ∣ < ∞ or infinite
if ∣K ∣ = ∞).

Claim. X̂BK
=XBK

.

This means that, by the definition of BK , the path space of the diagram is invariant
for the tail equivalence relation. Moreover, every invariant probability measure µ on
BK = (W,E) is automatically its extension to the whole diagram B = (V,E).

The same facts are true for Z-infinite Pascal-Bratteli diagram where K is a proper
subset of Z.

6. A class of Bratteli diagrams of bounded size

In this section, we consider generalized Bratteli diagrams with additional properties.
In particular, we define the diagrams of (uniformly) bounded size. This class of Bratteli
diagrams was defined and considered in detail in [BJKS23], see Definition 3.11. We first
discuss the case of standard Bratteli diagrams.

6.1. Bratteli diagram of uniformly bounded size. To define a standard Bratteli
diagram Bk = (V,E), we fix a number k ∈ N and take Vn = {−nk, ...,−1,0,1, ..., nk},
n ∈ N. The set En of edges between Vn and Vn+1 is defined as follows: for w ∈ Vn, v ∈ Vn+1,
the edge e(w, v) exists if and only if v ∈ {w − k, . . . ,w − 1,w,w + 1, . . . ,w + k}. In Figure
1 this diagram is shown schematically, we do not draw all finite paths.

The entries f (n)vw of the incidence matrix Fn are given by the formula:

f (n)vw =

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

1, ∣v −w∣ ≤ k

0, otherwise,
w ∈ Vn, v ∈ Vn+1.

For w ∈ Vn, we have ∣s−1(w)∣ = 2k + 1. Similarly, for v ∈ Vn+1, we have the following
properties: ∣r−1(v)∣ = 2k + 1 if −k(n − 1) ≤ v ≤ k(n − 1), ∣r(−1)(v)∣ = 2k + 1 − s if
v = k(n − 1) + s or v = −k(n − 1) − s where s = 1, ...,2k.

Our goal is to determine the heights H(n)w of the clopen sets X(n)w for all n ≥ 1 and
w ∈ Vn. For this, we consider the sequence of functions

fn(x) = (x
k
+ . . . + x + 1 + x−1 + . . . + x−k)n.

Every fn(x) is represented as follows:

fn(x) =
nk

∑
w=−nk

K(n)w ⋅ xw
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- nk nk

.

-(n+m)k (n+m)k
(n-m)k ' (m-n)k

w

v

Figure 1. The Bratteli diagram Bk.

where K(n)w are some natural coefficients.

Lemma 6.1. For the Bratteli diagram Bk defined above,

(6.1) H(n)w =K(n)w

for each w ∈ Vn and n ∈ N.

Proof. Clearly, H(1)w =K
(1)
w = 1 for every w ∈ V1.

Next, we check that the heights H(n)w ’s and the coefficients K(n)w ’s satisfy the same
inductive equations. By definition of the Bratteli diagram Bk,

(6.2) H(n+1)v = ∑
w∈r−1(v)

H(n)w

for v ∈ Vn+1. The set Vn+1 is divided into three subsets: I0 = {−k(n−1), ...,0, ..., k(n−1)},
I− = {−k(n + 1), ...,−k(n − 1) − 1}, and I+ = {k(n − 1) + 1, ..., k(n + 1)}. Then relation
(6.2) implies that the following formulas hold:

(6.3)

H(n+1)v =
v+k
∑

w=v−k
H(n)w , v ∈ I0

H(n+1)v =
v+k
∑

w=−nk
H(n)w , v ∈ I−

H(n+1)v =
nk

∑
w=v−k

H(n)w , v ∈ I+.
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To find inductive equations for the coefficients K(n)w ’s, we use the following compu-
tation:

fn+1(x) =
(n+1)k
∑

v=−(n+1)k
K(n+1)v xv

= [
nk

∑
w=−nk

K(n)w xw] ⋅ (x−k + . . . + x−1 + 1 + x1 + . . . + xk)

= [
nk

∑
w=−nk

K(n)w xw−k] + . . . + [
nk

∑
w=−nk

K(n)w xw] + . . . + [
nk

∑
w=−nk

K(n)w xw+k] .

Applying the inductive assumption that H(n)w =K
(n)
w , we reorder the right-hand side of

the above equality according to the powers of x and compare the coefficients with those
of fn+1(x). As a consequence, we obtain that K(n+1)v satisfy all equalities (6.3). In this
way, we have proved (6.1). □

In what follows, we will use the method described in Section 4. We will first find the
formulas for the entries g′(n,m)vw of matrices G′(n,m).

Fix a vertex w ∈ Vn and consider all paths from w to the vertices of Vn+m. obviously,
if we go along those paths, then we can reach only the vertices from the subset {w −
mk,w −mk + 1, . . . ,w +mk − 1,w +mk} ⊂ Vn+m. The set of all paths from the vertex
w ∈ Vn to Vn+m is identical to the subset of all paths from 0 ∈ V0 to the vertices of the
level Vm. Here w is any vertex from Vn. Based on this observation, we conclude that

g′
(n,m)
vw =K

(m)
v−w =K

(m)
−mk+s

where s ∈ {0,1, . . . ,2mk} is determined by the relation v = w−mk+s. We set g′(n,m)vw = 0

otherwise. This fact can be used to describe the entries of the v-th row g′(n,m)v = ⟨g′(n,m)vw ∶

w ∈ Vn⟩ of the matrix G′(n,m), v ∈ Vn+m. We take a number m considerably larger than
n, because in the sequel we want to find lim

m→∞
g
(n,m)
v , v = vm.

Based on (4.12), (6.1), and the observation above, we have the following formula for
the rows of the matrix G′(n,m).

Lemma 6.2. For v = −(n +m)k + s ∈ Vn+m, where s = 0,1, . . . ,2(m + n)k, we have

(6.4) g′
(n,m)
v =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

⟨K
(m)
−mk+s, . . . ,K

(m)
−mk,0, . . . ,0⟩, s = 0,1, . . . ,2nk − 1

⟨K
(m)
−mk+s, . . . ,K

(m)
−mk+s−2nk⟩, s = 2nk, . . . ,2mk

⟨0, . . . ,0,K
(m)
mk , . . . ,K

(m)
−mk+s−2nk⟩, s = 2mk + 1, . . . ,2(n +m)k

Recall that, in the formulation of this lemma, we assume that m is considerably
larger than n.

To determine the set ∆(n,∞,cl), we use Theorem 4.9. For this, we are looking for the
set of all limit points of the vectors g(n,m)v ’s (when v = vm, m→∞).

Define the following probability vectors:

(6.5) y(n,m)v =
1

∑
w=nk
w=−nk g

′(m,n)
vw

⋅ g′
(n,m)
v ,
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where v = −(n +m)k, . . . , (n +m)k ∈ Vn+m.
Applying Lemma 6.2, we get

(6.6)

y(n,m)v =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

1

∑
s
u=0K

(m)
−mk+s−u

⟨K
(m)
−mk+s, . . . ,K

(m)
−mk,0, . . . ,0⟩, s = 0, . . . ,2nk − 1

1

∑
s
u=0K

(m)
−mk+s+u

⟨K
(m)
−mk+s, . . . ,K

(m)
−mk+s−2nk⟩, s = 2nk, . . . ,2mk

1

∑
s−2nk
u=s K

(m)
−mk+s−u

⟨0, . . . ,0,K
(m)
mk , . . . ,K

(m)
−mk+s−2nk⟩, s = 2mk + 1, . . . ,2(n +m)k

Hence, we have the following result.

Theorem 6.3. The set ∆(n,∞,cl) is the set of all vectors

(6.7) q(n,∞) =
1

∑
nk
w=−nk y

(n,∞)
w K

(n)
w

⟨y
(n,∞)
−nk K

(n)
−nk, . . . , y

(n,∞)
nk K

(n)
nk ⟩,

where y(n,∞) = ⟨y(n,∞)−nk , . . . , y
(n,∞)
nk ⟩ is a limit of vectors y(n,m)v , where v = vm, m→∞.

Question. Are there explicit formulas for the numbers K(m)i ? In this case, we could
determine the values of the tail invariant measures on cylinder sets using relation (6.7).

6.2. Generalized Bratteli diagram of uniformly bounded size. Fix again a nat-
ural number k ≥ 1 and define the generalized Bratteli diagram Bk = (V,E). For
V = ⋃n Vn, let Vn = Z for n ∈ N0. The set E = ⋃nEn consists of edges between Vn
and Vn+1 where ewv exists if and only if v ∈ {w − k, . . . ,w, . . . ,w + k}, w ∈ Vn and
v ∈ Vn+1. The entries f (n)vw of the incidence matrix Fn are given by the formula

f (n)vw =

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

1, if ∣v −w∣ ≤ k
0, otherwise.

For each w ∈ Vn, we have ∣s(−1)(w)∣ = 2k + 1, and for each v ∈ Vn+1, we also have
∣r(−1)(v)∣ = 2k + 1.

It follows from the definition of Bk that H(n)w = (2k + 1)n for every w ∈ Vn, n ∈ N0.
As in Subsection 6.1, we can show that the entries of G′(n,m) are determined by the
formula: g′(n,m)vw =K

(m)
v−w for v ∈ {w −mk, . . . ,w +mk}, and g′(n,m)vw = 0, otherwise.

Hence, the v-th row of G′(n,m) has the form

g′
(n,m)
v = ⟨. . . ,0,K

(m)
mk ,K

(m)
mk−1, . . . ,K

(m)
−mk,0, . . .⟩,

where K(m)mk is the (v −mk)-th entry.
Further, we have

g(n,m)vw = g′
(n,m)
vw ⋅

H
(n)
w

H
(n+m)
v

=
1

(2k + 1)m
⋅ g′
(n,m)
vw ,

and
g(n,m)v =

1

(2k + 1)m
⋅ ⟨. . . ,0,K

(m)
mk , . . . ,K

(m)
−mk,0, . . .⟩.
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Proposition 6.4. There is no probability tail invariant measure on the generalized
Bratteli diagram Bk.

Proof. We will show that the set of all limit vectors of g(n,m)v ’s is a zero vector 0 =

⟨. . . ,0,0,0, . . .⟩.
Note that K(m)0 is the largest number among K

(m)
i ’s where i = mk, . . . ,−mk. We

prove that limm→∞
K
(m)
0

(2k + 1)m
= 0. Indeed, since

(6.8)
K
(m+1)
0

(2k + 1)m+1
=

1

2k + 1
⋅
[K
(m)
k + . . . +K

(m)
0 + . . . +K

(m)
−k ]

(2k + 1)m
≤

K
(m)
0

(2k + 1)m
,

the limit g0 = limm→∞
K
(m)
0

(2⋅k+1)m exists. We will show that g0 = 0.

Choosing subsequences of m’s, we can define gi = limm→∞
K
(m)
i

(2k + 1)m
, where i =

k, . . . ,1,−1, . . . ,−k. Obviously, 0 ≤ gi ≤ g0. It follows from (6.8) that

2k

2k + 1
g0 =

1

2k + 1
⋅ [gk + . . . + g1 + g−1 + . . . + g−k].

This implies that gi = g0 for i = k, . . . ,1,−1, . . . ,−k.
Finally, we have

(2k + 1)g0 = lim
m→∞

[K
(m)
k + . . . +K

(m)
0 + . . . +K

(m)
−k ]

(2k + 1)m
≤ 1.

This implies that g0 ≤ 1
2k+1 .

In a similar way we can prove that g0 ≤ 1
(2⋅k+1)2 and so on. Hence g0 = 0, and the

proposition is proved. □

7. Examples

In this section, we consider several examples of generalized Bratteli diagrams. Our
goal is to show how the methods, developed in Section 4, can be applied to the study
of probability tail invariant measures.

7.1. Bratteli diagrams and substitutions. The shift dynamical systems associated
with substitutions on a finite alphabet have been studied by many authors; we mention
here only several of them [Fog02], [Que10], [DHS99], [DP22], [Put18], etc. The primary
interest is usually focused on minimal substitution dynamical systems. It was shown
that substitution dynamical systems are completely described by stationary Bratteli
diagrams. In [BKM09], the authors constructed Bratteli diagrams for aperiodic substi-
tution dynamics.

In recent years, substitution dynamical systems have been considered on a countable
or even compact alphabet, see [Fer06], [BJS24], [Man23], [MnRW22]. The problem of
finding finite (or sigma-finite) invariant measures for substitution dynamical systems
is highly non-trivial in this case. In [DFMV23] investigated the existence of invariant
probability measures for substitutions on countable alphabet. In particular, they found
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a sufficient condition under which there are no invariant probability measures. We show
below that this sufficient condition is, in fact, a consequence of Theorem 4.9.

Let A be a countable set (an alphabet), A∗ be the set of all finite words on A,
and AN0 be the set of infinite words on A. A substitution is a map σ∶A → A∗ such
that for every a ∈ A, the finite word σ(a) is not empty. We can extend a map
σ to A∗ and AN0 by concatenation: σ(a0, a1, . . .) = σ(a0)σ(a1) . . .. In particular,
we can define words σn(a), a ∈ A, n ∈ N, by setting σ1(a) = σ(a) = u0u1 . . . uk,
σn+1(a) = σn(u0)σn(u1), . . . , σn(uk). A substitution σ determines a shift dynamical
system (Xσ, S), where Xσ is the set of all sequences u ∈ AN0 (or u ∈ AZ) such that any
finite subword of u occurs in σn(a) for some a ∈ A and n ∈ N and S is the shift on Xσ.
To avoid unnecessary complications, we will assume that ∣σn(a)∣ → ∞ as n→∞ for any
a ∈ A where ∣σn(a)∣ denotes the length of σn(a).

Now we define a Bratteli diagram Bσ = (V,E) associated with a substitution σ. Set
Vn = A n ∈ N0. For a ∈ V1, the set r−1(a) consists of single edges e(ui, a) connecting a
and the vertices u0, . . . , uk where (u0u1, . . . uk) = σ(a).

The Bratteli diagram Bσ = (V,E) is stationary and its incidence matrix M = (Mij),
i, j = 0,1,2, . . . is the matrix associated to σ, i.e., Mij is the number of occurrences of the
letter j in the word σ(i). In general, the dynamics of the Bratteli diagram Bσ = (V,E)

is not a good model for the shift dynamical system (Xσ, S). However, if we assume
that every pair (uv) (where u is the last letter of some σ(i) and v is the first letter of
some σ(j)) appears inside some σ(k), then both dynamical systems (Xσ, S) and the
Vershik map (XB, φB) are isomorphic (for a more detailed discussion of this relation
see [BKM09]).

In [DFMV23], the authors proved the following theorem.

Theorem 7.1. Let σ ∶ N0 → N0 be a bounded length substitution such that σ has a
periodic point u and the matrix M =Mσ of the substitution is irreducible and aperiodic.
If M satisfies

(7.1) lim
n→∞

sup
i∈N0

M
(n)
ij

∑k≥0M
(n)
ik

= 0 ∀j ∈ N0

then the dynamical system (Xσ, S) has no finite invariant measure.

Proposition 7.2. Condition (7.1) implies that the Bratteli diagram Bσ = (V,E) has
no tail invariant probability measure.

Proof. We use our standard notation of matrices related to a Bratteli diagram. Note
that M = F ′ in our notation. Because Bσ is a stationary Bratteli diagram, we have
G′(n,m) = F ′m and, for the stochastic matrix G(n,m), we can write

g
(n,m)
i = ⟨

f ′(m)ij ⋅H
(n)
j

∑
∞
k=0 f

′(m)
ik ⋅H

(n)
k

∶ j = 0,1,2, . . .⟩ .

Then using (7.1) we have, for each j ∈ N0,

g
(n,m)
ij =

f ′(m)ij ⋅H
(n)
j

∑
∞
k=0 f

′(m)
ik ⋅H

(n)
k

≤
f ′(m)ij ⋅H

(n)
j

∑
∞
k=0 f

′(m)
ik

→ 0
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Thus, limm→∞ g
(n,m)
i = 0 for any sequence {im} and therefore ∆(n,cl,∞) = {⟨0,0, . . .⟩} for

each n ∈ N0. □

7.2. Reducible Bratteli diagrams with infinitely many odometers. We consider
here a class of reducible non-stationary generalized Bratteli diagramsB = BIO consisting
of infinitely many odometers connected by single edges. This class of diagrams was first
considered in [BKK24], where the authors used the procedure of measure extension from
a subdiagram to obtain results concerning the number of ergodic tail invariant measures.
Here we recall the obtained results and show how apply methods developed in Section
4 to these diagrams. For more results concerning tail invariant measures and Vershik
maps for reducible generalized Bratteli diagrams with infinitely many odometers see
[BKK24].

Let the generalized Bratteli diagram B = BIO be defined by the sequence of incidence
matrices

(7.2) F
′

n =

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

a
(1)
n 1 0 0 . . . . . . . . . . . .

0 a
(2)
n 1 0 0 . . . . . . . . .

0 0 a
(3)
n 1 0 0 . . . . . .

0 0 0 a
(4)
n 1 0 0 . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

, n ∈ N0,

where the natural numbers a(i)n ≥ 2 for all n, i. The index n points out at the n-th level
of the diagram B, and i indicates the odometer supported by the i-vertex in each level,
see Figure 2 where a part of the diagram between levels Vn and Vn+1 is shown (a(i)n
indicates the number of vertical edges).

a, a a a

1 2 3 4
V

V

Figure 2. The diagram BIO.

The diagram BIO has a natural set of elementary vertex subdiagrams B(i) consisting
of vertical odometers where i runs the set N. There are exactly a(i)n edges connecting
the vertices i ∈ Vn and i ∈ Vn+1. The subdiagram B(i) of B admits a unique tail
invariant probability measure µ(i) on the path space XB(i) such that for a cylinder set
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[e] = [e1, . . . , en], s(ej) = r(ej) = i,

µ(i)([e]) =
1

a
(i)
1 ⋯ a

(i)
n

.

The measure extension procedure applied to B(i) gives us the measure µ̂(i) on the tail
invariant set X̂B(i). It follows from Theorem 3.13 that

µ̂(i)(X̂B(i)) < ∞ ⇐⇒
∞
∑
n=1

H
(n)
i+1

a
(i)
1 ⋯ a

(i)
n

< ∞.

Thus, it follows from the construction of BIO that there are infinitely many ergodic
measures µ̂(i) on the path space XB. Some of them may be finite the others are
infinite. We will give an example below, for more examples see [BKK24]. Moreover,
the measures µ̂(i) and µ̂(j) are mutually singular (i ≠ j) because they are supported
by non-intersecting tail invariant sets X̂B(i) and X̂B(j). Our goal is to show that there
are no other ergodic measures.

Remark 7.3. Let θ be a finite tail invariant measure on X̂B(i). Then there is a constant
C such that θ = Cµ̂(i).

Indeed, let C = θ(XB(i)), then θ ∶= θ∣X
B(i)
= Cµ(i). By tail invariance,

θ([e0, . . . , en]) =
C

a
(i)
1 ⋯ a

(i)
n

= Cµ(i)([e0, . . . , en]).

Theorem 7.4. LetM be the family of measures µ̂(i) such that µ̂(i)(X̂B(i)) < ∞. Then,
after normalization, M coincides with the set of all ergodic probability tail invariant
measures on the path space XB of the diagram B.

Remark 7.5. (i) The proof of Theorem 7.4 can be found in [BKK24], and it contains a
version of the famous Rokhlin theorem about a canonical system of measures associated
with a measurable partition. Note that XB is partitioned into sets X̂B(i) for i = 1,2, . . .
Thus, for any probability ergodic invariant measure µ on XB, we have µ(X̂B(i)) = 1 for
some i. Hence by Remark 7.3, we have

µ =
µ̂(i)

µ̂(i) (X̂B(i))
.

(ii) The result of Theorem 7.4 can be obtained in the case when the vertical odometers
are replaced with simple stationary standard Bratteli diagrams Bi with the incidence
matrix F i. As for odometers, we will have a unique ergodic probability measure µi
on the path space XBi

. The measure µi is completely determined by the values on
cylinder sets µi([e]) =

ξv
λn where ξ = (ξv) is the Perron-Frobenius eigenvector, ξF i = λξ

and r(e) = v ∈ Vn, see, e.g. [BKMS10]. Assuming that the extension µ̂i(X̂Bi
) is finite,

we get that this measure is a unique ergodic measure (up to a constant). The same
arguments as in the proof of Theorem 7.4 can be repeated.

(iii) For the Bratteli diagram BIO, the set of limit points L({gv ∶ v ∈ Vn+m,m ∈ N})
coincides with {limm→∞ g

(n,m)
im

}. Since the incidence matrices of the diagram are upper
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triangular, we get that the limit of g(n,m)im
is zero when im →∞ as m→∞. This means

that we should only consider the sequences {im} such that im = i. Denote by ν(i) a
probability measure determined by the limit limm→∞ g

(n,m)
i . Then it can be shown that

the following fact holds:
Claim. If for some i the extension of the measure µ(i) is finite, then ν(i) = ciµ̂(i)

for a constant ci.

From Theorem 7.4 it follows, that BIO can have not more than countably many
probability ergodic invariant measures. We formulate here a statement that was proved
in [BKK24].

Theorem 7.6. [BKK24] A stationary generalized Bratteli diagram with infinitely many
odometers can have only finitely many probability ergodic invariant measures. In partic-
ular, one can find diagrams which (i) have a unique probability ergodic invariant mea-
sure, (ii) have no probability invariant measure, but possess an infinite σ-finite invariant
measure that takes finite values on all cylinder sets, and (iii) have no invariant mea-
sure that takes finite values on all cylinder sets. A non-stationary generalized Bratteli
diagram with infinitely many odometers can have countably infinitely many probability
ergodic invariant measures.

Consider a non-stationary generalized Bratteli diagram B defined by a sequence of
natural numbers {ai ∶ i ∈ N0}. Without loss of generality, we can assume that an ≥ 2
for all n. The diagram B consists of an infinite sequence of non-stationary odometers
connected with the neighboring odometer by single edges. More precisely, let Vn = N
and the incidence matrices F

′

n has the form

(7.3) F
′

n =

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

an 1 0 0 . . . . . . . . . . . .

0 an 1 0 0 . . . . . . . . .

0 0 an 1 0 0 . . . . . .

0 0 0 an 1 0 0 . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

, n ∈ N0.

Fix i ≥ 1, set Wn = {i}, n = 1,2, . . . and define the subdiagram B(i) = (W,E) as
above with the only difference that the set En is formed now by an edges connecting
the vertices i ∈ Vn and i ∈ Vn+1. The unique tail invariant probability measure µ = µ(i)

on B(i) = (W,E) is given by the formula µ([e]) =
1

a0 ⋯ an
where r(e) = i ∈ Vn+1.

By definition of the diagram, H(n) =H(n)i for all n and i (as usual, we set H(0)i = 1).
Then H(n+1) =H(n+1)i = (an + 1)H

(n) which implies that

H(n+1) = (a0 + 1) ⋯ (an + 1), n ∈ N0.

The proof of the following statement can be found in [BKK24].

Proposition 7.7. Let the sequence (an) be such that ∑n a
−1
n < ∞. Then, for every i,

the extension µ̂(i) is finite. The set of all ergodic finite tail invariant measures on the
path space of the diagram B is formed by {µ̂(i) ∶ i ∈ N}.

The next statement is, in some sense, the converse to Proposition 7.7.
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Proposition 7.8. Let the Bratteli diagram B be defined by the sequence of incidence
matrices F ′n, see (7.3). If the series ∑n≥1 a

−1
n diverges, then the diagram does not admit

finite tail invariant measures.

Proof. The following formulas hold for the diagram B (they can be easily proved by
induction taking into account that the height of a tower does not depend on the vertex):

H
(n)
i = (a1 + 1) ⋯ (an−1 + 1), i ∈ N.

The entries of the matrix G′(n,m) can be found as follows:

g′
(n,m)
ii = an ⋯ an+m−1

and, for j = i + 1, . . . i +m,

g′
(n,m)
ij = (an ⋯ an+m−1)

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

∑
s1<s2<⋯<sj−i

1

as1 ⋯ asj−i

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

where n ≤ s1 < ⋯ < sj−i ≤ n +m − 1. Clearly, g′(n,m)ij = 0 for other i, j. Now we can find
the entries of the stochastic matrix G(n,m): if j = i + 1, . . . , i +m, then

g
(n,m)
ij = g′

(n,m)
ij

H
(n)
j

H
(n+m)
i

= [
an

1 + an
⋯

an+m−1
1 + an+m−1

] ⋅

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

∑
s1<s2<⋯<sj−i

1

as1 ⋯ asj−i

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

and
g
(n,m)
ii =

an
1 + an

⋯
an+m−1

1 + an+m−1
Assume now that the set of tail invariant probability measures M1(B) is not empty.

Then, by Theorem 4.9, there is some i such that the sequence of vectors {g(n,m)i } has
the limit as m→∞. This means that

lim
m→∞

g
(n,m)
ii = lim

m→∞
an

1 + an
⋯

an+m−1
1 + an+m−1

exists. The latter is equivalent to the convergence of the series ∑n≥1 a
−1
n . This is a

contradiction. □

The corresponding stochastic matrices Fn’s have the form

Fn =

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

an
an+1

1
an+1 0 0 . . . . . . . . . . . .

0 an
an+1

1
an+1 0 0 . . . . . . . . .

0 0 an
an+1

1
an+1 0 0 . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

,

i.e., f (n)ii =
an

(an+1) , f
(n)
i(i+1) =

1
(an+1) , f

(n)
ij = 0 for j ≠ i, i + 1, i ∈ N. Let gi = ⟨f

(n)
ij ∶ j ∈ N⟩

be the i-th row of the matrix Fn. Then ∣gi∣ ≤
1

2a(i)
+ 1

2a(i+1)
→ 0 as i → ∞ where a(i) is

an enumeration of vertices in Vn. It follows from Theorem 2.10 that the linear maps
F T
n ∶∆1 →∆1 are continuous.
We observe that the above statement is true in a more general situation when the

entries of an incidence matrix F under its main diagonal are zeros.
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8. Uncountably many ergodic probability tail invariant measures

This section studies a class of reducible generalized Bratteli diagrams B∞ whose
incidence matrices are triangular. It turns out that such diagrams have uncountably
many ergodic probability tail invariant measures. We also consider subdiagrams of
B∞, standard and generalized, and answer the questions about internal tail invariant
measures on such subdiagrams and the finiteness of their extensions.

8.1. Triangular generalized Bratteli diagram B∞. We define the diagram B∞ =
(V,E) by taking Vn = N for all n ∈ N so that each vertex v ∈ Vn can be written as (n, i).
For v = (n, i) ∈ Vn, an edge e(v, u) where u ∈ Vn+1, exists whenever u = (n + 1, j), j =
i, i + 1, . . .. The incidence matrices F ′n are the same for all levels, F ′n = F ′, where

F ′ =

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

1 0 0 0 . . . . . . . . .

1 1 0 0 0 . . . . . .

1 1 1 0 0 0 . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

.

The stochastic matrix F obtained from the matrix F ′ has a form

F =

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

1 0 0 0 . . . . . . . . . . . .
1
2

1
2 0 0 0 . . . . . . . . .

1
3

1
3

1
3 0 0 . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

.

We claim that the matrix F satisfies the assumption of Theorem 2.10. Indeed, the i-th
row gi = ⟨

1
i , . . . ,

1
i ,0, . . .⟩ of F satisfies the relation: ∣gi∣ ≤ [

1
2a(1)

+ 1
2a(2)

+ . . .]⋅ 1i ≤
2
i → 0, as

i→∞ where a(⋅) is an enumeration of the vertices. Thus, G′(n,m) = F ′m = {f (m)ij i, j ∈ N}
for all n ≥ 1, and these matrices generate continuous mappings.

To find the matrices F ′n = (f ′nij ∶ i, j = 1,2, . . .), we will use the numbers the S(k)i , k ∈

N0, i ∈ N, which are defined as follows:

(8.1) S
(0)
i = 1, S

(k+1)
i = S

(k)
1 + . . . + S

(k)
i

The numbers S(k)i are used in the Cesaro summability method, and it is known [Har92]
that they are

(8.2) S
(k)
i = (

i + k − 1

k
) .

Using the induction it is not hard to prove that f ′(n)ij = S
(n−1)
i−j+1 whenever j = 1, . . . , i and

f ′(n)ij = 0, otherwise (i = 1,2, . . . , n = 1,2, . . .). Thus,

(8.3) F ′
(m)
=

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

S
(m−1)
1 0 0 0 . . . 0 . . .

S
(m−1)
2 S

(m−1)
1 0 0 . . . 0 . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

S
(m−1)
k S

(m−1)
k−1 S

(m−1)
k−2 . . . . . . S

(m−1)
1 . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

,
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It follows from (8.3) that

(8.4) H
(n)
i = S

(n−1)
i = (

i + n − 2

n − 1
) , n, i ∈ N,

and we find that

g
(n,m)
ij =

f ′mijH
(n)
j

∑
i
s=1 f

′(m)
is H

(n)
s

=
S
(m−1)
i−j+1 H

(n)
j

∑
i
s=1 S

(m−1)
i−s+1 H

(n)
s

if j = 1, . . . i and g(n,m)ij = 0 otherwise.
To describe the set ∆(n,∞,cl), we use the method developed in Theorem 4.9. For this,

we have first to find the set of all limit points y(n,∞) of the vectors

y
(n,m)
i = ⟨y

(n,m)
ij =

f ′(m)ij

∑
∞
s=1 f

′(m)
is

∶ j = 1,2, . . .⟩ , i ∈ N,

when m→∞.

Lemma 8.1. The set of limits of the vectors y(n,m)i is formed by the vectors

y(n,∞)a = lim
m→∞

y
(n,m)
im

= ⟨
1

(a + 1)
,

a

(a + 1)2
,

a2

(a + 1)3
, . . .⟩ , 0 ≤ a < ∞.

Proof. Recall that we have f ′(m)ij = S
(m−1)
i−j+1 if j = 1, . . . , i and f ′(m)ij = 0 if j > i. Moreover,

∞
∑
s=1

f ′
(m)
is =

i

∑
s=1

S
(m−1)
i−s+1 = S

(m)
i .

Let y = limm→∞ y
(n,m)
i , i = im. Taking a subsequence of {m}, we can assume that

im
m
→ a for some 0 ≤ a < ∞. Fix j ≥ 1. Since im → ∞, we can assume that im > j.

Compute for j = 2, . . . , i

y
(n,m)
ij =

S
(m−1)
i−j+1

S
(m)
i

=

(
i +m − j − 1

m − 1
)

(
i +m − 1

m
)

= [
(i +m − j − 1)!

(m − 1)! ⋅ (i − j)!
] ⋅ [

m! ⋅ (i − 1)!

(i +m − 1)!
]

=
m ⋅ (i − j + 1) ⋅ . . . ⋅ (i − 1)

(i +m − j) ⋅ . . . ⋅ (i +m − 1)
=
[
(i−j+1)

m ⋅ . . . ⋅
(i−1)
m ]

[
(i+m−j)

m ⋅ . . . ⋅
(i+m−1)

m ]

If j = 1, we have y(n,m)i1 =
m

i +m − 1
. Taking the limit in the formulas for y(n,m)ij as

m→∞, we get that

lim
m→∞

y
(n,m)
ij = lim

m→∞

[
(i−j+1)

m ⋅ . . . ⋅
(i−1)
m ]

[
(i+m−j)

m ⋅ . . . ⋅
(i+m−1)

m ]
=

aj−1

(a + 1)j
.

If the sequence {im} is bounded (we can assume im = i), then a = 0, and in this case
p
(n,∞)
0 = ⟨1,0,0, . . .⟩.
This proves the lemma. □
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Following the method described in Section 4, we need to find the limit set L(n)({gv})
in terms of the vectors y(n,∞)a .

Lemma 8.2. The vectors y(n,∞)a belong to the set P (n) and satisfy conditions (4.17)
(defined in Theorem 4.9) and (4.18). That is

(8.5) H(n, a) ∶= ∑
u∈Vn

y(n,∞)u H(n)u < ∞

and

(8.6) lim
m→∞ ∑

u∈Vn

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

g′(m,n)
vu

∑w∈Vn
g′(m,n)

vw

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

H(n)u =H(n, a).

Proof. We first show that, for all n ≥ 1,

(8.7) H(n, a) = (1 + a)n−1.

Note that by Lemma 8.1

H(n, a) =
∞
∑
j=1

aj−1

(1 + a)j
H
(n)
j .

For n = 1, H(1)j = 1 and

H(1, a) =
1

1 + a

∞
∑
j=1
(

a

1 + a
)
j

= 1.

In the following computation, we show that H(n, a) is finite. This fact proves that (8.5)
holds.

H(n, a) =
∞
∑
j=1

aj−1

(1 + a)j
H
(n)
j =

∞
∑
j=1

aj−1

(1 + a)j
S
(n−1)
j

=
∞
∑
j=1

aj−1

(a + 1)j
(
j + n − 2

n − 1
) =

1

(n − 1)!
⋅
∞
∑
j=1

aj−1

(a + 1)j
(j + n − 2)!

(j − 1)!

=
1

(n − 1)!
⋅
∞
∑
j=1

aj−1

(a + 1)j
⋅ [j(j + 1) ⋅ . . . ⋅ (j + n − 2)] < ∞.

Next, we prove that (8.7) holds.

H(n + 1, a) =
∞
∑
j=1

aj−1

(1 + a)j
H
(n+1)
j =

∞
∑
j=1

aj−1

(1 + a)j

j

∑
l=1
H
(n)
l

=
∞
∑
l=1
H
(n)
l

∞
∑
j=l

aj−1

(1 + a)j
=
∞
∑
l=1
H
(n)
l (

a

1 + a
)
l−1

= (1 + a)H(n, a),

and (8.7) follows.
It remains to show that condition (8.6) is satisfied. It was proved in Lemma 8.1 that

(8.8)
i

∑
j=1

y
(n,m)
ij H

(n)
j = y

(n,m)
i,1 +

i

∑
j=2

H
(n)
j

i−j+1
m ⋯ i−1

m
i+m−j

m ⋯ i+m−1
m
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Fix k ≥ 1 and take i = im > k as m→∞. Then

i

∑
j=1

y
(n,m)
ij H

(n)
j >

m

i +m − 1
+

k

∑
j=2

H
(n)
j

i−j+1
m ⋯ i−1

m
i+m−j

m ⋯ i+m−1
m

As m → ∞ (remember that
im
m
→ a), we get from the above inequality that for every

k ∈ N

lim inf
m→∞

i

∑
j=1

p
(n,m)
ij H

(n)
j ≥

k

∑
j=1

aj−1

(a + 1)j
H
(n)
j .

Hence

(8.9) lim inf
m→∞

i

∑
j=1

y
(n,m)
ij H

(n)
j ≥

∞
∑
j=1

aj−1

(a + 1)j
H
(n)
j =H(n, a) = (a + 1)n−1.

Take b > a (then a
a+1 <

b
b+1). It follows from im

m → a that, for sufficiently large m,

i−l
m

i−l
m + 1

<
b

b + 1
, l = 0,1, . . . j − 1, i = im.

Therefore (8.8) can be estimated from above

i

∑
j=1

y
(n,m)
ij H

(n)
j <

m

i +m − 1
+

i

∑
j=2

H
(n)
j

m

m + i − j
(

b

1 + b
)

j−1

Taking the limit when m→∞, we obtain the inequality

lim sup
m→∞

i

∑
j=1

y
(n,m)
ij H

(n)
j ≤

1

1 + a
+
∞
∑
j=2

H
(n)
j

1

1 + a
(

b

1 + b
)

j−1
.

Since this relation holds for all b > a, we can deduce that

(8.10)

lim sup
m→∞

i

∑
j=1

y
(n,m)
ij H

(n)
j ≤

1

1 + a
+ lim

b→a

⎛

⎝

∞
∑
j=2

H
(n)
j

1

1 + a
(

b

1 + b
)

j−1⎞

⎠

=
1

1 + a
+
∞
∑
j=2

H
(n)
j

aj−1

(1 + a)j

= H(n, a)

= (a + 1)n−1.

It follows from (8.9) and (8.10) that

lim
m→∞

i

∑
j=1

y
(n,m)
ij H

(n)
j = (a + 1)n−1 =

∞
∑
j=1

y
(n,m)
ij H

(n)
j ,

and (8.6) is proved. □

Let the vectors q(n,∞)a = ⟨q
(n,∞)
a,i ∶ i ∈ Vn⟩ be defined as in Theorem 4.9, see (4.19),

and let p(n,∞)a = ⟨p
(n,∞)
a,i ∣ i ∈ Vn⟩ be such that q(n,∞)a,i =H

(n)
i p

(n,∞)
a,i , n, i = 1,2, . . ..
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Then we can find the entries of q(n,∞)a :

q
(n,∞)
a,i =

1

∑j≥1 p
(n,∞)
j H

(n)
j

⋅ p
(n,∞)
i H

(n)
i

=
1

(a + 1)n−1
ai−1

(a + 1)i
S
(n−1)
i

=
ai−1

(a + 1)n+i−1
(
n + i − 2

n − 1
) , i ≥ 1.

Thus, we proved that

(8.11) q(n,∞)a = ⟨
1

(a + 1)n
,

a

(a + 1)n+1
(
n

1
) ,

a2

(a + 1)n+2
(
n + 1

2
) , . . .⟩

According to Theorem 4.9, we get that

L(n)({g(n,m)i ∶ i ∈ Vn+m,m ∈ N}) = {q(n,∞)a ∶ 0 ≤ a < ∞}.

It follows from (8.11) that

p(n,∞)a = ⟨
1

(a + 1)n
,

a

(a + 1)n+1
,

a2

(a + 1)n+2
, . . .⟩ = ⟨

a(i−1)

H(n, a) ⋅ (a + 1)i
∣ i ∈ N⟩ ,

because H(n)i = (
i + n − 2

n − 1
) = (

i + n − 2

i − 1
) , n, i ∈ N.

Proposition 8.3. For every 0 ≤ a < ∞, the sequence of vectors {q(n,∞)a ∶ n ∈ N} (or
{p
(n,∞)
a ∶ n ∈ N}) determines uniquely a tail invariant probability measure µa on the

path space of the Bratteli diagram B∞ = (V,E).

Proof. It suffices to show that

(8.12) F ′
T
(p(n+1,∞)a ) = p(n,∞)a , n ∈ N.

We compute

F ′
T
⟨

ai−1

H(n + 1, a)(a + 1)i
∶ i ∈ N⟩ =

1

H(n + 1, a)
⟨
∞
∑
i=j

ai

(a + 1)i+1
∶ j = 0,1,2, . . .⟩

=
1

H(n + 1, a)
⟨

aj

(a + 1)j
∶ j = 0,1,2, . . .⟩

=
1

H(n, a)
⟨

aj

(a + 1)j+1
∶ j = 0,1,2, . . .⟩

= p(n,∞)a .

Thus, we have

µa([e]) =
aj−1

H(n, a)(a + 1)j
.

and

µa(X
(n)
j ) =

aj−1

H(n, a)(a + 1)j
H
(n)
j =

aj−1

(a + 1)n+j−1
(
n + j − 2

n − 1
) .
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One can easily check that µa is a probability measure since, by definition of H(n, a),
we have

∑
j≥1

µa(X
(n)
j ) =

1

H(n, a)
∑
j≥1

aj−1

(a + 1)j
H
(n)
j = 1, n ∈ N.

□

Our next goal is to show that every measure µa is ergodic. For this, we need to use
the notion of completely monotonic sequences and their relations with the Hausdorff
moment problem, see e.g. [Wid41], [Akh21].

Let c = {ci ∶ i ∈ N} be a given sequence of positive numbers. We define new sequences
∆n(c), n ∈ N0, where ∆0(c) = c and the sequences ∆1(c),∆2(c), . . . (called the sequences
of differences of c) are defined as follows:

∆1
(c) = {c1 − c2, c2 − c3, c3 − c4, . . .} ,

∆2
(c) =∆1

(∆1
(c)),

and so on, ∆n(c) =∆1(∆n−1(c)).

Remark 8.4. In the literature, one can see another definition of the difference operator
δ acting on sequences c = {cn}n: c. By definition, δcn = cn+1−cn and δk+1(c) = δ(δk(c)).
Then ∆k(c) = (−1)kδk(c).

The terms of the sequences [∆k(c)]i can be found by the following formulas:

[∆2
(c)]i = ci − 2 ⋅ ci+1 + ci+2,

[∆3
(c)]i = ci − 3ci+1 + 3ci+2 − ci+3,

and, in general,

[∆k
(c)]i = ci − (

k

1
) ci+1 + (

k

2
) ci+2 − . . . + (−1)

k−1
(

k

k − 1
) ci+k−1 + (−1)

kci+k,

for all i, k.
It is said the sequence c is completely monotonic if [∆k(c)]i > 0 for each k ∈ N0 and

i ∈ N.
Recall the following result proved by Hausdorff in [Hau21a], [Hau21b]

Theorem 8.5. A sequence c = {c1, c2, c3, c4, . . .} is completely monotonic if and only if
there exists a positive finite measure θ on the interval [0,1] such that, for every i ∈ N,

ci = ∫
1

0
xiθ(dx).

Moreover, there is a one-to-one correspondence between the set of all completely mono-
tonic sequences and the set of all finite positive measures on the interval [0,1].

Now, we can use a different characterization of the set M1(B∞) of tail invariant
probability measures on the path space of the generalized Bratteli diagram B∞.

Every measure µ ∈M1(B∞) is uniquely determined by a sequence of positive infinite
vectors p(n,∞) = ⟨p(n,∞)i ∶ i ∈ N⟩. Since µ is a probability measure, the vector p(1,∞) is
probability.
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From (8.12) we get

(8.13) p
(n)
i = p

(n+1)
i + p

(n+1)
i+1 + . . . .

Lemma 8.6. Every tail invariant probability measure µ ∈ M1(B∞) is uniquely deter-
mined by a completely monotonic sequences p = ⟨pi ∣ i = 1,2, . . .⟩ in such a way that,
pi = p

(1,∞)
i , i = 1,2, . . .. For each cylinder set [e] such that r(e) = i ∈ Vn, we have

µ([e]) = [∆n−1(p)]i, n ∈ N.

Proof. Fix some n, and show that p(n) is a completely monotonic sequence. Indeed, it
follows from (8.13) that [∆p(n)]i = p

(n+1)
i > 0. For ∆2, we compute

[∆2p(n)]i = [∆p
(n)
]i − [∆p

(n)
]i+1 = p

(n)
i − 2p

(n)
i+1 + p

(n)
i+2 = p

(n+1)
i − p

(n+1)
i+1 = p

(n+2)
i > 0.

By induction, we deduce that ∆k(p(n)) = p(n+k), or [∆kp(n)]i = p
(n+k)
i > 0 for all natural

numbers n and k. □

It follows from Proposition 8.3 that the measure µa is determined by the probability
completely monotonic vectors (sequence)

p(1,∞)a = ⟨
1

(a + 1)
,

a

(a + 1)2
,

a2

(a + 1)3
, . . .⟩ .

Theorem 8.7. The family of measures {µa ∶ 0 < a < ∞} forms the set of all ergodic
probability tail invariant measures on the generalized Bratteli diagram B∞.

Proof. Assume that

(8.14) µa = λµ + (1 − λ)ρ,

where 0 < λ < 1, and µ and ρ are tail invariant probability measures on XB∞ . It follows
from Lemma 8.6 that µ and ρ are determined by some completely monotonic positive
vectors p1 = ⟨p(1)1 , p

(1)
2 . . .⟩ and w1 = ⟨w

(1)
1 ,w

(1)
2 , . . .⟩, respectively. Then, we have

ak−1

(a + 1)k
= λp

(1)
k + (1 − λ)w

(1)
k

for each k = 1,2, . . ..
Use Theorem 8.5 and denote by θa, θµ, and θρ the corresponding finite measures on

the interval [0,1] defined by the sequences y1(a), p(1), and w(1). Then we have

ak−1

(a + 1)k
= ∫

1

0
xkθa(dx), p

(1)
k = ∫

1

0
xkθµ(dx), w

(1)
k = ∫

1

0
xkθρ(dx),

and for all k ∈ N,

∫

1

0
xkθa(dx) = λ∫

1

0
xkθµ(dx) + (1 − λ)∫

1

0
xkθρ(dx).

This means that θa = λθµ + (1 − λ)θρ. To finish the proof, we observe that

θa =
1

a
δ a

a+1
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is a delta-measure concentrated at a
a+1 . Indeed,

∫

1

0
xkθa(dx) =

ak−1

(a + 1)k
=
1

a
∫

1

0
xkδ a

a+1
(dx)

for every k. Therefore, relation (8.14) is impossible, and this means that µa is an ergodic
measure. □

8.2. Subdiagrams of B∞. Now we present some natural subdiagrams of the gener-
alized Bratteli diagram B∞. Let k be a fixed natural number; take the sequence of
vertices W1 = {k}, W2 = {k, k+1}, . . . ,Wn = {k, k+1, . . . , k+n−1}, . . .. We will use this
sequence to define two subdiagrams of B∞. They are the vertex subdiagram B(W,k)

of B∞, supported by the sequence {Wn} and an edge subdiagram Bk which is defined
by the sequence of incidence matrices Fn = (f

(n)
ij ), n ∈ N, where

(8.15) f
(n)
ij =

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

1, if j = i or j = i − 1 and i = k, . . . , k + n − 1
0, otherwise

We first consider the edge subdiagram Bk. It is not hard to see that, by definition,
Bk is isomorphic to the classical Pascal graph because for every n the vertex j ∈Wn is
the source for exactly two edges connecting j with the vertices j and j + 1 from Wn+1.

It is well known (see, e.g. [MP05] or Section 5) that the path space XBk
of Bk

supports uncountably many non-atomic ergodic tail invariant measures νp, 0 < p < 1,
such that for a cylinder set [e] with the source in k and range in i ∈Wn+1, we have

νp([e]) = p
n+k−i

(1 − p)i−k,

where i = k, k + 1, . . . , k + n.
Our goal is to find out whether the measure extension ν̂p on X̂Bk

⊂ XB∞ is finite or
infinite. For this, we use criterion (3.12) from Proposition 3.15. Denoting by F ′ the
incidence matrix of B∞, we observe that the entries f̃ (n)ij of the matrix F̃n = F

′ − Fn

are identified with the edges that were deleted from B∞ to produce the Pascal graph.
It can be seen that f̃ (n)ij = 1 if and only if i = k, . . . k + n − 1 and 1 ≤ j ≤ i − 2. Hence, it
follows from (3.12) that

(8.16) ν̂p(X̂Bk
) < ∞ ⇐⇒ I = ∑

n≥1
∑

i∈Vn+1

∑
j∈Vn

f̃
(n)
ij H

(n)
j pn+k−i(1 − p)i−k < ∞,

where H(n)j is the height of the j-th tower in B∞.

Proposition 8.8. (1) The extension ν̂p of the measure νp is infinite.
(2) The path space X̂Bk

has zero measure for any ergodic tail invariant probability
measure on B∞.

Proof. (1) We will show that the series I in (8.16) is divergent.
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We fix some n and, using (8.1), (8.4), and (8.2), obtain

In ∶= ∑
i∈Vn+1

∑
j∈Vn

f̃
(n)
ij H

(n)
j (1 − p)

i−kpn+k−i

= pnH
(n)
k +

k+n
∑

i=k+1
pn+k−i(1 − p)i−k

i−2
∑
j=1

H
(n)
j

= pnH
(n)
k +

k+n
∑

i=k+1
pn+k−i(1 − p)i−k ⋅H(n+1)i−2

= pn (
n + k − 2

n − 1
) +

k+n
∑

i=k+1
pn+k−i(1 − p)i−k (

n + i − 3

n
) .

Changing the index of summation, we get

In = p
n
(
n + k − 2

n − 1
) +

n−1
∑
i=0

pn−i−1(1 − p)i+1 (
n + i + k − 2

n
)

= pn (
n + k − 2

n − 1
) + pn

n−1
∑
i=0
(
1 − p

p
)
i+1
(
n + i + k − 2

n
) .

Then, the measure ν̂p is infinite if the series

I =
∞
∑
n=1

pn ⋅ [(
n + k − 2

n − 1
) +

n−1
∑
i=0
(
1 − p

p
)
i+1
⋅ (

n + i + k − 2

n
)]

is divergent. For this, it suffices to show that

J =
∞
∑
n=1

pn ⋅ [
n−1
∑
i=0
(
1 − p

p
)
i+1
(
n + i + k − 2

n
)] = ∞

The series J can be represented in the following form and then estimated from below:

J =
∞
∑
i=0
(
1 − p

p
)
i+1 ∞
∑

n=i+1
pn (

n + i + k − 2

n
)

=
∞
∑
i=0
(1 − p)i+1 ⋅

∞
∑
n=0

pn ⋅ (
n + 2i + k − 1

k + i − 2
)

≥
∞
∑
i=0
(1 − p)i+1 ⋅

∞
∑
n=0

pn ⋅ (
n + i + k − 2

k + i − 2
)

Next, we use the equality
∞
∑
n=0
(
n + s

s
) ⋅ pn =

1

(1 − p)s+1

whenever ∣p∣ < 1 and s = 0,1,2, . . . Then,
∞
∑
n=0
(
n + i + k − 2

i + k − 2
) ⋅ pn =

1

(1 − p)i+k−1
.

Finally, we conclude that

J ≥
∞
∑
i=0
(1 − p)i+1

1

(1 − p)i+k−1
=
∞
∑
i=0

1

(1 − p)k−2
= ∞.

In this way we have proved that the extension ν̂p of the measure νp is infinite.



56 SERGEY BEZUGLYI, OLENA KARPEL, JAN KWIATKOWSKI, AND MARCIN WATA

(2) Now we prove that µa(X̂Bk
) = 0 for every 0 < a < ∞. For this, it is enough to

show that µa(XBk
) = 0. Let Y (n)i be the set of all paths x = (xn) from XB∞

such that
the finite path (x1, ..., xn) lies in Bk and s(xn) = i ∈Wn. Then

(8.17) XBk
=
∞
⋂
n=1
⋃

i∈Wn

Y
(n)
i

and

µa(X̂Bk
) = lim

n→∞
µa ( ⋃

i∈Wn

Y
(n)
i )

where µa(Y
(n)
i ) can be found in Proposition 8.3. To find the height of every tower Y (n)i ,

we use also the fact that Bk is the Pascal graph. Therefore,

µa(X̂Bk
) = lim

n→∞
(

ak

(1 + a)n+k
⋅ [(

n

0
) + (

n

1
)(

a

a + 1
) + . . . + (

n

n
)(

a

a + 1
)
n

])

= lim
n→∞
[

ak

(1 + a)n+k
] ⋅ (1 +

a

a + 1
)
n

= [
a

a + 1
]
k

⋅ lim
n→∞

(1 + 2a)n

(1 + a)2n

= 0.

□

Remark 8.9. Let a subdiagram B of B∞ be defined by the sequence Wn = {1, . . . , k}.
The incidence matrix F is the low triangular k × k matrix such that f ij = 1 if i ≤ j
and zero otherwise. Then the path space of B is countable and the only tail invariant
measure is the delta measure supported by the infinite path going through vertex 1.

Indeed, the “normalized” vectors y(n,m)i of the rows of the matrix G
′(n,m)

= F ′
m

have
the form

y
(n,m)
i =

1

S
(m)
i

⋅ ⟨S
(m−1)
i , S

(m−1)
i−1 , . . . , S

(m−1)
1 ,0, . . . ,0⟩ , i = 1, . . . , k.

We can easily show that y(n,∞)i = limm→∞ y
(n,m)
i = ⟨1,0, . . . ,0⟩ because

lim
m→∞

S
(m−1)
i

S
(m)
i

= 1, lim
m→∞

S
(m−1)
i

S
(m)
i+1

= 0, i = 1, . . . , k.

8.3. Values of the measures µa on subdiagrams B(W,k). We consider now the
vertex subdiagram B(W,k) of B∞ that was defined at the beginning of this subsection.
Recall that k is fixed and Wn = {k, k + 1, . . . , k + n − 1}. For the reader’s convenience,
we include Figure 3:

Let h(n)i be the heights of the towers X
(n)
i , i = k, k + 1, . . . , k + n − 1, inside B(W,k)

where n ≥ 1. It is evident that h(n)k = 1 for all n. Moreover, from the definition of the
subdiagram B(W,k), we get the relation

(8.18) h
(n+1)
i = h

(n)
k + . . . + h

(n)
i ,

whenever i = k, . . . , k + n − 1, and h(n+1)k+n = h
(n+1)
k+n−1.
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k

k+1

k+2

k+3

k+4

Figure 3. The subdiagram B(W,k).

We recall that H(n)i denotes the height of the tower X(n)i in the diagram B∞, n, i =

1,2, . . .. We know that H(n)i = (
i + n − 2

n − 1
), see (8.2), (8.4).

Lemma 8.10. For n = 2,3, . . . and i = k+1, . . . , k+n−1, the heights of the towers X
(n)
i

and X(n)i satisfy the relation

(8.19) h
(n)
i =H

(n)
i−k+1 −H

(n+1)
i−k .

Proof. It is obvious that (8.19) holds for n = 2 and i = k + 1. Assume that (8.19) is true
for some n. Then, using (8.18), we get that, for i = k + 1, . . . , k + n − 1,

h
(n+1)
i = 1 + h

(n)
k+1 + . . . + h

(n)
i

= [1 +H
(n)
2 + . . . +H

(n)
i−k+1] − [H

(n+1)
1 + . . . +H

(n+1)
i−k ]

= H
(n+1)
i−k+1 −H

(n+2)
i−k .

It remains to show that (8.19) holds for i = k + n:

h
(n+1)
k+n = h

(n+1)
k+n−1 = H

(n+1)
n −H

(n+2)
n−1

= (
2n − 1

n
) − (

2n − 1

n + 1
)

=
(2n − 1)! ⋅ 2

(n + 1)! ⋅ (n − 1)!
=

(2n)!

(n + 1)! ⋅ n!

= (
2n

n
) − (

2n

n + 1
)

= H
(n+1)
(n+1) −H

(n+2)
(n) .

□
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For 0 < a < ∞, let µa be the ergodic probability measure defined in Theorem 8.7. We
use (8.17) to describe the path space XBk

of the subdiagram B(W,k) (we write XBk

instead of XB(W,k) for convenience).

Proposition 8.11. Let Zn ∶= ⋃i∈Wn
Y
(n)
i and let Y (n)i denote the inner tower of the

subdiagram Bk corresponding to the vertex i ∈Wn. Set µn,a = µa(Zn). Then

(8.20) µa(XBk
) = lim

n→∞
µn,a,

and µa(XBk
) > 0 if and only if 0 < a < 1.

Proof. Since the sequence of sets Zn ∶= ⋃i∈Wn
Y
(n)
i is decreasing, we conclude that (8.20)

holds.

Further, we note that µ1,a =
ak−1

(a + 1)k
. Using the definition of Zn, we can write

µn,a =
1

(a + 1)n
[h
(n)
k (

a

a + 1
)
k−1
+ h
(n)
k+1 (

a

a + 1
)
k

+ . . . + h
(n)
k+n−1 (

a

a + 1
)
k+n−2

] .

Denoting z = a
a+1 and In = h

(n)
k + h

(n)
k+1z + . . . + h

(n)
k+n−1z

n−1, we can write

µn,a =
ak−1

(a + 1)n+k−1
In.

We want to represent In+1 in terms of In. Note that the following relation holds:

In+1 =
n

∑
j=0

h
(n+1)
k+j zj

=
n−1
∑
j=0

⎛

⎝

j

∑
l=0
h
(n)
k+l
⎞

⎠
zj + (h

(n)
k + . . . + h

(n)
k+n−1) z

n

=
n−1
∑
l=0

h
(n)
k+lz

l
(1 + z + . . . + zn−l)

=
1

1 − z

n−1
∑
l=0

h
(n)
k+lz

l
(1 − zn−l+1)

=
1

1 − z
[
n−1
∑
l=0

h
(n)
k+lz

l
− zn+1

n−1
∑
l=0

h
(n)
k+l]

=
1

1 − z
[In − z

n+1h(n+1)k+n−1] .

Because 1
1−z = a + 1, we obtain that

µn+1,a =
ak−1

(a + 1)n+k
⋅ In+1

=
ak−1

(a + 1)n+k−1
⋅ [In − (

a

a + 1
)
n+1

h
(n+1)
k+n−1]

= µn,a −
ak+n

(a + 1)2n+k
h
(n+1)
k+n−1
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It follows from (8.19) (see also (8.2) and (8.4)) that

h
(n+1)
k+n−1 = H

(n+1)
n −H

(n+2)
n−1

= (
2n − 1

n
) − (

2n − 1

n + 1
)

=
(2n − 1)! ⋅ 2

(n + 1)! ⋅ (n − 1)!

=
(2n)!

(n + 1)! ⋅ n!

=
1

n + 1
(

2n

n
)

Thus, we obtain that, for all n ∈ N,

µn,a − µn+1,a =
ak+n

(a + 1)2n+k
1

(n + 1)
(

2n

n
)

= (
a

a + 1
)
k 1

n + 1
(

2n

n
)(

a

(a + 1)2
)

n

It follows from this relation that

µ1,a − µm+1,a = (
a

a + 1
)
k m

∑
n=1

1

n + 1
(

2n

n
)(

a

(a + 1)2
)

n

Recall that Cn =
1

n + 1
(

2n

n
) is called the Catalan number, and the generating

function for the corresponding series is well known, see e.g. [Sta15]

(8.21) C(x) =
∞
∑
n=0

1

n + 1
(

2n

n
)xn =

1 −
√
1 − 4x

2x
, ∣x∣ <

1

4
.

Using this fact, we can substitute x =
a

(a + 1)2
in (8.21) and find that

µa(X̂Bk
) = lim

m→∞
µm+1,a

= µ1,a − (
a

a + 1
)
k ∞
∑
n=1

1

n + 1
(

2n

n
)(

a

(a + 1)2
)

n

= (
a

a + 1
)
k

[
1

a
−
∞
∑
n=1

1

n + 1
(

2n

n
) (

a

(a + 1)2
)

n

]

= (
a

a + 1
)
k

[
1

a
−C (

a

(a + 1)2
) + 1] .

By a direct computation, we obtain that

C (
a

(a + 1)2
) =
(a + 1)[(a + 1) − ∣a − 1∣]

2a
=

⎧⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

a + 1

a
if a ≥ 1

a + 1 if 0 < a < 1.
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Finally,

µa(X̂Bk
) =

⎧⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

0, if a ≥ 1

(
a

a + 1
)
k−1
(1 − a), if 0 < a < 1.

□

Remark 8.12. We consider the generalized Bratteli diagram B∞ and the tail invariant
measure µa on the path space XB∞ . Recall that the measure µa defines the probability

distribution on the vertices i ∈ V1 of the first level: µa({i}) =
ai−1

(1 + a)i
, i = 1,2, . . .. Define

a Markov kernel P = (pij) by setting

pij =
aj−i

(1 + a)j−i+1
, j ≥ i,

and pij = 0 if j < i.
Hence, Prob(i→ i) = 1

1+a and

Prob(i→ {j∣j > i}) = ∑
j>i
pij =

a

1 + a
.

It follows from Proposition 8.11 that the following result holds.

Corollary 8.13. The following are equivalent:
(i) Prob(i→ i) > Prob(i→ {j ∣ j > i}),
(ii) µa(X̂B(W,i)) > 0,
(iii) 0 < a < 1.

8.4. Tail invariant probability measures on the subdiagram B(W,k). We con-
sider again the vertex subdiagrams B(W,k), k ∈ N, defined in subsection 8.3. We recall
that the heights of the towers in this subdiagram have been found in Lemma 8.10 by
the formula:

(8.22) h
(n)
i =H

(n)
i−k+1 −H

(n+1)
i−k , i = k + 1, . . . , k + n − 1,

where

H
(n)
i = (

i + n − 2

n − 1
) , n, i = 1,2, . . . .

Let the matrices G′(n,m) = {g′(n,m)ij } (m ≥ 1) be defined as above, that is they are
the product of the incidence matrices between the levels Vn and Vn+m, and let G(n,m) =
{g
(n,m)
ij } denote the corresponding stochastic matrices, where i = k, . . . , k+n+m−1, j =

k, . . . , k + n − 1 and n,m = 1,2, . . ..

Lemma 8.14. The following formula holds:
(8.23)

g′
(n,m)
ij =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

S
(m−1)
i−j+1 , i = k, . . . , k + n − 1, j = k, . . . , i,

S
(m−1)
i−j+1 , i = k + n, j = k, . . . , k + n − 1,

S
(m−1)
i−j+1 − S

(i−k−n−1)
m+n+k−j+1, i = k + n + 1, . . . , k + n +m − 1, j = k, . . . , k + n − 1.

For i = n+m+k and j = k, k+1, . . . , k+n−1, we have the equality g′(n,m)n+m+k,j = g
′(n,m)
n+m+k−1,j.
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Proof. For m = 1, G′(n,1) = Fn is the matrix of (k + n) × (k + n − 1) size, and therefore
we can write

G′
(n,1)

=

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

1 0 0 0 . . . . . . . . . 0

1 1 0 0 . . . . . . . . . 0

1 1 1 0 . . . . . . . . . 0

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

1 1 1 1 . . . . . . . . . 1

1 1 1 1 . . . . . . . . . 1

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

,

where the entries of the last two rows equal 1. The rows are indexed by i = k, k +

1, . . . , k + n, and the columns are indexed by j = k, . . . , k + n − 1.
Writing the rows of the matrices G′(n,m) and G′(n,m+1) as vectors, we obtain the

following relations:

g′
(n,m+1)
s =

s

∑
i=1
g′
(n,m)
i , s = k, . . . , k + n +m − 1,

and

(8.24) g′
(n,m+1)
k+n+m = g′

(n,m+1)
k+n+m−1, n,m = 1,2, . . . .

Using these relations and the induction assumption, we get that for s = k, . . . , k + n +
m − 1, j = k, . . . , k + n − 1

g′
(n,m+1)
sj =

s

∑
i=j
g′
(n,m)
ij =

s

∑
i=j
S
(m−1)
i−j+1

if s = k, . . . , k + n, and

g′
(n,m+1)
sj =

s

∑
i=j
S
(m−1)
i−j+1 −

s

∑
i=k+n+1

S
(i−k−n−1)
m+n+k−j+1,

if s = k + n + 1, . . . , k + n +m − 1. Further, we use

S
(0)
l + S

(1)
l + . . . + S

(u)
l = S

(u)
l+1 .

and get that

s

∑
i=j
S
(m−1)
i−j+1 =

s−j+1
∑
i=1

S
(m−1)
i = S

(m)
s−j+1, s = k, . . . , k + n +m − 1

and
s

∑
i=k+n+1

S
(i−k−n−1)
m+n+k−j+1 =

(s−k−n−1)
∑
u=0

S
(u)
m+n+k−j+1 = S

(s−k−n−1)
m+n+k−j+2.

Therefore, we proved that

g′
(n,m+1)
sj = S

(m)
s−j+1, s = k, . . . , k + n,

and
g′
(n,m+1)
sj = S

(m)
s−j+1 − S

(s−k−n−1)
m+n+k−j+2, s = k + n + 1, . . . , k + n +m − 1.

relation (8.23) holds. □
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We will now transform formulas (8.22) and (8.23) and write them in a more convenient
form. For this,

(8.25)

h
(n)
i = (

n + i − k − 1

n − 1
) − (

n + i − k − 1

n
)

= (
n + i − k − 1

n − 1
) ⋅ [1 −

(n + i − k − 1)!

n! ⋅ (i − k − 1)!
⋅
(n − 1)! ⋅ (i − k)!

(n + i − k − 1)!
]

= (
n + i − k − 1

n − 1
) ⋅ [1 −

i − k

n
]

= H
(n)
i−k+1 ⋅ [1 −

i − k

n
] .

Similarly, we calculate for i = k + n + 1, . . . , k + n +m − 1, j = k, . . . , k + n − 1

g′
(n,m)
ij = S

(m−1)
i−j+1 − S

(i−k−n−1)
(m+n+k−j+1) = S

(m−1)
i−j+1 ⋅ [1 −

(i − k − n) ⋅ . . . ⋅ (i − j)

m ⋅ . . . ⋅ (m + n + k − j)
] .

Setting

rij =
(i − k − n) ⋅ . . . ⋅ (i − j)

m ⋅ . . . ⋅ (m + n + k − j)
, i = k + n + 1, . . . , k + n +m − 1, j = k, . . . , k + n − 1,

and rij = 0 for i = k, . . . , k + n − 1, j = k, . . . , i, or for i = k + n, j = k, . . . , k + n − 1, we
obtain that

(8.26) g′
(n,m)
ij = S

(m−1)
i−j+1 ⋅ [1 − rij] ,

Proposition 8.15. The standard Bratteli diagram B(W,k) admits uncountable many
tail invariant probability measures νa, 0 ≤ a ≤ 1.

Proof. We first calculate the entries g(n,m)ij of the stochastic matrices G(n,m). Then we

find the probability vectors q(n,∞,k) = ⟨q(n,∞,k)
j ∣ j = k, . . . , k + n − 1⟩ as the limit points

of vectors g(n,m)i = ⟨g
(n,m)
ij ∣ j = k, . . . , k + n − 1⟩ as m→∞.

Using (4.10), we have

g
(n,m)
ij = g′

(n,m)
ij ⋅

h
(n)
j

h
(n+m)
i

= S
(m−1)
i−j+1 ⋅ [1 − rij] ⋅

h
(n)
j

H
(n+m)
i−k+1 ⋅ [1 −

i−k
n+m]

=

=

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

S
(m−1)
i−j+1 ⋅

1

H
(n+m)
i

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

⋅ (1 − rij) ⋅
H
(n+m)
i

H
(n+m)
i−k+1

⋅ h
(n)
j ⋅ [

n +m

n +m + k − i
]

.

Further, we calculate

H
(n+m)
i

H
(n+m)
i−k+1

= (
n +m + i − 2

n +m − 1
) ⋅ (

n +m + i − k − 1

n +m − 1
)

−1
=

(n +m + i − 2)!

(n +m − 1)! ⋅ (i − 1)!
⋅
(n +m − 1)! ⋅ (i − k)!

(n +m + i − k − 1)!
=
(n +m + i − k) ⋅ . . . ⋅ (n +m + i − 2)

(i − k + 1) ⋅ . . . ⋅ (i − 1)
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Now assume that m → ∞ and
im
m
→ a. We remark that 0 ≤ a ≤ 1 because k ≤ im ≤

m + n + k. In what follows, we assume that 0 < a < 1.
We compute successively (see the proofs of Lemma 8.2 and Proposition 8.3):

p
(n,∞)
j = lim

m→∞

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

S
(m−1)
i−j+1 ⋅

1

H
(n+m)
i

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

=
aj−1

(1 + a)n+j−1
,

lim
m→∞

H
(n+m)
i

H
(n+m)
i−k+1

= lim
m→∞

(n +m − i − k) ⋅ . . . ⋅ (n +m + i − 2)

(i − k + 1) ⋅ . . . ⋅ (i − 1)
= (

1 + a

a
)
k−1

,

lim
m→∞

(1 − rij) = lim
m→∞

[1 −
(i − k − n) ⋅ . . . ⋅ (i − j)

m ⋅ . . . ⋅ (m + n + k − j)
] = [1 − an+k−j+1] ,

and
lim
m→∞

n +m

n +m + k − i
=

1

1 − a
.

As a consequence of the above formulas, we have

(8.27) p
(n,∞,k)
j =

aj−k

(1 + a)n+j−k
⋅
[1 − an+k−j+1]

1 − a
,

and
q
(n,∞,k)
j = h

(n)
j p

(n,∞,k)
j

for j = k, k + 1, . . . , k + n − 1.
It remains to check that the sequence of vectors

p(n,∞,k)
= ⟨p

(n,∞,k)
j ∣ j = k, . . . , k + n − 1⟩

satisfies relation (3.6) of Theorem 3.6. Recall that F ′n = G′
(n,1).

We should verify that, for every l = k, . . . , k + n − 1, the relation
k+n
∑
j=l

p
(n+1,∞,k)
j = p

(n,∞,k)
l

holds. For this,
k+n
∑
j=l

p
(n+1,∞,k)
j =

1

(1 + a)n+1(1 − a)

k+n
∑
j=l

aj−k

(1 + a)j−k
(1 − an+k−j+2)

=
1

(1 + a)n+1(1 − a)

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

(
a

1 + a
)
l−k n+k−l
∑
j=0
(

a

1 + a
)
j

− an+2 (
1

1 + a
)
l−k n+k−l
∑
j=0
(

1

1 + a
)
j⎤⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

=
1

(1 + a)n+1 ⋅ (1 − a)
×

×{(1 + a) (
a

1 + a
)
l−k
[1 − (

a

1 + a
)
n+k+1−l

] − (
1 + a

a
) ⋅

an+2

(1 + a)l−k
⋅ [1 − (

1

1 + a
)
n+k+1−l

]}

=
1

(1 + a)n+k−l(1 − a)
⋅ [al−k −

an+1

(1 + a)n+k+1−l
− an+1 +

an+1

(1 + a)n+k+1−l
]

=
al−k

(1 + a)n+k−l(1 − a)
⋅ [1 − an+k−l+1] = p(n,∞,k)

l

as follows from (8.27).
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We have proved that the sequence of vectors {p(n,∞,k), n = 1,2, . . .} determines an
invariant probability measure νa on the subdiagram B(W,k) for every 0 ≤ a ≤ 1. □

We discuss the ergodicity of νa in the next proposition.

Lemma 8.16. Let ν be a tail invariant probability measure on the subdiagram B(W,k)

and let
p(n,∞,k)

= ⟨p
(n,∞,k)
j ∣ k ≤ j ≤ k + n − 1⟩

be the sequence of vectors defining the measure ν as in Theorem 3.6. Then the measure
ν is completely determined by a sequence of numbers {pn, n = 1,2, . . .}, where pn =

p
(n,∞,k)
k+n−1 .

Proof. (Sketch) We know that, for every n = 1,2, . . . and for l = k, k + 1, . . . , k + n − 1,
the following relation holds

(8.28)
k+n
∑
j=l

p
(n+1,∞,k)
j = p

(n,∞,k)
l .

It follows directly from (8.28) that p(n+1,∞,k)
k+n−1 = p

(n,∞,k)
k+n−1 − p

(n+1,∞,k)
k+n = pn − pn+1 where

n ∈ N. Using (8.28) and beginning with the first level, we consequently find that
p
(k,∞,1)
k = p1, p

(k,∞,2)
k = p1 − p2, p

(k+1,∞,2)
k+1 = p2, and so on. In particular, the vector

p(k+1,∞,4) has the entries ⟨p1 − 3p2 + p3, p2 − 3p3, p3 − p4, p4⟩.
This computation shows that, for every vector p(n,∞,k), all coordinates p(n,∞,k)

j are
represented as a linear combination of the terms of the sequence {pn}. Moreover, to
write p(n,∞,k)

j as a linear combination, we use only numbers p1, . . . , pn. □

Lemma 8.17. For ν as in Lemma 8.16, the sequence of numbers {pn} where pn =

p
(n,∞,k)
k+n−1 is completely monotonic.

Proof. Now we prove that for every tail invariant probability measure ν on the subdi-
agram Bk, the sequence {pn ∣ n = 1,2, . . .} defined above is completely monotonic. Let
ν = νa.

By (8.27), we have

pn(a) = pn = p
(n,∞,k)
k+n−1 =

an−1

(1 + a)2n−1
(1 − a2)

(1 − a)
=

an−1

(1 + a)2n−2
.

Therefore,

(∆p)n = pn − pn+1 =
an−1

(1 + a)2n−2
−

an

(1 + a)2n
=
an−1(1 + a + a2)

(1 + a)2n
,

Similarly, we find

(∆2p)n =
an−1 ⋅ (1 + a + a2)

2

(1 + a)2n+2
,

and, in general,

(∆lp)n =
an−1(1 + a + a2)

l

(1 + a)2n+2l−2
, n = 1,2, . . . , l = 1,2, . . . .
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We have proved that pn(a) is a completely monotonic sequence. Now take any
invariant probability measure ν on B(W,k). Because the set M1(XB(W,k)) of all ergodic
measures on B(W,k) is contained in {νa ∶ 0 < a < 1}, then ν is an integral over the
measures νa, i.e., for every continuous function f ∶XB(W,k) → R,

∫

X
B(W,k)

f(x) dν(x) =

1

∫

0

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

∫

X
B(W,k)

f(x) dνa(x)

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

dρ(a),

where ρ is a probability measure on (0,1).

In particular, pn(ν) =
1

∫
0
pn(a) dρ(a), n ∈ N. This equality implies that the following

relations hold

(∆lpn(ν))n =

1

∫

0

(∆lp(a))nρ(da)

for n, l = 1,2, . . .. This means that the sequence {pn(ν)} is completely monotonic. □

Proposition 8.18. Every measure νa defined in Proposition 8.15 is ergodic.

Proof. We will show that every measure νa described in Proposition 8.15 is ergodic.
The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 8.7. Each invariant probability measure ν
on B(W,k) determines a completely monotonic sequence {pn(ν)∣ n = 1,2, . . .} as shown
in Lemmas 8.16 and 8.17. By Hausdorff theorem (Theorem 8.5) there exists a unique

probability measure m on the interval [0,1] such that
1

∫
0
xnm(dx) = pn(ν), n ∈ N. For

ν = νa, we have m =ma and
1

∫

0

xnma(dx) =
a(n−1)

(1 + a)2n−2
=
(1 + a)2

a
⋅

1

∫

0

xnδ a

(1+a)2
(dx)

where n ∈ N. This implies that

ma =
(1 + a)2

a
⋅ δ a

(1+a)2
.

Now, we use the same arguments as in Theorem 8.7 to prove that νa cannot be
represented as a linear convex combination νa = λν(1) +(1−λ)ν(2), where 0 < λ < 1 and
ν(1) and ν(2) are different invariant finite measures on Bk. Therefore each measure νa
is an ergodic measure. □

Remark 8.19. We observe that for a = 1 the measure ν1 is infinite. Indeed, it follows
from (8.27) that, for a = 1,

p(n,∞,k)
= ⟨

n + 1

2n
,
n

2n−1
, . . . ,1⟩

and therefore q(n,∞,k) has the following form:

q(n,∞,k)
= ⟨h

(n)
k

n + 1

2n
, h
(n)
k+1

n

2n−1
, . . . , h

(n)
k+n−1⟩ .

Since h(n)j →∞ as n→∞, we conclude that ν1 is infinite.



66 SERGEY BEZUGLYI, OLENA KARPEL, JAN KWIATKOWSKI, AND MARCIN WATA

Proposition 8.20. The extension ν̂a of each measure νa onto the set R(XB(W,k)) is
finite, 0 < a < 1. Moreover, the measures ν̂a are pairwise singular, 0 < a < 1.

Proof. The proof follows from condition (ii) of Theorem 3.13. Indeed, for k ≥ 2, we have

∞
∑
n=1

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

k+n
∑
i=k

k−1
∑
j=1

f ′
(n)
ij H

(n)
j p

(n+1,∞,k)
i +H

(n)
k+n p

(n+1,∞,k)
k+n

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

=
∞
∑
n=1

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

k+n
∑
i=k

p
(n+1,∞,k)
i ⋅

⎛

⎝

k−1
∑
j=1

H
(n)
j

⎞

⎠
+H

(n)
k+np

(n+1,∞,k)
k+n

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

=
∞
∑
n=1

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

1

(1 + a)n

k+n
∑
i=k

ai−k

(1 + a)i−k
⋅
(1 − an+k−i+2)

(1 − a)

k−1
∑
j=1

H
(n)
j +H

(n)
k+n

an

(1 + a)2n

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

=
∞
∑
n=1

1

(1 + a)n
⋅
n

∑
i=0
(

a

1 + a
)
i

⋅
(1 − an−i+2)

(1 − a)
⋅
k−1
∑
j=1

H
(n)
j +

∞
∑
n=1

H
(n)
k+n

an

(1 + a)2n

<
k − 1

1 − a
⋅
∞
∑
n=1

H
(n)
k−1

1

(1 + a)n

n

∑
i=0
(

a

1 + a
)
i

+
∞
∑
n=1

H
(n)
k+n

an

(1 + a)2n

<
k − 1

1 − a
⋅
∞
∑
n=1
(
n + k − 3

n − 1
)

2

(1 + a)n
+
∞
∑
n=1
(

2n + k − 2

n − 1
) ⋅ (

a

(1 + a)2
)

n

<
k − 1

1 − a
⋅
∞
∑
n=1
(n + k − 3)k−2

2

(1 + a)n
+
∞
∑
n=1
(

2n + k − 2

n − 1
) ⋅ (

a

(1 + a)2
)

n

.

Note that both power series are convergent. The series
∞
∑
n=1
(n + k − 3)(k−2)

1

(1 + a)n
< ∞

because his radius of convergence is 1 and 1
a+1 < 1. Similarly, the series

∞
∑
n=1
(

2n + k − 2

n − 1
) ⋅ (

a

(1 + a)2
)

n

< ∞

because his radius of convergence is 1
4 and a

(1+a)2 <
1
4 for 0 ≤ a < 1.

□

Question. The generalized Bratteli diagram B∞ supports two collections of tail
invariant measures: {µa ∣ 0 < a < ∞} and {ν̂a ∣ 0 < a < 1}. How are the measures from
the two collections related?

Remark 8.21. We note that the extended measures ν̂a are pairwise singular. Indeed, we
know that the measures νa are pairwise singular, hence they are supported by pairwise
disjoint sets Ya. The set Ŷa consists of all infinite paths tail equivalent to a path from
Ya. Then the sets Ŷa are pairwise disjoint and this means that ν̂a are pairwise singular.

9. Generalized Bratteli-Vershik systems

In this section, we discuss orders and the corresponding Vershik maps for generalized
Bratteli diagrams. In particular, we consider the cases of Z-infinite and N-infinite
Pascal-Bratteli diagrams (see Section 5) and the diagram B∞ studied in Section 8.
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9.1. Vershik maps on infinite Pascal-Bratteli diagrams. In this subsection, we
consider infinite Pascal-Bratteli-Vershik dynamical systems. First, we define a so-called
natural order on Z-infinite and N-infinite Pascal-Bratteli diagrams.

First, let B be a Z-infinite Pascal-Bratteli diagram. Let t = (. . . t−1, t0, t1, . . .) be a
vertex in Vn for n ≥ 2. Recall that we denote It = {i1, . . . , il}, where i1 < i2 < . . . < il, the
set of indexes such that t has nonzero entries exactly at positions {ij}lj=1. Then we have
t = ∑l

j=1 tije
(ij) and ∑l

j=1 tij = n. Then s(r−1(t)) = {s ∈ Vn−1 ∶ s = s(t, i) = t − e(i), i ∈ It}
and the set r−1(t) is in a one-to-one correspondence with the set of vertices s(r−1(t)).
Define an order on r−1(t) as follows: for any two edges e, f ∈ r−1(t) with s(e) = s(t, i)

and s(f) = s(t, j), where i, j ∈ It, we have e < f if i < j. The order on Z-IPB diagram
defined by this rule is called the natural order. In the same manner, we define the
natural order on N-IPB diagram.

It is convenient to present any t ∈ Vn as a pair (It, c(t)), where c(t) = ⟨ti1 , . . . , til⟩.
Let x = (t(1), t(2), . . .) be a path of XB, where t(1), t(2), . . . are the vertices, t(n) ∈ Vn,
n = 1,2, . . . Then I

t
(1) ⊂ I

t
(2) ⊂ . . . and c(t

(n+1)
) is obtained from c(t

(n)
) by adding the

number "1" either to a component of c(t(n)) (then I
t
(n) = I

t
(n+1)) or to an additional

position.
Now we are able to determine the sets Xmax and Xmin for both versions of IPB

diagrams. The sets Xmax and Xmin are described as follows.

Remark 9.1. (1) The set Xmax consists of all infinite paths x = (t(1), t(2), . . .) such
that for every n = 1,2, . . . either c(t(n+1)) = ⟨ti1 , . . . , til + 1⟩ or c(t(n+1)) = ⟨ti1 , . . . , til ,1⟩,
where the number "1" is at position il+1 > il and c(t(n)) = ⟨ti1 , . . . , til⟩.

(2) Similarly, the set Xmin consists of all infinite paths x = (t(1), t(2), . . .) such that for
every n = 1,2, . . . either c(t(n+1)) = ⟨ti1 + 1, . . . , til⟩ or c(t(n+1)) = ⟨1, ti1 , . . . , til⟩, where
the number "1" is at position i0 < i1 and c(t(n)) = ⟨ti1 , . . . , til⟩.

Moreover, we can represent the set Xmax as a disjoint union of two subsets Xu
max and

Xc
max, where

(1) Xu
max = {x = (t

(1)
, t
(2)
, . . .) ∈ Xmax such that for infinitely many n, if c(t(n)) =

⟨ti1 , . . . , til⟩ then c(t(n+1)) = ⟨ti1 , . . . , til ,1⟩}
(2) Xc

max = {x = (t
(1)
, t
(2)
, . . .) ∈ Xmax for which there exists n with c (t

(n)
) =

⟨ti1 , . . . , til⟩ such that for m = 1,2, . . . we have c (t(n+m)) = ⟨ti1 , . . . , til +m⟩}.

In other words, the set Xc
max consists of all infinite maximal paths such that, starting

from some level, we obtain the next vertex of the path by adding “1” at the same
coordinate il. The set Xu

max is the complement of the set Xc
max. In a similar way, we

divide Xmin into the union of the sets Xu
min and Xc

min.

Lemma 9.2. For both versions of infinite Pascal-Bratteli diagrams, the set Xu
max is

uncountable and the sets Xc
max and Xc

min are infinite countable. For Z-infinite Pascal-
Bratteli diagram the set Xu

min is uncountable, and for N-infinite Pascal-Bratteli diagram
the set Xu

min is empty.
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Proof. First we prove that the set Xu
max is uncountable for both versions of IPB. Indeed,

for an infinite path x = (t
(n)
) ∈ Xmax, we can obtain the next vertex t

(n+1) from the
vertex t(n) by adding “1” either to the last non-zero coordinate il of the vector t(n) or
any of the zero coordinates after the coordinate il. Recall that each path in Xu

max is
obtained by adding “1” to the zero coordinates infinitely many times. Thus, each path
x ∈ Xu

max is completely determined by two infinite sequences i = {i1 < i2 < i3 < . . .}
and c(x) = {ti1 , ti2 , ti3 , . . .}, where i1, i2, i3, . . . are positions in Z (or in N), such that
all but finitely many vertices of x have non-zero coordinates at those positions, and
each natural number til is the maximal possible value of the non-zero coordinate il for
a vertex of x. To find a vertex t

(n) of the path x, we choose a number l ≥ 1 such
that ti1 + . . . + til−1 < n ≤ ti1 + . . . + til and then set I

t
(n) = {i1, . . . , il} and c (t

(n)
) =

⟨ti1 , . . . , til−1 , n − (ti1 + . . . + til−1)⟩. Therefore, the set Xu
max is uncountable. Similarly,

for Z-infinite Pascal-Bratteli diagram, the set Xu
min is uncountable. It is easy to see

that for N-infinite Pascal-Bratteli diagram, the set Xu
min is empty.

Now we prove that the setXc
max is countable. Each x ∈Xc

max is completely determined
by two finite sequences i = {i1 < . . . < is} and c(x) = {ti1 , . . . , ti(s−1) , tis = ∞}, where
i1, . . . , is are positions in Z (or in N) such that all but finitely many vertices of x have
non-zero coordinates at those positions, each number til , for 1 ≤ l ≤ s − 1 is a natural
number which is the maximal possible value of the non-zero coordinate il for a vertex
of x, and tis = ∞. To find a vertex t(n) of the path x, we repeat the procedure above
whenever n ≤ ti1 + . . . + tis−1 . For n > ti1 + . . . + tis−1 we have I

t
(n) = {i1, . . . , is} and

c(t
(n)
) = ⟨ti1 , . . . , tis−1 , n − (ti1 + . . . + tis−1)⟩. Thus, the set Xc

max is countable. Similarly,
the set Xc

min is countable.
□

Remark 9.3. (1) For both IPB, the sets Xc
max and Xc

min contain a special subset Xs

consisting of those paths x = x(i) such that i = {i} and c(x) = {∞} for i ∈ Z or i ∈ N.
Then for x = (t(n))n∈N ∈Xs, we have I

t
(n) = {i}, and c(t(n)) = {n}. The paths of Xs are

maximal and minimal simultaneously. Moreover, Xs =Xmax ∩Xmin.
(2) For N-IPB diagram, we have Xu

min = ∅ which implies Xmin =X
c
min.

(3) For any t(n) ∈ Vn, it is easy to find a unique finite minimal path and a unique finite
maximal path that join t(n) with V1. Namely, let t(n) be defined by a pair (I

t
(n) , c(t

(n)
)),

where

I
t
(n) = {i1 < i2 < . . . < il} and c(t(n)) = ⟨ti1 , . . . , til⟩ .

Let xmin = (t
(1)
, . . . , t

(n)
) and xmax = (s

(1), . . . , s(n)), where s(n) = t(n), be the mini-
mal and the maximal paths between V1 and t(n). Then

c(t
(n−1)

) = ⟨ti1 − 1, . . . , til⟩

and

I
t
(n−1) =

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

{i1 < . . . < il} if (ti1 − 1) > 0
{i2 < . . . < il} if (ti1 − 1) = 0.
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To determine the next vertices t(n−2), . . . , t(1) one must subtract in turn the number
"1" from the first component of the vectors t(n−1), . . . , t(2) and then determine the sets
I
t
(n−2) , . . . , I

t
(1) as above. In the end, we will have I

t
(1) = {il}, c(t

(1)
) = ⟨1⟩.

Similarly, we determine xmax. We have c(s(n−1)) = ⟨ti1 , . . . , til − 1⟩ and

Is(n−1) =

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

{i1 < . . . < il} if (til − 1) > 0
{i1 < . . . < il−1} if (til − 1) = 0.

To determine the next vertices s(n−2), . . . , s(1) one must subtract in turn the number
“1” from the last component of the vectors s(n−1), . . . , s(2) and then determine the sets
Is(n−2) , . . . , Is(1) as above. We will have Is(1) = {i1} and c(t(1)) = ⟨1⟩ .

In Theorem 9.4, we describe the sets Succ(x) and Pred(y) for Z-IPB and N-IPB
diagrams (see Subsection 3.3 for definitions).

Theorem 9.4. Let B be a Z- or N-infinite Pascal-Bratteli diagram and the sets Xc
min,

Xu
min, X

c
max, X

u
max be as above. Then

(i) if x ∈Xu
max then Succ(x) = ∅;

(ii) if x = (t(1), t(2), . . .) ∈Xc
max such that

I
t
(n) = {i1 < . . . < il} and c(t(n)) = {ti1 , . . . , ti(l−1) , til = ∞}

then Succ(x) = {x(il)} ⊂X
s (see Part (1) of Remark 9.3);

(iii) if y ∈Xu
min then Pred(y) = ∅.

(iv) if y = (s(1), s(2), . . .) ∈Xc
min such that

Is(n) = {i1 > . . . > il} and c(s(n)) = {ti1 , . . . , ti(l−1) , til = ∞}

then Pred(y) = {x(il)} ⊂X
s.

Proof. (i) Let x = (t(1), t(2), . . .) ∈Xu
max with I

t
(n) = {i1 < . . . < il} and c (t(n)) = ⟨ti1 , . . . , til⟩,

where {i1 < . . . < il} and ⟨ti1 , . . . , til⟩ depend on n and il → ∞ as n → ∞. Assume that
y = (s(1), s(2), . . .) ∈ Succ(x), y ∈ Xmin. Then for infinitely many n, there are z ∈ Vn+1
and edges e(n)

zt
(n) , e

(n)
zs(n)

∈ r−1(z) with s(e(n)
zt
(n)) = t

(n) and s(e(n)
zs(n)
) = s(n) such that e(n)

zs(n)

is the successor of e(n)
zt
(n) . Then

z = t
(n)
+ e(i) = s(n) + e(j)

for some i, j ∈ Z (or i, j ∈ N).
Note that i < il because otherwise e(n)

zt
(n) would be the maximal edge of r(−1)(z) and

would have no successor. Thus, ik−1 ≤ i < ik for some k ∈ {1, . . . , l}. If i = ik−1, since
e
(n)
zs(n)

is the successor of e(n)
zt
(n) , we have

Is(n) = {i1 < . . . < il} and c (s(n)) = ⟨ti1 , . . . , tik−1 + 1, tik − 1, . . . , til⟩

If i > ik−1, we have

Is(n) = {i1 < . . . < ik−1 < i < . . . < il} and c (s(n)) = ⟨ti1 , . . . , tik−1 ,1, tik − 1, . . . , til⟩ .
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Let y(n)min be the minimal path between s(n) and V1. According to the Part (3) of Remark
9.3, the path y(n)min starts from the position il or i ≥ il−1 of V1. Since y(n)min is a part of
y, the minimal path y starts from the same position of V1. Thus, there is no a such y

because both il →∞ and il−1 →∞ as n→∞.
(ii) Let x = (t(1), t(2), . . .) ∈ Xc

max and let N be such that c (t(N)) = ⟨ti1 , . . . , til⟩ and

for m = 1,2, . . . we have c (t(N+m)) = ⟨ti1 , . . . , til +m⟩. Assume that y = (s1, s2, . . .) ∈
Succ(x), y ∈ Xmin. Choose infinitely many n > N , such that there are z ∈ Vn+1 and
e
(n)
zt
(n) , e

(n)
zs(n)

∈ r−1(z) such that e(n)
zs(n)

is the successor of e(n)
zt
(n) . Then z = t

(n)
+ e(i) for

some i ∈ Z (or i ∈ N). Let us observe that i < il and by the same arguments as before
we get: if i = ik−1,

Is(n) = {i1 < . . . < il} and c (s(n)) = ⟨ti1 , . . . , tik−1 + 1, tik − 1, . . . , til + (n −N)⟩ .

If ik−1 < i < ik then

Is(n) = {i1 < . . . < ik−1 < i < . . . < il} and c (s(n)) = ⟨ti1 , . . . tik−1 ,1, tik − 1, . . . , til + (n −N)⟩ .

Form the minimal path y(n)min between s(n) and V1 according to the procedure from Part
(3) of Remark 9.3. Then the vertices of this path between the levels 1 and n−(ti1 + . . .+
til), coincide with the vertices between the same levels of the minimal path x(il) ∈Xs.
Since (n − (ti1 + . . . + til)) → ∞ as n→∞, we have Succ(x) = {x(il)}.

(iii) and (iv) In a similar way, we determine the sets Pred(y) for y ∈Xmin. □

Theorem 9.5 concerns Vershik maps on Z- and N-infinite Pascal Bratteli diagrams
and properties of the sets Xmin, Xmax.

Theorem 9.5. (1) The Vershik map φB ∶X ∖Xmax → X ∖Xmin can be extended to a
continuous surjection φ∶ [(X ∖Xmax) ∪X

c
max] → [(X ∖Xmin ) ∪X

s] such that φ = φB

on X ∖Xmax and φ(x) = x(il), where x and x(il) are described in the proof of Theorem
(9.4). Similarly, the inverse map φ−1B ∶X ∖ Xmin → X ∖ Xmax can be extended to a
surjection ψ∶ [(X ∖Xmin) ∪X

c
min] → [(X ∖Xmax) ∪X

s] such that ψ = φ−1B on X ∖Xmin

and ψ(y) = x(il), where y and x(il) are as above.
(2) There exists a continuous one-to-one map f ∶Xmax → Xmin for Z-IPB diagram

and a continuous surjection f ∶Xmax →Xmin for N-IPB diagram.
(3) The sets Xmax and Xmin are nowhere dense in XB in both cases of Z-IPB and

N-IPB.
(4) Let d = ⟨d1, d2, d3, . . .⟩ be a probability vector and µd be an invariant measure

on Z-IPB or N-IPB described in Section 5. Then µd(Xmax) = µd(Xmin) = 0 whenever
di < 1 for each i = 1,2, . . .. If d is a such vector that dj = 1 and di = 0 for i ≠ j, j ∈ Z or
j ∈ N then µd is a δ-measure concentrated on the path x(j) = (s(1,j), s(2,j), . . .), where
s
(n,j)
i = n for i = j and s

(n,j)
i = 0 for i ≠ j, i, n = 1,2, . . .. Moreover, x(j) is both a

maximal and a minimal path.

Proof. Part (1) is a consequence of Theorem 9.4.
(2) First consider a Z-IPB diagram. Let x = (t(1), t(2), . . .) ∈ Xmax with I

t
(n) =

{i1 < . . . < il} and c(t
(n)
) = ⟨ti1 , . . . , til⟩, where l depends on n. Define a path y =
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(s(1), s(2), . . .), such that c(s(n)) = ⟨ti1 , . . . , til⟩ and Is(n) = {i
′

1 > i
′

2 > . . . > i
′

l}, where

i
′

1 = i1, i
′

2 = 2i1 − i2, . . . , i
′

l = 2i1 − il,

for n = 1,2, . . .. It is obvious that y ∈Xmin. We set f(x) = y. Then it is not hard to see
that f ∶Xmax → Xmin is a continuous one-to-one mapping. Moreover, f(Xu

max) = X
u
min,

f(Xc
max) =X

c
min and f is equal to the identity on Xs.

Similarly we define a continuous surjection f ∶Xmax → Xmin = X
c
min for N-IPB dia-

gram. We define vertices s(n), n ≥ 1 in the same manner if i
′

l ≥ 1. If i
′

l < 1 < i
′

l−1 then
we determine s(n) by the sets Is(n) = {i

′

1 > i
′

2 > . . . > i
′

l−1 > 1} and c(s(n)) = ⟨ti1 , . . . , til⟩.
(3) It is easy to prove the property (3) if we take into consideration the structure of

the sets Xmax and Xmin .
(4) Assume that B = (V,E) is a Z-IPB diagram. Denote

X(n)max = ⋃
s∈Vn

[Emax(V1, s)],

where [Emax(V1, s)] is a cylinder set corresponding to the maximal path Emax(V1, s) of
E(V1, s) for s ∈ Vn. Then X(n)max is an open set for every n ∈ N and

Xmax = ⋂
n∈N

X(n)max.

Let d = ⟨di, i ∈ Z⟩ be a probability vector such that d∗ = supi≥1 di < 1. We have

µd(X
(n)
max) = µd ( ⋃

s∈Vn

Emax(s
(0), s)) = ∑

s∈Vn

∏
i∈Z
dsii .

We also have

µd (X
(n+1)
max ) = ∑

s∈Vn+1

∏
i∈Z
dsii ≤ d

∗
⋅ ∑
s∈Vn

∏
i∈Z
dsii = d

∗
⋅ µd (X

(n)
max) .

Hence

µd(Xmax) = µd (
∞
⋂
n=1

X(n)max) = 0.

Similarly, µd(Xmin) = 0. The same properties are true for N-IPB diagram and can be
proved similarly. The proof of the last part of (4) is obvious.

□

Remark 9.6. The map g∶XB → XB such that g = φB on X ∖Xmax and g = f on Xmax

is not continuous on the entire space XB. It is an one-to-one Borel mapping if (XB,E)

is a Z-IPB diagram and it is a Borel surjection if (XB,E) is a N-IPB diagram.

9.2. The Vershik map on the generalized Bratteli diagram B∞. In this subsec-
tion, we consider Vershik maps defined on the path spaces of the generalized Bratteli
diagram B∞ and its subdiagram B(W,k) where k ≥ 1 is fixed and W = (Wn),Wn =

{k, . . . , k+n−1}. We denote by XB∞ and Xk ∶=XB(W,k) the corresponding path spaces.
For both diagrams, B∞ and B(W,k), the set of all orders is uncountable and we do not
consider all possible orders. We present here a few examples of orders such that the
corresponding Vershik maps have different properties.

Let ω be the left-to-right order for every vertex v ∈ Vn, n > 1. For the standard
Bratteli diagram B(W,k), we can easily find the sets Xmax(ω) and Xmin(ω) of infinite
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maximal and minimal paths: Xmin(ω) is a singleton containing of the vertical path Xmin

through vertices k for every level, Xmax(ω) is a countable set {y1, y2, . . . , y∞} where yi
is the path going through the vertices k, k + 1, . . . k + i, k + i, . . . for every i ≥ 1 and y∞ is
the rightmost infinite path. In other words, yi is a slanting path connecting k and k + i
and then going vertically through the vertices k + i.

Let C be the countable set of eventually vertical paths in Xk. The set C contains
Xmax ∖ {y∞}.

Lemma 9.7. (1) The Vershik map φB ∶ Xk ∖ Xmax(ω) → Xk ∖ Xmin(ω) admits a
continuous surjective extension φ by setting φ(yi) =Xmin for all i = 1,2, . . . ,∞.

(2) Let R denote the tail equivalence relation. Then C = ⋃i≥1R(yi) where yi ∈

Xmax(ω).

The proof is obvious. One only checks that this map φ is continuous.

The set D =Xk ∖C is characterized by the property:

x = (xn) ∈D ⇐⇒ ∣{n ∈ N ∶ r(xn) > s(xn)}∣ = ∞.

We can show that the tail equivalence relation is minimal up to a countable set.

Proposition 9.8. Let x ∈D. Then R(x) is dense in Xk.

Proof. We show that for every fixed x ∈D and every cylinder set [e], one hasR(x)∩[e] ≠
∅. Let r(e) = j ∈ Vn. Take m > n such that r(xm) = l > j. By definition of the
subdiagram B(W,k), there exists a finite path connecting the vertices j and l. This
means that that the R-orbit of x will visit [e]. We also note that R(x∞) is a dense
orbit. □

Remark 9.9. (1) A similar result holds for the diagram B∞. As in the case of B(W,k),
we have countably many maximal infinite paths and the unique minimal path through
the leftmost vertex. The extension of the Vershik map is continuous and surjective.

(2) Proposition 9.8 is also true for the diagram B∞.

Lemma 9.10. (1) For the generalized Bratteli diagram B∞ and its subdiagram B(W,k)

there exist orders τ and τ(k), respectfully, such that the Vershik map is an essentially
minimal homeomorphism of the path space with a unique fixed point.

(2) There exists an order ω of B∞ such that both sets Xmax and Xmin are countable
and Succ(x) = ∅ for every x ∈Xmax and Pred(x) = ∅ for every x ∈Xmin.

Proof. (1) We define an order τ on B∞ by the following rule: τ is the left-to-right
order for every vertex v ∈ V2n+1 and τ is the right-to-left order for every vertex v ∈ V2n,
n = 0,1, . . .. Similarly, we consider the case of the subdiagram B(W,k). Then, it is
obvious that Xmax =Xmin = {z}, where z is the vertical path that goes through the first
vertex of B∞ (or the vertex k for B(W,k).

(2) Now we define an order ω on the diagram B∞ that satisfies statement (2). For
each i > 2, let ωi be defined as follows:

ωi = {(i − 1) < 1 < 2 < . . . < (i − 2) < i}
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and ω2 = {1 < 2} (note that ∣r−1(1)∣ = 1). Then, for every level Vn, n ≥ 1 and for every
vertex i, the cycle ωi defines a stationary linear order on r−1(i). In such a way the
diagram B∞ is supplied with the stationary order ω. It follows from this definition
that the set Xmax(ω) of all infinite maximal paths consists of all vertical paths xi, that
is xi passes through the vertex i for all levels Vn, i ∈ N. The set Xmin(ω) is formed
by the infinite path x1 and two sequences of infinite paths, {yi = (yi(n) ∶ i ≥ 1} and
{zm = (zm(n)) ∶ m ≥ 2}, where s(yi(n)) = i + n − 1, r(yi(n)) = i + n and s(zm(n)) =

r(zm(n)) = 1 for 1 ≤ n <m and s(zm(n)) = n−m+1, r(zm(n)) = n−m+2 for n ≥m. In
other words, yi is the right-slanting pass that begins at i and goes through the vertices
i + 1, i + 2, ..., and zm is the path that goes vertically through the vertex 1 up to the
level Vm and then is parallel to yi. It can be easily checked that for this order ω we
have Succ(x) = ∅ and Pred(y) = ∅ for x ∈Xmax or for y ∈Xmin respectively. □

Corollary 9.11. For the the ordered Bratteli diagram (B∞, ω), the Vershik map φ∶X ∖
Xmax → X ∖Xmin cannot be extended to a continuous map of the entire space XB∞.
However, there exists a one-to-one Borel extension of φ acting on the space XB∞.
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