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ESSENTIAL FREENESS, ALLOSTERY AND Z-STABILITY OF

CROSSED PRODUCTS

EUSEBIO GARDELLA, SHIRLY GEFFEN, RAFAELA GESING,
GRIGORIS KOPSACHEILIS, AND PETR NARYSHKIN

Abstract. We explore classifiability of crossed products of actions of count-
able amenable groups on compact, metrizable spaces. It is completely under-
stood when such crossed products are simple, separable, unital, nuclear and
satisfy the UCT: these properties are equivalent to the combination of mini-
mality and topological freeness, and the challenge in this context is establishing
Z-stability. While most of the existing results in this direction assume freeness
of the action, there exist numerous natural examples of minimal, topologically
free (but not free) actions whose crossed products are classifiable.

In this work, we take the first steps towards a systematic study of Z-
stability for crossed products beyond the free case, extending the available
machinery around the small boundary property and almost finiteness to a more
general setting. Among others, for actions of groups of polynomial growth with
the small boundary property, we show that minimality and topological freeness
are not just necessary, but also sufficient conditions for classifiability of the
crossed product.

Our most general results apply to actions that are essentially free, a prop-
erty weaker than freeness but stronger than topological freeness in the minimal
setting. Very recently, M. Joseph produced the first examples of minimal ac-
tions of amenable groups which are topologically free and not essentially free.
While the current machinery does not give any information for his examples,
we develop ad-hoc methods to show that his actions have classifiable crossed
products.
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1. Introduction

One of the most remarkable achievements in C∗-algebra theory in the last decades
is the completion of the classification programme initiated by George Elliott over
30 years ago. The outcome is the combination of the work of a large number of
mathematicians over several decades (see, for instance, [30, 15, 10, 33, 7]), and can
be stated as follows:

Theorem. (Classification Theorem). Let A and B be simple, separable, unital,
nuclear, Z-stable C∗-algebras satisfying the UCT. Then A and B are isomorphic if
and only if their Elliott invariants are isomorphic.

We refer the reader to Winter’s 2018 ICM address [39] for an overview and
historical account of the developments in this direction, as well as for a detailed ex-
planation of the assumptions in the theorem. There is also a very recent alternative
approach to prove the classification theorem [6], relying on classification results for
maps between suitable classes of C∗-algebras. We refer the reader to White’s 2022
ICM address [38] for more on this approach.

With such a powerful classification theorem at our disposal, it becomes an imper-
ative task to identify interesting classes of C∗-algebras to which it can be applied.
One of the most natural families of C∗-algebras arises from topological dynamics
via the crossed product construction.

In recent years, a significant amount of work has been done to identify dynamical
criteria for an action G y X of a countable discrete group on a compact metric
space that ensure that the associated crossed product C(X) ⋊ G satisfies the as-
sumptions of the classification theorem1. Unitality and separability of C(X) ⋊ G
are automatic, while nuclearity of C(X)⋊G is equivalent to amenability of Gy X .
Moreover, if Gy X is amenable, then C(X)⋊G automatically satisfies the UCT by
results of Tu [36], and it is simple if and only if Gy X is minimal and topologically
free by results of Archbold and Spielberg [4]. In particular, and we want to stress
this, amenability, minimality, and topological freeness are necessary conditions for
classifiability of C(X)⋊G, and it remains to decide when C(X)⋊G is Z-stable.

Like most works on the subject, we will restrict our attention to the case where G
is itself amenable (which, for amenable actions, is equivalent to the crossed product
being stably finite), and refer to [12] for recent progress in the nonamenable case.
For the convenience of the reader, and since the subtle differences between these
notions play a crucial role in our work, we recall the following:

Definition. Let G be a discrete group, and let X be a topological space. We say
that an action Gy X is:

(1) free, if for every g ∈ G \ {1}, we have {x ∈ X : g · x = x} = ∅;
(2) essentially free, if for every g ∈ G \ {1}, we have µ

(
{x ∈ X : g ·x = x}

)
= 0

for every G-invariant Borel probability measure µ on X ;
(3) topologically free, if for every g ∈ G \ {1}, the interior of {x ∈ X : g ·x = x}

is empty.

It is clear that freeness implies both essential freeness and topological freeness.
For minimal actions of amenable groups, essential freeness also implies topological

1Since we will work exclusively with amenable actions, the choice of the crossed product com-
pletion here is irrelevant.
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freeness2. In other words, for the actions we are concerned with in this work, we
have (1) ⇒ (2) ⇒ (3).

The distinctness of the three notions defined above turns out to depend on
the acting group. Indeed, for minimal actions of abelian groups, (2) implies (1):
any topologically free action is automatically free3. However, already the infinite
dihedral group Z ⋊ Z2 admits a natural essentially free action on the unit circle
that is not free4, showing that (2) does not in general imply (1).

The difference between (2) and (3) is much more subtle. They are known to
coincide for minimal actions of finitely generated groups of polynomial growth and
polycyclic groups (see, for example, [19, Corollary 2.4]), and it was actually open
for some time whether there exists a minimal action of an amenable group that
satisfies (3) but not (2) – such actions are called allosteric by Joseph [19]. The first
allosteric actions of amenable groups were recently constructed by Joseph in [20],
and we refer to the introduction of this paper for more about the significance of the
existence of such actions. Shortly after, a generalization of Joseph’s construction
was presented by Hirshberg and Wu in [17].

Returning to the question of classifiability of crossed products, most of the work
in this direction has been done under the assumption of freeness, and the aim
of the present work is to initiate a systematic study of the question under the
less restrictive assumptions of essential freeness or topological freeness. The most
general problem can be formulated as follows.

Problem A. Let G y X be an amenable, topologically free, minimal action of
a discrete group on a compact metric space. Find a dynamical characterization of
Z-stability for C(X)⋊G.

In the case of free actions, the modern approach relies on proving that the action
is almost finite, a notion introduced by Kerr in [21], which is known to imply that the
crossed product is classifiable. By the work of Kerr and Szabó [23] (always under
freeness assumptions), almost finiteness is equivalent to the conjunction of two
weaker properties: almost finiteness in measure (Definition 2.6) and comparison
(Definition 2.8). For free actions, the former is known to be equivalent to the small
boundary property and frequently holds automatically (for instance, for free actions
on finite-dimensional spaces), although not always [14]. Thus, the main challenge
often lies in proving comparison.

Although stated for free actions in the literature, the definition of almost finite-
ness does not imply freeness of the action and, in fact, the property holds for many
non-free actions as well. On the other hand, it is easy to see that any action which
is almost finite (in measure) must be essentially free (see Lemma 2.7). Thus, es-
sential freeness arises naturally in the context of the available tools, which suggests
that one should try to extend the existing machinery to the essentially free setting.
However, even if this can be carried out successfully, new tools would have to be
developed to deal with allosteric actions. In this paper we obtain results in both of
these situations.

2This follows from the fact that if the action is minimal, then no invariant probability measure
is zero on a nonempty open set; see [19, Lemma 2.2].

3To prove this, one shows that the fixed point set of any group element is closed, and also
G-invariant if the group G is abelian.

4For example, one can let the copy of Z act by an irrational rotation and Z2 act by complex
conjugation.
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For essentially free actions, the first results were obtained by Ortega and Scarparo
[29], who directly proved almost finiteness for minimal actions of the infinite dihe-
dral group Z⋊Z2 on Cantor spaces as well as essentially free odometers. The next
step has recently been taken by Li and Ma in [25], where it is shown that almost
finiteness in measure and the small boundary property are equivalent for essentially
free actions of locally finite-by-virtually Z groups. The methods developed there
strongly rely on certain permanence properties of dynamical features with respect
to extensions of actions, which is why these results are limited to that class of
groups.

Extending results from the free to the essentially free setting one may not seem
to be a significant advance at first sight, but there are in general a number of tech-
nical difficulties when dealing with non-free actions. One of the most immediate
problems that one encounters is that the restriction of an essentially free action
to a subgroup is not necessarily essentially free (unlike the situation for free ac-
tions), thus obstructing a number of arguments involving extensions of groups and
restrictions of actions.

In the first part of this paper, we draw inspiration from [21, 23] and extend some
of their main results to essentially free actions. While our arguments largely follow
theirs, we do have to carefully handle fixed point sets and estimate their measures
with respect to invariant Borel probability measures. Our approach, despite leading
to tedious arguments at times, allows us to overcome the limitations regarding the
structure of the groups in the results obtained in [25].

Our first main result is as follows.

Theorem A. Let Gy X be an essentially free action of a discrete amenable group
on a compact metrizable zero-dimensional space. Then G y X is almost finite in
measure.

As a consequence, we obtain a generalization of [23, Theorem A]:

Theorem B. Let Gy X be an essentially free action of a discrete amenable group
on a compact metrizable space. Then G y X has the small boundary property if
and only if it is almost finite in measure. Moreover, the following are equivalent:

(1) the action is almost finite,
(2) the action has the small boundary property and comparison.

Note that Theorem B does not hold beyond the essentially free setting. The
allosteric actions constructed in [20] have the small boundary property and com-
parison, but are not almost finite (in measure).

Extending other results from free actions to essentially free ones seems to be
rather challenging. For example, it is known (see [23, Theorem B]) that all free
actions of a given group on finite-dimensional spaces are almost finite if and only
if all its free actions on zero-dimensional spaces are almost finite. The proof of this
result crucially relies on the fact that free actions on finite-dimensional spaces have
Lindenstrauss’ topological small boundary property. Since this is expected to fail
for essentially free actions, it is very unclear how to proceed. Nevertheless, we do
prove that such actions still have the usual small boundary property.

Theorem C. Let Gy X be an essentially free action of a discrete amenable group
on a compact metrizable finite-dimensional space. Then it has the small boundary
property.
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One particularly nice class of groups to consider is that of finitely generated
groups of polynomial growth. As mentioned above, their minimal actions can never
be allosteric, and they are also known to always have comparison by the main result
of [27]. Thus, we obtain the following characterization, generalizing the results in
[29] and [25].

Corollary D. Let G be a finitely generated group of polynomial growth, and let
Gy X be an action on a compact metrizable space with the small boundary prop-
erty. Then C(X)⋊G is classifiable if and only if Gy X is minimal and topologi-
cally free.

By combining Theorem C and Corollary D we recover a recent result of Hirshberg-
Wu [17]: for an action Gy X of a finitely generated group with polynomial growth
on a finite-dimensional compact space, the crossed product C(X)⋊G is classifiable
if and only if the action is topologically free and minimal.

Although some of the results above are stated for topologically free actions, the
machinery we have developed is only suitable to deal with essentially free actions.
In other words, none of the results mentioned so far apply to allosteric actions
(that is, minimal actions that are topologically free but not essentially free), and in
particular not to the examples constructed by Joseph [20]. It was left as an open
question in his work to determine whether the crossed products of his actions are
classifiable.

In the last section of this work, we analyze Joseph’s construction and develop
ad-hoc methods to obtain Z-stability for the crossed products of his actions:

Theorem E. Let G y X be one of the allosteric actions of amenable groups
constructed in [20]. Then C(X)⋊G is Z-stable and thus classifiable.

Our arguments to prove Theorem E, although designed to work specifically for
the actions at hand, may very well be the first step towards producing a version of
almost finiteness that is suitable for topologically free actions. Indeed, our proof
of Theorem E relies on the construction of Rokhlin-type towers along the “free”
direction of the action, that are moreover invariant with respect to the “non-free”
direction, which is possible thanks to the specific form of the actions considered in
Joseph’s construction. It is conceivable that a more refined version of our methods
can be applied in more general contexts.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Følner sequences. Given a group G, a finite subset K ⊆ G, and ε > 0, we

say that a finite subset F ⊆ G is (K, ε)-invariant if |K·F△F |
|F | < ε. Amenability of a

group G is equivalent to the existence of a (K, ε)-invariant subset for every K and
ε. When G is countable, this is in turn equivalent to the existence of a sequence
(Fn)n∈N of finite subsets Fn ⊆ G such that, for any finite subset K ⊆ G and any
ε > 0, there exists n0 ∈ N so that Fn is (K, ε)-invariant for all n ≥ n0. We call
such a sequence a Følner sequence for G.

The following observation is straightforward, and we isolate it for later use.

Remark 2.1. Let (Fn)n∈N be a Følner sequence for a countably infinite group G.

(1) We have limn→∞ |Fn| =∞.
(2) For any finite subset K ⊆ G, the sequence (Fn ∪ K)n∈N is also a Følner

sequence for G.
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The following is [23, Lemma 3.12].

Lemma 2.2. Let K be a finite subset of a group G, and let δ > 0 be given. Then
there exists ε > 0 such that, if F ⊆ G is a finite subset which is (K, ε)-invariant,
then any F ′ ⊆ F with |F ′| ≥ (1− ε) |F | is (K, δ)-invariant.

2.2. Banach densities. Let G be a discrete group acting on a compact metrizable
spaceX . The set of G-invariant Borel probability measures onX will be denoted by
MG(X). Note thatMG(X) is a weak∗-compact, convex subset, which is non-empty
whenever the acting group G is amenable.

Next, we recall the definitions of Banach densities and some basic facts about
them. For the proofs, we refer to [23, Section 3].

Definition 2.3. Let G y X be an action of a discrete group G on a topological
space X . For a nonempty finite subset F ⊆ G and a set A ⊆ X , define

DF (A) := inf
x∈X

1

|F |

∑

t∈F

1A(tx) = inf
x∈X

|{t ∈ F : tx ∈ A}|

|F |
,

and

D
F
(A) := sup

x∈X

1

|F |

∑

t∈F

1A(tx) = sup
x∈X

|{t ∈ F : tx ∈ A}|

|F |
.

We define the lower and upper Banach densities of A, respectively, as

D(A) := sup
F⊆G

DF (A), and D(A) := inf
F⊆G

D
F
(A),

where F ranges over the non-empty finite subsets of G in both cases.

If G is amenable and countable and (Fn)n∈N is a Følner sequence in G, one has

(2.1) D(A) = lim
n→∞

DFn
(A) and D(A) = lim

n→∞
D

Fn
(A).

As a consequence (see [23, Proposition 3.3]), it follows that for any open subset
U ⊆ X and any closed subset C ⊆ X , one has

(2.2) D(U) = inf
µ∈MG(X)

µ(U) and D(C) = sup
µ∈MG(X)

µ(C).

When X is assumed to be metrizable and d is a compatible metric on it, for
η > 0 and a subset A ⊆ X , we set A<η := {x ∈ X : d(x,A) < η}. If A is closed,
then it is a consequence of the Portmanteau Theorem that

(2.3) D(A) = lim
η→0+

D(A<η).

In particular, if X is a zero dimensional space, then we can find a decreasing se-
quence (Cn)n∈N of clopen sets inX with

⋂

n∈N
Cn = A andD(A) = limn→∞D(Cn).

2.3. Comparison and almost finiteness (in measure). We now recall some of
the theory of almost finiteness (in measure), as developed by Kerr [21] and Kerr
and Szabó [23]. We begin with dynamical subequivalence and comparison.

Definition 2.4. [21, Definition 3.1 and Definition 3.2] Let G y X be an action
of a discrete group on a compact Hausdorff space. Given subsets A,B ⊆ X , we
say that A is dynamically subequivalent to B, and write A - B, if for every closed
subset C ⊆ A there are a finite open cover U of C and group elements gU ∈ G for



ESSENTIAL FREENESS, ALLOSTERY AND Z-STABILITY OF CROSSED PRODUCTS 7

U ∈ U , such that the sets gU · U , for U ∈ U , are pairwise disjoint and contained in
B. We say that Gy X has dynamical comparison if for all subsets A,B ⊆ X , the
condition µ(A) < µ(B) for all µ ∈MG(X) implies A - B.

Next we recall the notion of a castle.

Definition 2.5. [21, Definition 5.7] Let Gy X be an action of a discrete group on
a compact Hausdorff space. A tower for the action is a pair (S, V ), where S ⊆ G is
a finite subset, and V ⊆ X is a subset of X , such that the sets sV , for s ∈ S (called
the levels of the tower), are pairwise disjoint. The set S is called the shape of the
tower, and we refer to V as the base of the tower. A castle is a finite collection
C = {(Si, Vi)}i∈I of towers, so that all levels of all towers are pairwise disjoint. The
disjoint union

⊔

i∈I SiVi is called the footprint of the castle.
We say that a castle is open (respectively, closed) when all bases of all towers

are open (respectively, closed).

The following is [21, Definition 8.2] and [23, Definition 3.5]. We assume mini-
mality for convenience when stating the definition of almost finiteness, since this is
the only case we will be interested in.

Definition 2.6. A minimal action Gy X of a discrete group on a compact metric
space is said to be almost finite in measure if for any finite subset K ⊆ G and any
δ, ε > 0, there exists an open castle C = {(Si, Vi)}i∈I such that

(i) each level sVi, for s ∈ Si and i ∈ I, has diameter at most δ,
(ii) each shape Si is (K, δ)-invariant,
(iii) the footprint of C has lower Banach density at least 1− ε, that is,

D
(⊔

i∈I

Si · Vi
)

≥ 1− ε.

We say thatGy X is almost finite if for any finite subsetK ⊆ G, any non-empty
open subset B ⊆ X and any δ > 0, there exists an open castle C = {(Si, Vi)}i∈I

satisfying conditions (i) and (ii) above in addition to

(iii’) the complement of the footprint of C is dynamically subequivalent to B,
that is,

X \
⊔

i∈I

Si · Vi - B.

The following has been mentioned in [20].

Lemma 2.7. Let G be an amenable, countable group acting on a compact metrizable
space X. If Gy X is almost finite in measure, then it is essentially free.

Proof. Let g ∈ G \ {1} and µ ∈ MG(X) be given. Fix ε > 0, and let ε′ > 0
satisfy 1 − (1 − ε′)2 = ε. Set Fix(g) = {x ∈ X : g · x = x}. We will show that
µ(Fix(g)) < ε. Find an open castle {(Vi, Si)}i∈I with shapes that are ({g−1}, ε′)-
invariant, and satisfying

(2.4) D
(⊔

i∈I

Si · Vi
)

≥ 1− ε′.
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Given i ∈ I, it is easy to see that (Si ∩ g−1Si) · Vi is disjoint from Fix(g). Thus
⊔

i∈I(Si ∩ g−1Si) · Vi ⊆ X \ Fix(g), and we have

1− µ(Fix(g)) ≥
∑

i∈I

|Si ∩ g
−1Si|µ(Vi)

≥ (1 − ε′)
∑

i∈I

|Si|µ(Vi)

= (1 − ε′)µ
(⊔

i∈I

Si · Vi
)

(2.4) (2.2)

≥ (1− ε′)2 = 1− ε.

As ε is arbitrary, this shows that µ(Fix(g)) = 0. Thus Gy X is essentially free. �

We end this section by recalling the definition of the small boundary property.

Definition 2.8. Let G be a discrete group and let X be a compact Hausdorff space.
An action Gy X is said to have the small boundary property if X admits a basis
for its topology consisting of sets U ⊆ X such that µ(∂U) = 0 for all µ ∈MG(X).

3. Essentially free actions and almost finiteness in measure

Our main goal in this section is to show that essentially free actions on zero-
dimensional spaces are almost finite in measure (Theorem 3.6). It will then follow
from Lemma 2.7 that, for actions on zero-dimensional spaces, essential freeness is
in fact equivalent to almost finiteness in measure.

Our approach follows [23, Section 3], and the lemmas we present below are careful
extensions of theirs to the situation where a set of fixed points has null density but
may be nonempty. In order to efficiently deal with such subsets, we introduce the
following notation.

Notation 3.1. Let Gy X be an action of a discrete group on a topological space.
For g ∈ G, we set Fix(g) = {x ∈ X : g · x = x}. For a finite subset F ⊆ G, we set

XF
nf :=

⋃

g∈F−1F\{1}

Fix(g), and XF
free := X \XF

nf .

Note that XF
free is an open set, and moreover we have

XF
free =

{
x ∈ X : the map F → X given by g 7→ gx is injective

}
.

In other words, the restricted action F y XF
free is free, and XF

nf is the part of X
where F acts non-freely.

The following is [23, Definition 3.7].

Definition 3.2. Let ε > 0 and let X be a topological space. A collection {Ai}i∈I

of finite subsets of X is said to be ε-disjoint if for each i ∈ I there exists a subset
A′

i ⊆ Ai such that |A′
i| ≥ (1−ε)|Ai| and the sets A′

i, for i ∈ I, are pairwise disjoint.

Lemma 3.3. Let G be a countably infinite discrete amenable group acting on a
compact metrizable space X. Assume that the action G y X is essentially free.
Let T, L ⊆ G be finite subsets, letW ⊆ X be any subset, let β > 0, and let ε ∈ (0, 1).
Assume that for each w ∈ W there exists a subset Ew ⊆ L such that the following
conditions are satisfied:
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(i) Ew is
(
T−1, β(1 − ε)

)
-invariant for all w ∈ W .

(ii) The map Ew → Ew · w, given by g 7→ g · w, is bijective for all w ∈ W . In

other words, w ∈ XEw

free for all w ∈W .
(iii) The collection {Ew · w}w∈W is ε-disjoint.
(iv) The set A :=

⋃

w∈W Ew · w has positive lower Banach density.

Then, for any Følner sequence (Fn)n∈N for G, there exists n0 ∈ N such that, for
any n ≥ n0, there is a closed set Yn ⊆ X of zero upper Banach density satisfying

∣
∣{g ∈ Fn : g · x ∈ (T−1 · A)△A}

∣
∣ < β

∣
∣{g ∈ Fn : g · x ∈ A}

∣
∣,

for all x ∈ X \ Yn.

Proof. Since the set L is finite, we can find 0 < β0 < β such that whenever L′ ⊆ L is
(T−1, β(1−ε))-invariant, then L′ is actually (T−1, β0(1−ε))-invariant. In particular,
by (i), for every w ∈ W , the set Ew is (T−1, β0(1− ε))-invariant. Set

K = LL−1({1G} ∪ T ),

and note that K is a finite subset of G containing LL−1. Let (Fn)n∈N be a Følner
sequence for G. Employing (2.1), we can find n0 ∈ N such that for n ≥ n0 we have

(a) DFn
(A) > 1

2D(A)

(b) Fn is
(

K, β−β0

2|K| D(A)
)

-invariant.

For n ≥ n0, set Yn = XFn

nf ⊆ X , which is a closed subset of X . Moreover, it
follows from the second part of (2.2) that the upper Banach density of Yn is zero,
since the action is essentially free. Now, let x ∈ X \ Yn be given. Since x does not
belong to Yn, the map Fn → Fn · x given by g 7→ g · x is a bijection. Set

C = {z ∈ X such that z ∈ Fn · x and K · z 6⊆ Fn · x} ⊆ X,

and note that C ⊆ K−1(KFn · x△Fn · x). Hence, using the definition of DFn
at

the third step and using at the last step that x ∈ XFn

free, we have

|C| ≤ |K| · |KFn△Fn|(3.1)

(b)

≤
β − β0

2
D(A) · |Fn|

≤ (β − β0) ·
1

2
D(A) ·DFn

(A)−1 · |{t ∈ Fn : t · x ∈ A}|

(a)
< (β − β0) · |A ∩ Fn · x| ,

Using ε-disjointness of the sets {Ew ·w}w∈W and assumption (ii) of the lemma, for
every w ∈W we can find a subset E′

w ⊆ Ew with |E′
w| ≥ (1− ε)|Ew|, such that the

sets E′
w · w, for w ∈ W , are pairwise disjoint. Set

W ′ = {w ∈W : Ew · w ⊆ Fn · x}.

Then, using assumption (ii) of the lemma at the second step, we get

(3.2) (1−ε)
∑

w∈W ′

|Ew| ≤
∑

w∈W ′

|E′
w| =

∑

w∈W ′

|E′
w ·w| =

∣
∣
∣

⊔

w∈W ′

E′
w ·w

∣
∣
∣ ≤

∣
∣A∩Fn ·x

∣
∣.

We claim that

(3.3) (T−1 ·A△A) ∩ Fn · x ⊆ C ∪
⋃

w∈W ′

(T−1Ew · w△Ew · w).
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Indeed, first note that

T−1 · A△A =
( ⋃

w∈W

T−1Ew · w
)

△
( ⋃

w∈W

Ew · w
)

⊆
⋃

w∈W

(
T−1Ew · w△Ew · w

)
.

Let z ∈ (T−1 ·A△A)∩Fn ·x. If z ∈
⋃

w∈W ′(T−1Ew ·w△Ew ·w), then there is nothing

to show. Otherwise, there exists w ∈ W \W ′ such that z ∈ T−1Ew · w△Ew · w,
and, in particular, z belongs to ({1G} ∪ T−1)Ew · w. In this case, we can find
h ∈ {1G} ∪ T−1 and g ∈ Ew so that z = hgw. By definition of W ′, we have
Ew · w 6⊆ Fn · x, so there exists g0 ∈ Ew such that g0 · w 6∈ Fn · x. Set s =
g0g

−1h−1 ∈ K. Then

s · z = g0 · w 6∈ Fn · x,

which is to say that K · z 6⊆ Fn · x. Thus, we have z ∈ C, which finishes the proof
of the claim (that is, the inclusion in (3.3)).

To conclude, using that x ∈ XFn

free at the first step, and using
(
T−1, β0(1 − ε)

)
-

invariance of Ew at the fourth step, we have
∣
∣{g ∈ Fn : g · x ∈ (T−1 · A)△A}

∣
∣ =

∣
∣(T−1 ·A△A) ∩ Fn · x

∣
∣

(3.3)

≤ |C|+
∑

w∈W ′

∣
∣T−1Ew · w△Ew · w

∣
∣

≤ |C|+
∑

w∈W ′

∣
∣T−1Ew△Ew

∣
∣

(3.1)
< (β − β0) |A ∩ Fn · x|+ β0(1− ε)

∑

w∈W ′

|Ew|

(3.2)

≤ (β − β0) |A ∩ Fn · x|+ β0 |A ∩ Fn · x|

= β |A ∩ Fn · x| = β |{g ∈ Fn : g · x ∈ A}| .

Since this is true for any x ∈ X \ Yn, the proof is complete. �

Lemma 3.4. Let G be a countably infinite discrete amenable group acting on a
compact metrizable zero-dimensional space X. Let T ⊆ G be a finite set containing
the unit of G, and let ε, β > 0 satisfy ε(1 + β) < 1. Let A ⊆ B ⊆ X be clopen sets
such that:

(i) A satisfies the conclusion of Lemma 3.3, that is: for any Følner sequence
(Fn)n∈N for G, there exists n0 ∈ N such that, for any n ≥ n0, there is a
closed set Yn ⊆ X of zero upper Banach density satisfying

∣
∣{g ∈ Fn : g · x ∈ (T−1 · A)△A}

∣
∣ < β

∣
∣{g ∈ Fn : g · x ∈ A}

∣
∣,

for all x ∈ X \ Yn.
(ii) DT (B) ≥ ε.

Then

D(B) ≥ (1− ε(1 + β))D(A) + ε.

Proof. The conclusion follows immediately from (ii) if D(A) = 0, so assume that
this is not the case. Let θ > 0 satisfy θ < D(A). By considering a Følner sequence
for G, we obtain a finite subset F ⊆ G such that

(a) F is (T, θ)-invariant.
(b) DF (A) > D(A)− θ.
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(c) there is a closed set Y ⊆ X with D(Y ) = 0 such that for all x ∈ X \ Y we
have

∣
∣{g ∈ F : g · x ∈ T−1 ·A△A}

∣
∣ < β |{g ∈ F : g · x ∈ A}| .

Condition (c) implies that for all x ∈ X \ Y , we have

(3.4)
∣
∣{g ∈ F : g · x ∈ T−1 · A}

∣
∣ < (1 + β) |{g ∈ F : g · x ∈ A}| .

By (T, θ)-invariance of F , we get

|TF | < (1 + θ) |F | .(3.5)

For every x ∈ X \ Y , set αx := 1
|F | |{g ∈ F : g · x ∈ A}| and note that

(3.6) αx ≥ DF (A) > D(A)− θ.

Define F ′ = {g ∈ F : A ∩ (Tg · x) = ∅}, and observe that

F \ F ′ = {g ∈ F : g · x ∈ T−1 ·A}.

Thus,

|F ′|

|F |
= 1−

|F \ F ′|

|F |
(3.7)

= 1−

∣
∣{g ∈ F : g · x ∈ T−1 · A}

∣
∣

|{g ∈ F : g · x ∈ A}|
·
|{g ∈ F : g · x ∈ A}|

|F |
(3.4)
> 1− (1 + β)αx.

Fix g ∈ G. Since DT (B) ≥ ε by assumption, we have |{t ∈ T : tg · x ∈ B}| ≥ ε |T |.
If g ∈ F ′, then we also have A ∩ Tg · x = ∅. Combining these facts, we get
|{t ∈ T : tg · x ∈ B \A}| ≥ ε |T |, and hence

|{(g, t) ∈ F ′ × T : tg · x ∈ B \A}| ≥ ε · |F ′| · |T | .

Thus, there exists t∗ ∈ T such that |{g ∈ F ′ : t∗g · x ∈ B \A}| ≥ ε |F ′|. In the
following calculation, we use at the second step that T contains the identity of G,
to get:

|{s ∈ TF : s · x ∈ B}|

|TF |
(3.8)

=
|{s ∈ TF : s · x ∈ A}|

|TF |
+
|{s ∈ TF : s · x ∈ B \A}|

|TF |

≥
|{g ∈ F : g · x ∈ A}|

|F |
·
|F |

|TF |
+
|{s ∈ t∗F : s · x ∈ B \A}|

|F ′|
·
|F ′|

|F |
·
|F |

|TF |
(3.5)
>

1

1 + θ

( |{g ∈ F : g · x ∈ A}|

|F |
+
|{s ∈ t∗F : s · x ∈ B \A}|

|F ′|
·
|F ′|

|F |

)

(3.7)
>

αx

1 + θ
+
ε(1− (1 + β)αx)

1 + θ

=
(1− ε(1 + β))αx + ε

1 + θ
(3.6)

≥
(1− ε(1 + β))(D(A) − θ) + ε

1 + θ
.
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By (2.3), by zero dimensionality of X , and by condition (c) above, there is a clopen
set C ⊆ X with Y ⊆ C and D(C) < θ

|TF | . Using at the third step that Y ⊆ C, we
get

D
(
B ∪ TFC

)
≥ DTF

(
B ∪ TFC

)
(3.9)

= inf
x∈X

|{s ∈ TF : s · x ∈ B ∪ TFC}|

|TF |

= inf
x∈X\Y

|{s ∈ TF : s · x ∈ B ∪ TFC}|

|TF |

≥ inf
x∈X\Y

|{s ∈ TF : s · x ∈ B}|

|TF |

(3.8)

≥
(1− ε(1 + β))(D(A)− θ) + ε

1 + θ
.

Let µ ∈MG(X). Then

µ(B) ≥ µ(B ∪ TFC)− µ(TFC)(3.10)

(2.2)

≥ D(B ∪ TFC)− |TF | ·D(C)

≥ D(B ∪ TFC)− θ.

Using (3.9) and (3.10) at the second step, we deduce that

D(B) = inf
µ∈MG(X)

µ(B) ≥
(1 − ε(1 + β))(D(A)− θ) + ε

1 + θ
− θ.

Taking limits as θ → 0+, we conclude that D(B) ≥ (1 − ε(1 + β))D(A) + ε, as
desired. �

Lemma 3.5. Let G be a countably infinite, discrete, amenable group acting on a
compact, metrizable, zero-dimensional space X. Let S ⊆ G be a finite subset, let
δ > 0 and ε ∈

(
0, 12

)
be given, and let Y, Z ⊆ X be clopen sets with XS

nf ⊆ Z. Then
there is a clopen castle C = {(Si, Vi)}i∈I with the following properties:

(i) The bases of C are pairwise disjoint subsets of X \ Z.
(ii) Each level of C has diameter less than δ.
(iii) We have Si ⊆ S and |Si| ≥ (1 − ε) |S|, for all i ∈ I.
(iv) The footprint C =

⊔

i∈I Si · Vi of C satisfies:
(a) Y ∩C = ∅.
(b) Y ⊔C = Y ∪

⋃

i∈I S · Vi.
(c) |(Y ⊔ C) ∩ S · x| ≥ ε |S| for all x ∈ X \ Z.

Proof. Since X \ Z ⊆ XS
free, using compactness and zero dimensionality of X \ Z,

we can produce a clopen partition {Vj}mj=1 of X \Z so that, for every j = 1, . . . ,m,

the pair (S, Vj) is a tower with levels of diameter less than δ.5

Set

J =
{
T ⊆ S : |T | ≥ (1 − ε) |S|

}
,

5For example, start with a clopen partition of X \ Z whose elements have diameter less than
δ. The images of these sets under S may in general have larger diameter, so one subdivides the
partition further to guarantee that all the translates also have small diameter.
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and write A0 := Y . For T ∈ J , we define

V1,T := V1 ∩

(
⋂

s∈S\T

s−1 ·A0

)

∩

(
⋂

s∈T

s−1 · (X \A0)

)

⊆ X \ Z.

Note that the collection
{
(T, V1,T )

}

T∈J
is a castle whose footprint does not

intersect A0. Set C1 =
⊔

T∈J T · V1,T , and define A1 = A0 ⊔ C1. For T ∈ J , we
further set

V2,T := V2 ∩

(
⋂

s∈S\T

s−1 ·A1

)

∩

(
⋂

s∈T

s−1 · (X \A1)

)

⊆ X \ Z.

One verifies that
{
(T, V2,T )

}

T∈J
is a castle whose footprint does not intersect

A1. Next, set C2 =
⊔

T∈J T · V2,T and A2 = A1 ⊔ C2. Proceeding inductively,
we obtain castles Ci = {(T, Vi,T )}T∈J , for i = 1, . . . ,m, with pairwise disjoint
footprints, all of which are disjoint from Y , and with bases given by

Vi,T = Vi ∩

(
⋂

s∈S\T

s−1 · Ai−1

)

∩

(
⋂

s∈T

s−1 · (X \Ai−1)

)

⊆ X \ Z.(3.11)

We will also need the nested sets

Y = A0 ⊆ A1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Am ⊆ X,

defined as Aj = Y ⊔
⊔

T∈J
1≤i≤j

T · Vi,T for j = 1, . . . ,m.

Denote by C the union of C1, . . . , Cm, that is, C = {(T, Vi,T )} T∈J
1≤i≤m

. We claim

that C satisfies the properties listed in the statement of the lemma.
Properties (i), (ii) and (iii) are evident, so we turn to (iv). Denoting by C the

footprint of C, it follows that Y ∩C = ∅ because the footprints of the Ci are disjoint
from Y . This shows (a). To verify condition (b), note first that the fact that Si ⊆ S
for all i = 1, . . . ,m implies that

Y ⊔ C ⊆ Y ∪
⋃

T∈J
1≤i≤m

S · Vi,T .

For the reverse inclusion, it suffices to show that if x /∈ Y and x ∈
⋃

T∈J
1≤i≤m

S · Vi,T ,

then x ∈ C. Let x satisfy these conditions, and set

i0 := min
{

i = 1, . . . ,m : x ∈
⋃

T∈J

S · Vi,T
}

.

Then there exist s ∈ S, T ∈ J and x′ ∈ Vi0,T such that x = s · x′. If s ∈ T , then
x ∈ C and we are done.

If s 6∈ T , then by (3.11) we have x′ ∈ s−1 · Ai0−1, and thus x = s · x′ ∈ Ai0−1.
Since x 6∈ Y , there is 1 ≤ j < i0 so that

x ∈
⊔

T∈J

T · Vj,T ⊆
⋃

T∈J

S · Vj,T .

This contradicts the definition of i0, and shows that s must belong to T . We have
established (b).
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Finally, we prove condition (c) in property (iv). Let x ∈ X \ Z and find i =
1, . . . ,m such that x ∈ Vi. We first treat the case where there exists T ∈ J such
that x ∈ Vi,T . Then T · x ⊆ T · Vi,T ⊆ C. Using x ∈ XS

free at the third step, we get

|(Y ⊔ C) ∩ S · x| ≥ |(Y ⊔ C) ∩ T · x| = |T · x| = |T | ≥ (1− ε) |S| ≥ ε |S| ,

as desired. Assume now that x 6∈
⋃

T∈J Vi,T , we claim that

|{s ∈ S : s · x ∈ Ai−1}| ≥ ε |S| .(3.12)

Arguing by contradiction, assume that the inequality fails. Define Tx = {s ∈
S : s · x 6∈ Ai−1}. Then Tx belongs to J , and it is clear that x ∈ Vi,Tx

. This
contradicts our assumption that x 6∈

⋃

T∈J Vi,T , and proves inequality (3.12). Using

at the second step again that x ∈ XS
free, we have

|(Y ⊔ C) ∩ S · x| ≥ |Ai−1 ∩ S · x| = |{s ∈ S : s · x ∈ Ai−1}|
(3.12)

≥ ε |S| .

This completes the proof of (c) and of the lemma. �

The following is the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.6. Let G be a countably infinite, discrete, amenable group acting on
a compact metrizable, zero-dimensional space X. Then G y X is almost finite in
measure if and only if it is essentially free.

Proof. The “only if” implication is the content of Lemma 2.7, so we will prove the
“if” part of the statement. LetK ⊆ G be a finite subset, let δ > 0, and let ε ∈ (0, 12 )
be small enough so that the statement in Lemma 2.2 is satisfied. Let n ∈ N satisfy
(1− ε)n < ε. Fix β > 0 and α ∈ (0, 1) so that ε(1 + β) < 1 and

(3.13) α ·
1− (1 − ε(1 + β))n

1 + β
> 1− ε.

By recursively employing Remark 2.1, we can find (K, ε)-invariant finite sets
F1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Fn ⊆ G with 1G ∈ F1 such that, for each j = 2, . . . , n, the set Fj is also
(
F−1
i , β(1− ε)

)
-invariant, for all i = 1, . . . , j − 1.

We follow an algorithm to construct, for each k = 1, . . . , n, a clopen castle
Ck = {(Si,k, Vi,k)}i∈Ik such that, if we denote by Ck its footprint, then:

(1) All the levels of Ck have diameter less than δ.
(2) We have Si,k ⊆ Fn−k+1 and |Si,k| ≥ (1− ε) · |Fn−k+1| for all i ∈ Ik.
(3) The sets C1, . . . , Ck are pairwise disjoint.

(4)
k⊔

j=1

Cj =
k−1⊔

j=1

Cj ∪
⋃

i∈Ik

Fn−k+1 · Vi,k.

(5) D
( k⊔

j=1

Cj

)

≥ αε
k−1∑

j=0

(1− ε(1 + β))j .

For the first step, namely for k = 1, we use essential freeness and (2.3) to choose

a clopen set Z1 containing XFn

nf and satisfying

D(Z1) <
(1− α)ε

|Fn|
.(3.14)

We now apply Lemma 3.5 with S = Fn, Y = ∅ and Z = Z1 to obtain a castle
C1 = {(Si,1, Vi,1)}i∈I1 satisfying the conclusion of said lemma. It is evident that
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conditions (1), (2), (3) and (4) are satisfied, so we check (5). Let x ∈ X \Z1. Then
|C1 ∩ Fn · x| ≥ ε |Fn|. Using this at the last step, we get
∣
∣{s ∈ Fn : s · x ∈ C1 ∪ Fn · Z1}

∣
∣ ≥

∣
∣{s ∈ Fn : s · x ∈ C1}

∣
∣ =

∣
∣C1 ∩ Fn · x

∣
∣ ≥ ε

∣
∣Fn

∣
∣.

On the other hand, for x ∈ Z1, we (trivially) have
∣
∣{s ∈ Fn : s · x ∈ C1 ∪ Fn · Z1}

∣
∣ =

∣
∣Fn

∣
∣ ≥ ε

∣
∣Fn

∣
∣.

In particular, we get

D(C1 ∪ Fn · Z1) ≥ DFn
(C1 ∪ Fn · Z1) ≥ ε.

For µ ∈MG(X), we have µ(C1 ∪ Fn · Z1) ≤ µ(C1) + |Fn| · µ(Z1), and, by (2.2), we
deduce that

ε ≤ D(C1) + |Fn| ·D(Z1)
(3.14)
< D(C1) + (1− α)ε.

We conclude that D(C1) ≥ αε, thus verifying condition (5) for k = 1.
Assume that the algorithm has run up to stage k − 1 < n, for some k ≥ 2.

Use essential freeness and (2.3) to find a clopen set Zk which contains X
Fn−k+1

nf and

satisfies D(Zk) <
(1−α)ε
|Fn−k+1|

. Apply Lemma 3.5 with S = Fn−k+1, Y =
⊔k−1

j=1 Cj , and

Z = Zk, in order to obtain a castle Ck = {(Si,k, Vi,k)}i∈Ik . As before, conditions (1),
(2), (3) and (4) of the list above follow directly from the statement of Lemma 3.5,
so it suffices to verify condition (5). As in the first step, we see that

DFn−k+1

(

Fn−k+1 · Zk ∪
k⊔

j=1

Cj

)

≥ ε.

Therefore, with T = Fn−k+1, A =
⊔k−1

j=1 Cj and B = Fn−k+1 · Zk ∪
⊔k

j=1 Cj ,

condition (ii) in the statement of Lemma 3.4 is satisfied. Assume for a moment
that A satisfies condition (i) of Lemma 3.4 as well; we will prove this shortly. Then,
applying Lemma 3.4 at the first step and using condition (5) of the algorithm for
stage k − 1 at the second step, we get

D

(

Fn−k+1 · Zk ∪
k⊔

j=1

Cj

)

≥ (1− ε(1 + β)) ·D

( k−1⊔

j=1

Cj

)

+ ε

≥ αε
k−1∑

j=1

(1− ε(1 + β))j + ε.

As argued at the first step of the algorithm, one sees that

D

(

Fn−k+1 · Zk ∪
k⊔

j=1

Cj

)

≤ D

( k⊔

j=1

Cj

)

+ |Fn−k+1| ·D(Zk)

< D

( k⊔

j=1

Cj

)

+ (1− α)ε.

Combining the last two inequalities, we obtain

D

( k⊔

j=1

Cj

)

≥ αε
k−1∑

j=0

(1− ε(1 + β))j ,

as required. (Note that the above sum starts at j = 0, while the previous one does
at j = 1.)
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Thus, the problem of constructing Ck has been reduced to showing that the

set A =
⊔k−1

j=1 Cj satisfies condition (i) of Lemma 3.4. To that end, set W =
⋃k−1

j=1

⊔

i∈Ij
Vi,j and for each w ∈ W , let jw denote the smallest j ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}

such that w ∈
⊔

i∈Ij
Vi,j . We wish to apply Lemma 3.3 with L = Fn, T = Fn−k+1,

and Ew = Fn−jw+1 for w ∈ W , so we will first check that its assumptions are
met. Conditions (i) and (ii) of Lemma 3.3 follow by construction. To see that the
collection {Ew · w}w∈W is ε-disjoint, given w ∈ W we let i be the unique index in
Ijw such that w ∈ Vi,jw , and set E′

w = Si,jw . Note that {E
′
w ·w}w∈W is a collection

of pairwise disjoint sets, and that |E′
w| ≥ (1− ε) |Ew |, since w ∈ X

Ew

free. It is left to

show that
⋃

w∈W Ew · w =
⊔k−1

j=1 Cj . By definition of the sets Ew, we have

⋃

w∈W

Ew · w = Fn ·

(
⊔

i∈I1

Vi,1

)

∪ Fn−1 ·

(
⊔

i∈I2

Vi,2 \
⊔

i∈I1

Vi,1

)

∪ · · ·

· · · ∪ Fn−k+2 ·

(
⊔

i∈Ik−1

Vi,k−1 \
k−2⋃

j=1

⊔

i∈Ij

Vi,j

)

.

In the next chain of equalities, we apply condition (4) of the algorithm recursively,
from k − 1 backwards to 1, and we also use that C1 = Fn ·

(⊔

i∈I1
Vi,1

)
, which is

true by part (b) in condition (iv) of Lemma 3.5:

k−1⊔

j=1

Cj =

k−2⊔

j=1

Cj ∪ Fn−k+2 ·

(
⊔

i∈Ik−1

Vi,k−1

)

= . . .

= Fn ·

(
⊔

i∈I1

Vi,1

)

∪ Fn−1 ·

(
⊔

i∈I2

Vi,2

)

∪ · · · ∪ Fn−k+2 ·

(
⊔

i∈Ik−1

Vi,k−1

)

.

Using the inclusions F1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Fn, we deduce that

Fn ·

(
⊔

i∈I1

Vi,1

)

∪ Fn−1 ·

(
⊔

i∈I2

Vi,2

)

∪ · · · ∪ Fn−k+2 ·

(
⊔

i∈Ik−1

Vi,k−1

)

=

Fn ·

(
⊔

i∈I1

Vi,1

)

∪ Fn−1·

(
⊔

i∈I2

Vi,2 \
⊔

i∈I1

Vi,1

)

∪ . . .

· · · ∪ Fn−k+2·

(
⊔

i∈Ik−1

Vi,k−1 \
k−2⋃

j=1

⊔

i∈Ij

Vi,j

)

.

This implies that
⋃

w∈W Ew · w =
⊔k−1

j=1 Cj . Therefore Lemma 3.3 applies, and
both conditions of Lemma 3.4 are met, as required.

After the algorithm has run its full course and we have clopen castles C1, . . . , Cn
as above, we set C = {(Si,k, Vi,k)} i∈Ik

1≤k≤n
, that is, the union of all of them. By

condition (1) of the algorithm, each level in this castle has diameter less than δ.
By condition (2) of the algorithm, as well as Lemma 2.2 and our choice of ε, each



ESSENTIAL FREENESS, ALLOSTERY AND Z-STABILITY OF CROSSED PRODUCTS 17

shape is (K, δ)-invariant. Finally, we have

D

(
⊔

i∈Ik
1≤k≤n

Si,k · Vi,k

)

= D
(

n⊔

j=1

Cj

)

(5)

≥ αε
n−1∑

j=0

(1− ε(1 + β))j

= αε
1− (1− ε(1 + β))n

ε(1 + β)

= α
1− (1 − ε(1 + β))n

1 + β
(3.13)
> 1− ε.

This completes the proof. �

We close this section with two interesting consequences of the above theorem.
First, we observe that even though the theory developed in [23] (and particularly
Sections 4–6 therein) is stated and proved for free actions, once we have Theorem 3.6
at our disposal, some of the results in [23] can be easily extended to cover actions
that are essentially free. We state below two such results (corresponding to [23,
Theorem 5.6] and [23, Theorem A]) as corollaries. Both proofs are entirely analo-
gous to those in [23], invoking Theorem 3.6 instead of [23, Theorem 3.13].

Corollary 3.7. Let G be a countably infinite, discrete, amenable group acting
on a compact, metrizable space X. Assume moreover that the action G y X is
essentially free. Then G y X has the small boundary property if and only if it is
almost finite in measure.

The notion of m-comparison for m ∈ N is a weaker version of comparison, we
refer to [21, Definition 3.2] for the exact definitions.

Corollary 3.8. Let G be a countably infinite, discrete, amenable group acting
on a compact, metrizable space X. Assume moreover that the action G y X is
essentially free. Then, the following statements are equivalent:

(1) The action Gy X is almost finite.
(2) The action Gy X has the small boundary property and comparison.
(3) The action Gy X has the small boundary property and m-comparison, for

some m ≥ 0.

4. Actions on finite-dimensional spaces and groups of polynomial

growth

In this section, we show that essentially free actions of amenable groups on finite-
dimensional spaces have the small boundary property; see Theorem 4.4. Specializ-
ing to groups with polynomial growth, for which comparison has been shown in [27]
to be automatic in the minimal setting, we give necessary and sufficient conditions
for classifiability of the associated crossed product; see Corollary 4.5.

We recall a definition due to Kulesza [24] (see also [26, Section 3], and recall that
dim(∅) = −1).
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Definition 4.1. Let X be a compact metrizable finite-dimensional space. A family
(Ai)i∈I of subsets ofX is said to be in general position if for any finite subset F ⊆ I,
we have

dim
( ⋂

i∈F

Ai

)

≤ max
{
− 1, dim(X)− |F |

}
.

We isolate the following observation for later use.

Remark 4.2. Note that if a collection (Ai)i∈I of subsets of a compact metrizable
space X is in general position, then for any finite subset J ⊆ I with |J | ≥ dim(X)+
1, we have that

⋂

i∈J Ai = ∅. In particular, if G y X is an action, F ⊆ G is a
finite subset, and A ⊆ X is a subset such that the collection (g ·A)g∈F is in general
position, then

D(A) ≤ D
F−1

(A) ≤
dim(X)

|F |
.

As it turns out, one can obtain families in general position as images under a
free action of certain boundaries of open sets:

Lemma 4.3. [32, Lemma 3.1.8] Let G y X be an action of a discrete group on
a compact metrizable space. Let F ⊆ G be a finite set, let K ⊆ XF

free be a closed
subset of X, and let V be an open neighborhood of K such that K ⊆ V ⊆ XF

free.

Then, there exists an open set W ⊆ X satisfying K ⊆W ⊆W ⊆ V , such that the
family

(
g · ∂W

)

g∈F
is in general position.

We are ready for the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.4. Let G be a countably infinite, discrete, amenable group acting on a
compact, metrizable, finite-dimensional space X. If the action Gy X is essentially
free, then it has the small boundary property.

Proof. Let ε ∈ (0, 1) and let U, V ⊆ X be open sets satisfying U ⊆ V . We claim
that there exists an open set U ′ ⊆ X such that

U ⊆ U ′ ⊆ U ′ ⊆ V and D(∂U ′) < ε.

Before proceeding, we note that proving the claim is equivalent to establishing the
small boundary property, due to [23, Theorem 5.5] and the fact that the implication
(v) =⇒ (i) therein does not require freeness.

Set d = dim(X) <∞. Since G is infinite, there exists a finite subset F ⊆ G with
|F | > 2d/ε. By essential freeness, we have D(XF

nf) = 0, so by (2.3) we can find an
open set B ⊆ X such that

XF
nf ⊆ B and D(B) <

ε

2
.

Thus the set U ∩ (X \B) is a closed subset of V ∩XF
free, which, in turn, is an open

subset of XF
free. Apply Lemma 4.3 to find an open set W with

U ∩ (X \B) ⊆W ⊆W ⊆ V ∩XF
free,

and such that (g∂W )g∈F is in general position. In particular, by Remark 4.2, we

have D(∂W ) ≤ d/ |F | < ε/2. Since U ⊆ V , there exists an open set A ⊆ X with
U ⊆ A ⊆ A ⊆ V .

Set U ′ = W ∪ (A ∩ B). We want to show that U ⊆ U ′. For this, let x ∈ U be
given. If x ∈ B, then x ∈ A ∩B ⊆ U ′. On the other hand, if x 6∈ B, then

x ∈ U ∩ (X \B) ⊆W ⊆ U ′,
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so in either case we have x ∈ U ′, so U ⊆ U ′. Moreover, we have

U ′ =W ∪ A ∩B ⊆W ∪ A ⊆ V.

Finally,

∂U ′ ⊆ ∂W ∪ ∂(A ∩B) ⊆ ∂W ∪B,

and thus

D(∂U ′) ≤ D(∂W ) +D(B) <
ε

2
+
ε

2
= ε,

as desired. �

Specializing to groups of polynomial growth, we show that when the space is
finite-dimensional, the necessary conditions of topological freeness and minimality
are in fact sufficient for classifiability6 of the crossed product.

Corollary 4.5. Let G be a finitely generated group of polynomial growth acting on
a compact metrizable, finite-dimensional space X. Then C(X)⋊G is classifiable if
and only if Gy X is minimal and topologically free.

Proof. By [4], for actions of amenable groups, minimality and topological freeness
are equivalent to simplicity of the crossed product. In particular, the “only if”
implication is automatic.

We turn to the converse, for which, as explained in the introduction, it only
remains to check Z-stability of the crossed product.

By Gromov’s theorem, finitely generated groups with polynomial growth are
virtually nilpotent. In particular, it follows that G has at most countably many
subgroups (see, for example, page 2 of the introduction in [19]). By [19, Corol-
lary 2.4], any topologically free and minimal action of G is automatically essentially
free. Using Theorem 4.4 we deduce that Gy X has the small boundary property.
By the main result of [27], any minimal action of a finitely generated group with
polynomial growth has comparison, and thus Corollary 3.8 implies that Gy X is
almost finite. Finally, it follows from [21, Theorem 12.4], the proof of which does
not employ freeness, that C(X)⋊G is Z-stable and thus classifiable. �

5. Joseph’s allosteric actions and Z-stability of their crossed

products

At this point we wish to highlight the fact that none of the results in previous
sections apply to actions that are topologically free but not essentially free.

In the minimal setting, the difference between essential and topological freeness
is a subtle one. Following Joseph [19], a minimal action of an amenable group that
is topologically free but not essentially free is called allosteric (this agrees with [19,
Definition 1.1], since MG(X) 6= ∅ by amenability of G). It was an open problem for
some time whether there exists a minimal, allosteric action of an amenable group
and the first such examples were recently constructed by Joseph in [20]. It was left
as an open question in Joseph’s work to determine whether the crossed products of
his actions are classifiable.

6For the sake of this work, we will say that a C∗-algebra is classifiable if it satisfies the as-
sumptions of the classification theorem stated in the introduction, namely if it is simple, separable,
unital, nuclear, Z-stable and satisfies the UCT.



20 E. GARDELLA, S. GEFFEN, R. GESING, G. KOPSACHEILIS, AND P. NARYSHKIN

In this section, we analyze Joseph’s work on allosteric actions of amenable groups
and show that the crossed products of his examples are Z-stable (and thus clas-
sifiable). We do not develop a general framework for establishing Z-stability for
crossed products of general topologically free actions, but it is conceivable that
the methods developed here are a first step towards extending the theory of almost
finiteness to the topologically free setting. We begin with some preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 5.1. Let Λ be a group, let Λ0 ⊆ Λ be a finite, symmetric subset, let n ∈ N,
let Y be a finite set, let Λ y Y be an action, and let Y0 ⊆ Y be a subset. Then
there exists a function f : Y → [0, 1] such that

(1) f(y) = 0 for all y ∈ Y0,
(2) |f(λ · y)− f(y)| ≤ 1/n for all y ∈ Y and all λ ∈ Λ0, and

(3) |{y ∈ Y : f(y) 6= 1}| ≤
(
1 + |Λ0|+ |Λ0|

2
+ . . .+ |Λ0|

n−1 ) |Y0|.

Proof. Let ρ : Y × Y → N0 ∪ {∞} be the distance function in the Shreier graph of
(Y,Λ0), which is given by

ρ(y, z) = min
{
m ∈ N0 : y = λ1 · · ·λmz, with λ1, . . . , λm ∈ Λ0

}

for all y, z ∈ Y . Given y ∈ Y , we set ρ(y, Y0) = min
z∈Y0

ρ(y, z). For y ∈ Y , we now

define

f(y) =

{

1 if ρ(y, Y0) ≥ n,
ρ(y,Y0)

n otherwise.

We claim that f satisfies the properties in the statement. Condition (1) is clear.
Given y ∈ Y and λ ∈ Λ0, we have

ρ(y, Y0)− 1 ≤ ρ(λ · y, Y0) ≤ ρ(y, Y0) + 1

and thus |f(λ · y)− f(y)| ≤ 1/n, as desired. Finally, adopting the convention that
Λ0
0 = {1}, we have

{
y ∈ Y : f(y) 6= 1

}
=

{
y ∈ Y : ρ(y, Y0) ≤ n− 1

}
=

n−1⋃

m=0

Λm
0 Y0,

which has cardinality at most
(
1+ |Λ0|+ |Λ0|

2
+ . . .+ |Λ0|

n−1 ) |Y0|, as desired. �

The following technical lemma is essentially due to Weiss; see [37, Pages 260-
261]. The result implies that a residually finite, amenable group Λ admits a Følner
sequence whose elements are images under sections of finite quotients of Λ.

Lemma 5.2. Let Λ be a countably infinite, residually finite group and let (Λn)n∈N

be a collection of normal subgroups with finite index such that for every finite subset
F ⊆ Λ there exists n ∈ N such that the restriction of the quotient map Λ → Λ/Λn

to F is injective. For n ∈ N, write πn : Λ → Λ/Λn for the quotient map. Then Λ
is amenable if and only if for every finite subset K ⊆ Λ and every ε > 0 there exist
n ∈ N and a map ϕ : Λ/Λn → Λ such that:

(1) πn ◦ ϕ = idΛ/Λn
,

(2)
∣
∣
{
t ∈ Λ/Λn : λϕ(t) 6= ϕ(πn(λ)t) for some λ ∈ K

}∣
∣ < ε |Λ/Λn|.

In other words, ϕ is an (K, ε)-equivariant section for πn : Λ→ Λ/Λn.
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Proof. We begin with the “if” implication. Given a finite subset K ⊆ Λ and ε > 0,
let n ∈ N and ϕ : Λ/Λn → Λ be as in the statement. Set F = ϕ(Λ/Λn), and observe
that |F | = |Λ/Λn|. Given λ ∈ Λ and t ∈ Λ/Λn, we have πn(λϕ(t)) = πn(λ)t. Using
condition (1), we see that λϕ(t) belongs to F if and only if λϕ(t) = ϕ(πn(λ)t), and
thus

λF ∩ F = λϕ
({
t ∈ Λ/Λn : λϕ(t) = ϕ(πn(λ)t)

})

.

Fix λ ∈ K. Using condition (2) and the equality above, we deduce that |λF ∩F | ≥
(1− ε)|F |. Thus, for λ ∈ K, we have

|λF△F |

|F |
= 2

(

1−
|λF ∩ F |

|F |

)

< 2ε.

This implies that maxλ∈K
|λF△F |

|F | < 2ε, and so Λ is amenable.

For the “only if” implication, assume that Λ is amenable. Let K ⊆ Λ be a
finite subset, and let ε > 0. The conclusion of the discussion in [37, Section 2]
gives us the existence of n ∈ N and a section ϕ : Λ/Λn → Λ such that ϕ(Λ/Λn) is
(K, ε

|K|)-invariant. Set F = ϕ(Λ/Λn) and

E = {t ∈ Λ/Λn : λϕ(t) 6= ϕ(πn(λ)t) for some λ ∈ K}.

Note that |KF \F | < ε |F |
|K| by invariance, and that |F | = |Λ/Λn| since ϕ is injective.

It remains to prove that |E| < ε |Λ/Λn|. It suffices to show that there is an injective
map

ρ : E → K ×
(
KF \ F

)
,

since the codomain has cardinality at most ε|Λ/Λn|.
We proceed to construct such a map. Let t ∈ E and choose λ ∈ K with λϕ(t) 6=

ϕ(πn(λ)t). We set ρ(t) = (λ, λϕ(t)). To show that ρ is well-defined, we need to show
that λϕ(t) does not belong to F = ϕ(Λ/Λn). Arguing by contradiction, suppose
that there exists s ∈ Λ/Λn with λϕ(t) = ϕ(s). Applying πn to this equality gives
πn(λ)t = s, and applying ϕ again gives ϕ(πn(λ)t) = ϕ(s) = λϕ(t), which is the
desired contradiction.

Finally, we claim that ρ is injective. Let s, t ∈ E satisfy ρ(s) = ρ(t). Thus there
exists λ ∈ K such that λϕ(s) = λϕ(t). Hence ϕ(s) = ϕ(t) and since ϕ is injective,
we conclude that s = t. This finishes the proof. �

Next, we outline the construction of the first examples of allosteric actions of
amenable groups due to Joseph; see [20]. Recall that for a prime number p, a
countable group Λ is said to be residually p-finite if there exists a sequence (Λn)n∈N

of normal subgroups of Λ such that
⋂

n∈N
Λn = {1} and Λ/Λn is a finite group whose

cardinality is a power of p.

Construction 5.3. [20, Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 4.1] Let Λ be a countable group
that is residually p-finite for infinitely many distinct prime numbers p. (For exam-
ple, we may take Λ = Z). Fix d ∈ N, and identify the direct sum

⊕

Λ Zd with the

group of finitely supported functions Λ → Zd, with pointwise addition. Denote by
β : Λ→ Aut(

⊕

Λ Zd) the action given by shifting the copies of Zd, namely

βλ(f)(λ
′) = f(λ−1λ′)
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for all f ∈
⊕

Λ Zd and λ, λ′ ∈ Λ. Set

Z
d ≀ Λ =

(
⊕

Λ

Z
d

)

⋊β Λ,

which is the wreath product of Zd by Λ. In other words, Zd ≀ Λ is the cartesian
product

⊕

Λ Z
d × Λ with operations given by

(f, λ) · (f ′, λ′) = (f + βλ(f
′), λλ′) and (f, λ)−1 = (−β−1

λ (f), λ−1)

for all f, f ′ ∈
⊕

Λ Zd and λ, λ′ ∈ Λ. We will from now on abbreviate Zd ≀ Λ to Γ.
For each γ = (g, δ) ∈ Γ \ {1}, choose

• a prime number pγ ,
• a positive number εγ,
• a natural number lγ,
• a normal subgroup Λγ ✁ Λ, and
• a finite subset Eγ ⊆ Λ/Λγ containing the trivial coset Λγ,

such that, with πγ : Λ → Λ/Λγ denoting the canonical quotient map, the following
are satisfied:

(1) the primes pγ , for γ ∈ Γ \ {1}, are pairwise distinct, and Λ is residually
pγ-finite,

(2) g(Λ) ∩ (pγZ)
d
= {0} in Zd,

(3)
∏

γ 6=1 (1− εγ) > 0,

(4) lγ > |supp(g)|,
(5) [Λ : Λγ ] is a power of pγ and εγ [Λ : Λγ ] > lγ ,
(6) supp(g)−1supp(g) ∩ Λγ = {1},
(7) if δ 6= 1Λ then δ 6∈ Λγ, and
(8) πγ(supp(g)) ⊆ Eγ and |Eγ | = lγ.

For γ ∈ Γ \ {1} and upon identifying an element q ∈ Eγ ⊆ Λ/Λγ with the
corresponding coset in Λ, set

Aγ =
{

h ∈
⊕

Λ

Z
d :

∑

λ∈q

h(λ) ∈ (pγZ)
d
for all q ∈ Eγ

}

.

It is shown in [20, Theorem 4.2, Claim 1] that Aγ is a subgroup of
⊕

Λ Zd, which
is invariant under the restriction of β to Λγ. Thus, setting Γγ = Aγ ⋊ Λγ, it
follows that Γγ is a subgroup of Γ, and its index is a (finite) power of pγ , see [20,
Theorem 4.2, Claim 2]. For a finite subset F ⊆ Γ \ {1}, set XF = Γ/

⋂

γ∈F Γγ .
Then XF is finite, and the action of Γ on itself by left translation induces an action
on XF .

Set

X = lim
←−

F⋐Γ\{1}

XF ,

which is a Cantor space. Since for F ⊆ F ′, the canonical quotient map XF ′ → XF

is Γ-equivariant, we obtain an inverse limit action Γ y X. For a finite subset
F ⊆ Γ \ {1}, we write qF : X → XF for the canonical quotient map, and note that
qF is Γ-equivariant. By [20, Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 4.1], the action of Γ on X
is allosteric.

We will need convenient notation for the generators of Γ, which we now establish.
We will regard both

⊕

Λ Z
d and Λ as subgroups of Γ in a canonical way.
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Notation 5.4. For j = 1, . . . , d, we set ej = (0, . . . , 1, . . . , 0) ∈ Zd, where 1 is in
the j-th coordinate. Given j = 1, . . . , d and λ ∈ Λ, we write ξλj ∈

⊕

Λ Zd ⊆ Γ

for the function given by ξλj (λ
′) = δλ,λ′ej for λ′ ∈ Λ. Note that ξλj = βλ(ξ

1
j ) and

{ξλj : j = 1, . . . , d, λ ∈ Λ} generates the copy of
⊕

Λ Zd in Γ. Moreover, if L ⊆ Λ is
any generating set, then Γ is generated by

L ∪
{
ξ1j : j = 1, . . . , d

}
.

For further use, we note here that

(5.1) λ · (nξλ
′

j ) = nξλλ
′

j · λ

for all λ, λ′ ∈ Λ, all j = 1, . . . , d, and n ∈ Z.

Corollary 5.5. Adopt the assumptions and notations introduced in Construction 5.3,
and in particular set Γ = Zd ≀ Λ. Assume that Λ is amenable. Let F ⊆ Γ and
Λ0 ⊆ Λ be finite subsets, let n ∈ N and let η > 0. Then there exists a finite subset
E ⊆ Γ \ {1} such that, with ΛE =

⋂

γ∈E Λγ and π : Λ → Λ/ΛE the quotient map,
we have

(1) E ∩ F = ∅,
(2) there exists a map ϕ : Λ/ΛE → Λ satisfying π ◦ ϕ = idΛ/ΛE

and
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

{

t ∈ Λ/ΛE : λϕ(t) 6= ϕ(λt) for some λ ∈ Λ0 or ϕ(t) ∈
⋃

γ∈E

Λγ

}
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

< η · |Λ/ΛE|,

(3) pγ > n for all γ ∈ E.

Proof. Note that, by condition (5) of Construction 5.3 we have 1
[Λ:Λγ ]

< εγ and

by condition (3) we have that
∑

γ 6=1
1

[Λ:Λγ ]
< ∞. Denote by F(Γ) the (countable)

collection of all finite subsets E of Γ\{1} such that E∩F = ∅, pγ > n for all γ ∈ E
and

∑

γ∈E
1

[Λ:Λγ ]
< η/2. Then (ΛE)E∈F(Γ) is a countable collection of finite index

normal subgroups of Λ.
Let us show that for every finite set Θ ⊆ Λ there exists H ∈ F(Γ) such that the

quotient map πH : Λ→ Λ/ΛH is injective on Θ, in order to apply Lemma 5.2. Since
∑

γ 6=1
1

[Λ:Λγ ]
<∞, there is a finite set K ⊆ Γ \ {1} so that if K ′ ⊆ Γ \ {1} satisfies

K ∩K ′ = ∅, then
∑

γ∈K′

1
[Λ:Λγ ]

< η/2. Let θ1, θ2 ∈ Θ with θ1 6= θ2 be given, and

set θ = θ−1
1 θ2 ∈ Θ−1Θ \ {1}. Since the set K ∪ F ∪ {γ ∈ Γ: pγ ≤ n} is finite,

there exists hθ ∈
⊕

Λ Zd such that γθ := (hθ, θ) /∈ K ∪F and pγθ
> n. By property

(7) in Construction 5.3, we have πγθ
(θ) 6= 1Λ/Λγθ

and therefore πγθ
(θ1) 6= πγθ

(θ2).

Hence putting H := {γθ : θ ∈ Θ−1Θ \ {1}} yields a finite set in F(Γ) such that
πH is injective on Θ. By Lemma 5.2, there exists some E ∈ F(Γ) and a map
ϕ : Λ/ΛE → Λ such that πE ◦ ϕ = idΛ/ΛE

and
∣
∣
{
t ∈ Λ/ΛE : λϕ(t) 6= ϕ(πn(λ)t) for some λ ∈ Λ0

}∣
∣ <

η

2
|Λ/ΛE| .

Moreover, by definition of F(Γ) we have that
∑

γ∈E
1

[Λ:Λγ ]
< η/2, therefore

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

{

t ∈ Λ/ΛE : ϕ(t) ∈
⋃

γ∈E

Λγ

}
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤
∑

γ∈E

[Λγ : ΛE] =
∑

γ∈E

[Λ : ΛE ]

[Λ : Λγ ]
<
η

2
|Λ/ΛE|

and thus (2) is verified. �
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For positive elements a, b in a C∗-algebra A, we say that a is Cuntz subequivalent
to b (in A), written a - b, if there exists a sequence (dn)n∈N in A such that
limn→∞ ‖a − dnbd∗n‖ = 0. (We refer the reader to either [3, Chapter 2] or [13] for
surveys on Cuntz comparison and the Cuntz semigroup.)

We recall the following definition from [16].

Definition 5.6. ([16, Definition 2.1]). Let A be a unital C∗-algebra. We say that
A is tracially Z-stable if A 6= C and for every finite subset S ⊆ A, every ε > 0,
every a ∈ A+ \ {0} and every n ∈ N, there exists a completely positive contractive
order zero map ρ : Mn → A such that

(1) 1− ρ(1) - a, and
(2) for any x ∈Mn and b ∈ S we have ‖ρ(x)b − bρ(x)‖ ≤ ε‖x‖.

Given n ∈ N, let {ei,j}ni,j=1 denote a system of matrix units for Mn. Upon re-

placing ε by ε/n2 in the definition above, condition (2) can be equivalently replaced
with ‖ρ(ei,j)b − bρ(ei,j)‖ ≤ ε for all b ∈ S and all i, j = 1, . . . , n. We will use this
at the end of the proof of Theorem 5.8.

In practice, tracial Z-stability is easier to establish than Z-stability. For simple,
separable, unital, nuclear C∗-algebras, it is shown in [16, Theorem 4.1] that tracial
Z-stability is in fact equivalent to Z-stability, making it a useful criterion to apply
in concrete examples.

For a positive function a ∈ C(X) on a compact Hausdorff space X , we write
supp(a) for its open support, namely the open set a−1((0,∞)). The following is
implicit in the literature (it can be deduced, for example, from the arguments in
[21, Lemma 12.3]), and we isolate it here for later use.

Proposition 5.7. Let Γ be a discrete group, let X be a compact Hausdorff space,
and let Γ y X be an action with dynamical comparison. Let a, b ∈ C(X) be positive
functions satisfying

µ
(
supp(a)

)
< µ

(
supp(b)

)

for all Γ-invariant Borel probability measures µ on X. Then a - b in C(X)⋊r Γ.

We now come to the main result of this section: the crossed products of Joseph’s
actions are Z-stable. In particular, since they are also simple, separable, unital,
nuclear, and satisfy the UCT, these C∗-algebras are classifiable.

Theorem 5.8. Let Λ be a countable amenable group that is residually p-finite for
infinitely many distinct prime numbers p, and let d ∈ N. Set Γ = Zd ≀ Λ and let
α denote an allosteric action of Γ on the Cantor space X obtained following the
procedure described in Construction 5.3. Then, the crossed product C(X) ⋊α Γ is
Z-stable.

Proof. The crossed product is clearly unital, separable and nuclear. Since α is
minimal and topologically free, the work of Archbold–Spielberg [4] implies that
C(X)⋊α Γ is simple. Thus, by [16, Theorem 4.1], in order to establish Z-stability
for C(X) ⋊α Γ, it suffices to show tracial Z-stability. Throughout the proof, we
will identify a group element γ ∈ Γ with the canonical unitary uγ ∈ C(X) ⋊α Γ,
and will thus, for example, write Γ ⊆ C(X)⋊α Γ.

Let S ⊆ C(X) ⋊α Γ be a finite subset, let ε > 0, let a ∈ C(X) ⋊α Γ be a
nonzero positive element, and let n ∈ N be given. We begin by making a number
of standard reductions and simplifications in our setting. First, by [31, Lemma 7.9]
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we can assume without loss of generality that a ∈ C(X)+ \ {0}. Also, we may
assume that ε < ‖a‖/2. Using that C(X) and Γ generate C(X) ⋊α Γ, that C(X)
is the inductive limit of C(XF ) for finite subsets F ⊆ Γ \ {1}, and adopting the
notation introduced in Notation 5.4, we will without loss of generality assume that
there exist finite subsets F ⊆ Γ \ {1}, S0 ⊆ C(XF ) and Λ0 ⊆ Λ, and a positive
element b ∈ C(XF ) such that

S = S0 ∪ Λ0 ∪
{
ξ1k : k = 1, . . . , d

}
and ‖a− b‖ < ε.

By [13, Lemma 2.5], we have (b− ε)+ - a. Since (b− ε)+ ∈ C(XF ) is positive and
nonzero (the latter because ε < ‖a‖/2), upon replacing a with it we may assume
that a ∈ C(XF ). It is proved in [20, Lemma 3.1] that the action Γ y X is uniquely
ergodic, and we denote by µ the unique Γ-invariant Borel probability measure on
X . Upon replacing ε with min

{
ε, 12µ

(
supp(a)

)}
, we will assume without loss of

generality that

(5.2) µ
(
supp(a)

)
> ε.

Finally, upon replacing Λ0 with Λ0 ∪ Λ−1
0 , we will assume that Λ0 is symmetric.

Fix a natural number m ∈ N with m > 2/ε, and let η > 0 satisfy

η <
ε

2
(
1 + |Λ0|+ |Λ0|

2
+ . . .+ |Λ0|

m−1 ) .

Use Corollary 5.5 to find a finite subset E ⊆ Γ \ {1} with E ∩ F = ∅, such that
pγ > 2n/ε for all γ ∈ E and such that there exists a map ϕ : Λ/ΛE → Λ satisfying

(a) π ◦ ϕ = idΛ/ΛE
, where π : Λ→ Λ/ΛE is the canonical quotient map, and

(b) we have
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

{

t ∈ Λ/ΛE : λϕ(t) 6= ϕ(λt) for some λ ∈ Λ0 or ϕ(t) ∈
⋃

γ∈E

Λγ

}
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

< η |Λ/ΛE| .

With Y = Λ/ΛE and

Y0 =

{

t ∈ Λ/ΛE : λϕ(t) 6= ϕ(λt) for some λ ∈ Λ0 or ϕ(t) ∈
⋃

γ∈E

Λγ

}

,

use Lemma 5.1 to find a function f : Λ/ΛE → [0, 1] satisfying

(i) f(t) = 0 for all t ∈ Y0,
(ii) |f(λt)− f(t)| ≤ 1/m for all t ∈ Y and all λ ∈ Λ0, and

(iii) |{t ∈ Λ/ΛE : f(t) 6= 1}| ≤
(
1 + |Λ0|+ |Λ0|

2
+ . . .+ |Λ0|

m−1 ) |Y0|.

In particular, we get

(c) λϕ(t) = ϕ(λt) for all λ ∈ Λ0 and all t /∈ Y0.

Moreover,

(5.3)
|{t ∈ Λ/ΛE : f(t) 6= 1}|

|Y |

(iii)

≤

(
1 + |Λ0|+ |Λ0|

2
+ . . .+ |Λ0|

m−1 ) |Y0|

|Y |

(b)
<

ε

2
.

As in Construction 5.3, for any γ ∈ Γ \ {1Γ} we set

Aγ :=
{

ξ ∈
⊕

Λ

Z
d :

∑

λ∈q

ξ(λ) ∈ (pγZ)
d for all q ∈ Eγ

}

,
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which is a subgroup of
⊕

Λ Zd that is invariant under the restriction of β to Λγ .
Recall that we set Γγ := Aγ ⋊ Λγ and ΓE =

⋂

γ∈E Γγ , which are finite index

subgroups of Γ, and consider the finite Γ-space XE = Γ/ΓE.
Set P =

∏

κ∈F pκ. Given ξ ∈
⊕

Λ Zd, since pκξ · Γκ ⊆ Γκ, one checks that
pκξ · γΓκ ⊆ γΓκ for all γ ∈ Γ, and therefore Pξ acts trivially on Xκ for all κ ∈ F .
In particular, Pξ acts trivially on XF . Denoting by αF the action of Γ on XF , we
have

(5.4) αF
Pξ(h) = h

for all h ∈ C(XF ). Given x ∈ Zd, we write x1 ∈ Z for its first coordinate. Set
Q :=

∏

γ∈E pγ and define

W :=
{

(ξ, 1Λ)ΓE ∈ XE : ξ ∈
⊕

Λ

Z
d and

∑

λ∈Λγ

ξ(λ)1 ≡ 0 mod pγ for all γ ∈ E
}

,

which is a subset of the finite set XE .
Since E ∩ F = ∅, condition (1) in Construction 5.3 implies that Q and P are

coprime. Recall that in Construction 5.3, all the sets Eγ are assumed to contain the
identity Λγ ∈ Λ/Λγ, and thus the trivial coset Λγ belongs to Eγ for all γ ∈ Γ \ {1}.
Using this, we deduce that the sets

(jPξ1Λ1 )W

=
{

(ξ, 1Λ)ΓE ∈ XE : ξ ∈
⊕

Λ

Z
d and

∑

λ∈Λγ

ξ(λ)1 ≡ jP mod pγ for all γ ∈ E
}

,

are pairwise disjoint for j = 0, . . . , Q−1, and, by the Chinese Remainder Theorem,
their union is

Q−1
⊔

j=0

(jPξ1Λ1 )W =
{

(ξ, 1Λ)ΓE ∈ XE : ξ ∈
⊕

Λ

Z
d
}

.

A routine calculation shows that, for every λ ∈ Λ, one has

jPξλ1 λW = λ · (jPξ1Λ1 )W

=
{

(ξ, λ)ΓE ∈ XE : ξ ∈
⊕

Λ

Z
d, and

∑

λ′∈λΛγ

ξ(λ′)1 ≡ jP mod pγ for all γ ∈ E
}

.

Thus, we have

Q−1
⊔

j=0

(jPξλ1 )(λW ) =
{

(ξ, λ)ΓE ∈ XE : ξ ∈
⊕

Λ

Z
d
}

,

for all λ ∈ Λ, and it follows that XE can be written as the disjoint union

(5.5) XE =
⊔

t∈Λ/ΛE

Q−1
⊔

j=0

(
jPξ

ϕ(t)
1

)
(ϕ(t)W ).

Moreover, given k = 1, . . . , d and t ∈ Λ/ΛE with ϕ(t) 6∈
⋃

γ∈E Λγ , observe that

1Λ 6∈ ϕ(t)Λγ for any γ ∈ E, and therefore
∑

λ∈ϕ(t)Λγ

ξ1k(λ)1 = 0,
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whence

(5.6) ξ1kϕ(t)W = ϕ(t)W.

Dividing Q by n, find c ≥ 1 and r ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1} so that Q = nc + r. For
j = 0, . . . , n− 1, define

Rj =
{
j, j + n, j + 2n, . . . , j + (c− 1)n

}
⊆ N.

Note that |Rj | = c and that
⊔n−1

j=0 Rj = {0, . . . , nc − 1}. Now for each t ∈ Λ/ΛE

and each j = 0, . . . , n− 1, set

(5.7) XE,j,t :=
⊔

l∈Rj

lP ξ
ϕ(t)
1 ϕ(t)W

and

XR :=
⊔

t∈Λ/ΛE

Q−1
⊔

l=nc

lP ξ
ϕ(t)
1 ϕ(t)W,

with the convention that XR = ∅ if Q = nc. By (5.5) we obtain

(5.8) XE = XR ⊔
⊔

t∈Λ/ΛE

n−1⊔

j=0

XE,j,t.

We now proceed to define a linear map ρ : Mn(C) → C(XE) ⋊ Γ which, once
composed with the inclusion C(XE)⋊Γ →֒ C(X)⋊Γ, will be shown to satisfy the
conditions of Definition 5.6. Let {ei,j}

n−1
i,j=0 ⊆ Mn denote a system of matrix units

for Mn, which we index by i, j = 0, . . . , n− 1 for convenience. Define

ρ(ei,j) =
∑

t∈Λ/ΛE

f(t)1XE,i,t
u
P (i−j)ξ

ϕ(t)
1
∈ C(XE)⋊ Γ

and extend linearly to Mn. We claim that ρ is completely positive contractive and
order zero. To see this, first observe that

ρ(1) =
∑

t∈Λ/ΛE

f(t)1⊔n−1
j=0 XE,j,t

∈ C(XE)

is positive and contractive. Define a map ψ : Mn → C(XE)⋊ Γ by setting

ψ(ei,j) :=
∑

t∈Λ/ΛE

1XE,i,t
u
P (i−j)ξ

ϕ(t)
1

for all i, j = 0, . . . , n − 1 and extending linearly. Some tedious but nevertheless
routine calculations –the details of which we omit– then verify that ψ is a ∗-
homomorphism and that ρ(ei,j) = ρ(1)ψ(ei,j) = ψ(ei,j)ρ(1) for all i, j = 0, . . . , n−1.
We conclude that ρ is completely positive, contractive, and order zero.

It remains to show that ρ satisfies the conditions in Definition 5.6. In order to
prove that 1− ρ(1) - a, note first that

1− ρ(1) = 1XR
+

∑

t∈Λ/ΛE

(1 − f(t))1⊔n−1
j=0 XE,j,t

.

It is proved in [20, Lemma 3.1] that the action Γ y X is uniquely ergodic, and that
the unique Γ-invariant probability measure µ is induced by the normalized counting
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measures on each building block XF . Using at the fifth step that n/Q < ε/2 since
pγ > 2n/ε for all γ ∈ E, we deduce that

µ
(
supp(1− ρ(1))

)
= µ(XR) + µ

( ⊔

t∈Λ/ΛE

f(t) 6=1

n−1⊔

j=0

XE,j,t

)

=
|Λ/ΛE| · r · |W |

|Λ/ΛE| ·Q · |W |
+
|{t ∈ Λ/ΛE : f(t) 6= 1}| · n · c · |W |

|Λ/ΛE| ·Q · |W |

≤
n

Q
+
|{t ∈ Λ/ΛE : f(t) 6= 1}|

|Λ/ΛE|
(5.3)
<
n

Q
+
ε

2

< ε

(5.2)

≤ µ(supp(a)).

By [20, Lemma 2.4], the profinite action Γ y X has dynamical comparison, and
thus by Proposition 5.7 we conclude that 1− ρ(1) - a.

We proceed to verify condition (2) in Definition 5.6. Recall that we have assumed
that S has the form S = S0 ∪Λ0 ∪

{
ξ1k : k = 1, . . . , d

}
. Given h ∈ S0 ⊆ C(XF ) and

0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1, we have

hρ(ei,j) = h
∑

t∈Λ/ΛE

f(t)1XE,i,t
u
P (i−j)ξ

ϕ(t)
1

=
∑

t∈Λ/ΛE

f(t)1XE,i,t
u
P (i−j)ξ

ϕ(t)
1

αF

(j−i)Pξ
ϕ(t)
1

(h)

(5.4)
=

∑

t∈Λ/ΛE

f(t)1XE,i,t
u
P (i−j)ξ

ϕ(t)
1

h

= ρ(ei,j)h.

Next, let k = 1, . . . , d and 0 ≤ i, j ≤ n − 1 be given. Note that, in the group

Γ, we have ξ1k · ℓPξ
ϕ(t)
1 = ℓPξ

ϕ(t)
1 · ξ1k for all t ∈ Λ/ΛE and all ℓ ∈ Z, since the

factors belong to the (commutative) subgroup
⊕

Λ Zd. Using this, we see that for
t ∈ Λ/ΛE such that ϕ(t) 6∈

⋃

γ∈E Λγ , one has

(5.9) ξ1kXE,i,t =
⊔

l∈Ri

lP ξ
ϕ(t)
1 ξ1kϕ(t)W

(5.6)
=

⊔

l∈Ri

lP ξ
ϕ(t)
1 ϕ(t)W = XE,i,t.
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Using commutativity again, as well as the fact that f(t) = 0 whenever t ∈ Λ/ΛE

satisfies ϕ(t) ∈
⋃

γ∈E Λγ , we obtain

uξ1
k
ρ(ei,j) = uξ1

k

∑

t∈Λ/ΛE

f(t)1XE,i,t
u
P (i−j)ξ

ϕ(t)
1

=
∑

t∈Λ/ΛE

f(t)1ξ1
k
XE,i,t

u
P (i−j)ξ

ϕ(t)
1

uξ1
k

(5.9)
=

∑

t∈Λ/ΛE

f(t)1XE,i,t
u
P (i−j)ξ

ϕ(t)
1

uξ1
k

= ρ(ei,j)uξ1
k
.

Lastly, for elements λ ∈ Λ0 and 0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1, using at the seventh and tenth
steps that the sets XE,i,t, for t ∈ Λ/ΛE, are pairwise disjoint (see (5.8)), we get

uλρ(ei,j) = uλ
∑

t∈Λ/ΛE

f(t)1XE,i,t
u
P (i−j)ξ

ϕ(t)
1

=
∑

t∈Λ/ΛE

f(t)1λXE,i,t
u
λ·P (i−j)ξ

ϕ(t)
1

(5.1)
=

∑

t∈Λ/ΛE

f(t)1λXE,i,t
u
P (i−j)ξ

λϕ(t)
1

uλ

(5.1), (5.7)
=

∑

t∈Λ/ΛE

f(t)1⊔
l∈Ri

lPξ
λϕ(t)
1 λϕ(t)W

u
P (i−j)ξ

λϕ(t)
1

uλ

(i)
=

∑

t/∈Y0

f(t)1⊔
l∈Ri

lPξ
λϕ(t)
1 λϕ(t)W

u
P (i−j)ξ

λϕ(t)
1

uλ

(c), (5.7)
=

∑

t/∈Y0

f(t)1XE,i,λt
u
P (i−j)ξ

ϕ(λt)
1

uλ

(ii)
≈ε/2

∑

t/∈Y0

f(λt)1XE,i,λt
u
P (i−j)ξ

ϕ(λt)
1

uλ

=
∑

t/∈λY0

f(t)1XE,i,t
u
P (i−j)ξ

ϕ(t)
1

uλ

= ρ(ei,j)uλ −
∑

t∈λY0

f(t)
︸︷︷︸

<ε/2 by (i) and (ii)

1XE,i,t
u
P (i−j)ξ

ϕ(t)
1

uλ

≈ε/2 ρ(ei,j)uλ.

In particular, uλρ(ei,j) ≈ε ρ(ei,j)uλ. This concludes the proof. �
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[32] G. Szabó. Rokhlin dimension and topological dynamics. (Doctoral dissertation, Westfälische

Wilhelms-Universität Münster) (2015).
[33] A. Tikuisis, S. White, and W. Winter. Quasidiagonality of nuclear C∗-algebras. Ann. of

Math. (1), 185 (2017), 229–284.
[34] S. Thomas, and R. D. Tucker-Drob. Invariant random subgroups of inductive limits of finite

alternating groups. J. Algebra 503 (2018), 474–533.



ESSENTIAL FREENESS, ALLOSTERY AND Z-STABILITY OF CROSSED PRODUCTS 31

[35] A. S. Toms, and W. Winter. Minimal dynamics and K-theoretic rigidity: Elliott’s conjecture.
Geom. Funct. Anal. 23 (2013), no. 1, 467–481.

[36] J. L. Tu. La conjecture de Baum–Connes pour les feuilletages moyennables. K-theory 17

(1999), 215–264.
[37] B. Weiss. Monotileable amenable groups. Amer. Math. Soc. Transl. (2) 202 (2001), 257–262.
[38] S. White. Abstract classification theorems for amenable C∗-algebras. Proceedings of the

ICM, to appear. arXiv:2307.03782 (2023).
[39] W. Winter. Structure of nuclear C∗-algebras: from quasidiagonality to classification and

back again. Proceedings of the ICM - Rio de Janeiro Vol. III. Invited lectures (2018), 1801–
1823.

Eusebio Gardella, Department of Mathematical Sciences, Chalmers University of

Technology and University of Gothenburg, Gothenburg SE-412 96, Sweden

Email address: gardella@chalmers.se

Shirly Geffen, Mathematisches Institut, University of Münster, Einsteinstr. 62,

48149 Münster, Germany

Email address: sgeffen@uni-muenster.de

Rafaela Gesing, Mathematisches Institut, University of Münster, Einsteinstr. 62,

48149 Münster, Germany

Email address: rgesing@uni-muenster.de

Grigoris Kopsacheilis, Mathematisches Institut, University of Münster, Einsteinstr.

62, 48149 Münster, Germany

Email address: gkopsach@uni-muenster.de

Petr Naryshkin, Mathematisches Institut, University of Münster, Einsteinstr. 62,

48149 Münster, Germany

Email address: pnaryshk@uni-muenster.de


	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. Essentially free actions and almost finiteness in measure
	4. Actions on finite-dimensional spaces and groups of polynomial growth
	5. Joseph's allosteric actions and Z-stability of their crossed products
	References

