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SHRINKING TARGETS ON BEDFORD-MCMULLEN CARPETS

BALAZS BARANY AND MICHAL RAMS

ABSTRACT. We describe the shrinking target set for the Bedford-McMullen carpets, with targets
being either cylinders or geometric balls.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENTS

1.1. Introduction. The shrinking target problem is a general name for a class of problems, first
investigated by Hill and Velani in [12]. This class of problems is related to other distribution type
questions (mass escape, return time distribution), it also appears in the number theory (Diophantine
approximations, as an example the classical Jarnik-Besicovitch theorem can be interpreted as a
special shrinking target problem for irrational rotations).

The setting is as follows. Given a dynamical system (X,7T') and a sequence of sets B; < X, we
define

I'={zeX;T'ze B;io.}

and ask how large is the set I'. The size of the shrinking target set we will describe by calculating
its Hausdorff dimension. For any Borel set A, let

H5(A) = inf() |Ui[* : A< | JU; & |Ui| < 6}

Then the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure of A is H*(A) = lims_,o+ Hj(A). We denote the Hausdorff
dimension of A by

dimg A = inf{s > 0: H*(A) = 0}.
For further details, see Falconer [§].

The answer to the shrinking target problem will, naturally, depend on the sets B;, one usually
chooses some especially interesting (in a given setting) class of those sets. After the original paper of
Hill and Velani [12], this question was asked in many different contexts, let us just mention expanding
maps of the interval considered by Fan, Schmeling and Troubetzkoy [10], Li, Wang, Wu and Xu [20],
[25], Liao and Seuret [22], Persson and Rams [24] and irrational rotations studied by Schmeling and
Troubetzkoy [27], Bougeaud [7], Fan and Wu [I1], Xu [28], Liao and Rams [21] and Kim, Rams and
Wang [17].

All the examples above are in dimension 1. In higher dimensions there appears a significant
technical problem: the maps are not necessarily conformal. The dimension theory for nonconformal
dynamical systems is lately very rapidly developing, but we will be mostly interested in the subclass:
the dimension theory of affine iterated function systems. In this class there are several examples of
systems for which we can exactly calculate the Hausdorff dimension of the attractor, the simplest
of them (and the one we will investigate in this paper) are the Bedford-McMullen carpets, [6], [23].
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We should also mention examples considered by Lalley and Gatzouras [19], Kenyon and Peres [16],
Baraiiski [1], Hueter and Lalley [14], Barany [2], as well as the generic results of Falconer [9], Solomyak
[26], Béardny, Kdenmaki, Koivusalo [3] and Barany, Rams and Simon [4] [5].

The Bedford-McMullen carpets are defined as follows. Let M > N > 2 integer numbers and let
llcggg%. Moreover, let S be a non-empty subset of {1,..., N} and for every a € S let P, be a
non-empty subset of {1,..., M}. Denote

Q ={(a,b):ae Sbe P,}.

T =

Let us denote the number of the elements in the sets S, P,,Q by R,T,, D respectively. For every
(a,b) € Q let

r+a—1 y+b—-1
F(a,b)<$7y) = < N ) M ) .
By Hutchinson’s Theorem [I5], there exists a unique non-empty compact set A such that
A= ] Fap®). (1.1)
(a,b)e@

This construction gives us an iterated function system, to obtain a dynamical system (repeller of
which will be A) we need to take the inverse maps F(;lb) : Flap([0,1]%) — [0,1]2

Let us now go back to the shrinking target problem. There are two important results for the
shrinking target problem in a higherdimensional nonconformal settting. Koivusalo and Ramirez [18]
investigated a general-type self-affine iterated function systems (Falconer and Solomyak’s setting)
and obtained an almost-sure type result using the Falconer’s singular value pressure function, the
shrinking targets in this paper are cylinder sets. Hill and Velani [I3] investigated a special type of
Bedford-McMullen carpet (with @ = {0,...,N — 1} x {0,..., M — 1}), their method might be also
applicable to a more general class of product-like Bedford-McMullen carpets (where for each choice
of a the number of possible choices of b, (a,b) € D is the same).

In this paper we will present an answer to the shrinking target problem valid for all Bedford-
McMullen carpets, with the shrinking target chosen as either cylinders or geometric balls.

1.2. Main theorem. Now, we state the main theorem of this paper. Let
T(x,y) = (Nz mod1l,My mod 1) (1.2)
be a uniformly expanding map on the unit square. Then it is easy to see that A (defined in (1.1]) )

el et ] o [1300] ML) Moreover,

is T invariant. Let P be natural partition, i.e. P(z,y) = [
let

n—1

Polw,y) = (| TFP(T*(x,y)) (1.3)
k=0

Denote the simplex of probability vectors p = (pap)(apeq by T, i.e.

YT={peRY: pp> & ) pap=1
(a.b)eQ

Define for a probability vector p = (pa)(apeq) the Bernoulli measure v, = {B}N , define also its

h(vp) = h(p) = = > Paplogpap
(a,:b)eQ
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entropy and

hr(yg) = hr(B) = - Z( Z pa,b) IOg( Z pa,b)

aeS beP, beP,

row-entropy. Let us define the dimension of p as follows,

h(p) + (r = Db (p)

dim(p) = log 37
Moreover, let
m(a,7) = min{l, (1 + «)/7}
M(a,7) = max{0,1—-(1+a)/7} =1—-m(a,7).

Now, we introduce the 6 different quantities, depending on probability vectors. We call these
functions dimension functions.

di(p_) = dimp_,
N m(a, T)h(p_) + M(a,7)h,(p,)
3 (p_opy) = (1+ «)log N =
N m(a, T)h(p_) + M(a, 7)h(p,) + (T — Dhs(p,)
45 (p_spy:Py) = (1 + a)log N ’

m(o, T)h(p_) + M(a,T)h(gl) + (17— 1)hT(Q2) + a(r — 1)hr(]3+) +a(l—1/7)H
7(1 + a)log N ’
m(a, T)h(p_) + M(a, T)h(p,) + (T — Dh(p,) + (T + a)(T — 1)hr(g+) +a(l—-1/71)H
7(T 4+ a)log N

dz(ﬂ_’BI’]zQ?B_i_?H) =

d?(ﬂ7781’g27£+,H) =

)

d6(2+) = dim]g+,
and let

Do(p_.p,,p,,p, k) =minidi(p ),d5(p_,p,),d5(p_,p,.p,)di(p_.p, P, 0. ), d5(p_.p,, 0,0, h),ds(p. )¢
17522724 1 1722 1722724 1722724 +

Theorem 1.1. Let z,, be an arbitrary sequence of points on A and let f : N — N be an arbitrary

function such that lim,,_,4 @ =a>0. Then
dimpg{ye A:T"y e Pt (xn) infinitely often} = max Ba(g_,gl,yg,gr, 0).

PP Py, €T
Let us denote the geometric balls on R? centered at z and with radius r by B(z, ).

Theorem 1.2. Let pu be an ergodic, T-invariant measure such that suppu = A. Let x,, be a sequence
of identically distributed random variables (not necessarily independent) with distribution p and let

r: N RY be an arbitrary function such that lim,_,4 7;(1)5;1(\7) =a>0. Then

dimpy{y e A : T"y € B(z,,r(n)) infinitely often} = max Ba(gi,gl,&,&r, H),
P_sPypyP €T

where H = {log T\ Naj+1d1(T,Y).

For the heuristic explanation of the result we refer the reader to Section 3.
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2. SYMBOLIC DYNAMICS

Let us denote by ¥ the space of all infinite length words formed of symbols in Q, i.e. ¥ = QN.
Let ¥* denote the set of finite length words, i.e ¥* = (J"_, Q™. Usually, we denote the elements
of ¥ by i,j and we denote the elements of ¥* by 7,7, h. For an i = ((a1,b1), (az,b2),...) € ¥ and
n = m > 1 integer, let i, = ((am,bm), ..., (an,by)). For1e ¥* and i€ ¥ (or 7€ ¥*), let 7 (or 77) be
the concatenation of the words. We use the convention throughout the paper that for a nonnegative
number p ¢ N, i) := i|,|, where |.| denotes the lower integer part.

For 7= ((a1,b1),..., (an,by)) € X%, let

C@) = {j = ((a},}), (a5, by),...) 1 aj, = a and b, = b for k =1,...,n}.

Moreover, denote B(7) the approximate square that contains 7 = ((a1,b1),. .., (an,by)) and has size
NI, That is,
B@) = U U C( J+17b/[ J+1) (anvb/n)))'
b'l%mEPal%m s Fan

Denote the cylinder of length n containing i = ((a1,b1), (a2,b2),...) € ¥ by Cp(i), i.e
Cn(i) = C(i[f) and By (i) = B(i[}).
For any 7 = ((a1,b1), ..., (an,by)) € £*, let
F; = F(al,bl) C 0L (g, by):
Let us define the natural projection from ¥ to A by «. That is,
m(i) = hm F‘n(O 0).

Let us denote the left-shift operator on ¥ by o. It is easy to see that ¢ and T are conjugated on
A ie.

moo=Tom. (2.1)
Let f: N+— N be a function such that
lim Jn) _ a>0. (2.2)
n—a0 n

Let {j,} be a sequence in ¥ and let T (f, {jn}), I'B(f, {jn}) be the set of points which hit the shrinking
targets {Cf(,)(jn)} and {Bjy(,)(jn)} infinitely often. That is,

To(f, {jn}) = {i€ T : 0" € Cpny(jn) 10.} and
Tp(f,{jn}) = {i€ £ : 0" € Byn(in) i0.}.

In other words,

c(ftia) = (1 U o7 (Crn(in) and T (£, ) - By (). (23)

TDS
i

For a visualisation of 07" Cfp)(jn), o (n)(Jn), see Figure

Theorem 2.1. Let {j,} be an arbztmry sequence in X, and let f : N — N be a function such that
lim,, o fgf) =a>0. Then

dimg 7l (f, {jn}) = max Da(gi,gl,&,ﬂyO). (2.4)
P_sPy Py €T
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FIGURE 1. Symbolic representation of holes at nth iterations defined by cylinders and
balls. That is, the sets 0" Cjn)(jn) and 0= By () (jn)-

Theorem 2.2. Let f : N — N be a function such that limn_,oo% = a > 0 and let {j, =
((agn), bgn)), (agn), bgn)), ... )} be a sequence in ¥ such that lim,,_, 4 m Zi(:}(n)/-r log Ta;(cn) =H.
Then

dimg 7Tp(f,jk) = max 4Da(g_,g1,g2,]_7+,H). (2.5)
P_py:PyP €T

3. HEURISTICS

The statements of our results might on the first glance look a bit strange and complicated, but
they have a simple geometric meaning.

Fix some n > 0 and consider the set I',, of points that hit the target at time n. In symbolic
description, I';, consists of points that have prescribed symbols on positions a;,7 =n+1,...,n+ f(n)
and bj,j =n+1,...,n+ 771 f(n) (in the ball case) or on positions a;,i =n+1,...,n+ f(n) and
bj,j=n+1,....,n+ f(n) (in the cylinder case). Let p_, p1, p2, p+ be some fixed probabilistic vectors
on D.

We will define a probabilistic measure p, = p,(p—, p1, p2, p+) the following way. We will demand
that (a;, b;) is independent from (a;, b;) for all @ # j, and that the distribution of (a;, b;) is given by p_
for i < min(n, 77 (n + f(n))), by p1 for 77H(n + f(n)) <i < n, by pa for n + f(n) <i < 71n+ f(n),
and by py for i > ™n + f(n). If we are in the ball case then we still have to describe b; for
n+ 77 f(n) <i < n+ f(n), at those position we have already prescribed the value of a; and we
distribute b; choosing each of available values of b; € P,, with the uniform probability 1/7,.

Given m, we define the local dimension of u, at a point j at a scale N™™ by

. log fin(Bm ()
i (tin,§) = T mlogN

Then, everywhere except at a u,-small set of points, we will have that the local dimensions of p,,
at scales N~ corresponds to the dimensions values d; as follows:

mi<n me=n+f(n) my=1n+ f(n) mg=7(n+ f(n)) ms=71(n+ f(n)) me>»n+ f(n)
dl(p—) dg(p—apl) dg(p—vpbp?) dg(p—»PlaPQa]%) dg(p—vpl7p2ap+) dﬁ(p-l-)
For a visual representation of the approximate squares at level m;, see Figure [2| and Figure

Moreover, one can check that, again everywhere except at a u,-small set of points, the local minima
of dy,(n,j) happen at (some of) the scales my, ..., mg. That is, for m; < m < m;;1 we have
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my=f(mM+n my=~f(nN)+m my=71(f(n)+n) ms = 1T (f(n) + ™)

M

FIGURE 2. The representations of balls at scale m; and the probability measure g,

in the case a > 7 — 1.

my<<n my=f(nN)+n my=f(n)+m my=rt(f(n)+n) ms = 1 (f(n)+1N)
,,,,,,, n S &Y - -
| TP 1P
f(n)+n n @+n f(n)+n
T T

FicUrE 3. The representations of balls at scale m; and the probability measure g,
in the case a < 7 — 1.

din (pin, §) > min(di, (pn, §), dmg (0, 3)) — €(n),

where €(n) is small for n large.

The rest of the paper is divided as follows. In the following section we will define a class of measures
(piecewise Bernoulli measures) which are a generalization of the measure p, defined above, and we
will check some basic properties of such measures. In particular, all the statements presented in this
section without proofs will follow from results of Section 4. We will also present the basic properties
of entropy and row entropy, which will let us significantly simplify the statements of our results. In
Section |5, we will prove the lower bound estimation for the dimension of the shrinking target set.
Idea of proof: for a proper choice of {n;}, we will construct a piecewise Bernoulli measure supported
on the set of points that hit the targets at times {n;} in such a way that around each scale N~
this measure will be similar to fi,,. In Section [6], we will prove the upper bound estimation. Idea of
proof: for any n we will construct a cover for all the points hitting the target at time n. Again, the
construction of this cover will be closely related to the measure u,, though this relation might be
difficult to explain right now. We finish the paper with the examples section.

4. ENTROPY AND PIECEWISE BERNOULLI MEASURES

4.1. Piecewise Bernoulli measures. We define the piecewise Bernoulli measures on ¥ as follows.
Let Q(k) be an arbitrary sequence in Y and let m; be a sequence of positive integers. Let us denote

Z];:l mgq by Si with the concept Sy = 0. Then we call p piecewise Bernoulli if

o0
p= Hm, where n, = p™ if £ € (Sy_1, Sk] -
l

Lemma 4.1. Let B(k) be a sequence of probability vectors in Y and let my be a sequence of integers
such that

o]
dimpt < oo (4.1)
k=1
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Let v be the piecewise Bernoulli measure corresponding to the sequences Q(k) and my. Then there
exists a set Q with () = 1 such that for every sufficiently smalle > 0 and for every i = (i1,i2,...) €
Q there exist K = K(e,1) such that for every k = K and every emp_1 < m < my

ﬁ{£—1+2q1mq,.. m+2q tmg tig = 5} k)

—p; | <¢€ and

m

<E.

‘Mﬁ—qumq7n+LHWZ?N%:u—j}_dM

Proof. We prove only the first inequality, the proof of the second one is similar.
Let us recall here Chebyshev’s inequality. Let Xi, Xs,... be independent, uniformly bounded
random variables. Then for every € > 0

]:P) <
i=1

2, X~ Z E(X
where C' is some constant depending on the uniform bound and & > 0.
Let us fix € > 0. Let A, . be the set of i € 3 such that

HO =14 30 mg,...,m+ 30 my : =3} _

C
> ns) S 3 for all n > 1, (4.2)

- ;> e
Then by (&2),
A C
#Amp) < 5
Hence,
mi mg
C C(l-e)
A < — < .
2 ( _U m,k) _Z m2 e
M=emp,_1 m=emp—1
Since the series Zzo:l m,;l is summable, by Borel-Cantelli Lemma the assertion follows. O

Letie ¥ and ¢ > 1. Let k,£ be integers such that Sk 1<qg<S;and 75/_1 < q <78y, then

n

=1 k-1 q
‘)):H H Par,br H P, - HpaT IT I & [T ». @3

r=Sp_1 r=q/T n=0+17r=S,_1 r=SL_1

Lemma 4.2. Let C' < T° be compact set and let {B(k)}iozl be a sequence of prob. vectors such that
B(k) € C for all k = 1. Moreover, {my}{_, be a sequence of integers such that (4.1) hold. If ju is the
piecewise Bernoulli measure corresponding to my, and Q(k) then for p-a.e. i

¢ log (B, (1)) _

I
llgglcg —Si log N

l(k)— n n

L St mah(p™) 4 (/7 = Sy-1)h@) + (Sary = Se/7Vhe (0) + o1 muhe (p)
ki—o0 Sk log N ’
(4.4)

where £(k) is the unique integer such that TSyg)—1 < Sk, < 7Syx), and

. (0)—1
f g 108 #4(Brs (1) _ S e mah(e™) + X mh (p0) + (7S, Sk(ey—1)hr(p®))
t—o —T7Splog N £—0 7S¢ log N

I

(4.5)



8 BALAZS BARANY AND MICHAL RAMS

where k({) is the unique integer such that Sy—1 < 7S¢ < Sy()-

Proof. We prove only equation (4.4]), the proof of (4.5) is similar and even simpler.

By ([4.3),

LWk)-1 5, o Se(k)
n(Bs, (i) = P, H b0, T1 o2 H H P
n=1 r=S,_1 r= Sé(k) 1 r=Sg/T k)+1r= Sn-1

Let £ > 0 be arbitrary, but fixed. Let K = K(e,i) > 0 be the constant defined in Lemma and let
us assume that ¢(k) > K + 1. Thus,

log u(Bs;, (1) _

—Si log N
0(k)—1 n n Sp/T ¢ S ¢
Zn(:)f( mnh(ﬂ( )) + Zfz:é(kHl mnhr(ﬂ( )) - ZTi{S@(k)ﬂ lo gp((z,«)b,« - Zri(?k/T Ing( ) ,
—C's (4.6)
Sy log N
and
log 4(Bs,, (1)) _
—Silog N
0(k)—1 n n Sy/T ¢ S ¢
Sl mah ™) + Sy mahe (p) = S logpl), = 31 logpl) N
Sk log N
Sk P )
—_— 4.
+ SklogN+C€’ (4.7)
with some constant ¢’ > 0 and P = — minpe(; ming p log p, p. There are three possible cases,
o if TSg(k) 15 Sk TSg(k) 1+ Eng(k) 1 then by Lemma.
Sk/T , Se(k)
- > logp((lr),br — Y. logplf) < emygy—1P + (Syy — Sk/m)he (p) + mye <
T:SZ(k)fl T:Sk/T
(Sk/™ = Sey-0) @) + (Seqy = S/ (p) + (1 + P)Sie
and
Sy/T , Se(k)
— 3 10gp?, = D) 0g ) = (Sewy — Sk/The(p®) — me =
T:Sg(k)_l T‘=Sk/7'

(Sk/T = Sey-1)h(P) + (Sey = Si/T) e (p)) — €S, max h(p).

L] Similarly, if TSg(k) - ETmE(k)—l < Sk < TSg(k)

(Sk/T = Sey—1)h() + (Sey = Si/T)ha(p)) — S, mag,ih r(p) <

pe
Sy /T , Se(k)

=X lomnyy, = X losn{) <
r=Sp(k)—1 r=Sg/T

(Sk/T = Sery—1)R(PD) + (Sey — Sk/T)he(01D) + (1 + P)Spe, (4.8)
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e and if TSZ(k)—l T ETMy(k)—1 < S < TSg(k) — ETMy(k)—1 then

Sy /T So(k)

(Sk/T — Sg(k),l)h(g(f)) + (Ser) — Sk/T)hr(g(Z)) - - 2 logpl(i)’br — 2 logp((ﬁ) < 2e8;.
r=Sp(k)—1 r=Sk/T
Equation (4.4) follows from the fact that the choice of € was arbitrary. ([

Lemma 4.3. Let C < T° be compact set and let {Q(k)}z@:l be a sequence of prob. vectors such that

Q(k) € C for all k = 1. Moreover, {my}}_, be a sequence of integers such that (4.1) hold. If ju is the

(k

piecewise Bernoulli measure corresponding to my and p ) then for p-a.e. i

1 B,(i : .
i ing 084 BaD) o [ 0848 (0) e log (B, (1)) ]
g—o  —qlog N k—oo —SgplogN ' t—o —71Sylog N

Proof. Let € > 0 be arbitrary small but fixed. Let i € Q and let K = K(i,¢), where the set Q and
the constant K = K(e,1) defined in Lemma Let k, £ be integers such that Si_1 < ¢ < S and
751 < q¢ < 75p. We may assume that ¢ > K + 1.

Ifge (Sk—l, Sp_1 + amk_l) then

logu(By(i)) _  logu(Bs,,(1)) 1 logu(Bs, (1))

—qlogN = —(Sp_1 +emy_1)logN ~ 1+ —Sp_1logN ’ (4.9)

Similarly, if g € (7S¢—1,7S¢—1 + eTmy—1) then
log u(By(1) 1 logpu(Brs, (1)) (4.10)
—qlog N 1+e —78i_1logN
So without loss of generality, we may assume that
Sp_1+emp_1 <qg<Spand 7Sp_1+etmy_1 < q<T18).
By Lemma and ,
log 1(By (1) _
—qlog N

S mah(p™) + (g/7 = Se-)h(P®) = 3¢ ogph) + X524y mahe (0) + (g = Sk-1)he(p®) ”

qlog N

where C’ depends only on € > 0 and the compact set C' but independent of ¢q. If g € (7.5, —
eTmy_1,7S¢) then the right hand side is greater than or equal to

log p(By(3)) _ S Mnh(p™) + T fy by (p) + (18 = Si-1)h (p)

> - 4.11
—qlog N 7Sy log N e, (4.11)

where C” > C’ but depend only on € > 0 and the compact set C'.
On the other hand, if g € (7Sy—1 + eTmy—_1, 7S¢ — eTmy_1) then by Lemma

log 1(By (1)) _

—qlog N

S e mah(p™) + (q/7 — Se—1)h(p®) + (Sp — a/T)he () + EZ) 1 mnhy (p™) + (g — Si—1)he (p®))
qlog N

—CEe.
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Clearly, the right hand side of the inequality is either strictly increasing or strictly decreasing in g,
thus

log j(By (i) _ {Z,‘;—JK mah(p™) + (a/7 = Se1)h(p")

min
—qlog N~ q=Sk_1,7S¢1,5k,7S qlog N

+(Se —q/T)h (p(e ) + Zn 41 Mnhor (p( )) + (g - Skl)hr(p(k))} —Ce. (4.12)

qlog N

Hence, the statement of the lemma follows by Lemma (4.9),(4.10),(4.11), (4.12) and the fact
that the choice of € > was arbitrary. O

4.2. Notes on entropy and coverings. Let p Pp be the unique measure with maximal entropy, let
be the measure with maximal entropy among the measures with maximal row-entropy, and let p P,
be the measure with maximal dimension. That is,

1
1 1 7
(a.b)eQ “ (a:b)ed Za’eS TaT (a,b)eQ
The first two formulas are obvious. The proof for the third one can be found in [6, Theorem 4.5] or
alternatively [23] Theorem on p. 1].
Lemma 4.4. The functions p — h(p), p — h.(p), p — dim(p) are continuous and concave on Y.

Proof. Proof is straightforward. O

Given 0 < z < log R let
Y(z) = max{h(p) : h,(p) = 2},
and for 0 < z < log D
©(2) = max{h,(p) : h(p) = z}.

Lemma 4.5. The functions a — (a), a — p(a), a — %}[_1)“ and a — % are concave

on their domains. Moreover, hy(p,) < hr(p,;) < hr(p,) =log R and h(p,) < h(p,) < h(p,) =log D
and equalities hold if and only if T, takes only one value for all a € S.

Proof. First, we prove the concavity of 9. It is easy to see that for any p € T, h(p’) = h(p) and
h,(p') = hr(p), where

p/ — pra7b — pi
a,b Ta Ta‘

Hence,
Y(z) =z + max{z palogT, : — Z Palogp, = 2}.

aesS aesS
However,

max{z polog T, @ — Zpalogpa =z} = maX{Z polog Ty @ — Zpalogpa >z}
aesS aesS aesS aesS
Indeed, the < direction is trivial. Let #; = f{a € S : T, = minges Ty} and o = {a € S : T, =
maxges To . If {pa}aes is a maximizing vector such that — > _¢pqlogp, > 2z then by choosing
Pa— 0/, ifast. Ty, =mingegTy;
pfl =< pa+0/ta, ifast. T, =maxyesTy;
Pa, otherwise
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w(a)

log(D) |

hip )+

h

pP_)L

i i g
he(py) he(p,) log(R)

FIGURE 4. The graph of the function ¢ on [h,(p,)),log R].

we have >, ¢pologTy < D ,cqPylogT, and — 3. o, logp), > z for sufficiently small choice of ¢,
which contradicts to the assumption that {p,}.es is a maximizing vector.
Therefore,

q(z1) + (1 = Q)Y(22) =

gz1+ (1 —q)z + max{z qpa + (1 — q)p) log T, : — Zpa log pq = 21, — Zpglogpg > 29} <
aes aes aes

g21+(1—q)ze+max{ )| qpa+(1—q)p,log To : — Y. (qpat+(1—q)p,) log(qpa+(1—q)p,) = gz1+(1—q) 22} =

aesS aesS
Y(gz1 + (1 — q)22).

The concavity of ¢ follows by the fact that ¢(¢(2)) = 2 for 2 € [h,(p,,), log R].
The proof of the second statement of the lemma follows from simple algebraic manipulations. [

For the graph of the function 4 on [h,(p ),log R], see Figure

Let us denote the symbolic space formed by only the row symbols by = = SN and the set of finite
length words by £* = | J)°_, S™. Let II be the natural correspondence function between ¥ and = (and
between X* and =* respectively). That is, for i = ((a1,b1), (a2,b2),...) € X let II(i) = (a1, a9,...)
(and for 7 = ((a1,b1),...,(an,by)) € X* let 11(7) = (a1, ...,ay)).

For a finite word 7 € ¥* and for 7 € Z* let us define the entropy of 7 and row-entropy of 7 as follows.
Let us denote the frequency of a symbol (a,b) and a row-symbol a in 7 and 7 by

Van(7) #{k=1,...,17 : (ak,br) = (a,b)} and va(7) = Hek=1,.. ’j]||j| Dag = a}.

7l
We can also define the frequency of rows for finite words 7 € X* in the natural way,

Ua(i) = Ua(H(i)) = Z Ua,b@)‘

beP,

And let for 7€ ¥* and je =*

h(7) = — Z Ua,b(i) log Ua,b(i)v he(2) = — Z 0o (7) log va () and hy(7) = — Z va(7) log va(7)-

(a,b)eQ aeS aeS
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Lemma 4.6. For every € > 0 there exists N = 1 such that for alln = N and every h < log D and
h, <log R
#{1e Q" : h(7) < h} < e™h+e)
and
t{7€S™: h(7) < hy} < enlrte),

Proof. We prove only the first inequality, the proof of the second one is analogous.
Let W = {pe Y :h(p) <h}. Then

{1e Q" : h(7) < h} = g {1€ Q" : vap(D)n = qay) for (a,b) € Q}.
(4(a,b)) (a,b)e@ENP

Z 9(a,b)=N
(a,b)eQ

_ q(“»b) log q(a!b) gh
(@be@ " "

For any g, € N with Z(a,b)EQ da) =T

ﬁ{i eqQ": 'Ua,b(i)n = 4(a,b) for (aa b) € Q} =

n!

[T q@pn!
(a,b)e@Q
By using Stirling’s formula, there exists C' > 0 such that for every k > 1

Kk Kk
c1Z 7 =V2rk < k! < C?k*/%k'

Thus, for any g, ;) € N with Z(a beQ dab) =1 and with — q(?{b) log q(«;b) <h
’ (a.b)eQ

) (a b)

n! n!

_ ! CD+1\/>6 nZ(ab)EQ log CD—',—I\/Eenh‘
1—[ q(a,b)! 1—[ q(a,b)'
(a.)eQ (a:b)eQ
q(a,p) =1

On the other hand, #{(¢(a,p))(ab)c0 € NP 3 q(a p) =N} < (n+]1::))+1). Hence, for every € > 0 one
a,b)e

( b
can choose N > 1 such that for every n > N

{Z c Qn C (7 (TL + D+ 1) CD+1\/ﬁenh < en(h+a).

]

Lemma 4.7. For every z € [hr(BD),log R] and for every € > 0 there exists N > 0 such that for
every n > N

#1e Q" : he(1) = 2} < nV(E)He),
Moreover, For every v € [h(]gR),log D] and for every e > 0 there exists N' > 0 such that for every
n > N’

HI{T € Q" : h(7) = x} < "¥@)+e),

Proof. By Lemma 1(z) is monotone decreasing on the interval [h,(pp),log R]. So, if h,(7) = z
then h(z) < ¢ (h,(7)) < (2). Thus, the statement follows by Lemma [4.6] O

Lemma 4.8. Let V,, be a set of finite length words with length n. Denote the number of approximate
squares with side length N™" required to cover V = | Jicy, Bn(7) by V,,. Then

Vi<tGe Qg =aliy 4{f e SMUYD LGl L) = T )
The proof is straightforward.
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4.3. Properties of the dimension functions. Let

Ty i= {pe T 0(h (@) = hip) & hr(p) > ()}
and let

O := {(7 1Py Pys P ) (Tw) the(p_) € [hr(ﬂp)’hr@d)]’ hr(ﬂl) € [hr(p_),log K]
and h,(p_ ) € [ (p,),log R]} ;

where p,p, and p, are defined in (4.13)).
Lemma 4.9. For any h =0

max b ,D. DD S h) = max b ,D.,DosP L h
o 525 oy o(p_,py: Py, 5 h) o o e a(P_spysDysp o h)
Proof. Tt is easy to see that Da(g_,gl,&,&,h) is monotone increasing in h(p,) and h.(p,) for
i = — 1,2,+. Thus, for fixed h,(p,) the value of D, can be increased by replacing h(p;) with
(P (p,))-

1
On the other hand, since v is continuous and concave with maxima at h.(p ), if hy(p,) = he(
for some ¢ = —, 1,2, + then the value of D, can be increased by replacing hr(gi) with h,(p

replacing h(p.) = ¥(h,(p.)) with log D = h . Thus, we’ve shown that
placing h(p,) P, g Pp

p,)

7

p)» and

max  Dy(p ,p,,p,p.,h) = max Dalp_,p,s0,,0.,h).
P_:PyPyP € (0212 = ) (p_spyopyop, )E(Ty) ol U275+ )

Now, let (p_,p,,p,.p,) € (Ty)* be arbitrary. Since the function a % is a concave

function with maxima at a = h,(p,) and a — ¢(a) is strictly decreasing on [h,(p,,),log R], if b, (p ) >
hr(gd) then by choosing p’ = (1—¢)p_ +ep,, we get that d; v, Py Py: P ) > d; (7 ’917]32773+> for every
i=1,...,5. Thus, EQ(Q’,BI,QQ,BJF) Dalp_,p;>Py,p, ) and we may assume that h,(p_) < hr(p,).

Now, suppose that h,(p,) < hr(p_) < hr(p,;). Then h(p,) > h(p_) and dimp, > dimp . Thus,
Da(gl,gl,&,&) > Da(g_,QI,QQ,QJr). Hence, we may assume that h, (pl) hy(p_).

Finally, if hr(&r) < hr(gd) then d;(p_ XY NY ) < di(p ,pl,pz,%l) for i = 4,5,6, which implies
that Do (p_,p Py p,) = Da(ﬂ—’£l’£2’£+) Thus we may assume that hr(p_ ) = he(p,). O

Denote the maximizing subset of © by @‘])\‘;[H, ie.
H
max  Da(p’,p), 0, P H) =Dalp_.p,pyp,, H) for every (p_,p,.p,.p,) € Oy
(P’ P} PP, )€©
Lemma 4.10. If (B—’Bl’g2’ﬂ+) € O} and a > 0 then BQ(BJB1’BQ7B+’H) <dimp,. In particu-
lar,p #p, # P,

Proof. Suppose that dimgd = ﬂa(ﬁf’ﬂl’ﬂz’ng) for (p_ N RYNY ) € @ . Then P, =P_ =D,
otherwise Dy < dimp,. By Lemma {1.5| and Lemma h(p,) < h(gd) But then

h(ﬂd) + (T - l)hr(ﬁg) o . . .
(7 T a)log N > d3(p,,p,»p,) = dimp, implies that (t—1)h(p,) = (t+a=1)h.(p,) > (T—1)h.(p,),

which implies by Lemma [4.5 that A (p,) < h(p,). Thus,

rhip) + (7 + @)~ Dho(p,) +0l —11H o ((r = DH - 7h(p,))
(7 + a)log N - amey 72(17 + ) log N

ds < <dimp,,
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since H < max, log T, < h(gd) clearly. This contradicts to D, = min;—y,_e{d{'}. O
Lemma 4.11. If (B—’Bl’EQ’BJr) € @‘])\‘/’IH and Ba(g_,gl,gz,&r,ﬂ) = dimg+ then
dlmg+ = d?(ﬂ7781’£2ag+7H)'

Moreover, if Ba(ﬂ_v&’ﬂz’ﬂJrvH) = di(g_,gl,QQ,QJr,H) for i = 4,5,6 then h(&) = h(ng) and
hr(p,) = he(p_ ), i-e. p, =p_ can be chosen.
Proof. Suppose that MaX(p pp! ' )eO Dalp_,pyspysp  h) =dimp . Ifhe(p,) < hr(p,) and dimp <
min{dg (p), d{(p)} (where p = (p_,p ,p,,p,)) then by taking ¢ > 0 sufficiently small and B/Jr such

that hy () = (1= )he(p,) + cha(p,) and*ft(g; ) = (he(p,)), we get

dimp, <dimp/, <min{d5(p'),dj(p)} < min{d5(p),ds(p)},

where p’ = (B—’Bl’&’]g:r)‘ This contradicts to p € @%’[H. Thus, either d¢(p) = dimg+ or di(p) =
dimp _orp =p, Butby Lemmam p, # p, and therefore dimp = min{dg, d}}.

Next, we show that dim P, = dg. Contrary suppose that dj = dim p, < dg. Simple manipulations
shows that

1 h(p,) — h Thy(p h(p,) — hr h(p,) — h-(p
T—1 T—1 log M log M log M log M =t

Thus, if df = dimBJr < dg then

T+ (dg‘ — dimp ) _ h(p,) — hr(p,) _ hp,) — hr(BJr).
T—1 + log M log M

Hence, hy(p,) < hr(p,). Indeed, if hy(p,) = h.(p ) and h(p,) — hr(p,) > h(p,) — hr(p,) then
¥(hr(p,)) = h(py) > h(p,) = ¥(h:(p, )), which contradicts to the fact that ¢) monotone decreasing on
(e (ppy); log R]. But if hy(p,) < hr(p_ ) then the value of df can be decreased and df can be increased

0<

by increasing h,. (132) (the value dim P, does not change), which contradicts to (p_, Dys Py ]3+) € @E\X/’[H,

and shows the first assertion of the lemma.
On the other hand, if df = dg' = dimp_ then by (4.14)

h(py) = he(py) = h(p.) — he(p_)-
Since 1) is monotone decreasing on [h(p d), log R], the proof is complete. O
5. LOWER BOUNDS
Proposition 5.1. Let f be a function defined in . Then, for any RV IRV NV Te
dimg 7o (f, {ir}) = Palp_,p;: Py P, 0).
where {ji} is an arbitrary sequence.

Proof. Let g = 1 be arbitrary but fixed integer and let {ns} be a sequence of integers numbers such
that

k—1
lim 2= _ 0 and (5.1)
k—o0 Nk

Nokr1 > T2ngy for all k > 1. (5.2)

Let IV be the set for which
I'={ieX: 0" tieCu,, ,)(ny_,) forall k>1}.
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Clearly, I" < T'c(f). We divide the proof into two cases.

Case I: @ > 7 — 1. Observe, that in this case m(a,7) =1 and M («, 7) = 0, thus p, does not play
any role.
Let

e}
p=1Tne
/=1

be a measure supported on I, where 7, a probabilty measure on @ such that

gy )engy_y+10 L E (nap—1,m2k-1 + f(n2k-1)];
Py if £ € (nog—1 + f(nok—1), Tnok—1 + f(nak—1)],
=13 Py if £ € (Tnoj— 1+f(n2k 1); nok]
Q(m), if £ € (T™ngy, 7™ ng],
P if £ € (7Y% nok, nok41],
where m = 0 ,q and
m _ (1 m> m

p p.+—p 5.3
- < )=t q— (5:3)

By (5.1) and Lemma it is easy to see that

. log (B, _, (1)) :
h;?l)lcgf il N dimp (5.4)

. Jog u(Brnye_, (1)) h(p_)
| f - == .
e —Tnog_1log N Tlog N’ (5.5)
1 n n i h(p
lim inf 08 1By + f(nzir) (1) — A, (5.6)
k—0 —(n% 1+ f(nog—1)) log N (1+a)log N
k—o0 —T(nzk 1+ f(n2k 1)) log N 7(1+ a)log N
k—oo —(TNok—1 +f(n2k 1))10gN (1 + a)log N
k= —T(Tnok—1 + f(n2k: 1)) logN 7(T 4+ a)log N

= di 1
k—>OO —nNok IOgN ps (5 O)
" : h + Smlon=1r _ 1)p(pm) + 7 = Dh, (m)
o i 08 A (Brrng () (p,)+ 201 (T = 1Dh(p™) (r—1) (%5.12)

k—oo —TMngilog N T log N
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For the comfortability of the reader, we give details to (5.7]), the proof of the other equations is
similar. By Lemma 4.2

lim inf 108 1(Br(nyy +1(ni—1)) (1)) _
k—w —T(nog—1+ f(nok-1))log N

el ((7- — Dnae1h(p,) + (n2e — Tnoe—1 — f(nae—1))h(p, ) + 20 o 7" (7 — 1)n2€h(ﬂ(m)))
lim inf
k00 7(nog—1 + f(nax—1)) log N

Sl (nagsr — TInae)h(p ) + (7 — Dngg—1hr(p,) + (7 — 1)f(n2k—1)hr(p+)>

_I_

7(ngk—1 + f(nak—1)) log N

The statement follows by (2.2) and (5.1]).
Now we show that the formula in (5.11) can be bounded below by min{dimp_,dimp_} —O(1/q).

By using the continuity of the entropy, we have that |k, (p™) — h,(p™*1))| < O(1/q) and thus,

hp,) + Sny 7 = DR(p™) + 77 (7 = 1he (p™)

7™M log N
hp,) + 05 (7T = DAE™) + (= DRy @) — N7 = DA (™)) + (7 = DA 0Y)
7™ log N =
dimp + Stz — 1) log M dim p(™ o) m_q
7™ log N D log N

By the concavity of the entropy and the dimension,
dim p(™ > <1 — m) dimer + dimp = min{dimer, dimp },
p q p q D p p_

which implies that

mngy, (1 dimp, + 3" 7= (7 — 1) log M dim p(™
lim inf log fi(Brmny (1)) P, + 2nm1 ( ) p

> —0(e) = min{dimp _, di ~0(1/q).
minf == T g N () = min{dimp, ,dimp_}-0(1/g)

(5.12)
Equations (5.4)-(5.11)) and (5.12) together with Lemma imply that dimg 7lc(f) = dimpg I >

Dalp_;py>py,p,-0) — O(1/q), and since ¢ > 1 was arbitrary, the assertion is proven.
Case II: « <7 —1. Let

a0
p=1Tne
/=1

be a measure supported on IV, where 7, a probabilty measure on ) such that

nok—1 + f(nox—1) nae1]
- b

Py if £ e( . ,
Oy )engyy+10 I € E (nop—1,m2k-1 + f(n2x-1)],
o= { P if £ € (nog—1 + f(nok—1), Tnok—1 + f(nak—1)],
P, if £ € (Tnok—1 + f(n2k—1), nak]
Q(m), if £e (T™ngy, 7™ ng],
]2_ lf g € (an2k7 f2k+1 +f(n2k+1)]a
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where m =0, ...

10g fu(Brnyy,_y+fnyy_p) (1))
lim inf

n T o)
koo—2k17_2k110gN

lim inf 10g,u(Bn2k 1+ f(nag— 1)<i>)

k=0 —(ngk—1 + f(nax—1))log N
10g 11( By, (1))

lim inf
1}21021 —nok_1log N
.. ,log /’L(BTT’Qkfl (1))
lim inf
k—o0  —TNok—1 IOg N

lim inf log (B 7 (n2k—1+f (n2p— 1))(i))
ka0 _T(an 1+f(’l7,2k 1)) logN

lim inf logu(Bm% 1+ f(nag— 1)(i))

k—own —(Tngk—1 + f(nog—1))log N
log/"b( T(Tnog—1+f(nok— 1))(i))

lim inf
k—oo —T(Tnog—1 + f(nak—1))log N
1 B i
k—o  —ngilog N
1 Bm i
lim inf Og:u'( n2k(1)>
k—oo  —TMngy IOg N

,q and Q(m) as in (5.3). By (5.1) and Lemma we get that

dimp , (5.13)
14a 1+
) h(p() ; (al) logN) ), .
Lh(p_) + She(p_) + (1 — H2) ho(p))
2 v (5.15)
1t+a 1+O‘ T—1—=a)h,
Fhp) + (1= T)I’;;p;[) 1= hlp,) (5.16)
l+ayp 1— 1+a h 1A, T — 1)ah,
tep(p ) + (1 - L2) <£>+ @flogN) &) + (7~ Vehrlp)
H—ah +(1— 1+a h -1 hr
h(p_) + ( . +a)) 15211)v (= Dhelpy) (5.18)
Eeh(p ) + (1= HE2) h(p) + (1 = Dha(p,) + (7 = (7 + &)he(p, )
7(7 + ) log N (5-49)
dimp (5.20)

h(p,) + s 7T = Dh(p™) + 777 = Dk (pt™) (5.21)
7™ log N ’ '

Now, we show that (5.15) and (5.16) cannot attain Dy (p , PPy P, 0). A simple algebraic calcula-

tion shows that

b )+ (- ) hepy) _ 2hle ) + Shee ) + (1 ) helpy) 5.22
(14 «a)log N - log N (522
On the other hand, if
e ) + (1 142) hp) + (1 - a)hu(p,)
Tlog N =
[ FEh(p) + (1= E2) hip)) + (1= Dhe(p,) HE2h(p ) + (1= 52) he(p,) 5 93
i (1 + a)log N ' (1+a)log N (5.23)
then
S+ (122 ) < (0 ey
Thus,

HAh(p_) + (1= 22) h(p,) +

(1 —1—=a)h.(p,) Lapp )+ (1 - 1) h(p,)

Tlog N

(1+ a)log N ’
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and by (5.23) we have h(p,) < h,(p,), which is a contradiction. Hence,

HE2h(p ) + (1= E2) h(p,) + (1 — 1 = a)he(p,)
Tlog N
. HTah(B_) + (1 1+a) h(pl) (7 1)hr(122) HTah(B_) + (1 - HTQ) hr(&)
mln{ (T + a)log N ’ (14 a)log N }

=

(5.24)

By Lemma[4.3] the inequalities (5.22)), (5.24)) with the equations (5.13)-(5.21]), and (5.12) imply that

dimp 7o (f, {jk}) = dimpy I = Da(p_, p,,py:p,,0) — O(1/q). Since ¢ > 1 was arbitrary, the proof
is complete. ([l

Proposition 5.2. Let f be a function defined in (2.2) and let {ji = ((agk), bgk)), (aék), bgk)), )} isa
: 1 f(n) _ o
sequence on X such that lim,, Fa=T7) Zsz(n)/T log T‘lin) = H. Then, for any P_sPsPy D, € T
dlHlH 7TFB(fy {jk}) = Da(ﬂ_vglagyy_p H)

Proof. Let q 1 be arbitrary large but fixed integer and let {ns} be a sequence of integers numbers

such that ( and . hold. Let IV be the set for which
I = {ieX: 0" i€ By, )(ny ) forall k> 1},

Clearly, IV < T'g(f, {jx})- Just like in the proof of Proposition we divide the proof into two cases.

Case I: a > 7 — 1. Observe, that in this case m(«,7) = 1 and M (o, 7) = 0, thus p, does not play
any role.
Let p = [],~1 n¢, be a measure supported on I, where 7, a probabilty measure on @Q such that

Oling gy yer A LE (nanoy mapoy + HE2=1)],
f(nog—1)

f—trog g — 1 2k—1)

(7/)jn2::27k1 T e (ngpoy + L2 gy fng)),s
Ne=13 Py if £ € (nogp—1 + f(n2k 1) Tnok—1 + f(nor—1)],
P, if e (tngp_1 + f(n2k 1), N2k
B(m), if £ € (T™ngy, 7™ ng],
P if £ € (799%, nok+1],
= (m) — _m m
where m =0,...,q,p ( q>g++qgiand
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It is easy to see by Lemma and (b.1)) that equations (5.4}, (5.5), (5.6, (5.8]), (5.10) and (5.11))

hold for the measure p. The only the differences occur at the following positions

. hp_) fr(r—1) < a
. IOg’u(ank (121 1) (1+%)logN’ T s
lim inf = rta 2o (5.25)
F=% (s + M) log N T2h(p_) + —2h,(p_) frir—1)>a
(14 %)log N ’ ’
ning 1980 B @) AR+ = Dlelpy) e~ Dhlp,) el ~H
k—oo —T(ngk—1 + f(n2k-1))log N 7(1 + a)log N
T log t(Br(rngp_ 1+ f(nar_1)) (1) _ h(p_ ) + (= Dh(p,) + (T + a)(T = 1)h, (p )+ a(l— 1/(3'5)27)
k—o —T(Tngk—1 + f(ngk-1))log N 7(T + a)log N

For the comfortability of the reader, we give the details for (5.26)). Similarly to the proof of equation

(4.4), by Lemma we get

_— log #(Br (g, + £ (nzr—) (1) _
k—a0 _T(an 1+ f(ngk 1)) logN
h(p_) + (1 — 1)hr<Bg) +a(r — 1)}17”(12_,_) .. f(nog—1)(1 = 1/7) Xues Ua(jnzmlﬁgzzziig/r) log T,
+lim inf
7(1+a)logN [ Tnaees & Fnan 1)) Tlog N

But by the assumption on {jx} and (2.2,

o (k1) (1 = 1/7) Ses valing [Jn ) ) 108 T (1 — 1/7)H
m = .
el T(nan—1 + f(nap_1)) log N 71+ a)log N

h
It is easy to see that the right hand side of ([5.25)) is greater than m;)%)g]\/ in both cases. Thus,

one can finish the proof like at the end of the proof of Case I of Proposition

Case II: o < 7 — 1. Let u = [[;2; m, be a measure supported on I, where n, a probabilty
measure on () such that

nog—1 + f(nog—1
b € ( ( ) s n2k—1]s
o )enge e L€ (n2kog magoy + L02=)],
flngk—1)
ety g — 2 2k—1)
— (7/)jn2::27k1 T it e (oo + L0 gy 4 flne)],
Py if £ € (nog—1 + f(n2k 1) Tnog—1 + f(nog—1)],
P, if £ € (Tnog—1 + f(nor—1), nox]
Q(m), if €€ (T™ngy, 7™ ng],
. if £ € (T99%, nok+1],

Wherem:O,...,l/a,B(m) = <1—%)g++%g and
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By Lemma one can prove by similar argument that equations (5.13)), (5.14)), (5.15)), (5.16)), (5.18]),
(5.20) and (j5.25)) hold. Moreover,

fim g AP A Brin 1+ £ (B)
k=0 =7 (ngk—1 + f(n2k-1))log N
Lap(p )+ (1 - H2) h(p) + (r = Dhe(p,) + a(r = V)b, (p,) + (1 - 1/7)H

T

5.28
7(1 4+ o) log N (5.28)

T 10 11(Br(rngy s+ f(nar—1)) ()

k- —T(Tnog—1 + f(nok—1))log N
app )+ (1 - E2) h(p,) + (t = Dh(p,) + (1 + a)(T — 1)hr(]3+) +a(l—-1/7)H 20
7(T + o) log N (5:29)
h

Since the right hand side of ([5.25) is greater than % in both cases, by (5.22)) and ([5.24))
and Lemma the proof is complete. O

6. UPPER BOUNDS

Let p = (3—781’22’Q+) € @%’[H. For the tuple p € @']:\“/’[H, let Ao(p) ={ie{l,...,6}:d¥(p,H) =
Do(p,H)}. We decompose the proof of the upper bound into several cases according to wether
a > 7 — 1 or not and to the maximal elements of A,(p). We note that we will handle the shrinking
targets in case of balls and cylinders together.

Let us note here that we slightly abuse the notations in the upcoming lemmas. We denote the
maximizing set and the maximizing vectors for shrinking sequence of cylinders and for shrinking
sequence of approximate balls in the same way, but in general, they might be strictly different.

6.1. Case a = 7 — 1. We note that in this case Py does not play any role. Moreover, observe that

di > he) = d5(p) (6.1)
e (1+a)logN 2 p '
for every p_ with hy(p_) € [hr(pp), he(p,)]- Thus, p_ must be equal to p,, for (p_,p,.p,,p_ ) € G)%H.
Lemma 6.1. Let p e @%’[H be such that max A,(p) = 2. Then

log D
8 Pa(p)

dimpr wleo(f. i) < dimp 75 (£ AD) < 7 o = Po

for every sequence of {ji}.

Proof. Observe that for every sequence of {ji}, Tc(f, {jx}) € I's(f, {jx}) by definition. It is easy to
see that

Uﬁn(Bf(n)(Jn)) < U Bn+f(n)(ijn)‘

[z]=n
Thus, by Lemma |4.8
o0
Hiv—iorro (T B(f, (§k}) < D DTN+ ),
Then, for arbitrary s > d$(p) = ﬁiﬁg}v, we have H*(n'p(f,{jr})) < oo, which implies the

statement. m
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Lemma 6.2. Let p € O5" be such that max An(p) = 3. Then
dimp 7Lo(f, {jr}) < dimg 7TB(f, {jr}) < d3(p) = Pa(p)

for every sequence of {ji}.

. : / _(1_ 1 _

u/lfﬁ(:lently smfxll and p, € Ty, Slfh ‘,chat hg(&) —a(l / E)h,«(g&) +ehy (%R) /and h(;gZ? = ¢(ﬁ,« (p,))- Let
p = (BD’£1’122’B+) € O then d§(p’) > d§(p), d5(p") = d5(p) and d§(p’) < d;(p’) for j = 4,...,6.
This, implies that either if d§(p) = d$(p) and p, # Pp, then we can choose another p € @i‘/’[H such

that max A(p’) = 2 (and apply Lemma or if d3(p) > d§(p) then p, = p,,.
So, without loss of generality, we may assume that

o logD + (1 —1)log R
Da(p) = d5(p) = (T +a)log N

Proof. If max A,(p) = 3 then we may assume that Py = Pp- Indeed, if Py # Pp then we can take ¢

Trivially,
o BN e U Brarsmal{™9).
[2|=n.[7]=(T—1)n

Hence, by Lemma

a0
Mot s (P B(f, {in})) < D D"RO-InN=slrntitn),

log D+(t—1)log R m

which implies the statement by taking arbitrary s > rra)Tog N

Lemma 6.3. Let p € 05" be such that max An(p) = 4. Then
dimg 7Co(f, {ir}) < di(p,0) = Da(p,0)

for every sequence {ji}. Moreover, if {ji = ((a(lk), bgk)), (agk), bgk)), ... )} is a sequence on ¥ such that

1 f(n)
lim ————— logT ) = H
B - 1m, & T

then

Proof. Fix p = (p N RYRY ) € G)EH such that max A,(p) = 4. Similarly to the beginning of
EoLplyly

Lemma either we can choose p # p’ € @%H such that max A(p’) = 2 (and apply Lemma or

Py =D, =DPp So without loss of generality, we may assume that

_logD+ (1+a)(r—1)log R+ a(l —1/7)«

B 7(1 + o) log N ’

where * is 0 in case of cylinders or H in case of balls.
Obviously,

Do (P, *)

o "(Crmny(in)) S U BT(n+f(n))(fjk\{(n)3)-
[2|=n,[7l=(7—1)(n+f(n))
and
o " (B (n)) S U Bt sy @ikl H7).
[2l=n,[3l=(T—1)(n+f(n))

|h|:f(n)(l_1/7):H(ﬁ)=H(j|§EZ§/T)



22 BALAZS BARANY AND MICHAL RAMS

Then by Lemma
a0

HN T(r+£( r))(WFC f’Jk Z D(n+f(n ))]\[—87'(n+f(n))7

and by the assumption on the sequence {j;} for arbitrary € > 0 taking sufficiently large r

o0
H 10 (TTB(f38)) < Z D RE—D(n+f(n) o f(n)(1=1/7)(H+e) pr—s7(n+f(n))

n=r
Since ¢ > 0 was arbitrary, by taking s > D, (p, *) + Ce (with some proper choice of C'), the statement
follows. O

Lemma 6.4. Let p e @%/’IH be such that max Ay (p) = 5. Then

dimpg WFC(f? {Jk}) < d?(p, 0) = DOL(I)v 0)

for every sequence {ji}. Moreover, if {ji = ((a(lk), b(k)), (agk), bék)), ...)} is a sequence on ¥ such that

1 i)

m — log T () = H

n—w f(n)(1—1/T) k= )/ ay,
then

dimpg 7T (f, {ir}) < d5(p, H) = Da(p, H).
Proof. Again, we may assume without loss of generality that P, =DPp Indeed, if P, #Pp then by
Lemma 4.5/ one can take ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, ]79’+ =(1-— 6)£+ +éepp, and p = (Bf’BI’BZ’BJr) such
that d;(p’) = d;(p) for i = 2,3,4; da(p, %) < d2(p/,x) < d6( ") < dg(p). Thus, either there exists
p € @?\‘4’ such that max A(p’) < 4 (and apply Lemma Lemma or Lemma orp. =pp
So without loss of generality, we assume that
log D + (1 — 1)h(g2) +(r—1D(t+a)logR+ a(l —1/7)=
7(T + a)log N ’

ﬂa(p7 *) = d?(pv *) =

where * is 0 in case of cylinders or H in case of balls.

If d§(p) > d§(p,*), di(p,*) > d5(p,*) and p, # p,, then by Lemma one could take e > 0
sufﬁciently small, pl, € Ty such that h.(p)) = (1 —€)h.(p,) + eh-(p,,) and h(p,) = ¥(h.(p,)) and
P = (p, P, Py P ) € © such that h(p,) < h(p,), hr(p,) > he(p), d§(p) > d§(p') > dg(p',*) >
dg(p, ), d3 (p, *) > dg(p', =) > dg(p’, =) > dZ(p, *) and d§(p) = d$(p’). Thus, either we can reduce
to the case max A(p’) <2 or

if p, # p,, then either d§(p) = d5(p, *) or dj(p, *) = d5 (P, *). (6.2)

Let € > 0 be arbitrary but fixed. Let
Vo = {7€ QU071 h(@) > hip,)} (6.3)
‘/O,n — {j c Q(T—l)n : h(f) < h(]z2)} . (64)

We give two covers for =" (C(n)(jn)) and o~ (B (Gn))- Since Vo1, U Von = QU D", we have

)

ﬁ|=n73€V—1,n |ﬂ=n,jeV0,n
|Al=(r—1)(rn+f(n))
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and
Uﬁn(C ( )) c U B (7- f(”)fh B =3 f(")*h
fn)Jn)) = ™+ f(n) ZJl<c|1 J ) U U T(T’n+f(n))(2.]k‘|1 J )
[1]=n,J€V_1n [7]=n,7€Vo,n
|h|=(r—1)f(n) |h|=(7—1)(rn+f(n))
Similarly,
o (B (n)) € ( U Brtrw (ij{(n)9)> U U Br(rn gy @kl 7
[o|=n3€V_1,n [o|=n,7€Vo n, || =(T—1)(7n+f (n))
17 |=F () (1=1/7):T1F)=TIGI )
and
o™ (Bpiy (jn)) < U Besw@el{™m) |U U Br (et () (k1]
[1]=n,3€V_1n [1]=n,7€ Vo, n,|A|=(7—1)(Tn+ f(n))
Ihl=(=1)f(n) 7= (M) (1=1/7)1F)=1GI () )
Applying Lemma [£.6] and Lemma [4.7] we get for sufficently large n that
A(V_1,) < ]1(92 £ BD) . en(T—l)(hr(BQ)"FE)’ (6.5)
tﬂ/On < en(Tfl)(h(E2)+€)' (66)
Thus, by Lemma ,
0
N . WFC 2 Cen ( =~ BD) . Dne(T—l)nhr(BQ)—s(Tn+f(n))10gN+

D?‘LR(TT’L-‘rf(n))(T—l)6(T*1)7Lh(92)787'(7'n+f(n)) log N) _

oo
3 Cen (11@2 4 p, )N EHEEE)=S) | N—T<m+f<n>><d§<p,0)—s>)

n=r

o0
s (xTo(f 2 ( #p,)- Dn RS (M E=1) (r=1)nhe(p,)=s7(n+f(n)) log N,

D’I”LR(TTL-Ff(n))(T—l)6(T*1)ﬂh(£2)78’r(7’n+f(n)) log N) _

0
3 e (1@2 #p )N TH E @) N—T(m+f<n>>(d§<p,0)—s>)

Similarly, by the assumption on {ji}
e}
Himr (T (f 4ir) < 3 e (1@2 # p )N~ @)= N*T(mw(n))(dg(p,mfs)) ,
and
o0

LT ) < 3 e ( # p )N T @O N—T(rn+f(n))(d?(p,H)—S)>,

n=r

7h)

"73h)
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where C' is a constant independent of n. Thus, by taking s > D, (p, *) + C'e, we get
HY (7Le(f, {ik})), B> (7L s(f, {ik})) < o0,

which implies the assertion by the arbitrariness of e. (I
Lemma 6.5. Let p € ©5" be such that max An(p) = 6. Then
dimp 7T (f, (i}) < dimp, = Da(p,0)

for every sequence {ji}. Moreover, if {ji, = ((agk), bgk)), (agk), bgk)), ...)} is a sequence on ¥ such that
1 %)
lim ——— logT )y = H
n— 1-1 a
YT 1), 2 T

then
dlmH WFB(f,jk) < dlmg+ = Ba(p7 H)

Proof. By Lemma dg(p,*) = de(p). Moreover, by similar argument at the beginning of

Lemma [6.4]

if di (p,*) > dg(p) then either d3(p) = ds(p) or p, = p,,. (6.7)

Let € > 0 be arbitrary and let ¢ > 1 be arbitrary integer but fixed. Let V}, ,, be as defined in (6.3])
and (6.4) for £ = —1,0. Now, we define a sequence of probability vectors gf). Precisely, let

ok k . ~
P = Prt (1 - q) p, and let p*) such that h,(p®)) = h, (™)) and h(p®)) = v (h,.BF))), (6.8)

Tk Tn —_
Vi = {7 800000 GEGEED ) < e (pf)) and

,Tj ™ n y — .
Bl T ) = @) for 1< < k1. (6.9)

Moreover, let

7 Tk— n n 7Tk n n —
Zpon = {Ze =D (n+f(n) . hr(ZITkEJ,ﬁf)()n))) < (D) and

77'j n n y — .
PG ) = B TY) for 1< j < k=1, (6.10)

For a visualization of the covers V; ,, and Z ,, see Figure [5| and Figure @
It is easy to see that

q
o CrmyGn) € | U Brassa @l U U U Brrtrns s Giell @) |,
ll= k=112[=n,7eVo,n
JEV-_1,n heVi n

and

k=1|2|=n,JZk »
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g=f(n)+m T(f(n)+1n) 2 (f(n) + ™) re (f(n)+ 1)
A+t |7 g g E
M btimns1 E ; E
n @ wn f(m+n

FIGURE 5. Visualization of the cover Vj , defined in .
g =t (f(n)+n) ? (f(n) +n) o (f(n) +n) (f(n) +n) 1=

-
-
-
-
=

bl \ R B R HH R R

nHHE nHHAE

FIGURE 6. Visualization of the cover Z, ,, defined in (/6.10)).

Similarly
o " (Bymy(n)) € U Bewssron @™ |
|i|=n,jEV_1,n
! £()
U U BT kE(rn+f(n (Z-]k?| jh) ’ (611)
k=1 [7|=n,7€Vo,n,h€ Vi p,
7 |=F () A=1/7):I0F)=TIGIE S )
and
! )/
—e n)/Tz—
(B (dn)) U U Bk (nypny) @kl 1)
k=1 |5|=n77€an
[hl= (n)(1=1/m):T0(R) =TI _ )
By Lemma [4.8]

0

Hiy— (xTe(f, {ir})) Z (Dn.ﬁHV_Ln. N-s(mfm)

Fh=1(r T —s7"(tn n
DI v ) N e )))’ .

k=1
and
6]
My (nTa(f5}) < D] (Z D"t Zn T ) iz, Ziﬁ?ﬂ’})&))-N‘””"*“””),
o (6.13)
where

VI ={1e Q" " :7=7" for some 7€ V}.
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By applying Lemma [4.6| and Lemma we get that for sufficiently large n

i Hk—l(mﬁ(n ATV K f(n) (m+f(n))(2§;ll T =) (b V) +e)+7E (T 1) (e (0 V) +e))
i Rlek =t (et f(m) S ’
(6.14)

/\

< TN (S P DR k) ) (e ) 4e))

(6.15)
By the continuity of h,, i.e. |h, (QS{“)) — hy (Qf_l))ﬂ < O(1/q), simple algebraic manipulations show
that

tZali Iz ?tf-i—f)()n))

Z - 1 (] 1)) + Tk_l(T — l)hT(Bgf_l)) =
2 (77 = DR@Y ) + 71 = D209 he 090D + (= DA (o) <
i (r—1 dlmp(] Diog N + (7 — 1)k, (p )—I—O(l/q)(T—l)( o<
(F —7) dimp log N + (7 — 1)h.(p, ) + O(1/q)(7 — D(rF1 —1), (6.16)

where in the last inequality we used that h,(p d) < h.(p +) < hy (BS’_’“)) and therefore dim p, = dim BT)
by the concavity of dimension. Thus,

oo
M- (7T (f, {ie}) Z (10, # py) - POz og N

q
eT(rn+f(n)) log N (dg (p,0)—ds (p)) Z e(des(p)—S+C'(€+O(1/Q)))Tk(Tn+f(n))10gN> =
k=1

[e's) q
) (1@2 4 p,) - (BEICES) i) loeN | Y e(dcs(p)—s+0'<s+0<1/q))>rk(rn+f<n)>logzv) . (6.17)
— k=1

and

© q
1 (7T (f, Gk})) Z ( DT D+ f()he(p, )—7ds(p)log N Z e(dg(p)—s+C/(€+O(1/q)))Tk(n+f(n))10gN> _
k=1

" q
Z (NT S0 0,0, 0, 0)- 2 —s+C"(e+0(1/9)) 7 (Tn+ f(n ))logN>. (6.18)

n=r k=1

Similarly,

N (TCB(f,{in})) <

q
Z (]l(pz £ BD) . 6(d§‘(p)+0’573)(7n+f(n))lOgN + Z e(d6(p)S+C’(5+O(1/q)))7'k(‘rn+f(n))logN) ) (619)

n=r k=1
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FIGURE 7. The backward cover Wj, ,, defined in (6.23).

and

Hoyr (7T (£, Gin})) <

i (Nf(dz(p7p1,p+,p+,H)dﬁ(p))(n+f(n)) ) Zq: N(dﬁ(p)—s-i-C’(a-&-O(l/q)))’rk(n+f(n))) . (6.20)

n=r k=1

By Lemma if d§(p) = ds(p) then p, = p. and therefore dff (2—’91’8+’2+’ H) = dg(p). By (6.2)),
if df(p) > ds(p) and p, # p,, then d3(p) = de(p). Then by choosing s > dgs(p) + C'(e + O(1/q)), we
get H*(nLp(f,{jn})), H*(xTc(f, {jr})) < oo0. Since ¢ > 0 and ¢ > 1 were arbitrary, the statement

follows. O

6.2. Case a <7 — 1.
Lemma 6.6. Let p € 0% be such that max An(p) = 1. Then
dimy 7T (f, (i}) < dimp 7T p(f, {ix}) < dimp, = Da(p, *)
for every sequence of {ji}.
The proof is straightforward.
Lemma 6.7. Let p € ©%" be such that max An(p) = 2. Then
dimy 7lc(f, {jr}) < dimpg 70p(f, jr) < d3(P) = Da(p, *)

for every sequence of {ji}.

Proof. If p, # p, and max As(p) = 2 then for sufficiently small ¢ > 0 one can take p and p’ =
(37,13’1,32,&) such that hr(g’l) = 8hr(QR) +(1— 5)hr(]21) and h(B’l) = ¢(hr(B’1)) such that d;(p) =
di(p’) and d$(p) < d$(p’) < d;(p’) < d;j(p) for all j > 3. Thus, either there is p’ € @?\‘;[H such that
max A(p’) < 1 (and we apply Lemma or p, = pp.

On the other hand, if p_ # p, and di(p) > d3(p) then one can take p’ and p’ = (2’_,31,927B+)
such that Ay ) = (1— &)h(p_) +ch(p,), he(pl ) = o(h(p)), di(p) > di (') > d5(p') > d(p) and
ds(p’) < d;(p’) for j = 3 for sufficiently small £ > 0. But this contradicts to the assumption that
pe @%’IH. Thus,

if p # p,, then di(p) = d3(p). (6.21)

So without loss of generality, we assume

mh(p )+ (1 —m)logR

Da(p, *) = d3(p) = ’(’1 o) log N ,

where m = (1 + a)/7.
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Let ¢ > 1 be arbitrary but fixed integer and let ¢ > 0. We give a cover for 0" (Bj,)(jn)). Let us
define the following subsets of

@@ = EQD + <1 — E) p_and let Q(k) such that h(g( )) h@(_k)) and hr(g(_k)) = go(h@g“))), (6.22)

n n T y . —1(n n Tk —
Win = {z eQ": h(7 niﬁ ;%Tjﬂ) < h(p(J 1)) forq>j>=k+1and h(z‘gniﬁnggﬁrkﬂ) > h(]j_k 1)§j§.23)

Wo,n = {z eQ": h(7 ZI;E ;;?Zjﬁ) < h(]g(_j_l)) forall j =1,... ,q}. (6.24)

For a visualisation of the cover defined in ([6.23)), see Figure It is easy to see that WO,HUU%:l Wi =
Q". Thus,

q
J—n(Bf(n)(-n))g U U Bn+fk(n)(7jk) U U Bn+f(n)(ijk)-
k=1i€Wk‘n T iEWO,n

Let Wy, be the number of disjoint balls in UleW’c . Bn+f(n) (7jx). By Lemma Lemma, and
Lemma we have that for k£ > 1 and for sufficiently large n

(n+ () (r=1)(h(Y ™) +e) <n+fowa—n<m«g@*1%+a

1
Wlé,n < (Bf ;ép ) - Dtf(n)/re+ Z] k+1 P ES ] gy ,
(G-1)
(n+f(n)(r=1)(h(p= ~7)+e)
Wi, < D+Fm)/r X T n— )

By using the continuity of the entropy, we get \h(g(j)) — h(g(j_l)ﬂ < O(1/q) for every j. Thus,

9 (n+ f(n)(r—1)(h(pYD) +¢)
Z T+l - S
j=k+1
q n n U=y +e n " o
3 <( + f( ))(Z@E )+e) A )T)ffl(p_j)H))mo(l/q)—
j=k+1
_ntfln)

IO @) + "I R0) 1 (1) (e + 001 /0)
h

On the other hand, since h,(p,)) < hr(p_) < hi(p,;) we get that dimp, < dimp < dimp, and by
p

convexity of the dimension, dim E(k) < dimp forall k=0,...,q. Thus,

n+f(n) q.
W,;n <I(p # £D> N oF - dimp_ - 2(n+f(n)(e+0(1/q)) (6.25)
Moreover, we get for k = 0 similarly
Wé ) < en+£(n) h(E7)+<n_n+£(n)> log R . 62(”+f("))(5+0(1/qn.

Thus,

& L ) dimp s
H_reson (MU (f, 4k })) Z( (p_#py) DN & (M) 2t fm)(E+00/a)

k=1

n=r

n+f(n)h (n n+f(n)>logR s(n+f(n))log N 62(n+f(n))(5+0(1/q))>

L 9 'n+f(n)

3 2t ><s+0(1/q>>< b #p,) YN

n=r k=1

(di(p)—s )+N(n+f(n))(d8‘(p)8)>
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Hence, by and by choosing s > Dy (p) + 2(¢ + O(1/q)), we get
H (7L (f, {Jk}) = TIL%H;_#(WFB@ {Jr}) <o
Since € > 0 and ¢ > 1 were arbitrary, the statement of the lemma follows. O
Lemma 6.8. Let p € O} " be such that max A (p) = 3. Then
dimp 7T (f, {jr}) < dimg 7Lp(f, {ix}) < d5(p) = Da(p, *)
for every sequence of {ji}.

Proof. By similar argument as at the beginning of Lemma one can show that either Py = Py

or there exists p’ € @?\‘/’[H such that max A(p’) < 2 (and apply Lemma and Lemma . Thus,
without loss of generality, we assume that

mh(p )+ (1 —=m)h(p,) + (1 —1)log R
(T +a)log N ’

dg(p) =
On the other hand, similarly to the beginning of Lemma
if p, # P then d3 (p) = d3(p) and if p # Py then dy(p) = d5(p). (6.26)

Let € > 0 and ¢ > 1 be arbitrary, and let W}, ,, be as defined in (6.23)) for k = 1,...,q. Moreover,
let

Wi = {7€ Q" Ay piuyyr) < hlp,) and hGI( N0 < bV ™)) for all j = 1,.....q}

(6.27)

Won = ' h h d (@ <UD for all § = 1

0,n 1e€Q":h(1 |(n+f(n))/7) > (pl) and h( |( +£(n )/7-]+1) < (B, ) for all j yeeesq (e
(6.28)
Again, [ J{__; Wi = Q™ and thus
q
o "B < (U | Bursm Gin) ||
k=17eWy, T
U Bn+f(n)(ijn) U U BTn-&-f(n)@]nH(n)j)

iGW()’n 7€W71,n,|j|:(7*1)n

Denote by W/ . the number of disjoint balls in UzeWk Bn+f(n) (7jx) and denote W, the number of

disjoint balls in (| wlil=(r—1)n Brat p(n) @]k‘{ 7). By Lemma Lemma and Lemma

we have that for £ > 1 and for sufficiently large n

n+f(n) n— n+f(n)
Wi <l(p, #py) e et (=) heie) | onterota) (6.29)

and

Wl—l,n < ewh(ﬂ,ﬂ("*w)h(&) . 60”(5"‘0(1/(1))7 (6.30)
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where C' > 0 is a constant independent of n,e,q. Then by using the last two inequalities and (/6.25)),
we have

n+f(n)
k

o0 q .
H g (Tp(730) < Y. <e°’”<6+0<1/q>> <1<p_ £ p,) - D) NIy
T n=r k=1

2 p(p )+ (n— "D ) by (p,) —s(n+ f(n)) log N

Lp, #p,) e 7 +

e%(mh(g_yr (n_ n+£(n)>h(81)+n(7—1) log R—s(rn+f(n)) log N) > .

By using this and ([6.206)), for any s > Dy (p, *) + C'(e + O(1/q))

H(nTa(f, {jr})) < oo.

The lemma follows by the fact that €, ¢ were arbitrary. O

Lemma 6.9. Let p € @%’[H be such that max A, (p) = 4. Then

dimp 7l (f, {jr}) < di(p,0) = Da(p,0)

for every sequence {ji}. Moreover, if {ji = ((agk), bgk)), (aék), bék)), ...)} is a sequence on ¥ such that
1 f(n)
lim ————— logT (ny = H
=1, 2 T

k=f)/r
then
dlmH WFB(fvjk) < dg(pv H) = DOé(p7 H)

Proof. By the same argument as in Lemma @, we may assume that p, = p = p, and thus,

- B mh(p_) + (1 — m)h(gl) +(1+a)(t—1)logR+ a(l —1/7)=
i(p,x) = 7(1+ a)log N ‘

Moreover, similarly to Lemma [6.8]
p_#pp, implies d;(p) = d7(p, *) and P, # P implies d5 (p) = dJ (p, *). (6.31)

Let ¢ > 0 and ¢ > 1 be arbitrary, and let W, be as defined in (6.23), (6.27) and (6.28)) for
k= —1,...,q. Thus, similarly to the previous lemma,

7" Cramn) € | U U Bassen @) U

k=1 iEWk’n

U Busson @) |U U Byt 1 (al1 ™) |
€W, n EW_1 n,7|=(7=1)(n+f(n))
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and

o "(By (U U ntf(n) (ZJk:)) U
k=1€Wg n

U BursmGin) |U U By s 5(my @nl1 ™7 77)

EWo,n W1 |7 =(r—1) (0t f(n))
B=F () (1=1/7) TT(Gin . =T1G)

Thus, by Lemma (6.25)), (6.29), (6.30)) and choosing n sufficiently large,

= g n+f(n) _s
k=1

]l( #pD) N (+f(n)(d3 (p)—s) _’_N(dff(p,o)fs)T(nJrf(n)))) .

and

18

H g (PUB(f k) <
N 79

Cn(e+0(1/q)) § ”+f<" )—s)
e p ;épD Z +

k=1
1(p, # pp) - OGR4 V@ @i-r(ss o))
Hence, by (6.31]) for any s > D, (p) + C’'(e + O(1/q))

H (7T a(f, {jk})), H* (7T (f)) < oo almost surely.

Again, since €, ¢ were arbitrary, the statement follows. O

n=r

Lemma 6.10. Let p € OF; " be such that max Aq(p) = 5. Then

dimpy WFC(f? {Jk}) < da(pv 0) = Da(pv 0)

for every sequence {ji}. Moreover, if {ji = ((agk), bg )), (agk), bgk)), ... )} is a sequence on ¥ such that

1 fn)

lim —————— logT ) = H
B - 1m, 2 T

then
dlmH WFB(fvjk) < d?(pv H) = Doz(pv H)
Proof. Similarly to Lemma we can assume that p, = p, and hence

mh(p_) + (1 —=m)h(p,) + (1 = Dh(p,) + (1 + a)(7 — 1) log R + a(1 — 1/7)=
7(T + a)log N

dz (p, *) =

and
" B mh(p_) + (1 —=m)h(p,) + (1 — Dhe(p,) + a(r — 1) log R + a1 — 1/7)=
i(p,x) = 7(1 + a)log N ’

Ifp, #p, d3(p) > dg(p,*) and d§(p,*) > dZ(p,*) then we can choose ¢ > 0 sufficiently small,
P, € Ty and p' = (p_,p,,p,,P ) € © such that h(p)) = (1 —€)h(p,) + ch(py), d5(p) > d5(p’) >
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dg(p') > d¢(p), di(p) > d3(p’) > dZ(p’) > d¢(p) and d;(p) = d;(p’) for i = 1,2. Thus, either there
exists p’ € @‘;&H such that max A(p’) < 2 and we can apply Lemma and Lemma or

p, # p,, implies either d5(p) = d5(p, *) or dj(p, *) = d5 (P, *). (6.32)

D

Moreover, similarly to Lemma [6.8]

if p, # pp, then ds(p) = dg(p,*) and if p_ # Py then di(p) = dg (p, *). (6.33)

Let ¢ > 0 and ¢ > 1 be arbitrary, and let Wy, be as defined in (6.23), (6.27) and (6.28)) for
-) and 64

k= —1,...,q. Moreover, let V_;, and Vj, be the same as defined in (|
We will introduce two different covers for the sets o™ (C () (J n)) jn)) according to

that d; = d2 for which ¢ = 3,4. By using (6.23), (6.27), (6.28), (6.3), (6 , We get the following

covers

L (er U U n+f(n)(ZJn) Ul U BurrmGin) |
k=11€Wg

iGWoyn

12e

U Bm+f(n) @in‘{(n)j) U U BT(Tn+f(n) (2n ’{(n)ﬁ/) (6.34)

EW_1,n,0€V_1,n €W_1n,7€Vo,n
[7'1=(r=1)(mn+f(n))

and

k=11€Wy p, T €Wo.n
U Byt () @nl]"™7) U U By (rns 1) @nl{™77) | (6.35)
iew—l,nyjev—l,n iew—l,njev(),n
|hl=(T=1)f(n) [7'|=(r=1)(Tn+f(n))

Similarly,

112e Wk n E€EWo.n
U BTn+f(n) (ijn|{(n)j) U U BT(Tn-&-f(n))(ijn‘{( T .7]/]/,) )
EW_1,n,0€V_1n EW_1,1,7€Von

[77|=(7—1)(tn+f(n))
[7l=f(n)(1— 1/T)aH(jn|?(n)/T):H(j)

(6.36)
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and
q
o " (By U U Bosrwn Gin) U | U Busron@in) |
k=1 Wk n k EeVVO,'n
U BT(n-i-f(n)) (i]n |{(n)jh) U U BT(Tn+f(n)) (ijnHC(n)/Tﬁ,j”)
iewfl,nyjevfl,n €eWw_ 1, nsJ EVO n
[hl=(T—1)f(n) [7’|=(r=1)(tn+ f(n))

\7\=f(")(1 1/7), H(Jn|f(n)/-r)=n(j)
(6.37)

By using Lemma (6.25), (6.29), (6.30)), (6.5]), and choosing r sufficiently large, we get
that cover (6.34)) implies that

S 9 ) (g (p)—s
H;,i(;r)(ﬂfc(f, {je}) < Z (eCn(6+O(1/Q)) (Il(p_ #p,)- Z NE @P)=s)
’ =T k=1

Up, #p,) - NBO-0HE) L 1(p 2 p ). NEB@-)mti@) 4 N(dg(p,m—sw(mf(n)))) _

and cover (|6.35)) implies that

S L ntim) B
’va H.f(r) (WPC 7/, {.]k} Z ( Cn(e+0(1/q)) (ﬂ(p_ ;égD) . Z N oF (d1(p) s)+

I(p, #p,)  NE@=IEOHO) L q(p 2 p ). NERO=)T0T0) o N(d?(p,m—sw(mf(n)))) ,

Similarly, (6.36]) implies that

< L ntim) .
va 'r+f(r) (7TFB f’ {.]k‘} Z ( €+O(1/q (:ﬂ_(p 4 BD) . Z N~ -k (dl(p) )+
n=r k:l

L(p, # pp) - NEE 10D 4 1(p, % p ). NEE Dm0 . N @I w)))

and (6.37) implies that

N & ) (g (o)
H;_M(WI‘B(JC’ {ir}) < Z (ecn(€+0(1/q)) (ﬂ(p_ + 2D> . Z N o (di(p) )+
™ n=r he1

L(p, # p,) - NE@®=EH0D) Ly (p 2 p ). N R =7t fm) N(dg<p,H>—s>T<m+f<n>))) '

By (6.32)) and ([6.33]), one can finish the proof analogously to the end of the proof of Lemma O

Lemma 6.11. Let p € OF; " be such that max A (p) = 6. Then
dimp 7T (f, {ik}) < ds(P) = Pa(p,0)
for every sequence {ji}. Moreover, if {ji = ((agk), bgk)), (agk), bgk)), ...)} is a sequence on ¥ such that

1 fn)
lim —— logT () = H
=1, & T
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then
dimg mT's(f,ji) < ds(p) = Do(p, H).

Proof. Let ¢ > 0 and ¢ > 1 be arbitrary, and let Wkn be as defined in (6.23), (6.27)) and (6.28) for
k=-1,...,q, let V},, be as defined in , and ) for k = —1,...,q, and let Zj, be as
defined in fork=1,...,q

By Lemma dg(p,*) = ds(p). Moreover, by similar arguments like in the beginning of the
proof of Lemma and of Lemma

if p, # p,, then d3(p) = ds(p) and if p_ # p,, then di(p) = ds(p), (6.38)
if dj (p, *) > ds(p) then either p, = p  or d5(p) = d¢(p)- (6.39)

Now, if d§(p) > d5(p) = de(p) and p, # p,, then by taking p;, (and p’ = (p_, p,,p},p,)) such that
pl, is sufficiently close to p,, h(p}) > h(p,), hr(p,) > hr(p,) and d3(p’) > d5(p’) > ds(P') = ds(p)-
But this contradicts to Lemma thus either d§(p) = de(p) or p, = p,. Similarly, either
d3(p) = d¢(p) or p, = p,, and either di(p) = ds(p) or p_ = p,, hold.

By using (6.23), (6.27), (6.28), (6.3), (6.4), and (6.10), we get the following covers for
o (Cmy(n))

U_n(cf(n)(jn))g U U n+fk(n)(ijn) U U Bn+f(n)(ijn) U
k=11€Wy n

5€W0,n

12e

q+1

U B‘rn+f(n) (i.]n’{( U U U BT frn+f(n (ZJn‘f ]h)

ivel,nJevfl,n =1€eW_ nv]EVO n
heVz n

O'in(cf(n)(.n))g U U BLIC(M(ijn) U U Bn+f(n)(ijn) U

k=1 5€Wk7n T €Wo,n

q+1

U U BTf(n+f(n))(fjn|{(n)7)
(=1 EGW,LR
jezk,n

Analogously,

U Byt oy (T ™7) Uiy U Brtrns sy a1 777 H) |

iewfl,nyjevfl,n =1 iewfl,n:jlevo,n»hevl,n
[71=f(n)(1=1/7),11(jn ‘;}<n)/7_):ﬂ(j)
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and
q
o "(By U U 30 (%jn) U U By () (T3n) U

k=1 Wk n EGW(),»,I
q+1 )/
U U BT L(n+f(n (ZJTl‘l T]h) )
/=1 iEW—l,nyﬁEZg’n

[71=f(n)(1=1/7),11(jn ‘?(n)/T):H(j)

By (6.25), (6-29), (6.30), (6.5)), (6.6)), (6.14), (6.16) and choosing n sufficiently large,

o0

2 n+f 2t ) (dimp —
va () (7L (f.dk)) Z ( n(e+O(l/a) ( (p_ #PD Z N o @memo)y
k=1

n+f(n) i) _
Ap, #p,) e h(gi)-&-(n ! >hT(£1) s(nf(m) log N __

%(")h(g_)-&- (n—%)h(gl)+(T—l)nh,«(QQ)—s(Tn+f(n)) log N) >

L(p, #p,) € +

e%h(&wr (n="EE Y () )+ (r—1)nh(p,)+(rn+ £ () (=D (p,.)

q
(rtnt+f(n))((7¢=7)dimp  log N+O(1/q)(t—1) (¢ 1 =1)+(7¢=1)e—s7¢ log N)
o . <
/=1

3 [ onero(/a) B P (4 (p)—s)
N Lp_ #p,) YN - +

n=r k=1
L(p, #p,) - N5 (P)=s)(n+f(n)) L(p, #p,) - N5 (@)=s)(Tn+f(n))

q
N (@5 (P.0)=ds(p))T(Tn+f(n)) , Z NT‘(TnJrf(n))(de(p)—S))) 7
{=1

and

- 4 n+f(n) s
va risr) (7T (f,ir)) Z ( 5+O(1/Q))< (. ¢pD Z (di(p)=s) |

L(p, #p,) . N@S@)=s)(nt+f(n) ¢ (G @e_pyp,p, 0)=ds(p))T(n+f(n)) 2 Nrf(n+f(n))(d6(p)_s)>> '
- =1

Moreover, similarly

- n+f(n) s
%j\[ 'r+f(r) (7TFB f?.]k: Z ( n(e+0(1/q)) ( (p # pD Z N -k (d1(p) )+
k=1

]l(pl + pD) . N( 5 (p)—s)(n+f(n)) + ]1(172 + pD) . N(dg(p)_s)(Tn+f(n))+

n=r

q
N (@5 (p,H)—ds(p))T(Tn+f(n)) 2 NTZ(TnJrf(n))(dG(P)S))) ’
{=1

35



36 BALAZS BARANY AND MICHAL RAMS

and

0

9 ntfn) s
va ey (TPe(£,3)) Z ( n(e+0( Uq”( p_#p,) Z ok (dp)=s)

q
L(p, #pp) - N@®)=s)(ntf(n)  n(di@_ppp p H)=ds(p))T(n+f(n)) Z NTe(nJrf(n))(dﬁ(p)s))) '
=1

By (6.38) and (6.39), taking s > dimp_  + C'(O(1/q) + €) we get
HS(WFB(fvjk))7 HS(WFC(fuik)) <0

which implies the lemma since ¢, ¢ were arbitrary. (I

7. REMAINING PROOFS

Proof of Theorem [2.1] and Theorem[2.4. The lower bound in Theorem [2.1] follows by Proposition .
and the lower bound in Theorem [2.2] follows by Proposition

The upper bounds in Theorem and in Theorem follows by the combinations of lemmas,
stated in Section [Gl O

Proof of Theorem [I.1] Tt is easy to see that for every sequence z,, € A there exists a sequence in
Jjn € X such that 7(j,) = z,, and W(Cf(n)('n)) = Py(n)(z,,). Thus, by 1'

{ye A:T"y e Prny(z,) Lo } =7w{ie L :m(c"i) e m(Cppy(n)) i0. }.
But there exists at most 9 distinct sequences J%) for k=1,...,9 such that

{ieX: 0" e Cppy(n) i0. } = {ieX:m(0"i) € n(Cpn)(in)) i-0. }

9
gkLJ{EE O'IGCf()((k)) }
=1

Then the statement follows by Theorem O

Proof of Theorem[1.3. Let f(n) := —igg%n)' Thus, lim,, 4 f(n)/n = «a.

Let p be s T-inv. ergodic measure. Then there exists a v, o-inv. ergodic measure such that
p=wvom . Hence, §log T\ nyp1dp(z,y) = §log Ty, dv(i) =: H.

Moreover, for the sequence of random variables z,, with identical distribution p, there exists a
sequence of random variables j, € ¥ identically distributed with measure v such that 7(j,) = z,,.
By ergodicity and Lemma

1 f(n)
lim —— logT () = H
e P

for a.e. {jn}, where j, = ((agn),bgn)), (agn),bén)), ).
For every ¢ = 1,...,Q?, let jg) be sequences in X such that j, and jgf) differs at most at the
positions f(n)/7 and f(n), and jﬁf) # jﬁf) if £ # ¢'. Thus, for every /¢

) )
lim s log T (ney = H
oo f(n)(1— 1/7) k—%w a"*
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dimy
= 3
© @
_S; o
= il =
= =| 8
Il == :
5 +|= :
M 3|+ DIM = d _ilog(D)+(r—1)Iog(R)
e gl =thh=—————
S | (a+ 1) log(N)
1 3 log(D)
S 2 DM=d,= ———+
! It (a+1)log(N)
S ~
Il 'I"J
=
5 = ‘ 3
-1

FiGURE 8. Graph of dimension of shrinking target set of parameters N = 3, M =
8,T1 = 5,T2 = 2,T3 =8 and H = 0.8.

almost surely, where j%) = ((agn,£)7 bgn’z)), (agn’é), bén’e)), ...). On the other hand,

QQ
Bf(n)(jn) € 7' B(zy,, r(n) < | Bf(n)(GY).
/=1

Therefore,

m{ie X :0" € By (jn) i.0.} = {y€ A: T"y € B(z,,r(n)) i.0.}
QQ
c U ™ {i eX:o'ie Bf(n)(jgf)) i.o.} .
/=1
One can finish the proof by applying Theorem O

8. EXAMPLES

In this section, we present some examples and facts on the dimension formula. If we assume that
R =4S > 2 and there exists a1 # ag € S such that T, # T,, (that is, the Hausdorff and box counting
dimension of the corresponding Bedford-McMullen carpet are not equal) then none of the dimension
functions d; can be omitted in the dimension formula. Under the same setup, we present examples
when « is relatively large, larger than 7 — 1, and D, = df = d§ = dg for the maximizing measures.
Also, we show that the result of Hill and Velani [13, Theorem 1.2] for two dimensional tori follows
by Theorem [I.2] For the graph of the dimension of a quite typical system, see Figure [§

8.1. Phase transitions for small a. . If « = Othenp = R Sl e where P_sDyPyi P, €
T are the probability vectors, for which the maximum attains in (2.5) (or (2.4)) and p, is the
probability measure defined in (4.13). Clearly, p  is in the open set I = {p: h,(p) <log R & h(p) <
log D}.
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Claim 1. For sufficiently small o > 0 and for every (]37,]31,@2,B+) € @?\‘/’[H,
BOC(B 7p17p27 ) dl( ) mln{dg(8_7£1>7dg(8_7£17£2)7d4a( 7p17p27 ) d5( 781722794’_)}

Proof. Let us argue by contradiction. Since h-(p_) < hr(p,) by Lemma if d; > min{d$,ds,ds,dg} =
Do with hy(p_) > he(p,) then by decreasing h.(p_), one could decrease the value di (strictly)
and (strictly) increase min{d§,d$,dJ,dg}, which contradicts to that the maximum was attained at
(B—’B1’£2’B+)' Thus, either p_ = p or Dy = di < min{d3,ds,df,dg}. Butifp = pp with
Do < di < min{d$,d3,dy,d2} then DIM( ) = min{dg,d3,dy} d"‘} < dy = dimp, < dimp, =
DIM(0), which contradicts to the fact that the function o — DIM( ) is contmuous at 0. Hence,
Do = di < min{d§,d§,d$,dg} for sufficiently small .

On the other hand, if D, = di < min{d5, d§, dy, dg} then by increasing h,(p ), di strictly increases

and min{d§, d, df, dg} strictly decreases. Thus, either p = p or Dy = di = min{dg,ds,df, dg}.
But by Lemma p_#p, for a > 0. ]

Claim 2. For sufficiently small o > 0 and for every (g_,gl,gz,&r) € @%H,
BO((Q 7p17p27 ) - dl( ) = d%(ﬂ_?}jl) = mln{dg(£_7£17£2>7d$( 7p17p27 ) d5( 7817]22724'_)}'

Proof. Let us argue again by contradiction. By Claimand Lemma if Dy = di = min{d§,d§,dg} <
d3 holds with h,(p_) < hr(p,) then by decreasing h,(p,) the value min{d§, df, d5} strictly increases,
d§ strictly decreases and d; does not change. But this contradicts to Claim [1} since then there would
be (p_ ,p’l,pz,p ) € Q such that Dy = di < min{dy,ds,df,d5}. Thus, either h,(p_) = hr(p,) or
Do = di = dy = min{d§,df,d5}. But if hy(p_) = hy(p,) then d§ < di, which contradicts again to
Claim [1I O

Claim 3. For sufficiently small o > 0 and for every (B—’Ql’QQ’QJr) € @?\‘/’[H,
Da(p_pyspysp,) = di(p_) = dy(p_,p,) = d5(p_,p;,pyop,) = min{d5(p_,p,,p,),di(p_,p;, Py 0, )}

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Claim [2| if Dy = di = d§ = min{d$,d}} < d¢ then by increasing
hr(&), dg decreases, min{dg,d}} increases and dj,d$ does not change. Thus, it contradicts to
Claim since there would be a vector (Qi,gl,g’z,&r) € Q such that D, = dy = d§ < min{d§, d$, dg}.

U

Claim 4. For sufficiently small o > 0 and for every (}37,@1,@2,&) € @?\‘/’[H,
BDalp_.pyspyp,) = di(p_) =d3(p_.p)) =ds(p,) =
d5(p_spys Py p,) = min{ds(p_,p . p,). di(p_,p,, Py, 0. )}
Proof. Again, if dg > Dy = di = d§ = df = min{d$,dJ} with hr(gr) < log R then by increasing

. (p ) the values D, = d; = df does not change, df increases and min{d§,d{} either increases or
does not change. Thus one may find (p_,p,,p,.,p’ ') € Q(a) such that min{dg, ds} > Do = d1 = d3,
which contradicts to Claim Bl O

Claim 5. For every o > 0 sufficiently small and (Q_,gl,g2,2+) € @%’H, if H = ming logT, then
ds > dg and if H = max,logTy then df > dS.
Proof. Simple algebraic manipulations show that
H h(p, )
+ > dg.
TlogN  log N

dy > d if and only if
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If a=0thenp =p, =Py =P, =Dy and

H h(p, )
TlogN  logN

> dj if and only if h(p,) — he(p,) = H.

Since h(p,) — hr(p,;) > ming log Ty, by choosing « sufficiently small and H = min, log T, we get that
d} > d5. On the other hand, h(]gd) — hy (Qd) < maxglogT,. Thus, for H = max,log T, choosing «
sufficiently small, we get d < df. O

We have proven the following proposition.

Proposition 8.1. Let M > N = 2, R =4S > 2 and let us assume that there exists a1 # as € S such

that Ty, # Ty,. Let r(n) be such that lim, 7711‘1)(%;](\;0 = a > 0 sufficiently small. Then there exist

w1, po ergodic, T-invariant measures with suppp = A and H; = {log TleJHdui(x, y) such that

dimp{y € A: T"y € B(z(),r(n)) infinitely often} =  max _ Dalp_,p,,p,p, Hi) =
< - 8_781782,E+ET4 Y P lPor

di(p_) = d3(p_.p,) = d3(p_.p;>p,y) = d5(p_,p;,pys . H1) = ds(p, ),

and

dimpg{ye A:T"y € B(&SL?), r(n)) infinitely often} = max Bulp o .
7 7 E77E17E278+€T4 L o R ) R R

di(p_) =d5(p_,p,) = di(p_,p,:py,p . H2) = d5(p_,p,,p,sp.  Ha2) = ds(p_ ),
(i)

where zy,” are identically distributed sequences with measures ;.

8.2. Phase transition for relatively large «. Now, let us consider the case when the shrinking
target sequence is a sequence of cylinders (in particular H = 0). Let us choose M > N > 2,
D > R > 2 and T, for a € S parameters such that

log M Rlog D

< . 8.1
logN ~ RlogR+,,.glogT, (8.1)
For example, N =4, M = 5,11 = 5,15 = T3 = Ty = 1 satisfies this property.
Let a be such that it satisfies the following inequalities
log D Rlog D
o8 o8 —1>a>7-1 (8.2)

—1>
log R Rlog R+, .qlogT,
Thus, p, does not play any role and by (6.1), p = p,. In particular,

DIM(a) — max (min {( logD  logD+ (1+a)(r— 1)hr(p+)7dimp+}> |

peTy, 1+ a)log N’ 7(1+ a)log N

It is easy to see by (8.2),

log D N log D + (1 + a)(r — 1)hr(p,)
(14 a)log N 7(1+ a)log N

for every p, € Ty, and
logD+ (1+a)(t—1)logR
7(1 + a)log N

> dimQR,
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where p, is defined in (4.13]). Hence, by Lemma and by taking any h”(£+) < log R, dim p, >
dim Pr and dj decreases. Thus, the maximum cannot be achieved at p R and if P, is a prob. vector,
where the maximum is achieved at, then

logD+ (1 + a)(t—1)h(p)
DIM(a) = . — di .
(a) 7(14 a)log N ey

In particular, by Lemma dy(ppPpip, 0. ) = d5(py, 2y, 5 p,) = ds(p,) = Da.

8.3. Dimension value for large «a. Next, we show that regardless of the choice of the holes (balls
or cylinders) and regardless of the center points, the dimension is depending only on D, N and « for
large choice of a.

Claim 6. For every choice of D, R, {T,}ses, N and M, there exists A > 0 such that for every a > A

DIM(«) = dimp{y € A : T"y € Py (zn) infinitely often} =

log D
dimg{y € A : T"y € B(z,,,r(n)) infinitely often} = %,
where x,, is an arbitrary sequence of points in A and f(n) and r(n) are chosen such that lim,_,q, _:?fgrj(\?) =
lim,, fn) _ Q.

n
Proof. We may assume that A > 7 — 1. It is easy to see that

log D + (1 — 1)h,(p,,) (r—1)h(p,)+(1—1/7)H
Tlog N = TliOgN }>0

d4a(BD7BD7£27B+) = min {

and

logD + (1 — l)h(QR) +7(1 — 1>h7“(BD) (1t — 1)hT(QD) + (1 - 1/7’)H} =0

dg = mi )
5(BD’BD’B2’B+) m1n{ 72log N Tlog N
for every Py, and « € [0,00). On the other hand,

logD + (1 —1)log R
(T + a)log N

dg(BD’BD’B2)< \Oasa—»oo.

and
log D
(1+ a)logN

Thus, there exists a > 0 such that for every a > a

Ay(p) =max{ie {1,...,6} : di(p) = Da(p)} < 3.

d3(p,) = N0Oasa— o

But similarly to the beginning of the proof of Lemma [6.2
log D logD—l—(T—l)logR}

DIM = mi
(@) mm{(1+a)logN’ (T + a)log N

logD log D log D+(7—1)log R . o 1 logD .
For a > osk L (Ta)iogN < — (rra)logN By choosing A = max{7—1, osk — L a}, the assertion

follows. O
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8.4. Example of Hill and Velani. Finally, we show that the result of Hill and Velani [13, The-
orem 2] is a consequence of Theorem for the 2-dimensional tori case.

Claim 7. Let T = (Nz mod 1, My mod 1) with M > N > 2 integers as in (1.2). Then
T+1 27 }

. 2 . qm ; — ]
dimpy {ge [0,1]%: T™(z) € By(n)(y,,) z.o.} —mln{a+ TR

—logr(n)
nlog N

Proof. In this case D = NM, R = N and T, = M for every a = 1,..., N. Thus, by (4.13),

1
pR_pD_pw_<NM)m@w'

We may apply Theorem in this case for arbitrary sequence, since a — logT, is constant. Denote
this measure by Py Hence,

where T = log M /log N, lim,,_,« =a and y is an arbitrary sequence in [0,1]2.

dimpy {g e[0,1]*: T"(x) € B, (y,) i.o.} = Da(py Py Py Pyyr log M) =

, T+1 27 201 —20+27 272 + 207 — 20
min < 2, , , , ,2
l+a' 7+« (1 + ) (T + @)

But simple algebraic manipulations show that

21 272 4+ 2aT1 — 2 2T 2 — 2o + 27 T+ 1
, > an >
T+« (T + @) T+« T(1+ «) 1+«

2>

for any @ > 0 and 7 > 1. This proves the lower bound. For the upper bound, observe that for any
probability vector p, h,(p) <log N = h(p,;) and h(p) <log(NM) = h(p,,). Hence,

Da(p_,p,: Py P 10g M) < Da(p;s Py o Py log M)

for every (pi,pl,p2,p+), which proves the upper bound. ([
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