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Abstract

We will prove a multidimensional conformal version of the scale
recurrence lemma of Moreira and Yoccoz [I] for Cantor sets in the
complex plane. We then use this new recurrence lemma, together with
the ideas in [2], to prove that under the right hypothesis for the Cantor
sets K1, ..., K, and the function h : C* — R/, the following formula
holds

HD(h(Ky x Ky x ... x Ky,)) = min{l, HD(K}) + ... + HD(K,)}.

1 Introduction.

In this paper, we prove a version of the scale recurrence lemma of Moreira
and Yoccoz (see subsection 3.2 of [I]) in the context of Cantor sets in the
complex plane. We will use this new version, together with other results,
to prove a dimension formula for projections of products of complex Cantor
sets. More precisely, given conformal regular Cantor sets K1, ..., K, in C,
and a C'! function h : C* — R!, we prove that, under natural hypothesis, one
has

HD(WE, x Ky % ... x K,)) = min{l, HD(K}) + ... + HD(K,)}. (1)

Our results will be proved for conformal regular Cantor sets. Those are
Cantor sets which are maximal invariant sets for an expanding map, whose
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derivative is conformal at the points in the Cantor set. Rigorous definitions
will be given in section 2l The investigation of such Cantor sets is important
because they appear in the study of homoclinic bifurcations for automor-
phisms of C?, as shown by Araujo in [3]. We expect that conformal regular
Cantor sets in C will play a role in the study of homoclinic bifurcations for
automorphisms of C2?, similar to regular Cantor sets in R in the study of
homoclinic bifurcations for surface diffeomorphisms.

The study of homoclinic bifurcations has proved to be fruitful in the
understanding of dynamics for surface diffeomorphisms. Complicated dy-
namical phenomena arise from homoclicic bifurcations. For example the
Newhouse phenomenon, which is the coexistence of an infinite number of
periodic attractors for a generic set, inside an open set, of diffeomorphism.

The scale recurrence lemma was an important step in the solution to Palis
conjecture, about the arithmetic difference of Cantor sets, by Moreira and
Yoccoz. They proved that there is an open and dense subset, inside the set
of pairs of regular Cantor sets with sum of Hausdorff dimensions bigger than
one, such that any pair (K7, K3) in this subset verifies int(K; — Ks) # 0.
The theorem of Moreira and Yoccoz is for regular Cantor sets in the real
line. Together with Araujo we are working in proving an analogous result
for conformal regular Cantor sets in the complex plane. The scale recurrence
lemma in these pages is a fundamental tool for this future work.

Furthermore, Moreira and Yoccoz were able to use their solution to Palis
conjecture in the study of homoclinic bifurcations for surface diffeomorphisms
(see []). They proved that given a surface difeomorphism F' with a homo-
clinic quadratic tangency associated to a horseshoe with dimension larger
than one, the set of diffeomorphisms close to I’ presenting a stable tangency
has positive density at F'. One of the main reasons to study conformal reg-
ular Cantor sets is to apply the ideas in [4] to the context of homoclinic
bifurcations for automorphims of C?, the scale recurrence lemma, certainly is
an important step in this direction.

Another development in the subject was given by Lopez [5]. He gener-
alized the work [I] for a product of several Cantor sets in the real line. In
this paper we will consider a scale recurrence lemma for a product of several
Cantor sets in the complex plane.

On the other hand, we have the dimension formula as an application of
the scale recurrence lemma. The study of this type of dimension formulas is
motivated by a classical theorem of Marstrand, generalized by Mattila and
others. Denote by G(m, () the set of I-dimensional linear subspaces of R™, for
s € G(m, 1) denote by 7, the orthogonal projection on s. Marstrand theorem



states that given F' C R™, a Borel subset, we have
HD(ms(F)) = min{l, HD(F},

for almost all s € G(m, 1), with respect to a volume measure on G(m,[). In
the particular case when F' = K| x .... x K,, is a product of regular Cantor
sets, one has HD(K; X .... x K,;) = HD(K;) + ... + HD(K,). Thus, our
formula, Eq. (), corresponds to Marstrand formula replacing 7, by h. The
difference between our result and the classical Marstrand theorem is that
our theorem gives explicit hypothesis for h in order to obtain the dimension
formula, our theorem is not an "almost all" result, it holds under explicit
generic conditions on the map h and the Cantor sets. The formal statement
of the dimension formula proven in this paper is the following:

Theorem B (dimension formula). Let Ki,..., K, be C™, m > 2, confor-
mal regular Cantor sets generated by expanding maps gi,...,g,, respectively.
Suppose all of them are not essentially affine. Assume that there exist peri-
odic points p; € K;, with period n;, for 1 < j < n, such that if we write

" 1
Dg_]J(p]) = AR*'UJW
J

r
where R, 1s the rotation matriz by an angle v € T, then

(logry,0,..,0;v1,0,..,0),

0,...,logr,-1;0,...,v,-1,0),
(—logry,...,—logry; 0,...,0,v,),
generate a dense subgroup of R"~! x T™. Let h be any C' function defined

on a neighborhood of K, x ... x K, into R' such that there exist a point
xo € K1 X ... X K,, where Dh(zy) verifies the transversality hypotheses, then

HD(h(K, % ... x K,)) = min{l, HD(K}) + ... + HD(K,)}.

The transversality hypotheses means that for any subset A C {1,...,n},
the linear map Dh(zg) : C* — R! satisfies

dim(Im(Dh(wo)|{z;=0:j¢4y)) = min{l, 2 - #A}.

This is the minimum assumption one needs in order to have the dimension
formula for linear maps. Proper definitions of all other objects are given in
the next section.



This type of problem has already been investigated by other authors, we
mention some of them. Peres and Shmerkin [6] proved that for K, Ko C R
attractors for self-affine i.f.s. (iterated functions system) given by maps {r;z+
tidn oy, {rle + 37, if there are j, k such that log(r;)/log(r},) is irrational,
then

for all A # 0.

On the other hand, Moreira [2] studied the same formula for K, Ko C R
regular Cantor sets. He proved that the formula holds provided one of the
Cantor sets is not essentially affine. Moreira’s proof uses the scale recurrence
lemma of [1].

In another work, Hochman and Shmerkin [7] proved a dimension formula
without assuming any type of affinity or non-affinity in the attractors or
Cantor sets. They proved (in fact, this is a corollary of their main theorem)
that for K1, ..., K,, attractors for i.f.s. on R, one has

HDMK, + ... + \yK,,) =min{l, HD(K;) + ... + HD(K,)},

for all \; # 0, ¢ = 1,...,n, provided that a certain set is dense in the group
(R™, +)/A, where A is the diagonal. This set depends on the derivative of the
contractions of the i.f.s. on periodic points. The technique used by Hochman
and Shmerkin is different from the approach of Moreira.

Apart from the motivations given by Marstrand theorem and dynamical
systems, there are other reasons to study sets of the form K; + K5, where
K1, Ky are dynamically defined Cantor sets. There are applications in num-
ber theory as well. In [8], Moreira used his dimension formula to prove
that fractal dimensions of the Lagrange spectrum grow continuously. More
precisely, he proved that the function

d(t) = HD(LN (—o0,t)),

where L C R is the Lagrange spectrum, is continuous.

In this paper, we will adapt the methods used by Moreira and Yoccoz to
the context of Cantor sets in the complex plane. We will consider an arbitrary
finite number of Cantor sets, not just two. This will lead us to consider a
new type of scale recurrence lemma for complex Cantor sets. In section 2 we
give basic definitions and results. In this section we state, without proof, the
scale recurrence lemma. Section 3 is dedicated to the proof of the dimension
formula. Finally, in section 4 we prove the scale recurrence lemma.

1.1 Notation

We briefly present some notation and conventions used in the paper.
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The equality P := @) will mean that the quantity P is defined by the
expression ).

We will work with the space C" and identify it with R?". We will
usually write elements of C™ as (1, ..., 2,), where z; € C. When we say
that B : C* — R! is linear, we mean R-linear.

We consider R™ endowed with the [? norm, denoted by | -|. For x =
(21, ..., T,) € R™ the [ norm is given by |z|* := 2?2 + ... + 22,.

For a set X contained in a metric space (Y,dy), we will denote its
diameter by diam(X). For 6 > 0, we will consider the §-neighborhood
of X, which is defined by

Vs(X)={yeY :dy(y,X) <d}.

The open ball centered at z with radius ¢ is denoted by Bs(z). Given
Xi, Xy C Y, we denote the distance between X and X, by dist( X7, X5).

We denote the Hausdorff dimension of a set X by HD(X).
Given a finite set X, we denote the number of its elements by #X.

For a set X in a topological space, we denote its closure by X and its
interior by int(X).

Given a linear map A : R™ — R* between Euclidean spaces, we usually
identify A with its matrix representation with respect to the canonical
bases. |[A|| will denote the norm of A, which is defined as sup,_, %.
We will also use the minimum norm of A (which is not a norm), denoted
by m(A) and defined as inf, 4 %. We will say that A is conformal if it
is a linear isomorphism and [|A|| = m(A), this implies that A preserves

angles and |Ax| = ||A]| - |z| for all x € R™.

T denotes the space R/(27xZ). It is a commutative group, we endow
T with the unique invariant distance giving diameter 27 to the space.
Denote by ||v|| the distance from v € T to the zero element 0 € T.

Given functions ¢ and v with intersecting domains, we denote by ||¢ —
|| the supremum distance between the functions. This is
I — [ = sup [o(z) — ¥(2)],
x€Dom(p)NDom())
where Dom/(¢), Dom(v) are the domains of ¢, 1, respectively. How-

ever, when A, B are linear maps then ||[A — B|| will denote the norm
of the linear map A — B.



2 Basic Definitions

In this section we define the objects and present the principal tools that
will play a role in the paper. Most of the proofs of the facts stated in this
section follow from standard techniques, thus we leave them without proof.
For proofs we refer the reader to chapter 1 of [9].

2.1 Conformal Regular Cantor Set

A C™ regular Cantor set (or dynamically defined Cantor set) on the complex
plane is given by the following data:

e A finite set A of letters and a set B C A x A of admissible pairs.
e For each a € A a compact connected set G(a) C C.

e A C™ function g : V — C defined in an open neighbourhood V' of
|_|a€A G(CL)

This data must verify the following assumptions:
e The sets G(a), a € A, are pairwise disjoint.
e (a,b) € B implies G(b) C g(G(a)), otherwise G(b) N g(G(a)) = 0.

e For cach a € A the restriction g|g(,) can be extended to a C™ diffeo-

morphism from an open neighbourhood of G(a) onto its image such

that m(Dg) > 1 (where m(A) = inf,4 % is the minimum norm of

the linear map A).
e The subshift (X, o) induced by B

Yt ={a = (ap,a1,...) € AV : (a;,a:,41) € B, Vi > 0},
o(ag,ay,as,...) = (ay,as,...) is topologically mixing.

Once we have such data we can define a Cantor set (i.e. totally discon-
nected, perfect compact set) on the complex plane

K=()g™" <|_| G(a)) .

n>0 achA

We will say that the regular Cantor set is conformal if for all x € K the
linear map Dg(x) : R? — R? is conformal. We will write only K to represent
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all the data that takes to define a conformal regular Cantor set. All Cantor
sets in this paper will be conformal regular Cantor sets, we will usually refer
to them just as Cantor sets.

The degree of differentiability, m, can be any real number bigger than
one. If m is not an integer then g being C™ means that it is Cl"™, where
[m] is the integer part of m, and D™lg is Holder with exponent m — [m]. To
prove our results we will assume that m > 2.

We can actually suppose that the sets G(a) verify G(a) = int(G(a)), this
assumption will be relevant when proving the dimension formula because we
want the sets G(a) to contain volume.

Lemma 2.1. Let K be a conformal Cantor set, then there exist a family of
sets G*(a) C C, for a € A, such that:

(i) G*(a) is open and connected.

(ii) G(a) C G*(a), and g|aw) can be extended to an open neighborhood of

G*(a), such that it is a diffeomorphism from this neighbourhood onto
its image and m(Dg) > 1.

(111) The sets G*(a), a € A, are pairwise disjoint.

(iv) (a,b) € B implies G*(b) C g(G*(a)), and (a,b) ¢ B implies G*(b) N

9(G*(a)) = 0.

2.2 Limit Geometry
Associated to a Cantor set K we define the sets
Efin = {(CL(], ...,an) . (ai,aiﬂ) € B},
X = {(...,a,n, ...,a,l,ao) . (a/l',a/l'+1> € B}

Given a = (ag, ..., an), b = (bo, ..., b)), ' = (..., 011,0}), 0% = (..., 6%, 02), we
will use the following notations:

o If a, = by, ab= (ag, ..., an, b1..., by).
o If0) =ag, 0'a=(....08,,0},a1,...,a,).

o If 0} =02, 0" NO* = (01, ...,05), where j is such that 6!, = 6?

0<i<gj,and @', | #6%, .

for all

o If 6} =a,, 8" Na=(0",,...,0}), where j is such that 1, = a,_;, for all
0<i<j,and 0', | #an ;1.



For a = (ag, ..., a,) € X/™ define

Gla) ={r €| |G(a): ¢'(x) € Glay), j =0,1,...n},

ach

and the function f, : G(a,) — G(a) given by

-1 -1
fo= g|G(a0) 0..0 g|G(an71).

Denote by K(a) the set K N G(a). For each a € A we choose an arbitrary
point ¢, € K(a), using this, define ¢, € G(a) by

ca = fa(Ca,)-

Notice that D f,(c,,) is a conformal matrix in R? then it is equal to a
positive real number times a rotation matrix, denote the angle of rotation by
v, € R/(27Z). In this way we have a preferred point and direction for each
G(a). We also define

r, = diam(G(a)).

Given 0 = (...,0_p,....,0_1,00) € X7, let 0" = (0_,,...,0p) and define

kL : G(6y) — C by
ks = g~ © for,

where ¢y is the unique map in
Aff(C)={A(z) =az+b:a,beC, a+#0}

such that ¢gn(con) = 0, Depgn (con)e’e” € R, diam(dgn(G(6™))) = 1. For the
next theorem we consider k¢ extended to a small open neighborhood G*(6y)

of G(0y) (as in lemma 2.]).

Theorem 2.1. Let K be a C™ conformal Cantor set. For any 8 € ¥~
the family of functions k& . G*(6y) — C converges in the CI™ topology,
with an exponential rate of convergence independent of 8, to a C™ function
k2 . G*(0y) — C. The function k% is a diffeomorphism onto its image and
the derivative Dk (x) is conformal for all x € K ().

Moreover, if m > 2 then there is a constant C' > 0 such that given
0", 6% € ¥~ ending with the same letter

Sup K2 o (k) 71(2) — 2| + | DK o () "1)(2) — I||| < Cdiam(G(6" A 67)).



The function k% is called a limit geometry of K. Notice that the conver-
gence being independent of § implies that D'k?, for 0 < | < [m], depends
continuously on 6.

For § € ¥~, a € ¥ such that a starts with the last letter of @, define

G¥(a) = k(G(a)), K*(a) = kXK (a)), g = k*(ca)

(¢a

exp(ivg) = HDke(CG;H exp(ivg), 2 = diam(G%(a)).

Let F QQ be the affine map determined by the equation
ko f, = Fgoke—“.
FQQ maps 0 to c% and can be written using rg € R, vg € R/277Z as
F2(z) = riexp(ivd)z + 4.

Definition 2.1. We will say that a C"™, m > 2, Cantor set K is not essentialy
affine if there exist 0%,0% € ¥, ending in the same letter, and z, € K% (62)
such that

D* (K o () ™)(20) # 0.

2.3 Mass Distribution Principle

Typically, estimating the Hausdorff dimension from below is harder than
from above. One usual technique is the mass distribution principle that we
state below.

Proposition 2.1. Let F C R! be a Borel measurable set, v a Borel measure
with v(F) >0 and a,b >0, s > 0 such that

v(u) < a-diam(u)?,

for all uw measurable with diam(u) < b. Then H(F) > v(F)/a, in particular
HD(F) > s

The next proposition is a consequence of the mass distribution principle
and it will be used to prove the desired dimension formula. Its proof is not
difficult and can be found in section 1.3 of [9).

Let N be the node set of a rooted tree with the property that every node
has finite index. N can be described in the following way: there is a marked
element py € N called the root of N, for each p € N we have a finite set
Ch(p) C N called the children of p, if p # ¢ then Ch(p) N Ch(q) = 0, for
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any ¢ € N there is a sequence qq, ¢, ..., ¢ such that ¢y = po, ¢» = ¢, and
gi+1 € Ch(q;), 1 =10,...,m—1, such ¢ is called an m-level node of N. Denote
by I(k) the set of k-level nodes. N can be written as the disjoint union

N =152, (k).

Corollary 2.1. Suppose we have a set N as described above and assume that
for each p € N we have a Borel measurable set G(p) C R" with the following
properties:

(a) If p € Ch(q) then G(p) C G(q).

(b) If pr,p2 € Ch(q), p1 # p2, then G(p;) N G(p2) = 0.

(¢) The supremum sup{diam(G(p)) : p € 1(k)} goes to zero as k goes to
infinity.

(d) There is a constant p > 1 such that for any p € Ch(q) we have
diam(G(p)) = p~'diam(G(q))-

(e) There is a contant pn > 1 such that for any p € N the set G(p) contains
a ball of radius p~*diam(G(p)).

(f) There is a number s > 0 such that for any ¢ € N

> diam(G(p))* > diam(G(q))".

peCh(q)
Let F' be the set -
F=( U G
k=0 pel(k)

Then HD(F') > s.

2.4 Not Essentially Real Cantor Sets

In this subsection we will present a hypothesis in the Cantor set that will
guarantee it is indeed two dimensional. This will be important since it will
imply that the renormalization operators, defined in the next section, are
acting on the right space.

Definition 2.2. We will say that a Cantor set K is essentially real if there
exists § € ¥ such that the limit Cantor set K%(f) is contained in a straight
line.
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It is not difficult to prove that K is essentially real if and only if for
every § € ¥~ the limit Cantor set K2(f) is contained in a straight line.
Moreover, one can prove that K being essentially real is equivalent to K
being contained in a C' one dimensional manifold embedded on the plane.
For the proof of the scale recurrence lemma we will suppose that the Cantor
set is not essentially real, in such case one is able to control the quantity
of elements G%(a) close to an arbitrary line, this is the content of the next
lemma.

Given ¢ > 0, p > 0 define

S(e,p) ={ae B 7o <y < ep},

we can think of this as the set of G(a) having approximate size p. Using
standard techniques (see [10] or [9]) one can prove that there is a constant
C > 0, depending only in ¢ and the Cantor set K and not depending on p,
such that

o p_HD(K) S #Z(C, p) S Cp_HD(K)

Suppose we have fixed a constant C5 > 0. Let (a,b) € B, a subset D C
X(Cs, p) is called a discretization of K(a,b) of order p if

U K@) = K(ab)

aeD

Lemma 2.2. Let K be a Cantor set not essentially real. There exist an
angle a € (0,7/2) and numbers ps > 0, a € (0,1), depending only on Cs and
the Cantor set K, such that for any limit geometry k2, x € G2(0,), line L,
s € A, D discretization of K(6y,s) of order less than ps

#{ac D: G%a)NCone(x,L,a) # 0} <a-#D.

Where Cone(x, L, «) is the set of z € C such that the vector z — x forms an
angle of measure less than o with the line L.

Another use of the not essentially real hypothesis will be given in the next
lemma. Let K be a Cantor set, for z € K consider the set

w222 e il n (0 (b

520 LYy — 7]

If K is not essentially real then the set K" has two linearly independent
vectors (over R) and then the following lemma holds for K.
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Lemma 2.3. Let K be a Cantor set and f a C' function from a neighborhood
of K into R?. Suppose that f is conformal at K, i.e. Df(x) is conformal for
all v € K, and K& has two linearly independent vectors (over R), for all
x € K. Then, for all z € K, the l-linear map D'f(x) : R? x ... x R? — R?
is conformal, i.e. there is a complex number i such that

D'f(x)(z1,.., ) =c 21 20 4.

The operation - in the right hand side of the last equality corresponds to
complex multiplication.

In particular, if a Cantor set is not essentially real and not essentially
affine then for the values 2z € K, 0',6* € ¥, given by definition 2.1}, there
is a non zero complex number dy such that

DQ(ICQ1 o (k;QQ)_l)(zo)(v,w) =dy-v-w.

2.5 Renormalization Operator

From now on we will be working with a finite set of conformal regular Cantor
sets K1, ..., K,. To each one of them we have various objects associated, as
defined in the previous subsections. We will use subscripts and superscripts to
differentiate the objects from one Cantor set to the other. For example we use
Y;(c, p) for the set X(c, p), which was defined in the last subsection, associated
to the Cantor set K;. We will denote by d; the Hausdorff dimension of the
Cantor set K. In this section we will define renormalization operators, which
are operators associated to the family K, ..., K,, of Cantor sets.
Consider the space

J =R x Tm,

where T = R/(277Z). J is an abelian locally compact group, we put on it the
unique invariant metric such that the distance between (ty, ..., t, 1,01, ..., )
and the zero element is max;{|t;|, ||v;||}.

For (b,...,b") € ©I™ x ... x I define the operator

Ty pni 27 X X2 XS = 37 XX N X

given by
1 n

TQI’___,Qn(Q s ,Q 7t1, couy tnflu U1, ...7’Un)
91 enfl
1 Tn—1 1

171 nin b o 0 o
=00 ,....0"0" t1 +1og —Gw, oy b1 +10g =g, U1 + U1, ey Un + U ).

Tpn Tyn - N
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These are called renormalization operators. They will appear in the state-
ment of the scale recurrence lemma. For r > 0 we also define the set

Jr=A{(t1, s tn1) €R" |t <, 1< 5 <n—1} x T,

and denote by v the Haar measure on J giving measure (27)" to the set J; .

2.6 Scale Recurrence Lemma

In this subsection we state one of the principal results in the paper. This is a
multidimensional conformal version of the scale recurrence lemma of Moreira,
Yoccoz [1]. The proof is technical and will be left for the end of the paper.

Theorem A (scale recurrence lemma). Let K, K,..., K, be C™ con-
formal reqular Cantor sets with m > 2. Suppose they are not essentially
affine and not essentially real. Denote by d; the Hausdorff dimension of K,
1 <j<n. Ifr,cy are conveniently large, there exist cy1, co, c3, po > 0 with the
following properties: given 0 < p < py, and a family F(a',...,a") of subsets
of J., (a',...,a") € Xi(co, p) X ... x ¥y (co, p), such that

v(J,\ F(d',...,a")) < e, V(d, ...,a"),
there is another family F*(a,...,a") of subsets of J, satisfying:

(i) For any (a',...,a"), F*(a',...,a") is contained in the cyp-neighborhood
of F(a',...,a").

(i1) Let (a',...,a") € ¥i(co, p) X ... X Bp(co, p), (t,v) € F*(al,...,a"); there
exist at least cap™(Btdzt4dn) pyples (b1 b™) € Bi(co, p) X...x B (co, p)
(with b',..., b™ starting with the last letter of a*,..., a") such that, if
0" € X7 ends with a', i—1,...,n, and

lel,___,bn (Qla ) Qna t) 'U) = (Qll_)la HS) Qnéna Ea f))
the p-neighborhood of (t,0) € J is contained in F*(b',...,b").
(iii) v(F*(a',...,a™)) > v(J,)/2 for at least half of the (a', ..., a™) € X1 (cq, p) ¥
X Xn(co, p).
3 Dimension Formula

In this section we will prove the dimension formula (theorem B), which is one
of the main theorems on the paper. First, we will introduce some notation.
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Secondly, we will present the discrete Marstrand property, which will be an
important tool. Finally, we give the proof of theorem B.
We will use the notation

R(p) = X1(co, p) X ... X By (co, p),

and think of any element Q = (a, ..., a™) € R(p) as the set G(a') x...xG(a").
Given a function ¢ defined on a neighborhood of G(a') x ... x G(a") we write
©(Q) to denote the set p(G(a') x ... x G(a")).

To each (t,v) € J we associate the linear map A(t,v) : C" — C" given
by

_ t1+iv tn—1+iUn— X
Aty oy 1,01, ey Un) (21, ey 2n) = (€170 0 2L et Lz, € 2n).
We also consider the composition of these maps with limit geometries
- o' o
Tgr _grin = A(t,v) 0 (K5, .. k7).

These maps are related to the renormalization operators by the following
equation
WQ17...,Qn,t,U (0] (fél, couy fgn) = B O ﬂ-Tgl an(Ql,---,Qn,t7U)7 (2)

ERRERX‘

where B : C" — C”" is an affine function of the form B(z) = a - z + f for
a € R. In fact, this equation is the reason why we defined the renormalization
operators as we did.

One of the main reasons to use limit geometries is that they appear nat-
urally when one consider compositions of a C! function with the maps f,.
This is explained in the next lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let h be a C* function defined from a neighborhood of K1 X ... x
K, into R, and r > 0. There exists a function E : (0,00) — R, depending
only on h, r and the Cantor sets, such that lim;_,o E(t) = 0 and with the
following property:

For any (a', ...,a"™) such that
Tgn—1

ra/
s = (log;l, 108 —=— Va1, .o, Ugn) €

Tgn Tgn
consider the affine function L : R' — R! given by

L(z) = L(z — h(cgt, ..., cqn)).

Tgn

14



1

Then for any 0, ...,0™ ending in a',...,a" the supremum distance between

Loho(fa,..., fan) and
Dh(cg1, ... Cqn) 0 A(s) o (K2, ... k")
is less than E(maxi<j<n Tyi)-

This lemma is saying that h o (f,, ..., fan), modulo composition by an
affine function on the left, becomes arbitrarily close to a function of the form

BoA(t,v)o (K2, ... k").
Proof. Write ho (fa1,..., fan) as

[ho (%—117 . ¢g_nl)] 0 (@a1 © fary ey Pan © fan).

Use the fact that (¢g1 © fa1, ..., Pan © fan) becomes close to a limit geometry
(kgl, ..., k?") and Taylor first order approximation for ho (¢ ', ..., gbg_nl ). O

Ql’

3.1 Discrete Marstrand Property

In this section we present and prove the discrete Marstrand property. We
first state two linear algebra results that we will need.

Lemma 3.2. Let A : R" — R? be a linear map, A # 0, and denote by o the
smallest non-zero singular value of A. Then

dist(x, Ker(A)) < M,

o

for all z € R™.

Lemma 3.3. Let Ey, E5 C R™ be linear subspaces such that E1 + E5 = R”.
Denote by 0 the angle between Ey and E5. Define

I=FE\NEy Li=I"NEy, Ly=I"NE,.
Let x =11 +v+ 1y, withly € Ly, ls € Ly, v € I, then

dist(x, Esy)
sin 6

dist(x, Ey)
sinf

1] <

Y

lla] <

15



The next proposition is the main tool that will allow us to obtain the
discrete Marstrand property. Given an R-linear map B : C* — R! we will
say it satisfies the transversality condition if for any set A C {1,...,n} we
have

dim(Im(B|.,—o.j¢ay)) = min{l, 2 - #A},

in all this subsection B will denote one such map.
Proposition 3.1. Let r > 0 and B : C* — R! a linear map satisfying the

transversality condition. There exists a constant C, depending only in r and
B, such that for any pair of subsets (Q1, Qs C C" we have

max{diam(Q), diam(Q2)} ) :
dist(Q1, Q2) .

Proof. Through out the proof we will use the notation P = O(Q)), meaning
that there is a constant C', depending only in r and B, such that P < C'- Q.
Given a subset A C {1,2,...,n} we consider the subspace

V({s € J, : BoA()(QuINBoA(s)(Qa) £ 0}) < C (

C*={(21,.y2n) EC": 2; =0, V) & A}.

By the transversality condition we can choose 8 > 0, only depending on
B, such that the angle between Ker(B) and C# is bigger than 6 for any
nonempty subset A.

Denote max{diam(Q), diam(Q2)} by p. Fix ¢;,co € C™ such that

diSt(Cj, QJ> < p, diSt(Ql, Q2>/2 < |02 — Cl‘ < 2dZSt<Q1, QQ)

and ¢y — ¢; has all its coordinates in C" different from zero. Suppose that
s € J, is such that

BA(s)(Q1) N BA(s)(Q2) # 0.
Then there are ¢ € @1, ¢ € @y verifying B o A(s)(¢1) = B o A(s)(é). We
conclude that
|B o A(s)(c2 — 1) = O(p).

ca—c1

Define x = , hence
lea—ci]

|BOM@@H:O(@§é%@5)'

By the first lineal algebra lemma we get that

mmM@M@J@WB»:O<%§é%@5)'
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Up until now we have proven that there is a constant ', depending only on
r and B, such that

p

dist(A(s)(x), Ker(B)) < Cf - Bist(Or.0)'

Notice that if
P e "sinf

diSt(Ql, Qg) o 401 ’
then the proposition follows taking C' = (2r)"~!(2m)" (effcsilng)l. This is
thanks to the fact that
v({s € J, : Bo A(s)(Q1) N Bo A(s)(Q2) # 0}) < (2r)" (27)".

P < e "sinf
dist(Ql ,QQ) 4C7

e "sinf

Define a = 1
n

For the rest of the proof we suppose

and write x € C" as
x = (eXrtion | exntion)

Counsider the set
A={je{l,...,n}:e¥ >ae "},

and the subspace C4, we will see that dimgC* > I. Let u € C4 be the
orthogonal projection of A(s)(x) in C4. By the definition of C* we have
|A(s)x — u|] < na. Given that ||A(s)|| > e (remember that s € J,) and
na < e~"/2 we have

1
lu| > A(s)(x)] — |A(s)r —u| > —n-a> 56_7".

If dimgC# < I, the transversality implies C* N Ker(B) = {0} and then, by
the choice of #, we would get

—r 9
dist(u, Ker(B)) > |u|sinf > ¢ Sy

But this is not possible since

dist(u, Ker(B)) < |u— A(s)(x)| + dist(A(s)(z), Ker(B))
P e "sinf
5 <
d’lSt(Ql, QQ) 2
Given that dimgC# > [, the transversality condition implies Ker(B) +

CA = C" Let L = CAn (Ker(B) N C4*. Define the R-linear function
z: C" — C" given by

<na-+Cj-

T(21, ey 2n) = (X300 5y X0 )

17



Notice that A(s)(z) = #([s]), where
[s] = (efrHvn . elnmtFin= gfon),

Write Z([s]) = by + by where by € L, by € Ker(B). The second lemma in
linear algebra implies

dist(by, Ker(B))  dist(z([s]), Ker(B)) p
sin 6 B sin 6 =0 (dist(@l,QQ)) '

b1 <

Given that by € C* we get that |271(b))| = O (W). Therefore,
[s] = 27Y(by) + 271 (by) implies

dist([s],#7 (Ker(B))) = O (m) '

This last inequality tells us that the vector [s] is close to a 2n — [ subspace.
Moreover, the last coordinate of this vector has modulus 1. This two prop-
erties will allow us to obtain the desired estimate.

Consider the set

H={(2,....,2) €2 YKer(B)): |z.| =1, |2] € [e¥,e¥], 5 =1,...,n—1},

We have proven that there is a constant C'y > 0, depending only on B and
r, such that

dist([s], i (Ker(B))) < C; - m.

Thus there is a constant C3 > 0, depending only on B and r, such that

dist([s], H) < Cy - m.

In fact, let w = (uy, ..., u,) € 27 (Ker(B)) such that |u—[s]| < Cr Fartdran
We have

P -
dist(Qq, Q2) dist(Q1,Q2)’

and

T

e —CQ S|Uj|§€r+02'

P P
diSt(Ql, QQ) diSt(Ql, QQ) ’
for j = 1,...,n—1. Therefore, if m is small enough one has that u/|u,|
is in H and |[3] —(u/|u,|)| = O(d?st(cgthQ)). If Sraay 1s big the p}"oposition
follows choosing C' properly, as it was done before when we considered the

18



e "sinf
Z 4Cy

p
case dis6(Q1,02)

Define the function
¢ {(21, ..., 2) € SN2 N (Ker(B)) : L e[e ¥, e¥],j=1,..n—1} — H,

given by

O(21, ooy 2n) = (21/ |20y s 20 /| Z0l)-
Notice that ¢ is surjective and smooth. Moreover, one has that ||Dey|| is
bounded by a constant depending only on r and n. Since the domain of ¢
is contained in a (2n — [ — 1)-dimensional unit sphere inside 2~!(Ker(B)),
there exist wy, ..., w, € H such that H is covered by the balls B » _ (w;),

dist(Q1,Q2)
—(2n—1-1)
P
=0 || ——7—= :
! ((dwt(Ql,QQ)) )

We conclude that

j=1,..,p, and

P
(5] € U Bow g o (w5),
j=1

for a constant Cy > 0 depending only in r and B.
Writing w; as
w; = (’wj71, ...,wj,n),
we obtain that for some 1 < 7 <p

|e“’" —wj,| <Cy-

R
dist(Q1,Q2)’

|etq+ivq o wj,q| S 04 X

p
diSt(Ql, QQ) ’
q=1,...,n— 1. Notice that |w;,| is bounded below by e~", hence

p
|tq — log [wjq|| < Cs dist(Qr,Q2)’

_r
dist(Q1, Q2)’

q =1, ...,n, where C5 is a constant depending only in r and B, and arg(w,,) €
T is the argument of w,,. This implies that the set {s € J, : Bo A(s)(Q1) N
B o A(s)(Q2) # 0} is contained in the union of p sets, each one with a

|vg — arg(“h’ﬂ)” <Cs-
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2n—1
v-volume of order O ((W) ) Finally, using the order of p, we

conclude that

) (2n—1)—(2n—1-1)
v({s € J : BoA(s)(QNBoA(s)(Qz) #0}) = O ((m ) ) ’

as we wanted. O

Proposition [3.1] implies that there is a constant C' > 0 such that for any
0, ....0" and Q1, Qs € R(p) we have

!
v({s € Jr : Bomp g (Q1)NBomp g (Q2) #0}) <C (W) )

The constant C' > 0 depends on B, r, ¢y and the Cantor sets K1,...,/K,, but it
is independent of p. For the next proposition we will also need the following
fact: if p is big enough then for any Q)1 € R(p) and a € Z we have

#{Q2 € R(p) : p™" < dist(Q, Q2) < p~ '} = O((p~e) " FHnp= (),
where d; = HD(Kj), j =1, ...,n. For a proof see lemma 1.2.3 in [9].
Proposition 3.2. Assume d; + ... +d, <. Let

NP(le 0" 8) = #{(Q1,Q2) € R(P)2 : BOWQI,..,Q",S(Ql)mBoﬂ-Ql,..,Q”,s(QQ) # @}-

Then for any 0", ..., 0™ we have
Np(Ql, 0 S)dS _ O(pf(d1+...+dj)>’
JIr
and the constant in the O notation is independent of 6*, ..., 6".

Proof. Since the Cantor sets Ki,..., K, have bounded geometries then there
is a constant C}, independent of p, such that dist(Q,Q2) > Cip for any
Q1,Q2 € R(p), Q1N Qs = 0. Let kg € Z such that p~* < C1p < p~rotl,
Using the previous lemma we have

N,(0,...,0" s)ds
Jr

= Z v({s€ J.: Bomy g (Qi)NBomy g (Q2) #0})
Q1,Q2€R(p)

ko
-3y % > O(p'/[dist(Q1, Q)]

Q1ER(p) k=—00 dist(Q1,Q2)€[p~F,p~F+1)

+ >y @)l

Q1ER(p) Q2NQ17#0
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Clearly
Q1€R(p) Q2NQ170
On the other hand

ko
2 S OGN st @) =

Q1€R(p) k=—00 dist(Q1, Qg)g[p—k p—k+1)

Z Z O —(d1+-. +dn)pl7(d1+...+dn)>

Q1ER(p) k=—00
0

Z O(<pk0)lf(dl+...+dn)pl7(d1+...+dn)) Z <pl7(d1+...+dn)>k
Q1€R(p) k=—00
_ O<p7(d1+...+dn)pfl+(d1+...+dl)pl7(d1+...+dn)) _ O<p—(d1+...+dn))_

O

Proposition 3.3. Let b > 0, F C R(p) such that #F > bp~(dit-tdn),
Let (8", ...,0",s) such that N,(8",...,0",s) < ap~ht-+d) then there exist a
subset T' C F with the properties that

Bomg g (Qu)NBomy g (Q2) =10,
forall Q1,Qs €T, Q1 # Q2, and

2

47>

—(d1+---+dn).
~ 4a

p
Proof. For Qg € F' define

n(Qo) =#{Q € F:Bomy g (Q)NBomy g (Qo) # 0}

We have

> n(Q) < N0, ... 0", 5) < ap Dt

QEF
Therefore the set Ty, = {Q € F : n(Q) < 2a/b} has at least (1/2)#F
elements. Finally it is clear that from 7 we can extract a subset T" with at
least %/b#TO elements and such that Bomy g (Q1)NBomg g (Q2) =0
for any Q1,2 € T'. For this set we have

b2

1 —(di+.tdn) _ Y

— 7(d1+...+dn)
_2/6#0_2/8)2 a '

#T
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Notice that since [, N, N,(0,...,0" s)ds = O(p~(+++dm)) then choosing a
big enough we can guaranteed that the set

{seJ.: Np(Ql, 0" s) > apf(d1+...+dn)}

has measure as small as we want. Thus, for every (Ql, ...,0") we have that
most of the s € J,. verify the property of the last proposition, i.e. for any fam-
ily F C R(p) with #£F > bp~(41++dn) there exist a positive proportion of F,
T C F with #T > (b%/(4a))p~(@++Fd) such that elements of T project to
R!, in the direction of s, to disjoint sets: Bowel Lons(@)NBomgr oo (Q2) =
0, VQl, Q2 € T. This is what we call the dlscrete Marstrand property

The next lemma guarantees that the property of Prop. still holds for
small perturbations of B omy 40, it is inspired in the presentation given
by Shmerkin [IT].

Lemma 3.4. Let T C R(p), ¢ a function defined on a neighborhood of
Uger@ into R!, and L,7 > 0 real numbers. Suppose that for each Q € T we
have

Br-1,(cq) C ¢(Q) C Brylcq),

for some co € R, and ¢(Q1) N d(Q2) = 0, VQ1,Q2 € T, Q1 # Qz. Then for
any v defined on a neighborhood of Uger(, such that ||¢ — | < Tp, there
exist T" C T such that

#T' > [BL(L+ 1) #T

and Y(Q1) NY(Q2) =0, VQ1,Q2 € T', Q1 # Q.

Proof. || —¢|| < 7p implies ¥(Q) C B(r+r)y(cq). Use Vitali covering lemma
for the family {B(141),(cq) : @ € T}. We get T" C T such that { B(14++),(cq) :
Q) € T'} is a pairwise disjoint family and

U Br4m)p(cq) U Bs(r+7)p(cq)-
QEeT QeT’

From this we get

#T’ . [3(L + T)p]lwl > Vol (U B(L+T)p(CQ)>

QeT

> Vol (U BL—IP(CQ>>

QeT
= #T ’ Lilplwlu
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where w; is the volume of the [-dimensional unitary ball. Hence

LT > BL(L+ 1) #T.

3.2 Proof of the Dimension Formula

In this subsection we prove the desired dimension formula (theorem B).
Assume we have K1, ..., K, satisfying the hypothesis of the scale recurrece
lemma. We start by using the discrete Marstrand property and the scale re-
currence lemma to obtain for each limit geometry (6, ...,0") a set of "good"
directions to project. Fix cg,r > 0 big enough, let ¢y, co, c3, po be the con-
stants given by the scale recurrence lemma. Suppose that h is a C! function
defined in neighborhood of K7 x ... X K,, such that there is a point xg, in
the product of the Cantor sets, where B = Dh(x) verifies the transversality
hypotheses. By the results in subsection 3.1l we can fix a > 0 big enough
such that

v\ {s€J.: N0, ....0", s) < ap Dt-+d)ly < ¢
for all (6',...,6™). Define
F(Ql, )y ={se J,: Np(gl’ L0 s) < a/f(cllJr...+aln)}7

and for (a!,...,a") € Zi(co, p) X ... x Ly(co, p)

F(a',...,a") = U F(9',....0"),
oL,..0"

n n

where the union is over all ',...,8" ending in a',...,a" respectively. We
clearly have v(J, \ F(a',...,a")) < ¢, thus we can apply the scale recurrence
lemma (from now on we assume p < pg) to obtain sets F*(a', ..., a") with the
following properties:

(i) F*(a',...,a") C V,,(F(d',...,a")).

(ii) Let (da',...,a") € R(p), (t,v) € F*(a',...,a"); there exist at least
cgp~(ditetdn) tuples (b',...,0") € R(p) (with b',...., b" starting with
the last letter of a!,..., a”) such that, if ' € ¥ ,..., 8" € - end
respectively with a',..., a

the p-neighborhood of (£,7) € J is contained in F*(b', ...,b").
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(iii) v(F*(d',...,a")) > v(J,)/2 for at least half of the (a',...,a™) € R(p).

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that dy + ... + d,, < | and for any (6, ...,0",s) €
Y7 X .. X 87 X J, there exists (¢!, ...,¢") € I x . x BI7M such that
Ta . gn(Ql, 0" s) = (0'ch, ..., 0", 5) and 5 € F*(al, ...,a") for some (@', ...,a")
for which (8'c', ...,0"c") ends in it. Let h be any C" function defined on a
neighborhood of K, x ... x K, into R' such that there exist a point x, €
K x ... x K, where Dh(xq) verifies the transversality hypotheses, then

HD(h(Ky X ... x K)) = dy + ... + d.

Proof. Since h is Lipschitz in a neighborhood of K; x ... x K,, and HD(K X
. X K,)=d; + ... + d, we have

HD(h(Ky % ... x K,)) < di + ... + d,.

Thus we only need to show HD(h(K; X ... x K,,)) > dy + ...+ d,. Let n >0
arbitrary we will prove that

HD(h(Ky X ... x K,,)) > dy + ... +d, — 1,

this will finish the proof of the theorem.
Since ¥ X ... x X7 x J, is compact and mg1  gn . depends continuously

in (9',...,0", s) then we can choose a constant L > 0 (only depending on r,
Kji,..., K,, and Dh(xg)) such that

Bi1,(cq) C Dh(zo) o mgr _ gn (@) C Bry(cq), ¥Q € R(p), (3)

for some cg € R!, which depends on 0", ....0", s and Q.
Choose 7 > 0 big enough such that

1

| Dh(xq) o T T Dh(z) o mgr_gn |l < 37P (4)

for all ¢7,6" € ¥, j=1,.,n,8,5 € J. with |[s = 5| < eap, N Y;(co, p),
j=1,..n.

Until now, all the statements where p appeared were true for any value
small enough. For the rest of the proof we are going to fix a particular value,
which we call p; to distinguish it from the "variable" p. It is choosen such
that

2
ol < GBI+ )2,
where C3 > 0 is a constant, independent of p, that will be fixed later (Eq.
).

We can choose @},..., al and 6, ..., 07 ending in it, respectively, with the

following properties:
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a. The element

raé Tag_l
so = (log ==, ..., log ,Ug(l),...,vgg)
al Tap
isin J,.
b. zg € G(a}) x ... x G(ad).
c. For any b',...,b", consider
_ Talbl Tanflbnfl
§ = (log ==, ..., Jog ————, Uy1p1, ..., Ugnpn)-
ngbn Tg(r)zbn 0= -

Then

1
||Dh(cgéél, ceny ngbn) (6] Wgébl’m,ggén,g — Dh(l‘o) o TrTbl bn(Q(1)7~~~7Q875) || S ngl.

This is achieved by choosing very long words for a@},..., af. If the num-
ber of symbols in Q%, for 1 < j < n, increases, then |x0—(cgéb1, coos Canpn)|
goes to zero, the same happens for the distance between the last coor-
dinate of Tyi (0, .., 85, s) and 5. This a consequence of item b. and

o
the fact that Tl Ty

of symbols in Qé goes to infinity.

J
/7’%@- — 1, vaééj - (Ugg + vi‘-’)” — 0 as the number

d. For any b',...,b" such that § € J,, there is an affine function L such
that

1
||L @) h (0] (fg(l)E’ ceey fggbn) — Dh(cgél_)l7 ceey 0267«[2") O Wgél_)l,,ggl_)n,gn S ngl

This is a consequence of lemma [3.11

By hypothesis there exists (c!, ..., ¢*) € ¥]" x...x 5/ such that Tyu (05, ..., 0, 50) =
(Q(l)gl, 06", 80) and §) € F*(@é, ..., afy) for some (Q(l], ..., ay) for which (Q(l]gl, e 05c)
ends in it.

We will define inductively a set

NCR™mx  xSfinxsr x xS % J,.

Every p = (a?, a0t o, s) € N should verify:

—
=
»
m
S|
*
—~
|

1 ..,a") for some (a',...,a@") such that (9',...,0") ends in
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(ii) (a',...,a™ 0", ....0" s) = (gé@l,...,ggén,Tbl 77777 bn(Qé,...,QS,SO)) for some
(b, .., b") e ©I" % . x sfin,

For p = (a',...,a", 8", ...,0", s) € N we will define a set T"(p) C R(p,) verify-
ing:

(iii) #7"(p) > C{;lp?*(d1+...+dn).

(iv) ho (far, oy fan)(Q1) Nho (fur, ..., fan)(Q2) = 0, for all Q1, Q2 € T'(p),
Q1 # Qo

(v) For all (b',...,0") € T'(p) we have

Tgl b"(Qla"anaS) = (Qll_)la-“agnénag)

and 5 € F*(b',...,b").

Elements of N are defined inductively, i.e. every element already defined
p € N generates new elements, which we call the children of p and denote
by Ch(p). Thus, N has the structure of a rooted tree. The root of the tree
is po = (ajc', ..., alc", 0ict, ..., 00", &), the set T'(po) is defined as described
below.

Given p = (a,...,a", 8", ...,0", s) verifying (i), (ii) (as py does) define
T'(p) in the following way:

By (i) we know that s € F*(a', ...,a"), hence the scale recurrence lemma
implies that there exists a set F' C R(p;) with #F > 03p1_(d1+"'+d") and such
that (v) holds for F.

Since F*(a@', ...,a") C Vi,,, (F (@', ...,a")), then there exist s’ € F(a', ...,a")
with [s—s'| < cap;1. By the definition of F(a@', ..., a") we have N,, (él, L0 8) <
apf(dﬁ“'er”) for some (Ql, ..,8") that ends in (@, ...,a").

Using prop. B.3] we obtain a set T' C F such that

Dh(xo)o7ré17___£n78,(Q1)ﬁDh(xO)owé17m7én7s,(Q2) =0, VQ1,Q: €T, Q1 # Qo,
and #T > (c3/(4a))py "+,

We want to use lemma B4 for ¢ = Dh(xg) om0, 0 = Loho

(fat, - fan), where L is some affine function, and the set T. Note first that
0 /\QJ € X;(co, p1), 1 <7 < n, since both # and QJ end in @’. Equation (H)
implies then

1
||Dh(z) o T e T Dh(xg) o 7TQ17M7Qn7SH < 57/)1-
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On the other hand, item (ii) together with items c. and d. implies
2
|Loho(fa,..., far) — Dh(xg) 0 7TQ17M7Qn,S|| < 57',01.

We conclude
|Loho(fa,...fan)— Dh(xg) o Wél’m’én’sl” < 7p1,

this together with Eq. (B8) shows that we can use lemma [3.4l Hence, there is
a subset T7"(p) C T' C F such that

© (fg1> e fg")(Ql) Nho (fgla Y fg”)(Ql) = ®7 lean € T’(p), Ql 7é Qz,

and

#T'(p) > BL(L + 1) - 4ap [lrttdn) C5tp —(d+e+dn)

In the way we have defined 7"(p) it clearly verifies (iii), (iv), (v).
Given p = (a', ...,a™, 8", ...,0", s) € N, the children of p are defined by

Ch(p) = {(a'}", @ Ty Qn(Ql, L 0"5)) (b0 € T (p)}.

The children of p clearly satisfy (i), (ii).

Now that we have defined N we can finish the proof. For each non-
negative integer k, consider the set I(k) of elements p € N generated in the
k-step of the inductive processl For each p = (a',...,a nogt 0, s) € N
define the set

G(p) = h(G(a') x ... x G(a™)) C R".

N U Gp) ch(E x ... x K,).

k>0 pEI(k;

The desired result, HD(h(K; X ... x K,)) > dy + ... + d,, — 1, follows from
corollary 2.]if we can prove that

3 (damCoy

2= \diam(G(p)

We clearly have

and each set G(p) contains a ball with radius proportional to its diameter.
All other requirements in the corollary are obviously verified.

!They are children of elements generated in the (k — 1)-step, and the only element in
the O-step is po.
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Given p = (a',...,a™ 0", ...,0",s) € N, property (i), (ii) and the observa-
tion in c¢. imply that s € J, and

Tanfl
) 'Ugl, ceey 'Ugn)

an

1

TG/
s(a,...,a") = (log;l, ..., log
Tgn

is very close to s. Thus, we can assume s(a',...,a") € Jo, and then we can
think of G(a') x ... x G(a") as being a square, in fact we have diam(G(a’)) <
e*"diam(G(a™)), for any j,m. This together with the fact that Dh(xg) ver-
ifies the transversality hypotheses allow us to conclude that h(G(al) x ... x
G(a™)) contains a ball with radius proportional to its diameter. Moreover,

(CH) tdiam(G(a') x ... x G(a™)) < diam(h(G(a') x ... x G(a™)))

< Cidiam(G(a') x ... x G(a™))

for a constant C% > 0, depending only on r, h and the Cantor sets. On the
other hand, we can choose C'} > 0, independent of p, such that

diam(G(ab)) > Clp - diam(G(a)),

for any a € me and b € X;(co,p), 0 < j < n. Therefore, we can choose
C5 > 0, that does not depend on py, such that

diam(G(q)) d1+"'+d”7n>c i+ tdn—n
diam(G(p)) =

for any ¢ € Ch(p). Now that C3 has been chosen we get

diam(G(g))\ " dit..tdn— dy+..dp—
> 1T n—7" — 1T n 77_ T/ > 1
qgh:(p) <diam(G(p)) - qg,;(p) Cam Can #T'(p) 2

, ()

O

Theorem B (dimension formula). Let K,..., K, be C™, m > 2, confor-
mal regular Cantor sets generated by erpanding maps gi,...,gn, respectively.
Suppose all of them are not essentially affine. Assume that there exist peri-
odic points p; € K, with period n;, for 1 < j <n, such that if we write

N 1
Dg_yj<p]) = FRvaw
J

where R, 1s the rotation matriz by an angle v € T, then

(logr1,0,..,0;v1,0,..,0),

0,...,logr,—1;0,...,v,-1,0),
(—logry,...,—logry; 0,...,0,v,),
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generate a dense subgroup of J. Let h be any C* function defined on a
neighborhood of K, x ... x K, into R such that there ewists a point xy €
K x ... x K, where Dh(xq) verifies the transversality hypotheses, then

HD(W(K) % ... x K,)) = min{l, HD(K,) + ... + HD(K,)}.

Proof. We first treat the case HD(Ky) + ... + HD(K,) < l. Notice that
Ky, ..., K, verify the hypotheses of the scale recurrence lemma, the existence
of the periodic points p; imply that all of the Cantor sets are not essentially
real. The desired result follows from the preceding theorem if we show that for
any (01,...,0", s) € ©7 x...x X7 x J, there exists (¢!, ..., ¢") € B x .. x nfin
such that T§17___7§n(Ql,...,Qn,$) = (0'c',...,0"c",5) and 5 € F*(a',...,a") for
some (a',...,a") for which (8'c', ..., 6"c") ends in it.

Let a; € E;m be the word of length n; such that the periodic point p;
corresponds to the sequence a;a;a;.... For a finite sequence a € Zfi" and
k € Z* we are going to use the notation

a* = aa..a.

——

k—times

Choosing ¢y big enough and assuming p is small, we can find k; € Z* such
that

k;.
a;:=a; € Xj(co,p).

Define

By property (ii) and (iii) of the scale recurrence lemma we know that there
are sg,s1 € J, b; € ¥j(co, p) and ¢; € me, 1 < j < n, such that
Tglbp---&nbn(gla' 0 50) = (ngll_)la' 0,c,b 31)7

oy Yns o Untnny

and the p-neighborhood of s; is contained in F*(by, ..., b,).

Thanks to the continuity of the map # — k% we can choose positive
integers Iy, ..., l,, depending on p, such that for any m; > [;, any ¢/ € X7,
1 <j <n,and z in the p/2-neighborhood of sy, we hav

T£1Q17---7£nbn<glé71nla ’Qn&mn SL’) = (Qléanlgll_)h “.7Qn@mnc b j)

Zn n =n<n>

and T € F*(by,...,b,)-

ey Un

2We assume ¢, 1 < j < n, ends with the letters in which a;, 1 < j < n, starts,
otherwise we consider glj Q}" instead of @}”, for some glj , and the proof follows in the same
way.
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Now notice that _ _ _
09 _ 0 09al
T@ljJﬁmj = TQL “Tami o
and if /; is big enough we have
L

0! 0 p
1 m] —1 mi| < o

67a:
for any m; € Z*. Similar formulas hold for v_./

For m; € Z*, 1 < j < n, consider

Tall+ml alj+mj (Ql,7Qn,8) - (Q ,...’9 ,5)
ay yeeey

=J

We have
- on— 1 91 9
s = s+ (log r—l1+m1 log r—ln+mn, ..., log r—n Lim,_, — log r—ln+mn,v—ll+ml, ey U
[N
01 1 on
= s+ (log T, — log Tﬁln7 ...y log 7“7 _, —log Tﬁlnﬂ) 115 U,)
a' a,_ 1 ay n
0l ll ongln on— 1al" 1 ongln gldll ongln
(log r* o —log rtm;" logr 1 — log Tamn' FUmt' Vgmn" ).
—n 1 - =1 =
Now notice that
o'at 9"aln "1, graln  0'a! onaln
(log'r’ ml — log rzm." log'r’ o 7 = logrgm o ‘v;;n—ll s <oy Ugmn' )
n- @ a
is in the p/4 neighborhood of
0, 9 9, ., & 0
(log Tam T logré%n, .. logr mn . — log Té:f?n,vé;nl, ...,vé%n).
On the other hand
0, Z “n—1 (4 0, 0 —
(logra;n — log'r’ Ty o log'r’ Z;nl 1—log'r’a§zn,v e gﬁm)
a a, a
log 2,0, ..,0;v21,0, .., 0 0,....logrg" %0, ..., v5" ", 0)
ma(logrg!, 0,.., 0505, 0,..,0) + ... + My ogry" 50, vz
9 0, 9
+ my,(— logT@Z, vy — logréz, 0,...,0, UQZ)'

Moreover ;
Y, _ kin; -1 _ .k
Téijgi = [Dg"™ ()] = ;" Ry,
=J

Therefore, the density hypothesis in the theorem, together with the next
lemma, implies that there exists my,...,m, € Z* such that

0 0 0
(log rom — log r—mn, . log'r’ mn , — log r—mn,v—}nl ey Uzt )
2y a =n
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is in the p/4-neighborhood of

on 61 Qn )

S0 — S — (log'r’* lognw .. log’r* - logrkln, A e Ut

ap_ 1

Hence § is in the p/2-neighborhood of sy and from this we get
(0., 0", 8) = Toyp,,..oc,p, (0™, 0 a0 5)

= (0'ay "™ ey, 0 Al e, b, §),

n=n’

T 1y4m sl
ay C1by,.alntmne b

and § € F*(by,...,b,), as we wanted.

Y =n

If HD(Ky)+...+HD(K,) > [, fix e > 0 and find conformal regular Cantor
sets K; C Kj, 1 < j < nsuch that | — e < HD(K)) + ...+ HD(K,) < I,
p; € Kj, and the expanding map of K is given by a power of g;, 1 < j <n
(see [2], lemma in page 16). We get

1> HD(h(K) x ... x K,)) > HD(h(K; x ... x K},))
= HD(K))+ ...+ HD(K,) > | —e.

Since € can be arbitrarily small we obtain HD(h(K X ... x K,)) = [ as we
wanted. ]

The following lemma was used in the previous theorem. It also implies
that the hypothesis needed for the dimension formula is generic. Its proof
relies in the well known Kronecker’s theorem.

Lemma 3.5. Let \; < 0, v; € T, 1 < j < n, and consider the set
E(M, ooy Apy U1, o0, ) C R X T™ given by the vectors

()\1707 "70;1}1707 "70)7

(07 L) An—l; 07 oo Un—1, 0)7
(= Ay e, = A3 0,0, 0, 0,).

We have the following properties:

a. If E(\1, ..., Ay 01, ..., U,) generates a dense subgroup of R"™1 x T" then
E(k1A1, oo koA, k1ve, .. kyvy) also generates a dense subgroup, for all
ki, ...k, € Z\ {0}.

b. If E(M1, ..., An, V1, ..., vn) generates a dense subgroup of R"™1 x T™ then
it also generates a dense semigroup, i.e. the set of linear combinations
of vectors in E(Ai, ..., \p, V1, ..., 0,) with coeficients in N is dense in
R~ x T,
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c. The set of values (A1, ..., \p, V1, ...,v,) € Ry x T™ for which the set
E(Ai, ooy A, 1, ..., 0y) generates a dense subgroup, is a countable inter-
section of open and dense subsets.

Proof. The lemma is proved using Kronecker’s theorem. It states that a
vector (wy, ..., wy,) € TF generates a dense subgroup if and only if there is not
(a,...,a;) € Z*\ {0} such that ayw; + ... + apwy = 0.

Let p: R — T be the canonical projection and choose v; € R, 1 < j < n,
such that p(?;) = v;. Define vectors a;, 1 < j <mn —1, and by

Oéj = (O, ey )\]7 ,0,0, ...,6‘7’, ,O)
B=(=Ans s =M 0, ..., 0,,).

Note that E()y, ..., Ay, V1, ..., v,) generates a dense subgroup in R"™! x T" if
and only if the set

{/87 a1,y .., 01, €Ep,y -.ny 6271—1}

generates a dense subgroup in R?*~!. Here ey, ..., €2,_1 is the canonical base
of R 1,

Moreover, this last property is invariant by linear tansformations in R~
Let A:R* ! — R*! be the linear map such that A(a;) =¢; for 1 < j <
n —1 and A(ej) = e; for n < j < 2n — 1. Then, E(A,...; Ap, V1, ..., Vp)
generates a dense subgroup in R*! x T" if and only if the set

{A(ﬁ)a €1, -, €n—1,€n, ..., 6271—1}

generates a dense subgroup in R?"~!. It is clear that this happens if and
only if the projection of A(f) to T?"~! generates a dense subgroup in T?"~1.
Thus, using Kronecker’s theorem we see that E (A, ..., Ay, v1, ..., v,) generates
a dense subgroup in R"~! x T if and only if there is not a = (ay, ..., az,_1) €
Z*1\ {0} such that

(a, A(B)) € Z.
Moreover, it is not difficult to see that
_>\n _)\n 61)\n {}n—l)\n ~
A(pB) = : n)-
e T D T YL

From all this, one easily gets that a. is true. For c. notice that the set of
values (A1, ..., Ay, V1, ..., U, ) such that E (A, ..., A, v1, ..., v,) generates a dense
subgroup corresponds to the intersection, varying a € Z**~1\ {0}, of the sets

{(A1, s Apy U1, oy 0) = (a, A(B)) € Z},

and each one of these sets is open and dense.
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Finally, to justify b. notice that E (A, ..., Ay, v1, ..., v,) generates a dense
semigroup if and only if the set

{boB+brar+..4by_10_1+bpen+..Abop_1€0n_1 : bo, .. by_1 €N, by, .., byp_1 € Z}

is dense. Applying the linear transformation A, this is equivalent to
{boA(B)+brer+..+by_16n_1+bpen+..4bop 10,1 : by, .., b1 €N, by, .. bop 1 € Z}
being dense. Now, using the expression for A(() this set becomes

)\n )\n f)l)\n 677,—1)\77,
— . ..b, 1 —byg——:b,+D vibon o0+ D
N y0n1 0)\”_17n+0>\1, 72n2+0>\n_1

: bo, ooy bn,1 € N, bn, ooy bgnfl € Z}

{ (b1 = bo

) an—l + bO'lN}n)

Notice that if E(Aq, ..., A\p, v1, ..., ;) generates a dense subgroup then the set

{bO'(p (_)‘n/)‘l) yer D <_)‘n/)‘n71) Y (61)\11/)\1) yes D (ﬁnfl)\n/)‘nfl) 7vn> : bO S N}

“An
>\v

J
generated by E(Aq, ..., Ay, 1, ..., v,) implies that

is dense in T?"~!. Since < 0 we conclude that the density of the group

An A boU1 A\ boUn—_1An
n + 0V1 0Un—1

{(b1 — bo N b1 — by )\n: ; by, N bon—o + A bon—1 + boUy)
2boy oy bp1 €N by, by € Z}
is dense. O

4 Proof of the Scale Recurrence Lemma

In this section we will present the proof of the scale recurrence lemma, it
follows the ideas in [I] with some modifications. The main new features are
the use of the not essentially real hypotheses and the introduction of new
objects in order to close a gap in the proof given in [I]. We start proving
some results in a more general setting.

4.1 General Setting

We proceed as in 6.1 [I] using Fourier analysis in the group J instead of R. Let
A be a set of indices, A a finite set and maps a: A — A, w: A — A. Define

7
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The numbers (p!) define a stochastic matrix, it has a probability vector (p')

verifying
dol=v, > =1
icA icA
Set
o = {0 it w(\) # a(V)
1/Nypy  if w(X) = a(N)
and
. ey
Na

It is easily proved that (pﬁl) is a stochastic matrix with probability vector
(p). Let J* = R"! x Z" denote the Pontryagin dual of J. Elements
& = (U1, fl_1, M1, ..., m,) € J* are homomorphisms from J to S!, given
by

E(trs oot 1, VL, oy ) = (S0t g+ 30 myv )i
Now suppose that for each (X, \) € A?, there is an element aﬁl € J. Using
this we define, for each £ € J*, a llnear operator Ty : CA — CA given by

TE((Z)\))\eA) (w)\))\e/\ where
Wx = Zpﬁlf(aﬁv)z,\/-
NeA
We endow the space CA with the norm

[ aeall” =DMl

A€A

In a similar way to [I], a short computation shows that ||7¢|| < 1, for all
e J.

Assume that we have a family {F(\)}rea of bounded measurable subsets
of J, consider the function

na(r) = N € Aupy * Byla + a)) € E(X)}.

No
Let 0 < 7 < 1, denote by E*(\) the set:

E*(\) ={x € J:n\(x) > 7}
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Proposition 4.1. Suppose there exist Ag > 0 and ko € (0,1) such that
| Te|l < ko for all & = (pta, vy o1, M, ...y My ), with |€] = max;{|y,|, |m;|} €
(1, AopY]. Then there exist k1 € (0,1), € >0, and 7 € (0,1) depending only
in Ao, ko (and not in p) such that if v(E(N)) <€, for all X € A, then

Y P UEN) <k Y p(EW)

AEA AEA

Proof. Consider the functions

X)\Il() Y)\ Zp)\X)\/,I‘—Fa)\)
NeA
Za(a) = —— / Yae = 0dv(t) = ——— 15, * Yi(2)
\(z) = . A —1)dv(t) = B,(0) * YA(T).
v(B,(0)) Jp,0) v(B,(0)) 7
Note that Zy(z) > ny(z), then
1Z:)17> > T*u(E* (V)
which implies
S P UEN) <72 P4 (6)
AEA AEA
The Fourier transforms of X, Y, Z, are
- / X (@)E(@)dv (@)
ZPAI X/\' (&),
NeEA
. 1 . - sin(p;p) 1 sin(m;p)
Z)(&) = =7~ 1,0 - Yal§) = ’ YA (6),
v(B,(0)) " H i H m;p
where & = (fu, ..., ftn_1, M1, ..., my,). Hence |Z,(¢ )| < YA (€ )|, and there exist

ky € (0,1), depending only in AO, such that |Z)\( ) < k1|Y)\( )| if €] >
Aop~t. We estimate Y, p* | Z\(€)|? in various ways depending on |£].
If |¢] < 1 then:

Z0(6)] < ITA(€)] < / Ya()dv(z)

<> nr(EW))

NeA
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therefore

INANGIEDS <ZPAP§,> v(E(X))?

A€A AMeA \ e

= S pu(BOV)

AEA

If1 <€) < Agph:

ST PIZOP < 3PP

AEA A€A

< kY pPIXAO

AEA

note that we used the fact that (YA(€))aer = Tg((f()\(f)),\e/\).
If [£] > Agp~':

ZPA|ZA(5)|2 <k ZPAWA(QP

AEA AEA

<k PIXAEP

A€A

Combining all three inequalities we get

/J S 2O i ()

T xeA
< M(B(N)2dD(€) + kg XA ()[Pdr
< [ oo [ S e
k7 MNXA()[PdD(€).
L YL
Hence

2
2’

ZP)‘ HZAH; <v({lgl < 1})- EZP)‘I/(E()\)) + max{kZ, k?} Zp’\ HX/\
AeA AeA AeA

Using Plancherel theorem and the fact that v(E(\)) = || Xy |5, we get

> M 21z < PHIEN < 13) - e+ max{kG, Y] ) p v (E(N).

AEA AEA

36



This together with equation (B implies

Y (BT W) < 7€l < 13) - e+ max{kG, Y ) p v (E(V).

AEA AEA
Finally we get the desired inequality setting
7= [P({l¢] < 13) - e + max{kg, K},
ko =12 0({1] < 1}) - € + max{k, AT},
and taking e small enough such that

p({|€] < 1}) - € + max{kZ, k?} < 1.

Let A; > 0 be any positive number and consider
1
#Au0n

define E(\) = {z € J : fx(z) > 7}. For a set E C .J denote by Vs(E) the
d-neighborhood of F.

fix(z) N € Aoy Bayp(z +ay) N E(N) £ 0},

Corollary 4.1. Under the same hypothesis as Prop. [{.1, let ky > 0 such
that k1 < ky < 1, if we choose A > 0 big enough and ¢, > 0 small enough

such that
1+A1 2n—1
ki1 k
1< _'_ A ) < 4

er | 1+ A < €,

then v(Va,(E(N))) < €, for all X € A, implies that

D P vVa(EO)) < ke ) pv(Va (E(V)).

AEA AEA

Proof. First observe that (see [12])

HWpsansans EON) < (14751 vV (B
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Now consider the family A(X) = V,1ap+a,,(E£(X)), by our choice of ¢; we can

apply proposition ELIlto A(X). Notice also that if 2 € Va,(E£(A)) then there
exist y € Bay(x) and 7 - #A,0 elements X € Ay such that

Ba,,(y +ay)NEN) # 0,

thus
By(x+a3) C Vyrnpran(E(X)) = A(X).

~

This shows that Va,(E(X)) C A*(X). Applying proposition EIlto A(\) gives

Y P r(Va(BE(A) < ) pv(AT (V)

AEA AEA

< ky Zp)\l/(‘/p+Ap+A1p(E(>‘)))
A€A

<k (1 i S P (Va,(B(V)

AEA

<k 3 PVa (EOV)).

AEA

1 + Al 2n—
A

4.2 Proof of Theorem A

In this subsection we will prove the multidimensional conformal scale recur-
rence lemma, first we will fix the values of the main parameters playing a role
in the proof, this is done to make it clear that there are not contradictions
between their values. Start choosing a positive constant p such that

—logrs < p, (7)

for any 0 € X7, and ¢ = (co,c1) € Z;-cm a finite sequence with only two

symbols. The choice of 1 and the equation Ti = Tg . Tz—b implies that
log ri > log rg — [
This is saying that as the length of b increases the number log Tg decreases

by steps no bigger than pu.
Now choose ¢ > 0 such that

¢ Ydiam(G(a?)) < diam(GZ (¢?)) < ¢ diam(G(d”)),
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for o’ € me, = Y7, Theses constants only depend on Ki,..., K,. Fix
Co > 0 such that

2log(ccy) > p. (8)
We will use proposition [4.1] with the following data

A= 21(607p) X ..o X En<éo,p),
A=A x ... xA,,

a(d',...,a") = (ag, ..., ag),
LU(Ql’ 7Qn) = (a11”fL1’ ’anmn)’
01 en—l
T_l T_n—l 1 n
b b 0 6
ai’ = (]og oy log g o Uy ooy Upn )7
Tgn TE" -

where o’/ = (a}), ...,a{nj), A= (d',...,a"), N = (b',....,0") and ¢ € % finishes
ina,1<j< nB Assume that the hypothesis of [L.1] holds, namely that
there exist Ay, ko such that ||T¢|| < ko for all || € [1, Agp~ ], this will be
verified in the next subsection. Applying the proposition in this setting gives
constants ki, T, €.

Now fix k4, ks > 0 such that k; < ky < ks < 1 and § > 0 such that

ky+ 23"k LCy T CYS < ks, (9)
where Cy > 0, L > 0 are constants such that

C2pd1+....+dn S p)\’ (11)
for any i € A, A € A, and Cy > 0 is defined by Eq. (20). All these constants

depend only in ¢,.
Fix r > 0 such that

2r > §1(9 + i) log(cco). (12)

The choice of p and ¢y allow us to find p; > 0, small enough, such that
for any family of intervals Iy, ..., I,,_y, with diam(l;) > 2log(céy), any = =
(t,v) € J with dist(t;, 1;) <619+ 1)log(ccy) and any A € A, there exists
Ao = (b',....0") € ©f™ x .. x ©fi with the property

:c+a§“ el x...x1I, 4 xT",

3For every o’ € Zf ™ we choose, arbitrarily, an element ¢’ € %7 that ends in @, using

. !’
this we define a§ .
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and diam(G(b’)) > p1, 1 < j < n. Choose ¢y > & big enough such that I
A € Zl(CQ,p) X ... X Zn(CQ,p)

for all Ao = (b, ...,b"), such that diam(G(¥')) > p1, 1 < j < n, and any
A€ A with w(Ng) = a(N).

We also fix a constant A; > 0 that should be big enough to verify Eq.
(I6)), this is a condition that only depends on ¢q. Finally, we choose A, €; as
in corollary .11

Notice that A" = %1 (cg, p) X ... X 3, (co, p) contains A. Choose a function
¢ : A" — A such that:

(a) If A= (da',...,a") € A" and p()) ...,0") then either @’ ends with
1

b or b ends with o/, for every
(b) @A) = A, VA € A.

Thanks to properties (a),(b) of ¢ there are constants 77, Ty depending only
in ¢g, ¢p, and not p, such that

L<Ti <#p7'(N) < T, VA €A

We show that we can suppose F'(A) = F(p())). Assume that for the given
values of ¢y and r there exist ¢y, co, c3, pp > 0 such that the scale recurrence
lemma is verified in the special case when

FOA) = F(p(\), ¥\ € A'.

We find new values for cy, co, c3, po > 0 verifying the lemma in the general
case. In fact, we do not need to change cy,c3,p9 > 0, just redefine ¢; as
c1/T5. Given a family {F(\)}aear with v(J, \ F(N\)) < ¢1/T5 consider

FN= () FW).
Nep=L{p(N)

This new family verifies F(A) = F(¢(\)), moreover v(.J, \ F(\)) < ¢;, then
there exists F*(\) with the propierties of the scale recurrence lemma. Taking
F*(\) = F*()\) gives the lemma in the general case.

We will prove that for the scale recurrence lemma to hold it is enough to
prove the following statement:

TN = (a',...,a"), Ao = (b, ....,b"), with w(X\o) = a()), then o) = (b'a, ..., b"a™).
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Statement 4.1. For the given values of co and r, there exist ¢y, co,c3, pg > 0
with the following properties: given 0 < p < po, and a family F(\) of subsets
of Jr, A€ A =31(Co, p) X ... X X,(Co, p), such that

v(J, \ F(\) < e, VA,
there is another family F*(\) of subsets of J, satisfying:
(i) For any A\ € A, F*()\) is contained in the cop-neighborhood of F(\).

(ii) Let A = (a',...,a") € A, (t,v) € F*(\); there eist at least czp~(@1+-Fdn)
elements X' = (b',....,0") € N’ (with b’ starting with the last letter of a’)
such that, if ¢ € Y7, 1< <n, verify 0 Na € Xi(co,p), 1<j<n
and

Ty (0, ...0" t,0) = (6", ...,0"b", 1, D)

the p-neighborhood of (t,7) € J is contained in F*(o(N)).
(iii) v(F*(X)) > v(J,)/2 for at least To /(T2 + T1) of the X € A.

The difference between statement [4.1] and the scale recurrence lemma is
that A is parametrizing the sets F'(\) instead of A’, however A’, which is
much bigger than A, still parametrizes the set of renormalization operators.
Let {F(A)}aear be a family of sets as in the scale recurrence lemma, we can
suppose that F(A) = F(¢(\)). Now assume that statement 1] holds, then
we can apply it to the restricted family {F(\)}aea, this produces another
family {F*(\)}rea. We extend it to A € A’ by F*(A) = F*(p())), it is easily
seen that {F*(\)}aeas verifies the desired properties:

(D) F*(A) = F*(0(A) C Vo (F(p(A))) = Veyp(F(N)).

(i) If A= (a',...a") € N, (t,v) € F*(N) = F*(p(N)), p(A) = (_ e ),
then there exist at least c3p~(4+-Fd) elements N = (b',...,0") € A
such that for

Tlgl ..... Q”(Qlu"-7gnut7v) = (Qll—)17"'7gnén7£7®>

the p-neighborhood of (Z,) € J is contained in F*(p(N)) = F*(N),
for any ¢ € X7, 1 < j < n, verifying ¢/ A ¢ € Xj(co,p), 1 < j <m;in
particular for any @', ..., 8" ending in a', ..., a", respectively.

(iii) Let A; C A the set of A such that v(F*(\)) > v(J,)/2, we know that

#A1> T
#N T L+ T
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Let A= #p (A1), B=#p A\ A;), then

B _#(A\A) Ty _ (1-T/(Ty + To) - #A - T
AT #M-TY T (L)(Ta+T)) - #A-Th

=1,

and from this we get that

A 1
A+ B 1+ (B/A)

of the A € A’ verifies v(F*(\)) > v(J,)/2.

1
>
-2

From now on we will focus in the proof of statement .11

Suppose we have a family of sets {F'()\)}aea, define
Eo(N) = J: \ Vap(F(N)), A € A

Now we define recursively two families of sets { E,,,(A) }aea and {E,(A\)}rea.
The set E,,(A) is defined as the x € J, such tha‘cﬁl

#{N e N :a(N) =w(\); Ba,(@+a)) C I\ En(pN)} < czp(@ttin),

and E,,1(A) = Ey(A) U Em()\)ﬁ The value of ¢z will be fixed during the
proof of the next lemma. Note that for x € Ey()\) one has

{N €N Bay(e+a)) C JAE(p(X))} C{N € A Bayy(a+a)) C J\Eo((X))},

hence Eo(\) C Ey(A). Analogously one proves that E,(A\) C Enyi(N),
En(X) C Epyq (M) for all m.

Lemma 4.1. If ¢y, c3, po are sufficiently small then

> P v(Vap(En(N)) < ks > pv(Vap(En(N)), (13)
AEA AEA

S (Vs () < e LI (11
AEA

Before proving the lemma we will use it to prove statement [£.1l Consider
E(N) = Upnso Em()), thanks to Eq. (I4) we have

V(Jr—l—Ap \ Jr) + C1
1— ks '

SV (V) < (15)

AEA

Now define F*(\) = J,. \ Ex()), we will prove that this family of sets has
the desired properties.

When )\ € A’ \ A the element a} is defined in the same way as when A\, " € A.
6In fact, since F;(\) C Ej41()), we have Ep,(\) = Eg(A) U Eg(A) U ... U Ep—1(N).
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(i) Since Ey(A) C Eo(A) then F*(X) C J, \ Eo(X) = Va,(F(X)), choosing
co = A gives the first property.

(i) Let z € F*()\), then z ¢ E,,()\) and the set
An={XN €N 1 a(N) =w(\); Bayplz+a3) C J; \ Bu(p(X))}

has more than cgp~(4+-+d) clements, for all m. Moreover, since
E(p(N) C Eny1(p(N)) one has A,,,,1 C A, and then

# (n Am) > C3pf(d1+...+dn).

m>0

Therefore
#{N e N a(N) =w(); BAlp(x+a§l) C F*(p(N)} > Cgp—(d1+...+dn).

To finish, it is enough to prove that for any él,..., én such that éj Nal €
%(co,p), 1 < j < n, one has

~1 ~n—1

Tgl T_n—l él én I\
B,(x + (log 0 108 ==, U s Uy ) C Bayp(r +ay ),
Tyn Ty

Ql anl

1 (pl n _ (1 ny N _ "b1 "pn—t 6! 0"
where N = (b7, ..,0"), A = (', ..,a"), a} = (logTTn,..,logrQ—n,vbl,..,vbn),
b b - -

for some ¢’ ending in @/, 1 < j < n. This is agzcomplishea by taking
Aq big. More precisely, since

ID( o (k)1 (2) — I|| < Cdiam(G(¢ A§')) < Cp,

for all 1 < j < n, for some constant C' only depending on ¢y, we can
conclude that

log rgj — log rg’ < Cip, ’vgj — vgj’ < Chp,
forall 1 < j < n, for some constant C; only depending on ¢,. Therefore,

imposing 3

would be sufficient to guarantee the second property.
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(iii) By Eq. (IH), choosing c;, pp small such that

V(Jrinp \ Jr) + 1 - '

Jr),
1— ks ST+ 1)

where C] is a constant such that p* > C1(#A)~L, VA € A, implies that

SPE ) 2 (1= 5o s ) vl

AEA

Let A={\:v(F*(\)) > v(J.)/2}, hence

(1 - 2(;1}175}2) ) <D P UE V) + Y p(FT(N)

AEA AEA\A
NRACLH) A
(J)Y == p
A€A AEA\A
v(Jr) A
SPTARRLCEN S
AEA\A
From this inequality we get
(A \ A) 1 Z Ci'Ty
2 2 S 2T +Ty)

Finally this implies #A > (15 /(11 + T3))#A, as we wanted.

Proof of lemma[{.1: Choose c3 > 0, €2 > 0 small such that

<@+wg1§)p<¢+~wﬂ (1 —7)Nopny), YA €A, (17)

where C, is a constant such that p* > Cyptt-+dn ¥\ € A. We suppose that

c1, po are small enough such that

Uriap\ ) ter (18)
1— ks

We will proceed by induction following the scheme

Eq. (Ij) for m = Eq. (I3) for m = Eq. (1)) for m + 1.
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For the base case, Eq. ([I4]) for m = 0, notice that

Vap(Eo(N)) C Jrgap \ F'(N).
Therefore

(JrJrAp \ Jr) +

1— ks '
Now we prove "Eq. (I4)) for m = Eq. (I3) for m": define A, = {\ € A :
v(Vap(Em(XN))) < €} and

A = {Em(A) if A€ Ay

B 0 otherwise

V(Vap(Eo(\) < v(Jap \ ) + v(J, \ F() < 2

We will show that
Em()‘) N Jr—210g(cé0)-a1p C A(A)

Here A()) is the set form corollary &l i.e. the 2 € J such that

1
#Au0

Using Eq. ([I8)

€2 > ZP/\V(VAp(Em()\))) > Czpdl+”'+d"€1#</\ \ Ap),
AEA

N € Ay Bap(z+ay) c J\NAN)} <1 -7

hence g
_ 2 _
#FA\Ay) <G, IG—P (G4 ),

1

Let x € Em(A) N Jr—210g(céo)—A1p, Using the last inequality, Eq. (7)) and the
fact that a} € J, log(céo)> YA, A € A, we have

#{N € Aoy Bayy(z+a)) C T\ AN)}
<H{N €Ny Bay(r+a)) C I\ En(e\))}
+ #(A\ Ap)
<HN €N Ba(w+a)) CJp\ En(p(X))}

€
+ C;épf(dﬁ...wn)

€
< e+ Gy 1 2)pr (bt
1

< (1 — T)Nw(A)-
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Hence = € A()\), and we have shown
EM()‘) N Jr—210g(cé0)-a1p C A(A)

Clearly the family A(\) satifies the hypothesis of corollary L1l i.e. v(Va,(A(N))) <

€1. Using the corollary gives

ZPAV(VAP(EM()‘) N Jrf2log(céo)fA1p)) < ZPAV(VAP(A()‘)))
A€A AEA

< ke Y P (Van(AO))

AEA

< ki) PW(Va(Ea(V)).  (19)

Now we estimate Em()\) outside of J,_s10g(cég)—n,p- Assume that py is small
enough such that 2Ap < 1log(céy), Aip < tlog(ccy). By Eq. ([I2), for every
J =1,...,n, there exist intervals

I7 Cl=r,—r+ 51 (9log(céy) + 2Ap)] C [—r,7],
I C [r— 67 (91og(co) + 2Ap), 7] C [—7,7],

with diam(I;") = diam(I}") = 9log(céy) such that

ZPAV(VAp(Em()‘) N Jj_)) < 5ZPAV(VAp(Em()‘)))a

Y P v(Vap(BaN) N ) <8 0 v(Vay(Ea(N)),

where J;L(_) ={(t1,....th—1,0) € J, 1 t; € I;r(_)}.
For every pair (A, B) such that A, B C {1,...n—1} and ANB = ()
consider y4 g = (t1(A, B), ..., t,—1(4, B),0) € J given by

—r +log(céy) if j € A,
tj(A, B) =N7— lOg(Céo) lf] c B,

0 otherwise.

We also define sets J. 4.B,Jap C J in the following way:

JA,B = {(tl,...,tn,h’l]) € Jr . tj € [;rlfj € B,t]’ € [; lfj € A},
jA,B = {(tl, ...,tn_l,'U) S Jr . t]’ S f;r lf] S B,tj S j; lf] € A},
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where the interval f]“ has the same center as I} and has length 2log(cco),
here u = + or —.

Fix A € A, from the choice of p; and ¢y we know that there is Ay 5 €
Sl x 21 such that

AA,B 7
yA,B + a)\ S JA,B,

and Ag g\ € A, VN € Ayr, ). Let

T € Vap(Em(AN) N Jp \ Jr—210g(cco)—A1p)
then there is y € Em()\) NJp \ Jr—210g(ci0)-a1p> Y € Bap(x), and for y we have
#{N € N : Ba,(y+a)) C .\ En(oN)} < cgp™ (et
Write y = (1, ..., t,—1,v) and consider the sets

A={je[l,n—=1NZ:t; < —r+2log(céy) + A1p},
B={je[l,n—=1NZ:t; >r—2log(ccy) — A1p}.

Since y ¢ Jy_210g(cco)—a1p We know that AU B # () and we can consider Ay p.
Given that #Ay, ») = L™ p~(@FF4)  we conclude that

AN € A Bayyly+ a2 ™) 0 B0 pX) £ 0} 2 (L1 = eg)p @t

E 7(d1+...+dn)

>
2 p )

here we are assuming that c3 < L™!/2. Notice that Ba,,(y + aiA’BX

Ja, YN € Ay(n,), therefore

yNJ,. C

AapN

L—l
#{A, € AW()\A,B) : :L‘~|>a)\ S VAp-ﬁ-Alp(Em((p()‘A,B)\,))mJA7B)} > Tp_(d1+"'+d”).

Hence Va,(E,(A\) N J, \ Jr—210g(céo)—A1p) 18 contained in

L—l

: 1 / > —
{:E (%)XZGA VAp+A1p(Em(%’()\A,B>\’))fUA,B)—aiA’BA (:E) 2 p

—(d1++dn)}

where the first sum is over all pairs (A, B) such that A, B C {1,...,n},
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ANB =10, AU B # (). Now using Chebyshev’s inequality we get
(VAp(E ()\) N J \ Jr 2log(céo)— Alp))
< ( 1/2 —(d1t-.+dn) Z Z VAPJrAlp ( O‘A,BX» A JA,B))

(A,B) NeA

A 2n—1

1
<2 (1 - K) pht=tin N 7N v(Vap(En(p(AapXN)) N Jaz))
(A,B) NeA

A 2n—1

<5 (1 ; Kl) gt 3 S UV (B(X) 11 ).
(A,B) NeA

Where Cy > 0 is a constant, only depending on ¢y, such that
#{)\/ € Aw()\A,B) : QO()\AJ_;)\/) = )\1} < C4,V)\1 € A. (20)

Now we will sum over \. By the definition of A we know that

A _
<1+K1) <k

and using p* > Cyp® T we get

ZPAVG/AP(EWL()\) N Jr \ Jr—210g(céo)—A1p))

AEA
Al Qn_ d1+ +dn
S 211 —+ K g § VAp ﬂ JA B))

(A,B) NeA

S 2k;104Lpd1+..+an Z Zp 1% VAP )\ ) N JA7B))

(A,B) NeA

< 23"k 'LCy ' Cub Y pv(Vay(Em(N))-
AEA

Putting this inequality together with (I9) gives

S P Vap(Bn(N) < (ka +2+ 35 ' LC; ' Ca6) Y pw(Va,(En(N)

A€A AEA

< ks ) 0w (Vap(Ba(N))).

AEA

this is Eq. (I3) for m. Here we have used eq. (@) where 6 was chosen.
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To finish, we prove "Eq. (I4) for m and Eq. (13) for m = Eq. (1{) for
m + 1". Since E,,11(A) = Ey(A) U Ep,(A) and v(Va,(Eo(N))) < v(Jriap \
J.) + ¢ we get

Y 2 v(Vap(Enii(N) < D 0 v(Vas(Bo(N)) + Y 0 v(Vap(En(N))

AeA AeA A€A
< v(Topap\ )+t ks Y P v(Vas(En(N))
AEA

(JT+Ap \ Jr) + C1
1— ks

< v(Jppap\ ) + o1+ ks

_ vrrap\ ) o
1— ks

4.3 Proof of Hypothesis on Proposition [4.1]

In this subsection we prove that there exist 0 < kg < 1, Ay > 0 such that
| Te|| < ko for all |£] € [1,Agp™!], and these constants does not depend on p.
Remember that the operator Ty : C* — C* is given by T¢((2x)aea) = (wx)rea

where
wy =Y Y E@y)zn.
NeA
Notice that C* can be decomposed in two ways
(CA _ @CAi, (CA _ @CAj,
€A JEA

and the operator T¢ sends C* into CA. Let || - ||, || - || be the restriction to
Ch, CY| respectively, of the norm || - || on A. Note that

1202 = > Im(2)lI2 = D (= (2)|)% vz € €,
i€cA JjEA

where m; : CM — CM, 7 : C* — C¥ are the projections given by the
decompositions. This implies that ||T¢| < ko if and only if ||T¢|ca: || < ko,
Vi € A, where T¢|ca, is the restriction

Telor: (CY - 11s) = (CY, ] - [

We start by supposing that there exist p > 0, [£] € [1,A¢p7 ], i € A such
that
| Teleall = (1 —no)"2.

49



From this we will derive a series of inequalities depending on parameters
Mo, M, M2,... each new parameter 7,4, will depend on 7;, not in p, and
lim,, om;41 = 0. Finally, we will see that with the appropriate value of
Ag the last n; will be bounded away from zero and then also 7, this will
complete the proof.

By our assumption there is z = (z)) € C™ such that Y., p*|z\|> =1
and for w = T¢(z)

lwl> =" pMwsl* = 1 —np.
AeA?

Note that

2
Z Px/f (ail)zx\’

NeA

jwal* =

Iz \) < Iz .

Consider the set

§ A 1
A= eh:|uw>>( _m)#AA S lan?,
v NeA;

where 7, = 773/ 2

L=y < ZP w|? = ZP wl* + Z pMws|?

. Hence

AEAT AeA AEAN\A
<0 (Zpﬁ"“'z) 2 (“‘WZPi/‘”"z)
PYIN NeA AEANA NeA

B T (I (zmw).
AN EA AeAN\R NeA

Since Z/\M\,EAp)‘pﬁ/\z,\,P =Y yea PV |zv? =1 and n? = 1y we get
w3 (Sttet
AeAN\A NeA

-3 Zp”\lez

AeAz\A AeA

— Z p
AGA'\A
> Coph Tt (A A),
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Putting 7o = 7, /Cs we obtain
#(Al \ [\) < 772P_(d1+m+dn)-

Proceeding as in [I] define Z}" = £(a} )2y, then

5 Z Z Dy p>\1|Z 1\2 Z Py [2n|? = |wal?.

)\’eA N EN; NeEA;
IfAeA
)\’ 2
1 1 J—
By § : E : >\ Py ‘Z )\ | __i’
A’eA N EA; A’eA
hence

! ! 2 Az 2
DD MEAEFAIEE

)\, eA; )\l eN;

Now set Z3 = zy — &(—a} )w,, then

‘ZA,|2 = \f(aﬁl)zx — wA|2 = f(ai )2x —

>z

# vt
2
1 / / 12 )\/
= Z>‘ 0 Z)\ 02.
#AZA§< A )\ #A )\g\‘ )\‘
0N

Summing over \ gives

’2
DA< _#@

NeA;

' g 24N i
Z Z |Z)\ _Z)\0|2 S pl 771 S 'f]?,p (d1+...+dn)’

NEN; Ny EA,
for n3 a constant multiple of n;. Pick Ao, \; € A, then

o = E(—ay Jwx, + 23, = &(—ay, Jwn, + 23,
and from thid]

Z ‘g a’)\o Wxo — f( CLAI wh\z Z |Z Zi\(l)‘z < 7)3/)_(d1+"'+d")-

AN eA; NeA;

"Redefine 73 as 473.
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Observe that

’ /
|§(_a§0)w)\0 - 6( a’il)w>\1| - |§(a’)\1 a’io)wAO - w)\1|

,a a +
Zmin{|w>\o|7|w>\1‘}'281n<<§ )\1 2>\0> (b)

where <§7 <t7 U)) = E] 1 lujt + Z] lmﬂvﬂ S T fOI' f ( ) S Rnil X Zn’
and ¢ is the argument of the complex number w), /wy, . Usmg this inequality
together withd

. VA eA,

T =

Y MeA,;

lwal> > (1 -

1
4

we see that

NN
Z Sin2 <<€7 a)\l 2@)\0> + ¢> S ngp—(d1+---+dn).

NeA;

Let 0y = 7)31,/ 3, the previous inequality implies that

n<<f’% 2%>+¢> o

for all ' € A; but nyp~(a+-+d) \'s  From this we get

1, ay, —aX)) + ol < ns

for all X' € A; but nsp~(@F++d) \'s where 75 is a constant multiple of 7;.
Let jo such that [£] = [u;,| or [§] = |mj,|. We will fix some specific
Ao, A1 € A of the form

N = (d°,....,d"°" 1 a® @0t ),

A= (d ..., d°7 b ot ).

Notice that A\g, A; only differ on the j, coordinate. Moreover, if jo # n we
have

01
N N 0 0 0°
ay, — ay, = (0,...,0,logw,0 O,vbjo — V5,0, ..., 0)
"yio -

8Here we assume 77 < 3/4, which can be assumed without loss of generality.
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where N = (b',...,0"), and 6°, 6 € ¥, end with a’, a', respectively. If
Jo = n, then

9° 9°

Tin Tin 1 0
N U o b 0 0
ay, — ay, = (log =7 ... log =, 0, ..., 0, v — ).
Tyn Tyn

We remark that aﬁ’l — a§; only depends on the j, Cantor set K.

- ~ ~0
Given that K, is not essentially affine there is QO, Ql €3 and zg € K jgo
such that . "
DK% o (")) (o) 0.

1 ~0
For any ¢°,6" € ¥, we define Fyo g := k% o (k2)~1. Since zy € KQ then
DFy 1(1’0) is a conformal matrix. Denote by C' C GL(2,R) the set of 2x2

conformal matrices. Let P : U — C be a smooth function from a neigh-
borhood U C GL(2,R) of DFj ;i (xo) into C', such that P(A) = A for all

Ae CnU. We will use the notation DFgp g1(7) = P(DFyp g (x)). The
properties of P and the fact that K, is not essentlally real allow us to con-
clude that DD Fyo 1 (x9) = D? Fyo g (;1:0) Now notice that C' can be naturally

identified with C* “and in this sense we can chose a branch of logarithm log
defined in P(U) (for U small). Then lemma [Z3 will imply that

B = DlOg]D)FQ()@l(ZL'Q) #0

is a conformal matrix. In the rest of the proof we will make an abuse of
notation, vbgm vgm will not represent an element of T but the imaginary
part of
(v o _ 00 )i
loge bJO b-70 ,
60

1
in this way we have chosen a representative in the class defined by vgjo Uyio -

Define the following vectors in R?

91

T
Y o 01 0°
d)q,Ao - (l 0g —o 90 b]o _vbjo)a

b0

and

é_ (ij mjo) if jo # n,
<_</~L1+---+/~Ln71>7mn> 1f.70 =n.
Notice that 1 < |£] < nAgp~! and

(€ a), —a))=(£,d} ,,) mod 27Z,
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where the (-, -) in the right hand side of the equation refers to the usual inner
product on R2.
Since k% depends continuously on @ we get that

|DlOg]D)FQ0,Q1 (SL’) — ﬁ‘ S (51, (21)

for all #°, 6, x close enough to éo, él, To; the value of 9; will be fixed later.
We assume that 7, is small such that the proportion of A inside A’ is big
enough to exist Ao, \; € A, with the form specified before, verifying that 6°,

0' are close to 90 «91 so that Eq. (21 holdsH From now on, \g and \; are
fixed as these Values.

Now fix ¥ € E%" such that any  in the convex hull of G2"() is close
enough to zo in order to have Eq. (2I)). Denote by %, (¢, p,c”) all the ele-
ments of X, (¢, p) starting with ¢, this is a positive proportion of 3;, (o, p)
(independent of p). Then, if we assume 75 small enough we can guarantee

that for a proportion of b € 35 (Co, p, %), as big as we want, there exist
b € %(C0,p), j # jo, such that X = (b', ..., 077" b, o°*!, .. b") verifies

(€, da) + ¢ = 2m(b)7| < 15, (22)

where m(b) is an integer depending on b. Denote the set of such b by
2j0<507p7go)' . o
For simplicity write F' = k% o (k%)™ instead of Fyo 41, then we have
0 1 0 0

F(dy)=¢, DF(ey) = DF(c)|l- Ry w. (23)
v 4 = = UQ —U

b
We will show that the distance between log DF’ (cg ) and d, ) is of order
p, for any X' € A. Let z9, z, € GZ (b) such that rb =

0
expansion at cg we get

|20 — 21|, using Taylor

0

F(z) — F(z1) = DF(c )(20 — 21) + O(|20 — 21,

where the constant in the O notation does not depend on p, b, 6' or 8.
Hence

9°
ry IIDF(Cg M =20 — 21|[[ DF (¢, g)
|+ O(|20 — 21]%)

< [F(z) = F(21)
<7 +O((])?).

9Here we also need to suppose that pg is small enough.
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Dividing by 'r’go and using the fact that rgo is of order p we get

Tg 0
— — IDF(q )| < O(p)
Ty
Therefore
91
i Ty
‘HDF(CE ) =] < O(p)
"y

Now, given the fact that ||[DF (cgo) || and rgl / rgo are uniformly bounded away
from zero, we obtain that there is a constant C3 > 0, independent of p, such
that . ) ,

log [IDF(¢f)]| — (log g ~logrt)| < Cip. (24)

Given b',b* € 3,0 (Co, py %), by the choice of , using Taylor aproximation

and Eq. (2I) we will have that
0 0 0 0
log]D)F(cgl) - 1OgDF(CZ2) = 51(021 - CZﬂa (25)

for some f3; such that ||5; — S| < 0;.
The idea to finish the proof is the following: we use Eq. (22) to see that
the set of dﬁ’l », Projected to the line generated by & is close to an arithmetic

progression, then two points will be either very close or very far from each
other. Equations (23), (24)), (25) allow to translate this fact about dﬁ;,)\o to

the analogous one about the set of cgo. Finally, we will use the fact that Kj,
is not essentially real to estimate |c§(1) — c§2| from (€, Bl(cgf — cgs», thus it will
happen that |c§f — c§2| is either too big or too small which will bring us into

a contradiction With7Eh€ boundeness of the geometry of the Cantor set.
Any pair by, by € X, (¢, p, ) should verify one of two options:

(i) If m(by) = m(by), using Eq. (22) for A}, A, assosiated to by, by, respec-
tively, we get
~ )\/ ~ )\l
|<€7 d)\i,)\0> - <€7 d)\i)\o>| < 2775
This together with Eq. ([23), ([24]) gives

~ 0 0 ~
(€, log DF (¢ ) — log DF(¢5))| < 215 + 2C5(E] p.
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Considering Eq. (23]) leads to

~ 00 60 ~ 60 00 ~
|<B¥1§7 CEI - CEQ>| = |<€7 61(%1 - CEQ)>| < 2775 + 203|§|p7
where 7 is the transpose of 3;.

(i) If m(by) # m(by) a similar process arrives to
~ 0 0 ~
(BIE e, — )| = m = 2G5l

Now we use the hypothesis that K, is not essentially real. First, we choose
a constant C5 > 0, depending only in ¢y and the Cantor set K, such that

. Jo»
for any a € Z%" one has

{fa(G(L) - b€ %y (Co,p,0)} C{G(D) : b € %5(C5, )},

for some p > 0, which depends on p and a. Lemma proves that there is
an angle o € (0,7/2) and numbers ps > 0, a € (0, 1) such that for any limit
geometry k¢, x € G&(6y), line L, s € Aj,, D discretization of Kj,(6p,s) of
order less than po

#{a e D: G%a)N Cone(x,L,a) # 0} < a-#D.

Remember that a discritization D of K (6y,s) of order p is a subset of
Y, (Cs, p) such that

U Kjo <Q> = Kjo (907 S>7

aeD

for some pre-fixed constant Cf.
Fix §; by requiring that |5 — B|| < d; implies that

m(8)/2 <m(B]) < 1871l < 28]

and the angle between 87w and Sfw is less than a/2, for any w € R\ {0}.
Remember that m(A) = inf,, o % and that /3 is conformal, hence m(37) =
m(B) = 18]l = ||87||. Fix a € (a,1), assuming 75 small enough we can
guarantee that .

#Zjo(éoa p’QO) > a- #Zjo(éoa P,QO)-

This allows us to find a finite sequence c°,...,c™ of elements of /™ such that:

o ¢/t starts with ¢/ and has one more letter.
hd # (Zjo(éoapagj) N i:]A()(éoapago)> >a- #Zjo(éoa pagj)
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hd Zjo(éoa Pan) N ij]A()(é()a PaQO) ¢ Zjo (607 pa§j+1)

e ¢/ €%, (¢, p) only for j =m.
Fix an integer mo < m such that for any b € 3;,(¢o, p,¢/) and j < mg we
have f;'(G(b)) = G(t') for b € £;,(Cs, p), for p < p, (this only requires that
m — my is big enough). For each ¢, j < m, we will choose two elements

al a*l € 3 (¢p, p, ) N 25, (Co, p, °) in the following way:

e First, we choose any a7 € ¥;, (o, p, ¢’s') N S, (G0, p, ), where s’ is a
letter in A, such that ¢/ # .

e If j > myg then we choose any a®7 € ¥;, (¢, p, 11 N3, (G0, p, &P).
e Suppose j < mg. Given b € X, (¢o, p, ™), it can be written as

Q = (C{ka "76];176(]5766+17 b17 HE) bp)7

where ¢, ¢ are the last letters of ¢/, ¢/*!, respectively. Using this
notation we can define the set

D= {<Cé’cé+17b17 - bp) € B (Cj_ka ..,cil,cé,céﬂ,bl, 5 bp) € Zjo(éoapagjﬂ)}-

This set is a discretization of Kj,(c), c)™) and by our choice of my it
has order less than py. Now use lemma [2.2] for the limit geometry K jQ: Qj,
point x = (Ffjo)_l(cgij) and line L such that FcQjO(L) is orthogonal to
the line genefetad b}; BTé . Hence 7

#{aeD: G"(a)N Cone(z,L,a) # 0} < a-#D,
and then

#{é € 2.70(507 panJrl) : GQ()((_))QCOTLQ(CgIJ’ FGO (L>7 Oé) 7£ @} S a'#zjo (607 panJrl)-

5
Since @ > a then there are elements a € %, (¢, p, /1) N X5, (G0, p, )

such that ) . .
G% (a) N Cone(cL, ,;, F& (L), o) = 0.

cJ

We choose a7 as any such element. It easily follows from the choice of
a®7 that

6° 80 6°

s = 2 By

(L)) > .

10 Actually, for this property to be true we take @ big such that #¥z (p,c/™) < @ -
Eéo (pa QJ)
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Let L be the line orthogonal to the vector pr ¢. The previous inequality and
the choice of §; implies that

L&, =&, L) > a2 (26)

Now we have all the ingredients to finish the proof. For any j the pair a7, a*
verifies either option (i) or (ii), note that (ii) implies

90
o e BTE AL ) o .
&y =yl > el 9T > )| Bl HET = 2018

@ " 16711 @
—1
> W 61— aclais

s -1 _ —
> ( ”fj AG =4l ) o

Hence, choosing A small enough, we can guarantee that option (ii) is not
verified for j = n — 1. On the other hand, if a7, @*7 verifies option (i) then

using (26) we get

0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0~
|Cil,j - CZZ” -sin(a/2) < |Cglj - 032,j| 'Smé{(cgl,j - 032,17 L)

0 0 ~
‘C_l i CZL?J‘ * COS K(Cil,j - CZZijﬁfé)

‘<ﬁf§a alj _C:Z,j>‘
|BT¢]
_ 25+ 2C5[€|p
2181 1]
< dns & 18I+ 4Csl1B] 7,

we obtained
0 ~
|C_1] | < (sin(a/2)) " (4ns €M1 + 4Cspl1B] 7).

Hence, assuming 75 and p small enough, we can guarantee that option (i) is
not verified for 5 = 0. Therefore, there exists j such that a',a?’ verifies
option (ii) and @' %1, a®7! verifies option (i), from the mequahtles obtained

o8



we see that

0° -
o~ osnl (in 2) " SO ol
0 0 — T -1,
[, — 2/ g — 40|81

( . a>—1 4Ans + 4C5p|€]
= | Sl — =

27 (m/2) — 4Cspl¢]
a1 dns + 4nC3A

< <sm —) ,

2)  (7/2) — 4nC3A,

here we used || € [1,nAqp~!]. We obtained

|CH1 j+1 CHQ J+1| < ( Oé>_1 4’[75 + 4TL03A0
B (7T/2) - 47103A0’

notice that the right hand side of the inequality goes to zero as Ay and 75
go to zero, however the left hand side is bounded away from zero thanks to
the bounded geometry of the Cantor set Kj,. We conclude that for Ay small
enough 75 is bounded away from zero, as we wanted to prove.
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