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FOURIER DECAY FOR HOMOGENEOUS SELF-AFFINE MEASURES
BORIS SOLOMYAK

ABSTRACT. We show that for Lebesgue almost all d-tuples (61,...,0q), with |0;] > 1, any self-
affine measure for a homogeneous non-degenerate iterated function system {Axz + a;}72; in RY,

where A™! is a diagonal matrix with the entries (61, . ..,604), has power Fourier decay at infinity.

1. INTRODUCTION

For a finite positive Borel measure p on R%, consider the Fourier transform

0) = [ e duta),

We are interested in the decay properties of fi at infinity. The measure p is called Rajchman if
lim fi(€) = 0, as |¢] — oo,

where |¢] is a norm (say, the Euclidean norm) of ¢ € R%. Whereas absolutely continuous measures
are Rajchman by the Riemann-Lebesgue Lemma, it is a subtle question to decide which singular
measures are such, see, e.g., the survey of Lyons [14]. A much stronger property, useful for many
applications is the following.

Definition 1.1. For o > 0 let
Za(a) = {v finite positive measure on R? : [D(t)| = O, (|t|~*), [t| — o},
and denote 74 = | J,-¢ Za(a). A measure v is said to have power Fourier decay if v € 9.

Many recent papers have been devoted to the question of Fourier decay for classes of “fractal”
measures, see e.g., [2, 9 [IT] 12, 13} 18] 23, 3], 1l 25, 17]. Here we continue this line of research,
focusing on the class of homogeneous self-affine measures in R%. A measure y is called self-affine
if it is the invariant measure for a self-affine iterated function system (IFS) {f; Ty, with m > 2,
where fj(z) = A;x + a;, the matrices A; : R — R? are invertible linear contractions (in some
norm) and a; € R? are “digit” vectors. This means that for some probability vector p = (p;);j<m
holds

(1.1) p=>pjluo f;h).
j=1
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It is well-known that this equation defines a unique probability Borel measure. The self-affine
IFS is homogeneous if all A; are equal to each other: A = A; for j < m. Denote the digit set by
D :={aj,...,an,} and the corresponding self-affine measure by p(A, D, p). We will write p > 0
if all p; > 0. Following [8], we say that the IFS is affinely irreducible if the attractor is not
contained in a proper affine subspace of R%. It is easy to see that this is a necessary condition for
the self-affine measure to be Rajchman, so this will always be our assumption. By a conjugation
with a translation, we can always assume that 0 € D. In this case affine irreducibility is equivalent
to the digit set D being a cyclic family for A, that is, R? being the smallest A-invariant subspace
containing D.

The IFS is self-similar if all A; are contracting similitudes, that is, A; = A;O; for some
Aj € (0,1) and orthogonal matrices O;. In many aspects, “genuine” (i.e., non-self-similar) self-
affine and self-similar IFS are very different; of course, the distinction exists only for d > 2.

Every homogeneous self-affine measure can be expressed as an infinite convolution product

(1.2) 1(A,D,p) = (* ﬁ) i Pjdana;,

n=0" j=1

and for every p > 0 it is supported on the attractor (self-affine set)

o0
Kap = {meRd: r=3 A", b, eD}.

n=0

By the definition of the self-affine measure,

ZGEDWY f em2mAmras) gy — (3] pe i ) i Alg),
j=1

J=1

where A? is the matrix transpose of A. Iterating we obtain

o0 m @ m
(1.3) ZZ(&) - H ( pj€—27ri<(At)n§7aj>> _ H (ij€_2m<£"4naj>> ’

n=0 \j=1 n=0 \j=1

where the infinite product converges, since |A™| — 0 exponentially fast.

1.1. Background. We start with the known results on Fourier decay for classical Bernoulli con-
volutions vy, namely, self-similar measures on the line, corresponding to the IFS {\z, Az + 1}, with
A€ (0,1) and probabilities (1, 1) (often the digits 1 are used instead; it is easy to see that taking
any two distinct digits results in the same measure, up to an affine change of variable). Erdés [5]
proved that U)(t) 4+ 0 as ¢ — o0 when 6 = 1/X is a Pisot number. Recall that a Pisot number is
an algebraic integer greater than one, whose algebraic (Galois) conjugates are all less than one in
modulus. Salem [19] showed that if 1/A is not a Pisot number, then 7y is a Rajchman measure.
In the other direction, Erdés [6] proved that for any [a,b] < (0,1) there exists a > 0 such that

vy € Z1(a) for a.e. X € [a,b]. Later, Kahane [10] indicated that Erdds’ argument actually gives
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that vy € 2 for all X € (0,1) outside a set of zero Hausdorff dimension. (We should mention that
very few specific A are known, for which vy has power Fourier decay, see Dai, Feng, and Wang
[4].) In the original papers of Erdds and Kahane there were no explicit quantitative bounds; this
was done in the survey [15], where the expression “Erdds-Kahane argument” was used first. The
general case of a homogeneous self-similar measure on the line is treated analogously to Bernoulli
convolutions: the self-similar measure is still an infinite convolution and the Erdés-Kahane argu-
ment on power Fourier decay goes through with minor modifications, see [4, 22]. Although one
of the main motivations for the study of the Fourier transform has been the question of absolute
continuity /singularity of vy, here we do not discuss it but refer the reader to the recent survey
[24].

Next we turn to the non-homogeneous case on the line. Li and Sahlsten [I2] proved that
if p is a self-similar measure on the line with contraction ratios {r;}!"; and there exist i # j
such that logr;/logr; is irrational, then p is Rajchman. Moreover, they showed logarithmic
decay of the Fourier transform under a Diophantine condition. A related result for self-conformal
measures was recently obtained by Algom, Rodriguez Hertz, and Wang [I]. Brémont [3] obtained
an (almost) complete characterization of (non)-Rajchman self-similar measures in the case when
rj = A" for j < m. To be non-Rajchman, it is necessary for 1/\ to be Pisot. For “generic”
choices of the probability vector p, assuming that D < Q(\) after an affine conjugation, this is
also sufficient, but there are some exceptional cases of positive co-dimension. Varji and Yu [25]
proved logarithmic decay of the Fourier transform in the case when r; = A" for j < m and 1/A
is algebraic, but not a Pisot or Salem number. In [23] we showed that outside a zero Hausdorff
dimension exceptional set of parameters, all self-similar measures on R belong to Z; however,
the exceptional set is not explicit.

Turning to higher dimensions, we mention the recent paper by Rapaport [I7], where he gives an
algebraic characterization of self-similar IFS for which there exists a probability vector yielding
a non-Rajchman self-similar measure. Li and Sahlsten [13] investigated self-affine measures in
R? and obtained power Fourier decay under some algebraic conditions, which never hold for a
homogeneous self-affine IFS. Their main assumptions are total irreducibility of the closed group
generated by the contraction linear maps A; and non-compactness of the projection of this group
to PGL(d,R). For d = 2,3 they showed that this is sufficient.

1.2. Statement of results. We assume that A is a matrix diagonalizable over R. Then we can
reduce the IFS, via a linear change of variable, to one where A is a diagonal matrix with real
entries. Given A = Diag[Gfl, .. .,(9;1], with |6, > 1, a set of digits D = {a1,...,am} C R%, and
a probability vector p, we write @ = (61, ...,6;) and denote by ©(60, D, p) the self-affine measure
defined by (L.1). Our main motivation is the class of measures which can be viewed as “self-affine
Bernoulli convolutions”, with A = Diag[6; Lo ,Hd_l] a diagonal matrix with distinct real entries
and D = {0,(1,...,1)}. In this special case we denote the self-affine measure by ©(0,p).
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Theorem 1.2. There exists an exceptional set E < R?, with LYE) = 0, such that for all
0 € RU\E, with min; |0;| > 1, for all sets of digits D, such that the IFS is affinely irreducible, and
all p > 0, holds u(0,D,p) € Y.

The theorem is a consequence of a more quantitative statement.

Theorem 1.3. Fiz1 < b; < by < 0 and ¢1,e > 0. Then there exist o > 0 and & < RY, depending
on these parameters, such that LY(E) = 0 and for all @ ¢ £ satisfying

b <min|f;| <max|0;| <by and |0; —0;|=ci1, i #j,
j j

for all digit sets D such that the IFS is affinely irreducible, and all p such that min;p; > €, we
have u(0,D,p) € D4(a).
Reduction of Theorem[T.9 to Theorem[I.3. For M € N let £M) be the exceptional set obtained
from Theorem With by =1+ M1 by=M,and € = ¢; = M. Then the set
o0
E=|JeMu{o:3i#j 6;=0;}.
M=

has the desired properties. U

The proof of Theorem uses a version of the Erdés-Kahane technique. We follow the general
scheme of [I5] 22], but this is not a trivial extension.

In view of the convolution structure, Theorem yields some information on absolute conti-
nuity of self-affine measures, by a standard argument.

Corollary 1.4. Fiz 1 < by < bs < o and ¢y, > 0. Then there exist a sequence ny — 0 and
g’k c R%, depending on these parameters, such that Ed(gk) =0 and for all 0 ¢ gk satisfying

b1 < min|07*| < max |07 < by and |0]F — 07| = e, i #
j j

for all digit sets D such that the IFS is affinely irreducible, and all p such that min;p; > €, the

measure (0, D, p) is absolutely continuous with respect to L4, with a Radon-Nikodym derivative
in CK(R?), k> 0.

Proof (derivation). Let n > 2. It follows from ([1.2)) that
(A, D,p) = u(A",D,p) * u(A", AD,p) ... » u(A", A"~'D,p).

It is easy to see that if the original IFS is affinely irreducible, then so are the IFS associated
with (A", A7D), and moreover, these IFS are all affine conjugate to each other. Therefore, if
w(A™,D,p) € Zy(a), then u(A,D,p) € Zy(na). As is well-known,

ne ZuB), B> d+k — e RS,
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so we can take nj such that npa > d + k, and gk = {0 : 0" € &}, where « and £ are from
Theorem [1.3] O

Remark 1.5. (a) In general, the power decay cannot hold for all 8; for instance, it is easy to
see that the measure u(0, p) is not Rajchman if at least one of 6y is a Pisot number. Thus in the
most basic case with two digits, the exceptional set has Hausdorff dimension at least d — 1.

(b) It is natural to ask what happens if A is not diagonalizable over R. A complex eigenvalue
of A corresponds to a 2-dimensional homogeneous self-similar IFS with rotation, or an IF'S of the
form {Az +a;}72,, with A € C, |A[ <1, and a; € C. In [21] it was shown that for all A outside a
set of Hausdorff dimension zero, the corresponding self-similar measure belongs to %5. It may be
possible to combine the methods of [21] with those of the current paper to obtain power Fourier
decay for a typical A diagonalizable over C. It would also be interesting to consider the case of
non-diagonalizable A, starting with a single Jordan block.

(c) In the special case of d = 2 and m = 2, our system reduces to a planar self-affine IFS,
conjugate to {(Az,vy) £ (—1,1)} for 0 < v < A < 1. This system has been studied by many
authors, especially the dimension and topological properties of its attractor, see [7] and the
references therein. For our work, the most relevant is the paper by Shmerkin [20]. Among other
results, he proved absolute continuity with a density in L? of the self-affine measure (with some
fixed probabilities) almost everywhere in some region, in particular, in some explicit neighborhood
of (1,1). He also showed that if (A\™1,4~1) for a Pisot pair, then the measure is not Rajchman
and hence singular.

1.3. Rajchman self-affine measures. The question “when is u(A, D, p) is Rajchman?” is not
addressed here. Recently Rapaport [I7] obtained an (almost) complete characterization of self-
similar Rajchman measures in R?. Of course, our situation is vastly simplified by the assumption
that the IFS is homogeneous, but still it is not completely straightforward. The key notion here
is the following.

Definition 1.6. A collection of numbers (01,...,0,) (real or complex) is called a Pisot family
or a P.V. m-tuple if

(i) 10;] > 1 for all j < m and

(ii) there is a monic integer polynomial P(t), such that P(0;) = 0 for all j < m, whereas every
other root 0 of P(t) satisfies |0'| < 1.

It is not difficult to show, using the classical techniques of Pisot [16] and Salem [19], as well as
some ideas from [I7, Section 5] that

o If (A, D,p) is not a Rajchman measure and the IFS is affinely irreducible, then the
spectrum Spec(A~!) contains a Pisot family;

e if Spec(A~1) contains a Pisot family, then for a “generic” choice of D, with m > 3, the
measure (A, D, p) is Rajchman; however,
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e if Spec(A™!) contains a Pisot family, then under appropriate conditions the measure
1(A, D, p) is not Rajchman. For instance, this holds if there is at least one conjugate
of the elements of the Pisot family less than 1 in absolute value, m = 2, and A is diago-
nalizable over R.

We omit the details.

2. PROOFS

The following is an elementary inequality.

Lemma 2.1. Let p = (p1,...,pm) > 0 be a probability vector and a; =0, a; € R, j=2,...,m.
Denote ¢ = min; p; and write |z|| = dist(x,Z). Then for any k < m,

m
Z pje—27rzocj
Jj=1

Proof. Fix k € {2,...,m}. We can estimate

m
Z pje—QTrOc]-
i=1

Assume that p; > py, otherwise, write |p; + pre= 27| = |p1e?™@ + p;| and repeat the argument.
Then observe that [py + pre™ 27| < (p1 — pg) + pr|1 + e 2™% | and |1+ e 2™ % | = 2| cos(may,)| <
2(1 — ml|ag|?). This implies the desired inequality. O

Recall ([1.3):

(2.1) < 1 — 27y ?.

m
p1L+ ), pje
j=2

< |p1+ pre” k| + (1 — p1 — i)

0 m
e =11 ( pje2“<€’/*"“f>> -

n=0 \j=1

For £ € RY, with €] = 1, let n(€) = (AHNE¢, where N(€) > 0 is maximal, such that [|17(€)]e =
1. Then |n(¢)|e € [1,]|A%| o] and (1.3)) implies

NE) [ m o
(22) ﬁ(f):ﬁ(n(f))-n< pye2rin(E) A >>

n=1 \j=1

2.1. Proof of Theorem First we show that the case of a general digit set may be reduced
to D = {0,(1,...,1)}. We start with the formula (2.2)), which under the current assumptions
becomes

NE m d
(&) = (&) - T (X pyexp|—2mi . mal6p ).
=1 j=1

k=1

3
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where a; = (ag.k))gzl and n(&) = (nk)¢_,. Note that |17(¢)]s € [1, max; |6;]]. Assume without loss
of generality that a; = 0, then we have by (2.1]), for any fixed j € {2,...,m}:

N() d ) 2
) < TT (1 -2ne] 3 maloz]),
n=1 k=1
where | - || denotes the distance to the nearest integer. Further, we can assume that all the

coordinates of a; are non-zero; otherwise, we can work in the subspace
k
H:={zeR?: 1, =0 < ag.):O}

and with the corresponding variables 6y, and then get the exceptional set of zero £% measure as
a product of a set of zero measure in H and the entire . Finally, apply a linear change of

variables, so that ag-k) =1 for all k, to obtain:

N(&) d 9
(2.3) A< TT(1-2me] Y mez] ).
1 k=1

This is exactly the situation corresponding to the measure 1(6, p), and we will be showing (typical)
power decay for the right-hand side of (2.3)). This completes the reduction.

Next we use a variant of the Erdds-Kahane argument, see e.g. [I5], 22] for other versions of it.
Intuitively, we will get power decay if || ZZ:1 ni0}| is uniformly bounded away from zero for a set
of n’s of positive lower density, uniformly in 7.

Fix ¢; > 0 and 1 < b; < by < o0, and consider the compact set

H={0=(01,...,0a) € ([=ba, =b1] L [b1,b2])" : 10; = 0] = c1, i # j}.

We will use the notation [N] ={1,...,N}, [n,N] ={n,...,N}. For p,0 > 0 we define the “bad
set” at scale N:

d
1
(2.4) Eun(d,p) =<0€H: max —Hne[N]: Hanﬁzu<p}’>l—5 :
n: 1< <be N =
Now we can define the exceptional set:

En(6.p)= () | Ean(p)

No=1 N=DNy

Theorem will immediately follow from the next two propositions.

Proposition 2.2. For any positive p and §, we have (0, p) € Zy(a) whenever @ € H\Eg (6, p),
where o depends only on 0, p, H, and € = min{p,1 — p}.

Proposition 2.3. There exist p = pyy > 0 and § = 5 > 0 such that L4YEy (6, p)) = 0.
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Proof of Proposition[2.2. Suppose that 8 € H\Ey (4, p). This implies that there is Ny € N such
that @ ¢ Ey n(0,p) for all N = Ny. Let € € R? be such that €], > b0°. Then N = N(£) = Np,
where 17 = 7(¢) = AN ¢ and N(€) is maximal with [7]e = 1. From the fact that 8 ¢ Eg n(9, p)
it follows that

%‘{”E[N]: 1inkezﬂ<p})<1_&
k=1
Then by (2.3)),

(6, p)(€)] < (1 — 2mep?) PN,

By the definition of N = N () we have
€10 < by,

It follows that
171(0,p) (&) = Om (1) - €],

for o = —dlog(1 — 2mep?)/log by, and the proof is complete. O

Proof of Proposition . It is convenient to express the exceptional set as a union, according to a
dominant coordinate of 1 (which may be non-unique, of course): Ey n(6,p) = U;l:l Eun;(6,p),
where

(2.5)

d
1
Eug(0,0) = {0 € H: 3n, 1<yl = Il < ba, 1 |{m e [V]: HEnkez\<p}\>1—5}.
k=1

It is easy to see that Eg n (6, p) is measurable. Observe that

d o) 9
En(0,p) := U Enj(0,p), where Eg;(6,p) = ﬂ U Eun;(9,p).
j=1 No=1N=Ny

It is, of course, sufficient to show that £L4(Ey ;(d,p)) = 0 for every j € [d], for some 6,p > 0.
Without loss of generality, assume that j = d. Since g 4(6, p) is measurable, the desired claim
will follow if we prove that every slice of £y 4(6, p) in the direction of the zg4-axis has zero Ll
measure. Namely, for fixed 8’ = (01,...,04_1) let

Ema(6,p,0") :={0a: (0',04) € Ena(0,p)}.

We want to show that £1(Eg 4(d,p,0")) = 0 for all 8. Clearly,

0

0
5H,d(5>P79/) = ﬂ U EH,N,d((Sap?e,)a
No=1N=Ny
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where
(2.6)

d
Eynd(0,p,0)=1<04: (6,04) € H: max %Hn €[N]: H Z s
k=1

n: 1<|na|<b2

<p}’>1—5

Inlloo=1nal
Lemma 2.4. There exists a constant p > 0 such that, for any N € N and ¢ € (0 ,2) the set
Eg.na(6,p,0") can be covered by exp(Op(5log(1/5)N)) intervals of length by™ .

We first complete the proof of the proposition, assuming the lemma. By Lemma

o0 o]
( U EH,N,dw,p,e/)) < ) exp(On(8log(1/6)N)) - b — 0, No—

N=N0 N=N0
provided ¢ > 0 is so small that logb; > Op(6log(1/6)). Thus £ (Ex a(d, p,0")) = 0. O
Proof of Lemma[2.J). Fix @' in the projection of H to the first (d — 1) coordinates and 1 € RY,

with 1 < |ng] = |n]e < ba. Below all the constants implicit in the O(+) notation are allowed to
depend on H and d. Let §; be such that (6',6,) € H and write

d
anGZ:Kn+€n, n>07
k=1

where K,, € Z is the nearest integer to the expression in the left-hand side, so that |e,| < 3. We
emphasize that K, depends on 7 and on ;. Define AS)) = K,, ﬁ%o) = K,, + 5, and then for all
n inductively:

(2.7) AG) = AUTD g AG=D, F0) = AUTD g 36D o1 d—1.

n n+1 n+1

It is easy to check by induction that

i=j+1 k=1
hence
R d—1 Ald=1)
(2.8) Ald-1) — ndﬂ(ed —0,)07; 0y = A?dﬂl) neN.

We have ||n]o < by and ]/L(ZO) - A;O)\ < |en|, and then by induction, by (2.7)),

(2.9) |AD — AU < (1 + bo)! max{len], ..., lenssl}, G=1,...,d—1.
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Another easy calculation gives

Kniav1 = 1 Kpya+ Afllld =
1 d—2 d—1
(2.10) = [61Kpiq+ 92145142(1_1 + -+ 9d71A;+2 )] + Ang)
. Asld—l) gidﬂ)

Since T}?) ~ Ttll) = 04, we have

(1) (d—2) (A(d711))2
(2'11) Kn+d+1 R [91Kn+d + 02An+d—1 o+ ed—lAn+2 ] + %

n
Rel,...,ed_l (KTH R Kn+d)>

where Ry, 9, ,(Kn,...,Ky+q) is a rational function, depending on the (fixed) parameters

01,...,04_1. To make the approximate equality precise, note that by and our assumptions,
| A1 > d=1p,

where b; > 1, and |ﬁ%d71) - AS{“‘“”| < (1+b)471/2 by (2.9). Hence

(2.12) |AD| > =1 /2 for n = ng = no(H),

and so

A0 /4@D] < 0(1), n = no.

In the next estimates we assume that n = ng(H). In view of the above, especially (2.9) for
.j =d-— 17

d—1 d—1 ~(d—1
A’SL+1) _ _ A£L+1) _ A$1+1)
AD d PG
d-1)  ¥(d-1
< A’El-‘rl)_A’l(l"r ) i Ald=1)1 1
= A n+1 Al T 6D
< 0(1) max{len,..., |enal} - |ALV[
It follows that, on the one hand,
A
(2.13) A?d_l) — 04| <O(1) - b7 "™;
and on the other hand,
2
AlD _
(214) Wnet ) 460D < 01) - max(lenls. - lensara)

Aq(ldfl)
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Note that A%j), for j € [d—1], is a linear combination of K, K11, ..., K,4; with coefficients that
are polynomials in the (fixed) parameters 61, ...,604_1, hence the inequality (2.13)) shows that

(2.15) given Ky, ..., K, 14, we have an O(1) - b] "-approximation of 6.

The inequality (2.14)) yields, using (2.11]) and (2.10)), that, for n > no,
| Kntdr1 — Roy, 00 (Koo o, Knpa)| < O(1) - max{|en], ..., [entar|}-
Thus we have:

(i) Given K,, ..., K, 4, there are at most O(1) possible values for K, 4.1, uniformly in n
and 61,...,04—1. There are also O(1) possible values for Ky, ..., Ky, since 1] and @]
are bounded above by bs.

(ii) Thereisa constant p = p(H) > 0 such that if max{|e,|, ..., |enta+1]} < p, then Ky, ..., Kpid
uniquely determine K, 441, as the nearest integer to Ry, g, ,(Kn,..., Kytq4), again in-
dependently of n and 61,...,04_1.

Fix an N sufficiently large. We claim that for each fixed set J < [N] with |J| = (1 —0)N, the set

d
{(Kn)ne[N] D Ep = H Z nkHZH < p for some 04,m and all n € J}
k=1

has cardinality exp(O(dN)). Indeed, fix such a J and let
J={ieno+(d+1),N]: iyi—1,...,i—(d+1)eJ}.
We have [J| = (1 — (d + 2)6)N —ng — (d + 1). If we set
Aj = (Ki)ieps15

then (i), (ii) above show that |[Aji1] = |Aj] if j € J and |Ajr1| = O(JA;]) otherwise. Thus
|An| < O(1)@+2N a5 claimed.

The number of subsets A of [N] of size = (1 — d)N is bounded by exp(O(dlog(1/0)N)) (using
e.g. Stirling’s formula), so we conclude that there are

exp(O(310g(1/)N)) - exp(O(6N)) = exp(O(8log(1/6)N)

sequences K7, ..., Ky such that |e,]| < p for at least (1 —0)N values of n € [N]. Hence by (12.15)
the set (2.6) can be covered by exp(Op (dlog(1/6)N)) intervals of radius by Y, as desired. O

The proof of Theorem [I.3]is now complete.

Acknowledgement. Thanks to Ariel Rapaport for corrections and helpful comments on a

preliminary version.
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