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Assouad-like dimensions of random Moran measures

Kathryn E. Hare and Franklin Mendivil

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we determine the almost sure values of the ®-
dimensions of random measures supported on random Moran sets that satisfy
a uniform separation condition. The ®-dimensions are intermediate Assouad-
like dimensions, the (quasi-)Assouad dimensions and 6-Assouad spectrum be-
ing special cases. Their values depend on the size of ®, with one size coinciding
with the Assouad dimension and the other coinciding with the quasi-Assouad
dimension. We give many applications, including to equicontractive self-similar
measures and 1-variable random Moran measures such as Cantor-like measures
with probabilities that are uniformly distributed. We can also deduce the ®-
dimensions of the underlying random sets.

1. Introduction

Many notions of dimension have been developed to quantify the size of sets and
measures, in part, to better understand the geometry of the set and the nature of the
measure. Perhaps the most well known are Hausdorff and box dimensions, global
notions of size. More recently, there has been much interest in understanding the
local complexity of sets and measures and for this various dimensions have been
introduced including the (upper and lower) Assouad dimensions, which quantify
the ‘thickest’ and ‘thinnest’ parts of sets and measures (see [1, [6, 20}, 21]), the
less extreme quasi-Assouad dimensions (|2, 16l [17) 22]), the #-Assouad spectrum
([9]), and the most general, intermediate ®-dimensions ([9, I1], 15]). The P-
dimensions range between the box and Assouad dimensions. They are localized,
like the Assouad dimensions, but vary in the depth of the scales considered, thus
they provide very refined information. In this paper, we continue the study of
the upper and lower ®-dimensions of measures, with a focus on random measures
supported on random Moran sets.

There is a long history of the study of dimensional properties of random sets,
with early important early papers including [3], [14], for example. More recently,
Assouad-like dimensions of random sets have been investigated in papers such as

7, 18, 12}, 24} [25].
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By a random Moran measure, we will mean a probability measure supported
on a random Moran set in R” that can be thought of as arising from a random
homogenous model of uncountably many equicontractive iterated function systems
satisfying a suitable uniform strong separation condition. The number of children
at each level, the ratios of child to parent diameters and the probability weights
assigned to each child that specify the measure, are all to be iid random variables.
We refer the reader to Section for the technical details.

The values of the ®-dimensions of these random measures depend on how the
dimension function ® compares with the function ¥(x) = log |log z|/| log x| near 0,
as was also seen to be the case in [12] where the ®-dimensions of random rearrange-
ments of Cantor-like sets were considered. Under mild technical assumptions on
the probability and ratio distributions, when ®(z) > \I/(x)ﬂ (such as for the quasi-
Assouad dimensions), then almost surely the value of all the upper ®-dimensions of
the random measure is E(logm)/E(logr) where m is the minimum probability and
r is the child/parent diameter ratio. For the lower ®-dimension we simply replace
the minimum probability m by the maximum M. When ®(z) < ¥(z) (such as for
the Assouad dimensions) and the essential infimum of either the ratios or the proba-
bilities is bounded away from 0, then the upper (and lower) ®-dimensions again co-
incide, being the almost sure extreme behaviour of logm/logr (resp., log M/logr).
These results are formally stated and proven in Sections [3] and @l

One special case to which our theorems apply is when the set is deterministic
and the probabilities are chosen uniformly distributed. For example, take the clas-
sical middle-third Cantor set. If the two probabilities, p,1 — p, are equal, all the
dimensions (of either the set or the measure) equal log2/log3. In contrast, if the
probabilities are chosen with p uniformly distributed over (0, 1), then for ® > U,
the upper ®-dimension of the random measure is almost surely (1 + log2)/log 3,
while the lower dimension is (1 — log2)/log3 (which, perhaps surprisingly, do not
average to log2/log3). For ® <« ¥ the upper and lower ®-dimensions are almost
surely oo and 0 respectively. More complicated formulas hold if the Cantor set has
T children, with 7" > 2, and the probabilities are chosen uniformly over the simplex
{)E iy pi = 1,90 2 0}

Another special case to which our theorems apply is a random 1-variable (ho-
mogeneous) model with finitely many equicontractive iterated function systems,
satisfying the strong separation condition. In [24] it was shown that the upper
quasi-Assouad dimensions for these random sets coincide almost surely with their
Hausdorff dimensions. If we take the measure with uniform probabilities, the ®-
dimensions of the measure equal those of the random set, thus the Hausdorff di-
mension coincides almost surely with the ®-dimensions for all ® > ¥ (including
both the upper and lower quasi-Assouad dimensions). A different formula applies
for ® < ¥, (including the Assouad dimension).

These examples are discussed in SectionBl along with others. SectionPlcontains
the definitions of the ®-dimensions, as well as their basic properties, and details
the random setup.

IWe will write f > g if there is a function A and § > 0 such that f(z) > A(z)g(z) for all
0<z<dand A(z) = oo as z — 0T,
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2. Preliminaries

2.1. Dimensions of sets and measures. Given a bounded metric space X,
we denote the open ball centred at x € X and radius R by B(z, R). By a measure,
we will always mean a Borel probability measure on the metric space X.

DEFINITION 1. By a dimension function, we mean a map ® : (0,1) — RT
such that x17®@) decreases to 0 as x decreases to 0.

Interesting examples include the constant functions ®(z) = § > 0, ®(z) =
1/|log x| and ®(x) = log [log x| / |log z| .

DEFINITION 2. Let ® be a dimension function and let p be a measure on X.
The upper and lower ®-dimensions of i are given by

d:(3C1,Cy > 0)(VO < r < R < R < () }

ﬁqpu = inf B(z,R d
% < Cs (%) V& € suppp

and
d:(3C1,Cy > 0)(V0 <7 < R <R < () }

dimg p = sup B(x,R R\
% > Cs (7) VY € suppp

REMARK 1. (i) The upper and lower Assouad dimensions of p (also
known as the upper and lower regularity dimensions) studied by Kaenmdki et al in
[19}, 20] and Fraser and Howroyd in [6], and denoted dim p and dimp, p respec-
tively, are the upper and lower ®-dimensions with ® the constant function 0. It is
well known that a measure p is doubling if and only if dimy p < co and uniformly
perfect if and only if dimp p > 0.

(i) If we let &g = 1/6 — 1, then dimg,u and dime, v are (basically) the upper
and lower 6-Assouad spectrum introduced in [9]. The upper and lower quasi-
Assouad dimensions of 1 developed in [16, [17] are given by

dimga p = (}1311 dimg, p, dimgr p = (}1311 dimg, pt.

As noted in [15], there are always dimension functions which give rise to the
quasi-Assouad dimensions, but these need to be tailored to the particular measure.

(iii) The upper Minkowski dimension, dimpru, and the Frostman di-
mension, dimp u, coincide with the upper and lower ®-dimensions respectively for
® — oo; see [4] and Proposition [

The upper and lower ®-dimensions of a measure were introduced in [I5] to
provide more refined information about the local behaviour of a measure than that
given by the upper and lower Assouad dimensions. They were motivated, in part,
by related definitions for dimensions of sets. To recall these, we use the notation
N,(Y) to mean the least number of balls of radius r that cover Y C X.

DEFINITION 3. The upper and lower ®-dimensions of E C X are given by

i a: (30, Cy > 0)(V0 < r < R < R < ()
*E Ny(B(z,R)NE)<Cy (B)* Vze E
and
. 1+®(R)
di—mq)E_sup{a.(301,02>0)(V0<T§R §R<Ol) }

N.(B(z,R)NE)>C>(£)" vz e E
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The ®-dimensions were first thoroughly studied in [I1], expanding upon the
earlier work of [9]. The (quasi-) upper and lower Assouad dimensions and the upper
and lower #-Assouad spectrum are again special cases, arising in the same manner
as for measures. It is known that

dimy E < dimgFE < dimgE < dimpF < dimgE < dimy F

and for closed sets dimp £ < dimgy E. For further background and proofs, we
refer the reader to the references mentioned in the introduction, as well as Fraser’s
monograph, [5].

Obviously, if ®(z) < ¥(x) for all > 0, then for any measure p we have

dimyp < dimgp and dimgu < dimgp .

A similar statement holds for the ®-dimension of sets. The next Proposition sum-
marizes other relationships between these dimensions. For the proofs of these facts
and many other properties of the ®-dimensions of measures, we refer the reader to
[15] and the references cited there.

PROPOSITION 1.  Let ® be a dimension function and p be a measure.
(i) Then dimgpu > dime suppu > dimgy suppu and

(2.1) dimz, p < dimgpu < dimp g < dimpp < dimgp < dim g p.

If p is doubling, then dimgu < dimgsupppu.
(ii) If ®(z) — 0 as z — 0, then dimgu < dimgz, p and dimga g < dimgp .
(i11) If there exists xg > 0 such that ®(z) < C/[logz| for 0 < = < xq, then
dimgu = dima p and dimgp = dimy, u.
(iv) If © = limsup,_,, ®(z)~!, then

dimg p dimp g — ©(dimarp — dimp p1),

>
<

dime dimpzp 4+ O(dimpsp — dimp p).

2.2. The random set-up. Let I C RP. We denote by diam(I) the diameter
of I. Given r > 0, we say the subset J C I is an r-similarity of I if there
is a similarity S, such that J = S,(I) and diam(J) = r - diam(I). (Thus S,
has contraction factor r.) We say the collection of r-similarities, Ji, ..., J;, is 7=
separated if d(J;, J;) > 7 -r - diam(I) for all ¢ # j. When such a collection of ¢
sets exists, we say I has the (¢,r, 7)-separation property.

Of course, if I contains a non-empty open set, and 7 > 0 is given, then I will
have the (¢,r,7)-separation property for all ¢ € N and r < r, for some suitably
small r, > 0. For example, if Iy = [0,1] C R, then r, = 1/(t + 7(¢t — 1)) will work.
This condition can be viewed as a uniform strong separation condition.

From here on, Iy will denote a (fixed) compact subset of RP with diameter 1
and non-empty interior. We fix 0 < 7 < 1 and for each ¢ € N we choose r, € (0,1/2]
so that Iy has (t,r, 7)-separation property for all » < r;. For each ¢t = 2,3, ... we
define the probability simplices:

t
S = {(ZCl,...,fL't) €R': x; > O,in = 1}7

i=1

Qt = (O,Tt] X St - (O, 1) X St
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and
Qo = U Q.
t>2

Let m be a Borel probability measure on €y and let P be the product measure on
the infinite product Q = Qf induced by 7.

Continuing, we define random variables T' and r, and a random vector p on
Qy. To do this, for w € Qp, we have w € Q; for some ¢t = 2,3,... with w =
(r,pM,p®, ..., p®). Using this, we define

T(w) =t r(w) =7, pw) = pW,p?,...p") €S,

A common way to define the measure 7 on )y is as a two-step process where
one first chooses the integer ¢ randomly according to some distribution and then
independently choose r uniformly from (0, r;] and p uniformly from S;.

With this framework, w € 2 drawn according to P represents an independent
and identically distributed random sample (T}, 7y, pr) from 7 on Q.

Using this iid sample, we can now construct a random Moran fractal. Beginning
with the compact set Iy and w € 2, we select a collection of T3 (w) subsets that
are ri(w)-similarities of Iy, {Iéj)}f;(lw), that are 7-separated. This is possible as
r1(w) < 71 (), 50 1o has the (T1(w), 71 (w), T)-separation property. We call the sets
Ié]), j=1,...,T1(w), the Moran sets of step (or level) 1. The Moran sets of step 1
have diameter r; and the distance between any two is at least 77;.

Being similar to Iy, the sets Iéj) also have the (¢, 7)-separation property for
all r < r;, so we may repeat this process. Assume inductively that we have chosen

n
the ] T;(w) Moran sets of step n. From each such set, I,,, we select Tp41(w)
j=1

subsets that are r, 1 (w)-similarities of I, and are 7-separated. These sets all have
diameter 71 - - - 7,41, are separated by a distance of at least 7ry - - - r,,41 and are
known as the Moran sets of step n 4+ 1. The Moran sets of step n + 1 that are
subsets of a given Moran set I,, of step n are known as the children of the parent set
I,,. We will use the notation Iy (x) for the unique Moran set of step N containing
x € E(w). Of course, In_1(x) is its parent.

If we let M,,(w) be the union of the step n Moran sets, then the random
Moran set E(w) is the compact set

BE(w) =[] Mn(w).
n=1

We define a random Moran measure p = p,, inductively by the rule that
if the T}, 4, children of the step n Moran set I are labelled IV ..., I(T»+1) | then
p(I9)y = M(I)psfll where p(ly) = 1. The support of u is the random Moran set
E(w).

It is not difficult to see that the ®-dimensions of these random measures is a
tail event and hence our interest is in almost sure results.

EXAMPLE 1. The classical middle-third Cantor set is a simple example of a
Moran set where Iy = [0,1], 7 = 1/3, Ty(w) = 2 and r,(w) = 1/3 for all w and
n. The uniform Cantor measure is a special case of this construction with prob-
abilities (1/2,1/2). More generally, any self-similar set/measure arising from an
iterated function system (IFS) {S;,p;}L,, of equicontractive similarities S; acting
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on Iy and satisfying the strong separation condition, (meaning, the sets S;(Io) are
disjoint) and associated probabilities p;, is a random Moran set/measure in our
sense.

EXAMPLE 2. Another natural class of examples of random Moran sets are the
finite random 1-variable (homogeneous) models which arise from a finite family
of iterated function systems, {F;}, where each IFS F; consists of equicontractive
similarities acting on (the common set) Iy and satisfying the strong separation
condition, where at each step in the construction we randomly choose one IFS to
apply at that level. See [24].

More generally, our construction can be thought of as a random 1-variable IFS
construction where we have an uncountable family of IFSs with associated probabil-
ities.

Other examples are given in Section

2.3. Preliminary Results. Throughout the paper, we will assume L is the
smallest integer such that
27k < 1/2.
First, we will verify that we can replace balls by suitable Moran sets for the
calculation of the ®-dimensions. The 7-separation condition is required for this.

LEMMA 1. Fizw e Q, R >0 and x € E(w). Choose N = N(w) such that
r(w) - ryp1(w) <R < rm(w) - ra(w).
Then
Ini1(z) NE(w) C B(z, R) N E(w) C In_1(x)
and hence
W(Ina(2)) < p(B(z, R)) < (1))

PROOF. Since R is at least the diameter of any Moran set of step N + 1,
Inyi(z) € B(z, R).

Now consider all the step N Moran sets that intersect B(z, R). If two of these
sets, say 1) I are subsets of different Moran sets of level N — k, then the
distance between these two sets, call it d, is at least the minimum distance between
any two level N — k Moran sets and hence is at least 771 - - - ry_g. But 7 > 21=F
and 7; < 1/2, hence

-L
02>2-27%r - TN_kp 2211 TN_kTN—k+1 " TN—k+L-

As I™M and I both intersect B(z, R), we must have § < 2R < 2r; - - - ry and

therefore k < L. Thus all the step N Moran sets that intersect B(z, R) are subsets

of the same Moran set of level N — L, namely In_r(x). O
Next, we introduce the positive-valued random variables

M, = maxp(j), my, = m_inpglj),
J J

X, =—-logM,, Y, = —logm,, and Z,, = —logr,.

Of course, the collections (Mp)n, (Mn)n, (Xn)n, (Yn)n and (Z,,) are all independent
and identically distributed.
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Since Zf;lpg) =1 for each n, M,, > 1/T,, so if the number of children is

bounded, then E(e*¥1) < oo for any A. More generally, E(e*"1) < oo for W any
of X1,Y7 or Zy if there exists § > 0 such that Wi (w) > 6 a.s.

Basic Assumption: Throughout this paper we will assume that there exists
some A > 0 such that E(e*?1) < oo for all |\ < A.

Note that this happens if and only if E(r; A) < 00, as is true, for example, when
the ratios r, are uniformly distributed. This is an important assumption because
we will make heavy use of the following probabilistic result, sometimes known as
the Chernoff technique.

THEOREM 1. ([23, Thm. 2.6]) Suppose (Fy,) are @id rv’s and for some A > 0,
E(eM1) < oo for all |\| < A. Then for all a > 0, there exists b > 0 such that

k
P | > F; —kE(Fy)| > ak | < exp(—bk)

j=1
for all k € N.

REMARK 2. (i) If W is a non-negative random variable with P(W < x) < Cz?
for small x and 0 > 0, then E(e=21°8 W) = E(W~*) < oo for small |\|. In particular
this holds if W has a probability density function f(x) with f(z) < Cz? and g > —1.

(11) Since {p € S : min; p; < z} C (08;)2. (the 2z-dilation of the boundary of
Si), part (i) means it is enough that P((0S;),) < C2° for some C,0 > 0 and small
z to have E(e*Y) < oo for small |\|. Thus if the probability distribution on S; has
bounded density function, this will be true.

(111) Since max;p; > 1/t for p € S, we know that M, is close to zero only
when T, the number of children, is very large. Very roughly, P(M, < \) < P(T,, >
1/N). If P(T =t) < Ct=% with 0 > 1 and the distribution on S; is uniform, then
E(e*X) < oo for small |\|. Thus this can happen even if E(T) = oo (take any
0e(1,2)).

NOTATION 1. Given a dimension function ® and random Moran set E(w), we
define the associated depth function ¢ = ¢, : N — N by the rule that ¢, (n) is the
minimal positive integer k such that

(W) - Tk (W) < (7 - - ry) THEOTT)
Consequently,
(2.2) M Taggmy < (r1- ) 1RO ang
(2.3) P Tapemye1 > (r1- )BT

This notion was introduced in [I1] to study the formulas for the ®-dimensions of
(deterministic) Cantor sets. There it was shown that if C' is the central Cantor set
with intervals of length 7y - - - r,, at step n and inf,, 7, > 0, then

_ log 2
dimgC = limsup | sup 108 ,
n kZd)(n) log Tn+l " " Tntk
log 2
dimzC = liminf ( inf nog ) .
n \k>6(n) l0gTnq1 - o
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In this situation, there is a simple relationship between ¢ and ®: with C =
inf r,, / supry, we have ¢p(n) —1 < Cn®(ry - - - 1mp) < p(n).

For the random problem, it will be helpful to have information about the size
of ¢, (n) that is independent of w (in an almost sure sense). As we will see in
the next result, the answer depends on how ®(x) compares with the function
log |log x|/ |log z|.

NOTATION 2. Given functions G, H : (0,1) — RT, we define
@  G(27N)log(Nlog?2)

(2.4) N 2E(Z)
and
) H(2 V) log(2NE(2)))
Apply Theorem [I to choose a constant B so that for all k € N,
k
(2.6) P | > 2 - kE(Z1)| > kE(Z1) | < exp(—Bk).
j=1

LEMMA 2. (i) Suppose ®(z) > G(x)log|log x| / |log x| where G is non-decreasing
as x decreases to 0 and G(x) > 4E(Z1)/B for all x € (0,1). Then

Plw: ¢,(N) < C](VG) i.0.) = 0.
(i1) If ®(x) < H(x)log|logx|/ [logx| where H(x) is non-increasing as x de-
creases to 0, then P(w : ¢, (N) > XE\?) i.0.) = 0.

PROOF. (i) If ¢ (N) < ¢\¥) = C, then

1+®
riro - .TNJFCN S riro - .TN-'r(i)w(N) S (',"1 .. .rr-N) + (7‘1 TN),

SO
FNAITN2 TNy < (71 .TN)‘I’(H'"TN)
and therefore
N+(n
Z —logr; > ®(ri---rn) [logri---rn| > G(r1 -+ - ry)logllogry - - - .
j=N+1
But 71---ry < 27V so by monotonicity, G(ry---7x) > G(27V) and [logry - - - ry| >
Nlog2. Hence if ¢, (N) < (n, then

N+4Cn N+Cn
> Zy= Y —logr; > G2 V)log(Nlog2) = 2(nE(Z1),
j=N+1 j=N+1

so the choice of B gives

(N
P(w: ¢u(N) < Cv) =P (Y Z; > 2(vE(Z)

j=1

<P ZZ CVE(Z1)| 2 (VE(Z1) | < exp(=B(w).
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Since G(27V) > 4E(Z;)/B, there is a constant ¢ such that
(2.7) exp(—B(y) = (N log2)~BE@M/2E(Z) < (N2,

Thus
> Pw:¢u(N)<(v)<ed N2 <oo
N N

and the Borel Cantelli lemma implies that P(w : ¢, (N) < QJ(VG)) io.)=0.
(ii) The arguments are similar, but easier, for (ii). If ¢, (N) > xg\?), then

14D (ry -
7”1"'7°N+XN27“1"'7°N+¢(N)71Z(Tl"'TN)+ (ri--rn)

Hence

XE\?) log2 < —logryyr- "Ngynw < —P(ri---7n)log(ri---7n)

= H(ry---ry)logllogry -+ -ry| < H(2_N)10g|10gr1 coorn| .

Putting in the formula for XE\?) and taking exponentials gives

N

2NE(Zy) <|logry -+ -ry| = Z —logr;.
i=1
Applying Theorem [I] again, we obtain

N
P (N) > Xy <P (Z Z; > 2NE(Z1)> < exp(—BN)

i=1
and the Borel Cantelli lemma gives the result. ([

3. Dimension Results for Large ®

Terminology: We call a dimension function ® large if it satisfies ®(z) >
log |log |/ |log z|.

The constant functions & = § > 0 or any dimension function & — oo are
examples of large dimension functions.

THEOREM 2. There is a set I, of full measure in Q, with the following proper-
ties:

(i) If there exists A > 0 such that E(e**1) < oo for all |\| < A, then dimgp, =
E(X1)/E(Z1) for all large dimension functions ® and for allw € T'.

(i) If there exists A > 0 such that E(e’1) < oo for all |\| < A, then dimgpu, =
E(Y1)/E(Z1) for all large dimension functions ® and for all w € T.

Since positive constant functions are large dimension functions, the following
corollary is immediate.

COROLLARY 1. If there exists A > 0 such that E(e**1), E(e*1) < oo for all
Al < A, then dimgr, p, = dimp p,, = E(X1)/E(Z1) and dimga pe, = dimpsp, =
E(Y1)/E(Z1) almost surely.

We will abbreviate the statement ‘there exists A > 0 such that E(e*") < oo
for all |A| < A’ by ‘E(e*") < oo for small |A|” and set

d=E(X1)/E(Z1), d=EY1)/E(Z).
We begin with two lemmas. We recall that (](\',) was defined in (2.4).
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LEMMA 3. (i) Assume E(e’1) < oo for small |\|. For each ¢ > 0, there is a
constant K. > 1 such that if

N+k—L—-1 N+k
Fy(e)={w:3k >\ —1with [ M'< [ nd0-23,
i=N+2 i=N—+1

then P(Fn(¢) i.0.) = 0.
(ii) Assume E(e*1) < oo for small |\|. For each ¢ > 0, there is a constant
K. > 1 such that if

Ntk N+k—1
Gy(e) ={w: > ¢\ —1with [ m™t> [ %09},
i=N—L+1 i=N+2

then P(Gn(g) i.0.) = 0.

REMARK 3. We remark we can take the same constant K. in both parts; the
choice of constant wzll be clear from the proof. We also note that once N is suitably

large, we will have CN Ko S max (3, L+3), whence the products above are well defined.

PRrROOF. To simplify notation, we will let C](VKE) = (-
(i) Upon taking logarithms, we have

N+k—L—1 N+k
Fy(e)={w:3k>¢ —1with Y  X;<dl-¢) > Z}
j=N+2 j=N-+1
The definition of d ensures that
N+k N+k
dl—e) > Zj=dl-¢)| > Z;—kE(Z)| + (1 - )kE(X1).
j=N+1 j=N-+1

Pick Ny such that if k > (5, —1, then (1—¢)k < (1—¢/2)(k—L—2) and (k—L—2)e/4
> ke/8. For all N > Ny, the set Fi(¢) is contained in

N+k—L-1 N+k
U > X <dl-o) Y Z—kE(Z)]+ (1 - D)k — L - 2)E(X1)
k>(5—1 j=N+2 j=N+1

_u BT X - G 2R 4 d( o) [kB(Z) - T 2
< R

U { (T X~ (k- -2 ]+¢1—a> [kE(21) - 05014 23] }

k>co-1 <- %( 1) — EE(X))

Hence Fy(g) C kag _1(Ak \J Bx) where

E>C5—1

c

—L—
{ ; (k—L—28(x,)| > EL _42)€E(X1)}
and
k
B = { kE(Z7) Z Z; EI:;F; — a))} = {w kE(Zy) — ; Z; ZillE(_Z;))} )
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From Theorem[I] there are constants a.,b. > 0 such that P(A) < e~ (+=L=2)
and P(By,) < e~%* for all k. Thus there are constants Ce, ¢ > 0 such that for large
enough N,

P(Fn(e) < > P(Ax) +P(By) < Ceem <V,
k>(n—1
Choose K. sufficiently large to ensure that exp(—c:C%) < N2 for all N. With this
choice, > %_, P(Fn(g)) < oo and hence the Borel Cantelli lemma gives the desired
result.
(ii) This follows in a very similar fashion. The details are left for the reader. O

LEMMA 4. (i) Assume E(e?1) < oo for small |\|. For each € > 0, there is a
constant K. > 1 such that P(F} () i.0.) =0 where

, Ntk N+k
Fi(e) ={w:3k > ¢y with J[ st > [ nd0t9).
1=N+1 i=N+1

(ii) Assume E(e*1) < oo for small |\|. For each ¢ > 0, there is a constant
K[ > 1 such that P(Gy(g) i.0.) = 0 where

N+k N+k
el ( _ . (KD - -1 —d(1+e)
N(E) ={w: 3k > (N with H m; - < II i }.
i=N+1 i=N—+1

PROOF. Again we will only prove (i) as (ii) is similar and to simplify notation
: o AED e
we will write (5 ¢ = (¥
It is straightforward to see that

Ntk N+k
Fror= U< Y x5>di+e) Y 7
k2 | J=N+1 J=N41
N+k Ntk
C U ALY X5 —EX0)k +d(+e)KE(Z1) — Y Zj] > ekE(Xy)
k>¢5 | j=N+1 Pt
- KE(X, KE(Z,
R RN T (P e

k>C5% j=1 j=1

From Petrov’s theorem, P(Fj(g)) < C.e™%¢~ for suitable constants C, c. > 0.
Again, make the choice of K. to ensure ) 5 P(Fy(g)) < oo.

(]

PROOF. [of Theorem [2] We begin with some initial observations and notation
that will be relevant to both the lower and upper ®-dimensions.

Let € > 0 and take K. = max(K.,4E(Z;)/B) where K. is the constant from
Lemma B and B arises from the probability theorem as outlined in (2.6]). Let

dK) (z) = K. log [log z| / [log z|

and take CJ(VKE) as defined in ([24). To simplify notation, we will write ®¢, ¢° and
-
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According to Lemma [2 there is a set, I'c, of full measure, with the property
that for every w € I'. there is some integer N, such that for all N > N,, we have
S (N) > ¢{P). Let T.(j) be the subset of I'c with A, = j € N.

Since (5 — 00, we can choose Jy such that if N > Jy, then (5 > L + 4. Take
w € T'.(j) and put J; = max(j, Jo).

Given 0 <r < R <7y ---ry;, choose N = N(w) and n = n(w) > N such that

(3.1) rioryy1 < R<ry---ry and
LTy <<y T
Note that N > J; . Furthermore, we have the bounds
_ R _
(3.2) (rnga - Tn1) ' < — S (rNg1ce o) L

Ifr <ri - rnpiq4¢e(N+1), then since the function 21 +®) is increasing, 22) tells
us that
r < (ry e erygn) YD) < RSSO,

On the other hand, if » < R**® (%) then by [@3),
r< (Tl . TN)1+q>E(T1"'TN) <r-- 'TN+¢€(N)—1

and hence n > N+ ¢5(N)—1>N+(5 —1,sothat n—L—-1> N +2.
From Lemma [I] we know

plina (@) _ p(B@.R) _ plIy—p(2))
pIn-r-1(x)) = p(B(z,r)) = plla(z)
Since
pli(x) I ()
> M) o

for a suitable choice of probabilities pe”), {=j+1,..7+s, we have

w(B(z, R))
p(B(z,7))

(3.4) (Mo My 1)t < < (my—pg1- M)t

Computation of the almost sure lower ®-dimension: Assume E(e*¥1) <
oo for small |A].

Since ¢ (N) > (5 for N > J;, with the notation Fiy(¢) from Lemma [B(i) we
have

N+k—L—-1 N+E
{w €T(j): Ik >=¢s(N)—1with [ M'< ] ri4<16>} C Fn(e).
i=N-+2 i=N—+1

By Lemma Bl P(Fx(g) i.0) = 0, so {(Fn(¢) i.0}¢ = A. where A. has full measure.
Thus the set A.(j) = Ac(Te(j) has full measure in T'.(j). Moreover, it has the
property that for each w € A.(j), there is an integer N, ;j(w) > J; so that if
N > N j(w), then for every k > ¢Z(N) — 1 we have

(M2 Mygg—r—1)"" > (rygr - rvgr) 4079,

For w € Ac(f), set p(e,w) =71 TN. (). If R < ple,w) satisfies ([3.1]), then
N > N j(w), hence there can be no choice of k > ¢Z (V) — 1 with

(Myy2 - MN+k7L—1)_1 < (ryg1-- .TNJrk)—d(l—a)'
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We deduce that for all » < R*+®(E) < p(e,w) and for all z € B(w),

p(B(z, R))
u(B(z,r))

Let A, = Uj’;l A.(j). This is a set of measure one and we have just shown that

R d(1-¢)
> (Myyo- My 1) > (rygr - rp) 4079 > (—) .

r

dimge 1, >d(1 —¢) for all w € A.. Take a sequence ¢; — 0 and let A = [ A,,.
i=1

Of course, P(A) =1 and dimg ;) po >d(1 — ¢;) for all w € A. -

Now suppose ® is any large dimension function. Given any &;, we have ®(z) >
<I>(€i)(:1:) for small enough = and therefore dimgp, > dimg; e for all w. We
conclude that dimgu, >d(1 —¢;) for all w € A and for all ¢, and consequently,
dimg 1, >d on A.

For the opposite inequality, fix ¢ > 0 and choose K. and F} (¢) as in Lemma
i) so that {F} (e) i.0.}¢ = AL is a set of measure one. That means, for all w €
A’ there are arbitrarily large N with the property that for all large enough k,

(Myt1 - Mysk) ™ < (rvgn - rvgny) 409

Let @ be any large dimension function. For w € AL, take
Ry = (w) - ry(w)/2.

AsT/2>2"Y > rni1-rNir, we have Ry > r1---ryyr and thus if k > ¢, (N+L),
then
ONJE‘=T1" " TN+L+k < R}VJr(D(RN).

Fix some Moran set of level N and for each k > L+ ¢(N + L) consider a descendent
Moran set of step N + k where at each step from N + 1 to N + k we select the
child that is assigned the maximum probability. Choose = xn ; € F(w) in that
descendent, so B(z, onk) 2 In+k(x). Since the distance from = to any Moran set
of level N, other than In(z), is at least 2Ry, we have B(z, Ry) N E(w) C In(z),
and therefore

p(B(z, Ry)) . pUn(2))
p(B(z, on k) — p(In+i())
Hence there are choices of k > ¢, (N + L) such that
p(B(z, Ry))
w(B(z, on 1))
(with constant C. = (2/7)41+2). Tt follows that dimgu, < (1 4 ¢)d for every

= (Mnt1- Myyp)™t

RN )d(1+6)

< (s rvgr) 90T = L (QN k

w € AL . Again, take a sequence ¢; — 0 and let A" = (| AL, a set of full measure.
i=1

Obviously, dimg ., <d for all w € A'.

Combining these facts, we see that dimg 1, =d for all large dimension functions
® and for every w € A (A, a set of measure one.

Computation of the almost sure upper ®-dimension: This computation
is very similar to that of the lower ®-dimension. First, use the upper bound in
B4,

w(B(z, R))
n(B(z,7))

< (MN—pg1-my) Y
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together with Lemma[3[(ii) to prove that for each € > 0 there is a set of full measure,
A., such that ﬁ@xgs)uw < 8(1 + ¢) for a suitable choice of constant K.. But any
large dimension function ® dominates the function ®*<) for small enough z, hence
dimg ., < d(1+€) on A, as well. Then use Lemma[l(ii), along with Ry = r1---ry,
ONJk =771 TN+k/2 and zn € E(w) () Iy belonging to a Moran descendent of
level N + k, where at each step N + 1 to N + k we choose a Moran set where the
minimal probability is assigned, to deduce that dimgu,, > d(1 — £) on some set A’
of full measure (independent of the choice of ®). To complete the proof, take a
sequence ¢; — 0 as before.

Of course, we can take as I' the intersection of the two sets of full measure
where the upper and lower ® dimensions are the appropriate values. O

REMARK 4. Note that the proof actually shows that if € > 0, then (in the
notation of the proof) dimg .t > d(1 —€) and dimgo) p, < d(1 +¢) a.s.

4. Dimension Results for Small &

Terminology: We call a dimension function ® small if it satisfies ®(z) <
log | log z|/| log x|.

The constant function ® = 0 (giving the Assouad dimension) is an example of
a small ®.

NoTATION 3. Put
a =inf{s:logmi/logr; < s a.s.} =ess sup logmy/logry,

and
B =sup{t:log My/logrs >t a.s.} = ess inflog M7/ logr.

Obviously a > 5. Here are some other easy facts.

LEMMA 5. (i) If ess sup My = 1, or ess infr; = 0 but ess inf My # 0, then
B8 =0. Ifess infmy =0, but ess inf ry # 0, then a = cc.

(i1) If {r1,m1} are independent random variables and ess infmy = 0, then
a = 0.

PRrROOF. Part (i) is obvious.
(ii) Since r1(w) > 0 for all w, there must be some £ > 0 such that P(r; > ¢) > 0.
The independence of 71 and m; ensures that for any ¢ € R,

P(—logmy > —qlogri) > P(—logmy > —qloge and —logr; < —loge)
=P(—logmy > —qloge )P(—logr; < —loge)
=P(my <e)P(r1 > ¢).

But P(m; <€) > 0 as ess inf m; = 0 and therefore o = oo. O

THEOREM 3. There is a set I', of full measure in ), with the following proper-
ties:

(i) dimgp, < B and dime i, > a for all small dimension functions ® and all
wel.

(i1) If either ess inf M; > 0 or ess infr; > 0, then dimgp, > B for all dimen-
sion functions ® and all w € T'.

(iii) If either ess infm; > 0 or ess infr; > 0, then dimau, < a for all dimen-
sion functions ® and all w € T'.
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Here are some immediate consequences.

COROLLARY 2. Ifessinfr; > 0, then dimgp, = dimyg p, = 8 and dime 1o, =
dima p = a for all small ® and almost every w. If the number of children is
bounded, then dimgp, = dimpg, p, = B for all small ® and a.e. w.

PRrROOF. [of Theorem [] (i) We will assume o < oo; the proof for o = oo is
similar and left for the reader. The definition of o ensures that given ¢ > 0, we can
choose ¢(¢) < exp(—3) with

0<gq(e) <P(—logmy > (a—¢e)(—logmr)).
Let
log2 log|log x| log(2NE(Z1))

2[logg(e)| [logz| 2|log q(e)|

and obtain the set, I'c, of full measure from Lemma 2] with the property that
¢S (N) < x5 eventually for all w € T'.. Set Jy(¢) = [x5% | (meaning, the next
integer) and let

o°(z) =

and x% =

‘}:V = {(mN+1 ce mN"rJN(E))_l > (TN+1 RN TNJ’_JN(E))—(O(—&)} )

As the random variables {m;} are independent and identically distributed, as are
the random variables {r;},

Jn(g) Jn(e)
P(Gy) = P Z —logm; > (a —¢) Z —logr;
=1 i=1
> P(—logm; > (a—e)(—logr;) for each i = 1,..., Jn(€))
JN(E

I P(=logm: = (o =2)(—Togr) = 4(e)™ .

It is easy to check that g(¢)’~¥(®) > 1/N for large N, thus if we set Ny = klogk,

then
zk:]P’(GE Z )TN (e) > Z klogk

The fact that |log¢(e)| > 3 ensures that N1 — Nk >log(k+1) > Jn,(¢) (for large
k), hence the events G%;, are independent and the Borel Cantelli lemma implies
G4, occurs infinitely often with probability one, say on ..

For w € T. NI = A., choose N, such that for N > N, ¢5(N) < x% -
Put Ry = ri(w) - --ry(w) and oy = 7 71 - - - "Nyay(e)/2. As In(e) > ¢ (N),
on < R1+<D (BN) Take any Moran set Iy of step N and consider the descendent at
step N+ J '~ (¢) where the minimal probability was chosen each time. Let zy € E(w)
belong to that descendent. The separation property and size of gy ensures that
B(xy,on) N E(w) € Intyy (e (x), while B(xy, Ry) 2 In(z). Hence

pBlan, By)) o pln(2))
w(B(zn,on)) — tIN4iy (e ()
For infinitely many N € {Ny},

= (mNg1--- mN+JN(€))71

B o a—c /(R a—e
(MN41 - MNLIN(E) Y> (rygr TNt JIn(e)) (@=e) = (5) <?> )
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thus for suitable arbitrarily small R, r < R ®() and z € E(w), we have

e e (7))

r
for a constant C. > 0. That implies dimge 1, > a — € for all w € A..

If ® is any small dimension function, then ®(x) < ®°(x) for small x and
consequently dimgu, > dimgep, > o —¢ for all w € A.. Taking a sequence
g; — 0, we conclude that dimgpu, > o for allw € A = NA.,, a set of full measure.

The arguments are similar for the lower dimension, but in this case we begin
with
0<q(e) <P(—logM; > (B+e¢)(—logry))
and define ®° and x%; accordingly. Put

N = {W P(Myg1 s Mgy o) S (rvg - 'TN+L+JN+L(5))7(5+E)} :
For large k, Ny41 > N+ L+ Jn,+1(€), so analogous reasoning to the above with
the Borel Cantelli lemma implies G, occurs infinitely often with probability one.

Put Ry = 7r1 -+ -TN/2, ON = T1 - "N4L+JIn,1(c), take a Moran set of step
N and consider the descendent at step N + L + Jyr(¢) where we choose the
maximum probability each time. For xy € F(w) belonging to this descendent and
for suitable arbitrarily large N € { Ny}, we have

p(B(xy, Ry)) u(In(zy)) »
< = (M oM
/’L(B(‘TN7 QN)) - M(IN+L+JN+L(E) (ZC)) ( N+1 N+L+JN+L(€))
R B+e
< (PN 'TN+L+JN+L(5))_(B+8) < C: (7> )

Thus dimgep < 5+ € on a set of full measure, AL. As above, we deduce that for
any small dimension function ®, dimgp < /3 on the set of full measure A’ = (AL .

(ii) Fix w and assume 7 < R™®) < R as in @), so R/r < (rys1---7) " "
For any = € F(w), Lemma [ implies

p(B(z, R))
w(B(z,r))

Regardless of n, u(B(z, R))/u(B(x,r)) > 1.
If ess inf M; = ¢ > 0, then in either case

H(Ba ) B
H(Ba ) = GO

for some constant C5 > 0. If, instead, ess infr; =6 > 0 and n < N + L + 2, then
R/r <642 while if n > N + L + 2, then R/r < Cs(ryqo - Tn_r-1)" "

It follows that for any w in the set of full measure, Q)., where — log M;/—logr; >
B — ¢ for all ¢, there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that

B, R) (5)‘”
w(B(z,r)) — r
We conclude that for any ®, dimgu > 3 on ()Q., where ; — 0.

(4.1) > (Myyo-- My_1) tifn>N+L+2.
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(iif) This is similar to (i) (but easier) since if R and » < R™®(F) satisfy (3.1)),
then for all n > N,

p(B@,R) _ pully-1(x)

WBn) = (@) o

< (MN—p41--My)
O

REMARK 5. In Subsection we see that it is possible to have dimgu > «
and dimgp < B on sets of positive measure.

REMARK 6. It would be interesting to know formulas for the ®-dimensions
when ®(x) ~ log|logz|/| log z|.

5. Applications

In this section we will consider some classes of examples of random Moran sets
and measures to which our results apply.

5.1. Fixed probabilities.

EXAMPLE 3. One obvious special case of this set up is the deterministic model
where Tj(w) =T, rj(w) =7 < rr and (pgl)(w), ...,p§Tj)(w)) = (W, ...,p)) for all
7 and all w. Formally, this arises by choosing the probability measure to be a single
point mass measure. We clearly have E(e**1), E(e*1), E(e*) < oo for all A and
E(X1) = — log(maxp{), E(Y1) = —log(minp{), and E(Z1) = — logr1.

An example of this situation is to take an iterated function system on RP,
satisfying the strong separation condition, with T similarities all having contraction
factor r > 0, and probabilities p\9). The strong separation condition ensures the
(T, r, T)-separation condition is automatically satisfied for a suitable choice of T > 0.
Thus the self-similar measure has

log(min pt7)) log(max p¥))

dimgu = and dimgp =

logr logr

for all dimension functions ®. This class of examples was also worked out in [15].

But we do not require the rigid structure of a self-similar set. For instance, we
need not apply the same similarities to different parents and we need not have the
same distances between children of different parents.

EXAMPLE 4. Another special case is when we have a fized set of probabilities,
so E(e?X1), E(e*1) are finite for all A, but the ratios are chosen independently and
identically distributed from some (non-trivial) set. Provided E(e*?1) < oo for small
|A|, then the ®-dimensions follow from the theorems.

If we choose the probabilities to be equal (1/T if there are T children), then
there are constants ¢,C > 0 such that for any r < R,z € E(w) we have

Ho(Blz, R))
¢N,(B(z, R)) < 11 (B(z,1))

It follows that the ®-dimensions of the random measure p, and the random set
E(w) coincide.

< CN,(B(z, R)).
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For example, if we begin with Iy = [0,1] C R, take T = 2 and assume r; is
chosen uniformly over (0,1/2), then E(e*?1) < oo for |\ < 1 and E(Z1) = 1+log?2.
Thus for large @,

S log 2
dimg F(w) = dimg F(w) = %iw a.s.

Since ess infr; = 0 and ess supr; = 1/2, we have § =0 and o = 1, thus for small
P

dimg E(w) = 1 and dimg E(w) = 0 a.s.

5.2. Variable probabilities. Another interesting class is when the ratios are
constant, r; = r for all j, but the probabilities, (pg-l), ...,pg-Tj )), are iid random
variables chosen from a non-trivial probability space. In this case, we obviously
have E(e*1) < oo for all . Further, the separation condition forces T; < T for
some T < oo, so M; > 1/T and E(e?1) < oo. Thus we deduce the following

results from the two theorems.

COROLLARY 3. (i) There is a set, I', of measure one, such that if ®(x) is any
large dimension function, then

E(X1) _ E(|logmax; pi”)
| log | | log |

dimg pty, = for all weT.

Further, if there exists A > 0 such that E(e*) < oo for all |\| < A, then

E(Y1) _ E(|logmin® p{"'|)
[log 7| [log 7|

dime gy, = or allw € T.
I

(ii) There is a set, T', of measure one, such that if ®(x) is any small dimension
function, then

ess inf | log maxy, pg ess sup | log ming pg

dimg p,, = and dimgp, = YweT.

| log 7|

EXAMPLE 5. When T; = T and the probabilities (pg-l), ...,pg-T)) are uniformly

distributed over the simplex St it follows that for small ®, almost surely dimgp = 0
and dimgp = oo.

|log 7|

When T' = 2 and the probabilities are uniformly distributed, it is easy to
compute E(|log max pgk) |) and E(|log min pgk) |) since min(p, 1—p) and max(p, 1—p)
are uniformly distributed over (0,1/2] and [1/2, 1) respectively. However, for T' > 2
this is a more challenging combinatorial problem answered in the next Proposition.
The proof is given in the Appendix.

PROPOSITION 2. Suppose the probabilities (pg-l), ...,pg-T)) are uniformly dis-
tributed over the simplex St. Then E(e**1), E(e*1) < oo for |A| < 1 and

T

T-1 T—1

. T 1 1

B0x) = o197 (g + 303, B —logT+ 3 2.
=1 =1

Jj=1

Coupled with Corollary [ this gives many further examples. Here are two.
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EXAMPLE 6. (1) Suppose E(w) is the classical middle-third Cantor set. Let
w be the random measure where the probabilities (pj,1 — p;) are independent and
uniformly distributed random variables. If ®(x) is large, then almost surely
1+ log?2 dim :1—10g2
log3 ’ il log 3
(2) Suppose E(w) is a Cantor-like set, but with three children and all r; =
1 @2 ((3)

r < 1/3. Let pu be the random measure where the probabilities (pj DD ) are

independent and uniformly distributed rv’s. If ®(z) is large, then almost surely

3/2+1log3 dim ~ 3/2—3log2+log3
flogr] =0T |

dimgu =

dimgpu = ,

log r|

5.3. Random 1-variable model. Another important class of examples are
the random 1-variable Moran sets and measures described in Example[2, hence our
theorems give formulas for the almost sure upper and lower ®-dimensions for these
measures.

If we choose the probabilities associated with each of the IFS to be equal, then
the dimension of the random measure and set E(w) coincide. In [24], Troscheit
showed that dimg4 F = dimg E almost surely. In fact, our results show that
the upper and lower ®-dimensions for all large ® coincide almost surely, so even
dimga ' = dimyr E a.s.

If, for example, the finitely many IFS are chosen with equal likelihood, then
the dimension formulas are very simple. Assume there are a total of NV families of
iterated function systems, where the j’th family consists of K; similarities, having
(common) contraction factor r; and probabilities 1/K;. Then there is a set, I', of
full measure, such that for all all w € T,

N
S . log K;
dimg F(w) = dimgE(w) = 2i=1 108 Ki for all large @,
‘Zf\;l log r;
and
dimge F(w) = max &, dimg F(w) = min 98 i for all small ®.
[log ;]| [log ;]|

5.4. Examples of strict inequality in Theorem [Bl We conclude with ex-
amples that show we need not have dimgp = o or dimgu = 3 a.s. (in the notation
of Theorem []).

For these examples, we will work in R with the initial compact set Iy = [0, 1].
Thus all the Moran sets of each step will be intervals. We will also assume a stronger
separation condition, namely that the gaps adjacent to the Moran intervals of step
n which are assigned measure equal to that of the parent interval times m,, (resp.,
M,,) have length at least 77y - - - 1.

PROPOSITION 3. In addition to assuming Iy = [0,1] C R and the stronger
separation condition described above, we will assume that for each n, {My41,Tnr1}
is independent of {my,r;: 1 =1,...,n}. Suppose ® is a small dimension function.

If there are constants 6,c > 0 such that for all small z > 0, P(m; < z) > ¢z,
(resp., P(ry < z) > ¢2?), then dimgu = oo (resp., dimgpu = 0) almost surely.

PROOF. Being small, we can assume ® < H(x)log |log x| /logz| where H de-

creases as x |} 0. Let Jy = [xg\l,q)—‘. For any w in the set of full measure where
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duw(N) < X%{) eventually, put Ry =7y ---7ry and oy = Tr1 - - - 'N4Jy - For large
enough N, oy < R}QLMRN ). Take any Moran interval Iy of step N and consider
the descendent at step N + Jy + 1 where the minimal probability was chosen each
time. Let zy € E(w) belong to that descendent. The stronger separation condition
ensures that B(zn, on) [ E(w) C Inti1+y (2) () E(w), so
pBlzn, By)) o pUn(zy))
w(B(@n,on)) — pInt14ay (TN
For v € R™, let

) (myy1 - Mygay1)

Fn = A{w:(mygr-mygays) 2 (rvgn - rveay) 7}
JNn
—1 —
= {mN+JN+1 z H(mNJriTNZri)} ‘
i=1
Since myr; 7 is real valued, there must be some K such that
0<P(mr;? < K):=4.

Now,

P(Fn)

Y

Jn
—1 J = J
P <mN+JN+1 > K andH(mN-i-irNJri) <K N)
i=1

> P (ml?f1+JN+l > K’V and (mNHr;,L) <Keachi=1,..., JN) ,
so by independence and the hypothesis on the distribution of m,, we have

JN
P(Fy) > P(myly 1 2 K%) [[POmnpryls <K ) > o(K70)7~.
i=1
Arguing with the Borel Cantelli lemma, as in the proof of Theorem Bl we deduce
that for each v and a.a. w, dimgu > v and hence dimgu = oo a.s.

The arguments to see dimgp = 0 are similar, but this time begin with Ry =
Tr1--rn—1and o = 1 TN{LyJy, ., Which is dominated by R}VJF(I’(RN) eventually.
Take any interval Iy of level N, consider the descendent at level N + Jy where
the maximal probability was chosen each time and let zx € F(w) belong to that
interval. The stronger separation condition ensures that in this case,

p(B(xn, Ry)) _ p(In(zn))
w(B(xn,on)) ~ Ny Lyin . (TN))

For € > 0, choose K > 0 such that 0 < P(My77° > 1/K) := ¢ and set

= (MN+1 o MN+L+JN+L)71'

GN = {w : (MN+1 s MNJrLJrJNJrL)_l S (TN U TN+L+JN+L)_8}
L+JN+L
= {r5 < H (MN+ir i)
=1

Then
P(Gn) > P(r§ < K- EHINen))gltdnes > o(K=0/e5) bt Iner,

Again, we apply the Borel Cantelli lemma and deduce that for any £ > 0 and a.a.
w, dimgppu < ¢. O
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REMARK 7. Notice that the proof shows that if multiple children of a given
parent are assigned the minimum (or mazimum) probability, it is enough that the
gaps adjacent to one of these children has the suitable size.

EXAMPLE 7. An example with dimgu > o: Take T = 2 and choose p; inde-
pendently and uniformly distributed over (0,1). Set r; = m;/2 and construct the
associated random Cantor set so that the 2™ Moran intervals at step n have length
ri-orn. Asm; < 1/2, all the gaps at step n have length at least 1 -+ - -rp_1. Since
P(m; > z) = 1 — 2z, an appeal to Proposition [3 shows that dimgpu = oo a.s. But,
logmy /logry =logmy/(logmy —log2) and inflogm; = —o0 a.s., thus a = 1.

More generally, it can be seen in the proof of Proposition [d, that if there are
T children at each step and the probabilities are chosen uniformly distributed over
St, then P(my > 2) = (1 —=T2)T~L. Thus P(m; < z2)=1— (1 -T2)T"! > cz for
suitable ¢ > 0.

EXAMPLE 8. An example with dimgp > o and dimgu < B: Consider the
special case where we take rp(w) = 1/(4t) and pp(w) = (1/t,...,1/t) for all n,
whenever w € Q. Formally, we can do this by (for example) defining the discrete
probability measure ™ on Qo by ™ = ¢ oot 26, where zy = (1/4t, (1/t,...,1/t)) €
O and c = (3,59 t72) 7L Thus P() = ¢/t? and E(e™°87/2) < cc.

Define the Moran set by beginning with Iy = [0,1] and applying the rule that at
step n, the T, children of each parent interval are placed starting at the left endpoint
of the parent, with gaps between them of length ry - - -1y, except for the final child of
each parent, which will be placed at the right end of the parent. This construction
ensures that the stronger separation condition of Proposition[3, as noted in Remark
[ is satisfied with the right-most child. Obviously,

P(my < 1/t) =P(ry <1/4t) =P(M; < 1/t) = P(w : T(w) > t) > ct ™2,

so Proposition[3 gives dimgu = 0o and dimep = 0 almost surely. But o = = 1.
Of course, My, = m,, = 4r, = 1/t on Qs and P(Q;) > 0 for all t = 2,3, ..., so the
essential infimum of each of m1, My and r1 equals 0.

For the special cases of the Assouad dimensions more can be said.

COROLLARY 4. Assume we begin with Iy = [0,1] and the stronger separation
condition as in Proposition [3.

(i) If either ess infmy = 0 or ess infry = 0, then dima p, = 00 a.s.

(i) If either ess inf My = 0 or ess infry = 0, then dimy, g, =0 a.s.

ProoF. (i) Take Ry =71 ---rny and oy = 7r1 - -ry. As 7 < 1, oy < Ry
and with a suitable choice of zy as in Proposition [3]

po(B(zn, RN)) .
i Blan, o)) = ")
1

while Ry/on = 7. If essinfm; = 0, then it follows from the Borel Cantelli
lemma that for any € > 0, P(m,, < ¢ i.0) = 1. Thus for a.e. w and any v € RT, we
have m;,h_l > (Rn/on)? for large N. That implies dim 4 pt, = 00 a.s.

If ess inf ;1 = 0, but ess inf my # 0, then @ = oo and hence Theorem B (with
® = 0) implies dimy p,, = 00 a.s.

(ii) Since M,, > 1/T,, > ry, if essinf M7 = 0, then also ess infr; = 0,
thus we may assume the latter. The argument is similar to (i). Take w from
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{infr; = 0}. For infinitely many N, ry(w) < 7 and for such N, put Ry =
Try - Tn—1 and gy =71 -y < Ry. For suitable zp, the gap assumption gives
B(azn, Rn) N E(w) = B(zn, on) N E(w). Thus p(B(zn, B))/m(B(ay, on)) = 1,
while Ry /on = T’f‘Xfl — oo. It follows that dimy, p, = 0 a.s. O

6. Appendix: Proof of Proposition

PROOF. [of Proposition 2] As Z;‘-F:lpgj) = 1, we have minpgk) < 1/T, so for
every z € (0,1/T),

{(pgl),. ,pgT)) minpgk) >z} =(z,..,2)+ (1 =T2)Sr.

Thus P(min pg ) > z) = (1 — Tz)T=! and the probability density function for
my = minp{" is the function f(z) = T(T — 1)(1 — Tz)T=2 for 0 < x < 1/T.
Using the binomial theorem, it follows that

1/T
E(Y;) = E(—logm,) :/0 T(T —1)(1 — Tz)"~%(—log x)dx

T-2 1/T
= —T(T-1)) (-1) Tk<Tk 2)/ 2 logx
k=0 0
T—2
T -2\ Tkt 1
_ _ _\kk L o
= -T(T 1)k:0( 1T ( . ) T ( logT k—l—l)'

Now we apply special cases of Melzak’s formula (c.f. [13] vol. 5: 1.3, 1.56]):

zn:(_Uk (Z) %—Fl T Jlr 1

k=0
and
- n 1 1 &1
Z(_l)k( ) 2= Z .
p k)(k+1)2  n+1i=k+1
This gives
T—2 T—1
T -2\ (1) 1
E(Y;) =logT + (T — 1 — 7 —logT -.
o) =tog T+ (T Y (1) o e T4 X
k=0 k=1
Similarly, for [\ < 1,
1/T
E(e*) = T(T—l)/ M1 = T2)T2de
T—

= T(T-1) Z < 2) /Ol/Tx’“Ada:

T—
= (IT- szk )\+1 AHk X

Here the last equality is another consequence of Melzak’s formula ([I3], vol. 5: 1.3]):

2 n 1 n!
Z(—l)k(k)k+1_)\ SR e e ey for N\ #1,2,...,n+ 1.

k=0
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Thus, E(e*?) is finite if [\ < 1.
We have E(e**1) < oo since maxpgk) > 1/T. Lastly, we compute E(X7). It
was proven in [18] that

T
— (k) - k(T T—-1._
P(M; <z)=P (knllil.)iTpl < z> =1+ ;(—1) <k>(1 —kz), = F(2)
where zy = max{x,0}. Note that (1 —kz);y =0if z > 1/k.

Since M; > 1/T with equality only on a set of measure zero, integration by
parts and the binomial theorem give

1 1
B = B(-logM) = [ —Fllogie= [ T

/T iy X
1 T 1/k . T-1
= / d_x+2(_1)k<T>/ ﬂkix)dx
yr T 0 k) Jur z
T T-1 1/k
T (T -1 _
= logT + (—1)’“() (—k)J< , )/ 2.
l; k JZ::O J 1/T

Evaluating the integrals gives

=N

E(X)) = 1ogT+zT:(—1)’f<
k=1
(S (e (5

T
(—=1)* (i) (logT —logk) + A+ B

) (log T — log k)

<
Il

I
2
N
_l’_

]

where

and

p=-y (D) S (7 ) et

=\ J

Another application of the binomial theorem shows that

(6.1) 1+ é(—nk <£> =0.

Together with the combinatorial identity (c.f. [13] vol. 5: 1.4])
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this proves A = E:;ll 1/n. Euler’s finite difference formula (c.f. [I3] vol. 4: 10.1])
implies

4 T
Z(—1)k<k>kﬂ' =0forT>2 1<j<T-1.
k=1

Changing the order of the summation and applying this formula shows that

o (S0 (B () -

j=1 k=1

Using (6.]), we conclude that
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