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Abstract

We study the spectral dimensions and spectral asymptotics of Krein-Feller operators for
arbitrary finite Borel measures on (0, 1) . Connections between the spectral dimension,
the L?-spectrum, the partition entropy and the optimized coarse multifractal dimension
are established. In particular, we show that the upper spectral dimension always cor-
responds to the fixed point of the L?-spectrum of the corresponding measure. Natural
bounds reveal intrinsic connections to the Minkowski dimension of the support of the
associated Borel measure. Further, we give a sufficient condition on the L?-spectrum to
guarantee the existence of the spectral dimension. As an application, we confirm the
existence of the spectral dimension of self-conformal measures with or without overlap
as well as of certain measures of pure point type. We construct a simple example for
which the spectral dimension does not exist and determine explicitly its upper and lower
spectral dimension.
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1. Introduction and statement of main results

This article is devoted to the subtle connections between Krein-Feller operators,
geometric measure theory, and concepts of fractality and complexity and thus gives new
partial answers to Mark Kac’s famous question “Can One Hear the Shape of a Drum?”.

We investigate the spectral properties of the Krein-Feller operator A, |, for a
given finite Borel measure v on the interval (a,b). The Krein-Feller operator has
been introduced in [Fel57, KK58, Kre51]. We will elaborate the abstract approach
via the (Dirichlet) form &, ) (f, 8) = J; 'y AfVagdA (with A denoting the Lebesgue
measure) densely defined on L% = L% ([a, b]) as proposed e. g. in [KKVW09, BNTO03,
HLNO6]. This approach gives rise to an associated Laplace operator A, [,; and an
orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions with non-negative eigenvalues (1" (&y10.5))),cn
tending to co. As a consequence of the Dirichlet/Neumann bracketing (Prop. 2.18)
we see that the asymptotic behavior of the eigenvalues does not depend on the chosen
boundary condition nor on the interval containing supp v and we state the corresponding
results neither referring to boundary conditions nor to the ambient interval. We denote
the number of eigenvalues of &, [, not exceeding x > 0 by N, [, (x) and refer to
Ny ap) as the eigenvalue counting function. If the ambient interval is clear from the
context and suppv C [a, b], we will also suppress the dependence on the interval,
i. e. we write &, = Sv,[a,b], Ny = Ny A, = Av,[a,b]7 A =" (Sv,[a,b]) etc. Using
some invariance properties and bi-Lipschitz equivalence we can assume without loss of
generality that the ambient interval is given by [0, 1] and we will assume this throughout
the paper. In this setup we give rigorous proofs for the sub- and superadditivity of the
eigenvalue counting function which is crucial in our analysis. We define the upper and
lower exponent of divergence of N, by

! 1
s = liminf 22D 45 = lim sup 108 (N,(x))
e log(y) oo log(x)

and refer to these numbers as the upper, resp. lower, spectral dimension of &,, A, or,
just v, respectively. If the two values coincide we denote the common value by s, and
call it the spectral dimension. Note that we always have s, < 1/2 which has been shown

in [BS66, BS67]. The case for measures with non-trivial absolutely continuous part was



completely solved in an elegant way in [BS70] using a variational approach. In this case,
for a Borel measure v on the unit interval with absolutely continuous non-vanishing part
oA and singular part , we have

lim oA r]+(rA(x) f \/_dA

voe xl2

and particularly the spectral dimension exists and equals 1/2. Besides this estimate,
many partial results have been obtained showing that there is a subtle relation between
spectral properties and geometric data of v, which has been a major line of investigation
since the famous result by Hermann Weyl [Weyl1]. Weyl’s result includes the d-
dimensional Lebesgue case with spectral dimension d/2; for this reason, some authors
prefer to set the spectral dimension to twice the value defined here.

We will make use of the following notation. For any two functions f, g : Ryg = Ry
we write f < g if there exists a positive constant ¢ such that ¢ f(x) < g(x) for all x large;
we write f =< g, if both f <« g and g < f holds. The asymptotic behavior of N, strongly
depends on the measure v. In general, one can not expect that N, obeys a power law
with a positive exponent s > 0, i. e. N,(x) < x* (for counter examples see e. g. [Arz14]
or Examples 5.2 and 5.9). However, if we restrict our attention to the spectral dimension
this connection becomes more feasible and surprisingly, we are able to treat arbitrary
Borel measures on (0, 1) and determine the upper spectral dimension solely from the
data provided by the measure-geometric information carried by the L7-spectrum of v.
Under mild regularity conditions on the measure we can guarantee the existence of the
spectral dimension. Also with the help of the L?-spectrum we are able to construct
first examples for which the spectral dimension does not exist. In this way we give a
partial answer to Kac’s question in terms of the spectral dimension revealing how the
measure theoretic properties of v and the topological properties of its “fractal” support
are interwoven to determine the spectral dimension (see Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.7).
This striking connection will be the main line of investigation in this paper.

Our approach lies in the construction of optimal partitions as introduced in Section
3 and to make use of the min-max principle. This idea goes back to the fundamental
works of [BS67, BS74, BS70] which deal with a systematic treatment of Sobolev
embedding theorems in tandem with variational principles. The following observation
motivates the definition of optimal v-partitions. Due to Proposition 2.18, it is sufficient
to consider A, under Dirichlet boundary conditions and we will therefore mainly restrict
ourselves to this case. The first key property to determine the spectral dimension is the
sub- and superadditivity of the eigenvalue counting function with respect to interval
partitions. Let P be a v-partition of [0, 1], that is a partition with half open intervals
{(ckrche1l i k=1,...,n—1},n € Ny, suchthat 0 = ¢; < ¢;--- < ¢, = 1 and there are
no v-atoms on the endpoints v ({c;}) = 0. Then by Proposition 2.16, we have

D N1 € Ny(®) £ 7 Nyjep o) (9 + 1= 2.
k=1 k=1

The second key observation is the Poincaré inequality, i. e. the first eigenvalue Ai’[u’b]
of A4 can be bounded from below by (A([a, b])v([a, b])~! (see Lemma 3.5). In



particular, if A([a, b])v([a, b]) < 1/x, then N, [45(x) = 0. For a v-partition P of [0, 1]
such that A(C)»(C) < 1/x for all C € P and some x > 0, the superadditivity implies

N,(x) < card(P).

Similar ideas will be employed to derive appropriate lower bounds. These observations
lead to the following definitions. Let us consider the set IT of all finite v-partitions of
[0, 1] and set

N (x) = inf {card (P): PETl: maxv(©AC) < 1 /x} .

The following quantities

. log N® (%)

—_ log N®
h, = lim sup M, h, = liminf

xX—00 10g X X—00 lOg X

will be called the upper, resp. lower, v-partition entropy. These quantities have interest-
ing connections to the classical work of Birman and Solomjak [BS66, BS67, Bor70] as
explained in Section 3.1. Note that ignoring intervals of measure zero in the definition
of the v-partition will not change the value of the v-partition entropy.

For effective lower bounds, we need the following variant of this notion. Let I,
denote the set of finite disjoint collections of subintervals of / such that there are no
atoms on the endpoints of each interval, and for m > 1, set

Loy oo . o _4
A/m (x) = sup {Card (P) :Pe 1_[O . rg,le}l;lv(<l>m)A(<I>m) > x(m _ 1)}’

where (I),, C I denotes the interval of length A (/) /m centered in I. Then the lower and
upper m-reduced v-partition entropy is given by

1 NL —m 1 NL
/’ll:l = lim inf Og—m(x) and hv = lim sup 08 N (x) ]
- e 0og x X—00 IOg X

The second important object depends on dyadic partitions of the unit interval and
gives rise to the notion of the L?-spectrum of v given by

log Z v(C),

CeD,,

By(q) =limsuppB, (q) with B, (q) = Tog2"

where D,,, == {Ak : ke {1,...,27), v(Ak) > 0} and A% := (k- 1)27", k2] and g € R.
Note that this notion has recently gained a lot of attention in the context of fractal
geometry in the work of [Hoc14, Shm19] — connections to our work on spectral dimen-
sions will be provided in the forthcoming paper [KN21b]. Each g, is differentiable and
convex with 8 (1) = 0 and there exists a unique fixed point gy, i. €. 58}, (¢,) = g,. Also
B, (0) =6 = dimy, (suppv), where dimy, (A) denotes the upper Minkowski dimension
of A C R. As a shorthand notation we will also write dim,; (v) instead of dim,, (supp v).
It will turn out (see Theorem 1.1) that

g, = limsupg,



completely determines the upper spectral dimension. We also need the following left
and right derivatives of 8, in 1:

oy = }i/{rllﬁv /(-1 and §, = }i\nllﬂv ®/d-0.

Conceptually, for the lower bound we borrow ideas from the coarse multifractal analysis
(see [Fall4, Rie95]). For all n € N, we define for @ > 0

log® (N, (n))
log 2"

log® (N, (n))

F, (@) :=lim sup g2

and F (o) = liminf
where
N, (n) =card M, (@), M, (a):= {0 <k<2": V(AZ) > 2_””}

and refer to the quantities

— F, F (a
F, = sup (@) and F :=su £, (@)
>0 (1 +@) a0 (1 + @)

as the upper, resp. lower, optimized coarse multifractal dimension. We shall see later that
the highly relevant connections between the optimal and the dyadic partition approach
are strongly linked by ideas from the theory of large deviations.

The following list of results gives the main achievements of this paper. The proofs
are postponed to Sections 3 and 4.

Theorem 1.1. Forall 1 < m < 3, we have

F,<h'<s <h <h =h, =5,=g,=F,. (1.1)

In particular, g, < 1/2 and the following necessary and sufficient conditions hold for
the spectral dimension to exist:

gV:EV::»QV:EV:sV and sup@m:ﬁvzs:ﬁvzﬁy.

We would like to emphasize that if the spectral dimension exists, then it is given by
purely measure-geometric data, which is encoded in the v-partition entropy h, = h,.
We call v regular, if sup,,., }_i” = h,, in which case the spectral dimension exists. If v
is MF-regular, that is I, = F,, then in the above chain of inequalities (1.1) we have

everywhere equality and especially v is regular. Moreover, if for some m > 1 we have
' >1/2, then's, = 1/2 = h,.

The following theorem shows that the L?-spectrum is a valuable auxiliary concept to
determine the spectral behavior of a given measure v. We call the measure v L?-regular,
if B, (¢) = liminf, B, (¢) for g € (g, —¢&,q,), for some € > 0, or B, (¢,) = liminf, B} (g,)
and B, is differentiable in g,,.

Theorem 1.2. [Ifv is L-regular, then it is MF-regular.



This result is optimal in the sense that there is an easily accessible example of a
measure v which is not L9-regular and for which s, = &, > h, = s, and the spectral
dimension does not exist (see Section 5.2). It should be noted that L regularity is much
easier accessible than regularity or MF regularity and that, to the best of our knowledge,
all measures examined in the literature for which the spectral dimension is known are
Li-regular.

As a first application of these considerations, we present the case of measures v with
absolutely continuous part based solely on the L7-spectrum.

Corollary 1.3. If v has an absolutely continuous part with respect to A, then for
q € [0, 1], the Li-spectrum exists as a limit with

Big)=1-q.
In particular, v is L1-regular and the spectral dimension exists and equals 1/2.

Also for measures without an absolutely continuous part we have the following
rigidity result in terms of reaching the maximum possible value 1/2 of the spectral
dimension.

Corollary 1.4. The following rigidity result holds:
1. Ifs, = 1/2, then 8,(q) = 1 — g forall g € [0, 1].

2. If By(q) = limpB) (q) = 1 — q for some q € (0,1), then B,(q) = 1 — q for all
qe[0,1]and s, = 1/2.

In the following proposition we present lower bounds of the lower spectral dimension
in terms of the subdifferential 98, (¢) :={a e R:VteR: B, (t) = a(t—q) + B, (q)} of
By ingq.

Proposition 1.5. Iffor q € [0, 1] we have B8,(q) = lim,, 8}, (¢) and —3B,(q) = [a, b], then

aq + By(q) <
1+ ~—

Remark 1.6. In the case that 8,(g,) = lim ), (g,) and 3, is differentiable in g,, we infer
¢, < s, and hence obtain a direct proof of the regularity statement, namely, g, = 5, = 5,.

As a corollary to Proposition 1.5 and Theorem 1.1 we improve the known general
upper bound of the spectral dimension of 1/2 as obtained in [BS66] in terms of the
upper Minkowski dimension. Furthermore, we obtain a general lower bound of s, in
terms of the left and right-hand derivative of 3,.

Corollary 1.7. For the upper and lower spectral dimension we have the following
general upper and lower bounds depending on the topological support of v, namely
0, = dimy (v), and right and left derivative of 3, in 1:

9 <s <%, < i <1
— <5 <3%,< <=
1+6, 1+05 = 2
and
_ o, - .
s, = = 6, =9,.

1+6;



Remark 1.8. Tt is worth pointing out that these bounds have been first observed in
the self-similar case under the open set condition in [SV95, p. 245] (in this case the
Minkowski dimension and the Hausdorff of supp v coincide as well as g, is differentiable
in 1 and 8;(1) coincides with the Hausdorft dimension of v). Furthermore, note that in
the case that v has an atomic part we always have ¢, = 0 (see Fact 4.6). Hence, the

lower bound ¢, /(1 + 8, is only meaningful in the case of atomless measures.

Regarding Kac’s question, if 3, is differentiable in 1, then the spectral dimension is
determined by fractal-geometric quantities as follows

) -
dimy; (v) = dimp () < —="— < Y < Emy ().
-5, -5,

Under the additionally regularity condition imposed on v, we have the following
rigidity result:

Corollary 1.9. If v is Li-regular, then we have
1.6 =6 < s,= 2
T Y1ty

3%
v

1+65

3. B, is differentiable in 1 and s, = % implies

2. dimy (v) = dimy (v) = s, =

dimy (v) = dimy (v) = dim, (v) := inf {dimy (E) : v (E) > 0} = dimp (v),

where dimy (E), dimp (E) denotes the Hausdorff dimension, packing dimension
of E, respectively.

The second implication explains that in earlier publication (e. g. [Fuj87, UH59]) the
spectral dimension has typically been connected to the Hausdorff dimension of v. The
implication in (3) concerning the Hausdorff and packing dimension goes back to the
work of Ngai and Heurteaux [Nga97, Heu98].

The last implication is optimal in the sense that we find a measure v (Example
511) with 1 = ¢ = Sy B is not differentiable in 1 and 0 = dimg (v) = dimp (v) <
S, = 1. We note that the equality ¢, = dimp (v) is implied by ¢, = dimgy (v), §;, =
h* (v) = limsup, (log 2”)_1 Y.cen, v(C)logv(C), or by the identities 6, = h.(v) =
lim inf, (log2")™" Yicep, V(C)logv (C).

The following proposition complements the connection of the Minkowski dimension
by establishing an upper bound of the lower spectral dimension in terms of the lower
Minkowski dimension dim,,(v) of the suppeort of v .

Proposition 1.10. We always have

s, < h, < dim,, (v).

-y = =V =

Next we give a lower bound for the lower spectral dimension in terms of the
Minkowski dimension (if it exists) and the derivative of the L7-spectrum in 0.



Corollary 1.11. If the Minkowski dimension of supp v exists, i. e. RM (v) =dim,, (v),
and -9, (0) = [a, b], then
6*
4 < )
1+b >

The upper spectral dimension is stable in the following sense.

Corollary 1.12. For two finite Borel measures v and v, on (0, 1) with upper spectral
dimension s,, ands,,, we have that the upper spectral dimension of vi + v, is given
by max {s,,, sy, }. If additionally, S, = Sy 2 Sy, then its spectral dimension exists and
equals's,, . Ifgv1 =%, =Sy, and vy is regular, then so is v + v.

Moreover, the spectral dimension (and in fact also finer spectral asymptotic proper-
ties) is stable under bi-Lipschitz mappings.

Proposition 1.13. Let v be a Borel measure on (0, 1). Further let g : [0, 1] — [a, b] be
a bi-Lipschitz mapping. Then uniformly for i € N, we have

i _ i
/lv,[O,l] = /lvog*] Jla.b]’

In the last section we give a sequence of examples showing how our approach allows
to analyze in detail particular classes of measures: First, we determine the spectral
dimension of measures that stem from non-linear iterated function systems (with or
without overlap), see Section 5.1.

Theorem 1.14. For any C'-self-conformal measure v, the spectral dimension of A,
exists and equals q,,.

Second, we study homogeneous Cantor measure, for which we provide examples
such that the spectral dimension does not exist with 5, = h, > h, = s, and an other
example with spectral dimension 0. Finally, we consider pure point measure such that
its spectral dimension exists and attains any given value in [0, 1/2].

We end this introduction with some concluding remarks. Our newly established
connection to the L7-spectrum puts the results of [UH59], [Fuj87], [SV95] and [Ngall,
NTX18, NX19, NX20] from an abstract point of view in the right context; for the
self-similar measure v under the OSC, the L?-spectrum of v can be expressed in terms of
the associated pressure function. In the case of self-conformal measures with overlaps
the situation becomes much more involved; nevertheless, by a result in [BF20], the
L9-spectrum will also exist in this situation and some explicit formulae can be provided
in the self-similar setting (see [KN21b]).

We remark that the operator A, [, has been generalized by considering the form
(f,e) — f[a!b] V,.fV,ug du where y is an atomless Borel measure on [a, b] with and V,, f

denotes the weak derivative with respect to i, i. e. f(x) = f(a)+ f[a’x] V.fdu, x € [a,b].
The associated generalized Krein-Feller operator A, [, and its spectral properties
have been studied in [Kiic86], [Vol05], [Frell, Fre08, Fre05, FZ02]. In [KNSW19]
it has been shown that by a simple transformation of measure spaces by virtue of the
distribution function F, of u the generalized Krein-Feller operator can be reduced to the
classical one, namely A, F2l A[Fu@).Fu(b)]> which has the same spectral properties. For
this reason we have restricted our attention to the case u = A.



Finally, we would like to note that the operator A, has also been generalized to
higher dimensions in [Sol94, NS95, Tri97, FT99, NS01, HLNO6, DN15, DN21, NX21].
In the forthcoming paper [KN22] we elaborate the ideas of the present paper also for
higher dimensions.

Furthermore, the operator A, can be generalized to polyharmonic operators in higher
dimensions which has been considered in [BS74, BS70]. Polyharmonic operators with
respect to self-similar measures under the OSC have been studied in [Naz04] using the
same approach as in [SV95]. We would like to point out that our variational approach
can also be used to solve the spectral problem in these higher dimensions as well as
for polyharmonic operators; this will be the content of the forthcoming paper [KN21a],
in which we improve known bounds on the spectral asymptotics for polyharmonic
operators with respect to any Borel measures on (0, 1)7, d € N.

2. Spectral theory for Krein-Feller operators

In this chapter, we develop a form approach for the Krein-Feller operator that allows
us to rigorously prove the sub- and superadditivity of the eigenvalue counting function.
In doing so, we follow various ideas as found, for example, in [KKVWO09, Fagl2,
HLNO6]. Crucially for our purposes, and in contrast to previous work, we consider
ambient intervals for which the boundary points are not necessarily in the support of
the underlying measure, which moreover may have a non-vanishing pure point part. As
this setup is not covered in the literature, we decided to provide the details necessary for
our purpose. In particular, we give as a key observation Proposition 2.13, which indeed
seems to be used implicitly throughout the existing literature.

2.1. Form approach

For a fixed finite Borel measure v on (a, b) let us define
C,([a,b]) :={f € C([a,b]) | f is affine linear on the components of [a, b] \ supp v},
where C([a, b]) denotes the space of continuous real-valued functions on [a, b]. Note

that (C,([a, b]), |||l) is a Banach space. Further, we define the Sobolev space of weakly
differentiable functions

H'(a,b) = {f :[a,b] » R | g € Li ([a,b]) : f(x) = f(a) +f gdA, x e [a,b]}
[a,x]
together with its closed subspace
Hé(a, b) = {u € H'(a,b) | u(a) = u(b) = 0}.

The function g in the definition of H' (a, b) is uniquely determined by f and we write
Vaf = g. The space H}(a, b) with the bilinear form

(u, v)H(; = f uvdA+f VafVagdA
(ab) (ab)



2.1 Form approach 10

defines a Hilbert space. We will see that

&Mm@:f

(a,b

VafVagdA
)

with (Dirichlet) domain dom(&,) := H,(a,b) N C,([a, b]) defines a form for L. First
note that &, 4 is well defined. Indeed, for f € dom(&,,[45)) With f = 0 v-a. e. we have
that f vanishes on supp v by continuity. Moreover, by definition of dom(&,,45)), we have
that f also vanishes on the complement of supp v. Therefore, for all g € dom(&,,[4,5)), it
follows that &,,[,5(f, &) = 0. In the following we need the decomposition

[a,b] \ suppv = Ay U A U|_J(as, by),

iel

where I c Nand A| = [a,d)) if a ¢ supp v otherwise A| = @, A, := (do, b] if b ¢ supp v
and the intervals [a, cy), (c2, b], (a;, b;), i € I, are mutually disjoint.

Lemma 2.1. The map (. : Hy(a,b) — dom(E,)

flay)y + L8219 (x—a), xe(anby. i€l

_ i), x € la.dy), a ¢ suppy,
Tv,[a,b](f)(x) = f%dz)
M (b - ), X € (d2.b). b ¢ suppy.
f(), X € suppv

is surjective, T,1,5)(f) = f as elements of L2, and we have

Lo - x e (ay, by), i €1,
f(dll) “ € la,dy) ¢
—q? X aa 1)s a SuPpy’
Val . T x) =1
Al T (F)(X) ‘i(—déz)’ X € (d2,b], b ¢ suppyv,

Vaf(x), x&suppv.
Proof. We follow the arguments as outlined in [KKVWO09]. For f € Hé (a,b), we set

flap) + L8219 (x —a), xe(anby), ieli<n

f

() =< Has (x~a), x € [a,d)), a ¢ suppv,
b, =), x € (da,b], b ¢ supp,
J@), otherwise,

and choose a Li representative of V, f to define

W, x€e(a,by),ieli<n

) Zfd_',f, x € [a,dy), a ¢ suppv,
gn(x) = o

! —{,(_52), x € (d2,b], b ¢ suppv,

Vaf(x), otherwise.



2.1 Form approach 11

Then we have 7, (f) € Hé(a, b) with Va71,(f) = g, a. e. and clearly we have 7,(f) = f
in L2. Since f is uniformly continuous on the compact set [a, b], for n tending to infinity,
we have 7,(f) = 7,,145(f) € Cy([a, b]) uniformly on [a, b]. Now, for each x € [a, b],
set g(x) = lim,_,o g,(x). Then by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

(fb) - f(a))*

fgsz=Zf gsz+f gsz=—+f (Vaf) dA
n (ai,b) supp v bi - a supp v

iel

VafdA
- Z (" l(’; _Aa ) +f (Vaf)* dA
i) supp v

iel

<2 marans |

il supp¥

Taf? = [T an <o
implying g € L[Z\k“.b). Furthermore, for all n € N, we have

120 < (Iga(0)] + VAL < 4(Iga()P + VA f (O

and by the dominated convergence theorem we conclude g, — g in L/z\l( Y This implies
Tylab)(f) € dom(E,) and VAT, 10 p(f) = g. o

Proposition 2.2. The set dom(E,,)) is dense in L.

Proof. Here we follow the arguments similar to [KKVWO09]. Let C.(a, b) denote the
space of continuous functions from (a, b) to R with compact support and let C!(a, b)
be the space of differentiable functions from (a, b) to R with compact support. By
Lemma 2.1 every f € Ccl. (a,b) possesses a representative T,,,5(f) € dom(Ey [q5)),
using f(a) = f(b) = 0. It is well known that C, Ll (a, b) lies dense in C, (a, b) with respect
to the uniform norm and C. (a, b) in L?,, hence we obtain that dom(&,,[,5) is dense in
L2, O

Proposition 2.3. The set dom(E,) equipped with the inner product

(f g)S <f g>v+8v(f g)

defines a Hilbert space, i. e. &, is closed with respect to L2.

Proof. Here, we follow ideas of [Fag12, Lemma 6.4.]. Let (u,,),en be a Cauchy sequence
in dom(&,, 4 ) With respect to the norm induced by (-, -)g i.e.

v,[a.b] ®

2 2
[ty — wpll7> + IVAUy = Vaupll;, — 0
2 2

for n,m — co. Since LZ and L? are Hilbert spaces, there exist u € L2 and f € L2 such
that

lim |[u, — ull;2 = 0and lim ||f — Vau,ll;2 = 0.
n—oo v n—oo A
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Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we find uniformly for all x € [a, b],

[a,x]

up(X) — uy(a) - f@dA®R)| = ‘ f (f(2) = Vau,(z)) dA(z)
[a.x]

=:g(x)

< VA(la, D) [IVaun = fll2 = 0,

for n — oo. In particular, u, —u,(a) — g in L! and therefore u,(a) = (u,(a) — u,) +u, —
u—gin L!. But this shows that the sequence (u,(a)),ay converge to uy = v([a, b])~! f u—
g dv. Hence, we conclude that u, convergence uniformly to % := ug + g € H'(a, b) with
Vah = f, in particular, uniform convergence guarantees that #(a) = h(b) = 0 and
h e Cy(a,b]). O

Lemma 2.4. There exists a constant C such that for every f € H'(a, b)

1/2
1l < € (IVASIE: o + 1122

and, for all f € Hé(a, b),
f fPdv<v(abh(b-a) | (Vaf) dA.
(a,b) (a,b)

Proof. The first inequality has been proved in [KKVWO09, Lemma 1.4.]. Further, for
fixed f € H)(a,b), we have

2
FP dv(x) = f (( f Vah) dA) ]dv(x)
(a,b) (a,x)

< f ((x —-a) (Vaf)? dA) dv(x)
(a,x)
< (b - ayv(la, b)) (VAf)? dA.
(a,b)

[m]

Remark 2.5. Due to the above lemma, we can equivalently consider dom (&,) as a
Hilbert space whose inner product is given by &,.

Proposition 2.6. The inclusion from the Hilbert space (dom (&,),&,) into L‘z, is com-
pact.

Proof. Let U C dom(&,4s) be a bounded set with respect to (, )g,,,, Which means

J[a.b]
there exists ¢ > 0 such that

1/2
sup( (Vaf)? dA) <c.
feU \J(a,b)
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We have to show U is pre-compact in L2. This will be done by showing that U is bounded
in C([a, b]) with respect to |||, and equicontinuous. The Arzela—Ascoli Theorem then
guarantees that U is pre-compact in C([a, b]). Hence C([a, b]) is continuously embedded
in L?, noting that ||f||L3 < v([a,b]) |Iflle, for all f € C([a,b]). The set U is also pre-
compact in L2. Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for all x,y € [a, b], we have

1/2
f VafdA Slx—y|1/2(f (Vaf)? dA) <clx—y/'2.
(x,y) (a,b)

Hence, U is equicontinuous. Lemma 2.4 implies that U is also bounded in (C([a, b]), ||||«) -
O

If(x) = fOl =

If v ({a, b}) = 0 then Proposition 2.3 and Proposition 2.2 show that the densely de-
fined form &, ) 1s closed. Hence, by [Dav95, Theorem 4.4.2] or [Kat76, Theorem 2.1.,
p. 322] there exists a non-negative self-adjoint operator A, |, ;) Which is characterized
as follows; f € dom(&,,4)) lies in the domain dom (A, [, ;) of the Laplacian A, [, 5}, if
and only if there exists 4 € L? such that

Sv,[a,b] (g’ f) = <g, h)v’ fOI' all 8 € dom(av,[a,h])

with h = Ay f = A f.

Observe that Hé (a, b) is compactly embedded in L2, consequently the closed sub-
space dom(&,) is also compactly embedded in L2. Consequently, we conclude (see
[Tri92, Theorem 4.5.1. and p. 258]) that there exists an orthonormal system of eigen-
functions of A, of L2 with non-negative eigenvalues (17), ., tending to co given supp v
is not finite.

2.2. Spectral problem, min-max principle, and sub- and superadditivity
Definition 2.7. An element f € dom(&,) \ {0} is called eigenfunction of &, with
eigenvalue A, if for all g € dom(&E,), we have

Sv(f’g) =41 <f7g>v

We denote the number of eigenvalues of &, not exceeding x by N, (x) and refer to
N, = N, 4 as the eigenvalue counting function.

Remark 2.8. Note that for any fixed ¢ > 0, A is eigenvalue of &, if and only if ¢4 is an
eigenvalue of &,. Therefore, the spectral dimension does not change after rescaling the
measure and we may assume that v is Borel probability measure.

Remark 2.9. Let & be a closed form with domain dom (&) densely defined on L2, in
particular, dom (&) defines a Hilbert space with respect to (f, g)s = {f, &)+ + E(f, ),
and assume that the inclusion from (dom (&), (-, -)g) into L?, is compact. Then the

Poincaré—Courant—Fischer—Weyl min-max principle is applicable, that is for the i-th
eigenvalue A’ (&) of &, i € N, we have (see also [Dav95, KL.93])

SW.¥)
<w’ 110>V

where J <; H means that J is a linear subspace of the Hilbert space H and the vector
space dimension of J is equal to i € N and we set J* := J \ {0}.

A8 = inf{sup{ RVAS G*} G < dom(8)},
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Let P := {(cx,ck+1] : k=1,...,n— 1} a v-partition of (a,b], n € Nyy, a = ¢| <
¢y -+ < ¢, = b. For a subinterval (¢, cx+1) we may define the restricted form &, (¢, ¢,

on L§|[ with domain dom (&, 1, ¢,,,1) = Hé (x> cxr1) NGy, (ck, Cry1) bY
CoChr

Ch+1
Evlevenl (5 8) = f VAfVagdA.
Ck
Consider the natural direct sum Hilbert space

n

L2,=Pr
vP epepen]

with inner product

() @p = ) o8,
k=1

and corresponding Sobolev spaces

H} = @ H} (Chs Cre) -
k=1
We define the direct sum form

Eup (0,2 = D Enfepec (i 81)
k=1

with domain

dom (&, p) = @ dom (8V3[C1<-Ck+1]) .
k=1

Both dom (&,,p) and H}, are Hilbert spaces with respect to the inner product given by
Ep.

Lemma 2.10. The form &, p is densely defined and closed.
Proof. This follows from Proposition 2.3 and 2.2 applied to each component. O
The eigenvalue counting function with respect to &, p will be denoted by N, p.

Lemma 2.11. For a v-partition P = {(ck,ck+1] : k=1,...,n— 1} and all x > 0, we
have

n
Nip (9 = D Nogeyre) (9

k=1

Proof. Let (fi)r € dom (&, p) be an eigenfunction with eigenvalue A > 0, i. e. for
(g)x € dom (&, p)

n n
D Entcvenn (fio80 = A ) (o8, -
k=1 k=1
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Hence, if f; # 0 it follows all g € dom (ay,[(_k‘(_m ]) that (gx)e = (0, ...,0,g,0,...,0) €
dom (&,.p)
SV,[Ck,CkH] (fk’ g) =1 <fk’ g>v‘[‘k~“k+l] .

This shows that f is an eigenfunction of &, .,.,; With eigenvalue A, which implies
n
NV,P (X) < Z Nv,[ck,ck+|] ()C) .
k=1
In a similar way it follows N, p (x) = 271 Ny jepcen] (X) O

Lemma 2.12. For a v-partition P .= {(c,cr+1] : k=1,...,n— 1} we have

dom (&,p)" = {f € Hp: Vg e dom (&,p) : E,p(f,8) = 0} = {f € Hp: Ifllz2, = 0}~

Proof. Pick f = (f) _, € (P}_,dom (Enioree)) andi € (1,....n) with v([ci,cin1]) >

0. Then define for x € suppv N [c;, ¢it1]

&x(y) = fz(x)(i )]1[6, o+ filx ) Sl l(xclﬂ]

Hence,
0=Eucchg) = [ TafTascdhs [ VafTagcdn
_ 2 2
=&(f() fle)+ f’()(f(cm ity = 1y SO

Ci+1 —C  Ciyl — x

and consequently, for all x € suppv N (¢;, civ1), we have fi(x) = 0; in par’[icular
||f||L2 = 0. On the other hand, for f € {g € H1 ||g||Lz = 0} and each k € { n}, fx
Vanlshes Vl(er,er,1)-2- €. and, using the continuity of f;, we obtain f; = 0 on supp V|[Ci,ci+l]‘
To simplify notation, assume ci, cx+; € supp v. Now, with | J;; (@i, b;) = [ck,cr1] \
SUPP Vl{cy.cr, 1 ONe easily verifies that Va fi = Yic; Lia)Vafc € L2 and we obtain for
all g € dom (SV,[CI(:CH]])’

Entevcrnt(fio8) = f VA fiVagdA

[exscrer]

=Zf Va/iVagdA
(ai,bi)

iel
(b ) - (a,
= 3 S i) - futa)) =
iel
Since k was arbitrary the definition of &, p gives fe dom(E, p)*. m]

The following extended min-max principle will be crucial for the proof of sub- and
superadditivity, and it seems to have been used implicitly in earlier work along these
lines.
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Proposition 2.13. For a v-partition P = ((cy,cr1]: k=1,...,n) and all i € N, we
have

A (E,p) = inf {sup {% RVES G*} : G <; dom (8v,p)}

& )
= inf{sup{M ‘pe G*} :G < H}J}.
<¢’9 l7l/>v,P

Proof. The part >’ follows from the inclusion D := dom (&,,p) = B;_, dom Ey,(¢, c,..1 C
EB:=1 H(l) (ck, ck+1). For the reverse inequality we consider an i-dimensional subspace
G = span(fi,....f) € €B,_, H} (ck,cks1). There exists a unique decomposition
fi=fij+ fojwith fi; € Dand f>; € D+, j=1,...,i. Suppose that (fl’j)j are
not linearly independent, then there exists a non-zero element g € G N D*. To see this
fix (/ll, Ce ,/ln) * (O, Ce ,0) with /llfl,l + -+ Aifl,i = 0. Then

AM(fin+fi)) v+ (fii+ )=+ +Aifri =g
€G* edom(&,.p)*

Using D c {f e H.: |Ifll; =0} by Lemma 2.12 and &, »(g,g) > 0, we get in this
g P L2, y )

case
{&,p(l% ¥)
('ﬁ, 'r//>v,P

Otherwise, for every vector (a j) e R¥\ {0}, we have
Ep(Xjaifij+Xiaifrp,2iaifii+2aif))
(Zjaifij+ Liaifp Niaifi;+ %, ajfZ,j>V’P
_&p(Xjaifiy Xjaifi) +Ep(Xjaifr, Xjajfg)
) (Zjaifis Ziaifii),
o Evp(Xjaifiy, 2jaifi;)
T (SiaihnZiaifis),,

Note that span(fi 1, ..., fi;) € dom (&, p) is also i-dimensional subspace in Li p by our
definition of dom (&, p). Hence, in any case the reverse inequality follows. O

:lﬁEG*}zoo.

Lemma 2.14. Let 6,9 Borel measures on (0, 1) with card (supp ¢) = card (supp 0) = oo.
Then for each i € N, _ .
/l:9+9 = /119’
and forall x > 0
max (Ny(x), No(x)) < Nyg(x).

Proof. Forall f € Hé(a, b) \ {0}, we have
[OaD?dA  [af? dA [(Vaf? dA _ [(Vaf)* dA
[f2dO+9) ~  [frdo0 [f2de+9) " [f2de

and the claim follows from Proposition 2.13. O
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Remark 2.15. We can reformulate the above lemma as follows. If we assume 0 — ¢ is
again a positive measure, then, for each i € N, we have

i i
A< A,

and for all x > 0,
Ny(x) < No(x).

Now we are in the position also to state the proof of Proposition 1.13.

Proof of Proposition 1.13. For &,(p,¢) = f[o 1 VaeVay dA using the bi-Lipschitz
property, we have

Erog tan @) Sy VAW AN [ (Vo) 0 )° Vgl dA

Wohhort WogWog), Wogyog),
_Jon Ta@ o (Vash A & wogpog
Yog.og)), Wog.yog)

Since @ : H(')(a, b) — H('](O, 1), ©(f) = f o g defines a linear bijection with VA®(f) =
(Vaf) o g|Vagl and inverse ®~!(f) = f o g!. We see that for any linear subspace
GcC Hé(a, b) with dim(G) = i with respect to &,,j9 1) if, and only if

dim(®(G)) =i

with respect to &,o4-1 14,51 The extended min-max principle from Proposition 2.13 proves

the claim. m]
Proposition 2.16. For a v-partition P := ((cx,cr+1]: k=1,...,n) and all x > 0, we
have

D Nt () < No() £ D Ny 1(6) + 1= 2.
k=1 k=1

Proof. For the i-th eigenvalue we have with Proposition 2.13

Zk SV,[Ck,Ck+|] (1101(9 ‘/’k)
2k Vi)
> inf {sup {(?Vw(ll;;b) RS G*} : G <; Hy(a, b)}

= inf {sup {(?;(Wl;;ﬁ) (Y e G*} : G <; dom (SV)} =(&).

A (E,p) = inf {sup{ c () € G*} : G <; dom (SV,P)}

This gives

n
Z Nv,[ck,ck+|](x) = NV,P ()C) < Nv(x)~
k=1
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For the second inequality we make use ofHé’P = {f € Hy(a,b): flc) =0,k=1,... ,n} ~
H}, and dim (Hé (a, b)/Hé’P> = n — 2. We now estimate as in the proof of [Kig01, Theo-
rem 4.1.7.]:

S,y ¥ .

1+n -2 (81/) - 1nf{sup <lﬁ l//)v
SW.¥)

zinf{ Yy Ve G*}:G<,-H(')’P}

= inf{ p{z Svlenenn] Wi i)

G*} 1 G <iwn-a Hyla, b)}

G*}:G< H!
XA } ) P}

Z 81/ [Lk C/,H] (l//k’ lﬁk)
2 Ui,

= inf {sup

i (Evp).

(l//k) € G*} G <; dom (SV,P)}

Corollary 2.17. Let v be a Borel measure with suppv C (a,b) C [c,d]. Then
Nv,[a,b](x) < Nv,[c,d] ()C) < Nv,[a,h](x) + 2.

2.3. Neumann boundary conditions

Although we have shown that Dirichlet boundary conditions alone are sufficient to
determine spectral asymptotics, for completeness we give the relationship to Neumann
boundary conditions, known as Neumann-Dirichlet bracketing. Let I,, and I,, denote
possibly empty components of [a, b] \ supp v containing a, respectively b and set

CY(la,b]) = {f € C,([a,b]) | fis const. on I, and I} .

Note that (C’VV([a, b)), ||~||oo) is a Banach space. We define the form

Sf[a,b](f, 8= Ib] VafVagdA

with Neumann domain dom(SN[a p) = H Y(a,b) N CY([a, b]). Again EY is well defined.

The set dom (SV[a b]) is dense in L2 and equipped it with the inner product (f, g)SN[ y =

(f. &) + &), ([ &), defines a Hilbert space.
Using [Dav95, Theorem 4.4.2] or [Kat76, Theorem 2.1., p. 322], there exists a non-

negative self-adjoint operator AY viab] which is characterized as follows; f € dom (Sf,\”[a,b])

lies in the domain dom (AN a b]) of the Laplacian A, if and only if there exists / € L}
such that o

Evian)(8. ) = (g )y, forall gedom(&),,)
with h = AsN f = Ai\,[[a,b] f. Furthermore, let NV denote the eigenvalue counting
function of AN

v,la,b]*
Also in our situation the min-max principle gives the usual Dirichlet-Neumann

bracketing.
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Proposition 2.18. Let v be a Borel measure on (a, b), then, for all x > 0, we have
Nofab) (%) < Ny () < Ny () + 2.
Proof. For g € dom(&E,) we define
) =g (O +1aa) (@ —x) g (@) [ (@ = @)+1ary (x = b") g (B') / (b - b)) € dom (EY).
Since E,(g,g) > &,(g,2) and (g, g), = (g,g), this gives

ﬂi(EmebD ::int.{sup {'_K%u%§§_§2 € (;*} :G <i donl(éEKMJﬂ)}
> inf {sup{ V[g\b],,(;/j : G*} : G <; dom (8\,,[“,;,])}
. viab) (85 8) }
> inf { su La.0] :g€G*}: G <; dom (&N
{ p{ (8.8)r (8ian)
_ N
=4 (Sv,[a,b]) :

For the reversed inequality we note that the dimension of the quotient vector space
dom (Sf,\"[d’b]) / (dom (Evap)) N dom (81:[“’,7])) is equal to two. Then using again the
proof of [Kig01, Theorem 4.1.7.], we deduce

i . é;gmb(g’g)
2 @ln) =i { IR <7} 0 s dom(e)

8\/ a. ’
> inf {sup{% 1g€ G*} : G <; dom (8,[441) N dom (813’/[0,})])}

8\/ a ’ .
> inf {sup{w 1g € G*} : G <; dom (8“[,,,;,])} = (Evfap) -

3. Optimal partitions and partition entropy

Recall the definition of IT, Tlp, N (x), N5 (x), hy, h,, K", K, as provided in the
introduction.

3.1. Basic observations

In this section we establish a connection of our approach and the classical work of
Birman and Solomjak [BS66, BS67, Bor70]. This connection will come into play again
in Example 5.7.

Let Y, denote the set of all finite v-partitions consisting of at most n € N half open
intervals of (a, b] with v ({a, b}) = 0 and let us define

Yn = Yay = Inf max A(/)v(I),
ZeY, IeE

and

1 ) . 1 .
. = liminf M, @, = lim sup og (v ).
= i —log(n) neo —log(n)

3.1)
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Remark 3.1. If v has an absolutely continuous part, then the limit in (3.1) is equal to 2
and in general, we have that @, €[2, co].

Note also that in the definition of v, for general v (i. e. also allowing for a pure point
part) one cannot replace the infimum with the minimum. Indeed, consider the Dirac mea-
sure 812 on [0, 1]. Then forevery 1/2 > € > 0,{(0,1/2 — €], (1/2 —€,1/2 + €], (1/2 + €, 1]}
is v partition, hence we obtain for n > 3 that y,, < 2e, y,, = 0 and the minimum does not
exist.

Lemma 3.2. For all n € N we have yy1 < %yzn < ya. If v is atomless, then yy <
1

Z’yZn .

Proof. For E € T, card E < 2" we can divide each [ € E into two sub-intervals /Iy, I, of
same length. The new resulting partition denoted by Z” satisfies card(Z") < 2"*! and

max V(DA < % max (DA < max v(DA(D).

This implies the first claim of the Lemma. For the second statement fix / € E and let
F denote the (continuous) distribution function of the normalized restriction of v to I.
Then choose ¢ € (1/4, 1) such that tF (r) = 1/4. An elementary calculation then shows
that for such r we have (1 — ) (1 — F(t)) =5/4 —t— 1/ (4t) < 1/4. Now we subdivide
I in a left interval I, of length #A () and the remaining right interval I;. The resulting
partition now fulfills the inequality as above with 1/2 replaced by 1/4. O

Remark 3.3. If the measure v is atomless, we deduce from Lemma 3.2 by induction
v <47y = 47 y([a, b])(b — a) and as a simple consequence we find @, > 2. This
will give rise to the famous upper bound 1/2 on the spectral dimension as obtained in
[BS66, BS67] also for arbitrary measure v.

Lemma 3.4. We have h, = 1/a, and h, = 1/a,.

Proof. The proof follows along the same lines as the proof of the elementary Lemma
[KZ04, Lemma 2.2]. First note that for 0 < & < 1 wehave N¥ (1/€) = inf {(n e N | y,, < €}.
By Lemma 3.2 we have that (yzn), is a strictly decreasing null sequences or eventually
constant zero. The latter case is immediate. For the first case the strict monotonicity
gives as in [KZ04, Lemma 2.2] for B (¢) := inf{n € N | y» < €}

. . B(e)log2
lim sup = limsup ————.
nooo —lOg Yo eo  —loge

nlog2

The left hand side gives 1/a, by squeezing m — oo on subsequences 21 < m < 2" and

the right hand side A, by noting that 28©~! < N® (1/¢) < 28 . The same result holds
for liminf. O

3.2. Some global bounds

Lemma 3.5 (Poincaré inequality). Let v be a Borel measure on (a, b). Then for the first
eigenvalue of &, (4, we have

1
>

Al ———
" v(la,bDA(a, b])
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Proof. Here, we follow [Min20, Lemma 4.6.]. Let f be the eigenfunction with eigen-
value /H with ||f]|, = 1. Then by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for all x € [a, b], we

have
f VafdA
[a,x]

Now, integrating with respect to v gives

2

f@)? =1f(x) - f@f = < A([a,bD IIVASIIR

1 <v(la,b) A (la, bD VA SII5 = v ([a, b)) A ([a, b]) ;.

[m]

In the following we will use the approximation theory of Birman and Solomjak
developed in [BS67, Theorem 2.1,Theorem 2.2], see also [BS66, BB71]. Let v be a
Borel measure on [a, b]. For every n € N there exists a partition of half open intervals
of (a, b] denoted by E such that card (£) < n and

max AV < Cin”v([a, b])(b - a),

where C; > 0 is independent of v. Assuming now v to be atomless the constant is given
by C; = 1. Putting n = [ x(b — a)v(la, b])] and note that by Lemma 3.5 for every
C € E with v(C) > 0, we have

D> L, : > i ,
T VONMC) T maxres ADWI) T v([a, b - a)

hence applying Proposition 2.16 delivers

Ny(x) < Z Noac@) +n<n <1+ \W(ab))b - a)x,

CeEW(C)>0

where we used that /li,c > n? (Cyv([a, b])(b — a))_1 > x by the choice of n.

The estimate can be improved in the case that v is singular with respect to A. To
prove this we need the following refinement which is developed in [Bor71]:

There is a constant C > 0 such that for every measure v singular with respect to A
and every & > 0 there exists n,. € N such that for every n > n, . there is a partition of
half open intervals of (a, b] denoted by E such that card (E) < n and

v([a, b])(b — a)

max A(Nv(I) < eC, -
I€E — Ny /n)* n?

Hence, for v atomless and singular with respect to A, and for every € > 0 and all x > 0
large enough, we have

N, (%) < Vex.

In particular, lim,_q, x"'/2N,(x) = 0.
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Lemma 3.6. For the subinterval C = [c,d] of [a,b] assume v ({c,d}) = 0 and fix
ay,ay € Csuch that c < a; < ay <d and v([ay, az]) > 0. Then

(ag—m + (yz—(y])
1 a)—c¢ d—ay

C = v(a, ) Alar,a])’

In particular, if v ({C),,) > 0 for some m > 1, then

4/(m—1)
Al _
€= SO AKCm

Proof. Define

f(x) = —]1[L o+ Lioa) + 7—— ]1<a2 d)»

d-

then f € Hé (¢, d) and the min-max principle gives

f(f/)z dA (all—c + d—lozz) < ((12 - al)(all—c + d—lozg)
[ frav - [frdv T~ v([ar, a2 A ([ar, @2])

For ay = (c +d— —) a = (c +d+ 2 ) and provided v ((C),,) > 0, one obtains
Aac < 4/(m— D (C),) AT, )™ o

Proposition 3.7. Let v be a Borel measure on (a, b). Then for each m > 1 and all x > 0,
we have

N,ﬁ x) < N,(x) < NR ().

In particular,
K'<s <5,<h,and s,<h and h, <75,
and if
Sup h:l = hV’
m>1

then the spectral dimension exists and equals h,,.

Proof. This follows immediately from the sub- and superadditivity of the eigenvalue
counting functions (Proposition 2.16) in tandem with Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.6. O

4. Li-spectrum and coarse multifractal formalism

In this section we establish a connection between the spectral dimension, L7-
spectrum and the coarse multifractal formalism.
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4.1. The Li-spectrum

In this section we collect some important facts about the L?-spectrum providing
proofs only for those which are not straight forward or have not been covered in the
literature.

We let v be an arbitrary finite Borel measure with bounded support. For k € Z
and n € N we let A7 = (k27" (k+1)27"] and set Dy, = {A? : k € Z,v(A]) > 0},
D, = Uy, Dy, For g € R, the LI-spectrum of v is defined by

. . 1
By (@) =limsupf,(q) with . (g) =, (g) = n]ogZIOgC; v(C).

Let us begin with some basic facts.

Fact 4.1. The function B, will not alter when we take d-adic intervals instead of dyadic
ones (see e. g. [Rie95, Proposition 2 and Remarks, p. 466] or [Rie93, Proposition 1.6.]
and note that the definition in [Rie93, Proposition 1.6.] coincides with our definition
for g = 0). More precisely, for fixed 6 > 0, set

G5 :=Gs ={U5,(I+1)0] |l €N, v((s,(+1)d]) > 0}
and let (8,) be an admissible sequence, i. e. 5, € (0, D)V, 6, — 0 and there exists a
constant C > 0 such that Co, < 6,41 < 0p, for all n € N. Then for g > 0,
1

lim sup log v(C)? = lim sup ———— log v(C)1.
sl —log(d) CEZG:,,— moco —10g(6m) C;;m

In particular, for 6,, = 27", the above expression equals 3,(q).

Fact 4.2. For ¢ > 0 we have B., = B,. Therefore, we can assume without loss of
generality that v is a probability measure.

Fact 4.3. The function 3, is — as a pointwise limit superior of convex function — again
convex and we have (see also [Rie95, Corollary ])

By (0) = dimy (v) =t 6; and B, (1) = 0.

Hence, the left, respectively right, derivative in 1 exists and its negative value will be
denoted by S, = lim, 1 —3,(q) / (1 = q) and ¢, = limy 1 =B, (q) / (1 — q). For later
use we also define the right derivative of 8 in 0 denoted by o, = limn o (8, (t) — &) /t.
Note that in many situations we have 6, = dimy (v). The function B, is non-increasing
and non-negative on R and liminf, 8,(q) > —q for all ¢ > 0.

Fact 4.4. Since B, is a proper convex function, its Legendre transform exists, given by
By (@) = inf B, (¢) + aq.
geR

Fact 4.5. For any two finite Borel measures ui, yu, with bounded support and for g > 0,
we have

Byu (@) = max (B, B (9).
If By, (@) = Bu, (q) and B, (q) exists as a limit, then so does By, +u, (q) = Bu, (@)
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Proof. We readily check, for g > 0,

D @O Y wO+m@) <2 3 m©'+ Y (O

CeDy;n CEDyy iy CeDyy CeDyy
implying our claim. O
Fact 4.6. If v has an atomic part, then B,(q) = 0, for all g > 1.

Proof. Assume that v has an atom in xo € (0, 1) and let ¢ > 1. Then for every n € N,
we have that 0 < v ({xp})? < 2cen,, V(C)? and hence 0 < B,(g) < B,(1) = 0. O

Fact4.7. If 6, = 0, then 8, (q) = 0, for all ¢ > 0 and dimy (v) = dimp (v) = 0, = 5, = 0.

Proof. Note that g is a proper convex non-i_ncreasing function with g8, (0) = 8, (1) = 0.
This implies the first claim as well as §, = 6, = 0. Further, recall that

dimy (v) = inf{dimH (A) : V(AC) = o} and dimp (v) = inf{dimp (A) : v(AC) = 0}.

Since v((supp V)C) = 0 and dimy (suppv) < dimp (suppv) < dimy, (suppv) = O the
second claim follows. O

Recall from the introduction the definition of g, := lim sup,,_,, g;,, where g, denotes
the unique fixed point of 3.

Fact 4.8. We have

g, =inf{g>0:p5,(g)—q<0}

= inf {q > 0: limsup % log > (V(OAQ) < 0}

—00
n CeD,,,

= inf{q >0: Z v (C)A(C)) < oo}

CeD,

w B, (@)
>0 1+ a )

If q, > O, then g, is the unique fixed point of B, in (0, 1), i. e. B, (g,) = q, € (0, 1).

Proof. In view of Fact 4.2 we assume without loss of generality that v is a probability
measure. Let us begin with the first equality assuming inf {g > 0: 8, (g) — ¢ < 0} > 0.
Recall that B8, defines a convex and real valued function on (0, 1] and hence B, is also
continuous on (0, co) (see e. g. [Rie95, Lemma 5 ]). Since B, is also decreasing with
limn~p B, () > 0 and B, (1) = O there exists a unique fixed point of 8, which coincides
with inf {g > 0 : B8, (¢) — ¢ < 0}. This fixed point also coincides with g,, which can be
checked easily by contradiction. This proves also the last claim. If, on the other hand,
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dimy(v) ]

Ev(_a)’_\
’B\v(_a') s

dimy(v)

By(@)A

Figure 4.1: Moment generating function 3, for y with (dashed) tangent to 3, of slope —« in (g, 8y (¢)) which
intersects the y-axis in its Legendre transform S, (@) and the bisector of the first quadrant in 8, (@) / (1 + @).
Here v is chosen to be the (0.05,0.95)-Salem measure with full support suppv = [0, 1]. The intersec-
tion of 3, with the y-axis gives the Minkowski dimension of supp v, namely 1, and the intersection with
the (dotted) tangent to B, in (0, 1) gives the Hausdorff dimension dimg (v) of the measure which equals
@.05 log (0.05) + 0.9510g (0.95)) / log (2). The spectral dimension s, is equal to the maximum over all

By (@) /(1 + a) given by g,,.

inf{g>0:8,(q) —q<0}=0,then B, (¢q) = 0 for all ¢ > 0 and again by contradiction
g, = 0. This proves the first equality.

The fact that limsup, _,, (n 10g(2))71 log Y.cen,, (V(C) A(C)? = B, (q) — q for all
q € R gives the second equality.

The third equality follows similar to [JKL14]. Let us assume g, > 0 and fix 0 < g <
¢, Then by the second characterization, we have lim sup,,_, ., n! log ZCEDM V(CO)AO) =

€ > 0 and in particular, for infinitely many n, for (n j) say, we have Ycep,, (v(C) A (C))! >

e"€/2, Consequently,

DL OAC) = i D OA©O) 2 ie"ffﬂ = oo,
j=0

CeD, J=0 CeDyy;

Hence, g, < inf {q >0: Yeep, V(OAO) < oo}, which is trivially fulfilled if g, = 0.
For the reverse inequality and g, > O arbitrary, fix € > 0 and ¢ > g, such that for all
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n> N, wehave Ycep,, (v(C)A(C))? < 2"/%. Then

00

DL EOAC)T Y GEOACYACr =) Y CAC) 2"

CeD, CeD n=0 CeD,,

N o0
S[Z D, VOAOY 2+ Y (CAC) z]

n=0 CeD,,, n=N CeD,,,

< [i >, COAE) 2 izﬂfﬂz—nf] <.

n=0 CeD,,, n=N

Hence inf {q >0: Ycep, V(OAO) < oo} <q,.
Now we prove the last equality. Note that, for every ¢’ > ¢,, we have 8,(¢") < ¢’
and therefore,

Ev(a)< qg+qa
<su =q.

w0 1@ b 1+a
This shows supazoﬁv (@) / (1 + @) < g, and equality holds if g, = 0. Assuming g, > O,
we already know that g, is the unique fixed point of 3,. If —a is in the subdifferential
By (gq,) of Bing, = B, (g,) with a > 0, then (see Fig. 4.1)

By(@) _ inferBq)+aq _Bg)—alg-g,)+aqg _
sup 2 > =q,.
w0 1 +a 1+a 1+a v

m]

Proposition 4.9 ([Rie93],[Rie95, Prop. 2]). Let v be a Borel measure on [0, 1] and
g : [0, 1] — [a, b] be a bi-Lipschitz mapping. Then

:BV = :BVOg*‘ .

Proof. For completeness we give a short proof. First, by our assumption we have that
there exist ¢, ¢, > 0 such that for all x,y € [0, 1]

crlx—yl <lgx) —gl < calx—yl.

For C € G,og-1 215

1 1

—diam (C) < diam (g’1 (C)) < —diam (C) = .
) C c12n

This shows that there are at most two elements C1, C; of G, 5., -1 intersecting g~'(C).
Furthermore, each element of G, ., that intersects ¢ }(C) can intersect at most
[c2/c1] other element g™ (C”) with C’” € G -1 5-. This implies

> v(g_l(C))qSK—ﬂZ"c > vy,

CeG EGm(zncl)"

yog—1 271
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By Fact 4.1, we therefore have

y (C)q)

log (ZCEGV ()
BVOg’l(CI) < lim sup —

m su Tog (,27) = Bv(q).

The same argument applied to v o g~! instead of v and g~! instead of g gives the reverse
inequality. O

Next, we have to ensure that with out loss of generality we can assume that v has no
atoms in the set of the set D* := {27"k | k € Z, n € N} of dyadic numbers.

Lemma 4.10. Let v be a Borel measure on (0, 1). Then there exists an arbitrary small
constant a > 0 such that for g, : x — x + a, we have v o g;' has no atoms in D",

Proof. Fix € > 0. By Fubini’s Theorem and the fact that D" is countable, we have
€ €
f f 1p(y + @) dv(y) dA(a) = f 1p(y + @) dA(a@) dv(y)
0 Jo.1 (0.1 Jo
= [ Al @ -y oo =0
©O,1)

Hence, f(o H 1p(y + @)dv(y) = 0, for A-a. e. @ € [0,€]. In particular, there exists
@ € [0, €] such that [\ 1p(v +@)dv(y) =vo g, (D) = Fyepvog,' (W) =0. O

Let v be a bounded Borel probability measure with bounded support contained
in (0, 1). Then we find a bi-Lipschitz map f mapping the support of v into (e, 1 — €)
for some 0 < € < 1 and after a small affine linear transformation via x — x + « the
support of v o f~! o g-! is still subset of (0,1) and v o f~! o g-! has no atoms in the
dyadic numbers O*. In virtue of Proposition 1.13, Lemma 4.10 and Corollary 2.17 these
transformations and enlarging the domain also does not change the spectral properties
and the L?-spectrum Hence, we will from now on assume without loss of generality that
v is a probability measure on (0, 1) such that v (D*) = 0.

4.2. Upper bounds in terms of the L1-spectrum

In this section we let v be an arbitrary Borel probability measure on (0, 1) with
card (suppv) = oo and v(D*) = 0. The idea is now to approximate the quantity
NE by constructing v-partitions of dyadic intervals. Let us define D := |, D, with
D, = {AZ 1 k=0,..,2" - 1}. The following lemma is obvious.

Lemma 4.11. Forevery 1 >1t>0
P :={CeD:v(O)A(C) <t&IC € Dyg ricy-1 : €' 2 C&V(C)A(C) 2 1)
is a v-partition.

Proposition 4.12. We always have

|
<
IA
|
<
IA
N
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Proof. We will show g, > h, which together with Proposition 3.7 proves the claim. Let
us choose ¢q; > ¢q,. By Lemma 4.11 for ¢ € (0, 1), we have

P ={CeD:v(CO)A(C) < 1&IAC" € Dyjog a(cy|-1 : €' D C&V(C)A(C) 2 1}
is a v-partition of [0, 1] by dyadic intervals. We also need the set
0 ={CeD:v(O)AC) =2 1}.

Note that for C € P, there is exactly one C’ € Q; N D|log2(A(C))|—1 with C c C’ and for
eachC’' € O/ N Z)|10g2( AC)]-1 there at most two elements of P; N D|10g2( AC))| such that
they are subsets of C”. This shows the following crucial inequality

card P; < 2card Q.

This allows us to estimate

11 card P, = Z <2 Z <2 Z V(O AC)! <2 Z v (C)A(C))" .

CeP, CeQ, CeQ, CeD

With this at hand and with the help of Fact 4.8 we find that the right hand side is finite
and therefore we conclude lim SUP, 0 — log (card P;) / log (t) < g1. By Proposition 3.7

we finally conclude
log card P,

sy < E, < limsu <g,.
NO - log t
O
Proof of Proposition 1.10. Since
log (N (21 log (274:O+1 4 1
(NH () g 41
log (2"-1) log (271)
it follows that s < i, < dim,,(v). O

Proposition 4.13. Under the assumption that there exists a subsequence (n)reyy € NV
and a constant K > 0 such that for all k e N

K
max v(C)% < O Z V(C)m

€
"k CeDyy,

and limy_,c g, = liminf,_, gn, where q, > 0 is the unique solution to B,(g,) = qn, we
have

dim, (v
s < h, <liminfg, < liminf Bn©) = .M( ) .
2= = e n—eo 146,00 1+dim,(v)

Proof. We only consider the case dim,,(v) > 0. Since for all k € N,

2% — Z WC)m,

CeDyy,
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we have
DM ny

K
dn - dnj — -
max VO™ < 25 om 2, VO =K 2B )

CceD,,
k CeDyy,
Hence,
1/,

max V(C)A(C) = W

CeDy,

Using dim,,(v) > 0 we find n;8,, (0) — o0, k — co. Thus we obtain

log (N 3 (%)) log (22”"ﬁ"k O 4 1)
log (Zﬁ;k[((ol);l:,j:”k ) - log (znkﬁuk(O)) [, — (log(Kl/an) _ 10g(2)) .
< log (4)
< log (znkﬁﬂk(())) o (log( Ky - log(2))
1

+ .
1/qn, — (log(K /%) ~ log(2)) / log (2 /o)

Therefore, 5, < h, < liminf, e gp. O

4.3. Lower bounds in terms of the optimize coarse multifractal dimension

Here we again assume that v is a finite Borel measure on (0, 1) with card (supp v) =
co and v(D") = 0. To find a good lower bound, we use the concept of the upper and
lower optimize coarse multifractal dimension F , F, as defined in the introduction.

Lemma 4.14. For fixed a > 0 and with n? = [log (%) / (log(2)(a + 1))| we have for
every x > 23+

Ny(x) = NE () > 20 “(”a) -3,
or with x¥ = 2"V ywe have for everyn € N
N,y » Na ) (”) -3,
Proof. For fixedn € N, & > 0 let (¢1,d11,...,(cn,ms dn,m] denote the intervals of

M, (@) ordered in the natural way, i. e. d; < ciy1. Fori = 0,...,|[N,(n)/3-2] -1
define

1 1
D,,; = (02+3i = n C2s3i |

U (€243i» da43i] U (d2+3i, dri3i +

Note that we have
V((Dni)s) A ({Duids) = v ((€assi daasi) A ((cas3is daay]) 2 277D,

hence for n = I_log (%) / (log(2)(a + 1))J and x > 23*% we have

v ((Dng,i>3) A ((D".‘f’i>3) = %
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which shows

Ce

N;V (x) = sup {card (P):Pelly: m';lv((l)3)A(<])3) > )%}
3.

[m]

Now we can give a lower bound on s, and s, in terms of the lower and upper
optimize coarse multifractal dimension.

Proposition 4.15. As a general lower (upper) bound for the lower (upper) spectral
dimension for all m € (1, 3], we have

m F m _ -
F, <h'<s and F,<h, <75,.

Proof. First note that Proposition 3.7 gives &' < s and Z’V" <5, for all m > 1. With

log( £ .
nY = [@%J and x > 23 with Lemma 4.14 for every @ > 0 and x > 23+¢ we have

log” (N3 (0 +3) _ log” (Nu (1))
log(x) - log x '

Hence, forall 1 <m < 3,
log* (3NE (x) + 3 log* (N (n®
K" > 1 = liminf (N ) > liminf 2 N (7))
- = x log x x log x
o log* (N (1))
= liminf -
T (14 @) log (202()/1+0) 4 Tog (2)
log* (N, (n®
> liminf og” (No (1))
(Tt a)log2® +1og(2) 2 + @)
. 10g+ (Na (”f)) .. 10g+ Ny (m))

= liminf ———= > liminf ————,
x (I +a)log2m n-eo (1 + a)log2”

which implies " > F. We also have for xy, := 2" D*! with 5 > 0,

By S ONE()#3) e (N )
> hv > lim sup > lim sup — /)
Mmoo log(x) oo log !
log* (N,] (nZUn )) log* ( N, (m))
2 limsup —— % = fimsup o
m—co (1 + n) 10g2 X m—co ( + 77) og

—m

v

o —
where we used n”, = m. Thus, h, > F,. O

m
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We need the following elementary observation from large deviation theory which
seems not to be standard in the relevant literature.

Lemma 4.16. Suppose (X,,),en are real-valued random variables on some probability
spaces (Qy,, A, 1y) such that the rate function c(t) := limsup,_, ¢, (t) is a proper
convex function with ¢, (t) = a;l log f exptX,du,, t € R, a, — oo and such that 0
belongs to the interior of the domain of finiteness {t € R: ¢(t) < oo}. Let I = (a,d) be
an open interval containing the subdifferential dc (0) = [b, c] of ¢ in 0. Then there exists
r > 0 such that for all n sufficiently large,

Un (a;'Xn ¢ I) <2exp(-ray).
Proof. We assume that dc¢ (0) = [b, c] and I = (a,d) with a < b < ¢ < d. First note that
the assumptions ensure that —co < b < ¢ < co. By Chebyshev inequality for all g > 0,

M (a;an > d) =, (X, > qayd) < exp (—qa,d) fexp (gX,) duy,

implying
lim sup @, log 1, (@' X, > d) < inf ¢ (q) — qd = inf ¢ (q) - qd.
q>0 geR

where the equality follows from the assumption d ¢ dc(0) and ¢(q) —gd > (c —d)g > 0
for all g < 0. Similarly, we find

lim sup a;l log u,, (a,‘llX,, < a) <inf ¢(q) — ga = inf ¢ (q) — qa.
q<0 qeR

We are left to show that both upper bounds are negative. We show the first case by
contradiction — the other case follows in exactly the same way. Assuming inf g ¢ (g) —
gd = 0 implies for all g € R that c(g) — gd > 0, or after rearranging, ¢(q) — ¢(0) >
dq. This means, according to the definition of the subdifferential, that d € dc(0),
contradicting our assumptions. O

Proposition 4.17. Assume for some q € [0, 1] that B,(q) = limf3;, () on a subsequence
(ng). Then we have [a, b] = =08, (¢) D [a’,b'] = —0lim sup, By, (¢) and

aq +p(q) _ d'q+p,(q) .o log Ny () . log N; (ny)
< < sup lim inf — &) o) BN )
1+6 = d+b P logom(1 1 = oMU e one (1 1 1)

Proof. Without of loss of generality we can assume b < co. The fact that —98, (¢) D
—0lim sup; B3, (¢) follows immediately from lim sup, 8,, < ,. It suffices to prove the
second inequality. Now, for all k € N and s < a < b < t, we have

N; (ny) > card {O < £ <MD s V(A;ik) > 2—tnk}

N
=Ly

> Z V<Aflk)q DG > PGB () Z ]ILZZ () V(Aﬁk)q b (@)
teLy, 1<6<2™

= sty (@) | | _ Z ]]_(L ¢ (5)V(A,€k)q 2~ (@) |

s,r)
1<e<2m% Nk
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We use the lower large deviation principle for the process X; (£) := log* v (Aﬁk) with

probability measure on {1,...,2"%} given by w ({€}) == v (Af,k)q 27 (@ We find for
the free energy function

. 1 . 1 X n
c(x) = 1111}lfup Tog 27 log (Em (exp xXk)) = hrrilksup Tog 2 log {C; v (C)*+4 ) 2bn (@
llk

= limsupB,,(q + x) — B (@)

with —0¢ (0) = [a’, b’] C [a, D] C (s, 1) and hence, by Lemma 4.16, there exists a constant
r > 0 depending on s, t and g such that for & large,

X
]I(LM)C (f)V(Aka)q /2nkﬁnk(q) = (log (;nk) ¢ (-1, —s)) <2exp(-rmn).

1<6<2%
Therefore,

lim inf 22N )

kT T +B(q)

for all s < a and ¢ > b and therefore

..o log Ny (mp) aq +By(q) _ aq +B,(q)
liminf —e - .
P S Tog2n (110~ P T4y 1+

Proposition 4.18. For all m € (1, 3], we have
3, =F,=h, =5,

Proof. We only have to consider the case g, > 0. First note that the family of convex
function (B,) restricted to [0, 1] only takes values in [0, 1] and on any compact interval
[c,d] € (0,1)and for all ¢ < x <y < d, we have

B ) =B (0 _ B3 =) _ Bu(D) =B (¥)
x-0 - y—x - 1-y 7

which implies
1 1
1Bn () = B (V)] < max 4 —, —— ¢ x — Y|
c 1-d

and hence (3,) is uniformly Lipschitz and by Arzela—Ascoli relatively compact. Using
this fact we find a subsequence (1) such that limy 8, (g,) = limsup g, (g,) = g, and 3,,
converges uniformly to the convex function % on [g,—6,q,+06] C [0, 1] for ¢ sufficiently
small and put [a, b] = —9B* (g,). Then by the convexity of 5% we find for every § > € > 0

an element g € (g, — €, g,) such that 8 is differentiable in g with — (ﬁﬁ)/ (g) € [b,b+ €]

since the points where ,3’i is differentiable on (0, 1) lie dense in (0, 1) which follows from
the fact that 8% is a decreasing function and left-hand derivatives of convex functions are

| ——
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left-continuous and non-decreasing. In the same way as in the proof Proposition 4.17,
we obtain,

sup im sup B o tim sup 08N ()
t>b n—oo IOg 2"(1 + I) - b koo log an(l + t)
L) @a+F @
- @
> b(av B ‘9) +.Bﬁ (qv)
1+b+¢

:b(ZIV—s)+Z]V
l+b+e

Taking e = 0

ol

y (@)
F, =
iﬁg l+a

>7q,.
The second part of Proposition 4.15 and Proposition 4.12 give the claimed equalities. O

4.4. Proof of main results

Now, we are able to prove the main results by combining the results of Section
4.3 and Section 4.2. Recall from the introduction that we call v regular if F, = F,
and L9-regular, if 8, (q) = liminf, B} (¢) for g € (g, — &€,q,), for some &€ > 0, or
B, (g,) = liminf, 8} (g,) and B, is differentiable in g, .

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Since by Proposition 4.18 we have F, = q,, it suffices to show
that L?-regularity implies
F,>7,

Indeed, let us assume [a,b] = —3B,(q,). Then by the convexity of 3, we find for
every € € (0,g,) an element g € (g, — €,¢,) such that 8, is differentiable in ¢ with
—f3,,(q) € [b, b + €] since the points where (3, is differentiable on (0, 1) lie dense in (0, 1)
which follows from the fact that 3, is a decreasing function and the left-hand continuity
of left-hand derivative of the convex function 3,. Then by Proposition 4.17, we have

log* log*
sup lim inf M > sup liminf og” (N; (n))
0 noe 1log2'(1+16) = g noe log2™(1+1)

S =B, (q) g + By () S b(g, —¢) +q,
1-8,(q) T l+b+e

Taking the limit € — 0

. log" (No () _ bg, +7,
sup lim inf >
a0 e log2M(1 + @) 1+b

=4y

The case S, exists as limit in g, and is differentiable in g, is covered by Proposition
4.17. O
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. The first claim follows from Propositions 4.12, 4.15, 3.7 and
4.18. O

Proof of Corollary 1.12. The first part follows immediately from Theorem 1.1 in tan-
dem with Fact 4.5. For the second part note that by Lemma 2.14

§y, < max {Eypﬁv,} <8y, S Sy = Fygy, = max{s,,s,} = sy,

and using monotonicity properties of the coarse optimized multifractal dimension

F,, =max{EVl,EV2}SF <Fyi, =8, =F,.

—Vi+va

[m]

Proof of Corollary 1.3. First, we show that for an absolutely continuous measure v the
Li-spectrum always exists as limit on [0, 1]. By Holder’s inequality for all C € D, , and
q € (0,1), we have

l-g q B q q
2”fquAs(f2"/““1)dA) (f,gdA) :(2"1%)l q(deA) :Z"q(fgdA) .
C C C C C

This leads to ( )
log f o?dA
v [0,1]
>—————+1-gq,
Bi(q) = log(2") q
implying 1 — g < liminf, 8},(¢) < limsup,8)(g) < 1 — g for all g € [0, 1]. Now, the
remaining claims follow from Fact 4.5 and Corollary 1.4. O
Proof of Proposition 1.5. By Proposition 4.17,
aq +B,(q) .o log Ni(n)
T < 1 f—————<F <s,.
T+b oy o log2i(l+n) S

O

Proof of Corollary 1.7. For the case §;, =0 we combine Fact 4.7 and the upper estimate
from Proposition 4.12. If ¢, > 0, this is a direct consequence of Proposition 4.12 and
the general properties of 3, on [0, 1] as a convex non-increasing function not exceeding
the line r — & (1 —r) which intersects the bisector in 6,/ (1 + &;). The last claim
follows from the fact that 3, is linear on [0, 1] if and only if 5V = ¢;, and in this case
q, =6/ (1 + &%). The lower bound follows from Proposition 1.5 using the fact that 3,
always exists as a limit in 1. O

Remark 4.19. The case ¢} = 0 immediately gives s, = 0. If we use more information on
By for the case 6}, > 0 we find a better upper bound; namely, with g; := inf {s : 8, (s) < 0}
we have

q10,

s, <q, < .
v= q1 +9;
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Proof of Corollary 1.9. By Theorem 1.1 we have g, = &, and if v is L7-regular, the
claim then follows from Corollary 1.7. In [HeuO7, Theorem 3.1] it has been shown
that 6, > dimp (E) > dimy (v) > dim,, (v) > ¢, and this gives the second claim as a
consequence of the first equivalence.

The last claim follows from the convexity of 3,, 8,(0) < 1 and 3,(1) = 0 in tandem
with 8, (6;/ (1 +67)) = 65/ (1 + &%) which implies S,(q) = 65(1 — g) for g € [0, 1]. Now,
[HeuO7, Theorem 3.1] implies &} = dimg(v) = dimp (v). ]

Proof of Corollary 1.4. 1f 5, = 1/2 then it follows from Proposition 4.12 that 1/2 =
5, < g, < 1/2. The convexity of B, and the fact that 8, (1) = 0 and 3, (0) < 1 forces
By(q) =1 —gforall g € [0, 1]. The second statement is an immediate consequence of
Proposition 4.17 by observing that, as in case (1), by convexity we have 8,(q) = 1 — ¢
for all g € [0, 1]. This implies the differentiability of 3, in the particular point g € (0, 1),
where by assumption S, (¢) = lim 8} (q). Now, applying Proposition 4.17 gives

I_g+l-q_
2 1+1 =
Since we always have 5, < 1/2, our claim follows. O

5. Examples

5.1. C'-self-conformal measures

For simplicity, let us start with the self-similar case.

Example 5.1. Here, we consider for fixed m € N self-similar probability measure v
with probability vector (pi,..., pn) € (0, 1)™ and contractions T;(x) = o;x + b; for
i=1,...,mwith o; € (0, 1) which maps from [0, 1] to [0, 1] and fulfills the open set
condition (i. e. 7;((0,1)) N T;((0,1)) = @ for all j # i). That is the unique Borel
measure which satisfy

v(a) = > pv(T7'(4)), A€ B([0, 1]).
i=1

Using [Rie95, Theorem 15] we obtain for ¢ > 0 that 3,(q) is given by
Z p;]o_lﬁv(q) - 1.
i=1

Thus, we can conclude that g, is determined by the equality ;" | (pia',')QV = 1. Moreover,
let us consider the natural choice of weights given by p; := o, where u is the zero of the
associated pressure function, i. e. 37| o = 1. Then for g > 0, we have 3, (¢) = u — uq
and consequently u = 6, = ¢;. Hence, Corollary 1.9 gives

_ 5"
SV = v = = .
=9, 145
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Now, we consider C!-self-conformal measures as in [Fen07] which do not have to
satisfy any separation conditions. Let U ¢ Rbe a open setand S : U — R a C'-map
with |S’(x)| > O for all x € U. Moreover, assume that S is a contracting, i. e. there
exists 0 < ¢ < 1 such for all x,y € U we have [S(x) -S»)| < c|lx —y]. We call
{Si:[0,1]1 = [0, 1]}, ¢ a C'-conformal iterated function system on [0, 1], if each §;
extends to an injective contracting C'-map S; : U — U on an open set U > [0, 1].

Given a C'-conformal iterated function system {S; : [0,1] — [0, 11},
exists a non-empty compact set K C [0, 1] such that

¢ then there

.....

K= O Si(K).

i=1

For a probability vector (py,..., p¢) there is a unique Borel probability measure v

satisfying
¢
V= Z pivoS;.

i=1

The measure v with support supp v = K is called self-conformal measure. Furthermore,
we assume that §; do not have all the same fixed point, then v is atomless ([PS00]). This
can be seen as follows. Fix x € [0, 1] such that v ({x}) = max (v ({y}) : y € [0, 1]) =t m.
Since with I :={1,...,{}

v(x) = pov(T5 ()

we"

we find v(T(;1 {x}) = m for every w € I" and n € N. Hence, if m > 0, we have
x € T,([0,1]) for all w € I" and n € N and x is the common fixed point for all
contractions. In [Fen07, Corollary 4.5.], building on the earlier work [PS00], it has been
proved that the L?-spectrum S, of the self-conformal measure v exists as a limit.

Proposition 5.2 ([Fen07, Corollary 4.5.],[PS00]). For every C'-self-conformal measure
v we have that the LI-spectrum B, exists as a limit on R.,.

Proof of Theorem 1.14. Combining Theorems 1.2 and 1.1 readily proves Theorem 1.14.
O

Note, that every measure on [0, 1] which is absolutely continuous with respect to
the Lebesgue measure has spectral dimension 1/2. Hence, we obtain the following
corollary.

Corollary 5.3. If the fixed point q, of B, is smaller than 1/2, then v is singular with
respect to the Lebesgue measure.

Remark 5.4. Note that Example 5.11 shows that there exist singular measures with
spectral dimension 1/2. Hence, in general we can not expect the equivalence of g, < 1/2
andv L A.
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5.2. Homogeneous Cantor measures

Let us recall the construction of general homogeneous Cantor measures as in [Arz14,
Min20, BH97] allowing us to construct examples for which the spectral dimension does
not exist. Let J be finite or countably infinite subset of N. For every j € J we define an
iterated function system SV, Fori = 1,2 let S E” : [a, b] — [a, b] be defined by

Sﬁj)(x) = rgj)x +cY

with rlm € (0,1) and cgj) € R are chosen such that
a=8) <8Vb) <8 <SYb)=b.

This ensures the open set condition. We define SV = (S (lj), S éj)). Moreover let us

define an environment sequence ¢ = (£;),o; € J*. Bach &; represent an iterated function
system S, To give a suitable coding we define a word space W, := {1, 2}" of words
with length n. Forn € N and w = (wy,...,w,) € W, we set

SO =59 o5& ... o g

(C

Now, for any environment sequence &, we construct a probability measure v on [a, b]
with support K¢ defined by

K© = ﬁ U (60088 0 -0 8E) ([a,b]) .

n=1 weWw,

For any j € J, let (p{)i=12 € (0,1)* with Ziz:l p{ = 1. Moreover, let pff) = [, pff[")
be forn € Nand w = iwl, ...,wy) € W,. Then define the following sequence of
probability measures: vy := Al and for n € Nand A € B ([a, b])

=3 o ((s8) @)

weW,

then v© is defined by
V(A) = lim v,(A).

The theorem of Vitali-Hahn-Saks ensures that v is a probability measure on B ([a, b])

(see [Arz14, Lemma 3.1.2.]) and for every n € N and w € W,,, we have v© (S 9 ([a, b])) =

©®
Pow -

Example 5.5 (Homogeneous Cantor measure with non-converging L7-spectrum). Now,
let us consider the following environment

. 1 ,3CeN,: 2% <<
T2 L 3Fce N, 2204 < <0202
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and ") = 5,50 = § + 1, S0 = .57 = 5 + {2, x € [0, 1]. Further-
more, let p1, p> € (0, 1) be with p; + p» = 1 then define for every j € {1,2} p{ = p; and

pé = p,. First, observe that for n € N and w € W,
2—22’”-8/3+10/3—4(n—22’“) , 22[+l <n< 22l+2
A(SE(10,11) = .
w 0-10/3222410/3-2(n=222) 52042 _ 1 o 92043
Hence, we obtain for all n € N with 22/*! < n < 2242 g>0andw e W,
5oz (A(vff )([a,b]))L )

! log Z y® (A’;)q

—log (A (S (o0, 1]))) 1=0,v(A)>0

1 ® (q©® q
—log (A (SS) (0. 1]))) log [IGZW:V (Sz ([a, b])) ]

log, (p! + pi)
~4/3 2271 /n 1 4 - 10/(3n)

and, for 222 < n < 22143

4 q
1 1 [Z NG (Sgs‘*) (la. b]))q] _ log (p1 + pz)

Tlog (AT @0, ) & ~log (A (S (10, 1))
oy (pf +p3)
4322 12-10/G3n)

Therefore, by Fact 4.1,

2 log, (p? + pg) for0<g < 1

Bro (q) =
Y 2 log, (p’]] + pg) for g > 1

and
1—3010g2<pf+pg) for0<g<1

= liminf B, =
’[_gv(f) (q) iminf B, (¢) {% log, (Pcll + Pg) forg > 1

Hence, by Theorem 1.1, the upper spectral dimension of A,e is given by the unique
solution of

q,6) G0 _
Py +p,y =2

84,6
3

Furthermore, ¢ , is the unique solution of
=y

()

(2_?171)@5) + (Z—QPZ)QV(E) -1

See Figure 5.1 for the two graphs. For the special case p; = 1/2 we obtain
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T (v@) N Bro(q)

/

—

Figure 5.1: B¢ and liminf 8. with p; = 0.25.

31 - for0<g < 1
By (@) = { 83( 9 oo

51—q) forg>1

and
2(1-¢q) for0<g<l

Bup (@) = imintn @) = {%(1 —g) forg>1

In particular in this special case, we have, dim, (supp v) = 3/10 and dimy, (v) = 3/8.
Now, applying Theorem 1.1 in tandem with Proposition 4.13, we conclude

dim,, (v) 3 dimy ()

3
=—< = — = Sy©.
13 11 1 +4dimy (v)

<—m— =
Spo = 1+ dim, (v)

Now, let us prove that s ., = % Define forn e N

Rn) = —-2241.8/3 +10/3 - 4(n - 22€+1) D241y < 9242,
Y= 21073222 41073 - 2(n - zzm) D242 < 92043,

First note that form =1 + 2% and all w € W, there exists n € W, such that

S (10,11 < (S ([0, 1)

.
Hence, we obtain

2—n+R(n) -2

v((s& @0.11) A ((SE (10.1D) ) = ———. (5.1)

Recall that by Proposition 3.7, for x > 0,

N,ﬁ (x) = sup {card (P): Pelly:minv(I),) A(I),) = L} < Ny(x).
CeP x(m—1)
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2" R(n)+4

Now, with x, = m by Eq. (5.1) we have that N'(x,) > 2", which implies

log (Ny(x) _ mm+4m+l%ow0n—n>*
log(x,) n nlog(2)
20+1 2041 -1
(1 L 28 10/3+4(n -2 ) 4/ — %) 2+l ¢y < 22,
= 2042 2042 -1

(1 + loi32 10/3+2(" 2 44— IOgZHIz(Z;r(nZ—)l))) 222 < 23,
log(m/(m=1)) \~! 2t 242

(1+3+@-10/3)/n- Tg(2))_1 22 < < 222,

( 10 +(@—-10/3) /n— log;nfé;r(rtz—)l)>) ’221+2 <n <23,

This shows )
.. . log(Ny(x,) 1
1 f > .
e T log(n)  C 1+10/3

Since x, < X1 < 2%x,,

I 9 o (X 1
lim inf M > liminf 08 (N,(x,)) > .
x—00 log(x) n—oo log(x,) 1+10/3

For x > 0, choose n € N such that x,, < x < x,4; and therefore

Jim inf 122 ()
2 log()

ogW(x) 1

> lim .
n—eo log(x,) + log(xp1/x,) — 1+ 10/3

Example 5.6 (Homogeneous Cantor measure with vanishing L?-spectrum). Let us now
construct an example for which the spectral dlmenswn equals 0. Let us consider the
following environment &, = n,n € N, and S| W (x) = .S (")(x) loxelo, 1],

Pl = p = 1/2. It follows that dim, (K©) = 0 with Corollary 1.7 that s, = 0. Indeed,
let us verify that dim,, (K G )) = 0. For every w € W,,, we have

A(SE (0, 17)) = 270D,

Now, for n € N, there exists m(n) = m € N such that 2=+ < -n < p=(n+hm 1
particular, m (n) < +/n and we conclude

log (B.(0)) _ 10g (Bunt2men©@) _ mm +1 0 for n — co.
log(2™) log(2™") n

5.3. Pure point measures

In this section we give examples of singular measures 7 on (0, 1) of pure point type
such that the spectral dimension attains any value in [0, 1/2]. To fix notation, throughout
this section, we write i := )} pyd,, with (py) € Rso)™, > pr < ocoand (x;) € (0, DY,

The first example shows that it is possible for the spectral dimension to be 0 even
though the Minkowski dimension is 1.
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Example 5.7. In this example we consider pure atomic measures n with (x,) yen €
@Qnqo, 1)" such that x, # x,, for m # n, and pn < Cie™, for all n € N. We will show
that the spectral dimension exists and equals s, = 0. Define for I}! := (xk L ] N
[0, 1] with b,, = min“x,] - x,2| h#h, L1, < n} forallk=1,...,n. Then we have
Xk — by Xk + ¢ Q and

e“ ’ e“

2

max A(I” Zp, max A < 1 o

= =l

Let A} denote the disjoint half open intervals such that (0, 1]\ Uj_, I} = Um(”) AJ such
that m(n) < n + 1. Then we conclude

< <
max  AGADVA) Z n C1

""" I=n+1

implying y2,+1 < % " and therefore, forevery m e Nwith2n+ 1 <m <2n+ 3,

Yin < Vonyy < €2

This shows @, = co implying by Lemma 3.4 that s, = 0.

If (xp) € (0, DY is strictly decreasing, then in [FW17] A, is called Krein-Feller
operator of Stieltjes type. We start with a general observation which is a consequence of
the Poincaré inequality as stated in Lemma 3.5.

Lemma 5.8. Assume that (x;) € (0, DY is strictly decreasing such that for an increasing
function [ : Z, — R, and all k € N,

Xk + Xk—1

S > P < Hf).

I=k
Then, for all x > 0, we have Ny(x) —2 < f‘l (x) =inf{n € Nyg : f(n) > x}.

Proof. The Poincaré inequality (Lemma 3.5) guarantees for all k € N

1
Al >
n,[o’).k*-;k—l] xk+;ck,1 Z([)zk P

Since

Er—— >flh)>2x = kaﬁl(x),
AL Y R DI

using the superadditivity of the Neumann eigenvalue counting function with &, =
71 (x), by Proposition 2.16, we have

Ny(x) < Nn’loyr’ka+;kx—l J(x) + Nn’[w“gkrl ,IJ(X) +2<2+ f‘l (x).
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Example 5.9 (Dirac comb with exponential decay). If (x,) or (3t Pr),, decays expo-
nentially, then N, (x) < log(x), hence the spectral dimension s, equals 0. Further, the
L9-spectrum is given by

|dimy () g =0,
ﬁ”(q)_{o g>0.

Example 5.10 (Dirac comb with at most power law decay). Assume that (x;) € (0, )"
is strictly decreasing and

Pn > 07" fi(n), (X, — Xpe1) > 07" fo(n),

with uy, up > 1 and lim,,, log(f;(n))/ log(n) = 0 for i = 1,2, then

1
<s
Uy +uy 1

and, in particular, if u; + u, = 2, we have s, = % To see this, define

. min {Xg — Xgs1, Xt — Xz} min {Xg — Xg41, Xp—1 — Xx)
Ik -— Xk - 2 ,Xk + 2

fork =1,...,n. Then we have v ({I;),) = v (I;) and for n large enough

.....

with C > 0 suitable, which implies for every € > 0
L o
Ny (x) > xinmare

proving the claim. Since, in the case u; + uy = 2, we always have s, < 1/2, it readily
follows that s, = 1/2.

Example 5.11 (Dirac comb with at most geometric decay and full dimension). Assume
that (x;) € (0, DY is strictly decreasing and
fi _ h
n

Pns n < (xn—l - xn)

with lim,,, log(fi(n))/log(n) = 0, for i = 1,2, then spectral dimension exists and
equals

sp=1/2
and, for ¢ € [0, 1],
_ 1_q aqe[()’]]?
ﬁn(Q)—{O > 1

Indeed, observe that Example 5.10 implies 1/2 < S, and by Theorem 1.1 and Corollary
1.7 we also have s, < Sy = ¢, < 1/2 which shows s, = 1/2. The second statement is
then a direct consequence of the first part of Corollary 1.4.
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The following example shows that the spectral dimension attains every value in
(0,1/2).

Example 5.12 (Dirac comb with power law decay). If

lim —log p,/logn=u; > 1 and x; := (k+ 1)™,k e N,up > 0,

n—oo

then the L?-spectrum exists as a limit on the positive half-line and we have

5 ()< |1~ dmin fora€l0.1/ul,
g 0 for g > 1/u,.
Consequently, n is L?-regular and the spectral dimension exists and equals
1
5y = ——.
up+u +1
In particular, for u; = u, + 1 we have
o = dimy, (i7)
n 2 N

This can be seen as follows. For every & > 0 uniformly in n € N, we have n~®*9) «
P << n~"1*¢_ For suitable C > 0,

m+ye—me 1 (=H-1 ¢

ma(m+1y2  (m+1yem  1/m = merl”

Xm = Xm+1 =

If 27" < C(m + 1)"%*D then m < (Z”C)“zlﬁ. Combining these observations, we obtain

Cl/(142+1)2n/(142+1) Cl/(u2+l)2n/(u2+])
Z n(C) > Z Pl > Z k- +eq - on(-(u+eg+D)/u+1)
CeD, k=1 k=1

For g € [0, 1/(u; + €)), this gives

u+e&
—-q )
up + 1 up + 1

By () = liminf B (g) >

Letting £ — O this shows for g € [0, 1/u;]

“ forq e [0,1/u],

1
> liminf 87 (q) > { 2+l ~ o+l
By (@) 1inf 3, (¢) {0 forq > 1.

Moreover, for m > (2”C)"2% and k27" < x,,, we have k < 2" (2"C)V[z%. From this



5.3 Pure point measures 44

inequality, using the integral test for convergence, we obtain for g > 1/ (u; — &),

21 21 q
IRICHEE Z[ > pm]
k27 <x, <(k+1)2"

k=0 k=0
" _n_
C up+l 2112+l q
S
m<C\w pnluy k=0 k27 <x <(k+1)27"

_ (uy—e=1) | (uy—e=1)—uy =

<1+ zn(ﬁ*q( DR T )) =1+ 2"(”2%74“7) < 1.

Hence, B,(q) = 0 for g > 1/u;. Since B, (0) = 6; = 1/(uz + 1), by the convexity of 8,, it
follows that for all ¢ € [0, 1/u;],

1 Ui Ui

u2+1_qu2+1

< liminf 87 < <
ol 1S imin Bn(q) <By(q) <

Theorem 1.1 in tandem with Theorem 1.2 then gives s, = Z],] =(u +u + D7

The last example demonstrates how one can improve Example 5.9, if one knows the
exact exponential asymptotics of p, and x,, which in turn forces an exact logarithmic
asymptotics for the eigenvalue counting function. The following elementary lemma is
provided for preparation.

Lemma 5.13. Letv := pd, be withz € (0,1), p>0 and0 <a <z 0<b<1-2z Then
the first eigenvalue of A, ,_4.—p is given by

a+b
pab

1 —
/lv, [z—a,z+b] —

Proof. Observe that each function f € dom (&, ;-4 +p) is of triangular shape, i.e.
f) = fapex) = EDT 0+ c(zJ’};_")]l(Z,Zer]. Therefore, using the min-max
principle we get

. 6L Y)

_a+b

¢ € dom (Sv,[z—a,z+b])*} = inf ¢? (l + l) / (Czp) =

c>0 a b

pab
O

Example 5.14 (Dirac comb with exponential decay — precise asymptotics). Let us
consider the case };_, px = 1 —e™", and x; = e P* for some @, 8 > 0. Then

Nyx) 1

log(x) a+p

lim
X—00

To see this, we consider the intervals A, = [x, — (x,;, — Xu11) /2, X, + (X—1 — Xxp) /2] ,for
n > 1. Then by Lemma 5.13

el@Pnn (eﬁ - e"B)
AL =
14T (1 —ePB) (e — 1) (f — 1)
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implying

(1-e?) (e - 1)(ef - 1))‘

1
Naton () 2 [(a B ¢ [x 2(F —cP)

For the upper bound, we observe that for Ak =0, "”2&], we have

h S 1 3 2 B e(k—l)a+k,6’
/lrz,Ak = XXy T a—Bktk-Da By B
5 Dbt € (1 +eB) 1+e

Then, for x > 4, we obtain

e(k— Da+kB 1 ey
-z By =~
21+e*ﬁ >x<=>k>(a+ﬁ)log((1+e ) 2).

This gives for n, = [@ log ((1 + e_ﬁ) ewa)]

1 _p %X
N,,,[O,l](x) < Nn,Ak(x)‘FNn’[xnx-*;‘nX,] ’1](x)+2 < 3+(”x — ]) <2+ (a +ﬂ) log ((] +e ﬁ) 7)

and the claim follows.
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