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ON A CLASS OF SELF-SIMILAR SETS WHICH CONTAIN FINITELY
MANY COMMON POINTS

ZHIQIANG WANG, KAN JIANG, DERONG KONG, AND WENXIA LI

ABSTRACT. For A € (0,1/2] let Kx C R be a self-similar set generated by the iterated
function system {Az, Az + 1 — A}. Given z € (0,1/2), let A(z) be the set of A € (0,1/2]
such that x € K. In this paper we show that A(z) is a topological Cantor set having
zero Lebesgue measure and full Hausdorff dimension. Furthermore, we show that for any
Yi,---,Yp € (0,1/2) there exists a full Hausdorff dimensional set of A € (0,1/2] such that
Y1,...,Yp are common points of K.

1. INTRODUCTION

For A € (0,1/2] let Ky be the self-similar set generated by the iterated function system
(simply called, IFS) {fyd(x) =Ax +d(1 —X):d=0,1}. Then K is the unique nonempty
compact set satisfying (cf. [3])

o
(1.1) Ky = fao(Kx) U fa1(Ky) = {(1 =) ZinA"_l tip € {0,1} Vn > 1} :

n=1
It is obvious that the convex hull of K is the unit interval [0, 1] for all A € (0,1/2]. Then 0
and 1 are common points of K for all A € (0,1/2]. For other z € (0,1) it is natural to ask
how likely the self-similar sets K, A € (0,1/2] contain the common point 7 Or even ask how
likely the self-similar sets K, A € (0,1/2] contain any given points y,...,y, € (0,1)7 These
questions are motivated by the work of Boes, Darst and Erdés [2], in which they considered
a class of fat Cantor sets C) with positive Lebesgue measure. They showed that for a given
point z € (0,1) the set of parameters A € (0,1/2) such that x € C) is of first category.

Given x € [0,1], let
(1.2) Az) ={rA€(0,1/2) : x € K\ }.

Then A(z) consists of all A € (0,1/2] such that z is the common point of K. Note that K
is symmetric, i.e., z € K if and only if 1 —2 € K. Then A(z) = A(1 — ) for any x € [0, 1].
So, we only need to consider x € [0,1/2]. Note that A(0) = (0,1/2]; and A(1/2) = {1/2},
because 1/2 € K if and only if A = 1/2. So, it is interesting to study A(zx) for = € (0,1/2).

Recall that a set F' C R is called a Cantor set if it is a non-empty compact set containing
neither interior nor isolated points. Our first result considers the topology of A(x).
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Theorem 1.1. For any z € (0,1/2) the set A(z) is a Cantor set with min A(z) = = and
max A(x) = 1/2.

By Theorem 1.1 it follows that A(z) is a fractal set for any = € (0,1/2). Our next result
considers A(x) from the Lebesgue measure and fractal dimension perspectives.

Theorem 1.2. For any x € (0,1/2) the set A(z) is a Lebesgue null set of full Hausdorff
dimension. Furthermore,

log 2

lim dimg(A(z) N (A =6, +0)) =

AeA
Pt gy VA EA@),

where dimpy denotes the Hausdorff dimension.

Since A(1/2) = {1/2} and A(1 —z) = A(x) for any = € (0,1/2), by Theorem 1.2 it follows
that A(z) has zero Lebesgue measure for any z € (0,1). Then the union (J,egn(,1) A@) also
has zero Lebesgue measure. Taking the complement we obtain the following result which is
also interesting in number theory.

Corollary 1.3. For Lebesgue almost every A € (0,1/2] the set Ky \ {0,1} contains only
wrrational numbers.

Given yp,...,yp, € (0,1/2), by Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 it follows that the intersection
P_ A(y;) is small from the topological and Lebesgue measure perspectives. Furthermore,
by using the thickness method introduced by Newhouse [8] we show that ();_; A(y;) contains
a sequence of Cantor sets whose thickness can be arbitrarily large. From this we conclude

that there exists a full Hausdorff dimensional set of A € (0,1/2] such that yi,...,y, € K.

Theorem 1.4. For any points y1,y2,- - ,Yp € (0,1/2) we have

p
dimH ﬂ A(y,) =1.

i=1

Recently, the last three authors studied in [6] analogous objects but with different family
of self-similar sets (their self-similar sets have different convex hulls). We indicate that our
method is different from theirs. Furthermore, Theorem 1.4 shows that the intersection of any
finitely many A(y;) has full Hausdorff dimension, while in [6, Theorem 1.5] their method can
only prove that the intersection of two associated sets has full Hausdorff dimension.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we prove Theorem 1.1 for the
topology of A(z); and in Section 3 we investigate the local dimension of A(z) and prove
Theorem 1.2. In Section 4 we consider the intersection (\?_; A(y;) and prove Theorem 1.4;
and in the final section we make some further remarks.

2. TOPOLOGICAL PROPERTIES OF A(x)

In this section we will investigate the topology of A(x), and prove Theorem 1.1. First we
recall some terminology from symbolic dynamics (cf. [7]). Let {0, 1}" be the set of all infinite
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sequences of zeros and ones. For a word we mean a finite string of zeros and ones. Let
{0,1}* be the set of all words over the alphabet {0,1} together with the empty word €. For
two words ¢ = ¢y ...¢p,d = dy ...d, from {0,1}" we write ed = ¢ ...cpdy ... d, for their
concatenation. In particular, for n € N we denote by c™ the n-fold concatenation of ¢ with
itself, and by c* the periodic sequence with period block c¢. Throughout the paper we will
use lexicographical order ‘<, <, >’ or ‘=" between sequences and words. For example, for two
sequences (¢;), (d;) € {0,1}Y, we say (¢;) < (d;) if ¢; < di, or there exists n € N such that
C1...cp=dy...dy and cp41 < dpt1. For two words ¢, d, we say ¢ < d if c0>* < d0*°.
Let A € (0,1/2]. We define the coding map 7y : {0,1}" — K by

(o]
(2.1) mA((in) = Hm_ fai 0 fris 00 fr,(0) = (L= A) D A"

n=1
If X € (0,1/2), then the IFS { f) 4(z) = Az + d(1 — X) : d = 0, 1} satisfies the strong separation
condition, and thus the map 7y is bijective. If A\ = 1/2, then 7, /5 is bijective up to a countable
set. The map ) defined in (2.1) naturally induces a function with two parameters:

(22) T (0,1} (0,1/2] = 0,1 (i), A) > ma((n)):
Equipped with {0, 1}N the order topology given by the metric
(2.3) p((in), (jn)) = 27 MHn=tinFind,

and with {0,1}" x (0,1/2] the product topology we show that the function II is continuous.
Lemma 2.1. The function 11 is continuous. Furthermore,

(i) for A € (0,1/2] the function II(-,\) is increasing with respect to the lexicographical
order, and is strictly increasing if X € (0,1/2);
(il) of 0°° < (in) < 01°°, then I1((iy), ) has positive derivative in (0,1/2).

Proof. First we prove the continuity of II. For any two points ((in), A1), (jn), A2) € {0, 1} x
(0,1/2] we have
(24)  [II((jn); A2) = IL((in), A)| < [T1((in), A2) = TI((in), A2)[ + [TI((in), A2) — IL((in), A1)l-

Note that if p((jn), (in)) < 27™, then |TI((jn), A2) — T((in), A2)| < AF! < 217, So the first
term in (2.4) converges to zero as p((jn), (in)) — 0. Moreover, since the series II((ip), ) =
(1 —XA) Y% i, A" ! with parameter A converges uniformly in (0,1/2], the second term in
(2.4) also converges to zero as |Aa — A1| — 0. Therefore, II is continuous.

For (i) let A € (0,1/2] and take two sequences (i), (jn) € {0,1}". Suppose (i) < (jn)-
Then there exists a m € N such that 41 ...4,1 = j1 ... Jm-1 and i, < j,mn. This implies that

II((in), A) = (1 = N) iin/\”_l <(1-X (i i A" 4 i A’H)

n=1 n=1 n=m-+1

- )\) Zjn)\n—l

(1 3
=1
< T((Jn); M),
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where the second inequality follows by A € (0,1/2], and this inequality is strict if A € (0,1/2).

For (ii) let (i,) € {0,1}" with 0% < (i,,) < 01°°. Then i; = 0. So for any A € (0,1/2) we
have II((in),A) = (1 — A) 3.0 5 i, A" L. This implies that

dIl((in), \)  ~— <n —1 > \n—2
2. — = — A )i A" ,
(2.5) I HZ::Zn - i >0
where the inequality follows since A\ < 1/2 and (i,,) = 0°°. This completes the proof. 0

Note that the map II defined in (2.2) is surjective but not injective. Given z € [0, 1], for
A € (0,1/2] we consider the horizontal fiber

To(A) =T ()N ({0, 1}V x {A}) = {((z‘n), N € {0,111 % (0,1/2] : (1=A) ) ipA !t = x} .
n=1

Then T';(\) # 0 if and only if A\ € A(z), where A(z) is defined in (1.2). Furthermore, by
Lemma 2.1 (i) it follows that for any A € A(x) N (0,1/2) the fiber set I';(\) contains only
one sequence; and for A = 1/2 € A\(x) the set I';(1/2) contains at most two sequences. This
defines a map

U, Am) — {0,135 X (0,

where W, ()\) denotes the lexicographically largest sequence in I';(A). The sequence W, (\) is
also called the greedy coding of x in base A.

Given z € (0,1/2), we reserve the notation ¥;(1/2) = (z,) for the greedy coding of x in
base 1/2. Then (z,) begins with 0 and does not end with 1°°.

Lemma 2.2. For any x € (0,1/2) the map ¥, : A(x) — Q(z) is a decreasing homeomorphism,
where

Q) = {(in) € {0,1}" : (2) < (in) < 01} .

Proof. Let z € (0,1/2). By Lemma 2.1 it follows that U, is strictly decreasing. Observe that
xz ¢ K) for any A < z. Then A(z) C [x,1/2]. Note that ¥,(z) = 01*° and ¥,(1/2) = (z,).
Since ¥, is monotone decreasing, we have

(xn) K ¥z(N) K01 VA€ [z,1/2].
So, Uz (A(x)) C Q(z).
Next we show that ¥, (A(x)) = Q(z). Let (i) € Q(z). Then by Lemma 2.1 it follows that

1 1
I ((zn), 5) > 11 ((:En), 5) =z and II((iy),\) N0 <z as A\,0.
So, by the continuity of IT in Lemma 2.1 there must exist a A € (0,1/2] such that
(2.6) II((in), A) = .

If X € (0,1/2), then (2.6) gives that W, (\) = (i,). If A = 1/2, then by (2.6) and using (i,) =
() we still have ¥, (\) = (4,,). This proves ¥, (A(z)) = Q(z). Hence, ¥, : A(x) — Q(z) is
a decreasing bijection.
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To completes the proof it remains to prove the continuity of ¥, and its inverse ¥ !. Since
the proof for the continuity of W, ! is similar to that of ¥,, we only prove it for ¥,. Take
A« € A(x). Suppose VU, is not continuous at A.. Then there exists a N € N such that for
any 6 > 0 we can find A € A(x) N (A, — 6, A\ +0) such that [T, (\) — ¥, (A,)| > 27V, Letting
0 =1/k with £k =1,2,..., we can find a sequence (\;) C A(x) such that

(2.7) Jim Ap = Ao and [ We(Ag) = Wa(A)] > 27N viEk>1.
—00

Write W,(Ax) = (i) and W, (\.) = (i%,). Then by (2.7) we have i{" .. &%) % ir &% for
all k > 1. Note that ({0,1}",p) is a compact metric space, where p is defined in (2.3). So
(k

we can find a subsequence (k;) C N such that the limit lim;_, o0 (in’ )) exists, say (i),). Then
if ... iy # 14} ... i} Observe that

(2.8) T((i57), A, ) = 2 = TI((i5), \) - V5 > 1.
Letting j — oo in (2.8), by (2.7) and Lemma 2.1 it follows that
(2.9) II((i7,), M) = & = TI((3),), As).

If A\x = 1/2, then by Lemma 2.1 (i) it follows that W, (\g,) = Wz(A«) = (i) for all j > 1, and
thus (i) %= (i}). Note that (i) is the greedy coding of x in base A.. Then by (2.9) it follows
that (i],) = (i},), leading to a contradiction with @} ...y # i} ...4%. If A\x < 1/2, then (2.9)
gives that (i))

= (¢}). This again leads to a contradiction. Therefore, ¥, is continuous at A,.
Since A, € A(z) is arbitrary, ¥, is continuous in A(x). This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let z € (0,1/2). By Lemma 2.2 it follows that min A(z) = ¥ 1(01°) =
x and max A(z) = W 1((z,)) = 1/2. Observe that (2(x), p) is a Cantor set. Then by Lemma
2.2 we conclude that A(x) is also a Cantor set. O

3. LEBESGUE MEASURE AND HAUSDORFF DIMENSION OF A(z)

In this section we will prove Theorem 1.2, which states that for any = € (0,1/2) the set
A(z) is a Lebesgue null set of full Hausdorff dimension. First we consider the local dimension

of A(x).

Proposition 3.1. Let z € (0,1/2). Then for any A € A(x) we have

. . . log 2
(3.1) 61_1)1& dimpg(A(z) N (A =0, A+ 0)) = dimy Ky = “log

The second equality in (3.1) is obvious, since for any A\ € A(x) the self-similar set K
is generated by the IFS {Az, Az + (1 — \)} satisfying the open set condition (cf. [5]). So it
suffices to prove the first equality in (3.1).

Lemma 3.2. Let x € (0,1/2). Then for any X € (x,1/2) we have
dimpg (A(z) N[z, A]) < dimg K.
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Proof. Let A\ € (x,1/2). Note by Lemma 2.2 that 7y o U, : A(x) N [z, \] — K is injective.
Since Hausdorff dimension is preserved by Lipschitz mappings, it suffices to prove that for
any A1, A2 € A(x) N [z, \] we have

(3.2) A (W (A1) = ma (Ve (A2))| = ClAL = Ao,

where C' > 0 is a constant independent of A1 and As.

Take A1, A2 € A(z) N [z, A] with A\; < Ag, and write W(A1) = (in), Yz(X2) = (jn). By
Lemma 2.2 we have i = j; = 0 and (i) > (jn). Then there exists m > 2 such that
i1« -bme1=71---Jm—1 and i, > jpy. Note that

=2 i AT =r=(1=2)> juAy
n=2 n=2
Then
z(1— A1 — Ag) x x

(A2 — A1) =

MA2(1—A)(1 = X2) )\1(1—)\1) S (1= Ny)

00
S RIS R
n=2 n=2
m—1 o) m—1
< Z AT D AT =Y i Ay
n=m n=2

)\m—2

<Z}\TL2 1_)\1

where the first inequality follows by 41 ...%,-1 = J1 ... jm—1, and the second inequality follows
by A1 < Ao. This, together with Ay < Ao < A, implies that

Nz ey > LA A )
— N2

(/\2 — /\1) 2 l‘(l — 2/\)()\2 — /\1)

Therefore,

APz (A1) = ma(Wa(A2))| = (1 = A Zln)\" (=AY g
n=1

> (1-)) (Am—l — i )\"‘1>

n=m+1
= (1 =20\ >N\ — N,

where C' = x(l_f’\)z > 0 (since A < 1/2). This proves (3.2), and then completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.3. Let x € (0,1/2). If A € A(z) \ {1/2} such that W (X\) does not end with 0,
then for any 6 € (0,1/2 — ),

dimp (A(z) N[\ A+ 6]) > dimy K.
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Proof. Let A € A(z) \ {1/2} such that W,(\) = (c¢,) does not end with 0. Take § €
(0,1/2 — X\). We will construct a sequence of subsets in A(x) N [\, A + §] whose Hausdorff
dimension can be arbitrarily close to dimg K.

Since A < 1/2, by Lemma 2.2 we have (c¢,) > U;(1/2) = (x,). Then there exists ng > 2
such that ¢1...cpo—1 = @1 ... Tpy—1 and ¢,y > Tp,. Since (¢,) does not end with 0°°, we can
find an increasing sequence (n;) C N such that ng <n; <ng <---,and ¢,, =1forall k£ > 1.
Now for k > 1, we define

(3.3) Qak = {e1-+ Cng1Oinig .t ingr .. ingr #0F Yn >0}

Note by Lemma 2.2 that U, (A(x) N [A1/2]) = {(in) : (xn) < (in) = (cn)}. Then by using
Cng > Tpy and ¢y, = 1 it follows that

(3.4) Ok C UL (A(z) N[N 1/2]) for all k> 1.

Since 0 € (0,1/2 — A), by (3.3), (3.4) and Lemma 2.2 there exists a N € N such that
A@) NN+ DU (Qak) Yk > N.

So, to finish the proof it suffices to prove that

(3.5) Jim dimpy U Qo g) > dimy K.
—00

Take k > N, and consider the map myoW, : W 1(Q) ) = ma(Qak). Let A, A € U 1(Q 1)
with A\; < A9, and write W5 (A1) = (in), ¥Yz(A2) = (jn). Then (i), (jn) € Qa k. Since A; < Ag,
by Lemma 2.2 we have (i,) > (jn). So there exists m > njy such that i1 ...9,-1 = j1 ... Jm-1
and 4., > Jm. Note that 4,941 ... does not contain k consecutive zeros. Then

(3:6) w=(1-X)) i[> (1— o) Zzn)\" s (1= ) <Z i AT 4 xln+k—1> ,
n=1

n=1

On the other hand,

(3.7) z=1=X)) A < (1= X)) inAp

n=1 n=1

Note that \; € U 1(Qx) € A(x) N[\, A+ 6]. Then by (3.6) and (3.7) it follows that

)\m-l-k—l < )\gn-i-k 1 )\n 1 )\n 1)

1-X 1-Xx (1= A)1—N)

<2
i)\nl )\nl 1 1 _ )\2_)\1
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This implies that

[T (P (A1) = ma(We(A2))] = (1= A Zln)\" (=AY A
n=1

(3.8) <@-xn) At
Ao — A 4
=\l < 2 2l < (A2 = A1),

Me(1—Xp)(1—Xg) Ak
where the last inequality follows by A\; < 1/2.
So, by (3.3) and (3.8) it follows that

dimy U1 (k) > dimy ma(Q k)
= dimp m\({(in) t ins1 - insr # 0% ¥n > 0})
> dimp 7y ({(zn) € {0,1}": i, = 1 for all n = 0(mod k‘)})

(k—1)log2 log 2 .
=— =d K
Flogh  —loga AN
as k — oo. This proves (3.5), and then completes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Take A € A(x). Note that A(x) C [z,1/2] and z,1/2 € A(z). We
will prove (3.1) in the following two cases.

Case I. A € A(z) N [z,1/2). Then by Lemma 3.2 it follows that for any § € (0,1/2 — \),

. . . log 2
A - < A < Kys=—F77"——.
dimp (A(z) N (A =0, +6)) < dimy (A(2) N [z, A +0]) < dimy Kys = — Tog(\ 7 3)
This implies that
(3.9) lim dimg (A(2) 1 (A= 6, A+ 6)) < 2252 _ dimp K
: soot o ’ ~ —log\ A

On the other hand, take § € (0,1/2 — X). Note by Theorem 1.1 that A(x) is a Cantor set,
and A € A(x). Then we can find a sequence (Ag) in A(z)N(A—3d, \+9) such that each ¥, (\)
does not end with 0°°, and A\ — A as k — oo. Therefore, by Lemma 3.3 it follows that

dimg(A(z) N (A=, A+ 0)) > dimg(A(z) N [Ag, A+ I])
log 2 log 2

> di K, =
= CHRH S —log A\ _>—log)\

= dimH K)\,

as k — oo. This, together with (3.9), proves (3.1).

Case II. A = 1/2. The proof is similar to that for the second part of Case I. Let § > 0. Since
A(z) is a Cantor set and max A(z) = 1/2, there exists a sequence () in A(x)N(1/2—46,1/2)
such that each W, (\) does not end with 0°°, and A\ 1/2 as k — oo. Then by Lemma 3.3
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it follows that

dimpy (A(z) N (1/2 = 6,1/2 +9)) > dimp (A(z) N [Ag, Agy1])
log 2

ZdlmHK)\k = Tg)\k —)1:dimHK1/2,

proving (3.1). O

As a direct consequence of Proposition 3.1 we have the following dimensional result of A(z).

Corollary 3.4. Let x € (0,1/2). Then for any open interval I C R with A(z) N1 # () we
have

dimg(A(z)NI)= sup dimg K.
AeA(z)NI

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Corollary 3.4 it follows that

dimg A(z) = dimg (A(x) N (x,1/2)) = sup dimg K) = 1.
Ae(z,1/2)
Furthermore, for any n € N the Hausdorff dimension of A, (x) := A(z)N[z,1/2—1/n] is strictly
smaller than one, and thus each A,(x) has zero Lebesgue measure. Since A(z) \ {1/2} =
UsZ; Ap(z), the set A(z) also has zero Lebesgue measure. This together with Proposition
3.1 completes the proof. O

4. HAUSDORFF DIMENSION OF THE INTERSECTION [/_; A(y;)

Given finitely many numbers y1,ys,...,yp, € (0,1/2), we will show in this section that the
intersection (}_; A(y;) has full Hausdorff dimension (Theorem 1.4). Note by Theorem 1.1 that
each set A(y;) is a Cantor set. We will construct in each A(y;) a sequence of Cantor subsets
Cy(y;),£ > 1 such that each Cy(y;) has the same maximum point 1/2, and the thickness of
Cy(y;) tends to infinity as £ — oo. Then by using a result from Hunt, Kan and Yorke [4]
(see Lemma 4.2 below) we conclude that the intersection ()_; A(y;) contains a sequence of
Cantor subsets whose thickness tends to infinity. This, together with Lemma 4.1 (see below),
implies that (_; A(y;) has full Hausdorff dimension.

4.1. Thickness of a Cantor set in R. First we recall the thickness of a Cantor set in R
introduced by Newhouse [8] (see [1] for some recent progress). Let E be a Cantor set in R
with its convex hull conv(E) = Ey. Then the complement Ey \ E = |J;2, V;, is the union of
countably many disjoint open intervals. The sequence ¥ = (V1,Va,...) is called a defining
sequence for E. If moreover |Vi| > |Va| > V3| > - -+, where |V| denotes the diameter of a set
V C R, then we call ¥ an ordered defining sequence for E. Let E, := Ey \ Up_; Vk. Then
E, is the union of finitely many closed intervals. So, for any n > 1, the open interval V,, is
contained in some connected component of E,_1, say E;_;. Then the set E_; \ 'V}, is the
union of two closed intervals Ly (V},) and Ry (V,,), where we always assume that Ly (V},) lies
to the left of Ry (V,,). We emphasize that both intervals Ly (V},) and Ry (V) have positive
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length, since otherwise E will contain isolated points which is impossible. Then the thickness
of E with respect to the defining sequence ¥ is defined by

. . |L”V(Vn)| |R”V(Vn)|}
(4.1) Ty (E) = igfl mln{ TARRERA .
And the thickness of E is defined by
(4.2) T(E) = Sup Ty (E),

where the supremum is taken over all defining sequences ¥ for E. It was shown in [1] that
T(F) = 1y (F) for every ordered defining sequence ¥ for E.

The following result on a lower bound for the Hausdorff dimension of a Cantor set in R by
using thickness was proven by Newhouse [9] (see also, [10]).

Lemma 4.1. [9] If E is a Cantor set in R, then

Two Cantor sets in R are called interleaved if neither set lies in a gap of the other. The

following result for the intersection of two interleaved Cantor sets was shown by Hunt, Kan
and Yorke [4].

Lemma 4.2. [4, Theorem 1] There exists a function ¢ : (0,00) — (0,00) such that for all
interleaved Cantor sets E and F in R with 7(E) > t and 7(F) > t, there exists a Cantor
subset K C ENF with 7(K) > ¢(t).

Remark 4.3. (i) In [4, P. 882] the authors pointed out that when ¢ is sufficiently large, ()
is of order v/t. So, Lemma 4.2 implies that if the thicknesses of two interleaved Cantor
sets F and F in R are sufficiently large, then the thickness of the resulting Cantor set
K C ENF is also very large.

(ii) It is clear that if two Cantor sets E' and F' in R have the same maximum point £, then
they are interleaved. Furthermore, if the maximum point £ is also an accumulation point
of ENF, then from the proof of [4, Theorem 1] (see also [4, Page 887]) it follows that
the resulting Cantor set K C ENF in Lemma 4.2 can be required to have the maximum
point &.

4.2. Construction of Cantor subsets of A(x). Let x € (0,1/2). We will construct a
sequence of Cantor subsets {Cy(x)},2, of A(x) such that each Cy(z) has the maximum point
1/2, and 7(Cp(x)) — 400 as £ — oco. Recall that ¥,(1/2) = (z,) satisfies that z; = 0 and
(z5,) does not end with 1°°. Denote by (ny) the set of all indices such that xz,, = 0. Then
Ty, = 0 for any k > 1; and z,, = 1 for any ny < n < ngy;. Recall from Lemma 2.2 that
Qz) =V (A(z)) = {(in) : (zi) < (in) < 01°°}. For k > 1, we define

(4.3) Qi(x) == {(in) x1- Tpp—110% <X (i) 21+ 2 117}

Then Q(z) C Q(x), which implies that

(4.4) Fi(@) == U, (Q(x)) C Al2).
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Note by (4.3) that for each k > 1 the set (Qx(x), p) is a topological Cantor set, where p is the
metric defined in (2.3). By Lemma 2.2 it follows that each Fj(x) is a Cantor subset of A(x).
Now for any £ > 1, we define

(4.5) Colx) :=={1/2} U | Fi(2).

k=t

Then Cy(x) C A(z) for all £ > 1. Observe by (4.3) that the largest sequence in Q1 (z)
is x1...%pn,,,11%° = x1...2,-101%°, which is strictly smaller than the smallest sequence
x1...Tn,—110%1in Qg(x). So, by (4.4) and Lemma 2.2 it follows that max Fj,(z) < min Fj4; ()
for all k > 1. Furthermore, since the maximum sequence in () decreases to (x,) = ¥, (1/2)
as k — oo, again by Lemma 2.2 we conclude that min Fy(z)  1/2 as k — oo. Therefore,
each Cy(z) defined in (4.5) is a Cantor subset of A(x), and min Cy(x) = min Fy(x)  1/2 as
¢ — oo. Furthermore, all of these Cantor subsets Cy(z),¢ > 1 have the same maximum point
1/2.

Let ¢ > 1, and take k > (. First we describe a defining sequence for the Cantor set F(z).
Let [ag, Bx] be the convex hull of Fi(x). Then

Qp = \Ilgl(xlxg s xnk_lloo), B = \Ilgl(xlxg cee xnk_llo‘x’).

Clearly, ap and B, depend on z. For simplicity we will suppress this dependence in our
notation if no confusion arises. By Lemma 2.2 it follows that

[, Be] \ Fr(z) = U View:
wef{0,1}*
where
Viw = (\I/;I(xlxg s Ty —11 w 10%°), U (22 - Ty -1l w 0100)) .

We enumerate these open intervals V;,,, w € {0,1}" according first to the length of w and
then to the lexicographical order of w:

(4.6) Vier Va0, Vi,ts Vioos Vo1, V10, Vi11;
Vi,0005 Vi,0015 V0105 V0115 Vi, 1005 Vi, 1015 Vi, 1105 Vi,1115 00

where € is the empty word. Then for w = 4yis---ig € {0,1}" the open interval V;, is indeed
at the N(w)-th position in (4.6), where

q
N(w) =27+ 0,27 ",
n=1

Note that for w = € we have N(e) = 1. So, we can also write Vi, = V} y(.). Hence, we
obtain a defining sequence % = {Vw};il for Fy(z) (see Figure 1):

(4.7) [, B\ Fi(@) = | Vaye
j=1
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1
ay Be Qi1 Bet1  uyo Bes2 2
Vi Vit1 Vita
Vis Via Vi3 Vit1,2 Vivas Vito2
Fy(z) Fyya () Fpia(x)

FIGURE 1. A defining sequence #; = {(Bk, ak+1), Vi,j : k > €,j > 1} for the
Cantor set Cy(z) = {1/2} Uz, Fi(x), and for each k > ¢ a defining sequence
Ve = {VkJ};; for the Cantor set F(x); see (4.7) and (4.8) for more explana-
tion.

Now we turn to describe a defining sequence for Cy(x) based on the defining sequence ¥j, for
Fy(z) with k > ¢. Note that conv(Cy(x)) = [ap,1/2] and B = max F(z) < min Fi41(x) =
a4 for all k > £. Then by (4.5) and (4.7) it follows that (see Figure 1)

[, 1/2)\ Co(z) = | (Broawr) U J U Vioy-
k=¢ k=0 j=1

We enumerate the open intervals (5, ag41) and Vj i with & > £,5 > 1 in the following way:

(Besaer1)  (Beyr,aer2)  (Bevz,aeys)  (Bers, o)

V 7 7 7
Vi _ Vi Vi _Via
48 g
+ b + b + 9 + b
(4.8) Vit Vit1,2 Vit13 Vit14
7 7 7
A
Vivon Vigoo Vita3 Vivou

This means that we first remove from [ay, 1/2] the open interval (S, aps1), and next remove
Vi1, and then (841, 042), Vesr1, Vea, (Briz ass), and 5o on. Thus, (4.8) gives a defining
sequence #; = {(Bk, ax41), Vij : k > £,5 > 1} for Cy(x).

4.3. Hausdorff dimension of ()_; A(y;). Based on the defining sequence % for Cy(z) we
will show that the thickness of Cy(x) with respect to #; goes to infinity as £ — oo.

Proposition 4.4. For any x € (0,1/2) we have
Zlggo Ty, (Co(x)) = +o0.
Note by (4.8) that
Ly, (B, k1)) = [0, Bels R ((Bry k1)) = [o41,1/2] for any k > 4
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and
Ly,(Vij) = Ly, (Vij), Ry,(Vij) = Ry, (Vi;) forany k>¢,5> 1.
Therefore, by (4.1) it follows that

Br —ar 1/2 — i1 [Ly (Viy)| !R%(Vk,y’)!}
1 — B’ o1 — B Vil T Vil
. . Br — ag 1/2—04k+1}
:mfmm{T.F:E ) ) :
k>t 7 (Fk() apt1 — Br g1 — B
Now we prove Proposition 4.4 in the following two cases: (A) z € (0,1/2)\{1/4}; (B) x = 1/4.

Ty,(Ce(z)) = k>i;1jf>1min {
(4.9) ==

Case A. z € (0,1/2) \ {1/4}. Write V,(1/2) = (). Since ¥;,4(1/2) = 010, there exists
m > 3 such that z,, = 1. First we need the following bounds.

Lemma 4.5. Let x € (0,1/2) \ {1/4} with (x,) = V,(1/2), and let m > 3 such that z,, = 1.
(1) If M, A2 € A(z) satisfy Wy(A1) = jiga - §ql™ and Wi(A2) = jija - - - jg0°°, then
1
do = A1 = DA

(i) If A3, A € A(z) satisfy Wy (A3) = 1 i - Jgl10%° and Up(Ag) = 21 T 1 - - - g01°°,
then

m-+q
A4 — A3 < min {2(1 - 2>\3)>\§,+2, 2(1 - 2)‘4)23;1—2} )
3

Proof. For (i), let A1, Ao € A(x) with Wy(A\1) = jij2---Jg1® and Uy (A2) = jija---jgs0%.
Then by Lemma 2.2 we have A\; < . Note that = my, (jij2 - Jq1°°) = T, (J1J2 - - - §40°°).
Then

A3 =1, (091%°) =, (J1j2 - - - Jq1°°) — ma, (J1d2 - - - 540%°)
=T, (J1J2 - 3g1%°) — mx, (Jrg2 - - - 5q1°°)
< 4()\2 — A1),

where the inequality follows by Lemma 2.1 (ii) since for any (i,) € Q(z) we have

(o)) _§, (n=1 ) s S0
T_nz::zn T—A Zn)\ STLZ:;Zn_z =4.

This proves (i).
For (ii) let A3, A4 € A(z) such that
Up(A3) =21 @i Jgl0°  and  Wi(Ag) = 21 - @ - §g01%°,
where z,, = 1 with m > 3. Then by Lemma 2.2 we have A3 < A;. Note that x =
Tag (X1 -+ Tmd1ga - - - jgl10%°) = mx (21 - - TmJ1j2 - - - §401°°). Then
T (07T910%°) — 7y, (0™ T9F110)

(4.10) = (@1 Tz §q0%) — mag (T Tmjra - - §g0°)

1.
> 5N 2(A— A3),



14 ZHIQIANG WANG, KAN JIANG, DERONG KONG, AND WENXIA LI

where the last inequality follows by Lemma 2.1 (ii) since by using x,,, = 1 with m > 3 and

(2.5) we have

dmy(zy - xmrje - - - §40%°)

dA - m
Therefore, by (4.10) and using Az < A4 it follows that
2 m m 1
A — 3 < e (1= Ag)Ag e — xprert)
2 m m
< (1= Ag)AFFT = NFF) = 2(1 — 2X3) A5,
3

and

2 m m
)\4 _ )\3 < W ((1 _ )\3))\3 +q )\4 +q+1)
3

2 mtq  ymtgtl Ap
< 2 (= A)APFT = APHH) =201 — 20) g
3 3

This completes the proof.

>m <m—_1 _ A) 2 A2 > %A’H.

0

Proof of Proposition 4.4 with x € (0,1/2) \ {1/4}. Write (x,,) = ¥,(1/2), and let m > 3 such
that x,, = 1. Now take ¢ sufficiently large such that ny, > m, where the subsequence (ny) is
an enumeration of all indices n such that x,, = 0. Take k > ¢. By (4.9) we need to estimate

lower bounds for 7y, (Fy,(x)), (B —au)/(ak+1—Br) and (1/2—ag11)/(art1— Br), respectively.
(A1) A lower bound for 7y, (Fj(x)). Note by (4.6) that for any j € N there exists a unique

word w = i1 ...4q € {0,1}" such that Vj j = V. Then
(4.11)

and

Vij = (\P;I(:Elzng o1l w 1000),\1’;1(:171:172 o1l w 01°°)) = (v2,73)-

Note that ng > m. Then by Lemma 4.5 it follows that

1 1 1 1
Yo —m1 > 175‘”“ . Y= > ZWZ’“”* :
and

¥3 = Y2 < 21 — 292) 73+ T2,

Ly, (Vij) = [\I/;I(azlxg o1l w 1), Uz - Ty -1l w 1000)] =: [y1,72),
Ry, (Vi) = [\I/;I(azlxg o1l w 01°), U1 (z129 - Xyl w OOO)] =: [v3,74],

Observe by Lemma 2.2 and (4.11) that a; < 1 < 72 < 73 < 74, where o, = min Fj(x). So,

for any j > 1 we obtain that

L Vi)l _ve—m o 2" o
Vil v3—v2  8(1 —27) ~ 8(1 —2ay)’
By Vi)l _va—s oo™t o™

V.l 3=y 8(1—2v9) T 8(1 —2ay)’
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Therefore, for any k > ¢ we have
m—1 m—1
o x
4.12 F >k >
(4.12) (@) 2 50500 Z 50 —205)’
where the last inequality holds since a € A(x) C [z, 1/2].

(A2) A lower bound for (f; — ax)/(ag+1 — Bk). Note that

(4.13) Q. = Q;l(xlxg---xnk_lloo), ,Bk zlllgl(xlxg'-'xnk_llOoo).

Furthermore, by the definition of (ny) it follows that
(4.14) Qa1 = \Ilgl(xl S Ty 1Ty Ty, —1177) = \Ilgl(xlxg ey, —101%9).

So, by (4.13), (4.14) and Lemma 4.5 we obtain that

1 _
Br — oy > ZBZ’“, Qg1 — Br < 2(1 — 28,) B

This implies

m—1 m—1
— X X
Br — o, < . S

g1 — B~ 8(1—26) — 8(1 —26k)

(A3) A lower bound for (1/2 — api1)/(ag+1 — Bk). Note by (4.13), (4.14) and Lemma
4.5 that

(4.15)

ank—l
apy1 — Br < 2(1 — 2ap41) 5’::_12 :
k
This implies that
1/2 — m—2 m—2
(4.16) 2=k By L —
apr1— Be  4alt 4. 21—

k+1
where the last inequality follows by x < Sk < agiq < 1/2.
Note that m > 3 is a constant depending on z, and oy * 1/2, B 7 1/2 as k — oc.
Letting k — oo in (4.12), (4.15) and (4.16) we conclude by (4.9) that
Ty,(Ce(x)) = +00 as £ — oo.

This completes the proof. O

Case B. z = 1/4. Then (z,,) = ®,(1/2) = 010°°. We first need the following estimation.
Lemma 4.6. Let x = 1/4.

(i) If )\1,)\2 S A(:E) satz’sfy \I’m(/\l) = 010mj1j2 . 'quoo and \I’m()\g) = 010mj1j2 . -jq0°°,
then

m+2+q
>\2

A > .
Y120+ (m3)2m
(ii) If A3, A € A(z) satisfy Uy(Ag) = 01j1j2 - - - jg10%° and W (Ag) = 015172 - - - j,01°°, then

Mg — Az < AZT

Ay —
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Proof. For (i) we note by Lemma 2.2 that A\; < Ag. Since z = my, (010" j1j2 - - - j41°°) =
T, (010" j1j2 - - - 54,0°°), we have
AEERL — o (0MF2H9190) = 7y, (010™ 1 - - G 1%°) — 7, (010™ 1 ja - - - 540°°)
= M, (010™ j1ja - - - g 1°7) — 7, (010™ ji g2 - - - g 1°7)
< (T—=2X\1 4 (m+3)27™) (A2 — A1),
where the inequality follows by Lemma 2.1 (ii) since by (2.5) we have

oo

dm\(010™ 51 o - - - jq1°°) <n -1 > 2
< _ _
Y <(1 2)\)+n:§n+3n - A A
. n—1 —m
<1-2)\+ § — =1-2\+(m+3)27".
n=m-+3

This proves (i).
For (ii), note by Lemma 2.2 that A3 < A4. Then by using x = 7y, (01j1j2 - - j410°) =
7, (017172 - - - j401°°) it follows that we have
s (01910%°) — 7y, (03T91%°) =y, (015172 - - - 5,0°°) — 7x, (017152 - - - §40°°)
>73,(010%°) — 7y, (010%°)
=(1 = A3 — M) (Mg — A3).
This implies that

1 24¢  \3+q
< —— (1= _
M= < g (=)A= AT
1 2+q 24¢\ _ \2+q
S v (1= As)A57 = MATTT) = A3,
as desired. ]

Proof of Proposition 4.4 with x = 1/4. Let x = 1/4. Then (z,,) =¥,(1/2) = 010*°. Let £ > 1
such that n, > 2. Take k > £. Similar to Case A we consider lower bounds for 74, (Fj(x)),
(Br — o) /(ags1 — Br) and (1/2 — ags1) /(g1 — Br), respectively.
(B1) A lower bound for 7y, (Fj,(x)). For j € Nlet w = ijia- - - iy be the unique word such
that Vi ; = Vi . Then

Ly, (Vi) = [V (@122 a1l w 1), U (@120 - - @y —11 w 10%°)] =t [y1,72],

RVk (Vk,]) = [\P;I($lx2 to ﬂj‘nk_ll w 0100)7 \II;I($1332 U ﬂj‘nk_ll w 000)] =: [/737 ’74]7
and

Vij = (W;1($1$2 o1l w 1000),\1’;1(:171:172 o1l w 0100)) = (v2,73)-

Then ap < 71 < 72 < 73 < v4. Note that 1 ...2,, 1 = 010" 3. Then by Lemma 4.6 it
follows that

ng+q+1 ni+q+1
V4

Y2 -7 2

g >
1— 29, + np2s—ne’ T =T " oys + 2
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and
3 =72 < B
This implies that for all j > 1,
(Lri Vi)l _ v = 72 - o
Vi,jl Y3 =2 1 =2y +mp237% T 1 = 20y + 023
(B Vi)l _ e =73 o Y - ay
Vi V3= Y2 L= 293+ 27 T L — 20+ nyp23
Therefore, for any k > ¢ we have
(4.17) 74 (Fi()) > -k

1 —2ay + np23-nk
(B2) A lower bound for (8; — ay)/(ak+1 — Pr). Note that
ap =V (@1@g 20 —11%°),  Br =V (@122 2y —110%),
and
Ak+1 = \11;1(331 C T —1Lny " $nk+1—1100) = \11;1(331332 “r Ty —1017°).
Then by Lemma 4.6 it follows that
Bt

4.18 — >
(4.18) Br— w2 T

1
g1 — B < B

This implies
Pr — o o B

g1 — B 1= 204 4 237

(B3) A lower bound for (1/2 — aj1)/(ak+1 — Br). Note that

(4.19)

1 _
4 =T = Mo (mlx? T xnk—loloo) = Magq1 (0107 2100) = (1 - ak-i-l)ak-i-l + aZil'
This implies that
1 2 Nk 1 nk/2
(4.20) 5 "kl ) =gl and thus 5 Mkl = Oy

Note by (4.18) that agy1 — S < ﬁgk_l<a2?gl. This, together with (4.20), implies that

1/2-appn 1
- nk/2—1
Opt1

(4.21)

g1 — Br

Since limg oo a0 = limg_yoo B = 1/2, letting & — oo in (4.17), (4.19) and (4.21) we
conclude by (4.9) that 7y, (Cy(x)) — +o0o0 as £ — oo. This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let y1,...,y, € (0,1). Then by (4.2), (4.5) and Proposition 4.4
it follows that each A(y;) contains a sequence of Cantor subsets Cy(y;),¢ > 1 such that
max Cy(y;) = 1/2 for all £ > 1, and the thickness 7(Cy(y;)) — +o0 as £ — oco. So, by
Lemma 4.2 and Remark 4.3 (i) it follows that for each ¢ > 1 and for any i,j5 € {1,2,...,p}
the intersection Cy(y;) N Cy(y;) contains a Cantor subset Cy(y;,y;) such that

(4.22) T(Co(yi, y;)) = +oo  as £ — oo.
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Note that for any k£ € {1,2,...,p} we have min Cy(yx) " 1/2 = max Cy(yg) as £ — oco. Then
by (4.22) it follows that the maximum point 1/2 is an accumulation point of Cy(y;) N Co(y;)
for any £ > 1. So, by Remark 4.3 (ii) we can require that the resulting Cantor set Cy(y;,y;) C
Ce(y;) N Cy(y;) has the maximum point 1/2 for any 4,5 € {1,2,...,p} and £ > 1.

Proceeding this argument for all y1, o, ..., ¥, we obtain that for any ¢ > 1 the intersection
P, Ci(y;) contains a Cantor subset Cy(y1,...,yp) such that max Cy(y1,...,y,) = 1/2, and
the thickness 7(Cy(y1,. . .,Yp)) = +00 as £ — oo. Therefore, by Lemma 4.1 it follows that

D D
. . . log 2
dimp () A(y:) > dimp () Celys) > dimpy Co(yr, ..., yp) > s & i =1,
i=1 i=1 0g(2 + T(Cz(yl,...,yp)))
as £ — oo. This completes the proof. O

At the end of this section we remark that in the proof of Theorem 1.4 we construct a
sequence of Cantor subsets Cy(y1,...,yp),£ > 1 in the intersection (?_; A(y;) such that the
thickness 7(Cy(y1,...,yp)) — +o0 as £ — oo. By a recent work of Yavicoli [12, remark of
Theorem 4] it follows that the intersection ()_; A(y;) contains arbitrarily long arithmetic
progression.

5. FINAL REMARKS

At the end of this paper we point out that our results Theorem 1.1-1.4 can be extended
to higher dimensions. To illustrate this we give two examples.

Ezample 5.1. For A € (0,1/2] let K be the self-similar set defined in (1.1). Then for n € N
the product set @) ; K is a also self-similar set in R". For a = (ai,...,a,) € (0,1/2)" let

A@):={r€(0,1/2] :a € éK,\}

be the set of parameters A € (0,1/2] such that the n-dimensional self-similar set @);" ; K
contains the given point a. It is clear that A(a) = [, A(a;), where A(x) is defined as in
(1.2). So, by Theorems 1.2 and 1.4 it follows that A(a) has zero Lebesgue measure and full
Hausdorff dimension for any a € (0,1/2)".

Example 5.2. Let n € N and let A\; € (0,1/2] for all 1 < i < n. Then Q. ; Ky, C R"is a
self-affine set generated by the IFS {(A1z1, Aoz, ..., A\pzy) +1: i€ Qi1 {0,1— \;}}}. For
any b = (by,...,b,) € (0,1/2)" let

N'(b) := {(A1, Az, An) € (0,1/2]" : b € Q) Ko, }-
i=1

Then (A1, A2, ..., A\,) € A'(b) if and only if b; € K}, for all 1 <4 < n, which is also equivalent
to \; € A(b;) for all 1 < i < n. So, A'(b) = @;-_; A(b;). By Theorem 1.1 it follows that
for any b € (0,1/2)" the set A’(b) is a Cantor set in R”, i.e., it is a non-empty compact,
totally disconnected and perfect set in R™. Furthermore, by [3, product formula 7.2] and
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Theorem 1.2 we obtain that A’(b) has Lebesgue measure zero and dimgy A’(b) = n for any
b € (0,1/2)".

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

K. Jiang was supported by NSFC No. 11701302, Zhejiang Provincial NSF No.LY20A010009,
and the K.C. Wong Magna Fund in Ningbo University. D. Kong was supported by NSFC

No.

11971079 and the Fundamental and Frontier Research Project of Chongqing No. cstc2019jcyj-

msxmX0338 and No. ¢x2019067. W. Li was supported by NSFC No. 12071148 and Science
and Technology Commission of Shanghai Municipality (STCSM) No. 18dz2271000.

1]
2]
3]
[4]

[5]
(6]

[7]
8]
[9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

REFERENCES

S. Astels. Cantor sets and numbers with restricted partial quotients. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 352(1):133—
170, 2000.

D. Boes, R. Darst, and P. Erdés. Fat, symmetric, irrational Cantor sets. Amer. Math. Monthly, 88(5):340—
341, 1981.

K. Falconer. Fractal geometry: Mathematical foundations and applications. John Wiley & Sons Ltd.,
Chichester, 1990.

B. R. Hunt, I. Kan, and J. A. Yorke. When Cantor sets intersect thickly. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.,
339(2):869-888, 1993.

J. E. Hutchinson. Fractals and self-similarity. Indiana Univ. Math. J., 30(5):713-747, 1981.

K. Jiang, D. Kong, and W. Li. How likely can a point be in different cantor sets. arziv.org/abs/2102.13264,
2021.

D. Lind and B. Marcus. An introduction to symbolic dynamics and coding. Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge, 1995.

S. E. Newhouse. Nondensity of axiom A(a) on S2. In Global Analysis (Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., Vol.
XIV, Berkeley, Calif., 1968), pages 191-202. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, R.I., 1970.

S. E. Newhouse. The abundance of wild hyperbolic sets and non-smooth stable sets for diffeomorphisms.
Inst. Hautes Ftudes Sci. Publ. Math., 50:101-151, 1979.

J. Palis and F. Takens. Hyperbolicity and sensitive chaotic dynamics at homoclinic bifurcations. Fractal
dimensions and infinitely many attractors. Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, 35. Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, 1993.

G. Pianigiani and J. A. Yorke. Expanding maps on sets which are almost invariant. Decay and chaos.
Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 252:351-366, 1979.

A. Yvicoli. Patterns in thick comapct sets. Israel J. Math., pages 1-32, 2021.



20 ZHIQIANG WANG, KAN JIANG, DERONG KONG, AND WENXIA LI

(Z. Wang) SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, SHANGHAI KEY LABORATORY OF PMMP, EAST CHINA
NORMAL UNIVERSITY, SHANGHAI 200062, PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA

Email address: zhiqiangwzy@163.com

(K. Jiang) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, NINGBO UNIVERSITY, PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA

Email address: jiangkan@nbu.edu.cn

(D. Kong) COLLEGE OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, CHONGQING UNIVERSITY, 401331, CHONGQING,
P.R.CHINA

Email address: derongkong@126.com

(W. Li) SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, SHANGHAI KEY LABORATORY OF PMMP, EAST CHINA
NORMAL UNIVERSITY, SHANGHAI 200062, PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA

Email address: wxli@math.ecnu.edu.cn



	1. Introduction
	2. Topological properties of (x)
	3. Lebesgue measure and Hausdorff dimension of (x)
	4. Hausdorff dimension of the intersection i=1p(yi)
	4.1. Thickness of a Cantor set in R
	4.2. Construction of Cantor subsets of (x)
	4.3. Hausdorff dimension of i=1p (yi)

	5. Final remarks
	Acknowledgements
	References

