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Abstract. For λ ∈ (0, 1/3] let Cλ be the middle-(1−2λ) Cantor set in R. Given t ∈ [−1, 1],

excluding the trivial case we show that

Λ(t) := {λ ∈ (0, 1/3] : Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t) 6= ∅}

is a topological Cantor set with zero Lebesgue measure and full Hausdorff dimension. In

particular, we calculate the local dimension of Λ(t), which reveals a dimensional variation

principle. Furthermore, for any β ∈ [0, 1] we show that the level set

Λβ(t) :=

{
λ ∈ Λ(t) : dimH(Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t)) = dimP (Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t)) = β

log 2

− log λ

}
has equal Hausdorff and packing dimension (−β log β− (1−β) log 1−β

2
)/ log 3. We also show

that the set of λ ∈ Λ(t) for which dimH(Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t)) 6= dimP (Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t)) has full

Hausdorff dimension.

1. Introduction

Intersections of Cantor sets on the real line appear in the setting of homoclinic bifurcations

in dynamical systems (cf. [4]). Moreira and Yoccoz [5] studied the stable intersections of

regular Cantor sets, and gave an affirmative answer to Palis’ conjecture. Intersections of

Cantor sets also appear in number theory. Hall [9] proved that any real number can be

written as the sum of two numbers whose continued fractional coefficients are at most 4,

and from this it follows that the Lagrange spectrum contains a whole half-line. Note that

the middle-α Cantor set is an affine Cantor set, which minimizes the Hausdorff dimension

with a given thickness (cf. [12, 16]). Motivated by the above works there is a great interest

in the study of intersections of middle-α Cantor set with its translations. Kraft [13] gave

a complete description when the intersection of middle-α Cantor set with its translation is

a single point. Li and Xiao [14] calculated the Hausdorff and packing dimensions of the

intersection of middle-α Cantor set with its translation for α ≥ 1/3. When α ∈ (0, 1/3), Zou,

Lu and Li [19] determined when the intersection of middle-α Cantor set with its translation

is a self-similar set under the condition that the translation has a unique coding. Recently,

Baker and the second author [2] proved that for α ∈ (0, 1/3) it is possible that the intersection

of middle-α Cantor set with its translation contains only Liouville numbers.
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2 Y.HUANG AND D.KONG

For λ ∈ (0, 1/2) let Cλ be the middle-α Cantor set with α = 1 − 2λ. Then Cλ is a self-

similar set generated by the iterated function system (IFS): {gi(x) = λx+ i(1− λ) : i = 0, 1} .
In other words, Cλ is the unique nonempty compact set satisfying Cλ = g0(Cλ)∪ g1(Cλ). So,

(1.1) Cλ =

{
(1− λ)

∞∑
n=1

inλ
n−1 : in ∈ {0, 1} ∀n ≥ 1

}
.

Observe that Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t) 6= ∅ if and only if t ∈ Cλ − Cλ. By (1.1) it follows that

(1.2) Eλ := Cλ − Cλ =

{
(1− λ)

∞∑
n=1

inλ
n−1 : in ∈ {−1, 0, 1} ∀n ≥ 1

}
.

Clearly, if λ ∈ (0, 1/3), then Eλ is a Cantor set having zero Lebesgue measure. And each

t ∈ Eλ has a unique coding (in) ∈ {−1, 0, 1}N such that t = (1−λ)
∑∞

n=1 inλ
n−1. Li and Xiao

[14, Theorem 3.4] gave the Hausdorff and packing dimensions of Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t):

dimH(Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t)) =
log 2

− log λ
lim inf
n→∞

#{1 ≤ j ≤ n : ij = 0}
n

,

dimP (Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t)) =
log 2

− log λ
lim sup
n→∞

#{1 ≤ j ≤ n : ij = 0}
n

,

(1.3)

where #A denotes the cardinality of a set A. If λ = 1/3, then except for a countable set of

points in Eλ having two different codings, all other ts in Eλ have a unique coding; and the

dimension formulae (1.3) still hold. If λ ∈ (1/3, 1/2), then Eλ = [−1, 1], and it is well known

that Lebesgue almost every t ∈ [−1, 1] has a continuum of codings (cf. [17]). In this case the

dimension formulae (1.3) fail for typical t ∈ [−1, 1], but we still have the dimension formulae

(1.3) if t has a unique coding (see [11]).

Let Γ̃ := {(λ, t) ∈ (0, 1/2)× [−1, 1] : Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t) 6= ∅} be the master set defined by the

intersections of Cantor sets. Since for any λ ∈ (1/3, 1/2) and t ∈ [−1, 1] the intersection

Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t) is always non-empty, and Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t) 6= ∅ if and only if Cλ ∩ (Cλ − t) 6= ∅, it

is then interesting to consider the subset (see Figure 1)

Γ :=

{
(λ, t) ∈ (0,

1

3
]× [0, 1] : Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t) 6= ∅

}
=

{
(λ, t)∈ (0,

1

3
]× [0, 1] : t ∈ Eλ

}
,

where the second equality holds because Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t) 6= ∅ if and only t ∈ Cλ − Cλ = Eλ.

Observe that for λ ∈ (0, 1/3] the vertical fiber Γ(λ) = {t ∈ [0, 1] : t ∈ Eλ} = Eλ ∩ [0, 1] is a

Cantor set having Hausdorff dimension − log 3/ log λ. Since Eλ is a self-similar set, a lot is

known about this vertical fiber Γ(λ) (cf. [10]). On the other hand, for any t ∈ [0, 1] let

(1.4) Λ(t) :=

{
λ ∈ (0,

1

3
] : Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t) 6= ∅

}
=

{
λ ∈ (0,

1

3
] : t ∈ Eλ

}
be a horizontal fiber of Γ. By (1.2) it follows that Λ(0) = Λ(1) = (0, 1/3], and Λ(1/3) = {1/3}.
So it is interesting to study Λ(t) for t ∈ (0, 1) \ {1/3}.

Our first result shows that Λ(t) is a topological Cantor set, which is a non-empty compact

set having neither interior nor isolated points.
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Figure 1. The fourth level approximation of the master set Γ which consists

of all vectors (λ, t) ∈ (0, 1/3] × [0, 1] such that Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t) 6= ∅. Each

curve corresponds to a unique coding (in) ∈ {−1, 0, 1}N via the equation t =

(1 − λ)
∑∞

n=1 inλ
n−1. For any (λ, t) ∈ Γ the vertical fiber is Eλ ∩ [0, 1], and

the horizontal fiber is Λ(t).

Theorem 1.1. Let t ∈ (0, 1) \ {1/3}.
(i) The set Λ(t) is a topological Cantor set with minΛ(t) = min{t, 1−t

2 } and maxΛ(t) = 1/3;

(ii) Λ(t) is a Lebesgue null set having full Hausdorff dimension;

(iii) For any λ ∈ Λ(t) we have

lim
δ→0+

dimH(Λ(t) ∩ (λ− δ, λ+ δ)) =
log 3

− log λ
.

Remark 1.2. Note that Eλ is a self-similar set having Hausdorff dimension − log 3/ log λ.

Then Theorem 1.1 (iii) shows that the local dimension of Λ(t) at λ is the same as the local

dimension of Eλ at t. In view of Figure 1 it follows that the local dimensions of Γ at any

point (λ, t)∈ Γ through the horizontal and the vertical fibers are the same; this can be viewed

as a dimensional ‘variation principle’ for the set Γ.

Note by Theorem 1.1 (i) that Λ(t) is a topological Cantor set. Then it can be obtained

by successively removing a sequence of open intervals from the closed interval [min Λ(t), 1/3].

A geometrical construction of Λ(1/2) is plotted in Figure 2 (left). By Theorem 1.1 (iii) it

follows that

dimH(Λ(t) ∩ (0, λ]) = sup
γ∈Λ(t)∩(0,λ)

log 3

− log γ
∀λ ∈ (0, 1/3].

Therefore, the dimension function ψt : λ 7→ dimH(Λ(t) ∩ (0, λ]), which describes the dis-

tribution of Λ(t), is a Cádlág function (see Figure 2, right). It is locally constant almost

everywhere, left continuous with right-hand limits everywhere, and thus it has countably

infinitely many discontinuities; and it has no downward jumps.
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Figure 2. Left: the geometrical construction of Λ(1/2). Right: the graph of

ψ1/2 : λ 7→ dimH(Λ(1/2) ∩ (0, λ]) for λ ∈ (min Λ(1/2), 1/3] = (1/4, 1/3].

Observe by (1.3) that the dimension of Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t) is determined by the frequency of

digit zero in the coding of t in base λ. Then for λ ∈ (0, 1/3] the vertical fiber Γ(λ) can be

partitioned as

Γ(λ) = Γnot(λ) ∪
⋃

β∈[0,1]

Γβ(λ),

where

Γnot(λ) := {t ∈ [0, 1] : dimH(Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t)) 6= dimP (Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t))} ,

Γβ(λ) :=

{
t ∈ [0, 1] : dimH(Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t)) = dimP (Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t)) = β

log 2

− log λ

}
.

Li and Xiao [14, Theorem 4.3] showed that

dimH Γβ(λ) = dimP Γβ(λ) =
h(1−β

2 , β, 1−β
2 )

− log λ
,

where for a probability vector (p1, p2, p3)

(1.5) h(p1, p2, p3) := −
3∑
i=1

pi log pi.

Here we adopt the convention 0 log 0 = 0. Furthermore, an application of [3] gives that

dimH Γnot(λ) = − log 3/ log λ.

Inspired by the works of [3] and [14] we consider the level sets of the horizontal fiber Λ(t).

Given t ∈ (0, 1) \ {1/3}, for β ∈ [0, 1] let

Λβ(t) :=

{
λ ∈ Λ(t) : dimH

(
Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t)

)
= dimP

(
Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t)

)
= β

log 2

− log λ

}
.
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Then the horizontal fiber Λ(t) can be partitioned as

Λ(t) = Λnot(t) ∪
⋃

β∈[0,1]

Λβ(t),

where

Λnot(t) :=
{
λ ∈ Λ(t) : dimH

(
Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t)

)
6= dimP

(
Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t)

)}
.

Theorem 1.3. For any t ∈ (0, 1) \ {1/3} and β ∈ [0, 1] the sets Λnot(t) and Λβ(t) are both

dense in Λ(t). Furthermore,

dimH Λnot(t) = 1 and dimH Λβ(t) = dimP Λβ(t) =
h(1−β

2 , β, 1−β
2 )

log 3
.

Remark 1.4. Our proof of Theorem 1.3 can be adapted to showing that for any t ∈ (0, 1)\{1/3}

Λfin(t) = {λ ∈ Λ(t) : #Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t) < +∞}

has the same Hausdorff dimension as Λ0(t), that is dimH Λfin(t) = log 2/ log 3.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In the next section we define the coding map

Φt which maps each λ ∈ Λ(t) to its coding of t in base λ, and show that Φt is continuous

and piecewise monotonic in Λ(t). Based on this map Φt we show in Section 3 that Λ(t) is a

topological Cantor set, and it has full Hausdorff dimension. In Section 4 we calculate the local

dimension of Λ(t), and prove Theorem 1.1. Motivated by the works of non-normal numbers

we show in Section 5 that Λnot(t) is a dense subset of Λ(t) with full Hausdorff dimension.

Finally, in Section 6 we calculate the dimension of Λβ(t) and prove Theorem 1.3.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we will define a map Φt which maps Λ(t) to the symbolic space {−1, 0, 1}N.

First we recall some terminology from symbolic dynamics (cf. [15]). Let {−1, 0, 1}N be the

set of all infinite sequences over the alphabet {−1, 0, 1}. By a word we mean a finite string

of digits over {−1, 0, 1}. Denote by {−1, 0, 1}∗ the set of all finite words including the empty

word ε. For two words c = c1 . . . cm and d = d1 . . . dn we write cd = c1 . . . cmd1 . . . dn for

their concatenation. In particular, for any k ∈ N we denote by ck the k-fold concatenation of

c with itself, and by c∞ the periodic sequence which is obtained by the infinite concatenation

of c with itself. For a word c = c1 . . . cm ∈ {−1, 0, 1}∗ with m ≥ 1, if cm < 1 we write

c+ := c1 . . . cm−1(cm + 1); and if cm > −1, we write c− := c1 . . . cm−1(cm − 1). Therefore,

c+ and c− are both words over the alphabet {−1, 0, 1}. Throughout the paper we will

use lexicographical order ≺,4,� or < between sequences in {−1, 0, 1}N. For example, we say

(in) � (jn) if i1 > j1, or there exists n ∈ N such that i1 . . . in = j1 . . . jn and in+1 > jn+1. And

we write (in) < (jn) if (in) � (jn) or (in) = (jn). Similarly, we say (in) ≺ (jn) if (jn) � (in),
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and say (in) 4 (jn) if (jn) < (in). For two infinite sequences c = (cn),d = (dn) ∈ {−1, 0, 1}N

with c ≺ d we write

(c,d) :=
{

(in) ∈ {−1, 0, 1}N : c ≺ (in) ≺ d
}
, [c,d] :=

{
(in) ∈ {−1, 0, 1}N : c 4 (in) 4 d

}
.

Similarly, we set

(c,d] :=
{

(in) ∈ {−1, 0, 1}N : c ≺ (in) 4 d
}
, [c,d) :=

{
(in) ∈ {−1, 0.1}N : c 4 (in) ≺ d

}
.

For λ ∈ (0, 1/3] we note by (1.2) that Eλ is a self-similar set generated by the IFS

{gi(x) = λx+ i(1− λ) : i = −1, 0, 1}. This induces a map πλ defined by

πλ : {−1, 0, 1}N → Eλ; (in) 7→ (1− λ)
∞∑
n=1

inλ
n−1.

It is clear that the map πλ is bijective if λ ∈ (0, 1/3); and the map πλ is bijective up to a

countable set if λ = 1/3. Now, based on πλ we define the master map Π by

(2.1) Π : {−1, 0, 1}N × (0, 1/3]→ [−1, 1]; ((in), λ) 7→ πλ((in)) = (1− λ)

∞∑
n=1

inλ
n−1.

Note that the symbolic space {−1, 0, 1}N becomes a compact metric space under the metric

ρ defined by

ρ((in), (jn)) = 31−inf{n≥1:in 6=jn}.

First we show that Π is continuous under the product topology induced by the metric ρ

on {−1, 0, 1}N and the Euclidean metric | · | on R.

Lemma 2.1. The map Π : {−1, 0, 1}N × (0, 1/3]→ [−1, 1] is continuous and onto.

Proof. Note that Π({−1, 0, 1}N × {1/3}) = [−1, 1]. It suffices to prove the continuity of Π,

which follows from the following observation: for any two ((in), λ1), ((jn), λ2) ∈ {−1, 0, 1}N×
(0, 1/3] with k = inf {n ≥ 1 : in 6= jn}, by (2.1) it follows that

|Π((in), λ1)−Π((jn), λ2)| ≤ |Π((in), λ1)−Π((in), λ2)|+ |Π((in), λ2)−Π((jn), λ2)|

≤ sup
λ∈(0,1/3]

|Π2((in), λ)| · |λ1 − λ2|+

∣∣∣∣∣(1− λ2)

∞∑
n=1

(in − jn)λn−1
2

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ 2|λ1 − λ2|+

∣∣∣∣∣(1− λ2)
∞∑
n=k

2λn−1
2

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ 2|λ1 − λ2|+ 2ρ((in), (jn)),

where the second inequality follows by the mean value theorem that

(2.2) Π2((in), λ) :=
∂Π((in), λ)

∂λ
=

∞∑
n=1

inn

(
n− 1

n
− λ

)
λn−2,

and the third inequality follows by |Π2((in), λ)| ≤ 1 +
∑∞

n=2 n
(
n−1
n − λ

)
λn−2 = 2. �
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Next we show that Π is monotonic in its first variable.

Lemma 2.2. Given λ ∈ (0, 1/3], the function Π(·, λ) is increasing in {−1, 0, 1}N with respect

to the lexicographical order. In particular, if λ ∈ (0, 1/3), the function Π(·, λ) is strictly

increasing.

Proof. Take (in), (jn) ∈ {−1, 0, 1}N with (in)≺(jn). Then there exists m ∈ N such that

in = jn for all n < m, and im < jm. By (2.1) this implies

Π((jn), λ)−Π((in), λ) = (1− λ)
∞∑
n=m

(jn − in)λn−1

≥ (1− λ)λm−1 − (1− λ)
∞∑

n=m+1

2λn−1

= (1− λ)λm−1 − 2λm ≥ 0,

where the last inequality follows by λ ∈ (0, 1/3]; and this inequality is strict if λ ∈ (0, 1/3). �
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Figure 3. Left: the graph of the functions Π((in), ·) for (in) ∈ (0∞, 1∞).

Right: the piecewise monotonicity of Π((in), ·) for (in) ∈ (0∞, 1∞), where the

number above the sequence (in) denotes t = Π((in), 1/3).

However, Π is not always monotonic with respect to its second variable (see Figure 3,

left), which complicates our proofs in many places of the paper. Note that the symbolic space

{−1, 0, 1}N is symmetric, and Π((in), ·) and Π((−in), ·) have opposite monotonicity. Moreover,

Π(0∞, λ) ≡ 0 and Π(1∞, λ) ≡ 1. So it suffices to consider the piecewise monotonicity of

Π((in), ·) for (in) ∈ (0∞, 1∞), which will be divided into four subintervals (see Figure 3,

right):

(0∞, 001∞], (001∞, 01(−1)0∞), [01(−1)0∞, 01∞] and (01∞, 1∞).

Lemma 2.3. Let (in) ∈ (0∞, 1∞).
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(i) If (in) ∈ (0∞, 001∞], then Π((in), ·) is strictly increasing in (0, 1/3];

(ii) If (in) ∈ (001∞, 01(−1)0∞), then Π((in), ·) is strictly concave in (0, 1/3]. Further-

more, there exists a unique λ(in) ∈ [1/4, 1/3) such that Π((in), ·) is strictly increasing in

(0, λ(in)] and strictly decreasing in [λ(in), 1/3];

(iii) If (in) ∈ [01(−1)0∞, 01∞], then Π((in), ·) is strictly increasing in (0, 1/3];

(iv) If (in) ∈ (01∞, 1∞), then Π((in), ·) is strictly decreasing in (0, 1/3].

Proof. For (i) we take (in) ∈ (0∞, 001∞]. Then there exists k ≥ 3 such that i1 . . . ik = 0k−11.

By (2.2) it follows that

Π2((in), λ) ≥ k
(
k − 1

k
− λ

)
λk−2 −

∞∑
n=k+1

n

(
n− 1

n
− λ

)
λn−2

= λk−2(k − 1− 2kλ) > 0,

where the last inequality follows by λ ∈ (0, 1/3) and k ≥ 3. This proves (i).

Next we consider (ii). Take (in) ∈ (001∞, 01(−1)0∞). Then 01(−1)∞ 4 (in) ≺ 01(−1)0∞,

and thus i1i2i3 = 01(−1) and i4i5 . . . ≺ 0∞. By (2.2) it follows that

Π2((in), λ) = 2

(
1

2
− λ
)
− 3

(
2

3
− λ

)
λ+

∞∑
n=4

inn

(
n− 1

n
− λ
)
λn−2

= 1− 4λ+ 3λ2 +
∞∑
n=4

inn

(
n− 1

n
− λ
)
λn−2,

(2.3)

and therefore

(2.4)
∂Π2((in), λ)

∂λ
= 6λ− 4 +

∞∑
n=4

in(n− 1)[(n− 2)− nλ]λn−3 < 6λ− 4 < 0.

So, Π((in), ·) is strictly concave in (0, 1/3]. Observe by (2.3) that Π2((in), λ) ≥ 1− 4λ > 0 for

any λ ∈ (0, 1/4), and Π2((in), 1/3) < 0 since i4i5 · · · ≺ 0∞. So by (2.4) there exists a unique

λ(in) ∈ [1/4, 1/3) such that Π((in), ·) is strictly increasing in (0, λ(in)] and strictly decreasing

in [λ(in), 1/3].

For (iii) we take (in) ∈ [01(−1)0∞, 01∞]. Then i1i2 = 01. If i3 = −1, then i4i5 . . . � 0∞.

By (2.2) we obtain that Π2((in), λ)≥1− 4λ+ 3λ2 > 0 for any λ ∈ (0, 1/3); and thus Π((in), ·)
is strictly increasing in (0, 1/3]. If i3 ∈ {0, 1}, then by (2.2) it follows that

Π2((in), λ) ≥ Π(010(−1)∞, λ) = 2

(
1

2
− λ
)
−
∞∑
n=4

n

(
n− 1

n
− λ
)
λn−2 = 1− 2λ− 3λ2 > 0

for all λ ∈ (0, 1/3). This proves (iii).

Finally we consider (iv). Take (in) ∈ (01∞, 1∞). Then 1(−1)∞ 4 (in) ≺ 1∞, which gives

i1 = 1. By (2.2) it follows that

Π2((in), λ) = −1 +

∞∑
n=2

inn

(
n− 1

n
− λ
)
λn−2 < −1 +

∞∑
n=2

n

(
n− 1

n
− λ

)
λn−2 = 0,
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which proves (iv). �

Remark 2.4. From the proof of Lemma 2.3 (ii) it follows that the critical value λ(in) is the

unique zero in [1/4, 1/3) of (2.3). This implies that the map (in) 7→ λ(in) is continuous and

strictly increasing in (001∞, 01(−1)0∞] = [01(−1)∞, 01(−1)0∞] with λ01(−1)∞ = 1/4 and

λ01(−1)0∞ = 1/3.

Given t ∈ (0, 1) \ {1/3}, by (1.4) it follows that

Λ(t) = {λ ∈ (0, 1/3] : Π((in), λ) = t for some (in) ∈ (0∞, 1∞)} .

Note by Lemma 2.2 that each λ ∈ Λ(t) \ {1/3} corresponds to a unique coding (in) satisfying

Π((in), λ) = t, while for λ = 1/3 there might be two codings (in) satisfying Π((in), λ) = t,

one ends with (−1)∞ and the other ends with 1∞. Now we define the map

(2.5) Φt : Λ(t)→ (0∞, 1∞); λ 7→ (in) with Π((in), λ) = t,

where for λ = 1/3 we set{
Φt(1/3) does not end with 1∞ if t ∈ (0, 1/9] ∪ [4/27, 1/3),

Φt(1/3) does not end with (−1)∞ if t ∈ (1/9, 4/27) ∪ (1/3, 1).

So, if t ∈ (0, 1/9] ∪ [4/27, 1/3), then Φt(1/3) is the greedy triadic coding of t; and if t ∈
(1/9, 4/27) ∪ (1/3, 1), then Φt(1/3) is the lazy triadic coding of t. Note that the definition of

Φt(1/3) depends on the monotonicity of Π(Φt(1/3), ·) (see Figure 3, right).

In the remaining part of this section we will show that Φt is continuous and piecewise

monotonic, which will be vital in our study of Λ(t) and its level sets.

Lemma 2.5. For any t ∈ (0, 1) \ {1/3} the map Φt is continuous in Λ(t).

Proof. The proof is similar to that of [18, Lemma 2.2]. For completeness we sketch its main

idea. Take λ∗ ∈ Λ(t). Suppose on the contrary that Φt is not continuous at λ∗. Then there

exist a large N ∈ N and a sequence (λk) ⊂ Λ(t) such that

(2.6) lim
k→∞

λk = λ∗ and ρ(Φt(λk),Φt(λ∗)) ≥ 3−N+1 ∀k ≥ 1.

Write Φt(λk) = (i
(k)
n ) and Φt(λ∗) = (i∗n). By (2.6) it follows that i

(k)
1 . . . i

(k)
N 6= i∗1 . . . i

∗
N for all

k ≥ 1. Since ({−1, 0, 1}N , ρ) is a compact metric space, there exists a subsequence (kj) ⊂ N
such that limj→∞(i

(kj)
n ) exists, say (i′n) ∈ {−1, 0, 1}N. Then

(2.7) i′1 . . . i
′
N 6= i∗1 . . . i

∗
N .

Note that

(2.8) Π((i
(kj)
n ), λkj ) = t = Π((i∗n), λ∗) ∀j ≥ 1.

Letting j →∞ in (2.8), by using (2.6) and Lemma 2.1 it follows that

(2.9) Π((i′n), λ∗) = t = Π((i∗n), λ∗).
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If λ∗ ∈ (0, 1/3), then by (2.9) and Lemma 2.2 it follows that (i′n) = (i∗n), leading to a

contradiction with (2.7). If λ∗ = 1/3, then we consider the following two cases.

Case (I). t ∈ (0, 1/9] ∪ [4/27, 1/3). Then (i∗n) = Φt(1/3) ∈ (0∞, 001∞] ∪ [01(−1)0∞, 01∞).

By Lemma 2.3 it follows that Π((i∗n), ·) is strictly increasing in (0, 1/3]. So by (2.8) and Lemma

2.2 it follows that (i
(kj)
n ) < (i∗n) for all j ≥ 1, and thus (i′n) < (i∗n). Since (i∗n) = Φt(1/3) is the

greedy triadic coding of t, we must have (i′n) = (i∗n), contradicting to (2.7).

Case (II). t ∈ (1/9, 4/27)∪ (1/3, 1). Then (i∗n) = Φt(1/3) ∈ (001∞, 01(−1)0∞)∪ (01∞, 1∞).

Then by Lemma 2.3 there exists δ > 0 such that Π((i∗n), ·) is strictly decreasing in (1/3−δ, 1/3].

So by (2.8) and Lemma 2.2 it follows that (i
(kj)
n ) 4 (i∗n) for all j ≥ 1, and therefore (i′n) 4 (i∗n).

Since (i∗n) is the lazy triadic coding of t, we must have (i′n) = (i∗n), again leading to a

contradiction with (2.7).

Hence, Φt is continuous at λ∗. Since λ∗ ∈ Λ(t) was arbitrary, Φ(t) is continuous in Λ(t). �

We will end this section by showing that Φt is piecewise monotonic.

Proposition 2.6 (Key proposition). Let t ∈ (0, 1) \ {1/3}.

(i) If t ∈ (0, 1/9], then Φt is strictly decreasing in Λ(t);

(ii) If t ∈ (1/9, 4/27), then there exist a unique τ= τ(t) ∈ [1/4, 1/3) such that Φt is strictly

decreasing in (0, τ ] ∩ Λ(t) and strictly increasing in [τ, 1/3] ∩ Λ(t);

(iii) If t ∈ [4/27, 1/3), then Φt is strictly decreasing in Λ(t);

(iv) If t ∈ (1/3, 1), then Φt is strictly increasing in Λ(t).

The proof of Proposition 2.6 will be split into several lemmas. First we consider (iii) and

(iv).

Lemma 2.7. (i) If t ∈ [4/27, 1/3), then Φt is strictly decreasing in Λ(t);

(ii) If t ∈ (1/3, 1), then Φt is strictly increasing in Λ(t).

Proof. In view of Lemma 2.3, the proof of (ii) is very similar to (i). Here we only prove (i).

Take t ∈ [4/27, 1/3). Then Φt(1/3) ∈ [01(−1)0∞, 01∞). By Lemma 2.3 (iii) it follows that

for any λ ∈ Λ(t) \ {1/3}

Π(Φt(λ), λ) = t = Π(Φt(1/3), 1/3) > Π(Φt(1/3), λ),

which, together with Lemma 2.2, implies Φt(λ) � Φt(1/3). Furthermore, note that Φt(λ) 4

01∞ for any λ ∈ Λ(t)\{1/3}, since otherwise t = Π(Φt(λ), λ) ≥ Π(1(−1)∞, λ) = 1−2λ > 1/3,

a contradiction. So, Φt(λ) ∈ [01(−1)0∞, 01∞] for all λ ∈ Λ(t). By Lemma 2.3 (iii) it follows

that for any λ1, λ2 ∈ Λ(t) with λ1 < λ2

Π(Φt(λ1), λ1) = t = Π(Φt(λ2), λ2) > Π(Φt(λ2), λ1),

which implies Φt(λ1) � Φt(λ2). This completes the proof. �
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In the following we consider t ∈ (0, 4/27). Note by Lemma 2.3 (ii) that Π((in), ·) is not

globally monotonic in (0, 1/3] for (in) ∈ [01(−1)∞, 01(−1)0∞), which complicates our proofs

of Proposition 2.6 (i) and (ii).

Lemma 2.8. Let t ∈ (0, 4/27), and let λ� = λ�(t) be the unique root in (0, 1/3) of the equation

λ�(1− λ�)2 = t. Then Φt is strictly decreasing in (0, λ�] ∩ Λ(t).

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 2.7. Since t = λ�(1 − λ�)
2 = Π(01(−1)0∞, λ�), by

Lemma 2.3 (iii) it follows that for any λ ∈ (0, λ�] ∩ Λ(t)

Π(Φt(λ), λ) = t = Π(01(−1)0∞, λ�) ≥ Π(01(−1)0∞, λ),

which gives Φt(λ) < 01(−1)0∞. Furthermore, Φt(λ) 4 01∞ since t < 1/3. Therefore,

Φt(λ) ∈ [01(−1)0∞, 01∞] for any λ ∈ (0, λ�] ∩ Λ(t). By the same argument as in the proof of

Lemma 2.7 (i) one can prove that Φt is strictly decreasing in (0, λ�] ∩ Λ(t). �

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 2.6 (i). Note by Lemma 2.3 (ii) that for any

(in) ∈ (001∞, 01(−1)0∞) there exists a unique λ(in) ∈ [1/4, 1/3) such that Π((in), ·) is strictly

increasing in (0, λ(in)] and strictly decreasing in [λ(in), 1/3].

Lemma 2.9. Let t ∈ (0, 1/9]. Then Φt is strictly decreasing in Λ(t).

Proof. First we show that Φt is strictly decreasing in [
√
t, 1/3] ∩ Λ(t). Observe that t =

(
√
t)2 = Π(001∞,

√
t). By the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.8 we can prove

that Φt(λ) ∈ (0∞, 001∞] for any λ ∈ [
√
t, 1/3] ∩ Λ(t), and then by Lemma 2.3 (i) it follows

that Φt is strictly decreasing in [
√
t, 1/3]∩Λ(t). Note by Lemma 2.2 that Π(01(−1)0∞, λ�) =

t = Π(001∞,
√
t) < Π(01(−1)0∞,

√
t). Then by Lemma 2.3 (iii) it follows that λ� <

√
t.

So, by Lemma 2.8 it suffices to prove that Φt is strictly decreasing in (λ�,
√
t) ∩ Λ(t). Note

that Π(01(−1)0∞, λ�) = t = Π(001∞,
√
t). Then by Lemma 2.3 it follows that for any

λ ∈ (λ�,
√
t) ∩ Λ(t)

Π(001∞, λ) < Π(001∞,
√
t) = t = Π(Φt(λ), λ) = Π(01(−1)0∞, λ�) < Π(01(−1)0∞, λ),

which implies

(2.10) Φt(λ) ∈ (001∞, 01(−1)0∞).

Now we claim that λ < λΦt(λ) for all λ ∈ (λ�,
√
t) ∩ Λ(t). Suppose on the contrary that

λ ≥ λΦt(λ). Then by the definition of λΦt(λ) it follows that for any λ ∈ (λ�,
√
t) ∩ Λ(t)

Π(Φt(λ),
√
t) < Π(Φt(λ), λ) = t = Π(001∞,

√
t),

which yields Φt(λ) ≺ 001∞, leading to a contradiction with (2.10). This proves the claim.

Therefore, for any λ1, λ2 ∈ (λ�,
√
t) ∩ Λ(t) with λ1 < λ2

Π(Φt(λ1), λ1) = t = Π(Φt(λ2), λ2) > Π(Φt(λ2), λ1),

where the inequality follows by λ1 < λ2 < λΦt(λ2). This gives Φt(λ1) � Φt(λ2), completing

the proof. �
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In the following it remains to prove Proposition 2.6 (ii). First we consider t ∈ (1/9, 1/8].

Lemma 2.10. Let t ∈ (1/9, 1/8]. Then Φt is strictly decreasing in (0, 1/4]∩Λ(t) and strictly

increasing in [1/4, 1/3] ∩ Λ(t).

Proof. Note that Π(01(−1)0∞, λ�) = t ≤ 1/8 < 9/64 = Π(01(−1)0∞, 1/4). Then by Lemma

2.3 (iii) it follows that λ� = λ�(t) < 1/4 for all t ∈ (1/9, 1/8]. So, by Lemma 2.8 it suffices to

prove that Φt is strictly decreasing in (λ�, 1/4]∩Λ(t) and strictly increasing in [1/4, 1/3]∩Λ(t).

Note that Π(01(−1)0∞, λ�) = t > 1/9 = Π(001∞, 1/3). Then by Lemma 2.3 it follows that

for any λ ∈ (λ�, 1/3) ∩ Λ(t)

Π(001∞, λ) ≤ Π(001∞, 1/3) < Π(Φt(λ), λ) = t = Π(01(−1)0∞, λ�) < Π(01(−1)0∞, λ).

This implies that

(2.11) Φt(λ) ∈ (001∞, 01(−1)0∞) = [01(−1)∞, 01(−1)0∞).

So, by Lemma 2.3 (ii) it follows that for any λ1, λ2 ∈ Λ(t) ∩ (λ�, 1/4] with λ1 < λ2

Π(Φt(λ1), λ1) = t = Π(Φt(λ2), λ2) > Π(Φt(λ2), λ1),

which gives Φt(λ1) � Φt(λ2).

Next we show that Φt is strictly increasing in [1/4, 1/3] ∩ Λ(t). We claim that λ > λΦt(λ)

in this case. Suppose on the contrary that λ ≤ λΦt(λ) for some λ ∈ (1/4, 1/3) ∩ Λ(t). Then

Π(Φt(λ), 1/4) < Π(Φt(λ), λ) = t ≤ 1/8 = Π(01(−1)∞, 1/4),

which implies Φt(λ) ≺ 01(−1)∞, leading to a contradiction with (2.11). This proves the claim,

and then it follows that for any λ1, λ2 ∈ (1/4, 1/3) ∩ Λ(t) with λ1 < λ2

Π(Φt(λ2), λ2) = t = Π(Φt(λ1), λ1) > Π(Φt(λ1), λ2),

where the inequality follows by λ2 > λ1 > λΦt(λ1). This gives Φt(λ2) � Φt(λ1). �

To prove Proposition 2.6 (ii) for t ∈ (1/8, 4/27) we need two lemmas on the critical value

λ(in).

Lemma 2.11. The map φ : (in) 7→ Π((in), λ(in)) is strictly increasing and continuous in the

interval [01(−1)∞, 01(−1)0∞).

Proof. Note by Remark 2.4 that (in) 7→ λ(in) is continuous. Then the continuity of φ follows

by Lemma 2.1. And the monotonicity of φ follows by Lemma 2.2 that for any (in), (jn) ∈
[01(−1)∞, 01(−1)0∞) with (in) ≺ (jn)

Π((in), λ(in)) < Π((jn), λ(in)) ≤ Π((jn), λ(jn)),

where the last inequality follows by Lemma 2.3 (ii) that Π((jn), ·) attains its maximum value

at λ(jn) ∈ [1/4, 1/3). �
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Lemma 2.12. Let t ∈ (1/8, 4/27). Then there exists a unique τ = τ(t) ∈ (1/4, 1/3) ∩ Λ(t)

such that λΦt(τ) = τ . Furthermore, the map t 7→ τ(t) is strictly increasing.

Proof. Note by Remark 2.4 that λ01(−1)∞ = 1/4 and λ01(−1)0∞ = 1/3. Then

φ(01(−1)∞) = Π

(
01(−1)∞,

1

4

)
=

1

8
, φ(01(−1)0∞) = Π

(
01(−1)0∞,

1

3

)
=

4

27
.

So, by Lemma 2.11 it follows that φ bijectively maps (01(−1)∞, 01(−1)0∞) to (1/8, 4/27).

Since t ∈ (1/8, 4/27), by Lemma 2.11 there exists a unique (jn) ∈ (01(−1)∞, 01(−1)0∞) such

that

(2.12) t = Π((jn), λ(jn)).

Observe by Remark 2.4 that the map (in) 7→ λ(in) is strictly increasing, λ01(−1)∞ = 1/4 and

λ01(−1)0∞ = 1/3. Then by (2.12) it follows that τ := λ(jn) ∈ (1/4, 1/3)∩Λ(t) and (jn) = Φt(τ).

Thus, λΦt(τ) = λ(jn) = τ .

Next we prove that the map t 7→ τ(t) is strictly increasing. Take t1, t2 ∈ (1/8, 4/27) with

t1 < t2. Write τi = τ(ti) for i = 1, 2. Since Π(Φt1(τ1), τ1) = t1 < t2 = Π(Φt2(τ2), τ2), by

Lemma 2.11 we have Φt1(τ1) ≺ Φt2(τ2). Hence, by Remark 2.4 it follows that

τ1 = λΦt1 (τ1) < λΦt2 (τ2) = τ2

as desired. �

Lemma 2.13. Let t ∈ (1/8, 4/27). Then Φt is strictly decreasing in (0, τ ] ∩Λ(t) and strictly

increasing in [τ, 1/3] ∩ Λ(t), where τ = τ(t) is defined as in Lemma 2.12.

Proof. Note by the proof of Lemma 2.12 that Φt(τ) ∈ (01(−1)∞, 01(−1)0∞) for any t ∈
(1/8, 4/27). Then by Lemma 2.2 it follows that Π(01(−1)0∞, λ�) = t = Π(Φt(τ), τ) <

Π(01(−1)0∞, τ), which implies λ� < τ by Lemma 2.3 (iii). So, by Lemma 2.8 it suffices to

prove that Φt is strictly decreasing in (λ�, τ ] ∩ Λ(t) and strictly increasing in [τ, 1/3] ∩ Λ(t).

First we claim that λ ≤ λΦt(λ) for all λ ∈ (λ�, τ ] ∩ Λ(t). Note that for λ ∈ (λ�, τ ] ∩ Λ(t)

Π(Φt(λ), λ) = t = Π(Φt(τ), τ) ≥ Π(Φt(τ), λ),

which gives Φt(λ) < Φt(τ). Since the map (in) 7→ λ(in) is strictly increasing, by Lemma

2.12 we conclude that λΦt(λ) ≥ λΦt(τ) = τ ≥ λ, proving the claim. Therefore, for any

λ1, λ2 ∈ (λ�, τ ] ∩ Λ(t) with λ1 < λ2

Π(Φt(λ1), λ1) = t = Π(Φt(λ2), λ2) > Π(Φt(λ2), λ1),

which yields Φt(λ1) � Φt(λ2).

Next we prove that Φt is strictly increasing in [τ, 1/3] ∩ Λ(t). We claim that λ ≥ λΦt(λ) in

this case. Suppose on the contrary that λ < λΦt(λ) for some λ ∈ [τ, 1/3] ∩ Λ(t). Then

Π(Φt(τ), τ) = t = Π(Φt(λ), λ) ≥ Π(Φt(λ), τ),
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which implies that Φt(τ) < Φt(λ). Since the map (in) 7→ λ(in) is strictly increasing, by Lemma

2.12 it follows that λΦt(λ) ≤ λΦt(τ) = τ ≤ λ, leading to a contradiction. This proves the claim,

and then it follows that for any λ1, λ2 ∈ [τ, 1/3] ∩ Λ(t) with λ1 < λ2

Π(Φt(λ2), λ2) = t = Π(Φt(λ1), λ1) > Π(Φt(λ1), λ2),

which gives Φt(λ2) � Φt(λ1). This completes the proof. �

Proof of Proposition 2.6. The proposition follows by Lemmas 2.7, 2.9, 2.10 and 2.13. �

By the proof of Proposition 2.6 (i) and (ii) it follows that

(2.13) t < λ�(t) <
√
t ≤ 1

3
if 0 < t ≤ 1

9
, t < λ�(t) < τ(t) <

1

3
if

1

9
< t <

4

27
.

Here τ(t) = 1/4 for any t ∈ (1/9, 1/8], and τ(t) is defined as in Lemma 2.12 for t ∈ (1/8, 4/27).

3. Topology and Hausdorff dimension of Λ(t)

In this section we will show that Λ(t) is a topological Cantor set (Proposition 3.1) and it

has full Hausdorff dimension (Corollary 3.7).

3.1. Topology of Λ(t). Recall that a topological Cantor set in R is a non-empty perfect set

with no interior points.

Proposition 3.1. For any t ∈ (0, 1) \ {1/3} the set Λ(t) is a topological Cantor set with

min Λ(t) = min

{
t,

1− t
2

}
and max Λ(t) =

1

3
.

First we determine the extreme points of Λ(t).

Lemma 3.2. For any t ∈ (0, 1)\{1/3} we have min Λ(t) = min{t, 1−t
2 } and max(Λ(t)) = 1/3.

Proof. Note that Eλ = [−1, 1] for λ = 1/3. This implies that max Λ(t) = 1/3 for any

t ∈ [−1, 1]. For the minimum value of Λ(t) we consider two cases: (I) t ∈ (0, 1/3); (II)

t ∈ (1/3, 1).

(I) t ∈ (0, 1/3). Then Φt(λ) ∈ (0∞, 01∞] for any λ ∈ (0, 1/3] ∩ Λ(t). By Lemmas 2.7

(i) and 2.8 it follows that the minimum value λ∗ = min Λ(t) satisfies Π(01∞, λ∗) = t. So,

min Λ(t) = λ∗ = t.

(II) t ∈ (1/3, 1). Then Φt(λ) ∈ [1(−1)∞, 1∞] for any λ ∈ Λ(t). Then by Lemma 2.7 (ii)

it follows that λ∗ = min Λ(t) satisfies Π(1(−1)∞, λ∗) = t, which implies that t = 1 − 2λ∗.

Hence, min Λ(t) = λ∗ = 1−t
2 . �

Next we show that Λ(t) is a topological Cantor set.

Lemma 3.3. For any t ∈ (0, 1) \ {1/3}, Λ(t) is a non-empty perfect set.
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Proof. By Lemma 3.2 it suffices to prove that Λ(t) is closed and has no isolated points.

First we prove the closeness of Λ(t). Let (λj) ⊂ Λ(t) with limj→∞ λj = λ0. Suppose on

the contrary that λ0 /∈ Λ(t), i.e., t /∈ Eλ0 . Since Eλ0 is compact, we have dist(t, Eλ0) :=

inf {|x− t| : x ∈ Eλ0} > 0. Note that Eλ0 =
⋂∞
n=1Eλ0(n), where for λ ∈ (0, 1/3]

(3.1) Eλ(n) :=
⋃

i1...in∈{−1,0,1}n
gi1 ◦ · · · ◦ gin([−1, 1])

with gi(x) = λx + i(1 − λ) for i = −1, 0, 1. Since Eλ0(n) ⊃ Eλ0(n + 1) for all n ≥ 1, there

exists N ∈ N such that

(3.2) d0 := dist(t, Eλ0(N)) > 0.

Note that limj→∞ λj = λ0, and by (3.1) each Eλ(N) is the union of 3N pairwise disjoint

intervals of equal length 2λN . Then Eλj (N) converges to Eλ0(N) under the Hausdorff metric

dH as j →∞. So there exists a large j ∈ N such that

dist(t, Eλ0(N)) ≤ dH(Eλj (N), Eλ0(N)) ≤ d0

2
,

where the first inequality follows by t ∈ Eλj ⊂ Eλj (N). This leads to a contradiction with

(3.2). So, λ0 ∈ Λ(t), and thus Λ(t) is closed.

Next we prove that Λ(t) has no isolated points. Take λ ∈ Λ(t) and let (in) = Φt(λ). Then

there exists a subsequence (nj) ⊂ N such that inj ∈ {−1, 0} for all j ≥ 1, or inj ∈ {0, 1} for

all j ≥ 1. Without lose of generality we assume that n1 is sufficiently large, and inj ∈ {−1, 0}
for all j ≥ 1. For any j ≥ 1 we define λj ∈ (0, 1/3] ∩ (λ− δ, λ+ δ) for some small δ > 0, such

that Φt(λj) = i1 . . . inj−1(inj + 1)0∞. Then it is clear that (λj) ⊂ Λ(t) and λj → λ as j →∞.

Hence, λ is not isolated in Λ(t). �

Proof of Proposition 3.1. By Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 it suffices to prove that Λ(t) has no interior

points. Take λ1, λ2 ∈ Λ(t) with λ1 < λ2. It suffices to prove (λ1, λ2)\Λ(t) 6= ∅. By Proposition

2.6 there exists λ̂ ∈ (λ1, λ2) such that Φt is strictly monotonic in (λ̂, λ2). Without lose of

generality we may assume that Φt is strictly increasing in (λ̂, λ2). Write (in) = Φt(λ̂) and

(jn) = Φt(λ2). Then (in) ≺ (jn). So there exists N ∈ N such that i1 . . . iN−1 = j1 . . . jN−1

and iN < jN . Suppose jN − iN = 1, since otherwise we can choose a larger λ̂. Let

c = i1 . . . iN1∞ and d = j1 . . . jN (−1)∞.

Then by Lemma 2.2 it follows that

(3.3) Π(c, λ2) < Π(d, λ2) ≤ Π((jn), λ2) = t = Π((in), λ̂) ≤ Π(c, λ̂) < Π(d, λ̂).

Denote the open interval by Iλ := (Π(c, λ),Π(d, λ)). Observe that the map λ 7→ cl(Iλ) is

continuous with respect to the Hausdorff metric dH . Then (3.3) implies that t ∈ Iλ for some

λ ∈ (λ̂, λ2) ⊂ (λ1, λ2). Since Iλ∩Eλ = ∅, we have t /∈ Eλ, i.e., λ /∈ Λ(t). So, (λ1, λ2)\Λ(t) 6= ∅,
completing the proof. �
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3.2. Hausdorff dimension of Λ(t). Now we turn to prove that Λ(t) has full Hausdorff

dimension, which can be deduced from the following result.

Proposition 3.4. For any t ∈ (0, 1) \ {1/3} we have

lim
δ→0+

dimH

(
Λ(t) ∩ (1/3− δ, 1/3 + δ)

)
= 1.

Our strategy to prove Proposition 3.4 is to construct a sequence of subsets of Λ(t)∩ (1/3−
δ, 1/3 + δ) whose Hausdorff dimension can be arbitrarily close to one. In view of Φt(1/3)

defined in (2.5), we consider two cases: t ∈ (0, 1/9]∪ [4/27, 1/3) and t ∈ (1/9, 4/27)∪ (1/3, 1).

First we consider t ∈ (0, 1/9]∪ [4/27, 1/3). Then Φt(1/3) ∈ (0∞, 001∞]∪ [01(−1)0∞, 01∞),

and Φt(1/3) does not end with 1∞. So there exists a subsequence {nj} ⊂ N≥4 such that

xnj < 1 for all j ≥ 1. Note by Proposition 2.6 (i) and (iii) that Φt is strictly decreasing in

Λ(t). Then for each j ≥ 1 there exists a unique ηj ∈ (0, 1/3) such that

t = Π(x1 . . . x
+
nj1
∞, ηj).

Accordingly, for k ≥ 1 we let

∆+
k,j(t) := {λ ∈ Λ(t) : Φt(λ) = x1 . . . x

+
njd1d2 . . . with dik 6= −1 ∀i ≥ 1}.

Then by Proposition 2.6 (i) and (iii) it follows that

(3.4) ∆+
k,j(t) ⊂ Λ(t) ∩ (ηj , 1/3) ∀k ≥ 1; and ηj ↗ 1/3 as j →∞.

Lemma 3.5. Let t ∈ (0, 1/9] ∪ [4/27, 1/3). Then for any k, j ∈ N there exists a constant

C > 0 such that

|πηj (Φt(λ1))− πηj (Φt(λ2))| ≤ C|λ1 − λ2|

for any λ1, λ2 ∈ ∆+
k,j(t).

Proof. Let λ1, λ2 ∈ ∆+
k,j(t) with λ1 < λ2. Write (an) = Φt(λ1) and (bn) = Φt(λ2). Since Φt

is strictly decreasing in [ηj , 1/3] ∩ Λ(t), we have (an) � (bn); and then there exists a N > nj

such that a1 · · · aN−1 = b1 · · · bN−1 and aN > bN . So,

|πηj (Φt(λ1))− πηj (Φt(λ2))| =

∣∣∣∣∣(1− ηj)
( ∞∑
n=N

anη
n−1
j −

∞∑
n=N

bnη
n−1
j

)∣∣∣∣∣
≤ (1− ηj)

∞∑
n=N

2ηn−1
j = 2ηN−1

j .

(3.5)

On the other hand, by Lemma 2.2 it follows that

(1− λ1)
∞∑
n=1

anλ
n−1
1 = t = (1− λ2)

∞∑
n=1

bnλ
n−1
2 ≤ (1− λ2)

(
N∑
n=1

anλ
n−1
2 −

∞∑
n=N+1

λn−1
2

)
,
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which implies

(1− λ1)

∞∑
n=N+1

(an + 1)λn−1
1 ≤ (1− λ2)

(
N∑
n=1

anλ
n−1
2 −

∞∑
n=N+1

λn−1
2

)

− (1− λ1)

(
N∑
n=1

anλ
n−1
1 −

∞∑
n=N+1

λn−1
1

)
= Π(a1 . . . aN (−1)∞, λ2)−Π(a1 . . . aN (−1)∞, λ1)

≤ 2(λ2 − λ1),

(3.6)

where the last inequality follows by (2.2) that |Π2((in), λ)| ≤ 2 for any (in) ∈ (0∞, 1∞) and

λ ∈ (0, 1/3]. Note by the definition of ∆+
k,j(t) that aN+1aN+2 · · · < ((−1)k−10)∞. Then

(aN+1 + 1)(aN+2 + 1) · · · < (0k−11)∞. So, by (3.6) and using λ1 ∈ (ηj , 1/3) it follows that

2(λ2 − λ1) > (1− λ1)λN+k−1
1 >

2

3
ηN+k−1
j .

This, together with (3.5), implies that

|πηj (Φt(λ1))− πηj (Φt(λ2))| ≤ 6

ηkj
|λ1 − λ2|

as required. �

Next we consider t ∈ (1/9, 4/27)∪(1/3, 1). Then Φt(1/3) ∈ (001∞, 01(−1)0∞)∪(01∞, 1∞),

and it does not end with (−1)∞. So there exists a subsequence {nj} ⊂ N such that xnj > −1

for any j ≥ 1. By Proposition 2.6 (ii) and (iv) there exists δ > 0 such that Φt is strictly

increasing in Λ(t) ∩ (1/3− δ, 1/3]. So, without loss of generality, by deleting the first finitely

many terms of {nj}, we can assume that for any j ≥ 1 the equation

t = Π(x1 . . . x
−
nj (−1)∞, γj)

determines a unique γj ∈ (1/3 − δ, 1/3). Note by Lemma 2.3 (ii) that if x1 . . . x
−
nj (−1)∞ ∈

(001∞, 01(−1)0∞), the above equation may determine two different γjs in (0, 1/3), but only

one is in (1/3− δ, 1/3). Accordingly, for k ≥ 1 we set

∆−k,j(t) := {λ ∈ Λ(t) ∩ (1/3− δ, 1/3) : Φt(λ) = x1 . . . x
−
njd1d2 . . . with dik 6= −1 ∀i ≥ 1}.

Then by Proposition 2.6 (ii) and (iv) it follows that

(3.7) ∆−k,j(t) ⊂ Λ(t) ∩ (γj , 1/3) ∀k ≥ 1; and γj ↗ 1/3 as j →∞.

Lemma 3.6. Let t ∈ (1/9, 4/27) ∪ (1/3, 1). Then for any k, j ∈ N there exists a constant

C > 0 such that

|πγj (Φt(λ1))− πγj (Φt(λ2))| ≤ C|λ1 − λ2|

for any λ1, λ2 ∈ ∆−k,j(t).
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Proof. Note that Φt is strictly increasing in [γj , 1/3] ∩ Λ(t). Then by a similar argument as

in the proof of Lemma 3.5 one can verify that |πγj (Φt(λ1)) − πγj (Φt(λ2))| ≤ 6
γkj
|λ1 − λ2| for

any λ1, λ2 ∈ ∆−k,j(t). �

Proof of Proposition 3.4. Take t ∈ (0, 1) \ {1/3}. Since the proof for t ∈ (1/9, 4/27)∪ (1/3, 1)

is similar, we only consider t ∈ (0, 1/9] ∪ [4/27, 1/3). By (3.4) and Lemma 3.5 it follows that

(3.8) dimH(Λ(t) ∩ (ηj , 1/3)) ≥ dimH ∆+
k,j(t) ≥ dimH πηj (Φt(∆

+
k,j(t)))

for all k, j ∈ N. Note by the definition of ∆+
k,j(t) that Φt(∆

+
k,j(t)) consists of all sequences

(in) ∈ {−1, 0, 1}N with a prefix i1 . . . inj = x1 . . . x
+
nj and inj+mk 6= −1 for all m ≥ 1. So, by

using ηj ∈ (0, 1/3) and (3.8) we obtain that

(3.9) dimH(Λ(t) ∩ (ηj , 1/3)) ≥ (k − 1) log 3 + log 2

−k log ηj
→ log 3

− log ηj
as k →∞.

Hence, by (3.4) and (3.9) it follows that

lim
δ→0+

dimH(Λ(t) ∩ (1/3− δ, 1/3 + δ)) ≥ lim
j→∞

dimH(Λ(t) ∩ (ηj , 1/3)) ≥ lim
j→∞

log 3

− log ηj
= 1.

The reverse inequality is obvious, since dimH(Λ(t)∩ (1/3− δ, 1/3 + δ)) ≤ 1 for any δ > 0. �

The following corollary follows directly from Proposition 3.4.

Corollary 3.7. For any t ∈ (0, 1) \ {1/3} we have dimH Λ(t) = 1.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section we will determine the local dimension of Λ(t), and prove Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 4.1. Let t ∈ (0, 1) \ {1/3}. Then for any λ ∈ Λ(t)

(4.1) lim
δ→0+

dimH

(
Λ(t) ∩ (λ− δ, λ+ δ)

)
=

log 3

− log λ
.

Note by Proposition 3.4 that (4.1) holds for λ = 1/3. So, in the following we only need to

prove (4.1) for λ ∈ Λ(t) \ {1/3}, which will be split into two subsections.

4.1. A lower bound on the local dimension of Λ(t). Take λ∗ ∈ Λ(t) \ {1/3} and let

(xi) = Φt(λ∗) be the unique coding of t defined as in (2.5), i.e., t = Π((xi), λ∗). We will prove

in this subsection that

lim
δ→0+

dimH

(
Λ(t) ∩ (λ∗ − δ, λ∗ + δ)

)
≥ log 3

− log λ∗
.

For this we consider two cases: (I) (xi) does not end with 1∞; (II) (xi) ends with 1∞.

Case (I). (xi) = Φt(λ∗) does not end with 1∞. Then there exists a subsequence (nj) ⊂
N such that xnj < 1 for all j ≥ 1. By Proposition 2.6 there exists a δ > 0 such that

(λ∗ − δ, λ∗ + δ) ⊂ (0, 1/3), and Φt is monotonic in (λ∗ − δ, λ∗) ∩ Λ(t) and (λ∗, λ∗ + δ) ∩ Λ(t),

respectively. Furthermore, if Φt is strictly decreasing in (λ∗, λ∗ + δ) ∩ Λ(t), then so is Φt in
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(λ∗− δ, λ∗+ δ)∩Λ(t). By deleting the first finitely many terms from (nj) we can assume that

for any j ≥ 1 the equation

(4.2) t = Π(x1 . . . x
+
nj1
∞, ηj)

determines a unique root ηj ∈ (λ∗ − δ, λ∗). Accordingly, for k ≥ 1 we set

∆+
k,j(λ∗, t) :=

{
λ ∈ Λ(t) ∩ (λ∗ − δ, λ∗) : Φt(λ) = x1 . . . x

+
njd1d2 . . . with dik 6= −1 ∀i ≥ 1

}
.

Then by Proposition 2.6 it follows that

(4.3) ∆+
k,j(λ∗, t) ⊂ (ηj , λ∗) ∩ Λ(t) ∀k ≥ 1; and ηj ↗ λ∗ as j →∞.

If Φt is strictly increasing in (λ∗, λ∗ + δ) ∩ Λ(t), then we can assume that for any j ≥ 1

(4.2) determines a unique η̃j ∈ (λ∗, λ∗ + δ). Accordingly, for k ≥ 1 we let

∆̃+
k,j(λ∗, t) :=

{
λ ∈ Λ(t) ∩ (λ∗, λ∗ + δ) : Φt(λ) = x1 . . . x

+
njd1d2 . . . with dik 6= −1 ∀i ≥ 1

}
.

Therefore,

(4.4) ∆̃+
k,j(λ∗, t) ⊂ (λ∗, η̃j) ∩ Λ(t) ∀k ≥ 1; and η̃j ↘ λ∗ as j →∞.

Lemma 4.2. Let t ∈ (0, 1) \ {1/3} and λ∗ ∈ Λ(t) \ {1/3}. Suppose Φt(λ∗) does not end with

1∞.

(i) If Φt is strictly decreasing in (λ∗, λ∗+δ)∩Λ(t), then for any k, j ∈ N there exists C1 > 0

such that

|πηj (Φt(λ1))− πηj (Φt(λ2))| ≤ C1|λ1 − λ2|

for any λ1, λ2 ∈ ∆+
k,j(λ∗, t).

(ii) If Φt is strictly increasing in (λ∗, λ∗+δ)∩Λ(t), then for any k, j ∈ N there exists C2 > 0

such that

|πλ∗(Φt(λ1))− πλ∗(Φt(λ2))| ≤ C2|λ1 − λ2|

for any λ1, λ2 ∈ ∆̃+
k,j(λ∗, t).

Proof. Since the proofs of (i) and (ii) are similar, we only prove (i). Suppose Φt is strictly

decreasing in (λ∗, λ∗ + δ) ∩ Λ(t). Then so is Φt in [ηj , λ∗] ∩ Λ(t) for any j ≥ 1. By a similar

argument as in the proof of Lemma 3.5 one can verify that for any λ1, λ2 ∈ ∆+
k,j(λ∗, t)

|πηj (Φt(λ1))− πηj (Φt(λ2))| ≤ 6

ηkj
|λ1 − λ2|,

proving (i). �

Case (II). (xi) = Φt(λ∗) ends with 1∞. Then there exists a subsequence (nj) ⊂ N such

that xnj > −1 for all j ≥ 1. The proof is similar to Case (I). By Proposition 2.6 there exists

a δ > 0 such that (λ∗ − δ, λ∗ + δ) ⊂ (0, 1/3), and Φt is monotonic in (λ∗ − δ, λ∗) ∩ Λ(t) and

(λ∗, λ∗+ δ)∩Λ(t), respectively. Furthermore, if Φt is strictly decreasing in (λ∗, λ∗+ δ)∩Λ(t),
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then Φt is also strictly decreasing in (λ∗ − δ, λ∗ + δ) ∩ Λ(t). So, by deleting the first finitely

many terms from (nj) we can assume that for any j ≥ 1 the equation

(4.5) t = Π(x1 . . . x
−
nj (−1)∞, γj)

determines a unique root γj ∈ (λ∗, λ∗ + δ). Accordingly, for k ≥ 1 let

∆−k,j(λ∗, t) :=
{
λ ∈ Λ(t) ∩ (λ∗, λ∗ + δ) : Φt(λ) = x1 . . . x

−
njd1d2 . . . with dik 6= −1 ∀i ≥ 1

}
.

Then by Proposition 2.6 it follows that

(4.6) ∆−k,j(λ∗, t) ⊂ (λ∗, γj) ∩ Λ(t) ∀k ≥ 1; and γj ↘ λ∗ as j →∞.

If Φt is strictly increasing in (λ∗, λ∗ + δ) ∩ Λ(t), then we can assume that for any j ≥ 1

(4.5) determines a unique γ̃j ∈ (λ∗ − δ, λ∗). Accordingly, for k ≥ 1 we set

∆̃−k,j(λ∗, t) :=
{
λ ∈ Λ(t) ∩ (λ∗ − δ, λ∗) : Φt(λ) = x1 . . . x

−
njd1d2 . . . with dik 6= −1 ∀i ≥ 1

}
.

Therefore,

(4.7) ∆̃−k,j(λ∗, t) ⊂ (γ̃j , λ∗) ∩ Λ(t) ∀k ≥ 1; and γ̃j ↗ λ∗ as j →∞.

By a similar augment as in the proof of Lemma 3.5 we have the following Lipschitz property.

Lemma 4.3. Let t ∈ (0, 1) \ {1/3} and λ∗ ∈ Λ(t) \ {1/3}. Suppose Φt(λ∗) ends with 1∞.

(i) If Φt is strictly decreasing in (λ∗, λ∗+δ)∩Λ(t), then for any k, j ∈ N there exists C1 > 0

such that

|πλ∗(Φt(λ1))− πλ∗(Φt(λ2))| ≤ C1|λ1 − λ2|
for any λ1, λ2 ∈ ∆−k,j(λ∗, t).

(ii) If Φt is strictly increasing in (λ∗, λ∗+δ)∩Λ(t), then for any k, j ∈ N there exists C2 > 0

such that

|πγ̃j (Φt(λ1))− πγ̃j (Φt(λ2))| ≤ C2|λ1 − λ2|
for any λ1, λ2 ∈ ∆̃−k,j(λ∗, t).

Proof of Proposition 4.1 (a lower bound). Let t ∈ (0, 1) \ {1/3} and λ∗ ∈ Λ(t) \ {1/3}. If

Φt(λ∗) does not end with 1∞ and Φt is strictly decreasing in (λ∗, λ∗+δ)∩Λ(t) for some δ > 0,

then by (4.3) and Lemma 4.2 (i) it follows that for any j ≥ 1,

dimH(Λ(t) ∩ (λ∗ − δ, λ∗ + δ)) ≥ dimH πηj (Φt(∆
+
k,j(λ∗, t)))

≥ (k − 1) log 3 + log 2

−k log ηj
→ log 3

− log ηj
as k →∞.

Since ηj ↗ λ∗ as j →∞ by (4.3), we conclude that

(4.8) lim
δ→0+

dimH(Λ(t) ∩ (λ∗ − δ, λ∗ + δ)) ≥ lim
j→∞

log 3

− log ηj
=

log 3

− log λ∗
.

Similarly, if Φt(λ∗) does not end with 1∞ and Φt is strictly increasing in (λ∗, λ∗+ δ)∩Λ(t),

then by (4.4), Lemma 4.2 (ii) and the same argument as above we can prove (4.8). Moreover,
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if Φt(λ∗) ends with 1∞, then (4.8) can be proved by a similar argument as above together

with (4.6), (4.7) and Lemma 4.3. �

4.2. An upper bound on the local dimension of Λ(t). Now we turn to prove that

lim
δ→0+

dimH(Λ(t) ∩ (λ∗ − δ, λ∗ + δ)) ≤ log 3

− log λ∗
∀λ∗ ∈ Λ(t) \ {1/3} .

In view of our proof of Proposition 2.6 we consider t ∈ (0, 1/9], t ∈ (1/9, 4/27) and t ∈
[4/27, 1/3) ∪ (1/3, 1), separately.

Lemma 4.4. Let t ∈ [4/27, 1/3) ∪ (1/3, 1). Then for any θ ∈ (min Λ(t), 1/3) there exists

C > 0 such that

|πθ(Φt(λ1))− πθ(Φt(λ2))| ≥ C|λ2 − λ1|

for any λ1, λ2 ∈ Λ(t) ∩ (0, θ].

Proof. First we consider t ∈ [4/27, 1/3). Take θ ∈ (min Λ(t), 1/3). By the proof of Lemma

2.7 it follows that Φt(λ) ∈ [01(−1)0∞, 01∞] for any λ ∈ Λ(t) ∩ (0, θ]. Furthermore, by the

proof of Lemma 2.3 (iii) we obtain that

Π2((in), λ) ≥ min
{

1− 4λ+ 3λ2, 1− 2λ− 3λ2
}
≥ 1− 4θ + 3θ2 =: C1 > 0(4.9)

for any (in) ∈ [01(−1)0∞, 01∞] and λ ∈ Λ(t) ∩ (0, θ].

Now take λ1, λ2 ∈ Λ(t) ∩ (0, θ] with λ1 < λ2. Then (in) := Φt(λ1) � Φt(λ2) =: (jn) by

Lemma 2.7. So there exists N ∈ N≥3 such that i1 . . . iN−1 = j1 . . . jN−1 and iN > jN . Thus,

|πθ(Φt(λ1))− πθ(Φt(λ2))| = (1− θ)
∞∑
n=N

(in − jn)θn−1

≥ (1− θ)θN−1 − (1− θ)
∞∑

n=N+1

2θn−1 = (1− 3θ)θN−1.

(4.10)

On the other hand, note that (1− λ1)
∑∞

n=1 inλ
n−1
1 = t = (1− λ2)

∑∞
n=1 jnλ

n−1
2 . Then by

(4.9) it follows that

(1− λ1)

∞∑
n=N

(in − 1)λn−1
1 − (1− λ2)

∞∑
n=N

(jn − 1)λn−1
2

=

(
(1− λ2)

N−1∑
n=1

jnλ
n−1
2 + (1− λ2)

∞∑
n=N

λn−1
2

)

−

(
(1− λ1)

N−1∑
n=1

jnλ
n−1
1 + (1− λ1)

∞∑
n=N

λn−1
1

)
= Π(j1 . . . jN−11∞, λ2)−Π(j1 . . . jN−11∞, λ1)

= Π2(j1 . . . jN−11∞, λ∗)(λ2 − λ1) ≥ C1(λ2 − λ1)
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for some λ∗ ∈ [λ1, λ2], where the third equality follows by the mean value theorem. So,

λ2 − λ1 ≤
1

C1

[
(1− λ1)

∞∑
n=N

2λn−1
1 + (1− λ2)

∞∑
n=N

2λn−1
2

]

≤ 2

C1
(λN−1

1 + λN−1
2 ) ≤ 4

C1
θN−1.

(4.11)

Hence, by (4.10) and (4.11) we conclude that

|πθ(Φt(λ1))− πθ(Φt(λ2))| ≥ C1(1− 3θ)

4
|λ1 − λ2|

as required.

Next we consider t ∈ (1/3, 1). Then by the proof of Lemma 2.7 there exists k ∈ N such

that Φt(λ) ∈ [1(−1)∞, 1k(−1)∞] for any λ ∈ Λ(t)∩ (0, θ]. Since min Λ(t) = (1− t)/2, by (2.2)

it follows that

|Π2((in), λ)| ≥ |Π2(1k(−1)∞, λ)| = 2kλk−1 ≥ 2k

(
1− t

2

)k−1

=: C2 > 0.

By a similar argument as above one can prove that for any λ1, λ2 ∈ Λ(t) ∩ (0, θ]

|πθ(Φt(λ1))− πθ(Φt(λ2))| ≥ C2(1− 3θ)

4
|λ1 − λ2|,

completing the proof. �

Recall from Lemma 2.8 that λ� = λ�(t) ∈ (0, 1/3) satisfies λ�(1 − λ�)2 = t. Furthermore,

by (2.13) we have t < λ�(t) <
√
t ≤ 1/3 for all t ∈ (0, 1/9].

Lemma 4.5. Let t ∈ (0, 1/9].

(i) For any θ ∈ [t, λ�] there exists C > 0 such that for any λ1, λ2 ∈ Λ(t) ∩ (0, λ�]

|πθ(Φt(λ1))− πθ(Φt(λ2))| ≥ C|λ2 − λ1|;

(ii) For any θ ∈ (λ�,
√
t) there exists C ′ > 0 such that for any λ1, λ2 ∈ Λ(t) ∩ (λ�,

√
t)

|πθ(Φt(λ1))− πθ(Φt(λ2))| ≥ C ′|λ1 − λ2|;

(iii) For any θ ∈ [
√
t, 1/3) there exists C ′′ > 0 such that for any λ1, λ2 ∈ Λ(t) ∩ [

√
t, θ]

|πθ(Φt(λ1))− πθ(Φt(λ2))| ≥ C ′′|λ2 − λ1|.

Proof. For (i), note by the proof of Lemma 2.8 that Φt(λ) ∈ [01(−1)0∞, 01∞] for any λ ∈
Λ(t) ∩ (0, λ�]. Then by (4.9) it follows that Π2((in), λ) ≥ 1 − 4λ� + 3λ2

� > 0 for all (in) ∈
[01(−1)0∞, 01∞] and λ ∈ (0, λ�]. So, (i) follows by the same argument as in the proof of

Lemma 4.4.

For (ii), note by (2.10) that for any λ ∈ Λ(t)∩ (λ�,
√
t) we have Φt(λ) ∈ (001∞, 01(−1)0∞),

and the proof of Lemma 2.9 yields that λ < λΦt(λ). Then Π2(Φt(λ), λ) > 0 for all λ ∈ Λ(t) ∩
(λ�,
√
t). Furthermore, observe by Lemma 2.3 that Π2(Φt(λ�), λ�) = Π2(01(−1)0∞, λ�) > 0
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and Π2(Φt(
√
t),
√
t) = Π2(001∞,

√
t) > 0. Since the map t 7→ Π2(Φt(λ), λ) is continuous by

Lemma 2.5 and Λ(t) is compact by Proposition 3.1, it follows that

C1 := inf
λ∈[λ�,

√
t]∩Λ(t)

Π2(Φt(λ), λ) = min
λ∈[λ�,

√
t]∩Λ(t)

Π2(Φt(λ), λ) > 0.

Now take λ1, λ2 ∈ Λ(t)∩(λ�,
√
t) with λ1 < λ2. Then by Lemma 2.9 we have (in) := Φt(λ1) �

Φt(λ2) = (jn). So, there exists N ∈ N≥4 such that i1 . . . iN−1 = j1 . . . jN−1 and iN > jN . By

the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 4.4 one can show that

|πθ(Φt(λ1))− πθ(Φt(λ2))| ≥ (1− 3θ)θN−1,

and there exists λ∗ ∈ [λ1, λ2] such that

(1− λ1)
∞∑
n=N

(in − 1)λn−1
1 − (1− λ2)

∞∑
n=N

(jn − 1)λn−1
2

=Π(j1 . . . jN−11∞, λ2)−Π(j1 . . . jN−11∞, λ1)

=Π2(j1 . . . jN−11∞, λ∗)(λ2 − λ1)

≥Π2(j1 . . . jN−11∞, λ2)(λ2 − λ1)

≥Π2(Φt(λ2), λ2)(λ2 − λ1) ≥ C1(λ2 − λ1),

where the first inequality follows by the concavity of Π(j1 . . . jN−11∞, ·) and the second in-

equality follows by Lemma 2.2. Therefore, one can deduce from this that

|πθ(Φt(λ1))− πθ(Φt(λ2))| ≥ C1(1− 3θ)

4
|λ1 − λ2|,

establishing (ii).

For (iii), by the proof of Lemma 2.9 it follows that Φt(λ) ∈ [Φt(1/3),Φt(
√
t)] ⊂ (0∞, 001∞]

for all λ ∈ Λ(t) ∩ [
√
t, 1/3]. So, by the proof of Lemma 2.3 (i) there exists k ∈ N≥3 such that

Π2((in), λ) ≥ Π2(Φt(1/3), λ) ≥ λk−2(k − 1− 2kλ) ≥ min
λ∈[
√
t,θ]
λk−1(k − 1− 2kλ)=: C2 > 0.

for all (in) ∈ [Φt(1/3),Φt(
√
t)] and λ ∈ [

√
t, θ]. Thus (iii) follows by the same argument as in

the proof of Lemma 4.4. �

Note by the proof of Proposition 2.6 (ii) that τ = τ(t) ∈ [1/4, 1/3) for t ∈ (1/9, 4/27).

Furthermore, by (2.13) we have t < λ�(t) < τ(t) < 1/3 for all t ∈ (1/9, 4/27).

Lemma 4.6. Let t ∈ (1/9, 4/27).

(i) For any θ ∈ [t, λ�] there exists C > 0 such that for any λ1, λ2 ∈ Λ(t) ∩ (0, λ�]

|πθ(Φt(λ1))− πθ(Φt(λ2))| ≥ C|λ2 − λ1|;

(ii) For any θ ∈ (λ�, τ) there exists C ′ > 0 such that for any λ1, λ2 ∈ Λ(t) ∩ [λ�, θ]

|πθ(Φt(λ1))− πθ(Φt(λ2))| ≥ C ′|λ2 − λ1|;
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(iii) For any θ ∈ (τ, 1/3) there exists C ′′ > 0 such that for any λ1, λ2 ∈ Λ(t) ∩ [θ, 1/3]

|πθ(Φt(λ1))− πθ(Φt(λ2))| ≥ C ′′|λ2 − λ1|.

Proof. The proof is similar to that for Lemma 4.5. More precisely, (i) follows by the same

argument as in the proof of Lemma 4.5 (i). In view of the proofs of Lemmas 2.10 and 2.13,

(ii) and (iii) follow by a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma 4.5 (ii). �

Proof of Proposition 4.1 (an upper bound). Let λ∗ ∈ Λ(t) \ {1/3}. We consider the following

two cases.

Case I. t ∈ [4/27, 1/3)∪(1/3, 1). Then by Lemma 4.4 it follows that for any δ ∈ (0, 1/3−λ∗),

dimH(Λ(t) ∩ (λ∗ − δ, λ∗ + δ)) ≤ dimH πλ∗+δ(Φt(Λ(t) ∩ (λ∗ − δ, λ∗ + δ))) ≤ log 3

− log(λ∗ + δ)
,

which implies

(4.12) lim
δ→0+

dimH(Λ(t) ∩ (λ∗ − δ, λ∗ + δ)) ≤ log 3

− log λ∗

as desired.

Case II. t ∈ (0, 4/27). Then by Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6 it follows that for any δ ∈ (0, 1/3−λ∗)

dimH(Λ(t) ∩ (λ∗ − δ, λ∗)) ≤
log 3

− log λ∗
and dimH(Λ(t) ∩ (λ∗, λ∗ + δ)) ≤ log 3

− log(λ∗ + δ)
.

Letting δ → 0+ we also obtain (4.12). �

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Proposition 3.1, Corollary 3.7 and Proposition 4.1 it suffices to

prove that Λ(t) has zero Lebesgue measure for all t ∈ (0, 1) \ {1/3}. Note by Proposition 4.1

that for each λ ∈ Λ(t) \ {1/3} there exists δλ > 0 such that dimH(Λ(t)∩ (λ− δλ, λ+ δλ)) < 1,

and thus Λ(t)∩ (λ−δλ, λ+δλ) has zero Lebesgue measure. Since by Proposition 3.1 that Λ(t)

is compact, for any n ∈ N≥4 the segment Λ(t)∩ (0, 1/3−1/n] can be covered by finitely many

open intervals, say {(λi − δλi , λi + δλi) : i = 1, . . . , N}. This implies that Λ(t)∩ (0, 1/3−1/n]

has zero Lebesgue measure for all n ≥ 4. Therefore, Λ(t) = {1/3}∪
⋃∞
n=4(Λ(t)∩(0, 1/3−1/n])

is a Lebesgue null set. �

5. Intersections with different Hausdorff and packing dimensions

In this section we consider the set

Λnot(t) := {λ ∈ Λ(t) : dimH(Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t)) 6= dimP (Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t))},

and show that it has full Hausdorff dimension. Our proof is motivated by the work of [1] to

construct subsets of Λnot(t) with Hausdorff dimension arbitrarily close to 1. Recall by (1.3)

that

dimH(Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t)) =
log 2

− log λ
freq

0
(Φt(λ)), dimP (Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t)) =

log 2

− log λ
freq0(Φt(λ)),
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where for (in) ∈ {−1, 0, 1}N we denote

freq
0
((in)) := lim inf

n→∞

#{1 ≤ k ≤ n : ik = 0}
n

, freq0((in)) := lim sup
n→∞

#{1 ≤ k ≤ n : ik = 0}
n

.

Then Λnot(t) can be rewritten as

(5.1) Λnot(t) =
{
λ ∈ Λ(t) : freq

0
(Φt(λ)) 6= freq0(Φt(λ))

}
.

Proposition 5.1. For any t ∈ (0, 1) \ {1/3} we have dimH Λnot(t) = 1.

Similar to the proof of Proposition 3.4, we consider two cases: t ∈ (0, 1/9] ∪ [4/27, 1/3)

and t ∈ (1/9, 4/27) ∪ (1/3, 1). Note by Proposition 2.6 that the map Φt is strictly monotonic

for t ∈ (0, 1/9] ∪ [4/27, 1/3) but piecewise monotonic for t ∈ (1/9, 4/27) ∪ (1/3, 1). Since the

proofs of the two cases are similar, in the following we only consider t ∈ (1/9, 4/27)∪ (1/3, 1).

By Proposition 2.6 it follows that there exists a small δ > 0 such that Φt is strictly increasing

in Λ(t) ∩ [1/3 − δ, 1/3]. Let (xi) = Φt(1/3). Then (xi) does not end with (−1)∞. So there

exists a subsequence {nj} ⊂ N such that xnj > −1 for all j ≥ 1. By deleting the first finitely

many terms from (nj) we may assume that for each j ≥ 1 the equation

t = Π(x1 . . . x
−
nj (−1)∞, γj)

determines a unique γj ∈ (1/3− δ, 1/3). Clearly, γj ↗ 1/3 as j →∞.

Now, for q ∈ N let Σq,j(t) consists of all λ ∈ Λ(t) ∩ (1/3− δ, 1/3) such that

Φt(λ) = x1 . . . x
−
njd1d2 . . .

= x1 . . . x
−
nj

dr0+1dr0+2 . . . dr0+3q110

dr1+1dr1+2 . . . dr1+2·3q111100

· · ·

drm−1+1drm−1+2 . . . drm−1+2m−1·3q1
2m02m−1

drm+1drm+2 . . . drm+2m·3q1
2m+1

02m

· · · ,

(5.2)

where

rm := 3(q + 1)(1 + 2 + · · ·+ 2m−1) = 3(q + 1)(2m − 1) and drm+kq 6= −1

for all k ∈ {1, . . . , 2m · 3} and m ≥ 0. Here we point out that r0 = 0. Then by Proposition

2.6 it follows that Σq,j(t) ⊂ Λ(t)∩ (γj , 1/3) for all q ≥ 1. In the following we show that Σq,j(t)

is a subset of Λnot(t).

Lemma 5.2. Let t ∈ (1/9, 4/27) ∪ (1/3, 1). Then

Σq,j(t) ⊂ Λnot(t) ∩ (γj , 1/3) ∀q, j ∈ N.
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Proof. Take λ ∈ Σq,j(t). Then Φt(λ) = x1 . . . x
−
njd1d2 . . . is defined as in (5.2). By (5.1) it

suffices to prove that the frequency of digit zero in the sequence (di) does not exist. For n ∈ N
let N0((di), n) be the number of zeros in the word d1 . . . dn. Then

N0((di), rm) = ξm((di)) + (1 + 2 + · · ·+ 2m−1) = ξm((di)) + 2m − 1,

where ξm((di)) denotes the number of zeros in the word

dr0+1dr0+2 . . . dr0+3q dr1+1dr1+2 . . . dr1+2·3q · · · drm−1+1drm−1+2 . . . drm−1+2m−1·3q.

This implies that

(5.3) lim
m→∞

N0((di), rm)

rm
= lim

m→∞

ξm((di)) + 2m − 1

3(q + 1)(2m − 1)
=

1

3(q + 1)

(
1 + lim

m→∞

ξm((di))

2m

)
.

Similarly, for `m := rm − 2m−1 we have

N0((di), `m) = ξm((di)) + (1 + 2 + · · ·+ 2m−2) = ξm((di)) + 2m−1 − 1,

and thus

lim
m→∞

N0((di), `m)

`m
= lim

m→∞

ξm((di)) + 2m−1 − 1

3(q + 1)(2m − 1)− 2m−1

=
1

6q + 5

(
1 + 2 lim

m→∞

ξ((di),m)

2m

)
.

(5.4)

Combining (5.3) with (5.4), if the limit limm→∞
ξm((di))

2m does not exist, then both limits

limm→∞
N0((di),rm)

rm
and limm→∞

N0((di),`m)
`m

do not exist, and thus the frequency of digit zero

in (di) does not exist. If the limit limm→∞
ξm((di))

2m exists, call this limit ζ, then since ξm((di)) ≤
3q(1 + 2 + . . .+ 2m−1) = 3q(2m − 1), we have ζ ≤ 3q. Therefore, by (5.3) and (5.4) it follows

that

lim
m→∞

N0((di), rm)

rm
=

ζ + 1

3(q + 1)
>

2ζ + 1

6q + 5
= lim

m→∞

N0((di), `m)

`m
,

which again implies that the frequency of digit zero in (di) does not exist. So, λ ∈ Λnot(t),

completing the proof. �

Next we give a lower bound for the Huasdorff dimension of Σq,j(t).

Lemma 5.3. Let t ∈ (1/9, 4/27) ∪ (1/3, 1). Then for any q, j ∈ N we have

dimHΣq,j(t) ≥
(q − 1) log 3 + log 2

−(q + 1) log γj
.

Proof. Note by Lemma 5.2 that Σq,j(t) ⊂ Λnot(t) ∩ (γj , 1/3). Then for any λ ∈ Σq,j(t) the

sequence Φt(λ) begins with x1 . . . x
−
nj and the tail sequence does not contain q consecutive

(−1)s. Then by the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 3.6 there exists C > 0 such

that

|πγj (Φt(λ1))− πγj (Φt(λ2))| ≤ C|λ1 − λ2|
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for any λ1, λ2 ∈ Σq,j(t). This implies that dimH Σq,j(t) ≥ dimH πγj (Φt(Σq,j(t))). So it suffices

to prove

(5.5) dimH πγj (Φt(Σq,j(t))) ≥
(q − 1) log 3 + log 2

−(q + 1) log γj
.

Observe by (5.2) that

(5.6) dimH πγj (Φt(Σq,j(t))) = dimH πγj

( ∞∏
m=0

Em(q)

)
,

where

Em(q) :=
(
{−1, 0, 1}q−1 × {0, 1}

)3·2m
×
{

12m+1
02m
}
.

Note that each word in Em(q) has length 3(q + 1)2m, and #Em(q) = (3q−1 · 2)3·2m . Further-

more,
∏∞
m=0Em(q) is the set of infinite sequences by concatenating words from each Em(q).

So πγj (
∏∞
m=0Em(q)) is a homogeneous Moran set satisfying the strong separation condition.

Hence, by [8, Theorem 2.1] it follows that

dimH πγj

( ∞∏
m=0

Em(q)

)
≥ lim inf

m→∞

log
∏m−1
`=0 (3q−1 · 2)3·2`

−
∑m−1

l=0 3(q + 1)2l log γj

= lim inf
m→∞

∑m−1
`=0 3 · 2` log(3q−1 · 2)

−3(q + 1)(2m − 1) log γj

= lim inf
m→∞

3(2m − 1) log(3q−1 · 2)

−3(q + 1)(2m − 1) log γj
=

(q − 1) log 3 + log 2

−(q + 1) log γj
.

This, together with (5.6), proves (5.5). �

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Take t ∈ (0, 1) \ {1/3}. Since the proof for t ∈ (0, 1/9] ∪ [4/27, 1/3)

is analogous, we only consider for t ∈ (1/9, 4/27)∪ (1/3, 1). By Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3 it follows

that for any q ∈ N

dimH Λnot(t) ≥ dimH Σq,j(t) ≥
(q − 1) log 3 + log 2

−(q + 1) log γj
→ (q − 1) log 3 + log 2

(q + 1) log 3
as j →∞.

Letting q → ∞ we obtain dimH Λnot(t) ≥ 1. Since the reverse inequality is obvious, this

proves dimH Λnot(t) = 1. �

6. Proof of Theorem 1.3

In this section we consider the level set

Λβ(t) :=

{
λ ∈ Λ(t) : dimH

(
Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t)

)
= dimP

(
Cλ ∩ (Cλ + t)

)
= β

log 2

− log λ

}
for β ∈ [0, 1], and prove Theorem 1.3. Recall from (1.5) the entropy function h(p1, p2, p3) =

−
∑3

i=1 pi log pi for a probability vector (p1, p2, p3).



28 Y.HUANG AND D.KONG

Proposition 6.1. Let t ∈ (0, 1) \ {1/3}. Then for any β ∈ [0, 1]

dimH Λβ(t) = dimP Λβ(t) =
h(1−β

2 , β, 1−β
2 )

log 3
.

It is worth mentioning that the dimension of Λβ(t) is independent of t. Since the proof

for t ∈ (0, 1/9] ∪ (4/27, 1/3) is similar, we only consider t ∈ (1/9, 4/27) ∪ (1/3, 1). Then

(xi) = Φt(1/3) does not end with (−1)∞. So there exists a subsequence (nj) ⊂ N such that

xnj > −1 for all j ≥ 1. By Proposition 2.6 there exists δ > 0 such that Φt is strictly increasing

in Λ(t) ∩ (1/3 − δ, 1/3). By deleting the first finitely many terms from (nj) we may assume

that for each j ≥ 1 the equation

t = πγj (x1 . . . x
−
nj (−1)∞)

determines a unique γj ∈ (1/3 − δ, 1/3). Then by Lemma 2.5 it follows that γj ↗ 1/3 as

j →∞.

Given β ∈ [0, 1], we first prove the lower bound

dimH Λβ(t) ≥
h(1−β

2 , β, 1−β
2 )

log 3
.

For k, j ∈ N let F−k,j(t, β) consist of all λ ∈ Λ(t) ∩ (1/3− δ, 1/3) such that

Φt(λ) = x1 . . . x
−
njd1d2 . . .

satisfying

(6.1) dnk+1 . . . dnk+k 6= (−1)k ∀n ≥ 0 and freq0((di)) := freq
0
((di)) = freq0((di)) = β.

Then by Proposition 2.6 it follows that for each j ∈ N,

(6.2) F−k,j(t, β) ⊂ Λβ(t) ∩ (γj , 1/3) ∀k ≥ 1.

Note that for any sequence (ci) ∈ Φt(F−k,j(t, β)) the tail sequence cnj+1cnj+2 . . . does not

contain 2k − 1 consecutive (−1)s. Then by the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 3.5

it follows that

(6.3) dimH F−k,j(t, β) ≥ dimH πγj (Φt(F−k,j(t, β))).

So it is necessary to consider a lower bound of dimH πγj (Φt(F−k,j(t, β))).

To do this, for each k, j ∈ N we construct a measure µ̂k,j on the tree

Tk,j(t) :=
{
x1 . . . x

−
njd1d2 . . . : dnk+1 . . . dnk+k 6= (−1)k ∀n ≥ 0

}
.

Let (p−1, p0, p1) = (θk, 1− 2θk, θk) be a probability vector with θk ∈ [0, 1/2] satisfying

(6.4)
1− 2θk

1− (θk)k
= β.
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Then θk → (1−β)/2 as k →∞. For each cylinder set of the tree Tk,j(t) we set µ̂0([x1 . . . x
−
nj ]) =

1, and for n ≥ 1, we let

µ̂n([x1 . . . x
−
njd1 . . . dnk]) =

n−1∏
i=0

pdik+1
pdik+2

· · · pdik+k
1− pk−1

.

By Kolmogorov’s extension theorem (cf. [6]) there exists a unique probability measure µ̂ = µ̂k,j

on the tree Tk,j(t) satisfying µ̂([x1 . . . x
−
njd1 . . . dnk]) = µ̂n([x1 . . . x

−
njd1 . . . dnk]) for any n ≥ 0.

Lemma 6.2. µ̂(Φt(F−k,j(t, β))) = 1.

Proof. Note that Φt(F−k,j(t, β)) ⊂ Tk,j(t). By (6.1) it suffices to prove that for µ̂-a.e. (ci) ∈
Tk,j(t) we have freq0((ci)) = β. Note that c1 . . . cnj = x1 . . . x

−
nj is fixed, and the choice of each

block cnj+nk+1 . . . cnj+nk+k is independent and identical distributed for all n ≥ 0 according

to our definition of µ̂. So, by the law of large numbers it follows that for µ̂-a.e. (ci) ∈ Tk,j(t)

freq0((ci)) = lim
n→∞

# {i ∈ [1, n] : ci = 0}
n

= lim
n→∞

# {i ∈ [nj + 1, nj + nk] : ci = 0}
nk

=
∑

d1...dk 6=(−1)k

# {i ∈ [1, k] : di = 0}
k

µ̂([x1 . . . xnjd1 . . . dk])

=

k∑
`=1

`

k

(
k

`

)
2k−`

(θk)
k−`(1− 2θk)

`

1− (θk)k
,

where the last equality follows since the number of blocks d1 . . . dk ∈ {−1, 0, 1}k \
{

(−1)k
}

with precisely `(≥ 1) zeros is
(
k
`

)
2k−`. Rearranging the above summation and by (6.4) we

conclude that

freq0((ci)) =
1

1− (θk)k

k∑
`=1

(k − 1)!

(`− 1)!(k − `)!
(2θk)

k−`(1− 2θk)
` =

1− 2θk
1− (θk)k

= β,

completing the proof. �

By the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 6.2 one can verify that for µ̂-a.e. (ci) ∈
Tk,j(t) the frequencies of digits 1 and −1 in (ci) are given respectively by

(6.5) freq1((ci)) =
θk

1− (θk)k
→ 1− β

2
and freq−1((ci)) =

θk − (θk)
k

1− (θk)k
→ 1− β

2

as k →∞, where the limits follow by limk→∞ θk = (1− β)/2.
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Proof of Proposition 6.1 (a lower bound). Note by Lemma 6.2 the set πγj (Φt(F−k,j(t, β))) has

full µ := µ̂ ◦ π−1
γj measure. Then for µ-a.e. y = πγj (x1 . . . x

−
njd1d2 . . .) ∈ πγj (Φt(F−k,j(t, β)))

lim inf
r→0+

logµ(B(y, r))

log r
= lim inf

n→∞

log µ̂([x1 . . . x
−
njd1 . . . dnk])

log γ
nj+nk
j

= lim inf
n→∞

log
∏nk
i=1 pdi − log(1− pk−1)n

(nj + nk) log γj

= lim inf
n→∞

∑
s=−1,0,1Ns(nk) log ps − n log(1− pk−1)

nk log γj
,

where Ns(nk) denotes the number of digit s in the block d1 . . . dnk. Therefore, by Lemma 6.2

and (6.5) it follows that for µ-a.e. y ∈ πγj (Φt(F−k,j(t, β)))

lim inf
r→0+

logµ(B(y, r))

log r
=

θk−(θk)k

1−(θk)k
log θk + β log(1− 2θk) + θk

1−(θk)k
log θk

log γj
− log(1− (θk)

k)

k log γj

→
1−β

2 log 1−β
2 + β log β + 1−β

2 log 1−β
2

log γj
=
h(1−β

2 , β, 1−β
2 )

− log γj

as k →∞. Then by Billingsley’s Lemma (cf. [7]) it follows that

dimH πγj (Φt(F−k,j(t, β))) ≥
h(1−β

2 , β, 1−β
2 )

− log γj
∀j ≥ 1.

This, together with (6.2) and (6.3), implies

dimH(Λβ(t) ∩ (γj , 1/3)) ≥
h(1−β

2 , β, 1−β
2 )

− log γj
∀j ≥ 1.

Since γj ↗ 1/3 as j →∞, we conclude that dimH Λβ(t) ≥ h(1−β
2 , β, 1−β

2 )/log 3. �

Next we consider the upper bound.

Lemma 6.3. Let t ∈ [4/27, 1/3) ∪ (1/3, 1) and β ∈ [0, 1]. Then

dimP Λβ(t) ≤
h(1−β

2 , β, 1−β
2 )

log 3
.

Proof. By the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 4.4 it follows that for any θ ∈ (t, 1/3)

there exists C > 0, such that |πθ(Φt(λ1))− πθ(Φt(λ2))| ≥ C|λ1 − λ2| for any λ1, λ2 ∈ Λβ(t) ∩
(0, θ]. This implies that

dimP (Λβ(t) ∩ (0, θ]) ≤ dimP πθ(Φθ(Λβ(t))) ≤ dimP π1/3(Φt(Λβ(t))).

By the countable stability of packing dimension we obtain

(6.6) dimP Λβ(t) ≤ dimP π1/3(Φt(Λβ(t))).
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Define a Bernoulli measure ν̂ on the symbolic space {−1, 0, 1}N such that

ν̂([d1 . . . dn]) =
n∏
i=1

pdi ∀n ≥ 0,

where p−1 = p1 = (1−β)/2 and p0 = β. Let ν = ν̂ ◦π−1
1/3. Note that for each (di) ∈ Φt(Λβ(t))

we have freq0((di)) = β. Then for any y ∈ π1/3(Φt(Λβ(t))) with (ci) = Φt(1/3)

lim sup
r→0+

log ν(B(y, r))

log r
= lim sup

n→∞

log
∏n
i=1 pci

− log 3N+n
=

1

− log 3
lim sup
n→∞

∑n
i=1 log pci
n

=
1

− log 3
lim sup
n→∞

1

n

(
N0(n) log β + (n−N0(n)) log

1− β
2

)
=

1

− log 3

(
β log β + (1− β) log

1− β
2

)
=
h(1−β

2 , β, 1−β
2 )

log 3
,

where N0(n) denotes the number of digit zero in the block c1 . . . cn. So, by [7, Proposition

2.3] and (6.6) it follows that

dimP Λβ(t) ≤ dimP π1/3(Φt(Λβ(t))) ≤
h(1−β

2 , β, 1−β
2 )

log 3
,

completing the proof. �

Proof of Proposition 6.1 (an upper bound). By Lemma 6.3 it suffices to consider t ∈ (0, 4/27).

If t ∈ (0, 1/9], then by Lemma 4.5 and the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 6.3 it

follows that

dimP (Λβ(t) ∩ (0, λ�]) ≤
h(1−β

2 , β, 1−β
2 )

− log λ�
≤
h(1−β

2 , β, 1−β
2 )

log 3
,

dimP (Λβ(t) ∩ (λ�,
√
t)) ≤

h(1−β
2 , β, 1−β

2 )

− log
√
t

≤
h(1−β

2 , β, 1−β
2 )

log 3

dimP (Λβ(t) ∩ [
√
t, 1/3]) ≤

h(1−β
2 , β, 1−β

2 )

log 3
.

This implies dimP Λβ(t) ≤ h(1−β
2 , β, 1−β

2 )/log 3 as desired.

Similarly, if t ∈ (1/9, 4/27), then by Lemma 4.6 and the same argument as in the proof of

Lemma 6.3 we can also prove dimP Λβ(t) ≤ h(1−β
2 , β, 1−β

2 )/ log 3. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By Propositions 5.1 and 6.1 it suffices to prove that for any β ∈ [0, 1]

both Λnot(t) and Λβ(t) are dense in Λ(t). Since the proofs are similar, we only prove it for

Λβ(t). Take λ∗ ∈ Λ(t) and δ > 0. Then we can always find λ ∈ Λ(t) such that Φt(λ) has

a long common prefix with Φt(λ∗), and the tail sequence of Φt(λ) has digit zero frequency

equaling β. In other words, λ ∈ Λβ(t) ∩ (λ∗ − δ, λ∗ + δ). So, Λβ(t) is dense in Λ(t). �
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