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Abstract. In this paper, we use a class of finite state automata, called topology automaton, to study
the metric classification of a special class of post-critically finite self-similar sets. As an application,
we prove that the conformal dimension of post-critically finite self-similar dendrites and fractal
gasket with connected component is 1.

1. Introduction

Quasisymmetric mapping is introduced by Beurling and Ahlfors [4]. Let (X, dX) and (Y, dY) be
two metric spaces. A homeomorphism f : (X, dX) → (Y, dY) is said to be quasisymmetric if there
exists an increasing homeomorphism η of [0,∞) to itself such that

(1.1) dX(x, y) ≤ tdX(x, z) ⇒ dY( f (x), f (y)) ≤ η(t)dY( f (x), f (z))

for all x, y, z ∈ X; in this case we say that (X, dX) and (Y, dY) are quasisymmetrically equivalent.
The conformal dimension introduced by Pansu [22] is one of the most important quasisymmetry
invariants.

Definition 1.1. conformal dimension: Let (X, dX) be a metric space. The conformal dimension of
(X, dX), denoted by dimC(X, dX), is the infimum of the Hausdorff dimensions of all metric spaces
quasisymmetrically equivalent to (X, dX), i.e.

dimC(X, dX) = inf {dimH(Y, dY); (Y, dY) is quasisymmetrically equivalent to (X, dX)} .

Recently, many works have been devoted to the study of the conformal dimension of self-similar
sets [5, 9, 11, 19, 20, 26]. J. T. Tyson and J. M. Wu [26] proved that the conformal dimension of
the Sierpinski gasket is 1. C. J. Bishop and J. T. Tyson [5] proved that the conformal dimension
of the antenna set is 1. J. Kigami [19] showed that the conformal dimension of the Sierpinski

carpet is not greater than log( 9+
√

41
2 )

log 3 ≈ 1.858183. Y. G. Dang and S. Y. Wen [9] proved that the
conformal dimension of a class of planar self-similar dendrites is one. L. V. Kovalev [20] proved
that metric spaces of Hausdorff dimension strictly less than one have conformal dimension zero. H.
Hakobyan [11] showed that there are sets of zero length and conformal dimension 1. (A self-similar
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set is said to be an antenna set, if it is the attractor of the IFS { f1(z) = 1
2z, f2(z) = 1

2z + 1
2 , f α3 (z) =

αiz + 1
2 , f α4 (z) = −αiz + 1

2 + αi}, where 0 < α < 1
2 .)

An iterated function system (IFS) is a family of contractions { fi}
N
i=1 on a complete metric space

(X, d), and the attractor of it is the unique nonempty compact set K satisfying K =
⋃N

i=1 fi(K). The
attractor K is called a self-similar set if the contractions are all similitudes (see [16]).

We say that f : (X, dX) → (Y, dY) is a bi-Lipschitz map, if there exists constants 0 < A, B < +∞

such that
AdX(x, y) ≤ dY( f (x), f (y)) ≤ BdX(x, y), for all x, y ∈ X.

For simplicity, we always assume that all mappings in an IFS are bi-Lipschitz in this paper.

Let F = { fi}
N
i=1 be an IFS, and let K be the attractor. Denote Σ = {1, 2, · · · ,N} and Σ∗ =

⋃∞
k=1 Σk

the set of all finite words. Refer to J. Kigami [18], the critical set CF and the post-critical set PF

of F are defined as

CF =
⋃

i, j∈Σ

fi(K) ∩ f j(K) and PF =
⋃
ω∈Σ∗

f −1
ω (CF) ∩ K,

where fω1···ωk = fω1 ◦ · · · ◦ fωk . Let πK : Σ∞ → K be the coding map defined by

{πK(i1i2 · · · )} =
⋂
k≥1

fi1···ik(K).

It is following [18] that πK is continuous. For ease of notation, we use C, P and π instead of CF , PF

and πK as long as it can not cause any confusion. It is following [18] that π−1(P) =
⋃
n≥1

σn(π−1(C)),

where σ : Σ∞ → Σ∞ is defined by σ(i1i2 · · · ) = i2i3 · · · . An IFS is said to be a post-critically finite
(p.c.f.) IFS if π−1(P) is a finite set.

In this paper, we focus on a special class of p.c.f. fractals. An IFS { fi}
N
i=1 is said to satisfy

the single intersection condition (SIC) if for any i, j ∈ {1, . . . ,N} with i , j, { fi(K) ∩ f j(K)}
contains at most one point. Let F = { fi}

N
i=1 be an IFS satisfying the SIC. We say that F satisfies

the angle separation condition (ASC), if there exists constant c > 0, such that for 1-order cylinders
fi(K), f j(K), i , j and fi(K) ∩ f j(K) = {z}, it holds that d(x, y) ≥ c max{d(x, z), d(y, z)} for any
x ∈ fi(K), y ∈ f j(K).

Remark 1.2. The angle separation condition was first introduced by Zhu and Yang [27] in the
Euclidean space.

Rao and Zhu [24] using the neighborhood automaton have proved that two fractal squares which
are not totally disconnected are Lipschitz equivalent. Huang, Wen, Yang and Zhu use a class of
finite state automata to study the classification of self-similar sets in [15].

In the present paper, we use a class of finite state automata, called topology automaton, to
determine whether two p.c.f. self-similar sets that satisfy the SIC and ASC are Hölder, Lipschitz or
quasisymmetrically equivalent. Topological automaton promote the triangle automaton in Huang
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et al. [15], then we can use it to study a larger class of self-similar sets. As an application, we
prove that the conformal dimension of p.c.f self-similar dendrites and fractal gasket with connected
component is one.

1.1. Topology automaton. First, let us recall the finite state automaton.

Definition 1.3. (see [14]) A finite state automaton is a 5-tuple (Q, A, δ, q0,Q′), where Q is a finite
set of states, A is a finite input alphabet, q0 in Q is the initial state, Q′ ⊂ Q is the set of final states,
and δ is the transition function mapping Q × A to Q. That is, δ(q, a) is a state for each state q and
input symbol a.

Huang et al. defined the topology automaton for fractal gasket in [15]. Here we generalize the
definition to p.c.f fractals.

Definition 1.4. Topology automaton : Let F = { fi}
N
i=1 be a p.c.f. IFS satisfying the SIC, and let K

be the attractor. Let P be the post-critical set of F. For a pair of points u, v ∈ P (here u can equal
to v), we associate with it a state and denote it by S uv. Denote N = {S uv}u,v∈P. We define a finite
state automaton MF as following:

MF = (Q,Σ2, δ, Id, Exit),

where the state set is Q = N ∪ {Id, Exit}, the input alphabet is Σ2 = {1, . . . ,N}2, the initial state is
Id, the final state is Exit, and the transition function δ is given by:

(i) δ(Id, (i, j)) =



Id, if i = j;

S uv, if i , j, fi(K) ∩ f j(K) , ∅ and (u, v) ∈ P2 is the unique pair such that

fi(v) = f j(u);

Exit, if i , j and fi(K) ∩ f j(K) = ∅.

(ii) δ(S u1v1 , (i, j)) =


S u2v2 , if (u2, v2) ∈ P2 such that fi(v2) = v1 and f j(u2) = u1 (where (u2, v2)

is the unique pair by the SIC );

Exit, otherwise (that is v1 < fi(K) or u1 < f j(K)).

We call MF the topology automaton of F.

Remark 1.5. If two IFS satisfying the SIC sharing a same topology automaton, then their attrac-
tors are homeomorphic. We can obtain better results under more assumptions.

Theorem 1.1. Let F = { fi}
N
i=1,G = {gi}

N
i=1 be the p.c.f. IFS on the complete metric space (X, d1), (Y, d2)

respectively. Let K,K′ be the attractors of F,G respectively. Suppose

(i) both F and G satisfy the SIC and the ASC;

(ii) F and G have the same topology automaton.

Then (K, d1) and (K′, d2) are Hölder equivalent.
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Remark 1.6. M. Samuel, A. Tetenov and D. Vaulin [23] introduced a class of IFS, which is called
polygonal tree system, and studied when their attractors are Hölder equivalent. Their result is a
special case of the Theorem 1.1.

Let F = { fi}
N
i=1 be a p.c.f. IFS, and let K be the attractor. Denote

∂ΣK = {x|1; x ∈ π−1
K (PF)}.

Theorem 1.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, suppose { fi}
N
i=1 and {gi}

N
i=1 are contractive

similitudes. For self-similar IFS F and G, we denote ri, r′i as the contraction ratio of fi, gi respec-
tively.

(i) If ri = r′i for any i ∈ {1, . . . ,N}, then (K, d1) and (K′, d2) are Lipschitz equivalent.

(ii) If there exist s > 0 such that r′i = (ri)s for any i ∈ ∂ΣK , then (K, d1) and (K′, d2) are
quasisymmetrically equivalent.

Remark 1.7. Let K,K′ be fractal triangles (see Definition 1.9). If they have the same topology
automaton and are of uniform contraction ratio r, then K and K′ are Lipschitz equivalent, which is
part of the result of Huang, Wen, Yang and Zhu [15].

1.2. Conformal dimension of a class of self-similar dendrites. A continuum means a compact
connected space. A dendrite means a locally connected continuum containing no simple closed
curve.

For the theory related to dendrite, one can refer to the paper [6] of J. Charatonik and W. Chara-
tonik. For studies of self-similar dendrites, see [2, 7, 9, 12, 17, 23]. M. Samuel, A. Tetenov and D.
Vaulin [23] used the polygonal tree systems to construct self-similar dendrites and discussed their
classification. Y. G. Dang and S. Y. Wen [9] proved that the conformal dimension of a class of
planar self-similar dendrites is one. Jun Kigami [17] applied the methods of harmonic calculus on
fractals to dendrites. D. A. Croydon [7] constructed a collection of random self-similar dendrites
and calculated its Hausdorff dimension. We prove the following result.

Theorem 1.3. Let F = { fi}
N
i=1 be a self-similar p.c.f. IFS with dendrite attractor K. If F satisfies

the ASC, then dimC K = 1.

Example 1.8. Y. G. Dang and S. Y. Wen [9] consider the follow IFS. Let 0 < α < 1/2 and let

f α1 (z) =
z
2
, f α2 (z) =

1
2
− αiz, f α3 (z) =

z + 1
2

, f α4 (z) =
1
2

+ αiz.

Let Kα be the attractor of F = { f αi }
4
i=1 on R2. Clearly, Kα is a self-similar dendrite and F satisfies

the ASC. Then dimC Kα = 1 for any 0 < α < 1/2 by Theorem 1.3, which is the result of [9].

1.3. Conformal dimension of the fractal gasket. Let 4 ⊂ R2 be the regular triangle with vertexes
a1 = (0, 0), a2 = (1, 0), a3 = (1/2,

√
3/2).
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a1 a3

a2

a4

Figure 1. The first iteration of Kα

Definition 1.9. (see [15]) Let {r1, . . . , rN} ∈ (0, 1)N and {d1, . . . , dN} ⊂ R
2. Let K be a self-similar

set generated by the IFS F = { fi}
N
i=1, where fi(z) = ri(z + di). We call K a fractal gasket if

(i)
⋃N

i=1 fi(4) ⊂ 4;

(ii) for any i , j, fi(4) and f j(4) can only intersect at their vertices.

We call the F a fractal gasket IFS.

Theorem 1.4. Let K be a fractal gasket. If K is totally disconnected, then dimC K = 0. If K have
a connected component, then dimC K = 1.

In fact, we conjecture that the conformal dimension of all p.c.f self-similar sets with connected
component satisfying the SIC and ASC is 1, but we have not proved it yet.

Example 1.10. Let

f1(z) =
z
2
, f2(z) =

z + 1
2

, f3(z) =
z + 1

2 +
√

3
2 i

2
.

Let K be the attractor of F = { fi}
3
i=1 on R2. We also say that K is a Sierpinski gasket. J. T. Tyson

and J. M. Wu [26] considered the conformal dimension of the Sierpinski gasket as follows.

Fix a positive integer m ∈ N∗. Let Fm be the m-level vertex iteration of F (see section 5 for the
definition), i.e.

Fm = { f (m+1)
i ; i = 1, 2, 3} ∪

3⋃
i=1

m⋃
`=1

{ f `i ◦ fk; k = 1, 2, 3 and k , i}.

Clearly, the attractor of the IFS Fm is still the Sierpinski gasket K. Figure 2 shows the images of
4 under the mappings in F1 and F2. Next, they define a deformation of Fm, denoted by Gm. Gm

replace the geometrically decreasing sequence of triangles f `i ◦ fk(4) with a row of equally sized
triangles. G1 and G2 are shown in Figure 3. Let Km be the attractor of Gm. Finally they proved Km

and K are quasisymmetrically equivalent, and the Hausdorff dimension of Km tends to 1 when m
tends to∞.
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Figure 2. The images of 4 under the mappings in F1 and F2

Figure 3. The images of 4 under the mappings in G1 and G2

In this paper, we construct a new metric D on K such that (K, d) and (K,D) are quasisymmet-
rically equivalent, where d is the Euclidean metric on R2. Let G0 be the complete graph with the
vertex set {a1, a2, a3}. Let τ0 : G0 → [0,∞) be a weight function satisfying the following condi-
tions: if e = aia j with i , j, τ0(e) = 1; if e = aiai, τ0(e) = 0. Then (G0, τ0) is a weighted graph. We
define D0(x, y) by the minimum of the weights of all paths joining x, y in G0. Then D0 is a metric
on {a1, a2, a3}.

Fix a positive integer m ∈ N∗. Let Fm be the m-level vertex iteration of F. For n ≥ 1, let Gn be
the union of affine images of G0 under Fn

m, that is,

Gn =
⋃
g∈Fn

m

g(G0).

Let R(g) = 1
(2m+2)n . Let e be an edge in Gn, then e can be written as e = g(h), where g ∈ Fn

m and
h ∈ G0. We define the weight of the edge e in Gn, denoted by τn(e), to be R(g)τ0(h). Then (Gn, τn)
is a weighted graph. We define Dn(x, y) by the minimum of the weights of all paths joining x, y in
Gn. Then Dn is a metric on ∪g∈Fn

mg({a1, a2, a3}) and satisfies compatibility.

For any x, y ∈ K. Let {xn}n≥1, {yn}n≥1 be two sequences of points such that xn → x, yn → y as
n→ ∞, where xn, yn ∈ ∪g∈Fn

mg({a1, a2, a3}). We define

D(x, y) = lim
n→∞

Dn(xn, yn).

For any g ∈ Fm, g : (K,D)→ (K,D) is a similitude with contraction ratio R(g) = 1
2m+2 . Then (K, d)

and (K,D) are quasisymmetrically equivalent by Theorem 1.2. So the conformal dimension of K
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is no more than the similarity dimension of Fm with respect to the metric D. Since dimS (Fm,D) =
log(6m+3)
log(2m+2) → 1 as m→ ∞. Thus dimC K = 1.

2. The Proof of the Theorem 1.1 and the Theorem 1.2

For the remainder of this section, F = { fi}
N
i=1 will be a p.c.f. IFS that satisfies the SIC and the

ASC with attractor K, and MF is the topology automaton of F.

For x ∈ K, we call the lowest coding of x is the smallest member with respect to lexicographical
order in π−1

K ({x}). We set

ΣK = { lowest codings of points in K},

then π̃K := πK |ΣK : ΣK → K is a bijection.

By inputting symbol string (x, y) ∈ Σ∞ × Σ∞ to MF , we obtain a sequence of states starting from
Id and call it the itinerary of (x, y), i.e.

Id

( x1

y1

)
−−−−−−→ state 1

( x2

y2

)
−−−−−−→ state 2→ · · · .

If we arrive at the state Exit, then we stop there and the itinerary is finite, otherwise, it is infinite.
Following [15], for x, y ∈ ΣK , we define TF(x, y), the surviving time of (x, y), to be the number
of the input pairs when arriving at Exit. In particular, if the itinerary is infinite, then we define
TF(x, y) = ∞.

For I ∈ Σ∗, we denote by |I| the length of I, and use I ∧ J to denote the maximal common prefix
of I and J.

Lemma 2.1. Let x = (xk)∞k=1, y = (yk)∞k=1 ∈ ΣK with x , y. If TF(x, y) = n, then n is the smallest
number such that fx1...xn(K) ∩ fy1...yn(K) = ∅.

Proof. Denote m = |x ∧ y|. Clearly n > m.

If n = m + 1, then fx1...xn(K) ∩ fy1...yn(K) = ∅ by the definition of surviving time. The Lemma
holds. Suppose m + 1 < n < ∞. The itinerary of (x, y) are

(2.1) Id

( x1

y1

)
−−−−−−→ Id → · · ·

( xm

ym

)
−−−−−−→ Id

( xm+1

ym+1

)
−−−−−−−−→ S u1v1 → · · ·

( xn−1

yn−1

)
−−−−−−−→ S un−m−1vn−m−1

( xn

yn

)
−−−−−−→ Exit.

First we show that fx1...xn−1(K) ∩ fy1...yn−1(K) , ∅ and fx1...xn−1(vn−m−1) = fy1...yn−1(un−m−1) is the
intersection point. By (2.1), we have (u1, v1) ∈ P2 (P is the post-critical set) and fxm+1(v1) =

fym+1(u1), both sides of the role of the common prefix mapping, we have fx1...xm+1(v1) = fy1...ym+1(u1).
By the SIC, fx1...xm+1(K) ∩ fy1...ym+1(K) , ∅ and fx1...xm+1(v1) = fy1...ym+1(u1) is the intersection point.
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Moreover, ({uk}
n−m−1
k=2 , {vk}

n−m−1
k=2 ) ⊂ P2 and fxm+k(vk) = vk−1, fym+k(uk) = uk−1 for 2 ≤ k ≤ n − m − 1.

For each k, we replace in turn the equation fxm+1(v1) = fym+1(u1), and both sides of the role of the
common prefix mapping, then we have

fx1...xn−1(vn−m−1) = fy1...yn−1(un−m−1).

Since un−m−1 < fyn(K) or vn−m−1 < fxn(K), we have fx1...xn(K) ∩ fy1...yn(K) = ∅. �

Let X = (X, d) be a metric space. For A, B ⊂ X, we define the distance between A and B by

dist(A, B) = inf{d(x, y) : x ∈ A, y ∈ B},

and define the diameter of set A by diam(A) = sup{d(x, y) : x, y ∈ A}.

Set ξ1 to be the minimum distance of all 1-order non-intersecting cylinders, i.e.

(2.2) ξ1 = min
{
dist

(
fi(K), f j(K)

)
; i, j ∈ Σ and fi(K) ∩ f j(K) = ∅

}
.

Set ξ2 to be the minimum distance between a 1-order cylinder and a post-critical point that does
not intersect with it, i.e.

(2.3) ξ2 = min {dist ( fi(K), a) ; i ∈ Σ, a ∈ P and a < fi(K)} .

Clearly ξ1, ξ2 > 0.

For the family of bi-Lipschitz mappings F = { fi}
N
i=1, we denote Ai(Bi) by the left (right) Lipschitz

constant of fi, and denote A∗ = min
1≤i≤N
{Ai}, B∗ = max

1≤i≤N
{Bi}.

Lemma 2.2. Let x = (xk)∞k=1, y = (yk)∞k=1 ∈ ΣK with x , y. If TF(x, y) = n, then there exists
constants c1, c2 > 0 such that

(2.4) c1(A∗)n ≤ d (π(x), π(y)) ≤ c2(B∗)n.

Proof. Denote m = |x ∧ y|, and I = x|m. Denote x = π(x), y = π(y).

On the one hand, since TF(x, y) = n, we have fx1···xn−1(K) ∩ fy1···yn−1(K) , ∅ by Lemma 2.1, then

d(x, y) ≤ diam( fx1···xn−1(K)) + diam( fy1···yn−1(K)) ≤
2diam(K)

B∗
(B∗)n.

On the other hand, if n = m + 1, then fIxm+1(K) ∩ fIym+1(K) = ∅, thus

d(x, y) ≥ dist
(

fIxm+1(K), fIym+1(K)
)
≥ ξ1(A∗)m > ξ1(A∗)n.

If n > m + 1, then fIxm+1(K) ∩ fIym+1(K) , ∅. By the SIC, they intersect a single point, denoted
by z. Denote x′ = f −1

I (x), y′ = f −1
I (y) and z′ = f −1

I (z). Then x′ ∈ fxm+1(K), y′ ∈ fym+1(K) and
fxm+1(K) ∩ fym+1(K) = z′. By the ASC, there is a constant c > 0 such that

(2.5) d(x′, y′) ≥ c max {d(x′, z′), d(y′, z′)} .
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By the Lemma 2.1, we have fxm+1···xn−1(K) ∩ fym+1···yn−1(K) = z′ and fxm+1···xn(K) ∩ fym+1···yn(K) = ∅,
so either z′ < fxm+1···xn(K) or z′ < fym+1···yn(K). Without loss of generality, we assume that z′ <
fxm+1···xn(K). Then

d(x′, z′) ≥ ξ2(A∗)n−m−1.

By (2.5), we have

d(x, y) = d( fI(x′), fI(y′)) ≥ (A∗)md(x′, y′) ≥
cξ2

A∗
(A∗)n.

Set c1 = min
{
ξ1,

cξ2
A∗

}
, c2 =

2diam(K)
B∗ , we obtain the lemma. �

The proof of the Theorem 1.1. We show that π̃K′◦π̃
−1
K is the bi-Hölder map from (K, d1) to (K′, d2).

Pick x, y ∈ K with x , y. Denote n = TG( π̃−1
K (x), π̃−1

K (y)). Let c1, c2, A∗ and B∗ are the constants
in the Lemma 2.2 with respect to the IFS G. By (2.4), we have

(2.6) c1(A∗)n ≤ d2

(
π̃K′ ◦ π̃

−1
K (x), π̃K′ ◦ π̃

−1
K (y)

)
≤ c2(B∗)n,

Since the two topology automatons are the same, we have TF (̃π−1
K (x), π̃−1

K (y)) = TG (̃π−1
K (x), π̃−1

K (y)) =

n. Combining (2.6) and (2.4), we have

(2.7) C−1d1(x, y)1/s ≤ d2

(
π̃K′ ◦ π̃

−1
K (x), π̃K′ ◦ π̃

−1
K (y)

)
≤ Cd1(x, y)s,

where C, s are positive constants. �

Definition 2.3. Let x = (xl)∞l=1, y = (yl)∞l=1 ∈ ΣK with x , y. Denote k = |x ∧ y|, I = x|k. We define
the separation prefix of (x, y), denoted by S F(x, y), as follows:

(i) If fIxk+1(K) ∩ fIyk+1(K) = ∅, then we set S F(x, y) = (x|k+1, y|k+1).

(ii) If fIxk+1(K)∩ fIyk+1(K) = {a} and a < {π(x), π(y)}, then we set S F(x, y) = (x|m, y|n), where m, n
are the smallest integers such that a < fx1···xm(K) and a < fy1···yn(K) respectively.

(iii) If fIxk+1(K) ∩ fIyk+1(K) = {a} and a = π(x), then we set S F(x, y) = (x, y|n), where n is the
smallest integer such that a < fy1···yn(K). (If fIxk+1(K) ∩ fIyk+1(K) = {a} and a = π(y), then we set
S F(x, y) = (x|m, y), where m is the smallest integer such that a < fx1···xm(K).)

Let F = { fi}
N
i=1 be a family of contractive similitudes, and let ri be the contraction ratios of fi.

For ω = ω1 · · ·ωk ∈ Σ∗, we define rω = Πk
n=1rωn , and for ω = (ωk)∞k=1 ∈ Σ∞, define rω = 0. Take

x, y ∈ ΣK , we define a metric-like function ρK on ΣK × ΣK as

ρK(x, y) = max{rµ, rν},

where (µ, ν) = S F(x, y). In particular, we define ρK(x, y) = 0 when x = y.

We denote r∗ = max1≤i≤N{ri}, r∗ = min1≤i≤N{ri}.

Lemma 2.4. If all fi are contractive similitudes, then there is a constant c3 > 0 such that

(2.8) c−1
3 ρK(x, y) ≤ d(π(x), π(y)) ≤ c3ρK(x, y), for any x, y ∈ ΣK .
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Proof. Pick x = (xk)∞k=1, y = (yk)∞k=1 ∈ ΣK . Denote x = π(x), y = π(y), k = |x∧y|, I = x|k. According
to the definition of the separation prefix of (x, y), we divide the proof into 3 cases.

Case 1: fIxk+1(K) ∩ fIyk+1(K) = ∅.

In this case, we have S F(x, y) = (x|k+1, y|k+1), so ρK(x, y) = rI max{rxk+1 , ryk+1}.

Since x, y ∈ fI(K), so we have

(2.9) d(x, y) ≤ diam( fI(K)) ≤ diam(K)rI
max{rxk+1 , ryk+1}

r∗
=

diam(K)
r∗

ρK(x, y);

and fIxk+1(K) ∩ fIyk+1(K) = ∅ implies that

(2.10) d(x, y) ≥ dist
(

fIxk+1(K), fIyk+1(K)
)
≥ rIξ1 ≥ rIξ1 max{rxk+1 , ryk+1} = ξ1ρK(x, y),

where ξ1 is defined as (2.2).

Case 2: fIxk+1(K) ∩ fIyk+1(K) = {a} and a < {x, y}.

In this case, we have S F(x, y) = (x|m, y|n), where m, n are the smallest integer such that a <
fx1···xm(K) and a < fy1···yn(K) respectively. Then ρK(x, y) = max{rx1···xm , ry1···yn}.

On one hand, we have fx1···xm−1(K) ∩ fy1···yn−1(K) = {a} by the SIC, then

d(x, y) ≤ diam( fx1···xm−1(K)) + diam( fy1···yn−1(K))

≤ 2diam(K)
max{rx1···xm , ry1···yn}

r∗
=

2diam(K)
r∗

ρK(x, y).(2.11)

On the other hand, by the ASC, there is a constant c > 0 such that

d(x, y) ≥ c max {d(x, a), d(y, a)} .

Since a < fx1···xm(K) and a < fy1···yn(K), we have d(x, a) ≥ ξ2rx1···xm−1 and d(y, a) ≥ ξ2ry1···yn−1 . Hence

(2.12) d(x, y) ≥ cξ2 max{rx1···xm−1 , ry1···yn−1} ≥
cξ2

r∗
ρK(x, y),

where ξ2 is defined as (2.3).

Case 3: fIxk+1(K) ∩ fIyk+1(K) = {a} and a ∈ {x, y}.

We only prove the case a = x (the case of a = y is similar).

In this case, we have S F(x, y) = (x, y|n), where n is the smallest integer such that a < fy1···yn(K),
and ρK(x, y) = ry1···yn . Since x ∈ fy1···yn−1(K), so

(2.13) d(x, y) ≤ diam( fy1···yn−1(K)) ≤
diam(K)

r∗
ρK(x, y).

Since a < fy1···yn(K), we have

(2.14) d(x, y) = d(a, y) ≥ ξ2ry1···yn−1 ≥
ξ2

r∗
ρK(x, y),

where ξ2 is defined as (2.3).
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Summing up with (2.9)-(2.14), set c3 = max
{

2diam(K)
r∗

, 1
ξ1
, r∗

cξ2
, r∗
ξ2

}
, the Lemma holds. �

Lemma 2.5. Let x = (xk)∞k=1, y = (yk)∞k=1 ∈ ΣK with x , y. Denote ` = |x ∧ y|, I = x|`. Suppose the
separation prefix of (x, y) is type (ii) in Definition 2.3. Denote {a} = fIx`+1(K)∩ fIy`+1(K) and denote
m, n the smallest integer such that a < fx1···xm(K), a < fy1···yn(K) respectively. Then

{xk}
m−1
k=`+2, {yk}

n−1
k=`+2 ⊂ ∂ΣK .

Proof. Recall that ∂ΣK = {x|1; x ∈ π−1
K (PF)}. By the assumption fIx`+1(K) ∩ fIy`+1(K) = {a}, we

know that f −1
I (a) is a critical point. Since m, n are the smallest integers such that a < fx1···xm(K),

a < fy1···yn(K) respectively, then words x`+1x`+2 · · · xm−1 and y`+1y`+2 · · · yn−1 are the prefixes of two
coding of f −1

I (a) in π−1
K , respectively. Since π−1

K (PF) =
⋃
n≥1

σn(π−1
K (CF)), then the Lemma holds. �

Corollary 2.6. Suppose the separation prefix of (x, y) is type (iii) in Definition 2.3. Denote {a} =

fIx`+1(K) ∩ fIy`+1(K) and denote n the smallest integer such that a < fy1···yn(K) respectively. Then

{xk}k≥`+2, {yk}
n−1
k=`+2 ⊂ ∂ΣK .

We denote r′∗ = max1≤i≤N{r′i }, r′∗ = min1≤i≤N{r′i }.

The proof of the Theorem 1.2. First we prove the first assertion. Since F and G have the same
automaton and the corresponding contraction ratios are the same, so ρK = ρK′ . By the Lemma 2.4,
we have π̃K′ ◦ π̃

−1
K is the bi-Lipschitz map from (K, d1) to (K′, d2).

Now, we prove the second assertion. We are going to show that π̃K′ ◦ π̃
−1
K is the quasisymmetric

from (K, d1) to (K′, d2).

Pick x = (xk)∞k=1, y = (yk)∞k=1, z = (zk)∞k=1 ∈ ΣK , t ∈ [0,∞). We assume that x, y, z are distinct.
According to the Lemma 2.4, to prove that π̃K′ ◦ π̃

−1
K is a quasisymmetric we only need to prove

that if ρK(x, y) ≤ tρK(x, z), then there exists a homeomorphism η of [0,∞) to itself such that

(2.15) ρK′(x, y) ≤ η(t)ρK′(x, z).

Next, we show that

η(t) = max

 t
r′∗r∗

,
t(r′∗)

(log t−log r∗)/ log r∗

r∗
,

ts(r′∗)
(log t−log r∗)/ log r∗

(r′∗)2(r∗)s ,
ts

(r′∗)3(r∗)2s ,
ts(r′∗)

log t
log r∗

(r′∗)3(r∗)2s


is the desired homeomorphism. Each term in the curly brackets of the above equation is of type
atb, where a, b are positive constants, so η(t) is a homeomorphism. Denote ` = |x ∧ y ∧ z|, and
I = x|`.

According to the positions of fIx`+1(K), fIy`+1(K) and fIz`+1(K), up to a permutation of {x, y, z},
we divide the proof into 2 cases, which contains 5 subcases. Notice that the inequality (2.15)
contains only ρK′(x, y) and ρK′(x, z), so we do not consider the position relationship for fIy`+1(K)
and fIz`+1(K).
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Case 1: fIx`+1(K) ∩ fIy`+1(K) = ∅.

Then S F(x, y) = S G(x, y) = (x|`+1, y|`+1) by the same topology automaton.

Case 1.1: fIx`+1(K) ∩ fIz`+1(K) = ∅. See Figure 4.

x

y z

fIx`+1 (K)

fIy`+1 (K) fIz`+1 (K)

Figure 4. Case 1.1

In this case, S F(x, z) = S G(x, z) = (x|`+1, z|`+1). According to the definitions of ρK and ρK′ , we
have

(2.16)
ρK′(x, y)
ρK′(x, z)

=
r′I max{r′x`+1

, r′y`+1
}

r′I max{r′x`+1
, r′z`+1

}
≤

1
r′∗
,

and

(2.17)
ρK(x, y)
ρK(x, z)

=
rI max{rx`+1 , ry`+1}

rI max{rx`+1 , rz`+1}
≥ r∗.

Since ρK(x, y) ≤ tρK(x, z), then 1 ≤ t
r∗

by (2.17). Combining (2.16), we have

(2.18) ρK′(x, y) ≤
t

r′∗r∗
ρK′(x, z).

Case 1.2: fIx`+1(K) ∩ fIz`+1(K) = {a}. See Figure 5.

x

y

z

a
fIx`+1 (K)

fIy`+1 (K)

fIz`+1 (K)

Figure 5. Case 1.2
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Suppose the separation prefix of (x, z) is of type (ii) in Definition 2.3, i.e. a < {πK(x), πK(z)}.
Denote by m, n the smallest integer such that a < fx1···xm(K), a < fz1···zn(K) respectively, then
S F(x, z) = S G(x, z) = (x|m, z|n). Hence

(2.19)
ρK′(x, y)
ρK′(x, z)

=
r′I max{r′x`+1

, r′y`+1
}

r′I max{r′x`+1···xm
, r′z`+1···zn

}
≤

1
(r′∗)2 ·

1
max{r′x`+2···xm−1

, r′z`+2···zn−1
}
,

and

(2.20)
ρK(x, y)
ρK(x, z)

=
rI max{rx`+1 , ry`+1}

rI max{rx`+1···xm , rz`+1···zn}
≥

r∗
max{rx`+2···xm−1 , rz`+2···zn−1}

.

By the Lemma 2.5, we have {xk}
m−1
k=`+2, {zk}

n−1
k=`+2 ⊂ ∂ΣK . Since ρK(x, y) ≤ tρK(x, z) and r′i = (ri)s

when i ∈ ∂ΣK , we have

(2.21)
1

max{r′x`+2···xm−1
, r′z`+2···zn−1

}
≤

(
t
r∗

)s

.

Putting (2.21) into (2.19), we have

(2.22) ρK′(x, y) ≤
ts

(r′∗)2(r∗)sρK′(x, z).

Suppose the separation prefix of (x, z) is of type (iii) in Definition 2.3, i.e. a ∈ {πK(x), πK(z)}.
Without loss of generality, we assume that a = πK(x). Denote by n the smallest integer such
that a < fz1···zn(K), then S F(x, z) = S G(x, z) = (x, z|n). Hence ρK(x, z) = rI max{0, rz`+1···zn} and
ρK′(x, z) = r′I max{0, r′z`+1···zn

}. Notice that in the above discussion, if we replace r′x`+1···xm
, r′x`+2···xm−1

in (2.19) with 0 and rx`+1···xm , rx`+2···xm−1 in (2.20) with 0, (2.22) still holds according to the Corollary
2.6.

Case 1.3: fIx`+1(K) = fIz`+1(K). See Figure 6.

x

y

z
fIx`+1 (K) = fIz`+1 (K)

fIy`+1 (K)

Figure 6. Case 1.3

Denote p = |x ∧ z|. Clearly p > `.

Suppose the separation prefix of (x, z) is of type (i) in Definition 2.3, i.e. fx1···xp+1(K)∩ fz1···zp+1(K) =

∅. Then we have S F(x, z) = S G(x, z) = (x|p+1, z|p+1), so ρK(x, z) = rIrx`+1···xp max{rxp+1 , rzp+1} and
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ρK′(x, z) = r′Ir
′
x`+1···xp

max{r′xp+1
, r′zp+1

}. Hence

(2.23)
ρK′(x, y)
ρK′(x, z)

=
r′I max{r′x`+1

, r′y`+1
}

r′Ir
′
x`+1···xp

max{r′xp+1
, r′zp+1

}
≤

1
r′∗r′x`+1···xp

≤
1

(r′∗)p−`+1 .

Next, we estimate p − ` + 1 = |x ∧ z| − |x ∧ y| + 1. Since ρK(x, y) ≤ tρK(x, z), we have

(2.24) rI max{rx`+1 , ry`+1} ≤ trIrx`+1···xp max{rxp+1 , rzp+1},

which implies that r∗ ≤ t(r∗)p−`+1, hence

(2.25) p − ` + 1 ≤
log r∗ − log t

log r∗
.

Moreover, by (2.24) we have t ≥ r∗. Putting (2.25) into (2.23), we have

(2.26) ρK′(x, y) ≤ (r′∗)
(log t−log r∗)/ log r∗ρK′(x, z) ≤

t(r′∗)
(log t−log r∗)/ log r∗

r∗
ρK′(x, z).

Suppose the separation prefix of (x, z) is of type (ii) in Definition 2.3, i.e. fx1···xp+1(K) ∩
fz1···zp+1(K) = {a} and a < {πK(x), πK(z)}. Denote by m, n the smallest integer such that a < fx1···xm(K),
a < fz1···zn(K) respectively, then S F(x, z) = S G(x, z) = (x|m, z|n). Hence

(2.27)
ρK′(x, y)
ρK′(x, z)

=
r′I max{r′x`+1

, r′y`+1
}

r′Ir
′
x`+1···xp

max{r′xp+1···xm
, r′zp+1···zn

}
≤

1
(r′∗)p−`+2 ·

1
max{r′xp+2···xm−1

, r′zp+2···zn−1
}
,

and

(2.28)
ρK(x, y)
ρK(x, z)

=
rI max{rx`+1 , ry`+1}

rIrx`+1···xp max{rxp+1···xm , rzp+1···zn}
≥

r∗
max{rxp+2···xm−1 , rzp+2···zn−1}

.

By the Lemma 2.5, we have {xk}
m−1
k=p+2, {zk}

n−1
k=p+2 ⊂ ∂ΣK . Since ρK(x, y) ≤ tρK(x, z), we have

(2.29)
1

max{r′xp+2···xm−1
, r′zp+2···zn−1

}
≤

(
t
r∗

)s

.

Next, we estimate p − `. Since ρK(x, y) ≤ tρK(x, z), we have

(2.30) rI max{rx`+1 , ry`+1} ≤ trIrx`+1···xp max{rxp+1···xm , rzp+1···zn},

which implies that r∗ ≤ t(r∗)p−`, hence

(2.31) p − ` ≤
log r∗ − log t

log r∗
.

Putting (2.31) and (2.29) into (2.27), we have

(2.32) ρK′(x, y) ≤
ts(r′∗)

(log t−log r∗)/ log r∗

(r′∗)2(r∗)s ρK′(x, z).

Suppose the separation prefix of (x, z) is of type (iii) in Definition 2.3, i.e. fx1···xp+1(K) ∩
fz1···zp+1(K) = {a} and a ∈ {πK(x), πK(z)}. Without loss of generality, we assume that a = πK(x).
Denote by n the smallest integer such that a < fz1···zn(K), then S F(x, z) = S G(x, z) = (x, z|n). Hence
ρK(x, z) = rIrx`+1···xp max{0, rzp+1···zn} and ρK′(x, z) = r′Ir

′
x`+1···xp

max{0, r′zp+1···zn
}. Notice that in the
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above discussion, if we replace r′xp+1···xm
, r′xp+2···xm−1

in (2.27) with 0 and rxp+1···xm , rxp+2···xm−1 in (2.28),
(2.30) with 0, (2.32) still holds according to the Corollary 2.6.

Case 2: fIx`+1(K) ∩ fIy`+1(K) = {b}.

Case 2.1: fIx`+1(K) ∩ fIz`+1(K) = {a} (here a can be equal to b). See Figure 7.

x

y z
ab

fIx`+1 (K)

fIy`+1 (K) fIz`+1 (K) fIz`+1 (K)

z

x y
fIx`+1 (K) fIy`+1 (K)

Figure 7. Case 2.1

Suppose the separation prefixes of both (x, z) and (x, y) are of type (ii) in Definition 2.3, i.e. a <
{πK(x), πK(z)} and b < {πK(x), πK(y)}. Denote by m, n the smallest integer such that a < fx1···xm(K),
a < fz1···zn(K) respectively, and denote by m′, n′ the smallest integer such that b < fx1···xm′ (K), b <
fy1···yn′ (K) respectively. Then S F(x, z) = S G(x, z) = (x|m, z|n) and S F(x, y) = S G(x, y) = (x|m′ , y|n′).
Hence

(2.33)
ρK′(x, y)
ρK′(x, z)

=
r′I max{r′x`+1···xm′

, r′y`+1···yn′
}

r′I max{r′x`+1···xm
, r′z`+1···zn

}
≤

1
(r′∗)2 ·

max{r′x`+2···xm′−1
, r′y`+2···yn′−1

}

max{r′x`+2···xm−1
, r′z`+2···zn−1

}
,

and

(2.34)
ρK(x, y)
ρK(x, z)

=
rI max{rx`+1···xm′ , ry`+1···yn′ }

rI max{rx`+1···xm , rz`+1···zn}
≥ (r∗)2 max{rx`+2···xm′−1 , ry`+2···yn′−1}

max{rx`+2···xm−1 , rz`+2···zn−1}
.

By the Lemma 2.5, we have {xk}
m−1
k=`+2, {zk}

n−1
k=`+2, {xk}

m′−1
k=`+2, {yk}

n′−1
k=`+2 ⊂ ∂ΣK . Since ρK(x, y) ≤ tρK(x, z),

we have

(2.35)
max{r′x`+2···xm′−1

, r′y`+2···yn′−1
}

max{r′x`+2···xm−1
, r′z`+2···zn−1

}
≤

(
t

(r∗)2

)s

.

Putting (2.35) into (2.33), we have

(2.36) ρK′(x, y) ≤
ts

(r′∗)2(r∗)2sρK′(x, z).

Suppose that at least one of the separation prefix of (x, z) and (x, y) is of type (iii) in Definition
2.3. Since x, y, z are distinct, without loss of generality, the situations that may occur are (1) a =

πK(z) and b < {πK(x), πK(y)}; (2) b = πK(y) and a < {πK(x), πK(z)}; (3) a = πK(z) and b = πK(y).
We show that the situation (3), situations (1) and (2) are similar. Denote by m, m′ the smallest
integer such that a < fx1···xm(K), b < fx1···xm′ (K) respectively, then S F(x, y) = S G(x, y) = (x|m′ , y) and
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S F(x, z) = S G(x, z) = (x|m, z). Notice that in the above discussion, if we replace r′y`+1···yn′
, r′y`+2···yn′−1

,
r′z`+1···zn

, r′z`+2···zn−1
in (2.33) with 0 and ry`+1···yn′ , ry`+2···yn′−1 , rz`+1···zn , rz`+2···zn−1 in (2.34) with 0, (2.36) still

holds according to the Corollary 2.6.

Case 2.2: fIx`+1(K) = fIz`+1(K). See Figure 8.

x

b

y

z
fIx`+1 (K) = fIz`+1 (K)

fIy`+1 (K)

Figure 8. Case 2.2

Denote p = |x ∧ z|. Clearly p > `.

Suppose the separation prefix of (x, y) is of type (ii) and the separation prefix of (x, z) is of type
(i) in Definition 2.3, i.e. b < {πK(x), πK(y)} and fx1···xp+1(K) ∩ fz1···zp+1(K) = ∅. Denote by m′, n′ the
smallest integer such that b < fx1···xm′ (K), b < fy1···yn′ (K) respectively. Then S F(x, y) = S G(x, y) =

(x|m′ , y|n′) and S F(x, z) = S G(x, z) = (x|p+1, z|p+1). Hence

(2.37)
ρK′(x, y)
ρK′(x, z)

=
r′I max{r′x`+1···xm′

, r′y`+1···yn′
}

r′Ir
′
x`+1···xp

max{r′xp+1
, r′zp+1

}
≤

1
(r′∗)2 ·

max{r′x`+2···xm′−1
, r′y`+2···yn′−1

}

r′x`+2···xp

,

and

(2.38)
ρK(x, y)
ρK(x, z)

=
rI max{rx`+1···xm′ , ry`+1···yn′ }

rIrx`+1···xp max{rxp+1 , rzp+1}
≥ (r∗)2 max{rx`+2···xm′−1 , ry`+2···yn′−1}

rx`+2···xp

.

By the Lemma 2.5, we have {xk}
m′−1
k=`+2, {yk}

n′−1
k=`+2 ⊂ ∂ΣK . If p < m′, then {xk}

p
k=`+2 ⊂ ∂ΣK . Since

ρK(x, y) ≤ tρK(x, z), we have

(2.39)
max{r′x`+2···xm′−1

, r′y`+2···yn′−1
}

r′x`+2···xp

≤

(
t

(r∗)2

)s

.

Putting (2.39) into (2.37), we have

(2.40) ρK′(x, y) ≤
ts

(r′∗)2(r∗)2sρK′(x, z).

If p ≥ m′, then

(2.41)
ρK′(x, y)
ρK′(x, z)

≤
1

(r′∗)2 ·
1

(r′∗)p−m′+1 ·
max{r′x`+2···xm′−1

, r′y`+2···yn′−1
}

r′x`+2···xm′−1

,
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and

(2.42)
max{r′x`+2···xm′−1

, r′y`+2···yn′−1
}

r′x`+2···xm′−1

≤

(
t

(r∗)2

)s

.

Next, we estimate p − m′ + 1. Since ρK(x, y) ≤ tρK(x, z), we have

(2.43) rI max{rx`+1···xm′ , ry`+1···yn′ } ≤ trIrx`+1···xp max{rxp+1 , rzp+1}.

which implies that rx`+1···xm′ ≤ trx`+1···xm′ (r
∗)p−m′+1, hence

(2.44) p − m′ + 1 ≤
− log t
log r∗

.

Putting (2.44) and (2.42) into (2.41), we have

(2.45) ρK′(x, y) ≤
ts(r′∗)

log t
log r∗

(r′∗)2(r∗)2sρK′(x, z).

Suppose the separation prefixes of both (x, z) and (x, y) are of type (ii) in Definition 2.3, i.e.
b < {πK(x), πK(y)} and fx1···xp+1(K) ∩ fz1···zp+1(K) = {a}, a < {πK(x), πK(z)}. Denote by m′, n′ the
smallest integer such that b < fx1···xm′ (K), b < fy1···yn′ (K) respectively, and denote by m, n the smallest
integer such that a < fx1···xm(K), a < fz1···zn(K) respectively. Then S F(x, y) = S G(x, y) = (x|m′ , y|n′),
and S F(x, z) = S G(x, z) = (x|m, z|n). Hence

(2.46)
ρK′(x, y)
ρK′(x, z)

=
r′I max{r′x`+1···xm′

, r′y`+1···yn′
}

r′Ir
′
x`+1···xp

max{r′xp+1···xm
, r′zp+1···zn

}
≤

1
(r′∗)3 ·

max{r′x`+2···xm′−1
, r′y`+2···yn′−1

}

r′x`+2···xp
max{r′xp+2···xm−1

, r′zp+2···zn−1
}
,

and

(2.47)
ρK(x, y)
ρK(x, z)

=
rI max{rx`+1···xm′ , ry`+1···yn′ }

rIrx`+1···xp max{rxp+1···xm , rzp+1···zn}
≥ (r∗)2 max{rx`+2···xm′−1 , ry`+2···yn′−1}

rx`+2···xp max{rxp+2···xm−1 , rzp+2···zn−1}
.

By the Lemma 2.5, we have {xk}
m−1
k=`+2, {zk}

n−1
k=`+2, {xk}

m′−1
k=`+2, {yk}

n′−1
k=`+2 ⊂ ∂ΣK . If p < m′, then {xk}

p
k=`+2 ⊂

∂ΣK . Since ρK(x, y) ≤ tρK(x, z), we have

(2.48)
max{r′x`+2···xm′−1

, r′y`+2···yn′−1
}

r′x`+2···xp
max{r′xp+2···xm−1

, r′zp+2···zn−1
}
≤

(
t

(r∗)2

)s

.

Putting (2.48) into (2.46), we have

(2.49) ρK′(x, y) ≤
ts

(r′∗)3(r∗)2sρK′(x, z).

If p ≥ m′, then

(2.50)
ρK′(x, y)
ρK′(x, z)

≤
1

(r′∗)3 ·
1

(r′∗)p−m′+1 ·
max{r′x`+2···xm′−1

, r′y`+2···yn′−1
}

r′x`+2···xm′−1
max{r′xp+2···xm−1

, r′zp+2···zn−1
}
,

and

(2.51)
max{r′x`+2···xm′−1

, r′y`+2···yn′−1
}

r′x`+2···xm′−1
max{r′xp+2···xm−1

, r′zp+2···zn−1
}
≤

(
t

(r∗)2

)s

.
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Next, we estimate p − m′ + 1. Since ρK(x, y) ≤ tρK(x, z), we have

(2.52) rI max{rx`+1···xm′ , ry`+1···yn′ } ≤ trIrx`+1···xp max{rxp+1···xm , rzp+1···zn}.

which implies that rx`+1···xm′ ≤ trx`+1···xm′ (r
∗)p−m′+1, hence

(2.53) p − m′ + 1 ≤
− log t
log r∗

.

Putting (2.53) and (2.51) into (2.50), we have

(2.54) ρK′(x, y) ≤
ts(r′∗)

log t
log r∗

(r′∗)3(r∗)2sρK′(x, z).

Suppose the separation prefix of (x, y) is of type (ii) and the separation prefix of (x, z) is of type
(iii) in Definition 2.3, i.e. b < {πK(x), πK(y)} and fx1···xp+1(K) ∩ fz1···zp+1(K) = {a}, a ∈ {πK(x), πK(z)}.
Without loss of generality, we assume that a = πK(x). Denote by m′, n′ the smallest inte-
ger such that b < fx1···xm′ (K), b < fy1···yn′ (K) respectively, and denote by n the smallest integer
such that a < fz1···zn(K) respectively. Hence ρK(x, z) = rIrx`+1···xp max{0, rzp+1···zn} and ρK′(x, z) =

r′Ir
′
x`+1···xp

max{0, r′zp+1···zn
}. Notice that in the above discussion, if we replace r′xp+1···xm

, r′xp+2···xm−1
in

(2.46) with 0 and rxp+1···xm , rxp+2···xm−1 in (2.47) with 0, (2.49) and (2.54) still holds according to the
Corollary 2.6.

Suppose the separation prefix of (x, y) is of type (iii) and the separation prefix of (x, z) is of type
(i) in Definition 2.3, i.e. b ∈ {πK(x), πK(y)} and fx1···xp+1(K) ∩ fz1···zp+1(K) = ∅. Then S F(x, z) =

S G(x, z) = (x|p+1, z|p+1).

If b = πK(y), denote by m′ the smallest integer such that b < fx1···xm′ (K). Then S F(x, y) =

S G(x, y) = (x|m′ , y). Hence ρK(x, y) = rI max{rx`+1···xm′ , 0} and ρK′(x, y) = r′I max{r′x`+1···xm′
, 0}. If we

replace r′y`+1···yn′
, r′yp+2···yn′−1

in (2.37) with 0 and ry`+1···yn′ , ryp+2···yn′−1 in (2.38) with 0, (2.40) and (2.45)
still holds according to the Corollary 2.6.

If b = πK(x), denote by n′ the smallest integer such that b < fy1···yn′ (K). Then S F(x, y) =

S G(x, y) = (x, y|n′). Hence

(2.55)
ρK′(x, y)
ρK′(x, z)

=
r′Ir
′
y`+1···yn′

r′Ir
′
x`+1···xp

max{r′xp+1
, r′zp+1

}
≤

1
(r′∗)2 ·

r′y`+2···yn′−1

r′x`+2···xp

,

and

(2.56)
ρK(x, y)
ρK(x, z)

=
rIry`+1···yn′

rIrx`+1···xp max{rxp+1 , rzp+1}
≥ (r∗)2 ry`+2···yn′−1

rx`+2···xp

.

By the Corollary 2.6, we have {xk}k≥`+2, {yk}
n′−1
k=`+2 ⊂ ∂ΣK . Since ρK(x, y) ≤ tρK(x, z), we have

(2.57)
r′y`+2···yn′−1

r′x`+2···xp

≤

(
t

(r∗)2

)s

.

Putting (2.57) into (2.55), we have (2.40) still holds.
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Suppose the separation prefix of (x, y) is of type (iii) and the separation prefix of (x, z) is of type
(ii) in Definition 2.3, i.e. b ∈ {πK(x), πK(y)} and fx1···xp+1(K) ∩ fz1···zp+1(K) = {a}, a < {πK(x), πK(z)}.
Denote by m, n the smallest integer such that a < fx1···xm(K), a < fz1···zn(K) respectively. Then
S F(x, z) = S G(x, z) = (x|m, z|n).

If b = πK(y), denote by m′ the smallest integer such that b < fx1···xm′ (K). Then S F(x, y) =

S G(x, y) = (x|m′ , y). Hence ρK(x, y) = rI max{rx`+1···xm′ , 0} and ρK′(x, y) = r′I max{r′x`+1···xm′
, 0}. If we

replace r′y`+1···yn′
, r′y`+2···yn′−1

in (2.46) with 0 and ry`+1···yn′ , ry`+2···yn′−1 in (2.47) with 0, (2.49) and (2.54)
still holds according to the Corollary 2.6.

If b = πK(x), denote by n′ the smallest integer such that b < fy1···yn′ (K). Then S F(x, y) =

S G(x, y) = (x, y|n′). Hence

(2.58)
ρK′(x, y)
ρK′(x, z)

=
r′Ir
′
y`+1···yn′

r′Ir
′
x`+1···xp

max{r′xp+1···xm
, r′zp+1···zn

}
≤

1
(r′∗)3 ·

r′y`+2···yn′−1

r′x`+2···xp
max{r′xp+2···xm−1

, r′zp+2···zn−1
}
,

and

(2.59)
ρK(x, y)
ρK(x, z)

=
rIry`+1···yn′

rIrx`+1···xp max{r′xp+1···xm
, r′zp+1···zn

}
≥ (r∗)2 ry`+2···yn′−1

rx`+2···xp max{rxp+2···xm−1 , rzp+2···zn−1}
.

By the Corollary 2.6, we have {xk}k≥`+2, {yk}
n′−1
k=`+2 ⊂ ∂ΣK . By the Lemma 2.5, we have {zk}

n−1
k=p+2.

Since ρK(x, y) ≤ tρK(x, z), we have

(2.60)
r′y`+2···yn′−1

r′x`+2···xp
max{r′xp+2···xm−1

, r′zp+2···zn−1
}
≤

(
t

(r∗)2

)s

.

Putting (2.60) into (2.58), we have (2.49) still holds.

Suppose the separation prefixes of both (x, z) and (x, y) are of type (iii) in Definition 2.3, i.e.
b ∈ {πK(x), πK(y)} and fx1···xp+1(K) ∩ fz1···zp+1(K) = {a}, a ∈ {πK(x), πK(z)}. Since x, y, z are distinct,
the situations that may occur are (1) b = πK(y) and a = πK(x) or a = πK(z); (2) b = πK(x) and
a = πK(z).

In situation (1), without loss of generality, we assume that a = πK(x). Denote by m′ the smallest
integer such that b < fx1···xm′ (K), and denote by n the smallest integer such that a < fz1···zn(K).
Then S F(x, y) = S G(x, y) = (x|m′ , y) and S F(x, z) = S G(x, z) = (x, z|n). Hence ρK(x, y) =

rI max{rx`+1···xm′ , 0}, ρK′(x, y) = r′I max{r′x`+1···xm′
, 0} and ρK(x, z) = rIrx`+1···xp max{0, rzp+1···zn}, ρK′(x, z) =

r′Ir
′
x`+1···xp

max{0, r′zp+1···zn
}. If we replace r′y`+1···yn′

, r′y`+2···yn′−1
, r′xp+1···xm

, r′xp+2···xm−1
in (2.46) with 0 and

ry`+1···yn′ , ryp+2···yn′−1 , rxp+1···xm , rxp+2···xm−1 in (2.47) with 0, (2.49) and (2.54) still holds according to the
Corollary 2.6.

We show that the situation (2). Denote by n′ the smallest integer such that b < fy1···yn′ (K), and
denote by m the smallest integer such that a < fx1···xm(K). Then S F(x, z) = S G(x, z) = (x|m, z).
Hence ρK(x, z) = rIrx`+1···xp max{rxp+1···xm , 0} and ρK′(x, z) = r′Ir

′
x`+1···xp

max{r′xp+1···xm
, 0}. If we replace

r′zp+1···zn
, r′zp+2···zn−1

in (2.58) with 0 and rzp+1···zn , rzp+2···zn−1 in (2.59) with 0, then (2.49) still holds
according to the Corollary 2.6. �
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3. The Proof of the Theorem 1.3

Firstly, we define the primary arcs of a self-similar dendrite.

Proposition 3.1. (see [6]) Every dendrite is uniquely arcwise connected, and every subcontinuum
of a dendrite is a dendrite.

Let F = { fi}
N
i=1 be a self-similar p.c.f. IFS with dendrite attractor K. For any u, v ∈ P with u , v,

we denote by γuv the arc in K connecting u and v, and we call these arcs the main arcs of K. The
union of all main arcs

Γ0 =
⋃

u,v∈P,u,v

γuv

is called the main tree of K. Clearly, Γ0 is a subcontinuum of K. C. Bandt [2] proved in a more
general situation then p.c.f. fractals that the main arcs are the attractors of a graph-directed system
of similarities.

Let X be a dendrite and let a be a point in X. The order of a (with respect to X) is defined to be
the number of the connected components of the set X\{a}, see [23]. Recall that any point with at
least order 3 is called a ramification point of X, and the set of all ramification points of X will be
denoted by RP(X).

For the self-similar dendrite K, we call all connected components of the set Γ0\RP(Γ0) the
primary arcs of K.

Secondly, we prove the primary arcs of K are the components of the attractor of a graph-directed
system of similarities.

Let us recall the definition of graph-directed sets. Let (V,Γ) be a directed graph with vertex set
V = {1, 2, . . . , q} and directed-edge set Γ. A pair of vertices may be joined by several edges and
we also allow edges starting and ending at the same vertex. The set of edges from vertex i to j is
denoted by Γi, j. For each edge e ∈ Γ, let Fe : Rd → Rd be a contracting similarity of ratio re with
0 < re < 1. Then, there is a unique family of non-empty compact sets E1, . . . , Eq such that

(3.1) Ei =

q⋃
j=1

⋃
e∈Γi, j

Fe(E j), 1 ≤ i ≤ q.

The sets E1, . . . , Eq are called the graph-directed sets.

Definition 3.2. Let γ be an arc in K. We call γ1 + · · ·+γk the canonical decomposition of γ if each
γ j (1 ≤ j ≤ k) belong to a single cylinder, and it is the maximal subarc enjoying this property.

Clearly the head (also the tail) of each γ j has at least two codings if it is neither the head nor the
tail of γ.
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Lemma 3.3. Let { fi}
N
i=1 be a self-similar p.c.f. IFS with dendrite attractor K, and let V be the set

of primary arcs of K. For any v ∈ V, we have

(3.2) v =

Tv∑
j=1

φv, j(uv, j),

where φv, j are taking from { fi}
N
i=1 and uv, j ∈ V.

Proof. Pick v ∈ V . Denote the head and terminus of v by a and b. Let

v = θ1 + · · · + θh

be the canonical decomposition of v. Assume that θ j ⊂ Kn j , 1 ≤ j ≤ h. Denote a′ = f −1
n1

(a) and
b′ = f −1

nh
(b). Denote P∗ = P ∪ RP(Γ0).

First, we show that a′ ∈ P∗. Notice that if a has at least two codings or a ∈ P, then a′ ∈ P; so
in the following we assume a has only one coding and a < P. Since a < P, we deduce that a is a
ramification point in the main tree. Let γap1 , γap2 and γap3 be three arcs in the main tree such that
any two of them only intersect at a and p1, p2, p3 ∈ P.

Let γaq1 be the first arc of the canonical partition of γap1 . Then γaq1 ∈ Kn1 since a is an inner
point of Kn1 . Moreover, either q1 = p1, or q1 has at least two codings. In both cases, we have
f −1
n1

(q1) ∈ P. The same holds for f −1
n1

(γaq2) and f −1
n1

(γaq3). It follows that f −1
n1

(γaq1) ∪ f −1
n1

(γaq2) is an
arc joining f −1

n1
(q1) and f −1

n1
(q2), two points on the main tree. It follows that a′ is ramification point

of the main tree, so a′ ∈ P∗.

By the same argument we have b′ ∈ P∗.

Next, we prove that for all 1 ≤ j ≤ h, f −1
n j

(θ j) is a joining of primary arcs. Denote the head and
terminus of θ j by a j and b j. Note that a1 = a and bh = b. Notice that a j , a (similarly b j , b),
then a j (similarly b j) has two codings, so

a′j = f −1
n j

(a j), b′j = f −1
n j

(b j) ∈ P∗.

Consequently, there is an arc in the main tree connecting a′j and b′j, and this arc must be a joining
of primary arcs, say, it is τ1 + · · · + τm. Then

(3.3) θ j = fn j(τ1) + · · · + fn j(τm).

This proves that the primary arcs form a graph-directed system, where the vertex set is V , and all
the maps in the system are taking from { fi}

N
i=1. �

Thirdly, we define a new metric on K.
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Denote Σ = {1, . . . ,N}. Let R( fi) = R(i) be a function from Σ to (0, 1). We define a function
L : V → R+ by

(3.4) L(v) =

Tv∑
j=1

R(φv, j).

Let X0 = P ∪ RP(Γ0). We define a metric-like function D0 on X0 as follows: For x, y ∈ X0,
we set D0(x, y) = h where h is the number of primary arcs containing in the arc joining x and y.
Especially, D0(x, y) = 1 if γxy ∈ V .

For n ≥ 1, set

Xn = X0 ∪
⋃
I∈Σn

fI(X0) and Γn = Γ0 ∪
⋃
I∈Σn

fI(Γ0).

Clearly Γn is a connected subset of K, hence it is a dendrite. Now, we define a metric-like function
Dn on Xn. By abusing of notations, for an arc τ with end points a and b, we will denote Dn(τ) :=
Dn(a, b). Pick x, y ∈ Xn. Let τ be the arc joining x and y in Γn, and let

τ = θ1 + · · · + θk

be the canonical decomposition of τ in K. Assume that θ j ⊂ Kn j . We define

(3.5) Dn(x, y) = Dn(τ) =:
k∑

j=1

R( fn j)Dn−1( f −1
n j

(θ j)).

Theorem 3.1. Let { fi}
N
i=1 be a self-similar p.c.f. IFS with dendrite attractor K. If for each primary

arc v we have L(v) = 1, then

(i) Dn is a metric on Xn, n ≥ 1;

(ii) Dn coincides with Dn−1 on Xn−1.
Hence, D also induces a metric on K, where D is the completion metric of Dn.

Proof. We proof the theorem by induction on n.

First we prove the first assertion. Clearly (X0,D0) is a metric space. Suppose that Dn−1 is a
metric on Xn−1, we are going to show that (Xn,Dn) is a metric space.

Pick three distinct points x, y, z ∈ Xn. We only need to verify the triangle inequality

(3.6) Dn(x, y) + Dn(y, z) ≥ Dn(x, z).

Case 1. x, y, z are located in a same arc in Γn.

Case 1.1. Suppose y is between x and z.

Let

γxz = θ1 + · · · + θk
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be the canonical decomposition of γxz. Assume that y ∈ θ j. If y is an end point of θ j, then clearly
by definition

(3.7) Dn(x, y) + Dn(y, z) = Dn(x, z).

If y is not an end point of θ j, then y divides θ j into two subarcs: θ j = θ′j + θ′′j . To show (3.7) holds,
after cancelation, we only need to show that

R( f )Dn−1( f −1(θ j)) = R( f )Dn−1( f −1(θ′j)) + R( f )Dn−1( f −1(θ′′j )).

By induction hypothesis (I), Dn−1( f −1(θ j)) = Dn−1( f −1(θ′j)) + Dn−1( f −1(θ′′j )).

Case 1.2. Suppose z is between x and y.

Let

γxy = θ1 + · · · + θk

be the canonical decomposition of γxy. Assume that z ∈ θ j. If z is an end point of θ j, then clearly
by definition

(3.8) Dn(x, z) < Dn(x, y).

If z is not an end point of θ j, then z divides θ j into two subarcs: θ j = θ′j +θ
′′
j . Thus θ1 + · · ·+θ j−1 +θ′j

is the canonical decomposition of γxz. To show (3.8) holds, after cancelation, we only need to show
that

R( f )Dn−1( f −1(θ′j)) < R( f )Dn−1( f −1(θ j)).

By induction hypothesis (I), Dn−1( f −1(θ′j)) < Dn−1( f −1(θ j)).

Case 2. Exists a ∈ Xn such that γxa, γya, γza are arcs in Γn joining at a.

By (3.7) in case 1.1, we have

Dn(x, a) + Dn(a, y) = Dn(x, y),Dn(y, a) + Dn(a, z) = Dn(y, z) and Dn(x, a) + Dn(a, z) = Dn(x, z),

thus (3.6) holds.

Now we prove the second assertion of the theorem.

First we prove that D1 coincides with D0 on X0. Pick x, y ∈ X0. Let ρ be the arc joining x and y
in Γ and let

ρ = θ1 + · · · + θk

be the canonical decomposition of ρ in K. Assume that θ j ⊂ Kn j , 1 ≤ j ≤ k.

If ρ ∈ V , by the proof in Lemma 3.3, f −1
n j

(θ j) is a joining of primary arcs for all 1 ≤ j ≤ k, say, it
is τ( j)

1 + · · · + τ
( j)
m j . Thus

(3.9) ρ =

k∑
j=1

fn j(τ
( j)
1 ) + · · · + fn j(τ

( j)
m j

),
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so

D1(x, y) =

k∑
j=1

R( fn j)D0( f −1
n j

(θ j)) =

k∑
j=1

m jR( fn j) = L(ρ) = 1 = D0(x, y).

Now assume that ρ is a joining of primary arcs, say, ρ = τ1 + · · · + τh. By (3.7), we have
D0(ρ) =

∑h
j=1 D0(τ j) and D1(ρ) =

∑h
j=1 D1(τ j). By the above discussion, we have D0(τ j) = D1(τ j),

so D0(ρ) = D1(ρ). This proves that D1 coincides with D0 on X0.

Suppose that Dn−1 coincides with Dn−2 on Xn−2. This together with (3.5) imply that Dn(x, y) =

Dn−1(x, y) for x, y ∈ Xn−1. �

Lemma 3.4. Let F = { fi}
N
i=1 be a self-similar p.c.f. IFS with dendrite attractor K. If for each

primary arc v we have L(v) = 1, then fi : (K,D) → (K,D) is a similitude with contraction ratio
R( fi) for any i ∈ {1, · · · ,N}. Moreover, F satisfies the angle separation condition with respect to
the metric D.

Proof. First we prove the first assertion. Pick x, y ∈ K. Let τ be the arc joining x and y in K, then
fi(τ) is the arc joining fi(x) and fi(y) in Ki. Since fi(τ) is the canonical decomposition of fi(τ) in
K, we have

D( fi(x), fi(y)) = D( fi(τ)) = R( fi)D( f −1
i ◦ fi(τ)) = R( fi)D(τ) = R( fi)D(x, y).

Now we prove the second assertion. Let i, j ∈ Σ such that fi(K) ∩ f j(K) = {z}, pick x ∈ fi(K)
and y ∈ f j(K). Let γxz be the arc joining x and z in Ki and let γzy be the arc joining z and y in K j.
Then γxz + γzy is the canonical decomposition of γxy in K, by (3.7) we have

D(x, y) = D(x, z) + D(z, y) ≥ max{D(x, z),D(y, z)}.

�

We view the K as the invariant set for the IFS Fm = { fI}I∈Σm , where m ∈ N.

Lemma 3.5. (Kigami, [18]) Let F = { fi}
N
i=1 be an IFS. Then PF = PFm .

The proof of the Theorem 1.3. By Lemma 3.5, F and Fm have the same main arcs and primary
arcs. First, we define a valuation function R for Fm = { fI}I∈Σm .

Let v be a primary arc. Pick a cylinder fI(K), where I ∈ Σm\∂Σm
K and ∂Σm

K = {x|m; x ∈ π−1
K (PF)}.

If only v intersects the cylinder fI(K) more than one point in all primary arcs, then we call fI(K)
a private cylinder subordinated to v. If fI(K) is not a private cylinder, then we call it a non-
private cylinder. By Lemma 3.3, we have v =

∑Tv
j=1 φv, j(uv, j), where φv, j are taking from Fm and

uv, j ∈ V . We denote by n′v,m, n
′′
v,m the number of the private and non-private cylinders in {φv, j(K)}Tv

j=1,
respectively. And denote by Av,m the family of functions in {φv, j}

Tv
j=1 belonging to { fI; I ∈ ∂Σm

K}.
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Pick 0 < δ < 1, c > 0. Take fI ∈ Fm, if I ∈ ∂Σm
K , then we set R( fI) = ( f ′I )c, where f ′I denotes

the derivative of fI; if fI(K) is a non-private cylinder, then we set R( fI) = δ; if fI(K) is a private
cylinder subordinated to v, then we set

R( fI) =

1 − ∑
fI∈Av,m

( f ′I )c − n′′v,mδ

 /n′v,m,
here we choose sufficiently small δ such that 0 < R( fI) < 1. Then L(v) = 1.

Next, we estimate the dimension of (K,D). Let

v = θ1 + · · · + θk

be the canonical decomposition of v in Fm. Assume that θ j ⊂ Kn j , 1 ≤ j ≤ k. Denote by av,m the
number of private cylinders in {Kn j}

k
j=1 and denote b = #{∂Σm

K}.

Denote sm = dimS (Fm,D). We have

(3.10)
∑

I∈∂Σm
K

( f ′I )csm +

Nm − b −
∑
v∈V

av,m

 δsm +
∑
v∈V

av,m

1 − ∑
fI∈Av,m

( f ′I )c − n′′v,mδ


sm

/n′sm
v,m = 1.

One can show that sm → 1 as m→ ∞ and δ→ 0. Suppose on the contrary that sm 9 1 as m→ ∞
and δ → 0, i.e. there exists ε > 0 such that for any N1,N2 > 0, we have sm ≥ 1 + ε whenever
m > N1 and δ < N2. Denote Rmax = max fI∈Fm{R( fI)}. Pick m1, δ1, c1 > 0 such that Rmax < 1/#{V}.
And pick δ2 > 0 such that Nm1δ1+ε

2 < 1 − Rε
max#{V}. Let N1 = m1 and let N2 = min{δ1, δ2}, then we

have

(3.11) Nmδ1+ε + Rε
max#{V} < 1,

whenever m > N1 and δ < N2. Denote by ϕ(sm) the left-hand side of equation (3.10). Since
sm ≥ 1 + ε whenever m > N1 and δ < N2, then

1 = ϕ(sm) ≤ ϕ(1 + ε) < Nmδ1+ε + Rε
max#{V}.

And it contradicts (3.11), so sm → 1 as m→ ∞ and δ→ 0.

Finally, since (Fm,K, d) and (Fm,K,D) have the same topology automaton, thus (Fm,K, d)
and (Fm,K,D) are quasisymmetrically equivalent for any m by Theorem 1.2. So dimC K ≤

dimH(K,D) ≤ sm → 1, and dimC K ≥ 1 by K is a connected set, then dimC K = 1. �

4.

Let G be a weighted graph. Let W be a path in G (a path means that it is a walk whose vertices
are distinct). We define the weight of W to be the sum of the weights of the edges in W. Let x and
y be two vertices of G. If x and y are in the same component of G, then we define D(x, y) by the
minimum of the weights of all paths joining x, y in G; otherwise, we define D(x, y) to be∞. If G is
a connected graph, then D is a metric. We call the path with weight D(x, y) as the geodesic joining
x and y in G.
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For the remainder of this section, F = { fi}
N
i=1 will be a self-similar p.c.f. IFS that satisfies the

SIC with connected attractor K.

Denote P = {a1, a2, . . . , am}. Let G0 = {aia j; 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m} be the complete graph with vertex set
P (here i may be equal to j). Let τ0 : G0 → [0,∞) be a weight function satisfying the following
conditions: if e = aia j with i , j, τ0(e) ∈ (0,∞); if e = aiai for any 1 ≤ i ≤ m, τ0(e) = 0. Then
(G0, τ0) is a connected weighted graph, and we denote by D0 the metric on P.

Let G = (A,Γ) be a graph and let f be an affine mapping. Recall that the affine copy of a graph,
f (G) = ( f (A), f (Γ)), is defined as follows: there is an edge in f (Γ) between f (x) and f (y) if and
only if there is an edge e ∈ Γ between vertex x and y (see [8]).

Denote Σ = {1, . . . ,N}. Following [8], for n ≥ 1, let Gn be the union of affine images of G0

under { fI}I∈Σn , that is,
Gn =

⋃
I∈Σn

fI(G0),

and we call it the n-refined graph induced by G0. Let R( fi) = R(i) be a function from Σ to (0, 1).
For I = i1 . . . in ∈ Σn, we define R(I) =

∏n
j=1 R(i j). Let e be an edge in Gn, then e can be written as

e = fI(h), where I ∈ Σn and h ∈ G0. We define the weight of the edge e in Gn, denoted by τn(e), to
be

(4.1) τn(e) =: R(I)τ0(h).

Then (Gn, τn) is a connected weighted graph, and we denote by Dn the metric on ∪I∈Σn fI(P). By
abusing of notations, for a path W in (Gn, τn), we will denote τn(W) by the weight of the path.

Definition 4.1. Let W be a geodesic in (Gn, τn). We call W1 + · · · + Wk the m-level decomposition
of W if each W j (1 ≤ j ≤ k) belong to one fI(Gm) where I ∈ Σn−m, and W j, W j+1 belong to different
fI(Gm).

Lemma 4.2. If D1 coincides with D0 on P, then Dn coincides with Dn−1 on ∪I∈Σn−1 fI(P), n > 1.
Hence, D induces a metric on K, where D is the completion metric of Dn.

Moreover, { fi}
N
i=1 satisfies the ASC with respect to the metric D.

Proof. First we prove the first assertion. Pick x, y ∈ ∪I∈Σn−1 fI(P).

On the one hand, let W be a geodesic joining x, y in Gn, and let

W = W1 + · · · + Wk

be the 1−level decomposition of W. Assume that W j ⊂ fI j(G1), 1 ≤ j ≤ k, where I j ∈ Σn−1. Denote
by a j, b j the endpoints of W j, clearly a j, b j ∈ ∪I∈Σn−1 fI(P).

Let A j be a geodesic joining f −1
I j

(a j), f −1
I j

(b j) in G0. Since f −1
I j

(W j) is a geodesic joining f −1
I j

(a j),
f −1
I j

(b j) in G1 and D1 coincides with D0, so τ0(A j) = τ1( f −1
I j

(W j)), thus

τn−1( fI j(A j)) = R(I j)τ0(A j) = R(I j)τ1( f −1
I j

(W j)) = τn(W j).
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Since fI1(A1) + · · · + fIk(Ak) is a path joining x, y in Gn−1, so

Dn(x, y) = τn(W1) + · · · + τn(Wk) = τn−1
(
fI1(A1) + · · · + fIk(Ak)

)
≥ Dn−1(x, y).

On the other hand, let W ′ be a geodesic joining x, y in Gn−1, and let

W ′ = W ′
1 + · · · + W ′

`

be the 0−level decomposition of W ′. Assume that W ′
j ⊂ fI j(G0), 1 ≤ j ≤ `, where I j ∈ Σn−1.

Denote by a′j, b
′
j the endpoints of W ′

j, clearly a′j, b
′
j ∈ ∪I∈Σn−1 fI(P).

Let B j be a geodesic joining f −1
I j

(a′j), f −1
I j

(b′j) in G1. Since f −1
I j

(W ′
j) is a geodesic joining f −1

I j
(a′j),

f −1
I j

(b′j) in G0 and D1 coincides with D0, so τ1(B j) = τ0( f −1
I j

(W ′
j)), thus

τn( fI j(B j)) = R(I j)τ1(B j) = R(I j)τ0( f −1
I j

(W ′
j)) = τn−1(W ′

j).

Since fI1(B1) + · · · + fIk(Bk) is a path joining x, y in Gn, so

Dn−1(x, y) = τn−1(W ′
1) + · · · + τn−1(W ′

k) = τn
(
fI1(B1) + · · · + fIk(Bk)

)
≥ Dn(x, y).

Next we prove the second assertion. Let i, j ∈ Σ such that fi(K) ∩ f j(K) = {z}, pick x ∈ fi(K)
and y ∈ f j(K). Let W be a geodesic between x, y in (K,D).

If W passes through the point z, then

D(x, y) = D(x, z) + D(z, y) ≥ max{D(x, z),D(y, z)}.

Otherwise, then W passes through at least two different points in the critical set C by the SIC, so

D(x, y) ≥ min
a,b∈C,a,b

D(a, b) ≥
min

a,b∈C,a,b
D(a, b)

max
i∈Σ

diamD( fi(K))
max{D(x, z),D(y, z)}.

�

Notice that fi may not be a self-similar mapping under the new metric D. To avoid this, we
need to define the ‘good assignment’. We say that (τ0 : G0 → [0,∞),R : Σ → (0, 1)) are good
assignment, if they satisfy the following two conditions:

(i) D1 coincides with D0 on P;

(ii) e is a geodesic in (G1, τ1) for any e ∈ G1.

Lemma 4.3. Let a, b ∈ f j(P), f j ∈ F. If (τ0,R) are good assignment, then there exists a geodesic
W joining a, b in Gn+1 such that every edge in W belongs to f j(Gn) for any n ∈ N.

Proof. We proof the lemma by induction on n.

In case n = 0, since any edge in G1 is a geodesic, we can take W = ab.
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Suppose that there exists a geodesic V joining a, b in f j(Gn−1), we are going to show that there
exists a geodesic W joining a, b in f j(Gn). Clearly,

Dn(a, b) = τn(V) = R( j)τn−1( f −1
j (V)).

Let V ′ be a geodesic joining f −1
j (a), f −1

j (b) in Gn. Since Dn−1 coincides with Dn by Lemma 4.2, so
τn(V ′) = τn−1( f −1

j (V)), thus

Dn(a, b) = R( j)τn(V ′) = τn+1( f j(V ′)).

By the compatibility of Dn, we have Dn+1(a, b) = Dn(a, b) = τn+1( f j(V ′)), then f j(V ′) is a geodesic
joining a, b in f j(Gn). �

Lemma 4.4. If (τ0,R) are good assignment, then f j : (K,D)→ (K,D) is a similitude with contrac-
tion ratio R( f j) for any f j ∈ F.

Proof. Pick x, y ∈ K. Let {xn}n≥1, {yn}n≥1 be two sequences of points such that xn → x, yn → y as
n→ ∞, where xn, yn ∈ ∪I∈Σn fI(P).

Fix n, let Wn be a geodesic joining xn, yn in Gn. Pick f j ∈ F. Now, we prove that f j(Wn) is
a geodesic joining f j(xn), f j(yn) in Gn+1. Suppose on the contrary that there exist a geodesic W ′

joining f j(xn), f j(yn) in Gn+1 such that τn+1(W ′) < τn+1( f j(Wn)). Without loss of generality, we
assume that not all the edges in W ′ belong to f j(Gn).

Denote the head of W ′ by a and denote the terminus of W ′ by d. Starting from the head a, we
denote the point at which W ′ first leaves f j(Gn) as b and the point at which it last enters f j(Gn) as
c. Obviously, a may be equal to b and c may be equal to d. Then

τn+1(W ′) = τn+1(W ′(a, b)) + Dn+1(b, c) + τn+1(W ′(c, d)),

where W ′(a, b) is the sub-path in W ′ with a, b as endpoints and W ′(c, d) is the sub-path in W ′ with
c, d as endpoints.

Since b, c ∈ f j(P) and (τ0,R) are good assignment, we have there exists a geodesic A joining b, c
in f j(Gn) by the Lemma 4.3, so

τn+1(W ′(a, b) + A + W ′(c, d)) = τn+1(W ′) < τn+1( f j(Wn)),

this contradicts the definition of geodesic since all edges in W ′(a, b)+A+W ′(c, d) belong to f j(Gn).
So f j(Wn) is a geodesic joining f j(xn), f j(yn) in Gn+1.

Then

D( f j(x), f j(y)) = lim
n→∞

Dn+1( f j(xn), f j(yn)) = lim
n→∞

τn+1( f j(Wn)) = R( f j) lim
n→∞

τn(Wn)

= R( f j) lim
n→∞

Dn(xn, yn) = R( f j)D(x, y).

�
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Let F be an IFS in a complete metric space (X, d). We use the notation dimS (F, d) to denote the
similarity dimension of F with respect to the metric d.

Theorem 4.1. Let F = { fi}
N
i=1 be a self-similar p.c.f. IFS with connected attractor K, and it satisfies

the SIC and the ASC. If there exist (τ0 : G0 → [0,∞),R : Σ → (0, 1)) such that the following two
conditions hold,

(i) (τ0,R) are good assignment;

(ii) let ri be the contraction ratio of fi, there exist s > 0 such that R(i) = (ri)s for any i ∈ ∂ΣK ,

then dimC K ≤ dimS (F,D).

It is a direct consequence of Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.4 and Theorem 1.2.

5. The proof of the Theorem 1.4

Let 4 ⊂ R2 be the regular triangle with vertexes a1 = (0, 0), a2 = (1, 0), a3 = (1/2,
√

3/2). We
use [a, b] to denote the line segment in ∂4 with a, b as endpoints.

Let F = { fi}
N
i=1 be a fractal gasket IFS defined in Definition 1.9. For fi ∈ F, we call fi(4) a basic

triangle, and write F(4) = { fi(4); fi ∈ F} for the family of basic rectangles with respect to F. If
fi(4) ∩ ∂4 is contained in an edge e of the 4, then we call fi(4) a private triangle subordinated to
e in F(4). If fi(4) ∩ ∂4 = ∅, then we call fi(4) an inner triangle in F(4), and denote the family of
all inner triangles in F(4) by FI(4). We set

IF = {the vertices of the private triangles in F(4)} ∩ 4◦.

Let F = { fi}
N
i=1 be an IFS and let K be the attractor. The Hata graph of F, denote H(K), is

defined as follows: the vertex set is { f1, f2, . . . , fN}, and there is an edge between two vertices fi

and f j if and only if fi(K) ∩ f j(K) , ∅ (see [12]). Hata [12] proved that a self-similar set K is
connected if and only if the graph H(K) is connected.

Lemma 5.1. Let F be a fractal gasket IFS. There exist a fractal gasket IFS F′ such that F ⊂ F′

and F′ satisfies the following conditions:

(i) let K′ be the attractor of F′, K′ is connected and ∂4 ⊂ K′;

(ii) the private triangles subordinate to different edges do not intersect;

(iii) each edge of 4 have the same number N0 of the private triangles in F′(4);

(iv) denote d0 = min
x,y∈IF ,x,y

d(x, y), the diameter of the triangle in F′I(4) is strictly less than d0/N0.

Proof. To get (i), we only need to construct an IFS F1 such that F ∪ F1 is a fractal gasket IFS and⋃
f∈F∪F1

f (4) is a connected set containing ∂4. See Appendix A for the details of constructing the
IFS F1.
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Take F′ = F ∪ F1. Clearly, we have fi(4) ∩ f j(4) , ∅ implies fi(K′) ∩ f j(K′) , ∅ for any
fi, f j ∈ F′. So H(K′) is connected by

⋃
f∈F′ f (4) is connected, then K′ is connected by [12].

We assume that (i) already hold for F′. Denote F′ = { fi}
N
i=1 and Σ = {1, . . . ,N}. Suppose that

ai ∈ fi(4) for i = 1, 2, 3. Next, we view K′ as an attractor of a new fractal gasket IFS, and this IFS
satisfies (ii), (iii), (iv). The construction of the new IFS is as follows:

Step 1: Denote r∗ = max fi∈F′ f ′i and r′ = mini∈{1,2,3} f ′i , where f ′i denotes the derivative of fi.
Let k = blog r′

2 / log r∗c. For any fi with fi(4) is a private triangle in F′(4), we replace fi with⋃
I∈Σk fi ◦ fI . This means that we have iterated over all the private triangles for k times. Then the

edge length of the private triangles in the new IFS is strictly less than r′/2. By abusing of notations,
we denote the new IFS as F′, then (ii) holds.

Step 2: At this time F′ satisfies (i) and (ii). We denote the number of the private triangles in
F′(4) subordinate to the three sides [a1, a2], [a1, a3], and [a2, a3] of the triangle 4 as p1, p2, and p3,
respectively. Without loss of generality, we assume that p1, p2, p3 are not less than 1 (otherwise,
we will consider F′2).

Pick fi1 with fi1(4) is a private triangle subordinated to [a1, a2] in F′(4), we replace fi1 with⋃
i∈Σ fi1 ◦ fi. Next, we replace f 2

i1 with
⋃

i∈Σ f 2
i1 ◦ fi, and repeat this process (p2 + 1)(p3 + 1)− 1 times

until we replace f (p2+1)(p3+1)−1
i1

with
⋃

i∈Σ f (p2+1)(p3+1)−1
i1

◦ fi. Then the edge [a1, a2] have (p1 + 1)(p2 +

1)(p3 + 1) − 1 private triangles with respect to the new IFS.

Similar treatment for edges [a1, a3] and [a2, a3]. That means we pick f j1 with f j1(4) is a private
triangle subordinated to [a1, a3] in F′(4), replace f j1 with

⋃
i∈Σ f j1 ◦ fi and repeat this process

(p1 + 1)(p3 + 1)−1 times. Pick fk1 with fk1(4) is a private triangle subordinated to [a2, a3] in F′(4),
replace fk1 with

⋃
i∈Σ fk1 ◦ fi and repeat this process (p1 + 1)(p2 + 1) − 1 times. Then the edges

[a1, a3], [a2, a3] also have (p1 + 1)(p2 + 1)(p3 + 1)− 1 private triangles with respect to the new IFS.

Take N0 = (p1 + 1)(p2 + 1)(p3 + 1) − 1. By abusing of notations, we denote the new IFS as F′,
then (iii) holds.

Step 3: At this time F′ satisfies (i), (ii) and (iii). Let k0 = blog d0
N0
/ log r∗c. For any fi with fi(4)

is a triangle in F′I(4), we replace fi with
⋃

I∈Σk0 fi ◦ fI . This means that we have iterated over all
the triangles in F′I(4) for k0 times. Then the edge length (also the diameter) of the inner triangle in
the new IFS is strictly less than d0/N0. By abusing of notations, we denote the new IFS as F′, then
(iv) holds. �

For the remainder of this section, the fractal gasket IFS F = { fi}
N
i=1 will satisfies the (i), (ii), (iii),

(iv) in Lemma 5.1 and ai ∈ fi(4) for i = 1, 2, 3. For an illustration, see Figure 11 (a). Next, we
define the vertex iteration of F. Fix a positive integer m ∈ N∗. Denote Σ = {1, . . . ,N}. We replace
f1 with

⋃
i∈Σ f1 ◦ fi. Next, we replace f 2

1 with
⋃

i∈Σ f 2
1 ◦ fi, and repeat this process m times until we

replace f m
1 with

⋃
i∈Σ f m

1 ◦ fi. Similar treatment for f2 and f3. Then we get a new IFS with attractor
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a1 a2

a3

f1 f2

f3

Figure 9. (a)

a1 a2

a3

f1(a2)

f1(a3)

f3(a1) f3(a2)
T1T2

T3

Figure 10. (b)

Figure 11. An example of the F(4) and F1(4)

K, i.e.

Fm = { fi; i , 1, 2, 3} ∪ { f (m+1)
i ; i = 1, 2, 3} ∪

3⋃
i=1

m⋃
`=1

{ f `i ◦ fk; k = 1, . . . ,N and k , i}.

We call Fm the m-level vertex iteration of F. For i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, we call the sub-IFS

Vi = f (m+1)
i ∪

m⋃
`=1

{ f `i ◦ fk; k = 1, . . . ,N and k , i}

the iteration component of fi.

Let Fm be the m−level vertex iteration of F, and let V1,V2,V3 be the iteration component of
f1, f2, f3 respectively, Figure 11 (b) shows the images of 4 under the mappings in F1. Let G0 =

{aia j; 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3} be the complete graph with vertex set {a1, a2, a3}. We set

(5.1) τ0(a1a2) = τ0(a1a3) = τ0(a2a3) = 1.

Since each edge of 4 has N0 private triangles in F(4), there are Cm = (2N0 + 2)m + N0 + 2
basic triangles in Fm(4) intersected by each edge of 4. Let T1,T2,T3 be the basic triangles in
{g(4)}g∈Fm\(V1∪V2∪V3) containing points f3(a2), f3(a1), f1(a2) respectively, see Figure 11 (b). Pick
s > log Cm

(−m−1) log r0
, where r0 = maxi∈{1,2,3} ri. Take g ∈ Fm, we set

(5.2) R(g) =


r(m+1)s

i , if g = f (m+1)
i , i ∈ {1, 2, 3};

r(m+1)s
j , if g(4) = T j, j ∈ {1, 2, 3};

1−r(m+1)s
1 −r(m+1)s

2 −r(m+1)s
3

Cm−3 , otherwise.

For convenience, we will denote Wm,s =
1−r(m+1)s

1 −r(m+1)s
2 −r(m+1)s

3
Cm−3 . Clearly, we have Wm,s > r(m+1)s

i for any
i ∈ {1, 2, 3} by s > log Cm

(−m−1) log r0
.



32 HUI RAO, ZHI-YING WEN, QIHAN YUAN∗, AND YUAN ZHANG

Lemma 5.2. Let Γ be a connected graph. Let Γ1,Γ2 be two connected subgraphs of Γ such that
Γ1 ∪ Γ2 = Γ and Γ1,Γ2 have only two common vertices, denote by {a, b}. If P is a path in Γ and
the origin (terminus) of P is the vertex in Γ1 (Γ2) that is different from {a, b}, then the subgraphs
decompose the path into 2 sub-paths, i.e.

P = P1 + P2,

where P1 ⊂ Γ1, P2 ⊂ Γ2, the terminus of P1 and the origin of P2 belongs to {a, b}.

Let F∗ be a sub-IFS of Fm and let GF∗ =
⋃

g∈F∗ g(G0) be a sub-graph of Gn. we denote by DF∗

the metric on
⋃

g∈F∗ g(P). We call that a path P passes through a triangle if one side of the triangle
belongs to P.

Lemma 5.3. Let F∗ = Fm\(V1 ∪ V2 ∪ V3) be the sub-IFS of Fm and let GF∗ =
⋃

g∈F∗ g(G0) be a
sub-graph of Gn. If (τ0,R) are defined in (5.1) and (5.2), then

(5.3) DF∗
(
a, b

)
≥ (N0 − 1) ×Wm,s + r(m+1)s

2 ,

where a ∈ { f1(a2), f1(a3)} and b ∈ { f3(a1), f3(a2)}. In particular,

DF∗
(
f1(a3), f3(a1)

)
= (N0 − 1) ×Wm,s + r(m+1)s

2 .

Proof. Let a ∈ { f1(a2), f1(a3)} and b ∈ { f3(a1), f3(a2)}. Pick a path P joining a, b in G1,F∗ .

If none of edges of P belong to the triangles in FI(4), then P can only be a path joining f1(a3)
and f3(a1). Since [ f1(a3), f3(a1)] has N0 private triangles and one of them is T2, so the weight of P
is not less than (N0 − 1) ×Wm,s + r(m+1)s

2 by (5.1) and (5.2).

Otherwise, there exists a sub-path of P joining two different points in IF , and each edge belongs
to a triangle in FI(4). Since the distance between two different points in IF is not less than d0, and
the diameter of the triangle in FI(4) is strictly less than d0/N0 by the Lemma 5.1 (iv), then the sub-
path passes through at least N0 basic triangles. By (5.1) and (5.2), the edges in the sub-path have
the same weight Wm,s. So, we have the weight of P is bigger than N0 ×Wm,s. Since s > log Cm

(−m−1) log r0
,

we have N0 ×Wm,s > (N0 − 1) ×Wm,s + r(m+1)s
2 , thus (5.3) holds. �

Lemma 5.4. Let V3 be the iteration component of f3 and let GV3 =
⋃

g∈V3
g(G0) be a sub-graph of

Gn. If (τ0,R) are defined in (5.1) and (5.2), then

(1) DV3

(
a3, f3(a1)

)
= DV3

(
a3, f3(a2)

)
= r(m+1)s

3 + (N0m + m) ×Wm,s,

(2) DV3

(
f3(a1), f3(a2)

)
= (N0 + 2) ×Wm,s.

Proof. First we prove the first assertion.

Pick a path P joining vertex a3 and f3(a1) (or f3(a2)) in GV3 . By Lemma 5.2, we have the
subgraphs Γ1 =

⋃
k∈Σ\{3} f3 ◦ fk(G0), Γ2 =

⋃
k∈Σ\{3} f 2

3 ◦ fk(G0), . . . , Γm =
⋃

k∈Σ\{3} f m
3 ◦ fk(G0),
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Γm+1 = f m+1
3 (G0) decompose the path P into m + 1 sub-paths, denote by

P = P1 + P2 + · · · + Pm + Pm+1,

where P` ⊂ Γ`, and the origin of P` belongs to { f `3 (a1), f `3 (a2)}, the terminus of P` belongs to
{ f `+1

3 (a1), f `+1
3 (a2)}, 1 ≤ ` ≤ m.

Next, we prove that the number of edges of P` is not less than N0 + 1 for any 1 ≤ ` ≤ m. If none
of edges of P` belong to the triangles in f `3 (FI(4)), then P` passes through at least N0 + 1 basic
triangles. Otherwise, there exists a sub-path of P` joining two different points in f `3 (IF), and each
edge belongs to a triangle in f `3 (FI(4)). Notice that the distance between two different points in
f `3 (IF) is not less than d0r`3, and the diameter of the triangle in f `3 (FI(4)) is strictly less than d0r`3/N0

by the Lemma 5.1 (iv), then the sub-path of P` passes through at least N0 basic triangles. Thus the
number of edges of P` is not less than N0 + 1.

By (5.1) and (5.2), the edges in P`, 1 ≤ ` ≤ m, have the same weight Wm,s. Since the weight of
Pm+1 is not less than r(m+1)s

3 , so

DV3

(
a3, f3(a1)

)
= DV3

(
a3, f3(a2)

)
= r(m+1)s

3 + (N0m + m) ×Wm,s.

Next we prove the second assertion of the lemma.

Pick a path P′ joining vertex f3(a1) and f3(a2) in GV3 .

If one edge of P′ belongs to the subgraph
⋃m+1

`=2 Γ`, then P′ passes through the vertexes f 2
3 (a1)

and f 2
3 (a2). By the proof of the first assertion, we have that P′ has two sub-paths with edge number

at least N0 + 1 and that the weights of these edges are both Wm,s. Then the weight of P′ is bigger
than (2N0 + 2) ×Wm,s.

Assume that P′ is contained in the subgraph Γ1. If none of edges of P′ belong to the triangles in
f3(FI(4)), then P′ has at least N0 + 2 edges. Otherwise, there exists a sub-path of P′ joining two
different points in f3(IF), and each edge belongs to a triangle in f3(FI(4)). By the proof of the first
assertion, we have the sub-path passes through at least N0 basic triangles. Thus P′ also has at least
N0 + 2 edges. Since the weight of the edge in Γ1 is Wm,s, we have the weight of P′ is not less than
(N0 + 2) ×Wm,s, thus the second assertion holds. �

Corollary 5.5. If F∗ = Fm\(V1 ∪ V2 ∪ V3) is replaced by F∗ = Fm\(V1 ∪ V3) in Lemma 5.3, then
the conclusion also holds.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. We prove the second assertion below. By Lemma 5.1, we can find a fractal
gasket IFS F′ = { fi}

N
i=1 with attractor K′ satisfying (i), (ii), (iii), (iv). Suppose that ai ∈ fi(4) for

i = 1, 2, 3.

Fix a positive integer m ∈ N∗. Let F′m be the m−level vertex iteration of F′, and let V1,V2,V3

be the iteration component of f1, f2, f3 respectively. Let G0 = {aia j; 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3} be the complete
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graph with vertex set {a1, a2, a3}. Let G1 =
⋃

g∈F′m g(G0) and let (τ0,R) are defined in (5.1) and
(5.2).

Next, we prove that (τ0,R) are good assignment. Let’s prove the compatibility first.

Notice that [a1, a3] is decomposed by Cm cylinders in F′m. We ordered these cylinders in order
from bottom to top, denote by gk(K′), k = 1, . . . ,Cm. Then

P0 = g1(a1a3) + g2(a1a3) + · · · + gCm(a1a3)

is a path joining a1, a3 in G1. And we have

τ1(P0) = r(m+1)s
1 + r(m+1)s

2 + r(m+1)s
3 + (Cm − 3) ×

1 − r(m+1)s
1 − r(m+1)s

2 − r(m+1)s
3

Cm − 3
= 1.

To prove that P0 is a geodesic in G1, we need to prove that the weight of any path joining a1, a3

in G1 is not less than 1.

Pick a path P join a1, a3 in G1. By Lemma 5.2, we have the subgraphs GV1 =
⋃

g∈V1
g(G0),

GV3 =
⋃

g∈V3
g(G0), GFm\(V1∪V3) =

⋃
g∈Fm\(V1∪V3) g(G0) decompose the path P into 3 sub-paths, denote

by

P = P1 + P2 + P3.

By Lemma 5.4 and Corollary 5.5, we have τ1(P1) ≥ r(m+1)s
1 + (N0m + m) × Wm,s, τ1(P2) ≥ (N0 −

1)×Wm,s + r(m+1)s
2 , τ1(P3) ≥ r(m+1)s

3 + (N0m + m)×Wm,s, so τ1(P) ≥ 1. Then, P0 is a geodesic in G1.
Thus

D1(a1, a3) = τ1(P0) = 1 = D0(a1, a3).

By the same argument we have D1(a1, a2) = D0(a1, a2) and D1(a2, a3) = D0(a2, a3). Then D1

coincides with D0 on {a1, a2, a3}. The compatibility holds.

Next, we prove that e is a geodesic in (G1, τ1) for any e ∈ G1.

Pick an edge e in G1. Suppose that e ∈ gi0(G0), and denote by a, b the endpoints of e. Pick a path
P′ joining vertex a and b in G1. To prove that e is a geodesic in G1, we only need to prove that

(5.4) τ1(P′) ≥ τ1(e).

If there is an edge in P′ belongs to gi0(G0), then (5.4) obviously holds by (5.1). So we assume
that all edges in P′ do not belong to gi0(G0). Since (τ0,R) are defined in (5.1) and (5.2), we deduce
that P′ has an edge with weight Wm,s. Since s > log Cm

(−m−1) log r0
, we have τ1(e) ≤ Wm,s for any e, then

(5.4) holds.

So e is a geodesic in (G1, τ1) for any e ∈ G1. Thus (τ0,R) are good assignment. By Theorem
4.1, we have 1 ≤ dimC K′ ≤ dimS (F′m,D). Clearly, dimS (F′m,D) → 1 as m → ∞. Thus dimC K ≤
dimC K′ = 1. Since K have a connected component, dimC K = 1. �
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Appendix A. The construction of the IFS F1 in Lemma 5.1 (i)

Proof. Firstly, we construct an IFS F′1 such that F∪F′1 is a fractal gasket IFS and ∂4 ⊂
⋃

f∈F∪F′1
f (4).

The construction of the IFS F′1 is as follows:

Pick e ∈ {[a1, a2], [a2, a3], [a1, a3]}. If e 1
⋃

f∈F f (4), then e\
⋃

f∈F f (4) is a union of line
segments. Let [u, v] be a line segment in e\

⋃
f∈F f (4), clearly we can add a family of small regular

triangles {gk(4)}qk=1 such that F ∪ {gk}
q
k=1 is a fractal gasket IFS and

⋃q
k=1 gk(e) = [u, v]. Repeat this

process for each line segment in e\
⋃

f∈F f (4) (see Figure 12). Take F′1 for all the added mappings
{gk}.

e

Figure 12. The construction of the F′1

Secondly, we construct an IFS F′′1 such that F∪F′1∪F′′1 is a fractal gasket IFS and
⋃

f∈F∪F′1∪F′′1
f (4)

is connected.

Pick two connected components A, B of
⋃

f∈F∪F′1
f (4). Let a, b be the vertices of A, B respec-

tively, and these two vertices belong to a single basic triangle in (F ∪ F′1)(4). Denote the triangles
in which a, b is located by fi(4), f j(4) respectively.

We construct a broken line L connecting a, b such that it satisfies: (1) L consists of segments
parallel to [a1, a2], [a1, a3]; (2) The broken line L do not intersect with the triangles in ((F ∪
F′1)\{ fi, f j})(4). The construction of the broken line L see Figure 13.

Step 1: We find a curve γ in 4 connecting a, b and γ do not intersect the triangles in ((F ∪
F′1)\{ fi, f j})(4). Denote

d0 = inf

d(x, y); x ∈ γ, y ∈
⋃

f∈(F∪F′1)\{ fi, f j}

f (4)

 .
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fi

f j

a

b

a1 a2

a3

Figure 13. The construction of the broken line L

Let γd0−ε = {x ∈ R2; dist(x, γ) ≤ d0 − ε} be the (d0 − ε)−neighborhood of γ. Then the set γd0−ε also
do not intersect the triangles in ((F ∪ F′1)\{ fi, f j})(4).

Step 2: Let P1, P2 be the two families of parallel lines parallel to [a1, a2], [a1, a3] respectively,
where P1, P2 both contain parallel lines passing through a, b and the distance between any two
parallel lines is less than (d0 − ε)/100. We call the part enclosed by P1, P2 a parallelogram net.

Suppose that the number of parallel lines in P1, P2 are sufficiently large. The parallelogram net
C can cover the set γd0−ε . Since the parallelogram in C has small side lengths and a, b are the lattice
points of C, we can choose a joining of parallelograms in γd0−ε connecting a, b, and the joining do
not intersect the ∂γd0−ε .

Step 3: The broken line L can be taken from the boundary of this parallelogram joining (see
Figure 13).

Denote d1 = inf{d(x, y); x ∈ L, y ∈ ∂γd0−ε}. Pick a line segment L1 in L. Suppose L1 is parallel
to e, e ∈ {[a1, a2], [a1, a3]}, we can add a family of regular triangles {hk(4)}`k=1 with side lengths
strictly smaller than d1 such that F ∪ F′1 ∪ {hk}

`
k=1 is a fractal gasket IFS and

⋃`
k=1 hk(e) = L1. Take

F′′1 for all the added mappings {hk}.

Finally, take F1 = F′1 ∪ F′′1 . �

Appendix B. Proof of Lemma 5.2

Proof. Let P be a path in Γ and the origin (terminus) of P is the vertex in Γ1 (Γ2) that is different
from {a, b}. Denote by P(o) the sub-path of P from the origin of P to the first pass through the set
{a, b}. Clearly P(o) ⊂ Γ1. Denote by P(t) the sub-path of P from the last pass through the set {a, b}
to the terminus of P. Clearly P(t) ⊂ Γ2.
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Suppose on the contrary that P\(P(o) ∪ P(t)) , ∅. We denote the sub-path P\(P(o) ∪ P(t))
by P(m). Clearly the two endpoints of P(m) are taken from {a, b}. Since P(m) is a path, so the
two endpoints are different. If P(m) ⊂ Γ1 or P(m) ⊂ Γ2, then the lemma holds. Otherwise, P(m)
will pass through the set {a, b}. This means that there are two identical vertices in P(m), which
contradicts the definition of path. �
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