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DIMENSION OF HOMOGENEOUS ITERATED FUNCTION
SYSTEMS WITH ALGEBRAIC TRANSLATIONS

DE-JUN FENG AND ZHOU FENG

ABSTRACT. Let p be the self-similar measure associated with a homogeneous it-
erated function system ® = {A\z +¢;}7; on R and a probability vector (p;)7.,,
where 0 # A € (—1,1) and ¢; € R. Recently by modifying the arguments of Varju
in [26], Rapaport and Varjd [22] showed that if ¢1, ..., ., are rational numbers and
0 < A <1, then

log [A|
unless ® has exact overlaps. In this paper, we further show that the above equality
holds in the case when ti,...,t, are algebraic numbers and 0 < |\ < 1. This

is done by adapting and extending the ideas of Breuillard, Rapaport and Varju in
[7, 8, 22, 26].

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background and our main result. In this paper, by an iterated function
system (IFS) we mean a finite family ® = {p;}7L, of contracting similarities on R,
taking the form

() = N+,
where 0 # \; € (—1,1) and t; € R for 1 < j < m. It is well known [16] that there
exists a unique nonempty compact set K C R such that

K= U ©;(K).

We call K the self-similar set generated by ®. Let p = (pj);-”zl be a probability vector
with strictly positive entries. By [16] there exists a unique Borel probability measure
1 on R such that

p=> pipoe;.
=1

Actually g is fully supported on K. We call p the self-similar measure associated
with @ and p. It is known [12] that p is exact dimensional, in the sense that the limit
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exists and is equal to a constant for p-almost every x; we write dim p for this constant
and call it the dimension of p.

The dimension theory of self-similar measures is a central topic in fractal geometry.
Let u = poyp be the self-similar measure associated with an IFS © = {p,(z) =
AT+ tj};-”zl on R and a probability vector p with strictly positive entries. There is
a natural upper bound for dim p in terms of the entropy H(p) and the Lyapunov
exponent x. That is, writing

(1.1) H(p):=>» —pjlogp; and x:=—> p;logll,
=1 j=1
one has
H
(1.2) dimugmin{l, ﬂ},
X

see e.g. [11, Corollary 5.2.3]. Tt turns out that the equality in (1.2) holds in many cases,
such as when the IFS ® satisfies the open set condition (see e.g. [11, Theorem 5.2.5]).
Here @ is said to satisfy the open set condition if there is a nonempty open set U C R
such that ¢;(U), 1 < j < m, are disjoint subsets of U. On the other hand, there are
some circumstances in which the dimension drop (that is, dim g < min {1, H(p)/x})
can occur. Forn € Nand J =j;...j, € {1,...,m}", write for brevity

@szjlo"'ogojn and AJ:Ajl“‘Ajn’

The IFS & is said to have exact overlaps if there exist n and distinct Jy, Jo €
{1,...,m}" such that ¢, = ¢,. It is not difficult to see that dim p < min {1, H(p)/x}
whenever @ has exact overlaps and dimpu < 1. The following folklore conjecture,
which is also called the exact overlaps conjecture, asserts that these are the only
circumstances in which the dimension drop can occur.

Conjecture 1.1. Let p be the self-similar measure associated with the IFS ® on R
and the probability vector p. If ® has no exact overlaps, then

H
dim p = min{l, ﬂ}
X

A version of this conjecture for the dimension of self-similar sets was first stated
by Simon [24].

In recent years, significant progress has been made towards Conjecture 1.1. The
first breakthrough was achieved by Hochman [13], who proved Conjecture 1.1 if the
IF'S & satisfies the exponential separation condition. To introduce this separation
condition, for n € N define

A, = min {|py, (0) — ©u, (0)] : w1, we € {1,...,m}", wy # wy and Ay, = Ay, }-

The IFS @ is said to satisfy the exponential separation condition if there exists ¢ > 0
such that A, > ¢" for infinitely many n. The exponential separation condition is
satisfied by broad families of ovelapping IFSs. For instance, it is satisfied by every
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algebraic IFS ® on R (i.e., all the parameters \; and ¢; are algebraic numbers) that
does not allow exact overlaps; see [13, Theorem 1.5].

As a far-reaching extension of Hochman'’s result, Rapaport [21] recently established
the conjecture if only the contraction parameters \; are assumed to be algebraic.
Another important breakthrough was made by Varju [26], who showed that if p is a
Bernoulli convolution (that is, p is the self-similar measure associated with the IFS
¢, = {A\x,\x + 1} and the probability vector p = (1/2,1/2), where 1/2 < A < 1),
then dim p = 1 if X is transcendental. Combined with Hochman’s result regarding
[F'Ss with algebraic parameters, this verifies Conjecture 1.1 for the family of Bernoulli
convolutions.

Very recently, Rapaport and Varji [22] investigated homogeneous IFSs of three
maps. Among other things, they proved that for each (), 7) € (2%/3,1) xR, Conjecture
1.1 holds for the IFS @, . = {A\z, Az + 1, Az + 7} with equal probability weights.
Moreover, by modifying the arguments of Varji in [26], Rapaport and Varju showed
that Conjecture 1.1 holds for every homogeneous IFS ® = {A\z +¢;}"*, with positive
contraction ratio A and rational translations ¢; (see [22, Theorem A.8§]).

We remark that a stronger version of Conjecture 1.1 involving the L9 dimension
(for ¢ > 1) instead of dimension of measures was established by Shmerkin [23] under
the exponential separation condition. Subsequently, the L4 dimension (for 0 < ¢ < 1)
of self-similar measures on R was also determined by Barral and the first author [4]
under the same separation condition. It is worth pointing out that there are some
[F'Ss without exact overlaps for which the exponential separation condition fails; see
[1, 3] and also [2, 9].

The main result of this paper is the following theorem, which verifies Conjecture

1.1 for homogeneous IFSs with algebraic translations. It is a natural generalization
of [22, Theorem A.8§].

Theorem 1.2. Let u be the self-similar measure associated with a homogeneous IFS
® = {A\r +t;}7, on R and a probability vector p, where 0 # X\ € (—1,1). Assume
that all the translations t; are algebraic numbers. If ® has no exact overlaps, then

. . H(p)
dim g = ], — L
1mu mln{ s —log‘)\|}

1.2. About the proof. Our proof of Theorem 1.2 is adapted from Rapaport and
Varju [22, Appendix A] and Varju [26]. Below we present two of the main ingredients
used in the proof, which are the variants of the corresponding results in [7, 8, 22, 26]
in our setting.

Throughout this subsection, let ® = {Az + t;}7., be a fixed homogeneous IFS
with 0 # A € (=1,1) and ¢; being algebraic numbers, and let p = (p;)j2; be a fixed
probability vector. Write
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For n € N, let P™ denote the set of polynomials in one variable of degree not exceeding
n and with coefficients in D. That is,

(1.3) 73":{ZaiXi:aiEDforaHOSign}.

1=0

For a > 0 and n € N, write
El'={ne(-1,1)\ {0} : dimpu, < o and P(n) = 0 for some 0 # P € P"},

where i, denotes the self-similar measure associated with the IFS {nz +¢;}7., and
the probability vector p.

The first main ingredient of our proof is the following theorem, which is a variant
of [7, Theorem 1] and [22, Theorem A.2] for homogeneous IFSs with algebraic trans-
lations. It states roughly that if there is a dimension drop for pu,, then there are fast
algebraic approximations (7,) to A for infinitely many n such that dim y,,, also drop.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that dim uy < min{l, —H (p)/log|A|}. Then for every e >0
and ny > 1, there exist n > ng and n € LY, such that

im py+e

A —1| < exp(—n'/?).

To present another ingredient of our proof, let us first introduce some notation and
definitions. Let v be an atomic measure defined by v = Z;nzl p;jot;. For n € C with
0 < |n| < 1, the Garsia entropy h,, of n and v is defined by

n—1¢ g
(1.4) Ry = lim Qim0 &) ),
n—o00 n
where (&,)5°, is a sequence of independent random variables with common law v,
and H(-) stands for the Shannon entropy of a discrete random variable (see (3.1)).
The above limit always exists, following from a subadditive argument.

Recall that if f(X) = a, [[[_,(X = 8;) = Y1, a; X" € Z[X] is the minimal poly-

nomial of an algebraic number 3, then the Mahler measure of 3 is defined as

(1.5) M(B) = lan| ] [ max{1, 5]}

The following theorem is a variant of [26, Theorem 9] for homogeneous IFSs with
algebraic translations, which gives a natural relation between the Garsia entropy
and the Mahler measure. We remark that [26, Theorem 9] directly follows from [8,
Proposition 13].

Theorem 1.4. For any h € (0, H(p)), there is a positive number M depending on h,
ty.. o tm and pr, ..., Py, such that h,, > h for every algebraic number n € (—1,1)
with M(n) > M.



By assuming Theorems 1.3 and 1.4, we can prove Theorem 1.2 by simply following
the arguments in [22, Theorem A.8] with slight modifications. Below we briefly
introduce the ideas for the proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4. The details will be given
in Sections 5 and 6.

To prove Theorem 1.3, we first establish a separation result (see Proposition 2.9),
stating that if A\, Ao are distinct algebraic numbers each of which is a root of a
polynomial in P", then

‘)\1—)\2‘ ZQH_M" lf’I’I,ZN,

where M, N are two positive constants depending on ti,...,t,. This is a slight
generalization of [22, Lemma 4.1] (which is due to Mahler [18], giving a similar lower
bound 2n~5" for the distance between roots of integer polynomials with bounded
coefficients). Thanks to this separation result, Theorem 1.3 can be proved by following
the exact proof of [22, Theorem A.2] except for some minor modifications of the
involved auxiliary lemmas and propositions.

To prove Theorem 1.4, we may assume that 7 is a root of a polynomial in [ J7 , P™;
otherwise h,, = H(p) and there is nothing to prove. Next we choose a real algebraic
integer 6 such that

Q(0) = Q(D),
where for Z C C, Q(Z) stands for the smallest subfield of C containing both @ and
Z. The existence of such 6 follows from Lemma 2.6. Set d = deg(f) and let 6,
1=1,...,d, be the algebraic conjugates of # over Q. We manage to show that there
is a constant C' (depending only on D and #) such that

d
(1.6) 1 Moo () = M),
i=1
where 7; (i = 1,...,d) are some suitably chosen algebraic numbers with

[Q(6:, i) = Q(6:)] < o0,
and M@(gi)(m) are defined as

Mo, (m) =[]

J

1
min{1, |8;|}’
where the product is taken over all algebraic conjugates /3; of n; over the field Q(6;),
including 7; itself. Due to (1.6), we may choose ko € {1,...,d} such that
(L.7) Mo, (1) > CH/M ().

Assume that M (n) is large enough (saying, greater than C~'/?). Then the left hand
side of (1.7) is larger than 1, so replacing 7, by one of its algebraic conjugates over
Q(0k, ) if necessary, we may assume that

‘nk‘o‘ <L
Notice that 7, might take value in C\ R.
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To conclude Theorem 1.4, we manage to extend a deep result of Breuillard and
Varji (see [8, Proposition 13]) on the relation between the Garsia entropy and the
Mabhler measure from homogeneous [FSs on R with rational translations to homoge-
neous [FSs on C with complex algebraic translations; see Proposition 6.2. From this
result, we are able to derive that

[ (M@(9k0>(?7ko))

for a certain atomic probability measure v/ on C, where ®,/ is defined as in (6.1) (in
which v is replaced by v/). Since ®,/(a) tends to H(p) as a — oo, the above inequality
and (1.7) yield Theorem 1.4.

We actually prove a more general version of Theorem 1.4 in which ¢q,...,t,, and
n are assumed to be complex algebraic numbers (see Theorem 6.1), which might be
helpful for the study of homogeneous self-similar measures on R? or higher dimensional
spaces.

1.3. Structure of the article. In Section 2 we collect some results about roots of
polynomials with integer or algebraic coefficients, which we will use at various places
in the paper, in particular in the proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. In Section 3, we
review two notions of entropy and present their basic properties. In Section 4 we
prove Theorem 1.2 by assuming Theorems 1.3 and 1.4. The proofs of Theorems 1.3
and 1.4 are respectively given in Sections 5 and 6.

2. DISTRIBUTION OF ROOTS OF POLYNOMIALS

In this section, we collect some properties about roots of polynomials with coef-
ficients in a given finite set of algebraic numbers, which we will mainly use in the
proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. Many of them are standard, and the others are the
extensions of the corresponding results in [7, 22| about integer polynomials.

Throughout this section, let D be a fixed finite set of algebraic numbers in C. For
n > 1, let P™ denote the collection of polynomials in X of degree not exceeding n
and with coefficients in D. That is,

(2.1) P”:{ZaiXi:aieDfor allogign}.

1=0

2.1. Polynomials, Mahler measure and height. We first introduce some stan-
dard notation and definitions. For S C C, by S[X] and S[X1, ..., Xi] we respectively
denote the sets of the univariate polynomials in variable X and the multivariate
polynomials in variables X7, ..., X} with coefficients in S.

For a, aq,...,ap € C, we write
Sla] ={P(a): P € S[X]}

and
8[0[1,...,()%] :{P<a17"'705k): PGS[Xhan]}u
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where P(a) or P(ay,...,q) denotes the evaluation of a polynomial P at a or
(aq,...,ar). Write S[A] = Sla,...,ax) if A = {aq,...,ax}. We adapt the no-
tation with S replaced by Q,Z, C or any field K C C. For A C C, let Q(.A) denote
the smallest field containing Q and A4, and let Q(«) be the smallest field containing
Q and a € C.

For f =" ,a; X" € C[X], the degree of f is denoted as deg f, and we write

n 1/q
_ la _ )
by(f) = (Z;Iaz\ ) for1<g<oo, and lu(f)= maxal.

Similar notations are used for multivariate polynomials.

Definition 2.1 (Mahler measure). The Mahler measure of f =3  a; X" € C[X] is
defined as

(2.2) M(f) = |an] ] [ max {1, o[},

i=1
where aq,...,q, are the roots of f. For an algebraic number o« € C, the Mahler
measure of « is defined by M(«) := M(g), where g is the minimal polynomial of «

in Z[X] with coprime coefficients.
By the above definition, M(«) > 1 for every algebraic number «. Following [19,
Chapter 14|, we define the height of an algebraic number « € C as
(2.3) H{a) = M(a)!/ 452,
where deg o stands for the degree of « over Q. Clearly H(a) > 1.
It is immediate from (2.2) that

M(fg) = M(f)M(g) for f,g € C[X].

Below we list more properties about the Mahler measure and height.

Lemma 2.2 ([6, Lemma 1.6.7]). Let f € C[X]| with deg f =mn. Then M(f) < {,1(f).
Moreover,

(ju7y) () < MO < 6l0) < VAT TE()

where || stands for the integral part of x.
Lemma 2.3 ([17, Equation 4]). Let f € C[X] with deg f =n. Then
G(f) < 2" M(f).
Lemma 2.4 ([19, Proposition 14.7]). Let f € Z[X1,..., Xg] such that the partial

degree of f in X; is at most L; for 1 < j < k. Let ay,...,ay be algebraic numbers.
Then
k
H(f(on, . on)) < (f) [[ H(ay)".
j=1



Let [K; : Ky denote the degree of a field extension K, /K;, that is, the dimension
of Ky as a vector space over Ky ([20]).

Lemma 2.5 ([19, Proposition 14.13]). Let K C C be an extension field of Q with
k=[K:Q]<oo. Ifa#0isinK, then |a| > H(a)™*.

Lemma 2.6 ([20, Corollary 5.8]). Let ay, ..., be algebraic numbers. Then there
exists an algebraic integer 0 such that Q(av, ..., ar) = Q(0).

2.2. The distribution of roots of polynomials with coefficients in D. Recall
that D is a fixed finite set of algebraic numbers, and P", n € N, are defined as in
(2.1).

The following proposition is a slight extension of [22, Lemma 4.2] (see also, [5] and
[7, Lemma 26]).

Proposition 2.7. Fore > 0, there exists k = k(e, D) > 0 such that every polynomial
P in|J72, P" has at most k nonzero roots of modulus at most 1 — ¢.

Proof. The proposition was proved in [22, Lemma 4.2] in the case when D is a finite
set of integers. Here we follow that proof with slight modifications. Let € > 0. Set
_ max{|s|: 0# s €D}
~ min{|s|: 0#£s€ D}’

Define

‘ J 1 ,
a(]):j+1 . TSV for j € N.

Then a(j) — 1 as j — oo. So we may pick a large integer k such that a(k) > 1—¢/2.

Let P € P" for some n € N, and let zy,...,2zy be the nonzero roots, repeated
according to multiplicity, of P in the open disc |z| < 1 — . Below we prove that
N < k.

Set u = min{|s| : 0 # s € D} and

P
Q= X’

where m is the lowest degree of the monomials in P. Then |Q(0)| > 1 and (. (Q) < p.
Write » = k/(k +1). Then 1 —¢/2 < a(k) < r. By Jensen’s formula and since

[QO) = 1,

N 1
(2.4) Y log—— < / log | Q(re2™it)|dt.
et EA 0
Note that for each t € [0, 1],
QUre™) < p( 474174 -) = TP = pll + 1),

Since |z;| < a(k) for 1 < j < N, by (2.4),
Nlog(p(k +1))""* <log(p(k + 1)).
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This concludes N < k. O

As a consequence of the above proposition, we give the following corollary which
is an analogue of [22, Lemma 4.3] in our setting.

Corollary 2.8. For any € € (0,1/2), there exists ¢ = c(e) € (0,1) such that the
following holds. Let n € N, 0# P € P" and 0 < r < e"27". Suppose that |P(\)| <r
for some A € C withe < |\ <1—¢. Then there exists n € C such that P(n) =0 and

IA—mn| < (2% )"
Proof. The proof is nearly identical to that of [22, Lemma 4.3]. For the reader’s

convenience, we include the details.

Let € € (0,1/2), and let n, P,r be given as in the statement of the lemma. By
Proposition 2.7, there exists an integer k = k(e, D) (independent of P) such that
P has at most k nonzero roots of modulus at most 1 — /2 (repeated according to
multiplicity). Denote these roots by 71, ..., n,. Then m < k and

r= PO = (/20" T Iny = AL

Hence there exists some 1 < 7 < m such that
[ = Al < (- (e/2)7") V™ < (2% ) E,
This completes the proof of the corollary by taking ¢ = 1/k. O

2.3. A separation property of roots of polynomials in P". The main result in
the subsection is the following proposition, which is an analogue of [22, Lemma 4.1].

Proposition 2.9. There exists M = M(D) > 0 such that the following holds for all
sufficiently large n. Let Ay # Ao be two algebraic numbers each of which is a root of
a polynomial in P™. Then |\ — Xo| > 2n=Mn,

To prove the above proposition, we start with a result essentially due to Mahler [18].
For n € N and a > 0, write

(2.5) F(n,a):={P € Z[X] : lx(P) <aand deg P <n}.
Lemma 2.10. Letn > 4, a > 0, and let \y, Ay be two distinct algebraic numbers each
of which is a root of a polynomial in F(n,a). Then

|)\1 — )\2| > 2n_4"a_4"+2.

Proof. We follow the proof of [22, Lemma 4.1] with minor modifications. Let n, a, A1, Az
be given as in the statement of the lemma. Suppose P;(A1) = 0 and Py(\2) = 0 for
some Py, Py € F(n,a). Let P, = R¥ ... RF and P, = Q" --- Q" be respectively the
irreducible factorizations of P; and P, in Z[X].

Without loss of generality assume that R;(A) = 0 and Q1(A2) = 0. If A\; and Ay
are Galois conjugates, then take P = Ry or ()q, otherwise, take P = R1(Q);. In both
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cases, deg P < 2n, and M(P) < M(P,)M(P,) < (n + 1)a® by Lemma 2.2. Hence
g y
applying [18, Theorem 2] to P gives
A1 — Ao > \/_(Qn) "Jrl)((n+1)c12)_2"+1

> \/_2—371 —3n —4n+2

> 2n—4n —4n+2 ,

where we use the assumption n > 4 in the last inequality. O
To apply Lemma 2.10, we need the following result.

Lemma 2.11. Let A € C. If X is a root of a polynomial f € P™ for some n > 1,
then X is a root of a polynomial F € F(dn,C(n+ 1)), where d = [Q(D) : Q], C is a
constant depending on D and F(-,-) is defined as in (2.5).

Proof. By Lemma 2.6, we can choose an algebraic integer 6 such that Q(6) = Q(D).
Then we can take L € N such that

(2.6) Ls € Z[f] for all s € D.

Notice that the degree of Q(D) over Q is d, so deg(d) = d. Let 6;,...,0, be the
algebraic conjugates of 6, with 8; = 0. For j =1,....d, let
75+ Q(0) - Q)
be the field isomorphism such that o;(a) = a for all a € Q and 0;(0) = 0;.

Let A € C and suppose that P(A) = 0 for some P = > ja;X" € P". Define
F € C[X] by

F= Ldjl_[l<;ajaz ) ﬁ[(i@mz )

Clearly F'(A\) =0, deg(F') < dn and

loo(F) < 0y(F dH (Z@ a; ) < C(n+1)4,

j=1 1=0
where C' := L4max{|o;(s)|?: 1< j <d, se€ D}
To conclude the lemma, it remains to show that F' € Z[X]. By (2.6), La; € Z[0]

for all 0 < ¢ < n. Hence there exist integer polynomials @);, © = 0, ..., n, such that
La; = Q;(0). Tt follows that for 0 <i <nand 1 <j <d,

aj(La;) = 0;(Qi(0)) = Qi(6;)-

Therefore
d n dn
Foq] (z @iwj)xi) S
j=1 \i=0 k=0
Notice that each [ is a symmetric polynomial in 6, ..., 6; with integral coefficients.
Since 6 is an algebraic integer, it follows that 5y € Z, and so F' € Z[X]. O
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Now we are ready to prove Proposition 2.9.

Proof of Proposition 2.9. Let d, C be the constants as in Lemma 2.11. A combination
of Lemmas 2.10 and 2.11 gives

A = Aal > 2(dn) S + 1)) 4942 5 g a0
for n sufficiently large depending on D. Taking M = 4d?+44d-+1 finishes the proof. [J

2.4. The order of zeros of polynomials under certain constrains. The follow-
ing proposition is an analogue of [22, Lemma 2.3] in our setting.

Proposition 2.12. Let ¢ > 0 and k € N. There exists a positive integer N =
N(e, k, D) such that the following holds. Let n € N withn > N, and \,n € (—1,1)
such that n is algebraic with degn < n and 0 < |[A —n| < 1. Let ' € N such that
n' > (k+2)n'*e. Let 0 # P € P, Suppose that

(2.7) (2M ()™ F P < X =] < (2M ()=,
where d :== [Q(D) : Q. Then n is a zero of P of order at least k.
The proof of Proposition 2.12 relies on the following result which is contained in

the proof of [22, Lemma 4.6]. As was noted by Rapaport and Varju [22], this result
was due to V. Dimitrov.

Lemma 2.13. Let \,n be distinct nonzero numbers in (—1,1). Let 0 # P € P for
somen’ € N. Let m be the order of vanishing of P at n, where we allow m = 0. Then

P (n) [P(N)]
m! [A—nm™’

< DI+
where PY denotes the i-th derivative of P fori € N, and D := max{|s| : s € D}.

Proof. We follow the proof of [22, Lemma 4.6]. Write P = Z;‘io a; X7 with a; € D.
Denote

pm -
j=m

Then Q(n) # 0 by the definition of m. By Taylor’s theorem with Lagrange remainder
term, there exists some & between A and 7 such that

(2.9) PQ) =QE)(A—n)"
If m = 0, this holds with & = A,
It follows from (2.8) that deg @ < n' and (o (Q) < (n/)™D. Then

QW (2)] < (n)*o(Q) < (0')™2D  for z € (—1,1).
Hence by the mean value theorem,

[QUDI < (n)™ DI — | +1Q(E)]-

11



From this, | —n| < |A —n| and (2.9), we obtain that
[P
A= n™
which finishes the proof. O

QI < (W)™ *DIN —n| +

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 2.12.

Proof of Proposition 2.12. Our argument is adapted from the proof of [22, Lemma
4.6]. Let €, k, A\, n,n/, P be given as in the statement of the proposition. Let m be the
order of vanishing of P at . We show below that m > k.

Write @ = P /(m!). Then Q(n) # 0. From (2.8) we see that

Q(Tl) = Q(Slv e -,Sr,n)

for an integer multivariate polynomial Q with ¢1(Q) < (n’ +1)(n’)™, where sq, ..., s,
are the elements in D*. By Lemma 2.4, the height of Q(n) (cf. (2.3)) satisfies

HQW) = H (Qlsr,- .. 50.m)
210 <@ (T1 #09) -m

seD+
< (0 1)) CaM ()" 8,
where Cy =[] .p+ H(s).

Note that by (2.8), Q(n) € Q(D,n). It follows from [20, Propositions 1.15 and 1.21]
that

(2.11) degQ(n) = [Q(Q(n)) : Q] < [Q(D,7n) : Q] < [Q(D) : QJ[Q(n) : Q] = ddeg(n),

where d := [Q(D) : Q]. Since Q(n) # 0, deg(n) < n and H(Q(n)) > 1, it follows from
Lemma 2.5, (2.11) and (2.10) that
(2.12)

Q)| = H(Q(m)™ 59 = H(Q(n)) "7 = ((n' + 1)(n')"C3) ™" M ()"

Suppose on the contrary that m < k. Set D = max{|s|: s € D}. Then by Lemma
2.13 and |A —n| <1,

Q)| = w < (n)™2D|X — n| + %
< ()2 DI =l + ‘LP_(ATB“R.
Hence
((n' + 1)(n')*Co) ™" M ()~
S (by (2.12) and m < k)

[P
< (n)*T2DIN — 1| + py—E
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< ((n)**2D + 1) (2M ()~ (by (2.7)),
which is simplified to
((W)¥2D 4+ 1) (0 + 1)(n))FCy) ™ > 2%

This contradicts the assumption that n’ > (k + 2)n'*®, when n is large enough
depending on D, k and ¢. U

3. PRELIMINARIES ON SHANNON AND DIFFERENTIAL ENTROPIES

In this section, we briefly review two notions of entropy, and present some of their
properties which will be used in the later sections. For more background material on
entropy, the reader is referred to [8, 10].

Let X be a random variable in R?. If X is a discrete random variable taking values
in a countable set {x;};, the Shannon entropy of X is defined as

(3.1) H(X):=Y —P{X =2;} logP{X = x,}.

J
If X is an absolutely continuous random variable with density f: R — [0, 00), the
differential entropy of X is defined as

(3.2) H(X):= /Rd —f(x)log f(z) dx.

(Recall the definition of H(p) for a probability vector p (see (1.1)) and the height
H(a) for an algebraic number « (see (2.3)). The multiple use of H(-) should cause
no confusion, as it will always be clear from the context which type of the input is.)

Let A be an invertible d x d real matrix and b € R? If X is a discrete random
variable, it is easy to see that
H(AX +b) = H(X).
If X is an absolutely continuous random variable with finite differential entropy, then

it follows from the change of variables formula that

(3.3) H(AX +b) = H(X) + log |det A] .

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2 by assuming Theorems 1.3 and 1.4. The
proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 will be given in the next two sections respectively.

Throughout this section, let ¢y, ..., t,, be real algebraic numbers and p = (p1, . .., pm)
a probability vector. Let v denote the atomic probability measure Z;n:l p;0y,;. For
any 0 # n € (—1,1), let u, denote the self-similar measure associated with the IFS
{nz +1t;}7, and p, and let h,, denote the Garsia entropy of n and v (see (1.4)). Let
P, n €N, be defined as in (1.3).

The proof of Theorem 1.2 also relies on the following two results of Hochman.

13



Theorem 4.1 ([13]). Let 0 # X\ € (—1,1). Suppose that
H{(p)
—log[Al ]

Then for every 6 € (0,1) and for all sufficiently large n (depending on A and §), there
is a polynomial 0 # P € P™ such that |P(\)| < ™.

dim g\ < min {1,

Theorem 4.2 ([13]). For each nonzero algebraic number n € (—1,1),
by
dim,un:min{l, ™ }
— log|n|
If in addition the IF'S {nx +t;}7, has no evact overlaps, then

dim p,, = min{l, M} :
—log|n|

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We follow the proof of [22, Theorem A.8] with slight modifi-
cations. For the reader’s convenience, we provide the full details.

By Theorem 4.2, we may assume that A is transcendental. Since all ¢; are algebraic
numbers, the IFS {Ax +¢;}".; has no exact overlaps. Suppose on the contrary that

H(p)
—log|\| } '

dim g, < min {1,
Let € > 0 such that
H
Let M > 0 be large with respect to ty,...,t,, A,p and €. Let nyg € N be large
depending on M.

By Theorem 1.3, there exist an integer n > ny and a nonzero algebraic number 7
in (—1,1) such that 7 is a root of some polynomial in P™ satisfying

(4.2) dim g, < dimpy +e  and |\ — 5| < exp(—n?).
We can assume ng is large enough so that |n| < (1 + |A|)/2. By (4.1) and (4.2),
. . H(p)
(4.3) dim 1, < min {1, " log) } — €
Since 7 is algebraic, it follows from Theorem 4.2 that
h
dim p,, = ——2~.
T logly)

From this, (4.3) and Theorem 1.4, we may assume that M(n) < M.
Set d = [Q(D) : Q]. Since Q(n) = 0 for some Q € P", it follows that

14



Hence

deg(n) = [Q(n) : Q] < [Q(D,n) - Q] = [Q(DP,7) : AD)Q(D) : Q] < dn,

where the second equality is a basic property about the degree of field extension (see
e.g. [20, Proposition 1.20]). Since A is transcendental and 7 is algebraic, it follows
that |A —n| > 0. Let n’ be the unique integer such that

(1.4) (2M) 404D < | = | < (2M)
Then by this and the second inequality in (4.2),

d(n’ +1)log(2M) > —log|A — n| > n®.
Thus for ng large enough,
(4.5) n' > (M + 2)(dn)*.

Applying Theorem 4.1 with § = (2M)73M4 we see that for ng large enough there
exists 0 # P € P" such that |[P(\)| < (2M) 3™ Then by (4.4),
>

A =] > (2M) =D > M) * | PV > M) M PO
Combining this with (4.4) yields
M) MIP)M < X = < (2M) 7

From this, (4.5) and Proposition 2.12 (in which we replace n by dn, and k by M), we
conclude that 7 is a zero of P of order at least M.

On the other hand, since |n| < (1+|A])/2 < 1, it follows from Proposition 2.7 that
there exists NV > 0 (only depending on t;,...,t, and \) such that 7 is a zero of P of
order at most IN. This leads to a contradiction by letting M > N. U

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

Proof of Theorem 1.3. The proof is almost identical to that of [22, Theorem A.2],
except some of the involved auxiliary results in Appendix A.1 of [22, Theorem A.2]
should be slightly revised.

Indeed, Theorem 1.3 is proved in [22, Theorem A.2] in the setting of homogeneous
[FSs on R with positive contraction ratio and rational translations. Actually, the proof
of [22, Theorem A.2] is based on some auxiliary results (see Propositions A.3, A.5
and A.7, Lemmas A.4 and A.6 in [22]), which adapts and generalizes the main results
of [7]. As was pointed out in [22, Appendix A.1], the statements of [22, Proposition
A.3, Lemmas A.4 and A.6] hold in the general setting of homogeneous IFSs on R.
Notice that [22, Proposition A.5 and A.7] are built on a separation property (see
[22, Lemma 4.1]) for roots of integer polynomials. By a similar separation property
(see Proposition 2.9) for roots of polynomials with algebraic coefficients, we are able
to extend [22, Proposition A.5 and A.7] to the general setting of Theorem 1.3; see
Propositions 5.1 and 5.2. Using these (revised) auxiliary results, the exact arguments
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of [22, Theorem A.2] give the proof Theorem 1.3. Since the proof of [22, Theorem
A .2] is rather long, we do not repeat it here and we refer to [22] for the full details. [J

Below we present two propositions, which are the extensions of [22, Propositions
A.5 and A.7] to our setting respectively.

Following [7, Section 2| and [25, Section 2|, we introduce the notion of entropy at
a given scale. Let X be a bounded random variable in R with law v. For r > 0, the
entropy of X at scale r is defined by

H(X;r):= /OlH(LX/r+tJ)dt,

where |z| stands for the largest integer not exceeding z. We also write H(v;r) in
place of H(X;r). As was noted in [7, 25, the idea of the above averaging procedure
originates in Wang’s paper [27].

Proposition 5.1. For every ¢ € (0,1/2) there exists C > 0 (depending on e,
ti,... tm and p1,...,pm) such that the following holds for all n > N(e,C). Let
0<r<nand)e(e—1,—e)U(e,1—¢) be given, and suppose that %H(,ug\n); r) <
H(p). Then there exists 0 # n € (—1,1), which is a oot of a nonzero polynomial in

P™ such that
A=nl <O and  H(u(") < H(ul"ir).

Proof. Here we follow the arguments in the proof of [22, Proposition A.5] with slight
modifications.

Let € € (0,1) and let C' > 1 be large with respect to . Let n > be large with C'
and let » and A be given as in the statement of the proposition.
Let 0 < s <1 be with

(5.1) H Q S+ J) < H(u{";r) < nH(p),

where (gk);‘;é is a finite sequence of independent random variables with common law
v =) pjo,. Let Abe the set of all nonzero P € P" with [P(\)| <r. By (5.1), A
is nonempty.
Given P € A it follows that Corollary 2.8 that there exists np € C with P(np) =0
and
e — Al < (27 7)C "

From r < n=¢"

to C, it follows that we may assume |[A —np| <r
For Q,P € A,

, since C' is large with respect to ¢, and since n is large with respect
c-1/2

‘TIP - 77@‘ < |’f]p — )\‘ + ‘)\ _ 77@‘ < 27,071/2 < 2n701/2n.
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Thus, by Proposition 2.9 and by assuming that C is large enough, it follows that
np = 1nq. Write n for this common value, then P(n) = 0 for all P € A. From this,
(5.1) and by the definition of A,

H(p() < H(p"; 7).

n ) S

Since A € R we have [ — A = |7 — A|, and so |np — 7| < 20 C"*". For P € A
we clearly have P(7) = 0. Thus, another application of Proposition 2.9 gives n = 7.
Since A € (e —1,—¢) U (g,1 — €) we may assume 0 # 7 € (—1,1), which completes
the proof of the proposition. O

Proposition 5.2. For every ¢ € (0,1/2) there exists C > 0 (depending on e,
t1,...,tm and py1,...,pm) such that the following holds for all n > N(e,C). Let
A€ (e—1,—¢e)U (e, 1 —¢) and suppose that there exists 0 # n € C, which is a root
of a nonzero polynomial in P", such that |\ —n| < n=". Then %H(,ug\"); r) = H(p)
for all r < |\ —nl°.

Proof. Here we repeat the proof of [22, Proposition A.7] with trivial modifications.
Let € € (0,1/2), and let C' > 1 be large with respect to €, let n > 1 be large with
respect to C', and let A and n be as in the statement of the proposition.

Suppose to the contrary that there exists 0 < r < |[A—n| with %H(,ug\"); r) < H(p).
By Corollary 2.8, there exists 7' € (0,1), which is a root of a nonzero polynomial in
P, such that |\ — 7| < /¢ < |\ —n|. In particular  # 1’ and

=0 < In—= A+ A= < 207"

However, as C' is assumed to be large enough, this contradicts Proposition 2.9, which
completes the proof of the proposition. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4

In this section, we prove the following slight extension of Theorem 1.4, in which we
allow tq,...,%,, and n to be complex algebraic numbers.

Theorem 6.1. Let ty,...,t,, be algebraic numbers in C, and let p = (p;)7, be a
probability vector. Setv = 377", p;d;;. Then for any h € (0, H(p)), there is a positive
number M depending on h, ty,...,t, and p1,...,pm, such that

hyy > h

for every algebraic number n € C with 0 < |n| < 1 and M(n) > M, where h,, and
M(-) are defined as in (1.4) and (1.5) respectively.

The proof of the above theorem is based on a lower bound estimate of the involved
Garsia entropy. For a probability measure v on C with bounded support, following
8] we define

(6.1) O, (a) =sup{H(tal +G) — H{t{ + G)}  for a € R,

t>0
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where £ is a complex random variable with law v, GG is a complex Gaussian random
variable independent of ¢, with density exp(—|z|*/2)/(2) for z € C, and H(-) stands
for differential entropy (see (3.2)).

The following proposition gives a lower bound of h,,, which extends a result of
Breuillard and Varjui [8, Proposition 13],

Proposition 6.2. Let K be a subfield of C. Let n € C such that 0 < |n| < 1 and
[K(n) : K] < oco. Let {u;}jL, C K and p = (p;)jL, be a probability vector. Set

v = Z;.”:lpjéuj. Then hy,, > ®, (MKO])) , where

(6.2) Mie(n) = [[ ——

Lt min{1, ||}
J
with the product running over all the conjugates (including n itself) of n over K.

Breuillard and Varju [8, Proposition 13] only proved the above result in the case
when K = Q. Before proving Proposition 6.2, we first apply it to the proof of Theorem
6.1.

Proof of Theorem 6.1 assuming Proposition 6.2. Let ty, ..., ty,p1, ..., Pm, v and h be
given as in the statement of the theorem. Set

For n € N let P denote the collection of polynomials in variable X of degree not
exceeding n and with coefficients in D.

By Lemma 2.6, we can choose an algebraic integer 6 such that Q(0) = Q(D). Then
we can take a suitable L € N such that

Ls € Z[f] for all s € D.
Let d = deg(0), and let 04, ...,0; be the algebraic conjugates of 6, with §; = 6. For
k=1,...,d, let
or = Q(0) — Q(0k)

be the field isomorphism such that ox(a) = a for all a € Q and 0% (6) = 6.

Let n € C be an algebraic number with 0 < |n| < 1. We aim to show that h,, > h

if the Mahler measure of 7 is large enough. For this purpose, we may assume that
that P(n) = 0 for some P =>"" ja; X" € P" with n € N; otherwise h,, = H(p) > h
and there is nothing left to prove.

Fix such a polynomial P = >"" ;X" and define F € C[X] by

d n d n
(6.3) F=1']] (Z crk(ai)XZ) =11 (Z ak(Lai)Xi> .
k=1 \i=0 i=0

k=1

Then F' € Z[X], which follows from the same argument as in the last paragraph of
the proof of Lemma 2.11. Clearly F(n) = 0. Writing F' = E?Zo B; X% and letting 7

18



be the smallest integer so that 3, # 0, by (6.3) we see that 5, < C, where
C := L'max{|on(s)|*: 1<k <d, s €D}
We claim that
(6.4) Mo(n) = C*M(n),

where ZT/[/@(U) is defined as in (6.2). To see this, let f = >7 ;X" be the minimal
polynomial of n in Z[X]. Then f divides F' in Z[X] since F(n) = 0. It follows that
by divides [3.. Consequently, |by| < |5;| < C. By Vieta’s formulas,

M{(n)
Mg(n)
where ay, ..., a, are the roots of f. This yields (6.4).

(6.5)

= |bg |H|az| = [bo| < C,

Now let g = Y7, ¢; X" be a minimal polynomial of 1 in Q(8)[X] with coefficients
in Z[A]. For 1 < k < d, define

(6.6) gr = ox(g) == Z%(Q)X

Since ¢ is irreducible in Q(0)[X], g is irreducible in Q(6)[X] for each 1 < k < d.

Define
d
k=1

Then G € Z[X], which follows from a similar argument as in the last paragraph of
the proof of Lemma 2.11. Since G(n) = 0 and f is the minimal polynomial of 7 in
Z[X], it follows that f divides G.

For a nonzero polynomial @) = 22:0 e X' = ¢ Hizl(X — ) in C[X], define
~ 1
M@= JI =

1<i<l: 4 #0 mln{l’ |72|}

with convention M (Q) = 1 if @ does not have nonzero root. It is easily checked

that M(Q1Qz) = M(Q1)M(Qy) for any Q1,Qs € C[X], and M(Qs) > M(Qy) if Q
divides @)s.

For 1 <k < d, let n; be a root of g,. Using the above notation, we have

HMQ (0x) 77]

where the first equality holds since g; is irreducible in Q(6;)[X], the second equality
holds by G = HZZI gk, the inequality is by f dividing G, and the last equality holds
since f € Z[X] is the minimal polynomial of 1 over Q. Thus there exists some
1 < kg < d such that

(G) > M(f) = Mg(n),

II:&

Moy, ) (ko) > (Mg ().
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From this and (6.5), we conclude that

. M 1/d
(6.7) Moo, () 2 10

when M (n) is sufficiently large depending on D. Due to this and (6.2), replacing 7,

> 1

by another root of g, if necessary, we may assume that |ng,| < 1.

Define t; = oy, (t;) for 1 < j < m. Let ¥ = > o1 pidg, and let (EJ);*;O be a sequence
of i.i.d. random variables with common law v. Next we show that
(6.8) P = hay, 5

To see this, it is sufficient to prove that for each polynomial ) with coefficients in D,

(69) Q(Tl) =0+ Uko(Q)(ﬁko) = 07

where o, (Q) is defined in a way similar to the definition of o4 (g) (see (6.6)). Below
we only prove the direction ‘=" in (6.9), the other direction follows from a similar
argument.

Suppose that Q(n) = 0 for some polynomial () with coefficients in D. Since D C
Q(#) and g is a minimal polynomial of 1 in Q(0), ¢ divides @ in Q(0)[X]. Tt follows
that ko divides Uko(Q) in Q(eko)[X] Hence Uko(Q)(nko) =0 by gko(nko) = 0. This
proves the direction ‘=" in (6.9).

By (6.8) and Proposition 6.2 applied to h,, », we obtain that

(6.10) oo = oy = @5 (Moo, (1))
where ®;(+) is as defined in (6.1) (in which we replace v by 7).
Let G be a complex Gaussian random variable with density exp(—|z|?/2)/(2n) for
z € C. It is easily checked that
lim H(a'*¢+G)=H(G) and lim H(a"?*¢C+G) = H(G) + H(p),

where ( is a random variable with law 7 and independent of G. Taking t = a~'/? in

(6.1) (in which we replace v by v) yields that
lim ®5(a) > lim H(a*¢+G) — H(a V¢ + G) = H(p).
a— 00 a—r o0
Since h < H(p), there exists A > 0 such that ®3(a) > h for all a > A. By (6.7),
Mao,,) () = A 'if M(n) > (AC)?. Then (6.10) implies that
hyw > h
if M(n) > (AC)4, which finishes the proof of the theorem. O
In the remaining part of this section, we prove Proposition 6.2. This is done by
adapting the ideas of [8, Proposition 13].
Let My(C), My(R), GLy(R), Uyg(C) and O4(R) denote the sets of d x d complex, real,

real invertible, unitary and orthogonal matrices, respectively. Since K in Proposition
6.2 is assumed to be a subfield of C, to apply the ideas of [8, Proposition 13|, we need
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to transfer certain series of complex matrices into the series of real matrices. For this
purpose, let us introduce a natural operator transferring complex matrices into real

matrices.
Define - : My(C) — May(R) by
A=([z )
(6 ) bjk Ajk 1§]7k‘§d

if A= (ajk -+ ibjk)lgj,kgda where ajk,bjk € R. For z € (C, write Z = Z/[\d, where I,
stands for the d x d identity matrix.

Lemma 6.3. The operator - has the following properties.
(1) " is an injective R-algebra homomorphism, that is, for « € R, A, B € My(C),
aﬂB:aA\+§ and AB = AB.

(11) ~ is an isometry with respect to the norms induced by the standard inner
products respectively, that is, | A| = ||A|| for A € My(C). If U € Uy(C), then
U € O54(R).

(i1i) For any z € C and B € M4(C),

(6.12) 2B =B = B2
Proof. Consider the natural map 7: C¢ — R?? defined by

T(xl +iy17--'7xd+iyd) = (:L‘layla"'axdayd)a

where z;,y; € Rfor 1 < j < d. Then the statements of the lemma are readily justified
from the fact that Ar = 7A7 !z for A € My(C) and = € R?*?. We leave the details
to the reader. U

To prove Proposition 6.2, we need to use some entropy quantities introduced in [8].
Let X,Y be two independent bounded random variables in R?. Following Breuillard
and Varju [8], we define

(6.13) H(X:B) = H(X +Gg) — H(Gp) for B € GLy(R),

where G is a Gaussian random variable in R?, independent of X, with mean 0 and
covariance matrix BB*. Here B' stands for the transpose of B. For By, By € GL4(R),
write

It follows from (3.3) that for each B € GL4(R),
(6.15) H(X;By) =H(BX;BB;) and H(X;B|Bs)= H(BX;BB|BBs).

The quantities defined above have the following properties, which are crucial for
our proof.
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Lemma 6.4 ([8]). Let By, By € GLg(R) be such that || Biz| < || Baz]|| for all z € RY.
Assume that X,Y are two bounded independent random variables taking values in RY.
Then

(6.16) HX+4+Y;B) <H(X;B)+ H(Y;By),
(6.17) H(X;B10)=H(X;B;y) forO € 04R),
and

H(X +Y; Bi|Bs) > H(X; Bi|Ba).
As a consequence, for any B € GL4(R) with ||B|| < 1 and any nonnegative integer k,
(6.18) H (X +Y;B"B*) > H (X; B*"'|B") .
If in addition X s discrete, then
(6.19) H(X)> H(X; By).

Proof. (6.17) follows from that Gp,o and Gpg, have the same distribution for each
O € O4(R). (6.19) follows from the definition of H(X; By) and [8, Equation (2.10)].
The other statements of the lemma come from [8, Lemma 9. u

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 6.2.

Proof of Proposition 6.2. We adapt the proof of [8, Proposition 13].

First we make some preparations. Let 7y, ..., n4 (including 7 itself) be all the con-
jugates of n over K with modulus strictly less than 1. By (6.2), MK(n) =1/|m - nal
Set

1
MK(U)
By [14, Theorem 3] (see also [15, Theorem 3.6.6]), there exist A € M,(C) with eigen-
values 1y, ...,ng and U,V € Uy(C) such that A = UDV, where D = diag(ay, ..., aq).
Then the spectrum radius p(A) of A is strictly less than 1, and the operator norm

ap = =qq-1 = 1, Oéd=|771 77d|

of A (with respect to the standard inner product on C?) satisfies 5 [|All = 1. Recall
the operator ~ defined in (6.11). Applying Lemma 6.3 gives A=10T DV where
U,V € 0(R), and ||A|| = 1. Moreover by (6.11),

ﬁ :dlag 177171/MK<77)71/MK<77>
2d—2

Let (&)52, be a sequence of i.i.d. complex random variables with common law v.
Since |n| < 1 and p(A) < 1, the random variables

X,=> &n* and Xu:=) &AF
k=0

k=0
22



are well-defined and bounded. For n € N, write

n—1 n—1
) = kank and Xﬁln) = kaAk.
k=0 k=0

We claim that
(6.20) H(X™) > H(X{") forallneN,

where H(-) stands for Shannon entropy (see (3.1)). To see this, let {v1,...,v4} be a
basis of C¢, with v; being an eigenvector of A corresponding to the eigenvalue n; for
each 1 < j < d. Suppose that P(n) = 0 for some polynomial P = "  a; X" € P",
with coefficients in

D ::{IQ —'Uj 1 f;i,j ngn}.
Since 7y, . .., nq are conjugates of n over K and {u;}7*, C K, it follows that P(n;) =0

for 1 < j < d. Moreover for each x € C?, writing z = Ej:1 xjv; with z; € C, we see
that

n d n d n d
Z a;Alx = Z Z aixinvj = Z Z ai:pjn;vj = Z zjP(nj)v; =0
i=0 j=1 i=0 j=1 i=0 j=1
Hence Y ,a; A" = 0. This implies (6.20).
Let ~ : My(C) — Myy(R) be as defined in (6.11). By (i) and (ii) of Lemma 6.3,
(6.21) x4 = ZE/T .
k=0

—_

Notice that for each n € N and z € R?¢, Xﬁln)a: is a discrete random variable in R?9.
Below we show that

(6.22) H (X(n) ) >nH <A0:L‘; A\|Izd) for all n € N, z € R*,

where H(-,-|-) is the quantity defined as in (6.14), and Iy, stands for the identity
matrix in Myg(R).

To see (6.22), write

Xag = E §prji A
=0

Since &; (j € N) are i.i.d., the random variable m is independent of XI(P and has
the same law as X 4. By (6.12) and (6.21), for each k € N,

k—1 00
(623) Xa=S EA+Y A =xP+ A’“ng A= x P B
1=0 j=k
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Hence for each = € R??,

nH (on; A\|]2d>

—_

3

<N H ()?Ax;ﬁuzd) (by (6.18) and (6.23))
k=0

— nzl H (ka)ax; E’fﬂ\ﬁk) (by (6.15))
k=0

< Sy (@x;ﬁkﬂm) (by (6.18) and (6.23))

_ H( o A7 <)/(:1x; Izd> (by (6.14))

<H ( 1(4 ) +H A"XAx A") ()/(:m; IQd) (by (6.16) and (6.23))

— < X A ) (by (6.15))

<H (xg h;) (by (6.19)).

This proves (6.22).

Now we are ready to estimate h,,. By (1.4), (6.20) and the injectivity of the
operator -,

pr) o) ()
(6.24) hy,, = lim > lim = lim :
n—o00 n n— o0 n n—o00 n
For n € N and = € R??,
H (Xﬁl”)) H xg%)
>
n n

> H (§u; A a) (by (6.22))
—H (on; fff)ffuzd> (by A=UDV)
—H (U—lzx; EV\U*) (by (6.15))
=H (ﬁ_l/\ox; 1/5\7) - H <ﬁ_1 Co; ﬁ_l) (by (6.14))
=H (ﬁ_lex; ﬁ) - H (ﬁ_lgox; 12d> (by (6.17))
—H (A(]U’lx; f)um) (by (6.14) and (6.12))
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=H (a]y; ﬁ\[2d> (by taking y = (7*137).
From this and (6.24), we obtain that
hyy > H (gox; ﬁuzd) for all z € R%.

For each t > 0, taking x = tegy_1 = (0,...,0,¢,0) in the above inequality gives

hyo > H (tgoezd,l; f)) —H (tgoew,l; zzd) (by (6.14))
=H <tﬁ_1§\062d_1; IQd) - H (té\oegd_l; 12d> (by (6.15))
—H (tﬁ—léoew_l + de) “H (téoegd_l + G12d> (by (6.13))

=H (tMK<T])C + GIg) - H (tC =+ GIQ) 3

where in the last equality ( is a random variable in R? with law Zj e Pi0(a; b;) In Which
aj, b; are the real and imaginary parts of u; (i.e. u; = a; +1b;), and ( is independent
of Gp,. The last equality follows by integrating out the first 2d — 2 variables using
F(zy) = zF(y) + yF(z) where F(x) = —xlogz. This finishes the proof by taking
supremum over ¢ > 0. ]
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