INTERMEDIATE DIMENSIONS OF BEDFORD-MCMULLEN CARPETS
WITH APPLICATIONS TO LIPSCHITZ EQUIVALENCE
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ABSTRACT. Intermediate dimensions were recently introduced to provide a spectrum of dimen-
sions interpolating between Hausdorff and box-counting dimensions for fractals where these
differ. In particular, the self-affine Bedford—McMullen carpets are a natural case for investiga-
tion, but until now only very rough bounds for their intermediate dimensions have been found.
In this paper, we determine a precise formula for the intermediate dimensions dimg A of any
Bedford-McMullen carpet A for the whole spectrum of 8 € [0, 1], in terms of a certain large devi-
ations rate function. The intermediate dimensions exist and are strictly increasing in 6, and the
function 6 — dimy A exhibits interesting features not witnessed on any previous example, such
as having countably many phase transitions, between which it is analytic and strictly concave.

We make an unexpected connection to multifractal analysis by showing that two carpets
with non-uniform vertical fibres have equal intermediate dimensions if and only if the Hausdorff
multifractal spectra of the uniform Bernoulli measures on the two carpets are equal. Since inter-
mediate dimensions are bi-Lipschitz invariant, this shows that the equality of these multifractal
spectra is a necessary condition for two such carpets to be Lipschitz equivalent.
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FIGURE 1. Intermediate dimensions give finer geometric information about the
fractal set. Left: a Bedford-McMullen carpet A in red and the images of [0, 1]?
under the iterated function system generating A in gray. Right: certain bounds
for the intermediate dimensions dimg A in green and orange, and the true value
in blue obtained in this paper.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In dimension theory, the two most studied notions of dimension are the Hausdorff and box
(also called Minkowski) dimension. For a specific set, a central question is whether its Hausdorff
and box dimension are distinct or not. Intuitively, a dimension gap occurs when the set is in-
homogeneous in space, and thus cannot be covered optimally by using sets of equal diameter.
There are many sets in R? which exhibit this phenomena: for example convergent sequences, el-
liptical polynomial spirals, attenuated topologists’ sine curves; or dynamically defined attractors
such as limit sets of infinite conformal iterated function systems, self-affine carpet-like construc-
tions in the plane and sponges in higher dimensions; or images of sets under certain stochastic
processes |9, 13]; or even the connected component of supercritical fractal percolation [3].

A recent line of research has been initiated by Falconer, Fraser and Kempton [19] in order to get
a better understanding of the subtle differences between the Hausdorff and box dimensions. The
idea is that by introducing a continuum of intermediate dimensions which interpolate between
these two notions of dimension, one can obtain more nuanced information about the geometry
of the set. This is done by imposing increasing restrictions on the relative sizes of covering sets
governed by a parameter 0 < # < 1. The Hausdorff and box dimension are the two extreme
cases when 6 = 0 and 1, respectively. Throughout, the diameter of a set F' is denoted by |F|, its
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Hausdorff dimension by dimyg F' and its lower and upper box dimensions by dimgF' and dimpF.
A finite or countable collection of sets {U;} is a cover of F if F' C |, U;.

Definition 1.1. For 0 < 0 < 1, the lower f-intermediate dimension of a bounded set F' C RY 4s
given by

dimgF = inf{s > 0: for all e > 0 and all §o > 0, there exists 0 < d < dy
and a cover {U;} of F' such that 510 < |U;| <6 and Y |U;|* < e},

while its upper A-intermediate dimension is

dimgF = inf{s > 0: for all £ > 0 there exists 69 > 0 such that for all 0 < § < Jo,
there is a cover {U;} of F' such that 510 < |U;| <6 and Y |U;|* < e}.

For a given 0, if the values of dimyF and dimgk' coincide, then the common value is called
the O-intermediate dimension and is denoted by dimg F'. We refer to the quantity > |U;|* as the
s-cost of the cover.

With these definitions, dimyF = dimgF = dimy F, dim, F' = dimgF' and dim; F' = dimpF,
see [16, Chapter 2, Section 3.2]. For the Hausdorff dimension there are no restrictions on the
diameters of the covering sets, for the box dimension the diameters of the covering sets must
be the same, while for dimy F' the restriction is to only consider covering sets with diameter in
the range [51/ 9.5]. As @ — 0, the f-intermediate dimension gives more insight into which scales
are used in the optimal cover to reach the Hausdorff dimension. For 6 < 1, a natural covering
strategy to improve on the exponent given by the box dimension is to use covering sets with
diameter of the two permissible extremes, in other words either §/¢ or §. Intuitively, it is more
cost efficient in terms of s-cost to cover F with sets of diameter 6*/¢ where F is “sparse” in some
appropriate sense and use the larger sets of diameter § where F' is “dense”.

Most previous examples whose f-intermediate dimensions are known explicitly [11, 18, 19, 12]
share the common feature that the function 6 — dimy F' for the range of # where dimg F' >
dimy F is strictly increasing, concave and analytic, in particular there are no phase transitions.
Interestingly, except in [2], the heuristic of using the two extreme scales already leads to the
optimal covering strategy. In the proof of [2, Theorem 3.5|, Banaji and Fraser use many different
scales between 6'/¢ and & to compute the intermediate dimensions of limit sets of infinite con-
formal iterated function systems (including continued fraction sets), though it is not shown that
this is necessary. The standard approach to see whether a covering strategy gives the optimal
exponent is to check whether a mass distribution principle |19, Proposition 2.2] applied to a
measure constructed from this particular cover gives the matching lower bound.

Intermediate dimensions can also be formulated using capacity theoretic methods [10]. This
approach has been used to bound the Holder regularity of maps that can deform one spiral into
another [11], compute the almost-sure value of the intermediate dimension of the image of Borel
sets under index-« fractional Brownian motion in terms of dimension profiles [9] and under more
general Rosenblatt processes |13].

Qualitative information about dimg F' can also yield interesting applications. For example,
the intermediate dimensions can be used to give information about the Hoélder distortion of maps
between sets (see [21, Section 17.10] for discussion of the Holder mapping problem in the context
of dimension theory). In [17, Section 2.1 5.] Falconer noted that if F C R? is non-empty and
bounded and f: F' — R? is an a-Holder map for some a € (0, 1], meaning that there exists ¢ > 0
such that || f(z) — f(y)|| < ¢z —y||* for all z,y € F', then

dimgf(F) < a 'dimgF (1.1)

and dim, f(F) < a~'dim 4 F (see [9, Theorem 3.1] and [1, Section 4] for further Hélder distortion
estimates). In [2, Example 4.5|, Banaji and Fraser showed that the intermediate dimensions can
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give better information about the Holder distortion between some continued fraction sets than
the Hausdorff or box dimensions.

The intermediate dimensions can also have applications to the orthogonal projections of a
set, see [10, Section 6], and images of a set under index-« fractional Brownian motion, see [9,
Section 3|. This relies on the intermediate dimensions of the set in question being continuous at
6 = 0. In [19, Proposition 2.1] it was shown that 6 + dim,F and 6 + dimyF are continuous
for 6 € (0, 1], but there are examples of sets whose intermediate dimensions are discontinuous
at ¢ = 0. Banaji introduced a more general family of dimensions, called the ®-intermediate
dimensions, in [1]|, which can provide more refined geometric information about such sets.

We mention a similar concept of dimension interpolation between the upper box dimension and
the (quasi-)Assouad dimension, called the Assouad spectrum, which was initiated in [24, 25]. We
refer the reader to the recent surveys [17, 23] for additional references on the topic of dimension
interpolation.

An important method for generating fractal sets is via iterated function systems (IFSs); see
[16] for general background. In this paper, we consider self-affine sets, which are the attractors
of IFSs consisting of affine contractions; see |15] for a survey of the dimension theory of self-affine
sets, and [1] for an important recent result. Self-affine carpets are widely-studied families of sets
in the plane which often have distinct Hausdorff and box dimensions. As such, it is natural
to consider their intermediate dimensions. The main objective of this paper is to determine
an explicit formula for the intermediate dimensions of the simplest model, originally introduced
independently by Bedford [7] and McMullen [35]. Moreover, in the process we uncover new
interesting features about the form of the intermediate dimensions and make an unexpected
connection to multifractal analysis and bi-Lipschitz equivalence of these carpets.

1.1. Bedford—McMullen carpets. The construction of the carpet goes by splitting [0, 1]? into
m columns of equal width and n rows of equal height for some integers n > m > 2 and considering
orientation preserving maps of the form

=5 1))+(6237)

for the index set (i,5) € A C {1,...,m} x {1,...,n}. It is well-known that associated to the
iterated function system (IFS) F = {f(; j)} i jjca there exists a unique non-empty compact set
A = Ar, called the attractor, satisfying

A= U fa.5) D).
(i,5)eA
We call A a Bedford—McMullen carpet. The carpet A can also be viewed as an invariant subset
of the 2-torus [0,1)? under the toral endomorphism (z,y) + (mz mod 1,ny mod 1). We
refer the interested reader to the recent survey [22| for further references. The left hand side
of Figure 1 shows a simple example of a Bedford-McMullen carpet with distinct Hausdorff and
box-dimension. The three shaded rectangles show the image of [0, 1]? under the three maps in the
IF'S, while the attractor is shown in red. For this carpet, dimp A &~ 1.34968 < 1.36907 ~ dimp A.
Let A be the Bedford-McMullen carpet associated to the IFS F. Fix

__logn

" logm
For the remainder of the paper, we index the maps of F by ¢ € {1,...,N}. Let 1 <M <m
denote the number of non-empty columns and N := (Ny,..., Njs), where Nj; is the number of

maps f; that map [0, 1]2 to the j-th non-empty column, and as a result, N = Ny + ...+ Njs.
Let Pys denote the set of probability vectors on {1,...,M}. The entropy of q € Py is

H(q) =—)_ pjlogp;.
;
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In particular, for q € Py, we have H(q) < log M with equality if and only if q is the uniform
probability vector Q = (1/M,...,1/M). We also introduce

M
— 1
P=(P,...,Py) =(N1/N,...,Ny/N) and logN = i EllogNj.
j:

We say that A has uniform (vertical) fibres if and only if P = Q, in other words each non-empty
column has the same number of maps.
Bedford and McMullen showed that the Hausdorff and box dimensions of A are equal to

1 M logm
3 _ logn
dimg A = ogm log E 1 N; , (1.2)
]:
log N 1 log M
dimp A = —220 4 (1 - 28T ) 0800 (1.3)
logn logn / logm

In particular, dimg A = dimpg A if and only if A has uniform fibres. In this case, § — dimg A
is just a constant function. Therefore, we assume throughout that the carpet has non-uniform
fibres, in which case the appropriate dimensional Hausdorff measure of A is infinite [38]. Using the
concavity of the logarithm function, an immediate consequence of this is that log N < log(N/M).

Previous results. Previous papers on the topic [19, 23, 31] have established crude bounds for the
intermediate dimensions and speculated about the possible form. The question of determining
the intermediate dimensions of all Bedford-McMullen carpets was explicitly asked in [17, 19,

, 22, 31]. Loosely speaking, the results of Falconer, Fraser and Kempton [19] concentrate on
the behaviour of dimgy A for € close to 0, while the results of Kolossvary [31] concentrate on the
behaviour for § > 1.

More precisely, a linear lower bound was obtained in [19] which shows that dim,A > dimp A
for every 6 € (0,1]. This bound can be used to show that # +— dimyA cannot be convex in
general. Moreover, the authors give a general lower bound which reaches dimg A at # = 1. This
general lower bound was improved in [!, Proposition 3.10]. For many, but not all carpets, a lower
bound in [31] performs better than these general bounds and the linear bound for larger values
of 6. The lower bound depicted in Figure 1 in orange is the best combination of these results.

Falconer, Fraser and Kempton [19, Proposition 4.1] show an upper bound of the form dimyA <
dimpg A 4 ¢/(—log#) for an explicit ¢ > 0 and 6 sufficiently small. In particular, this implies
that 6 — dimyA and § — dimgyA are continuous also at § = 0. Hence, the results of Burrell,
Falconer and Fraser [10, Section 6] and Burrell |9, Section 3] can be applied. For example, if
dimg A < 1 < dimg A then dimpm(A) < 1 for every orthogonal projection 7 from R? onto a
1-dimensional subspace. For almost every projection, dim y7(A) and dim g7 (A) are continuous at
6 = 0, and if v ¢ Q then this holds for every orthogonal projection. Furthermore, if By, : R? — R?
is index-h fractional Brownian motion, then  + dim,A and 6 ~ dimyA are almost surely
continuous, and if h > (dimy A)/2 then almost surely dimgBy,(A) < 2.

A cover of A is constructed in [31] using just the two extreme scales to obtain an explicit upper
bound of the form dimyA < dimg A — A(f) for § > =1, where A(f) \, 0 as § — 1 and has a
strictly positive derivative at § = 1. Surprisingly, this bound was used to show that dim A is not
concave for the whole range of 6 in general, already hinting at richer behaviour than previously
witnessed in other examples. Figure 1 shows this upper bound in green.

1.2. Summary of results. The formal statements are presented in Section 2. In Theorem 2.1
we state an explicit formula for dim,A = dimgA for all § € (0, 1], thus completely resolving
the problem of calculating the intermediate dimensions of any Bedford-McMullen carpet A. For
illustration see the right hand side of Figure 1, where 6 +— dimy A is plotted in blue for the carpet
on the left hand side of Figure 1. Central to the formula is a large deviations rate function for
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which we give three additional equivalent characterisations in Proposition 2.10: one in terms
of a pressure like function, another as a certain probability vector with an entropy maximising
property and finally a relationship to the multifractal spectrum of the uniform self-affine measure
on A. In the proof of Theorem 2.1, we construct a cover of A that uses an increasing number of
different scales in the permissible range as 6 — 0. We also show that using more than two scales
is necessary in Corollary 2.2.

We prove all the features suggested by the plot in Figure 1 about the form of the intermediate
dimensions for all carpets in Corollary 2.3. Namely, 6 — dimg A is strictly increasing and has
phase transitions at all negative integer powers of . Between consecutive phase transitions the
intermediate dimensions are analytic and strictly concave. Moreover, for 8 small enough dimgy A
behaves like dimyg A + ¢(log#)~2. In particular, the derivative tends to +oco as § — 0. No
previous family of sets has shown such rich and complex behaviour. Some illustrative examples
are presented in Section 2.5.

We show in Theorem 2.4 that two different carpets with non-uniform vertical fibres have equal
intermediate dimensions for every 6 € [0, 1] if and only if the multifractal spectra of the uniform
Bernoulli measure on the two carpets are equal. If, in addition, it is assumed that the two carpets
are defined on the same grid, then Theorem 2.4 provides further equivalent conditions for their
intermediate dimensions to be the same: a certain condition on the rate functions appearing in
the formula or certain relationships between the parameters of the carpets, or the equality of the
intermediate dimensions on any one open interval of [y~ 1].

Our main application relates to bi-Lipschitz equivalence. It is known [39, Corollary 1.1] that
the equality of these multifractal spectra is necessary for two carpets to be bi-Lipschitz equivalent
if it is assumed that the two carpets are defined on the same grid and are totally disconnected.
Since bi-Lipschitz maps preserve intermediate dimensions, Theorem 2.4 implies that both of these
assumptions can be dropped, see Corollary 2.9. In Example 2.12 we construct two carpets which
are not bi-Lipschitz equivalent by Corollary 2.9, but where this does not follow from [39]. To our
knowledge, this is the first instance where intermediate dimensions are used to show that two
sets are not bi-Lipschitz equivalent, but where this fact does not follow from any other notion of
dimension or existing result. For this example, we also use the intermediate dimensions to give
estimates on the Hoélder distortion.

For comparison, we mention that the calculation of the Assouad spectrum of Bedford—McMullen
carpets [24] is not as involved as the proof of Theorem 2.1 for the intermediate dimensions. In-
deed, the intermediate dimensions are more subtle in that they depend on all the IV; individually,
as does the Hausdorff dimension. This is in contrast to the Assouad spectrum (and indeed the
lower spectrum and the box, packing, Assouad, quasi-Assouad, lower and quasi-lower dimen-
sions) which depend only on m,n, N, M, maxj<;<pyr N; and min<;<ps N;, see [22]. The Assouad
spectrum also has just one phase transition at # = v~!, which occurs when the spectrum reaches
the Assouad dimension and thus is constant for § € (=1, 1).

2. COMPLETE STATEMENTS AND EXAMPLES

2.1. Main result: formula for intermediate dimensions. Define ¢ := log N and  := log N —
H(P) and let t € (¢,%). This is a non-empty interval because log N < log(N/M) < log N — H(P).
Let X1, X5,...,XJ,... be a sequence of independent random variables all uniformly distributed
on the set {log N1, ...,log Nas}. Then t is the expected value of X;. The large deviations rate
function of the average %22121 X; is

AER

I(t) = sup {At ~log (;4 % N;> } (2.1)
=1
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For t € [t, max;<j<s log IV;), differentiating shows that the supremum in the definition of I(t)

A
is attained at the unique A > 0 satisfying ¢ = Zi‘il %log N;. This allows I(t) to be
=113

calculated numerically. On this interval, I(¢) is real analytic (as the Legendre transform of an
analytic function). The derivative I'(t) > 0 is the value of A at which the supremum is attained
and I(t) is strictly increasing for ¢ € [t, maxlog N;]. Moreover, I”(t) > 0, so the function is
strictly convex on this interval. Some particular values of interest are I(t) = I'(t) = 0, I(t) =
log M — H(P), I'(t) = 1, I(maxj<j<ps log N;) = log M, I'(t) — oo as t — (maxi<ij<ps log N;) ™,
see [14, Lemma 2.2.5].

For s € R, we define the function Ts: R — R by

Ts(t) = (s — f)i%) logn + ~I(t). (2.2)

For ¢ € N we denote the composition by T := T, o - - - o Ty, and T? denotes the identity function.
—_

¢ times
We use the sequences (t,)72, = (t¢(s))72, defined by

to(s) = T (<s - llogM ) 1ogn>. (2.3)

ogm

Note that these depend only on s and the carpet, but not on 8. We are now ready to state our
main result.

Theorem 2.1. Let A be any Bedford-McMullen carpet with non-uniform vertical fibres. For all
0 € (0,1), dimg A exists and is given in the following way. For fired 8 € (0,1) let L = L(0) = 1+
L_k}ggfj, soy L < 0 <~~~V Then there exists a unique solution s = s(0) € (dimy A, dimgA)
to the equation

vEQlog N — (v20 — 1)tr(s) + (1 — +L710)(log M — I(t1(s))) — slogn = 0, (2.4)
and s(0) = dimg A.

In the case L = 1 the formula (2.4) simplifies to dimp A — -2 (3 — 1) I(t1(s)) —s = 0. If =

logn \6
v~ % for L € N then it becomes dimp A— loglm (1—%)](1514,1(3))—5 = 0. Theorem 2.1 fully resolves
[22, Question 8.1] and [17, Question 8.5|, and is in particular the first time it has been shown

that the intermediate dimensions of Bedford-McMullen carpets exist for 6 € (0,1). Tools used
in the proof include the method of types (see [32]) and a variant of a mass distribution principle
for the intermediate dimensions, see Proposition 4.1. The proof of the upper bound involves the
construction of an explicit cover using scales 6,7, (5“’2, e ,WL_I and §1/¢ §1/000) ,51/(7L_19).
This cover consists of approrimate squares, which we define in Section 4.2. We decide which
parts of each approximate square to cover at which scale depending on how the different parts of
the symbolic representation of the approximate square relate to each other. The proof simplifies
when 6 > 1/~ (where we just use the smallest and largest permissible scales), and when 6 = 4%
for k € N (where we use scales 6,2, . .. ,67k). The following result, which we prove in Section 6.1,
shows that for small 6, dimg A cannot be achieved by using a cover with just two scales, partially
answering Falconer’s [17, Question 8.4].

Corollary 2.2. Let A be a Bedford—McMullen carpet with non-uniform vertical fibres. There
exist 0, €,00 > 0 such that for all 6 € (0,00) and any cover {U;} of A that uses at most two
scales, both of which are less than &y, we have Y., |U;|4meAte > 1.

A possible direction for further research could be to investigate the intermediate dimensions of
higher dimensional Bedford—-McMullen sponges, or the self-affine carpets in the plane of Lalley—
Gatzouras [20] or Baranski [3]. However, we expect this to be challenging, not least because it
is not clear what would take the place of the important quantity ~.
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We now continue with corollaries of Theorem 2.1 about the form of the graph of the function
f# — dimg A that do not follow from the general theory, a rather unexpected connection to
multifractal analysis and bi-Lipschitz equivalence of two carpets, and equivalent formulations of
the rate function I(t).

2.2. Form of the intermediate dimensions. We assume that the carpet has non-uniform
vertical fibres, otherwise, § — dimg A is just a constant function. Corollary 2.3 fully resolves
[17, Question 8.6] (and indeed gives more information). We denote the left and right derivatives

at 6 by
dimg A —dimg_p A dimgyp A —dimg A

O_dimg A = hlg}){r - and Jydimg A = hli%i -

Corollary 2.3. Let A be any Bedford—McMullen carpet with non-uniform vertical fibres. Then
the function 6 +— dimg A has the following properties:

(i) it is real analytic on the interval (v~1,v=(E=D) for all L € N;
(ii) O_dimg A exists at every 6 € (0,1] and 04 dimg A exists at every 6 € (0,1);
(13) it is strictly increasing and has phase transitions at every negative integer power of v. More
precisely, there exists Co > 0 depending only on A such that for all § € (0, 1),

Cop < 0_dimgA < 8+ dimg A

O+ dim__p A
with equality if and only if for all L € N we have 6 # ~~L. Moreover, % converges
—dim__

to a constant in (1,00) as L — oo;
(iv) there exist C' € [1,00) and 0y > 0 depending only on A such that for all 6 € (0,00,
-1

dimgA + 5 <dimgA <dimgA +

o _c
(log ) (log 0)2’

(v) it is strictly concave on the interval [y~ v~ E=V] for all L € N.

In [19, Proposition 4.1] for small enough 6 the upper bound dimyA < dimyg A + ¢(—log )1
was proved for a constant ¢ depending only on A. Corollary 2.3 (iv) shows that although this
bound is not sharp, we do indeed have that w —o00asf —0F.

2.3. Connection to multifractal analysis and bi-Lipschitz equivalence. A central prob-
lem in multifractal analysis is to examine the way a Borel measure p is spread over its support
supp . More formally, the local dimension of p at x is
dimyec (@, ) = lim w
r—0 logr

if the limit exists, which approximately measures the rate of decay of u(B(x,r)) as a power law
r®. The measure p is exact dimensional if dimjo.(p, ) is equal to a specific « for p-almost all
x. However, dimjo.(p,x) can still potentially take up a whole spectrum of different «. This
motivates the definition of the fine or Hausdorff multifractal spectra

fu(e) == dimp{z € supp p : dimyee(p, ) = a}.

Concentrating on the self-affine setting, given a self-affine iterated function system S =
{S1,...,SN}, meaning that all S; : R? — R? are contracting affine maps, and a probability
vector p with strictly positive entries, the self-affine measure pp is the unique probability meas-
ure supported on the attractor of S satisfying

N
pp(A) = Zpi,up(Si_lA) for all Borel sets A C R%.
i=1

It is known that all self-affine measures are exact dimensional |5, 20], which was resolved earlier
in |29] for self-affine measures on Bedford-McMullen carpets. The fine multifractal spectrum
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of self-affine measures on Bedford-McMullen carpets is also known [0, 27, 30] and (under the
separation condition assumed in [30]) has been generalised to higher dimensions in [37]. When
p = (1/N,...,1/N) is the uniform vector, we simply write v = pp and call it the wuniform
self-affine measure. In this case, define the function £, (&) for £ > 0 by

M
m P ON-EN T NTHITTE (2.5)
=1
Note that because of the minus sign before (), it is convex. Define
-1 log N -1 log N
Qmin = 1 log max N; + °8 ) Omax = 2 log min N; + o8 .
logm 1<i<M logm logm 1<i<M logm
Then by [27, Theorem 1|, the multifractal spectrum is
fola) = iIglf(af +6,(8)) = -6 (—a) for all @ € (Qmin, Omax), (2.6)

where 3} (a’) = supg (o€’ — B,(£')) is the Legendre transform of 3, (defined in the same way as
for the rate function in (2.1)).

Our next result, which we prove using Theorem 2.1, gives a surprising connection between the
intermediate dimensions and the fine multifractal spectrum of the uniform self-affine measure.
Abusing our notation, just for this section, let the parameters (Mg, N1, ..., Nag, R1, ..., Rag)
define a Bedford-McMullen carpet, where N1 > Ny > ... > Ny, denote the different values that
the number of maps in each non-empty column can take with multiplicities Ry, R, ..., Rag- So,
M =>".R;and N =), N;R;. Recall My > 2, since My = 1 corresponds to the uniform fibre

case.

Theorem 2.4. Let A and A’ be two Bedford—McMullen carpets with non-uniform vertical fibres,
and denote the corresponding uniform self-affine measures by v and v'. Then the following are
equivalent:

(1) dimg A = dimg A’ for every 6 € [0,1];

(2) fula) = fu(a) for all & € (@min, Cmaz)-
Moreover, if (1), (2) hold, then both carpets can be defined on the same grid, and if m x n and
m' x n' are grids on which the respective carpets can be defined, then llgg:, = ll;’ggw”:, € Q.

Now assume that A and A’ are defined on the same m x n grid to begin with, with parameters

{My,N1,...,Nnty, R1, ..., Rppy b and {MJ, N7, ... ,N]/w(,J7 Hseens R’M(,)}, respectively. Denote the
corresponding rate functions defined in (2.1) by I(t) and I'(t). Lett andt be as defined previously,
for the carpet A. Let (a,b) C (y~%,1) be a (non-empty) open interval. Then each of (1) and (2)
1s equivalent to each of the following:

(3) dimg A = dimg A" for every 0 € (a,b);

(4) I(t) = I'(t — ylog(M'/M)) for all t € (t,1);

(5) Mo = My, furthermore, N; /N = (R}/R;)Y = (M'/M)?Y for alli=1,..., M.

Remark 2.5. For carpets defined on the same grid,

e the equivalence of (2) and the explicit condition (5) was proved by Rao, Yang and Zhang
in |39, Theorem 1.2|, using [27];

e if in particular M = M’ then (5) is simply saying that the column sequence of one carpet
18 a permutation of the column sequence of the other.

Note that since the multifractal spectrum is analytic (as the Legendre transform of an analytic
function), if I C (@min, max) is any open interval, then (2) holds for all a € I if and only if it
holds for all & € (Qmin, dmax)- Similarly, if J C (¢,%) is an open interval then (4) holds for all
t € J if and only if it holds for all t € (¢, ¢).
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Question 2.6. In the statement of Theorem 2./, can (a,b) in fact be chosen to be any non-empty
open subinterval of (0,1)?

Remark 2.7. Suppose A and A" are two carpets defined by S and S’ on different size grids with

1 1
ogn ogm:geQ‘

logn’  logm/ b

Then the b-th iterate of S and the a-th iterate of S’ are defined on the same grid of size m® x nb.
The intermediate dimension of course does mot change by taking an iterate of a system. It is
straightforward to see that the rate function 1) (t) of the b-th iterate of S is related to 1(t) by
the relation () (bt) = bI(t).

Turning now to bi-Lipschitz equivalence, recall that two metric spaces (X, dx) and (Y, dy) are
bi-Lipschitz equivalent if there is a bi-Lipschitz map f : X — Y. In our setting X and Y are
two Bedford—McMullen carpets with the Euclidean distance. The following open problem seems
challenging:

Question 2.8. Find an explicit necessary and sufficient condition that determines, given two
iterated function systems each generating a Bedford—McMullen carpet, whether or not the two
carpets are bi-Lipschitz equivalent.

Partial progress towards Question 2.8 has been made in [33, 39, 13], all of which assume some
disconnectivity property. Fraser and Yu [24| used the Assouad spectrum to show that v is a
bi-Lipschitz invariant within the class of Bedford—McMullen carpets, a fact which is also evident
from observing the form of the intermediate dimensions. Moreover, the gap sequence of a set
is a topological quantity which has been shown to be bi-Lipschitz invariant [10], and which is
known for Bedford-McMullen carpets |28, 31]. Using the fact that the intermediate dimensions
are stable under bi-Lipschitz maps, we obtain the following necessary condition for bi-Lipschitz
equivalence as an immediate corollary of Theorem 2.4.

Corollary 2.9. Let A and A’ be two Bedford—McMullen carpets with non-uniform vertical fibres
which are bi-Lipschitz equivalent. Then f,(a) = f (@) for all @ € (min, Qmaz), and both carpets

can be defined on the same m x n grid on which condition (5) above holds. Moreover, if my X nq

logm; __ logni
logmo ~ logno € Q

and mg X ny are any grids on which the respective carpets can be defined, then

This strengthens [39, Corollary 1.1], where it is assumed that A and A" are totally disconnected
and defined on the same grid. Corollary 2.9 also shows in particular that if two carpets defined
on the same grid with the same number of non-empty columns are bi-Lipschitz equivalent then
the column sequence of one must be a permutation of the column sequence of the other (though
we are not able to draw this conclusion if the number of non-empty columns is different, see
Example 2.14). In Example 2.12 we construct two carpets whose intermediate dimensions are
not equal, but where the defining maps can be arranged in a way that neither carpet is totally
disconnected. Hence, the fact that they are not bi-Lipschitz equivalent does not follow from [39,
Corollary 1.1] but it does from our Corollary 2.9. Note also that since a carpet A is bi-Lipschitz
equivalent to itself, Corollary 2.9 tells us that if A has non-uniform vertical fibres and can be
llgggn@ = llggg:/ € Q. The equality was noted by
Fraser and Yu using the Assouad spectrum in [24, Theorem 3.3]. The fact that n and n’ must
be multiplicatively dependent (as must m and m’) is related to work of Meiri and Peres |36,
Theorem 1.2| which is in turn related to Furstenberg’s x2, x3 conjectures.

defined on two grids m x n and m’ x n’ then

2.4. Equivalent forms of the rate function. In this section we provide equivalent formula-
tions of the rate function I(¢) in terms of a pressure like function, a certain probability vector
with an entropy maximising property, and the multifractal spectra f,(«) defined in (2.6). As a
result, our main formula (2.4) for dimg A can be expressed with any of these quantities.
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We begin by defining the pressure like function. For 7 = (iy,...,i5) € {1,..., M}’ and
ke€{0,1,...,J}, we introduce

k
Vi (s) = MM sk HN’VZ' (2.7)
(=1

In particular, for k = 0, 1;0(s) = 1. The interpretation of 5 (s) later is that it gives the s-cost
of a set in the cover with diameter related to k, see Remark 5.10. Moreover, we define the sum

Uy(s) = ) Z ke{(r)r,lli,I.l..,J} Vak(5)-
1e{l,...M}/

This is connected to the total s-cost of the optimal cover, see Remark 5.10 for additional explan-
ation. To determine the critical exponent it is natural to define a pressure like quantity as the
exponential growth rate of W ;(s), more formally,

P(s) :== liminf 1 log ¥ (s) and P(s) := limsup 1 log U s(s). (2.8)
J—oo J J—00 J
The probability vector Q; € Py is defined by
M
H(Qf) =sup {H(p) : p € Py such that ij log N; = t}. (2.9)
=1

It is well defined, see Lemma 3.2. Moreover, H(Qj) < log M since ¢ > t.
We regularly relate the arguments s and ¢ to each other via the transformation
t log M
s = + o8
logn = logm

log M
, or equivalently, t = <s _ % > log n. (2.10)
logm

The reason for this becomes clear in (3.9). Thus, using (1.2) and (1.3), ¢ maps to

1 logn 1 QL loem
= di A — — 1] — E N.lesm | —¢
s HHH logn \ logm 8 M o J =

while ¢ maps to

logn
Observe that s < dimpg A < dimg A < 5. Our technical contribution is to make a clear connection
between (2.8), (2.9), (2.1) and (2.6) for pairs of (s,t) related by (2.10).

Proposition 2.10. Assume s € (s,5). Then P(s) = P(s). Let P(s) denote this common value.
Furthermore, for every pair (s,t) related by (2.10),

log N
log M — 1) = P(s) = 1(Q) = Oogm)f, ({20 — (1= Do) -

2.5. Illustrative examples. The simplest example with non-uniform fibres is the one shown in
Figure 1. The following examples show additional interesting behaviour.

Example 2.11. It was first observed in [31] that the graph 6 — dimg A can approach dimp A
from below the straight line £(0) = dimpg A + 6(dimp A — dimg A), indicating that it is possible
for dimg A not to be concave on the whole range of 6. From Corollary 2.3 it follows that in this
case the graph 0 — dimg A must intersect £(0). It is even possible that the graph intersects £(0)
twice, see left plot in Figure 2. We found that the general form of 6 — dimg A depends more on
v compared to dimp A and dimg A than on the actual distribution of maps within columns. In
Figure 2 all parameters remain the same except for m which causes different behaviour for larger
values of 0. For m < 25 the graph stays above £(0) for all 6.
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dimgA, dimgA,

dimyA,4 Lo

0 yi” oy V1 1 0 vl vy

FIGURE 2. Parameters n = 100 and N = (51, 50, 50, 50, 50, 50) are the same in
each example, only m varies from 30 on left to 50 on right.

Example 2.12. Consider two Bedford-McMullen carpets A and A’ with m = M = 32 and
n = 243 and the following parameters:

A M() = 3, {Nl,Ng,Ng} = {27,3, 1} and {Rl,RQ,Rg} = {2, 11, 19},
A My =3, {Nj,Nj, N3} ={27,9,1} and {R}, R}, Ry} = {1,6,25}.

Then

e There exists 0 € (0,1) with dimg A # dimg A’ (by part (5) of Theorem 2.4, since all
R; /R are different)

e We have dim A = dim A’ where dim can be any of the Hausdorff, bozx, packing, Assouad,
quasi-Assouad, lower, quasi-lower or modified lower dimensions, or the Assouad spectrum
or lower spectrum for any fized 8 € (0,1). This holds since N = 106, maxj<ij<3 N; =
maxi<i<3 N/ = 27, minj<;<pf N; = minj<;<p N] = 1, so we can use (1.2) and [22,
Corollary 5.3| to show that the Hausdorff and modified lower dimensions are equal, and
the formulae in [22] for the other dimensions.

Therefore A and A’ are not bi-Lipschitz equivalent but this is revealed only by the intermediate
dimensions, not by any of the other dimensions mentioned above. If all the rectangles are chosen
in a specific row, then neither A nor A’ is totally disconnected, so |39, Corollary 1.1] does not
apply. Figure 3 shows the plots of dimg A (blue) and dimg A" (orange) side-by-side on the left
and the ratio dimg A’/ dimg A on the right.

We can use Holder distortion to obtain a quantitative improvement of the assertion that A and
A" are not bi-Lipschitz equivalent. Assume f: N — R? is a-Hélder with f(A') D A. Then the

2
optimal value of 0 to consider is § = y2 = Gg§§> ~ 0.40, see right hand side of Figure 3.
Then by (1.1),

- dim -2 A’ - dim 2 A’ ~ 0.9995
= dim s fA) T dim, s A

with the last inequality computed numerically using Theorem 2.1.

Fraser and Yu [24, Proposition 3.4] proved a similar result to Example 2.12 for the Assouad
spectrum. Observe that if A and A’ are two carpets with non-uniform fibres which have the same
intermediate dimensions for all § € (0,1), then dim A = dim A’, where dim can be any other
dimension mentioned in Example 2.12. Indeed, A and A’ can be defined on the same grid, on
which part (5) of Theorem 2.4 holds, which implies equality of dimensions using the formulae
in [22].
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dimgA'/dimyA
dimgA g 1.0000 -
0.9999 |
0.9998
0.9997

0.9996

dimyA*+

0 y-3 y—Z y-1 1

FIGURE 3. Left: plot of dimg A (blue) and dimy A’ (orange) from Example 2.12.
Right: ratio of dimg A’/ dimg A for § > =5,

Example 2.13. Using Proposition 2.10, the rate function (2.1) can be expressed explicitly when

the carpet A has just two different column types, meaning that My = 2 using notation from
Section 2.5. We calculate the entropy maximising vector Qf € Pyr defined in (2.9).
Let q = (q1,...,qMm,) € Pam,- Entropy is increased the more uniform a vector is, hence it is

enough to consider vectors p € Py satisfying (2.9) of the form
pi = q;/Rj, if the i-th non-empty column has N; number of maps, (2.11)

i other words measure is distributed uniformly amongst columns with the same number of maps.
As a result, the linear constraints in (2.9) can be rewritten as

M() MO
1 :qu and t:qu log N;. (2.12)
j=1 j=1

In particular, if Mo = 2, then there is a single vector (q},q3) which satisfies (2.12),
. t—log Ny « logNp—t
7 log(N1/NV) > log(N1/Na)’

where recall Ny > Na. Using (2.11), we can now calculate the entropy

and q

Mo
H(Q)) = - q;log(q}/R))

j=1
-1 t — log No log Ny —t >
= ——— ((t —logNy)log =————— + (log V] —t)log ————F————
log(N1/N3) <( BNz log g e gy T 1o N D log B N )
and conclude from Proposition 2.10 that I(t) =log M — H(Qy).

Example 2.14 (using the parameters from Rao, Yang and Zhang’s [39], Example 1.2). Consider
two Bedford—McMullen carpets defined on the same grid with m = 8, n = 27 and the following
parameters:

A M0:2, {Nl,NQ}:{G,?)} and {Rl,RQ}:{l,l},

Nio My=2, N[, N3} ={2,1} and {R}, R)} = {22}
Then condition (5) from Theorem 2./ holds, so dimg A = dimg A" for all 6 € [0,1], despite the

fact that the carpets are defined on the same grid with different parameters. This is only possible
because the number of non-empty columns is different.

Question 2.15. Suppose two Bedford—McMullen carpets both have non-uniform vertical fibres,
are defined on the same grid, and are bi-Lipschitz equivalent. Does it follow that both carpets
must have identical parameters (Mo, N1, ..., Ny, Ri, ..., Ryy) ?
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Example 2.16. Consider the two carpets A and A with parameters
A n=36, m=6, M=D>My=2, {Ni,No}={9,6} and {R1,Re}={1,1}
AIZ n:36, m:4, M:MOZQ, {Nl,NQ}:{6,4} and {Rl,RQ}:{l,l}.

Then it can be checked from Theorem 2.1 that dimg A = dimgy A’ for all 6 € [1/2,1], but not
for the whole range of 8; by Theorem 2.4 this is only possible because the carpets are defined on
different grids. By Corollary 2.3, the graph of dimgy A has a phase transition at @ = 1/2 but the
graph of dimg A’ does not, see Figure /.

dirn,gl\ r Ty

dimHA—

dimyA'-

- — .9
0 Yiy? wyl=ik 1

FIGURE 4. Plots of the intermediate dimensions of carpets in Example 2.16.

Remark 2.17. All figures were created using Wolfram Mathematica 12.3 keeping simple imple-
mentation in mind and not necessarily efficiency. For a fized 6 € (0,1), the value of dimgy A was
approzimated by taking 2%° equally spaced points in the interval (dimyg A, dimp A) and choosing
the point s(0) for which the expression in (2.4) was closest to 0.

3. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.10

Recall notation from Section 2. Assume s € (s,5) and that (s,t) are related by (2.10). We
prove Proposition 2.10 in four steps:
Step 1: P(s) < H(Qj),
Step 2: H(Qf) < P(s) and
Step 3: H(Qf) =log M — I(t).
Step 4: I(t) = —(logm) f, (logN - (& 1 )t) + L 4 log M.

logm logm ~ logn

Some of the assertions we will prove as part of the proof of these steps will not follow from the
statements of these steps, and will be important in their own right when we prove Theorem 2.1.
Before proving these steps in separate subsections, we need some preliminaries. This is where
we introduce the probability vectors P; and Qj which have certain optimising properties and
recall some facts from the method of types.

3.1. Preliminaries. If k,k;, ko € N satisfy 0 < ky < ko < k, and 2 € {1,..., M}*, then we
define the average

ko
1
(3, k1, ko) = max {t, P > log Ng]}. (3.1)

j=k1+1
Recall, Pj; denotes the set of probability vectors on [M] = {1,..., M} and we introduced two
distinguished probability vectors

P:=(Ny/N,...,Ny/N) and Q= (1/M,...,1/M).
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We remind the reader that the Kullback—Leibler divergence, also known as the relative entropy
of p € Pys with respect to q € PM is

H(p|q) : szlog (pi/ @) = szlong

It is asymmetric and H(p|lq) > 0 Wlth equality if and only if p = q. In particular,
H(p|P)=1log N — H(p sz logN;  and  H(p|Q)=logM — H(p).  (3.2)

Recall, t = logN and ¢t = log N — H(P) and let t € (¢,t). We divide the set Pjs into two
parts:

M M
G = {p € Pu: ZpglogN@ < t} and F; = {p € Pu: Zpglog]\f@ > t}, (3.3)
=1 i=1

so that & =G, NF = {p € Pm: Y ;pilog N; = t}. The reason for doing this will become clear
in the proof of Step 1, see (3.10). Since t > t, it follows that Q € G; \ &, whereas P € F; \ &
because t < t = Zf‘il P;log N;.

Lemma 3.1. Assume t € (t,t) and p € &. Then
H(p|P) = H(p||Q) + log(N/M) —t.

Proof. Let p € &. Assume Nj < Nj < -+ < Nj’w0 denote the different values that the set
{N1,..., Ny} takes. For 1 <j < My let I; == {i € [M]: N; = N;} and g; = > ier, Pi- Then,

M M() M MO
1221%—2% and t:ZpglogNz—Zq]logN]’
=1 7j=1 =1 7=1
This is a linear system of equations for {q] |- Straightforward Gaussian elimination yields
[ 1 o 1 1:| [1 1 1 .. 1 1
/ / ~ log(N4/N7) 10g(N1luO/N{) t—log Ny .
log Ny ... log Ny, | ¢ 0 1 Lei/N) - TogV/ND) | Tog(Vi/ND)
Thus, for any solution (g1, ... ,qMO) we see that g3, ..., qu, are free variables, and moreover
My
@ = —— qi logN < q-) logN’)
log(N’/N/ ( Z J ]Zg J 1
and g = 1— QQ*Z] 3 qj. It now follows by a straightforward calculation that Z] 1 5 log N]’- =t.
By (3.2), the result follows. O
Let us introduce P} € G;, Qf € F; defined by
H(P{||P) = inf H(p[P)  and  H(Q{]|Q)= inf H(q[Q). (3.4)
peGe qEF:

Due to (3.2) and Lemma 3.2, this definition of Q} is equivalent to (2.9).
Lemma 3.2. Assume t € (t,t). Both P} and Qf are well defined. Moreover, P}, Qf € & and
H(P{[|P) = H(Q;[|Q) + log(N/M) —t. (3.5)

Proof. Both H(-||P) and H(-|/Q) are continuous on the domain Pj;, moreover G; and F; are
compact, hence both infima are attained. Next, VH(q||Q) = 0 if and only if q = Q € G; \ &,
likewise, VH (p||P) = 0 if and only if p = P € F;\ &. Continuity implies that necessarily P}, Qf
are elements of the boundary &;. To conclude, Lemma 3.1 yields that

H(Q;[[P) = H(Q;[|Q) +log(N/M) — t < H(P{||Q) + log(N/M) —t = H(P¢||P) < H(Q;|[P),
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so we have equality throughout. [l

Remark 3.3. The importance of choosing t € (t,t), or equivalently s € (s,3) is that in this
case the hyperplane & separates P and Q. Otherwise, either H(P}||P) = 0 or H(Q}||Q) = 0
and (3.5) does not necessarily hold.

Method of types. The method of types is an elementary tool developed to study discrete memory-
less systems in information theory and has since found applications in for example hypothesis
testing, combinatorics or large deviations, see [12] for some background. Kolossvary very recently
used it to calculate the box dimension of Gatzouras-Lalley and Baranski sponges in R? [32].
Let [M] = {1,...,M} denote a finite alphabet and assume 7 = (iy,...,is) € [M]’. For
J' < J, the type of 7 at level J' is the empirical probability vector
1
J /= o Lo
TJ/(Z) = j(#{l é 4 S J, Ll = ‘]})]E[M]
When J' = J, we simply write 7,;(7) := 77(7). The set of all possible types of [M]” is
T;={p € P : there exists 7 € [M]” such that p = 75(2)},
and for J' < J, the type class of p € Ty amongst [M]” is the set
Tj],(p) = {i € [M]J : 7'5/(1) = p}.
Similarly, T (p) = T (p). We use the following two simple facts:
#T5 < (J+ )Y (3.6)
and for any type class
(7 +1) el HP) < 4Ty (p) < & HP), (3.7)
see |14, Lemmas 2.1.2 and 2.1.8]. The importance of (3.6) is that #7; grows only polynomially
in J, on the other hand, the exponential terms in (3.7) are the same in both the lower and upper
bounds. Since we are looking for critical exponents, sub-exponential multiplicative terms do not
influence our calculations. To simplify notation, we write f(J) < g(J) if the exponential rate of
growth of f(J) > 0 and g(J) > 0 exist and are equal to each other, so

1 .1
f(J) = g(J) = lim —logf(J)= lim ~logg(J).

In particular, if f(J) is sub-exponential in J, then f(J) =< 1.

The set T is a discrete set with polynomially many points which becomes dense in Py; as
J — o0o0. For p € Py let py denote the ‘best approximation’ of p in 7y, in the sense that
lp — psl| = minge7; ||p — ql|, where we can take any norm. If there are many such p; then we
can choose the one with smallest coordinates when ordered lexicographically. For large enough
J, ||p — ps|| is arbitrarily small. In particular, property (3.7) and the continuity of the entropy
imply that #T(py) =< e/ HP),

3.2. Proof of Step 1. Since mingecso 1, 1 Ygi(s) < min{l, v ;(s)}, recall definition of 1);,(s)
from (2.7),

Uy(s) S #{re [M]7: 1 <ayy(s)} + > Pi1(s)- (3.8)

1€[M]7: 4y 5 (s)<1
Lemma 3.4. Assume t € (t, maxj<i<nlog N;) and (s,t) are related by (2.10). Then
#{1 ¢ M) 1< Yo (s)} =< el H Q)
Proof. Using (2.7), straightforward algebraic manipulations show us that

log M

J
1
Pys(s) <1 = 3 E log N;, < <s—
=1

-1 =t. 3.9
logm> o8 (39)
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This explains why the relationship between s and ¢ was introduced in (2.10) in that particular
form. For any given word 7 € [M]”, the average of the log N;, does not depend on the particular
order of the symbols in 7, just on the relative frequency of each symbol. In other words, only the
type 75(2) = (151(2), ..., 77 (7)) of 7 matters,
M
Ppa(s) <1 = ZU@@) log N; < t.

=1
This reduces the problem back to a condition on probability vectors p € Pjys. This is the reason
why we introduced G; and F; the way we did in (3.3). We now see that
Yrs(s) <1 <= 7,0) € Gt (3.10)

We are now ready to determine the exponential rate of growth of the two terms in (3.8) separately
by grouping together words according to type class. Let Q; ; € (F: N Ty) be the type for which
H(Q;f ;) = maxqe(rn7y) H(a) (if there is more than one such vector then we can choose the
smallest lexicographically). Then

(J+1) M HQUD <plie M) 1<)} = Y #Tu(q) < #75- " D),
a€(F:NTy)

where we used (3.7) for the two inequalities. As J — oo, the set 7; becomes dense in Py,
as a result, |Qf ; — Qf[| — 0, in particular, H(Q; ;) — H(Q;). Hence, it follows from (3.6)
that #{7 e M) 1< wﬂ‘](s)} = ¢/ H(Q)  An alternative way to see this would be to let
X1,Xo,...,X7,... be a sequence of independent random variables all uniformly distributed on
the set {log Ni,...,log Nps}. Then

J J
#{1e M) : 1 <ay(s)} W pop (Z X; > tJ) = M7 e~ TIW) = I HQ)),

=1

where we used Cramér’s theorem for the asymptotic equality and Step 3 for the final equality. O

Lemma 3.5. Assume s € (s,5) and (s,t) are related by (2.10). Then
S gls) = QD

1€[M]7: 415 (s)<1

Proof. If 1 € Tj(p), then

M log M
wﬂJ(S) — MJlogm nnfsJ . H NZ}JiJ _ 6J<(logm —s)-logn—i-zipi log Ni> _ @J(*tJFZiPi log N;) (3.11)
i=1
Using (3.7) and (3.2),
#T5(p) - Uy(s) < o) (—t+3; pilog Ni+H(p)) _ J(—t+log N—H(p|[P))

Similarly to Q; ;, let P} ; € (G¢ N Tj) satisfy H(P} ,||P) = minyeg,n7,) H(p|[P). We have
H(P; ,|[P) — H(P;||P) as J — co. Then

S b m X dgsle) el IR)

€M7 4y 5 (5)<1 pe(G:NTy) €Ty (p)
Using (3.5) and (3.2) in the exponent, —t +log N — H(P}||P) =logM — H(Q;||Q) = H(Q)),
and the assertion follows. O

Note the importance of the assumption ¢ < ¢ in the proof of Lemma 3.5. Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5
and (3.8) immediately imply that P(s) < H(Q}).
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3.3. Proof of Step 2. This in fact holds for all ¢ € (£, maxj<;<ylogN;). Assume (s,t) are
related by (2.10). Fix R € N. For J € N, ifl € {0,1,..., R—1}, let J.p == |(i+1)J/R] —IJ/R].
We introduce

St = {1=(i1,...,is) € [M) :(ippg/r)415- - - ia11)0/R)) € T (Qt g )

(3.12)
foralll € {0,1,...,R—1}}.

Then
R—1 o B HQE . )
#Suar = [ [ #T0a(Qh ) =" L™ 70 0ml = QD = JUos M=) (3.13)
=0 =
as J — oo, using Step 3 of Proposition 2.10 in the last step. Suppose (i1,...,%77) € StjR.
For all I € {0,1,...,R — 1}, Q;Jl,R — Qf € &, so w(iUJ/RJ+17~~wiL(l+1)J/Rj)‘JZ,R(S) = 1 as
J — oo by (3.9). Let J' € N be large enough that for all J > J" and [ € {0,1,...,R — 1},
Vipissmysrritaeny sy m)l e (8) 2 e tLr/B - Assume J > J'. For each k € {1,...,J} let p(k)
denote the type class of (i1,...,ix) and let [ € {0,1,..., R — 1} be such that [[J/R| < k <
|(I+1)J/R]. Then

G k(145 pi(k) log Ni) > o [LT/R)(—t+5; pi(|LT/R]) log No) o (LLT/ R| k)t

Z V(i r I/ R (8)6722‘]/1% (3.14)
> o SI/R

V(i i) (5)

where in the last step we use that by (2.7),

Win,msinsingrrming an)|A+A (8) = Uiy, i) AS)(ias1,migy an)ar(5)-

Therefore

1 o _ o
B(s) = liminf < log ¥s(s) > liminf ~ logesz oo Yai(s) = H(Qf) — 3t/R.
1&0t,J,R

Since R € N was arbitrary, the assertion P(s) > H(Qj) follows.

3.4. Proof of Step 3. This is a standard argument in large deviations theory, and in fact holds
for all t € (¢, maxj<;<arlog N;). We include a sketch of it for the convenience of the reader. An
alternative approach would be to use Lagrange multipliers.

Let I = I, I5,... be an infinite sequence of independent and identically distributed random
variables on the set {1,..., M} according to q € Pys. Let Pq := g™ denote the product measure
corresponding to the distribution of the sequence I. Then 7;(I), the type of (I1,...,1s), is a
vector-valued random variable. For any p € 77,

(J + 1)7M67J-H(P||Q) <Py(rs(I)=p) < e~ HPla)

see [14, Lemma 2.1.9]. Sanov’s theorem [I/, Theorem 2.1.10] shows that the family of laws
Pq(7;(I) € -) satisfies a large deviations principle with the rate function H(:||q). In particular,
forq=Q=(1/M,...,1/M) and the subset F;:

Po(r(I) € Fy) = e~ facr, H(@lQ) _ o~ TH(Q;Q),

Now define the random variable X, := log Nj, and the averages Y; = % Zgzl Xy. Then

M
Y; = ZTJ,%(I) -log IV;
=1
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is a continuous function of 7;(I). Hence, by the ‘contraction principle’ [14, Section 4.2.1], the

rate function I(t) of Pq(Y; € -) is equal to

1(t) = inf { H(a]|Q) ZqzlogN =t}.
In particular, Lemma 3.2 implies that

1(t) = inf H(a|Q) = HQ;|Q) "= log M — H(Q;).

qess

3.5. Proof of Step 4. This is an application of [27, Theorem 1|, and in fact holds for all
t € (minj<;<pr log Nj, maxi<;<prlog N;). Indeed, by (2.5), for all A we have

_ —1\ log N
A—7 1 ()‘_7 1)10 m
log N} (logm) { B, + : ~log M.
( Z > (logm)(loglm - 1oén) (IOgm)(loglm - loén)

Taking the Legendre transform of each side and using standard properties of Legendre transforms
and (2.1) and (2.6) proves Step 4. This completes the proof of Proposition 2.10.

4. PRELIMINARIES TO THE PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1

Here we collect some notation and facts used in the proof of Theorem 2.1. Throughout the
section, A is a Bedford—McMullen carpet with non-uniform vertical fibres.

4.1. General theory. Following [10], for a bounded and non-empty set F' C R 6 € (0,1) and
s € [0,d], let us introduce

S3o(F) = inf { Z \Us|* : {U;}, is a cover of F such that §Y0 < |U;| < 6 for all z} (4.1)

The motivation for introducing S5 o(F) is that from [10, Lemma 2.1] and the definitions of dim » /"
and dimyF it follows that

. . .. log S§79(F)
dim,F' = the unique s € [0,d] such that liminf ————— =0
5\0 —logd
and
T . . ]'Og Sg,e(F)
dimgF = the unique s € [0,d] such that limsup ———— = 0. (4.2)
SN\.0 — log 1)
N
For each § € (0,1), liminfs\ % and lim supg. % are strictly decreasing and

continuous functions of s. To bound S§,(A) from above, we construct an efficient cover of A in
Section 5.3. The mass distribution priﬁciple is a useful tool to bound some dimension of a set
from below by putting a measure on the set. For the matching lower bound, we will use the
following version of the mass distribution principle for the intermediate dimensions of Falconer,
Fraser and Kempton, [19, Proposition 2.2].

Proposition 4.1. Let F be a non-empty, bounded subset of R, and let § € [0,1], s > 0, & €
(0,1). Suppose that for all § € (0,d¢) there exists a Borel measure ps with support supp(u) C F
such that us(U) < |U|® for all Borel sets U C R with §/¢ < |U| < §. Then
log S5 (F
lim inf 080007 5’0( ) > lim inf log ua(supp(,u(;))'

5\0 —logd T &\0 —logd

The same holds if we replace liminf with lim sup.
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Proof. If {U;} is a cover of F with §'/¢ < |U;| < 6 for all i, then supp(u) € F C U;U;. Therefore

ps(supp(us)) < > ps(Ui) < Y |UI*.
Since the cover was arbitrary, also ps(supp(us)) < S5, The result follows. O

4.2. Approximate squares. Let 7 = {f;}), be an IFS generating a Bedford-McMullen carpet
A with M non-empty columns. Recall, [N] = {1,2,...,N} and [M] = {1,2,...,M}. To keep
track of which column f; maps to, we introduce the function

¢ : [N] = [M], ¢(i):=1 if f; maps to column i. (4.3)

We define the symbolic spaces ¥ = [N]Y and Xg; = [M]" with elements i = 41i2... € ¥ and
2 = 1102 ... € Xg. We use the convention that indices i corresponding to maps have a ‘dot’ while
the indices 72 corresponding to columns have a ‘hat’ on top. To truncate i, % at the first n symbols
we write i|n = i142.. .4, and Z|n. The longest common prefix of i and j is denoted by i A j: its
length is |i A j| = min{k : ir # jr} — 1. The function ¢ naturally induces the map ® : ¥ — Yy
defined by

(I)(l) =1= (f)(21)¢(12) e

Slightly abusing notation, ® is also defined on finite words: ®(i...4,) = ¢(i1) ... d(in).

For compositions of maps, we use the standard notation f;, 4, = fi, o fi,o...0 f;,. The
n-th level cylinder corresponding to i is Cp (i) := fi,([0,1]?). The sets {Cy(i)}o2; form a nested
sequence of compact sets with diameter tending to zero, hence their intersection is a unique point
x € A. This defines the natural projection II : X — A,

(i) := lim (7] Ca(i) = lim fij,(0).
n=1

The coding of a point & € A is not necessarily unique, but II is finite-to-one.

It is not efficient to cover cylinder sets separately, instead they are grouped together to form
‘approximate squares’ which play the role of balls in a cover of the attractor. Recall, v = log,, n
and for £ € N let

in particular, n= X < m7E) < n=E=1 A level K approzimate square is
Bi (i) = {Cy)(7) : 7€ NP, JIK = i|K, (7) = @(i]7(K))}.

It is a collection of level y(K) cylinder sets that lie in the same level y(K) column of a specific level
K cylinder set. In other words, II(j) € Bk (i) if and only if [iAj] > K and |®(i) A ®(j)| > v(K).
Hence, abusing notation slightly, we identify Bg (i) with the single sequence

BK(i) = (7;17 vee 7iK7¢(iK+1)7 . 7¢<Z’Y(K))) - (ilw . '7iK7iK+17' . 7/27(1())

The choice of v(K) implies that there exists C' > 1 independent of K and i such that Cn K <
|Bx(i)] < On~%. The constant C' does not influence the behaviour of the s-cost of any cover
with approximate squares. It is easy to see that two approximate squares are either disjoint,
completely agree or intersect just on the boundary. Hence, the set of all level K approximate

squares, denoted by By, gives an efficient n~®-cover of A with cardinality
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4.3. Two lemmas. Recall, Ty(t) = (s — M) logn +~vI(t). Since I(t) is strictly convex, there

logm

exists a unique ¢’ such that I’(t’) 7L Then Ti(t) = 1.
Lemma 4.2. For every s > dimg A and t € R,

Ti(t) > ¢,
with equality if and only if s = dimg A and t = t'.

Proof. To calculate Tgimy A(t'), first use formula (1.2) for dimyg A and then that

1 1
N =1y ~
I(t) =~ t—log(élNi )

After simplifications, one gets Taimy A (1) =t
Next we argue that Ts(t) > t for every s > dimpg A. Since T(t) increases as s increases for
fixed t, it is enough to show that TdimHA(t) > t. To this end,

T A () = vlog< ZN'Y 1) +AI(t) > —Zlogm g

where we used I(t) = 0, Jensen’s mequahty and non-uniform vertical fibres.
Since I(t) is convex and has a minimum at ¢, T5(t) is also convex with a minimum at ¢, and
since T.(t') = 1, the assertion follows. O

Since I(t) is strictly increasing, let t* denote the unique solution to the equation
I(t*)

logm’

dimp A = dimg A — (1 —471) (4.4)

Lemma 4.3. We have t;(dimpgA) <t/ < t*.

Proof. Since I'(t) = 0 < v~1, we have t;(dimg A) = Tyimy a(t) < ¢ by Lemma 4.2. To prove
t' < t*, for z € R define

M N log N

M z
f(z) =lognlog M — lognlogZN;Og" + log nlog(N/M) — (logn — z)
i—1 Z] 1N10gn

Then after some algebraic manipulations,
NA A
(3

f’(z)z(l Z> >
lOgTL 5 Zijlogn P ZZNlogn

for all z € [logm,logn) by Jensen’s inequality, using that A has non-uniform vertical fibres.
Moreover, f is continuous on R, so f(logm) > f(logn) =0, so

_z =
logn logn

2
logN) <0

f(logm)
V< log(n/m)
M
_d . log M logm 1 N
=0 ()\ (<d1mH A Tog > logn + y(dimp A — dimg A) 71> log (M ]z; N; )) ‘/\:v”
(4.5)

— d A
= | MLt a(#) 10g< ZN) ‘m_l, (4.6)

where (4.5) is by (1.2) and (1.3), and (4.6) is by (4.4) and (2.2). This means that the value of A
at which the supremum in the definition of I(Tgimg A (t*)) in (2.1) is attained is greater than y~1.
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Equivalently, I'(Tgimg A(t*)) > 7~ L. By the definition of ¢, this means that Ty, A(t*) > . By
Lemma 4.2, it follows that ¢’ < t*. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1

Throughout, A is a Bedford—McMullen carpet with non-uniform vertical fibres. Recall, for

6 € (0,1) we defined L == 1+ Hgggf'j so that v L < 8 < v~ and for § > 0 we define

K = H(:ggn‘sj. We begin in Section 5.1 by constructing a simpler cover in the case when

6 = (£~ in order to establish certain relations which are crucial in bounding the s-cost
of our general cover in Section 5.3. Section 5.2 establishes the matching lower bound.

5.1. Upper bound for 6 = 4=, In Lemma 5.2 we construct a cover for § = v~(E=Y_ The
strategy is to keep a level-K approximate square at level K if and only if 7(%, K, v(K)) exceeds
a constant 71 which remains unspecified for now (recalling notation from (3.1)). Of those which
we subdivide, we keep them at level v(K) if and only if 7(,v(K),y*(K)) > 7o. Continuing this
process gives a cover of A using approximate squares at levels K,v(K),...,v*"1(K) = | K/6].
This means that, up to some constant, all covering sets have diameter in the correct range
[6,6Y/9]. In Lemma 5.2 we calculate the s-cost of this cover for an arbitrary tuple, which will
allow us to prove in Lemma 5.3 that the relevant ¢;(s) are bounded above by %, so results from
Section 3 will apply. At the end we will optimise the thresholds so that the exponential rate of
growth of each part is the same. The unique s for which this can be done gives us the upper
bound for dim gA.

Lemma 5.1 will be used to calculate the cost of the cover in Lemma 5.2. Lemma 5.1 is rather
similar to Lemma 3.5, and is also proved using the method of types. For a probability vector
p we write tp == > .p;log N;. For a word (i1,...,iy) € [N}/, we write & = (i1,...,%5) =
(1), ..., (i) € [M]’, recall (4.2).

Lemma 5.1. For all t € [t, maxj<;j< log N;),
#{ (i17 i) € [N]J L 7(3,0,J) < t} - e(min{t,f}-i—log M—I(min{t,t}))J

If, on the other hand, t € (minj<;<pslog N;,t), then
1
limsup — log #{ (i1, i) € [N]7:7(3,0,J) <t} <t+logM < t+log M.
J—o00

Proof. The strategy for the upper bound for the first part of the statement is to work with an
arbitrary type class and then use the fact that there are only polynomially many type classes:

#{(i1,...,is) €[N :7(3,0,) <t} = > #{ic[N]/:2€Ts(p)} #Ts(p)

pET :tp<t
M 1 J
< ) HNipaJ.#{ie M) ijgNi,z ztp}
peTritp<ti=1 =1

= Z eted o H(Qlp) by Lemma 3.4
pGTJthSt

= Z ¢’ (totlog M—1(ip)) by Step 3 of Proposition 2.10
PET :tp<t

< #T;- e(min{t,t}+log M—I(min{t,})J 59 () < I'(ry<1lifre (tt); I'(r) > 1if 7 € (1, max log N;)

= e(min{tt}-+log M—I(min{t,t}))J by the upper bound of (3.7),
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noting that #{i € [N]/ : @ € T;(p)} is independent of the particular string 2. For the lower

bound, if q is the closest approximation in 7 to Q.. (7 for which tq <, then

#{(ir,...,is) €[N :7(3,0,]) <t} > #{ie [N)) :2 € Ty(q) } - #Ty(q)
> elal(J 4 1)~ M/ H @ by the lower bound of (3.7)

_ e(min{t,¥}+H Quingen)’

since q — Q by Lemma 3.2, and H is continuous

min{ti}egmin{t,?}
= e(min{tt}+log M—I(min{t,2}))J by Step 3 of Proposition 2.10.
Therefore the first part of the statement of Lemma 5.1 holds. The second part holds simply

from the definition of 7(7,0,.J) and the fact that there are M strings of length J on alphabet
[M]. O

In order to calculate the s-cost of the cover we construct in the proof of Lemma 5.2, for
T=(71,...,70-1) € (t,1)*! we introduce

L-2

logN -1 ; L—1 —1y log M L—1
H = ¢ —1—1 1 M—-1 —1—1q 1-— -
GT(6) = Tog oy + Jogn 27 (Timaei Hlog M = H(rimao) 9774 (1 =) PRt
and
G7(s) = MnLL_l(’yL_g(logM—I(Tg 1))+L_21:_€7i(77; 1—i+log M —I(1,—1 ))) —~E s
¢ logn = logn a — T -
for £ = 2,3,...,L. In particular, when ¢ = L the sum is empty and G7(s) = dimp A — (1 —
,Yfl)IgTL—l) s
ogm :

Lemma 5.2. For all L > 2 and any tuple T = (11,...,70_1) € (t,£)*~! we have

log S 1 1 (A)
lim sup by~ < max G7(s),
5\ —logd 1<¢<L

where S§ (M) was introduced in (4.1).
Proof. We construct a cover of A as follows. For £ € N, let J, :== v*(K) — 4*~1(K). Define
ui = {B,YL—I(K)(i) € Bk : 7(%, Y (K), AN K)) < 71poyp fork=0,...,L— 2} .

For ¢ € {2,3,..., L—1}, define U] to be the set of level-y~*(K') approximate squares B ey (1)
for which

(8, y*(K), Y YK)) <71p_p_1 fork=0,...,L —¢—1 and 7(3,v2(K),~L 1K) > 7_1.

Define U] := { Bk (i) € B : 7(3, K,v(K)) > 71,—1}. By construction this is a cover:
L
AcJur
(=1

Observe that for any 0 < k < ¢ < L — 1, if B € U, and B’ € U, then they are either disjoint or
intersect on their boundary, but can never happen that BN B' = B’. For £ € {2,3,..., L}, the
symbolic representation of a level-y/~¢(K) approximate square By (i) €U is

(il,. ey VK VR e e ’iy(K)f . ,’L',YLféfl(K)_i_l, o ,i,nyz(K),iﬁnye(K)_H, o by L=l (K -

-~

e[N] freely (i, K y(K))<rp_1 TAAL U RK) A HK))<p TN HE) ALY (K)) > T
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Therefore the s-cost of U] is

ST U =y S
veuy

L—¢—-1
<N T #{ieN+ :7(8,0,Jp41) < 7pop1 }
k=0

x #{5 € (M) 7(3,0, Jp—gr) > 1oy } oYK
L—¢—1
- NK H e(TL—k—1+Hlog M—I(t—k—1))Jkt1 |, e(logM*I(Té—l))JLlenf'yL*"Ks
k=0
= nK'GeT(S)7

by Lemmas 5.1 and 3.4 and algebraic manipulations. In the case [ = L we used the convention
that the empty product equals 1. The symbolic representation of B, r-1x) (i) e Uy is

. . ~

(il, cee ,iK,’iK+1, ce ’iV(K)’ te 7Z'yL*2(K)+17 4 L71(K),7,,YL71(K)+1, ce 7'l,yL(K) .

-~

e[N] freely 7(3,Ky(K))<rz-1 7@ 2(K) A i~ 1(K))<n e[M] freely

Therefore, as in (5.1),

L-2
S|P = N T e Hos MotCn e K b K L KGT6) (5.9)

veur k=0

We have bounded the s-cost of each part of the cover, so the proof is complete. O

In (5.1) and (5.2) it was crucial that each 7; € (¢,7) when using Lemma 5.1. Lemma 5.2 tells
us the exponential growth rate of the cover for any tuple 7, but motivated by (4.2), of particular
interest is the case when

GT(s) = - = GI(s) = 0.

Atuple 7 = (71,...,70-1) € (¢, 1)1 satisfies GT(s) = - - - = G7(s) if and only if 71 = #;(s) (from
Gi(s) = G3(s)) and 7 = Ts(7p—1) for k = 2,3,... L (from G} (s) = G}, (s)). Equivalently,
T = tr(s) for k =1,2,..., L —1. The next lemma ensures that each of £1(s),...,tr(s) lies in the
correct range (t,t). In particular, writing t :== (¢1(s),...,tr—1(s)), we can then apply Lemma 5.2
to obtain the upper bound

) log Sg A= (L=1) (A)
lim sup :
5\0 —logd

< GY(s) = dimp A — (1 —MW s

Lemma 5.3. Let 0 € (0,1), L = L(#) =1+ Hggiej and s € (dimy A, dim_ -y A]. Then

using notation from (2.3) and (4.4), we have

t < tl(dimH A) < tl(S) < tg(s) <--- < tL(S) < tL(dimT(Lq)) < TdimHA(t*) < t.
Proof. Since s < dimg A < s, it is immediate that
t= t1(§) < t1 (dimH A) < tl(s).

It follows from Lemma 4.2 that t1(s) < ta(s) < --- < tr(s) for any s > dimg A. Since s <
diim,y—(L—l)A we have t1,(s) < tL(diim,y—(L—l)). We now prove Tyim,, A (t*) < t. To do so, we define,
for any fixed p € Py, the function fp: (0,00) = R by

M
fp(2) =1logn -log pr/logn — (logn — z)H (p).

=1
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Recall that Q = (1/M,...,1/M) and P = (N;/N,...,Ny/N). Clearly, fp(logn) =0 for any p
and fq(z) = 0 for every z. The derivative of fp(z) with respect to z is
M z/logn
fhz)=Hp)+) Mi—z/bgn log pi,
i=1 ijl b;
while after some algebraic manipulations, we obtain that

M z/logn M z/logn

2
1 p
fo(2) = P (log p;)* — (Z - 10%1%) >0
M 1 M 1
].Ogn =1 Zj:l p;/ s =1 ZjZ]_ p:;/ osn
by Jensen’s inequality with equality if and only if p = Q (here we use that p has strictly positive
entries). Hence, for p # Q, fp(%) is a strictly convex function for all z > 0, and also fl/)(log n) =0,
so fp(2) has a global maximum at z = logn. In particular, since m # n and P # Q as we assume
the carpet has non-uniform vertical fibres, we have fp(logm) > 0. Using formulae (1.2) and

(1.3) for dimg A and dimp A, algebraic manipulations show that fp(logm) > 0 is equivalent to

log M 1
dimg A — 2227 ) logn + 2™ (dimp A — dimg A) < log N — H(P).
logm 11—yt

But we can express I(t*) from (4.4) and use the definition ¢ := log N — H(P) to show that this
is equivalent to the assertion Tyim, A(t*) < t, as required.
It remains to prove ¢z (dim.—-1)A) < Taimy A(t"). To do so, we first prove the weaker claim

tL_]_(m,y—(L—l)A) < t* using the fact that Lemma 5.2 holds for an arbitrary tuple 7. Assume
for contradiction that tL_l(mT(Lq)A) > t*. We define a tuple T = (11,...,7,-1) € (t,1)F!
as follows. If tl(dim,y—(L—l)A) > t*, then define 7 := ¢* for all [ € {1,2,...,L — 1}, noting that
t < t* < Tyimy A(t*) < t. If, on the other hand, ¢ (dim,y—(L—l)A) < t*, then define

l =max{le{1,2,...,L—2}: tl(ﬁvf(Lfl)A) <t"}.
For I € {1,2,...,l.} let 7, = tl(diim,y—(L—l)A). For il € {l. +1,l,+2,...,L — 1} let 7; :=
b, + Lizljl* (t* -1, (5))7 S0

t < tl(dimH A) < tl(dim,yf(Lfl)A) =M << <TL92<TL-1= t* < TdimHA(t*) < t.

In either case, 7 < tl(diim,y—(l,—l)A) and 741 < Tﬁv—(L—l)A(Tl) foralll € {1,2,...,L — 2}, so

GT(m,yf(L—l)A) < GQ(MW%LA)A) <. <L GZ(H,Y—(L—UA).
Therefore by Lemma 5.2,

dlm,yf(Lfl)A A
= lim su 108 5-te-1 & < max G7(dim A) = G7(dim A) <0
- 5\0p —10g(5 = <i<L y4 'y_(L—l) - L 'y—(L—l)
(the last inequality holds since 7,1 = t* and diim,y—(L—l)A > dimpg A, see [19, Section 4]), a

contradiction. Thus we have tL_l(diimw—(L—l)A) < t* < Tgimy A(t*) < t (using Lemma 4.2). To
complete the proof that ¢ L(dim,y—(L—l)A) < Tgimy A(t*), we apply Lemma 5.2 again but this time
with the optimal tuple t := (¢1(dim,—z-1)A), ..., tr—1(dim —z-1A)) which we now know lies in
the correct range:

dim__;_1)A

. IOg S(;’,Y—’EL—l) (A) t, t g
0= hr;l\s(l)lp “logs < 1réléa§XL Gi(dim, - z-nA) = Gp(dim, - -1 A)

It (dim,-c-nA dim
(tz-1(dim,-@-nA)) —dim, - -nA,

(5.3)

=dimp A — (1 — 'y_l) Togm
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noting that all terms in the maximum are in fact equal by the definition of t. Therefore

tL(dim,r@A)A) = Tﬁ ,(L,l)A(thl(dim'y*(L”)A)) (5.4)
Y
-_ log M 1 S
< <dim,y—(L—1)A - l(z)gg m) logn + ’)/1 ig$1 (dimp A — dim,y—(L—l)A) (5.5)
log M 1
< (dimpg A — 087 logn + Ognj (dimp A — dimp A) (5.6)
log m 1—~-1
= Taimy A (1Y), (5.7)

where (5.4) is by (2.3); (5.5) is by (2.2) and (5.3); (5.6) is since diimvf(Lq)A > dimy A; and (5.7)
is by (2.2) and (4.4). This completes the proof. O

5.2. Lower bound. For 6 € (0,1), s € (dimpg A,(iiim,\/—(L—l)AL sufficiently small §, and R € N,
we define a measure u = ps,9 r Which we will use to apply the mass distribution principle.
Recall that K = K(0) = |5 C}ggn %]. The measure will be defined by putting point masses on some
carefully chosen level-| K/0| approximate squares.

If k € N and By, is any level-k approximate square in By, we can choose a point A, € A in
the interior of Bi. We can make this choice explicitly by choosing the image of any distinguished
point in A inside the top-most (in the plane) level-y(k) cylinder within By. Let dap, denote a

unit point mass at Ap,. For [ € N define

Jo=AK) — [K/(F0) s )= K/ (V)] - oK), (5.8)
Using notation from (3.12), define Ck 59 r to be the set of level-| K/#| approximate squares
(31,5 0K/0), 1 K /6] +15 - - - » iy K /0])) € Blrye) for which
(k) (y2=10) | 415 - - - 2 Iqt(k)) € Stp_y(s),,r for 1€{1,2,...,L—1} (5.9)
and
(lyi=1(ky 410 - - - U K/ (v210)]) € Sty_yir(s),0,p for 1€ {1,2,... L} (5.10)

Note that when # = v~ (=1 we do not impose the condition (5.10). Now we define the measure

= [5,s,0,R = Z n~Ks/05, (5.11)

Blk/e)”
B|k/0)€CK,s,0,R
This is clearly supported on A. For the remainder of this section, for k € {K, K +1,...,[K/0},
By, will denote an arbitrary level-k approximate square in By N supp(p). By the definition
of the S; g sets, u(By) depends on k,4,s,0, R and the carpet, but p(By) = p(Bj,) for any
By, By, € B(k) Nsupp(p).

Lemma 5.4. Fizf € (0,1), s € (dimyg A, dimyA], and R € N as above. For alll =0,1,...,L—1,
as K — oo, the following two asymptotic equalities hold:

_ Al
15,5,0,R(Byi(ry) <=1, (5.12)

Ks

1§50, R B K =n Ao, (5.13)
L/L*l*WJ

Proof. The proof is an induction argument, starting with the smaller scales. Note that (5.13)
holds for [ = L — 1 by the definition of u. We first use this to prove (5.12) for [ = L — 1.

Indeed, consider the symbolic representations of approximate squares B.r-1(x(i) € Byr-1(k)
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and B|r/9)(J) € B|k/o) With B|k/g)(j) C Byr-1(x)(i), both intersecting supp(u):

€541 ()01 R

(il, N ,/l:,yL—l(K),/z,yL—l(K)Jrl, N ,iLK/QJ,’ZLK/QJ_i_I, ceey i’YL(K))

(s e e oy Ty Lt (Ys Ty LV (B )41 - =+ 2 T LK /0) 5 T LK /0] 410 -+ = s Iy B (K ) Iy (K )15 - - - 5 Iy(|K/6)))

-~

equal same column equal e[M ]Eeely

For t € (t,t), J € N, R € N, let p(¢,J,R) = (p1(t, J,R),...,pm(t,J, R)) be the type class of
every element of S; jg. Then p(¢, J, R) J—> Q; € & by Lemma 3.2. Therefore
—00

M
M(nyLfl(K) (1)) - H Nipi(tl(S)JL:R)'J/LM'yK/Gf'yLanKs/G _ etl(s)J/LJrK(('y/Qf'yL)long(slogn)/G)
=1
= Y T Ks
using (5.8) and the definition of ¢;(s) in (2.3). Therefore (5.12) holds for I = L — 1. We now use
this to prove (5.13) for I = L — 2. If Br1(x)(J) C B|k/(r0)) (1), then

eSfl(S),JprR

~ A~

(i1, 1L ) TR 0)) 10 =+ 1 (8)s Byt (R 1+ 0]
(s e+ s 31K/ (40) ) J LK) (10)) F Loe v v s Gybmt(KYs Iyl (K415 - - -2 DK /0] DK /0] +15 - - + 5 Iy L (K )-

equal same column equal e[M] freely
Therefore by Lemma 3.2, case | = L — 1 of (5.12), (5.8), and (2.3),

Bk /(o)) (1) = et1(p-1 p VI K—K/0 " Ks )y —Ks/(30)

so (5.13) holds for [ = L — 2. Now fix any [ € {0,1,..., L — 2} and assume that (5.13) holds for
I. We show that this implies that (5.12) holds for [. Indeed, if B|__x__(j) C By (k)(i), then
6

~L—1-1

€8t 1]y R
(i1, .. syl (K)» byl (K) 415 - - - ’ihL—Iz(—wJ , ALL_}z(—ngH, RN i’yl+1(K))
(s Ty (K)o It ()15 - - - ’jLsz&oJ’jLLfingH"'"jVHl(K)’le(K)“""’jLLfﬁng)'
cqual same column equal GStL,l,st Ty R
Therefore
1(Byik) (i) =< etr—1(8) 4 #StL_l_l(S),Jl/H,R pKey TR by Lemma 3.2 and case [ of (5.13)
< otr-t() Iy . pog M—I(tr—1-1()))J] 5,y —Ksy' T 7107 by (3.13)
= n~ 7 Ks by (5.8) and (2.3),

so indeed (5.12) holds for [. Finally, fix any [ € {0,1,..., L—3} and assume (5.12) holds for [ +1.
We now show that this implies that (5.13) holds for I. Indeed, if B.i1(x)(j) C BL K J(i),

JI=IETg
then
€St 1)1 R
( 1 ) L/Lfl(fng’ L/le(—ng"'_l’ Iy LK)y Sy (K)+1 ) L/le(729J)
(jh o 7]{7L_1§_10J ’]LWL—§—19J+1’ .. 7,7'yl+1(K)7]'yl+1(K)+l? ce ’]{WL—If—QgJ h]LYL—Il{—QgJ'Fl’ cee 7]’yl+2(K))'

equal same column equal €St _1_o(s),Ji40.R
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As above,
M(BL . J(l)) = etr—1-1()Jig1 e(logM—[(tL—z—z(8)))Jl+2n—7l+1K8 - n_ﬁ7
Ioi-1,
so indeed (5.13) holds for [. The proof is complete by induction. O

In Lemma 5.5 we prove that if we make R large enough then the mass is sufficiently evenly
distributed for us to apply the mass distribution principle Proposition 4.1 in Section 5.4.

Lemma 5.5. Let § € (0,1) and s € (dimy A, dimgA]. For all s < s there exists &y € (0,1)
and R € N depending on s,s',0 and the carpet such that for all 6 € (0,69) and k € {K,K +
1,...,[K/0]}, if by is any level-k approzimate square then piss 9 r(bg) < nks'

Proof. Fix 6 € (0,1), s € (dimy A, dimgA] and R € N. The idea is that for each scale k, we will
choose from the finitely many scales considered in Lemma 5.4 the one which correponds to the
largest size that is smaller than n~*. We will then bound the number of approximate squares
of this level which are contained in each level-k approximate square which carries mass, and use
Lemma 5.4 to bound the mass of the level-k approximate square.

Let J' € N be large enough that for each t € {t1(s),...,tr—1(s)} and (s, ) related by (2.10),
(3.14) holds for all J > J and k&’ € {1,...,J}. By Lemma 3.2, we may increase J' to assume
further that if 7 € Sy j g then H}]:1 N;; < et/ R Thep

J J t t+1/R)J
H N, — Hj:l N%j e(t+1/R) < €(1+3Z)J/Retjn—k’stM'yk’ _ e(1+3%)J/R+(J—k’)t
15 T k/—1 — k! k! — - .
w2 Niy — Wi (s)nt s MY

(5.14)
We may increase J’ to ensure that for all J > J" and k&’ € {1,...,J}, letting I’ € {0,1,..., R—1}
be such that [I'J/R] < k' < [(I' +1)J/R]], if (31, ..., jw) € [M]* then

#{ (il, .. ,ij) S St,J,R : ip = jp for p € {1, .. ,k‘/}} < 6(J_Ll/J/RJ)(H(Q§)+1/R)

< e(u’*k’)(logMfl(t))+3](1+H(Q;))/R' (515)

Let 8 > 0 be small enough that for all § € (0,dp), J' < J; < Jo < J3 < --- and, if § # L=,
J < Jp < Jy < J§ <---. By decreasing dy further we may assume by Lemma 5.4 that for all
le{0,1,....L — 1},

K (_
/JL(;’S’g’R(BVl(K)) < n’le(—s—i-l/R) and 15,50, <B{ i J) < nvL—l—la( s+1/R). (5.16)
yL—i=1g
We now consider symbolic representations of approximate squares in a similar way to in Lemma 5.4.
Case 1: Suppose I € {0,1,...,L—2} and k € {//(K) + 1[,/"(K) +2,..., | K411 —1}.
If BLK,YH-l—Le—lJ (j) C Bg(i) then

EStL_l(s),Jl’+1,R

(217'"7271(1()?171(1()—&—17"'7,Lk77fk+la"'71{ LIl< . Ja
vyt le

(jlv o 7j'yl(K)7j'yl(K)+la .. 7j/€aj]€+1) cee 7]{

K Ja
,YLflflg

equal same column
and continuing
ZALsz{fng‘H’ ey (K L ()41 - Sy (k)
J s e e DL (Y s DL (B s - - = 5 G (K) s ) k+17--~,j )
| = |+ AL (R Tyt (K) + Y (k) T (k) | i
equal es,

L—1-1()J] o
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Therefore we can bound the mass

\")/L_ilg_leJ K ! * K
W(B(i) < C Nﬁye(mﬂk) (log M—I(tr 11 (M3 2 (HH(QG (/R g (-5 +1/R)
y=k+1
(5.17)
< Ce(%_%fk)tH(s)+(1+3%)J{+1/Re(7LfT%—wk)(logM—I(tHfl(s)))+3J;+2(1+H(Q:L+1(S)))/R
K —
x pAT=t=Tg (s T1/R) (5.18)
< Cn—ks+((1+3¥)J{+1/(log )43, (1HH(Q )/ (log n)—}—ﬁlﬂlg)/R (5.19)
(1+3?)+3(1+H<Q;‘L_l_1(s)>>+logn)
- k
< Cn( o R7Togm , (5.20)

where C' is a constant depending only on the carpet, (5.17) is by (5.15) and (5.16); (5.18) is by
(5.14); (5.19) is by (2.3) and algebraic manipulations; and (5.20) is since max {JIIH’ J] o) ﬁ} <
K/0 < k/o.

Case 2: Suppose | € {0,1,...,L — 3} and k € {|Ky'"*"'7 L0~ +1,... 4 H(K) — 1}, If
B,Yl+1(K) (J) C Bk(i), then

EStp 1 1)1

(il’”.’iL LIZ( 10J,Z{ le( 19J+17'"aik7ik+lv""l'yl+1(K)v
YT YR

Gt d |t | i | ol Iy

same column

equal
continuing
) ) )2 )
ARO[ TRERLIT)
jWHl(K)—&-lv Ce ,j{ . ;l( ; J,j{ - Il< . J_H, . ,j’y(k)aj’y(k)—i—la ce ,j,yl+2(K)).
~yb—l=20 yhTtT 40
equal

€Sty _1_2() 1100
Therefore there is a constant C' > 0 such that
M(Bk(i))SCe(,yz-HK—k)tL,l,l(s)+(1+3¥)JHl/Re(»yl-s-QKfﬂ/k)(logMfl(tL7172(s)))+3Jl+2(1+H(Q:L7l72(s)))/R

g
nY K(—s+1/R)

(1+3¥)+3(1+H(Q:Lil72(5>))+logn
S Cn (_8+ RO logn >

Case 3: It k € {|K/(v0)] +1,...,v*71(K) — 1} and Br1ky(J) C B(i), then

eStl(S)aJLflyR

(il etk Y ,...,ik,ik+1,...,iL71K,
eIk L

(jl?’"7j{KJ7j{%J+17’"7jk7jk+17"‘7jfyL*1(K)7

50

same column
equal
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continuing
Uy L1 ()1 -+ -2 8K /0] 2 K/0] 115 - - - » Dy (k)
IyL (K415 -2 DK /0] DK /0] 15+ - - s Ty(R)s Ty(R) 415 - - - » Ty E(K))-
equal e[M] freely

Therefore by the definition of ¢1(s) in (2.3) there is a constant C' > 0 such that

W(By(i)) < CeO KRt () + (143011 /R rH K=k o P K (=5 1/R) < O (ot e )k

Case 4: Finally, if k € v/ 1K) 4+ 1,..., | K/0] — 1 and B|gg|(j) C B(i) then

esﬁ(S),J’L,R

(01« gLt () Tyt (1) 1 - - -5 Gk B « - - D /0
(s - oy B 1)y Ty L1 (K)o - - - Jhos ket 15 - -5 J K /6]
e(IIIal same column
continuing
UK /0) 410 - - s Iy L () by (K) 10 -+ + 5 Iy(k))
TLK/O) 415 oy Dy B (K Iy B (K )15 -+« 5 Jy(k)s Ty (k)1 -+ + 5 Ty (K /0))-
equal e[M] freely

Therefore by the definition of ¢;(s) there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

,U(Bk(l)> < Ce(K/G—k)h(s)+(1+3¥)J’L/RMny/G—fykn—Ks/G < Cn(—s+(1+3f)/R)k:'

Therefore the result follows (using Lemma 5.4 if k € {K,v(K),...,y*71(K)}) if we take R large
enough depending on s, s’, 0, C' and the carpet. O

We write
G(0,s) =~L0log N — (L0 — 1)tr(s) + v(1 —~*710)(log M — I(t1(s))) — slogn. (5.21)
Lemma 5.6. Fiz 0 € (0,1), s € (dimp A,MWH)A}, and R € N. The total mass
ps,s.0,r(A) < KGO0/ 15 K 5 o0,

Proof. The symbolic representation of a level-K approximate square Bg (i) € Bx Nsupp(p) is

(i1 21 Bty By g1 Daey 01 4102 By()):
e[N] freely €Sy, (), 0].R €St _1(s).J1,R
Therefore
w(A) =< #(Bg Nsupp(p)) - n K¢ by case [ = 0 of (5.12)
~ NK(log M—I(tL(s)))J] o(log M=I(tL—1(s)))J1,,—Ks by (3.13)
= KG(0:5)/("0) by (5.8),(2.3),(5.21),
completing the proof. O

We have now proved enough to give Theorem 2.1 in the case when 6 is a negative integer
power of ~, see Section 5.4.
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5.3. Upper bound for general §. Suppose L € N, § € (v L, 4~E=1) s € (dimpy A,diim,y_@_n/\]
and 0 < 6 < 1. We define a cover {V;}; of A (depending on ¢, s and 0) as follows. Every level-
K cylinder will be covered in the same way, and the cover will consist of approximate squares
(41, 0k Bt 15 - - - dyky) Of different levels k € {K,K +1,...,[K/0]|}. This means that the
diameter of each element of the cover will, up to an irrelevant multiplicative constant depending
only on the carpet, lie in the interval [6'/% §]. In fact, we will use only the scales v'(K) for
1€{1,2,...,L—1} and | K/(¥'0)] for I € {0,1,2,..., L—1}. Figure 5 provides a diagram which
may help the reader follow the construction of the cover.

Recall that L =1+ | 1(}2%% and 2 = (i1, ., 0k, ik 41 - - - iy(k)), and we use the notation from

(3.1). We define Uz,_1 1 to be the set of level-y“~1(K) approximate squares for which (5.22) and
(5.23) below hold for all j € {1,2,...,L — 1}, and (5.24) holds:

(3, |[K/(Y"770) ], (K)) < trj(s); (5.22)
(i ), LK (P 90)]) < 11 gia(s) + e OO ) — o, LK (P 90) ), (K
77 Y ’7 L—]+1 (")/L_je)_l _ 7]_1 L—] i 7 77 Y
(5.23)
(3,4 N K), [K/6]) > ta(s). (5.24)
Note that when defining ¢4y, 1 we imposed no restriction on #| g /9|41, - - - , /l\,yL(K)7 oroniy,...,tQ—1.

Define Uy,—1,0 to be the set of level-| K/0| approximate squares for which (5.22) and (5.23) hold
for all j € {1,2,...,L — 1}, and (5.24) does not hold (no restriction on 2| g /g|41,- - iy (|K/8]))-
If L =1 then our cover is simply Uy o UUp,1, so for the rest of the construction of the cover we
assume that L > 1.

For [ = 0,1,...,L — 2 we define U4; to be the set of level-y!(K) approximate squares which
satisfy condition (5.22) for all j € {1,2,...,l+1}, and which satisfy (5.23) for all j € {1,2,...,1}
but do not satisfy (5.23) for j =1+ 1. For [ = 0,1,...,L — 2 we define U ;—; to be the set
of level-y!(K) approximate squares for which (5.22) holds for all j € {1,2,...,1} but not for
j=1+1, and (5.23) holds for all j € {1,2,...,1}, and (5.25) holds:

(3,9 (K),[K/(v"7710))) >
1 1 1
Ts(max {t, (7 L-1-29)—1 _ 51+ <(7L—l—29 - ,),L—l—l‘g)tL_l_l(s) (5.25)
= (= (A ET0) ) e (3, LK (A1), l+1(K)>>})_

For [ =0,1,..., L — 2 define MZI,L—Z—l to be the set of level-| K/(v*~'=10)]| approximate squares

for which (5.22) and (5.23) hold for all j € {1,2,...,l}, and (5.25) does not hold, and (5.26)
holds:

(3, [K/(v"T110) | 4 () >

1

1 1 L—1-29\—1 _ _I+1
AHT — (4 L-1=1g) -1 ((71:—1—29 - ,YL—Z—le)thlfl(s) —((v 0" —~ )§>‘

Note that (5.26) means that (5.22) does not hold for j =+ 1, and that the maximum in (5.25)

equals ¢ (since t—;—1(s) > t). Note also that we imposed no restriction on (iy141() 415 - - - 5 8| i/ (y2-1-20))])-
For I =0,1,...,L — 2 define U ;,_;_1 to be the set of level-| K/(v£~!=10)| approximate squares

for which (5.22) holds for all j € {1,2,...,l} but not for j = [ + 1, and (5.23) holds for all
j€{1,2,...,1}, and (5.25) does not hold, and (5.26) does not hold, and (5.27) holds:

1 1 1
(a9 (), LK/ P70 2 gy e ((Srmmsg — simmg) 1 9)

() L0 ).

(5.26)

(5.27)
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For 1 =0,1,...,L — 2 define Uy to be the set of level-| /0| approximate squares for which
(5.22) holds for all j € {1,2,...,1} but not for j =141, and (5.23) holds for all j € {1,2,...,1},
and (5.25) does not hold, and (5.26) does not hold, and (5.27) does not hold, and (5.28) holds
forall j € {1,2,...,L—1—-2}:

7(i, [K/(Y0)], LK/ (¥ 710)]) < t;(s). (5.28)

Note that we imposed no restriction on &|g/g| 41, - - - iy(|k/6)), and in the case | = L — 2 we did
not require the extra condition (5.28). If L = 2 then we have constructed the cover

A C Uy UZ/[O’() U Uo,l U Z/l(’),l U Z/{(],Q U Z/{Lo U ul,l-

If L > 2, then for I = 0,1,...,L —3 and k = 1,2,..., L — [ — 2 define U, to be the set of
level-| K/(v*0)] approximate squares for which (5.22) holds for all j € {1,2,...,1} but not for
j=1+1,and (5.23) holds for all j € {1,2,...,1}, and (5.25) does not hold, and (5.26) does not
hold, and (5.27) does not hold, and (5.28) holds for all j € {k+ 1,k +2,...,L —1 — 2} but not
for j = k. By construction, we have constructed a cover of A:
L2 L1

ACUL10UUL 11U | <ul v, 0 ul,k). (5.29)
=0 k=0

For simplicity, we denote the cover by {V;};. Observe that any two elements of this cover are
either disjoint or intersect on their boundary, it can never happen that one is contained within
the other. Figure 5 depicts the different parts of the cover in the most complicated case, namely
when v~L < 6 < 4~ (=Y for some natural number L > 3. Here, [ denotes an arbitrary number
in {1,2,...,L — 2}. The indices of the symbolic representation and the lengths of the different
parts are in black. Above the scales explicitly written out are the sets (in blue) which make up
the part of the cover consisting of approximate squares of the corresonding level. The ‘critical’
thresholds for the averages of the different parts of the symbolic representation are in red. Recall
that the t; depend on s, and the sets that make up the cover depend on s and 6.

Uor—1-15-- s Ui—1,1-1-1
U,  UoL— U1 Ur—1-1 Uop, ..., UL—20
Uy Uy 11 U Uy U1 Ur-1p
N T S S TRt SN L SN T et S SN T N R S
o | A | g | Tl A Fge g
K LﬁJ Y(K) L,uiiz(q@J YL HK) L%J

FIGURE 5. Visualising the cover in (5.29) for L > 3.

To bound the s-cost of this cover in Lemma 5.9, we need Lemmas 5.1, 5.7 and 5.8, which we
prove using the method of types. The inequalities in Lemma 5.7 mimic (5.22) and (5.23).

Lemma 5.7. Suppose c € (0,1), t >t; >to >t and J € N. Then as J — oo,
(1)
#{ie M) : 7@ |c]],J) <ty and 7(3,0, [c]]) > t1 + (1 —¢) /) (ty — 7(3, [e] |, J)) }
oI (ellog M~I(t1))+(1~¢) (log M~I(t2)))

(2)

#{ie [N]J :7(2, e ], J) <ty and 7(3,0, |cJ]) <t1+ (1 —¢)/c)(ta — (3, |c] |, J])) }
— eJ(c(t1+10gM—I(tl))+(1—c)(t2+logM—I(tg))).

)
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Proof. The lower bounds for the asymptotic growth follow from considering those strings for
which @.7)41,...,%7 and 41, ...,7|.y are the best approximations to Q; and Qt*rs(t) respectively
in Ty_|c) and T|.y) for which the required inequalities hold. The strategy for the upper bounds
is to fix arbitrary type classes for the different parts of the string which satisfy the desired
inequalities and then use the fact that there are only polynomially many type classes.

(1) Fix p € T|cy) and q € Tj_|cz) such that tq <tz and t, > t1+((1—c)/c)(t2 —tq), recalling
that tp, = >, pilog N;. Then

#T\ ) (p) - H#T7 e (q) < ¢ (cllog M—I(tp))+(1—c)(log M —I(max{tq;t}))) (5.30)
< ¢/ (ellog M=I(t1+((1=¢)/c)(t2—max{tq;t})))+(1~c)(log M—I(max{tq.t}))) (5.31)
< eJ(C(lOgM*I(tl))+(176)(10gM*I(tg))). (532)

In (5.30) we used (3.7) and Step 3 of Proposition 2.10. In (5.31) we used that the rate function
is increasing. In (5.32) we used the convexity of the rate function. Therefore using (3.6) we can
bound the cardinality of the set in the statement of (1) from above by

(LCJJ + 1)M(J o LCJJ + 1)M6J(c(logM—I(tl))—i-(l—c)(logM—I(tg))).

(2) Similarly, fix p € 7.y and q € T;_|.7| such that tq <tz and tp <t1+((1—c)/c)(ta —tq).
Then

#ie N iie T ) - #{je N ety ()}

< ¢/ (e(max{tp,th+log M —I(max{tp,t}))+(1—c)(max{tq,t}+log M—I(max{tq,t})))

< eJC(min{tlJr 1ZC (to—max{tq,t}),t}+log M —I(min{t;+ 1ZC (to—max{tq,t}),t}))

J(1—c)(max{tq,t,ta—

—t1) }+log M —I(max{tq,t,

X e ~1ee (b)) (5.33)
< e (eltiHlog M—I(t1))+(1—0)(ta-+log M—I(t2))) (5.34)

In (5.33) we used the fact that I'(t) < 1if t € (¢,7) and I'(t) > 1 if t € (¢, max;<;j<ps log N;). In
(5.34) we used the convexity of the rate function. In light of (3.6), the result follows. O

The inequalities in Lemma 5.8 mimic (5.22), (5.26), (5.25) and (5.27).

Lemma 5.8. Suppose s € (dimpgA,dimpA), ¢ € (0,1), t <t < Ts(t) <t and J € N. Then as
J — o0,

(1)
#{ie M) 7@ |cT],J) >t
and 7(2,0, [¢J]) = Ty(max{t, (1 — c+ye)t/(ye) = (1 = )7 (%, [c]], J)/(ve)}) }
e/ (c(log M—I(Ts(t)))+(1—6)(10gM—I(t)));
(2)
#{ (ila o 7Z‘LCJJ ) iLcJJ+17 ... 72J7 iJ-i-l) cee 7iL(l+’yC)JJ € [N] LCJJ X [M] L(1+’YC)JJ7LCJJ :

E< (3, [0]),7) < (1= e+ Ae)t —yet) /(1 — o)
and 7(%,0, [¢J]) < Ts(((L —c+~vye)t — (1 — o)1(%, [eJ ], J)) /(7))

and (3, J, [(1 +7¢)J]) > (1 = c+r0)t = (1 = )7(2, [¢]], J))/(7e) }
~ o/ (e(Ts(t)+log M—I(T5(t)))+(1—ctyc) (log M—I(t))).

i
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(3)
#{ie NPt <73, [eT], ) < (1= c+ye)t —yet) /(1= ¢)
and 7(3,0, [¢J]) S Ts((1 — e+ ye)t = (1= o)7(3, [/ ], J))/(v¢))

and 7(3,J, [ (ye + 1)J|) < (1 = e+ 7o)t = (1 = )7(2, [¢] ], J))/ (7e) }
¢ (e(Ta(t)Hlog M—I(Ty(1)+(1—c-+ye) (t+log M-I (1))

Proof. The proof strategy is rather similar to that of Lemma 5.7. The lower bounds follow from
considering those strings for which #|¢7|41,...,%; and 1,...,i.7] are the best approximations
to Qf and Qi(t) respectively in T;_|.;] and T|c), and (for (2) and (3)) ij41,-..,%ycs) is the
best approximation to Qj in 7|(144¢).s|—J, for which the required inequalities hold. The upper
bounds follow from the following estimates and (3.6):

(1) Fix p € T|¢y) and q € Tj_|cs) such that tq >t and t, > Ts(max{t, (1 — ¢+ ye)t/(yc) —
(1 —c¢)tq/(yc). Then

#1\c5)(P) - #Ts—|cs)(q)
< e (c(log M—I(Ts(max{t,(1—ct+ye)t/(ve)—(1—c)tq/(v0)}))+(1—c)(log M —I(min{tq,((1—ct+ye)t—yct)/(1-c)})))

< eJ(c(log M—I(Ts(t)))+(1—c)(log M—I(t))) .

The final step holds since
(I=c+rye)t —rct)/(1—c) <t <tgy;
T (1= c+70)t —vet)/(1 - ) < Ty(t) <
so using standard properties of the rate function, the derivative of the exponent with respect to
tq 1s negative.

(2) Now fix p € Tcy), 4 € Tj—|cs) and T € T|(14~¢).7|—s such that ¢ < tq < ((1 —c+ye)t —

vet) /(1 =c), tp < Ts(((1 — c+ye)t — (1 = c)tq)/(vc)) and tr = ((1 — ¢ +ye)t — (1 = c)tq)/(vo).
Then

#{ie [Nl i e Ty () b #Ty— 1) (Q) - #T| (1440)7) - (T)
< e (eTs((A=etre)t=(1=c)tq)/ (ve)) Hlog M—I(Ts ((1-ctrye)t—(1=c)tq)/ (v¢))) +(1—c)(log M~I(tq)))
w et (ve(log M—I(((1—ctrye)t—(1=c)tq)/(v¢))))
< e/ (e(Ts () +log M—I(T5(t)))+(1—ctyc)(log M—I(1)))
since the derivative of the exponent with respect to tq is negative.

(3) Now fix p € Tcs), 4 € Tj—|cs) and v € T|(14+¢).7|—s such that ¢ < tq < ((1—c+ye)t —
vet)/(1—c), tp S Te(((1 = ¢ +ye)t — (L= o)tq)/(vc)) and tr < ((1 — c+ye)t — (1 = c)tq)/(vc).
Then
#{ie [N ae T )} #{ie N ge Ty (@)

x #{k € [N o e T 1o gy—a (1) }

< e (eTs((AI=etye)t=(1-c)tq)/(v€)) +log M—I(Ts((1—ctvye)t—(1—c)tq)/(ve))))+(1—c) (min{tq,t}+log M —I(min{tq,t})))
w el 1e((I—ctye)t—(1=c)tq)/(ve)+log M—I(((1—ctrye)t—(1=c)tq)/(vc)))

< TT (=470~ (1=0) min{tq £1)/(76))-Hlog M—I(T-((1c-+70)t—(1—) minta.2))/(10))

« eJ(lfc)(min{tq,f}Jrlog M —I(min{tq,t})))
% eJ'yc(((l—c+'yc)t—(1—c) min{tq,t})/(ve)+log M—I(((1—ct+vc)t—(1—c) min{tq,t})/(vc))) (5_35)

< 7 (e(Ts(t)+log M—I(T:(t))+(1—cte) (t+log M—I(t))) (5.36)
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We have (5.35) because t < tq < ((1 — c+~ye)t —vyet)/(1 —¢), so

t< (1 =c+r0)t = (1= o)tq)/(ve) < Tu(((1 = c+ et — (1= o)tq)/ (7)) < Tu(t) <1,

so the derivative of the rate function here is between 0 and 1. We have (5.36) since the derivative
of the exponent in (5.35) with respect to tq is negative. In light of (3.6), this completes the
proof. [l

We are now ready to prove an upper bound for the s-cost of the cover that we have constructed.
Recall that G(0, s) is defined in (5.21).

Lemma 5.9. For L € N, 0 € (v L4~y 5 ¢ (dimp A, dim, -1 A and 0 < § < 1, let
{V;}; be the cover of A defined in (5.29). Then as K = K(5§) — oo,

Z V;|® = fGO)/(610),
J

Proof. The strategy is to bound the s-costs of the different parts of the cover separately using
Lemmas 5.1, 5.7 and 5.8, which can be applied since the ¢;(s) lie in the right range by Lemma 5.3.
We use the convention that an empty product equals 1. In the following, as above, R € N will
be fixed and arbitrary. We first consider the s-cost of U for [ € {0,1,...,L —2}:

S W0 = T
Uel,

l
~ NK H eK((thj(S)HOgM*I(thj(S)))(W*V‘<L_j)9_l)+(t1;fj+1(S)+10gM*I(thjJrl(S)))(W_(L_j)e_lf’ﬂ_l))

j=1
« K ((log M—I(tr——1(s) (¥t =y~ E=Do= ) (log M—I(t,—;)) (v~ E7ImD o~ 1—41)

x n~ Ks by Lemma 5.7 (1) and (2)

= #(Byi(ry N supp(pes,s,0,r)) - n Ks by (3.13) and Step 3 of Proposition 2.10

= pi5.5,0,R(A) by (5.11) and Lemma 5.4

= fG(0:5)/(v"0) by Lemma 5.6.

(5.37)
The s-costs of U o are equal for all [ € {0,1,...,L —1}:
Z |U‘S ~ #UL—LO . n*Ks/G
UEUZ’O
L—-1 ) _ ) _
= H K (t—j(s)Hog M—I(tr—;(s))) (v =y~ F=07 1)+ (tr - ji1(s)Hog M—I(tp—j11(s))) (v~ E=907 =77 1))
j=1
« NE o(t1(s)+log M—I(t1(s)))(1/0—+""1)K p r(y=1)K/0
x n~Ks/0 by Lemmas 5.1, 5.7 (2), and (when | < L — 1) Lemma 5.8 (3)

= ##(B|k/9) N supp(Hs,s,6,r)) - n K0 < s o m(N) < K G0:5)/(°0),
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To bound the s-cost of U ;,—; when [ € {0,1,...,L — 2}, note that by Lemma 3.4 and Step 3
of Proposition 2.10,

#{ae PO 26, K (rE 10 = (), AT () = 1 (K))

1 1 1
2 (71 — (4, L-=19)-1) ((,yL—l—29 - 71:—1—19)15L—l—1(5) —((y*1%0) 7t - WZH)E)
and 7(3,0, [K/(v7'710)] =7 (K)) = T (1) |

K(VZ+1—’YZ+17L9) (log M—I< (,yl+17(le_z_10)—1) ((,YL—ll—Qg - ,YL_ll_lg)tL—l—l(5)—(("1L71729)71—’7l+1)§))))

e

y BK('YZ+17L97’YZ)(lOg M*I(TS (t))))

< eK((’Yl+1—7l+1_L9_1)(1Og M—I(tp_1—1(s)+(T1= L0~ =41 (log M—I(tL—i(s))))

)

(5.38)

where the last step follows from the case tq = ((1 — ¢+ ve)t — yct)/(1 — ¢) of Lemma 5.8 (1).
Now, for I € {0,1,...,L — 1},

l
Z U* < H oK ((tr—j(s)Hog M—I(tr—;(s)) (v =y~ F=107 )4 (tr—ji1 (s)Hog M—I(tp—j11(s)) (v~ F=D071 =77 1))

Uely 1 j=1

o« N K ((log M=T(t1 -1 () (71—~ E=1=D0-1) 4 (log M~I(t, 1)) (7~ (P18~ —41)) 1K

) , L
= # (B Nsupp(pis,so,r)) -1 K5 X g 5.0,m(A) < eGO/0F0),

In the case | = L — 1 we used Lemma 5.7 (2) and Lemma 3.4 and Step 3 of Proposition 2.10. In
the case | < L — 1 we used Lemma 5.7 (2) and (in the case when the maximum in (5.25) does
not take the value ¢, or equivalently when (5.26) does not hold) Lemma 5.8 (1), and (in the case
when the maximum does take the value t) we used (5.38).

Now, for [ € {0,1,...,L — 2},

> o

UGU{,L—1—1

l
< N T R (e Hog M—Ts (D)0 =7~ D0 P brga (9 Hog M-ty (D)~ D070 7)

J=1

1070 (11 e (b~ b 00501

w KOHITL07 ) (Ty(0) Hlog M=I(To(v)) | pK (2720~ =4t +1) K/ (2 =1-10)

l
< NK H E (t—j(s)Hog M—I(tr—;(s))) (37 =y~ F =07 )+ (tp— j1(s)Hog M—I(tr—j11(s))) (v~ E=907 I~ 1)) K
j=1
% 6K((71+2_L9_1—’YHI_L@_I)UO%M—I(thlfl(S)))+(’Yl+l_L9_l—Vl)(thl(S)'HOgM—I(thl(S))))nK/(’YL_l_le)

= # (B yr-1-1g)) Nsupp(ussor)) - 1 0770 < s o m(A) = K GEO2)/0R0)

where the inequality follows from the case tq = ((1 — ¢+ vye)t — yct)/(1 — ¢) of the proof of
Lemma 5.8 (2).
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For [ € {0,1,...,L — 2}, using Lemma 5.8 (2) (and Lemma 5.7 (2)),

> op

Uel;,r,—i1—1
l
~ NK H K (tr—j(s)+log M~I(t—;(5))) (37 =y~ =D~ )+ (t—j1(s)Hog M—I(tr—j41(s))) (v~ P70 —/ 1)K
j=1

o F (272071 g ==y (log M—I(t1, 1 1.(3)))+(3H 120 =) (b1, 1 (5)+log M—I(t_1(5)))) j, K/(vF~1710)

= # (B yr-1-1g)) Nsupp(ussor)) - /070 < s o m(A) = KGO/,

Finally, if L >3,1€ {0,1,...,L -3} and k € {1,2,...,L — 1 — 2},

> P

UEUl’k
~ NK H oK (tr—j(s)Hlog M—I(tp—;(s))) (v =y~ F=107 )4 (tp—ji1(s)Hog M—I(tp—j11(s)) (v~ =907 =77 1))
7j=1

o B (RO PR (g (5)Hlog M—I(tr—g—1))+(y~ D8 3 =50=1) (log M—I(t1,_42(5)))) . ,,~s/(+*6)

). n—Ks/(F0) = K-G(0:9)/(4"0)

= #B| K/ (vr)) N supp(iss,0,r 146,5,0,R ()

using Lemma 5.8 (3) (and Lemma 5.7 (2) and Lemmas 5.1, 3.4 and 5.6). We have now bounded
the s-cost of each part of the cover, so the proof is complete. O

Note that when we applied Lemma 5.7, in the proof of Lemma 5.9 (for example in (5.37)), we
used that t7(s) <17 for all s € [dim,-z A, dim,—z—1) A], see Lemma 5.3. We needed Section 5.1
to establish the inequality ¢1,(s) < ¢ before Section 5.3.

5.4. Conclusion and discussion of the proof. We now conclude the proof of Theorem 2.1 by
combining the upper bounds in Sections 5.1 and 5.3 and a lower bound from the mass distribution
principle Proposition 4.1, which can be applied by virtue of the results in Section 5.2.

- S (A
Proof. Fix 0 € (0,1) and s € (dimgA,dim, —-1)A]. Then we have limsup(;\o%

G(0,s)/(v*0logn). This follows from Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.2 with 7 = (t1(s),...,tr_1(s))
in the case § = v~ (L= and from Lemma 5.9 in the case v ¢ < 0 < v~ =D If U ¢ R? is
Borel with |U] < 1 then the number of approximate squares of level [_II%LU'} which U inter-
sects is at most an absolute constant depending only on the carpet. Therefore by Lemma 5.5,
for all s/ < s there exists 6o > 0 and R € N such that for all § € (0,68), if 6'/¢ < |U| < §
then fi559 r(U) < |U[*". This means that we can use Lemma 5.6 and apply the mass distribu-

IA

log S5y (A
tion principle Proposition 4.1 and deduce that liminfs\ o Og_+’g(§) > G(0,5)/(v"0logn). Since
log S5y (A
s’ < s was arbitrary and liminfs\ g %’gg) is continuous in s’ by [10, Lemma 2.1], we have
log S5 (A
lim infs\ o % > G(0,5)/(v*0logn). Thus

1Og Sg,G(A) N G(a) 8)
—logéd ~vLBhlogn
Therefore by (4.2), dimgA exists and G(6,dimy A) = 0. By induction t1(s),ta(s),...,tL(s) are
strictly increasing functions of s. Thus for fixed 0, G(0, s) is strictly decreasing in s, so s = dimgA
is the only solution s € [dimgA, dimpA] to the equation G(6,s) = 0. O

as 0 N\ 0.

Remark 5.10. The significance of the pressure function can be illustrated by the simple case
0 > ~v~L. Indeed, in this case the optimal cover which gives the smallest possible s-cost (up
to absolute multiplicative constants depending only on the carpet) involves subdividing a level-K
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approximate square to a level k € {K, K +1,...,|K/6]} which minimises w(ixﬂ,---ﬁm/ej)\k(s)'
By considering the symbolic representation of the approrimate squares in such a cover, the s-cost
18, up to multiplicative constants,

N5W g gy — e () MO~ LI Ol =K oI (log N+(071~1)P(s)—6" log M —slogn)

- eK((dimB A)logn—(0—1—1)I(t)—slogn)

by Proposition 2.10, where (s,t) are related by (2.10). Therefore the exponential growth rate of
this s-cost is in fact the same as that of the cover constructed in Section 5.3 using just the two
extreme scales K and | K/0].

6. PROOF OF COROLLARIES OF THEOREM 2.1

6.1. Proof of Corollaries 2.2 and 2.3. We begin by proving Corollary 2.3.
Proof of part (i). For
0,s) € (v 1,4~ x (dimg A, dimp A) := D C R?,

define G(0,s) by (5.21). Then G(6,s) has continuous partial derivatives of all orders, so is
C*°, on D. Moreover, the rate function I is analytic (as the Legendre transform of an analytic
function) and compositions of analytic functions are analytic. It follows that for all (6,s) € D
and (61, s1) € R? there exists r = 7(0, 5,01, s1) > 0 such that the function A — G(0+A01, s+ \s1)
is real analytic for A € (—r, 7). Therefore by a result of Siciak [1], Theorem 1], G(0, s) is jointly
analytic in (6, s) € D. Thus by the analytic implicit function theorem, the function 6 — dimy A
(describing the zero set of G(6,5)) is analytic for 6 € (y=£, = (L=1), O

The next lemma gives a formula for the derivative. Recall, if € (v~ %, 4~ (L=1] then the
formula for the intermediate dimension s(6) = dimg A is

vEOlog N — (726 — 1)t (s(0)) + (1 — ’yL_IH)(logM —1I(tr(s(9)))) — s(f)logn =0. (6.1)

Lemma 6.1. For any L € N and 0 € (5,7~ E=D), we have d_ dimy A = 0y dimy A = s'(6),
where

At . log N —t1(s(0)) —log M + I(tr(s(6)))
Clogn 14 (V0 — 1+ 4 (1 —AL10) I (t1(s(0)))) - AL(9)’

where I' denotes the derivative of the rate function I and

S(6)

L—1 l
ZOEDIEE | RACEICONE
/=0 m=1

with the empty product defined to be 1. It follows that for § =~ L

y ! log N — trpi(s(y")) —log M + I(tr+1(s(v™")))

O A = o L+ (v=1-Apn(y™) ’ 02
L logN —t LYYy —logM + I(t —L
Oy dim. o A — . 10BN =t (s(7) — log s ( L(S(WL ) 63)
log n L+ (y = DI (te(s(v=1))) - A(v5)
Proof. We first show by induction on L that
A (5(0) = 5(0) - logn - A1(6). (6.4)

de
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For L = 1, we have t1(s(d)) = (s(#) — M) logn and A;(f) = 1, hence the claim holds.

logm
Assuming (6.4) for L — 1, we now prove for L:

%U(S(Q)) = %Ts(e) (tr—1(s(9))) = 5'(0) - logn +~I'(t-1(5(0))) - %tul(s(a))

= 5'(0) -logn + I (tr—1(s(9))) - '(0) - logn - A_1(0)

=5'(0) -logn - (1 +

— 5/(0) -logn - AL(0),

completing the proof of (6.4).
Differentiating (6.1) according to 6,

$'(0) - logn = vFlog N — AL41,(s(6)) — (v20 — 1)<t (5(0))

dé
. d
=" (log M — I(t1(5(9))) = (1 =7 710) 51 (t1(5(0)))
Using (6.4), after rearranging we obtain the formula for s’(#). The claims for § = v~ follow by
analyticity. Il
Proof of part (ii). Follows directly from Lemma 6.1. O

The following lemma describes the behaviour of ¢,y (dimg A) for small .

Lemma 6.2. We have

L] thHOO thl(dimvf(Lfm A) = lim inf9_>0+ tL(g)(diIIlg A) =t*
o limy_.o tL(dim,y—(L—l) A) = lim supy_,o+ tL(g)(ding A) = TdimHA<t*)

Proof. By (4.4), the equation that dim, - (z-1) A satisfies from Theorem 2.1, and the fact that the
intermediate dimensions and rate function are continuous, we have ¢ L_l(dim,y—(L—l) A) — t* as
L — oo. It follows that ¢z (dim,—-1) A) = Tgimy A(t"), and that limsupg_,g+ trg)(dime A) >
Tiimg A(t*). By considering § > 4% very close to vy, we see that liminfy_,q+ tr(g) dimg A <%
If v~ < 6 <471 then t7(dim, -2 A) < t(dimg A) < tr(dim_-z-1) A). Therefore
t* = lim t(dimgA) <liminf¢yg)(dimg A) < limsupizg)(dimeA) < lim ¢z (dim -1 A)
L—00 0—0+ 0—0+ L—oco v
= Timy A ("),

completing the proof. O
Proof of part (iii). For brevity, let us write

L
6
0 P ey 1 C)
logn 1+ g1(0)AL(0)
Lemma 5.3 ensures that ¢ < ¢1(dimg A) < t¢(s(0)) < Taimy a(t*) < € for all 1 < ¢ < L. Using

that I is strictly increasing and convex, there exist constants 1, ¢}, ¢, ¢ > 0 independent of 6
such that for all ¢;(dimpg A) <t < Tqimg A (1Y),

(6.5)

O0<c < It <c'<logM—HP and 0 < co < I'(t <c’2<1.
1

Hence, recalling that ¢ := log N — H(P) and I(t) = log M — H(P), there exists ¢ > 0 such that
the numerator

Fo(6) =T — t1.(s(6)) — (I() — I(t2(s(6)))) = e3 > 0.
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Furthermore, there also exists ¢4 > 0 such that 0 < ¢4 < g(6) < ch < 00. Therefore,

L L
§(0) > 2 2 > 1 > i B, N}

“ogn T Ar0) T 080 et T ggn(y1 4 )

ey
Next we show that 0_ dim,-r A < 94 dim,-. A for all L € N from (6.2) and (6.3). We can
divide both (6.2) and (6.3) by v*/logn. We claim that

T A () = It P) - Anly ) =7

implying 7' - (1 + gr41(v7") - Ari(v7")) = 1+ g2(vF) - AL(y™"). Indeed, applying the
definition of Ay 1(y~%) and Ap(y~%), observe that it is a telescopic sum with only 7~! not
canceling out. Since we also have

trea(s(y™5) = to(s(y ") = (I(tsa(s(v ")) = I(te(s(v5)))) > 0
for the same reason that fr(#) > 0, it follows that 0 dim,-» A < 04 dim.-. A. Finally, by
Lemma 6.2,
O+ dim,- A . log N —t* —log M + I(t*)
o_ dimny A (L—oo) log N — Tqimy A(t*) —log M + I(TdimH A(t%))

€ (1,0). O

Proof of part (iv). The idea is to estimate L(#) (which is the number of the ¢;(s(f))) in terms

of s(f) = dimg A. We do this by using the fact that ¢’ is a neutral fixed point of the function
Tdimy A, and t1(s(0)) — (dimHA - %) logn <t as § — 0" and liminfy_,+ t1g)(s(0)) > ¥/

by Lemmas 6.2 and 4.3, so most of the ¢;(s(f)) lie close to t’. By Lemma 4.2 and Taylor’s
theorem, since T.(t') = 1 and T/ (') > 0, there exists ¢ > 1 such that for all ¢ € (¢,7),

To(t) + To(#)(t — 1) + Mt =) S Tu(t) < To(t') + T — 1) + et — 1)

6.6
tHe (it —t) <Ty(t) <t+ct—t)2 (6.6)
If L is large enough and kj, := Lmax {L/IO, é log (L(s(e)—dti;iH A logn) }J then
v 2kLL(s(9) - d14mH A)logn <t and ¢ 4 2% L(s(0) — d14mH A)logn o7
Suppose k € {1,2,...,kr}. Then by (6.6),
L — dimyg A)1 L — dimyg A)1
#{i € (1,2, L)} : ¢/ — o) d14mH Jogm _ 1. (s(0)) < 221 2O) dZnH ) Ogn}

16¢
2kL(s(6) — dimyg A) logn

Summing up, it follows that

# {z ti(s(0) <t —

<1+

L(s(#) — dimg A) logn 16¢
4 L(s(0) — dimg A) logn’

and we similarly obtain the same bound for the number of ¢;(s) which are greater than t' +

}SkL-i-

L(s(9)+di£1nH A)logn. But
L — dimyg A) 1 L — dimg A) 1
4 {z Ly Ls6) dlmH Jog™ _y (s(0)) < ¢ + LO) d14mH ) Og"} <1+L/2.
Therefore for L sufficiently large,
32¢ 40c
L <2kp + +1+L/2<09L+

L(s(0) — dimg A) logn L(s(0) — dimg A)logn’
Decreasing g further if required, this tells us that for all § < 6,

400¢ 500c - (logy)?

f) < dimg A < dimg A
s(0) < dimp A+ = i A (log#)%logn ’

L2logn
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proving the upper bound. This shows in particular that L(s(f) — dimyg A)logn — 0 as § — 0.
For the lower bound, we may decrease y further to assume that for all 8 < 6y, t1(dimgA) <
t1(s(0)) < t' —3L(s(0) — dimy A)logn and t1(s(0)) > t' by Lemmas 6.2 and 4.3. Then by (6.6),
for large enough L,

L>#{i:t'—3L(s(#) — dimy A)logn < t;(s(F)) < t' — L(s(f) — dimg A) logn}

o 2L(s(0) — dimyg A) logn
~ 1.1((s(0) — dimg A) logn + ¢(3L(s(#) — dimyg A) logn)2)’

Rearranging, for large enough L we have

. 0.9 . (log 7)*
f)>d Ad ————>d A . (Il
5(0) 2 dimy A+ L?-99clogn — i A 20clogn(log 6)?

Proof of part (v). One can differentiate (6.5) to obtain

L (fL0) (1 + gr(0)AL(9)) — fL(0)(97,(0)AL(6) + gr(0)AL(6)))
(1+gr(0)AL(0))?logn '

§'() =1

The sign of s”() is determined by the sign of the term in parenthesis in the numerator. We
know that there exists ¢ > 0 such that f1(6),g5(0), Ar(#) > c¢. There also exists ¢ > 0 such
that
d
11.00) = (I'(te(s(0))) = 1) - 5te(s(0)) < —(¢)* <0

<—c'<0

—_——
>c/>0 by (6.4)

and A’ (0) > ¢ because all I’ (t¢(s(6))) and I”(t,(s())) are uniformly positive. Finally,

dé

>c’>0

gL (0) =A% (1= T'(t1(5(0))) +7 (1 = /2720) I" (t1(5(0))) - ~=t1(s(6)) > vE¢' > 0.
>c'>0 >0 >0 Y

Hence, s”(0) < C' < 0 for some uniform constant C' > 0, implying that s(f) is strictly concave
on any interval [y~L, = (L=1)], O

Note that s”(f) < C < 0 holds for a constant C' that is independent of both L and . We now
use the fact that dimg A is strictly increasing in € to prove Corollary 2.2.

Proof of Corollary 2.2. Fix n > 0 small enough that dimyg A + 7 < dimpg A. Since dimg A exists
and is continuous in € (see Theorem 2.1 and [19, Proposition 4.1]), we can fix #; < 1/ small
enough that dimg, A +7n < dimp A. Let s € (d1mH A,dimg, A + 7], and for each § € (0,1), let
K = K(0) € N be such that n=% < § < n~ =1 For some string i, let BLK/GJ denote the set of
level | K/6| approximate squares within the level K approximate square Bg (i). For each Bg (i)
it is more cost efficient (in terms of s-cost, up to irrelevant multiplicative constants depending
only on A) to subdivide it into level-| K /6| approximate squares if and only if

n~ K > 4Bk —sK/6, (6.7)

LK/HJ n

To determine #Bﬁ’(i/e | for some 6 < 1/7, we compare the sequences that define Bg(i) and a
level-| K /6| approximate square within it:

TRREER O I TR W
J1 o JK | JK+1 - Jy(i) | Jy()+1 -0 Jik/e) | JIK/0)+1 *  Jn(K/6) -

equal same column €[N] freely €[M] freely
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Thus, #B K/GJ = NLE/OJ=(E) . ppr(K/6)-|K/6]) . HV 41 Ni,- Substituting this back into (6.7),
we get after algebraic manipulations that it is more cost- efﬁc1ent to subdivide if and only if

0 -1 1 0 logN ~v—1logM
> 1 71 .
S‘(l—&)logn( Z;log >+ (1/6 - )logn+1—910gn

But since s < dimg, A + 7, if is more cost-efficient to subdivide then the following condition for
the average must hold:

Z log N;, < log(N/M) — (;_1),1;%”

Z K+1

(dimp A — dimg, A — 7).

As 0 — 0, the right hand side tends to —oo, so there exists 6y < #1/2 small enough that for
all 8 < 20 it is more cost efficient not to subdivide any of the level-K approximate squares, if
using only scales § and 6'/?. Now, since dimg A is strictly increasing in 6 by Corollary 2.3, there
exists € < 7 small enough that dimg, A + € < dimgg, A. Then by the definition of 6y and since
dimg, A +n < dimp A, there exists d; < 1 such that if {U;} is a cover of A using just two scales
§ and & with &' < §1/(200) < § < §;, then for all # < 26, we have

Z ‘Ui|dim9A+5 > Z ‘Ui|dim91 A+n > 1.
7 %

Since dim g, A+€ < dimgg, A, there exists oy < d; such that if {U;} is a cover using just two scales
§, & with 6/(%) < § < § < &, then for all 6 < @y, S, |U;|moAte > S~ g |dimeg Ate > 1
completing the proof. O

6.2. Connection to multifractal analysis, proof of Theorem 2.4.

Lemma 6.3. Let A and A’ be two Bedford—McMullen carpets with non-uniform vertical fibres,
and assume that either (1) or (2) from Theorem 2.J hold. Then both carpets can be defined on
the same grid, and if m x n and m’ x n’ are grids on which the respective carpets can be defined,
then logn _ logm € Q.

logn’ = logm/

Proof. We use primes to denote the parameters of A’, and use notation from Section 2.3. First

assume that (1) holds. Then since the intermediate dimensions of A and A’ have phase transitions
-1 Nn—1 . . o logn’

at v~ and (7/) " respectively (see Corollary 2.3), we must have v = +/. To show that Toun €Q

note that Theorem 2.1 and the equality of the intermediate dimensions for # € (y~1,1) tells us

that for an open interval of s we have

1 log M 1, log M’ ,
Il(s— logn | =——1I s————|logn'|].
logn logm log n/ log m/
Taking Legendre transforms of both sides and using scaling properties of Legendre transforms,
using (2.1), for all A we have

My 0 /
1 1 log M 1 1 log M
log | — Y RN} | + A = log | =Y RUNDM| + A : 6.8
logn & (M ; ! ’) + logm  logn/ o8 M Zl (N |+ log m/ (6:8)
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!
logn (log M logM

Let K € N be large enough that N,'*" (No/Np)E < N/, -(n/)\legm/ logm). Then exponentiating
0
(6.5),

log n'
log M _log M

Ml
M logn 0 A
JE— R/A (N{ . (n/><logm/ logm)>
M’ j:Zl J J
log n/

My logn
=1
oo [ K 1{3%7#(?)827”'_1>...(11‘>’3J_k+1> Mo b/ NN &
og n ogn ogn ogn 2 7
:(RlNl)\) Z g g g (Z z( ’L) )

logn
k!

k=0

A
logn’ N- K+1
+ 0 (Nllogn <Ni> >
log n'

as A — 400, by the generalised binomial theorem. This means that the coefficient of N,'**™ (No/Nyp)K*,

log n’ logn’

which is a polynomial equation in with rational coefficients, must be 0. So

is algebraic.

logn logn
log n’ . ’
But nTsn = n/, so by the Gelfond-Schneider theorem, lf(’)gg?l € Q.
Now we assume only (2). We first show that lﬁ)gg% € Q. Since the functions 5, and (., are

equal, using (2.5) with the change of variable A :== y~! 4 (1 — v~ 1)¢, we have

-1 )\77_1

— _ i \—1 _(~]
=t log N —log M RN} 321 log N — log 0004 RyN; ) 00 S

logm log m/

for all A. A similar argument to the above using the generalised binomial theorem and Gelfond—
log m’
logm
quantities are bi-Lipschitz invariants which depend only on the respective carpets, not the choice

of iterated function system (see [24, Theorem 3.3]). So since m and m’' are multiplicatively
dependent, we can iterate the IFS to assume without loss of generality that A is defined on an

Schneider theorem now gives that € Q. To show moreover that v = 7/, note that these

m x n grid, and A’ is defined on an m x n’ grid, for the same m. Then by (2.5),

Mo M
N—éZRiNiv +(1-yThE _ N'{ZRJAN;(V) H1-(v)hE (6.9)

i=1 j=1
for all £. So using a similar argument to the proof of [39, Theorem 1.2|, equating exponential

logm log m
terms and coefficients, we have My = M. Also, N,'**" = (Ni’)loéin’, SO
log n'

N = N,"*=" forall ie{1,...,Mp}. (6.10)

Equating corresponding exponential bases in (6.9), applying (6.10) and using that the carpet has

non-uniform vertical fibres (so not all N; are equal) shows that n = n’. In particular, 11% gg :f: € Q,
O

as required.

We now prove Theorem 2.4. Since the intermediate dimensions and multifractal spectrum
obviously do not depend on the grid on which the carpet is defined, in light of Lemma 6.3 it
suffices to assume henceforth that both carpets are defined on the same m x n grid to begin with.
We already mentioned that the equivalence of (2) and (5) was proved in [39, Theorem 1.2|. To
complete the proof, we show that (1) = (3) = (4) = (5) = (4) = (1). Of these, the implication
(1) = (3) is obvious. In this section only, I’ will denote the rate function associated with A’,
and not the derivative of I.
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Proof of (3) = (4). Assume dimgA = dimgyA’ on the open interval (a,b) C [y~!,1]. After
rearranging the formula in Theorem 2.1 for dimg A in the case L = 1, we obtain that

1 I(t1(dimg A
dimg A = dimg A — (7 — 1)(1(11119))

0 logn
By Corollary 2.3 part (i), dimg A and dimg A’ are real analytic on (v~ !,
dimy A’ on the whole interval [y~!,1]. In particular, dimg A = dimg A’, so

I(ti(dimg A)) = I' (t) (dimg A"))

1), hence dimg A =

/
= /((aimg - OEMEMADY o)
log m/
log M
= I’< (dl g N — o8 ) logn—ylog(M’/M)).
logm
=t1(dimg A)
Setting ¢t = t1(dimg A), we see that I(t) = I'(t—vlog(M'/M)) on the open interval (¢ (dim4 A), t1(dimy A)).
Since the rate function is analytic, (4) follows. O

Proof of (4) = (5). Assume I(t) = I'(t — vlog(M'/M)) on an open interval of ¢. Without loss
of generality we assume that M’ > M. Using definition (2.1) of the rate function,

I'(t — ylog(M'/M)) = sup {At — log (W ﬁ‘Rg(Ng)A) }

Since I and I’ are convex functions, their Legendre transforms must agree on an open interval,
implying that

Mo M
1
i > RN} = Z Ry((M /M) N (6.11)
=1 =1
on an open interval of A\. From here the proof follows the idea of the proof of |39, Theorem 1.2].
Taking the k-th derivative of both sides of (6.11) with respect to A gives
M/
k
i ZR N2 - (log N;)F = Y ZR’ ((M'/MYYN)™ - (log((M' /M) N))*. (6.12)
=1

Recall that the NV; and N are ordered in decreasing order. Since (6.12) holds for all k, the largest
term on either side must be equal, so Ny /N{ = (M’'/M)7, and also its coefficient

RN} Ry ((M'/M)'N}) B M (MANT NNY M

M’ NI) M’

M M Ri M
After subtracting these terms from both sides of (6.12), we repeat the argument for the next
largest term and so on. If My # M|, then after min{ My, M/} steps one side would be 0 and the
other non-zero, a contradiction. Hence, we conclude that My = Mg and N;/N] = (R,/R;)"
(M'/M) for alli =1,..., M.

Proof of (5) = (4). Assume that My = M} and N;/N; = (R}/R;)” = (M'/M)" for all i =
., Mp. Then (6.11) holds for every A € R. Since both sides of (6.12) are strictly positive for
k = 2, both sides of (6.11) are convex functions of X\. Hence, their Legendre transforms are also

SUP{ log< ZRN)‘>}:Sup{)\tlog< //M ZR' >}

AER AER

o

equal:

for all ¢, which is precisely I(t) = I'(t — v log(M'/M)). O
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Proof of (4) = (1). Assume I(t) = I'(t —ylog(M'/M)) for every t € R. We claim that for every
s € (dimg A, dimp A),
ty(s) = te(s) — ylog(M'/M)  for every £ € N. (6.13)
The proof goes by induction on £. For £ = 1, t1(s) = (s — log(M'M/M)logm)logn = ti(s) —
vlog(M'/M). Assuming (6.13) for £ — 1, we prove for £:
ty(s) = T5(tp1(s))

log M’
- <s “logm > logn + I (ti—1(s) — ylog(M'/M))

= Ts(tﬁ—l(s)) - ’leg(M//M),

which completes the proof of (6.13) since Ty(ty—1(s)) = t¢(s). From (6.13) and assumption (4)
it immediately follows that

I(te(s)) = I'(ti(s))- (6.14)
Assumption (4) also implies (5), thus we know that
M(l) _. Mo / o v—1
r_ VA2, MR o (MAT_ M
N = ;Riz\g = ; N <M, =N (7 : (6.15)

Writing sj = dimg A’, using (6.13), (6.14), (6.15) and algebraic manipulations, we obtain
0= —splogn + 7" 0log N' — (v/0 — 1)t},(sp) + (1 — v"7'0)(log M' — I'(t},(sp)))
= —splogn +7"0log N — (v70 — 1)t1(sp) + (1 — +*7'0)(log M — I(t1(sp)))-

By Theorem 2.1, dimg A is the unique solution to this equation, so dimg A = dimgyA’. This
completes the proof of Theorem 2.4. O
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