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ON THE DIMENSION OF ITERATED SUMSETS

JORG SCHMELING AND PABLO SHMERKIN

ABSTRACT. Let A be a subset of the real line. We study the fractal
dimensions of the k-fold iterated sumsets kA, defined as
kA={a1+...+ar:a; € A}.

We show that for any non-decreasing sequence {«y }72; taking values in
[0, 1], there exists a compact set A such that kA has Hausdorff dimension
ay, for all £ > 1. We also show how to control various kinds of dimension
simultaneously for families of iterated sumsets.

These results are in stark contrast to the Pliinnecke-Rusza inequali-
ties in additive combinatorics. However, for lower box-counting dimen-
sion, the analogue of the Pliinnecke-Rusza inequalities does hold.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

Given sets A, B in some ambient group, let A+ B ={a+b:a € Abc B}
and kA = {a1 + ..., +ay : a; € A} be the arithmetic sum of A and B and
the k-iterated sum of A respectively. A general principle in additive combi-
natorics is that if the arithmetic sum of a finite set A with itself is “small”,
then the set A itself has “additive structure”, and in particular iterated sums
and differences such as A+ A+ A and A — A are also “small”. One precise
formulation of this principle are the Pliinnecke-Rusza inequalities, which say
that if A, B are two finite subsets of an abelian group and |A + B| < K|A],
then

InB —mB| < K"T™|Al.
In particular, taking B = A, this result gives a quantitative version of the
above principle. The reader is referred to [2] for the precise definitions and
statements, as well as general background in additive combinatorics.

In this work we investigate whether similar statements can be made when
A is a subset of the real numbers (rather than the integers or a discrete
group), and size is measured by some fractal dimension instead of cardi-
nality. We were motivated in particular by the following question: if the
Hausdorff dimension of A + A is equal to the Hausdorff dimension of A,
does it follow that the Hausdorfl dimension of A + A + A is also equal to
the Hausdorff dimension of A? We prove that the answer is negative, in
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rather dramatic fashion: the sequence {ay}72, of Hausdorff dimensions of
the iterated sumsets A can be completely arbitrary, subject to the obvious
restrictions of being nondecreasing and taking values in [0, 1]. In particu-
lar, information about the Hausdorff dimension of the sumsets A,2A4,... (A
gives no information whatsoever about the Hausdorff dimension of (¢+1)A,
other than the trival fact that Hausdorff dimension is monotone. Thus, the
fractal world exhibits very different behavior than the discrete world.

More generally, we investigate the possible simultaneous values of Haus-
dorff, lower box-counting and upper box-counting dimensions of iterated
sumsets (The reader is referred to [I] for the definitions and basic properties
of Hausdorff and box-counting dimensions). This turns out to be a delicate
problem - controlling various dimensions at once is substantially harder than
controlling just one of them.

We will denote Hausdorff dimension by dimg, and lower and upper box
dimensions by dimpz and dimp, respectively. The following is our main
result:

Theorem 1. Let {a;}2,, {6i}2, and {7:i}2, be nondecreasing sequences
with0 <oy < B < <1,
{—1
Br < B+ 81— (L= k) (Bro1+ B — Br)
k=2
and
—1
Yo < Ye—1+ 71— Z(ﬁ —k)(Yh—1 + 71 — W)
k=2
for all £ > 2.
There exists a compact set A C [0,1] such that

dimp (¢A) = ay, dimp(lA) = By, and dimp(lA) =,

for £ =1,...,00. Additionally, if ay = 1 for some £, we can also require
that (A contains an interval.

Notice from the above result that, even if a set A has coinciding Hausdorff,
lower and upper box dimensions, it is possible that for the sumset A + A all
three concepts of dimension differ.

Since the construction of the set A in Theorem [Il is rather complicated,
rather than giving a full proof we will present several examples of increasing
complexity illustrating different features of the general construction. After
these examples we indicate how to put them together to yield Theorem [l
This will be done in Section

Theorem [l does not negate a result in the spirit of Plinnecke-Rusza for
upper or lower box-counting dimension. In Section [3] we will show that
there is indeed a natural extension of the Pliinnecke-Rusza estimates for
lower box dimension (but not for upper box dimension); see Proposition
for the precise quantitative estimates.
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2. EXAMPLES AND PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

2.1. Basic facts. Before proving Theorem [I we will present some simpler
but significant examples illustrating the main features of the construction.
The construction itself is quite technical and will be sketched at the end of
the section.

We will consider the numbers in the unit interval in their base 2 expan-
sion, i.e. to a real number z € [0, 1] we associate a binary infinite sequence

o0
z = xjx9ws3--- such that z; € {0,1} and =z = Z% This sequence is
i=1
unique unless x is a dyadic rational, in which case we have exactly 2 rep-
resentations. It will be apparent from the constructions that this will not
affect the dimension calculations (in the case of Hausdorff dimension this is
clear since countable sets have zero Hausdorff dimension).

We will use the following notation. If for a given set of sequences zjzso - - -
the i-th symbol is not specified — i.e. it can be chosen to be either 0 or 1 —
we will write x; = a (a stands for “arbitrary”). In all our constructions, the
basic pieces of the set will be defined in terms of sequences which have 0 at
some positions and a at the rest of the positions.

Before starting the constructions, we recall some basic properties of di-

mensions. Hausdorff dimension and upper box dimension are stable under

finite unions, i.e.
dim (U A; > = maxdlm(A )

where dim stands for either dimy or dimp. However, the lower box dimen-
sion dimpg is not stable under finite unions. These facts will be exploited
repeatedly in our constructions.

Let A C [0,1]. For z € A, we define

1 if [z zpal NA#D

0 otherwise ’

#Off(”%z) A) = {

and

OFFn(A) —mln—z#off (1,2, A).

TEA N

Lemma 2. For any set A C [0,1], we h(we
liminf OFF,(A) < dimg A.

Proof. Let log denote the logarithm to base 2. Then for any measure p on
the space of binary sequences:

e logp(Blz,e)
dy(z) -—111813ng lglnigf——logu(C (2)),

where C), (z) denotes the set of infinite binary sequences starting with xy - - - z,.
Now let i1 be the measure on A that gives equal weight to any offspring of a
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given cylinder, i.e. it gives half of the measure if #,¢¢(i,2,A) = 1 and full
measure otherwise. Then for any x € A we have

n—oo

lim inf —% log (1(Cp(z)) > liminf OF F,,(A).

An application of the mass distribution principle (see e.g. [I, Chapter 4])
concludes the proof. O

2.2. Examples for Hausdorff dimension. The first example shows how
one can control the Hausdorff dimension of simple sumsets.

Example 3. For 0 < a1 < ay < 1, we construct a compact set A C [0,1]
such that

dimyg A = oy dimg(A+ A) = as.
Construction. First we fix a sufficiently rapidly increasing sequence of nat-

ural numbers, say ny = 22" The set A will be constructed as a (almost
disjoint) union of two sets. Let

0 e [t], 1

Av=Lz:2=1p ie[n3k+2, ["3;;2} —1] :
*

a otherwise

where [Z—;L denotes the minimum of the integer part of Z—; and njy 1 — n;
if a; # 0, and in; otherwise (we will use this notation for the rest of this
construction and the next one). Note that, if a; # 0, then [z—ﬂ . equals the
integer part of Z—; for all but finitely many values of 7. The second set is
defined (only if ag # 0, otherwise it is empty) as

0 ie [n3k+1, [n%l“}* - 1]
Agi=qz 2, =40 i€ |:’I’Lgk+2, [M} — 1]

a2

a otherwise

If we consider cylinders of length [%’“] we see that there are at most 2"3*
*

N3k+1
(0%

intersecting Aq, and if we consider cylinders of length [ - ] there are at
*

most 2""3+1 intersecting Ao. Hence, a1 > dimpA; > dimy A;. On the other
hand, liminf, OFF,(A;) = a; since ay > ;3. Thus Lemma [2 gives the
lower bound for dimy A.

For the simple sumset we can argue as follows. Firstly, we have that

241 U245 U (A1 + Ag) C {g Ly = {0 re ["3“2’ [nifﬂ* _2] } =B

a otherwise
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¢

where the “—2” accounts for a possible carry. Secondly,

P {g e {0 ie |:n3k+27 [”3;:;2]* - 1} } o

a otherwise
For both sets on the right-hand-side we have that

ag < liminf OF F,(B;) < dimyg B; < dimpB; < ao.
This shows that the set A = Ay U As has the desired properties. O

The second example shows how one can control the Hausdorff dimension
of triple sumsets. This gives an idea about the general induction process.

Example 4. For 0 < a1 < as < ag < 1 we construct a compact set
A C [0,1] such that

dimyg A = oy dlmH(A+A) = Qo dimH(A+A+A) = a3.

Construction. This example is a modification of the previous one. We just
need to add a third component to control the triple sums.

Again we fix a sufficiently rapidly increasing sequence of natural numbers,
say ng = 22" The set A will be constructed as a (almost disjoint) union of
three sets. Let

0 7€ _n6k’ [%L o 1}
0 i€ _n6k+2’ n%;z . 1
A=<z : 2= 0 7€ _n6k+4’ _"%;4_ % N 1_ 7
0 i€ _n6k+5’ n%;s . 1
{ La otherwise - 7
( (0 ic _n6k+17 n%fl . 1
0 i€ _n6k+2’ n%;z . 1
Ayi=S2 2, =20 i€ |ngs, _n%;g_*_l_ ’
0 ic _n6k+57 n%;s . 1
{ La otherwise _ _ /
0 z2€ _n6k7 [T;le]* - 1}
0 i€ _n6k+3’ {m’ﬁ;g . 1
As:={x:2;,=40 jc _n6k+4’ ["65;4}*—1]
0 i€ _n6k+5’ [nﬁgs}* N 1]
| La otherwise /
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By a similar reasoning as in the previous example, we have that dimy A; =
dimyg Ay = dimy A3 = dimy A = a1, where A = A1 U Ay U A3. Also for the
simple sumsets we have that

dimpg(A4; + A;) < dimg(A4; + A2) = dimH(Ag + Az) = dimpg (A + A3)
= dlmH(A + A) = (9.
For the triple sumset, we remark that

U Ai+4;+4)c {1 L my = {O e ["6’”5’ [nilfﬂ*_?’} } — B

1,5,1=1,2,3 a otherwise

3

where the “—3” accounts for carryovers. Secondly,

A+ A+ A3 D {g Dy = {0 1€ [n6k+5’ ["%:5]* B 1] } =: B>.

a otherwise
Again for both sets on the right-hand-side we have that
ag <liminf OFF,(B;) < dimyg B; < dimpB; < as.
n

This shows that the set A = A1 U Ay U A3 has the desired properties. O

The previous example can clearly be generalized to control the Hausdorff
dimension of any finite sumsets, i.e. of sets A, 24, ---, A for any £ € N.
Moreover, it is easy to see that in Example [, if some a; = 1 for i = 1,2, 3,
then iA D [0, 1], since the choice of digits becomes completely arbitrary.
Next, we show how to control an infinite number of sumsets.

Example 5. Let {a;}°, be a non-decreasing sequence taking values in [0, 1].
Then there exists a compact set A C [0, 1] such that

dimH (KA) = Qy

for all £ € N. Furthermore, if ay = 1 for some £, we can also require that
LA contains an interval.

Construction. In short, the construction consists in pasting together along
the dyadic structure all the sets obtained for finite sequences aq, ..., ay. By
proceeding like in Example @ we see that for every ¢ > 2, there exists a
compact set Ay C [0, 1] such that

dimH(iAg) = Oy, 1= 1,...,6.
Let {M}32, be arapidly increasing sequence. Set S; = 0 and Sp = 3271 M,
for £ > 1, and let
A= {g DTS4l TS, = Y1---Ym, for some y € Ay, for each £ € N}.

Roughly speaking, A is defined by following the construction of A; for the
first M7 binary digits, then the construction of Ay for the following Ms
binary digits, and so on. Note that A is a countable intersection of compact
sets, so it is compact.
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We claim that
dimpg(A) = liminf dimg(A4;) = oy,

provided {M,} grows fast enough. Indeed, by taking M, large enough, we
can cover each Ay by dyadic intervals {I ér)} of length at least 2~ ¢ satisfying

>

Then we can cover A by at most 2% translated and scaled down (by a factor

of 279¢) copies of the family {I ér)}. Since My > Sy, this yields the upper
bound for dimg(A). For the lower bound, we use Frostman’s Lemma: there
are measures [y supported on Ay, such that

(1) pel) < 1|7,

O!g-i-l/f
<1

for all dyadic intervals of length [I| < 2=M¢, where M} < M;_; (making
My larger if necessary). We can paste all these measures together dyadi-
cally in a similar way to the construction of A. More precisely,

@) wC(zr---xs,)) = p(Clar---2an)) - pa(Clas, 41+ - 2s,)),

where C(y;---y;) denotes the set of all dyadic sequences starting with
y1 -+ y;. Combining (1) and () and applying the mass distribution principle
yields the lower bound, completing the proof of the claim.

More generally, since addition preserves the dyadic structure except for
carryovers, and these are negligible due to the presence of blocks of zeroes
in the construction of each A, (unless ay = 1), we see that

dimg (¢A) = liminf dimg (£A4;) = ay.

Finally, if ay = 1 for some £, then there is no restriction on the dyadic
digits of ¢A; for any i > ¢, thus there is no restriction on the dyadic digits
of LA except for finitely many of them. Hence A contains an interval, as
desired. (]

2.3. Examples for Hausdorff and box-counting dimensions. Next,
we start controlling various notions of dimension simultaneously. In the
first example of this kind we show how to control the Hausdorfl and lower
box-counting dimension for simple sumsets.

Example 6. Given 0 < a; < b; < 1,1 =1,2 with a1 < ag and 1 < Py <
2[1, we construct a compact set A C [0,1] with

dimg A = oy dimpA = 3,

and
dimpg(A+ A) = az dimp (A + A) = B,
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Construction. Again we fix a fast increasing sequence
(3) nk:min{neN :n>22" and (k—l)\(nk—nk_l)}.
For each k£ € N we define four numbers:

b= [kp],  my = [kpa],
di(k) = {k [%"’“ (g_ - 1)] fai#0

kny ifa; =0 ’

Given a word u, we let u" denote the word consisting of r consecutive copies
of w; in particular, a” is the word consisting of r consecutive “arbitrary
symbols” a. If » = 0, then u" is the empty word. We will define four types
of blocks:

tay (k) = {xnk gy =18 T = 0 Tngtedy (k) -1 = 0,

— (gl oF—tx

Tt (k) """ Trgpsy—1 = ( )(nkJrl_nk—dl(k))/k }

bl
tay (k) == {:Enk Ty =1 Ty = 0 Ty da (k) -1 = 0,

Omk _lkalk Ok‘—mk

)

Tpptda(k) " Trpyy—1 = ( >(nk+1_nk—d2(k))/k }

(ng41—nk)/k
tﬁ1(/€) = {xnk o Tpgg—1 Ty, Ty 1 = <alk0k_lk> k1T }7

(ngy1—m)/k
tﬁz(k‘) = {:Enk -1 Tpg Tpy -1 = (()mk_lkalkok—mk) k17T } ‘

The set A will be defined as the union of six components A;, which are
defined as follows:

ank T xn3k+1—1 G tal (3k)

Al = X . xn3k+1 e $n3k+2—1 c ta2 (3]{: + 1) 7
xn3k+2 . J}‘nS(kJrl)—l S tﬁl (3]€ + 2)
ank e $n3k+1—1 € tﬁl (3]{7)

A2 =4 T Tngpir " Tngppa—1 € tal (3k + 1) ,
xn3k+2 U an(k+1)_1 S tOC2 (3k + 2)
Tngy, " xn3k+1—1 S taz (3]€)

A3 =T 0 Ty Tngpn1 € L, (3k + 1) 7
Tngpis " Tngggny—1 € ta, (3k +2)
Tngp, =" * mn3k+1—1 S taz (Sk)

Api= Q2 0 Ty Ty o1 € Loy (3 +1) ,
Trgpre " Tngepry—1 € g, (3]{: + 2)
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ank e $n3k+1—1 € tBQ (3]{7)
A5 =4 T Tngpir " Tngppa—1 € taz (3k + 1) ,
Tngppo " x"s(k+1)—1 € tal (3k + 2)

ank T $n3k+1—1 € tal (3]{7)
Ag =T 0 Tpgyyy " Tngprn—1 € L, (3k + 1)
Tngeyz " Ty —1 € ta, (3k +2)

Note that block structure of A1, Ay and As follows a cyclic pattern, and that
the block structure of As; is specular to that of A;, in the sense that blocks
t., (k) are replaced by t., .(k), for x = a, 5.

We will use the following notation. Given a finite word u, by Fr,(u) we
denote the frequency of symbols ’a’ in u, i.e.

Fi, () — {i:u; = a}|,
|ul

where |u| is the length of u. A quantity that goes to zero as k — oo will be
denoted by o(1).

Notice that all types of blocks have a frequency (1 4+ o(1) of ’a’ symbols.
Since the blocks tq, (k) start with d; (k) zeroes, we see that if k = 31, then

Offnk—l—dl(k)(Al) = o1 + 0(1),
and OF F, (A1) > a; for all n, so by Lemma [2] we get
ap <dimyg Ay <dimpgA; < og.

The same argument holds for the other A;, so we obtain dimyg A = ;.
Next, notice that for each k there is at least one component (in fact two) A;
for which the block @y, - - - 2y, 1 is neither of type tq, (k) nor tq, (k). This
shows that dimpA = (.

Let us write

te(B) + tw (k) == {Tny - Ty 1 =0+ w 2 v € 1(K), w € tiu(k)},

where a+a = a+0 = a (thus carryovers are ignored, but due to the structure
of the blocks they are negligible in the estimates). Note that

(4) Fro(t, (k) + te(k)) < B2 + 0(1)

for any choice of *,#*, and therefore dimp(A;) < B2. On the other hand,
each A;+ A; contains blocks of either type tq, (k) +1ta, (k) or ta, (k) +ta, (k).
Taking into account the definition of da(k), we see that dimg(A; +A4;) < oo
for each ¢, j. In the opposite direction, note that since 8o < 231, we have

Fro(ts, (k) +tp,(k)) = P2 + o(1),

Since Aj + A4 has infinitely many blocks t, (k) +ta, (k) preceded by tg, (k—
1) 4+ tg,(k — 1), and it has no blocks of the form t,, (k) + to, (k) nor blocks
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of the form tg, + tg,, we see that liminf,, OF F, (A1 + A4) > . Hence we
have shown that

dimH(A + A) = maXdimH(Ai + A]) = dimH(A1 + A4) = (9.
2¥)

By @), dimp(A; + A;) < B, so that
dl_mB(A + A) < EB(A + A) = maXﬁB(Ai + A]) < ,82.
0.
On the other hand, for each k, there is i € {1,2,3} such that the block
Tpy, o Tpy 1 0 A + Az is of type tg (k) + tg,(k); all of these have

frequency 2 + o(1) of ’a’s distributed in small (relative to ny) chunks of
length k, so dimg(A + A) > [2, as desired. O

The next example shows how to control Hausdorff, lower box-counting
and upper box-counting dimension at once in simple sumsets.

Example 7. Given 0 < o; < 3; < v < 1,1 = 1,2 with ay < as,p1 <
B2,71 < 72, P2 < 261 and v < 271, we construct a compact set A C [0,1]
with
dimgp A=o1  dimpA=p  dimgA =1,
and
dimpy (A + A) = ag dimp(A+ A) = B dimp(A+ A) = .

In particular if ay = By = v1 the regularity of the set A does not imply the
reqularity of the sumset A+ A.

Construction. This example will be a modification of the previous one (one
can check that in Example B, dimz(A) = dimp(A) and dimg(A + A) =
dimp(A + A)). All we need to do is to add in the construction of each
A; blocks of type t, (k) or t.,(k), at the same positions in each A;, and
preceding any blocks of the form ¢4, (k) or ta, (k) (to prevent the Hausdorff
dimension from dropping too much).

We use the same fast increasing sequence defined in ([B]). For each k € N we
define six numbers. The numbers [, m;, are defined exactly like in Example
[0, while the numbers d;(k) are redefined as

. Bl (2 -1)] ifai£0
() = | |

kny, ifa; =0
Additionally, we define

pr = [kl Qe = [ky2).

We will use 6 types of blocks; the blocks tq,(k),ts,(k), i = 1,2 are defined
just like in the previous example. We additionally define:

N (g —ng) /k
2 (k) = {xnk gy =1 Tyt T -1 = (apkok pk) } >
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_ _ (nk+1—7k)/k
ty (k) = {xnk C Tpg—1 ¢ Tog Ty —1 = (0‘1’c Pk qPr () qk) }

The set A will have 6 components A;. The first three are defined as:

(x”Gk S T —1 € Ly, (6F)
Tngyir " Tngppa—1 € tay (6k+1)
A=<z Tngtyz """ Tngrys—1 € by (6K +2) )
Tngris " Tngera—1 € las (6k +3)
Tngyis " Tngpps—1 € by (6k +4)
(Tngrrs " Tngriry—1 € tg, (6k +5)
Tng, *** Tnggpq—1 € by, (6k)
Tngeyr " Tngpro—1 € 15 (6k + 1)
Ay =<z : Tngyio " Tngppa—1 € by (6k +2) 7
Tngrys Tngpra—1 € tay (6k + 3)
Tngpss * Tngers—1 € tay (6k +4)
Tngeys *  Tnggpny—1 € tas (6k +5)
( Tnge *** Tngpyy—1 € tay (6F)
Tngris " Tngrypa—1 € lag (6k + 1)
Az =<z Tngksa " Tngpys—1 € Ty (6 +2)
Tngpis* Tngrra—1 € 16 (6K +3)
Tngpss " Tngers—1 € tay (6k +4)
\ Tngris " Tnggrry—1 € to, (ﬁk + 5) )

Note that the only difference with the sets in Example [0l is the addition of
blocks corresponding to the upper box dimension. Likewise, for ¢ € {1,2, 3},
the sets A; 3 are defined in a specular way to A; like in the previous example,
namely blocks of type t.,(k) are replaced by blocks of type t., ,(k) for
* =, 8 and 7.

One can check that dimg A = aq, dimpA = (; just like in Example
(for the Hausdorff dimension, it is useful to note that blocks of type tq, (k)
are always preceded by blocks of type ¢, (k —1)). Since

Fro(t, (k) =y + o(1),

for i = 1,2, it follows that dimpg(A4) = 71.
For the sumset we argue just like in Example @l For the upper box
dimension, all we need to observe is that

Fra(t’h (k) + t’m(k)) =12 +o(1),

and such blocks occur infinitely often in A; + Ay; any other block t.(k) +
t.««(k) has a lower frequency of ’a’s. Thus

dimpg(A+A) =0y  dimp(A+A)=p  dimp(A+ A) =1
U
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Example 8. Suppose 0 < o; < 3; <v <1,i=1,2,3, and

Ba < 26 B3 < 282 — B,

72 < 27 73 < 272 — e
We construct a compact set A C [0, 1] with

dimpg A = oy dimpA = 1 dimpA = 7,

dimy(A+A)=as  dimg(A+A)=p  dimp(A+A) =,
and
dimp(A+A+A) =a3  dimp(A+A+A) =p3  dimp(A+A+A) =73

Construction. We fix again the fast increasing sequence ny given by (Bl). For
each k € N we will define nine numbers. The numbers Iy, mg, pr and g are
defined exactly like in Example[fl The numbers d;(k) are also defined in the
same way, except that now we also allow the index i = 3. We also define
new numbers:

Sk i — [kﬂg], Vi = [k’}@,].
We will define nine types of blocks. The blocks t.,(k),ts,(k) and t.,(k),
1 =1,2, are the same as in Example [l We further define:
tag(k) == {‘T"k T Ty -1t Tny, = Tpypdg(k)—1 = 0,
Tnp+dg(k) " Ty —1 =

(Omk ~lk g Ukt =1 () Sk =Mk Sk =1 )k — Sk

) (np41—np—ds(k))/k }

)

tpy (k) == {xm o Tng -1 Tyt gy -1 =

—ng)/k
mp—lg lp+mp—spnSg—my Sp—mpnk—s (p1=1)/
(0 k=l bk k =5k ()5k k qSk k() k) ,

tos (k) = {xm o Tn -1 Tyt gy -1 =

— k
qk—Pk ,Pk+qk—Vk 0k —qk ,Vk—qk ((F—Vk (1 =nx)/
0 a 0 a 0 .

It is easy to verify that tg, (k) and t, (k) are well-defined due to the assump-
tions made on the 3; and ~;.

The set A will have 18 components A;, which are defined by specifying
the types of blocks

Tng " Tngyq—1 = t*(k)
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as follows:

2k+10 1 2 3 4 5|16 7 8 9 10 11
Al |m a1 2 az 3 a3y oo 2 o 3 B
Ay |m a1 v az 3 a3y o1 2 P13 o3
A3 |m a1 v az 3 az3|7 B 2 a2 3 o3
Ay |m a1 v ax 3 Bi|m o1 2 a3 a3
As |m a1 v B1 73 a3y o1 2 a2 Y3 03
As |m P12 az 3 az3|ym o1 2 a2 3 03
A7 |72 az v3 a3 71 a1 |73 a3 1o Y2 P
Ag |72 az v3 a3 v a1 |3 a3 Y1 P2 2 o
Ag |72 az 13 a3 71 a1 |y B2 M o1 Y2
Ao |72 a2 713 a3 71 B2 |73 a3 1 o1 Y2
Al |72 az v3 P2 v a1 |73 a3 Y1 a1 Y2 Qo
Aig |72 P2 713 a3 71 a1 |73 a3 Y1 01 Y2 Q3
Az |73 a3 M a1 e a7y o 3 oaz v B3
Ay |73 a3 m a1 7 a7 a 13 B3 M oo
Ais |73 a3 M a1 v a7 B3 13 a3 M oo
Ag |73 a3 m a1 v B3| a 13 a3 M oo
A7 |73 a3z m B3 72 a2y az 3 a3 Moo
Aig |73 B3 M a1 Y2 az|y ay Y3 a3 Y1 Qg

Arguing like in the previous examples we see that
dimH A= (&3] dimBA = 51 dimBA =7-

For the sumset A + A, notice that each pair A; + A; contains infinitely
many blocks of the form ¢, (k) + t4,. (k), where * and ** are either 1 or 2
(possibly * = xx). Hence, again arguing like in the previous constructions,
dimg(A) < as. On the other hand, for A; + A7 all blocks of the form
ta, (k) 4 ta, (k) are preceded by blocks of the form ¢, (k — 1) +t.,(k — 1),
and there are infinitely many such blocks. Also, there are no blocks of the
form t., +t., for x = «, 8 or . From this we deduce that

dimg(A+ A) > dimg(A; + A7) > as.

For the lower box dimension, we note that for each k, there is an i €
{1,...,7} such that A;+ A, ¢ contains a block of type either tg, (k)+tg, (k) or
ty, (k) +1t4, (k), so that dimg(A+A) > fa. On the other hand, if & = 121+1,
then

FI‘a(t*(k’) + t**(k)) < 527

for all possible occurrences of * and #x (to see this in the case * = ; or
P2 and #*x = (33, one needs to make use of the assumption 53 < 285 — (7).
Hence dimpg(A + A) < Bo. It is easy to check that dimp(A + A) = ,.
Finally, if we consider A + A + A, we see that for each 1, j, k there are
infinitely many blocks of the form t,, (k) +ta,, (k) +ta... (k) in A; +A; + Ay,
where *, %%, % % % € {1,2,3}. This implies that dimy(A + A+ A) < as.
On the other hand, A; + A7 + Aj3 contains infinitely many blocks of the
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form to, (k) + ta, (k) + tas(k), all of them preceded by blocks of the form
ty, (k—1)+t,,(k—1)+t,,(k—1); moreover, any block in A; + A7+ A3 is of
the form ¢, (k) + tisy (k) + tasss (k). It follows that dimpy (A + A+ A) > as.
The arguments for dimz(A + A + A) and dimp(A + A + A) are just like

for the sums A + A.
U

2.4. Proof of the main result.

Proof of Theorem[1. The result is proved by combining the examples above,
in particular Examples Bl and 8l Since the actual construction is quite com-
plicated, we sketch the main ideas, leaving the details to the interested
reader.

Example B can be generalized to f-sumsets in a straightforward way if ¢
is a prime number (and there is no loss of generality in assuming this). We
need (¢ — 1)¢% components A;, 3¢ different types of blocks, and we have to
control the sequences for 2(¢ — 1)¢ consecutive ny’s. The restrictions on the
dimensions that arise are precisely those stated in the theorem.

Given ¢ > 2, let Ay, C [0, 1] be a compact set such that

dimg (i4s) = oy, dimp(iAs) = f;, dimp(i4,) = i,

fori=1,...,¢.

We are going to combine the sets A, exactly like in Example Bl Let
{M,}72, be a rapidly increasing sequence. Write Sy = Zle M;, with S1 =
0, and define

A= {g DTS+l TS,y = Y1---Ym, for some y € Ay, for each@GN}.

The set A is clearly compact, and its structure translates to any finite sumset
LA, apart from carryovers which can be ignored. Therefore we get

dimpg (¢A) = liminf dimgy ((4;) = ay,
11— 00

dimp(¢A) = liminf dimz(¢A;) = By,
11— 00

dimp(¢A) = limsupdimp(f4;) = 7,

1— 00
provided M, grows quickly enough (this was proved for Hausdorff dimension
in Example Bl the proof for box dimensions is similar but easier). If ap =1
for some ¢, then obviously 8y = 7¢ = 1 as well, and one can check that there
is no restriction in the digits of ¢A; for all i > £. Thus A has no restriction
on all but finitely many of its binary digits, and therefore it contains an
interval. This concludes the sketch of the proof. O

Remark 9. Recall that for any two bounded sets A, B C R we have
Tm(A + B) < dim(A x B) < dim(A) + dim(B),
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but no such inequality holds for the lower box dimension in general. In
contrast, for sumsets A+ A we do have a bound

dimp(A + A) < dimp(A x A4) < 2dimgA,

since we can cover the product by squares coming from a cover of the com-
ponents approximating the lower box dimension. Besides these “product”
bounds, there are “Pliinnecke” bounds between the different By; see Proposi-
tion[Il in Section[3. Thus finding the most general possible relations between
the sequences oy, By and v, appears to be rather difficult.

3. PLUNNECKE ESTIMATES FOR BOX-COUNTING DIMENSIONS

We begin by observing that in Theorem [, if 79 = 71, then necessarily
ve = 1 for all ¢, so this theorem does not directly negate the possibility of a
“Pliinnecke estimate” for the upper box dimensions. However, it is possible
to modify the construction to obtain counterexamples. We indicate how to
show that for any 0 < v < 1 there exists a compact set A C [0, 1] such that

di—mBA = dl—mB(A + A) =7,
but L
dimp(A+ A+ A) = min(1,37/2) > 7.
Recall from Example B that there exist compact sets A, A” < [0,1] such
that

dimp(A") =~/2, dimg(A'+A") =+, dimg(A'+A+A4") =min(1,37/2),
Tmp(A") =, dmp(A”+A") =, dmp(A”+ A" + A") = ~.
Moreover, these sets are constructed by specifying types of blocks for finite
sequences of binary digits y,, - - - 2y, ., —1, Where {n;} is a rapidly increasing
sequence. Now let M, be another rapidly increasing sequence, say M, =
22", The set A is defined by using the blocks corresponding to A’ for all

k € [Ma,_1, Ms,) for some r, and the blocks corresponding to A” for k €
[Ma,., My,1) for some r. It is then easy to check that

dimp(iAd) = max(dimp(iAd"),dimp(i4")) i=1,2,3,

which yields the claim.

We finish the paper with the positive result mentioned in the introduction,
which bounds the lower box dimension of iterated sumsets £B in terms of
the lower box dimensions of A and A + B. The proof is a straightforward
discretization argument using the Pliinnecke-Rusza inequalities.

Proposition 10. Let A, B C R be bounded sets. Then for all £ > 2,
dimp(¢B) < {dimp(A + B) — (¢ — 1)dimpA.
In particular, if dimp(A + A) = dimgA, then
dim5(¢A) = dim ;A
for all £ € N.
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Proof. Let Dj; be the family {[i277, (i + 1)277] : i € Z} of dyadic intervals
of length 277, and for £ > 2 let

Djo={[i277, (i +£)277] :i € Z}.

Given a set A C R, write D; ¢(A) for the intervals in D;, having nonempty
intersection with A. Note that for any sets Ay,..., Ay C Rand any j > 1, if
be A+ ...+ Ay, then there are Z; € D;1(A;) such that be I1 + ...+ I, €
Dj (A1 + ...+ Aj). Since b belongs to at most £ + 1 elements of D; 4, we
have

(5) |’Dj7g(A1 + ...+ Ag)| < (f + 1)|'Dj71(A1) + ...+ 'Dj71(A5)|.

Moreover, it is easy to see that for a fixed ¢ we have

(6) dimp(A) = liminf w.
J—00 j
(Recall that log is the base 2 logarithm).

The Plinnecke-Rusza Theorem says that if E, F' are finite subsets of Z
with |E + F| < K|E|, then |[(F| < K*|E|; see [2, Section 6.5] for the proof
and further background. We apply this result to £ = D;1(A), F = D;1(B)
and use (@) to obtain

' ¢
O

) Dyl < ¢+ (R

Let j,, — oo be a sequence such that

i 08 !Djr,g(A + B)|

r—00 JT

=dimp(A + B).

Using (7)), we conclude that

log|D;, «(B
dim(¢B) < liminf 28/ PirtB)l

r—00 Ir
log |D; 2(A+ B log |D: (A
T—00 ,77’ 00 jr

< tdimy(A + B) — (£ — 1)dim , B.
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