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LOCALIZED ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR FOR ALMOST ADDITIVE
POTENTIALS

JULIEN BARRAL AND YAN-HUI QU

ABSTRACT. We conduct the multifractal analysis of the level sets of the asymptotic
behavior of almost additive continuous potentials (¢n)n=; on a topologically mixing
subshift of finite type X endowed itself with a metric associated with such a potential.
We work without additional regularity assumption other than continuity. Our approach
differs from those used previously to deal with this question under stronger assumptions
on the potentials. As a consequence, it provides a new description of the structure of the
spectrum in terms of weak concavity. Also, the lower bound for the spectrum is obtained
as a consequence of the study sets of points at which the asymptotic behavior of ¢, (x) is
localized, i.e. depends on the point x rather than being equal to a constant. Specifically,
we compute the Hausdorff dimension of sets of the form {x € X : limn— oo ¢Pn(x)/n =
&(z)}, where £ is a given continuous function. This has interesting geometric applications
to fixed points in the asymptotic average for dynamical systems in R?, as well as the fine
local behavior of the harmonic measure on conformal planar Cantor sets.

1. INTRODUCTION

We say that (X,T) is a topological dynamical system (TDS) if X is a compact metric
space and T is a continuous mapping from X to itself. We denote by M(X,T) the set of
invariant probability measures on (X, 7).

We say that ® = (¢,)02 is almost additive if ¢y, is continuous from X to R and there
is a positive constant C'(®) > 0 such that

(1.1) —C(@)+ P+ dpoT" < pyp <C(®)+ Py + PpoT", Vn,pelN.

Typical examples are the additive potential given by the sequence of Birkhoff sums (S,,¢ =
Zz;é ¢ o T*),>1 of a continuous function ¢ : X — R, and more generally sequences of
the form (log [|SpM||)n>1, where (S,M),>1 is the sequence of Birkhoff products (M o
T Y)...(M oT) - M associated with a continuous function M from X to the set of
positive square matrices.

n—o0

the compact convex set Ly = {Pu(p) : p € M(X,T)}. We denote by Cuo(X,T) the
collection of almost additive potentials on X.

By subadditivity, for every p € M(X,T), ®.(u) := lim / n dp exists, and we define
x n

The ergodic theorem naturally raises the following question. Given ® an almost additive
potential taking values in R? (this means that ® = (®1,--- , ®%) with each ® € C,,(X,T))
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and & : X — R% a continuous function, what is the Hausdorff dimension of the set

Eo(€) = {x e X: lim 2@ _ g(g;)}?
n—o00 n
When £(z) = « is constant, this question has been solved for some C'*¢ conformal dy-
namical systems, sometimes assuming restrictions on the regularity of ®, and this problem
is known as the multifractal analysis of Birkhoff averages, and more generally almost addi-
tive potentials [12} [32] 3], 30} 29, 26, 14, (5], 15} 6] 20, 19} 16l 27, 4]. Moreover, the optimal
results are expressed in terms of a variational principle of the following form: Eg(a) # ()
if and only if a € Lo = {®, () = (®L(p),...,®%pn)) : p € M(X,T)} and in this case

h,(T) ' )
Jx longTu 4 HEMXT), 2ulp) = a} ,

where h,(T) is the measure theoretic entropy of u relative to T' (see [1] for such a result
in a non-conformal context).

(1.2) dimpy Fe(a) = max {

To our best knowledge no result is known for dimy Eg (&) for non constant £. We are
going to give an answer to this question when (X, T') is a topologically mixing subshift of
finite type endowed with a metric associated with a negative almost additive potential,
and then transfer our result to geometric realizations on Moran sets like those studied in
[2], the main examples being C! conformal repellers and C* conformal iterated function
systems (see section [3] for precise definitions and statements). In the setting outlined
above, if d = 1 and £ takes its values in Lg, we find the natural variational formula

hyu(T)

e M(X,T), .(u) € &(X }

As application of this kind of results, we obtain unexpected properties like the following
one: Let d € Ny and (myq,...,my) be d integers > 2. Let T : [0,1]¢ — [0,1]¢ be the
mapping (z1,...,2z4) — (miz1 (mod 1),...,mgxy (mod 1)). Consider

1 n—1
F = {x e 0,1 : li_}rn —ZTkx = x},
n—oo n
k=0

the set of those points x which are fixed by T in the asymptotic average. Then F is dense
and of full Hausdorff dimension in [0, 1]%.

Another application concerns harmonic measure. Let us consider here the special case
of the set J = C'x C' C R?, where C is the middle third Cantor set. The harmonic measure
on J is the probability measure w such that for each x € J and r > 0, w(B(z, 7)) is the
probability that a planar Brownian motion started at co attains J for the first time at a
point of B(z,r) (see Section [3.4] for more general examples and a reference). For x € J,
one defines the local dimension of w at = as d,(z) = lirél+ logw(B(z,r))/logr whenever

r—r

dimy Eg(§) = max {

this limit exists. Let I stand for the set of all possible local dimensions for w. By using the
fact that w is a Gibbs measure, we prove that if £ : J — R, is continuous and &£(J) C I,
then the set E,(§) = {x € J : d,(z) = &£(x)} is dense in J and the following variational
formula holds:

dimyg E, (&) = sup{dimpg E, () : a« € £(J)}, where E,(a) = {z € J : dy(z) = a}.
Our approach necessitates to revisit the case where £ is constant. This brings out

an interesting new property of the Hausdorff spectrum « — dimy Eg(a). We call this
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property weak concavity; it is between concavity and quasi-concavity. This structure turns
out to be crucial in establishing our results on fixed points in the asymptotic average.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2lwe give basic definitions and recalls about
thermodynamic formalism, and then state our main results on subshift of finite type. In
Section Bl we give the geometric realizations. The other sections are dedicated to the proofs.

2. DEFINITIONS, AND MAIN RESULTS ON SUBSHIFTS OF FINITE TYPE

Section 2.T.1] introduces some additional notions related to almost additive potentials,
Section introduces the metrics we will put on topologically mixing subshifts of finite
types, while Section 2.1.3] recalls the variational principle for almost additive potentials.
Then Section 2.2l introduces two fundamental dimension functions in the multifractal anal-
ysis of almost additive potentials, as well as a notion of weak concavity. Finally Section
provides our main results on topologically mixing subshifts of finite types.

2.1. Definitions.

2.1.1. Vector-valued almost additive potentials and some associated quantities. Given ® €
Caa(X,T), define ®pay := max(¢1) + C(P) and Pin := min(¢;) — C(P).

Define two collections of special almost additive potentials on X as
CL(X,T) :={® € Cou(X,T) : Prpin, > 0}
and
Cooa( X, T) :={P € Coo(X,T) : Pryax < 0}.
These sets contain in particular the sequences of Birkhoff sums of positive continuous
functions and negative continuous functions respectively.
For ® € C_,(X,T) we get ¢pi1(x) < dp(x) + d1(T"2) + C(P) < () + Prnax < Pn (),
So {¢n : n € N} is a strictly decreasing sequence of functions.

If ® = (O, ,®9) is such that each ®/ € Cuo(X,T), then we call ® a vector-valued
almost additive potential and write ® € Coo(X,T,d). We have & = (¢,)02; with ¢, =

(AL, -+, 02). If ¢ : ¥4 — R? is continuous, we define
(2.1) [l == sup [o(z) — o (y)l,
T|In=Y|n

where |u| stands for the euclidean norm of u. For ® € Cuo( X, T, d), let || P, := ||on|ln-

2.1.2. Weak Gibbs metric on subshifts of finite type. Let (X 4,T) be a topologically mixing
subshift of finite type over the alphabet {1, - ,m}, where A is a m xm matrix with entries
0 and 1 such that AP° > 0 for some py € N and 7' is the shift map. We shall endow X 4 with
a metric dy naturally associated with a potential ¥ € C;,(X4,7'). This kind of metrics
have been considered in [21] and [23] associated with negative additive potentials in order
to transfer to the symbolic side the study of some C' hyperbolic dynamics.

Let ¥4, be the set of the admissible words of length n and let X4 4 := (J,;>¢ X a,n. For

w € Yy and w = wy - - - wy, we denote the length of w by |w| = n. Given w € YarUXg

with |w| > n, we denote w - - - wy, by w|,. Given u € ¥4, and v € ¥4, U Xy, if uj = v;

for j =1,--- ,|u|, then we say w is a prefix of v and write v < v. For u = uy - up € L4,
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u* stands for u|,—;. For z,y € ¥4, UX 4 such that x # y, z A y stands for the common
prefix of x and y of maximal length. Given w € ¥ 4 ,,, the cylinder [w] is defined as

[w] :={x € X4 : x|, =w}.

Recall that AP0 (i, ) > 0 for all 1 < i,j < m, consequently AP 2(j, j) > 0. For each i, j
we fix w(i,j) € ¥4, such that tw(s, j);j is admissible. Define

(2.2) W= {w(i,j) : 1 <4, < m)}.
For ® € Cpq(X4,T) and w € X4, we define
®fw] := sup{exp(¢dn(z)) : © € [w]}.
Now we fix a ¥ € C,,(X4,T). For z,y € ¥4 define

UleAyl, ifziy
0, ifx=y.

dy(z,y) == {

Proposition 1. dy is an ultra-metric distance on X 4. If x € X4 and r > 0, the closed

ball B(x,r) is the cylinder [x|,], where n is the unique integer such that V[z|,_1] > r and
Ulz|,] < r. Each cylinder [w] is a ball with diam([w]) = ¥[w].

The proof is elementary and we omit it.
For the metric space (X 4,dy) we define
Bn(¥) ={w € X, :[w]is a closed ball of ¥4 with radius e™"} (n > 0).
It is clear that {[w] : w € B,(¥)} is a covering of 3 4 for each n > 0.

If we take ¥ = (—nlogm),>1, it is ready to check that dy (z,y) = m~ 1%l which is the
standard metric on 4. We denote this special metric by d;.

2.1.3. Recalls on the thermodynamic formalism. The thermodynamic formalism for almost
additive potentials has been studied in several works [13] 2, 19, 17, B, 25, [4, 11]. For
our purpose, we only need to consider the subshift of finite type case. Let (X 4,T) be a
topologically mixing subshift of finite type. Given ® € Cy(X 4,T), the topological pressure
can be defined as

(2.3) P(T,®) := lim l10g Z exp( sup ¢n(x)).

n—oo n
WES A, z€[w]

The following extension of the classical variational principle valid for additive continuous
potentials (see [33]) holds:

Theorem 2.1. [3, 4, [11] Let (X4,T) be a topologically mizing subshift of finite type. For
any ® € Caq(Xa,T), we have P(T,®) = sup{h,(T) + Pu(p) : p € M(E4,T)}.

If p € M(X4,T) such that P(T,®) = h,(T) + ®.(u), then p is called an equilibrium
state of ®. It is shown in [3] that every ® € Coq(X4,7") has an equilibrium state (in fact
the result holds for more general TDS). Define

(2.4) UXA,T):={® €Cua(Xa,T) : ® has a unique equilibrium state}.

For instance, this set contains the sequence of Birkhoff sums of any Holder continuous
function when ¥ 4 is endowed with a metric dy (see [7]).
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For ®',---  ®* € Cu0(X4,T) and q = (q1,- - , qx) € R, define
F(q) :=P(T,q®" + -+ + ¢, ®").
It is shown in [4] that if span{®?,--- ,®¥} C U(X 4, T), then F(q) is convex and in C''(R¥).

2.2. Two dimension functions; weak concavity. Let us recall what is the range of
those a such that Fg(a) # 0.

Proposition 2 ([18]). Let ® € Cyq(X4,T,d). We have Eg(c) # 0 if and only if o € Lg.

Now we introduce two functions which will turn out to take the same values on Lg
and provide the Hausdorff and packing dimensions of the sets E¢(«). They correspond
to different point of views to estimate these dimensions, namely box-counting of balls
intersecting Fg¢(«) and variational principle for entropy like (I2]). The proofs of the
propositions stated in this section are given in Section [l

(1) Box-counting type function; weakly concave large deviation spectrum: fix
Ve, (X4,T)and ® € Coo(X4,T,d). Define dy and B, (¥) as above. Given a € Ly,
n > 1 and € > 0, define

F(a,n, e, ®,V) = {u € B, (V) : there exists z € [u] such that ‘¢|Tu(\x) - a‘ < e}.

Let f(a,n,e,®,¥) be the cardinality of F(a,n,e, @, V).
Proposition 3. For any U € C,(¥4,T), the limit

(2.5) DY) = lim 28#5n(Y)

n—oo n

exists. Moreover
(2.6) D(¥) < (1 +1/|Vmax|) logm.
For any ® € Cyo (X4, T,d) and any o € Ly, we have
1 DU 1 DU
(2.7)  lim lim inf og flayn &, 2, W) = lim lim sup og f(a,n, e, @, V)

e—0 n—oo n e=0 pnoco n

= A (a) = Ala).
The function A : Ly — R is upper semi-continuous.

We will prove that A(«) is the Hausdorff dimension of E¢(«) for all @ € Lg. The
function A has more regularity than upper semi-continuity. To make this precise we need
several standard notations from convex analysis. Given A C R?, the affine hull of A is the
smallest affine subspace of R? containing A and is denoted by aff(A). For a convex set A,
we define ri(A), the relative interior of A as

ri(A) :={z € aff(A): Je>0,(z +eB)Naff(A) C A},

where B = B(0,1) C R? is the unit open ball. Let A C R? be a convex set and h :
A — R be a function. If there exists ¢ > 1 such that for any «,8 € A, we can find
M = Vl(a75)772 = 72(0475) S [c_la C] such that for any A€ [07 1]
Ayia+ (1 — A)Vzﬁ)

M+ (1 =Ny /
then we call h a weakly concave function on A. Note that if ¢ = 1, we go back to the usual
concept of concave function. Also, h(vy) > min(h(a),h(B)) if v € [, 8] C A, thus h is
quasi-concave.

(2.8) A(@) + (1 — Mh(B) < h(
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Proposition 4. The function A : Ly — R is bounded, positive and weakly concave. It
is continuous on any closed interval I C Lg and on ri(A), where A C Lg is any convex
set. Consequently it is continuous on ri(Lg). If moreover Lg is a convex polyhedron, then
A is continuous on Lg. Assume I = o, 1] C Lo and amax € I such that Alamax) =
max{A(«) : a € I}, then A is decreasing from amax to o, j =0,1.

Remark 1. Large deviations spectra for the Hausdorff dimension estimation of sets like
Eg(a) have been considered since the first studies of multifractal properties of Gibbs or
weak Gibbs measures and then extended to the study of Birkhoff averages [12, [32] 10, 31,
30, 29) 5, 26, 14], 15, [©, 20]. Until now, in the situations where such a spectrum may be
non-concave [0, 4, 20], no description of its regularity like that of Proposition [ had been
given. Moreover, the methods used in the papers mentioned above seem not adapted to
provide this information.

(2) Function associated with a conditional variational principle: For a € Lg let

_ Vv - hu(T)
E(a) =& () :=sup { 5. ()
Remark 2. When ® and ¥ are clear from the context, most of the time we simplify the
notations Ag, 5%’, F(a,n, e, ®, V), f(a,n,e,®, V) to A, £, F(a,n,e), f(a,n,e) respectively.
We use the full notations only when we want to emphasize the ®- and ¥-dependence of
the quantities.

tp € M(X4,T) such that q)*(u):a}.

2.3. Main results on topologically mixing subshift of finite type.

Throughout this subsection we fix ® € Cuo(X4,7,d) and ¥ € C_,(X4,T). We work
on the metric space (X 4,dy). If E C (¥4,dy), dimyg E,dimp E,dimp F stand for its
Hausdorff, packing and box dimensions respectively. To not assuming additional regularity
assumption for ® and W is natural, since this flexibility on ¥ makes it possible to describe
a larger class of geometric realizations of the next results, and there is no special reason to
considers the sets Fg(£) under restrictions on ®. However, the proofs will use extensively
approximations of almost additive potentials by Holder potentials.

For convenience we write D(a)) = Dg () := dimpy Fg(a).
Theorem 2.2 (Multifractal analysis of the level sets E3(a)).

(1) Eg(a) # 0 if and only if « € Lg. For a € Lg we have
D(e) = AMe) = &(a),
and the function D is weakly concave.
(2) dimg ¥4 =dimp ¥4 = D(¥) = max{D(«) : @ € Lo}.
Theorem 2.3 (Localized asymptotic behavior). Assume ¢ : ¥4 — R? is continuous

and £(X4) C aff(Lg).

(1) dimg Eg(§) > sup{D(a) : a € {(Xa) Nri(La)}-
(2) If £&(X4) C Lo then Eg(&) is dense in 3 4.
(3) If sup{D(a) : a« € £&(X4) Nri(Lg)} = sup{D(«a) : a € £&(X4) N La}, then

dimpg Ee(§) = dimp Eg(§) = sup{D(a) : a € {(X4) N Lo }.
(4) Ifd=1 and £(X4) C Lo, then Eg(§) is dense and

dimpg Eg(§) = dimp Eg (&) = sup{D(a) : a € £(X4)}.
6



Remark 3. (1) In [6l 4], assuming that
span{®!, ... & U} c U(X4,T),

the equality D(a) = £(a) is shown only for a € int(Lg), where int(Le) denotes the
interior of Lg. The argument is strongly based on the differentiability of the related
pressure functions in these cases.

(2) In [20], the authors consider the case of additive potentials ® and ¥, and work under
the assumption that ¥ corresponds to a Holder potential. They show D(a) = E(a) for all
a € Lg. Here we work under weaker assumptions, i.e. both ® and ¥ are almost additive.
Also, we use a different method to compute the function D(«), namely concatenation of
Gibbs measures. Such a method has been used successfully in [23] to deal with the special
sets Fy(a) when ¥ is additive ( i.e. taking ® = ¥; notice that in this case the spectrum
is always concave). Here, we need to refine such an approach in order to remove some
delicate points in our geometric application to attractors of C'' conformal iterated function
Systems.

Remark 4. (1) The proof of Theorem [2.3] uses the weak concavity of the spectrum D. It
also requires to concatenate Gibbs measures in a more elaborated way than to determine D.

(2) In fact we shall prove a slightly more general result than Theorem [2.3(1):

(1) Suppose that £ is continuous outside a subset E of ¥4, bounded and £(X4) C
aff(Le). If dimyg F < sup{D(a) : a € {(X4 \ E) Nri(Ly)}, then

dimpg Fe(&) > sup{D(a) : a € £(X4 \ E) Nri(Lg)}.

(3) An extension of Theorem [2.3](4) is given in the final remark of Section B.4]

3. GEOMETRIC RESULTS

In this section we show how the main results of the previous section can be applied to
multifractal analysis on conformal repellers and on attractors of conformal IF'S satisfying
the strong open set condition. Such sets fall in the Moran-like geometric constructions
considered in [2, 29]. At first we describe this kind of construction (Section B.1). Then
we state the geometric results deduced from Theorems and 23] (Section 3.2). We give
our application to fized points in the asymptotic average for dynamical systems in R in
Section B3l Finally, we give an application to the local scaling properties of weak Gibbs
measures in Section [B4] special example of which is the harmonic measure on planar
conformal Cantor sets.

3.1. General setting of geometric realization. Let (X 4,7") be a topologically mixing
subshift of finite type over the alphabet {1,--- ,m} and ¥ € C,,(¥4,T). Let X be RY
or be a connected, d-dimensional C' Riemannian manifold. Consider a family of sets
{Ry : w € ¥4}, where each R,, C X is a compact set with nonempty interior. We
assume that this family of compact sets satisfies the following conditions:

(1) Ry, C R,y whenever w' < w.
(2) For any integer n > 0, the interiors of distinct R,,,w € ¥4, are disjoint.

(3) Each R,, contains a ball of radius r,, and is contained in a ball of radius 7,,.
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(4) There exists a constant K > 1 and a negative sequence 7,, = o(n) such that for
every w € X «,

(3.1) K1 exp (Mw|)V[w] < 1y < Ty < KW[w].

Notice that U, < 0, then
diam(R,,) < 27, < 2K¥[w] < 2K exp(|w|¥max) — 0, (Jw| = 00).

Let J = ﬂ U R,,. We call J the limit set of the family {R,, : w € ¥4 ,}. We can

n>0weX g,

define the coding map x : ¥4 — J as x(z) = m Ry, Vx € Y. It is clear that x is
n>1

continuous and surjective when Y 4 is endowed with standard metric d; and J is endowed

with the induced metric p from X.

We say that J is a Moran type geometric realization of (X4, dy).

For this kind of construction we have the following useful observation:

Proposition 5. Let J be a Moran type geometric realization of (Xa,dy) with ¥ €
C.. (X4, T), then for any E C J we have dimy E = dimyg(x "} (E)).

In this paper we consider two classes of Moran type geometric realizations of X 4.

(1) Topologically mixing C! conformal repeller (J,g). We refer the book [29] for the
definitions and the basic properties related to conformal repellers. It is well known that
in this case (J,g) has a Markov partition {Ry, -, R, }. For each w = wy - - - wy,, define
Ry = Ry, Ng Y Ry,) N---N g " (Ry,). Define ¥(z) = —log|g'(x(z))| and ¥ =
(Sp©)o2 ;. By the definition of R,, and the property of Markov partition, the condition
(1) and (2) are checked directly. (3) and (4) are stated in [29] (Proposition 20.2), except
that for (4) we have an additional term exp(7},)) = exp(—||¥|||,,|) (see Section R.I.1] for
the definition of || W[|,|). This is because we only assume g to be continuous rather than
Holder continuous. Thus J is a Moran type geometric realization of (X4, dy) for some
primitive matrix A and the potential ¥. Moreover in this case we have y oT = g o y.

(2) Attractors of C'! conformal IFS satisfying the strong open set condition (SOSC) (see
[28] for details). Let {fi,- -, fim} be such an IFS and denote by J its attractor. Define
Y(z) = log|fy, (x(Tx))] and ¥ = (S,v);2;. Let V be an open set such that the SOSC
holds. For w = wy - - - wy, define Ry, = f,(V), where fy, := fu, 0+ 0 fu,. Due to the
SOSC, (1) and (2) hold for {R,, : w € ¥4 }. Moreover, arguments similar to those used
to prove Proposition 20.2 in [29] show that (3) and (4) also hold. Thus, {Ry : w € ¥4}
is a Moran type geometric realization of (X 4, dy) with potential ¥. Notice that here X4 is
the full shift 3,,. By the uniqueness of the attractor it is easy to verify that the attractor
J is the limit set of the family {R,, : w € ¥4 .}.

3.2. Multifractal analysis on Moran type geometric realizations. We are going

to conduct multifractal analysis on Moran type geometric realizations, thus we need a

dynamics g on J so that (J,g) is a factor of some (X4,7). For C' conformal repellers,

there is such a natural dynamic. For the attractor of a C'' conformal IFS, there is no such

one in general, the difficulty coming from those points having several codings. However,

under the SOSC, we can naturally define such a g by removing a “negligible” part of J:
8



Let {f1, -, fm} be a C! conformal IFS satisfying the SOSC. Let V be an open set such
that the SOSC holds. By [28], such an open set always exists as soon as the mappings fi

are C1¢ and the OSC holds. Define Z,, := |J Fw(@V) and Zs = x 1 (Zso). We
have the following lemma (proved in Section [)):

WEX A «

Lemma 3.1. The set ¥4 \ Zs is not empty and x : X4\ Zoo — J \ Z)o is a bijection.
Moreover T(34\ Zoo) C X4\ Zoos T(Zoo) C Zso and for any Gibbs measure p on ¥4 we
have p(Zs) = 0.

By the previous lemma we can define the mapping g : J \ Zoo = J \ Zoo s g(x) =
xoT ox~!. By construction we have y o T = go x over X4 \ Zoo.

Let J be a Moran type geometric realization of (X4,dy). We set J =J when J is a
C*' conformal repeller and J = J \ Zs when J is the attractor of a C! conformal IFS
satisfying the SOSC.

Given a sequence of functions ® = (¢,,)°; from J to R? and a € R?, we set Eg (o) =
{:17 € J: li_)m On(x)/n = oz}. We also define Ly = {a € R? : Eg(a) # (}. We must
redefine these objects because until now they were defined for compact dynamical systems,
while J may be not compact.

When J is a conformal repeller the system (.J, g) is naturally a TDS. For ® € Cqq(J, g, d),
if we define @ : = (¢n 0 )22, since go x = x o T, we have d € Caa(24,T,d) with
C(®) = C(®). And for a € R? we have Eg (o) = X(Eg()).

When J is the attractor of a C' conformal IFS satisfying the SOSC, if ¢ is a continuous
function from J to R?, it generates the additive potential ® = (S, $)%%, on (¥4,T),

where ¢ = ¢ o x, and it also defines ® = (S,¢)>, on (J,§). Then for o € R? we have
Eg(a) = x(Eg(a) \ Zoo)-

Write Do () := dimpy Eg(a) for convenience.

Theorem 3.2. Let J be a Moran type geometric realization of (Xa,dy). If J is a C*
conformal repeller, let ® € Cyo(J, g,d) and define ® as above. If J is the attractor of a C*

conformal IFS satisfying the SOSC, let ¢ be a continuous map from J to R?, and define
the additive potential ® = (Spd)22, on (X4,T) with ¢ = pox and & = (S,¢)22, on
(J,g). Then

(1) Lo = Lg; for a € Ly we have Dy(a) = dimp Ep(a) and

'qu(a) = 'D%(Oé) = A&)(Oé) = 5&)(01)

(2) dimy J =dimp J = D(¥) = max{Ds(a) : a € Lo }.
Remark 5. For the case of conformal repellers, the connection between Theorem and
the other works [6], 20} 4] is similar to that done in Remark B[(1) and (2).

For the set Eg(£) we have the following result:

Theorem 3.3. Let J be a Moran type geometric realization of (X 4,dy), which is either
a C' conformal repeller or the attractor of a C' conformal IFS satisfying the SOSC. Let

® and ® be the same as in Theorem[FA. Let & : J — R? be continuous and Eg(€) = {x €
T lim gu(x)/n = é(x)}. If€(J) C aff(Lg), then

9



(1) dimg Eg(&) > sup{Ds(a) : « € £(J) Nri(Lo)}, and Eg (&) is dense if £(J) C L.
(2) If sup{Dg(a) : v € £&(J) Nri(Lg)} = sup{Da () : a« € {(J) N Lo}, then

dimp Eg (&) = dimp Eg(§) = sup{Ds(a) : @ € {(J) N Lo}
(3) If d=1 and &(J) C Lo, then Es(§) is dense and
dimpgF(§) = dimp Eg(§) = sup{Ds(a) : v € {(J)}.

3.3. Application to fixed points in the asymptotic average for dynamical sys-
tems in R?. Suppose that (J,g) is a dynamical system with J C R?. We say that = € .J
-1
1 n
is a fized point of g in the asymptotic average if li_>m — Z gka; = x. We are interested in

n—oo n
k=0

the Hausdorff dimension of the set of all such points:
1 n—1
_ e L ko _
F(J,g) = {x € J'nh—{gonkz_og T :E}

If £ stands for the identity map on J and & stands for the additive potential associated
with the potential £, in our setting we have F(J, g) = Eg(£).

The set Lg is contained in the convex hull of J, and it contains the set of the fixed
points of g. An example of trivial situation is provided by the unit circle endowed with
dynamic g(z) = 22 in C. There, F(J,g) = {1}. How about general conformal repellers
and attractors of conformal IFS? This question is non trivial in general. We are going to
describe a class of conformal IFS, namely self-similar generalized Sierpinski carpets, for
which the situation is non trivial and we have a complete answer.

We consider a special self-similar TFS {f1,--- , frn} on R%: fi(x) =pjx+c, 0<p; <
1, (1 <j <m). We assume further the SOSC fulfills. Let x; stand for the unique fixed
point of f; and let J be the attractor of this IF'S. Notice that the mappings f; have no
rotation part, thus the convex hull of J satisfies Co(J) = Co{z1, - ,zy} =: A, and is
a convex polyhedron. We further assume that Co(J) has dimension d (otherwise we can
define this IF'S in a smaller affine subspace).

Let W stand for the open set such that the SOSC holds. It is ready to see that
V :=W N A is also an open set such that SOSC holds. We can define the dynamics g on
J =J\ Zx, where Z, is defined as in the previous subsection.

Now we have the following result whose proof is given in Section [8

Theorem 3.4. Let ® = id;. Then F(J,§) is dense and dimy F(J,§) = sup{Do(a) : v €

J}. Moreover if the point at which Dg attains its mazimum belongs to J, then F(J,g) is
of full Hausdorff dimension.

We have the following corollary, in which the lower bound for the Hausdorff dimension
follows directly from Theorem [B.4] and the upper bound follows from standard estimates
based on the bounds provided in Section (.11

Corollary 1. Let N € Ny and let dy,...dy be N positive integers. Consider N self-

similar IFS without rotations components {fl(j), e ,fr(rzz}lngN, satisfying SOSC and liv-
ing respectively in R%. Denote by Jj, 1 < j < N, their respective attractors as well as

the corresponding dynamical systems (j],ﬁj) Let J = H;VZI j] C Rzyzldj be endowed
10



with the dynamics g = (g1,...,9n). We have dimH]:(j,ﬁ) = Zﬁvzl dimH]-'(jj,ﬁj) =
Z;-V:l sup{De, () : a € J;}, where ®; = Idpa; .

Both the previous results yield the result presented in the introduction of the paper:

Theorem 3.5. Let d € N and (my,...,mq) be d integers > 2. Set J = [0,1]% and let
g : J — J be the mapping (x1,...,xq) — (mixz; (mod 1),...,mgzy (mod 1)). Then
F(J,g) is dense and of full Hausdorff dimension in [0,1]¢.

To see this, for a fixed integer m > 2 let gy, : [0,1] — [0, 1] be the mapping = — mx
(mod 1).

Let (3,,,T) be the full shift over alphabet {0,--- ,m — 1}, where X, is endowed with
the usual metric dy(x,y) = di(x,y) = m~1*"I. Define a map x : ¥, — [0,1] as x(z) =
Yoo | xn/m™. Then x is continuous and surjective. Consider the IFS {f; : 5 =0,--- ,m —
1} defined as fj(x) = (x + j)/m. It is seen that the SOSC holds with V' = (0,1). Let

Lo 1= {Z?:l zym™ :n € Njz; = 0,---,m — 1} U {1}. Define the dynamics g on
- [0,1] \Zoo as in the previous section. Then it is easy to check that g = gy, 7, Let

® = idjg ). By theorem B.4l we get dimpy F(Jm,gm) = sup{Ds(a) : a € [0,1]}. By the
law of large number applied to the measure of maximal entropy we get Dg(1/2) = 1. We
conclude by noticing that F(J,g) = Hle F([0,1], gm,; )-

Next we consider concrete examples of carpets in the unit square.

Heterogeneous carpets in the unit square. In order to fully illustrate our purpose,
we consider an IFS Sy = {f1, -+, fn} in R? made of contractive similitudes without
rotations such that the squares f;([0,1]?) form a tiling of [0, 1]?. All these situations have
been determined in [9]. In this way, ]0,1[> can be chosen as the open set such that the
SOSC holds, and the boundaries of the sets £;(]0, 1[?) have big intersections. The picture
on the left of Figure 1 give an example of this kind of IFS. This IFS contains 15 dilation
maps, and the dynamics on this attractor is highly non trivial.

Let @ denote Idge. For each ) £ S C Sp, we denote by Js the attractor of the IFS S.
The dynamics gg defined on Jg is the restriction of gg, to Js. The set F(Jsg,,gs,) is of
full Hausdorff dimension, since Js, = [0,1]2. If S # Sy, we have the variational formula

dimy F(Js,9s) = sup{Dg(a) : a € Jg}, and in general it is hard to know whether
F(Js,gs) is of full dimension or not in Jg. However, here are two simple examples
illustrating both possibilities.

We consider the case of the regular tiling associated with the IFS Sy = { fij x =

£+ (Z—;) 10 <4,5< 2}- Then, let S1 = {fo,0, fo,2, f2,0, f22} and So = S1 U {f11}. We
claim that F (jsl,ﬁsl) is not of full Hausdorff dimension, while F (j52,§g2) is.

The simpler situation is that of Sy. In this case, G = (1/2,1/2), the center of symmetry
of Jg, is the fixed point of f1; and it belongs to Le. Moreover, it is obvious that the
uniform measure (or Parry measure) on Jg, is carried by the set Eg(G). This yields the

result by Theorem B4 and dimpy F(Js,,gs,) = log5/log 3.

In the case of S;, the point G is still the center of symmetry of Jg,, so D¢ reaches its
maximum at G. However, G does not belong to Jg,. Since ® is Hélder continuous and the
11



tiling is regular, we know that Dg is strictly concave. By using the symmetry, one deduces
that the restriction of Dg to Jg, reaches its maximum at any of the four points (1/3,1/3),
(1/3,2/3), (2/3,1/3) and (2/3,2/3). This yields dimy F(Js,,3s,) = Da((1/3,1/3)) <
log4/log3 = dimpy Jg, .

18 3

Q.
Q.

19 18

FIGURE 1. Left: Example of tiling of [0,1] by squares. Middle: IFS
S1={fo,0, fo,2, f20, f22}. Right: IFS Sy =51 U{fi1}.

3.4. Localized results for weak Gibbs measures. Let {fi, -, fin} be a homogenous
self-similar IFS in C satisfying the strong separation condition, that is, each function f;
has the form f;(z) = a;jz+b; where 0 < p = |a;| < 1, and there exists a topological closed
disk D such that f;(D) C D and the f;(D) are pairwise disjoint. There is a natural coding
map x : X, — J. Moreover if we define ¢(x) = logp for x € %,,, and ¥ = (S,9)22,
then x : (X, dw) — (J,|-|) is a bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism.

Let ¢ : J — R be continuous and define & = ¢ o y. By subtracting a constant potential
if necessary, we can assume P(T, ¢) = 0. There exists a weak Gibbs measure fi on ¥, (see
[22]), i.e. a probability measure such that the exists positive sequence (Cy,)n>1 such that
forall x € ¥, and n > 1

0771 eXP(Sn(Z;(x)) < p([z]n]) < Cp eXp(Sn&(x))a

with lim,,_,~ log(Cy)/n = 0 (if ¢ is Holder continuous, then C,, is bounded and p is a
Gibbs measure). In particular,
log (B (x,7))

— e Sed(x)
dp(w) = }11% log r = m nlogp

in the sense that either both the limits do not exist, either they exist and are equal.
Define p := x.(ft) and p is called a weak Gibbs measure associated with ¢. By the bi-
Lipschitz property of x and the strong separate condition, we can easily conclude that
dyu(y) = limy, o0 Spd(y)/(nlog p) for any y € J. Let ® = (S,¢)52 ;. If we define E,(a) =
{y € J :du(y) = a}, then we get Eg(a) = E,(a/logp) for any a € Lg.

By applying Theorem for d = 1, we have the following property regarding the local
property of weak Gibbs measure:

Corollary 2. Let p be the weak Gibbs measure associated with ¢. Then the set of all
possible local dimension for u is the interval Lg/log p. Assume & : J — R is continuous
12



and £(J) C Lo /logp, then
dimg{z € J : d,(z) = {(2)} = sup{dimy E,(a) : a € {(J)}.

Now let w stand for the harmonic measure on J. It is well known that (see for example
the survey paper [24]) there exists a Holder continuous function ¢ : J — R such that
w =< u, where p is the equilibrium state of ¢.

Corollary 3. Let w be the harmonic measure on J and I is the set of all possible local
dimension for w. Assume & : J — R is continuous and £(J) C I. Then

dimg{z € J : dy(x) = &(x)} = sup{dimy E, (o) : a € £(J)}.

Final remark. At least when d = 1, it is not difficult to extend the results obtained in this
paper by considering T = (vn)n>1 € Cgf, (X4, T) and the more general level sets Eg /y(§) =
{z € ¥4 : limyy00 On(z)/yn(x) = &(z)}; when € is constant, such sets have been considered
in the contexts examined in [0 4]. The formula is that if the continuous function &
takes values in the set Lg/y = {®«(v)/Ts(v) : v € M(24,T)}, then dimpy(Eg v (§)) =
sup{—h,(T)/P.(v) : v € M(Z4,T), P.(v)/Tu(v) € £(X4)}. When T = —U, this can
be applied to the local dimension of Gibbs measures associated with Holder potentials ¢
on any C! conformal repeller of a map f, since in this case we know from [29] that such
a measure is doubling so that the local dimension is directly related to the asymptotic
behavior of S,,¢/S,(—1log | Df|). Consequently, Corollary Bl can be extended to harmonic
measure on more general conformal repellers (see [24]).

Additional definitions and notations. For ® € Cy(X,T) (see (LI]) recall that we
defined ®pax = max(¢1) + C(P) and Py := min(¢;) — C(P®). Then define ||P| =
|Prmax| V [Pmin|- By the almost additivity property we easily get

(3.2) nPmin < o () < NPrax, Vn €N
Consequently we have ||¢p||co < 7|l
If & = (&, , @) € Cuu(X,T,d), we define @y := (BL -+, @4 ) and Py =
(®L. .- ®L. ). We also define | ®|| := (Ed: H<I>j||2) i and || ®|] iy, := limsup,,_, %
j=1

We have ||¢y,|lo0 < n||®].

Given u,v € R?, we write [u,v] := {tu+(1—t)v : 0 <t < 1} to denote the closed interval
connecting u and v. If u; < v; for i = 1,--- ,d, then we write u < v. If u,v,v9 € R% is
such that v < wu < v, it is easy to prove that |u| < |vi| 4 |va|. We will use this basic fact
several times.

For ® € Cu(X,T,d), after defining C(®) := (C(®'),---,C(®%)), we also have the
following vector almost additivity:

—C(®)+ ¢n+ dpoT" < Gpyp < C(P) + dp + ¢poT", Vn,peN.

The simplest almost additive potentials are the additive ones: Given ¢ : X — R?
continuous, define ¢, = S, ¢ := E?:_é ¢ oT7. If ¢ is Holder continuous, we also say that
O = (S,0)02, is Hélder continuous. The simplest Holder continuous potentials are the

constant potentials (na)2,, a € R?, that we also denote as .
13



4. PROOFS OF PROPOSITIONS [3] AND []

4.1. Proof of Proposition Bl We need some facts gathered in the two following lemmas.
We omit their simple proofs based on elementary using of the almost additivity of ® and
the continuity of the ¢,.

Lemma 4.1. (1) Given ® € Cua(Xa,T,d) and two constants Co > C1 > 0, for each
n € N define

(4.1) |®|l7 := max{[|®|; : Cin <1 < Cyn}.

Then ||®|]%/n — 0 when n — co. Especially limy,_, ||®||/n = 0.
Let @ € Cyo(X4,T) and C = C(®).
(2) For any u,v € YA+ such that uv € ¥ 4« we have

exp(=C — [[@][ju) @[u]®[v] < Pluv] < exp(C)D[u][v].

(3) For w = ww; - UpWpUpt1 € Lax, let k= E"H |uj|. We have

(4.2) exp(—2nC+kPyin) H [wj] exp(—[[®]jw;) < P[w] < exp(2nC'+kPmax) H [w;].
: ]:1

(4) If ® € C,(Xa,T), then ®[v] < ®[u] for u < v.
Lemma 4.2. Let U € C,(¥4,T).
(1) Let C1(¥) = 1/[Wmin| and Co(¥) =14 1/|Upax|. For any w € B, (V) we have
(4.3) C1(P)n < |w| < Co(P)n.
(2) For any w € B,(¥) we have
(1.4 exp(—C(T) — [ 0]y + Tonin)e ™ < W] < e
(
(

3) The balls in {[w] : w € B,(¥)} are pairwise disjoint.

4) If u < v are such that u € By, (¥) and v € B, (¥), then

in = [|¥[[jo] — (n2 —n1) — 2C(¥)
\Ilmax .

o] = Jul <

Let us start the proof of Proposition 3l The hard part is ([Z7). At first we will show
that log f(a,n,€), as a sequence of n, has a kind of subadditivity property. Due to this
subadditivity, by a standard procedure, we get the desired equality of the two limits. The
proof is an adaption of that given in [15] (see Proposition 5) and [20] (see Proposition 4.3).
However instead of d; and an additive potential ¢ considered in [15], here we consider dy
and an almost additive potential ®, so the proof is more involved.

e Subadditivity of log f(c,n,€). More precisely we will show that for any € > 0, there exist
an N € N and positive sequence {3,} with log 3, = o(n) such that

flasn, e) < B f (e, (n + ©)p, 2€)

for any n > N, and any p > 1, where ¢ = [—pgWmax — 2C(¥)]. Recall that py is a fixed
positive integer such that AP0 > 0.

To each (wy, - ,wp) € F(a,n,€)P we can associate an element of F(o, (n + ¢)p, 2¢)
as follows. Let w = wj---w,, where w; = wju; with u; € W such that wju;w;jiq is
14



admissible, where W is defined in (22]). Recall (see (21I)) that for any cylinder [u] and
any r,7 € [u], we have [t (x) — ¥}, (Z)] < || Y]]} Thus for any z € [u],

(4.5) exp(Yyu| () = Wlu] exp(=[|P]]jy))-

Now for any = € [w], let s = 0,8, = Z?Zl(\wj\ +po) (1 < k < p) and define

2% = T-12. We have |w| = s, and 2* € [wy] for k = 1,--- ,p. Then, by using the almost
additivity of ¥, (4.5) and Lemma [£2[2) we can get

\Ij[w] > eXp(¢\w|( > exXp (Z Tz[)|wk| +p0qum1n - (2p - 1)0(\Ij))

> ([ v esp (= 3 1y + 0B — 20(2) > expl—plr + 1 (),

k=1

where cl(n) = —(po + 1)¥pin + 3C(¥) + 2||T||% > 0 and ||V} is defined as in ([AT]) with
the constants Co(¥) > C1(¥) > 0. Lemma [AT] (1) yields ¢;(n)/n — 0. By Lemma [£T)(3)
and the definition of ¢ we also have

P

Ulw] < exp(2pC(P) + popPmax)( H

< exp(=p(n — po¥max — 20( )) < exp(—p(n +¢)).
Thus there exists u € Bp(,15 (¥) such that u < w. Write w = uw’.
Claim: |uw'| < p(aci(n) + b) for some constant a,b > 0.
Indeed, we have
e Ptam) < gly] < CW UL Uw'] < ¢ e P40 glw[max.

Thus [w'| < p(e1(n) + C(¥) = &)/(=¥max) < pler(n) +3C(¥) +1)/(—Vimax).-

Now since wy € F(a,n,e) we can find zp € [wy] such that ]¢‘w’“‘(r" — a| < e. Take

z € [w]; in particular, x € [u]. Define sj, and z* as above. We have |w| = s, and 2* € [wy]
for k=1,---,p. By almost additivity, we get

Bl (7) + dpu) (T"2) — C(®) < ) (2) < bpuy(@) + Bl (T2) + C (D)

(this is a vector inequality). Recall that if 3, 81, B2 € R? are such that 3; < 8 < S, then
|B] < |B1] + |B2|. Then we conclude that

Bl| (T) — Ppuy(z ‘ ‘¢| (T z) — C(‘I’)‘+‘¢|wq(T‘“|w)+C(q’)
< 2(lw'[|@] + [C(@)]).

In other word, ¢,(z) = ¢|(x) + no with [no] < 2[w’|[|®[| + 2|C(®)]. In a similar fashion
we have

p
Suf(@) = Gu)() + 10 =Y Bl (") + 11 + 1m0

k=1

= Zcﬁ\wk\ +?72+771+770—Z¢\wk| (zk) +m3+n2+m +m
k=1
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p
= O lwkha +m4+n3 + n2 +m + 1m0,

k=1
where
| < 2[w'[[| @] +2|C(P)| < 2p(aci(n) + b)|| @] +2[C(P)];
Im| < 2(p — DIC(P)]; In2| < 2p(pol| @] + [C(®)]);
n3] < 3251 @My < RIS nal < (3251 lwe|)e.

Since sp = Y h_, |wg| + pop and |wy| > Cin, we have s, > Cinp and

Gpu() (((O2P_ lwi]) = |ul)ee] + [nal + |ns| + n2] + 1] + [0l
B |ul '
u

Jul

Moreover, |u| = s, — |w'| > pCin — p(aci(n) + b) and max(ci(n)/n, ||®[};/n) — 0, so we
can choose N (€) big enough such that |¢),(z)/|u| —a| < 2¢ when n > N(e). Consequently
u € F(a,p(n +¢),2¢). From this we conclude that

f(Oé,p(TL + E), 26) > f(o[, n, E)P/mp(CLC1 (n)+b)‘
We get the desired subadditivity by taking 3, = mac(®+b,

e Coincidence of two limits. Next we show that
log f(a, n,€)

log f(a,n
lim lim inf log f(a,m, ) = lim lim sup ———"——"—+.
e—~0 n—oo n e—=0 n—oo n

Note that these limits exist since f(«,n,€) is a non-increasing function in the variable e.
Denote by 0 the left-hand side limit. Then for any § > 0, there exists ¢y > 0 such that

linl)inf log f(a,n,€e0)/n < 0+ 4.
Fix § > 0 and ¢y > 0 as above. To show the equality we only need to show that
limsuplog f(a,n,e0/4)/n < 60+ 0.

n—o0

Take a sequence of integers ny * 0o such that f(a,ng,€p) < e (0+9) for any k € N. Fix
n > N(eo/4). For each k, write ny = (n+¢)pg —Ip with 0 < I}, < n+c. By the subadditivity
property, we have

(4.6) f(a,n,eg/4)Pk < Bk f(a, (n+ C)pg, €0/2).

Next we show that there exists a positive integer sequence {~} with v, = o(px) such
that

(4'7) f(Oé, (n + E)pk, 60/2) < m%f(()é,nk, 50)'

Assume w = wjws is such that w; € By(V) and w € By (V) with 1 < s < (n+¢), then
by Lemma [£2(4) we have

Yinin = [|9][jw) — (n + ¢) = 2C(¥)
\I/max .
Thus |wa|/|w| — 0 when |w| — oo. Choose ty large enough so that when ¢t > ¢, and
wy € By(V), w € By s(¥) we have
jw _ 3 |C(®)]

4.9 <2

(4.8) lwa| <

< 90 and <
< — an < .
|wn | 16 lwi| — 8(2[|®|| + |af)
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Let ko such that (n+ ¢)pg, > to+ (n+¢). Let k > k. Fix w € F(o, (n 4 ¢)pk, €0/2).
There exists = € [w] such that ‘¢|w‘(:17) - |w|oz| < |w|eg/2. Note that (n + ¢)px > ng. Let
wy < w such that ¥[w;] < e ™ and V[w]] > e ™ ( recall that wj is obtained by deleting
the last letter of wy). Thus [wi] € B, (¥). Write w = wjwsy. By (£9) we have

D (@) — wila] < |Gy (@) = D) ()] + |Gl (@) — |wla| + [weal
< 20wal[|@] + 2[C(D)] + [ S (2) — |w]a] + wella| < |wileo,
which means that wy € F(a,ng, eg). Write g = [C2(V)(n + ¢)pgl, then |w| < g. Define
Wi — [, — (040 — 20(¥)
\Ilmax
It is clear that vx = o(py). Moreover by (4.8]), |wz| < . From this we conclude (4.7]).
Combine (£6) and (&) we get

fla,n,e0/4) < Bnm“/k/pkf(aynkyeo)l/pk < ﬂnm'yk/pkenk(9+5)/pk_

Letting k — oo we get f(a,n,e/4) < BretIO+0)  Then, letting n — oo we have
lim sup,,_, . log(f(a,n,e0/4))/n < 6+ 6.

e Upper semi-continuity of A(a). Let o € Lg. For any n > 0 there is € > 0 such
that liminf, . log f(a,n,e)/n < A(a) + n. Let f € Lg with |8 — a] < ¢/3. Given
w € F(B,n,¢/3), there exists x € [w] such that [¢,|(z)/|w|—B| < €/3. Hence | ¢, (z)/|w]|—
al < g (x)/|w| — B + |8 — al < ¢, which means w € F(a,n,¢). This proves that
F(B,n,e/3) C F(a,n,e). It follows that f(5,n,¢/3) < f(a,n,e), therefore

FBme/3) o flan,

n—oo n

A(B) < lirginf < A(a) + 1.
This establishes the upper semi-continuity of A at a.

e Results about D(V). By essentially repeating the same proof as above (in fact it is much
easier), we can show

lim inf W = limsu

n—00 n n—00

We denote the limit by D(¥). By (43]), for any w € B,(¥) we have |w| < Cn, where
C =1+ 1/[¥nyax|- This yields #B,(V) < #X 4 [¢p) and consequently D(¥) < Clogm. O

Now we come to the weak concavity of the function A on Lg.

log #1,, (¥
pog#n ( ).

4.2. Proof of Proposition @. Let A ¢ R? We say that « € A is a local cone point, or
an e-cone point of A, if there exists € > 0 such that for any y € AN B(x,¢) and y # x,
the interval [z,y.] C A, where ye ==z +¢(y — z)/|ly — z|.

Lemma 4.3. Let A C R? be a convex set and h : A — R be a bounded weakly concave
function. Then h is lower semi-continuous at each local cone point of A. FEspecially h
is lower semi-continuous on ti(A) and on any closed interval I C A. It is lower semi-
continuous on A if A C R? is a convex closed polyhedron.

Proof. Let 8 € A be a e-cone point of A for some € > 0. Suppose that h is not lower
semi-continuous at §. Thus we can find n > 0 and «a,, € AN B(f, €) such that o, — 8 and
17



h(ay) < h(B) — n. Define o), = 8+ €(a, — B)/|an, — B, then o, € A since 8 is a e-cone
point. Since «, is in the open interval (o, 3), there exists a unique A, € (0,1) such that
20l Ao+ (1 M)ral0h, )8
T Am(an, B) + (1= A)re(an. B)
where v1, 72 is from the definition of weak concavity. Since v1,72 € [¢™*,c] and oy, —
we conclude that A, — 0. Since h is bounded, by ([Z.38) we get h(ay) > A h(al,) + (1 —

An)h(B) — h(B) (as n — o0), which is in contradiction with the choice of a,,. So h is
lower semi-continuous at .

1

Since each x € E is a local cone point of E when E is ri(A), or E is a closed interval in
A, or E is A itself and A is a convex closed polyhedron, the other results follow. O

Now we prove Proposition @l The new point in this proposition is the weak concavity.
In fact when dg = dy, as shown in [I5], the function A is indeed concave. When the more
general metric dy is considered, the length of w € B, (¥) has fluctuations (see Lemma
(1)), which destroy the concavity of A. However, these fluctuations are controllable, so
that a careful analysis yields the weak concavity of A.

At first we show that A is bounded and positive. Fix a € Lg. By definition f(a,n,e) <
#B,(V), consequently A(a) < D(¥). On the other hand since a € Lg, for any € > 0,
when n large enough, F(a,n,e€) # 0. Consequently A(«) > 0. Thus A(Lg) C [0, D(P)].

Next we show that A is weakly concave. Let a, 5 € L. For any wy,--- ,w, € F(a,n,e€)
and any wp41,- - ,Wpyq € F(B,n,€), let w =W - - - Wpyq where W; = wju; with uj € W
such that w is admissible. By the same argument as for Proposition Bl we can show that
exp(—(p+ ¢)(n+ c1(n))) < Yw] < exp(—(p + ¢q)(n + ¢)) with the same ¢;(n) and ¢ as
in Proposition B, which means that there exists u < w such that u € By, g)me) (V).
Write w = uw’. We also have |w'| < (p + ¢)(aci(n) + b) with the same (a,b) as in that
proposition.

For any k € N define Fj(a,n,€) := X4 N F(a,n,e). By Lemma (1), we have

F(a,n,e) = U Fi.(a,n,€), where C; = Ci(¥) for i = 1,2. Define fi(a,n,e) =
C1n<k<Can
#Fy.(a,n,€). Choose kg such that fi,(a,n,e) = o, X fr(a,n,€). Then fi, (o, n,€) >
1n<k<Con

fla,n,e)/(Cy — Cy)n. Write kg = vn(a)n, thus v,(«) € [C1,C4]. Likewise we can find
() € [C1,Co] such that £, (5)n(8m,€) = f(B,n,6)/(Cz — Ci)n.

Fix a subsequence ny 1 oo such that 7,, (o) = v(a) and v,, (8) = v(5) as k — oo.
Take wq, - ,wp € Fwnk(a)nk(a,nk,e) and wpy1, - ,Wpiq € Fﬁmk(g)nk(ﬁ,nk,e). Choose
xj € [w;] such that

P, (x5) — lwjla] < fwjle, H1<j<p
|G| (x5) — |w;|B] < |wjle, fp+1<j<p+q.
Let w = W - - - Wp14 and write w = uw’ such that u € B,y g)mn,+) (V). Then we know

that |w| = p(vn, ()ng +po)_+1 q(ny, (B)nk + po) and |u| = |w| — |w'|. Now for any x € [w],
define 2! = z and 27 = TXi=1 [wil+poy for j > 2. Then we have

p+q ' p+q
Gl (@) = Gpuy(®) 10 =D a1 () + 1010 =D Blayi () + m2 + 71+ 70
j=1 7j=1
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PYng, (@)1 + qyn, (B)1k B+ 13 + 12 + 11+ 1Mo
= py(a)nga + qy(B)ngB + na +n3 + n2 +m + Mo,
where
ol < 2|w'|[| @] +2[C(@)] < 2(p + g)(aci(ng) + b)|| @] +2|C(P)};
Im| <2(p+q)(pol|@[| +2C(@));  |m2| < (p+ D)PI[7,
3] < nk(pyng, (@) + qyny (B))€;
Ina| < prglal|ym (@) — (@) + gril Bl 1vn, (B) — v(B)]-

This yields that for k large enough, u € F((py(a)a+qv(B8)8)/(py(a)+q7v(B)), (nk +¢)(p+
q),2¢). Thus we conclude that

py(a)a+qv(B)B
it @+ () ETOwTo )
> [f“fnk () (a, s, 6)]p[f')/nk(ﬁ)nk (B, 6)]qm—(p+q)(ac1 (ng)+b)
> f(c, g, )P f(B, g, €)7](Co — Cl)nk]—p—qm—(p+q)(a01(w)+b)'

Combining this with Proposition [l we get

M(a)a+ (1 - A)W(ﬁ)ﬁ)
AM(a) + (1 = NA(B §A<
@+ =D = N+ )
for any A = ﬁ € [0,1] N Q. Since A is upper semi-continuous, we conclude that this
formula holds for any A € [0,1]. Thus A is weakly concave.

Assume A C Lg is a convex set, and I C Lg is a closed interval. By Lemma 43 A
is lower semi-continuous on ri(A4) and I. Combining this with the upper semi-continuity
yields the continuity on ri(A) and I. Taking A = Lg we get the continuity on ri(Lg).

Now assume Lg is a polyhedron. By Lemma 3, A is lower semi-continuous on Lg.
This, together with the upper semi-continuity yields the continuity on L.

Let I = [a1,a0] C Ly and apmax € I as defined in the proposition. Assume A is not
decreasing from auax to a. Since A is continuous on I, we can find (1, 82, 83 € [a1, Qmax]
such that fo € [51, B3] and A(B1) = A(B3) > A(B2), which is in contradiction with the fact
that A is quasi-concave, since it is weakly concave. Thus A is decreasing from qnax to ag.
The same argument shows that A is decreasing from auax to as. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.2](1)

By Proposition 2, we have Eg(«) # () if and only if @ € Lg. For the next statement,
our plan is the following: we show that D(a) < A(a) < E(a) < D(a). We divide this into
three steps corresponding to the next Sections [5.1], and 531

5.1. D(a) < A(a). We prove a slightly more general result for the upper bound. Given
D € Cuo(X4,T,d) and Q C Lo, define Eg(Q2) := U Eg(a).
a€ell
Proposition 6. For any compact set Q@ C Ly we have dimp Eg(2) < sup{A(«x) : a € Q}.
In particular, if « € Ly we have D(a) < dimp Fg(a) < A(a).
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Proof. Let A(a,€) := limsup , then A(a,€) N\ A(er) when € N\, 0. Fix n > 0.
n—oo

For each a € , there exists ¢, > 0 such that for any 0 < € < ¢, we have A(o,€) <
A(a) 4+ 7. Since {B(a, €q) : o € Q} is an open covering of 2, we can find a finite covering
{B(ai,e1),- -+, B(as, €5)}, where € = €,,. For each n € N define

log f(a,n, €)
n

H(n,n):= U U [w] and G(k,n) := ﬂ H(n,n)

J=1weF (oy,n,e;) n>k

It is standard to prove that Eg(Q2) C Uy G(k,n). Consequently

(5.1) dimp Eg(Q2) < supdimp G(k,n).
keN
By definition, the set G(k,n) is covered by {[w] : w € F(aj,n,€;);j = 1,---,s} for any
n > k. Since each element in {[w] : w € F(a;,n,€j)} is a ball with radius e™", we get
_ log> % . flai,n,e€;
dimp G(k,n) < dimpG(k,n) < limsup B2 = /(9 )

n—00 n

1 , ,
< sup limsupw = sup Aoy, €¢5) <sup{A(a) :a € Q}+1.

=1+, n—oo n j=1,--,s

Combining this with (5.1]) we get dimp Fe(Q) < sup{A(a) : a € Q} +n. O

5.2. A(a) < E(a). Our approach is inspired by that of [15], which deals with the case that
dy = di and ® = (S,¢),>1 is additive, where ¢ : ¥4 — R% is continuous.

To show this inequality we need to approximate the almost additive potentials ® and
W by two sequences of Holder potentials. We describe this procedure as follows.

Given ® € Cyq(X4,T,d), for each k € N we define P k) €~Caa(2 A, T, d) as follows. For
each w € ¥4 choose z,, € [w]. For any x € [w] define ¢(x) := ¢p(xw)/k. Then ¢
depends only on the first k£ coordinates of x € ¥ 4 and is Hoélder continuous. Define

(5.2) o) = (8,01)52,.
Thus ®*) is additive and Holder continuous.

Lemma 5.1. We have i < (IDEI];)H < <I>n]f21x < ®ax. Moreover

= n [l
_ <dlZ Ll
60 = Sudnll < d(Z1C(@)] + 54|12 + —n)
Consequently ||® — ®®) ||, — 0 when k — oo.

This lemma will be proved at the end of this section.
Proof of A(a) < E(a). Given @ € Cpo(X4,T,d) and ¥ € C (X 4,T).
Claim: Given € > 0 we have

log f(a,ne, ®, W) h
5.3 lim sup < sup _ .
( ) n—00 n |y (v)—a|<5e _\Il*(V) + O(E)
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Let us at first assume the claim holds and finish the proof. Notice that the set of
invariant measures v such that |®,(v) — «| < 5e is compact, so by using the upper semi-
continuity of h, and letting € tend to 0 we can find an invariant measure vy such that
d, (1) = o and

. . IOg f(Oé,TL, €, (1)7 \II) hl’o
= < < .
Ao) = fimlimsp =220 < =g gy <6

Next we show that the claim holds. In the following C' = C(¥),C; = C;(¥) for i =1, 2.
Fix € > 0. For any k € N define ®*) and ) according to (5.2). By Lemma 5.1} we can
find k£ € N such that

Hq> - q)(k)Hlimv H\Ij - \Ij(k)Hlim <€
Fix this k, then there exists N1 € N such that when n > N;

H¢n - n¢~5k||oo <mne and ||71Z)n - nTszHoo < ne.

For any w € B,(V¥), we have Cin < |w| < Con, thus for n > N;/Cy, we have
F(a,n,e,®, V) C F(a,n, 26,(1)(k),\11), consequently

(5.4) floyn, e, @, W) < f(a,n, 20", ).

Following [I5], we introduce a way to classify the words in F(a,n, 2, ®*), W), by which
we can estimate the cardinality of it effectively.

For any word w € ¥ 4 , such that |w| > k, we define the counting function 6y, : ¥4, — N
as Oy(u) = #{j : wj-- - wjsx—1 = u}, which counts the numbers of times the word u
appears in w. It is clear that hg, := >, 0w(u) = |w| — k + 1. We call it the height of 0,,.

Let P,g") = {0y : w € F(a,n,2¢,®%) W)}, Then #P,gn) < (Cyn)™". For cach 0 € P,g"),
let

T(0) = {w: w e F(a,n,2¢ " 0), 6, =06}
Write I'(0) := #7 (0). Then we have

fla,n, 26,0 ) = Z re) < (C’gn)mk max I'(0).

9679;5”) 0673,5")
Consequently
1 2¢, ®F) log T'(# 1
(55) ng(a7n7 €, ) ) < max O ( ) ka( Ogn)
n gep(™ T

In the following we estimate log I'(6)/n for each 0 € P,gn). Since it is hard to estimate
it directly, we turn to the estimations of log I'(8)/hy and n/hy.

Following [I5] we define A,Jg, the set of all positive functions p on X 4 satisfying the
following two relations:

> opw)=1; > plwwiwy - we_1) =Y plwiwg - wp_1w).

wEZA,k w
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It is known (see [15]) that for any n > 0, there is a positive integer N = N(n) such that
for any w € ¥4 41—1 with [ > N, there exists a probability vector p € A; such that

Pl )| <, ) > I

We discard the trivial case where ® = 0 and fix n > 0 such that n < ¢/(m*||®|).
Ny Ak||2|
C’ Cie

w € F(a,n, 2 %) )

such that 6 = 6, then |w| = hg + k — 1. Fix a p € A} as described above. Consider the
Markov measure v, corresponding to p (see [I5] for the definition and related properties).
For any word v € T () we have

i) = ) TL 0" = ik TL v =

Now take any n > max{—,——1} and fixa 6 € Pkn) Take

where
p(al P ak)

tlar---a .
(a1 ax) = >oeplar - ag_q¢€)
Thus p-I'(0) < vp(Uyer(glv]) <1 and consequently

m" G(u

re) <

1
P ful=k

Since Cin < |w| = hg + k —1 < Cyn, we have hy ~ n when n — oo. Notice that
n/mF+t < t(u) < 1, thus

logI'(0) < O(E) _|_O(|lo—§77|) - Z ?logt(u)

hg n =k ]
< (1) + 0Ly 5™ pu)log t(u) + mPn(| 1o + (k + 1) log m)
|u|=k
(5.6) = o, + (1) + O™ 1 Oy 10 ).

Now we estimate n/hg. Let xg € [w]. By (4£4) we have
—n = C(¥) = 2|V}, + ¥min < Y| (20) < SU[P}MM(HJ) < -n,
re|w

Since n > Ny /Cy, we have |w| > Cin > Ny. Thus [|¢), — S‘w@kHoo < |wle. We get
—n — C() = 2| T[[% + Upin — Cone < Sjyn(wo) < —n+ Cane.
Notice that vy, is negative and |w| = hg + k — 1, thus

(5.7) —n—C(¥) = 2||¥||7 + VUpin — Cone < Shgzzk(:ng) < —n + Cone + k|| V]|
On the other hand
She¥r(x0)

= Y M0 = X i) +mtOG)
lul=k |ul=Fk
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[ By + 00) = 03) + O(0) = 0.(05) + 00 + O,
Combining this with (5.7)) and the fact that || ¥|;/n = o(1) we get
o =~ Waly) +0(e) +0() + o(1).
Combine (5.6) and (5.8) we get

log[(6) _ hy, +o0(1) + O(XE) + O(y] log )
m S T (n) 7 O00) T O + oD)

(5.8)

(5.9)

Next we show that |®,(v,) —a| < 5e. Since w € F(a, n, 2, ®*) W), there exists yo € [w]
such that S}, ¢k (yo)/|w| — a| < 2e. Note that |w| = hg,, + k — 1, we have

19, (1) — ] <28 (1) — a| + s (1) — D) ()]

< | [ —al+e=| 3 pw)dnlen) —al +e
Jul=k
O, (u) ~ ~
< 1Y 205 ) — ol + mEnlldul 4
lu|=k w
¢ 3
< | h92¢k(x)—a|+mkn\|<1>||—l—e ( for any z € [w])
O
S} 01 () 2%
< [P ol byl ++ ,”,” (for any = € [u)
S| 0k(x)  Sjui Pk (¥0) 5w¢k(y) 2k||® ||
< 2k 2] + 2 + mFy||®|| + € + 2k 2] < d | + mFn||®|| + 3e.
|w |w Cin

By our choice of 7 we have mFn||®|| < e. Moreover, since n > 4k||®||/(C1e) we have
4k||®||/(Cin) < e. Thus |P.(vp) — af < Be.

Again by the compactness of the set {v : |®,(v)—a| < 5¢} and the upper semi-continuity
of hy,, Combining (5.4]), (5.5) and (5.9]) we conclude that

thllp logf(oz,n,e,@,\lf) < sup hy+0(77|10g77|)
n—o0 n T . () —al<se —Tx(v) +O(e) + O(n)

Let n — 0 we get (5.3). O

Proof of Lemma [5.71 At first we assume ® € Cpo(X4,7T). By B:2) we get Ppin < @ <
P nax. Since @) is additive, we have ®pin < qﬁk min = <I>frlfl)n < <I>(k) = Ok max < Prax-

For n € N, write n = pk 4+ s with 0 < s < k. Write C = C(®), by using the almost
additivity of ® for each 0 < j < k — 1 we have

p—2

dn(@) < 6i(@)+ Y k(T 0) + G (o peryy (TP VF) + pC
=0
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p—2
< pC+3K||D| + > ¢p(T9HF2),
=0

hence

k—1p—2
bn(z) < pC + 3k||®| + o (T k)
7=01=0
ST ~ ]
< pC+ 5K + D Gr(T7a)/k < Sud(a) +pC + 5k| ]| + = n

j=0

Similarly we have ¢, (z) > S, ¢p(z) — pC — 5k||®|| — ”q)”kn hence

~ o c @
b — Sndilloe < pC + 5k||®| + ” kan and ||® — ®®) |, < -+ | ka 0 (k — o0).

If & = (®',--- , &) € Coo(Xa, T, d), applying the result just proven to each component
of ® we get the result. O

5.3. £(a) < D(«). Tt is contained in Proposition [§ (see Section [7]).

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.2](2)

We need to describe the ¥- and ®- dependence of the function A = Ag. Recall that

! P,
A3 (a,€) = limsup og fla,n, e, &, )

n—00 n

and we know that A (a,€) \, AJ () as € \, 0.
Lemma 6.1. (1) Assume U, Y € C,,(X4,T), then we have

1 1
(6.1) ID(W) — D(T)| < 3logm - (1 + W) (1 + ’)H\y — Yl

(2) Assume d := ||¥ — YTllim < 1/(4C2(V)). Let ©,0 € Cuo(X4,T,d). Fizn >0 and
let p € Lo. Then for any o € B(f,n) N Ly we have

2Cy(¥) logm
Y max|

where ag = ||® — O|im and kK = (¥, T, ) = 18||P||Co (V)| Y min|/| Y max]-

(6.2) AY() < 50 + (1 — Co(W)50)AE (B, ag + wdy + 21),

Let us prove Theorem (2). Suppose first that ¥ is Holder continuous. Let ¢ be the
solution of the equation P(t¥) = 0 and p be the unique equilibrium state of t¥, where
P(tW) is the topological pressure of t¥. The measure p is ergodic ([7]), and dimgy ¥4 =
dimg 4 ([8]). Moreover t is also the box dimension of (X4, dy). Consequently, ¢t = D(¥)
by ([235). Let @« = ®,(u). By the sub-additive ergodic theorem we have u(Eg(a)) = 1,
consequently D(«) = D(V¥). Thus, when VU is a Holder potential the result holds.

Next we assume ¥ € C,. (X4, T). Define ¥ according to (5.2)), then we have
lim [ — T, =0 and  [Wiax] < [TUL] < [Wrninl.

n—00
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and by (6.1) we have lim,_,, D(¥(™) = D(¥). Let p, be the unique equilibrium state
of D(U(™) . W™ and define a,, = ®,(p1,). Then o, € Ly and Ag(n) (o) = D(T™). Let
a be a limit point of the sequence {a, : n € N}. Without loss of generality we assume
a = limy, o ay,. By (6.2) we have

n 20, (T™)1
(63) AL (an) < 2(@ ) 0+ (L= Ca(U )5 (s i + 2)
where 6, := ||¥ — ¥ ||;,, and
1 18| 2| Co (¥™) | min|
(n)y — - — o —
02(\II ) - ! |\Ij£r?ézx|7 " |qlmax| = |a Oén|‘

By Lemma 51 we have Co(¥(™) < 14 1/|¥yax], thus we can rewrite (6.3)) as
D(U™) < di6, + AG (o, daby + 211).

Letting n tend to oo we get D(¥) < AZ(a). By the definition of box dimension we have
dimp ¥4 < D(¥). Thus we have

D(¥) < A} (a) = dimy Egp(a) < dimy X4 < dimpg X4 < D(0),
and we get the equality. O

Proof of Lemma (1) Write ¥ = (¢,)72; and T = (v,,)72 . By the definition of
Il [1im, for any 6 > || — Y|}, there exist N € N, such that for any n > N we have

Un(x) —nd < vp(x) < Pp(x) 4+ nd,
consequently for any w € ¥ 4 , with |w| large enough we have
Ulw]e ™10 < T[w] < UwleP.
Given w € B, (¥), by (£3) and ([£4) we have

e ¥min=C(V)=[I¥|[5 —n(1+C2(¥)8) Tw] < e~ n(1=C2(¥)3)

This implies that there exists u < w such that u & B[n(l—Cg(\Il)é)](T)v hence we have
(6.4) H#B((1—Co(0)9)) (T) < #Bn (V).

Let c1(n) = —Wpyin + C(V) + || T]|5. We have ¢;(n) > 0 and ¢i1(n) = o(n). Write
w = uw’. The same proof as that of the claim in Proposition Bl yields |w'| < (¢1(n) +
2nCo(¥)6 + C(Y))/| Y max|- Thus we can conclude that

(6.5) #B1u1-ca(uyn) (1) = #Bo(W)m (100 +20CDIHC0) [T
Combining (6.4)), (65) and (Z.5) we get

(1= Co(®)3) D(Y) < D(W) < (1 — Co()3) DY) + 2C5(¥)5log 1/ T .
By using (Z.8) we get |[D(V) — D(T)| < a(m, ¥, T)d, where

1 1
a(m, U, T) = 3C5(W)Co(T) log m = 3(1 + m) (1 n m) log m.
Since § > || U — Y||jim is arbitrary, we get |[D(¥) — D(Y)| < a(m, ¥, T)|[|¥ — T ||jim-
(2) Now let ®,0 € Cpo(X4,T,d). Fix 0 < e < ||®?|, B € Lo, @ € B(8,n) N Ly, and

0> |¥ — T|1im-
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Let w € F(a,n,e,®, V). There exists x € [w] such that ‘¢‘w|(:17) — |wla| < |wle. We

have seen in proving (1) that w = uw’ with u € By, —cy(w)sy (T) and
'] < (e1(n) + 2nCa(¥)d + C(T)) /T max|-

Notice that diam(Lg) < ||®]], thus |a| < ||®||. So we have

|Gy () = Juler| < |y (@) = G ()] + |G (@) — [wla| + [w']|af
< 2] |2 +20(®) + [wle + [w'[la] < 4] - || @[+ 2|C(P)] + [ule
'] - [|2] +2!C(‘I’)\>.
Jul

= |ul (e +
Since 0 < ¢1(n) = o(n), for large n we have

In||®||Cy (W
al!| - 9] + 210(@)| < 22N 5

T [ Tmax|
Moreover if § < 1/(2C3(V)), then

n
> — >
lul > C1(T)n(1 — C2(¥)6) > o]
Thus we get
Alw'| - || @] +2|C(@)] _ 18]|2[|C2 ()| Lumin]
|ul - | T max]

= k(¥,T,P)J = Ko.

Fix any a > ||© — ®||j,. For n large enough we have
|0y (2) = JulB] < |0j(@) — G ()] + |y (x) — ule] + |ul]a — B
< alu| + (e + kd)|u| + nju| = (a + € + k6 + n)|ul.
As aresult u € F(S, [n(1 — Co(¥)d)],a + €+ kd + 1,0, T). Thanks to our control of |w/|,

we can get

_ c1(n)+2nCy(¥)5+C(T)

f(B,[n(1 —C2(¥)d)],a+e+kd+1n,0,T)> fla,n,e,, ¥)m Tmax]|
This yields

2C5(¥) logm
|TmaX|
Letting € | 0, then a | ag, and § | §y we get
205(V) logm
| T max|
2C5(V) logm
- | T max|

A¥(ae) < S+ (1= Co(V)OAL(B,a+ e+ kS +n).

IN

Ag (@) 00 + (1 — Ca(W)b0) A& (B, (ag + Ko +1)+)

8o + (1 — Co(¥)d0)AS (B, ag + Ko + 2n).

7. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.3]

We prove the slighly more general result mentioned in Remark [(2). Suppose that ¢ is
continuous outside a subset E of ¥ 4, bounded and (X 4) C aff(Lg). Also, suppose that
dimg F < X :=sup{D(a) : a € (X4 \ E)Nri(Lg)}. To prepare the proof of our geometric
results, we need the following more general result.
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Proposition 7. Let Z C ¥4 be a closed set such that u(Z) = 0 for any Gibbs measure
w fully supported on 4. For any § > 0 such that A — § > dimyg F, we can construct a
Moran subset © C X4 such that © \ E C Eg(§), dimg © > X\ — § and there exists an
increasing sequence of integers (§;)j>1 such that T9%x & Z for any x € © and any j > 1.

Proof. Fix 6 > 0 such that A —§ > dimg E. Choose oy € £(X¥4 \ F) Nri(Lg) such
that D(ag) > A — /2. Since D is continuous in ri(Lg), we can find n > 0 such that
En := B(agp,n) Naff(Le) C ri(Lg) and for any a € En we have |D(a) — D(ag)| < /2.
Consequently

(7.1) D(a) >A—0 forall ae€ B,

Now we proceed in four steps. The two first steps provide the scheme of the construction
of the set © and a good measure p, a piece of which is supported by ©. The next two steps
complete the construction to ensure that © as the required properties and the dimension
of p restricted to © has a Hausdorff dimension larger than or equal to A — 4.

Step 1: Concatenation of measures. Assume Lg has dimension dy < d and aff(Lg) =
o + U(R% x {0}4=9) where U is a d x d orthogonal matrix. Let jo € N such that
2770/dy < n and define a sequence of sets as follows:

Aj =By N (o + 277700 (2% x {0}%)), j >0.

Then Ag # 0, Aj C Ajqq for any j > 0 and each A; is a finite set. For each o € szo Aj,
we can find a measure u, such that

h
(7.2) D, (up) =a and D(a)=E(a)= 7““, where 7, = — V. (la)-

Let (g5);>1 € (0,1)Y such that >_;€j <oo. For each j > 1 define
A ={(a,j) € Aj}.
For each o = (a, j) € A, we can find a Markov (hence Gibbs) measure j, such that

(7.3) max(|hy, — by, |, 1Be — al, 7o = 7al) <éj,
where 5, = . (1y) and v = =V, (pty).
Let (¢/);>1 and (1/7);>1 be two sequences of Holder potentials defined on X4 such that

(7.4) 29 — Dl < &; and ([ TD) — Wl < g,
where ®U) = (S,,¢7)22; and WU) = (S,17)% ;.
For each w = (0,5) € A x {1,--- ,m}, we denote by p, the restriction of y, to [s] and

v, the probability measure p, /., ([s]).

Now fix any positive integer sequence {L;};>1, we will build a concatenated measure
p on ¥4 with support contained in a small cylinder [¢]. At first we define ¥ € ¥4, and
inductively a sequence of integers {g; : j > 0} and a sequence of measures {p; : j > 0}
such that p; is a measure on ([19], of[u] 19 <u € Xay, }) for each j > 0, and the measures

pj are consistent: for each j > 0 the restriction of pj1 to o{[u] : ¥ < u € X 4,4} is equal
to pj.
Fix £ € ¥4 \ E such that {(Z) = ap and write £ = Z1Z5--- . Since ¢ is continuous at

#, we can choose go € N such that Osc(&, [£]4]) < 2770, where Osc(, V) stands for the
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oscillation of £ over V. Write ¥ := &|4,. Define the probability measure pg to be the trivial
probability measure on ([9], {0, [9]}). Suppose we have defined (g, pr)o<k<; for j > 0 as
desired. To obtain (g;11, pj+1) from (g;, p;j), define gj 11 := g; + Ljy1. For every w € ¥4 4,
with ¢ < w, choose x,, € [w]. Since z,, € [w] C [¢¥] we have

€(zw) — o] = |€(zw) — £(&)] <2770 <.
Notice that by our assumption {(X4) C aff(Lg), thus {(z,) € En' Take a, € Aj41 such
that |¢(zw) — aw| < 27971790y/dy. Let w = (ouy,j + 1,tw), where for each u € Y4, ty

stands for the last letter of u, and it is called the type of u. Then w € ZjH x{1,--+,m}.
For each v € ¥4 1, i1 such that wv is admissible, define

pi+1([we]) = pj([w])re ([twv])-
By construction the family {p; : j > 0} is consistent. Denote by p the Kolmogorov
extension of the sequence (p;);j>o to ([¥],0{[u] : ¥ < u € ¥4.}). This finishes the
construction of the desired measure. Note that g; = go + L1 +---+ L; for any j > 1. Also,
by construction, we have the following formula for the p-mass of any cylinder of generation
larger than go. If ¥ < uw and u € ¥4, with g; <n < gj41, writing u = Jw! - w’ - v with
|wF| = Ly and |v| =n — g;» and denoting Jw! - -- wk by Wy, then

(75) o) = ( TT v (tuicr")) s ),
k=1

where wy, = (ag, ,, Kk, tyw-1) for k=1,--- 5+ 1.
Step 2: Construction of the Moran set ©.
Next we want to specify the integer sequence {L;};>1 and pick out carefully a Moran

set © C [V] such that p(©) > 0 and © has the last property stated in the proposition. We
proceed as follows.

Fix w = (o, j,s) € A; x {1,--- ,m}. For N > 1 Define
Sn¢) (Tx)
s |—————=

9

—al, ‘log Vo ([2]n])

— hy,

Sp? (Tx) ‘
o | <2

Notice that each A; is a finite set, thus by the ergodicity of each p, j), (Z3) and (Z4),
we can fix an integer NN; such that

(7.6) Vo(En(w)) >1—¢;/2, (VN>N;, YwelA; x{l,---,m}).
Define Vy = {v € XaAnNt+1: v]NZ = (])}. By the restriction about Z, there exists an
integer N; such that

(7.7) yw( U m) >1-¢;/2, (YN>N;, Ywed;x{l,--,m}).
veVn
Define Vy(w) = {v € Vy, [v] N En;(w) # 0}. Thus, if N > maX(Nj,Nj), by (7.6) and
(T0) we have
(7.8) w( U 0)z1-g (weB;x {1 m).

veVN (w)

_rya
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Take an integer sequence {L;},>1 such that L; > max(IVj, N]) for 7 > 1 and consider
the associated measure p constructed in step 1. We define the desired Moran set as

O:={zel:Vj>0, ng_la;\Lj+1+1 € VLjH(ax|gj,j +1,24,) }.

By construction, T9 1z ¢ Z for any € © and any j > 0. Define §; = g; — 1, we checked
the last property of ©.

Write wy, = (a$‘gk,17k7$9k71) € A x {1,--- ,m}. For each j > 1, by using (Z.5) and
(T8) we get
p({z €[] : [zlg,] NO #0}) = > pi(dw' - w)

Ywl-wl admissible,
V1<k<j,xg,_wFeVL, (wi)

_ 3 bty S (e, w))

Ywl--wi~1 admissible, IgjfleEVLj (wy)
V1<k<j—1,z4,  wFeVL, (wy)

J
1 j—1
> pimt (' w (1) > T - =),
Yw!-wi~! admissible, =1
V1<k<j—1,24, wheVL, (wi)

v

Since we assumed that £; <1 and ), &; < oo we have
p(©) = lim p({z € [J]: [x]g,]N O #0}) = [[a—ep)>o.
Jj=1
Step 3: Conditions on (L;)j>1 ensuring that © \ E C Eg(&).
For n € {¢,v} and j > 1, let

Var(nj) =sup max max \Snnj(a;) — Snnj(y)\.
n>1 VEXAn z,y€(v]

This number is finite since each 7/ is Holder continuous. By (7.4) we can find integer
sequence M; /oo such that

(7.9) max([[Sn¢’ — dnlloos 1508 —thnlloc) < 2650 (V2> My).
The sequence (L;);>1 can be specified to satisfy the additional properties

Lj = Mj11 and  max(K1(j), K2(5), K3(j)) < €95,
(recall that g; = go + >5_; Lx), where

(K1() = 4L (Var(6¥) + Var(sh));
Kalj) = max aes, ma (nlal, 18067 e 108 Mg, (o
1<n<Nji1
S0 oo )
kK3(j) = (G+1) maxXi<n<Mjiy max([| S’ — dnlloos 15017 T = P loo)-

Let us check that © \ E C E3(§). Let x € ©\ E, n > ¢g; and 5 > 1 such that
gj <n < gjy1. Since n > g; > L;j > Mj41, by (Z9) we have

b (2) —n&(@)] < [[Sn"™ = Pulloo + 82T (&) — né(2))]
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< 2010+ [Spd? T (z) — né()).
For the second term in the right hand side we have (with g_; = 0, o = Qgly and
Lo = go)
|Sn¢? (@) — né ()]

< 184,07 (@) = gj€(@)] + |Sn—g, ¢ TH(T2) — (n — g5)E()]
J J
= S, (@) =) Lrok + Y Liay, — g€ ()]
k=0 k=0
+[Sn—g, ¢ TH (T x) — (n — ;)& ()|
< Y ISL TN T w) - Lpog| + Y Lilag, — €(x)] (=: (I) + (1))
k=0 k=0
S, THT ) — (n — gj)arj (= (11))
+(n — gj)loj1 — &(2)] (= (V).
At first we have
(I) + (I11)

J J
< Z |’5Lk¢]+1 - ¢Lk”00 + Z |’5Lk¢k - ¢LkHOO

k=0 k=0
J
(D180, (T 1) = Ll ) + S, (T%2) = (n = gy)aj 41,
k=0

If Lk < Mj+1, then
I1SL, "' = ¢r,lloe < K3(3)/(5 + 1)
if Ly > Mj+1, then
181, — o1, |l < 2ei L.

Thus we have

J J J
(7.10) Z IS0, = o, lloe < K3(j) + ZZekLk <e€jg;j + ZZekLk-
k=0 k=0 k=0

Since Ly > My > My we also have

J J
(7.11) D IS0, 0" — bryllee <2 erLy.

k=0 k=0
Thus both terms are o(g;) as n — co. Consequently both terms are o(n).

Write wi, = (o, k, g, ,) for K =0,---, 7. By the construction of ©, we have
Tgkil_lx’l/k-f'l =Tg 1" (Tgkilx’Lk) S VLk(wk)7
s0 [zg, , - (T9%1z|r, )] N En,(wg) # 0. Using the definition of En, (wg), since L > Ny,
there exists y € [T91x|r,] such that |Sr, ¢*(y) — Lray| < 2ex Ly, hence

|1, o™ (T9 1) — Lyoy| < 26 Ly, + Var(¢").
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Similarly if n — g(j) > Nj41,
|Sn—g; " TH(T92) = (n = gj)ajpi| < 2541 (n — gj) + Var(¢/*1).
If n — g(j) < Njq1 we trivially have
1Sn—g, & THT92) — (n — gj)oj1] < 2K2(j).
This yields
j .
<Z |SL, " (T ) — LWk’) + |Sng; ¢ (T 2) — (n — gj)ajl
k=0
j+1
2Z€kLk—|—ZVar )+ 2ej41(n — gj) + 2K2(j)

IN

(712) < 2ZEkLk + K1(j) + 2¢j41(n — g;) + 2K2(j) = o(g;) + o(n) = o(n).
k=0

Combining (I0), (Z11) and (ZI2) we get (I) + ([1I) = o(n).

On the other hand, by construction (recall that oy = ax|gk)

6) — ol < €6) — Ela, )| 16, ) = o, | < OselE il ]) +275 /b,

where Ty, 1 the special point in [x|4, ] chosen in the construction of the measure p. Since
x € F, £ is continuous at . We have

klim Osc(€, [xlg,]) + 27770\ /dy = 0.
—00
Thus limg o o = &(x) and we conclude that (I1) + (IV) = o(n). As a result |¢,(z) —
né(x)| = o(n), thus = € E3(&). This finishes the proof of © \ E C Eg(§).
Step 4: dimyg © > \ — 4.

Let us compute the local lower dimension d p(:n) for any x € ©. By using similar estimates
as above, for any x € © we can prove that (with o} = (Oéx‘gk—l k)

’ - wn Z Lk’YJk - - gj)70j+1’ = O(n)v

| —log p([z ZLkhugk —(n=gj)hy,, | = o(n).

By (1)), (Z2) and (Z3)) we have liminf;_, s, /Yo; = A — 6. For any y € [z],] we have
| (y) — ¥n(x)| = o(n), thus we get diam([z|,]) = ¥[z|,] = exp(¢¥n(z) +o(n)). Combining
the above two relations we conclude that

log p([]n])
d,(z )—hnnilgfm>)\—5.

Since p(©) > 0, by the mass distribution principle we get dimyg © > A — 4§ (see [29]). O

A slight modification of the above proof with £ taken constant yields the following
proposition:
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Proposition 8. Assume Z C X 4 is a closed set such that u(Z) = 0 for any Gibbs measure
w fully supported on X 4. For any o € Lg, we can construct a subset © C Eg(a) such that
dimyg © > E(a) and there exists an integer sequence g; /* oo such that T9x ¢ Z for any
x € O and any j > 1. In particular, £(a) < D(a).

Proof of Theorem 2.3l (1’) Since dimy E < A — §, by Proposition [7] we have dimy (0 \
E) = dimy © > \ — 0. Consequently dimy Fg(£) > dimg(© \ E) > A —¢. Since § > 0 is
arbitrary, we get dimpy Fg(§) > .

Now we assume £ is continuous everywhere.

(2) If £(X4) C Lo, the construction of a Moran subset of F¢(£) can be done around
any point of X 4, like in the proof of Proposition [l The only difference is that in this case
the dimension of this set is of no importance. Hence, E3(&) is dense.

(3) If
sup{D(«a) : v € {(X4) N1i(La)} = sup{D(a) : a € {(Xa) N Lo} =: 0,

then at first we have dimy Eg(§) > 6. On the other hand by definition we have Fg (&) C
Eg(£(X4) N Le). Thus by Proposition [6, we have dimp Fg(£) < 6. So we get

dimH Ecp(f) = dimp Eq;(f) =0.

(4) Assume d =1 and £(X4) C Lg. Notice that in this case Ly = a1, o] is an interval.
Thus by Proposition [ and Theorem 22, D is continuous on Lg. Assume oy € &(X4)
such that D(ag) = sup{D(a) : o € £&(X4)}. If ap € (a1,a2), by (3) we conclude. Now
assume ap = «p. If a7 is not isolated in &(X4), still by (3) and the continuity of D,
we get the result. If oy is isolated in £(X4), then by the continuity of £, we can find a
cylinder [w] C ¥4 such that &([w]) = a3. From this we get Fg(§) D Eg(aq) N[w]. Thus
dimg Eg(§) > D(aq) and the result holds. If ag = ag, the proof is the same. O

8. PROOFS OF RESULTS IN SECTION [

We will use the following lemma, which is standard and essentially the same as Lemma
5.1 in [21] (the proof is elementary).

Lemma 8.1. Let X and Y be metric spaces and x : X — Y a surjective mapping with the
following property: there exists a function N : (0,00) — N with log N(r)/logr — 0 when
r — 0 such that for any r > 0, the pre-image x~*(B) of any r-ball in Y can be covered
by at most N(r) sets in X of diameter less than r. Then for any set E C Y we have
dimy E > dimy x~1(E).

Proof of Proposition Bl Condition (4) implies that x : (¥4,dw) — (J,d) is Lipschitz
continuous, thus we have dimy F < dimy x~!(E).

For the converse inequality, let us check the condition of the above lemma. Let B C J
be a ball of radius r, let n € N such that e < r < e! ™. Define
5 ={w e B,(V): R,NB # 0}.

One checks that {[w] : w € G’} is an r-covering of xy~!(B). Define N(r) := #G%. Let us
estimate the number #G%. Clearly, #G; > 1. By condition (4), for each w € G, Ry, is
32



contained in a ball of radius KV [w] < Ke™", thus

U R, C B(y,r+2Ke™) C B(y,(e +2K)e™ "),

weGy

where y is the center of B. On the other hand, by Lemma [£.2](1) there exists C' > 0 such
that |w| < Cn for any w € B,(¥), thus 5, = o(|w|) = o(n) for any w € B,(¥). By
construction, the interiors of the sets R,,, w € G5, are disjoint and each R,, contains a
ball of radius

K1 exp (7)) ) V[w] = K 'e?Mulw] = K e oM
by Lemma[2l (2). Thus #G% < K (e4+2K)¥ ¢?™. So we conclude that log N (r)/log r =
log #G';/logr — 0 as r — 0. Thus by lemma B1], we can conclude that dimy E >
dimy x " H(E). O
Pr0(~)f of Lemma [3.1] At first we shNOW that JNV = J\ Zoo, consequently by the SOSC,
J\ Zso # 0 and we get 0 # x"H(J \ Zoo) = 24\ Zoo. In fact

yGJ\ZOO & yeJandVn>13x€Xy st yeint(Ry,) = fy, (V)
& yeJandVn>13zely st yeint(Ry,) = fy, (V)
& yednV.

By construction, x : ¥4\ Zoo — J \ Zoo is surjective. Since J \ Zoo = JNV, it is ready
to show that x is also injective.

Next we show that T(X4 \ Zoo) C X4 \ Zoo- Take € X4\ Zo. If Tax € Z,, then
we can find ng € N such that x(Tz) € fry), (0V). Consequently x(z) = fo,(x(T2)) €
Jar (F1afg (OV)) = far © f1a)y (OV) = fa),, 1 (OV), which is a contradiction. Next we show

that for any Gibbs measure p we have p(Zss) = 0. Define Z,, := Uwesa ., jwj<n fw(0V)

and Z,, = X_l(Zn). The sequence (Zy,),>1 is non decreasing and Z = |J,;~ Zy. Since the
IF'S is conformal we can easily get T'(Z,) C Z,—1 forn > 1 and T'(Zy) C Zo. Consequently
T(Zy,) C Zy. By the ergodicity we have p(Z,) = 0 or 1. By the SOSC, ¥ 4\ Z,, is nonempty
and open, thus by the Gibbs property of u we get u(¥4 \ Z,) > 0, hence u(Z,) = 0.
Consequently 1(Z) = 0. At last, from T'(Z,) C Z,, we easily get T(Zs) C Zoo. O

Proof of Theorem (1) At first we notice that by the property (4) assumed in the
construction of J the mapping x is Lipschitz. This is enough to get the desired upper
bounds from Theorem 2.2](1).

Now we deal with the lower bound for dimensions and the equality L = Lg. We notice
that the inclusion Ly C Lg holds by construction.

Suppose J is a conformal repeller. Since we have Yy oT = go x on X4 and x is surjective,
it is seen that x ' (Fs(a)) = Ez(a) for any a € Lz. Thus Le = Lz and by Proposition
Bl we have dimy Fg(a) = dimy Ez(a).

Suppose J is the attractor of a conformal IFS with SOSC. Let o € L. Let Z = x~L(aV).

The set Z is closed and by Lemma 3] u(Z) = 0 for any Gibbs measure p. By Proposition

B we can construct a Moran set © C Eg(a) such that dimy(0) > (o) = dimy Eg(a)

and there exists a sequence g; /* oo such that 7%z ¢ Z for any x € © and any j > 1.

The last property means that © C ¥4 \ Z. Since x is a bijection between ¥4 \ Z and

J\Zoo, we conclude that y~!ox(6) = ©, thus by Proposition Bl dimg x(0) = dimyz © >
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dimy Eg(a). Since we also have x o T = go x on X4 \ Zo, we get that x(0) C Eg(a).
Thus a € Le and dimy Eg(a) > dimy Eg(a).

(2) Take E = J in Proposition [ then use (1) and Theorem [Z.2](2). O
Proof of Theorem B.3. Define £ := ¢ o y.

Case 1: J is a conformal repeller. One checks easily that x ' (Eg(€)) = Eg(€). Then the
result is a consequence of Theorem [3.2] Theorem [2.3] and Proposition [l

Case 2: J is the attractor of a conformal IFS with SOSC. We conclude by using Proposition
[7, Theorem 23], Proposition Bl and the same argument as in the proof of Theorem O

Proof of Theorem B.4. Let ¢ = @, then F(J,§) = E(£). To show the result we need
only to check the condition of Theorem B.3] and the only condition we need to check is
that

(8.1) sup{Ds () : w € £(J) Nri(Lgp)} = sup{Dg(a) : « € £&(J) N La }.

Notice that in this special case we have £(J) = J and Ly = Co(J), thus &£(J) N Le = J.
Recall that in this case Lg¢ is a convex polyhedron, thus by Proposition @ and Theorem
B2l Dg is continuous on Lg. Thus the supremum in the right hand side of (x) can be
reached. If the maximum is attained in ri(Lg), then the result is obvious. Now suppose
that there exists ag € (Lo \ ri(Lg)) N J such that Dg(ap) = sup{Ds(a) : € J}. By the
structure of J, it is ready to see that B(ag,d) N J Nri(Lg) # O for any 6 > 0. By the
continuity of Dy, (81]) holds immediately. (]
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