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SUPERCRITICAL HOLES

NIKITA SIDOROV

ABSTRACT. For a mapS : X → X and an open setH ⊂ X we defineJH(S) to be the set of
points inX whoseS-orbit avoidsH . We say that a holeH0 is supercritical if

(i) for any holeH such thatH0 ⊂ H the setJH(S) is either empty or contains only fixed points
of S;

(ii) for any holeH such thatH ⊂ H0 the Hausdorff dimension ofJH(S) is positive.
The purpose of this note is to show that for anyβ ∈ (1, 2] there exists a continuum of supercritical
holes for theβ-transformation which are naturally parametrized by Sturmian words. We also
prove that any cyclic Pisot automorphism of a torus has a supercritical hole (subject to a standard
number-theoretic conjecture). Furthermore, we show that asupercritical hole can be arbitrarily
large. Our methods are symbolic in nature.

1. INTRODUCTION AND INITIAL RESULTS

The present paper is concerned with an area of dynamics whichis usually referred to as “maps
with holes” or “open maps”. Let us remind the reader the basicset-up: letX be a compact (or
precompact) metric space andS : X → X be a map with positive topological entropy. Let
H ⊂ X be an open set which we treat as ahole.

We denote byJH(S) the set of all points inX whoseS-orbit does not intersectH. In other
words,

JH(S) = X \
∞⋃

n=−∞
S−nH

if S is invertible or

JH(S) = X \
∞⋃

n=0

S−nH

if it is not. Clearly,JH(S) is S-invariant, and in a number of recent papers certain dynamical
properties of the exclusion mapS|JH(S) have been studied – see, e.g., [4] and the references
therein.

We believe a more immediate issue here is the “size” of the setJH(S) – after all, if it is
countable (or, even worse, empty), any questions regardingthe dynamics of the exclusion map
become vacuous.
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It feels like a plausible speculation that ifH is “large”, thenJH(S) can contain only fixed
points ofS. On the other hand, if it is “small”, then one would expect theHausdorff dimension
of JH(S) to be positive. Our goal is to establish some quantitative bounds for such claims – and
in fact disprove the former (see Corollary 3.4 below).

Our main example isX = [0, 1) andTx = 2x mod 1, the famous doubling map. Assume first
thatH is symmetric about1/2, i.e.,H = Ha := (a, 1− a) for somea ∈ (0, 1/2).

Note first that ifa < 1/3, thenJHa
(T ) = {0}, since for anyx in (a/2n, a/2n−1) or in (1 −

a/2n−1, 1 − a/2n) with n ≥ 1, we haveT n(x) ∈ (a, 2a) or (1 − 2a, 1 − a), both being subsets
of Ha.

On the other hand, ifa ≥ 1/3, then the 2-cycle{1/3, 2/3} does not intersectHa. Let us give
a general definition:

Definition 1.1. Let Fix(S) = {x ∈ S : Sx = x}. We say that a holeH0 is first order critical for
S if

(i) for any holeH such thatH0 ⊂ H we haveJH(S) ⊂ Fix(S);
(ii) for any holeH such thatH ⊂ H0 we haveJH(S) 6⊂ Fix(S).

Thus,H1/3 is a first order critical hole forT . If we keep increasinga towards1/2, we start
getting more and more cycles inJHa

(T ); for instance, ifa ≥ 2/5, then the 4-cycle 0110 (with
the usual symbolic partition[0, 1/2) ↔ 0 and[1/2, 1) ↔ 1) lies outside the hole.

Once we have run through all these2n-cycles, we reach another critical value,a∗ ≈ 0.425
whose binary expansion is the famous Thue-Morse sequence:

0110 1001 1001 0110 1001 0110 . . .

It is known that ifa < a∗, thenJHa
(T ) is infinite countable; ifa > a∗, thendimH(JHa

(T )) > 0
– see [14, 2]1. This calls for another definition:

Definition 1.2. We say that a holeH0 is second order criticalfor S if
(i) for any holeH such thatH0 ⊂ H we havedimH(JH(S)) = 0;

(ii) for any holeH such thatH ⊂ H0 we havedimH(JH(S)) > 0.

Consequently,(a∗, 1−a∗) is a second order critical hole forT . We see that there is a substantial
distance between the first order and second order symmetric critical holes for the doubling map.
If we regarda as time, then one may say that it takes long forT to accommodate all these
cycles, quite in line with the standard notion of “route to chaos via period doubling” common in
one-dimensional dynamics.

Let us give the central definition of this note which in a way combines the previous ones:

Definition 1.3. We say that a holeH0 is supercriticalfor S if
(i) for any holeH such thatH0 ⊂ H we haveJH(S) ⊂ Fix(S);

(ii) for any holeH such thatH ⊂ H0 we havedimH(JH(S)) > 0.

In other words, a supercritical hole is a hole which is both offirst and second order. It is not
obviousa priori that such holes even exist.

1Technically, [2] deals with the space of uniqueβ-expansions but the symbolic model is the same.
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Proposition 1.4. The holesH0 = (1/4, 1/2) andH ′
0 = (1/2, 3/4) are supercritical for the

doubling mapT .

Proof. We will prove the first claim; the second one is obtained by swapping 0 and 1. Let us
check both conditions of Definition 1.3.
(i) SinceT−1(H0) = (1/8, 1/4) ∪ (5/8, 3/4), one can easily check that

JH0
(T ) = [0, 1) \

∞⋃

n=0

T−n(H0) =

∞⋃

n=0

T−n({0}),

i.e., the set of binary rationals in[0, 1). Hence ifH0 ⊂ H, then all the preimages of1/2 disappear
from JH(T ), which impliesJH(T ) = {0}.

(ii) This follows from the proof of Theorem 2.4 below, however we believe it is worth giving
a separate proof, especially since it is the same in spirit asthe aforementioned one – but much
simpler, so the reader may benefit from it.

Fix n ≥ 2 and putun = 10n. Now let Ỹn be the set of 0-1 sequences each of which is
constructed from the blocksun, un+1 without any restrictions.

PutΣ = {0, 1}N and letσ : Σ → Σ denote the shift onΣ, i.e.,

σ(w1, w2, w3, . . . ) = (w2, w3, . . . ).

Put
Yn = {σkw | k ≥ 0, w ∈ Ỹn}.

In other words,Yn consists of the sequences of the formw′w, wherew′ = σkun or σkun+1

for k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n + 1} andw ∈ Ỹn. It is clear thatYn is shift-invariant and the topological
entropy ofσ|Yn is positive – see, e.g., [7, Lemma 10]. HenceZn := π(Yn) is T -invariant, and
dimH Zn = h(σ|Yn)/ log 2 > 0.

Let nowH ⊂ H0. We claim that

(1.1) Zn ⊂ JH(T ) for sufficiently largen.

To prove this, we will show that

(1.2) maxYn = (un)
∞, minYn = σ(un+1)(un+1)

∞,

wherew∞ stands forwww . . . Indeed,maxYn must begin with 1, whence it must begin with
eitherun or un+1, and clearly, the former is larger if followed by 1. Hence follows the first
relation in (1.2). The second relation is proved analogously.

Thus, the maximum sequence inYn which begins with 0 is0(10n)∞ and minimum sequence
which begins with 1 is(10n+1)∞. As n → ∞, we see that these two tend to010∞ and10∞

respectively, which are the binary expansions of1/4 and1/2 respectively. This yields (1.1).
Consequently,dimH(JH(T )) ≥ dimH(Zn) > 0. �

Remark1.5. Alternatively, one can consider the space

Σn = {w ∈ Σ : wk = 1 =⇒ wk+j = 0, j = 1, . . . , n}
and prove in exactly the same way as above thatπ(Σn) ⊂ JH(T ) for all n large enough. A
similar construction will be used in Section 4.
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In the next section we will construct a continuum of supercritical holes forT and extend our
construction to beta-transformations in Section 3.

2. STURMIAN HOLES

For our purposes we need to define Sturmian systems. We will adapt our exposition to our
needs; for a detailed survey and proofs of the auxiliary results stated below see [8, Section 2].

Let γ ∈ (0, 1/2) \Q and let its continued fraction expansion be denoted by[d1+1, d2, d3, . . . ]
with d1 ≥ 1 (in view ofγ < 1/2). Letpn/qn stand for the finite continued fraction[d1+1, . . . , dn]
(in least terms). We define the sequence of 0-1 words given byγ as follows: s−1 = 1, s0 =
0, sn+1 = sdn+1

n sn−1, n ≥ 0.
Let |w| denote the length of a wordw and let|w|1 stand for the number of 1’s inw. It is well

known that|sn|1 = pn and|sn| = qn for everyn ≥ 1. Sincesn+1 begins withsn andqn → ∞, we
conclude that there exists the limits∞(γ) = limn→∞ sn. This word is calledthe characteristic
word given byγ. Since|sn|1/|sn| = pn/qn → γ asn→ ∞, the1-ratio of s∞(γ) is γ.

Define theSturmian system given byγ as follows:

Xγ = {σns∞(γ) : n ∈ N}.

It is known thatXγ is a perfect set andσ|Xγ
is minimal and has zero entropy. It is also known

that any sequencew in Xγ which starts with 1 is a combination of blocks10d1 and10d1+1. If w
starts with 0, it actually starts with0d11 or 0d1+11, with the above rule valid for the rest ofw. In
particular, the blocks of 0’s are bounded for a givenγ.

Putπ(w1, w2, . . . ) =
∑∞

n=1wn2
−n. It is obvious thatπ|Xγ

is an injection. From the above
it follows thatKγ := π(Xγ) is aT -invariant Cantor set of zero Hausdorff dimension in(0, 1)
which does not contain1/2 (since1/2 has the binary expansion with an unbounded number of
0’s or 1’s).

Remark2.1. The setKγ has been considered in [3] where the authors proved in particular that
any orderedT -invariant subset of[0, 1] must beKγ for someγ or its finite version forγ ∈ Q.

Recall that forw,w′ ∈ Σ we have thatw is lexicographically lessthanw′ if wk < w′
k for the

smallestk such thatwk 6= w′
k. (Notation:w ≺ w′.) It is clear thatw � w′ ⇐⇒ π(w) ≤ π(w′).

Let H0(γ) denote the hole inKγ which contains1/2. More precisely, let 0-max(γ) de-
note the lexicographically largest sequence inXγ which starts with 0; similarly, we define
1-min(γ). It is known that the minimum sequence inXγ is in fact 0s∞(γ) and the maxi-
mum is1s∞. Consequently, 0-max(γ) = 01s∞(γ) and 1-min(γ) = 10s∞(γ), andH0(γ) =
(π(01s∞(γ)), π(10s∞(γ))). Clearly, the length ofH0(γ) equals1/4.

Definition 2.2. We callH0(γ) theSturmian holeassociated withγ.

Example 2.3. Let γ = (3 −
√
5)/2 = [2, 1, 1, 1, . . . ]. Heresn+1 = snsn−1, which implies that

s∞(γ) is none other than the Fibonacci word

f = 010010100100101001010 . . .
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Hence

π−1H0((3−
√
5)/2) = (01010010100100101001010 . . . ,

10010010100100101001010 . . .),

andH0

(
3−

√
5

2

)
≈ (0.322549, 0.572549). We see that there is a significant bias here to the left

of the midpoint. (It is even bigger ifγ is close to 0, since in this cased1 is large, and thus,
maxH0(γ) – whose binary expansion begins with10d1 – is close to1/2.)

Theorem 2.4.A Sturmian holeH0(γ) is supercritical for the doubling mapT for any irrational
γ ∈ (0, 1/2).

Proof. (i) We want to show first that

(2.1) Kγ = JH0(γ)(T ) \ {0}.
Note that

JH0(γ)(T ) \ {0} = (0, 1) \
∞⋃

n=0

T−nH0(γ).

Firstly, we show that

(2.2) Kγ ∩
∞⋃

n=0

T−nH0(γ) = ∅.

It suffices to prove thatKγ ∩ T−nH0(γ) = ∅ for all n ≥ 0. SinceKγ is T -invariant, we have
T−nKγ ⊃ Kγ, whence it suffices to showT−nKγ ∩ T−nH0(γ) = ∅ for all n ≥ 0. This follows
fromH0(γ) ∩Kγ = ∅, which proves (2.2).

If Kγ ∪
⋃∞
n=0 T

−nH0(γ) were not all of(0, 1), then this would mean that one of the holes
in Kγ does not intersect this union. This is however impossible, since

⋃∞
n=0 T

−nH0(γ) ⊃⋃∞
n=0 T

−n({1/2}), which is the set of all binary rationals in(0, 1), a dense subset of(0, 1).
This contradiction proves (2.1).

Now supposeH0(γ) ⊂ H; we haveJH0(γ)(T ) ⊃ JH(T ), whence by (2.1),JH(T ) ⊂ Kγ.
If x 6= 0 and x ∈ JH(T ), thenx ∈ Kγ, and by the minimality ofT |Kγ

and the fact that
minH0(γ) ∈ Kγ , there existsn ∈ N such thatT n(x) ∈ (minH,minH0(γ)), which contradicts
x ∈ JH(T ). HenceJH(T ) = {0}.

(ii) Similarly to the proof of Proposition 1.4 above, we define X̃γ,n to be the set of all sequences

constructed out of the blockssn andsn+1 and putXγ,n = {σkw | k ≥ 0, w ∈ X̃γ,n}. Thus, each
sequence inXγ,n is of the formw′w, wherew′ = σksn or σksn+1 andw is a block sequence
whose each block is eithersn or sn+1.

We claim that

(2.3) Xγ,n → Xγ, n→ ∞, in the Hausdorff metric.

Sinceσ|Xγ
is minimal, for each sequenceu ∈ Xγ and eachδ > 0 there existsk ≥ 0 such that

dist(u, σks∞(γ)) < δ, where, as usual, dist(x, y) = 2−min{j≥1 | xj 6=yj}. To prove (2.3), we first
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show that for eachk ≥ 0 there existsw ∈ Xγ,n such that

(2.4) dist(w, σks∞(γ)) < δ.

Supposek < qn. Then the sequencew = σk(sn)(sn)
∞ satisfies (2.4) withδ = 2−qn−1. Indeed,

s∞(γ) always begins withsnsn−1 . . . : if dn+1 = 1, thensn+1 = snsn−1 and if dn+1 ≥ 2, then
sn+1 = snsn∗, andsn always begins withsn−1. Hencew andσks∞(γ) agree at least on the first
|sn−1| = qn−1 coordinates.

On the other hand, ifw ∈ Xγ,n, thenw begins with either(σksn)sn−1 with k < qn or
(σksn+1)sn with k < qn+1. Since bothsnsn−1 andsn+1sn are prefixes ofs∞(γ), we conclude
that in either caseσk(s∞(γ)) is at a distance less than or equal to2−qn−1 fromw again.

Now supposeH ⊂ H0(γ). By (2.3), there existsn such thatπ(Xγ,n) ⊂ JH(T ). Hence
dimH(JH(T )) > 0. �

Remark2.5. Note that asH0(γ) → H0 from Proposition 1.4 asγ → 0. This follows from the
fact thats∞(γ) begins with0d1 and consequently, tends to the zero sequence asγ → 0. The
wordsun andun+1 in the proof of Proposition 1.4 are analogues ofsn andsn+1 respectively.

Since the Fibonacci word is the largest among characteristic words, we havemaxγ H0(γ) =

H0((3−
√
5)/2). Therefore, the set{minH0(γ) | γ ∈ (0, 1/2) \Q} is dense in(1/4,minH0((3−√

5)/2)) ≈ (0.25, 0.322549).

Proposition 2.6. Leth(x) = 1 − |2x− 1| be the tent map on[0, 1]. Thenh has a continuum of
supercritical holes as well. In particular,(1/4, 1/2) and(3/4, 1) are such.

Proof. As is well known (see, e.g., [6, Section 1.8]),h is conjugate to the doubling map, with the
following re-codingw 7→ u of 0-1 sequences:u1 = w1 and fork ≥ 2,

uk =

{
wk, #{m ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1} : wm = 1} is even,

1− wk, otherwise.

For instance, the cylinder[w1 = 0, w2 = 1] for T is [u1 = 0, u2 = 1] for h, whereas[w1 =
1, w2 = 0] for T is now [u1 = 1, u2 = 1] for h. By doing so, we can re-code any Sturmian hole
for h. �

3. BETA-TRANSFORMATIONS

3.1. Beta-transformations. Let β > 1 andTβx = βx mod 1 be theβ-transformation. As is
well known,Tβ has⌈β⌉ branches; if we associate the digitj with thejth branch, then the set of
all β-admissiblesequences isXβ which can be explicitly described as follows:w = (wk)

∞
1 ∈ Xβ

if and only if σkw ≺ a1a2 . . . , whereak = ⌊T kβ (1)⌋, k ≥ 1 (see [9]). Consequently,

(3.1) 1 =
a1
β

+
a2
β2

+
a3
β3

+ . . .

Putπβ(w) =
∑∞

k=1wkβ
−k. Thenπβ : Xβ → [0, 1) is 1-to-1, except for a countable set of

sequences. It is also known that

(3.2) w � w′ ⇐⇒ πβ(w) ≤ πβ(w
′) if w,w ∈ Xβ.
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Assume now that1 < β ≤ 2. By the above,Xβ ⊂ Σ, and this inclusion is proper ifβ < 2.
Let βk denote the unique root ofxk+1 = xk + 1 which lies in(1, 2). It is obvious thatβk ↓ 1
ask → +∞. It follows from Parry’s theorem that ifβ > βk, then any sequence for which 1 is
followed byk 0s, isβ-admissible.

Put
H0(β, γ) =

(
πβ(01s∞(γ)), πβ(10s∞(γ))

)

(soH0(γ) = H0(2, γ)).

Theorem 3.1. For eachβ ∈ (1, 2) there existsγ0 = γ0(β) ≤ 1/2 such that for eachγ ∈
(0, γ0) \Q the holeH0(β, γ) is supercritical forTβ .

Proof. The proof of Theorem 2.4 is based on the analysis of symbolic sequences only, so (to-
gether with (3.2)) it holds for the case of an arbitraryβ, provided any element of the correspond-
ing Sturmian system isβ-admissible, i.e., that

(3.3) Xγ ⊂ Xβ.

Since any sequence inXγ is a concatenation of the blocks10d1 and10d1+1, it has each 1 followed
by d1 0s.

If β < βk for somek ≥ 1, then (3.3) holds ifd1 > k, i.e., forγ < 1/(k + 1), so it suffices to
putγ0 = 1/(k + 2). If β1 = 1+

√
5

2
≤ β < 2, then one can putγ0 = 1/2, i.e., any holeH0(β, γ)

is supercritical forTβ. �

Remark3.2. The length ofH0(β, γ) is 1/β − 1/β2 ∈ (0, 1/4).

If β > 2, then it is not immediately clear how to construct Sturmian holes (see Section 5 for
discussion), however one can always generalize the construction given in Proposition 1.4:

Proposition 3.3. Letβ > 1 and putr = ⌈β⌉ ≥ 2; then the hole

(3.4) H0(β) :=
r−2⋃

i=0

(
1

β2
+
i

β
,
i+ 1

β

)

is supercritical forTβ.2

Proof. (i) For 1 < β ≤ 2 we haveH0(β) = (1/β2, 1/β), and the proof goes exactly like in
Proposition 1.4, so we assumeβ > 2. It is clear that symbolically,H0(β) consists of all cylinders
[w1 = i, w2 = j] ⊂ Xβ with 0 ≤ i ≤ r − 2 and1 ≤ j ≤ r − 1.

Assumex ∈ JH0(β)
(Tβ) \ {0} andx = πβ(w1, w2, . . . ). If we havewk = i for somei =

1, . . . , r − 2, thenwk+1 = wk+2 = · · · = 0. However, we haveπβ(i0∞) = πβ((i − 1)a1a2 . . . ),
which is impossible, sincea1 ≥ 1, whencei−1 cannot be succeeded bya1. HenceJH0(β)

(Tβ) =

{0}.

(ii) The second part of the definition is checked exactly likein Proposition 1.4: (1.1) holds, since
(1/β2, 1/β) is a subset ofH0(β) and(1/β, 1/β +∆) ∩H0(β) = ∅ for some fixed∆ > 0. �

2We hope there is no confusion betweenH0(β) and a Sturmian holeH0(γ), despite somewhat similar notation.
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A somewhat unexpected corollary of this result is the fact that supercritical holes can be arbi-
trarily large:

Corollary 3.4. For anyδ > 0 there exists an ergodic dynamical system(X, µ, S) and an open
setH such thatH is supercritical forS andµH > 1− δ.

Proof. It suffices to takeβ ∈ N, X = [0, 1), S = Tβ andµ the Lebesgue measure on the
interval. Then

µH0(β) =
(β − 1)2

β2
→ 1, β → +∞.

�

4. PISOT TORAL AUTOMORPHISMS

Recall that an algebraic integerβ > 1 is called aPisot numberif all its other conjugates are
less than 1 in modulus. Letβ be a unit of degreem and letτ = τβ be the group automorphism
of the torusTm = Rm/Zm given by thecompanion matrixfor β, i.e.,

Mβ =




k1 k2 k3 . . . km−1 km
1 0 0 . . . 0 0
0 1 0 . . . 0 0
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
0 0 0 . . . 1 0



,

where the characteristic polynomial ofβ is xm−k1xm−1−k2xm−2−· · ·−km. Sinceβ is a unit,
we havekm = ±1.

We say that an algebraic automorphism ofTm is cyclic if its matrixM is algebraically conju-
gate toMβ, i.e. there existsB ∈ GL(m,Z) such thatM = B−1MβB.

Recall that for a hyperbolic automorphismτ of Tm a pointt ∈ Tm is calledhomoclinic(to
0) if τnt → 0 asn → ±∞. It is clear that the set of homoclinic pointsH(τ) is a group under
addition. If a hyperbolic automorphism is cyclic, then it has afundamentalhomoclinic pointt0,
with the property that the span of{τnt0 : n ∈ Z} is all ofH(τ).

Assume from here on thatβ is a Pisot unit. LetFin(β) denote the set of points in[0, 1) whose
β-expansion is finite. In other words,x ∈ Fin(β) ⇐⇒ T nβ x = 0 for somen ≥ 1. Obviously,
Fin(β) ⊂ Z[β−1] = Z[β]; however, it is, generally speaking, not true that anyx ∈ Z[β] ∩ (0, 1)
has a finiteβ-expansion for a given Pisot unitβ – see, e.g., [10] for more details.

A Pisot unitβ is calledweakly finitaryif for any x ∈ Z[β] ∩ (0, 1) there existsf ∈ Fin(β)
such thatx+ f ∈ Fin(β) as well. There is a conjecture that every Pisot unit is weaklyfinitary –
see [1] for more details.

PutΣ̃r =
∏∞

−∞{0, 1, . . . , r−1}N endowed with the usual metric and and letσ̃ denote the (two-

sided) shift onΣ̃r. Assume nowτ to be cyclic Pisot and lett0 be its fundamental homoclinic
point. Putr = ⌈β⌉ and letX̃β denote the two-sidedβ-compactum:

X̃β = {w = (wn)
∞
−∞ ∈ Σ̃r : wkwk+1 · · · ≺ a1a2 . . . , ∀k ∈ Z},
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where, as in Section 3,ak = ⌊T kβ (1)⌋ for k ≥ 1. It is clear thatX̃β ⊂ Σ̃r. Define the map

ϕ : X̃β → Tm as follows:

(4.1) ϕ(w) =
∑

k∈Z
wkτ

−k
t0.

The following result was proved in [10]:

Theorem 4.1. Assumeτ is cyclic Pisot and the Pisot eigenvalue of its matrix is weakly finitary.
Then the mapϕ given by (4.1) is a Ḧolder continuous surjection which semiconjugatesσ̃ andτ .
Furthermore, Haar-a.e.x ∈ Tm has a uniqueϕ-preimage.

Note that the measure of maximal entropy of any cylinderC = [wk = ik, . . . , wm = im] ⊂ X̃β

is positive, whence the Haar measure ofϕ(C) is positive as well. In fact, it is easy to see that
ϕ([wk = i]) has a nonempty interior for anyi ∈ {0, . . . , r − 1} and anyk ∈ Z, whence so does
ϕ(C).

The main result of this section is

Theorem 4.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.1, an automorphismτ has a supercritical
hole.

Proof. Assume first thatτ = τβ is given by the companion matrixMβ . In this case we have
τt0 = βt0 (see [10, Lemmas 11, 12]), so (4.1) becomes

(4.2) ϕ(w) =
∑

k∈Z
wkβ

−k
t0.

We will construct a hole which is effectively a natural extension of the holeH0(β) defined by the
formula (3.4). More precisely, setΠ to be the open set such that

(4.3) Π = ϕ




⋃

0≤i≤r−2
1≤j≤r−1

[w0 = i, w1 = j]


 .

We claim thatΠ is supercritical. Let us check both conditions of Definition1.3.

(i) Assume thatx 6= 0 andx ∈ JΠ(τ). Consequently, theτ -orbit of x lies in JΠ(τ). We do
not know whether#ϕ−1({x}) = 1, however, the preimage is nonempty by Theorem 4.1. Let
w ∈ X̃β be such thatϕ(w) = x. Clearly, thẽσ-orbit ofw is projected byϕ onto theτ -orbit ofx,
in view ofϕσ̃ = τϕ.

It suffices to show that for any nonzerow ∈ X̃β there existsk ∈ Z such thatwk = i, wk+1 = j
for somei ∈ {1, . . . , r − 2} andj ∈ {1, . . . , r − 1} for r ≥ 3. (If r = 2, then the only nonzero
sequences that avoid01, are of the form “infinitely many 1s followed by infinitely many 0s”
which are not iñXβ, since the number of consecutive 1s is bounded, in view ofβ < 2.)

The proof now goes exactly as in Proposition 3.3, in view of (4.2) and (3.1), which implies
ϕ(∗i0∞) = ϕ(∗(i− 1)a1a2 . . . ), where star stands for an arbitrary infinite prefix.
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(ii) Similarly to Remark 1.5, put for anyk ∈ Z andn ≥ 3,

Σ̃n,k = {w ∈ X̃β : wk = i, wk+1 = j for somei ∈ {0, 1, . . . , r − 2}, j ∈ {1, . . . , r} =⇒
wk−1 = wk−2 = · · · = wk−n = wk+2 = wk+3 = · · · = wk+n = 0}

andΣ̃n =
⋃
k∈Z Σ̃n,k. Clearly,σ̃(Σ̃n) = Σ̃n for all n ≥ 3. SupposeH is a hole inTm such that

H ⊂ Π. We claim that

(4.4) ϕ(Σ̃n) ⊂ JH(τ) for all n large enough.

Definew′ = w′(k, i, j) for i, j in the usual range andk ∈ Z as follows:w′
k−1 = w′

k−2 = · · · =
w′
k+2 = wk+3 = · · · = 0 andw′

k = i, w′
k+1 = j. By the continuity of the mapϕ, to prove (4.4),

it suffices to show that

(4.5) ϕ(w′) /∈ Π

for all i, j, k. Assume the contrary; thenΛn,k := ϕ(Σ̃n,k) ⊂ Π for somek and alln large enough.
The Haar measure ofΛn,k is positive, whenceϕ−1 is unique on a subset ofΛn,k of positive Haar
measure. In view ofj ≥ 1, we have thatΠ ∩ ϕ([w1 = 0]) has zero Haar measure. Therefore,k
must be equal to 0.

It suffices to show thatϕ(Σ̃n,0) 6⊂ Π. In view of (3.1) and the continuity ofϕ, there exists
N ≥ 3 such that

ϕ([w−N = · · · = w−1 = 0, w0 = i, w1 = j − 1, w2 = a1, w3 = a2, · · · = wN = aN−1]) ⊂ Π.

This is however impossible, since theϕ-image in question has positive Haar measure, which
contradictsϕ being 1-1 a.e. This contradiction proves (4.5) and therefore, (4.4).

Sinceϕ is Hölder continuous and the entropy ofσ̃|Σ̃n
is positive,dimH ϕ(Σ̃n) > 0, whence

dimH JH(τ) > 0 as well.
Now let τ be cyclic; there exists an algebraic toral automorphismψ such thatτψ = ψτβ. If H

is a hole, then we have
x ∈ Jψ(H)(τ) ⇐⇒ ψ−1(x) ∈ JH(τβ).

Thus, in view ofψ being an automorphism, ifΠ is supercritical forτβ, thenψ(Π) is supercritical
for τ . �

Corollary 4.3. Any ergodic cyclic automorphismτ ofT2 or T3 has a supercritical hole.

Proof. Sincem ∈ {2, 3} andτ is ergodic,τ is in fact hyperbolic. Ifτ is not Pisot, then one
of the following automorphisms is:τ−1,−τ or −τ−1. If it is τ−1, then the mapϕ given by
(4.1) conjugates theright shift on X̃β andτ . Hence once can takeΠ whose closure is given by
(4.3) with the ranges fori andj swapped. For−τ we simply take−Π. The case of−τ−1 Pisot
combines the first two ones.

The fact that any Pisot unit of degree 2 or 3 is weakly finitary (see [1]) concludes the proof.�

Example 4.4. Let β = (1 +
√
5)/2 and let theFibonacci automorphismΦ : T2 → T2, be the

algebraic automorphism of the 2-torus given by the matrixM =

(
1 1
1 0

)
.
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10

−1

β

β−1

F (X)

F (C)

7−→ψ

A
B

C
D

0 1−1

−1

Π

FIGURE 1. The supercritical holeΠ for the Fibonacci automorphism

Denote within this exampleX = X̃β = {(wn)∞−∞ : wn ∈ {0, 1}, wnwn+1 = 0, n ∈ Z}.
Formula (4.2) can be rewritten in the following form (see [11, 12]): ϕ = p ◦ ψ ◦ F : X → T2,
where

X
F→ R2 Ψ→ R2 p→ T2,

and we define the maps in question as follows:

F ((wn)
∞
−∞) =

( ∞∑

n=1

wnβ
−n,

∞∑

n=0

w−n(−β)−n
)
,

andψ is a linear map given by the matrix1√
5

(
1 1
β−1 −β

)
. Finally, p is the natural projec-

tion R2 → T2. It follows from the general construction in the proof of Theorem 4.2 that
Π defined as the interior ofϕ([w0 = 0, w1 = 1]) = ϕ([w1 = 1]) is supercritical. Since
F (X) = ([0, 1]× [−1, β]) \ ([β−1, 1]× [β−1, β]), we haveF ([w1 = 1]) = [β−1, 1]× [−1, β−1],
and the open rectanglep ◦ ψ((β−1, 1)× (−1, β−1)) is our supercritical hole.

A direct computation shows that the vertices ofΠ := ψ((β−1, 1)× (−1, β−1)) are as follows
(see Figure 1):

A

(
(5− 3

√
5)/10

2
√
5/5

)
, B

(
0
1

)
, C

(
(5 +

√
5)/10

(5− 3
√
5)/10

)
, D

(
1−

√
5/5

(−5 +
√
5)/10

)
.

Note that the sides of this rectangular hole are parallel to the eigenvectors of the matrixM .
The area ofΠ is 5−

√
5

10
≈ 0.2764, which is of course none other than the Markov measure of

maximal entropy of the cylinder[w1 = 1] ⊂ X. Note that it is slightly larger in measure than the
corresponding one-dimensional hole(β−2, β−1) whose length isβ−3 ≈ 0.2361.
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5. FINAL REMARKS AND OPEN PROBLEMS

5.1. Our Sturmian model is somewhat similar to “quasiperiodic route to chaos” which has been
studied extensively for certain circle maps with irrational rotation numbers – see, e.g., [5] and
references therein.

5.2. We know that a supercritical hole can have measure arbitrarily close to 1 (Corollary 3.4).
Can it have measure arbitrarily close to 0?

5.3. An important question is whethereverysupercritical hole for the doubling mapT is Stur-
mian (or(1/4, 1/2) or (1/2, 3/4)). Note that in the proof of Theorem 2.4 (i) all we use is the
fact that the Cantor setKγ is of zero dimension andT -invariant,H0(γ) is its “central hole” (i.e.,
any other hole is inT−nH0(γ) for somen) and finally, the fact thatT |Kγ

is minimal. The second
part of the proof does use the Sturmian property ofKγ but it is not clear whether this property
can still be slightly relaxed.

5.4. Another natural question is whether our construction can begeneralized toβ > 2, apart
from the degenerate case given by Proposition 3.3. For this range one would probably need a
version of Sturmian sequences for the alphabets with more than two letters. Such models exist
but, like it is with multidimensional continued fractions algorithms, there is no canonical one –
see, e.g., the survey [13].

5.5. What does a Sturmian hole for the tent maph look like? (A countable union of intervals,
perhaps?)

5.6. Can one construct supercritical holes for the quadratic family gλ(x) = λx(1 − x) with
1 < λ < 4?

5.7. Is it possible to transfer our construction of Sturmian holes to any toral automorphisms for
β ∈ (1, 2)?

5.8. PutM =

(
5 3
2 1

)
. Then the corresponding automorphismτ of T2 is not cyclic, sinceM

is not algebraically conjugate to

(
6 1
1 0

)
– see [12, Appendix A]. So, how does one construct

a supercritical hole forτ? The projectionϕ given by (4.1) is known to beK-to-1 a.e. for any
homoclinic pointt0 (see [10, Proposition 27]) but the proof of Theorem 4.2 usesK = 1 heavily,
which is known to be impossible ifτ is not cyclic – see [10, Theorem 30].

5.9. The symmetric model for the doubling map described in the introduction obeys the classical
Sharkovskiı̆ order – see [2]. Is there a version of the Sharkovskiı̆ order based on the Sturmian
holes?
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5.10. Recall that for the family of symmetric holes forT the second order critical hole has
length1−2a∗ ≈ 0.15. Presumably, there are plenty of second order critical holes that are neither
Sturmian nor symmetric.

Is 1/4 the maximum length of a second order critical hole for the doubling map? Is1 − 2a∗
the minimum?

5.11. Can the condition (i) in Definition 1.2 be replaced withJH(S) being countable?

Acknowledgement.The author is grateful to Henk Bruin, Paul Glendinning and Oliver Jenkin-
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