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RANDOM COUNTABLE ITERATED FUNCTION SYSTEMS WITH
OVERLAPS AND APPLICATIONS

EUGEN MIHAILESCU AND MARIUSZ URBANSKI

ABSTRACT. We study invariant measures for random countable (finite or infinite) conformal
iterated function systems (IFS) with arbitrary overlaps. We do not assume any type of
separation condition. We prove, under a mild assumption of finite entropy, the dimensional
exactness of the projections of invariant measures from the shift space, and we give a formula
for their dimension, in the context of random infinite conformal iterated function systems
with overlaps. There exist many differences between our case and the finite deterministic case
studied in [7], and we introduce new methods specific to the infinite and random case. We
apply our results towards a problem related to a conjecture of Lyons about random continued
fractions ([I0]), and show that for Lebesgue-almost all parameters A > 0, the invariant
measure vy is exact dimensional. The finite IFS determining these continued fractions is
not hyperbolic, but we can associate to it a random infinite IFS of contractions which
have overlaps. We study then also other large classes of random countable iterated function
systems with overlaps, namely: a) several types of random iterated function systems related
to Kahane-Salem sets; and b) randomized infinite IFS in the plane which have uniformly
bounded number of disc overlaps. For all the above classes, we find lower and upper estimates
for the pointwise (and Hausdorff, packing) dimensions of the invariant measures.

1. INTRODUCTION
Let (X, p) be a metric space. A finite Borel measure p on X is called exzact dimensional if
(1.1) dy(z) = lim EHEET)

r—0 log r

exists for p-a.e. € X and is equal to a common value denoted by d,. Exact dimensionality
of the measure u has profound geometric consequences (for eg [6], [7], [12], [19], [22]).
The question of which measures are exact dimensional attracted the attention at least since
the seminal paper of L.S Young [29], where it was proved a formula for the Hausdorff dimen-
sion of a hyperbolic measure invariant under a surface diffeomorphism, formula involving
the Lyapunov exponents of the measure. As a consequence of that proof, she established
what (now) is called the dimensional exactness of such measures. The topic of dimensional
exactness was then pursued by the breakthrough result of Barreira, Pesin, and Schmeling
who proved in [I] the Eckmann—Ruelle conjecture asserting that any hyperbolic measure
invariant under smooth diffeomorphisms is exact dimensional ([4]). Dimensional exactness,
without using these words, was also established in the book [I3] for all projected invari-
ant measures with finite entropy, in the setting of conformal iterated function systems with
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countable alphabet which satisfy the Open Set Condition (OSC); in particular for all pro-
jected invariant measures if the alphabet is finite and we have OSC. The next difficult task
was the case of a conformal iterated function system with overlaps, i.e. without assuming
the Open Set Condition. For the case of iterated function systems with finite alphabet and
having overlaps, this was done by Feng and Hu in [7]. Overlaps in iterated function systems
(IFS) are challenging. Our goal in the present paper is to extend the above mentioned paper
of Feng and Hu, in two directions. Firstly, by allowing the alphabet of the system to be
countable infinite; and secondly, to consider random iterated function systems rather than
deterministic IF'S. Random IFS’s contain deterministic IFS as a special case.

We prove under a mild assumption of finite conditional entropy, the dimensional exact-
ness of the projections of invariant measures from the shift space, in the context of random
conformal iterated function systems with countable alphabet and arbitrary overlaps. We thus
deal simultaneously with two new, and qualitatively different issues: infinite alphabet rather
than finite, and random, rather than deterministic choice of contractions. We thus need new
ideas and techniques appropriate to the context of infinite alphabet and randomness. Ran-
domization allows to have a unitary setting to study limit sets and measures, in a family of
systems for generic parameter values, which proves useful in cases when studying individual
systems is difficult. Moreover, randomization allows us to obtain new types of fractal sets
defined by series of random variables.

Our main results are the following: in Theorem we prove dimensional exactness,
and provide a formula for the dimension of typical projection measures, by employing a
random projectional entropy and the Lyapunov exponents of the measure with respect to
the random countable IFS with overlaps. Thus, we show that the pointwise, Hausdorff and
packing dimensions of such a typical projection measure, coincide.

Then, in Theorem 2.5 we give lower and upper bounds for the random projectional entropy
of a measure. This allows us consequently, to obtain estimates for the pointwise dimension
(and thus Hausdorff dimension, and packing dimension) of projection measures.

In Section 3, we introduce and investigate several concrete classes of random countable
iterated systems with overlaps. Firstly, we will give several ways to randomize countable IF'S
related to generalizations of Kahane-Salem sets ([9]), and infinite convolutions of Bernoulli
distributions. Some of these are fractal sets obtained from series of random variables, namely
sets {:I:l +> > :tp’fp%}, where for any pair of positive integers (j, k) € Z; we have

i>1 (j,k)EZ;
j+k =1, i > 1, and where the sets Z; are prescribed by the parameter A € {1,2}%, and
the signs 4 are arbitrary. We obtain also another type of random fractal sets, defined in the
following way: Jy = {£1 4 \p;, &+ N2p;, ps, & ..., for all sequences of positive integers w =



(11,12, ...) € E¥}. We provide estimates for the pointwise dimensions of invariant measures
on these random fractals.
We will then study IFS related to random continued fractions, and will shed new light on

a problem of Lyons (see [10], [25]). These are continued fractions of type [1, X1,1, Xs,...] =

1
1+—11_
Xito 1
Hxor

probability; the distribution of this random continued fraction is denoted by v,. The above

, where the random variables X;,7 > 1 take two values 0, a > 0, each with equal

random continued fractions correspond to a parabolic IFS with overlaps, whose limit set
contains an interval in certain cases. In [25], by using a transversality condition, it was shown
that for a certain interval of parameters «, the invariant measure v, is absolutely continuous;
also for other parameters v, is singular. In our current paper, we do not use transversality.
One can associate to the above finite parabolic IFS, a random infinite hyperbolic IFS with
overlaps. In Theorem [4.4] we will prove ezact dimensionality of the measure v,, for almost
all values of the parameters o. And moreover, we will give lower estimates of the pointwise
dimension (and Hausdorff dimension, packing dimension) of v,. Our method can be extended
also to other types of random continued fractions, and associated infinite IF'S with overlaps.

Moreover in Section 3, we provide examples of random infinite conformal IFS with over-
laps in the plane, with uniformly bounded preimage counting function. We study the pro-
jection measures on their limit sets, finding lower and upper bounds for their pointwise
dimensions.

In general, infinite IFS with overlaps behave differently than finite IFS with overlaps
(for eg [13], [16], etc). In the infinite case, the limit set is not necessarily compact (by contrast
to the finite IFS case), also the diameters of the sets ¢;(X) converge to 0, etc. In addition,
for an infinite IFS S, the boundary at infinity 0, (S) plays an important role, and we have to
take into consideration whether an invariant probability gives measure zero (or not) to 0. (S)
(for eg [13]). Even when OSC is satisfied, the Hausdorff dimension of the limit set is not
always given as the zero of the pressure of a certain potential. However, a version of Bowen’s
formula for the Hausdorff dimension still exists; see [I3]. For example even when assuming
OSC, and unlike in the finite alphabet case, the Hausdorff measure can vanish and the
packing measure may become locally infinite at every point. In addition for infinite systems
with overlaps we may have infinitely many basic sets overlapping at points in the limit set
J, or the number of overlaps may be unbounded over J. Also, in [23] there was studied the
thermodynamic formalism for random IFS which satisfy the Open Set Condition. In [I5], we
obtained lower estimates for the Hausdorff dimension of the limit set J of a deterministic
infinite IFS with overlaps, by using a pressure function and a preimage counting function
for the overlaps at various points of J.

By extension, the case of random infinite IF'S with overlaps presents even more differences

and new phenomena, when compared to the case of finite IFS with overlaps. For instance
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several proofs that used compactness type arguments cannot be applied to random infinite
IF'S with overlaps. We also have to impose certain conditions on the randomization process
6 : A — A and on the invariant measure p on A x E*°, etc. Therefore, we develop several
new methods in our current paper.

We mention that several authors investigated the question of dimension for measures in
the context of random dynamical systems or finite iterated function systems, although in
different settings than us; for example [2], [8], [14], [18], [20], [19], [26].

2. POINTWISE DIMENSIONS FOR SELF-MEASURES OF RANDOM COUNTABLE IFS WITH
OVERLAPS.

First let us recall some well-known geometric concepts, see for eg [6], [19], [22]). For a
finite Borel measure 4 on a metric space (X, p), we denote by d, () and d,,(x) the lower and,
respectively the upper limit when » — 0, of the ratio:

log u(B(z,7))
log r
These limits are called respectively, the lower, and upper pointwise dimensions of p at z, and
are guaranteed to exist at every x € X, in contrast to the limit in (LI)). If d,(z) = d,(x),
then the common value is called the pointwise dimension of p at x, and is denoted by d,,(z).
Now one can define the following dimensions:

HD,(p) ;== inf{HD(Y) : u(Y) > 0} and HD*(p) = inf{HD(Y) : p(X \ Y") = 0}.

In the case when HD, () = HD*(u), this common value is called the Hausdorff dimension
of the measure p and is denoted by HD(u).

Analogous concepts can be formulated for packing dimension, with respective notation
PD, (1), PD*(u). If PD(p) exists, it is called the packing dimension of the measure i; in this
case it can be proved that PD(u) = sup{s,d,(z) > s,for u — almost all z}.

The first relations between these concepts are given in the following theorem (for example
[6], [22]):

Theorem 2.1 (General properties of dimensions of measures on metric spaces).
(i) If p is a finite Borel measure on a metric space (X, p), then

HD,(u) = essinfd,, HD*(p) = esssupd,, and PD,(p) = essinfd,, PD*(u) = esssupd,

(ii) If u is an exact dimensional finite Borel measure on a metric space (X, p), then
both its Hausdorff dimension and packing dimension are well-defined and

HD (1) = PD(4) = d.

Let now X be a compact connected subset of R?, ¢ > 1 with X = Int(X). Consider also

E to be a countable set (either finite or infinite), called an alphabet.
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Definition 2.2. A random countable conformal iterated function system
S=0:A— A{)N— 0 }eer)

is defined by an invertible ergodic measure-preserving transformation of a complete proba-
bility space (A, F, m), namely

0: (N F,m)— (A, F,m),
and by a family of injective conformal contractions on X, defined for each e € F and A € A,
) X = X,

all of whose Lipschitz constants do not exceed a common value 0 < s < 1. We in fact assume
that there exists a bounded open connected set W C RY containg X, such that all maps
#> : X — X extend confomally to (injective) maps from W to W. O

We will denote in the sequel by E°° the space of one-sided infinite sequences w =
(wi,wa,...),w; € E;i > 1; and by E* the set of all finite sequences 7 = (11,7, ..., %), T; €
E 1 <i<k k>1 We also have the usual shift map o : £ — E>.

In the sequel assume that the contraction maps ¢} : W — W satisfy the following
Bounded Distortion Property (BDP):

Property 2.3 (BDP). There exists a function K :[0,1) — [1,00) such that limy o K (t) =
K(0)=1, and

su M'e EXxelANreX — || <t-dist(x, R? W}<Kt
p{‘(%),(x)}- ceE A NeENzeEX, |ly—uzf < (z, RINW) p < K(1).

We also require some common measurability conditions. Precisely, we assume that for
every e € F and every z € X the map

A3 A= )(2)
is measurable. According to Lemma 1.1 in [3], this implies that, for all e € E, the maps
Ax X3 \Na) e gz, \) = @)x)
are (jointly) measurable. For every finite sequence w € E*, and every A € A, let us define

also the (randomized) composition of contractions

|w|—1
(pi\) = 9021 o SOZ(;\) ©0...0 SDZ‘W‘ &

This formula exhibits the random aspect of our iterations: we choose consecutive generators
Cuns Py - - - » P, according to a random process governed by the ergodic map 6 : A — A.
This random aspect is particularly striking if 6 is a Bernoulli shift when, in the random

composition we choose ¢ in an independent identically distributed way.
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For w € E*, X\ € A, we define analogously to the deterministic case ([13], etc.), the point

m(w) = () ¢l (X),

and then the fractal limit set of the random countable IF'S, corresponding to A € A is:
Jy = m(E®)

Let us denote by mp : A x E* — A and mg~ : A X E* — E*°, the projections on the
first, respectively the second coordinates. And by mgq : A X E* — RY the projection defining
the limit sets Jy, A € A, namely mre(\,w) = m\(w), for (\,w) € A x E>.

Let us also denote by & the partion of £ into initial cylinders of length 1; we will work
in the sequel with conditional entropies of partitions and of probability measures (see for
example [28], [11] for general definitions and properties).

Given a Lebesgue space (Y, B, ;1) and two measurable partitions of it, n and ¢, we will
sometimes write H,(n|¢) without loss of generality, for the measure-theoretic conditional
entropy H M(n|é ) of the partition 1 with respect to the o-algebra é generated by (. We will
introduce now a notion of measure-theoretical projectional entropy for the random infinite
system and for a projection measure.

Definition 2.4. Given the random countable iterated function system S as above, and a
0 x o—invariant probability measure p on A x E*°, define the random projectional entropy
of the measure y relative to the system S, to be:

hu(S) = Hu(mpe (§)| 3 () V (0 % 0) ™ (Mg () — Hyu (e (€)1 (68) V g (em0)),

where €y, ege are the point partitions of A, respectively RY.

In the sequel we will consider only those 6 x c—invariant probability measures p on A x £
whose marginal measure on the parameter space A is equal to m, i. e. such that

no 7TX1 =m
We denote then by (px)rea the Rokhlin’s disintegration of the measure p with respect to the
fiber partition (73 ")aea. Its elements, {A\} x E* X € A, will be frequently identified with
the set E*° and we will treat each probability measure uy as defined on E°.

The desintegration (uy)rea depending measurably on A, is uniquely determined by the
property that for any u-integrable function g : A x E* — R, we have

/ QWZ//QWMMM
AXE> A oo

Thus from Lemma 2.2.3 in [2], we have the following equivalent desintegration formula for
the random projectional entropy:

21 1) = [ (€ o () — [ (€l ) ()
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Using Definition [2.4] and the definitions of conditional entropy and conditional expectations
(for eg from [28], etc.), we can then further write:

,8) = [ [ [ 108 By (Ll (630) )i )~

(2.2)

~ [ 108 B (sl () 0) ) )i ) dm)
We will see that there are important differences from the finite deterministic case, since

here we have a family (Jy)xea of possibly non-compact limit sets, and a family of boundaries

at infinity (0soSx)rea- The A-boundary at infinity of S, denoted by Sy(00), is defined as the
A

€n

set of accumulation points of sequences of type (¢7 (x,))n, for arbitrary points x,, € X and

infinitely many different indices e,, € E. Similarly as in the deterministic case [15], we define
Sy (00) == | ¢IM(Sx(00))
wek*
We give now some results about the relations between the random projectional entropy
h,(S) and the measure-theoretical entropy h(u) of the  x o-invariant probability p on

A x E*°. In this way we obtain upper and lower bounds for the random projectional entropy

h(S).

Theorem 2.5. In the above setting, if S is a random countable iterated function system and
if 1w is a (0 x o)-invariant probability on A x E*, we have the following inequalities:
(a)
hu(S) < h(p)
(b) Assume that there exists an integer k > 1, such that for p-almost every (A, w) € A X
E®> there exists r(A\,w) > 0 and k indices ey, ..., ex € E, so that if the ball B(my(w), r(\,w)) C
RY intersects a set of type ¢ (Jyv), e € E,XN € A, then e must belong to {ey, ..., ex}. Then

hu(S) = hp) —logk

Proof. (a) Let us denote by B the o-algebra of borelian sets in R?, and by é the o-algebra
generated by the partition £ = Tpe& in A x E%. We want to prove first that

(2.3) EV(Oxo) nglB=¢EVg
But an element of the o-algebra &V (0 x o)~} Tge B is a set of type
UE(A x [1]) N (0 x o) g As,

i€
where A; € B,i € E. Let us take an element (\,w) € mg, (4;), 50 Tra(\,w) € A;, where
w = (w1, ws, ...). Then an element ¢ from the preimage set (=1 x o)71(\,w), has the form
(07\, (wo, wr, . . .), for arbitrary wy € F; if this element belongs in addition to A x [i], then
wo = i. Now mge(€) = ¢! Mage(A,w) € ¢? ' *(A;). Therefore we proved that

MXHDHMXU)WWA7(AXHDﬂmAw1M&»



Thus é V(0 x a)_lﬁﬂgqlb’ C é Vv WﬂgqlB, and after showing also the converse inequality of
o-algebras we obtain (Z3), i.e that £ V (8 x o) 'mpiB = £ V mglBB.

For an arbitrary integer n > 1, let us denote the measurable partition 53—1 =E&Vo LV
o~ "¢. Using now the fact that the measure p is (6 x o)-invariant on A x E*°, and the same

type of argument as in Lemma 4.8 of [7], we obtain that for every integer n > 1,
(2.4) Hu (& (0 x 0) " B) = Hu(&g ™ ma B) = n- [Hu(€](0 % 0) "'y B) — H,u(E|mzq B))
Hence from formula ([2.4]) we obtain the following inequality:

nhy(8) = H,(& (0 x 0) " 1 B) — Hu (& |7 B) < Hu(&5)

n—1 .
Therefore, as h(u) is the supremum of the limits of L H,,( v (0 x 0)~7) when n — oo, over

all partitions 7 of A x E*, we obtain the upper bound h,(S) < h(u).

(b) We remind that ¢ is the partition of £ into the 1-cylinders [i] :== {w € E® w =
(w1, ws,...), wy =i}, for i € F; and also that for simplicity of notation, given in general 2
measurable partitions 7, ¢ of a Lebesgue space (Y, v), we will sometimes write H, (n|() instead
of H,(n|¢) where C is the o-algebra generated by ¢. We now assume that for p-almost every
(\,w) € A x E=, there are at most k indices ¢ € E so that sets of type ¢ (Jy), N € A
intersect the ball B(my(w),r(\,w)). Let us consider next the partition P,, of R? with sets of

type Lii,...i) = [5—;, ’;—nl) X . ..X [5—2, iq;;l), for all multi-indices (iy,...,i,) € Z9.

For m-almost every A € A we will now construct the subpartition R,,(A\) C P, which uses
i) € Pn that contain points m\(w) € Jy,w € E*, with r(A,w) > ¢/2",
and where the union of all the remaining cubes I,

only those sets I(;,

.....

_____ i,) of P, represents just one element

of R,(\). But we assumed that for p-almost all (A\,w) € A x E*°, there exists a radius
r(A,w) > 0, such that:

(2.5) Card{i € E, 3N € A s.t B(my(w),r(\w))Ne (Jy) # 0} <k

So using the fact that n was chosen so that any cube Ij;, ;) € R.(A) contains at least a

point of type m\(w),w € E> with r(\,w) > &, we obtain that any fixed set A from the
partition 7, ' (R,,(\)) of £, intersects at most k elements of the partition £ V ;' (R, (\)) of
E*°. Recall also that p) o 7T;1 is a o-invariant probability measure on E*°, for A € A. Hence
from above and using [17], [28], it follows that the conditional entropy H,, (£|75 ' (Ra(N)))

satisfies:
(26)  Hyy (175 (RalN) = o (€ V 75 Ru(N) = Hpy (75 (Ru(N) < log

But now, since we known that for p-almost all (A\,w) € A x E* there exists a radius
r(A\,w) > 0 satisfying condition (), we infer that 7' (R,(\)) /7 7 ' (ére), when n — oo;
and the same conclusion for the respective o-algebras generated by these partitions in E°°.

Therefore from (2.6) and [17], and since p o my' = m, it follows that for m-almost every
8



A € A, the conditional entropy H,,, (&|7y'B) satisfies the inequality
Hy (€75 (B) = lim H,, (€75 (V) < log &
In addition we have that for m-almost any parameter A € A,

HM,\(5|O__1(7T0_(§\)€J0(A))) > Hux(ﬂo'_l(B(Eoo))) = ha(lu)\)a

since & is a generator partition for py on E£*°, and by using section 3-1 of [17]. Therefore,
from (21]) and the last two displayed inequalities, we obtain the required inequality, namely

h(S) = /A holpn)dm(A) — log k = h(y) — log k
]

Remark 2.6. We remark that the condition in Theorem 2.5] part (b), implies that there are
no points from Sy(00) in any of the limit sets Jy for all A\, \' € A. We shall give an example
of such a random infinite system with overlaps in the last section. The difficulty without this
condition is that, there may be a variable number of overlaps at points from the possibly
non-compact fractal Jy, and that this number may tend to co even for a given A, or that it
may tend to oo when A varies in A; in both of these cases, we cannot obtain however a lower
estimate for h,(S) like the one in Theorem 23 (b).

3. POINTWISE DIMENSION FOR RANDOM PROJECTIONS OF MEASURES.

Given a metric space (X, p) and a measurable map H : E*° — X then for every sequence
w € E* and every r > 0, we shall denote by

By(w,r) := H Y(B,(H(w),)).

Our main result in this section is the exact dimensionality of random projections uy on Jy,
of (0 x o)-invariant probabilities p from A x E*, for m-almost all parameters A € A. We
start with the following:

Lemma 3.1. For all integers k > 0, every e € E and A € A, and py-a.e. w € E*, we have

) X (Bwek(/\)oak (w> T) N [6])
lim log

= ’ Myt q .
r=0 Hx (Bﬂek(k)ook (W, 7“)) B 10g EM (ﬂ[e} ‘ (W@k(}\) °a ) (BR ))) (w)

Proof. Fix e € E and define the following two Borel measures on R:

(31) V) = /’l’)\ (e} (Wek()\) @) O'k>_1’ and

(3.2) v5(D) == p([e] N (mgr(ny 0 0*) "1 (D)), D Borel set in R?.
9



Since v§ < vy, the measure v§ is absolutely continuous with respect to vy. Let us then define
the Radon-Nikodym derivative of v§ with respect to vy:

e . A3
gy = dl/)\
Then, by Theorem 2.12 in [12], we have that:
S(B
(3.3) 65 (@) = lim AB@T)

r—0 vy (B(z, 1)

for vy-a.e. ¥ € R%. On the other hand, for every set F' € (mgr(y) © oF)~t (BRq), say F' =
(gr(ny © 0F)"H(EF), F € Bga, we have

/ By (1| (mor () 0 0) 7 (Bra) ) dpun = / Liggdpn = pa(F N [e])
F F

— (Mg © ) H(E) N [e]) = v (F) = / gSduy

F

gad(px o (mor(yy © o)) = / 1z gid(pr o (marn) © o))
R4

Lzo (ngo\) o ak) gs o (7T9k(>\) o O’k)dV)\

= / gi o (ﬂ'ek()\) e} O’k)dl/)\.
F

Since, in addition, both functions E,, (1|(mgr(ny © )7 (Bgra)) and g5 o (mer(ny © o) are
non-negative and measurable with respect to the o-algebra (mgx () o o) (Bga), we conclude
that

gi o (W@k()\) (¢] O')_I(BRq)(w) = E#A (ﬂ[e]‘(ﬂ'gk()\) (¢] O'>_1(BRq))<(A))
for py-a.e. w € E>®. Along with (3.3) this means that

A (B . ook (w, ) N [€])
1. ok (X) — El ]1 ) ky—1
rl—r>r(l) Hex (Bﬂ'gkox)oo'k (w, T’)) TN ( [w1] ‘ (W(’k(k) °a”) (EJX)) (w)

for py-a.e. w € E*°. Taking logarithms the lemma follows.

Corollary 3.2. For all integers k > 0, all A € A, and py-a.e. w € E*, we have

) j25% (Bwek(/\)oak (w>r) N [w1]>
lim log

:1 E' ]]_w k\—1 B . )
r=0 ,UA(Bnek(A)oak(W,T)) o8 M( [ 1]}(7r0k()‘) °e ) ( R )))
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Proof. We have

. J25% (Bwek(/\)oak (w>r) A [wl])
lim log =
r—0 L (Bﬂem)oak (w,r))

) j25% (Bwek(/\)oak (w> T) A [6])
= Z 1jg(w) lim log
ecE 0 Hx (B”ek(x)oak (w, 7“))

= My(w)log By, (1| (mer () © 0%) ™ (Bra)) (w)

= log E,, (]l[wl]}(ﬂ'gk()\) o O’k)_l(BRq)))(w).

Now we shall prove the following.

Lemma 3.3. If H, (5 (&)|my ' (ea)) < 00, then the function
ook (w>r))

pa(lwi] N By,
g(\,w) := —inf log ( o) eR
>0 X (B%k(k)oak (w, 7“))

is integrable with respect to the measure u, that is it belongs to L'(ju).

Proof. Fix A € A. Fix also e € E. As in the proof of Lemma [B.1] consider measures v, and
v§ defined by (8 and (B.2) respectively. By Theorem 2.19 in [I12] we have that

y§<{w€Rq:iﬁg{%} <t}) )

=u§<{“Rq:i%’{%} >”t})
< Cytra(RY) = Cyt,

where 1 < C, < 00 is a constant depending only on g. What we obtained means that

palle] N By ook (w,T)
pa| {w € E®:inf ol ) ) <ty | <Cupt.
>0 A (Bﬂek(k)ook (w, 7”))

Let us define also the function:

GS(w) = inf

r>0

{,u,\([e] N By, oot (@,7) }
/J’)\(Bwek(/\)ook (er)) .

Then the previous inequality can be rewritten as:

i ((G)7(0.0) < Cit.

Define now the function g, : E*° — R by g\(w) = ¢g(\,w). Thus the following equlity holds:
g\ = Z —]1[6] log Gi

ecE
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Noting also that g, > 0, we obtain therefore:

/ngdm => - / log GSdpy = Z/ pia({w € [e] : —log G5 (w) > s})ds

—Z/ i ({w €[] : G5(w) < e~} )ds

_ Z/ ia(fw € B® 1 G5(w) < e~} N[e])ds
< Z/ min{yu(le]), Cqe™*}ds

—log px ([e])+log Cq
_ / us(le])ds + / Cge~*ds
eelR 0 — log p ([e])+log Cq

=Y (—m(le) log pa([e]) +1og(Co)ua(le]) + pa([e])

eeE

D‘J

=1+10g(Cy) + > (—palle]) log pa([e]))

ecE

=1+ 1Og(Cq) + Hm(g)

Since H,, (7% (€)|m3 ' (ea)) < 00, it therefore follows from Lemma 2.3 in [2] that

/AXEOO gdp = /A/mgxd,u,\dm()\) <1+ log(C,) +/AHM (€)
= 1+1log(Cy) + H, (155 (|71 (ea)) < 00

The proof is thus finished.
O

Remark 3.4. We assumed above the finite entropy condition H, (m5a(€)|my ' (e4)) < oo
This is not a restrictive condition, and it is satisfied by many measures and systems. For
example, it is clearly satisfied if the alphabet F is finite. More interestingly, it is also satisfied
when F is infinite and g = m X v, where m is an arbitrary #-invariant probability on A, and
v is a o-invariant probability on E* satisfying v([i]) = v;,7 € E and
h(v) = —Zuilogl/i < 00
i€E

Indeed, if A is the o-algebra generated in A x E> by the partition 5 (e), and if £ := 7L¢,
then H,(£]A) = [ I,(€|A), where I,(£].A) is the information function

L(EJA) == xa-log E(xalA)
Aeé

Now, the conditional expectation E,(xa|A) =: ga is A-measurable, and [, .. gdp =

Sy e Xadp, for all sets B measurable in A. Hence if A = A x [i], then [ gadp = p(AN(B x
12



E®)) =m(B) - v, 50 ga = v; and H,(£|A) = — " v;logv;. Therefore, if h(r) < oo, then

i€k
H,(£|A) < oo
O

As an immediate consequence of Lemma [3.3] Corollary 8.2, and Lebesgue’s Dominated Con-
vergence Theorem, we get the following:

Lemma 3.5. If H, (755 (&)|m3 ' (ea)) < 0o, then

' NA([Wl] N B, Tyt 00" k(w, r))
lim log

r—0 Lx (B%k(k)wzc (w,r))

= log E,, (Lpu| (g2 © 0*) 7 (Bra))) (w)

for p-a.e. (\,w) € A x E*, and the convergence holds also in L'(1).
Now we shall prove the following:
Lemma 3.6. For every K > 1 there exists Ry > 0 such that

[wi] N BﬁA K} w1 71'9()\)( (w)))‘r) D [wi] N Brygyyo0 (W, 7)
forall X € A, allw € E*, and all r € [0, Ry].
Proof. Let T € By, o0(w, 7). Then 71 = w and 7y (0(7)) € B(mg(n) (0 (w)), ). Hence,
(1) = &, (oo (0(7))) € &2, (B(mony (0(w)), 7))
C B(41, (mo (0(w) ) K|(¢2,) (moon (0(w)))|r)
= B(7r,\ K} M 71'9()\)( (w)))‘r),

where, because of the Bounded Distortion Property (BDP), the inclusion sign ”C” holds
assuming r > 0 to be small enough. This means that

m e (B(m(w), K|(02,) (maoy (0@))r)) = Br, (w0, K[(€2,) (maoy (e (@))]r)

Since also already know that 7 = w;, we are thus done.

Lemma 3.7. For every K > 1 there exists Ry > 0 such that
[wi] N BM( }( wl) (W@()\)(U(W)))‘T) C [wi] N Bﬂewoa(w,r)
forall X € A, allw € E*, and all r € [0, Rs).

Proof. Because of the Bounded Distortion Property (BDP), we have for all » > 0 small
enough, say 0 < r < Rs, that

By (w0, K| (02,) (maoy (@) = 73 (B(ma(w), K71 (4,) (may (o (@))7)
C my (62, (Blmagy (0(w)). 1)

13



So, fixing 7 € [w1] N By, (w, K| (¢ )/(71'9()\)(0'(@)))‘7’), we have 771 = w; and

w1

mA(T) = &3, (mon (0(7))) 82, (B(mapn (0(w)), 7).

This means that mp)(o(7)) € B(mg(o(w)),r)), or equivalently, 7 € B (w,r). The

Wg()\)OO'

required inclusion is thus proved and the proof is complete.
O

Since the measure p is fiberwise invariant, we have for all w € E*, all r > 0, and m-a.e.
A € A that
10 (Brg 00 (@), 7)) = pix((mony 0 0) 71 (B(mg(n) 0 0(w), 7))
(3.4) = oot (71'9_&) (B(mon)(o(w)), 7))
= o(x) (Bryn, (0(w), 7))
As an immediate consequence of this formula along with Lemma and Lemma [3.7] we
get the following:

Lemma 3.8. For every K > 1 there exists Rx > 0 such that
(4] 0 By (0, K[ (94,) (o (@) [)) _ (1] 1 B0 (@:7)
Ho(x) (Bﬂe(x)(o'(w%r)) N J75) (Bﬂ'e()\)oo'(w),/r))

and
:UA([wl] A B?T,\ (w’ K_l} ( 3;1),(71-90\)(0-(“)))‘76)) /”L)\([Wl] N BWQ(A)OU(W7 T))

Ho(x) (Bﬂe(x) (U(W>v T)) - J75) (BWG(A)OU(W, 7’))
for allw € E*~, allr € (0, Rk], and m-a.e. A € A.

Lemma 3.9. We have that
// 10g pux (B, (w, 7)) dpr(w)dm(X) > —oo
A oo
for all r > 0.

Proof. Since X is compact there exist finitely many points 21, 23, ..., 2 in X such that

B r/2) > X

j=1
For every A € A and every integer n > 0 define the set of sequences:
Ay(\) = {we BE® et < fir (B, (w, 7)) < e "}
Assume that
An(N) Ny (B2, 7/2)) # 0
for some 1 < j <I. Fix v € A,(\) Ny '(B(zj,r/2)) arbitrary. Then, because of the triangle
inequality, 7 ' (B(zj,7/2)) C By, (w,r). Therefore,

i (An0) (V3 (Bl 7/2)) < (3 (B33, /2) < (B 7)) <



However, p\(A,(\) Ny (B (ZZ,’F/Q))) =0<e™if A,(\) Ny (B(z,7/2)) = 0, for some
1 <4 < [. Hence, since {71')\ (2j,7/2) } is a cover of E°°, this implies that

Therefore we obtain,

/w —log i) (B, (w, 7)) dpx(w) = Z/A o —log ir (Br, (w, 7)) dpx(w)

< (n+1)le Zn+1
n—0

n=0

Hence, from the above, we can conclude that

// log,uA er))duA Ydm(A Zn+1

Then employing this lemma and Birkhoft’s Ergodic Theorem, we obtain the following:

Lemma 3.10. For allr > 0 and p-a.e. (\,w) € A x E>, we have:

lim — log,ugn )(Bﬂenm (6™(w),r)) =0

n—oo M,

Now, we shall prove the following:

Lemma 3.11. If H,(75%(§)|7y ' (a)) < oo, then for every K > 1, all v € (0, Ryk) and
p-a.e. (A\,w) € A x E*®, we have that

(3.5) T~ log i (B, (w0, K| (8 (o (0" @))|F)) < —hu(S),

n—oo M

and moreover

(3.6) lim  log ix (Ba, (w0, K7 (62),) (mny (0" @))|F)) > —hulS).

n—oo 1

15



Proof. We prove the first inequality by relying on the second inequality of Lemma [3.8 The
proof of the second inequality of the lemma is analogous and will be omitted. We have:

Ty, (w) =
= log i (Br, (w, K| (62,) (mon () (0" (@) 1))
= Hos ) (B, (07 W%K D60 J) (7o (0™ (W))) |1))
= Z log 9J+1 /
j=0 Hoi(x) (ngjﬂw (‘7”1( ), K—(n=G+D) ‘( UJ+1 . (+1>) (79"(/\)(‘7n(w)))‘7"))

+ log pen () (Bm)nm ( (W), T))
R g P (@0 By, (00(@) KN, ) ney (07
0900 (B (0710), K-G0 [ (67500 ™ Y (g3 (7)) 1)

oIt (W) (41

~—
~—
~—

L Mej(A)([(Uj(W))l] N Br, . (Uj(w)aK_("_j)\ (Qﬁjj(i) n,j) (Wen(x)(o'"(w)))‘r))
B ; e #r (B ) (07 (w()jK ‘("‘j)}(¢§§(@))|nj)léﬂ)em) (o7 (@))]r)) :
+10g 4197 (3) (Bryn s, (0" (), 7))
gnflog i) ([(07@)1] 0 Bry oo (0741 (@), K00 (0000, Y (momiy (0" @))]r))
105 3) (Bryys o (071 (), K= <f+1>>\<¢iéiiiz’)\n M)xW)(an(w)))\T))
_Slog pai ) ([(07 (w))1] N Br, (07 (w), K==)|(¢ ija((i s ) (mgn ey (0™ (W)))]7))
=0 KX (Bnm(k) (07 (w), K==9)] (Qﬁ((A)N - J) (Wen(x)(U"(W))) ‘7’))
+10g f1gn(3) (Brgn (0" (w), 7))
=2 Wi (0 o) (A w Z;G (6 x 0) (A, w)) +10g f1gm3) (Brgn ) (0" (@), 7)),

where for all 1 > 1,

i ([01] N By o0 (07 (@), KD (600 ) (g 3y (0 () |1) )

|
13 (Brygy oo (0771 (w), K=GD| (62 ) (g 3y (0 (w)))|1))

W (A w) :=log

and where

g ([wi] N B, (w, K=H(62,) (a2 (0 (w)))]
pn(Bry (w0, K= ( 2|i)/(7fez<x)(0 W))|r))

)

G; (N, w) :=log

Now, by virtue of Lemma we see that Corollary 1.6, p. 96 in [11], applies to the
sequences (W.7)s°, and (W, )2,. This, in conjunction with Lemma [B.5 Lemma B.10, the

ergodicity of the measure p with respect to the dynamical system 6 x o, and formula (2.2]),
16



gives us the following inequalities:

lim 77, (w) < /A . (10g By, (L) | (o) © 0) ™ (Bga)) ) (w) —

108 By (L | (75 (B))) (@) ) da () dm ()
= —h,(S).

This finishes thus the proof.
O

Definition 3.12. In the above setting, let us define the Lyapunov exponent of the measure
1 with respect to the endomorphism 6 x o : A x E* — A x E* and the random countable
iterated function system S:

e / —1og | (&2, ) (magay (/@) |dp(A, ).
AxXE>

Since the above dynamical system is ergodic, then Birkhoff’s Ergodic Theorem yields
that, for p-a.e. (\,w) € A x E*, we have

(3.7) lim +log | (2,.) (Tonc (0" (@)))] = X

n—oo N

As a consequence of this lemma and Lemma [3.T1], we now prove the main result of our paper:
Theorem 3.13. If H, (75% (€)|71 ' (e4)) < 00, then for p-a.e. (A\,w) € A x E*, we have

lim log (p12 0 ™3 (Br, (w,7))) _ hu(S)
7—0 log r Xy ’

Proof. What we want to prove is that:

i log,u,\(Bm(w,r)) _ hu(S).
r—0 log r Xu

Fix K > 1. Fix also (A\,w) € A x E*. Consider any r € (0, K| (¢ )/(w@(,\)(a(w)))}). There

w1

then exists a largest n > 0 such that

r < K|(82),) (mon () (0™ (w))) | R

Then for n > 1,

Bry(w,r) € Bry (w0, K7|(82),) (mon(ay (6" (w)))| R ), and

w|n

r > KU(6d,,) (T o (0" (@)) | Rie.

W|n+1
17



Therefore,
log ir(Bry (w,7) _ 108 10(Br, (0, K| (@2),) (7 (0" (w))) | R
log r - log r
log 1) (Br, ( K‘”‘( ;\JM)/(W@”(A (Un(w)))‘R ))
—(n+1)log K +log | (¢}, +1) (mgns1(n) (071 (w)))| + log Rk
—loguA(B ( LK~ ‘( f;‘ ),(7r9n y(0™(w)) )}RK
1+ YlogK + 1 log [(¢, ) (mgns1ny (0"t (w)))| + Llog Ry

Wlnt1
Hence, applying formula (3.5) from Lemma B.11] and also Lemma B.7] we get
lim 1Og M)\((Bﬂ,\ (w> T)) Z hu(S)
=0 logr log K + X,
for all (\,w) in some measurable set }; C A x E> with p(Q}) = 1. Then

i)

0 log r T Xy

for all (\,w) € QF. For the proof of the opposite direction fix any K > 1 so small that

and

(3.9) K_1>esssup{H(¢é‘)/H :eeE,AeA}.

Having (A\,w) € A x E* fix any r € (O,KRKesssup{H(¢;\)/H ree B\ e A}. Because of
(39) there exists a least n > 1 such that

K"|(631,) (mon oy (0" (@)))| Bic <.
Then, because of our choice of r, we have that n > 2,

K™ |(2),_) (om0 (0" (@) Ric <7,

and
Br, (w,7) D Br, (w, K"[(#2).) (mon ) (0™ (w))) | Ric).
Therefore,
log pix (B, (w, 7)) _ 108 1(Br, (w, K" [(95, ) (om0 (0" (@)))| Ric))

log r B logr
log j1x(Bx, ( K"‘( w|n) (mgnny (0™ (w))
~ (n—1)log K + log ‘( 1) (mgn—1(n) (0" Hw
108 11 (Bry (w K"\( 3.) (o) (0" (@))) | R ))
—(1 =) log K+ lfgg\( Sns) (@1 (071 (@)))] + 4 log Ry




Hence, applying formula (B.5) from Lemma [B.11] and also Lemma B.7] we get

mloguA((Bm(w,r)) < h,(S)
r—0 logr —log K + x,

for all (A\,w) in some measurable set Q. C A x E* with u(2;) = 1. Then we have:

1 (Q_ = ﬁQ;l) =1,
i=k

where k& > 1 is taken to be so large that %ess sup {H(qﬁé),H cee Eo) e A} < 1. Also,

mlogﬂ)\((Bﬂx(wJ’)) < hu(S)
r—0 log r Xu

for all (\,w) € Q™. Along with (B8) this yields (2" N Q™) =1 and moreover,
. log ,u,\((Bm (w, r)) ~ h,(S)

r—0 log r Xu
for all (\,w) € QT NQ~, which gives therefore the required dimensional exactness. O

From the above Theorem [3.13] and Theorem 2.T] we obtain the following result, giving the

1

(common) Hausdorff dimension and packing dimension of the projections py o 7, on the

random limit sets J)y:

Corollary 3.14. In the above setting if i is a 0 X o-invariant probability on A X E* whose
marginal on A is m, and if H, (755 (€)|731 ' (ea)) < 00, then for m-a.e X € A, we have
hu(S)

HD(py o my ') = PD(uy o my ') = .
i

4. CLASSES OF RANDOM COUNTABLE IFS WITH OVERLAPS.

In this section we will study several classes of examples of random countable IFS with

overlaps, and their invariant measures.
4.1. Randomizations related to Kahane-Salem sets.

In [9] Kahane and Salem studied the convolution of infinitely many Bernoulli distri-
butions, namely the measure p = B(;Z) * B(;-) * ..., where B(x) denotes the Bernoulli
probability supported only at the points —1,+1 and giving measure % to each one of them.
The support of u is the set F' of points of the fggm €To + €171 + ..., where ¢ is equal to

+1 or —1 with equal probabilities. If we assume » 7, = 1, and if we introduce the sequence

0
(pn)nzo defined by

To=1—po,m1=po(l —p1),72 = pop1(1 = p2),...,
19



then it can be seen that, if pp > % for all but finitely many ks, then F' contains intervals.
If, on the other hand, p, < % for all £ > 0, then F is a Cantor set. If in addition to this,

klim 2%po ... pp—1 = 0, then F' has zero Lebesgue measure and y is singular.
—00

A particular though interesting case is when r, = p¥, k > 0, for some p € (0,1). Then the

corresponding set F' = F, is the set of real numbers of type £1+p+p*+.... If p < %, then
1
2
convolution x(?) is equal to the invariant probability of the IFS with two contractions

F, has zero Lebesgue measure and p®) is singular; if p > 1, then F, » contains intervals. The

b1(x) = pr+ 1, da(w) = pr — 1,

taken with probabilities 1/2, 1/2. This is a conformal system with overlaps, and F, is equal
to the limit set J, of this IFS. The measure 1) is the projection V(1/2,1/2) © 7~ of the
probability v(1/21/2) from {1,2}", through the canonical projection 7 : {1,2} — J,. In [5]
Erdés proved that when 1/p is a Pisot number (i.e a real algebraic integer greater than 1 so
that all its conjugates are less than 1 in absolute value), then the measure p(®) is singular.
In [21] it was shown that its Hausdorff dimension is strictly smaller than 1. In the other
direction, B. Solomyak showed in [27] that u() is absolutely continuous for a.e p € [1/2,1).

Here we will give several ways to extend and randomize the idea of this construction, and
will apply our results on pointwise dimensions of projection measures for random infinite
IF'S with overlaps:

Random system 4.1.1

A type of random IFS can be obtained by fixing numbers 1,7, € (0,1), letting A =
{1,2}%, 0 : A — A be the shift homeomorphism, and setting £ = {1,2} so the alphabet is
finite in this case. For arbitrary A = (..., A_1, Ao, A\1,...) € A and e € E, consider then the
affine contractions ¢? in one real variable, defined by:

(4.1) P (2) = rer+ 1, p(x) =rage — 1
Then, for arbitrary A = (..., A_1, Ao, A1, ...} € {1,2}Z, the corresponding fractal limit set is

JA = WA(EOO) = {Qi\u © o ..., W= (w1>w2>' : ) € EOO}’

w2

which can actually be described as a set of type

E1+Y Y ook
i21 (j,k)EZ;
where for any pair of positive integers (j, k) € Z; we have j + k =4, i > 1, and where the
sets Z; are prescribed by the parameter \ € {1,2}% while the signs + are arbitrary.
We then consider the 1-sided shift space £°°, and a Bernoulli measure v = g on E* given

by a probability vector Q) = (q1,¢2). Let also a Bernoulli measure m = mp on A associated
20



to the probability vector P = (p1, p2), and the probability 4 = m x v on A x E*. The above
random finite IFS is denoted by S.

Next, by desintegrating p into conditional measures uy, and projecting p, to the limit set
J», we obtain the projection measure uy o my, A € A. In this case the finiteness condition
of entropy from the statement of Theorem [B.13] is clearly satisfied since F is finite, so we
obtain the exact dimensionality of the measures ) oy ' on Jy for m-almost all A € A. And
from Corollary [3.14] and Theorem 2.5 we obtain

Corollary 4.1. In the setting of 4.1.1, we obtain the following upper estimate for the
pointwise (and Hausdorff, packing) dimensions of the projection measures, for p-almost all
(A w) € A x E>:

d,u)\mr;l(ﬂ-)\(w)) _ h,(S) < h(mp) + h(vg) _ D log p1 + pa2logpe + q11og ¢1 + g2 log g2

Xu  —pilogry — palogry p1logry + palogry

Also, another possibility is to take y =m x v on A x E*, where m = mp as before and
v is an equilibrium measure of a Holder continuous potential on the 1-sided shift space E*°.

Random system 4.1.2

Consider now a fixed sequence p = (p;)i>1 of numbers in (0,1) which are smaller than
some fixed p € (0,1), and let the parameter space A = {1,2,...}% with the shift home-
omorphism # : A — A. Let also an infinite probability vector P = (p1,ps,...), and the
f-invariant Bernoulli measure mp on A satisfying mp([i]) = p;, ¢ > 1, where [i] := {w =
(..., w_1,Wo,wi,...),wo =1}, i > 1,and h(vp) < co. Let us take then the set F:= {1,2,...}
and a (0 x o)-invariant probability measure p on A X E°°  having its marginal on A equal to
mp. For example we can take = mp X vg, where Q) = (¢1, ¢2, . ..) is a probability vector,
and where vo([j]) = ¢;,7 > 1 is a o-invariant Bernoulli probability on E*; we assume in
addition that the entropy of v is finite, i.e that

— Z g logg; < oo
j>1

We now define infinitely many contractions ¢ on a fixed large enough compact interval X,
for arbitrary e € E.A = (..., A1, Ao, A1,...) €A, N, €{1,2...},i € Z, by:

On(x) = pa, -2+ (1), n>1

It is clear that ¢ are conformal contractions and they satisfy Bounded Distortion Property.
We construct thus a random infinite IFS denoted by S(p), which has overlaps.

For every A\ € A, we construct then the fractal limit set Jy := m)\(£*), which may
be non-compact. The fractal J, is the set of points given as gﬁ;\)l o (bf,g’\) o... forall w e
E*. The main difference from the previous example 4.1.1 is that now, the plus and minus

signs in the series giving the points of Jy are not arbitrary, instead they are determined by
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A= (..., A1,2,A1,...) € A. The randomness in the series comes now from the various
possibilities to choose the sequences w = (wp, w1, ...) € E*°. Thus,

J>\ = {(_1>>\0 + (_1>>\1p>\w1 + (_1>>\2p>\w1p)\w2 + A _'_.:C : pAwlpAuQ AR wi e N*7Z Z O}

Given the (f x o)-invariant probability measure p = mp X vg, we see from Remark [3.4]
that the condition H, (7 (€)|my (ea)) < oo is satisfied. For arbitrary A € A, we now take
the projection measure yy o 7y ' on Jy. Therefore, from Theorem B.I3] and Corollary B.14]

1 is exact dimensional and

we obtain that for mp-almost all A € A, the measure py o my
its pointwise dimension has a common value equal to h,(S(p))/x,, where in our case the

Lyapunov exponent of ;1 with respect to the random infinite system S(p) is equal to:

Xu = —/ log pa,,, dp(A Zqz/IOgmide(A)
AXE>

i>1

==Y pjgslogp; ==Y pjlogp;.

i,j2>1 Jj=1
Moreover we have from Theorem that the random projectional entropy of u satisfies

ha(S(p)) < h(p) = h(pp) + h(vg) = =Y pilogpi— > g;log;.

i>1 >1

Corollary 4.2. In the setting of 4.1.2, we obtain a concrete upper estimate for the pointwise
(and Hausdorff, packing) dimension of py o 7y, for p-almost all (\,w) € A x E>:

Y- pilogp; + > g;logyg;

i>1 j>1

> pjlog p;

j=1

dyom1 (12 (@) <

Random system 4.1.3

Let us fix a sequence p = (pg, p1,p2,--.) in (0,1), and A = [1 — ¢,1 + €] for some small
g > 0, together with a homeomorphism 6 : A — A which preserves an absolutely continuous
probability m on A. Let us take also the set £ = {1,2,...} and the o-invariant Bernoulli
measure v on E* given by v([i]) = 1,7 > 1, where (11,15, ...) is a probability vector. We

assume also that h(rv) = — > y;logy; < oo. For arbitrary e € E and A € A, we now define
i>1
the sequence of parametrized contractions:

Boni1 (T) = Apnw + 1, 03, 15(2) = Appz — 1, 1> 0.
By considering also the (6 x o)-invariant probability © = m x v we obtain the random infinite
IF'S with overlaps S(p).
The corresponding limit set Jy := m\(E*) can be thought of as the set determined, for
A € A, in the following way:

Iy = {£14 \pi, £ X%p;,pi, ..., for all sequences of positive integers w = (iy,42,...)}
22



The projection (my)«px = fix ow)fl of the measure p,, is a probability measure on Jy. We see
that both (2.3)) and the entropy condition H M(ngof WXIEA) < 00, are satisfied in this case.
Hence, we can apply Theorem [B.13] and Corollary [3.14] to obtain that for m-almost all
parameters A € [1 — ¢, 1 +¢], the projection measure iy o7, ' is exact dimensional, and that
its Hausdorff dimension has a common value, which is equal to

HD(,UA o 7_‘_;1) — hu(s(ﬁ))

Xu

where the Lyapunov exponent of p with respect to S(p) is given by:

Xy = —/ log()\p[wlel}) du(\,w) = — / log A dm(\) — Z(V%H + v9i40) log p;
AXE®® A

>0

Y

From Theorem 2.5 we obtain an upper estimate for the random projectional entropy, h,,(S) <
h(m) — 3. v;logy;, and an upper estimate for the pointwise dimension and Hausdorff di-

mension of yy oy .

Corollary 4.3. In the setting of 4.1.3, we obtain that for p-almost every (A\,w) € [1 —e,1+
e] x B>,

h(m) — > .o, vilogy;
d, = HD V)< =
AT (77-)\(@])) (,u)\ O Ty ) = fA log Y dm()\) — Zizo(yﬂﬂ + V2i+2) lOg Pi

If all the contraction factors p; are equal to some fixed p, then J, is a perturbation of the
set from the beginning of 4.1.

4.2. Random continued fractions.

By the continued fraction [aq, as, ...] with digits a;, as, . .., we understand the ratio
1
1
a, + a2+a3im
R. Lyons studied in [I0] random continued fractions [1, X;,1, Xs,...], where the random

variables X;,i > 1 are i.i.d and take the values 0, « each with probability 1/2, and where «

is a fixed number in (0, c0). Let v, be the distribution of this random continued fraction. In

fact the measure v, is the invariant measure of the iterated function system S, = {¢¢, ¢} =
zﬁfiv ZLH}, where the two generator maps are applied with equal probabilities.

If P, is the fixed point of ¢f, then P, = %‘/m, and it can be seen that ¢§(0) > ¢o(P,)

if and only if o > % Thus for a > %, the support of v, is a Cantor set contained in

@5 ([0, P.)] U ¢2([0, Pu]). If o € (0, 3), then there are strict overlaps and the limit set of S, is
the interval [0, =etvoTHa]

Lyons showed in [I0] that the measure v, is singular for all & € (a., 3], where o, €
(0.2688, 0.2689). Later, by employing a transversality condition, Simon, Solomyak and Urbariski

[25] made progress and showed that v, is absolutely continuous for Lebesgue-almost all
23



a € (0.215, ). They left it open whether v, is absolutely continuous or singular for small
values of o, as transversality may fail in that case.

In our paper, we do not use transversality, but view the original system S, as a random
parabolic IF'S with overlaps. The system S, is not hyperbolic (the map ¢, is not contracting
everywhere), hence we cannot apply directly our results above. However we can associate
to it an infinite random IFS with overlaps containing only contractions, using the jump
transformation ([24]). In this way, infinite random IFS of contractions with overlaps, will
appear naturally in this situation.

Our goal is to show that the invariant measure v, of the IFS Sa is exact dimensional, and
to give estimates on its pointwise dimension. Once we have exact dimensionality, it means
that all fractal invariants of the measure (pointwise dimension, Hausdorff dimension, packing

dimension) are the same.

Theorem 4.4. Consider the IFS Sy = {¢?, ¢o} = xﬂj\rl, ~i1 ), and let the invariant mea-

sure vy obtained by applying the maps of Sy each with probability % Denote also by S the
associated infinite IF'S obtained above by the jump transformation.

a) Then, for Lebesgue-almost all A € [0, 1], the measure vy is exact dimensional, and its

hu(S . .
%, where . = m X v and U 18
N

the Bernoulli measure on {0,1,2,...}* associated to the vector (3,2, ...).

b) For Lebesque-almost all A € [%ﬁ, 0.5], the pointwise (and Hausdorff) dimension of

L
25

pointwise (and Hausdorff, packing) dimension is equal to

vy s larger than

Proof. In order to keep our notation for random systems, replace a by A. We have the maps:
Apa L TEA o
Aa) = = ala) = ——
Consider X = [0,1],A = [0, 1], and the transformation #(\) = A on A, which invariates
the Lebesgue measure m. We see that both ¢ and ¢, are increasing, and that ¢}(0) =

,\%1’ P(1) = :\\—ié, and ¢,(0) = 0, ¢3(1) = 1. Also the map ¢7 is a contraction for A > 0, but
¢9 is not contracting. According to the jump transformation ([24]), we can associate to our

parabolic IFS Sy, a hyperbolic IFS Sy = {4}, n > 0}, formed by the transformations of X,
Uy =00y, n>0

From the definition, it follows that the maps 1/ are all contractions, and by induction on n,
T+ A
Up(r) =
(n+1)(x+A)+1
We denote by S the random infinite IFS with overlaps, obtained above. For A > 0, the
measure vy is the projection onto the limit set Jy of the Bernoulli measure on {1,2}"
11

associated to (3,3). If ¢.p denotes in general the push forward of a measure p through a

map ¢, then v, is the unique probability measure v satisfying the condition:

1 1
(4.2) V= §¢?*2’;+ §¢2*V




This means that v, satisfies also the equality:

1 1 1
¢1*VA t5 (¢2¢1) nt 5 (¢2¢1)*VA +. §¢3*VA + ﬁ%ﬁw + ﬁ%ﬁw +...

where E/ = N.
If we take now the measure j = m x 7 on A x E*, we have that h(p) = h(p) = 3 2% —

log2 > 5% = 2log2 < oco. Then, Remark [3.4 applies, and we obtain from Theorem [3.13]that

n>1
for p-almost all (A\,w) € A x E*, the projection v, is exact dimensional at the point m(w).

The Lyapunov exponent of the measure y is defined by:

= — / log [|(42), ' (aqsy (0w) | dis(h, w)
Ax E®

From the above formula for ¢, (¢¥)(z) = thus, since = € [0, 1],

n+1)(w+)\)+1]2 )

! , 1
A(n +1) +n+2J? = I((wa) @)l < RNCEE
Hence we obtain:
X SZ/ S logA(n + 1) +n + 2| dA<Zw 2+ZM
' n>1 et on 2 on

Therefore from Theorem [3.13 we obtain the lower estimate for the pointwise dimension,

h,(S) h,(S)
_ -1 " "
(4.3) dukoﬂgl(ﬁ,\(w)) = HD(promy") = s = log2+ 3 len?) n+2
n>1

We want now to estimate the random projectional entropy h,(S) for certain values of
A, which will give estimates also the pointwise dimension. Firstly, we know that 1, (0) =

A1 _ Afl 1
A = n+1+%,¢2(1) = (n+1)(j\r+1)+1 e E— and that clearly (¢}(0)), and (¥ (1)),

are strictly decreasing sequences in n, as A > 0.

We want to see what is the maximum number of intervals I := 1}([0, 1]) that any given

. )\ . . )\ . 1 1
interval I intersects. Assuming that R ~.p, intersects I, it follows that v — > T

thus AA+ 1) < % Looking next at intervals of type I ,,, we have an overlap between I}

and I ,, iff kulrl+; < n+1-1+%+1’ which means again that A(A + 1) < y. By combining, we

obtain that Ifl‘ intersects k 4 k' intervals 13,7 # n, if \(A+1) < max{1, & }. In particular,

if A > M , then each interval I? intersects strictly less than 4 other intervals I ]’\

1+xf 1
2

Lebesgue measure m. The transformation 6 is again the 1dent1ty on A, E = N, and the

Let us take now the parameter space A to be the interval (=32, =), with the normalized

measure v on F*° is the Bernoulli measure associated to the probability vector (2, 212, c)

Recall that the entropy h(v) is equal to 2log 2.
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Since for A > H\/_ , each image 1, ([0, 1]) intersects at most 3 other images ([0, 1]), it
follows from Theorem - Ol that the random projectional entropy h,(S) can be estimated as:

4
hu(S) > h(p) —log3 = 2log2 —log 3 = logg

On the other hand, from the definition of the random Lyapunov exponent, we have

3 log 2(n + 2)]
(4.4) u < Z 1o _1+\/§) / log[A(n + 1) +n +2]d\ < 10 Z —
n>1 2 2 2 n>1
1 2
(4.5) < 10(1og 5+ > M)

n>1

Thus the pointwise dimension is larger than % for Leb-a.a A € [_1;*/§, %] The value % is

not optimal. O

Another possibility, is to take A = [0,1], 6 : A — A to be an expanding smooth bijective
map, and m its absolutely continuous invariant probability measure on [0, 1]. We can then
form the random system S and the measure v, as before. By applying our results, we obtain
that vy is exact dimensional, and we can estimate its Hausdorff (and packing) dimension.

We make the observation that our method can be applied also to other random continued
fractions, whose digits take values in some fixed set.

4.3. Random infinite IFS with bounded number of overlaps in the plane.

In Example 5.11 of [15], we gave an example of a deterministic infinite IFS defined as
follows: let X = B(0,1) C R? be the closed unit disk and for n > 1 take C, to be the

circle centered at the origin and having radius r, € (0,1), r, 1. For each n > 1 we
n—oo

cover the circle C,, with closed disks D, (i), € K, of the same radius 7}, where K, is a
finite set and each disk D, (7) intersects only two other disks of the form D,(j),j € K,,
and where none of the disks D, (i) intersects Cy, k # n. Moreover, we assume that for any
m # n,m,n > 1, the families {D,,(7)};ck,, and {D,(i)}:cxk, consist of mutually disjoint
disks. Consider contraction similarities ¢, ; : X — X,7 € K,,,n > 0 whose respective images
of X are the above disks D, (i),i € K,,,n > 0. For this deterministic system, the boundary
at infinity 0,.S is contained in 0.X.

Assume now in addition, that there exists € > 0, such that for m # n, any disk (1 4+
e)D,(i),i € K,, does not intersect any disk of type (1 +¢€)D,,(j),7 € K, (where in general
for B > 0, fD,(i) denotes the disk of the same center as D, (i) and radius equal to fr},),
and that any disk (1 + €)D,,(7) intersects only two other disks (1 +¢)D,,(j), 7 € K,.

We take now A = [1—¢,14+¢] and 6 : A — A a homeomorphism which preserves an absolutely
continuous probability measure m on [1 —¢,1+ ¢]. Let the following countable alphabet

E={(n,i), i € K,,n > 0},
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which will be our alphabet. Consider also a fixed probability vector P = (1,)cep, and the

associated Bernoulli probability ¥ = vp on E*°, and let us assume that h(r) < oco.

A
(n,i

equal to AD,,(i), for i € K,,n > 0 and X € A; its contraction factor is equal to Ar/,,n > 0.

We now define the conformal contraction ¢ )(:)3), as being a similarity with image E\m.)(X )
Consider now the probability u = m x v defined on A x E*. We have constructed thus a
random conformal infinite IFS with overlaps, denoted by S; and, from Remark B.4] and since
h(v) < oo, we obtain also the finite entropy condition Hu(ﬂ'gioﬂﬂ'xlelx) < 0.
The conditions in Theorem and Corollary 3.14] are satisfied, and thus for Lebesgue-a.e
A € A and v-a.e w € E*, the projection measure (my).fix = fiy © T, = on the non-compact
limit set Jy := m\(£>°) is exact dimensional, and its pointwise dimension is given by:

dyyomt (M) = @
where the Lyapunov exponent of y with respect to the random system S is equal to:

X = —log A — Z velogr! >0
e=(ni)eE
From the construction of the disks AD,(i),7 € K,,n > 0,\ € A above, we notice that the
condition in Theorem [Z] part b) is satisfied with & = 2. Hence we can obtain a lower
estimate for the random projectional entropy of u, namely
h,(S) > h(p) —log2 = h(m) — Z v log v, — log 2
ecE

Hence, by combining the last two displayed formulas and using Theorem 2.5 we obtain:

Corollary 4.5. In the setting of 4.3, for p-almost every pair (A\,w) € A x E*, the pointwise
dimension of y o 7r;1 satisfies the following estimates:

h(m) — > velogv, — log2 h(m) — > velogu,
eeE eelR
<d - <
—logA— > wvlogr, ~ mom (M) < = logh— > wv.logr,
e=(ni)eE e=(ni)eE
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