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SELF-CONFORMAL SETS WITH POSITIVE HAUSDORFF MEASURE

JASMINA ANGELEVSKA, ANTTI KAENMAKI, AND SASCHA TROSCHEIT

ABSTRACT. We investigate the Hausdorff measure and content on a class of quasi self-similar
sets that include, for example, graph-directed and sub self-similar and self-conformal sets. We
show that any Hausdorff measurable subset of such a set has comparable Hausdorff measure and
Hausdorff content. In particular, this proves that graph-directed and sub self-conformal sets with
positive Hausdorff measure are Ahlfors regular, irrespective of separation conditions. When re-
stricting to self-conformal subsets of the real line with Hausdorff dimension strictly less than one,
we additionally show that the weak separation condition is equivalent to Ahlfors regularity and
its failure implies full Assouad dimension. In fact, we resolve a self-conformal extension of the
dimension drop conjecture for self-conformal sets with positive Hausdorff measure by showing that
its Hausdorff dimension falls below the expected value if and only if there are exact overlaps.

1. INTRODUCTION

Self-conformal sets are a natural generalisation of self-similar sets. Instead of similitudes, they
are defined by using contractive conformal maps ¢1,...,oy. The prime examples include Julia
sets of hyperbolic rational functions on C, such as Julia sets for z + 2% + ¢ with |c| > 2.48. As
the only contractive entire functions on C are the similitudes, one has to restrict the definition
to a bounded open set 2 where the mappings ¢; are contractive. In the real line, the maps @;
are contractive C1T@-functions with non-vanishing derivative. The self-conformal set is the unique
non-empty compact set F' satifying

N
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where X C ) is any compact set satisfying ¢;(X) C X and ¢; = @;, 0---0y;, forall i =iy---i,.

We are primarily interested in determining the size of a self-conformal set F'. If the “construction
pieces” ;(X) are separated, then, by relying on conformality, one expects the dimension of F' to
be close to the value s for which 1 = le\il diam(p;(X))® ~ le\il l©s]|. Intuitively, one should get
better and better estimates for the dimension by iterating this idea. Indeed, this is precisely what
happens: it is straightforward to see that in general, the Hausdorff dimension of F' is at most the
limiting value of such approximations, dimy(F) < P~1(0), where

P(s)= lim Llog 3" Il

and if there is enough separation, then dimy(F) = P~!(0). In fact, Peres, Rams, Simon, and
Solomyak [I7] have shown that if s = P~1(0), then the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure of F
is positive, H*(F) > 0, if F satisfies the open set condition, a natural separation condition un-
der which the overlapping of the construction pieces of roughly the same diameter has bounded
multiplicity.

We focus on the case dimy(F) < P~1(0). At first, it is easy to see that this occurs when there
are exact overlaps, meaning that there are i # j for which p;|r = ¢;j|r. A related separation
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condition is the weak separation condition which, roughly speaking, is otherwise the same as the
open set condition but allows exact overlapping. The famous dimension drop conjecture claims that
exact overlapping is the only way to drop the Hausdorff dimension of F' below P~!(0). Hochman
[8] has verified the conjecture for all self-similar sets in the real line defined by algebraic parameters.
It should be remarked that Hochman’s proof does not generalise to the self-conformal case.

In the self-similar case, Zerner [19] introduced the identity limit criterion,

{gp;l o gpj}id does not accumulate to the identity,

and showed that it is equivalent to the weak separation condition. The self-conformal case is more
complicated since we cannot use inverses. Nevertheless, in Section Bl we introduce the identity
limit criterion for the conformal setting and in our main technical lemma, Lemma [(4], we show
that if it is not satisfied, then there are arbitrary small § > 0 such that, for some distinct maps ;
and ¢;,

o5 () — @3(x)| = dllill = ollgs]|

for all . The lemma thus gives the existence of maps which are arbitrarily close to each other
in the relative scale. Applying this observation inductively, we infer that the overlapping of the
construction pieces of roughly the same diameter has unbounded multiplicity and hence, the weak
separation condition does not hold. Conversely, pigeonholing such unbounded multiplicity implies
the existence of two maps being arbitrarily close to each other in the relative scale. Therefore,
we see that the identity limit criterion is equivalent to the weak separation condition also in the
self-conformal case. This is stated in Theorem

The role of the identity limit criterion is essential in our considerations. The Assouad dimension
of F, dimy(F), is the maximal Hausdorff dimension of its weak tangents, the Hausdorff limits
of successive magnifications. In general, the Assouad dimension serves as an upper bound for
the Hausdorff dimension but if the set is Ahlfors regular, then the two dimensions agree. Fraser,
Henderson, Olson, and Robinson [7] showed that if a self-similar set in the real line does not satisfy
the identity limit criterion, then its Assouad dimension is 1. In Theorem [l we generalise this
observation to the self-conformal case. To prove this, we again apply Lemma [Z4] inductively to
find small scales containing as many equally distributed points of F' as we wish. This shows that
the unit interval appears as a weak tangent and proves the result.

In our main result, Theorem 21l we prove that if s = dimy(F'), then the s-dimensional Haus-
dorff measure and content are equivalent. An almost immediate consequence of this is that the
positivity of the Hausdorff measure is equivalent to the Ahlfors regularity. The result generalises
the corresponding theorem of Farkas and Fraser [6] in the self-similar case. It should be empha-
sized that their proof does not generalise to the self-conformal case. With this theorem, we can
now address the dimension drop conjecture on self-conformal sets in the real line having Hausdorff
dimension strictly less than 1. Indeed, Lau, Ngai, Wang [13] have shown that the weak separation
condition implies H*(F) > 0 for s = dimy(F'). As mentioned above, this implies Ahlfors regularity
and therefore, also the Assouad dimension is strictly less than 1. Since this further implies the
identity limit criterion and hence also the weak separation condition, we conclude that all of these
conditions are equivalent. As the only difference between the open set condition and the weak sep-
aration condition is the exact overlapping, we see, by recalling the result of Peres, Rams, Simon,
and Solomyak [I7], that the dimension drop conjecture holds for self-conformal sets with positive
Hausdorff measure. This can be considered to be the main consequence of our considerations. The
result is stated in Theorem [£3]

The rest of the article is organized as follows. We show the equivalence of the Hausdorff measure
and content in a slightly more general setting of quasi self-similar sets in Section 2l Section [l is
devoted to the study of self-conformal sets and their separation conditions in R?. Results in the
real line and dimension drop conjecture are explored in Section @l The proofs can be found in

Sections BHYL
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2. QUASI SELF-SIMILAR SETS
Recall that the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure H® of a set A C R? is defined by
H3(A) =lim H3(A) = sup H;(A),
040 §>0
where

Hi(A) = inf{z diam(U;)* : A C UUi and diam(U;) < 5}

is the s-dimensional Hausdorff §-content of A. The Hausdorff measure is Borel regular and the
Hausdorff content is an outer measure — usually highly non-additive and not a Borel measure.
However, the Hausdorff content is slightly easier to compute, and is always finite for bounded sets,
irrespective of s. It is straightforward to see that H*(A) = 0 if and only if H5_(A) = 0 and so the
Hausdorff measure and content share the same critical exponent, the Hausdorff dimension dimpg
of A which is defined by dimg(A) = inf{s : H*(A4) = 0}.

Our main result is the following theorem. We postpone its proof until Section Bl

Theorem 2.1. Let F C R? be a non-empty compact set and s = dimy(F). Suppose that there
is a constant D > 1 such that for each x € F and 0 < r < diam(F') there exists a mapping
g: F— FNB(x,r) for which

D™trly — 2 < lg(y) — g(2)| < Drly — 2| (2.1)
for ally,z € F. Then there exists a constant C > 1 such that
H¥(F N B(z,r)) < Cr*
for all z € R and r > 0, and
HI(FNA) SCHS (FNA)
for all A C R%,

Observe that the assumptions of Theorem [2.] are stronger than those that define quasi self-
similar sets; see [2] and [3, §3.1]. Quasi self-similar sets differ to the sets we consider by only
requiring the lower bound in (2]) to hold. The upper bound is crucial in (5.4]) and it seems
unlikely that our assumptions are satisfied by quasi self-similarity alone.

The following result is a straightforward corollary of Theorem 21l We say that a set A C R?
is Ahlfors s-regular if there exists a Radon measure p supported on A and a constant C' > 1 such
that

C~ ' < u(B(z,r)) < Cre (2.2)
for all x € A and 0 < r < diam(A).

Proposition 2.2. Let F C R? be a set satisfying the assumptions of Theorem[Z4. If s = dimy(F),
then H5(F) > 0 if and only if F' is Ahlfors s-regular.

Proof. Assuming F to be Ahlfors s-regular, let u be a measure satisfying (2.2)). Since p(F') <
Yo m(U;) < O, diam(U;)*® for all §-covers {U;}; of F', we get H3(F) > p(F) > 0 for all § > 0 and,
consequently, H*(F') > 0. To show the necessity of the Ahlfors regularity, suppose that H*(F') > 0.
By Theorem 2] there is a constant C' > 1 such that

H|p(B(z,7)) < Cr® (2.3)
for all x € F and r > 0. For each z € F and 0 < r < diam(F'), let g, ,: F' — F N B(z,r) be as in
[21). The existence of such mappings implies

Ho|p(B(x,7)) 2 H (9o, (F)) = D™H (F)r®

for all z € F and 0 < r < diam(F). Recalling that F' is compact, it follows from (23] that
H*(F) < oo and H?®|p is therefore a Radon measure. We have thus finished the proof. O
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3. SELF-CONFORMAL SETS

Let N > 2 and consider the family of N contractions {¢1,...,pn} on R%. We call this family an
iterated function system. If all the mappings ¢;: RY — R% are strict contractions, then there exists
a unique non-empty compact set F', called the attractor of the iterated function system, satisfying

N
F= U wi(F).
=1

When all the mappings ¢; are similarities the attractor is known as a self-similar set. In this paper,
we consider the larger class of iterated function systems where all the mappings are conformal
contractions and in this case, we refer to I’ as a self-conformal set.

Let us next give a precise definition for a conformal iterated function system. Fix an open set
Q c R A C'-mapping ¢: Q — R? is conformal if the differential ¢/(x): R? — R? is a similarity,
i.e. satisfies |¢'(z)y| = |¢'(x)|ly| # 0 for all z € Q and y € R?\ {0} and, as a function of z, is
Holder continuous, i.e. there exist «, ¢ > 0 such that

¢ (x) = ' ()] < clw—y[* (3.1)
for all z,y € Q. For d > 2, the Hblder continuity follows from the similarity of the differential and
injectivity. In fact, conformal mappings in the plane correspond to the holomorphic functions on
C with non-zero derivative on their respective domain, and in higher dimensions, by Liouville’s
theorem, conformal mappings are either homotheties, isometries, or compositions of reflections
and inversions of a sphere. In the one dimensional case, conformal mappings are simply the C1+e-
functions with non-vanishing derivative. We say that {%‘}@'JL is a conformal iterated function
system if each ; is an injective conformal mapping on a bounded open convex set ) such that
©i(2) € Q and ||| := supgeq |¢;(x)] < 1. There exists a compact set X C Q such that

Ui\; 19i(X) C X, which guarantees the existence of the self-conformal set; for details, see Lemma
Self-conformal sets are a natural generalisation of self-similar sets.

In Section [6] we shall verify that self-conformal sets satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 We
thus obtain the following result as an immediate corollary of Theorem 2.1l and Proposition

Theorem 3.1. Let F C R? be a self-conformal set and s = dimy (F). Then there exists a constant
C > 1 such that

HI(FNA) < CHL(FNA)
for all A C R%. Furthermore, H*(F) > 0 if and only if F is Ahlfors s-regular.

The above theorem extends to graph-directed and sub self-conformal sets in a straightforward
manner; see Remark It is pointed out in [0, §4] that the constant C' above cannot be chosen
to be 1. We may thus consider that the theorem generalises the results of Farkas and Fraser [0,
Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 3.1] on graph-directed self-similar sets; see also [5, discussion after
Proposition 1.11]. It is also worthwhile to emphasize that the method of Farkas and Fraser cannot
be applied to prove Theorem [B.I} their proof relied on an abstract lemma on measurable hulls
which can only be applied if the measure and content of the whole set are equal.

To exhibit further results, let us introduce more definitions and notation. Let {¢;}Y; be a
conformal iterated function system and F' be the associated self-conformal set. We use the conven-
tion that whenever we speak about a self-conformal set F', then it is automatically accompanied
with a conformal iterated function system which defines it. Let ¥ = {1,..., N} be the collection
of all infinite words constructed from integers {1,...,N}. If i = iyiy--- € X, then we define
il, =41 ---i, for all n € N. The empty word iy is denoted by @. Observe that X, = |J;2( Xn,
where ¥, = {i|, : 1 € £} for all n € N, is the free monoid on ¥; = {1,...,N}. If n € N and
i=iy---ip € Xy, then we write @3 = ¢ 0---0@;, . For i € ¥, \ {@} we set i~ = i|;j_;, where
|i| is the length of i.

We say that F' satisfies the weak separation condition if

sup{#®(x,r) : x € F and r > 0} < oo,
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where
O (z,7) = {pi|r : diam(p; (F)) < r < diam(p;- (F)) and o3 (F) N B(x,r) # 0}

for all z € R? and r > 0. Furthermore, we say that F satisfies the identity limit criterion if

nf{]|e [~

sup s (x) — j(x)| : 1, j € Xy such that ¢s|r # ¢j|r} > 0.

zeF

The weak separation condition for self-conformal sets was introduced by Lau, Ngai, and Wang
[13]. Our definition is strictly weaker than the original one; see Example [[7l This modification
was needed to be able to find a definition for the identity limit criterion equivalent to the weak
separation condition. The following result is proved in Section [7

Theorem 3.2. Let F C R? be a self-conformal set containing at least two points. Then F satisfies
the weak separation condition if and only if it satisfies the identity limit criterion.

The weak separation condition provides us with a sufficient condition for the self-conformal
set to have positive measure. The identity limit criterion gives, at least in principle, a checkable
condition for the positivity.

Proposition 3.3. Let F C R? be a self-conformal set satisfying the weak separation condition and
s = dimy(F). Then H*(F) > 0.

The above result was observed first time by Lau, Ngai, and Wang [13]. Its proof follows imme-
diately from [11l Propositions 3.8 and 3.5]. We remark that [I1, Proposition 3.8] uses the original
definition of Lau, Ngai, and Wang [13] (see Example [[.7]) but its proof applies verbatim also with
our definition of weak separation condition.

4. DIMENSION DROP CONJECTURE

The Assouad dimension of a set A C RY, denoted by dima (A), is the infimum of all s satisfying
the following: There exists a constant C' > 1 such that each set A N B(z, R) can be covered
by at most C(R/r)® balls of radius r centered at A for all 0 < r < R. It is easy to see that
dimp(A) < dima(A) for all sets A C R4

The proof of the following theorem is postponed until Section Bl

Theorem 4.1. Let F C R be a self-conformal set containing at least two points. If F does not
satisfy the identity limit criterion, then dimp (F) = 1.

The above result, together with Theorem [3:2] generalises the corresponding result of Fraser,
Henderson, Olson, and Robinson [7, Theorem 3.1] on self-similar sets in the real line.

The following corollary generalises the corresponding result of Farkas and Fraser [6, Corollary
3.2] on self-similar sets.

Corollary 4.2. Let F' C R be a self-conformal set containing at least two points such that s =
dimy(F) < 1. Then the following five conditions are equivalent:

(1) F satisfies the weak separation condition,
(2) H*(F) > 0,

(3) F is Ahlfors s-regular,

(4) dimp (F) = s,

(5) F satisfies the identity limit criterion.

Proof. The fact that (1) implies (2) follows Proposition 3.3l Theorem [B] guarantees that (2) and
(3) are equivalent. It is more or less a triviality that (3) implies (4); see, for example, [10], §3].
Finally, Theorems [4.1] and B.2] show that (4) implies (5) and (5) implies (1), respectively. O
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A self-conformal set F' satisfies the open set condition if there exists a non-empty open set U C €2
such that ¢;(U) C U for all i and ¢;(U)N¢;(U) = 0 whenever i # j. Recall that, by [12], Corollary
5.8 and Theorem 3.9], the open set condition is equivalent to

sup{#X(z,r) 1z € F and r > 0} < oo,
where
Y(z,r) ={i € X, : diam(p; (F)) < r < diam(yp;- (F)) and o3 (F) N B(x,r) # 0}

for all € R% and r > 0. Therefore, the open set condition is stronger than the weak separation
condition. The pressure P: [0,00) — R, defined by

. /
P(s) = lim Llog 3" [}
i€%,

is well-defined, convex, continuous, and strictly decreasing. In fact, there exists unique s > 0 for
which P(s) = 0. It is a classical result that if F' satisfies the open set condition, then dimy(F) =
P~1(0); for the latest incarnation of this observation, see [T, Proposition 3.5].

We say that a self-conformal set F' has an exact overlap if there exist i,j € 3, such that
i # j and pi|r = @j|r. Observe that if F' satisfies the open set condition, then it cannot
have exact overlaps. For a self-similar set F' in the real line, according to a folklore “dimension
drop” conjecture, dimy(F) = min{1, P~1(0)} or otherwise there is an exact overlap. Hochman [8],
Corollary 1.2] has verified the conjecture under a mild assumption which is satisfied for example
when the associated iterated function system is defined by algebraic parameters; see [8, Theorem
1.5]. To generalise Hochman’s proof for self-conformal sets in the real line seems difficult since the
semigroup generated by '+ maps is simply too large: there is no invariant metric and dimension
d € N for which there is a smooth injection to R¢, which is bi-Lipschitz to its image in any compact
neighbourhood of the identity.

However, the following theorem verifies the conjecture for self-conformal sets in the real line
having positive Hausdorff measure. It generalises the corresponding result of Farkas [4, Corollary
3.13] on self-similar sets.

Theorem 4.3. Let F C R be a self-conformal set with H*(F) > 0 for s = dimpg(F) < 1. Then
s = P~Y0) if and only if there are no exact overlaps.

Proof. If s = P71(0), then the assumption that H*(F) > 0 together with [17, Theorem 1.1],
implies that F' satisfies the open set condition and hence, cannot have exact overlaps. If there are
no exact overlaps, then, by Corollary 2] the assumption H*(F) > 0 implies that F' satisfies the
weak separation condition. Therefore, by [1, Theorem 1.3] (see also [11l, Remark 3.7(2)]), the lack
of exact overlaps implies the open set condition and we have s = P~1(0). ]

5. PRoOOF OoF THEOREM [Z.1]

For a bounded set A C R? we let

k

N,(A) = min {k: A C U B(x;,r) for some z1,...,x € Rd}
i=1

be the least number of balls of radius » > 0 needed to cover A.

Lemma 5.1. Let F C RY be a set satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 21l If s = dimg(F),
then
279HI (F)r—° < Np(F) < D°r™°
for allr >0 and H*(F) < (2D)*. In particular, H*(F) > 0 if and only if 0 < H*(F) < oo.
Proof. The first claim follows from the definition of H3_, the existence of mappings g: F' — F'N

B(x,r) satisfying (2.1]), and [3, Theorem 3.2]. The second claim follows immediately from the first
one. g
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We are now ready to prove the main theorem.

Proof of Theorem [2. We may assume that H*(F) > 0 since otherwise there is nothing to prove.
This of course implies that HZ, (F) > 0. Write C = 2- 24 D3H3_(F)~!. To prove the first claim,
suppose, for a contradiction, that there exist zg € R? and r¢ > 0 such that

HP(F N B(xg,ro)) > Crp. (5.1)

Fix n € N and let B,, be a maximal collection of pairwise disjoint closed balls of radius 27" centered
in F. Note that, by [15, Equation (5.4)] and Lemma [5.1], we have

272HE (F)2" < #B,, < 2°D52". (5.2)

For each B € B,,, let gg: F — F N B be as in (2.J]). It follows that each ball B in the packing B,
contains gg(F N B(xg,70)), a scaled copy of F'N B(xg, 7). Therefore, recalling (5.1]), we get

H*(gB(F N B(xo,0))) = D27 H*(F N B(xo,70))
> (O D597 "8 s —9. 243 nSDQSHS( ) ITS

for all B € B,. Furthermore, since diam(gp(F N B(xo,70))) < D27 diam(F N B(zg,ro)) <
D27 "2rg =: §,,, we have

(5.3)

H;3, (gB(F' N B(xo,m0))) = H2(9(F N B(xo,70))) < D°27"2°rg (5.4)
for all B € B,,.
Now (5.3) and (5.2)) imply
> H(g(F N B(wo,0))) = #B,2% D HE (F)~r§ > 2- 22 D*r§ (5.5)
BeBn,
and (54) and (52) give
> H3 (98(F N B(xo, 10))) < #B,D%27"52°r5 < 2°°D*rf, (5.6)
BeBy,

Since, by the fact that the sets gg(F N B(x,79)) are H*-measurable and (5.5)),

Ho(F) :HS(F\ U gB<FmB<wo,ro>>) £ Y o (gn(F 1 Blao,ro))

BeB, BeBy,

> %S<F\ U gB(FﬂB(%,To))) +2-2%D%rg

BeB,
and, by (5.6),
(7)< #,(F\ U 0n(F 0 Blanro)) ) + 3 #, (m(F 1 Bloo,ro)
BeBn BeB,
< 7—[5<F\ U gs(Fn B(xo,ro))> + 225 D%,
BeB,

we conclude that
HY(F) — Hj (F) > 22 D¥r§ — 22 D*r§ = 2 D**r§ > 0.

This is a contradiction since the lower bound is independent of n.
To show the second claim, let A € R? and fix £ > 0. Choose a countable collection {B(z;,7;)}:
of balls covering F'N A such that > ,(2r;)° < HZ (F N A) +e. Applying the first claim, we get

HI(FNA)< Z’HSFOB (x45,75)) CZ (2r;)° K C(HS(FNA)+e)

which finishes the proof. O
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6. PROOF OF THEOREM [3.1]

The following lemma is standard but we recall it for the convenience of the reader.

Lemma 6.1. If {%’}@'JL is a conformal iterated function system, then there exists a bounded open
convez set V C R such that ;(V) CV CV C Q foralli € {1,...,N}. Furthermore, if F C 'V is
the associated self-conformal set containing at least two points, then there exist a constant K > 1
such that

Kl =yl < les(@) — 01 (y)] < [l Il — v (6.1)
forallz,y € V and i € ¥,
K
——di i(F) < |l¢i]] € ——= di i(F 2
T Q1 (es () < Nkl € s dinan(os () (62)
for all i € ¥y, and
K204 116511 < s Il < NIl I (6.3)

foralli,je X,.

Proof. Write d = Clist(Ul.]\i1 ©:(Q),R¥\ Q)/4 > 0 and let U; be the open d-neighbourhood of ¢;(Q).
It is easy to see that

dist(U;, R\ Q) > 2d (6.4)
for all i € {1,..., N}. Indeed, if this was not true, then there are x € U; and w € R%\ Q such that
|z —w| < 2d. As x € Uj, there is z € ¢;(2) such that |z — x| < d. Therefore, the contradiction
4d < |z —w| < |z — x| + |* — w| < 3d we obtain proves ([€.4)).

Define V' to be the convex hull of Ufil U;. Let us show that

dist(V,R%\ Q) > 2d. (6.5)

If this was not the case, then there are z € V and w € R?\ Q such that |z — w| < 2d. We may
assume that z ¢ U@]\L , Ui since otherwise the contradiction follows immediately from (64]). Let
T,y € U,]\il U; be such that z is a convex combination of z and y, which we denote by writing
z € [x,y]. Let 2’ be the closest point to w in the line containing the segment [z,y]. If 2/ & [z, 9],
then there is v € {z,y} such that v € [z,2]. Asv € Uf\il U; and |v — w| < |z — w| < 2d, we get
the contradiction again from (G.4]). We may thus assume that 2’ € [z,y] \ Ufil U;. Notice that
(7 —w)Ll(y—w) and |2/ —w| < |z—w| < 2d. Let L, = {w+t(y—x) : t € R} be the line parallel to
[z,y] going through w. Choose 2/,y" € L, so that (z —2') L(y —z) and (y— ') L(y —z). It follows
that w € [2/,y] and |z — 2'| = |y — /| = |7/ — w| < 2d. By (6.4]), we therefore have 2’y € Q.
But since Q is convex, also w € €2 which is a contradiction. Therefore, (6.5]) holds and it is thus
evident that V C Q. Hence, ¢;(V) C ¢;(2) CU; C V foralli € {1,...,N}.

By [16, Lemma 2.2], the Holder continuity of the differentials implies the existence of a constant
Ky > 1 for which

|5 ()| < Kol ()] (6.6)
for all z,y € Q and i € X,. Fix z,y € Q and define z; = (1 — t)y + tz for all ¢ € [0, 1]. Note that,
by convexity of 2, x; € Q) for all t € [0,1]. The fundamental theorem of calculus implies that there
exists to € [0, 1] such that

1
fea(a) = st = | [ el dt\ < Ieh(an)lle - yl. (6.7)

which gives the right-hand side inequality in (6.I). To show the other inequality, fix x,y € V.
If [pi(x), 01(y)] N Opsi () # 0, we choose z € [pi(x),pi(y)] to be so close to dp;(2) such that

gp{l([gpi(x),z]) C Q and |z — gozl(z)| > d, which is possible by ([@3). If [¢;i(z), ¢i(y)] C »i(Q),



SELF-CONFORMAL SETS WITH POSITIVE HAUSDORFF MEASURE 9

then we write z = @;(y). Define z; = (1 — t)z + tyi(z) for all ¢ € [0,1]. As above, there exists
t1 € [0, 1] such that

1
it (w1 (2)) — 93 ' (2)] = ‘ /0 (31) () g2 dt' <) (ze)lloa (@) = 2]
yielding

lo1(@) = ()] = lpa(z) = 21 2 (971 (o) Tz — 93 (2)]

6.8
> 1) o)l e —yimin{l’ %w)} N

Note that, by conformality and (6.6]), inf,c,, (o) (7)) (W)™ = infyeq|i(w)] = Kt
Therefore, the left-hand side inequality in (6.1]) follows from (6.8]) by setting K = Ko max{1, diam(V")/d}.
Since both ([6.2]) and ([6.3]) follow straightforwardly from (6.I), we have finished the proof. O

The properties (6.I)—(6.3]) are characteristic for conformal iterated function systems and they
are used as a starting point in generalising self-conformality into metric spaces; see [12] §5] and
18, 4],

Proof of Theorem [31. We may clearly assume that F' contains at least two points. Let z € F and
0 < r < diam(F). Pick i € ¥ such that lim, o 5, (70) = x for all zg € V and choose n € N
for which ;| (F') C B(z,r) but ¢y, _ (F)\ B(z,r) # 0. Note that the latter property implies
diam(p;|,_, (F)) = r. By (6.) and (6.2)), we have
) — > K2y i My —
|11, (¥) = #41,, (2)] Iy, 1 gminligillly = 21

min;e gy vy |45 min;e gy vy |45

diam(ep;, _, (F))ly — 2| > rly — z|

~ K?2diam(F) K? diam(F)
and K ol
040) = 4(2)| € s i (Pl =31 € ol

for all y,z € F. By setting

K diam(F 2K

D:max{l, S danll) }
miN;e(1,. N} lli|l” diam(F)

we have thus shown that for each z € F and 0 < r < diam(F') there exist i € ¥ and n € N such

that ¢y, (F) C FN B(z,r) and

D7rly — 2| < s, () — ¢, ()| < Drly — 2| (6.9)
for all y, z € F. Theorem Bl follows now immediately from Theorem 2.1l and Proposition O

Remark 6.2. Let M be an N x N-matrix with entries in {0,1}. We say that a word i = ijig--- € ¥
is M-admissible it M;, ;. ., = 1 for all k. The collection of M-admissible infinite words starting
with i € {1,..., N} defines a set when projected onto R? by i — lim,_,q ¢, (z0), where xg € V
is fixed, and the resulting attractor F; is known as the graph-directed self-conformal set of i. It
is well-known that if M is irreducible and the iterated function system consists of conformal
contractions that the resulting sets F; are also quasi self-similar and satisfy dimy(F;) = dimp(F})
for alli,j € {1,...,N}. It is also easy to show that there exists C' > 0 such that H*(F;) < CH*(F})
for all 4,5 € {1,...,N}. If M is irreducible, then it is not too difficult to see that Lemma and
Theorem [31] hold for graph-directed self-conformal sets.

A sub self-conformal set is a non-empty compact set £ C F which satisfies & C Uf\il vi(E),
where F' is the associated invariant set. Note that sub self-conformal sets are contained in the
invariant set when mapped under ¢;, that is, ¢;(E) C F. It is again straightforward to check
that Lemma and Theorem [B.J] hold for sub self-similar sets. Generally, the images of graph-
directed self-conformal sets are not contained in themselves under ¢; for all i and it is easy to
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find examples such that the sets F; are not sub self-conformal. However, some authors prefer to
define a single graph-directed set using subshifts of finite type. In our notation this amounts to
considering F' = Uf\il F;. For such F' we have o;(F) C F and thus F' is a sub self-conformal set.
For both cases above we have omitted detailed proofs to avoid cumbersome notation of M-
admissible words and arbitrary subsets.
7. PROOF OF THEOREM
The proof of Theorem is split into two parts, Propositions [(.1] and

Proposition 7.1. Let F C R% be a self-conformal set. If F satisfies the identity limit criterion,
then it satisfies the weak separation condition.

Proof. We prove that the failure of the weak separation condition implies the failure of the identity
limit criterion. Our goal, therefore, is to show that for every € > 0 there are i, j € X, such that

0 < sup Jios () = 5 (2)] < e max{ ||} ], [|]]]}- (7.1)
re
Let K > 1 be as in Lemma [6.1], fix ¢ > 0, and choose
2K? diam(F)

mine(y . N diam(¢p;

(F))>1,%diam(F),1}. (7.2)

Let {B(z;,6)}, be a maximal collection of pairwise disjoint closed balls centered at F. Observe
that if § < 1 diam(F'), then M < diam(F)%5~<

Since the weak separation condition does not hold, there exist a point z € F' and a radius r > 0
such that

0<d< min{a<4+

#®(z,7) > (5% HM,
Note that ¢(F) C B(z,2r) for all ¢ € ®(z,7). Let {Bj};;:1 be a minimal cover of B(z,2r) of
balls of radius ér centered at B(z,2r). Observe that if § < 1, then L < 5%6~<. Moreover, for each
¢ € ®(z,r) thereisamap: {1,...,M} — {1,..., L} given by ¢(i) = j, where j € {1,..., L} such
that ¢(z;) € B;. Note that there can be at most L many different maps 1. Since #®(z,r) > LM
there have to be two maps ¢, p; € ®(z,r) such that
¢i|lr # ¢j|r and for each i € {1,..., M} it holds that ¢;(z;), p;(x;) € B; (7.3)

for some j € {1,...,L}.

Let i, j € X, satify (Z3). Fix x € F and choose xg € {z;}M, such that |z — 20| < |z — x| for all
i € {1,...,M}. Note that, since {B(z;,26)}1, covers F, we have |z — x| < 25. It follows from
the triangle inequality, Lemma [6.1] and (7.2]) that

lpi(z) — @3(2)| < lpi(@) = @i(20)| + i (z0) — p3(z0)| + |5(x0) — @5(2)]
< il — wol 4 207 + (|5 [l [z0 — =
K? diam(F)
minie{l,...,N} diam(¢;(F)) >

<2max{l1 1) (2 +

< e max{||i ], [1€5 1}
This proves (7.1)) and finishes the proof. O

Before going into Proposition [Z.5] we prove three technical lemmas. We say that F' is uniformly
perfect if there exists a constant H > 1 such that

F A B(,r)\ Bla,r/H) #0 (7.4)
for all x € F and 0 < r < diam(F).

Lemma 7.2. Let F C R be a self-conformal set. Then the following three conditions are equiva-
lent:
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(1) F is uniformly perfect,
(3) F contains at least two points.
Proof. If F' is uniformly perfect, then [9, Corollary 4.2] shows that dimy(F) > 0, which clearly

implies that F' contains at least two points. Therefore, it suffices to show that (3) implies (1). Let
K > 1 be as in Lemma and

3K3
- AT
MiNefy,.. N} H%”

Let x € F and 0 < r < diam(F'). Since F' contains at least two points, there exists a point y € F
such that y # x. Let i € ¥ be such that lim, . ¢3), (y) = . Write d = |z — y| > 0 and choose

no € N such that diam(y;, (F)) < 4 and
3dK? + K? diam(F) (maxe 1, vy [l@f )™
(3dK ' — diam(F)(max;cq1,... vy 194])7"0) minge (. vy [15]]
Choose n > ng such that

5, 15 d + diam(F)llefy, ) < v < ligyy,_, [(5d + diam(F) [}, ) (7.5)

and note that it suffices to prove the claim for all 0 < r < 79, where 0 < 7o < diam(F). Let
z € ¢y, (F) and observe that z, ¢;,(2) € ¢,3),,, (F). Therefore, by (G.1]) and (6.2),

H = 1.

Ino
“Pi\n(y) —z| < ’901|n(y) - <Pi\n(z)‘ + ’901|n(z) — x|

< sy, My = 2| + diam(F)llgf) 5, | (7.6)
< [lf, 13 + diam(F) ||}, () <7

and

2 111, (4) = @11, (2)] = lps],, (2) — 2|

> K@y, ly — 2| — diam(F)||¢f) 5, | (7.7)

> 16, (G — diam (Pl ).

By (6.3]), we have ||g0’i‘n_lH < K*(mingeq vy HgogH)_lﬂgp’l‘nH and hence, by (Z.3)), the choice of

H > 1, and (71),

@11, (y) — |

r <l SAK? + K (minger,.. vy 9)]) " diam(F)[|, |
ln min;e (1 . N} il (7.8)
< H|@yy I(3dE " = diam(F)||¢f), ) < Dy, (y) — -

Therefore, by (Z.0) and (7.8]),

i), (y) € B(z,r) \ B(z,r/H)
and we conclude that F' is uniformly perfect. O
Lemma 7.3. Let {gpl-}i]\il be a conformal iterated function system. Then there are constants
a,c > 0 such that
|65 (z) — 5 ()] < elléhllle — yl®
forallz,y € V and i € X,.
Proof. Let z,y € V and fix i =iy ---14, € ¥, for some n € N. Write ¢/ (i1 ---i,) = Uil in,

Tj = Soaj(i) ('I) and Y; = Soaj(i) (y),
and note that, by the chain rule, gp’i‘j (z;) = ¢, (w1) - gogj (x;) for all j € {1,...,n}. We interpret
rn = x and y, = y. Write also
dj = o3, (x5) — ¥}, (y5)
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and observe that, by (B]), there exist constants a, ¢ > 0 such that

) ) | / a a ) a
51 < el = g3l < ellha e~ y1* < e _max i)™ e sl (7.9)

for all j € {1,...,n}. Since
Sﬁﬁ,jfl(i)(l") - @;jfl(i)(y) = 80;5 (xj)(@;j(i) (z) — Splgj(i)(?/)) + dj@i,—j(i)(y)
for all j € {1,...,n}, we recursively see that
¢i(2) = i () = @i, (@1) (W) () = o) ¥) + digg) (v)
= 0l (22) (Ph21y (2) = Wla(y (1) + @5, (1) dal,a 3y (¥) + digy ) (y)
== @ (@51 ()
1

(7.10)

Observe that, by (6.3]), we have ||g0’i‘j_l\|||gp;j(i)” < K2?||¢)| for all j € {1,...,n} and hence, by
I and (739),

05 (@) = W)l <D 1y, (@im)lldillels o )] < KNI 1ds]
j=1 j=1

cK?

<
S 1— maX;e1,...n} |1¥]

’ «

”a H@;H‘x -y
as claimed. 0

Lemma 7.4. Let {goi}ﬁ\;l be a conformal iterated function system and F C R? the associated
self-conformal set containing at least two points. If F' does not satisfy the identity limit criterion,
then there exists a constant C' > 1 such that for every € > 0 there are 0 < 6 < e and i,j € ¥ for
which

1o max{ |4l 1951} < les (@) — ¢5(2)] < COmin{|l@i ], 151}
forallx e V.

Proof. By the assumption, for every € > 0 there are i, j € X, such that
0 < sup Jios () = 5 (2)] < e max{ ||} ], [[]]]}- (7.11)
Te

Let a,¢ > 0 be as in Lemmal[Z.3l Recalling that V' O F is open, we see that there exists g > 0 such
that 6(1]/(1+a) < diam(F') and B(x,e(l]/(1+a)) CViorallz e F. Fix 0 <e <¢gpand let i,j € ¥, be
such that (ZII]) holds. By compactness of F', the supremum in (Z.IT]) is attained by some zy € F.

To simplify notation, write f(z) = ¢i(z) — ¢;j(x) and 6 = |f(zo)|/ max{|[¢}[], [¢}. Note that

| (@)] < [f(o)| = d max{]| ], 19511} < e max{[l ], 151} (7.12)

for all x € F' and, in particular, 0 < § < e.
By the triangle inequality and Lemma [7.3] we obtain

1P/ = 1 o)l < 1f'(y) = f(2o)| < 15 (y) — @i(o)| + |9 (y) = &5 (w0)]

" . (7.13)
< c(lli I+ 151D1y — zol™ < 2emax{ ||} I, [1¢5 I}y — 2ol
for all y € V. Let H > 1 be as in (Z.4]). We will next show that
[/ (x0)] < (BH + 2¢)6° 4 max{||i I, 1] 1} (7.14)

To prove (T.I4]), we assume the opposite inequality for a contradiction. Since F' contains at
least two points, it follows from Lemma that F' is uniformly perfect and there exists a point
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z € F N B(xg, 6"/ 0T)\ B(zg, 60+ /H). By convexity of V, the line connecting z¢ and z is
contained in V' and hence, zx = (1 — t)zg +tz € V for all ¢t € [0, 1]. Recalling (7.13)), we have
|f(z2) = f (wo)| < 2emax{ |} |, 1] [ }ze — ol < 268/ U+ max{lif I, 151} (7.15)

Define unit vectors u and v by setting u = (2 — x0)/|z — o] and v = f'(xo)u/|f (zo)]. As
f'(y) is a similarity for all y € V, we have (f'(xo)u,v) = |f'(zo)ul*/|f'(z0)] = |f (z0)| and
|f (xo)u—f'(ze)u| = |f'(x0)— f'(z)|. Therefore, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the assumption
that (C.I4]) does not hold, and (T.I5]), we have
(f'(z)u,v) = (f'(zo)u, v) = (f'(wo)u — f'(2¢)u, v)
> |f'(z0)| = |f'(wo) = f'(z0)| = 3H&Y ) max{ |||, 1] 1}

for all ¢ € [0, 1]. Since, by conformality, (V(f(y),v),u) = (f'(y)u,v) for all y € V, the fundamental
theorem of calculus and the multivariate chain rule imply

(7.16)

(f(2),v) = (f(x0),v) :/0 %<f(zt),v>dt=/o (V{f(2),0), g2 dt

: X (7.17)
— e = a0l [ (VU G)vo)su)dt = |z — o] [ (e v)a.
0 0
Hence, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (C.I7), and (Z.16]),
1
FG)) > (E)0) = (o)) + |z = ol [ (o)
§51/(1+a) N N
= —[f(@o)| + 3H /) max{||¢} [, 19511}
= 26 max{||#4[], 511} > | (o).
As this contradicts (Z12]), i.e. the maximality of xg, we have shown (.I14]).
Combining (ZI3) and (.I4]), we see that
|f' ()] < |f/(xo)| + 2cmax{|l¢i ||, ] 1}y — 2ol
a/(1+a) / / (718)
< (3H +4c)d max{[|¢5 [], [l ]|}

for all y € Bz, 0+)). Write r = 6V/(4) /(6H + 8¢) < 64 fix 2 € B(xg,r), and define
Yyt = (1—t)xo+tz for all t € [0, 1]. By the fundamental theorem of calculus, there exists y € B(xo, )

such that, by (ZI8]),

1
17 ()] = 1f o)l < 1£(x) — Flao)] = 1 / f’(y»%ytdt' <1 @)lla - =0
< (BH + 4¢)5/) max ([l |, I} 1} = 2o max{[lo} ], Il -
Now (ZI12]) and (ZI9) imply
L masc{ 1 41} = 1 (xo)| — Somax{[loh ] Ile 1} < 1/ (@)] < Smax{h]l I5l}  (7.20)

for all x € B(zo,r).

Let k € ¥ be such that lim, o wk‘n(x) = x¢ for any x € V and choose n € N such that
diam(ey, (V) < r and diam(ypy), _,(V)) = r. Note that ¢y, (V) C B(wo,r) and hence (Z.20)
holds for all points in ¢y, (V). By (@.3)), we have K_QHQDQHHQDLMH < HSD;Ik‘nH < HQDQHHQDi{‘nH for all
h € ¥,. Observe that, by (6.2,

(7.19)

K—2 in. /
merzg{L...,N} ||801HT < HSDL | < L
Jiam(F) " dian()

T.
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Therefore, by (7.20),
|f (0, (2))] < o max{ |||, 19511} < SB[y, 17 max{[ ¢y, Il 15, 1}

SK*4 diam(F')
= i max{ ||y, s 15, 1}
rmingeg,. ny (|44 K 112 1Y 3k]n
K (4H + 2°7°) diam(F)
< 5o/ (1+a) maX{HSD,ik\nH, HSDSk\nH}

minz‘e{L...,N} HSDQH
and
|f (P, (@)] = 0¥/ UF K1 (2H + 214 diam(F) max{||ely, |, 19, 1}
for all z € V. Writing

4 24\ J;
o max{ K*(4H + 2°7%) diam(F) K }

Witeqr, vy 17 (2H + 2777 diam(F)
we have thus shown that

Ot max{ |l 1 195, 1 < s, (2) = 3, ()]

. (5) (7.21)
C§e/ A+ )max{|!<,0/ik|n”7“(P;k\n|’}

<
<

for all z € V.

To finish the proof, fix 0 < & < diam(F)/(4KC) and take 0 < & < &g such that e+ < &' Let
0<0<e, i’ = ik|,, and j’ = jk|, be so that (ZZI)) holds and define &' = §o/(H) L go/(+a) < ¢/,
Notice that, by ([6.2]), the triangle inequality, and (Z.2]]),

diam (i3 (F))

Il < 2
J diam(F)

< ﬁ(m(diam(w(ﬂ) +2C¢ max{|l¢ |, 15 11})
/
< Kl + oo mas{l I )
Therefore, if ||}/ || > |l¢}/]l, we have
K diam(F')

diam(F') — 2K C¢'
and similarly the other way around. By ([C.2I]), we now have

1o max{ || |, 951} < lpsr (2) — ¢y (2)] < 2KC8 min{ |l [, [|¥5 1}

for all x € V, which is what we wanted to show. 0

(RS eIl < 2Kl |

Proposition 7.5. Let F C RY be a self-conformal set containing at least two points. If F satisfies
the weak separation condition, then it satisfies the identity limit criterion.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that F' does not satisfy the identity limit criterion. Let C' > 1

be as in Lemma [7.4land K > 1 as in Lemma For each ¢ € N write 1(¢) =1---1 € ¥, and

e(q) = %CK72”<pll(q)H diam(F')/q > 0. Choose ¢ € N to be the smallest integer for which
K 3¢—2  Cligy |l diam(F) — K?e(q)

di (F = .
iam () S diam(e; (F)) < 3= C[} [ diam(F) + K2(g)

(7.22)

We will prove that F' does not satisfy the weak separation condition by showing that for each
n € N there exist € F' and r > 0 such that #®(z,7) > [n/q].

Fix n € N and write 1 = £(q). Since F' contains at least two points and does not satisfy the
identity limit criterion, Lemma [7.4] implies that there exist 0 < §; < 1 and i1, j1 € X« such that

71811, | < lps, (2) = 03, ()] < OOl |l
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for all z € V. We will choose ¢ > 0 and iy, jx € Xs, k € {1,...,n}, inductively. Assuming
0 < dp—1 <eg—1 <landig_1,jr_1 € Xx have already been chosen for some k € {2,...,n}, let us
fix 0 < e < (2K°C?)716_1]|¢%, Il By Lemma [74] we then choose 0 < 6 < ; and i, jx € s
such that

C10kll, I < L, (@) = 05, ()] < OOl | (7.23)
forall x € V.

Define i = i,---iy and ky, = in - imt1jmim—1---11 for all m € {1,...,n}. Fix m,l €
{1,...,n} such that m # [ and notice that we may assume [ < m, relabeling if necessary. We
claim that

Skam|F ?é SDklm|F (724)

for all m € .. By (6.3), we have K2[|¢i [ll&} [l < llgis [l < llekllll) || for all k, j € .. Therefore,

by (6.1) and (Z.23), we have
lp1(@) = i (@) = K4 oy, Mps (01000 (2)) = 03, (03, oy ()]
(KO) ' a1l a, e, T = (KO) 11l

and, as O < £ < (2K°C?) o lléh, || <0 < QEPCH)Tma 6k, - Il also

VoWV

E*Comll .1, |l < K*CE°CH 0165, M5, 1l 10k,

|p1(2) = x, ()] <
< K2OQKPC?) a6, 0| < 2KC)0l6%,, ..,

(7.25)

for all x € V. Since now

i (z) — o ()] = |p1(2) — x,, ()]
(KC) ol 0, — RKC) 161165,
= (2KC)'6ll¢h, .4, > 0

for all z € V, we see that |pxm(z) — ¢x,.m(z)] > 0 for all z € pp(V) and m € X,. Therefore, (.24)
holds and, in particular, the set

\Ilp = {‘pkml(p)’F m e {1, . ,n}} (726)

has n elements for all p € {1,...,q}.
Let r = maX,,e1,... n) diam(py,, 1) (F)) and z = ¢s1(4)(z0), where zg € F. We will next show
that

lw, () = P, ()] >
=

diam(py,,1(¢) (F)) < 7 < diam(py,, (F)  and ¢y 1) (F) N B(x,r) # 0 (7.27)
for all m € {1,...,n}. To that end, fix m € {1,...,n}. Choosing y, 2 € F' such that [y 1(¢)(¥) —
Prm1(g)(2)| = diam(py, 1(q)(F)), we see, by @.I), ([6.2)), and (Z.22)), that

diam(gx,,1(q) (F)) < €k, [1€200) (1) = P1(9) (2)

Tam(F) diam(epy,, (F)) diam (1) (F7)) (7.28)

Ol || diam(F) — K2%e(q)
Cllgl, [ diam(F) + K22(q)

<

diam(ipy,, (F)).

Note that (Z.25]) implies
|1 (2) = o ()] < (2KC)te(q) |45
for all z € V and [ € {1,...,n}. Therefore, by the triangle inequality, (6.3]), and (6.2]),
diam(ipy,1() (F)) < diam(psaq) (F)) + (KC)~'e(q) |4l

K?(q)

i (7.29)
s ; ) diam (@470 (F
( Cl¢] [ diam(F) (p11g) ()
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for all 1 € {1,...,n}. Since, similarly,
LK)
Ol diam(F)
we conclude, by (Z.28)), (Z30), and ([29), that
diam(¢x,, (F)) > e ax }diam(wkll(q) (F)) =r = diam(py,,1(9)(F))

geoey

diam (s (g) (F)) < diam(py,,1(¢) (F)) diam (s () (F)), (7.30)

as desired. Observe that the role of ¢ is to guarantee the strict inequality above — because of
conformality, it might happen that diam(¢x(F')) = diam(¢y- (F')) for some k € ¥,; see Example[7.6l

Finally, note that (Z.25]), the choice of e(q), (€3], [€2]), and (Z30]) give us
|2 — Pr1(g) (20)] = [01(P1(9) (0)) = i (1) (0))] < (2K C) (@)1l
= 13l Nl diam(F) < LKl | diam(F)

N

%diam(@il(q)(F)) ST

yielding @y, 1(¢)(F) N B(x,7) # 0 as desired.

Because of the length difference ¢, we cannot directly apply (Z.27)) in the definition of the weak
separation condition. But relying on (7.27]), we see that for each m € {1,...,n} there is p,, €
{1,..., ¢} such that diam(@y,,1(p,,)(F)) < r < diam(ex,,1(p,, —1)(F)) and @y, 1(p,.,) (F)NB(x,7) # 0.
Hence,

@y = {Grpr(plF :m€{1,...,n} and p,, = p} C O(x,7)
for all p € {1,...,q}. By (Z26), we have &, C U,, #®, = #{m € {1,...,n} : py, = p}, and
#W, =nfor all p € {1,...,q}. Since the function m — p,, is from {1,...,n} to {1,...,q}, there
exists p € {1,...,¢} such that #®, > [n/q]. Therefore, we have shown that #®(z,r) > [n/q|
and finished the proof. O

We finish the section with two examples. The first one verifies the need to use ¢ in (7.27) and the
second one examines the difference between the original definition of the weak separation condition
and our definition.

Example 7.6. We exhibit a conformal iterated function system {1, 2,3} on R? for which the
associated self-conformal set F' C R? satisfies diam(p; (F)) = diam(p;- (F)) for i = 32 € %,.
Using complex notation, we define

B R NP C I s p—

for all z € C. The mapping ¢ is a strongly contracting homothety, s is a weakly contracting
similarity that involves a rotation by 7, and 3 is a Mobius transformation with singularity at 2i.
Therefore, all the mappings are injective and holomorphic on C\ {2i}. To see that their collection
is a conformal iterated function system, it is enough to verify that there exists a bounded open

convex set 2 C C such that ¢;(Q2) C Q and [|¢}|| = sup,cq |¢)(2)| < 1 for all j € {1,2,3}.

Write 79 = 9% and define Q@ = B°(0,rg), where B°(z,r) is an open ball centered at z € C with

radius » > 0. Note that the singularity 2¢ is not contained in the closure of 2 and hence, each of
the mappings ¢; maps balls in 2 onto balls. A simple calculation shows that ¢;(Q2) = B°(c1,71),

where ¢; = —1% and 7 = %. Since |c; — 11| < 1o, we see that ¢1(Q) C Q. Similarly, we see
that p2(Q2) = B(0, %—87“0) C Q. We determine ¢3(2) by looking at the images of rg, irg, and —rg
from the boundary of €. Indeed, these three points uniquely describe a circle and hence the ball
©3(2) = B°(c3,r3). The center point c3 = —6%171683%18 can be calculated from the equations

les — w3(ro)| = |es — w3(iro)| = |es — p3(—70)l,
where each of the value is the radius r3 = 391081801%09. Since |e3| + r3 < 19, we see that also p3(2) C Q.
Furthermore, a direct calculation shows that ¢} (2) = g, ¢5(2) = 33, and @(2) = —ﬁ for

all z € C\ {2i}. Therefore, as |p3(2)| < (2 —10)"2 < 1 for all z € Q, we have ]l < 1 for all
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j €{1,2,3}. The collection {p1, 2,3} is thus a conformal iterated function system. Let F' C C
be the associated self-conformal set.
Since p32(F') C 3(F), to see that the diameters are equal, it suffices to prove that diam(<p3 (F)) <

diam(ps2(F)). Let w = —199 € F be the fixed point of ¢1. Defining g1 = ps2(w) = § € F and

a2 = pa2a2(w) = 26f85§2 € F, it follows that

diam(p32(F)) = |¢1 — q2| = égggg%g'

Showing that this number is an upper bound for diam(cpg(F)) will thus finish the proof. Calcu-

lating as before, we see that ¢1(B(0,w)) = B(—+%5, 1i5) € B(0,w), 2(B(0,w)) = B(0, %) C

B(0,w), and ¢3(B(0,w)) = B(—#220 283y c B(0,w). Therefore, F C B(0,w). Write I' =
{31, 33,321, 323, 3221, 3223, 32221, 32222, 32223} C X, and note that @3(F) C J;cp 01 (B(0,w)).
For each i € T, let ¢; be the center and r; the radius of the ball ¢; (B(0,w)). Numerical calculations

show that

diomn(pa(F) < dien (U s (B(0.0) ) = maelles o3| 73 + 13} = 088
iel ’

as required.

Ezample 7.7. We exhibit a conformal iterated function system {p1, 2,93} on R for which the
associated self-conformal set F' C R satisfies the weak separation condition but has

sup{#®*(z,r) : xz € F and r > 0} = oo, (7.31)
where
O*(z,r) = {1 : diam(p; (F)) < r < diam(p;- (F)) and @1 (F) N B(x,r) # 0}

for all x € R and r > 0. Since, by [II, Remark 3.7(1)], the condition sup{#®*(z,r) : = €
F and r > 0} < oo is equivalent to the original definition of Lau, Ngai, and Wang [13], we see that
our definition is strictly weaker in the non-analytic case.

Let
135 (927 — 62 + 1), if§<x<%,
1 2 17 : 5 7
g(x) _ :F(92$ —9.%'2?), lf 7 \ r < 195
T5p (62 — 8z + 3), if 5 <<,
0, otherwise,

and notice that 0 < g(x) < 1/2880 for all z € (3, %) and g is continuously differentiable such that
0 < ¢'(z) < 1/120 for all = € (3, 3)

and —1/120 < ¢/(z) < 0 for all z € (1,2). In fact, ¢’ is a
piecewise linear continuous function and hence Holder continuous. Define

()01(1.) = %1‘, 902('%') = %.%' + %7 903('%') = %.%' —i—g(x),
for all + € R and notice that each ; is a strictly increasing C'T®-function. The collection
{¢1, ¢2, p3} is therefore a conformal iterated function system and since 1| = ¢3|F, the associated
self-conformal set is the standard %—Cantor set F. Note that also {¢1,p2} defines F' and it is
well known that F', defined by these two maps, satisfies the open set condition. Therefore, as
©1|F = ¢3|F, the set F, defined by all three maps, satisfies the weak separation condition.

To see that (T3I]) holds, observe first that diam(¢;(F)) = 37" for all i € ¥, and n € N. Let
i(k) = i1d2--- be the word in 3 such that 45 = 3 and i; = 1 for all j € N\ {k}. Note that
0 e (Pl(k)\n(F) and

ik, () = 37"z + 37 1 g(37" a)

forallz € R, k € {1,...,n}, and n € N. Therefore, ¢; ), # Pi(m)|, for all k,m € {1,...,n} with
k # m and ®*(0,37") has at least n elements for all n € N.
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8. PROOF OF THEOREM [4.1]

Let £ C R be a compact set. For each € R and r > 0 we define the magnification M, ,: R — R
by setting

z—z
My (2) =

for all z € R. We say that T' C [—1, 1] is a weak tangent of E if there exist sequences (zy)nen of
points in R and (ry,)nen of positive real numbers such that M, ,,(E) N [—1,1] — T in Hausdorff
distance. Recall that a sequence (E,)nen of closed subsets of [—1,1] converges to 7" in Hausdorff
distance if

lim sup dist(z,7) =0 and lim supdist(y, E,) = 0.

n—00 pc n—00 y e
If T is a weak tangent of F, then it is straightforward to see that dimyg(7") < dimp (FE); see [14]
Proposition 6.1.5].

Proof of Theorem[{.1. By the above discussion, it suffices to show that there is a constant D’ > 1
such that for every n € N there exist x € R, r > 0, and points z,, < x,_1 < -+ < x1 in F such
that My ,(zy,) = —1, My, (z1) =1, and
D/
Mx,r(xk) - Mx,r(karl) g n+ 1

for all k € {1,...,n — 1}. Indeed, by letting n — oo, this implies that [—1, 1] is a weak tangent of
F and therefore, F' has full Assouad dimension.
Let C > 1 be as in Lemma[l 4l and K > 1 as in Lemma 6.1l Define
KiiCc
- diam(F) minses, [|¢4]’
fix n € N, and choose 0 < £ < diam(F)/(4KC) such that (1+2De)""! <2 and (1-2De)""! > 1.

Since F' contains at least two points and does not satisfy the identity limit criterion, Lemma [7.4]
implies that there exist 0 < §; < € and i/, j} € X, such that

o~y max{llgl, |, ¢}, 1} < oy (@) — o, @)] < €1 mindllel [, I 1} (8.2)

for all z € V. Recall that, by (1), K1 ¢}| < |@i(z)] < ||@; for all z € V and i € ¥,. In
particular, this means that ¢} is either positive or negative and hence, as V' C R is an open interval,
each ¢; is strictly monotone on V. Let y,z € F C V be such that y — z = diam(F"). The mean
value theorem implies that there exists w € V such that

(8.1)

o1, (y) — iy (2) = (P,i’l (w) diam(F).
If go’i/l (w) > 0, then (R.2) implies

e3, (y) — g, (2)
(w) = 5Kl ) diam (F)
Ly diam(F) > 0
and hence, ¢; (y) > ¢y, (2) yielding <p3,l(ac) > 0 for all # € V. Similarly, if <p'i,1 (w) < 0, then we
see that cpg,l () <0 for all x € V. Therefore, the derivatives ¢ , and cpg,l have the same sign. Let
i; = iji} and j; = i}j] and notice that, by the chain rule, ¢} and ¢, are positive. By (G.3),
[B2), and (©.1]), we have

(KC)~ 'y max{lly, II, 105, 11} < K7, s (2) — ¢y ()]
|1, (2) = 5, (2)]
|

<
<
< i sy () = oy ()] < K2Co min{lef, [, 165, 13-
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Furthermore, since V' C R is an open interval and |¢;, (x) — @5, (z)| > 0 for all x € V, we have,
by the intermediate value theorem, that i, () > ¢j,(x) for all € V, relabeling i; and j; if
necessary. Therefore,

(KO) ' a1l | < 1, (w(2)) = 3, (w(x)) < K206, || (8.3)

for all x € V and k € X,. Notice that, by the chain rule, there exists k € X9 such that ¢ is
positive. Choose k1 =k---k € 3, such that

elleh M, 1T < ulleds, I < el ek, o
and notice that also ¢, is positive. Therefore, it follows from (8.3)) that

—1
(KC)ellphyn | < paata () = o3y () < KO (i [l64]) el |

forall x € V.

To find more points being predefined distance apart, we continue inductively. Assuming i;, j;, k; €
Y, le{l,... k — 1}, have already been chosen for some k € {2,...,n}, we apply Lemma [(.]] as
above to find 0 < 0 < 5K_2H903k,1kk,1---j1k1 | and i, jx € ¥ such that ¢}, and ¢j, are positive,
and

(KC) ' oklleh, I < @1, (D5 vin1310 () = @51 (Prcgie i 13010 (2)) < K2C8|% |
for all z € V and k € ¥,. Since ¢}, || < 5K_2||303k_1kk_1---j1k1HHSDIikH <
there is ki € X, such that cp{{k is positive and

6||S0gkjk—1kk—1"'j1k1 H’

gusplikjk_lkk—l"'jlkl”HSD{%H < 5’9”%0/11@” S ‘gHSDIikjk_lkk—l“'hklHHSD{(kak\—zH
~1
S K2 <f212r; H(’O/l”) E”(‘O;kjk—lkkq"-hm H”‘Pi{k H
Note that, by (€.3]), K_QHSDIiij < [l el < K4||g0’ikj\| for all i,j,k € X,. Therefore,

(KBC)ilg”‘P;kkkjk,lkk,l---jlkl ” < Pigkijr—1ke—1--j1k1 (x) — Pirkpip—1ke—1-j1k1 (x)
g _ N (8.4)
S K C(freuzr; HQ‘HH) €H(Pikkkjk_1kk_1---j1k1 |

for all z € V. We have thus shown the existence of words iy, jr,kx € X, k € {1,...,n}, for which
the derivatives ¢f, , ¢j, , and ¢, are positive and (84) holds for all k € {1,...,n}.

We will use ([84) to define the required points z, < x,-; < --- < x1 in F. Let hy =
inky - igkkjr—1kg—1---j1k1 and notice that, by the chain rule, ‘mek is positive for all k €
{1,...,n}. Therefore, by (6.I)) and (84, we have

Phy, (x) — Phpyq (x) < HSD,inknmikakH H (Qpikkkjk71kk71---j1k1 (x) — Pikkpir—1kp—1-j1ka (x))
~1
C{min flesl]) - ellen, |
and, similarly,
P, () = Pny (2) = (K°C) ey, || > 0

forallz € V and k € {1,...,n —1}. Recalling (6.2) and the definition of D > 1 given in (81]), we
have thus shown that

D™"e diam(n, (F)) < @n, (2) = ¢n,,, (2) < De diam (g, (F)) (8.5)
forallz € Vandk € {1,...,n—1}. Let y,z € F besuch that ¢n, ., (y)—¢n,,, (2) = diam(pn,_, (F)).
Since ¢y, ., and ¢y, are positive, we have z <y and ¢n, (2) < ¢n, (y). Therefore, by (B3]), we have

diam(n, (F)) > ¢n, (y) — ¢, (2) > diam(epn, ., (F)) — 2De diam(¢n, (F))

and
diam(gn, ., (F)) < (1 +2De) diam gy, (F))
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for all £ € {1,...,n —1}. Choosing z,y € F such that ¢y, (y) — ¢n,(2) = diam(en, (F')), we
similarly see that
diam(py, ., (F)) > (1 — 2De) diam (o, (F))
for all k € {1,...,n — 1}. By the choice of £ > 0, we have thus shown that
%diam(‘)@hl (F)) < (1 - 2D€)n_1 diam(@m (F)) < diam(@hk (F))
< (14 2De)" ! diam(ipp, (F)) < 2diam(gy, (F))
for all £ € {1,...,n}. Fix zy € F' and define x, = ¢y, (20) for all k& € {1,...,n}. It follows

from () that z, < xp,—1 < --- < x1. Letting z = (z, + x1)/2 and r = (z; — x,)/2, we have
My, (xn) = —1 and M, ,(x1) = 1. Finally, since (83]) and (8.6]) imply

(8.6)

n—1
Tl — Tp = Z ©hy, ($0) - (Phk_,_l(xO)
k=1

n—1
> D 'e > diam(gn, (F)) > D 'e(n + 1) diam(gn, (F))
k=1

and
x — 41 < Dediam(pn, (F)) < 2De diam(¢n, (F))

for all k € {1,...,n — 1}, we see that
Z(xk —.%'k+1) < 8D2
Tl — Tp T n+1

Mo (k) = May(Tr41) =
as required. O
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