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FAMILIES OF INFINITE PARABOLIC IFS WITH OVERLAPS: THE
APPROXIMATING METHOD

LIANGANG MA

ABSTRACT. This work is devoted to the study of families of infinite parabolic iter-
ated function systems (PIFS) on a closed interval parametrized by vectors in R? with
overlaps. We show that the Hausdorff dimension and absolute continuity of ergodic
projections through a family of infinite PIFS are decided a.e. by the growth rate of
the entropy and Lyapunov exponents of the families of truncated PIFS with respect to
the concentrating measures, under transversality of the family essentially. We also give
an estimation on the upper bound of the Hausdorff dimension of parameters where the
corresponding ergodic projections admit certain dimension drop. The setwise topology
on the space of finite measures enables us to approximate a family of infinite systems
by families of their finite truncated sub-systems, which plays the key role throughout
our work.

1. INTRODUCTION

This work should be understood in the background of families of overlapping iter-
ated function systems. A typical family of overlapping iterated function system (IFS)
on a compact metric space consists of a flow of finitely many strictly contractive en-
domorphisms on the space parametrized by some (time) parameter. The dimension of
attractors and measures supported on them (especially the invariant or ergodic ones)
is the focus in the theory of families of IFS. Besides calculating the dimension of at-
tractors and measures supported on the attractors, another important problem is to
decide whether the projective measures on the attractors from measures on the sym-
bolic spaces are singular or absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure,
refer to Hocll, Hoc3l, PSS, [Shm2, [Shm3)|, [SS1], [SSS].  See also by Fursten-
berg, by Hochman, by Peres-Solomyak and by Shmerkin for more
interesting questions on families of overlapping IFS. These problems are already very
difficult in the case of Bernoulli convolutions, see for example [BVI, BV2] [Hocll [LPS,
[Shm1l, [Sol3|, [SS2|, VarTl Var2l [Var3] for recent progress on the topic.

Note that most of the above research are done on families of finite IF'S, that is, every
individual IFS in the family is constituted by finitely many maps. In this work we try to
deal with families of infinite IFS. We choose the families of parabolic iterated function
systems investigated by K. Simon, B. Solomyak and M. Urbanski in [SSUIL [SSU2| to
demonstrate our ideas, which are probably applicable to some other families of infinite
IFS. Our technique here is to utilize the sequence of concentrating measures on the
attractors of families of finite sub-systems to approximate the measures on the attractors
of families of infinite systems.

The work is supported by ZR2019QA003 from SPNSF and 12001056 from NSFC.
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Let X C R be a closed interval with its Borel o-algebra B. Let M(X ) be the collection
of all the finite Borel measures on (X, B). For a set A C R? with d € N, let HD(A) be
its Hausdorff dimension [Fal2)].

1.1. Definition. R
For a measure v € M(X), the lower and upper Hausdorff dimension of v are defined
respectively to be:

dim,v =inf{HD(A) : v(A) >0, A € B},
and

dim*v =inf{HD(A) : v(A) =v(X), A € B}.

The two values indicate the distribution of a measure on X from two complementary
points of views, with the possibility of the lower one being strictly less than the up-
per one. However, they coincide with each other for ergodic measures with respect to
transformations of proper regularity (for example the C* diffeomorphisms) on X. See
for example [HS] You| on calculation of the Hausdorff dimension of measures
in various circumstances. Following P. Mattila, M. Mordn and J. M. Rey [MMR], the
author discovers some semi-continuity of the measure-dimension mappings dim, and
dim* on M(X ) equipped with the setwise topology [FKZl [Las], which is crucial in our
approximating process.

Now we gradually introduce the families of parabolic iterated function systems. For
¥ € (0,1], a point v € X is called an indifferent point of a C**? map s : X — X if

|s'(v)] = 1.

1.2. Definition.
A CY map s : X — X is called parabolic it satisfies the following conditions:

e s has only one indifferent point v and it is fized, that is, s(v) = v.
e s is contractive on X \ {v}, that is, 0 < |s'(x)| < 1 for any x € X \ {v}.
e s is well-behaved around v, that is, s'(x) is monotone on each component of

X\ {v}.

e There exist L1 > 1 and 8 < such that

11—
|s"(2) — &'(v)] |s'(2) — &'(v)]

< limsup,_,, [z = o] < L.

L_1 < liminf,_,, = o

It is called hyperbolic if 0 < |s'(z)| < 1 for any = € X. Parabolic maps with finitely
many indifferent points can be handled in our context, with some technical modifications
on the proofs.

1.3. Definition.
For ¥ € (0,1] and a countable index set I (with at least two elements), a parabolic
iterated function system (PIFS) is a collection of C*™” maps

S:{SZ‘ZX—>X}Z'€[

satisfying the following conditions:
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e There is one and only one i1 € I such that the map s;, is a parabolic map with
its indifferent point v.

o The other maps {s;}icr i,y are all hyperbolic.

The collection of PIFS S = {s; : X — X };¢; satisfying
Uien (i} si(X) € X\ {v}
is termed ['x(¢). For an integer d € N and an open set U C R? we focus on families
of PIFS instead of a single system in I"x(¢)) parametrized by the vector-time parameter
t € U. The parabolic map is always fixed at any time in the family. Since families of
finite PIFS (that is, #1 < oo) has been considered by Simon-Solomyak-Urbariski, we

focus on the families of infinite PIFS (#] = o0) in the following. That is, we focus on
families of PIF'S

St ={st: X = X}iew,
such that S* € T'x(¢) with the parabolic map st = s; remaining the same at any time
t € U. Let
T - I = X

be the projection map and J; = m(/*°) be the attractor ([Hut]) at time t € U. To
achieve some reasonable conclusions on the parametrized family, obviously some control
on the dependence of the family with respect to t is necessary. A family of PIFS
St ={st: X = X}en is said to satisfy the continuity condition if for any fixed i € N,
the map st depends continuously on the parameter t € U in the Banach space C'*?
equipped with the supreme norm. Let £¢ be the Lebesgue measure on R? for d € N.
The family is said to satisfy the transversality condition if there exists a constant C}
such that

LUt e U : |mp(w) — m(7)] < v} < Oyr
for any w, 7 € N*, w; # 7 and any r > 0.
While the continuity condition comes more naturally, the transversality condition has
been recognized to be an effective condition to achieve some uniform conclusions in

various contexts of flows of dynamical systems. For example, see [Falll [PolS| [PS2] [PS3]
SimSTl SolTl Sol2).

The following are some classical notions on the symbolic dynamics on N*°. For an
infinite word w = wiwsy - - - € N, let

o(w) = wowsg - -+
be the shift map. For a finite k-word 7 € N¥| let
[7] = {w e N*®:w|, =71}
be a cylinder set, in which wl|; = wjws - - - wy is the k-th restriction of the infinite word
w. Let
N* = zo: 1Nk

be the collection of all the finite words. Now consider the o-algebra By~ generated by
all the cylinder sets on N*°. Let h, (o) be the entropy of the shift map o with respect to

the partition of N by cylinder sets {[i]}2, for a measure y € M(N*) ([Hoc2, [Wal]).
One can treat p as the law of an infinite discrete-time stochastic process



4 LIANGANG MA

Y = {Y;l}iel\b
in which Y; is a discrete random variable on N for ¢ € N under the natural projection

with law (N X N x -+ x ¥; x N x --+). The sequence of infinite random variables is
called independent if the finite variables
{)/17)/27”' aYn}
are independent for any n € N, see [T'si, Definition 3a(1),(b)]. The stochastic process Y
is a Markov process under the hypothesis of independence, refer to [BHP], [FKZ, [Hail, [HT].
In the following we focus on the measures on J; projected from probability measures
on N> through 7y for t € U. For a measure p on the symbolic space N*°, consider its

projection under 7y:

I/t:,uom:l

for any t € U. We are particularly interested in the cases when p is invariant or ergodic
with respect to the shift map o on N*°. If 4 is invariant then 4 is of pure type, see for

example [JW]. Let

Au(0) = = [y log g, (¢ 0 o(w))|dpu(w)
be the average Lyapunov exponent of the family of PIFS S* = {sf : X — X },cy at time
tel.

Our first main result deals with the two basic questions regarding the projective
measures {14 }tev, these are, deciding their dimensions dim,vy, dim*vy and whether they
are absolutely continuous or singular with respect to the Lebesgue measure for t € U.
Let N, = {1,2,---,n} be the n-th truncation of N for n € N. We leave the technical
concept-the n-th concentrating measure pu, (supported on N*°) of a finite measure p
(supported on N*°) to Section @l The following result generalizes [SSUI, Theorem 2.3]
from families of finite PIF'S to families of infinite PIFS.

1.4. Theorem.
Let

{St = {Sf X — X}ieN c Fx(ﬁ)}teU
be a family of infinite parabolic iterated function systems satisfying the continuity and
transversality condition with respect to the vector-time parameter t € U. For an ergodic
probability measure p on the symbolic space N> with positive entropy h, (o), let ju,, be its
n-th concentrating measure for any n € N. If the sequence of infinite random variables
in' Y under the law p is independent and p(U2 | N>°) =1, then

hun(a)
AL (o) 1}’

(i1). v is absolutely continuous for Lebesgue a.e. t € {t :limsup,,_, N )} > 1},
o
Hn

(i). For Lebesgue a.e. t € U, dim,vy = dim*vg = lim,,_, min{

in which vy = pom, ' is the projective measure at time t € U.

1.5. Remark.

We are not sure whether the the hypothesis of independence of the sequence of infinite
random variables under the law i can be removed or not, although it seems so alluring
to us.
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1.6. Remark.

As to the approximation of p, better results are possible if one does the approximation
by the sequence of restrictions {ji|n }o2 | instead of the sequence of concentrating mea-
sures {52 ,. However, the restrictions are not probabilities, while the concentrating
measures take the advantage that they are all probability measures.

1.7. Remark.

Similar to [SSUTLL, Theorem 2.3], we can only guarantee the result holds a.e. instead of
everywhere in Theorem as it 1s still impossible to rule out the exact overlapping
between images of {st}oen+ for us for fivred t € U. There is an important conjecture

that a dimension drop implies exact overlapping, which has been confirmed in the case
of finite Bernoulli convolutions, see for example [Hocll, Vard].

Note that the proof of [SSUIL Theorem 2.3] does not apply to Theorem [[L4l There
are two main obstacles on application of Simon-Solomyak-Urbanski’s techniques to the
families of infinite PIF'S. The first one is that h,(c) can explode in case of #I = oo,

see [HocZ]. If h,(0) = oo for some ergodic i € M(N*) with respect to the shift map,

the Shannon-McMillan-Breiman Theorem is not known to hold in this case [Hay]. The
second one is the regularity of the families of infinite PIFS. The collection of PIFS

S = {s; : X — X} satistying the following conditions is called I'x (¢, V,~y,u, M) in
[SSU1J.
(a) There exists an open connected neighbourhood V' of v, such that
Uie]\{il}si(X) N V = (Z)
(b) There exists some v € (0, 1), such that

supsen i LISill} < -
(c¢) There exists some u € (0, 1), such that

infierzex{|si(x)[} = u.
(d) There exists M > 0 such that

|si(x) — si(y)]

|z =yl

For a finite PIFS, S € I'x(9) is enough to guarantee S € I'x (9, V., v, u, M) for some
parameters V, vy, u, M. However, this is not true for an infinite PIFS. Our technique of
approximating measures on the infinite symbolic space by the sequence of concentrating
measures on its finite subspaces successfully overcomes these obstacles.

Our next main result deals with local dimension of the exceptional parameters of a
family of infinite PIFS {S*}¢cy. Let o be a measure on the symbolic space N> with
its concentrating measures {ji,}nen. For a subset G C U and 0 < o < 1, in case the

hﬂ7l(0) > . . .
admits a limit for any t € G, let
AL (o)) n=1

E,c = {t € G :dim*y < lim,_,o min{

I5"llo = supier sup,ex { b

sequence {

hun(U)
At (o)’ O‘}}

be the level-a exceptional parameters in G. Let
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hy, (o)

AL, (0)

For a parameter set A C U C R%, let N,(A) be the least number of open balls of radius

r > 0 needed to cover the set A. A family of PIFS S* = {s! : X — X},cy is said to

satisfy the strong transversality condition if there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that
NAt € U : |m(w) — mp(7)| <1} < Cortd

for any w,7 € N* w; # 77 and any r > 0. Obviously this condition is stronger than the

transversality condition. We have the following estimation on the upper bound of the
Hausdorff dimension of the local level-a exceptional set.

K, ¢ = min { SUD¢eq limy, o0 ,a} +d—1.

1.8. Theorem.
Let

{St = {Slt X — X}iEN c FX(ﬁ)}tEU
be a family of infinite parabolic iterated function systems satisfying the continuity and
strong transversality condition with respect to the vector-time parameter t € U. For an
ergodic probability measure p on the symbolic space N with p(US2N°) = 1, if the
sequence of infinite random variables in Y under the law 1 is independent, then

(11) HD(Ea,G) S Ka,G

h
forany 0 < a <1 and G C U such that lim,,_,, (o)

f exists for any t € G, in which
AL (o)

{ttn}nen are the concentrating measures.

This result is a generalization of [SSUIL Theorem 5.3] from families of finite PIFS to
families of infinite PIFS. See also [Kau, Theorem].

2. THE SETWISE TOPOLOGY AND SEMI-CONTINUITY OF THE MEASURE-DIMENSION
MAPPINGS UNDER IT

Since we are considering families of IF'S in this work, it would be very helpful if the

measure-dimension mappings

dim., : M(X) — [0, 00)
or

dim* : M(X) — [0, 00)
admits some continuity property. To discuss the continuity problem, some appropriate
topology on M(X) is needed. Since the measures {vg}iey € M(X) in Theorem [T
inherit the parametrization naturally from parametrization of the PIFS, one may try to
endow the Euclidean metric on {1 }¢cp through the parameter t € U C R to discuss the
continuity of the measure-dimension mappings. The measure-dimension mappings are
not always continuous under the Euclidean metric on {14 }tey in general consideration,
although lower semi-continuity of them can be expected. One can see from the family
of Bernoulli convolutions {vy}x C M([0,1]) with the contraction ratio A € (0,1). The
measure-dimension mappings

dim, = dim* : (0,1) — [0, 1]
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are not always continuous since there are dimension drops from 1 at the inverses of the
Pisot parameters. However, they are lower semi-continuous [HS, Theorem 1.8].

Since we are dealing with measures originated from families of the infinite systems
and their finite sub-systems simultaneously in this work, we will abandon the Euclidean
metric on {v ey C M(X) to discuss the continuity problem. A well-known topology
on M(X) is the weak topology.

2.1. Definition.
A sequence of bounded measures {v, € M(X)}22, is said to converge weakly to v €
M(X), if
limy, o0 [ f(@)dv, = [ fz)dv
for any bounded continuous f: X — R.

Denote the convergence in this sense by v, — v as n — oo. However, The measure-
dimension mappings dim* and dim, do not admit any semi-continuity under the weak
topology on M(X) [Ma, Theorem 3.1]. It turns out that the setwise topology is the
most ideal topology for us to discuss the continuity of the measure-dimension mappings.

2.2. Definition. R R

A sequence of measures {v, € M(X)}2, is said to converge setwisely to v € M(X), if
lim,, oo vy (B) = v(B)

for any B € B.

One is recommended to refer to [Dool [FKZl, IGRL [HL, [Las, [LY] for more equivalent
descriptions of the setwise topology on M(X ) and its various applications. Denote the
convergence in this sense by v, = v as n — oo. The measure-dimension mappings
dim* and dim, are lower semi-continuous and upper semi-continuous under the setwise
topology respectively on M (X).

2.3. Theorem.

The measure-dimension mapping dim* is lower semi-continuous, while dim, s upper
semi-continuous under the setwise topology on M(X), that is, if v, > v in M(X) as
n — oo, then

(2.1) liminf dim*v,, > dim*v
n—o0

while

(2.2) lim sup dim,v,, < dim,v.
n—00

2.4. Remark.

Similar results appear in [Mal, Theorem 2.8, 2.9] when one considers the measure-

dimension mappings dim* and dim, on the probability space
MX)={v:v(X)=1ve M(X)}

with X being an arbitrary metric space. The proofs apply to the measure-dimension

mappings on the space of finite measures M(X) here, or even on the space of infinite
Measures.



8 LIANGANG MA

Considering generalizations of measures, Theorem is still true on the space of
finitely additive measures (a finitely additive measure v on (X, B) is a function from B
to [0, 00) satisfying finite additivity instead of o-additivity), but not true for a signed
measure on (X, B) under the Definition [Tl Obviously a new meterage for the dimension
of signed measures is needed. Let MS(X ) be the collection of all the finite signed Borel
measures on X.

2.5. Definition. R
For a finite signed measure v € My(X), the lower and upper Hausdorff dimension of v
are defined respectively to be:

dimgsv = inf{HD(A) : v(A) > 0 or v(A) <0, A € B},
and
dim®v = max { inf {HD(A) : v(A) = max{v(B)}pep},inf {HD(A) : v(A) =

min{v(B)) ses} |-

Under this modified definition the measure-dimension mappings dim, and dim® from
M(X) to [0, 00) still bear some continuity.

2.6. Proposition.

The measure-dimension mapping dim?® is lower semi-continuous, while dimg is upper
semi-continuous under the setwise topology on M(X), that is, if v, = v in My(X) as
n — oo, then

(2.3) liminf dim®v,, > dim’v
n—o0

while

(2.4) lim sup dim,v,, < dimgu.
n—oo

Proof. The conclusion dim, is upper semi-continuous follows a similar argument as the
proof of [Mal Theorem 2.9]. Now we show dim?® is lower semi-continuous under the

setwise topology on M, (X). Without loss of generality we assume
inf { HD(A) : v(A) = max{v(B)}pes} > inf {HD(A) : v(A) = min{v(B)}pep}
and
inf {HD(A) : v(A) = max{v(B)}pes} > 0, max{v(B)}pes > 0.

Suppose conversely that (2:3) does not hold. Then we can find a subsequence {n;}2,
and a real 0 < a < inf { HD(A) : v(A) = max{v(B)}pes} such that

(2.5) lim dim®v,, < a < dim°v = inf {HD(A) : v(A) = max{v(B)}pes }.

i—00
Now apply the Hahn decomposition theorem to the measure v, let X+ C X be a positive
set of v with v(X*) = max{v(B)}ges. Under the above assumption we have

HD(X™) > dim*v > a > dim®v,,
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for any 7 large enough. Since lim; o, v, (X1) = v(X™) > 0, considering (2.1)), for any 4
large enough, there must exist X;" C X, such that

Vp,(X;)=0and HD(X;") = HD(X ") >a > HD(X*\ X;").
Now let XTI = UX (X \ X;") for some integer N large enough. One can see that
XT\XE#0
as
(2.6) HD(X1)<a< HD(X™).
Moreover, we have
v(XT\XE) =lim; oo v, (XT\ XT) =0,
which forces
(2.7) v(XE)=v(XT).

Now (28] together with (Z7) contradict the fact that dim®v > a, which finishes the
proof.
|

3. ABSOLUTE CONTINUITY OF CONVERGENT SEQUENCES OF MEASURES UNDER THE
SETWISE TOPOLOGY

In this section we discuss the relationship between absolute continuity of a sequence
of measures and absolute continuity of its limit measure (under the weak or setwise
topology, in case the sequence converges). We start from the following basic result.

3.1. Proposition.
For a sequence of measures v, ~» v in M(X) as n — oo, if there exists a subsequence

{vn, )22, such that v, is absolutely continuous with respect to some o € M(X) for any
1 <1 < oo, then v is absolutely continuous with respect to o.

Proof. We do this by reduction to absurdity. Suppose that v is not absolutely continuous
with respect to g, then there exists A € B such that v(A) > 0 while p(A) = 0. Since
v, — v as n — oo, there exists N large enough such that v, (A) > 0. Considering

0(A) = 0, this contradicts the fact that v, is absolutely continuous with respect to p.
[ |

Due to Proposition B.Il we make the following definition formally.

3.2. Definition.

A sequence of measures {v,}°°; is said to be absolutely continuous with respect to some
0 on M(X) if it contains a subsequence such that every measure in the subsequence is
absolutely continuous with respect to o.

In fact Proposition [3.1] holds for any topological ambient space X. However, it is pos-
sible that a sequence of absolutely continuous measures converges weakly to a measure
which is not absolutely continuous, as one can see from the Example B3l Let £¢], be
the restriction of £? on a set A C R%.
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3.3. Example.
Consider the Cantor middle-third set J appears as the attractor of the homogeneous IFS
S ={s1(x) = 3z, 5(x) = sx + 2}
on X =10,1]. Let
Vn = 2%£1|Unggsw(X)'

Let v be the unique probability such that

_ 1 -1, 1 -1
V=35V08 +35/08; .

Unfortunately, the inverse of Proposition B.1]is not always true, as one can see from
the following example. Let d,, be the Dirac probability measure at the point z € X.

3.4. Example.
For X =10,1], let
v, = £1|X + %5{1}

be a sequence of measures in M(X).

It is easy to justify that v, = £'|x as n — oo in Example B4l However, there are no
measure absolutely continuous with respect to £'|x at all in the sequence {v,,}52,. One
can see that in Example B.4] the measures in the sequence are all of mixed type. In fact
this is the only reason which prevents the inverse of Proposition 3] to be true.

3.5. Proposition.

For a sequence of measures v, ~ v in M(X) asn — oo with v(X) > 0, if v is absolutely
continuous with respect to some o € M(X) and the measures in the sequence are all of
pure type with respect to o, then there exists N € N large enough such such that v, s
absolutely continuous with respect to o € M(X) for anyn > N.

Proof. Suppose in the contrary that the conclusion is not true, then we can find a
subsequence {n;}3°; C N such that any measure in the sequence {v,,}°, is singular
with respect to p. Denote an essential support of v,, by A; C X with o(A4;) = 0 for any
1 <i<oo. Let A=U2, A;, according to the o-additivity of o, we have

(3.1) o(A) = 0.

Note that since v, - v as n — 0o, we have

(3.2) v(A) = lim v, (A) = lim v, (X) = v(X) > 0.
11— 00 1—00

Now (B1)) together with (B:2)) contradict the fact that v is absolutely continuous with
respect to o. [ |

Proposition also holds for any topological ambient space X, but it is not true
for convergent sequences of measures under the weak topology on M(X ), as one can
also see from our Example The above results show that the absolute continuity
of convergent sequences of measures and their limit measures are equivalent to each
other under the setwise topology on M(X ), while this relationship is not true under the
weak topology. This is another advantage that the setwise topology takes over the weak
topology on M(X).
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4. THE n-TH CONCENTRATING MEASURES OF PROBABILITY ON THE SYMBOLIC
SPACES AND SOME INHERITED PROPERTIES

In this section we do the approximation of a probability measure p on the infinite
symbolic space N* by the sequence of its concentrating measures {u,}5°; supported
on {N2°}2  respectively. We will prove that some properties are inherited by the con-
centrating measures from p, under the hypothesis that the sequence of infinite random
variables in the infinite stochastic process

Y = {Yi}z’eN
is independent under the law p. As indicated in Remark [LG], one may be able to remove

the independent hypothesis in due course if one tries the approximation of u by its
restrictions {u|n=}o2, € M(N®) instead of the concentrating measures {ju,}ne; C

M(N).

4.1. Definition.

For a probability measure i on the symbolic space N*°, define its n-th concentrating mea-
sure p, for any n € N to be the unique probability measure supported on N2° satisfying
the following conditions.

(1) On the first level cylinders,

pn([i]) = p(fi]) for 1 <i<n—1, pu(n]) = 3272, u((i]).
(2) On the second level cylinders,
pal(i7]) = p(fis]) for 1 <ij<n—1,
pallng]) = o ((ks]) for 1< 5 <n—1,
pn([nn]) =327, D2, w([k)).
(3) For any q-th cylinder [iyis---i,] C NO® with iy,i9,--- i, € N,, and ¢ € N, let
#H1<k<gq:ig=n}=1.
Number the indexes in {1 < k < q:ix =n} in increasing order as
J1<J2 < < i,
that is, {j1,j2, 5} ={1 <k <q:ix =n}. Then
Mn([i1i2 o /Z:q]> . . . . . . . .
= D ncrirn oo HUIL Ty 1TV 1 1T gy 1T g D))

Since for any g¢-level cylinder [iyis---i,] C No° with 4,49, --4, € N,, and ¢ € N, the
conditions in Definition ] (1)-(3) imply

fin([irds - - - iq]) = D251 pn([iriz - 1gJ])

between cylinders of successive levels, the existence and uniqueness of the measure p,, are
guaranteed by the Kolmogorov extension theorem, see for example [Taol Theorem 2.4.3].
Moreover, p, is invariant for any n € N if x4 is invariant with respect to the shift map
o according to [Ber, Theorem 2]|. In fact, more properties are inherited from pu as the
structure of the original measure is suitably preserved considering the structure of the
concentrating measures { (i, },en on the cylinder sets, under the independent hypothesis
of Y with respect to u.
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4.2. Lemma.

For a measure pu on the symbolic space N> if the sequence of infinite random variables
i Y under the law p is independent, then it is also independent under the concentrating
law p,, for any n € N.

Proof. For any g-word w = iyiy---i, € NI, let #{1 <k <q:iy=n}=1>0and

{j1,92, i} ={1 <k <q:i,=n}.

Since Y is independent under the law p, we have

Mn([w]) . . . . . . . .
= Zn§r1<oo,n§r2<oo,---,n<rl<oo ,U([ U 1T 1 Y1201t Ly 1Ty Zl]])

= p(a]) - p[i 1) (X coo (1)) 1 ([%H]) (151 ) (X s oo 11([2])) 1[1541])
o ([1-1]) (e o0 ([12])) 1([2541]) - - - pu([ig])

= pn([in]) - gl -1 D) ([ D (i) -+ e (Lo 1Dt (8] pn ([541]) - - -
fon ([, —1]) o (g, ]) i ([, 40]) - = - 1 ([2g]),

which justifies the independence of the random variables in Y under the law pu, for any
n € N. |

The ergodicity is also inherited by the concentrating measures {ii,}nen under the
independent hypothesis of Y.

4.3. Lemma.

For an ergodic measure p on the symbolic space N>, if the sequence of infinite random
variables in 'Y under the law p is independent, then the concentrating measure p, is also
ergodic on N2° for any n € N with respect to the shift map o.

Proof. This is a standard proof in classical probability techniques, with all the above
preparations. First, due to Lemma and the independence assumption, the sequence
of random variables {Y;}2°, in Y under the law p, is independent for any n € N. Now
let By be the o-algebra generated by the cylinder sets in N>° for some n € N. Let

B, ={Ni x B: B € Byx}.
The tail o-algebra is define to be
Br = NienB.
Obviously the events
{A € Bys : 071 (A) = A} C Br

are all tail events. So according to the Kolmogorov’s 0 — 1 law (see for example [Tsil,
Proposition 3b9] or [Shi]),

tn(A)=0or1
for any event in {A € By : 071(A) = A} [ |
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4.4. Remark.

Similar to Remark[1.3, we are wondering whether the result holds without the hypothesis
of independence on the sequence of infinite random variables with law i, which essentially
confines our main results to be under this condition.

Considering the limit behaviour of the sequence of concentrating measures {, }nen,
we have the following simple but important result.

4.5. Proposition.
For a probability measure p on the symbolic space N*° such that (U2 N>°) =1, let p,
be its n-th concentrating measure on NO° for any n € N. Then

S
Mo, —>
as n — 0.

Proof. 1t is obvious that for any finite word w € N*, we have

limy, o0 fn([w]) = p([w]),

as pn(lw]) = p(w]) for any n large enough. Since p is supported on U N°° the
convergence extends to all measurable sets in N due to regularity of the measures, or
Theorem 2.3]. [ |

4.6. Remark.

The convergence of the sequence of concentrating measures { i, }nen of a measure p is
usually not true under the total variation (TV) topology on M(N*®), except in some
trivial cases.

The entropy is also inherited by the sequence of concentrating measures { i, }nen from
the original measure i, considering Proposition as well as the following result.

4.7. Lemma. R

For a finite measure p € M(N*) and its concentrating measures {ji, }nen, we have
limy, o0 Py, (0) = hy(0)

with respect to (N, Bye ).

Proof. We justify the result in case of h,(0) = oo and h,(c) < oo respectively.
If

hy(0) = liminfy o0 — 5 32 ene #([w]) log pu([w]) = o0,
we have
—5 Lwens 1([w]) log p([w]) = o0
for any k € N. Then for any @ > 0 and k € N, we can find NV, large enough, such that
— 5 2wens Hn([w]) log pn([w]) > a

for any n > N, . This is enough to force lim,,_, h,,(0) = h,(c) = oo by reduction to
absurdity:.
Now if
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hu(o) = lminfj oo —1 > o #([w]) log p([w]) < oo,

then for any small € > 0, we can find K, large enough, such that

h(0) < =3 Yo il[w]) log pl[w]) < hy(o) + €

for any k£ > K.. Now for fixed k > K., since = p([w])log pu([w]) < oo, we can find
Ni large enough such that

| Y ere 1([w]) log p([w]) = Do e su((w]) log pun([w])| < €

for any n > Nj .. This is enough to force lim,_, hy,, (o) = h,(0).
|

4.8. Remark.

In fact Lemmal[f.7 holds for any sequence of measures converging to the finite measure
o under the setwise topology in M(X), not only for the sequence of its concentrating
measures, for any topological ambient space X. The version now is enough for our
purpose in this work.

5. SETWISE APPROXIMATION OF PROJECTIVE MEASURES ON THE ATTRACTORS OF
FAMILIES OF INFINITE PIFS

In this section we aim at proving Theorem [[4l After the proof we formulate some
interesting applications of Theorem [[.4] in some circumstances. We first show a result
which links the upper and lower dimensions of the projective measure v on the attractor

J of a single PIFS.

5.1. Lemma.
Let

S:{SZ‘ZX—>X}Z'€[
be a parabolic iterated function system with a countable index set I. For an ergodic
measure p on 1, let v = pom~ ! be its projective measure. Then

dim,v = dim*v.
Proof. To prove the result, it suffices for us to prove
(5.1) dim,v > dim*v.

Let J be the attractor of the PIFS. For a set A C J with v(A) = por 1(A) > 0,
consider the set

moo ton Y A) = m(Uicrin 1 (A)) = Uierm(in 1 (A)).
Note that for any i € I, due to m(w) = s, o 70 0™ (w) for any w € I*°, we have
m(ir™(A)) = si(A),
(

in which in™'(A) = {w € I : w; = i,0(w) € 7 1(A)}. Since 0 < si(x) < 1 for any
1 € I, we have

HD(r(in"(A))) = HD(A)

for any ¢ € I. Since [ is countable, this forces
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HD(roo tor (A)) = HD(A).
Successively we can show HD(roo ™ on !(A)) = HD(A) for any n € N, which forces
HD(Upentoo "o 1 (A)) = HD(A).
Since p is ergodic with respect to o, then

V(Upenmoo "or H(A))
pom(Upenmoo ™™ on(A))
1 Unen 07" o 17 1H(A))

1.

This implies the inequality (B.1).

vl

Lemma [B.I] may not be true for some invariant measure p on the symbolic space.
Apply it to families of PIFS, we have the following result instantly.

5.2. Corollary.
Let

{St={st: X = X}icr }opy
be a family of parabolic iterated function systems with a countable index set I. Let p be
an ergodic measure on I and vy be the projective measure under my at time t, then
dim,vy = dim™* iy
forany t € U.

Note that the equality holds everywhere instead of Lebesgue a.e. with respect to
t € U. Now we consider setwisely approximating the projective measure of p by the
sequence of projective measures of its concentrating measures on the ambient space X.
The following result is an instant corollary of Proposition

5.3. Corollary.
Let

S:{SiIX%X}Z’eN
be an infinite parabolic iterated function system with its attractor J. For a probability
measure (i on the symbolic space N> such that (U2 N>®) = 1, let p, be its n-th

concentrating measure on N°° for any n € N. Then their projections {v, = p,om ' }en
and v = p o™ satisfy

UV, — UV

asn — oo on J.

As to absolute continuity of the projective measures on the ambient space, we have
the following result.

5.4. Lemma.
Let

S:{SZ‘ZX—>X}Z'€N
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be an infinite parabolic iterated function system with attractor J. For an ergodic prob-
ability measure p on the symbolic space N, with p(UX N°) =1 and its n-th concen-
trating measure [, also being ergodic on N2° for any n € N, consider their projections
{vy = ptnom hhen and v = o™t on J. The sequence of measures {vy fnen is abso-
lutely continuous with respect to £' if and only if v is absolutely continuous with respect
to L.

Proof. First note that all the projective measures {v, },en and v are of pure type since
they are all projected from ergodic measures on the symbolic spaces. By Corollary
we have

S
UV, — UV

as n — oo on J. Then the absolute continuity of the sequence of measures {v, },en and
the absolute continuity of v with respect to £! is equivalent to each other in virtue of
Proposition B.1l and Proposition 3.5 [

We will only use the result that absolute continuity of the sequence of measures
{V,, }nen implies the absolute continuity of v with respect to £! in the following. This
is true even if {u, }nen are not ergodic according to Proposition Bl Equipped with all
the above results, now we are well prepared to prove Theorem [L.4l

Proof of Theorem [T.4}

Proof. First note that since {S* = {sf : X — X};en € FX(ﬁ)}teU, there exist sequences
of positive real numbers {0 < 7, u, < 1},en, {M, > 0},en (it is possible that these se-
quences satisfy sup{7, tneny = 1, inf{u, }nen = 0 and sup{M,, },en = o0) and a sequence
of open neighbourhoods V,, of v (it is also possible that N ,V,, = {v}), such that its
n-th family of truncates

{S:L = {Sf X = X}ieNn c FX(ﬁu Vs Yry Uns Mn)}teU

for any fixed n € N. Denote their attractors by {J,t C Ji}nenter. Consider the
projections of the concentrating measures

_ -1
Vn,t = HUn O Ty

on the limit sets for t € U,n € N. Since the sequence of infinite random variables in
Y is independent under the ergodic law p, the concentrating measures { i, }nen are also
ergodic with respect to the shift map o in virtue of Lemma Moreover, according to
Lemma [4.7], we have

hy, (o) >0

for n large enough. Now apply the [SSUIL Theorem 2.3 (i)] and Corollary to the
ergodic projections {v,t }tep originated from the family of finite PIFS

{S:'L = {S:’ X = X}ieNn € Fx(’l?, V"”y"’u"’M")}teU

satisfying the continuity and transversality condition, we have
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hun (o)
NG

for Lebesgue a.e. t € U and any n € N large enough. In virtue of Corollary 5.3, we have

dimyvy, ¢ = dim*v, y = min {

s
Unt — Vg

as n — oo on J for any t € U. Now apply the semi-continuity result Theorem to
the setwisely convergent sequence of projective measures {v,, s }ter, we have

: . fhy,(0) : . .
lim sup,,_, ., min { n , 1} = limsup,,_, o, dim. vyt < dim,vg
AL (9) ’

(5.2)

by, (o)
AL (o) ! }

for Lebesgue a.e. t € U and any n € N large enough. Then Theorem [[4] (i) is proved
by letting n — oo in (52), since the Lebesgue measure of unions of countablly many
Lebesgue null sets is still null.

To prove Theorem [ (ii), for fixed n € N, apply [SSUIL, Theorem 2.3 (ii)] to the
ergodic projections {v,, ¢ }tep originated from the n-th truncated family of PIFS {S¢ }crs
satisfying the continuity and transversality condition, we see that v, is absolutely

hy, (o)
AL (0)

= dim*vy < liminf,_, dim*v, = liminf, . min {

continuous for a.e. t € {t e U : > 1}. So in virtue of Lemma B4 v is

absolutely continuous for a.e. t in

N2, {t eU: hunj () > 1} =U,.

U{nj};'; . is an infinite subsequence of {n} A (o)
Hn ;

It is easy to see that

hy, (0)
AL (o)
This justifies Theorem [L4] (ii). [

{teU:limsupn_>oo >1} C U,.

One can see from the above proof that the limit of the sequence
- hy, (o) o
{ win { A8 (o) 1}}n:1
always exists for Lebesgue a.e. t € U. More interesting results are possible according
., (0)
A (o) }teU,neN.
In the following of the section we apply Theorem [LL4] to various families of PIFS to

deduce some interesting results. The first application is on the Hausdorff dimension of
the attractors of a family of infinite PIFS.

to different a.e. limit behaviours of the sequence {

5.5. Corollary.
Let

{St = {S: X — X}iEN c FX(ﬁ)}

teU
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be a family of infinite parabolic iterated function systems satisfying the continuity and
transversality condition with respect to the vector-time parameter t € U. For an er-
godic probability measure ju on the symbolic space N with positive entropy h,(c) and
(U N> =1, let p, be its n-th concentrating measure for any n € N. If the sequence
of infinite random variables in Y under the law u is independent, then

h
(i). HD(Jy) > lim,, min{ u"(a), 1} for Lebesgue a.e. t € U.
AL (0)
.. 1 . hﬂn (U)
(11). £'(J¢) > 0 for Lebesgue a.e. t € {t :limsup,,_, } > 1}.
A (o)
Proof. These results follow directly from Theorem [I[.4] and the fact that supp(ry) C Jg
for any t € U. |

More interesting corollaries on the Hausdorff dimension of the attractors can be
formulated from Theorem [[.4] considering different limit behaviours of the sequence
{ hy, (0 )}

AL, (0)) tevnen

Now we apply Theorem [I.4] or Corollary to some families of infinite PIFS with
exploding measures p on N*° that is, measures u satisfying

and the fact that supp(vy) is always contained in J;.

hy(o) = .
There will be some stronger results available in due courses.
5.6. Corollary.
Let
{St = {Sf t X = X}iGN € FX(ﬂv vvfy’uv M)}tGU

be a family of infinite parabolic iterated function systems satisfying the continuity and
transversality condition with respect to the vector-time parameter t € U for some fized
open neighbourhood V' of v and some fixed parameters 0 < 9,v,u < 1, M > 0. For an
ergodic exploding probability measure pu on the symbolic space N with p(U  N>) =1,
if the sequence of infinite random variables in' Y under the law p is independent, then

(i). For Lebesque a.e. t € U, dim,vy = dim*vg = 1,
(7). v is absolutely continuous for Lebesque a.e. t € U,

in which vy = pom; ' is the projective measure at time t.

Proof. Note that since
(5.3) inf {](sy)'(2)[} > u

neN,ze X

for any t € U, we have
t
(5.4) A (o) < —logu.

Apply Theorem [[4] to the projective measures {14 }tepy originated from the family of
infinite parabolic iterated function systems

{S*={st: X = X}ien € Dx (¢, V,v,u, M)}

teU
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satisfying the continuity and transversality condition (note that I'x (9, V,~y,u, M) C
I'x (1)), the two conclusions follow instantly in virtue of (5.4)), h,(0) = oo and Lemma

47
|

6. DIMENSIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE EXCEPTIONAL PARAMETERS

This section is devoted to estimation on the upper bound of the local (global) Haus-
dorff dimension of the exceptional parameters. We mean to prove Theorem here.
We start by showing several preceding results on the limit behaviours of the (families of
truncated) finite sub-systems of an (family of) infinite PIFS.

6.1. Lemma.
Let

S:{SiIX—)X}ieNEF)((’&)

be a PIFS. Let u be a finite measure on N°° with its concentrating measures { i, fnen on
{N>®},en respectively. Considering the sequence of Lyapunov exponents {\,,(0)}oe, of

the truncated systems {Sn ={s;: X — X}iENn}neN’ we have

00 Ay (7) = A ().
Proof. First we represent \,(o) as
A(0) = S5, — Jiylog |51 0 () )

Note that
(6.1) - / log |si(m o o(w))|du(w) < oo
(4]

for any 1 <4 < oo. We distinguish the case \,(0) = oo from the case \,(0) < oco. If
Au(0) = oo, we will claim that for any a > 0, there exists an integer N, large enough,
such that for any n > N,, we have

A (0) > a.

This means lim,_,o A, (0) = co. To see this, since \,(0) = oo, for any a > 0, there
exists N, large enough, such that

S - fm log |si(m 0 o(w))|du(w) > 2a.

Now choose some small 0 < € < a, due tol[6.I] for any 1 < i < N,, we can find an integer
N; large enough, such that

= | [ylog[si(r 0 o (w))|du(w) = fjlog |si(x 0 o)) |djun(w)]| <

for any n > N;. Now let N, = max{N;}2*,, we have
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SN — [ log [si(r 0 0(w)) dja(w)
> Y [y loglsi(m o o(@))ldu(w) - N

€
> 2a—2£\2‘1§

> a
for any n > N,, which justifies the claim.

The case \,(0) < oo can be dealt with in a similar way, which is left to the interested
readers. n

Similar to Remark (4.8 lemma holds for any sequence of measures converging to
the measure p under the setwise topology on M(X), not only for the sequence of its
concentrating measures, for any topological ambient space X.

6.2. Lemma.
Let G C U be a subset. Consider a sequences of real functions {f, : G — R}, such
that

fult) = £(2)
asn — oo for some f(t): G - R at any t € G. Now if
HD({t € G : f,(t) < 0}) < h,,
for a sequence of reals {h,}°°,, then we have
HD({t € G : f(t) < 0}) <limsup,_, hn.

Proof. Note that since lim,,_,, fn(t) — f(t) at any time t € G, then
{teG:f(t)<0}cmz,ux, {teG: f,(t) <0}

This means

HD({t € G : f(t) < 0})
inf {HD(U2  {t € G: f,(t) <0})}°,
inf { SUP{hn}Zo:k}Zoﬂ

lim sup,,_, o fon-

A IA

Be careful that Lemma [6.2] will not be true if the two < are both substituted by < in
it. Now we are well prepared to prove Theorem [L.8

Proof of Theorem [L.8

Proof. Since p is ergodic and Y is independent under the law p, according to Lemma[4.3]
consider the sequence of measures {v, ¢ }tevnen projected from the ergodic concentrating
measures {ji, }nen Of p. For fixed n € N as the family of n-th truncated finite PIFS

{S:L = {Sf X = X}ieNn c FX(ﬁu Vs Yry Uns Mn)}teU
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satisfying the continuity and strong transversality condition with respect to the time
parameter t € U for some open neighbourhood V,, of v, some 0 < ~,,u, < 1 and
M,, > 0, apply [SSUIl Theorem 5.3] to the family of truncated finite PIFS St, we have

(6.2) HD({t €G:dim'v,, < min{ig E ; a}}) < min { flelg };t Eai a} +d—1

for any n € N and € > 0. Note that
dim* vy = limy, oo dim* v, ¢
. . S
since lim,, o0 V¢ — 14 and

hy, (o)
M, (o) o

lim,,_ oo min{ —2——=

D‘

un (9)
Afm( 7)

exists for any t € G since lim,, exists everywhere on G. Moreover,

h
lim,, oo <II111’1 { Supq X° Ez) a} +d— 1) Kyq.

Apply Lemma here, we get (6.3)).
[ |

In the non-exploding case, Theorem [L.§ degenerates into a more simple version as
following.

6.3. Corollary.
Let

{St = {S: X — X}iEN c FX(ﬁ)}tEU
be a family of infinite parabolic iterated function systems satisfying the continuity and
strong transversality condition with respect to the vector-time parameter t € U. For an
ergodic probability measure p on the symbolic space N satisfying p(USN>*) = 1 and
0 < hy(o), Aj.(0) < 0o at any time t € U, if the sequence of infinite random variables in
Y under the law p is independent, then

(6.3) HD({t €G:dim'iy < mm{ a}}) min { igg ;L’:EZ;,Q} +d—-1

forany0<a<1and G CU.

Proof. Under the assumption 0 < h,(0),A},(0) < oo at any time t € U, considering
Lemma L7 and Lemma [T the result follows instantly from Theorem [L8
|

In the exploding case, that is, either h,(c) = oo or A} (o) = oo for some t € U, the
result depends heavily on the asymptotic behaviour of the sequence of concentrating
measures of p, however, some estimations on the Hausdorff dimension of some form of
exceptional parameters may still be possible upon reforming Lemma [6.21
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Note that most of the notions and results in this work apply to families of hyperbolic
iterated function systems, which are families of iterated function systems constituted by
contractive hyperbolic maps only.
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