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PARABOLIC CARPETS

JONATHAN M. FRASER AND NATALIA JURGA

ABSTRACT. We introduce and study a family of non-conformal and non-uniformly contract-
ing iterated function systems. We refer to the attractors of such systems as parabolic carpets.
Roughly speaking they may be thought of as nonlinear analogues of self-affine carpets which
are allowed to have parabolic fixed points. We compute the Li-spectrum of a class of weak
Gibbs measures supported on parabolic carpets as well as the box dimensions of the carpet
itself.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Parabolic carpets and parabolic IFSs. Fractals generated by hyperbolic conformal
dynamical systems are among the most well-understood and well-studied objects in fractal
geometry. Examples include self-similar sets and self-conformal sets. There are two key
generalisations where the resulting dynamical systems and associated fractals become much
more complicated and give rise to many new features. The first approach is to drop the
conformality assumption. The simplest examples of such systems are self-affine sets, where
the defining maps can distort space by different amounts in different directions. Self-affine
carpets, e.g. those studied by Bedford-McMullen [1,/11], are the simplest example of self-affine
sets, but nevertheless give rise to a host of interesting properties. The second approach is
to drop the hyperbolicity assumption. This gives rise to parabolicity, which appears in many
contexts, including: parabolic Cantor sets, parabolic Julia sets and limit sets of Kleinian
groups. Perhaps the simplest examples are invariant sets for parabolic interval maps such as
the Manneville-Pomeau system but, again, many technical difficulties and new phenomena
arise in this setting. Our idea in this paper is to blend these approaches, studying for the
first time, parabolic non-conformal systems.

We say that a map h on [0,1] is a contraction if, for all distinct x,y € [0,1], |h(z) — h(y)| <
|z — y|. Throughout we assume h is differentiable and use one-sided derivatives at the end
points without explicitly drawing attention to it. The important feature of our definition of
contraction is that parabolic points are allowed. We say p € [0,1] is a parabolic point for
differentiable h if h(p) = p and |h/(p)| = 1. Clearly if h is a differentiable contraction then it
has at most one parabolic point.

Consider a set of (at least two) contractions {S;}iez acting on X (which will either be
[0,1)% or [0,1]). We refer to such a collection as a parabolic IFS. Let ¥ = Z> be the space of
all infinite words over Z and, for i = i1is--- € ¥ and n € N, define i|n =4y ...4, and

Si|n :Si O"‘OSz'n-
Then define a map II: ¥ — X by

{I()} = ) Saal[0,1]%).
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The fact that the maps are contractions ensures that II is well-defined since, for all i € X,
II(i) € X is a single point. The attractor of a parabolic IFS is then defined by

F=T1I(%).

We will be interested in measures supported on attractors of parabolic IFSs. Consider a Borel

probability measure P supported on ¥ where X is equipped with the product topology. Let

Z* denote the set of all finite words with digits in Z. For i € 7* we write [i] for the cylinder

consisting of all infinite words starting with i. Our basic assumption will be that P satisfies

the weak quasi-Bernoulli property: there exists a sequence (¢, )nen of positive real numbers
1

satisfying lim,_,o ¢y = 1 such that for all i; € ™, ..., i} € I,
_ _ P([lllk])
L.~ 1« < i 1.1
e S B B S -

This includes the class of weak Gibbs measures, see for instance [6]. If ¢,, can be taken to be a
uniform constant over all n € N, then we say that P has the quasi-Bernoulli property. Apart
from assuming that P satisfies we will also need to assume that when P is restricted to
a certain ‘induced subsystem’, P has the quasi-Bernoulli property. We delay the discussion
of this until Note that our measures are not necessarily invariant under the left-shift.
Now,
p=PoIl!

is a Borel probability measure supported on F'. We refer to such measures as weakly quasi-
Bernoulli measures.

Consider an IFS {S;};c7 acting on [0, 1]? where the maps are given by S;(z, y) := (fi(x), gi(v))
and:

A1l there exists af,a, > 0 such that for all i € Z, f; are C'T contractions on [0, 1] and
gi are C''7 contractions on [0, 1].

A2 for all i € Z, f;, g; have non-vanishing derivative on [0, 1].

A3 for alli,j € Z, if £;((0,1))N f;((0,1)) # 0, then f; = f; and if g;((0,1))Ng;((0,1)) # 0,
then g; = g;. In particular if f;((0,1)) N £;((0,1)) # ® and g;((0,1)) N g;((0,1)) # 0
then ¢ = j. (This forces the open set condition and also imposes a grid like structure
on the IFS, similar to Bedford-McMullen carpets for example.)

We call attractors of parabolic IFSs satisfying A1, A2 and A3 parabolic carpets.

The projections of parabolic carpets onto their coordinate axes will be important in our
analysis. This is a common feature of self-affine carpets and is a consequence of cylinder sets
becoming increasingly long and thin. For this reason we are led to consider parabolic Cantor
sets. The definition is similar but we keep them separate for clarity. Consider an IFS {h;};cz
acting on [0, 1] where:

A1’ there exists ay, > 0 such that for all i € Z, h; are C1T% contractions on [0, 1].
A2 for all i € Z, h; has non-vanishing derivative on [0, 1].
A3 for all 4,5 € Z, if h;y((0,1)) Nh;((0,1)) # 0, then i = j.

We call attractors of parabolic IFSs satisfying A1’, A2’ and A3’ parabolic Cantor sets. In par-
ticular, if the attractor is not the whole interval then it is a topological Cantor set. Parabolic
Cantor sets have been studied before in various contexts, sometimes with slightly different
assumptions, see for example [5}6}9,14].
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FIGURE 1. Three parabolic carpets. Left: the IFS is constructed from the
product of a Manneville-Pomeau system = — f,(x) with parameter o = 0.9
(see (2.8))) and the tripling map y — 3y mod 1. Centre: a parabolic variant
on the right-angled Sierpiriski triangle. The maps are all C? and the bottom
left map is « — (/1 + 8z — 1)/4 in both coordinates. In particular, (0,0) is a
double parabolic fixed point. Right: this set is invariant under the product of
two Manneville-Pomeau systems with different parameters.

1.2. Dimensions of sets and measures. We write dimy and dimp to denote the Hausdorff
and box dimension respectively. For a general compactly supported Borel probability measure
p on R%, the Li-spectrum of u is a function parametrised by ¢ > 0 which measures coarse
fluctuations in the measure. This is captured by studying the growth rate of the moments

Di(p) = > m(Q)°
QEQs

where Qs is the collection of closed cubes in a d-mesh imposed on R? oriented with the
coordinate axes and we adopt the convention that 0° = 0. Note that for ¢ = 0 this is the
number of §-cubes intersecting the support of the measure.

Formally, for ¢ > 0 the upper and lower Li-spectrum of p are defined to be

_ —  log Df(u

Tu(q) = limso— loég(é)
nd . log Dj (1)

Iu(q> = 711m5—>0 . 10g5

respectively. If these two values coincide we define the Li-spectrum of i, denoted by 7,(q), to
be the common value. The L4%spectrum encodes lots of information about the measure and its
support. For example, 7,,(0) and 7,(0) coincide with the upper and lower box dimensions of
the support of 1. When it exists —7/,(1) gives the Hausdorff dimension of x and the Legendre
transform of 7, provides an upper bound for the (increasing part of the) multifractal spectrum
of p. If the multifractal formalism holds, then the Legendre transform of 7, and the increasing
part of the multifractal spectrum of u coincide.

1.3. Notation. We write A < B to mean there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that A < ¢B.
We define 2 in an analogous way and A ~ B will mean A < B and A 2 B. If we want to
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emphasise that the constant ¢ depends on a parameter w, then we will write, for example,
A <, B. Sometimes it will be important to keep track of constants and so we will not
exclusively use this notation. When we do use it, it will be to make arguments cleaner by
suppressing constants which do not play an important role.

We write | X | to denote the diameter of a non-empty set X C R?. This is not to be confused
with the absolute value |z| of a real number z.

1.4. A first example. While we do not consider negative ¢ in this paper (as is often the
case), in this short section we show that the behaviour of the Li-spectrum as ¢ — —oo for
quasi-Bernoulli measures on parabolic Cantor sets is very different from the hyperbolic case.
In some sense this motivates further study of the L4-spectrum in the parabolic setting. Given
a Borel probability measure v supported on compact set X let

1 B
Dy (~o0) = lim inf sup 287 BE@:7)),
=0 geXx log

It can be shown that

D,(—o00) = lim i)
q—)—OO —q
if 7, is appropriately extended to allow negative values of ¢, see [4, Proposition 4.2]. The
quantity D,(—o0) is also known as the (lower) box dimension of v, recently introduced in
[4]. For quasi-Bernoulli measures v supported on hyperbolic Cantor sets, it is straightforward
to show that D, (—oc0) < oo. On the other hand, in the parabolic case D, (—o0) is always
infinite.

Proposition 1.1. Suppose P is a measure on ¥ such that there exists 0 € (0,1) such that, for
all sufficiently large n and all i € I", P([i]) < 0™. In particular, quasi-Bernoulli measures
satisfy this property. If = PoII~! is the associated measure on a parabolic Cantor set which
has a parabolic fixved point, then D, (—o0) = co.

Proof. Suppose h; has a parabolic fixed point and let i,, = #i---7 € Z". For large n consider

a ball F'N B(x,r) C hs, (F) with r ~ |hs,, (F)|. Then

log u(B(z, 7)) - nlogh
logr ~ log|hs, (F)|

— 00

as n — oo since |hy, (F)| must go to zero sub-exponentially since h; has a parabolic fixed point.
This proves the claim. To see why quasi-Bernoulli measures satisfy this decay condition,
choose an integer N such that

ma P([3]) < 1/(c).

where ¢ is the constant from the quasi-Bernoulli property. This can be done since P clearly

has no atoms. Then for arbitrary i € Z™ we can write i = j’i’ for some j’ with length equal to
kN for some integer k > 0 and some i’ with length less than N. Then by the quasi-Bernoulli

property

k
(i) < PUIyD < & (ma (3D ) <374 <20

for n sufficiently large, proving the desired condition with § = 2-1/V, O
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Note that in the above proof we only used one side of the quasi-Bernoulli property and so
the result also holds for submultiplicative measures, such as Kdenméaki measures.

1.5. Results and organisation. We end this section by giving a heuristic version of our
main results and describing the organisation of the paper. Roughly speaking, we will prove
the following.

Theorem. Suppose p is a weakly quasi-Bernoulli measure on a parabolic Cantor set or
parabolic carpet. Suppose there is a large uniformly hyperbolic subsystem which has good
distortion properties and such that the measure restricted to this system is quasi-Bernoulli.
Then 7,(q) is given by the minimal root of a natural pressure function.

In the case of parabolic Cantor sets, a precise version of this result is given in Theorem
and in the parabolic carpets case this is Theorem [6.1]

The paper is organised as follows. In §2| we introduce the uniformly hyperbolic subsystem
mentioned in the heuristic result above and discuss relevant distortion estimates as well as a
further assumption on our measures. In §3| we introduce the natural pressure function in the
setting of parabolic Cantor sets and provide conditions under which the root of the pressure
coincides with the critical exponent of a related ‘zeta function’, which is the main technical
result underpinning Theorem [£.1] In §4 we prove Theorem[4.1] In §5]we introduce the natural
pressure function in the setting of parabolic carpets and provide conditions under which the
root of the pressure coincides with the critical exponent of a related ‘zeta function’, which is
the main technical result underpinning Theorem In §6| we prove Theorem In §7] we
discuss possible directions for future investigation.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Uniformly hyperbolic induced subsystem. The following lemma establishes that
the IFSs we consider necessarily generate a uniform contraction.

Lemma 2.1. First consider an IFS {hs }ie7 generating a parabolic Cantor set in [0,1]. Then
{hi}iez~ contains a map hi, such that [|h} |loc < 1.

Secondly, consider an IFS {S;}icz generating a parabolic carpet in [0,1]2. Suppose that the
parabolic carpet is not contained in a vertical or horizontal line. Then {Si}icz+ contains a
map Siy = (fig, gio) such that || fi llcc <1 and ||gi,|lcc < 1. Note that if the parabolic carpet
1s contained in a vertical or horizontal line, then it is really a parabolic Cantor set and we
can apply the first result.

Proof. Since by definition a parabolic Cantor set is not a single point, there must exist i, j €
T* such that the (unique) fixed points of h; and hj are distinct. By the chain rule,

sup |hiy(z)| = sup |hi(hy(2))| - |R)(z)]-

z€[0,1] z€[0,1]
By continuity of derivatives the supremum is attained at some x € [0,1]. Therefore, a
necessary condition for this supremum to equal 1 is that x is the fixed point of hj and
h;(x) = x is the fixed point of h; which is impossible.
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If a parabolic carpet is not contained in a vertical or horizontal line, then there must exist
i,j € Z* such that the (unique) fixed points of S; and S; are not contained in a common
vertical or horizontal line. By the chain rule

sup |fiy(@)] = [fi(f3(2)] - |[f5(2)].

z€[0,1]
By continuity of derivatives the supremum is attained at some x € [0,1]. Therefore, a
necessary condition for this supremum to equal 1 is that x is the fixed point of f; and
fj(x) = x is the fixed point of f; but this is not possible since the fixed points of S; and S;

are not contained in a common vertical line. A similar argument works for g;; and the result
follows. O

Without loss of generality, we will assume ig € Z. A useful consequence of the existence
of ig from the previous lemma is that we have uniform contraction (hyperbolicity) on the
subsystem of all words ending in ig. That is,

pi= sup 1R oo < 1. (2.1)

jio

The analogous statements also hold for the families { f;} and {g;} and we assume the same p
works for all three families. This is an immediate consequence of the chain rule since

1P 5 lloe < 175 llocllPfg lloo < 115y lloo < 1.

Once a hyperbolic index ig € Z is understood, we define

T = {ji0: 3 € (Z\ {i0})} U {10}. (2.2)

In order to study the parabolic Cantor sets and parabolic carpets, we will study the ‘induced’
uniformly hyperbolic infinite IFSs {h; }ie7. and {S;}iez. respectively.

2.2. Distortion estimates. We have the tempered distortion property on the full alphabet
Z, see e.g. |5, Lemma 3].

Lemma 2.2. There ezists a sequence p, — 0 such that, for all z,y € [0,1] and i € ",
hi (x)
hs (y)
Moreover, without loss of generality we can assume that €™Pm is increasing with n. The

same result holds for the families {fi}; and {g;}; and we choose p, to work for all three
simultaneously.

npn

Proof. By the chain rule and A1’

/ n—1
log sup max ,1 ’ Z max sup max ‘ log |h%(u)| — log |h(v “ dah
x,yel0,1] 1€I™ | Iy (y) O otk wweh; i, ([0,1)) €T k=0
which, setting
n—1

Pn = %ngha

k=0
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(for an appropriate constant ¢) completes the proof since dy — 0 as k — oo. In the above we
used the fact that the derivatives h/ are non-vanishing and that log is Lipschitz on [eg, 1] for
go > 0. OJ

On the induced alphabet Z., we will require the bounded distortion property. The following
lemma, which is similar to [2, Lemma 3(b)], gives conditions under which the induced IFSs
satisfy bounded distortion.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose

> [hs([0,1)|%" < 0. (2.3)

i€Zoo
Then there ezists 1 < C' < oo such that for all i € T%, and all z,y € [0, 1],
/
‘hj.(x” <cC.
1 (y)]

The analogous statement holds for the family { f;} under the assumption that ), . [fi([0,1])]* <

oo and for the family {g;} under the assumption that Y ;.7 [9:([0,1])|* < oo. For these
latter two conditions, abusing notation slightly, we only sum over i € Lo, which give rise to
distinct f; and g; respectively. We assume the same C' works for all three families simul-
taneously.

Proof. By A1’, there exists C, > 0 such that for all i € Z, and z,y € [0,1], | f/(z) — f/(y)| <
Chlz —y|*». By A2’ there exists a > 0 such that inf;ezinf, (o 1) [hi(2)] > a. We begin by
showing that there exists Cy > 0 such that for all i € Z, and all z,y € [0, 1],

b (32) |-

Let i =4y ...4, where each 7; € Z. Then by the chain rule
¥ Ri (hip . in (T
'log ( ll(x)>‘ log /k( pnin (2))
h;(y) hiy (i1 (Y)
log [ 1+ ‘h;k (hik+1---in ($)) - h‘;k (hik+1---in (y))‘
hiy (Pigg i ()]

IN

M= T

k=1
N 0 (i (2) = B (R (9)]
B =1 ’h;,k(hlk+lln(y))’
Ch N
< 0 20 i () = hi e ()] (2.5)
k=1

The words {41 ...0n,492...10n, ..., iy} are distinct words in Zo, therefore (2.5)) implies that for
all i € 7, and z,y € [0, 1],

’10g (Z/gi)' < % ;I: e ([0, 1) =: €’ < oo (2.6)

by .
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By and the mean value theorem, for all i € Z, and z,y € [0, 1],
s () = ha(y)] < e [ha((0,1])]2 = y]. (2.7)
To see this, fix i € Z, and z,y € [0,1]. By the mean value theorem there exist 6,6 € [0, 1]
such that [hs ([0, 1])] = [i,(6)] and |3 (x) — hs (y)| = |4 (6) [z — yl. Thus by
_ [Pa(6Y)]
RG]
verifying . Plugging into and using again yields .

To complete the proof now let i =iy...1i, € I, where each i; € Zo,. Then by the chain

rule and (2-4),
s (o)) | = 22 s (G 0 )|

|7 () = hs(y)] [h1((0, 1))l = y| < e [ ([0, )|z =y,

IN

A
S
NE

g ynin (2) = Py i (9)[

k=1
n—1
<Y k< O
1— pn
k=0
by (2.1), completing the proof of the lemma. O

We briefly discuss condition (2.3)). In the case that a parabolic Cantor set satisfies A1’ for
ap =1 (i.e. each map h; is C1THP) then is immediate, indeed » ;.7 |hi([0,1])] < 1 by
A3’. So if ap = 1, Lemma holds without any additional assumption. Similarly, for any
parabolic carpet which satisfies Al for ay = oy = 1, Lemma holds without any additional
assumption. This includes the case when all the maps in the IFS are C?, see the central
image in Figure 1. Condition also holds for many genuinely C'T® IFSs including, for
example, IFSs generated by the Manneville-Pomeau system, see Figure 1. Given a parameter
a € (0,1), the Manneville-Pomeau map f, : [0,1] — [0, 1] is given by

r4+22gte 0<2<1/2

folz) = { 2x 1/2<z<1 (2:8)

The inverse branches of f, form a parabolic C1** IFS on [0, 1] coded by {1,2}. In particular,
the right most branch is hyperbolic and choosing iy corresponding to this map we can verify
condition (2.3)) by a simple calculation. Indeed,

Y (0D =1/2+ Y (f;<"—1>(1/2) - f;n(1/2))a <3 00+ < oo,
n=1 n=1

i€Z

2.3. Almost quasi-Bernoulli property. For our main results, we will require that our
measure P is weakly quasi-Bernoulli, and that restricted to Z , P is quasi-Bernoulli, i.e.
there exists a constant ¢ > 1 such that for all i, j € I3,

< _P(Ri) <ec (2.9)

— P(EDP([3])
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For concision, if P has the property that it is weakly quasi-Bernoulli on Z and quasi-
Bernoulli on Z, in the sense of , we say that P and PoII™! are almost quasi-Bernoulli.
Clearly any quasi-Bernoulli measure (examples of which include Bernoulli measures and Gibbs
measures for Holder continuous potentials) is almost quasi-Bernoulli. However, the class of
almost quasi-Bernoulli measures also include many other measures which are natural to study
in the parabolic setting, which are not quasi-Bernoulli e.g. the acip for the Manneville-Pomeau

system (2.8]).

3. TOPOLOGICAL PRESSURE FOR PARABOLIC CANTOR SETS

Given s € R and g > 0, we define the topological pressure by

1

/|8

P(sq#g&(ZIP’ 4 hs 5, ) .
iein

We can show that for fixed s, ¢, P(s,q) is well-defined.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose P is weakly quasi-Bernoulli. For all s € R and ¢ > 0, P(s,q) exists.

Proof. We tackle the case that s > 0, the other case is similar. Let N € N be sufficiently

1 1
large that (e @9(0)) ¥ < liminfy oo (S cpn BE)R5) T + . noting that N can
be taken arbitrarily large. By (|1.1))

3 ¥
9
RN TAN < N DS PRI
i€INk ieIN
1
< cﬁ nniinf<z P([i])qnh'iugo) +e
ieZn

1
recalling that cy has the property that cjy — 1 as N — oo. Hence

1
-+ 1
imsup | S PR IS | < lirginf(z P([i])qlh’illio) te

k—o00 icTNk ieln

The proof in the case where s > 0 is complete by observing that

z|~

Nk

limsup | P([])7]4]1% = limsup > PRI

k—o00 ieTINk —0 ieIN

O

It is straightforward to verify that, for a fixed ¢ > 0, P(s, ¢) is continuous and non-increasing
in s. In the hyperbolic setting the next step is to identify the ‘unique root’ of the pressure,
that is, a value sy = so(g) such that P(sp,q) = 1. However, this does not have to exist in
the parabolic setting. Indeed, for a parabolic Cantor set the pressure is easily seen to satisfy
P(s,0) > 1 for all s € R. This can be shown directly by just considering iterates of a single
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map with a parabolic fixed point. In this case: if there is a root, then there are infinitely
many roots.

Since Lemma ensures that for all i € 7"
e "R llee < inf [RY ()| < [Ihf ]l
z€[0,1]

we may replace [|h] o by infyejo1)|[Ri(x)] (or any intermediate value) in the definition of
pressure without changing the value of the limit. For example, we may use |h; ([0, 1])|, which
is the length of the nth level construction interval associated with 1.

Lemma 3.2. Given any measure on a parabolic Cantor set, P(1,q) <1 for all ¢ > 0.

Proof. Using A3’ for all n the sets
{hs((0,1)) : 1 € T7)

are pairwise disjoint and contained in (0, 1). Therefore, for all ¢ > 0
1

P(1,q) < P(1,0) = lim (Zm [0, 1] ) <1

n—oo
iezn

as required. O

The previous lemma allows us to define a function ~ : [0,00) — R by
v(q) :=inf{s > 0: P(s,q) < 1}.

We will now provide criteria under which ~(¢) may also be realised as the critical exponent

0(q) of the zeta function
Z > POED RS-

n=1ieZn

By Lemmal2.1] (see also (2.1)), there exists 1o € Z*, such that hy, is a uniform contraction
(hyperbolic) and {hji, : j € Z*} are a set of uniform contractions (2.1)). Since 6z = ézx and
vz = g+ for all k, without loss of generality we can assume ig € Z.

Recall that we defined
Too :={jio:j € (Z\{i0})"} U{io}

Proposition 3.3. For an almost quasi-Bernoulli measure on a parabolic Cantor set which
satisfies ) ;7 |hi([0,1])|*" < oo, we have y(q) = d(q) for all ¢ > 0. In particular, this holds
for all C% or CYUP parabolic Cantor sets.

Throughout the rest of this section, fix ¢ > 0. Given a digit set J C Z* let v4 denote

1
the minimal root of the pressure Py (s,q) = limn o0 (> 5c7m P([1])7]|RL]|5,) ™ and 67 denote
the critical exponent of the zeta function ((s,q) = > 07| > ¢ 7n P([i])9||R[|5,. Observe that
~v7 < 07 for any finite or countable set J C Z*.

We denote

()

m=1
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The proof of Proposition [3.3] will follow from four lemmas where we show that:

(i) (51— - 51-007 (ii) 61—00 = VZoo> (iii) Vo = Sl]i/vp YIn> (iV) SxprIN =z

In the proofs that follow we’ll assume that d7 < oo, but one can easily see that the proofs
also imply vz = o0 if 67 =

Lemma 3.4 (Proof of (ii)). 6z, =vz..-
Proof. From the root test, Pr_(s,q) > 1, for s < 07, and Pr_(s,q) < 1, for s > dz.

Therefore, d7__ is a root of Pr__(-,q). By (2.1), |h}]|cc < p™ for any i € Z%. This implies that
Pr_(-,q) has a unique root. Indeed,

+ n o
> P(RDYALE=T < p" Y P(RD RG]
i€Zl, i€l

In particular, Pr_(yz, +¢,q9) < p° Pr_(vz..,q) = p° < 1. Therefore 67 is the unique root
Of PIOO(W Q)7 that iS7 ’ono = 6100 as required. D

Lemma 3.5 (Proof of (i)). 67 = 07 .

Proof. Since I3, C 7%, we have 67, < dz. We claim that there exists a sequence D,, such
that lim,,— oo Dé =1 and

P([1])?[IP4]15 < DnP([i10])|17
for all i € Z". Indeed, for any i € Z",

P([E10])?01h%s, 1%
2 ¢ P([10]) %€ P RS 2
P([a])9][R} 1% " o
by the weak quasi Bernoulli property (1.1) and the chain rule followed by the tempered
distortion property (Lemma M This proves the claim. Therefore

Z > PRI +Z > PRI

1%
iig

n=1iel" n=1ieZl™
in=1¢ inFio
o,
<(zo(s0)+ Y Da Y P([ii0]) IRy, l1% (3.1)
n=1 iel™
infi()

If s > d7_, then (z__(s,q) < co and (as seen in proof of Lemma [3.4)

. P S
Tim | 3 B | < Pro(sia) < L
ieZ™
inFio
1

Since lim,, o, Dji = 1, the right hand side of (3.1]) is summable for s > §7__ by the root test.
In particular 67 < dz__. O

Lemma 3.6 (Proof of (iii)). vz, = supy yzy-



PARABOLIC CARPETS 13

Proof. Since Iy C I, clearly supy vzy < 77..- Therefore it is sufficient to show that for all
e > 0 there exists N € N such that vz, > vz, — . Recall that by Lemma the family
{hi}iez., satisfies the bounded distortion property, which will be crucial for this proof.

Fix ¢ > 0 and write s =y, —e. Let 1 < XA < Pr_(yz., — ¢, ¢q) and choose n sufficiently
large that

> PEDYRI. | > 5

ieZn
1
I
ch|5| A

where C' is the constant from Lemma and c is the constant from (12.9). Since

and

. . s " . s A+ P (7., —&,q
im (Y PEDIARNS | = | DD PEDARR | > s (21 N

i€Ty i€l

we can choose N sufficiently large that

> BRI | > A

i€Ty

For all iy,...,i; € I}, Lemma and guarantee
P([i1. .- )RS, 5 15 = ¢ R CTIFR(La]) IR, (15 - - PRD 1R, 10
In particular,
nE 1 n
Py, = Jim | X OO ) 2 (g ) | X R | > 5=t
ieTrk €Ty,

In particular vz, > vz, — €, completing the proof of (iii). O

Lemma 3.7 (Proof of (iv)). supyvzy = 7z-

Proof. Note that since vz < d7 = supyyzy by (i-iii) above, it is sufficient to prove that
supy vzy < vz. Let N € N. Suppose vz > 0. Then by submultiplicativity and ([1.1

1 1 _1
N&E NK? k Nkt

> PDIRGIE < | D PUEDIIALNZ < || X Bahmslz )

iEIIIf]e i€ Nkt igeIN¢
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1/Ne

Since limy_,oc ¢y =1,
1 B
Kkl N¢
S . . . .
Pry(r) = Jim | ST R(E)IRE | < b |30 BODARIE | = Pri) =1
ieTk! i€INe

In particular Pz, (yz) < 1 and so 7z, < 7z, completing the proof in the case vz > 0. If
vz < 0, then we may replace

P([1))Y[p5 )22 = P([1])? sup |hi(z)]™*
z€[0,1]
by
P([i¢ inf |k’ Yz
(1) inf 115()

in which case we recover submultiplicativity. Moreover, by Lemma this does not change
the value of the pressure Pr, (vz) or Pr(vz) and so the proof goes through as above. O

4. LY-SPECTRUM OF ALMOST QUASI-BERNOULLI MEASURES ON PARABOLIC CANTOR SETS

We are now ready to state our main contribution to the dimension theory of parabolic
Cantor sets. This is an important stepping stone towards our main result, Theorem [6.1
which concerns parabolic carpets.

Theorem 4.1. If i is an almost quasi-Bernoulli measure on a parabolic Cantor set F for

which |hi([0,1])]*" < oo, then

i€l

for all ¢ > 0. Moreover, dimg F' = dimyg F' = v(0). In particular, these results hold for all
C? or C'UP parabolic Cantor sets.

4.1. Proof of upper bound for 7, in Theorem Let ¢ > 0 and s > 7(q). Given
0 < 0 < 1 define the d-stopping Ss := {i € Z* : |hi([0,1])] < < |h;-([0,1])|} where i~ is
obtained from i by removing the final symbol in Z. Note that (using A2) |h;i([0,1])| = d for
i € S5. Then

0°Di(p) ~ 6 P([i])"
i€S;
> P([a)?ha ([0, 1])]*

ieSs

> D PaDmIE < o0

n=1ieZn

%

IN

by Proposition |3.3
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4.2. Proof of lower bound for 7, in Theorem Let ¢ > 0 and s < y(q). Choose
N sufficiently large such that s < yn < 7(q) where yn = 7z, is the root of the pressure
(for our fixed ¢) associated with the hyperbolic subsystem Zx. We can choose such an N by
Proposition Given 0 < § < 1 define SY := {i € (Zy)* : |hs([0,1])] < & < |hs-([0,1])[}.
This time i~ is obtained from i by removing the final symbol in Zy. Note that |h; ([0, 1])| =N
0 for i € Sév. Then

DY)~y 63 P(])°

iesy

v Y PO (0, 1)
iesy

~ 3 oIy (0, 1))
iesy

where c is the constant from (2.9) and C is the constant from Lemma recalling that we
may apply bounded distortion to the subsystem Zy. To complete the proof we show the final
term is bounded (strictly) below by 1. Suppose to the contrary that

> P[]y |hs ([0, 1)) < 1. (4.1)
iespy
Therefore, using and Lemma [2.3] (three times), for all i € (Zy)*,
> () lhss (0, 1)1 < Y (R[] Ihs (0, 1)) (rCHI([3])71hs (0, 1))
jesyy jesy
< SCHIB([4])7]hs (0, 1) (4.2)

Let £ > 1 be a very large integer. We approximate words of length k£ by compositions of
words in Sév by defining

SVF ={i1 i VI=1,...,m, 1 €SV, i1 € S st [i1 - im| <k < i1 imimeal}-
Then, by iteratively applying (4.2), and then (4.1))
> ACHIR([a) by ([0,1])° < 1. (4.3)
iesy*

For all i € (Zn)* we can write i = i1iy for some i; € Sév’k and i € Z3, with |ig] Ss 1.
Therefore
> AP R (0,17 S5 Y ACHEIP([a]) Ry (0, 1)) < 1
i€(In)k iesk

by (4.3]) which proves (letting k¥ — oo while keeping ¢ fixed) that s > sy, a contradiction.

4.3. Theorem 4.1} dimensions of parabolic Cantor sets. The fact that dimp F' = v(0)
is immediate. The fact that this value also coincides with the Hausdorff dimension of F
follows from Proposition [3.3] since, writing Fiy C F for the attractor of the hyperbolic IFS
{hi}iGINa
dimpy F' > sup dimy Fy = sup dimp Fx = sup vz, (0) = v(0).
N N N
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Here we have used that the Hausdorff and box dimensions of a hyperbolic Cantor set coincide.

5. TOPOLOGICAL PRESSURE FOR PARABOLIC CARPETS

5.1. Singular values and singular value function. For i € 7* define

(1) i= max max{|fi(z), g ()]} and @(i):= Jnax, min{] f; ()], |g3 ()1}

Note that if i € Z" then

oy (1) == min max{|f{(z)],]g;(2)[} <@ (i) < e min max{|f;(z)],]gi(x)[} = e ay(1)
z€[0,1] z€[0,1]
(5.1)
and
ay(1) == min min{[fi(2)],|gi(z)|} < @2(i) < e min min{|fi(z)],[gi ()]} = e"Pray(i).
z€[0,1] z€[0,1]
(5.2)

For ¢ > 0, let t(i,q) := 7Tr,.(¢) where m; is the projection in the direction of the longer
side of S;([0,1]?). Crucially by Theorem t(i,q) exists. Let tf(q) = Tr,u(q) where m
corresponds to projection to the x axis and t4(q) = Tr,u(q) where w3 corresponds to projection
to the y axis. So for all 1 € Z*, t(i,q) € {t;(q),t4(q)}

For s € R and ¢ > 0, the constant
T(s,q) = |s| + 2max{[t;(q)], [tg(q)|} = 0 (5.3)
will naturally appear in several places, especially when we apply Lemma

Lemma 5.1. Fiz g > 0 and s € R. Suppose P is weakly quasi-Bernoulli and let ®%9 : T* — R
be any singular value function of the form

®*(1) = P([i])%an (1) @D ag (1)) (5.4)
where (1) < a1(i) < @1(i) and ay(i) < ao(i) < aa(i). Then there exists an increasing
sequence of positive numbers (Cp)nen such that for any i1 € ™, ... iy € T™:

(i) if s <tg(q) +1tq4(q) then
O%9(1y ... 1) < Oy, -+ Oy, ®%U(iq) - - *9(1y),
(it) if s =1tr(q) + ty(q) then
Cple o Cl@™(i) - @9(4y) < @*I(iq...4p) < Cpy v+ Oy @¥9(i1) - - ©¥9(1y),
(iti) if s > tp(q) +tg(q) then
O%(iy...dp) > Oyl - CRl@%(1y) - @¥(4y).

1
Moreover, lim,, o, Cy = 1.

Proof. We will prove this for the singular value function ®%9(i) = P([i])%ay (i) 3D ag(i)s~tH:9)
where a7 (i) denotes the length of the longer side of S; ([0, 1]?) and az(i) denotes the length
of the shorter side of S;([0,1]%), noting that these definitions satisfy the assumptions of the
lemma. The result for other singular value functions will then follow from and .
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For i € Z* let w(i) denote the width of S; ([0, 1]?) and h(i) denote the height of S; ([0, 1]2).
Without loss of generality we can assume that w(11 ...ig) > h(i1...1ig),sothat t(iy...1ik,q) =

ty(q)-
For s <ts(q) + t4(q), notice that by Lemma [2.2]and (2.9)

(I)S’q(il e ik)
Psa(iy) - P54(iy)
_ P([1-.. 1) "w(Es . 'k)tf(q h(ii...ig) 10
N p([il])qal(il)t(ll,q)az(ll)s ting) .. P([i ])qal(lk)t 1k7‘1)a2(1k)5 t(ik,q)
o e TP+, (11)tf(q h(i1)*~ tr(q) . (lk)tf( )h(ik)s—tf(Q)

1 (ll)t(117Q)a2(11)$ t 11,q al(ik)t(ik,q)aQ(ik)sft(i]wq)

s—ty(a)—tq(q)
T(s,q)(n1pn, ++nKpn (1) ! g
= ¢l e (5,0)(n1pny +++nkDny,) H ( (1]])>

1<5<k:
w(ij)<h(ij)

< 1 ...l T(50)(napny - Anepny)

since s < t¢(q) + tq(q).
Similarly, for s > t¢(q) + t4(q)
(I)S’q(il L. ik)
D5:4(iq) - D5(iy)
P([i1 ... i) w(is ... ip) " Dh(iy .. 1)@
Pl L) e (i ] o ol
S e AT )Py + i) w(iy) Dh(iy)s—tr(@) . (ik)tf('q)h(ik)sftf(fﬁ |
ny Ny ( )t(ll,fI)az(ll)S t(i1,q) . Oq(ik)t(lk’Q)OCQ(ik)s_t(lk’Q)
. )s tr(9)—tg(q)

— — h(l )
T(s,q)(n1png ++nkpn
c I]...Cnge (5,9)(n1Pny kPny) | | (w(]])

1<j<k:
w(ij)<h(ij)

Z 6771(] e C;ge_T(sv(I)(nlpnl +"‘+nkpnk)

1

since s > t¢(q)+t4(q). Taking C), := L eT(5:0mPn gives the result, noting that lim, .o C;? =1
1

since p, — 0 and lim,_,o ¢ = 1. O

5.2. Pressure: existence and basic properties. Define the pressure function P : R x
[0,00) — [0, 00] by

n—00
ieln

1
P@W=M<ZMM%MWMMMW).
Lemma 5.2. For all s € R and q > 0 the pressure P(s,q) exists.

Proof. We begin by fixing s > t;(q) +t4(q) (the case where s < t¢(q) + t4(¢) will be similar)
and let ®%? denote the singular value function. Fix ¢ > 0. Let N € N be sufficiently large
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1 1
that (3 ;czn @29(1)) N > limsup, o (D iezn ®99(i))™ — &, noting that N can be taken
arbitrarily large. By Lemma [5.1

Nt 1 ¥
> @) > o [ D] (1)
ieZNk ieZN
1
1 n
> COf | limsup (Z <I>5’q(i)> —€
n—oo .
ieln
1
recalling that Cy has the property that Cyj — 1 as N — oco. Hence
NF 1 1
lim inf Z O%9(1) > CY [ limsup (Z <I>5’q(i)> —€
k—o00 n—00
ieZNk iezn

The proof in the case where s > tf(q) +t4(q) is complete by observing that

NE ~
l. . 8,q (2 — 1i 4 5,4 (3
lkn—1>£f Z O%9(1) l}\rfriglof Z O%9(1)
ieINk ieZN

1
If s < tf(q) + t4(q) the proof is similar except we choose N such that (};.7v ®9(1))V <

1
lim infp, o0 (3570 @9(1)) ™ +¢, and use the “almost” submultiplicativity of ®*7 instead. [

By the tempered distortion property (in particular ([5.1) and (5.2)) we can replace @;(1)
and @9(i) by a;(i) and ay(i) (or any intermediate value) without affecting the definition of
the pressure, which is easily seen since for all ¢ > 0 and s € R:

1

1 1
e~ PnT(5:9) (Z al(i)t(ivq)az(i)s—t(i,q)> < (Z al(i)t(Lq)aQ(i)s—t(i,q))

ieln ieln

1
< ePnT(5:0) <Z a1(i)t(i’q)a2(i)5t(i’Q)>

iezn

and p, — 0. So we know that, provided the pressure for one of these singular value functions
exists, all of them exist and coincide, i.e. the minimal roots also coincide with sq.

It is immediate that for a fixed ¢ > 0, P(s, q) is decreasing and continuous as a function of
s. In the hyperbolic setting the next step is to identify the ‘unique root’ of the pressure, that
is, a value sg such that P(sg,q) = 1. However, as we saw above, this does not have to exist
in the parabolic setting, even in the setting of R.

Lemma 5.3. For any measure on a parabolic carpet, P(2,q) <1 for all ¢ > 0.

Proof. By A3, for all n the sets
[S:((0,1)%) 1 € 7}



PARABOLIC CARPETS 19

are pairwise disjoint and contained in (0,1)2. Moreover, for all i € Z", t(i,0) < 1 and
therefore

@i (1) 50 (1)* 00 <@ (1)an (i) < P L3(53((0,1)%)
by Lemma where £? denotes 2-dimensional Lebesgue measure. Therefore

1

P(Q, Q) < P(2,0) = lim (Z a1(i)t(i’0)ag(i)2t(i:0)> n

n—00
iezn

< Jim (Z L2(S:((0, 1>2>>> '

ieln
< L%((0,1)%) =1

as required. ]

The previous lemma allows us to define a function g : [0,00) — R by

B(q) :=inf{s > 0: P(s,q) < 1}.

We will eventually show that £(q) gives the L9-spectrum of p but in order to do that we
need to first show that 8 can also be realised as the critical exponent of a certain zeta function.
This is the content of the next subsection.

5.3. Coincidence of minimal root of pressure and critical exponent. For the rest of
this section, fix ¢ > 0. Write
so :=inf{s > 0: P(s,q) < 1}.

We will now give criteria under which the critical exponent dg of the zeta function

Cols.q) =3 3 B(3)

n=1ieZn
also coincides with sg for any choice of singular value function ® that satisfies Lemma [5.1
By Lemma (see also (12.1))), there exists ip € Z*, such that Sj, is a uniform contraction

(hyperbolic) and {Sji, : j € Z*} are a set of uniform contractions (hyperbolics) i.e. there
exists p < 1 such that

sup @1(jio) < p. (5.5)
jeT*

Since 07 = 07x and sz = s7+ for all k, without loss of generality we can assume that k = 1.

Recall that we defined
Too :=A{3i0:J € (T\{i0})"} U{do}-
Proposition 5.4. Let iy = PoIl~! be an almost quasi-Bernoulli measure on a parabolic carpet
satisfying
D 10,1 < oo and Y gs([0,1))]* < o0
1€700 i€700

and let ® satisfy (5.4)). Then 0 = So. In particular, this holds for all parabolic carpets where
the maps f;,g; are CHP or C2.
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Throughout this section the singular value function ®%9(i) = P([i])%ay (i) 3Dy (i) H1:9)
is fixed (where (i) denotes the length of the longer side of S;([0,1]?) and as(i) denotes
the length of the shorter side of S;([0,1]%) ) but we will be considering the pressure and zeta
functions of several different digit sets. Given a digit set J, let s denote the minimal root

1
of the pressure Py (s, q) = limy, 00 (3 ;¢ 7n (1)) and d7 denote the critical exponent of
the zeta function (o (s,q) = > 72 Y ;e ®(i). Observe that for any finite or countable set
J C I*, we have that sy < d7.

Denote
N
In =T N (U Im> :
m=1
Similarly to the proof of Proposition [3.3] the proof of Proposition [5.4] will follow from four
lemmas where we will show that:

(i) o6z = o7, (ii) 07, = sz, (iii) sz = S%p STxs (iv) s;bp STy = ST,

although due to the non-conformality the proofs will be more involved.
Again, in the proofs that follow we’ll assume that d7 < oo, but one can easily see that the
proofs also imply sz = oo if §7 = co.

Lemma 5.5 (Proof of (ii)). dz., = sz_..

Proof. By the root test, Pr_(s,q) > 1, for s < dz_, and Pr__(s,q) <1, for s > 7. Therefore,
0z, is a root of Pr_(-,q). By (5.5), @1(i) < p" for any i € Z7.. This implies that Pr_(-,q)
has a unique root. To see this, observe

Z (I)szoo—i-a,q(i) < pns Z @SZcxﬂq(i).
ieTn iezn

In particular, Pr__(sz.. +¢,q) < p° Pr_(sz..,q) = p° < 1. Therefore dz_ is the unique root
of Pr_, that is, sz = 07, as required. O

Lemma 5.6 (Proof of (i)). 67 = d7__.

Proof. Since T, C I*, we have 7., < dz. We claim that there exists a sequence D,, such
1
that lim, o Dy =1 and ®*9(i) < D, ®%9(iig) for all i € Z". Indeed, for all i € Z",

P([110])%a1 (110)" M0 Day (i) 100 Ty, ((1(3)) DD
ig,q,8 Cp € ’ |l ——
P([1])7aq (1)1 ag(1)s~HE0) ~o., (1)

where T'(s,q) > 0 is the constant from (5.3). For this we need to use (1.1)), Lemma [2.2] super-
and submultiplicativity of @; and a, respectively and the fact that o (jk) > «a;(j)ay(k) and
az(jk) < @i(j)az(k) for all words j,k € Z*. Precisely which estimates we apply depend on
the signs of s — t(-,¢) and (-, q).

If t(iip,q) — t(i,q) > 0 then we are done. Otherwise, observe that

a;(i)ag(io) < @a(i)ar(io).
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Hence
<a2<i)>t(i,q)—t(iio,q) - <enpna2(i))t(i,q)t(iio,q) N <6_2npna2(io)>t(i,q)—t(iio,Q)
a1(i) —\ e"Pray (i) B ai(io)
————
al(ig)

which proves the claim.

Therefore
o0

Gls,@)=) > (1) +) > &1

n=1iel" n=1 ie€Zl™
in=10 inFig

o0
< (o (s,9) + > Dn Y ®¥(idg). (5.6)
n=1  iez"
inFio
If s > d7, then (z__(s,q) < co. Moreover, as seen in the proof of Lemma

. Sq(1 s
lim > ®(iig) | < Pr(s,q) <1
ieZ™
inFio
1
and since lim,,_,oc D7 = 1 we have that the right hand side of ([5.6)) is summable for s > d7__.
In particular 67 < d7__. O

Lemma 5.7 (Proof of (iii)). sz, = supy sz, -

Proof. Since Iy C Zo, clearly supy sz, < sz... Therefore it is sufficient to show that for all
e > 0 there exists N € N such that sz, > sz, —e. Recall that the family {S; }iez.. satisfies
the bounded distortion property (in both coordinates) and P is quasi-Bernoulli on Z7_
in the sense of , both of which will be crucial for this proof.

Fix € > 0 and write s = sz —e. Let 1 < A < Pr_(sz.. — €,q) and choose n sufficiently
large that

" _AtP —
Z (I)s,q(i) N + Ioo(‘;Ioo 57‘])

iezn,
and

1 n 1
(3CQC2T(3:Q)+2|tf(Q)tg(Q)| ) > 2

1

1 1
Since th_mo (ZIGI}’\LI (pqu(l)> " e <Zl€1-go (I'SJZ(]_)) n > w > )\, we can Choose

N sufficiently large that

3=

doeti) | >
ieIn
For each i € Z}; either:
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(a) max, |fi(x)| < ming |g;(z)], or

(b) max, |g;(z)| < ming |f{(z)| or

(c) as(i) < ai(i) < C2?ag(i). (i.e. in this category we either have min, |f](z)| <
maxy |g; (¢)] < max, |fi ()] or ming |¢} ()] < maxy |fi(z)| < maxg |g;(z)], then apply
bounded distortion property potentially twice).

Hence we can choose I' C Zy; such that

> @M(i) > o Z P9I (i

iel :LGI"

and all i € T belong to the same category (a), (b) or (c¢). We claim that if iy,...,i; € T,
then ®%9(iy...ip) > C;7F®%9(iy)--- ®%9(i},) where C, := IC?TDH2t (@ ~L(D] To see
this, first assume all i € T" belong to either category (a) or (b). Then since @; and @s are
supermultiplicative and «; and a, are submultiplicative on I' we can bound below

P([i1... i) %0 (i1 ... i) 00 ie Doy (i ... dp)sHEL-1000)
]P’([j_l])QQl(il)t(ilﬂ)az(il)s_t(iLQ) .. P([ik])QQl(ik)t(ik»Q)a2(ik)5_t(ik7Q)

t(i1...ix,q) (i .)s—t(i1~-~ik,Q)
> ¢ kag—kT(s,q) o1 (1y) @21
cMC™ H 041( )t(ij,q)a2(ij)8*t(ij,q)

We are done since t(iy...1x,q) =t(ij,q) forall1 < j <k.
On the other hand, if all i € I" belong to category (c) then
P([il - ik])qal(il - ik)t(il“'ik’q)ag(il - ik)sft(il“'ik’q)
B ) ()00 Bl () T 7

t(ll A6a) o ('J)S—t(il...ik )

7kq O‘2
H t(lﬂ’Q)Oég( )s t(iz,q)

ytlis.. 1k7Q)a2(j_j)S*t(ilu-ikﬂ)

k
> —k:qC kT(s,q) H

t(i;, q)a2(ij)s—t(ij7q)

k o \t(i1.d o \s—t(i1..d
keIt 2mas(it @ s @) T o (i) -t Dag (1)1

j=1 al( )t(lj7q)a2( )s t(ij,q)

k SNt ig,q)—t(i5,9)
> ke C—2kT(5.0) H (O“(IJD A )

iy \az(i

For each j such that ¢(iy...ig,q) —t(ij,¢q) > 0 the jth term in the product above is > 1.
On the other hand, if ¢(i1 ...1x,q) — t(ij,q) < 0 then, since as(i) > C~2ay (i), we have

<042(ij) ) t(ij,q)—t(i1..-ig,q) o o2t —ta(@)

o1 (1)

which completes the proof of the claim.
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In particular

1 1
nk nk
T 5,45 : 5,4 5
Pr,.(s,q) —klggo Z D%9(1) > klgr;o Z O%9(1)
ieTRk ierk
1
> (T
iel
1
1\~ "
> O>(1 ><-A=1
_<M)'Z @] >3
i€ely
In particular sz, > s = sz — ¢, completing the proof of (iii). O

Lemma 5.8 (Proof of (iv)). supy sz, = sz.

Proof. Note that since s7 < d7 = supy sz, by the conditions (i-iii) above, it is sufficient to
prove that supy sz, < sz. We first prove this under the assumption that sz < t¢(q) +t4(q).
Let N € N. Then by almost submultiplicativity of the singular value function,

1 1

ke ke
Z P°T(1) < Z 5T(1)
ieThf i€INkL
k Vit
<[| X 7)) O
ieZN¢
1
NZ{
=Cy | D i)
ieZN¢
Hence
1
Nk Nt
1 . . . :
Pry(s,a)¥ = lm | 30 @7a@)| < lim [ 30 @796) | = Pr(sra) = 1.
ieTkt i€ N¢

In particular Pr,(sz) < 1 hence sz, < s, completing the proof in the case where sz <
tr(q) +tg(q)-

Next, we prove that supy sz, < sz in the case where sz > tr(q) + t4(q), so the singular
value function is only almost supermultiplicative (this is the harder case). For a contradiction
we assume that sz < sz, for some N € N. Then we can choose C' > 1 and ng € N such that

n

doemii) | >, (5.7)

i€Ty
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for all n > np. Choose ¢ > 0 sufficiently small such that C%(l —¢) > 1. Note that there
exists M € N such that for all m > M,

( > <I>5Lq(i)> " >1-—ec (5.8)

ielm
Given i € Ik, write |i| = [ if i € Z! and note that for any i € Z%, k < |i| < Nk. Now,
observe that for any k € N,

d>eTai) > Y TIE)+ Y BT(igi) +

i€eINk i€k i€k
=Nk li|=Nk—1

+ > > T(jiei). (5.9)

ieI]’f] JEINk—1-i|
k<|i|[<Nk-2

Put ¢ = mini<pmanr—1 D ;e7m P79(1), and observe that by (5.8) we have that for any
I < Nk-2,
S e () > minfd, (1 - V1) > minfd, (1 - )V} = (1 - &)V,

jeTNk—1-1

whenever k > ko for some sufficiently large ky. Then, from ([5.9) for any k& > ko

D@ TUi) > Y BTUL) + Oy O T (dg) | Y BT |+

i€INk ieTk iezhk
=Nk li|=Nk—1

+ 1) Y Oyl Oy P > @)

ieTk JEZNk—1-[i|
k<|i|<Nk—2
> °T4(i)Cy 10Nk Nk E : 5T (4
161’C

In particular by (5.7)), for any & > min{ng, ko},
NE ~NF

> TG | (O IE(@ () TR (L) | DD @)

ieINk ieTk
> O (C1C3)~ Wr (1 — £) (B9 (1)) WF .

1
In particular, Pr(sz,q) = limg_oo (D ;ezne @5T9(1)) VF > C~(1—¢) > 1, giving a contradic-
tion. Thus the proof of (iv) is complete. O

6. LI-SPECTRUM OF ALMOST QUASI-BERNOULLI MEASURES ON PARABOLIC CARPETS

The following theorem constitutes our main result.
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Theorem 6.1. If p is an almost quasi-Bernoulli measure on a parabolic carpet F for which

>0, 1)) < oo and Y [g:([0,1])]* < oo

i€lo0 i€lo0
then
TM(Q) = /8<Q)

for all ¢ > 0. Moreover, dimg F' = dimp F = 5(0) In particular, these results hold for all
parabolic carpets where the maps fi, g; are C'THP or O2.

We remark that the box dimension formula follows immediately from the L4-spectrum
result and the fact that this also coincides with the packing dimension follows since every
open ball intersecting the carpet contains a bi-Lipschitz copy of the carpet allowing us to
apply, e.g., [3, Corollary 3.9].

6.1. Proof of upper bound for 7, in Theorem [6.1} Let ¢ > 0ande > 0. Given0 <0 < 1
define the d-stopping S5 := {1 € Z* : £(i) < § < £(i7)}, where £(i) denotes the length of the
shorter side of S;([0,1]?) and where i~ is obtained from i by removing the final symbol in Z.
Note that, by A2, {(i) = J for i € Ss.

Let i € S5. If ¢ € [0, 1], then

. . o (A COTE L (@)
DYE())S:0) S Dy (Bllalmn) 2D () < (P4 .
@ (1
Here the implicit constants may depend on g and € but not on i or §. On the other hand, if
q > 1, then similarly

. . e (@) e Q@)

DE()S:(0) S Dy (BU])ms) < (3 (5105 seqap (24F)
ag(i

For the rest of the proof we will write a; to denote @; if ¢ € [0,1] and «; if ¢ > 1. Next we
relate the moments Df(u) to sums of moments of component measures. It is a simple but
crucial observation that a given d-square @ € Qs intersects at most < 1 of the sets S; ([0, 1]?)
for i € Ss This uses the definition of S5 and A3. This is why we get approximate equality
below when we apply Jensen’s inequality. Then

Di(w) = Y wQ)"

QEeQ;s

)t(iﬂ)%/?

= > | 2 PUDS:i(1)(Q)

QeQs \i€Ss

Z Z P([1])4S5: (1) (Q)? (by Jensen’s inequality and separation A3)
QeQ;5 1€Ss

= > > B (u)(Q)

i€Ss QEQs

= > DHP([i])Ss(p))-

ieSs

Q
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Combining we have

. t(i,q)+e/2
5B(q)+aDg(u) < 5/3(q)+5 Z }P’([i})q <041(1)>

ieSs 0
< Z P([i])%0x (1)1 (1)B@0+2/2-110)
ieSs
< Z P([i])%0n (1)1 Day (1)@ +e/2-H10)
i€Ss
< Z Z i])%ay (1) 3D ay(1)A0+e/2-H500) « o
neN iezn

by Proposition This proves 7,(q) < 5(q).

6.2. Proof of lower bound in Theorem Let ¢ > 0 and € > 0. Choose N sufficiently
large such that 8(q) —e/2 < sy < (¢) where sy = sz, is the root of the pressure associated
with the hyperbolic subsystem Zy;. We can choose such an N by Proposition and Lemma

b1
Fix 0 < § < 1. Define SY := {i € (Zy)* : £(i) < & < £(i™)}, noting that £(i) ~y & for
ie Sév . This time i~ is obtained from i by removing the final symbol in Zy.
Lemma 6.2. We have
Z P([i])% (1)1 3 Day(1)5@—e/2-110) > 1,
iesy

Proof. Write s = (q) — /2. We split the proof into two cases depending on s. Throughout
we use ®*(1) = P([1])9a (1) D@y (1) 19,

Case 1: 0 <5 <ty(q) +t4(q).

In this case we have almost submultiplicativity, that is, there exists a constant ¢ = ¢/(q)
such that for all i,j € I},
O™(1j) < @M(1)2(). (6.1)

However, we can upgrade this to genuine submultiplicativity by replacing ®*¢ with ¢/ ®%9,
which we do for the remainder of case 1. Suppose

> i) <1
iesy
Therefore, using (6.1)), for all i € Z},
D eM(ig) < Y BMI(1)P(F) < DV(4). (6.2)
jGSéV JGSN

Let k£ > 1 be a very large integer. We approximate words in Ijlf, by compositions of words in
SgN by defining

SVF ={i1 i VI=1,...,m, 1 €SV, Fipmy1 € SV st [i1--im| <k <|i1---imimp]}
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where here | - | denotes length as a word in the alphabet Zy (rather than length as a word in
the alphabet Z). Then, by iteratively applying (6.2]),

> %) < 1.

iesh*

For all i € (Zn)* we can write i = ijip for some i; € Sév’k and iy € Iy, with |ig] s 1.
Therefore

S oet(a) g S ) <1

i€(In)k iesok

which proves (letting & — oo while keeping § fixed) that s > sy, a contradiction.
Case 2: s > t¢(q) + t4(q).

In this case we have (almost) supermultiplicativity, that is, for all i,j € T}
o™(1j) = C'O™(1)2™(j) (6.3)

for some constant C' = C’(q). However, we can upgrade this to genuine supermultiplicativity
(that is, with C’ = 1) simply by replacing ®*7 with C'®*4. Therefore we may assume C’ = 1

in (6.3).

Since s < sy we may fix k € N such that
> o) > 1
iE(IN)k
Then, for all 1 € 7%,
Yoo@EG) = Y L)) = V(). (6.4)
JE@N)* JE@n)*

Let 6 > 0 be very small. This time we approximate words in Sév by compositions of words of
length k£ by defining

(I ={i1-im:Vli=1,...,m, i; € (Ty)",

Fimg1 € (In)F st @iy im) =0 > @2(ir - imimer) -
Then, by iteratively applying (6.4]),
> 9%(i) > 1.

i€(Zn)k

For all i € Sév we can write i = ijig for some i € (IN)’g and iy € Z}, with |ig| < 1.
Therefore

o)z > M(E) > 1,
iesy i€(Zn)k

completing the proof. O
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We can now prove the lower bound in Theorem Let i € S5. If ¢ € [0, 1], then

(1) HE0)—e/2 (1) 0 —e/2
DYE()S:(0) 2 Dy (B 2B (550) 7 z e (252) 7

Again the implicit constants may depend on ¢ and € but not on i or . On the other hand,
if ¢ > 1, then similarly

— N Hi,q)—e/2 — N\ ti,q)—e/2
~ - g (Q1(1) g (i)
DYP()S:(0) 2 Dy (Pisman) 2 P (G) T 2 et (4 .
@y ()

For the rest of the proof of the lower bound, we write o to denote o if ¢ € [0,1] and @ if
q > 1. Note that this is the reverse of how the notation a; was used when proving the upper
bound. Using an analogous argument from the proof of the upper bound (replacing Ss with
SY) we get

Di(u) =y Y DI(P([i])Ss(n)).

iesy

Combining, we have

B(a)— n4 B(q)—¢ . 1\q Oél(i) t(i,q)—e/2
PD=Di(p) z 8707 Y P (5
iesy
2> P([A]) %0 (1) B0 (1) @=2 100
iesy
R Z P([i])% (1) 3D ay(1)5@ /27100 > 1,
iesy

by Lemma This proves 7,(q) > 5(q).

7. FURTHER DIRECTIONS AND QUESTIONS

7.1. Weakening our assumptions. Assumptions Al and A2 are mild and completely nat-
ural in this setting. The main purpose of A3 is to ensure that the projections are para-
bolic Cantor sets satisfying A3’ (the OSC). Without this, we are unable to compute the
Li-spectrum of the projections, or show that they exist. Peres and Solomyak [15] proved that
the Li-spectrum exists for Bernoulli measures on hyperbolic systems without assuming the
OSC. It would be interesting to generalise their result to almost quasi-Bernoulli measures on
parabolic Cantor sets with overlaps, but we have not pursued this. Further to A1, A2 and A3,
our main technical assumption in this paper is that the induced subsystem has good distor-
tion properties, stated succinctly in and the need for the quasi-Bernoulli property on the
induced system . It would be interesting to try to remove these assumptions. The main
use of is to establish that the minimal root of the pressure coincides with the critical
exponent of the zeta function, Proposition Without assuming our methods provide
non-trivial upper and lower bounds for the L%-spectrum involving the critical exponent and
the minimal root of the pressure, respectively, although we have not stated these formally.
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7.2. Hausdorff dimension and measure. It would be interesting to study the Hausdorff
dimension and measure for parabolic carpets. We would expect a variational principle, that is,
the Hausdorff dimension of the parabolic carpet is the supremum of the Hausdorff dimension
of invariant measures supported by it. Further, we would expect the Hausdorff dimension of
an invariant measure to be given by a Ledrappier-Young formula. The question of Hausdorff
measure is then of particular interest to us and may be subtle. Recall, Peres |13] proved
that the Hausdorff measure in the Hausdorff dimension of a Bedford-McMullen carpet with
non-uniform fibres is infinite. This might suggest that the same is true for parabolic carpets.
However, for a large family of parabolic Cantor sets, Urbariski [14] proved that the Hausdorff
measure in the Hausdorff dimension is zero. Since the projections of parabolic carpets onto
the coordinate axes are parabolic Cantor sets, this might suggest that the Hausdorff measure
of the carpet is also zero (or at least not infinite). To be concrete, let F' be a parabolic carpet
with parabolicity only in the horizontal direction and is (strictly) dominated in the sense that
/ . . !
max xil[lol?u |9i(z)| < min xg[gf’u | fi ().

This means only the projection onto the horizontal axes is relevant and this model most
accurately aligns with the Bedford-McMullen model. Finally, assume that the projection
of F' onto the horizontal axes is a parabolic Cantor set with Hausdorff measure zero in the
Hausdorff dimension. Then we ask, is the Hausdorff measure in the Hausdorff dimension of
F' zero, positive and finite, or infinite?

7.3. Existence and uniqueness of (weak) Gibbs-type measures. It would be inter-
esting to study the existence and uniqueness of weak Gibbs-type measures for potentials
® : ¥* — R such as the “singular value potentials” studied in this paper. The analogue of
such measures in the conformal parabolic IF'S literature are conformal measures, which are
known to exist provided that the derivatives of compositions of parabolic maps decay suffi-
ciently fast [9], and therefore we would expect the existence of weak Gibbs-type measures to
be related to the rates of decay of ®(i") for parabolic indices i. However, even in the simplest
non-conformal hyperbolic settings (self-affine carpets) it is known that Gibbs-type measures
may not necessarily exist or be unique [§] (which contrasts with the existence and uniqueness
of conformal measures on attractors of finite conformal hyperbolic IFS). This would suggest
that a more subtle criteria might determine the existence and uniqueness of weak Gibbs-type
measures than just the decay rates of ®(i") for parabolic indices i € Z, and it would be
interesting to investigate this further.
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