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along with a tool which we call horizontal distance, we obtain necessary and sufficient
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1. Introduction

Let d ≥ 1 be an integer and A be a d × d expanding matrix (i.e., all of its eigenvalues

are greater than 1 in modulus). It is well known that (see, e.g., [19,26]) for any finite set

D ⊂ Rd there exists a unique nonempty compact set T = T (A,D) such that

T =
⋃

di∈D
A−1(T + di).

The above set equation can be rewritten as AT = T +D and T can be expressed as

T =
{∑

k≥1
A−kdik : dik ∈ D

}
. (1.1)

We call D a digit set, (A,D) a self-affine pair, and T a self-affine set. If #D = | det(A)|
is an integer and the interior of T (denoted by T ◦) is nonempty, the set T actually tiles

Rd in the sense that there exists a discrete set L ⊂ Rd which satisfies (i) T +L = Rd and

(ii) (T ◦ + ι1)∩ (T ◦ + ι2) = ∅ for all distinct ι1, ι2 ∈ L. Such a T is called a self-affine tile.

The theory of self-affine tiles was established by Kenyon [22], Lagarias and Wang [26–28,

38] in the 1990s. In recent years, self-affine tiles play an important role in fractal geometry,

wavelet theory and other fields. A basic central topic about self-affine sets is to study their

topological properties and structure, including connectedness (see, e.g., [1,18,23,24,29,30]

and the references therein), and ball-likeness (see, e.g. [6, 9, 11, 12, 20, 29, 35] and the

references therein). Here a set E ⊂ Rd is said to be ball-like if it is homeomorphic to a

d-dimensional unit ball. If d = 2, a ball-like set is also called a disk-like set. All the balls

mentioned in this paper are closed.

When the integral expanding matrix A ∈ Rd×d is given, the structure of the digit set

strongly affects the topological properties of the self-affine set T . Hata [17] obtained an

important tool to study the connectedness of more general self-similar sets. By using a
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graph structure on D, Kirat and Lau [23] developed the following criterion for the connect-

edness of self-affine tiles generated by collinear digit sets: If D = {0, v, . . . , |(detA|−1)v}
and the characteristic polynomial of A is height reducing, then T = T (A,D) is connected

(see also [24]). As it is easy to describe all quadratic polynomials by this method, Kirat

and Lau proved the connectedness of a class of tiles in R2.

Akiyama and Gjini [1] extended Kirat-Lau’s conclusion to the case of d = 3, 4 by using

the Schur-Cohn criterion. They confirmed that all characteristic polynomials are height

reducing when d ≤ 4. For d > 4, He et al. [18] described an algorithm to determine

whether a polynomial is height reducing. This method is not applicable if the digit set

is nonconsecutive or noncollinear. A lot of research has focused on collinear digit sets

or more special consecutive digit sets (see [18, 23, 32]). One of the reasons is that this

case involves canonical number systems. It is a widely studied basic case (for canonical

number systems and tiles see [16, 21, 25]; for some progress on the topology of the tiles,

see [2, 3]). Another reason is that in most cases, the connectedness can be revealed only

by consecutive digits. If, on the other hand, a “scattered” digit set is used, it is easy to

find a disconnected sub-block, making it more difficult to study the topological structure

of the tile.

In 2011, Deng and Lau [13] initiated the study of self-affine tiles with noncollinear digit

sets, and obtained the following result concerning connectedness.

Theorem 1.1. (Deng-Lau [13]) Let p, q ∈ Z with |p|, |q| ≥ 2, a ∈ R, and bi ∈ R,

i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , |p| − 1}. Let

A=

(
p 0

−a q

)
,D=

{
(i, j + bi) : 0 ≤ i ≤ |p| − 1, 0 ≤ j ≤ |q| − 1

}
. (1.2)

Then the self-affine set T = T (A,D) is a tile, and it is connected if and only if
∣∣∣
bi+1 − bi

q
+

sign (p)(b0 − b|p|−1)− a

q(q − sign (p))

∣∣∣ ≤ 1, for all i, (1.3)

where sign (x) = −1, 0 or 1 according to x < 0, x = 0 or x > 0.

Leung and Luo [31] showed the connectedness of the self-affine set T in the case D =

{0, v,±Av} (v, Av are linearly independent), under the condition that | detA| = 3. The

result in [13] has been extended by Liu et al. [33] to the digit set D = Zm×Zn. Moreover,

various other extensions in R2 have been obtained by a number of authors (see [34, 36]).

In the two-dimensional case, the topological structure of tiles has been studied ex-

tensively, and disk-like tiles have been identified in many cases. Due to the existence

of Alexander’s horned balls in R3, it is very difficult to verify whether a specific three-

dimensional self-affine tile is ball-like. So, when d ≥ 3, the topology of self-affine tiles is

very complex and little is known. In studying higher-dimensional tiles, Gelbrich [15] first

proposed a part of the following question, which appeared recently in [4, 10].
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Question 1.2. Can a self-affine tile (or its boundary) in Rd become a manifold in a

nontrivial way, and is there a method to identify whether a self-affine tile (or its boundary)

can be a manifold?

We recall the definitions of tame ball and wild ball. Suppose a set E ⊂ Rd is homeo-

morphic to a d-dimensional unit ball. If the homeomorphism can be extended to Rd, E is

called a tame ball ; otherwise E is called a wild ball. In 2015, Kamae, Luo and Tan [20] used

Barnsley’s theory of attractors with condensation [7] to construct a class of d-dimensional

self-affine tiles T = T (A,D) that are tame balls; here A := 3diag(1, . . . , 1) ∈ Rd×d,

D :=

{(
i1, . . . , in + t

(
1−

n−1∑

j=1

i2j

))
: ij ∈ {−1, 0, 1}, 1 ≤ j ≤ n

}
,

and t ∈ (−3, 3). In 2016, Conner and Thuswaldner [9] proposed an algebraic method to

determine whether a given three dimensional self-affine tile is a tame ball, by using geo-

metric topology tools developed by Cannon and Edwards. They confirmed that several

known three-dimensional self-affine tiles [5,15] are ball-like. They also constructed a self-

affine tile in R3 that is not a topological manifold (its boundary is a two-dimensional wild

sphere). Their method makes use of the representation of a class of algebraic geomet-

ric complexes with recursive structure (which allowed arbitrary precision calculations).

These complexes were used to approximate self-affine tiles, and then determine the home-

omorphism type of the boundary with the help of computer. In 2020, Thuswaldner and

Zhang [37] considered the boundary problem of self-affine tiles. Under the assumption

that the digit set is consecutive, they constructed a class of self-affine tiles each of whose

boundary is a two-dimensional sphere.

In [11], authors of the present paper studied Question 1.2 and extended some results

in [13] to R3. By assuming that A is a special lower triangle matrix, they constructed a

family of ball-like self-affine tiles. The main technique is to restructure a self-affine tile

by a cut-and-paste process, which allows one to construct a homeomorphism from T to a

ball in R3. The following is a part of the main result in [11].

Theorem 1.3. (Deng-Liu-Ngai [11]) Let (A,D) be given as follows:

A =




p 0 0

0 q 0

−t −s r


 and

D =
{
(i, j, k) : 0 ≤ i < |p|,
0 ≤ j < |q|, 0 ≤ k < |r|

}
,

(1.4)

where p, q, r are integers not less than 2 in absolute value and s, t are real numbers. If

st ≥ 0, then T = T (A,D) is homeomorphic to a ball if and only if |s+ t| < |r(r − 1)|.

By assuming that A is an upper triangular matrix, authors of the present paper further

extended some of the results in [11] to Rd for d ≥ 2 [12]. By constructing homotopy
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mappings, they obtained a necessary and sufficient condition for T to be contractible (to

a single point) and hence T ◦ is simply connected.

Theorem 1.4. (Deng-Liu-Ngai [12]) For d ≥ 2, let p1, . . . , pd be integers with |pi| ≥ 2 for

1 ≤ i ≤ d. Let A1 be the diagonal matrix diag(p1, . . . , pd−1) and s = (s1, . . . , sd−1) ∈ Rd−1.

Suppose the self-affine pair (A,D) satisfies

A=

(
A1 −s

0 pd

)
, D=

{
(i1, . . . , id) : 0 ≤ ij < |pj |, 1 ≤ j ≤ d

}
. (1.5)

Then T is a self-affine tile and the following statements are equivalent.

(1) T is connected if and only if

max
1≤j≤d−1

{∣∣∣∣
sj

pj(pj − sign (pd))

∣∣∣∣
}

≤ 1. (1.6)

(2) T ◦ is connected if and only if the inequality in (1.6) is strict. Moreover, if T ◦ is

connected then T ◦ is contractible to a single point.

Although T is contractible, one cannot deduce that T is homeomorphic to a d-dimensional

ball. The following is conjectured in [12].

Conjecture 1.5. Assume the same hypotheses of Theorem 1.4. Then T is homeomorphic

to a d-dimension ball if and only if T ◦ is connected.

The main purpose of this paper is to give a positive answer to Conjecture 1.5. We

use a purely analytic approach to show that the connectedness of T ◦ implies that T is a

d-dimensional tame ball. The following is our main result.

Theorem 1.6. For d ≥ 2, let (A,D) be given as in (1.5), and let T = T (A,D) be the

corresponding self-affine tile. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) T ◦ is connected;

(2) T is a d-dimensional tame ball;

(3) the following inequality holds

max
1≤j≤d−1

{∣∣∣∣
sj

pj(pj − sign (pd))

∣∣∣∣
}

< 1.

In fact, in Section 5, we will prove a generalized version of Theorem 1.6 by using more

general digit sets (see Theorem 5.1).

As the proof of (3) ⇒ (2) in Theorem 1.6 is long and complicated, we outline the

main steps here, using the concrete example in Figure 1 as an aid. We begin with a

d-dimensional slant prism (see Figure 1(a)) that is the union of convex combinations of

the top surface and the bottom surface of the self-affine tile T (for the definition of such a

convex combination of sets, see (3.3)). Then we define five homeomorphisms on Rd that

transform Rd and the original prism successively. The first is an affine transformation (see
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Figure 1(a)–(b)) that sets the slant prism vertical. We then use three transformations:

squeeze (see Figure 1(b)–(c)), translation (see Figure 1(c)–(d)), and flattening (see Figure

1(d)–(e)), to turn the d-dimensional vertical prism to a union of smaller d-dimensional

vertical prisms. The fifth homeomorphism is another affine transformation (see Figure

1(e)–(f1)/f(2)) that moves the top surface so that it coincides with the top surface of the

original d-dimensional slant prism. We call this process an iteration. For each of these

smaller d-dimensional slant prisms, we perform a similar iteration to get several even

smaller d-dimensional slant prisms, keeping the top and bottom surfaces unchanged. By

applying this iteration repeatedly (see Figure 2(a)–(e)), we can define a mapping h on Rd

that sends the original d-dimensional slant prism to the self-affine tile T . We remark that

Figure 2(e) shows a close approximation to the tile. Finally, we use Brouwer’s invariance

of domain theorem [8] to show that h is a desired homeomorphism on Rd.

Theorem 1.7 (Brouwer [8]). Let V ⊂ Rd be an open set and h a mapping on V . If h is

injective and continuous, then h is a homeomorphism from V onto h(V ).

The continuity and surjectivity of h can be obtained quite easily (Lemma 6.1), but it is

difficult to prove the injectivity (Lemma 6.4). To this end, we investigate some analytic

properties of each iteration (Proposition 4.9) and obtain: (1) the height of a point (i.e.,

the last coordinate in Rd) that is not in the vertical boundary of the original d-dimensional

slant prism will be fixed after finitely many iterations, and (2) under some mild condition,

the absolute value of the height difference of two points that are in the interior of the

vertical boundary of the original d-dimensional slant prism will not drop. These conclu-

sions, together with a tool which we call horizontal distance, imply the injectivity of the

mapping h.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. We introduce some notation and concepts

in Section 2, and describe the construction of a quasi-hypersurface in Section 3. In Section

4, we prove some analytic properties of one iteration, which lead up to Proposition 4.9.

Section 5 consists of preparations for constructing the mapping h that sends the self-affine

tile to a tame ball. The proof that h is the desired homeomorphism is given in Section

6. Finally, in Section 7, we state some comments on Theorem 1.3, which is partly proved

in [11].

2. Notation and preliminaries

2.1. Symbolic space. For an integer m ≥ 2, denote Σk
m := {0, 1, . . . , m − 1}k, Σ∗

m :=

∪k≥0Σ
k
m and ΣN

m := {0, 1, . . . , m− 1}N, where Σ0
m := {∅} (∅ stands for the empty word).

We call i ∈ Σk
m a word of length k, and denote its length by |i|. For i = i1 · · · ik ∈ Σk

m

and j = j1j2 · · · ∈ Σ∗
m ∪ ΣN

m, let ij = i1 · · · ikj1j2 · · · . For i ∈ Σ∗
m, we denote the infinite

word ii · · · by i.
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affine squeeze

tran
slati

on

flattening

affi
n
e

affine

(a) (b) (c)

(d)(e)

(f1) (f2)

Figure 1. Five homeomorphisms on a slant prism, from (a) to (f1) and

(f2). Figures (f1) and (f2) show the same set, with different viewpoints and

with auxiliary dashed line segments in (f1). This figure is drawn with p1 =

p2 = p3 = 3, s = (2, 1.8) and D = {(i1 + a1k, i2 + a2k, k) : i1, i2, k = 0, 1, 2},
where (a10, a

2
0) = (0, 0), (a11, a

2
1) = (−0.55,−0.45), and (a12, a

2
2) =

(−1.25,−1.05).
It is well known that the map ϕm : ΣN

m → [0, 1] defined as

ϕm(i) :=
∑

n≥1

in
mn

, i = i1i2 · · · ,

is surjective. We also define ϕm(i) :=
∑|i|

n=1m
−nin for i ∈ Σ∗

m.

2.2. Some notation in Rd. For x ∈ Rd, we denote the jth component of x, 1 ≤ j ≤ d, by

xj or ωj(x). For E ⊂ Rd, denote ωj(E) = {ωj(x) : x ∈ E}. We let 1d := (1, . . . , 1) ∈ Rd

be the vector whose components are all 1.

For x ∈ Rd and y ∈ R, let

y + x :=
(
y + ω1(x), . . . , y + ωd(x)

)
, yx :=

(
yω1(x), . . . , yωd(x)

)
,

‖x‖∞ := max{|ωj(x)| : 1 ≤ j ≤ d}.
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(a) Original prism. (b) 1st iteration. (c) 2nd iteration.

(d) 3rd iteration. (e) 4th iteration.

Figure 2. First few iterations on a slant prism in R3. The figures are

drawn by using the data from Figure 1, but with a different viewpoint. The

figure in (e) is intended to show a close approximation to the tile.

We say that {xm}m≥1 is o(1), denoted xm = o(1), if limm→∞ ‖xm‖∞ = 0. For two vectors

x,y ∈ Rd, we write x ≤ y or y ≥ x if ωj(x) ≤ ωj(y) for all j and write x < y or y > x

if ωj(x) < ωj(y) for all j.

Define a new multiplication on Rd as follows

x⊡ y := (x1y1, . . . , xdyd). (2.1)

We also write x⊡y as xy for short. For convenience, we let x⊡E = xE = {x⊡y : y ∈ E}
for x ∈ Rd and E ⊂ Rd. Recall sign (x) := 0, 1, or −1 according to x = 0, x > 0 or x < 0.

Let sign (x) stand for the vector

(
sign (ω1(x)), . . . , sign (ωd(x))

)
,

and let x⊕ := sign (x)x = (|x1|, . . . , |xd|). For two sets E, F ⊂ Rd, define the sum of E

and F as

E + F := {e + f : e ∈ E, f ∈ F}.

If F = {f}, a singleton, then we also write E +F simply as E + f . For a set E ⊂ Rd, let

−E = {−x : x ∈ E} and let E◦ (or intE), Ec, and ∂E denote the interior, complement,

and boundary of E respectively.

We point out that the notation and definitions introduced on Rd (d ≥ 2) are applicable

to sets and vectors in Rd−1. However, if the ambient space Rd is fixed, the following

two concepts are defined only for vectors in Rd. For x ∈ Rd (d ≥ 2), we call Ph(x) =(
ω1(x), . . . , ωd−1(x)

)
the horizontal coordinates of x and Pv(x) = ωd(x) the vertical

coordinate of x. We also call Pv(x) the height of x.
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2.3. Other notation. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer and b > 0 be a constant. For an integer

k satisfying 0 ≤ k ≤ r, denote

yk := kb · r−1. (2.2)

Clearly, y0 = 0 and yr = b. For 0 < k < r, let uk ∈ 2U◦ := (−1, 1)d−1 be fixed. In Section

5, we will define uk that have specific geometric meaning in the self-affine tile; we refer

the reader to (5.14). Let v0 stand for the origin in Rd−1 and let vk := u1 + · · ·+ uk for

k ≥ 1.

We choose ε ∈ R small enough such that

0 < ε < (2r)−1b. (2.3)

For 1 ≤ k < r, let Iε,k = [yk − ε, yk + ε] and Iε =
⋃r−1

k=1 Iε,k. Let x(y) and ρ(y) be

vector-valued functions defined as

x(y) :=





vk, y ∈ [yk, yk+1]\Iε, 0 ≤ k < r;

(2ε)−1(ε+ y − yk)uk + vk−1, y ∈ Iε,k, 1 ≤ k < r,
(2.4)

ρ(y) :=




1d−1, y /∈ Iε;

ε−1|y − yk|u⊕
k + 1− u⊕

k , y ∈ Iε,k, 1 ≤ k < r.
(2.5)

In particular, ρ(yk) = 1−u⊕
k and x(yk) = 2−1uk+vk−1. For the geometric significance of

x(y) and ρ(y), see Figure 11 and Lemma 4.4. Finally, we define a constant c corresponding

to {uk} as

c = c({uk}) :=
r−1∑

k=1

‖uk‖∞. (2.6)

3. Construction of a quasi-hyperplane

The structure of the tile allows us to construct a homeomorphism from a d-dimensional

prism onto a union of some smaller d-dimensional prisms (see Figure 1(b)–(e)). However,

if we want to extend the domain of such a homeomorphism to the whole space Rd, we

need to slice Rd in such a way that the flattening map (see Figure 1(d)–(e)), which is

well-defined on the prism, can be extended to Rd. To achieve this, it is necessary to

construct non-trivial quasi-hyperplanes to slice Rd in a desired way, and this is the main

objective of this section.

3.1. Some notation on U . We assume u ∈ (−1, 1)d−1 and denote uj := ωj(u). We

always assume the index j is in {1, 2, . . . , d− 1} and u 6= (0, . . . , 0) ∈ Rd−1 unless stated

otherwise.



10 G.T. DENG, C.T. LIU, AND S.-M. NGAI

Recall that U = [−1/2, 1/2]d−1 and ∂U denotes its boundary, i.e., ∂U = {x ∈ U :

ωj(x) = ±2−1 for some j}. With respect to the given vector u, the boundary of U can

be divided into three parts, not necessarily disjoint, as follows:

∂U = ∂U+ ∪ ∂U− ∪ ∂Ul, (3.1)

where

∂U+ = ∂U+
u := {x ∈ ∂U : 2ωj(x) = sign (ωj(u)) 6= 0 for some j},

∂U− = ∂U−
u := −∂U+,

∂Ul = ∂Ul
u :=

{
x ∈ ∂U : 2ωj(x) = ±1 and ωj(u) = 0 for some j

}
,

The set ∂Ul is empty if none of the components of u is zero. To explain our idea more

clearly, we present the following example.

Example 3.1. Let I := [−1/2, 1/2].

(1) If d = 4 and u = (−0.1, 0.2, 0), then (see Figure 3(a,b,c))

∂U+ =

({
− 1

2

}
× I2

)⋃(
I ×

{1
2

}
× I

)
,

∂U− =

({1
2

}
× I2

)⋃(
I ×

{
− 1

2

}
× I

)
,

∂Ul = I2 ×
{
− 1

2
,
1

2

}
.

(2) If d = 4, u = (0.1,−0.2,−0.3), then ∂Ul = ∅ and (see Figure 3(d,e))

∂U+ =
({1

2

}
× I2

)⋃(
I ×

{
− 1

2

}
× I
)⋃(

I2 ×
{
− 1

2

})
,

∂U− =
({

− 1

2

}
× I2

)⋃(
I ×

{1
2

}
× I
)⋃(

I2 ×
{1
2

})
.

(a) ∂U+ (b) ∂U−
x1

x2

x3

sign (u) = (−1, 1, 0)

(d) ∂U+ (e) ∂U−
x1

x2

x3

sign (u) = (1,−1,−1)

(c) ∂Ul

Figure 3. Illustration of the decomposition of ∂U with respect to the

vector u. The surfaces colored red, blue, and black are the sets ∂U+, ∂U−,

and ∂Ul respectively.
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U × {0}

(U +
u

2
)× {0}

(U − u

2
)× {0}

(

∂U+ +
u

2

)

× {ε}
(

∂U− +
u

2

)

× {ε}
(1− u⊕)∂U+ × {0}

(1− u⊕)∂U− × {0}

(

∂U+ − u

2

)

× {−ε}
(

∂U− − u

2

)

× {−ε}

S′+

S′−S0

(1− u⊕)U × {0}

Figure 4. An illustration of S0, S+, S−, S ′+ and S ′−. This figure is

drawn with d = 3 and u = (−0.3,−0.25).

3.2. Construction of quasi-hyperplane. We continue to use the assumptions and no-

tation in Section 3.1. Recall that xE = {xy : y ∈ E} for x ∈ Rn and E ⊂ Rn, where

n = d− 1 or n = d. Let ε > 0 be small enough. Denote S0 :=
(
(1− u⊕)U

)
× {0}. Let

ût := (1− t)(1− u⊕) + t× 1d−1 = tu⊕ + 1− u⊕, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1.

ût is the convex combination of the vectors 1−u⊕ and 1d−1 with parameter t; it specifies

the amount of contraction in each of the d − 1 directions, in the range determined by u

and 1d−1. Define

S+ = S+
u :=

⋃

0≤t≤1

(
ût∂U

+ +
t

2
u
)
× {tε},

S ′+ = S ′+
u :=

⋃

0≤t≤1

(
ût(∂U

− ∪ ∂Ul)+ t

2
u
)
× {tε}.

(3.2)

We can use the notion of convex combination to describe these sets. For E ⊂ Rd−1,

x1,x2, t1, t2 ∈ Rd−1, and y1, y2 ∈ R, the convex combination of two sets (t1E+x1)×{y1}
and (t2E + x2) × {y2} with respect to the combination coefficient t is defined to be the

set
{(

(1− t)(t1x+ x1) + t(t2x+ x2), (1− t)y1 + ty2
)
: x ∈ E

}
. (3.3)

Now S+ can be described as the union of the convex combinations of

(
(1− u⊕)∂U+

)
× {0} and

(
∂U+ +

u

2

)
× {ε},

while S ′+ is that of

(
(1− u⊕)(∂U− ∪ ∂Ul)

)
× {0} and

(
∂U− ∪ ∂Ul +

u

2

)
× {ε}.

See Figure 4 for an illustration. We also point out that if we let

π(y) := Rd−1 × {y}, y ∈ R,

then S ′+ is perpendicular to the hyperplane π(0), i.e., any normal vector of S ′+ is parallel

to π(0). Let S− := −S+ and S ′− := −S ′+.
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d+t (x3)

d−t (x1)

d+t (x2)

d−t (x2)

ûtU

x1

x2

x3

x4

ût∂U
+

ût∂U
−

d−t (x4)

d+t (x4)

The sign of u is

sign (u) = (−1, 1).

Figure 5. Illustration of d+t and d−t . The union of the thick lines (in red)

stands for ût∂U
+, while the union of the dashed lines (in blue) stands for

ût∂U
−. This figure is drawn with u = (−0.5, 0.6) and t = 0.3.

Next we will extend the surface S0∪S+∪S− to a (d−1)-dimensional quasi-hyperplane

Su. As the extension is nontrivial and needs some fine structure, we introduce some

additional notation. For x ∈ Rd−1, let

ℓx := {x} × R. (3.4)

Next, we introduce some concepts on the difference of components with respect to the

given vector u, which will make the extension easier. For 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, define two pseudo-

distances between a point x /∈ ûtU
◦ and the set ûtU as follows:

d+t (x) := max
{
|xj | −

1

2
ωj(ût) : xjuj > 0, |xj| ≥

1

2
ωj(ût), j = 1, . . . , d− 1

}
,

d−t (x) := max
{
|xj | −

1

2
ωj(ût) : xjuj ≤ 0, |xj| ≥

1

2
ωj(ût), j = 1, . . . , d− 1

}
,

where the maximum of an empty set is defined to be −∞. We will explain the geometric

meanings of d+t and d+t following Lemma 3.4, or more precisely, following Equation (3.9).

We now present an example to illustrate these definitions.

Example 3.2. Assume d = 3, u = (−0.5, 0.6) and t = 0.3. Then

ût = (1− 0.3)
(
1− (0.5, 0.6)

)
+ 0.3(1, 1) = (0.65, 0.58).

For x1 = (0.48,−0.55),x2 = (0.6, 0.5),x3 = (−0.8, 0.2),x4 = (−0.6, −0.6), we have (see

Figure 5)

d+t (x1) = −∞, d−t (x1) = |ω2(x1)| −
1

2
ω2(ût) = 0.55− 0.29 = 0.26,

d+t (x2) = ω2(x2)−
1

2
ω2(ût) = 0.21, d−t (x2)= |ω1(x2)|−

1

2
ω1(ût)=0.275,

d+t (x3) = |ω1(x3)| −
1

2
ω1(ût) = 0.475, d−t (x3) = −∞,

d+t (x4) = 0.275, d−t (x4) = 0.31.
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η
u⊕

2

u⊕

2

u⊕

2

η

η
√
1− tût

tu⊕

(1−t)u⊕

u⊕

2

û1

û0

O

tε

ε

−1

2
1

2

û1

x

y

t

2
u⊕

x⊕

P

A1

P1

B1A3

Q3

B3

Figure 6. An illustration of η
√
1− t and ût for some fixed x ∈ Rd−1. The

thick piecewise curve stands for the quasi-hyperplane Su. The line segment

A1P1, the line segment A3Q3, the curve A1P1B1, and the curve A3Q3B3

represent S+, S−, S ′′+, and S ′′−, respectively. The horizontal coordinate of

P is x+ t
2
u, which is used in the proof of Lemma 3.4.

(1− u⊕)∂U+

ût∂U+

∂U+ (1− u⊕)∂U−

ût∂U−

∂U−

û0∂U+

G1 +
u

2

û0∂U−

−G1 − u

2

Gt +
t

2
u

−Gt −
t

2
uût∂U+ +

t

2
u

ût∂U− − t

2
uG0

−G0û0∂U+

û0∂U−

(a) ût∂U ; (b) t = 1;

(c) t = 0; (d) other t ∈ (0, 1).

Figure 7. An illustration of ∂U+, ∂U− and Gt,−Gt with none of the

components of u being zero. This figure is drawn with u = (−0.22, 0.15).

Recall that for two vector x,y ∈ Rd−1, x ≤ y (resp. x < y) means

ωj(x) ≤ ωj(y)
(
resp. ωj(x) < ωj(y)

)
, 1 ≤ j ≤ d− 1.

Also, U◦ = U\∂U = {x ∈ U : −2−11d−1 < x < 2−11}. According to the size of the

quantities d+t and d−t , we define the following subset of Rd−1:

Gt =
{
x ∈ Rd−1 : ût ≤ 2x⊕ ≤ 2η

√
1− t+ 1 + (1− t)u⊕, d+t (x) ≥ d−t (x)

}
, (3.5)

where η ∈ (‖u‖∞, 1) is some constant. We note that G1 = ∂G1 = ∂U+. See Figure 6 for

an illustration of η
√
1− t and ût and see Figures 7, 8 and 9 for an illustration of Gt.
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(1− u⊕)∂U+

ût∂U+

∂U+
(1− u⊕)∂U−

ût∂U−

∂U−

ût∂U+ +
t

2
u ût∂U− − t

2
u

Gt +
t

2
u −Gt −

t

2
u

(a) ût∂U ; (b) t ∈ (0, 1).

û⊕
t

û⊕
t1− u⊕

ût

Figure 8. An illustration of ∂U+, ∂U−, Gt and −Gt with some compo-

nent of u being zero. This figure is drawn with u = (−0.3, 0).

Set Property

W =
{
(x, 0) : x /∈Ph

(
S ′′+∪S ′′−)} contains S0 and is the set of all points in S with

height zero

S ′′+ =
⋃

0≤t≤1

(
∂Gt +

t

2
u
)
× {tε} containing S+

S ′′− = −S ′′+ a reflection of S ′′+ about the origin

Gt = {x : ût ≤ 2x⊕ ≤
2η

√
1− t + 1

+(1− t)u⊕, d+t (x) ≥ d−t (x)}

dh(x, ût∂U
+) ≥ dh(x, ût(∂U

− ∪ ∂Ul)), if we

ignore the components of x and u with different

signs on the left side of this inequality, and only

consider the components of x and u with

different signs on the right side

S0 = (1− u⊕)U × {0} a shrunk (d− 1)-dimensional hypercube in π(0)

S+ =
⋃

0≤t≤1

(
ût∂U

+ +
t

2
u
)
×{tε}

a convex combination of ((1−u⊕)∂U+)×{0} and

(∂U+ + 2−1u)×{ε}
S− = −S+ a reflection of S+ about the origin

Table 1. Some properties of the sets related to S = W ∪ S ′′+ ∪ S ′′−, an

extension of S0 ∪ S+ ∪ S−.

Let

S ′′+ :=
⋃

0≤t≤1

(
∂Gt +

t

2
u
)
× {tε} and S ′′− := −S ′′+.

(see Figure 9) and let W :=
{
(x, 0) : x /∈ Ph

(
S ′′+ ∪ S ′′−)}. We now define the quasi-

hyperplane determined by u, denoted Su, as

Su :=




π(0), u = (0, . . . , 0) ∈ Rd−1,

W ∪ S ′′+ ∪ S ′′−, u ∈ (−1, 1)d−1 \ {(0, . . . , 0)}.
(3.6)

3.3. Some lemmas. We now introduce a tool dh called horizontal distance in Rd, which

helps us get some useful analytic properties of Su (Lemmas 3.3 and 3.6) and plays a key
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(

Gt +
t

2
u
)

× {tε}

−
((

Gt +
t

2
u
)

× {tε}
)

S+

S−

(

G1 +
1

2
u
)

× {ε}

−
((

G1 +
1

2
u
)

× {ε}
)

S0

(1− u⊕)U × {0}

A1 A2

A3A4

B1

B2

B3

B4

P4

P1 P2

Q3

Q2

Q4

G0 × {0}

−G0 × {0}

• S+ is the union of the trapezoids A1A2P2P1 and A1A4P4P1;

• S− is the union of the trapezoids A2A3Q3Q2 and A3A4Q4Q3;

• G0 is the polygon A4A1A2B2B1B4; −G0 is the polygon A4A3A2B2B3B4;

• Gt +
t
2
u is the section in red lying above S0;

• −Gt − t
2
u is the section in blue lying below S0;

• S ′′+ is the union of S+ and the four surfaces A4B4P4, B1B4P4P1, B1B2P2P1,

A2B2P2;

• S ′′− is the union of S− and the four surfacesA4B4Q4,B3B4Q4Q3,B2B3Q3Q2,

A2B2Q2.

Figure 9. An illustration of S0, S+, S−, S ′′+ and S ′′−. This figure is

drawn with d = 3 and u = (−0.3,−0.3).

role in the proof of Theorem 1.6. The horizontal distance dh between two points P and

P ′ is defined as

dh(P, P
′) :=





‖Ph(P )− Ph(P

′)‖∞, Pv(P ) = Pv(P
′);

+∞, otherwise.
(3.7)

For convenience, we let dh(x,x
′) := ‖x− x′‖∞ if x,x′ ∈ Rd−1. For P ∈ Rd and E ⊂ Rd,

let

dh(P,E) := inf{dh(P,Q) : Q ∈ E}.

Clearly,

dh(P,E) = dh(P,E|π(Pv(P ))),

where E|π(y) stands for the restriction of E on π(y), i.e.,

E|π(y) := {P ∈ E : Pv(P ) = y}.
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We point out that dh is not a metric on Rd, since the triangle inequality may fail. Nev-

ertheless, the following limit property holds. We omit the proof.

Lemma 3.3. Let {Pn}, {Qn} ⊂ Rd be two convergent sequences in the sense of the norm

‖ · ‖∞. If for each n ≥ 1, Pn and Qn have the same height, then

lim
n→+∞

dh(Pn, Qn) = dh

(
lim

n→+∞
Pn, lim

n→+∞
Qn

)
.

For x ∈ Rd satisfying 2x⊕ ≥ ût, we divide the index set {j : |2xj | ≥ ωj(ût)} into three

parts as follows.

Λ1 := {j : xjuj > 0, 2|xj | ≥ ωj(ût)},
Λ2 := {j : xjuj < 0, 2|xj | ≥ ωj(ût)}, (3.8)

Λ3 := {j : 2|xj| ≥ ωj(ût) = 1, uj = 0}.

So, we can rewrite the pseudo-distances d+t (x) and d−t (x) as

d+t (x) := max
{
|xj | −

1

2
ωj(ût) : j ∈ Λ1

}
;

d−t (x) := max
{
|xj | −

1

2
ωj(ût) : j ∈ Λ2 ∪ Λ3

}
.

(3.9)

These new expressions in fact give the geometric meanings of d+t and d−t . Roughly speak-

ing, d+t (x) is the horizontal distance between x and ût∂U
+ if we ignore all components

of x and u that have different signs, while d−t (x) is the horizontal distance between x

and ût(∂U
+ ∪ ∂Ul) if we only consider the components of x and u that have different

signs. This fact will be applied to the proofs of Lemmas 3.4 and 3.6, which will be used

to estimate the horizontal distances of prisms and points in the next section.

Lemma 3.4. Let t ∈ [0, 1). Suppose P =
(
x+

t

2
u, tε

)
with 2x⊕ ≥ ût.

(1) If P lies below Su, then

dh

(
x, U − 1 + t

2
u
)
≥ dh(x, ût∂U).

(2) If P lies above Su or P ∈ Su, then

dh

(
x, U +

1− t

2
u
)
≥ (1− ‖u‖∞)1/ηdh(x, ût∂U).

To prove Lemma 3.4, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose 0 < δ < 1 and x ≥ η. Then for t ∈ [0, 1], we have

x
√
1− t ≥ (1− δ)1/η

(
x
√
1− t + (1− t)δ

)
.

Proof. Note that η ∈ (0, 1). By the mean-value theorem, there exists some ξ ∈ (0, δ) such

that
1− (1− δ)1/η

δ
× 1

(1− δ)1/η
=

1

η
(1− ξ)1/η−1 1

(1− δ)1/η
>

1

η
.
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Hence,

x
√
1− t ≥ η

√
1− t ≥ (1− δ)1/ηδ

√
1− t

1− (1− δ)1/η
≥ (1− δ)1/ηδ(1− t)

1− (1− δ)1/η
.

This implies the conclusion. �

Proof of Lemma 3.4. When u = (0, . . . , 0), we know that ût = 1d−1 and hence

dh

(
x, U − 1 + t

2
u
)
= dh

(
x, U +

1− t

2
u
)
= dh(x, ût∂U),

provided 2x⊕ ≥ ûtU . Thus, conclusions (1) and (2) are true.

Next, we assume u 6= (0, . . . , 0).

(1) Assume P lies below Su. Then x ∈ intGt, which implies that d+t (x) > d−t (x),

namely,

max
j∈Λ1

{
|xj| −

1

2
ωj(ût)

}
> max

j∈Λ2∪Λ3

{
|xj | −

1

2
ωj(ût)

}
.

So, by setting x′
j = ωj(x

′), we have

dh(x, ût∂U) = min{‖x− x′‖∞ : x′ ∈ ût∂U}
= min

{
max

{
|xj − x′

j | : j ∈ Λ1 ∪ Λ2 ∪ Λ3

}
: x′ ∈ ûtU

}

= max
{
|xj | −

1

2
ωj(ût) : j ∈ Λ1 ∪ Λ2 ∪ Λ3

}

= max
{
|xj | −

1

2
ωj(ût) : j ∈ Λ1

}
= d+t (x),

where Λ1,Λ2,Λ3 are given as in (3.8). Recall that ωj(ût) = t|uj|+ 1− |uj|. Without loss

of generality, we assume

u1 > 0 and d+t (x) = x1 −
1

2
ω1(ût) = x1 −

tu1 + 1− u1

2
. (3.10)

On the other hand,

dh

(
x, U − 1 + t

2
u
)
≥ x1 −

(1
2
− 1 + t

2
u1

)
= x1 −

−tu1 + 1− u1

2
≥ d+t (x).

So the conclusion is true in this case.

(2) Assume P lies on or above Su. When d+t (x) > d−t (x), we also get dh(x, ûtU) =

d+t (x). Again we suppose that assumption (3.10) holds. Since P lies on or above Su, we

know x /∈ (2η
√
1− t + 1 + (1− t)u⊕)U◦ by the definition of Su, which implies that (see

Figure 6 for the location of P )

d+t (x) ≥ η
√
1− t+ (1− t)u1.

Notice that

dh

(
x, U +

1− t

2
u
)

≥ x1 −
(1
2
+

1− t

2
u1

)

= d+t (x)− (1− t)u1 ≥ η
√
1− t.
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Applying Lemma 3.5 for x = (
√
1− t)−1dh

(
x, U + 2−1(1− t)u

)
and δ = u1, we have

x
√
1− t = dh

(
x, U +

1− t

2
u
)

≥ (1− u1)
1/η

(
dh

(
x, U +

1− t

2
u
)
+ (1− t)u1

)

≥ (1− ‖u‖∞)1/ηd+t (x)

= (1− ‖u‖∞)1/ηdh(x, ût∂U).

When d+t (x) ≤ d−t (x), we know dh(x, ût∂U) = d−t (x). Without loss of generality, we

assume u1 ≤ 0 and

d−t (x) = x1 −
1

2
ω1(ût) = x1 −

−tu1 + 1 + u1

2
.

Then

dh

(
x, U +

1− t

2
u
)
≥ x1 −

(1
2
+

(1− t)u1

2

)
= d−t (x).

So the conclusion also holds in this case since (1− ‖u‖∞)1/η ≤ 1. �

Lemma 3.6. The following assertions concerning Su hold.

(1) For each x ∈ Rd−1, the set Su ∩ ℓx contains exactly one element and

Ph

(
S+ ∪ S− ∪ S0

)
= (U + 2−1u)

⋃
(U − 2−1u).

(2) The height of P ∈ Su is zero if Ph(P ) ∈ (1+2η+u⊕)U c or Ph(P ) ∈ (1−‖u‖∞)U ,

where U c = Rd−1\U .

(3) Let P = (x, y) ∈ Su, where x ∈ ∂U + 2−1u such that

either ωj(2x− u) = ±1 or
∣∣ωj(2x− u)

∣∣ < 1− 2‖u‖∞. (3.11)

Then

y =




ε, x ∈ ∂U+ + 2−1u,

0, x ∈
(
∂U− ∪ ∂Ul + 2−1u

)
\
(
∂U+ + 2−1u

)
.

(4) Let P = (x, y) ∈ Su, where x ∈ ∂U − 2−1u such that

either ωj(2x+ u) = ±1 or
∣∣ωj(2x+ u)

∣∣ < 1− 2‖u‖∞.

Then

y =




−ε, x ∈ ∂U− − 2−1u,

0, x ∈
(
∂U+ ∪ ∂Ul − 2−1u

)
\
(
∂U− − 2−1u

)
.

Proof. We first consider the case u = (0, . . . , 0). We have S+ = S− = ∅ and S0 = U×{0}.
So, Su ∩ ℓx = {(x, 0)} and Ph(S

0) = U , which implies conclusion (1). Conclusion (2) is

obvious since each point in Su has height zero. Note that ∂U++2−1u = ∂U−−2−1u = ∅
and ∂Ul + 2−1u = ∂U . Now conclusions (3) and (4) become: If P = (x, y) ∈ Su with

x ∈ ∂U , then y = 0 when x ∈ ∂Ul. This is obvious since P = (x, y) ∈ Su implies that

y = 0. Now, we assume u 6= (0, . . . , 0).
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(1) For a given vector x ∈ Rd−1, we denote x′ = x + 2−1(t − t′)u, where t, t′ ∈ [0, 1]

satisfy t > t′. We begin the proof with the following claim.

Claim. (i) If x ∈ ût(U
c∪∂U+), then x′ /∈ ût′U . (ii) If x ∈ (2η

√
1− t+1+(1− t)u⊕)U ,

then x′ ∈ (2η
√
1− t′ + 1 + (1− t′)u⊕)U◦. (iii) If d+t (x) ≥ d−t (x), then d+t′ (x

′) > d−t′ (x
′).

Proof of the claim. When x ∈ ût∂U
+, there exists an index j such that xjuj > 0 and

|xj | = 2−1(t|uj|+1−|uj |). Without loss of generality, we assume j = 1 and u1 > 0. Then

x′
1 = x1 +

t− t′

2
u1 =

1

2
(tu1 + 1− u1) +

t− t′

2
u1 =

1

2
(t′u1 + 1− u1) + (t− t′)u1,

which implies x′ /∈ ût′U . When x /∈ ûtU , there exists an index j such that |2xj | >

t|uj|+ 1− |uj|. So,

|2x′
j| = |2xj + (t− t′)uj| ≥ |2xj | − (t− t′)|uj|

> t|uj|+ 1− |uj| − (t− t′)|uj| = t′|uj|+ 1− |uj|,

which again implies x′ /∈ ût′U , and thus (i) holds.

From the fact that η > ‖u‖∞, we have

2η
√
1− t+ (1− t)u⊕ + (t− t′)‖u‖∞

= 2η
√
1− t′ + 2η

t′ − t√
1− t+

√
1− t′

+ (1− t)u⊕ + (t− t′)‖u‖∞

≤ 2η
√
1− t′ + (1− t′)u⊕ + (‖u‖∞ − η)(t− t′)

< 2η
√
1− t′ + (1− t′)u⊕,

which implies

(2η
√
1− t+ 1 + (1− t)u⊕)U +

t− t′

2
u ⊂ (2η

√
1− t′ + 1 + (1− t′)u⊕)U◦. (3.12)

Thus, (ii) holds.

As for (iii), we let Λ1,Λ2,Λ3 be given as in (3.8). Since x /∈ ûtU , not all sets Λ1,Λ2,Λ3

are empty. The assumption d+t (x) ≥ d−t (x) implies Λ1 6= ∅ by (3.9). Without loss of

generality, we assume

u1 > 0 and d+t (x) = x1 −
1

2
ω1(ût) = x1 −

tu1 + 1− u1

2
.

Then

d+t′ (x
′) ≥

(
x1 +

t− t′

2
u1

)
− 1

2
(t′u1 + 1− u1)

= x1 −
1

2
(tu1 + 1− u1) + (t− t′)u1 > d+t (x). (3.13)

Note that

d−t (x) = max
{
|xj | −

1

2
ωj(ût) : j ∈ Λ2 ∪ Λ3

}
.
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When j ∈ Λ2 (in this case, xjuj < 0),
∣∣∣xj +

t− t′

2
uj

∣∣∣− 1

2
(t′|uj|+ 1− |uj|)

= |xj| −
t− t′

2
|uj| −

1

2
(t′|uj|+ 1− |uj|)

= |xj| −
1

2
(t|uj|+ 1− |uj|),

where the first equality holds because 2|xj | ≥ t|uj|+ 1− |uj| and

t|uj|+ 1− |uj| − (t− t′)|uj| = t′|uj|+ 1− |uj| > 0.

When j ∈ Λ3 (in this case, uj = 0),
∣∣∣xj +

t− t′

2
uj

∣∣∣− 1

2
(t′|uj|+ 1− |uj|) = |xj | −

1

2
(t|uj|+ 1− |uj|)

So, for j ∈ Λ2 ∪ Λ3, we have |x′
j | −

1

2
ωj(ût′) = |xj | −

1

2
ωj(ût), which implies

d−t (x) = d−t′ (x
′).

Hence, (iii) holds by (3.13), which completes the proof of the claim.

From the expression of Gt (see (3.5)), we get

∂Gt = E1

⋃
E2

⋃
E3,

intGt′ = {x ∈ Rd−1 : d+t′ (x) > d−t′ (x), ût′ < 2x⊕ < 2η
√
1− t′ + 1 + (1− t′)u⊕},

where

E1 := {x ∈ ût∂U : d+t (x) ≥ d−t (x)} ⊂ (2η
√
1− t + 1 + (1− t)u⊕)U◦,

E2 := {x ∈ (2η
√
1− t + 1 + (1− t)u⊕)∂U : d+t (x) ≥ d−t (x)},

E3 := {x : d+t (x) = d−t (x), ût′ < 2x⊕ < 2η
√
1− t′ + 1 + (1− t)u⊕}.

Now, the claim implies that x′ ∈ intGt′ when x ∈ E1∪E2∪E3. This implies the following

relationship among the Gt: for t, t
′ ∈ [0, 1] with t > t′,

∂Gt +
t

2
u ⊂ intGt′ +

t′

2
u. (3.14)

Now, it follows from the construction of Su that ℓx ∩ Su is a singleton. The latter part

of the conclusion in (1) is obvious since Ph(S
+) is the closure of (U + 2−1u)\(1− u⊕)U ,

Ph(S
−) is the closure of (U − 2−1u)\(1− u⊕)U , and Ph(S

0) = (1− u⊕)U .

(2) The height of P ∈ Su is not equal to zero only if P ∈ S ′′+ ∪ S ′′−, the horizontal

coordinate of which is in

(1 + 2η + ‖u‖∞)U\(1− ‖u‖∞)U.

So, the conclusion follows.

We now show (3). By (1), the given condition x ∈ ∂U+2−1u implies that P ∈ S+∪S0.

Since S0 lies in π(0) and S+ is the union of the convex combinations
(
(1−u⊕)∂U+

)
×{0}
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and (∂U+ + 2−1u) × {ε}, the height of P is equal to ε if and only if x ∈ ∂U+ + 2−1u.

Next, we assume x ∈ ∂U− ∪ ∂Ul + 2−1u but x /∈ ∂U+ + 2−1u. If the height of P is

positive, then P ∈ S+ and 0 < y < ε. By the expression of S+ (see (3.2)) there exist

y ∈ ∂U+ and t ∈ (0, 1) such that

x = ûty +
t

2
u.

Since y ∈ ∂U+, we choose some index j such that 2ωj(y) = sign (uj) 6= 0. So,

∣∣ωj

(
2x− u

)∣∣ =
∣∣(t|uj|+ 1− |uj|) · 2ωj(y) + tuj − uj

∣∣

=
∣∣2tuj + sign (uj)− 2uj

∣∣ =
∣∣1− 2(1− t)|uj|

∣∣

∈
(
1− 2|uj|(1− t), 1

)
⊂
(
1− 2‖u‖∞, 1

)
.

This contradicts condition (3.11) and thus (3) holds.

The proof of (4) is analogous to that of (3). This completes the proof. �

4. A key homeomorphism on Rd

4.1. Definitions of transformations. In this subsection we present four transforma-

tions on Rd, which will be used to construct the desired homeomorphism on Rd. Before

doing this, we introduce some notation, in addition to those in Subsection 2.3. Let b > 0

be a fixed positive constant as in Subsection 2.3. We choose ε stated as in Subsection 2.3

small enough such that the union ∪r
k=0Sk is disjoint, where S0 = π(0), Sr = π(b) and

Sk = Suk
+
(1
2
uk + vk−1, yk

)
, 1 ≤ k < r. (4.1)

Hence Suk
is defined as in (3.6) with u replaced by uk and η is a constant satisfying

max
0<k<r

{‖uk‖∞} < η < 1. (4.2)

For 1 ≤ k < r, S0
k , S

+
k , S

−
k , S

′+
k , and S ′−

k are defined similarly. For convenience, we set

S0
0 = U × {0}, S0

r = (U + vr−1)× {b}, and S+
0 = S−

0 = S+
r = S−

r = ∅.

We use P to denote (x, y) ∈ Rd−1× [0, b], unless stated otherwise. Let t ∈ Rd−1 and x(y),

ρ(y) be defined as in (2.4), (2.5) respectively with u1, . . . ,ur−1 given as in Subsection 2.3.

Define an affine transformation ft, a squeezing transformation fS, and a translation fT

as follows

ft(P ) := P +
(yt
b
, 0
)
, (4.3)

fS(P ) :=
(
ρ(y), 1

)
P, (4.4)

fT (P ) := P +
(
x(y), 0

)
. (4.5)

Figure 1(a)–(d) show how these maps transform the prism.
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We introduce some additional notation. Assume quasi-hyperplanes Sk are given as in

Section 3. For a vertical line ℓx (given as in (3.4)), denote by Qk = Qk(x) the intersection

of ℓx and Sk (see Lemma 3.6(1) for the existence and uniqueness of Qk) and denote

y′k = y′k(x) = ωd(Qk) for 0 ≤ k ≤ r. Clearly y′0 = 0 and y′r = b. We now define the fourth

transformation fF , called a flattening transformation, as follows. Recall P = (x, y) ∈
Rd−1× [0, b]. Let k = k(P ) be equal to r or the unique integer that satisfies y′k ≤ y < y′k+1

according to y = b or y < b, where yk is as in (2.2). Define fF on Rd−1 × [0, b] as (see

Figure 10)

fF (P ) :=
(
x, ϕ(P )

)
, (4.6)

where

ϕ(P ) :=





b

r
· y − y′k(x)

y′k+1(x)− y′k(x)
+ yk, y < b;

b, y = b.

(4.7)

Figure 1(d)–(e) show the restriction of fF to the figure in (d).

We comment on the functions ϕ and fF . Let Xk ⊂ Rd be the horizontal slab-shaped

closed region bounded on the top and bottom by the irregular surfaces Sk and Sk+1. Then

fF maps each Xk onto the horizontal slab-shaped region Rd−1× [yk, yk+1], and is piecewise

linear on each vertical line segment. More precisely, on each vertical line segment

{x} × [0, b] =

r−1⋃

k=0

{x} × [y′k, y
′
k+1],

fF maps the kth line segment {x}×[y′k, y
′
k+1] to the line segment {x}×[yk, yk+1]. Further-

more, we get the following estimation on the height difference between P and its image

fF (P ), which will be used to prove the continuity of the desired homeomorphism (Lemma

5.7).

Lemma 4.1. Let fF be defined as above and let ε > 0 be as in (2.3). Then, for each

P ∈ Rd−1 × [0, b], we have
∣∣Pv

(
fF (P )

)
− Pv(P )

∣∣ ≤ ε. (4.8)

Proof. Let P = (x, y) ∈ Rd−1 × [0, b]. We may assume the height of P is in [y′k, y
′
k+1] for

some 0 ≤ k < r, since Pv

(
fF (P )

)
= Pv(P ) = b when y = b. Note that

Pv

(
fF (P )

)
− Pv(P ) = ϕ(P )−Pv(P ) =

b

r
· y − y′k(x)

y′k+1(x)− y′k(x)
+ yk − y

is a linear function of the variable y. The maximum in absolute value of such a linear

function can only be obtained at the end-points of the interval [y′k, y
′
k+1], which are

ϕ
(
(x, y′k)

)
− y′k = yk − y′k and ϕ

(
(x, y′k+1)

)
− y′k+1 = yk+1 − y′k+1.

From the construction of Sk and Sk+1, for all x ∈ Rd−1, we know

y′n ∈ (yn − ε, yn + ε), n = k, k + 1.
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π(0)
fF (Q0)

π(y1)
fF (Q1)

π(y2)
fF (Q2)

π(b)
fF (Q3)

fF

S0

S3

S1

S2

Q3

Q2

Q1

Q0

Figure 10. An illustration of fF . The vertical line segment Q0Q3 =

{x} × [0, b] intersects Si at Qi, i = 0, . . . , 3. The last coordinate of fF (Qi)

is ϕ(Qi). This figure is drawn with r = 3.

Hence, (4.8) follows and the proof is complete. �

4.2. Some lemmas. Define a map f as

f(P ) = fF ◦ fT ◦ fS(P ), P ∈ Rd−1 × [0, b]. (4.9)

Denote fT ◦ fS by fTS for short. One can easily check that the mapping f is a home-

omorphism on Rd−1 × [0, b]. In this subsection we prove some properties of the several

mappings on Rd−1 × [0, b] that we have defined.

In view of the complexity of fF or f on the set ∂U× [0, b], we will decompose ∂U× [0, b].

For i = i1 · · · id−1 ∈ {−1, 0, 1}d−1, let

Ui := {x ∈ U : ωj(x) = 2−1ij if ij 6= 0 and ωj(x) ∈ [−2−1, 2−1] if ij = 0};
int Ui = U◦

i = {x ∈ Ui : ωj(x) ∈ (−1/2, 1/2) if ij = 0};
∂Ui = Ui\int Ui

and

Hi := Ui × [0, b], intv Hi := int Ui × [0, b], ∂vHi := ∂Ui × [0, b].

The following facts are clear. First, U = Ui and ∂U = ∂Ui when i = 0d−1. Second,

∂Ui = Ui, int Ui = ∅ (and hence intv Hi = ∅) if no component of i is zero. Finally,

∂Ui = {x ∈ Ui : ∃ j s.t. ωj(x) = ±2−1 and ij = 0}

if i has at least one zero component. We call ∂vHi the vertical boundary of Hi, which is

different from ∂Hi in the set U◦
i × {0, b}. For simplicity, denote H0d−1 by H . For a set

E ⊂ Rd−1 × [0, b], we use ETS to denote the image of E under fTS, e.g.,

HTS = fTS(H).

The following lemma is obvious; we omit its proof.
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Lemma 4.2. Let ft and fT be defined as above. Then for P, P ′ ∈ Rd−1 × [0, b], we have

dh(P, P
′) = dh

(
ft(P ), ft(P

′)
)
= dh

(
fT (P ), fT (P

′)
)
.

Consequently, For any compact set E ⊂ Rd with Pv(E) = [0, b], we have

dh
(
P,E

)
= dh

(
ft(P ), ft(E)

)
= dh

(
fT (P ), fT (E)

)
, P ∈ Rd−1 × [0, b].

In particular, for i ∈ {−1, 0, 1}d−1 and P ∈ Rd−1 × [0, b],

dh(P, ∂vHi) = dh
(
ft(P ), ft(∂vHi)

)
= dh

(
fT (P ), fT (∂vHi)

)
.

Recall the constant c =
∑r−1

k=1 ‖uk‖∞.

Lemma 4.3. Use the above notation. If P, P ′ are both in Rd−1 × [0, b], then

dh
(
fS(P ), fS(P

′)
)
≥ (1− c)dh(P, P

′). (4.10)

Consequently, for i ∈ {−1, 0, 1}d−1 and for P ∈ Hi, we have

dh
(
fS(P ), fS(∂vHi)

)
≥ (1− c)dh(P, ∂vHi). (4.11)

Moreover, for P ∈ Rd−1 × [0, b],

dh
(
fS(P ), fS(∂vH)

)
≥ (1− c)dh(P, ∂vH). (4.12)

Proof. If Pv(P ) 6= Pv(P
′), (4.10) holds since both sides are equal to +∞. So, we assume

P = (x, y), P ′ = (x′, y) ∈ Rd−1 × [0, b]. Hence,

dh
(
fS(P ), fS(P

′)
)

= ‖ρ(y)(x− x′)‖∞ ≥ (1− c)‖x− x′‖∞
= (1− c)dh(P, P

′).

Let i ∈ {−1, 0, 1}d−1 be fixed. For P = (x, y) ∈ Hi, it follows from the definition of fS

that

dh
(
fS(P ), fS(∂vHi)

)
= inf

{
dh
(
fS(P ), fS(P

′)
)
: P ′ ∈ ∂vHi

}

≥ inf
{
(1− c)dh(P, P

′) : P ′ ∈ ∂vHi

}

= (1− c)dh(P, ∂vHi).

The inequality in (4.12) can be proved similarly. This completes the proof. �

We now discuss the relationship between the horizontal distance from P to ∂vH
TS as

defined in (3.7) and the horizontal distance between their images under the transformation

fF . The transformation fF is determined by the quasi-hyperplanes defined in Subsection

4.1, or more precisely in Section 3. In order to state our idea clearly, we first comment on

HTS and fF (H
TS) = f(H) (see Figure 11 for an illustration). The set HTS (see Figure

11 (a1,a2)) is a d-dimensional polytope (whose height is in [0, b]), the center axis of which

is x(y), 0 ≤ y ≤ d, and the restriction of which on the hyperplane π(y), 0 ≤ y ≤ b, is

a (d − 1)-dimensional hypercube with edge length vector being ρ(y). The d-dimensional
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(a1) HTS.

flatten

O1

O2

O3

O4

O5

O6

O7

O8

fF (O1)

fF (O8)

O′
2

O′
4

O′
5O′

7

fF (O3)

fF (O6)

(a2) HTS.

π(y1)

π(y2)

(b) f(HTS).

Figure 11. The sets HTS and fF (H
TS), along with the quasi-

hyperplanes. (a1) and (a2) are the same set HTS, with different viewpoints.

The center axis of HTS is the dashed line O1O2 · · ·O8, the coordinates of

which are
(
x(y), y

)
and 0 ≤ y ≤ b. The restriction of HTS on the hy-

perplane π(y) is a (d − 1)-dimensional hypercube with edge length vector

ρ(y). The line segment O′
2fF (O3)O

′
4 is in the plane π(y1), while the line

segment O′
5fF (O6)O

′
7 is in the plane π(y2). This figure is drawn with d = 3,

u1 = (−0.3,−0.2), u2 = (−0.5,−0.35), b = 1, and ε = 0.1.

polytope fF (H
TS) (see Figure 11(b)) is a union of r small vertical d-dimensional prisms

(the height of the kth small d-dimensional prism is in [yk, yk+1]), the restriction of which

on the hyperplane π(y), 0 ≤ y ≤ b, is a unit hypercube or a union of two unit hypercubes

according to y 6∈ {y1, . . . , yr−1} or not.

We state a lemma concerning the boundary of Hi. We omit the proof since the conclu-

sion follows directly from the definitions of fT , fS, fF and ρ(·), x(·).
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ûk,tU +
1 + t

2
uk + vk−1

U + vk

ûk,tU +
1− t

2
uk + vk−1

U + vk−1

(1− u⊕
k
)U +

uk

2
+ vk−1

A1 A2

A3

A4

Figure 12. The projection of HTS ∩ (Rd−1× [yk − ε, yk+ ε]) on the plane

π(yk). If P = (x, y) /∈ HTS with y ∈ (yk, yk + ε), then x = Ph(P ) is not

in the rectangle A1A2A3A4, which is just ûk,tU + 2−1(t − 1)uk + vk. This

figure is drawn with uk = (−0.4, 0.3) and t = 0.4, d = 3.

Lemma 4.4. For each i ∈ {−1, 0, 1}d−1, the sets HTS
i and fF (H

TS
i ) can be rewritten as

HTS
i =

r−1⋃

k=0

⋃

y∈[yk,yk+1]

(
ρ(y)Ui + x(y)

)
× {y}, (4.13)

fF (H
TS
i ) =

r−1⋃

k=0

(Ui + vk)× [yk, yk+1]. (4.14)

In the following three lemmas we establish some properties of the interior, exterior, and

vertical boundary of H .

Recall that intv H
TS = fTS(intv H).

Lemma 4.5 (Interior). Let f be given as in (4.9). For P ∈ intv H, we have

dh
(
f(P ), f(∂vH)

)
≥ (1− c)dh(P, ∂vH).

Proof. We first claim that

dh
(
fF (P ), fF (∂vH

TS)
)
≥ dh(P, ∂vH

TS), for P ∈ intv H
TS. (4.15)

Suppose P = (x, y) ∈ intv H
TS and let y′ := ωd

(
fF (P )

)
. We prove the claim for different

values of y. If y = 0 or b, (4.15) holds since fF is an identity on π(0) ∪ π(b). Now, let

y = yk for some k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r − 1}. Since P ∈ S0
k , we have (see Figure 12)

x ∈ ρ(yk)U + x(yk) = (1− u⊕
k )U +

uk

2
+ vk−1 = (U + vk−1) ∩ (U + vk). (4.16)

The fact

Ph

(
fF (H

TS) ∩ π(yk)
)
= (U + vk−1) ∪ (U + vk),
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together with (4.16), implies that

dh
(
fF (P ), fF (∂vH

TS)
)

= dh

(
x, ∂

(
(U + vk−1) ∪ (U + vk)

))

= dh

(
x, ∂

(
(U + vk−1) ∩ (U + vk)

))

= dh
(
x,ρ(yk)∂U + x(yk)

)
,

where we have used the expressions for ρ(y) and x(y) (see (2.4) and (2.5)) and the fact

that fF is an identity on S0
k (see Figures 10 and 12). Now, the conclusion follows from

dh(P, ∂vH
TS) = dh

(
x,ρ(yk)∂U + x(yk)

)
.

If y /∈ Iε, by (2.4) and (2.5) again we know ρ(y)U = U and x(y) = vk, where k is the

integer satisfying yk < y < yk+1. This implies

dh(P, ∂vH
TS) = dh

(
fF (P ), fF (∂vH

TS)
)

by (4.13), (4.14) and the fact y′ ∈ (yk, yk+1).

Next, we assume y ∈ Iε,k for some k ∈ {1, . . . , r − 1} and y 6= yk. By symmetry, we

assume yk < y < yk + ε. The definition of fF yields y′ ∈ (yk, yk + ε), which implies

dh
(
fF (P ), fF (∂vH

TS)
)
= dh(x, ∂U + vk).

Setting t = ε−1(y − yk) ∈ [0, 1], we see that

(tu⊕
k + 1− u⊕

k )U +
t− 1

2
uk ⊂

(
tu⊕

k + 1− u⊕
k + (1− t)u⊕

k

)
U = U.

Adding vk to both sides, we get ρ(y)U + x(y) ⊂ U + vk, which leads to (4.15) since

dh(P, ∂vH
TS) = dh

(
x,ρ(y)∂U + x(y)

)
.

Now, (4.15), together with Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3, yields

dh
(
f(P ), f(∂vH)

)
≥ dh

(
fTS(P ), fTS(∂vH)

)

= dh
(
fS(P ), fS(∂vH)

)

≥ (1− c)dh(P, ∂vH),

which completes the proof. �

Lemma 4.6 (Exterior). Let f be given as in (4.9). Let P ∈ Rd−1× [0, b]. If P /∈ H, then

dh
(
f(P ), f(∂vH)

)
≥ (1− c)1/η+1dh(P, ∂vH).

Proof. We first prove the following inequality

dh
(
fF (P ), fF (∂vH

TS)
)
≥ (1− c)1/ηdh(P, ∂vH

TS), for P /∈ HTS. (4.17)
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Since fF is an identity on π(0) and π(b), we assume P = (x, y) /∈ HTS satisfying y ∈
[yk, yk+1) for 0 ≤ k < r. If y /∈ Iε, we see that ρ(y)U + x(y) = U + vk. By (4.13) and

(4.14), we know

dh
(
fF (P ), fF (∂vH

TS)
)

= dh(x, U + vk) = dh
(
x,ρ(y)U + x(y)

)

= dh(P, ∂vH
TS).

Next we assume y ∈ Iε, which implies y ∈ Iε,k if y ≤ yk + ε with k > 0 and y ∈ Iε,k+1 if

y > yk+1 − ε with y < r. By symmetry, we consider the case yk ≤ y ≤ yk + ε and k > 0.

From (4.1), we know that

Suk
= Sk −

(1
2
uk + vk−1, yk

)
,

and

S+
uk

= S+
k −

(1
2
uk + vk−1, yk

)
, S ′+

uk
= S ′+

k −
(1
2
uk + vk−1, yk

)
.

Denote P ′ = P − (2−1uk + vk−1, yk). Since P /∈ HTS and yk ≤ y ≤ yk + ε, we know

Ph(P
′) /∈ ûk,tU +2−1tuk, where t = y′/ε = (y−yk)/ε and ûk,t = tu⊕

k +1−u⊕
k (see Figure

12). Thus, we denote Ph(P
′) by x′ + 2−1tuk. Then

x′ +
t

2
uk = x− 1

2
uk − vk−1.

So the horizontal distance on the right side of (4.17) is

dh(P, ∂vH
TS) = dh(P, S

+
k ∪ S ′+

k ) = dh(P
′, S+

uk
∪ S ′+

uk
)

= dh

(
x′ +

t

2
uk, ûk,t∂U +

t

2
uk

)
.

= dh(x
′, ûk,t∂U).

If P lies below Sk, which means that P ′ lies below Suk
, we see that fF (P ) lies below π(yk).

Hence

dh
(
fF (P ), fF (∂H

TS
v )
)
= dh(x, U + vk−1)

= dh

(
x− vk−1 −

1 + t

2
uk, U − 1 + t

2
uk

)
.

= dh

(
x′, U − 1 + t

2
uk

)
.

If P lies above Sk or P is in Sk, which means P ′ lies above Suk
or P ′ is in Suk

, we know

fF (P ) lies above π(yk) or fF (P ) is in π(yk). Thus, so

dh
(
fF (P ), fF (∂H

TS)
)
= dh(x, U + vk)

= dh

(
x− vk−1 −

1 + t

2
uk, U +

1− t

2
uk

)

= dh

(
x′, U +

1− t

2
uk

)
.

Applying Lemma 3.4, we get the inequality (4.17). Now, the result follows from Lemmas

4.2 and 4.3 and (4.17). �
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Lemma 4.7 (Boundary). Let 0d−1 6= i ∈ {−1, 0, 1}d−1. If P ∈ intv Hi and the height of

f(P ) is not in {y0, . . . , yr}, then

dh
(
f(P ), f(∂vHi)

)
≥ (1− c)dh(P, ∂vHi).

Proof. Let P = (x, y) ∈ intv Hi, P
′ = fTS(P ) := (x′, y) and denote by y′ the height of

f(P ). Then x′ = ρ(y)x+x(y). Since fF is an identity on ∪r
k=0S

0
k , Lemma 4.2 and (4.11)

in Lemma 4.3 imply y′ = yk if y = yk for any k. So, by the assumption that the height of

f(P ) is not in {y0, . . . , yr}, we assume y ∈ (yk, yk+1) for some 0 < k < r, which implies

y′ ∈ (yk, yk+1). If y /∈ Iε, we know that x(y) = vk and ρ(y) = 1d−1 by (2.4) and (2.5).

Hence, the restriction of f(Hi) on π(y′) is (Ui + vk)× {y′} by (4.14). Thus

dh
(
f(P ), f(∂Hi)

)
= dh(x

′, ∂Ui + vk)

= dh
(
ρ(y)x+ x(y), ∂Ui + x(y)

)

= dh(x, ∂Ui) = dh(P, ∂Hi).

If y ∈ Iε, we may assume, in view of symmetry, that y ∈ (yk, yk+ ε). For such y, we claim

that ρ(y)Ui + x(y) ⊂ Ui + vk. If the claim holds, then

dh
(
f(P ), f(∂vHi)

)
= dh

(
ρ(y)x+ x(y), ∂Ui + vk

)

≥ dh
(
ρ(y)x+ x(y),ρ(y)∂Ui + x(y)

)

= ρ(y)dh(x, ∂Ui) ≥ (1− c)dh(P, ∂vHi).

The first inequality above holds since ρ(y)x+x(y) ∈ ρ(y)U◦
i +x(y) (see Figure 13). Thus,

the conclusion holds.

Next, we prove the claim by considering the components of horizontal coordinates of

ρ(y)Ui + x(y) and ui + vk. Let ukj := ωj(uk) and let

Λ1 = {j : ijukj < 0}, Λ2 = {j : ij 6= 0, ukj = 0}, Λ3 = {j : ij = 0}.

Since P ′ /∈ S+
k (using the given condition Pv

(
f(P )

)
/∈ {y0, . . . , yr}), we know that

Λ1,Λ2,Λ3 form a partition of {1, . . . , d− 1}. So, for each y ∈ Ui, we have

2ωj(y) = −sign (ukj), 2ωj(y) = ij or 2ωj(y) ∈ [−1, 1],

according to j ∈ Λ1, j ∈ Λ2 or j ∈ Λ3. It follows that

ωj

(
ρ(y)Ui + x(y)

)
= {2−1ij + ωj(vk)} = ωj(Ui + vk)

or

ωj

(
ρ(y)Ui + x(y)

)
⊂ [−1/2, 1/2] + ωj(vk) = ωj(Ui + vk),

according to j ∈ Λ1 ∪Λ2 or j ∈ Λ3. This proves the claim and completes the proof of the

lemma. �
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ρ(y)Ui + x(y)

Ui + vk

(a) d = 3 (b) d = 4

P1 = P ′
1

P2

P ′
2

P

P1 = P ′
1

P2

P4 P3

P ′
2

P ′
3

P ′
4

ρ(y)Ui + x(y)

Ui + vk

P

P4

Q4

P1 = P ′
1

Q1

P2

Q2

P3

Q3

P ′
4

Q′
4

P ′
2

Q′
2

P ′
3

Q′
3

Q′
1

(c) d = 5

Ui + vk

ρ(y)Ui + x(y)

P

Figure 13. An illustration of Lemma 4.7. Figure (a) is the intersection

of HTS
i and (Ui+vk)× [yk, yk+ε] for the case d = 3. Figures (b) and (c) are

the intersections of HTS
i and (Ui + vk)×{y}, where (b) is for d = 4 and (c)

is for d = 5. The line P1P2 in (a), the rectangle P1P2P3P4 in (b), the cuboid

P1P2P3P4-Q1Q2Q3Q4 in (c) are ρ(y)Ui + x(y), while the line P ′
1P

′
2 in (a),

the rectangle P ′
1P

′
2P

′
3P

′
4 in (b) and the cuboid P ′

1P
′
2P

′
3P

′
4-Q

′
1Q

′
2Q

′
3Q

′
4 in (c)

are Ui + vk. The figures are drawn with y = yk + 0.22ε and u = (u1, 0.35),

i = 10 in (a), u = (u1, 0.35, 0.3), i = 100 in (b) and u = (u1, 0.35, 0.3, 0.4),

i = 1000 in (c), where u1 is a constant in (0, 1).

For P, P ′ ∈ Rd and E ⊂ Rd, let

dv(P, P
′) :=

∣∣Pv(P )− Pv(P
′)
∣∣ and dv(P,E) := inf{dv(P, P ′) : P ′ ∈ E}.

A word i = i1 . . . id−1 in {−1, 0, 1}d−1 will determine a vector (i1, . . . , id−1) ∈ Rd−1. We

use i to denote such a vector if there is no confusion. The following lemma concerns the

horizontal distance and the height difference of two points and their images under f .

Lemma 4.8 (Distance between two points). Let P, P ′ ∈ Rd−1 × [0, b]. Suppose c < 4−1.

(1) (Not in ∂vH) If the horizontal distance between P and ∂vH satisfies

dh(P, ∂vH) ≥





1

2
(1 + 2η + 4c)2 − 1

2
, P /∈ H ;

2c, P ∈ H,

then f(P ) has the same height as P . If dh(P
′, ∂vH) also satisfies the inequality

stated above, then

dh
(
f(P ), f(P ′)

)
≥ (1− c)1/ηdh(P, P

′). (4.18)

(2) (In ∂vH) Let 0d−1 6= i ∈ {−1, 0, 1}d−1 and P, P ′ ∈ Hi. Assume there exists k,

0 ≤ k < r, such that the heights of f(P ), f(P ′) are both in the interval (yk, yk+1).

If none of the components of i is zero, then

dv
(
f(P ), f(P ′)

)
≥ dv(P, P

′). (4.19)
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If some component of i is zero and P, P ′ ∈ intv Hi satisfy dh(P, ∂vHi) > 2c and

dh(P
′, ∂vHi) > 2c, then (4.18) and (4.19) also hold. In particular, if dv

(
f(P ), π(0)∪

π(b)
)
< b/r, then

dv
(
f(P ), π(0) ∪ π(b)

)
≥ dv(P, π(0) ∪ π(b)).

Proof. Let P = (x, y) and P ′ = (x′, y′) ∈ Rd−1 × [0, b].

(1) We first consider the case P /∈ H . This implies x ∈ (1+2η+4c)2U c. As 0 < c < 1/4

and η > 0, we have (1− c)(1 + 2η + 4c) > 1 + 3c− 4c2 ≥ 1 + 2c > 1. For 1 ≤ k < r and

y ∈ [yk, yk+1], we have

Ph

(
fTS

(
(1 + 2η + 4c)2U c × {yk}

))
= ρ(y)(1 + 2η + 4c)2U c + x(y)

⊂ ρ(y)

1− c
(1 + 2η + 4c)U c + x(y)

⊂ (1 + 2η + 4c)U c + x(y)

⊂ (1 + 2η + 4c− 2‖x(y)‖∞)U c ⊂ (1 + 2η + 2c)U c.

On the other hand ϕ(z, yk) = yk for 0 ≤ k ≤ r if z ∈ Ph(Ŝ
0
k), where

Ŝ0
n =

(
(1 + 2η + ‖un‖∞)U c +

1

2
un + vn−1

)
× {yn}, 0 < n < r,

and Ŝ0
0 = Ŝ0

1 , Ŝ
0
r = Ŝ0

r−1. This implies, by the definitions of ϕ and fF , that fF is an

identity on {z} × [yk, yk+1] when z ∈ ∩r
n=0Ph

(
Ŝ0
k

)
. For 1 ≤ k < r,

(1 + 2η + ‖uk‖∞)U +
uk

2
+ vk−1 ⊂ (1 + 2η + 2c)U, (4.20)

which implies
r⋂

k=0

Ph

(
Ŝ0
k)
)
⊃ (1 + 2η + 2c)U c.

Consequently, f does not change the height of each point in (1 + 2η + 4c)2U c × [0, b].

Next we consider the case P ∈ H . The given hypothesis implies x ∈ (1 − 4c)U . For

each 1 ≤ k < r,

ρ(yk)(1− 4c)U + x(yk) ⊂ (1− 4c)U +
1

2
uk + vk−1 ⊂ (1− 2c)U. (4.21)

On the other hand, from Lemma 3.6(2) and (4.1), we see that

r⋂

n=0

Ph

(
S0
n

)
=

r−1⋂

n=1

(
(1− u+

n )U +
1

2
un + vn−1

)

⊃
r−1⋂

n=1

(
1− 2

n∑

m=1

‖um‖∞
)
U ⊃ (1− 2c)U. (4.22)

(4.21) and (4.22) imply that f does not change the height of P ∈ (1− 4c)U × [0, b].
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(a) 0 < k < r − 1 (b) k = 0 (c) k = r − 1
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P3P4

Q1 Q2

Q3Q4

Figure 14. The restrictions of HTS and fF (H
TS) on Rd−1 × [yk, yk+1],

where (a) is for the case k 6= 0, r−1; (b) and (c) are for the cases k = 0 and

k = r − 1 respectively. The line segment ObOt is in the line ℓvk
, which is

the center axis of (U +vk)× [yk, yk+1]. The ranges of heights of ObO1, O1O2

and O2Ot in (a)–(c) are I(b), I(m) and I(t) respectively.

Now we show (4.18). The above discussion says that the heights of f(P ) and f(P ′)

are y and y′ respectively. If y 6= y′, the left side of (4.18) is +∞, and thus (4.18) holds

trivially. If y = y′, a straightforward computation yields

dh
(
f(P ), f(P ′)

)
= dh

(
ρ(y)x+ x(y),ρ(y)x′ + x(y)

)

≥ ρ(y)dh
(
x,x′) ≥ (1− c)1/ηdh(P, P

′),

since 0 < η < 1 and 0 ≤ c < 1.

(2) The condition i 6= 0d−1 implies that P ∈ ∂vH . We may assume y ∈ [yk, yk+1] for

some k. Let P1 = fTS(P ) = (x1, y) and let

I(b) =




∅, k = 0;

[yk, yk + ε), k > 0,
I(t) =




∅, k = r − 1;

(yk+1 − ε, yk+1], k < r − 1,

and I(m) = [yk + ε− δk(0)ε, yk+1 − ε + δk+1(r)ε], where δx(·) is the Dirac function on R;

see Figure 14. From the given condition on the height of f(P ), we see that

x1 − vk ∈





(∂U−
uk

∪ U0
uk
)\(∂U+

uk
), y ∈ I(b);

(∂U+
uk+1

∪ ∂U0
uk+1

)\(∂U−
kk+1

), y ∈ I(t);

∂U, y ∈ I(m).

(4.23)
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Let t1 = ε−1(y − yk) and t2 = ε−1(yk+1 − y). For j ∈ Λ := {j : ij 6= 0}, it follows from
x1 = ρ(y)x+ x(y), x ∈ Ui and (4.23) that

ωj

(
2x1 − 2vk

)

=






ωj

(
(t1u

⊕
k + 1− u⊕

k )ij + (t1 − 1)uk

)
, y ∈ I(b);

ωj

(
(t2u

⊕
k+1 + 1− u⊕

k+1)ij − (t2 − 1)uk+1

)
, y ∈ I(t);

ωj

(
2(x+ vk)− 2vk

)
, y ∈ I(m)

= ij = ±1.

If i has some a component, the hypothesis dh(P1, ∂vHi) > 2c yields |ωj(2x)| ≤ 1− 4c for

j /∈ Λ, which implies that

∣∣ωj(2x1 − 2vk)
∣∣ =

∣∣ωj

(
2ρ(y)x+ 2x(y)− 2vk

)∣∣

≤ ‖ρ(y)‖∞ωj(2x
⊕) + 2

(
ωj(u

⊕
k ) + ωj(u

⊕
k+1)

)

≤ 1− 4c+ 2c

≤ min
{
1− 2‖uk‖∞, 1− 2‖uk+1‖∞

}
,

where we set u0 = ur = v0. Recall that

Sn = Sun
+

1

2
un + vn−1 = Sun

− 1

2
un + vn, 1 ≤ n < r.

Denote by y′k, y
′
k+1 the heights of the intersections of ℓx1

and Sk, Sk+1 respectively. Ap-

plying Lemma 3.6(3,4) to such ℓx and Sk, Sk+1, we have

y′k =




yk, if Λ1 = ∅;
yk + ε, if Λ1 6= ∅,

y′k+1 =




yk+1, if Λ2 = ∅;
yk+1 − ε, if Λ2 6= ∅,

(4.24)

where Λ1 = {j : ωj(uk)ij > 0} and Λ2 = {j : ωj(uk+1)ij < 0}. So if i has a zero

component, the height of f(P ), given by

Pv

(
f(P )

)
=

b

r
· y − y′k
y′k+1 − y′k

+ yk ∈ [yk, yk+1] (4.25)

is determined only by y, i, uk and uk+1, and is independent of x (i.e., independent of the

horizontal coordinates of Q,Q′). Assume the height of f(P ′) is given as in (4.25) with y

replaced by y′. Then

dv
(
f(P ), f(P ′)

)
=
∣∣∣
b

r
· y − y′k
y′k+1 − y′k

− b

r
· y′ − y′k
y′k+1 − y′k

∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣

b/r

y′k+1 − y′k
(y − y′)

∣∣∣

≥ |y − y′| = dv(P, P
′)

since |y′k+1−y′k| ≤ b/r by (4.24) and (2.3). We prove (4.19) for case i has a zero component

and the case i does not have any zero component. Now, (4.18) follows from Lemmas 4.2

and 4.3. To prove the rest of the conclusion, we let P ′ ∈ S0
0 or P ′ ∈ S0

r according to
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Figure 15. An illustration of h, where t′ = t− vr−1.

whether the height of f(P ) is less than y1 or larger than yr−1 and then apply (4.19) for

such P and P ′. This completes the proof. �

Define a homeomorphism h on Rd as follows (see Figure 15):

h(P ) :=




ft−∑

uk
◦ f ◦ f−t(P ), Pv(P ) ∈ [0, b];

P, Pv(P ) /∈ (0, b).
(4.26)

We will denote h by ht,{uk} when we want to emphasize that h is determined by the

vectors t,u1, . . . ,ur−1.

For a set E ⊂ Rd, we denote ft(E) by Ẽ, e.g.,

H̃i = ft(Hi) =
{(yt

b
, y
)
: 0 ≤ y ≤ b

}
+ Ui × {0}

=
{
t(t, b) : 0 ≤ t ≤ 1

}
+ Ui × {0},

(4.27)

intv H̃ = ft(intv H), ∂vH̃i = ft(∂vHi), and so on. Noting that 0 < η < 1, f−1
t = f−t, we

get the following useful proposition.

Proposition 4.9. Assume t, u1, . . . ,ur−1 are (d − 1)-dimensional vectors satisfying

{uk} ⊂ 2U◦ and η ∈ (max{‖uk‖∞}, 1). Then the function h, defined as in (4.26)

with respect to the vectors t, u1, . . . ,ur−1, is a homeomorphism on Rd. Moreover, if

c =
∑ ‖uk‖∞ < 4−1, then the following statements hold.

(1) (General property) The mapping h is an identity on Rd−1×
(
(−∞, 0]∪ [b,+∞)

)

satisfying

h(H̃) =

r−1⋃

k=0

⋃

yk≤y≤yk+1

(
U +

k∑

m=1

um +
y

b

(
t−

r−1∑

m=1

um

))
× {y} (4.28)

(where we set an empty sum to be zero).
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(2) (Not on boundary) For P /∈ ∂vH̃, we have

dh
(
h(P ), h(∂vH̃)

)
≥ (1− c)2/ηdh(P, ∂vH̃).

(3) (Boundary) Assume 0d−1 6= i ∈ {−1, 0, 1}d−1. If P ∈ intv H̃i is such that the

height of f(P ) is not in {y0, . . . , yr}, then

dh
(
h(P ), h(∂vH̃i)

)
≥ (1− c)2/ηdh(P, ∂vH̃i).

(4) (Distance between points) Assume P, P ′ ∈ Rd−1 × [0, b].

(i) (Not in ∂vH̃) If the horizontal distance between P and ∂vH̃ satisfies

dh(P, ∂vH̃) ≥





1

2
(1 + 2η + 4c)2 − 1

2
, P /∈ H̃ ;

2c, P ∈ H̃,

then h(P ) has the same height as P . If dh(P
′, ∂vH̃) also satisfies the inequality

stated above, then

dh
(
h(P ), h(P ′)

)
≥ (1− c)2/ηdh(P, P

′). (4.29)

(ii) (In ∂vH̃) Let 0d−1 6= i ∈ {−1, 0, 1}d−1 and P, P ′ ∈ H̃i. Assume there exists

k, 0 ≤ k < r, such that the heights of both h(P ) and h(P ′) are in the interval

(yk, yk+1). If none of the components of i is zero, then

dv
(
h(P ), h(P ′)

)
≥ dv(P, P

′). (4.30)

If some component of i is zero and P, P ′ ∈ intv H̃i satisfy

dh(P, ∂vH̃i), dh(P
′, ∂vH̃i) > 2c,

then (4.29) and (4.30) also hold. In particular, if dv
(
h(P ), π(0) ∪ π(b)

)
< b/r,

then

dv
(
h(P ), π(0) ∪ π(b)

)
≥ dv(P, π(0) ∪ π(b)).

Proof. That the mapping h is a homeomorphism on Rd follows directly from our construc-

tion. Conclusion (1) is a consequence of Lemma 4.4 and the definition of h. Conclusion

(2) is a corollary of Lemmas 4.2, 4.5, and 4.6. Conclusion (3) follows from Lemmas 4.2 and

4.7. Lemmas 4.2 and 4.8 yield conclusions (4)(i) and (4)(ii). The proof is complete. �

5. Preparation for the construction

In this section, we introduce some notation concerning the self-affine tile T (A,D), some

of which come from [12]. Let (A,D) be the self-affine pair as in (1.5). For convenience,

we also use r to denote pd. Let Ld−1 :=
∏d−1

j=1[0, |pj|) ∩ Zd. For each dight (ι, k) ∈ D
in Theorem 1.6 we add a perturbation ak = (a

(1)
k , . . . , a

(d−1)
k ) ∈ Rd−1 to the horizontal

coordinate ι. Using a translation, we assume a0 = (0, . . . , 0), which implies that the
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origin of Rd is in the new digit set. The new digit set can be expressed in a more general

form:

D̃ =
{
(ι + ak, k) : 0 ≤ k < |r|, ι ∈ Ld−1

}
. (5.1)

Theorem 1.6 can be adjusted to a general form as follows.

Theorem 5.1. For d ≥ 2, let A and D̃ be as in (1.5) and (5.1) respectively, and let

T = T (A, D̃) be the self-affine tile. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) T ◦ is connected;

(2) T is a d-dimensional tame ball;

(3) the following inequality holds:

max
0≤k<|r|−1

1≤j≤d−1

{∣∣∣∣∣
a
(j)
k+1 − a

(j)
k

pj
−

sign (r) · a(j)|r|−1 + sj

pj(pj − sign (r))

∣∣∣∣∣

}
< 1. (5.2)

The following lemma, proved in [12], explains why we use this perturbation strategy.

Lemma 5.2. Let A and D̃ be as in (1.5) and (5.1) respectively. Then there exists another

self-affine pair (A2,D′) such that T (A2,D′) is a translation of T (A, D̃) and the condition

(5.2) for (A, D̃) is equivalent to its analogue for (A2,D′).

Remark 5.3. From the above lemma, we assume throughout the rest of this paper that

the matrix A in the self-affine pair (A, D̃) satisfies (1.5) with positive eigenvalues, the

digit set D̃ has the form (5.1), and (0, . . . , 0) ∈ D̃.

Recall that the multiplication of vectors in Rd is defined as in (2.1), i.e.,

x⊡ y = xy :=
(
ω1(x)ω1(y), . . . , ωn(x)ωn(y)

)
, x,y ∈ Rd.

From the form of the matrix A, we see that

A−n =

(
A−n

1 s⊡ sn

0 r−n

)
, n ≥ 1,

where sn = (s
(1)
n , . . . , s

(d−1)
n ) and

s(j)n := lim
q→pj

q−n − r−n

r − q
=






p−n
j − r−n

r − pj
, pj 6= r,

n

rn+1
, pj = r.

(5.3)

For k = (k1, . . . , k|k|) ∈ Σ∗
r ∪ ΣN

r , let

a(k) :=
(
a1(k), . . . , ad−1(k)

)
, s(k) :=

(
s1(k), . . . , sd−1(k)

)
, (5.4)

where

aj(k) :=
∑

n

a
(j)
kn

pnj
, sj(k) :=

∑

n

s(j)n kn, 1 ≤ j < d, (5.5)
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and let

b(k) := a(k) + s⊡ s(k).

Here the empty sum is defined to be zero. Hence b(∅) = a(∅) = s(∅) = (0, . . . , 0) ∈ Rd−1.

Let

Sι,k(P ) := A−1
(
P + (ι+ ak, k)

)
, ι ∈ Ld−1, 0 ≤ k < r, (5.6)

be the iterated function system associated with (A, D̃). Then it follows from the definition

of T that

T =
⋃

ι∈Ld−1,0≤k≤r−1

Sι,k(T ) (5.7)

=
{(

b(k) +
(
ϕp1(i1), . . . , ϕpd−1

(id−1)
)
, ϕr(k)

)
: ij ∈ ΣN

pj
, k ∈ ΣN

r

}

=
{(

b(k), ϕr(k)
)
: k ∈ ΣN

r

}
+ [0, 1]d−1 × {0}. (5.8)

Define

Sι1···ιn,k1···kn := Sι1,k1 ◦ · · · ◦ Sιn,kn, n ≥ 1.

We now introduce the symbol Tk which will help us simplify the proof of Theorem

5.1. Recall that the convex combination of two sets is defined in Subsection 3, or more

precisely in (3.3). For n ≥ 1 and k ∈ Σn−1
r , let Tk be the union of the convex combinations

of the top and bottom surfaces of the following iterates of T :

Sι1···ιn,k(T ), ιi ∈ Ld−1, 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

In other words, Tk is the union of the convex combination of two hypercubes, namely,

(
[0, 1]d−1 + b(k)

)
×
{
ϕr(k)

}

and
(
[0, 1]d−1 + b(kr − 1)

)
×
{
ϕr(k) +

1

rn−1

}
.

Hence (see Figure 16(a) for d = 3 and (c) for d = 2),

Tk =
{(

(1− t)b(k0̄)+tb(kr − 1),
t

rn−1

)
: 0≤ t≤1

}
+[0, 1]d−1×{ϕr(k)}

=
{
t
(
b(0n−1r − 1),

1

rn−1

)
: 0≤ t≤1

}
+[0, 1]d−1×{0}+

(
b(k), ϕr(k)

)
(5.9)

=
{(

b(k), ϕr(k)
)
+t
(
b(0n−1r − 1),

1

rn−1

)
: 0≤ t≤1

}
+[0, 1]d−1×{0} (5.10)

Comparing (5.8) and (5.10), the expressions for T and Tk, we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. For n ≥ 1 and k ∈ Σn−1
r , let Tk is defined as above. Then

T = lim
n→∞

⋃

k∈Σn
r

Tk

in the Hausdorff distance.
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Proof. Note that T is the attractor of the iterated function system {Sι,k} defined as in

(5.6). It follows that

T = lim
n→∞

⋃

ιi∈Ld−1,0≤ki<r,

1≤i≤n

Sι1···ιn,k1···kn(E)

in the Hausdorff distance [14], where E is any compact subset of Rd. In particular, the

above limit also exists if we set E = T∅. On the other hand, by iterating n times, one

obtains, for k ∈ Σn
r , ⋃

ιi∈Ld−1,

1≤i≤n

Sι1···ιn,k(T∅) = Tk.

The conclusion follows. �

We will employ the homeomorphism defined in (4.26) to construct a desired homeo-

morphism on Rd. For this purpose, we need some additional notation, some of which has

been introduced in [11, 12]. For a set E ⊂ Rd, let ‖E‖∞ := sup{‖P‖∞ : P ∈ E}. Denote

a := max{‖ak‖∞ : 1 ≤ k < r}, p := min{pj : 1 ≤ j ≤ d} and s := ‖s‖∞, where s is

given as in (1.5). For n ≥ 1, let

εn :=
1

3r2n
, cn :=

r−1∑

k=1

‖un,k‖∞, (5.11)

tn := b(0n−1r − 1), (5.12)

Yn :=
{ k

rn−1
: 0 ≤ k ≤ rn−1

}
= {ϕr(k) : k ∈ Σn−1

r } ∪ {1}, (5.13)

where

un,k := b
(
0n−1k

)
− b
(
0n−1(k − 1)r − 1

)
, for 0 < k < r, (5.14)

and let

ηn := max

{∥∥{un,k}rk=1

∥∥
∞

(1
2
+

1

2
∥∥{un,k}rk=1

∥∥
∞

)
,

1

n+ 1

}
. (5.15)

We point out here that the sequence {ηn} can be replaced by any sequence satisfying

‖{u1,k}‖∞ < η1 < 1, and decreasing to 0 slowly so that the homeomorphism htn,{un,k} is

well-defined.

For n ≥ 1 and k ∈ Σn−1
r , define

w(k) :=
(
2−11d−1 + b(k), ϕr(k)

)
(5.16)

which is the center of the hypercube

Tk|π(ϕr(k)) = U × {0}+w(k).

We comment on the vectors tn and un,k (see Figure 16). For n ≥ 1, 0 < k < r, un,k is the

difference of the centers of two (d − 1)-dimensional unit hypercubes in T |π(ϕ(kk)) (where
k is any word in Σn−1

r ), namely, U + b(kk) and U + b(k(k − 1)r − 1). In fact,

b(kk)− b
(
k(k − 1)r − 1

)
= b(0n−1k)− b

(
0n−1(k − 1)r − 1

)
= un,k.
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w(k)x1
w(k) x2w(k)

y

w(k)x1
w(k) x2w(k)

y
tn

tn+1

tn+1

tn+1

un,1
B1

A1

un,2

B2A2

y = ϕr(k)

y = ϕ(k1)

y = ϕr(k2)

y = ϕr(k) + r1−n

P0P0

P1

P1

(a) Tk (b) ∪r−1
k=1Tkk

hn

B1 A1

un,1

B2 A2

un,2

w(k)

x

y

ϕr(k)

(d) ∪r−1
k=1Tkk

w(k)

x

y

ϕr(k)

(c) Tk

ϕr(k) + r1−n

ϕr(k) + r−n

tn

tn+1

tn+1

tn+1

Figure 16. An illustration of tn, {un,k} and w(k) and the homeomor-

phism hn on Tk, where n ≥ 1 and k ∈ Σn−1
r . The vectors un,k in (b) and

(d) are AkBk

−→
, where Ak is the center of U + b(k(k − 1)r − 1), while Bk is

the center of U + b(kk), k = 1, 2. The line segment P0P1 (in (a) and (b))

is in the line ℓb(k). The vector tn = b(0n−1r − 1) = b(kr − 1)− b(k). This

figure is drawn with r = 3; moreover, d = 3 in (a) and (b), while d = 2 in

(c) and (d).

For each k ∈ Σn−1
r , tn is the vector corresponding to an affine transformation defined as

in (4.3) with b = r1−n in a suitable rectangular coordinate system (moving the origin to

w(k)), the inverse of which transforms Tk into a vertical d-dimensional prism, namely,

f−tn

(
Tk −w(k)

)
= U × [0, r1−n].

Both un,k and tn are determined by the self-affine pair (A, D̃) but are independent of

k ∈ Σn−1
r .

For n ≥ 1 and k ∈ Σn−1
r , we can use the symbols introduced above to rewrite the

expression for Tk defined as in (5.9) as

Tk =
{
t
(
tn,

1

rn−1

)
: 0 ≤ t ≤ 1

}
+ U × {0}+w(k)

=
{( y

r1−n
tn, y

)
: 0 ≤ y ≤ 1

rn−1

}
+ U × {0}+w(k).

(5.17)

Combining (4.27) and (5.17), we know that

Tk = H̃ +w(k) (5.18)
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with r1−n, tn replacing b, t respectively. In view of the relation between Tk and H̃ , we let

Tk,i := H̃i +w(k), intv Tk,i := intv H̃i +w(k), ∂vTk,i := ∂vH̃i +w(k). (5.19)

These relations allow us to define a homeomorphism hn under the condition

‖{u1,k}‖∞ < 1,

by using the function htn,{un,k} defined in (4.26), with ε = εn, η = ηn and uk = un,k. We

first point out that if all u1,k, 1 ≤ k < r, are in 2U◦, then homeomorphism htn,{un,k} is

well-defined. In fact, what we need to check are that εn satisfies (2.3) (which is obvious

from the first formula in (5.11)) and that ‖{un,k}‖∞ < ηn < 1. The definition of ηn in

(5.15), together with the monotonicity of {‖un,k‖∞}n≥1, 1 ≤ k < r, implies that such an

ηn satisfies the requirement. Hence, htn,{un,k} is well-defined.

Now we defined hn as follows. We let hn be an identity on Rd−1 × (R\[0, 1]). For each
slab Rd−1× ([0, r1−n] +ϕr(k)), where k ∈ Σn−1

r , we move the origin of Rd to w(k), which

sends Tk to H̃ , and then move the origin back after applying htn,{un,k} on Rd, resulting in

the map hn on the slab Rd−1 × ([0, r1−n] + ϕr(k)) (see Figure 16), namely,

hn(P ) =




P, Pv(P ) /∈ [0, 1];

htn,{un,k}
(
P −w(k)

)
+w(k), Pv(P ) ∈ [0, r1−n] + ϕr(k),k ∈ Σn−1

r .
(5.20)

We point out that if n ≥ 1 and Pv(P ) ∈ [0, r1−n] + ϕr(k) with k ∈ Σn−1
r , then

hn(P )−w(k) = htn,{un,k}
(
P −w(k)

)
.

From the definition of hn, we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5. Let n ≥ 1, ‖{un,k}‖∞ < 1, and y ∈ Yn. Then hn is an identity on the

hyperplane π(y) and maps Rd−1 × [y, y + r1−n] onto itself. In addition, for k ∈ Σn−1
r ,

hn(Tk) =
r−1⋃

k=0

Tkk. (5.21)

Proof. The first part of the conclusion can be obtained easily by using the definition of

hn; we will prove (5.21). Fix a word k ∈ Σn−1
r . Let htn,{un,k} be defined as in (4.26) with

respect to ε = εn and b = r1−n. We first list some formulas which will simply our proof.

By (5.16), we get

w(kk)−w(k) =
(
b(0n−1k), ϕr(0

n−1k)
)
=
(
b(0n−1k), yk

)
, (5.22)

where yk = kb/r = kr−n. By (5.14) and the fact that b(kk′) = b(k) + b(0|k|k′) for

k,k′ ∈ Σ∗
r , we get

k∑

m=1

un,m =
k∑

m=1

(
b(0n−1m)− b

(
0n−1(m− 1)r − 1

))

= b
(
0n−1k

)
− kb

(
0nr − 1

)
. (5.23)
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This, together with the expressions for tn (see (5.12)), implies

tn −
r−1∑

k=1

un,k = b(0n−1r − 1)− b
(
0n−1(r − 1)

)
+ (r − 1)b

(
0nr − 1

)

= rb(0nr − 1) = rtn+1. (5.24)

For t ∈ [0, 1], let y = yk + tr−n = yk + tb/r ∈ [yk, yk + b/r]. It follows from (5.23) and

(5.24) that

t · tn+1 + b(0n−1k) =
y

b

(
tn −

r−1∑

m=1

un,m

)
− yk

b
× r · tn+1 + b(0n−1k)

=
y

b

(
tn −

r−1∑

m=1

un,m

)
+ b(0n−1k)− kb(0nr − 1)

=
y

b

(
tn −

r−1∑

m=1

un,m

)
+

k∑

m=1

un,m. (5.25)

We now turn to the proof of (5.21). By the relationship between Tk and H̃ and the

expression (5.17) for Tk, we see that (5.21) is equivalent to

htn,{un,k}(H̃)=

r−1⋃

k=0

({
t
(
tn+1,

1

rn

)
: 0≤ t≤1

}
+U×{0}+w(kk)−w(k)

)
. (5.26)

So, from (5.22) and (5.25), we see that the kth term in the union on the right side of

(5.26) is (recall that b = r1−n)

{
t
(
tn+1,

1

rn

)
: 0 ≤ t ≤ 1

}
+ U × {0}+

(
b(0nk), yk

)

=
⋃

0≤t≤1

(
U + t · tn+1 + b(0nk)

)
×
{
yk +

t

rn

}

=
⋃

yk≤y≤yk+r−n

(
U +

y

b

(
tn −

r−1∑

m=1

un,m

)
+

k∑

m=1

un,m

)
× {y}.

The last line is just the kth term in the union in (4.28). Hence, (5.26) holds and the proof

is complete. �

In the following lemma we prove some analytic properties of the quantities un,k, tn and

cn, w(k). Recall that a := max{‖ak‖∞}, s := ‖s‖∞ and p := min{pj : 1 ≤ j ≤ d} > 1.

Lemma 5.6. Let un,k, tn and cn, w(k) be given as in (5.14), (5.12), (5.11), and (5.16).

Then the following statements hold.

(1) For all k ∈ N, ‖un,k‖∞ < 1 if and only if

max
1≤k<r,
1≤j<d

{∣∣∣
a
(j)
k+1 − a

(j)
k

pnj
− a

(j)
r−1 + sj

pnj (pj − 1)

∣∣∣
}

< 1. (5.27)
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(2) ‖tn‖∞ ≤ p1−n(a + s) and w(k) are bounded. Moreover, for all n and all k ∈ Σ∗
r,

we have

‖tn‖∞ + ‖w(k)‖∞ ≤ 2(a+ s+ 1). (5.28)

(3) cn ≤ p−n(4ar + sr) and λ1 :=
∏N

n=1(1 + cn) < +∞. Furthermore, if c1 < 1, then

λ2 :=
∏

n≥1

(1− cn)
2/ηn > 0. (5.29)

Proof. (1) It follows from the expansion for b(k) that the jth component of un,k is

ωj(un,k) =
a
(j)
k − a

(j)
k−1

pnj
− a

(j)
r−1 + sj

pnj (pj − 1)
. (5.30)

Hence conclusion (1) holds.

(2) From (5.30) we know that

|ωj(un,k)| ≤
2a

pn
+

a + s

pn(p− 1)
≤ 3a+ s

pn
.

The definition of b(k) implies that for k ∈ Σ∗
r ∪ ΣN

r ,

‖b(k)‖∞ ≤ ‖a(k)‖∞ + s · ‖s(k)‖∞
≤ a

∑

n≥1

1

pn
+ s(r − 1)max

{∑

n≥1

s(j)n : 1 ≤ j < d
}

≤ a+ s

p− 1
≤ a+ s.

Consequently, ‖w(k)‖∞ ≤ ‖2−11d−1‖∞ + ‖b(k)‖∞ + |ϕr(k)| ≤ 3/2 + a+ s. Using similar

arguments, we get

‖tn‖∞ = ‖b(0n−1r − 1)‖∞ ≤ a+ s

pn−1
.

Thus (5.28) holds.

(3) By (5.30) again, we know that

cn =

r−1∑

k=1

‖un,k‖∞ ≤ (r − 1) · 4a+ s

pn
≤ 4ar + sr

pn
.

By the estimation
∑

n≥1

ln(1 + cn) ≤
∑

n≥1

cn ≤ pc1
p− 1

≤ 2c1,

we get λ1 < +∞. Next, we assume c1 < 1. Note that ηn = (n+ 1)−1 for all n sufficiently

large. This implies the convergence of the series

∑

n≥1

1

ηn
| ln(1− cn)| ≤

∑

n≥1

1

ηn

∣∣∣ ln
(
1− 4ar + sr

pn

)∣∣∣.

Thus λ2 > 0. �
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In the rest of this paper, we assume λ1 and λ2 are defined as in Lemma 5.6(3) and let

λ3 := 2(a+ s+ 2)
∑

n≥1

(
cn + ‖tn‖∞ + εn

)
, (5.31)

which converges by Lemma 5.6(2,3) and the expression for εn (see (5.11)). The following

lemma will be used to prove the continuity of the desired homeomorphism.

Lemma 5.7. Let hn be defined as in (5.20). Then, for P ∈ Rd, we have

dv
(
hn(P ), P

)
≤ εn, (5.32)

and

‖hn(P )− P‖∞ ≤ cn‖P‖∞ + 2(a+ s+ 2)cn + ‖tn‖∞ + εn. (5.33)

Proof. Since hn is an identity on Rd−1×
(
R\(0, 1)

)
, we may assume P = (x, y) ∈ Rd×(0, 1).

Let hn(P ) := (x′, y′), vn :=
∑r−1

k=1 un,k and t′n := tn − vn. Furthermore, we assume

y ∈ [0, r1−n] + ϕr(k) with k ∈ Σn−1
r . Hence hn can be written as

hn(P ) = ft′n ◦ fF ◦ fT ◦ fS ◦ f−tn

(
P −w(k)

)
+w(k). (5.34)

Among the functions on the right side, fF is the only one that can change the height of

a point. From (4.8) and (5.34), we get

|y − y′| =
∣∣y − ϕ(P ′)

∣∣ ≤ εn,

where P ′ = fT ◦ fS ◦ f−tn

(
P −w(k)

)
. This is just (5.32).

Next, we show (5.33). Let z = y−ϕr(k) and z′ = y′−ϕr(k). The horizontal coordinate

of hn(P ) is

ρ(z)
(
x− z

b
· tn −w(k)

)
+ x(z) +

z′

b
(tn − vn) +w(k),

where b = r1−n. This implies that
∥∥Ph

(
hn(P )

)
− x

∥∥
∞ ≤

∥∥∥
(
ρ(z)− 1

)(
x− z

b
tn −w(k)

)∥∥∥
∞

+
|z′ − z|

b
‖tn‖∞ +

∥∥∥x(z)− z′

b
vn

∥∥∥
∞

≤ cn
(
‖x‖∞ + ‖tn‖∞ + ‖w(k)‖∞ + 2

)
+ ‖tn‖∞

≤ cn‖x‖∞ + 2(a+ s+ 2)cn + ‖tn‖∞.

The last line follows from (5.28). Hence (5.33) holds, and this completes the proof. �

6. Proof of Theorem 5.1

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 5.1. To this end, we first present the

definition of the homeomorphism h∞ by using the homeomorphisms hn defined in (5.20).

The map h∞ sends a d-dimensional slant prism to the self-affine tile in Rd. Then we

show that h∞ is a continuous surjection. After that, we use three lemmas to prove the

injectivity of h∞. Finally, we present the proof of Theorem 5.1.



44 G.T. DENG, C.T. LIU, AND S.-M. NGAI

Let g0 be the identity on Rd and let gn := hn ◦ hn−1 ◦ · · · ◦ h1 for n ≥ 1, where hn is

defined as in (5.20). Now, define the desired homeomorphism as

h∞ := lim
n→+∞

gn = lim
n→+∞

hn ◦ · · · ◦ h1. (6.1)

For P ∈ Rd, let B(P,R) be the closed ball with radius R centered at P , namely,

B(P,R) := {P ′ : ‖P − P ′‖∞ ≤ R}.

Lemma 6.1. Let h∞ be defined as above. Then h∞ is a continuous surjection on Rd.

Proof. We first show h∞ is a well-defined. For P ∈ Rd, by (5.33) we see

‖hn(P )‖∞ ≤ ‖P‖∞ + ‖hn(P )− P‖∞
≤ (1 + cn)‖P‖∞ + 2(a+ s+ 2)cn + ‖tn‖∞ + εn.

By induction, for n ≥ 1,

‖gn(P )‖∞ ≤ (1 + cn)‖gn−1(P )‖∞ + 2(a + s+ 2)cn + ‖tn‖∞ + εn

≤ (1 + c1) · · · (1 + cn)

(
‖P‖∞ +

n∑

m=1

(
2(a+ s + 2)cm + ‖tm‖∞ + εm

))

≤ λ1‖P‖∞ + λ1λ3. (6.2)

So, for any two integers n,m ≥ 0 with n > m,

‖gn(P )− gm(P )‖∞ ≤
n∑

i=m+1

‖gi(P )− gi−1(P )‖∞

≤
n∑

i=m+1

(
ci‖gi−1(P )‖∞ + 2(a+ s+ 2)ci + ‖ti‖∞ + εi

)

≤
n∑

i=m+1

((
λ1‖P‖∞ + λ1λ3 + 2(a+ s+ 2)

)
ci + ‖ti‖∞ + εi

)

≤ λ1‖P‖∞
∑

i>m

ci + C
∑

i>m

(ci + ‖ti‖∞ + εi), (6.3)

where the constant C is λ1λ3 + 2(a + s + 2). Thus {gn(P )} is a Cauchy’s sequence and

h∞(P ) exists. Hence h∞ is well-defined on Rd.

Next, we show the continuity of h∞. Let P0 ∈ Rd and ε > 0 be fixed. Since
∑

n≥1(cn +

‖tn‖∞ + εn) converges, there exists N > 0 such that

∑

n≥N

(cn + ‖tn‖∞ + εn) < ε.

From the continuity of each hn, we obtain the continuity of gN = hN ◦ · · · ◦ h1. Hence

there exists δ > 0, such that ‖P − P0‖∞ < δ implies that ‖gN(P ) − gN(P0)‖∞ < ε. By
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(6.3), if P ∈ Rd satisfies ‖P − P0‖∞ < δ, we have

‖h∞(P )− h∞(P0)‖∞ =
∥∥∥ lim

n→+∞

(
gn(P )− gn(P0)

)∥∥∥
∞

= lim
n→+∞

∥∥gn(P )− gm(P ) + gm(P )− gm(P0) + gm(P0)− gn(P0)
∥∥
∞

≤ ε+ lim
n→+∞

(
‖gn(P )− gm(P )‖∞ + ‖gm(P0)− gn(P0)‖∞

)

≤ ε+
(
λ1‖P‖∞ + λ1‖P0‖∞

)∑

n>m

cn + 2C
∑

n>m

(
cn + ‖tn‖∞ + εn

)

≤ (2λ1‖P0‖∞ + λ1δ + 2C + 1)ε.

So, h∞ is continuous on Rd.

Finally, we show h∞ is surjective. Let N be sufficiently large so that λ1

∑
n≥N cn < 1.

Let P∞ ∈ Rd be fixed and let

g̃n := gn+N ◦ g−1
N = hn+N ◦ · · · ◦ hN+1,

where g−1
N is the inverse of gN . For convenience, we let g̃0 be the identity. Since each g̃n is a

homeomorphism on Rd, there exists a sequence of points {Pn} such that g̃n(Pn) = P∞. We

claim that {Pn} is bounded. Otherwise, there would exist a subsequence {Pnk
} satisfying

limk→+∞ ‖Pnk
‖∞ = +∞. Noting that P∞ = g̃nk

(Pnk
), k ≥ 1, is fixed, we have

lim
k→+∞

‖g̃nk
(Pnk

)− Pnk
‖∞

‖Pnk
‖∞

≥ lim
k→+∞

‖Pnk
‖∞ − ‖P∞‖∞
‖Pnk

‖∞
= 1.

On the other hands, similar to the proof of (6.3) with n,m replaced by nk, 0, we get

‖g̃nk
(Pnk

)− Pnk
‖∞ ≤ λ1‖Pnk

‖∞
∑

n≥N

cn + C
∑

n≥N

(cm + ‖tn‖∞ + εn),

which implies, by the choice of N , that

lim
k→+∞

‖g̃nk
(Pnk

)−Pnk
‖∞

‖Pnk
‖∞

≤λ1

∑

m≥1

cm+ lim
k→+∞

C
∑

m≥1(cm+‖tm‖∞+εm)

‖Pnk
‖∞

<1,

a contradiction. So, {Pn} is bounded. Let {Pnk
} be a subsequence which converges to

some P0. For any fixed ε > 0, there exists δ = δ(ε) > 0 such that

P ∈ B(P0, δ) ⇒ ‖h∞ ◦ g−1
N (P )− h∞ ◦ g−1

N (P0)‖∞ < ε

by the continuity of h∞ and g−1
N . By (5.33), {g̃n} (and hence {g̃nk

}) converges uniformly

(to h∞ ◦ g−1
N ) on any compact subset of Rd; more precisely, for the above ε > 0, there

exists K > 0 such that ‖h∞ ◦ g−1
N (P ) − g̃nK

(P )‖∞ ≤ ε for all P ∈ B(P0, δ). We also

assume K satisfies PnK
∈ B(P0, δ). So,

‖g̃nK
(PnK

)−g̃nK
(P0)‖∞

=
∥∥g̃nK

(PnK
)−h∞ ◦ g−1

N (PnK
)+ h∞ ◦ g−1

N (PnK
)−h∞ ◦ g−1

N (P0)

+h∞ ◦ g−1
N (P0)−g̃nK

(P0)
∥∥

< 3ε.
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Hence,

‖h∞◦g−1
N (P0)−P∞‖∞ ≤ ‖h∞◦g−1

N (P0)−g̃nK
(P0)‖∞+‖g̃nK

(P0)−P∞‖∞
≤ ε+ ‖g̃nK

(P0)− g̃nK
(PnK

)‖∞ < 4ε.

Since ε > 0 was arbitrary, h∞ ◦ g−1
N (P0) = P∞. So, h∞ ◦ g−1

N is a surjection. This proves

that h∞ is surjective. �

In the rest of this section, we prove the injectivity of h∞. For this purpose, we let

(xn, yn) := gn(P ), (x′
n, y

′
n) := gn(P

′), n ≥ 1, (6.4)

where P, P ′ ∈ Rd, and let

(x∞, y∞) := h∞(P ), (x′
∞, y′∞) := h∞(P ′). (6.5)

We point out that the quantities yn, y
′
n in this section are different from the ones in Section

4. The following is a key lemma to deal with the horizontal distance between h∞(P ) and

the image of the vertical boundary of T∅,i under the map h∞. Note that dh is not a real

metric on Rd, and hence it may not be valid to interchange dh and the limit as follows

dh
(
h∞(P ), h∞(∂T∅,i)

)
= lim

n→+∞
dh
(
gn(P ), gn(∂T∅,i)

)
.

We will make full use of the construction of Tk to overcome this difficulty. Recall that for

E ⊂ Rd and y ∈ R,

E|π(y) = {P ∈ E : Pv(P ) = y}.

P
P ′

dh(P, ∂vT∅)

h∞

gn

P∞
P ′
∞

P∞
P ′
∞

Pn

P ′′
n

P ′
n

h∞ ◦ g−1
n

T∅

h∞(T∅)

gn(T∅)

Figure 17. An illustration of dh
(
h∞(P ), h∞(P ′)

)
. Pn = gn(P ), P ′

n =

gn(P
′), P∞ = h∞(P ), and P ′

∞ = h∞(P ′). P ′′
n and Pn have the same height.



SELF-AFFINE TILES THAT ARE TAME BALLS 47

Lemma 6.2. Let h∞ be defined as in (6.1) and suppose i ∈ {−1, 0, 1}d−1 and P ∈
(Rd−1 × [0, 1])\(∂vT∅,i). If c1 < 1/4, then

dh
(
h∞(P ), h∞(∂vT∅,i)

)
> 0.

Proof. In view of the equality h∞ = limn→+∞ gn, we will estimate the horizontal distance

between gn(P ) and gn(∂vT∅,i). Recall that (xn, yn) = gn(P ). Note that hn is an identity on

each hyperplane π(y), y ∈ Yn, which implies that h∞ = gn on such hyperplanes. Since gn

is a homeomorphism on Rd, for each i ∈ {−1, 0, 1} and for each P ∈ (Rd−1×[0, 1])\(∂vT∅,i)

with yn ∈ Yn, we have

dh
(
h∞(P ), h∞(∂vT∅,i)

)
= dh

(
h∞(P ), h∞(∂vT∅,i)|π(yn)

)

= dh
(
gn(P ), gn(∂vT∅,i)

∣∣
π(yn)

)
,

which is positive by the compactness of ∂vT∅,i and the continuity of gn. Next, we assume

P /∈
⋃

n≥1

g−1
n

( ⋃

y∈Yn

π(y)
)
, (6.6)

where g−1
n is the inverse of gn. Let P∞ be given as in (6.5) and let kn ∈ Σn

r such that

yn ∈ (0, r−n) + ϕr(kn). Such a kn does exist since (6.6) holds. By (6.6) again, for n ≥ 1,

we see that
dh
(
gn(P ), gn(∂vT∅,i)

)
= dh

(
gn(P ), gn(∂vT∅,i)|π(yn))

= dh
(
gn(P ), ∂vTkn,i|π(yn)

)
,

(6.7)

and Tkn
|π(yn) (the restriction of Tkn

on the hyperplane π(yn)) is a unit hypercube. Recall

that

Tkn
=

⋃

0≤y−ϕr(kn)≤r−n

(
U +

y − ϕr(kn)

r−n
tn+1

)
× {y − ϕr(kn)}

}
+w(kn). (6.8)

Before the proof, we state some facts which will help to clarify our idea. It follows from

the formula hn(Tkn−1
) = ∪r−1

k=0Tkn−1k that with respect to hn, Tkn
is a subset of the image

hn(Tkn−1
) and Tkn−1

is the inverse image h−1
n (∪r−1

k=0Tkn−1k). Also, the range of height of

Tkn
is [0, r−n] + ϕr

(
kn).

We now divided the proof into three cases: (i) P /∈ ∂vT∅, (ii) P ∈ T∅,i and (iii) P ∈
∂vT∅\T∅,i.

Case 1. P /∈ ∂vT∅. In this case, Proposition 4.9(2), together with Lemma 5.6, implies

that for n ≥ 1,

dh
(
gn(P ), gn(∂vT∅)

)
≥ λ2dh(P, ∂vT∅) > 0.

In order to estimate the value

dh
(
h∞(P ), h∞(∂vT∅,i)

)
= dh

(
h∞(P ), h∞(∂vT∅,i)|π(y∞)

)
, (6.9)

we let P ′
∞ = (x′

∞, y∞) ∈ h∞(∂vT∅) be fixed. So there exists P ′ = (x′,y′) ∈ ∂vT∅ such that

P ′
∞ = h∞(P ′). For n ≥ 1, let

(x′
n, y

′
n) := gn(P

′),
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which belongs to gn(∂vT∅). By Lemma 5.5, we see that, for each n ≥ 1, y′n ∈ (0, r−n) +

ϕr(kn) which might not equal yn. In order to apply the quantity

dh
(
gn(P ), gn(∂vT∅)

)
= dh

(
gn(P ), ∂vTkn

|π(yn)
)
,

we will choose (based on gn(P
′)) another point P ′′

n ∈ ∂vTkn
, which satisfies Pv(P

′′
n ) = yn

and the difference in norm ‖ · ‖∞ between the horizontal coordinates of gn(P ) and P ′′
n is

o(1) as n → ∞. Since gn(P
′) ∈ ∂vTkn

, it follows from (6.8) that there exists y ∈ ∂U such

that

x′
n =

y′n − ϕr(kn)

r−n
tn+1 + y + b(kn) + 2−11d−1. (6.10)

Let P ′′
n = (x′′

n, yn) ∈ ∂vTkn
, where

x′′
n =

yn − ϕr(kn)

r−n
tn+1 + y + b(kn) + 2−11d−1. (6.11)

Using (6.10), (6.11) and the fact that yn, y
′
n ∈ [0, r−n] + ϕr(kn), we get

‖x′
n − x′′

n‖∞ =
|yn − y′n|

r−n
‖tn+1‖∞ ≤ ‖tn+1‖∞ = o(1).

The last equality follows from Lemma 5.6(2). Next, we estimate the difference in norm

‖ · ‖∞ between the horizontal coordinates of h∞(P ) and gn(P ). From (5.33), we get

‖x∞ − xn‖∞ ≤ ‖h∞(P )− gn(P )‖∞
= lim

m→+∞
‖hm ◦ · · · ◦ hn+1

(
gn(P )

)
− gn(P )‖∞

≤
∑

m≥n

‖hm+1

(
gm(P )

)
− gm(P )‖∞

≤
∑

m≥n

(
cm‖gm(P )‖∞ + 2(a+ s+ 2)cm + ‖tm‖∞ + εm

)

= o(1).

The last equality holds because
∑

n≥1(cn+‖tn‖∞+εn) converges and {gn(P )} is a Cauchy’s
sequence. Analogously, we have

‖x′
∞ − x′

n‖∞ ≤ ‖h∞(P ′)− gn(P
′)‖∞ = o(1) as n → ∞.

Recall that P∞ = (x∞, y∞), P ′
∞ = (x′

∞, y∞), and gn(P
′) = (x′

n, y
′
n); moreover, gn(P ) =

(xn, yn) and gn(P
′′) = (x′′

n, yn) have the same height. The discussion above yields, for n

sufficiently large,

‖x∞ − xn‖∞ + ‖x′
∞ − x′

n‖∞ + ‖x′
n − x′′

n‖∞ <
1

2
λ2dh(P, ∂vT∅).



SELF-AFFINE TILES THAT ARE TAME BALLS 49

Now, for such n (see Figure 17),

dh
(
h∞(P ), P ′

∞
)
= ‖x∞ − x′

∞‖∞
= ‖x∞ − xn + xn − x′′

n + x′′
n − x′

n + x′
n − x′

∞‖∞
≥ ‖xn − x′′

n‖∞ − ‖x∞ − xn‖∞ − ‖x′
∞ − x′

n‖∞ − ‖x′
n − x′′

n‖∞
> ‖gn(P )− gn(P

′′)‖∞ − 1

2
λ2dh(P, ∂vT∅)

≥ dh
(
gn(P ), gn(∂vT∅)

)
− 1

2
λ2dh(P, ∂vT∅) ≥

1

2
dh(P, ∂vT∅),

where the last inequality follows from (6.9). Since P ′
∞ ∈ h∞(∂vT∅) was arbitrary, we get

dh
(
h∞(P ), h∞(∂vT∅)

)
> 0.

Now, for each i ∈ {−1, 0, 1}d−1, we have ∂vT∅,i ⊂ ∂T∅, which implies that

dh
(
h∞(P ), h∞(∂vT∅,i)

)
≥ dh

(
h∞(P ), h∞(∂vT∅)

)
> 0.

Case 2. P ∈ T∅,i. In this case P ∈ intv T∅,i. Proposition 4.9(3) and Lemma 5.6 imply

that

dh
(
gn(P ), gn(∂vT∅,i)

)
≥ λ2dh(P, ∂vT∅,i).

For a fixed P ′
∞ ∈ h∞(∂vT∅,i) with height y∞, we let gn(P

′), gn(P ′′) be as in Case 1, with

T∅,i replacing T∅. A proof analogous to that for Case 1 forces dh
(
h∞(P ), h∞(∂vT∅,i)

)
> 0.

Case 3. P ∈ ∂vT∅\T∅,i. Since P = (x, y) ∈ ∂vT∅, by using the expression for T∅ in (5.17),

we see that there exists y ∈ ∂U and y ∈ [0, 1] such that

P = (y + yt1, y) + 2−1(1d−1, 0).

Let j = (j1, . . . , jd−1) ∈ {−1, 0, 1}d−1, where the mth component of j is defined as

jm =





2ωm(y), 2ωm(y) = ±1;

0, 2ωm(y) ∈ (−1, 1).

Let (xn, yn) := gn(P ). In view of (6.8) and the expression for Tkn
, we get

xn ∈ Uj + z and Tkn,i|π(yn) = (Ui + z)× {yn}, (6.12)

where

z =
yn − ϕrkn

r−n
tn+1 + b(kn) + 2−11d−1.

From P ∈ ∂vT∅, we know that P ∈ intv T∅,j if j has a zero component, while P ∈ ∂vT∅,j

if all components of j are nonzero. Define

Γ1 := {m : im = −jm 6= 0},
Γ2 := {m : im = 0, jm 6= 0},
Γ3 := {m : im 6= 0, jm = 0}.
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Then the assumption P 6∈ T∅,i implies that Γ1 ∪ Γ2 ∪ Γ3 6= ∅. When Γ1 6= ∅, (6.12) says
that for any m ∈ Γ1 and any y′ ∈ Ui,

‖(xn − z)− y′‖∞ ≥ |ωm(xn − z)− ωm(y
′)| =

∣∣∣
1

2
im − 1

2
jm

∣∣∣ = 1.

This, together with (6.7), implies that

‖dh
(
gn(P ), gn(T∅,i)

)
≥ min{‖(xn − z)− y′‖∞ : y′ ∈ Ui} = 1.

Similar to Case 1, we get

‖dh
(
h∞(P ), h∞(T∅,i)

)
> 0.

Next, we assume Γ1 = ∅. It follows that Γ3 6= ∅, since T∅,j ⊂ ∂vT∅,i when Γ3 = ∅. If

Γ2 = ∅, we see that P ∈ intv T∅,j and T∅,i ⊂ ∂vT∅,j . From Case 2, we get

dh
(
h∞(P ), h∞(T∅,i)

)
≥ dh

(
h∞(P ), h∞(∂vT∅,j)

)
> 0.

Finally, we consider the case Γ1 = ∅ and Γ2 6= ∅. We delete all components of vectors

in Rd whose indices are in Γ2, and obtain a system with lower dimension. For example,

suppose P = (x1, . . . , xd−1, y) ∈ Rd and Γ2 = {d − 1}. Then we delete the (d − 1)th

component of P and get a new point (x1, . . . , xd−2, y). For convenience, we use the original

notation. Then in the new system, P ∈ intv T∅,j and T∅,i ⊂ ∂vT∅,j . Now similar to Case

2, we obtain

dh
(
h∞(P ), h∞(T∅,i)

)
≥ dh

(
h∞(P ), h∞(∂vT∅,j)

)
> 0.

This completes the proof. �

Lemma 6.3. Let h∞ be defined as in (6.1). If c1 < 1/4, then h∞ is injective on ∂vT∅.

Proof. We suppose on the contrary that h∞ is not injective on ∂vT∅, i.e., there exist two

distinct points P = (x, y), P ′ = (x′, y′) in ∂vT∅ satisfying h∞(P ) = h∞(P ′). Let P∞, P ′
∞

be given as in (6.5) and assume that the coordinates of gn(P ) and gn(P
′) are given as in

(6.4). We first prove the following claim.

Claim. For any n ≥ 1, the following statements hold: (i) |yn − y′n| < r−n; (ii) neither yn

nor y′n is in Yn; (iii) there does not exist y0 ∈ Yn that lies between yn and y′n.

To prove the claim, we note that if conclusion (i) fails, then there would exist some

N > 0 such that

|yN − y′N | ≥
1

rN
.
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Hence by (5.32) and (5.11),

|y∞ − y′∞| =
∣∣∣
(
yN +

∑

n≥N

(yn+1 − yn)
)
−
(
y′N +

∑

n≥N

(y′n+1 − y′n)
)∣∣∣

≥ |yN − y′N | −
∑

n≥N

|yn+1 − yn| −
∑

n≥N

|y′n+1 − y′n|

≥ 1

rN
− 2

∑

n≥N

εn ≥ 1

rN
− 2

3

∑

n≥N

1

r2n
> 0,

which is impossible, since P∞ = P ′
∞, y∞ = Pv(P∞), and y′∞ = Pv(P

′
∞).

If conclusion (ii) fails, we assume yN ∈ YN for some N . It follows that P∞ = gn(P ) =

gN(P ) for all n ≥ N . If there exists some N ′ > 0 such that y′N ′ ∈ YN ′, then h∞(P ′) =

gn(P
′) for n > max{N,N ′}. The injectivity of gn implies that P∞ 6= P ′

∞. It follows from

Lemma 5.5 and conclusion (i) that for each n > N , there exists kn ∈ Σn
r such that

gn(P ), gn(P
′) ∈ Rd−1 ×

(
[0, r−n] + ϕr(kn)

)

and yN = ϕr(kn) or yN = ϕr(kn) + r1−n. So,

dv
(
gn(P ), gn(P

′)
)
= dv

(
gn(P

′), π
(
ϕr(kn)

)
∪ π
(
ϕr(kn) + r−n

))
<

1

rn
. (6.13)

Proposition 4.9(4-ii) says that

dv
(
gn(P ), gn(P

′)
)
≥ dv

(
gn−1(P ), gn−1(P

′)
)
≥ · · · ≥ dv

(
gN(P ), gN(P

′)
)
,

which is positive, since P ′
N does not lie in the hyperplane π(yN). Letting n tend to infinity,

we see that P∞ 6= P ′
∞, a contradiction.

If conclusion (iii) fails, there exist N > 0 and y0 ∈ YN that lies between yN and y′N .

Without loss of generality, assume yN > y′N . By Lemma 5.5 again, we see that

y′n < y0 < yn for n ≥ N.

From the proof for conclusion (ii), we get, for n > N ,

dv
(
gn(P ), gn(P

′)
)
≥ dv

(
gn(P ), π(y0)

)
≥ dv(gN(P ), π(y0)),

which is impossible, since

lim
n→+∞

dv
(
gn(P ), gn(P

′)
)
= dv(P∞, P ′

∞) = 0.

This proves the claim.

We now use this claim to prove the lemma. Recall 1d−1 = (1, . . . , 1) ∈ Rd−1. Since

P, P ′ ∈ ∂vT∅, there exist y,y′ ∈ ∂U such that

x = y + yt1 + 2−11d−1 and x′ = y′ + y′t1 + 2−11d−1.
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From y,y′, we define two words j = j1 . . . jd−1, i = i1 · · · id−1 ∈ {−1, 0, 1}d−1 as follows

jm :=




2ωm(y), 2ωm(y) = ±1;

0, 2ωm(y)∈(−1, 1),
im :=




2ωm(y

′), 2ωm(y
′) = ±1;

0, 2ωm(y
′)∈(−1, 1),

and define

∆1 := {m : jm = −im 6= 0},
∆2 := {m : jm = 0, im 6= 0},
∆3 := {m : jm 6= 0, im = 0}.

Assume i 6= j so that ∆1 ∪ ∆2 ∪ ∆3 6= ∅. By interchanging the roles of P and P ′ if

necessary, it suffices to consider the following two cases: (i) ∆1 6= ∅ and (ii) ∆1 = ∅ but

∆3 6= ∅. However, in both cases we have shown in Case 3 of the proof of Lemma 6.2 that

dh(P∞, P ′
∞) ≥ dh

(
h∞(P ), h∞(T∅,i)

)
> 0,

a contradiction.

We now assume j = i. Note that either P, P ′ ∈ ∂vT∅,j or P, P ′ ∈ intv T∅,j . If P, P ′ ∈
∂vT∅,j , which means that all components of j are nonzero, we see that y = y′ and y 6= y′,

since P 6= P ′. The above claim, together with Proposition 4.9(4)(ii), implies that for all

n ≥ 1,

dv
(
gn(P ), gn(P

′)
)
≥ dv

(
gn−1(P ), gn−1(P

′)
)

≥ · · · ≥ dv(P, P
′)

= |y − y′| > 0,

which contradicts the hypothesis P∞ = P ′
∞. Now, we show the remaining case that

P, P ′ ∈ intv T∅,j . The assumption c1 < 4−1 implies cn < 4−1 for all n. Let λ2 be given as

in (5.29). Then Proposition 4.9(3) implies that there exists sufficiently large N > 0 such

that, for n ≥ N , the horizontal distance between gn(P ) and gn(∂vT∅,j) is no less than

λ2dh(P, ∂vT∅,j), which is larger than 2cn since cn = o(1) by Lemma 5.6, i.e.,

dh
(
gn(P ), gn(∂vT∅,j)

)
> 2cn for all n ≥ N.

Analogously, we have dh
(
gn(P

′), gn(∂vT∅,j)
)
> 2cn for n ≥ N . Now, Proposition 4.9(4)(ii),

or more precisely (4.30), says that

dv
(
gn(P ), gn(P

′)
)
≥ dv

(
gN(P ), gN(P

′)
)
.

Letting n tend to infinity, we get

0 = dv
(
h∞(P ), h∞(P ′)

)
= lim

n→∞
dv
(
gn(P ), gn(P

′)
)
≥ dv

(
gN(P ), gN(P

′)
)
.
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So, for n ≥ N , gn(P ) and gn(P
′) have the same height. Proposition 4.9(4)(ii) or (4.29),

together with Lemma 3.3, implies that

dh(P∞, P ′
∞) = lim

n→+∞
dh
(
gn(P ), gn(P

′)
)
≥ λ2dh

(
gN(P ), gN(P

′)
)
> 0,

which is a contradiction. Hence h∞ is injective on ∂vT∅. �

Lemma 6.4. Let h∞ be defined as in (6.1) and assume c1 < 1/4. Then h∞ is injective

on Rd.

Proof. Since h∞ is an identity on Rd−1 × (R\(0, 1)), we only study the behavior of h∞ on

the region Rd−1 × [0, 1]. From Lemmas 6.2 and 6.3, we need to show that h∞ is injective

on

(Rd−1 × [0, 1])\∂vT∅.

For this purpose, we let P, P ′ ∈ Rd−1× [0, 1] be two distinct points which are not in ∂vT∅.

From Proposition 4.9(2), we get, for n ≥ 1,

dh
(
gn(P ), gn(∂vT∅)

)
≥

n∏

m=1

(1− cm)
2/ηmdh(P, ∂vT∅) > λ2dh(P, ∂vT∅).

By the definitions of {cn} and {ηn}, (1 + 2ηn + 4cn)
2 − 1 = o(1) and cn = o(1). Hence,

there exists an N1 > 0 such that for n > N1,

dh
(
gn(P ), gn(∂vT∅)

)
>

1

2

(
1 + 2ηn + 4cn

)2
− 1

2
≥ cn.

Hence, all the gn(P ) with n > N1 have the same height. Similarly, there exists N2 > 0

such that all the gn(P
′) with n > N2 have the same height. Let N = N1 +N2. If gN(P )

and gN(P
′) have different heights, we get

dv(P∞, P ′
∞) = |Pv

(
gN(P )

)
−Pv

(
gN(P

′)
)
| > 0.

If gN(P ) and gN(P
′) have the same height, then

dh(P∞, P ′
∞)

= dh

(
lim

n→+∞
hn ◦ · · · ◦ hN+1

(
gN(P )

)
, lim
n→+∞

hn ◦ · · · ◦ hN+1

(
gN(P

′)
))

= lim
n→+∞

dh
(
hn ◦ · · · ◦ hN+1

(
gN(P )

)
, hn ◦ · · · ◦ hN+1

(
gN(P

′)
))

≥ λ2dh
(
gN(P ), gN(P

′)
)
,

where the second equality follows from Lemma 3.3, and the inequality follows from (4.29)

and Lemma 5.6. Since each gn is injective, the right side of the last inequality above

is positive. In both cases, we see that P∞ 6= P ′
∞. This completes the proof that h∞ is

injective on Rd. �

We now return to the proof of Theorem 5.1.
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Proof of Theorem 5.1. Since (2) implies (1), and in [12] we have shown that (1) is equiv-

alent to (3), we only need to prove that (3) implies (2). By (3), we know that all un,k

belong to 2U◦, so the map h∞ in (6.1) is a well-defined continuous surjection on Rd

(Lemma 6.1), mapping T∅ onto T (Lemmas 5.4 and 5.5). If c1 < 1/4, Lemma 6.4 says

that h∞ is injective on Rd. So by Brouwer’s domain invariance theorem (Theorem 1.7),

h∞ is a homeomorphism on Rd, which implies that T = h∞(T∅) is a d-dimensional tame

ball. If c1 ≥ 1/4, we can choose N sufficiently large so that cN < 1/4 (Lemma 5.6(3)).

For each k ∈ ΣN−1
r , we apply Lemma 6.4 on Tk to prove that hk,∞(Tk) is a d-dimensional

tame ball, where hk,∞ is defined as

hk,∞(P ) :=





lim

n→+∞
hn ◦ · · · ◦ hN(P ), Pv(P )− ϕr(k) ∈ [0, rN−1];

P, otherwise.

Note that if two sets hk1,∞(Tk1
) and hk2,∞(Tk2

) intersect, the intersection is a (d − 1)-

dimensional hypercube. So

T =
{(

b(k) +
(
ϕp1(i1), . . . , ϕpd−1

(id−1)
)
, ϕr(k)

)
: ij ∈ ΣN

pj
, k ∈ ΣN

r

}

=
⋃

k∈ΣN−1
r

{(
b(kk′) +

(
ϕp1(i1), . . . , ϕpd−1

(id−1)
)
, ϕr(kk

′)
)
:

ij ∈ ΣN
pj
, k′ ∈ ΣN

r

}

=
⋃

k∈ΣN−1
r

hk,∞(Tk)

is a d-dimensional tame ball. This completes the proof. �

7. Final comments

In [11], the authors of the present paper used a cut-and-paste technique to obtain a

necessary and sufficient condition for a class of self-affine tiles T ⊂ R3 to be ball-like, under

the assumption that st ≥ 0 (see Theorem 1.3). If st < 0, this cut-and-paste technique

fails, as T cannot be expressed as a limit of the union of basic blocks. Perhaps by suitably

modifying the construction of basic blocks, the restriction st ≥ 0 can be removed.

Using the techniques in this paper, i.e., re-constructing the self-affine tile by an iterating

process and defining a homeomorphism on R3 associated to each step of the iteration, we

think that the following more general conjecture is true.

Conjecture 7.1. Let (A,D) be given as follows:

A :=




p 0 0

0 q 0

−t −s r



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and

D :=
{
(i, j, k + ai + bj) : 0 ≤ i < |p|, 0 ≤ j < |q|, 0 ≤ k < |r|

}
,

where p, q, r are integers not less than 2 in absolute value and s, t, ai, bj are real numbers.

If for all i, j,
∣∣∣
a|p|−1 − a∞ + t

r(r − 1)
+

ai − ai+1

r

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣
b|q|−1 − b∞ + s

r(r − 1)
+

bj − bj+1

r

∣∣∣ < 1,

then T = T (A,D) is a tame ball in R3.
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[21] I. Kátai and I. Környei, On number systems in algebraic number fields, Publ. Math. Debrecen 41

(1992), 289–294.

[22] R. Kenyon, Self-replicating tilings, symbolic dynamics and its applications (New Haven, CT, 1991),

Contemp. Math., 135, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1992, 239–263.

[23] I. Kirat and K.S. Lau, On the connectedness of self-affine tiles, J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2) 62 (2000),

291–304.

[24] I. Kirat, K.S. Lau and H. Rao, Expanding polynomials and connectedness of self-affine tiles, Discrete

Comput. Geom. 31 (2004), 275–286.
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