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THICKNESS THEOREMS WITH PARTIAL DERIVATIVES

KAN JIANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we prove some new thickness theorems with
partial derivatives. We give some applications. First, we prove under
some checkable conditions that the continuous image of arbitrary self-
similar sets with positive similarity ratios is a closed interval, a finite
union of closed intervals or containing interior. Second, we prove an
analogous Erdgs-Straus conjecture on the middle-third Cantor set.

1. INTRODUCTION

Newhouse [15] proved the following gap lemma.

Theorem 1.1 (Newhouse’s gap lemma). Let C; and Cy be two Cantor
sets in R, if neither set lies in a gap of the other, and 7(C1) - 7(C2) > 1,
then Cy N Cy # 0, where 7(C;) denotes the thickness of Ci,i =1,2.

With a slight modification, we are allowed to prove the following result,
which now is called the Newhouse’s thickness theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Newhouse’s thickness theorem). Let Cy and Cy be two
linked Cantor sets, i.e. the size of largest gap of C1 is not greater than the
diameter of Co and vice versa. If T(C1)-7(C2) > 1, then the arithmetic sum

Cl+C’2:{x—|—y:x€Cl,y€Cg}

1s an interval.

Astels [I] generalized Newhouse’s thickness theorem by considering mul-
tiple sum. Let C; be a Cantor set, 1 < i < d. We say that {C;}%_, are
linked if

o |[,41]| > |0jlforr=1,--- ,d—1land j=1,---,1;
o |Ii|+ -+ || > |Opy1| forr=1,---,d—1,
where I; stands for the convex hull of C;, and O; refers to a gap with maximal
size in C;. We write |A| for the length or diameter of A.

Astels proved the following result.
Theorem 1.3. Let {C;}¢_, be Cantor sets.
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o If

7(Cs)
— >1
;T(Ci)+l -7

then
d
Cl++Cd: {Z.Tl:ﬂlGCZ}
=1

contains some interiors.

)
o If{C;}{_, are linked and > ;_, S AT then C1+---+Cy is

an interval.

Newhouse’s and Astels’ thickness theorems have many variants. We in-
troduce some results. Chronologically, Moshchevitin [I4] proved an elegant
thickness theorem, which generalizes the Astels’ thickness theorem. How-
ever, Moshchevitin only gave a very simple outline of the proof. The next
thickness theorem is due to Simon and Taylor [I7]. They proved, under
some conditions, that the continuous image (the definition is in the next
page) of fractal sets contains interior. By virtue of their thickness theorem
they proved some interesting results. Namely, the sum of a two dimensional
Cantor set and a circle contains some interior. Moreover, Simon and Taylor
considered the pinned Falconer distance set, and obtained under some con-
ditions that the pinned Falconer distance set contains some interior. The
author considered under some conditions that the continuous image of Can-
tor sets is an interval [10].

Thickness theorems have many applications in number theory, fractal
geometry and dynamical systems. The reader may refer to [I, 6 [7, 1T,
12], 14, 15, 17, 20]. We introduce some applications in number theory. In
fact, various thickness theorems establish some relation between analytic
number theory and fractal geometry[21]. In analytic number theory, usually
it is difficult to prove some classical problems and conjectures, for instance,
the Waring problem [4]. However, with the help of thickness theorems, we
can easily prove similar statements in fractal geometry. For instance, we
can prove an analogous “Lagrange’s four-square theorem” on the classical
middle-third Cantor set [19,21]. That is, let = € [0, 4], then there exist some
z; € C,1 <1i <4 such that

m:x%—i-x%—i-xg—l—wﬁ,

where C is the middle-third Cantor set. In this paper, we give another appli-
cation, i.e. we prove an analogous Erdos-Straus conjecture on the middle-
third Cantor set. The reader may find similar applications in Section 3.
Thickness theorems have some applications in geometry. Greenleaf, lose-
vich, and Taylor[7] proved under some conditions that the configuration
sets have some interiors, McDonald and Taylor[12] considered the modified
distance problem, and obtained several interesting results.
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Although the above mentioned thickness theorems are very useful to many
fractal sets, all of them simultaneously need two crucial conditions, i.e.
Cantor sets should have large thicknesses, and they should be linked (for
different thickness theorems the linked conditions differ). Moreover, the
thickness is difficult to be estimated. For instance, it is very difficult to
calculate the thicknesses of the self-similar sets with complicated overlaps.
For small thicknesses, i.e. thickness is strictly smaller than 1, to the best of
our knowledge, there is no general thickness theorem, although we can find
some examples such that the product of thicknesses is strictly smaller than
1, and the sum of two specific Cantor sets is still an interval. For the linked
condition, Takahashi[20] proved that if 7(K7)7(K2) > 1, then K; + Kj is a
finite union of closed intervals. This result is still correct in a general setting.
The purpose of this paper is to make a contribution to investigating thick-
ness theorems without utilizing thicknesses. Moreover, we prove analogous
Takahashi’s thickness theorem without the linked condition.

Newhouse’s and Astels’ thickness theorems only investigate the sum of
Cantor sets. Indeed, thickness theorems can be considered in a very general
setting, i.e. the continuous images of fractal sets. We introduce some defini-
tions and results. Let A; C R,1 < i < d be a nonempty set, and f : R - R
be a C! function. We define the continuous image of f as follows:

f(Al,”- ,Ad):{f(.%‘l'” ,xd):xiEAi,lgiSd}.

If each A; is an interval, then the topological structure of f(Ay,---,A4y) is
clear. Nevertheless, if each A; is a fractal set, then usually it is difficult to
describe the Hausdorff dimension or topological structure of f(Ay, -, Ag).

For instance, let K1 and K5 be two self-similar sets in R, to the best of our
knowledge, generally, we do not know when

Ki«Ko={xxy:xe€ K,y € Ko}, x=4,—,-,+

contains interior (if x = =, then we assume y # 0). In particular, given two
fractal sets K1 and K, we, generally, do not know whether

Ki+Ko={zx+y:x€ K,y € Ky}

contains interior. This problem is related to the celebrated Palis conjecture
[13, 15]. The topological structure of K * K» is much more complicated.
For instance, even for the middle-third Cantor set C, we do not completely
understand the topological structure of

C-C={zy:z,ycC}.
The reader may refer to [§].

In fractal geometry, it is natural to ask when the continuous image of
some fractal sets is an interval, a union of finitely many closed intervals
or containing some interior, provided that the continuous image of some
fractal sets has full Hausdorff dimension, see [3, [, [16] and the references
therein. Generally, it looks quite unlikely that there exists a simple checkable
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criterion which works for all fractal sets in this question. In this paper, we
will give some checkable conditions for any self-similar sets with positive
similarity ratios. We now introduce some related results. The first one, to
the best of our knowledge, is due to Steinhaus [I8] who proved in 1917 the
following interesting results:

C+C={z+y:z,ycC}=[0,2,C-C={x—y:z,ycC}=[-1,1],

where C is the middle-third Cantor set. In 2019, Athreya, Reznick and
Tyson [2] proved that

o

T n2 .3
C+C:{y:x,y€C,y7é0}: U [3 33 Q}U{O}.

n=—o0o
In [§], Gu, Jiang, Xi and Zhao discussed the topological structure of
C-C={zy:xz,yeC}.

They proved the exact Lebesgue measure of C'- C' is about 0.80955. We give
some remarks on the above results. The main idea of [2] is only effective for
homogeneous self-similar sets, i.e. all the similarity ratios coincide. For a
general self-similar set or some general Cantor set, we may not utilize their
idea directly.

We give the definition of thickness [I], [5]. Recall that every Cantor set K
on the real line can be constructed by starting with a closed interval I = I;
(the convex hull of K'), and successively removing disjoint open complemen-
tary intervals. Clearly there are countably many disjoint open complemen-
tary intervals (Op,),, which we may assume, are ordered so that their lengths
|Op| are non-increasing. If several intervals have the same length, we order
them arbitrarily. The two unbounded path-connected components of R\ K
are not included. For each n € N the interval O,, is a subset of some closed
path-connected component I, of I\ (O1UO2U---UO,_1).We say that such
a Oy, is removed from I,,. We call all the removed open intervals (O,,),, gaps
of K. Each O, is removed from a closed interval I,, leaving behind two
closed intervals L,, and R,,, the left and right of I,,\ O,. We call L,, and R,
bridge of K. The thickness of K is defined by

o min{[Ly|, | Rn[}
K) = inf
7(K) = inf 0n]
where | - | stands for the length of the convex hull. We assume that the

sequence of complementary intervals (Oy), is always infinite, and that a
single point is not contained in the Cantor set.

There is another method which can generate compact sets. Let [A, B] be
a closed interval. In the first step, we remove nq; — 1 open intervals from
[A, B], and obtain n; closed intervals, where n; € N>y. Let F} be the union
of all these ny intervals. In the second stage, for each remaining closed
interval I;,1 <14 < ny, we remove (ng; —1),1 < i < ng, open intervals and
obtain ng; closed intervals, where ny; € N>2. We denote by F5 the union of
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all the remaining closed intervals in the second stage. Generally, if we have
obtained F}, then for each closed interval from F}, we remove finite open
intervals and get finitely many remaining closed intervals. Let Fj1 be the
union of all these new remaining closed intervals in the (k + 1)-th step. We

define a set
oo
K =) F,
k=1

and call it a Cantor set. In some reference, we call such set a Moran set.
Throughout the paper, we call it Cantor set. We call all the deleted open
intervals the gaps of K, and all the remaining closed intervals in each Fj, k >
1 the bridges of K. We can also define thickness of K with similar definition.

For a bridge from some Fj,k > 1, denoted by I, we denote I by the
unique bridge in Fj_; that contains I. We say that I is the father of I or
I'is an offspring of I. Similarly, given a gap of in the k-th level, k > 1, i.e.
G, we say G is the father of G or G is an offspring of G, where G is the
unique bridge in Fj_; that contains G. Here we adopt the convention that
Fy = [A, B]. We write 7 for the ratio of || to |K|. Given d € N>y. Let
{K;}%_, be d Cantor sets. Define

Smin = 1Iéliléldlnf{’1|/|l| : I is a bridge from K;}.

The number s,,;, can be considered as the minimal “similarity ratio” of
{K;}%_, for all the steps. Let G be a gap of some K;,1 < i < d. We
suppose further that G is not one of the deleted gaps in the first step when

we construct K;, i.e. G C Fl(i), where Fl(i) denotes the union of all the
bridges of K; in the first step.

We define the following numbers

K = 1H§lza§deup { :g: :Gisagapof K;, and G C Fl(l)}

G .
kt = 11;1?§)<dsup{:é::GlsagapofKZ}.

Clearly, k™ > k. Let
RIS R,d>2

be a C' function, and D C R? be some compact set. Define

of of
Li= gleal%{ Az; |’ 50 = :Ic%lll)l Ox; |’
where © = (1, -+ ,24). In what follows, we always assume that
of
ot =11 = |52 >0
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for any 1 < i < d. Define
L;
TP = —.
(2 Sl
We use the partial derivatives to replace the thicknesses. The follow-
ing theorem can be viewed as a nonlinear thickness theorem without using

thicknesses.

Theorem 1.4. Let {K;}& , C R be Cantor sets. Let the convez hull of K; be
[AivBi]a =1 7d' [ffO’f' any (S {1723 7d} and any (:L‘lal‘%"' ;:Ed) €
[A1, B1] X -+ x [Ag, By|, we have
Or, f >0
Smin (3244(Bj = A;)0s,f ) = 6(B; = A, f =0,

then . ) ;
f(KlaK27'” 7Kd) :f(Fl( )7F1( )7 aFl( )))
i.e. f(K1,Ka,--,Kyg) is a union of finitely many closed intervals.
When we consider the function f(x1,x2, - ,xq) = Z?Zl x;, we have the
following.

Corollary 1.5. Let {K;}L , C R be Cantor sets. Let the conver hull of K;
be [Ai, Bi], i =1,---,d. If for any i € {1,2,--- ,d},

Smin Z(B] — A]) — I‘Q(BZ — Al) Z 0,
J#i
then

d
Ki+ Ko+ -+ Kqg= {szﬂfz € K;,1 Siéd}
i=1
is a union of finitely many closed intervals.

Comparing with Astels’ result, i.e. Theorem in Corollary the
numbers S,,;, and x are crucial to the structure of K1+ Ko+ -+ K. Note
that if sy, > kT, then

min 7(K;) > 1.
1<i<d

Applying Theorem to two Cantor sets, we have the following result.
Corollary 1.6. Let {K;}?_; C R be Cantor sets, and the convex hull of K;
be [AuBl]y 1= ]-52 [ffO’/’ any (xvy) € [AlvBl] X [A27BZ];

Oxf >0,0,f >0

Smm(BQ — Ag)ayf — R(Bl — Al)ﬁm
Smm(Bl — Al)axf — H(BQ — Ag)ay
0y f(By — As) > 9, f max{|G}")

0, min{|BV|} > 8, f max{|GV’

[

I}

(
J
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where {Ggi)} denote the gaps of K; in the first step, and {B](-l)} are the
bridges of K1 in the first step, then

f(K1, K2) ={f(z,y) :z € K1,y € K2}

1s a closed interval.

Remark 1.7. Comparing with Astels’ result, i.e. Theorem Theorem
and Corollary do not need the linked condition. Without the linked
condition, Astels cannot obtain the complete topological structure of Ky +
Ky + -+ + K4. The last two conditions in the bracket of Corollary
guarantee that f (Fl(l), F1(2)) is a closed interval. If 0., f < 0 for some ¢, then
we may prove similar results. The proof is almost the same. If the conditions
on the first-order partial derivatives are not satisfied, then we may consider
the higher-order partial derivatives. This is allowed by the Taylor’s theorem.
Naturally, we need to assume f € C* for some integer k > 2. The key is to
prove the Claim in the proof of Theorem [1.4] using the higher-order partial
derivatives. Our idea is still valid for many other fractal sets, for instance,
random self-similar sets, conformal sets and so forth. We do not introduce
similar results.

Using similar ideas as Theorem we partially describe the topologi-
cal structure of the continuous image of any self-similar sets with positive
similarity ratios.

Theorem 1.8. Let {K;}% | be self-similar sets with IFS’s
{6n,i(@) = iz + ar iy,
where 1,; € (0, 1),ak7i €R,l; € N>g. Set
Smin = min{ry; 1 1 <i<d, 1 <k <4}
Suppose that the convex hull of K; is [Aij,Bs|, i = 1,---,d. If for any

(x1,22, - ,xq) € [A1,B1] X -+ x [Ag, Bql, and 1 <1 <d,1 <k </{; —1,
Oz, f >0
Smin (4485 = A1), f) + (03(Bi) = dra1i(Ai))0, f =0,

then

f(Kl)KZa"' 7Kd) = {f(mlax2a"' axd) 1x; € Kz)]- S 1 S d}
is a union of finitely many closed intervals.
Remark 1.9. We emphasize that no separation condition is imposed on the
underlying IFS’s. Moreover, the similarity ratios are different. We compare
our result with Athreya, Reznick, and Tyson’s work. Their idea is effective

for homogeneous self-similar sets, i.e. all the contractive ratios coincide. We,
however, can handle inhomogeneous cases.

Theorem implies many results about the arithmetic on self-similar
sets. We only give two results.
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Corollary 1.10. Let K1 and Ko be two self-similar sets with the IFS’s
{¢i(z) = rixz + a; }_y, {¢;(x) = pjz + bj}?:p respectively, ri, pj € (0,1),
where
a;, bj eER,p,q € NZQ.
Suppose that the convex hull of K; is [A;, Bi], 1 = 1,2. If for any (z1,x2) €
[Al,Bl] X [AQ,BQ], and 1 Sigp—l,l S] Sq—l
Orf >0,0,f >0

$min (B2 — A2)0y f) + (¢i(B1) — ¢pi+1(A1))0ef >0
Smin ((B1 — A1)0: f) + (1 (B2) — 41(A2))0y f >0

then
I K2) ={f(z,y) v € K1,y € Ko}
s a closed interval.
Moreover, if there exists some (xo,yo) € K1 X Ko such that for any
1<i<p—-1,1<5<qg—1, we have
92 fl(z0,0) > 050y f|(z0,y0) > 0

Smin (B2 — 42)0y f(o.0)) + (@i(B1) — ¢i11(A1))0% f | (20,50) =
Smin ((Bl - Al)axf|(m0,yo)) + (w](BQ) - 7/1j+1(A2))8yf|(mo,yo) >

then f(K1,K2) ={f(z,y) : v € K1,y € K2} contains some interior.

0
0,

By Theorem under the conditions in above theorem, f(K7, K3) is a
union of finitely many closed intervals. However, under the same conditions,
we are allowed to prove

FUZ18i([Ar, Bi)),Uj (A2, Ba))) = Ui U f(&i([A1, Bil), ¥ ([Az2, Ba]))
is a closed interval. So,

F(E Ko) = f(UZ¢i([Ar, Bi]), U1 9([A2, Ba))
is a closed interval.

Corollary 1.11. Let Ky and Ko be two self-similar sets with the IFS’s
{9i(x) = rix + ai}]_ ), {¥j(x) = pjz +b;}j_y,7i, pj € (0,1), 03,05 € R.
Suppose that the convex hull of K; is [A;, Bi], A; > 0,1 =1,2. If there exists

some (xo,y0) € K1 X Ko such that
Smin(B2 — Az)xo + (¢i(B1) — ¢iy1(A41))yo > 0,1 <i<p—1
$min(B1 — A1)yo + (¥j(B2) — ¥j+1(A2))z0 > 0,1 < j < g —1,
then
Ky - Ky={z-y:x€ K,y € Kq}

contains some interior.
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Remark 1.12. It deserves to mention the following beautiful formulae[3], Q).
Let K be any self-similar set in R. Then

dimg (K - K) = min{2dimg(K), 1}.
Moreover, Hochman and Shmerkin [9] proved the following general case.
Let K7 and K9 be two self-similar sets with the IFS’s
{¢i(z) = riw + a;}]_y, {j(2) = pja + bj} 1,70, pj € (0,1), 05,05 € R.
If there exist some r; and p; such that
log r;
log p;

¢ Q,

then
dimH(Kl + KQ) = dimH(K1 . KQ) = min{dimH(Kl) + dimH(Kg), 1}.

The above formulae are elegant as they do not need any separation condition.
For the critical cases, i.e.

dimpy (K7 - K2) = 1,dimg (K7 + K2) =1,

it is natural to ask whether K7 - K9 and K7 + K5 contain some interiors.
Corollaries [1.10| and provide some checkable conditions under which
Ky - K9 and K7 + K5 contain interiors.

Now, we consider the linked condition in the Astels’ thickness theorem.
Without this condition, we still have similar results. The first result is
motivated by the author’s previous paper [10]. In fact, it is a starting point
of analyzing thickness theorems without the linked condition.

Theorem 1.13. Let K;,i = 1,2 be a Cantor set with convex hull [A;, B;].
If for any (x,y) € [A1, B1] x [A2, By,
1 O f
— < |2 <7 (Ky),
(&) = a7 =T

then f(K1, K2) is a finite union of closed intervals. Moreover, the number
of closed intervals is controlled by hy + v1 + 1, where

Ou f }
Oy f
O f

hlzﬁ{Ox:BQ_AQ
it

—_ max
|Oz| 7 (zy)€lA1,Bi1]x[A2,Bs]

It is natural to consider a function with multiple variables. The next
result is motivated by Moshchevitin[I4], who gave an elegant thickness the-
orem. However, Moshchevitin does not give a detailed proof of his thickness
theorem. The linked condition (Moshchevitin called the initial condition) is

and
|0y

v1 =440y : ————— min
! ﬁ{ v B — A1 7 (2,)€[A1,B1]x[A2,B)]
Oz and Oy denote the gaps of K1 and Kj, respectively.
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very complicated. We combine his idea with our method, and prove a thick-
ness theorem without linked condition. After removing the linked condition,
we find that the proof is similar to that of Theorem [1.13

Theorem 1.14. Let K; be a Cantor set with convex hull [A;, B;], 1 < i <d.
Define a compact set D = [A1, B1| X -+ X [Aq, Bg|. If one of the following
conditions is satisfied, i.e.

(1)

LZ' S ZSjT(Kj),l S ) S d;
J#

(2)
Ezgﬂﬁile
— 7(K;) + 15
i=1
then

f(KhKQa"' 7Kd) = {f(.%'l,xQ,"' 1xd) NS K171 S 1 S d}

is a union of finitely many closed intervals.

The following result generalizes the first result of Theorem [I.3] proved by
Astels [1].

Corollary 1.15. Let K; be a compact set with convex hull [A;, B;], 1 <i <

d. If
ZM > 1,
) T(Kl) +1
then

d
K1+K2+---+Kd: {sz$l€Kz}
i=1
is a union of finitely many closed intervals.

Remark 1.16. Astels proved, under the same condition in theorem, that
Ki+Ko+---+ Ky

contains some interiors. We, however, strengthen Astels’ result and obtain
the exact structure of K1 + Ko + --- + K4. Generally, without the linked
condition, we can only obtain that K1 + Ko 4+ --- + Ky is a finite union of
closed intervals. We give one example in Section 3. Corollary implies
the following result which generalizes the Newhouse thickness theorem. Let
{K;}?_, be two Cantor sets, if 7(K1)7(K3) > 1, which is equivalent to

(K1) T(K2)
(K 1t (k) =

then
Kl—f—KQ:{x—{—y:xEKl,yEKz}
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is a union of finitely many closed intervals. The above result can be proved
by the Newhouse’s gap lemma [20)].

Theorem [1.14] or Theorem [1.4] yields the following result.
Corollary 1.17. Let {K;}2, be Cantor sets, where K; and K; have differ-
ent convex hulls, i # j. If

inf 7(K;) > 0, min min(Kj;) > 0,
i>1 1<i<d

then there exist k different Cantor sets { K, }le C {K;} such that
I K, = {0z, 2y, € K}

is a finitely union of closed intervals.

Corollary [1.17 cannot be reproved directly by Astels [1] and Takahashi[20]
as Astels’ result only states that the multiple sum of Cantor sets comprises
interior, provided that the condition in Corollary is satisfied.

This paper is arranged as follows. In Section 2, we prove the main results.
In Section 3, we give some applications and examples. Finally, we give some
remarks and pose some problems.

2. PROOFS OF MAIN THEOREMS

Proof of Theorem [1.4] Let E(()i) = [A;, B;],1 < i < d. Suppose we have
defined (E]gl), e ,E,gd)) for some k > 0. Take a bridge I’ from E,(:) for some
i€{1,2,---,d} such that

I 1 ;
u = max max | A’ : I is a bridge taken from E](:) .
7 ST
If I’ is from some Eéi),l <i<d ie I' = Eéi) = [A;, B;], then we let
I’ = I'. Therefore,
I

|
Roughly speaking, comparing with the associated fathers, the bridge I’
has the largest “similarity ratio”.
Then we let
BN = (BEO\T)U{UL T ' eNYL EY) = BY j #4,
where each [ is one of the offspring of I’. By our algorithm, for k = d, each

E,ii), 1 <1 < d is exactly the union of all the bridges of K; in the first step.

With the construction of (E]il), cee E,gd)), we may prove by induction that
for each k € N,

(2.1) a > B,
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where
ar = min min il : I is a birdge of Y
1<i<d B; — A; k(>
B = Smin | Max max 1] : I is a birdge of E(i) .
1<i<d B, — A; k
Moreover, for each i € {1,2,--- ,d}, the number of closed intervals in E,(f)

tends to +o00 as k — +00, and the length of each closed interval in E,Ef) goes
to 0 as k — 4o0.
Note that

© .

Ki=(E),1<i<d.

k=d
Since E,(:) D E,(c:)_l for any £ > 1 and f is a continuous function, it follows
that

f(Klv"' 7Kd) = ﬂ f(E;il), s 7E]E;d))
k=d

So, to prove f(Kjy,---,Kg) is a union of finitely many closed intervals, it
suffices to prove

1 d 1 d
for any k£ > d.

By the definition of
EV1<i<d,
for any k > d there exists a unique iy (1 <ip < d) such that
Rk B B, = 50,5 #
and
E) = (B L)) U{U Iy - n' € N},

where I;, is a bridge taken from E,(jo), and U’]?/_llio j is the remaining bridges

of I;, in the next step. So, it suffices to prove
(2.3)

f(E](gl)a e 7E]ii0_1)7E](:£)1aE](:;0+1) e ’E]E;d)) = f(E](gl)a e 7E](:0)a e >E]id))

Notice that each E,(j), 1 <17 < d, is a union of finitely many closed intervals,
and we have the following property: for any closed interval

AD 1< j<d1<ij <kjk; € NY,

d . d
FUb AW Uk AD) b Ay = Uiy, A, AP AL,

Therefore, equation (2.3 can be proved via the following claim.

Claim:
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Let I; = [aj, bj] be one of the closed intervals taken from E,gj), 1<j<d.
In particular,

Ly = [aiy, big)s Ligk = [@igk, bigk], 1 < k < n’ for some n’.

We suppose without loss generality that a;x < ajok41),1 < k < n' — 1.
Then

f(P)= (@) =0

for any 1 < k < n’/ — 1,where
P = (bla"' )bioflabiok‘abio+1 7bd)
Q = (a1,"" ,Qig—1, Qigk+1, Qig+1 " ,Aq)-
By Taylor’s theorem, there exist some (C{, e ,Cg) € R% 1 < j < dsuch that
FP)=F@Q) = >0 f(d,- )b —ay)
J#io
+ 8$10f( iO’ e 761110)(171'0]6 - aiok+1)-
By ll we have 77, > SminTr, , J #19,1 < j < d. Note that
bj —aj = |Lj| :==r;(Bj — Aj) = SminT1,, (Bj — 4;),

and —b;,r + a;yk+1 is the length of some gap of I;, in the next level. By
virtue of the definition of x, we have

(=bigk + Gigkt1)

<k
|Ii0|
Therefore,
(biok - aiok-‘rl) > 7’11'0”{ =T, (Bio - Aio)/{'
Hence,
J#io
- 8:)31'0 f( {07 ) lo)rfio (B’LO - A’io)K/
> 0.

The last inequality is due to the condition in theorem. We finish the proof.
O

Proof of Theorem [1.8, The proof of Theorem is similar to that of
Theorem Let ¥, ;,i = 1,2,--- ,d denote the collection of finite words
over alphabet {1,2,---,¢;}. We suppose that each ¥, ;,i =1,2,---,d also
contains the empty word €. Let ¢. = id be the identity map of R. For a word
IeX,;ie{l,2, ---,d}, we write || for the length of I. For simplicity, we
let 7 be the similarity ratio of the similitude ¢j.
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Let spmin = min{ry; : 1 < i < d,1 < k < ¢;}. Now, we recursively

construct a sequence {(4 1,2, -+, Q.q)}e>1 of a d-tuple of subsets of
Y1 X -0 X My g. First, we let
1= = =0 4= {e}

Suppose we have defined the tuple (1,2, - ,Quq) for some k. We
take one word I’ from Uleﬁm such that its corresponding similarity ratio,
denoted by Lj/, is maximal among the associated similitudes in

U U ér.
1<i<d I€Qy,;
Namely,
Lp =max{rr: I € Q;,1<i<d}.
Suppose I" € Qy,; for some ¢, 1 <i < d, then we let
Qi = Qi \ VUG5 =1,2,--- 4}
and
Qv = Qg J # 0.
By the above construction, for each k > 1, we may prove by induction that

min{r; : I € Q4,1 <i <d} > spinmax{ry: [ € Qi;,1 <i<d}.

Moreover,
inf{|I|:1 € Q;} = oo as k — oo.
Note that
oo
K= ()Eri1<i<d,
k=1
where

Eyi = Ureq,, ¢1([Ai, Bi])-
Since Ey; D Ejy1; for any k> 1 and f is a continuous function,

f(Kl," : 7Kd) == ﬂ f(Ek,l)' T 7Ek,d)‘
k=d

Hence, to prove f(Ki,---,Ky) is a union of finitely many closed intervals,
it suffices to prove

(2.4) f(Ert,- Era) = [(Eggr1, 5 EBry1,a)

for any k > d.

By the definition of
Qi1 <i<d, 1<k <Y,
for any k > 1 there exists a unique iy (1 < ig < d) such that

Qk-‘rl,io - ka,ioa Qk;—i—l,j = Qk,j,j 75 10-
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We suppose
Qk+17i0 = (Qk,io \I/) U {I/] : j = 1727 e 7£i0}'
Thus,
Eri10 © Ekjio» Ertr,j = gy J # o,
and

L
Eyt10 = Ureay i \(1391([Aig; Bio]) U (U221 6175([Aig, Big ]))-
Hence, to prove equation(2.4)), it suffices to prove
(2.5)
f(Ek),17 e 7Ek,i0—17 Ek—l—l,io) Ek,i0+1 T 7Ek,d) = f(Ek,lu e )Ek,i07 e 7Ek),d)

for any k > d. Notice that each Ej;,1 < i < d, is a union of finitely many
closed intervals. So, equation (2.5)) can be proved via the following claim.

Claim:
Let ¢1,([Aj, Bj]) be one of the closed intervals taken from Ej;,I; €
Qg ;,1 <j <d. Then
f(P) = f(Q1) =0
for any 1 < k < /¢;, — 1,where
Pro= (¢1,(B1), 01, 1 (Big-1), b1, k(Big), #1011 (Big+1) -+, ¢1,(Ba))
Q1 = (on (A1), -, 01 (Aig—1), b1, (k+1) (Aig), Py 1 (Aig 1) -+ 5 01,(Ad))-

In other words, if the Claim is proved, then we finish the proof of equation
(2.5). By Taylor’s theorem, there exist some (nf,---,nk) e R, 1<k <d
such that

FP) = f(Q) = D Ou S0, ), (B — A)
k#io
 Ouy SO D)L, (Dhio (Big) — Gktvio (Aig))-
Note that for any I € € ;,1 <1i <d,
TI 2 SminTl, = SminTr, and Oy, f > 0.
Therefore, by the conditions in Theorem
F(P) = (@) = > 0u S+ 1) SminTry, (Br — Ar)
kio
+ Ou S, )L (Dhio (Big) — Ghatio(Ad))

= T, Z 8$kf(77]f7 T 7775)5min(Bk — Ap)
ki
r1g On f (015 1) (Do (Bio) — et 1,io (Aig))
> 0.

The last inequality is due to the condition in theorem. We finish the proof.
O
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We now prove Theorem [I.14] for the case d = 2. This simple case is helpful
to understand the complete proof of Theorem

Theorem 2.1. Let K;,i = 1,2 be a Cantor set with convex hull [A;, B;]. If
for any (z,y) € [A1, B1] x [A2, Ba], we have one of the following conditions,
i.€.

(1)
T(K1)T(K2) > 1179

L |
() = [a,7] =T

then f(K1, K2) is a finitely union of closed intervals.

Proof. We only prove the statement under the first condition. The second
is similar. First, it is easy to prove

f(K1, Ks) € H = f([A1, Bi], [A2, Be))
as K; C [A;,B;],1 <i <2 Ifwe€ H and w ¢ f(K1,K>), then the curve
f(z,y) = w does not meet K; x Ky. We define
Uy = {(z,y) € [A1, B1] x [A2, By] : f(z,y) = w}.
Hence, we can find countably many rectangles of the form
R = Om X [AQ,BQ] or [Al,Bl] X Oy

such that ¥, is covered by these rectangles, where O, and O, denote the
deleted gaps from K; and Ko, respectively. By the continuity of f, ¥,, is a
compact set. So we can find finitely many rectangles

RlvRQa"' 7Rn
such that

\I/w C U?:lR’L
We split the proof in two cases.

Case 1. If the finite covering comprises both of the vertical and horizontal
rectangles, i.e. it simultaneously consists of the following form,

Oy % [A2, By, [A1, B1] x O,.
Let
Gz = Ly + SpTa, oy = Ly + Sy1y,
where 7, = 7(K1), 7y = 7(K2), D = [A1, B1] x [A2, By], and

L,= max |=—|,S, = min —f r=Ty = &,
(z,y)eD ox (z,y)eD ox Sz

I g . L,
= max |=—|,S,= min ||, ro =1, = —>.

Y (z,y)eD 83/ Y (z,y)€D 8@/ 2 Y Sy
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Without loss of generality, we assume that for some O,,
|0yl @y < [Oz]@
holds for any O,.
By the implicit function theorem and the condition
T(K1)T(K2) > L;iS; > 0,

the curve ¥,, determines a local function, denoted by y = g(z), on some
open interval. By the Heine-Borel covering theorem, i.e. any open cover of
a closed interval must have a finite subcover, the function is indeed global.
As such y = g(x) is a function defined on [A;, B;]. By our assumption, for
any (x,y) € [A1, B1] x [A2, Ba], |fz] > 0,|fy| > 0. Since f(z,y) € C1, it
follows that f, and f, are monotonic with respective to x and y, respectively.
Therefore, % = —j:y # 0, which yields that y = g(z) is monotonic. In the
x

remaining proof, we always suppose g(x) is increasing.

Since the curve ¥,, is contained in U}’ ; R;, if the curve meets the boundary

of some
[Al,Bl] X Oy or Ox X [AQ,BQ],
for instance, we may suppose that ¥,, intersects with
[AlaBl] X Oy = [AlaBl] X (ayaby)

at the point (z¢, yo), where yo = by, then there must exist a vertical rectangle
O, X [Az, Bs| such that (xg,yo) € O, X [Aa, Ba]. We may suppose the curve
U, enters and leaves the rectangle as described in Figure 1. Hence, we can
find some z € [A1, By] and a bridge of K; with length p, such that

(2.6) 10y| > |g(z + pe) — g(2)].
Oy Pl P2
|
Os, Os,

FIGURE 1. The curve enters and leaves [Ay, B1] x O,.

By the mean value theorem, there exists some 1 € (x,x + p,) such that

fa

fz
— 7 Pz =10z
7" (@4

Y

>

9(x + p2) — g(2)] = |9’ (n)pz| =

9
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where O, is the adjoint (or one of the gaps, i.e. in Figure 1, O, = O, or
Oz = Oy, ) gap of the bridge, and we use the fact py > |Oz|7, in terms of
the definition of thickness. Therefore,

By the definition of ¢,,

(2.7) OylOy| > Sz|Og| T + SylOy|Ty.
Note that

10.] _ 10,]

Oy T Oz

This together with (2.7) imply that
Sz|Oylme | 5ylOy|Ty
+ )
o Py

Oy| >

i.e.
Tx T
1> Y

+ S TpTy < Tyly-
Yy zly
Tp + Tx Ty + Ty

We find a contradiction.

Case 2. If U, is contained in a unique Oy X [Ag, Bo] or [A1, Bi] X Oy,
in this case, we shall prove that the parameter of the curve W,,, ie. w,
only takes values from a finite union of open intervals. Therefore, we show
f(K1, K2) is a finite union of closed intervals.

First, since f(z,y) is C*, it follows that the derivative of the curve W, is
bounded, i.e. there exist some constants ci, co such that

dy _‘_fw
Jy

0<e < < co.

dzx

Hence, the curve ¥,, cannot lie in some [Aq, B1] x Oy (if the curve lies in
some O X [Ag, Bo], the discussion is similar), where |O,| < (B1 — A1)ci. As
for this case, by the Lagrange theorem, there exists some xy € [A1, By] such
that the derivative of the curve ¥, at xg should be smaller than

Oy
Bi-A =
Hence, for any w, if the curve ¥,, is contained in a unique O, x [Asg, Bs] or
[A1, Bi] x Oy, then there exist only finitely many such rectangles. Now, we
prove that the parameter of the curve ¥,,, i.e. w, only takes values from a
finite union of open intervals. Recall that we assume y = g(z) is increasing.
For two different parameters w; and ws, we consider

f(xvy) = w; and f(xvy) = W3-

Let y = g(x) and y = h(x) be two functions of these two curves, respectively.
We note that

g (z) = h(z)
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for any x € [A1, By]. By the Lagrange theorem, g(x) = h(z) + ¢, where c is
a translation. Hence, if the curve ¥, lies in some

[A1, B1] x Oy = [A1, B1] x (ay, by),
then we may translate the curve vertically, and w can only takes value in
(0,by — g(B1)). We finish the proof.

For the second statement, we can prove in a similar way. First, under the
condition
1 O f

- S e
T(K 1) ayf
we claim that the Case 1 cannot occur. The proof is essentially the same as

the first statement. Second, for the Case 2, the proof is exactly the same.
We omit the details.

Finally, the number of closed intervals in Theorem has already been
proved via Case 2. ([l

< 7(K>),

Proof of Theorem [1.14] We only prove this result under the second con-
dition. For the first condition, the idea is the same. First, it is easy to
prove

f(Kl, cee ,Kd) C H := f([Al,Bl] X - X [Ad,Bd]).
Ifwe Hand w ¢ f(Ki,---,Ky), then the hypersurface f(z1, -+ ,2) = w
does not intersect with

K1 XKQ X XKd.
Now we construct the following set
\Ilw = {('Ilava"' axd) € [AlaBl] XKoo X [Aded] : f(xlv' o 7l‘d) = U)}

Hence, we can find countably many d-dimensional cubes of the form

C = [Al,Bl] XKoo XAZ' X X [Ad,Bd],l SZSd,

where A; denotes the deleted open interval from K;. Namely, only the i-th
direction of the cube is an open set, and the rest directions are the convex
hull of Kj,j # 1.

By the continuity of f, ¥,, is a compact set. Therefore, there exist finitely
many d-dimensional cubes, i.e.

017027”' 7Cn
such that

v, C Uﬁle’i.
We discuss in two cases.

Case 1. If the finite covering consists of all the directions, then we shall
find some contradiction. We write |A;| for the length of the open interval
from the i-th direction, and p; for the length of the appropriate adjoint
bridge of A;, where 1 < i < d.
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By the finiteness of the covering, we can find some %, such that
‘Az’¢z S ‘Aj‘¢j7 fOI‘ all j 7& i,
where
Now, we prove that
(2.8) Lil A > ) 87 (K;)|4,].
J#1
First, by the implicit function theorem and the Heine-Borel covering theo-
rem, we can find a unique global function

i ¢ [A1, B x oo x [Aio, Bica] X [Aig1, Biga] x -+ x [Ag, Bg] = R.
More specifically,
x; =G(x1, i1, Tiv1, - ,2q), 1 <i <d.

Note that the hypersurface

f(fl?17"' ;xd) =w
is contained in the union of some cubes with the form

Cj=[A1,B1] x -+ xAj x -+ x[Ag,Bq],1 <j<d.

By assumption, each direction is contained. For the hypersurface

@y, ma) = w
we suppose it determines a unique function

i = G210 Tim1, Tigd, 5 Td)s
where for the index i, we have
|Aild; < |Aj|e;, for all j # .

The hypersurface

f(xla"' axd) =w
partially lies in the cube

AN=[A1,B1] x - X A; x -+ X [Ag, Bg).
Thus, we can find some points X7, Xo from

[A1, B1] x -+ x [Aj—1, Bi—1] x [Ait1, Biy1] -+ x [Ag, Bal,

1.e.
X1 = (x14+01p1,- i1 + 0i—1Pi—1, Tit1 + Oit1Pit1, "+ > Td + 0dpd)
Xo = (@1, ,Zi—1,Tit1, -, Zqd)-

such that

fz;
Al > |G(X1) — G(X2)| = Z—]T%ﬂj ,
j#i T
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where

5 — 1,fmj>0
T -1 fyy <0

The reader may refer to inequality (2.6)). The idea is similar. Equivalently,
we have

|fx1”AZ| > fojéjpj .
J#
By the definition of §;, f;;d; > 0. Hence,

Lil Al 2 | fal | > Y fa,di05| 2 Sips,
J#i J#
ie.
LilAil > ) S;p;.
J#
By the definition of Newhouse thickness, p; > 7(K;)|A;|, j # i. Therefore,
(2.9) Lil Ai > Sim(K5)| A
J#

By (2.9),
d
(2.10) Gil Al = Lil Ail + Sim(Ki) | Al > Y S5 (K;)| Ayl
j=1

Recall that
|Az|¢)z S |AJ’|¢J’, fOT all ] 75 7.
Rewriting inequality (2.10]), we have
d

d d d
S;T(K;)|A, SiT(K;)| A S;T(K;) T(K;)
1> J 250 J 3251 J i) _ i
2 il Al ; 05141 JZ; ®; Z;T(Kj)Jr?“j
which contradicts the assumption

d
(Ki)
2wy

i=1

J=1

Now, we consider Case 1 under the first condition:

Li <) Sm(Kj),1<i<d.
J#i
When we choose A;, we assume that its length is minimal among all the
rectangles, i.e.

1Al < Al # 5.
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Therefore, we still have
(2.11) Lil Ai > S57(K5)| A
J#
This together with the minimality of the length of A; imply that
Lil Ay > ) Syr(Kj)A =) Syr (KA.
J#i J#i
Therefore,
L; > ZSjT(Kj)'
J#i
We find a contradiction again.

Case 2. If some directions are not included in the finite covering, then
we prove the parameter of the curve ¥, i.e. w, can only be taken from a
finite union of open intervals. We denote these open intervals by Ufolej,
where kg € NT is a fixed number. Therefore,

f(K17 T 7K2) = f([Alv Bl]’ T [Aded]) \ (U;?O:I j)v
i.e. it is a union of finitely many closed intervals.
We prove the above statement by some cases.

Case 2.1 If only one direction is included, without loss of generality, we
may suppose the covering of W,, is of the following form:

A X [Ag, Bo] x -+ x [Ag, Bal,

where A is some deleted open interval from Kj. Note that for any two gaps
of K1, i.e. A and A, we have Ay NA; =0,k # . Hence,

(Ag x [Ag, Bo] X - x [Ag, Bg]) N (A} x [Ag, Ba] X « -+ x [Ag, Bg]) = 0,k # 1.
In other words, by the continuity of f(x1,---,x4), the hyperplane ¥,, can
be covered by a unique

I'=A x[A2,Bs] x -+ x [Ag, Bg].
By the implicit function theorem and Heine-Borel covering theorem, the

hypersurface ¥,, uniquely determines the function z1 = U(za,x3,- - ,xq),
where U is a continuous function. Hence,

|A‘ > Umax - Umina
where Upnax and Upi, stand for the maximal and minimal values of U.

Given two parameters w; and ws, we consider the hypersurfaces

f((L'l,{L'Q, e ,1‘d) = wq, f((L'l,{L'Q, e ,1‘d) = w2q.
Suppose they determine the function U(xe, x3, - - - ,xq) and V (z2, 23, -+ , 24),
respectively. Note that
ou oV
= j:2v3aad

9z, ~ 0,
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Let W = U — V. Applying the mean value theorem to W, there exists some
constant(translation) ¢ such that

U=V +ec

Hence, we translate the hypersurface x; = U(xg,x3,--- ,x24) on I', and the
parameter w can only be in a finite open interval. The reason why we obtain
the open interval is due to the open set A, i.e. the maximal value of the
function x; = U(z2,x3,- -+ ,x4) cannot reach the boundary of A. Hence, we
have proved that if only one direction is included, then f(Ki, Ko, -+, Ky)
is a finitely union of closed intervals.

Case 2.2
If k£ directions are included, where k € {2,--- ,d — 1}, without loss of
generality, we may suppose the covering of ¥, is of the following form:
[Al,Bﬂ X oo X Aj X [Aj+1,Bj+1] X oo X [Ad,Bd],

where Aj;,1 < j < k, is a gap of Kj, and for the last d — k directions, we
always use [Agy1, Brt1] X -+ X [Aqg, Bg]. First, we claim that the length of
each gap A; of K;,1 < j < k has a uniform lower bound. The proof is
similar to the Case 2.1. By the implicit function theorem and the Heine-
Borel covering theorem, the equation

f(xla'IZv"' axd) =w

determines a unique continuous function
xj=U(w1, i1, Tj11, L)

on [Al,Bﬂ X oo X [Aj—laBj—l] X [Aj+1,Bj+1] X oo X [Ad,Bd},l < j < k.
Hence, the function U has the maximal and minimal values on its domain
(we denote them by Unax and Umin, respectively), and |A;| > Unax — Umin.

Hence, for any w, the covering of the hypersurface ¥,, should satisfy
a basic condition, i.e. each |Aj| > ¢3 > 0 for some uniform c3, where
1 < j < k. In other words, we have shown the following key result.

Lemma 2.2. There exist finite sets of the following form
[A1, Ba] x -+ x Aj X [Aji1, Bjja] x -+ % [Aqg, B,
such that for any w, hypersurface V., can be uniformly covered by the above

finite covering, where Aj,1 < j <k is some gap of K;.

We note that for any constant a € R, the hypersurfaces

f(x1, 20, zg) = w
and

flzi, e, ,2q) = a
determine the same function up to a translation. Namely, they determine
functions

Ty = U(ml,xz, L1, Ljl, uJUd)
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and
Tg = V(:L’l,l’g, e ,:L'jfl,l‘j+1, s ,l‘d),
respectively, where kK + 1 < j < d. These two functions coincide up to a
translation c, i.e.
Ty = 2q +cC.
The proof is similar to the discussion in Case 2.1. We omit the details.
Lemma [2:2] and the above discussion imply the following.

Lemma 2.3. If we translate the hypersurface x,,, then we can find all pos-
sible choices of w such that the translated hypersurface, i.e.

Ty + C,
s always is contained in the uniform finite covering of hypersurface

f(xl7$27"' 7xd) =w.

Without loss of generality, we assume the hypersurface

flxy, e, - ,xq) =w
determines the function
Tw =25 = U(x1, 22, -+ ,Tj1,j41,+ , Td),
for some j € {k+1,---,d}. By the implicit function theorem, we have
oz;  fi

=ik 1<ji<d.
o2, fjﬂ#J, +1<5<

Since f(z1,---,z4) € C' and |f;| > 0,1 < i < d, it follows that
fi>0or f; <0,1<i<d
on [A1, Bi] X - -+ X [Aqg, Bg]. We suppose without loss of generality that
fi<0,1<i<d.
Hence,
0z _ﬁ

_ L, L<i<d
oz, fj<0,z7éj,k‘—|— <j<d

So, the maximal and minimal values of

xj =U(x1,22,  ,Tj—1,Tjq1, " > Td)
on [Al,Bl] X oo X [Aj—lyBj—l] X [Aj+1,Bj+1] X X [Ad,Bd] are
U(Ar,-- Aj—1,Ajq, -+, Ag) and U(By, -+ -, Bj—1, Bj+1, -+ , Ba),

respectively. By our assumption, in the finite covering, each cube does not
consist of the j-th direction £ + 1 < 5 < d. We translate the hypersurface
xj =U(x1,22, -+ ,Tj—1,%j41, - ,2q) via U + ¢, where ¢ is some constant.
The parameter ¢ can be chosen in an open set. When we translate the hyper-
surface x; = U, it always lies in the original finite covering. The supremum
and infimum of the parameter ¢, happen exactly when the hypersurface
U + ¢ reaches the boundary of finite covering. So, by Lemmas [2.2] and [2.3]
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w can be chosen in an open set. For other remaining directions, the proof
is similar. We are done. O

3. APPLICATIONS AND EXAMPLES

We first give the following example to illustrate that although the thick-
nesses of Cantor sets are small, we still have similar consequence as the
Newhouse’s thickness theorem.

Example 3.1. Let K; be a self-similar set with the IFS

x x

{fi@) =T, fala) = T +03}.
Let K = K1 U (K1 + 0.6), where

Ki+06={z+06:2¢€ K}
K is a Cantor set with convex hull [0, 1]. Note that
1
=5
Hence, the Newhouse thickness theorem cannot be used for K+ K. Nonethe-
less, it is easy to prove that K + K is also a self-similar set with the IFS

{hw =550 =220

The convex hull of K is [0,2]. Hence, it is easy to check
£i(10,2]) N fia([0,2]) # 0,1 <3 < 8.

T(K) = 7(K7)

6
,2§z'§8,f9(:c)=mz }

Therefore,
K+ K =0,2].

By Corollary we have

Example 3.2. Let J = [0,1/9] N C, where C is the middle-third Cantor
set. Then

J+C =1[0,4/9U[6/9,10/9].

For the next application, we consider the Egyptian fractions. Erdds and
Straus [4] posed the following celebrated conjecture.

Conjecture 3.3. For any positive integer n > 2 the equation
4 1 1 1

- )

n T Yy =z

has a solution in positive integers x, ¥y, and z.

Motivated by this conjecture, we have the following result.
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Theorem 3.4. Let C be the middle-third Cantor set. Then
L L L L covont<i<al = o0)
c C C C o 1 X9 xrs3 x4 T == o '

Namely, for any a € [4,00), there exist some x; € C,1 < i < 4 such that

1 1 1 1
a=—+—+—+—.
T T2 I3 T4
Moreover, our result is sharp in the sense that

it 1t 1.1
ccTcc"C

18 not an interval.

1 1 1 1
First, we let f(z,y,z,w) = —— — = — — — —. By Theorem

T Yy 2z w
f([2/3a 1] N C’ [2/3’ 1] N Ca [2/37 1] N Ca [2/3a 1] N C) = [_6a _4]7
which implies
1 1

1 1

For any x € C, we always have x/3 € C. This fact together with the above
inclusion yield that

l—I-l+l+l:)[1218]

c C C cC T
Hence, to prove

ctcTecTocTH®
it suffices to show ) ) ) .

— 4+ =4+ =+ = 6,12].

ctetote 612

Similarly, by Theorem
f([2/97 1/3] n Ca [2/97 1/3] n C: [2/97 1/3} n Ca [2/37 1] N C) = [_15a _10]

Therefore,
1+1+1+1D[1015]
c ¢ C C T
Hence, it remains to show
1+1+1+13[610]
c C C C T

In terms of Theorem
£(16/27,7/27] 0 C,[8/27,1/3] N C, [2/3,1] N C, [2/3,1] N C) > [-10, —7].

As such,
1+1+1+13[710]
c ¢ C C T
By virtue of Theorem [I.4] again,

F([8/27,1/3] N C,[2/3,1] N C,[2/3,1] N C, [2/3,1] N C) > [-63/8, —6].
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Thus,
1+1+1+1 D [6,63/8]
c ¢ C C ’ )
For the sharpness, it is easy to check that

1
= C[1,3/2U[3,0).

Therefore,
1 1 1 1 1
c + C + rol C [3,4.5] U [5, +00), C + C C [2,3] U4, +00).

4. FINAL REMARKS AND SOME PROBLEMS

In this paper, we only consider the problems in R. It is interesting to
consider similar problems in R%,d > 2. For instance, given E,F C R¢,
define a continuous function g : R?*¢ — R? It would be interesting to
consider when g(E, F') contains some hypersurface.

Motivated by some famous conjectures in analytic number theory, many
problems can be asked. For instance, it is natural to ask the following
Fermat’s last theorem on the middle-third Cantor set.

Conjecture 4.1. Let n € N>3. Then whether there exist z,y,z € CN(0,1)
such that

"+ oyt = 2"

We give some remarks on the above conjecture. If
(z,y,2) € (CN(0,1)) x (€N (0,1)) x (C'N(0,1))

and

:L,n _|_ yn — ZTL,
then (z/3,4/3,2/3) € (CN(0,1)) x (CN(0,1)) x (CN(0,1)) is also a solution
of the above Fermat’s equation. In other words, if we can find one solution,
then we can find countably many solutions. Moreover, by the main result
of Athreya, Reznick, and Tyson [2], i.e.

T > [...2...3

n=—0oo

The Fermat’s equation can be rewritten as

n
(5) +(2) =1
z z
Note that

() @) avecsecrmpe (§)+ (6)
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where

(&) (&) = () + (1) ecmecro).
If

(o) +(5)

then we disprove the above conjecture. However, for any n > 2, we always
have

(6 (6

Similar problems can be asked. For instance,

Problem 4.2. Finding all possible

(z,y,2) € (CN(0,1)) x (CN(0,1)) x (CN(0,1))

such that
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