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ABSTRACT. We develop the geometry of Hurwitz continued fractions, a major tool in understand-
ing the approximation properties of complex numbers by ratios of Gaussian integers. Based on
a thorough study of the geometric properties of Hurwitz continued fractions, among other things,
we determine that the space of valid sequences is not a closed set of sequences. Additionally, we
establish a comprehensive metrical theory for Hurwitz continued fractions.

Let Φ ∶ N → R>0 be any function. For any complex number z and n ∈ N, let an(z) denote the
nth partial quotient in the Hurwitz continued fraction of z. One of the main results of this paper is
the computation of the Hausdorff dimension of the set

E(Φ)∶= {z ∈ C ∶ ∣an(z)∣ ≥ Φ(n) for infinitely many n ∈ N} .
This study is a complex analog of a well-known result of Wang and Wu [Adv. Math. 218 (2008),
no. 5, 1319–1339].
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1. INTRODUCTION

A classical result states that for each real number x there is a sequence (An(x))n≥0 of integers,
where An(x) ≥ 1 for n ≥ 1, such that

x = A0(x) + 1

A1(x) + 1

A2(x) + 1⋱

.

Such expansion, which is infinite if and only if x is an irrational number, is known as the regular
(real) continued fraction of x. Regular continued fractions are a fundamental tool for understand-
ing irrational numbers, partly due to their ability to provide the best rational approximations of
real numbers [9]. However, their applications go beyond this property. They enable us to draw
connections with various branches of mathematics such as dynamical systems, ergodic theory, and
fractal geometry, thus unveiling shared characteristics among different classes of irrational num-
bers [3, 11, 20, 22, 49, 56]. We refer the reader to [41] for the classical theory of regular continued
fractions and to [7] for a modern account.

The Borel-Bernstein Theorem (see, for example, [7, Theorem 1.11]) and similar results pro-
vide us with families of null sets (Lebesgue measure zero) determined by their continued fraction
expansions and, hence, by their approximation properties. A classic example is the set of badly
approximable numbers; this is precisely the set of real numbers with bounded partial quotients.
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Hausdorff and packing dimensions have been used to determine the size of such sets. The research
in this vein dates back to Jarnı́k [39], who proved that the set of badly approximable numbers has
full Hausdorff dimension. Good’s celebrated work [27] concerns the size of small null sets ob-
tained by imposing asymptotic conditions on the partial quotients (for refinements and extensions,
see [47, 55]). The Hausdorff dimension of the null sets appearing in the Borel-Bernstein Theorem
was calculated by Wang and Wu in their seminal paper [55]. Other sets related to Diophantine
approximation, such as the Markov and Lagrange spectrum, have also been studied with the aid of
regular continued fractions [48].

Regular continued fractions link analytic and algebraic properties of irrational numbers. Among
the classical results in this direction, we have Lagrange’s Theorem on quadratic surds [41, Theorem
28] or Liouville’s construction of transcendental numbers, where transcendence is obtained by
ensuring good rational approximation [41, Section 9]. More recently, Adamczewski and Bugeaud
used Schmidt’s Subspace Theorem to build families of badly approximable transcendental numbers
[1, 8].

Extending the theory of continued fraction expansions to higher dimensions while preserving
most of the aforementioned properties is, thus, highly desirable. However, such extensions are far
from straightforward and may not always be possible. In this paper, we focus on the complex plane
C. In C, several continued fraction algorithms have been suggested depending on the preferred
properties [12, 34, 36, 45, 50, 51]. In all of these expansions, the resulting space of sequences
is a major concern. However, Shallit’s work [51] completely describes the sequence space of his
algorithm using automata theory. In [36], Adolf Hurwitz introduced a complex continued fraction
algorithm. Hurwitz continued fractions (defined in Section 4) give a continued fraction expansion
for complex numbers that share several helpful properties with regular continued fractions (see,
for example, propositions 4.1 and 4.2). In particular, they provide good Gaussian rational approx-
imations to a given complex number. In [44], Lakein relied on these approximation properties to
obtain a new proof of Ford’s Theorem on approximation to complex numbers by elements of Q(i).
A word of caution: while drawing an analogy between Hurwitz and the nearest-integer continued
fraction algorithm may seem more natural, we choose to focus on the more widely studied regular
continued fractions.

The theory of Hurwitz continued fractions has recently been used in complex Diophantine ap-
proximation, yet it is far from being as well understood as their real counterpart. In [14, Section 7],
Dani and Nogueira extended their work [13] on real binary quadratic forms to complex numbers us-
ing Hurwitz continued fractions. In [53], Simmons studied Diophantine approximation properties
of Hurwitz continued fractions when restricted to real numbers by comparing them with regular
continued fractions. Hines [33] and González Robert [26] showed independently that badly ap-
proximable complex numbers have bounded Hurwitz continued fraction partial quotients. Hines’
work, however, includes other quadratic imaginary fields. There are some (rather surprising) re-
sults on the partial quotients of complex algebraic numbers. Hensley [31] was the first to find
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examples of algebraic complex numbers of degree four over Q(i) and with bounded complex par-
tial quotients. This was subsequently generalized by Bosma and Gruenewald [5], who showed that,
for every even integer d, there exist algebraic complex non-real numbers of degree d over Q for
which the Hurwitz continued fraction expansion has bounded partial quotients. In [26], González
Robert constructed a family of badly approximable transcendental complex numbers giving a par-
tial analog of [8]. In [30], He and Xiong calculated the Hausdorff dimension of sets of complex
numbers that can be approximated by quotients of Gaussian integers at a given order ψ but no
better. This is a complex version of a problem solved by Bugeaud [6]. Lastly, the theory developed
in this paper was applied by Garcı́a-Ramos, González Robert, and Hussain to study topological,
dynamical, and descriptive set-theoretic properties of Hurwitz continued fractions [23]. Some of
the applications in their paper include determining the rank in the Borel hierarchy of the set of
Hurwitz normal numbers with respect to the complex Gauss measure and the construction of a
family of complex transcendental numbers with bounded partial quotients.

In this paper, we compute the Hausdorff dimension of sets of complex numbers whose Hurwitz
continued fraction has a subsequence of partial quotients of fast growth. Consequently, we obtain
a complex analog of the Borel-Bernstein refinement by Wang-Wu [55]. A significant part of our
work is dedicated to studying two intimately related aspects of Hurwitz continued fractions: their
geometric properties and their symbolic space. In particular, we show that the space of sequences,
the partial quotients in the Hurwitz continued fraction of a complex number, is not a closed subset
of the space of sequences of Gaussian integers Z[i]N (see the proof of Lemma 6.5). However,
we can replace it with the closure of a subset R of Z[i]N. The set R will be defined in simple
topological terms in Section 4.

Let us state our main results. For any t ∈ R, we let ⌊t⌋ be the integer part of t, that is

⌊t⌋∶=max{m ∈ Z ∶m ≤ t}.
For each z ∈ C, define the nearest Gaussian integer [z] to z as

[z]∶= ⌊Re(z) + 1

2
⌋ + i ⌊Im(z) + 1

2
⌋ .

Define the set
F∶= {z ∈ C ∶ [z] = 0}.

We will restrict our attention to F. Note that F is the unit square centered at the origin whose
sides are parallel to the coordinate axes, it includes the left and the bottom sides and excludes the
remaining two. Also, the Gaussian integral translates of F form a partition of C. The rigorous
definitions of Hurwitz continued fractions and some related terms are fully explained in Section
4. For now, we just need to know that the Hurwitz continued fraction process associates to each
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complex number z a (finite or infinite) sequence (an(z))n≥0 in Z[i] such that

(1) z = [a0(z);a1(z), a2(z), . . .] = a0(z) + 1

a1(z) + 1

a2(z) + 1⋱

.

If z ∈ F, then a0(z) = 0 and we denote the continued fraction in (1) by [a1(z), a2(z), . . .] or simply[a1, a2, . . .]. For any B > 1, we write

(2) sB ∶= lim
n→∞ inf

⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩ρ ≥ 0 ∶ ∑(a1,...,an)∈R(n)
( 1

Bn∣qn(a1, . . . , an)∣2)
ρ < 1⎫⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎭ .

Let dimH(A) denote the Hausdorff dimension of a given subset A ⊆ C, we refer the reader to
[18] for an account of the theory of Hausdorff dimension. Write ∥z∥∶=max{∣Re(z)∣, ∣ Im(z)∣} for
any z ∈ C.

Theorem 1.1. For any function Φ ∶ N→ R>0, define the set

E∞(Φ)∶= {z ∈ F ∶ ∥an(z)∥ ≥ Φ(n) for infinitely many n ∈ N}
and B ≥ 1 by

logB = lim inf
n→∞

logΦ(n)
n

.

The Hausdorff dimension of E∞(Φ) is as follows:

i. If B = 1, then dimH(E∞(Φ)) = 2.
ii. If 1 < B <∞, then dimH(E∞(Φ)) = sB.

iii. When B =∞, let b be given by

log b = lim inf
n→∞

log logΦ(n)
n

.

Then, we have

dimH(E∞(Φ)) = 2

1 + b.
Remark 1.2. Theorem 1.1 holds if we replace ∥ ⋅ ∥ with the complex absolute value ∣ ⋅ ∣. Indeed, for
every Φ ∶ N→ R>0 and c > 0, we have

lim inf
n→∞

logΦ(n)
n

= lim inf
n→∞

log cΦ(n)
n

,

lim inf
n→∞

log logΦ(n)
n

= lim inf
n→∞

log log cΦ(n)
n

.

Then, by Theorem 1.1, dimH(E∞(Φ)) = dimH(E∞(cΦ)). Putting

E(Φ)∶= {z ∈ C ∶ ∣an(z)∣ ≥ Φ(n) for infinitely many n ∈ N} ,
we have

E∞ (2− 1
2Φ) ⊆ E(Φ) ⊆ E∞(Φ),
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and, thus,
dimH(E(Φ)) = dimH(E∞(Φ)).

A crucial step towards proving Theorem 1.1 is the computation of the Hausdorff dimension of
the sets F (B) for B > 1, defined as

F (B)∶= {z = [a1, a2, . . .] ∈ F ∶ ∥an(z)∥ ≥ Bn for infinitely many n ∈ N}.
Theorem 1.3. For each 1 < B <∞, we have dimH(F (B)) = sB.

In [47], Łuczak calculated the Hausdorff dimension of sets of real numbers with fastly growing
partial quotients. Given x ∈ (0,1)∖Q, let [A1(x),A2(x), . . .] denote its regular continued fraction.
For b, c > 1, define the sets

Ξ̃R(b, c)∶= {x ∈ (0,1) ∶ cbn ≤ An(x) for all n ∈ N},
ΞR(b, c)∶= {x ∈ (0,1) ∶ cbn ≤ An(x) for infinitely many n ∈ N}.

Theorem 1.4 (Łuczak, [47]). For every pair of real numbers b, c > 1, we have

dimH (Ξ̃R(b, c)) = dimH (ΞR(b, c)) = 1

1 + b.
The case B =∞ in Theorem 1.1 requires a complex version of Theorem 1.4.

Theorem 1.5. If b, c > 1, then

2

1 + b = {z ∈ F ∶ cbn ≤ ∣an(z)∣ for all n ∈ N}
= {z ∈ F ∶ cbn ≤ ∣an(z)∣ for infinitely many n ∈ N} .

Theorem 1.5 provides an alternative proof of the lower bound in Good’s theorem for Hurwitz
continued fractions [25, Theorem 1.3]; that is,

dimH ({z ∈ F ∶ lim
n→∞ ∣an(z)∣ =∞}) = 1.

Certainly, note that for any pair of real numbers b > 1 and c > 1, we have

{z ∈ F ∶ cbn ≤ ∣an(z)∣ for all n ∈ N} ⊆ {z ∈ F ∶ lim
n→∞ ∣an(z)∣ =∞} .

Theorem 1.5 implies that

2

1 + b ≤ dimH ({z ∈ F ∶ lim
n→∞ ∣an(z)∣ =∞})

and letting b→ 1 we conclude that

1 ≤ dimH ({z ∈ F ∶ lim
n→∞ ∣an(z)∣ =∞}) .

The upper bound can be shown with a natural covering argument.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains a summary of notation. In Section 3, we
establish some terminology concerning Gaussian-integral translations and the complex inversion.
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In Section 4, we define Hurwitz continued fractions and recall some of their basic properties;
in particular, we define various types of cylinders (regular, irregular, extremely irregular, full, and
almost full). In Sections 5 and 6, we study the geometric properties of Hurwitz continued fractions.
More precisely, in Section 5, we discuss the symmetries and the size of regular cylinders. In
Section 6, we estimate how many regular cylinders of a given level are intersected by small discs.
These estimate will be used for the lower bound in Theorem 1.3. The detailed explanation of
the geometric aspects of Hurwitz continued fractions is of independent interest. In Section 7, we
discuss how we can approximate irregular numbers by regular numbers (defined in Section 4).
Sections 8 and 9 are dedicated to the proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.5, respectively. Section 10
contains the proof of Theorem 1.1. Lastly, in 11, we give some final remarks and open problems.

Acknowledgements. Yann Bugeaud is partially supported by project ANR-18-CE40-0018 funded
by the French National Research Agency. The research of Mumtaz Hussain and Gerardo González
Robert is supported by the Australian Research Council Discovery Project (200100994). Gerardo
González Robert was partially funded by the program Estancias posdoctorales por México of the
CONACyT, Mexico. We thank the anonymous referees for useful comments and suggestions that
led to significant improvements.

2. FREQUENTLY USED NOTATION

For convenience, we collect some of the frequently used notation. The vast majority of the
symbols, however, are defined throughout the text.

1. If (xn)n≥1 and (yn)n≥1 are two sequences of positive numbers, we write xn ≪ yn if there is
some constant c > 0 such that xn ≤ cyn for all large n ∈ N. We write xn ≍ yn if xn ≪ yn and
yn ≪ xn.

2. C stands for the Riemann sphere.
3. We define ι ∶ C → C by ι(z) = z−1 and, for a ∈ Z[i], τa ∶ C → C by τa(z) = z + a. We consider

the usual conventions for z = 0 and z = ∞. The composition of these functions is denoted by
concatenation.

4. Put α ∶= 2−√3
2 and ζ1 = −1

2 + iα.
5. For all z,w ∈ C, write

[z,w) ∶= {z + t(w − z) ∶ t ∈ [0,1)}, [z,w] ∶= {z + t(w − z) ∶ t ∈ [0,1]},
(z,w) ∶= {z + t(w − z) ∶ t ∈ (0,1)}, (z,w] ∶= {z + t(w − z) ∶ t ∈ (0,1]}.

6. For n ∈ N and a ∈ Dn, the functions Qn( ⋅ ;a), Tn( ⋅ ;a) ∶ C→ C are given by

Tn( ⋅ ;a)∶= τ−anι⋯τ−a1ι, Qn( ⋅ ;a)∶= ιτa1⋯ιτan .
7. For every A ⊆ C, we denote the closure of A by Cl(A), the interior of A by Int(A) or A○, and

the boundary of A by Fr(A).
8. We denote the empty word by ϵ.
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9. If X is a non-empty finite set, #X denotes the number of elements contained in X .
10. If X , Y are non-empty sets, A ⊆ X , and f ∶ X → Y is any function, the image of A under f is

f[A]; that is, f[A]∶= {f(a) ∶ a ∈ A}.
11. For z ∈ C, write ∥z∥∶=max{∣Re(z)∣, ∣ Im(z)∣}.
12. For z ∈ C, write Pm(z)∶=min{∣Re(z)∣, ∣ Im(z)∣}.
13. D ∶= {a ∈ Z[i] ∶ ∣a∣ ≥√2}.
14. E ∶= {a ∈ D ∶ ∣a∣ ≥√8}.
15. For M > 0, we define D(M)∶= {a ∈ D ∶ ∥a∥ ≤M}.
16. The functions rot,mir1,mir2 ∶ C→ C are given by

rot(z) = iz, mir1(z) = z, and mir2(z) = −z for all z ∈ C
and rot(∞) = mir1(∞) = mir2(∞) =∞.

17. The dihedral group of order 8, which is generated by rot and mir1, is denoted by Di8. The
subgroup of Di8 generated by rot is denoted by Rot.

18. The orbit of ζ1 under the action of Rot is denoted by Rot(ζ1) and similarly for Di8; that is,
Rot(ζ1) = {f(ζ1) ∶ f ∈ Rot} and Di8(ζ1) = {f(ζ1) ∶ f ∈ Di8}.

19. For any two sets A,B ⊆ C, we write A ≡ B mod Rot (resp. A ≡ B mod Di8) if and only if
there is some f ∈ Rot (resp. f ∈ Di8) such that A = f[B].

20. The distance between two non-empty sets A,B ⊆ C is

dist(A,B)∶= inf{∣a − b∣ ∶ a ∈ A, b ∈ B}.
21. For any z ∈ C and any ρ > 0, we write

D(z;ρ)∶= {w ∈ C ∶ ∣z −w∣ < ρ}, D(z;ρ)∶= {w ∈ C ∶ ∣z −w∣ ≤ ρ},
and

C(z, ρ)∶= {w ∈ C ∶ ∣z −w∣ = ρ}.
Following [43], we write

D(z)∶= D(z; 1), D(z)∶= D(z; 1).
22. Given k ∈ N and a = (an)n≥1 ∈ DN, the k-th prefix of a is pref(a;k)∶= (a1, . . . , ak).
23. If m,n ∈ N, a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ Dn, and b = (b1, . . . , bm) ∈ Dm, we write

ab∶= (a1, . . . , an, b1, . . . , bm) ∈ Dn+m.
24. If a = (an)n≥1 is a sequence and u, v are natural numbers such that u < v, we write a[u, v] =(au, au+1, . . . , av).

3. TRANSLATIONS AND THE COMPLEX INVERSION

In this section, we set up the notation for the complex inversion and a family of translations
which will be used throughout this paper. Let C ∶= C ∪ {∞} denote the Riemann sphere. The
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inversion ι ∶ C→ C is the map given by

∀z ∈ C ι(z)∶=
⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

0, if z =∞,
∞, if z = 0,
1
z , if z ∈ C ∖ {0,∞}.

For any a ∈ Z[i], the translation τa ∶ C→ C is given by

∀z ∈ C τa(z)∶=
⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩
z + a, if z ∈ C,
∞ if z =∞.

We represent the composition of these functions by juxtaposing them; for instance, τaι ∶= τa ○ ι for
all a ∈ Z[i].
Remark 3.1. The set F is a fundamental domain for the action of {τa ∶ a ∈ Z[i]} on C. Then, the
nearest Gaussian integer [z] of a given z ∈ C is the only number a ∈ Z[i] satisfying one of the
equivalent conditions:

i. z = τa(w) for some w ∈ F,
ii. τ−a(z) ∈ F.

Given n ∈ N and a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ Z[i]n, define Tn(⋅;a),Qn(⋅;a) ∶ C→ C by

∀z ∈ C Tn(z;a)∶= τ−anι⋯τ−a1ι(z) and Qn(⋅;a)∶= ιτa1⋯ιτan(z).
Clearly, Tn(⋅,a) and Qn(⋅,a) are mutually inverse homeomorphisms from C onto itself. For any
set A ⊆ C, we denote its closure by Cl(A), its interior by Int(A) and its image under Tn(⋅;a) and
Qn(⋅;a), respectively, by Tn(A;a) and Qn(A;a); that is,

Tn(A;a) ∶= {Tn(z;a) ∶ z ∈ A} and Qn(A;a) ∶= {Qn(z;a) ∶ z ∈ A} .
Observe that

Cl(Tn(A;a)) = Tn(Cl(A);a), Int(Tn(A;a)) = Tn(Int(A);a),
Cl(Qn(A;a)) = Qn(Cl(A);a), Int(Qn(A;a)) = Qn(Int(A);a).

We will use these four identities without further reference.

Lastly, we recall some well-known formulas concerning the action of ι on circles in the Riemann
sphere. For z ∈ C and ρ > 0, write

C(z;ρ) ∶= {w ∈ C ∶ ∣z −w∣ = ρ} .
First, if k ∈ R ∖ {0}, then

(3) ι [{z ∈ C ∶ Re(z) = k}] = C ( 1

2k
;

1

2∣k∣) , ι [{z ∈ C ∶ Im(z) = k}] = C (−i
2k

;
1

2∣k∣) .
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These equations are implicitly used throughout the paper. If z0 ∈ C and ρ > 0 are such that ρ ≠ ∣z0∣,
then

(4) ι [C(z0;ρ)] = C ( z0∣z∣2 − ρ2 ; ρ∣ρ2 − ∣z0∣2∣) .
4. BASICS ON HURWITZ CONTINUED FRACTIONS

In this section, we recall the definition of Hurwitz continued fractions and some of their basic
properties. We define Hurwitz continued fractions in two steps: first, we restrict ourselves to
numbers in F ∖ {0} and, then, consider numbers in C ∖ {0}.

Let the Hurwitz-Gauss map T ∶ F→ F be given by

∀z ∈ F T (z) = ⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩
z−1 − [z−1], if z ≠ 0,
0, if z = 0.

For any z ∈ F ∖ {0}, define a0(z)∶= 0, a1(z)∶= [z−1] and an(z)∶= a1(T n−1(z)) for any n ∈ N
for which T n−1(z) ≠ 0. Naturally, the exponent in T denotes iteration. For z ∈ C ∖ F, we define
a0(z) = [z] and an(z) = an(z − [z]) whenever the right-hand side is defined. The Hurwitz
continued fraction (Hcf) of z ∈ C ∖ {0} is the expression

[a0(z);a1(z), a2(z), . . .]∶= a0(z) + 1

a1(z) + 1

a2(z) + 1⋱

.

As mentioned in the introduction, when z ∈ F, we have a0(z) = 0 and we write [a1(z), a2(z), . . .]
(resp. [a1, a2, . . .]) rather than [0;a1(z), a2(z), . . .] (resp. [0;a1, a2, . . .]). As usual, we can in-
terpret the previous expression as a limit (see Proposition 4.1.iii). The terms of the sequence(an(z))n≥1 are called the Hurwitz partial quotients of z or simply the partial quotients of z. Let(pn)n≥0, (qn)n≥0 be the possibly finite sequences of Gaussian integers given by

p0 = 0, p1 = 1, pn+1 = an+1pn + pn−1 for n ≥ 1,
q0 = 1, q1 = a1, qn+1 = an+1qn + qn−1 for n ≥ 1.

(see [41, Section 2]). Following [14], we refer to (pn)n≥0, (qn)n≥0 as the Q-pair of z.

Hcfs produce an actual continued fraction representation of complex numbers. This is made
precise in Proposition 4.1. For the rest of the paper, we write

D ∶= Z[i] ∖ {0,1, i,−1,−i}.
Sometimes, we refer to an element of Dn, n ∈ N, as a word of length n over the alphabet D .

Proposition 4.1. Take any z ∈ C ∖ {0}. Let (an)n≥0 be the possibly finite sequence of partial
quotients of z and (pn)n≥0, (qn)n≥0 its Q-pair.
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i. [31, p. 73] For any n ∈ N, if an exists, then an ∈ D .
ii. [41, Theorem 1] For any n ∈ N, if an exists, then

pn
qn
= [a0;a1, . . . , an] ∶= a0 + 1

a1 + 1

⋱ + 1

an

.

iii. [14, Theorem 6.1] The sequence (an)n≥0 is infinite if and only if z ∈ C ∖Q(i); in this case,

z = lim
n→∞[a0;a1, a2, . . . , an].

For readability and brevity, many of our arguments rely on pictures. Let us discuss Proposition
4.1.i as an example. Figure 1 depicts the set ι[F]. An explicit description of ι[F] can certainly be
obtained using (3). However, it is immediate from Figure 1 that, if a ∈ Z[i], then

τa[F] ∩ ι[F] ≠ ∅ if and only if a ∈ D .
As a consequence, for any non-zero z ∈ F we have a1(z) = [z−1] ∈ D (see Remark 3.1) and,
therefore, an(z) ∈ D whenever it exists.

−3 −2 −1 1 2 3

−3

−2

−1

1

2

3

FIGURE 1. The set ι[F].
Proposition 4.2 collects some properties of Hcfs. Although these properties resemble well-

established facts on regular continued fractions–except for part iii–the known proofs are much
more involved.

Proposition 4.2. Consider an arbitrary z = [a1, a2, . . .] ∈ F ∖Q(i) with Q-pair (pn)n≥0, (qn)n≥0.
The next assertions hold:

i. [36, p. 195] The sequence (∣qn∣)n≥0 is strictly increasing.

ii. [14, Corollary 5.3] If ψ∶= (1+√5
2 )1/2, then

∣qn∣ ≥ ψn−1 for all n ∈ N.
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iii. [14, Proposition 3.3] We have

z = (an+1 + [an+2, an+3, . . .])pn + pn−1(an+1 + [an+2, an+3, . . .])qn + qn−1 for all n ∈ N.
iv. [43, Theorem 1] We have

∣z − pn
qn
∣ < 1∣qn∣2 for all n ∈ N.

We have restricted Proposition 4.2 to numbers in F∖Q(i), but it can be easily adapted to C∖{0}
(including finite sequences of partial quotients).

We may express the correspondence rule of the functions Qn( ⋅ ;a) in terms of the sequences(pn)n≥0 and (qn)n≥0.
Proposition 4.3 ([41, Theorem 5]). Let n ∈ N and a ∈ R(n) be arbitrary. For every z ∈ C we have

Qn(z;a) = zpn−1 + pn
zqn−1 + qn = pnqn + (−1)nz

q2n (1 + qn−1
qn
z) .

Moreover, if z ∈ Fn(a) (see Definition 5.1 below), then

Qn(z;a) = [a1, a2, . . . , an−1, an + z].
5. CYLINDERS AND PROTOTYPE SETS

In this section, we introduce the building blocks of the metrical theory of Hcfs: cylinders and
prototype sets. After their definitions, we classify them into six categories and provide examples
justifying the need for this classification. Later, we study the symmetries of the family of one of
these categories: the family of regular cylinders.

5.1. Definitions and basic properties. In the definition below, the term prototype set is borrowed
from [29].

Definition 5.1. Given n ∈ N and a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ Dn, the cylinder of level n based on a is the
set

Cn(a)∶= {z ∈ F ∶ a1(z) = a1, . . . , an(z) = an}.
The prototype set Fn(a) is Fn(a)∶= T n[Cn(a)].

Figure 2 depicts cylinders of level 1. The next proposition gathers some properties of cylinders
and prototype sets stemming directly from their definitions.

Proposition 5.2. Let n ∈ N and a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ Dn be arbitrary.

i. The restriction of Tn( ⋅ ;a) to Cn(a) is a homeomorphism from Cn(a) onto Fn(a). Similarly,
the restriction of Qn( ⋅ ;a) to Fn(a) is a homeomorphism from Fn(a) onto Cn(a).

ii. We have C1(a1) = ιτa1[F] ∩ F.
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1

−0.5 0.5

−0.5

0.5

0

1 − i−1 − i

1 + i−1 + i

−2 − i

−1 − 2i −2i 1 − 2i

2 − i

2

2 + i

1 + 2i

2 + 2i
3i

2i

−1 + 2i

−2 + i

−2 −3
−3 − i

−3 + i

−2 + 2i
−1 + 3i 1 + 3i

3 + i

3

3 − i
3 − 2i

2 − 2i
−3i

−2 − 2i −1 − 3i

Figure 1: Partition of F.

FIGURE 2. Cylinders of level 1.

iii. If an+1 ∈ D , then

Cn+1(a1, . . . , an, an+1) = C1(a1) ∩ ιτa1[Cn(a2, . . . , an+1)].
In general, for any j ∈ {1, . . . , n} we have

Cn+1(a1, . . . , an+1) = Cj(a1, . . . , aj) ∩Qj(Cn+1−j(aj+1, . . . , an+1); (a1, . . . , aj)).
The assertion remains true if we replace C with C○ (resp. with C).

5.2. Taxonomy. We introduce a taxonomy of cylinders, prototype sets, sequences, and numbers
in F. To motivate it, we discuss a particular examples of prototype sets using the notation in items
5 and 21 of Section 2. The definition of prototype sets yields

τ−2[F1(−2)] = ι[F] ∩ τ−2[F].
Using (4), we can verify ι[F] ∩ τ−2[F] = τ−2[F ∖D(1; 1)], then, F1(−2) = F ∖D(1; 1). Applying
equations (3) and (4), we obtain the set

ι[F1(−2)] = ι[F] ∖ {z ∈ C ∶ Re(z) > 1

2
} ,

which is depicted in Figure 3. Define

α∶= 2 −√3
2

and ζ1∶= −1
2
+ iα.
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−2 −1 1

−2

−1

1

2

FIGURE 3. The set ι[F1(−2)].
Then, for all m ∈ Z, ∣m∣ ≥ 2, we have

ι[F1(−2)] ∩ τ1+im[F] =
⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

[−1−i
2 + 1 + im, −1+i2 + 1 + im) , if ∣m∣ ≥ 3,

[ ζ1 + 1 + 2i, −1+i2 + 1 + 2i) , if m = 2,
[−1−i

2 + 1 + 2i, ζ1 + 1 − 2i) , if m = −2,
which implies that

F1(−2,1 + im) =
⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

[−1−i
2 , −1+i2

) , if ∣m∣ ≥ 3,
[ ζ1, −1+i2

] , if m = 2,
[−1−i

2 , ζ1) , if m = −2.
Note that ι[F1(−2,1 + 2i)] is the arch of the circle C(−1; 1) going from −2 + i + α − 1

2 (included)
to −1 − i (excluded), so

τ−2+i[F] ∩ ι[F2(−2,−1 + 2i)] = {τ−2+i (α − i
2
)} ;

hence,

F2(−2,−1 + 2i,−2 + i) = {α − i
2
} .

To sum up, we have shown the next points:

i. C○1(−2) ≠ ∅;
ii. If m ∈ Z and ∣m∣ ≥ 2, then C2(−2,1 + im) ≠ ∅ but C○2(−2,1 + im) = ∅;

iii. #C3(−2,−1 + 2i,−2 + i) = 1.

Remark 5.3. From the previous discussion, we also conclude that if z ∈ F∖Q(i) satisfies a1(z) =−2, then Re(a2(z)) ≤ 1. Similar observations hold for other small digits; for example, a1(z) = 1+i
implies Im(z) ≤ 0 ≤ Re(z).



METRICAL PROPERTIES OF HURWITZ CONTINUED FRACTIONS 15

In what follows, we denote

F ∶= Cl(F) and F○ ∶= Int(F),
and, for all n ∈ N and a ∈ Ω(n), we write

Cn(a)∶= Cl(Cn(a)), C○n(a)∶= Int(Cn(a)),
Fn(a)∶= Cl(Fn(a)), F○n(a)∶= Int(Fn(a)).

Definition 5.4. For any n ∈ N, we say that a ∈ Dn is

i. valid if Cn(a) ≠ ∅;
ii. invalid if Cn(a) = ∅;

iii. regular if C○n(a) ≠ ∅;
iv. irregular if Cn(a) ≠ ∅ and C○n(a) = ∅;
v. extremely irregular if #Cn(a) = 1;

vi. full if Fn(a) = F;
vii. almost full if for every b ∈ D the word ab is regular.

We denote by Ω(n), R(n), Ir(n), EI(n), F(n), and AF(n) to be the sets of valid, regular, irregular,
extremely irregular, full, almost full words of length n respectively.

We extend these classifications to infinite sequences. We say that a = (an)n≥1 ∈ DN is

i. valid if it is the Hcf of some z ∈ F;
ii. invalid if it is not valid;

iii. regular if it is valid and (a1, . . . , an) ∈ R(n) for all n ∈ N;
iv. irregular if it is valid and (a1, . . . , an) ∈ Ir(n) for some n ∈ N;
v. extremely irregular if it is valid and (a1, . . . , an) ∈ EI(n) for some n ∈ N;

vi. full if it is valid and (a1, . . . , an) ∈ F(n) for all n ∈ N;
vii. almost full if it is valid and (a1, . . . , an) ∈ AF(n) for all n ∈ N.

We denote by Ω, R, EI, F, and AF the set of valid, regular, extremely irregular, full, and almost full
words, respectively. We extend in an obvious way the notions of being full, almost full, regular,
irregular, and extremely irregular to prototype sets.

Remark 5.5. This notation allows us to give an alternative description of prototype sets. For n ∈ N
and b = (b1, . . . , bn) ∈ Dn, we have

Fn(b) ∖Q(i) = {z ∈ F ∖Q(i) ∶ (b1, . . . , bn, a1(z), a2(z), . . .) ∈ Ω}.
The next proposition is a direct consequence of the definitions of cylinders and full words.

Proposition 5.6. Let n ∈ N and a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ Dn be arbitrary, then

a ∈ F(n) if and only if Cn(a) = ιτa1⋯ιτan[F].
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A complex number z = [a1, a2, . . .] ∈ F is full (resp. almost full, regular, irregular, extremely
irregular) if (an)n≥1 is full (resp. almost full, regular, irregular, extremely irregular). The number
ζ1 discussed above is an example of an extremely irregular number. It is well established that
Lebesgue almost all z ∈ F are regular. This follows from the existence of a T -ergodic Borel
measure equivalent to the Lebesgue measure (see, for example, [17, Proposition 1]) and Birkhoff’s
ergodic theorem.

Definition 5.7. An open cylinder (resp. open prototype set, closed cylinder, closed prototype set)
is a set of the form C○n(a) (resp. F○n(a), Cn(a), Fn(a)) for some n ∈ N and a ∈ R(n).
Remark 5.8. There are only 13 closed prototype sets (see, for example, [17, Section 2]). In fact,
any closed prototype set is one of the sets depicted in Figure 4 or one of their right-angled rotations.
Note that the boundaries of F, F1(2), and F1(1 + i) consist of four smooth curves whereas the
boundary of F1(2 + i) consists of five smooth curves. We refer to each of these curves as a side of
the prototype set. For n ∈ N and a ∈ R(n), a side of Cn(a) is the image under Qn( ⋅ ;a) of a side
of Fn(a). Analogous observations hold for open prototype sets.

F F1(2 + i) F1(2) F1(1 + i)

FIGURE 4. Closed prototype sets

There are sequences a ∈ DN ∖ Ω for which every prefix is valid. This is the case, for example,
of the purely periodic sequence

a = (−2,2i,2,−2i,−2,2i,2,−2i, . . .).
However, every sequence (finite or infinite) with sufficiently large terms is full. To be more precise,
define

E ∶= {a ∈ Z[i] ∶ ∣a∣ ≥√8} .
The following proposition was mentioned (without proof) in [24]. We provide its proof for the

reader’s convenience.

Proposition 5.9. We have En ⊆ F(n) for all n ∈ N and EN ⊆ F.

Proof. First, we show inductively the assertion for finite words. Take any a1 ∈ E. We obtain
τa1[F] ⊆ ι[F] from Figure 1. Proposition 5.2.ii then gives C1(a1) = ιτa1[F] and, by Proposition
5.6, a1 ∈ F(1). Assume EN ⊆ F(N) for some N ∈ N and take a = (a1, . . . , aN , aN+1) ∈ EN+1. In
view of Proposition 5.2.iii, we have

CN+1(a1, . . . , aN+1) = C1(a1) ∩ ιτa1[CN(a2, . . . , aN+1)]
= ιτa1[F ∩CN(a2, . . . , aN+1)] (by the case N = 1)
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= ιτa1[CN(a2, . . . , aN+1)]
= ιτa1ιτa2⋯ιτaN+1[F].

The last equality follows from the induction hypothesis and Proposition 5.6. Lastly, by Proposition
5.6 again, we conclude that a ∈ F(N + 1) and EN+1 ⊆ F(N + 1) follows.

Now we turn to the second assertion. Consider any a = (an)n≥1 ∈EN. By the previous part, we
have C○n(a1, . . . , an) ≠ ∅ for all n ∈ N. Let ϵ denote the empty word and define C0(ϵ) = F. We
claim that

C○n+1(a1, . . . , an+1) ⊆ Cn(a1, . . . , an) for all n ∈ N0.

The case n = 0 follows from Figure 1 while for an arbitrary n ∈ N we have

Cn+1(a1, . . . , an+1) = ιτa1⋯ιτanιτan+1[F]
= ιτa1⋯ιτan[C1(an+1)]
⊆ ιτa1⋯ιτan[F○]
= C○n(a1, . . . , an),

thus proving the claim. Parts ii and iv of Proposition 4.2 imply ∣Cn(a1, . . . , an)∣ → 0 as n → ∞.
Therefore, there is a single element z in

⋂
n∈NCn(a1, . . . , an),

which clearly satisfies z = [a1, a2, . . .] and, thus, a ∈ F. □

Proposition 5.10. If n ∈ N and a ∈ R(n), then Fn(a) = Cl (F○n(a)) and Cn(a) = Cl (C○n(a)).
Proof. The result is obvious for n = 1 (see Figure 1). For the general case, use induction on n. □

For all z ∈ C, write Pm(z)∶=min{∣Re(z)∣, ∣ Im(z)∣}.
Proposition 5.11. Let n be a natural number and a ∈ R(n).

i. If Pm(an) ≥ 3, then a ∈ F(n).
ii. If ∥an∥ ≥ 3, then a ∈ AF(n).

iii. There exists d ∈ D such that Pm(d) = ∥d∥ = 3 and ad ∈ F(n + 1).
Proof. Parts i and ii are shown by checking case by case all the open prototype sets. Part iii is
essentially [29, Lemma 2.6(b)]. □

5.3. Symmetries of regular cylinders. The symmetries of the Hcfs process are at the core of
the geometric properties that we study. For instance, we extend the symmetries exhibited by open
cylinders of level 1 in Figure 2 to open cylinders of arbitrary level. With this in mind, consider the
maps rot,mir1 ∶ C→ C given by

∀z ∈ C rot(z)∶= iz and mir1(z)∶= z



18 YANN BUGEAUD, GERARDO GONZÁLEZ ROBERT, AND MUMTAZ HUSSAIN

and call Di8 the group of isometries generated by rot and mir1 along with the composition of
functions. Clearly, Di8 is the dihedral group of order 8. In what follows, the juxtaposition of
elements of Di8, ι, and the maps τa stands for their composition; for example, rotmir1(z) = iz for
z ∈ C.

We will denote the cyclic group generated by rot by Rot. IfA,B ⊆ C, we writeA ≡ B mod Rot

whenever there is some f ∈ Rot such that f[A] = B. We likewise define A ≡ B mod Di8.

For reference, we gather some straightforward observations in the next proposition.

Proposition 5.12. The following assertions hold:

i. Every f ∈ Di8 gives a bijection from D onto itself and ∥f(a)∥ = ∥a∥ for all a ∈ D .
ii. rot ι = ι rot−1, rot−1 ι = ι rot.

iii. For all a ∈ D we have rot τa = τrot(a) rot, rot−1τa = τrot−1(a) rot−1.
iv. For all a ∈ D we have rot ι τa = ι τrot−1(a)rot−1 and rot−1 ι τa = ι τrot(a) rot.

Proposition 5.13. For all n ∈ N, a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ R(n), and f ∈ Di8, there are some b =(b1, . . . , bn) ∈ R(n) and f1, . . . , fn ∈ Di8 such that

f [C○n(a)] = C○n(b) and bj = fj(aj) for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
We can replace C○n with Cn in the previous equality.

Proof. It is enough to show the result when f is one of the generators rot or mir1. Assume that
f = rot and let us demonstrate inductively that for all n ∈ N and a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ R(n) we have

(5) rot [C○n(a)] = C○n (rot−1(a1), rot(a2), rot−1(a3), . . . , rot(−1)n(an)) .
Take any a1 ∈ D . First, we show that

(6) rot[C○1(a1)] = C○1 (rot−1(a1)) and rot−1 [C○1 (a1)] = C○1 (rot(a1)) .
To this end, note that a complex number z ∈ F○ belongs to C○1(a1) if and only if there is some
w ∈ F○1(a1) such that

z = 1

a1 +w.
This is equivalent to

rot(z) = 1

rot−1(a1) + rot−1(w) ,
or, equivalently, ι rot(z) = rot−1(a1) + rot−1(w), and since rot(z) ∈ F○, rot−1(a1) ∈ D , and
rot−1(w) ∈ F, we have

a1 (rot(z)) = rot−1(a1).
We may, thus, conclude

rot [C○1(a1)] ⊆ C1 (rot−1(a1)) .
Moreover, because rot maps open sets onto open sets, we even have

rot [C○1(a1)] ⊆ C○1 (rot−1(a1)) .
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In a similar fashion, we may show rot−1[C○1 (rot−1(a1))] ⊆ C○1(a1) and we get the first identity in
(6). The second equality follows from the first one.

Assume (5) is true for some n = N ∈ N. Take any a = (a1, . . . , aN , aN+1) ∈ R(N + 1) and let us
show that

(7) rot [C○N+1(a)] = C○N+1 (rot−1(a1), rot(a2), rot−1(a3), . . . , rot(−1)N+1(aN+1)) .
Proposition 5.2.iii implies that

(8) rot [C○N+1(a1, . . . , aN+1)] = rot [C○N(a1, . . . , aN)] ∩ rot [QN(C○1(aN+1); (a1, . . . , aN)] .
We apply the induction hypothesis on the first term to the right in order to get

(9) rot [C○N(a1, . . . , aN)] = C○N (rot−1(a1), . . . , rot(−1)N (aN)) .
For the second term on the right-hand side of (8), observe that if N = 2 then

rot ι τa1 ι τa2 = (ιτrot−1(a1) rot−1)ι τa2 = ι τrot−1(a1) ι τrot(a2) rot
and rot ○Q( ⋅ ; (a1, a2)) = Q( ⋅ ; (rot−1(a1), rot(a2)) ○ rot. In general, from Proposition 5.12.iv, we
obtain

rot ○Q( ⋅ ;a) = Q( ⋅ ; (rot−1(a1), rot(a2), . . . , rot(−1)N (a2)) ○ rot(−1)N .
Thus, depending on the parity of N , we use one of the identities in (6) to conclude

QN(C○1(aN+1); (a1, . . . , aN)) = QN (C○1 (rot(−1)N+1(aN+1)) ; (rot−1(a1), . . . , rot(−1)N (aN))) .
We now apply Proposition 5.12.iv to obtain (7).

Using a similar yet simpler inductive argument, we may show that for all n ∈ N and a =(a1, . . . , an) ∈ R(n), we have

(10) mir1 [C○n(a)] = C○n (mir1(a1),mir1(a2), . . . ,mir1(an)) .
The assertion for closed cylinders follows from the proof above, Proposition 5.10, and the fact

that mir1 and rot are homeomorphisms from C onto itself. □

Define mir2∶= rot2mir1, so mir2(z) = −z for z ∈ C. When f = mir2, we can use equations (10)
and (5) to determine the functions f1, . . . , fn appearing in Proposition 5.13.

Corollary 5.14. For all n ∈ N and a ∈ R(n), we have

(11) mir2 (C○n(a)) = C○n (mir2(a1),mir2(a2), . . . ,mir2(an)) .
5.4. Size of regular cylinders. In this subsection, we recall some estimates of the diameter and
the Lebesgue measure m of regular cylinders in terms of the sequence (qn)n≥0. See item 23 in
Section 2 for the definition of ab.

Proposition 5.15. Let m,n ∈ N, a ∈ Ω(n), and b ∈ Ω(m) be arbitrary.



20 YANN BUGEAUD, GERARDO GONZÁLEZ ROBERT, AND MUMTAZ HUSSAIN

i. [29, Lemma 2.7] There is an absolute constant 0 < κ1 < 1 such that if a ∈ R(n), then

κ1∣qn(a)∣2 ≤ ∣Cn(a)∣ ≤ 2∣qn(a)∣2
and

πκ1∣qn(a)∣4 ≤ m(Cn(a)) ≤ π∣qn(a)∣4 .
ii. If ab ∈ Ω(m + n), then

1

5
√
2
∥qn(a)∥∥qm(b)∥ ≤ ∥qn+m(ab)∥ ≤ 6∥qn(a)∥∥qm(b)∥.

iii. There is an absolute constant κ2 > 1 such that if a, b, and ab are regular, then

1

κ2
∣Cn(a)∣∣Cm(b)∣ ≤ ∣Cn+m(ab)∣ ≤ κ2∣Cn(a)∣∣Cm(b)∣.

iv. There is an absolute constant κ3 > 1 such that for any n ∈ N, a ∈ Ω(n), and A ⊆ Fn(a) we
have

1

κ3
∣Cn(a)∣ ∣A∣ < ∣Qn(A;a)∣ < κ3 ∣Cn(a)∣ ∣A∣.

Proof. For part ii, we know that ab ∈ Ω(n +m) implies

(12)
1

5
∣qn(a)∣∣qm(b)∣ ≤ ∣qn+m(ab)∣ ≤ 3∣qn(a)∣∣qm(b)∣

(for a proof, see [29, Lemma 2.2.(g)]). Since ∥z∥ ≤ ∣z∣ ≤√2∥z∥ for all z ∈ C, we have

∥qn+m(ab)∥ ≤ ∣qn+m(ab)∣ ≤ 3∣qn(a)∣∣qm(b)∣ ≤ 6∥qn(a)∥∥qm(b)∥
and, similarly,

∥qn+m(ab)∥ ≥ 1√
2
∣qn+m(ab)∣ ≥ 1

5
√
2
∥qn(a)∥∥qm(b)∥.

For part iii, combine parts i and ii.

Part iv is a consequence of Proposition 4.3 and the next inequality, which follows from Proposi-
tion 4.2.i and z ∈ F,

(13) 1 − 1√
2
≤ ∣1 + qn−1

qn
z∣ ≤ 1 + 1√

2
.

A similar argument is developed in full detail in the proof of Proposition 6.4. □

6. GEOMETRIC CONSTRUCTIONS

In this section, we count how many sets of a particular kind are intersected by a disc of small
radius and center in F. To this end, we consider two possible geometric configurations, which
we call constructions. The results in this section will be used for the proof of the lower bound in
Theorem 1.1.
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We start off by proving that the corners of F cannot be attained using closed cylinders of level
at least 2 (Proposition 6.2). Let Esq be the set of corners1 of F; that is,

Esq∶= {1 + i
2
,
−1 + i
2

,
−1 − i
2

,
1 − i
2
} .

Note that

(14) ι[Esq]∶= {1 − i,−1 − i,−1 + i,1 + i} ⊆ D .

We will write

Di8(ζ1)∶= {f(ζ1) ∶ f ∈ Di8} and Rot(ζ1)∶= {f(ζ1) ∶ f ∈ Rot}.
Proposition 6.1. For all n ∈ N and a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ R(n), we have

⋃
d∈D

ad∈R(n+1)
Cn+1(ad) = Cn(a) ∖ {[a1, . . . , an]}.

Proof. From Figure 2, we immediately conclude that

(15) ⋃
d∈D C1(d) = F ∖ {0}.

We, however, provide a full proof to emphasize the clarity we gain by relying on pictures. First,
for each d ∈ D and z ∈ C1(d), there is some w ∈ F such that z = 1

d+w , so

∣z∣ ≥ 1∣d∣ + ∣w∣ ≥ 1

∣d∣ + √2
2

, and 0 /∈ C1(d).
This shows the inclusion ⋃

d∈D C1(d) ⊆ F ∖ {0}.
For the other inclusion, take any z ∈ F∖{0}. If z ∈ F, then z ∈ C1(a1(z)) ⊆ C1(a1(z)). If z ∈ F∖F,
then z belongs to either the upper or the right side of F. Hence, there is some mir ∈ {mir1,mir2}
such that mir(z) ∈ F, so

mir(z) ∈ C1(a1(mir(z)).
Then, in view of (10) or (11), we have

z ∈ mir(C1(a1(mir(z)) = C1(mir(a1(mir(z))).
For the general case, take any n ∈ N and a ∈ R(n). Equation (15) implies that

Fn(a) ∩ ⋃
d∈D C1(d) = Fn(a) ∖ {0}.

Lastly, apply Qn( ⋅ ;a) on both sides of the previous equality and conclude. □

Proposition 6.2. For each n ∈ N≥2, we have

Esq ∩ ⋃
a∈R(n)Cn(a) = ∅.

1The notation Esq comes from the word esquina, which is Spanish for corner.



22 YANN BUGEAUD, GERARDO GONZÁLEZ ROBERT, AND MUMTAZ HUSSAIN

Proof. Let n ∈ N≥2 and a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ R(n) be arbitrary. By Proposition 5.2.iii,

ι[Cn(a)] = ι [C1(a1) ∩ ιτa1[Cn−1(a2, . . . , an)]]
= ι[C1(a1)] ∩ τa1[Cn−1(a2, . . . , an)]
= τa1[F1(a1)] ∩ τa1[Cn−1(a2, . . . , an)]
= τa1[F1(a1) ∩Cn−1(a2, . . . , an)].

Form (14), we obtain ι[Esq] ∩ τa1[F] ⊆ {a1}, so

ι[Esq ∩Cn(a)] = ι[Esq] ∩ ι[Cn(a)]
⊆ ι[Esq] ∩ τa1[F1(a1) ∩Cn−1(a2, . . . , an)]
⊆ ι[Esq] ∩ τa1[F ∩Cn−1(a2, . . . , an)]
⊆ {a1} ∩ τa1[F1(a1) ∩Cn−1(a2, . . . , an)]
= τa1 [{0} ∩ F1(a1) ∩Cn−1(a2, . . . , an)]
⊆ τa1 [{0} ∩Cn−1(a2, . . . , an)]
= ∅. (by Proposition 15)

□

6.1. First geometric construction. The main result of this subsection is Theorem 6.3. It tells us
that any disc of sufficiently small radius and center in a closed cylinder of level n intersects at most
six regular cylinders of level n. More precisely, given n ∈ N and a ∈ R(n), the set of neighbors of
a is2

Vecn(a)∶= {b ∈ R(n) ∶ b ≠ a and Cn(a) ∩Cn(b) ≠ ∅} .
For ρ > 0 and z ∈ F, define

Gn(z,a, ρ)∶= {b ∈ R(n) ∶ D(z;ρ∣Cn(a)∣) ∩Cn(b) ≠ ∅}.
Theorem 6.3. There is a constant ρ > 0 such that for every n ∈ N, a ∈ R(n) and z ∈ Cn(a) we
have

#Gn(z,a, ρ) ≤ 6, Gn(z,a, ρ) ⊆ {a} ∪Vecn(a),
and

D (z;ρ∣Cn(a)∣) ∩ F ⊆ ⋃
b∈Gn(z,a,ρ)Cn(b).

We start with an auxiliary result. It is well known that Möbius transformations (or fractional
linear transformations) map discs in C onto discs in C. Moreover, if t is a Möbius transformation
and D = D(z; r) for some z ∈ C and r > 0, then t[D] is also a disc in C whenever the pole of t is
not contained in D. In this case, the center of t[D] might not be t(z), but there is some ρ > 0 such
that

D (t(z);ρ) ⊆ t [D(z; r)] .
2The notation Vecn(a) comes from the Spanish word vecino, which means neighbor.
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Proposition 6.4 below provides some values for ρ when t = Qn( ⋅ ;a) for some a ∈ R(n), n ∈ N.

Note that, by the triangle inequality, for all w1 ∈ C, ρ > 0, and w2 ∈ D(w1;ρ) we have

(16) D (w2;ρ − ∣w1 −w2∣) ⊆ D (w1;ρ) .
Furthermore, the next equality holds:

ρ − ∣w1 −w2∣ = inf
0≤θ≤2π ∣w2 − (w1 + ρeiθ)∣ .

Proposition 6.4. Let n ∈ N and a ∈ R(n) be arbitrary. If w ∈ F and 0 < r < 1 are such that
D(w; r) ⊆ D(0; 1), then Qn(D(w; r);a) is a disc in the complex plane and

D
⎛⎜⎝Qn(w;a); r

2 (1 + √2
2 ) (2 + √2

2 )∣Cn(a)∣⎞⎟⎠ ⊆ Qn(D(w; r);a).
Proof. The set Qn(D(w; r);a) is a disc on the Riemann sphere. Writing qn = qn(a1, . . . , an)
and qn−1 = qn−1(a1, . . . , an−1), Proposition 4.2.i and Proposition 4.3 tell us that D(w; r) does not
contain the pole of Qn( ⋅ ;a). Then, there are some w′ ∈ C and ρ > 0 such that

Qn(D(w; r);a) = D(w′;ρ).
Next, we show the inclusion in the statement. For any θ ∈ [0,2π), we have

∣Qn(w;a) −Qn(w + reiθ;a)∣ =
RRRRRRRRRRRRRR

w

q2n (1 + qn−1
qn
w) −

w + reiθ
q2n (1 + qn−1

qn
(w + reiθ))

RRRRRRRRRRRRRR
(by Proposition 4.3)

= r

∣qn∣2 ∣1 + qn−1
qn
w∣ ∣1 + qn−1

qn
(w + reiθ)∣

≥ r

2 (1 + √2
2 ) (2 + √2

2 )∣Cn(a)∣. (by Proposition 5.15.i and w ∈ F)
As a consequence, since Qn(C(w; r);a) = C(w′;ρ), we have

inf
0≤θ<2π ∣Qn(w;a) − (w′ + ρeiθ)∣ ≥ r

2 (1 + √2
2 ) (2 + √2

2 )∣Cn(a)∣.
Lastly, in view of Qn(w;a) ∈ D(w′;ρ), we appeal to (16) to conclude the result. □

6.1.1. Proof of Theorem 6.3. We split the proof of Theorem 6.3 into five parts (lemmas 6.5 through
6.9) depending on the position of z with respect to the boundary of Cn(a). We denote the boundary
of a given A ⊆ C by Fr(A). The constants ρ1, . . . , ρ5 in the lemmas below are absolute.

Lemma 6.5. There is a constant ρ1 > 0 such that for all f ∈ Di8, n ∈ N, and a ∈ R(n) for which
ξ ∶= f(ζ1) ∈ Cn(a) ∩ Fr(F), we have

Gn(ξ,a, ρ1) ⊆ Vecn(a) ∪ {a}, #Gn(ξ,a, ρ1) ≤ 3,
and

D(ξ;ρ1∣Cn(a)∣) ∩ F ⊆ ⋃
b∈Gn(ξ,a,ρ1)

Cn(b).
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Lemma 6.6. Take any n ∈ N≥2, a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ R(n) such that Cn(a) ∩ Fr(F) ≠ ∅, and
z ∈ Fr(F) such that

i. There exists c ∈ R(n) satisfying a ≠ c and z ∈ Cn(a) ∩Cn(c);
ii. If z ∈ C1(a), then a = a1.

There is a constant ρ2 > 0 for which

Gn(z,a, ρ2) ⊆ Vecn(a) ∪ {a}, #Gn(z,a, ρ2) ≤ 3,
and

D(z;ρ2∣Cn(a)∣) ∩ F ⊆ ⋃
b∈Gn(z,a,ρ2)

Cn(b).
Lemma 6.7. There is a constant ρ3 > 0 such that for any n ∈ N, a ∈ R(n) with Fr(F)∩Cn(a) ≠ ∅,
and any z ∈ Fr(F) ∩Cn(a), we have

Gn(z,a, ρ3) ⊆ Vecn(a) ∪ {a}, #Gn(z,a, ρ3) ≤ 3,
and

D(z;ρ3∣Cn(a)∣) ∩ F ⊆ ⋃
b∈Gn(z,a,ρ3)

Cn(b).
Lemma 6.8. There is a constant ρ4 > 0 such that for all n ∈ N, a ∈ R(n), and z ∈ F○ ∩ Fr(Cn(a)),
we have

Gn(z,a, ρ4) ⊆ Vecn(a) ∪ {a}, #Gn(z,a, ρ4) ≤ 6,
and

D(z;ρ4∣Cn(a)∣) ∩ F ⊆ ⋃
b∈Gn(z,a,ρ4)

Cn(b).
Lemma 6.9. There is a constant ρ5 > 0 such that if n ∈ N, a ∈ R(n), and z ∈ C○n(a), then

Gn(z,a, ρ5) ⊆ Vecn(a) ∪ {a}, #Gn(z,a, ρ5) ≤ 6,
and

D(z;ρ5∣Cn(a)∣) ∩ F ⊆ ⋃
b∈Gn(z,a,ρ5)

Cn(b).
6.1.2. Proof of Lemma 6.5. Let us assume that f = mir1, so ξ = mir1(ζ1) = −1

2 − iα, the same
argument will hold for any f ∈ Di8 by Subsection 5.3. Define the sequences d1∶= (d1,n)n≥1,
d2∶= (d2,n)n≥1, and d3∶= (d3,n)n≥1 by

d1∶= (−2,−2i,2,2i,−2,−2i,2,2i, . . .),
d2∶= (−2 + i,2i,2,−2i,−2,2i,2,−2i,−2, . . .),
d3∶= (−2 + i,1 + 2i,−2,−2i,2,2i,−2,−2i,2,2i, . . .);

that is, d1,(d2,n)n≥2, and (d3,n)n≥3 are purely periodic sequences of period length 4.

The proof technique of the next proposition will be used extensively in the forthcoming argu-
ments.
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Proposition 6.10. Let n ∈ N. A word a ∈ R(n) satisfies ξ ∈ Cn(a) if and only if it is a prefix of d1,
d2 or d3.

Proof. Consider n = 1. By Figure 1, the only numbers a1 ∈ D satisfying ξ ∈ Cn(a1) are a1 = −2
and a1 = −2 + i. Alternatively, from

−5
2
< Re(ξ−1) < −3

2
and Im(ξ−1) = 1

2
,

we conclude ξ−1 ∈ τa1[F] if and only if a1 ∈ {−2,−2 + i}.
Now consider n = 2. Let (a1, a2) ∈ D2 be such that

(a1, a2) ∈ R(2) and ξ ∈ C2(a1, a2).
By the case n = 1, we must have a1 ∈ {−2,−2 + i}. First, assume that a1 = −2. We claim that
a2 = −2i is the single a2 ∈ D satisfying

(−2, a2) ∈ R(2) and T1(ξ;−2) ∈ F(−2) ∩Cn(a2).
Indeed, consider the set F1(−2) = τ2ι[C1(−2)] ∩ F, which is the first configuration depicted in

F(−2) F(−2i) F(2) F(2i)

FIGURE 5. Possible configurations

Figure 5. We have distinguished the point T2(ξ;−2) in red, the arch T2(Fr(F)∩C1(2);−2) in blue
and the line segment T2(C1(−2) ∩C1(−2 + i);−2) in green. We apply ι on F1(−2) and obtain the
set ι[F1(−2)], which is depicted in Figure 6.

Observe that
ιτ2ι(ξ) ∈ τ−2i[F] ∩ τ1−2i[F].

However, (−2,−2i) ∈ R(2) and (−2,1 − 2i) /∈ R(2), so (a1, a2) = (−2,−2i). This shows our claim.
We also conclude that

F1(−2i) = T2(C1(2); (−2,−2i)) ∩ F,
thus obtaining the second configuration in Figure 5. In the second configuration in Figure 5, the red
point is T2(ξ; (−2,−2i)); the green arch is the restriction to F of the image under T2( ⋅ ; (−2,−2i))
of the green segment in the first configuration, and a similar interpretation for the blue segment.

We may repeat the argument to conclude that a3 = 2 is the only solution a3 ∈ D of

(−2,−2i, a3) ∈ R(3) and ξ ∈ C3(−2,−2i, a3).



26 YANN BUGEAUD, GERARDO GONZÁLEZ ROBERT, AND MUMTAZ HUSSAIN

−2 −1 1

−2

−1

1

2

FIGURE 6. The set ι[F1(−2)] and the disc D (ιT1(ξ;−2); 1
10
).

Moreover, we get F1(2) = T3(C1(2); (−2,−2i,2))∩F, and obtain the third configuration in Figure
5. Likewise, we can show that a4 = 2i is the only a4 ∈ D for which

(−2,−2i,2, a4) ∈ R(4) and ξ ∈ C3(−2,−2i,2, a4).
This argument will lead us to the fourth configuration in Figure 5, which depicts the set F1(2i) =
T4(C1(2); (−2,−2i,2,2i)). Finally, the same strategy shows that a5 = −2 is the only solution of

(−2,−2i,2,2i, a5) ∈ R(5) and ξ ∈ C5(−2,−2i,2,2i, a5).
and we obtain again the first configuration in Figure 5. Therefore, we conclude that if n ∈ N and
a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ R(n) satisfy a1 = −2 and ξ ∈ Cn(a), then a = pref(d1;n).

The proof is similar when a1 = −2 + i. First, we show that a2 ∈ {2i,1 + 2i}. Consider the set
ι[F1(−2+i)]∩(τ2i[F]∪τ1+2i[F]), depicted in Figure 7. We have distinguished the point T (ξ;−2+i)
in red, the arch T (C1(−2)∩C1(−2+i);−2+i) in green, and the arch T (Fr(F)∩C1(−2+i);−2+i) in
blue. We conclude a2 ∈ {2i,1 + 2i} arguing as above. Furthermore, we may proceed as in the case
a1 = −2 to show that for any n ∈ N≥3 and a ∈ R(n) such that ξ ∈ Cn(a) and (a1, a2) = (−2 + i,2i)
(resp. (a1, a2) = (−2 + i,1 + 2i)), we have a = pref(d2;n) (resp. a = pref(d3;n)). □

FIGURE 7. The set ι[F1(−2 + i)] ∩ (τ2i[F] ∪ τ1+2i[F]) and the disc
D (ιT1(ξ;−2 + i); 1

10
).
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Corollary 6.11. For some absolute constants, we have that if n ∈ N and a,b ∈ R(n) are such that
ξ ∈ Cn(a) ∩Cn(b), then ∣Cn(a)∣ ≍ ∣Cn(b)∣.
Proof. Let n ∈ N. The corollary is obvious if n ∈ {1,2}, for there are finitely many cylinders
satisfying the hypothesis. Suppose that n ≥ 3. Let a = (a1, . . . , an), b = (b1, . . . , bn) ∈ R(n) be
such that ξ ∈ Cn(a)∩Cn(b). By Proposition 6.10, there is some f in the group generated by mir1

and mir2 such that (a3, . . . , an) = (f(b3), . . . , f(bn)). Then, Proposition 5.13 and Corollary 5.14
give ∣Cn−2(a3, . . . , an)∣ = ∣Cn−2(b3, . . . , bn)∣.
Moreover, we also have

Cn(a) = Q2 (Cn−2(a3, . . . , an); (a1, a2)) .
Since there are only three options for (a1, a2), for some absolute constants we have

∣Cn(a)∣ ≍ ∣Cn−2(a3, . . . , an)∣ .
Therefore, we conclude

∣Cn(a)∣ ≍ ∣Cn−2(a3, . . . , an)∣ = ∣Cn−2(b3, . . . , bn)∣ ≍ ∣Cn(b)∣ .
□

Proof of Lemma 6.5. The lemma will be proven once we show the existence of some ρ1 > 0 such
that for any j ∈ {1,2,3} and n ∈ N, we have

(17) D (ξ;ρ1 ∣Cn(dj)∣) ∩ F ⊆ 3⋃
k=1Cn (dk,1, . . . , dk,n) .

First, note that every small r′ > 0 verifies

(18) F ∩D(ξ; r′) ⊆ C1(−2) ∩C1(−2 + i).
Indeed, by Figure 8, for 0 < r < 1

10 we have

D (ι(ξ); r) ∩ ι [F] ⊆ (τ−2 [F] ∪ τ−2+i [F]) ∩ ι [F] .

FIGURE 8. The set ι[F] ∩ (τ−2[F] ∪ τ−2+i[F]) and the disc D (ι(ξ),1/10).
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Then, we apply ι to obtain (18) for every small r′ > 0. This proves (17) for n = 1 and j ∈ {1,2,3}.
Next, we show the existence of some constant ρ̃1 > 0 such that for n = 2, we have

D (ξ; ρ̃1 ∣C2(−2,−2i)∣) ∩C1(−2) ⊆ C2(−2,−2i),(19)

D (ξ; ρ̃1 ∣C2(dj,1, dj,2)∣) ∩C1(dj,1) ⊆ C2(−2 + i,2i) ∪C2(−2 + i,1 + 2i) for j = 1,2.(20)

As in the proof of Proposition 6.10, we conclude from Figure 6 that

D(ι(T1(ξ;−2); 1

10
)) ∩ ι [F1(−2)] ⊆ τ−2i[F] ∩ ι [F1(−2)] .

Because of ι[F1(−2)] = ιτ2 ι [C1(−2)], we apply τ2i on both sides to get

D(T2(ξ;−2,−2i); 1

10
) ∩ T2(C1(−2); (−2,−2i)) ⊆ F ∩ T2(C1(−2); (−2,−2i)).

We now apply Q2( ⋅ , (−2,−2i)) and obtain

Q2 (D(T2(ξ; (−2,−2i)); 1

10
) , (−2,−2i)) ∩C1(−2) ⊆ Q2(F; (−2,−2i)) ∩C1(−2)

= C2(−2,−2i).
By Proposition 6.4, there is some ρ̃1 > 0 for which (19) is true. Similarly, we can show (20) using
Figure 7. Furthermore, essentially the same argument and the proof of Proposition 6.10 allow us
to conclude that, for n ≥ 3 and j ∈ {1,2,3}, the same ρ̃1 > 0 satisfies

(21) D (ξ; ρ̃1 ∣Cn (dj,1, . . . , dj,n)∣) ∩Cn−1 (dj,1, . . . , dj,n−1) ⊆ Cn (dj,1, . . . , dj,n) .
Lastly, in view of Corollary 6.11, we conclude the existence of some ρ1 > 0 such that (17) holds
for all n and j. □

6.1.3. Proof of Lemma 6.6. Proposition 6.10 lies at the heart of the proof of Lemma 6.5. It char-
acterizes the three closed cylinders containing a given ξ ∈ Di8(ζ1). We will revisit this argument
in the proof of Lemma 6.6 and afterward. We will also use the fact that the only closed cylinders
intersecting Esq are C0(ε)∶= F, C1(1+ i), C1(1− i), C1(−1+ i), and C1(−1− i) (see Proposition
6.2).

Proposition 6.12. Let n ∈ N, a ∈ R(n), and b, c ∈ D such that b ≠ c, and ab,ac ∈ R(n+ 1). Assume
that there is some w ∈ C such that

w ∈ Fr (Fn(a)) ∩C1(b) ∩C1(c).
Then, the next assertions hold:

i. τ−bι(w) ∈ Esq ∪Di8(ζ1).
ii. The numbers b and c are the only solutions d ∈ D to

τ−dι(w) ∈ F and ad ∈ R(n + 1).
iii. If τ−bι(w) ∈ Esq, then the disc ι[D(ι(w); 1

10)] intersects exactly one side of Fr(Fn(a)).
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Proof. The three parts are shown by checking the possible forms of Fn(a). For clarity, we briefly
discuss one option in the first point. Assume that Fn(a) = F(−2). By Figure 3, when ∣b∣ ≤ √5
and ∣c∣ ≤ √5, any number belonging to ι[Fr (Fn(a)) ∩ C1(b) ∩ C1(c)] is a Gaussian-integral
translate of some element in Di8(ζ1). And if ∣b∣ ≥ 3 or ∣c∣ ≥ 3, then any number belonging to
ι[Fr (Fn(a)) ∩C1(b) ∩C1(c)] is a Gaussian-integral translate of some point in Esq. □

Proof of Lemma 6.6. Let k ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} be the minimal integer for which there is some c =(c1, . . . , cn) ∈ R(n) such that

z ∈ Cn(c), (a1, . . . , ak) = (c1, . . . , ck), and ak+1 ≠ ck+1.
Then, we have

w∶= Tk(z; (a1, . . . , ak)) ∈ Cn−k(ak+1, . . . , an) ∩Cn−k(ck+1, . . . , cn) ∩ Fk(a1, . . . , ak).
From ak+1 ≠ ck+1 we get z ∈ Fr(Ck(a1, . . . , ak)) and, thus, w ∈ Fr(Fk(a1, . . . , ak)). Therefore,

w ∈ C1(ak+1) ∩C1(ck+1) ∩ Fr(Fk(a1, . . . , ak))
and, by Proposition 6.12.i, we must have either

τ−ak+1ι(w) ∈ Esq or τ−ak+1ι(w) ∈ Di8(ζ1).
We discuss both possibilities separately.

Case τ−ak+1ι(w) ∈ Esq. Proposition 6.12.ii tells us there is a single possibility for ck+1. More-
over, in view of

ι(w) ∈ τak+1 [Cn−k−1(ak+2, . . . , an) ∩ Esq] ,
we must have k ∈ {n − 1, n − 2} by Proposition 6.2.

First, assume that k = n − 1. Then, c = (a1, . . . , an−1, cn) and, by Proposition 6.12.iii, the disc
ι[D(ι(w); 1

10)] intersects only one side of Fr(Fn−1(a1, . . . , an−1)). From

D(ι(w); 1

10
) ∩ ι [Fk(a1, . . . , an−1)] ⊆ (τan[F] ∪ τcn[F]) ∩ ι [Fn−1(a1, . . . , an−1)]

we get

ι [D(ι(w); 1

10
) ∩ [Fn−1(a1, . . . , an−1)]] ⊆ (C1(an) ∪C1(cn)) ∩ Fn−1(a1, . . . , an−1).

We now apply Qk( ⋅ ; (a1, . . . , ak)) = Qn−1( ⋅ ; (a1, . . . , an−1)) and use Proposition 6.12 to conclude
the existence of some absolute constant ρ2,2 > 0 such that

D(z; ρ2,2∣Cn−1(a1, . . . , an−1)∣∣an∣2 ) ∩Cn−1(a1, . . . , an−1) ⊆ Cn(a) ∪Cn(c).
Hence, by Proposition 5.15.i, there is some absolute constant ρ2,3 > 0 such that

D(z;ρ2,3∣Cn(a)∣) ∩Cn−1(a1, . . . , an−1) ⊆ Cn(a) ∪Cn(c).
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To finalize the proof of this case, we must verify that

(22) D(z;ρ2,3∣Cn(a)∣) ∩ F = D(z;ρ2,3∣Cn(a)∣) ∩Cn−1(a1, . . . , an−1).
To this end, note that the disc D(z;ρ2,3∣Cn(a)∣) intersects exactly one side of Cn(a), which is

the one containing z. This side is a line segment contained in Fr(F). Hence, D(z;ρ2,3∣Cn(a)∣)
only intersects one side of Cn−1(a1, . . . , an−1). If there was some b ∈ R(n− 1), b ≠ (a1, . . . , an−1),
such that D(z;ρ2,3∣Cn(a)∣) had an inner point of Cn−1(b), then this disc would have to intersect
at least two sides of Cn−1(a1, . . . , an−1). This proves (22).

When n = k − 2, we proceed in a similar fashion, so we omit the proof. However, we note that
in this case we must have ∣an∣ = ∣cn∣ = ∣1 + i∣ =√2 (see Figure 2).

Case τ−ak+1ι(w) ∈ Di8(ζ). After checking all the possible options for Fn(a), we may say that
there are f1, f2 ∈ Di8 such that

ι(w) ∈ {τak+1f1(ζ1)} ∩ {τck+1f2(ζ1)} ∩ Fr(ι[Fk(a1, . . . , ak)]).
Figure 9 depicts all the possible configurations mod Rot for ι(w) (in red) and ι[Fk(a1, . . . , ak)]
(gray). For example, case (c) arises from

z ∈ C3(−2,4i,1 + i) ∩C3(−2,4i,2 + i) ∩ Fr(F).
We are now essentially in the situation of Lemma 6.5. Arguing accordingly, we conclude the

Case (a) Case (b) Case (c)

FIGURE 9. Possible location of ι(w) in ι[Fk(a1, . . . , ak)].
existence of some constant ρ2,3 > 0 for which

D (ι(w);ρ2,3∣Cn−k−2(ak+2, . . . , an)∣) ∩ ι[Fk(a1, . . . , ak)] ⊆
⊆ Cn−k−2(ak+2, . . . , an) ∪Cn−k−2(ck+2, . . . , cn).

As in the proof of (22), we may conclude the existence of some constant ρ2,4 > 0 such that

D (z;ρ2,4∣Cn(a)∣) ∩ F ⊆ Cn(a) ∪Cn(a1, . . . , ak, bk+1, . . . , bn).
Lastly, we choose ρ2∶= min{ρ2,2, ρ2,4} and the lemma follows. Observe that in case (a) of Figure
9, we have #Gn(z,a, ρ2) = 2 and #Gn(z,a, ρ2) = 3 in cases (b) and (c). □

6.1.4. Proof of Lemma 6.7. Let n, a, and z be as in the statement. For ρ2 > 0 as in Lemma 6.6 and
define

δ∶=min

⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩
1

10
, κ1 (1 −

√
2

2
)2 ρ2

2

⎫⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎭ .
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Since z ∈ Fr(F) ∩Cn(a), we have z ∈ Fr(Cn−1(a1, . . . , an−1)), so

ιTn−1(z; (a1, . . . , an−1)) ∈ Fr (ι[Fn−1(a1, . . . , an−1])
and there are at most two solutions d ∈ D of

(23) τd[F] ∩ ι[Fn−1(a1, . . . , an−1)] ∩D(ι(Tn−1(z; (a1, . . . , an−1)); δ)) ≠ ∅
one of them being d = an (cf. Lemma 6.12.ii).

When d = an is the only solution of (23), we may show as in Lemma 6.5 that

D
⎛⎜⎝z;

δ

2 (1 + √2
2 ) (2 + √2

2 )∣Cn(a)∣⎞⎟⎠ ∩ F ⊆ Cn(a).
Assume that (23) has two different solutions, say d = an and d = b. Then, we can single out some
ξ ∈ Di8(ζ1) ∪ Esq for which

D (ι (Tn−1(z; (a1, . . . , an−1)) ; δ))) ∩ Fr(Fn−1(a1, . . . , an−1)) ∩ τan [F ] ∩ τb [F ] = {τan(ξ)}.
Hence, ∣ξ − Tn(z;a)∣ < δ and

∣Qn(ξ;a) − z∣ = ∣Qn(ξ;a) −Qn(Tn(z;a);a)∣
= ∣ξ − Tn(z;a)∣∣qn(a)∣2 ∣1 − qn−1

qn
Qn(ξ;a)∣ ∣1 − qn−1

qn
Qn(Tn(z;a);a)∣

< δ

κ1 (1 − √2
2 )2 ∣Cn(a)∣ (by Qn(ξ;a) ∈ F)

≤ ρ2
2
∣Cn(a)∣.

Then, for all 0 < r < ρ2
2 , we have D(z; r∣Cn(a)∣) ⊆ D(Qn(ξ;a);ρ2∣Cn(a)∣). The result follows

from Lemma 6.6 after picking ρ3 = ρ2
3 .

Remark 6.13. Our choice of ρ3 implies that if n ∈ N, a ∈ R(n), and ξ ∈ Di8(ζ1) ∪ Esq is such that
Qn(ξ;a) ∈ Fr(Cn(a)), then

Qn (Di8(ζ1) ∪ Esq;a) ∩D(Qn(ξ;a);ρ3) = {Qn(ξ;a)}.
6.1.5. Proof of Lemma 6.8. Let n, a, and z be as in the statement. Let k ∈ {0,1 . . . , n− 1} be such
that

z ∈ C○k(a1, . . . , ak) ∩ Fr(Ck+1(a1, . . . , ak, ak+1)).
As before, we interpret C0(ϵ) = F and T0( ⋅ ∶ ϵ) as the identity map. Let us first show that

(24) w∶= ιTk(z; (a1, . . . , ak)) ∈ Fr(τak+1[F]).
For clarity, we discuss the conclusion on an example. When Fk(a1, . . . , ak) = F1(1 + i), the set
ι[F○k(a1, . . . , ak)] is the one depicted in Figure 10. Then, the inclusion (24) means that w belongs
to one of the dashed lines.
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1 2 3

−3

−2

−1

FIGURE 10. The set ι[F1(1 + i)].

To show (24), note that

w ∈ ι [F○k(a1, . . . , ak)] ∩ ιTk (Fr (Ck+1(a1, . . . , ak, ak+1)) ; (a1, . . . , ak)) .
Then, in view of

ιTk (Ck+1(a1, . . . , ak, ak+1)); (a1, . . . , ak)) = ι [Fk(a1, . . . , ak) ∩C1(ak+1)]
= ι [Fk(a1, . . . , ak)] ∩ τak+1[F] ∩ ι[F]= ι [Fk(a1, . . . , ak)] ∩ τak+1[F],

we have
w ∈ ι [F○k(a1, . . . , ak)] ∩ Fr (ι [Fk(a1, . . . , ak)] ∩ τak+1[F]) .

From here, (24) is easily deduced. Let us further assume that k ≤ n−2. Take 0 < ρ̃ < ρ3, we impose
later further restrictions on ρ̃. For κ1 and κ2 as in Proposition 5.15, put

δ∶= κ1
κ2
(1 − √2

2
)2 .

We now consider two cases depending on how far is w from the boundary of ι [F○k(a1, . . . , ak)].
More precisely, we first assume that

(25) D(w; δρ̃
2
∣Cn−k−2(ak+2, . . . , an)∣) ⊆ ι [F○k(a1, . . . , ak)] .

By k ≤ n − 2 and Proposition 6.2 we have w /∈ τak+1[Esq], so Remark 6.13 tells us that the set

τak+1[F] ∩D(w; δρ̃2 ∣Cn−k−2(ak+2, . . . , an)∣)
is contained in at most three sets of the form τak+1[Cn−k−2(b)], b ∈ R(n − k − 2). Moreover, there
is a single b ∈ D with ∣b − ak+1∣ = 1 and

D(w; δρ3
2
∣Cn−k−2(ak+2, . . . , an)∣) ⊆ τak+1[F] ∪ τb[F].

By Lemma 6.7 and Subsection 5.3, the previous disc is contained in the closure of at most six
integral translates of closed regular cylinders of level n − k − 2.
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Now assume that (25) fails. Then, there is some ξ ∈ Di8(ζ1) ∪ Esq such that

τak(ξ) ∈ Fr (ι(Fk(a1, . . . , ak))) ∩D(w; δρ̃
2
∣Cn−k−2(ak+2, . . . , an)∣) .

Using w = ιTk(z; (a1, . . . , ak)) and τ−ak+1(w) = Tk+1(z; (a1, . . . , ak+1)), we get

∣Tk+1 (z; (a1, . . . , ak+1)) − ξ∣ < δρ̃
2
∣Cn−k−2(ak+2, . . . , an)∣.

Therefore, writing ξ′ = Qk+1(ξ; (a1, . . . , ak+1)), we obtain

∣z − ξ′∣ = ∣Qk+1 (Tk+1(z; (a1, . . . , ak+1); (a1, . . . , ak+1)) −Qk+1(ξ; (a1, . . . , ak+1))∣
< ∣Tk+1 (z; (a1, . . . , ak+1)) − ξ∣∣qk+1(a1, . . . , ak+1)∣2 (1 − √2

2 )2
< ∣Ck+1(a1, . . . , ak+1)∣

κ1 (1 − √2
2 )2 ∣Tk+1 (z; (a1, . . . , ak+1)) − ξ∣

≤ δρ̃

2κ1 (1 − √2
2 )2 ∣Ck+1(a1, . . . , ak+1)∣ ∣Cn−k−2(ak+2, . . . , an)∣

= ρ̃

2κ2
∣Ck+1(a1, . . . , ak+1)∣ ∣Cn−k−2(ak+2, . . . , an)∣

< ρ̃
2
∣Cn(a)∣.

As a consequence, if ρ4 ∶= ρ̃
2 , we have

D (z;ρ4∣Cn(a)∣) ⊆ D (Qk+1(ξ; (a1, . . . , ak+1)); ρ̃∣Cn(a)∣) .
Next, we explain why we can choose ρ̃ so small that the larger disc in the previous inclusion is
contained in the interior of at most six regular cylinders of level k + 1. For concreteness, assume
F○k(a1, . . . , ak) = F○1(1 + i); the other options are treated similarly. First, if τak(ξ) is in one of the
arches in Fr(ι[Fk(a1, . . . , ak)]) (see Figure 10), then ιτak(ξ) belongs to one of the line segments in
Fr(F1(1 + i)) (see Figure 4), we apply Lemma 6.7 and the proof is complete. If τak(ξ) belongs to
one of the rays in Fr(ι[Fk(a1, . . . , ak)]), then ιτak(ξ) belongs to one of the arches in Fr(F1(1+ i))
and, thus,

ιτak−1ιτak(ξ) = Q2(ξ; (ak−1, ak)) ∈ Fr(F).
To see it, apply τ−(1+i)ι on C1(1 + i) and refer to Figure 2. From this point, we can conclude after
Lemma 6.7.

The proof for k = n−1 is similar. In fact, we only used k ≤ n−2 to avoid the possibility ξ ∈ Esq.
However, this situation is easier to deal with. We leave the details to the reader.

6.1.6. Proof of Lemma 6.9. For ρ4 > 0 as in Lemma 6.8, define

ρ5∶= κ1 (1 − √2
2 )2

2 (1 + √2
2 ) (2 + √2

2 )
ρ4
2
.
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Let n, a, and z be as in the statement. We may show as before that if

(26) D
⎛⎝Tn(z;a); ρ52 κ1 (1 −

√
2

2
)2⎞⎠ ⊆ F○n(a1, . . . , an) = Tn (C○n(a);a) ,

then
D (z;ρ5∣Cn(a)∣) ⊆ C○n(a) ⊆ Cn(a).

When (26) is false, there is some ξ ∈ F such that

ξ ∈ Fr(Fn(a)) and ∣ξ − Tn(z;a)∣ < ρ5
2
κ1 (1 −

√
2

2
)2 .

Then, as in the proof of Lemma 6.8, we get

∣z −Qn(ξ;a)∣ < ρ5
2
∣Cn(a)∣,

so
D(z; ρ5

2
∣Cn(a)∣) ⊆ D (Qn(ξ;a);ρ5∣Cn(a)∣) .

The result now follows from Lemma 6.8.

We highlight two important consequences of the proofs of lemmas 6.5 and 6.6. First, two neigh-
boring cylinders have a similar diameter (Corollary 6.14). Second, the partial quotients deter-
mining two neighboring cylinders are of similar size (Corollary 6.15). The details are left to the
reader.

Corollary 6.14. There is a constant κ3 > 1 such that for any n ∈ N, all a ∈ R(n), and all b ∈
Vecn(a) we have

1

κ3
≤ ∣Cn(a)∣∣Cn(b)∣ ≤ κ3.

Corollary 6.15. For all n ∈ N and a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ R(n), if b = (b1, . . . , bn) ∈ Vecn(a) then

∥aj∥ − 1 ≤ ∥bj∥ ≤ ∥aj∥ + 1 for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
6.2. Second geometric construction. We dedicate this section to the proof of Theorem 6.16. It
counts how many sets of a certain form are intersected by discs with small radius. More precisely,
for any n ∈ N, a ∈ R(n), and 0 < l < u, define

Sn(a;l,u)∶= ⋃
l≤∥d∥≤u

ad∈R(n+1)
Cn+1(ad).

Theorem 6.16. There is a constant ρ > 0 with the following property: for any two natural numbers
l and u such that 33 ≤ l < u and 27

100 < l
u
< 3

4 , any a ∈ R(n), and any z ∈ Sn(a;l,u), we have

#{c ∈ R(n) ∶ D(z;ρ∣Sn(a;l,u)∣) ∩ Sn(c;l,u) ≠ ∅} ≤ 2.
We introduce two types of sets underpinning our arguments in this section.

Definition 6.17. For any positive real numbers 0 < L < U , define

Treb(L,U)∶= Cl ({z ∈ C ∶ U−1 ≤ ∥ι(z)∥ ≤ L−1}) .
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For each R > 0, put
L(R)∶= {z ∈ C ∶ ∥ι(z)∥ = R−1} .

The next properties follow immediately from the definition of Treb(L,U) and L(R).
Proposition 6.18. The next assertions hold:

i. For every R > 0, we have RL(1) = L(R).
ii. For all 0 < L < U , we have

Fr(Treb(L,U)) = L(L) ∪L(U).
iii. For all R > 0, we have

L(R) = Fr(D(R
2
;
R

2
) ∪D(iR

2
;
R

2
) ∪D(−R

2
;
R

2
) ∪D(−iR

2
;
R

2
)) .

iv. For all n ∈ N, a ∈ R(n), and l,u ∈ N with 2 ≤ l < u, we have

Sn(a;l,u) = Qn (Fn(a) ∩Treb ((u + 1
2)−1, (l − 1

2)−1)) ;a) .
We consider cases depending on the form of Fn(a) in the proof of Theorem 6.16:

Case I: Fn(a) ≡ F, F1(2 + i) mod Rot.

Case II: Fn(a) ≡ F1(2), F1(1 + i) mod Rot.

6.2.1. Case I. In short, we first note that the choice of parameters yields

⋃
l≤∥d∥≤u

d∈D
C1(d) ⊆ Fn(a).

Then, we apply the map Qn( ⋅ ;a) on the sets Treb(L2 ,2U) and Treb(L,U) and conclude. We
divide the full argument into lemmas 6.19, 6.20, and 6.21.

Lemma 6.19. There is an absolute constant κ′ > 0 such that for all R > 0 we have

dist (L(R),L(2R)) = κ′R.
Proof. The compact sets L(1) and L(12) are disjoint, then κ′∶= 2dist (L(1),L(12)) > 0. These sets
are depicted in Figure 11. The lemma follows from Proposition 6.18.i, because for all R > 0 the
map C→ C, z ↦ Rz is a similarity. It is not hard to show that κ′ =√5 − 1, but we do not need the
exact value. □

Lemma 6.20. Let n ∈ N, a ∈ R(n), and R ∈ (0, 18) be arbitrary, and κ′ > 0 as in Lemma 6.19, then

κ′R(1 + 2R)(1 + 4R) 1∣qn(a)∣2 ≤ dist (Qn(L(R);a),Qn(L(2R);a))
≤ κ′R(1 − 2R)(1 − 4R) 1∣qn(a)∣2 .
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FIGURE 11. The sets L(1) and L(12).

Proof. Write qn = qn(a) and qn−1 = qn−1(a1, . . . , an−1). If α ∈ L(R) and β ∈ L(2R), then

∣Qn(α;a) −Qn(β;a)∣ =
RRRRRRRRRRRRRR

α

q2n (1 − qn−1
qn
α) −

β

q2n (1 − qn−1
qn
β)
RRRRRRRRRRRRRR

= 1∣qn∣2 ∣α − β∣
∣(1 − qn−1

qn
α) (1 − qn−1

qn
β)∣ .

So, in view of ∣α∣ ≤ R, ∣β∣ ≤ 2R and ∣qn−1∣ < ∣qn∣, we have

1∣qn∣2 ∣α − β∣∣(1 +R) (1 + 2R)∣ ≤ ∣Qn(α;a) −Qn(β;a)∣ ≤ 1∣qn∣2 ∣α − β∣∣(1 −R) (1 − 2R)∣ .
The result now follows from Lemma 6.19. □

Lemma 6.21. There is a constant ρ′1 > 0 such that for every 0 < L < U < 1
32 satisfying 1

4 < L
U < 3

4 ,
all n ∈ N, d ∈ R(n), and z ∈ Qn (Treb(L,U);d), we have

(27) D(z;ρ′1 U∣qn(d)∣2) ⊆ Qn (Treb(L
2
,2U) ;d) .

Proof. Let L,U > 0 be as in the statement. From

Treb(L,U) ⊆ Int(Treb(L
2
,2U)) ,

we get

Qn (Treb(L,U);a) ⊆ Int(Qn (Treb(L
2
,2U) ;a)) .

It is, thus, enough to find some ρ′1 > 0 such that

dist(Fr (Qn (Treb(L,U);a)) ,Fr(Qn (Treb(L
2
,2U) ;a))) ≥ ρ′1 U∣qn(a)∣2 .

Proposition 6.18.iv implies

Fr (Qn (Treb(L,U);a)) = Qn(L(L);a) ∪Qn(L(U);a),
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and
Fr(Qn (Treb(L

2
,2U) ;a)) = Qn (L(L

2
) ;a) ∪Qn(L(2U);a).

We argue as in the proof of Lemma 6.20 to conclude

dist (Qn(L(U);a),Qn(L(2U);a)) ≤ dist(Qn(L(U);a),Qn (L(L
2
) ;a))

and
dist(Qn(L(L);a),Qn (L(L

2
))) ≤ dist (Qn(L(L);a),Qn(L(2U);a)) .

Hence, the result will follow after we prove that

(28) dist (Qn(L(U);a),Qn(L(2U);a)) ≥ dist(Qn(L(L);a),Qn (L(L
2
) ;a))

and show the existence of some ρ′1 > 0 for which

(29) dist(Qn(L(L);a),Qn (L(L
2
) ;a)) ≥ ρ′1 U∣qn(a)∣2 .

We first check (28). The assumptions on L and U lead us to

(1 −L)(1 − 2L)(1 +U)(1 + 2U) > (1 −U)(1 − 2U)(1 +U)(1 + 2U) > 3

4
> L
U
.

So,

κ′ L(1 −L)(1 − 2L) 1∣qn(a)∣2 < κ′ U(1 +U)(1 + 2U) 1∣qn(a)∣2
and we get (28) by Lemma 6.20.

In order to get (29), first observe that (1 +L)(1 + 2L) ≤ 4, so

L

U
≥ 1

4
≥ 1

16
(1 +L)(1 + 2L) and

L(1 +L)(1 + 2L) ≥ U16 .
The result is now a consequence of Lemma 6.20. □

Remark 6.22. By Proposition 5.15.i, we may shrink ρ′1 > 0 so that we can replace the last inclusion
in Lemma 6.20 with

D (z;ρ1U ∣Cn(d)∣) ⊆ Qn (Treb(L
2
,2U) ;d) .

Remark 6.23. We will use Lemma 6.21 for Case II as well. Assume for a moment that Fn(d) ≡
F1(2), F1(1 + i) mod Rot. Then, Lemma 6.21 implies

D (z;ρ1U ∣Cn(d)∣) ∩Cn(d) ⊆ Qn (Treb(L
2
,2U) ;d) ∩Cn(d)

= Qn (Treb(L
2
,2U) ∩ Fn(d);d) .

In this case, the disc D (z;ρ1U ∣Cn(d)∣) might certainly not be contained in Cn(d). However, it
intersects at most one side of Cn(d).
Proof of Theorem 6.16: Case I. Let l ∈ N≥33 and u ∈ N be as in the statement and put

L = (u + 1

2
)−1 and U = (l − 1

2
)−1 .
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Then, we have
1

4
< L
U
< 3

4
and U < 1

32
.

If Fn(a) ≡ F, F1(2 + i) mod Rot, then Treb(L,U) ⊆ F○n(a) and, by Proposition 6.18.iv,

Sn(a;l,u) = Qn (Treb(L,U);a) .
We conclude the proof of this case by choosing ρ′ = ρ′1 as in Lemma 6.21. □

6.2.2. Case II. We now assume Fn(a) ≡ F(2), F(1 + i) mod Rot.

Proposition 6.24. Let n ∈ N and l,u ∈ N such that 4 < l < u. Every z ∈ F satisfies

#{a ∈ R(n) ∶ z ∈ Sn(a;l,u)} ≤ 2.
Proof. Take any z ∈ F and assume there are three different words a,b,c ∈ R(n) such that

z ∈ Sn(a;l,u) ∩ Sn(b;l,u) ∩ Sn(c;l,u).
Let k be the largest non-negative integer such that

pref(a;k) = pref(b;k) = pref(c;k).
Without loss of generality, we may assume that ak+1 ≠ bk+1. We must have either ck+1 = ak+1 or
ck+1 = bk+1. Otherwise, we would have

ιTk (z; (a1, . . . , ak)) ∈ τak+1[F] ∩ τbk+1[F] ∩ τck+1[F]
and, hence, Tk+1(z; (a1, . . . , ak, ak+1)) ∈ Esq. However, since k + 1 ≤ n, Proposition 6.2 would
forbid z ∈ Sn(a;l,u). Assume that ck+1 = bk+1, so ck+1 ≠ ak+1. Let j ∈ N be the least integer such
that bj+k ≠ cj+k, so k + j ≤ n. Then, z′ = Tk+j−1(z; (b1, . . . , bk+j−1)) satisfies

z′ ∈ Fr (Fk+j−1(b1, . . . , . . . , bk+j−1)) ∩C1(bk+j) ∩C1(ck+j).
The inclusion Fr (Fk+j−1(b1, . . . , . . . , bk+j−1)) follows from z′ ∈ Fr (Fr (Fk(b1, . . . , . . . , bk))). There-
fore, in view of Lemma 6.12.i, we conclude

Tk+j(z; (b1, . . . , bk+j)) ∈ Di8(ζ1) ∪ Esq.
However, this would contradict z ∈ Sn(b;l,u). (thepartialquotientswouldbesmall). □

Proposition 6.25. Let n ∈ N, a ∈ R(n) be arbitrary, and let c ∈ D be such that ac ∈ R(n + 1). If
c ∈ D satisfies ac ∈ R(n + 1), then C○1(c) ∖ F○k(a) ≠ ∅ implies Fn(a) = F1(2 + i) mod Rot.

Proof. Simply verify four possible forms of Fn(a) mod Rot. □

Proposition 6.26. Let l,u ∈ N, l < u, be given. Assume that

(ℓ − 1

2
)−1 < 1

10
and

1

4
< l − 1

2

u + 1
2

< 3

4
.
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There exists a number ρ′2 > 0 with the following property: for every k, j ∈ N, a ∈ R(k), d,e ∈ R(j)
such that ad,ae ∈ R(k + j), and

z ∈ Sj+k(ad;l,u) ∩ Sj+k(ae;l,u),
then we have

D
⎛⎝Tk(z;a); ρ2(l − 1

2
) ∣qj(d)∣2

⎞⎠ ⊆ Sj (d; ⌊l − 1
2
⌋ ,2(u + 1)) ∪ Sj (e; ⌊l − 1

2
⌋ ,2(u + 1)) .

Proof. The proof is divided into two steps. First, we show that the cylinders Cj−1(d2, . . . , dj) and
Cj−1(e2, . . . , ej) are a reflection of each other. Then, we apply Remark 6.23 to obtain the existence
of ρ′2 > 0.

Step I. Let us show that

(30) mir [Cj−1(d2, . . . , dj)] = Cj−1(e2, . . . , ej) for some mir ∈ {mir1,mir2}.
Define w∶= Tk(z;a), then

(31) w ∈ Sj(d;l,u) ∩ Sj(e;l,u).
Pick b, b′ ∈ D such that

(32) l ≤ ∥b∥ ≤ u, l ≤ ∥b′∥ ≤ u, z ∈ Ck+j+1(adb) ∩Ck+j+1(adb′).
From ι(w) ∈ τe1[F] ∩ τd1[F] we conclude that 1 ≤ ∣e1 − d1∣ ≤ √2. If we had ∣e1 − d1∣ = √2, we

would have w ∈ Esq. However, by Proposition 6.2, this contradicts (31); therefore, we must have∣d1 − e1∣ = 1. Without loss of generality, assume that e1 = d1 + 1. We claim that

(33) τd1 [C1(d2)] ∪ τe1 [C1(e2)] ⊆ ι [Fn(a)] .
Certainly, by Lemma 6.12.i, Proposition 6.25 and e1 = d1 + 1, if we had C○1(d2) ∖ F○n(a) ≠ ∅, we
would have F○n+1(ad1) = F○1(1 + i) and ι(w) = τd1 mir1(ζ1). The proof of Proposition 6.10 would
then yield ∥d2∥ = . . . = ∥dj∥ = ∥b∥ = 2,
which contradicts (31) and l ≥ 10. The same argument shows τe1 [C1(e2)] ⊆ ι [Fn(a)]. We, thus,
conclude (33).

Now, we show that Cj−1(d2, . . . , dj) is the single regular cylinder of level j − 1 whose closure
contains Tk+1(z;ad1). Assume there was some (d′2, . . . , d′j) ∈ R(j − 1) different from (d2, . . . , dj)
such that

Tk+1(z;ad1) ∈ Cj−1(d′2, . . . , d′j) ∩Cj−1(d2, . . . , dj).
Then, since Tk+1(z;ad1) ∈ Fr(F), an application of Proposition 6.12.i would forbid

Tk+1(z;ad1) ∈ Sj−1((d2, . . . , dj);l,u).
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Similarly, we may show that Tk+1(z;ae1) belongs to the closure of a single regular cylinder of
level j − 1; namely, Cj−1(e2, . . . , ej).

Observe that, using our assumption e1 = d1 + 1, we have

mir1 (Tk+1(z;ad1)) = Tk+1(z;ae1).
As a consequence, Tk+1(z;ae1) ∈ mir1 [Cj−1(d2, . . . , dj)] and, because of the uniqueness of (e2, . . . , ej),
we conclude (30).

Step II. Next, for l′ = ⌊ ℓ−12 ⌋ and u′ = 2(u + 1), we show that there are absolute constant ρ′2 > 0
such that the disc

(34) D
⎛⎝ι(w); ρ′2(l′ − 1

2
) ∣qj−1(d2, . . . , dj)∣2

⎞⎠
is contained in

(35) τd1 [Qj−1 (Treb(l′,u′); (d2, . . . , dj−1)] ∪ τe1 [Qj (Treb(l′,u′); (e2, . . . , ej−1)] .
To this end, note that the side of Cj−1(d2, . . . , dj) containing Tk+1(z;ad1) is a segment of Fr(F).
Then, by Remark 6.23, the left half of the disc

D
⎛⎝Tk+1(z;ad1); ρ1(l′ − 1

2
) ∣Cj−1(d2, . . . , dj)∣⎞⎠

is contained in Cj−1(d2, . . . , dj). Similarly, the right half of the disc

D
⎛⎝Tk+1(z;ae1); ρ1(l′ − 1

2
) ∣Cj−1(d2, . . . , dj)∣⎞⎠

is contained in Cj−1(e2, . . . , ej). Therefore, the disc in (34) is contained in the set in (35) after
taking an absolutely small ρ′2 (see Proposition 5.15). □

As in the proof of Lemma 6.19, we may show the existence of some absolute constant ρ′3 > 0
such that for all 0 < L < U < 1

8 , n ∈ N, and b ∈ R(n) we have

D (z;ρ′3∣Sk+j(ad;l,u)∣) ⊆ Sj+k(ae;l′,u′) ∩ Sj+k(ad;l′,u′).
This observation combined with Remark 6.23 and Proposition 6.26 yield the next result.

Proposition 6.27. There is some ρ′4 > 0 such that for all l,u,a,d,e as in Proposition 6.26, every
z ∈ Sj+k(ae;l,u) ∩ Sj+k(ad;l,u) verifies

D (z;ρ′4∣Sk+j(ad;l,u)∣) ⊆ Sj+k(ae;l′,u′) ∩ Sj+k(ad;l′,u′).
Proof of Theorem 6.16: Case II. First, we assume that there are two different a,b ∈ R(n) for
which

z ∈ Sn(a;l,u) ∩ Sn(b;l,u).
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Take ρ′4 > 0 as in Proposition 6.27, so

(36) D (z;ρ′4∣Sn(a;l,u)∣) ⊆ Sn(a;l′,u′) ∪ Sn(b;l′,u′).
Next, let us show that

(37) {c ∈ R(n) ∶ Sn(c;l,u) ∩D(z;ρ′3∣Sn(a;l,u)∣)} ⊆ {a,b}.
If this was not true, then there would be some w ∈ D(z; 2ρ∣Sn(a;l,u)∣) and c ∈ R(n) ∖ {a,b}
such that w ∈ Sn(c;l,u). Take c ∈ D with l ≤ ∥c∥ ≤ u and w ∈ Cn+1(cc). Since Cn+1(cc) =
Cl(C○n+1(cc)), we would have

D(z;ρ′4∣Sn(a;l,u)∣) ∩C○n+1(cc) ≠ ∅;
however, since c ≠ a and c ≠ b, we know that

C○n(c) ∩ (Sn(a;l′,u′) ∪ Sn(b;l′,u′)) ⊆ C○n(c) ∩ (Cn(a) ∪Cn(b)) = ∅,
which is a contradiction. Therefore, (37) holds and the theorem has been proven in this subcase.

Now assume that a is the only element c ∈ R(n) for which z ∈ Sn(c; ℓ,u) holds. If the disc
D (z; ρ′42 ∣Sn(a;l,u)∣) only intersects one set of the form Sn(c;l,u), we are done. Otherwise,
there would be some b ∈ R(n), a ≠ b, and some w ∈ Sn(a;l,u)∩Sn(b;l,u). We may, thus, use
the previous subcase along with

D(z; ρ′4
2
∣Sn(a;l,u)∣) ⊆ D (w;ρ′4∣Sn(a;l,u)∣) ⊆ Sn(a;l′,u′) ∪ Sn(b;l′,u′)

to conclude the theorem. □

7. APPROACHING THE IRREGULAR BY THE REGULAR

So far, our discussion has revolved around regular numbers and their associated objects (cylin-
ders, prototype sets, words). However, as noted before, there are uncountably many irregular
numbers. Theorem 7.1 helps us understand why we can overlook irregular numbers in the proof
of Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 7.1. For every n ∈ N≥2, a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ Ir(n), and f ∈ Di8, there is some b =(b1, . . . , bn) ∈ R(n) such that

f [Cn(a)] ⊆ Cn(b) and ∥aj∥ = ∥bj∥ for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
Corollary 7.2. There is a single continuous extension Λ of Λ∣R to the closure R of R. Moreover,
Λ[R] = F ∖Q(i).

Using a slightly different notation, Theorem 7.1 and Corollary 7.2 are proven in [23]. Moreover,
that paper provides a procedure to obtain b. We, thus, omit the proofs and refer the reader to [23,
Subsection 7.2].

Remark 7.3. We can deal with irregular numbers in a different way. It is not hard to show that the
set of irregular numbers has Hausdorff dimension 1. To see this, note that an irregular cylinder is
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either a line segment or an arch and there are countably many of them. Hence, we may ignore them
while proving Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3. The downside of this strategy is the loss of Corollary
7.2.

8. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

We start the proof of Theorem 1.3 by showing the existence of the limit in the statement. Then,
we divide the proof into two parts: the upper bound and the lower bound. For the upper bound, we
use a natural covering argument. For the lower bound, we apply the Mass Distribution Principle
(Lemma 8.16 below).

8.1. The functions gn. The numbers N1∶= 11 and ψ∶=√1+√5
2 will remain fixed throughout this

section. Write ∀M ∈ N≥4 D(M)∶= {a ∈ D ∶ ∥a∥ ≤M}.
Definition 8.1. Given B > 1, n ∈ N, and A ⊆ D , define

∀ρ ∈ R>0 gn(ρ;A ,B)∶= ∑
a∈A n∩R(n)(

5
√
2

Bn∥qn(a)∥2)
ρ

.

When A and B are fixed, we write gn(ρ) instead of gn(ρ;A ,B).
Proposition 8.2. Take B > 1, n ∈ N≥N1 , and let A be either E , D(M) for some M ≥ 4 or D .

i. The function ρ↦ gn(ρ;A ,B) is non-increasing.
ii. If A ′ is E , D(M) for some M ≥ 4 or D , and A ⊆ A ′; then, gn(ρ;A ,B) ≤ gn(ρ;A ′,B).

Proof. i. From ∣qn(a)∣ > ψn−1 ≥ ψ10 > 10, we have 5
√
2 < ∥qn(a)∥, hence 5

√
2

Bn∥qn(a)∥2 < 1. The
definition of gn then tells us that 0 < ρ < ρ′ implies gn(ρ′;A ,B) ≤ gn(ρ;A ,B).

ii. The proof is straightforward.

□

For any n ∈ N, B > 1, and A equal to E , or D(M) for some M ≥ 4, or D , we define

sn,B(A )∶= inf{ρ > 0 ∶ gn(ρ;A ,B) ≤ 1}.
For notational ease, for any j ∈ N, B > 1, ρ > 0, and a ∈ Ω(j), put

h̃j(a;ρ)∶= (Bj∥qj(a)∥2)−ρ.
The next estimates follow from Proposition 5.15.ii.

Proposition 8.3. Take B > 1. For all m,n ∈ N, a ∈ Ω(n), b ∈ Ω(m) such that ab ∈ Ω(m+n), and
ρ > 0, we have

1

62ρ
h̃n(a;ρ)h̃m(b;ρ) ≤ h̃n+m(ab;ρ) ≤ (5√2)2ρh̃n(a;ρ)h̃m(b;ρ).
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Proposition 8.4. Let A be either D , D(M) for some M ≥ 4, or E , and B > 1. For every m,n ∈ N
and ρ > 0, we have

gn+m(ρ) ≤ gn(ρ)gm(ρ).
Proof. For m,n ∈ N and ρ > 0, we have

gn+m(ρ) = ∑
c∈A n∩R(n)(5

√
2)2ρh̃n+m(c;ρ)

≤ ∑
a∈A n∩R(n)
b∈A m∩R(m)

(5√2)2ρh̃m(a;ρ)(5√2)2ρh̃m(b;ρ)

≤ ⎛⎝ ∑
a∈A n∩R(n)(5

√
2)2ρh̃n(a;ρ)⎞⎠⎛⎝ ∑

b∈A m∩R(m)(5
√
2)2ρh̃m(b;ρ)⎞⎠

= gn(ρ)gm(ρ).
□

Proposition 8.5. Let A be either D , D(M) for some M ≥ 4, or E , and B > 1. Write κ4∶= 3
√
2+1√
2−1 .

For every m,n ∈ N and ρ > 0, the next estimate holds:

1

1800ρ + 20(3600κ24)ρ gn(ρ)gm(ρ) ≤ gn+m(ρ).

Proof. Take any m,n ∈ N and ρ > 0. Then,

gm(ρ)gn(ρ) = gm(ρ)(5√2)2ρ ∑
a∈A n∩R(n) h̃n(a;ρ)

= gm(ρ)(5√2)2ρ ∑
a∈A n∩R(n)∥an∥≥3

h̃n(a;ρ) + gm(ρ)(5√2)2ρ ∑
a∈A n∩R(n)∥an∥≤2

h̃n(a;ρ).(38)

We now bound separately each of the two addends in (38). By Proposition 8.3, the first term can
be bounded as follows:

(5√2)2ρ ⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝ ∑
a∈A n∩R(n)∥an∥≥3

h̃n(a;ρ)
⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠ gm(ρ) = (5

√
2)4ρ ⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝ ∑

a∈A n∩R(n)∥an∥≥3
h̃n(a;ρ)

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
⎛⎝ ∑
b∈A m∩R(m) h̃m(b;ρ)

⎞⎠
≤ (5√2)4ρ62ρ ∑

a∈A n∩AF(n)
b∈A m∩R(m)

h̃n+m(ab;ρ)
≤ (5√2)2ρ62ρ ∑

c∈A n+m∩R(n+m)(A )(5
√
2)2ρh̃n+m(c;ρ);

that is

(39) (5√2)2ρ ⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝ ∑
a∈A n∩R(n)∥an∥≥3

h̃n(a;ρ)
⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠ gm(ρ) ≤ 1800

ρgn+m(ρ).
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We need a more intricate argument for the second term in (38). For each a ∈ A n ∩ R(n) such that∥an∥ ≤ 2, choose d(a) ∈ D satisfying

Pm(d(a)) = ∥d(a)∥ = 3 and x(a)∶= (a1, . . . , an−1, d) ∈ A n ∩ F(n),
(see Proposition 5.9). Then, we have

∣qn(x(a))
qn(a) ∣ = ∣d(a)qn−1(a) + qn−2(a)anqn−1(a) + qn−2(a) ∣ =

RRRRRRRRRRRR
d(a) + qn−2(a)

qn−1(a)
an + qn−2(a)

qn−1(a)

RRRRRRRRRRRR ≤
∣d(a)∣ + 1∣an∣ − 1 ≤ 3

√
2 + 1√
2 − 1 = κ4,

which implies ∥qn(x(a))∥ ≤ ∣qn(x(a))∣ ≤ κ4∣qn(a)∣ ≤ κ4√2∥qn(a)∥.
Hence

(40)
1(Bn∥qn(a)∥2)ρ ≤ (2κ24)ρ(Bn∥qn(x(a))∥2)ρ .

The function a ↦ x(a) might not be injective, but it is at most twenty-to-one. Indeed, for any
b = (b1, . . . , bn−1, bn) ∈ A n∩F(n) such that Pm(bn) = ∥bn∥ = 3, the set of words a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈
A n ∩ R(n) satisfying ∥an∥ ≤ 2 and x(a) = b is contained in the set

{a ∈ A n ∩ R(n) ∶ (a1, . . . , an−1) = (b1, . . . , bn−1), ∥an∥ ≤ 2},
which has at most 20 elements, because #{a ∈ D ∶ ∥a∥ ≤ 2} = 20. This observation and (40) give

∑
a∈A n∩R(n)∥an∥≤2

h̃n(a;ρ) ≤ (2κ24)ρ ∑
a∈A n∩R(n)∥an∥≤2

h̃n(x(a);ρ)
≤ 20(2κ24)ρ ∑

c∈A n∩R(n)
Pm(cn)=∥cn∥=3

h̃n(c;ρ)
≤ 20(2κ24)ρ ∑

c∈A n∩F(n) h̃n(c;ρ).
Then, by Proposition 8.3, we have

(5√2)2ρ ⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝ ∑
a∈A n∩R(n)∥an∥≤2

h̃n(a;ρ)
⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠ gm(ρ) ≤ (5

√
2)4ρ20(2κ24)ρ ⎛⎝ ∑

a∈A n∩F(n) h̃n(a;ρ)
⎞⎠⎛⎝ ∑

b∈A m∩R(m) h̃m(b;ρ)
⎞⎠

≤ (5√2)2ρ20(2κ24)ρ62ρ ∑
c∈A n+m∩R(n+m)(5

√
2)2ρh̃n+m(c;ρ)

= 20(3600κ24)ρgn+m(ρ),
and the proof is done. □

8.2. The dimensional number sB. In this subsection, we give an alternative definition of the
number sB. After establishing some relevant properties, we show that this definition is equivalent
to the one in (2).
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Proposition 8.6. If p, q ∈ N are coprime and p < q, then

N≥p(q−1) ⊆ {j ∈ N ∶ j = pk + tq for some k, t ∈ N0}.
Proof. See [2, Section 3. Problem 14]. □

Lemma 8.7. Let B > 1 be arbitrary. If A = D , A = E , or A = D(M) for some M ≥ 4, then the
following limit exists

sB(A )∶= lim
n→∞ sn,B(A ).

Proof. For clarity, we divide the proof into six steps.

i. We show that for n, t ∈ N≥N1 and r, k ∈ N we have

(41) srn+tk,B(A ) ≤max{srn,B(A ), stk,B(A )} ≤max{sn,B(A ), st,B(A )}.
To this end, take any m,n ∈ N≥N1 . We obtain (41) from the stronger inequality

(42) sm+n,B(A ) ≤max{sm,B(A ), sn,B(A )}.
Take ε > 0 and ρ = max{sm,B(A ), sn,B(A )} + ε. Then, gm(ρ) < 1, gn(ρ) < 1 and, by
Proposition 8.4, gn+m(ρ) ≤ gn(ρ)gm(ρ) < 1. Therefore,

sm+n,B(A ) <max{sm,B(A ), sn,B(A )} + ε,
which proves (42).

ii. Define
s∶= lim sup

n→∞ sn,B(A ).
We claim that

(43) #{n ∈ N ∶ sn,B(A ) ≥ s} =∞.
If (43) were false, there would be some N0 ∈ N≥N1 satisfying

sn,B(A ) < s for all n ∈ N≥N0 .

Define
r∶=max{sN0+r,B ∶ r ∈ {0,1, . . . ,N0 − 1}} < s.

Given n ∈ N≥2N0 , let q ∈ N≥2 and r ∈ {0,1, . . . ,N0 − 1} be such that n = qN0 + r, then

sn,B(A ) = s(q−1)N0+(N0+r),B(A )
≤max{s(q−1)N0,B(A ), sN0+r,B(A )} (by (41))

≤max{s(q−1)N0,B(A ), r}
< s.

However, this leads us to the contradiction

s = lim sup
n→∞ sn,B(A ) ≤ r < s,
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so (43) must hold.
iii. Observe that

(44) ∀n ∈ N≥N1(N1+1) sn,B(A ) ≤max{sN1,B(D), sN1+1,B(D)}.
Certainly, for any n ∈ N≥N1(N1+1), Proposition 8.2.ii, (41), and Proposition 8.6 give

sn,B(A ) ≤ sn,B(D) ≤max{sN1,B(D), sN1+1,B(D)}.
iv. Write

ŝ∶=max{sN1,B(D), sN1+1,B(D)}, κ(ŝ)∶= (1800ŝ + 20(3600κ24)ŝ)−1.
We now show that

(45) ∀δ > 0 gn(sjn,B(A ) + δ) ≤ 1

κ(ŝ) 12 .
By Proposition 8.5, we have

(46) ∀ρ ∈ (0, ŝ) ∀m,n ∈ N κ(ŝ)gn(ρ)gm(ρ) ≤ gn+m(ρ).
Hence, if 0 < ρ < ŝ, j ∈ N≥2, and n ∈ N, we obtain gjn(ρ) ≥ κ(ŝ)j−1gn(ρ)j and

gn(ρ) ≤ 1

κ(ŝ)1− 1
j

gjn(ρ) 1j ≤ 1

κ(ŝ) 12 gjn(ρ)
1
j .

Using the definition of snj,B(A ), we conclude (45).
v. Let us show that

(47) ∀r ∈ N≥N1(N1+1) sr,B(A ) ≥ s.
Assume that r ∈ N≥N1(N1+1) satisfies sr,B(A ) < s. Consider ε∶= s − sr,B(A ) > 0. By (43), we
may choose some p ∈ N such that

sp,B(A ) ≥ s and (Bpψp−1
5
√
2
)

ε
2 > κ(ŝ) 12 .

Then, taking δ = ε
2 in (45), we have

gp (srp,B(A ) + ε) = ∑
a∈A p∩R(p)

(5√2)2srp,B(A )+ε(Bp∥qp(a)∥2)srp,B(A )+ε
≤ ( 5

√
2

Bpψp−1)
ε
2 ∑
a∈A p∩R(p)

(5√2)2srp,B(A )+ ε
2

(Bp∥qp(a)∥2)srp,B(A )+ ε
2

(by Proposition 4.2.ii)

= ( 5
√
2

Bpψp−1)
ε
2

gp (srp,B(A ) + ε
2
)

< 1.
Thus,

sp,B(A ) ≤ srp,B(A ) + ε
2

and, by (41),
sp,B(A ) ≥ s = sr,B(A ) + ε ≥ srp,B(A ) + ε.
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These inequalities imply
ε

2
+ srp,B(A ) ≥ sp,B(A ) ≥ srp,B(A ) + ε, so 0 > ε

2
.

In view of this contradiction, (47) must hold.
vi. We conclude the result, because (47) yields

lim inf
n→∞ sn,B(A ) ≥ s = lim sup

n→∞ sn,B(A ).
□

For any p ∈ N≥N1 , write sp,B ∶= sp,B(D) and sp,B(M)∶= sp,B(D(M)) for all M ∈ N≥4.
Lemma 8.8. If p ∈ N≥N1 , then lim

M→∞ sp,B(M) = sp,B.

Proof. By Proposition 8.2.ii, the map M ↦ sp,B(M) is non-decreasing for M ≥ 4 and bounded
above by sp,B. Then, the next limit exists:

tp,B ∶= lim
M→∞ sp,B(M) ≤ sp,B.

The definition of sp,B and p ≥ N1 give

∀ρ ∈ R>0 gp(ρ;D ,B) = lim
M→∞ gp(ρ;D(M),B).

Take ε > 0. Then, by gp(sp,B −ε;D ,B) > 1 and the above limit, every sufficiently large M satisfies
gp(sn,B − ε,D(M),B) > 1, so sp,B − ε ≤ sp,B(M) ≤ tp,B and sp,B ≤ tp,B. □

Write sB ∶= sB(D) and sB(M)∶= sB(D(M)) for all M ∈ N≥2.
Lemma 8.9. lim

M→∞ sB(M) = sB.

Proof. Take ε > 0. Let Ñ = Ñ(B, ε) ∈ N≥N1 be such that

κ(ŝ) 12 < (BÑψÑ

5
√
2
)

ε
2

.

Consider any n ∈ N≥Ñ . As in part v in the proof of Lemma 8.7, we conclude that if A = D , A = E ,
or A = D(M), M ≥ 4, then every m ∈ N satisfies

sn,B(A ) ≤ smn,B(A ) + ε
2
.

Moreover, (41) gives smn,B(A ) ≤ sn,B(A ), so

∣sn,B(A ) − smn,B(A )∣ < ε.
We let m→∞ and use Lemma 8.7 to get

(48) ∣sn,B(A ) − sB(A )∣ < ε.
Also, by Lemma 8.8, every sufficiently large M satisfies

(49) ∣sn,B(M) − sn,B ∣ < ε.
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Inequalities (48) and (49) lead us to the desired conclusion:

∣sB(M) − sB ∣ ≤ ∣sB(M) − sn,B(M)∣ + ∣sn,B(M) − sn,B ∣ + ∣sn,B − sB ∣ < 3ε.
□

For B > 1 and κ1 as in Proposition 5.15.i, define

N2∶=max{N1,
log(50) − logπ − logκ1

2 logB
+ 1} .

Proposition 8.10. For any B > 1 and M ≥ 4, we have

sup{sn,B(M) ∶ n ∈ N≥N2 ,M ∈ N} ≤ 2.
Proof. Take n ∈ N≥N2 . For any M ≥ 4, we have sn,B(M) ≤ sn,B by Proposition 8.2. Moreover,
sn,B < 2 holds, because of

gn(2;D ,B) = ∑
a∈R(n)(

5
√
2

Bn∥qn(a)∥2)
2 = 50

B2n ∑
a∈R(n)

1∥qn(a)∥4 ≤ 50

B2nκ1π
∑

a∈R(n)m(Cn(a)) < 1.
□

The next estimate can be shown inductively on n.

Proposition 8.11. If n ∈ N and a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ R(n), then

1√
2

n∏
j=1(∣aj ∣ − 1) ≤ ∥qn(a)∥ ≤

n∏
j=1(∣aj ∣ + 1).

Lemma 8.12. The function B ↦ sB, mapping R>0 to R, has the following properties:

i. it is continuous.
ii. lim

B→1
sB = 2,

iii. lim
B→∞ sB = 1,

Proof. i. Let B0 > 1 be given. Let ε ∈ (0,1) be arbitrary. Put

δ1∶= 1

2
(B0 −B 1

1+ ε
4

0 ) , δ2∶= 1

2
(B1+ ε

12
0 −B0) , δ∶=min{δ1, δ2}

and

N ∶=max

⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩N2,
log(5√2)

2 ((1 + ε
4
) log(B0 − δ) − logB0) ,

log(5√2)
2 ((1 + ε

4
) logB0 − log(B0 + δ))

⎫⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎭ .
We chose the parameters for the next estimates to hold:

∀n ∈ N≥N ( B0(B0 − δ)1+ ε
4

)2n < 1

5
√
2
,
⎛⎝B0 + δ
B

1+ ε
4

0

⎞⎠
2n < 1

5
√
2
.
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Given n ∈ N≥N(B0,δ), we have

gn (sn,B0 + ε2;D ,B0 − δ) = ∑
a∈R(n)(

5
√
2(B0 − δ)n∥qn(a)∥2)

sn,B0
+ ε

2

≤ (5√2) ε2(B0 − δ)nε
2

( B0

B0 − δ)
nsn,B0 ∑

a∈R(n)(
5
√
2

Bn
0 ∥qn(a)∥2)

sn,B0

= (5√2) ε2(B0 − δ)nε
2

( B0

B0 − δ)
nsn,B0

gn(sn,B;D ,B0)
≤ 5√2( B0(B0 − δ)1+ ε

4

)2n
< 1,

and, thus, sn,B0 + ε
2 ≥ sn,B0−δ ≥ sn,B0 . Lastly, we obtain sn,B0 − ε

2 ≤ sn,B0+δ ≤ sn,B0 from

gn (sn,B0+δ + ε2;D ,B0) = ∑
a∈R(n)(

5
√
2

Bn
0 ∥qn(a)∥2)

sn,B0+δ+ ε
2

≤ (5√2) ε2
B

nε
2

0

(B0 + δ
B0

)nsn,B0+δ ∑
a∈R(n)(

5
√
2(B0 + δ)n∥qn(a)∥2)

sn,B0+δ

< 5√2⎛⎝B0 + δ
B

1+ ε
4

0

⎞⎠
2n (by 0 < ε < 1 and sn,B0 < 2)

< 1.
The result is now a consequence of Proposition 8.7.

ii. Consider 0 < ε < 2 and let B be such that 1 < B2 < ψε. If n ∈ N satisfies

n ≥max{N2,
2ε log(ψ) + logπ
ε logψ − 2 logB } ,

then

gn(2 − ε;D ,B) = ∑
a∈R(n)(

5
√
2

Bn∥qn(a)∥2)
2−ε

= (5√2)2−ε ∑
a∈R(n)(

1

Bn∥qn(a)∥2)
2−ε

≥ ∑
a∈R(n)

∥qn(a)∥2ε
B2n∥qn(a)∥4

≥ 1(2ψ)ε (ψ
ε

B2
)n ∑

a∈R(n)
1∥qn(a)∥4

≥ 1(2ψ)ε (ψ
ε

B2
)n ∑

a∈R(n)
1∣qn(a)∣4

≥ 1(2ψ)ε (ψ
ε

B2
)n ∑

a∈R(n)
1

π
m(Cn(a))
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≥ 1(2ψ)ε (ψ
ε

B2
)n 1

π

> 1.
Hence, 2 − ε < sn,B < 2 (by Proposition 8.8) and we conclude that sn,B → 2 as B → 1.

iii. Take any n ∈ N≥N1 . First, note that sn,B ≥ 1, since

gn(1,D ,B) = ∑
a∈R(n)

5
√
2

Bn∥qn(a)∥2
≥ 5
√
2

Bn ∑
a∈R(n)

n∏
j=1

1(∣aj ∣ + 1)2
≥ 5
√
2

Bn ∑
a∈E n

n∏
j=1

1(∣aj ∣ + 1)2
≥ 5
√
2

Bn
(∑
a∈E

1(∣a∣ + 1)2)
n

≥ (5√2)
2nBn

(∑
a∈E

1∣a∣2)
n

=∞.
Take ε ∈ (0,1) and choose N ∈ N≥N1 so large that n ∈ N≥N implies

200
⎛⎝ ∑∣a∣≥√2

1(∣aj ∣ − 1)2+2ε
⎞⎠
n < ⎛⎝ ∑∣a∣≥√2

1(∣aj ∣ − 1)2+ε
⎞⎠
n

.

For such n, we have

∑
a∈R(n)

(5√2)1+ε∥qn(a)∥2+2ε ≤ (5
√
2)1+ε(√2)2+2ε ∑

a∈R(n)
n∏
j=1

1(∣aj ∣ − 1)2+2ε
< 200⎛⎝ ∑∣a∣≥√2

1(∣a∣ − 1)2+2ε⎞⎠
n

< ⎛⎝ ∑∣a∣≥√2

1(∣a∣ − 1)2+ε⎞⎠
n

.

Therefore, if

Bε∶= ⎛⎝ ∑∣a∣≥√2

1(∣a∣ − 1)2+ε⎞⎠
1

1+ε

,

we have gn(1 + ε;D ,Bε) < 1 and sn,Bε ≤ 1 + ε. Taking n → ∞, we conclude sBε ≤ 1 + ε.
Finally, since B ↦ sn,B is decreasing for every n ∈ N, the function B → sB is also decreasing,
so sB → 1 when B →∞.

□

Next, we show that sB, B > 1, is precisely the number defined in (2). In other words, in the
definition of gn, we can replace 5

√
2 with 1 and ∥ ⋅ ∥ with ∣ ⋅ ∣. For each n ∈ N, let Gn ∶ R>0 → R
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be given by

∀ρ ∈ R>0 Gn(ρ;B)∶= ∑
a∈R(n)

1(Bn∣qn(a)∣2)ρ .
Define

Sn,B ∶= inf {ρ > 0 ∶ Gn(ρ;B) ≤ 1} .
Corollary 8.13. We have

lim
n→∞Sn,B = sB.

Proof. Note that, for all n ∈ N and a ∈ R(n), we have

1

Bn∣qn(a)∣2 ≤ 5
√
2

Bn∥qn(a)∥2 ,
so Gn(ρ;B) ≤ gn(ρ;B) for all ρ > 0, thus, Sn,B ≤ sn,B. Reversely, for any δ > 0, every large n ∈ N
and all a ∈ R(n) satisfy

5
√
2(B + δ)n∥qn(a)∥2 ≤ 1

Bn∣qn(a)∣2 .
Therefore, gn(ρ;B + δ) ≤ Gn(ρ;B), so sn,B+δ ≤ Sn,B. By Lemma 8.7, we obtain

sB+δ ≤ lim inf
n→∞ Sn,B ≤ lim sup

n→∞ Sn,B ≤ sB.
To finalize the proof, let δ → 0 and apply Lemma 8.12.ii. □

8.3. Upper bound of Hausdorff dimension. In this subsection, B > 1 will remain fixed. For
n ∈ N and a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ R(n), define

Jn(a)∶= Cl ({z ∈ F∶ak(z) = ak for all k ∈ {1, . . . , n} and ∥an+1(z)∥ ≥ Bn+1}) .
Lemma 8.14. For each n ∈ N and a ∈ R(n),

∣Jn(a)∣ ≤ 2λ1(λ1 + 1)
Bn+1∥qn(a)∥2 ,

where

λ1∶= (1 − 1√
2
)−1 .

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 6.20. □

Recall that

F (B)∶= {z = [a1, a2, . . .] ∈ F ∶ ∥an∥ ≥ Bn for infinitely many n ∈ N}.
Proposition 8.15. We have

F (B) ⊆ ⋂
m∈N ⋃n≥m ⋃

b∈R(n)Jn(b).
Proof. Take z = [a1, a2, . . .] ∈ F (B). The result is obvious when a = (an)n≥1 ∈ R, so we assume
that a ∈ Ir. Theorem 7.1 ensures that for each n ∈ N there is some b = (bn,1, . . . , bn,n) ∈ R(n) such
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that z ∈ Cn(b) and ∥bn,j∥ = ∥aj∥ for each j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Hence, if m ∈ N is such that ∥am∥ ≥ Bm,
then ∥bn,m∥ ≥ Bm for all n ∈ N≥m. □

Proof of Theorem 1.3: Upper Bound. Let ε > 0 be arbitrary. By Lemma 8.7, we may pick N ∈
N≥N1 large enough so that any n ∈ N≥N verifies sn,B < sB + ε

2 , which gives sn,B + ε
2 < sB + ε and

thus
gn(sB + ε;D ,B) < 1.

Put λ2∶= 2λ1(λ1 + 1). The (sb + 2ε)-Hausdorff measure of F (B), denoted by HsB+2ε(F (B)), is
bounded above as follows:

HsB+2ε (F (B)) ≤ lim inf
N→∞ ∑

n≥N ∑
a∈R(n) ∣Jn(a)∣sB+2ε

≤ λsB+2ε2 lim inf
N→∞ ∑

n≥N ∑
a∈R(n)(

1

Bn+1∥qn(a)∥2)
sB+2ε

= λsB+2ε2(5√2B)sB+ε lim inf
N→∞ ∑

n≥N ∑
a∈R(n)(

5
√
2

Bn∥qn(a)∥2)
sB+ε

1(Bn+1∥qn(a)∥2)ε (by Lemma 8.14)

≤ λsB+2ε2(5√2B)sB+ε lim inf
N→∞ ∑

n≥N (
2ψ

Bn+1ψn
)ε ∑

a∈R(n)(
5
√
2

Bn∥qn(a)∥2)
sB+ε

= 2εψελsB+2ε2

Bε(5√2B)sB+ε lim inf
N→∞ ∑

n≥N
1(Bεψε)n gn(sB + ε;D ,B)

≤ 2εψελsB+2ε2

Bε(5√2B)sB+ε lim inf
N→∞ ∑

n≥N
1(Bεψε)n

= 0.
Therefore, dimH(F (B)) ≤ sB. □

8.4. Lower bound of Hausdorff dimension. In this subsection, B > 1 will remain fixed. To
prove the lower bound, we construct a family of Cantor subsets {FM(B) ∶ M ∈ N≥4} such that
dimH(FM(B)) ≤ dimH(F (B)) for all M ∈ N. Later, we estimate their Hausdorff dimension using
the Mass Distribution Principle (see, for example, [18, Theorem 4.2] for a proof).

Lemma 8.16 (Mass Distribution Principle). Let F ⊆ C be non-empty and let µ be a finite measure
such that µ(F ) > 0. If there are constants c > 0, r0 > 0 and t ≥ 0 such that for all z ∈ F and all
r ∈ (0, r0) we have µ (D(z; r)) ≤ crt, then dimH(F ) ≥ t.
8.4.1. Construction of Cantor subsets. Take M ∈ N≥4. Let (nk)k≥1 be a sequence of natural
numbers such that

Bn1−1 > 11,(50)

n1 + . . . + nk ≤ nk+1
k + 1 for all k ∈ N.(51)
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For each n ∈ N, let Dn be the set of words a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ R(n) such that every j ∈ {1, . . . , n}
satisfies:

i. If j = nk for some k ∈ N, then ⌊Bnk⌋ + 2 ≤ ∥ank
∥ ≤ 2⌊Bnk⌋ + 1;

ii. If j ∈ {1, . . . , n} ∖ {nk ∶ k ∈ N}, then ∥aj∥ ≤M .

We put D0∶= ∅ and D∶= ⋃n∈N0
Dn. For n ∈ N and a ∈ R(n), write

An(a)∶= ⋃
b∈D

ab∈Dn+1

Cn+1(ab).
We refer to the sets An(a) as fundamental sets of level n. Define

FM(B)∶= ⋂
n∈N ⋃a∈Dn

An(a).
Observe that each union in the definition of FM(B) is finite.

Lemma 8.17. dimH(FM(B)) ≤ dimH(F (B)).
Proof. The countable stability of the Hausdorff dimension and its invariance under bi-Lipschtiz
maps give dimH(FM(B)) = dimH(FM(B)∩C1(a)) for all a ∈ D . Fix any a such that C1(a) ⊆ F○;
for instance, a = 3 + 3i. Let us show that

FM(B) ∩C1(a) ⊆ F (B).
Take any ξ = [a1, a2, . . .] ∈ FM(B). Let (cn)n≥1 be a sequence in D such that cn ∈ Dn and
ξ ∈ Cn(cn) for all n ∈ N. Pick any k ∈ N. If ξ ∈ Cnk

(cnk
), then ∥ank

∥ ≥ ⌊Bnk⌋ + 2 > Bnk .
Assume that ξ ∈ Cnk

(cnk
) ∖ Cnk

(cnk
) and write cnk

= (c1,nk
, . . . , cnk,nk

). If ξ is regular, then
ξ ∈ Cnk

(cnk
) ∩Cn(a1, . . . , ank

) and, by Corollary 6.15,

∥ank
∥ ≥ ∥cnk

nk
∥ − 1 ≥ ⌊Bnk⌋ + 1 > Bnk .

If ξ is irregular, there is some b = (b1, . . . , bnk
) ∈ R(n) such that ξ ∈ Cnk

(b) and ∥bj∥ = ∥aj∥ for all
j ∈ {1, . . . , nk}. Therefore, ξ ∈ Cnk

(cnk
) ∩Cnk

(b) and

∥ank
∥ = ∥bnk

∥ ≥ ∥cnk
nk
∥ − 1 ≥ ⌊Bnk⌋ + 1 > Bnk .

Since k was arbitrary, we conclude that ξ ∈ F (B). □

8.4.2. Probability measure on FM(B). Let (mj)j≥1 be the sequence given by

m1∶= n1 − 1 and mj ∶= nj − nj−1 − 1 for all j ∈ N≥2.
First, take n ∈ {1, . . . , n1}.
i. If n = n1 − 1, for each a ∈Dn1−1, put

µ (An1−1(a)) ∶= ( 5
√
2

Bm1∥qm1(a)∥2)
sm1,B

(M)
.
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ii. If n = n1, for each a = (a1, . . . , an1) ∈Dn1 , put

µ (An1(a)) ∶= µ (An1−1(a1, . . . , an1−1))
#{d ∈ D ∶ (a1, . . . , an1−1, d) ∈Dn1} .

iii. If n ∈ {1, . . . , n1 − 2}, for each a ∈Dn, put

µ (An(a)) ∶= ∑
b∈R(n1−n−1)
ab∈Dn1−1

µ (An1−1(ab)) .

We now consider n ∈ {n1 + 1, . . . , n2 − 1}.
i. If n = n2 − 1, for each a = (a1, . . . , an2−1) ∈Dn2−1, put

µ (An2−1(a)) ∶= µ(An1(a1, . . . , an1))( 5
√
2

Bm2∥qm2(an1+1, . . . , an2−1)∥2)
sm2,B

(M)
.

ii. If n ∈ {n1 + 1, . . . , n2 − 2}, for each a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈Dn, put

µ (An(a)) ∶= ∑
b∈R(n2−1−n)
ab∈Dn2−1

µ (An2−1(ab)) .

Assume that, for some k ∈ N≥2, we have already defined µ(Aj(a)) for all j ∈ {1, . . . , nk − 1} and
a ∈Dj . Take n ∈ {nk, . . . , nk+1 − 1} and a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈Dn.

i. If n = nk, put

µ (Ank
(a)) ∶= µ (Ank−1(a1, . . . , ank−1))

#{d ∈ D ∶ ad ∈Dnk
} .

ii. If n = nk+1 − 1, put

µ (Ank+1−1(a)) ∶= µ(Ank
(a1, . . . , ank

))( 5
√
2

Bmk+1∥qmk+1(ank+1, . . . , ank+1−1)∥2)
smk+1,B(M)

.

iii. If n ∈ {nk + 1, . . . , nk+1 − 2}, put

µ (An(a)) ∶= ∑
b∈R(nk+1−1−n)
ab∈Dnk+1−1

µ (Ank+1−1(ab)) .

Finally, for each n ∈ N, for a,b ∈Dn with a ≠ b we define µ(An(a) ∩An(b)) = 0.

Let us explain why µ is well defined. First, for all m ∈ N, the infimum defining sm,B(M) is
actually a minimum, because the involved sum is finite. As a consequence, we have

µ
⎛⎝ ⋃a∈Dn1−1

An1−1(a)⎞⎠ = ∑
a∈Dn1−1

µ (An1−1(a)) = 1.
Second, given a ∈Dn1−1, we defined µ on the sets {An1(ad) ∶ ad ∈Dn1} by uniformly distributing
the mass µ(An1−1(a)) among them, so

µ(An1−1(a)) = ∑
d∈D

ad∈Dn1

µ(An1(ad)).
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The definition of µ ensures that the previous equation holds if we replace n1 with any n ∈ {1, . . . , n1−
1}. Moreover, it still holds for any n ∈ N. Therefore, by the Daniell-Kolmogorov consistency the-
orem (see, for example, [40, Corollary 8.22]), the function µ extends to a unique Borel probability
measure supported on FM(B).
8.4.3. Bounding µ(An(a)). In this section, we give an upper estimate of the µ measure of the sets
An(a) in terms of ∣An(a)∣ (Lemma 8.21). The proof relies on estimates of a geometric (Proposi-
tions 8.18, 8.19) and arithmetic nature (Proposition 8.20).

Proposition 8.18. If k ∈ N and a ∈Dnk−1, then

2⌊Bnk⌋2 ≤#{d ∈ D ∶ ad ∈Dnk
} ≤ 14⌊Bnk⌋2.

Proof. Pick any k ∈ N and write B1∶= ⌊Bnk⌋ + 2 and B2∶= 2⌊Bnk⌋ + 1. For the upper bound, we
have

#{d ∈ D ∶ ad ∈Dnk
} ≤#{d ∈ D ∶ B1 ≤ ∥d∥ ≤ B2}

and, since B1 ≥ 3,

(2B2 + 1)2 − (2B1 − 1)2 = 4(B2 −B1)(B2 +B1 + 1)
= 4(⌊Bnk⌋ − 1)(3⌊Bnk⌋ + 3)
≤ 14⌊Bnk⌋2.

For the lower bound, note that #{d ∈ D ∶ ad ∈ Dnk
} attains its minimum when Fn(a) = F1(1 + i)(mod Rot). Then,

(B2 + 1)2 − (B1 + 1)2 = (B2 −B1)(B2 +B1 + 2)
= (⌊Bnk⌋ − 1)(3⌊Bnk⌋ + 4)
≥ 2⌊Bnk⌋2.

□

Define κ5∶= κ1√
2
, with κ1 as in Proposition 5.15.i, and κ6∶= 20

3 .

Proposition 8.19. The following estimates hold for all n ∈ N:

i. If n = nk − 1 for some k ∈ N, then every a ∈Dnk−1 satisfies
κ5∥qnk−1(a)∥2⌊Bnk⌋ ≤ ∣Ank−1(a)∣ ≤ κ6∥qnk−1(a)∥2⌊Bnk⌋ .

ii. If n = nk for some k ∈ N, then every a ∈Dnk
satisfies

κ5∥qnk
(a)∥2 ≤ ∣Ank

(a)∣ ≤ κ6∥qnk
(a)∥2 .

iii. If nk−1 < n < nk − 1 for some k ∈ N, then every a ∈Dn satisfies
κ5∥qn(a)∥2 ≤ ∣An(a)∣ ≤ κ6∥qn(a)∥2 .
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Proof. The estimates are a direct consequence of Proposition 5.15. We point out that when n ∈ N
falls in cases ii and iii, we have ∣Cn(a)∣ = ∣An(a)∣ for any a ∈Dn. □

The next proposition contains two important bounds. The first one can be obtained inductively.
The second one is a consequence of Proposition 5.15.ii. We omit the details.

Proposition 8.20. i. For any n ∈ N, M ∈ N, and a ∈ Ω(n) ∩D(M), we have ∥qn(a)∥ ≤ (2M +
1)n.

ii. Let (ti)j≥1 be a sequence of natural numbers and define (Tj)j≥1 by Tj ∶= t1 + . . . + tj , j ∈ N.
For any n ∈ N and a = (a1, . . . , aTn) ∈ Ω(Tn),

6n−1∥qTn(a)∥ ≤ ∥qt1(a1, . . . , at1)∥⋯∥qtn(aTn−1+1, . . . , aTn)∥.
Lemma 8.21. For each 0 < t < sB(M), there are k0 ∈ N and c0 > 0 such that every k ∈ N≥k0 ,
n ∈ N≥nk

, and a ∈Dn satisfy
µ(An(a)) ≤ c0∣An(a)∣t.

Proof. Pick any 0 < t < sB(M). Choose a number γ such that 1 < γ < ψ. Define ε and ε̃ by

ε∶= sB(M) − t
4

, ε̃∶= log γ

log(B) + 2 log(2M + 1) ε.
Let N3 ∈ N≥N2 be such that

∣sn,B(M) − sl,B(M)∣ < ε̃ for all n, l ∈ N≥N3 ,

t + 2ε < sn,B(M) for all n ∈ N≥N3 .

Without any reference, we will use that

t < t + ε < t + 2ε < sn,B(M) ≤ 2 for all n ∈ N≥N3 .

Define κ7∶= 81000 and let k0 ∈ N be such that every k ∈ N≥k0+1 has the following properties:

(52) mk ≥ N3,

(53)
nk

mk

≤ 1 + 2ε

t + 2ε,
(54)

logκ7
2kε logB

+ log(B2N3(2M + 1)4N3) + log(68 ⋅ 50) − logκ25 − logκ(ŝ)
2kε logB

≤ 1

k − 1
k∑

j=k0+1
nj.

The inequality (54) is actually attained by every large k because of (51). For notational conve-
nience, for any k ∈ N and any j ∈ {1, . . . , k}, we write qmj

rather than qmj
(anj−1+1, . . . , anj−1).

Lastly, for
c0∶= (2M + 1)4nk0B4(n1+⋯+nk0

),
Proposition 8.20.i guarantees

(55)
k0∏
j=1

1⌊Bnj⌋ ( 5
√
2

Bmj∥qmj
∥2)

smj,B
(M) ≤ 1 ≤ c0 k0∏

j=1 (
5
√
2

B2nj∥qmj
∥2)

t+ε
.
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Although all of these parameters depend on t, the order we used to define them is relevant. We have
the following dependencies: ε = ε(t), ε̃ = ε̃(ε), N3 = N3(ε, ε̃), k0 = k0(ε,N3), and c0 = c0(k0).

Take n ∈ N such that n ≥ nk0+1 and a ∈Dn. We now estimate µ(An(a)).
8.4.4. Case n = nk. For any a = (a1, . . . , ank

) ∈ Dnk
, the definition of µ and Proposition 8.18

yield

µ(Ank
(a)) ≤ 1

2k

k∏
j=1

1⌊Bnj⌋2 ( 5
√
2

Bmj∥qmj
∥2)

smj,B
(M)

= 1

2k

k0∏
j=1

1⌊Bnj⌋2 ( 5
√
2

Bmj∥qmj
∥2)

smj,B
(M) k∏

j=k0+1
1⌊Bnj⌋2 ( 5

√
2

Bmj∥qmj
∥2)

smj,B
(M)

≤ 1

2k
c0

k0∏
j=1 (

5
√
2

B2nj∥qmj
∥2)

t+ε k∏
j=k0+1

1⌊Bnj⌋2 ( 5
√
2

Bmj∥qmj
∥2)

t+2ε
(by (52) and (55))

≤ 50k0

2k
c0

k0∏
j=1

1(B2nj∥qmj
∥2)t+ε

k∏
j=k0+1

1⌊Bnj⌋2 ( 5
√
2

Bmj∥qmj
∥2)

t+2ε
.(56)

Let us focus on the last product:

k∏
j=k0+1

1⌊Bnj⌋2 ( 5
√
2

Bmj∥qmj
∥2)

t+2ε ≤ k∏
j=k0+1

22

B2nj
( 5

√
2

Bmj∥qmj
∥2)

t+2ε

= k∏
j=k0+1

4( 5
√
2∥qmj
∥2)

t+2ε k∏
j=k0+1

1

B2nj+mj(t+2ε)

≤ k∏
j=k0+1

4( 5
√
2∥qmj
∥2)

t+2ε k∏
j=k0+1

1

B(nj+mj)(t+2ε)

≤ k∏
j=k0+1

200∥qmj
∥2(t+2ε)

k∏
j=k0+1

1

B(nj+mj)(t+2ε)

≤ k∏
j=k0+1

200∥qmj
∥2(t+2ε)

k∏
j=k0+1

1

B2nj(t+ε) (by (53))

≤ 200k−k0 k∏
j=k0+1

1∥qmj
∥2(t+ε)

k∏
j=k0+1

1

B2nj(t+ε)

= 200k−k0 k∏
j=k0+1

1(B2nj∥qmj
∥2)t+ε

k∏
j=k0+1

1

B2njε
.(57)

We substitute (57) in (56) to obtain

µ(Ank
(a)) ≤ 100k c0

4k0

k0∏
j=1

1(B2nj∥qmj
∥2)t+ε

k∏
j=k0+1

1(B2nj∥qmj
∥2)t+ε

k∏
j=k0+1

1

B2njε

≤ 100k c0
4k0

k∏
j=1

1(B2nj∥qmj
∥2)t+ε

k∏
j=k0+1

1

B2njε

≤ 100kc0 k∏
j=1

1(⌊Bnj⌋2∥qmj
∥2)t+ε ⎛⎝

k∏
j=k0+1

1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε

.(58)
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Since for every j ∈ N we have ∥anj
∥ ≤ 2⌊Bnj⌋ + 1, we get ∥anj

∥ ≤ 3⌊Bnj⌋ and

k∏
j=1

1(⌊Bnj⌋2∥qmj
∥2)t+ε ≤

k∏
j=1 (

9∥anj
∥2∥qmj

∥2)
t+ε

≤ 9k(t+ε) ( 1

62k−1∥qnk
(a)∥)

2(t+ε)
(by Proposition 8.20.ii)

≤ (9t+ε
64t
)k 62t 1∥qnk

(a)∥2t+2ε
≤ 81k64 1∥qnk

(a)∥2t+2ε .
Hence, plugging the previous inequality into (58), we have

µ(Ank
(a)) ≤ c08100k64 ⎛⎝

k∏
j=k0+1

1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε

1∥qnk
(a)∥2t+2ε

≤ c08100k64 ⎛⎝
k∏

j=k0+1
1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε

1

κt5
∣Ank
(a)∣t (by Proposition 8.19)

≤ c08100k64 1

κt5

⎛⎝
k∏

j=k0+1
1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε ∣Ank

(a)∣t

= c064κk7
κ25

⎛⎝
k∏

j=k0+1
1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε ∣Ank

(a)∣t
≤ c0∣Ank

(a)∣t.
The last inequality follows from (54). This finishes the proof for the case n = nk. We state the next
corollary for reference.

Corollary 8.22. If r ∈ N≥k0 and a ∈Dnr , then

µ(Anr(a)) ≤ c064κr7 ⎛⎝
r∏

j=k0+1
1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε

1∥qnr(a)∥2t+2ε .

8.4.5. Case n = nk−1. Take k ∈ Nk0+1, a ∈Dnk−1 and let b ∈ D be such that ab ∈Dnk
. Then, using

the definition of µ and Corollary 8.22,

µ(Ank−1(a)) = µ(Ank−1(a1, . . . , ank−1))( 5
√
2∥qmk
∥2Bmk

)smk,B(M)

≤ c0κk−17 64
⎛⎝

k−1∏
j=k0+1

1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε

1∥qnk−1∥2t+2ε (
5
√
2∥qmk
∥2Bmk

)smk,B(M)

≤ c0κk−17 64
⎛⎝

k−1∏
j=k0+1

1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε

1∥qnk−1∥2t+2ε (
5
√
2∥qmk
∥2Bmk

)t+2ε

≤ c0κk−17 64
⎛⎝

k−1∏
j=k0+1

1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε

50(∥qnk−1∥∥qmk
∥)2(t+ε) 1

Bmk(t+2ε)
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≤ c0κk−17 50 ⋅ 68 ⎛⎝
k−1∏

j=k0+1
1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε

1∥qnk−1∥2(t+ε)
1

Btnk
(by Proposition 8.20.ii)

≤ c0κk−17 50 ⋅ 68 ⎛⎝
k−1∏

j=k0+1
1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε

1(Bnk∥qnk−1∥2)t
≤ c0κk−17 50 ⋅ 68 ⎛⎝

k−1∏
j=k0+1

1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε

1(⌊Bnk⌋∥qnk−1∥2)t
≤ c0κk−17 50 ⋅ 68 ⎛⎝

k−1∏
j=k0+1

1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε

1

κt5
∣Ank−1(a)∣t (by Proposition 8.19)

≤ c0∣Ank−1(a)∣t. (by (54))

8.4.6. Case nk−1 < n < nk − 1. Put

l′∶= nk − n − 1 and l∶= n − nk−1.
Letting b run along the set {c ∈ R(l′) ∶ ac ∈Dnk−1}, applying Corollary 8.22, and writing a[α,β] =(aα, aα+1, . . . , aβ) for natural numbers α < β, we obtain

µ(An(a)) =∑
b

µ(Ank−1(ab))
=∑

b

µ(Ank−1(a1, . . . , ank−1))( 5
√
2

Bmk∥qmk
(a[nk−1 + 1, n]b)∥2)

smk,B(M)

≤ c0κk−17 64
⎛⎝

k−1∏
j=k0+1

1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε

1∥qnk−1(a)∥2t+2ε∑b (
5
√
2

Bmk∥qmk
(a[nk−1 + 1, n]b)∥2)

smk,B(M)

≤ c0κk−17 64
⎛⎝

k−1∏
j=k0+1

1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε

1∥qnk−1(a)∥2t+2ε∑b (
(5√2)2

Bmk∥ql(a[nk−1 + 1, n])∥2∥ql′(b)∥2)
smk,B(M)

≤ c0κk−17 64
⎛⎝

k−1∏
j=k0+1

1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε (5√2)smk,B(M)

∥qnk−1(a)∥2t+2ε∥ql(a[nk−1 + 1, n])∥2smk,B(M)∑
b

( 5
√
2

Bmk∥ql′(b)∥2)
smk,B(M)

≤ c050κk−17 64
⎛⎝

k−1∏
j=k0+1

1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε ( 1∥qnk−1(a)∥ ∥ql(a[nk−1 + 1, n])∥)

2t+2ε∑
b

( 5
√
2

Bmk∥ql′(b)∥2)
smk,B(M)

≤ c050κk−17 64
⎛⎝

k−1∏
j=k0+1

1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε ( 6∥qn(a)∥)

2t+2ε∑
b

( 5
√
2

Bmk∥ql′(b)∥2)
smk,B(M)

≤ c050κk−17 68
⎛⎝

k−1∏
j=k0+1

1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε

1∥qn(a)∥2t+2ε∑b (
5
√
2

Bmk∥ql′(b)∥2)
smk,B(M)

≤ c050κk−17 68
⎛⎝

k−1∏
j=k0+1

1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε

1∥qn(a)∥2t+2ε gl′(smk,B(M);D(M),B).
(59)



60 YANN BUGEAUD, GERARDO GONZÁLEZ ROBERT, AND MUMTAZ HUSSAIN

Since l + l′ =mk, in view of (46), we have

κ(ŝ)gl′(smk,B(M);D(M),B)gl(smk,B(M);D(M),B) ≤ gmk
(smj ,B(M);D(M),B) = 1,

so
gl′(smk,B(M);D(M),B) ≤ 1

κ(ŝ)gl(smk,B(M);D(M),B) .
We, thus, need a lower bound of gl(smj ,B(M);D(M),B). We obtain it by considering two cases:
l ≤ N3 and l > N3. If l ≤ N3, then

gl(smk,B(M);D(M),B) = ∑
c∈D(M)l∩R(l)(

5
√
2

Bl∥ql(c)∥2)
smk,B(M)

≥ 1

BN3smk,B(M) ∑
c∈D(M)l∩R(l)

1∥ql(c)∥2smk,B(M)

≥ 1

B2N3(2M + 1)4N3
,

so, by (59) and Proposition 8.20,

µ(An(a)) ≤ c050κk−17 68

κ(ŝ) ⎛⎝
k−1∏

j=k0+1
1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε

1∥qn(a)∥2t+2εB2N3(2M + 1)4N3

≤ c050κk−17 68

κ(ŝ) ⎛⎝
k−1∏

j=k0+1
1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε

B2N3(2M + 1)4N3
∣An(a)∣t+ε
κt+ε5

≤ c050κk−17 68κ25
κ(ŝ) B2N3(2M + 1)4N3

⎛⎝
k−1∏

j=k0+1
1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε ∣An(a)∣t+ε

≤ c0∣An(a)∣t.
Now assume that l > N3. The definitions of N3 and ε̃ > 0 yield

gl(smj ,B(M);D(M),B) = ∑
c∈D(M)l∩R(l)(

5
√
2

Bl∥ql(c)∥2)
smk,B(M)

≥ ∑
c∈D(M)l∩R(l)(

5
√
2

Bl∥ql(c)∥2)
sl,B(M)+ε̃

≥ ∑
c∈D(M)l∩R(l)

1(Bl(2M + 1)2l)ε̃ ( 5
√
2

Bl∥ql(c)∥2)
sl,B(M)

= 1(Bl(2M + 1)2l)ε̃ gl(sl,B(M);D(M),B)
= 1(Bl(2M + 1)2l)ε̃ ≥ 1

γlε
≥ 1

γnε
.

The previous inequality and (59) imply that

µ(An(a)) ≤ c050κk−17 68

κ̂(s) ⎛⎝
k−1∏

j=k0+1
1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε

γnε∥qn(a)∥2t+2ε
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≤ c050κk−17 68

κ̂(s) ⎛⎝
k−1∏

j=k0+1
1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε

γnε∥qn(a)∥2ε 1∥qn(a)∥2t
≤ c050κk−17 68ψε

κ(ŝ)κt5
⎛⎝

k−1∏
j=k0+1

1

B2nj

⎞⎠
ε

γnε

ψnε
∣An(a)∣t

≤ c0∣An(a)∣t.
□

8.4.7. Estimate of µ(D(z, r)). In the context of regular continued fractions, the measure of the
balls is bounded by estimating the length of the gaps between two different fundamental sets (see
[55, Section 3.2]). The strategy must be modified for Hcfs. Let us illustrate why, with a simple
example. When M = 5 and n1 ≥ 3, both a = 3 + 3i and 2 + 3i belong to D1 but A1(a) ∩A1(b) ≠ ∅
(see Figure 12). We may thus lose any hope of obtaining a non-trivial lower bound of the distance
between any two fundamental sets of the same level. This is when our discussion on the geometry
of Hcfs pays off.

2 + 3i 3 + 3i

FIGURE 12. The sets ι[A1(2 + 3i)] and ι[A1(3 + 3i)].
Let ρ̃ and ρ be as in Theorems 6.3 and 6.16, respectively. Set ρ′∶= min{ρ̃, ρ} and let κ3 be as in

Corollary 6.14. For each a ∈ DN such that pref(a;n) ∈Dn for all n ∈ N, define

G̃n(a)∶= ρ′
κ3
∣An(a)∣.

Let r0 be
r0∶=min{G̃n(a) ∶ n ∈ {1, . . . , nk0}, a ∈Dn} .

Lemma 8.23. There is a constant ν = ν(M,B, t) > 0 such that for all z ∈ FM(B) and every
r ∈ (0, r0) we have µ(D(z; r)) ≤ νrt.
Proof. Take a real number r with 0 < r < r0, z ∈ FM(B), and a = (an)n≥1 ∈ DN such that
z ∈ An(a1, . . . , j) ∈Dj for all j ∈ N. Let n ∈ N be such that

G̃n+1(a1, . . . , an, an+1) ≤ r < G̃n(a1, . . . , an).
We examine three different cases for n.
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8.4.8. Case n = nk − 1. First, we further assume Fn(a) = F, F1(1 + 2i) mod Rot. Then, the disc
D(z; r) intersects exactly one fundamental set of order n. We now consider two possibilities:

r ≤ κ3∣Ank
(a1, . . . , ank

)∣ or κ3∣Ank
(a1, . . . , ank

)∣ < r.
In the first option, D(z; r) intersects at most six cylinders of level nk, which are Cn(pref(a;n))
and five of its neighbors, so it intersects at most six fundamental sets of level nk, hence

µ(D(z; r)) ≤ 6κ5c0∣Ank
(a)∣t < 6κ5c0κ3

ρ̃
rt.

Now assume that κ3∣Ank
(a1, . . . , ank

)∣ < r. Define N∶= #{d ∈Dnk
∶ D(z; r) ∩Ank

(d) ≠ ∅}.
Let us show that there is an absolute constant ν2 such that

(60) N ≤ 64211πν22∥qnk
(a1, . . . , ank−1)∥4⌊Bnk⌋4r2.

First, note that there is an absolute constant ν1 such that for all c, d ∈ D satisfying (a1, . . . , ank−1, c) ∈
Dnk

and (a1, . . . , ank−1, d) ∈Dnk
we have

(61)
1

ν1
≤ ∣Ank

(a1, . . . , ank−1, c)∣∣Ank
(a1, . . . , ank−1, d)∣ ≤ ν1.

Certainly, since 1
3 ≤ ∥d∥∥c∥ ≤ 3,

∣Ank
(a1, . . . , ank−1, c)∣∣Ank
(a1, . . . , ank−1, d)∣ =

∣Cnk
(a1, . . . , ank−1, c)∣∣Cnk
(a1, . . . , ank−1, d)∣ ≍

∣qnk
(a1, . . . , ank−1, d)∣2∣qnk
(a1, . . . , ank−1, c)∣2 ≍

∥d∥2∥c∥2 ≍ 1.
Then, for ν2∶= 1+ ν1

κ3
, we have thatAnk

(a1, . . . , ank−1, d)∩D(z; r) ≠ ∅ implies thatAnk
(a1, . . . , ank−1, d) ⊆

D(z;ν2r). Therefore, in view of the estimate

m (Cnk
(a1, . . . , ank−1, d)) ≥ κ1

22∥qnk
(a1, . . . , ank−1, d)∥4

≥ κ16−4
22∥qnk−1(a1, . . . , ank−1)∥4∥d∥4
≥ κ16−4
22∥qnk−1(a1, . . . , ank−1)∥424⌊Bnk⌋4 (1 + 1

2⌊Bnk ⌋)4
≥ κ1
64211

1∥qnk−1(a1, . . . , ank−1)∥4⌊Bnk⌋4 ,
we get (60). We, thus, conclude that

µ (D(z; r)) ≤ µ (Ank−1(a1, . . . , ank−1))
#{d ∈ D ∶ ad ∈Dnk

} N

≤ 64211πν22
2⌊Bnk⌋2 µ (Ank−1(a1, . . . , ank−1)) ∥qnk−1(a1, . . . , ank−1)∥4⌊Bnk⌋4r2

= 64210πν22µ (Ank−1(a1, . . . , ank−1)) ∥qnk−1(a1, . . . , ank−1)∥4⌊Bnk⌋2r2.(62)

Moreover, since Ank−1(a) is the single fundamental set of level nk − 1 intersecting D(z; r), we
have that

(63) µ (D(z; r)) = µ (D(z; r) ∩Ank−1(a1, . . . , ank−1)) ≤ µ (Ank−1(a1, . . . , ank−1)) .
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Combine inequalities (62) and (63) and recall that t < 2, to see that for some constants ν3, ν′3 > 0
we have

µ (D(z; r)) ≤ µ (Ank−1(a1, . . . , ank−1))min{1,64210πν22∥qnk
(a1, . . . , ank−1)∥4⌊Bnk⌋2r2}

≤ µ (Ank−1(a1, . . . , ank−1))11− t2 (64210πν22∥qnk−1(a1, . . . , ank−1)∥4⌊Bnk⌋2r2) t
2

≤ ν′3µ (Ank−1(a1, . . . , ank−1)) ∥qnk−1(a1, . . . , ank−1)∥2t⌊Bnk⌋trt
≤ c0ν3rt.

Now, assume that either Fn(a) ≡ F1(2) mod Rot or Fn(a) ≡ F1(1 + i) mod Rot. By the Second
Geometric Construction (Theorem 6.16), the disc D(z; r) intersects at most two fundamental sets
of level nk − 1 and they are subsets of neighboring nk − 1 cylinders, say Ank−1(a1, . . . , ank−1) and
Ank−1(b). Hence,

µ (D(z; r)) = µ (D(z; r) ∩Ank−1(a1, . . . , ank−1)) + µ (D(z; r) ∩Ank−1(b)) .
Propping on the above argument we may then assert that, for some constant ν4 = ν4(M,B, t) > 0,
we have

µ (D(z; r)) ≤ ν3c0∣Ank−1(a1, . . . , akn−1)∣t + ν3c0∣Ank−1(b)∣t≤ c0ν3(1 + κ3)rt.
8.4.9. Case n = nk − 2. First, note that for any b ∈ Dnk−2 and c, d ∈ D such that bc,bd ∈ Dnk−1,
we have

µ (Ank−1(bc))
µ (Ank−1(bd)) = (

∥qmk
(bd)∥2∥qmk
(bc)∥2 )

smk,B(M)

≤ (1800∥d∥2∥c∥2 )
smk,B(M)

≤ (1800M2)smk,B(M)
≤ 18002M4. (Proposition 8.9)

As a consequence, using #{c ∈ D ∶ bc ∈Dnk−1} ≤#{d ∈ D ∶ ∥d∥ ≤M} ≤ (2M + 1)2, we have

µ (Ank−2(b)) ≤ 8κ518002M4(2M + 1)2c0µ (Ank−1(bc)) .
Finally, since D(z; r) intersects at most six fundamental sets of level nk − 2, one of them being
Ank−2(a1, . . . , ank−2) and the others are contained in the neighboring cylinders of Cnk−2(a1, . . . , ank−2),
we have

µ (D(z; r)) ≤ 48κ518002M4(2M + 1)2c0rt.

8.4.10. Case nk−1 ≤ n ≤ nk − 3. Consider any b = (b1, . . . , bn) ∈Dn and any c, d ∈ D such that bc,
cd ∈Dn+1. We show the existence of some constant ν5 > 0 for which

(64)
µ (An+1(bc))
µ (An+1(bd)) ≤ 4 ⋅ 36002ν5M2ν5 .
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Once this is achieved, the argument in the case n = nk − 2 can be applied.

First, observe that we may express µ(An+1(bc)) as follows (we sum over all the words c ∈
R(nk − n − 2) such that b cc ∈Dnk−1):

µ (An+1(bc)) =∑
c

µ (Ank−1(bcc))
=∑

c

µ (Ank−1(pref(b;nk−1)))( 5
√
2

Bmk∥qmk
(bnk−1 , . . . , bn, c,c)∥2)

snk−n−2,B(M)

= µ (Ank−1(pref(b;nk−1))) (5√2)snk−n−2,B(M)
Bmksnk−n−2,B(M) ∑

c

1∥qmk
(bnk−1 , . . . , bn, c,c)∥2snk−n−2,B(M) .

Next, we estimate the sum in the last expression. As an upper estimate, we have

∑
c

1∥qmk
(bnk−1 , . . . , bn, c,c)∥2snk−n−2,B(M)

≤ ( 50∥qn−nk−1+1(bnk
, . . . , bn)∥∥c∥)

2snk−n−2,B(M)∑
c

1∥qnk−n−2(c)∥2snk−n−2,B(M)

≤ ( 50

κ5∥qn−nk+1(bnk
, . . . , bn)∥∥c∥)

2snk−n−2,B(M)∑
c

∣Cnk−n−2(c)∣snk−n−2,B(M).
In the next lower bound, the sums run along those words d ∈ R(nk −n−2) such that bdd ∈Dnk−1:

∑
d

1∥qmk
(bnk−1 , . . . , bn, d,d)∥2snk−n−2,B(M)

≥ ( 1

36∥qn−nk−1+1(bnk
, . . . , bn)∥∥d∥)

2snk−n−2,B(M)∑
d

1∥qnk−n−2(d)∥2snk−n−2,B(M)

≥ ( 1

72∥qn−nk+1(bnk
, . . . bn)∥∥d∥)

2snk−n−2,B(M)∑
d

∣Cnk−n−2(d)∣snk−n−2,B(M).
Hence, if ν5∶= ν5(M,B)∶= sup{sn,B(M) ∶ n ∈ N} (see Proposition 8.9), then

µ (An+1(bc))
µ (An+1(bd)) ≤ (3600∥d∥∥c∥)

2snk−n−2,B(M) ∑c ∣Cnk−n−2(c)∣snk−n−2,B(M)
∑d ∣Cnk−n−2(d)∣snk−n−2,B(M)

≤ 36002νM2ν ∑c ∣Cnk−n−2(c)∣snk−n−2,B(M)
∑d ∣Cnk−n−2(d)∣snk−n−2,B(M)

≤ 4 ⋅ 36002ν5M2ν5 .

For the last inequality, we considered Fn+1(bc) = F in the numerator and Fn+1(bc) = F1(1 + i) in
the denominator. This shows (64). □

Proof of Theorem 1.3: Lower bound. For any M ∈ N≥4, the Mass Distribution Principle applied to
FM(B) implies that sB(M) ≤ dimH(FM(B)). Therefore, by lemmas 8.17 and 8.9,

sB = lim
M→∞ sB(M) ≤ dimH(F (B)).

□



METRICAL PROPERTIES OF HURWITZ CONTINUED FRACTIONS 65

The proof of Theorem 1.3 is flexible enough to assume that the terms of the sequence (nj)j≥1
lie in a prescribed infinite subset of N. Let L ⊆ N be infinite and, for each B > 1, define

E(B;L )∶= {z ∈ F ∶ ∥an∥ ≥ Bn for infinitely many n ∈L } .
Corollary 8.24. If L ⊆ N is infinite and B > 1, then dimH (E(B;L )) = sB.

9. A COMPLEX ŁUCZAK THEOREM

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.5. First, we observe that we can replace ∣ ⋅ ∣ with ∥ ⋅ ∥. For
b, c > 1, define the sets

Ξ̃(b, c)∶= {ξ ∈ F ∶ cbn ≤ ∥an(ξ)∥ for all n ∈ N},
Ξ(b, c)∶= {ξ ∈ F ∶ cbn ≤ ∥an(ξ)∥ for infinitely many n ∈ N}.

On the one hand, since ∥z∥ ≤ ∣z∣ for all z ∈ C, we have

Ξ̃(b, c) ⊆ {ξ ∈ F ∶ cbn ≤ ∣an(ξ)∣ for all n ∈ N}.
On the other hand, if ε > 0 is such that c − ε > 1, then every large n ∈ N satisfies

(c − ε)bn ≤ 1√
2
cb

n

and, since ∣z∣ ≤√2∥z∥ for all z ∈ C, we conclude

{ξ ∈ F ∶ cbn ≤ ∣an(ξ)∣ for infinitely many n ∈ N} ⊆ Ξ(b, c − ε).
Hence, Theorem 1.5 is equivalent to Theorem 9.1 below.

Theorem 9.1. If b, c > 1, then

dimH (Ξ(b, c)) = dimH (Ξ̃(b, c)) = 2

b + 1 .
For the rest of this section, the numbers b, c > 1 will remain fixed. In view of Ξ̃(b, c) ⊆ Ξ(b, c),

we will obtain Theorem 9.1 from

(65)
2

b + 1 ≤ dimH (Ξ̃(b, c)) and dimH (Ξ(b, c)) ≤ 2

b + 1 .
9.1. Upper bound of Hausdorff dimension. This subsection is devoted to proving the upper
bound in (65). Our argument is inspired in [52]. A previous version of this paper (available on
arXiv) contains a proof extending Łuczak’s original argument.

Proposition 9.2. Let s, d ∈ R be such that

1

b
< s < 1 and

1

s
< d < b.

Then, for every z ∈ Ξ(b, c) there are infinitely many n ∈ N such that

(66) ∥an+1(z)∥ ≥ (∥a1(z)∥⋯∥an(z)∥)sd−1 c(1−s)dn+1 .
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Proof. Take any z ∈ Ξ(b, c). Let m ∈ N be arbitrary and k ∈ N>m such that

∥a1(z)∥⋯∥am(z)∥ < cbkdm−k and cb
k < ∥ak(z)∥.

Define the function fk∶N→ R by

fk(N) = cbkdN−k for all N ∈ N.
Define

n =max{r ∈ N ∶m ≤ r ≤ k − 1, ∥a1(z)∥⋯∥ar(z)∥ < fk(r)}.
Then,

∥a1(z)∥⋯∥an(z)∥∥an+1(z)∥ ≥ fk(n + 1)
= f s

k(n + 1)f 1−s
k (n + 1)

> f sd
k (n)c(1−s)dn+1

> (∥a1(z)∥⋯∥an(z)∥)sd c(1−s)dn+1 .
Divide both sides by ∥a1(z)∥⋯∥an(z)∥ and the desired result follows. □

Proof of Theorem 9.1: Upper bound. For each n ∈ N and a ∈ Ω, define the subset Kn(a) of D by

Kn(a) ∶= {b ∈ D ∶ ab ∈ Ω(ab), ∥b∥ ≥ (∥a1(z)∥⋯∥an(z)∥)sd−1 c(1−s)dn+1}
and the subset Kn(a) of F by

Kn(a)∶= ⋃
b∈Kn(a)Cn+1(ab) = Qn

⎛⎝ ⋃b∈Kn(a)C1(b) ∩ Fn(a);a⎞⎠ .
We may show inductively that ∣qn(a)∣ ≥ τ−n∥a1∥⋯∥an∥ for τ = √

2√
2−1 . Therefore, Proposition 4.2.i

and the definition of Kn(a) yield

∣Kn(a)∣ ≍ ∣Cn(a)∣ RRRRRRRRRRR ⋃b∈Kn(a)C1(b) ∩ Fn(a)RRRRRRRRRRR
≍ ∣Cn(a)∣ 1(∥a1(z)∥⋯∥an(z)∥)sd−1 c(1−s)dn+1
≍ 1∣qn(a)∣2 1(∥a1(z)∥⋯∥an(z)∥)sd−1 c(1−s)dn+1
≪ τn(∥a1(z)∥⋯∥an(z)∥)sd+1 c(1−s)dn+1 .

Let F (b, c, s) be the set for which (66) holds for infinitely many n ∈ N, so F (b, c, s) ⊇ Ξ(b, c).
Then, if t = 2

s(sd+1) , we have

Ht (F (b, c, s)) ≤ lim inf
N→∞ ∑

n≥N ∑
a∈Ω(n) ∣Kn(a)∣t

≪ lim inf
N→∞ ∑

n≥N ∑
a∈Ω(n)

τ tn

(∥a1∥⋯∥an∥) 2s c(1−s)tdn+1
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≪ lim inf
N→∞ ∑

n≥N
τ tn

c(1−s)dn+1 ∑a∈Dn

1

(∥a1∥⋯∥an∥) 2s
= lim inf

N→∞ ∑
n≥N

1

c(1−s)dn+1 (τ t∑a∈D
1∥a∥ 2s )

n

= 0.
Therefore, dimHΞ(b, c) ≤ dimHF (b, c, s) ≤ t and the upper bound in (65) follows by letting s→ 1

and d→ b. □

9.2. Lower bound of Hausdorff dimension. In this subsection, we obtain the lower bound in
(65) by applying the Mass Distribution Principle on a Cantor subset E contained in Ξ̃(b, c).

9.2.1. Construction of E. Let κ1 be as in Proposition 5.15.i and take a natural number M0 ∈ N
such that

M0 ≥ logb logc ⎛⎜⎝
8 (1 + √2

2 ) (2 + √2
2 )

κ1 (1 − √2
2 ) + √2

2

⎞⎟⎠ .
For every n ∈ N, define the sets

D̃n∶= {d ∈ D ∶ cbM0+n+1 ≤ ∥d∥ ≤ 2cbM0+n+1} and Pre(n)∶= n∏
j=1 D̃j.

Note that, by M0 ≥ logb logc 3 and Proposition 5.9, any sequence (an)n≥1 in D such that(a1, . . . , an) ∈ Pre(n) for all n ∈ N is full.

Next, we define the layers of compact sets determining E. Put

J0∶= ⋃
a1∈D̃1

C1(a1)
and for every n ∈ N and a ∈ Pre(n) define

Jn(a) ∶= ⋃
b∈D̃n+1

Cn+1(ab).
We define E to be

E∶= ⋂
n∈N ⋃

a∈Pre(n)Jn(a).
We claim that E ⊆ Ξ̃(b, c). Certainly, let z ∈ E be arbitrary. Consider any n ∈ N and take
a ∈ Pre(n), b ∈ D̃n+1 such that z ∈ Cn+1(ab). By the proof of Proposition 5.9, Cn+1(ab) ⊆ C○n(a),
so the first n partial quotients of z are precisely a1, a2, . . . , an. Hence, z ∈ Ξ̃(b, c). The lower bound
in (65) is, thus, a consequence of

(67) dimH(E) ≥ 2

1 + b.
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9.2.2. A measure on E. We define a probability measure µ̃ on E using a sequence of consistent
measures. First, for every a1 ∈ D̃1, define

µ̃1(J1(a1))∶= 1

#D̃1

.

Take n ∈ N and assume that we have defined µ̃n(Jn(a)) for all a ∈ Pre(n). For any an+1 ∈ D̃n+1
put

µ̃n+1 (Jn+1(aan+1)) ∶= 1

#D̃n+1 µ̃n (Jn(a)) .
Since the measures (µ̃n)n≥1 are consistent, we apply the Daniell-Kolmogorov Consistency Theo-
rem to obtain a probability measure µ̃ supported on E.

9.2.3. Estimate of µ̃(Jn(a)). Now, for n ∈ N and a ∈ D̃n, we estimate µ̃(Jn(a)) in terms of∣Jn(a)∣. Write t0∶= 2
1+b and take any 0 < t < t0.

Proposition 9.3. There exists some constant γ2 = γ2(b, c) > 0 such that for all large n ∈ N and all
a ∈ Pre(n) we have

µ̃ (Jn(a)) ≤ γ2∣Jn(a)∣t.
First, we estimate the number of elements in each #Dn. Recall that #{a ∈ Z[i] ∶ ∥a∥ ≤ m} =(2m + 1)2 for every m ∈ N.

Lemma 9.4. For every k ∈ N, we have #D̃k ≥ 8c2bM0+k+1 .

Proof. Take k ∈ N and d ∈ D . Then, d ∈ D̃k if and only if

⌈cbM0+k+1⌉ ≤ ∥d∥ ≤ ⌊2cbM0+k+1⌋ .
As a consequence, we have

#D̃k = (2 ⌊2cbM0+k+1⌋ + 1)2 − (2 ⌈cbM0+k+1 − 1⌉ + 1)2
≥ (4cbM0+k+1 − 1)2 − (2cbM0+k+1 + 1)2
= 12c2bM0+k+1 (1 − 1

cb
M0+k+1 )

> 8c2bM0+k+1 . (by M0 ≥ logb logc 3)
□

Proposition 9.5. There exists some constant γ1 = γ1(b, c) > 0 such that for all n ∈ N and all
a ∈ Pre(n) we have

(68) µ̃ (Jn(a)) ≤ γ1

ctb
M0+n+1 ∣qn(a)∣2t .

Proof. Take n ∈ N and a ∈ Pre(n). We obtain (68) by showing that

(69) log (µ̃ (Jn(a))) + log (ctbM0+n+2 ∣qn(a)∣2t)
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is bounded from above. We deal with each term of the sum separately. First, we show that

log (µ̃ (Jn(a))) ≤ −n log 8 − bM0+n+1 2b

b − 1 (1 − 1

bn
) log c.

This follows from

log (µ̃ (Jn(a))) = n∑
j=1 log(

1

#D̃j

)
≤ n∑

j=1 log (
1

8
) + log ( 1

c2b
M0+j+1 ) (by Lemma 9.4)

= −n log 8 − 2bM0+2 log c n∑
j=1 b

j−1

= −n log 8 − 2bM0+2 (bn − 1
b − 1 ) log c

= −n log 8 − bM0+n+1 2b

b − 1 (1 − 1

bn
) log c.

Now, we prove that the second term in (69) verifies

log (ctbM0+n+2 ∣qn(a)∣2t) ≤ tbM0+n+1 log c(b + 2b

b − 1 (1 − 1

bn
)) + 5nt log 2.

Indeed, from

∣qn(a)∣ ≤ n∏
j=1 (∣aj ∣ + 1) ≤

n∏
j=1 (
√
2∥aj∥ + 1) ≤ 8n

2

n∏
j=1 ∥aj∥,

we obtain
log ∣qn(a)∣ ≤ n

2
log 8 + n∑

j=1 log ∥aj∥.
Thus,

log (ctbM0+n+2 ∣qn(a)∣2t) ≤ tbM0+n+2 log c + 2t(n
2
log 8 + n∑

j=1 log ∥aj∥)
≤ tbM0+n+2 log c + 3tn log 2 + 2t( n∑

j=1 log 2 + bM0+j+1 log c)
= tbbM0+n+1 log c + 5nt log 2 + 2tbM0+2 (bn − 1

b − 1 ) log c
= tbM0+n+1 log c(b + 2b

b − 1 (1 − 1

bn
)) + 5nt log 2.

Combining the estimates, we can bound the sum (69) as follows:

log (µ̃ (Jn(a))) + log (ctbM0+n+2 ∣qn(a)∣2t)
< bM0+n+1 log c(tb + 2tb

b − 1 (1 − 1

bn
) − 2b

b − 1 (1 − 1

bn
)) + n(5t log 2 − log 8).(70)

Using the identity

t0b + 2t0b

b − 1 − 2b

b − 1 = 0,
we may see that the coefficient of bM0+n+1 in (70) is negative for large n and the sum in (69) is
bounded above. □
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Proof of Proposition 9.3. Using the notation of Subsection 6.2, for n ∈ N and a ∈ D̃n we have

Jn(a) = Qn (Treb((⌊2cbM0+n+1⌋ + 1

2
)−1 ,(⌈cbM0+n+1⌉ − 1

2
)−1) ;a) .

Therefore, there are absolute constants for which

∣Jn(a)∣ ≍ 1

cb
M0+n+1 ∣qn(a)∣2 ,

and the result follows from Proposition 9.5. □

9.2.4. Estimates of µ̃(D(z; r)). Next, we estimate the measure of small disc. To this end, define

r0∶= 1

2
min{∣J1(a)∣ ∶ a ∈ D̃1}.

Proposition 9.6. There is a constant γ3 = γ3(b, c) > 0 such that µ(D(z; r)) < γ3rt whenever z ∈ E
and 0 < r < r0.

Proof. Take any z = [a1, a2, . . .] ∈ E and r ∈ R such that 0 < r < r0. Let n be the single natural
number verifying ∣Jn+1(a1, . . . , an, an+1)∣ < r ≤ ∣Jn(a1, . . . , an)∣.
Define

γ̃∶= 1

16 (1 + √2
2 ) (2 + √2

2 ) .
We consider two possible cases: either

(71) ∣Jn+1(a1, . . . , an, an+1)∣ < r ≤ γ̃ ∣Cn+1(a1, . . . , an, an+1)∣
or

(72) γ̃ ∣Cn+1(a1, . . . , an+1)∣ < r ≤ ∣Jn(a1, . . . , an)∣.
Suppose that (71) is true. We claim that D(z; r) intersects exactly one cylinder of level n+1, hence
at most one set of the form Jn+1(b1, . . . , bn+1). We prove this in two steps. First, we show that

(73) D
⎛⎜⎝
pn+1(z)
qn+1(z) ; ∣Cn+1(a1, . . . , an+1)∣

4 (1 + √2
2 ) (2 + √2

2 )
⎞⎟⎠ ⊆ C○n+1(a1, . . . , an+1).

We afterward verify that

(74) D(z; γ̃∣Cn+1(a1, . . . , an+1)∣) ⊆ D⎛⎜⎝
pn+1(z)
qn+1(z) ; ∣Cn+1(a1, . . . , an+1)∣

4 (1 + √2
2 ) (2 + √2

2 )
⎞⎟⎠ .

The inclusion (74) follows directly from Proposition 6.4 and D(0; 2−1) ⊆ F○ = F○n+1(a1, . . . , an+1).
To show (73), we note that the choice of M0 implies

∣T n+1(z)∣ < κ1 (1 − √2
2 )

8 (1 + √2
2 ) (2 + √2

2 ) ,
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because

∣ 1

T n+1(z)∣ ≥ ∥an+2(z)∥ − ∣T n+2(z)∣ ≥ cbM0 − √2
2
> 8 (1 + √2

2 ) (2 + √2
2 )

κ1 (1 − √2
2 ) .

Therefore, using Proposition 4.3,

∣pn+1(z)
qn+1(z) − z∣ = ∣Qn+1(0; (a1, . . . , an+1)) −Qn+1(T n+1(z); (a1, . . . , an, an+1))∣

≤ ∣T n+1(z)∣
∣qn+1(a1, . . . , an+1)∣2 ∣1 + qn

qn+1T
n+1(z)∣

≤ 1

8 (1 + √2
2 ) (2 + √2

2 )∣Cn+1(a1, . . . , an)∣.
As a consequence, for all w ∈ D(z; γ̃ ∣Cn+1(a1, . . . , an+1)∣) we have

∣pn+1(z)
qn+1(z) −w∣ ≤ ∣pn+1(z)qn+1(z) − z∣ + ∣z −w∣

< 1

4 (1 + √2
2 ) (2 + √2

2 )∣Cn+1(a1, . . . , an)∣.
This proves (73), hence, D(z; r) ⊆ C○n+1(a1, . . . , an+1). We may, thus, conclude that

µ̃ (D(z; r)) = µ̃ (D(z; r) ∩ Jn+1(a1, . . . , an+1))
≤ µ̃ (Jn+1(a1, . . . , an+1)) ≤ γ2∣Jn+1(a1, . . . , an+1)∣t ≤ γ2rt.

Let us now assume (72). Define

Ñ∶=#{h ∈ D̃n+1 ∶ Jn+1(a1, . . . , an, h) ∩D(z; r) ≠ ∅} .
In view of ⋃

a∈D̃n+1

C1(a) ⊆ D (0; 2−1) ⊆ F○,
for each a ∈ D̃n+1 we apply Qn+1( ⋅ ; (a1, . . . , an, a)) and obtain

Jn+1(a1, . . . , an, a) ⊆ Qn+1 (D (0; 2−1) ; (a1, . . . , an, a)) ⊆ C○n+1(a1, . . . , an, a).
Therefore, since C○n+1(a1, . . . , an, a) contains only one set of the form Jn+1(b1, . . . , bn+1),

Ñ ≤#{a ∈ D̃n+1 ∶ Qn+1 (D (0; 2−1) ; (a1, . . . , an, a)) ∩D(z; r) ≠ ∅} .
Recall that m denotes the Lebesgue measure on C. Then, there is an absolute constant γ3 > 0 such
that

m (Qn+1 (D (0; 2−1) ; (a1, . . . , an, a))) ≥ γ3π
4

1∣qn+1(a1, . . . , an, a)∣4
≥ γ3 π

36

1∣qn(a1, . . . , an)∣4∣a∣4
≥ γ3 π

144

1∣qn(a1, . . . , an)∣4c4bM0+n+2 ,
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which gives

Ñ ≤ 144

γ3
∣qn(a1, . . . , an)∣4c4bM0+n+2r2.

From 0 < t < 1 we get 0 < t
2 < 1

2 , hence

µ̃ (D(z; r)) ≤ µ̃ (Jn(a1, . . . , an))min{1, Ñ 1

#D̃n+1}
≤ µ̃(Jn(a1, . . . , an)min{1, 144

γ4
c4b

M0+n+2 ∣qn(a)∣4r2 1

8c2b
M0+n+2 }

= µ̃ (Jn(a1, . . . , an))min{1,18c2bM0+n+2 ∣qn(a)∣4r2}
≤ µ̃ (Jn(a1, . . . , an))18 t

2 ctb
M0+n+2 ∣qn(a)∣2trt

< 18γ2rt.
□

Proof of Theorem 9.1. Lower bound. The Mass Distribution Principle and Proposition 9.6 imply
(67). Since E ⊆ Ξ̃(b, c), the lower bound in (65) follows. □

Remark 9.7. A slight modification of the proof of the lower bound in Theorem 9.1 tells us that for
every b, c > 1 and δ > 0 we have

dimH (Ξ̃(b, c) ∖ Ξ̃(b, c + δ)) = dimH (Ξ(b, c) ∖Ξ(b, c + δ)) = 2

b + 1 .

10. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

Recall that

E∞(Φ)∶= {z ∈ F ∶ ∥an(z)∥ ≥ Φ(n) for infinitely many n ∈ N} .
i. Assume that B = 1. Let ε > 0 be arbitrary and consider the infinite set

Lε∶= {n ∈ N ∶ Φ(n) ≤ (1 + ε)n} .
Then, we have

{z ∈ F ∶ ∥an∥ ≥ (1 + ε)n for infinitely many n ∈L } ⊆ E∞(Φ),
so s1+ε ≤ dimH(E∞(Φ)), by Corollary 8.24. In view of Proposition 8.12, we conclude that

2 = lim
ε↘0

s1+ε ≤ dimH(E∞(Φ)) ≤ 2.
ii. Assume that 1 < B <∞. For each ε > 0, define the infinite set

L ′
ε ∶= {n ∈ N ∶ Φ(n) ≤ (B + ε)n} .

Hence, {z ∈ F ∶ ∥an∥ ≥ (B + ε)n for infinitely many n ∈L ′
ε} ⊆ E∞(Φ)
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and
E∞(Φ) ⊆ {z ∈ F ∶ ∥an∥ ≥ (B − ε)n for infinitely many n ∈ N} .

Therefore, sB−ε ≤ dimH(E∞(Φ)) ≤ sB+ε and, since B ↦ sB is continuous (Proposition 8.12),
dimH(E∞(Φ)) = sB.

iii. Assume that B =∞. Further, assume that b = 1. Then, given ε > 0, the set

L ∶= {n ∈ N ∶ Φ(n) ≤ e(1+ε)n}
is infinite and we have

{z ∈ F ∶ ∥an(z)∥ ≥ e(1+ε)n for all n ∈ N} ⊆ {z ∈ F ∶ ∥an(z)∥ ≥ e(1+ε)n for all n ∈L }
⊆ E∞(Φ),

so, Theorem 9.1 gives

dimH (E∞(Φ)) ≥ 2

2 + ε.
Letting ε→ 0, we conclude dimH (E∞(Φ)) ≥ 1. Moreover, B =∞ implies that, for any C > 1,
the inequality logΦ(n)

n ≥ logC holds for infinitely many n ∈ N, hence

E∞(Φ) ⊆ {z ∈ F ∶ Cn ≤ ∥an(z)∥ for infinitely many n ∈ N}
and dimH (E∞(Φ)) ≤ sC . We letC →∞ and recourse to Lemma 8.12 to conclude dimH (E∞(Φ)) ≤
1, so

dimH (E∞(Φ)) = 1.
Suppose that 1 < b < ∞. Then, for any ε > 0, the inequality Φ(n) ≤ e(b+ε)n holds infinitely
often while Φ(n) ≥ e(b−ε)n is true for every large n. As a consequence, since the set

{z ∈ F ∶ ∥an(z)∥ ≥ e(b+ε)n for all n ∈ N}
is contained in

{z ∈ F ∶ ∥an(z)∥ ≥ e(b+ε)n ≥ Φ(n) for infinitely many n ∈ N} ⊆ E∞(Φ)
and

E∞(Φ) ⊆ {z ∈ F ∶ ∥an(z)∥ ≥ Φ(n) ≥ e(b−ε)n for infinitely many n ∈ N} ,
Theorem 9.1 tells us that

2

b + 1 + ε ≤ dimH (E∞(Φ)) ≤ 2

b + 1 − ε.
Letting ε→ 0, we arrive at dimH (E∞(Φ)) = 2

b+1 .
To finish the proof, assume that b =∞. Then, Φ(n) ≥ ecn for all c > 0 and every sufficiently

large n ∈ N; that is,

E∞(Φ) ⊆ {z ∈ F ∶ ∥an(z)∥ ≥ ecn for infinitely many n ∈ N} .
Theorem 9.1 yields dimH (E∞(Φ)) ≤ 2

1+c and, taking c→∞, we conclude that dimH (E∞(Φ)) =
0. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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11. CONCLUDING REMARKS AND OPEN PROBLEMS

In the recent literature, many new metrical results (including zero-one laws and computation of
Hausdorff dimensions) on sets of real numbers x defined in terms of their partial quotients an(x)
and/or of their convergents pn(x)/qn(x) have been established. We survey some of them below
and briefly discuss their complex analogs, where regular continued fractions of real numbers are
replaced by Hurwitz continued fractions of complex numbers.

As discussed in the introduction, stemming from Borel-Berstein and Wang-Wu theorems, the
focus is on the growth properties of partial quotients. To this end, Sun and Wu [54] established
that, for any b > 0, the Hausdorff dimension of the level set

{x ∈ (0,1) ∶ lim
n→+∞

log an+1(x)
log qn(x) = b}

is equal to 1/(b + 2). A localized version (where b is replaced by a continuous function of x) has
subsequently been proved in [10], see [57] for a further extension. Their complex analogs should
hold. To establish it, one first needs to prove the complex analog of [21, Lemma 3.2]. Specifically,
in [21], the authors calculated the Hausdorff dimension of the level set

E(α) = {x ∈ [0,1) ∶ lim
n→∞

log a1(x) +⋯ + log an(x)
n

= α} ,
for any given α > 0. They proved, quite unexpectedly, that the graph of the function α ↦ dimE(α)
is neither convex nor concave. Later, Fan et al. [19] considered the subsets of E(∞) defined by

E(ψ,α) = {x ∈ [0,1) ∶ lim
n→∞

log a1(x) +⋯ + log an(x)
ψ(n) = α} for all α > 0,

where ψ ∶ N → N is such that ψ(n)/n tends to∞ with n. They obtained the Hausdorff dimension
of E(ψ,α). Subsequently, Liao and Rams [46] computed the Hausdorff dimension of sets defined
as E(ψ,α), but with the limit replaced by lim inf (resp., by lim sup) and thereby exhibited a
new phenomenon. It would be desirable to establish the analogs of all these results for Hurwitz
continued fractions and to determine whether the unexpected phenomena also occur in this setting.

Very recently, He and Xiao [28] proved results concerning the sets of complex numbers defined
by the growth rate of products of consecutive partial quotients. Thereby they obtained complex
analogs of results established for real continued fractions in [35]. They observe that, in order to
extend their Theorem 1.3 to functions that are not continuous, the auxiliary results on the geometry
of irregular cylinders established in the present paper may be useful.

It is worth mentioning that the study of consecutive partial quotients gives information regarding
the improbability (or not) of Dirichlet’s theorem, see [4, 37, 42]. However, interestingly products
of partial quotients arising from the arithmetic progressions give information regarding the set
of exceptions to the convergence criterion of Host-Kra (2005) and Bourgain (1989) of multiple
ergodic averages for the Gauss map [38]. Establishing analogs of these results for Hcfs is possible
by using the geometric properties proved in this paper, along with some other ideas.
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There is a vast literature on the determination of the Hausdorff dimension of sets of real numbers
whose partial quotients are all in a given finite (or infinite) set; see e.g. [15, 32] and the references
given therein. Getting a complex analog seems to be a challenging problem because the symbolic
space associated to Hcfs cannot be modelled as a countable Markov shift.

Chevallier [12] used flows on spaces of lattices in C2 to prove the analog of Dirichlet’s theorem
for approximation in Q(i). Let c(z) denote the smallest real number such that, for every real
number Q > 1, there exist Gaussian integers p, q such that

0 < ∣q∣ < Q, ∣qz − p∣ ≤ c(z)
Q

.

He proved that c(z) ≤ √2/(3 −√3) = 1.115 . . ., with equality for almost all z (in the sense of the
Lebesgue measure). It would be interesting to find an alternative proof, in the spirit of Davenport
and Schmidt [16], which may also give an explicit formula to compute c(z) in terms of the Hurwitz
continued fraction of z. Another related question is the determination of the smallest possible
constant c(z). In the real case, this corresponds to the constant associated with the Golden Ratio
[16].

We finalize the paper with a simple question motivated by theorems 1.4 and 1.5. Let Φ ∶ N → R
be an arbitrary function. We have defined

E(Φ)∶= {z ∈ C ∶ ∣an(z)∣ ≥ Φ(n) for infinitely many n ∈ N} .
Recall that for any x ∈ (0,1)∖Q and n ∈ N we denote n-th partial quotient of the regular continued
fraction of x as An(x). Define the set

ER(Φ)∶= {x ∈ R ∶ ∣An(x)∣ ≥ Φ(n) for infinitely many n ∈ N} .
Theorems 1.4 and 1.5 tell us that dimH(E(Φ)) = 2dimH(ER(Φ)) holds whenever Φ has a subse-
quence of very fast growth. Whether it would hold for any Φ ∶ N→ R is a natural open problem.
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