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DIMENSION ESTIMATES IN NONCONFORMAL GRAPH DIRECTED

ITERATED FUNCTION SYSTEMS VIA ASYMPTOTIC

PERTURBATION

HARUYOSHI TANAKA

Abstract. We consider infinite graph-directed iterated function systems (GIFSs) whose

contraction mappings are nonconformal. As our main result, we formulate asymptotic

perturbations from conformal GIFSs to nonconformal GIFSs, and give the asymptotic

behaviour of the Hausdorff dimension of the limit set of the perturbed system. We also

investigate perturbed self-affine sets as special cases.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider infinite graph-directed iterated function systems (GIFSs)

whose contraction mappings are nonconformal. Let E be a countable edge set of a directed

graph. We introduce an n-order asymptotic perturbation Te(ǫ, x) of contraction mappings

Te (e ∈ E):

Te(ǫ, ·) = Te + Te,1ǫ+ · · ·+ Te,nǫ
n + o(ǫn)

as ǫ → 0 (see (3.1) for detail). In particular, we assume that each Te is conformal but

Te(ǫ, ·) need not be conformal. Under suitable conditions, we give an n-order asymp-

totic expansion of the Hausdorff dimension of the limit set J(ǫ) of the perturbed system

(Te(ǫ, ·)):
dimH J(ǫ) = dimH J + s1ǫ+ · · ·+ snǫ

n + o(ǫn)

as ǫ → 0 (Theorem 3.1). This is a nonconformal version of the previous result [13,

Theorem 2.2]. In particular, our potentials are more general than almost-additive po-

tentials [4] (Remark 2.1). Our result can be applied to affine maps case (Theorem 4.3).

Our result yields dimension estimates in affine maps not covered by previous results in

[1, 2, 3, 5, 8, 10, 11] (see also Remark 4.2 and Remark 4.4).

To prove our main result, we use a technique of the solution of the equation of the

pressure function s 7→ P (sϕ) for the physical potential ϕ. If the functions Te are not

conformal, then the Hausdorff dimension dimH J of the limit set J is not necessarily a
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2 H. TANAKA

solution of the pressure function s 7→ P (sϕ), but the number P (((dimH J)/D)ϕ) can be

estimated by using the quasi-conformality constant K, where D is the dimension of the

Euclidean space (Corollary 5.7). By using this fact and the previous result in [13] for

an asymptotic solution of the pressure function s 7→ P (sϕ(ǫ, ·)) for perturbed physical

potential ϕ(ǫ, ·), our main result is proved.

In the next section 2, we introduce the notion of generalized quasiconformal maps and

the definition of GIFS for state our main result. Our main theorem and this proof is

shown in Section 3. For a special case for nonconformal GIFS, we treat affine transfor-

mations and formulate an asymptotic perturbation of this in Section 4. In particular, we

demonstrate a concrete example of nonconformal mapping on R
3 in Section 4.2. To show

our main result completely, we need upper and lower dimension estimates in nonconformal

GIFS. These are stated in Section 5. In the appendix A, we recall the result in [13] for

an asymptotic solution of the pressure function s 7→ P (sϕ(ǫ, ·)). Moreover, we mention

the mean valued inequalities on connected sets in Appendix B. In the final section C, we

will give fundamental properties of the map ‖ · ‖i given by (2.2).

Acknowledgment.This study was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number 20K03636.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Generalized quasiconformal maps. Fix integerD ≥ 1. Let O ⊂ R
D be a domain.

A mapping f : O → R
D is a generalized K-quasiregular if f is of C1 and there exists

1 ≤ K <∞ such that

K−1‖f ′(x)‖D ≤ | det f ′(x)| ≤ K(‖f ′(x)‖i)D(2.1)

for x ∈ O, where for a linear operator L from a normed space M to a normed space N ,

the number ‖L‖i is defined by

‖L‖i := inf
x∈M : ‖x‖=1

‖Lx‖.(2.2)

Note that it is known that if the above condition replacing | det f ′(x)| by det f ′(x) holds,

then f is called K-quasiregular [9]. A mapping f : O → f(O) is a generalized quasi-

confotmal if f is a generalized K-quasiregular for some K ≥ 1 and homeomorphism. A

function f : O → R
D is conformal if for any x ∈ O, there exists a constant c1(x) > 0

such that |f ′(x)(u − v)| = c1(x)|u − v| for any u, v ∈ R
D. Then we notice that f is

conformal if and only if ‖f ′(x)‖ = ‖f ′(x)‖i for any x ∈ O if and only if f is a generalized

K-quasiregular with K = 1.

2.2. Nonconformal graph directed function systems. We introduce the following

set (G, (Jv), (Ov), (Te)) satisfying the conditions (G.1)-(G.4):
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(G.1) G = (V,E, i(·), t(·)) is a directed multigraph endowed with finite vertex set V ,

countable edge set E, and two maps i(·) and t(·) from E to V . For each e ∈ E,

i(e) is called the initial vertex of e and t(e) called the terminal vertex of e.

(G.2) For each v ∈ V , Jv is a compact and connected subset of RD satisfying that the

interior intJv of Jv is not empty, and intJv and intJv′ are disjoint for v′ ∈ V with

v 6= v′.

(G.3) For each v ∈ V , Ov is a bounded, open and connected subset of RD containing Jv.

(G.4) For each e ∈ E, Te is a C1-diffeomorphism map from Ot(e) to an open sub-

set of Oi(e) with Te(Jt(e)) ⊂ Ji(e). Moreover, there exists r ∈ (0, 1) such that

supe∈E supx∈Ot(e)
‖T ′

e(x)‖ ≤ r, where ‖T ′
e(x)‖ means the operator norm of T ′

e(x).

For convenience, we call the set (G, (Jv), (Ov), (Te)) satisfying (G.1)-(G.4) a graph iterated

function system (GIFS for short). The incidence matrix A of G is a zero-one matrix

indexed by E such that A(ee′) = 1 if t(e) = i(e′) and A(ee′) = 0 if t(e) 6= i(e′). The code

space is defined by

E∞ = {ω ∈
∞
∏

n=0

E : A(ωnωn+1) = 1 for all n ≥ 0}.(2.3)

Note that this set is also called the topological Markov shift with countable state space

E and with transition matrix A. The shift transformation σ : E∞ → E∞ is defined as

(σω)n = ωn+1 for any n ≥ 0. For θ ∈ (0, 1), a metric dθ on E∞ is given by dθ(ω, υ) =

θmin{n≥0 :ωn 6=υn} if ω 6= υ and dθ(ω, υ) = 0 if ω = υ. Then (E∞, dθ) is a complete separated

metric space. The matrix A is said to be finitely irreducible if there exists a finite subset F

of
⋃∞

n=1E
n such that for any e, e′ ∈ E, ewe′ is a path on the graph G for some w ∈ F . The

coding map π : E∞ → R
D is well defined by {πω} =

⋂∞
k=0 Tω0···ωk

(Jt(ωk)), where Tω0···ωk

means Tω0 ◦ · · · ◦ Tωk
. The limit set of the system is given by the image J := π(E∞). A

function f : E∞ → R is acceptable if there exists a constant c2 ≥ 1 such that for any

e ∈ E and ω, υ ∈ [e], ef(ω)−f(υ) ≤ c2. For a function f : E∞ → R, P (f) means the

topological pressure of f which is defined by

P (f) = lim
n→∞

1

n
log

∑

w∈En : [w] 6=∅

exp( sup
ω∈[w]

Snf(ω)),(2.4)

where Snf(ω) :=
∑n−1

k=0 f(σ
kω) and [w] is the cylinder set {ω ∈ E∞ : ω0 · · ·ωn−1 = w} of

the word w ∈ En. Note that if f is acceptable then P (f) exists in [−∞,+∞] (see [6]).

We put

ϕ(ω) = log ‖T ′
ω0
(πσω)‖(2.5)

ϕ(ω) = log(‖T ′
ω0
(πσω)‖i)(2.6)

for ω ∈ E∞. We also impose the following conditions if necessary.
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(G.5)C (Conformally) Each Te is conformal.

(G.5)QC There exists K ≥ 1 such that each Te is generalized K-quasiregular.

(G.6)S (Strong separated condition (SSC)) For e, e′ ∈ E with e 6= e′, Te(Jt(e)∩J)∩Te′(Jt(e′)∩
J) = ∅.

(G.6)O (Open set condition (OSC)) For e, e′ ∈ E with e 6= e′, Te(intJt(e)) ∩ Te′(intJt(e′)) = ∅.
(G.7)B (Bounded distortion) There exist constants c3 > 0 and 0 < β ≤ 1 such that for any

e ∈ E and x, y ∈ Ot(e), |‖T ′
e(x)‖ − ‖T ′

e(y)‖| ≤ c3‖T ′
e(x)‖|x− y|β.

(G.7)SB (Strongly bounded distortion) The condition (G.7)B is satisfied. Moreover, there

exist constants c4 > 0 and 0 < β ≤ 1 such that for any e ∈ E and x, y ∈ Ot(e),

|‖T ′
e(x)

−1‖ − ‖T ′
e(y)

−1‖| ≤ c4‖T ′
e(x)

−1‖|x− y|β.
Note that ‖T ′

e(x)
−1‖ = (‖T ′

e(x)‖i)−1 by Proposition C.1. If (G.5)C is satisfied, then

‖T ′
e(x)‖ = ‖T ′

e(x)‖i and therefore the conditions (G.7)B and (G.7)SB are identical. More-

over, ϕ = ϕ =: ϕ is satisfied in this case. We say that a conformal GIFS (G, (Jv), (Ov), (Te))

is strongly regular if 0 < P (sϕ) < +∞ for some s ≥ 0.

Remark 2.1. Assume that (G, (Jv), (Ov), (Te)) is a nonconformal GIFS under the con-

ditions (G.5)QC, (G.6)S and (G.7)SB. Put ϕn(ω) := log supx∈Jt(ωn−1)
‖(Tω0···ωn−1)

′(x)‖ for

ω ∈ E∞ and n ≥ 1, where Tω0···ωn−1 means Tω0 ◦ · · · ◦ Tωn−1 . Then it is not hard to see

that

−c5 − (n+m) logK + ϕn(ω) + ϕm(σ
nω) ≤ϕn+m(ω)

≤c5 + (n+m) logK + ϕn(ω) + ϕm(σ
nω)

for any n,m ≥ 1 and ω ∈ E∞ for some constant c5 > 0. Therefore, the sequence {ϕn} is

not almost-additive potential [4] in general. Here the sequence of potentials {ψn} is said

to be almost-additive potential if there exist a constant c6 > 0 such that for any n,m ≥ 1

and ω ∈ E∞, −c6 + ψn(ω) + ψm(σ
nω) ≤ ψn+m(ω) ≤ c6 + ψn(ω) + ψm(σ

nω).

3. Main result and its proof

We formulate an asymptotic perturbation of graph iterated function systems which is

introduced in Section 2.2. Fix an integer n ≥ 0 and a number 0 < β ≤ 1. We assume the

following:

(C.1)n A set (G, (Jv), (Ov), (Te)) is a strongly regular GIFS with the conformality condition

(G.5)C , the open set condition (G.6)O and the bounded distortion condition (G.7)B.

Assume also that the incidence matrix of the graph G is finitely irreducible and the

function Te is of class C
1+n+β for each e ∈ E.

(C.2)n Under the same graph G and the sets (Jv) and (Ov) given in (C.1)n, for each ǫ ∈
(0, 1), the set (G, (Jv), (Ov), (Te(ǫ, ·))) is a GIFS with the quasi-conformality condition
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(G.5)QC, the strongly separated condition (G.6)S and the strongly bounded distortion

condition (G.7)SB. Assume also the following (i)-(iii):

(i) For each e ∈ E, there exist functions Te,k : Ot(e) → R
D of class C1+n−k+β (k =

1, 2, . . . , n) and T̃e,n(ǫ, ·) : Ot(e) → R
D of class C1+β(ǫ) with 0 < β(ǫ) ≤ 1 such

that the function Te(ǫ, ·) has the n-ordered asymptotic expansion

Te(ǫ, ·) = Te + Te,1ǫ+ · · ·+ Te,nǫ
n + T̃e,n(ǫ, ·)ǫn on Jt(e),(3.1)

and supe∈E supx∈Jt(e)
|T̃e,n(ǫ, x)| → 0 and supe∈E supx∈Jt(e)

‖ ∂
∂x
T̃e,n(ǫ, x)‖ → 0 as

ǫ→ 0.

(ii) There exist constants 0 < t(l, k) ≤ 1 (l = 0, 1, . . . , n, k = 1, . . . , n − l + 1)

and 0 < t̃ ≤ 1 such that (a) the function x 7→ T
(k)
e,l (x)/‖T ′

e(x)‖t(l,k) is bounded,

β-Hölder continuous and its Hölder constant is bounded uniformly in e ∈ E,

(b) c7(ǫ) := supe∈E supx∈Jt(e)
(‖ ∂

∂x
T̃e,n(ǫ, x)‖/‖T ′

e(x)‖t̃0) → 0 as ǫ → 0, and (c)

dimH J/D > p(n). Here we put

p(n) :=















p/t̃, n = 0

max
{

p+ n(1− t1), p+
n
2
(1− t2), · · · , p+ n

n
(1− tn),

p

t1
,

p

t2
, · · · , p

tn
, p + 1− t̃,

p

t̃

}

, n ≥ 1.

(3.2)

tk :=min{ 1

D

D
∑

p=1

t(ip, jp + 1) : i :=

D
∑

q=1

iq and j :=

D
∑

q=1

jq satisfy(3.3)

i = k and j = 0 or 0 ≤ i < k and 1 ≤ j ≤ k − i}

t̃ :=min

{

tn, t̃0,
t̃0
D

+
D − 1

D
t(1, 1), . . . ,

t̃0
D

+
D − 1

D
t(n, 1)

}

(3.4)

p := inf{s ≥ 0 : P (sϕ) < +∞}/D with ϕ(ω) := log ‖T ′
ω0
(πσω)‖.(3.5)

(iii) For any e ∈ E, the function Te(ǫ, ·) is a generalized K(ǫ)-quasiregular and K(ǫ)

satisfies K(ǫ) = 1 + K̃n(ǫ)ǫ
n with K̃n(ǫ) → 0.

Here P (sϕ) in (3.5) means the topological pressure of sϕ defined by (2.4). Such a per-

turbed system was firstly given in [13, Section 2.1] under the case K(ǫ) ≡ 1. Now we state

about the condition (ii). Roughly speaking, the condition (ii) includes the case where the

Hausdorff dimension dimH J(ǫ) of the limit set J(ǫ) can be expanded to length n, but

not to length n + 1, namely dimH J(ǫ) is not series at ǫ = 0. On the other hand, the

condition (ii) might be seemed a difficult to check. We will give in Section 4.1 a reason-

able assumption for the condition (ii). Remark also that this condition (ii) automatically

follows if there exists a finite subset E0 ⊂ E such that Te(ǫ, ·) does not depend on ǫ for

all e ∈ E \ E0.
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Now we are in a position to state our main result:

Theorem 3.1. Assume that the conditions (C.1)n and (C.2)n are satisfied. Then the

Hausdorff dimension dimH J(ǫ) of the limit set J(ǫ) of the perturbed system (G, (Jv), (Ov), (Te(ǫ, ·)))
has the n-order asymptotic expansion dimH J(ǫ) = dimH J + s1ǫ + · · · + snǫ

n + o(ǫn) as

ǫ→ 0. In particular, each coefficient sk is given by using Te, Te,1, . . . , Te,k.

In order to show this theorem, we begin with the following lemma. Denoted by π(ǫ, ·)
the coding map of J(ǫ) for ǫ > 0.

Lemma 3.2 ([12, 13]). Assume that the conditions (C.1)n and (C.2)n are satisfied. Choose

any r1 ∈ (r, 1). Then there exist bounded dr1-Lipschitz continuous functions π1, π2, . . . , πn

from E∞ to R
D and bounded continuous function π̃(ǫ, ·) from E∞ to R

D such that π(ǫ, ·) =
π + π1ǫ+ · · ·+ πnǫ

n + π̃n(ǫ, ·)ǫn and ‖π̃n(ǫ, ·)‖∞ := supω∈E∞ |π̃n(ǫ, ω)| → 0 as ǫ→ 0.

Proof. This assertion is guaranteed by the proof of [13, Lemma 3.12] without changes.

Note that the proof of the lemma 3.12 in [13] mostly depends on [12, Lemma 3.1]. �

We put

ϕ(ǫ, ω) = log ‖ ∂
∂x
Tω0(ǫ, π(ǫ, σω))‖(3.6)

ϕ(ǫ, ω) = log ‖ ∂
∂x
Tω0(ǫ, π(ǫ, σω))‖i.(3.7)

Lemma 3.3. Assume that the conditions (C.1)n and (C.2)n are satisfied. Then for any

small ǫ > 0, there exist a unique solution s = s(ǫ) ≥ 0 for P (sϕ(ǫ, ·)) = 0 and a unique

solution s = s(ǫ) ≥ 0 for P (sϕ(ǫ, ·)) = 0 such that s(ǫ) ≤ dimH J(ǫ) ≤ s(ǫ). Moreover,

s(ǫ) and s(ǫ) converge to dimH J both and hence dimH J(ǫ) → dimH J .

Proof. First we show s(ǫ) → dimH J/D as ǫ → 0. We will check the conditions (g.1)-

(g.5) in Appendix A with n = 0 for the functions g(ǫ, ω) := ‖ ∂
∂x
Tω0(ǫ, π(ǫ, σω))‖ and

g(ω) := ‖T ′
ω0
(πσω)‖. The condition (g.1) with n = 0 follows from the condition (g.5). By

‖T ′
e(x)‖ < 1, we see the condition (g.2). The condition (g.3) and the condition (G.7)B for

(Te) are identical. When n = 0, we ignore the condition (g.4). Therefore it is enough to

prove the condition (g.5). By the condition (C.2)n-(iii), we have

|g̃0(ǫ, ω)| =|g(ǫ, ω)− g(ω)|
≤‖ ∂

∂x
Tω0(ǫ, π(ǫ, σω))− T ′

ω0
(πσω)‖

≤‖ ∂
∂x
Tω0(ǫ, π(ǫ, σω))− T ′

ω0
(π(ǫ, σω))‖+ ‖T ′

ω0
(π(ǫ, σω))− T ′

ω0
(πσω)‖

≤c7(ǫ)‖T ′
ω0
(π(ǫ, σω))‖t̃0 + c8‖T ′

ω0
(πσω)‖t(0,1)|π(ǫ, σω)− πσω|β

≤c7(ǫ)((c3‖π(ǫ, ·)− π‖β + 1)t̃0‖T ′
ω0
(πσω)‖t̃0 + c8‖T ′

ω0
(πσω)‖t(0,1)‖π(ǫ, ·)− π)‖β

≤(c7(ǫ)(c3‖π̃0(ǫ, ·)‖β + 1)t̃0 + c8‖π̃0(ǫ, ·)‖β)‖T ′
ω0
(πσω)‖t̃ = c9(ǫ)|g(ω)|t̃,



DIMENSION ESTIMATES IN NONCONFORMAL GIFS 7

where c8 > 0 is a constant and c9(ǫ) converges to 0. Note that this convergence does not

need the conformality of Te(ǫ, ·). Then (g.5) is guaranteed. s(0) := dimH satisfies s(0) >

p(0) := p/t̃ and P (s(0) log |g|) = 0 by a Bowen formula. By Theorem A.1, there exists a

unique solution s = s(ǫ) for the equation P (s log |g(ǫ, ·)|) = 0 such that s(ǫ) → s(0). The

number s(ǫ) equals s(ǫ) by the definition. Thus we obtain s(ǫ) → dimH J .

On the other hand, we show s(ǫ) → dimH J . To do this, we will confirm the condition

(g.5) for the functions g(ǫ, ω) := ‖ ∂
∂x
Tω0(ǫ, π(ǫ, σω))‖i and the same g(ω) = ‖T ′

ω0
(πσω)‖.

By using the condition (C.2)n-(iii), we notice

K(ǫ)−2/Dg(ǫ, ω) ≤ g(ǫ, ω) ≤ g(ǫ, ω).

By K(ǫ)−2/D = 1 − (2/D)(1 + αK̃n(ǫ)ǫ
n)−2/DK̃n(ǫ)ǫ

n = 1 − c10(ǫ)ǫ
n with c10(ǫ) :=

1−K(ǫ)−2/D/ǫn. Then 0 ≤ c10(ǫ) ≤ (2/D)K̃n(ǫ) → 0 is satisfied. We have

g(ǫ, ω)− g(ω) ≤ g(ǫ, ω)− g(ω) ≤ c9(ǫ)|g(ω)|t̃

and

g(ω)− g(ǫ, ω) ≤g(ω)− g(ǫ, ω) + c10(ǫ)ǫ
ng(ǫ, ω)

=(1 + c10(ǫ)ǫ
n)|g(ǫ, ω)− g(ω)|+ c10(ǫ)ǫ

n|g(ω)|

≤((1 + c10(ǫ)ǫ
n)c9(ǫ) + c10(ǫ)ǫ

n)|g(ω)|t̃.

Thus we obtain

|g(ǫ, ω)− g(ω)| ≤ c11(ǫ)|g(ω)|t̃

with c11(ǫ) := (1 + c10(ǫ)ǫ
n)c9(ǫ) + c10(ǫ)ǫ

n → 0. By virtue of Theorem A.1, we get

P (s(ǫ)g(ǫ, ·)) = 0 and s(ǫ) converges to dimH J . �

Lemma 3.4 ([13, Lemma 3.13]). Assume that the conditions (C.1)n and (C.2)n are satis-

fied. Then the functions g(ǫ, ω) = det ∂
∂x
Tω0(ǫ, π(ǫ, σω)) and g(ω) = det T ′

ω0
(πσω) satisfy

the conditions (g.1)-(g.5) in Appendix A.

Proof. Remark that the lemma 3.13 in [13] is still satisfied without the conformality of

Tǫ(ǫ, ·). �

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let g(ǫ, ω) = det ∂
∂x
Tω0(ǫ, π(ǫ, σω)) and g(ω) = det T ′

ω0
(πσω). Put

s(0) = dimH J/D and ϕ = log |g|. Then we have P (s(0)ϕ) = 0. Observe that the

condition (C.2)n-(iii)(c) yields s(0) > p(n). Choose any compact neighborhood I ⊂
(p(n),+∞) of s(0). By Theorem A.1, for any small ǫ > 0 there is a unique solution

s = s(ǫ) ∈ I for the equation P (s log |g(ǫ, ·)|) = 0 and s(ǫ) has the n-order asymptotic

expansion (A.1):

s(ǫ) = s(0) + s1ǫ+ · · ·+ snǫ
n + s̃n(ǫ)ǫ

n.(3.8)
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and s̃n(ǫ) → 0. On the other hand, let t(ǫ) = dimH J(ǫ)/D. By using Corollary 3.3, t(ǫ) ∈
I for any small ǫ > 0. Moreover, Corollary 5.7 implies |P (t(ǫ) log |g(ǫ, ·))| ≤ t(ǫ) logK(ǫ).

Let c12(ǫ) = P (t(ǫ) log |g(ǫ, ·))/ǫn. We see

|c12(ǫ)| ≤ |t(ǫ)K̃n(ǫ)| ≤ (max I)K̃n(ǫ) → 0.

Now we notice the equation

P (t(ǫ) log |g(ǫ, ·)| − c12(ǫ)ǫ
n) = 0(3.9)

since −c12(ǫ)ǫn is constant. We put

ψ ≡ 1, ψ1 = · · · = ψn = 0 and ψ̃n(ǫ, ·) ≡ (e
−c12(ǫ)ǫ

n − 1)/ǫn.

The conditions (ψ.1)-(ψ.3) in Appendix A are immediately satisfied. To see the condition

(ψ.4), we have the estimate

|ψ̃n(ǫ, ω)| = e
−αc12(ǫ)ǫ

n

c12(ǫ) ≤ e(max I)K̃n(ǫ)ǫn(max I)K̃n(ǫ) = c13(ǫ)|ψ(ω)|

with c13(ǫ) := e(max I)K̃n(ǫ)ǫn(max I)K̃n(ǫ) → 0, where the first equation follows from Mean

Valued Theorem with a number α ∈ [0, 1]. Note that (3.9) is equivalent to

P (t(ǫ) log |g(ǫ, ·)|+ logψ(ǫ, ·)) = 0

letting ψ(ǫ, ·) := ψ + ψ1ǫ + · · · + ψnǫ
n + ψ̃n(ǫ, ·)ǫn. By virtue of Theorem A.1 again,

t(ǫ) = dimH J(ǫ)/D has the n-order asymptotic expansion:

dimH J(ǫ) = Ds(0) +Ds1ǫ+ · · ·+Dsnǫ
n + t̃n(ǫ)ǫ

n

and t̃n(ǫ) → 0. Here each coefficient sk is the same in (3.8), namely each sk is decided by

Te, Te,1, . . . , Te,k. Hence we obtain the assertion by noting s(0) = dimH J/D. �

4. Applications

4.1. Affine transformations. A mapping T : RD → R
D is an affine transformation on

R
D if T has the form T (x) = M(x) + a for some non-singular linear transformation M

acting on R
D and some vector a ∈ R

D.

Theorem 4.1. Let (G, (Jv), (Ov), (Te)) be a GIFS with the finitely irreducible incidence

matrix and with the strongly separated condition (G.6)S. Assume also that each Te(x) =

Mex + ae is an affine transformation. Then the Hausdorff dimension of the limit set J

satisfies s ≤ dimH J ≤ s, where s = inf{s ≥ 0 : P (sϕ) ≤ 0} and s = inf{s ≥ 0 :

P (sϕ) ≤ 0} with ϕ(ω) = log ‖Mω0‖ and ϕ(ω) = − log ‖M−1
ω0

‖.

Proof. It immediately follows that the condition (G.7)SB is guaranteed from x 7→ T ′(x) =

Me is a constant function. Thus the assertion is valid by using Theorem 5.3 and Theorem

5.4. �
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Remark 4.2.

It is known in [3] that if the graph G is a finite graph with singleton vertex and each

Tex =Mex+ ae is an affine transformation with ‖Me‖ < 1/3 and Lebesgue-almost all ae,

then the so-called Falconer dimension of {Te} is equal to the Hausdorff dimension of the

self-affine set. In [11], this assertion is extended to the case ‖Me‖ < 1/2. On the other

hand, [2, 8] give the lower bounds for self-affine sets under the general case ‖Me‖ < 1 and

under the strong separated condition (see also [1]).

Now we formulate an asymptotic perturbation of affine maps. Fix an integer n ≥ 0.

We put ϕ(ω) = log ‖T ′
ω0
(πσω)‖, s = {s ≥ 0 : P (sϕ) < +∞} and for t ∈ (0, 1]

pn(t) := max(s+Dn(1− t), s/t).

Then we consider the following conditions:

(F.1) Let (G, (Jv), (Ov), (Te)) be a GIFS with the finitely irreducible incidence matrix, with

the open set condition (G.7)O, and with strongly regular. Assume also that each

Te(x) =Mex+ae is an affine transformation and Te is conformal, i.e. Me is similitude

on R
D.

(F.2) (i) For each ǫ > 0, a set (G, (Jv), (Ov), (Te(ǫ, ·))) is a GIFS.

(ii) Each Te(ǫ, x) =Me(ǫ)x+ae(ǫ) is an affine transformation and there exist t ∈ (0, 1]

with pn(t) < dimH J , matrices Me,k and M̃e,n(ǫ) and numbers ae,k, ãe,n(ǫ) ∈ R
D

(1 ≤ k ≤ n) such that

Me(ǫ) =Me +Me,1ǫ+ · · ·+Me,nǫ
n + M̃e,n(ǫ)ǫ

n

ae(ǫ) =ae + ae,1ǫ+ · · ·+ ae,nǫ
n + ãe,n(ǫ)ǫ

n

satisfying the finiteness maxk supe ‖Me,k‖/‖Me‖t < ∞, maxk supe |ae,k| < ∞ and

convergence supe∈E ‖M̃e,n(ǫ)‖/‖Me‖t → 0, supe∈E |ae(ǫ)| → 0 as ǫ→ 0.

(iii) Each Te(ǫ, x) is a generalized K(ǫ)-quasiregular with K(ǫ) = 1 + o(ǫn) as ǫ→ 0.

Then we obtain the following:

Theorem 4.3. Assume that the conditions (F.1)(F.2) are satisfied. Then the Hausdorff

dimension of the limit set of the set (G, (Jv), (Ov), (Te(ǫ, ·))) has an n-order asymptotic

expansion.

Proof. We put Te,k(x) = Me,kx + ae,k and T̃e,n(ǫ, x) = M̃e,n(ǫ)x + ãe,n(ǫ). We have the

expansion Te(ǫ, ·) = Te +
∑n

k=1 Te,kǫ
k + T̃e,n(ǫ, ·)ǫn. Since T ′

e,k = Me,k and T
(i)
e,k ≡ 0 for

all i ≥ 2 hold, we can put t̃0 = t, t(k, 1) = t for each k = 1, 2, . . . , n and otherwise

t(k, l) ≡ 1. Therefore tk = t̃ = t is satisfied. Thus we see p(n) = max(p+ n(1− t), p/t) =

max(s + n(1 − t), s/t)/D for any case n ≥ 0. The assumption pn(t) > dimH J if and

only if p(n) > dimH J/D. Hence the conditions (C.1)n and (C.2)n are fulfilled and the

assertion is yielded from Theorem 3.1. �
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Remark 4.4. Note that [5] gave Falconer type formula for infinite affine IFS under

contraction ratio < 1/2. We stress that our above result does not need the restriction for

contraction ratio. Remark also that [10] treated the continuity of the Hausdorff dimension

of the self-affine set of finite affine IFS.

4.2. A concrete example for affine transformation. In this section, we give a con-

crete example for perturbed affine transformations. We define a map T (ǫ, ·) : R
3 → R

3

by T (ǫ, x) =M(ǫ)x+ a(ǫ) with

M(ǫ) = r







1/2 0 0

0 1/4 −
√
3/4

0
√
3/4 1/4






+ r







ǫ/4 0 0

0 ǫ/2 0

0 0 ǫ/2







and arbitrary choosing a(ǫ) ∈ R
3. Note that M(0) is the affine transformation that

multiplies by r in the x direction, and rotates by π/3 degrees and multiplies by r in the

yz direction. Namely, M(ǫ) is a perturbation of M(0). Let

K(ǫ) = 2
√
2
(ǫ2 + ǫ+ 1)3/4

(ǫ+ 2)3/2
.(4.1)

Proposition 4.5. The map T (ǫ, ·) is a generalized K(ǫ)-quasiregular map. In particular,

K(ǫ) = 1 + (9/16)ǫ2 + · · · = 1 + o(ǫ) as ǫ→ 0.

Proof. We obtain

‖T (ǫ, x)‖ = sup
x∈R3 : |x|=1

|M(ǫ)x| = 1

2

√
ǫ2 + ǫ+ 1

‖T (ǫ, x)‖i = inf
x∈R3 : |x|=1

|M(ǫ)x| = 1

4
(ǫ+ 2).

Hence K(ǫ) = supx(‖T (ǫ, x)‖/‖T (ǫ, x)‖i)3/2 equals (4.1) and satisfies the assertion. �

Consequently, if (G, (Jv), (Ov), (Te(ǫ, ·))) is a GIFS such that Te(ǫ, ·) ≡ Te is conformal

for e ∈ E with e 6= e0 and Te0(ǫ, ·) = T (ǫ, ·), then the Hausdorff dimension of the limit set

J(ǫ) has a 1-order asymptotic expansion dimH J(ǫ) = dimH J + s1ǫ+ o(ǫ) as ǫ→ 0.

5. Auxiliary results

In this section, we collect auxiliary results which are useful to show our main result.

We start with the bounded distortion property. For convenience, we denote by E∗ the set

of all finite path on the graph G.

Proposition 5.1. Assume that a set (G, (Jv), (Ov), (Te)) is a GIFS and the condition

(G.7)B is satisfied. Take a set of bounded open connected subsets Uv of Ov (v ∈ V ) so

that TeUt(e) ⊂ Ui(e) for any e. Then
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(1) there exists a constant c14 ≥ 1 such that for any finite path w = w1 · · ·wk ∈ E∗ and

x, y ∈ Ut(w),

| log(∏k
i=1 ‖T ′

wi
(Twi+1···wk

(x))‖)− log(
∏k

i=1 ‖T ′
wi
(Twi+1···wk

(y))‖)| ≤ c14|x− y|β;

(2) if the condition (G.7)SB also holds, then exists a constant c15 ≥ 1 such that for any

finite path w = w1 · · ·wk ∈ E∗ and x, y ∈ Ut(w),

| log(∏k
i=1 ‖T ′

wi
(Twi+1···wk

(x))−1‖)− log(
∏k

i=1 ‖T ′
wi
(Twi+1···wk

(y))−1‖)| ≤ c15|x− y|β.

Proof. (1) By virtue of the condition (G.7)B, we notice |T ′
e(y)| ≤ (1 + c3|x− y|β)|T ′

e(x)|.
Put xi = Twi···wk

(x) and yi = Twi···wk
(y) and let Wv =

⋃

z∈Uv
B(z, δ) for small δ > 0

satisfying Wv ⊂ Ov. We also note the inequality |xi − yi| ≤ c28r
k−i+1|x − y| from

Proposition B.1 with the constant c28 = c28((Uv), (Wv)). We obtain

∣

∣

∣

k
∏

i=1

‖T ′
wi
(xi+1)‖ −

k
∏

i=1

‖T ′
wi
(yi+1)‖

∣

∣

∣

≤
k

∑

j=1

j−1
∏

i=1

‖T ′
wi
(xi+1)‖

∣

∣

∣
‖T ′

wj
(xj+1)‖ − ‖T ′

wj
(yj+1)‖

∣

∣

∣

k
∏

l=j+1

‖T ′
wl
(yl+1)‖

≤
k
∏

i=1

‖T ′
wi
(xi+1)‖

k
∑

j=1

c3|xj+1 − yj+1|β
k
∏

l=j+1

(1 + c3|xl+1 − yl+1|β)

≤
k
∏

i=1

‖T ′
wi
(xi+1)‖

k
∑

j=1

c3c
β

28r
β(k−j)|x− y|β

k
∏

l=j+1

(1 + c3c
β

28r
β(k−l)|x− y|β)

≤c14
k
∏

i=1

‖T ′
wi
(xi+1)‖|x− y|β

by putting c14 = (c3c
β

28/(1− rβ))
∏∞

i=0(1+ c3c
β

28 maxv(diamUv)
β)riβ), where the infinite

product in c14 is convergent by
∑∞

i=0 r
iβ < +∞. Thus we get the assertion by using the

basic inequality | logA − logB| ≤ |A − B|/min(A,B) letting A =
∏k

i=1 ‖T ′
wi
(xi+1)‖ and

B =
∏k

i=1 ‖T ′
wi
(yi+1)‖.

(2) Together with Proposition B.2, a similar argument above implies the assertion by

putting c15 = (c4c
β

29/(1− rβ))
∏∞

i=0(1 + c4c
β

29 maxv(diamUv)
β)riβ). �

By virtue of the above proposition, we obtain the following distortion property.

Corollary 5.2. Assume that a set (G, (Jv), (Ov), (Te)) is a GIFS and the condition (G.7)B
is satisfied. Take a set of bounded open connected subsets Uv of Ov (v ∈ V ) so that

TeUt(e) ⊂ Ui(e) for any e. Then
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(1) there exists a constant c16 ≥ 1 such that for any finite path w = w1 · · ·wk ∈ E∗ and

x, y ∈ Ut(w), c
−1

16 ≤ ∏k
i=1 ‖T ′

wi
(Twi+1···wk

(x))‖/∏k
i=1 ‖T ′

wi
(Twi+1···wk

(y))‖ ≤ c16;

(2) if (G.7)SB also holds, then there exists c17 ≥ 1 such that for any finite path w ∈ E∗

and x, y ∈ Ut(w), c
−1

17 ≤ ∏k
i=1 ‖T ′

wi
(Twi+1···wk

(x))‖i/
∏k

i=1 ‖T ′
wi
(Twi+1···wk

(y))‖i ≤ c17.

Proof. (1) By virtue of Proposition 5.1(1), we obtain the assertion by putting c16 =

exp(c14 maxv(diamUv)
β).

(2) Letting c17 = exp(c15 maxv(diamUv)
β), we get the assertion. �

5.1. Upper dimension estimate in graph iterated function systems.

Theorem 5.3. Assume that a set (G, (Jv), (Ov), (Te)) is a GIFS, the incidence matrix of

G is finitely irreducible and the condition (G.7)B is satisfied. Then dimH J ≤ s, where s

is given by s = inf{s ≥ 0 : P (sϕ) ≤ 0} and ϕ is defined by (2.5).

Proof. Take Uv =
⋃

z∈Jv
B(z, δ) for small δ > 0 so that Uv ⊂ Ov for each v ∈ V . Choose

any t > inf{s ≥ 0 : P (sϕ) ≤ 0}. Then we see

0 > P (tϕ) = lim
n→∞

1

n
log

∑

w∈En

exp( sup
ω∈[w]

Sn(tϕ))

= lim
n→∞

1

n
log

∑

w∈En

sup
ω∈[w]

n
∏

k=1

‖T ′
wk
(πσk+1ω)‖t.

Therefore there exists n0 ≥ 1 such that for any n ≥ n0

∑

w∈En

sup
ω∈[w]

n
∏

k=1

‖T ′
wk
(πσk+1ω)‖t ≤ exp(nP (tϕ)/2).(5.1)

On the other hand, choose any δ > 0 and take n ≥ n0 so that c28r
n < δ. Since

diamTwJt(w) ≤ c28 supz∈Ut(w)
‖T ′

w(z)‖ ≤ c28r
n < δ is satisfied, (TwJt(w))w∈En is a δ-cover
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of J . In addition to bounded distortion property, we have

Ht
δ(J) := inf{

∞
∑

k=1

(diamCk)
t : {Ck} is a closed cover of J and diamCk < δ}

≤
∑

w∈En

diam(TwJt(w))
t

≤ct28
∑

w∈En

sup
z∈Ot(w)

‖T ′
w(z)‖t

≤ct28
∑

w∈En

sup
z∈Ut(wi)

n
∏

i=1

‖T ′
wi
(Twi+1...wn

(z))‖t

≤ct28c
t
16

∑

w∈En

n
∏

i=1

‖T ′
wi
(Twi+1...wn

(πσn+1ω))‖t (∵ Corollary 5.2(1))

≤ct28c
t
16 exp(nP (tϕ)/2) (∵ (5.1))

for any n ≥ n0. Letting n → ∞, exp(nP (tϕ)/2) → 0 and therefore we get Ht
δ(J) = 0

for any δ > 0. Thus Ht(J) = limδ→0Ht
δ(J) = 0. This means dimH J ≤ t. By arbitrarily

choosing t > s = inf{s ≥ 0 : P (sϕ) ≤ 0}, we obtain dimH J ≤ s. Hence the assertion is

valid. �

5.2. Lower dimension estimate in graph iterated function systems.

Theorem 5.4. Assume that a set (G, (Jv), (Ov), (Te)) is a GIFS, the incidence matrix

of G is finitely irreducible and the conditions (G.6)S and (G.7)SB are satisfied. Then

dimH J ≥ s, where s is given by s = inf{s ≥ 0 : P (sϕ) ≤ 0}.

Proposition 5.5. Assume that a set (G, (Jv), (Ov), (Te)) is a GIFS, the incidence matrix

of G is finitely irreducible and the conditions (G.6)S and (G.7)SB are satisfied. Take

non-empty subsets Wv ⊂ Jv (v ∈ V ) such that TeWt(e) ⊂ Wi(e) for all e ∈ E. Put

∆(e, e′) := dist(TeWt(e), Te′Wt(e′)) for e, e
′ ∈ E. Then there exists a constant c18 > 0 such

that for any e, e′ ∈ E with e 6= e′, and for any w = w1 · · ·wk ∈ E∗ with w · e, w · e′ ∈ E∗

and z ∈ Jt(w), dist(Ww·e,Ww·e′) ≥ c18∆(e, e′)
∏k

i=1 ‖T ′
wi
(Twi+1···wk

(z))‖i.

Proof. Take Uv = B(Jv, δ) ⊂ Ov for small δ > 0 for all v ∈ V . Observe that Uv is

bounded open and connected, TeUt(e) ⊂ Ui(e) and Wv ⊂ Uv. For w ∈ E∗, e, e′ ∈ E with
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w · e, w · e′ ∈ E∗ and e 6= e′ and z ∈ Jt(w), we have

dist(Ww·e,Ww·e′) = inf
x∈Wt(e), y∈Wt(e′)

|Tw(Te(x))− Tw(Te′(y))|

≥c19 inf
a∈Ut(e)

‖T ′
w(a)‖i inf

x∈Wt(e), y∈Wt(e′)

|Te(x)− Te′(y)|

≥c19 inf
a∈Ut(e)

k
∏

i=1

‖T ′
wi
(Twi+1···wk

(a))‖i∆(e, e′)

≥c18
k
∏

i=1

‖T ′
wi
(Twi+1···wk

(z))‖i∆(e, e′)

with c19 = infe∈E c29(Wt(e), Ut(e),Wi(e), Ui(e)) and c18 = c19c
−1

17 by using Corollary 5.2 and

Proposition B.2. Hence the proof is complete. �

Note that the following proposition imposes that the graph is finite.

Proposition 5.6. Assume that a set (G, (Jv), (Ov), (Te)) is a finite graph GIFS, G is

strongly connected and the conditions (G.6)S and (G.7)SB are satisfied. We put Wv =

π({ω ∈ E∞ : i(ω) = v}) for v ∈ V . Notice that J =
⋃

v∈V Wv, TeWt(e) ⊂ Wt(e) and

Wv ⊂ Jv. Then there exists a constant c20 > 0, for any κ ∈ (0, 1), k ≥ 1, w ∈ Ek,

z ∈ Jt(w) and x ∈ TwWt(w), we have J ∩ B(x, c20κ
∏k

i=1 ‖T ′
wi
(Twi+1···wk

(z))‖i) ⊂ TwWt(w).

Proof. Choose any paths w, τ ∈ Ek with w 6= τ . Take 1 ≤ l ≤ k so that γ := w1 · · ·wl−1 =

τ1 · · · τl−1 and wl 6= τl. By using Proposition 5.5,

dist(TwWt(w), TτWt(τ)) ≥ dist(Tγ·wl
Wt(wl), Tγ·τlWt(τl)) ≥c20

l−1
∏

i=1

‖T ′
wi
(Twi+1···wl−1

(Twl···wk
(z)))‖i

≥c20
k
∏

i=1

‖T ′
wi
(Twi+1···wk

(z))‖i

≥c20κ
k
∏

i=1

‖T ′
wi
(Twi+1···wk

(z))‖i > 0

by putting c20 = c18(mine,e′∈E ∆(e, e′)). By virtue of the condition (G.6)S, we see c20 > 0

from ∆(e, e′) > 0. Note that since G is finite graph in this proposition, E is a finite set.

Thus we see

TγWt(γ) ∩B(x, c20κ
k
∏

i=1

‖T ′
wi
(Twi+1···wk

(z))‖i) = ∅

for any x ∈ TwWt(w). Hence the assertion holds by the equation J =
⋃

w∈Ek TwWt(w). �



DIMENSION ESTIMATES IN NONCONFORMAL GIFS 15

Proof of Theorem 5.4. To prove this theorem, we consider the following two cases:

(Case 1): G is finite graph. Recall the potential ϕ defined in (2.6). Choose α > 0 so

that P (αϕ) = 0. Denoted µ the Gibbs measure of αϕ and put µ̃ = π ◦ π−1. Let A ⊂ K

be a non-empty Borel subset, x ∈ A and ω = π−1x. Consider µ̃(B(x, r))/rα for any

small r > 0. We let κ := (mine∈E infz∈Jt(e) ‖T ′
e(z)‖i)−1. Choose any 0 < r < κ−1. Set

rn =
∏n

i=0 ‖T ′
ωi
(Tωi+1···ωn

πσn+1ω)‖i for each k = 0, 1, . . . . Then there exists a unique

integer k(r) > 0 such that rk(r) < r ≤ rk(r)−1. since rk(r)−1 ≤ rk(r)κ
−1. Therefore we see

rk(r) < r ≤ κ−1rk(r). By virtue of Proposition 5.6,

J ∩B(x, c20κ

k(r)
∏

i=0

‖T ′
ωi
(Tωi+1···ωk(r)

(πσk(r)+1ω))‖i) ⊂ TwWt(w) ⊂ Tω0···ωk(r)
(Wt(ωk(r))),

where each set Wv is given in Proposition 5.6. Thus

µ̃(B(x, c20κr)) ≤ ν̃(B(x, c20rk(r))) ≤ µ̃(Tω0···ωk(r)
(Kt(ωk(r)))) = µ([ω0 · · ·ωk(r)])

≤ceαSk(r)+1ϕ(ω) = c(

k(r)
∏

i=0

‖T ′
ωi
(πσi+1ω)‖i)α = c(rn)

α < crα = c(c20κ)
−α(c20κr)

α,

where c is a constant appearing in the definition of Gibbs measures. By Frostman lemma,

the α-Hausdorff measure Hα satisfies

Hα(K) ≥ ν̃(K)

c(c20κ)
−α

> 0.

This means that α ≤ dimH J . We obtain the assertion under the finite graph.

(Case II): G is infinite graph. Take a sequence of subgraphs Gn = (Vn, En) of Gn (n ≥ 1)

with finite, strongly connected, Vn ⊂ Vn+1, En ⊂ En+1,
⋃

n Vn = V and
⋃

nEn = E

(see [6, Lemma 2.7.2] for the existence). Then (Gn, (Jv)v∈Vn
, (Ov)v∈Vn

, (Te)e∈En
) is a GIFS

with finite graph and SSC. We define ϕ
n
(ω) := log ‖T ′

ω0
(πσω)‖i for ω ∈ E∞

n . Take αn > 0

satisfying P (αnϕn
) = 0. Then dimH Jn ≥ αn, where Jn is the limit set of the subsystem

(Gn, (Jv)v∈Vn
, (Ov)v∈Vn

, (Te)e∈En
). Since

0 = P (αnϕn
) ≤ P (αnϕn+1

),

we get αn ≤ αn+1. Let α∞ := limn→∞ αn. Observe the inequality

α∞ ≤ lim
n→∞

dimH Jn ≤ dimH J.

For finite subset E0 ⊂ E, denoted by G0 = (V,E0) the finite subgraph of G and write

ϕ
G0

:= ϕ|(E0)∞ . Since

P (α∞ϕ) = sup
G0

P (α∞ϕG0
) ≤ sup

n
P (α∞ϕn

) ≤ sup
n
P (αnϕn

) = 0,

we see α∞ ≤ s, where the first equation is due to [6, Theorem 2.1.5].
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On the other hand, we will show the converse s ≥ α∞. Since α∞ = 0 implies s = 0 ≤
dimH J , we may assume α∞ > 0. Choose any δ > 0 so that α∞ − δ > 0. Then there

exists n0 ≥ 1 such that α∞ − δ < αn0 and

P ((α∞ − δ)ϕ) ≥ P ((α∞ − δ)ϕ
n0
) > P (αn0ϕn0

) = 0.

We get s > α∞ − δ and thus s ≥ α∞. Hence s = α∞ ≤ dimH J . �

The following is an easy corollary from Theorem 5.4 and Theorem 5.3, but it is impor-

tant role in our main theorem 3.1.

Corollary 5.7. Under the same condition in Theorem 5.4, put ϕ(ω) = log | det(T ′
ω0
(πσω))|

and p(0) = inf{s ≥ 0 : P (sϕ) < +∞}. We also assume that the condition (G.5)QC is

satisfied with the constant K ≥ 1, and p(0) < (dimH J)/D. Then we have

|P (dimH J

D
ϕ)| ≤ dimH J

D
logK.

Proof. Observe that the K-quasi-regularity (2.1) implies that for any s > 0

sϕ− s

D
logK ≤ s

D
ϕ(ω) ≤ sϕ+

s

D
logK.

For any s > dimH J , we see s > s and P (sϕ) < 0. Therefore

P (
s

D
ϕ) ≤ P (sϕ) +

s

D
logK <

s

D
logK.

Letting s→ dimH J , we obtain P (((dimH J/D)ϕ)) ≤ (dimH J/D) logK.

On the other hand, for any s ∈ (s(0)D, dimH J), we have s/D > s(0) and

P (
s

D
ϕ) ≥P (sϕ)− s

D
logK.

By P ((s/D)ϕ) < +∞, P (sϕ) is also finite. Moreover, the fact s < s yields 0 < P (sϕ) <

+∞. Thus

P (
s

D
ϕ) >− s

D
logK.

Letting s→ dimH J , we get P ((dimH J/D)ϕ) ≥ −(dimH J/D) logK. Hence the assertion

holds. �

Appendix A. Asymptotic solution of Bowen equation for perturbed

potentials

We recall the result in [13] which is the asymptotic solution of the equation of the

pressure function s 7→ P (sϕ(ǫ, ·)) for perturbed potentials ϕ(ǫ, ·) defined on the shift

space with countable state space. To state our main result, we introduce some condi-

tions for perturbed potentials. Let G = (V,E, i(·), t(·)) be a directed graph endowed

with finite vertices V and countable edges E. We use the notation E∞ and dθ given in
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Section 2.2. A function f : E∞ → K is called weakly Hölder continuous if the number

supe∈E supω,υ∈[e] :ω 6=υ |f(ω)−f(υ)|/dθ(ω, υ) is finite for some θ ∈ (0, 1). Note that ‘locally’

might be used instead of ‘weakly’. Denoted by ‖f‖∞ the supremum norm supω∈E∞ |f(ω)|
of f . Let n be a nonnegative integer. We consider the following conditions (g.1)-(g.5) for

function g(ǫ, ·) : E∞ → R with small parameter ǫ ∈ (0, 1):

(g.1) A function g(ǫ, ·) has the form g(ǫ, ·) = g + g1ǫ+ · · ·+ gnǫ
n + g̃n(ǫ, ·)ǫn for some real-

valued weakly Hölder continuous functions g, g1, . . . , gn, g̃n(ǫ, ·) with ‖g̃n(ǫ, ·)‖∞ → 0

as ǫ→ 0.

(g.2) g(ω) 6= 0 for each ω ∈ E∞ and ‖g‖∞ < 1.

(g.3) |g(ω)− g(υ)| ≤ c21|g(ω)|dθ(ω, υ) for ω, υ ∈ E∞ with ω0 = υ0 for some c21 > 0, θ ∈
(0, 1).

(g.4) |gk(ω)| ≤ c22|g(ω)|tk and |gk(ω)−gk(υ)| ≤ c23|g(ω)|tkdθ(ω, υ) for any ω, υ ∈ E∞ with

ω0 = υ0 for some constants c22, c23 > 0 and 0 < tk ≤ 1 for k = 1, 2, . . . , n.

(g.5) |g̃n(ǫ, ω)| ≤ c24(ǫ)|g(ω)|t̃ for any ω ∈ E∞ for some constants 0 < t̃ ≤ 1 and c24(ǫ) > 0

with c24(ǫ) → 0.

Moreover, we assume that function ψ(ǫ, ·) : E∞ → R satisfy the following conditions

(ψ.1)-(ψ.4):

(ψ.1) A function ψ(ǫ, ·) has the form ψ(ǫ, ·) = ψ+ψ1ǫ+ · · ·+ψnǫ
n+ ψ̃n(ǫ, ·)ǫn for some real-

valued weakly Hölder continuous functions ψ, ψ1, . . . , ψn, ψ̃n(ǫ, ·) with ‖ψ̃n(ǫ, ·)‖∞ → 0

as ǫ→ 0.

(ψ.2) ψ(ω) > 0 for any ω ∈ E∞.

(ψ.3) |ψk(ω)| ≤ c25|ψ(ω)| and |ψk(ω)− ψk(υ)| ≤ c26|ψ(ω)|dθ(ω, υ) for any ω, υ ∈ E∞ with

ω0 = υ0 and for some c25, c26 > 0 for k = 1, 2, . . . , n.

(ψ.4) |ψ̃n(ǫ, ω)| ≤ c27(ǫ)|ψ(ω)| for any ω ∈ E∞ for some c27(ǫ) > 0 with c27(ǫ) → 0.

Let p = inf{p ≥ 0 : P (p log |g| + logψ) < +∞} and recall the number p(n) defined by

(3.2). Then we obtained the following.

Theorem A.1 ([13, Theorem 1.1]). Fix nonnegative integer n. Assume that the incidence

matrix of E∞ is finitely irreducible and the conditions (g.1)-(g.5) and (ψ.1)-(ψ.4) are

satisfied. Choose any s(0) ∈ (p(n),+∞) and any compact neighborhood I ⊂ (p(n),+∞)

of s(0). Let p0 = P (s(0) log |g|+ logψ). Then there exist numbers ǫ0 > 0, s1, . . . , sn ∈ R

such that the equation P (s log |g(ǫ, ·)|+logψ(ǫ, ·)) = p0 has a unique solution s = s(ǫ) ∈ I

for each 0 < ǫ < ǫ0, and s(ǫ) forms the asymptotic expansion

s(ǫ) = s(0) + s1ǫ+ · · ·+ snǫ
n + s̃n(ǫ)ǫ

n(A.1)

and s̃n(ǫ) → 0 as ǫ→ 0. In particular, each coefficient sk is defined by using g, g1, . . . , gk, ψ, ψ1, . . . , ψk

(see [13, Remark 3.9]).
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Appendix B. Mean Valued inequality on connected sets

Proposition B.1 ([7]). Let U be a non-empty open connected subset of RD and f : U →
Y a C1 map from U to a normed linear space (Y, ‖ · ‖Y ). Take a bounded subset V ⊂ U

with dist(V, ∂U) > 0. Then ‖f(x)− f(y)‖Y ≤ c28 supz∈U ‖f ′(z)‖|x− y| for each x, y ∈ V

with c28 = c28(V, U) = max{1, (diam(V )/dist(V, ∂U))}.

Proposition B.2 ([7]). Let O be a non-empty open subset of RD and f : O → R
D C1-

diffeomorphism. Take open connected subsets U, U ′ ⊂ R
D with f(U) ⊂ U ′ and compact

subsets V ⊂ U, V ′ ⊂ U ′ with f(V ) ⊂ V ′. Then there exists 0 < c29 = c29(V, U, V
′, U ′) ≤ 1

such that |f(x)− f(y)| ≥ c29 infz∈U ‖f ′(z)−1‖−1|x− y| for any x, y ∈ V .

Appendix C. Fundamental results of the map ‖ · ‖i
Let M,N,L be normed spaces with dimM > 0. Recall that for a linear operator

L : M → N , the number ‖L‖i is defined by infx∈M : ‖x‖=1 ‖Lx‖ (the same as (2.2)).

Proposition C.1. Let L : M → N be a linear operator from a normed space M with

dimM 6= 0 to a normed space N . Then

(1) ‖L‖i = infx∈M : x 6=0 ‖Lx‖/‖x‖ = infx∈M : ‖x‖≥1 ‖Lx‖.
(2) If M : N → L is a linear operator, then ‖ML‖i ≥ ‖M‖i‖L‖i.
(3) If L : M → L(M) is injective, then ‖L‖i = ‖L−1‖−1.

Proof. (1) We have

inf
x∈M : ‖x‖≥1

‖Lx‖ ≥ inf
x∈M : ‖x‖≥1

‖Lx‖
‖x‖ ≥ inf

x∈M :x 6=0

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
(

x

‖x‖

)
∥

∥

∥

∥

≥ inf
x∈M : ‖x‖=1

‖Lx‖ = ‖L‖i ≥ inf
x∈M : ‖x‖≥1

‖Lx‖.

(2)

‖ML‖i = inf
x∈M : x 6=0

‖M(Lx)‖ = inf
x∈M :x 6=0, Lx 6=0

‖M(Lx)‖

≥ inf
y∈N : ‖y‖=1

‖My‖ inf
x∈M :x 6=0, Lx 6=0

‖Lx‖ ≥ ‖M‖i‖L‖i.

(3) We obtain

‖L−1‖ = sup
y∈L(M) : y 6=0

‖L−1y‖
‖y‖ = sup

x∈M : x 6=0

‖L−1Lx‖
‖Lx‖ =

(

inf
x∈M :x 6=0

‖Lx‖
‖x‖

)−1

= (‖L‖i)−1.

�
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