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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 T, (¢, z) of contraction mappings
T. (e € E):

Te(e,) =Te+Te1e+ -+ T pne" +o(e")

as € = 0 (see [BJ) for detail). In particular, we assume that each T, is conformal but
T.(¢,-) need not be conformal. Under suitable conditions, we give an n-order asymp-

totic expansion of the Hausdorff dimension of the limit set J(€) of the perturbed system
(T€(€7 ))
dimpy J(€) = dimpg J + s1€ + - - - + sp€”" + o(€")

as € — 0 (Theorem [BT]). 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.I]). Our result can be applied to affine maps case (Theorem [1.3)).
Our result yields dimension estimates in affine maps not covered by previous results in
[T, 2, 3, (5, 8, 10, 11] (see also Remark 2] and Remark [A.4]).

To prove our main result, we use a technique of the solution of the equation of the
pressure function s — P(sg) for the physical potential . If the functions T, are not

conformal, then the Hausdorff dimension dimg J of the limit set J is not necessarily a
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solution of the pressure function s — P(s¢), but the number P(((dimg J)/D)y) can be
estimated by using the quasi-conformality constant K, where D is the dimension of the
Euclidean space (Corollary B.7)). By using this fact and the previous result in [13] for
an asymptotic solution of the pressure function s — P(sp(e,-)) for perturbed physical

potential ¢(e, -), 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 Bl For a special case for nonconformal GIFS, we treat affine transfor-
mations and formulate an asymptotic perturbation of this in Section [l In particular, we
demonstrate a concrete example of nonconformal mapping on R? in Section To show
our main result completely, we need upper and lower dimension estimates in nonconformal
GIFS. These are stated in Section Bl In the appendix [Al we recall the result in [13] for
an asymptotic solution of the pressure function s — P(s¢(e,-)). Moreover, we mention
the mean valued inequalities on connected sets in Appendix [Bl In the final section [C], we

will give fundamental properties of the map || - ||; given by (2.2)).

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

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Generalized quasiconformal maps. Fixinteger D > 1. Let O C R” be a domain.
A mapping f : O — RP is a generalized K -quasireqular if f is of C' and there exists
1 < K < oo such that

(2.1) K-S (@))7 < [ det f/(2)] < K(ILf'()]:)”

for x € O, where for a linear operator £ from a normed space M to a normed space N,
the number | £||; is defined by

22) el = _nf el
Note that it is known that if the above condition replacing |det f/(z)| 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 — RP is conformal if for any x € O, there exists a constant c;(z) > 0
such that |f'(z)(u — v)| = qqz)|u — v| for any u,v € R”. Then we notice that f is
conformal if and only if || f'(z)|| = || f'(x)]; 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, (Jy), (Oy), (T%)) satistying 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 F, and two maps i(-) and ¢(-) from E to V. For each e € F,
i(e) is called the initial vertex of e and ¢(e) called the terminal vertex of e.

(G.2) For each v € V, J, is a compact and connected subset of R” satisfying that the
interior int.J, of J, is not empty, and int.J, and intJ, are disjoint for v’ € V with
vF£.

(G.3) For each v € V, O, is a bounded, open and connected subset of R” containing J,,.

(G.4) For each e € E, T, is a C'-diffeomorphism map from Oy, to an open sub-
set of Ojey with T,(Jye)) C Jie). Moreover, there exists r € (0,1) such that
SUDc g SUP,c0, ., |T:(z)|| < r, where ||T!(x)|| means the operator norm of T (z).

For convenience, we call the set (G, (J,), (O,), (T.)) satisfying (G.1)-(G.4) a graph iterated
function system (GIFS for short). The incidence matriz A of G is a zero-one matrix
indexed by E such that A(ee’) =1 if t(e) = i(¢') and A(ee’) = 0 if t(e) # i(e’). The code
space is defined by

(2.3) E¥ ={we H E : A(wpwni1) =1 for all n > 0}.
n=0

Note that this set is also called the topological Markov shift with countable state space
E and with transition matrix A. The shift transformation o : E* — E* is defined as
(ow)y = wpyq for any n > 0. For § € (0,1), a metric dy on E* is given by dp(w,v) =
grin{nz0:wnzvn} if () £ v and dg(w,v) = 0 if w = v. Then (E*, dy) is a complete separated
metric space. The matrix A is said to be finitely irreducible if there exists a finite subset F'
of | J72, E™ such that for any e, €’ € E, ewe’ is a path on the graph G for some w € F. The
coding map 7 : E* — RP is well defined by {mw} = ;e Tug-wp (Si(wr))s Where T,
means 1,,, o ---oT,, . The limit set of the system is given by the image J := w(E>). A
function f : E* — R is acceptable if there exists a constant co > 1 such that for any
e € Eand w,v € [e], /@) < g For a function f : E* — R, P(f) means the
topological pressure of f which is defined by

(2.4) P(f)= lim llog Z exp(sup S, f(w)),

n—o0o N, wEE : [w]£0 wew)]

where S, f(w) := S r—s f(o*w) and [w] is the cylinder set {w € E>® : wy---w,_1 = w} of
the word w € E™. Note that if f is acceptable then P(f) exists in [—oo, +00] (see [0]).
We put

(2.5)
(2.6)

(w) =log || T, (row)|

plw
p(w) =log(|I T, (mow)[l:)

for w € E*°. We also impose the following conditions if necessary.
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(G.5)¢ (Conformally) Each T, is conformal.
(G.5)gc There exists K > 1 such that each T is generalized K-quasiregular.
(G.6)s (Strong separated condition (SSC)) For e, ¢’ € E with e # €', T.(Jye) N J) N T (Jyery N
J) = 0.
(G.6)o (Open set condition (OSC)) For e, e’ € E with e # €, T (intJyey) N To (int Jyery) = 0.
(G.7)p (Bounded distortion) There exist constants c¢3 > 0 and 0 < 8 < 1 such that for any
e € E and z,y € Oye), [IIT(2)I| = ITE W) | < @l Te(@) ||z — yI.
(G.7)sp (Strongly bounded distortion) The condition (G.7)p is satisfied. Moreover, there
exist constants ¢4 > 0 and 0 < 8 < 1 such that for any e € E and z,y € Oy,
T2 @) = 1T < q@lTw) e — ylP.
Note that | T7(z)7 || = (J|T(z)]|;)~! by Proposition If (G.5)c is satisfied, then
|T:(z)|| = |T.(x)||; and therefore the conditions (G.7)p and (G.7)gp are identical. More-
over, p = p =: p is satisfied in this case. We say that a conformal GIFS (G, (J,), (Oy), (1¢))
is strongly regular if 0 < P(s¢) < 400 for some s > 0.

Remark 2.1. Assume that (G, (J,), (O,), (1)) is a nonconformal GIFS under the con-
ditions (G.5)qc, (G-6)s and (G.7)sp. Put ¢n(w) = logsup,e;, o | (Tsgeron o) (z)]| for
w € E* and n > 1, where 1,,..,, , means T,,, o---0oT, . Then it is not hard to see
that

—qg— (n+m)log K + ¢n(w) + om(0"w) <@nim(w)
<qg+ (n+m)log K + o, (w) + @m(c"w)

for any n,m > 1 and w € E* for some constant ¢ > 0. Therefore, the sequence {p,} is
not almost-additive potential [4] in general. Here the sequence of potentials {1, } is said

to be almost-additive potential if there exist a constant cg > 0 such that for any n,m > 1
and w € B, —qg+ ¥n(w) + ¥m(0"w) < Ypim(w) < qg+ Yn(w) + Y (0"w).

3. MAIN RESULT AND ITS PROOF

We formulate an asymptotic perturbation of graph iterated function systems which is
introduced in Section Fix an integer n > 0 and a number 0 < § < 1. We assume the

following;:

(C.1)n Aset (G, (Jy),(0y),(T0)) is a strongly regular GIFS with the conformality condition
(G.5)¢, the open set condition (G.6)p and the bounded distortion condition (G.7)p.
Assume also that the incidence matrix of the graph G is finitely irreducible and the
function T, is of class C'*" 18 for each e € F.

(C.2), Under the same graph G and the sets (J,) and (O,) given in (C.1),, for each € €
(0,1), the set (G, (Jy), (Oy), (Te(e,))) is a GIFS with the quasi-conformality condition
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(G.5)qc, the strongly separated condition (G.6)g and the strongly bounded distortion

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

(i) For each e € E, there exist functions T, : Oy — RP of class C1=+0 (k=
1,2,...,n) and T..(e,-) : Oy — RP of class C'+7©) with 0 < B(e) < 1 such

that the function T, (e, -) has the n-ordered asymptotic expansion

(31) Te(ea ) - Te + Te,le + -+ Te,nen + Te,n(ea ')En on Jt(e)7
and Sup,cp SUP,ey, T,.(e,2)| — 0 and sup,..p SUDc g, ||%Te,n(e,x)|| — 0 as
€ — 0.
(ii) There exist constants 0 < ¢(l,k) < 1 (I = 0, 1,.. n,k=1....n—1+1)

and 0 < t < 1 such that (a) the function z T ( )/IT: () |[*4*) is bounded,
[-Holder continuous and its Holder constant is bounded uniformly in e € FE,
(b) c7(e) = sup.epsup,ey,, (155 Ten(e, 2|/ Ti(2)]*) — 0 as e — 0, and (c)
dimg J/D > p(n). Here we put

]2/{7 n=>0
(3:2) p(n) == {max{p+n(l —t1),p+ 51 —t2), - ,p+ 2(1 — tn),
L P +1— p
W o P 7}
12 D D
(3.3) (78 ::min{ﬁ Zt(z’p,jp +1) :i:= Ziq and j := qu satisfy
p=1 g=1 q=1
i=kand j=0or0<i<kand1<j<k-—i}
- -ty D-1 to , D—1
3.4 fi= tn To, = + ——t(1,1),..., =+ = —"¢(n,1
(3.4) min { . foc 354 25 R0 0, B4 P
(3.5) p:=inf{s >0 : P(sp) < +oo}/D with ¢(w) := log ||T;, (row)]|.

(iii) For any e € E, the function T,(e, ) is a generalized K (e)-quasiregular and K (€)
satisfies K (€) = 1+ K,,(e)e" with K, (e) — 0.

Here P(sy) in (B.5]) means the topological pressure of sy defined by (2.4]). Such a per-
turbed system was firstly given in [I3], Section 2.1] under the case K (€) = 1. Now we state
about the condition (ii). Roughly speaking, the condition (ii) includes the case where the
Hausdorff dimension dimy J(€) of the limit set J(¢) can be expanded to length n, but
not to length n + 1, namely dimy J(€) is not series at ¢ = 0. On the other hand, the
condition (ii) might be seemed a difficult to check. We will give in Section ] a reason-
able assumption for the condition (ii). Remark also that this condition (ii) automatically
follows if there exists a finite subset Ey C E such that T,(¢,-) does not depend on € for
all e € £\ Ej.
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Now we are in a position to state our main result:

Theorem 3.1. Assume that the conditions (C.1),, and (C.2), are satisfied. Then the
Hausdorff dimension dimpy J(€) of the limit set J(€) of the perturbed system (G, (J,), (Oy), (Te(€,+)))
has the n-order asymptotic expansion dimpy J(e) = dimy J + sj€ + « -+ + $,€" + o(€") as

e = 0. In particular, each coefficient sy is given by using Tc,Teq, ..., T, .

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

Lemma 3.2 ([12,13]). Assume that the conditions (C.1),, and (C.2),, are satisfied. Choose
any ry € (r,1). Then there exist bounded d,,-Lipschitz continuous functions my, ma, ..., T,
from E* to RP and bounded continuous function (e, -) from E> to RP such that 7(e,-) =

T+ me+ -+ e + (e, )€ and ||7Tu(€, ) ||oo := SUDPye oo |Tn (€, w)| — 0 as € — 0.

Proof. This assertion is guaranteed by the proof of [I3] Lemma 3.12] without changes.

Note that the proof of the lemma 3.12 in [I3] mostly depends on [12] Lemma 3.1]. O
We put

(3.6) P(e,w) =log || 5L (€, 7 (€, 0ow)) |

(3.7) (e, w) =log |5 T (€, 7 (€, 0w)) |

Lemma 3.3. Assume that the conditions (C.1),, and (C.2),, are satisfied. Then for any
small € > 0, there exist a unique solution s = 35(e) > 0 for P(s@(e,-)) = 0 and a unique
solution s = s(€) > 0 for P(sp(e,-)) = 0 such that s(e) < dimy J(e) < 5(€). Moreover,
s(€) and 5(e) converge to dimpy J both and hence dimy J(€) — dimpy J.

Proof. First we show 5(¢) — dimpg J/D as e — 0. We will check the conditions (g.1)-
(g.5) in Appendix [A with n = 0 for the functions g(e,w) = || ZT,, (e, (e, ow))| and
g(w) :== |1, (mow)]||. The condition (g.1) with n = 0 follows from the condition (g.5). By
|T.(x)|| < 1, we see the condition (g.2). The condition (g.3) and the condition (G.7)p for
(T¢) 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),-(iii), we have

|90(€, W) =lg(€,w) — g(w)]
<[5 Lo (e (€, 0w)) = T (mow))|
<[5 T (€, (e, 0w)) = Ty (m(e, ow)) | + 1 T, (7 (€, ow)) — T, (wow)]|
<q(e)|I T, (w(e, ow)) | + I T2, (mow) [V | (e, ow) — mow]?
<q(e)(qgllm(e,-) = 7l1” + D)PTL (wow)|[® + qglI TL, (row) [ [ (e, -) — m)||”
< (qa(€)(qglTo(e; )I® + 1) + qgllo(e, ) I*) I T2, (row) | = qgyle)lg(w)l',
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where ¢g > 0 is a constant and cy(€) converges to 0. Note that this convergence does not
need the conformality of T,(¢,). Then (g.5) is guaranteed. s(0) := dimy satisfies s(0) >
p(0) := p/t and P(s(0)log|g|) = 0 by a Bowen formula. By Theorem [A] there exists a
unique solution s = s(e) for the equation P(slog|g(e,-)|) = 0 such that s(¢) — s(0). The
number s(€) equals $(€) by the definition. Thus we obtain $(¢) — dimg J.

On the other hand, we show s(¢) — dimg J. To do this, we will confirm the condition
(g.5) for the functions g(e,w) := || ZT,, (e, 7(e,ow))|; and the same g(w) = || T, (tow)].
By using the condition (C.2),-(iii), we notice

K(e)"Pg(e,w) < gle,w) < g(e,w).
By K(e)™2/P = 1 — (2/D)(1 4+ oK, ()€ )~2/D[~( (e)e" = 1 — qqgle)e” with cio(e) =
1 — K(e)%P/e". Then 0 < qarole) < (2/D)Ky(e) — 0 is satisfied. We have
g(e;w) = g(w) < gle,w) = g(w) < qle)lg(w)[
and
9(w) = g(e,w) <g(w) — g(e,w) + qryle)e”g(e, w)
=(1+ q(e)e")lg(e, w) — g(w)| + qrle)e”|g(w)]
<((1+ qy(©)e”) qe) + quy©)e™)|g(@)]"
Thus we obtain
lg(e,w) = g9(w)| < qrp(e)lg (@)’
with ci1(e) == (1 + qque)e”)qge) + qrue)e” — 0. By virtue of Theorem [Al, we get
P(s(e)g(e,-)) = 0 and s(e) converges to dimg J. O

Lemma 3.4 ([13, Lemma 3.13]). Assume that the conditions (C.1),, and (C.2),, are satis-
fied. Then the functions g(e,w) = det 2T, (€, (e, ow)) and g(w) = det T}, (row) satisfy
the conditions (g.1)-(g.5) in Appendiz[Al

Proof. Remark that the lemma 3.13 in [13] is still satisfied without the conformality of
T.(e,-). O

Proof of Theorem[31. Let g(e,w) = det ZT,, (¢, (e, ow)) and g(w) = det T}, (row). Put
5(0) = dimg J/D and ¢ = log|g|. Then we have P(s(0)¢) = 0. Observe that the
condition (C.2),-(i77)(c) yields s(0) > p(n). Choose any compact neighborhood I C
(p(n),+00) of s(0). By Theorem [AT] for any small ¢ > 0 there is a unique solution
s = s(e) € I for the equation P(sloglg(e,-)|) = 0 and s(e) has the n-order asymptotic

expansion (A.)):
(3.8) s(e) = s(0) + s1e+ -+ -+ sp€e" + 5p(€)e”



8 H. TANAKA

and 5,(e) — 0. On the other hand, let t(¢) = dimg J(¢)/D. By using Corollary 3.3}, t(e) €
I for any small € > 0. Moreover, Corollary B.7 implies |P(t(€)log|g(e, -))| < t(e) log K (€).
Let ¢12(€) = P(t(e)log|g(e, -))/€". We see

|(e)| < |t(e)l~(n(e)| < (max])f(n(e) — 0.

Now we notice the equation

(3.9) P(i(e)loglg(e, )| — qrz(e)e”) = 0
since —qg|(€)e” is constant. We put
W=1, ==, =0 and (e, ) = (¢ TV —1)/e.

The conditions (¢.1)-(¢.3) in Appendix [Al are immediately satisfied. To see the condition
(1.4), we have the estimate

(U (e, )| = T2 qe) < @D (max IV K, (€) = qrg(e) v (w)]

with ¢13(€) := emaDEO" (max ) K, (¢) — 0, where the first equation follows from Mean
Valued Theorem with a number « € [0, 1]. Note that (3.9) is equivalent to

P(t(e) log|g(e, )| +log (e, -)) = 0

letting (e, ) 1= ¥ + e + - + 1hn€e” + Un(e,-)e". By virtue of Theorem [A again,
t(e) = dimy J(€)/D has the n-order asymptotic expansion:

dimpy J(€) = Ds(0) + Dsye + - -+ + Dspe™ + t,(€)e”

and t,(e) — 0. Here each coefficient sy, is the same in (3.8)), namely each sy, is decided by
Te,Teq, ..., .. Hence we obtain the assertion by noting s(0) = dimgy J/D. O

4. APPLICATIONS

4.1. Affine transformations. A mapping 7 : RP — RP is an affine transformation on
RP if T has the form T'(z) = M(z) + a for some non-singular linear transformation M

acting on R” and some vector a € R”.

Theorem 4.1. Let (G, (J,),(O,),(T.)) be a GIFS with the finitely irreducible incidence
matriz and with the strongly separated condition (G.6)s. Assume also that each T.(z) =
M.x + a. is an affine transformation. Then the Hausdorff dimension of the limit set J
satisfies s < dimy J <5, where s = inf{s > 0 : P(sp) < 0} and 5 = inf{s > 0 :
P(sp) < 0} with p(w) = log || My, || and p(w) = —log || M.

Proof. 1t immediately follows that the condition (G.7)gp is guaranteed from = — T"(x) =

M, is a constant function. Thus the assertion is valid by using Theorem and Theorem

b4 O
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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
T.x = M.z + a. is an affine transformation with ||M,| < 1/3 and Lebesgue-almost all a,,
then the so-called Falconer dimension of {7.} is equal to the Hausdorff dimension of the
self-affine set. In [I1], this assertion is extended to the case | M,|| < 1/2. On the other
hand, [2] [§] give the lower bounds for self-affine sets under the general case || M. || < 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 p(w) = log ||T,, (row)||, s = {s >0 : P(sp) < +oo} and for ¢ € (0, 1]

Pn(t) == max(s + Dn(1 —t),s/t).

Then we consider the following conditions:

(F.1) Let (G, (Jy), (O,), (T%)) be a GIFS with the finitely irreducible incidence matrix, with
the open set condition (G.7)p, and with strongly regular. Assume also that each
T.(z) = M.z + a. is an affine transformation and 7, is conformal, i.e. M, is similitude
on RP.

(F.2) (i) For each € > 0, a set (G, (J,), (Oy), (Te(e,-))) is a GIFS.

(ii) Each T,(e,z) = M.(€)x+a.(€) is an affine transformation and there exist ¢ € (0, 1]
with p, () < dimg J, matrices M, and Mem(e) and numbers a. x, G n(€) € RP
(1 <k <n) such that

M.(e) =M, + M 1e+ -+ + M, " + ]\;[e,n(e)e"
Ac(€) = + Qe 1€+ - + Qe € + Gen(€)e”

satisfying the finiteness maxy sup, || M k||/||Me||" < oo, maxy sup, |aex| < oo and
convergence sup.cp || Men(€)||/|Me|* = 0, sup.cp |ac(e)] — 0 as € — 0.
(iii) Each T.(¢,x) is a generalized K (€)-quasiregular with K (¢) = 1+ o(e") as € — 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, (J,),(Oy), (Te(e,+))) has an n-order asymptotic
exrpansion.

Proof. We put T, x(x) = M.z + Gy and fe,n(e,x) = Z\;[e,n(e)x + Gen(€). We have the
expansion T,(e,-) = T, + > _, T xe" + Te,n(E, -)e. Since T7 ), = M., and Te(zlz = 0 for
all i > 2 hold, we can put ty = ¢, t(k,1) = ¢ for each k = 1,2,...,n and otherwise
t(k,1) = 1. Therefore t;, =t =t is satisfied. Thus we see p(n) = max(p+n(1—t),p/t) =
max(s + n(1l — t),s/t)/D for any case n > 0. The assumption p,(t) > dimgy J if and
only if p(n) > dimg J/D. Hence the conditions (C.1),, and (C.2),, are fulfilled and the
assertion is yielded from Theorem Bl O
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Remark 4.4. Note that [5] gave Falconer type formula for infinite affine TFS 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 IF'S.

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'(¢,-) : R3 — R?
by T(e,x) = M(e)x + a(e) with
/2 0 0 e/4 0 0
M(e)=r| 0 1/4 —/3/4|+r| 0 €2 0
0 V3/4 1/4 0 0 ¢/2
and arbitrary choosing a(e) € R3. Note that M(0) is the affine transformation that

multiplies by r in the z direction, and rotates by 7/3 degrees and multiplies by r in the
yz direction. Namely, M (¢) is a perturbation of M(0). Let

B (2 +e+1)34
(4.1) K(e) = Nﬁw.

Proposition 4.5. The map T'(e,-) is a generalized K (€)-quasireqular map. In particular,
K(e) =1+ (9/16)e*+--- =1+ o(¢) as e — 0.
Proof. We obtain

1
IT(e.x)ll = sup  |M(e)z| = SvVet +e+1

z€R3: |z|=1

1
IT(e.a)l= _inf _ [M(e)a] = J(e+2)

Hence K (¢) = sup,(||T(e,2)|/||T (e, z)|;)*/? equals (@) and satisfies the assertion. [

Consequently, if (G, (J,), (O,), (T.(¢,-))) is a GIFS such that T,(e, ) = T, is conformal
for e € E with e # ¢p and T, (¢, -) = T'(¢, -), then the Hausdorff dimension of the limit set
J(€) has a 1-order asymptotic expansion dimy J(€) = dimy J + s1€ + o(€) as € — 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, (J,),(Oy), (Te)) is a GIFS and the condition
(G.7)p is satisfied. Take a set of bounded open connected subsets U, of O, (v € V') so
that T.Uye) C Uye) for any e. Then
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(1) there ezists a constant c14 > 1 such that for any finite path w = wy - --wy € E* and
2,y € Ugw),

[Log (T 1T, (Tunssan (@) = Log (T, 170, (Torv () D] < qralz — y17:

(2) if the condition (G.T)sp also holds, then ezists a constant c15 > 1 such that for any
finite path w = wy ---wy € E* and x,y € Uy,

[Log (T 10, (Tunsran (@) 1) = o8Iy 10, (T () DI < qrgle — w1

Proof. (1) By virtue of the condition (G.7)p, we notice |T/(y)| < (1 + qglz — y|°)|T(x)|.
Put 7; = Ty, (z) and y; = Topyo, (y) and let Wy, = J, o B(2,6) for small § > 0
satisfying W, € O,. We also note the inequality |z; — y;| < qugr™ |z — y| from

Proposition B.1] with the constant qpg = q@g((U.), (W,)). We obtain

k
]HHT' H—HH i)l

k j—1
< TTIT o) 1T, () = 1T, ()| 1 172 o)
j=1i=1 l=j+1
k k k
<TTI70. o) gl — yial” T] O+ qgloea — veal?)
=1 7=1 l=j+1

<

::]»

1T, (i1 I|ZCB]W Dz — y)f H (1+ g™l —yl”)

i=1 I=j+1
<C|E]H|| (i)l =yl

by putting qrg = (CB]Céﬂ/(l — PN TT, (1 + CB]Cézlmaxv(diamUv)B)rw), where the infinite
product in qq7) is convergent by Ry r"# < +00. Thus we get the assertion by using the
basic inequality |log A — log B] < |A — B|/min(A, B) letting A = [, |3, (zi41)]] and
B =TT 1T, (gasn) |-

(2) Together with Proposition [B.2, a similar argument above implies the assertion by
putting qry = (qmcég/(l — ) T2, (1 + cmq%glmaxv(diamlfv)ﬁ)rw). O

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

Corollary 5.2. Assume that a set (G, (J,), (Oy), (1)) is a GIFS and the condition (G.7)p
is satisfied. Take a set of bounded open connected subsets U, of O, (v € V) so that
T.Uyey C Uiy for any e. Then
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(1) there ezists a constant cig > 1 such that for any finite path w = wy ---wy € E* and

2,9 € Uy, 41y < Tl 170, (T )/ Tt 1T, (Lo ) < 1
(2) if (G.7)sp also holds, then there exists c17 > 1 such that for any finite path w € E*

and 2,y € Uywy, G < TTmi 170, (Tunswne @i/ TTy 1T, (Dot ()l <

Proof. (1) By virtue of Proposition [.I(1), we obtain the assertion by putting qrg =
exp(qrgmax, (diamU,)?).
(2) Letting qrg = exp(qqmmax,(diamU,)?), we get the assertion. O

5.1. Upper dimension estimate in graph iterated function systems.

Theorem 5.3. Assume that a set (G, (J,), (O,), (1)) is a GIF'S, the incidence matriz of
G s finitely irreducible and the condition (G.7)p is satisfied. Then dimy J <3, where 5
is given by 5 = inf{s > 0 : P(sp) < 0} and P is defined by (2.3).

Proof. Take U, = .., B(z,9) for small 6 > 0 so that U, C O, for each v € V. Choose
any t > inf{s > 0 : P(sp) < 0}. Then we see

1
0> P(tp) = lim —log »  exp(sup S,(t%))

n—oo M, Bt we [w]

k‘+1 t
—Jggonlog > sup H 1T, )"

i L

Therefore there exists ng > 1 such that for any n > ng

(5.1) > sup H IT:, (mo* T w)|| < exp(nP(17)/2).

wepn welwl 2

On the other hand, choose any 6 > 0 and take n > ng so that @y < 0. Since
diamTy, Jyw) < @YSUP.cp,,,, 1T, ()| < qgr™ < 0 is satisfied, (T Jy(w))wern is a d-cover
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of J. In addition to bounded distortion property, we have

Hi(J) = inf{Z(diamC’k)t : {Cx} is a closed cover of J and diamC}, < §}
k=1

< Z diam(T,, Je(w) )t

weR™

<gg 3 sw [T

weE™ zeOt(w)

gcfmz sup HHTLZ.(TWH...W(Z))W

wen #€Utw;) =1

<dmdm D 11170 (T (ro™ ) (- Corollary B2(1))

welk™ i=1

<dfmenP()/2) (. ED)

for any n > ng. Letting n — oo, exp(nP(t@)/2) — 0 and therefore we get HE(J) = 0
for any 0 > 0. Thus H'(J) = lims_,o H};(J) = 0. This means dimy J < t. By arbitrarily
choosing ¢t >3 =inf{s > 0 : P(sp) < 0}, we obtain dimy J < 5. Hence the assertion is
valid. O

5.2. Lower dimension estimate in graph iterated function systems.

Theorem 5.4. Assume that a set (G, (J,), (Oy), (1)) is a GIFS, the incidence matriz
of G is finitely irreducible and the conditions (G.6)s and (G.7)sp are satisfied. Then
dimy J > s, where s is given by s = inf{s > 0 : P(sp) < 0}.

Proposition 5.5. Assume that a set (G, (J,), (Oy), (1I¢)) is a GIFS, the incidence matriz
of G is finitely irreducible and the conditions (G.6)s and (G.7)sp are satisfied. Take
non-empty subsets W, C J, (v € V) such that T.Wyey C Wiy for all e € E. Put
Ale,€') := dist(T.Wyey, T Wyery) for e, e’ € E. Then there exists a constant cig > 0 such
that for any e, e’ € E with e # €', and for any w = wy ---wy, € E* with w-e,w-€ € E*
and z € Jypy, dist(Wipe, W) > qrgd(e, €) TTy 11T, (Tun v (2)) -

Proof. Take U, = B(J,,§) C O, for small § > 0 for all v € V. Observe that U, is
bounded open and connected, T,.Uy)y C Uiy and W, C U,. For w € E*, e, ¢’ € E with
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w-e,w-€ € E* and e # ¢ and z € Jyu,), we have

dist(Wey.e, Wep.er) :ert(e)l,nnyWt(e/) |Tw(Te(x)) — Tow(Ter (y))|

> inf |7, ; inf T.(z)—T.
Sl ITL@l L, i, (T = To()

k
>qrg inf [T, (Torse (@) A (e, €)

ant(e) i1

k
>qy ] 170, (T (DA e, €)
i=1

with c19 = infeep @G(Wie), Une), Wice)» Ui(ey) and qrg = qmclfn by using Corollary 5.2l and
Proposition Hence the proof is complete. O

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

Proposition 5.6. Assume that a set (G, (J,), (Oy,), (1)) is a finite graph GIFS, G is
strongly connected and the conditions (G.6)s and (G.7T)sp are satisfied. We put W, =
m({w € E% : i(w) = v}) forv € V. Notice that J = J,ey Wo, T.Wye) C Wiy and
W, C J,. Then there exists a constant cyg > 0, for any v € (0,1), k > 1, w € EF,
2 € Jyw) and x € T,Wiw), we have J N B(z, @y Hle T, (T ooy, (2)]) € T W) -

Proof. Choose any paths w, 7 € E¥ with w # 7. Take 1 <[ < kso that v :=w; ---w;_ =
71-+-7—1 and w; # 7. By using Proposition [(.5]

-1

diSt(Twm(w)aTTWt(T)) > diSt(TW~szt(1Uz)>TW-TLWt(Tz)) Z]‘_[ HTz;Z (Twi+1---wz—1(Twz---Wk(z)))||i
i=1
k
> [ 170, (T (2))
=1

k
> | [ I, (Toervn (2)) i > 0
i=1
by putting = qR(min. «cp A(e, €')). By virtue of the condition (G.6)s, we see qgpy > 0

from A(e,e’) > 0. Note that since G is finite graph in this proposition, E is a finite set.
Thus we see

k
T, Wiy 0 Bla, g [ [ 170, (T (2)) 1) = 0
i=1

for any = € T,,W(,). Hence the assertion holds by the equation J = UweEk ToWiwy. U
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Proof of Theorem[5.4). To prove this theorem, we consider the following two cases:
(Case 1): G is finite graph. Recall the potential ¢ defined in (2.6). Choose o > 0 so
that P(agp) = 0. Denoted p the Gibbs measure of g and put i =mon'. Let AC K

be a non-empty Borel subset, + € A and w = 7!

x. Consider fi(B(z,r))/r® for any
small r > 0. We let x := (mineepinf.ey,,, IT!(2)l:)~'. Choose any 0 < r < k™. Set
rn = [T 170, (T s, 0™ W) ||; for each k = 0,1,.... Then there exists a unique
integer k(r) > 0 such that r,) < r < rgey—1. since rypy—1 < rpyk ' Therefore we see
Trery <1 < Kilrk(r). By virtue of Proposition [5.6]

k(r)

JnN B(:L’, 0] g H ”Tul;l (Twi+1"'wk(r) (Wak(r)Jrlw)) Hl> - Tth(w) - TWO"'Wk(r) (Wt(wk(r))>7
=0

where each set W, is given in Proposition B.6. Thus

f(B(z, CDI]HT)) < v(B(z, Cmrk(r)>> < ﬁ(TWO”'Wk(r)(Kt(wk(r))>) = p([wo - - 'wk(r)])

k(r) '

<eerSun#) = o [T, (mo )ll)* = efra)® < o = clagmys) ™ (qmypr)”™

i=0
where ¢ is a constant appearing in the definition of Gibbs measures. By Frostman lemma,
the a-Hausdorff measure H® satisfies

v(K
wer) > 2y
c(qgr)

This means that o < dimgy J. We obtain the assertion under the finite graph.
(Case II): G is infinite graph. Take a sequence of subgraphs G,, = (V,,, E,,) of G, (n > 1)
with finite, strongly connected, V,, C V,11, E, C Epq, U,V =V and U, E, = E
(see [6, Lemma 2.7.2] for the existence). Then (G, (Jy)vev,, (Ov)vev,,s (Te)ecr, ) is a GIFS
with finite graph and SSC. We define ¢ _(w) :=log ||T7, (tow)||; for w € E7°. Take a, >0
satisfying P(angn) = 0. Then dimg J,, > «,, where J, is the limit set of the subsystem

(Gn7 (Jv)ve\/na (OU)UEVn7 (Te)eEEn)- Since
0= P(angn) < P(an£n+1),
we get o, < ap1. Let ay = lim,,_, o, . Observe the inequality

O < lim dimg J,, < dimpg J.
n—o0

For finite subset £y C E, denoted by Gy = (V, Ey) the finite subgraph of G and write

Pa, = ©|(m)> - Since

0

Plasp) = sup Plasp,, ) < sup Plasy, ) < sup Plang, ) =0,
- Go - n - n -n

we see (o < 8, where the first equation is due to [0, Theorem 2.1.5].
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On the other hand, we will show the converse s > a,,. Since a,, = 0 implies s = 0 <
dimgy J, we may assume «, > 0. Choose any 0 > 0 so that e — 0 > 0. Then there
exists ng > 1 such that a,, — 0 < a,, and

P((as = 6)p) > P((roo — 5)£n0) > P(anOgnO) =0.
We get s > a,, — 6 and thus s > a.. Hence s = a,, < dimg J. O

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 (w) = log | det(T}, (mow))|
and p(0) = inf{s > 0 : P(sp) < +oo}. We also assume that the condition (G.5)gc is
satisfied with the constant K > 1, and p(0) < (dimgy J)/D. Then we have

< .
PP < S hog K¢

Proof. Observe that the K-quasi-regularity (2.1I) implies that for any s > 0
SP — %logK < %gp(w) < sp+ %logK.

For any s > dimy J, we see s > s and P(sp) < 0. Therefore
P(%@) < P(sp) + %logK < %logK.
Letting s — dimy J, we obtain P(((dimg J/D)y)) < (dimgy J/D)log K.

On the other hand, for any s € (s(0)D,dimpy J), we have s/D > s(0) and
s s
P(—=¢) >P(sp) — = log K.
(59) 2P(s9) — 4 log

By P((s/D)y) < 400, P(sp) is also finite. Moreover, the fact s <3 yields 0 < P(sp) <
+00. Thus
s s
P(—= — —log K.
(59) >~ 5 log
Letting s — dimy J, we get P((dimy J/D)p) > —(dimy J/D)log K. Hence the assertion
holds. 0J

APPENDIX A. ASYMPTOTIC SOLUTION OF BOWEN EQUATION FOR PERTURBED
POTENTIALS

We recall the result in [I3] which is the asymptotic solution of the equation of the
pressure function s — P(sg(e,-)) for perturbed potentials ¢(e, ) 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 dy given in
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Section 2.2 A function f : E* — K is called weakly Hélder continuous if the number
SUD e SUDy, pefe] :wiw | f (W) = f(V)|/do(w, v) is finite for some 6 € (0, 1). Note that ‘locally’
might be used instead of ‘weakly’. Denoted by || f||« the supremum norm sup,¢ge | f(w)]
of f. Let n be a nonnegative integer. We consider the following conditions (g.1)-(g.5) for
function g(e,-) : £ — R with small parameter ¢ € (0, 1):

(g.1) A function g(e, ) has the form g(e,:) = g + g1e + - -+ + gn€™ + Gn (e, - )€™ for some real-
valued weakly Holder continuous functions ¢, g1, .. ., gn, Gn(€, ) With ||gn(€, <) |loc — O
as e — 0.

(g.2) g(w) # 0 for each w € E* and ||g[|- < 1.

(2:3) |9(w) — g(v)] < q@ylg(w)|de(w,v) for w,v € E* with wy = vy for some ¢y > 0,0 €

(0,1).
(2:4) 196(w)| < qlg() ] and |gy(w) - gx(v)] < qglg(w) dy(w, v) for any w,v € B with
wo = Vg for some constants cgo, o3 >0 and 0 <t <1for k=1,2,...,n.

(g.5) |gn(e,w)| < C|2m(e)|g(w)|’f~ for any w € E> for some constants 0 < ¢ < 1 and cg4(€) > 0
with qog(e) — 0.
Moreover, we assume that function ¥(e,-) : E* — R satisfy the following conditions
(¢.1)-(¢.4):
(1.1) A function (e, -) has the form 1(e, -) = ¥+ hre+- - -+ b + 1, (e, -)€” for some real-
valued weakly Holder continuous functions 1, 11, . . ., thn, (€, -) with ||, (€, -)|loo = 0
as € — 0.
(1.2) Y(w) > 0 for any w € E>.
(¢.3) [Ye(w)] < rlv(w)] and |¢p(w) — Ye(v)] < qgl(w)]de(w, v) for any w,v € E> with
wo = vy and for some co5, o6 > 0 for k =1,2,...,n.
(10.4) [thn(e,w)| < (€)1 (w)| for any w € £ for some cy7(€) > 0 with qgpe) — 0.

Let p = inf{p > 0 : P(plog|g| + log®) < +oo} and recall the number p(n) defined by
(32). Then we obtained the following.

Theorem A.1 ([I3, Theorem 1.1]). Fixz nonnegative integer n. Assume that the incidence
matriz of E* is finitely irreducible and the conditions (g.1)-(g.5) and (¢.1)-(¢0.4) are
satisfied. Choose any s(0) € (p(n), +00) and any compact neighborhood I C (p(n), +00)
of s(0). Let po = P(s(0)log|g| + logt). Then there exist numbers €y > 0,81,...,5, € R
such that the equation P(slog|g(e,-)|+logt(e,-)) = po has a unique solution s = s(e) € 1

for each 0 < € < €y, and s(€) forms the asymptotic expansion
(A.1) s(€) = s(0) + s1€ + - - + sp€" + 8, (€)e”

and 3,(€) = 0 ase — 0. In particular, each coefficient sy is defined by using g, g1, - - ., i, ¥, V1, - . ., g
(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 RP and f : U —
Y a C* map from U to a normed linear space (Y, | - |ly). Take a bounded subset V C U
with dist(V,0U) > 0. Then || f(z) — f(W)lly < @gsup.cy |f'(2)ll|z =yl for each z,y € V
with cys = @R(V,U) = max{1, (diam(V')/dist(V,0U))}.

Proposition B.2 ([7]). Let O be a non-empty open subset of RP and f : O — RP C*-
diffeomorphism. Take open connected subsets U, U’ C RP with f(U) C U’ and compact
subsets V.C U, V' C U" with f(V) C V'. Then there exists 0 < co9 = qpgy(V, U, V', U’) < 1
such that | f(x) — f(y)| = qgintev | f'(2) "M e — yl for any 2,y € V.

APPENDIX C. FUNDAMENTAL RESULTS OF THE MAP || - ||;
Let M, N, L be normed spaces with dim M > 0. Recall that for a linear operator
L : M — N, the number [|L||; is defined by inf,cps. |g=1 [|£2| (the same as ([2.2))).
Proposition C.1. Let L : M — N be a linear operator from a normed space M with

dim M # 0 to a normed space N. Then

(1) 1]l = nfaenr:wro |Ll|/[l2]] = infrerr: a1 ([ L]
(2) If M : N — L is a linear operator, then ||ML|; > [|M||:||£]|:-
(3) If L - M — L(M) is injective, then |L]|; = ||L7 L.

Proof. (1) We have

L
inf || Caf| > I£2]] L(i)H
zeM : |z||>1 zeM:|e|>1 ||zl zEM : 240 |||
> inf Ll = £l i |ical.
xeM : ||z||=1 xeM : ||z||>1
(2)
IML]i = inf [IM(Lx)l| = inf = |IM(Lz)
xEM : x#£0 €M : x#0, Lx#0
> nf Myl it Ll = [ ML
yeN :|ly||=1 xeM :2#0, LxF#0
(3) We obtain
-1 -1 —1
vecomyyzo Yl wemiazo || L] veM a0 ||z
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