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SHRINKING PARALLELEPIPED TARGETS IN
BETA-DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

YUBIN HE

ABSTRACT. For > 1 let T be the S-transformation on [0,1). Let 1 < f; < ---
B4 and let (P,) be a sequence of parallelepipeds on [0, 1)%. Define

Wa(P,) = {x€[0,1)?: (Ts, x --- x Tg,)"(x) € P, infinitely often}.

IN

The ‘rectangle to rectangle’ mass transference principle is usually used to obtain the
lower bound of the Hausdorff dimension of W (P,,) when each P, is a hyperrectangle
with sides parallel to the axes. However, this principle no longer applies even if P,
is still a hyperrectangle but with rotation. Under some mild conditions on the
sidelengths of each P,,, we determine the Hausdorff dimension of W,(P,) and prove
that Wy(P,) has large intersection properties. If d = 2, then the aforementioned
condition can be removed. To further illustrate, we provide several examples that
demonstrate how the rotations of rectangles impact the Hausdorff dimension of
Wo(Py).

1. INTRODUCTION

The classical theory of Diophantine approximation is concerned with finding good
approximations of irrationals. For any irrational x € [0, 1], if one can find infinitely
many rationals p/q such that |x — p/q| < ¢~7 with 7 > 2, then z is said to be 7-
well approximable. In [§], Hill and Velani introduced a dynamical analogue of the
classical theory of 7-well approximable numbers. The study of these sets is known
as the so-called shrinking target problem. Consider a transformation 7" on a metric
space (X, d). Let (B,,) be a sequence of balls with radius r(B,) — 0 as n — oo. The
shrinking target problem concerns the size, especially the Hausdorff dimension, of the
set

W(T,B,) :={rx€ X :T"x € B, i.0.},
where ‘i.0.” stands for infinitely often. Since its initial introduction, W (T, B,,) has
been studied intensively in many dynamical systems. See [11, 2, 3, [7, [’ [9] 1T} 12} 13
17, [19] and reference therein.

The set W (T, B,,) can be thought of as trajectories which hit shrinking targets
(B,) infinitely often. Naturally, one would like to consider different targets, such as
hyperrectangles, rather than just balls. For this purpose, motivated by the weighted
theory of Diophantine approximation, the following set had also been introduced in
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p-dynamical system. For d > 1,1et 1 < 8; < --- < 5y and let (P,) be a sequence of
parallelepipeds on [0, 1)%. Define

Wa(P,) = {x€[0,1)%: (Tp, x---xTs,)"(x) € P, i.0.},
where Tp,: [0,1) — [0, 1) is given by
Tsx = fix — | Bix].

Here | -] denotes the integer part of a real number. Under the assumption that P, are
hyperrectangles with sides parallel to the axes, the Hausdorff dimension of Wy(FP,),
denoted by dimy Wy(P,), was calculated by Li, Liao, Velani and Zorin [12] Theorem
12]. Tt should be pointed out that their result crucially relies on this assumption. To
see this, observe that Wy(P,) can be written as

ﬂ U (Tﬁl X X ng)inpn.

N=1n=N
In the presence of such assumption, (7, x - - - x Tp,) " P, will be the union of hyper-
rectangles whose sides are also parallel to the axes. Thus, the ‘rectangle to rectangle’
mass transference principle by Wang and Wu [I§] can be employed to obtain the de-
sired lower bound of dimy Wy(FP,). However, if one removes this restriction on (P,),
then (T, x - -+ x Tg,)~" P, typically turns out to be the union of parallelepipeds, and
the mass transference principle is no longer applicable. The main purpose of this
paper is to determine dimy W,(P,) without assuming each P, is hyperrectangle. We
further show that Wy(P,) has large intersection properties introduced by Falconer [5],
which means that the set Wy(P,) belongs, for some 0 < s < d, to the class ¢°([0, 1)9)
of Gs-sets, with the property that any countable intersection of bi-Lipschitz images
of sets in 4°([0, 1)) has Hausdorff dimension at least s. In particular, the Hausdorff
dimension of Wy(P,) is at least s.

Note that up to a translation, each P, can be uniquely determined by d verctors
(a&?), . .,a((;)), 1 < j <d. Define

fa=diag(B; ..., 8.
Let
Sd ::mf{szo:Z@-.-@g.w( np,) < oo},
n=1
where for a set E, ¢°(E) denotes the singular value function on E defined in (B.1]).

Our first result is stated below.

Theorem 1.1. Let 1 < py < -+ < B4 and Tg,,..., Tz, be the corresponding [3-
transformations. Suppose that for any i,j and n, we have Bi’”al(?) < B;". Then,

dlmH Wd(Pn) = 54-
Further, we have Wy(P,) € 9%([0,1)%).



SHRINKING PARALLELEPIPED TARGETS IN BETA-DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS 3

The technical condition appearing in Theorem [LLI] says that for each n, the side-
lengths of f} P, are less than 8;". This condition yields a satisfactory estimate for
the singular value function: ¢*(f7P,) < (2v/d)*B;" for any s > 0, as shown in ([B.8).
In the special case when d = 2, each fJ'P, is indeed a parallelogram. The relatively
simple geometric properties of parallelograms allow us to estimate ¢*( f3'P,) without
the aforementioned condition. Consequently, we can derive the Hausdorff dimension
of Wa(P,).

For d = 2, write

(1) = max (y/(5ral)? + (557052, (B2 + (55703 )?)

and

(12) Ay = 0 ayy) — a3 afy).

Let U be the set of accumulation points of the sequence

_logv,  log|A,|
n n '

Theorem 1.2. Let 1 < 31 < By and Tp,,Ts, be the corresponding B-transformations.
Then, the Hausdorff dimension of Wy(P,), denoted by s*, is equal to

. <log B1 + log s log 81 +1log s —t1 log By + tl)
max min ) ) .
(t1,t2)eU tl log /81 + 10g /82 — tl + t2 tl

Further, Wy (P,) € 9% ([0,1)?).

To gain insight into Theorem [[L2, we present two examples to illustrate how the
rotations of rectangles impact the Hausdorff dimension of Wy (FP,).

Ezample 1. Let f; = 2 and By = 4. Let (H,) be a sequence of rectangles with
H, =[0,27"] x [0,47"]. For a sequence (6,,) with 6,, € [0,7/2], let

(1.3) Py = R, Ho+ (1/2,1/2),

where Ry denotes the counterclockwise rotation by an angle #. Suppose that 6, = 6
for all n > 1. For any n > 1 we have

= \/2*4” cos20 +2-67gin?f and A, = 27"
Hence,
o {{(210g2,3log2)} if 6 €[0,7/2),
{(31og2,3log2)} if 6 = /2.
By Theorem [L2] we get
5/4 it 6 €[0,7/2),

dimyg Wa(P,
wWe(P) = {1 it § =7 /2.
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Ezample 2. Let P, be as in ([L3]). Suppose that #,, = arccos2~" for some a > 0.
Then,

Y = \/2—"<4+2a> 4 2-6n(] — 2-na)2,
and
Y {{((2 +a)log2,3log2)} ifa<l,
{(3log2,3log2)} if @ > 1.
By Theorem [L2] we get

1+ 1—a
dimy Wy (P,) = 4—a

1 if a > 1.

ifa<l,

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section [l we recall several notions
and elementary properties of J-transformation. In Section 3, we introduce the def-
inition of singular value function and then estimate the singular value functions on
parallelepipeds. In Sections 4 and 5, we prove Theorems [[LT] and [L2] respectively.

2. B-TRANSFORMATION

We start with a brief discussion that sums up various fundamental properties of
[-transformation.
For 8 > 1, let T be the S-transformation on [0,1). For any n > 1 and z € [0, 1),
define €,(z, f) = LBTﬁn_li. Then we can write
61('7:76) €2<.§L’,ﬁ) €n<x7ﬁ)

T = 5 + 7 _|_..._|_T_|_...’

and we call the sequence

e(z, B) = (e1(x, B), ea(x, ), .. .)

the [-expansion of x. From the definition of Tp, it is clear that, for n > 1, €,(x, §)
belongs to the alphabet A = {0,...,[8 — 1]}, where [z] denotes the smallest integer
greater than or equal to z. When §3 is not an integer, then not all sequences of A" are
the S-expansion of some z € [0, 1). This leads to the notion of F-admissible sequence.

Definition 2.1. A finite or an infinite sequence (e1,€s,...) € AY is said to be j3-
admissible if there exists an x such that the B-expansion of x begins with (€1, ¢€a,. .. ).

Denote by 33 the collection of all admissible sequences of length n. The following
result of Rényi [16] implies that the cardinality of 3 is comparable to 3".

Lemma 2.1 ([I6, formula 4.9]). Let 8 > 1. For anyn > 1,

ﬁn—l—l
g-1
where # denotes the cardinality of a finite set.

B < 35 <
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Definition 2.2. For any €, :== (e1,...,€,) € 2%, we call
Lngl€n) :={z €[0,1): ¢;(x, f) = ;,1 <j <n}

an nth-level cylinder.

From the definition, it follows that TB"| I 5(en) 18 linear with slope ", and it maps
the cylinder I, 5(€,) into [0,1). If § is not an integer, then the dynamical system
(T5,[0,1)) is not a full shift, which implies that TF|r, ,(,) is not necessary onto. In
other words, the length of I, 3(€,) may strictly less than 7", which makes describing
the dynamical properties of 73 more challenging. To get around this barrier, we need
the following notion.

Definition 2.3. A cylinder I,, 5(€,) or a sequence €, € ¥ is called B-full if it has

maximal length, that is, if
1

[ nglen)l = o

where |I| denotes the diameter of I.

When there is no risk of ambiguity, we will write full instead of S-full. The im-
portance of full sequences is based on the fact that the concatenation of two full
sequences is still full.

Proposition 2.2 ([0, Lemma 3.2]). An nth-level cylinder I,, g(€,,) is full if and only
if, for any B-admissible sequence €,, € X7 with m > 1, the concatenation €,€,, is
still B-admassible. Moreover,

| Tnm.p(€n€p )| = [Ing(€n)] - [Tmp(€,)]-
So, for any two full cylinders I, g(€,), Im g(€,,), the cylinder 1,1, 5(€n€l,) is also full.

For an interval I C [0,1), let Aj(/) denote the set of full sequences €, of length
n with I,, 5(€,) C I. In particular, if I = [0, 1), then we simply write A} instead of
A([0,1)). Applying [3, Proposition 4.2] and [14, Lemma 1.1.46], we can estimate the
cardianlity of Aj(I).

Lemma 2.3. Let § > 0. Let ng > 3 be an integer such that (Bng)*™® < "%, Then
for any interval I with |I| < noB~"°, there exists a constant cz such that for any
n > —(1+0)logg|I],

L) > el

Proof. Since |I| < noB~"°, by [3, Proposition 4.2] we can find a full cylinder I,, s(€,,)
satisfying
Lng€n) C 1 and |I|'"° < |I, 5(€n)] < |1].
Then, for any n > —(1 + 0)logg |I|, we have n > m. By Proposition 222 the
concatenation of two full sequences €,,_,, € Ag’m and €, is still full. Thus,
#NG(T) = #AGT™ = cB" ™ = el 1[5,

where we have used [14, Lemma 1.1.46] in the second inequality. O
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3. SINGULAR VALUE FUNCTIONS ON PARALLELEPIPEDS

3.1. Singular value function. In order to establish Theorems [Tl and [[.2], we need
to study the most effective coverings of parallelepipeds. The singular value function
introduced by Falconer [4] is a proper tool to serve this purpose.

For a rectangle R C R? with sidelengths a and b, define the singular value function
¢° on R by
max(a®, b%) if s <1,
max(a,b) - min(a® 1, b7t if s > 1.

Since the singlar value function does not depend on the location of R, we will use
¢*(a,b) instead of ¢*(R). In [I0, Equation (2.1)], Koivusalo and Rams generalized
the singular value function as follows: For a Borel set £ C R?, define

3.1 *(F) = sup inf inf ————
3 T = e B )
where the supremum is taken over all Borel probability measures supported on F.
They further proved that up to a multiplicative constant, the singular value function

agrees with the better-known quantity of Hausdorff content

H: (F) = inf { i |Ani)® : E C GAni},
i=1 i=1

where the sets A,,i are closed cubes.

Proposition 3.1 ([I0, Proposition 2.1]). Let E be a bounded Borel set. Then,
¢°(E) < HL(E) < 6°¢°(E).

By the above proposition, s4 is equivalent to
inf{s >0:> BB HL(fiPa) < oo}.
n=1

3.2. Singular value functions on parallelepipeds. In this subsection, we esti-
mate the singluar value functions on parallelepipeds. We begin with the case d = 2.

For a parallelogram P, up to a translation, it can be identified by two vectors
(a1, az) and (by,by). Moreover, its area is given by:

‘(Ilbz — ale\.

Write

v = max <\/a% + a3, \/b% + bg) and A := ajby — asb.
Lemma 3.2. Let P be as above. Then, we have

(3.2) 4716°(7, 1Al /7) < ¢°(P) < 4°¢°(v, |Al /).

In particular, let P, be as in Theorem[L.2, we have

(3-3) 471" (9, BB " Anl [10) < 9°(f3 Pa) < 4°0% (7, BBy " [ Anl /).



SHRINKING PARALLELEPIPED TARGETS IN BETA-DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS 7

Proof. Suppose that ~ is attained at y/a? + a3. Otherwise we can interchange the
roles ay, as and by, by, and the following discussion is invariant. Let

- —CLQ(CleQ — a2b1) - a1b1 -+ a2b2
(3.4) 71 = — b —ay 22
' ! a? + a3 o a? + a3
and
by — ash b b
(35) ry= U0y, Gl t Ol
ai + a; ai + a;

By the first equalies of ([B.4]) and (B.3)), it is easily verifed that x; and z, satisfy the
following equations:

a1y + 9Ty = 0

—Q9T1 + A1To = CL1b2 — a2b1.
These equations imply that (x7, ) is orthogonal to (a1, as) and the rectangle deter-
mined by the vectors (z1,3), (a1, as) has area |A| the same as P. Since y/a? + a3 =
v > /b2 + b3, using the inequality |ab] < (a? + b?)/2 we have
aq bl + a2b2

at + a3

From the second equalities of (B4]) and (B3] it follows that P is contained in the
rectangle

<1.

R = {tl(al,ag) + tz([L‘l,l‘Q) :—2 S t S 2,0 S to S ]_}
Moreover, such rectangle R has sidelengths /2% + 22 and 4+/a? + a3 satisfying

A| |a162 — a2b1|
3.6 \/$2+x2:|—:—<4\/a2+a2.
( ) 1 2 v \/m 1 2

This gives the second inequality of (3:2]).

For the first inequality of (3.2)), let v be the normalized Lebesgue measure on P.
We only prove the case s < 1, as the remianing case s > 1 follows in a similar way.
By B.8), write 7 = \/x? + 23 = |A|/~. For any x € P, we consider three cases.

(1) If 0 < r < 7, then v(B(x,r)) < 4r?/|A] = 4r*/(77) and

s s S~ l—s s
r YT Yy T Tr

) = > /4 = ¢° 4.
(3.7) v(B(x,r)) — 4r? 4r2 27/ (v, 7)/

(2) If 7 <r <, then v(B(x,r)) < 2r7/|A| = 2r/~ and

s s S~ 1—5,.8

T yr Yy T

— = > § 2 = s 2
v(B(x,r)) — 2r o = / o)/

(3) If v < r, then v(B(x,7)) < 1 and
r° s s _ s
I/(B(X, T)) Z r Z Y= (b (777-)'

Then, by ([B1]), we obtain the first inequality of (3:2)).
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To conclude (B.3)), it sufﬁces to notice that up to a translation, f3 P, is determined
by two vectors (5" a11 752 nagll ) and (8" a12 752 a22 ) O

The technique used in Lemma can not be directly employed to estimate the
singular value functions on parallelepipeds, given the greater intricacy of their geom-
etry compared to that of parallelograms. However, with additional assumption on
the sidelengths of parallelepipeds, it is possible to obtain satisfatory estimations.

Lemma 3.3. Let P, be as in Theorem [ Suppose that for any i and j, we have
Bi_"al(?) < B;". Then, for s > 1,

B B By ([P < B B (V) B0

Proof. By assumption, the sidelengths of f} P, are less than \/Eﬁd’”. Hence, f}P, is
contained in a cube D with sidelength 2\/3561_". Therefore, by Proposition B.1],

(38) 0" (JiPa) < M (f7P0) < HZ(D) < (2Vd)*B,™.
Finally, since 1 < ; < --- < 3, for s > ¢ we have
BBy By - 8°(fiPa) < BY -+ By By - (V) B
< By Bi <2f> Bty
which completes the proof. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

4.1. Upper bound of dimy Wy(P,). Obtaining upper estimates for the Hausdorff
dimension of a lim sup set is typically straightforward, as it involves a natural covering

argument.
For 1 <i<d, and any €, = (¢},...,€,) € X% , we always take
e e €
(4.1) xj:—1+—2+-~-—|——’;
B B Bi

to be the left endpoint of T, g,(€,,). Write x* = (z3,...,25). Then Wy(P,) is contained
in the following set

(4.2) AU U - U r+x).

N=1n=N 6}162751 ezgd

Since the singular value function does not depend on the location of parallelepiped,
for any s > 0, by Proposition Bl we have

(4.3) H(fd P+ X7) < O3 (f Pu+X7) = ¢°(f3 Pa).

Let s > s4. Then we have

D BB (fiP) < o0
n=1
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Hence, for any s > s4 by Lemma [2.1] we have

H(Wa(P, <l1m1nfz Z Z Ho (fr P+ x")

N—o0
n=N el €Xg, edGE"

< hmﬂlggf Z ;:Ll_ 1 "+<1§:(f;1])3 ) =0.

By the arbitrariness of s, this means that

dll’IlH Wd<Pn) S Sqd-

4.2. Large intersection properties of W;(P,). The proof of Theorem [[2] crucially
relies on the following improvement to the result of Persson and Reeve [I5, Lemma
2.1]. See [7, Lemma 5.4] for the detailed proof.

Lemma 4.1. Let (G,,) be a sequence of open sets and G = limsup G,,. Let s > 0. If
for any e >0 andt < s witht + ¢ < s, there exists a constant ¢, such that

(4.4) limsup H! (G, N D) > ¢, .|D|"**

n— o0

holds for all dyadic cubes D C [0,1)¢, then G is in the class 4°([0,1)%).

Define
Ev= U - U uslel) x - x g, (€0) 0 (f7 P+,

e}LeZgl ed hexp,

where x* = (z7,...,2}) is defined as in ([AI]). We will use Lemma [.1] to prove that
limsup E,, belongs to 9%¢([0,1)?) by showing that ([£Z) holds with G,, replaced by
E,.

Lemma 4.2. For any ¢ > 0 and t < sq with t + ¢ < sq, and for all dyadic cubes
D C [0,1)%, we have

D t+e
limsup H' (E, N D) > ¢+ Gyl D

n—00 (2V/d)* - 22d+1

where cg,, ..., cg, are constants given in Lemma[2.3.

Y

Proof. Fix e > 0 and t < s4 with t + ¢ < s4. By definition,
261 BRE(fiP,) =

Since t + ¢ < s4 and ¢'¢(f]'P,) decays exponentially as n — oo (see (B.8)), by the
definition of s; we deduce that there exists a sequence (ny) such that

(4.5) e BT (S Pay) > 1
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Let t; be such that the left hand side of (L) with ¢ + ¢ replaced by ¢, equals to 1.
Obviously, we have

In view of Lemma 23] let D C [0,1)? be a dyadic cube with |D| < ng3;™, where
no is an integer such that (Byng)'"</¢ < 8°/®. Let ko be an integer such that for all

k Z kOu
(4.7) ni > —(1+¢/d)logs |D| and B /2 < |D|**.

The first inequality in (L7]) ensures that Lemma is applicable to AR (I;) for 1 <
1 <d.

By (31), for the parallelepiped f}*P,,, there exists a probability measure v sup-
ported on it such that for any x € f;*P,, and any r > 0,

(49 (Bl <
: v(B(x,r) < —————.
¢tk(fdkpnk)
Write D = I} x - -+ X Iq with [[;| = -+ = [I4| and recall the definition of A(/) from

Section 2. For any k > ko, define the probability measure ;1 supported on F,, by

(4.9) = Z e Z Y )yx AT
el EABE() e, eATE (1) At Ba\'d
where vy« is defined by vy« (A) := v(A — x*) for any Borel measurable set A. Clearly,
vy is supported on f* P, +x*. Moreover, (L8] holds with v and x € f;* P,, replaced
by vx« and x € fj*P,, + x*, respectively.
Let x € fj*P, + x* and r > 0. Next, we estimate p(B(x,r)), and the proof is
divided into four distinct cases.

Case 1: r < ;™ /2. As all the cylinders we deal with are full with respect to some
B;, we see that the ball B(x,r) intersects at most 2 parallelepipeds of the form
fi* P, +x*. For any such parallelepiped, we have B(x,7)N(f;* P, +x*) C B(x,2r)
for some x € f}*P,, +x*. Then, for each x*, by (A8]) and Lemma 23 we have

vy (B(X,2r)) 1 Qd+1 .ty
NG (1) -+ NG (Ta) — co B - ca, By (D] ot (fi* P,)

(4.10) = ,
Cpy " -ng|D|d+5

where the last equality follows from the definition of #;. By (4.6) and the second
inequality in (4.7),

(4.11) rie < plpe <ot g™ <t D)

Substituting this upper bound into ([EI0), we get

22d+1 t
n(B(x,r)) < ———.
Cpy - Cpy
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Case 2: B.1/2 <r < ;7™ /2for 1 <i <d—-1. Forj > i+ 1, an interval with
length 2r can intersect at most 23" full cylinders with respect to ;. Meanwhile,
for j <, given that r < ;" /2, an interval with length 2r can intersect at most 2
full cylinders with respect to ;. It therefore follows that

_ 2drd7i anl . ;llc 2d,r.d7i

T NG (L) -G (Ta) T gy oo, | DISEBE B

If t < d — i, then it trivially holds that

2drd—i 2d7“t

(412)  p(B(x,r))

uB(x,r)) < Cor - s, | D[FTEEE - B < Coi - Cp
If t > d — i, then by Lemma B.3]
od,.d—i
#BET)) < Cpy -+ Cpy| DB - B
9d.d—i B;Zk(tk_d‘”)
Co - Ca | DITFEE - B g el
ody.d—i (2\/3)3(2r)tkfd+i (2\/3)5 . 92d .t

- Cﬁl .. .Cﬁd|D|d+66?k - gkgbtk(‘fgkpnk) Cﬁl .. .Cﬁd|D|d+€

_ (2\/3)5 .92yt
Cy """ Cay
where the last inequality follows in a way similar to (A.IT]).
Case 3: 5, " /2 < r < |D|. By the same reason as (£I12), we have
2dyd 24yt

413 B(x,r)) < : |
( ) ,U( <X7T)) = cg, ~"Cﬁd‘D‘d+€ - cg, -~-Cﬁd|D|t+€

Here we use 7/|D| < 1 and ¢t < d in the last inequality.
Case 4: r > |D|. We have

Tt

(4.14) wB(x,r)=1< G

Summarizing the estimates of the u-measures of balls presented in Cases 1-4, we
get
(2\/3)5 . 92d+1 0t
Cg, - cg,| DI
Finally, it follows from (B1]) and Proposition B] that

w(B(x,r)) < for all » > 0.

Ce t+e
H. (En, (D) > ¢(E, ND) > 2 cs| D) |
(2V/d)s - 22411

which completes the proof. (l

5. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we will restrict our attention on d = 2.
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5.1. Upper bound of dimy W5(P,). Let x* € I,,5,(€)) X I, 5,(€7) with €}, € ¥} be
defined analogously to (A.1). Similarly, W5(P,) is contained in the following set

(5.1) NU U U @wpr+x)

N=1n=N e,exn e2enn

As we refrain from making any assumptions on P,, it is possible that the sidelengths
of f3'P, could exceed (," substantially. If this happens, then the covering strategy
outlined in Section 4.1 may not be the optimal one. Therefore, we will use two
different methods to cover the set in (B.I) and obtain the upper estimates for its
Hausdorff measure accordingly.

(1) The first method closely resembles the one introduced in Section 4.1. However,
for our specific needs, we will present it with a slight variation. For any s > 0, by
Proposition Bl and Lemma B2l we have

s (¢n o o BB BT (fy P)
egn agn Helltx) = (B1 = 1)(B2—1)

B1 B2
_ 2B B3 (s BBy " Anl /)
N (B = 1)(B2—1) .

(2) If 7, > 55", then a square with sidelength ~,, can cover multiple parallelograms

(5.2)

along the vertical dlrectlon Hence, for any given €!, the innermost union in (5.1I)
can be covered by ~, ! squares, each with sidelength ~,. Therefore, for any s > 0

n+1 —1
(5.3) Z ’H( U zp. +x)) 5 _%1 A8
€l EE" 62622’2 1

For each n > 1, let v,, and w,, be the least numbers such that

Br B30 (s By "85 " Anl /) =1 and  BPapnTt =1
Let

*

U, = min(v,,w,) and s*:=limsup u,.
n— oo

By a direct computation, we have

. <log By + log B log 1 +log 35 + 1 log v, )
Uy, = Mmin T , 14 T il
— = log log A1 +1og B2 + - 1log v, — = log | A, |

and

log 61 — . log T

Wy =
n log Tn
From these equalities, it is not difficult to Verlfy that
. : (IOgﬁl + log log f1 +log By —t1  log 1 + tl)
§" = max min .1 , ,
(t1,t2) €U t log 81 + log By — t1 + t5 t

which is exactly the formula given in Theorem
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For any s > s*, we have for large n
U, < s+¢e for some e > 0,
and so either
B B30 (n, By "By " Anl/m) = &7 (s By " By " | Anl /1m) < B
or

Bt = < A
In each case, by (5.2)) and (5.3), we have

N 461y B
H*(Wo(P,)) < liminf =0.
( 2( )) N oo —~ (61 o 1)(62 o 1)
By the arbitrariness of s, we have

dimyg Wa(P,) < s*.

5.2. Large intersection properties of W5(F,). Define

Fo= | U (Luslel) x Ls(€2) N (f5 P +x°),

n 2 n
€ 6261 € 6262
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where x* is the bottom left vertex of I,, s (€.) x I, 4,(€2). The remainder of this
subsection is dedicated to proving the following result, which implies the conclusion
of Theorem The proof follows an argument similar to that of Lemma [£2], with
the distinction that more cases will be considered, as the sidelengths of f}'FP, may

exceed [3,"

Lemma 5.1. Foranye > 0 andt < s* witht+e < s*, for all dyadic cubes D C [0,1)?,

we have
D t+e
limsup H!_(F, N D) > 01| D

n—o0 N 16 ’

where cg, and cg, are constants given in Lemma [2Z.3.

Proof. Fix e > 0 and t < s* with t + ¢ < s*. By definition, there exists a sequence

(ng) so that
Uy, >t+¢e forany k> 1.

Besides, by the definition of u,,, we have

(5.4) ?kﬁg%t(%wBf”kﬁz’"‘“lAnJ/m) >1  and Pt > 1

In view of Lemma 23] let D be a dyadic cube with |D| < ngS;,"°, where ng is an

integer such that (ﬁ1n0)1+5/2 < B2,

(5.5) ng > —(1+¢/2)logg, || and ™ /2 < |D|***.

Let kg be an integer such that for all & > ko,
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Write D = I} x I5. For any k > kg, define the probability measure i supported on
By, by

L oy,
~ f2 Pnk“l‘X*
5.6 o= ng ng ’
(5.6) > Z( )#Aﬁl(jl).#/\62(]2)

E}Lk GAZI; (11) E%k GAZ;’C I

where £ S Py is the normalized Lebesgue measure on fy* P, + x*.

Let x € f3*P,, +x* and r > 0. The task now is to compare the quantity g (B(x,r))
with 7* to yield a suitable lower bound for H. (E,, N D). We consider four cases.
Case 1: r < 5, /2. Following the same step as in the proof of Case 1 in Lemma
and using (B.7) and (5.4) instead of (48] and (43]), we deduce that

167t

(B < .
i(B(x,r)) .

Case 2: (,™/2 < r < max(B;"/2,7v,,). We may suppose that v, > £,""/2,
otherwise there is nothing to be proved. In this situation, B(x,r) can intersect,
respectively, at most 2 and 2r(5y* parallelograms along the horizental and vertical
directions. Moreover, the normalized Lebesgue measure of the intersection with each
parallelogram does not exceed 2r/7,,. It follows from the second inequality in (5.4))
that

N 2-2rpy 2r 8r?
MB(x,7)) < m o -— < n
(Ber)) < ZRm ) 20 0) 3w = cnenBi i DEF
82yt 8rtni 8rt

Up, —1 — 24+ — )
C3,CB, Tyt | D2t CB1CBo | D €B1CBo

where the last inequality follows in a way similar to (A.IT]).

Case 3: max(8y " /2,7,,) < r < ;™ /2. Similar to Case 2, B(x,r) intersects at
most 473, "* parallelograms. It follows that

- 2r[y* - 2r .

— N (L) - #AG (T2) T cpea S [DPFE

If t <1, then it trivially holds that

(5.7) i(B(x,7))

2r 2rt
A(B(x,7)) < o < :
CB,CB,y 61 g |D|2+€ CB1Cps

If t > 1, then by the second inequality in (5.4

1
_ 2r 2 Yk 2rtne 2rt
81 Caa 01 | D C8,C3, 31 Yy " | D|?+e Cp1CB2 | D CB1CBo

Case 4: ;" /2 < r. The proof is exactly the same as ([LI3) and ([4LI4]). Therefore,

we have

4yt
(B r) < —
051052|D|t+
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Finally, using (B.]) and Proposition B.], we conclude that

CB1CBy |D|HE

4

H. (E,, ND)>¢"(E, ND)> O

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank Lingmin Liao for bringing
this problem to his attention.
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