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SPECTRALITY OF A CLASS OF INFINITE CONVOLUTIONS WITH AND
WITHOUT COMPACT SUPPORTS IN R¢

YAO-QIANG LI

ABSTRACT. Generalizing a result given by Li, Miao and Wang in 2022, we study the spec-
trality of a class of infinite convolutions in R? generated by sequences of nearly d-th power
lattices. This allows us to easily construct spectral measures with and without compact
supports in RY. According to a result on the relation between supports of infinite con-
volutions and sets of infinite sums, we systematically study the Hausdorff and packing
dimensions of infinite sums of finite sets in R?. As an application, we give concrete for-
mulae for the Hausdorff and packing dimensions of the supports of a class of spectral
measures in R? with the form of infinite convolutions generated by specific sequences of
nearly d-th power lattices, and finally we deduce that there are spectral measures with and
without compact supports of arbitrary Hausdorff and packing dimensions in R.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let d € N. A Borel probability measure p on R? is called a spectral measure if there exists
a countable set A C R? such that the family of exponential functions

{6727ri<)\,-> DW= A}

forms an orthonormal basis in L?(p). We call A a spectrum of p.

The existence of spectra of measures was initiated by Fuglede [19] in 1974. It is a ba-
sic question in harmonic analysis since the orthonormal basis consisting of exponential
functions is used for Fourier series expansions of functions [37]. Note that any spectral
measure must be of pure type: either discrete with finite support, singularly continu-
ous, or absolutely continuous [20,25]. Since Jorgensen and Pedersen [24] found the first
singularly continuous spectral measure supported on a Cantor set in 1998, the spectral-
ity of fractal measures are widely studied until now (see [1-15,17,18,26-35,38] and the
references therein).

1.1. Spectrality of a class of infinite convolutions.

First we study the spectrality of a class of infinite convolutions, generalizing [29, The-
orem 1.4] from R to R¢.

Let 6, denote the Dirac measure concentrated at the point a, and for a non-empty finite
set A C R? define the uniform discrete measure supported on A by

1
04 ::ﬂzcsa

a€A

where # denotes the cardinality of a set.
Given a sequence { Ry },>1 of d x d invertible real matrices and a sequence { By };>1 of
non-empty finite subsets of R¢, we define the finite convolution

My = 5R1_1B1 * 5}%1—1}%2—1]32 Xoeee ok 5R1_1R2_1---R;1Bn (11)
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for each n € N. If y,, converges weakly to a Borel probability measure, we denote the
weak limit measure by the infinite convolution

o= 531—1]31 >l<5l,%1711,%27132 *5R;1R;1R§133 *o-oe e (12)

and say that the infinite convolution exists.
A square matrix is called expanding if all eigenvalues have modulus strictly greater
than 1. Given a d x d expanding integer matrix R and a non-empty finite set B C Z? of

integer vectors, we call (R, B) an admissible pair in R? if there exists a finite set L C 74
with #L = # B such that the matrix

[ 1 e—2m‘<R*1b,l>]
V#HB
is unitary. To emphasize L, we also call (R, B, L) a Hadamard triple in R%.

It is known that if {(Ry, Bi)}1<k<n are admissible pairs, then the finite convolution g,
defined by (1.1) is a spectral measure for each n € N. Since infinite convolutions gen-
erated by admissible pairs were raised by Strichartz [36] in 2000, the following question
has received a lot of attention:

Given a sequence of admissible pairs {( Ry, By) }k>1, under what condition is the infinite con-
volution defined by (1.2) a spectral measure?

See for examples [1,3,4,14,15,17,18,30-32,35] for affirmative results for this question.

As mentioned in [29], the spectrality of infinite convolutions in R? is very complicated.
Most of the existing research on the spectrality of infinite convolutions focuses on R with
compact supports. In [29, Theorem 1.4], Li, Miao and Wang focus on the spectrality of a
class of infinite convolutions generated by sequences of nearly consecutive digit sets in R,
which may not be compactly supported. In the first main result in this paper, the follow-
ing Theorem 1.1, we focus on the spectrality of a class of infinite convolutions generated
by sequences of nearly d-th power lattices in R?, which may also not be compactly sup-
ported, generalizing [29, Theorem 1.4] from R to R?, and then also generalizing [3, Theo-
rem 1.4] and [29, Corollary 1.5].

Given a sequence of positive integers {1y }r>1 and a sequence of d x d real matrices
{ Ry }r>1, we call a sequence { By }1>1 of subsets of R? a sequence of nearly d-th power lattices
with respect to {my,};>1 and { Ry }x>1 if

B, ={0,1,--- ,mp —1}* (mod RyZ") forallk € N

beB,lEL

and

1

> B0 L me = 13 < oo, (1.3)
k=1

Use R” to denote the transpose of the matrix R. We have the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let d € N, {my}r>1 be a sequence of integers no less than 2, {Ry}i>1 be a
sequence of d x d invertible matrices, and {By},>1 be a sequence of nearly d-th power lattices
with respect to {my,}x>1 and { Ry }x>1. If for every k € N, all entries of Ry, are multiples of my,
and [—my,, mi]® C RE[—1,1]¢, then the infinite convolution

n = 531_131 * 5R1_1R2_132 *5R1_1R2_1R§133 k..

exists and is a spectral measure with a spectrum in 7.

Using this result, one can easily construct spectral measures with and without compact
supports in R<.

To show the spectrality of p in Theorem 1.1, using Theorem 2.3, which is a tool de-
veloped by Li and Wang [32] recently, the main we need to prove is Lemma 3.1. The
key in the proof of Lemma 3.1 is to estimate the lower bound of the modulus of the
Fourier transform of the push-forward measure of the tail of the infinite convolution
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n [—2/3,2/3]%. One will see that the estimation for our high-dimensional case is much
more intricate than the one-dimensional case given in the proof of [29, Theorem 1.4].

For each k € N, the one-dimensional conditions b, < Nj and by | Ny in [29, Theorem
1.4] are generalized to our high-dimensional conditions that [—my, mi]¢ C RF [-1,1]¢ and
all entries of the d x d matrix R are multiples of m;, in Theorem 1.1. In the proof of the
spectrality of 1 in Theorem 1.1, except for using Lemma 3.1, we need Proposition 3.3 to
guarantee that R, is expanding and then Proposition 3.2 to guarantee that (Ry, By) is an
admissible pair in order to apply Theorem 2.3. In the proof of the existence of the infinite
convolution y in Theorem 1.1, with the conditions (1.3) and [—my, m]¢ € RE[-1,1]¢
for all £ € N, except for Theorem 2.1, we also need Proposition 3.4. These disclose the
complicacy of the high-dimensional case.

Note that the condition [—my, my]? € RI[—1,1]¢ in Theorem 1.1 is not equivalent to
[—my, mi]? C Ri[—1, 1] For example, take d 2, my = 2 and

—2
2
for all £ € N. Then
(14 1/4 et (140
By _<0 1/2) and  (£) _<1/4 1/2)"

wi(3)(5) (3) (B)) v

we get R, '[—2,2]2 C [-1,1]? and then [-2,2]? C Ri[-1, 1] But

) (3) = (3)5) # -1
implies (R})~'[-2,2]> € [-1,1]? and then [-2,2]* € Rf[-1,1]%

Ry, =

/—\

By verifying

1.2. Supports of infinite convolutions.
In the last subsection, we confirm the spectrality of a class of infinite convolutions in R%,
In this subsection, we systematically study the supports of general infinite convolutions.
Use P(R?) to denote the set of all Borel Probability measures on R?. Given py, fi9,- -+ €
P(RY), if the finite convolution
Hor g ke ok iy
converges weakly to a Borel probability measure, we denote the weak limit measure by
the infinite convolution
Hu K flg L3 % e
and say that the infinite convolution exists.
For A, As, - - - C R¢, define the infinite sum

ZAk = {x e R?:3a;, € Ay foreach k € Ns.t. . = Zak}.
k=1 k=1

Use spt u to denote the support of the measure ;. and A to denote the closure of the set
A. The following result represents the support of any infinite convolution as the closure
of the infinite sum of the supports of all the individual measures, which enables us to
conveniently study the supports of infinite convolutions by studying sets of infinite sums.

Theorem 1.2. Let d € Nand puy, o, - - - € P(RY) such that piy, * pig * - - - exists. Then

o0

spt(py * pg -+ ) = Zsptuk.
k=1



Immediately we get the following.

Corollary 1.3. Let d € Nand Ay, Ay, - - - C R? be non-empty finite sets such that 6, * da, * - - -
exists. Then

Spt(da, 04, *--+) = ZAk'
k=1

Remark 1.4. In Theorem 1.2, % | spt u; can not be simplified to > ;- | spt y, and in Corol-

lary 1.3, > 77 | Ay can not be simplified to > .- | As. At the end of Section 4, we will give
an example in which A;, Ay, - -- C [0, 1] are non-empty finite sets such that 64, * 04, * - - -
exists but )", , Ay is not closed.

1.3. Infinite sums of finite sets.

In Corollary 1.3 we see that the support of the infinite convolution d4, * 64, * - - - is
exactly equal to the closure of the infinite sum of the finite sets A;, A, - - -. This motivates
us to study the infinite sums of finite sets systematically in this subsection, especially
their fractal dimensions (see Theorem 1.5 (1)) and the conditions under which they are
closed sets (see Theorem 1.5 (2)).

In former research, fractal dimensions are usually studied for bounded sets. However,
the infinite sums of finite sets we study in this subsection may be unbounded fractal sets.
This allows us to apply the results to the non-compact supports of spectral measures in
the next subsection.

For x = (21,1, -+ ,14) € RY, denote

2l == fe2 + o+ a3 and lol] == max{lea, laal, -, |al}.
Note that for all z € R? we have
2] < |2l < V. (1.4)
For s € [0, d], use H* and P* to denote the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure and pack-
ing measure respectively [16]. Besides, we use dimy and dimp to denote the Hausdorff
dimension and packing dimension respectively. Regard min @ as co throughout this pa-
per.
The following result provides a way to simplify the calculation for the Hausdorff and
packing dimensions of the infinite sums of finite sets. Under certain circumstances, this

allows us to only consider bounded sets instead of unbounded sets with the form of
infinite sums.

Theorem 1.5. Let d € N. For each k € N, let Ay, A}, C R? be finite sets, where Ay, is non-empty
and Aj may be empty.
(1) Iflim,,_, minge |a| > 0, then

O H* (O e (Ax U AL)) = 0ifand only if H* (D", Ay) = 0 forall s € [0, d], and

k=1 k=1
@ P (> i (A U AL)) =0ifand only if P5(3 - Ax) = 0 forall s € [0,d], and
k=1 k=1

(2) If Y77, maxgeq, |a| < oo, 4j, C [0,00)¢ for all k € N and limy_,o minge 4, |a| = oo, then
S (A U AL) s closed.



In Theorem 1.5 (2), write S := >~ (A U A}) and we note the following.
(D The condition )", ; max,ea, |a| < co can not be omitted. For example, take d = 1,
A = {0,745} and A}, = {k + 1} (or @) for all k € N. Then 4), C [0, 0) for all
k € N and limy ;0 mingea; la| = co. But S is not closed, since one can easily verify
1eS\S.
@ The condition A} C [0,00)¢ for all k¥ € N can not be omitted. For exmaple, take
d=1,A,={0}and 4} = {(-1)*(k + 5)} forall k € N. Then }_;7 , maxsea, |a| =
0 < oo and limy, ;o minge a7 la| = limy o (k + 2%) = o0o. But S is not closed, since
one can easily verify 1 € S\ S.
® The condition limy_, o minge 4; |a| = oo can not be weakened to lim, ,  min,c4, [a| >
0. For example, take d = 1, A, = {0} and A} = {kiﬂ} for all K € N. Then
> heq MaXaeq, |al =0 < oo, A}, C [0,00) for all k € Nand lim, , mingeq; af =1 >
0. But S is not closed, since one can easily verify 1 € S\ S.
As a corollary of Theorem 1.5, in the following we give concrete formulae for the Haus-
dorff and packing dimensions of a special class of infinite sums of finite sets, which may
be unbounded. Here we use £ to denote the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure.

Corollary 1.6. Let d € N. Foreach k € N, let ¢, > 1 and Cy, > ¢, + 1 be real numbers, and
By, C R? be a finite set wzth %) 7é Br N[0, ] C 74
(1) Suppose lim, ,  C;'---C. ' min{||z|| : © € By \ [0, ex]?} > 0.

© IFIT, 280D — o, then £33, Ot -+~ O By) = 0.

@ Iflimy_,o0 loglocglc’“ =0, then
Z log #(B1 N0, ¢1]%) - - - #(Bi N [0, c]%)
1 1B — 1 ) 9
iy < g kl—ilo log Cy -+ - Cy ’
and
| BN ... 4(B d
dlmp § C 1., 1Bk _ h Og#( 1 [Oacl] ) #( km [Oack] )

e log Cy - --Ch

(2) If B, C |0, 00)? for all k € N and limj,_, 01_1 .- -C'k_1 min{||z|| : z € By \ [0, cx]¢} = oo,
then > 00 Cy'---C, ' By is closed.

1.4. Spectral measures with and without compact supports of arbitrary dimensions.
In this subsection, we use the above results to deduce that there are spectral measures
with and without compact supports of arbitrary Hausdorff and packing dimensions in
R¢, generalizing [29, Theorem 1.7] from R to R?.
First, taking ¢, := my, — 1, C}, := N, for all £ € N in Corollary 1.6, by Theorem 1.1 and
Corollary 1.3, one can get the following.

Corollary 1.7. Let d € N. For each k € N, let N, > my, > 2 be integers with my, | Ny and
By, € {0,1,2,- -} be a finite set with Gy, :== B, N {0,1,--- ,my — 1}* # &. Suppose
lim min{||z|| : © € By \ {0,1,--+,my — 1}4}

g OO,
log N #Gk

lim ——2-% —

koo log Ny - Ny H 0

and suppose that { By, }>1 is a sequence of nearly d-th power lattzces with respect to {my, }x>1 and
the sequence of d x d diagonal matrices {diag(Ny, - - - , Ni) }x>1. Then the infinite convolution

n = 5N1_181 * 5N1_1N2_182 *5N1_1N2_1N3_1B3 koo
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exists, is a singular spectral measure with a spectrum in Z¢, spt u = > oo | Ny '+ N ' By,

. . log#G1 -+ #Gy . — log #G - - - #Gy,
d =1 d d - .
MR SPEA= A T N, N, e = T log Ny - g

On spectral measures with compact supports in R¢, we have the following. The similar
result for spectral measures on R has been given in [11].

Corollary 1.8. Let d € N. For any o, § € [0,d] with o < (3, there exists a singular spectral
measure p on R with a spectrum in Z* and with compact support such that

dimgsptu=a and dimpsptu= (.

Finally we consider spectral measures without compact supports and generalize [29,
Theorem 1.7] to R,

Corollary 1.9. Let d € N. For any o, § € [0,d] with a < §3, there exists a singular spectral
measure y, on R? with a spectrum in Z* and without compact support such that

dimgsptu=a and dimpsptu= (.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section we give some preliminaries.
Then we prove Theorem 1.1 in Section 3, prove Theorem 1.2 and give an example for
Remark 1.4 in Section 4, prove Theorem 1.5 and Corollary 1.6 in Section 5, and finally
deduce Corollaries 1.8 and 1.9 in Section 6.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Recall that P(R?) denotes the set of all Borel probability measures on R?. For 1 € P(R?)
the Fourier transform of i is defined by

() = / e 2m<&e>qu(x) forall ¢ € RY.
R

It is well-known that 1 is a bounded, continuous function with 7i(0) = 1. See for example
[22, Theorem 13.1].
For y, i1, pa, - - - € P(R?), we say that ,, converges weakly to pu if

/fdun—>/ fdu forall f € CyRY),
R4 R4

where Cj(R?) denotes the set of all bounded continuous functions on R¢.
For i, v € P(R?), the convolution ju x v is defined by

wxv(B):= / w(B —y)dv(y) = / v(B —z) du(z) for every Borel set B C R?,
Rd

Rd

Equivalently, x * v is the unique Borel probability measure on R? satisfying
f(z) du*v(z) = / flx+y)dp x v(z,y) forall f € Cy(RY).
R4 Rd xR

It is straightforward to see i * (£) = 1i(£)7(€) for all £ € R<.
On the existence of infinite convolutions, in the proof of [29, Theorem 1.1] one can see
the following, which we need to use in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 2.1. Let d € Nand Ay, Ay, - - - C R be non-empty finite sets. If

— 1 |al
;#Akz 1+ [a] =

a€Ay

then 04, * 04, * - - - exists.



Let 0 be the zero vector in R%. The following is an important concept we need.

Definition 2.2 (Equi-positive). We call ® C P(R?) an equi-positive family if there exist
e > 0and § > 0 such that for each z € [0,1)? and p € @, there exists an integer vector
k., € Z* such that

iz +y + ko)l 2 €
for all y € R? with |y| < §, where k, , = 0 for x = 0.

The equi-positivity property was introduced in [1,14] and used to study the spectrality
of fractal measures with compact supports. Then it was generalized to the above version
in [30,32] which can also be used to study the spectrality of measures without compact
supports.

Given a sequence { Ry }x>1 of d x d invertible real matrices and a sequence {Bj }1>1
of non-empty finite subsets of R?, recall the finite convolution y, given by (1.1) and the
infinite convolution p given by (1.2), and write the tail of ;. by

Hon 3= Opot gt Rt B * Oy RS Ry B * ORTV RS oR Ly Bs *

for each n € N. Obviously i = p, * p~,. Besides, the push-forward measure of (-, is
defined by

Von(+) = psn (R Ry - R ), (2.1)
that is,
Von = 5Rﬁ}r13n+1 * 5Rﬁi135}r23n+2 * 5RﬁilRfLJlrzRfL}ran+3 *
In the proof of [32, Theorem 1.1], Li and Wang actually showed the following. (See [30,
Theorem 1.4] and [29, Theorem 4.2] for the version in R.)

Theorem 2.3 ( [32] ). Let d € N and {(Ry, By)}x>1 be a sequence of admissible pairs in R?.
Suppose that the infinite convolution y defined in (1.2) exists, and

(RIY™ - (RT) 2] -0 asn— oo forallz € RY
Let {Vsp}n>1 be defined in (2.1). If there exists a subsequence {vs,, }j>1 which is equi-positive,
then y is a spectral measure with a spectrum in 7.
For By, Bs,--- C R¢, define
nhg)lO B, = {x eR?: 3, € B, foreachn € Ns.t. z = Jingobn}

The following old result [23, Theorem 3] given by Jessen and Wintner in 1935 is the
main tool we use to prove Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 2.4 ([23]). Let d € N and ju1, jig, - - - € P(R?) such that yuy * g * - - - exists. Then
Spt(pn * pig -+ +) = 1im (spt iy + - -+ 4 spt i)
The following is the well-known Stolz-Cesaro Theorem.

Theorem 2.5. Let 3y, 32, B3, - € (0,00) such that >~ " 3, = oo and let oy, g, a3, -+ € R.
Then
o+ g+t ap O — 01 FQy+ -+ ay e}

lim > lim — and lim < lim =2,
nooo D1+ B2+ -+ Bn T nsee Pn n—oo By 4 By 4+ B,  nooe By

In particular, if lim,,_, O‘—Z exists, then
lim cataptcton lim &n
n%ooﬁl+/82+"'+/8n nﬁooﬁn

We present two useful facts in the following to end this section.
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Proposition 2.6 (Lagrange’s trigonometric equality). For all § € R\ {2kn : k € Z} and
n € {0,1,2,---}, we have

n

Z g — &8 10 — c?s(l(n +1)6) nd i cos bl — sin 6 + si.n(fn + %)9)
2sin 50 2sin 50

k=0

Proposition 2.7. For all n € N, let an > ¢ > 0and b, > d, > 0 with lim, o §* =

limy, oo > =71 € 0, 00). If lim > 1, then lim,, e =,

Nn—00 d

Proof By lim,, Z" > 1, there exist Ny, k € N such that for all n > N, we have Z—Z >
1 + %, which is equivalent to
(k+1)d, < (k—1)by. (2.2)

Arbitrarily take € > 0. By lim,,_, z—z = lim,, o g—z = r, there exists N > N, such that for
all n > N we have

3 an €
{7’—?<2—"<7’+§, e { (r
r—f< <yt s

which imply

by (2.2) by (2.2)
(r—&)(bn—d,) < (r—%)bn—(r+%)dn<an—cn < (r+%)bn—(r—%)dn " (1 e) (b —dy).

Wegetr —c < % < r+¢eforalln > N. Therefore lim,,_, ‘;" ;: =r. O

an—Cn

In Proposition 2.7, in order to get the conclusion lim,,_, = r, the condition

by —dn
lim, . S—Z > 1 can not be omitted. For example, take a, = 10" +n, b, = 10" + 1 and

¢, = d, = 10" for alln € N. Thena,, > ¢, > 0Oand b, > d, > 0 for all n € N with

lim,, o ‘;—: = lim,,_,o 2—2 = 1. But lim,, ., ‘;” fl" = 0Q.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

To prove Theorem 1.1, the main tool we need to use is the following.

Lemma 3.1. Let d € N, {my,};>1 be a sequence of positive integers no less than 2, { Ry },>1 be
a sequence of d x d invertible matrices, { By, } ,>1 be a sequence of nearly d-th power lattices with
respect to {my. tr>1 and { Ry }r>1, and {vsn bn>1 be given by (2.1). If [—my, my]? € RE[—1,1]¢
for every k € N, then there exists ng € N such that {v~,, }n>n, is equi-positive.

Proof. Let ¢y, := #(By \ {0,1,--- ,my, — 1}%) forall k € N.
(1) Prove that forall k € Nand € = (&1, &, - , &) € [0, Y614 we have

ka(" mp T

‘5Bk ﬁ( mkﬂ-2§2) - in_cg

J=1



Letk € Nand € € [-Y& Y6]d Then

mEm’ mEm

5 _ ‘ / —2mi<g, :v>d5 ‘ ‘ 6727rz<b &>
n O #By Z
1 —2mi<b,> ]‘ —2mi<b,E> —2mi<b,>
sl X - W\ IO DL
k- be0,1, my—1}4 k- bef0,1, - my—1}4 beBy,
1 : 2
> — Z e*27‘(‘l(b1£1+b2£2+"'bd£d) - #(Bk \ {07 1’ cee L my — 1}d)
m m
k b1,b2,++,bg€{0,1,+- ,;my—1} k
2
_ —2mib1&1 —2miba&2 —2mibg€q
= |— e ol — e e | — e - -
b1=0 b2=0 bg=0
> (1_%2&>(1_M)...(1_%)_2_65
6 6 6 ms
where the last inequality follows from the fact that for all j € {1,2,--- ,d} we can prove
1 el A mim2¢?
— Z e 2mibG | > 1 kigf > 0.
mi b—0 6

Since the second inequality follows immediately from ¢ € [—mi]ﬁr, mi]ﬁr]d, it suffices to

prove the first one. If §; € Z, the first inequality obviously holds. If {; ¢ Z, by Lagrange’s
trigonometric equality Proposition 2.6 we get

mp—1

‘ 2: o—2mibe |

g

*) (%) mgw%]?

= _Ta

sin(mgmé;)
mkﬂfj

sin(mymé;)

sin(7&;)

where () and (+*) follow respectively from |sinz| < |z| and [#22] > 1 — % for all = # 0.
(2) Prove that for all n, &k € N we have

2 2 2 2
(RnnJrk) 1[—§,§]d§[— ‘

3mn+1 e mn-‘,—k’ 3mn+1 Mtk
where R, 11 := Rk Rpik1- - Roy1. By the linearity of (R” k) !, it suffices to prove

1 1

)
My Mprg Mpy1 - Mpgk

1 (3.1)

(RnJrk) ’ (Rz;Jrl)_l[_lv l]d

Note that for all ¥ € N we have the condition [—my, mg|? C RT[—1,1]%, which is equiva-
lent to

1 1 .4
ROYA-1,1¢C |- —, —]% 3.2
(F) LA e [ =] (32
Thus
1 1
(RL) 'L e [- —, —],
Mp41 Mn41
and then
B B 1 1 d 1 1 d
RL )N REL) =11 C (R — : cl- ) !
(Bnia)” L ) ) (Fns2) [ Myl Myt M1 Mpy2 Mipp1Mp 42

where the last inclusion follows from (3.2) and the linearity of (R} ,)""

Repeating the above process for finitely many times, we get (3.1).
(3) Prove that there exists ny € N and ¢ > 0 such that for all n > ng and £ € [-2, 2]? we
have [v-,,(¢)]| > «.
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In fact, by > 77, % 7 < 0 there exists ny € N such that for all £ > n, we have

2c, 272 ( 272 ) d
27

Letn > ngand ¢ € [-2, 2] By

n+an+1 n n+2B"+2 nn+3B"+3
we get
|V>n }H(SR;”HC n+k } = }H Bn-Hc nn+k } - H ‘5Bn+k Rn n+k) ) . (33)
k=1 k=1
For all k € N, it follows from ¢ € [—2 3, g]d Mpi1, , Mpyk—1 = 2and (2) that
T ] S o Y B
nntk 326 i 325 my, 0l T L 3myar 3mpand T L mpam mpam

Use ((R},,;;,)"'€), to denote the jth coordinate of (Ry ;) '€ for j € {1,---,d}. Forall
k € N, by (1) we get

o (R, ) 5 TT (1 - o™ () 26Ty 2

ntk nn-i—k o 6 m;jH—k
m2 2 2\ 20k
21—[(1_ 6 '(3-2’“1771 ))_md
j=1 n+k n+k
—(1- 27”2)6[ 2k (3.4)
27 - 4k-1) T pd
- (1 2_7*)‘1 2_*( 2_7*)‘1
27 27 27
_ (1 _ 2—7-(2)d+1
27
> 0.
Let
(d+1)ln( 2”7)>0.
(1-2 2yt _ |
Then one can verify
272 d+1
> e >0 forallw e |(1- 7)™ 1], 3.5
T>e > orallz € |( > ) (3.5)
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It follows from (3.3), (3.4) and (3.5) that

~ = 21 a4 2Cn4k
[75n(6)] >H((1_27_4k71) md )
k=1 n+k
> 27T2 d 20n+k
>Hexp (Oz((l—m) _1_md+k))
k=1 "

ad 271'2 QCn k
P Hexp (a(l —(1+ 27.4k71)d — der ))

k=1 n+k
00 d
d 272 o 201k
= exp(—oz( ()( —) + ))
1£[1 ; j) 274 my
o) d
d\ 2r?. . 1 2C+k
“eo (= (S (1) 5 e+ i)
k=1 j=1 n+k
d o) 00
d 27T2 ; 1 k1 Cnik
:eXp<—Oz(Z<j)(2—7)]Z(E) —i—QZderk))
=1 k=1 k=1"'n
d 00
Cr denoted by )
( aZ()W] _1)—2azm—g)——.5>0
j=1 k=1
foralln >ngand € € [ — 2, %}d, where (f) = (df;.!)!_j!.

(4) Prove that {v~,, }n>n, is equi-positive.
Let 6 = ¢. For each z = (1, ,xq) € [0,1)%, define k = k(z) = (ky.--- , k) € Z* by

kj::{o %f:cJE[(l),g) foralle{l,“',d}-

-1 leL‘j S [5, 1)
Then for all z € [0,1)4, n > ny and y € R? with |y| < 6, we have z + k(z) +y € [-2, 2],
and by (3) we get |V>n(a: + k‘( ) +y)| = e. Therefore {v-,, },>n, is equi-positive. O

Before deducing Theorem 1.1 from Lemma 3.1 and Theorem 2.3, we need the following
Propositions 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4.

Proposition 3.2. Let d € N, m > 2 be an integer, R be a d x d expanding matrix with integer
entries which are all multiples of m, and B C R? such that B = {0,1,--- ,m — 1} (mod RZ%).
Then B C Z% and (R, B) is an admissible pair in R%.

Proof. By B ={0,1,--- ,m — 1} (mod RZ?), for every u € {0,1,---,m — 1}, there exists
2, € Z¢such that B = {u+Rzu cue{0,1,--- ,m—l}d} CZ Lletl := %RT{O, 1,---,m—
1}¢. We need to prove that the matrix

e

Vmd

[ 1 727ri<R*1b,l>]
beB,lEL

is unitary, i.e.,

1 |:6—27ri<R_1(u+Rzu),%RTU>i|
vmé u,v€{0,1,-,;m—1}d
is unitary. Note that
6—27ri<R_1(u+Rzu),%RTU> — 6—27ri<R_1u,%RTv> X 6—27ri<zu,%RTU> (*:) 6—%<R_IU,RTU> — 6—%<u,v>
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forall u,v € {0,1,---,m — 1}, where (x) follows from < z,, - R"v >€ Z since all entries
of RT are multiples of m. We only need to prove that

1 2mi
|:6_7 <U,U>:|
vmd

is unitary. It suffices to prove
zm (1) _,,(2)
E e <u u , 0> O

ve{0,1,--- ;m—1}4
for all u® u® € {0,1, -+ ,m — 1}¢ with u() # u?, which is equivalent to
Z e%<u,v> — O
ve{0,1,--- ,;m—1}4

forallu € {—(m—1),---,—1,0,1,--- ,m—1}\{0¢}. Letu = (uy,--- ,uq) withuy,--- ,uy €
{-(m—-1),---,-1,0,1,--- ,m—1} anduk;éOforsomek: € {1,---,d}. Then

u,we{0,1,-+- ,m—1}d

m—1 m—1

E m<u v> E E § eﬁ (u1v14ugva+-+ugvg)

ve{0,1,--- ;m—1}4 v1=0v2=0 vg=0
m—1 m—1 —
_ (Zesul %)(Zesug @> (Zesud %)
s=0 s=0 s=0
We only need to prove 7' es % = 0. Tt suffices to prove 7' e® % = 0 for all
te{l,2,--- ,m—1}. Lett € {1,2,--- ;m—1} and write t = t'r, m = m/r withr,¢',m’ € N
such that ¢ and m’ are coprime. Then
m—1 m/r—1 r—1 (n+1)m’—1
est-% _ Z o st 25 Z Z est’-%
s=0 s=0 n=0 s=nm’
r—1m/—1 r—1 m/— m/—1
= Z Z plnm! +o)t!- 20 Z Z st 3 — Z et
n=0 s=0 n=0 s=0 s=0

m/—1 st/ 27\-1

We only need to prove ) 7" = 0. Since ¢ and m’ are coprime, we get

{0,¢,2t',--- ,(m' = )t'} ={0,1,2,--- ,m' — 1} (mod m’).

Thus
m’—1
Z t/ 27'rz o Z 27I"L
s=0
where in (x) we use m’ > 2 since m > t1mp11es m >t > 1. 0

Proposition 3.3. Let d € N, R be a d x d real matrix and C' > 0. If [-C, C]* C R[—1,1]¢, then
all eigenvalues of R have modulus no less than C.

Proof. Let A € C be an eigenvalue of R. Then there exists

e ([-1,1] +i[-1,1))“\ {0} (3.6)

such that Rz = \z. We need to prove || > C. Since [-C,C]¢ C R[-1,1]? implies that R
is invertible, we get CR™'[—1,1]¢ C [—1, 1]¢ and then

CR([-1,1] +i[-1,1)" € ([-1,1] +i[-1,1])"
It follows from (3.6) that
(CR™Y)"z € ([-1,1] +i[-1,1])"
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for all n € N. Since Rz = Az implies R"z = \"z, we get
C"z = N(CR™)"z € A*([—1,1] + i[~1,1])"

and then
C"|z] < |A"V2d foralln e N.

By |z| # 0, we must have C < \. O

Proposition 3.4. Let d € N, P be a d x d real matrix and ¢ > 0. If P[-1,1]? C [—c, c]¢, then
PT[-1,1]? C [—cd, cd]*.

Proof. Suppose P[—1,1]? C [—c, c|? and write

Pur - Pud
P={: :

Par -+ DPdd
Forall s,t € {1,2,---,d}, by P(1,---,1)T € [—c, ]? we get

—C< Ps1t - _'_ps(t—l) + Dst _'_ps(t-l—l) + -+ psa <G

t
and by P(1,---,1,—-1,1,--- , )T € [—¢, ]? we get

—C < Ps1+ -+ Ds—1) — Pst T Pse1) + o+ Psa S C

Therefore
—c<pg<c foralls te{l,2,--- d}.
It follows that for all 7, --- , 75 € {1, —1} we have
71
PT | | €[~dc,dd"
Td
By the linearity of P” we get P7[—1,1]¢ C [—cd, cd]®. O

Now we prove Theorem 1.1 to end this section.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. (1) Prove that i = 0p-1p, * 0p-1p-1p, * Opoip1porp, * - exists.
By Theorem 2.1, we only need to prove

— 1 la| . — 1 R Ry 'zl
— < oo, ie., — — —— < 0.
;#Bk Z 1+ |al ;mgzle\Rllu-Rklﬂ

aeRflmR;lBk zE€By,

Divide B, into two parts
BkJ = Bkﬂ{O,l, ,ME — 1}d and Bk72 = Bk\{O,l, , My — 1}d

Since

oo — —
1 Ry Ryl #DBy, o by (13)
Zmd Z 1+ Ry R <Z mi =%
k=1 "k zeBy. 1 k k=1 k

it suffices to show

<1 R'...R g
P I e
k=1 k JBEBk’l 1
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in the following. In fact we have

=1 Ry Ryl 1 . =
il < i R'...R

TEB 1

where () follows from

dvd

RL...R 1y <
| Ry kx|\m1~-~mk,1

forallz € {0,--- ,my, —1}?and k € N,

which can be proved as follows. In fact, we only need to prove
d d

)
ml...mkfl ml...mkfl

d
Rt RO =, my]? C [_ } forall £ € N.

By the linearity of R;'--- R, ' and Proposition 3.4, it suffices to show
1 1

ml-.-mk’ml-.-mk

(RHT - (RHT[-1,1]7 C [— }d forall k € N.
This follows immediately from the linearity of (R;")7,---,(R;")" and the fact that the
condition [—my, my]* € Rf[~1,1]* implies (R, ") [~1,1)* C [~ ;-]? for every k € N,
(2) Prove that 1 is a spectral measure with a spectrum in Z*.
@ Let {v~n}n>1 be given by (2.1). It follows from Lemma 3.1 that there exists ny € N
such that {v~,, },>n, is equi-positive.
@ For every k € N, prove that (Ry, By,) is an admissible pair in R%
In fact, by [—my,, m]? € RT[—1,1]¢ and my, > 2, it follows from Proposition 3.3
that all eigenvalues of R} have modulus no less than 2. Noting that R, and R}
have the same eigenvalues, R, must be expanding. Since By, = {0,1,--- ,m; — 1}¢
(mod R,Z%), by Proposition 3.2 we know that (Ry, By,) is an admissible pair in RA.
® We have [(RT)™1..-(RT)~'z| — 0 asn — oo for all z € RY, since [—my, my]?
RF[~1,1]% for all k € N imply (RD)~*--- (R])'[~1,1)¢ C [~ L, 11"
[— %,%]dfor alln € N.

Combining (D, @ and (3), by Theorem 2.3 we know that ;. is a spectral measure with a
spectrum in Z. O

N 1N

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2 AND AN EXAMPLE FOR REMARK 1.4
Recall that for A;, Ay, --- C R¢,

ZAk = {:c e R%:3q, € A, foreach k € Ns.t. zz = Zak},
k=1 k=1

and for By, B, --- C RY,
lim B, = {:c e R?: 3, € B, foreachn € Ns.t. z = lim bn}.

n—oo n—oo

Before proving Theorem 1.2, we give the following first.

Proposition 4.1. Let A, Ay, --- C R%,
(1) We have

NE

lim (A; +---+A,) D

n—oo

Ay

i
I
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(2) If Y"1 Ay # 2, then

lim (Ay 4+ Ay) = Y Ay
k=1

n—oo

Proof. (1) Since > 7, Ay C lim, o (A4; + --- + A,) is obvious, it suffices to prove that
lim, yoo(A; + -+ + A,) is closed. In fact, for any By, By, - C R¢, we can prove that

lim,,_,c By, is a closed set. Let z;, 23, - - - € lim,,_,oc B, and = € R? such that lim;,_, z = .
It suffices to prove =z € lim,_,o, B,. For each k € N, by z;, € lim,_, B,, there exist
bp1 € Bi,bys € Bs,--- such that lim,_, by, = 4. By lim, b1, = 1, there exists
N; > 1 such that for all n > N; we have |b,, — 21| < 1. By lim,,_, b2, = %2, there exists
Ny > N such that for all n > N, we have |by,, — 23| < % --- Repeating this process, we
can find 1 < N; < Ny < N3 < --- such that

for all £k € Nand n > N, we have |by,, — x| < % 4.1)

Foreach k € Nand n € {Ny, N, +1,---, N1 — 1}, we define ¢, := by, € B,,. It suffices
to prove lim,,_,, ¢, = . Arbitrarily take ¢ > 0. By lim;_,, 3, = z, there exists K > % such
that

forall £ > K we have |z, — z| < % 4.2)

For each n > Nk, there exists k£ > K such that N, < n < N, and then

by (4.1) 1 1 €
n — < =< =< -, 4.3
|C xk| EYE 9 ( )
which implies
€ €
|Cn_x| < |Cn_xk|+|xk_x| < §+§:57

where the second inequality follows from (4.2) and (4.3). Therefore lim,,_,, ¢, = .

(2) Suppose > - | A, # &. By (1) we only need to prove lim,, (A1 +---+A4,) C > oo Ay
Let z € lim,, (A + - - -+ A,). Then there exists b, € A; + --- + A, for each n € N such
that v = lim,, o0 b,. By Do A # O, there exist a1 € Ay, as € Ay, --- such that Y .~ ay
converges, which implies > ;° , ax — 0 asn — oo, where 0 denotes the zero vector in

R¢. For all n € N, define
Ty = b, + Z ai € ZAk.
k=1

k=n+1
Then lim,,_,o z,, = v and we getz € >, | Aj. O

In Proposition 4.1 (2), the condition Y .-, Ay # @ can not be omitted. For example,
taked=1,A4; = {—1,0,1}and Ay, = {—1,1} forall k > 2. Then > -, Ay, = &, and

n—o0 n—o0

lim (A; + -+ Ay) = lm {—n, -, =1,0,1,--- ,n} =Z # > Ay
k=1

Now we use Theorem 2.4, Proposition 4.1 and probability theory to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let d € N and py, pig, - -+ € P(R?) such that py * pg * - - - exists. It
follows from Theorem 2.4 that spt(pg * pio * --+) = limy, oo(spt g + -+ + spt ). By
Proposition 4.1 (2), we only need to prove >, spt uy, # @. It follows from the argument
above Theorem 3.1 in [29] that there exist a probability space (2, F,P) and a sequence of
independent random vectors { Xy },>1 such that for each £ > 1 the distribution of X} is
we =Po X, !, and

IP’( i Xk Converges) =1 4.4)
k=1



16

By P(X} € spt px) = pu(spt i) = 1 for every k € N and (4.4), there exists w € Q2 such that
Xyi(w) € sptuy forall k € Nand ) -, Xi(w) converges. Therefore > 7 sptpp # @. O

To end this section, we give an example for Remark 1.4. We construct non-empty finite
sets Ay, Ay, -+ C [0,1] such that d4, * 04, * --- exists but > ;- | A is not closed in the
following.

Let & = {1, TR TR REE } and use |z| to denote the greatest integer no larger than z.
Define r; := % and take a; € (0,71) \ %.

d
Define 75 := min {2%, L al} > 0 and take as € (0,72) \ .

Define r3 := min{Q—ls, 1 —a1—a2,ﬁ—az} > 0 and take a3 € (0,73) \ +.
az

Define ry := min {%, 01—y — =Gy, I — Gy = — g, T akfl} >0
> T (L] )
and take a; € (0,7%) \ +.
For all k € N, define t), := ay + ap+1 + agpo+ - < Doy 2% = 2;%1
First we prove
1
ar > ——— forall k € N. 4.5)
5] +1
Arbitrarily take k € N. It suffices to show L}J +1> L. Since |- -] +1> .-, weonly need
to prove | kj > |+ - . It suffices to show La |. For alln € N by
1
g < Thon < 777 — 0k — Qg1 — **° — Qpp—1
o]
we get
1
ak+ak+1+"'+ak+n < 1
o]
As n — oo, it follows that ¢, < - 1 ny ie., Lij Therefore (4.5) holds.

For all k € N, by (4.5) we can take d1fferent

FIESROAR

bieis b, -+ b g2 € (
and define
k
Ay = {0, b1, b, b 1 c 1.
k 07 k,15 Yk 2, ) k,k27ak7k+1 = [07 ]
The fact that d4, * 04, * - - - exists follows from Theorem 2.1 and

=1 =1 =1 k
Z#Ak 2. 1ia<zk2+3 Za<zk2+3((k2+1)ak+k—+1>
k=1 k=1 a€Ay k=1

a€Ag

k24101 k 1 1
<};(k2+3'?+(k2+3)(k+1))<;( ) <o

In the following we only need to prove that > 77 | Ay is not closed. By {0, 25} C 4,
for all n € N, one can easily Verlfy - € > A foralln € N. Thus 1 = lim,, o 5 o €
> ro | Ag. Tt suffices to show 1 ¢ >, Ak in the following. By contradiction, we assume
1 € > 72, Ax. Then there exist x; € Aj, 9 € Ay, --- such that >~ 2, = 1. If 2, < a
forall k € N, then > ;7 2x < Yootk < Dopey Tk < Dopey 3¢ = 1, which contradicts
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> re @ = 1. Thus there must exist n € N such that =, > a,. By z, € A, we know
Tn = ;. Thus

n
1‘1+““|“1‘n—1+—+l‘n+1+l‘n+2+“‘:1- (4.6)
n+1

If there exists n’ € N \ {n} such that z,, > a,/, by 2, € A,y we know z,, = = ' and then

Yoo = nL+1+n 7 > 1, which contradicts > 7 | 2, = 1. Thus x; < a; forall k € N\ {n}.
If[L‘lsz'Q:"'—ZL‘n 1—0 then

n n
T+ -+ Ty 1+?+$n+1+l’n+2+ ?+an+1+an+2+
S L P
n+1 on+1 9on+2 _n+1 on S

which contradicts (4.6). Thus there must existp € {1,2,--- ,n — 1} such thatz; = --- =
xp—1 = 0and z, > 0. We get

by (4.6) 1
lp=ap,+ap1+apo+- >0+ +Tp 1+ Tpp1+Tppot+--- PR

which implies

1 1

n+l>—>|—| (4.7)

tp tp

Since z, > 0 and z, € A, imply z, > LL1J+1’ weget || +1 > - > |-] and then
tp

Léj > Lx—lpj It follows from (4.7) thatn + 1 > Lmij which implies n + 1 > L%J +1> i
Therefore =, > +1 and then 2y + -+ + 7, 1 + 75 + Tpy1 + Tpgo + 0 > % + =1
This contradicts (4.6).

5. PROOFS OF THEOREM 1.5 AND COROLLARY 1.6
First we prove statement (1) in Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5 (1). Suppose lim;_,  min,e4; |a| > 0. Since the proofs of (D and (2) are
similar, we only prove (D in the following. By the definition of Hausdorff dimension, it
suffices to show that

Hs(i(Ak U A})) = 0if and only if Hs(f:Ak) —0 foralls e [0,d].
k=1 k=1

follows immediately from >~ (A, U A}) D > 72 | Ay
Suppose H*(> -, Ay) = 0for s € [0,d]. For all p € N, by

;;ilAk: U (e+ i Ay)

ze€XD_ Ay k=p+1
and
p
Seuas S as U (e 3 )
k=1 k=p+1 2€Y ] (ARUAY) k=p+1

where Y77 Ayand Y} (AUAL) are finite sets, we get H* () _ (AxUAL)+> 00 1 Ax) =
0. In order to show H*(3>_, , (Ax U A})) = 0, it suffices to prove

S (v 4y = (Z (Ap U A}) Z Ak) (5.1)
k=1 p=1 k=1 k=p+1

Since the inclusion “2” is obvious, we only prove “C” in the following. Letz € Y ;- | (A,U
A,). Then there exist z(V) € A, U A}, 2@ € AyU A}, --- such thatz = Y7 | 2¥) converges,
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which implies lim;_, [#®] = 0. Let ¢ € (0,lim,_, . min,c 4, |a|). Then there exists p; € N
such that for all £ > p; we have min,c4; la| > c. By limy_,o0 |z®)| = 0, there exists p, € N

such that for all £ > p, we have |z*)| < c. Let py := max{p;,p2}. Then for all & > p, + 1
we have |z)| < minge 4, |a, which implies 2 ¢ Aj. It follows from 2 € A, U A’ that

z®) € A, for all k > py + 1. Thus

a:—z:c(k + Z ' EZAkUA’ i Ap.

k=po+1 k=po+1
We getz e U2, (27_ (A UAL) + 300 1) Ak). O
Before proving statement (2) in Theorem 1.5, we give the following first.

Proposition 5.1. Let Ay, Ay, - - C RY be non-empty finite sets.

(1) If Z max la| < oo, then E Ay, is non-empty and compact.
k=

(2) If A, C [0,00)? forall k € N, Z Ay, is non-empty and bounded, then Z max |a| < oo.

1a€ k

Proof. (1) Suppose Y ;- maxqea, |a| < co.

@ Prove Y ;- | Ay # 2.
We arbitrarily take a) € Ay, a® € Ay, - - -. It follows from

o o
(k)
~
Z|a |<Zmax|a|<oo
k=1 P

that "7, a® converges, and then > 1 a®) € 377 | A,.

@ Prove that ), | Ay is bounded.
This follows from the fact that ).~ A; is contained in the closed ball B(0, M)
centered at the original point 0 with radius M := >~/ | max,ea, |al.

® Prove that ), | Ay is closed.
Let 21 22 ... € 32 Aj such that 2™ converges to some z € R? as n — oo.
We need to prove € > o, A;. Forall n € N, by 2 € 3777, Ay, there exist

2™ e Ay, 2l € A,, - such that 2™ = S, x,(g") converges. Since Ay, As, As, - -

are all finite sets, we can choose positive integers n; < ny < ng < --- such that
2\ = g2 = () — = g for some a; € Ay, 2l = 2" = é"“) = ... = qy for

some as € As, x - = as for some a3 € Az, ---. Then we can

write

éng) g x§n4) g xéns) = .

Za;mL Z :c("")

k=p+1
for all p € N Since ) .-, max,e4, |a| < oo implies that ) ;- | a; converges and
S o — 0asp — oo, we get 2™ — 3% a;. Therefore = 372 a; €

Zk:l Ap.
(2) Suppose Aj, C [0,00)? for all k € N and let M > 0 such that @ # > -, A, C [0, M]%
Recall the notation ||z|| := max{|z;|, -, |z4|} for all z = (z1,---,24) € R By |z| <
Vd||z|| for all z € R?, we only need to prove > ;o max,c4, |Ja|| < co by contradiction.
Assume Ezozl max,e, ||a]| = oo. Forall k € N, let 20 = (2P ... 2Py ¢ 4, and
Jk € {1 -, d} such that z; k) = maxgeq, ||a|]. We get >~ azglz) = oco. Let m € N such that
oy J ) > dM. Thenzk 190 ") +---+E;”:1xék) > dM. There must exist t € {1,--- ,d}

such that Y7 2" > M.
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On the other hand, by >3, Ay # @, we can take aV) = (alV, . ad e Ay, a® =

(@, al?) € Ay, -+ such that 3°° a®) converges, which implies that Zk:mﬂ a(’“)

converges. Define
x:(l’l’...’ ):Z + Za

Thenxz € > ;7 Ay. Buta, =) ;" 1xtk) + > et al¥) > M contradicts S Ax C [0, M2
0

Remark 5.2. In Proposition 5.1 (2), without the condition 4;, C [0, 00)¢ for all k£ € N, even
if Y"1 | Ay is non-empty and compact, we can not guarantee ) .- max,e4, |a] < oo. For
example, take d = 1 and let A; be the singleton {(—1)*"!/k} for every k € N. Then
> ope, Ag is the singleton { 377, (—1)*™ /k = In2}, which is non-empty and compact. But
D> pe1 MaXaea, |al = 377, 1/k = oo

Now we prove statement (2) in Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5 (2). Suppose Y ;- max,ca, |a| < oo, Aj, C [0,00)¢ for all £ € N and
limy, 00 Minge 4, |a| = co. We need to prove that Y ore (AgUAY) is closed. Let M 2@ ...
> ie (Ap U A4;) such that 2™ converges to some z € R? as n — oo. It suffices to show
z € >~ (Ag UA,). Since in the proof of Theorem 1.5 (1) we have proved (5.1), in the
following we only need to show z € > 7 (Ay U A}) + > .2 ., Ay for some p € N. Since
D hepe1 MaXeea, |a| < oo and Proposition 5.1 (1) imply that Y7, (A U Ay) + 3707 Ag
is closed for every p € N, it suffices to prove {z(™},>1 € Y2} (A U A}) + 307 ) Ay for
some p € N.

In fact, by the convergency of {x(™},,, there exists M; > 0 such that |™| < M, for
alln € N. Let M, := ) ;7 max,eaq, |a| < co. Since limy_, min,e 4 |a| = oo, there exists
p € N such that for all £ > p we have

min |a| > M; + Mo. (5.2)

acAj

Arbitrarily take n € N. It sufflces to prove (™ € P (Ay U A;C) + > hepi1 Ak By ) €

5% (Ap U AL), there exist 20" € A, U A], 2{" € Ay U A, - such that z(®) = 372 2"

converges Arbitrarily take t > p + 1. We only need to prove xt ) e A, Let D := {keN:
) ¢ Ai}. It suffices to show t € D. If #D < oo, we have

=+ > 2. (5.3)
keD kEN\D
If #D = oo, we also have (5.3) since
> 2 < Zmax la| < M, (5.4)

keD

implies that 3", _, ") converges. Thus

by (5.3 n n RIS
‘Z y 6 >‘ Zﬂ <™+ 2l < M1+M2 < minfa]. (5.5
acAy

keN\D keD

Since for every k € N\ D we have 2\ ¢ A, and then z\™ € 4, C [0, 00)¢, it follows that

> 2] > m1An la| forall s € N\ D.
acA,
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By (5.5) we get
min |a| > min |a| foralls € N\ D.
acA ac A,

Therefore t € D. O

We prove Corollary 1.6 to end this section.

Proof of Corollary 1.6. For all k € N, let Gy := B, N [0,¢]?, then & # G C Z¢ and we
can define Dy, := {w® .. .w® : w® € Gy, wh € Gk}. Denote the empty word by
n, write Dy := {n} and define D := |J,;, Dy. Let J, :== J := [0,1]%. For all k¥ € N and
w® = (W, ... ,wél)) €G- wh =P o w (k ) € Gy, define

Ty = O W 4 O Cy @ - ot O™ ot - O 0, 1)
Let F .= {J, :w e D},

b, = U Jo forallk >0 and FE := ﬂEk
weDy, k=0

First we prove the following Fact 1 and Fact 2.
Fact 1. F satisfies the Moran Structure Codition (MSC) defined in [21, Section 1.2].

I. For any w € D, J,, is obviously geometrically similar to J.
I. For any k € Nand w® - --w®) € Dy, we need to prove J,a)... ) € Jy(1)...upth-1)-
It suffices to show

Cflw(l) O .Ckf_llw(k‘*l) +Crt-- ~C,;_110,;1w(k) +Crt--- oL e, 1]°

C Cflw(l) O .C’kf_llw(k‘*l) +Crt- .Ck*_ll[(L 1]d7
which is equivalent to O, 'w® + C,_'[0,1]¢ C [0,1]%, and then also equivalent to
w® +10,1]¢ C [0,Cy]?%. This follows immediately from w®) € G; C [0, ¢]? and
Cr + 1 g Ck
1L For any k > 0, wW---w® € Dy and u,v € G4y with u # v, we need to prove
int(J,0)...0,) NINt(J,0)..00,) = @ Where int(-) denotes the interior of a set.
It suffices to show

(Cl—lw(l) +. 4O -C,;lw(k) +Crt .Ck*lcl;:lu +Crt- .Ck*lcl;:l(()’ 1)d)
N(Crtw® + -+t otw® 1 ot e O o + Ot OO (0, 1)) = @,
We only need to prove (u + (0,1)%) N (v + (0,1)¢) = @. This follows immediately
from u,v € Gj41 C Z% and u # v.
Fact 2.3 0 Ct e -C,;le =

Let x € Ezol ;1 C.'Gy. Then there exist 1V € Gy, 2® € Gy, --- such that

r =, C--Cy :c(’C converges in R%. We need to prove z € E. Arbitrarily take
an integer k O It suff1ces to show z € Uw(l)---w(k)EDk Jp)...u®- We only need to prove
T € Jx(l)___m(k), ie.,

Z cote- Cglx(n) c Cl—lx(l) 4+ Crt .Ck—lx(k) +Crt- Ck—l[()’ 1]d’

which is equivalent to

1 1 (k) a (xngF") xflkJrn)) 4
chﬂ O €[0,1)9, ie, Z Crrr - Chron € [0,1]

n=1
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This follows from the fact that for all j € {1,--- ,d} we have

o x(kJrn) 0 Ch
\; Cht1+ Chyn ; (o1 +1) - (Chgn + 1)
Ck+1 Ck+2 Ci+3

_ + .
chyr+ 1 (et ) (k2 +1) (e + 1) (e + 1)(chys + 1)

1 1 1
() - |
( Cry1 + 1 Cey1+ 1 (o1 + 1) (cryo + 1)

1 1
o en D e e e )t Tt

[D]Letz € E = (N2, Er. Weneed toprovez € > 2, Ci'-+-Cy'Gy. Byz € By =
Uw<1>eG J, ), there exists ) € Gy such thatz € J ). Byz € By = Uw(1)€G1,w(2)€G2 J D@,
there exist 2" € G, and *® € G, such that x € J 1y, . It follows from x € J,u) N
J oy # @ and the MSC of F in Fact 1 that (1) = ( (Y Thus € J (%(2). .-+ Repeating
this process we know that there exist z() = (z 5”, > (1 ) € Gy, 2 = (xf), e ng)) €
Gy, -+ such that z € ("~ J,0)..,0. In order to prove T € Zk:l C_ ~Ck_1Gk, we only
need to show the following I and II.

L. Prove that >"3°, C7' - - Cp 'a™ converges in RY.
In fact, this follows immedlately from

C Ck .
< =1 forallje{l,---,d}.
ZC1 YD Bl e P s el dy

II. Provez =Y 5o, C; ' - O ta®,
Since limy,_,o ‘Jx(l),,,w(k)‘ =0and J,0) 2 Jo,.@ 2 Joz@a.e 2 --- are all closed
sets, we get #((Np—; Jo)..om) = 1. In order to prove z = > 72 C7 -+ C; 'x®, by
z € Nrey Ju..om, it suffices to show >0 C7' - Cta® € M2, J)...0- In fact
this follows in the same way as in the proof of the above “[C]".

Now we deduce statements (1) and (2) in Corollary 1.6 from Theorem 1.5. For all k € N,
let Ay :=C; ' C'Gy # @and A} = C; '+ O (B \ [0, ¢,)?) (may be @).

(1) Suppose lim;_, . C; " - - C ' min{]|z|| : # € Bp\[0, ¢x]} > 0, i€, lim,_,  mingeq, |[a]| >
0, which is equivalent to lim; _,  min,c 4, [a| > 0 by (1.4).

@ Suppose [[;~, #Ciﬁ = 0 and we need to prove £4(>" (A, U A})) =0

Since £? and H are equivalent, by Theorem 1.5 (1) D, it suffices to show £¢(>"7 | Ay)
= 0. Recalling Fact 2, we only need to prove £L%(E) = 0. In fact, this follows im-
mediately from

B 3 #G .. .#G
LYE) S LYE) < D L) = Y LYCT - C0, 1)) = C%—Cg’“ — 0

wEDk ’LUeDk

as k — oo using [[,—, #C(fﬁ =0.

@ Suppose limy_,« bgl%gf’fck = 0 and we need to prove the Hausdorff and packing

dimension formulae for Y ;> C;'---C, ' By, which is equal to Y ;- (A U A}).
Since the proofs of the two formulae are similar, in the following we only prove the

Hausdorff one, i.e., dimpy > - (A, UA},) = lim, l(’%fg*g%#&“ By Theorem 1.5 (1)

(D and Fact 2, it suffices to show dimy F = lim, _, W (using [21, Theorem
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1.3]). Since
0— lim logCk  _ . log C}, , log C,, 0
= ——=— < lim m———— =0,
k—o00 lOg Cl Ck k—o0 log Cl Ck _ 1Og \/_ k—00 % log Cl e Ck
we get
log &~ Cr —log C}, . log Cy,

lim = lim = lim =
koo log maxyep, | Jw|  h=oo log |C7 - Ck [0,1]4] k=0 log Cy - - Cy, — log Vd

It follows from Fact 1 and [21, Theorem 1.3] that

. . log#Gl"'#Gk_ . log #G1 - - #Gy
dlmHE - h_m 1 1 - h_m .
koo —lOg g i g koo logCi--- G
(2) Suppose By C [0,00)? for all k& € N and limy o, C; ' -+ Cy ' min{||z|| : 2 € By \
[0, e} = oo, ie., limg_o0 minge 4, ||a|| = oo, which is equivalent to limy o minge 4, |a =

oo by (1.4). We need to prove that >, (A4, U A}) is closed. By Theorem 1.5 (2), it suffices
to verify Y ;7 max,ea, |a| < oo, which is equivalent to »",° |, max,ea, ||a|| < co. In fact
this follows immediately from

g 71... 71 1'
;gé%fHaH ;Cl i max|lal| < ;CI ch+ Ck+1)

k=1

6. PROOFS OF COROLLARIES 1.8 AND 1.9

Using Corollary 1.7, the main idea in the proofs of Corollaries 1.8 and 1.9 is similar to
the one in the proof of [29, Theorem 1.7]. For self-contained and for the convenience of
the readers, we still give the detailed proofs as follows.

Proof of Corollary 1.8. Let d € N and arbitrarily take o, € [0, d] with o < . Let my = 2
and my, = k? for all £ > 2. Define a family of functions ¢, : N — N for v € [0, 1] by
pitlogn) jf ~ =0,
gy(n) := Lnifljn if0 <~y <1,
2n ify=1
where |z | denotes the integer part of 2. Then
) logn
lim ———
n—oo log gy (n)
Choose a strictly increasing sequence of integers {/;}32, such that /; = 0 and

=~ forally € |0,1]. (6.1)

lim lj loglj
Jj—roo ljJrl — lj

— 0. (6.2)

For any k € N, let

N ga(my) ifl; <k <l for some odd j € N,
ko gg(mk) if l; < k < 14, for some even j € N,

and let B, := {0,1,---,m; — 1}%. Then N, > m; > 2 are integers with m; | N;
for all £ € N, limy,_, min{”m”we’i’;l\{?’vt""’m’“_l}d} = oo where min @ is regarded as oo,
| #N—B;f =12, zd = 0 by N, > 2my, for all k large enough, and { By };>: is a sequence

of nearly d-th power lattices with respect to {my}r>1 and the sequence of d x d diag-
onal matrices {diag(Ny,---, Nig)}x>1. In order to use Corollary 1.7, it suffices to prove
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limy_ o0 bgh’]%% = 0. In fact, by 2m; < Nj < m,ljlogm’“ for all £ € N large enough, we
have
" log N;, Y log m, o8 (1 + logmy,) log my,
im < =
k—o0 log N1N2 Nk

k—oo log 2my2msg - - -2my,  k—oo klog 2 4 log myms - - - my,

, (1 + log k?) log k? . 4(logk)* + 2logk
= lim < lim
k—oo klog2 + log2-22-32--- k2 = k—oo klog 2
4 1 2 2 1
= lim (log ) + im 08 k
Therefore, by applying Corollary 1.7, we know that the infinite convolution

= 0.

n = 5N1—1B1 x (SN;INQ—IBQ >l<(SN;1]\[271]\[371]33 koo

exists, is a singular spectral measure with a spectrum in Z¢, spt u = > oo Ny' -+ N ' By,
. . dlogmy---my dlogmy - - -my
d tp=1 and di tu = lim .
I SPELE= A 0e Ny - Ny e P = Tog Ny -~ Ny

To complete the proof, it suffices to show the following (1), (2) and (3).
(1) Prove that ">, N;' - - N, ' B is compact.
In fact this follows immediately from Proposition 5.1 (1) and

oo

> (mk — 1)\/& > mk > \/E

max al < — < = —92Vd < .

;aeNll---Nlek| | \; NlNk ZlNl Nk 1 Nk \;2k_1

(2) Prove lim, ,, {Efeios — o
On the one hand, we have

Jim logmymg---my & logmy (%)
im

> lim
koo J0g N1 No--- Ni, ~ ;5 log Ny,

. log my, by (6.1) «
lim B0 CD L
where (x) follows from Theorem 2.5 and (xx) follows from gs (mx) < ga(
all £ large enough with 0 < g < g < 1.

On the other hand, we have

my,) for

. logmymg---my . logmymy - -my,,
lim < lim

k—oo 0 N1 No -+« Np = 55 log Ny Ny - - 'Nl2j
logmimsg - - -

< lim My _q + log Mg 1 +1Mg; g +2 7 " Ty,

Jj—00 log lej—1+1N12j—1+2 T Nle
log Mg 1 +1Mg; 42" ml2j>

< lim (
Jj—r00 (l2j - l2j—1) 10g g« (ml2j—1+1) log lej—1+1N12j—1+2 T Nle

hm( laj—1 logml2j71+1
Jj—o0 l2]

le—1 log My _q

logmy,; 11 +logmu,, 4o+ - +log mm)
lyj—1 logge(mu,_,+1) 108 Niy, 1 +10g Niy;_ 42 + -+ -+ 1og Ny,

by (62) m log ml2j71+1 —+ log ml2j71+2 + -+ log ml2j B g

and (6.1) j—oo l0g ga (mu,;_, 1) +logge (my,,_,12) + -+ +logga(my,) d’
where the last equality can be proved as follows. Let r := 4 € [0, 1], and for all
n € Nlet

a, = logmy +logms + ---+logmy,,, ¢, =logmy+logms+---+4logmy,, .,

log g»(mq)+log gr(ma)+- - -+log g, (M, ), dn = log g, (m1)+log g, (ma)+- - -+log g, (my,,_,)
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It suffices to prove lim,, Z::gz = r. Since Theorem 2.5 and (6.1) imply lim,,_, Z—: =

limy, 00 22 =1, by Proposition 2.7 we only need to verify lim,, , Z—: > 1. In fact
this follows immediately from

i 21— lim log gr(Miy, 1) 4108 gr (g, +2) + - - - + log g, (muy,,)

oo nooe  10g gr(my) +log gr(ma) + - - - 4 log gr(Muy, )
> lim <l2n — l2n71> -log gT<ml2n—l) by (6.2) 5o
n—00 l2n71 ' lOg gr<ml2n—1>

T logmima--my, _ B
(3) Prove limy o0 1R NN = 3

On the one hand, we have

T logmimg -+ -my & — logmy ) —  logmy by 6.1)
im = . _ ek 2yAD)
k—o0 10gN1N2 . Nk = k—o0 10gNk = k—o0 loggg(mk) d

d

where (x) follows from Theorem 2.5 and (x*) follows from ga(my) > g 8 (my,) for

all £ large enough with 0 < g < g < 1.
On the other hand, we have
o logmymsg - - - my, > Tm logmymg -« -my,, .,
k—oo log Ny No -+ N~ j—oo log NyNy -+ Ny
> m 10g Mg 41MUg 42 7 Mg
J—reo 10g NiNy--- Nle + 10g lej-l—llej—I—Z T N12j+1
> m log Mg +1MUg 42 7 Mg
J—ro0 l2j log g« (lej) + log gg (ml2j+1>g§ (ml2j+2> T g% (ml2j+1)

lOg Mg 41T +2 * TNy é

*)

j—ro0 loggg (mlzfrl)gg (mlzj+2> o 'gg (ml2j+1> - d

where the last equality can be proved in the same way as the end of the above (2),
and (x) follows from

lim I log g« (ml2j) i l;(1 + log ml2j> log m,, < lim M _by

=00 l0g My 1My 0 My, 200 (lyjpn — log) logmu, 1~ dee o1 — 1y (6.2)

N

J

where the first inequality follows from ga (n) < n'*'°¢" for all n € N large enough.
U

Proof of Corollary 1.9. Let d € N and arbitrarily take «, 8 € [0, d] with a < 5. Let {my }x>1
and { Ny }>1 be defined as in the proof of Corollary 1.8. For all k£ € N, let

By :={0,1,--- ,mp —2, Ny Ni - k +my — 1}¢

and
Grp:=Ben{0,1,--+ ,my — 1} ={0,1,--- ,my, — 2}°.

In a way similar to the proof of Corollary 1.8, by applying Corollary 1.7, we know that
the infinite convolution

n = 5N1_131 * (5N1—1N2—1B2 *5N1_1N2_1N3_1B3 koo

exists, is a singular spectral measure with a spectrum in Z%, spt u = > o0 | Ny'--- N ' By,

. . dlog(my —1)---(my — 1) . — dlog(my —1)---(myp — 1)
d tu=1 dd tu=1 .
HiH SPUR = A log Ny -~ Ny anc dmmpspbp = 1 log N1 - Ny

To complete the proof, we only need to show the following (1) and (2).
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(1) Prove that 32, Ny' -+ - N, ' By is not compact.
In fact this follows immediately from Proposition 5.1 (2) and

oo [e.e]

S ol >3- TR S

3 €Ny 1N By, pt
(2) Prove lim, . __ dlog(g;Nll) J(V’:k Y — ¢ and limj_,., dlog(ﬁg Nll) ](Vr:k b — 3.
It follows from (2) and (3) in the proof of Corollary 1.8 that we only need to prove

limy,_, o, oelmi=b-lme—l) _ q [p fact, by

logmy---my
log(my, —1) . log(k?* — 1) _

li = 1
vl log my, koo log k? ’
we get
lim log(my — 1)+ (mg — 1) _ lim log(mq — 1) + - -+ log(my, — 1)
k—00 logmy - - -my k—00 logmy + - - - + logmy,
1 —1
Yy e =D

Theorem 2.5 k—o0 log mp
0
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