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

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 Rd generated by sequences of nearly d-th power
lattices. This allows us to easily construct spectral measures with and without compact
supports in Rd. 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 Rd. As an application, we give concrete for-
mulae for the Hausdorff and packing dimensions of the supports of a class of spectral
measures in Rd 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 Rd.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let d ∈ N. A Borel probability measure µ on Rd is called a spectral measure if there exists
a countable set Λ ⊆ Rd such that the family of exponential functions

{
e−2πi<λ, ·> : λ ∈ Λ

}

forms an orthonormal basis in L2(µ). We call Λ a spectrum of µ.
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 Rd.
Let δa denote the Dirac measure concentrated at the point a, and for a non-empty finite

set A ⊆ Rd, define the uniform discrete measure supported on A by

δA :=
1

#A

∑

a∈A
δa

where # denotes the cardinality of a set.
Given a sequence {Rk}k>1 of d × d invertible real matrices and a sequence {Bk}k>1 of

non-empty finite subsets of Rd, we define the finite convolution

µn := δR−1
1 B1

∗ δR−1
1 R−1

2 B2
∗ · · · ∗ δR−1

1 R−1
2 ···R−1

n Bn
(1.1)
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for each n ∈ N. If µn converges weakly to a Borel probability measure, we denote the
weak limit measure by the infinite convolution

µ := δR−1
1 B1

∗ δR−1
1 R−1

2 B2
∗ δR−1

1 R−1
2 R−1

3 B3
∗ · · · (1.2)

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 × d expanding integer matrix R and a non-empty finite set B ⊆ Zd of
integer vectors, we call (R,B) an admissible pair in Rd if there exists a finite set L ⊆ Zd

with #L = #B such that the matrix
[ 1√

#B
e−2πi<R−1b,l>

]
b∈B,l∈L

is unitary. To emphasize L, we also call (R,B, L) a Hadamard triple in Rd.
It is known that if {(Rk, Bk)}16k6n are admissible pairs, then the finite convolution µn

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 {(Rk, Bk)}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 Rd 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 Rd, which may also not be compactly sup-
ported, generalizing [29, Theorem 1.4] from R to Rd, and then also generalizing [3, Theo-
rem 1.4] and [29, Corollary 1.5].

Given a sequence of positive integers {mk}k>1 and a sequence of d × d real matrices
{Rk}k>1, we call a sequence {Bk}k>1 of subsets of Rd a sequence of nearly d-th power lattices
with respect to {mk}k>1 and {Rk}k>1 if

Bk ≡ {0, 1, · · · , mk − 1}d (mod RkZd) for all k ∈ N

and ∞∑

k=1

1

md
k

#(Bk \ {0, 1, · · · , mk − 1}d) < ∞. (1.3)

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

Theorem 1.1. Let d ∈ N, {mk}k>1 be a sequence of integers no less than 2, {Rk}k>1 be a
sequence of d × d invertible matrices, and {Bk}k>1 be a sequence of nearly d-th power lattices
with respect to {mk}k>1 and {Rk}k>1. If for every k ∈ N, all entries of Rk are multiples of mk

and [−mk, mk]
d ⊆ RT

k [−1, 1]d, then the infinite convolution

µ = δR−1
1 B1

∗ δR−1
1 R−1

2 B2
∗ δR−1

1 R−1
2 R−1

3 B3
∗ · · ·

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

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

To show the spectrality of µ 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 µ
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on [−2/3, 2/3]d. 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 bk 6 Nk and bk | Nk in [29, Theorem
1.4] are generalized to our high-dimensional conditions that [−mk, mk]

d ⊆ RT
k [−1, 1]d and

all entries of the d × d matrix Rk are multiples of mk in Theorem 1.1. In the proof of the
spectrality of µ in Theorem 1.1, except for using Lemma 3.1, we need Proposition 3.3 to
guarantee that Rk is expanding and then Proposition 3.2 to guarantee that (Rk, Bk) is an
admissible pair in order to apply Theorem 2.3. In the proof of the existence of the infinite
convolution µ in Theorem 1.1, with the conditions (1.3) and [−mk, mk]

d ⊆ RT
k [−1, 1]d

for all k ∈ 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 [−mk, mk]
d ⊆ RT

k [−1, 1]d in Theorem 1.1 is not equivalent to
[−mk, mk]

d ⊆ Rk[−1, 1]d. For example, take d = 2, mk = 2 and

Rk =

(
4 −2
0 2

)

for all k ∈ N. Then

R−1
k =

(
1/4 1/4
0 1/2

)
and (RT

k )
−1 =

(
1/4 0
1/4 1/2

)
.

By verifying

R−1
k

{(
2
2

)
,

(
2
−2

)
,

(
−2
2

)
,

(
−2
−2

)}
⊆ [−1, 1]2

we get R−1
k [−2, 2]2 ⊆ [−1, 1]2 and then [−2, 2]2 ⊆ Rk[−1, 1]2. But

(RT
k )

−1

(
2
2

)
=

(
1/2
3/2

)
/∈ [−1, 1]2

implies (RT
k )

−1[−2, 2]2 * [−1, 1]2 and then [−2, 2]2 * RT
k [−1, 1]2.

1.2. Supports of infinite convolutions.
In the last subsection, we confirm the spectrality of a class of infinite convolutions in Rd.

In this subsection, we systematically study the supports of general infinite convolutions.
Use P(Rd) to denote the set of all Borel Probability measures on Rd. Given µ1, µ2, · · · ∈

P(Rd), if the finite convolution
µ1 ∗ µ2 ∗ · · · ∗ µn

converges weakly to a Borel probability measure, we denote the weak limit measure by
the infinite convolution

µ1 ∗ µ2 ∗ µ3 ∗ · · ·
and say that the infinite convolution exists.

For A1, A2, · · · ⊆ Rd, define the infinite sum
∞∑

k=1

Ak :=
{
x ∈ Rd : ∃ak ∈ Ak for each k ∈ N s.t. x =

∞∑

k=1

ak

}
.

Use spt µ to denote the support of the measure µ 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 ∈ N and µ1, µ2, · · · ∈ P(Rd) such that µ1 ∗ µ2 ∗ · · · exists. Then

spt(µ1 ∗ µ2 ∗ · · · ) =
∞∑

k=1

sptµk.



4

Immediately we get the following.

Corollary 1.3. Let d ∈ N and A1, A2, · · · ⊆ Rd be non-empty finite sets such that δA1 ∗ δA2 ∗ · · ·
exists. Then

spt(δA1 ∗ δA2 ∗ · · · ) =
∞∑

k=1

Ak.

Remark 1.4. In Theorem 1.2,
∑∞

k=1 sptµk can not be simplified to
∑∞

k=1 sptµk, and in Corol-

lary 1.3,
∑∞

k=1Ak can not be simplified to
∑∞

k=1Ak. At the end of Section 4, we will give
an example in which A1, A2, · · · ⊆ [0, 1] are non-empty finite sets such that δA1 ∗ δA2 ∗ · · ·
exists but

∑∞
k=1Ak is not closed.

1.3. Infinite sums of finite sets.
In Corollary 1.3 we see that the support of the infinite convolution δA1 ∗ δA2 ∗ · · · is

exactly equal to the closure of the infinite sum of the finite sets A1, A2, · · · . 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 = (x1, x2, · · · , xd) ∈ Rd, denote

|x| :=
√

x2
1 + x2

2 + · · ·+ x2
d and ||x|| := max{|x1|, |x2|, · · · , |xd|}.

Note that for all x ∈ Rd we have

||x|| 6 |x| 6
√
d||x||. (1.4)

For s ∈ [0, d], use Hs and Ps to denote the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure and pack-
ing measure respectively [16]. Besides, we use dimH and dimP to denote the Hausdorff
dimension and packing dimension respectively. Regard min∅ as ∞ 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 Ak, A
′
k ⊆ Rd be finite sets, where Ak is non-empty

and A′
k may be empty.

(1) If limk→∞mina∈A′

k
|a| > 0, then

1© Hs(
∑∞

k=1(Ak ∪ A′
k)) = 0 if and only if Hs(

∑∞
k=1Ak) = 0 for all s ∈ [0, d], and

dimH

∞∑

k=1

(Ak ∪A′
k) = dimH

∞∑

k=1

Ak;

2© Ps(
∑∞

k=1(Ak ∪A′
k)) = 0 if and only if Ps(

∑∞
k=1Ak) = 0 for all s ∈ [0, d], and

dimP

∞∑

k=1

(Ak ∪A′
k) = dimP

∞∑

k=1

Ak.

(2) If
∑∞

k=1maxa∈Ak
|a| < ∞, A′

k ⊆ [0,∞)d for all k ∈ N and limk→∞mina∈A′

k
|a| = ∞, then∑∞

k=1(Ak ∪ A′
k) is closed.
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In Theorem 1.5 (2), write S :=
∑∞

k=1(Ak ∪A′
k) and we note the following.

1© The condition
∑∞

k=1maxa∈Ak
|a| < ∞ can not be omitted. For example, take d = 1,

Ak =
{
0, k

k+1

}
and A′

k =
{
k + 1

}
(or ∅) for all k ∈ N. Then A′

k ⊆ [0,∞) for all
k ∈ N and limk→∞mina∈A′

k
|a| = ∞. But S is not closed, since one can easily verify

1 ∈ S \ S.
2© The condition A′

k ⊆ [0,∞)d for all k ∈ N can not be omitted. For exmaple, take
d = 1, Ak =

{
0
}

and A′
k =

{
(−1)k(k + 1

2k
)
}

for all k ∈ N. Then
∑∞

k=1maxa∈Ak
|a| =

0 < ∞ and limk→∞mina∈A′

k
|a| = limk→∞(k + 1

2k
) = ∞. But S is not closed, since

one can easily verify 1 ∈ S \ S.
3© The condition limk→∞mina∈A′

k
|a| = ∞ can not be weakened to limk→∞mina∈A′

k
|a| >

0. For example, take d = 1, Ak =
{
0
}

and A′
k =

{
k

k+1

}
for all k ∈ N. Then∑∞

k=1maxa∈Ak
|a| = 0 < ∞, A′

k ⊆ [0,∞) for all k ∈ N and limk→∞mina∈A′

k
|a| = 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 Ld to denote the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure.

Corollary 1.6. Let d ∈ N. For each k ∈ N, let ck > 1 and Ck > ck + 1 be real numbers, and
Bk ⊆ Rd be a finite set with ∅ 6= Bk ∩ [0, ck]

d ⊆ Zd.
(1) Suppose limk→∞C−1

1 · · ·C−1
k min{||x|| : x ∈ Bk \ [0, ck]d} > 0.

1© If
∏∞

k=1
#(Bk∩[0,ck]d)

Cd
k

= 0, then Ld(
∑∞

k=1C
−1
1 · · ·C−1

k Bk) = 0.

2© If limk→∞
logCk

logC1···Ck
= 0, then

dimH

∞∑

k=1

C−1
1 · · ·C−1

k Bk = lim
k→∞

log#(B1 ∩ [0, c1]
d) · · ·#(Bk ∩ [0, ck]

d)

logC1 · · ·Ck

,

and

dimP

∞∑

k=1

C−1
1 · · ·C−1

k Bk = lim
k→∞

log#(B1 ∩ [0, c1]
d) · · ·#(Bk ∩ [0, ck]

d)

logC1 · · ·Ck

.

(2) If Bk ⊆ [0,∞)d for all k ∈ N and limk→∞C−1
1 · · ·C−1

k min{||x|| : x ∈ Bk \ [0, ck]d} = ∞,
then

∑∞
k=1C

−1
1 · · ·C−1

k Bk 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
Rd, generalizing [29, Theorem 1.7] from R to Rd.

First, taking ck := mk − 1, Ck := Nk for all k ∈ 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 Nk > mk > 2 be integers with mk | Nk and
Bk ⊆ {0, 1, 2, · · · }d be a finite set with Gk := Bk ∩ {0, 1, · · · , mk − 1}d 6= ∅. Suppose

lim
k→∞

min{||x|| : x ∈ Bk \ {0, 1, · · · , mk − 1}d}
N1 · · ·Nk

= ∞,

lim
k→∞

logNk

logN1 · · ·Nk

= 0 and
∞∏

k=1

#Gk

Nd
k

= 0,

and suppose that {Bk}k>1 is a sequence of nearly d-th power lattices with respect to {mk}k>1 and
the sequence of d× d diagonal matrices {diag(Nk, · · · , Nk)}k>1. Then the infinite convolution

µ = δN−1
1 B1

∗ δN−1
1 N−1

2 B2
∗ δN−1

1 N−1
2 N−1

3 B3
∗ · · ·
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exists, is a singular spectral measure with a spectrum in Zd, sptµ =
∑∞

k=1N
−1
1 · · ·N−1

k Bk,

dimH spt µ = lim
k→∞

log#G1 · · ·#Gk

logN1 · · ·Nk

and dimP sptµ = lim
k→∞

log#G1 · · ·#Gk

logN1 · · ·Nk

.

On spectral measures with compact supports in Rd, 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 α, β ∈ [0, d] with α 6 β, there exists a singular spectral
measure µ on Rd with a spectrum in Zd and with compact support such that

dimH sptµ = α and dimP sptµ = β.

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

Corollary 1.9. Let d ∈ N. For any α, β ∈ [0, d] with α 6 β, there exists a singular spectral
measure µ on Rd with a spectrum in Zd and without compact support such that

dimH sptµ = α and dimP sptµ = β.

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(Rd) denotes the set of all Borel probability measures on Rd. For µ ∈ P(Rd)
the Fourier transform of µ is defined by

µ̂(ξ) :=

ˆ

Rd

e−2πi<ξ,x>dµ(x) for all ξ ∈ Rd.

It is well-known that µ̂ is a bounded, continuous function with µ̂(0) = 1. See for example
[22, Theorem 13.1].

For µ, µ1, µ2, · · · ∈ P(Rd), we say that µn converges weakly to µ if
ˆ

Rd

f dµn →
ˆ

Rd

f dµ for all f ∈ Cb(Rd),

where Cb(Rd) denotes the set of all bounded continuous functions on Rd.
For µ, ν ∈ P(Rd), the convolution µ ∗ ν is defined by

µ ∗ ν(B) :=

ˆ

Rd

µ(B − y) dν(y) =

ˆ

Rd

ν(B − x) dµ(x) for every Borel set B ⊆ Rd.

Equivalently, µ ∗ ν is the unique Borel probability measure on Rd satisfying
ˆ

Rd

f(x) dµ ∗ ν(x) =
ˆ

Rd×Rd

f(x+ y) dµ× ν(x, y) for all f ∈ Cb(Rd).

It is straightforward to see µ̂ ∗ ν(ξ) = µ̂(ξ)ν̂(ξ) for all ξ ∈ Rd.
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 ∈ N and A1, A2, · · · ⊆ Rd be non-empty finite sets. If
∞∑

k=1

1

#Ak

∑

a∈Ak

|a|
1 + |a| < ∞,

then δA1 ∗ δA2 ∗ · · · exists.
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Let 0 be the zero vector in Rd. The following is an important concept we need.

Definition 2.2 (Equi-positive). We call Φ ⊆ P(Rd) an equi-positive family if there exist
ε > 0 and δ > 0 such that for each x ∈ [0, 1)d and µ ∈ Φ, there exists an integer vector
kx,µ ∈ Zd such that

|µ̂(x+ y + kx,µ)| > ε

for all y ∈ Rd with |y| < δ, where kx,µ = 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 {Rk}k>1 of d × d invertible real matrices and a sequence {Bk}k>1

of non-empty finite subsets of Rd, recall the finite convolution µn given by (1.1) and the
infinite convolution µ given by (1.2), and write the tail of µ by

µ>n := δR−1
1 R−1

2 ···R−1
n+1Bn+1

∗ δR−1
1 R−1

2 ···R−1
n+2Bn+2

∗ δR−1
1 R−1

2 ···R−1
n+3Bn+3

∗ · · ·
for each n ∈ N. Obviously µ = µn ∗ µ>n. Besides, the push-forward measure of µ>n is
defined by

ν>n( · ) := µ>n(R
−1
1 R−1

2 · · ·R−1
n · ), (2.1)

that is,
ν>n = δR−1

n+1Bn+1
∗ δR−1

n+1R
−1
n+2Bn+2

∗ δR−1
n+1R

−1
n+2R

−1
n+3Bn+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 {(Rk, Bk)}k>1 be a sequence of admissible pairs in Rd.
Suppose that the infinite convolution µ defined in (1.2) exists, and

|(RT
n )

−1 · · · (RT
1 )

−1x| → 0 as n → ∞ for all x ∈ Rd.

Let {ν>n}n>1 be defined in (2.1). If there exists a subsequence {ν>nj
}j>1 which is equi-positive,

then µ is a spectral measure with a spectrum in Zd.

For B1, B2, · · · ⊆ Rd, define

lim
n→∞

Bn :=
{
x ∈ Rd : ∃bn ∈ Bn for each n ∈ N s.t. x = lim

n→∞
bn

}
.

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 µ1, µ2, · · · ∈ P(Rd) such that µ1 ∗ µ2 ∗ · · · exists. Then

spt(µ1 ∗ µ2 ∗ · · · ) = lim
n→∞

(sptµ1 + · · ·+ sptµn).

The following is the well-known Stolz-Cesàro Theorem.

Theorem 2.5. Let β1, β2, β3, · · · ∈ (0,∞) such that
∑∞

n=1 βn = ∞ and let α1, α2, α3, · · · ∈ R.
Then

lim
n→∞

α1 + α2 + · · ·+ αn

β1 + β2 + · · ·+ βn

> lim
n→∞

αn

βn

and lim
n→∞

α1 + α2 + · · ·+ αn

β1 + β2 + · · ·+ βn

6 lim
n→∞

αn

βn

.

In particular, if limn→∞
αn

βn
exists, then

lim
n→∞

α1 + α2 + · · ·+ αn

β1 + β2 + · · ·+ βn

= lim
n→∞

αn

βn

.

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 θ ∈ R \ {2kπ : k ∈ Z} and
n ∈ {0, 1, 2, · · · }, we have

n∑

k=0

sin kθ =
cos 1

2
θ − cos((n+ 1

2
)θ)

2 sin 1
2
θ

and
n∑

k=0

cos kθ =
sin 1

2
θ + sin((n + 1

2
)θ)

2 sin 1
2
θ

.

Proposition 2.7. For all n ∈ N, let an > cn > 0 and bn > dn > 0 with limn→∞
an
bn

=

limn→∞
cn
dn

= r ∈ [0,∞). If limn→∞
bn
dn

> 1, then limn→∞
an−cn
bn−dn

= r.

Proof. By limn→∞
bn
dn

> 1, there exist N0, k ∈ N such that for all n > N0 we have bn
dn

>

1 + 2
k−1

, which is equivalent to

(k + 1)dn < (k − 1)bn. (2.2)

Arbitrarily take ε > 0. By limn→∞
an
bn

= limn→∞
cn
dn

= r, there exists N > N0 such that for
all n > N we have

{
r − ε

k
< an

bn
< r + ε

k
,

r − ε
k
< cn

dn
< r + ε

k
,

i.e.,

{
(r − ε

k
)bn < an < (r + ε

k
)bn,

−(r + ε
k
)dn < −cn < −(r − ε

k
)dn,

which imply

(r−ε)(bn−dn)
by (2.2)
< (r−ε

k
)bn−(r+

ε

k
)dn < an−cn < (r+

ε

k
)bn−(r−ε

k
)dn

by (2.2)
< (r+ε)(bn−dn).

We get r − ε < an−cn
bn−dn

< r + ε for all n > N . Therefore limn→∞
an−cn
bn−dn

= r. �

In Proposition 2.7, in order to get the conclusion limn→∞
an−cn
bn−dn

= r, the condition

limn→∞
bn
dn

> 1 can not be omitted. For example, take an = 10n + n, bn = 10n + 1 and
cn = dn = 10n for all n ∈ N. Then an > cn > 0 and bn > dn > 0 for all n ∈ N with
limn→∞

an
bn

= limn→∞
cn
dn

= 1. But limn→∞
an−cn
bn−dn

= ∞.

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, {mk}k>1 be a sequence of positive integers no less than 2, {Rk}k>1 be
a sequence of d × d invertible matrices, {Bk}k>1 be a sequence of nearly d-th power lattices with
respect to {mk}k>1 and {Rk}k>1, and {ν>n}n>1 be given by (2.1). If [−mk, mk]

d ⊆ RT
k [−1, 1]d

for every k ∈ N, then there exists n0 ∈ N such that {ν>n}n>n0 is equi-positive.

Proof. Let ck := #(Bk \ {0, 1, · · · , mk − 1}d) for all k ∈ N.

(1) Prove that for all k ∈ N and ξ = (ξ1, ξ2, · · · , ξd) ∈ [−
√
6

mkπ
,

√
6

mkπ
]d we have

|δ̂Bk
(ξ)| >

d∏

j=1

(
1−

m2
kπ

2ξ2j
6

)
− 2ck

md
k

.
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Let k ∈ N and ξ ∈ [−
√
6

mkπ
,

√
6

mkπ
]d. Then

|δ̂Bk
(ξ)| =

∣∣∣
ˆ

Rd

e−2πi<ξ,x>dδBk
(x)

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣ 1

#Bk

∑

b∈Bk

e−2πi<b,ξ>
∣∣∣

>
1

md
k

∣∣∣
∑

b∈{0,1,··· ,mk−1}d
e−2πi<b,ξ>

∣∣∣− 1

md
k

∣∣∣
∑

b∈{0,1,··· ,mk−1}d
e−2πi<b,ξ> −

∑

b∈Bk

e−2πi<b,ξ>
∣∣∣

>
1

md
k

∣∣∣
∑

b1,b2,··· ,bd∈{0,1,··· ,mk−1}
e−2πi(b1ξ1+b2ξ2+···bdξd)

∣∣∣− 2

md
k

·#
(
Bk \ {0, 1, · · · , mk − 1}d

)

=
∣∣∣ 1

mk

mk−1∑

b1=0

e−2πib1ξ1
∣∣∣ ·

∣∣∣ 1

mk

mk−1∑

b2=0

e−2πib2ξ2
∣∣∣ · · ·

∣∣∣ 1

mk

mk−1∑

bd=0

e−2πibdξd

∣∣∣− 2ck
md

k

>

(
1− m2

kπ
2ξ21

6

)(
1− m2

kπ
2ξ22

6

)
· · ·

(
1− m2

kπ
2ξ2d

6

)
− 2ck

md
k

where the last inequality follows from the fact that for all j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , d} we can prove

∣∣∣ 1

mk

mk−1∑

b=0

e−2πibξj

∣∣∣ > 1−
m2

kπ
2ξ2j

6
> 0.

Since the second inequality follows immediately from ξ ∈ [−
√
6

mkπ
,

√
6

mkπ
]d, it suffices to

prove the first one. If ξj ∈ Z, the first inequality obviously holds. If ξj /∈ Z, by Lagrange’s
trigonometric equality Proposition 2.6 we get

1

mk

∣∣∣
mk−1∑

b=0

e−2πibξj

∣∣∣ = 1

mk

∣∣∣sin(mkπξj)

sin(πξj)

∣∣∣
(⋆)

>

∣∣∣sin(mkπξj)

mkπξj

∣∣∣
(⋆⋆)

> 1−
m2

kπ
2ξ2j

6
,

where (⋆) and (⋆⋆) follow respectively from | sin x| 6 |x| and | sinx
x
| > 1− x2

6
for all x 6= 0.

(2) Prove that for all n, k ∈ N we have

(RT
n,n+k)

−1
[
− 2

3
,
2

3

]d ⊆
[
− 2

3mn+1 · · ·mn+k

,
2

3mn+1 · · ·mn+k

]d

where Rn,n+k := Rn+kRn+k−1 · · ·Rn+1. By the linearity of (RT
n,n+k)

−1, it suffices to prove

(RT
n+k)

−1 · · · (RT
n+1)

−1[−1, 1]d ⊆
[
− 1

mn+1 · · ·mn+k

,
1

mn+1 · · ·mn+k

]d
. (3.1)

Note that for all k ∈ N we have the condition [−mk, mk]
d ⊆ RT

k [−1, 1]d, which is equiva-
lent to

(RT
k )

−1[−1, 1]d ⊆
[
− 1

mk

,
1

mk

]d
. (3.2)

Thus

(RT
n+1)

−1[−1, 1]d ⊆
[
− 1

mn+1

,
1

mn+1

]d
,

and then

(RT
n+2)

−1(RT
n+1)

−1[−1, 1]d ⊆ (RT
n+2)

−1
[
− 1

mn+1
,

1

mn+1

]d ⊆
[
− 1

mn+1mn+2
,

1

mn+1mn+2

]d
,

where the last inclusion follows from (3.2) and the linearity of (RT
n+2)

−1.
Repeating the above process for finitely many times, we get (3.1).

(3) Prove that there exists n0 ∈ N and ε > 0 such that for all n > n0 and ξ ∈ [−2
3
, 2
3
]d we

have |ν̂>n(ξ)| > ε.
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In fact, by
∑∞

k=1
ck
md

k

< ∞ there exists n0 ∈ N such that for all k > n0 we have

2ck
md

k

<
2π2

27

(
1− 2π2

27

)d

.

Let n > n0 and ξ ∈ [−2
3
, 2
3
]d. By

ν>n = δ
R

−1
n,n+1Bn+1

∗ δ
R

−1
n,n+2Bn+2

∗ δ
R

−1
n,n+3Bn+3

∗ · · ·

we get

|ν̂>n(ξ)| =
∣∣∣

∞∏

k=1

δ̂
R

−1
n,n+kBn+k

(ξ)
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣
∞∏

k=1

δ̂Bn+k
((R−1

n,n+k)
T ξ)

∣∣∣ =
∞∏

k=1

∣∣∣δ̂Bn+k
((RT

n,n+k)
−1ξ)

∣∣∣. (3.3)

For all k ∈ N, it follows from ξ ∈ [−2
3
, 2
3
]d, mn+1, · · · , mn+k−1 > 2 and (2) that

(RT
n,n+k)

−1ξ ∈
[
− 2

3 · 2k−1mn+k

,
2

3 · 2k−1mn+k

]d
⊆

[
− 2

3mn+k

,
2

3mn+k

]d
⊆

[
−

√
6

mn+kπ
,

√
6

mn+kπ

]d
.

Use
(
(RT

n,n+k)
−1ξ

)
j

to denote the jth coordinate of (RT
n,n+k)

−1ξ for j ∈ {1, · · · , d}. For all

k ∈ N, by (1) we get

∣∣∣δ̂Bn+k

(
(RT

n,n+k)
−1ξ

)∣∣∣ >
d∏

j=1

(
1−

m2
n+kπ

2
(
(RT

n,n+k)
−1ξ

)2
j

6

)
− 2cn+k

md
n+k

>

d∏

j=1

(
1− m2

n+kπ
2

6
·
( 2

3 · 2k−1mn+k

)2)− 2cn+k

md
n+k

=
(
1− 2π2

27 · 4k−1

)d

− 2cn+k

md
n+k

>
(
1− 2π2

27

)d

− 2π2

27

(
1− 2π2

27

)d

=
(
1− 2π2

27

)d+1

> 0.

(3.4)

Let

α :=
(d+ 1) ln(1− 2π2

27
)

(1− 2π2

27
)d+1 − 1

> 0.

Then one can verify

x > eα(x−1) > 0 for all x ∈
[(
1− 2π2

27

)d+1
, 1
]
. (3.5)
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It follows from (3.3), (3.4) and (3.5) that

|ν̂>n(ξ)| >
∞∏

k=1

((
1− 2π2

27 · 4k−1

)d − 2cn+k

md
n+k

)

>

∞∏

k=1

exp
(
α
(
(1− 2π2

27 · 4k−1
)d − 1− 2cn+k

md
n+k

))

>

∞∏

k=1

exp
(
α
(
1− (1 +

2π2

27 · 4k−1
)d − 2cn+k

md
n+k

))

=
∞∏

k=1

exp
(
− α

( d∑

j=1

(
d

j

)
(

2π2

27 · 4k−1
)j +

2cn+k

md
n+k

))

= exp
(
− α

∞∑

k=1

( d∑

j=1

(
d

j

)
(
2π2

27
)j · 1

4j(k−1)
+

2cn+k

md
n+k

))

= exp
(
− α

( d∑

j=1

(
d

j

)
(
2π2

27
)j

∞∑

k=1

(
1

4j
)k−1 + 2

∞∑

k=1

cn+k

md
n+k

))

> exp
(
− α

d∑

j=1

(
d

j

)
8jπ2j

27j(4j − 1)
− 2α

∞∑

k=1

ck
md

k

)
denoted by
========: ε > 0

for all n > n0 and ξ ∈
[
− 2

3
, 2
3

]d
, where

(
d

j

)
:= d!

(d−j)!·j! .

(4) Prove that {ν>n}n>n0 is equi-positive.
Let δ = 1

6
. For each x = (x1, · · · , xd) ∈ [0, 1)d, define k = k(x) = (k1. · · · , kd) ∈ Zd by

kj :=

{
0 if xj ∈ [0, 1

2
)

−1 if xj ∈ [1
2
, 1)

for all j ∈ {1, · · · , d}.

Then for all x ∈ [0, 1)d, n > n0 and y ∈ Rd with |y| < δ, we have x + k(x) + y ∈ [−2
3
, 2
3
]d,

and by (3) we get |ν̂>n(x+ k(x) + y)| > ε. Therefore {ν>n}n>n0 is equi-positive. �

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 × d expanding matrix with integer
entries which are all multiples of m, and B ⊆ Rd such that B ≡ {0, 1, · · · , m− 1}d (mod RZd).
Then B ⊆ Zd and (R,B) is an admissible pair in Rd.

Proof. By B ≡ {0, 1, · · · , m− 1}d (mod RZd), for every u ∈ {0, 1, · · · , m− 1}d, there exists
zu ∈ Zd such that B =

{
u+Rzu : u ∈ {0, 1, · · · , m−1}d

}
⊆ Zd. Let L := 1

m
RT{0, 1, · · · , m−

1}d. We need to prove that the matrix

[ 1√
md

e−2πi<R−1b,l>
]
b∈B,l∈L

is unitary, i.e.,

1√
md

[
e−2πi<R−1(u+Rzu),

1
m
RT v>

]
u,v∈{0,1,··· ,m−1}d

is unitary. Note that

e−2πi<R−1(u+Rzu),
1
m
RT v> = e−2πi<R−1u, 1

m
RT v> · e−2πi<zu,

1
m
RT v> (⋆)

= e−
2πi
m

<R−1u,RT v> = e−
2πi
m

<u,v>
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for all u, v ∈ {0, 1, · · · , m− 1}d, where (⋆) follows from < zu,
1
m
RTv >∈ Z since all entries

of RT are multiples of m. We only need to prove that

1√
md

[
e−

2πi
m

<u,v>
]
u,v∈{0,1,··· ,m−1}d

is unitary. It suffices to prove
∑

v∈{0,1,··· ,m−1}d
e−

2πi
m

<u(1)−u(2),v> = 0

for all u(1), u(2) ∈ {0, 1, · · · , m− 1}d with u(1) 6= u(2), which is equivalent to
∑

v∈{0,1,··· ,m−1}d
e

2πi
m

<u,v> = 0

for all u ∈ {−(m−1), · · · ,−1, 0, 1, · · · , m−1}d\{0d}. Let u = (u1, · · · , ud) with u1, · · · , ud ∈
{−(m− 1), · · · ,−1, 0, 1, · · · , m− 1} and uk 6= 0 for some k ∈ {1, · · · , d}. Then

∑

v∈{0,1,··· ,m−1}d
e

2πi
m

<u,v> =
m−1∑

v1=0

m−1∑

v2=0

· · ·
m−1∑

vd=0

e
2πi
m

(u1v1+u2v2+···+udvd)

=
(m−1∑

s=0

esu1· 2πi
m

)(m−1∑

s=0

esu2· 2πi
m

)
· · ·

(m−1∑

s=0

esud· 2πi
m

)
.

We only need to prove
∑m−1

s=0 esuk· 2πi
m = 0. It suffices to prove

∑m−1
s=0 est·

2πi
m = 0 for all

t ∈ {1, 2, · · · , m− 1}. Let t ∈ {1, 2, · · · , m− 1} and write t = t′r, m = m′r with r, t′, m′ ∈ N
such that t′ and m′ are coprime. Then

m−1∑

s=0

est·
2πi
m =

m′r−1∑

s=0

est
′· 2πi

m′ =

r−1∑

n=0

(n+1)m′−1∑

s=nm′

est
′· 2πi

m′

=

r−1∑

n=0

m′−1∑

s=0

e(nm
′+s)t′· 2πi

m′ =

r−1∑

n=0

m′−1∑

s=0

est
′· 2πi

m′ = r

m′−1∑

s=0

est
′· 2πi

m′ .

We only need to prove
∑m′−1

s=0 est
′· 2πi

m′ = 0. Since t′ and m′ are coprime, we get

{0, t′, 2t′, · · · , (m′ − 1)t′} ≡ {0, 1, 2, · · · , m′ − 1} (mod m′).

Thus
m′−1∑

s=0

est
′· 2πi

m′ =
m′−1∑

s=0

es·
2πi
m′

(⋆)
= 0,

where in (⋆) we use m′ > 2 since m > t implies m′ > t′ > 1. �

Proposition 3.3. Let d ∈ N, R be a d× d real matrix and C > 0. If [−C,C]d ⊆ R[−1, 1]d, then
all eigenvalues of R have modulus no less than C.

Proof. Let λ ∈ C be an eigenvalue of R. Then there exists

z ∈
(
[−1, 1] + i[−1, 1]

)d \ {0} (3.6)

such that Rz = λz. We need to prove |λ| > C. Since [−C,C]d ⊆ R[−1, 1]d implies that R
is invertible, we get CR−1[−1, 1]d ⊆ [−1, 1]d and then

CR−1
(
[−1, 1] + i[−1, 1]

)d ⊆
(
[−1, 1] + i[−1, 1]

)d
.

It follows from (3.6) that

(CR−1)nz ∈
(
[−1, 1] + i[−1, 1]

)d
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for all n ∈ N. Since Rz = λz implies Rnz = λnz, we get

Cnz = λn(CR−1)nz ∈ λn
(
[−1, 1] + i[−1, 1]

)d

and then

Cn|z| 6 |λ|n
√
2d for all n ∈ N.

By |z| 6= 0, we must have C 6 λ. �

Proposition 3.4. Let d ∈ N, P be a d × d real matrix and c > 0. If P [−1, 1]d ⊆ [−c, c]d, then
P T [−1, 1]d ⊆ [−cd, cd]d.

Proof. Suppose P [−1, 1]d ⊆ [−c, c]d and write

P =



p11 · · · p1d

...
...

pd1 · · · pdd


 .

For all s, t ∈ {1, 2, · · · , d}, by P (1, · · · , 1)T ∈ [−c, c]d we get

−c 6 ps1 + · · ·+ ps(t−1) + pst + ps(t+1) + · · ·+ psd 6 c,

and by P (1, · · · , 1,
t

−1, 1, · · · , 1)T ∈ [−c, c]d we get

−c 6 ps1 + · · ·+ ps(t−1) − pst + ps(t+1) + · · ·+ psd 6 c.

Therefore

−c 6 pst 6 c for all s, t ∈ {1, 2, · · · , d}.
It follows that for all τ1, · · · , τd ∈ {1,−1} we have

P T



τ1
...
τd


 ∈ [−dc, dc]d.

By the linearity of P T we get P T [−1, 1]d ⊆ [−cd, cd]d. �

Now we prove Theorem 1.1 to end this section.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. (1) Prove that µ = δR−1
1 B1

∗ δR−1
1 R−1

2 B2
∗ δR−1

1 R−1
2 R−1

3 B3
∗ · · · exists.

By Theorem 2.1, we only need to prove

∞∑

k=1

1

#Bk

∑

a∈R−1
1 ···R−1

k
Bk

|a|
1 + |a| < ∞, i.e.,

∞∑

k=1

1

md
k

∑

x∈Bk

|R−1
1 · · ·R−1

k x|
1 + |R−1

1 · · ·R−1
k x| < ∞.

Divide Bk into two parts

Bk,1 := Bk ∩ {0, 1, · · · , mk − 1}d and Bk,2 := Bk \ {0, 1, · · · , mk − 1}d.
Since

∞∑

k=1

1

md
k

∑

x∈Bk,2

|R−1
1 · · ·R−1

k x|
1 + |R−1

1 · · ·R−1
k x| 6

∞∑

k=1

#Bk,2

md
k

by (1.3)
< ∞,

it suffices to show
∞∑

k=1

1

md
k

∑

x∈Bk,1

|R−1
1 · · ·R−1

k x|
1 + |R−1

1 · · ·R−1
k x| < ∞
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in the following. In fact we have
∞∑

k=1

1

md
k

∑

x∈Bk,1

|R−1
1 · · ·R−1

k x|
1 + |R−1

1 · · ·R−1
k x| 6

∞∑

k=1

1

md
k

∑

x∈{0,··· ,mk−1}d
|R−1

1 · · ·R−1
k x|

(⋆)

6

∞∑

k=1

1

md
k

·md
k ·

d
√
d

m1 · · ·mk−1
6

∞∑

k=1

d
√
d

2k−1
= 2d

√
d < ∞,

where (⋆) follows from

|R−1
1 · · ·R−1

k x| 6 d
√
d

m1 · · ·mk−1
for all x ∈ {0, · · · , mk − 1}d and k ∈ N,

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

R−1
1 · · ·R−1

k [−mk, mk]
d ⊆

[
− d

m1 · · ·mk−1

,
d

m1 · · ·mk−1

]d
for all k ∈ N.

By the linearity of R−1
1 · · ·R−1

k and Proposition 3.4, it suffices to show

(R−1
k )T · · · (R−1

1 )T [−1, 1]d ⊆
[
− 1

m1 · · ·mk

,
1

m1 · · ·mk

]d
for all k ∈ N.

This follows immediately from the linearity of (R−1
1 )T , · · · , (R−1

k )T and the fact that the
condition [−mk, mk]

d ⊆ RT
k [−1, 1]d implies (R−1

k )T [−1, 1]d ⊆ [− 1
mk

, 1
mk

]d for every k ∈ N.

(2) Prove that µ is a spectral measure with a spectrum in Zd.

1© Let {ν>n}n>1 be given by (2.1). It follows from Lemma 3.1 that there exists n0 ∈ N
such that {ν>n}n>n0 is equi-positive.

2© For every k ∈ N, prove that (Rk, Bk) is an admissible pair in Rd.
In fact, by [−mk, mk]

d ⊆ RT
k [−1, 1]d and mk > 2, it follows from Proposition 3.3

that all eigenvalues of RT
k have modulus no less than 2. Noting that Rk and RT

k

have the same eigenvalues, Rk must be expanding. Since Bk ≡ {0, 1, · · · , mk − 1}d
(mod RkZd), by Proposition 3.2 we know that (Rk, Bk) is an admissible pair in Rd.

3© We have |(RT
n )

−1 · · · (RT
1 )

−1x| → 0 as n → ∞ for all x ∈ Rd, since [−mk, mk]
d ⊆

RT
k [−1, 1]d for all k ∈ N imply (RT

n )
−1 · · · (RT

1 )
−1[−1, 1]d ⊆

[
− 1

m1···mn
, 1
m1···mn

]d ⊆
[
− 1

2n
, 1
2n

]d
for all n ∈ N.

Combining 1©, 2© and 3©, by Theorem 2.3 we know that µ is a spectral measure with a
spectrum in Zd. �

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2 AND AN EXAMPLE FOR REMARK 1.4

Recall that for A1, A2, · · · ⊆ Rd,
∞∑

k=1

Ak :=
{
x ∈ Rd : ∃ak ∈ Ak for each k ∈ N s.t. x =

∞∑

k=1

ak

}
,

and for B1, B2, · · · ⊆ Rd,

lim
n→∞

Bn :=
{
x ∈ Rd : ∃bn ∈ Bn for each n ∈ N s.t. x = lim

n→∞
bn

}
.

Before proving Theorem 1.2, we give the following first.

Proposition 4.1. Let A1, A2, · · · ⊆ Rd.

(1) We have

lim
n→∞

(A1 + · · ·+ An) ⊇
∞∑

k=1

Ak.
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(2) If
∑∞

k=1Ak 6= ∅, then

lim
n→∞

(A1 + · · ·+ An) =

∞∑

k=1

Ak.

Proof. (1) Since
∑∞

k=1Ak ⊆ limn→∞(A1 + · · · + An) is obvious, it suffices to prove that
limn→∞(A1 + · · · + An) is closed. In fact, for any B1, B2, · · · ⊆ Rd, we can prove that
limn→∞Bn is a closed set. Let x1, x2, · · · ∈ limn→∞Bn and x ∈ Rd such that limk→∞ xk = x.
It suffices to prove x ∈ limn→∞Bn. For each k ∈ N, by xk ∈ limn→∞Bn, there exist
bk,1 ∈ B1, bk,2 ∈ B2, · · · such that limn→∞ bk,n = xk. By limn→∞ b1,n = x1, there exists
N1 > 1 such that for all n > N1 we have |b1,n − x1| < 1. By limn→∞ b2,n = x2, there exists
N2 > N1 such that for all n > N2 we have |b2,n − x2| < 1

2
. · · · Repeating this process, we

can find 1 6 N1 < N2 < N3 < · · · such that

for all k ∈ N and n > Nk we have |bk,n − xk| <
1

k
. (4.1)

For each k ∈ N and n ∈ {Nk, Nk + 1, · · · , Nk+1 − 1}, we define cn := bk,n ∈ Bn. It suffices
to prove limn→∞ cn = x. Arbitrarily take ε > 0. By limk→∞ xk = x, there exists K > 2

ε
such

that
for all k > K we have |xk − x| < ε

2
. (4.2)

For each n > NK , there exists k > K such that Nk 6 n < Nk+1 and then

|cn − xk|
by (4.1)
<

1

k
6

1

K
<

ε

2
, (4.3)

which implies

|cn − x| 6 |cn − xk|+ |xk − x| < ε

2
+

ε

2
= ε,

where the second inequality follows from (4.2) and (4.3). Therefore limn→∞ cn = x.

(2) Suppose
∑∞

k=1Ak 6= ∅. By (1) we only need to prove limn→∞(A1+· · ·+An) ⊆
∑∞

k=1Ak.
Let x ∈ limn→∞(A1 + · · ·+ An). Then there exists bn ∈ A1 + · · ·+ An for each n ∈ N such
that x = limn→∞ bn. By

∑∞
k=1Ak 6= ∅, there exist a1 ∈ A1, a2 ∈ A2, · · · such that

∑∞
k=1 ak

converges, which implies
∑∞

k=n+1 ak → 0 as n → ∞, where 0 denotes the zero vector in

Rd. For all n ∈ N, define

xn := bn +

∞∑

k=n+1

ak ∈
∞∑

k=1

Ak.

Then limn→∞ xn = x and we get x ∈
∑∞

k=1Ak. �

In Proposition 4.1 (2), the condition
∑∞

k=1Ak 6= ∅ can not be omitted. For example,
take d = 1, A1 = {−1, 0, 1} and Ak = {−1, 1} for all k > 2. Then

∑∞
k=1Ak = ∅, and

lim
n→∞

(A1 + · · ·+ An) = lim
n→∞

{−n, · · · ,−1, 0, 1, · · · , n} = Z 6=
∞∑

k=1

Ak.

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 µ1, µ2, · · · ∈ P(Rd) such that µ1 ∗ µ2 ∗ · · · exists. It
follows from Theorem 2.4 that spt(µ1 ∗ µ2 ∗ · · · ) = limn→∞(sptµ1 + · · · + spt µn). By
Proposition 4.1 (2), we only need to prove

∑∞
k=1 spt µk 6= ∅. It follows from the argument

above Theorem 3.1 in [29] that there exist a probability space (Ω,F ,P) and a sequence of
independent random vectors {Xk}k>1 such that for each k > 1 the distribution of Xk is
µk = P ◦X−1

k , and

P
( ∞∑

k=1

Xk converges
)
= 1. (4.4)



16

By P(Xk ∈ sptµk) = µk(sptµk) = 1 for every k ∈ N and (4.4), there exists w ∈ Ω such that
Xk(w) ∈ sptµk for all k ∈ N and

∑∞
k=1Xk(w) converges. Therefore

∑∞
k=1 sptµk 6= ∅. �

To end this section, we give an example for Remark 1.4. We construct non-empty finite
sets A1, A2, · · · ⊆ [0, 1] such that δA1 ∗ δA2 ∗ · · · exists but

∑∞
k=1Ak is not closed in the

following.

Let 1
N

:=
{
1, 1

2
, 1
3
, 1
4
, · · ·

}
and use ⌊x⌋ to denote the greatest integer no larger than x.

Define r1 :=
1
2

and take a1 ∈ (0, r1) \ 1
N

.

Define r2 := min
{

1
22
, 1
⌊ 1
a1

⌋ − a1

}
> 0 and take a2 ∈ (0, r2) \ 1

N
.

Define r3 := min
{

1
23
, 1
⌊ 1
a1

⌋ − a1 − a2,
1

⌊ 1
a2

⌋ − a2

}
> 0 and take a3 ∈ (0, r3) \ 1

N
.

· · ·
Define rk := min

{
1
2k
, 1
⌊ 1
a1

⌋−a1−a2−· · ·−ak−1,
1

⌊ 1
a2

⌋−a2−· · ·−ak−1, · · · , 1
⌊ 1
ak−1

⌋−ak−1

}
> 0

and take ak ∈ (0, rk) \ 1
N
.

· · ·
For all k ∈ N, define tk := ak + ak+1 + ak+2 + · · · <

∑∞
n=k

1
2n

= 1
2k−1 .

First we prove

ak >
1

⌊ 1
tk
⌋+ 1

for all k ∈ N. (4.5)

Arbitrarily take k ∈ N. It suffices to show ⌊ 1
tk
⌋+1 > 1

ak
. Since ⌊ 1

ak
⌋+1 > 1

ak
, we only need

to prove ⌊ 1
tk
⌋ > ⌊ 1

ak
⌋. It suffices to show 1

tk
> ⌊ 1

ak
⌋. For all n ∈ N, by

ak+n < rk+n 6
1

⌊ 1
ak
⌋ − ak − ak+1 − · · · − ak+n−1

we get

ak + ak+1 + · · ·+ ak+n <
1

⌊ 1
ak
⌋ .

As n → ∞, it follows that tk 6 1
⌊ 1
ak

⌋ , i.e., 1
tk

> ⌊ 1
ak
⌋. Therefore (4.5) holds.

For all k ∈ N, by (4.5) we can take different

bk,1, bk,2, · · · , bk,k2 ∈
( 1

⌊ 1
tk
⌋ + 1

, ak

)
\ 1

N

and define

Ak :=
{
0, bk,1, bk,2, · · · , bk,k2, ak,

k

k + 1

}
⊆ [0, 1].

The fact that δA1 ∗ δA2 ∗ · · · exists follows from Theorem 2.1 and

∞∑

k=1

1

#Ak

∑

a∈Ak

a

1 + a
<

∞∑

k=1

1

k2 + 3

∑

a∈Ak

a <
∞∑

k=1

1

k2 + 3

(
(k2 + 1)ak +

k

k + 1

)

<
∞∑

k=1

(k2 + 1

k2 + 3
· 1

2k
+

k

(k2 + 3)(k + 1)

)
<

∞∑

k=1

(
1

2k
+

1

k2
) < ∞.

In the following we only need to prove that
∑∞

k=1Ak is not closed. By {0, n
n+1

} ⊆ An

for all n ∈ N, one can easily verify n
n+1

∈ ∑∞
k=1Ak for all n ∈ N. Thus 1 = limn→∞

n
n+1

∈∑∞
k=1Ak. It suffices to show 1 /∈

∑∞
k=1Ak in the following. By contradiction, we assume

1 ∈
∑∞

k=1Ak. Then there exist x1 ∈ A1, x2 ∈ A2, · · · such that
∑∞

k=1 xk = 1. If xk 6 ak
for all k ∈ N, then

∑∞
k=1 xk 6

∑∞
k=1 ak <

∑∞
k=1 rk 6

∑∞
k=1

1
2k

= 1, which contradicts
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∑∞
k=1 xk = 1. Thus there must exist n ∈ N such that xn > an. By xn ∈ An we know

xn = n
n+1

. Thus

x1 + · · ·+ xn−1 +
n

n + 1
+ xn+1 + xn+2 + · · · = 1. (4.6)

If there exists n′ ∈ N \ {n} such that xn′ > an′ , by xn′ ∈ An′ we know xn′ = n′

n′+1
and then∑∞

k=1 xk > n
n+1

+ n′

n′+1
> 1, which contradicts

∑∞
k=1 xk = 1. Thus xk 6 ak for all k ∈ N\{n}.

If x1 = x2 = · · · = xn−1 = 0, then

x1 + · · ·+ xn−1 +
n

n+ 1
+ xn+1 + xn+2 + · · · 6 n

n+ 1
+ an+1 + an+2 + · · ·

<
n

n+ 1
+

1

2n+1
+

1

2n+2
+ · · · = n

n+ 1
+

1

2n
6 1,

which contradicts (4.6). Thus there must exist p ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n − 1} such that x1 = · · · =
xp−1 = 0 and xp > 0. We get

tp = ap + ap+1 + ap+2 + · · · > x1 + · · ·+ xn−1 + xn+1 + xn+2 + · · · by (4.6)
=====

1

n + 1
,

which implies

n+ 1 >
1

tp
> ⌊ 1

tp
⌋. (4.7)

Since xp > 0 and xp ∈ Ap imply xp > 1
⌊ 1
tp

⌋+1
, we get ⌊ 1

tp
⌋ + 1 > 1

xp
> ⌊ 1

xp
⌋ and then

⌊ 1
tp
⌋ > ⌊ 1

xp
⌋. It follows from (4.7) that n + 1 > ⌊ 1

xp
⌋, which implies n + 1 > ⌊ 1

xp
⌋ + 1 > 1

xp
.

Therefore xp > 1
n+1

and then x1 + · · · + xn−1 +
n

n+1
+ xn+1 + xn+2 + · · · > 1

n+1
+ n

n+1
= 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 limk→∞mina∈A′

k
|a| > 0. Since the proofs of 1© and 2© are

similar, we only prove 1© in the following. By the definition of Hausdorff dimension, it
suffices to show that

Hs
( ∞∑

k=1

(Ak ∪ A′
k)
)
= 0 if and only if Hs

( ∞∑

k=1

Ak

)
= 0 for all s ∈ [0, d].

⇒ follows immediately from
∑∞

k=1(Ak ∪ A′
k) ⊇

∑∞
k=1Ak.

⇐ Suppose Hs(
∑∞

k=1Ak) = 0 for s ∈ [0, d]. For all p ∈ N, by
∞∑

k=1

Ak =
⋃

x∈∑p
k=1 Ak

(
x+

∞∑

k=p+1

Ak

)

and
p∑

k=1

(Ak ∪A′
k) +

∞∑

k=p+1

Ak =
⋃

x∈
∑p

k=1(Ak∪A′

k)

(
x+

∞∑

k=p+1

Ak

)
,

where
∑p

k=1Ak and
∑p

k=1(Ak∪A′
k) are finite sets, we get Hs

(∑p

k=1(Ak∪A′
k)+

∑∞
k=p+1Ak

)
=

0. In order to show Hs(
∑∞

k=1(Ak ∪ A′
k)) = 0, it suffices to prove

∞∑

k=1

(Ak ∪ A′
k) =

∞⋃

p=1

( p∑

k=1

(Ak ∪A′
k) +

∞∑

k=p+1

Ak

)
. (5.1)

Since the inclusion “⊇” is obvious, we only prove “⊆” in the following. Let x ∈
∑∞

k=1(Ak∪
A′

k). Then there exist x(1) ∈ A1∪A′
1, x(2) ∈ A2∪A′

2, · · · such that x =
∑∞

k=1 x
(k) converges,
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which implies limk→∞ |x(k)| = 0. Let c ∈ (0, limk→∞mina∈A′

k
|a|). Then there exists p1 ∈ N

such that for all k > p1 we have mina∈A′

k
|a| > c. By limk→∞ |x(k)| = 0, there exists p2 ∈ N

such that for all k > p2 we have |x(k)| < c. Let p0 := max{p1, p2}. Then for all k > p0 + 1
we have |x(k)| < mina∈A′

k
|a|, which implies x(k) /∈ A′

k. It follows from x(k) ∈ Ak ∪ A′
k that

x(k) ∈ Ak for all k > p0 + 1. Thus

x =

p0∑

k=1

x(k) +
∞∑

k=p0+1

x(k) ∈
p0∑

k=1

(Ak ∪ A′
k) +

∞∑

k=p0+1

Ak.

We get x ∈
⋃∞

p=1

(∑p

k=1(Ak ∪A′
k) +

∑∞
k=p+1Ak

)
. �

Before proving statement (2) in Theorem 1.5, we give the following first.

Proposition 5.1. Let A1, A2, · · · ⊆ Rd be non-empty finite sets.

(1) If
∞∑
k=1

max
a∈Ak

|a| < ∞, then
∞∑
k=1

Ak is non-empty and compact.

(2) If Ak ⊆ [0,∞)d for all k ∈ N,
∞∑
k=1

Ak is non-empty and bounded, then
∞∑
k=1

max
a∈Ak

|a| < ∞.

Proof. (1) Suppose
∑∞

k=1maxa∈Ak
|a| < ∞.

1© Prove
∑∞

k=1Ak 6= ∅.
We arbitrarily take a(1) ∈ A1, a

(2) ∈ A2, · · · . It follows from

∞∑

k=1

|a(k)| 6
∞∑

k=1

max
a∈Ak

|a| < ∞

that
∑∞

k=1 a
(k) converges, and then

∑∞
k=1 a

(k) ∈
∑∞

k=1Ak.
2© Prove that

∑∞
k=1Ak is bounded.

This follows from the fact that
∑∞

k=1Ak is contained in the closed ball B(0,M)
centered at the original point 0 with radius M :=

∑∞
k=1maxa∈Ak

|a|.
3© Prove that

∑∞
k=1Ak is closed.

Let x(1), x(2), · · · ∈
∑∞

k=1Ak such that x(n) converges to some x ∈ Rd as n → ∞.
We need to prove x ∈ ∑∞

k=1Ak. For all n ∈ N, by x(n) ∈ ∑∞
k=1Ak, there exist

x
(n)
1 ∈ A1, x

(n)
2 ∈ A2, · · · such that x(n) =

∑∞
k=1 x

(n)
k converges. Since A1, A2, A3, · · ·

are all finite sets, we can choose positive integers n1 < n2 < n3 < · · · such that

x
(n1)
1 = x

(n2)
1 = x

(n3)
1 = · · · = a1 for some a1 ∈ A1, x

(n2)
2 = x

(n3)
2 = x

(n4)
2 = · · · = a2 for

some a2 ∈ A2, x
(n3)
3 = x

(n4)
3 = x

(n5)
3 = · · · = a3 for some a3 ∈ A3, · · · . Then we can

write

x(np) =

p∑

k=1

ak +
∞∑

k=p+1

x
(np)
k

for all p ∈ N. Since
∑∞

k=1maxa∈Ak
|a| < ∞ implies that

∑∞
k=1 ak converges and∑∞

k=p+1 x
(np)
k → 0 as p → ∞, we get x(np) → ∑∞

k=1 ak. Therefore x =
∑∞

k=1 ak ∈∑∞
k=1Ak.

(2) Suppose Ak ⊆ [0,∞)d for all k ∈ N and let M > 0 such that ∅ 6=
∑∞

k=1Ak ⊆ [0,M ]d.
Recall the notation ||x|| := max{|x1|, · · · , |xd|} for all x = (x1, · · · , xd) ∈ Rd. By |x| 6√
d||x|| for all x ∈ Rd, we only need to prove

∑∞
k=1maxa∈Ak

||a|| < ∞ by contradiction.

Assume
∑∞

k=1maxa∈Ak
||a|| = ∞. For all k ∈ N, let x(k) = (x

(k)
1 , · · · , x(k)

d ) ∈ Ak and

jk ∈ {1, · · · , d} such that x
(k)
jk

= maxa∈Ak
||a||. We get

∑∞
k=1 x

(k)
jk

= ∞. Let m ∈ N such that∑m
k=1 x

(k)
jk

> dM . Then
∑m

k=1 x
(k)
1 + · · ·+∑m

k=1 x
(k)
d > dM . There must exist t ∈ {1, · · · , d}

such that
∑m

k=1 x
(k)
t > M .
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On the other hand, by
∑∞

k=1Ak 6= ∅, we can take a(1) = (a
(1)
1 , · · · , a(1)d ) ∈ A1, a(2) =

(a
(2)
1 , · · · , a(2)d ) ∈ A2, · · · such that

∑∞
k=1 a

(k) converges, which implies that
∑∞

k=m+1 a
(k)

converges. Define

x = (x1, · · · , xd) :=
m∑

k=1

x(k) +
∞∑

k=m+1

a(k).

Then x ∈
∑∞

k=1Ak. But xt =
∑m

k=1 x
(k)
t +

∑∞
k=m+1 a

(k)
t > M contradicts

∑∞
k=1Ak ⊆ [0,M ]d.

�

Remark 5.2. In Proposition 5.1 (2), without the condition Ak ⊆ [0,∞)d for all k ∈ N, even
if
∑∞

k=1Ak is non-empty and compact, we can not guarantee
∑∞

k=1maxa∈Ak
|a| < ∞. For

example, take d = 1 and let Ak be the singleton
{
(−1)k+1/k

}
for every k ∈ N. Then∑∞

k=1Ak is the singleton
{∑∞

k=1(−1)k+1/k = ln 2
}

, which is non-empty and compact. But∑∞
k=1maxa∈Ak

|a| =
∑∞

k=1 1/k = ∞.

Now we prove statement (2) in Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5 (2). Suppose
∑∞

k=1maxa∈Ak
|a| < ∞, A′

k ⊆ [0,∞)d for all k ∈ N and
limk→∞mina∈A′

k
|a| = ∞. We need to prove that

∑∞
k=1(Ak∪A′

k) is closed. Let x(1), x(2), · · · ∈∑∞
k=1(Ak ∪ A′

k) such that x(n) converges to some x ∈ Rd as n → ∞. It suffices to show
x ∈

∑∞
k=1(Ak ∪ A′

k). Since in the proof of Theorem 1.5 (1) we have proved (5.1), in the
following we only need to show x ∈

∑p
k=1(Ak ∪ A′

k) +
∑∞

k=p+1Ak for some p ∈ N. Since∑∞
k=p+1maxa∈Ak

|a| < ∞ and Proposition 5.1 (1) imply that
∑p

k=1(Ak ∪ A′
k) +

∑∞
k=p+1Ak

is closed for every p ∈ N, it suffices to prove {x(n)}n>1 ⊆
∑p

k=1(Ak ∪ A′
k) +

∑∞
k=p+1Ak for

some p ∈ N.
In fact, by the convergency of {x(n)}n>1, there exists M1 > 0 such that |x(n)| < M1 for

all n ∈ N. Let M2 :=
∑∞

k=1maxa∈Ak
|a| < ∞. Since limk→∞mina∈A′

k
|a| = ∞, there exists

p ∈ N such that for all k > p we have

min
a∈A′

k

|a| > M1 +M2. (5.2)

Arbitrarily take n ∈ N. It suffices to prove x(n) ∈
∑p

k=1(Ak ∪ A′
k) +

∑∞
k=p+1Ak. By x(n) ∈

∑∞
k=1(Ak ∪ A′

k), there exist x
(n)
1 ∈ A1 ∪ A′

1, x
(n)
2 ∈ A2 ∪ A′

2, · · · , such that x(n) =
∑∞

k=1 x
(n)
k

converges. Arbitrarily take t > p + 1. We only need to prove x
(n)
t ∈ At. Let D := {k ∈ N :

x
(n)
k ∈ Ak}. It suffices to show t ∈ D. If #D < ∞, we have

x(n) =
∑

k∈D
x
(n)
k +

∑

k∈N\D
x
(n)
k . (5.3)

If #D = ∞, we also have (5.3) since
∑

k∈D
|x(n)

k | ≤
∑

k∈D
max
a∈Ak

|a| ≤ M2 (5.4)

implies that
∑

k∈D x
(n)
k converges. Thus

∣∣∣
∑

k∈N\D
x
(n)
k

∣∣∣ by (5.3)
=

∣∣∣x(n) −
∑

k∈D
x
(n)
k

∣∣∣ 6 |x(n)|+
∑

k∈D
|x(n)

k |
by (5.4)

6 M1 +M2

by (5.2)
< min

a∈A′

t

|a|. (5.5)

Since for every k ∈ N \D we have x
(n)
k /∈ Ak and then x

(n)
k ∈ A′

k ⊆ [0,∞)d, it follows that
∣∣∣
∑

k∈N\D
x
(n)
k

∣∣∣ > |x(n)
s | > min

a∈A′

s

|a| for all s ∈ N \D.
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By (5.5) we get

min
a∈A′

t

|a| > min
a∈A′

s

|a| for all s ∈ N \D.

Therefore t ∈ D. �

We prove Corollary 1.6 to end this section.

Proof of Corollary 1.6. For all k ∈ N, let Gk := Bk ∩ [0, ck]
d, then ∅ 6= Gk ⊆ Zd and we

can define Dk := {w(1) · · ·w(k) : w(1) ∈ G1, · · · , w(k) ∈ Gk}. Denote the empty word by
η, write D0 := {η} and define D :=

⋃∞
k=0Dk. Let Jη := J := [0, 1]d. For all k ∈ N and

w(1) = (w
(1)
1 , · · · , w(1)

d ) ∈ G1, · · · , w(k) = (w
(k)
1 , · · · , w(k)

d ) ∈ Gk, define

Jw(1)···w(k) := C−1
1 w(1) + C−1

1 C−1
2 w(2) + · · ·+ C−1

1 · · ·C−1
k w(k) + C−1

1 · · ·C−1
k [0, 1]d.

Let F := {Jw : w ∈ D},

Ek :=
⋃

w∈Dk

Jw for all k > 0 and E :=

∞⋂

k=0

Ek.

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, Jw is obviously geometrically similar to J .
II. For any k ∈ N and w(1) · · ·w(k) ∈ Dk, we need to prove Jw(1)···w(k) ⊆ Jw(1)···w(k−1) .

It suffices to show

C−1
1 w(1) + · · ·+ C−1

1 · · ·C−1
k−1w

(k−1) + C−1
1 · · ·C−1

k−1C
−1
k w(k) + C−1

1 · · ·C−1
k−1C

−1
k [0, 1]d

⊆ C−1
1 w(1) + · · ·+ C−1

1 · · ·C−1
k−1w

(k−1) + C−1
1 · · ·C−1

k−1[0, 1]
d,

which is equivalent to C−1
k w(k) + C−1

k [0, 1]d ⊆ [0, 1]d, and then also equivalent to
w(k) + [0, 1]d ⊆ [0, Ck]

d. This follows immediately from w(k) ∈ Gk ⊆ [0, ck]
d and

ck + 1 6 Ck.
III. For any k > 0, w(1) · · ·w(k) ∈ Dk and u, v ∈ Gk+1 with u 6= v, we need to prove

int(Jw(1)···w(k)u) ∩ int(Jw(1)···w(k)v) = ∅ where int(·) denotes the interior of a set.
It suffices to show

(
C−1

1 w(1) + · · ·+ C−1
1 · · ·C−1

k w(k) + C−1
1 · · ·C−1

k C−1
k+1u+ C−1

1 · · ·C−1
k C−1

k+1(0, 1)
d
)

∩
(
C−1

1 w(1) + · · ·+ C−1
1 · · ·C−1

k w(k) + C−1
1 · · ·C−1

k C−1
k+1v + C−1

1 · · ·C−1
k C−1

k+1(0, 1)
d
)
= ∅.

We only need to prove
(
u + (0, 1)d

)
∩
(
v + (0, 1)d

)
= ∅. This follows immediately

from u, v ∈ Gk+1 ⊆ Zd and u 6= v.

Fact 2.
∑∞

k=1C
−1
1 · · ·C−1

k Gk = E.
⊂ Let x ∈

∑∞
k=1C

−1
1 · · ·C−1

k Gk. Then there exist x(1) ∈ G1, x(2) ∈ G2, · · · such that

x =
∑∞

k=1C
−1
1 · · ·C−1

k x(k) converges in Rd. We need to prove x ∈ E. Arbitrarily take
an integer k > 0. It suffices to show x ∈ ⋃

w(1)···w(k)∈Dk
Jw(1)···w(k) . We only need to prove

x ∈ Jx(1)···x(k) , i.e.,

∞∑

n=1

C−1
1 · · ·C−1

n x(n) ∈ C−1
1 x(1) + · · ·+ C−1

1 · · ·C−1
k x(k) + C−1

1 · · ·C−1
k [0, 1]d,

which is equivalent to

∞∑

n=1

C−1
k+1 · · ·C−1

k+nx
(k+n) ∈ [0, 1]d, i.e.,

∞∑

n=1

(x
(k+n)
1 , · · · , x(k+n)

d )

Ck+1 · · ·Ck+n

∈ [0, 1]d.
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This follows from the fact that for all j ∈ {1, · · · , d} we have

0 6

∞∑

n=1

x
(k+n)
j

Ck+1 · · ·Ck+n

6

∞∑

n=1

ck+n

(ck+1 + 1) · · · (ck+n + 1)

=
ck+1

ck+1 + 1
+

ck+2

(ck+1 + 1)(ck+2 + 1)
+

ck+3

(ck+1 + 1)(ck+2 + 1)(ck+3 + 1)
+ · · ·

=
(
1− 1

ck+1 + 1

)
+
( 1

ck+1 + 1
− 1

(ck+1 + 1)(ck+2 + 1)

)

+
( 1

(ck+1 + 1)(ck+2 + 1)
− 1

(ck+1 + 1)(ck+2 + 1)(ck+3 + 1)

)
+ · · · = 1.

⊃ Let x ∈ E =
⋂∞

k=0Ek. We need to prove x ∈ ∑∞
k=1C

−1
1 · · ·C−1

k Gk. By x ∈ E1 =⋃
w(1)∈G1

Jw(1) , there exists x(1) ∈ G1 such that x ∈ Jx(1) . By x ∈ E2 =
⋃

w(1)∈G1,w(2)∈G2
Jw(1)w(2) ,

there exist x(1)′ ∈ G1 and x(2) ∈ G2 such that x ∈ Jx(1)′x(2) . It follows from x ∈ Jx(1) ∩
Jx(1)′x(2) 6= ∅ and the MSC of F in Fact 1 that x(1) = x(1)′ . Thus x ∈ Jx(1)x(2) . · · · Repeating

this process we know that there exist x(1) = (x
(1)
1 , · · · , x(1)

d ) ∈ G1, x
(2) = (x

(2)
1 , · · · , x(2)

d ) ∈
G2, · · · such that x ∈

⋂∞
k=1 Jx(1)···x(k) . In order to prove x ∈

∑∞
k=1C

−1
1 · · ·C−1

k Gk, we only
need to show the following I and II.

I. Prove that
∑∞

k=1C
−1
1 · · ·C−1

k x(k) converges in Rd.
In fact, this follows immediately from

0 6

∞∑

k=1

x
(k)
j

C1 · · ·Ck

6

∞∑

k=1

ck
(c1 + 1) · · · (ck + 1)

= 1 for all j ∈ {1, · · · , d}.

II. Prove x =
∑∞

k=1C
−1
1 · · ·C−1

k x(k).
Since limk→∞ |Jx(1)···x(k)| = 0 and Jx(1) ⊇ Jx(1)x(2) ⊇ Jx(1)x(2)x(3) ⊇ · · · are all closed
sets, we get #(

⋂∞
k=1 Jx(1)···x(k)) = 1. In order to prove x =

∑∞
k=1C

−1
1 · · ·C−1

k x(k), by
x ∈

⋂∞
k=1 Jx(1)···x(k) , it suffices to show

∑∞
k=1C

−1
1 · · ·C−1

k x(k) ∈
⋂∞

k=1 Jx(1)···x(k) . In fact
this follows in the same way as in the proof of the above “ ⊂ ”.

Now we deduce statements (1) and (2) in Corollary 1.6 from Theorem 1.5. For all k ∈ N,
let Ak := C−1

1 · · ·C−1
k Gk 6= ∅ and A′

k := C−1
1 · · ·C−1

k (Bk \ [0, ck]d) (may be ∅).
(1) Suppose limk→∞C−1

1 · · ·C−1
k min{||x|| : x ∈ Bk\ [0, ck]d} > 0, i.e., limk→∞mina∈A′

k
||a|| >

0, which is equivalent to limk→∞mina∈A′

k
|a| > 0 by (1.4).

1© Suppose
∏∞

k=1
#Gk

Cd
k

= 0 and we need to prove Ld(
∑∞

k=1(Ak ∪ A′
k)) = 0.

Since Ld and Hd are equivalent, by Theorem 1.5 (1) 1©, it suffices to show Ld(
∑∞

k=1Ak)
= 0. Recalling Fact 2, we only need to prove Ld(E) = 0. In fact, this follows im-
mediately from

Ld(E) 6 Ld(Ek) 6
∑

w∈Dk

Ld(Jw) =
∑

w∈Dk

Ld(C−1
1 · · ·C−1

k [0, 1]d) =
#G1 · · ·#Gk

Cd
1 · · ·Cd

k

→ 0

as k → ∞ using
∏∞

k=1
#Gk

Cd
k

= 0.

2© Suppose limk→∞
logCk

logC1···Ck
= 0 and we need to prove the Hausdorff and packing

dimension formulae for
∑∞

k=1C
−1
1 · · ·C−1

k Bk, which is equal to
∑∞

k=1(Ak ∪ A′
k).

Since the proofs of the two formulae are similar, in the following we only prove the

Hausdorff one, i.e., dimH

∑∞
k=1(Ak ∪A′

k) = limk→∞
log#G1···#Gk

logC1···Ck
. By Theorem 1.5 (1)

1© and Fact 2, it suffices to show dimH E = limk→∞
log#G1···#Gk

logC1···Ck
(using [21, Theorem
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1.3]). Since

0 = lim
k→∞

logCk

logC1 · · ·Ck

6 lim
k→∞

logCk

logC1 · · ·Ck − log
√
d
6 lim

k→∞

logCk

1
2
logC1 · · ·Ck

= 0,

we get

lim
k→∞

log 1
Ck

logmaxw∈Dk
|Jw|

= lim
k→∞

− logCk

log |C−1
1 · · ·C−1

k [0, 1]d| = lim
k→∞

logCk

logC1 · · ·Ck − log
√
d
= 0.

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

dimH E = lim
k→∞

log#G1 · · ·#Gk

− log 1
C1

· · · 1
Ck

= lim
k→∞

log#G1 · · ·#Gk

logC1 · · ·Ck

.

(2) Suppose Bk ⊆ [0,∞)d for all k ∈ N and limk→∞C−1
1 · · ·C−1

k min{||x|| : x ∈ Bk \
[0, ck]

d} = ∞, i.e., limk→∞mina∈A′

k
||a|| = ∞, which is equivalent to limk→∞mina∈A′

k
|a| =

∞ by (1.4). We need to prove that
∑∞

k=1(Ak ∪A′
k) is closed. By Theorem 1.5 (2), it suffices

to verify
∑∞

k=1maxa∈Ak
|a| < ∞, which is equivalent to

∑∞
k=1maxa∈Ak

||a|| < ∞. In fact
this follows immediately from

∞∑

k=1

max
a∈Ak

||a|| =
∞∑

k=1

C−1
1 · · ·C−1

k max
a∈Gk

||a|| 6
∞∑

k=1

ck
C1 · · ·Ck

6

∞∑

k=1

ck
(c1 + 1) · · · (ck + 1)

= 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 α, β ∈ [0, d] with α 6 β. Let m1 = 2
and mk = k2 for all k > 2. Define a family of functions gγ : N → N for γ ∈ [0, 1] by

gγ(n) :=





n1+⌊log n⌋ if γ = 0,

⌊n 1
γ
−1⌋n if 0 < γ < 1,

2n if γ = 1

where ⌊x⌋ denotes the integer part of x. Then

lim
n→∞

log n

log gγ(n)
= γ for all γ ∈ [0, 1]. (6.1)

Choose a strictly increasing sequence of integers {lj}∞j=1 such that l1 = 0 and

lim
j→∞

lj log lj
lj+1 − lj

= 0. (6.2)

For any k ∈ N, let

Nk :=

{
gα

d
(mk) if lj < k 6 lj+1 for some odd j ∈ N,

gβ
d
(mk) if lj < k 6 lj+1 for some even j ∈ N,

and let Bk := {0, 1, · · · , mk − 1}d. Then Nk > mk > 2 are integers with mk | Nk

for all k ∈ N, limk→∞
min{||x||:x∈Bk\{0,1,··· ,mk−1}d}

N1···Nk
= ∞ where min∅ is regarded as ∞,

∏∞
k=1

#Bk

Nd
k

=
∏∞

k=1
md

k

Nd
k

= 0 by Nk > 2mk for all k large enough, and {Bk}k>1 is a sequence

of nearly d-th power lattices with respect to {mk}k>1 and the sequence of d × d diag-
onal matrices {diag(Nk, · · · , Nk)}k>1. In order to use Corollary 1.7, it suffices to prove
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limk→∞
logNk

logN1···Nk
= 0. In fact, by 2mk 6 Nk 6 m1+logmk

k for all k ∈ N large enough, we

have

lim
k→∞

logNk

logN1N2 · · ·Nk

6 lim
k→∞

logm1+logmk

k

log 2m12m2 · · ·2mk

= lim
k→∞

(1 + logmk) logmk

k log 2 + logm1m2 · · ·mk

= lim
k→∞

(1 + log k2) log k2

k log 2 + log 2 · 22 · 32 · · · k2
6 lim

k→∞

4(log k)2 + 2 log k

k log 2

=
4

log 2
lim
k→∞

(log k)2

k
+

2

log 2
lim
k→∞

log k

k
= 0.

Therefore, by applying Corollary 1.7, we know that the infinite convolution

µ = δN−1
1 B1

∗ δN−1
1 N−1

2 B2
∗ δN−1

1 N−1
2 N−1

3 B3
∗ · · ·

exists, is a singular spectral measure with a spectrum in Zd, spt µ =
∑∞

k=1N
−1
1 · · ·N−1

k Bk,

dimH spt µ = lim
k→∞

d logm1 · · ·mk

logN1 · · ·Nk

and dimP sptµ = lim
k→∞

d logm1 · · ·mk

logN1 · · ·Nk

.

To complete the proof, it suffices to show the following (1), (2) and (3).

(1) Prove that
∑∞

k=1N
−1
1 · · ·N−1

k Bk is compact.
In fact this follows immediately from Proposition 5.1 (1) and

∞∑

k=1

max
a∈N−1

1 ···N−1
k Bk

|a| 6
∞∑

k=1

(mk − 1)
√
d

N1 · · ·Nk

6

∞∑

k=1

√
d

N1 · · ·Nk−1
· mk

Nk

6

∞∑

k=1

√
d

2k−1
= 2

√
d < ∞.

(2) Prove limk→∞
logm1m2···mk

logN1N2···Nk
= α

d
.

On the one hand, we have

lim
k→∞

logm1m2 · · ·mk

logN1N2 · · ·Nk

(⋆)

> lim
k→∞

logmk

logNk

(⋆⋆)

> lim
k→∞

logmk

log gα
d
(mk)

by (6.1)
======

α

d
,

where (⋆) follows from Theorem 2.5 and (⋆⋆) follows from gβ
d
(mk) 6 gα

d
(mk) for

all k large enough with 0 6 α
d
6

β

d
6 1.

On the other hand, we have

lim
k→∞

logm1m2 · · ·mk

logN1N2 · · ·Nk

6 lim
j→∞

logm1m2 · · ·ml2j

logN1N2 · · ·Nl2j

6 lim
j→∞

logm1m2 · · ·ml2j−1
+ logml2j−1+1ml2j−1+2 · · ·ml2j

logNl2j−1+1Nl2j−1+2 · · ·Nl2j

6 lim
j→∞

( l2j−1 logml2j−1

(l2j − l2j−1) log gα
d
(ml2j−1+1)

+
logml2j−1+1ml2j−1+2 · · ·ml2j

logNl2j−1+1Nl2j−1+2 · · ·Nl2j

)

6 lim
j→∞

( l2j−1

l2j − l2j−1
· logml2j−1+1

log gα
d
(ml2j−1+1)

+
logml2j−1+1 + logml2j−1+2 + · · ·+ logml2j

logNl2j−1+1 + logNl2j−1+2 + · · ·+ logNl2j

)

by (6.2)
=======

and (6.1)
lim
j→∞

logml2j−1+1 + logml2j−1+2 + · · ·+ logml2j

log gα
d
(ml2j−1+1) + log gα

d
(ml2j−1+2) + · · ·+ log gα

d
(ml2j )

=
α

d
,

where the last equality can be proved as follows. Let r := α
d
∈ [0, 1], and for all

n ∈ N let

an = logm1 + logm2 + · · ·+ logml2n , cn = logm1 + logm2 + · · ·+ logml2n−1 ,

bn = log gr(m1)+log gr(m2)+· · ·+log gr(ml2n), dn = log gr(m1)+log gr(m2)+· · ·+log gr(ml2n−1).
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It suffices to prove limn→∞
an−cn
bn−dn

= r. Since Theorem 2.5 and (6.1) imply limn→∞
an
bn

=

limn→∞
cn
dn

= r, by Proposition 2.7 we only need to verify limn→∞
bn
dn

> 1. In fact
this follows immediately from

lim
n→∞

bn
dn

− 1 = lim
n→∞

log gr(ml2n−1+1) + log gr(ml2n−1+2) + · · ·+ log gr(ml2n)

log gr(m1) + log gr(m2) + · · ·+ log gr(ml2n−1)

> lim
n→∞

(l2n − l2n−1) · log gr(ml2n−1)

l2n−1 · log gr(ml2n−1)

by (6.2)
====== ∞.

(3) Prove limk→∞
logm1m2···mk

logN1N2···Nk
= β

d
.

On the one hand, we have

lim
k→∞

logm1m2 · · ·mk

logN1N2 · · ·Nk

(⋆)

6 lim
k→∞

logmk

logNk

(⋆⋆)

6 lim
k→∞

logmk

log gβ
d
(mk)

by (6.1)
======

β

d
,

where (⋆) follows from Theorem 2.5 and (⋆⋆) follows from gα
d
(mk) > gβ

d
(mk) for

all k large enough with 0 6 α
d
6

β

d
6 1.

On the other hand, we have

lim
k→∞

logm1m2 · · ·mk

logN1N2 · · ·Nk

> lim
j→∞

logm1m2 · · ·ml2j+1

logN1N2 · · ·Nl2j+1

> lim
j→∞

logml2j+1ml2j+2 · · ·ml2j+1

logN1N2 · · ·Nl2j + logNl2j+1Nl2j+2 · · ·Nl2j+1

> lim
j→∞

logml2j+1ml2j+2 · · ·ml2j+1

l2j log gα
d
(ml2j ) + log gβ

d
(ml2j+1)gβ

d
(ml2j+2) · · · gβ

d
(ml2j+1

)

(⋆)
= lim

j→∞

logml2j+1ml2j+2 · · ·ml2j+1

log gβ
d
(ml2j+1)gβ

d
(ml2j+2) · · · gβ

d
(ml2j+1

)
=

β

d
,

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

lim
j→∞

l2j log gα
d
(ml2j )

logml2j+1ml2j+2 · · ·ml2j+1

6 lim
j→∞

l2j(1 + logml2j ) logml2j

(l2j+1 − l2j) logml2j+1
6 lim

j→∞

l2j(1 + log l22j)

l2j+1 − l2j

by
=====
(6.2)

0,

where the first inequality follows from gα
d
(n) 6 n1+logn for all n ∈ N large enough.

�

Proof of Corollary 1.9. Let d ∈ N and arbitrarily take α, β ∈ [0, d] with α 6 β. Let {mk}k>1

and {Nk}k>1 be defined as in the proof of Corollary 1.8. For all k ∈ N, let

Bk := {0, 1, · · · , mk − 2, N1 · · ·Nk · k +mk − 1}d

and

Gk := Bk ∩ {0, 1, · · · , mk − 1}d = {0, 1, · · · , mk − 2}d.
In a way similar to the proof of Corollary 1.8, by applying Corollary 1.7, we know that
the infinite convolution

µ = δN−1
1 B1

∗ δN−1
1 N−1

2 B2
∗ δN−1

1 N−1
2 N−1

3 B3
∗ · · ·

exists, is a singular spectral measure with a spectrum in Zd, spt µ =
∑∞

k=1N
−1
1 · · ·N−1

k Bk,

dimH sptµ = lim
k→∞

d log(m1 − 1) · · · (mk − 1)

logN1 · · ·Nk

and dimP sptµ = lim
k→∞

d log(m1 − 1) · · · (mk − 1)

logN1 · · ·Nk

.

To complete the proof, we only need to show the following (1) and (2).
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(1) Prove that
∑∞

k=1N
−1
1 · · ·N−1

k Bk is not compact.
In fact this follows immediately from Proposition 5.1 (2) and

∞∑

k=1

max
a∈N−1

1 ···N−1
k Bk

|a| >
∞∑

k=1

N1 · · ·Nk · k +mk − 1

N1 · · ·Nk

>

∞∑

k=1

k = ∞.

(2) Prove limk→∞
d log(m1−1)···(mk−1)

logN1···Nk
= α and limk→∞

d log(m1−1)···(mk−1)
logN1···Nk

= β.

It follows from (2) and (3) in the proof of Corollary 1.8 that we only need to prove

limk→∞
log(m1−1)···(mk−1)

logm1···mk
= 1. In fact, by

lim
k→∞

log(mk − 1)

logmk

= lim
k→∞

log(k2 − 1)

log k2
= 1,

we get

lim
k→∞

log(m1 − 1) · · · (mk − 1)

logm1 · · ·mk

= lim
k→∞

log(m1 − 1) + · · ·+ log(mk − 1)

logm1 + · · ·+ logmk

by
========

Theorem 2.5
lim
k→∞

log(mk − 1)

logmk

= 1.

�
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