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QUANTITATIVE WEAK MIXING OF SELF-AFFINE TILINGS

JUAN MARSHALL-MALDONADO

Abstract. We study the regularity of spectral measures of dynamical sys-
tems arising from a translation action on tilings of substitutive nature. The
results are inspired in the work of Bufetov and Solomyak [BS14] where they
previously established a log-Hölder modulus of continuity of one-dimensional
self-similar tiling systems. We generalize this result to higher dimension in the
more general case of self-affine tilings systems. Futher analysis, leads to uni-
form estimates in the whole space of spectral parameters, allowing to deduce
logarithmic rates of weak mixing.

1. Introduction

We study the spectrum of the Koopman representation of the translation flow
of some dynamical systems arising from self-similar and self-affine tilings of Rd. In
particular, we will be interested in the decay of spectral measures of weakly-mixing
systems, that is, we do not consider the case where there are non trivial eigenvalues
of the system or Bragg peaks as they are know in the quasicrsytal literature (see
[BLvE15]). Substitutive tilings are in fact a fruitful source of aperiodic structures,
whose interest go beyond pure mathematics, with applications in physics and ma-
terial sciences. The interested reader may consult the surveys [BDG16, Tre23] or
[BG13] for a deeper introduction.

This paper is based on the unpublished master thesis of the author [MM17] (in
Spanish), correcting some arguments and extending the results in it. The objective
is to generalize to higher dimensions a result of A. Bufetov and B. Solomyak in
[BS14], where they study spectral measures of tilings systems of the real line arising
from substitutions. For background on the spectrum of substitutions the reader may
consult [BS23] and references therein.

The following is a list of some recent related work:

• In [BS13] A. Bufetov and B. Solomyak obtain upper bounds for deviations
of ergodic averages for self-similar tilings.

• In [ST18] S. Schmieding and R. Treviño obtain upper bounds for deviations
of ergodic averages for self-affine tilings.

• In [Emm17] J. Emme generalize Theorem 6.2 from [BS14] for a self-similar
substitution tiling: he obtains a modulus of continuity around zero for self
similar tilings.

• In [BS18a, BS21] A. Bufetov and B. Solomyak and G. Forni in [For22] prove
quantitative weak mixing of generic translations surfaces of every genus
greater or equal than 2. This is achieved generalizing the setup developed
in [BS14] for substitutions, to the S-adic setting.

Key words and phrases. Spectral measure, substitution tilings, weak mixing.
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• In [AFS23] A. Avila, G. Forni and P. Safaee proved quantitative weak
mixing for interval exchange transformations.

• In [Tre] R. Treviño generalizes Theorem 4.1 of [BS14] in the context of
random deformations of multiple substitution tilings.

• In [ST24] B. Solomyak and R. Treviño generalize the construction of a
spectral cocycle from [BS18c] to obtain lower dimension estimates on the
spectral measures of pseudo self-similar tilings.

• Related work on the absence of absolutely continuous component of the
spectral measures is done in [BFGRJ19, BGM19] (in dimension 1).

The aim of the present paper is to study the decay of the spectral measures of
substitution tiling systems of Rd and the decay of Cesàro means of correlations.
Since for self-affine tilings case we need some extra assumptions with respect to the
self-similar case, we state the results separately. In both cases, the main hypothesis
is the existence of Galois conjugates of the eigenvalues of the substitution expansion,
of moduli strictly greater than 1 which does not belong to the spectrum of the
expansion.

The next theorem is a natural generalization to higher dimension of Theorem 5.1
in [BS14]. Let ω = (ω1, . . . , ωd) ∈ Rd and Cω

r = [ω1−r, ω1+r]×· · ·×[ωd−r, ωd+r].

Theorem 1.1. Let ζ be a self-similar primitive aperiodic substitution with finite
local complexity. Let f be a cylindrical function of the tiling space Xζ like in equation
(2.1) such that all functions ψi are Lipschitz. Suppose f has zero average and that
the spectrum of the expansion of ζ is a strongly totally non-Pisot family (see the
definition after Theorem 3.6). Then there exist r0, c, γ > 0, only depending on the
substitution, such that for any ω ∈ Rd

σf (C
ω

r ) ≤ c||f ||2Lip log(1/r)
−γ , ∀r < r0.

where ||·||Lip is the Lipschitz norm.

In general, as a consequence of this uniform regularity for the spectral measures,
we can deduce a decay of Cesàro means of correlations (see for example [Kni98]).
This derivation has also appeard in [BS18b, AFS23].

Theorem 1.2. Under the same hypothesis of Theorem 1.1 the next statement holds.
Suppose f has zero average and let g ∈ L2(Xζ , µ). Then, there exists C,α > 0 only
depending on the substitution, such that

1

Rd

∫

C0

R

∣

∣〈f ◦ Γ(s, ·), g〉L2(Xζ,µ)

∣

∣

2
ds ≤ C||f ||2Lip||g||

2
2 log(R)

−α,

where Γ is the Rd-action given by translations on the tiling space Xζ .

For self-affine tilings we need some extra assumptions. We assume the support
of the prototiles is given by polyhedra, and such that they intersect on full edges
(this enforces finite local complexity for obvious reasons). With these hypothesis,
the pattern equivariant cohomology of the tiling space is finite dimensional, and the
associated cohomology action is simply a linear trasformation between finite dimen-
sional spaces (see Corollary 1 in [ST18]). For an introduction on the cohomology
of tiling spaces, the reader can consult [Sad08].

Theorem 1.3. Let ζ be a self-affine primitive aperiodic substitution with finite lo-
cal complexity and diagonalizable expansion over C. Let f be a cylindrical function
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of the tiling space Xζ like in equation (2.1) such that all functions ψi are smooth.
Suppose f has zero average and that the spectrum of the expansion of ζ is a strongly
totally non-Pisot family. Then there exist r0, c, γ > 0, only depending on the sub-
stitution, such that for any ω ∈ Rd

σf (C
ω

r ) ≤ c||f ||2∞ log(1/r)−γ , ∀r < r0.

Theorem 1.4. Under the same hypothesis of Theorem 1.3 the next statement holds.
Suppose f has zero average and let g ∈ L2(Xζ , µ). Then, there exists C,α > 0 only
depending on the substitution, such that

1

Rd

∫

C0

R

∣

∣〈f ◦ Γ(s, ·), g〉L2(Xζ ,µ)

∣

∣

2
ds ≤ C||f ||2∞||g||22 log(R)

−α.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section 2 provides necessary back-
ground of tiling systems and their spectral theory. In Section 3 we show some
preliminary results on the structure of twisted Birkhoff integrals and recall some
conditions for weak mixing of self-affine tilings. In Section 4 we prove they key
result for the regularity of spectral measures. In Section 5 we prove Theorems 1.1
and 1.2 for self-similar tilings, and in Section 6 we do the same for the more subtle
case of self-affine tilings, proving Theorems 1.3 and 1.4.

1.1. Acknowledgements. I would like to express my gratitude to Alejandro Maass
who supervised my master’s thesis at Universidad de Chile, which served as a basis
for this work. I would like also to thank Boris Solomyak and Rodrigo Treviño for
reading early versions of this manuscript and suggesting many improvements. My
research is supported by the Israel Science Foundation grant #1647/23.

2. Background on tiling spaces

2.1. Tiling dynamical systems. Most of the definitions and results stated in
this section may be found in [Rob04] or [Sol96]. Let a tile (of Rd) to be a pair
T = (supp(T ), punc(T )), where supp(T ), the support of T , is a compact subset of
Rd which is the closure of its interior and punc(T ), the puncture of T is a point
in the interior of supp(T ). A patch is a finite set of tiles P = {P1, . . . , Pn} for
which int(supp(Pi)) ∩ int(supp(Pj)) = ∅, for i 6= j (int(A) denotes the interior
of a set A ⊆ Rd). The support of a patch is the union of the supports of the
tiles comforming it. A tiling is an infinite collection of tiles X = {Xi}i∈N such
that every finite sub-collection defines a patch and covers the whole space, i.e.,
Rd =

⋃

i∈N
supp(Xi).

Let s ∈ Rd and T a tile. The translate of T by s is the tile T + s = (supp(T )+
s, punc(T ) + s) and this notion defines an equivalence relation: the class of a tile
is the set of all translations of it. The notion of translate is extended naturally to
patches and tilings also. We will be interested only in tilings conformed of transla-
tions of a fixed finite set of nonequivalent tiles A = {T1, . . . , Tm} that we call alpha-
bet, and their elements prototiles. Since these tiles are just representatives of all
their translations, we will assume punc(Tj) = 0, for all j = 1, . . . ,m. Denote by PA

the patches conformed only by translates of tiles in A, and the full-tiling space

associated to an alphabet A by TA =
{

X = {Xi}i∈N
tiling | ∀i ≥ 1, Xi ∈ PA

}

.
When d > 1, is not a trivial task to decide whether this set is empty or not, but
we will always assume that given an alphabet there are tilings conformed only by
translations of tiles in the alphabet.
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A well-known metric for TA is the following: for a tiling X and a subset F ⊆ Rd

denote by ]F [X the patch given by the tiles of X whose supports are contained in
F . Then, a metric Dist on TA is defined by

Dist(X,Y) = min
(
D(X,Y), 1/

√
2
)
,

D(X,Y) = inf
{
ε > 0 | ∃ s ∈ B(0, ε) : ]B(0, 1/ε)[X = ]B(0, 1/ε)[Y + s

}
.

In plain language, this metric consider close two tilings that coincide in a large central
patch after a small translation. It is desirable to have a compact space, but the metric
introduced does not ensure TA have this property. To do so, we will always assume that
every tiling in the full-tiling space has finite local complexity (f.l.c.), this mean that for
every tiling in the space, the number of different patches conformed of two tiles is finite
up to translation.

Theorem 2.1. (see [Rob04], Theorem 2.9) If every tiling in TA has f.l.c., then the full-
tiling endowed with Dist is a compact metric space. Also, the map Γ : Rd × TA −→ TA,
(s,X) 7→ X− s is continuous.

The continuous action of Rd over the full-tiling, given by Γ as in theorem above, is
called translation. If X is a Γ-invariant and closed subset of TA, the pair (X,Γ) will be
called (topological) tiling dynamical system. As usual, we can endorse X with its Borel
σ-algebra B(X), and a Borel Γ-invariant probability measure µ, i.e., µ(Γ(s,B)) = µ(B),
for every s ∈ Rd and B ∈ B(X), in order to study the measurable dynamical system
(X,B(X), µ,Γ).

2.2. Substitutions. Let L : Rd −→ Rd be a linear expansive map, i.e., every eigenvalue
of L is outside of the closed unit disk. Now we define a substitution in the context of
tilings of Rd. Let A = {T1, . . . , Tm} be an alphabet.

Definition 2.2. A substitution with expansion L over the alphabet A is a map ζ :
A −→ PA, that satisfies supp(ζ(T )) = L (supp(T )), for every T ∈ A.

In simple words, the condition says that L(supp(T )) may be decomposed into a union
of tiles which are translates of tiles in A and their supports do not overlap. The definition
of the substitution may be extended in a natural way to translates of the prototiles by
ζ(T + s) = ζ(T ) + L(s), and to patches and tilings by ζ(P) =

⋃
T∈P

ζ(T ) and ζ(X) =⋃
T∈X

ζ(T ) respectively. In particular, now the iterations ζn = ζ ◦ · · · ◦ ζ are well-defined.
Associated to a substitution ζ, the substitution-matrix denoted by Sζ is the nonnegative
integer matrix of dimension m×m with (i, j) entry given by the number of translates of
Ti that appear in ζ(Tj). If Sζ is a primitive matrix, we say that ζ is primitive.

Definition 2.3. Let ζ be a substitution over the alphabet A = {T1, . . . , Tm}. The tiling

space associated to ζ , which we will denote by Xζ , the set of tilings X ∈ TA such that
every patch of X is a translate of a subpatch of ζn(Tj), for some 1 ≤ j ≤ m and n ∈ N.

A classic result in the literature ensures that for a primitive substitution ζ, there exists
a tiling X ∈ Xζ such that ζk(X) = X, for some k ∈ N (see [Rob04], Theorem 5.10). In
the case that k = 1, the tiling X is called a self-affine. If the expansion L satisfies

||Lx|| = λ||x||
for some λ > 1, we will say X is self-similar. When ζ admits a self-affine/self-similar
tiling, we say this substitution is self-affine/self-similar.

Given an alphabet A = {T1, . . . , Tm} and a substitution ζ with expansion L, consider

the tiles of order k, for k ∈ Z, defined by LkA = {LkT1, . . . , L
kTm}, where LkTj =
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(Lk(supp(Tj)), L
k(punc(Tj))). In this new alphabet we can define a substitution Lkζ,

defined by Lkζ(LkTj) = Lk(ζ(Tj)). The subdivision map

Υk : XLkζ −→ XLk−1ζ ,

acts by dividing each tile of order k into tiles of order k−1 according to the rule implicit in
the substitution. The theorem below gives the hypothesis necessary to define the inverse
of the subdivision map: we say that a tiling X ∈ Xζ is aperiodic if X−s = X, for s ∈ Rd,
implies s = 0. If every X ∈ Xζ is aperiodic, we say that the substitution ζ is aperiodic.

Theorem 2.4 (B. Solomyak, [Sol98] Theorem 1.1). Let ζ be a primitive and aperiodic
substitution with expansion L. Then, for every X,Y ∈ XLζ

Υ1(X) = Υ1(Y) ⇐⇒ X = Y.

In particular, ζ viewed as a map from Xζ to itself, is injective if and only if at least one
X is aperiodic (by primitivity).

Definition 2.5. A tiling X of Rd is repetitive if for any subpatch P of X there exists
R > 0 such that for any ball B(x,R) of Rd of radius R, there exists a translate of P

contained in B(x,R).

Proposition 2.6 ([Pra99], Proposition 1.2). Let ζ be a primitive substitution and such
that all tilings Xζ have f.l.c. Then, all tilings in Xζ are repetitive.

We finish this subsection recalling the ergodic properties of the tiling systems arising
from an aperiodic and primitive substitution. There exists a natural Γ-invariant measure
µ on (Xζ ,B(Xζ)) defined by the frequency of patches on any tiling of the space. In fact,
we have the next result.

Theorem 2.7 (see [LMS03], Theorem 4.1). Let ζ be an aperiodic and primitive substitu-
tion. The system (Xζ ,Γ) is uniquely ergodic, and its unique ergodic measure class is given
by µ.

2.3. Spectral theory. The spectral theory of a second-countable locally compact abelian
group acting on a compact metric space is well-understood from the theory of represen-
tations, see for example [FK02]. Here we content ourselves with only recall the spectral
theorem in our particular case. We use the notation e[x] = e2πix, for x ∈ R, and x · y is

the pairing in Cd given by x · y = x1y1 + · · ·+ xdyd.

Theorem 2.8 (see [EW17], Theorem 9.58). Let f, g ∈ L2(Xζ , µ). There is a Borel σ-
finite measure σf,g supported in Rd called spectral measure associated to f, g (we denote
also σf = σf,f ) defined by its Fourier transform

σ̂f,g(s) =

∫

Rd

e[−ω · s]dσf,g(ω) = 〈f ◦ Γ(s, ·), g〉L2(Xζ ,µ)
,

for all s ∈ Rd.

Recall that for a self-affine tiling X0, the union of the borders of each tile composing
X0 has Lebesgue measure zero. Consider the next partition (in measure) of the tiling
space

Xζ =
m⋃

i=1

XTi
, where

XTi
= { Γ(s,X) ∈ Xζ | Ti ∈ X, s ∈ supp(Ti)} .

A non trivial function f ∈ L2(Xζ , µ) is an eigenfunction if there is some ω ∈ Rd such
that for every s ∈ Rd

f(Γ(s,X)) = e[s · ω]f(X) µ-a.s. for X ∈ Xζ .
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In this situation, ω is called an eigenvalue of the system (Xζ , µ,Γ). If the constant
functions are the only eigenfunctions, the system is said to be weakly-mixing. Equiva-
lently, in terms of spectral measures, the system is weakly-mixing if and only if no spectral
measure has an atom except from the trivial one at ω = 0. In Section 3, we recall some
conditions over the expansion that ensure the system is weakly-mixing.

2.4. Twisted Birkhoff integrals. Here we recall the main constructions that will be
used in the next section to find the modulus of continuity of the spectral measures. These
concepts are multi-dimensional analogs of the ones found in [BS14]. Consider in what
follows a substitution ζ with expansion L over the alphabet A = {T1, . . . , Tm}. We denote
by CR the cube [−R,R]d ⊆ Rd, for R > 0.

Definition 2.9. Let f ∈ L2(Xζ , µ), X ∈ Xζ and ω ∈ Rd. The twisted Birkhoff integral

is defined as

Sf
R(X,ω) =

∫

CR

e[ω · s]f ◦ Γ(s,X)ds.

We will also consider the quadratic mean of Sf
R(X,ω):

GR(f,ω) =
1

Rd
||Sf

R(·,ω)||2L2(Xζ,µ)
=

1

Rd

∫

Xζ

Sf
R(Y,ω)Sf

R(Y,ω)dµ(Y).

2.5. Relation between σf and Sf
R(X,ω). The next lemma states that if we can control

growth of twisted Birkhoff sums uniformly in points of the space, then we are able to
control the growth of the spectral measure. We denote the cube [ω1 − r, ω1 + r] × · · · ×
[ωd − r, ωd + r] ⊆ Rd by Cω

r .

Lemma 2.10. Let f ∈ L2(Xζ , µ) and ω = (ω1, . . . , ωd) ∈ Rd. Let Ω : [0, 1) −→ R be
a nondecreasing function with Ω(0) = 0 and such that, for some constants C and R0,

GR(f,ω) ≤ CRdΩ(1/R) for every R ≥ R0. Then for all r ≤ 1/2R0, we have the bound

σf (C
ω

r ) ≤ π2dC

4d
Ω(2r).

Proof. By the spectral theorem (in the third equality below), we have

GR(f,ω) =
1

Rd
〈Sf

R(·,ω), Sf
R(·,ω)〉L2(Xζ ,µ)

=
1

Rd

∫

CR

∫

CR

e[ω · (s− t)]〈f ◦ Γ(s− t, ·), f〉L2(Xζ,µ)
ds dt

=
1

Rd

∫

CR

∫

CR

e[ω · (s− t)]

∫

Rd

e[−λ · (s− t)]dσf (λ)ds dt

=

∫

Rd

[∫

CR

1

Rd

∫

CR

e[(ω − λ) · (s− t)]ds dt

]
dσf (λ)

=

∫

Rd

F
d
R(ω1 − λ1, . . . , ωd − λd)dσf (λ),

where Fd
R(ω1 − λ1, . . . , ωd − λd) =

∏d
i=1 FR(ωi − λi) is the d-dimensional Fejér kernel

and FR(y) =
1

R

[
sin(πRy)

πy

]2
. It is easily shown that if for each i = 1, . . . , d holds

|ωi −λi| ≤ 1/2R, then Fd
R(ω−λ) ≥ (4R)d/π2d. Finally, we set r = 1/2R ≤ 1/2R0 to get

σf (C
ω

r ) ≤ π2d

(4R)d

∫

Rd

F
d
R(ω1 − λ1, . . . , ωd − λd)dσf (λ)

=
π2d

(4R)d
GR(f,ω)
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≤ π2dC

4d
Ω(2r).

�

The class of functions we will work with are defined next.

Definition 2.11. We will say a function f : Xζ −→ C is a cylindrical function if it is
integrable and only depends on the tile containing 0. More precisely, there exist integrable
ψi : R

d −→ C, for i = 1, . . . ,m such that supp(ψi) ⊆ Ti, ψi ≡ 0 on the border of Ti and

(2.1) f(X) =
m∑

i=1

ψi(s)1XTi
(X), if Ti + s ∈ X, s ∈ Ti.

Remark 2.12. Cylindrical functions are in fact what are called cylindrical functions of
order 0, since we could more generally consider indicator functions of tiles of higher order
in (2.1). As remarked in [BS13], when we consider cylindrical functions of all orders, we
obtain a dense subspace of L2(Xζ , µ). This would allow us to study the whole family of
spectral measures by approximation, as it is done for example in [BS21]. For simplicity
we will only work with cylindrical functions of order 0 as in the previous definition.

Let us analyze the twisted integral of a cylindrical function of the form ψ1XTi
. Let

]CR[
X= {X1, . . . , XN} and xj = punc(Xj). For two tiles T, S define δT,S = 1 if T is a

translate of S, and equal to zero otherwise. Then,

Sf
R(X,ω) =

∫

supp(]CR[X)

e[ω · s]f(X− s)ds+

∫

CR\supp(]CR[X)

e[ω · s]f(X− s)ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=∆(R)

(2.2)

=
N∑

j=1

δTi,Xj

∫

supp(Xj)

e[ω · s]f(X− s)ds+∆(R)(2.3)

=

N∑

j=1

δTi,Xj

∫

supp(Xj)−xj

e[ω · (s+ xj)]f(X− s− xj)ds+∆(R)(2.4)

=
N∑

j=1

δTi,Xj

∫

supp(Ti)

e[ω · (s+ xj)]ψ(s)ds+∆(R)(2.5)

=

∫

supp(Ti)

e [ω · s]ψ(s)ds
N∑

j=1

δTi,Xj
e [ω · xj ] + ∆(R)(2.6)

= ψ̂(ω)Φi

(
]CR[

X,ω
)
+∆(R),(2.7)

where ψ̂ denotes the Fourier transform of ψ. We call the sum Φi

(
]CR[

X,ω
)

=∑N
j=1 δTi,Xj

e [ω · xj ] the structure factor, which we may define for any patch P in-

stead of ]CR[
X. Note that by definition |Φi(P,ω)| = |Φi(P + s,ω)|, for every s ∈ Rd.

Now we analyse how it behaves for tiles of order n (viewed as a patch). If ζ(Tj) =⋃
1≤k≤m

⋃
1≤l≤n

j
k

{
Tk + skl (j)

}
, then

ζn(Tj) =
⋃

1≤k≤m

⋃

1≤l≤n
j
k

{
ζn−1(Tk) + Ln−1(skl (j))

}
,

where nj
k = Sζ(k, j) and n

j
1 + · · ·+ nj

m = N j = #ζ(Tj). By definition we get

Φi(ζ
n(Tj),ω) =

m∑

k=1

n
j
k∑

l=1

e
[
ω · Ln−1(skl (j))

]
Φi(ζ

n−1(Tk),ω).(2.8)
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Let us define

Πn(ω)(k, i) = Φi(ζ
n(Tk),ω),

Mn−1(ω)(j, k) =

n
j
k∑

l=1

e
[
ω · Ln−1(skl (j))

]
.

The equality (2.8) above can be written Πn(ω) = Mn−1(ω)Πn−1(ω). Note also that
Π0(ω) = Im×m, the identity matrix of dimension m. Finally we have

Πn(ω) = Mn−1(ω) . . .M1(ω).

Remark 2.13. The implicit cocycle defined by the matrices Πn is analogous of the one
considered in [BS14]. A more general version is defined in [ST24], but we will not need
such generality.

3. Preliminary results

In this section we prove most of the facts we need to prove the regularity of the spectral
measures in the case of strongly non-Pisot substituion tilings (definition after Theorem
3.6. For the rest of this section we fix:

• A = {T1, . . . , Tm} a tile alphabet satisfying punc(Tj) = 0.
• ζ an aperiodic, primitive and self-affine substitution over A, having as expansion

the linear transformation L : Rd −→ Rd.
• (Xζ ,B(Xζ), µ,Γ) the dynamical system associated to ζ.

3.1. Tower structure. To obtain estimates on the growth of twisted Birkhoff integrals
we will take advantage of the tower structure of the substitution tiling system, which we
recall in the next parahraph. The aperiodicity assumption on the substitution is crucial,
because only in that situation we may decompose an arbitrary patch of a tiling as unique
union of tiles of order ≥ 1.

For a tiling X ∈ Xζ we set X(0) = X and X(k) = Υ−1
k−1 ◦ · · · ◦ Υ−1

0 (X). By Theorem

2.4 we can view X as a tiling on the alphabet LkA, for any k ∈ Z. Actually, for a patch
of X we may write P = {T ∈ Rk(P) | 0 ≤ k ≤ n}, where n is the first integer such that

]supp(P)[X
(n+1)

= ∅, and the sets Rk(P) are inductively defined by

Rn(P) = ]supp(P)[X
(n)

and Rk(P) = ]supp(P)[X
(k) \ ]supp(Rk+1(P))[X

(k)

,

for 0 ≤ k < n. In simple words, Rk(P) is the set of tiles of order k contained in supp(P),
but such that the tiles of order k + 1 that contain them are not contained in supp(P).

Denote the operator norm of L induced by the norm ||·||∞ on Rd by ||L||.

Lemma 3.1. Let f = 1XTi
and ω ∈ Rd. Assume there exists 1 < ξ < ||L||, and a

sequence (Fω(n))n≥0 such that for every Tj ∈ A we have

• Fω(n)

ξ
≤ Fω(n+ 1) ≤ Fω(n).

• |Φi(ζ
n(Tj),ω)| ≤ #ζn(Tj) Fω(n).

Then for all X ∈ Xζ ,

|Sf
R(X,ω)| = O

(
RdFω(⌊log||L||(R)⌋)

)
+O(Rd−1).

Proof. By Theorem 2.4 we have ]CR[
X= {T ∈ Rk(]CR[

X) | 0 ≤ k ≤ n}. Let Dmax be
the maximum diameter of a prototile’s support and Vmin the minimum volume of these.
Denote by U(∂CR, r) the set of points which are at a distance less or equal than r from
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∂CR, the border of CR. It is easy to see that CR \ supp(]CR[
X) ⊆ U(∂CR, Dmax). In

terms of the Lebesgue measure of Rd, which we denote by Ld, we can deduce

Ld
(
CR \ supp(]CR[

X)
)
≤ Ld(U(∂CR, Dmax))

≤ (2R + 2Dmax)
d − (2R − 2Dmax)

d

= O(Rd−1),

Then, the error term ∆(R) =
∫
CR\ supp(]CR[X)

e[ω · s]1XTi
(X − s)ds = O(Rd−1). Since

supp(Ti) has finite volume, we bound the Birkhoff sum |Sf
R(X,ω)| as follows:

|Sf
R(X,ω)| ≤

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

supp(Ti)

e[ω · s]ds
∣∣∣∣∣ |Φi

(
]CR[

X,ω
)
|+ |∆(R)|

= O




n∑

k=0

#Rk(]CR[X)∑

l=1

|Φi(ζ
k(Xk

l ) + x
k
l ,ω)|


+O(Rd−1); Xk

l ∈ A, xk
l ∈ R

d

= O
(

n∑

k=0

#Rk(]CR[
X) max

j=1,...,m
|Φi(ζ

k(Tj),ω)|
)

+O(Rd−1)

= O
(

n∑

k=0

#Rk(]CR[
X) max

j=1,...,m
#ζk(Tj) Fω(k)

)
+O(Rd−1),

the last inequality because of the second hypothesis. Since ζ is primitive, the growth of
maxj=1,...,m #ζk(Tj) is controlled by the Perron-Frobnius eigenvalue of Sζ denoted by θ
(in fact, θ = det(L)). By the Perron-Frobenius theorem, there exist constants c1, c2 > 0
such for every k ≥ 0

c1θ
k ≤ min

j=1,...,m
#ζk(Tj) ≤ max

j=1,...,m
#ζk(Tj) ≤ c2θ

k.

Using the first assumption on Fω(n) we get

|Sf
R(X,ω)| = O

(
n∑

k=0

#Rk(]CR[
X) max

j=1,...,m
#ζkTj Fω(k)

)
+O(Rd−1)

= O
(

n∑

k=0

#Rk(]CR[
X)θk Fω(k)

)
+O(Rd−1)

= O
(

n∑

k=0

#Rk(]CR[
X)θk ξn−kFω(n)

)
+O(Rd−1)

= O
(
ξnFω(n)

n∑

k=0

#Rk(]CR[
X)θkξ−k

)
+O(Rd−1).

Next, we use the same argument used to bound ∆(R) to deal with #Rk(]CR[
X): since

supp
(
Rk
(
]CR[

X
))

⊆ U(∂CR, Dmax||L||k+1), then

#Rk
(
]CR[

X

)
≤ Ld(U(∂CR, Dmax||L||k+1))

Vminθk

≤ 1

Vminθk
[(2R + 2Dmax||L||k+1)d − (2R − 2Dmax||L||k+1)d].

We deduce that

|Sf
R(X,ω)|

= O
(
ξnFω(n)

n∑

k=0

[(2R + 2Dmax||L||k+1)d − (2R − 2Dmax||L||k+1)d]ξ−k

)
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+O(Rd−1)

= O
(
ξnFω(n)

n∑

k=0

||L||kd
ξk

[(
2R

||L||k + 2Dmax||L||
)d

−
(

2R

||L||k − 2Dmax||L||
)d
])

+O(Rd−1)

= O
(
ξnFω(n)

n∑

k=0

||L||kd
ξk

(2R)d−1

||L||k(d−1)

)
+O(Rd−1)

= O
(
Rd−1Fω(n)||L||n

)
+O(Rd−1).

Finally, let Dmin the diameter of the biggest ball that can be taken inside of every
prototile. Then, because there is at least one tile of order n with support contained in
CR, necessarily the diameter of CR exceeds Dmin||L||n, i.e., Dmin||L||n ≤ 2

√
dR, which

implies ||L||n = O(R). On the other hand, there are not tiles of order n+ 1 with support
contained in CR, then necessarily R ≤ Dmax||L||n+1 . Rearranging this we deduce there
exists a constant C > 0 depending only on the substitution such that ⌊log||L||(R)−C⌋ ≤ n.
Introducing this in the last inequality above allow us to conclude:

|Sf
R(X,ω)| = O

(
Rd−1Fω(n)||L||n

)
+O(Rd−1)

= O
(
Rd−1Fω(⌊log||L||(R)− C⌋)R

)
+O(Rd−1)

= O
(
RdFω(⌊log||L||(R)⌋)

)
+O(Rd−1).

�

3.2. Bound for the structure factor. The next proposition gives an estimate of the
structure factor of tiles of order n and is proved using the matrix Riesz product of Section
2.5, reducing to a scalar Riesz product in the same fashion as done in [BS14]. For X ∈ Xζ ,
denote by

R(X) = {v ∈ R
d,v 6= 0 | ∃X1, X2 ∈ X : X1 = X2 + v}

the set of return vectors. Note that R(X) does not depend on the tiling X, so we
may also denote this set by R(ζ). By the primitivity assumption on the substitution,
after passing to a suitable power of it, we may suppose that each patch of the form ζ(Tj)
contains some fixed return vector v: we will call such a vector a good return vector.
The (finite) set of good return vectors will be denoted by GR(ζ). By repetivity of the
tilings (Proposition 2.6), we may suppose the set of good return vectors contains a basis
of Rd. In fact, we have

{
v

||v|| 2

∣∣∣∣v ∈ R(X)

}
= Sd−1 (the unit sphere),

this is proved in [Sol96], proof of Theorem 4.4. Let B = {v1, . . . ,vd} a basis of Rd made
of good return vectors. For every n ≥ 1 there exists vkn ∈ B such that

(3.1) ∠((LT)nω,vkn) > δ(B) > 0,

where δ = δ(B) is a positive constant depending only on the basis B, ergo, on the susbti-
tution ζ. In particular, |(LT)nω · vkn | → ∞ as n→ ∞.

For τ ∈ R we denote the distance from τ to the nearest integer by ||τ ||R/Z.
Proposition 3.2. There exists a constant m ∈ (0, 1), depending only on the substitution
ζ, such that for every Ti, Tj ∈ A and ω ∈ Rd holds

|Φi(ζ
n(Tj),ω)| = O

(
#ζn(Tj)

n−1∏

l=0

1− max
v∈GR(ζ)

m||ω · Ll
v||2R/Z

)
.
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Proof. The proof is similar to Proposition 3.5 of [BS14], but with the difference of choosing
a suitable good return vector at each step. Below we write S = Sζ and ω is omitted of
the matrices Mn(ω) and Πn(ω). In first place, we make an estimation of the absolute
value of Mn(j, k). As in subsection 2.5, we write

(3.2) ζn(Tj) =
⋃

1≤k≤m

⋃

1≤l≤n
j
k

{
ζn−1(Tk) + Ln−1(skl (j))

}
.

Let vkn ∈ GR(ζ) be a good return vector that realizes the maximum

max
v∈GR(ζ)

||ω · Ln
v||R/Z = ||ω · Ln

vkn ||R/Z.

Let Tkn be the prototile such that two of its translates in ζ(Tj) are connected by vkn

and they are at the indices l1 and l2 in the decomposition (4.1). Since the number of
summands in this entry is equal to ST(j, kn), we have

|Mn(j, kn)| ≤ ST(j, kn)− 2 +
∣∣∣e[ω · Ln

s
kn
l1

(j)] + e[ω · Ln
s
kn
l2

(j)]
∣∣∣

≤ ST(j, kn)− 2 +
∣∣∣1 + e[ω · Ln(skn

l2
(j) − s

kn

l1
(j)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=vkn

)]
∣∣∣

≤ ST(j, kn)− 1

2
||ω · Ln

vkn ||2R/Z,

using |1+e[τ ]| ≤ 2−
||τ ||2

R/Z

2
, in the last inequality. Consider x ∈ Rm with positive entries

and denote by N |·| the matrix whose entries are the absolute values of a matrix N . Then,

M|·|
n x(j) ≤

m∑

l=1

|Mn(j, l)|x(l)

≤
m∑

l=1

ST(j, l)x(l)− 1

2
||ω · Ln

vkn ||2x(kn)

≤
(
1− Ξ[x] ||ω · Ln

vkn ||2R/Z
)
ST

x(j),

where the constant Ξ[x] may be taken as

Ξ[x] =
x(kn)

2mmax l,l′=1,...,m ST(l, l′)max l=1,...,m x(l)
.

Because Πn = Mn−1 . . .M0Π0 and Π
|·|
0 = Id, then

Π|·|
n (·, i) ≤ M|·|

n−1 . . .M|·|
0 1,

where 1 is the vector with all entries equal one. In this way, inductively we deduce the
next inequality by coordinates:

Π|·|
n (·, i) ≤ (ST)n1

n−1∏

l=0

1− Ξ
[
(ST)l1

]
||ω · Ll

vkn ||2R/Z.

Finally, by Perron-Frobenius theorem (ST)n1 ≤ C#ζn(Tj)1, for some C > 0 depending

only on ζ. By the same theorem m = infl≥0 Ξ[(ST)l1] > 0 and this concludes the proof. �

Combining the previous proposition with Lemma 3.1 we get

Corollary 3.3. Consider the hypothesis and notation of Proposition 3.2, and put f =
1XTi

. For each X ∈ Xζ and i = 1, . . . , m

|Sf
R(X,ω)| = O


Rd

⌊log||L||(R)⌋∏

l=0

1− max
v∈GR(ζ)

m||ω · Ll
v||2R/Z


 .



12 JUAN MARSHALL-MALDONADO

Proof. Let Fω(n) =
∏n−1

l=0 1 − maxv∈GR(ζ) m ||ω · Llv||2
R/Z. Decreasing m if necessary,

assume m ≤ (||L|| − 1)/(||L|| + 1) and take ξ = (||L|| + 1)/2. The second assumption in

Lemma 3.1 is satisfied by (3.2), and since 1− m ≥ 2

||L||+ 1
we have

Fω(n)

ξ
=

2Fω(n)

||L|| + 1
≤ Fω(n)(1− m) ≤ Fω(n+ 1).

It is easy to see that we can ignore the term O(Rd−1) in this case. �

In the proof of Theorem 1.1, we will need to control the term Rd when ||ω|| is big.
This will be accomplished using the decay of the Fourier transform appearing in equation
(2.7) for Lipschitz functions.

Corollary 3.4. Let f be a cylindrical function like in equation (2.1) such that all functions
ψi are Lipschitz. Then

|Sf
R(X,ω)| = O



||f ||Lip(1 + ||ω||)−1Rd

⌊log||L||(R)⌋∏

l=0

1− max
v∈GR(ζ)

m||ω · Ll
v||2R/Z



 ,

where ||f ||Lip := maxi||ψi||Lip, and ||·||Lip is the Lipschitz norm.

Proof. The proof is direct from equation (2.7), Corollary 3.3 and the fact that ψi Lipschitz,
implies

(3.3) |ψ̂i(ω)| = O(||ψi||Lip(1 + ||ω||)−1).

�

3.3. Spectrum of self-affine tilings expansions. Let us recall some results concerning
the kind of linear tranformations that are expansions of self-affine tilings of Rd.

Theorem 3.5 (R. Kenyon, B. Solomyak, [KS10], Theorem 3.1). Let L : Rd −→ Rd be the
expansion of a self-affine substitution that is diagonalizable (over C). Then

(1) Every eigenvalue L is an algebraic integer.
(2) If λ1 is an eigenvalue of multiplicity k1 and λ2 is a Galois conjugate of λ1 of

multiplicity k2, then |λ1| > |λ2| or λ2 is an eigenvalue of L and k2 ≥ k1.

An expansion satisfying the second condition is called Perron expansion. If the
hypotheisis of the expansion being diagonalizible is removed, the result is still valid modulo
extending the notion of Perron expansion (see [Kwa16]).

The next result provides sufficient conditions on the substitution to ensure that the
associated dynamical system is weakly-mixing. A set Λ = {λ1, . . . , λb} is said to be a
Pisot family if each λi is an algebraic integer outside the unit disk and such that for
every of its Galois conjugates λ which are not in Λ it must hold |λ| < 1. If a family Λ
does not satisfy this property we will call it a non-Pisot family. Any set of algebraic
integers Λ may be decomposed as the union of subsets whose elements share the same
minimal polynomial. If each of this subsets is a non-Pisot family, the Λ is called a totally

non-Pisot family.

Theorem 3.6 (see [Rob04], Theorem 7.6). Let ζ be a primitive and injective substitution
with expansion L, which is diagonalizable and totally non-Pisot. Then (Xζ ,Γ) is weakly-
mixing.

Let Λ = Λ1 ∪ · · · ∪ Λp be a totally non-Pisot family decomposed according to the
corresponding minimal polynomials. If for each i = 1, . . . , p and λ ∈ Λi there exists a
Galois conjugate of λ outside the closed unit disk and that is not an element of Λi, we will
say Λ is a strongly totally non-Pisot family. We will say a substitution ζ is strongly
totally non-Pisot if the spectrum of the expansion of ζ is a strongly totally non-Pisot
family.
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To finish this section, we recall a necessary and sufficient condition for ω ∈ Rd to be
an eigenvalue of the system (Xζ , µ,Γ).

Theorem 3.7 (B. Solomyak, [Sol96], Theorem 5.1). If ζ is a primitive aperiodic substi-
tution with expansion L, then ω ∈ Rd is an eigenvalue of the system (Xζ , µ,Γ) if and only
if

lim
n→∞

e
[
(LT)nω · v

]
= 1, ∀v ∈ R(ζ).

4. Modulus of continuity for strongly totally non-Pisot substitutions

We will assume L is diagonalizable over C. Until here we have not made any assumption
on the location of the punctures on the prototiles. From now on we will take them as
control points: for each prototile, choose one tile in its image by the substitution ζ.
The preimage of this tile is a compact subset of the original tile. Repeating this process
indefinitely, we obtain a sequence of nested nonempty compact sets whose diameter goes
to zero. The only point in the intersection of the sequence is the control point of the
prototile, and from now on, its puncture. Since the substitution is primitive, we may
assume that the chosen tile in every image is one of some specific type, say T ∗.

Following for example [KS10, LS08], let X0 ∈ Xζ be a self-affine tiling and C the set
of its control points. Since we took the punctures of each tile as being the control point
associated to some particular tile type, we have that for any T, S ∈ X0,

L(punc(T )− punc(S)) ∈ R(X0).

Consider D = {punc(T )− punc(S) |T, S ∈ X0, T 6= S, T ∩ S 6= ∅}. Since tilings in Xζ have
f.l.c, D is a finite set. By repetitivity, modulo taking a higher power of the substitution
ζ, we may assume that for each d ∈ D and each Tj we have Ld ∈ ζ(Tj). In particular,
for all d ∈ D, Ld ∈ GR(ζ). Note also that the free abelian group generated by the set of
control points G = 〈C〉, is also generated by D.

Let us fix v1, . . . ,vN ∈ D a set of generators for G. Let V = [v1, . . . ,vN ] the d × N
full rank matrix whose columns are the previously fixed generators. There exists a N ×N
integer matrix M such that

LV = VM

(we keep calling L the matrix representing the expansion L in the canonical basis). It
is proved in Lemma 3.3 of [KS10] that M is diagonalizable. For ω ∈ Rd let ||ω||V :=
maxi=1,...,N |ω · vi|.

Proposition 4.1. Let ζ be a strongly totally non-Pisot substitution and f be a cylindrical
function of Xζ as in 2.1, with Lipchitz ψi. There exists γ > 0 only depending on ζ such
that for any ω 6= 0 there exist explicit constants C = C(ζ) > 0 and r0 = r0(||ω||V ) > 0
such that

σf (C
ω

r ) ≤ C||f ||2Lip log(1/r)−γ ∀r < r0.

Proof. Write

(4.1) K
V
n + ε

V
n = V T(LT)nω =MnV T

ω =Mn
ω̃,

where KV
n ∈ ZN is the closest integer lattice point to V T(LT)nω. By the remark just after

equation (3.1), consider n0 = n0(ω) such that for all n ≥ n0 we have KV
n 6= 0, which is

guaranteed for

(4.2) n0 ≥ Z1 max(1, log(||ω||−1
V )),

for some Z1 = Z1(ζ) > 0. From now on we take n ≥ n0. Let pM (X) = Xt − ct−1X
t−1 −

· · ·−c0 ∈ Z[X] be the minimal polynomial of the matrix M , that is, the monic polynomial
q of lowest degree in Q[X] such that q(M) = 0. It is a consequence of the Gauss lemma
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that in fact, being M an integer matrix, pM has integer coefficients. Since all roots of pM
are simple, its companion matrix CpM is diagonalizable and has simple eigenvalues, where

CpM =




0 1 0 . . . 0
0 0 1 . . . 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 0 . . . 1
c0 c1 c2 . . . ct−1



.

We have for any n ≥ 0, MnpM (M)ω̃ = 0. This implies

Mn+t
ω̃ = ct−1M

n+t−1
ω̃ + · · ·+ c0M

n
ω̃

=⇒ K
V
n+t −

t−1∑

i=0

ciK
V
n+i = −ε

V
n+t +

t−1∑

i=0

ciε
V
n+i.

Since all ci ∈ Z, the left-hand side of the last equation belongs to ZN . Then, ||εVn ||∞, . . . ,
||εVn+t||∞ < δ0 := 1/

(
1 +

∑t−1
i=0 |ci|

)
implies

(4.3)



(εVn+1)

T

...

(εVn+t)
T




︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:En+1

= CpM




(εVn )T

...

(εVn+t−1)
T




︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:En

.

Call Evi
n the ith column of En. In a similar fashion, consider the column vectors Kvi

n of
the matrix whose rows are given by the vectors (KV

n )T, . . . , (KV
n+t−1)

T, that is

[Kv1
n , . . . ,KvN

n ] =




(KV
n )T

...

(KV
n+t−1)

T


 .

Write Ct = U
⊕
W , where U and W are direct sums of eigenspaces of CpM , and the

subspace U corresponds to the direct sum of eigenspaces associated to the eigenvalues of
L. According to this decomposition

E
vi
n = ui +wi.

We remark that for all n ≥ 0 there exists vi such that Evi
n 6= 0, since otherwise equation

(4.1) would imply E
vi
n+m = 0 for all m ≥ 0. This implies ω is a non trivial eigenvalue

of (Xζ ,Γ) by Theorem 3.7, since the same would apply for any return vector, and in
consequence, a contradiction to Theorem 3.6.

Let {ek}tk=1, {e∗
k}tk=1 be the eigenbasis of CpM and its dual basis respectively given by

ek =




1
λk

...
λt−2
k

λt−1
k



, e

∗
k =




c0λ
t−2
k

c1λ
t−2
k + c0λ

t−3
k

...
ct−2λ

t−2
k + · · ·+ c1λk + c0

λt−1
k



.

Let Λ = Λ1∪· · ·∪Λp be the spectrum of L. Since Λ is a strongly totally non-Pisot family,
there exists an eigenvector ej ∈ W such that the associated eigenvalue satisfies |λj | > 1.
We have

E
vi
n · e∗

j = −K
vi
n · e∗

j .

Since Kvi
n has integer entries, Kvi

n · e∗
j is equal to Qvi

n (λj), for some integer polynomial
Qvi

n of degree t−1. In particular, Qvi
n (λj) 6= 0, since the minimal polynomial of λj divides
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pM which is of degree t and gcd(t, t− 1) = 1, that is, Qvi
n can not divide pM . Since V and

t only depend on the substitution ζ, there exists a constant h = h(ζ) such that

H(Qvi
n ) ≤ h||ω||V ||L||n,

where H(P ) = maxk=0,...,r |bk| and P (x) = b0 + · · ·+ brx
r. Then

E
vi
n =

t∑

k=1

akek =⇒ |aj | =
|Evi

n · e∗
j |

|ej · e∗
j |

=
|Kvi

n · e∗
j |

|ej · e∗
j |

=
|Qvi

n (λj)|
|ej · e∗

j |
.

If ||Evi
n ||∞, . . . , ||Evi

n+m||∞ < δ0, for some m ≥ 1, then

E
vi
n+m = C

m
pME

vi
n .

Let us consider the norm ||·|| of Ct corresponding to the maximum of the absolute
values of the coeficcients in the expansion in the eigenbasis {ek}tk=1. The inequality from
Lemma 1.51 in [Gar62], allow us to bound from below the value of |Qvi

n (λj)|, yielding
||Evi

n+m|| ≥ |aj ||λj |m ≥ c||ω||−t
V ||L||−nt|λj |m,

where c = c(ζ) > 0. Since all norms in Ct are equivalent and ||Evi
n+m||∞ ≤ 1/2, the last

inequality implies that m ≤ Z2(n+log(||ω||V )), for some integer constant Z2 = Z2(ζ) > 1
only depending on the substitution. Consider n1 = n1(ω) = max(n0, Z2 log(||ω||V )). Set
Z = max(Z1, Z2). We have proved that for all n ≥ n1

(4.4) max(||Evi
n ||∞, . . . , ||Evi

Zn||∞) ≥ δ0.

Case 1: log(R)mδ20/2 ≥ log(1 +max(||ω||ZV , ||ω||−Z
V )). By Corollary 3.4 we have

|Sf
R(X,ω)|

= O


||f ||LipR

d

⌊log||L||(R)⌋∏

l=0

1− max
v∈GR(ζ)

m||ω · Ll
v||2R/Z




= O


||f ||LipR

d exp


−m

⌊log||L||(R)⌋∑

l=0

max
i=1,...,N

||ω · Ll
vi||2R/Z






= O
(
||f ||LipR

d
(
log||L||(R)

)−mδ20/ log(Z)

log(1 +max(||ω||ZV , ||ω||−Z
V )1/ log(Z)

)

= O
(
||f ||LipR

d (log(R))−mδ20/ log(Z) (log(R))mδ20/2 log(Z)
)

= O
(
||f ||LipR

d (log(R))−mδ20/2 log(Z)
)

= O
(
||f ||LipR

d (log(R))−mδ20/2Z .
)
.

Case 2: ||ω||V ≥ 1 and log(R)mδ20/2 ≤ log(1 + ||ω||ZV ). Again, by Corollary 3.4

|Sf
R(X,ω)| = O

(
||f ||Lip(1 + ||ω||V )−1Rd

)

= O
(
||f ||LipR

d log(R)−mδ20/2Z
)
.

In both cases, |Sf
R(X,ω)| = O(||f ||LipR

d log(R)−η) for all R ≥ R0 = R0(||ω||V ), for
η := mδ20/2Z > 0 and R0 defined by

log(R)η = log(1 + max(||ω||ZV , ||ω||−Z
V )).

By Lemma 2.10, we can deduce that there exist C, γ > 0 depending only on ζ such that

σf (C
ω

r ) ≤ C||f ||2Lip log(1/r)
−γ .

for all 0 < r < r0 := 1/2R0, finishing the proof. �



16 JUAN MARSHALL-MALDONADO

Remark 4.2. Note that following Case 2 in the proof above, the dependence of r0 on ||ω||
is only on a lower bound of this quantity. This means that to get uniform bounds in the
whole Rd to prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.3, we only need to obtain estimates of σf on a
neighborhood of ω = 0. This is done in the next two sections separately for the self-similar
and the self-affine case.

5. Uniform bounds: self-similar case

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1, by combining the estimates of the spectral
measures obtained in Proposition 4.1 with estimates at ω = 0 in Corollary 5.2 below,
which are easily deduced from deviations of classical Birkhoff integrals for self-similar
tilings proved in [BS13]. We deduce in addition Theorem 1.2 from Theorem 1.1. In
addition to the hypothesis from Section 3, we also assume that the substitution is self-
similar.

5.1. Local estimate at ω = 0. The estimates at the origin are a direct consequence on
the deviation of Birkhof integrals. We use a general upper bound for the deviations, over
all different regimes studied in [BS13].

Theorem 5.1 (A. Bufetov and B. Solomyak, [BS13], Corollary 4.5). Let f be a cylindrical
function with zero average. Then there exist C > 0 and α ∈ (d − 1, d) depending only on
the substitution such that for R ≥ 2 and any X ∈ Xζ,

∣∣∣∣
∫

CR

f(X− s)ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C||f ||1Rα.

From this result it easy to deduce, by means of Lemma 2.10, an upper bound for the
spectral measure at ω = 0.

Corollary 5.2. Let f be a cylindrical function with zero average. Then, there exists
C, γ > 0, only depending on the susbtitution, such that for all r < 1/2

(5.1) σf (Cr) ≤ C||f ||21rγ
(
≤ C||f ||21 log(1/r)−γ

)
.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. After the proof of Proposition 4.1 and Corollary 5.2, we are only

left with the case ω 6= 0, ||ω||ZV < 1 and log(R)mδ20/2 ≤ log(1+ ||ω||−Z
V ). This last relation

implies

||ω||V < log((2r)−1)−η,

where r = 1/2R and η = mδ20/2Z. Since σf is a positive measure, we deduce from
Corollary 5.2 that

σf (C
ω

r ) ≤ σf (C
0

||ω||V +r) ≤ C||f ||21(||ω||V + r)γ ≤ C||f ||21(log((2r)−1)−η + r)γ

≤ C̃||f ||21 log(1/r)−γ̃ ,

for some C̃, γ̃ > 0 only depending on the substitution. Finally we note that for f of the
form (2.1), we have

||f ||1 =
m∑

i=1

µ(XTi
)||ψi||1 = O(||f ||∞),

since all ψi have compact support. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The derivation from Theorem 1.1 is standard. Below 〈·, ·〉 denotes
the inner product in L2(Xζ , µ).
∫

C0

R

|〈f ◦ Γ(s, ·), g〉|2 ds =
∫

C0

R

〈f ◦ Γ(s, ·), g〉
∫

Rd

e[ω · s]dσf,g(ω)ds

=

∫

Rd

〈
Sf
R(·,ω), g

〉
dσf,g(ω)
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=

∫

Ω

〈
Sf
R(·,ω), g

〉
dσf,g(ω)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:I1

+

∫

Rd\Ω

〈
Sf
R(·,ω), g

〉
dσf,g(ω)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:I2

,

where Ω =
{
ω ∈ Rd

∣∣∣ ||ω||V < 1, log(R)mδ20/2 ≤ log(1 + ||ω||−Z
V )

}
, and all the relevant con-

stants are defined in the proof of Proposition 4.1. Following Case 1 and Case 2 in this
proposition, for ω /∈ Ω

||Sf
R(·,ω)||2 ≤ ||Sf

R(·,ω)||∞ = O
(
||f ||LipR

d (log(R))−mδ20/2Z
)
,

and in consequence, since |σf,g(R
d)| ≤ ||f ||2||g||2, this yields

|I2| = O
(
||f ||Lip||f ||2||g||22Rd (log(R))−mδ20/2Z

)
.

To deal with I1, we follow the proof of Theorem 1.1: for ω ∈ Ω we have ||ω||V < log(R)−η,
yielding

|I1| = O
(
Rd||f ||∞||g||2|σf,g(Ω)|

)
= O

(
Rd||f ||∞||g||2

√
σf (Ω)

√
σg(Ω)

)

= O
(
Rd||f ||∞||g||22

√
σf (Cω

1/2R)
)

= O
(
Rd||f ||2∞||g||22 log(R)−γ̃

)
.

The result follows immediately. �

6. Self-affine case

In this section we prove Theorems 1.3 and 1.4. Although this case follows the same
steps of the self-similar case, the main difference is the local estimate at ω = 0. A result
of S. Schmieding and R. Treviño in [ST18] gives an upper bound for the deviations of
ergodic averages, as Theorem 5.1 but for the self-affine case. However, the natural domain
of the integral is not the cube C0

R, but a deformation of it given by the exponential map
orbit that passes through the expansion L of the substitution.

Let us recall some of the notions needed to state the main result from [ST18]. Let
C0

1 = [−1, 1]d. Let L be the linear expansion of the substitution ζ, which we may suppose
satisfies det(L) > 0 by passing to a power. Let a be the matrix that satisfies exp(a) = L,
and set gR = exp(Ra). Finally, let

BR = gσ log(R)C
0

1 ,

where the constant σ = d/ log(det(L)) is chosen such that Vol(BR) = RdVol(C0

1 ). In

particular, det(gσ log(R)) = Rd.
We recall that in addition to our hypothesis, we need also to assume the prototiles

supports are given by polyhedra and they intersect on full edges.

Theorem 6.1 (S. Schimieding and R. Treviño, [ST18], Theorem 1). Let f be a cylindrical
function with zero average as in (2.1), with the functions ψi being smooth. Then there
exist C > 0 and α ∈ (d− 1, d) depending only on the substitution such that for R ≥ 2 and
any X ∈ Xζ , ∣∣∣∣

∫

BR

f(X− s)ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C||f ||∞Rα.

Moreover, α only depends on the induced action (of the substitution) on the cohomology

space Hd(Xζ ,C).
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As in the self-similar case, this result implies a local estimate of the spectral measure
in a neighbourhood of zero. For completness we prove this in the next lemma, which is
just a slight variation of Lemma 2.10 in the particular case we are interested. Define

S̃f
R(X,ω) :=

∫

BR

f(X− s)e[ω · s]ds, G̃f
R(ω) =

1

Vol(BR)
||S̃f

R(·,ω)||2L2(Xζ,µ)
.

Lemma 6.2. If G̃f
R(0) ≤ CRdRγ for all R ≥ R0, for some C,R0, γ > 0, then

σf

(
M−1

r C0

r

)
≤ crγ ,

for all r ≤ r0 = 1/2R0 and some c > 0, where C0

r = [−r, r]d and Mr = 2r gT−σ log(2r).

Proof. We have

G̃f
R(0) =

∫

Rd

1

Vol(BR)

∫

BR

∫

BR

e [λ · (s− t)] ds dt dσf (λ).

Note that by a change of variables we have the next equality
∫

BR

e [x · y] dy =

∫

C1

e
[
gTσ log(R)x · y

]
det(gTσ log(R))︸ ︷︷ ︸

=Rd

dy.

Continuing with the former calculation,

G̃f
R(0) =

∫

Rd

Rd

Vol(C1)

∫

C1

∫

C1

e
[
gTσ log(R)λ · (s− t)

]
ds dt dσf (λ)

=

∫

Rd

Rd
F
d
1(g

T

σ log(R)λ) dσf (λ).

The Fejér kernel satisfies the next property: for any constant τ > 0 and all R > 0

F
d
R(τx) =

1

τd
F
d
τR(x).

One last change of variable yields

G̃f
R(0) =

∫

Rd

F
d
R




1

R
gTσ log(R)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=Mr

(λ)


 dσf (λ) =

∫

Rd

F
d
R(Mrλ) dσf (λ)

=

∫

Rd

F
d
R(λ) d(σf ◦M−1

r )(λ).

By the same arguments given in Lemma 2.10, we have for r = 1/2R

σf

(
M−1

r C0

r

)
=

∫

M−1
r C0

r

1 dσf (λ) =

∫

C0
r

1 d(σf ◦M−1
r )(λ)

≤ π2d

(4R)d

∫

C0
r

F
d
R(λ) d(σf ◦M−1

r )(λ)

≤ π2d

(4R)d
G̃f

R(0)

≤ crγ .

�

Corollary 6.3. Let f be a cylindrical function with zero average. Then, there exists
c, γ > 0, only depending on the susbtitution, such that for all r < 1/2

(6.1) σf (M
−1
r C0

r ) ≤ c||f ||2∞rγ
(
≤ c||f ||2∞ log(1/r)−γ

)
.
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Proof of Theorem 1.3. We start by remarking that the previous corollary actually give us
an estimate for the non distorted cube C0

r . Note that for any invertible linear transfor-
mation T we have

min
||x||∞=r

||T−1x||∞ ≥ ||T ||−1r.

In particular, we have M−1
r C0

r ⊇ C0

||Mr||−1r. Note also that

||Mr || = 2r||gTσ log(1/2r)|| = 2r||exp(σ log(1/2r)a)|| ≤ 2reσ log(1/2r)||a|| = (2r)1−σ||a||.

Notice that by the definition of σ we have σ||a|| ≥ 1, since det(L) ≤ ||L||d = ed||a||. This
yields

r||Mr ||−1 ≥ rσ||a||.

Finally, this implies

M−1
r C0

r ⊇ C0

rσ||a|| .

Following the same steps of the proof of Theorem 1.1 allow us to conclude. �

Proof of Theorem 1.4. The proof is analogous to the one of Theorem 1.2. �
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