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HOLDER CURVES WITH EXOTIC TANGENT SPACES

EVE SHAW AND VYRON VELLIS

ABSTRACT. An important implication of Rademacher’s Differentiation Theorem is that every
Lipschitz curve I' infinitesimally looks like a line at almost all of its points in the sense that at
H'-almost every point of T, the only weak tangent to T is a straight line through the origin.
In this article, we show that, in contrast, the infinitesimal structure of Holder curves can be
much more extreme. First we show that for every s > 1 there exists a (1/s)-Hélder curve Ty
in a Euclidean space with H°*(I's) > 0 such that H°-almost every point of I's; admits infinitely
many topologically distinct weak tangents. Second, we study the weak tangents of self-similar
connected sets (which are canonical examples of Holder curves) and prove that infinitely many
of the curves I's have the additional property that H®-almost every point of I's admits a weak
tangent to I's which is not admitted as (not even bi-Lipschitz to) a weak tangent to any planar
self-similar set at typical points.

1. INTRODUCTION

Rademacher’s Theorem, one of the most important theorems in geometric measure theory,
states that every Lipschitz function defined on [0, 1] is differentiable at #H!-almost every point of
[0,1]. It is natural to ask whether a similar result may hold for more general functions. Calderon
[Cal51] extended Rademacher’s Theorem by proving that every function in the Sobolev class
WP with p > 1 is H!'-almost everywhere differentiable. However, any further generalization
would be futile as for each s > 1 there exists a Weierstrass function on [0, 1] which is %—Hblder
but nowhere differentiable [Zyg02].

A major application of Rademacher’s Theorem is towards the understanding of the “infinites-
imal structure” of Lipschitz curves (i.e. Lipschitz images of [0, 1]). To state this application, let
us first define the notion of weak tangents. Given a closed set X C R"™ and a point x € X, we
say that a closed set T'is a weak tangent of X at x if there exists a sequence of positive scales r;
that go to zero such that the blow-up sets rj_l (X — ) converge to the set T in the Attouch-Wets
topology; see for the precise definition. Other notions of metric space convergences which
produce similar weak tangents are known in the literature; see [Gro81, [Gro99, [DS97]. Another
well-known notion of infinitesimal structure in geometric measure theory is that of the tangent
cone [Fed69), 3.1.21]. The tangent cone of X at x is the union of all weak tangents of X at
x, which means that some local information is lost. We denote by Tan(X,z) the collection of
all weak tangent of X at z. It is well-known that Tan(X,z) is nonempty and that if 7" is in
Tan(X, x), then AT is in Tan(X, z) for every A > 0.

By Rademacher’s Theorem and by a theorem of Besicovitch [Besd4] (see also [Fal86, Corollary
3.15]), every Lipschitz curve is infinitesimally a line at H!-almost every point. More precisely,
the following is true, and we provide a proof in Section

Proposition 1.1. If f : [0,1] — RY is Lipschitz, then for H'-a.e. x € f([0,1]), there exists a
straight line L C RY through the origin such that Tan(f([0,1]),z) = {L}.
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More generally, if X is the Lipschitz (or even p-Sobolev for p > n) image of [0, 1]" into some
R™ with m > n, then for H"-a.e. x € X, the tangent space of X at z (in the pointed Gromov-
Hausdorff sense) contains exactly one element which is an n-plane [BKV24]. Here and for the
rest of this paper, given a > 0, we denote by H(X) the Hausdorff a-dimensional measure of a
metric space X.

It is worthwhile to note that while typical points of a Lipschitz curve have a simple tangent
space, exceptional points may exhibit extreme behaviors. In particular, there exists a Lipschitz
curve I' C R? (or in any Euclidean space of dimension at least 2) and a point 29 € I' such that
Tan(T', z9) contains every possible weak tangent; see Appendix |[A] for a precise statement and
the proof.

The infinitesimal structure of Lipschitz curves plays an important role in the classification
of 1-rectifiable sets by Jones [Jon90] and Okikiolu [Oki92]. A feature of the proofs is the use
of Jones’s beta numbers, which roughly measure how well a given set E can be approximated
by lines at a given scale and location, and showing that if these values are small enough at all
scales and locations then F can be captured in a rectifiable curve. Roughly speaking, a set F
is contained in a Lipschitz curve if and only if at almost all points, tangent spaces are lines
in a strong quantitative way. For a more complete discussion of the history of the Analyst’s
Traveling Salesperson Theorem, see [Sch07] and the citations therein.

Recent years have seen great interest in obtaining a Holder version of the Analyst’s Traveling
Salesperson Theorem, that is, in characterizing all sets which are contained in a Holder curve;
see for example [MM93] Rem98, MMO00, BV17, BNV19, BZ20, BV21l [SV24, BS23]. This notion
of “Holder rectifiability” is greatly motivated by the fact that many fractals in analysis on metric
spaces admit a Holder parameterization but not a Lipschitz one. For example, if the attractor
of an iterated function system is connected (e.g. the von Koch curve, the Sierpinski gasket, the
Sierpinski carpet), then it admits a Holder parameterization by [0, 1]; see [Rem98, BV21].

In lieu of the Lipschitz rectifiability results discussed above, a crucial step towards a compre-
hensive theory of Holder rectifiable sets would be to understand the tangent spaces of Holder
curves at typical points. Unfortunately, unlike the Lipschitz case, it would be naive to expect
that given s > 1 there exists one single set T which is the weak tangent of all %—Hélder curves
at typical points. For example, consider the two self similar sets S and C constructed as follows.
Set So = T where T is be an isosceles triangle with side-lengths 1,5-1/4,571/4 and for each
n € N set S, = ¢1(Sn—1) U ¢2(Sp—1) where ¢1, ¢2 are the two similarities in the left image of
Figure The sets S,, converge to a snowflake-like curve § = ), oy Sn. Similarly, set Cy = [0, 1]?
and for each n € N set C,, = U,}il i(Cn—1) where 11,...,116 are the similarities in the right
image of Figure The sets C), converge to a carpet-like set C = [, cySn. Both S and C
are connected self-similar sets which have Hausdorff dimension equal to s = log16/log5 and
positive H® measure, and by a theorem of Remes [Rem98]|, both are %—Hélder curves. However,
the tangents of S at H%-a.e. point are infinite snowflakes while the tangents of C at H*-a.e.
point are infinite carpets; hence they are topologically different.

The previous two examples lead us to ask whether there are infinitely many Holder curves
I'y, T, ... and infinitely many sets 71,75, ... such that T; are pairwise topologically different
and each T; is a weak tangent of I'; at typical points. In our main result, we show that not only
is this true but it is even worse: this situation can arise in one single Holder curve. Furthermore,
the Holder exponent of such a curve can be chosen arbitrarily close to 1.

Theorem 1.2. For each s > 1, there exists a %-H&lder curve I's in some Fuclidean space such

that H*(T's) > 0 and for H*-almost every x € T's, the space Tan(T's, x) contains infinitely many
topologically different weak tangents.
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FIGURE 1. First stages of sets S (left) and C (right).

We note that little is currently known about the geometry of weak tangents at typical points.
For example, are weak tangents at typical points connected? If so, are they Holder images of
R? Proposition [I.1| answers the previous two questions in the affirmative for Lipschitz curves.

1.1. Weak tangents of self-similar sets. Recall that an iterated function system (abbv. IFS)
of similarities on R" is a finite collection F of contracting similarities of R™. We say that a set
K is the attractor of an IFS F if K = Jser ¢(K). An IFS F satisfies the open set condition
(abbv. OSC) if there exists an open set U C R™ such that for all distinct ¢, ¢’ € F we have
o(U) C U and ¢p(U) N ¢'(U) = (). In this paper, we say that a set Q is self-similar if it is the
attractor of an IFS of similarities with the OSC. A well-known theorem of Hutchinson [Hut8&1]
states that every self-similar set has finite and positive H®-measure for some s > 0.

Perhaps the richest source of Holder curves with positive and finite Hausdorff measure is that
of self-similar sets. While there are examples of Holder curves with positive and finite Hausdorff
measure which are not self-similar sets (e.g. a bi-Lipschitz embedding of the snowflaked space
([0,1],] - |¢) [BHO4, Wulbl RV17]), these examples are all bi-Lipschitz equivalent to self-similar
sets. Therefore, it is natural to ask if Hélder curves have weak tangents possessing some form
of self-similarity at typical points. Note that weak tangents of Lipschitz curves at typical points
are straight lines which do possess local self-similarity. This discussion motivates two questions.
First, can we classify weak tangents of (connected) self-similar sets? Second, are weak tangents
of general Holder curves always bi-Lipschitz equivalent to weak tangents of connected self-similar
sets?

In pursuit of the first of question, we investigate the weak tangents of self-similar sets and we
show that if Q is a self-similar set in Euclidean space, then at H4™1(Q)_almost every point z of
Q, every weak tangent is locally made up of “big pieces of Q”.

Proposition 1.3. Let {¢; : RV — ]RN}Z»";1 be an IFS of similarities satisfying the OSC for some
open set U, let Q be the attractor, and let s = dimyg Q. Assume UNQ # 0. There exists ¢y € N
depending only on the Lipschitz norms of ¢1, ..., ¢m such that for H?-almost every x € Q, every
weak tangent T € Tan(Q, ), and every R > 0, there exist similarities {fF : Q — T}i]\i’f with
Mg < ¢y with Lipschitz norms in [cy 'R, R] such that

Mg

BO,R)nT c | J Q) cB(0,2R)NT
j=1

and for all distinct 1,7 € {1,..., Mg}, fE(U)N ij(U) =0, fRE(UNQ) is an open subset of T.
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Here we denote by O the origin in RY. For the special case of self-similar sponges (which
includes self-similar carpets such as the Sierpinski carpet), we show in Section |10 that at typical
points of the sponge, each weak tangent is locally self-similar, which means roughly that every
open ball contains a similar copy of every other open ball as an open subset.

Regarding the second question, following the construction in Theorem [I.2] we show in Section
that there exist Holder curves which infinitesimally, do not resemble self-similar sets.

Theorem 1.4. For each € > 0 there exists s € (1,1 +¢€) and a %—Hé'lder curve T's C R? such
that H*(I's) > 0, and such that at H*-a.e. point x € I's there exists T € Tan(I's,z) with the
following property. If Q C R? is a self-similar set with dimg Q = s, then the set of points z € Q
for which T is bi-Lipschitz homeomorphic to an element of Tan(Q, z) is H*-null.

To the best of our knowledge, the curves of Theorem [I.4] are the first examples of Holder
curves that H®-almost everywhere possess weak tangents which are not realizable as a weak
tangent of a self-similar set at H*-almost any point. However, it is worthwhile noting that the
Holder curves of Theorem have the property that at typical points, some weak tangent does
arise as a weak tangent of a self-similar set at typical points. In light of this, we leave open a
weakened version of the second question as a conjecture, originally due to Matthew Badger and
the second named author in 2019.

Question 1.5 (Badger, Vellis). If T" is a Holder curve in Euclidean space, then is it true that at
typical points, there is some weak tangent which is bi-Lipschitz to a weak tangent of a connected
self-similar set at typical points?

1.2. Outline of the proof of Theorem To simplify the exposition, we first describe
the construction of I's in the special case that s = log24/log6. The set I'y is constructed by
applying two sets of iterated function systems on R? in a somewhat random fashion. We start
with the unit square S°. Assume now that for some k > 0 we have defined S* which is the
union of 24* closed squares S¥ with disjoint interiors. Each such square is replaced by a copy
of Model 1 or a copy of Model 2 in Figure [2| rescaled by 67%. After replacing each square,
we obtain S¥t1. We have that S > S' > --- and the set 'y is the Hausdorff limit of these
sets. The choice between Model 1 or Model 2 at every stage of the construction is encoded by
a choice function n which is defined on all finite words made from characters {1,...,24} and
takes values in {1,2}. See Section [4] for the rigorous construction. The important detail is that
Model 1 contains one local cut-point (i.e. a point x which if removed makes a neighborhood of
x disconnected) while Model 2 has no such point.

In Section [5| we show that, no matter what the choice function 7 is, the resulting “limit set”
'y will satisfy 0 < H*(I's) < co. Then, in Section [6] drawing inspiration from the techniques in
parametrization results of attractors of iterated function systems (e.g. in [Hat85] and [BV21]),
for each choice function 1, we construct Lipschitz curves which approximate I's and converge to
a %—Hélder parameterization of I'y.

Note that if a choice function takes only one value (say 1), then the resulting set 'y is self-
similar, and in fact, a self-similar sponge which, as we prove, have very nice tangent spaces;
see Thus in order to obtain a set where at typical points, the tangent space contains
infinitely many topologically different elements which cannot be obtained from a self-similar set,
the choice function necessarily must exhibit some form of randomness. In Section [7] using a
measure-theoretic argument on the set of choice functions, we show that almost every choice
function (in terms of a suitable probability measure) yields a continuum I'y which “sees” both
models in arbitrarily small neighborhoods at H?®-almost every point. With such a choice function
in hand, we show in Section [§ that at H*-almost every = € I's, and for each k € N, there exists a
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FIGURE 2. Model 1 (left) and Model 2 (right) for s = log24/log6.

weak tangent 7' € Tan(I',,z) that contains exactly 55(24% — 1) many local cut-points (see .
Therefore, there are infinitely many topologically different weak tangents.

A construction similar to the one described above works for all values s of the form a, =
log(5n—6)
log(n)
first choose n > 4 even such that s > «,,. Then in Section [9] we appropriately “snowflake” the

curve Iy, , apply Assouad’s embedding theorem [Ass83] to bi-Lipschitz embed the snowflaked
Iy, into some Euclidean space, and use a weak-tangent-snowflaking argument to show that the
embedded image (which has dimension s) satisfies the conclusions of Theorem

Finally, in Section [10] we prove that these weak tangents cannot be obtained as weak tangents
of planar self-similar sets at generic points.

where n > 4 is an even number. To obtain Theorem for an arbitrary s > 1, we

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Dendrites. A dendrite is a Peano continuum (that is, compact, connected, and locally
connected at every point) which contains no simple closed curves. The leaves of a dendrite X
are exactly those points x € X such that X \ {z} is connected.

Lemma 2.1. Let T1,T5 be two dendrites in R™ that intersect on a point. Then Ty UT5 is a
dendrite.

Proof. Recall that a metric space is a dendrite if and only if any two distinct points can be
separated by a third point [Nad92l Theorem X.10.2]. Suppose that 77 N7y = {zo}. Fix distinct
x,y € Ty UTs. If x,y € Ty, since T; is a dendrite, there exists a point z € T} that separates z
and y. Similarly if x,y € Ts. If x € T1 \ T» and y € Ty \ T1, then x( separates = and y. g

2.2. Words. For each even positive integer n > 4 we denote

A, ={1,...,5n —6}.
Given n as above and integer m > 0, let A" be the set of words of length m formed by characters
in A,, with the convention that A% = {¢}, where ¢ is the empty word. Define A% := (J>°_, A"
and AY be the set of infinitely countable words.

Given a word w € A, we denote by |w| the length of w. Also, given w = iy -4, € A}
and j < m, we write w(j) = i1---i;. For any w € A}, define the cylinder set Aﬁw = {7 €
AN . 7(m) = w}, that is, the set of infinite words which agree with w for the first m characters.
Similarly, for j,m € N with m > j and for each w € A7, we define A}, := {v € A7 : v(j) = w}.
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Denote by X, the o-algebra generated by the cylinders Alrjw where w € AY. Then there exists
a unique probability measure vy, : £, — [0, 1] such that v, (AY ) = (5n — 6)~ 1l for all w e A*;
see for example [Str93, §3.1].

2.3. Combinatorial graphs and trees. A combinatorial graph is a pair G = (V, E) of a finite
or countable vertex set V' and an edge set

E c {{v,v'} :v,0" € V and v # v'}.

If {v,v'} € E, we say that the vertices v and v" are adjacent in G.
If V. C R" for some n € N, then we define the image of G to be the set

Im(G) := U [0, 7]
{v'}eE

where [v,v'] denotes the line segment from v to v’. Recall that if v € V is a vertex, then the
valence of v in G is the number of components of Im(G) \ {v}.

A simple path in G is a set v = {{v1,v2},...,{vn-1,v,}} C E such that for all distinct
i,j € {1,...,n} we have v; # v;; in this case we say that v joins vy, v,. A graph T' = (V, E)
is a combinatorial tree if for any distinct v,v’ there exists a unique simple path 7 that joins v
with v’.

2.4. Weak tangents. If A and B are nonempty subsets of a Euclidean space RY, then we

define the excess of A over B as

excess(A, B) = sup inf |a — b|.
xcess( )a63b63| |

See [Bee93, §3.1], [BL15], and [BETI17, Appendix A]. In the next remark, we catalogue six
important properties of the excess which will be used heavily throughout this article. The first
and fifth properties follow straightforwardly from the definition of excess while the other four
are given in [BL15, Section 2].

Remark 2.2. The excess satisfies the following four properties.
(1) Translation invariance. For nonempty sets A, B C RV and any point 2 € RY,
excess(A, B) = excess(A + z, B + x).
(2) Triangle inequality. For nonempty sets A, B,C C RV,
excess(A, C) < excess(A, B) + excess(B, C).

(3) Containment. For nonempty sets A, B C RV, excess(A, B) = 0 if, and only if, A C B.
(4) Monotonicity. If A C A', B' C B are all nonempty subsets of RV, then

excess(A, B) < excess(A’, B').
(5) Subadditivity. If A, B,C C RY are all nonempty, then
excess(A U B, C) < excess(A, C) + excess(B, C).
(6) Closure. If A, B C RY are nonempty, then
excess(A, B) = excess(4, B).

Let €(R™) be the set of nonempty closed subsets of R, and let €(R™;0) be the collection
of nonempty closed subsets of RY containing the origin 0. We consider both of these spaces
equipped with the Attouch-Wets topology, which is defined in [Bee93, Definition 3.1.2].
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Lemma 2.3 ([Bee93, Chapter 3]). There erists a metrizable topology on €(RY™) in which a
sequence of sets (X;)32, C €(RY) converges to a set X € €(RY) if and only if for every r > 0,

lim excess(X,, N B(0,7),X)=0 and lim excess(X N B(0,r), X,,) = 0.
m—0o0 m—0o0

Moreover, the subcollection €(RY;0) is sequentially compact; that is, for any sequence (Xi)2, C
C(RY;0) there exists a subsequence (Xi;)521 and a set X € C(RY;0) such that (Xi;)52 con-
verges to X.

In the following lemma, we record a useful property of Attouch-Wets convergence in €(R”;0),
which roughly says that sequences in €(R™:0) that converge in the Attouch-Wets topology
satisfy a type of Cauchy condition with respect to excess.

Lemma 2.4. If (4;)jen C €(RY;0) is a sequence converging to a set A € €(RY;0) with respect
to the Attouch-Wets topology, then for every r > 0 and each € > 0, there exists an integer jo € N
so that for every pair of integers ji, jo > jo, excess(Aj N B(0,7),A),) < e.

Proof. Let € > 0 and let r > 0. Since A; — A in the Attouch-Wets topology as j — oo, there
exists an integer jo € N so that for every integer j > jo
excess(4; N B(0,r), A) < min{e/2,r} and excess(A N B(0,2r), A;) < min{e/2,r}.
Then for every pair of integers j1,j2 > jo, by the triangle inequality for excess (see Remark ,
excess(Aj, N B(0,7), Aj,) < excess(A4;, N B(0,7), AN B(0,2r)) + excess(A N B(0,2r), Aj,).

Now since ji > jo, excess(A;j, N B(0,r), A) < min{e/2,7}, so for every z € A;, N B(0,r) there
exists a point y € A so that |z — y| < min{e/2,7}. Then it must hold that such a point y is
contained in B(0,2r) N A, and therefore excess(A;, N B(0,7), AN B(0,2r)) < ¢/2. Additionally,
since jo > jo, we have also that excess(ANB(0,2r), A;,) < €/2, and this completes the proof. [

Let X € ¢(RY) and let € X. We say that a set T € ¢(R";0) is a weak tangent set of X at
x if there exists a sequence of scales (7, )men > 0 such that 7, — 0 and X L — T with respect
to the Attouch-Wets topology. We denote by Tan(X, x) the set of all Weak tangent sets to X at
T.

For the next lemma, denote by €;(RY;0) the collection of all sets X € ¢(RY;0) such that
every component of X is unbounded.

Lemma 2.5. If X C RY is a nondegenerate continuum, then Tan(X,z) C €y (RY;0) for every
reX.

Proof. Fix T' € Tan(X, z) and assume for a contradiction that 7" has a bounded component K.

Let L be the component of 77 = T U {00} in S that contains co. Then clearly K, L are
distinct connected components of T”. Regarding K and L as quasi-components of 7", one can
choose two disjoint closed sets Y, Z C T satisfying K CY, L C Z, and T’ = Y U Z. Then both
Y and Z are closed in SV, and thus by normality there exists an open set U such that

YcUcUcsY\Zz

Since oo ¢ U, we have that U is a compact subset of Rﬁ. Set d = dist(Z,Y).
Fix R > 0 large enough that Y C B(0,R) and Z N B(0, R) # (). There exists a sequence of
positive scales r; — 0 such that
lim excess(r;l(X —z)NB(0,R),T) =0,
j—oo

lim excess(T' N B(0, R),r; HX —z)=0.

j—)OO
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In particular, there exists some jo € N so that for every integer j > jo,
excess(rj_l(X — )N B(0,R),T) + excess(T N B(0, R), rj_l(X —x)) <d/3.

Let y,z € rj_l(X —x) so that dist(y,Y) < d/3 and dist(z, Z) < d/3. Since X is connected, there
is another point p € 7“]-_1(X — ) so that p € B(0, R), dist(p,Y) = d/3; thus dist(p, Z) > 2d/3.
However, it follows that dist(p,T") > d/3, which is a contradiction. O

Remark 2.6. Note that since €(R";0) is sequentially compact, we have that if X € ¢(RY)
and if x9 € X, then the sequence of sets (n(X — x¢))nen has a subsequential limit in € (RY;0).
In particular, such a limit must be a weak tangent of X at xg, so the set of weak tangents to
a nonempty closed set at a point contained in the set is always nonempty. More simply, every
nonempty closed set has weak tangents at every point (and every weak tangent contains the
origin 0).

2.5. Local cut-points. Recall if X C RY, then a point € X is called a cut-point if C'\ {z} is
not connected, where C' C X is the component of X containing x. For a nondegenerate closed
set X C RY in a Euclidean space, following Whyburn [Why35], we say that a point zo € X is
a local cut-point of X if there exists some r > 0 such that Cx(zo,r) \ {zo} is not connected,
where Cx (xg,7) is the component of B(zg, )N X containing z¢. That is, zg is a local cut-point
if xg is a cut-point in sufficiently small neighborhoods of itself.

Lemma 2.7. Let X C RY and Y c RM be nondegenerate closed subsets of Euclidean spaces
and let f : X =Y be a homeomorphism. If p is a local cut-point of X, then f(p) is a local
cut-point of Y.

Proof. Let p be a local cut-point of X and let r > 0 such that Cx (p, )\ {p} is disconnected. As
a matter of notation, throughout this proof when we write Bx(p,r) we mean B(p,r) N X, and
similarly when we write By (f(p),r) we mean B(f(p),r)NY. Let € > 0 so that By (f(p),¢€) C
f(Bx(p,r)), and let § € (0,r) such that

f(Bx(p,0)) € By(f(p).¢) C f(Bx(p,7))
Then we have that

f(Cx(p,0)) € Cy(f(p).¢) C f(Cx(p,T)).
Let A,B C Cx(p,r) \ {p} be a disjoint pair of nonempty closed subsets so that AU B =
Cx(p,7) \ {p}. Note that AU {p} and B U {p} are both closed sets in X. We claim that
ANCx(p,d) #0.

First, we show that A U {p} is connected. If AU {p} is not connected, then let C, D be a
disjoint pair of nonempty closed subsets of AU {p} with C UD = AU {p}. Then since AU {p}
is closed in X, we have that C' and D are both closed in X. Without loss of generality, assume
that p € C. Then the pair BUC and D is a disjoint pair of nonempty closed subsets of C'x (p, r)
with (BUC)U D = Cx(p,r), which is a contradiction.

Let C4 be the component of (AU {p}) N Bx(p,d) which contains p. Then Cy = AU {p}
or Cx NIB(p,0) # 0, and in either case we have that C4 # {p}. Furthermore, since Cy
is connected, we have that C4 \ {p} C Cx(p,d) \ {p}, so since C4 \ {p} C A, we have that
ANCx(p,d) # 0. Similarly, BN Cx(p,d) # 0.

Finally, we have

Cy(f(p), )\ {f(p)} C F(A) U f(B),

therefore

Cy(f(p), )\ {f(p)} = (F(A) N Cy(f(p),€)) U(f(B)NCy(f(p)e€))-
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Furthermore, the sets on the right hand side form a disjoint pair of nonempty closed subsets of

Cy (f(p), ) \ {f(p)} with (f(4) N Cy(f(p),€))U(f(B)NCy(f(p),€) = Cy(f(p),e) \ {f(p)}, s
f(p) is a local cut-point of Y. .

2.6. Self-similarity. If a function f : RV — RM is Lipschitz continuous, then we denote by
Lip(f) (the Lipschitz norm of f) the smallest L > 0 so that for every pair of points z,y € RV,
|f(z) — f(y)| < Llz —y|. If Lip(f) < 1, then f is a contraction. A map f : RY — RM is
affine if there exists a linear map L : RN — RM so that for every x € RN, f(z) = L(x) + f(0).
A map f: RN — RV is called a similarity if there exists A > 0 such that for every pair of
points z,y € RN |f(z) — f(y)| = M|z — y|. Every similarity is a composition of an orthogonal
transformation, a scalar multiplication, and a translation; in particular similarity maps are
affine. If f : RV — RY is a rotation-free and reflection-free similarity, then for every z € R,

f(z) = Lip(f)z + f(0).

Remark 2.8. A map f : RNV — RM is affine if and only if there exists a linear transformation L :
RN — RM 5o that for every z,y € RY, f(x)— f(y) = L(z—v). In particular, if f : RY — RV isa
rotation-free and reflection-free similarity, then for every z,y € RV, f(x)— f(y) = Lip(f)(z —v).

An iterated function system (IFS for short) is a finite collection F of contracting similarities
on RV, By a theorem of Hutchinson [Hut&1], for each IFS F there exists a unique nonempty
compact set K (called the attractor of F) such that K = |J,c7 ¢(K).

We say that an IFS F satisfies the open set condition (OSC for short) if there exists a
nonempty open set U C RY such that for any distinct ¢, ¢ € F,

p(U)cl,  oU)Ny(U) =0.

By a theorem of Schief [Sch94, Theorem 2.2], the OSC is equivalent to the strong open set
condition (SOSC): if K is the attractor of F, then there exists a nonempty open set U C RV
for which the OSC holds so that U N K # §.

It is well-known that if K is the attractor of an IFS F with the OSC, then the Hausdorff
dimension, the Minkowski dimension, and the Assouad dimension are all equal to s, where s is
the unique solution of the equation

> (Lip(¢))* = 1.

peF

Moreover, 0 < HImu(K)(K) < oo where dimpy (K) is the Hausdorff dimension of K [HutS1].
Henceforth, we say that a compact set K C R is self-similar if there exists an IFS F with
the OSC such that K is the attractor of F.

3. WEAK TANGENTS OF LIPSCHITZ CURVES AT TYPICAL POINTS

The goal of this section is to prove Proposition The proof is based on two results. The
first is Rademacher’s Theorem.

Lemma 3.1 (Rademacher’s Theorem). If f : RN — RM s a locally Lipschitz continuous
function, then f is differentiable LN -a.e.

For a proof see for example [EG15, Theorem 3.2]. The second ingredient is a result of Falconer
which roughly says that Lipschitz curves look flat around typical points. Following [Fal86l §3.2],
for a point zg € RV, for a line L ¢ RN through the origin, and for a number a > 0, define

C(xo, L,a) := {x € RN : d(x, L + x0) < ool — x|}
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to be the open cone centered at xg in the direction of L with aperture «. Given a closed set
K c RV, we say that a point g € K is flat in K if there exists a line L ¢ RY through the
origin such that for every a > 0, there exists r, > 0 with B(zg,r4) N X C C(zg, L, @).

Lemma 3.2. If X C RY is a continuum with H'(X) < oo, then H'-a.e. x € X is flat in X.

Proof. The claim is trivially true if H#*(X) = 0, so we may assume that H!(X) > 0.
By [Fal86, Corollary 3.15], for H!-almost every point € X, there exists a unique line L
passing through 0 such that for every o > 0,
"(XnB L
L HA(X N Bl ) \ O, L)

r—0 r

=0.

(3.1)

Let zg € X be such a point, let L be the line given above.
Assume for a contradiction that there exists o € (0,1), there exists a sequence of positive
scales (1) en going to zero, and there exists a sequence (y;);jen of points in X such that

Y; € (B(xo,Tj) ﬂX) \ C(l‘o,L,Oz).

Since X is a continuum, the component of (B(zg, 3|y; —x0|)NX)\C(zo, L, ;/2) which contains y;
must intersect at least one of 9B (zo, 3|y; —z0|) and C(z0, L, a/2) N B(x0, 3|y; — x0|). Therefore,

H' ((B(zo, 3ly; — 20l) N X) \ C(z0, L, /2))
> min {dist (y, 9B (w0, 3ly; — wol)) , dist (5, Cwo, L, a/2) N Blao, 3ly; — wol)) }
> min {%|y] — x|, dist (yj,C’(xo,L,oz/2) N B(xo, %\y] — a:0|)>} .

To estimate the second distance, fix 2 € C(zo,L,a/2) N B(xo, 3|y; — xo|). Since y; ¢
C(xo, L, o), we have dist(y;, L+x0) > a|yj—xg|. Moreover, dist(z, L+x9) < (/2)|z—x0|. Fix a
point p € L+ so that |z—p| < |z—mol, so |z—p| < 2aly;—xo|. Note that |y;—p| > aly; —xol.
Thus, |y; — 2| > $|y; — zo|. Hence, for each j € N,

Hl((§($07%’yj —{L‘()DOX)\C(.’I}O,L, Oé/2)> > g
3lyj — ol ~ 6
. . . 3 .
which contradicts (3.1]) as j — oo and §|y; — x| — 0. O

We are now ready to prove Proposition (1.1

Proof of Proposition[1.1. Let f : [0,1] — R¥ be Lipschitz and let X = £([0,1]). By [AO17,
Thoerem 4.4], there exists ¢ : [0,1] — X, an essentially two-to-one Lipschitz parametrization
with constant speed equal to 2H!(X). By Rademacher’s Theorem, for H!-a.e. x € X, there
exists t € g~ 1({z}) so that ¢/(¢) exists. Furthermore, by Lemma Hl-a.e. point z € X is flat
in X. Let o € X be such that x¢ is flat in X and there exists t € g~!({xo}) such that ¢'(t)
exists. Let T € Tan(X,xg), and let L C RY be the line through the origin in the direction of
/

g'(t).

First, we show that 7" C L. To this end, let r; — 0 be a sequence of positive scales so that
%(X —x9) — T in the Attouch-Wets topology. Fix € > 0 and R > 0. By Lemma there is

jo € N, such that for every j > jo,

B(IL’O,Tj(R + 6)) NnNXcC C(CU[L L7 2(R75J’»€))

and
excess(T' N B(0, R), %(X — 1)) < €/2.
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Note that
excess(T N B(0, R), (%(X —20))NB(0,R+€)) < ¢/2
as well. Then by the triangle inequality for excess from Remark and since xg is flat in X,
excess(T N B(0, R), L)
< excess(T N B(0, R), %(X —20)NB(0,R+¢€)) + excess(%(X —29) N B(0,R+¢),L)

< €.

Since the latter is true for all € > 0 and R > 0, it follows from Remark [2.2] that 7' C L.
Next, we show that L C T. Fix e > 0 and R > 0. There exists h > 0 so that for every
s € (—hR,hR),
1
Lot +5) — a0 — g (1)s] < /2.
Moreover, there exists jo € N so that for every j > jo and every s € (—7; R, R) we get
1
—|g(t+s) —zo— g (t)s| <e.
Ty
Fix y € LN B(0, WR(X)) For each j > jo there exists s; € (—r; R, rjR) such that y = g’(t)i—j.
Hence,

t+s;)—x t+s;)—x Si
g( J) 0 _y‘ — ’g( ]) 0 —g/(t)i < e.

Tj Tj T}
Noting that W € %(X — xg), we obtain
excess(L N B(0, (2H (X))"'R), rj_l(X —20)) < €.
Therefore, for every R > 0 and every € > 0, there exists some jo € N such that for all j > j,
excess(L N B(0, R), r;l(X — 1)) < €.
Proceeding to the conclusion as in the previous paragraph, we have that L C T, and therefore
L =T as desired. 0
4. Two SETS OF IFSs

Fix for the rest of this section an even integer n > 4. Recall the alphabets A,, and associated
word spaces from Divide the unit square [0, 1] into n?-many closed squares of side-length
1/n that have disjoint interiors and let S, . .., S4,_4 be those squares that intersect with 9[0, 1]2.

We define two iterated function systems

Fo={tn;:[0,1]* = [0,1}jea, and F2={v7;:[0,1]* = [0,1]°}jen,
as follows.

. 1 _ 2 1 . . o, . .
(1) For j € {1,...,4n — 4}, 1, ; = 5, ; and ¥, ; is the unique composition of a translation

and a dilation that maps [0, 1] onto S;.
(2) For j € {4n —3,...,4n + § — 4} define

1 2 _1 1, j-1 1
Ung(@) = V20 = Lo+ (F+ 51 1),
(3) For j € {4n+ § — 3,5n — 6} define

1 1 J=4n+5+3 o 2 1 J=4n+5+3 1
wn,j(x) = pT T (%v E) ) @ij(w) = ntT (%7 E) :
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See Figure [2| for the first iterations of FL and F2 in the case n = 6.
For j € {1,2} we let ¢/, - be the identity map and for w = i1ig...im € AT with m > 1 we let

Ja— g J

J
naw T ¥nig o n,i2

Q-0 . .
Nyim

We set
G ={n: A, = {1,2}}
and each function n € %, will henceforth be called a choice function.

Fix now a choice function € %,. Set ¢ to be the identity on [0,1]%, and for any w =
i1ig - iy € A with m > 1, define

B = 1 o 1) o liim)
w " n,i1 n,i2 N,im .

Define now the “attractor” associated with the choice function 7 to be

K= U eno, 1)

m=0we A7
We list a couple of elementary facts about the set K.
Lemma 4.1. For every n € €,, the set K" is compact.

Proof. This is immediate noting that each set (J,c 4m ¢w([0,1]?) is compact as a finite union of
compact sets, and that K is the countable intersection of compact sets. ]

Given w € Ay, we define
K2 = 61([0,1]2) N K.
The following version of the open set condition is satisfied.

Lemma 4.2. For every n € 6,, every m € N, and every pair of distinct words w,v € A",
SL((0,1)?) Nl((0,1)*) =0, ¢((0,1)*) C (0,1)>.

Proof. We proceed by induction on m. For m =1, if 4, j € A,, are distinct characters, then by

definition we have that gb;?([O, 1]?) and ¢]([0,1]?) are distinct squares of side length 1/n with

disjoint interiors contained in [0,1]%. Thus, ¢]((0,1)?) C (0,1)* and ¢]((0,1)*)N¢7((0,1)*) = 0.

Fix now some integer m > 1 and assume that for all distinct words v,w € A", we have

#u((0,1)%) N ¢0((0,1)?) = O and ¢1,((0,1)%) C (0,1)%. Let u,u’ € A™F! be distinct words.
Then by the base case we have ¢i((0,1)?) C cbz(m)((O, 1)?), which is contained in (0,1)? by the
induction hypothesis.

The remainder of the proof falls to a case study.

Case 1. If u(m) # u/(m), then we have that ¢((0,1)%) C ¢Z(m)((0, 1)) and ¢!,((0,1)%) C
¢Z,(m)((0, 1)2) by the base case. Then since u(m) # u/(m), we have by the induction hypothesis
that 67, ((0,1)2) (167, ((0,1)2) =, s0 #1((0, 1)%) N 67,((0,1)%) 0.

Case 2. If u(m) = u/(m), then there exist distinct characters i,j € A,, so that u = u(m)j
and v’ = /(m)i. By definition of ¢, we then have

61((0,1)%) = ¢, 0w ((0,1)?)
and
o1((0,1)%) = 61,y 0 01 ((0,1)?).
Thus we can see that
67((0,1)2) N l((0,1)%) = 67, @I ((0,1)%) N ™™ ((0,1))),
and the latter set is empty by the base case. O
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Lemma 4.3. Let n € €, w,v € A", 2 € K}, andy € K. If |z —y| > 2/2-n"™, then

KyNK)=0. If |z —y| <n™™, then K, N K] # 0.
Proof. Let Xo = [0,1%, and for m € N, define X,, = Uyeam ®w([0,1]%). Recall that for
je{l,...,4n — 4} we have wvlw‘ = 1/17214-. Therefore, for every integer m > 0, we have that

An—4
U w}m,j(Xm) C Xm+1
7j=1

and
4n—4

0[0,1* ¢ | J vs;(0[0,1]).
j=1

Thus, since 9]0, 1] C X, we have that 9]0, 1]?> C X, for every integer m > 0, and so since K" =
Noo_; Xom, we get 0[0,1]2 C K". Similarly, for every w € A% we have that ¢,(9[0,1]%) C K.
Let m > 1 and let v,w € A™. If K, N K;, # (), then diam (K, U K;}) < 2v/2n~™. Furthermore,
if Ko N Ky =0, then ¢1(3]0,1]%) N ¢ (9]0, 1]2) = 0, so dist(¢r ([0, 1]?), ¢ ([0, 1]?)) > n~™, and
the result follows as K, C ¢u([0, 1]?). O

5. AHLFORS REGULARITY OF CARPETS K"

Fix for the rest of this section an even positive integer n > 4 and set «, := %. We

show that for every choice function n : A — {1,2}, we have 0 < H*(K") < oco. In fact, we
show the following stronger statement.

Proposition 5.1. There exists C,, > 1 such that for every n € €,, every x € K", and every
r € (0,1/n) we have
Colron < HO (KN B(x,r)) < Cproe,

For a choice function n € 4, define m, : AN — K" by
(5.1) Ty(7) := lim ¢ )(O).

m—oo | T(M

We start with an elementary topological fact.
Lemma 5.2. The o-algebra generated by the sets K., is the same as the Borel o-algebra on K.

Proof. Fix n € 6,. Let ¥ denote the o-algebra generated by the sets K.}, and let B(K") be the
Borel o-algebra on K. That ¥ C B(K") is clear, as each K}, is a Borel set. For the reverse
inclusion, we show that for any x € K" and any r > 0, B(x,r) N K" € ¥. To see this, let

Wix,r)={we A} : K] C B(z,r)}.
Note that W(z,r) is a countable set since A7 is countable, and s0 U,ew (4 K, € ¥. Fur-
thermore for each point y € B(z,r) N K", there is a word 7 € AY with 7, (1) = y. Then since
B(z,r)N K" is an open set and lim;_, diam(Kf( )) = 0, there is some m € N large enough that

J
7(m) € W(z,r). Therefore, J, e )Kf]] = B(z,r) N K", so we have that ¥ = B(K"). O

z,r

Recall from the o-algebra 3, on AN and the probability measure v, : ¥, — [0,1]. We
say a word 7 € A) is an injective word if for every n € €, we have 77771({757(7-)}) = {7}. That
is, 7 is called an injective word if it always uniquely defines a point in K.

Lemma 5.3. The set of non-injective words 7 € AY is a v,-null set.
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Proof. Fix n € 6,. If 7 = dyis--- € A and i1 > 4n — 4 for some m € N, then m,(7) ¢
Uveam #2(9[0,1)?). Furthermore, if 7,¢ € AY are distinct words with m,(7) = 2 = m,(C),
then there exists some N € N such that 7(N) # ((N). Thus for every m > N, we have
7(m) # ¢(m) and z € qﬁT(m)([ 1) N ¢((m ([0,1]). By Lemma this implies that = €
Oy (010, 112) 161, (010, 112), 5

{reK":m, 1({z}) is not a singleton} C U U #1([0,1]%).

m=1veAm

U oo, 1) c | ool 17?).

veEAD veAm !

Moreover, for every m € N,

Thus if a character j € {4n — 3,...,5n — 6} appears infinitely often in 7 € A, then 7 is
injective; so the set of non-injective words is contained in the set of words for which every
character j € {4n — 3,...,5n — 6} appears only finitely often. To see that this set is v,-null,
for each m € N let Uy, := {1 = iyig--- € AY : iy, > 4n — 4}. We have v,(Up,) = 22 for each
m, and if {Up,,,...,Up,} is a collection of these sets, then vy, (Vo) Un,) = (£ 26 ). Indeed, in
such a case note that

J
(YU, = {7 =iniz-- € A :ipn, > 4n — 4 for each i € {1,...,5}}

and this intersection has Z/n(ﬂgzl Un,;) = (527_26)j. Thus, Vi, = (2, Uj has v (Vi) = 0 for

every m € N. Noting further that the set of words for which every character j € {4n—3,...,5n—
6} appears only finitely often is contained in | J;,_, Vi, we have that it is a v,-null set. O

We are now ready to prove Proposition

Proof of Proposition[5.1. Fix n € %,. We claim that for some C, > 1 the measure m,#uvy
defined on B(K™") satisfies
(5.2) Oy tron < mpdtv (B(z,r) N K < Cpron

for all z € K" and r € (0,1/n). Assuming (5.2), by [MTI0, §1.4.3], we have that H" L K"
satisfies (perhaps with a different constant C),), since the measure m,#uv, has the same
null sets as the restricted Hausdorff measure H L K.

For any w € A}, A}, C 7T_1(Kn) C N, U AN where N, denotes the set of non-injective

n,w?
words in AY. Hence, for any w € Ay we have

T#Hn(K})) = (5n — 6)*‘“" — - lwlon

Fix for the rest of the proof a point x € K", a radius r € (0,1/n), and a word 7 € AY such
that m,(7) = .
For the upper bound of (5.2), let m € N satisfy

nV2 > 2r > /2.
Let {v1,v2,...,v;} C A} be those words with KZL N KZ(m) # (). By Lemma j <9 and by
Lemma H, we have that B(z,n™™) N K" C |JI_; KJ,. We have also that n=™ > r, so

j
B(z,r)N K" C B(x,n ™)N K" C U K]
i=1
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and therefore

J .
WH#VR(B(xa T) m KT]) S Z Wn#yn(KgZ) S 97T7]#Vn(K;,_7(m)) = gnima" S 9 ( 8 > 7,.0471,.
=1

For the lower bound of (5.2)), let m € N satisfy
n"™2 < % < n mHL/9.

Since r < 1/n, we have that m is at least 1. If y € Kj(m), then

S

‘LL’ - y‘ < nim\@< %7
SO Kf(m) C B(z,r) N K". Thus
T#vn(B(x,r) N K") > ﬁn#yn(KZ(m)) =n M > (8\/5)_0‘”7‘%. O

6. HOLDER PARAMETRIZATIONS OF CARPETS K"

In this section, we show that sets K" defined in Section {4| are Holder curves. Recall the
= logbn=6) g, Section

numbers o, := Toz ()

Proposition 6.1. For any even integer n > 4 and any n € %6,, there exists a (1/ay,)-Holder
continuous surjection f :[0,1] — K.

For the rest of this section we fix an even integer n > 4 and a choice function n € %,. The
dependence of sets and functions on n and 7 in this section is omitted.
Define the set T C [0, 1]? by

Ti= (00,1 = 3P\ (1= g x =31 =) u({z} x 0. 3) U ([3.1 = 21 < {33)
and the sets
TV :=TU ([0, -2 x{2}) and T*:=TU([0,1—-2]x{i}).
See Figure |3 for n = 6. Some elementary properties of the sets T, T2 are given in the next
lemma and its proof is left to the reader.

Lemma 6.2. Both T' and T? are dendrites and are contained in [0,1)2.

r——0—0— 00— r——r— 00— 00— 00—
® [ ]

[ ] [

r—o—0 [

[ *—=0 r—o—90 —a

FIGURE 3. Dendrites T* (left) and T2 (right) for n = 6.
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For each i € {1,2} define combinatorial graphs G* = (V*, E*) by
Vi={yj(0):je A} and  E':={{p,q}:p,qge V' [pg CT}

Note that 7% = Im(G?). Next, we define a sequence of sets (T},)m>0 by To = {0}, and for any
integer m > 0,

Tm+1 = Tm U U ¢$(TH(W))
weA™
Define also for m > 0 the combinatorial graph G, = (Vin, Ep,) via

Vm:{¢$(0) :wEAZl} and Em:{{p7Q} 'p,q e Vm7[ 7Q] CTm}'

Lemma 6.3. The sequence of sets (Tp,)5o_, is a nested sequence of dendrites contained in K.
Moreover, for every m € N, a vertex u € Vy, is a leaf of Ty, if and only if u has no edges
emanating to the right or upward in T,y,.

Proof. By the arguments in the proof of Lemma for each w € A’ we have that ¢, (9]0, 1]?) C
K. Therefore,
T C |J ¢5(0[0,1*) c K.
weAM

Next, we show that each T), is a dendrite by induction on m. The set Ty = {0} is clearly
a dendrite. Now assume that T, is a dendrite for some m > 0. We make three observations.
First, by Lemma o (T"®)) is a dendrite for any w € A™+!. Second, by Lemma and by
Lemma if v,w € A™*! are distinct, then

Su(T") N (T  ¢1([0,1)*) N ([0, 1)%) = 0.
Third, for any w € A"+ we have that ¢g,(T"™) N Ty is either ¢ ({0} x [0,1 — 1]), or
o ([0,1 — %] x {0}), or the union of the latter two sets. In either case, ¢u(T7")) N T},pq is an
arc. Write now Ty41 = T, U Uivzl X where Xq,..., Xy are the components of the closure of
Tn+1 \ Trn. Note the sets X are pairwise disjoint, by the first and second observation each Xj
is a dendrite, and by the first and third observation, X; N T}, is a point. Applying Lemma [2.1
we conclude that T;,11 is a dendrite.

Finally, we prove the claim about the leaves of T}, by induction on m. For m = 1, we note
that the leaves of T are exactly the points (1 — %, 1-— %), (1-— %, 1-— %), (%, %), (1-— %, %) for
which it is easy to check the claim. Similarly for 7°2.

Suppose now that the claim holds for some m € N and let u € V,,,+1 be a vertex. Then there
is a unique word w € A™ so that u € ¢ (T"™)), and u is a leaf in T}, 1 if and only if (¢5) ! (u)
is a leaf in 77 which is a leaf if and only if it has no edges in T"(*) emanating to the right or
upward. This holds if and only if v has no edges emanating upward or to the right in T,,,41. 0O

Note that for each integer m > 0,
T =Im(Gp) =V U | (.9)),
{p.a}€Em

so when we refer to a “vertex” of T}, we mean a point p € V,,,, and when we refer to an “edge
(p,q) of Tp,” we mean the open segment (p,q) in R? associated with the edge {p,q} € E,,. Set

ey = (0,1)x {0} and e ={0} x (0,1),
the bottom and left, respectively, open edges of (0,1)2. Note that if e C T}, is an edge in T}y,

then e is parallel to either the x-axis or to the y-axis, as this is true for 7' and 7' and the maps
5 are all rotation-free and reflection-free similarities.
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Lemma 6.4. For each m € N, if (p,q) is an edge of T,, then there exists w € A" such that
either (p,q) = ¢u(ep) or (p,q) = du(er).

Proof. We proceed by induction on m. For m = 1, the result follows by simple inspection,
as either T} = T! or T} = T%2. Now assume the result holds for some integer m > 1. Let
(p,q) C Tpny1 be an edge. Then there exist words u,v € A™*! 5o that p = ¢ (0 and ¢ = ¢7(0.
If there is a word w € A so that (p,q) C ¢ (T"™)), then there is some edge e C T""™) so that
(p,q) = ¢w(e), and the result follows from the m = 1 case and from the definition of ¢y,. If there
is no such word w, then we have that (p,q) C T,,. Since the only nondegenerate line segments
contained in T}, are contained in its edges, there is some edge e C T, so that (p,q) C e, and
since (p,q) is not a subset of ¢p(T"")) for any v € A™, we have that [p,q] is not a subset of
#2([0,1)2) for any v € A™. Then by the induction hypothesis there is some word w € A™ so
that e = ¢ (ep) or e = ¢(e;). Note that the length of (p,q) is n=™71, that [p, q] C 5 ([0, 1]?),
and that (p,q) C ¢w([0,1)?). Then either p or ¢ is ¢ ((0,1)) or ¢u((1,0)) since the edge e is
equal to either ¢r,(ep) or to ¢ (e;). Then there is some character j € A, so that the other of p
and g is equal to ¢, (0, s0 &, (e) = (p,q) or 81 (e1) = (p0).

]

In the next lemma we construct intermediate parametrizations fp, : [0, 1] — T,.

Lemma 6.5. There exist a sequence of piecewise linear continuous surjections (fm : [0,1] —
Tin)m>0, a sequence (N )m>o of families of nondegenerate closed intervals contained in [0,1], a
sequence (Em)m>0 of families of open intervals in [0, 1], another sequence (Fp,)m>o of families
of nondegenerate closed intervals in [0,1], and a sequence of functions (W, : N — A )m>0
satisfying the following properties.
(P1) For each m >0, w,, is a bijection between Ny, and AM.
(P2) For each m > 0, the families &, N, Fm are pairwise disjoint and the elements of
Em U N, U Fy are pairwise disjoint. Moreover, [0,1] = | J(&n U A U Fp).
(P3) For each m > 0 and J € &, there exists w € A" such that fu|J is a linear bijection
onto either ¢u(ep) or ¢i(er), and there exists a unique interval J' € &, \ {J}, so that
Il = (fm|J) o (5 where (yr : J' — J is the unique linear orientation reversing map.
Furthermore, fumi1(J) C ¢n([0,1)?). Conversely, if (p,q) is an edge of Tp,, then there
exist exactly two intervals J, J' € &y, such that fn,(J) = fi(J") = (p,q).
(P4) For eachm >0 andI € Ny, fm|l is constant equal to d)va(I) (0. Conversely, fm (U Am) =

Vin. Moreover, fun11(I) C ¢Z,m(1)([0, 1)2).

(P5) For each m >0 and I € Fp,, f|l is constant and fu,(I) € V. Furthermore, fmi1|l =
fll.

(P6) For each m > 0 and J € &1 U Npy1, there exists I € &, U Ny, such that J C 1.
Moreover, if J € Npi1 and I € Ny, with J C I, then wp,(I) = Wyp1(J)(m).

(P7) For each m > 0 and J € &, there exists I € Ny, 1 such that I C J and fi41(I) is a
leaf in Thiq.

Proof. We start by defining two pairs of preliminaries maps. A
First, fix for each i € {1,2} a continuous surjection 7; : [0,1] — 7" with the following
properties.

(1) The map 7; is a 2-to-1 tour of the edges of 7% and is linear along edges with 7;(0) =
7'1'(1) =0.

(2) For every vertex v € V7 other than 0, the preimage 7, *({v}) has a number of components
equal to the valence of the vertex v and each component is a nondegenerate closed
interval.
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(3) The preimage 7, *({0}) is made up of three disjoint nondegenerate closed intervals.
(4) There exists ¢; in the component of 7, '({0}) which does not contain 0 or 1 such that
7 1({(0,1 — 1/n)}) lies to the left of ¢; and 7; ' ({(1 — 1/n,0)}) lies to the right of ¢;.

(2

Next, for each i € {1,2}, define the combinatorial tree G* = (V?, E%) via
VE=VIU{(1,0),(0,1)}, E'=E U{{(1-1/n,0),(1,0)},{(0,1—1/n),(0,1)}},

and let T% := Im(G?). As in the previous paragraph, it is easy to see that for each i € {1,2}
there exists a continuous surjection 7; : [0, 1] — T* with the following properties.

(1) The map 7; is a 2-to—1 tour of the edges of T" and is linear along edges with 7:(0) =
7;(1) = 0.

(2) For every vertex v € V? other than 0, (0,1), and (1,0), the preimage 7, *({v}) has a
number of components equal to the valence of the vertex v and each component is a
nondegenerate closed interval.

(3) The preimage 7, '({0}) is made up of three disjoint nondegenerate closed intervals.

(4) The preimages 7; '({(1,0)}) and 7 '({(0,1)}) are both singletons, denoted by s; ;7 and
si,1, respectively.

(5) There exists #; in the component of 7, '({0}) which does not contain 0 or 1 such that
s; v lies to the left of t; and s; 1, lies to the right of t;.

(6) There are disjoint nondegenerate closed intervals I; 1, 1; 2, ;3,14 C [0,1], denoted by
Iij = laij,bij], 7 =1,...,4 equal to the preimages of the four leaves of T?, so that

0< a1 < SiU <a;o < t~z <a;3 <S8, <a;4< bi74 < 1.

Let T be one of the trees T% or T% above, let V and E be the corresponding vertex and edge
sets, respectively, and let 7 : [0,1] — T be the map defined above corresponding to 7'

e Define £(7) to be the set of components of preimages of open edges in E.

e If 7 € {1, 72}, then for each v € V' choose a nondegenerate component I, of the preimage
7~ {v}) and let A (1) = {I, :v € V}.

e If instead 7 € {71, T2}, then for a vertex v € V that is not a leaf, choose a nondegenerate
component I, of the preimage 7~!({v}), and for each vertex v € V that is a leaf other
than (1,0) or (0,1), let I, = I; ; where j € {1,2,3,4} is chosen so that 7(I; ;) = v. We
then define A (1) = {I, : v € V'\ {(1,0),(0,1)}}.

e Define F(7) to be the set of nondegenerate components of preimages under 7 of vertices
in T' which are not already in N (7).

The construction of maps f,,, and families &,,,, %, A7, is done in an inductive fashion.

Set fo : [0,1] — Tp to be the constant map fo = 0, set A5 = {[0,1]}, & =0, Fo =0, and set
w([0,1]) = . Properties (P1)—(P7) are all either clear or vacuous for m = 0.

Assume now that for some m > 0 we have constructed the map f,,, families &,, %,, and
Nm, and bijection wy, : Ay, — A" satisfying (P1)-(P7). For elements I € &, U 4y, we will
define the collections &,,11(1), Am+1(L), and Fp,41(I). We then set

(gam+1 = U (gaerl(I)a

I1e&mUNm
</Vm—ﬁ—l = U </Vm+1(I)7
Ie&mUNm
Fmi1=Fn ) Fmn(D).
Ie&mUNm

Intervals in Fp,. It I € Fp,, then set fr 11|l = fin.
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Intervals in &,. Let I € &, and write I = (a,b). By (P3) there exists I' = (a’, V') € &, \ {I}
such that fo,|I" = (fi|I) o (; where ( : I' — I is the unique linear orientation reversing map
and there exists a word v € A™ so that f,,,(I) = ¢i(ep) or fin(I) = ¢i(er). If fr(I) = @il(e),
then, without loss of generality, we may assume that the y-coordinate of f,, is increasing inside
I and decreasing inside I'. Let 07 : I — (0, 8y(v),7) be linear, bijective, and increasing, and let

§p o I — (8y(v),0s ty(v)) be linear, bijective, and decreasing. We define
fm+1|I: ¢ZO7~—77(U) Oé[ and fm+1u/ = gbZO%n(v) Oé]/.

Define &p,+1(I) = {0;1(J) : J € E(Fyw))} and Eni1(I') = {E51(J) : J € E(Fypw))}. We define
Nnr1(D)y N1 (I, Fing1(D), and Fpp,11(I') in a similar manner. If f,,,(I) = ¢i(ep), then we
proceed in a similar manner, interchanging s, ) with s, 1 above.

If J € Api1(I), then there is a character j € A, so that fi11(J) = ¢,;(0, and we define
Wmt1() = vj. Note that if J,Q € Ay, 41(1)UA i1 (1) are distinet, then wi,41(J) # Wit (Q)
as 07(J) # 0;(Q) are distinct intervals in, for example, N (Fpw)) (07 may be £p instead).

Intervals in Ny,. Let I € Ay, and write I = [a,b] C [0,1]. We consider four cases.

Case 1. If the vertex fp,(I) in T), has an edge in T}, emanating to the right and no edge
emanating upward, then define (; : I — [0, %, (w,,(1))] to be the unique linear increasing bijection,
and let

Jmial I = ¢:,7vm(1) © Ty(wim (1)) © G-

Define Z41(1), Emy1(I), Nm+1(I) in a manner similar to those for I € &, above.
Case 2. If the vertex f,,(I) in V,,, has an edge in T}, emanating upward and no edge emanating
to the right, then define &7 : I — [t,(w(r)), 1] to be the unique increasing linear bijection, and let

fm—l—l’l = ¢7]Wm(l) ¢} TT](Wm(I)) o gl.

Define Z41(1), Emt1(1), Am+1(I) in a manner similar to those for I € &, above.
Case 3. If the vertex fp,(I) is a leaf in T}, then let o7 : I — [0, 1] be the unique increasing
linear bijection, and let

fm+1|I — ¢va(f) O Ty(wm(I)) ©OI-

Define Zp41(1), Emt1(L), Am+1(I) in a manner similar to those for I € &, above.

Case 4. If the vertex f,,,(I) has an edge in T}, emanating upward and another edge ema-
nating to the right, then simply set f,,+1|I = fiu|I and let Ay, 1(I) = {1}, &ne1 (L) = 0, and
ﬁm+1(1) == (Z)

By definition of 7, (w,, (1)), for any Q € A47,11([), there is a character j € A, so that fi,11(Q) =
{¢va(l)j(0}’ and we set Wy, 41(Q) = wi,(I)j].

We now prove (P1)—(P7) for fom+1, Em+1, Am+1s Fmt1, and Wy,i1.

We start with (P2). Since (P2) holds for &,,, 47, and .%,,, and since intervals in .%,,; are
not partitioned, it suffices to show that for every I € &, U .A;,, the families &, +1(I), Ar41(I),
and Z,,41(I) are pairwise disjoint with disjoint elements covering I. If T € &,,, then this holds
by definitions of £(7;), N(7;), and F(7;). If I € A;,, then this follows from the definitions of
E(1i), N(1), and F(;).

The first part of (P3) follows from the analogous properties defining 7;. The converse part of
(P3) follows from (P3) and (P6) at m and by the definitions of 7; and 7;.

The first part of (P4) follows from design of N (7;) and N (7;) along with (P1) and (P4) at m.
The converse part follows from (P1), (P3), (P4), and (P6) at m along with design of 7; and 7.

Property (P5) follows immediately from the definitions of F(7;) and F(7;).
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The first part of (P6) follows from (P2) at m, as for every I € &, U A4y, and every J €
Em+1(I) U Apy1(I), J C I, while every J € &1 U Ay is in &y (L) U g1 (1) for some
I € &, U A;,. The converse part of (P6) is immediate from the definition of wy,41(J) for
J € Npi1(I) with T € A,.

Property (P7) follows from properties (4), (5), and (6) in the definition of 7;.

Finally, we verify (P1). We first show that wy,41 is injective. Let I,J € N1 be dlstmct
intervals. Then by (P6), let I,J € &, U A;, so that I € A 1(I),J € Apyi(J).
are the same element of &,,, then wy,+1(I) # Wy,11(J) by definitions of N (7). If f = j are
the same element of .47,, then by (P6) there are characters i,j € A, with wy,1() =
Wint1(J) = Wy (I)j. Then by the definitions of A'(7;), we have that i # j. If I # .J are dlstlnct
intervals, both in .47,, then by (P6) at m + 1 and (P1) at m, we have that wp,4+1(1)(m) #
Wint1(J)(m), 0 W1 (1) # Winp1(J). If I # J with J € &, and I € .A4;,, then by definitions
of 7 and 7, frma1(I) N fm41(J J) = 0, so by (P3) and (P4), Wy1(I) # Wimt1(J). Similarly
Wing1(I) # Wine1 (J) if T # J with Je Emand I € E,\{J,J'}. If J € &, and I = J', then
Wint1(I) # Wint1(J) by definition of N (7;).

To conclude the proof, we show that w11 : A1 — AT is surjective. Let u € A™T! be
a word. By (P1) at m, there exists a unique interval I € .47, so that w,,,(I) = u(m). If fp,(I)
is a leaf in T, then by definition of N(7;), for each j € A, there is an interval J € A7, 11(I) so
that Wp,41(J) = wig1(£)J, in particular one of them has wy,41(J) = u. If f,(I) is not a leaf
in T, then the result follows by definitions of N'(7;) and N (7;) as well as (P3) at m. O

Define now the map w : |, _y Am — A by w(I) = wy,(I) if I € A7,. By (P1) of Lemma
[6.5] we have that w is a well-defined bijection.

Corollary 6.6. The maps (fm)m>0 of Lemma converge uniformly to a continuous surjection
f:]0,1] - K".

Proof. Since T,, C K", the Hausdorff distance
dist g7 (T}, K7) < dist g (Vi, K7) < max diam K7, < n~ ™2,

weA™

Therefore, | J,,cy Tm = K", as K" is compact.
Next we claim that for every m € N,

(6.1) 1 = Fntilloo <n7V2.

Fix m € N and z € [0,1]. By Lemma [6.5[P1), there exists I € A;, U &, U %, so that z € I. If
I € Zp,, then by Lemma [6.5(P5) we have that f,(z) = fm+1(z). If I € A;,, then by Lemma
(P4) we have that fp,(z), fmy1(x) € ¢Zv(])([o, 1]?). Finally, if I € &,, then by Lemma H(P?))

we have that there is some word v € A™ such that f,(x), fma1(z) € ¢0([0,1]?). In any case, we
have the claimed estimate.

Hence, the functions f,, converge uniformly to a continuous map f : [0,1] — [0, 1]%. Further-
more, because the dendrites T,,, C K" are nested and f,, : [0,1] — T, are surjective, we have
that the uniform limit f is a continuous parametrization of K", as desired. O

Lemma 6.7. For each m € N and every pair of distinct intervals I, J € &, U Ny, we have that
H ()N () =

Before proving the lemma we recall the well-known definition of porosity. Given a metric
space X, we say that a set Y C X is porous in X if there exists ¢ > 1 such that for any
r < diam X and any x € X, there exists y € B(x,r) such that B(y,c'r) C B(z,r)\ Y.
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Proof. We claim that f(I)N f(J) is porous in K". Assuming the claim, since K" is Ahlfors ay,-
regular by Proposition it follows from [BHROI, Lemma 3.12] that the Hausdorff dimension
(in fact, the Assouad dimension) of f(I) N f(J) is less than a,, which gives the lemma.

To prove porosity, note first that by Lemma (P3), (P4), and (P6) there exists a word
v € A™ such that f(I)N f(J) C K. Fix z € K" and r € (0,n™™]. There exists an integer
ko € N such that n=% <7 < n= %1 and so there exists w € A+ with K7, ¢ B(z,r) N K".

We now prove that there are characters i,j € A, such that f(I)N f(J)N KZW = (). This falls
to a case study.

Case 1. Suppose that I, J € A7,. Then f(I )ﬁqbw(J)(( 1)?) = 0 and f(J)ﬁqﬁZv(I)((O, 1)?2) =10
by Lemma Lemma [6.5(P4), and the fact that w(I), w(J) are distinct words of length m.
Moreover, at least one of ¢((0,1)%) N ¢! ([0, 1] ) and ¢, ((0,1)%) N qbw(J)([ 1]?) is empty, so

1)

1
since there are characters ¢, 5 € A, for which K wﬂ C ¢u((0,1)?), we have

f(I)ﬂf( )mKZsz—@‘

Case 2. Suppose that at least one of I, J is in &,. By Lemma [6.5(P3), (P4), and (P6), there
exist words u,v € A" such that f(J) C Ky and f(I) C K.

If u # v, then we proceed as in Case 1 with u playing the role of w(J) and v playing the role
of w(I). If f(I) or f(J) is a singleton, then the existence of such characters i, € A, is clear.

Therefore, we may assume for the rest of Case 2 that u = v and that neither of f(I), f(J) is
a singleton. If fy,.1(J) N Kd = 0, then f(J) N ¢5((0,1)?) = @ by Lemma 4.2 and by Lemma
(P3), (P4), and (P5), so the existence of such characters i,j € A, is clear. Similarly if
fror1(I) N K, = 0. Now assume that fx,+1(1) N K} # 0 and fr,41(J) N Kl # 0. Then there
are distinct leaves p1,p2 € Ty, 42 With p1,p2 € K, and distinct intervals Q1, Q2 € Nio+2 such
that Q1 C J and Q2 C [ satisfy fr,12/Q1 = p1 and fi,12/Q2 = pa. Then f([0,1] \ Q1) N
qbZV(QI)((O, 1)?) = 0 and w(Q1)(ko + 1) = w, so there is a pair of characters 4,7 € A, so that

wj = w(Q1) and K., C ¢7:((0,1)%). Since I, J are distinct, and thus disjoint, we have that

wjt

f)n ¢>77 ((0,1)2) =0, concludmg Case 2.

Addltlonally, there exists a point y € K .. with B(y,n % =2)n K" c K ... Thus, for every

wyji wji*
€ (0,n~™] and each x € K", there exists y € K" such that
B(y,n™’r)N K" C K" (B(z,7) \ (f(1) N f(])))- L

We are now ready to prove Proposition Throughout this proof, when we write any of
(P1)—(P7) we mean the appropriate property (P1)—(P7) from Lemma

Proof of Proposition[6.1. Let f,, &my NmsFm, and w be as in Lemma Note that J,,~o Fm
is a countably infinite set, and let {S1,S2,...} be an enumeration of m>09 Define an
increasing homeomorphism ¢ : [0,1] — [0,1] so that for every S; € U,,5¢Fm [¢(S;)] = 2777
and for every integer m > 0 and each J € &, U .4;,,

€ = grtmlf) + 3 29
SjG U Tk

k>0

S;CJ
where f is the uniform limit of the maps f,,, from Corollary [6.6]and v, is the probability measure
from §2.2 . We further require that for every integer m > 0 and each J € &, fmo¢ ™! has constant
derivative on J \ (U{S; : Sj € U;>¢ %, Sj C J}). By Lemma 6.7, these requirements are valid,
as by Proposition 7T77#Vn and H* L K" have the same null sets. Now for every m > 0,
let F,, be defined by F,, = fm o (~!. Note that the maps F}, converge uniformly to the map

F:foC_l.
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To finish the proof it suffices to show that the function F'is (1/a,,)-Ho6lder continuous.

To prove this, we appeal to [BNVI19, Lemma B.1], but beforehand we make a needed obser-
vation. From (P7), we have that for each m € N and each J € &, there is some I € 47,11 so
that Fy,410¢(]) is a leaf in T),41 and I C J. Then since F,,11(¢(I)) = ¢”W(I)((O, 0)) is a leaf in

Tin+1, we have that

Frn1 (€10, 1)\ 1) 7160, ) (T70) =,
We claim that for every integer k > m + 1, Fi(¢([0,1]\ I)) N ¢! ,((0,1)*) = 0. To this end, fix
an integer k > m+1 and let ¢t € [0,1] \ 1. Note that by Lemma it is sufficient to show that
there exists a word u € AT ! different from w(I) such that Fj o ((t) € ¢4 (]0,1]?). By (P2), let

Q € (Emt+1U Fmt1 U Apmi1) \ {I} be the unique such interval with ¢ € Q.
If Q € %11, then by (P5) there exists a word u € A7+ so that

Fi 0 ((t) = Finy1 0 ((t) = ¢7,(0).
Then since
P2 (C(10, 11\ 1)) (1 62, (T7O)) =,
we have that u # w(I).

If Q € &yt1, then by (P3) and Lemma there exists a word u € A™ ! so that Fy,11(¢(Q)) =
du(ep) or Frpr1(¢(Q)) = ¢uler). In either case, by (P3), (P4), and (P5) we have that Fy(¢(Q)) C
#2([0,1)%). Note that qﬁ”w(l) (e;) emanates from QSZV(I)(O upward and ¢Zv([)(eb) emanates from
qSZV(I)(O to the right. Since qﬁ"w(j) (0 is a leaf in T}, 11, by Lemma6.3[ we must have that u # w([).

Now if Q € 41 \ {I}, then by (P1), w(Q) # w(I). By (P3), (P4), and (P5), F(¢(Q)) C

ZV(Q)([O, 1)2). Therefore, F}, o ((t) ¢ d)ZV(I)((O, 1)2), completing the proof of the claim.

Thus if J € &, then there is an interval I € A7, with I C J and this I satisfies F'(¢([0, 1]\
nN)n gf):’V(I)((O, 1)?) = 0, so ¢ZV(I)((0, 1)2)N K" C f(I). Since I is compact, we have K‘?V(I) C
F(¢(I)), so K! v C F(¢(J)) and | w(I)| = m + 1. Therefore,

Tyt (F(C(J))) > (5n —6)7" .
Furthermore, we have that ||Fy, — Fpi1|leo < 77 ™v/2 by (6.1)), so with p,, = n~™ for integers

m >0 and & = & = 1/n we immediately have conditions (1) and (3) for [BNV19, Lemma B.1].
Thus, to prove that the uniform limit F' is (1/cy,)-Holder continuous, we need only show that

there is some number C' > 0 such that for every z,y € [0, 1] and each integer m > 0,
[ (%) — Frn(y)| < (50 = 6)"n""Clz —yl.

Fix some integer m > 0 and two points z,y € [0, 1], and assume that x < y. By (P2), there
exist I,J € My, Uy, UFy, so that x € ((I) and y € ¢(J). The remainder of the proof falls to
a case study.

Case 1. Suppose that there exists some J € &, so that z,y € ((J). One one hand,
|Fn(¢(J))] = n~™. On the other hand, [¢(J)| > &m#vn(F(((J))) > $(5n — 6)~™~ 1. Since
F,,|¢(J) is piecewise linear with derivative everywhere having magnitude 0 or % where
defined, we have that

(1)

2n™™m
ﬂn#’/n(f(*]))
Case 2. 1If there is some I € Ay, U %, so that z,y € ((I), then the claim is trivial as
Fp(z) = Fin(y). S E—
Case 3. Assume there exist distinct intervals I, J € &,U4,,U%,, such that z € ((I),y € ((J).
Since the collection A7, U &, U.%,, is a finite set of intervals with pairwise disjoint interiors and

[ (z) = Fin(y)| < |z —y| < 207" (50— 6)" |z —y.
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U U & U Zp) = [0,1], there is a finite set of (distinct) intervals {Q]} 1 C MU U T,
satisfying the following properties.

(1) We have that Q1 = I and Q = J
(2) For each j € {1,...,k — 1}, the intersection {(Q;) N {(Qj+1) is a singleton.

Writing ¢(Q;) = [aj, b;], we have that b; = aj;1 for every j € {1,2,...,k —1}. On one hand,

lz—y|l = (b1 — ) +Z(bj —a;) + (y — ak).
On the other hand,
[Fim(2) = Fo(y)| < [Fn (@) — Fin(b1)] + Z [Fm(bj) — Fn(a)| + [Fim(y) — F(ak)]-

By Case 1 and Case 2 applied to each term in the above expression,
|Fin(2) = Fin(y)] < 207" (50— 6)" "z — ). 0

7. RANDOM CHOICE FUNCTIONS

Note that the set %, of choice functions 7 : A* — {1,2} can be identified with {1,2}4%
which is a countable product of finite sets. Then by (for example) [Str93, §3.1], there exists a
probability measure p, on %, such that for any w € A

pn({n € € i n(w) = 1}) = pn({n € € 1 n(w) =2}) = 5.

We say that a choice function n € %, is a random choice function if v,-a.e. word w € AN
satisfies the following property: for each N € N and every integer k > 0, there exists £ € N
depending on w, k, N such that

(R1) the restrictions

k—1 2N+k—1

047 E N+j f-ﬁ-] _
U‘Anw(@) 1 and n U n,w(f— N)\U‘A -
j=0 j=0

(R2) the character ip_ny1 > 4n — 4.

For completeness, if k& = 0, then the union U?;é Af:rj} 0 is taken over an empty set thus we
regard the union itself to be empty, and so we consider only the second restriction of (R1) in
this case. See Figure || for a schematic representation of property (R1).

To simplify our notation, for a word w € AY, a function n € €, and two integers N > 1,k > 0,
we say (n,w, N, k) satisfies (R1), (R2) if there exists ¢ € N for which (R1) and (R2) hold. For
a word w € AY and a function n € %, we say that (n,w) satisfies (R1) and (R2) if for every
pair of integers N > 1,k > 0, we have that (n,w, N, k) satisfies (R1) and (R2). Thus, a choice
function 7 is random if for v,-a.e. w € A, (n,w) satisfies (R1) and (R2).

The goal of this section is to show that random choice functions exist. In fact, we prove the
following stronger statement.

Proposition 7.1. For every even integer n > 4, un-a.e. 1 € 6, is random.

Since m,#v, and H** L K" have the same null sets in K" for every n € ¢, Proposition
yields immediately the following corollary.

Corollary 7.2. For every even integer n > 4, there exists n € 6, such that H*"-almost every
point x € K" has 7, Y{z}) = {w} and (n,w) satisfies (R1) and (R2).
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w(l — N)

FIGURE 4. The big triangle represents all words in A} that start with w({ — N)
and have at most ¢+ k + N letters. Words of the same the height have the same
number of letters. The part of this set where n takes the value 2 is colored by
red, and the part of the set where 7 takes the value 1 is colored by blue.

Before proving Proposition we establish some notation. For w € AE define
DY :={n € %, : (n,w) satisfies (R1) and (R2)}
and for n € €, define
C, = {w € AV : (n,w) satisfies (R1) and (R2)}.
Define also
Ay = {(n,w) €6 x A :w € O} = {(n,w) € 6, x AY 1y € DV}.

Proof of Proposition[7.1. Using the notation above, we claim that u,(D") = 1 for v,-almost
every word w € AN. Assuming the claim, by Fubini’s theorem we obtain

[ @il = v )(B) = [ (D)) = 1.

Therefore, v,(Cy) = 1 for pp-a.e. n € 6, which implies that p,-a.e. n € €, is random.
For the proof of the claim, recall that

vn({irig--- € AY :4; > 4n — 4 infinitely often}) = 1,

so it suffices to show that the claim holds for every word w in the above set.

Fix w = iyig--- € AN such that ij > 4n — 4 infinitely often. Fix also integers N > 1 and
k > 0. We construct a sequence (My,)men C N in an inductive fashion. Let M; € N be such
that ip7,+1 > 4n — 4. Assuming that we have defined M, for some m € N, let M,,,+1 € N such
that M1 > My, + 2N +k + 1 and ipg, 41 > 4n — 4.

For each m € N let E,,,, be the set of all choice functions n € %, such that (n,w, N, k)
satisfies (R1) and (R2) with ¢ = M,, + N. Since iy, +1 > 4n — 4 for each m € N, (R2) is
satisfied for £ = M,,, + N. For each m € N let

IN+k—1 e
By, = UO An,g(ﬁm),
j=
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that is, the set of of all finite words u starting with w(M,,) and having length at most M,, +
2N + k — 1. Define also for each m € N the function &, : B, — {1,2} via

Mpm~+7 _ Mm+j _
gm U ‘An w(Mp) and gm m \ U 'An Jw(Mpm)
7=0
5n—6)2N+k_1
Then, Ep,w ={n € €, :nlp,, = &m} and |By,| = (5n 57)1_7
of the measure p,, we have that for every m € N, pp(Ep ) = 27 1Bml in particular each set
E,, . has the same measure independent of m, and that measure is positive.

Next we claim that the sets (Ey,,w)men are independent. To see this, let { By w, Emppws 5 Emjw}
be a finite collection of the sets (Ey, o)men, and note that

for every m € N. By uniformity

J
() Emiw = {0 € G :nlp,, =&m, forie{1,2,---j}}.
=1

Since the sets {B,}men are pairwise disjoint as My, +1 — My, > 2N + k + 1, we have that

| ngl B, = g:l | B, | and un(ﬂle By ) = 271Uz Bl Thus,
J J
Nn(ﬂ Epyw) = HN (Emsw)
i=1 i=1

so the sets (Em, w)men are independent.
Furthermore, each set E,, ,, has the same positive measure, so

00
Z Hn(Em,w) = 0
m=1

Thus, by the second Borel-Cantelli Lemma,

n(ﬂ U Em,w) =1,

j=1m=j

or equivalently, for u,-almost every choice function n € &, (n, w, N, k) satisfies (R1) and (R2)
infinitely often. In particular, for every pair of integers N > 1,k > 0 we have that for u,-almost
every 1 € 6,, (n,w, N, k) satisfies (R1) and (R2). Since there are countably many choices of N
and k, we have immediately that s, (D") = 1 for v,-almost every word w € AN, O

8. TANGENTS OF CARPETS K" AT TYPICAL POINTS

Fix for the rest of this section an even integer n > 4 and denote by 0 the origin (0,0).

Recall the definitions of choice functions n € %, and carpets K" from Section [4] the number

log(5n—6)
log(n)

In this section we prove the following result about weak tangents of carpets K" at typical

points when 7 is random.

oy = from Section and the definition of random choice functions from Section

Proposition 8.1. If n € 6, is a random choice function, then for H-a.e. x € K" there exist
Tn0,Tn1, Tng, - - € Tan(K", x) such that Ty, 1, has evactly g— ((5n 6)* — 1) many cut points.

In §8.1| we study the local cut-points of a certain class of “almost self-similar” carpets and in
8.2l we relate the tangents of K" with these carpets.
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8.1. Local cut-points in a class of carpets. Define, for an integer k > 0, the set

o0
(8.1) K= i | () U eh(0,17)
weAk m=1veAn

where maps ¢/, , and ¢} for v € A and i € {1,2} are as in Section

Roughly speaking, K™* is obtained by first iterating k& times the maps from the system F.,
and then applying these iterates to the self-similar attractor of the IFS of similarities 72 (recall
the systems F.}, F2 from Section .

The next lemma is the main result of this subsection.

Lemma 8.2. For each integer k > 0, K™F has exactly 5n1_7((5n—6)k —1) many local cut-points.

The proof of Lemma [8.2]is by induction on k. The base case k = 0 is given in Lemma In
the proof, we make use of the following definition.
Let {fj(z) = Lz + bj}é-zl be similarities on R? where L > 0 and [ > 2 such that

(1) if 4,7 € {1,...,1} are distinct, then, f;((0,1)%) N £;((0,1)?) = 0, and

(2) Mz fi([0,1%) # 0.
We say that fi,. .., f; meet at edges of [0,1]? if for every i € {1,...,1}, there exists j € {1,...,I}\
{i} so that f;([0,1]%) N £;(]0,1]?) is an edge of f;([0,1]?). Note that necessarily [ € {2,3,4}.

Remark 8.3. Recall from the proof of Lemma [4.3| that for any k € N,

U va0 cK"Oc U 20,1
JEA, JEAR
U ¢h000,1%) cE™ < (] 45 ;(00,17%).
JEAR JEAL

Note also that if there exist distinct 4,5 € A,, and = € [0, 1]? with x € Q,Di’j([O, 11%)N @Z)fm([O, 1]?),
then the maps in {¢3z,l S 1#,%’1([0, 1]?),1 € A,} meet at edges of [0,1]2. Note further that
if there exist distinct 4,5 € A, and z € [0,1]? with z € ¢%,j([07 1) N 92 ;([0,1]%), then either
x = (1/2,2/n) or the functions in the set {w}ul tx € ¢}L7Z([O, 1]?),1 € A,,} meet at edges of [0, 1]2.
See for example Figure [2] for the case n = 6.

Lemma 8.4. Let n € 6, let m € N, let u,v,w € A™ be distinct, and let x € ¢y([0,1]?) N
¢3([0,1]*) N ¢ ([0,1]%). Then the maps {¢}y : x € ¢}([0,1]%), B € A} meet at edges of [0,1]%.

Proof. Recall that for all g € A}, gbg(x) =n""y+ d)Z(O) with gbg(O) c {0, 1 TR nml 2,
Let E={f e A : x € qﬁZ([O, 1))} which, by assumption, contains at least three words.
Clearly the intersection (g ¢5([0, 1]?) is nonempty as it contains .
Suppose that a,b € E are distinct words so that ¢7, ¢ do not meet at edges of [0,1]?. Then
$a(0) — ¢ (0) € {—n~™,n""}2. Since card(E) > 3, there exists ¢ € E \ {a,b} with
¢Z(O) - ¢7c7(0) S {_n_mv()?n_m}za ¢Z(O) - ¢7c7(0) S {_n_mv()?n_m}z'
If, for example, ¢a(0) — ¢2(0) € {—n"™,n"™}2, then

§1(0) — ¢(0) = (¢1(0) — 61(0)) + (#1(0) — ¢(0)) € {~20™,0,20~™} (1 {~n~", 0,0~ "}.
But then ¢¢(0) = ¢/(0), and this is a contradiction. Hence, ¢d(0) — ¢d(0) ¢ {—n_m,n_m}Q,
and by a simple calculation we get ¢a([0,1]%) N ¢e([0,1]?) is equal to an edge of ¢a([0,1]?)
containing z, and similarly for ¢;/([0,1]%) N ¢Z([0,1]?). From this we may conclude that the
maps in {qﬁg : B € E} meet at edges of [0,1]2. O
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Lemma 8.5. Let m € N, let u,v € A™ be distinct, and let x € K™ with a € T/’?L,u(Kn’O) N
Yz (K™Y, Then the maps in {¢7 , : € V2 ,(K™),w € A"} meet at edges of [0,1]>.

Proof. The proof is by induction on m. The base case m = 1 holds by Remark

Assume now that the claim holds for some m € N. Let z € K™ and u,v € A7*! distinct
so that z € ¢ (K™%) Nn¢2 ,(K™°). By Lemma we may assume that {w € A"l : 2 €

nw(E™0)} = {u,v}. We prove that o7 ,(K™") N4y, ,(K™°) is an edge of ¢ ,([0,1]%).

Let w = ay...am+1,v = by...bypma1. If a1 = by, then applying (1#,,2176”)_1 returns us to the
claim at m, so by the inductive hypothesis we may assume that a1 # b;. Next, if z is not a
vertex of 92 ,([0,1]%), then by Lemma the claim holds, so we may further assume that x
is a vertex of 12 ,([0,1]?) and of ¥7 ,([0,1]%). If there exists a word w € A"\ {u(m),v(m)} so
that x € o2 ,(K™?), then there exists a j € A, with z € 2 ,(K™%) N2 (K™0) N2, (K™0),
and this is a contradiction.

Therefore, we may further assume that {w € A7 : z € 7, (K™°)} = {v( ),u(m)}. Then
by the inductive hypothesis, 12 K™% N d)z (K” 0) is an edge of 2 ([O 1]?). The

remainder of the proof is a case study on which edge of @DEL u

n,wj

m)([O 1]?) this 1ntersect10n is equal

to, but these cases are all essentially identical so we show only one of them and leave the
remaining three to the reader. Assume that

K0) 092y (K™) = 024y (10, 1] X {0}),

n u(m)( n,v(m) (

n,u(m) and wnv (m)
with Lipschitz norms n~"™, by Remark - 8| this intersection must also be equal to the edge
Ui oy ([0, 1] X {1}). Then

rzL,u(m) (0) - rzL,fu(m) (0) = (Ovnim)ﬂ wi,aerl (0) = (%70)7 wi,berl (0) = (%7 1)

with k,k+£1 € {0,1,...,n — 1}. Then there is some j € A, so that 1/17217]-(0) = (£,1), thus
(m)j(K m0). As a; # by and necessarily

J # bmi1, v(m)j € A"\ {v,u}, and this contradicts our assumption that {w € A"+ : x €
Y2 o (K™)} = {u, v}, concluding the proof. O

and as the maps 12 are both rotation-free and reflection-free similarity maps

by a straightforward calculation we obtain x € wfw

Lemma 8.6. The set K™° does not contain local cut-points.

Proof. It suffices to show that K™° contains no cut-points. Assuming the latter to be true,
the proof of the lemma follows from [DLR™23, Theorem 1.6], as Lemma and Lemma
alongside the fact that K™Y is a self-similar set with no cut-points are sufficient to imply the
hypotheses of this theorem.

To prove that K™Y contains no cut-points, fix y € K™% and distinct p,q € K™%\ {y}. Let
m € N so that there exist distinct u, v, w € A for which 92 (K™, 1/172,”” (K™Y), and ¥2 ,(K™°)
are pairwise disjoint with p € ¢ (K™°), ¢ € ¢2 ,(K™°), and y € ¢7 ,,(K™°). Then by Lemma
. 5| and by [BV2I, Lemma 3.1], there exist distinct ui,...,ux € A so that p € ¢, (K™0),
q € @an(K”O), and for every j € {1,...,k — 1}, w (K”O) N wnuj+l(K" ) contains at
least two points. Now let zg,...,2p € K”O be dlstmct pomts so that zg = p, 2z = ¢, and
zj € ( nuJ(K” IRk = +1(K”’O)) \ {y} for every j € {1,...,k—1} . Then since 9]0, 1]> ¢ K™°
by the proof of Lemma[4.3] for every j € {1,...,k—2} there is a continuous function ~; : [0,1] —

%MHI(@[O, 115\ {y} so that 7;(0) = 2;, v;(1) = 2zj4+1 and necessarily v;([0,1]) ¢ K™%\ {y}.
By [BV21I, Proposition 3.2], there exist continuous 7o : [0,1] = ¢7 ,, (K™°) with 4(0) = p,
7(1) = 2z and continuous v,—y : [0,1] — ¢2 . (K™°) with —1(0) = zk—1, m-1(1) = ¢
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Concatenating these curves yields a path inside of K™ connecting p to ¢ and avoiding ¥, so ¥
cannot be a cut-point for K™0. ]

As a straightforward consequence, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 8.7. If fi,...,f; : R? — R? with j € {2,3,4} is a collection of rotation-free and
reﬂection—free similarity maps with a common Lipschitz norm which meet at edges of [0,1]%, then
_, fi(K™0) does not contain local cut-points.

Proof. We leave most of this proof as an exercise to the reader. A proof follows from the
observation that, up to re-scaling and translating, there are only 7 ways for such a collection of
maps to meet at edges of [0, 1]?, and all of these arrangements are present in {@bfl jii €A} O

We are now finally ready to prove Lemma [8.2

Proof of Lemma[8.3 Denote by Ny the number of local cut-points in K™*. By Lemma 8.6 we
have Ny = 0. It remains to show that Ny = (5n — 6)Ng_1 + 1 for every k € N.
By definition of sets K™,

Kn’k: U ¢711,U m U wi,w([o? 1]2)

veAk meN we A

=Uwvi| U | N U vrul01?)
JEAR veAR~! meNweA™

= U vn, (8™
jEATL

By Lemma each 1/17117]- (K™*=11(0,1)?) contributes Nj_; many local cut-points, and there is
one additional local cut-point at (1/2,2/n). Then by the last part of Remark every point
of K™k \ (Ujea, i,j(K"’kfl N (0,1)2) other than (1/2,2/n) is either contained in exactly one
image 1}, ,(K™?) for some v € AE or in an intersection of at least two such images of maps
which meet at edges of [0,1]2, so there are no other local cut-points of K nk by Corollary

Therefore, N = (5n — 6)Nj_1 + 1. O

8.2. Proof of Proposition Fix for the rest of this section an integer k > 0, a random
choice function 7 € %, and an injective word (see the paragraph before Lemma for the
definition of injective words)

w = 1119 - GAE
such that (n,w) satisfy (R1) and (R2) from the definition of a random choice function. Set
x = my(w). Given N € N, let £y € N be the integer given in properties (R1) and (R2). For
N € N, define

XN = an(Kﬁ - CL'),
YN = ((sz(e,v))il © Py -+ N4+k-1)(0);
oy =0t (= 61, (0)).

Intuitively, zy are the bottom-left corners of the blow-ups of pieces of K" that contain x,
while the points (yn)nen form a sequence of points in [0, 1]? which approximate the points x .
Additionally, the sets Xy are a sequence of blow-ups of K" centered at the point z which we
use to find the desired weak tangents in Tan(K", x).
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By (R2), i¢y—nN41 > (4n—4), so Q,Z)n ” ))([O 1]?) does not intersect 9[0, 1], thus for every
N > 3 we get
(8.2) dist (K7 g KT\ K ) 2071,

The general strategy of the proof of Proposition is to first establish estimates for the
Hausdorff distance between Xy and translates of K™ in a region near [0,1]%, then establish
estimates for the Hausdorff distance between the rest of X and some blown-up and translated
image of K™ out to some large ball containing the origin. Then, exploiting the triangle inequal-
ity for excess (as in Remark , we show that some subsequence of X converges to a weak
tangent set for which all local cut-points (see lie inside a unit square near the origin, for
which outside of this square the weak tangent “looks like” a weak tangent of K™, and for which
inside this unit square the weak tangent has exactly ﬁ((&n —6)* — 1) many local cut-points.

Lemma 8.8. For each N € N, |[yy — zn]| < n—N-k+3

Proof. Since x = m,(w), the point zx is in the set

eN (¢W (IN+N+Ek— 1)([07 1]2) - CZ)Z,(KN)(O))

— nfn ( wien) © Buien) ™ © By +nann (0,117 = ¢““fN)(O)>'

Now by Remark the latter set is equal to (gsz(m))_l o ¢Z;(£N+N+k—1)([0’ 1]?), which has

diameter no more than n~V=%*2/2 and contains yy, so |yny — xx| < n=N=k+3, 0

In the following lemma, we show that the parts of the sets X inside of some unit square
containing the origin become close to translates of K™* in terms of Hausdorff distance.

Lemma 8.9. For each N € N, the Hausdorff distance
distH(ngN(KZ(gN) — ), K"F —yn) < n Nk,

Proof. Recall that if A, B C RM are compact sets, then Hausdorff distance is given by

distg (A, B) := max < sup inf |z — y|,sup inf |y — z|
vcAYEB yeBTEA

and recall from that excess is given by excess(A, B) := sup,¢ 4 infyep | —y|. Thus to prove
the lemma, it suffices to show

excess(n'N (K"

k —N—-k+4
w(ln )_x)’Kn’ —yn) <n -,

excess(K™F — yn, n'~ (KZ(L]N) —x)) <n NThH

For the first inequality, by Lemma and by the triangle inequality for excess as in Remark
it is enough to show that

excess(n‘N (K! z), K™F —xy) < n VRS,

(n)
Note that since excess is translation invariant (see Remark [2.2), this excess is equal to

excess(n’ (K"(ZN) Z(KN)(O)), K™k,

which is at most n~N"**2y/2 by (R1) and by definition of K™*. Via a similar argument, we
obtain the other inequality

excess(K™F — yn, n'N (K"

) o .T)) < n—N—k+4. 0
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Now define
Fy = n‘y (Kmo - ¢Z,(5N)(O)) — YN,
Y o= (Fn \ ((0,1]° = yw)) U (K™ = yn).

The sets Fiy are simply blown-up shifts of the self-similar set K™°. The sets Yy are constructed
by removing the copy of K™ in Fy which contains the origin, then replacing it by a shift of
K™k Before continuing, note that for k =0, Fiy = Yy.

Lemma 8.10. For every r > 0,
lim excess(Yy N B(0,7),Xy) =0 and lim excess(Xy N B(0,7),Yy) = 0.

N—oo N—oo

Proof. Fix r > 0. By ({8.2)) there exists Ny € N such that for every integer N > Ny,
: —0
dlst(Kn(e ,K”\Kn(zN_N)) >n N2r.

By (R2), dist(2[0, 17, (67, )~ 0 6701 (0)) = n. Since gy € [0, 11
E(O,T)Cn ([Oal] _(¢Z(5N,N))_lo¢z,(g]v)(0))_yN'

Fix y € Yy N B(0,r). If y € [0,1]?> — yn, then by Lemma there exists some z € Xy so
that |y — z| < n=N—k+4, B
Assume now that y € Yy N B(0,7) \ ([0,1]> — yn). Let

Q= |J ¢2.,(01%) and P= ] ¢72,0[0,1).

veAZNTE—L veAZN TR

By (R2) and since ¢7(9[0,1]2) C K" for every finite word v € A% by the proof of Lemma
we have that

BN (674 (P) = 2)\ (&7, ([0, 11%) — 2) € X
Since the maps w}'% ; are all similarities with Lipschitz norm n~!, by Remark E we have
n'y (le(gN_N)(P) —z)= n'y (Cbl(gN_N)(P) - ¢Z(£N_N) © (¢Z(£N—N))_1($))
— V(P = (8, ) @).
Similarly, we obtain n~ (¢ (KN)([ )% —2) :1 [0,1)% — (QSZMN))*l(x) and xy = (gbz(zm)*l(ay).
Furthermore, (‘ZSZJ(ZN—N)) Yx) = (o w(lx—N ) o ¢! (KN)(:EN), and so
(NP = ()L 0 D) (0)) — ) \ ([0, 1)* — 2n) C X
Since y € Yx N B(0,7) \ ([0,1]> — yn), by calculations similar to those above we obtain
g€ (N (Q— (60, ) 0670 (0)) =y \ ([0, 1% = yw).
Therefore, there exists u € A2V T+=1 5o that
y e (0N (W2, (10,12) = (67 x) " 0 67y (0)) — ) \ ([0, 1% = ),
which implies that there is a point
& (n (2., (010, 1%) = (&))" 0 @ ) (0)) — ) \ ([0, 12 — ),
hence p € X. Then by the triangle inequality and Lemma we have
p—yl <lzn —ynl+ 1P+ 28) = (¥ +yn)| < oy — yn| +n VIR <7 VEEH
since (p+ zn), (y + yn) € n?V 92 ,([0,1]%), and the latter set has diameter n~N=k+1/2,

wlny—N
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The other limit can be proven in the same way, yielding the result. O

In the following two lemmas, we prove that the sequence (Yy)nen has a subsequence con-
verging in the Attouch-Wets topology to a set with T1_7((5n —6)* — 1) local cut-points and that
the closeness of excesses from Lemma [8.10] implies that this set is also the Attouch-Wets limit

of a subsequence of (Xy)nen, thus it is a weak tangent of K at x.

Lemma 8.11. The sequence (Yn)nen has a subsequence converging with respect to the Attouch-

Wets topology to a set Ly, € €(R?;0) that has ezactly = ((5n — 6)* — 1) many local cut-points.
Proof. Let r > 3, and recall from the proof of Lemma that there exists a minimal Ny, € N
so that for every integer N > Ny,

(Yiy +yn) N B(0,7) = B0,7) N (0N (K™ = (9], )™ 0 014, (0) \ [0, 1) U K™,

Furthermore, Ny, is nondecreasing in r. By (R1), for each N € N there exists a word vy € AY
so that (¢Z1(ZN—N)) o (ZSZJ(ZN) = 92 ,,- Then by the OSC and since these maps are affine, by
Remark 2.8 we obtain

0. 120N (K™ — 2, (0) =™ (¢2,,, (K™0) — 42, (0)) = K.

Thus,
(Yn +yn) N B(0,7) = B(0,7) N (0™ (K™ \ 97, (10, 1]2) U (47 (K™F))) = 97, (0))).

Since €(R?; 0) is sequentially compact in the Attouch-Wets topology, the sequence of sets (Y +
yn)Nen has a subsequence (Y, +yn;)jen converging to a limit L in the Attouch-Wets topology
and so that (yn;)jen converges to a point yo € [0, 1]? as j — oo.

Forr >3 and j € N, let

Dr,j = {(ml,mg) S Z2 \ {0} : [ml,ml + 1] X [mg,mz + 1] C E(O,’I"),
and there exists v € An’ with (mq,ma) = n™ (2, (0) — ¥2  (0))}.

n,v TN

If j € N so that N; > Ny 42, then
U ((m1,m2) + K™) UK™F C (Yn, +yn;) N B(0,7)

(m1,m2)€D, ;

C U ((m1,mg) + K™% U K™*

(m1,m2)€Dr 2 ;

and D, ; C D,12 ;. Then since for every N € N, every v € AL has nN(LZJ,%,U(O) —1#72170]\[ (0)) € 72,
and since (Y, +yn;)jen converges, for every r > 3 there exists jo, € N so that for every integer

j Z _]'O’T, Dr,j == DT,jO,r‘ Indeed, if Dr,j 7£ Dr,jJrl, then

excess((Yn, +yn;) N B(0,7), (YN, +yn;p1)) = n~!
or vice-versa, which cannot happen infinitely often by Lemmal[2.4l Consequently, for every r > 3
and every integer j > jo 14, we have that (Y, +yn;) NB(0,r) = B(0,7)N L, so by Lemma
Corollary and Remark L has exactly =1—((5n — 6)* — 1) many local cut-points inside
[0,1]? and no other local cut-points. Finally, Ly = L — yq is the desired limit. O

Remark 8.12. The weak tangent Lj; of Lemma is a countable union (J;cy S;(K m0) of
rescaled copies of K™ and if i,j € N are distinct, then S;((0,1)?) N S;((0,1)?) = 0. Since
dimp (K™Y) = a,, and H% (K™°) > 0, by countable stability of Hausdorff dimension we have
that dimg(Lg) = o, and H (L) > 0.
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The next lemma completes the proof of Proposition by showing that the closeness of the
sequences Yy, and Xy, from Lemma implies that they share a common Attouch-Wets limit.

Lemma 8.13. Let (N;); and Ly € €(R?;0) be the subsequence and limit set from Lemma|S.11]
Then, (XN,)jen converges to Ly with respect to the Attouch-Wets topology.

Proof. Since R? has the Heine-Borel property, in order to show that limj 00 Xn;, = Li with
respect to the Attouch-Wets topology, by [Bee93l Lemma 2.1.2] and [Bee93, Lemma 3.1.4] it is
sufficient to verify the following two conditions.
(i) If V.C R? is an open set such that V N Ly # ), then there exists some jo € N such that
for every integer j > jo, Xn, NV # 0 as well.
(ii) If § > 0 and z € R? such that B(z,6) N Ly = 0, then for every ¢ € (0,0) there exists
jo € N such that for every integer j > jo, B(z,¢) N Xy, = () as well.

To verify (i), fix such an open set V C R2. Then there exist z € V and € > 0 such that
B(z,e) CV and B(z,¢/2) N Ly # 0. Assume that (i) fails to hold for this V', and thus Xy, N
B(z,€) = () infinitely often. Now by Lemmaand since lim; o Yy, = L, there exists jo € N
so that for every integer j > jo, excess(Yy, N B(0,]z] +¢€), Xn;) < €/2 and B(z,¢/2) N Y, # 0.
By our assumption, fix an integer j > jo such that Xy, NB(z,¢) = 0 and let y € Y, N B(z,¢/2).
Then we have

excess(Yy, N B(0,|z] +€), Xn,) > dist(y, Xn,) > €/2,
which is a contradiction.

Now to verify (ii), fix some § > 0 and z € R? so that B(z,0) N Ly = () and let € € (0,6).
Since Yy, — Ly as j — oo with respect to the Attouch-Wets topology, there is some jo € N so
that for every integer j > jo Y, N B(z, #) = (). Furthermore by Lemma there is another
number j; € N so that for every integer j > ji, excess(Xn, N B(0, ]z +9),Yn,;) < %. Then for
every integer j > max({jo,j1}) and for each p € Xn, N B(0,|z| +6), dist(p, Yy;) < %. Since
Yy, N B(z, 6’55) =0, if p € B(z,¢), then dist(p, Yn,) > ‘556 and p € B(0, |z| + 0). Therefore for
each integer j > max({jo,j1}), Xn; N B(z,€) = 0, as desired. O

9. PROOF OF THEOREM

The proof of Theorem in the special case that s = «,, := % follows from several
of the propositions we have established so far. For the general case, we require the following

lemma which shows that bi-H6lder equivalence is hereditary.

Lemma 9.1. Let f : X — Y be a (1/t)-bi-Hélder map between two closed sets X C RY and
Y C R™ for some t > 0. Then for every point zo € X and every weak tangent T € Tan(X, xo),
there exist a weak tangent T' € Tan(Y, f(xo)) and a (1/t)-bi-Holder map g : T — T".

Proof. Assume first that ¢t > 1. Let zp € X, let T' € Tan(X, z), and let 7; — 0 be a sequence
of scales so that rj_l(X —x9) — T in the Attouch-Wets topology. For each j € N, define the
function

JierpNX —ao) = oy Y = flao) with o fi(2) = oy (g2 4 ) = f(o)).
It is easy to see that each f; is (1/t)-bi-Holder with a bi-Holder coefficient H independent of
j. By McShane’s extension theorem [McS34, Corollary 1], each f; extends to a (1/t)-Holder
map Fj : R? — R™ with the Holder coefficient equal to H. Passing to a subsequence, by the

Arzelé-Ascoli theorem, we may assume that {F;} converges locally uniformly to a (1/t)-Hélder
map F : R — R™,
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Since the maps F;|T are (1/t)-bi-Holder with the same bi-Hélder coefficients, F|p : T — F(T)
is (1/t)-bi-Holder. We claim that rgl/t(Y — f(z0)) = F(T) in the Attouch-Wets topology. First
note that

i Y = f (o)) = By (X~ o)),
Let R > 0, let € > 0, and let jo € N so that for every integer j > jo,

1Fj — FHOO,E(QR) <€
excess(B(0, R) N r;l(X —1x),T) <e€
excess(B(0,R) N T, r;l(X — 1)) < €.
Given z € B(0,R) N rj_l(X — x9) there exists y € T with |z — y| <€, so
[Fj(2) = F(y)l < |Fjy) = Fj(2)| + |Fj(2) = F(2)| < He/' e
Therefore,
lim excess(B(0, HR'") N F;(r; (X — x)), F(T)) = 0.
j—o00
The other excess estimate follows via a similar calculation, so rj_l/ “Y = f(z0)) = F(T) in the
Attouch-Wets topology. This concludes the case t > 1.

Now let t € (0,1). Then f~!:Y — X is t-bi-Hélder. Fix xg € X, let T' € Tan(X, z0), and let

r; — 0 be a sequence of scales so that r;l(X — x9) — T in the Attouch-Wets topology. Then

i — 0 is a sequence of scales, and there is a convergent subsequence rj;t(Y — f(zg)) — S'in

the Attouch-Wets topology. As in the case t > 1, we have gj, : rj_kt(Y — f(zo)) — rj_kl (X — xp),
a sequence of t-bi-Holder maps with uniform coefficients which extend to t-Hoélder functions
Gj, - R™ — R?, and the maps Gj, converge locally uniformly to a t-Holder map G : R™ — R,
Then

G (13, (Y = f(x0))) = G(S)

in the Attouch-Wets topology, and since G}, (rj_kt(Y — f(z0))) = rj_kl(X — xg) converges, it must
converge to T'. Therefore G(S) = T, and by locally uniform convergence G|g is t-bi-Holder. O

We can now prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[1.4. Fix s > 1. Let n > 4 be an even integer such that a,, € (1,s) and
let n € %, be a random function. By Proposition there exists a é—Hélder surjection
f:10,1] — K" and by Proposition 5.1, H*"(K") > 0. Finally, by Proposition for H-a.e.
point z € K" and for all integers k > 0, there exists T,, ;, € Tan(K", x) such that T}, ;, has exactly
ﬁ((fm —6)F — 1) many cut points. By Lemma [2.7] it follows that tangents T}, 0, Tp1, - .. are
topologically distinct.

By Assouad’s embedding theorem [Ass83|, there exists N € N and a bi-Lipschitz embedding
of the metric space (K7, |- |*/%) into RY and denote by I the embedded image. This mapping
produces a (o, /s)-bi-Hélder g : K" — I'. Therefore, there exists some C' > 1 such that for every

Borel B C K",

CTHH(B) < H*(g(B)) < CH™(B),
so H*(T') > 0. Moreover, the map go f: [0,1] = I' is a (1/s)-Hélder surjection. By Lemma 9.1}
we have that for every point x € K" and every weak tangent T' € Tan(K", z) there exists a weak
tangent 7" € Tan(T, g(z)) so that T and T" are («,/s)-bi-Holder equivalent; in particular, T and
T" are homeomorphic to each other. Therefore, Tan(T", z) contains infinitely many topologically
distinct elements. O
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10. WEAK TANGENTS OF SELF-SIMILAR SETS

In this section we prove Proposition [I.3] and Theorem [1.4, We start with the proof of Propo-
sition L3l

Proof of Proposztwn . Without loss of generality, assume that diam@ = 1 and that 0 <
Lip(¢1) < -+ < L1p(¢)m) < 1. By [Sch94, Theorem 2.2] and by [FL99, Theorem 2.1, Lemma
2.5], we may assume that H*(Q NU) = H*(Q). In particular, Q N U # 0.

Fix x e @QNU, S € Tan(Q, z), and R > 0. Let r; — 0 be a decreasing sequence of positive
scales so that r1 < 1/R and the sets D; := (r;)~'(Q — z) converge to S in the Attouch-
Wets topology as j — oo. Define for each j € N the similarity g; : RN — RY, given by
9;(y) = (r;)"Y(y — x), and note that g;(Q) = D;. Define the alphabet A = {1,2,...,m} and
for a word w € A*, define L,, := Lip(¢,,). Following [BV21), §2.3], for any 6 € (0,1) define

A*(d) = {’ilig Loty € A*:n > 1 and Li1i2~.in71 << Liliz...in}

and A*(1) := {e}, the set containing only the empty word.
Note that if w € A*(r;R), then

(10.1) Ll?“jR < L, < TjR.
For each j € N define
R {we A*: ¢,(Q) N B(z,m;R) # 0} and C’JR = WjR NA*(rjR).

Note that for each j, B(z,r;R)NQ C UweCJR ¢w(Q). Additionally, by the OSC, if v,w € A* are
distinct words so that ¢.,(U) N ¢, (U) 7& (), then there exists u € A*\ {e} so that either w = vu
or v = wu, which further implies that w < [, or —Z < Li. Moreover, if j € N and w,v € CJR,
then Iﬁ‘j > L; (or vice-versa); thus 1f w,v € CJR are distinct, ¢, (U) N ¢,(U) = 0. Roughly
speaking, each set {¢,, : w € CJR} respects the “disjoint images” part of the open set condition
for U. Observe that for each j € N and each w € CJR by , the fact that diam(Q) =1 and
the fact that ¢,,(Q) N B(z,7;R) # 0, we have ¢,,(Q) C B(z,2r;R) N Q. Hence, for each j € N,

(10.2) Bz, R)nQC |J ¢uw(Q) CBlz,2r;R)NQ.

R
wGCj

Next, since @ is the attractor of an IF'S of similarities with the OSC, it follows that H*(Q) > 0
[Hut81), §5.3] and, in fact, @ is Ahlfors s-regular [BV21l Lemma 2.4]. That is, there exists ¢; > 1
so that for every y € @ and r € (0, 1),

(c1) Y <H(B(y,r) N Q) < err.

By self-similarity of @, by [Hut81, Theorem 5.3.1], for every w € A* we have H*(¢,(Q)) = LS,.
We claim that card(CJ¥) < (2/L1)%¢; for all j € N. To this end, fix j € N. By (10.2),

card(CR) (LR < 3 M (6ul(@) = H( | 6u(Q)) < H*(Bla, 2, R)NQ) < (2R)*cr(ry)°,

R R
wEC] wECJ

where the equality follows from the fact that sets ¢, (U) for w € C']R are mutually disjoint. The
claimed inequality follows.

By the preceding claim, the sequence (card(C ))jen is a bounded sequence of positive in-
tegers, so passing to a subsequence, we may assume that it is constant. That is, there ex-
ists an integer Mp € [1,(2/L1)%c1] such that card(C’jB) = Mp for all j € N. We write
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C'JR = {wﬁj,w%,...,wﬁ}%,j}. Note that for every j € N and i € {1,..., Mg} the map

gj o dpr : RN — RY is a similarity with L1 R < Lip(g; o ¢,z ) < R. Moreover,
57 ¥
Mg
D;NB(0,R) C | J(g;© 6,1 (Q)) € D; N B(0,2R),
i=1
and if 41,42 € {1,2,..., Mg} are distinct, then gj o ¢, (U)Ngjod,r (U)=0.
11,7 22,7
Since the similarities g; o qbg”_ have uniformly bounded Lipschitz norms and are pointwise

uniformly bounded, by the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, and passing to a subsequence, we may assume
that for each i € {1,2,..., Mg}, gjop,r — fiR locally uniformly. Since D; — S as j — oo in the
]
Attouch-Wets topology, for each i € {1,2,..., Mg}, fZR(Q) C S. Furthermore by the properties
of the maps g; o ¢,,r and by local uniform convergence, we obtain analogous properties for the
¥

fE. Precisely, for each i € {1,2,..., Mg} the map fff : RY — RY is a similarity map with
LiR < Lip(f{!) < R. Moreover,

Mg

B(o,R)nSc Q) cB(O,2rR)NS

i=1
and if 4,7 € {1,2,..., Mg} are distinct, then f(U)N fJR(U) = 0.

To complete the proof, we show that for every i € {1,2,..., Mr}, fiR(UﬁQ) is an open subset
of S. Since f# is a similarity, f7(U) is an open subset of R", which implies that fZ(U)N S is
an open subset of S. By properties of functions fiR above we have that

UNQNB(0,R) = ff(U)N SN B(O,R).
Furthermore, if {f2f, f28 . f]%/gR} is constructed in a similar manner (replacing R by 2R),
then for every i € {1,2,..., Mg} there exists unique j € {1,2,..., Mag} so that ff*(Q) C
ijR(Q). Indeed, the sets CJR and CJZR satisty ,ccr @0(Q) C Uyec2r 9u(Q), so for each v € CJR,
J J
there exists a unique u € C’JZR so that ¢,(UNQ) C ¢,(UNQ). Then it must hold that f(UNQ)
is an open subset of ijR(U N Q) N B(0,2R) which is an open subset of S N B(0,2R). Thus,
fE(U N Q) is an open subset of S. O

The following remark follows easily from the proof of Proposition [1.3

Remark 10.1. Let Q and S be as in Proposition Then the Hausdorff dimensions of Q and
of S are equal and they satisfy HI™1(@)(8) > 0, HI™u(@)(Q) € (0, 00).

10.1. Self-similar sponges. We say that a set K C [0,1]V is a self-similar sponge if K is the
attractor of a system

(10.3) {Si(y) =k~ y+pi: [0, — 0,1V},

where k € {2,3,...,}, and points {p1,...,pn} are mutually distinct and contained in the set

{0, %, el %}N It is easy to see that the system {5}, satisfies the OSC with U = (0,1).
We say that a subset C' C [0,1]" is a face of [0,1]" if C is of the form C = I} x --- x Iy,

where each I; is either equal to [0,1], to {0}, or to {1}. Additionally, we call C' = I; x --- x Iy
an M-face of [0,1]" if exactly M-many of the I, ..., Iy are nondegenerate.

Lemma 10.2. Let {S1,...,Sn} be a system of similarities as in (10.3)). Ifiy,... i € {1,...,m}
are distinct indices such that ﬂé-:l Si; ([0, 1) # 0, then this intersection is equal to S; (C),
where C is a face of [0,1]V.
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Proof. For z € RN and m € {1,2,..., N}, denote by z(m) the m-th coordinate of 2.
We begin by proving the result in the case [ = 2. For simplicity, assume that 7 = 1 and
is = 2. Since S1([0,1]™) N S2(]0,1]Y) # () and since S1((0,1)N) N S5((0,1)V) = (), we have that

e:=51(0) — S5(0) € {—k7",0,k "}V,

Write e = (e(1),...,e(N)). For m € {1,...,N}, set I,, = [0,1] if e(m) = 0, I, = {0} if
e(m) > 0, and I,,, = {1} if e(m) < 0. We claim that

S1([0, 1Y) N So([0, 11Y) = Sy (11 x - -+ x Iy).

To see this, fix 21,29 € [0,1]" such that S1(z1) = S2(22). Then 23 — 23 = k"e and there are
three cases to consider for m € {1,..., N}. If e(m) = 0, then zo(m) — z1(m) = 0 which means
that z1(m) can take any value in [0,1]. If e(m) > 0, then e(m) = k=", and z2(m) — z1(m) =1
which implies that z;(m) = 0. If e(m) < 0, then e(m) = —k™", and z2(m) — z1(m) = —1 which
implies that z1(m) = 1. In either of the three cases, 21 € I} X -+ X Iy. This proves the claim
and since I; x --- x Iy is a face of [0, 1]V, the lemma for [ = 2.

For the case [ > 3, we have that

l !
ﬂ Sij([ov 1]N) = ﬂ (Si ([0, 1]N) N Sij ([0, 1]N))'
j=1 =2
By the previous case, each S;, ([0, 1Y) N S;,([0,1]) = i, (Cj), where Cj is a face of [0, 1], The
nonempty intersection of faces of [0, 1] is also a face of [0, 1]V, and the result follows. O

We say that a set I C RY is locally self-similar if for every pair of points z,y € I and every
pair of scales p1, pa > 0, there exists a similarity g : RY — R such that g(B(z, p1) N F) is a
subset of B(y, p2) N F and is open relative to F'. Note that if F is locally self-similar, then it
cannot have a positive and finite number of local cut-points.

Lemma 10.3. Let K be a self-similar sponge. Then for every x € (0,1)N N K, every weak
tangent T € Tan(K, x) is locally self-similar.

Proof. Suppose that K is the attractor of {S;}7; with S;(y) = k~'y+p; where k and {p1, ..., pm}
are as in (10.3)). If m = 1, then the result is trivial, so we may assume that m > 2. Set
A={1,...,m}. Note that for each n € N, v € A", and i € A,

Siw(y) = k™" 'y + 55,(0) = k" ly + k71.9,(0) + 5;(0)

and that S;,(0) € {0, kn%’ R #}N Thus by a simple inductive argument, for every
n € N and every w € A", Sy, (y) = k~"y + S,,(0), where S,(0) € {0, 2, ..., E2 Y.

If (0,1)N N K = (), then the result is trivial, so assume (0, 1)¥ N K # . Fix z € (0, )V N K,
T € Tan(K,z), p,q € T, p1,p2 > 0, and a sequence of positive scales r; — 0 so that the sets
X := (r;)"1(K — x) converge to T in the Attouch-Wets topology.

We first show that there exist a set U ¢ K N (0,1)" open relative to K, and a similarity map
G : U — B(p, p1)NT which is surjective. For j € N, define g; : K — X by g;(y) = (r;) " (y—=z),
and set Bj := B(rjp + z, p1r;) N K. Since X; — T in the Attouch-Wets topology, we have

lim excess(B(p,p1/2)NT,g;(Bj)) — 0,
J—00

so passing to a subsequence, we may assume that B; # () for all j € N. Additionally, since
lim; diam(B;) = 0, since z € K N (0,1)", and since lim; dist(x, B;) = 0, again passing to a
subsequence, we may assume that B; C K N (0,1)" for all j € N.
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For each j € N, let n; € N such that
2p1r; < k7" < 2pikr;
and define
W; = {ve A" : S,([0,11Y) N B; # 0}.

The sets WW; are nonempty and a simple computation shows that

B; C U Sy(K)C Kn B(rjp—{—x,élk:\/ﬁplrj).
UEWj
Thus we may assume that for all j € N, Uvewj So(K) c Kn(0,1)". Furthermore, by the OSC,

for every pair of distinct words w,v € Wj, S,((0,1)") N S, ((0,1)Y) = §. Therefore, by the
doubling property of R, there exists M’ € N such that card(W;) < M’ for all j € N.
We claim that nwer Sw([0,1]V) # 0 for every j € N. We first show the claim for two words

only. Fix distinct v,w € W; and let 2y, 2, € [0,1]" so that
Su(z0) = (rjp + @) < prry and  [Su(z0) — (rp+ )| < piry,
so by the triangle inequality we obtain
dist (S, ([0, 11V), Sw ([0, 1]V) < 2p17) < k7.

Therefore, S, ([0,1]Y) N S,([0,1]"V) # ) and the claim in this special case holds.

For I € {1,2,...,N} and w € Wj, denote by S,(0)®) the I-th coordinate of S, (0). Note
that if w,v € W; are distinct and S,(0)? — S,,(0)¥) > 0 for some I € {1,2,..., N}, then
S, (0)D — 8, (0)D) = k=", This further implies that if u € W;\ {w, v}, then S,(0)®") —S,(0)") >
0. Fix now a word v € Wj. For each w € W; \ {v} and [ € {1,2,..., N}, let

[0,1], if S,(0)D — S, (0)D =0
I, =3 {0}, if $u(0)V) — S,(0)V =k
{1},  if S,(0)D) — S, (0)V) = —k~".

For each [ € {1,2,..., N}, if there exists w € W; \ {v} with Il, = {0}, then for every u €
W; \ {v} either I}, = {0} or I}, = [0,1], and similarly in the case that I}, = {1}. In particular,
I, N 1L # 0 for every pair of words w,u € W;\ {v}. Therefore ﬂwewj\{v}(li x - x INY # (. By
Lemma Sy(IE x -+ x IX) = S,([0, 1Y) N S, ([0, 1)) so for each w € W; \ {v}, we obtain
Nwew, Sw ([0, 1]V) # 0, proving the claim.

Since the sequence (card(W;)); is bounded, passing to a subsequence, we may assume that
card(W;) = M for all j € N for some M € N. Write W; = {vi vl ... ,0%4} and note that for
every i € {1,2,...,M}and j €N, gjoS ; : K — B(p,4kv/Np1) N X is a similarity map with
Lip(gjoS,;) € (2p1,2p1k]. By the Arzela-Ascoli theorem and passing to a subsequence, we may
assume that that for every i € {1,2,..., M}, the maps gjoS ; converge uniformly to a similarity

map f; : K — T as j — oo. Moreover, for some L € (2p1,22p1k], we have Lip(f;) = L for all
i€{1,2,...,M}. Additionally,

M
B(pvpl) NnT C U fZ(K)u
i=1

and by the OSC, if 4,5 € {1,2,..., M} are distinct, then f;((0,1)N) N £;((0, 1)) = 0.
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, . M
By Lemma [10.2} for every j € N there exists a face C; of [0,1]" so that (;Z, Sv{([()? V) =
Sv{ (C;). Thus, for every j € N there exist distinct e;1,...,ejn € {0,1}" so that Svf (eji) =
S (ej,1) for every i € {1,..., M}. Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that there exist
1

distinct e, ...,en € {0,1}Y so that ej; = e; for every j € N and i € {1,...,M}. Then
filei) = fi(e1) and S ;(e;) = S ;(e1) for every j € Nand i € {1,..., M}. Therefore,

i 1
(104) fio 8 (y) = L(S ;' (y) — ei) + file) = Lk~ (y — S, (e:) = L(Sv_{l(y) —e1) + fier)

= fio S;{-l(y)-

Define now G = f; o (Sv%)_l. By (10.4)), G is a similarity map satisfying

M
Bp,p)NT CG (U svz_l(K)> cT.

i=1
Further, since [JY, Sy (K) € KN (0,1)V, G maps the open subset G~ (B(p,p1) NT) of KN
(0,1)" onto B(p, p1)NT.

By Proposition there exists a similarity map f : RN — RY such that ¢ € f(K) C T and
so that f((0,1)N N K) N B(q, p2) is an open subset of T. Let z € £((0,1)N N K) N B(q, p2) and
let w € A* so that f~1(z) € Sy, (K) C (0,1)Y N K. Then f oS, is a similarity map so that
f0S,((0,1)NNK) is an open subset of £((0,1)YNK)NB(q, p2), and therefore foS,((0,1)VNK)
is an open subset of T'N B(q, p2). Therefore,

(foSw) oG : Blp,p)NT — Blg,p2) N T
is a similarity map so that (f o Sy) o G~Y(B(p, p1) N T) is an open subset of T'N B(q, p2). O

Remark 10.4. Lemma [10.3] can be easily extended to show that at typical points of a self-
similar sponge, only locally self-similar tangents are admitted, even if the sponge does not
intersect (0, 1)N . To argue this, we would need only make the simple observation that in such
a case, the sponge would be contained in an M-face of [0,1]" for some M < N for which
the sponge intersects the interior of that face. Then we can repeat the argument in the lower
dimension M.

10.2. Proof of Theorem Given an even integer n > 4 recall numbers o, from Section
sets K™0 from (8.1)), and weak tangents {T,.x} ken of Proposition The next proposition
completes the proof of Theorem

Proposition 10.5. Let k € N, {¢; : R? — R?}™, be an IFS of similarities satisfying the OSC
for some open set U C R2, and let Q be the attractor. Let Qy, be the set of x € Q N U such that
Tk is bi-Lipschitz equivalent to some T € Tan(Q,z). If Qr # 0, then dimp(Q) = oy, and for
H -almost every y € Q, each S € Tan(Q,y) is bi-Lipschitz equivalent to a locally self-similar
set. In particular, H*(Qy) = 0.

Proof. By Remark the weak tangent T, j, has dimy(T, %) = o, and H (T}, ;) > 0. Thus,
by Remark dimp(Q) = ay, as well. By [Sch94, Theorem 2.2] and by [FL99, Theorem 2.1,
Lemma 2.5], we may assume that H(Q NU) = H*(Q). The set K™ is a self-similar sponge
in R? generated by an IFS {1; : R? — R2}™ | with H (K™°) € (0,00) and H* L K™ being
supported on K™% N (0,1)2.

Fix z € Qr and T € Tan(Q, ) for which there exists a bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism G :
T, — T. By Proposition there exists a similarity map f : @ — 7N B((0,0),1) so that
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f(@NU) is a nonempty open subset of 7. By Remark there exists a similarity map
g: K™ — T, so that Gog((0,1)? N K™Y) is a nonempty open subset of f(U N Q). Therefore,

fﬁloGOg:K”’0—>Q

is a bi-Lipschitz embedding so that (f~! o G o g)(K™% N (0,1)2) is a nonempty open subset of
QNU. It follows from Lemma and by Lemma that each weak tangent S € Tan(Q,y)
is bi-Lipschitz equivalent to a locally self-similar set.

Then for every w € {1,2,...,m}*, ¥, ((f1oGog)(K™"N(0,1)?)) is a nonempty open subset
of @ NU. Define now

B=Un ) wu(foGog)((0,1?).

we{l,2,...,m}*

Note that B is an open set satisfying the open set condition for the system {#;}!" ;. Furthermore,
for every y € BN Q, every weak tangent S € Tan(Q,y) is bi-Lipschitz equivalent to a locally
self-similar set, but 7}, ; has a positive and finite number of local cut-points so it is not bi-
Lipschitz equivalent to any locally self-similar set. Then since BN Q # (), the measure H*" L Q
is supported on B N Q, completing the proof. O

APPENDIX A. A LIPSCHITZ CURVE AND A POINT WITH EXTREME TANGENT SPACE

Recall that €;(RY;0) denotes the collection of all sets X € €(R™;0) (i.e. closed sets in RV
that contain the origin 0) such that every component of X is unbounded. In Lemma we
showed that for every non-constant Lipschitz curve in RV, the tangent space at every point is
a subset of QU(RN ;0). In this appendix we prove that the tangent space can in fact be all of

¢y (RY;0).

Theorem A.1. For each N € {2,3,...} there exists a Lipschitz curve f : [0,1] — RY such that
Tan(f([0,1]),0) = €y(RY;0).
Fix, for the rest of the appendix, an integer N > 2. For each k € N denote by Gj, the collection
of all connected graphs G = (V, E) such that
(1) {0} u{2*m:m € 9[-2* 2"V NZN} c V c {27%*m : m € [-2F, 2K]N N ZN},
(2) for v,v’ € V we have {v,v'} € E, if and only if [v — /| = 27
We can enumerate (J,cny Gr = {G1,Ga, ...} and for n € N, we define k,, € N to be the unique

positive integer with G, € Gy, . Note that for all n € N we have H!(Im(G,,)) < (2F=+1 + 1)V,
Let (rp)n>0 be a decreasing sequence of positive numbers such that g = 1 and for each n € N

. 1 Tn—1
n < min { 2"+1’H1(Im(Gn))’ 2n+kn+1+1 } .
For each n € N let ¢, : RV — RY be the map ¢n(x) = rpx, and let
H, = ¢n(1m(Gn)) \ ((—Tn+1,'l“n+1)N).

Since Im(G,,) is a connected set and it contains 0, the set H, N[—7y11,7n41]" is nonempty; in
fact, every point therein is the center of an (N — 1)-face of the cube [~ 1,7n11]". Therefore,

Hy, O [=7ng1, 1) = Hy 0 0[=Tns1, mng1]™ C Hygr 0 0[=rns1, ns1]™ € @ngr (Im(Grp)).

Define
H={o}u | H.
n=1
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We show below that there exists a Lipschitz surjection f : [0,1] — H and Tan(H,0) =
¢y (RY;0). We split the proof in several steps.

Lemma A.2. There exists a Lipschitz surjection f :1[0,1] — H.

Proof. First note that H is the countable union of compact sets H,, which converge in Hausdorff
distance to {0} which is contained in H. Therefore, H is compact.

Now we claim that every point of H can be connected to 0. To see that, fix n € N and
p € Hy,. Since Im(G,) is connected, there exists p; € H, N H,41 and a path v in H, that
joins p with p;. Assume that for some k£ € N we have defined a point py, € Hyv N Hyypr1- By
connectedness of Im(G,,yx+1), there exists pyy1 € Hyyk+1 0 Hyqkpo and a path vi40 in Hyqp41
that connects py to pr+1. The concatenation of paths ~v1,72,... produces a path that connects
p to 0. Therefore, H is connected.

Finally, by the choice of scales r,, we get

HY(H) = i?—[l(Hn) < irnHl(Im(Gn)) <1.
n=1 n=1

Therefore, H is a continuum with H!'(H) < 1 and by [AO17, Theorem 4.4] there exists a
Lipschitz surjection f : [0,1] — H such that Lip(f) < 2 and f(0) = 0. O

It remains to show that Tan(H,0) = ¢;(RY;0). To this end, fix for the rest of this section a
set T € €y(RY;0). For each j € N set

Qj = {2—jm ‘m € [1 — 4?74j _ 1]N ﬂZN},
W;={veQ; dist(v,TN[277 —27,2 — 2-9N) < 923/},

X; = U [v,0'].
v,v' €W
lv—v’| <277
Since 0 € T' we have that 0 € W;.
Lemma A.3. Every component of X; intersects the boundary o[2=7 — 27,27 — 279NV,

Proof. Let B be a component of X;. Fix a vertex v € BNV, and note that there is a point
peTN[277—2,2 — 279N guch that |v — p| < 22°79y/N. Let K C T be the component
of TN[277 — 27,27 — 27J]¥ which contains p. Since every component of T is unbounded,
KNo[277 —27,20 — 279N £ (). Now for any point q € K, let Z, = {w € W; : [w—gq| < 2277V/N}

and let
Y= U [l
ww' €24 .
lw—w'|<277
We claim that Y; is connected. To this end, let 29 € Z; be a point in Z, with minimal distance
to ¢, and let z € Z; be any other vertex. We now construct a chain of points zg, 21,...,2m € Z4
such that z); = z, and so that for every i € {0,1,...,M — 1}, [2;,2i+1] C Y,. We proceed
by induction, noting that the base vertex z; has already been established. Fix some integer
¢ > 0 and assume we have already some point z; € Z,, furthermore satisfying that if 7 > 1
then [z;_1,2;] C Y,. Let z; = (2}, 22, ... ,zZN). If z; = z, then we terminate the process. If not,
then let 2z = (21, 22,...,2"V) and let m € {1,2,..., N} be the first index such that 2™ # z™. If
zj" < 2™, then let 2] = 2[" + 277, and if instead zj" > 2™, then let 2 = 2" — 27J. For each
¢e{1,2,...,N} other than £ = m, let sz = 2¢, and let z;41 = (zz~1+1,zi2+1, .. .,zﬁl). Note that
since |zg — ¢| is minimal, we have that for every ¢ € {1,2,..., N}, the difference in coordinates
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\zg — qe| is also minimal among points in Z,. Furthermore, by the construction of z; 1, we have
that for every ¢ € {1,2,..., N}, zf_H is between zg and z¢, possibly equal to one of these. Then
|2zi — zig1] = 277 and |zi41 — q] < |2 —¢q| < 2279V/N, s0 241 € Zy and [z, zi41] C Y, This
process terminates after finitely many steps, completing the construction, and so we have that
Y, is connected.

Note that for points ¢,u € K which have |¢ — u| < 277, we have that Y, NY, # 0. Now
let ¢ € KNO277 —27,27 — 2]V and since K is connected there exists finite chain of points
{p1,p2,-..,pm} C K sothat p; = p, py = q, and forevery i € {1,2,..., M—1}, [pi—pis1| < 277.
Then JY, Y,, C X is a connected set containing v and intersecting with 8[2~7 — 27,27 — 29N
so it is contained in B, and therefore B N 9[277 — 27,27 — 27|V £ (). O
Lemma A.4. For each j € N there exists nj € N such that Gy, € Gaj and that Xj is a re-scaled
copy of Im(Gr,) N[-1+479,1— 479N

Before proceeding to the proof, note that while every Im(Gn,) C [-1,1]" is connected,

intersecting with [~1+4477,1 —477]" in effect removes the boundary, which may disconnect the
image. Essentially, this lemma states that every X; extends to some Im(Gy,;) (up to re-scaling)

by attaching the components of X; along the boundary d[—1, 1]V.

Proof of Lemma[A]] If we define
Vi =477 (27w, u (-4, 41N nzM)),
BV = {{v,v'} 10,0 € VI v —| =479},
then (V7 E7) is connected by Lemma so it is equal to G,; € Gy; for some n; € N.
Furthermore, Im(G,;) N[-1+477,1 =477V = 279X}, as desired. O
It follows that
excess(T'N[277 — 27,27 — 277N 29Im(G,,,)) < 2*7IV/N
excess(2/Im(Gy,) N [277 — 27,27 — 279N ) < 2279 (/N + 1/4).
This implies that for every R > 0,
(A.1) glggo excess(T N B(0, R), 2jIm(an)) =0, lim excess(QjIm(an) NB(0,R),T) = 0.

Jj—o0

Proof of Theorem[Ad] Let p;j = 2/(ry;)~" > 0. We claim that limj_. p;H = T, with respect
to the Attouch-Wets topology. ‘ ‘

Recall that ky; = 2j for each j € N, so 7,410 < 27—+ and pjTn; = 27. Hence, for every
JeN,

(pjHn;) \ 2771, 1)) = (2Im(Gyy)) \ (2777 =1, 1] ).
Fix R > 0, and let jo € N such that 270~! > R. For every integer j > jo, we have
piH QE(()? R) - ((ijnj) U (27nj7j+1[_17 1]N)) QE(O, R)
= (2/Im(Gy,)) U (27" 7+ =1, 11)) N B(0, R).

Thus by construction of G,; and by the monotonicity and subadditivity properties of excess
(see Remark , we have

excess(p;H N B(0,R),T) < excess((2/Im(Gy,)) U (277 “H-1,11Y)) N B(0,R), T)
< excess(2/Im(Gy,) N B(0, R), T) + excess(2™ " 7+ [—1, 1N, 7).
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As j — o0, by the first term in the latter sum approaches 0. Furthermore, since 0 € T
and as j — oo diam(27"%JF1[—1,1]"¥) approaches 0, as j — oo the second term in the latter
sum approaches 0 as well.

We now show that lim;_, excess(T N B(0, R), p;H) = 0. Note that

(P]Hnj) \ (pjrnj-f-l[_la 1]N> c p]H7

so by monotonicity and triangle inequality for excess as in Remark we have

excess(T' N B(0, R), pjH) < excess(T N B(0, R), (pjHn,) \ (pjrn;+1[—1, 1)

= excess(T'N B(0, R), (2/Im(Gy,)) \ (pjrn,+1[—1, 11VY)
< excess(T N B(0, R), 2jIm(an )
+ excess(2j1m(an), (2jIm(an)) \ (pjrnj+1[—1, 1]N)).

As j — o0, the first term of the latter sum approaches 0 by (A.1) and by construction of the

sets G, .

In the second term of the latter sum, the sets differ only inside pjr,,;+1[—1, 1]V, so the

excess is at most diam(p;r,,+1[—1, V) < 2p;7n,+1V N, which approaches 0 as j — oo. This
completes the proof, by definition of convergence lim;_,+, p; H in the Attouch-Wets topology. [J
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