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SIMULTANEOUS AND MULTIPLICATIVE
DIOPHANTINE APPROXIMATION ON

MISSING-DIGIT FRACTALS

SAM CHOW AND HAN YU

Abstract. We investigate the metric theory of Diophantine ap-
proximation on missing-digit fractals. In particular, we establish
analogues of Khinchin’s theorem and Gallagher’s theorem, as well
as inhomogeneous generalisations.

1. Introduction

1.1. Two foundational results in metric Diophantine approxi-
mation. We begin by recalling the foundational results of Khinchin
and Gallagher. We write λk for k-dimensional Lebesgue measure,
and write ‖x‖ for the distance between a real number x and the set
of integers. For ψ : N → [0, 1), we denote by W×

k (ψ) the set of
x = (x1, . . . , xk) ∈ [0, 1)k such that

‖nx1‖ · · · ‖nxk‖ < ψ(n)

has infinitely many solutions n ∈ N. Similarly, we denote by Wk(ψ)
the set of x ∈ [0, 1)k such that

max{‖nx1‖, . . . , ‖nxk‖} < ψ(n)

holds for infinitely many n ∈ N.

Theorem 1.1 (Khinchin’s theorem [36, 37]). Let ψ : N → [0, 1) be
non-increasing, and let k ∈ N. Then

λk(Wk(ψ)) =





0, if

∞∑

n=1

ψ(n)k <∞

1, if

∞∑

n=1

ψ(n)k = ∞.
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Theorem 1.2 (Gallagher’s theorem [32]). Let ψ : N → [0, 1) be non-
increasing, and let k ∈ N. Then

λk(W
×
k (ψ)) =





0, if
∞∑

n=1

ψ(n)(logn)k−1 <∞

1, if
∞∑

n=1

ψ(n)(logn)k−1 = ∞.

Khinchin’s theorem gives the simultaneous approximation rate of
a generic vector, whilst Gallagher’s theorem gives the generic multi-
plicative approximation rate. The latter is a strong form of a famous
conjecture of Littlewood, except that the approximation rate is only
valid for almost all vectors.

Conjecture 1.3 (Littlewood’s conjecture in k dimensions). Let x ∈ Rk,
where k > 2. Then

lim inf
n→∞

n‖nx1‖ · · · ‖nxk‖ = 0.

1.2. Diophantine approximation on fractals. Now that we have
seen the classical results of Khinchin and Gallagher, it is natural to
ask what happens if one replaces Lebesgue measure with some other
measure. A probability measure µ is Khinchin if Khinchin’s theorem
holds with µ in the place of λk, and Gallagher if Gallagher’s theorem
holds with µ in the place of λk. The philosophy is that a ‘natural’
probability measure µ should be Khinchin and Gallagher, unless there
is a simple obstruction.

A natural class of measures is given by induced Lebesgue measures on
manifolds. The following landmark result is the culmination of decades
of devoted research; see the major breakthroughs by Kleinbock and
Margulis [39] and by Beresnevich [5], as well as [7, 9, 11, 14, 26, 52].

Theorem 1.4 (Beresnevich–Yang [13], Beresnevich–Datta [6]). Let M
be a non-degenerate submanifold of Rk, where k > 2. Let U be an open
subset of M, and let µ be a smooth probability measure supported on
U ∩ [0, 1]k. Then µ is Khinchin.

For the Gallagher property, much less is known. Badziahin and
Levesley solved the convergence theory for planar curves, subject to
curvature. For hyperplanes, see [8, 19, 20, 21, 23, 34], and finally [24],
where the problem was largely solved when k > 9. For our purposes,
the most relevant result is as follows.
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Theorem 1.5 (Chow–Yu [24]). Let M be a hypersurface in Rk, where
k > 5. Let U be an open subset of M, in which the Gaussian curvature
is non-zero, and let µ be a smooth probability measure supported on
U ∩ [0, 1]k. Then µ is Gallagher.

In this article, we investigate missing-digit measures. These gener-
alise the canonical measure on the middle-third Cantor set, and we will
define them in §2.1. A motivating goal is as follows.

Conjecture 1.6 (Dream Theorem for missing-digit fractals). Let k
be a positive integer, and let µ be a missing-digit measure on Rk that
is not supported on any affine hyperplane. Then µ is Khinchin and
Gallagher.

Remark 1.7. The so-called Dream Theorem was introduced in a sur-
vey article [10], referring to Theorem 1.4 before it was proved. Con-
jecture 1.6 is analogous, but also includes the Gallagher property. We
would expect it to extend to self-similar measures [43].

A measure on Rk is split if it is a Cartesian product of missing-digit
measures on R. Our main result is as follows.

Theorem 1.8 (Main theorem). Let µ be a missing-digit measure on
Rk. If

dimℓ1(µ) > k −
k − 1

k + 1
, (1.1)

then µ is Khinchin. If moreover µ = µ1 × · · · × µk is split, and

dimℓ1(µj) > 1−
1

k + 1
(1 6 j 6 k), (1.2)

then it is Gallagher.

The Fourier ℓ1 dimension dimℓ1 was used in [54] to establish a Jarník–
Besicovitch-type theorem for fractal measures; we will define it in §2.2.
Computing Fourier ℓ1 dimension for missing-digit measures is not a
simple task. In fact, it is not even immediately clear why there are
proper missing-digit measures that satisfy (1.1). For this reason, we
will in §A.1 provide concrete examples where Theorem 1.8 applies. In
particular, we will see that if the ‘digit structure’ of a missing-digit
measure is simple enough, then its Fourier ℓ1 and Hausdorff dimen-
sions differ only slightly. Fourier ℓ1 dimension was used in [55, 56] to
deduce various results on the continuity of projections of missing-digit
measures in Rk, where k > 2.

Recently, in [22], a precise method to compute dimℓ1(µ) for an ar-
bitrary missing-digit measure µ on [0, 1] was presented. We discuss a
higher-dimensional analogue in §A.2.
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1.3. Related work. Similar conjectures can be found in the works of
Levesley–Salp–Velani [41] and Bugeaud–Durand [18] and, less formally,
in those of Mahler [42] and Kleinbock–Lindenstrauss–Weiss [38]. Re-
cent progress towards Conjecture 1.6 can be found in [22, 25, 27, 35,
49, 54]. We highlight the following breakthrough.

Theorem 1.9 (Khalil–Luethi [35]). Let k ∈ N, and let µ be a missing-
digit measure on [0, 1]k. Then there is an effectively-computable con-
stant ε > 0 depending only on k such that if dimH(µ) > k − ε then µ
is Khinchin.

Khalil and Luethi’s method applies not only to missing-digit mea-
sures but also to more general self-similar measures with rational pa-
rameters and the open set condition. The Hausdorff dimension dimH(µ)
of a Borel measure µ is defined, for example, in [29, Chapter 2], but we
do not require the notion in full generality. If µ is the Cantor–Lebesgue
measure of a missing-digit fractal K, see §2.1, then

dimℓ1(µ) 6 dimH(µ) = dimH(K).

In this setting, we will see in §A.1 that the difference between dimℓ1(µ)
and dimH(µ) = dimH(K) is often small, in which case Theorem 1.8 goes
beyond Theorem 1.9.

In the case k = 1, there has been even more dramatic recent progress.

Theorem 1.10 (Bénard–He–Zhang [4]). Let µ be a self-similar prob-
ability measure on [0, 1] whose support is not a singleton. Then µ is
Khinchin.

Theorems 1.9 and 1.10 both use random walks on homogeneous
spaces. Our Fourier-analytic methodology, here and in [24, 54], is very
different.

1.4. More refined results. In the course of proving Theorem 1.8, we
establish some finer results. In order to state them, we introduce some
more refined notions. For ψ : N → [0, 1) and y = (y1, . . . , yk) ∈ Rk, we
denote by Wk(ψ,y) the set of x ∈ [0, 1)k such that

max{‖nx1 − y1‖, . . . , ‖nxk − yk‖} < ψ(n)

has infinitely many solutions n ∈ N, and write W×
k (ψ,y) for the set of

x ∈ [0, 1)k such that

‖nx1 − y1‖ · · · ‖nxk − yk‖ < ψ(n)

holds for infinitely many n ∈ N.

Definition 1.11. Let k ∈ N, and let ψ : N → [0, 1) be non-increasing.
A probability measure µ on [0, 1]k is
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• inhomogeneous convergent Khinchin if
∞∑

n=1

ψ(n)k <∞ =⇒ µ(Wk(ψ,y)) = 0 (y ∈ Rk),

• inhomogeneous divergent Khinchin if
∞∑

n=1

ψ(n)k = ∞ =⇒ µ(Wk(ψ,y)) = 1 (y ∈ Rk),

• inhomogeneous convergent Gallagher if
∞∑

n=1

ψ(n)(logn)k−1 <∞ =⇒ µ(W×
k (ψ,y)) = 0 (y ∈ Rk),

• inhomogeneous divergent Gallagher if
∞∑

n=1

ψ(n)(logn)k−1 = ∞ =⇒ µ(W×
k (ψ,y)) = 1 (y ∈ Rk).

We establish the following new results. Theorem 1.8 follows from
these by specialising y = 0 in the conclusions.

Theorem 1.12 (Convergence theory). Let k ∈ N, and let µ be a
missing-digit measure on [0, 1]k satisfying

dimℓ1(µ) > k −
k

k + 1
. (1.3)

Then µ is inhomogeneous convergent Khinchin. If moreover µ = µ1 ×
· · ·×µk is split and satisfies (1.2), then it is inhomogeneous convergent
Gallagher.

Theorem 1.13 (Divergence theory). Let k ∈ N, and let µ be a missing-
digit measure on [0, 1]k satisfying (1.1). Then µ is inhomogeneous di-
vergent Khinchin and inhomogeneous divergent Gallagher.

Observe that, for the divergent Gallagher and convergent/divergent
Khinchin properties, we do not require µ to be split. We only require µ
to be split for the convergent Gallagher result. Note also that if k = 1
then the assumption (1.1) cannot be met. We will see in §A.1 that if
k > 2 then (1.1) can hold.

1.5. Methods. Observe that sets like W×
k (ψ) are limit superior sets.

To show that they have full measure, we use the divergence Borel–
Cantelli lemma [12]. This requires us to estimate sums of measures of
arcs around rationals, and of the intersections of these arcs. We achieve
this using Fourier analysis, specifically via the framework of ‘moment
transference principles’ that we recently developed in [24]. Unlike in
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the case of non-degenerate hypersurfaces [24], the Fourier coefficients
µ̂(k) do not decay pointwise: µ̂(k) 6→ 0 as ‖k‖∞ → ∞. We instead
exploit their average decay using the Fourier ℓ1 dimension — developed
in [54] and [22] — as discussed in §1.2. Divisibility also plays a key
role, since the n−1-periodicity of the arcs manifests as n-divisibility in
Fourier space Zk. To establish the variance transference principle, we
ultimately count solutions to a system of Diophantine equations.

1.6. A bound on the Hausdorff dimension. Our expectation trans-
ference principle is strong enough to establish a Hausdorff dimension
bound for simultaneous approximation on missing-digit fractals. To
put this into context, we recall Levesley’s inhomogeneous version of
the classical Jarník–Besicovitch theorem. For t > 0 and n ∈ N, let
ψt(n) = n−t.

Theorem 1.14 (Inhomogeneous Jarník–Besicovitch [40]). Let k ∈ N
and γ ∈ R. Then

dimH(Wk(ψt,y)) = min

{
k + 1

t + 1
, k

}
.

Our result is as follows.

Theorem 1.15. Let k ∈ N and y ∈ Rk. Then there exists ε > 0 such
that the following holds whenever

t <
1

k
+ ε.

Let K be a missing-digit fractal in [0, 1]k whose Cantor–Lebesgue mea-
sure µ satisfies (1.3). Then

dimH(Wk(ψt,y) ∩ K) 6 dimH(Wk(ψt,y)) + dimH(K)− k.

Remark 1.16. This upper bound was first conjectured with equality
in [18], when K is the middle-third Cantor set and y = 0. Despite
the recent progress made in [54] and [22], the problem remains open.
The conjectured threshold differs for larger values of t, transitioning to
dimH(K)/(t+ 1).

1.7. Counting rational points on/near missing-digit fractals.
For any compact set K ⊂ Rk, and real numbers Q > 1 and δ > 0, we
define

NK(Q, δ) = {(a, q) ∈ Zk × (Z ∩ [1, Q]) : dist(a/q,K) 6 δ/Q}.

Observe that NK(Q, 0) comprises rational points in K of height at most
Q. A challenging problem is to show that if K ‘lacks linear structure’
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but has a naturally-associated dimension dim(K) then, for any ε > 0,

#NK(Q, 0) ≪ε Q
dim(K)+ε.

For missing-digit fractals, we have dim(K) = dimH(K).
For irreducible projective varieties, the problem is known as Serre’s

dimension growth conjecture [17, 48]. It was solved by Salberger in
2009, and that solution was recently published [46].

For the middle-third Cantor set, the conjecture was made by Brod-
erick, Fishman, and Reich [16]. The statement naturally extends to
missing-digit fractals. In the case k = 1, progress was made recently in
[22], but not until now has substantial progress been made for k > 2.

For δ ∈ (0, 1), heuristic reasoning suggests that

#NK(Q, δ) ≍ δk−dim(K)Qdim(K)+1. (1.4)

The critical threshold, corresponding to Dirichlet’s approximation theo-
rem, is δ = Q−1/k. The problem becomes significantly more demanding
when δ is smaller than this, and the estimate can even break down when
δ is extremely small. A related problem was introduced by Mazur [44],
who asked how close a rational point can be to a smooth planar curve
and still miss.

When K is a suitably curved manifold, we now have some good
counting estimates with δ below the Q−1/k threshold, especially for
hypersurfaces, see for instance [11, 33, 47, 50]. For certain missing-
digit fractals on [0, 1], such a result was obtained in [22]. Our present
methods deliver (1.4) beyond the critical threshold for missing-digit
fractals on [0, 1]k.

Theorem 1.17. Let k ∈ N, and let K be a proper missing-digit fractal
in [0, 1]k with Cantor–Lebesgue measure µ satisfying (1.3). Then, for
some constant η > 0, we have (1.4) whenever Q is sufficiently large
and δ ≫ Q−η−1/k.

We can apply Theorem 1.17 to count rational points on missing-digit
fractals.

Corollary 1.18. Let k ∈ N, and let K be a proper missing-digit fractal
in [0, 1]k with Cantor–Lebesgue measure µ satisfying (1.3). Then, for
some constant η > 0,

#NK(Q, 0) ≪ Q(1+1/k)dimH(K)−η.

Proof. By Theorem 1.17 with η/(k − dimH(K)) in place of η,

#NK(Q, 0) 6 #NK(Q,Q
−η−1/k)

≪ Q−η(Q−1/k)k−dimH(K)QdimH(K)+1 = Q(1+1/k)dimH(K)−η.
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�

This generalises the k = 1 case, which was demonstrated in [22].
Counting rationals in the middle-third Cantor set is considered to be
a difficult problem, see for instance [45]. As explained in [22], the
condition (1.3) fails for the middle-third Cantor set. The condition
holds, for instance, when

k = 1, b > 5, #D = b− 1.

See §A.1 for some situations in which k ∈ N is arbitrary the condition
holds.

The assumption (1.3) is essential for the proof of Theorem 1.17, but
we suspect that the weaker assumption dimH(µ) > k− k

k+1
should suffice

for the result. It is easy to see that such a condition cannot be dropped
without imposing other conditions, e.g. that µ is not supported in any
proper affine subspace. We illustrate with the following example, using
the notation of §2.

Example 1.19. Suppose K = Kb,D is a missing-digit fractal in [0, 1]k

with

D ⊇ {0, 1, . . . , b− 1}k−1 × {0}.

As K contains [0, 1]k−1 × {0}, we have

#NK(Q, 0) ≫ Qk.

By (2.1), such a set K exists with

dimH(K) < k −
k

k + 1
.

If moreover δ 6 Q−1/k, then

δk−dimH(K)QdimH(K)+1 6 Q(k+1)dimH(K)/k = o(Qk).

The constant η in Theorem 1.17 can be chosen according to a lower
bound for dimℓ1(µ), which can be effectively computed using Theo-
rem A.2. In special cases, we obtain a bound for #NK(Q, 0) with an
exponent that is arbitrarily close to best possible.

Theorem 1.20. Fix η > 0. Then there exists a missing-digit fractal
K ⊇ [0, 1]k−1 × {0} such that

#NK(Q, 0) ≪ Qk+η, dimH(K) > k − η.

Note that if dimH(K) > k − k
k+1

then the estimate

#NK(Q, 0) ≪ Qk+η
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does not follow trivially from Corollary 1.18. Since K ⊇ [0, 1]k−1×{0},
the bound is sharp up to a factor of O(Qη). However, we suspect that
better estimates hold for missing-digit fractals that do not concentrate
too much on affine subspaces.

1.8. Intrinsic Diophantine approximation. Although the main fo-
cus of this paper is extrinsic Diophantine approximation, we also es-
tablish new results in the intrinsic setting, wherein we approximate by
rational vectors in K. The terminology was introduced by Mahler in
the influential article [42]. Let K ( [0, 1]k be a missing-digit fractal
with Cantor–Lebesgue measure µ, and let ψ : N → [0, 1). We denote
by WK

k (ψ) the set of x = (x1, . . . , xk) ∈ [0, 1)k such that

max
{∣∣∣x1 −

a1
n

∣∣∣ , . . . ,
∣∣∣xk −

ak
n

∣∣∣
}
<
ψ(n)

n

holds for infinitely many (a1, . . . , ak, n) ∈ Zk × N for which
(a1
n
, . . . ,

ak
n

)
∈ K.

For τ > 0, we write WK
k (τ) = WK

k (n 7→ n−τ ). It follows from a result
of Weiss [53] that

µ(WK
1 (τ)) = 0 (τ > 1). (1.5)

More generally, it follows from a result of Kleinbock–Lindenstrauss–
Weiss [38] that if µ satisfies an affine irreducibility condition then

µ(WK
k (τ)) = 0 (τ > 1/k). (1.6)

Conjecture 1.21 (Broderick–Fishman–Reich [16]). Let k ∈ N, and
let K be a proper missing-digit fractal in [0, 1]k that is not contained in
any proper affine subspace. Then, for all τ > 0,

µ(WK
k (τ)) = 0.

This conjecture was originally posed for the middle-third Cantor set,
but we believe that it should hold in general. A recent result in [22]
asserts that if dimℓ1(µ) > 1/2 then there exists η > 0 such that

µ(WK
1 (τ)) = 0 (τ > 1− η). (1.7)

This refined (1.5). Presently, we extend (1.7) to higher dimensions,
thereby refining (1.6).

Theorem 1.22. Let k ∈ N, and let K be a proper missing-digit fractal
in [0, 1]k with Cantor–Lebesgue measure µ satisfying (1.3). Then, for
some ε > 0,

µ(WK
k (τ)) = 0

(
τ >

1

k
− ε

)
.
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We will see that this is a simple consequence of Corollary 1.18. Note
that if (1.3) holds then µ cannot be supported in any proper affine
subspace.

1.9. Further related work. One can simplify the problems of count-
ing rationals and intrinsic approximation by using the intrinsic height
[30] instead of the denominator. For the middle-third Cantor set, see
the recent article [51].

Mahler asked if there are very well approximable numbers in the
middle-third Cantor set that are irrational and non-Liouville. To solve
this problem, Levesley–Salp–Velani [41] resolved the metric theory of
approximation by triadic rationals in the middle-third Cantor set.

Velani asked about the analogous problem for dyadic approximation.
This is related to Furstenburg’s ‘times two, times three’ problem [31],
and was first investigated in [2], with subsequent developments in [3]
and most recently [1]. Velani’s conjecture is still very much open.

Organisation. In §2, we gather some preliminaries in describe our
general setup. In §3, we establish the ETP. In §4, we establish the
VTP. In §5, we complete the proofs of Theorems 1.12, 1.13, 1.15, 1.17,
1.20, and 1.22. In Appendix A, we further discuss Fourier ℓ1 dimension
for missing-digit measures.

Notation. For complex-valued functions f and g, we write f ≪ g or
f = O(g) if there exists C such that |f | 6 C|g| pointwise, we write
f ∼ g if f/g → 1 in some specified limit, and we write f = o(g)
if f/g → 0 in some specified limit. We will work in k-dimensional
Euclidean space, and the implied constants will always be allowed to
depend on k, as well as on any parameters which we describe as fixed or
constant. Any further dependence will be indicated with a subscript.

For x ∈ R, we write e(x) = e2πix. For r > 0 and y ∈ Rk, we write
Br(y) for the ball of radius r centred at y, and put Br = Br(0).

Funding. HY was supported by the Leverhulme Trust (ECF-2023-
186).

Rights. For the purpose of open access, the authors have applied a
Creative Commons Attribution (CC-BY) licence to any Author Ac-
cepted Manuscript version arising from this submission.

2. Preparation

In this section, we gather some preliminaries and describe our general
setup.
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2.1. Missing-digit fractals and measures. Let k > 1 and b > 2 be
integers, and let P be a probability measure on {0, 1, . . . , b − 1}k. A
missing-digit measure is the probability measure µb,P whose distribution
is that of the random variable

∞∑

j=1

d(j)/bj ,

where the d(j) ∈ {0, 1, . . . , b − 1}k are i.i.d. with distribution P. A
missing-digit fractal is the support of a missing-digit measure. Equiv-
alently, a missing-digit fractal is

Kb,D =

{
∞∑

j=1

d(j)/bj : d(j) ∈ D

}
⊆ [0, 1]k,

where k, b are as above and D ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , b − 1}k. The Cantor–
Lebesgue measure of a missing-digit fractal Kb,D is

µb,D = µb,P, where P(d) = #D−1 (d ∈ D).

Example 2.1. The Cantor set is Kb,{0,2}. The Cantor measure is the
Cantor–Lebesgue measure of the Cantor set.

A missing-digit fractal K is proper if #K > 2 and K 6= [0, 1]k. A
missing-digit measure is proper if its support is proper.

2.2. Notions of dimension. We begin our discussion with Hausdorff
measure and dimension, which are standard concepts in fractal geom-
etry [28]. For U ⊆ Rk, we write |U| for the diameter of U .

Let k ∈ N and F ⊆ Rk. For s > 0 and δ > 0, define

Hs
δ (F) = inf

{
∞∑

i=1

|Ui|
s : F ⊆

∞⋃

i=1

Ui, |Ui| 6 δ ∀i

}
.

The Hausdorff s-measure of F is

Hs(F) = lim
δ→0

Hs
δ (F),

and the Hausdorff dimension of F is

dimH(F) = inf{s > 0 : Hs(F) = 0}.

Hausdorff measure refines Lebesgue measure, in that Hk(F) = ckλk(F)
for some constant ck > 0. Note that

dimH(Kb,D) =
log#D

log b
. (2.1)

We equip ourselves the following basic tool, which is commonly used
to establish upper bounds for Hausdorff measure and dimension.
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Lemma 2.2 (Hausdorff–Cantelli lemma). Let k ∈ N, let E1, E2, . . . be
hypercubes in Rk, and put E∞ = lim sup

n→∞
En. Let s > 0, and suppose

∞∑

j=1

|Ej|
s <∞.

Then Hs(E∞) = 0 and dimH(E∞) 6 s.

Proof. This is [15, Lemma 3.10]. �

Next, we recall the Fourier ℓt dimensions, which were brought into
this subject in [54]. Let µ be a Borel probability measure supported
on [0, 1]k. For ξ ∈ Zk, the ξth Fourier coefficient of µ is

µ̂(ξ) =

∫

[0,1]k
e(−ξ · x)dµ(x).

The Fourier ℓt dimension of µ is

dimℓt(µ) = sup



s > 0 :

∑

‖ξ‖∞6Q

|µ̂(ξ)|t ≪ Qk−s



 .

It follows from the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality that

dimℓ2(µ)

2
6 dimℓ1(µ) 6 dimℓ2(µ).

For s > 0, we say that µ is s-regular if

µ(Br(y)) ≍ rs (y ∈ supp(µ), 0 < r 6 1).

Note that missing-digit measures are s-regular with s being the Haus-
dorff dimension of their support. By mimicking the continuous ana-
logue in [43, §3.8], it is readily confirmed that if µ is s-regular then

dimℓ2(µ) = dimH(supp(µ)) = s.

Note also that if µ is a missing-digit measure and dimH(supp(µ)) = s
then

µ(Br(y)) ≪ rs (y ∈ Rk, 0 < r 6 1). (2.2)
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2.3. Moment transference principles. For any Borel probability
measure µ on [0, 1]k and any f ∈ L1(µ), we write

µ(f) =

∫

[0,1]k
fdµ.

Let λ be Lebesgue measure on [0, 1]k. Let E1, E2, . . . be bounded Borel
subsets of Rk, and put E∞ = lim sup

n→∞
En. For n ∈ N, let fn : Rk → [0,∞)

be compactly supported and measurable.
Define

EN (µ) =
∑

n6N

µ(fn), VN(µ) =
∑

n6N

(fn(x)− λ(fn))
2dµ(x).

The expectation transference principle (ETP) holds if

EN(µ) = (1 + o(1))EN(λ) +O(1) (N → ∞).

The variance transference principle (VTP) holds if

VN(µ) = VN(λ) + o(EN(µ)
2) +O(1),

along a sequence of N → ∞.

Lemma 2.3 (General convergence theory conclusion). Let ψ : N →
[0, 1). Assume that fn ≫ 1 on En for all sufficiently large n ∈ N, that

∞∑

n=1

λ(fn) <∞, (2.3)

and that we have ETP for this sequence of functions. Then µ(E∞) = 0.

Proof. Replace A×
n by En in the proof of [24, Lemma 2.6]. �

Lemma 2.4 (General divergence theory conclusion). Let C > 1 and
ψ : N → [0, 1). For n ∈ N, suppose fn is supported on En. Suppose we
have ETP and VTP for this sequence of functions, as well as

∞∑

n=1

λ(fn) = ∞ (2.4)

and ∑

m,n6N

λ(fmfn) 6 CEN(λ)
2 +O(1). (2.5)

Then µ(E∞) > 1/C.

Proof. The ETP and the divergence of
∑

n λ(fn) give
∞∑

n=1

µ(fn) = ∞.



14 SAM CHOW AND HAN YU

By [24, Lemma 2.5],
∑

m,n6N

µ(fmfn) =
∑

m,n6N

λ(fmfn) + o(EN(µ)
2) +O(1),

along a sequence of N → ∞. Combining this with (2.5) and the ETP
yields ∑

m,n6N

µ(fmfn) 6 (C + o(1))EN(µ)
2 +O(1)

along this sequence. Functional divergence Borel–Cantelli [24, Lemma
2.7] completes the proof. �

2.4. Setup. Our analysis involves decomposing the problem into rect-
angles, scaling bump functions accordingly, and passing to Fourier
space. Let w : R → [0, 1] be a non-zero bump function supported
on [−2, 2]. This has the property that

ŵ(ξ) ≪L |ξ|−L, (2.6)

for any L > 1. The function w will approximate {x : |x| 6 1} or
{x : 1/2 6 |x| 6 1}.

Next, we adapt w to certain rectangles. Let y ∈ Rk and d ∈ (0, 1/2]k,
and define

An(d) = {x ∈ [0, 1]k : ‖nxj − yj‖ < ndj (1 6 j 6 k)},

A◦
n(d) = {x ∈ [0, 1]k : ndj/2 < ‖nxj − yj‖ < ndj (1 6 j 6 k)},

R(d) = [−d1, d1]× · · · × [−dk, dk],

R∨(d) = [−1/d1, 1/d1]× · · · × [−1/dk, 1/dk],

wR(d)(x) =
∏

j6k

w(xj/dj).

Then

ŵR(d)(ξ) =
∏

j6k

djŵ(djξj).

Note that wR(d) is normalised so that

ŵR(d)(0) ≍ d1 · · · dk.

If d is clear from the context, then we will simply write R for R(d)
and R∨ for R∨(d). By (2.6), we thus have

ŵR(ξ)

d1 · · · dk
≪ 2−mL (ξ ∈ 2mR∨ \ 2m−1R∨). (2.7)
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We see that An(d) and R have the same shape, and note that R∨ is
the dual rectangle of R. The bump function wR is supported on

2R := {2x : x ∈ R}.

Its Fourier transform ŵR is essentially supported on R∨. For any shift
γ ∈ Rk, the shifted function wR(· − γ) is supported on R+ γ, and its
Fourier transform is still essentially supported on R∨. These consider-
ations can be used to establish ETP and VTP for unions of rectangles.

We will work with a smooth, periodically extended version of the
indicator function of An(d), namely

A∗
n(x;d) =

∑

a∈Zk

wR(d)

(
x−

a+ y

n

)
, (2.8)

where w approximates {x : |x| 6 1}. By choosing w to instead ap-
proximate {x : 1/2 6 |x| 6 1}, we can alternatively use this same
expression to approximate A◦

n(d).
For the simultaneous theory, we use An(d) with d = (d, d, . . . , d) for

some d > 0. Thus, the corresponding R and R∨ are all hypercubes.
For the multiplicative theory, the situation is more complicated, as

we need to consider boxes of different shapes in order to approximate

A×
n := {x ∈ [0, 1)k : ‖nx1 − y1‖ · · · ‖nxk − yk‖ < ψ(n)}.

We write

hi = 2−i

for each integer i in some range. The range is given by

ψ(2m−1)

2m−1
6 hi 6

1

2m−1

in the convergence setting, for

n ∈ Dm := [2m−1, 2m).

Fixing a small constant τ > 0, the range in the divergence setting is

1

2(1+(1+τ)/k)m
≪ hi ≪

1

2(1+(1−τ)/k)m
.

Writing

hh1 · · ·hk−1 =
ψ(2m)

2km
, Hh1 · · ·hk−1 =

ψ(2m−1)

2k(m−1)
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and

Bn =
⊔

h1,...,hk−1

A◦
n(hi1 , . . . , hik−1

, h),

Cn =
⋃

h1,...,hk−1

An(hi1 , . . . , hik−1
, 2k−1H),

we then have

Bn ⊆ A×
n ⊆ Cn.

2.5. Admissible set systems and admissible function systems.
These will be used for the VTP, which we require for the divergence
theory. For each m ∈ N, we choose an index set Im and a threshold

dm ≫
1

n1+(1+τ)/k
(n ∈ Dm).

For each i ∈ Im and each j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}, we choose di,j = di,j,m such
that

n−τ
dm ≪ di,j ≪ nτ

dm (n ∈ Dm),

and such that
∏

j6k di,j does not depend on i. For each n ∈ Dm, we
introduce a disjoint union

An =
⊔

i∈Im

A◦
n(di,1, . . . , di,k).

An admissible set system is a sequence (An)
∞
n=1 obtained in this way.

For the Khinchin theory, we choose Im to be a singleton for each m
and di,j all equal.

Example 2.5 (Simultaneous approximation). We claim that for the
divergent Khinchin theory, we may assume that

ψ(n) > ψL(n) := (n(log n)2)−1/k (n > 2).

To see this, put ψ̃ = max{ψ, ψL} and note that

Wk(ψ̃;y) =Wk(ψ;y) ∪Wk(ψL;y).

As Wk(ψL;y) has zero measure, by the convergence theory, the set

Wk(ψ̃;y) has the same measure as Wk(ψ;y), and we may therefore

replace ψ by ψ̃. For n ∈ Dm, we can then use A◦
n(d, . . . , d) with

d ≍
ψ(2m)

2m
.

For the Gallagher theory, we form an admissible set system as follows.
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Example 2.6 (Multiplicative approximation). We claim that for the
divergent Gallagher theory we may assume that

ψ(n) > ψL(n) :=
1

n(log n)k+1
(n > 2).

To see this, put ψ̃ = max{ψ, ψL} and note that

W×
k (ψ̃;y) =W×

k (ψ;y) ∪W×
k (ψL;y).

As W×
k (ψL;y) has zero measure, by the convergence theory, the set

W×
k (ψ̃;y) has the same measure as W×

k (ψ;y), and we may therefore

replace ψ by ψ̃. For n ∈ Dm, we can then pack A×
n with roughly mk−1

many sets
A◦

n(di,1, . . . , di,k)

as above, forming an admissible set system with
∏

j6k

di,j ≍
ψ(2m)

2km
.

Remark 2.7. For the divergent Khinchin theory, we may also assume
that

ψ(2m) ≪ 2−m/k (m ∈ N).

Indeed, if ψ(2m) > 2−m/k for infinitely many m, then we may replace
ψ by a non-increasing function ψ′ : N → [0, 1) such that

ψ′
6 ψ, ψ′(2m) ≪ 2−m/k (m ∈ N),

∞∑

n=1

ψ′(n)k = ∞.

To construct ψ′, one can define

ψ′(n) = 2−m/k (n ∈ Dm, ψ(2m) > 2−m/k)

and interpolate between these ranges.
Similarly, for the divergent Gallagher theory, we may assume that

ψ(2m) ≪ 2−m (m ∈ N).

These observations simplify matters, but our approach is robust enough
to succeed even without them.

Next, we introduce a functional analogue. Let (An)
∞
n=1 be an admis-

sible set system. For n ∈ Dm, let

fn(x) =
∑

i∈Im

A∗
n(d

(i);x),

where
d(i) = (di,1, . . . , di,k),
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and A∗
n(d;x) is given by (2.8). Furthermore, suppose the bump func-

tion w, from §2.4, is supported on

{x ∈ R : 1/2 6 |x| 6 1}.

An admissible function system is a sequence (fn)
∞
n=1 constructed in this

way.

2.6. The Lebesgue second moment. In the Gallagher setting, this
was estimated in our previous article, see [24, Remark 6.3, Theorem 6.5,
and Lemma 6.6].

Theorem 2.8 (Chow–Yu [24]). Let ψ : N → [0, 1) be non-increasing,
and let k > 2 be an integer. To any non-zero bump function R → [0, 1]
supported on [−2, 2], we may associate a sequence of smooth functions
(fn)

∞
n=1 in Rk as in Example 2.5 or 2.6. There exists such a bump

function w supported on {x ∈ R : 1/2 6 |x| 6 1} such that, for some
C = C(k, w) > 1 arbitrarily close to 1, we have (2.5).

3. Expectation transference principle

In this section, we establish some ETP results. For notational con-
venience, we write

ẼN (µ) = E2N−1(µ)− EN−1(µ)− E2N−1(λ) + EN−1(λ).

Theorem 3.1 (Dyadic split ETP). Let N ∈ N and d ∈ (0, 1/2]k. For
each n ∈ [N, 2N), we associate A∗

n to d as in §2.4. Let µ = µ1×· · ·×µk

be a product of probability measures on [0, 1] with dimℓ1(µj) = κj for
each j. Then, for any ε > 0,

ẼN (µ) ≪ε N
k+ε

k∏

j=1

d
κj−ε
j .

Proof. By Parseval,

ẼN (µ) =
∑

N6n<2N

∫
(A∗

n(x)− λ(A∗
n))dµ(x) =

∑

N6n<2N

∑

ξ 6=0

Â∗
n(ξ)µ̂(−ξ).

To proceed, the key intuition is that Â∗
n is essentially supported on the

multiples of n in the box

R∨
N := [−1/d1, 1/d1]× · · · × [−1/dk, 1/dk].

Indeed, as A∗
n is n−1-periodic, its Fourier coefficients vanish away from

multiples of n. Moreover, we can see from (2.7) that if u ∈ N and
ξ ∈ 2uR∨

N \ 2u−1R∨
N then

Â∗
n(ξ) ≪L 2−uLNkd1 · · · dk,
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for any constant L > 1. Thus,

ẼN(µ)

Nkd1 · · · dk
≪

∑

n|ξ∈R∨

N
\{0}

N6n<2N

|µ̂(ξ)|+
∞∑

u=1

2−uL
∑

n|ξ∈2uR∨

N\2u−1R∨

N
N6n<2N

|µ̂(ξ)|.

Next, we exploit the product structure of µ. Observe that there are
O(N ε) many integers n such that n | ξ, whence

∑

n|ξ∈R∨

N\{0}
N6n<2N

|µ̂(ξ)| ≪ N ε
∏

j6k

(
1

dj

)1−κj+ε

.

For u ∈ N,

∑

n|ξ∈2uR∨

N\2u−1R∨

N
N6n<2N

|µ̂(ξ)| ≪ (2uN)ε
∏

j6k

(
2u

dj

)1−κj+ε

6 2KuN ε
∏

j6k

(
1

dj

)1−κj+ε

,

where K = (k + 1)(1 + ε). Choosing L > K then gives

ẼN (µ)

Nkd1 · · · dk
≪ N ε

k∏

j=1

(
1

dj

)1−κj+ε

.

�

We also need an ETP result for general measures, rather than prod-
uct measures. For this, we require a strong assumption on d.

Theorem 3.2 (Dyadic general ETP). Let N ∈ N and 0 < d 6 1/2.
For each integer n ∈ [N, 2N), we associate A∗

n to d = (d1, . . . , dk) as
in §2.4, where τ > 0 is fixed and

N−τd≪ dj ≪ N τd.

Let µ be a Borel probability measure on [0, 1]k with dimℓ1(µ) = κ. Then,
for any fixed ε > 0,

ẼN (µ) ≪ Nk+(2k+ε)τ+εdκ−ε.

Proof. Imitating the proof of Theorem 3.1 gives

ẼN(µ)

Nkd1 · · · dk
≪

∑

n|ξ∈R∨

N
\{0}

N6n<2N

|µ̂(ξ)|+
∞∑

u=1

2−uL
∑

n|ξ∈2uR∨

N\2u−1R∨

N
N6n<2N

|µ̂(ξ)|,
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where R∨
N = [−1/d1, 1/d1]×· · ·× [−1/dk, 1/dk]. A similar argument to

the remainder of that proof then delivers

ẼN(µ)

N (1+τ)kdk
≪ N ε(N τ/d)k−κ+ε.

�

4. Variance transference principle

In this section, we establish the VTP.

Theorem 4.1. Let k ∈ N, let µ be a probability measure on [0, 1]k

satisfying (1.1), and let (fn)
∞
n=1 be an admissible function system. Then

VTP holds for (fn)n and µ.

Proof. We wish to estimate

VN(µ) =

∫

[0,1]k

(∑

n6N

(fn(x)− λ(fn))

)2

dµ(x).

As fn is a Schwartz function, we may replace it by its Fourier series to
obtain

VN(µ) =

∫

[0,1]k

(∑

n6N

∑

ξ 6=0

f̂n(ξ)e(ξ · x)

)2

dµ(x)

=

∫

[0,1]k

∑

n,n′6N

∑

ξ,ξ′ 6=0

f̂n(ξ)f̂n′(ξ′)e((ξ + ξ′) · x)dµ(x)

=
∑

n,n′

∑

ξ,ξ′ 6=0,ξ+ξ′=0

f̂n(ξ)f̂n′(ξ′)

+
∑

n,n′

∑

ξ,ξ′,ξ+ξ′ 6=0

f̂n(ξ)f̂n′(ξ′)µ̂(ξ + ξ′)

= VN(λ) +
∑

n,n′

∑

ξ,ξ′,ξ+ξ′ 6=0

f̂n(ξ)f̂n′(ξ′)µ̂(ξ + ξ′).

The final equality is gotten by running the same calculation for VN (λ).
It is crucial that all of the Fourier series converge absolutely, which is
the case as our functions are Schwartz. We are left with the contribu-
tion of the non-zero coefficients:

VN(µ) = VN(λ) + E,

where
E =

∑

n,n′6N

∑

ξ,ξ′,ξ+ξ′ 6=0

f̂n(ξ)f̂n′(ξ′)µ̂(ξ + ξ′).
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We sum over n, n′ dyadically, noting that

|E| 6
∑

m,m′6
logN

log 2

∑

n∈Dm

n′∈Dm′

∑

ξ,ξ′,ξ+ξ′ 6=0

|f̂n(ξ)f̂n′(ξ′)µ̂(ξ + ξ′)|,

where Dm = [2m, 2m+1). We normalise the Fourier coefficients by di-
viding by

λ(fn) =
∑

i∈Im

nk
∏

j6k

di,j ≍ 2km
∑

i∈Im

∏

j6k

di,j =: wm

and λ(fn′) ≍ wm′ . Writing

an(ξ) =
f̂n(ξ)

λ(fn)
, an′(ξ) =

f̂n′(ξ)

λ(fn′)
,

we now have

E ≪
∑

m,m′6
logN

log 2

wmwm′

∑

n∈Dm

n′∈Dm′

∑

ξ,ξ′,ξ+ξ′ 6=0

|an(ξ)an′(ξ′)µ̂(ξ + ξ′)|

=
∑

m,m′6
logN

log 2

wmwm′S(m,m′),

where

S(m,m′) =
∑

n∈Dm

n′∈Dm′

∑

ξ+ξ′ 6=0

|an(ξ)an′(ξ′)µ̂(ξ + ξ′)|.

To proceed, we examine the coefficients an, an′, which satisfy

|an|, |an′| 6 1.

The support of fn is essentially a union of rectangles with different side
lengths but the same volume, and its Fourier series is the sum of the
Fourier series of those rectangles. In what follows, we may assume that
Im is non-empty, since otherwise it will not contribute anything to the
sums.

We write

an =
∑

i∈Im

an,i,

where λ(fn)an,i is the Fourier transform of x 7→ A∗
n(d

(i);x). Note that

λ(fn) ≍ wm = (#Im)2
km
∏

j6k

di,j

for all i ∈ Im, whence

an,i ≪ (#Im)
−1.
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We now see that

S(m,m′) ≪
∑

n∈Dm

n′∈Dm′

∑

i∈Im
i′∈Im′

∑

ξ,ξ′,ξ+ξ′ 6=0

|an,i(ξ)an′,i′(ξ
′)µ̂(ξ + ξ′)|.

The function an,i is essentially supported on the multiples of n in

R∨
m,i := [−1/di,1, 1/di,1]× · · · × [−1/di,k, 1/di,k].

Indeed, we have the following estimate [24, Lemma 5.3].

Lemma 4.2. Let

n ∈ Dm, i ∈ Im, L, t > 1, ξ ∈ Zk \ tR∨
m,i.

Then
an,i(x) ≪L t

−L(#Im)
−1.

Similarly, the function an′,i′ is essentially supported on the multiples of
n′ in R∨

m′,i′. The upshot is that

S(m,m′) ≪L

∞∑

u,u′=0

Su,u′(m,m′),

where

Su,u′(m,m′) =
2−L(u+u′)

#Im#Im′

∑

i∈Im
i′∈Im′

∑

ξ,ξ′,ξ+ξ′ 6=0
n|ξ∈2uR∨

m,i

n′|ξ′∈2u
′

R∨

m′,i′

|µ̂(ξ + ξ′)|.

Here L > 1 is a constant that we will describe later.
Write

T =




t1 t′1
t2 t′2
...

...
tk t′k


 , n =

(
n
n′

)
, x =




x1
x2
...
xk




For 0 6= x ∈ Zk, let N(x) = N(x;m,m′, u, u′, i, i′) count solutions
(t, t′,n) ∈ Z2k+2 to Tn = x such that

n ∈ Dm, n′ ∈ Dm′ , t, t′ 6= 0,

|tjn| 6 2u/di,j,m, |t′jn
′| 6 2u

′

/di′,j,m′ (1 6 j 6 k).

Then

Su,u′(m,m′) =
2−L(u+u′)

#Im#Im′

∑

i∈Im
i′∈Im′

∑

0 6=x∈Zk

|µ̂(x)|N(x).
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This is a finite sum, since N(x) = 0 for large x. Indeed, if N(x) > 1
then

|xj | 6
2u

di,j,m
+

2u
′

di′,j,m′

≪
2u+τm

dm
+

2u
′+τm′

dm′

. (4.1)

For j = 1, 2, . . . , k, we can bound the number of possibilities for tj , t
′
j

by

rj :=
2u+2−m

di,j,m
+ 1, r′j :=

2u
′+2−m′

di′,j,m′

+ 1,

respectively. Note that

rj ≪
2u+(τ−1)m

dm
, r′j ≪

2u
′+(τ−1)m′

dm′

.

To estimate N(x), we decompose N(x) = N1(x)+N2(x), where N1(x)
counts solutions with t, t′ parallel. Without loss of generality, we as-
sume that m 6 m′.

4.1. The partial-rank case. Since x 6= 0 we may, by symmetry,
assume that x1 6= 0. As nt + n′t′ = x for any solution counted by
N1(x), the vectors t and t′ must be multiples of x, with t1t

′
1 6= 0. The

count N1(x) is therefore bounded by the number of solutions to

t1n + t′1n
′ = x1.

Choosing the value of t1n /∈ {0, x1}, then applying the divisor bound
to determine t1, n, t

′
1, n

′, gives

N1(x) ≪ 2τm
(
2u+τm

dm
+

2u
′+τm′

dm′

)
.

4.2. The full-rank case. Since t, t′ are not parallel we may, be sym-
metry, assume that the first two rows of T are linearly independent. As
(t1, t2) 6= (0, 0), we may also assume that t1 6= 0. We begin by choosing
t1 6= 0, as well as t′1 and t2. Using that

t1n + t′1n
′ = x1, t2n + t′2n

′ = x2,

we see that
(t2t

′
1 − t1t

′
2)n

′ = t2x1 − t1x2.

The left hand side is non-zero, so

n′ | t2x1 − t1x2 6= 0.

Thus, by the divisor bound, the number of possibilities for n′ is at
most O(2(m+m′)τ ). After choosing n′, we can determine at most one
possibility for n via

t1n + t′1n
′ = x1,
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and at most one possibility for t′2 via

t2n + t′2n
′ = x2.

Choosing t3, . . . , tk will then determine t′3, . . . , t
′
k in at most one way.

The upshot is that

N2(x) ≪ r1r
′
1r2r3 · · · rk2

(m+m′)τ ≪

(
2u+(τ−1)m

dm

)k
2u

′+(τ−1)m′

dm′

2(m+m′)τ .

4.3. VTP conclusion. Combining our bounds on N1(x) and N2(x)
with (4.1) furnishes

∑

x 6=0

|µ̂(x)|N(x) ≪ 2O(τ)m′

(
2u

dm
+

2u
′

dm′

)k−dim
ℓ1 (µ)

(
2u−m

dm

)k
2u

′−m′

dm′

.

Now, taking L > 1 sufficiently large,

S(m,m′) ≪ 2O(τ)m′

(
1

dm
+

1

dm′

)k−dim
ℓ1 (µ)

(
2−m

dm

)k
2−m′

dm′

.

Therefore

E ≪
∑

m,m′6
logN

log 2

wmwm′

·

(
2O(τ)m′

(
1

dm
+

1

dm′

)k−dim
ℓ1 (µ)

(
2−m

dm

)k
2−m′

dm′

)

≪
∑

m,m′6
logN

log 2

wmwm′2O(τ)m′

(2m
′(k+1)/k)k−dim

ℓ1(µ)2m2m
′/k.

Since

EN(λ) ≍
∑

m6
logN

log 2

2mwm

whenever N is a power of two, and since τ is small, it remains to show
that

(1 + 1/k)(k − dimℓ1(µ)) + 1/k < 1.

This is nothing more than a rearrangement of (1.1). �

5. Completing the proofs

In this section, we establish Theorems 1.12, 1.13, 1.15, 1.17, 1.20,
and 1.22.
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5.1. Proof of Theorem 1.12. For the convergent Khinchin state-
ment, we may assume that

ψ(n) > (n log2 n)−1/k (n > 2).

Indeed, we may replace ψ by ψ̃, where ψ̃(n) = ψ(n)+ (n log2 n)−1/k for

n > 2, since ψ 6 ψ̃ and
∑

n ψ̃(n)
k <∞.

We use fn(x) = A∗
n(x;d) from (2.8) where, for n ∈ Dm,

d = (d, . . . , d), d = ψ(2m−1)/2m−1.

Then λ(fn) ≪ ψ(2m−1)k so, by the Cauchy condensation test and the
convergence of

∑∞
n=1 ψ(n)

k, we have (2.3). Moreover, we have fn ≫ 1
on

{x ∈ [0, 1)k : max{‖nx1 − y1‖, . . . , ‖nxk − yk‖} < ψ(n)}.

By Lemma 2.3, it remains to confirm the ETP.
For any ε > 0, Theorem 3.2 gives

∑

n∈Dm

(µ(fn)− λ(fn)) ≪ε (2
m−1)k+ε(ψ(2m−1)/2m−1)κ−ε.

For N = 2M − 1, we thus have

EN(µ)− EN(λ) ≪
∑

m6M−1

(2m−1)k−κ+2εψ(2m−1)κ−ε,

where κ = dimℓ1(µ). On the other hand,

EN (λ) ≫
∑

n6N

ψ(n)k >
∑

m6M−1

2m−1ψ(2m−1)k.

We see from (1.3) that if ε is sufficiently small then

nk−κ−1+2ε = o((n log2 n)(κ−ε−k)/k)

and hence
nk−κ−1+2ε = o(ψ(n)κ−ε−k).

Applying this to n = 2m−1, we now have

EN (µ)− EN(λ) ≪
∑

m6M−1

om→∞(2m−1ψ(2m−1)k)

= O(1) + o(EN (λ)),

as N = 2M − 1 → ∞. This verifies the ETP and completes the proof
of the Khinchin assertion.

For the convergent Gallagher statement, we may assume that

ψ(n) > (n logk+1 n)−1 (n > 2).
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Indeed, we may replace ψ by ψ̃, where ψ̃(n) = ψ(n) + (n logk+1 n)−1

for n > 2, since
∑

n ψ̃(n) log
k−1 n <∞.

We deploy the rectangular decomposition Cn from §2.4. Our smooth
approximation then satisfies fn ≫ 1 on A×

n and, since

λ(fn) ≪ ψ(2m−1) logk−1(1/ψ(2m−1)) ≪ ψ(2m−1)mk−1 (n ∈ Dm),

we have (2.3) by the Cauchy condensation test and the convergence of∑∞
n=1 ψ(n)(logn)

k−1. By Lemma 2.3, it remains to confirm the ETP.

Note that fn is a linear combination of ≍ logk−1(1/ψ(n)) many func-
tions A∗

n = A∗
n(d; ·), where

ψ(2m−1)

2m−1
6 dj 6

1

2m−1
(1 6 j 6 k), d1 · · · dk ≍

ψ(2m−1)

2k(m−1)
.

It therefore suffices to prove that
∑

n∈Dm

(µ(A∗
n)− λ(A∗

n)) = o(2m−1mk−1ψ(2m−1)).

Recall that µ = µ1 × · · · × µk, where each µj is a missing-digit
measure. By (1.2), there exists κ in the range

min{dimℓ1(µj) : 1 6 j 6 k} > κ > 1−
1

k + 1
.

For any fixed ε > 0, Theorem 3.1 gives
∑

n∈Dm

(µ(A∗
n)− λ(A∗

n)) ≪ (2m−1)k+ε
∑

i∈Im

(d1 · · · dk)
κ

≪ (2m−1)k+ε

(
ψ(2m−1)

2k(m−1)

)κ

.

Writing n = 2m−1, it remains to prove that if ε is sufficiently small
then

nk+ε(ψ(n)/nk)κ = o(nψ(n)).

This is equivalent to

nk(1−κ)−1+ε = o(ψ(n)1−κ),

which follows from the inequalities

ψ(n) >
1

n1+ε
, 1− κ <

1

k + 1

and the fact that ε is small. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.12.



DIOPHANTINE APPROXIMATION ON FRACTALS 27

5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.13. For the divergent Khinchin statement,
we use an admissible function system (fn)

∞
n=1 built from the admissible

set system in Example 2.5. Then λ(fn) ≫ ψ(2m)k so, by the Cauchy
condensation test and the divergence of

∑∞
k=1 ψ(n)

k, we have (2.4). For
any C > 1, we may apply Theorem 2.8 to obtain (2.5). We have the
ETP, in the same way as for the convergent Khinchin statement (see
§5.1). We also have VTP, by Theorem 4.1. Lemma 2.4 now completes
the proof of the divergent Khinchin assertion.

For the divergent Gallagher statement, we use an admissible function
system (fn)

∞
n=1 built from the admissible set system in Example 2.6.

Then λ(fn) ≫ ψ(2m)mk−1 so, by the Cauchy condensation test and the
divergence of the series

∑∞
k=1 ψ(n)(log n)

k−1, we have (2.4). For any
C > 1, we may apply Theorem 2.8 to obtain (2.5). We also have the
VTP, by Theorem 4.1. By Lemma 2.4, it remains to confirm the ETP.

By (1.1), there exists κ in the range

dimℓ1(µ) > κ > k −
k − 1

k + 1
.

For any fixed ε > 0, Theorem 3.2 gives

∑

n∈Dm

(µ(A∗
n)− λ(A∗

n)) ≪ (2m−1)k+O(τ+ε)

(
ψ(2m−1)1/k

2(m−1)

)κ

.

Writing n = 2m−1, it suffices to prove that if ε is sufficiently small then

nk+ε(ψ(n)1/k/n)κ = o(nψ(n)).

This is equivalent to

nk−1−κ+ε = o(ψ(n)(k−κ)/k),

which follows from the inequalities

ψ(n) >
1

n1+ε
, κ >

k2 + 1

k + 1
>

k2

k + 1

and the fact that ε is small. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.13.

5.3. Proof of Theorem 1.15. The proof is similar to that of the
Khinchin part of Theorem 1.12, but we now exploit the quantitative
error term in Theorem 3.2. Let µ be the Cantor–Lebesgue measure of
K. Note that µ is κ2-regular, where κ2 = dimH(K).

Our setup is similar to that of the Khinchin part of Theorem 1.12,
with ψ = ψt. For n ∈ Dm, the smooth function fn is supported on
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a union of balls of radius 2ψ(2m−1)/2m−1, and fn ≫ 1 on at set Sn

containing

An := {x ∈ [0, 1)k : max{‖nx1 − y1‖, . . . , ‖nxk − yk‖} < ψ(n)}.

Moreover, if z ∈ An then Br(z) ⊆ Sn, where

r = rm = ψ(2m−1)/2m.

As µ is κ2-regular, we now see that
⋃

n∈Dm
An ∩ K is covered by a

collection Bm of hypercubes B of diameter |B| ≍ r centred in K such
that ∑

B∈Bm

µ(B) ≪
∑

n∈Dm

µ(Sn) ≪
∑

n∈Dm

µ(fn).

Thus, by Theorem 3.2 and the κ2-regularity of µ, we have

rκ2
m#Bm ≪ε 2

m−1ψ(2m−1)k + (2m−1)k+εrκ−ε
m

for any constant ε > 0, where κ = dimℓ1(µ).
Now, for any fixed s > 0,
∑

B∈Bm

|B|s ≪ rsm#Bm ≪ rs−κ2
m (2m−1ψ(2m−1)k + (2m−1)k+εrκ−ε

m ).

By Theorem 1.14 and Lemma 2.2, it remains to show that
∞∑

m=1

2m−1rs−κ2
m ψ(2m−1)k <∞ (5.1)

and
(2m−1)k+εrκ−ε

m ≪ 2m−1ψ(2m−1)k, (5.2)

whenever ε is sufficiently small and

1

k
< t <

1

k
+ ε, s >

k + 1

t + 1
+ κ2 − k.

By the Cauchy condensation test, we have (5.1) if and only if
∞∑

n=1

(ψ(n)/n)s−κ2ψ(n)k <∞.

The latter indeed holds, since

(ψ(n)/n)s−κ2ψ(n)k = n(t+1)(κ2−s)−tk

and

(t + 1)(κ2 − s)− tk < (t+ 1)

(
k −

k + 1

t+ 1

)
− tk = −1.

With n = 2m−1, we can rewrite (5.2) as

nk+ε(ψ(n)/n)κ−ε ≪ nψ(n)k,
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which is equivalent to

ψ(n)k−κ+ε ≫ nk−1+2ε−κ.

By (1.3), the latter holds for any sufficiently small ε, since ψ(n) = n−t

and
κ− k

k
> k − 1− κ.

This confirms (5.2) and completes the proof of Theorem 1.15.

5.4. Proof of Theorem 1.17. Let us write

κ = dimℓ1(µ), κ2 = dimH(K).

For the upper bound we use the smooth function fn(x) = A∗
n(x;d)

from (2.8), where

d = (δ/N, . . . , δ/N), y = 0,

for each n ∈ [N, 2N) and each N ∈ N such that N 6 Q and Q/N is a
power of two. By Theorem 3.2, if ε > 0 then

∑

N6n<2N

µ(fn) ≪ε δ
kN +Nk+ε(δ/N)κ−ε.

To each (a, n) ∈ NK(2N − 1, δ) \ NK(N − 1, δ) we may associate a
hypercube B of diameter |B| ≍ δ/N centred in K, such that

∑

B

µ(B) ≪
∑

N6n<2N

µ(fn).

Using the κ2-regularity of µ, we thus obtain

#NK(2N − 1, δ)−#NK(N − 1, δ)

≪ (δ/N)−κ2(δkN +Nk+ε(δ/N)κ−ε)

= δk−κ2Nκ2+1 + δκ−κ2−εNκ2+k−κ+2ε,

and summing over N yields

#NK(Q, δ) ≪ δk−κ2Qκ2+1 + δκ−κ2−εQκ2+k−κ+2ε.

Now taking ε, η small, we see from (1.3) that if δ ≫ Q−η−1/k then
#NK(Q, δ) ≪ δk−κ2Qκ2+1.

For the lower bound we use fn(x) = A∗
n(x;d) from (2.8), with bump

function w supported on {1/2 6 |x| 6 1}, where

d = (δ/Q, . . . , δ/Q), y = 0,
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for each n ∈ [N, 2N). Here N = ⌊(Q − 1)/2⌋. By Theorem 3.2 and
(1.3), if ε > 0 is a sufficiently small constant then

∑

N6n<2N

µ(fn) > εδkN − ε−1Nk+ε(δ/N)κ−ε ≫ δkQ.

Finally, by (2.2),

#NK(Q, δ) ≫ (δ/Q)−κ2δkQ = δk−κ2Qκ2+1.

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.17.

5.5. Proof of Theorem 1.20. We take K = Kb,D with

D = {0, 1, . . . , b− 1}k−1 × {0, 1, . . . , a− 1},

for some positive integers a < b to be chosen. We write

κ = dimℓ1(µ), κ2 = dimH(K).

We may assume that η < 1/100. By Theorem A.1(b), if b is sufficiently
large then

κ2 − κ 6
k log(2 log b)

log b
< η3 =: ε.

By (2.1), if b is sufficiently large then there exists an integer a ∈ [1, b−1]
such that

k − κ2 = 1−
log a

log b
∈ (η/2, η).

Now that we have provided the construction, we proceed to estimate
#NK(Q, 0).

Let µ be the Cantor–Lebesgue measure of K. With δ ∈ (0, 1/2]
chosen in due course, we use the smooth function fn(x) = A∗

n(x;d)
from (2.8), where

d = (δ/N, . . . , δ/N), y = 0,

for each n ∈ [N, 2N) and each N ∈ N such that N 6 Q and Q/N is a
power of two. By Theorem 3.2,

∑

N6n<2N

µ(fn) ≪ δkN +Nk+ε(δ/N)κ−ε.

Reasoning as in §5.4, we obtain

#NK(Q, δ) ≪ δk−κ2Qκ2+1 + δκ−κ2−εQκ2+k−κ+2ε.

The choice δ = Q−2/η delivers #NK(Q, δ) ≪ Qk+η, which finishes the
proof because NK(Q, 0) 6 NK(Q, δ).
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5.6. Proof of Theorem 1.22. Observe that

WK
k (τ) = lim sup

m→∞
Am,

where

Am =
⋃

a/n∈K
n∈Dm

∏

j6k

(
aj − n−τ

n
,
aj + n−τ

n

)
(m ∈ N).

Put κ2 = dimH(K). By Corollary 1.18 and the κ2-regularity of µ, there
exists a constant η > 0 such that

µ(Am) ≪ (2m)(1+1/k)κ2−η−(1+τ)κ2 .

If τ is sufficiently close to 1/k, then (1+1/k)κ2− η− (1+ τ)κ2 < 0, so
∞∑

m=1

µ(Am) <∞.

By the first Borel–Cantelli lemma, we now have µ(WK
k (τ)) = 0. This

completes the proof of Theorem 1.22.

Appendix A. More about the Fourier ℓ1 dimension

In this appendix, we further discuss Fourier ℓ1 dimension for missing-
digit measures.

A.1. The Fourier ℓ1 dimension in special cases. In a natural,
wide class of special cases, we can rigorously estimate the Fourier ℓ1

dimension. Building on [22, Theorem 2.6], the following estimates were
demonstrated in [56, Theorem 2.15].

Theorem A.1 (Yu [56]). Let k ∈ N, and let µb,D be the Cantor–
Lebesgue measure of a missing-digit fractal Kb,D on [0, 1]k.

(a) Let t ∈ N. Then

lim inf
b→∞

#D>bk−t

dimℓ1(µb,D) = k.

In particular, if ε > 0 and b is sufficiently large, then

dimℓ1(µb,D) > k − ε

holds whenever #D = bk − 1.
(b) Let b > 4 be an integer, and suppose D has the form

D = [a1, b1]× [a2, b2]× · · · × [ak, bk] ∩ {0, . . . , b− 1}k.

Then

dimℓ1(µb,D) > dimH(Kb,D)−
k log(2 log b)

log b
.
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A.2. Estimating the Fourier ℓ1 dimension. Here we provide a gen-
eral algorithm to estimate the Fourier ℓ1 dimension of a missing-digit
measure µ = µb,P on [0, 1]k. The strategy comes from [22]. For x ∈ Rk,
define

g(x) =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

d∈{0,1,...,b−1}k

P(d)e(d · x)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
.

Since the Fourier transform of the distribution of a sum of indepen-
dent random variables is the product of the Fourier transforms of the
individual distributions, we have

|µ̂(x)| =
∞∏

j=1

g(b−jx). (A.1)

For L ∈ N and x ∈ Rk, define

SL(x) =

L−1∏

j=0

g(bjx).

Theorem A.2. If L ∈ N then

dimℓ1(µ) >

− log


sup

x

b−kL
bL−1∑

i1,...,ik=0

SL

(
x+

i

bL

)


log(bL)
.

Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that L = 1. Indeed,
if L > 2, then we can replace b by bL and P by the distribution of

L−1∑

j=0

d(j)bj ,

where the d(j) are independent random variables distributed according
to P. This leaves µ unchanged, and replaces SL by S1 = g.

It now suffices to prove that
∑

‖ξ‖∞6Q

|µ̂(ξ)| ≪ Qk−s (Q ∈ N),

where

s =

− log

(
sup
x

b−k

b−1∑

i1,...,ik=0

g

(
x+

i

b

))

log b
.
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Furthermore, we may assume that Q = bN − 1 for some N ∈ N. Thus,
it remains to show that

∑

‖ξ‖∞<bN

|µ̂(ξ)| ≪

(
sup
x

b−1∑

i1,...,ik=0

g

(
x+

i

b

))N

.

Arguing by induction, we establish the sharper and more general
inequality

sup
y

∑

‖ξ‖∞<bN

|µ̂(y + ξ)| 6

(
sup
x

b−1∑

i1,...,ik=0

g

(
x+

i

b

))N

,

for every integer N > 0. The case N = 0 is simply the fact that
|µ̂(y)| 6 1 for all y.

Let us now take N > 1, and assume the inequality with N − 1 in
place of N . By (A.1),

|µ̂(x)| = g(b−1x)|µ̂(b−1x)| (x ∈ Rk).

Writing ξ = ξ(1) + bξ(2) now gives
∑

‖ξ‖∞<bN

|µ̂(y + ξ)|

=
∑

‖ξ(1)‖∞<b

g(b−1y + b−1ξ(1))
∑

‖ξ(2)‖∞<bN−1

|µ̂(b−1y + b−1ξ(1) + ξ(2))|.

Thus, by the inductive hypothesis,
∑

‖ξ‖∞<bN

|µ̂(y + ξ)|

6
∑

‖ξ(1)‖∞<b

g(b−1y + b−1ξ(1))

(
sup
x

b−1∑

i1,...,ik=0

g

(
x+

i

b

))N−1

6

(
sup
x

b−1∑

i1,...,ik=0

g

(
x+

i

b

))N

.

This closes the induction and completes the proof. �

We expect that replacing the maximum with a minimum would give
rise to an upper bound. However, we also expect that a proof of this
would be technical and lengthy. Moreover, the lower bound is what
is needed for applications. For these reasons, we do not establish the
upper bound.
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Note by periodicity that the lower bound in Theorem A.2 is effec-
tively computable.
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