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POINT-WISE DOUBLING INDICES OF MEASURES AND ITS

APPLICATION TO BI-LIPSCHITZ CLASSIFICATION OF

BEDFORD-MCMULLEN CARPETS

HUI RAO, YAN-LI XU∗, AND YUAN ZHANG

Abstract. Doubling measure was introduced by Beurling and Ahlfors in 1956
and now it becomes a basic concept in analysis on metric space. In this paper, for a
measure which is not doubling, we introduce a notion of point-wise doubling index,
and calculate the point-wise doubling indices of uniform Bernoulli measures on
Bedford-McMullen carpets. As an application, we show that, except a small class
of Bedford-McMullen carpets, if two Bedford-McMullen carpets are bi-Lipschitz
equivalent, then they have the same fiber sequence up to a permutation.

1. Introduction

A Borel probability measure µ on a metric space is said to be doubling if

sup
x∈supp(µ), r>0

µ(B2r(x))

µ(Br(x))
< ∞,

where Br(x) denotes the open ball with center x and radius r, and supp(µ), the
support of µ, consists of x such that µ(Br(x)) > 0 for every r > 0.

Doubling measure is introduced by Beurling and Ahlfors [4] in 1956. Since then,
it is an important object in the analysis of metric spaces, see for instance [4,9,10,19]
etc. Usually, a measure is considered to be ‘nice’ if it is doubling. But if a measure
is not doubling, what can we say? The purpose of this paper is to study changing
rate of a non-doubling measure point-wisely. Precisely, we introduce the following
notion.

Definition 1.1. (Point-wise doubling index) Let µ be a measure on a metric
space (X, d). Let 0 < ρ < 1. Let ϕ : (0, 1) → R

+ be a strictly decreasing function
satisfying limr→0 ϕ(r) = ∞, which we call a gauge function. For z ∈ X , the upper
doubling index of µ at z (w.r.t. ϕ) is defined by

(1.1) δϕ(z;µ, ρ) = lim sup
r→0

sup
Bρr(z′)⊂Br(z)

log[µ(Br(z))/µ(Bρr(z
′))]

ϕ(r)
;
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the lower doubling index δϕ(z;µ, ρ) is obtained by replacing lim sup by lim inf in
(1.1). If the two values agree, the common value is called the doubling index and
denoted by δϕ(z;µ, ρ).

Remark 1.1. It is seen that if µ is a doubling measure, then δϕ(z;µ, ρ) ≡ 0 for all
z ∈ X .

In this paper, we calculate doubling indices of uniform Bernoulli measures on
Bedford-McMullen carpets, and we show that they are Lipschitz invariants. Thanks
to these new invariants, we obtain some remarkable new results concerning the bi-
Lipschitz classification of Bedford-McMullen carpets (see Theorem 1.3 and Theorem
1.4). Furthermore, we show that two Lipschitz equivalent Bedford-McMullen carpets
have the same fiber sequence up to a permutation except a small class (see Theorem
1.5).

Let n > m ≥ 2 be two integers and denote by diag(n,m) the 2 × 2 diagonal
matrix. Let D ⊂ {0, 1, . . . , n− 1} × {0, 1, . . . , m− 1}. For d ∈ D, set

(1.2) Sd(z) = diag(n−1, m−1)(z + d),

then {Sd}d∈D is an iterated function system (IFS), its invariant set E = K(n,m,D),
the unique non-empty compact set satisfying E =

⋃

d∈D Sd(E), is called a Bedford-
McMullen carpet (abbreviated as BM-carpet) [3, 16]. We denote by µE the unique
Borel probability measure supported on E satisfying

µE(·) =
1

#D
∑

d∈D

µE ◦ S−1
d (·),

and call µE the uniform Bernoulli measure of E, where #A denotes the cardinality
of a set A.

Recall that two metric spaces (X, dX) and (Y, dY ) are said to be Lipschitz equiv-
alent, denoted by (X, dX) ∼ (Y, dY ), if there exists a map f : X → Y which is
bi-Lipschitz, that is, there is a constant C > 0 such that

C−1dX(x, y) ≤ dY (f(x), f(y)) ≤ CdX(x, y), for all x, y ∈ X.

Recently, there are many works devoted to the Lipschitz classification of BM-
carpets, see [2, 12, 14, 17, 18, 20, 21]. It turns out that the classification is much
more complicated than the self-similar settings. Notably, there are a lot of Lipschitz
invariants, which divide the BM-carpets into many sub-families invariant under bi-
Lipschitz maps. The most well-known Lipschitz invariants are various dimensions,
such as Hausdorff dimension, box dimension, Assouad dimension, etc. Fraser and
Yu [8] showed that logm/ log n is a Lipschitz invariant, Rao, Yang and Zhang [18],
and Banaji and Kolossváry [2] showed that the multifractal spectrum of the uniform
Bernoulli measure on BM-carpet is a Lipschitz invariant, see also Huang, Rao, Wen
and Xu [11].

Let E = K(n,m,D) be a BM-carpet. We define

aj = #{i : (i, j) ∈ D}, j = 0, 1, . . . , m− 1,
2



and call (aj)
m−1
j=0 the fiber sequence of D. Throughout the paper, we denote

σ = logm/logn.

We say a BM-carpet is of non-doubling type if the associated uniform Bernoulli
measure is not doubling. Li, Wei and Wen [15] characterized when a Bernoulli
measure on a BM-carpet is doubling. According to their result, we have

Lemma 1.1. The uniform Bernoulli measure µE is not doubling if and only if
a0am−1 > 0, a0 6= am−1, and ajaj+1 > 0 for at least one j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , m− 2}.

For i = d1 . . .dk ∈ Dk, we define Si = Sd1 ◦ · · · ◦ Sdk
. Let z ∈ E, we call (dj)j≥1

a coding of z if {z} =
⋂

k≥1 Sd1...dk
([0, 1]2). For convenience, we denote dj = (xj , yj)

and we also write a coding as (x,y) = ((xj)j≥1, (yj)j≥1).

Definition 1.2 ( [14] [21]). We call z a double vertical coding point if z has two
codings (x,y) and (x′,y′) such that y 6= y′. Denote

(1.3) VE = {z ∈ E; z has double vertical codings}.
A BM-carpet E is said to satisfy the vertical separation condition (VSC) if VE = ∅.

Li, Li and Miao [14] proved that if E = K(n,m,D) and F = K(n,m,D′) are
totally disconnected, satisfy the VSC and share the same fiber sequence, then E ∼
F . Yang and Zhang [21] strengthen this result by showing that if a BM-carpet is
totally disconnected and satisfies the VSC, then it is Lipschitz equivalent to a certain
symbolic space.

Now we state our main results. For the lower doubling index, we have

Theorem 1.1. Let E = K(n,m,D) be a BM-carpet of non-doubling type and as-
sume that a0 > am−1. Let 0 < ρ < n−3 and let ϕ be a gauge function satisfying

(1.4) lim
k→∞

k

ϕ(n−k)
= s ∈ [0,+∞].

Then

δϕ(z;µE , ρ) =

{

s(1/σ − 1) log(a0/am−1), if z ∈ VE,

0, otherwise.

Remark 1.2. If the gauge function ϕ is too big such that the limit in (1.4) is zero,
then δϕ(z;µE, ρ) is constantly 0, and it is not interesting.

For j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , m− 1}, set Ωj = {(x,y) ∈ D∞; y ends with j∞}. Clearly
VE ⊂ Ω0 ∪ Ωm−1.

To compute the upper doubling index, we introduce a function β(k;ω), a kind of
reverse run length function for a ω ∈ D∞ at position k, in (3.7) of Section 3.

Theorem 1.2. Let E = K(n,m,D) be a BM-carpet of non-doubling type and as-
sume that a0 > am−1. Let ϕ be a gauge function satisfying

(1.5) lim
k→∞

k

ϕ(n−k)
= s ∈ (0,+∞].
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Let 0 < ρ < n−3. Let z ∈ E and let ω be a coding of z. Then
(i) If ω 6∈ Ω0 ∪ Ωm−1, then

δϕ(z;µE, ρ) = lim sup
k→∞

β(k;ω)

ϕ(n−k)
· log(a0/am−1).

(ii) If ω ∈ Ω0 ∪Ωm−1, then δϕ(z;µE, ρ) = s(1/σ− 1) log(a0/am−1) · 1VE
(z), where

1VE
is the indicator function of VE.

Remark 1.3. From the above two theorems, we see that under the assumption
(1.5), δϕ and δϕ are irrelevant with ρ. So from now on, we will use δϕ(z;µE) and

δϕ(z;µE) instead of δϕ(z;µE , ρ) and δϕ(z;µE , ρ) respectively.

Example 1.1. Let E = K(n,m,D) be a BM-carpet of non-doubling type and
assume that a0 > am−1. We are especially interested in the gauge functions ϕ(r) =
− log r and ϕ(r) = log | log r|.

(1) Let ϕ(r) = − log r, and denote δ = δϕ. Then

(1.6) δ(z;µE) =







lim sup
k→∞

β(k;ω)

k
· logn(a0/am−1), if ω /∈ Ω0 ∪ Ωm−1,

δmax · 1VE
(z), otherwise ,

where δmax = (log n)−1(1/σ − 1) log(a0/am−1), and δ(z;µE) = δmax · 1VE
(z).

Moreover, we can show that for µE-a.e. z ∈ E, δ(z;µE) = 0, and the range of
δ(z;µE) is [0, δmax]. (See Theorem 5.1.)

(2) Let ϕ(r) = log | log r|, and denote ∆ = δϕ. Then

(1.7) ∆(z;µE) =







lim sup
k→∞

β(k;ω)

log k
· log(a0/am−1), if ω /∈ Ω0 ∪ Ωm−1,

∞ · 1VE
(z), otherwise ,

and ∆(z;µE) = ∞ · 1VE
(z).

Moreover, we have that for µE-a.e. z ∈ E,

(1.8) ∆(z;µE) = − logp0(a0/am−1) := ∆aver ,

where p0 = a0/#D, which tells us that ϕ(r) = log | log r| is the gauge function for
almost every z ∈ E. (See Theorem 5.2.)

In the following, we use the point-wise doubling indices to construct new Lipschitz
invariants for classification of BM-carpets. We assume that E = K(n,m,D), F =
K(n,m,D′) are two BM-carpets. We use (aj)

m−1
j=0 and (a′j)

m−1
j=0 to denote the fiber

sequences of D and D′, respectively. Denote by µE and µF the uniform Bernoulli
measures of E and F respectively.

The following result shows that the VSC is a Lipschitz invariant.

Theorem 1.3. Let E = K(n,m,D), F = K(n,m,D′) be two BM-carpets of non-
doubling type. Let f : E → F be a bi-Lipschitz map. Then for any z ∈ E,

(1.9) δϕ(z;µE) = δϕ(f(z);µF ), δϕ(z;µE) = δϕ(f(z);µF ).
4



Consequently,
VF = f(VE) and dimH VE = dimH VF .

Especially, E satisfies the VSC (that is, VE = ∅) if and only if F does.

Using the Lipschitz invariants δmax, ∆aver and γmax (which is defined in Section
6), we show that

Theorem 1.4. Let E = K(n,m,D), F = K(n,m,D′) be two BM-carpets of non-
doubling type. Suppose E ∼ F . Then

(i) the fiber sequence of E is a permutation of that of F ;
(ii) we have a0 = a′0 and am−1 = a′m−1 if we assume without loss of generality that

a0 > am−1 and a′0 > a′m−1 .

We use Mt,v,d,r(n,m) to denote the class of BM-carpets which are totally discon-
nected (which is indicated by t) with expanding matrix diag(n,m), possess vacant
rows (indicated by v), are of doubling type (indicated by d), and logm/ logn is ra-
tional (indicated by r). It is well-known that these four properties are all Lipschitz
invariants.

Theorem 1.5. Let E = K(n,m,D), F = K(n,m,D′) be two BM-carpets which
are not in Mt,v,d,r(n,m). Then E ∼ F implies that the fiber sequence of E is a
permutation of that of F .

Remark 1.4. Let E = K(n,m,D) and F = K(n,m,D′) be two BM-carpets. We
remark that if they share the same fiber sequence up to a permutation, then µE and
µF share the same multifractal spectrum, and this further implies that they share
the same Hausdorff, box, Assouad and intermediate dimensions ( [2, 18]).

Remark 1.5. Set H = {i; (i, j), (i, j+1) ∈ D} and I = {i; (i, 0), (i,m−1) ∈ D}. It
is easy to show that if H 6= ∅ and #I ≥ 2, then dimH VE = log(#I)/logn; otherwise,
VE is either countable or empty.

Example 1.2. Let E = K(8, 4,D) and F = K(8, 4,D′) be two BM-carpets with
digit sets indicated in Fig.1. Notice that the fiber sequence of D is a permutation of
that of D′. They are indeed not Lipschitz equivalent, which can be obtained either
by dimH VE = 0 6= dimH VF = log 2/ log 8, or by a0 6= a′0.

(a) E: a0 = 3, am−1 = 2. (b) F : a′0 = 4, a′m−1 = 2.

Figure 1.
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Remark 1.6. Recently, there are a lot of works devoted to the Assouad dimension
of measures on metric spaces, see [6, 7, 13]. R. Anttila [1] introduced a notion of
pointwise Assouad dimension of a measure, which provides another pointwise index
of measures on metric spaces.

The paper is organized as follows. We recall some known results about approxi-
mate squares of BM-carpets in Section 2. In Section 3, we prove several important
lemmas. Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 are proved in Section 4. We give some
remarks on δ− log r and δlog | log r| in Section 5. We discuss an alternative point-wise
doubling index in Section 6. Theorems 1.3, 1.4 and 1.5 are proved in Section 7.

2. Estimates of measures of approximate squares

Let E = K(n,m,D) be a BM-carpet. Throughout the paper, we denote N = #D
and use the notation ℓ(k) = ⌊k/σ⌋, where ⌊x⌋ denotes the greatest integer no larger
than x. Clearly,

mℓ(k) ≤ nk < mℓ(k)+1.

For i ∈ Dk, we call Ei = Si(E) a cylinder of E of rank k.
For two words i, j, we use i ∗ j to denote the concatenation of i and j, and use

i ∧ j to denote the maximal common prefix of i and j, and denote by |i| the length
of i. Let w|q = w1 ∗ · · · ∗ wq be the prefix of w with length q. For z, z′ ∈ R

2, we
use d(z, z′) to denote the Euclidean distance between points z and z′. We define the
coding map π : D∞ → E given by π(ω) =

⋂

k≥1 Sω|k([0, 1]
2).

Let (x,y) = ((xi)i≥1, (yi)i≥1) ∈ D∞. For k ≥ 1, we set

(2.1) Qk(x,y) = π({(u,v) ∈ D∞; |x ∧ u| ≥ k and |y ∧ v| ≥ ℓ(k)}),

and call it the approximate square of E of rank k, or k-th approximate square of E.

Lemma 2.1 ( [3, 16]). If Qk(x,y) is a k-th approximate square of E, then

µE(Qk(x,y)) =

∏ℓ(k)
j=k+1 ayj
N ℓ(k)

, or µE(Qk(x,y)) =
1

Nk
if ℓ(k) = k.

Lemma 2.2. Let ω ∈ D∞ and let k ≥ 1, then

µE(Qk+1(ω))

µE(Qk(ω))
≥ C−1

0

where C0 = nN1+1/σ.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, we have

µE(Qk+1(ω))

µE(Qk(ω))
≥ 1

nN ℓ(k+1)−ℓ(k)
≥ 1

nN1+1/σ
,

and the lemma is proved. �
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3. Lemmas

In this section, we always assume that E is a BM-carpet of non-doubling type and
satisfies a0 > am−1. Let µ be the uniform Bernoulli measure on E, let 0 < ρ < n−3

and let ϕ be a gauge function.
Let z ∈ E and let ω = (x,y) be a coding of z. Let 0 < r < 1. Denote

(3.1) U(z; r, ρ) = sup
z′∈E,Bρr(z′)⊂Br(z)

µ(Br(z))

µ(Bρr(z′))
,

then δϕ(z;µ, ρ) = lim sup
r→0

logU(z; r, ρ)

ϕ(r)
, so does δϕ(z;µ, ρ).

In this section, we will always let k(r) be the integer such that

(3.2)
1

nk(r)+2
< r ≤ 1

nk(r)+1
.

Let

(3.3) Ξk(r)(z) = {Qk(r)(u,v); Qk(r)(u,v) ∩Br(z) 6= ∅}.
Since 2r < n−k(r), we conclude Ξk(r)(z) contains at most four elements, and they
locate in one row, or two adjacent rows of rank k(r).

Lemma 3.1. There is a constant C1 > 1 such that

(3.4) U(z; r, ρ) ≤ C1

max{µ(Q); Q ∈ Ξk(r)(z)}
min{µ(Q); Q ∈ Ξk(r)(z)}

and

(3.5) U(z;n3r, ρ) ≥ C−1
1

max{µ(Q); Q ∈ Ξk(r)(z)}
min{µ(Q); Q ∈ Ξk(r)(z)}

.

Proof. For simplicity, we write k := k(r).

(i) Let k0 be the integer such that
1

nk0+1
< ρ ≤ 1

nk0
. Pick z′ ∈ E such that

Bρr(z
′) ⊂ Br(z) and let ω′ be a coding of z′. Since diam(Qk+k0+4(ω

′)) <

√
m2 + 1

nk+k0+4
<

ρr, we have Qk+k0+4(ω
′) ⊂ Bρr(z

′), then by Lemma 2.2 we have
(3.6)

µ(Bρr(z
′)) ≥ µ(Qk+k0+4(ω

′)) ≥ 1

Ck0+4
0

µ(Qk(ω
′)) ≥ 1

Ck0+4
0

min{µ(Q); Q ∈ Ξk(z)},

where C0 is the constant in Lemma 2.2 and the last inequality holds by Qk(ω
′) ∈

Ξk(z) since Bρr(z
′) ⊂ Br(z) ⊂

⋃

Q∈Ξk(z)

Q.

On the other hand, µ(Br(z)) ≤ 4max{µ(Q); Q ∈ Ξk(z)}, and the first assertion
holds by setting C1 = 4Ck0+4

0 .
(ii) Clearly, Bn3r(z) contains all elements of Ξk(z) since n

3r > r+diam Q for each
Q ∈ Ξk(z) (we remark that it holds no matter Ξk(z) contains approximate squares
of rank k of two adjacent rows or the same row), then

µ(Bn3r(z)) ≥ max{µ(Q); Q ∈ Ξk(z)}.
7



Suppose Qk(ω
′) attains the minimal measure in Ξk(z). Since a1am−1 6= 0, there

exist (i1, 0), (i2, m− 1) ∈ D. Let z′ be the point with the coding

(ω′|ℓ(k))
(

i1
0

)(

i2
m− 1

)∞

.

Since ρn3r < n−(k+1), we have that Bρn3r(z
′)∩E is covered by at most two approx-

imate squares of rank k located in the same row as Qk(ω
′), hence

µ(Bρn3r(z
′)) ≤ 2min{µ(Q); Q ∈ Ξk(z)},

and the second assertion holds. �

Hereafter, we always assume that C1 is the constant in Lemma 3.1.

3.1. Reverse run length function. Let E = {j; aj > 0}. Denote a ∨ b =
max{a, b}. Now we define a kind of reverse run length function for a sequence
over D. Let p ∈ {0, m − 1} and ω = (x,y) ∈ D∞. For k ≥ 1, let hp(k;ω) be the
maximal integer h such that h ≤ ℓ(k) and yh 6= p. We define

β0(k;ω) =

{

ℓ(k)− (k ∨ h0(k;ω)), if yh0(k;ω) ∈ E + 1,

0, otherwise (including h0(k;ω) = 0);

βm−1(k;ω) =

{

ℓ(k)− (k ∨ hm−1(k;ω)), if yhm−1(k;ω) ∈ E − 1,

0, otherwise (including hm−1(k;ω) = 0).

Define

(3.7) β(k;ω) = β0(k;ω) ∨ βm−1(k;ω).

Lemma 3.2. There exists a constant C2 > 1 such that for any z = π(ω) ∈ E and
r ∈ (0, 1),

(3.8) U(z; r, ρ) ≤ C2

(

a0
am−1

)β(k(r);ω)

;

if β(k(r);ω) ≤ ℓ(k(r))− k(r)− 1, then

(3.9) U(z;n6r, ρ) ≥ C−1
2

(

a0
am−1

)β(k(r);ω)

.

Proof. For simplicity, we write k := k(r).
We first prove (3.8). Clearly Qk(ω) = Qk(x,y) ∈ Ξk(z). If all elements of Ξk(z)

are located in the same row as Qk(x,y), then (3.8) holds by the first assertion of
Lemma 3.1. So in the following we assume that there exists an approximate square
Qk(u,v) ∈ Ξk(z) which locates in a row adjacent to the row of Qk(x,y), in other
words, v|ℓ(k) is adjacent to y|ℓ(k) in the lexicographical order.

Case 1. yℓ(k) 6∈ {0, m− 1}.
8



In this case β(k;ω) = 0. Since v|ℓ(k) and y|ℓ(k) are adjacent in the lexicographic
order, we deduce that they differ only at the last letter. It follows that

(3.10)
1

n
≤ µ(Qk(x,y))

µ(Qk(u,v))
≤ n.

By Lemma 3.1, we have U(z; r, ρ) ≤ C1n. (3.8) holds in this case if we set C2 = C1n.

Case 2. yℓ(k) = 0 or m− 1.

Without loss of generality, we assume that yℓ(k) = 0.
If y ≺ v in the lexicographical order, then v|ℓ(k) = y|ℓ(k)−1 ∗ 1, so (3.10) holds,

which implies (3.8) holds as we did in Case 1.
If v ≺ y, then there exist h and j such that

y|ℓ(k) = y1 . . . yh−1 ∗ (j + 1) ∗ 0ℓ(k)−h, v|ℓ(k) = y1 . . . yh−1 ∗ j ∗ (m− 1)ℓ(k)−h.

Since β(k;ω) = 0 or ℓ(k)− k ∨ h, we deduce that

1

n
≤ µ(Qk(x,y))

µ(Qk(u,v))
≤ n

(

a0
am−1

)β(k;ω)

.

Therefore, by Lemma 3.1, no matter µ(Qk(x,y)) ≥ µ(Qk(u,v)) or not, we have

U(z; r, ρ) ≤ C1n

(

a0
am−1

)β(k;ω)

,

and (3.8) also holds in this case if we set C2 = C1n.
Next, we prove (3.9). Suppose β(k;ω) ≤ ℓ(k)− k − 1.
If β(k;ω) ≤ 4/σ, then (3.9) holds if we set C2 ≥ (a0/am−1)

4/σ.
Hence, in the following we assume without loss of generality that yℓ(k) = 0 and

β(k;ω) > 4/σ. At this time βm−1(k;ω) = 0 and β0(k;ω) = β(k;ω) ≤ ℓ(k)−(k+1),
then h := h0(k;ω) ≥ k + 1. By the definition of β(k;ω), there exists i′ such that
(i′, yh−1) ∈ D. Since am−1 > 0, there exists i′′ such that (i′′, m−1) ∈ D. We define
ω

′ = (u,v) as

ω
′ = ω|h−1 ∗

(

i′

yh − 1

)

∗
(

i′′

m− 1

)∞

:=

(

x′

y′

)

.

Let z′′ = π(ω′). Since z and z′′ belong to a same cylinder of E of rank h − 1 and

h− 1 ≥ k, we obtain d(z, z′′) ≤
√

1
n2k + m2

n2k < 1
nk−1 , so z′′ ∈ Bn3r(z).

We shall apply Lemma 3.1 to Bn3r(z) instead of Br(z). Notice that k(n3r) =
k(r)− 3 = k − 3, we define Ξ′

k−3(z) to be the collection of approximates squares of
rank (k − 3) intersecting Bn3r(z). Clearly Qk−3(ω), Qk−3(ω

′) ∈ Ξ′
k−3(z), moreover,

β(k;ω) > 4/σ implies h < ℓ(k − 3), then we have yℓ(k−3) = 0 and y′ℓ(k−3) = m − 1,

so Qk−3(ω) and Qk−3(ω
′) locate in different rows. By Lemma 2.1,

µ(Qk−3(ω))

µ(Qk−3(ω′))
≥ 1

n

(

a0
am−1

)β(k−3;ω)

≥ 1

n

(

a0
am−1

)−3/σ−1

·
(

a0
am−1

)β(k;ω)

,

which together with the second assertion of Lemma 3.1 imply (3.9) if we set C2 =
C1n(a0/am−1)

3/σ+1.
9



The lemma is proved for all cases by setting C2 = C1n(a0/am−1)
4/σ. �

Corollary 3.1. It holds that

(3.11) δϕ(z;µ, ρ) ≤ lim sup
k→∞

β(k;ω)

ϕ(n−k)
· log(a0/am−1).

Proof. Since k(r) runs over all integers as r runs over (0, 1), we have

δϕ(z;µ, ρ) = lim sup
r→0

logU(z; r, ρ)

ϕ(r)

≤ lim sup
k→∞

logC2 + β(k;ω) log

(

a0
am−1

)

ϕ(n−k−1))

≤ lim sup
k→∞

β(k;ω)

ϕ(n−k)
· log(a0/am−1),

where the last inequality holds since ϕ is decreasing, and the corollary is proved. �

4. Proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2

In this section, we assume the same assumptions on E = K(n,m,D) as Section
3.

Lemma 4.1. Let ϕ be a gauge function satisfying

(4.1) lim
k→∞

k

ϕ(n−k)
= s ∈ (0,+∞].

Let z = π(ω) ∈ E. If ω ∈ Ω0 ∪ Ωm−1, then

δϕ(z;µ, ρ) = s(1/σ − 1) log(a0/am−1) · 1VE
(z).

Proof. Case 1. z 6∈ VE .

Without loss of generality, let us assume that y ends with 0∞. Write y =
y1 · · · yn00

∞ where yn0 6= 0 for some n0 ∈ N.
Let L be the horizontal line containing z. Since z is not a double vertical coding

point, any cylinder of E of rank n0 below L does not contain z. Let K be the union
of cylinders of E of rank n0 below L, then dist(z,K) > 0.

Let r < dist(z,K). Let k = k(r) be defined in (3.2). Furthermore we choose r
small so that k > n0, then z locates at the bottom of Qk(ω), so Ξk(z) consists of at
most two approximate squares of rank k in the same row, and one of them is Qk(ω).
It follows that U(z; r, ρ) ≤ C1n by Lemma 3.1. Therefore δϕ(z;µ, ρ) = 0.

Case 2. z ∈ VE.

Let ω
′ = (x′,y′) be another coding of z such that y′ 6= y. Without loss of

generality, let us assume that

y = y1 . . . yn0(j + 1)0∞, y′ = y1 . . . yn0j(m− 1)∞,
10



for some n0 ∈ N. Pick r > 0 and let k = k(r) be defined in (3.2). We choose r small
so that k > n0. Notice that Qk(x,y), Qk(x

′,y′) ∈ Ξk(z), and β(k;ω) = ℓ(k) − k.
By Lemma 3.1 we have

U(z;n3r, ρ) ≥ C−1
1

(

a0
am−1

)β(k;ω)

,

thus, using ϕ(n3r) ≤ ϕ(n−k), we have

δϕ(z;µ, ρ) ≥ lim
k→∞

ℓ(k)− k

ϕ(n−k)
log(a0/am−1) = s(1/σ − 1) log(a0/am−1).

The other direction inequality is due to Corollary 3.1. The lemma is proved. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Pick z ∈ E. Let ω = (x,y) be a coding of z. If ω ∈
Ω0 ∪ Ωm−1, the theorem holds by Lemma 4.1.

Now we assume that ω 6∈ Ω0 ∪ Ωm−1. Then y does not end in 0∞ and (m− 1)∞.
Let (yjt)t≥1 be a subsequence of y = (yj)j≥1 satisfying that

(yjt, yjt+1) 6= (0, 0) and (m− 1, m− 1), t ≥ 1.

Let kt be the smallest integer such that jt + 1 ≤ ℓ(kt), then β(kt;ω) ≤ 1/σ + 2.
Set rt = n−kt−1. By the first assertion of Lemma 3.2, we have

δϕ(z;µ, ρ) ≤ lim inf
t→∞

logC2 + (1/σ + 2) log(a0/am−1)

ϕ(n−kt−1)
= 0.

The theorem is proved. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Item (ii) is a consequence of Lemma 4.1. In the following,
we prove Item (i). Moreover, by Corollary 3.1, we only need to show that

(4.2) δϕ(z;µ, ρ) ≥ lim sup
k→∞

β(k;ω)

ϕ(n−k)
log(a0/am−1), for ω 6∈ Ω0 ∪ Ωm−1.

Let z = π(ω) ∈ E with ω 6∈ Ω0 ∪ Ωm−1.
Suppose β(k;ω) = ℓ(k) − k holds for infinitely many k. Let h be the largest

integer such that h ≤ k − 1 and yh+1 6= 0. Then β(h;ω) = ℓ(h)− h− 1. Therefore,
there exists a subsequence (kj)j≥1 of integers such that β(kj;ω) = ℓ(kj) − kj − 1.
set rj = 1/nkj+1. By the second assertion of Lemma 3.2, we have

δϕ(z;µ, ρ) ≥ lim sup
j→∞

logU(z;n6rj, ρ)

ϕ(n6rj)
≥ lim sup

j→∞

logC−1
2 + β(kj;ω) log(a0/am−1)

ϕ(n−kj+5)

= lim sup
j→∞

ℓ(kj)− kj − 1

ϕ(n−kj+5)
log(a0/am−1) = s(1/σ − 1) log(a0/am−1),

so the lemma holds in this case since lim sup
k→∞

β(k;ω)
ϕ(n−k)

≤ s(1/σ − 1).

Suppose there exists k0 ∈ N such that β(k;ω) ≤ ℓ(k) − k − 1 holds for k ≥ k0.
Set rk = 1/nk+1. Similar as above, applying Lemma 3.2 to k ≥ k0 instead of kj, we
have

δϕ(z;µ, ρ) ≥ lim sup
k→∞

β(k;ω)

ϕ(n−k+5)
log(a0/am−1) ≥ lim sup

k→∞

β(k;ω)

ϕ(n−k)
log(a0/am−1).
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(The last equality holds since ϕ is decreasing.) This proves (4.2) as well as the item
(i). �

5. Remarks on δ− log r and δlog | log r|

Recall that δ = δ− log r and ∆ = δlog | log r| (See Example 1.1).

5.1. Run length. Let θ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , m−1}. Set ω = (x,y) ∈ D∞ with y = (yj)j≥1,
and let lθ(k;y) be the run length of the letter θ in y at the position k, i.e., lθ(k;y) = t
if yk = · · · = yk+t−1 = θ and yk+t 6= θ. By convention we set lθ(k;y) = 0 if yk 6= θ.
It is well known that

Lemma 5.1 (Billingsley [5]). Let Σ = {0, 1, . . . , m− 1}. Let p = (p0, . . . , pm−1) be
a probability weight which allows pj = 0. Let νp be the Bernoulli measure on Σ∞

associated with p, then for all pθ 6= 0,

νp

({

y ∈ Σ∞; lim sup
k→∞

lθ(k;y)

− logpθ k
= 1

})

= 1.

Definition 5.1 (Modified run length). Let θ0 ∈ Σ be a fixed letter. Define
lθ0,θ(k,y) = t if yk−1 = θ0, yk = · · · = yk+t−1 = θ and yk+t 6= θ; otherwise, set
lθ0,θ(k,y) = 0.

By the same argument as the proof of Lemma 5.1, one can show that

Lemma 5.2. Let Σ = {0, 1, . . . , m − 1}. Let p = (p0, . . . , pm−1) be a probability
weight which allows pj = 0. Let νp be the Bernoulli measure on Σ∞ associated with
p. If pθ0 6= 0 and pθ 6= 0, then

νp

({

y ∈ Σ∞; lim sup
k→∞

lθ0,θ(k;y)

− logpθ k
= 1

})

= 1.

Let P be the uniform Bernoulli measure on D∞.

Lemma 5.3. Let E = K(n,m,D) be a BM-carpet of non-doubling type. Assume
that a0 > am−1. Then

P

({

ω ∈ D∞; lim sup
k→∞

β(k;ω)

− logp0 k/σ
= 1

})

= 1,

where p0 = a0/#D.

Proof. Pick θ0 such that θ0, θ0 − 1 ∈ E . Let L ≥ 1 be an integer and set ǫ = 1/L.
Denote

HL,1 = [(x,y) ∈ D∞ : l0(k;y) + lm−1(k;y) < (1 + ǫ) log k/(− log p0) eventually] ,

HL,2 = [(x,y) ∈ D∞ : lθ0,0(k;y) ≥ (1− ǫ) log k/(− log p0) infinitely often] .

Since p0 > pm−1, by Lemma 5.1 we have P(HL,1) = 1. On the other hand, we have
P(HL,2) = 1 by Lemma 5.2. Let HL = HL,1 ∩HL,2, then P(HL) = 1.

Fix ω = (x,y) ∈ HL. For k large enough, we have

β(k;ω) ≤ l0(ℓ(k)−β(k;ω)+1;y)+lm−1(ℓ(k)−β(k;ω)+1;y) ≤ (1+ǫ) log ℓ(k)/(− log p0)
12



eventually since ω ∈ HL,1. It follows that

(5.1) lim sup
k→∞

β(k;ω)

− logp0 k/σ
≤ 1 + ǫ.

On the other hand, by ω ∈ HL,2, there exists infinite many h such that

lθ0,0(h;y) ≥ (1− ǫ) log h/(− log p0).

Set k = σ(h−1+(1−ǫ)(− logp0 h)), we obtain β(k;ω) ≥ (1−ǫ) log h/(− log p0))−1.
It follows that

(5.2) lim sup
k→∞

β(k;ω)

− logp0 k/σ
≥ 1− ǫ.

Set H =
⋂

L≥1HL, then H has full measure, and each ω ∈ H ,

lim sup
k→∞

β(k;ω)

− logp0 k/σ
= 1.

The lemma is proved. �

5.2. Remarks on δ and ∆.

Theorem 5.1. Let E = K(n,m,D) be a BM-carpet of non-doubling type. Assume
that a0 > am−1. Then for µE-a.e. z ∈ E, δ(z;µE) = 0, and the range of δ(z;µE) is
[0, δmax].

Proof. By Lemma 5.3,

lim sup
k→∞

β(k;ω)

k
= 0

for P-a.e. ω ∈ D∞, hence δ(z;µE) = 0 for µE-a.e. z ∈ E by (1.6) in Example 1.1
and Theorem 1.1.

Next, we prove that {δ(z;µE); z ∈ E} = [0, δmax]. Pick t ∈ [0, δmax], let t′ =
t/logn(a0/am−1). Since E is of non-doubling type, there exist (i′, j), (i, j + 1) ∈ D
and (i0, 0) ∈ D.

Take an integer p1 > σ/(1− σ), and set pk+1 = ℓ(pk) for k ≥ 1. Then pk → ∞ as
k → ∞. Set

(5.3) ω =

(

i0
0

)p1 ∞
∏

k=1





(

i

j + 1

)ℓ(pk)−pk−⌊t′pk⌋
(

i0
0

)⌊t′pk⌋


 ,

and let z = π(ω). Then for k ≥ p1,

β(k;ω) ≤ t′k and β(pk;ω) = ⌊t′pk⌋.
So by (1.6), we have

(5.4) δ̄(z;µE) =

(

lim sup
k→∞

β(k;ω)

k

)

logn(a0/am−1) = t′ logn(a0/am−1) = t.

�
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Theorem 5.2. Let E = K(n,m,D) be a BM-carpet of non-doubling type. Assume
that a0 > am−1. Then for µE-a.e. z ∈ E,

(5.5) ∆(z;µE , ρ) = − logp0(a0/am−1)

where p0 = a0/#D.

Proof. Clearly µE({z ∈ E; z = π(ω) with ω ∈ Ω0 ∪ Ωm−1}) = 0. So the theorem is
a direct consequence of Lemma 5.3 and (1.7). �

6. A point-wise doubling index γ

In this section, we define an alternative point-wise doubling index.
Let µ be a measure on a metric space X . Fix 0 < ρ < 1. For z ∈ X , the upper

doubling index of µ at z is defined by

γ(z;µ, ρ) = lim sup
r→0

sup
Bρr(z′)⊂Br(z)

log µ(Bρr(z
′))

logµ(Br(z))
;

similarly, we define γ(z;µ, ρ). If the two values agree, we denote it by γ(z;µ, ρ).

Let E = K(n,m,D) be a BM-carpet, and µ be the uniform Bernoulli measure on
E. Denote N = #D, and denote

γmax =
logN − (1− σ) log am−1

logN − (1− σ) log a0
.

Theorem 6.1. Let E = K(n,m,D) be a BM-carpet of non-doubling type. Assume
that a0 > am−1. Let 0 < ρ < n−3. Then γ(z;µ, ρ) ∈ [1, γmax] and γmax is attainable.

Proof. Let z ∈ E and let ω be a coding of z. Pick 0 < r < 1. Let k = k(r) be the

integer such that
1

nk(r)+2
< r ≤ 1

nk(r)+1
and let

(6.1) Ξk(z) := {Qk(u,v); Qk(u,v) ∩Br(z) 6= ∅}

as in Section 3.
Let z′ ∈ E and Bρr(z

′) ⊂ Br(z). By the first assertion of Lemma 3.2, we have

(6.2)
log µ(Bρr(z

′))

logµ(Br(z))
≤ − logU(z; r, ρ)

logµ(Br(z))
+ 1 ≤ − logC2 − β(k;ω) log(a0/am−1)

log(4 ·max{µ(Q); Q ∈ Ξk(z)})
+ 1

where the last inequality holds since Ξk(z) is a cover of Br(z).
Let Qk(u,v) be an approximate square located in a row adjacent to the row of

Qk(ω). By analysing the three cases that v|ℓ(k) equals to y|ℓ(k)−1 ∗ vℓ(k), y|h−1 ∗ vh ∗
0ℓ(k)−h, or y|h−1 ∗ vh ∗ (m− 1)ℓ(k)−h, we have

µ(Qk(u,v)) ≤
n(a∗)ℓ(k)−k−β(k;ω)a

β(k;ω)
0

N ℓ(k)
,
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where a∗ = max
j∈E

aj . It follows that

(6.3)
log µ(Bρr(z

′))

log µ(Br(z))
≤

− logC2 + log

(

am−1

a0

)β(k;ω)

log(4n) + log
(a∗)ℓ(k)−k−β(k;ω)a

β(k;ω)
0

N ℓ(k)

+ 1.

It is easy to show that after removing the unimportant constants − logC2 and
log(4n), the right hand side of the above formula attains maximum when β(k;ω) =
ℓ(k)− k. Hence

(6.4) γ(z;µ, ρ) ≤ lim sup
k→∞



log

(

am−1

a0

)ℓ(k)−k
(

log
a
ℓ(k)−k
0

N ℓ(k)

)−1

+ 1



 = γmax.

By the second assertion of Lemma 3.2, if β(k;ω) ≤ ℓ(k)− k − 1, we have

(6.5)

sup
z′∈E,B

ρn6r(z
′)⊂B

n6r(z)

log µ(Bρn6r(z
′))

log µ(Bn6r(z))
=

− logU(z;n6r, ρ)

log µ(Bn6r(z))
+ 1

≥ logC2 − β(k;ω) log(a0/am−1)

log(max{µ(Q); Q ∈ Ξk(z)})
+ 1

where the last inequality holds since Bn3r(z) covers every element of Ξk(z).
Let ω be a point in D∞ such that β(k;ω) = ℓ(k) − k − 1 for infinitely many k.

For example, the ω in (5.3) will do with a slight adjustment for t′ = 1/σ − 1. Let
z = π(ω). By (6.5) we have

(6.6) γ(z;µ, ρ) ≥ lim
j→∞







logC2 + log
(

am−1

a0

)ℓ(kj)−kj−1

log(a∗) + log
a
ℓ(kj )−kj−1

0

Nℓ(kj )

+ 1






= γmax.

The theorem is proved. �

Remark 6.1. Under the assumption of Theorem 6.1, one can show that
(i) If ω ∈ Ω0 ∪ Ωm−1, then γ(z;µ, ρ) = max{γmax · 1VE

(z), 1}.
(ii) γ(z;µ, ρ) = max{γmax · 1VE

(z), 1}.
(iii) For µ-a.e. z ∈ E, γ(z;µ, ρ) = 1.

7. Proofs of Theorems 1.3, 1.4 and 1.5

In this section, we always assume that E = K(n,m,D), F = K(n,m,D′) are two
BM-carpets and f : E → F is a bi-Lipschitz map with Lipschitz constant c0. We
use (aj)

m−1
j=0 and (a′j)

m−1
j=0 to denote the fiber sequences of D and D′, respectively.

Denote N = #D and N ′ = #D′. Denote s = #{j; aj > 0} and s′ = #{j; a′j > 0}.
Let

(7.1) a∗1 > a∗2 > · · · > a∗p̃

be the distinct non-zero terms of (aj)
m−1
j=0 , and let Mi be the occurrence of a∗i , let

(7.2) b∗1 > b∗2 > · · · > b∗q̃
15



be the distinct non-zero terms of (a′j)
m−1
j=0 , and let M ′

i be the occurrence of b∗i .
Denote by µE and µF the uniform Bernoulli measures of E and F respectively.

Huang et al. [11] obtained the following Theorem, see also Rao et al. [18].

Theorem 7.1 ( [11, 18]). Let E and F be two BM-carpets. If f : E → F is a
bi-Lipschitz map, then µF ◦ f is equivalent to µE, namely, there exists ζ > 0 such
that

(7.3) ζ−1µE(A) ≤ µF (f(A)) ≤ ζµE(A)

for any Borel set A ⊂ E. Consequently, µE and µF have the same multifractal
spectrum.

By the above result, Rao et al. [18] characterized when µE and µF have the same
multifractal spectrum, see also Banaji et al. [2].

Theorem 7.2 ( [2, 18]). Let E = K(n,m,D) and F = K(n,m,D′) be two BM-
carpets. Then µE and µF have the same multifractal spectrum if and only if

(7.4) p̃ = q̃ and
a∗i
b∗i

=

(

M ′
i

Mi

)1/σ

=

(

s′

s

)1/σ

=

(

N

N ′

)1/(1−σ)

, for i = 1, . . . , p̃.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Without loss of generality, we assume that a0 > am−1 > 0
and a′0 > a′m−1 > 0. Let ζ be the constant in Theorem 7.1 with respect to E and F .
Let f : E → F be a bi-Lipschitz map with a Lipschitz constant c0.

Firstly, we prove (1.9). Pick any z ∈ E. Let 0 < r < 1. Then

f(Bc−1
0 r(z)) ⊂ Br(f(z)) ⊂ f(Bc0r(z)).

By Theorem 7.1, we have

(7.5) ζ−1µE(Bc−1
0 r(z)) ≤ µF (Br(f(z))) ≤ ζµE(Bc0r(z)).

Let 0 < ρ < n−3c−2
0 . Pick any ω′ ∈ F satisfying Bρr(ω

′) ⊂ Br(f(z)). Similar as
(7.5), we have

(7.6) ζ−1µE(Bc−1
0 ρr(f

−1(ω′))) ≤ µF (Bρr(ω
′)) ≤ ζµE(Bc0ρr(f

−1(ω′))).

By (7.5) and (7.6), we have

log

(

µF (Br(f(z)))

µF (Bρr(ω′))

)

≤ log ζ2 + log

(

µE(Bc0r(z))

µE(Bc−1
0 ρr(f

−1(ω′)))

)

.

Since Bρr(ω
′) ⊂ Br(f(z)), we have Bc−1

0 ρr(f
−1(ω′)) ⊂ Bc0r(z), so

δϕ(f(z);µF , ρ) ≤ δϕ(z;µE, c
−2
0 ρ);

by symmetry, we have δϕ(z;µE , ρc
2
0) ≤ δϕ(f(z);µF , ρ). Finally, since δϕ is irrelevant

with ρ, we obtain
δϕ(z;µE) = δϕ(f(z);µF ).

Clearly, the above equality also holds if we replace δϕ by δϕ. (1.9) is proved.
Let δ = δ− log r, then δ(z;µE) = δmax · 1VE

(z). Hence, z ∈ VE if and only if
δ(z;µE) > 0, if and only if δ(f(z);µF ) > 0, if and only if f(z) ∈ VF . This proves
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VF = f(VE). In particular, VE = ∅ if and only if VF = ∅, that is, E satisfies the
VSC if and only if F does. �

Remark 7.1. Under the assumption of Theorem 1.3, we also have

(7.7) γ(z;µE) = γ(f(z);µF ).

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Without loss of generality, we assume that a0 > am−1 > 0
and a′0 > a′m−1 > 0. By Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 1.3, we have δE,max = δF,max,
then

(7.8)
a0

am−1
=

a′0
a′m−1

.

Similarly, by Theorem 6.1 and Remark 7.1 we have γE,max = γF,max, thus

(1− σ) log(a0/am−1)

logN − (1− σ) log a0
=

(1− σ) log(a′0/a
′
m−1)

logN ′ − (1− σ) log a′0

by using γE,max − 1 = γF,max − 1, summing up with (7.8) implies that

(7.9)
a0
a′0

=
am−1

a′m−1

=

(

N

N ′

)
1

1−σ

.

By Theorem 5.2, we have

∆(z;µE , ρ) = − logp0(a0/am−1) for µE-a.e. z ∈ E,

∆(f(z);µF , ρ) = − logp′0(a
′
0/a

′
m−1) for µF -a.e. f(z) ∈ F ,

where p′0 = a′0/N
′. So logp0(a0/am−1) = logp′0(a

′
0/a

′
m−1) by (1.9) with ∆ = δlog | log r|

and it follows that
a0
N

= p0 = p′0 =
a′0
N ′

,

which together with (7.9) imply N = N ′. By (7.4) and (7.9), the theorem is proved.
�

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let E and F be two BM-carpets and E ∼ F .
If E and F are of non-doubling type, the theorem holds by Theorem 1.4. If E and

F do not possess vacant rows, then s = s′ = m, thus N = N ′ by (7.4) in Theorem
7.2, the theorem holds in this case. Hence, in the following, we always assume that
E, F ∈ Mv,d.

If E and F are not totally disconnected, since both E and F possess vacant rows,
all connected components of E and F are horizontal line segments of length 1, then
a∗1 = (a′1)

∗ = n, thus N = N ′ by (7.4) in Theorem 7.2, and the theorem holds in
this case. This proves that the theorem holds provided E, F 6∈ Mt,v,d.

Finally, by [18, Theorem 1.4], the theorem holds in the case that E, F ∈ Mt,v,d

and logm/ logn is irrational. The theorem is proved. �
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