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A MULTIFRACTAL ANALYSIS FOR STERN-BROCOT INTERVALS,
CONTINUED FRACTIONS AND DIOPHANTINE GROWTH RATES

MARC KESSEBÖHMER AND BERND O. STRATMANN

ABSTRACT. In this paper we obtain multifractal generalizations of classical results by
Lévy and Khintchin in metrical Diophantine approximationsand measure theory of con-
tinued fractions. We give a complete multifractal analysisfor Stern–Brocot intervals, for
continued fractions and for certain Diophantine growth rates. In particular, we give detailed
discussions of two multifractal spectra closely related tothe Farey map and the Gauss map.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENTS OF RESULT

In this paper we give a multifractal analysis for Stern–Brocot intervals, continued frac-
tions and certain Diophantine growth rates. We apply and extend the multifractal formal-
ism for average growth rates of [12] to obtain a complete multifractal description of two
dynamical systems originating from the set of real numbers.

Recall that the process of writing an elementx of the unit interval in its regular contin-
ued fraction expansion

x = [a1(x), a2(x), a3(x), . . .] =
1

a1(x) +
1

a2(x) +
1

a3(x) + · · ·
can be represented either by a uniformly hyperbolic dynamical system which is based on
an infinite alphabet and hence has infinite topological entropy, or by a non-uniformly hy-
perbolic dynamical system based on a finite alphabet and having finite topological entropy.
Obviously, for these two systems the standard theory of multifractals (see e.g. [25]) does
not apply, and therefore an interesting task is to give a multifractal analysis for these two
number-theoretical dynamical systems. There is a well known result which gives some in-
formation in the generic situation, that is for a set of full1-dimensional Lebesgue measure
λ. Namely withpn(x)/qn(x) := [a1(x), a2(x), . . . , an(x)] referring to then-th approxi-
mant ofx, we have forλ-almost everyx ∈ [0, 1),

ℓ1(x) := lim
n→∞

2 log qn(x)∑n
i=1 ai(x)

= 0.

Note that by employing the analogy between regular continued fraction expansions of real
numbers and geodesics on the modular surface, the number2 log qn(x) can be interpreted
as the ’hyperbolic length’ associated with the approximantpn(x)/qn(x). Also, the parame-
tern represents the word length associated withpn(x)/qn(x) with respect to the dynamical
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system on the infinite alphabet, whereas
∑n

i=1 ai(x) can be interpreted as the word length
associated withpn(x)/qn(x) with respect to the dynamical system on the finite alphabet.
There are two classical results by Khintchin and Lévy [16], [17], [14], [15] which allow
a closer inspection of the limitℓ1. That is, forλ-almost everyx ∈ [0, 1) we have, with
χ := π2/(6 log 2),

ℓ2(x) := lim
n→∞

∑n
i=1 ai(x)

n
= ∞ and ℓ3(x) := lim

n→∞

2 log qn(x)

n
= χ.

Clearly, dividing the sequence inℓ3 by the sequence inℓ2 leads to the sequence inℓ1.
Therefore, if we define the level sets

Li(s) := {x ∈ [0, 1) : ℓi(x) = s} for s ∈ R ,

then these classical results by Lévy and Khintchin imply forthe Hausdorff dimensions
(dimH ) of these level sets

dimH(L1(0)) = dimH(L2(∞) ∩ L3(χ)) = 1.

A natural question to ask is what happens to this relation between these Hausdorff dimen-
sions for prescribed non-generic limit behavior. Our first main results in this paper will
give an answer to this question. Namely, withγ := (1 +

√
5)/2 referring to the Golden

Mean, we show that for eachα ∈ [0, 2 log γ] there exists a numberα♯ = α♯(α) ∈ R∪{∞}
such that, with the conventionα♯(0) := ∞ and0 · α♯(0) := χ,

dimH(L1(α)) = dimH(L2(α
♯) ∩ L3(α · α♯)).

Furthermore, for the dimension functionτ given by

τ(α) := dimH(L1(α)),

we show thatτ can be expressed explicitly in terms of the Legendre transform P̂ of a
certain pressure functionP , referred to as the Stern–Brocot pressure. For the functionP
we obtain the result that it is real-analytic on the interval(−∞, 1) and vanishes on the
complement of this interval. We then show that the dimensionfunction τ is continuous
and strictly decreasing on[0, 2 log γ], that it vanishes outside the interval[0, 2 log γ), and
that forα ∈ [0, 2 log γ] we have

α · τ(α) = −P̂ (−α).

Before we state the main theorems, let us recall the following classical construction of
Stern–Brocot intervals (cf. [29], [2]). For eachn ∈ N0, the elements of then-th member
of the Stern–Brocot sequence

Tn :=

{
sn,k
tn,k

, k = 1, . . . , 2n + 1

}

are defined recursively as follows.

• s0,1 := 0 and s0,2 := t0,1 := t0,2 := 1;
• sn+1,2k−1 := sn,k and tn+1,2k−1 := tn,k, for k = 1, . . . , 2n + 1;
• sn+1,2k := sn,k + sn,k+1 and tn+1,2k := tn,k + tn,k+1, for k = 1, . . . 2n.

With this ordering of the rationals in[0, 1] we define the setTn of Stern–Brocot intervals
of ordern by

Tn :=

{
Tn,k :=

[
sn,k
tn,k

,
sn,k+1

tn,k+1

)
: k = 1, . . . , 2n

}
.
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Clearly, for eachn ∈ N0 we have thatTn represents a partition of the interval[0, 1). The
first members in this sequence of sets are the following, and it should be clear how to
proceed with this list using the well known method of mediants.

T0 =
{[

0
1 ,

1
1

)}

T1 =
{[

0
1 ,

1
2

)
,
[
1
2 ,

1
1

)}

T2 =
{[

0
1 ,

1
3

)
,
[
1
3 ,

1
2

)
,
[
1
2 ,

2
3

)
,
[
2
3 ,

1
1

)}

T3 =
{[

0
1 ,

1
4

)
,
[
1
4 ,

1
3

)
,
[
1
3 ,

2
5

)
,
[
2
5 ,

1
2

)
,
[
1
2 ,

3
5

)
,
[
3
5 ,

2
3

)
,
[
2
3 ,

3
4

)
,
[
3
4 ,

1
1

)}

...
...

As already mentioned above, crucial in our multifractal analysis will be the Stern–Brocot
pressure functionP , which is defined forθ ∈ R by

P (θ) := lim
n→∞

1

n
log

∑

T∈Tn

|T |θ .

In here|T | refers to the length of the intervalT . We will see thatP is a well defined convex
function (cf. Proposition 4.1). One immediately verifies that

P (θ) = lim
n→∞

1

n
log

2n∑

k=1

(
sn,k+1

tn,k+1
− sn,k

tn,k

)θ

= lim
n→∞

1

n
log

2n∑

k=1

(
1

tn,k · tn,k+1

)θ

.

The following theorem gives the first main results of this paper. In here,P̂ refers to the
Legendre transform ofP , given forσ ∈ R by P̂ (σ) := supθ∈R{θσ − P (θ)}.

Theorem 1.1. (see Fig. 1.1)

(1) The Stern–Brocot pressureP is convex, non-increasing and differentiable through-
outR. Furthermore,P is real–analytic on the interval(−∞, 1) and is equal to0
on [1,∞).

(2) For everyα ∈ [0, 2 log γ] there existα∗ = α∗(α) ∈ R andα♯ = α♯(α) ∈ R∪{∞}
related byα·α♯ = α∗ such that, with the conventionsα∗(0) := χ andα♯(0) := ∞,

dimH (L1(α)) = dimH

(
L2(α

♯) ∩ L3(α
∗)
)
(=: τ(α)) .

Furthermore, the dimension functionτ is continuous and strictly decreasing on
[0, 2 log γ], it vanishes outside the interval[0, 2 log γ), and forα ∈ [0, 2 log γ] we
have

α · τ(α) = −P̂ (−α),

whereτ(0) := limαց0 −P̂ (−α)/α = 1. Also, for the left derivative ofτ at
2 log γ we havelimαր2 log γ τ

′ (α) = −∞.

In order to state the second main result, recall that the elements ofTn cover the interval
[0, 1) without overlap. Therefore, for eachx ∈ [0, 1) andn ∈ N there exists a unique
Stern–Brocot intervalTn(x) ∈ Tn containingx. The intervalTn(x) is covered by two
neighboring intervals fromTn+1, a left and a right subinterval. IfTn+1(x) is the left of
these then we encode this event by the letterA, otherwise we encode it by the letterB.
In this way everyx ∈ [0, 1) can be described by a unique sequence of nested Stern–
Brocot intervals of any order that containx, and therefore by a unique infinite word in
the alphabet{A,B}. It is well known that this type of coding is canonically associated
with the continued fraction expansion ofx (see Section 2 or [13] for further details). In
particular, this allows to relate the level setsL1 andL3 to level sets given by means of the
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FIGURE 1.1. The Stern–Brocot pressureP and the multifractal spec-
trum τ for ℓ1.

Stern–Brocot growth rateℓ4 of the nested sequences(Tn(x)), and to level sets of certain
Diophantine growth ratesℓ5 and ℓ6 (cf. Section 3). These growth rates are given by
(assuming the limits exist)

ℓ4(x) := lim
n→∞

log |Tn(x)|
−n

,

ℓ5(x) := lim
n→∞

2 log
∣∣∣x− pn(x)

qn(x)

∣∣∣
−∑n

i=1 ai(x)
and ℓ6(x) := lim

n→∞

2 log
∣∣∣x− pn(x)

qn(x)

∣∣∣
−n

.

Theorem 1.2. We have that

ℓ1 = ℓ4 = ℓ5 and ℓ3 = ℓ6.

By Theorem 1.1, it therefore follows that for eachα ∈ [0, 2 log γ],

dimH (L4(α)) = dimH (L5(α)) = dimH

(
L2(α

♯) ∩ L6(α
∗)
)
= τ(α).

Obviously, Theorem 1.1 and 1.2 are about the dynamical system associated with the
finite alphabet, which is closely related to the Farey map. Our third main result gives a
multifractal analysis for the system based on the infinite alphabet, which is closely related
to the Gauss map. In here the relevant pressure function is the Diophantine pressurePD,
given by

PD(θ) := lim
k→∞

1

k
log

∑

[a1,...,ak]

qk ([a1, . . . , ak])
−2θ for θ >

1

2
.

Theorem 1.3. (see Fig. 1.2)The functionPD has a singularity at1/2, andPD is de-
creasing, convex and real-analytic on(1/2,∞). Furthermore, forα ∈ [2 log γ,∞) we
have

dimH (L3(α)) = dimH (L6(α)) =
P̂D(−α)

−α
=: τD(α).

The dimension functionτD is real-analytic on(2 log γ,∞), it is increasing on[2 log γ, χ]
and decreasing on[χ,∞). In particular,τD has a point of inflexion at some point greater
thanχ and a unique maximum equal to1 atχ. Also,limα→∞ τD (α) = 1/2, limαց2 log γ τD (α) =
0, andlimαց2 log γ τ

′
D = ∞.
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FIGURE 1.2. The Diophantine pressurePD and the multifractal spec-
trum τD for ℓ3.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we first recalltwo ways to code elements
of the unit interval by means of finite and infinite alphabets,both using the modular group.
These codings are canonically related to regular continuedfraction expansions, and we end
the section by commenting on a 1-1 correspondence between Stern–Brocot sequences and
finite continued fraction expansions. In Section 3 we introduce certain cocycles which are
relevant in our multifractal analysis. In particular, we give various estimates relating these
cocycles with the geometry of the modular codings and with the sizes of the Stern–Brocot
intervals. This will then enable us to prove the first part of Theorem 1.2. Section 4 is
devoted to the discussion of several aspects of the Stern–Brocot pressure and its Legendre
transform. In Section 5 we give the proof of Theorem 1.1, which we have split into the
partsLower bounds, Upper boundsandDiscussion of boundary points. Finally, in Section
6 we give the proof of Theorem 1.3 by showing how to adapt our general multifractal
formalism to the situation here. Also, we have included an appendix in which we briefly
recall some of the cornerstones of the general multifractalformalism of [12] which are
relevant also in this paper.

Throughout, we shall use the notationf ≪ g to denote that for two non-negative func-
tionsf andg we have thatf/g is uniformly bounded away from infinity. Iff ≪ g and
g ≪ f , then we writef ≍ g.

Remark 1.1. We remark that one immediately verifies that the results of Theorem 1.1
and Theorem 1.2 can be expressed in terms of the Farey mapf acting on[0, 1], and then
τ represents the multifractal spectrum of the measure of maximal entropy (see e.g. [23]).
Likewise, the results of Theorem 1.3 can be written in terms of the Gauss mapg, and then
in this terminologyτD describes the Lyapunov spectrum ofg. For the definitions off and
g and for a discussion of their relationship we refer to Remark2.1.

Remark 1.2. Since the theory of multifractals started through essays ofMandelbrot [18],
[19], Frisch and Parisi [7], and Halsey et al. [8], there has been a steady increase of the
literature on multifractals and calculations of specific multifractal spectra. For a compre-
hensive account of the mathematical work we refer to [26], [25]. Essays which are closely
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related to the work on multifractal number theory in this paper are for instance [3], [9],
[22], and [23].

2. THE GEOMETRY OFMODULAR CODINGS BY FINITE AND INFINITE ALPHABETS

Let Γ := PSL2 (Z) refer to the modular group acting on the upper half-planeH. It is
well known thatΓ is generated by the two elementsP andQ, given by

P : z 7→ z − 1 and Q : z 7→ −1

z
.

PSfrag replacements

z′0

F

R(F ) R2(F )

i

0 1

FIGURE 2.1. A fundamental domainF for PSL2 (Z) and the images
underR andR2.

Defining relations forΓ areQ2 = (PQ)3 = {id.}, and a fundamental domainF for Γ is
the hyperbolic quadrilateral with vertices ati, 1+i, {∞} andz′0 := (1+i

√
3)/2. ForR :=

QP such thatR : z 7→ −1/(z − 1), one easily verifies thatΓ0 := Γ/ 〈R〉 is a subgroup of
Γ of index3 and thatF0 is a fundamental domain forΓ0, for F0 := F ∪ R(F ) ∪ R2(F )
the ideal triangle with vertices at0, 1 and{∞} (see Fig. 2.1). Consider the two elements
A,B ∈ Γ given by

A :=
(
Q−1PQ

)
: z 7→ z

z + 1
and B :=

(
P−1A−1P

)
: z 7→ −1

z − 2
,

and letG denote the free semi-group generated byA andB. It is easy to see that for
z0 := A(z′0) = B(z′0) = (1 + i/

√
3)/2 we have that the Cayley graph ofG with respect

to z0 coincides with the restriction to

{z ∈ H: 0 ≤ Re(z) ≤ 1, 0 < Im(z) ≤ 1/2}

of the the Cayley graph ofΓ0 with respect toz0 (see Fig. 2.2).
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Finite Coding. Let Σ := {A,B}N denote the full shift space on the finite alphabet
{A,B}, and assume thatΣ is equipped with the usual left-shiftσ : Σ → Σ. We clearly
have thatΣ is isomorphic to the completion ofG, where the completion is taken with
respect to a suitable metric onG (see [6]). One then easily verifies that the canonical map

π : Σ → [0, 1],

(x1, x2, . . .) 7→ lim
n→∞

x1 · · ·xn(z0),

is 1–1 almost everywhere, that is 2–1 on the rationals in[0, 1] and 1–1 onI, whereI refers
to the irrational numbers in[0, 1]. Note that for eachn ∈ N, the Stern–Brocot sequence
Tn+1 coincides with the set of vertices at infinity of{g(F0) : g ∈ G of word lengthn}.

PSfrag replacements

z′0

z0

A(z0)

AA(z0)
AAA(z0)

BB(z0)
BBB(z0)AB(z0) BA(z0)

B(z0)

1/21/3

1/4

2/31/4 3/43/52/50 1

×
×

×

××

×

× ××× ×××

×

×

×

T2,2T2,1 T2,3 T2,4

T3,2T3,1 T3,3 T3,4 T3,5 T3,6 T3,7 T3,8

F0

A(F0) = B(F0)

FIGURE 2.2. Part of the Cayley graph rooted atz0, forΓ0(z0) restricted
to [0, 1]× R

+, and the Stern–Brocot intervals of order2 and3.

Infinite Coding. For the infinite alphabetA := {Xn : n ∈ N, X ∈ {A,B}} we define
the shift space of finite type

Σ∗ :=
{
(Xn1 , Y n2 , Xn3 , . . .) : {X,Y } = {A,B}, (ni) ∈ N

N
}
,

which we assume to be equipped with the usual left-shiftσ∗ : Σ∗ → Σ∗. Then there exists
a canonical bijectionπ∗ given by

π∗ : Σ∗ → I

(y1, y2, . . .) 7→ lim
k→∞

y1y2 · · · yk(z0).



8 MARC KESSEBÖHMER AND BERND O. STRATMANN

This coding is closely related to the continuous fraction expansion. Namely, ify =
(Xn1 , Y n2 , Xn3 , . . .) then

π∗ (y) =

{
[n1 + 1, n2, n3, . . .] for X = A
[1, n1, n2, . . .] for X = B.

Also, if S : [0, 1] → [0, 1] ands : Σ∗ → Σ∗ are given by, forx ∈ [0, 1] and{X,Y } =
{A,B},

S(x) := (1− x) and s (Xn1 , Y n2 , Xn3, . . .) := (Y n1 , Xn2 , Y n3 , . . .) ,

then we have by symmetryS ◦ π∗ = π∗ ◦ s.

Remark 2.1. Note that the finite coding is in 1-1 correspondence to the coding of [0, 1] via

the inverse branchesf1 andf2 of theFarey mapf, which are given byf1(x) = x/(x+ 1)

andf2(x) = 1/(x + 1). One easily verifies thatf1 = A andf2 ◦ S = B, and hence

Σ can be interpreted as arising from a ‘twisted Farey map’. Similarly one notices that

Σ∗ is closely related to the coding of[0, 1] via the infinitely many branches of the Gauss

mapg(x) := 1/x mod 1. More precisely, we have that the dynamical system(I, g) is

a topological 2–1 factor of the dynamical system(Σ∗, σ∗), that is the following diagram

commutes.

Σ
∗

σ
∗

//

π
∗

��

Σ
∗

π
∗

��

I
π
∗
◦σ

∗
◦(π∗)−1

//

f

��

I

f

��

I
g

// I

Stern–Brocot sequences versus continued fractions.We end this section by showing
that there is a 1–1 correspondence between elements of the Stern–Brocot sequence and
finite continued fraction expansions. This will turn out to be useful in the sequel.

Forn ≥ 2, letAn
k refer to the set allk-tuples of positive integers which add up ton and

whosek-th entry exceeds1. That is,

(2.1) An
k :=

{
(a1, a2, . . . , ak) ∈ N

k :

k∑

i=1

ai = n, ak 6= 1

}
.

Sinceak 66= 1, we can identify an element(a1, . . . , ak) ∈ An
k in a unique way with the

finite continued fraction expansion[a1, a2, . . . ak]. Also, one easily verifies that for1 ≤
k ≤ n− 1,

(2.2) card (An
k ) =

(
n− 2

k − 1

)
.

Lemma 2.1. For all n ≥ 2 we have

n−1⋃

k=1

⋃

An
k

[a1, a2, . . . ak] = Tn−1 \ Tn−2 =

{
sn−1,2ℓ

tn−1,2ℓ
: 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ 2n−2

}
.
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Furthermore, if(sn,k/tn,k) = [a1, a2, . . . , am] ∈ Tn then its two siblings inTn+1 are, for
{m, l} = {2k, 2k − 2},
sn+1,m

tn+1,m
= [a1, a2, . . . , am−1, am + 1] and

sn+1,l

tn+1,l
= [a1, a2, . . . , am−1, am − 1, 2] .

Proof. For the first part of the lemma note that the second equality follows by definition of
Tn. The first equality is obtained by induction as follows. We clearly have{[2]} = T1\T0.
Then assume that the assertion holds forn−1. Since the setsTn areS–invariant it follows
for n ≥ 3,

Tn−1 \ Tn−2 =
⋃

x∈Tn−2\Tn−3

A(x) ∪BS(x).

For[a1, . . . , ak] ∈ Tn−2\Tn−3 we have by the inductive assumption that
∑k

i=1 ai = n−1,
and hence

A ([a1, . . . , ak]) =
1

1/ [a1, . . . , ak] + 1
= [a1 + 1, a2, . . . , ak] ∈ An

k ,

BS ([a1, . . . , ak]) =
1

1 + [a1, . . . , ak]
= [1, a1, a2, . . . , ak] ∈ An

k+1.

Combining the two latter observation we obtain

Tn−1 \ Tn−2 ⊂
n−1⋃

k=1

⋃

An
k

[a1, a2, . . . , ak] .

Therefore, since

card (Tn−1 \ Tn−2) = card (Tn−1)− card (Tn−2) = 2n−2

=

n−1∑

k=1

(
n− 2

k − 1

)
= card

(
n−1⋃

k=1

An
k

)
,

the first part of the lemma follows.
For the second part note that by the above

[a1, a2, . . . , am + 1] , [a1, a2, . . . , am − 1, 2] ∈ Tn+1 \ Tn.

Therefore, since[a1, a2, . . . , am + 1], [a1, a2, . . . , am], [a1, a2, . . . , am − 1, 2] are consec-
utive neighbors inTn+1, the lemma follows. �

Remark 2.2. We remark thatP can be written alternatively also in terms of denominators
of approximants as follows

P (θ) = lim
n→∞

1

n
log

n∑

k=1

∑

(a1,...,ak)∈An
k

qk ([a1, . . . , ak])
−2θ

.

In order to see this note that forθ ≤ 0,

2n∑

k=1

(tn,ktn,k+1)
−θ ≤ 2

2n−1∑

k=1

(tn,2k)
−2θ ≤

2n+1∑

k=1

(tn+1,ktn+1,k+1)
−θ

.

On the other hand, using the recursive definition oftn,k, we have forθ > 0,

2n−1∑

k=1

(tn−1,ktn−1,k+1)
−θ ≥

2n−1∑

k=1

(tn,2k)
−2θ ≥ (n+ 1)−θ

4

2n+1∑

k=1

(tn+1,ktn+1,k+1)
−θ

.
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Therefore, by taking logarithms, dividing byn and lettingn tend to infinity, we obtain

P (θ) = lim
n→∞

1

n
log

2n−1∑

k=1

(tn,2k)
−2θ .

Hence, using Lemma 2.1, the result follows.

3. DYNAMICAL COCYCLES VERSUSBROCOT-STERN SEQUENCES

In this section we introduce some dynamical cocycles which will be crucial in our mul-
tifractal analysis. We give some estimates which relate these cocycles with the underlying
geometry, which then allows to prove the first part of Theorem1.2.

Recall that the Poisson kernelP for the upper half-plane is given by

P : (z, ξ) 7→ Im (z)

(Re (z)− ξ)
2
+ Im (z)

2 for z ∈ H, ξ ∈ R.

With z0 as defined in Section 2, the cocycleI : Σ → [0,∞) associated with the finite
alphabet is given by

I(x) := |log (P (x1(z0), π (x)))− log (P (z0, π (x)))| for x = (x1, x2, . . .) ∈ Σ.

Clearly, I is continuous with respect to the standard metric. Note thatit is well known
thatSnI(x) :=

∑n
i=1 I

(
σi (x)

)
is equal to the hyperbolic distance ofz0 to the horocycle

throughx1x2 · · ·xn (z0) based atπ(x).
Similarly, the cocycleI∗ : Σ∗ → [0,∞) associated with the infinite alphabet is defined

by, for y = (Xn1 , Y n2 , . . .) ∈ Σ∗ with {X,Y } = {A,B},

I∗(y) := |log (P (Xn1Y (z0), π
∗ (y)))− log (P (z0, π

∗ (y)))| .

Also, S∗
kI

∗(y) :=
∑k

i=1 I
∗
(
(σ∗)

i
(y)
)

is equal to the the hyperbolic distance ofz0 to

the horocycle based atπ∗(y) containing eitherXn1Y n2 · · ·XnkY (z0) (for k odd) or
Xn1Y n2 · · ·Y nkX (z0) (for k even).
Finally, we introduceN : Σ∗ → N which is given byN ((Xn1 , Y n2 , . . .)) := n1. Note
thatS∗

kN(y) =
∑k

i=1 ni, for y = (Xn1 , Y n2 , . . .) ∈ Σ∗.

Lemma 3.1. For eachn ∈ N andx ∈ I such thatπ−1(x) = (x1, x2, ...) ∈ Σ we have,
wheremn(x) := max{k : xn+1−i = xn for i = 1, ..., k},

|Tn(x)| ≍ mn(x) e
−d(z0,x1...xn(z0)).

Proof. Forn = 1 the statement is trivial. Forn ≥ 2, we first consider the casemn(x) = 1.
If g := x1...xn−1 ∈ G, theng−1(Tn(x)) is equal to eitherT1,1 (for xn = A) or T1,2 (for
xn = B). Also, note that for the modulus of the conformal derivative we have∣∣∣

(
g−1

)′
(ξ)
∣∣∣ ≍ ed(z0,g(z0)) for ξ ∈ Tn(x).

Combining these two observations, we obtain

|Tn(x)| ≍
∣∣g′|[0,1]

∣∣ ≍
∣∣∣
(
g−1

)′ |Tn(x)

∣∣∣
−1

≍ e−d(z0,g(z0)) ≍ e−d(z0,gxn(z0)).

This proves the assertion formn(x) = 1.
For the general situation we only consider the casex1 · · ·xn = Ay1By2 · · ·Byk . The

remaining cases can be dealt with in a similar way. Thenmn(x) = yk, and by the above it
follows, for l :=

∑k−1
i=1 yi,

|Tl+1(x)| ≍ e−d(z0,x1···xl+1(z0)).
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Also note that by the hyperbolic triangle inequality and a well known estimate for the
hyperbolic distance between two points on a horosphere (cf.[6], [30]), we have for1 <
m ≤ yk,

ed(z0,x1···xl+m(z0)) ≍ ed(z0,x1···xl(z0))ed(x1···xl(z0),x1···xl+m(z0)) ≍ m2ed(z0,x1···xl+1(z0)).

Finally, one easily verifies that, for1 < m ≤ yk,

(3.1) |Tl+m(x)| ≍
∞∑

k=m

k−2 |Tl+1(x)| ≍ m−1 |Tl+1(x)| .

Combining the three latter observations, the statement of the lemma follows. �

Corollary 3.2. For eachn ∈ N andx ∈ I such thatπ−1(x) = (x1, x2, ...) ∈ Σ, we have

|SnI(x) + log |Tn(x)|| ≪ logn.

Lemma 3.3. For eachk ∈ N andx ∈ I we have, withnk := S∗
kN

(
(π∗)

−1
(x)
)

,

|Tnk+1(x)| ≍ exp
(
−S∗

kI
∗
(
(π∗)

−1
(x)
))

≍ qk(x)
−2.

Proof. We only consider the casek even andX = A. The remaining cases are obtained in
a similar way. Letg := Ay1By2 · · ·Ayk ∈ G. First note that we clearly have

qk(x)
−2 ≍ e−d(z0,g(z0)).

Combining this with the fact that forξ ∈ Tn+1(x) we have

exp(−d(z0, g(z0))) ≍ exp
(
−S∗

kI
∗
(
(π∗)

−1
(ξ)
))

(which is an immediate consequence of the fact that onTn+1(x) we have thatexp
(
S∗
kI

∗ ◦ (π∗)
−1
)

is comparable to|
(
g−1

)′ |), it follows

e−S∗

kI
∗((π∗)−1(x)) ≍ qk(x)

−2.

Finally note that by Lemma 3.1 and sinceexp (d (z0, gB(z0))) ≍ exp (d (z0, g(z0))), we
have

|Tn+1(x)| ≍ e−d(z0,gB(z0)) ≍ e−d(z0,g(z0)).

Combining these estimates, the lemma follows. �

We are now in the position to prove the first part of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of first part of Theorem 1.2.The equalityℓ3 = ℓ6 is an immediately consequence
of the following well known Diophantine inequalities (see e.g. [14]), which hold for all
x ∈ [0, 1] andk ∈ N,

(3.2)
1

qk(x) (qk+1(x) + qk(x))
<

∣∣∣∣x− pk(x)

qk (x)

∣∣∣∣ <
1

qk(x)qk+1(x)
.

In order to prove the equalitiesℓ1 = ℓ4 = ℓ5, fix x ∈ I andk ∈ N, and letnk :=

S∗
kN

(
(π∗)

−1
(x)
)

. Forn ∈ N with S∗
kN

(
(π∗)

−1
(x)
)
< n ≤ S∗

k+1N
(
(π∗)

−1
(x)
)

,

letm := mn(x) (see Lemma 3.1). Combining (3.1) and Lemma 3.3, it follows that

|Tnk+m (x)|−1 ≍ m · q2k.
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Using the fact that(a + log (c+ 1))/(b + c) ≤ a/b for all a, b > 0 andc ≥ 0, we obtain
that there exists a constantC > 0 such that

− log |Tyk+m (x)|
yk +m

≥ 2 log qk(x) − C

yk+1
≥ 2 log qk+1(x)

yk+1
− log (m+ 1) + C

yk +m
,

− log |Tyk+m (x)|
yk +m

≤ 2 log qk(x) + log (m+ 1) + C

yk +m
≤ 2 log qk(x) + C

yk
.

This gives thatℓ1 = ℓ4. Then using (3.2) we also derive the remaining equality. �

4. ANALYTIC PROPERTIES OFP AND P̂

In this section we give a discussion of the Stern–Brocot pressureP and its Legendre
transformP̂ . The main properties ofP andP̂ are summarized in the following proposition.
In hereCn := {Cn(x) : x ∈ Σ} refers to the set of alln–cylinders

Cn (x) := {y ∈ Σ : yi = xi, i = 1, . . . , n} .
Proposition 4.1.

(1) The Stern–Brocot pressureP coincides with the homological pressureP , which is
given by

P(θ) := lim
n→∞

1

n
log

∑

C∈Cn

exp

(
sup
x∈C

Sn (−θI) (x)

)
for θ ∈ R.

(2) P is convex and non-increasing onR and real-analytic on(−∞, 1).
(3) P (θ) = 0, for all θ ≥ 1.
(4) P is differentiable throughoutR.
(5) The domain of̂P is equal to[−α+, 0], where

−α+ := lim
t→−∞

P (θ)

θ
= −2 log γ.

(6) We havelimαց0 P̂ (−α) /(−α) = 1.

(7) We havelimαր2 log γ

(
−P̂ (−α)

)
= 0.

(8) We havelimθ→−∞ P (θ) + 2θ log γ = 0.

For the proofs of (7) and (8) the following lemma will turn outto be useful.

Lemma 4.2. For eachx := [a1, a2, a3, . . .] ∈ (0, 1) andk ∈ N0 we have, withτ0 = 0,
τk :=

∑k
i=1 ai for k ≥ 1, andρ := 1− γ−6,

qk(x) ≤ γτkρτk−k−1.

Proof. We give an inductive proof of the slightly stronger inequality

(4.1) qk(x) ≤ γτkρτk−kρδ1,ak
−1,

in which δ denotes the Kronecker symbol.
First note thatq0 ≡ 1, q1([1, . . .]) = 1 ≤ γ1ρ1−1, and if a1 ≥ 2 then one immediately
verifies thatq1 [a1, . . .] = a1 ≤ γa1ρa1−1ρ−1. Also, we have

(4.2) qk(γ − 1) = qk([1, 1, 1, . . .]) = fk ≤ γk = γτkρτk−k,

wherefk =
(
γk − (−γ)

−k
)
/
√
5 denotes thek-th member of the Fibonacci sequence.

Now suppose that (4.1) holds for somek ≥ 1 and for all0 ≤ m ≤ k. It is then sufficient
to consider the following two cases.
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(1) If ak+1 = 1 such thatan ≥ 2 andan+i = 1, for all i = 1, . . . , l and some
n ≤ k andl ≥ k − n + 1, thenqn−1(x) ≤ γτn−1ρτn−1−n+1ρ−1 andqn(x) ≤
γτnρτn−nρ−1. Hence, an elementary calculation gives

qn+l(x) = fl+1qn(x) + flqn−1(x)

≤ fl+1γ
τnρτn−nρ−1 + flγ

τn−1ρτn−1−n+1ρ−1

≤ γτn+lρτn+l−n−l

(
ρ−1

(
fl+1

γl
+

fl
γan+lρan−1

))

≤ γτn+lρτn+l−n−l

(
ρ−1

(
fl+1

γl
+

fl

γl (γρ)
2

))

︸ ︷︷ ︸
≤1

.

(2) If ak+1 = 2, then eitherai = 1 for i = 1, . . . , k, or there existsn ≤ k such that
an ≥ 2 andai = 1 for all i with n < i ≤ k. In the first case we use (4.2), whereas
in the second case we employ (1), and obtain

qk+1 ([a1, . . . , ak, 2]) = qk+2 ([a1, . . . , ak, 1, 1])

≤ γτk+1ρτk+1−k−1ρ−1.

Forak+1 > 2 the inequality follows by induction overak+1, using (1) and the fact
thatqk+1 ([a1, . . . , ak, ak+1]) = qk+2 ([a1, . . . , ak+1 − 1, 1]).

�

Before giving the proof of Proposition 4.1, we remark that the statements in (7) and (8)
are in fact equivalent. Nevertheless, we shall prove these two statements separately, where
the proof of (7) primarily uses ergodic theory, whereas the proof of (8) is of elementary
number theoretical nature.
Proof of Proposition 4.1.

ad (1) The assertion is an immediate consequence of Corollary 3.2 and Lemma 3.3.
ad (2) In [12], Theorem 1.2, it is shown thatP is real-analytic on(−∞, 1), convex and

non-increasing. Therefore, using (1)P also has this property.
ad (3) By definition ofP we haveP (1) = 0. Since by (2)P is non-increasing, it is

sufficient to show thatP is non-negative. Indeed, we have

P (θ) = lim
n→∞

1

n
log

2n∑

k=1

|Tn,k|θ ≥ lim
n→∞

1

n
log |Tn,1|θ = lim

n→∞

−θ

n
log (n+ 1) = 0.

ad (4) For the left derivativeP−(1) of P at1 we have (cf. [12], p. 164)

P−(1) =
−
∫
I∗ dµ∗

1∫
N dµ∗

1

.

In hereµ∗
1 refers to the unique Gibbs measure onΣ∗ for whichµ∗

1 (C
∗
n (y)) ≍ exp (−S∗

nI
∗ (y)),

with C∗
n (y) := {z ∈ Σ∗ : y1 = z1, y2 = z2, . . . , yn = zn} denoting then–cylinder con-

tainingy = (y1, y2, . . .) ∈ Σ∗ (cf. Appendix). For eachn ∈ N choosey(n)X ∈ Σ∗ such
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thaty(n)X = (Xn, . . .) for X ∈ {A,B}. We then have by Lemma 3.3,

∫
N dµ∗

1 =
∑

X∈{A,B}

∞∑

n=1

nµ∗
1

(
C∗

1

(
y
(n)
X

))
≍

∞∑

n=1

n · exp
(
−I∗

(
y
(n)
A

))

≫
∞∑

n=2

n · n−2 = +∞.

On the other hand,
∫

I∗ dµ∗
1 ≍

∑

X∈{A,B}

∞∑

n=1

µ∗
1

(
C∗

1

(
y
(n)
X

))
logn ≍

∞∑

n=1

exp
(
−I∗

(
y
(n)
A

))
logn

≍
∞∑

n=1

n−2 logn ≪ ∞

This shows thatP−(1) = 0, and henceP is differentiable everywhere.
ad (5) Sincelimθ→∞ P (θ) /θ = 0, the upper bound of the domain of̂P is equal to0.

For the lower bound−α+ of the domain we have by [12], Proposition 2.3,

(4.3) −α+ = lim
θ→−∞

P (θ)

θ
= − sup

ν∈M(Σ,σ)

∫
I dν,

whereM(Σ, σ) refers to the set ofσ–invariant Borel probability measures onΣ. We
are left with to determineα+. For this first note that for the linear combinationm :=
1/2 (δAB + δBA) ∈ M (Σ, σ) of the two unit point massesδAB andδBA at the periodic
pointsAB := π−1 (2− γ) andBA := π−1 (γ − 1), an elementary calculation shows∫
I dm = 2 log γ. It follows thatsupν∈M(Σ,σ)

∫
I dν ≥ 2 log γ. For the reverse inequality

note that for allν ∈ M (Σ, σ) we have
∫
I dν ≤ supx∈Σ lim supn→∞(SnI(x))/n. In

order to calculate the right hand side of the latter inequality, recall that the shortest interval
in Tn is of length(fnfn−1)

−1, where(fm) denotes the Fibonacci sequence. Using this
observation and Corollary 3.2, we obtain

sup
y∈Σ

lim sup
n→∞

SnI(y)

n
= sup

x∈[0,1)

lim sup
n→∞

− log |Tn (x)|
n

= lim
n→∞

log (fnfn−1)

n

= lim
n→∞

log
(
γn − (−γ)−n

)
+ log

(
γn−1 − (−γ)−n+1

)

n
= 2 log γ.

Note that in here the supremum is achieved for instance at anynoble number in(0, 1), that
is at numbers whose continued fraction expansion eventually consists of1’s only.

ad (6) The result in (3) implies that

lim
aց0

−P̂ (−α)/α = inf {t ∈ R : P (t) = 0} .

Therefore, it is sufficient to show that1 is the least zero ofP . For this assume by way of
contradiction thatP (s) = 0, for somes < 1. SinceP is non-increasing, it follows that
P vanishes on the interval(s, 1). But this contradicts the fact thatP is real-analytic on
(−∞, 1) and positive at for instance0.
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ad (7) For alln ∈ N andθ ≤ 0, we have

(
γn − (−γ)

−n

√
5

)−2θ

≤ (fn−1fn)
−θ ≤

2n∑

k=1

|Tn,k|θ ≤ 2n (fn−1fn)
−θ ≤ 2nγ−2θn.

Hence, it follows

−2θ log γ ≤ P (θ) ≤ log 2− 2θ log γ for θ ≤ 0,

which implies P̂ (−α) ≤ 0 for all α ∈ [0, 2 log γ]. Therefore, in order to show that
limαր2 log γ P̂ (−α) = 0 it is sufficient to show that this limit is non-negative. For this let
t(α) := (P ′)

−1
(−α) and recall that by the variational principle (cf. [4]) we have that for

eachα ∈ [0, 2 log γ] there existsµα ∈ M (Σ, σ) such that

P (t(α)) = hµα
− t(α)

∫
I dµα.

In here,hµα
refers to the measure theoretical entropy. Furthermore, by[12], Propostion

2.3, we have
∫
I dµα = α. Therefore, ifν ∈ M (Σ, σ) denotes a weak limit of some

sequence(µα) for α ր 2 log γ, then by lower semi-continuity of the entropy (cf. [4]) it
follows

hν ≥ lim sup
αր2 log γ

hµα
= lim sup

αր2 log γ
(P (t(α)) + α · t(α)) = lim sup

αր2 log γ

(
−P̂ (−α)

)
.

Clearly, we have
∫
I dν = 2 log γ. The final step is to show that for the discrete measure

m considered in the proof of (5) we have
{
ν ∈ M (Σ, σ) :

∫
I dν = 2 log γ

}
= {m} .

This will be sufficient sincehm = 0. Therefore, suppose by way of contradiction that there
existsµ 6= m such that

µ ∈
{
ν ∈ M (Σ, σ) :

∫
I dν = 2 log γ

}
.

Since
{
ν ∈ M (Σ, σ) :

∫
I dν = 2 log γ

}
is convex, we can assume thatµ is ergodic.

Thenµ ({x ∈ Σ : x1 = x2 = X}) > 0, for X equal to eitherA or B. Without loss of
generality we can assume thatη := µ ({x ∈ Σ : x1 = x2 = A}) ∈ (0, 1). By ergodicity
we then have thatlimn→∞(SnI(x))/n =

∫
I dµ for µ-almost everyx ∈ Σ, and also that

for n sufficiently large,

(4.4) Sn1{x∈Σ:x1=x2=A}(x) >
nη

2
.

ConsiderTn(x) = [sn,k/tn,k, sn,k+1/tn,k+1) ∈ Tn, for n ≥ 2. Without loss of generality
let k be even (otherwise considerk + 1 instead ofk). Thentn,k > tn,k+1 andsn,k/tn,k ∈
Tn \ Tn−1, and hence by Lemma 2.1 there exists

(
a1(n), . . . , aℓ(n)(n)

)
∈ A

ℓ(n)
n+1 such that

[
a1(n), . . . , aℓ(n)(n)

]
=

sn,k
tn,k

and |Tn(x)| ≥
(
qℓ(n)

([
a1(n), . . . , aℓ(n)(n)

]))−2
.
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Combining Lemma 2.1 and inequality (4.4), we deduce(n− ℓ(n)) ≥ nη/2. Then, using
Corollary 3.2, Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 4.2, we obtain

2 log γ =

∫
I dµ = lim

n→∞

SnI(x)

n
= lim

n→∞

log |Tn(x)|
n

≤ lim sup
n→∞

2 log
(
qℓ(n)

([
a1(n), . . . , aℓ(n)(n)

]))

n

≤ lim sup
n→∞

2 log
(
γn+1ρ(n−ℓ(n))

)

n
≤ lim sup

n→∞

2 log
(
γn+1ρnη/2

)

n

= 2 log γ + η · log ρ < 2 log γ.

ad (8) First note thattn,2ℓ > tn,2ℓ±1, for eachn ≥ 2 andℓ = 1, . . . , 2n−1. This implies
that|Tn,2ℓ|−1 = tn,2ℓ · tn,2ℓ+1 and|Tn,2ℓ−1|−1 = tn,2ℓ−1 · tn,2ℓ are both less than(tn,2ℓ)

2.
Hence, using Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 4.2, it follows forn > 2 andθ < 0,

2n∑

k=1

|Tn,k|θ ≤ 2

n∑

k=1

∑

An+1
k

qk ([a1, . . . , ak])
−2θ

≤ 2

n∑

k=1

(
n− 1

k − 1

)(
γn+1ρn+1−k−1

)−2θ

= 2γ−2θ(n+1)
n−1∑

k=0

(
n− 1

k

)(
ρn−1−k

)−2θ

= 2γ−2θ(n+1)
n−1∑

k=0

(
n− 1

k

)(
ρ−2θ

)n−1−k

≤ 2γ−2θ(n+1)
(
1 + ρ−2θ

)n−1
.

Recalling the definition ofP , we then deduce

P (θ) ≤ −2θ log γ + log
(
1 + ρ−2θ

)
.

For the lower estimate, first observe that

2n∑

k=1

|Tn,k|θ ≥ (fnfn−1)
−θ.

Sincefn = (γn − (−γ)−n)/
√
5, it therefore follows

P (θ) ≥ −2θ log γ.

Combining these two estimates and lettingθ tend to(−∞), the proposition follows. �

5. MULTIFRACTAL FORMALISM FOR CONTINUED FRACTIONS

In this section we give the proof of Theorem 1.1, which we divide into the three separate
partsLower bounds, Upper boundsandDiscussion of boundary points. We begin with the
following important preliminary remarks.
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First note that by Corollary 3.2, Lemma 3.3 and the proof of Theorem 1.2 at the end of
Section 3, we have forx ∈ Σ andy ∈ Σ∗,

ℓ1 (π
∗(y)) = lim

n→∞

S∗
nI

∗(y)

S∗
nN(y)

, ℓ2 (π
∗(y)) = lim

n→∞

S∗
nN(y)

n
,

ℓ3 (π
∗(y)) = lim

n→∞

S∗
nI

∗(y)

n
, ℓ4 (π(x)) = lim

n→∞

SnI(x)

n
.

Secondly, note that the analysis for limit sets of Kleinian groups in [12] did not make
use of the group structure of the Kleinian group (we remark that the recent paper [5] gives
a multifractal analysis of weak Gibbs measure, and the results there are closely related to
some of the results in [12]). In fact, the arguments in [12] exclusively use certain rooted
sub-trees of the Cayley graph of the Kleinian group, and by a straight forward inspection of
the construction in [12] one obtains that the results there continue to hold if the underlying
algebraic structure is a semi-group acting on hyperbolic space. Hence, the main theorem
of our general multifractal analysis for growth rates then gives thatP is differentiable
everywhere, real-analytic on(−∞, 1) and equal to0 otherwise. Furthermore, for each
α ∈ (0, 2 log γ),

(5.1) dimH (L4 (α)) =
P̂ (−α)

−α
.

We remark that the proof of Theorem 1.1 which we give in this paper will in particular
give an alternative proof of the identity (5.1).

5.1. The lower bound.

Lemma 5.1. For eachα ∈ (0, 2 log γ) there exists a unique Gibbs measureµ∗
α onΣ∗ such

that for

(5.2) α∗ :=

∫
I∗ dµ∗

α andα♯ :=

∫
N dµ∗

α,

we have

(5.3) L2

(
α♯
)
∩ L3 (α

∗) ⊂ L1 (α) .

Proof. Forα ∈ (0, 2 log γ) let t(α) := (P ′)
−1

(−α). The formalism of [12] (cf. Appen-
dix) implies that there exists a Gibbs measureµ∗

α := µ∗
t,P (t) such that

(5.4) α = −P ′(t(α)) =

∫
I∗ dµ∗

α∫
N dµ∗

α

=
α∗

α♯
.

Using the first remark from the beginning of this section, it followsL2

(
α♯
)
∩L3 (α

∗) ⊂
L1 (α).

�

For the following lemma recall that the Hausdorff dimensiondimH (µ) of a probability
measureµ on a metric space is given by

dimH (µ) := inf {dimH(K) : µ(K) = 1} .

Lemma 5.2. For eachα ∈ (0, 2 log γ) we have, with̃µα := µ∗
α ◦ (π∗)−1,

dimH (µ̃α) ≤ dimH

(
L2

(
α♯
)
∩ L3 (α

∗)
)
≤ dimH (L1 (α)) .
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Proof. The first inequality follows since by ergodicity ofµ∗
α we have

µ̃α

(
L2

(
α♯
)
∩ L3 (α

∗)
)
= 1.

The second inequality is an immediate consequence of Lemma 5.1. �

Lemma 5.3. For eachα ∈ (0, 2 log γ) we have

dimH (µ̃α) =
P̂ (−α)

−α
.

Proof. We shall show that for eachα ∈ (0, 2 log γ) the local dimension of̃µα exists and is
equal toP̂ (−α)/(−α). For this letB(x, r) := [x− r, x+ r]∩ I, for 0 < r ≤ 1 andx ∈ I,
and define

mr(x) := max
{
n ∈ N : π∗C∗

n

(
(π∗)−1 x

)
⊃ B(x, r)

}
,

nr(x) := min
{
n ∈ N : π∗C∗

n

(
(π∗)

−1
x
)
⊂ B(x, r)

}
.

Obviously, we have that|mr(x)− nr(x)| is uniformly bounded from above, and hence
limr→0 mr (x) /nr (x) = 1. Combining the Gibbs property ofµ∗

α (see Appendix), Lemma
3.3, as well as (5.2) and (5.4), it follows forµ̃α-almost everyx,

lim sup
r→0

log µ̃α (B(x, r))

log r

≤ lim sup
r→0

−t(α)
(
S∗
nr(x)

I∗
(
(π∗)−1 x

))
− P (t (α))S∗

nr(x)
N
(
(π∗)−1 x

)

−
(
Smr(x)I

∗(x)
)

= lim sup
r→0

−t(α)
S∗

nr(x)I
∗((π∗)−1x)

S∗

nr(x)
N((π∗)−1x)

− P (t (α))

−
S∗

nr(x)
I∗((π∗)−1x)

S∗

nr(x)
N((π∗)−1x)

· S∗

mr(x)
I∗((π∗)−1x)
mr(x)

nr(x)

S∗

nr(x)
N((π∗)−1x)

· mr(x)
nr(x)

=
t(α)α + P (t(α))

α
=

P̂ (−α)

−α
.

The reverse inequality for the ‘lim inf ’ is obtained along the same lines. �

5.2. The upper bound.

Lemma 5.4. For eachα ∈ (0, 2 log γ) we have

dimH

(
π∗

{
x ∈ Σ∗ : lim inf

n→∞

S∗
nI

∗(x)

S∗
nN(x)

≥ α

})
≤ P̂ (−α)

−α
.

Proof. Using the factmax {t (α) + P (t (α))/s : s ∈ [α, 2 log γ)} = t(α) + P (t(α))/α
for α ∈ (0, 2 log γ), the Gibbs property ofµ∗

α implies, for eachε > 0 andx ∈ Σ∗ with
π∗(x) ∈ L4 (α),

µ∗
α (C∗

n(x)) ≫ exp (−t (α) S∗
nI

∗(x)− P (t(α))S∗
nN(x))

= exp

(
−S∗

nI
∗(x)

(
t (α) + P (t (α))

S∗
nN(x)

S∗
nI

∗(x)

))

≫ (exp (−S∗
nI

∗(x)))
P̂ (−α)

−α
+ε

≫ |π∗ (C∗
n(x))|

P̂ (−α)
−α

+ε
.
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Hence, for the sequence of radiirn := |π∗ (C∗
n(x))| tending to0, we have for the ball

B (π(x), rn) centered atπ(x) of radiusrn,

µ̃α (B (π(x), rn)) ≫ µ∗
α (C∗

n(x)) ≫ (rn)
P̂ (−α)

−α
+ε

.

Applying the mass distribution principle, the propositionfollows. �

Corollary 5.5. For eachα ∈ (0, 2 log γ) we have

max
{
dimH

(
L2

(
α♯
)
∩ L3 (α

∗)
)
, dimH (L1 (α))

}
≤ P̂ (−α)

−α
.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of combining Lemma 5.4 and the fact

L2

(
α♯
)
∩ L3 (α

∗) ⊂ L1(α) ⊂
{
x ∈ Σ∗ : lim inf

n→∞

S∗
nI

∗(x)

S∗
nN(x)

≥ α

}
.

�

5.3. Discussion of the boundary points of the spectrum.For α = 0 recall from the
introduction that by two classical results of Lévy and Khintchin [14] [15], [16], [17] we
haveτ(0) = 1. By Proposition 4.1 (6) we havelimαց0 P̂ (−α)/(−α) = 1. Therefore, it
follows τ(0) = limαց0 P̂ (−α)/(−α) = 1, which implies that the dimension functionτ
is continuous from the right at0.

Forα = 2 log γ we proceed as follows. By Proposition 4.1 (7) we have thatlimαր2 log γ P̂ (−α)/(−α) =
0. Using Lemma 5.4, it follows by monotonicity of Hausdorff dimension that

0 ≤ τ (2 log γ) ≤ lim
αր2 log γ

τ(α) = 0.

Hence, we have thatτ(2 log γ) = 0 and that the dimension functionτ is continuous from
the left at2 log γ.

Forα = 0we already know that0 =
∫
I∗ dµ∗

1/
∫
N dµ∗

1 = α∗ (0) /∞, and furthermore
thatlimk→∞(2 log qk(x))/k = α∗(0) for µ∗

1 ◦ (π∗)
−1-almost everyx ∈ (0, 1). Hence, by

Lévy’s result we have thatα∗ (0) = χ, given thatµ∗
1 ◦ (π∗)

−1 is absolutely continuous to
the Lebesgue measureλ on (0, 1). But this can be deduced from the Gibbs property ofµ∗

1

as follows. ForT ∈ Tn andn ∈ N, fix y ∈ Σ∗ andk ∈ N such thatπ∗ (C∗
k(y)) = T ∩ I.

Then, using Lemma 3.3, we obtain

µ∗
1 ◦ (π∗)

−1
(T ) ≍ µ∗

1 (C
∗
k (y)) ≍ exp (−S∗

k (I
∗(y)))

≍ |π∗ (C∗
k (y))| ≍ λ (T ) .

Finally, we determine the left derivative ofτ at 2 log γ. For the derivative ofτ for α ∈
(0, 2 log γ) one computes thatτ ′(α) = −P (t (α)) /α2. Sincet(α) tends to(−∞) asα
approaches2 log γ, it follows thatlimαր2 log γ τ

′(α) = −∞.

6. MULTIFRACTAL FORMALISM FOR APPROXIMANTS

In this section we comment on the proof of Theorem 1.3. In order to obtain the analytic
properties ofPD as stated in Theorem 1.3, replace in the arguments of the previous section
and in the appendix the functionN : Σ∗ → N by the constant function1 equal to1. In
this way we obtain, where we refer to the appendix for the definition of the pressureP∗

associated withΣ∗ (orNN respectively),

P∗ (−θI∗ − P∗ (−θI∗)1) = 0.
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(In the following we shall specify the range ofθ for which this equality holds). Also, note
that Lemma 3.3 implies

PD(θ) = P∗ (−θI∗) .

Therefore, combining these two observations and using theAnalytic Properties of Pressure
from the Appendix, the properties ofPD follow.

For the discussion of the boundary points of the corresponding multifractal spectrum
we first remark thatPD has a singularity at1/2. This follows since for an arbitrary ap-
proximant[a1, . . . , ak] we have (see e.g. [15])

k∏

i=1

ai ≤ qk ([a1, . . . , ak]) ≤ 2k
k∏

i=1

ai,

from which we deduce

0 ≤ log ζ (θ)− PD (θ) ≤ 2θ log 2 for θ > 1/2,

with ζ referring to the Riemann zeta-function. In particular, it hence follows that̂PD (−α)

is well defined for arbitrary large values ofα, andlimαց∞ P̂ (−α)/(−α) = 1/2.
In order to see that the domain ofP̂D is the interval[2 log γ,∞) and thatlimαց2 log γ P̂ (−α)/(−α) =

0, it is now sufficient to verify

lim
θ→∞

|PD (θ) + 2θ log γ| = 0.

Indeed, on the one hand

lim
k→∞

1

k
log

∑

[a1,...,ak]

qk ([a1, . . . , ak])
−2θ ≤ lim

k→∞
− 1

k
2θ log qk (γ) = −2θ log γ.

On the other hand, using Lemma 4.2 and 2.1 we have forN ≥ 1 and forθ > (1 +
logN)/(2 log γ),

lim
k→∞

1

k
log

∑

[a1,...,ak]

qk ([a1, . . . , ak])
−2θ

≤ lim sup
k→∞

1

k
log

∞∑

n=k+1

(
n

k

)
γ−2θn

= −2θ log γ + lim sup
k→∞

1

k
log

∞∑

n=1

(
n+ k

k

)
γ−2θn

≤ −2θ log γ + lim sup
k→∞

1

k
log

∞∑

n=1

(n+ k)
(n+k)

kknn
γ−2θn

≤ −2θ log γ + lim sup
k→∞

1

k
log

∞∑

n=1

(
1 +

k

Nn

)n

Nn
(
1 +

n

k

)k
γ−2θn

≤ −2θ log γ + lim sup
k→∞

1

k
log

∞∑

n=0

ek/Nen(1+logN−2θ log γ)

≤ −2θ log γ + 1/N.

The combination of these two inequalities gives the statement above.
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Next, for the continuity ofτD at2 log γ observe that forα < χ,

dimH

(
π∗

{
x ∈ Σ∗ : lim sup

n→∞

S∗
nI

∗(x)

n
≤ α

})
≤ P̂D(−α)

−α
.

This can be seen similar to the arguments leading to Lemma 5.4. Therefore, combining this
observation with the monotonicity of Hausdorff dimension,it follows thatdimH (L3 (2 log γ)) ≤
limαց2 log γ P̂D(−α)/(−α) = 0.

Finally, arguing exactly in the same way as we did forτ ′ in Section 5.3, we obtain
limαց2 log γ τ

′
D (α) = ∞.

APPENDIX: MULTIFRACTAL ANALYSIS FOR GROWTH RATES, REVISITED

In this appendix we briefly summarize the most important results from finite and infinite
ergodic theory which were crucial for the analysis in [12] and which we also employ in
this paper.

In here, we use
(
N

N, σ
)

to denote the full shift overN equipped with the usual left-shift
mapσ. To overcome the fact that(Σ∗, σ∗) is not topological transitive, define the 2-1
factor mapp by

(6.1) p : (Σ∗, σ∗) →
(
N

N, σ
)
, (Xn1 , Y n2 , Xn3 , . . .) 7→ (n1, n2, n3, . . .) .

ForX ∈ {A,B}, let pX refer to the inverse branch ofp given by

pX ((n1, n2, n3, . . .)) := (Xn1 , Y n2 , Xn3 , . . .) .

The relevant potentials onNN are thenI∗ ◦pA = I∗ ◦pB andN ◦pA = N ◦pB, which for
ease of notation will also be referred to asI∗ andN . Clearly,

(
N

N, σ
)

is finitely primitive
in the sense of [21], and this property is a necessary preliminary for the thermodynamical
formalism which we have used in this paper.

Remark 6.1. Let π
CF

: NN → I be given byπ
CF

((n1, n2, . . .)) := [n1, n2, . . .]. Then we

have that the functionsπCF ◦ p andf ◦π∗ coincide as functions fromΣ∗ to I, and hence the

following diagram commutes (see also Remark 2.1).

Σ
∗

σ
∗

//

p

��

Σ
∗

p

��

N
N

σ
//

π
CF

��

N
N

π
CF

��

I
g

// I

Continuity of the Cocycle I∗ ([12], Lemma 3.4). The cocycleI∗ is Hölder continuous
in the sense that there existsκ > 0 such that for eachn ∈ N,

sup
C∈C∗

n

sup
x,y∈C

|I∗(x) − I∗(y)| ≪ exp(−κn),

whereC∗
n refers to the set ofn-cylinders inΣ∗, orNN respectively.
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Sarig’s Variational Principle ( [28]). LetP∗ refer to the pressure function associated with
N

N which is given forf : NN → R continuous by

P∗(f) := lim
n→∞

1

n
log

∑

C∈C∗

n

exp

(
sup
y∈C

S∗
nf (y)

)
.

Forf : NN → R Hölder continuous, we then have

(6.2) P∗(f) = sup

{
hµ +

∫
f dµ : µ ∈ M

(
N

N, σ∗
)

such that−
∫

f dµ < ∞
}
.

Existence of Gibbs Measures ([20]). For each(θ, q) ∈ ((−∞, 1)× (0,∞))∪(1, 0) there
exists a unique ergodicσ–invariant Gibbs measureµθ,q onNN associated with the potential
−θI∗ − qN . This means that we have uniformly for alln ∈ N andy in somen-cylinder
C ⊂ N

N,

(6.3) µθ,q(C) ≍ exp (S∗
n (−θI∗(y)− qN(y))− nP∗(−θI∗ − qN)) .

One verifies that the Borel measureµ∗
θ,q := 1/2 ·

(
µθ,q ◦ p−1

A + µθ,q ◦ p−1
B

)
onΣ∗ has the

Gibbs property (6.3) and is ergodic, and henceµ∗
θ,q is unique with respect to this property.

Clearly, we haveµθ,q = µ∗
θ,q ◦ p−1.

Kac’s Formulae ([10]).
• Givenµ∗ ∈ M(Σ∗, σ∗), then there exists aσ–invariant measurẽµ on Σ which is

given by, forM ⊂ Σ Borel measurable,

(6.4) µ̃(M) :=

∫ N(y)−1∑

i=0

1M ◦ σi(ι(y)) dµ∗(y).

In hereι : Σ∗ → Σ refers to the canonical injection which maps an element ofΣ∗ to its
representation in terms of the finite alphabet ofΣ. Clearly, ifµ̃(Σ) < ∞ thenµ := µ̃/µ̃(Σ)
is aσ–invariant probability measure onΣ. (Note that̃µ (Σ) = µ∗ (N)).

• If H := {(x1, x2, . . .) ∈ Σ : x1 6= x2} then we can induce(Σ, σ) onH, where the re-
turn time toH of a pointy = ι(X,Y n1 , Xn2 , . . .) ∈ H is given byn1 = N (σ∗(X,Y n1 , Xn2, . . .)).
Let G := ι (Σ∗) ∩H. We then have that ifm ∈ M(Σ, σ) is ergodic such that

m (Σ) = m (ι (Σ∗)) = m ◦ π−1 (I) ,

then the probability measurem∗ := 1
m(G)m|G ◦ σ−1 ◦ ι is σ∗–invariant. For this measure

we have

m∗(N) = 1/m(G).

Abramov’s Formula ( [1], [24]). Let µ∗ ∈ M(Σ∗, σ∗) such thatµ∗(N) < ∞, and letµ
be determined byµ∗ as described in Kac’s formulae. We then have

(6.5) hµ =
hµ∗

µ∗(N)
.

Pinsker’s Relative Entropy ([27]). Forµ∗ ∈ M(Σ∗, σ∗) andµ := µ∗◦p−1 ∈ M
(
N

N, σ
)
,

the relative entropyhµ∗ (σ∗|σ) of µ∗ vanishes. Therefore,

(6.6) hµ∗ − hµ = hµ∗ (σ∗|σ) = 0.
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Analytic Properties of Pressure ([9]). Let P ∗ be given by

P ∗ : (−∞, 1)× (0,∞) → R, (θ, q) 7→ P∗(−θI∗ − qN).

We then have thatP ∗ is convex, decreasing, real-analytic with respect to both coordinates,
and in the second coordinateP ∗ is strictly decreasing to(−∞). This implies that there
exists a positive real–analytic functionβ on (−∞, 1) such thatP ∗(θ, β(θ)) = 0. Further-
more, for the derivative ofβ we have

β′(θ) =
−
∫
I∗ dµ∗

θ∫
N dµ∗

θ

= −
∫

I dµθ for θ < 1 and β−(1) =
−
∫
I∗ dµ∗

1∫
N dµ∗

1

.

In hereµ∗
θ := µ∗

θ,β(θ) refers to the uniqueσ∗–invariant Gibbs measure associated with the
potential−θI∗ − β(θ)N . Note that the analytic properties are derived using the spectral
theory for the Perron–Frobenius operator as developed in [9].

Significance ofβ ([12]). We haveP (θ) = β(θ), for eachθ ∈ (−∞, 1). Indeed, forθ < 1
and withµ∗

θ referring to the Gibbs measure considered above, we have forthe measurẽµθ

obtained fromµ∗
θ via the Kac’s formula (6.4),

µ̃θ(Σ) =

∞∑

ℓ=1

ℓµ̃θ ({N = ℓ}) ≍
∞∑

ℓ=1

ℓ−2θ+1e−β(θ)ℓ < ∞.

This guarantees the existence ofµθ := µ̃θ/µ̃θ (Σ). (We remark thatµθ has the weak Gibbs
property with respect to the potential−θI, and therefore the results of [11] are applicable).
Using

∫
I dµθ = µ∗

θ(N)−1
∫
I∗ dµ∗

θ it now follows forµθ := µ∗
θ ◦ p−1,

P (θ) ≥ hµθ
−
∫

tI dµθ (by the variational principle)

= (µ∗
θ(N))

−1

(
hµ∗

θ
−
∫

θI∗ dµ∗
θ

)
(by (6.5))

= (µθ(N))
−1

(
hµθ

−
∫

θI∗ dµθ

)
(by (6.6))

= β(θ).

In here, the latter equality is a consequence of the fact thatµθ is an equilibrium measure on(
N

N, σ
)

for the potential−θI∗−β(θ)N , which follows fromSarig’s Variational Principle
by combining (6.3) and the finiteness ofµθ (θI

∗ + β(θ)N).
For the reverse inequality, letmθ ∈ M(Σ, σ) be an ergodic equilibrium measure for the

potential−θI, that isP (θ) = hmθ
−θ
∫
I dmθ. In this situation we then havemθ(G) > 0.

This follows, since otherwise we would havemθ (Σ \ G) = 1, givinghmθ
=mθ (−θI) =

0, and henceP (θ) = 0, which contradicts the fact thatP (θ) ≥ β(θ) > 0 (cf. Analytic
Properties of Pressure). Using Kac’s formulae form∗

θ := 1
mθ(G)

mθ|G ◦ σ−1 ◦ ι, it now
follows

−
∫

(−θI∗ − β(θ)N) dm∗
θ = (mθ(G))−1

(∫
θI dmθ + β(θ)

)
< ∞.

Formθ := m∗
θ ◦ p−1 we can then conclude
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0 ≥ hmθ
−
∫

(θI∗ + β(θ)N) dmθ (by (6.2))

= hm∗

θ
−
∫

(θI∗ + β(θ)N) dm∗
θ (by (6.6))

= m∗
θ(N)

(
hmθ

−
∫

θI dmθ − β(θ)

)
(by (6.5))

= m∗
θ(N) (P (θ)− β(θ)) (sincemθ is an equilibrium state).
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