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

MARC KESSEBOHMER AND BERND O. STRATMANN

ABSTRACT. In this paper we obtain multifractal generalizations afssical results by
Lévy and Khintchin in metrical Diophantine approximaticesd measure theory of con-
tinued fractions. We give a complete multifractal analyfsisStern—Brocot intervals, for
continued fractions and for certain Diophantine growtksatn particular, we give detailed
discussions of two multifractal spectra closely relatetheoFarey map and the Gauss map.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENTS OF RESULT

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

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

x = [a1(x), az(x), az(x),...] =

ar(z) + ;
as (CL‘) 4+ ...

can be represented either by a uniformly hyperbolic dynahsgstem which is based on
an infinite alphabet and hence has infinite topological gytror by a non-uniformly hy-
perbolic dynamical system based on a finite alphabet andigdiviite topological entropy.
Obviously, for these two systems the standard theory ofifradtals (see e.g. [25]) does
not apply, and therefore an interesting task is to give aifradtal analysis for these two
number-theoretical dynamical systems. There is a well kn@sult which gives some in-
formation in the generic situation, that is for a set of fislimensional Lebesgue measure
A. Namely withp,, (2)/qn (z) := [a1(2), a2(x), ..., an(z)] referring to then-th approxi-
mant ofz, we have for\-almost every: € [0, 1),

as(zx) +

L 2log qn(x)
() : nl;rrgo S ai(a) 0.
Note that by employing the analogy between regular contriteection expansions of real
numbers and geodesics on the modular surface, the nuhhaeq,, () can be interpreted
as the 'hyperbolic length’ associated with the approximat) /¢, (z). Also, the parame-

tern represents the word length associated withr) /g, (z) with respect to the dynamical
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system on the infinite alphabet, wheréa$_, a;(z) can be interpreted as the word length
associated with,, (x) /g, (x) with respect to the dynamical system on the finite alphabet.
There are two classical results by Khintchin and Lévy [1&]][ [14], [15] which allow
a closer inspection of the limit;. That is, forA-almost every: € [0,1) we have, with
X :=72/(6log?2),

Z?:1 ai(z)

fg(x) = lim ==——~ = and £3($) .= lim 210an(x) _

n—00 n n—00 n

Clearly, dividing the sequence iy by the sequence i, leads to the sequence .
Therefore, if we define the level sets

Li(s):={xe€0,1):¢;(x) =s} for seR,

then these classical results by Lévy and Khintchin implytfee Hausdorff dimensions
(dimpg) of these level sets

dimg (£1(0)) = dimpg (L2(0c0) N L3(x)) = 1.
A natural question to ask is what happens to this relatiowéen these Hausdorff dimen-
sions for prescribed non-generic limit behavior. Our firgtimresults in this paper will
give an answer to this question. Namely, with= (1 + /5)/2 referring to the Golden

Mean, we show that for eache [0, 21og~] there exists a numberf = of(a) € RU{cco}
such that, with the conventiarf (0) := oo and0 - a#(0) := ¥,

dimg (£1 () = dimy (La(af) N L3(a - aF)).
Furthermore, for the dimension functiergiven by
7(a) := dimpg (L1 (),

we show thatr can be expressed explicitly in terms of the Legendre transt® of a
certain pressure functioR, referred to as the Stern—Brocot pressure. For the funétion
we obtain the result that it is real-analytic on the interfrabo, 1) and vanishes on the
complement of this interval. We then show that the dimen$imction 7 is continuous
and strictly decreasing df, 2 log ], that it vanishes outside the interyél 2 log ), and
that fora € [0, 21og ] we have

a-1(a) = —P(—aq).

Before we state the main theorems, let us recall the follgvalassical construction of
Stern—Brocot intervals (cf. [29], [2]). For eaghe N, the elements of the-th member
of the Stern—Brocot sequence

T, = {S”—’k,k_ 1,...,2"+1}
tn,k
are defined recursively as follows.
® 50,1 = 0 and 50,2 1= t071 = t072 =1,
® Spi1,2k—1:= Sn.k and tpi1,2k—1 = tn ks fork=1,...,2" +1;
® Spi1,2k := Snk Tt Sn k41 and tng1,26 = tnk + tn kg1, fork = 1,...2™.
With this ordering of the rationals ift, 1] we define the sef,, of Stern—Brocot intervals

of ordern by
T_{T_{——Jr) k_l,...,2”}.
tn,k tn,k+l
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Clearly, for eacln € Ny we have thaf,, represents a partition of the interyél 1). The
first members in this sequence of sets are the following, aistidguld be clear how to
proceed with this list using the well known method of medsant

o = {%1)}

T = {%3). 51}

T2 = {y3).[5:2):[5:5) . [5: 1)}

o= {[%4).[5:3).[5:3):[52)[5:5). 55050 [11)}

As already mentioned above, crucial in our multifractallgsia will be the Stern—Brocot
pressure functio®, which is defined fof € R by

o1 0
P(0) == lim —log >’
TeTn
In here|T'| refers to the length of the interval We will see that” is a well defined convex
function (cf. Proposition 4.1). One immediately verifieatth

1. S st Snn )’ 1, & 1 f
PO) = lim —1 E Smktl Ok ) g 2 E I
(0) = Jim ~log (tn I k) oo 8 (tn k 'tn.k+1)
k=1 ’ ’ k=1 ’ )
The following theorem gives the first main results of this gragn here,P refers to the
Legendre transform aP, given foro € R by P(0) := supycp{fo — P(0)}.

Theorem 1.1. (see Fig. 1.1)

(1) The Stern—Brocot pressufeis convex, non-increasing and differentiable through-
outR. Furthermore,P is real—analytic on the interval—oco, 1) and is equal td)
onJl, o).

(2) Foreverya € [0,2log~] there exist* = a*(a) € Randa® = of(a) € RU{co}
related byo-af = o* such that, with the conventions (0) := y anda#(0) := oo,

dimpy (L1(e)) = dimpy (L2(af) N L3(a®)) (=:7(@)).
Furthermore, the dimension functianis continuous and strictly decreasing on
[0,21og~], it vanishes outside the intervfl, 21log ), and fora € [0, 2log ] we
have R
a-7(a) = —P(—a),
where7(0) := lima\o —P(—a)/a = 1. Also, for the left derivative of at
2logy we havdimg, ro10g 7' (@) = —00.

In order to state the second main result, recall that the@srof7,, cover the interval
[0,1) without overlap. Therefore, for each € [0,1) andn € N there exists a unique
Stern—Brocot interval,,(x) € 7, containingz. The intervalT,,(z) is covered by two
neighboring intervals fron,, 1, a left and a right subinterval. If,,;1(z) is the left of
these then we encode this event by the letteptherwise we encode it by the letté.
In this way everyz € [0,1) can be described by a unique sequence of nested Stern—
Brocot intervals of any order that contaify and therefore by a unique infinite word in
the alphabef A, B}. It is well known that this type of coding is canonically assted
with the continued fraction expansion of(see Section 2 or [13] for further details). In
particular, this allows to relate the level sétfsand L5 to level sets given by means of the
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>

FIGURE 1.1. The Stern—Brocot pressufeand the multifractal spec-
trumr for ¢;.

Stern—Brocot growth raté, of the nested sequenc€E, (x)), and to level sets of certain
Diophantine growth rateg; and ¢s; (cf. Section 3). These growth rates are given by
(assuming the limits exist)

log | T,
a(z) = lim M7
n— 00 -n
210g‘x—’q)”—g§ 210%‘95_2%—&;
l5(z) == lim ————— and /4(z) = lim —————.
n—oo — 3 ai(x) oo -n

Theorem 1.2. We have that
ly =Ly =f5 and l3 = lg.
By Theorem 1.1, it therefore follows that for eacke [0, 2log~],
dimy (L4(a)) = dimp (L5(a)) = dimy (L2(a?) N Le(a*)) = 7(a).

Obviously, Theorem 1.1 and 1.2 are about the dynamical syassociated with the
finite alphabet, which is closely related to the Farey mapr ind main result gives a
multifractal analysis for the system based on the infinipdhabet, which is closely related
to the Gauss map. In here the relevant pressure functioe Bitphantine pressurép,
given by

o1 - 1
Pp () := kILH;OEIOg Z a (a1, - .., ax)) "2 for 6 > 3

Theorem 1.3. (see Fig. 1.2)The functionPp has a singularity atl /2, and Pp, is de-
creasing, convex and real-analytic /2, co). Furthermore, fora € [21log~y, c0) we
have

dimy (L3(a)) = dimpy (Lo(ar)) = =:1p(a).

Pp(-a)
—

The dimension functiony is real-analytic on(2 log v, 0o), it is increasing on2 log~, x|

and decreasing ofy, co). In particular, 7p has a point of inflexion at some point greater

thany and a unique maximum equalt@t x. Also,lim,_,o 7p (&) = 1/2,lima~\ 2105 7D (@) =

0, andlima~ 21064 7 = 0.
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dimgr (£3(c)

FIGURE 1.2. The Diophantine pressuf®, and the multifractal spec-
trump for /5.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we first réeallways to code elements
of the unit interval by means of finite and infinite alphabbtgth using the modular group.
These codings are canonically related to regular contifraetion expansions, and we end
the section by commenting on a 1-1 correspondence betweem-8rocot sequences and
finite continued fraction expansions. In Section 3 we inticecertain cocycles which are
relevant in our multifractal analysis. In particular, wegvarious estimates relating these
cocycles with the geometry of the modular codings and withsilaes of the Stern—Brocot
intervals. This will then enable us to prove the first part bledrem 1.2. Section 4 is
devoted to the discussion of several aspects of the SteoeeBpressure and its Legendre
transform. In Section 5 we give the proof of Theorem 1.1, Wwhie have split into the
partsLower boundsUpper boundsndDiscussion of boundary point&inally, in Section
6 we give the proof of Theorem 1.3 by showing how to adapt ouegs multifractal
formalism to the situation here. Also, we have included goeaplix in which we briefly
recall some of the cornerstones of the general multifrdotahalism of [12] which are
relevant also in this paper.

Throughout, we shall use the notatifn ¢ to denote that for two non-negative func-
tions f andg we have thaff /¢ is uniformly bounded away from infinity. If < ¢ and
g < f,then we writef = g.

Remark 1.1. We remark that one immediately verifies that the results aforem 1.1
and Theorem 1.2 can be expressed in terms of the Fareyf meting on|0, 1], and then
T represents the multifractal spectrum of the measure of mab&ntropy (see e.g. [23]).
Likewise, the results of Theorem 1.3 can be written in terfrth® Gauss map, and then
in this terminologyrp describes the Lyapunov spectrumgofFor the definitions of and
g and for a discussion of their relationship we refer to Ren2atk

Remark 1.2. Since the theory of multifractals started through essaydafdelbrot [18],

[19], Frisch and Parisi [7], and Halsey et al. [8], there hasrba steady increase of the
literature on multifractals and calculations of specificltifnactal spectra. For a compre-
hensive account of the mathematical work we refer to [26]].[Essays which are closely
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related to the work on multifractal number theory in this @apre for instance [3], [9],

[22], and [23].

2. THE GEOMETRY OFMODULAR CODINGS BY FINITE AND INFINITE ALPHABETS

LetT := PSL; (Z) refer to the modular group acting on the upper half-pEhdt is
well known thatl” is generated by the two elemerisand@, given by

-1
P:z—z—1landQ:z+— —.
z

\/i

0

0 1

FIGURE 2.1. A fundamental domai#’ for PSL; (Z) and the images
underR andR2.

Defining relations fof™ areQ? = (PQ)3 = {id.}, and a fundamental domainfor I'is
the hyperbolic quadrilateral with verticesiat +i, {co} andz, := (1+iv/3)/2. FOrR :=
QP suchthat® : z — —1/(z — 1), one easily verifies thdt, := I'/ (R) is a subgroup of
I of index3 and thatFy is a fundamental domain fary, for Fy := F U R(F) U R%(F)
the ideal triangle with vertices &t 1 and{oc} (see Fig. 2.1). Consider the two elements
A, B € T given by

= (0! : _c  (p-14-1p) . -1
A.—(Q PQ).ZHZ—FI and B.—(P A P).z'—>z_2,

and letG denote the free semi-group generated/Awnd B. It is easy to see that for
20 = A(2}) = B(z})) = (1 +14/+/3)/2 we have that the Cayley graph 6fwith respect
to zg coincides with the restriction to

{z e H:0 <Re(z) <1, 0<TIm(z) <1/2}

of the the Cayley graph df, with respect toy (see Fig. 2.2).
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Finite Coding. Let X := {A,B}N denote the full shift space on the finite alphabet
{A, B}, and assume that is equipped with the usual left-shift : ¥ — . We clearly
have that® is isomorphic to the completion d@f, where the completion is taken with
respect to a suitable metric ah(see [6]). One then easily verifies that the canonical map

T b)) — [0, 1],

(r1,22,...) — lm x1---2,(20),
n— o0

is 1-1 almost everywhere, that is 2—1 on the rational8,iih] and 1-1 ori, wherel refers
to the irrational numbers ifo, 1]. Note that for eachh € N, the Stern—Brocot sequence
% .+1 coincides with the set of vertices at infinity 6§(Fp) : g € G of word lengthn}.

20
Fy
20
% A(Fy) = B(Fp)
Az) . B(20)
AAA(z) >< A0 BAGY
X X X % NX
S ‘ - : ‘
0 14 1/3 2/5 1/2  3/52/3 3/4 1
- T34 B T3 LT3,3L T34 - T35 AT3,6L T3,7L T8
1o Ts2 T3 To 4

FIGURE 2.2. Part of the Cayley graph rootedzat for I'y(2¢) restricted
to [0, 1] x R, and the Stern—Brocot intervals of ordeand3.

Infinite Coding. For the infinite alphabetl := {X™:n € N, X € {4, B}} we define
the shift space of finite type

S = (XM Y2 X)) {X, Y} = {A, B}, (n;) € NV} |

which we assume to be equipped with the usual left-stfift >* — X*. Then there exists
a canonical bijectiom™ given by

o * — 1

(Y1,92,...) = Hm y1y2 - yr(20).
k—oo
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This coding is closely related to the continuous fractiopamsion. Namely, ify =
(Xm ym2 X3 ) then

*( )7 [n1+1,n2,n3,...] for X=A
Y= [1,”1,”2,...] for X = B.

Also, if S : [0,1] — [0,1] ands : ¥* — X* are given by, for: € [0,1] and{X,Y} =
{4, B},

S(x):=(1—-2) and s(X™, Y™ X" )= (Y™, X" Y™ )

™

)

then we have by symmettyo 7* = 7* o s.

Remark 2.1. Note that the finite coding is in 1-1 correspondence to théngpaf [0, 1] via
the inverse branche§ and f; of the Farey mapf, which are given byf; (z) = z/(x + 1)
and fo(z) = 1/(x + 1). One easily verifies thaf; = A andf2 o S = B, and hence
> can be interpreted as arising from a ‘twisted Farey map’. il8ity one notices that
>* is closely related to the coding ¢, 1] via the infinitely many branches of the Gauss
mapg(z) := 1/ mod 1. More precisely, we have that the dynamical systéng) is

a topological 2—1 factor of the dynamical syst€Ei, o*), that is the following diagram
commutes.

Stern—Brocot sequences versus continued fractiondMe end this section by showing
that there is a 1-1 correspondence between elements of éne-Btocot sequence and
finite continued fraction expansions. This will turn out @ dseful in the sequel.

Forn > 2, let A} refer to the set akk-tuples of positive integers which add uprt@nd
whosek-th entry exceeds. That s,

k
(2.1) Z:—{(al,ag,...,ak)ENk:Zai_n, ak;él}.

=1
Sincea;, # 1, we can identify an elemerftq, ..., a;) € A7 in a unique way with the

finite continued fraction expansidny, as, ... ax]. Also, one easily verifies that far <
k<n-—1,

(2.2) card (A}) = (Z - f)

Lemma 2.1. For all n > 2 we have

n—1
U U[al,ag,...ak] =% 1\ Tho= {M 21§€§2n_2}.

tn—1,2¢
k=1 AP ,
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Furthermore, if(sy, k. /tn.x) = [a1,a2,...,an] € T, then its two siblings irt,, ;1 are, for
{m, 1} = {2k, 2k — 2},

M = [a,l7 ag,...,0m—1,0m + 1] and Snt1.l = [al, a2, ...y Qm—1,0m — 1, 2] .
tn-l—l,m tn-l—l,l

Proof. For the first part of the lemma note that the second equalitywis by definition of
% .. The first equality is obtained by induction as follows. Weesly have([2]} = F1\ 0.
Then assume that the assertion holdsiferl. Since the set%,, areS—invariant it follows
forn > 3,

T\ S = U  A(@)uBS(x).
IETnfz\Tnfg
Forlay,...,ax] € T,—2\T,_3 we have by the inductive assumption t@le a; =n—1,
and hence
1
A = = 1 AT
([ala 7ak]) 1/[a1,...,a;€]+1 [a1+ , A2, 7ak]€ k>
1 n
BS([al,...,ak]) = m:[l,al,ag,...,ak]eAk+l.

Combining the two latter observation we obtain

n—1
Tn1 \‘Infg C U U [al,ag,...,ak].

k=1 A}
Therefore, since
card (T,,-1 \ Tp—2) = card(%,—1) — card(T,,_2) = on—2
n—1 n—2 n—1
= Z(k_l):card< AZ),
k=1 k=1
the first part of the lemma follows.
For the second part note that by the above
lai,a2,...,am +1], [a1,02,...,0m —1,2] € T 1 \ T
Therefore, sincéuy, as, . .., am + 1), [a1, ag, . .., an), [a1, a2, ..., am — 1,2] are consec-
utive neighborsirg,,; 1, the lemma follows. O

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

1 -
P(G):nlggloﬁlogz Z ar ([a1, - ax]) 2.

k=1 (a1,...,a) AT

In order to see this note that fér< 0,

on on—1 on+1
Z (tn,ktn,k-i-l)_e S 2 Z (tn,Qk)_Qe S Z (tn-l—l,ktn-l—l,k-i—l)_e .
k=1 k=1 k=1

On the other hand, using the recursive definition,0f, we have fo¥ > 0,

277,71 2’".71 ( + 1)_0 2n+1
_ _ n _
Y tniktnrhr) 0= Y (tnok) > — 7 (st ktnrine)
k=1

k=1 k=1
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Therefore, by taking logarithms, dividing byand lettingr tend to infinity, we obtain

2'".71
1 B
P(0) = lim —log > (o).
k=1

Hence, using Lemma 2.1, the result follows.

3. DYNAMICAL COCYCLES VERSUSBROCOTFSTERN SEQUENCES

In this section we introduce some dynamical cocycles whiithoe crucial in our mul-
tifractal analysis. We give some estimates which relatedlwacycles with the underlying
geometry, which then allows to prove the first part of Theolemh

Recall that the Poisson kerriBlfor the upper half-plane is given by

Jm (z)
1 (2,§) —
B0 (Re (2) — €)%+ Im(2)?
With zo as defined in Section 2, the cocydle ¥~ — [0, 00) associated with the finite
alphabet s given by

I(z) := |log (P (x1(20), 7 (x))) — log (B (20,7 (z)))| for x=(x1,22,...) €.
Clearly, I is continuous with respect to the standard metric. Noteithatwell known
thatS,I(z) := Y1, I (o' (x)) is equal to the hyperbolic distance afto the horocycle
throughzzs - - -z, (20) based atr(z).

Similarly, the cocycld™ : ©* — [0, o) associated with the infinite alphabet is defined
by, fory = (X™ Y2, ...) € &* with {X, Y} = {A, B},

I*(y) == [log (B (X™Y (20), 7" (y))) — log (B (20, 7" ()))] -

Also, SiI*(y) = Zle I~ ((o—*)i (y)) is equal to the the hyperbolic distance fto

the horocycle based at*(y) containing eitherX™Y™"2... XY (z,) (for k odd) or
Xmy"nz...Y"™ X (2) (for k even).

Finally, we introduceV : ¥* — N which is given byN ((X™1,Y"2 ...)) := ny. Note
thatS; N(y) = 32 ny, fory = (X™,Y™2,..) € B*.

for zeH, £ eR.

Lemma 3.1. For eachn € N andz € I such thatr—1(z) = (21, 22,...) € ¥ we have,
wherem,,(z) := max{k : xp41-; =z, fOr i =1,...,k},

[T (2)| < my(x) e~ d(z0,z1. .z (20))

Proof. Forn = 1 the statementis trivial. For > 2, we first consider the case,,(z) = 1.
If g := x1..2,—1 € G, theng=(T,(z)) is equal to eithefl} ; (for z,, = A) or T} 5 (for
x, = B). Also, note that for the modulus of the conformal derivative have

(57 () = o) for ¢ € T, (a)
Combining these two observations, we obtain

Th L o d(20.(0)) o g—d(z0.97n(20))

T ()] =< ’9/|[0,1]’ = }(g_l)/ |7, (2)

This proves the assertion for,,(z) = 1.
For the general situation we only consider the case -z, = AY*BY2-.. BY*, The
remaining cases can be dealt with in a similar way. Thefiz) = yi, and by the above it

follows, forl := Zf;ll Yis

|Th41(z)| = e dz0@1Tisa(20))
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Also note that by the hyperbolic triangle inequality and dlwaown estimate for the
hyperbolic distance between two points on a horospherd@§f[30]), we have forl <
m < Y,

ed(zo,ﬂﬂl"'IHm(zo)) = ed(Z()@l'”Iz(zo))ed(wl'”wz(Zo),wl'"IHm(Zo)) = erd(ZO;wl"'CElJrl(ZO))'

Finally, one easily verifies that, fdr< m < y;,

(3.1) T (@) = D k2 [Tia (@) = m ™ T (@)
k=m
Combining the three latter observations, the statemeihteoietmma follows. O

Corollary 3.2. Foreachn € Nandz € I such thatr—!(z) = (21, 22, ...) € ¥, we have
|SnI(z) + log| Ty (z)|| < logn.

Lemma 3.3. For eachk € Nandx € I we have, witm;, := S; N ((w*)_l (:c)),

Ty 11(2)| < exp (_s;I* ((w*)*l (x))) = gu(z) 2.

Proof. We only consider the cageeven andX = A. The remaining cases are obtained in
a similar way. Lety := AY*BY> ... AY% ¢ G. First note that we clearly have

gi(x)~2 = e~ dGo9(z0)),
Combining this with the fact that faf € 7,1 (x) we have
exp(~d(z0,9(20))) = exp (~Si1" ()7 (€)) )
(whichis animmediate consequence of the fact th&t,on (z) we have thatxp (S;I* o (w*)_l)
is comparable to (g‘l)' ), it follows
=S (E)T@) < gy ()2

Finally note that by Lemma 3.1 and sineep (d (z0, gB(20))) =< exp (d (z0, 9(20))), we
have
Ty (z)| < e~ (20,9B(20)) — ,—d(20,9(20))

Combining these estimates, the lemma follows. O
We are now in the position to prove the first part of Theorem 1.2

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

(3.2)

1 ‘ i) 1
qx(2) (qrr1(z) + qr(z)) a ()] qr(@)qryr ()

In order to prove the equalitielg = ¢4, = /5, fix x € Tandk € N, and letn; :=
SiN ((w*)‘1 (:v)). Forn € N with S} N ((w*)‘1 (:c)) <n <S5, N ((w*)_l (x)),
letm := m,,(x) (see Lemma 3.1). Combining (3.1) and Lemma 3.3, it follovet th

—1
Tt ()| =< m - qi.
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Using the fact thata + log (¢ +1))/(b + ¢) < a/bforall a,b > 0 andc > 0, we obtain
that there exists a constafit> 0 such that

—log [Ty, 4+m (2)] 2loggr(x) —=C _ 2loggeii(z) log(m+1)+C

> 9
Yk +m o Yk+1 o Yk+1 Y +m
—1og|Ty,+m ()] < 2log g (x) +log(m+1)+C < 2log qr(x) + C
Yk +m - Yk +m - Yk

This gives that; = ¢4. Then using (3.2) we also derive the remaining equality. O

4. ANALYTIC PROPERTIES OFP AND P

In this section we give a discussion of the Stern—BrocotqunesP and its Legendre
transformP. The main properties d? andP are summarized in the following proposition.
In hereC,, := {C,(z) : x € L} refers to the set of ah—cylinders

Cp(z):={yeXl:y=mz;,i=1,...,n}.

Proposition 4.1.

(1) The Stern—Brocot pressure coincides with the homological pressu®e which is
given by

1
P(#) := lim —log exp (sup Sp (—01) (x ) for 6eR.
©):= Jim 1oz 37 exp (5095, (-00) 0

(2) P is convex and non-increasing @and real-analytic on(—oo, 1).
(3) P(H) =0, forall § > 1.

(4) P is differentiable throughouR.

(5) The domain of’ is equal to[—a4, 0], where

P
-y = tlim ——= = —2log~.

(6) We havdim,~ P (—a) /(—a) =
(7) We haveimg ~2105, (P (~a)) = 0.
(8) We havdimy_, o, P(0) + 20log~y = 0.
For the proofs of (7) and (8) the following lemma will turn datbe useful.
Lemma 4.2. For eachz := [aj, az,as,...] € (0,1) andk € Ny we have, withry = 0,
T 1= Zle a; fork > 1,andp := 1 —~75,

qr(x) < yTEpTeTRTL

Proof. We give an inductive proof of the slightly stronger ineqtyali
(4.1) gr(x) < AT pT P

in which ¢ denotes the Kronecker symbol.
First note thatyp = 1, ¢1([1,...]) = 1 < v1p!~1 and ifa; > 2 then one immediately
verifies thaty; [a1,...] = a1 < y*1p®~1p~L. Also, we have

(4.2) ar(y—1) =qu([1,1,1,...]) = fr <AF =Tp™ P,

where f;, = (yk - (—'y)*k) /+/5 denotes thé:-th member of the Fibonacci sequence.

Now suppose that (4.1) holds for sorhe> 1 and for all0 < m < k. Itis then sufficient
to consider the following two cases.
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(1) If ag41 = 1 such thata,, > 2 anda,,; = 1, foralli = 1,...,l and some
n < kandl > k—n+1,theng, i(z) < y™-1tp™-1="+ 1y~ andg,(r) <
~™ ™~ =1 Hence, an elementary calculation gives

dnti(x) = firian(@) + fign-1(x)

< Sy T fry T T T

it rmsi—n—t [ 1 (St Ji
< T e <p ( oy wnﬂpan_l))
S ,YTn+lan+l—77,—l p—l fl_“l‘l + fl 5 .

7T A ()
<1
(2) If ag+1 = 2, then eithew; = 1 fori = 1,...,k, or there exists < k such that

an, > 2anda; = 1forall i withn < i < k. In the first case we use (4.2), whereas
in the second case we employ (1), and obtain

Q1 (lar, -y ak,2]) = qera([ag, ... ax, 1,1])
< 77k+1ka+17k71p71.

Fora+1 > 2 the inequality follows by induction over;, 1, using (1) and the fact
thatget1 ([a1, - .-, ak, akt1]) = qret2 ([a1, ..., ap1 — 1,1]).

d

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

Proof of Proposition 4.1.

ad (1) The assertion is an immediate consequence of Corollaryrgl2amma 3.3.

ad (2) In[12], Theorem 1.2, it is shown th& is real-analytic or{—co, 1), convex and
non-increasing. Therefore, using (R)also has this property.

ad (3) By definition of P we haveP(1) = 0. Since by (2)P is non-increasing, it is
sufficient to show thaP is non-negative. Indeed, we have

,
.1 0 1 0 . —0
PO) = Jim 7 10g ) [Tl 2 Jim 2 log Tl = i =7 log (n+1) =0,

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

_ Iy

P = e

In hereu; refers to the unique Gibbs measuresinfor which u (Cr (v)) < exp (—=SiI* (y)),
with C (y) := {z € ¥* 1 y1 = 21,Y2 = 22, ...,Yn = 2} denoting then—cylinder con-
tainingy = (y1,y2,...) € X* (cf. Appendix). For eachh € N chooseyg?) € ¥* such
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thatygg) = (X",...)for X € {A, B}. We then have by Lemma 3.3,

[ooi = 5 Sl ) < S (o)

Xe{A,B}n=1

o0
> Zn-niQZ—i—oo.

n=2

On the other hand,

/I*d/ﬁ

X

> i (r (")) tomn < e (1 (45)) o
n=1

Xe{A,B}n=1

o0
= Zn_2logn < 00

n=1

This shows thaP~— (1) = 0, and henceP is differentiable everywhere.
ad (5) Sincelimg_,, P (#) /0 = 0, the upper bound of the domain 6fis equal to0.
For the lower bound-«. of the domain we have by [12], Proposition 2.3,

P(0
(4.3) —ay = lim L =— sup /Idl/,
[ vEM(S,0)

where M (X, o) refers to the set of—invariant Borel probability measures ah We
are left with to determinev,.. For this first note that for the linear combination :=
1/2 (645 + 054) € M (X, 0) of the two unit point masses;; anddy 4 at the periodic
points AB := 77! (2—+) and BA := n~!(y — 1), an elementary calculation shows
J Idm = 2log~. Itfollows thatsup, ¢ v((s. o) | I dv > 2log . For the reverse inequality
note that for all € M (X, 0) we have[ I dv < sup,y, limsup,,_, . (SnI(z))/n. In
order to calculate the right hand side of the latter inedquatecall that the shortest interval

in 7, is of Iength(fnfn_l)_l, where(f,,) denotes the Fibonacci sequence. Using this
observation and Corollary 3.2, we obtain

: Snl(y) : —log|Tn ()| _ . log(fnfn-1)
sup limsup ———~ = sup limsup ——— = lim ———~=
y€Y n—oo n z€[0,1) n—oo n n—oo n

log (7” - (—7)_") +log (v"* - (—7)_"“)
= lim
n—00 n
= 2log~.

Note that in here the supremum is achieved for instance atalole number ir{0, 1), that
is at numbers whose continued fraction expansion evegtcatisists ofl’s only.
ad (6) The result in (3) implies that

limy —P(—a)/a=inf{t e R: P(t) = 0}.
Therefore, it is sufficient to show thatis the least zero oP. For this assume by way of
contradiction thatP(s) = 0, for somes < 1. SinceP is non-increasing, it follows that
P vanishes on the intervadk, 1). But this contradicts the fact thdt is real-analytic on
(—o0, 1) and positive at for instande
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ad (7) For alln € Nandé < 0, we have

V5 =

Hence, it follows

. LN 26 on
<ﬂ> < nrfo) ™ < STkl <20 (fur )™ < 20720

—20log~y < P(A) <log2 —20logy for 6 <0,

which implies P(—a) < 0 for all & € [0,2log~]. Therefore, in order to show that
lim, 2106+ P (—a) = 0 itis sufficient to show that this limit is non-negative. Fhistlet

t(a) := (P")"' (—«) and recall that by the variational principle (cf. [4]) we kahat for
eacha € [0,2log~| there existg:, € M (3, o) such that

P (t(a)) = hy, — t(e) [ Tdpa

In here,h,,, refers to the measure theoretical entropy. Furthermorgl®ly Propostion
2.3, we have[ I du, = a. Therefore, ifv € M (X, o) denotes a weak limit of some
sequencépu, ) for @ ' 2log~, then by lower semi-continuity of the entropy (cf. [4]) it
follows

h, > limsup hy,, = limsup (P (t(a)) + a - t(e)) = limsup (—ﬁ (—a)) .
o 2logy a,2logy o,/ 2logy

Clearly, we have[ I dv = 2log~. The final step is to show that for the discrete measure
m considered in the proof of (5) we have

{y eM(E,0): /Idu = 210g’y} = {m}.

This will be sufficient sincé,,, = 0. Therefore, suppose by way of contradiction that there
existsy # m such that

,LLG{VEM(E,U)Z/IdV—QlOg’y}.

Since {v € M (X,0): [Idv =2logvy} is convex, we can assume thatis ergodic.
Thenp({z € X : 21 =22 =X}) > 0, for X equal to eithetd or B. Without loss of
generality we can assume that= p ({z € ¥ : 21 = 22 = A}) € (0,1). By ergodicity
we then have thdim,, ,(S,1(z))/n = [ I du for pu-almost every: € ¥, and also that
for n sufficiently large,

)
(4.4) Snl{zesia, =r,=a) (€) > .

ConsiderT,, (z) = [Sn.k/tn.k» Snk+1/tnk+1) € Tn, fOorn > 2. Without loss of generality
let k be even (otherwise consider+ 1 instead ofk). Thent,, . > t, k+1 ands, i /tnx €

T \ Tn—1, and hence by Lemma 2.1 there exi§is(n), . . ., ayn)(n)) € Afffl such that

Sn.k -2

[al(n), cel, ag(n)(n)] = i and |T,(x)| > (qg(n) ([al(n), N (n)]))

)
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Combining Lemma 2.1 and inequality (4.4), we dedgee- ¢(n)) > nn/2. Then, using
Corollary 3.2, Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 4.2, we obtain

2logy = /IdMZHILH;OST(@ :nlingow
2 1 DY
< limsup 2198 (0 ([11(n). - 0 (m)]))
n—oo n
21 n+1 (nff(n)) 21 I
< limsup Ll ) < limsup og (" *1p"?)
nee n n—oo n

= 2logvy+n-logp < 2logy.

ad (8) First note that,, oy > t,, 2041, for eachn > 2 and?¢ = 1,...,2"~1. This implies
that|Tn72g|71 =tp,20 tn,2041 and|Tn,25_1|71 =tp,00—1 tp,o0 ArE both less thaﬁn,%)Q.
Hence, using Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 4.2, it followsror 2 andé < 0,

on

Z|Tn,k|‘9 < 22 Z gk ([alv"'aak])720
k=1

IA
[\
HM:
VRS
= S
|
— =
N——
3
+
[

3
+
[

ol
[a
SN—
&
>

= 2y —20(n+1)

n — nflfk
k

k=
< 27—20(n+1) (1 p—ze)n—
Recalling the definition of?, we then deduce

P (0) < —20log~y +log (1 +p~ ).

For the lower estimate, first observe that
Z T kl® > (fafu1)™

Sincef,, = (v" — (—v)~")/+/5, it therefore follows
P (6) > —20log~.

Combining these two estimates and lettéhgend to(—oo), the proposition follows. O

5. MULTIFRACTAL FORMALISM FOR CONTINUED FRACTIONS

In this section we give the proof of Theorem 1.1, which wedinto the three separate
partsLower boundsUpper boundsndDiscussion of boundary point8Ve begin with the
following important preliminary remarks.
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First note that by Corollary 3.2, Lemma 3.3 and the proof oéditem 1.2 at the end of
Section 3, we have for € ¥ andy € ¥*,

0 (y) = lim ijvgjﬁ o ) = tim SN0
b @) = tim Sy () = i S

Secondly, note that the analysis for limit sets of Kleiniaoups in [12] did not make
use of the group structure of the Kleinian group (we remaak the recent paper [5] gives
a multifractal analysis of weak Gibbs measure, and the tethére are closely related to
some of the results in [12]). In fact, the arguments in [1A}legively use certain rooted
sub-trees of the Cayley graph of the Kleinian group, and lisegght forward inspection of
the construction in [12] one obtains that the results thergioue to hold if the underlying
algebraic structure is a semi-group acting on hyperbokacep Hence, the main theorem
of our general multifractal analysis for growth rates théveg that P is differentiable
everywhere, real-analytic oft-oo, 1) and equal td) otherwise. Furthermore, for each
a € (0,2logy),

(5.1) dimp (L4 (o)) =

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

5.1. The lower bound.

Lemma 5.1. For eacha € (0, 2log ) there exists a unique Gibbs measpfeon ¥~* such
that for

(5.2) af = /I* du?, andof = /Nd,uz,
we have
(5.3) Lo (") N Ls () C L (a).

Proof. Fora € (0,2logy) lett(a) := (P')~" (—a). The formalism of [12] (cf. Appen-
dix) implies that there exists a Gibbs measufe:= 11y P@) such that

I*du}, o
(5.4) a=—P'(ta)) = ﬁ =

Using the first remark from the beginning of this sectionpltdws £, (aﬁ) NLs (a*) C
El (a)
O

For the following lemma recall that the Hausdorff dimensiom ; (1) of a probability
measurg: on a metric space is given by
dimpy () := inf {dimy (K) : p(K) = 1}.
Lemma 5.2. For eacha € (0,2log~) we have, withi,, := pu% o (7*) ",

dimpg (ﬁa) < dimgy (Eg (aﬁ) NLs (a*)) < dimpg (El (a)) .



18 MARC KESSEBOHMER AND BERND O. STRATMANN

Proof. The first inequality follows since by ergodicity pf, we have
io (L2 (0f) N L3 (")) = 1.
The second inequality is an immediate consequence of Lemina 5 O

Lemma 5.3. For eacha € (0,2log~) we have

)

(—a)

_a :

Proof. We shall show that for each € (0, 2logv) the local dimension o, exists and is
equal toP(—«)/(—a). For thisletB(x,r) := [z —r,z +r] NI, for0 < r < 1andz €1,
and define

m,(z) := max {n eN:7*C} ((ﬂ'*)_l a:) D B(x,r)} ,
ny(z) = min {n eN:7*C; ((ﬂ'*)_l :C) C B(w,r)} .

Obviously, we have thatn,.(z) — n.(x)| is uniformly bounded from above, and hence
lim,_,o m, (z) /n, (z) = 1. Combining the Gibbs property of, (see Appendix), Lemma
3.3, as well as (5.2) and (5.4), it follows fag,-almost everyt,

log fio (B(, 7))

dimpg (fia) =

lim sup
r—0 logr
. —t(a) (S:L(m)I* ((71'*)_ )) P(t(a))S; )N ((W*)—l a:)
< limsup
r—0 —( M ( w)I*(Z))
S:T > ) g
~t(e) S Pt (a)
= limsup - S )
r—0 _S;T( ) *( *) ) Sjﬂr(z)l*((ﬂ*) 1I) nr(m) ) mr(z)
nT(I) ((Tr*) ! ) m,(;ﬂ) n (z) ((Tr*) ! ) n7(LE)
t(@)a+ P(t(e))  P(-a)
= ~ =
The reverse inequality for théifn inf’ is obtained along the same lines. O
q y g

5.2. The upper bound.
Lemma 5.4. For eacha € (0,2log ) we have

~

dim g (ﬂ' {x ex hnrggf S: N () > a}) < o
Proof. Using the factmax {t (o) + P(t («))/s : s € [a,2logv)} = t(a) + P(t(e)) /e
for a € (0,2log~), the Gibbs property of., implies, for eacke > 0 andz € ¥* with
() € L4 (),
fo (Ca(x)) > exp(=t(a) SI"(x) — P(t(a)) S, N(z))
S*N(x)

— exp (—s:;f*@) (t () + P(t W”s}jp(@))
)
)

> (exp(—SyT (@)
P(—a

> |7 (Ch(@)
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Hence, for the sequence of radjj := |7* (C};(x))| tending to0, we have for the ball
B (n(x),r,) centered at () of radiusr,,,

~ * * P €
flo (B (m(2), 7)) > i, (Cr(@)) > (rn) = %
Applying the mass distribution principle, the propositfotiows. O
Corollary 5.5. For eacha € (0, 21ogy) we have
max{dimH (Eg (aﬁ) NLs (a*)) ydimgr (L1 (a))} < M.
—Q

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of combining Lemma 5.4renfhtt

.. L SET(x)
i * * . n >
Eg(a)ﬂ£3(a)C£1(a)C{:veE 'lgnme;;N(x) _a}.

O

5.3. Discussion of the boundary points of the spectrumFor o = 0 recall from the
introduction that by two classical results of Lévy and Kbhih [14] [15], [16], [17] we
haver(0) = 1. By Proposition 4.1 (6) we havén, o P(—a)/(—a) = 1. Therefore, it
follows 7(0) = lima~ P(—a)/(—a) = 1, which implies that the dimension function
is continuous from the right ax
Fora = 2log v we proceed as follows. By Proposition 4.1 (7) we havelinat ~21oq ﬁ(—a)/(—a) =
0. Using Lemma 5.4, it follows by monotonicity of Hausdorffiension that

0<7(2lo < lim 7(a)=0.
<7( gv)_a/mm ()

Hence, we have that(2 log~y) = 0 and that the dimension functianis continuous from
the left at2 log ~.

Fora = 0 we already knowthat = [ I* dui/ [ N duf = o* (0) /oo, and furthermore
thatlimy_, o (210g g (z))/k = o (0) for u% o (7*) ' -almost every: € (0,1). Hence, by
Lévy’s result we have that* (0) = y, given thatu} o (7*) " is absolutely continuous to
the Lebesgue measukeon (0, 1). But this can be deduced from the Gibbs propertypf
as follows. Fof" € 7, andn € N, fix y € £* andk € N such thatt* (C}(y)) = TNL
Then, using Lemma 3.3, we obtain

pio () H(T) = i (CF(y)) = exp (=Si (I"(y)))
= |7 (Cr () = A(T).
Finally, we determine the left derivative efat 2log~. For the derivative of for o €
(0,21log~) one computes that' (o) = —P (t(a)) /a?. Sincet(a) tends to(—oo) asa
approache8log, it follows thatlim, 10+ 7' () = —00.

6. MULTIFRACTAL FORMALISM FOR APPROXIMANTS

In this section we comment on the proof of Theorem 1.3. Inctmlebtain the analytic
properties ofPp as stated in Theorem 1.3, replace in the arguments of theopiesection
and in the appendix the functiaN : ¥* — N by the constant functioii equal tol. In
this way we obtain, where we refer to the appendix for the d&finof the pressuré*
associated witfo* (or NN respectively),

P (—0I" —P* (—0I*) 1) = 0.
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(In the following we shall specify the range éfor which this equality holds). Also, note
that Lemma 3.3 implies
Pp(0) =P (—0I7).

Therefore, combining these two observations and usingtiadytic Properties of Pressure
from the Appendix, the properties &% follow.

For the discussion of the boundary points of the correspandiultifractal spectrum
we first remark that’, has a singularity at /2. This follows since for an arbitrary ap-
proximantfas, ..., ax] we have (see e.g. [15])

k k
[Tei <a(ar.....a]) <2 [ i,
=1 =1

from which we deduce
0 <log¢(0) — Pp(0) <20log2 forf >1/2,

with ¢ referring to the Riemann zeta-function. In particular.ghbe follows thaf’p (—a)
is well defined for arbitrary large values of andlimq o P(—a)/(—a) = 1/2.

In order to see that the domainBf is the interva(2 log y, 0o ) and thatima~ 210g + P(—a)/(—a) =
0, it is now sufficient to verify

lim |Pp () 4 26log~| = 0.
6—o00

Indeed, on the one hand

20 . 1
15&%1054[ > allan.. a4 < Jim —-260log g1, (7) = —26log .
at,.. 7ak

On the other hand, using Lemma 4.2 and 2.1 we haveMor 1 and ford > (1 +
10gN)/(210g7)

lirgoklog Z qk a1, ... ax]) "%

.....

< hmsupklog Z (k) —20n

k—o0 n= k+1
R k

= —20log~y + limsup z logz (n;: )7_2011

k—oo —

k (n+k)
< —20logvy+ hmsup - logz % —20n
n=1

<

: 1 k " n n\k —26n
_2910g7+hi§nglogZ<l+m) N (1+E) vy

_ k/N n(1+lo N-—2601log~)
< 20logy + hm bup - 1og712:0 8 e
< —2910g7+1/N.

The combination of these two inequalities gives the statgmleove.



A MULTIFRACTAL ANALYSIS FOR STERN-BROCOT INTERVALS 21

Next, for the continuity of-p at2log~ observe that forv < ,

dimpg (w* {:E € X" : limsup Snl*(z) < a}) < M.

n—oo n —«
This can be seen similar to the arguments leading to Lemmda&e¥efore, combining this
observation with the monotonicity of Hausdorff dimensibfllows thatdimy (L3 (2log~)) <
hma\Qlog,Y PD(—OL)/(—OL) = O
Finally, arguing exactly in the same way as we did forin Section 5.3, we obtain
lima~ 21084 T (0) = 00.

APPENDIX. MULTIFRACTAL ANALYSIS FOR GROWTH RATES REVISITED

In this appendix we briefly summarize the most importantlte$tom finite and infinite
ergodic theory which were crucial for the analysis in [12Hawhich we also employ in
this paper.

In here, we us¢N", 7) to denote the full shift ove equipped with the usual left-shift
mapga. To overcome the fact thg®*, o*) is not topological transitive, define the 2-1
factor mapp by

(6.1) p: (X 0") — (NN,E) , (XM Y™ X" ) = (ng,ne, ng, ...
ForX € {A, B}, letpx refer to the inverse branch pfgiven by
PXx ((nl,ng,n3, .. )) = (X"l,Y"2,X”3, .. ) .

The relevant potentials di" are then/* op,4 = I* opg andN op4 = N o pg, which for
ease of notation will also be referred to&sandN. Clearly, (NN, E) is finitely primitive
in the sense of [21], and this property is a necessary pnadirgifor the thermodynamical
formalism which we have used in this paper.

Remark 6.1. Let 7, : NN — T be given byr_, ((n1,n2,...)) := [n1,na,...]. Then we
have that the functions,,. o p andfo 7* coincide as functions fror®* to I, and hence the
following diagram commutes (see also Remark 2.1).

o*

3 3
"l l"
NN 7 NN

Tcr l lWCF

I : I

Continuity of the Cocycle I'* ([12], Lemma 3.4). The cocyclel* is Holder continuous
in the sense that there exists> 0 such that for each € N,

sup sup |I"(z) — I"(y)| < exp(—rn),
CeCy z,yeC

whereC;: refers to the set af-cylinders inx*, or N respectively.
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Sarig’s Variational Principle ([28]). LetP* refer to the pressure function associated with
N¥ which is given forf : NV — R continuous by

P*(f) = lim % log Y exp <sug Snf (y)> :

cecs ye

For f : NN — R Holder continuous, we then have
(6.2) P*(f) = sup{hu —l—/fd,u pEeEM (NN,U*) such that— /fd,u < oo} .

Existence of Gibbs Measures[R0]). Foreach®,q) € ((—oo, 1) x (0,00))U(1,0) there
exists a unique ergodie-invariant Gibbs measuyg, , on NN associated with the potential
—0I* — gN. This means that we have uniformly for alle N andy in somen-cylinder
C c NV,

(6.3) Fg,q(C) < exp (S, (=0I"(y) — gN(y)) —nP*(=0I" — gN)).

One verifies that the Borel measuyrg, == 1/2- (ﬁ.(,yq o _p;‘l + T q opp')on 3* has the
Gibbs property (6.3) and is ergodic, and hepge is unique with respect to this property.
Clearly, we havgry , = s  op™".
Kac’s Formulae ([10]).

e Givenyu* € M(X*,0*), then there exists a—invariant measur@ on £ which is
given by, forM C ¥ Borel measurable,

N(y)—1 .
(6.4) FOD = [ tare o) di o).
=0

In here. : ¥* — X refers to the canonical injection which maps an elemeriofo its
representation in terms of the finite alphabetoClearly, if i(X) < oo thenu := /1 (X)
is ac—invariant probability measure di. (Note thatiz (X) = p* (NV)).

olIf 1 :={(z1,22,...) € X :x1 # x2} thenwe can induce:, o) onH, where the re-
turntime toH of apointy = «(X, Y™, X"2,...) € Hisgivenbyn; = N (o*(X, Y™, X" . .)).
LetG := ¢ (X*) N H. We then have that iln € M(X, o) is ergodic such that

m(8) =m(t(T7) =mox~" (I),

then the probability measure* := ﬁmb o o1 o 1 is o*—invariant. For this measure
we have

m*(N) = 1/m(G).

Abramov’s Formula ([1], [24]). Let u* € M(X*,0*) such thatu*(N) < oo, and lety
be determined by.* as described in Kac's formulae. We then have

(6.5) hy, =

Pinsker's Relative Entropy ([27]). Forp* € M(X*,0*)andz := p*op~* € M (NV,7),
the relative entropy,.- (¢*|7) of * vanishes. Therefore,

(6.6) hye — hz = hye (0%[5) = 0.
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Analytic Properties of Pressure (9]). Let P* be given by
P*:(—00,1) x (0,00) = R, (0,q) — P*(—0I* —gN).

We then have thaP* is convex, decreasing, real-analytic with respect to botirdinates,
and in the second coordinaf® is strictly decreasing t§—oo). This implies that there
exists a positive real-analytic functighon (—oo, 1) such thatP*(6, 3(¢)) = 0. Further-

more, for the derivative of we have

=T dg =g
SN dps SN dp;

In herepy := u;_ﬂ(e) refers to the unique*—invariant Gibbs measure associated with the

potential-07* — 5(6)N. Note that the analytic properties are derived using thetsale
theory for the Perron—Frobenius operator as developed.in [9

3(6) = —/Idug for §<1land g (1)

Significance of3 ([12]). We haveP(0) = 3(0), for eachd € (—o0, 1). Indeed, fo¥ < 1
and with . referring to the Gibbs measure considered above, we havkdaneasurgg
obtained from; via the Kac’s formula (6.4),

oo

fio(2) =3 g (N = 1)) = Y 20+ PO < o,
=1 =1

This guarantees the existenca®f:= 11y /19 (X). (We remark that:y has the weak Gibbs
property with respect to the potentiabl, and therefore the results of [11] are applicable).
Using [ I dpg = pj(N)~* [ I* dy; it now follows forz, := pjop™t,

P@O) > hy, —/tfdug (by the variational principle

W)™ (= [oran;) by (6s)

o)™ ([0 ama) oy (66)
)

In here, the latter equality is a consequence of the facfthet an equilibrium measure on
(NN, E) for the potential-01* — 3(6) N, which follows fromSarig’s Variational Principle
by combining (6.3) and the finitenessmf (01* + S(0)N).

For the reverse inequality, lety € M(X, o) be an ergodic equilibrium measure for the
potential—61, that isP () = hy,, — 60 [ I dmy. In this situation we then have,(G) > 0.
This follows, since otherwise we would hawey (X \ G) = 1, giving h,,,, =mg (—01) =
0, and henceP(f) = 0, which contradicts the fact that(6) > 5(0) > 0 (cf. Analytic
Properties of Pressuje Using Kac'’s formulae formn;; := #(g)mﬂg oo 'oy, it now
follows

~ [ (=617 = BO)N) dmj = (ma(G) " ( [oram +ﬂ(9)) ‘.

Form := mj o p~ ! we can then conclude
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0 > hmy— / (01 + B(O)N) drmg (by (6.2))
— g — [ (61" + BON) dm (by (6.6))

— m) (hme— / efdme—me)) (by (6.5))
)= B0))

= my(N)(P(6 (sincemy is an equilibrium state
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