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FOURIER DECAY FOR SELF-SIMILAR MEASURES
BORIS SOLOMYAK

ABSTRACT. We prove that, after removing a zero Hausdorff dimension exceptional set of param-
eters, all self-similar measures on the line have a power decay of the Fourier transform at infinity.
In the homogeneous case, when all contraction ratios are equal, this is essentially due to Erdds
and Kahane. In the non-homogeneous case the difficulty we have to overcome is the apparent

lack of convolution structure.

1. INTRODUCTION

For a finite positive Borel measure p on R, consider the Fourier transform

At) = /R &1 dpu(z).

The behavior of the Fourier transform at infinity is an important issue in many areas of math-
ematics. The measure y is called a Rajchman measure if limy_, fi(t) = 0. Riemann-Lebesgue
Lemma says that absolutely continuous measures are Rajchman, but which singular measures are
Rajchman is a subtle question with a long history, see [23]. For many purposes simple convergence
of [i(t) to zero is not enough, and some quantitative decay is needed.

Definition 1.1. For a > 0 let
D(a) = {v finite positive measure on R : [D(t)] = O([t|™*), [¢| = oo},

and denote D = ., D(c). A measure v is said to have power Fourier decay if v € D.

a>0

This property has a number of applications: for instance, if u has power Fourier decay, then
p-almost every number is normal to any base, see [7, [29], and the support of  has positive Fourier

dimension, see [24].

In this paper we focus on the most basic class of “fractal measures,” namely, self-similar mea-
sures on the line.
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Definition 1.2. Let m > 2, A = (A\,..., ) € (0,1)™, b = (b1,...,by) € R™, and let ¢ =
(q1,--.,qm) be a probability vector. The Borel probability measure p = ,ug p on R satisfying

(1.1) p=> qi(uo '), where f;(x) = Nz +1b;,
j=1

is called self-similar, or invariant, for the iterated function system (IFS) {f; 7., with the prob-
ability vector g. It is well-known that there exists a unique such measure [12]. We assume that
the fixed points Fix(f;) = lf—&j are not all equal (otherwise, the measure p is a point mass) and
call the corresponding pairs (A, b) non-trivial. We write g > 0 if ¢; > 0 for all j.

Theorem 1.3. For m > 2, there exists a set € of zero Hausdorff dimension in (0,1)™ such that
for all A € (0,1)™ \ &, for all non-trivial (A, b) and for all ¢ > 0 we have ,ui’b eD.

The theorem is an immediate consequence of the following:

Theorem 1.4. Fizm > 2, 1 < Cy < Cy < o0 and €,s > 0. Then there exist « > 0 and
£ C (0,1)™, depending on these parameters, such that dimg(€) < s and for all A € (0,1)™ \ &,
with

(1.2) 0<Cyt< min Aj < max; < crt<,
(A, b) non-trivial, and q satisfying min; q; > €, we have /‘ib € D(«).

We do not attempt to give specific quantitative estimates of the decay rate, although in prin-
ciple, this is possible. Our proof gives extremely slow power decay.

Theorem [[.3] should be compared with a recent result of Li and Sahlsten, which was an inspi-

ration for us.

Theorem 1.5 ([22]). Let n§ , be a self-similar measure with non-trivial (X, b) and g > 0.
(i) If there exist i # j such that log \;/log A; is irrational, then ,Hq)\’b(t) — 0 as |t| = 0.
(ii) If log A;/log A; is Diophantine for some i # j, then there exists a > 0 such that

[7%,(0)] = 0 (11og#11=2) , 111 = oo.

The methods are quite different: [22] uses an approach based on renewal theory, whereas we
develop a multi-parameter generalization of the so-called “Erdds-Kahane argument”.

1.1. Background. The best-known case is homogeneous, when all the contraction ratios are
equal: A\; = A, j < m. There is a vast literature devoted to it, so we will be brief. An important
class of examples is the family of Bernoulli convolutions vy, which is defined as the invariant
measure for the IFS {Az — 1, Az + 1}, with A € (0,1) and probabilities {3, 2}. One of the original
motivations for studying 7, was the problem: for which \ € (%,1) is v singular/absolutely
continuous? (it follows from the “Law of Pure Type” that v cannot be of mixed type [13]). Erdés
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[8] proved that v)(t) 4 0 as t — oo when 6 = 1/) is a Pisot number, hence the corresponding vy
is singular. Recall that a Pisot number is an algebraic integer greater than one whose algebraic
(Galois) conjugates are all less than one in modulus. Later Salem [32] showed that if 1/) is not a
Pisot number, then 7y (t) — 0 as t — oo, thus providing a characterization of Rajchman Bernoulli
convolution measures. In spite of the recent breakthrough results, see [11, [33] 34, (39, [38], the
original problem of absolute continuity /singularity for p) is still open.

The first non-trivial result on absolute continuity of v, was obtained by Erdés [9] in 1940. In
fact, he proved that for any [a,b] C (0,1) there exists & > 0 such that vy € D(«) for a.e. A € [a,b].
Using this and the convolution structure of vy, he deduced that vy is absolutely continuous for
a.e. \ sufficiently close to 1. Later, Kahane [16] realized that Erdés’ argument actually gives that
vy € D for all A € (0,1) outside a set of zero Hausdorff dimension. (We should mention that only
very few specific A are known, for which vy has power Fourier decay, found by Dai, Feng, and
Wang [6].) The Erdés-Kahane result plays an important role in the proof of absolute continuity
for all A € (%, 1) outside of a zero Hausdorff dimension set by Shmerkin [33] [34]. The general
homogeneous case is treated analogously to Bernoulli convolutions: the self-similar measure is
still an infinite convolution and most of the arguments go through with minor modifications, see
[6, 36]. An exposition of the “Erdés-Kahane argument” with quantitative estimates was given in
[28], and then extended and generalized. Its variants were used in a number of recent papers in
fractal geometry and dynamical systems, among them [36], 35] 10, [30} 15, 3] [4].

In the non-homogeneous not all contraction ratios are the same and the self-similar measure
is not a convolution, which makes its study more difficult. First results on absolute continuity
were obtained by Neunh&userer [26] and Ngai and Wang [27]. In [30], joint with Saglietti and
Shmerkin, we proved that, given a probability vector g > 0 and vector of translations b € R, with
all components distinct, for a.e. A € (0,1)™ in the “natural” parameter region (which depends on
q), the self-similar measure ,uib is absolutely continuous. The proof was based on a decomposition
of the self-similar measure into an integral of measures having a convolution structure, that are
only statistically self-similar. A variant of the Erdés-Kahane argument was used to establish
power Fourier decay for the latter (for all but a zero-dimensional set of parameters), but this was
not sufficient to deduce any Fourier decay for the original self-similar measure. The methods of
[30] were pushed further by Kédenmaki and Orponen [15], but again, no conclusion was made for
the Fourier decay of non-homogeneous self-similar measures.

We note (thanks to Pablo Shmerkin for bringing this to my attention) that a measure may
have power decay outside of a sparse set of frequencies, even if it is not a Rajchman measure.
In fact, Kaufman [I7] (in the homogeneous case) and Tsujii [37] (in the non-homogeneous case)
proved that for any non-trivial self-similar measure p on the real line, for any € > 0 there exists
0 > 0 such that the set

{te [-T.T]: [a@) =T~
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can be covered by T° intervals of length 1. Mosquera and Shmerkin [25] made the dependence of &
on ¢ quantitative in the homogeneous case. The papers [17, 25] use a version of the Erdés-Kahane
argument, whereas the proof in [37] is based on large deviation estimates.

The study of Fourier decay for other classes of dynamically defined measures has been quite
active recently. We only mention a few papers, without an attempt to be comprehensive. Jordan
and Sahlsten [14] obtained power Fourier decay for Gibbs measures for the Gauss map, using
methods from dynamics and number theory. Bourgain and Dyatlov [2] established Fourier decay
for Patterson-Sullivan measures associated to a convex co-compact Fuchsian group, using methods
from additive combinatorics; see also [31], 20]. Li [19] proved that the stationary measure for a
random walk on SLs(R) has power decay, when the support of the driving measure generates a
Zariski dense subgroup, following his earlier work [I§] showing that such a measure is Rajchman.
He initiated the approach based on renewal theory, which was later used by Li and Sahlsten [22]
to prove Theorem Recently the same authors extended their result to a class of self-affine
measures in R? in [21].

The rest of the paper is devoted to the proof of Theorem [[4l As already mentioned, it is based
on a generalization of the Erdés-Kahane argument, but there are many new features, mainly
because we have to deal with multi-parameter families.

2. REDUCTION

In view of (A, b) being non-trivial, by a linear change of variable we can fix two translation
parameters, for instance, by = 0 and by > 0 arbitrary (it can even depend on the other parameters;
this would only change the scale on the t-axis, but would not affect the rate of decay of the
Fourier transform). After that, we will pass to a higher iterate ¢ of the IFS, which preserves the
invariant measure. The reason for doing this is to obtain an IFS with many maps having the
same contraction ratio (in fact, the number of maps mt, grows exponentially with ¢, whereas the
number of distinct contraction ratios grows polynomially). In this sense, the proof resembles the
strategy of the proof in [30], although in other aspects it is very different. We now formulate the
main technical result.

Theorem 2.1. Let d > 2, and consider the IFS

21) FRy={ye+al: j=1,....d 1<k<k}, p=0pY: j<d 1<k<k),
where vy = (V1,...,7a4) is the set of distinct contraction ratios, k1 > 2 (so the number of maps in

the IFS is strictly greater than d), a is a vector of translations, and p is a probability vector. Let

UL o be the corresponding self-similar measure. Fiz € >0 and 1 < By < By < 0o. Assume that

(2.2) 0< By' < Ymin < Ymax < Byt < 1.
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Let s > 0 be such that
(2.3) Bi > d.

Then there exist a > 0 and &' C (0,1)%, depending on d, By, Bs, s, €, such that dimg(£') < s and
for all v € (0,1)%\ &', satisfying (23), for all a such that

(2.4) agl) - agl) =,
and all p such that min; p; > €, we have p% 4 € D(a).

Derivation of Theorem [1.4] from Theorem [2.1l As already mentioned, we may assume that the
original IFS {\;z + b;}72, has fi(z) = Mz, fa(z) = A9z + b, with b > 0 arbitrary (we do not
exclude the case \; = \2). Passing to the ¢-th iterate, we obtain an IFS with the number of maps
equal to m’ and the number of distinct contractions less than or equal to

l -1
()
m—1
which is the number of ways to write £ as a sum of m non-negative integers. Among the maps of
the new IF'S there are

7 (@) = X7 Oz +0) and fof{ (@) = M ATz + b,

This way, we can let v = )\2)4_1, agl) = )\f_lb, aél) = b, so that agl) — agl) = b(1 — )\f_l),
and choose b = 7(1 — M{71)~! to satisfy (Z4). Denote the new IFS by FL,. Since the invariant
measure remains unchanged when we pass to a higher iterate of the IFS, we have ,ug b= 1L a
The bounds for inverses of the contraction ratios of F% , are
By =CY, By=Cj,

and the probabilities satisfy min; plgj ) > (min; ¢;)* > €°. In order to satisfy (2.3)), we need

logd
slogCy

CF>d < (>

Since d < (¢ +m)™, it is enough to choose ¢ > 2 so that

mlog(¢+m)

14
= slog Cq

which is certainly possible. Now we apply Theorem 1] and obtain an exceptional set & C (0,1)?
of Hausdorff dimension < s, such that for all v € [Cy ‘ Cy é]d \ &, for all vectors of translations
a satisfying (2.4]) and all probability vectors p, with min; pl(gj ) > ¢‘, holds p& 4 € D(a), for some
a = a(d, By, Ba, ¢, 5).

It remains to observe that we can recover A from -~ via a function which does not increase

Hausdorff dimension. For instance, among the contraction ratios of F% , there are \{,... A’ .
We can project v to these coordinates and then take ¢-th root component-wise, to obtain A. This
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map is Lipschitz outside of the neighborhood of zero of radius Cy . We obtain an exceptional
set £ C (0,1)™ of A as an image of £ under this map, and dimy(E) < dimg (') < s. For all
A€ [Bz_l, Bl_l]m \ &, all b satisfying by = 0,by = (1l — )\f_l), and all probability vectors g, with
min; g; > €, we have /‘g,b = p8 o € D(a). This completes the proof of the derivation. O

The rest of the paper is devoted to the proof of Theorem [2.11

3. BEGINNING OF THE PROOF
We consider the Fourier transform fi(¢ f e du(z), where p = pY q is the invariant measure
for the IFS (2.I)), that is,

k;

d
p=3 > (uo )‘1), where f9(z) =~z +al?).
Jj=1k=1

It follows that
kj
. NENORNN
a) =" (X pe iy,
j=1 k=1

We can estimate
(1) i(al) _a® LI Ayl ()
By (an] < (I + e = S0 ]+ (6 )
k=3 Jj=2 k=1

Denote
k;
Dj = Zp,(j), 7=1,....d.
k=1
Recall that ag ) agl) = m by assumption, and use an elementary inequality
[1+e™ < 2(1—22%) for 2z € [-1/2,1/2].

We then obtain from (B.1]), denoting by ||¢|| the distance from ¢ € R to the nearest integer:

d

(3.2) )] < 1 (1= T2 0] + Y pilict)]

7j=2

using that miny p,(fl) > €.
Next we introduce some notation. Let A = {1,...,d}. For a word w € A* let £;(w) be the
number of j’s in w, and let {(w) = (Ej(w))?zl €Z4. Forn = (nj)le € 74 we will write

d d
n; n n;
=117 e =112y
j=1 j=1
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where p := (p1,...,pq). (Note that p # p; hopefully, this will not cause a confusion; in any case,
we do not need p any more.) Further, let w[l,] be the prefix of w of length 4; if ¢ = 0, this is
empty word, by convention.

Iterating (B.2]) we obtain

-~ w) |7 w e w|l,1—
(3.3) aml< Y Pl TT (1= S e y?).

weAN i wi=1

Notation 3.1. We will consider Zi as the vertex set of a directed graph, with a directed edge
going from n € Zﬁlr to each of n' = n+e;, j < d, where e; is j'th unit vector. We will then write
n — n'. A vertex n’ is a descendant of n of level r > 1 if there is a path of length r from n to
n’ (the length of a path is the number of edges). We will identify a word w € A" with a path
of length N in Z¢, formed by the sequence of vertices {¢(w[1,i]) : i =0,..., N} and denote this
path by I'(w). It is clear that ¢(w[1,d]) — ¢(w[l,i 4+ 1]) for i =0,...,N — 1.

We will write n ~» n/ if n’ is a descendant of n and |[n’ — n|l. < 1. Equivalently, n ~» n’
ifn'=n+> xcg €x for some, possibly empty, subset G C A. Thus n ~» n’ implies that either
n' = n, or ' is a descendant of n of level < d.

Definition 3.2. Let p € (0,%), t >0, and v € [B2_1,B1_1]d. Say that a vertex n € Zjl_ is
(v, t,p)-good if y*t > 1 and
7"t = p

(recall that || - || denotes the distance from the nearest integer).
Further, say that a vertexm € Zjl_ is “on a (7,t, p)-good track” if there exists n' that is (,t, p)-

good and n ~ n/'.
Finally, we say that an edge [n,n'] is (v,t,p)-good if n is (v,t,p)-good and n' = n + e;.
(Notice that the 1-st coordinate, corresponding to w; = 1, is “special” by construction, see (2.4)

and (33).)

Consider t € (B{V_I,B{V]. Then /)¢ < 1 for all w € AV, by the assumption Ymayx < Bl_l.
It follows from (B.3]), roughly speaking, that in order to have a power decay for fi(t) for ¢ at this
scale, it is sufficient that for “most” (up to exponentially small number) words w € AN there is a
fixed positive proportion of (v,t, p)-good edges on the path corresponding to w, for some p > 0.
With this in mind, we define the exceptional set of v at scale N as follows:

Definition 3.3. Fiz k; € N and p > 0, and let Ex = En(k1, p) be the set of v € By, Bl_l]d
that there exists t € (B{V_I,B{V] and a word w € AN with the properties:

such

N
(3.4) #{d+1<i<N—-d—1: {(w[l,i]) is “on a (v,t, p)-good track” } < o
1

Further, we define the exceptional set by &' := E'(k1, p) = limsup En(kq, p).
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Let
1

P M0 1 Bo)(1 £ 3Bs)

Theorem [2.1] will follow, once we prove the next two propositions:

(3.5)

Proposition 3.4. For all k1 € N sufficiently large, there exists a > 0, depending on d, k, By, Ba, €,
such that for all v € [BQ_I, Bl_l]d\S/(k‘l,p), for all p, with min; p; > ¢, and all a satisfying (2.4)),
we have p = uk 4 € D(a).

Proposition 3.5. For all k1 € N sufficiently large we have dimg (&' (ky,p)) < s.

4. FOURIER DECAY FOR NON-EXCEPTIONAL =y

Fix v € & = &'(k1, p), where p is given by (B.5) and k; is fixed, sufficiently large. (A specific
value for k; will be chosen in (5.6]).) Then v ¢ Exy = En(k1,p) for all N sufficiently large. Fix
such an N. The condition v € &y means, by definition, that for every t € (B{V ~1 BN] and for
every w € AN, the number of vertices “on a (v, t, p)-good track” on the path I'(w[d+1, N —d—1])
is greater than N/k;. Fix t € (B{V_l, BY]. Since v, t, and p are now fixed, we will omit (v, ¢, p)
when talking about vertices and edges that are good or “on a good track”.

We will consider AN as a probability space, with the Bernoulli measure P = p?, and the
“random environment” provided by the configuration of good vertices and edges. Let ppnin =
minj<qp;. Let us introduce the following random variables for i =1,..., N:

e forr>1,X i(r) is the number of vertices on the path I'(w[1,¢]) having a good vertex among
its r-level descendants;

o X, = XZ-(O) is the number of good vertices on the path I'(w[1,]);

e Y, is is the number of good edges on the path I'(w[1,1]).

Notice that for every vertex of I'(w[d+1, N]) that is “on a good track”, there is a vertex of I'(w)
that had a good vertex among its d-level descendants, and this mapping is at most (d + 1)-to-1.
It follows that, with probability one,

4.1 X > .
( ) N = (d + 1)]{71

Lemma 4.1. There exist § > 0, C' > 0, and ¢ > 0, depending only on pmin and ki, such that,
assuming N is sufficiently large (depending only on pmin and ki), holds
P (Yy < 6N) < C'exp(—cN).
We first deduce power Fourier decay for v ¢ £’ from the lemma.

Proof of Proposition [3.]). Consider the sum in the inequality (8.3]) and split it according to whether
Yy = Yn(w) < 0N or > 6N. The sum over w such that Yy (w) < N, is bounded by P (Yy < ON).
If w is such that Y > dN, then the corresponding term in the right-hand side of (8.3)) is estimated
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from above by (1 — 7T7€p2)6N, by the definition of a good edge (we also use the fact that |u(t)| <1,
since p is a probability measure). Then Lemma [£.1] implies, for N sufficiently large:

(42) < (1-502)" + 0 exp(-eN).

Since N was arbitrary, sufficiently large, and ¢ arbitrary in (B ~!, B{V], this implies that u € D(«)
for some « > 0. g

As a step in the proof of Lemma [l we will first establish the following

Lemma 4.2. There exist 6, > 0, C, and ¢, > 0, for r =0,...,d, such that, for N sufficiently
large,

(4.3) P (X}J’_l < 5,N) < O exp(—c,N).

Proof of Lemma [{.3 We will show this by induction in r, going from r = d to r = 0. For r = d
the claim trivially holds, by ([@I)). Fix r € {0,...,d — 1} and assume that (£3]) holds for r + 1.
Consider the sequence of random variables

(r)
Z" — Ry i=1,...,N—1.

7 )
Pmin

We claim that this a submartingale; in fact,
(4.4) E[z"12") > 2.

Indeed, we have either (a) xr = Xl-(flrl), or (b) X = Xl-(flrl) + 1. The former case

(2 (2

occurs when ¢(v[1,4]) has no good descendants of level r + 1, and then ¢(v[1,7 4 1]) has no good

descendants of level r. Thus in case (a) we have Xi(-:)l = XZ.(T) and Zi(r) = Zi@l.

In case (b), on the other hand, ¢(v[1,¢]) has a good descendant of level r+1, and then ¢(v[1,i+1])
has a good descendant of level r, with probability > punin, independently of the past. Then either
X0, =X or X0, = X0 4 1, henee 20 = 204 1o 20 = 2%+ g1 1.

Formally, we obtain

E[z"2")) = B[22, X! =xI0) pix Y = x Y]
bR, X = X0 1] R = 1 1)

K3 K3

= 20 PxIY = x4 (20 1) P IxY = XY 1 xT) = x7)

3 1—
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Since P [X(TH) Xl-(flrl)] +P [XZ-(TH) = Xl-(flrl) + 1] =1, we have
E[z7120) - 2" = —px"Y = x"Y 41, x0) = x1)

i—1 -1 i+1 =

+ (pmln - 1) P [X7L(T+1) = X(T—i—l) +1, XZ(—i-)l = XZ(T) + 1]

= —Px"Y = x0TV 1)«

< (=14pgk PIXT, = x4 1) x0T = x4 4p) > 0,

confirming the claim that {Z } is a submartingale.
We are going to apply the Azuma-Hoeffding inequality, which says that, given that {Z } is a

submartingale, if |ZZ-(T — Z._1| < «; for all 7, then
(r) (r) —y
IP’(ZT_ —ZT§—>§eX .
A O D

See, e.g., [1] for the (two-sided) Azuma-Hoeffding inequality for martingales. The one-sided
inequality for submartingales is proved similarly, see e.g., [5].
We have ]ZZ( Z(Tl\ < pmm, hence taking y = T“N yields

2
) ) < _5T’+1N < _ pm1n5 < pm1n5r+l
P <ZN_1 Z;’ < —5 ) < exp —18(N %) < exp 718 .

Since Zy) is bounded, we have for N sufficiently large:
T 67“ N T 67“ N N m1n5r
P <Z](V)_1§—%> <P <Z§V)1—Z(> %) < exp <M>

(r)
XN (r+1)
XN 1

Recall that Zx) 1= and

P <Xz(§ir11) < 5r+1N) < Cyyy - exp(—¢r41N),

by the inductive assumption. Therefore for N sufficiently large,

T T N - min r T N - min
P<X§v>_1§5+lfp> < P(X}Qs%)
pm1n57"+1 /
(4.5) < exp T + Clyq - exp(—c 11 N),
and (L3)) follows. O
Proof of Lemma[{.1 Consider the sequence of random variables
Y;
Up=-*_ X, i=1,...,N—1.

b1
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We claim that {U;} is a martingale; in fact,
(4.6) E [U;|Ui—1] = U;-1.

This is proved analogously to the proof of the submartingale property for {Zi(r)} above. If n =
£(w[1,14]) is not a good vertex, then the edge [n,n'], with n’ = £(w[1,i + 1]), is not good either,
and we have X; = X;_1, Y;41 = Y;, U; = U;—;. If, other other hand, n = ¢(w[1,4]) is a good
vertex, then the edge [n,n’'], with n’ = ¢(w[1,7 + 1]), is good with probability pj, and this is
independent from the past. Thus, if X; = X;_1 + 1, then
U — { Ui—1—1, with probability 1 — p1,
) Uil + p% -1, with probability p;.

This implies (4.0]); the formal computation, similar to the above, is left to the reader.

Applying the Azuma-Hoeffding inequality to {U;}, in view of |U; — U;_1| < py*, after a com-
putation similar to that above, we can estimate, for N large enough, using (43]) for r = 0:

doNp1
3

18
This implies the desired estimate (4.2)). O

—52N 2
P <YN < < exp <07p1> + Cj exp(—coN).

5. DIMENSION OF THE EXCEPTIONAL SET

Fix v € £'. This means that v € Ey for infinitely many N. Fix such an N, sufficiently large.
We will show that this imposes constraints on ~ allowing us to construct a good cover of &y.
By definition of £y, there exists t € (B{V_l, B{V] and a word w € A", such that the number of
vertices “on a good (7,t, p)-track” on the path I'(w[d+ 1, N —d — 1]) does not exceed N/k;. Fix
such a t and w € AV, and for n € Z‘fr let

V't = Kp +éen, Kn €N, e, €[-1/2,1/2),

that is, K, is the nearest integer to ™t and ||y™t|| = |en|. One should keep in mind that K,
and &, depend on ~ and ¢, but we suppress this in notation to reduce “clutter”.

The next lemma is analogous to the ones appearing in other variants of the Erdds-Kahane
argument; see e.g., [28, Lemma 6.3].

Lemma 5.1. Let p be given by (3.3) and
(5.1) A= 2(1+ Bo)(1+3By) + 1.

Letn € ZY, n' =n+e;, n” =n+2e; for some j € A (in particular, n — n’ — n"), such that
K,» > 1. The following hold:

(i) Given K,» and Ky, there are at most A possibilities for Ky,.

(ii) Given Kpr» and Ky, the number Ky, is uniquely determined, provided

(5'2) max{|€n|, |5n’|’ |€n”|} < p,
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that is, provided none of the n,n/,n" is (v,t, p)-good.
Proof. We have, by assumption,
Yt = Kp+en, YVt ="yt = Kp +ep, Y™ t ="t = Kpr +epn > 1.
The idea is that

Kn ~ /7_1 ~ Kn’
J Kn//7

K2, .
»_ - First note that

hence Ky, must be not too far from z=-.

Kn’ 7n/t —E&n/ < 7n,t + % < 37nlt

5.3 =5 < — < —— =37, <3By,
( ) Kn” ~n ,.th —ep ~m ,.th _ % ~T ,-th J
where we used the bound 1 < ’y"" = ’y"/’yjt < ’y”/t. Next,
K Ky K K,y
Kn/ Kn// Kn/ Kn//
_ len — '7]'_15n’| len — 7]'_15n”|
B Ky K
len| + Baolew| | len'| + Balent|
- Kn/ Kn// ’
Therefore,
K2/ K /
K, - —* < (|5n| + B2|5n’|) + = (|5n’| + B2|5n”|)
K K

< 2(1+4 B9)(1 4 3Bg) - max{|enl, len|; lEn|}s

using (5.3) in the last step. Now both parts of the lemma follow easily. Indeed, K,, is an integer.

(i) Since max{|en|, en/|, [en|} < 3,
bilities for K, see (G.1)).

(ii) The choice of K,, will be unique, provided

once K,y and K, are given, there are at most A possi-

1
1+ By)(1 +3By)

see (B.9)). O

Corollary 5.2. Suppose that n — n’, and we are given Ky for all v’ such that n' ~ v’; assume
that all of them satisfy K, > 1. Then
(i) for any v, such that n ~» v, there at most A possibilities for Ky;

max{|en], e, |enn|} < p = i

i) for any v, such that n ~ v, assuming that neither v, nor any of v', with n' ~ v', is
(ii) f y v, such that ) ing that neither v, y of V', with n' ‘i
(v, t, p)-good, K, is uniquely determined.
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Proof. Fix v such that n ~» v. Thenv =n -+
suppose ' = n + e; for some j € A. If j € G, then v =n/ + Zneg\{j} €x, 50 n' ~» v and K, is

ey, for some G C A. We have n — n/;

already known by assumption.
Ifj¢G, then v’ :=n'+ 3 ;e and v :=n'+3 ;) ex satisfy

vV=v+e;, v =0 +e;.

Moreover, n’ ~ v’', n/ ~ v”, so K, and K, are already given, and we are exactly in the
situation of Lemma [5.1l Applying the lemma yields the desired result. O

Proof of Proposition[3.4. Let ¢ € N be maximal, such that

(5.4) Afwitd)y > Bd,
Note that
log B;
. N—-d-1)- <g< N —d.
(5.5) (N—d-1) g B, 45 d
Let

n;:=l(w[l,i]), i=0,...,q,
be the i-th vertex on the path corresponding to the word w, so that n; — n;;. We have chosen
q in such a way that

vt >1, K, >1, for all v such that n, ~ v,

Recall that w € A" is fixed and the number of vertices “on a good (v,t, p)-track” on the path
I'w[d 4+ 1, N — d — 1]) does not exceed N/k;. We are going to estimate from above the number
of possible configurations of integers K,, where n; ~ v for some i = ¢, ¢ — 1,...,0. Note that
for any n € Z‘fr there are 2¢ vertices v such that n ~ v.

We start with the “initial configuration” of K, for v such that n, ~ v. By the choice of ¢ we
have

BY < Kn, < B$™,
so K, € [1, Bg“] for all v such that n, ~ v. It follows that the total number of possibilities for
K, for all v such that n, ~ v, is at most

Ly = B§d+l)2d.

Now we follow the path mg,m4_1,...,n9 backwards, applying Corollary at each step. Fix
i < q. Part (i) of the corollary says that for any v, with n;_1 ~» v, there are at most A choices
for K, once all the K,, with n; ~ v’ are determined. Part (ii) of the corollary says that if none
of n;, n;—1 are on a “good (v,t,p)-track”, those K, are determined uniquely. By assumption,
there are no more that N/k; vertices of w[d + 1, N — d — 1] that are “on a good (v, t, p)-track”,
hence this will affect at most 2N/k; transitions between ny_g_1 and ng1. On each transition,

2d «

we determine at most new” values of K, (this is an “overcount,” but we do not try to be
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precise here). If we fix the subset of {1,...,q} corresponding to the < N/ky vertices “on a good
(7,t, p)-track” on the path I'(w[d + 1, N — d — 1]), we will obtain at most

Ly A2'2N/ki+2(d+1)] _ Lo - AJIV/lﬂ

total configurations, where Ly = L1 A2+ 4, = A2 Taking into account all the possibilities
for the subset in question and also possible values of ¢ < N yields that the total number of

configurations of K, for all v under consideration, is at most
A q N/k N N/k
Ly-N- CAYTTY < Ly N? CAY
’ ; <> ! ’ <LN/1<:1J> !

log k
< exp (OB%d(l) . Olil L. N> .

Next, note that the knowledge of all K, associated with the path w gives a good approximation
of ;. In fact, we have ng = 0 ~ e; for j € A, so Ko and K, are among the “known” ones.

Estimating as in Lemma [5.1] we have

7'_1 _ ﬁ < 1+ By
! Ke; | 7 K, 7
N-—1
and Kej >ty — % > 31182 - % It follows that the knowledge of all K, associated with the path

w gives a cover of the exceptional « by balls of diameter ~ B N Taking into account that the
number of words w € A" is equal to d"V, we obtain that the exceptional set Ey at scale N may
be covered by

log k&
exp <032,d(1)- il ! -N> N

balls of diameter ~ B N Recall that B} > d by (2.3]). Thus we can choose k1 € N such that

log k’l

(5.6) O al1) - =,

< slog By — logd.

Then

H*(E") < const - l}\rfn inf exp [(slog By — logd)N] - d™ - B{N* = const < oo,

—00

whence dimg (&) < s, as desired. O

Acknowledgement. [ am grateful to Ori Gurel-Gurevich for his help with the probabilistic

argument, and to Tuomas Sahlsten for helpful discussions.



FOURIER DECAY FOR SELF-SIMILAR MEASURES 15

REFERENCES

Noga Alon and Joel H. Spencer. The probabilistic method. Wiley-Interscience Series in Discrete Mathematics
and Optimization. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1992. With an appendix by Paul Erdés, A Wiley-
Interscience Publication.

Jean Bourgain and Semyon Dyatlov. Fourier dimension and spectral gaps for hyperbolic surfaces. Geom. Funct.
Anal., 27(4):744-771, 2017.

Alexander I. Bufetov and Boris Solomyak. On the modulus of continuity for spectral measures in substitution
dynamics. Adv. Math., 260:84-129, 2014.

Alexander 1. Bufetov and Boris Solomyak. The Hélder property for the spectrum of translation flows in genus
two. Israel J. Math., 223(1):205-259, 2018.

Fan Chung and Linyuan Lu. Concentration inequalities and martingale inequalities: a survey. Internet Math.,
3(1):79-127, 2006.

Xin-Rong Dai, De-Jun Feng, and Yang Wang. Refinable functions with non-integer dilations. J. Funct. Anal.,
250(1):1-20, 2007.

H. Davenport, P. Erdés, and W. J. LeVeque. On Weyl’s criterion for uniform distribution. Michigan Math. J.,
10:311-314, 1963.

Paul Erdés. On a family of symmetric Bernoulli convolutions. Amer. J. Math., 61:974-976, 1939.

Paul Erdés. On the smoothness properties of a family of Bernoulli convolutions. Amer. J. Math., 62:180-186,
1940.

Kenneth J. Falconer and Xiong Jin. Exact dimensionality and projections of random self-similar measures and
sets. J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2), 90(2):388-412, 2014.

Michael Hochman. On self-similar sets with overlaps and inverse theorems for entropy. Ann. of Math. (2),
180(2):773-822, 2014.

John E. Hutchinson. Fractals and self-similarity. Indiana Univ. Math. J., 30(5):713-747, 1981.

Bgrge Jessen and Aurel Wintner. Distribution functions and the Riemann zeta function. Trans. Amer. Math.
Soc., 38(1):48-88, 1935.

Thomas Jordan and Tuomas Sahlsten. Fourier transforms of Gibbs measures for the Gauss map. Math. Ann.,
364(3-4):983-1023, 2016.

Antti Kdenméki and Tuomas Orponen. Absolute continuity in families of parametrised non-homogeneous self-
similar measures. arXiv e-prints, Dec 2018. arXiv:1812.05006.

J.-P. Kahane. Sur la distribution de certaines séries aléatoires. Bull. Soc. Math. France, Mém. No. 25, Soc.
Math. France Paris, pages 119-122, 1971.

Robert Kaufman. On Bernoulli convolutions. In Conference in modern analysis and probability (New Haven,
Conn., 1982), volume 26 of Contemp. Math., pages 217-222. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1984.

Jialun Li. Decrease of Fourier coefficients of stationary measures. Math. Ann., 372(3-4):1189-1238, 2018.
Jialun Li. Fourier decay, Renewal theorem and Spectral gaps for random walks on split semisimple Lie groups.
arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:1811.06484, Nov 2018.

Jialun Li, Frederic Naud, and Wenyu Pan. Kleinian Schottky groups, Patterson-Sullivan measures and Fourier
decay. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:1902.01103, Feb 2019.

Jialun Li and Tuomas Sahlsten. Fourier transform of self-affine measures. arXiv e-prints, Mar 2019.
arXiv:1903.09601.

Jialun Li and Tuomas Sahlsten. Trigonometric series and self-similar sets. arXiv e-prints, Feb 2019.
arXiv:1902.00426.



16

B. SOLOMYAK

[23] Russell Lyons. Seventy years of Rajchman measures. In Proceedings of the Conference in Honor of Jean-Pierre

Kahane (Orsay, 1993), number Special Issue, pages 363-377, 1995.

[24] Pertti Mattila. Fourier analysis and Hausdorff dimension, volume 150 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced

Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2015.

[25] Carolina A. Mosquera and Pablo S. Shmerkin. Self-similar measures: asymptotic bounds for the dimension

and Fourier decay or smooth images. Ann. Acad. Sci. Fenn. Math., 43(2):823-834, 2018.

[26] J. Neunh&userer. Properties of some overlapping self-similar and some self-affine measures. Acta Math. Hungar.,

92(1-2):143-161, 2001.

[27] Sze-Man Ngai and Yang Wang. Self-similar measures associated to IFS with non-uniform contraction ratios.

Asian J. Math., 9(2):227-244, 2005.

[28] Yuval Peres, Wilhelm Schlag, and Boris Solomyak. Sixty years of Bernoulli convolutions. In Fractal geometry

and stochastics, I (Greifswald/Koserow, 1998), volume 46 of Progr. Probab., pages 39-65. Birkhauser, Basel,
2000.

[29] Martine Queffélec and Olivier Ramaré. Analyse de Fourier des fractions continues & quotients restreints.

Enseign. Math. (2), 49(3-4):335-356, 2003.

[30] Santiago Saglietti, Pablo Shmerkin, and Boris Solomyak. Absolute continuity of non-homogeneous self-similar

measures. Adv. Math., 335:60-110, 2018.

[31] Tuomas Sahlsten and Connor Stevens. Fourier decay in nonlinear dynamics. arXiv e-prints, Oct 2018.

arXiv:1810.01378.

[32] Raphael Salem. Sets of uniqueness and sets of multiplicity. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 54:218-228, 1943.

] Pablo Shmerkin. On the exceptional set for absolute continuity of Bernoulli convolutions. Geom. Funct. Anal.,

24(3):946-958, 2014.

[34] Pablo Shmerkin. On Furstenberg’s intersection conjecture, self-similar measures, and the L? norms of convo-

lutions. Ann. of Math. (2), 189(2):319-391, 2019.

[35] Pablo Shmerkin and Boris Solomyak. Absolute continuity of complex Bernoulli convolutions. Math. Proc.

Cambridge Philos. Soc., 161(3):435-453, 2016.

[36] Pablo Shmerkin and Boris Solomyak. Absolute continuity of self-similar measures, their projections and con-

volutions. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 368(7):5125-5151, 2016.

[37] Masato Tsujii. On the Fourier transforms of self-similar measures. Dyn. Syst., 30(4):468-484, 2015.

[38] Péter Varji. On the dimension of Bernoulli convolutions for all transcendental parameters. Ann. of Math. (2),

189(3):1001-1011, 2019.

[39] Péter P. Varjui. Absolute continuity of Bernoulli convolutions for algebraic parameters. J. Amer. Math. Soc.,

32(2):351-397, 2019.

BORIS SOLOMYAK, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, BAR-ILAN UNIVERSITY, RAMAT GAN, ISRAEL

E-mail address: bsolom3@gmail.com



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Background

	2. Reduction
	3. Beginning of the Proof
	4. Fourier decay for non-exceptional bold0mu mumu 
	5. Dimension of the exceptional set
	References

