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INTERIOR OF CERTAIN SUMS AND CONTINUOUS IMAGES OF
VERY THIN CANTOR SETS

YEONWOOK JUNG AND CHUN-KIT LAI

ABSTRACT. We show that for all Cantor set K; on R? it is always possible to
find another Cantor set Ky so that the sum g(K;) + Ka (where g is a C*! local
diffeomorphism) has non-empty interior, and the existence of the interior is robust
under small perturbation of the mapping. More generally, we can also show that the
image set H(a, K1, Ks), where H is some C! function on RY x R% x R? with non-
vanishing Jacobian, have non-empty interior for o all in an open ball of RY. This
result allows us to show that all Cantor sets are not topologically universal using C'*
local diffeomorphism, proving a stronger version of the topological Erdés similarity
conjecture. Moreover, we are also able to construct a Cantor set of dimension d on
R2¢, whose distance set has an interior.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. In this paper, a Cantor set on R always refers to a compact,
totally disconnected and perfect set. We are interested in determining if the image set
of Cantor sets under continuously differentiable functions possessed an interior. The
simplest case will be about the Minkowski sum of two Cantor sets. Let (K7, K3) be a
pair of Cantor sets on R?. One of the basic questions studied by many mathematicians
mainly on R! is that

(Qu): For which pair of Cantor sets (K, K3), K1 + aK> has non-empty interior
for all @ in an interval of R?

The study of the topological and the dimensional properties for the algebraic sum
of Cantor sets K; + K, arises naturally in dynamical system, number theory and
harmonic analysis [1, 3, 12, 13]. In dynamical system, the famous Palis-Taken’s
conjecture (see e.g. [21]) asserted that for generic dynamically defined Cantor sets,
the algebraic sum either has empty interior or contains an interval . Substantial
progress was made by Moreria and Yoccoz for non-linear Cantor sets [4]. However,
there exists dynamically defined Cantor set K such that K — K has positive measure
but no interior [23] (See also [24]).

Note that K; + aK5 is the orthogonal projection of K; x K5 onto the line with
slope tan(a). Therefore, dimy (K + aKy) < dimy(K;) + dimp(K>) (by the product
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formula for dimension [7]). If K; + «a K, has interior, it is necessary that

On the other hand, on R!, using the notion of Newhouse thickness 7(K) via the
Newhouse gap lemma, one knows that if

T(K)T(K3) > 1,

then the K; + aKs always contains an interior for all o # 0. Nonetheless, there is
a gap between the sum of the dimensions being larger than 1 and the product of
the thickness larger than 1, so the question is undetermined for many pairs of Cantor
sets. In the case of self-similar sets K7 and K5 defined by two maps whose contraction
ratios are a and b respectively, there is a mysterious region R for which question has
remained open ([27]). We also refer to [22, 28, 20] for some recent results about this
direction. The arithmetic sum of Cantor sets is largely open on higher dimensions
because there is no obvious choice for defining the Newhouse thickness. Yavicoli [30]
recently defined a new version of thickness on R?, which allows us to determine certain
(K1, K3) fulfills the question stated. In another direction, Feng and Wu introduced
another type of thickness 7py, on R? in which adding enough number of Cantor sets
with 7p > ¢ > 0 will ensure the sum has an non-empty interior [9].

The question about the algebraic sum of Cantor sets can be generalized to the
following non-linear setting. As far as we know, this is first due to Simon and Taylor
26]. Let H : A x R x R? — R, where A C R" (can be thought as a parameter set)
be a continuously differentiable function, denoted by C*(A x R? x R%). We can ask
under what condition on the pair of Cantor sets (K7, K»), we have the image set

H(Oz,Kl,KQ) = {H(O&,k’l,kg) . ]{51 € Kl,k'z, c KQ}

possesses an non-empty interior for all a inside an open ball of A. When H (o, z,y) =
x + ay, this reduces back to (Qu). Simon and Taylor showed that if 7(K;)7(K3) > 1
(with d = 1) and H has non-vanishing partial derivatives, then (H (o, K1, K3))° # @
around an interval of a. This setting allows us to gain extra flexibility to study
different problems. In [26], they considered H(z,y) = x* + y?, which represents the
pinned distance set at the origin of K; x K. They showed

AO(KI X Kg) = {\/.TQ —|—y2 . (.’E,y) € K1 X KQ}

has non-empty interior if 7(K;)7(K>) > 1. This offers us a connection to the cele-
brated Falconer’s distance set conjecture. McDonald and Taylor further generalized
this result to distance sets determined by trees [19]. Jiang also studied the result un-
der similar settings, but with more Cantor sets and he obtained conditions for which
H(K, K3) is entirely an interval [15].
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1.2. Main Contribution of this paper. In the aforementioned results, they are
mostly on R! and a handful of them touches on R¢. Moreover, there is no conclusion
about the arithmetic sum or continuous C! image of Cantor sets if one of the Cantor
sets has Newhouse thickness zero or other notions of thickness is zero. In this paper,
we will prove a version of these types of theorems that will work for all Cantor sets
regardless of dimensions and thickness and we believe that this is the first type of
such theorems that work for all Cantor sets. Adopting the setting by Simon and
Taylor [26], we have the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Let N > 1 and A C RY be a set with interior and let oy € A°. Let
Q1 C Qy C R and Q5 # @. Let H be a C* function on A x Q1 x Qy such that
the Jacobian on Qs is invertible (see (5.11) for the precise definition). Then for all
Cantor set K1 C )1, there exists a Cantor set Ko C QYo and a cube centered at ay,
Qc() (e > 0) such that

(| H(e K Ky | #@.

acQe (Cvo)

As one direct application, we let GL4(IR) to be the set of all d x d invertible matrices
and we embed it naturally on R¥ as an open subset. In other words, GL4(R) is

endowed with the Frobenius norm: |[|T||r = ijzl |T3;1? and T = (Ti5)1<ij<d-

Consider the map H : GLg(R) x R% x R — R defined by
H(T z,y)=Tx +vy.

Then the Jacobians on x and y are respectively T and the identity transformation,
which are invertible. Hence, we obtain the following corollary immediately from
Theorem 1.1.

Corollary 1.2. Let K, be a Cantor set on R? and let Ty € GLg(R). Then there a
exists another Cantor set Ky and € > 0 such that

ﬂ (TK, + K,) | #@.

{T:|T-To||r<e}

We can prove this theorem more generally by considering invertible C! functions,
not just invertible linear transformations. To this end, we endow the space of all
continuously differentiable mapping from R to R?, C1(R?), by the topology of local
uniform convergence, which turns C*(R?) into a separable metric space, denoted by
(CL(RY),d). Inside, we let CL (R?) be all the local diffeomorphisms on R i.e. the

functions whose Jacobian is invertible at all points (See Section 4 for more details).
This is our main theorem under this general setting.
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Theorem 1.3. Let K| be a Cantor set in R? and let gy € CL (R?). Then there exists
e > 0 and a Cantor set Ky such that

o

(1.1) ) wE)+K)| #2.

9€Bd(go0)

Corollary 1.2 and Theorem 1.3 show that for all Cantor sets K, we can always
find another K such that (Qu) is true. We notice that if K has positive Newhouse
thickness, then we can find another K so the product of the thickness is larger than 1,
then (Qu) is holds for the pair (K, K»). If K has positive Hausdorff dimension, we
were informed by Shmerkin that we can use fractal percolation to construct the Cantor
set K5 so that (Qu) holds for the pair (K, K3) ([25, Theorem 13.1]). Therefore, the
novelty of this theorem lies on the Cantor sets that are both Newhouse thickness and
Hausdorff dimension zero, which we refer to these Cantor sets as wvery thin, as our
title suggested.

The idea of the proof will rely on what we call the containment lemma, namely,
given a certain separation data of the first Cantor set, we can construct the other
Cantor set whose convex hull contains the first one and two Cantor sets will intersect.
Moreover, the intersection is robust under small C'-perturbation. This can be easily
achieved on R! using the gap data (Lemma 2.1). In high dimension, the data will yield
useful information only if K is non-degenerate or uniformly non-degenerate (Theorem
3.4). However, we can show that these are minor assumptions, since we can apply an
orthogonal transformation to the Cantor set so that the resulting Cantor is uniformly
non-degenerate (See Section 6 and 7). Therefore, upon orthogonal transformations,
we still have our containment lemma.

These results yield many applications about continuous image of Cantor sets. We
will discuss two main examples in Section 8. Concerning the sum set in Theorem 1.3,
we will see this is related to the Erdds similarity problem. Indeed, we will be able
to solve a very general topological version of the Erdés similarity problem (Theorem
8.1), generalizing a previous result in [10]. Similar to the results by Simon and Taylor
[26], we are also able to say something about the pinned distance set of Cantor sets
of Hausdorff dimension 1. We will show that there exists a Cantor set on R? of
dimension 1 , whose pinned distance set, hence its distance set, possesses an interior.
The same also holds true for R? where d is even. Indeed, such sets trivially exist
if it is connected such as a line segment. However, the fact that our set is totally
disconnected seems to be new. Further applications can also be made if we consider
other C'! functions similar to [15], but we are not going to write in full details in this

paper.

We will organize our paper as follows: In Section 2, we will prove our results on R!,
which is much simpler. We will then prove the containment lemma on R? in Section
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3 for non-degenerate Cantor sets. In Section 4, we will introduce the uniformly non-
degenerate Cantor sets and the topology of C! function. In Section 5, we will prove
our main theorem, Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3. In Sections 6 and 7, we will study
those non-degenerate and uniformly non-degenerate Cantor sets respectively. We
will show that all will become uniformly non-degenerate if we apply an orthogonal
transformation. Finally, in Section 8, we will discuss the applications of our theory
to topological Erdés similarity problem and the distance set problems.

2. CONTAINMENT LEMMA ON R!

We first define our notation. We let ¥° = {0}, ¥ = {0,1}" and ¥* = (2, ¥".
We will naturally concatenate o and ¢’ in ¥’ and denote it by oo’. We say that o is
a descendant of ¢’ (or ¢’ is an ancestor of ¢) if 0 = ¢’c for some ¢. If & has length
1, o is a child of ¢'.

We describe a Cantor set in R as a binary Cantor set. Let K be a Cantor set and
let Iy(K) be the convex hull of K. Then the complement of the K in I4(K) is a
countable union of disjoint bounded open intervals, which we call (bounded) gaps.
We first write them as G, n =1,2,--- with |G{| > |G| > - -+ and if they are of the
same length, we will enumerate them from the leftmost one. We now define

[(K) = Io(K) UUy(K) U I (K), and Up(K) := G,

where we also define by convention that Io(K) is on the left hand side of G; and
I, (K) is on the right of G;. Suppose that I,(K), o € ¥* has been defined. We will
let U,(K) to be the largest open interval from the collection of {G,,},en that is in
the I,. Then we define

IO'(K) - OO(K) U UO’(K) U Ial(K)'

In this way, the Cantor set K can be represented as

K=J | LK.

n=1o0exn

A Cantor set is called a centrally symmetric Cantor set if for all n € N, |U,(K)]
are equal for all o € ¥". If we let £, be the length of the gap at the n'* stage, i.e.
lp, = Uy (K)| then

|[Ig(K)| — by — 26y — -~ — 27714,

2.1 I, | =
21 <l K

Yo € X",

Conversely, if we are given a sequence 0 < ¢, < 1 that satisfies (2.1), then we can
always construct a centrally symmetric Cantor set whose n-th stage gap are of length

.
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We also recall that K is a fat Cantor set if K has positive Lebesgue measure. It
happens if and only if

() =3 S L (K)] > 0.

n=1 gexn

Lemma 2.1. (Containment lemma) Let K be a Cantor set in R. Suppose that K is

a Cantor set in R with Iy(K) C Iy(K) and
(2.2) max{|U,(K)| : 0 € "} < min{|U,(K)|: 0 € "} Vn eN.
Then, K N K # .

Proof. Since K and K are compact, it suffices to show that there exists a sequence
(an, ) € K x K such that lim, o |, — &,| = 0. To show this, we first prove the
following claim.

Claim. For each n € N, there exists 0,0/, € X" where o, is a child of g,,_; and o], is
a child of 0),_,, such that I,, (K) C I, (K).

n—1

Assuming the claim, we can just take oy, € K N1, (K) and a), € I, (K). Since
|15 (K)| = 0 as n — oo and |a,, — o,| < |1 (K)|, this finishes the proof.

We now prove the above claim by induction. Note that the base case is true since

I4(K) C Iz(K) by assumption. For the induction hypothesis, suppose that there
exist 0, and o}, such that I, (K) C I,; (K) where 0, and o,, form a chain of children
up to n. We now proceed to the induction step of n + 1.

Let us write I,, (K) = [ao, bo] and I, (K) = [co,do]. Then let us denote the next
children I,,0(K), 15,1(K), 15 0(K), I51(K) respectively by [ag,al,[b, bo], [co, ] and
[d, do], so that

L, (K) = [a,a) UU,, (K) U [b,bo), Is (K) = [co,c] UUy (K)UId,do].
By induction hypothesis ¢y < ag and by < dy. From our assumption,
d—c=1U,, (K)| <min{|U,, (K)|:0, €%} <|U, (K)=b—a.

This means that we must have a < cor d < b. In the first case, [¢cg, ¢| D [ag, a] meaning

that I, o(K) D I,,0(K), while in the second case, we have I,/ (K) D I,,1(K). This
shows that the claim holds true for n 4+ 1 and hence completes the whole proof. [

Remark 2.2. (1) We note that there always exists K satisfying (2.2), since by
taking £,, > 0 small enough, we can always construct a symmetric Cantor set

whose n''-stage gap length satisfies both (2.2) and (2.1).
(2) For convenience, we arrange the gaps in decreasing lengths. Indeed, the proof
did not use this fact. If we successively remove a gap, not necessarily the
largest gap, from I,(K), we obtain another representation of the Cantor set

and we can still find K for the containment lemma to hold in this situation.



INTERIOR OF VERY THIN CANTOR SETS 7

(3) Unfortunately, the resulting Cantor set K is always a fat Cantor set. It is
because the Lebesgue measure of K is given by

Ig(K ZZU )| > (K ZZU )| =0

n=1oceXxn n=1 oceXxn

where we used the fact that Iy(K) C Iy(K) and (2.2) in the inequality above.

The following corollary gives a stable perturbation under small scaling for the
containment lemma.

Corollary 2.3. If K is a Cantor set in R, then there exists a Cantor set K inR and
d >0 such that KN (AK +t) # @ for all A € (1 —6,1+9) and for allt € (=6,6). In
particular, K + AK has a non-empty interior.

Proof. We take the Cantor set K such that Iy(K) strictly contain Iy(K) and satisfying
(2.2) with right hand side replaced by 1/2-min{|U,(K)| : 0 € ¥"}. Then, KNK #0.
Note that 1, ()\I? +t) = A, (K) +t. By choosing ¢ sufficiently small, the conditions
Iy(K) C Iy(AK +t) and (2.2) holds true with K replaced by AK + ¢ for all A €
(1—-4,1490)andt € (—0,9). The containment lemma (Lemma 2.1) gives our desired
conclusion. U

2.1. Interior for general C' functions. We are going to follow the setup obtained
by Simon and Taylor. We will denote by Is(a) the closed interval of length ¢ and
centered at a. Let A be a compact parameter interval with center ag and let J; and .Jy
be two compact intervals. We are also given H € C'(A x J; x Jy) such that H(a, z,y)
has non-vanishing partial derivatives H, and H, on A x J; X Js.

Fix (uq,ug) € (J1 X J3)°. Set ¢g = H (o, u1,usz) and let §o > 0 so that
(2.3) Is, (o) X Is,(up) X Is,(ug) C (A x Jp x Jo)°.
Let also
S = TIs,(co) X Is, (o) X Is,(uq) X Ig,(uz).
and F': S — R defined by
F(e,a,z,y) = H(a,z,y) —

Note that F,, = H, # 0 by assumption and we have F(co, o, u1,u2) = 0. By the
implicit function theorem, we can find a d; € (0,d), a closed set

(2.4) Z = I5,(co) X Is,(cvg) X I, (uq)

and a function G : Z — I;,(uz) such that G(co, ap, u1) = ug and
(2.5) H(a,z,G(c,a,x)) = c.

We define

(2.6) Gea(x) = G(c, 0, ), (c,a) € Iy (co) X Is, ()

The following lemma was proved by Taylor and Simon.
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Lemma 2.4. For each i = 1,2, let K; C J; be two Cantor sets. Suppose that
Ge.o( K1) N Ky # 0 for all (¢, ) € Is,(co) X Is, ().
Then
Ij(c) C (] H(e Ky Ka).

Oée]:él (a’())

Proof. We prove it here for the sake of completeness. For each (c,a) € Is (co) X
Is,(ap), our assumption implies that there exist k; € Kj and ko € K3 such that
Gea(k1) = ko. Hence, H(a, ki, ks) = H(c, k1, gea(k1)) = c. This shows that ¢ €
H(a, Ky, Ks), and we obtain our desired conclusion. O

We also need a derivative estimate.
Lemma 2.5. There exists n > 0 such that

9e0(2)] =10 >0, V(c,a,z) € N.

Proof. From (2.5),
/ o Hx<Oé,.T, G(C,Oé,x»
JenlT) = Hy(a,z,G(c,a,z))

From our assumption, H, and H,, are continuous functions that never vanish. Hence,

they never change sign. This implies that g, never changes sign and g, is strictly
monotone. Furthermore, since H,, H, are continuous functions on the compact set
Z, there exists a 7 > 0 such that our desired conclusion holds. O

Using the containment lemma, our main theorem is the following:

Theorem 2.6. Let A, Jy,Jo be compact intervals, H € C'(A x J; x Jo) with non
vanishing partial derivatives H, and H,, and J; C Jo and oy be the center of A.
Then for all Cantor sets Ky C Jp, there exists a Cantor set Ko C Jy and a non-
degenerate interval Iz(ay) such that

o

(| H(o Ky Kp) | #0.

ac Ig(ao)

Proof. Let uy be a right-endpoint of a gap of K7 and choose dy such that Is,(uq) N K,
is a non-degenerate Cantor set inside J} and (2.3) is fulfilled. Let us = u; € J5. We
also set cg = H (g, u1, uz). Using our setting of H, we can find a function G : Z — R
satisfying (2.5) and G(co, ap, u1) = u;. Recall also that Z is of the form (2.4) for some
91 € (0,d0). By choosing 6; smaller if necessary, we can assume that K, = Is, (u1)NEK,
is a Cantor set inside K7 N J7.
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Let geo(2) = G(c, a, z). Our goal is to construct Ky C Jo such that the condition
in Lemma 2.4 holds for K;. We now represent K; as

o0

]fi: ﬂ U IU(I?/l)

n=1ocexm

and U, (C') are the gaps of l?/l Forn =0,1,2,---, the n'" stage gaps are the collection
of gaps U, (K1) where o € ¥". For all (¢, a) € Is,(co) X Is, (), the collection of all
the n'™ gaps of g..(K) are

{9e.0(Us(K7)) 10 € X"}
We now claim that there exists 7, > 0 such that for all (¢, a) € Ij,(co) X I, (o).
(2.7) min{|geq(Us(K7))| : 0 € 5"} > .

To see this claim, we let for a given o € X", U,(K1) = (t1,t3). Then, by the mean
value theorem,

19e.alUs (KD = 9eiats) = gealt)] = 9.0 (It = tal.

for some ¢ € (t1,t2). Using Lemma 2.5,
19e.0(Us (K1) 2 17 - [Uq (K1)

As 7 is independent of ¢ and « and there are only finitely many n'" stage gaps, we
can take 1, = - min{|U,(K;)| : 0 € ¥"}. This justifies (2.7).

Next, we note that all gc,a(lz) are inside Is (u1). We construct a centrally sym-
metric Cantor set K, whose convex hull is Iy, (u;) and the length of the n'* stage
gaps are less than 7,,. By the containment lemma (Lemma 2.1), gaa(f}l) N Ky # () for
all (¢, ) € Is,(co) X Is, (). In particular, the condition for Lemma 2.4 is fulfilled.
This completes the proof. 0

3. CONTAINMENT LEMMA IN R¢

3.1. Nested representation of Cantor sets. In this section, we are going to gen-
eralize the containment lemma to higher dimensions. Since there is no canonical way
to represent a Cantor set on RY, we will consider the following way to represent our
Cantor sets.

Definition 3.1. A nested representation of a Cantor set C' is a countable family
of compact connected sets R = {R, : o € Uy, X"} defined inductively as follows:
(1) C C Ry and
RynC=(RNC)U--- (R, NCO)

for some integer mg > 2 where Ry --- , Ry, are disjoint sets contained in Rp.
We will denote by ! = {1,--- ,my}
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(2) Suppose that ¥* has been defined and R, has been defined for all o € 3. We
define Ryq - -+ R,m, be disjoint compact connected sets contained in R, such
that

R, NC=(RaNCYU---U (Rym, NC)

and we define " = J_o{o} x {1, ,m,}.
(3) lim max,csr(diam(R,)) = 0.

k—o0

In this nested representation,

(3.1) C = ﬁ U R

n=1ocexn"

Moreover, for all x € C, there exists a unique sequence of compact connected sets
Ry, Roy0,, -+ such that

{SL’} = m Rol---on
n=1

and 0,41 € {1,--+ My, } forall i > 1.

We will adopt the following multi-index notations: Let ¥* = [J;2, ¥ and £* be
the collection of all infinite paths oy05--- where oy ---0, € X" for all n € N. For
each o € X", we define

Zk(a) = {jl . jk 1< jl < me, 1< jr < mo’jl"'jr—l}'

We can naturally think X* as a tree starting from the vertex ) that branches out to
my many edges, where we label {1,---m,} as the vertices and each vertex o further
branches out m, many edges with ol,---0m, as the vertices. > are the infinite
paths in the tree.

Remark 3.2. (1) For most of our study of Cantor sets, R, are chosen to be cubes
or balls. However, we only require our R, to be a compact connected set.
(2) Let

Q, ={[0,27" + 27"t : t € Z%}

be the set of all axis-parallel dyadic cubes of side length 27". For a given
Cantor set C' C RY, define

C,=|J{QeQ.:QnC # 2},

Note that C,, is a nested decreasing sequence of sets and C' = () _, C,,. For
each (), we can decompose it into its connected components. Then these
connected components provide a natural nested representation for the Cantor
set C.
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We will denote by 7; : RY — R the orthogonal projection onto the x;-axis. For
compact subsets A, B C RY, define

dwin(A, B) = min d(mj(A), 7j(B)).

j=1,--.d
where d(E, F) = min{|z —y| : v € E,y € F}. dunin(A4, B) > 0 means that the two
sets cannot overlap in any axis directions.

Definition 3.3. Let C' be a Cantor set and C' = (7", U,csn Rs be a nested rep-
resentation of C. Let also ¥} = {1,---d + 1} x --- x {1,---d + 1} (n times) and
X7 =Uns: 20

(1) We say that R, is non-degenerate if there exists k& > 1 and there exists
{A,-++ ,Agp1} C{Ryor : 0’ € ¥¥(0)} such that

(32) dmin (AZ, AJ) >0

foralli # j € {1,---,d+ 1}. Otherwise, R, will be called degenerate. We will call
{A;} the non-degenerate connected components in R,

(2) C is non-degenerate if there exists a sub-Cantor set C generated by a sub-
collection
{Ry : 0 € 33}

in R and it can be nest-represented as

(3.3) C= ﬁ U R

n=1 o€y

and {R,q, - ,Rg(dﬂ)} are the non-degenerate components of R, for all o € £} and
n > 1.

3.2. Containment lemma for non-degenerate Cantor sets. In this section, we
will prove the containment lemma under the assumption that C' is non-degenerate.

Theorem 3.4. (Containment Lemma on R?) Let C be a non-degenerate Cantor set
in R? that contains a sub-Cantor set C as in (3.3). Let

(3.4) dy, = mi% {dmin Rop,Rog) 1 1 <p<qg<d+1}.
JEEd

d-times

—N—
Define a Cantor set K = Ky x --- x Ky C R? such that

e (KO). I is any closed interval such that conv(K) =1 X --- x I D conv(C).

o (K1). Ky is a centrally symmetric Cantor set on R' obtained from the closed
interval I (which we determine in (K0)) and removing an open interval of
length gp < dy, in each remaining closed interval from the center at the k-th
stage.

Then C N K # 0.
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Proof. For the centrally symmetric Cantor set Ky C R!, as in the previous section,

KO - ﬂ U IU(KO)

we can write it as

n=1oecsy
where ¥y = {0, 1} and [,(Kj) has the same length for all o € ¥%. We write K as
d-times oo 2nd
K=Tox-xKo= (S
n=1j=1
where S, ; are cubes of the form I, (Ky)x- - - I,,(Kp) with (o1, -+ ,04) € X5 x---xX3,

so there are 2"¢ such cubes. To complete the proof, it suffices to establish the following
claim which allows us to find a sequence of points from C' and K converging to the
intersections:

Claim. For all n € N, there exists 0 € ¥} and S, ; such that R, C 5,, ;.

Proof of claim. We proceed the proof by induction. The base case holds automat-
ically by (KO) since Ry C Sy = I X ... x I. Suppose that we have already constructed
R, C S, for some ¢ € X% and n > 1. Let us write S = S,.; = [7_,[ax, bx] where
by, — aj are all the same length. By the requirement of centrally symmetric Cantor
sets, S is split up into 2¢ many cubes Sy, - - - Ssa on the corner so that

d
S\ (81U USyu) = J G,
k=1

where

ay + by, _Gnn1 ax + by, Jrgn+1
2 2 7 2 2

G = [ag,b1] x -+ X ]x---x[ad,bd].

Note that G}, is a slit of thickness g,.1 centered at x; = % and is parallel to the
x) coordinate plane.

We claim that there exists Ry, and S, such that R,, C S,. Suppose the claim is
false. Then we have for all i € {1,---,d+ 1}, R,; NS\ S; # 0 for all j = 1,---2%
Hence, R,; intersects S\ (S U---USq) = UZ:1 Gy. Therefore, there exists k = k(i)
such that R,; N Gy # (). By pigeonhole principle, there exists 7 # ' such that R,; and
R,i both intersects at the same Gj. However, this implies that

dmin(Roi7 Roi’) < In+1 < dn+1

by (K1). This is a contradiction to the definition of d,+1 in (3.4). This justifies the
claim and hence completes the proof.

0

Remark 3.5. (1) We remark that the Cantor set K that we constructed will have
positive Lebesgue measure since we can choose g arbitrarily small. However,
due to the centrally symmetric Cantor set construction, it still has no interior.
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(2) Not all Cantor sets are non-degenerate. For example, if we embed the middle-
third Cantor set into an axis parallel line on R? then no matter how we
generate a nested representation, we would not be able to find a set of three
connected components that satisfy (3.2), since these components eventually
converges to the line. On the other hand, if we rotate the Cantor set so that
it is no longer parallel to the axes, it will be non-degenerate. We will prove
in Section 6 that all Cantor sets are non-degenerate after some orthogonal
transformations (See Theorem 6.5). Indeed, we can show that all degenerate
Cantor sets must lie in countably many axe-parallel hyperplanes.

4. UNIFORMLY NON-DEGENERACY AND TOPOLOGY OF C! FUNCTIONS

We are interested in determining if the intersection of Cantor sets in the contain-
ment lemma is stable under small perturbation of C! functions. Indeed, the contain-
ment lemma is stable if C' is perturbed only by scaling and translation using the same
argument in Corollary 2.3. To make it work in all C! perturbation, we need some
stronger assumption on the non-degeneracy and we need to endow C* functions with
topology of local uniform convergence. We will define it in this section.

4.1. Uniformly non-degenerate Cantor sets.

Definition 4.1. We say that a Cantor set K in R is uniformly non-degenerate
(u.n.d. in short) if K contains a sub-Cantor set K whose nested representation
K=N2, erzg R, such that there exist constants Cy, Cy > 0 satisfying the following
property: for all 0 € £ and (p,q,75) € {1,--- ,d+ 1} x {1,--- ,d+ 1} x {1,--- ,d},

(4.1) Chllz — 2'|| < |mj(x — 2')| < Csljlx — 2’| Va € Ryp and @' € Ryy.

Notice that (4.1) is also equivalent to saying that |m;(x — 2’)| and |m(x — 2’)| are
comparable to each other for all j # k and for all o € ¥%. Intuitively, a Cantor set
cannot be lying up arbitrarily close to some axes-parallel hyperplanes. Therefore,
after a suitable orthogonal transformation, the Cantor set should be uniformly non-
degenerate. In the next theorem, we will see that this is the case.

Theorem 4.2. Let K C R? be a Cantor set. Then there exists an orthogonal linear
transformation O on R? such that the image O(K) is u.n.d. on R%.

The proof however requires us some careful writing, we will postpone it in Section
7 to ensure the continuity of proving our main theorems.
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4.2. Topology of C1(R?). We let GL4(IR) be the set of all d x d invertible matrices
A, If T € GLy(R), we write (Tj;)¢;_; to be the matrix representation of T' in the
standard basis of R%. the Recall that the operator norm and the Frobenius norm
are defined by

72| ! v
i
170 = 170 = sup L2y = <Z |Tz-j|2> .

x#0 ”SL’H i,j=1

Using the singular value decomposition, ||7|| is the maximum of the singular value of

T, while ||T||r is the square root of the sum of the square of all singular values (see
e.g. [14]). Hence, we know that

1
%HTHF < |7 < 17| £

We will write
The following lemma ensures the invertibility in a neighborhood of Frobenius norm.

Lemma 4.3. Let Ty € GLyg(R) and T : R* — R? be a linear map. Then there exists
d > 0 such that |T — Ty||r < 6 implies T € GL4(R).

Proof. We know that Ty € GLg(R) implies that we can always find ¢ > 0 such that
| Tox|| > c||z|| for all z € R Note that

1Tz]| = | Toxl| = (T = To)=[| = ell«|| = [T = Tol[pll]] = (¢ = d)||[]-

Hence, if we choose § < ¢, then T is invertible. O

Let g : R — R? and let J, be the Jacobian matrix of g. In other words, if we write

g(z) = (g1(x),- -+, ga(x)), where g; are its component functions, we have
991 ... ¢
81'1 8md
Jo(z) =
994 ... 99a
ox1 Oxy

We aim at proving the following theorem for uniformly non-degenerate Cantor sets.
With a slight abuse of notation, we define
99

C'(RY) = {g:Rd—HRd:% € C(RY) Vi,j € {1,2--- ,d}}.
J

We define also
Cr,(RY) = {g € C*(RY) : J () € GL4(R) Va € R%}.

inv

Ct (R?) are usually referred as local diffeomorphisms. Clearly, if g(x) = Ta + ¢

for some T' € GL4(R) is an affine transformation, then J,(z) = 7" and it belongs to
Cl

inv

(RY). Before we begin the proof, we need to endow C(R?) with the metric of local
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uniform convergence. To do this, we write R = (J°7 | R,, where R, is an increasing
union of compact subsets. Define

o 1/2
d 09,
ol = e ]+ (00 (msen [32())
| -
= maXxeRn |g<SL’)| _'_ H <maXx€RN 8_% >1<Z‘j<d
=0 > F

and for each f,g € C'(R?), define

e}

4(fg) = 3 an M e

1 L+ f = gllnoo

It is a routine check that (C'(R?),d) is a metric space. The ball under this metric
will be denoted by B(d) := {g € C'(R?) : d(f,g) < d}. Apart from the balls in the
topology, we need the following sets: For each f € C*(R?), 2o € R? and § € (0,1),
we define

Graos = {9 € CH(RY) + || Jy(x0) = J¢(wo) | < & and |g(wo) — f(wo)] < 6}
and for each n > 0,
Graosn = Graos N 19 € CHRY) t |z —mo < = || Jy() — Jy(o)|lr < 0}
We also let
A(f;x0,0) = sup{n >0 |z —wo| <n = |[Jp(x) = Jp(xo)llr < 0}
Note that since the map = — ||J;(z) — Jy(zo)||F is continuous, A(f, zg,d) > 0.

Lemma 4.4. Let K C RY be a compact set and let xg € K. Then there exists N € N
such that for all f € C*(RY) and 0 < § < 27 Nx—1

Bg(f) C gf,xo,cK~6>
where cg = 2N5TL Moreover, for all n < A(f, xo,0),
Bg(f) - gf,x07(20K+1)'5m

Proof. Let N be such that K C Ry, and let cx = 2Vt If g € BY(f), then
d(f,g) <, which implies that

1f = gllvicoo <280 - (14 [1f = glln.o0):

Hence, ||f — gl|ng,00 < %. As § < 27Vx~1 this implies that

Hf - g”NK,OO < 2NK+15'

But since K C Ry, from (4.2), it follows immediately that |f(x) — g(z)| < 2V&T1§
and || J,(x) — J;(x)||p < 28616 for all x € K, completing the proof of the first part.
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For the second part, we notice that if n < A(f,zo,d), then |x — xy| < n implies
|J¢(z) — J¢(z0)||F < d. Since we already proved that ||J,(z) — J¢(x)||r < 2V5T16 for
all x € K, by a triangle inequality, if |x — 2| < 1, then

1Tg(x) = Jo(xo)ll» <[ () = Jp(@)llp + 1[J5(2) = Jp(@o) | # + T4 (w0) = Jo(xo) [~
This shows the last inclusion. 0

Lemma 4.5. (CY(R%),d) is a separable metric space and is a Lindeléf space. i.e.
every open cover has a countable sub-cover.

Proof. The separability is a routine exercise and it is known that a separable metric
space must be a Lindeldf space [29, Theorem 16.9]. O

5. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

We will prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3 in this section. Let us begin with the
robustness of intersection around the identity map (Theorem 5.1) and then around
the general maps (Theorem 5.2).

Theorem 5.1. Let K be a u.n.d. Cantor set in R with the sub-Cantor set K =
N, Uaezg R, satisfying (4.1) with constant Cy,Coy > 0 and let xy € K. Then, there
exist 0 > 0 such that for all n > 0, there exists a Cantor set K = I?((S, n) C RY such
that for all g € G105, (I denotes the identity mapping),

g(K)NK + @.

Proof. By Lemma 4.3, there exists d; > 0 such that for all linear maps 7" : R — R?,
|T — I||p < o implies T' € GL4(R). Then, choose 6 = §(Cy, Cy, d) such that

) 1
(5.1) 0<5<m1n{2(1+0102_1(d_1)),50}

and choose A = \(C1, Cy, d, §) such that
(5.2) 0<A<1-2(1+CCyd—1))s.

Let g € Gruo0m- Then || Jy(zo) — I < 6, |g(x0) — 2] < 6 and for all |z — x| < 7,
we have ||J,(x) — Jy(x0)||F < 0. Therefore,

1 g(z) = I[p < [|Jg(z) = Jg(@o)ll + [[Jg(w0) = I]|» < 20.

Let T;(x) = agi—x(x). From the definition of Frobenius norm, for each j and ¢ # j in
J

{1727...7d}’ '
(5.3) Tji(x) € (1 —26,1420) and T};(x) € (—20,26)

whenever |z — zo| < n.
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We now focus on zg € K. We can find a 01039 - - - € X3° such that xy € ﬂzozl Roy o -
Hence, there exists R, such that R, C B,(xp). The sub-Cantor set R, N K is also
uniformly non-degenerate satisfying (4.1) with constants C},Cy. For simplicity of
notation, we may just assume KcC B, (). If not, we will replace R, N K by K.

Note that for each g € Gy 4., g(K) = N, Uaezg g (Ry) is a nested representation

of the Cantor set g(l?) Note that g(IA() is a Cantor set since g € GL4(R). For each
n € N, define

a, = mlzn {dmin Rop;Rog) 1 1 <p<qg<d+1},
oc

bn(9) = min {dmin (9(Rop), 9(Rog)) : 1 <p < g < d+1}.

aed

Let n € N, o € 37, and (p,q,j) € {1,--- ,d+ 1} x{1,---d+1} x {1,--- ,d} Then,
for all x = (xy1,---x4) € Ryp, @' = (2, , 7)) € Ryy, using mean value theorem, we
can find (; such that

195 (2) = g5 = | D Tin(Ge) - (o — )

(5.4) > |T55(¢) | — Z| i (G [y, — 2|
k#j
(5.5) > (1 —20)|z; — af| — 2(d — 1)6C1Cy oy — |
= (1 —2(1+C,CyH(d — 1))5) |2 — ]

where in (5.4), we used the reverse triangle inequality, and in (5.5), we used (5.3) and
the fact that for all k£ # j

/ / C /
|k (z = 2)| > Chfle — '] > élﬂ;‘(w — )],

which follows from our assumption (4.1). Taking infimum over all z € Ry, 2" € Ry,
minimum over j € {1,2,---,d}, minimum over integers p, ¢ such that 1 < p < ¢ <
d + 1, and minimum over o € X} in order, we have

bn(9) > Aan, VneN Vg€ G, s
Next, we claim that there exists C' = C(d) such that for all g € G 4,5,
(5.6) lg(x) —y| < C, Yo,y € K.
Indeed, using the mean value theorem, there exists (;; € B, (x¢) such that
9(x) — g(x0) = Az — x0)

where A is the d x d matrix (T;;((i;)) Hence,

1<i,j<d’

l9(2) = g(@o)| < |A[lF - 7.
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Using (5.3), [|A]lr < (d(148)?+d(d—1)8)Y/? < \/4d + d? := C". Therefore, recalling
that K C B, (z), we have

l9(x) =yl < lg(x) — g(wo)| + |zo —y[ < (C"+ 1) < C"+1

for all x,y € K. The proof of (5.6) is complete. Consequently, for all g € Gr40.5;
g(K ) C{z:d(x, K) < C'}, the C'—neighborhood of K.

To finish the proof, we construct K to be a centrally symmetric Cantor set in R?
whose convex hull strictly contains the C-neighborhood of K. Then this convex hull
contains all g(K) with Jy(zo) € Bs(I) and g(zo) € Bs(zo). Then we require the nth
stage gaps of K to be given by ’\a" Then, the condition of the containment lemma
in R? (Theorem 3.4) is satisfied by the pairs (g(K), K) for all g under our condition,
implying that

gK)NK + @.
O

We notice that there is no need to be in a neighborhood of the identity transfor-
mation, we can actually begin with any gy € C*(R?).

Theorem 5.2. Let gy € CY(R?) and K be a Cantor set in R? such that go(K) is a
Cantor set that is u.n.d. with the sub-Cantor set gO(I?) and let xy € K such that
Jgo(20) € GL4(R). Then, there exist § > 0 such that for all sufficiently small n > 0,
one can find a Cantor set K C R? such that for all g € Gy wo.5m

gK)NK + @.

Proof. Before we begin our proof, we first notice a linear algebra fact. Let A;B €
GL4(R). Note that

1
ﬁHAB_l — Il < |AB™ — Il < |A=Bl|B'| < |A = Bl#[B™#.
Consequently;,
(5.7) A€ B;(B) = AB™' € B g5 1,5(])

We now begin the proof. By the inverse function theorem, there exists an open set W

containing xy and an open set V' containing go(zo) such that go : W — V is invertible.
We now apply Theorem 5.1 to go(K). There exists 6y > 0 such that for all ny > 0,
there exists a Cantor set K such that for all g € Gr g(x0),60,m0, We have

(5-8) 9(go(K)NK # 2.

— i do ;
We take 6 = min {3\/3(”%(960)71”1?“) , 50} and sufficiently small n > 0 so that

(i) By(zo) C W,
(i) if |2 — wo| < n, then [Ty, ()7 | < [[Jgo(x0) 7| + 1, and
(i) [[Jgo () = o (o) || < 0.
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Such 7 exists since ||y, ()| and ||y, (z) — Jy, (20)|| are continuous functions and
W is open. Finally, as go(B,(z0)) is open, we can take " < 7y so that

ly — go(z0)] <1 = y = go(x) for some x where |z — zq| < 1.
For all g € Gy, 20,6y, We have

(1) Jg(wo) € Bs(Jgo(0)),
(2) [g(z0) — go(wo)| <0,
(3) |z = wo| <n = |[Jy(x) = Jy(wo)|[r < 9.

We claim that gog,* € G 1,g0(z0).d0.1 - AS Gr go(20),50m" C GI,g0(0),60,m0- Lhis combined
with (5.8) implies that g(K) N K # @ for all g € G, 4,6, completing the proof.

It remains to justify the claim, which requires us to show that

(8) Jyoge (90(20)) € By (1)),
(b) 190 g5 (90(0)) — go(xo)| < do,
(©) 1y = go(@o)| < 1" = [[Jpogr (y) — Ill# < do.
Proof of (a). (1) and (5.7) implies that we have J,(z¢)Jy,(z0)™" € Bs,(I). Thus,

Jog1 (90(20)) = Jy(x0) gy (x0) ™t € Bs,(I), where we used the chain rule and the

inverse function theorem for Jacobians.

Proof of (b). Tt follows from |gg; " (go(z0)) — go(z0)| = |g(w0) — go(x0)| < § < bo.

Proof of (¢). For all |y — go(xo)| < 1, y = go(x) for some x such that |z — zo| < 7.
Now,

1 gogst (W) = Llle = 1 Jg(2) gy (@)™ = Ilr < V|| gy () [l Ty (@) = oo (2) |
<Vd|| Ty (@)l (g (@) = Jg(20) |2+ [1Tg(20) = Ty (@) |2+ | Jgo (20) — Ty ()] )
< 3VA(| Jyo (o) |l + 1)8 < 6.

Note that ||J,(z) — Jy(z0)||r < 0 follows from (3), ||Jy(z0) — J4(0)||r < 0 follows
from (1) and ||J,,(x0) — Jyo(20)||r < 6 follows from (iii) and finally ||Jy,(z) 7 ||r <
| T4 (x0) | # + 1 follows from (ii). O

Theorem 5.3. (=Theorem 1.3) Let K be a Cantor set in R? and let go € CL,(R?).

Then, there exists o € K and 6 > 0 such that for all sufficiently small n > 0, we can
find a Cantor set K C R? such that for all g € Gy, 20,615

(5.9) g(K)NK + .

Moreover, there exists € > 0 and a Cantor set K such that

o

(5.10) N (g(K)H?) £ 0.

9€BY(g0)
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Proof. By Theorem 4.2, we can find an orthogonal transformation O such that O(go(/))
is a Cantor set that is u.n.d.. Let K be the sub-Cantor set of K such that O(go(K))
is uniformly non-degenerate satisfying (4.1). We now choose zg € K. By Theorem
5.2, we can find § > 0 such that for all n sufficiently small, there exists a Cantor set
IN(O C R? such that for all h € G00g0,20,615

hEK)N Ky # 0.

To finish the proof, we take g € Gy 2,.5/10||,n> then a routine calculation shows that
h = Oog will satisty J,(x0) € Bs(Joog,(%0)), |R(x0) —(Oo0go)(x0)| < 0 and |z—z¢| <7
= |h(x) — h(zo)| < 0. Thus, h € Go 4,6, and hence (O o g)(K) N Ko # 0. The proof
is complete by taking K = O~1(K,).

We now prove the last statement. Let g € Gy 4,5/2,,- Then, we notice that if
we let |t] < 0/2 and consider the map g(x) = g(z) + t, then Jz(zg) = Jy(xo), so
|3(z0) — Jy(ao)]| < 8. Also,

19(z0) — go(wo)| < |g(z0) — go(wo)| + [t] < 6.

Finally, if |z —zo| < n, then [|J5(z)—Jg(xo)[| = || Jy(x)—J4(z0)| < /2 by the definition
of g € Gyy.20,8/2.5- Hence, by (5.9), (g(K) +t) N K # (). Therefore, t € g(K) — K.
Defining K = —K, we find that the Euclidean ball {t : |t| < §/2} is a subset of

< N (g(K) + I?)) . By Lemma 4.4, the ball B§/2(2CK+1)(90) C Gyo00.6/2.m-

geggo@oﬁ/?»n

This shows (5.10) holds with ¢ = 6/2(2cx + 1) provided we chose § and 7 small
enough so that Lemma 4.4 can be applied. O

5.1. Interior of general C! functions. In this subsection, we aim at proving an
analogous theorem for Theorem 2.6 on R? under the uniformly non-degenerate as-
sumption of Cantor sets. We denote by Qs(a) the closed cube in R? with side length &
and centered at a. Let A be a compact set on RY (the parameter set) with nonempty
interior and let o be an interior point of A, and Q; and Q, be two sets in R? with
nonempty interior. Also, let H € C1(A x Q1 x Q3) — R? and let the d x d matrices
of Jacobians Jy; of H by x and Jg 2 of H by y be given by

H;\* H;\*
(511) JH,I = <8 Z) and JH72 = (8 Z) .
O ij=1 Ay; ij=1

We will assume that Jp o is invertible on ()s.

Fix (ug1,u2) € (Q1 X Q2)° and let ¢ = H (g, uy,usz). Choose dy > 0 such that

(5.12) Qs (o) X Qs (1) X Qs (u2) C (A X Q1 X Q2)°.
Let

S = Qs,(co) X Qs, (o) X Qs, (u1) X Qs (u2)
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and define F : S — R? by
F(e,a,z,y) = H(a, z,y) — c.

By the implicit function theorem, there exist d; € (0,dp) and a function G : Z —
Qs, (u2), where Z is the closed set given by

Z = Qs, (co) x Qs, () x Qs, (w1),

such that G(cy, g, u1) = ug and

(5.13) H(a,z,G(c,a, 1)) = c.
Define
(5.14) Gea(z) = G(c, 0, x), (¢, ) € Qs, (co) X Qs, (ap)-

Notice that the Jacobian of g,
ch:,a (SU) = JI;,l2<C7 «, .T) ’ JH71<C7 «, .T),

is invertible by our assumption. With this setup for R?, the following lemma can be
proved using the same line of proof as in Lemma 2.4. We will omit the details of the
proof.

Lemma 5.4. Let K1 C ()1 and Ky C Q3 be Cantor sets and do < 7. If

Ge.o( K1) N Ky # 0 for all (¢, ) € Qs,(co) X Qo, (o),
then

Qs, (o) C ﬂ H(a, Ky, Ks).

a€Qs, (a0)

We now conclude our main theorem.

Theorem 5.5 (= Theorem 1.1). Let N > 1 and A C RY be a set with interior and
let ag € A°. Let Q1 C Q2 C RY and QS # @. Let H be a O function on A x Q; X Qo
such that Jyo in (5.11) is invertible on Q3.

Then for all Cantor sets K1 C Q1, there exists a Cantor set Ky C (2 and a cube
Qe(ao) (e > 0) such that

o

(| H(o Ky Ka) | #0.

a€Qe (Cvo)

Proof. Let u; € K1 C Q1 C Q2 and let ¢y = H(ap, u1,u1). Then the maps g., are
defined according to (5.13) and (5.14). By restricting to a sub-Cantor set, we may
assume K C Qs, (u1). Using Theorem 4.2, there exists an orthogonal transformation
O such that O(gey.a0(K1)) is uniformly non-degenerate. Let us write go = O 0 g, a0



22 YEONWOOK JUNG AND CHUN-KIT LAI

and let gO(IA(l) be the sub-Cantor set inside go(K;) that realizes the uniform non-
degeneracy of go(K1). If g € K7 C Qs,(uq), then

JgO ('TO) = Joogco,ao (':UO) = (O © cho,ao) (':UO) S GLd(R>

By Theorem 5.2, there exists 0 > 0 such that for all sufficiently small > 0, one can
find a Cantor set K such that for all g € Gy 405, 9(K1) NK # 0. K is chosen from
the containment lemma by requiring the convex hull to strictly contain the convex
hull of g(kK;) for all g € Gy, 4.6, In particular, we are only interested in the case that
g = 00 g, and that the convex hulls of O (g..(K1)) are contained in O(Q2). Note
that we may choose K contained in O(Q2). We claim that there exists v > 0 such that
if |(c, ) — (o, ap)| < 7y, then O 0 ge € Gy 20,6~ Clearly, we can make v sufficiently
small so that we can apply Theorem 5.2. Then, we have |(c, a) — (¢o, ap)| < 7 implies

O (geal(F1)) N K # 0.

Taking the inverse of O, the proof is complete by defining Ky = O~!(K) and applying
Lemma 5.4.

To justify the claim, we need to show that there exists v > 0 such that if |(c, o) —
(007 O[0)| <7 then
(]‘) ||Joogc,a (xo) - Joogco,ao ('Z‘O)HF < 5
(2) 10 (e.a(0)) = O (geo,00(0)) | < 9.
(3) |z = x| <7 = [ Jooge.a () = JOoge.a ()| < 0.

We now consider the following three functions,

d 2
89 NeRet 89 j,C0, 0
F <C7 «, SL’) = ”J c,a (SL’) o cho,ao ('TO)”F = ijZZI ajxl (SL’) o é,’]j(‘)z : ('TO) ’

F2<Cu «, .T) = ‘96,a<x0) - g007040<x0)|7

F3<C7 (){7 x) = HJ c,a('r) - ch,a(xo)”F7
where g; . o are the component functions of g., and they all have continuous deriva-
tives in (c,a,z) € Z. Note that all F; are uniformly continuous on a compact

subset Z' of Z containing (co, g, zo). Hence, there exists v > 0, such that if
|(c, 0, x) — (¢, &/, 2")| < 7, then |F(c, o, ) — Fi(c/, o/, 2")| < /||O||r for all i = 1,2, 3.

For (1), if |(¢, &) — (co, o) < 7, then |(¢c, o, ) — (co, g, To)| < 7. Hence, notice
that Fi(co, g, o) = 0 and that

[700ge.0 (€0) = JOogey ay (To) | < O]l - Fi(e; v, 20) < 6.

(2) can be done using the same argument. For (3), we take n = ~, then if |x — x| <
n, then |(¢, o, x) — (¢, @, x0)| < v and hence

[J00ge.0 () = JOog.o (x0) [l < [|O|r - Fs(c, v, ) <6,
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where we also used that F(c, a, xy) = 0. We have thus verified that there exists v > 0
such that O o g.o € Gy 0.0~ for all |(c, o) — (co, )| < 7. The claim follows and the
proof is complete. O

6. WHEN IS A CANTOR SET NON-DEGENERATE?

We will now show that being embedded into axis parallel hyperplanes is the only
possibility for the Cantor sets failing to be non-degenerate. Let us begin the setup of
the proof. We let

be a nested representation of K as defined in Definition 3.1 and (3.1).

Lemma 6.1. Suppose that R, is degenerate. Then R,. is degenerate for all o' €
k(o) and k > 1.

Proof. If there exists R,, such that it is non-degenerate, then one can find d+ 1 non-
degenerate connected components inside R,,. But then, these connected components
are also contained in R,, meaning that R, is non-degenerate, a contradiction. So the
lemma holds. O

Lemma 6.2. Let K C R? be a Cantor set with a nested representation
K= U R
n=1oexn"
Suppose that all R, are degenerate. Then, K is contained in at most d* axis parallel
hyperplane.
Proof. We first prove the following claim.

Claim. Suppose that Ry is degenerate. Then, for each set of d 4+ 1 points in C, there
exist 2 distinct points that lie in an axis parallel hyperplane.

Proof of Claim. Let xy,x9,--- ,x4y1 € K. Then, for each i € {1,--- ,d + 1}, there
exist 0;10;20;3 -+ € X°° such that

(6.1) {z:} = () Rowrooun-
n=1

Since Ry is degenerate by assumption, for all n € N, the compact connected sets

{R0'1,1---0'17n7 e R } SatiSﬁeS

) Od+1,1"""0d+1,n
min (Rosyo5 s Boyrovoyn) =0

forall 1 <i < j <d+ 1. Hence, for each n € N, there exists (i,,7,) € {1,---d +
1} x{1,---d+1} and k,, € {1,--- ,d} such that

(7, (R, 1o0iy ) Thn (Roy 10y, ) = 0.
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Since for each n € N, (i,, j,, k,) are taken from a finite set, there exists (i, Ji, ks)
such that

d (Wk* (RUi*,l“'O'i*,n)7 T, (RUj*,l"'Uj*,n)) =0

holds for infinitely many n, which, for simplicity of notation, we may assume it holds
for all n. In particular, this means that 7, (R
and from (6.1), we conclude that

) and 7y, (R, .05, ,.) OVerlaps,

Oiy,1" Oiy,mn

|7Tl€* (xl*) - ﬂ-k*(l‘j*) < |7Tk*(RUi*,l"'0'i*,n)| + |7Tl€* (Ro'j*,l"'o'j*,n)| — 0

as n — oo since the diameter of R, tends to zero as o gets longer. Hence, x;» and
x;+ lies in the same axis parallel plane.

With this claim, we let

kmin = min{k > 2 :V k distinct points in C', 3 2

distinct points that lie in an axis parallel hyperplane. }.

The claim implies that ky;, exists and is at most d 4+ 1. We now take xy,--- 2. 1
distinct points in K such that none of the two points lies in the same plane, where we
denote x; = (x;1,---x;4). Then for all x € K — {2y, -2y, 1}, * must be in lying
in one of the planes = z; ; for some ¢ € {1, -k, — 1} and j € {1,---d}. Hence,
K must be inside (kyin — 1) - d < d? many axis parallel hyperplane. This completes
the proof. O

Lemma 6.3. Let K C R? be a degenerate Cantor set. Then, there exists o € ¥*
such that R, is degenerate.

Proof. Suppose that for all o € ¥*, R, is non-degenerate. Then, starting from Ry,
we can find d+ 1 many R; at certain level k such that they have a positive dy,;,. From
our assumption, all R; are non-degenerate, so each R has d + 1 descendants that are
non-degenerate. Continuing inductively, we are able to construct a sub-Cantor set
that satisfies (3.3), meaning that K is non-degenerate. O

Lemma 6.4. Let K C R! be a non-degenerate Cantor set. Then there exists an
orthogonal linear transformation T on RY such that the image T(K x {0} + x) is
non-degenerate on R? for all x € RY.

Proof. Note that it suffices to find an orthogonal linear transformation T such that
T(K x {0}) is non-degenerate, since T(K x {0} + x) just differs from T(K x {0})
by a translation. Let ey, ---e; be the standard basis of R?. Consider the subspace
W = {(z1,---zq) € R : 2y + 23 = 0}. Then, using elementary linear algebra,
{vi = (—%, %,0 -+-,0),e3,---e4} is an orthonormal basis for W. We define the
linear map T on R? by sending

T(el) = Vi, T(ez) = ei+1,’i = 2, N — 1, T(ed) = fd
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where f; spans the orthogonal complement W+ of W, i.e., W+ = span(f;). The linear
map is clearly an orthogonal transformation and is therefore invertible and it maps
the x4-plane onto the subspace W.

We now let K be the non-degenerate Cantor set inside K C R?!. Let us represent
it as in (3.1) with R, C R?"!. Now, we can write

Kx{o}—ﬂ U Re x {0}, T(K x{0}) = ﬂ U T®&, x{0})

n=1o0ceX"? n=1oceX"?

d—1 d—1

We now claim that for all o € X},

(6.2) Amin(T(Rop X {0}), T(Ryy x {0})) >0
forall 1 <p<q<d. Takex = (21, - ,24-1,0) €Rpp x {0}, y = (y1,- -+ ,ya-1,0) €
Roq X {0}. From the definition of dpy,
|5L‘i - yz| Z dmin(RapaRaq) = k0~
By the definition of T,
1

V2

Hence, all coordinates of of T(x) and T(y) are distinct by a distance of %ko. This
shows that (6.2) holds. From this claim, we can construct a non-degenerate sub-

1 1
T(X) ( —F=Z1, \/_[L'l,l’g,"‘ ,l’d_l), T(y) = (_%ylaﬁylay%'” 7yd—1)-

Cantor set from T(I? x {0}) by inductively taking d + 1 non-degenerate components
of R, from {R,g : s, € {1,---d}}. O

We are now ready to conclude our main theorem in this section.

Theorem 6.5. Let K C R? be a Cantor set. Then there exists an invertible linear
transformation T on R? such that the image T(K) is non-degenerate on R?.

Proof. We prove by induction on the dimension d that all Cantor set K on R? satisfy
the property in the statement. When d = 2 and if K is non-degenerate, we are done.
Suppose that K is degenerate. By Lemma 6.3, there exists R, in a nest representation
of C' such that R, is degenerate. By Lemma 6.1 and 6.2, K N R, must be contained
in a finite union of axis-parallel planes. Hence, we can take a sub-Cantor set KCK
lying in an axis parallel line. Note that K , as a Cantor set on R!, is always non-
degenerate. By Lemma 6.4, there exists an invertible linear transformation T such
that T(IA( ) is non-degenerate.

Suppose that the lemma is true for d — 1. If K C R? is non-degenerate, then we
are done by taking simply the identity transformation. If K C R? is degenerate,
we can apply Lemma 6.1, 6.2 and 6.3 to obtain a sub-Cantor set lying in an axis

parallel plane. Without loss of generality, we can assume that the sub-Cantor set lies
on the subspace is {zq = 0}, so that it can be represented as K x {0}. From the
induction hypothesis, there exists a linear map Ty : R — R4 such that TO(K )
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is non-degenerate on R4"!. By lemma 6.4, there exists a linear map T, such that
Tl(TO(IA() x {0}) is non-degenerate on R<.

Hence, the linear map Ty : RY — R? defined by To((x,0) +e,4) = To(x,0) + e, is an
invertible linear map and Tg([? x {0}) = TO(I?) x {0}. Therefore, T; o TQ(I? x {0})
is non-degenerate. As K x {0} C K, (T, o T) (K) is therefore, non-degenerate. This
completes the proof. O

7. WHEN 1S A CANTOR SET UNIFORMLY NON-DEGENERATE?

Definition 7.1. Let K = (", ,cs» Ro be a nested representation of K. Let x > 0
be a constant. For each k € N, let {A;,-+, Agy1} C {Roo : 0’ € ¥(0)}. We define
the following ratios:

ARy, Ay, -+, Agy) = minmin {

pFq iF£] |
{ |mi(z) — mi(2)]
)

|mj(2) — m;(2')|

B¥(R,, Ay, -+, Agi1) = max max

cx €Ayt €Ay p.
p#q  iF£]

Also, we define A*(R,, Ay, -+, Agy1) = 0and B¥(R,, Ay, -+, Agi1) = 00 if din(A,, Ay)

0 for some p # q. We say that R, is k-non-degenerate if there exists £k > 1 and
there exists {Ay, -+, Agy1} C {Ryor : 0’ € ¥¥(0)} such that

(71) ’%71 S Ak<R07A17 T 7Ad+1) S Bk<R07A17' o 7Ad+1) S K.

Otherwise, we say that R, is k-degenerate. We say that K is k-uniformly non-
degenerate if there exists a sub-Cantor set K = _, Uaezg R, and

(72) /{71 < Al (RO'7 Ro1, -+ 7Ra(d+1)) < Bl (RO'7 Ro1, -+ 7Ra(d+1)) < K.
for all o € 3.
It is clear that K is uniformly non-degenerate if and only if there exists x > 0 such

that K is k-uniformly non-degenerate. We will assume throughout this section that
K C R?is a Cantor set with a nested representation

K:ﬁ U R

n=1ocexn

Lemma 7.2. Suppose that K is not u.n.d.. Then for all Kk > 0, there exists R, such

that R, is k—degenerate. Moreover, for all {1, -+ ,x4.1} C R, N K, there ezists
x, # x4 and there exists i # j € {1,--- ,d+ 1} such that
(7.3) i) — mi(g)] < "{_1|7Tj(xp) — mj(xg)]-

Proof. For the first statement, we prove the contrapositive. Suppose that there exists
x > 0 such that for all ¢ € ¥*, R, is k-non-degenerate. Then starting from Ry, we
can find d + 1 many R; at certain level k such that (7.2) holds. From our assumption,
each R; is k-non-degenerate, so there exist d + 1 k-non-degenerate descendants of
R;. Continuing inductively, we can construct a sub-Cantor set K of K such that
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all o € X} satisfies (7.2). Therefore, K is k-non-degenerate, which contradicts our
assumption that K is not u.n.d..

For the second statement, we suppose for the sake of contradiction that there exists
1, ,xqr1} C Ry N K such that for all distinct points x x,, for all i £ j
+ p p q J

(7.4) Imi(p) — miap)| > £ () — ().
For each p = 1,---,d + 1, let us write {z,} = (o_; Roop 1.0, Since K is totally
disconnected, by taking sufficiently large n, Rss, ,..0,, has a very small diameter.

Since m; are continuous functions, (7.4) continues to hold for all z € Ros,y-0,, and
7' € Ryo,,.w0,,- This implies that

IO R T

() — ()]
for all x € Rys,,.0,, and 2’ € Ry, .0, and for all i # j € {1,--- ,d+ 1}. This
implies that R, is k-non-degenerate, which is a contradiction. O

Lemma 7.3. Suppose that K is not u.n.d.. Then, for all kK > 0, there exists a
sub-Cantor set K of K such that

F=N U=

n=1cexn
and the following condition holds:
(7.5) VoeXy,dp#qe{l,---,d} andJi#j€{l,---,d+1}

such that for all ¥ € Ry, and ' € Ryy, |mi(z) — mi(2))| < &7 () — m;(a")].

Proof. Using Lemma 7.2, we can find 2x-degenerate R, and d-+1 points x1, - - - 2411 €
R, N K such that (7.3) holds for some z, # =, € {x1, -+, 2441} and some i # j €
{1,---,d+1} with constant (2x)~'. Similar to the proof in Lemma 7.2, by considering
R, around each z,, p = 1,---d + 1, we can find Ry, --R441 with x; € R; such that
(7.3) holds for all points in R, and R, with constant £~!, which means (7.5) holds.

We now notice a simple fact that if K is not u.n.d., then K NR; is also not u.n.d.
foralli=1,---d+ 1. Hence, we can apply Lemma 7.2 and the argument we just did
on K NR;. Then inductively to obtain K that fulfills this lemma. U

Before we proceed to the main theorem, we make the following simple but important
observation. With slight abuse of notation, we say that x, 2’ are k-degenerate if there
exists i # j such that |m;(z) — m(2')] < k7Y m;(x) — 7;(a’)|. In this case, z — 2’ must
be lying in a cone around some axis-parallel hyperplane. More precisely,

d
(7.6) r—1 € U Pi ({(z1, - 2q) s 2l 4+ -+, <azi}) :=C
i=1

where a = tan~!(k™!) and P; are the orthogonal transformation mapping the hyper-
plane x4 = 0 onto the hyperplane x; = 0. If K is a compact set inside C, then we can
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find an orthogonal transformation O so that O(x) and O(z’) are k-non-degenerate for
all x # 2’ € K.

Theorem 7.4. Let K C R? be a Cantor set. Then there exists an orthogonal linear
transformation O on R? such that the image O(K) is u.n.d. on R%.

Proof. Let R be the diameter of K and let N = (d+1) and let O, --On,Oni1
be orthogonal transformations such that for each ¢ = 1,--- | N, N + 1, O; maps the
standard basis onto an orthonormal basis B; = {e; 1, - - ,€;4}. We will assume that all
e; j are distinct unit vectors. Let also H; be the union of the linear spans of all possible
d — 1 vectors chosen from B;, i.e. the union of all (d — 1)— dimensional hyperplanes
generated by taking d — 1 vectors from {e;,--- ,e;4}. The cone generated by H; as
in (7.6) will denoted by C; .. We will choose & so that all C; = C; , N B(0, R) intersect
only at the origin.

With all these parameters fixed, we consider the given Cantor set K. If K is
uniformly non-degenerate, there is nothing prove. Otherwise, by Lemma 7.2, we can
find R, so that R, is 2x-degenerate and Lemma 7.3 implies that we can find a sub-
Cantor set K = N, Uaezg R, such that for all o € ¥, there exists p # ¢ and i # j
such that

[mi(x) — mi(2)] < 57 () — mi(a)]

for all z € Ry, and 2’ € R,

Note that if there exists an orthogonal transformation O and there exists kK > 0
such that O(K) is x-non-degenerate, then O(K) is uniformly non-degenerate, so the
theorem is proved. Therefore, assume that for all orthogonal transformation O and
for all Kk > 0, O(l?) is k-degenerate.

We then take O = 01 and k in the first paragraph By Lemma 7.3, we can further
find a sub-Cantor set K, inside K such that K, satisfies (7.5) (if K, fails (7.5), then
it will violate (7.3)) and O, (K;) satisfies (7.5).

For each o, K, already satisfies (7.5) for some R,, and R,,. We notice that for the
same pair, O1(R,,) and O;(Ry,) cannot satisfy (7.5) due to choice of our «, in which
C; only intersects at origin. Hence, they must be coming from another pair.

Again, if there exists an orthogonal transformation O and there exists x > 0 such
that O(K;) is k-non-degenerate, then the proof is done. Otherwise, we can further
find a sub-Cantor set K5 C K, such that

(1) OQ(I?Q) satisfies (7.5)

(2) O1(K,) satisfies (7.5),

(3) K, satisfies (7.5).
Note that all the above three conditions must be from distinct pairs of R, and R, for
all . We proceed with the proof inductively until all N = (d+1) possible edges are
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exhausted. Then a sub-Cantor set & ~+1 with orthogonal transformation Oy (I? Ni1)
must be uniformly non-degenerate. The proof is complete. O

8. APPLICATIONS

8.1. Topological Erdds similarity problem. The Erdés similarity conjecture as-
serts that for all infinite sets P, there always exists a set E of positive Lebesgue
measure such that £ does not contain an affine copy of P. It has been studied by
many authors (see e.g. [6, 2, 17]). One can also refer to [8] and the references therein
for some recent progress. The conjecture remains open for all fast decaying sequences
and even for Cantor sets with Newhouse thickness zero. In [10], Gallagher, Lai, and
Weber proposed a topological version of the conjecture.

Conjecture: For all uncountable sets P, there is a dense G set G that does not
contain an affine copy of P.

In another paper of the authors [16], we showed that this conjecture is equivalent
to the Borel conjecture and is actually independent of the ZFC axiomatic set theory.
Despite its independence, the conjecture can be verified to be true for Cantor sets
[10] on R%. In this paper, we offer another proof of this result using Theorem 1.1 and
provide an even more general statement.

Theorem 8.1. Let K be a Cantor set on RY. Then there ezists a dense G5 set G
such that G does not contain g(K) for all g € CL (R?).

nv

Proof. We note that a dense G5 set G' does not contain any Cl image of K if and

only if g(K)NF # 0 for all g € C}, (R?) where F' = R?\ G is an nowhere dense F,

set. Hence, we need to construct the set F'.

For all f € Cl (R?), by Theorem 5.3, there exists € = ¢; > 0 and a Cantor set I?}
such that

o

N @) +E)| #0.

9eBe (f)
Let 0y > 0 be such that the Euclidean ball Bs,(0) is inside the interior, so that
(8.1) g(K)+ Ky +6;Z =R Vg € B (f).

Note that Ct (R?) is now covered by the open balls Bgf (f). By Lemma 4.5, C}.

inv

(RY)
is covered by countably many such balls. We call them Bgf (fn),n=1,2,3,---. Let

F = J(Ky, +61,2).

n=1

From (8.1) and the covering property,
g(K)+ F =R*vg € C} ,(R?).

nv
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This means that 0 € g(K) + F and thus g(K) N (=F) # 0 for all g € CL (RY). Tt is
clear that —F' is an F, set. Since K7y, + dy,Z is closed and nowhere dense, F' is also

nowhere dense by the Baire category theorem. This completes the proof. O

It is clear that the theorem will not be true if we consider only C1(R?Y) as constant
functions lie inside C1(R?), which will map Cantor sets to one point.

As another remark, we do not know the Lebesgue measure of F' in the theorem.
If one can show that F' has finite Lebesgue measure or even Lebesgue measure zero,
then we will be able to show that the original Erdés similarity conjecture is true for
all Cantor sets.

8.2. Pinned distance sets in even dimensions. We first recall the definition of
pinned distance sets. Let A C R? ¢ € R?, and o > 1. Then, the pinned distance set
at ¢ with respect to norm ||z{|e := (320, |2|%)/ is the set

Aga)(Kl X Ko) ={||lz —t||a:x € Ky X Ky}.

The famous Falconer distance set conjecture asserted that if a Borel set £ C R? has
dimg(F) > d/2 (dimpy denotes Hausdorff dimension), then the distance set A(E) =
{llz — yl||2 : x,y € E} has positive Lebesgue measure. One can refer to ([18, Chapter
4]) for more details. For the current best known world record towards this conjecture,
one can refer to [11, 5].

At the threshold value d/2, Falconer constructed an example for which the distance
set has zero Lebesgue measure. From Simon and Taylor [26], one can construct a
Cantor set on R? whose dimension is arbitraily close to 1 (but never equal 1), such that
its pinned distance set has an interior. Indeed, they show that if 7( /)7 (K2) > 1, then
K = K x K is the desired set. By requiring K7 and K5 to be the symmetric Cantor
sets with dissection ratio o and [, one can find some K has dimension arbitrarily
close to 1 and 7(K7)7(K>) > 1 is maintained. Using the result in our paper, we can
construct a Cantor set K of dimension d/2 on R? with even d such that the pinned
distance set has non-empty interior.

Theorem 8.2. For every even d and o > 1, there exists a Cantor set K in R with

dimp (K) = ¢ such that the pinned distance set (AEO‘)(K))O # & for somet e K.

Proof. Let A be any closed interval containing « as an interior point and )y, Q2 be
cubes in R%? such that Q2 C {(y1, . ya2) € RY? : y; > 0,Vi = 1,---d/2} and
Q1 C Q5. For simplicity, we take ¢ = 0. Define a C! function H = H; on A x Q1 X Qs
by

H, (Oé, (56’17 T 737d/2)7 (yla T 7yd/2))
- (H("L‘la T >$d/2>?/1, T 7yd/2)||gay27y3a e 7yd/2)-
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Then, the Jacobian matrix Jy(y) of H is given by

ay?_l ayg_l - - ayg/gl
1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 o --- 1

Note that J(y) has determinant ay$*, which is nonzero if and only if y; # 0. By our
assumption on (), the determinant is nonzero for all y. Let K; C )1 be any Cantor
set with Hausdorff dimension zero. Then, Theorem 1.1 implies that there exists a
Cantor set Ky C Q9 such that H(«, Ky, K3) has a nonempty interior. Projecting
onto the first coordinate of R¥2, we have that {|z|¢ : # € K; x K5} has nonempty
interior. Thus, A((]O‘)(Kl x K5) has nonempty interior. We notice that K, has a
positive Lebesgue measure (See Remark 3.5 (1)), so dimpy(K3) = dimg(K3) = d/2.
By the well-known dimension estimate formula ([7]),

we have dimy(K; x Ky) = g. Finally, we can put a Cantor set K, of Hausdorff

dimension 0 and it contains the origin. Let K = Ky U (K; x K3). Then K has our
desired property stated in the theorem. O
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