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DIMENSIONS AND METRIC DYADIC CUBES

EFSTATHIOS-K. CHRONTSIOS-GARITSIS

Abstract. In this note, we provide equivalent definitions for fractal geomet-
ric dimensions through dyadic cube constructions. Given a metric space X

with finite Assouad dimension, i.e., satisfying the doubling property, we show
that the construction of systems of dyadic cubes by Hytönen-Kairema is com-
patible with many dimensions. In particular, the Hausdorff, Minkowski, and
Assouad dimensions can be equivalently expressed solely using dyadic cubes
in the aforementioned system. The same is true for the Assouad spectrum, a
collection of dimensions introduced by Fraser-Yu.

1. Introduction

For the past three decades, fractals have gained significant attention within both
pure and applied mathematics. The study of dimension notions is a fundamental
part of fractal geometry, which facilitates the understanding of fractal objects. Two
notions that have been popular since the early 20th century are the Hausdorff and
the Minkowski dimension, which have found applications within many fields of re-
search. For instance, these dimensions often show up in the context of partial
differential equations (PDEs) [12], number theory [29], signal processing [28] and
mathematical physics [4]. We refer to the book of Falconer [14] for a thorough ex-
position on these dimensions. Another notion of dimension that has been enjoying
a lot of interest for the past decade is the Assouad dimension. Initially introduced
under a different name by Assouad in [2], in order to investigate embeddability
properties of abstract metric spaces, the Assouad dimension has been recently tied
to a lot of areas through its fractal-geometric properties. Moreover, this notion has
even motivated the introduction of dimension spectra, such as the Assouad spec-
trum introduced by Fraser-Yu [19], which interpolate between known dimensions
(see [16] for a modern exposition and applications).

All three notions of dimension have proved to be extremely useful, and are often
studied simultaneously in situations where they differ. However, their original
definitions can be quite complicated for the sake of calculations. The main idea
behind the Hausdorff dimension dimH E of a set E ⊂ R

n is that the dimension
of the set is essentially the critical exponent s ≥ 0 for which the s-dimensional
Hausdorff measure of E, denoted by Hs(E), changes from being infinite to being
0. This is motivated by the property of the Lebesgue measure that, for instance,
assigns infinite length and zero volume to a 2-dimensional object. On the other
hand, the Minkowski dimension dimB E of a bounded set E ⊂ R

n is intuitively the
exponent s > 0 for which N(E, r), i.e. the minimum number of sets of diameter at
most r needed to cover E, is approximately r−s, for all small r > 0. The Assouad
dimension dimA E of E is defined by utilizing the idea of the Minkowski dimension
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after “zooming in” (or “zooming out”) at all points of E. For θ ∈ (0, 1), the θ-

Assouad spectrum dimθ
A E of E is defined similarly to the Assouad dimension, with

a restriction on the allowed zoom scales that depends on θ. We refer to Section 2
for rigorous definitions.

In the Euclidean setting, one feature of Rn that has facilitated the study of di-
mensions, especially within applied areas, has been the simplification of the afore-
mentioned definitions using dyadic cubes. In particular, the Hausdorff dimension of
E is equal to the critical exponent s ≥ 0 for which the s-dimensional cubic measure
M s(E) changes from being infinite to being equal to 0. The cubic measure M s(E)
is defined using dyadic cubes, unlike the Hausdorff measure which uses arbitrary
sets. Similarly, for the definition of the Minkowski and Assouad dimension, if E
is contained in a ball B(x,R) and its circumscribed cube Q(x,R), one can replace
the number N(E, r) by the smallest number of dyadic sub-cubes of Q(x,R) of level
m needed to cover E, denoted by D(E,m), and ask that D(E,m) ≃ 2ms, for all
large m ∈ N. Such simplifications have been an invaluable tool in many applica-
tions of fractal geometry. In particular, in the area of dimension distortion under
mapping classes, the simplified definitions have been used extensively (for instance
[20, 26, 22]), including in previous work of the author in [8, 7], and jointly by Tyson
and the author in [11, 10].

Given the purely metric nature of the Hausdorff dimension, Minkowski dimen-
sion, Assouad dimension, and Assouad spectrum, it would be helpful to have similar
reductions of the original definitions in the setting of more abstract spaces. In fact,
the origin and popularity of the Assouad dimension within the analysis on metric
spaces community [2, 21], and the recent embeddability theorem of Troscheit and
the author [9] emphasize this need for simplified definitions in higher generality. In
arbitrary metric spaces, however, there are various generalizations of dyadic cube
constructions. One of the first manuscripts addressing this idea was by David [13],
while one of the first explicit constructions of a system of dyadic cubes is due to
Christ [5]. See also [1], [25], [30], which is not an exhaustive list.

The main result of this note is to express the aforementioned dimensions equiv-
alently in the metric spaces setting using the dyadic cube systems constructed by
Hytönen-Kairema in [24]. Specifically, we show that the Hausdorff measure Hs(E)
and minimal covering number N(E, r) can be replaced by the cubic measureM s(E)
and dyadic cube covering number D(E,m), respectively, as defined through the
Hytönen-Kairema dyadic cube systems (see Section 2 for definitions).

Theorem 1.1. Let (X, d) be a doubling metric space. There is a finite collection
of dyadic cube systems S = {D1, . . . ,DK} of X such that the following hold:

(i) For any t ∈ {1, . . . ,K}, we have

dimH E = inf{s ≥ 0 : M s(E) = 0} = sup{s ≥ 0 : M s(E) = ∞},

where M s(E) is the cubic measure of E with respect to Dt.
(ii) If there are x ∈ X , R > 0 with E ⊂ B(x,R), and mE ∈ N with δmE ≤ |E|,

then

dimB E = inf{α ≥ 0 : ∃C > 0 s.t. D(E,m) ≤ Cδ−mα for all m ≥ mE},

where D(E,m) is with respect to the circumscribed cube Q(x,R) of the
ball B(x,R), which lies in Dt for some t ∈ {1, . . . ,K}.
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(iii) There is a constant C̃ > 0 such that for any θ ∈ (0, 1), the Assouad spec-

trum dimθ
A E is equal to the infimum of all α > 0 for which there is C > 0

with

D(E ∩B(x,R),m) ≤ Cδ−mα,

for all x ∈ E, R > 0,m ∈ N with 0 < C̃δmR ≤ R1/θ < R < 1.

(iv) There is a constant C̃ > 0 such that the Assouad dimension dimA E is
equal to the infimum of all α > 0 for which there is C > 0 with

D(E ∩B(x,R),m) ≤ Cδ−mα,

for all x ∈ E, R > 0, m ∈ N with C̃δmR ≤ R.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 reviews the background on the
relevant dimensions and introduces the quantities M s(E), D(E,m) for E ⊂ X ,
using the dyadic cube systems of Hytönen-Kairema for the metric space X . In
Section 3 we prove our main result, Theorem 1.1, by employing properties of the
dyadic cubes of Hytönen-Kairema that resemble those of the Eucledian systems.
Section 4 contains remarks and future directions motivated by this work.

2. Background

2.1. Dimension notions. Let (X, d) be a metric space. We use the Polish notation
d(x, y) = |x − y| for all x, y ∈ X and denote the open ball centered at x of radius
r > 0 by B(x, r) := {z ∈ X : |x − z| < r}. Given a ball B = B(x, r) ⊂ X , we
denote by λB the ball B(x, λr), for λ > 0. Given a subset U of X , we denote by
|U | the diameter of U .

We recall the dimension notions that we are focusing on in this note (see [14, 16]
for more details). For s > 0, r > 0, and a subset E of X , the s-dimensional
r-approximate Hausdorff measure of E is defined as

Hs
r (E) = inf

{
∑

i

|Ui|
s : {Ui} is a countable cover of E with |Ui| ≤ r

}
.

The s-dimensional Hausdorff (outer) measure of E is the limit

Hs(E) = lim
r→0

Hs
r (E),

and the Hausdorff dimension of E is defined as

dimH E = inf{s ≥ 0 : Hs(E) = 0} = sup{s ≥ 0 : Hs(E) = ∞}.

While the Hausdorff dimension stems from the idea of a dimensional threshold
between null and infinite measure for the given set, other dimension notions rely
on the behavior of the cardinality of coverings by small sets. Let E be a bounded
subset of X . For r > 0, denote by N(E, r) the smallest number of sets of diameter
at most r needed to cover E. The (upper) Minkowski dimension of E is defined as

dimBE = lim sup
r→0

logN(E, r)

log(1/r)
.

This notion is also known as upper box-counting dimension, which justifies the
notation with the subscript ‘B’ typically used in the literature (see [14], [16]). We
drop the adjective ‘upper’ and the bar notation throughout this paper as we will
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make no reference to the lower Minkowski dimension. For any fixed r0 ≤ |E|, an
equivalent formulation is

dimB E = inf{α > 0 : ∃C > 0 s.t. N(E, r) ≤ Cr−α for all 0 < r ≤ r0}.

This formulation reveals the relation of the Minkowski dimension to other notions.
For an arbitrary (not necessarily bounded) set E ⊂ X , the Assouad dimension

of E is

dimA E = inf

{
α > 0 :

∃C > 0 s.t. N(E ∩B(x,R), r) ≤ C(R/r)α

for all 0 < r ≤ R and all x ∈ E

}
.

The idea behind the Assouad dimension is that we are allowed to zoom-in and
zoom-out at all points of the set, trying to find the largest dimension possible. This
notion first appeared (under a different name) in a 1983 paper of Assouad on metric
embedding problems [2]. However, it has recently gained a lot of popularity in the
fractal geometry and dynamics community, due to its various applications (see [16]
for a modern exposition).

It is easy to see that for a fixed bounded set E ⊂ X , the relation between the
aforementioned dimensions is

dimH E ≤ dimB E ≤ dimA E,

with the inequalities being strict in various cases (see for instance [6]). The poten-
tial “gap” between the Minkowski and the Assouad dimension received increased
attention by Fraser and Yu [19], who defined a collection of dimension notions that
reside in that gap. For 0 < θ < 1 and a set E ⊂ X , define

dimθ
A E = inf

{
α > 0 :

∃C > 0 s.t. N(B(x,R) ∩E, r) ≤ C(R/r)α

for all 0 < r ≤ R1/θ < R < 1 and all x ∈ E

}
.

Thus, dimθ
A E is defined by the same process as dimA E, but with the restriction

that the two scales r and R involved in the definition of the latter are related by
the inequality rθ ≤ R. The set of values {dimθ

A E : 0 < θ < 1} is called the
(regularized)1 Assouad spectrum of E. We often abuse the terminology and refer to

a value dimθ
A E for some θ ∈ (0, 1) as the Assouad spectrum of E.

We emphasize that the Assouad spectrum naturally (and continuously [16]) in-
terpolates between the Minkowski and Assouad dimensions. For a fixed E, the
limit limθ→0+ dimθ

A E exists and equals dimB E. Moreover, limθ→1− dimθ
A E coin-

cides with the so-called quasi-Assouad dimension of E, denoted by dimqA E. While
there are instances where the quasi-Assouad dimension differs from the Assouad di-
mension, in many natural situations they coincide (see [17, 31, 18]). Furthermore,
if E is bounded, for all θ ∈ (0, 1) we have

dimH E ≤ dimB E ≤ dimθ
A E ≤ dimqA E ≤ dimA E,

with the first two inequalities being strict in various cases (see for instance [16,
Theorem 3.4.7] and [6]).

1This definition can also be found as upper Assouad spectrum in the literature, while the
original spectrum in [19] was defined with r = R1/θ . Due to the relation r ≤ R1/θ ensuring that
the spectrum is monotone in θ for a fixed E, thus resulting in a more regular function of θ, the
term “regularized” was suggested by Tyson and the author. See also the discussion in [11].
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2.2. Metric dyadic cubes. In the context of the typical Euclidean metric spaces
R

n, it is quite elementary to equivalently express the dimensions dimH E and
dimB E using dyadic cubes instead of arbitrary sets, by modifying the quantities
Hs

r (E) and N(E, r). This idea was extended by Tyson and the author in [11] for
the Assouad dimension and the Assouad spectrum. In this subsection we present
and define the appropriate dyadic cube notion in the context of metric spaces, in
order to prove similar expressions for the aforementioned dimensions.

We say that (X, d) is a doubling metric space if there is a doubling constant
Cd ≥ 1 such that for all x ∈ X and r > 0, the smallest number of balls of radius
r needed to cover B(x, 2r) is at most Cd. The property of a metric space X being
doubling is in fact equivalent to dimA X < ∞ (see for instance [21]). Note that the
doubling property implies that X is separable.

As noted in the Introduction, the dyadic cube systems that we employ are those
constructed by Hytönen and Kairema.

Theorem A (Hytönen, Kairema [24]). Suppose (X, d) is a doubling metric space.
Let 0 < c0 ≤ C0 < ∞ and δ ∈ (0, 1) with 12C0δ ≤ c0. For any non-negative k ∈ Z

and collection of points {zki }i∈Ik with

(2.1) |zki − zkj | ≥ c0δ
k, for i 6= j,

and

(2.2) min
i

|zki − x| < C0δ
k, for all x ∈ X,

we can construct a collection of sets {Qk
i }i∈Ik such that

(i) if l ≥ k then for any i ∈ Ik, j ∈ Il either Q
l
j ⊂ Qk

i or Ql
j ∩Qk

i = ∅,

(ii) X is equal to the disjoint union
⋃

i∈Ik

Qk
i , for every k ∈ N,

(iii) B(zki , c0δ
k/3) ⊂ Qk

i ⊂ B(zki , 2C0δ
k) =: B(Qk

i ) for every k ∈ N,

(iv) if l ≥ k and Ql
j ⊂ Qk

i , then B(Ql
j) ⊂ B(Qk

i ).

For k ∈ N, we call the sets Qk
i from the construction of Theorem A (δ-)dyadic

cubes of level k of X , and the collection {Qk
i : k ∈ N, i ∈ Ik} a dyadic cube system.

Fix a doubling metric space (X, d) with doubling constant Cd, and constants
δ < 1/100, c0 and C0, as in Theorem A, for the rest of the paper. Moreover, for
every non-negative k ∈ Z we fix a collection of points {zki }i∈Ik . To see why such
a collection of points exists, consider the covering {B(z, c0δ

k) : z ∈ X} of X and
apply the 5B-covering lemma (see [21]). By separability of X and by choosing c0
and C0 so that 5c0δ

k < C0δ
k, the existence of centers {zki }i∈Ik is ensured.

By [24, Theorem 4.1], we can fix finitely many dyadic cube systems of X satis-
fying Theorem A, say S = {D1, . . . ,DK} with K = K(Cd, δ) ∈ N, so that for every
x ∈ X , R > 0, there are a constant Cδ > 0 and a δ-dyadic cube Q(x,R) ∈ Dt, for
some t = tx,R ∈ {1, . . . ,K}, so that B(x,R) ⊂ Q(x,R) and

(2.3) C−1

δ R ≤ |Q(x,R)| ≤ CδR.

We call Q(x,R) the circumscribed cube of B(x,R). This is the particular property
of the dyadic systems from [24] that ensures their compatibility with Assouad-like
dimensions.
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Henceforth, if two quantities A,B > 0 are related by A ≤ CB, for some uniform
constant C > 0 that depends only on intrinsic constants of X and the systems in
S, such as Cd, δ, c0, C0, we write A . B and call C the comparability constant of
the relation. Similarly, if there is a uniform constant C > 0 such that A ≥ CB,
we write A & B. Lastly, if there are uniform constants C1, C2 > 0 such that
C1B ≤ A ≤ C2B, we write A ≃ B. Note that the relation A ≃ B is equivalent to
C−1B ≤ A ≤ CB, for some uniform C > 0, which we also call the comparability
constant of the relation.

We have introduced all the necessary notions to rigorously define the cubic mea-
sure and dyadic cube covering number in the setting of metric spaces, which are
stated in Theorem 1.1. Given x ∈ X , R > 0, m ∈ N, denote by Wm(Q(x,R)) ⊂ Dt

the dyadic cubes of level LR + m that are contained in Q(x,R) ∈ Dt, where LR

is the level of the circumscribed cube Q(x,R) of the ball B(x,R). Note that by
Theorem A (iii) and (2.3), the level LR of Q(x,R) does not depend on the point
x. Given a set E ⊂ X , we denote by D(E ∩ B(x,R),m) the smallest number of
cubes in Wm(Q(x,R)) needed to cover E ∩ B(x,R). If E ⊂ B(x,R), we simplify
the notation and write D(E,m).

Given D ∈ S, s > 0, r > 0 and E ⊂ X , the s-dimensional r-approximate cubic
measure of E with respect to D is defined as

(2.4) M s
r (E) = inf

{
∑

i

|Qi|
s :

{Qi} ⊂ D is a cover of E by dyadic cubes
of level m with 4C0δ

m ≤ r

}
.

The s-dimensional cubic measure of E with respect to D is then defined as

M s(E) = lim
r→0

M s
r (E).

The fact that M s
r (E) is decreasing in r ensures that the above limit exists.

3. Proof of equivalent expressions

3.1. Hausdorff dimension and cubic measure. In this subsection we show
that the threshold dimension of the cubic measure M s(E) is indeed equal to the
Hausdorff dimension dimH E.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (i). Let s > 0, r ∈ (0, 1), and E ⊂ X . Fix a dyadic system
D ∈ S of X , and consider the cubic measure M s

r (E) with respect to D. We first
show that M s

r (E) ≃ Hs
r (E), with comparability constant independent of r.

One direction is trivial, namely, Hs
r (E) ≤ M s

r (E), due to the cubes used in the
definition of M s

r (E) having diameter at most r, by Theorem A (iii). For the other
direction, let {Ui} be a cover of E with |Ui| ≤ r. For every i, fix some xi ∈ Ui and
set mi to be the unique integer such that

(3.1) 4C0δ
mi+1 < |Ui| ≤ 4C0δ

mi .

Due to (2.1) and the one-to-one correspondence of cubes of level mi and centers
zmi

ℓ , along with dimAX < ∞ imply that there can be at most C′ > 0 cubes of level
mi intersecting the ball B(xi, 4C0δ

mi), for some constant C′ that depends only on
δ and the doubling constant Cd of X . By (2.2), these cubes in fact cover the ball
B(xi, 4C0δ

mi). An additional application of the doubling condition of X yields that
every dyadic cube of level mi intersecting B(xi, 4C0δ

mi) can be decomposed into
at most C′′ > 0 cubes of level mi+1, with C′′ depending only on δ and Cd. Denote
this collection of cubes of level mi + 1 by {Qmi+1

j }j . Note that by the right-hand
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side of (3.1) we have Ui ⊂ B(xi, 4C0δ
mi), for every i. Thus, since {Ui}i is a cover

of E, we have

E ⊂
⋃

i,j

Qmi+1
j ,

with |Qmi+1
j | ≤ r by Theorem A (iii), (3.1), and choice of {Ui}. In addition, by

(3.1) we have
∑

i,j

|Qmi+1
j |s ≤

∑

i,j

(4C0δ
mi+1)s ≤ C′′

∑

i

(4C0δ
mi+1)s .

∑

i

|Ui|
s,

where the comparability constant does not depend on r. Since the collection of
cubes {Qmi+1

j }i,j satisfies the conditions for a cube cover of E in (2.4), the above
inequality implies

M s
r (E) .

∑

i

|Ui|
s.

But the cover {Ui} is arbitrary, which implies by the above that

M s
r (E) . Hs

r (E)

as needed. As a result, it is shown that

M s
r (E) ≃ Hs

r (E),

with the comparability constant independent of r, which allows for r → 0, proving
that M s(E) ≃ Hs(E). By the definition of dimH E, this is enough to complete the
proof.

�

3.2. Dyadic covering numbers and dimensions. Recall that for a fixed, but
arbitrary dyadic cube system of X , the author proved in [8] that using dyadic cubes
instead of arbitrary sets indeed yields the Minkowski dimension.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (ii). Suppose E ⊂ X is bounded, with E ⊂ B(x,R), for some
x ∈ X,R > 0. Let Dt ∈ S be the dyadic cube system in which the circumscribed
cube Q(x,R) lies, and fix mE ∈ N so that δmE ≤ |E|. Thus, for any integer
m ≥ mE , the covering number D(E,m) is simply the minimum number of cubes of
level LR +m in Dt needed to cover E. The desired relation for dimB E follows by
[8, Proposition 2.1] (where D(E,m) essentially corresponds to the covering number
NLR+m(E) in the notation of Proposition 2.1, for the fixed given dyadic cube system
Dt). �

Remark 3.1. After a closer analysis of the above proof, it is evident that the
statement of Theorem 1.1 (ii) can be slightly strengthened by including potentially
more levels of cubes in the expression of dimB E. In particular, the number mE

can be replaced by the minimal integer so that δLR+mE ≤ |E|, and the statement
still holds.

We proceed with the proofs regarding the Assouad spectrum and the Assouad
dimension.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (iii). We first pick the desired uniform constant C̃ > 0 to be

(3.2) C̃ =
12C0Cδ

c0
,
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where c0, C0 are the constants as in Theorem A and Cδ is the uniform constant in
(2.3). Let θ ∈ (0, 1), and set

Aθ =

{
α > 0 :

∃C > 0 s.t. N(B(x,R) ∩ E, r) ≤ C(R/r)α

for all 0 < r ≤ R1/θ < R < 1 and all x ∈ E

}
,

so that dimθ
A E = inf Aθ by definition, and

Bθ =

{
α > 0 :

∃C > 0 s.t. D(E ∩B(x,R),m) ≤ Cδ−mα

for all x ∈ E,m ∈ N, R > 0 with 0 < C̃δmR ≤ R1/θ < R < 1

}
,

for which we need to show that dimθ
A E = inf Bθ. We do so by proving that in fact

Aθ = Bθ.
Let x ∈ E, R > 0, m ∈ N and a cube Qi ∈ Wm(Q(x,R)) ∈ D, for some D ∈ S

where the circumscribed cube Q(x,R) is contained. By definition of Wm(Q(x,R)),
the cube Qi is of level LR +m, where LR is the level of Q(x,R). Since |Q(x,R)| ≥
3−1c0δ

LR by Theorem A (iii), we have by (2.3) and another application of Theorem
A (iii) on Qi that

(3.3) |Qi| ≤ 4C0δ
LR+m = 4C0δ

mδLR ≤ 4C0δ
m3c−1

0 |Q(x,R)| ≤ C̃δmR.

Hence, the cubes used in the definition of Bθ, i.e., cubes in Wm(Q(x,R)) for m ∈ N

such that C̃δmR ≤ R1/θ, are the appropriate cubes to use in coverings of E for the
Assouad spectrum dimθ

A E, since the diameter of these cubes are at most R1/θ by
(3.3). This trivially leads to the relation

(3.4) N(B(x,R) ∩ E, C̃δmR) ≤ D(E ∩B(x,R),m),

for all m ∈ N such that C̃δmR ≤ R1/θ.
Let α ∈ Bθ, and 0 < r ≤ R1/θ. Set mr ∈ N to be the unique integer so that

C̃δmrR ≤ r < C̃δmr−1R.

Since the cubes in Wmr
(Q(x,R)) are of diameter at most C̃δmrR ≤ r ≤ R1/θ, we

have by (3.4) that

N(B(x,R) ∩ E, r) ≤ N(B(x,R) ∩ E, C̃δmrR) ≤ D(E ∩B(x,R),mr).

In addition, by α ∈ Bθ and by choice of mr, the above implies

N(B(x,R) ∩ E, r) ≤ Cδ−mrα ≤ (C̃δ−1)α
(
R

r

)α

.

Since x ∈ E and the scales r, R are arbitrary, we have α ∈ Aθ, which proves the
inclusion Bθ ⊂ Aθ.

For the other inclusion we need to show a comparability relation similar to (3.4)

with opposite direction. Let {Ui}i be a cover of E with |Ui| ≤ C̃δmR. Recall by
(2.3) that R ≃ δLR , which implies |Ui| . δLR+m. By a similar argument to that
in the proof of Theorem 1.1 (i), it can be shown that there are at most M0 cubes
of level LR +m needed to cover Ui, for some uniform constant M0 that does not
depend on i, m, R. This establishes the relation

(3.5) D(E ∩B(x,R),m) ≤ M0N(B(x,R) ∩ E, C̃δmR),

for all m ∈ N such that C̃δmR ≤ R1/θ.
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Let α ∈ Aθ, and m ∈ N with C̃δmR ≤ R1/θ. For r = C̃δmR ≤ R1/θ, by (3.5)
and definition of Aθ we have

D(E ∩B(x,R),m) ≤ M0N(B(x,R) ∩ E, r) ≤ M0C

(
R

C̃δmR

)α

= M0CC̃−αδ−mα,

which implies that α ∈ Bθ. Therefore, Aθ = Bθ, and the proof is complete.
(iv) While the statement does not follow by (iii), due to the limit of dimθ

A E
as θ → 1− being equal to the quasi-Assouad dimension dimqA E ≤ dimAE, the
proof is nonetheless identical to that of (iii), by replacing θ with the number 1 in
all arguments. �

4. Final Remarks

The construction of dyadic cube systems of Hytönen-Kairema in [24] is actu-
ally given for quasimetric spaces. As a result, Theorem 1.1 is also true if X is a
quasimetric doubling space. The proofs are almost identical, with the only differ-
ence being the dependence of a few of the uniform constants on the quasimetric
constant of the space.

While the cube systems defined in Theorem A have been used extensively in
various areas [27, 23, 3], there are many different constructions of dyadic cubes
in the metric setting. The main advantage of the Hytönen-Kairema systems is
the existence of a circumscribed cube for every ball in X . This is a fundamental
property that is necessary for the arguments in the proof of Theorem 1.1 (iii),
(iv). This is evident already by the representation of the Assouad dimension and
spectrum using dyadic cubes in R

n, as shown in [11, Proposition 2.5]. It would be
interesting to establish similar expressions for the dimensions in Theorem 1.1 using
a different construction of dyadic cube systems on metric spaces, for instance the
notion defined in [25]. We expect the corresponding proofs for the Hausdorff and
Minkowski dimension to be almost identical to those in Section 3. However, the
Assouad dimension and Assouad spectrum need to be treated differently, due to
the lack of circumscribed cubes for arbitrary balls.

Moreover, Falconer, Fraser and Kempton introduced in [15] the intermediate
dimensions, a collection of dimensions that interpolate between the Hausdorff and
Minkowski dimension, similarly to how the Assouad spectrum interpolates between
the Minkowski and Assouad dimension. It would be an interesting result to rep-
resent those dimensions using dyadic cube systems in the metric setting as well.
Since a circumscribed cube is only necessary in the arguments in Section 3 due
to the local “zooming in” nature of the Assouad dimension and spectrum, we ex-
pect to have similar representations to those in Theorem 1.1 for the intermediate
dimensions, using any of the systems from [24, 25]
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