
Multifractal analysis of maximal product of consecutive partial quotients in
continued fractions

Kunkun Songa, Dingding Yub,∗, Yueli Yub

aKey Laboratory of Computing and Stochastic Mathematics (Ministry of Education), School of Mathematics and Statistics, Hunan
Normal University, Changsha, 410081, China

bSchool of Mathematics and Statistics, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, China

Abstract

Let [a1(x), a2(x), . . . , an(x), . . .] be the continued fraction expansion of an irrational number x ∈ (0, 1).
We study the growth rate of the maximal product of consecutive partial quotients among the first n terms,
defined by Ln(x) = max1≤i≤n{ai(x)ai+1(x)}, from the viewpoint of multifractal analysis. More pre-
cisely, we determine the Hausdorff dimension of the level set

L(φ) :=

{
x ∈ (0, 1) : lim

n→∞

Ln(x)

φ(n)
= 1

}
,

where φ : R+ → R+ is an increasing function such that logφ is a regularly increasing function with index
ρ. We show that there exists a jump of the Hausdorff dimension of L(φ) when ρ = 1/2. We also construct
uncountably many discontinuous functions ψ that cause the Hausdorff dimension of L(ψ) to transition
continuously from 1 to 1/2, filling the gap when ρ = 1/2.
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1. Introduction

Each irrational number x ∈ (0, 1) admits a unique infinite continued fraction expansion given by

x =
1

a1(x) +
1

a2(x) +
. . . +

1

an(x) +
. . .

:= [a1(x), a2(x), . . . , an(x), . . .],

where a1(x), . . . , an(x), . . . are positive integers, called the partial quotients of x. For any n ≥ 1, let

pn(x)

pn(x)
:= [a1(x), . . . , an(x)] (1.1)
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be the n-th convergent of x. For basic properties of continued fractions, we refer to [15, 21] and the
references therein.

The theory of continued fractions is closely related to the theory of Diophantine approximation, which
studies how well a real number can be approximated by rational numbers. The approximation rate of the
sequence of convergents is described by

1

3an+1(x)q2n(x)
≤
∣∣∣∣x− pn(x)

qn(x)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

an+1(x)q2n(x)
.

This indicates that the asymptotic Diophantine properties of x ∈ (0, 1) are reflected in the growth rate of its
partial quotients. Regarding the uniform Diophantine properties, the first result is Dirichlet’s theorem.

Theorem 1.1. (Dirichlet, 1842) For any x ∈ (0, 1) and t > 1, there exists (p, q) ∈ N2 such that

|qx− p| ≤ 1/t and 1 ≤ q < t.

It follows that for any x ∈ (0, 1), there exist infinitely many solutions (p, q) ∈ N2 such that |qx− p| <
1/q. Continued fractions provide a straightforward method for finding these “good” rational approximations
p/q. In other words, we have

min
p∈N,1≤q≤qn(x)

∣∣∣∣x− p

q

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣x− pn(x)

qn(x)

∣∣∣∣ .
Given t0 ≥ 1, let Ψ : [t0,∞) → R+ be a non-increasing function. Let D(Ψ) denote the set of Ψ-

Dirichlet improvable numbers, that is, the set of all x ∈ (0, 1) for which there exists T > t0 such that for
every t > T , the inequalities

|qx− p| < Ψ(t) and 1 ≤ q < t,

have non-trivial solutions (p, q) ∈ N2. Elements of the complementary set, denoted by Dc(Ψ), are called
Ψ-Dirichlet non-improvable numbers. The study of the metrical properties of D(Ψ) goes back to the work
of Davenport and Schmidt [6, Theorem 1], who proved that, for any 0 < c < 1, the set D(c/t) is contained
in a union of the set of rational numbers and the set of irrational numbers with uniformly bounded partial
quotients. Recently, Kleinbock and Wadleigh [22, Theorem 1.8] established a zero-one law for the Lebesgue
measure of Dc(Ψ). Additionally, assuming tΨ(t) < 1 for all t ≥ t0, Kleinbock and Wadleigh [22, Lemma
2.2] provided a useful criterion, using continued fractions, to determine whether a real number belongs to
D(Ψ).

Theorem 1.2. ([22, Lemma 2.2]) Let x ∈ (0, 1)\Q and Ψ̃(t) := tΨ(t)(1− tΨ(t))−1. Then

(1) x is a Ψ-Dirichlet improvable number if an(x)an+1(x) ≤ Ψ̃(qn)
4 for all sufficiently large n.

(2) x is a Ψ-Dirichlet non-improvable number if an(x)an+1(x) > Ψ̃(qn) for infinitely many n.

Subsequently, Hussain, Kleinbock, Wadleigh, and Wang [14] established a zero-infinity law for the set
Dc(Ψ) in the sense of g-dimensional Hausdorff measure, where g is an essentially sub-linear dimension
function. Bos, Hussain and Simmons [4] subsequently generalized the Hausdorff measure of Dc(Ψ) to all
dimension functions under natural, non-restrictive conditions. The results of Theorem 1.2 imply that{

x ∈ (0, 1) : an(x)an+1(x) ≥ Ψ̃(qn(x)) for infinitely many n ∈ N
}
⊆ Dc(Ψ)

⊆
{
x ∈ (0, 1) : an(x)an+1(x) ≥ 4−1Ψ̃(qn(x)) for infinitely many n ∈ N

}
.
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This demonstrates that the behavior of the product of consecutive partial quotients is crucial in studying the
set of Dirichlet non-improvable numbers. Later on, many interests have been drawn to the growth rate of the
product of consecutive partial quotients from various perspectives. See Huang, Wu and Xu [13], Bakhrawar
and Feng [1], Bakhrawar, Hussain, Kleinbock and Wang [2], Fang, Ma, Song and Yang [10] for example.

In another direction, inspired by the works of Khinchin [20] and Diamond and Vaaler [7], Hu, Hus-
sain, and Yu [12] investigated metrical properties related to the sum and the maximum of the product of
consecutive partial quotients, defined by

Sn(x) =

n∑
i=1

ai(x)ai+1(x) and Ln(x) = max
1≤i≤n

{
ai(x)ai+1(x)

}
.

In particular, they proved that Sn(x)/(n log2 n) converges to 1/(2 log 2) in Lebesgue measure. For the
strong law of large numbers, a similar approach to that used by Philipp [28] can show that there is no
reasonably regular function such that the ratio of the sum Sn(x) to the function converges to a finite nonzero
constant for Lebesgue almost all x ∈ (0, 1). However, a result of Hu et al. [12] shows that the maximum
Ln(x) is responsible for the failure of the strong law of large numbers.

Theorem 1.3. ([12, Theorem 1.5]) For Lebesgue almost all x ∈ (0, 1), we have

lim
n→∞

Sn(x)− Ln(x)

n log2 n
=

1

2 log 2
.

Hu et al. [12] also showed that for Lebesgue almost all x ∈ (0, 1),

lim inf
n→∞

Ln(x) log log n

n log n
=

1

2 log 2
.

Then, it is natural to study the points for which Ln(x) grows at different rates. More precisely, we are
interested in the Hausdorff dimension of the level set

L(φ) :=

{
x ∈ (0, 1) : lim

n→∞

Ln(x)

φ(n)
= 1

}
,

where φ : R+ → R+ is an increasing function such that logφ is a regularly increasing function with index
ρ. Before stating our main results, we shall introduce some classes of functions with different growth rates,
representing typical cases of regularly varying functions as described in [3].

Definition 1.1. Let c > 0 be a constant. A function f ∈ C1 ([c,∞)) is said to be a regularly increasing
function with index ρ if f(x) > 0, limx→∞ f(x) = ∞, f ′(x) > 0, and

lim
x→∞

xf ′(x)

f(x)
= ρ ∈ [0,∞]. (1.2)

The definition and principal properties of regularly increasing functions are due to Karamata [18] in
the case of continuous functions, and to Korevaar, van Aardenne-Ehrenfest and de Bruijn [23] in the case
of measurable functions. Regularly increasing functions frequently arise in number theory and probability
theory. Jakimczuk [16] employed regularly increasing functions with index 0 to study the asymptotic be-
havior of Bell numbers. Chang and Chen [5, Theorem 1.2] determined the Hausdorff dimension of level sets
associated with the growth rate of the maximum of partial quotients among the first n terms for regularly
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increasing functions with index 0. This result was recently extended by Fang and Liu [9] to cover index
ρ ∈ [0, 1/2) ∪ (1/2,∞]. Our results reveal that the Hausdorff dimension of L(φ) decreases continuously
from 1 to 0 in a certain sense, depending on the index ρ of the regularly increasing function logφ. In what
follows, we use the notation dimH to denote the Hausdorff dimension.

Now, we are in a position to state the main results.

Theorem 1.4. Let φ : R+ → R+ be an increasing function such that logφ is a regularly increasing
function with index ρ. Then we have

(1) dimH L(φ) = 1, if 0 ≤ ρ < 1/2,

(2) dimH L(φ) = 1/2, if 1/2 < ρ ≤ 1,

(3) dimH L(φ) =
1

1+β , if 1 < ρ ≤ ∞, where β is given by

β := lim sup
n→∞

logφ(n+ 1) + logφ(n− 1) + · · ·+ logφ(n+ 1− 2⌊n/2⌋)
logφ(n) + logφ(n− 2) + · · ·+ logφ(n− 2⌊(n− 1)/2⌋)

.

The illustration of Hausdorff dimension L(φ) is given below.

Figure 1: The illustration of Hausdorff dimension L(φ)

For the critical case ρ = 1/2, we construct two regularly increasing functions to show that there exists
a jump of the Hausdorff dimension of L(φ).

Theorem 1.5. Let R : R+ → R+ be a regularly increasing function with index 0. Then we have

dimH L(φ) =

{
1, if logφ(n) =

√
n/R(n);

1/2, if logφ(n) =
√
nR(n),

Thus, we are committed to constructing a discontinuous function ψ such that the Hausdorff dimension
of L(ψ) decreases continuously from 1 to 1/2. The following result provides an answer. To explain this, we
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need to introduce the pressure function P (θ), defined by

P (θ) := lim
n→∞

1

n
log

∑
a1,...,an∈N

q−2θ
n (a1, . . . , an), ∀ θ >

1

2
. (1.3)

The pressure function θ 7→ P (θ) was shown to be strictly decreasing, convex and real analytical in
(1/2,∞), and admits a singularity in 1/2 (see [19]). Our conclusion is stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.6. Let c ∈ (0,∞) and logψ(n) = c⌊
√
n⌋. Then we have

dimH L(ψ) = θ(c),

where θ(c) is the unique real solution of the equation

P (θ) = c

(
θ − 1

2

)
.

The function c 7→ θ(c) decreases from 1 to 1/2 as c changes from 0 to ∞.

Figure 2: The illustration for the solution of the pressure equation in Theorem 1.6

Before proceeding, we give some remarks:

• Using the same method as Fang and Liu [9, Lemma 3.1], we can establish that L(φ) is non-empty
if and only if φ is equivalent to an increasing function. Thus, we always assume that φ is increasing
when analyzing L(φ).

• In [16], the function f is referred to as being of slow increase when ρ = 0. Functions such as log x,
log log x, (log x)a with a ∈ R and e(log x)

b
with 0 < b < 1 regularly increase with the index ρ = 0;

functions such as ex, xex and ex/x2 are regularly increasing with index ρ = ∞. Furthermore, if
f is regularly increasing with index ρ = 0, then xρ

′
f(x) and xρ

′
/f(x) with ρ′ > 0 are regularly

increasing with index ρ′.

• There exist uncountably many discontinuous functions for which the Hausdorff dimension of L(ψ)
continuously decreases from 1 to 1/2. Examples includeψ(n) = R(n)ec⌊

√
n⌋ andψ(n) = ec⌊

√
n⌋/R(n),

where R is increasing regularly with the index ρ = 0.
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Throughout this paper, we use | · | to denote the length of a subinterval of (0, 1), Hs to denote the
s-dimensional Hausdorff measure of a set, ⌊x⌋ the largest integer not exceeding x and ♯ the cardinality of
a set, respectively. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present some elementary properties
and dimensional results on continued fractions and regularly increasing functions. Sections 3, 4 and 5 are
devoted to the proofs of the main results.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Elementary properties of continued fractions
For any n ≥ 1 and (a1, . . . , an) ∈ Nn, we call

In(a1, . . . , an) = {x ∈ (0, 1) : a1(x) = a1, . . . , an(x) = an}

a basic interval of order n. By (1.1), we know that all the points in In(a1, . . . , an) have the same pn(x)
and qn(x). Thus, we write pn(a1, . . . , an) = pn(x) = pn and qn(a1, . . . , an) = qn(x) = qn for x ∈
In(a1, . . . , an). It is well known (see [21, p. 4]) that pn and qn satisfy the following recursive formula:{

p−1 = 1, p0 = 0, pn = anpn−1 + pn−2 (n ≥ 1);

q−1 = 0, q0 = 1, qn = anqn−1 + qn−2 (n ≥ 1).
(2.1)

As a consequence, we have the following results.

Lemma 2.1. ([15]) For any n ≥ 1 and x ∈ (0, 1), we have

(1) qn ≥ 2
n−1
2 ;

(2)
∏n

i=1 ai ≤ qn ≤
∏n

i=1(an + 1);

(3) if 1 ≤ i ≤ n, then

ai + 1

2
≤ qn(a1, . . . , ai−1, ai, ai+1, . . . , an)

qn−1(a1, . . . , ai−1, ai+1, . . . , an)
≤ ai + 1.

Lemma 2.2 ([15]). For any (a1, . . . , an) ∈ Nn, In(a1, . . . , an) is the interval with the endpoints pn/qn and
(pn + pn−1)/(qn + qn−1). More precisely,

In(a1, . . . , an) =

{[pn
qn
, pn+pn−1

qn+qn−1

)
, if n is even,(pn+pn−1

qn+qn−1
, pnqn
]
, if n is odd.

As a result, the length of In(a1, . . . , an) equals to

|In(a1, . . . , an)| =
1

qn(qn + qn−1)
.

Combining the second of formula (2.1), Lemma 2.1(2) and Lemma 2.2, we deduce that

2−(2n+1)
n∏

k=1

a−2
k ≤ |In(a1, . . . , an)| ≤

n∏
k=1

a−2
k . (2.2)

The following result can be viewed as the bounded distortion property of continued fractions.
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Lemma 2.3. ([27, Lemma A.2]) For any (a1, . . . , an) ∈ Nn and (b1, . . . , bk) ∈ Nk,

1

2
≤ | In+k(a1, . . . , an, b1, . . . , bk)|

|In(a1, . . . , an)| · |Ik(b1, . . . , bk)|
≤ 2.

As a consequence, for any (a1, . . . , an, . . . , an+k) ∈ Nn+k,

1

8
≤ |In+k(a1, . . . , an, . . . , an+k)|

|I1(an)| · |In+k−1(a1, . . . , an−1, an+1, . . . , an+k)|
≤ 8.

2.2. Some useful lemmas for estimating Hausdorff dimension
For any M ∈ N, let EM denote the set of points in (0, 1) whose partial quotients in the continued

fractions do not exceed M . Specifically,

EM = {x ∈ (0, 1) : 1 ≤ an(x) ≤M,∀ n ≥ 1}. (2.3)

Jarnı́k [17] studied the Hausdorff dimension of EM .

Lemma 2.4 ([17, p. 96]). For any M ≥ 8, we have

1− 1

M log 2
≤ dimHEM ≤ 1− 1

8M logM
.

The following dimensional result is useful for obtaining the lower bound estimates of the Hausdorff
dimension of sets in continued fractions. Let {sn} and {tn} be two sequences of positive real numbers.
Assume that sn, tn → ∞ as n→ ∞, sn > tn and lim inf

n→∞
sn−tn
sn

> 0. For any N ≥ 1, let

B({sn}, {tn}, N) := {x ∈ (0, 1) : sn − tn < an(x) ≤ sn + tn, ∀n ≥ N}. (2.4)

Lemma 2.5. ([25, Lemma 2.3]) For any N ≥ 1, we have

dimHB({sn}, {tn}, N) = lim inf
n→∞

∑n
k=1 log tk

2
∑n+1

k=1 log sk − log tn+1

.

It is worth noting that

dimHB({sn}, {tn}, N) = dimHB({sn}, {tn}, 1).

Indeed, this equality follows from the fact that the dimensional formula in Lemma 2.5 is not affected by a
finite number of initial terms in the sequences {sn} and {tn}. Moreover, the set B({sn}, {tn}, N) can be
expressed as a countable union of bi-Lipschitz images of B({sn+N−1}, {tn+N−1}, 1). Since bi-Lipschitz
maps preserve the Hausdorff dimension, the equality holds.

The construction of Cantor-type subsets is another effective method to obtain lower bounds for the
Hausdorff dimension of fractal sets. A Cantor-type set is defined as follows. Let [0, 1] = E0 ⊇ E1 ⊇
E2 ⊇ . . . be a decreasing sequence of sets such that each En is a union of finite number of disjoint closed
intervals, with each interval of En containing at least two intervals of En+1, and the maximum length of
intervals in En tending to 0 as n tending to infinity. Then the set

E :=
⋂
n≥0

En (2.5)

is a totally disconnected subset of [0, 1]. The following lemma provides a lower bound of dimHE.
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Lemma 2.6. ([8, Example 4.6]) Suppose that for any positive integer n ≥ 1, each interval ofEn−1 contains
at least mn intervals of En which are separated by gaps of at least θn in the general construction (2.5). If
mn ≥ 2 and 0 < θn+1 < θn, then we have

dimHE ≥ lim inf
n→∞

log(m1 · · ·mn−1)

− log(mnθn)
.

To end this subsection, we present a method to estimate an upper bound of the Hausdorff dimension.

Lemma 2.7. ([8, Proposition 4.1]) Suppose a set F can be covered by nk sets of diameter as most δk → 0
as k → ∞. Then

dimH F ≤ lim inf
k→∞

log nk
− log δk

.

2.3. Regularly increasing functions

In this subsection, we collect some basic properties of regularly increasing functions.

Lemma 2.8 ([26]). Let f be a regularly increasing function with index ρ.

(1) If ρ = 0, then for any ε > 0, x−εf(x) is ultimately decreasing and xεf(x) is ultimately increasing.
Moreover, we have

lim
x→∞

x−εf(x) = 0 and lim
x→∞

xεf(x) = ∞.

(2) If ρ ∈ (0,∞), then for α > 0 and C > 0, f(xα/C) is regularly increasing with index αρ.

(3) If ρ ∈ [0,∞), then for C ∈ R, lim
x→∞

f(x+ C)/f(x) = 1.

(4) If ρ ∈ [0,∞], then lim
x→∞

log f(x)/ log x = ρ.

Lemma 2.9 ([9]). Let f be a regularly increasing function with index ρ.

(1) If ρ ∈ (0, 1), then lim
x→∞

(f(x+ 1)− f(x)) = 0.

(2) If ρ ∈ (1,∞], then lim
x→∞

(f(x+ 1)− f(x)) = ∞.

(3) If ρ = 0, then for any α > 0, letting g(x) = x/f(xα) and h(x) = xf(xα), we have f and g are
ultimately increasing. Moreover,

lim
x→∞

(g(x+ 1)− g(x)) = 0 and lim
x→∞

(h(x+ 1)− h(x)) = ∞.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.4

This section gives a proof of Theorem 1.4. Our idea is mainly inspired by Hu, Hussain, and Yu [12],
Liao and Rams [24]. We divide the proof into three cases. Recall that

L(φ) =

{
x ∈ (0, 1) : lim

n→∞

Ln(x)

φ(n)
= 1

}
,

where φ : R+ → R+ is an increasing function such that logφ is a regularly increasing with index ρ.

8



3.1. The case 0 ≤ ρ < 1/2.
Using the properties of the regularly increasing function logφ with index ρ, our strategy is to construct

a suitable Cantor-type subset EM (φ) of L(φ), and then establish a connection between the sets EM (φ) and
L(φ) utilizing a (1 + ε)-Hölder function.

Since logφ is regularly increasing with index ρ, satisfying 0 ≤ ρ < 1/2. By Lemma 2.8 (4), we have

lim
n→∞

log logφ(n)

log n
= ρ. (3.1)

For any 0 < δ < 1
2 − ρ, it follows from (3.1) that logφ(n) ≤ nρ+δ for sufficiently large n. Thus,

lim sup
n→∞

logφ(n)√
n

= 0. (3.2)

For k ≥ 1, let mk = k2 + 1. For any M ≥ 8, define

EM (φ) =
{
x ∈ (0, 1) : amk

(x) = ⌊φ(mk)⌋, amk−1(x) = amk+1(x) = 1 for all k ≥ 1,

1 ≤ ai(x) ≤M for any i ̸= mk,mk − 1,mk + 1
}
. (3.3)

Proposition 3.1. Let EM (φ) be defined as in (3.3). Then we have

EM (φ) ⊆ L(φ).

Proof. Consider the function logφ
(
x2
)
. From Lemma 2.8 (2), we deduce that logφ

(
x2
)

is regularly
increasing with index 2ρ < 1. Then, by Lemma 2.9 (1), we have

lim
k→∞

(logφ(mk+1)− logφ(mk)) = 0 and lim
k→∞

φ(mk+1)

φ(mk)
= 1.

Let x ∈ EM (φ) be fixed. Note that φ(n) tends to infinity as n → ∞. Therefore, there exists a positive
integer N1 such that φ(n) ≥ M2 for all n ≥ N1. Thus, for any sufficiently large n, there exists a positive
integer k such that mk ≥ N1 and mk ≤ n < mk+1. Since φ is increasing, we have φ(mk) ≤ φ(n) <
φ(mk+1) and

Ln(x) = max{a1(x)a2(x), . . . , an(x)an+1(x)} = ⌊φ(mk)⌋.

Therefore, we obtain

1 = lim inf
k→∞

φ(mk)− 1

φ(mk+1)
≤ lim inf

n→∞

Ln(x)

φ(n)
≤ lim sup

n→∞

Ln(x)

φ(n)
≤ lim sup

k→∞

⌊φ(mk)⌋
φ(mk)

= 1.

To estimate the Hausdorff dimension of EM (φ), we need to use some symbolic spaces, as described
below. For any n ≥ 1, let

Cn =
{
(σ1, . . . , σn) ∈ Nn : σmk

(x) = ⌊φ(mk)⌋, σmk−1(x) = σmk+1(x) = 1 and

1 ≤ σi(x) ≤M, 1 ≤ i ̸= mk,mk − 1,mk + 1 with mk + 1 ≤ n
}
.

It follows that
EM (φ) =

⋂
n≥1

⋃
(σ1,...,σn)∈Cn

In(σ1, . . . , σn).

9



Let τ(n) = #{k : mk ≤ n}. Then we have

lim
n→∞

τ(n)

n
= 0. (3.4)

For any (σ1, . . . , σn) ∈ Cn, let (σ1, . . . , σn) be the block by eliminating the terms

{σmk
(x), σmk−1(x), σmk+1(x) : 1 ≤ k ≤ τ(n)}

from (σ1, . . . , σn). For simplicity, we denote

In(σ1, . . . , σn) = In−3τ(n)(σ1, . . . , σn). (3.5)

By the definition of mk and τ(n), we deduce from (3.2) that

0 ≤ lim sup
n→∞

1

n

τ(n)∑
i=1

logφ(mi)

= lim sup
n→∞

1

n

(
logφ(m1) + logφ(m2) + · · ·+ logφ

(
mτ(n)

))
≤ lim sup

n→∞

1

(τ(n) + 1)2
(
logφ

(
12 + 1

)
+ logφ

(
22 + 2

)
+ · · ·+ logφ

(
τ(n)2 + 1

))
≤ lim sup

n→∞

1

(n+ 1)2
(
logφ

(
12 + 1

)
+ logφ

(
22 + 1

)
+ · · ·+ logφ

(
n2 + 1

))
≤ lim sup

n→∞

logφ
(
n2 + 1

)
n

= 0.

Hence, we have

lim sup
n→∞

1

n

τ(n)∑
i=1

logφ(mi) = 0. (3.6)

Proposition 3.2. For any ε > 0, there exists N2 such that for any n ≥ N2 and (σ1, . . . , σn) ∈ Cn, we have

|In(σ1, . . . , σn)| ≥ |In(σ1, . . . , σn)|1+ε.

Proof. For any ε > 0, it follows from (3.4), (3.6) and Lemma 2.1 (1) that, there exists N2 such that for any
n ≥ N2 and (σ1, . . . , σn) ∈ Cn,

q2εn−3τ(n) ≥ 2(n−3τ(n)−1)ε ≥ 24τ(n)
τ(n)∏
i=1

(⌊φ(mi)⌋+ 1)2 . (3.7)

Together with (3.5), (3.7), Lemma 2.1 (3) and Lemma 2.2, we obtain

|In(σ1, . . . , σn)| ≥
1

2q2n(σ1, . . . , σn)

≥ 1

2q2n−3τ(n)(σ1, . . . , σn)
(∏τ(n)

i=1 (⌊φ(mi)⌋+ 1) · 22τ(n)
)2

≥ 1(
q2n−3τ(n)(σ1, . . . , σn)

)1+ε

≥ |In(σ1, . . . , σn)|1+ε.
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The following provides an estimate for the distance between any two distinct points x, y ∈ EM (φ). Let
x = [η1, η2, . . .] ∈ EM (φ), y = [τ1, τ2, . . .] ∈ EM (φ). Then there exists a greatest integer n such that x
and y lie within the same basic interval In(σ1, . . . , σn). That is, there exist two distinct positive integers
ℓn+1, rn+1 such that (σ1, . . . , σn, ℓn+1) ∈ Cn+1, (σ1, . . . , σn, rn+1) ∈ Cn+1 and

x ∈ In+1(σ1, . . . , σn, ℓn+1), y ∈ In+1(σ1, . . . , σn, rn+1). (3.8)

By the construction of the set EM (φ) and the definition of the greatest for n, we have

n+ 1 /∈
⋃
k≥1

{
mk − 1,mk,mk + 1

}
. (3.9)

Without loss of generality, we assume that ℓn+1 < rn+1. Then by (3.9), we have 1 ≤ ℓn+1 < rn+1 ≤ M .
Consequently, the interval In+2(σ1, . . . , σn, ℓn+1,M +1) or In+2(σ1, . . . , σn, rn+1,M +1) lies in the gap
between x and y.

Proposition 3.3. For any two distinct points x, y ∈ EM (φ) defined as in (3.8), we have

|x− y| ≥ 1

9(M + 1)4
In(σ1, . . . , σn).

Proof. From Lemma 2.2 and the second formula of (2.1), we deduce that

|In+1(σ1, . . . , σn+1)|
|In(σ1, . . . , σn)|

=
qn(qn + qn−1)

qn+1(qn+1 + qn)
=

1

σ2n+1

·
1 + qn−1

qn(
1 + qn−1

σn+1qn

)(
1 + 1

σn+1
+ qn−1

σn+1qn

) ≥ 1

3σ2n+1

.

This shows that

|x− y| ≥ |In+2(σ1, . . . , σn, ℓn+1,M + 1)| ≥ 1

9ℓ2n+1(M + 1)2
|In(σ1, . . . , σn)|

≥ 1

9(M + 1)4
|In(σ1, . . . , σn)|.

A similar calculation yields the same inequality for the estimate of |In+2(σ1, . . . , σn, rn+1,M + 1)|.

Now, we are in a position to present the estimate of dimH L(φ). Let f : EM (φ) → EM be defined as
follows. For any x = [σ1, . . . , σn], set

f(x) = lim
n→∞

[σ1, . . . , σn].

For any ε > 0, If x, y ∈ EM (φ) and

|x− y| < 1

9(M + 1)4
min

(σ1,...,σN2
)∈CN2

{|IN2(σ1, . . . , σN2)|} ,

where N2 is as in Proposition 3.2. Then by Propositions 3.2 and 3.3, we have

|f(x)− f(y)| ≤ |In(σ1, . . . , σn)| ≤ |In(σ1, . . . , σn)|
1

1+ε ≤
(
9(M + 1)4

) 1
1+ε |x− y|

1
1+ε .

Combining this with Proposition 3.1 and [8, Proposition 3.3], we obtain that

dimH L(φ) ≥ dimHEM (φ) ≥ 1

1 + ε
dimHEM .

Letting ε→ 0 and M → ∞, from (2.3) and Lemma 2.4, we deduce that

dimH L(φ) = 1.
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3.2. The case 1/2 < ρ ≤ 1.

In this subsection, we divide the proof into three parts: the lower bounds for the case 1/2 < ρ < 1 and
ρ = 1, the upper bound for the case 1/2 < ρ ≤ 1.

3.2.1. Lower bound for the case 1/2 < ρ < 1.
To establish a lower bound for dimH L(φ) in the case 1/2 < ρ < 1, we construct a Cantor-type subset

of L(φ) using Lemma 2.5.

Proposition 3.4. For any n ≥ 1, let sn =
√
φ(n) and tn =

√
φ(n)/n. Then, we have

B ({sn}, {tn}, 1) ⊆ L(φ),

where B({sn}, {tn}, 1) is defined as in (2.4).

Proof. First, we show that φ(n)/n tends to infinity as n → ∞. Consider the function f(x) = φ(x)/x.
Since logφ is regularly increasing with index 1/2 < ρ < 1, then by (1.2), we have

f ′(x) =
xφ′(x)− φ(x)

x2
>
φ(x)

(
logφ(x)

2 − 1
)

x2
> 0,

for sufficiently large x. Hence, there exists a positive integer N1 ≥ 2 such that n 7→ φ(n)/n, where
n ≥ N1, is increasing and tends to infinity as n → ∞. For any x ∈ B({sn}, {tn}, 1), by the definition of
Ln(x), we haveLn(x) ≥ an(x)an+1(x) ≥ (1− 1/

√
n)

2
φ(n),

Ln(x) ≤ max
1≤k≤n

{(sk + tk)(sk+1 + tk+1)} ≤ 4φ(N − 1) +
(
1 + 1/

√
n+ 1

)2
φ(n+ 1).

(3.10)

By Lemma 2.9 (1), we obtain that

lim
n→∞

φ(n+ 1)

φ(n)
= 1. (3.11)

It follows from (3.10) and (3.11) that

1 ≤ lim inf
n→∞

Ln(x)

φ(n)
≤ lim sup

n→∞

Ln(x)

φ(n)
≤ lim sup

n→∞

φ(n+ 1)

φ(n)
= 1,

which implies that x ∈ L(φ). Thus, B({sn}, {tn}, 1) ⊆ L(φ).

Notice that logφ is regularly increasing with index ρ > 1/2. By Lemma 2.8 (3) and (4), we have

lim
n→∞

logφ(n+ 1)

logφ(n)
= 1 and lim

n→∞

logφ(n)

log n
= ∞. (3.12)

Together with Lemma 2.5 and (3.12), we obtain

dimH L(φ) ≥ lim inf
n→∞

1
2 (
∑n

k=1 logφ(k)−
∑n

k=1 log k)∑n
k=1 logφ(k) +

1
2 logφ(n+ 1) + 1

2 log(n+ 1)
=

1

2
.
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3.2.2. Lower bound for the case ρ = 1.
If ρ = 1, the equality (3.11) cannot hold, so we need to provide a new method to obtain the lower bound.

To establish a lower bound for dimH L(φ) in the case ρ = 1, we construct a Cantor-type subset of L(φ) by
using the definition of the regularly increasing function.

Since logφ is a regularly increasing function with index 1. By (1.2), we have φ(n) = eαn+o(n), where
0 < α <∞ is a constant. For convenience, we set φ(n) = eαn, which does not affect the conclusion.

Step 1: Construct a subset Υ(α,N) of L(φ). Let N ∈ N, define

Υ(α,N) =

{
x ∈ (0, 1) : e−

α
4 <

an(x)

e
α
2
n
< e−

α
4 +

1

n
, ∀n ≥ N

}
. (3.13)

Let N2 denote the smallest integer n such that e
α
2
n/n ≥ 2. When N ≥ N2, the set Υ(α,N) is

non-empty. For any x ∈ Υ(α,N). Let n ≥ N be sufficiently large, we have an−1(x) < an(x) and

eαn < an(x)an+1(x) < eαn + eαn+α/4

(
1

n
+

1

n+ 1

)
+
eαn+α/2

n(n+ 1)
.

Thus, for sufficiently large n ≥ N , we have

Ln(x) = max
1≤i≤n

{ai(x)ai+1(x)} = an(x)an+1(x).

It follows that

lim
n→∞

Ln(x)

φ(n)
= 1.

Hence,
Υ(α,N) ⊆ L(φ).

Step 2: Construct a measure µ supported on Υ(α,N). Without loss of generality, we assume N2 = 1 and set
N = 1. Then, the number of basic intervals In(a1, . . . , an), which have nonempty intersection with
Υ(α, 1), is approximately

n∏
j=1

(1
j
e

α
2
j
)
=

1

n!
e

α
2

∑n
j=1 j . (3.14)

By (2.2), the length of such interval is

2−(2n+1)
n∏

j=1

(
e−

α
4 +

1

j

)−2
e−α

∑n
j=1 j ≤ |In(a1, . . . , an)| ≤ e

nα
2
−α

∑n
j=1 j . (3.15)

Now, we construct a probability measure µ uniformly distributed on Υ(α, 1). If a1, . . . , an−1 are
given, then the probability of an taking any integer value between e

α
2
n−α

4 and (e−α/4 + 1
n)e

α
2
n is

same. Let ε be sufficiently small, up to a factor eε
∑n

j=1 j , by (3.14) and (3.15), we have the following
relations:

(1) For the basic intervals In(a1, . . . , an), the length and the measure are given by

|In(a1, . . . , an)| ≈ e−α
∑n

j=1 j and µ(In(a1, . . . , an)) ≈ e−
α
2

∑n
j=1 j .

(2) All In(a1, . . . , an) contained within a single In(a1, . . . , an−1) form an interval of length

e
α
2
n−α

∑n
j=1 j .
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Step 3: Estimate the lower bound of L(φ). For any x ∈ Υ(α, 1) and r ∈
(
e−α

∑n
j=1 j , e−α

∑n−1
j=1 j

)
, the

measure of the ball B(x, r) is

µ(B(x, r)) ≈

{
r · e−

α
2

∑n
j=1 j , if r < e

α
2
n−α

∑n
j=1 j ,

e−
α
2

∑n−1
j=1 j , if r ≥ e

α
2
n−α

∑n
j=1 j .

Then, we obtain

lim inf
r→0

logµ(B(x, r))

log r
≥ lim inf

n→∞

−α
2

∑n−1
j=1 j

α
2n− α

∑n
j=1 j

=
1

2
.

Hence, the lower local dimension of µ equals 1/2 at each point of Υ(α, 1), which implies that

dimHΥ(α, 1) ≥ 1

2
.

By the Frostman Lemma ([8, Principle 4.2]), we have

dimH L(φ) ≥ dimHΥ(α, 1) =
1

2
.

3.2.3. Upper Bound for the case 1/2 < ρ ≤ 1.
To obtain the upper bound of dimH L(φ), we employ a method of selecting an appropriate positive real

number s such that Hs(L(φ)) < ∞. Before proceeding with the proof, we present several key lemmas by
choosing this positive real number s. Let

Λ(m,n) :=
{
(i1, . . . , in) ∈ {1, . . . ,m}n : i1 + · · ·+ in = m

}
,

and ξ(·) be the Riemann zeta function.

Lemma 3.1. ([24, Lemma 2.1]) For any s ∈ (1/2, 1) and m ≥ n ≥ 1, we have

∑
(i1,...,in)∈Λ(m,n)

n∏
k=1

i−2s
k ≤

(
9

2
(2 + ξ(2s))

)n

m−2s.

Lemma 3.2. ([12, Lemma 5.4]) For any ε > 0 and n ≥ 2, let

π(n) = # {(a, b) ∈ N× N : ab = n} .

Then, there exists a constant cε depending on ε such that π(n) ≤ cεn
ε.

Let 0 < δ < ρ− 1/2 be fixed. For any k ≥ 1, define

γ := ρ− δ and nk := ⌊k1/γ⌋. (3.16)

Proposition 3.5. Let nk be defined as in (3.16). We have

lim inf
k→∞

φ(nk)

φ(nk−1)
> 1.
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Proof. Since φ is a differentiable function, we have

φ(nk)

φ(nk−1)
=
φ(nk−1) +

∫ nk

nk−1
φ′(t)dt

φ(nk−1)
.

Therefore, it suffices to prove

lim inf
k→∞

∫ nk

nk−1
φ′(t)dt

φ(nk−1)
> 0.

Note that logφ is an increasing function with index ρ, satisfying 1/2 < ρ ≤ 1. Let 0 < ε < δ. By (1.2)
and Lemma 2.8 (4), we have

φ′(x)

φ(x)
≥ (ρ− ε)

logφ(x)

x
and logφ(x) ≥ xρ−ε,

for sufficiently large x. Then, for sufficiently large k, it follows that∫ nk

nk−1
φ′(t)dt

φ(nk−1)
≥
∫ nk

nk−1

φ′(t)

φ(t)
dt ≥ (ρ− ε)

∫ nk

nk−1

logφ(t)

t
dt ≥ (ρ− ε)

∫ nk

nk−1

tρ−ε

t
dt =

(
nρ−ε
k − nρ−ε

k−1

)
,

which, together with ρ− ε > ρ− δ = γ, implies that

lim inf
k→∞

∫ nk

nk−1
φ′(t)dt

φ(nk−1)
> 0.

The proof is complete.

The next proposition shows the position of the maximal product of consecutive partial quotients among
the first nk terms in the continued fraction expansion of x.

Proposition 3.6. Let x ∈ L(φ) be fixed. Then, for sufficiently large k ∈ N, there exists jk ≥ 1 such that
nk−1 < jk ≤ nk and Lnk

(x) = ajk(x)ajk+1(x).

Proof. Let x ∈ L(φ) be fixed. Suppose that there exist infinitely many integers ki and jki with ki > ki−1

such that jki < nki−1 and Lnki
(x) = ajki (x)ajki+1(x). Then

Lnki−1
(x) = Lnki

(x) = ajki (x)ajki+1(x).

Since Ln(x)/φ(n) → 1 as n→ ∞, we deduce from Proposition 3.5 that

1 = lim inf
i→∞

Lnki−1
(x)

φ(nki−1)
= lim inf

i→∞

Lnki
(x)

φ(nki)
· φ(nki)

φ(nki−1)
= lim inf

i→∞

φ(nki)

φ(nki−1)
> 1,

which is a contradiction. Thus, the proof is complete.

In the following, we construct a cover of the set L(φ). Let s ∈ (1/2, 1) be arbitrary. Then for any
x ∈ L(φ) and 0 < ε < 2s− 1, we have

(1− ε)φ(n) ≤ Ln(x) ≤ (1 + ε)φ(n),
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for sufficiently large n. Recall that Sn(x) =
∑n

i=1 ai(x)ai+1(x). By Proposition 3.6, we obtain that

(1− ε)φ(nk) ≤ Lnk
(x) ≤ Snk

(x)− Snk−1
(x) ≤ Snk

(x) ≤ nkLnk
(x) ≤ (1 + ε)nkφ(nk), (3.17)

for sufficiently large k. From Lemma 2.8 (4), We deduce that for sufficiently large k,

logφ(nk) = logφ(⌊k1/γ⌋) ≥ logφ(k1/γ − 1) ≥ logφ(k1/γ/2) > 2k, (3.18)

where the last inequality follows from the fact that the function x 7→ logφ(x1/γ/2) is regularly increasing
with index ρ/γ > 1. For sufficiently large k, we also have

nk − nk−1 = ⌊k1/γ⌋ − ⌊(k − 1)1/γ⌋ ≤ k1/γ − (k − 1)1/γ + 1 ≤ γ−1 · k1/γ−1 + 1 ≤ 2

γ
k1/γ−1. (3.19)

By the choice of δ, we have 1/γ − 1 < 1. Let K ≥ 1 be an integer such that (3.17), (3.18) and (3.19) hold
for all k ≥ K.

For any k ≥ K, set

Mk =
{
i ∈ N : (1− ε)φ(nk) ≤ i ≤ (1 + ε)nkφ(nk)

}
.

For any K1 ≥ K and k ≥ K1, define

J(φ, k,K1) =
{
Ink+1(a1, . . . , ank+1) :

nℓ∑
j=nℓ−1+1

ajaj+1 = mℓ with mℓ ∈Mℓ, K1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k
}
,

and

J(φ,K1) =
∞⋂

k=K1

J(φ, k,K1). (3.20)

It follows that

L(φ) ⊆
∞⋃

K1=K

J(φ,K1).

Now, we estimate the upper bound for the Hausdorff dimension of J(φ,K). For any otherK1 > K, we
apply the same method to obtain the upper bound for J(φ,K1). For k ≥ K, the cylinders from J(φ, k,K)
forms a cover of J(φ,K). For any ℓ ≥ K, denote

Aℓ =
{
(anℓ−1+1, . . . , anℓ+1) ∈ Nnℓ−nℓ−1+1 :

nℓ∑
j=nℓ−1+1

ajaj+1 = mℓ with mℓ ∈Mℓ

}
.

Then we have∑
Ink+1⊆J(φ,k,K)

|Ink+1|s ≤
∑

Ink+1⊆J(φ,k,K)

k∏
ℓ=K

(anℓ−1+1anℓ−1+2 . . . anℓ
anℓ+1)

−2s

≤
k∏

ℓ=K

∑
(anl−1+1,...,anℓ

anℓ+1)∈Aℓ

(anℓ−1+1anℓ−1+2 . . . anℓ
anℓ+1)

−2s

:=
k∏

ℓ=K

Γℓ(s). (3.21)
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Next, we estimate the upper bound of Γℓ(s). We divide the integers nℓ−1 + 1, . . . , nℓ into two parts:

∆ℓ,0 :=

{
nℓ−1 + 2k : k ∈ Z, 1 ≤ k ≤ nℓ − nℓ−1

2

}
,

and

∆ℓ,1 :=

{
nℓ−1 + 2k + 1 : k ∈ Z, 0 ≤ k ≤ nℓ − nℓ−1 − 1

2

}
.

If (anℓ−1+1, . . . , anℓ+1) ∈ Aℓ, then either

1− ε

2
φ(nℓ) ≤

∑
j∈∆ℓ,0

ajaj+1 ≤ (1 + ε)nℓφ(nℓ),

or
1− ε

2
φ(nℓ) ≤

∑
j∈∆ℓ,1

ajaj+1 ≤ (1 + ε)nℓφ(nℓ). (3.22)

Consider the case where nℓ−1 and nℓ are even and j ∈ ∆ℓ,1. The proof of other cases is similar. In this
case, we have

#∆ℓ,1 =
nℓ − nℓ−1

2
. (3.23)

Let bj = ajaj+1. We have ∏
j∈∆ℓ,1

bj = anℓ−1+1anℓ−1+2 . . . anℓ
. (3.24)

From (3.22), we deduce that

1− ε

2
φ(nℓ) ≤

∑
j∈∆ℓ,1

bj ≤ (1 + ε)nℓφ(nℓ). (3.25)

Set π(bj) = #
{
(x, y) ∈ N2 : xy = bj

}
. By Lemma 3.2,

π(bj) ≤ cεb
ε
j . (3.26)

Define

Dℓ =

{
i ∈ N :

1− ε

2
φ(nk) ≤ i ≤ (1 + ε)nkφ(nk)

}
and Ξ(ℓ,mℓ) =

(bj)j∈∆ℓ,1
:
∑

j∈∆ℓ,1

bj = mℓ

 .

Then by (3.23)-(3.26), we have

Γℓ(s) =
∑

(anl−1+1,...,anℓ+1)∈Aℓ

(anℓ−1+1anℓ−1+2 . . . anℓ
)−2s

≤
∑

mℓ∈Dℓ

∑
(bj)∈Ξ(ℓ,mℓ)

∏
j∈∆ℓ,1

π(bj)b
−2s
j

≤ c
nℓ−nℓ−1

2
ε

∑
mℓ∈Dℓ

∑
(bj)∈Ξ(ℓ,mℓ)

∏
j∈∆ℓ,1

b−2s+ε
j . (3.27)
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By applying Lemma 3.1 to (3.27), we obtain that

Γℓ(s) ≤ c
nℓ−nℓ−1

2
ε

∑
mℓ∈Dℓ

(
9

2
(2 + ξ(2s− ε))

)nℓ−nℓ−1
2

m−2s+ε
ℓ

≤ c
nℓ−nℓ−1

2
ε

(
9

2
(2 + ξ(2s− ε))

)nℓ−nℓ−1
2

(
1− ε

2
φ(nℓ)

)−2s+ε

(1 + ε)nℓφ(nℓ)

= Ce(1+ε−2s) logφ(nℓ)+lognℓ+
nℓ−nℓ−1

2
c(s), (3.28)

where

C =
(1− ϵ

2

)−2s+ϵ
(1 + ϵ) and c(s) = log

(
9

2
(2 + ξ(2s− ε))cϵ

)
are independent of ℓ. By (3.18) and (3.19), there exists ℓ0(s) such that, when ℓ > ℓ0(s), we have

(1 + ε− 2s) logφ(nℓ) + log nℓ +
nℓ − nℓ−1

2
c(s) < (1 + ε− 2s)ℓ.

Hence,
Ce(1+ε−2s) logφ(nℓ)+lognℓ+

nℓ−nℓ−1
2

c(s) < Ce(1+ε−2s)ℓ. (3.29)

Thus, we deduce from (3.20), (3.21), (3.28) and (3.29) that

Hs (J(φ,K)) ≤ lim inf
k→∞

∑
Ink+1⊆J(φ,k,K)

|Ink+1|s ≤ lim inf
k→∞

k∏
ℓ=K

Γℓ(s) ≤ lim inf
k→∞

k∏
ℓ=K

Ce(1+ε−2s)ℓ = 0,

which implies that dimH J(φ,K) ≤ 1/2. Since s ∈ (1/2, 1) is arbitrary, we have

dimH L(φ) ≤ 1/2.

3.3. The case 1 < ρ ≤ ∞.
In this section, we take ϕ(n) := logφ(n). From Lemma 2.9 (2), we deduce that

lim
n→∞

(ϕ(n+ 1)− ϕ(n)) = ∞ and lim
n→∞

φ(n+ 1)

φ(n)
= ∞. (3.30)

3.3.1. Lower bound
To estimate the lower bound for the Hausdorff dimension of L(φ), we will construct a Cantor-type

subset E =
⋂
n≥0

En contained in L(φ). The Hausdorff dimension of E will be computed in four steps by

using the Lemma 2.6.

Step 1: Construct a Cantor-type subset of L(φ). Let {dn} be a sequence of positive real numbers, defined by

d1 = 1, d2 = φ(1) and dndn+1 = φ(n)− φ(n− 1), ∀ n ≥ 2. (3.31)

By (3.30), there exists an even number N1 such that for n ≥ N1, we have dn ≥ 2, dn
ϕ(n−1) ≥ 3, and

dn+1

dn−1
=
dndn+1

dn−1dn
=

eϕ(n) − eϕ(n−1)

eϕ(n−1) − eϕ(n−2)

=
eϕ(n)

(
1− eϕ(n−1)−ϕ(n)

)
eϕ(n−1)

(
1− eϕ(n−2)−ϕ(n−1)

) = eϕ(n)−ϕ(n−1)+o(1),
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and

dndn+1 ≥
(
1 +

1

ϕ(n− 2)

)(
1 +

1

ϕ(n− 1)

)
dn−1dn. (3.32)

In the following, we claim that for any n ≥ N1,

dndn+1 = eϕ(n)+o(n). (3.33)

Indeed, if n ≥ N1 is even, then

dn =
dn
dn−2

· dn−2

dn−4
· · · dN1+4

dN1+2
· dN1+2

dN1

= eϕ(n−1)−ϕ(n−2)+···+ϕ(N1+3)−ϕ(N1+2)+ϕ(N1+1)−ϕ(N1)+o(n).

If n ≥ N1 is odd, then

dn =
dn
dn−2

· dn−2

dn−4
· · · dN1+5

dN1+3
· dN1+3

dN1+1
= eϕ(n−1)−ϕ(n−2)+ϕ(n−3)−ϕ(n−4)+...+ϕ(N1+2)−ϕ(N1+1)+o(n).

Now, we use the sequence {dn} and the even number N1 to construct a Cantor-type subset of L(φ).
Let

E =

{
x ∈ (0, 1) : an(x) = 1 for 1 ≤ n ≤ N1, dn ≤ an(x) ≤

(
1 +

1

ϕ(n− 1)

)
dn for n > N1

}
.

By (3.33) and the definition of Ln(x), we conclude that

E ⊆ L(φ).

Step 2: Represent the subset E. For any n ≥ N1 and any positive integers a1, . . . , an, we define

Jn(a1, . . . , an) :=
⋃
an+1

clIn+1(a1, . . . , an, an+1),

where “cl” denotes the closure of a set and the union is taken over all integers an+1 satisfying

dn+1 ≤ an+1(x) ≤
(
1 +

1

ϕ(n)

)
dn+1.

Let ai = 1 for all i = 1, . . . , N1. For any n ≥ 1, define E0 = [0, 1] and

En =
⋃

aN1+1,...,aN1+n

JN1+n(a1, . . . , aN1+n),

where the union is taken over all integers aN1+1, . . . , aN1+n such that

dN1+i ≤ aN1+i(x) ≤
(
1 +

1

ϕ(N1 + i− 1)

)
dN1+i,

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Thus, we obtain

E =
∞⋂
n=0

En.
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Step 3: Estimate the gap between En and the number of En contained in En−1. For any n ≥ 1, based on the
structure of the set En, it is known that each JN1+n−1(a1, . . . , aN1+n−1) in En−1 contains at least
mn intervals JN1+n(a1, . . . , aN1+n) of En. The number mn can be estimated as follows:

mn =

⌊(
1 +

1

ϕ(N1 + n− 1)

)
dN1+n

⌋
− ⌊dN1+n⌋ ≥

dN1+n

ϕ(N1 + n− 1)
− 1. (3.34)

Let JN1+n(τ1, . . . , τN1+n) and JN1+n(σ1, . . . , σN1+n) be two distinct intervals in En, These inter-
vals are separated by the basic interval of order N1 + n + 1, namely, IN1+n+1(τ1, . . . , τN1+n, 1) or
IN1+n+1(σ1, . . . , σN1+n, 1), depending on the relative position between JN1+n(τ1, . . . , τN1+n) and
JN1+n(σ1, . . . , σN1+n). Then, using (2.2), the gap between JN1+n(τ1, . . . , τN1+n) and JN1+n(σ1, . . . ,
σN1+n) is at least

|IN1+n+1(τ1, . . . , τN1+n, 1)| ≥ 2−2(N1+n+2)(τN1+1 · · · τN1+n)
−2

≥ 2−2(N1+n+2)
n∏

i=1

((
1 +

1

ϕ(N1 + i− 1)

)
dN1+i

)−2

:= θn.

(3.35)

Note that 0 < θn+1 < θn for any n ≥ 1. A similar calculation yields the same inequality for the
estimate of |IN1+n+1(σ1, . . . , σN1+n, 1)|.

Step 4: Estimate the Hausdorff dimension of E. We distinguish the following two cases: n = 2k − 1 and
n = 2k for any k ≥ 1.
Case 1: If n = 2k − 1 for any k ≥ 1. Then, by (3.33) and (3.34), we have

m1 · · ·mn−1 = m1 · · ·m2k−2

≥
2k−2∏
i=1

(
dN1+i

ϕ(N1 + i− 1)
− 1

)
≥

2k−2∏
i=1

dN1+i

2ϕ(N1 + i− 1)

=
2k−2∏
i=1

1

2ϕ(N1 + i− 1)
(dN1+1dN1+2)(dN1+3dN1+4) . . . (dN1+2k−3dN1+2k−2)

= eϕ(N1+1)+ϕ(N1+3)+...+ϕ(N1+2k−3)(1+o(1)).

At the same time, we deduce from (3.33), (3.34) and (3.35) that

θnmn = θ2k−1m2k−1

≥ 2−2(N1+2k−1+2) dN1+2k−1

2ϕ(N1 + 2k − 2)

2k−1∏
i=1

(
1 +

1

ϕ(N1 + i− 1)

)−2 2k−1∏
i=1

d−2
N1+i

= eϕ(N1+1)+ϕ(N1+2)···+ϕ(N1+2k−2)(1+o(1)).
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Therefore, by Lemma 2.6, we have

dimHE ≥ lim inf
n→∞

log(m1 · · ·mn−1)

− log(θnmn)
= lim inf

k→∞

log(m1 · · ·m2k−2)

− log(θ2k−1m2k−1)

≥ lim inf
k→∞

∑k−1
i=1 ϕ(N1 + 2i− 1)∑2k−2

i=1 ϕ(N1 + i)
≥ lim inf

k→∞

∑k
i=1 ϕ(2i− 1)∑2k

i=1 ϕ(i)

= lim inf
k→∞

∑k
i=1 logφ(2i− 1)∑k

i=1 logφ(2i− 1) +
∑k

i=1 logφ(2i)

=
1

1 + lim supk→∞

∑k
i=1 logφ(2i)∑k

i=1 logφ(2i−1)

. (3.36)

Case 2: If n = 2k for any k ≥ 1. Then, by using the same methods in Case 1, we obtain that

m1 · · ·mn−1 = m1 · · ·m2k−1 ≥ e(ϕ(N1+2)+ϕ(N1+4)+...+ϕ(N1+2k−2))(1+o(1)),

and
θnmn = θ2km2k ≥ e(ϕ(N1+1)+ϕ(N1+2)+···+ϕ(N1+2k−1)(1+o(1)).

Thus, by Lemma 2.6, we have

dimHE ≥ lim inf
n→∞

log(m1 · · ·mn−1)

− log(θnmn)
= lim inf

k→∞

log(m1 · · ·m2k−1)

− log(θ2km2k)

≥ lim inf
k→∞

∑k−1
i=1 ϕ(N1 + 2i)∑2k−1
i=1 ϕ(N1 + i)

≥ lim inf
k→∞

∑k
i=1 ϕ(2i)∑2k+1
i=1 ϕ(i)

= lim inf
k→∞

∑k
i=1 logφ(2i)∑k+1

i=1 logφ(2i− 1) +
∑k

i=1 logφ(2i)

=
1

1 + lim supk→∞

∑k+1
i=1 logφ(2i−1)∑k

i=1 logφ(2i)

. (3.37)

We deduce from (3.36) and (3.37) that

dimH L(φ) ≥ dimHE ≥ 1

1 + β
,

where β = lim sup
n→∞

logφ(n+1)+logφ(n−1)+···+logφ(n+1−2⌊n/2⌋)
logφ(n)+logφ(n−2)+···+logφ(n−2⌊(n−1)/2⌋) .

3.3.2. Upper bound
We will present a cover of the set L(φ). By Lemma 2.9 (2) and the definition of L(φ), for any 0 < ε <

1/3 and sufficiently large n, we have

φ(n+ 1)

φ(n)
>

1 + ε

1− ε
and 1− ε <

Ln(x)

φ(n)
< 1 + ε. (3.38)

Combining (3.38) with the definition of Ln(x), we obtain

an(x)an+1(x) ≤ Ln(x) < (1 + ε)φ(n) for sufficiently large n.
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We claim that
an(x)an+1(x) > (1− ε)φ(n) for sufficiently large n.

Indeed, we deduce from (3.38) that

Ln−1(x) ≤ (1 + ε)φ(n− 1) < (1− ε)φ(n) < Ln(x) = max{Ln−1(x), an(x)an+1(x)},

which implies an(x)an+1(x) = Ln(x) > (1− ε)φ(n) for sufficiently large n. Clearly, we have

L(φ) ⊆
∞⋃

N=1

E(φ,N),

where E(φ,N) is defined as

E(φ,N) := {x ∈ (0, 1) : (1− ε)φ(n) < an(x)an+1(x) < (1 + ε)φ(n),∀n ≥ N}.

It suffices to estimate the upper bound for the Hausdorff dimension of E(φ,N) for all N ≥ 1. We only
consider the case N = 1, the same method can be used in other cases. For any n ≥ 1, set

Dn+1(φ) :=
{
(σ1, . . . , σn+1) ∈ Nn+1 : (1− ε)φ(k) < σkσk+1 < (1 + ε)φ(k),∀1 ≤ k ≤ n

}
.

For any (σ1, . . . , σn+1) ∈ Dn+1(φ), let

Jn+1(σ1, . . . , σn+1) :=
⋃

σn+2: (1−ε)φ(n+1)<σn+1σn+2<(1+ε)φ(n+1)

In+2(σ1, . . . , σn+1, σn+2). (3.39)

Then, we have

E(φ, 1) =

∞⋂
n=1

⋃
(σ1,...,σn+1)∈Dn+1(φ)

Jn+1(σ1, . . . , σn+1). (3.40)

For any (σ1, . . . , σn+1) ∈ Dn+1(φ), we shall estimate the length of Jn+1(σ1, . . . , σn+1) and the cardinality
of the set Dn+1(φ). It follows from (2.2) and (3.39) that

|Jn+1(σ1, . . . , σn+1)| ≤
∑

σn+1σn+2>(1−ε)φ(n+1)

|In+2(σ1, . . . , σn+1, σn+2)|

≤
∑

σn+1σn+2>(1−ε)φ(n+1)

(
1

σ1 · · ·σn+1σn+2

)−2

=
∑

σn+1σn+2>(1−ε)φ(n+1)

1

σ1
· 1

σ1σ2
· 1

σ2σ3
. . .

1

σnσn+1
· 1

σn+1
· 1

σ2n+2

≤
(

1

1− ε

)n 1

φ(1)φ(2) · · ·φ(n)
1

σn+1

∑
σn+1σn+2>(1−ε)φ(n+1)

1

σ2n+2

≤
(

1

1− ε

)n+1 2

φ(1)φ(2) · · ·φ(n)φ(n+ 1)
:= δn+1. (3.41)

For the cardinality of the set Dn+1(φ), we have

#Dn+1(φ) ≤
(1+ε)φ(1)∑

σ1=1

(1+ε)φ(1)
σ1∑

σ2=
(1−ε)φ(1)

σ1

(1+ε)φ(2)
σ2∑

σ3=
(1−ε)φ(2)

σ2

· · ·

(1+ε)φ(n)
σn∑

σn+1=
(1−ε)φ(n)

σn

1. (3.42)
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Notice that for any k ≥ 1,

(1+ε)φ(k)
σk∑

σk+1=
(1−ε)φ(k)

σk

(1+ε)φ(k+1)
σk+1∑

σk+2=
(1−ε)φ(k+1)

σk+1

1 =

(1+ε)φ(k)
σk∑

σk+1=
(1−ε)φ(k)

σk

2εφ(k + 1)

σk+1
≤ (2ε)2(1− ε)−1φ(k + 1). (3.43)

To continue the proof, we distinguish the two cases.

Case 1: If n = 2k − 1 for any k ≥ 1. Then by (3.42) and (3.43), we have

#Dn+1(φ) = #D2k(φ) ≤ (2ε)2k−1(1− ε)−kφ2(1)φ(3) · · ·φ(2k − 1).

We deduce from (3.40), (3.41) and Lemma 2.7 that

dimHE(φ, 1) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

log(#Dn+1(φ))

− log δn+1
≤ lim inf

k→∞

log(#D2k(φ))

− log δ2k

= lim inf
k→∞

∑k
i=1 logφ(2i− 1)∑2k

i=1 logφ(i)
= lim inf

k→∞

∑k
i=1 logφ(2i− 1)∑k

i=1 logφ(2i− 1) +
∑k

i=1 logφ(2i)

=
1

1 + lim supk→∞

∑k
i=1 logφ(2i)∑k

i=1 logφ(2i−1)

. (3.44)

Case 2: If n = 2k for any k ≥ 1. Then by the same method used in Case 1, we obtain

#Dn+1(φ) = #D2k+1(φ) ≤ (2ε)2k(1− ε)−k(1 + ε)φ(1)φ(2)φ(4) · · ·φ(2k).

Then, we have

dimHE(φ, 1) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

log(#Dn+1(φ))

− log δn+1
≤ lim inf

k→∞

log(#D2k+1(φ))

− log δ2k+1

= lim inf
k→∞

∑k
i=1 logφ(2i)∑2k+1
i=1 logφ(i)

= lim inf
k→∞

∑k
i=1 logφ(2i)∑k+1

i=1 logφ(2i− 1) +
∑k

i=1 logφ(2i)

=
1

1 + lim supk→∞

∑k+1
i=1 logφ(2i−1)∑k

i=1 logφ(2i)

. (3.45)

Thus, by (3.44) and (3.45), we conclude that

dimH L(φ) ≤ sup
N≥1

{dimHE(φ,N)} ≤ 1

1 + β
,

where β = lim sup
n→∞

logφ(n+1)+logφ(n−1)+···+logφ(n+1−2⌊n/2⌋)
logφ(n)+logφ(n−2)+···+logφ(n−2⌊(n−1)/2⌋) .

4. Proof of Theorem 1.5

4.1. The case logφ(n) =
√
n/R(n).

In this case, we will prove dimH L(φ) = 1. For any k ≥ 1, let mk = k2 + 1. For any M ∈ N,
define EM (φ) as in (3.3). Let x ∈ EM (φ). For sufficiently large n ≥ 1, there exists k ≥ 1 such that
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mk ≤ n < mk+1. From Lemma 2.9 (3), we deduce that the function x 7→ e
x

R(x2) is ultimately increasing.
Therefore, we have φ(mk) ≤ φ(n) < φ(mk+1), and thus Ln(x) = ⌊φ(mk)⌋. By Lemma 2.9 (3), we have

lim
n→∞

(logφ(mk+1)− logφ(mk)) = 0 and lim
n→∞

φ(mk+1)

φ(mk)
= 1.

Hence, we obtain

lim
n→∞

Ln(x)

φ(n)
= 1,

which implies that EM (φ) is a subset of E(φ). Using the same method as in Theorem 1.4 for the case
0 ≤ ρ < 1/2, for any ε > 0, we obtain

dimH L(φ) ≥ dimHEM (φ) ≥ 1

1 + ε
dimHEM .

Letting ε→ 0 and M → ∞, we get the desired result.

4.2. The case logφ(n) =
√
nR(n).

For the lower bound of dimH L(φ), we can apply the same method as in Theorem 1.4 for the case
1/2 < ρ < 1. Since this follows as a corollary of Lemma 2.5, the proof is omitted.

For the upper bound, we follow the proof of Theorem 1.4 for the case 1/2 < ρ ≤ 1. For any k ≥ 1,
define nk = k2. From Lemma 2.9 (3), we deduce that

lim
k→∞

φ(nk+1)

φ(nk)
= ∞.

Let x ∈ L(φ) be fixed. By applying the same arguments as in Proposition 3.6, we obtain that for sufficiently
large k ∈ N, there exists jk ≥ 1 such that nk−1 < jk ≤ nk and Lnk

(x) = ajk(x)ajk+1(x). Consequently,
for any s ∈ (1/2, 1) and 0 < ε < 2s− 1, there exists K ≥ 1 such that for all k ≥ K,

(1− ε)φ(nk) ≤ Lnk
(x) ≤ Snk

(x)− Snk−1
(x) < Snk

(x) ≤ (1 + ε)φ(nk). (4.1)

For any k ≥ K, set
M̃k =

{
i ∈ N : (1− ε)φ(nk) ≤ i ≤ (1 + ε)nkφ(nk)

}
.

For any K1 ≥ K, define

J̃(φ, k,K1) =
{
Ink+1(a1, . . . , ank+1) :

nℓ∑
j=nℓ−1+1

ajaj+1 = mℓ with mℓ ∈Mℓ, K1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k
}
.

It follows that

L(φ) ⊆
∞⋃

K1=K

∞⋂
k=K1

J̃(φ, k,K1).

As in the proof of the case 1/2 < ρ ≤ 1 in Theorem 1.4, we estimate the sum

∑
Ink+1⊆J̃(φ,k,K)

|Ink+1|s ≤
k∏

ℓ=K

Cnℓe(1+ε−2s) logφ(nℓ)

(
9

2
(2 + ξ(2s− ε))

)nℓ−nℓ−1
2


=

k∏
ℓ=K

{
Cℓ2e(1+ε−2s)ℓR(ℓ2)

(
9

2
(2 + ξ(2s− ε))

) 2ℓ−1
2

}
,
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where C is a constant independent of ℓ. SinceR(x) is a regularly increasing function with index 0, by using
the same method as in (3.29), we can conclude that

ℓ2e(1+ε−2s)ℓR(ℓ2)

(
9

2
(2 + ξ(2s− ε))

) 2ℓ−1
2

< e(1+ε−2s)ℓ,

for sufficiently large ℓ. This implies

lim inf
k→∞

∑
Ink+1⊆J̃(φ,k,K)

|Ink+1|s = 0.

Hence, we conclude that
dimH L(φ) ≤ 1/2.

5. Proof of Theorem 1.6

Our method is mainly inspired by Fang, Moreira and Zhang [11].

5.1. Lower bound

Let {nk} be a strictly increasing sequence of positive integers, and {sk} and {tk} be two sequences of
positive numbers with sk, tk → ∞ as k → ∞. For any M ∈ N, define

E ({nk}, {sk}, {tk}) :=
{
x ∈ (0, 1) : sk < ank

≤ sk + tk for all large k ∈ N,

1 ≤ aj(x) ≤M for all j ̸= nk

}
.

For the sequences {nk}, {sk} and {tk}, we make the following assumptions:

(H1) {nk} satisfies that nk/k → ∞ as k → ∞;

(H2) {sk} and {tk} are logarithmically equivalent in the sense that

lim
k→∞

log sk
log tk

= 1;

(H3) there exist two real numbers α1, α2 such that

α1 := lim
k→∞

1

nk

k∑
j=1

log sj and α2 := lim
k→∞

1

nk
log sk.

Lemma 5.1. ([11, Theorem A]) Under hypotheses (H1), (H2) and (H3). If α1 ∈ (0,∞), then

dimHE ({nk}, {sk}, {tk}) = θ1(α1, α2),

where θ1(α1, α2) is the unique real solution of the pressure equation

P (θ) = (2α1 − α2)θ − (α1 − α2).

25



Now, we use Lemma 5.1 to construct the Cantor-type subset of L(ψ). For any k ∈ N, let

nk = k2, sk = eck and tk =
sk
k
. (5.1)

Then, for any n ≥ 1, there exists k ∈ N such that nk ≤ n < nk+1. Thus, ψ(n) = ec⌊
√
n⌋ = eck.

Proposition 5.1. For the above sequences {nk}, {sk} and {tk}, we have

E ({nk}, {sk}, {tk}) ⊆ L(ψ).

Proof. Let aj(x) = 1 for any j ̸= nk with k ≥ 1. Then, for any x ∈ E ({nk}, {sk}, {tk}), we have

eck = sk ≤ ank
(x) ≤ sk + tk =

(
1 +

1

k

)
eck.

For sufficiently large n, there exists k such that nk ≤ n < nk+1, which implies that

eck ≤ ank
(x)ank+1(x) = Ln(x) ≤

(
1 +

1

k

)
eck.

Therefore,

lim
n→∞

Ln(x)

ψ(n)
= 1.

By (5.1) and (H3), it can be checked that α1 =
c
2 and α2 = 0. Then by Lemma 5.1, we have

dimH L(ψ) ≥ dimHE ({nk}, {sk}, {tk}) = θ1(c/2, 0) = θ(c).

5.2. Upper bound

By classifying the value of the product of consecutive partial quotients, we shall construct a big Cantor-
type set containing L(ψ). For any c > 0 and integer m ≥ 0, let

Π(m)
n (x) :=

∏
ai(x)ai+1(x)>em

1≤i≤n

ai(x)ai+1(x) and Γm,n(c) =
{
x ∈ (0, 1) : Π(m)

n (x) > e
cn
2

}
.

Then, denote by

Γ(c) :=
∞⋂

m=0

Γm(c). (5.2)

Here, the set Γm(c) is given by

Γm(c) :=

∞⋂
N=1

∞⋃
n=N

Γm,n(c). (5.3)

Proposition 5.2. For any δ > 0, we have L(ψ) ⊆ Γ(c− δ).
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Proof. Let x ∈ L(ψ). For any 0 < ε < e−1
e and m ≥ 0, there exists K0(ε,m) such that for any k ≥ K0,

Lk2(x) ≥ (1− ε)eck ≥ em. (5.4)

Using the same method as in Proposition 3.6, we can verify that

Lk2(x) = ajk(x)ajk+1(x),

where (k − 1)2 < jk ≤ k2. From (5.4), we deduce that

Π
(m)
k2

(x) ≥
k∏

i=K0

Li2(x) ≥ (1− ε)k−K0+1e
c
2
(k2−K2

0 ) ≥ e
c
2
(k2−K2

0 )−k ≥ e
(c−δ)

2
k2 ,

where δ depends on K0 and the penultimate inequality holds for (1− ε)k ≥ e−k. This implies that

x ∈ Γ(c− δ).

In the following, we shall estimate the upper bound of dimH Γ(c).

Theorem 5.1. Let c > 0. Then
dimH Γ(c) ≤ θ(c),

where θ(c) is the unique real solution of the equation P (θ) = c
(
θ − 1

2

)
.

Proof. For any ε > 0, choose positive integer m∗ > max
{
c
2 , e

8
}

large enough such that

max
{
(em∗)

1/m∗ , (2em∗/c)
1/m∗

}
≤ eε. (5.5)

Then by (5.2), we have
Γ(c) ⊆ Γm∗(c). (5.6)

It is sufficient to estimate the upper bound of the Hausdorff dimension of Γm∗(c). By (5.3), we first focus
on the set Γm∗,n(c). Since c > 0, there exists N0 ∈ N such that e

cn
2 > em∗ for all n ≥ N0. Let n ∈ N

with n > N0 be fixed. For any x ∈ Γm∗,n(c), there exists 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ ⌊(n + 1)/2⌋ with 1 ≤ jℓ ≤ n and
jk + 1 < jk+1 such that for all 1 ≤ k ≤ ℓ,

ajk(x)ajk+1(x) > em∗ and
ℓ∏

k=1

ajk(x)ajk+1(x) > e
cn
2 . (5.7)

Meanwhile, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n with i ̸= j1, . . . , jℓ, we have

1 ≤ ai(x)ai+1(x) ≤ em∗ . (5.8)

For any 1 ≤ k ≤ ℓ, let λk(x) := ⌊log ajk(x)ajk+1(x)⌋+ 1. Then by (5.7) and (5.8), we have

λ1(x) + . . .+ λℓ(x) > max
{cn

2
,m∗ℓ

}
and eλk(x)−1 < ajk(x)ajk+1(x) ≤ eλk(x).
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We take some notations. For any n, ℓ, λ ∈ N with 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ ⌊(n+ 1)/2⌋ and λ > max {cn/2,m∗ℓ}, let

An,ℓ :=
{
(j1, . . . , jℓ) ∈ Nℓ : jk + 1 < jk+1 for all 1 ≤ k ≤ ℓ and 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ ⌊(n+ 1)/2⌋

}
,

and
Bℓ,λ :=

{
(λ1, . . . , λℓ) ∈ Nℓ : λ1, . . . , λℓ > m∗, λ1 + · · ·+ λℓ = λ

}
.

Let jℓ := (j1, . . . , jℓ) ∈ An,ℓ and λℓ := (λ1, . . . , λℓ) ∈ Bℓ,λ. It follows that

Γm∗,n(c) ⊆
⌊(n+1)/2⌋⋃

ℓ=1

⋃
λ>max{cn/2,m∗ℓ}

⋃
jℓ∈An,ℓ

⋃
λℓ∈Bℓ,λ

Γλℓ
jℓ
(c),

where

Γλℓ
jℓ
(c) :=

{
x ∈ (0, 1) : 1 ≤ ai(x)ai+1(x) ≤ em∗ for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n with i ̸= j1, . . . , jℓ;

eλk(x)−1 < ajk(x)ajk+1(x) ≤ eλk(x) for all 1 ≤ k ≤ ℓ
}
.

Now, we provide a symbolic description of the structure of Γm∗,n(c). For any n ≥ 1, let

Cλℓ
jℓ
(n+ 1) :=

{
(σ1, . . . , σn+1) ∈ Nn+1 : 1 ≤ σiσi+1 ≤ em∗ for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n with i ̸= j1, . . . , jℓ;

eλk(x)−1 < σjkσjk+1 ≤ eλk(x) for all 1 ≤ k ≤ ℓ
}
. (5.9)

Therefore,

Γm∗,n(c) ⊆
⌊(n+1)/2⌋⋃

ℓ=1

⋃
λ>max{cn/2,m∗ℓ}

⋃
jℓ∈An,ℓ

⋃
λℓ∈Bℓ,λ

⋃
(σ1,...,σn+1)∈C

λℓ
jℓ

(n+1)

In+1(σ1, . . . , σn+1). (5.10)

The following is to estimate the cardinalities of An,ℓ and Bℓ,λ, as well as the diameter of In+1(σ1, . . . ,

σn+1) with (σ1, . . . , σn+1) ∈ Cλℓ
jℓ
(n + 1). Before proceeding, we state a version of the Stirling formula

(see [29]) that will be used in the sequel:
√
2πnn+

1
2 e−n ≤ n! ≤ enn+

1
2 e−n, ∀ n ≥ 1. (5.11)

Let n, ℓ, λ ∈ N be fixed such that 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ ⌊(n + 1)/2⌋ and λ > max{cn/2,m∗ℓ}. Then by (5.5) and
(5.11), we have

#An,ℓ ≤
(
⌊(n+ 1)/2⌋ − ℓ

ℓ

)
<

(
n
ℓ

)
<
nℓ

ℓ!
<

1√
2πℓ

(en
ℓ

)ℓ
<

1√
2πℓ

(
2eλ

cℓ

)ℓ

<

(
2eλ

cℓ

)ℓ

<

(
2

c
em∗

) λ
m∗

≤ eελ,

(5.12)
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where the fifth inequality holds for λ > cn
2 , the penultimate inequality comes from the fact that m∗ > c/2

and the function ℓ 7→
(
2eλ
cℓ

)ℓ
is increasing on (0, 2λ/c). For the cardinality of Bℓ,λ, by using (5.5) and (5.11)

again, we obtain

#Bℓ,λ =

(
λ−m∗ℓ− 1

ℓ− 1

)
<

(
λ− 1
ℓ− 1

)
<
λℓ

ℓ!
<

1√
2πℓ

(
eλ

ℓ

)ℓ

<

(
eλ

ℓ

)ℓ

< (em∗)
λ/m∗ ≤ eελ, (5.13)

where the penultimate inequality holds for ℓ < λ/m∗ and the function ℓ 7→
(
eλ
ℓ

)ℓ
is increasing on

(0, λ). Now, we turn to estimate the diameter of In+1(σ1, . . . , σn+1). For any jℓ ∈ An,ℓ, λℓ ∈ Bℓ,λ

and (σ1, . . . , σn+1) ∈ Cλℓ
jℓ
(n+ 1), By Lemma 2.3, (2.2) and (5.9), we have

|In+1(σ1, . . . , σn+1)| ≤ 2ℓ82ℓ

(
ℓ∏

k=1

∣∣I2(σjk , σjk+1)
∣∣) ∣∣In+1−2ℓ(τ1, . . . , τn+1−2ℓ)

∣∣
≤ 27ℓ

(
ℓ∏

k=1

(σjkσjk+1)
−2

)
1

q2n+1−2ℓ(τ1, . . . , τn+1−2ℓ)

≤ 27ℓ

(
ℓ∏

k=1

(
e−2(λk(x)−1)

)) 1

q2n+1−2ℓ(τ1, . . . , τn+1−2ℓ)

= (27e2)ℓe−2λ 1

q2n+1−2ℓ(τ1, . . . , τn+1−2ℓ)
, (5.14)

where (τ1, . . . , τn+1−2ℓ) denotes the sequence obtained by eliminating the terms {σjk , σjk+1 : 1 ≤ k ≤ ℓ}
from (σ1, . . . , σn+1). That is, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 2ℓ, we have 1 ≤ τi(x)τi+1(x) ≤ em∗ .

In the following, we shall choose a suitable positive real number s such that Hs (Γm∗(c)) ≤ 0. It is
worth pointing out that θ(c) is the unique real solution of P (θ) = c

(
θ − 1

2

)
, then θ(c) ∈ (1/2, 1). For any

s > θ(c), we deduce that P (s) < c
(
s− 1

2

)
. Let ε be small enough such that (5.5) and

0 < ε < min

{
2s− 1

s+ 2
,
c(s− 1/2)− P (s)

(1 + s/2)c+ 1

}
(5.15)

hold. Denote by
Σs :=

∑
(σ1,...,σn+1)∈C

λℓ
jℓ

(n+1)

|In+1(σ1, . . . , σn+1)|s. (5.16)

Then by (5.14), we have

Σs ≤
∑

(σ1,...,σn+1)∈C
λℓ
jℓ

(n+1)

(27e2)ℓse−2λs 1

q2sn+1−2ℓ(τ1, . . . , τn+1−2ℓ)
.

Notice that {
1 ≤ σi(x)σi+1(x) ≤ em∗ for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n with i ̸= j1, . . . , jℓ,

eλk(x)−1 < σjk(x)σjk+1(x) ≤ eλk(x) for all 1 ≤ k ≤ ℓ.
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Then, we have

Σs ≤ (27e2)ℓs
ℓ∏

k=1

 ∑
eλk−1<σjk

σjk+1≤eλk

e−2λs

 ∑
1≤τiτi+1≤em∗

1

q2sn+1−2ℓ(τ1, . . . , τn+1−2ℓ)

≤ (27e2)ℓse(1−2s)λ
∑

τ1,...,τn+1−2ℓ∈N

1

q2sn+1−2ℓ(τ1, . . . , τn+1−2ℓ)
. (5.17)

Since λ > m∗ℓ and m∗ > e8, we deduce from (5.5) that

(27e2)ℓ < (em∗)
λ/m∗ ≤ eελ. (5.18)

Notice that s > 1/2, then by (1.3), there exists Kε > 0 such that for all n ≥ 1,∑
a1,...,an∈N

q−2s
n (a1, . . . , an) ≤ Kεe

n(P (s)+ε). (5.19)

Substituting (5.18) and (5.19) into (5.17), we obtain

Σs ≤ eελse(1−2s)λKεe
(n+1−2ℓ)(P (s)+ε) ≤ Kεe

λ(1−2s+εs)en(P (s)+ε).

This, in combination with (5.12) and (5.13), implies that∑
λ>max{cn/2,m∗ℓ}

∑
jℓ∈An,ℓ

∑
λℓ∈Bℓ,λ

Σs ≤ Kεe
n(P (s)+ε)

∑
λ>max{cn/2,m∗ℓ}

e(1−2s+ε(s+2))λ

≤ Kεe
n(P (s)+ε)

∑
λ>cn/2

e(1−2s+ε(s+2))λ

≤ K∗
ε e

n(P (s)+ε)+(1−2s+ε(s+2))cn/2, (5.20)

where K∗
ε is a constant only depending on s, ε and c. Now we are ready to estimate the upper bound of the

Hausdorff dimension of Γm∗(c). It follows from (5.3), (5.10), (5.15), (5.16) and (5.20) that

Hs (Γm∗(c)) ≤ lim inf
N→∞

∞∑
n=N

⌊(n+1)/2⌋∑
ℓ=1

∑
λ>max{bn,m∗ℓ}

∑
jℓ∈An,ℓ

∑
λℓ∈Bℓ,λ

∑
(σ1,...,σn+1)∈C

λℓ
jℓ

(n+1)

|In+1(σ1, . . . , σn+1)|s

≤ lim inf
N→∞

∞∑
n=N

⌊(n+1)/2⌋∑
ℓ=1

∑
λ>max{bn,m∗ℓ}

∑
jℓ∈An,ℓ

∑
λℓ∈Bℓ,λ

Σs

≤ lim inf
N→∞

∞∑
n=N

⌊(n+1)/2⌋∑
ℓ=1

K∗
ε e

n(P (s)+ε)+(1−2s+ε(s+2))cn/2

≤ K∗
ε lim inf

N→∞

∞∑
n=N

nen(P (s)+ε)+(1−2s+ε(s+2))cn/2 = 0.

This shows that
dimH Γm∗(c) ≤ s.
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Consequently, it follows from (5.6) that dimH Γ(c) ≤ s. Since s > θ(c) is arbitrary, we conclude that

dimH Γ(c) ≤ θ(c).

From Theorem 5.1 and Proposition 5.2, we deduce that, for any δ > 0,

dimH L(ψ) ≤ dimH Γ(c− δ) ≤ θ(c− δ).

Letting δ → 0, we have
dimH L(ψ) ≤ θ(c).
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