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Abstract

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

L(y) == {x €(0,1): Tim 22 _ 1},

where ¢ : RT — R™T is an increasing function such that log ¢ is a regularly increasing function with index
p. We show that there exists a jump of the Hausdorff dimension of L(¢) when p = 1/2. We also construct
uncountably many discontinuous functions ) that cause the Hausdorff dimension of L(1)) to transition
continuously from 1 to 1/2, filling the gap when p = 1/2.
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1. Introduction

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

1
xr = N = [a1(x),a2(x),...,an(x),.. ],
al(x) + 1
as(z) + - +
an(x)+ =
where a1 (), ..., a,(x),... are positive integers, called the partial quotients of . For any n > 1, let
pn(z)
= la1(x),...,an(x (1.1)
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be the n-th convergent of z. 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

v
ani1 ()i (x) ~

1

= ang1(z)g;(z)

pn(T)
qn ()

T —

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) € N? such that
lgxr —p| <1/t and 1 < g < t.

It follows that for any € (0, 1), there exist infinitely many solutions (p, ¢) € N? such that |[gz — p| <
1/q. Continued fractions provide a straightforward method for finding these “good” rational approximations
p/q. In other words, we have

pn(z)
gn ()|

min
peN,1<q<qn (z)

r—Z
q

xr —

:

Given tg > 1, let ¥ : [tp,00) — RT be a non-increasing function. Let D(¥) denote the set of V-
Dirichlet improvable numbers, that is, the set of all z € (0, 1) for which there exists T' > ¢( such that for
every t > T, the inequalities

lgr — p| < ¥(t) and 1 < g < t,

have non-trivial solutions (p,q) € N2. Elements of the complementary set, denoted by D¢(¥), are called
U-Dirichlet non-improvable numbers. The study of the metrical properties of D(¥) goes back to the work
of Davenport and Schmidt [6, Theorem 1], who proved that, for any 0 < ¢ < 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 D¢(¥). Additionally, assuming tW(t) < 1 for all ¢ > ¢, Kleinbock and Wadleigh [22, Lemma
2.2] provided a useful criterion, using continued fractions, to determine whether a real number belongs to
D(D).

Theorem 1.2. ([22, Lemma 2.2]) Let z: € (0, 1)\Q and U(t) := tU(¢)(1 — tU(t)) L. Then

(1) x is a U-Dirichlet improvable number if a,(z)an,+1(z) < ‘IJ(Z") for all sufficiently large n.

(2) x is a U-Dirichlet non-improvable number if a,(z)an+1(x) > i/(qn)for infinitely many n.

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

{z €(0,1): an(x)ansi(z) > U(gn(x)) for infinitely many n € N} C D(D)
C{z€(0,1): an(z)ans1(z) > 471 (g, () 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

Sp(z) = Zai(l')ai+1($) and Ly(z) = max {a;(z)ait1(z)}.
i=1

1<i<n

In particular, they proved that S,(z)/(nlog?n) converges to 1/(2log2) 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 S, () to the function converges to a finite nonzero
constant for Lebesgue almost all z € (0,1). However, a result of Hu et al. [12] shows that the maximum
L, (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

n — L, 1
lim Sn(z) 5 (z) = .
n—oo  plog®n 2log2

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

.. ~Lyp(x)loglogn 1
lim inf = .
n—00 nlogn 2log2

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

L
L(p) == {x € (0,1) : lim n(2) = 1},
n—oo p(n)
where ¢ : RT — R is an increasing function such that log ¢ is a regularly increasing function with index
p. 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 ¢ > 0 be a constant. A function f € C* ([c,00)) is said to be a regularly increasing
function with index p if f(x) > 0, limy o f(z) = 00, f'(x) > 0, and

i (@)

z—oo  f(x)
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 O 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
p €1[0,1/2) U (1/2,00]. Our results reveal that the Hausdorff dimension of L(y) decreases continuously
from 1 to O in a certain sense, depending on the index p of the regularly increasing function log ¢. In what
follows, we use the notation dimy to denote the Hausdorff dimension.

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

Theorem 1.4. Let ¢ : RY — R be an increasing function such that log o is a regularly increasing
Sfunction with index p. Then we have

(1) dimg L(p) =1,if0 < p < 1/2,
(2) dimy L(p) = 1/2, if1/2 < p < 1,

(3) dimpy L(p) = ﬁ if 1 < p < oo, where (3 is given by

5.:hmsuplog<ﬁ(n+1)+10g90(n—1)+-~+10g90(n+1—2tn/2j)
© nsee logo(n) +logp(n —2) 4 - 4 logp(n —2[(n—1)/2])

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

dim: L@

|

NN R et s

Figure 1: The illustration of Hausdorff dimension L()

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

Theorem 1.5. Let R : Rt — R be a regularly increasing function with index 0. Then we have
1, if logp(n) =+/n/R(n);
1/2, if logp(n) = /nR(n),

Thus, we are committed to constructing a discontinuous function ¢ such that the Hausdorff dimension
of L(v) decreases continuously from 1 to 1/2. The following result provides an answer. To explain this, we

dimyg L(p) = {
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need to introduce the pressure function P(6), defined by

1 op 1
Pwy_ﬁﬁﬁbg 2¥;h(m,wmmv9>2. (1.3)
al,...,an

The pressure function § +— P(f) was shown to be strictly decreasing, convex and real analytical in
(1/2,00), and admits a singularity in 1/2 (see [19]). Our conclusion is stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.6. Let ¢ € (0,00) and log(n) = c|\/n]. Then we have

where 0(c) is the unique real solution of the equation

Pw):c(e—;>.

The function ¢ — 6(c) decreases from 1 to 1/2 as ¢ changes from 0 to co.

P®

| 8© 1

Nl—

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(¢p) is non-empty
if and only if ¢ is equivalent to an increasing function. Thus, we always assume that ¢ is increasing
when analyzing L(¢).

* In [16], the function f is referred to as being of slow increase when p = (. Functions such as log x,
loglog z, (log z)® with a € R and e(l°% 2)" with 0 < b < 1 regularly increase with the index p = 0;
functions such as %, ze® and e®/x? are regularly increasing with index p = oco. Furthermore, if
f is regularly increasing with index p = 0, then 2 f(z) and z*' /f(z) with o/ > 0 are regularly
increasing with index p'.

* There exist uncountably many discontinuous functions for which the Hausdorff dimension of L(v))
continuously decreases from 1 to 1/2. Examples include 1(n) = R(n)eclV™ and ¢(n) = eV /R(n),
where R is increasing regularly with the index p = 0.
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Throughout this paper, we use | - | to denote the length of a subinterval of (0,1), H® to denote the
s-dimensional Hausdorff measure of a set, || 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 (a4, ...,a,) € N", we call

In(a,...,an) ={x €(0,1) : a1(z) = a1, ...,an(x) = an}

a basic interval of order n. By (1.1), we know that all the points in I,,(aq,...,a,) have the same p,(x)
and ¢, (z). Thus, we write p,(a1,...,a,) = pp(x) = p, and g,(a1,...,a,) = gn(x) = ¢, for z €
I,(ai,...,a,). Itis well known (see [21, p. 4]) that p,, and g, satisfy the following recursive formula:

{p—l =1, po=0, pp = appp—1+ Pn—2 (n > 1); 2.1

-1=0, @©=1, ¢n=anGn-1+an-2 (n=1).
As a consequence, we have the following results.
Lemma 2.1. ([15]) Foranyn > 1 and x € (0, 1), we have
(1) gn > 2°7;
(2) Iliz1 @i < gn < [T (an + 1)
(3) if 1 <i<mn, then

a; +1 < qn(al, ey A1, Ay A1y - e ,an)

< <a; + 1.
2 Gn—-1(G1, ..., Qi—1,Git1,-..,an)

Lemma 2.2 ([15]). Forany (ai,...,a,) € N, I,(a1,...,ay) is the interval with the endpoints py, /g, and
(Pn + Pn-1)/(gn + Gn—1). More precisely,

n  PntPn— H :
I(a 0) = [z—n, qn+q:_1l)’ if n is even,
rrnty n n— n ; ;
(pqinisn—ll , ZTJ , ifnisodd.
As a result, the length of I,(a1, ..., ay) equals to
1
|In(ay,...,an)]

B Qn(Qn + Qn—l) '

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

n n
27 T 0 < 1n(aa, - yan)| < [ a5 (2.2)
k=1 k=1

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 (ay, ..., a,) € N" and (b1, ..., b) € NF,

ESI In+k(a1,...,an,bl,...,bk)] SQ.
2 = Lu(ar, .. )l - [Te(brs - by
As a consequence, for any (ay,...,an,...,Gnik) € Ntk
1 < Intk(ar, ... an, ..., Gntk)l <3
8 7 |Ii(an)| - Tnyr—1(at, ..., an—1,0n41, .-, Gpyk)|

2.2. Some useful lemmas for estimating Hausdorff dimension
For any M € N, let E); denote the set of points in (0, 1) whose partial quotients in the continued
fractions do not exceed M. Specifically,

Ey={z€(0,1): 1 <au(x) <M,Vn>1}. (2.3)
Jarnik [17] studied the Hausdorff dimension of Fj;.

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

1 1
1 <dimgEy <1— ——
Mlog2 = CHHEM = 27 Gh Mg M

The following dimensional result is useful for obtaining the lower bound estimates of the Hausdorff
dimension of sets in continued fractions. Let {s,} and {t,,} be two sequences of positive real numbers.

Assume that s,,, t,, — 0o asn — 00, S, > t, and lim inf S”S*t" > 0. Forany N > 1, let
n—oo n

B({sn}, {tn}, N) :={2 € (0,1) : s, — tp, < an(x) < 85 + tn,Yn > N}. (2.4)

Lemma 2.5. (/25, Lemma 2.3]) For any N > 1, we have

" logt
dimp B({sn}, {tn}, N) = liminf —— Hz’fﬂ 08 Tk .
n—oo 2% T log sy — logtn g

It is worth noting that

dimpy B({sn}, {ta}, N) = dimpg B({sn}, {ta}, 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 {s,,} and {t,,}. Moreover, the set B({s,}, {t,}, N) can be
expressed as a countable union of bi-Lipschitz images of B({sp+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] = Ey O E; D
FE5 O ... be adecreasing sequence of sets such that each E,, is a union of finite number of disjoint closed
intervals, with each interval of E,, containing at least two intervals of E,, 1, and the maximum length of
intervals in F,, tending to 0 as n tending to infinity. Then the set

E = ﬂ E, (2.5)

n>0

is a totally disconnected subset of [0, 1]. The following lemma provides a lower bound of dimy E.
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Lemma 2.6. (/8, Example 4.6]) Suppose that for any positive integer n > 1, each interval of E,,_1 contains
at least m,, intervals of E,, which are separated by gaps of at least 0,, in the general construction (2.5). If
my > 2and 0 < 0,41 < 0, then we have

dimg £ > liminf log(my - 1mn—1)
n—00 - log(mnen)

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 ny, sets of diameter as most §, — 0

as k — oco. Then

1
dimg F' < liminf M.
k—oo — log dg

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 p.

(1) If p = O, then for any € > 0, x~¢ f(z) is ultimately decreasing and x° f(x) is ultimately increasing.
Moreover, we have

lim 27 °f(z) =0 and lim 2°f(x) = co.

(2) If p € (0,00), then for « > 0 and C > 0, f(x®/C) is regularly increasing with index cp.
(3) If p € [0,00), then for C € R, xh_)r]gof(x +C)/f(x) =1
(4) If p € [0, 00], then wlggo log f(z)/logz = p.
Lemma 2.9 ([9]). Let f be a regularly increasing function with index p.
(1) If p € (0,1), then xlgglo(f(x +1)— f(x)) =0.
(2) If p € (1,00, then Jim (f(@+ 1)~ f(z)) = oc.

(3) If p = O, then for any o > 0, letting g(z) = x/f(z%) and h(x) = zf(z*), we have f and g are
ultimately increasing. Moreover,

lim (g(x +1) —g(z)) =0 and lim (h(x + 1) — h(z)) = oco.

T—00 T—00

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(yp) = {x € (0,1): tim 22 _ 1},

n—oo (n)
where ¢ : Rt — R™ is an increasing function such that log ¢ is a regularly increasing with index p.
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3.1. The case 0 < p < 1/2.

Using the properties of the regularly increasing function log ¢ with index p, our strategy is to construct
a suitable Cantor-type subset Fy; () of L(¢), and then establish a connection between the sets F; () and
L(¢p) utilizing a (1 + €)-Holder function.

Since log ¢ is regularly increasing with index p, satisfying 0 < p < 1/2. By Lemma 2.8 (4), we have

i L08log (1)
n—00 logn

=p. 3.1)

Forany 0 < § < % — p, it follows from (3.1) that log (n) < n?*9 for sufficiently large n. Thus,

1
lim sup M = 0. (3.2)

n— 00 \/ﬁ
For k > 1, let my, = k% + 1. For any M > 8, define

En(p) = {2 € (0,1) s am, (2) = [¢(mi)], amy—1(2) = amyr1(z) = Lforallk > 1,
1 < a;(z) < M for any i # my, my, — 1,my, + 1}. (3.3)

Proposition 3.1. Ler Ey(¢) be defined as in (3.3). Then we have

En(p) € L().
Proof. Consider the function log ¢ (3;2) From Lemma 2.8 (2), we deduce that log ¢ ($2) is regularly
increasing with index 2p < 1. Then, by Lemma 2.9 (1), we have

lim (log@(mg41) —loge(my)) =0 and lim p(mir1) =1.

k—o0 k—ro0 @(mk)
Let z € Ep(p) be fixed. Note that ¢(n) tends to infinity as n — oco. Therefore, there exists a positive
integer N7 such that ¢(n) > M? for all n > Nj. Thus, for any sufficiently large n, there exists a positive
integer k such that my; > Nj and my < n < mgy;1. Since ¢ is increasing, we have p(my) < p(n) <
¢(mk+1) and
La(w) = max{oy ()a2(z), . .., an(@)ans1 (2)} = Lp(mi) .

Therefore, we obtain

- 1 LTL . Ln .
1 = liminf M < lim inf (=) < lim sup (z) < lim sup

k—oo  p(Mp1) n—oo  p(n) n—oo  p(n) koo P(M)

O]

To estimate the Hausdorff dimension of Ej/(¢), we need to use some symbolic spaces, as described
below. For any n > 1, let

Cn={(01,...,00) EN" 10, (2) = [p(mi)], Omy—1(x) = opmy41(z) = 1 and
1 <oi(z) < M, 1Si#mk,mk—l,mk—i—lwithmk—i—lSn}.

It follows that

Eup)=() U Inlor,....0o0).

n>1(o1,...,0n)€Cn
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Let 7(n) = #{k : my < n}. Then we have

7(n)

lim — 0. (3.4)
n—oo N
For any (01,...,0,) € Cy, let (61, ..., 0y,) be the block by eliminating the terms
{om (@), 0m;,—1(%), omy41(2) : 1 <k < 7(n)}
from (o1, ..., 0,). For simplicity, we denote
Ta(01s+ 3 00) = Ln_gr() (G173 5m). (35)

By the definition of my, and 7(n), we deduce from (3.2) that
7(n)
0 < limsup — Z log p(m;)

n—00
i=1

= limsup — (log w(my) +logp(ma) +--- +loge (mr(n)))

n—o0

< lim sup (loggp (12 + 1) + logp (22 + 2) +---+logy (7'(n)2 + 1))

;
noo (T(n) + 1)

< limsup ——5 (loggo (12 + 1) + log ¢ (22 + 1) +---+logy (n2 + 1))
n—o0 ( + 1)
lo n?+1
< lim sup w =0.
n—00 n
Hence, we have
7(n)
lim sup — Z log o(m;) = 0. (3.6)
n—oo -1
Proposition 3.2. For any € > 0, there exists No such that for any n > Ny and (o1, .. .,04) € Cp, we have
|L(01, -y 0o0)| > |Tn(oq, . .. ,Un)\l"_a.

Proof. For any € > 0, it follows from (3.4), (3.6) and Lemma 2.1 (1) that, there exists /N> such that for any
n > Ny and (01, ...,0,) € Cy,

7(n)
G ey = 207070702 > 2T TT ([ ). (37
=1
Together with (3.5), (3.7), Lemma 2.1 (3) and Lemma 2.2, we obtain
1

Lot....o))> -
[ (o on)l 2 2¢2(01,...,00)

1
9 2 = T(n) . 1) - 227’(n) 2
qn—3T(n) (017 R Un) Hz:l (Up(ml)J + )

v

v




The following provides an estimate for the distance between any two distinct points x,y € Ejr(p). Let
x=|m,m,...] € Ex(p),y = [11,72,...] € Ep(p). Then there exists a greatest integer n such that x
and y lie within the same basic interval I,,(o1,...,0,). That is, there exist two distinct positive integers
lp+1, Tny1 suchthat (o1,...,00,0041) € Cnt1s (01, -+, Ony Tnt1) € Cpyq and

S In—i—l(Ul; . ,an,£n+1), Yy < In+1(01, . ,Jan_H). (3.8)
By the construction of the set Fy/() and the definition of the greatest for n, we have
n+1¢ | {mp—1,mg,my+1}. (3.9)
E>1

Without loss of generality, we assume that £,,11 < 7,11. Then by (3.9), we have 1 < £,,11 < rpp1 < M.
Consequently, the interval I, y2(01, ..., 00, pt1, M+ 1) or I 42(01,. .., 0n, Tnt1, M + 1) lies in the gap
between x and y.

Proposition 3.3. For any two distinct points x,y € Ep(p) defined as in (3.8), we have

1
—y| > — T . .
‘l’ y’ - 9(M + 1)4 n(017 7UN)
Proof. From Lemma 2.2 and the second formula of (2.1), we deduce that
1(01, s 0ni)| _ Gnlntann) 1 1+ % J 1
= =3 Z 23
|In(0-1? s 70n)| QnJrl(QnJrl + Qn) On+1 (1 + %) (1 + ﬁ“ + %) 30n+1
This shows that
1
|z =yl > [Inta(o1, o 0n, oy, M+ 1) > Wlln(ah---,an)\
1

> |JI . .

- 9(M+1)4‘ n(017 70n)|
A similar calculation yields the same inequality for the estimate of |, 12(01, ..., 00, "ny1, M +1)|. O

Now, we are in a position to present the estimate of dimy L(p). Let f : Epr(¢) — Ejf be defined as
follows. For any x = |01, ..., 0], set

f(z) :nlgn;o[al,...,an].
Forany ¢ > 0,If x,y € Fj(p) and
1 .
|t —y| < —————+— min {IIn, (o1, on,)|},

9(M + 1)4 (O’1,...,O’N2)€CN2

where N, is as in Proposition 3.2. Then by Propositions 3.2 and 3.3, we have
_ 1 _1 1
() = F)I < Ta(o1, - 00)| < [nlon,- ., 00) |72 < (9(M + 1)) T |z — y|THe.

Combining this with Proposition 3.1 and [8, Proposition 3.3], we obtain that
1
dimH L(QD) > dimH EM(tp) > ﬁ dimH EM.
€

Letting ¢ — 0 and M — oo, from (2.3) and Lemma 2.4, we deduce that
dimp L(p) = 1.
11



3.2. Thecase1/2 < p < 1.

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

3.2.1. Lower bound for the case 1/2 < p < 1.
To establish a lower bound for dimy L(y) in the case 1/2 < p < 1, we construct a Cantor-type subset
of L(¢) using Lemma 2.5.

Proposition 3.4. Foranyn > 1, let s,, = \/¢(n) and t, = \/p(n)/n. Then, we have
B ({sn},{tn},1) € L(),
where B({sn},{tn},1) is defined as in (2.4).

Proof. First, we show that ¢(n)/n tends to infinity as n — oo. Consider the function f(z) = ¢(z)/x.
Since log ¢ is regularly increasing with index 1/2 < p < 1, then by (1.2), we have

log p(=)

ad() ) _ 2@ (52 1)

> 0,
for sufficiently large x. Hence, there exists a positive integer N1 > 2 such that n — ¢(n)/n, where

n > Ny, is increasing and tends to infinity as n — oo. For any « € B({s,},{tx}, 1), by the definition of
L, (z), we have

Lo(2) > an(@)ans1(z) > (1= 1/y/n) ¢(n),

2 3.10
L (x) < lgl%l{(sk 1) (kg1 + 1)} <4p(N —1) + (1+1/vV/n+1)" o(n+1). (3.10)
By Lemma 2.9 (1), we obtain that
1
i P G.11)
n—oo  (n)
It follows from (3.10) and (3.11) that
1
1 < lim inf Ln() < limsup Ln(2) < limsup M =1,
n—oo p(n) nooo  P(N) nooe  P(n)
which implies that x € L(p). Thus, B({sp}, {tn},1) C L(y). O

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

] 1 ]
i 8L g i 8 (3.12)

n—oo  logp(n) n—oo  logn

Together with Lemma 2.5 and (3.12), we obtain

dimg L(ip) > lim inf 3 (i log (k) = 34, log k) .
T n—oo Y log (k) + %log en+1)+ %log(n +1) 2




3.2.2. Lower bound for the case p = 1.

If p = 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 dimy L(y) in the case p = 1, we construct a Cantor-type subset of L(p) by
using the definition of the regularly increasing function.

Since log ¢ is a regularly increasing function with index 1. By (1.2), we have p(n) = e@to(n) where
0 < a < o0 is a constant. For convenience, we set p(n) = e*”, which does not affect the conclusion.

Step 1:

Step 2:

Construct a subset Y (a, N) of L(p). Let N € N, define

an(2) <e 14

T(a, N) = {a: €(0,1):e7% < , Vn > N} : (3.13)

1
- _
e2" n

Let N, denote the smallest integer n such that €2 /n > 2. When N > Na, the set Y(a, N) is
non-empty. For any x € T(«, N). Let n > N be sufficiently large, we have a,,—1(x) < ay(z) and

eom—l—a/Q

n(n+1)

1 1
€M < ap () any () < e 4 eomte/d < + > +

n n+1

Thus, for sufficiently large n > N, we have

Lo(@) = max {ai(@)ais ()} = an(@)an 1 (2).

It follows that

Hence,
T(a,N) C L(yp).

Construct a measure . supported on Y'(a, N'). Without loss of generality, we assume Ny = 1 and set
N = 1. Then, the number of basic intervals I,(a1, ..., ay), which have nonempty intersection with
Y (a, 1), is approximately

Tlan 1 g

H <,,€5]> LN DI/ § (3.14)

, 7 n!

7j=1
By (2.2), the length of such interval is

i 1 -2 n - no n .
9~ (2n+1) H (6_1 + f) e Lm0 < |Ly(ay, ... an)| < €2 @m0, (3.15)
j=1 J

Now, we construct a probability measure o uniformly distributed on Y (a, 1). If ay,...,a,—1 are

given, then the probability of a,, taking any integer value between e2" 1 and (e*a/ 44 %)e%” is
same. Let ¢ be sufficiently small, up to a factor e° 2j=17 , by (3.14) and (3.15), we have the following

relations:

(1) For the basic intervals I, (a1, . .., a,), the length and the measure are given by
In(a,... an)| ~ e *25=19 and p(I(aq,...,an)) ~ e 2 2i=17,
(2) All I,,(ay,...,ay,) contained within a single ,(ay, ..., a,—1) form an interval of length

o

82"*042}21]“

13



Step 3: Estimate the lower bound of L(y). For any z € Y(«,1) and r € (e_o‘ 2=, e_aZ;'Lgllj), the
measure of the ball B(z,r) is

—_aNn g . Qo L
r-e 2ZJ:1], ifr <e2" 0‘21:13,

p(B(z, 7)) %{ —ayrl

(e _ n .
e 2 ifr > 2" Xj=17,

Then, we obtain

log 11(B DY
hminfw > hmianQ—J*}lj‘ ———
r—0 logr n—00 fn—azjzlj 2

Hence, the lower local dimension of x equals 1/2 at each point of Y (c, 1), which implies that

1
dimpg Y(a, 1) > 7
By the Frostman Lemma ([8, Principle 4.2]), we have

1
dimp L(p) > dimyg Y(o, 1) = 3

3.2.3. Upper Bound for the case 1/2 < p < 1.

To obtain the upper bound of dim,; L(¢), we employ a method of selecting an appropriate positive real
number s such that #*(L(y¢)) < oo. Before proceeding with the proof, we present several key lemmas by
choosing this positive real number s. Let

A(m,n) = {(il,...,in) e{l,....om}" i1+ +ipn :m},
and £(-) be the Riemann zeta function.
Lemma 3.1. ([24, Lemma 2.1]) For any s € (1/2,1) and m > n > 1, we have
n 9 n
> s (jeree) n
(i1,-yin)EA(M,N) k=1
Lemma 3.2. ([12, Lemma 5.4]) For any € > 0 and n > 2, let
m(n) =#{(a,b) e NxN:ab=n}.
Then, there exists a constant c. depending on ¢ such that m(n) < c.n°.
Let 0 < 6 < p— 1/2 be fixed. For any k£ > 1, define
v:i=p—26 and ny = |[kY7]. (3.16)
Proposition 3.5. Let ny be defined as in (3.16). We have

lim inf M

> 1.
k—oo p(ng—1)

14



Proof. Since ¢ is a differentiable function, we have

p(ng)  Plen)+ o1 @ (t)dt
plni-1) P(ng—1) '

Therefore, it suffices to prove
Jop, #'(t)at
lim inf —=———
k—o0 gp(nk_l)

Note that log ¢ is an increasing function with index p, satisfying 1/2 < p < 1. Let 0 < £ < §. By (1.2)
and Lemma 2.8 (4), we have

> 0.

)log f(:c)

>(p—e¢ and log p(x) > 2”7,

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

Nk /
n (2] (t)dt Nk ! ko] ng  4p—e
w(nk—l) NEk—1 SO(t) Ne—1 t n t

k—1
which, together with p — ¢ > p — § = ~, implies that

Nk /
lim inf 7fnk_1 Pl

> 0.
k—oo go(nkfl)
The proof is complete. O

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

Proposition 3.6. Let © € L(y) be fixed. Then, for sufficiently large k € N, there exists ji, > 1 such that
Ngp—1 < ji < ng and Ly, (x) = aj, (x)aj,+1(x).

Proof. Let z € L(yp) be fixed. Suppose that there exist infinitely many integers k; and ji, with k; > k;—;
such that ji, < ny,—1 and Ly, (z) = aj, (w)aj, +1(x). Then

Lnki—l(x) = Lnki (z) = Ajy, (x)ajki-i-l(x)'

Since L, (z)/¢(n) — 1 as n — oo, we deduce from Proposition 3.5 that

L T Ly, (z
1 = liminf Ll() = lim inf n’%( ) ) e(nk,) = lim inf M > 1,
1—o0 QY nki,1> 1—00 @(nkl) Lp(nki,l) 1—>00 w(nki,l)
which is a contradiction. Thus, the proof is complete. O

In the following, we construct a cover of the set L(y). Let s € (1/2,1) be arbitrary. Then for any
z € L(p)and 0 < € < 25 — 1, we have

(1 =¢)p(n) < Ln(z) < (1+e)p(n),

15



for sufficiently large n. Recall that Sy, (x) = ;" ; ai(x)ai+1(z). By Proposition 3.6, we obtain that
(1 —e)p(ng) < Ly, (z) < Sp(z) = Sy, (@) < Sy (x) < ngLp, (x) < (1 +e)npp(ng),  (3.17)
for sufficiently large k. From Lemma 2.8 (4), We deduce that for sufficiently large %,
log p(ng) = logp([k"7]) > logp(k'/7 — 1) > log p(k'/7/2) > 2k, (3.18)

where the last inequality follows from the fact that the function z — log (:'/7/2) is regularly increasing
with index p/~ > 1. For sufficiently large k, we also have

g —np_1 = KV = [(k=DYY <k — (k-1 1<y BT 41 < 3141/7—1. (3.19)

By the choice of §, we have 1/y — 1 < 1. Let K > 1 be an integer such that (3.17), (3.18) and (3.19) hold
forall k > K.
For any k£ > K, set

Mp={ieN:(1-e)p(ng) <i<(1+e)npp(ng}.
For any K1 > K and k > K, define

ny
J(s07k7Kl) = {Ink-i-l(alu"'?ank-i-l) : Z AjQj41 = My Withm€€M€7 K, SESk}a
Jj=ng—1+1
and -
T, K1) = ) J(e,k, K1) (3.20)
k=K1

It follows that -
L) C |J J(p K).
Ki1=K

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

ng
— _ l .
Ay = {(aw_1+1, ey Op,p1) € Nt Z ajaj41 = my withmy € Mg}.
Jj=ne—1+1
Then we have
k
s —2s
Z |Ink+1‘ S H (ang_1+1ang_1+2 e angane-‘rl)
]nk+ng(4P7sz) Ink+ng(50’k7K) =K
k
—2
S Z (ang,1+1an¢,1+2 s anganngl) s
C=K (an;_;+1,0nyan,+1)EA,
k
=[] Tels). (3.21)



Next, we estimate the upper bound of I'y(s). We divide the integers ny—1 + 1, ..., ny into two parts:

Afvo:{”é1+2k:k€Z,1§k§W_2W—1}’

and )
Agq = {ng_1—|—2k:+1:k:€Z, nggw_né‘l_}.
If (@n,_ 41,5 an,4+1) € Ap, then either
1—¢
5 Pne) < Z ajaj+1 < (1+e)nep(ng),
J€AL
or .
—c
5 e(ne) < Y ajajen < (1+e)nep(ng). (3.22)
JEAL

Consider the case where n,_; and ny are even and j € Ay ;. The proof of other cases is similar. In this
case, we have

HNgq = % (3.23)
Let bj = a;0;j41. ‘We have
II % =anet10n, 142 an,. (3.24)
JEAL
From (3.22), we deduce that
1—¢
p(ne) < D by < (1+e)nep(ng). (3.25)
JEAL
Setm(bj) = # {(z,y) € N> : 2y = b;} . By Lemma 3.2,
7(b) < cobs. (3.26)
Define
: l—¢ -
Dy, = {z eN: 5 w(ng) <i<(1 +€)nk<p(nk)} and Z(¢,my) = i)jene, Z bj =my

JEAL

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

F@(S) = Z (an£71+1aw71+2 . aw)_%

(anl 1+17---7ane+1)6A[

<2 2 1 =op™

me€Dy (bj)EE(L,my) 5€EAL1

Z Z H by te, (3.27)

myEDy ( )6_(( mg)]EAg 1

E"Zl

17



By applying Lemma 3.1 to (3.27), we obtain that

neg—np—1

ng—ny—1 9 2
Ty(s)<ec 2 ) (2 (2+£(2s — 6))) my 2t
ngDg
-1 [ "4—;4_1 1—¢ —2s+¢
<o (erees-a) T (Femd) (et
_ Ce(1+s—25) logcp(ng)—i-logng-i-%c(s)’ (328)
where ) 9
C = _ 6)728“(1 +€) and c(s) = log <2(2 +&(2s — 5))ce>

are independent of ¢. By (3.18) and (3.19), there exists £y(s) such that, when ¢ > {y(s), we have

(1+ e — 25) log ¢(ne) + log ng + %c(s) < (14e—2s)L.

Hence,
C€(1+5725) log ¢(ng)+log ng+ nz_;%71 c(s) < Ce(1+€*23)£‘ (3.29)

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

k—o0

k k
s S s B P (1+e—2s)¢ _
H? (J(p, K)) < liminf g | I, +1]° < hkrggéf H Ty(s) < h}ggf H Ce =0,

Ly +1CJ (9,0, K) (=K =

which implies that dimy J (¢, K) < 1/2. Since s € (1/2,1) is arbitrary, we have
dimyg L(p) < 1/2.

3.3. Thecase 1l < p < oo.
In this section, we take ¢(n) := log ¢(n). From Lemma 2.9 (2), we deduce that

1
lim (6(n+1) — ¢(n)) = 00 and Tim 2T _ o (3.30)
n—00 n—o0 gp(n)
3.3.1. Lower bound
To estimate the lower bound for the Hausdorff dimension of L(y), we will construct a Cantor-type

subset E = () E, contained in L(y). The Hausdorff dimension of E will be computed in four steps by
n>0
using the Lemma 2.6.

Step 1: Construct a Cantor-type subset of L(y). Let {d,,} be a sequence of positive real numbers, defined by
di =1, do = (1) and dpdpi1 = p(n) —p(n—1), Vn > 2. (3.31)

By (3.30), there exists an even number N7 such that for n > Ny, we have d,, > 2, ﬁ > 3, and

dn+1 . dpdp i1 . () — e#(n=1)
dn—l - dn—ldn o @¢(”—1) — e¢(”_2)
e9() (1 — edn=1)=(n)
= ed(n—1) (1 — ep(n=2=6(n-1))

_ b(m)—d(n—1)+o(1)

)

18



Step 2:

and

1 1
dpdpy1 > <1 + ¢(n—2)) (1 + W) dp—_1dp. (3.32)

In the following, we claim that for any n > Ny,
dpdpy1 = e?MHe), (3.33)

Indeed, if n > Nj is even, then

g, = I dn2 AN AN 1) g0+ (N1 3) - (N1 2) (N1 1) §(N o)
dp—2 dpg  dny2  dn

If n > Ny is odd, then

g, = B dne2  dNigs AN3 g1 -0 +0(n-8)—dn—A) 6N 26N +1)+o(n).
dp—2 dp—g  dy43 dyi

Now, we use the sequence {d,,} and the even number N; to construct a Cantor-type subset of L(¢y).
Let

1
E= {xE (0,1) s ap(z) =1for1 <n < Ny, dy < ap(z) < <1+¢(1)> dnforn>N1}.
n —_—
By (3.33) and the definition of L,,(z), we conclude that
EC L(y).
Represent the subset E. For any n > N; and any positive integers ay, . . ., a,, we define

In(ar,...,an) = U cllpti(at,...,an,ant1),

Gn+1

where “cl” denotes the closure of a set and the union is taken over all integers a1 satisfying

1
d < <|14+——=]d .
nt1 < ang1(7) < ( + <Z5(n)> n+1
Leta; = 1foralli =1,..., Ny. Forany n > 1, define Ey = [0, 1] and

En = U JN1+n(a17-"7aN1+n)a

where the union is taken over all integers ay, 41, - - . , N, +n such that

1
dny+i < anyyi(z) < (1 + ¢(N1+l—1)> ANy +is

for all 1 < ¢ < n. Thus, we obtain
o0
E= () En.
n=0

19



Step 3: Estimate the gap between E,, and the number of E,, contained in E,_;. For any n > 1, based on the

structure of the set E,,, it is known that each Jn,yn—1(a1,...,an,+n—1) in E,_1 contains at least
my, intervals Jn, yn (a1, ..., an,+n) of E,. The number m,, can be estimated as follows:
1 dN +n
mp = | (14— Vdyisn| — |dyyan| > ——tn (3.34)
o= | (0 g e ) 2
Let Jny+n (715 -+ -y TNy +n) @and I, 40(01, - - ., 0N, ) be two distinct intervals in E,,, These inter-
vals are separated by the basic interval of order N1 + n + 1, namely, Iy, +n+1(71,- -+, TN 4n, 1) OF
IN,4n+1(01, ..., 0N, +n, 1), depending on the relative position between Jx, 4n (71, .., TN, +n) and
JIN,4n(01, ..., 0N, +n). Then, using (2.2), the gap between Jn, 1, (71, - . ., TN, +n) and Iy, 4n (071, . . .,
ON,+n) 1 at least
|IN1+TL+1(7—1a -+ TN1+n, 1)| > 2—2(N1+n+2) (TN1+1 o 'TN1+H)_2

n 1 —2
(L
£[1 o(Ny +i—1)) 7
(3.35)

Note that 0 < 6,41 < 6, for any n > 1. A similar calculation yields the same inequality for the
estimate of |In, 4n+1(01,- .-, ONy4n, 1)]-

Step 4: Estimate the Hausdorff dimension of £. 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

ml"'mn—].:ml”'ka—Q

2%k—2 s 2%—2 P
> 1+12 o 1) > 1+
_H(¢(N1+i—1) _H2¢(N1+i—1)

=1 =1
2k—2 1

= ] 57— (v, r1dn,42) (AN, 13dn, 44) - - (AN, or—30d N, +26—2)
ey 2¢(N1 41— 1)

NI+ O(N1 +3) 4.+ b(N1-+2k—3)(1+o(1))

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

Onmy = Oo—1Mmok—1

dn ok 2k—1 1 —22k—1
> 9—2(N1+2k—1+42) 1+2k—1 1 d=2
- 2¢(N1 + 2k — 2) 1;[1 * ANy +i—1) 1;[1 Ni+i

— N1 1) +¢(N1+42)+¢(N1+2k=2)(1+0(1))
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Therefore, by Lemma 2.6, we have

(my---mp_1) log(my - - - maog_2)

dimyg £ > liminf log

= lim inf
n—o00 —log(gnmn) k—o0 _10g<02k71m2k,1)
- ‘ k .
=1 O 20— 1 F (20— 1
2 lim inf Zl:ékf(Q LS )Zliminf%
k .
— lim inf > i log p(2i — 1)

koo 3K logp(2i — 1) + Y8 log ¢(2i)
1
= ST (3.36)
. i—1 10g p(2
L limsupro0 900000

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

and

0,y = Oopmoy > e(O(N1+1)+¢(N1+2)+++¢(N1+2k—1)(1+0(1))

Thus, by Lemma 2.6, we have

1 . o T
dimg F > liminf og(my ---my_1) — limint og(my - --mak—_1)
n—oo  —log(f,my) k—oo  —log(fapmay)
k—1 . k .
- Ny +2 " 9
> lim inf Z;ﬁl_l‘b( 1+ 20) anmf%
hmoo St @(N1+4) koo BT ¢(d)
k .
C 1 2
= lim inf 2 i1 log p(2i)

koo S log (20 — 1) + Y05, log ¢(2i)
1
— . (3.37)
. k1 2i—1

We deduce from (3.36) and (3.37) that
1
1+ 4’

log p(n+1)+log p(n—1)4---+log p(n+1-2|n/2])
log p(n)+log (n—2)+-+logp(n—2[(n—1)/2]) -

dimy L() > dimy E >

where § = limsup
n—oo
3.3.2. Upper bound
We will present a cover of the set L(p). By Lemma 2.9 (2) and the definition of L(), forany 0 < ¢ <
1/3 and sufficiently large n, we have

1 1 L
pln + )> te and 1 —e < n(2)

¢(n) l1-¢ p(n)

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

<l+e. (3.38)

an()ant1(z) < Lp(z) < (1 4+¢)p(n) for sufficiently large n.
21



We claim that
an(z)ant1(z) > (1 —e)p(n) for sufficiently large n.

Indeed, we deduce from (3.38) that
Lu1(2) < (14 )p(n — 1) < (1 - £)p(n) < Lu(@) = max{Ly_1(), an(@)ans1 (@)},

which implies a,,(x)an+1(x) = Lp(z) > (1 — )¢@(n) for sufficiently large n. Clearly, we have
o0
L(p) C | E(e,N),
N=1

where E(p, N) is defined as
E(p,N) :={z€(0,1): (1 —¢)p(n) < ap(z)anti(x) < (1+¢e)p(n),¥Yn > N}.
It suffices to estimate the upper bound for the Hausdorff dimension of E(p, 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
Dpsi1(p) = {(01,...,0n11) EN"T1 1 (1 —e)p(k) < opopy1 < (L+e)p(k), V1 <k <n}.

For any (01,...,0041) € Dpy1(p), let

Jn1 (01, Ong) 1= U Lns2(01, ..., Ong1,0n42).  (3.39)
ont2: (1=€)p(n+1)<ont10m 42 <(1+€)p(n+1)

Then, we have
o0

E(p,1) =) U Tna1(015 -, Ong1) (3.40)

n=1(01,....0n+1)EDn+1(p)

Forany (o1, ...,0n+1) € Dny1(p), we shall estimate the length of J,, 41 (01, . . ., 0y+1) and the cardinality
of the set D, 11(¢p). It follows from (2.2) and (3.39) that

|Jn+1(01a"'70n+1)| < Z ‘In+2(0-17"'>o-n+170-n+2)|
Tn+10n+2>(1—€)p(n+1)

I
01" 0n4+10n+2

Ont10n42>(1—e)p(n+1)

1 11 1 11
_ 3 1 L S

01 0102 0203  OpOnpil Onil O
Ont10n+2>(1—€)p(n+1) nOn+ n+ D)

IA

1 \" 1 1 1
= <1—6> e(1)p(2) - o(n) onta 2 o2,

Ont10n42>(1-8)p(n+1)

< S (3.41)
<1 — 6) p(1)p(2) - p(n)pn+1)
For the cardinality of the set D, 11(), we have
(te)pn) UFed  Uioe@) (oot
#Dppi(0) < D > )R N ¥ (3.42)
1=l g _O-2e) ;o (-9e@  , _(-c)en)
o a9 on
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Notice that for any & > 1,

A+e)e(k) Ate)e(k+1) (142)e(k)
7k Tk+1 op
2ep(k +1 3
> > 1= > i() <(2)*(1—e) 'k +1).  (3.43)
- - _ k+1
UHl:(lffi):(k) 0“2:% o= 2):(k)

To continue the proof, we distinguish the two cases.

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

#Dp+1(0) = #Dail(p) < (26) 711 — &) (1)e(3) -+~ (2k — 1).

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

log(#Dy, ] D
dimp E(p, 1) < liminf 0g(# Dn+1(¢)) < liminf M
nee —10g on41 k—o0 — log 9o,
k . k )
! 21 —1 ! 2% —1
= liminf lel%Og(p( ! . ) = liminf — Zz:ll og ¢(2i _ ) .
k=00 Ei:l log SO(Z) k—o0 Zi:l log @(21 — 1) + Zi:]_ log @(22)

_ 1 ' (3.44)

. k| log(2i)
1+ limsupy o el 2O

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

#Dp41(0) = #Daps1(0) < (26)* (1 — &) (1 + e)p(L)p(2)p(4) - - p(2K).

Then, we have

log(#Dn log(#D
dimy E(p, 1) < lim inf 08(#Dn1(0) _ 1o i 108(F# Dok (9))
oo —logdnt1 k—o0 —log dak+1
k ; k .
i—110g (2 " log (2
= lim inf M — lim inf > _i110g ©(2i)

koo S 2 og (i) koo S log (20 — 1) + Y05 log ¢(2i)
1
_ . (3.45)
. k41 2i—1
R

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

1
dimyg L(¢) < sup {dimpg E(p,N)} < ——,
N>1 1+5

log p(n+1)+log p(n—1)4--+log p(n+1-2|n/2])
Tog p(m)H1og p(n—2)+Flog p(n—2[(n=1)/3])

where 5 = lim sup
n—oo

4. Proof of Theorem 1.5

4.1. The case log p(n) = \/n/R(n).

In this case, we will prove dimy L(p) = 1. For any & > 1, let mj, = k? + 1. For any M € N,
define Eps(p) as in (3.3). Let x € Ej(y). For sufficiently large n > 1, there exists & > 1 such that
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my, < n < mgyi. From Lemma 2.9 (3), we deduce that the function x +— eRéQ) is ultimately increasing.
Therefore, we have ¢(my) < p(n) < ¢(miy1), and thus Ly, (z) = [p(my)]|. By Lemma 2.9 (3), we have

, - N o)
. (log p(mpg11) —log p(my)) =0 and A o(mg) -
Hence, we obtain
Ly(x) _
n—oo go(n) ’

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

1
dimH L(QD) > dimH EM(tp) > 11 dimH EM.

€
Letting e — 0 and M — oo, we get the desired result.

4.2. The case log p(n) = \/nR(n).

For the lower bound of dimy L(p), we can apply the same method as in Theorem 1.4 for the case
1/2 < p < 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 < p < 1. For any k > 1,
define n, = k2. From Lemma 2.9 (3), we deduce that

lim Lmkﬂ) = 00

k—oo  p(ng)

Letx € L(y) be fixed. By applying the same arguments as in Proposition 3.6, we obtain that for sufficiently
large k € N, there exists j; > 1 such that ng_; < ji < ng and Ly, (z) = aj, (z)aj,+1(z). Consequently,
forany s € (1/2,1)and 0 < € < 2s — 1, there exists K > 1 such that for all k > K,

(1 =¢)p(ng) < Ln, (x) < Sy (2) = Sny_y () < Sy (@) < (L4 €)p(ng).- 4.1)
For any k£ > K, set -
Mp={ieN:(1-e)p(ng) <i<(1+e)npp(ng)}.
For any K1 > K, define

e

j(gp,k:,Kl) = {Ink+1(a1,...,ank+1) : Z ;a1 = My with my € My, K, SES/C}
J=ng_1+1

It follows that
oo o0 .
K1=K k=K,
As in the proof of the case 1/2 < p < 1 in Theorem 1.4, we estimate the sum

neg—ng—1
2

k
S —x8) 10, n 9
B | e R )

Iny+1CT (0,5, K) =K

2

201
{CE2B(I+E_QS)ZR(Z2) <9 (2+&(2s — 5))) } )

k
- 2
(=K
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where C'is a constant independent of ¢. Since R(x) is a regularly increasing function with index 0, by using
the same method as in (3.29), we can conclude that

20—1

(2o (1He—25)CR(E2) (Z(z (s — 6))> T elibe-20)t,
for sufficiently large ¢. This implies

it 3 hal =0

Ink+1 gJ(@ysz)
Hence, we conclude that
dimyg L(p) < 1/2.
5. Proof of Theorem 1.6

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

5.1. Lower bound

Let {ny} be a strictly increasing sequence of positive integers, and {s;} and {¢;} be two sequences of
positive numbers with si, t; — 0o as k — oo. For any M € N, define

E ({ng}, {sk}, {tx}) :== {m € (0,1) : s < ap, < s+t forall large k € N,

1 < aj(z) < M forall j £ nk}

For the sequences {ny}, {si} and {tx}, we make the following assumptions:
(H1) {ny} satisfies that ny/k — oo as k — 00;
(H2) {si} and {t;} are logarithmically equivalent in the sense that

log sy,
im =1
k—oc log g,

)

(H3) there exist two real numbers «, s such that

k
1 1
= lim — » logs; d = lim —1 .
ap := lim ” jg_l ogsj and ag:= lim ” 0g S,

Lemma 5.1. ([11, Theorem A]) Under hypotheses (H1), (H2) and (H3). If a1 € (0, 00), then

dimyg E ({nk}, {sk}, {tr}) = 01 (a1, a2),

where 01 (a1, a2) is the unique real solution of the pressure equation
P(H) == (20&1 - 052)0 - (Oél - 042).
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Now, we use Lemma 5.1 to construct the Cantor-type subset of L(1)). For any k € N, let

ng = k‘2, S = e® and tr = % 5.1
Then, for any n > 1, there exists k& € N such that ny < n < ngyq. Thus, ¥(n) = eclvnl = eck

Proposition 5.1. For the above sequences {ny},{s} and {t;}, we have

Proof. Let aj(z) = 1 for any j # nj with k > 1. Then, for any x € E ({ny}, {sr}, {tx}), we have

1
et =g < an, () < s+t = <1 + k> ek,

For sufficiently large n, there exists k such that ny < n < ng41, which implies that

1
e < (@) 1) = Lnfi) < (14 ) e

Therefore,
L

noo (n) 1.

By (5.1) and (H3), it can be checked that a; = § and ag = 0. Then by Lemma 5.1, we have

dimH L(w) Z dimHE ({nk}, {Sk}, {tk}) = 01(6/2, 0) = 9(0)

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(1)). For any ¢ > 0 and integer m > 0, let

110 (z) := H a;j(x)air1(z) and Ty, pn(c) = {sc €(0,1) : ™ (z) > e%}.

aj(@)a;yq(z)>e™
1<i<n

Then, denote by

[e.9]

T(c) = ) Tm(c). (5.2)
m=0
Here, the set I',,(c) is given by
Ti(e) =[] | Tmm(0). (5.3)
N=1n=N

Proposition 5.2. For any § > 0, we have L(1) C T'(c — §).
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Proof. Letz € L(1). Forany 0 < & < £ and m > 0, there exists Ko (e, m) such that for any k > Ko,
Liz2(z) > (1 —e)e® > ™. (5.4)
Using the same method as in Proposition 3.6, we can verify that
Lyz(z) = Ajy, (x)ajk+1 (2),

where (k — 1)? < jj. < k2. From (5.4), we deduce that

k
(@) > [[ Lie() = (1 — e)fKorles 6-KD) 5 o5 (9K k 5 o572
=Ko

where § depends on K and the penultimate inequality holds for (1 — €)* > e~*. This implies that

z €I'(c—9).

In the following, we shall estimate the upper bound of dimy I'(c).

Theorem 5.1. Let ¢ > 0. Then
dimg I'(¢) < 6(e),

where 0(c) is the unique real solution of the equation P(0) = ¢ (0 — %).

Proof. For any € > 0, choose positive integer m, > max {$, e®} large enough such that
max {(em*)l/m*, (Qem*/c)l/m*} < €. (5.5)

Then by (5.2), we have
I'(c) € T, (). (5.6)

It is sufficient to estimate the upper bound of the Hausdorff dimension of I',,, (¢). By (5.3), we first focus
on the set T, ,(c). Since ¢ > 0, there exists Ny € N such that e2 > ¢™ for all n > Np. Letn € N
with n > Nj be fixed. For any = € I',,, ,(c), there exists 1 < ¢ < [(n+1)/2] with 1 < j; < n and
Jg +1 < jgqqsuchthatforall 1 < k <4,

l
aj, (x)aj +1(x) > €™ and H aj, (x)aj41(z) > e? (5.7)
k=1
Meanwhile, for all 1 < ¢ < n with i # j1, ..., jg, we have
1 <aj(x)ai41(z) <™. (5.8)

Forany 1 < k </, let A\y(z) := [loga;, (z)aj,+1(x)] + 1. Then by (5.7) and (5.8), we have
A(z) + ...+ A(z) > max {%,m*ﬁ} and M@~ < aj, (x)aj,+1(x) < M @),
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We take some notations. For any n, ¢, A\ € Nwith1 < /¢ < |(n+1)/2] and A > max {cn/2, m./}, let

Apg = {(jl, j) €Ny 41 < o foralll <k < fandl< (< L(n+1)/2j},

and
847)\ = {()\1,...,)\() ENéi)\l,...,Ag > My, )\1++)\€:)‘}
Let gy := (J1,--.,Je) € Apgand Ap:= (A1, ..., \p) € By x. It follows that
[(n+1)/2] N
Tm.n(e) € (U U U U rie
/=1 A>max{cn/2,ml} J€EAn ¢ Xe€Bp »
where

T(c) == {w € (0,1) : 1 < ay(x)asi(z) < ™ forall 1 <i < nwithi # ji,

-y Jes
MO < g (2)ag,41(2) < M@ forall 1 < k < £}
Now, we provide a symbolic description of the structure of I'y,,, ,,(c). For any n > 1, let
CJ’.\Z(TH- 1) = {(017 oni1) €N 1 <oyoypq < e™ forall 1 <i < mnwithi # ji, ..., j;
M <o < M forall 1 <k <L) (59)
Therefore,
[(n+1)/2]
Poal) € U U U U U
=1

Liyi(o1, ... 0n41).  (5.10)
A>max{cn/2,ml} JoEAn ¢ Xe€Be 2 (01,---,Un+1)€cj-\f (n+1)

The following is to estimate the cardinalities of A,, ¢ and By, as well as the diameter of 1,1 (071,

On+t1) With (o1,...,0n41) € C;‘f (n + 1). Before proceeding, we state a version of the Stirling formula
(see [29]) that will be used in the sequel:

1 1
V2rnT2e ™ < pl <en"t2e™, Vn > 1.

(5.11)
Let n,¢, A € N be fixed such that 1 < ¢ < [(n + 1)/2]| and A > max{cn/2,m.¢}. Then by (5.5) and
(5.11), we have

#Ane < <{(n+1;/2j _£> < (n) < n’ < 1 <6n 1

' <2A>£
o2ml \ ¥ Vol \ cl

A
2eA\" /2 e
< (e) < <em*> < es’\,
cl c
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where the fifth inequality holds for A > ', the penultimate inequality comes from the fact that m, > ¢/2

and the function £ — (%)E is increasing on (0, 2\/c). For the cardinality of By y, by using (5.5) and (5.11)

again, we obtain

g (Ammal—1 A1) X1 fex)!
#Ba =" <\e—1) S0 B\ 7

A e
< <e£) < (emy)Mme < e, (5.13)
where the penultimate inequality holds for £ < A\/m, and the function ¢ — (%)Z is increasing on
(0,A). Now, we turn to estimate the diameter of I,,1(01,...,0n41). Forany j, € A, ¢, Ay € By

and (01,...,0541) € C;‘f (n+ 1), By Lemma 2.3, (2.2) and (5.9), we have

¢
Tns1(01, .y ons)| < 2°8% (H }12(O-jk’ajk+1)’) | Tng1—20(T1, - Tg1—20) |

k=1
: 1
< 2™ [T(o5041)2
(kljl e G i1—20(TLy - Tn1-20)
: 1
< o7t <672(Ak(z)71))
(lH q72z+1—2é(7-17 <o 7Tn+1—2f)
1
= (27e2)le=2A . 7 5.14)
Gov1—00(T1, s Tnp1-20)
where (71, ..., T,4+1-2¢) denotes the sequence obtained by eliminating the terms {o;, , 0,11 : 1 < k < £}
from (o1,...,0,41). Thatis, forall 1 <i <n — 2/, we have 1 < 7;(x) 741 (x) < ™.

In the following, we shall choose a suitable positive real number s such that #° (I'y,, (¢)) < 0. Itis
worth pointing out that 6(c) is the unique real solution of P(#) = ¢ (§ — ), then 6(c) € (1/2,1). For any
s > 0(c), we deduce that P(s) < ¢ (s — 3). Let € be small enough such that (5.5) and

2s—1 ¢(s—1/2) — P(s)
s+27 (1+s/2)c+1 } (5-15)

0<£—:<min{

hold. Denote by
So= Y (o)l (5.16)

A
(o1 ,...,O'n+1)€Cj; (n+1)

Then by (5.14), we have

Zs < Z (2762)63672)\3

A
(@1,,0n 1) €CSF (n+1)

1

5 .
qni_l_gg(TL ey Tn+1—2£)

Notice that
{1 < 0i(2)ois1(x) < €™ forall 1 < i < nwithi # ji, ..., jo,

MO < g (2)0j, 41 () < M@ forall 1 < k < /.
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Then, we have

14
1
27 2 U Z o 2As Z -

6/\k71<0jk0jk+1§6)‘k 1< 7711 <em= qn+1—2£(7—1’ e ,Tn+1—2Z)
1
S (2762)&96(1728))\ Z 5 . (517)
q ° 1_24(7_17 cee 7Tn+1—2f)
T1ye Tngp1—20€N 1
Since A > m.,f and m, > €8, we deduce from (5.5) that
(27e2) < (emy, )N ™ < 2. (5.18)

Notice that s > 1/2, then by (1.3), there exists K. > 0 such that for all n > 1,

Z a2 (ay,. .. a,) < K. e P)te), (5.19)

ai,...,an €N

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

¥, < es)\se(l—Qs))\Kae(n—i-l—%)(P(s)—i—s) < Kee)\(l—2s+es) en(P(s)—&—a).

This, in combination with (5.12) and (5.13), implies that

Z Z Z Y, < K.e"P)te) Z o(1=2s+e(s+2))A

A>max{cn/2,mL} J o€ An ¢ Xe€By A A>max{cn/2,m.L}
< ngn(P(s)—l-s) Z 6(1—2s+s(s+2)))\

A>cen/2
< Kren(P()+e)+(1-2ste(s+2)en/2 (5.20)

where K is a constant only depending on s, € and c. Now we are ready to estimate the upper bound of the
Hausdorff dimension of T';,,, (¢). It follows from (5.3), (5.10), (5.15), (5.16) and (5.20) that

oo [(n+1)/2]

H® (D, (c <1}anloréfz > > > Y > Ini1(o1,. .. ong1))?

; A
n=N (=1 A>max{bn,ml} J€EAn e Xe€By A (0'17~~~70'n+1)ecj; (n+1)

oo [(n+1)/2]
< liminf Z Z Z Z Z DI
N—roo (=1 A>max{bn,m.l} j€EAn ¢ Xe€By

oo [(n+1)/2]
Sliminfz Z KZe n(P(s)+e)+(1-2s+e(s+2))cn/2

N—oo

< K lim inf ne(P(s)+e)+(1=2s+e(s+2))en/2 _ )

N—oo
n—

This shows that
dimp Iy, (¢) < s.
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Consequently, it follows from (5.6) that dimy I'(¢) < s. Since s > 6(c) is arbitrary, we conclude that

dimy I'(¢) < 6(c).

From Theorem 5.1 and Proposition 5.2, we deduce that, for any 6 > 0,

Letting 6 — 0, we have

dimp L()) < 6(c).
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