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PROJECTION THEOREMS WITH COUNTABLY MANY EXCEPTIONS
AND APPLICATIONS TO THE EXACT OVERLAPS CONJECTURE

MENG WU

ABSTRACT. We establish several optimal estimates for exceptional parameters in the pro-
jection of fractal measures: (1) For a parametric family of self-similar measures satisfying
a transversality condition, the set of parameters leading to a dimension drop is at most
countable. (2) For any ergodic CP-distribution Q on R?, the Hausdorff dimension of its
orthogonal projection is min{1, dim Q} in all but at most countably many directions. Ap-
plications of our projection results include: (i) For any planar Borel probability measure
with uniform entropy dimension «, the packing dimension of its orthogonal projection is
at least min{1, a} in all but at most countably many directions. (ii) For any planar set
F, the Assouad dimension of its orthogonal projection is at least min{1l, dima F'} in all
but at most countably many directions.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background and main results. In the present paper, we propose to resharpen and
extend the classical Marstrand projection theorem for a class of fractal measures possessing
certain geometric regularities. Marstrand’s projection theorem [25] is a fundamental result
in fractal geometry and geometric measure theory. It states that for every Borel set K
in the plane, the Hausdorff dimension of the orthogonal projection of K along a generic
direction is preserved: for Lebesgue almost every m € G(2,1),

(1.1) dimpy 7K = min(1, dimy K).

Here G(2,1) is the set of one-dimensional linear subspaces of R?, 7 stands for the or-
thogonal projection from R? onto m and dimp denotes the Hausdorff dimension. This
theorem has been quite influential, its various variants or extensions often play key roles
in many problems in fractal geometry, geometric measure theory and dynamical systems
(see e.g. [2,5,7,21,22,41]). We note that there have been recent major advances concerning
sharpening of Marstrand’s projection for general Borel sets (see e.g. [30, 38]).

Let us call a direction m € G(2,1) exceptional (for orthogonal projections of K) if the
equality (1.1) doesn’t hold. Marstrand tells us that the exceptional directions form a set of
zero Lebesgue measure. Sometimes,it is possible to give better estimates on the size of the
exceptional set (in terms of Hausdorff dimension), but in general it is almost impossible
to explicitly determine the exceptional directions. In many applications of Marstrand’s
projection theorem, however, it is usually the estimate on the size of the exceptional set
that really matters. In fact, there is a great desire to strengthen this classical result by
providing classes of sets where there are no, or very few, exceptional directions. While for
general fractal sets, explicitly determining the exceptional directions is intractable, there
is a widely accepted philosophy for sets with structures:

General Philosophy (rigidity phenomena). For fractal sets with reqular arithmeti-
cal or geometrical structures, the exceptional set (of projections) should be very small and
could only be caused by some evident algebraic or combinatorial reasons.

In the world of fractal sets, self-similar sets are among the simplest and most funda-
mental class of objects, they possess very rigid geometric structures. A self-similar set has
1
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the property that it can be decomposed into parts which are exact replicas of the whole.
Specific to self-similar sets, we have the following

Conjecture 1.1. For any self-similar set in the plane, the exceptional set is at most
countable and explicitly determinable.

When the self-similar set in question involves irrational rotations in its construction,
Conjecture 1.1 was confirmed by Peres and Shmerkin [32]. In such a situation, there are
no exceptional directions. The methods used to study projections of self-similar sets with
rotations do not apply to self-similar sets without rotations.

For self-similar sets without rotations, Conjecture 1.1 is closely related to the study of
self-similar sets on R with overlaps. This is because projections of such self-similar sets
remain self-similar sets on R, often exhibiting overlaps in their construction. In this case,
Conjecture 1.1 predicts that for a self-similar set without rotations, an exceptional pro-
jection can occur only if there exist two distinct cylinders in the construction that have
exactly the same projection. Such exceptional projections form at most a countable set.
This conjecture is widely known as the exact overlaps conjecture, one of the central conjec-
tures in fractal geometry. It has motivated many recent breakthroughs in the dimension
theory of self-similar sets (see, e.g., [20,47]).

While Conjecture 1 (for self-similar sets without rotations) in its full generality is still
open, in recent years there have been some spectacular progress towards this conjecture
(see e.g. [6,18,19,36,37,40,42,46]), starting from the breakthrough of Hochman [18] who
introduced the additive combinatorial methods into the study of self-similar sets which
has been revolutionary in the domain. In [18], it is shown that for every self-similar set
in the plane, the set of exceptional directions is of Hausdorff (and Packing) dimension
zero. There are subsequent works following Hochman’s, many important special cases of
Conjecture 1 have since been proved to be true (see [6,9,18,36,37,42,46]).

Following the work of Hochman and the subsequent developments, it is natural to ask
whether additive combinatorial methods can be used to show that, for any self-similar set,
the exceptional set is at most countable. In this paper, we confirm that this is indeed
the case. We prove a more general result for parametric family of self-similar measures
satisfying a tranversality condition.

Let us first recall the relevant notion. Let F = {f;(z) = riz + t;};ca be a family of
contracting affine maps on R. Such a family F is called an iterated function system (IFS).
Given a probability vector p = (p;)iea, there exists a unique probability measure p, on R

satisfying

Hp = szf ilp-

1€EA

The measure p, is called the self-similar measure associated to F and p. The so called
> i pilogp;
> piloglri]”
Theorem 1.2. Let J be an open interval, and for each t € J, let F; be an IFS on R. For
a given probability vector p = (p;)ica, let ppr be the self-similar measure associated to Fy
and p. Suppose that the family {Fi}icy satisfies the S-transversality condition. Then the
following set is at most countable:

similarity dimension of y, is given by s-dim p1,, =

{t e J :dim pp < min(1,s-dim e, ¢)}.

We refer to Section 1.2.1 for details on the notion of the S-transversality condition and
examples of IFSs that satisfy it.

Remark 1.3. (1) The family of orthogonal projections of any self-similar measure
without rotations satisfies the S-transversality condition. Thus, Theorem 1.2 im-
plies that the exceptional set for projections of any such measure is at most count-

able.
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(2) It seems plausible that the exceptional estimates in Theorem 1.2 also hold for cer-
tain nonlinear IFSs on R. For instance, for a one-parameter family of Furstenberg
measures (as studied in [23, Section 6.1]) satisfying an analogous transversality
condition to the one imposed in Theorem 1.2, it may be possible to combine ar-
guments from [23] with those in the present paper to show that the exceptional
set for the dimension of Furstenberg measures is at most countable. However, we
shall not pursue this further here.

In fact, we prove the following stronger result, from which Theorem 1.2 follows as an
immediate corollary. This theorem is of independent interest.

Theorem 1.4. Let J {F;} and p,: be as in Theorem 1.2. Suppose that the family
{Fi}ics satisfies the the [-transversality condition. Then for any t € J with dim pp,; <
min(1,s-dim i, ¢), there exist 6 > 0 and € > 0 such that

dimp,y > dimp,+ 8 fort' € ([t —e,t+ ¢ NJ)\{t}
Let us show how to deduce Theorem 1.2 from Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let
E={teJ:dimpy; <min(l,s-dimp,;)}.

It is easy to check that F is a Borel set. Suppose that E is uncountable. Then there
exists a non-atomic Borel probability measure v supported on a compact subset of F.
By Theorem 1.4, for each t € E, there exist 6(¢t) > 0 and €(t) > 0 such that for all
t' € (B(t,e(t)) N J)\ {t}, we have

(1.2) dim 1, ¢ > dim pp ;s + 0(t).

By Egorov’s theorem, there exist a Borel set Fy C E with v(E;) > 0 and a constant p > 0
such that 6(t) > p and €(t) > p for each t € Fy. Since v is non-atomic, the subset Fj
must be uncountable and in particular, infinite. Thus there exist t1,ts € Eq such that
0 < |t; — ta] < p. By (1.2), we must have

dim g, 4, > dim pip g, +p and dim pp 4, > dim py, 4, + p.
This is clearly impossible. g

Our methods also enable us to establish sharp projection theorems for a broader class of
measures that satisfy only a statistical self-similarity property. These measures, known as
CP-chain measures, were introduced by Furstenberg [13] and later significantly developed
by Hochman and Shmerkin [21] as a key tool for studying the local structure of measures,
particularly projections of fractal measures. Briefly, given a finite measure x on R% and a
point z € supp(u), we consider the sequence of measures pP(®) obtained by restricting p
to the dyadic cell D,,(z) containing x, then normalizing and rescaling it to the unit cube.
The essential requirement on p is that, for u-typical x, the sequence (MD"(JC)),L is generic
for some distribution ) on probability measures. This limiting distribution @ is called a
CP-distribution, and its dimension, denoted dim @, is defined as the average dimension of
measures with respect to ). For further details on CP-distributions, see Section 4.1.

Theorem 1.5. Let Q be an ergodic CP-distribution on R? with respect to the dyadic
partition. Then the following set is at most countable:

{m e G(2,1) : dimmy(Q) < min(1,dim Q)}.

Thanks to the work of Furstenberg, Hochman, and Shmerkin on CP-distributions and
their connection to the local structure of fractal measures, results on CP-distribution
projections can be directly applied to derive projection theorems for general measures
with certain regularity properties. In particular, this allows Theorem 1.5 to be used in the
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study of projections of regular fractal measures. Below, we list some of these applications.
For further details and additional applications, see Section 1.2.

Our first application concerns projections of measures satisfying a regularity condition
known as uniform entropy dimension, introduced in [18]. Roughly speaking, a measure p
has uniform entropy dimension « if, for g-most x € supp(p) and most n € N, the entropies
of the component measures uP»(®) concentrate around a. For more details, see Section
1.2.2. We denote the packing dimension by dimp.

Theorem 1.6. Let u be a finite Borel measure on R?. Suppose that p has upper uniform
entropy dimension . Then

dimp 7y = min(1, «)
for all m € G(2,1) \ E where E is at most countable.

Many measures in fractal geometry and dynamical systems satisfy the assumption of
uniform entropy dimensionality. These include, for example, all self-similar and self-
conformal measures, many self-affine measures, all Ahlfors-David regular measures, and
numerous dynamically defined Cantor measures (such as Xp-invariant ergodic measures
on the torus).

We note that under the assumption of Theorem 1.6, our conclusion only concerns the
Packing dimensions of the projected measures. Indeed, one cannot strengthen our result
by replacing the packing dimension with the Hausdorff dimension in the conclusion—there
exists a measure with positive uniform entropy dimension but zero Hausdorff dimension. It
is worth pointing out that in many situations when our theorem is applicable, the projected
measures usually have equal Hausdorff and Packing dimensions. In such situation, our
results do give information on Hausdorff dimension of projections. As with the case of
previous variants of Marstrand’s projection theorem, we anticipate that our results will
have applications for various problems.

Our second application of Theorem 1.5 is a sharp projection theorem for Assouad di-
mension of general planar sets. We use dima F' to denote the Assouad dimension of a set

F.

Theorem 1.7. Let F C R? be any non-empty set. Then the following set is at most
countable
{m € G(2,1) : dimp 7F < min(1,dimp F)}.

For more details about Assouad dimension, we refer to Section 1.2.3.

Remark 1.8. While preparing this preprint for publication, we learned that T. Orponen
[28] has obtained related results on Theorem 1.6. As a corollary of his results, Orponen
showed that if the measure p is Ahlfors-regular, then the exceptional set in Theorem 1.6
has Hausdorff dimension zero. From this perspective, Orponen’s results appear weaker
than ours; however, he also provides a discretized and quantitative version [28, Theorem
1.3], which seems to be of independent interest and cannot be obtained using our methods.
Orponen’s approach differs from the one used in this paper.

1.2. Precise statements of results.

1.2.1. Self-similar sets and measures. Let J C R be an open interval. For each t € J, let
Fi = {fit(x) = rizx + sit}ica be an affine IFS on R. We shall use the metric d on AN
defined by d(z,y) = 212"l where & Ay is the longest common initial segment of z and y
and |z Ay| is the length of the segment (i.e., |z Ay| = min(k : 2 # yx) — 1). For z,y € AN,
let Ay y(t) = f2,0(0) — fy,£(0), where fy(0) = limy o0 fo1,60 ... 0 fr,.4(0).

We always assume that for all ¢ € A, the maps ¢t — r;; and ¢ — s;; are C? on J and
for any compact J' C J there exist C' > 0 such that
i

(13) Gl <C



PROJECTION THEOREMS WITH COUNTABLY MANY EXCEPTIONS 5

forallz € ANt € J and k =1,2.

Definition 1.9. The family {F;}ics satisfies the S-transversality condition on J if there
exist constants 3 > 0 and Cp such that for any ¢ € J and z,y € AN, the condition
Az ()] < C’Bd(az,y)ﬁ implies

(1.4) A% (O] > Cpd(,y)”.

This notion of transversality was introduced in [31]. In the literature, it is often assumed
that 8 < 1, however, we do not impose this requirement in this paper. Clearly, the larger
B is, the weaker the transversality condition becomes.

Let us restate our result on parametric family of self-similar measures (Theorem 1.2)

Theorem 1.10. Let J be an open interval, and for each t € J, let F; be an IFS on R.
For a given probability vector p = (p;)ica, let pp ¢ be the self-similar measure associated to
Fi and p. Suppose that the family {F; ey satisfies the [-transversality condition. Then
the following set is at most countable:

{t € J :dim pp < min(1,s-dim gz, ¢)}.

Let us present a class of IFSs for which the transversality condition is (partially) sat-
isfied. Let n > 2 and ty,...,t, € R. For A € (0,1), consider the IFS Fy = {fi\(z) =
Az + t;},. Given probability vector p = (p;)i, let 1, \ be the self-similar measure
associated to Fy and p.

When n = 2 and p = (%, %), the measures v, y correspond to the classical Bernoulli
convolutions. Varju [46] proved the exact overlaps conjecture in this case, implying that
the exceptional parameters A such that dim vy < min(1,s-dimvy) form at most a count-
able set and must satisfy certain algebraic equations (i.e., there exist z] # y" € A" such
that fyn A(0) = fyr A(0)). The proof of Varji combines several deep results on self-similar
measures, which consist of hard analysis. By applying Theorem 1.10 and leveraging exist-
ing transversality results for Bernoulli convolutions [33,44], we provide a soft alternative

proof that the set of exceptional parameters remains at most countable.
X4 |ti—t;
W By [34, Corollary 5.2] and [31, Lemma
5.9], for any € > 0, there exist § > 0 such that the IFSs {F)}, satisfy the S-transversality
condition on the interval [e, (1 4+ v/b)~!]. Tt follows that, by Theorem 1.10, the following

set 1s at most countable:

{)\ € (0, (1+ \/5)71> :dim v,y < min(1,s-dim l/p7)\)} .

We now suppose n > 3. Let b =

1.2.2. Measures with uniform entropy dimension.

Definition 1.11. Let pu € P(R?). The upper uniform entropy dimension of p is defined
to be the supremum of o > 0 such that

(1.5)
1

lim inf lim sup lim sup p (m D= ‘{1 <k<n: ‘H(uDk(w),Dl) - la‘ < le}‘ >n(l-— e)> =1.
n

e—0 l—00 n—00
Here H(n,.A) denotes the Shannon entropy of a measure n with respect to a partition

A. Thus, if g has upper uniform entropy dimension «, then for any ¢ > 0, there exist
[ € N such that

n—o0

(1.6) limsuppu (m : % Hl <k<n: ‘H(uDk(w),Dl) —loa‘ < le} Zn(l—e)) >1—ce

As we mentioned above, many measures with dynamical origins or regular geometric
structures are uniform entropy dimensional.
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Remark 1.12. (1) Uniform entropy dimension first appeared in work of Hochman
[18], a measure p € P(R%) has uniform entropy dimension « of for any € > 0 exists
[ € N such that

1
lim inf p <x D= Hl <k<n: ‘H(uDk(w),Dl) - la‘ < le}
n

n—oo

2n(1—e)>21—6.

It is clear that if a measure has uniform entropy dimension «, then it has upper
uniform entropy dimension at least «.
(2) Recall that the Packing dimension of measure 7 € P(R?) is defined as

dimp n = inf{dimp A : n(A) > 0}.

If a measure has upper uniform entropy dimension «, then its packing dimension
is at least a. The upper uniform entropy dimension of a measure doesn’t tell
anything about the Hausdorff dimension of the measure: for any a > 0, there
exists measure whose upper uniform entropy dimension is o but whose Hausdorff
dimension is zero.

Theorem 1.13. Let € P(R?). Suppose that uu has upper uniform entropy dimension c.
Then the following set is at most countable

(1.7) {m e G(2,1) : dimp mpp < min(1, @)}.

Remark 1.14. As mentioned in Remark 1.12, a measure p with upper uniform entropy
dimension « > 0 could have zero Hausdorff dimension, hence in (1.7), one cannot replace
dimp 7 by dimy 7u.

1.2.3. Assouad dimension of projections. As another corollary of Theorem 1.5, we have
the following sharp projection theorem for Assouad dimension of sets. We use dima F' to
denote the Assouad dimension of a set F.

Theorem 1.15. Let F C R? be any non-empty set. Then the following set is at most
countable

{m € G(2,1) : dimp 7F < min(1,dima F)}.

For more details about Assouad dimension and recent developments around the notion,
we refer to [11]. For any subset F' C R?, that the exceptional set {r € G(2,1) : dima 7F <
min(1, dima F')} has zero Hausdorff dimension is due to Orponen [26]. The question as to
whether the set Es (K') also has zero Packing dimension has been asked in [11,26]. Theorem
1.15 is sharp: there exists a self-similar set F' C R? satisfying the open set condition (thus
F' is Alfhors-David regular) such that {m € G(2,1) : dimp 7F < min(1,dimp F)} is dense
in G(2,1) (hence at least countable). See Section 5.2.

1.2.4. Organization of the paper. The remaining parts of the paper are organized as fol-
lows. In the next section, we introduce various notations used in the paper. In Section
3, we present the proof of Theorem 1.4. The proof of Theorem 1.4 will also serve as a
motivating example for the proof of Theorem 1.5 which follows a similar strategy but tech-
nically more complicated. In Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.5. In Section 3, we present
the proofs of Theorems 1.13 and 1.15.

2. NOTATIONS

For a measure n and real r # 0, rn) stands for the measure defined by rn(A) = n(A/r).
Recall that p * v stands for the convolution of two measures p and v.
For two real vectors (a;)™,, (bi)i",, dist((a;)i, (b;);) denotes the Euclidean distance be-

tween them, i.e., dist((a;)s, (b;);) = (3; lai — bi|2)1/2.
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The collection of Borel probability measures on a metric space X is denoted by P(X).
For p,v € P(X), we use the Lévy-Prokhorov metric to measure their distance:

d(p,v) =1inf{e > 0: u(A) < v(A°) + € for all Borel set A},

where A€ is the e-neighborhood of A in X.

For a measure p and a subset A with 0 < u(A) < oo, we write pgq = %, where p 4 is
the restriction of 1 on A.

For integers d > 1,k > 0, we use Di(R?) to denote the collection of dyadic cells of
side-length 27*:

Lh Lh+1 lg lg+1
Dk(Rd):{[Q_k;’ 2]4? )X...X[2—k72—k):l17...,ld€Z}.

For x € R Dy (x) is the unique element of Dy (R?) containing .
For a measure p and D € Dy (R?), we denote

1P = Sp(up),

where Sp is the unique orientation-preserving homothety sending D to [0,1).

For u € P(X) and a countable partition A of X, the Shannon entropy of u with respect
to A is given by

H(p, A) = =) u(E)log u(E),
AcA

where the logarithm is in base 2 and Olog0 = 0.

The (lower) Hausdorff dimension of a measure p € P(R?), denoted dimg v, is defined
as

(2.1) dimg g = inf{dimg A : A C R? is Borel and u(A) > 0}.

where dimy A denotes the Hausdorff dimension of A. The (lower) Packing dimension of a
measure p € P(R?), denoted dimp y, is defined as

(2.2) dimp p = inf{dimp A : A C R? is Borel and pu(A) > 0}.

It is well known that (see e.g. [8]) the dimensions dimy p and dimp 4 can be characterized
alternatively as follows

(2.3) dimy p = ess-inf,, D(u, ),
(2.4) dimp p = ess-inf ., D(p, x),
log ju(Dn (z))

where D(u,x) = liminf,,_, is the lower local dimension of p at  and similarly

—nlog?2
D(u, x) is the upper local dimension of u at . When D(u,z) = D(u, ), we say that the
local dimension of p at x exists and denote it by D(u, z). If the local dimension of u exists
and is constant p-almost everywhere, then p is called exact dimensional and the almost
sure local dimension is denoted by dim .

For A C R? and 6 > 0, we denote by Njs(A) the smallest number of balls of diameter §
needed to cover A.

We use the small o notation: o.(1) denotes a small quantity depending on a parameter
constant ¢ with o5(1) — 0 as ¢ — 0 or ¢ — oco. Whether ¢ — 0 or ¢ — oo will be clear
from the context.

The notation A =B +C, with C >0, means B—-C <A< B+C.

Let € P(R?) and w € G(2,1). For z € R, let 1,—1(, denote the conditional measure of
p on the fiber 771(x), provided that Pr—1(z) is well defined. For mu-a.e. x, the conditional

measure fir-1(,) is well defined and for any Borel set £ C R?, we have

(25) WE) = [ tirs o (BNdmn(a).
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3. SELF-SIMILAR MEASURES
In this section, we prove Theorem 1.4.

Theorem 3.1. Let J be an open interval, and for each t € J, let F; be an IFS on R. For
a given probability vector p = (p;)ica, let s be the self-similar measure associated to JFy
and p. Suppose that the family {F;}ics satisfies the S-transversality condition. Then for
any t € J with dim 1, + < min(1,s-dimp, ), there exist 6 > 0 and € > 0 such that

dim g1y > dimpp + 6 fort' € (B(t,e)NJ)\ {t}.

The main ingredient in the proof of Theorem 3.1 is Hochman’s inverse theorem for
entropy. Let us recall this result.

Theorem 3.2 (Theorem 4.11 of [18]). For every 1 < ki, ks € N,e > 0, there exists 6 > 0
such that the following holds for all n large enough. Let u,v € P([0,1]). Suppose that

H(p*v,D,) < H(u,Dy) + no.
Then there exist I,J C {1,...,n} such that [IUJ| > (1 —¢€)n and

u(x:H(uDi(:”),Dkl)2(1—6)k1> > 1—€ foriel
V(le/Dj(m)(Q)2(1—e)f0rsomeQ€Dk2> > 1—¢€ forjeJ

We shall use the following standard facts concerning the entropy function H (u, Dy).
Lemma 3.3. Let n € P(R?). Suppose that A1, As are partitions of R, and k € N.

(1) If each element of Ay intersects at most k elements of A and vice versa, then
|H(n, A1) — H(n, Az)| = O(log k).

(2) If h(z) = rz + s withr € R, s € R4, 1/2 < |r| < 2, then |H(n,Dy) — H(hn, D)| =
Oq4(1).

(3) If Ay refines A1, then

- . n(aNag), — nla)
H(n,As) = H(n, Ay) +a§4177( 1)@;42 n(ay) ! gn(al Nag)

Lemma 3.4. If n = Y, qni,ni € P(RY),Y,¢; = 1,¢; > 0, then for any partition A of
R?, we have
(1) H(n, A) >3, q@-H(ml, A);
(2) H(n, A) < 32 qilog oo + 32 ¢iH (13, A).
Let us recall some standard notations. Let A* = Up>1A". For I =4;...4; € A*, denote

PI = Piy " Dig - - Pip, J16(x) = fiye0...0 fi, t(x) =142 + sp4. The natural coding map
7; associated to the IFS F; is the map from AN to the attractor of F; defined by

7Tt(x) = fm,t(o) = nh_fgo fm?,t(o)'

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We fix a probability vector p = (p;)ica and in the following simply
write g for pu, ;. We assume that p; > 0 for each i € A.
Let us fix tg € J and suppose that

dim gz, < min(1,s-dim pug, ).

Since self-similar measures are exact dimensional (see [10]), we have limy, oo 2 H (p11,, Dp) =
dim f1,. Hence for any € > 0, there exist ng € N such that

1
(3.1) —H (pty, Dp) — dim iy, | < € for n > ny.
n
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By our assumptions, there exists 5 > 0 such that the IFSs {F; };c s satisfy the S-transversality
condition (Definition 1.9). Let m = |8+ 3]. Here |s| stands for the integer part of a real
number s.

For k € N, let Ay, = {I € A* : |rpy| < 27% < |rj- 4|}, where I~ cigq if
I =iy...9;. Then {[I]: I € A} forms a partition of AN. Note that we have

1
lim — Z pflog— = s-dim .
DI

k—oo k

Thus there exist n; € N such that

1
(3.2) k‘ E pllog——sdlm,uto <e for k> n;.
br
IeAy

Note that every self-similar measure has uniform entropy dimension which is equal to its
dimension ( [18, Proposition 5.2]). Thus there exists large [ > 1 and na € N such that for
k > na,

(3.3) 1 <fﬂ : Hl <j<k: ‘H(ng(x),l?z) — ldim py,

§le}‘ 2]{:(1—6)) >1—e
Let ¢g = 2~ (motmitn2)m I the following, we are going to show that there exists § > 0
such that
(3.4) dim gy > dim gy, + 6 for t € (B(to,e0) N J) \ {to}-
Let us fix any ¢t € (B(to,e0) NJ) \ {to}. We also fix n € N such that
|t — to| = 27 mE™,
Note that, necessarily, we have
n > ng+ ny +ng — 1 > max(ng, ng, na).
Let us denote the attractor of F, by K. We fix any z¢p € K. For Q € D,(R), let
Ag={T € An frunlwo) € Q)
For Q € D,(R) with Ag # 0, let
aQ = Z br, Vg = é Z frtotity and Vég = Z T
I€Aq I€Ag Q reag

Note that for I € Ay, fr 4, has contraction ratio < 27", thus fr4,(K) has diameter at most
27" times the diameter of K. It follows that fr.,(K) intersects at most Ok (1) elements
of D,,(R). By Lemma 3.3 (1), we have

1
(3.5) H(uy,, D Z anog— < Og(1).
QED, @

By (3.1) and (3.5), we have
1 1 Ok (1)
3.6 — log— =d et —=.
39 LS aqos - =i e 0%
QeDn
Observe that by Lemma 3.3 (3), we can write

ijlog—z Z anog——i— Z aQ Z p—llo 2@

IeAn QED QeDn IEAQ
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In view of (3.2) and (3.6), it follows that

1 jJ a . .
E Z agQ Z a_ log - > s-dim Htg — dim Mty — Oem(l)'
QeD,  Ileap ‘@ PI

Recall that we have assumed dim g, < min(1, s-dim iy, ).

Note that for Q € D,,, we have ZleAQ %logz)—? < log |An| < Cn, where C is some
constant depending only on F;, and A. Since ) | weD,, @Q = 1, by Markov’s inequality there
exist 01 > 0, depending only on F,,s-dim iz, — dim p¢, and A, and By C D,, such that

>_0ep, @@ > 01 and for each Q € By,
1

(3.7) =N Plgg %2,
"iea, @ PI

We now estimate H (ut,, D3nm) and H (pi, D3prm ). We shall use the following formu-
las which express H(us, Dapm) (resp.  H(ug, Dapp)) in terms of H(V%,Dgnm) (resp.

H(Végapf%nm)% Q € Dn

Lemma 3.5. We have

1
(3.8) H(jutg, Dnm) = D, alog — + Y agH (v, Dsnm) + Oxc(1).
Q€eDy Q€eD,,
and
1
(3.9) H(p, Danm) = Y ag log — + > agH(V, Danm) + Ok (1).
Q€eDy Q€eD,,

The proof of Lemma 3.5 is postponed after the proof of Theorem 3.1.

By (3.1), we have H (put,, D3nm) = 3nm(dim p4, + €) and for each @ € D, and I € A,
H(frt0140 P3nm) = (3m — 1)n(dim py, £ €) (noting that fr;, has contraction ratio about
27"). Thus by Lemma 3.4 (1), we have H(Vg),Dgnm) > (3m —1)n(dim py, —€). In view of
this, (3.5) and (3.8), we infer that there exists By C Dy, such that } ncp, ag > 1 —0e(1)
and for each ) € Bs, we have
(3.10) H(VS,Dgnm) < (3m — 1)n(dim g, + 0e(1)).

We now need the following estimates about H (I/g),Dgnm) and H (yé?,Dgnm).

Lemma 3.6. For Q € D,, we have

(3.11) H (v, D3nm) > (3m — 1)n(dim 1, — 0c(1)).

Lemma 3.7. There exists o > 0, depending only on 61, B and p,, such that for each
Q € B1 N By, we have

(3.12) H (v, Dsnm) > (3m — L)n(dim 1z, + 62).

The proof of Lemmas 3.6 and 3.7 are postponed after the proof of Theorem 3.1.

By Lemmas 3.5, 3.6 and 3.7, we get

1

3.13
( ) 3nm

H(/J'h,D?mm) > dim Mo + 53

for some d3 > 0 depending only on d1,3 and py,. It is known (see [35, Section 3|) that
there exists C' > 0 such that for every self-similar measure 7 on [0, 1] and for all k£ > 1,

1 C
dimn > - H(n, Dy) =

Using this and (3.13), we get
dim py > dim gy, + 03/2,

provided ¢y was assumed small enough (thus n is large enough). O
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Let us now give the proofs of Lemmas 3.5, 3.6 and 3.7.

Proof of Lemma 3.5. Recall that p = (p;)iea is a probability vector. Denote by fi the
Bernoulli measure p¥ on AN. For Q € D,,, let

Ag = {(Ureagll]) N7, (@) : Q' € Dapm(R) }
and A = Ugep, Ag. Let
C={m, : Q' € D3um(R)} .

Observe that each element of A intersects at most Qx (1) elements of C and vice versa.
By Lemma 3.3 (1), we have

(3.14) > iile)logji(e) ™t = " ji(e) log fi(e) | < Ok (1).

ecA eeC
Recall that aqg =) ca, PI = X cea,, Al€). By Lemma 3.3 (3)7 we have

Z,u ) log fi(e) lzz,& Uelog,& Ue +Z Z'M )

ecA QeD, e€Aq e€Aq Q€eDy, e€Ag
1
(3.15) = Z agQ log%—i— Z aQH(Vg’,Dgnm).
QEDy, QEDy

We also have

(3.16) > " ji(e)log fi(e) ™" = Hjtg, Dsnm).

ecC
Combining (3.14), (3.15) and (3.16), we get the desired formula for H(u¢,, D3pm). By
similar arguments, we prove the formula for H (i, D3pm)- O

Proof of Lemma 3.6. Recall that the IFSs {F;}; satisfy the condition (1.3). Thus there
exists C' > 0 such that for any = € AN, we have

|fm,t(0) - fx,to(0)| < C|t - 750|'

Since |t — to| < 2==DU™ and m = |B + 3], by replacing m with a larger constant if
necessary, we may assume that we have C|t — tg| < 2772, From this, we infer that the
Lévy-Prokhorov distance between p; and g, is

(3.17) d(pe, preg) <277

Recall that the measure jy, has uniform entropy dimension dim gy, (recall (3.3)), in par-
ticular we have

(3.18) uto< Hl</<:<n ‘H @) Dy) — 1 dim pug,

<l6}‘2n(1—6))21—6.

From (3.17) and (3.18), we infer that for any h(z) = rz + s with |r| = 27+ we have
(3.19)

(hut) (w : HN <k<N+n: ‘H((hut)Dk(”C),Dl) — [ dim iy,

< 216}

> n(l— 26)) > 1-2e.

We now estimate H(VtQ,Dgnm). Recall that yé? = % ZIeAQ prfre. By Lemma 3.4

(1), in order to prove H(vG, Danm) > (3m — 1)n(dim pg, — 0c(1)), we only need to show
that for each I € Ag,

H(f[,t:uta D3nm) > (3m - 1)n(d1m Mty — 06(1))'
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Since the contraction ratio of fr; is 2-nto(n) 1 we have

(3.20) H(frtpt; Dsnm) = H(pit, D3m—1)n) + 0o(n).
We recall that for any measure 7 € P(R) the following formula holds ( [18, Lemma 3.4])

Z Z 77Q Dl) + o),

k=0 QEDy,

where the constant involving in O(l) depends on the diameter of the support of 1. Using
this we can write

3m—2 n(j+1)— MQ D)
(321) H(Mt’ (3m— 1)n Z Z Z :U't t 7 + OK(Z)
k=nj Q€Dy

For j =0,...,3m — 2, let
Ay ={I € N cfrrg| <2777 <Jrp- [}
Then we have

(3-22) Mt = Z prLt,Ut-

IeAl,

For k € {nj,...,n(j +1) — 1} and Q € Dy, using (3.22), we have

W@HGED) = Y w(@)e 2D
Q'€Dgq1

— Z br Z (f[,tﬂt)(@l) log M;((g/))

Iehj, QE€Dry H

_ Z p[(f[,t/lt)(Q) Z (fl,tﬂt))(Ql) IOg :U’t(Q)

IeA;, Q'€Djq (f[,t,Uzt (Q) :U’t(QI)
(3.23) 2 Z pr(fram)(@QH ((frep)?, i)
Iehn

where for the last inequality we have used the Gibbs inequality: >, a; log + = >oiai log =

for any probability vectors (a;); and (b;); with b; = 0 = a; = 0. Now, from (3.19), (3. 21)
and (3.23), we infer that (writing n’ = (3m — 1)n)
(3.24)

1
Lt <x o Hl <k<n: H(,utD’“(m),Dl) > I(dim g, — 06(1))}‘ >1- 06(1)> >1—o0c(1).
n
It follows that we have
H(pt; D3m—1yn) = (3m — 1)n(dim pg, — 0c(1)).
This completes the proof of Lemma 3.6. O

Proof of Lemma 3.7. Let us fix Q € BiNBy. Denote R = {rry, : I € Ag}. The cardinality
of R is bounded by n® for some constant C' only depending on A and F,. For r € R, let
Agr={1€Ag :rr4, =r}. Let

1
t
Z pr, VQOJ':a Z p[f[,to/j/to-

IEAQJ o IEAQJ

1Since the maps t — 7,1 € A are C’27 there exists absolute constant C' > 0 such that |r;: — 7| <
C|t — to|. Recall that [t —to| = 27 "™*™. By replacing m with a larger constant if necessary, we may
assume that [t — to| < 27"™/2|r; 4 |. Hence |rr.¢| = |rr.e,|(1 £ 277m/2)0M) = g=nto(n)
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Since yg’ => en anr 87,, by Lemma 3.4 (1), we have

H( D?mm >Z QT QT,D?mm)

reR “@Q
Since @) € By, we have (recall (3.10))
(3.25) H(vg, D3um) < (3m — 1)n(dim pig, + 0c(1)).

For each r € R, the measure ug)r is the convolution of the measure ru;, with another
probability measure, and |r| is about 27", hence we have

(3.26) H(! VG s Panm) = H (g, Danm) — O(1) = (3m — 1)n(dim iy, — 0¢(1)).

By (3.25) and (3.26), we infer that there exists R’ C R such that Y cp %22 > 1 — oc(1)

aq
and for each r € R’ we have

(3.27) H (v s Danm) < (3m — 1)n(dim pug, + 0c(1)).
Note that for each r € R, we have
(3.28) Ve, =10, * Tt

where 778,7* = a@% dore Ao prdy, 10(0)- Recall that the measure py, has uniform entropy

dimension dim iy, (recall (3.3)). Hence in view of (3.27) and (3.28), by Hochman’s inverse
theorem (Theorem 3.2), we must have

(3.29) H(n87r, DBnm) = Oe(n)'
Since the cardinality of R is bounded by n® = 2°(") and 3", _p. % >1—o0(1), we get
1 aQ.r t
(3.30) H|— > pids 0 Dsnm | = H< aané)j,'Dgnm) = o(n).
IEAQ reR

Now we need the following lemma whose proof is postponed after the proof of Lemma
3.7.

Lemma 3.8. Let 6 > 0. There exists p = p(d,3) > 0 such that the following holds for all
n large enough: Let A C A, and (qr)rea be a probability vector. Suppose that

—qulog— > 4.

Let ty,ty € J be such that |t; — ty| = 27"™E™  Then we have either

_H <Z q15f1t D?mm) Zp

IeA
or

1

EH (Z QI(SfI’tQ(O)y,D?mm) > p.
IeA

Let us continue the proof of Lemma 3.7. Recall that since Q € By, by (3.7), we have

—Z pllg—>51

IeAq aQ p1
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By (3.30) and the fact [tg — t| = 27"™*™ it follows from Lemma 3.8 that there exists
p1 > 0 depending only on d; and § such that

(3.31) préf“ , D | > p1.
IGAQ

Denote Ry = {r;;: I € Ag}. Again, the cardinality of R; is bounded by 2°("). For each
r€ Ry, let Ay ={I € Ag:rry =7} Let

1
dor= X wrwnd = Y pifuane

NS
IeAl Qr reat,,

By Lemma 3.4 (2), we have
Q. 1
o~ Z p1ds; ,0): Danm Z log —+Z ag,H P > o, 0) Dsnm
Q TeAq rER: “%Qr  rer, Qr IeAl,

Since aQ < log |R:| = o(n), in view of (3.31), we get

rERt aQ

1 1
=Y ageH | =— Y pr0f, 0 Danm | = o1 = o(1).
reR: Qr 1Ay,

From this, we infer that there exist po > 0, depending on p;, and R, C R; such that
ZreR; atQJ, > po and for each r € R}, we have

(3.32) —— > p104,,0)» D3nm | = pa-
Q "IeAy

Now we shall show that for each r € R}, we have

1 .
(3.33) H | —=— > pifren Dsnm | > (3m — Dn(dim i + pp)
Q. IeAE2 ,

where pf, > 0 is an absolute constant only depending on py and I. Note that we have

1 1
(3.34) U > prfram = o > Pidp ) | xre
Qr reat,, @ reay,,

Let us suppose, towards a contradiction, that for some very small 7 < 1 we have

1 .
(3.35) H| —— Y prfrepe Dsnm | < (3m — Dn(dim g + 7).
“Qr réar
Q,r
In the proof of Lemma 3.6, we have seen that H(ru:, Dapm) > (3m — 1)n(dim py, —
0(1)). In view of this, together with (3.32), (3.34) and (3.35), we infer from Hochman’s

inverse theorem (Theorem 3.2) that there exists ps, depending only on po, and D C
{1,2,...,3nm} such that |D| > 3nmps and for each k € D, we have

(3.36) (r122) <x : %H ((Wt)l’km,pl) >1- 0(1)> >1— o).
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On the other hand, recall that in the proof of Lemma 3.6, we have proved (3.24) from
which it follows that (noting that |r| is about 27™)

(3m—1)n

(3.37) Z (7rpee) (x : %H ((rut)Dk(:v)7Dl) > dim py, — 0(1)> > (3m — 1)n(1 —o(1)).

k=1
Combining (3.36) and (3.37), we obtain

H(r iz, Dgam) > (3m — Dn(dim 1y + pa)
for some pg > 0 depending only on p and [. This, together with (3.34), implies that

1 .
H| —5— > " prf1atits Dawm | = H(rpe, Danm) — O(1) > (3m — 1)n(dim gy, + ps — o(n)).
Q T IeAt

Q,r

This is a contradiction to (3.35) if 7 is too small in terms of py and {. Thus we must have

(3.33).
Now since vg, = 3
3.4 (1), we get

at
2Q.r

reR: ap VQ pand Y0 o ath > pa, therefore by (3.33) and Lemma

for some d5 depending on 41, 3 and pi,. This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.7. U
Proof of Lemma 3.8. Let us fix a small p < §/2, that we shall specify later. We suppose
1
(3.38) ~H (Z;‘qzéfl,tl(O),Dgnm) <p.
Ic

For each @ € Dsum, let
Ag={I€A: f1+(0) € Q} and gg = Z qr-
IEAQ

Then by Lemma 3.3 (3) we can write

(3.39) Zqzlog—z 3 quogé+ > a0 Y Lo

IcA QED3nm QEDSnm IEAQ qj
Note that we have

(3.40) (Z ardy, , (0 Dgnm> Z quog—

I€eA QED3nm

Recall that by our hypothesis, > ;.4 qr logq% > 4. Since p < 6/2, by (3.38), (3.39) and
(3.40), we get

1
= @ I og 22 > 5/2.
QED3nm IEAQ qQ qI

By Markov’s inequality, we deduce that there exist M = M (4,|A|) > 0 and B C D3,
such that } 5.5 g > 1/M and for each Q € B, we have

QI QQ
(3.41) ~ Z >1/M.
IcAq

We now show that for any @) € D3y, and any I,J € Ag with I # J, we have
(3.42) [f15(0) = F1,(0)] = 272,
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This is consequence of the transversal property of {F;};. Let us fix Q@ € Dsy,, and any
I,J € Ag with I # J. By definition of Ag, we have

1.0, (0) = fr,(0)] < 273%™ < 270",

Let us pick any a € A and let 7,25 € AN be defined as x; = Ia™ and z; = Ja>. Then
we have

Agpys () = f2;,6(0) = f2,6(0) = f14(0) — f5:(0).

Since {F;}; satisfies the S-transversality condition and |A,, ., (t1)| < 27", we must have

AL ()| =27

T1yg
By the mean value theorem and the condition ‘Aghy‘] (t)| < C (recall (1.3)), we get for all
t with |t — t1] < 27nmtm,

AL O] > ||AL, (8)] =27 mmo| > 272,

Zr,YJ Zr,YJ
Recall that m = |+ 3] > 8 + 2. By the mean value theorem again, and the fact
Ay, (t1)] <273 we get
By (t2)] 2 [18%, 4, Btz = 1] = Ay, (0] = 2727,

zr,YyJ

where f is some number between #; and to. Thus we have proved (3.42).
Now by (3.41) and (3.42), we have

1 ., qQ _ n
(3.43) H— Y a6, 0 Dsm | = > Llog?@ >
9Q reag ’ reag @ U M

Note that we have

1
ZQNSfMQ(o): Z qQ % Z 41944, (0)

IcA QED3nm IEAQ

Since Y nep g > 1/M and for each @ € B we have (3.43), by Lemma 3.4 (1), we get

1
EH <Z qléfl,t2(0)7,D3nm> >p

IeA

provided p is assumed small enough in terms of M.

4. PROJECTIONS OF CP-DISTRIBUTIONS

In this section, we present the proof of Theorem 1.5. The proof strategy is similar to
that of Theorem 1.4, but it is technically more complicated due to the lack of convolution
structures when examining the local scenery of the projected measures.

We first recall some basic properties concerning the dimensions of CP-distribution mea-
sures and their projections in Section 4.1. The main ingredient in the proof of Theorem
1.5 is an entropy-increasing result from additive combinatorics. This result follows from
Hochman’s inverse theorem and the Balog-Szemerédi-Gowers theorem, with details pro-
vided in Section 4.2. The final proof of Theorem 1.5 is presented in Section 4.3, following
the preparations in Sections 4.1 and 4.2.
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4.1. Properties of CP-distributions. The CP-distribution theory has its gem in pio-
neering work of Furstenberg [13], initially as a tool to investigate intersections of Cantor
sets. Recently, a more systematic study of CP-distributions was initiated by Furstenberg
[14], with further developments by Gavish [15], Hochman [16], Hochman and Shmerkin [21]
and others. Let us first recall some basic concepts related to this theory.

Recall that P(X) denotes the space of Borel probability measures on a space X. For
D € D,(R?), Sp is the unique orientation-preserving homothety sending D to [0,1)2.

Definition 4.1. The magnification operator M : P([0,1]?) x [0,1]2> — P([0,1]?) x [0,1]?
is defined as follows
M(p,z) = (WP, Sp, () ().
The operator M is defined on pairs (u, ) with u(Di(x)) > 0.

Definition 4.2. A distribution @ on P([0,1]?) x [0,1]? is called adapted if for every
f € C(P([0,1]?) x [0,1]?),

/fu, )dQ(p, —/</fﬂ, Jdp(x >Q()

Note that in the above, we used dQ(u) instead of dQ(u,x) since z is not involved. We
shall often implicitly identify ) with its marginal.

In other words, @ is adapted if, conditioned on the measure component being u, the
point component x is distributed according to u. In particular, if a property holds for
Q-a.e. (u,x) and @ is adapted, then this property holds for Q-a.e. p and p-a.e. x.

Definition 4.3. A distribution @ on P([0,1]?) x [0,1]? is a CP-distribution if it is M-
invariant and adapted.

A CP-distribution Q is ergodic if the measure preserving system (P ([0, 1]?)x[0, 1], Q, M)
is ergodic in the usual sense. If it is not ergodic, then we can consider its ergodic decom-
position.

We shall use the following properties about CP-distributions.

Proposition 4.4. Let Q be an ergodic CP-distribution on R* and © € G(2,1). Let
= dim@Q and f = dim7Q. Then for Q-a.e. u, the measures p and wu are exact

dimensional with dim yp = o and dim7wu = 8. In particular, for any € > 0, there is A such

that Q(A) > 1 — €, and for any p € A, there exist D and ro with u(D) > 1 — € and

(4.1) w(B(z,r)) = r°F¢ forxz € D,r <ry,

(4.2) au(B(n(z),r)) = P forz e D,r <.

Moreover, for any e > 0, there exists l1 € N such that for all | > 1y, there is A such that

Q(A) > 1 — € and for every p € A, we have

(4.3) o (w : %H (/LDI(”C),DO =ax 6) > 1—k¢,
(4.4) L <£C : %H (7T <MDL($)> ,Dl> =06=x E> > 1-—e

Proof. By [16, Theorem 1.22], we know that for Q-a.e. p, both p and 7pu are exact
dimensional with dimpy = dim @) = « and dim7u = dim7w@ = . By Egorov’s theorem,
we have (4.1) and (4.2).

We now proceed to the proof of (4.3) and (4.4). For e > 0 and [ > 1, let

Fio = {u € P0.A) : TH( Dy(E) = e

}
F = {n e PUOAP) : TH (s DUR) = B ¢
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Since for Q-a.e. u, both p and 7u are exact dimensional with dim 4 = a and dim 7y = 5,
it follows that for [ large enough we have

Q(F) >1—0(1) and Q(F) > 1 oy(1).

Recall that M is the magnification operator defined on P([0,1]?) x [0,1]?. By adaptedness
of ), we have

(4.5) Q@ (M (R x 10.1P)) = [ (o™ € B.) dQuu),

(4.6) Q (M (F % 10.1P)) = [ (o™ € FL) QU

Since Q is M-invariant, we have

(4.7) Q (M (Fie x [0,11)) = Q (Fie x [0,12) = Q (Fi) > 1 - ou(1),

(48) Q (M7 (. x [0,11%)) = Q (. x [0,11%) = Q (Ff,) > 1 - ai(1).
Combining (4.5) and (4.7), and by Markov’s inequality, we infer that there exists F C

P([0,1]?) such that Q(F) > 1 — 0;(1) and for each p € F, we have u (z : uP@) € F.) >
1 —0y(1). In particular, for each pu € F,

L (ac : %H <MDl(x),Dl) = aie) >1—o(1).

Assuming [ is large enough so that o;(1) < €, we obtain (4.3). By a similar argument,
using (4.6) and (4.8), we obtain (4.4).
]

Definition 4.5. A measure n € P(R) is (n,l,¢)-dyadic spreading if there exists t € R
such that the measure i = 7 + t satisfies

7 <x : %]{1 <k <n:q(Dg(z)) <27(Dr(x))} < 6) >1—e.

Recall that if 4 € P(R?) and 7 € G(2,1), then for mu-a.e. =, [ir—1(y) denotes the

conditional measure of p on the fiber 771(z). See Section 2, (2.5). We shall use the
following properties about conditional measures of CP-distribution measures.

Proposition 4.6. Let Q be an ergodic CP-distribution on R? and m € G(2,1). Suppose
dim7@Q = dimQ — & for some k > 0. Then for Q-a.e. p and p-a.e. x, the conditional
MEASUTE =1 (r(z)) 1S €vact dimensional and dim pr—1(y(y)) = k. Moreover, for any € > 0,
there exists A with Q(A) > 1 — € and ng,ly € N such that for any n > ng, for any p € A,
there exists D with p(D) > 1 — € and for each x € D, the measure i —1(x(y)) (viewed as a
measure on R) is (n,ly, €)-dyadic spreading.

Proof. The first part of the proposition follows from Theorem 1.14 and Proposition 1.28
in [16]. Below, we provide a brief explanation of the key arguments. For detailed notation
and definitions, we refer the reader to [16]. By [16, Theorem 1.14], the continuous centering
of @, denoted P, is a ergodic fractal distribution. By [16, Proposition 1.28|, the push-
forward P’ of P by the map pu (/,1/7.(71(0))* is an ergodic fractal distribution, and the
given map is a factor map between (P, S*) and (P’,S*). It follows that for P-a.e. u the
conditional measure pi-1(g) is well defined and fi,-1(g) generates P’ at Hr—1(0)-a-€. point.
The same holds for pir-1(,), for P-a.e. 1 and mp-a.e. z. Thus for P-a.e. p and wu-a.e. z,
the measure fi,-1(,) generates P’. Since the last property is invariant under translation,
scaling and normalization, we conclude that for Q-a.e. v, the measure v also satisfies this
property. Since P is ergodic and (P’, S*) is a factor of (P, S*), P’ is also ergodic.
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We now present arguments for the dyadic spreading property of piz-1(r(,)). We have
seen in the above that for Q-a.e. p and p-a.e. x, the measure 1 = pir-1(z(z)) is well defined,
uniform scaling, and generates some ergodic fractal distribution P’ with dim P’ > 0. Since
dim P’ > 0, P'-a.e. measure v has positive dimension, and in particular v is non-atomic.
It follows that for any € > 0 and P’-a.e. v, there exists p, > 0 such that v(I) < € for all
interval I of length p,. If we define A, to be the the set of measures v such that /(1) < e
for every interval I of length p, then for small enough p > 0, the P’-measure of A, is

at least 1 — e. Since n generates P’, for n-a.e. x, we have %fOT Ofpeten,y — P'(A)) as
T — oo. It follows that for for n-a.e. x we have

1 [T
(4.9) lim sup T / (supn™*(I)) dt < 2e,
0

T—o00
where the sup is over all intervals I of length < p. Note that here we view 1 as a measure
on R.

Now, let us consider its translation 1, = n + h. Then for Lebesgue almost every h,
Np-a.e. z is 2-normal, meaning that the sequence ({2"z}), is uniformly distributed on
[0, 1], where {y} denotes the fractional part of y. Let us fix such h. Hence for n,-a.e. z,
we have

1 1 1 1
im —|{1 <k<n:d el )y >1— =Y =
nlgrolo n\{l <k <n:dist({2"z}, 2) >1 2l}\ 511
In particular, we have

>1—c¢,

i inf : —k—1 1
(4.10) 11nH_1>gfﬁ‘{1§k§n-B($,2 ) C Dr(z)} Zl—F

provided [ is large enough so that 2!~ < e. By (4.9), for n,-a.e. =, we have

1~ na(B(x,27F1)
lim sup — < 4e,
n~>oop n ]; nh(B(xa 27]?)

provided [ is large enough in a way depending on p. It follows that for ny-a.e. x,
1
(4.11) limsup —|[{1 < k < n:nu(B(x, 2777 < 29 (B(z,27572))}| < 8e.
n—oo N

Combining (4.10) and (4.11), and noticing that Dy o41(z) C B(z,27%2), we get for
nh-a.e. T,

. 1
lim sup ﬁ‘{l <k <n:np(Dr()) < 200 (Drgars1 ()} < 9e.

n—oo
By Egorov’s theorem, we obtain the desired conclusion. ([l

4.2. An entropy increasing theorem.

Theorem 4.7. Given 0 < v < 1 and l € N, there exists § > 0 such that the following
holds for all n large enough: Let A C [0,1] N 27"Z, n € P([0,1] N27"Z). Suppose that
n(A) > 1/2 and for each x € A,

(4.12) {1 <k <n:n(Du@) > 2D (@)} = (1 -7/,

Let B C 0,11 N27"Z, and for each a € A, let B, C B. Suppose that |B| < 2077 and
|B,| > |B|'~0 for all a € A. Then we have

U (a+ Ba)

a€A

> ’B‘l—i—(s.

Let us prepare some ingredients that we shall use in the proof of Theorem 4.7. The
conclusion of Theorem 4.7 is a consequence of Hochman’s inverse theorem (Theorem 3.2)
and the Balog-Szemerédi-Gowers theorem. Let us recall the asymmetric Balog-Szemerédi-
Gowers theorem.
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Theorem 4.8 (Corollary 2.36 of [45]). For any e > 0, there is & > 0 such that the following
holds for L large enough. Let A, B be finite subsets of an additive group Z and G C Ax B
such that |A| < L|B| and

G| > L7°|A]-|B]
and
{a+b:(a,b) € G} < LA
Then there exist A’ C A, B’ C B satisfying
&> LA, 1B > LB
and
|A"+ B'| < L4
Proof. The assumptions |G| > L™°|A| - |B| and |{a + b : (a,b) € G}| < L|A| implies that
we have
|E(A, B)| = L™*|A||BP,
where E(A, B) = {(a1,a2,b1,b2) € A% x B? : aj + by = ag + ba}. Now [45, Corollary 2.36]

implies the desired conclusion. O

We shall use the following regularization lemma for measures. It is a variant of Bour-
gain’s regularization in [4]. the following version is proved in [24].

Lemma 4.9. Let T € N be fized. For any p € P(R?) and any 1 <1 € N, there exists A C
Dir(RY) such that (writing X = UgeaQ): (1) u(X) > (2Td +2)7; (2) for 1 <i <11,

any Q1,Qa € Dir(R?) with px(Q1) > 0, pyx(Q2) > 0,
< mx(@1) _ 5

wx(Q2) —

We shall also need the following lemma which is a standard porosity-type fact.

1
2

Lemma 4.10. Let 0 <7 < 1,7 > 0,1 <1 € N be given. Then there exist € = €(t,7,l) > 0
such that the following holds for all n large enough. Let p € P([0,1)). Let A C [0,1) be
such that

(4.13) {1 <k <n—1:p(Dela) < Tu(De@)}] = n(l = 3) forz € A
Then for any set D C A satisfying
(4.14) Hl1<k<n—1:Nyxi(Dx(x)ND)=1} >ny forx e D,
we have
u(D) < 277,

Proof. Assuming e > 0 is small enough that we shall specify later, we proceed to construct
a probability measure v on [0, 1) satisfying
v(Dp(x)) > w(Dy(x))2"¢ for x € D.

This will immediate yield the desired conclusion.
We start with assigning the mass of v on D;([0,1)). Let Qo = [0,1) and

agy=| Y @) | /mQo)

QEeD,
QND#(

For each Q € Dy with QN D # (), let
v(Q) = pn(Q)/aqo-
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This defines a probability measure on D;. Let 1 < k < n — 1. Suppose we have assigned
the mass of v on Dy. Let Q € Dy, with QN D # ). Set

ag=| > w@)|/mQ.

Q' €Dy 41
Q'ND#D
For each Q' € Dy1 with Q' N D # (), let
N N(Q,)
@) =1, Qg

In such way, we construct a probability measure on D,,. By definition, for each x € D, we
have

n—1 n—1
#(Dr41(2)) 1
v(Dy(x)) = = u(Dy(x .
(Dn(@)) kl;IO 1(Dk(x))ap, (2 (Dn{ i 0Dy ()
By (4.13) and (4.14), for each z € D we have

(4.15)
{1 <k <n—1:p(Dy(z)) < 7u(Dy(x)) and Ny-r—i(Dg(2) N D) = 1} = n(y —7/2).

Observe that if Ny—x—i(Dy(z) N D) = 1, we must have

#(Dptj+1(z))

) = — 2T 77 f <j5<[-1
apy, (x) {(Dros, (@) or0<j<l-1,
which implies that

D T

By (4.15) and (4.16), it follows that

n—1

1
[
k=0 apy,(x)

for some p > 0 depending on 7/2 and [. Thus for each x € D, we have
Y(Du(x)) > (Do ()7

Therefore
pD)< > @< Y v@r < <2
Q€D QeDy,
QND#D QND#D
provided e is small enough in terms of 7 and p. O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 4.7.

Proof of Theorem 4.7. Let n and A be as in Theorem 4.7. Let us fix a T' € N. We suppose
that T is large enough in a way depending of v and [ that we shall specify later.

For j € N, let A(j) = {a € A : 7(Dy(a)) € [277/T 272G+HD/T)Y " Let us pick jo €
{0,...,T} such that

Observe that we have

Z Z n(Dn(a)) < 2”2—n(1+1/T) — 2—n/T.

§>T+1acA(j)
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Thus we have
(4.17) > n(Du(a)) > (1—27"T7) /(T +1).
a€A(jo)

In the following, we shall simply write Ay for A(jy). By definition of Ay we have

D
(4.18) 9 n/T < M(“,)) <27 for a,d € Ay.
1(Dn(a’))
Now, let B C [0,1] N2 "Z and B, C B,a € Ay be such that
(4.19) |B,| > |B|'™¢ for all a € A,
and
(4.20) U (a+ Bo)| < |BI".
a€Aop

Our goal is to show that (4.19) and (4.20) could not hold simultaneously if € is small
enough in a way depending on v and [.
Let
G= U {a x By} C Ap x B.

a€Aop
Note that we have |B| < 2"|A|. Thus we may apply the asymmetric Balog-Szemerédi-
Gowers theorem (Theorem 4.8) to conclude that there exist § = o.(1), explicitly depending
on ¢, and A’ C Ay, B’ C B such that

(4.21) |A'| > 27| Ayl
(4.22) |B'| > 27™|B,
(4.23) |A" + B'| <2™|B'|.
Let
1 1
(4.24) v = 7 Z 0o and vp = B Z 0p.
acA’ beB’

Then v; and vy are probability measures on A" and B’, respectively. Observe that we have

(4.25) H(vs,D,,) = log |B'|.
Write m = |n/T|. By Lemma 4.9, there exists A” C A’ such that
(4.26) A" > @2r+2)™"

and for each 1 <i <m — 1, for Q1,Q2 € Dy with v14/(Q1) > 0 and v14/(Q2) > 0, we
have

vijar(Q1)
4.27 1/2< —/—/————2 < 2.
(4.27) /2= vijan(Q2) ~
Let
ﬂ . V1|A”
1= Vl(A”).

Observe that since T is large, we have
(4.28) (2T 4 2)~™ = 2~ mT0g2T+2)/T _ g-mor(1),
Note that we have
H(0y % v3,Dy) < log|A” + B'| < log |A" + B'| < log |B'| + né = H(vp, Dy) + nd.
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Applying Hochman’s inverse theorem (Theorem 3.2), we get that whenever ¢ is small
enough, there exist small constant 7 = o5(1) and I,J C {1,...,n} such that [T U J| >
(1 —7)n and

(4.29) Vo (x L H@P@ Dry > (1 - T)T) >1—rforiel,

(4.30) 7 <x : ﬁ?j(x)(Q) > (1 —7) for some Q € D2T> >1—7forjeJ
Recall that by (4.25) we have
(4.31) H(ve,D,) = log|B'| <log|B| < (1 —7)n.

We now need the following formula which holds for any measure v € P([0,1]) (see [18,
Lemma 3.4]):

n—1
(4.32) Hw,Dp)=>_ > u(Q)M +O(T).

k=0 Q€eDy, T
Combining (4.29), (4.31) and (4.32), it follows that we must have
] < (1 =7+ or(1))n.
Thus we have
(4.33) 1> (= or(D)n.

We recall that the measure v satisfies the property (4.27). Thus for 1 <k < m — 1, for
Q1, Q2 € Dy with 71(Q1) > 0 and 71(Q2) > 0, we have

1 (Q1)

1(Q2)

Let j € J. There exists 1 < k < m such that j € [(k — 1)T,kT). By property (4.30),
there exists @ € D;j and Q' € Djyor such that Q' C Q and

n(Q) = (1-71)n(Q).

Let Q1 € Dgr and Q2 € D(;11)r be such that Q' C Q2 C Q1 C Q. In particular, we have

7(Qa)  n(Q)

n(Q1) — n(Q)

Since 7 is assumed small, in particular 1 — 7 > 2/3, in view of the property (4.34), we
must have

(4.35) 71(Q1) = 11(Qa),

for otherwise, there exists Q) C D(q1yr with Q) # Q2, Q5 C Q1 and #1(Q5) > 0, then by
(4.34), we must have

7(Qa) _ 71(Q2) <!

n(Q1) ~ n(Q2) +71(Q) — 141/2
From the fact (4.35), we deduce that for any Q3 € Dy with 71(Q3) > 0 we have
(4.36) {Q4 S 'D(kJrl)T 1 Q4 C Q3 and 171(@4) > OH < 4.

Indeed, if the above bound was not true, then there exists Q4 € D117 with Q4 C Q3
and 0 < 1(Q4)/71(Q3) < 1/5 < 1/4. Using the property (4.34) and the fact that there
exist Q1 C Dyr, Q2 C 'D(kJrl)T with Q2 C Q1 and 0 < 71(Q1) = iy (QQ), we get

- 1. 1 - 1 5 1.
71(Q4) < 71@s) = - 2-0(Qu) = -2 71(Q2) = 51/1(@2)-
This is a contradiction to (4.34), since Qu4, Q2 € D(;41)r and 71(Q4) > 0.

(4.34) 1/2 < <2.

>1—-r.

=2/3<1-—r.
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Thus we have proved that for any j € J, there exist k € {1,...,m} such that (k—1)T <
j < kT and (4.36) holds. Since |J| > (v — o-(1))n and m = |n/T|, we have

H1<k<m:Jn[k—-1T,kT)# 0} > (v —o-(1) — op(1))m.
In view of this, the property (4.36), and the fact that T is large, we deduce that for each
a € A”, we have
(4.37) {1 <k<n:Nysi(Dp(z)NA") =1} > (v — 0-(1) — op(1))n.
Note that the number [ is a fixed integer, and T is large compared to I.

Recall that we have assumed that 7 satisfies (4.12). Thus we may apply Lemma 4.10
to conclude that

(4.38) n(A”) < 27ne

for some absolute constant p depending only on ~ and I.
Now we recall that (see (4.17), (4.18), (4.21), (4.24), (4.25) and (4.26))

A" c A c Ay C A,
n(A) > 1/2 and n(Ag) > (1 —27"T) /(T + 1),
2~ /T < M < 2T for a,a’ € A,
n(a’)
|A'] > 27| Ag|,
|A"| > (2T +2)"™ A"

From these estimates, we get
1
n(A") > (2T +2)™™ .27 . 9=2n/T". 5 (- 27T (T +1) > 27

provided T is large enough and ¢ is small enough in terms of p. This is a contradiction to
(4.38).
O

4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.5. Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.5.

Theorem 4.11. Let Q be an ergodic CP-distribution on R?. Then the following set is at
most countable:

(4.39) {r € 8" :dim7Q < min(1,dim Q)}.
We shall use the following easy fact in the proof of Theorem 4.11.
Lemma 4.12. Let p € P([0,1]4). Suppose that A C [0,1]¢ such that u(A) > 1 —e€. Then
for any partition A of [0,1],
H(pa, A) > H(p, A) — ey/elog |Al,
where ¢ is a constant depending only on RY.

Proof of Theorem 4.11. Let us suppose, by contradiction, that the exceptional set (4.39)
is uncountable. It is not difficult to check that the set (4.39) is a Borel set. There exists
K > 0 such that the set

E={reG2,1):dim7rQ < min(1,dim Q) — x}

is uncountable and there exists a non-atomic Borel probability measure v that is supported
on a compact subset of F.

Applying Proposition 4.6 to @ and w € E and by Egorov’s theorem, we obtain that for
any €y > 0, there exist ly,ng € N, and Ey C E with v(Ep) > 1 — €, and for each 7 € Ey,
there exists A% such that Q(A2) > 1 — ¢y and for each p € A%, and n > ng there exists

T
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D?W with ,u(D%M) > 1 — ¢y and for each z € D?rw the measure fi —1((y)) is well defined
and (n, ly, €g)-dyadic spreading.

Applying Proposition 4.4 to @ and 7 € E and by Egorov’s theorem, we obtain that for
any €1 > 0, there exists I; € N and Ey C F with v(Ey) > 1 — ¢; such that for all 7 € Ey,
and [ > [y, there exists AL such that Q(AL) > 1—¢; and for any p € AL, there exists D}W
with M(D}w) > 1 — € and for each x € D}w we have (writing 8, = dim7Q)

(4.40) w(B(z,r)) = rofa for r <270
) T m(z),r)) = r°* orr <21,
4.41 w(B Prter f 9~k
1
(4.42) 7H(Mmmﬂh>:aieb
1
(4.43) jﬂ(woﬁmﬁ,m>zﬁwiq.
Note that by (4.41), for each 7 € F; and u € AL, we necessarily have
. M =r 7 orr <27,
(4.44) N,(x(DL,)) =19 forr <27h

Note that we have v(FoN E1) > 1 — ¢y — €1 > 0, provided ¢y and €; were assumed small
enough. Since v is non-atomic, the set Ey N E7 is uncountable. In particular, for any
€9 > 0, there must exist Fy C Fo N Ey with v(FE3) > 0 such that

(4.45) |dim 7Q — dim 7' Q| < %2 for m, 7' € Es.

In the following, we shall show that there is a contradiction if €, €; and €5 were assumed
small enough in terms of 8 and I.
Let us pick some 7wy € E5 and denote 3y = mp@). Then for each w € E5, we have

dim7Q = fo + 2.

2
Let pg = 2—h=1_ Since E, is infinite (uncountable), there exist 71, m9 € Fy such that
(446) 0< diSt(T('l,?Tg) < po.

Then we have
[ :=|—logdist(m,m2)| > [—logpo] > 11 + 1.
Recall that the logarithm log is in base 2. Note that we have dist(ry, ) = 271, We
have seen that (consequence of Proposition 4.4), for each 7w € {m,m}, there exists AL
with Q(AL) > 1 —¢; and for each pu € AL, there exists D}w with ,u(D}W) > 1—¢; and for
each x € D}Tw we have (4.40), (4.41), (4.42), and (4.43). Let
A=A nAL nAY nAL.
Then we have Q(A) > 1 —2(ep +€;1). For p € A, let
D,=D) ,ND. ND) NDL .

Recall that we denoted 5, = dim 7@, and Sy = dim 7@ for some 7y € Ey. By (4.44)
and (4.45), we have

(4.47) N, (n(D,)) <r=Pome=a for € {m,m},r <27
Note that we have p(D,,) > 1—-2(ep+¢€1). By Markov’s inequality, there exists €3 = 0¢ ¢, (1)
(we may take e3 = \/2(eg +€1)) and D, C D, with p(D,) > 1 — €3 such that for each
x € D,, we have
(4.48) P (i () 15 well defined and f=1 (i, (m))(Du) > 1 — €3,

Dy(z) N D
(4.49) pD@ D) g

w(Dy())
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Since m1u(m1D,) > (D) > 1 — e3 and for each o € D, we have (recall (4.41))
mip(B(my(z),r)) < rfoee=e for p < 270
we must have
(4.50) N, (m1(D,)) > c- pfotertea for p < o7h

for some absolute constant ¢ depending only on R. Specific to r = 2~ it follows from
(4.50) that we can find points z; € m1(D,),1 <i < |5 ¢ 2lBo—e2=e1) | "such that

(4.51) dist(z;, 2;) > 2773 for i # j.
Let us now fix any i € {1,..., L% -¢-2Po—e2=€1) |1 In the following, we are going to show
that
(4.52) N, (m <7r;1(B(zi,2*l+1)))> > 9l(Bo+6/2)
for some § > 0 depending only on Iy and 3. Note that since dist(my,m2) = 27!*1 in view
of (4.51), we infer that whenever i # j, we have
9 (Wfl(B(Zi,Q_l—’—l))) M o (ﬂfl(B(Zj,Q_H—l))) = @
Hence, once (4.52) is proved, we then can deduce that
L%.C.Ql(50—€2_51”
Ny-2 (@([Dﬂ)) > Z 9!(Bo+6/2) > 92(Bo+3/4) 5 92(Bo+2eater))

i=1
provided ez and €; were assumed small enough. This is a contradiction to (4.47), thus

concluding the proof of Theorem 4.11.
Let us proceed to the proof of (4.52). Let

L' =7"(z)ND, and A={a€Dy(R?:anl #0}.
For each a € A, let us fix x, € aN L. For each a € A, let B, =an Du- Finally, let
Ba = 7T1(Bé) and B = Wl(UaeABé) = UaeABa-

Observe that the set B has diameter bounded by 4 - 27!, By (4.41), for each y € B we
have
miu(B(y,r)) = photetea o < 970

Hence we must have
(4.53) Nya(B) < c - 2l(Bot2eat2er),

for some absolute constant ¢ depending only on 4 and R.
Recall that for each x € D,,, the property (4.43) is satisfied. Combining this with (4.49)
and Lemma 4.12, we obtain that the following holds for each a € A:

1 Di(za)
YH <7T1 <(IUI|D,’L) > ,Dl> Z /80 — €2 — €1 — 063(1)'

Di(za)
Since the measure <<:“|DH> : ) is supported on m1(B)) = B,, we have

(4.54) Ny-a(Bg) > ¢ - 2lPo—e2—ci—og (1)

for some absolute constant ¢ > 0 depending only on R.
Now, let us consider the following set

+(u)
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Since dist (7, m2) < 27! and the diameter of B/, is bounded by 271, we have
(4.55) du(ma(B), m(BL) + mo(q) — mi(24)) < ¢- 272,

where ¢ > 0 is some absolute constant only depending on R?. Here dy stands for the
Hausdorff distance between subsets of R, Recall that for each a € A we have

(4.56) T1(xe) = 2i.
Hence by (4.55) we have
dua(mo(|J BY). | (m(B)) + mafwa) = z) < e 27
acA acA

Recall that we denoted B, = m(B). Thus, to estimate the 27?-cover number of
o (UaeA B(’l), we only need to estimate the following

Ny (U (By + ma(xq) — zi)> :

acA
For this, we shall use Theorem 4.7. First, let us recall that we have uwfl(zl_)(L’ ) >1—e€3

(recall (4.48)) and the measure Port (2 18 (n,lo, €9)-dyadic spreading. The set A" = {z, :

a€ A} C L' and dg(A',L') < c¢-27!. The set B satisfies (4.53). Since we initially assume
€0, €1, €2 are small enough, so that we have By + 2(ex + €1) < Bo+ (1 — 59)/2 < 1 and
1—¢ > % and 1 — 2¢p > Py + 2(e2 + €1). Thus we may effectively apply Theorem 4.7 to
conclude that there exists § > 0, only depends on Iy and 3 such that

Ny (U (Ba + ma(wa) — zi)> > (Ny-u(B))HH0 > 2!(Bo+9/2)
acA

provided €1, €9, €3 are assumed small enough. Thus we have shown that

(4.57) Ny (m (U B;>> > ¢ 2l B0+0/2)

acA

for some absolute constant ¢ > 0. Note that for each a € A, we have 71(B!) C B(z;,27*1).
Hence in particular (4.57) implies that

Ny—2 <71'2 (ﬂl_l(B(Zi, 27l+1))>) > ¢ 2lBo+d/2),

This is what we aimed to prove. ]

5. MISCELLANEOUS PROOFS

5.1. Proof of Theorem 1.13. In the following we shall prove Theorem 1.13 using The-
orem 1.5. Before giving the proof, we need some preparations.

Let us first prove the following properties for measures with upper uniform entropy
dimension a.

Lemma 5.1. Let p € P(R?). Suppose that u has upper uniform entropy dimension .
Then for any € > 0, there exists Borel set A C R% with u(A) > 1 — € such that for each
x € A, there exist (my)r C N and CP-distribution Q, such that

1 &
— Of, Dp(x)1 — k—
mk; (uPn@} — Qz as 00

and
Qr(n:|dimnp—a| <e)>1-—¢
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Proof. By definition of upper uniform entropy dimension, for any ¢ > 0, there exist arbi-
trarily large I € N such that

(5.1) limsupp (x : % Hl <k<n: ‘H(,uD’“(m),Dl) - la‘ < le}

n—o0

2n(1—e)> >1—e
Let

n

A, = {x : ! Hl <k<n: ‘H(uDk(x),Dl)—la‘ gle}‘ zn(l—e)}.

Then there exists subsequence (ny); C N such that p(A4,,) > 1 —2¢ for all k> 1. Let

A’ =limsup A,, .

k—o0
Thus we have
(A = p(Nn>1 Uk Apy) > 1= 26
For each 2 € A’, there exist infinite sequence (mg(z))r C (ng)x such that = € A () for
all k > 1. For each x € A’, let us fix a distribution @, which is limit point of the sequence
1 my (z

)
(5.2) — nzz:l 0{yPn ()}

k>1

By [21, Section 7.5, Theorem 7.1}, we know that for u-a.e. = € A, @, is a CP-distribution.
Note that the dimension of a CP-distribution @ is given by the following formula (see [17,
Proposition 6.26))

1
(5.3) dim Q@ = / YH(U,Dl)dQ(n) for any [ > 1.
Recall that the dimension of @ is also defined as
(5.4) dimQ = /dim ndQ(n).

Since @) is a limit point of (5.2), up to taking a subsequence of (my(z))x, we may assume

my ()
1 k
(55) m nZ:l (5{MD7L(;¢)} Qg; as k — oo.

By definition of (A, (»))k, we have for each k > 1,
1
my(x)

Define f : P(R?) — R by setting

(5.6) ‘{15;k§7ngm)WEUMDM@,Dg—Ja(gze}

> my(z)(1 =)

f(n) = H (n(- +1t),Dy) dt.
[0,1)¢

Since for £L%a.e. t € [0,1]¢, the measure 7(- 4+ t) gives zero mass to the boundaries of
elements of D;, the function f is continuous. This is the advantage of considering f
instead of the function n — H(n,D;). By Lemma 3.3 (2), we know that

(5.7) |f(n) = H(n, Dy)| = Oa(1).
By the weak convergence (5.5), we get
(

m

k()
lim > ™) = [ ) o).

k—o0 My (x)

[y

n
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By (5.6) and (5.7), we have

/\

(@) > o od(%) — ol (1).

n=1

It follows that we have
1 1
7H(77,Dz)de(77) >a-— Od(j) —o¢(1).

Combining this with (5.3) and (5.4), we deduce that there exists € = Oq(7) + 0¢(1) such
that

Qm(?71|dim77—oz|<e/)>1—e/.

Putting together the above arguments, we thus obtain the desired conclusion. O

Proof of Theorem 1.13. Let p be a measure satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 1.13.
Suppose, towards a contradiction that the set (1.7) is uncountable. One may check that the
set (1.7) is a Borel set. Then for small enough ¢ > 0, the following set is still uncountable
and it supports a non-atomic Borel probability measure v.

E={reG(2,1):dimpmu < min(l,a) — 0}.
Recall that we have the following characterization for Packing dimension of measures (see
Section 2, (2.4)): for n € P(R?),
(5.8) dimp n = ess-inf,,, D(n, z).
It follows that for each 7 € E, there exists F, C R? with u(F,) > 0 and
(5.9) D(np, m(x)) < min(1,a) — 6 for z € Fy.

Let us recall a useful fact from [21, Theorem 5.4]: there exists absolute constant ¢ > 0,
depending only on R2, such that for any n € P(R?) and 7 € G(2,1), we have

(5.10) h,?l_i%p - Z )),Dy) < D(mn, w(z)) + % for all [ > 1.

From (5.9) and (5.10), it follows that, assuming [y is large enough so that c¢/lp < ¢/2, for
each m € E, there exists F with u(F;) > 0 and for each = € Fy,

)
(5.11) lim sup — Z @), D) < min(1, o) — 3 for all [ > ly.

n—oo M

By Fubini’s theorem and Egorov’s theorem, there exist ¢g > 0 and F' C R? with u(F) > ¢
such that for each z € F there exists EY C E with v(EY) > ¢ and for all 7 € EY, the
inequalities (5.11) hold.

Now, let us fix €; with 0 < ¢; < €9/2. Applying Lemma 5.1, we obtain a set A C R?
with p(A) > 1—e; such that for each = € A, there exist (mg(z))r C N and CP-distribution
Q. such that

my ()
(5.12) Dn(2)} —~Q; ask —
and
(5.13) Qu(n:|dimn—al <e)>1—e€.

Let us fix such x € A, (mg(x))r C N and Q.. We know that (see [16, theorem 1.22]) for
any ™ € G(2,1), for Q,-a.e. 7, the measure 77 is exact dimensional. Thus by Egorov’s
theorem, there exist A’ C A and l; € N with u(A") > u(A) — € such that for any z € A’,
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there exists EX C G(2,1) with v(EL) > 1—¢; and for each 7 € E. there exists DL C P(R?)
so that Q. (D}) > 1 —€; and for each n € D}, we have
(5.14)

1
dimﬂ'n—jH(ﬂ'n,Dl) <e forneDL1>1.

Define f : P(R?) — R by setting

dt.
[071}2 l

Then the function f is continuous. By Lemma 3.3 (2), we know that for each n € P(R?),
1 1

fn) = 7H(mn, D) =0 7 ).

By the weak convergence (5.12), we have

(

(5.15)

m

k()
(5.16) lim s > ™) = [ f)aa .

k—o0 my(x) —

By (5.15), we get

(5.17) lim inf —— > TH(W(MD"(m)),Dl) > /%H(wn,Dl)d Q.(n) — O <3>

k—oo my(x) l
Let A” = A'NF. Then
w(A") > eg — e — e > 0.
In the following, we fix [ > max(l, ;). By (5.11) and (5.17), we get that for each 7 € EY,

2

(5.18) /%H(wn,Dl) dQ.(n) < min(1,a) — g +0 <7> .

By (5.14), we know that for any 7 € E!, we have

(5.19) [ D) dQut) > [ dismmnd@a () - o (1)

Combining (5.18) and (5.19), we obtain that for each 7 € EY N EL, we have

2

/dimwn dQ.(n) < min(l,a) — g +0 <7> + 0¢, (1).

We may assume that ly,l; has been chosen large enough and ¢; small enough so that
O (%) + 0, (1) < 6/4. Thus we have

(5.20) /dim ™ dQz(n) < min(1, ) — g for 7 € ESN EL

Note that we have
(5.21) V(ESNEL) > ¢n — €.

Recall that we have 0 < 1 < €9/2. Let Q, = [ Q% dr(w) be the ergodic decomposition of
Q.. Then we have

(5.22) [ aimmn a@u) = [ ( [ aimmn agzn ) arco)

we also have

(5.23) [ dimn aQuo) = [ ( [ iy a@z(n) ) are).
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Combining (5.13), (5.20), (5.21), (5.22) and (5.23), we obtain that, assuming €; is small
enough in terms of §, there exist G with 7(G) > 0 and §' > 0 such that for each w € G,
there exist F§ C G(2,1) with v(FY) > ¢', such that

dim Q% = /dimﬂn dQ%(n) < min(1,dim Q¥) — ¢’ for w € G, 7 € EY.

Since v is non-atomic, the set E§ is uncountable, thus we obtain a contradiction to The-
orem 1.5. 0

5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.15. Before giving the proof, we need some preparations. Re-
call that for D € Di(R?), Sp is the unique orientation-preserving homothety sending D
to [0,1)2. Let F C R?. We say F’ is s micro set of F if there exist a sequence (k;); C N
and D; € Dy, (R?) such that
du(F',D;NF)— 0 as j— oo,
where dyg stands for the Hausdorff distance.
We will use the following well known facts about Assouad dimension.
Lemma 5.2 ( [11,14]). (1) Let F C RY. For any micro set F' of F', we have dimy F >
dimp F’.
(2) Let F C R?. There is a micros set F' of F such that F' supports a probability

measure p and for p-a.e. x, the scenery sequence of p at x generates an ergodic
CP-distribution Q with dim Q) = dimp F'.

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.15.

Proof of Theorem 1.15. By Lemma 5.2 (2), there exists a micro set F’ of F' such that one
can find p € P(F") satisfying for p-a.e. x,

s
lim —Zéﬂvk(z) =Q
k=1

n—oo N
for some ergodic CP-distribution @ with dim @ > dimp F'. By [21, Theorem 8.1], we have
for any m € G(2,1),
(5.24) dimpg mp > dim 7Q).
By Theorem 1.5, we have
(5.25) dim 7@ = min(1,dim Q)
for all 7 € G(2,1) \ E where E is at most countable. By Lemma 5.2 (1), we have for each
T e G(2,1),
(5.26) dimp 7(F) > dimp w(F").
Since dimp 7(F”") > dimy 7p, by combining (5.24), (5.25) and (5.26), we obtain the desired

conclusion

0

Remark 5.3. Theorem 1.15 is sharp: there exists a self-similar set K C R? satisfying the
open set condition (thus K is Alfhors-David regular) such that {m € G(2,1) : dima 7K <
min(1dima K)} is dense in G(2,1) (hence at least countable). Here is such an example:
consider the %—four—corner Cantor set K C [0,1]? generated by the IFS

F={en = (55)+ (57) @D < (0.0,6.0,0.3.63) | = fder

Then K satisfies the open set condition and dimy K = 1. Thus K is Alfhors-David regular
and dims K = dimyg K = 1. It is well known that the set K is purely 1-unrectifiable. By a
classical projection theorem of Besicovitch we know that L(7K) = 0 for L-a.e. m € G(2,1).
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Let us fix any 7 € G(2,1) such that L(7K) = 0. We will show that for any ¢ > 0, there
exists ' € G(2,1) with 0 < |7 — 7’| < € such that
dimp 7K < dimp K = 1.

Since L(rK) = 0, for any (large) M € N, there exist large enough n € N such that there
exist distinct Iy, .-+, Iy € A" satisfying

m(fr,(0,12)) (Y (f1,(10.1%)) # 0 for all 1 <, j < M.
Observe that we have
dist (71,00, 1), £1,((0,1%) > 3 for all i # .
Thus there must exist 1 < 4,5 < M with ¢ # j such that
dist (£7,([0,11%), f,(10,11) = - =

Let 7' € G(2,1) be such that the projected sets 7'(f7,([0,1]%)) and #'(f7,([0,1]%)) exactly
coincide, that is, 7'(f7,([0,1]%)) = '(f1,([0,1]?)). Then ' is rational and | —7'| < opr(1).
Moreover, we have

1 M

dimpg 7' K < dimg K = 1.

Since 7’ is rational, we know that the projected IFS F» = {7 f;}ica satisfies the weak
separation condition (see e.g. [39]). By a result of Fraser et al [12], we know that the
attractor of F,/, which is 7'(K), is Alfhors-David regular. In particular, we have

dimp 7' K = dimp 7' K.

Since we have seen that dimyg 7’K < 1, we have dimp 7' K < dimp K = 1. Thus we have
proved that for any 7 € G(2,1) with £(7K) = 0 and any € > 0, there exists 7’ € S* with
0 < |m — 7’| < € such that

dimp 7K < dimp K = 1.
Since L(nK) =0 for L-a.e. m € G(2,1), the set Ea(K) must be dense in G(2,1).
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