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EXPONENTIAL MIXING FOR GIBBS MEASURES ON
SELF-CONFORMAL SETS AND APPLICATIONS

JUNJIE HUANG, BING LI, AND SANJU VELANI

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we show that Gibbs measures on self-conformal sets generated
by a C'T conformal IFS on R? satisfying the OSC are exponentially mixing. We
exploit this to obtain essentially sharp asymptotic counting statements for the recurrent
and the shrinking target subsets associated with any such set. In particular, we provide
explicit examples of dynamical systems for which the recurrent sets exhibit (unexpected)
behaviour that is not present in the shrinking target setup. In the process of establishing
our exponential mixing result we extend Mattila’s rigidity theorem for self-similar sets to
self-conformal sets without any separation condition and for arbitrary Gibbs measures.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background and motivation. Let (X, B,u) be a probability space and let T :
X — X be a measurable map. We say that (X, B, u,T) is a measure-preserving system
if y is T-invariant in the sense that pu(T 'E) = u(E) for all E € B. Within the area of
ergodic theory and dynamical systems, it is widely recognized that “mixing” in its various
forms is a highly sought-after trait for a system to exhibit. In particular, the “rate” of
mixing is closely linked to fundamental properties of the system; such as ergodicity. To
some extent, an exponential rate represents the most desirable form of mixing and this
exponential form of mixing together with its applications will be the main focus of this
paper. We start by defining the weaker notion of ¥-mixing introduced in [51] and consider
some of its consequences.

Definition 1.1. Let (X, B, 1, T) be a measure-preserving system. Let C be a collection
of measurable subsets of X. For any integer n > 1, define

ENT"F

é(n) == sup{’u —uB)|:Eecc, FeB, uF) > o}.
p(F)

We say that p is X-mizing (short for summable-mizing) with respect to (T,C) if the sum

> ¢(n) converges. In particular, we say that p is exponentially mizing with respect to

(T,C) if there exists v € (0,1) such that ¢p(n) = O(y").

One powerful consequence of summable-mixing is that if {FE,},en is a sequence of
subsets in C and p is ¥-mixing with respect to (7, C), then in the language of probability
theory, the sets

A, =T"E, (n € N)
are essentially pairwise independent on average. More precisely, for any pair of positive
integers a < b, it can be verified that

S w(Ann4,) < (me) FEnt) Y pA) (1)

a<m,n<b a<n<b a<n<b
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where £ := > 7 ¢(n). Note that without the second term on the right hand side of
(1.1), we would have full independence as in the classical sense. Furthermore, observe
that p(A,) = pu(E,) since T is measure preserving and if the sum ) u(A,) diverges
(the interesting case), then the first term dominates and the second ‘error’ term is, up
to constants, the square root of the main term. Independence is of course a well known
fundamental notion in probability theory, as in statistics and the theory of stochastic
processes.

With essentially full independence as (1.1) at our disposal, it is relatively straight-
forward to exploit the quantitative form of the Borel-Cantelli Lemma (see Section 7.1:
Lemma 7.2') to obtain the following elegant and essentially sharp asymptotic statement
concerning the counting function

R(z,N):=#{1<n<N:z€A,} (x € X,N eN). (1.2)
Obviously, by definition, (1.2) is equivalent to R(z, N) = #{1 <n < N :T"(z) € E,}.

Theorem A. Let (X,B,u,T) be a measure-preserving dynamical system and C be a
collection of measurable subsets of X. Suppose that p is 3-mizing with respect to (T,C)
and let {E,}nen be a sequence of subsets in C. Then, for any given € > 0, we have that

R(z,N)=U(N)+ 0 (T*(N) (log U(N))**) (1.3)
for p-almost all v € X, where U(N) := 25:1 w(Ay) .

The details of deriving (1.1) and in turn Theorem A from the notion of summable
mixing, can be found in [51, Section 2|. The upshot of Theorem A is that if the rate of
mixing is summable and the measure sum W (V) diverges (as N — 00), then for p—almost
all z € X the points x lie in the sets A, or equivalently the orbits {7T"x},cn hit the
target sets E,, the ‘expected” number of times. In particular, limy_,., R(z, N) = oo for
p—almost all x € X and so a simple consequence of the theorem is the following zero-full
measure criterion for the associated lim sup set A, = limsup,, ., An:

0 if Y27 u(4,) <o
1ot 3000 pu(Ay) = oo

For some readers, this “corollary” is maybe more familiar than its stronger quantitative
form. It resembles, for example, the standard

e Borel-Cantelli Lemma in probability theory [13, 1],

e measure characterization of shrinking target and recurrent sets in ergodic theory
and dynamical systems (see Section 1.3 below), and

e Khintchine-type theorems in metric number theory [12, 35, 15].

It is worth highlighting that the latter includes the Duffin-Schaeffer conjecture recently
proved in the ground breaking work of Koukoulopoulos & Maynard [18]. In pursing
a zero-full measure criterion such as (1.4), we can usually get away with a lot less than
summable mixing. Indeed, if we already know by some other means (such as Kolmogorov’s
theorem |11, Theorems 4.5 & 22.3] or ergodicity |1, Section 24]) that the lim sup set A
satisfies a zero-one law (that is to say that p(Aw) = 0 or 1), then to show full measure it

1We will also present a more versatile form of the familiar Lemma 7.2. The more versatile Lemma 7.7
is required for establishing one of our “application” results in Section 7.2 and is potentially of independent
interest,.
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suffices to show that p(Ay) > 0 when the measure sum diverges. To prove this, the main
ingredient required is a significantly weaker form of mixing equivalent to the pairwise
quasi-independent on average statement

2
| (0 m(An)
lim sup —

N—oo Zn,m:l M(‘An N Am)

For details of this and for the interested reader, its related converse see |13, Section 1.1]
and references within. Clearly, (1.1) implies pairwise quasi-independent on average. For
the sake of completeness and to give a concrete example, we mention that the lim sup
set of well approximable numbers associated with the Duffin-Schaeffer conjecture satisfies
a zero-one law and in short, Koukoulopoulos & Maynard established (1.5) to prove the
conjecture. This independence has subsequently been strengthened |1, 19] to establish
the quantitative form of the Duffin-Schaeffer conjecture in the spirit of Theorem A. This
brings to an end our brief discussion demonstrating the “power of mixing”. As mentioned
at the start, mixing is a highly sought-after trait for a system to exhibit. It has various
deep consequences. We have deliberately chosen to highlight Theorem A, since it is in
line with the applications we have in mind of our main mixing result (see Theorem 1.2)
for self-conformal dynamical systems — see Section 7.

(1.5)

Given the fact that exponential mixing is regarded as a desirable property for a dy-
namical system to possess, it is natural to ask: when do we have it? From this point
onward, unless specified otherwise, we assume that X is a metric space and we will use
the reasonably standard protocol to say that ‘i is exponentially mixing’ to mean that pu
is exponentially mixing with respect to (7',C) with C equal to the collection of balls in
X. In other words, we simply say that u is exponentially mizing if there exist constants
C >0 and v € (0,1) such that

p(BOAT"F) — p(F)u(B)| < CA"u(F)  VneN, (1.6)

for all balls B in X and p-measurable sets F' in X. Note that in certain situations, such
as when X is a subset of R? and y is a Radon measure, the above restriction to balls
suffices to imply strong-mixing; that is

li_)m wWENT™F)=puE)u(F) Y EFeB.

This in turn implies ergodicity. The following are examples of naturally occurring measure
preserving systems in the literature that are known to possess the exponentially mixing

property.

e Let X =[0,1] and let T : X — X where Tx = ma mod 1 with m € Ns,, or
Tx = fx mod 1 with § € Ro; or Tx = % mod 1 is the continued fraction map.
Accordingly, let p be Lebesgue measure, or Parry measure or Gauss measure.
In 1967, Philipp [65] showed that for each of these situations the measure pu is
exponentially mixing.

e In 1981, Pommerenke [66] studied the ergodic properties of inner functions acting
on the unit disc D of the complex plane. Indeed, let f : D — D be an inner
function such that f(0) = 0 and f is not a rotation. Let f* : 0D — 0D denote the
radial boundary extension of f and let u be normalised Lebesgue measure on dD.
Then a consequence of |66, Lemma 3| is that if | f/(0)| < 1, then u is exponentially
mixing. In fact, Pommerenke’s showed that this is true with f replaced by the
composition f, o...o f; of n inner functions.
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e In 1996, Liverani, Saussol and Vaienti 5] considered a class of systems in abstract
totally ordered sets that cover many one-dimensional systems. For convenience,
we restrict our attention to the unit interval. Let X = [0,1] and let T': X — X
be a piecewise monotonic transformation. Let ¢ be a contracting potential. Then,
under various assumptions on 7', their results [54, Theorem 3.1 and 3.2| implies
that there exists a unique equilibrium state p, with respect to ¢ and that it is
exponentially mixing. This generalizes the work of Philipp described above.

e In 2017, Wang, Wu and Xu [75, Lemma 3.2| proved that the Cantor measure
on middle-third Cantor set is exponentially mixing with respect to the x3 map:
Tx = 3x mod 1. This was subsequently extended to a range of self-similar sets on
R — see for instance |17, Section 7|

e In 2023, by exploiting a deep result of Saussol [65], Li, Liao, Velani and Zorin |51,
Proposition 1] proved that for a certain class of expanding matrix transformations
T of the d-dimensional torus T? there exists an absolutely continuous invariant
measure p that is exponentially mixing. In particular, suppose T is a real, non-
singular d x d matrix with all eigenvalues of modulus strictly greater than one.
Then the “certain class” includes T if in addition it satisfies one of the following
conditions: (i) all eigenvalues are of modulus strictly larger than 1+ v/d, (ii) T is
diagonal, (iii) 7" is an integer matrix.

We highlight the fact that in all the aforementioned works, the focus is either on one-
dimensional systems or in higher dimensions on systems equipped with absolutely contin-
uous invariant measures (with respect to Lebesgue measure). In short, we are not aware
of any non-trivial situation in two-dimensions (let alone arbitrary dimensions) for which
the invariant measure is fractal and exponentially mixing. By a fractal measure we mean
a measure that is not absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure. By non-
trivial, we mean that the support of the measure is not contained in the union of finitely
many straight lines. This simply avoids the higher dimensional situation reducing to a
known one-dimensional setup for which we have exponentially mixing.

The upshot of the above discussion is the following question.

Question 1.1. Let d > 2 and X be a subset of R? Is there a measure-preserving
dynamical system (X, B, i, T') for which p is a non-trivial fractal measure on R? and p is
exponentially mixing?

This question is pretty much the motivating factor behind this paper. With this in mind,
we show that Gibbs measures on a large class of self-conformal sets generated by iterated
function schemes (IFS) on R? are exponentially mixing. The precise statement is given
by Theorem 1.2.

Remark 1.1. Although not explicitly stated in the above discussion, it is worth empha-
sizing that unless stated otherwise the default metric in R? is the L?*norm (i.e. the
Euclidean norm). This is especially relevant within the context of Question 1.1. Indeed,
if we had used the L*°-norm (i.e. the maximum norm), then by a non-trivial fractal
measure we should also exclude the situation in which y is a product measure induced by
one-dimensional measures that are exponentially mixing. The point is that it is relatively
straightforward to demonstrate that such ‘manufactured’ higher-dimensional measures
exhibit exponential mixing with respect to balls in R? where the balls are defined via the

L*°-norm. For completeness we provide the details in Appendix A.
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Before describing the setup and formally stating our results, we say a few words con-
cerning the closely related theory of decay of correlations. Let (X, B, u,T) be a measure-
preserving system. The correlation function Cy, f, : N — R associated with fi, fo € L*(p)
is defined as

Ch.p2(n) :Z/Xfl-fon" dﬂ_/Xfl dﬂ/sz dp . (1.7)

It is well known [74, Theorem 1.23] that (X, B, u,T) is strong-mixing if and only if
lim,, 00 Cf, 1,(n) = 0 for every fi, fo € L*(u1). In general, nothing can be said regarding
the decay rate of convergence for arbitrary L*(u) functions, so it is usually the case that
functions are restricted to smaller Banach spaces £ of functions. Indeed, £ is typically
taken to be the space of (i) a-Holder continuous functions (e.g. [10, 17, 60]), (ii) func-
tions of bounded variation for one dimensional systems (e.g. [54]), and (iii) quasi-Holder
functions for higher dimensional systems (e.g. [08]). In these cases, if the dynamical
system satisfies suitable assumptions, it can be shown that the rate of decay of Cy, 1,(n)
is exponential for all f; € € and fo € L'(p). To the best of our knowledge, the existing
results on the rate of decay do not address Question 1.1. For this, we would need to show
the existence of a measure-preserving system (X, B, u,T') where u is a non-trivial fractal
measure on R? (d > 2) and for which there exist constants C' > 0 and « € (0, 1) such that

ICh ()| <CY" | folliwy  VneN,

for all functions f; = 1, fo = 1y where B is any ball in X and F' € B. The main
issue in showing this lies in the fact that the characteristic function 1g of a ball is not
continuous and the sought after measure p is not absolutely continuous with respect to
Lebesgue measure.

Remark 1.2. For the sake of completeness, it is worth mentioning that there is also an
abundance of work on the decay of correlations for continuous-time dynamical systems
(also called flows). In this setting the correlation function is defined similarly to that in
(1.7), but with n € N replaced by ¢ € [0, +00) and T" replaced by the ‘flow’ ¢'. Anosov
and Sinai || in sixties proved that any C? Anosov flow that preserves Lebesgue measure is
strong mixing unless the stable and unstable foliations are jointly integrable. Regarding
the rate of decay of correlations, the Bowen-Ruelle conjecture essentially states that a
mixing Anosov flow should have exponential decay for smooth functions. The original
conjecture [10] dates back to the seventies and was made for the wider class of Axiom
A flows but this was shown to be false soon after [67]. The modified conjecture for
Anosov flows represents a fundamental problem in the area of continuous-time dynamical
systems. It has been the catalyst for much groundbreaking research, see for example
[5, 7, 20, 22, 23, 24, 30, 44, 53, 59, 73] and references within. To date, the Bowen-Ruelle
conjecture remains unsolved. The introductions to [20, 73| are particularly informative of
its current state.

1.2. Main results. Let (®, K, u, T) be a self-conformal system on R¢. For the definition
and basic properties see Section 2. In short, the set up considered is one in which:

e & = {piticjcm (m > 2) is a C' conformal IFS on R satisfying the open set
condition (see Definition 2.3 in Section 2.2).

e K C R%is the self-conformal set generated by @ (see (2.2) in Section 2.2).

e 1 is a Gibbs measure on K (see Definition 2.5 in Section 2.4).

o T :R?Y— R? is a natural map induced by ® such that T'|x : K — K is conjugate

to the shift map on the symbolic space {1,2,...,m}" (see (2.26) in Section 2.4).
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In order to state our main results addressing Question 1.1, we introduce some standard
notation that will be used throughout the paper. Given x € R? and a nonempty set
E C R?, we denote the distance between x and E as

d(x,E):=inf{|x—y|:y€ E}. (1.8)

The topological boundary of E under the usual topology on R? is denoted by 0F. Given
0 > 0, the symbol

(B), = {xeR*:d(x,E) < o}
represents the g-neighborhood of F.

The following theorem provides a sufficient condition for a self-conformal system to
exhibit exponentially mixing with respect to a given collection C of measurable subsets of
K. As we shall see in Section 4, the statement is a relatively straightforward consequence
of exponentially mixing restricted to cylinder sets.

Theorem 1.1. Let d > 1 be an integer. Let (®, K, u,T) be a self-conformal system on
R?. Let C be a collection of ji- measurable subsets in RY and suppose there exist constants
C >0 andé >0 so that

n((0E),) < C¢, YVo>0 VEeC. (1.9)
Then u is exponentially mizing with respect to (T,C).

In the case of balls, we show that (1.9) is satisfied and thus the following provides an
affirmative answer to Question 1.1.

Theorem 1.2. Let d > 1 be an integer. Let (¢, K, u,T) be a self-conformal system on
R? and let C be the collection of balls in RY. Then u is exponentially mizing with respect

to (T,C).

Note that for balls, the left hand side of (1.9) corresponds to the p-measure of annuli
and the desired upper bound is easily verified if p is absolutely continuous with respect
to Lebesgue measure or d = 1. However, non-trivial difficulties appear when pu is a
general measure in higher dimensional space. In short, it turns out that we need to fully
utilize the geometric structure of self-conformal sets to estimate the measures of annuli.
The following classification or equivalently rigidity of self-conformal sets is an important
ingredient in obtaining the desired estimates and is potentially of independent interest.
To state the result, we introduce the definition of analytic curve in the plane: the set
' C R? is said to be an analytic curve if there exist an open set @ C R? containing
[0,1] x {0} and a conformal map f : @ — R? such that ' = f([0,1] x {0}).

Theorem 1.3. Let (®,K,pu,T) be a self-conformal system on R? with d > 2. Given
¢e{l,...,d— 1}, then one of the following statements hold:

(i) W(K N M) =0 for any (-dimensional C* submanifold M C R¢;

(ii) K is contained in a (-dimensional affine subspace or (-dimensional geometric
sphere;

(1ii) K is contained in a finite disjoint union of analytic curves and this may happen
only when d =2 and ¢ = 1.

Remark 1.3. Mattila [55] obtained the analogous statement for self-similar sets satisfying
the open set condition and with u being the Hausdorff measure. It is often referred to as
Mattila’s rigidity theorem for self-similar sets. Subsequently, Kaenméki [13] extended his

work to self-conformal systems. Compared with their results, our statement is
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e valid for a broader class of measures (namely Gibbs measures);

e valid without the open set condition (indeed, see Proposition 3.1 for the more
general result from which Theorem 1.3 follows).

Furthermore, our result corrects an oversight in the statement of [13, Theorem 2.1]. Ba-
sically, K&denméki claimed that K is contained in a single analytic curve when (i) or (ii)
are not the case. However, this is not true even with the open set condition assumption
and p restricted to Hausdorff measures. For details of a counterexample see Example 3.1
in Section 3.

1.3. Application to shrinking target and recurrent sets. In this section we discuss
applications of Theorem 1.2 to the shrinking target and related recurrent problem for self-
conformal dynamical systems. Further details including proofs of statements presented
will be the subject of Section 7.

Throughout, (X, d) is a compact metric space and (X, B, 1, T') is an ergodic probability
measure-preserving system. We start with describing the application of Theorem 1.2
to the shrinking target problem. For obvious reasons, from the onset, we restrict our
attention the setup in which the “target sets” are balls rather than arbitrary measurable
sets F, as in the general setup of Theorem A. With this in mind, given a sequence of
points YV = {y, }nen C X, and a real, positive function ¢ : N — [0, +00) let

WY, ¢) ={z e X :T"x € B(yn,¥(n)) for infinitely many n € N}

denote the associated shrinking target set. If ) = ¢ (a constant) and ) is contained in
the support of u, the Ergodic Theorem implies that u(W (Y, c)) = 1. In view of this, it is
natural to ask: what is the p-measure of the set if )(n) — 0 as n — co? In turn, whenever
the p-measure is zero, it is natural to ask about the Hausdorff dimension of the sets under
consideration. The shrinking target problem was introduced in [39], with a focus on the
dynamics of expanding rational maps. Subsequently, there has been activity encompassing
a wide range of dynamical systems. We refer to [0, 11, 18 28 34, 51, 52, 62| and the
references within for dimensional results and to [3, 29, 32, 46, 72] and the references within
for measure-theoretical statements. Concentrating our attention solely on the p-measure
question, note that

W(Y,¢) = limsup A, (Y, 1))

n—oo

where for n € N,
A, V) = {x e X :T"x € B(yn,¥(n))}
= Tﬁn(B@naw(n)))'

Then, on combining Theorem 1.2 and Theorem A (with E, := B(y,,%(n))) we imme-
diately see that we have the following quantitative shrinking target statement for self-
conformal dynamical systems.

Theorem 1.4. Let (9, K, 1, T) be a self-conformal system on R?, let 1 : R — Rsq be a
real positive function and let ) = {y,}nen be a sequence of points in RY. Then, for any
e >0, we have

> Untyasonn(T%) = W(N) + O (W(N)2 logH(W(N)) ) (1.10)

7



for p-almost all x € K, where
N

U(N) =3 p(Blyn, v(n). (111)

n=1

Several comments are in order. Given N € N and x € K, note that the left hand side
of (1.10) is simply the counting function

W, N; Y, 0) = #{1<n<N:xeA,(V,¢0)} (1.12)
= #{1<n<N:T"x € B(yn, ¢(n))}

and that the measure sum (1.11) is equivalent to

U(N) = u(A.(V9)). (1.13)

Thus, the theorem shows that for p-almost all x € K, the asymptotic behaviour of the
counting function W(x, N; Y, 1) is determined by the behaviour of the measure sum
U(N) involving the sets A, (Y, 1) associated with the lim sup set W (Y, ). This together
with the fact that W(N) is independent of x € K, is well worth keeping in mind for
future comparison with the analogous recurrent problem. Next note that by definition,
x € W(Y, ) if and only if limy_,. W(x, N; Y, 9) = oo and so an immediate consequence
of Theorem 1.4 is the following zero-full measure criterion (which naturally is in line with
(1.4) in the general setup of measurable sets).

Corollary 1.1. Let (®, K, ;u,T) be a self-conformal system on R?, let 1) : R — Rxq be a
real positive function and let Y = {y, }nen be a sequence of points in R%. Then,

0 if Youti pw(B(yn, v(n))) < oo,
1dif 302 w(Blyn ¢(n))) = .

(W (Y, 1)) =

We now consider the analogue of the shrinking target problem for the recurrence frame-
work. As above, the general scene is one in which (X, d) is a compact metric space and
(X, B, i, T) is a probability measure-preserving system. We do not need the system to be
ergodic to pose the recurrent problem. Given a real, positive function ¢ : N — [0, +00)
let

R(¢):={x € X : T"x € B(x,¢(n)) for infinitely many n € N}

denote the associated recurrent set. 1If ¢» = ¢ (a constant), the Poincaré Recurrence
Theorem implies that u(R(c)) = 1 and it is natural to determine the p-measure of the set
R(v) if ¥(n) — 0 as n — oo and if it is zero, its size in terms of Hausdorff dimension. The

first results date back to the pioneering work of Boshernitzan [15] who studied the case
Y(n) =n~Y8 (8 > 0). For subsequent activity we refer to [3, 9, 21, 41, 47] and references
within for measure-theoretical statements and to [37, 40, 69, 71, 76] and references within

for dimensional results. As with the shrinking target problem, we will concentrate our
attention on the p-measure aspect of the recurrent problem. With this in mind, we first
note that R(v) is clearly also a lim sup set; namely

R(v) = limsup R, (¢)

n—oo
where for n € N,

R, (V) :={r e X : gmx € B(xz,¥(n))} . (1.14)



Furthermore, given N € N and x € X, if we consider the associated counting function
R(z,N;v) = #{lgnSN:xERn(@/})}
= #{1<n<N:T"z € B(z,¢(n))}

N n
= D=1 1B@wm) ("), (1.15)

then in line with the shrinking target framework (and more generally that of quantitative
Borel-Cantelli), it would not be particularly outrageous to suspect (under suitable but
natural assumptions) that for p-almost all z € X, the asymptotic behaviour of the count-
ing function is determined by the behaviour of the y-measure sum of the sets R, (). Let
us make this precise in the setting of self-conformal dynamical systems.

Claim F. Let (&, K, pu,T) be a self-conformal system on R?, let 1 : R — Rsq be a real
positive function and assume that Y~ | (R, (v)) diverges. Then, for p-almost allx € K

N n
> n=1 LB(xpn) (T7X)

lim ~ = 1. (1.16)
Novoo ) nmt 1B (9))
Such a claim was also alluded to in [50, Section 1] and it was shown to be true for a

large class of piecewise linear maps in R?. However, as we shall demonstrate, it turns out
that in general the claim is false (hence the label “F”) in a rather strong sense. Indeed,
in Section 7.4 we provide explicit examples of self-conformal systems for which the pu-
measure of the limsup set R(%) is one but the limit appearing in (1.16) is not even a
constant let alone one (cf. Example ABB below). In other words, even after excluding a
set of p-measure zero, the limit in (1.16) depends on = and thus for these self-conformal
systems the associated recurrent sets exhibit (unexpected and extreme) behaviour that is
not present for shrinking target sets. To the best of our knowledge this phenomena seems
not to have been observed previously or at least not explicitly documented. The following
summarises the counterexamples to the claim given in Section 7.4.

e In Example 7.1, we start with ® = {1, 2} where ¢; : [0,1] — [0,1/3] and
@y 1 0,1] — [2/3,1] are given by

x () T+ 2
— x) =
37 902 3

This gives rise to the “natural” associated self-conformal system (&, K, pu,T) in
which K is the standard middle-third Cantor set and p is the Cantor measure.
Then, for the constant function ¢ : R — Rx¢ given by ¢(z) := % + 2, we show

that: for y—almost all z € K

N n
[y 2an=t LB@em)(T72) _

Nooo S0 u(Ra()

p1(x) = Vel

[SAIFN

if ze([0,5]U[51])NK,

utl|oy

it ze([53]uEs])nK.
e In Example 7.2 we start with ® = {¢1, p2, 3, pa} where p; (i = 1,2,3,4) are
defined on [0, 1] and given by

() = 17, oae) = g, @al@) = 22, pu(a) =
r)=-u x) = )= x) = .
PR =gt P =m0y Y T ey Y T oy
We show that this gives rise to a self-conformal system (®, K, p,T) in which K
is the unit interval and p is the natural Gibbs measure supports on K that is

absolutely continuous with respect to Lebsegue measure. In turn, for any real
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positive function ¢ : R — Rxq such that ¢(z) — 0 as @ — co and Y~ | (R, (¢))
diverges, we show that: for pu—almost all x € [0, 1]

lim > nct Loy (T72) _ 2log?2

YN u(R(v)) 1ta

While the first more familiar “Cantor” example requires less sophisticated tools to setup
and execute, it does rely on ¢ being a constant function.

Remark 1.4. The counterexamples show that even though we have exponentially mixing
(Theorem 1.2) we can not in general guarantee that the sets R, (1) are pairwise indepen-
dent on average (in the sense of (1.1)) as in the shrinking target framework. The point
is that if it did then the quantitative form of the Borel-Cantelli Lemma (see Section 7.1:
Lemma 7.2) would establish Claim F (very much in the same way we deduce Theorem A
from (1.1)).

Note that in both Example 7.1 and 7.2, we still have that limy_,., R(z, N;) = oo for
p—almost all z € X and so u(R(¢)) = 1. Moreover, we highlight the fact that in both
the measure p is Ahlfors regular and that for such measures this phenomena (under the
assumption that Y > u(R,(v)) diverges) is known to hold for any self-conformal system
(see [8]) and indeed for more general systems (see [11]). Recall, a measure p on a metric
space (X, d) is 7-Ahlfors regular if there exists a constant C' > 1 such that for any ball
B(z,r) C X withx € X

C™h™ < pu(B(z,r)) < Cr™.
The upshot of the above is that given a self-conformal system (®, K, u, T') on R¢ for which
the Gibbs measure p is Ahlfors regular, and a real positive function ¢ : R — Rsq, then

0 if >07, M(Rn(w)) < 00,
pn(R()) = (1.17)
Lt Y, p(Ra(w)) = oo.

The convergent part is a straightforward consequence of the standard convergent Borel-
Cantelli Lemma in probability theory. In view of this, it is tempting to suspect that at
the coarser level of a zero-full measure criterion the analogue of Claim F is true; that is
to say that (1.17) is true for any self-conformal system on R¢. Clearly, such a statement
would correspond to the analogue of Corollary 1.1 for recurrent sets. However, this turns
out not to be the case. In a recent beautiful paper, Allen, Baker & Barany [2] consider
the recurrent problem within the symbolic dynamics setting for topologically mixing sub-
shifts of finite type. More precisely, in this setting they provide sufficient conditions for
u(R(1)) to be zero or one when p is assumed to be a non-uniform Gibbs measure and
thus is not Ahlfors regular. In terms of Bernoulli measures defined on the full shift, the
condition on the measure means that the components of the defining probability vector
are not all equal. As a consequence of their main result, in the introduction [2, Section 1]
they provide a class of examples within the symbolic dynamics setting for which the sum
of (R, (v)) diverges but u(R(1))) is equal to zero. In particular, these examples show that
(1.17) is not true for non-uniform Gibbs measures associated with topologically mixing
shifts of finite type. In the final section of [2], the authors outline how their theorems can
be transferred, via a relatively standard argument involving the coding map, to the setting
of dynamics on homogenous self-similar sets satisfying the strong separation condition and
for which the corresponding Gibbs measures are assumed to be non-uniform. Although

not explicitly mentioned, in the same spirit the examples from [2, Section 1| can also be
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naturally transferred across and when specialised to the middle-third Cantor we obtain
the following concrete example that shows that (1.17) is not true for any self-conformal
system.

Example ABB. Let ® = {¢1,92}, T and K be as in Example 7.1. Recall, K is the
standard middle-third Cantor. Now let u be the weighted Cantor measure associated with
the probability vector (py, ps) with p; # ps. Let o > 0 and ¢, (n) = 3~l@lesn) f

1 1
<a<

—(pylog py + p2log pa) —log(p? + p3)’

then
D Ba(ta)) =00 but  p(R(¥a)) =0.

Remark 1.5. To be precise, in the above example, y := p o 7! where u is the Bernoulli
measure on LN := {1, 2} associated with the probability vector (py, ps) with p; # p, and
7 : 3N — K is the coding map associated to ® (see (2.19) for the definition).

A straightforward consequence of Example ABB is that for g—almost all x € X
00 N
1Bzpu ) (T
Z 1B@pam)(T"r) < 1 andso  lim anlN Basbam) (1) =0
s Nzoo S et (B ()
In other words, even though the limit is a constant for py—almost all z € X, it is not one
(cf. Claim F). Note that Examples 7.1 and 7.2 show that Claim F is false even when
u(R(1)) =1 and that for p-almost all z € K, the limit under consideration is dependent
on x and thus not a constant; that is to say that Claim F is false on a large scale!

Given that Claim F is false, it is natural to attempt to establish an appropriate “mod-
ified” statement that is true for the full range of dynamical systems under consideration
(namely, self-conformal systems). Such a statement would obviously follow on establish-
ing the analogue of Theorem 1.4 for recurrent sets. Indeed, this is the ultimate goal as
it would provide an asymptotic result with an error term. With this in mind, in order to
state our first main result (for recurrent sets) we need to introduce a particular function
that will determine the appropriate setup and thus the asymptotic behaviour. As usual,
let (@, K, i, T) be a self-conformal system and a ¢ : R — Rx( be a real, positive function.
Then for each n € N, we define the function

ta(r) =ta(,1) : K - Ry
by
th(x) =t,(x,¢) :==1inf {r > 0: u(B(x,r)) > (n)} (1.18)
if 1p(n) < 1 and we put ¢,(x) equal to the diameter of the bounded set K otherwise. With

the definition of ¢,, in mind, Theorem 1.2 enables us to establish the following analogue
of Theorem 1.4 for recurrent sets.

Theorem 1.5. Let (9, K, i1, T) be a self-conformal system on R and let ) : R — Rx
be a real positive function such that ¥(x) — 0 as x — oo. Furthermore, for n € N let
tn 1 K — Rxg be given by (1.18). Then for any € > 0, we have

N

> U0y (T7%) = W(N) + O (W(N) 2 1ogh (w(N))) (1.19)

n=1
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for p-almost all x € K, where

U(N) =) (n). (1.20)

Remark 1.6. Several comments are in order.

(i)

(i)

(iv)

It turns out (see Lemma 7.3 in Section 7.1) that for all x € K and all sufficiently
large n € N

p(B(x, 1, (x))) = ¢(n). (1.21)
Thus, up to an additive constant, the sum (1.20) is simply the sum of the u-
measure of the “target balls” B(x,t,(x)) associated with the modified counting
function appearing on the left hand side of (1.19). In short, if the measure p is
non-uniform then the measure of a ball B(x,r) depends on its location x and not
just its radius r. In order to take this into account, for n large, the radii of the
target balls within the framework of Theorem 1.5 are adjusted so that they all
have the same measure (namely 1(n)) regardless of location.

Let Rn(x, N; 1) denote the modified counting function appearing on the left hand
side of (1.19). Then by definition,

Ry(x,N;¢) =#{1<n<N:x€ R, ()},

where R, (1)) = {x € K :T"x € B(x,t,(x))}. It turns out (see Lemma 7.5 in
Section 7.1) that there exists a constant 0 < v < 1 such that

p(Ra(¥)) = (n) + 0(y").
The upshot of this and the equality (1.21) appearing in (i) above is that the sum
(1.20) appearing in the theorem and the measure sums >~ ju(B(x,t,(x))) and
25:1 M(Rn(w)) are all equal up to an additive constant.

The theorem is valid for any self-conformal system on R?. The price we seemingly
have to pay for this generality is that the radii of the target balls B(x,t,(x))
associated with the modified counting function E’n(x, N; ) are dependant on their
centres x € K. This is clearly unlike the situation for the “pure” counting function
R, (x, N;1) for which we know that Claim F is false for all self-conformal systems.

A simple consequence of Theorem 1.5 is the following asymptotic statement that
“fixes” Claim F: Let (®, K, i, T) be a self-conformal system on RY and let ¢ : R —
R>¢ be a real positive function such that >~ 1(n) diverges. Then for pi-almost

< N ]]
=1 B(X,tn (x jn}(

N
Note that in view of the discussion in (ii) above this “corrected” statement simply
corresponds to Claim F in which the counting function R, (x, N;1)) is replaced by

the modified counting function R, (x, N;1) and with R, () replaced by R, (1).

Recently, under various growth conditions on the function 1, Persson [(3] has
proved a result in a similar vein to (1.22) for a large class of dynamical systems
with exponential decay of correlations on the unit interval. Subsequently, his work
(with the various growth conditions) was extended by Sponheimer [70] to more
general dynamical systems including Axiom A diffeomorphisms. We stress that

Theorem 1.5, which implies (1.22), is free of growth conditions on ¢ and provides
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an essentially optimal error term. At the point of completing this paper, the
preprint [6] of Persson & Sponheimer appeared. In this, under a ‘short return
time assumption’ and ‘3-fold exponential decay’ they essentially remove the growth
conditions on 1 imposed in their previous works.

Even though Theorem 1.5 is in some sense a “complete” result, it fails to directly deal
with the main purpose of Claim F. Indeed, it remains highly desirable to obtain asymptotic
information regarding the behaviour of the “pure” counting function (1.15) in which the
radii of the target balls are independent of their centres. We reiterate that this is not the
case within the framework of Theorem 1.5. In short, our second main result (for recurrent
sets) shows that we are in good shape for systems with Gibbs measures equivalent to
restricted Hausdorff measures H7|x. Here and throughout, we say that Borel measures u
and v on a metric space (X, d) are equivalent if there exists a constant C' > 1 such that
C~'w(FE) < u(F) < Cv(E) for any Borel subset £ C X. For reasons outlined above, the
following is a more desirable analogue of Theorem 1.4 than Theorem 1.5 — even though
it does not cover all self-conformal systems.

Theorem 1.6. Let (®, K, pu,T) be a self-conformal system on RY with p being a Gibbs
measure equivalent to H™|x where 7 := dimg K. Let ¢ : R — Rxq be a real positive
function such that ¢¥(z) — 0 as © — oo. Then for any € > 0, we have

> Ui (T7%) = D (B, w(n)) + O (W(N)2(l0g W(N))3+)  (1.23)
for ,u—al;wst allx € K, whe're_
U(N) =) (n). (1.24)

Note that the theorem shows that for p-almost all x € K| the asymptotic behaviour of
the counting function R(x, N;1) is determined by the behaviour of the measure sum

> u(B(x,4(n)), (1.25)

which, a priori, is dependant on z. The point is that if the measure p is non-uniform,
the measure of the “target balls” B(x,1(n)) associated with R(x, N;1) depends on z.
This is unlike the situation in the shrinking target framework in which the measure of
the “target balls” B(y,,1(n)) associated with the counting function W(x, N; Y, 1) are
independent of x. On a slightly different but related note, we point out that the Gibbs
measures associated with the explicit counterexamples (Examples 7.1 & 7.2) to Claim F
satisfy the conditions of Theorem 1.6. Thus, the p-measure sum (1.25) can not in general
coincide with the p-measure sum involving the sets R, (1) associated with the recurrent
limsup set R(v)). However, it is the case (see Lemma 7.9) that the sums (1.24), (1.25)

and 30 (R, (1)) are all comparable?; that is

> (B, v(n) = Y u(Ra(w)) =< D e(n). (1.26)

Thus, Theorem 1.6 implies the following corollary which validates (1.17) whenever p is
equivalent to HT|.

2For the sake of comparison, recall that in the setting of Theorem 1.5 the analogous three sums are
asymptotically equivalent (see comment (ii) in Remark 1.6).
13



Corollary 1.2. Let (®, K, i, T) be a self-conformal system on R? with u being a Gibbs
measure equivalent to H™|x where 7 := dimg K. Let ¢ : R — Rxq be a real positive
function. Then

0 Zf EZOZI ’l/}<n)T < o0,
i (R()) = (1.27)
i Y (n) = oo

In the case = H"|x , Corollary 1.2 coincides with the main result of Baker & Farmer
in [3].

We now consider a special case of Theorem 1.6 in which the Gibbs measure is absolutely
continuous with respect to d-dimensional Lebesgue measure £¢. For convenience, let
cq = L4 (B (0, 1)) and suppose that y is a Gibbs measure equivalent to £%|x with density
function h. Then, the Lebesgue density theorem implies that for pu-almost all x € K

u(Bx (n)) = (h(x) + e0(x)) - catb(n)?, (1.28)

where €,(x) — 0 as n — oo. The upshot of this is the following rewording of Theorem 1.6
for absolutely continuous measures.

Corollary 1.3. Let (®,K,u,T) be a self-conformal system on RY and suppose that
dimy K = d. Let u be a Gibbs measure equivalent to L%k with density function h.
Let ¢ : R — Rxq be a real positive function such that ¥(x) — 0 as x — oo. Then for any
e >0, we have

> L) (17%) = h(x)T(N) + ca D e(x)th(n)?

+ 0 (qf(N)l/2(1og \I!(N))3+€> . (1.29)

for p-almost all x € K, where U(N) = ¢; 3N 4p(n)? and €,(x) = 0 as n — oo
satisfies (1.28).

Note that in general we do not have any information regarding the rate at which
€n(x) — 0, so it is not possible to compare the size of the second and third terms appearing
on the right hand side of (1.29). However, if 4 = £? then €,(x) = 0 for all n € N and
x € K and so the second term is zero. With this in mind, it follows that Corollary 1.3
is in line with the main result established in [50] for piecewise linear maps of [0,1]%.
Furthermore, with Theorem 1.2 at our disposal, the implied asymptotic statement

N n
iy 2on=1 LG (T7%)
Nn—00 \D(N)

= h(z) for p-almost all x € K, (1.30)

can be directly derived from the recent impressive work of He [30]. In short, He obtains
(1.30) for a class of measure-preserving systems for which u is exponentially mixing and
absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure.

Remark 1.7. It is worth pointing out that in the case p is equivalent to H™| g, Theorem 1.5
can be utilized to explicitly obtain information regarding the behaviour of the counting
function (1.15). In order to state precisely what exactly can be obtained, we need to

introduce the following notion of upper and lower densities. Let ¢ : R — R, be a real
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positive function. Then, for each 7 > 0, each probability measure 1 on R% and each
x € R?, we define the 7-lower and 7-upper densities of i at x associated with v by

. (B(x,9(n))) ) : 1(B(x,1(n)))
O (u, Y, x) = liminf —————=, O™ (u,¥,x) = limsup ——————.
o) = By ) =y
With this in mind, the following can be deduced directly from Theorem 1.5. Clearly, it is

a much weaker statement than Theorem 1.6. For the sake of completeness we will provide
the details of its deduction from Theorem 1.5 in Section 7.3.

Theorem 1.7. Let (®, K, 1, T) be a self-conformal system on R with p being a Gibbs
measure equivalent to H™ |k where 7 := dimg K. Let ¢ : R — Rsq be a real positive
function such that ¥ (x) — 0 as x — oo and assume that y - 1(n)" diverges. Then, for
p-almost all x € K

O ¢, %) _ . . fEle L p(x,p(n) (1"%)
O (1 0.x) — Nom YV (B, v(n)))
: Y onet Ly (T7X) _ ©77 (11,1, %)
<1 < .
= e Y B d(n) O %)

(1.31)

It can be verified that this significantly weaker form of Theorem 1.6 is enough to imply
Corollary 1.2 and also Corollary 1.3 without the error term.

We bring this section to an end with a brief discussion concerning the recurrent prob-
lem beyond self-conformal systems, or rather beyond the structure inherited by such
systems. In view of Theorem A, we know that exponential mixing underpins the asymp-
totic behaviour of the counting function within the setup of the shrinking target problem.
Currently, we see no obvious counterexample that shows that this is not enough within
the recurrent framework. Adding a safety net, by restricting to Hausdorff measures, it
remains plausible that the following “strengthening” of Theorem 1.6 is true. In short it
would suggest that the key aspect of the system under consideration is that it is expo-
nentially mixing and nothing else.

Claim T. Let (X,B,u,T) be a measure-preserving dynamical system in R® with p being
a T-Ahlfors reqular measure where 7 := dimy X. Let C be a collection of balls in R? and
suppose that 1 is exponentially-mizing with respect to (T,C). Let b : R — R>q be a real
positive function such that ¥ (x) — 0 as © — oco. Then, for any given € > 0, we have that

N
3 Lot (T7) = W(N. %) + O (W(N. ) log} (w(. )
n=1

N
for p-almost all x € K, where ¥(N,x) = ZM(B(X,’(/}(TL)))

n=1

Several comments are in order.

(i) It is easily versified that within the setup of self-conformal systems, the notion of
p being equivalent to H™|x and p being 7-Ahlfors regular coincide (for the details,
see the proof of Theorem 2.7 in [27]). In general, we only have that the latter
implies the former.
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(ii) Clearly, under the assumption that p is a 7-Ahlfors regular measure as in Claim T,
we can replace the quantity W(NV, z) by ZnN:1 1 (n)” in the error term (as in The-
orem 1.6) and thus making it independent of x € K. The reason that we have
not done this is that there is a possibility that the conclusion of the claim is true
without the Ahlfors regular assumption and in such generality the error may de-
pend on x € K; that is to say that W(V, z) may not be comparable to a sum that
is independent of x.

(iii) With the previous comment in mind, it is worth pointing out that (1.26) is in fact
true under the hypothesis of Claim T (see |11, Lemma 2.5]). Indeed, it is easily
checked that all that is essentially required to establish (1.26) is that p is 7-Ahlfors
regular and that p is exponentially-mixing.

Even if Claim T turns out to be false, it does not rule out the following strengthening of
Corollary 1.2 which is of independent interest.

Claim 0-1. Let (X,B,u,T) be a measure-preserving dynamical system in R with p
being a T-Ahlfors reqular measure where T := dimy X. Let C be a collection of balls in R?
and suppose that 1 is exponentially-mizing with respect to (T,C). Let ¢ : R — Rsq be a
real positive function. Then

0 Zf EZOZI ’l/}<n)7— < o0,
p(R(Y)) = (1.32)
Lodf 3202 v(n)" = oo

As already mentioned, currently we see no obvious counterexample that shows that
Claim T is false, let alone a counterexample to Claim 0-1.

Remark 1.8. As mentioned in the discussion leading up to Claim T, the actual statement
of the claim is erring on the side of caution. Indeed, we see no obvious counter example
to either Claim T or Claim 0-1 even if we remove the assumption that the measure p is
Ahlfors regular. Obviously, without the latter assumption, in Claim 0-1 we would replace
the sum appearing in (1.32) by >.>° u(B(x,%(n))). It is worth pointing out that a
relatively painless calculation shows that within the context of Example ABB, we have
that

S (Bl wa(n))) < oo

for p-almost all x € K (see Proposition C.1 in Appendix C for the details). Thus,
Example ABB is not a counterexample to the bolder statement in which the Ahlfors
regular assumption is dropped. Finally, at the very basic level, as far as we are aware, it
is not known whether or not p(R(v)) satisfies a zero-one law; i.e. p(R(¢)) =0 or 1.

1.4. Organizations of the paper. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2,
we introduce the background knowledge, including concepts and basic results regarding
conformal maps, conformal iterated function schemes and Ruelle operators on symbolic
spaces and self-conformal sets. In Section 3, we prove Theorem 1.3 in a more general
framework that does not require the open set condition (by defintion, this is implicit in
the framework of a self-conformal system). In addition, with reference to Remark 1.3, we
provide a counterexample to Kdenmaéki’s result in dimension two. In Section 4, we prove
Theorem 1.1 by utilizing the exponentially mixing property for cylinder sets. Sections 5
& 6 are devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2 - our main result. In Section 7, we establish

the statements presented in Section 1.3 regarding the applications of Theorem 1.2 to the
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recurrent problem for self-conformal dynamical systems. This involves establishing a more
versatile form of the standard quantitative Borel-Cantelli Lemma.

2. SELF CONFORMAL SYSTEMS: THE PRELIMINARIES

For convenience, various pieces of notation that are frequently used throughout the
paper are listed below:

e d > 1 is an integer.

e For any x = (71,...,74) € R, denote by |x| := (2} + - + 22)"/? the Euclidean
norm of x.

o If Ais a d x d real matrix, the maximal norm of A is denoted by
|A] = sup {]Ax]| : [x| = 1}.

e For a function f € C*(2) on an open set Q C R?, the symbol f/(x) represents the
Jacobian matrix of f at x € 2. It is also common to use the notation Dy f.

e The diameter of a set £ C R? under the Euclidean norm is denoted by |E|, and
we write E for the closure of F in the topology induced by this norm.

e For any x € R" and r > 0, we use B(x,r) to denote the open ball centered at x
with radius r under the Euclidean norm.

2.1. Conformal maps.

Definition 2.1. Let Q C R? be an open set. We say that f € C1(Q) is conformal on
if f is injective and

fx)#0 and |(fx))=If)]-lyl, VxeQ VyeR™

Let 2 C R? be a connected open set. We shall recall the rigidity of conformal maps
on . When d = 1, amap f : © — R is a conformal map if and only if f € C1(Q)
and f'(z) # 0 for all z € Q. When d = 2, if we view R? as the complex plane C,
then an injective map f : 2 — C is conformal if and only if f is holomorphic (or anti-
holomorphic) on 2. When d > 3, by Liouville’s theorem (see [33, Section 3.8|), a map
f: Q2 — R%is conformal if and only if it is a restriction to Q of a Mobius transformation
on R =R U {o0}, that is

c

f(x)=b+

-A(x — a),

x —alf

where a,b € R% ¢ € R, € € {0,2} and A is a d x d orthogonal matrix. We end this section
with the following useful result.

Lemma 2.1. Let d > 2 be an integer and let Q C R? be a bounded connected open set.
Suppose { fu}nen 1s a sequence of conformal maps on 2 such that:

(i) there exists C > 1 so that for any n > 1 we have
Clx—yl < [fux) = fu¥)] < Clx—yl.  VxyeQ

(ii) { fn}nen is uniformly bounded on ; that is to say that there exists M > 0 so that
for any n > 1 we have

X <M,  VxeQ,
17



Then, there exist a subsequence {f,.} € {fn} and a conformal map g on Q such that
fne = g uniformly on €.

Proof. Let {f,}nen satisfy the above conditions (i) and (ii). Then by the Arzela—Ascoli
Theorem, there exist a subsequence {f,, } C {f,.} and a continuous map g : Q — R? such
that f,, — ¢ uniformly on 2. We now show that g is conformal. When d = 2, we view
R? as the complex plane C and it follows from [19, Theorem III 1.3] that g is holomorphic
on €. By condition (i), we know that ¢’(z) # 0 for all z € 2 and hence g is conformal.

If d > 3, then {f,}.en is a sequence of Mdbius maps on R Moreover, by combining
condition (i) and [33, Corollary 3.6.6], the sequence {f, },en is @ normal family over R,
So we can assume that f, — ¢ uniformly on R? under the chordal metric (see [33, Page

7] for the definition of chordal metric). Finally, we conclude that ¢ is a Mobius map by
means of [33, Theorem 3.6.7] and thus conformal. O

2.2. C'* conformal IFS. Let d > 1 be an integer. In this section, we introduce the
definition of a C'* conformal IFS on R? and bring together some simple but useful
properties that are frequently used throughout the paper.

Definition 2.2. Let Q C R? be an open set and o > 0. Given a function f : Q — R
we say that f € C'T*(Q) if f € C*(Q) and f’ is a-Holder continuous on ); that is, there
exists some constant C' > 0 such that

=1 < Clx—y[*,  Vx yeQ.

Definition 2.3. Fix an integer m > 2. We say that ® = {¢;}1<j<m is a conformal IFS
on R? if there exists a bounded connected open set  C R? such that each map ; is an
injective and contractive conformal map on € satisfying

;(Q) CQ and 0 < inf |pi(x)] < sup|ej(x)] < 1. (2.1)
xeQ x€N

In particular, we say that ® is a C'™* conformal IFS if each ¢; (j = 1,2,...,m) above
belongs to C1(Q).

It is well known (Hutchinson [12]) that there is a unique compact set K C Q such that
K =Jes(K). 2.2)
j=1

We call this set K the self-conformal set generated by ®. In particular, we say that &
satisfies the open set condition (OSC) if there is a nonempty open set V' C € such that
©;(V) CVand ;(V)Ng;(V) =0 for any i # j € {1,...,m}.

Here and throughout, let ¥ := {1,2,...,m} denote a finite alphabet composed of m
elements. For any n € N, the set X" consists of all words of length n over ¥, while >*
represents the collection of all finite words as follows

==
k>1

Given a word I = ;...i,,, we define the associated map ¢; as the composition

Pr =@ O 0,
and let

K] = QO[(K)
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denote the images of K under ;. The length of a finite word I € ¥* is denoted by |I|.

The cylinder set associated with I =14, - - - 7,, is defined as

1] = {J = (o) €SV g1 =i,y ju = in}.

Additionally, the composition of two finite words [ = iyiy- - -4, and J = j1jo - - - jg is given

by
IJ =iy inj1 - Ji-

The following statements hold for any C*** conformal IFS on R%:
e There exists C; > 1 such that
[Pi(x)] < Crlei(y)l,  Vx,y €Q, VIe€X,
and hence
Crlleill < ler@)| < Cillerll, VxeQ, VIex,
where || f'|| := sup,cq | f'(x)|. For a proof, see [61, Lemma 2.1]|.
e There exists a bounded open set U C () and a constant Cy > 1 such that
TCa oU)CU  (j=12..m)
and
Cyl el - Ix =yl < ler(x) —ery)| < ol - 1x — ]
for all x,y € U and all I € ¥*. For a proof, see [(1, Lemma 2.2]|.
e It follows directly from (2.5) that there exists C5 > 1 such that
Csllleill < 1Kil < Csllerll,  VIex.
Therefore, on letting
k= max {||¢}]| : 1 < j <m},
we have that

|B&¢ S C&/ﬂlh VJ>E P

e By (2.4) and (2.6) and the fact that the equality
[(f o 9)x)| = [f(9&))] - |9 (x)|

(2.5)

(2.7)

(2.8)

holds for any x € (2 and any pair of conformal mappings f, g : 2 — €2, there exists

Cy > 1 such that
CUUNKG| K| < |Kpy| < Cy|Kf||K,|, VI,Je X

(2.9)

Remark 2.1. With reference to Definition 2.3, it can be verified that the second condition

in (2.1) can be weakened to the statement: there exists ng € N such that

0 < inf |¢}(x)] < suplp)j(x)| < 1, VIeXm.
x€eN xeQ

(2.10)

without effecting the results obtained in this paper. In other words, our theorems hold for
the corresponding larger class of self conformal systems coming from the self-conformal

IFS {¢1}1esmo. For a concrete example of this see Remark 7.1.
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Remark 2.2. Let @ = {p; : Q = Q}1<j<m be a conformal IFS (not necessarily C'*%) on
R? with d > 2. It is easy to find a bounded connected open set U C € such that

UcQ, @U)cU (j=12,..,m).
Then, by [57, Proposition 4.2.1], each ¢; (j = 1,2,...,m) is C*** on U with o = 1.

2.3. Ruelle operators on symbolic spaces. In this section, we introduce Ruelle op-
erators on symbolic spaces. Fix an integer m > 2, let ¥ = {1,2,...,m}. Define a metric
on XN as

dist(I, J) := m~SP2L0=iuin=itt T — iy J = j1jp - € BN (2.11)

where we set sup ) := 0 and m~> := 0. It is well known that dist(-,-) is an ultrametric

and that (XN dist) is a compact metric space. Let o : 3N — YN be the shift map on ¥V,
that is U(il’iQ . ) = igig -« for any il’iQ s € EN.
Given g € C(ZV), we define S : C(ZV) — C(ZN) to be the Ruelle operator with
potential g by setting
SHI) = Y g(f(),  vfecEY), vIexnV,
Jeo—1(I)
It can be verified that the iterates of S can be written as

S'fI) = Y g"(NfT),  VneN VfecoEh), viexh,

Jeo—1(I)
where g™ (1) := g(I)g(ol)--- g(c" 1) for I € XN, For any f € C(ZV), let
1fllo = sup [f(I)].
IexN

The norm of S is defined as
IS]l :=sup {[|Sflloc : f € C(EY), [ flloc = 1}

It is clear that ||S]|,, < m|/g|l~ and hence S is a bounded linear operator on the Banach
space (C(XN),[|]l..)- We define the spectral radius of S as

R:= lim ||S™||}/". (2.12)
n—oo
This limit exists since ||S™"||w < [|S™|oollS™ ||l (s€€ [25, Corollary 1.3]).

Let M(ZY) be the collection of all finite Borel signed measures. By the Riesz Repre-
sentation Theorem [31, Theorem 7.17|, we know that M (XN) can be viewed as the dual
space of C'(XY). We then define the dual operator S* : M(XY) — M(ZN) of S by setting

(S*v, f) =, Sf) (2.13)
for any v € M(XV) and f € C(ZV), where (v, f) := / [ dv.

)

Let 8 > 0. Denote by C?(XV) the collection of all 3-Holder continuous functions. We
are now in the position to introduce Ruelle’s Theorem. In short, it provides us with the
existence of ‘good’ measures on LN,

Theorem 2.1 (Ruelle [10, Theorem 1.5]). Let 8 > 0, let g : ¥Y — Roq be a positive [3-
Hélder continuous function, let S be the Ruelle operator with potential g and let R be the
spectral radius of S. Then, there exist unique positive h € C#(XN) and Borel probability
measure v € M(ZN) such that

Sh=Rh, S*v= Ry, / h dv =1. (2.14)
>N
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The theorem naturally enables us to define “good” measures on symbolic spaces.

Definition 2.4 (Gibbs measure on ¥N). Let 3 > 0, let g : ¥ — R.y be a positive
B-Hélder continuous function and let S be the Ruelle operator with potential g. Let h be
the eigenfunction of & and v be the eigenmeasure of S as in (2.14). We define the Gibbs
measure i with respect to the 5-Hélder potential g (or briefly, a Gibbs measure when [
and g are not explicitly relevant) on XN by

dp :=h dv.
We now list various useful elementary properties regarding the Gibbs measure u:

e Let S denote the normalized Ruelle operator; that is

S N . 1 g-h
Sf(I) : Je;(l)g(J)f(J) where g : 7 hoo"
Then we have
S1=1 and S*u=p. (2.15)
e (i is o-invariant.
e (Gibbs property) There exists C5 > 1 such that
C'g10(I) < () < C5g0(),  VIes, vJell. (2.16)
e (quasi-Bernoulli property) There exists Cg > 1 such that
Co 'p([Iu(T]) < u(1T]) < Cop(IDu([I]), VI, Jex" (2.17)

The identity (2.15) and the o-invariance of p can be verified directly by definition. For
a proof of the inequality (2.16), we refer to [17]. The quasi-Bernoulli property follows
from (2.16) and the fact that g0 (J,) < glD(J,) for any I € ¥* and any Jy, J, € [I].
The latter, can be proved by making use of the fact that g is positive and the S-Holder
continuity of log g.

The following well-known result states that any Gibbs measure on XN exhibits expo-
nentially decay of correlations for S-Holder continuous functions. To state the result, we
define the S-Holder norm for f € C#(XV) as

£l = ||f||m+sup{%

Theorem 2.2 ([10, Theorem 1.6]). Let 8 > 0 and let u be a Gibbs measure with respect
to a B-Holder potential on XN. Then there exist C > 0 and v € (0,1) such that

[ toaan= [ fiaw [ pau < ol [ 15lan
»N »N »N N
for any f1 € CA(XN), any fo € L' (u) and any n € N.

:I,JEZN,I;&J}.

The authors in [20] utilized Theorem 2.2 to prove the following result which says that
any Gibbs measure on XV is exponentially mixing with respect to (o, C), where C is the
collection of all balls in XV,

Theorem 2.3 (|20, Proposition 7.2|). Let u be a Gibbs measure on ¥N. Then there exist
C >0 andy e (0,1) such that

(I No™F) = u([IDu(F)| < Cy"u(F)

for any I € ¥*, any measurable set F C XN and any n € N.
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This concludes our discussion concerning Ruelle operators and associated Gibbs mea-
sures on symbolic spaces. We now turn our attention to Ruelle operators on self-conformal
sets.

2.4. Ruelle operators on C'*® conformal IFS. Let m € Nsy, let d € N, let a > 0
and let o/ > 0. Throughout this section, let

= {p;: Q= Qhgjcm
be a O'*® conformal IFS on R? let K C R? be the self-conformal set generated by ®,
and let
{95+ () = Rootigj<m
be positive o’-Holder continuous functions. Define the Ruelle operator £ : C(K) — C(K)
with potentials {g;}1<j<m by setting
(L) () =D 95 (9;(3)) ] (195(x)) (2.18)

j=1

where f € C(K) and x € K. The spectral radius of L is defined similarly as in (2.12)
with S replaced by £ and XV replaced by K. Let M(K) be the collection of all finite
Borel signed measures on K. The dual operator L* : M(K) — M(K) corresponding
to L is defined similarly as in (2.13). We now construct the Ruelle operator S on the
symbolic space XN = {1, ..., m}" associated with £ via the functions {g;}1<j<m. In turn,
we investigate the relationship between the two operators £ and S.

Fix xo € K. The coding map associated to ®, denoted by 7 : ¥N — K, is defined as
follows:

w(I) = nh_)rgo @i, 0 0 (Xg) where I =iyiy-- € XN (2.19)

The above limit exists since the maps ¢; (1 < 7 < m) are contractive, and its value is
independent of the choice of xo € K. The Ruelle operator S : C(XV) — C(XV) associated
with {g;}1<j<m (or equivalently induced by L) is defined by

Sf)y = Y gf(J) VfeCE"), viexh, (2.20)
Jeo—1(I)
where we set

g(I) =g (n(D)),  VI=iriz- - €T

A direct calculation yields that g is a S-Holder continuous function on YN, where

/
—a'l
B = —a 08k and ~ € (0,1) is asin (2.7).
logm
It turns out that £ and S should have some relations. Indeed, it can be verified that the
operators £ and § are naturally related via the coding map in the following manner:

S(fom)=(Lf)om VfeCK). (2.21)
With this at hand, one can show that £ and & share the same spectral radius which we
denote by R. According to Theorem 2.1, there exist unique positive b € C*(XV) and
Borel probability measure v € M (V) such that
Sh=Rh, S'v=Rv, / hdv =1. (2.22)
>N
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In [27], Fan and Lau established the existence and uniqueness of the eigenfunction and
eigenmeasure of the operator £ and also revealed their respective relationship to h and
v. More precisely, this is summarised by the following statement. Clearly the first part is
the analogue of Theorem 2.1 for self-conformal sets.

Theorem 2.4 ([27, Proof of Theorem 1.1; Theorem 2.2|). Let £ be a Ruelle operator
defined as in (2.18), and let R be the spectral radius of L. Let S be the Ruelle operator
on XN induced by L (see (2.20)), and let h € CP(XY) and v € M(XN) be as in (2.22).
Then we have:

(i) There exist unique positive h € C(K) and Borel probability measure v € M(K)
such that

Lh=Rh, L'v=Ruv, /hdyzl.
K

(i) Let h and v be the function and measure obtained in (i). Then

h=hor and v=vorn '.

(iii) Let v be the measure obtained in (i). If ® (the IFS) satisfies the open set condition
(OSC), then for all I,J € ¥* with |I| = |J| and I # J we have that

I/(KIQKJ):O.

In the same way that Theorem 2.1 enables us to naturally define “good” measures on
symbolic spaces, the above theorem enables us to define “good” measures on self-conformal
sets.

Definition 2.5 (Gibbs measure on K). Let o/ > 0, let {g; : ¢;(Q2) = Roo}i<j<m be
positive o’-Holder continuous functions and let £ be the Ruelle operator with respect to
{9;}1<j<m as defined by (2.18). Let h be the eigenfuction of £ and v be the eigenmeasure
of £ as in part (i) of Theorem 2.4. We define the Gibbs measure p with respect to the
o'-Hdolder potentials {g;}1<j<m (or briefly, a Gibbs measure) on K by

dp :=h dv. (2.23)

Now let ;2 be the Gibbs measure with respect to the o/-Holder potentials {g;}1<j<m.
In turn, let A € C(XY) and v € M(XY) be the eigenfunction and eigenmeasure of the
Ruelle operator S associated with {g;}1<j<m (see (2.22)), and let du := h dv be the Gibbs
measure on LV with respect to the S-Hélder potential g (see Definition 2.4). Then, as a
consequence of part (ii) of Theorem 2.4, we have that

p=pom ' (2.24)

The upshot is that any Gibbs measure  on K is an image measure of a Gibbs measure
4 on the symbolic space XN under the coding map.

In the following, we assume that & satisfies the OSC. Let K be the set of points with
unique symbolic representation; that is

K = {xe K:#(r'(x)) =1}.
Then by part (iii) of Theorem 2.4, we have that

pu(K°) = 0. (2.25)
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With this in mind, consider the map 7" : R? — R? defined by

roocom '(x) if xe€K,
T(x):= B (2.26)
x if x¢ K.

By (2.24), (2.25) and the o-invariance of y (see Section 2.3), it can be verified that p is T-
invariant. Indeed, since = pon~ !, then (2.25) implies that u((7 'K)¢) = 0. Moreover,
by the definitions of K and T, we have that

KNT'F=x"'"Kno '(x"'F)

for any p-measurable set ' C RY. This together with the fact that p is o-invariant in
mind, implies that

WT7'F) = p(KNT7'F)

(r 'K Nno ' (x 'F))
= (o~ (n'F))

= wr'F)

= p(F)

as desired. Next, given any n € N, any I € &* and any p-measurable subset F' C R?, the
following relation follows directly via the definitions of K and T

I
=

a7l <KI NT"FnN f{) —[[Ino"(r'F)n= K.
Then on using (2.25), we find that
p(KiNT"F) =p(IJNno ™z 'F)). (2.27)
In particular, if we put F' = K in (2.27), it follows that
WKy = u(l),  VIes. (2.28)
The upshot of the above is that on combining (2.24), (2.27), (2.28) with the o-invariance
of u and Theorem 2.3, we obtain the following statement that plays a crucial role in the

proof of Theorem 1.1. It can be viewed as the the analogue of Theorem 2.3 for self-
conformal sets.

Corollary 2.1. Let ® be a C'T* conformal IFS satisfying the OSC on R?, let K be the
self-conformal set generated by ®, let p be a Gibbs measure supported on K and let T be
defined as in (2.26). Then there exist C' > 0 and v € (0,1) such that

(WK NT"F) = p(Kp)u(F)| < Cy"p(F)

for anyn > 1, any I € ¥* and any p-measurable set FF C RY.

For the sake of completeness, we end this section by describing two concrete and well
known examples of Gibbs measures on self-conformal sets K. The first example shows
that any self-similar measure is a Gibbs measure. The second example shows the existence
of Gibbs measures that are equivalent to the restricted Hausdorff measure on K.
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Example 2.1. Let ® = {¢}1<j<,n be a self-similar IFS on R? and K be the self-similar
set generated by ®. Let p = (p1, ..., pm) be a probability vector. Then p induces on K

the self-similar measure
p=> pipoe;’
j=1

Let £ : C(K) — C(K) be the Ruelle operator defined by

= pif ()

Then a straightforward calculation shows that the spectral radius of £ is 1 and
L1=1 and L'u=p.

The upshot is that any self-similar measure is a Gibbs measure.

Example 2.2. Let ® = {¢,}1<j<m be a C'** conformal IFS on R? satisfying the OSC,
and let K be the self-conformal set generated by ®. Let 7 := dimy K. Let £ : C(K) —
C(K) be the the Ruelle operator defined by

leo] ) f(05(x)).

Then by [27, Theorems 2.7 and 2.9], the spectral radius of £ is 1 and the unique eigen-
measure v € M(K) (the existence is guaranteed by part (i) of Theorem 2.4) is given by
the normalized restricted Hausdorff measure

_ Mk
HT(K)
By definition, the corresponding Gibbs measure y is given by du = h dv for some positive
continuous function h € C(K) and it is easily verified that there exists C' > 1 such that

C'H™(E) < u(E) < CH™(E) for all Borel sets £ C K.

In other words, p is equivalent to H7 |k - the restricted Hausdorff measure on K.

which satisfies L'v=v.

3. SELF-CONFORMAL SETS: RIGIDITY WITHOUT SEPARATION CONDITIONS AND THE
PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.3. As alluded in Remark 1.3, and indeed
the title of this section, we will in fact prove a stronger statement that does not require
the OSC assumption that is implicit in the definition of a self-conformal system. Let p
be a Borel probability measure on the symbolic space ¥V = {1,2,...,m}. Recall, that
(XN dist) is a compact metric space where dist is given by (2.11). With this in mind, we
say that p is doubling if there exists C' > 1 such that

0 < u(B(I,2r)) <Cu(B(I,r)) < oo vIiex™ and r>0.

It can be verified that this standard definition is equivalent to the statement that there
exists n € (0,1) such that

w([I7]) > m-p(L]) V ITe€e¥ and 1<j<m, (3.1)
where [Ij] denotes the cylinder set

{J:jljz"' EENijljz“'jm =1, j|1|+1=j}-
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A direct consequence of (2.17) is that any Gibbs measure on ¥V is doubling and so the
following statement implies Theorem 1.3.

Proposition 3.1. Let ® = {¢; }1<j<m be a C'* conformal IFS (without any separation
condition) on R® with d > 2, let K be the self-conformal set generated by ® and let 7 be the
coding map (see (2.19) ). Let u be a doubling Borel probability measure on XN = {1,..., m}"
and pp = pom L. Given any { € {1,...,d — 1}, then one of the following statements hold:

(i) W(K N M) =0 for any (-dimensional C* submanifold M C RY;

(ii) K is contained in a (-dimensional affine subspace or (-dimensional geometric
sphere;

(1ii) K is contained in a finite disjoint union of analytic curves and this may happen
only when d =2 and ¢ = 1.

Before giving the proof we mention a useful generic fact concerning submanifolds of R?
that will be exploited in the course of establishing the proposition. Let ¢ € {1,...,.d — 1}
and let M C R? be a (-dimensional C'' submanifold. Given p € M, there exists an open
set U € M (under the topology of M) with p € U such that we can find a diffeomorphism
¢ : U — p(U) from U into an open subset of R, Let

V= tipU) = U
be the inverse map of ¢ on ¢(U). Then, the tangent space of M at p is given by

T,M = { (¢'(¢(p)))(x) : x € R}. (3.2)

It is easy to check that this definition is independent of the choice of the diffeomorphism
@. In the proof of Proposition 3.1, we will utilize the following simple observation which
follows directly on utilizing Taylor’s formula: For any p € M and any € > 0, there exists
ro = 1o(P, €) > 0 such that for any 0 < r < rg, we have

B(p,r) N M C (p + TpM).,. (3.3)

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Let £ € {1,...,d — 1}. Throughout the proof, we assume that
there exists a ¢-dimensional C' submanifold M C R¢ such that

w(KNM)>0.

With this in mind, the proof boils down to showing that either (ii) or (iii) of Proposition
3.1 hold.

Since = po w1, then in view of the assumption we have that M(W*I(K N M)) > 0.
With this at hand, on combining the doubling property of p with the Lebesgue differ-
entiation theorem for doubling measure |33, Theorem 1.8], it follows that there exists
I =iyiy - € mY(K N M) such that

w(lin -+ i) Na (K N M))

lim , : =1. 3.4
n—00 ﬂ([ll . Zn]) ( )
Throughout, fix I = iyiy - -~ € 7 (K N M) that satisfies (3.4) and let zg := 7(I). Now
with the notation and language of Section 2.2 in mind, for any n € N, let [,, :== 4y - - - i,

and consider the map given by

Va(2) = |l¢7, 17 (2 — ¢1.(20)) + 20, VzER’
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To ease notation, let V := zy + T, M where the last term is the tangent space at zq (see
(3.2) above). We claim that

inf max d (¢, o ¢r,(x),¥n(V)) = 0. (3.5)

neN xeK

For the moment let us assume the validity of (3.5). Then, there exists a subsequence
{ni}r>1 € N such that

max d (¢, o Pl (x), ¥, (V)) =0 as k — +oo. (3.6)

xeEK

Let U C R? be the bounded connected open set appearing above (2.5). Then by (2.5),
we have that

Cyllx —yl < [¥nogr(x) —tnoprn(y) < Cox—yl,  VxyeU YneN

This together with the fact that zg is a fixed point of 1, o ¢, implies that {1, 0 ¢, }nen
is uniformly bounded on U. Therefore, in view of Lemma 2.1 and by passing to a subse-
quence of {1, 0y, }ren, there exists a conformal map f : U — R? such that 1,,, op Ly, = f
uniformly on U. This together with (3.6), implies that

max d(f(x),¢n,(V)) =0 as k— +oo. (3.7)

Now, let A(d,£) be the collection of all ¢-dimensional affine subspaces in R%. Tt is well
known that A(d,?¢) can be viewed as a locally compact metric subspace of REH gee
[56, Section 3.16]. By (3.7) and the compactness of f(K), the sequence {1, (V)}r>1 is
bounded on A(d, ¢). Then by the locally compactness of A(d, ) and passing to a subse-
quence if necessary, we may assume that there exists W € A(d, £) such that v, (V) — W.
This together with (3.7),implies that f(K) C W and hence

KCfH(WnfU).
Recall, that f is conformal, so f~! is also a conformal map on its domain f(U).

o When d > 3, we note that a conformal map in a connected open set can be

extended to a Mébius transformation in R'. Thus, it follows that f~1(W N f(U))
is contained in either a f-dimensional affine subspace of R¢ or a /-dimensional
geometric sphere.

o When d = 2, we note that a conformal map in a connected open set is a holomor-
phic (or anti-holomorphic) map. Thus, it follows that f~(W N f(U)) is contained
in countable many analytic curves. Since K is compact, it follows that K is
contained in at most finitely many analytic curves.

The upshot is that part (ii) or (iii) of Proposition 3.1 hold under the assumption that
(3.5) is valid.
We now prove (3.5). If it is not true, then
do := inf max d(¢n o ¢r, (%), ¥ (V)) > 0.

neN xeK

Therefore, for any n € N, on making use of (2.6), it follows that there exists x,, € K such
that

d(‘Pln (Xn)a V)

e, Nl - d(¥n 0 @1, (%), 10 (V)
> do- ller |

Cio0 - |K1, - (3.8)
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Fix € € (0,C5%6y). Then, by (3.3) there exists N € N such that for all n > N, we have
that

K[nﬂM g B(Zo,‘K[nDﬂM Q <V>5‘K1n" (39)
For any n € N, choose jf )jén) - € 7 (x,). Then for any m € N and n > N, by (2.9)
and (3.8), it follows that

d(K, oo V) = dler, (%), V) = [K) o0 o]

> <C§15o Ci| K. (n)’) | K7, |- (3.10)

Choose mgy € N large enough so that
Cgléo Cy- max }KJ’ > €.

€xmo

Then, it follows that from (3.10) and (3.9), that
(L™ -+ 3] € (L] N7 (K 0 M))°

“JImo

for any n > N. Hence, for any n > N,

p(L)Na (KN M) < w(L]) = w((Ti™ - 550
Since w is doubling (see (3.1)), there exists n € (0,1) such that for any n > N

w([Lg"” - 500 = - (L),

and so it follows that
u([L)na (KN M)) <(1—n)-ull]), Yn>N.

However, this contradicts (3.4) and so (3.5) is true as desired. O

As mentioned in the introduction (more precisely Remark 1.3) a similar result to our
Theorem 1.3, equivalently Proposition 3.1 with the OSC and p a Gibbs measure, was
obtained by Kédenméki [13, Theorem 2.1| in which p is restricted to Hausdorff measures
‘H?® and part (iii) of the theorem is replaced with the statement that K is contained in a
single analytic curve. However, this is not true as the following example demonstrates.
In short, it shows that one can construct a self-conformal set K C R? satisfying the OSC
such that there exists a straight line L with H™(K N L) > 0 (where 7 = dimy K), but K
is contained in two different straight lines. So trivially (i) and (ii) are not satisfied and
we can not claim that K is contained in a single analytic curve.

Example 3.1. (Counterexample to [13, Theorem 2.1]). In this example, we view R? as
the complex plane C. Let i be the imaginary unit, that is the solution of the equation
22+ 1= 0. Given z € C\{0}, there exist unique r > 0 and # € [0, 27) such that z = re!?,
and we let arg(z) := 6. For any 6 € [0, 27), denote

Ly :={z € C\{0} : arg(z) = 0}.
Let K be the self-similar set generated by

1 2.1 2
o = =< —z—=i,=z+-ip.
{¢1, 02} {32 5h 3z+ 31}

It is straightforward to verify that

901([_17 1]2) N 902([_17 1]2) = @
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Then ¢ satisfies the strong separation condition and hence the open set condition. In
fact, K is exactly a similarity of the middle-third Cantor set, and so

7 :=dimyg K = log2/log 3.
Moreover, K satisfies the following facts:
(i) 0 ¢ K;
(i) K C L377r U Lxz;

(iii) H™ (K 0Ly ) > 0 and H7 (K 1 Lg) > 0.

Now consider the function f : z — \/z. Then f is a conformal map on C\ ([0, +-00) x {0}).
Let K" := f(K). Then K’ is a self-conformal set generated by the conformal IFS

‘P’Z{fwlof‘l,fwwf‘l}:{\/%zhgi, \/%,22+§i}

which is defined on the open upper half-plane
Q:={z=a+bi:acR, be (0,+00)}.

Clearly, @' satisfies the strong separation condition. Since f is conformal then it is locally
bi-Lipschitz. This implies that

dimy K = dimyg K = .

Note that
f(L%w) g L:%r and f(L%) g L.

us
4

This together with the above fact (iii) implies tht
K'ClLyuLs and M (K NLyg)>0, W (K NLg)>0.

Thus parts (i) and (ii) of Theorem 1.3 are not satisfied and obviously, the two lines Lsr
and Lz are not contained in the same analytic curve.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Assume the hypothesis in Theorem 1.1. Let u be a Gibbs measure
on K, and C be a collection of y-measurable sets in R? that satisfy the inequality (1.9).
Working on the associated symbolic space (see Section 2.2), with x defined as in (2.7) we
have via (2.8) that
|K]| SCg/{m, \V/IEZ*

Throughout, fix n € N and E € C. Let ¢ = ¢(n) € N that will be determined later and
let Z,J C 34 be given by

T = {Ie¥X": K CFE},

J = {JeX":K;NE#0, K;NE®#0}.
Then it is easily verified that

K; C (0E)2 1k, € (OF)2¢ypa vieJd

and hence

UK € Enk C <UKI> U (E) 20 na - (4.1)

IeT
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Now let v € (0,1) be as in Corollary 2.1, and let § > 0 be as in inequality (1.9). In the
following, we do not distinguish between the constants C' > 0 appearing in the inequality
(1.9) and the Corollary 2.1. Let F' C R? be a y-measurable set. On combining (1.9), part
(iii) of Theorem 2.4, Corollary 2.1 and (4.1), we obtain that

WENT™F) < Y K NT™"F)

VISVASNA
< ( S u(K) + Cmqu”) u(F) (4.2)
Iezug
< ((EB) + u((0F)20550) + Cmia™) u(F) (4.3)
< (WE) +C - (2C3)° KT+ Cmy") u(F)
and that
WENT™F) > > WK NT"F)
1€
> (3 ) = Cmiy™) u(F) (4.4)
1€
> ((E) = 1((OF)2¢ype) — Cmiy") p(F) (4.5)

> ((E) - C- (205)k51 — Cmiy™) u(F).
The upshot is that

W NTF) = p(E)u(F)| < € ((2C)°h7 + miy") pu(F). (46)
We now set |
| —nlogy
q= C](n) = {MJ’

where |z | denote the largest integer that is not greater than x. Then, it follows that

(=—nlog~y
mqun < ,Yn/2 and K&q < KJ(S( Zlog 1)7

and this together with (4.6) implies that

[W(ENT™"F) — y(E)u(F)| < CA"u(F),

where we set
—dlogy

C:=2C -max{(2C5x 1%, 1} >0, 7 := max { 2wsm ,71/2} € (0,1).

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

Given Theorem 1.1, the strategy for establishing Theorem 1.2 is simple enough: we
establish (1.9) for balls. In order to do this we make use of the rigidity theorem (namely
Theorem 1.3) to prove the following result which provides the desired upper bound esti-
mate in essentially all cases. Throughout given a self-conformal system (®, K, T) on
R?, we let

EK::min{lgﬁgd

There exists a /-dimensional O submanifold } (5.1)

M C R? such that (KN M) > 0.
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Note that £k exists since we always have that u(K NR?) = 1. Trivially, when d = 1 we
have that {x = 1 = d. For d > 2, the statement /i = d is equivalent to the statement
that K satisfies (i) of Theorem 1.3 for all £ < d — 1.

Theorem 5.1. Let (D, K, u,T) be a self-conformal system on RY.

(i) There exists C >0, s > 0 and such that

w(B(x,7)) <Cr® VxeRY Vr>0. (5.2)
(ii) There exists C' >0, 6 >0 and ro > 0 such that
1((0B(x,1)),) < Co® Vxe K, VO<r<ry Vo>0. (5.3)

Furthermore, let {x be as in (5.1) and suppose that
(a) b =d. Then (5.3) holds for any x € RY, any r > 0 and any o > 0;

(b) lx < d where d > 2 and part (ii) of Theorem 1.3 holds with ¢ = {x. Then
(5.3) holds for any x € S, any r > 0 and any 0 > 0 where S C R? is the
Uk -dimensional affine subspace or geometric sphere associated with part (ii)
of Theorem 1.5.

Note that (5.3) in part (ii) of Theorem 5.1 together with Theorem 1.1 is not enough to
establish Theorem 1.2 since we need (5.3) to hold for all x € R? (not just K) and all » > 0
(not just r < rg). Nevertheless, we shall see in the course of proving Theorem 1.2, that
the furthermore part of (ii) together with Theorem 1.3 allows us to do precisely this in all
cases except when d = 2 and K satisfies the statement in part (iii) of Theorem 1.3; that
is, K is contained within a finite disjoint union of analytic curves. For this “remaining”
case we verify the desired exponentially mixing property directly.

We now establish Theorem 1.2 assuming the validity of Theorem 5.1. The proof of
Theorem 5.1 will be the subject of Section 6.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 modulo Theorem 5.1 . Throughout, C is the collection of balls in
R? and ( is as in (5.1). Then in view of Theorem 1.3, we can split the proof of the
theorem into three cases:

Case 1: (g = d;
Case 2: d > 2, (g < d and K satisfies part (ii) of Theorem 1.3 with ¢ = {k;
Case 3: d =2, {x =1 and K satisfies part (iii) of Theorem 1.3.

To see this, simply note that when d = 1, then by definition {; = 1 and we are in Case 1.

e Dealing with Case 1. In view of part (ii.a) of Theorem 5.1 and the fact that p is a Borel
measure, any ball in R? is p-measurable and satisfies the upper bound estimate (1.9).
This together with Theorem 1.1 implies that p is exponentially mixing with respect to

(T,C).

e Dealing with Case 2. Let B C R? an arbitrary ball in R? and let S C R? be the (k-
dimensional affine subspace or geometric sphere associated with part (ii) of Theorem 1.3.
It can be verified that the intersection B NS is either: (i) the empty set; (ii) equal to S
(which happens possibly only when S is a geometric sphere); (iii) a single point; (iv) a
set with boundary being a (¢ — 1)-dimensional geometric sphere.
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o Suppose that BN S satisfies any one of the first three cases. Since p has no atom
and is supported on K C S, we know that u(B) = 0 or 1. It follows that the
term in the left hand side of the inequality (1.6) equals zero and hence the desired
exponential mixing inequality (1.6) trivially holds for this ball.

o Suppose that BN S satisfies case (iv). Let m € Nxy be the number of elements in
the conformal IFS &, and let v € (0,1) be as in Corollary 2.1. For any n € N, let

—nlog~y
= | e 5.4
o= | T (5.4)
and let

L, ={le€X™:K;CB}.
Similar to (4.1), it is easily verified that

K € BnKk ¢ (U KI> U (8(BNS)) g0 v

Iel, Iel,

Then on adapting the arguments used to derive (4.3) and (4.5) from (4.1), we find
that

BATF) = u(B)u(F)| = O (u((0(B 1 S)acyean) +4") ul(F) — (5.5)

for all y-measurable subsets F C R? where the big-O constant does not depend
on B and F'. Since B satisfies (iv), then 0(BNYS) is a £ — 1-dimensional geometric
sphere in S, and hence there exist z € S and r > 0 such that

(BNS) = (0B(z,r))NS C dB(z,r). (5.6)

This together with part (ii.b) of Theorem 5.1 implies that there exists 6 > 0 for
which

(DB 1 8))acyuan) < p((OB(2,7))acyum) = O (K7") .
With this in mind, by (5.5) we have that
(W(BOT™"F) — w(B)u(F)| = O(F") u(F)

for any p-measurable subset ' C R? and any ball B C R? in case (iv), where
~v € (0,1) is given by

- dlog(1/7)
v = max{/i Tog m ,71/2} .

The upshot of the above is that in Case 2, the measure p is exponentially mixing with
respect to (7,C).

e Dealing with Case 3. Let k > 1 be an integer. Suppose that

2
K C |_| L,
i=1

where each T'; C R? (1 <i < k) is an analytic curve. It is easily verified that there exists
ng € N such that for any I € ¥, the corresponding cylinder set K is contained within
an analytic curve I'; for some 1 < ¢ < k. So by iterating the IFS up to ng if necessary,
without loss of generality, we can assume that each ¢;(K) (j = 1,2,...,m) is contained
within an analytic curve I'; for some 1 < ¢ < k. Furthermore, in order to establish the
desired exponential mixing inequality (1.6), without loss of generality, we can assume that

B is an open ball in R?. The point is that the desired inequality for closed ball follows
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on using the fact that any closed ball can be written as an intersection of a decreasing
sequence of open balls and then applying the obvious limiting argument.

For any n € N and any open ball B C R?, let ¢, be defined as in (5.4) and let
Z,(B) = {leX™:K;CB},
T(B) = {JeX" . K;NB#0, K;NB"#0}.
Then it is easily verified that

U xKrcBnkc | U K|ul U &
IeZ,(B) IeZ,(B) JeTn(B)

By adapting the arguments used in deriving (4.2) and (4.4) from (4.1), it follows from the
above that

(W(BOT™"F) = u(B)u(F)| = O [ Y w(K;)++" | w(F) (5.7)
JETn(B)

for all open balls B C R? and all u-measurable subsets F© C R?, where the big-O constant
does not depend on B and F. To estimate the measure sum term in (5.7), let

K(B)={1<i<k: BNT; #0}.

Since for any 1 < ¢ < k, the map f; is injective on [0, 1] and f/(¢) # 0 for all ¢t € [0, 1],
it follows that each map f; : [0,1] — I'; is bi-Lipschitz. With this in mind, it is easy to
check that for any open ball B C R? and any J € J,(B), there exists i € K(B) so that:
o There exists x € I'; N 9B and C' > 0 (independent of B and J) such that K; C
B(x,Crk), where k is defined as in (2.7).

On combining these two facts with part (i) of Theorem 5.1, we find that there exists s > 0
such that for any open ball B C R?

S u(K,) = o(mqn max {#(I; N9B) : i € K(B)} ) (5.8)
JETn(B)

where the implied big-O constant does not depend on B. We claim that
sup max{#([NIB) :i € K(B)} < +oo. (5.9)

BCR?2 an open ball

If (5.9) is true, then together with (5.7) and (5.8) we have that the measure u is expo-
nentially mixing with respect to (7, C) and we are done. The proof of (5.9) is the subject
of Lemma 5.1 below. U

Lemma 5.1. Let k > 1 be an integer and let T'; (1 < i < k) be disjoint analytic curves
in R%. For any set E C R?, denote

KE)={1<i<k:T;NE#0}.
Then we have
sup max{#(; NIB) :i € K(B)} < 4. (5.10)

BCR?2 an open ball
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Proof. Since T'; (1 < i < k) are analytic curves, we note that for each 1 < i < k we can
write

[ = gi([0,1] x {0}) where g¢;: O — R?
is a conformal map on an open set @ C R? containing [0,1] x {0}. In turn, for each
1 <i < k, we define the map f; : t — g¢;(¢,0) on the unit interval. Then each f; is an
injective real analytic map with f/(t) # 0 (¢t € [0, 1]).

Now observe that given any open ball B C R? and any 1 < i < k for which I'; is an arc
of a circle, the set I'; N OB is either: (i) equal to I';, (ii) the empty set, (iii) a single point,
(iv) a set with two points.

o If (i) is the case, I'; N B = () since B is open and so i ¢ IC(B).
o In the last three cases, we have that #(I'; N 0B) < 2.

The upshot of this is that if I'; is a part of a circle, then
#(,NoB) <2

for any open ball B C R? for which ¢ € K(B). In particular, it shows that (5.10) is valid
if every I'; (i = 1,2, ..., k) is an arc of a circle. Thus, from this point onwards, we assume
that not every I'; (i = 1,2, ..., k) and so proving (5.10) boils down to showing that

sup {#(I';NOB) : B is an open ball in R*} < 400 (5.11)

for any 1 <1 < k for which I'; is not contained in any circle. Fix such an i, call it 75. We
prove, by contradiction, that (5.11) is true for I';;. Suppose that (5.11) is not true, then
for any n € N, there are x,, € R? and r,, > 0 such that

#(Ly NOB(xn, 7)) > 1., (5.12)

) (n)

or equivalently, for any n € N, there are 0 < tﬁ” < té") < - <ty <1 that satisfy

Lo N OB ) 2 { L), fi 7)o fi (0} (5.13)

By passing to a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that
Xp, = Xoo ER2U {00} & 7, =7 €[0,400] (n— +00).

If (Xoo,To0) € R? X {400} 0r (X0, 7o) € {00} X [0,+00), then it is easy to verify that
[y, N OB(Xp, 1) = 0 for n sufficiently large, which contradicts (5.12). Therefore, for
(5.12) to hold, it is necessary that

(Xoos Too) € R? X [0,400) or X = 00 and 7o = +00.
We deal with these two case separately.
e Case (1): (Xoo;Too) € R? X [0, +00). For any n € N, let F, : [0,1] — Rxq be defined by
setting

Fo(t) == | fio(t) — x0]? (te[0,1]).
Also consider the map on [0,1] given by
Fo: t|fiut) = x> (t€]0,1]).

Clearly, F., and {F,},en are analytic functions on [0,1]. Moreover, in view of the fact
that x, = X. as n — oo and the analyticity of f;,, it is easily verified that for any
ke Zzo, the limit
d*F, d*F,,
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holds uniformly with respect to ¢ € [0,1]. In view of (5.13), we have Fn(tgn)) = r2 for
any n € N and any j € {1,...,n}. For any j € N, let 7; be the set of limit points of

{t;")}nzj, and let 7 represents the union of 7; over j € N. Then, for any ¢t € T, there
exist jo = Jjo(t) € N and ny < ny < ng < --- such that tg.g’“) — t (k — o0), and hence

Fuo(t) = lim |fig(#57) =3, " = lim 2 =12 (5.15)

oo
k—oo 'k

Subcase (i): #T = +oo. In view of (5.15), in this subcase there are infinitely many
t € [0,1] that satisfy F..(t) = r2. Then, since the function Fl, is analytic it follows

Fu(t) =15, (t€[0,1]).
This implies that [';, is a subset of the circle 0B (X, r'e), Which is a contradiction.

Subcase (i1): #T < +oco. In this subcase, there exists o, € T such that ¢, € 7 for
infinitely many j € N. Without the loss of generality, we assume that ¢, € 7; for all
j € N. Throughout this subcase, fix an arbitrary integer £ € N. Then there exists a
subsequence n; < ny < ng < - - - such that tgnf) — tg (0 — o0) for any j =1,2,...,k+ 1.
Recall that Fn(tﬁ»n)) =72 for any n,j € N with 1 < j < n. So by Rolle’s theorem, there
exists &, € (t{", t,(::l) for each n > k + 1 such that

d*F,
g &) = 0.

In view of the fact that ¢,, € (tﬁ”“’,tfjﬁ) and tg"f) — 1o, tl(:fi — 1o as ¢ — oo, we have
that &,, — to as ¢ — oo. This together with the uniformly convergent property of the
k-th derivatives of F), (see (5.14)) implies that

dr L, _d*F,
“ae () = =g () = 0.

Now k € N is arbitrary and Fl, is analytic within [0, 1], so it follows that
Foo(t) = Fux(to) =75, (t€[0,1]),

which implies that T';, is a subset of the circle 0B (X, 7). This contradicts the assump-
tion that I';, is not an arc of any circle.

o Case (ii): Xoo = 00 and ro = +00. We identify R? with the complex plane C. For
any n € N, fix a point z,, € I';, N 0B(x,,r,). It is easily verified that

Ly, NOB(xy, 1) C B(zn, 2|05 |) NOB(Xn, )
and so the right hand side is an arc of the circle 0B(x,,r,). Since r, — +00 as n — 0o,
it follows that for all sufficiently large n € N, there exist 6., 65" € [~27, 27] such that
0< Qén) - 0%") <m
and
hi((0,1)) = B(zy, 2|05, |) N OB (X, 7n),
where we set
: (n) | . p(n)
ho(s) =: x, + rnel((l_s) o +05) (s eR).

Without the loss of generality, we suppose that this fact holds for all n € N. We claim
that

0 < inf {rn(ﬁgn) — ng)) 'n € N} < sup {rn(ﬁgn) — 95")) 'n € N} < +oo  (5.16)
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and hence

oi) — 6" 50 (n— o). (5.17)
To prove the upper bound of the supremum term in (5.16), just note that
9(") _ 9(")
Tn (Qén) - an)) < 7r,sin % (5.18)
T
= T Jha() — ha0)
< 27|l (5.19)

for all n € N, where we use the fact that sinz > 2z/7 (z € [0,7/2]) in deriving (5.18),
and inequality (5.19) holds since the points h,(0) and h,(1) belong to the closure of
B(z,,2|T';,|). For the lower bound of the infimum term in (5.16), we note that

r (057 —0Y) = H'(h,(0,1))
> (1) = ha(0)]

0(") _ 0(") 2
2. \/4|1"Z~0|2 - (Tn — T, COS %)

1
-~ 9. \/4 T, |2 — o (rn (95") o 9@))2 . wén) - egn))2

— 4T (n — 00).

With (5.16) and (5.17) at hand, we now show, by passing to a subsequence if necessary,
that there exist a,, € C and b, € C\{0} such that for any k € Zx, the following limit

dk n dk h
lim “(s) = dskoo

n—oo dsk
holds uniformly with respect to s € [0,1]. To prove this statement, for any n € N and
s € [0, 1], note that by the definition of h,,,

ho(s) = hn(0) = 7, (ei(us) o +s0i7) _ eiegw)
o900 +5057) o™
5+ (057 = 60"

By (5.16), (5.17) and the boundedness of {6 },cx and {h,,(0)}en, there exists a subse-
quence ny < ny < --- on N that satisfies

Py (05 — 0 00 00 0 Ry, (0) = Zee (K — 00) (5.22)

for some £, > 0 and 0, € [—-2m, 27], and that the limit

(s) (hoo($) == An + b 5) (5.20)

— 7,5 (6&") _ 95”)) )

(5.21)

ei((ks)ei"’fhse;”’f)) TS N d(e?)
s+ (65 — gim)) Ao fy_p

holds uniformly with respect to s € [0,1]. Then on combining (5.21), (5.22) and (5.23),
we obtain that the limit

= =t3) (k- o) (5.23)

By, (t) = aso + boo t (n — 00)
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holds uniformly with respect to ¢ € [0, 1], where a,, € C and b,, € C\{0} is defined as
As '= Zoo, Dboo =l ei<9°°+%).
This proves (5.20) when k£ = 0. In view of (5.22) and (5.23), it is easily verified that for
any integer j > 2, the limits
o dhy, . dhg  dhy, o A hy
dim =gy () =beo = —=p=(®),  im =) = 0= 5= (1)

hold uniformly with respect to ¢ € [0, 1]. The upshot is that the desired limit (5.20) is true
on the subsequence {h,, }ren. Without the loss of generality, assume that (5.20) holds for

{hn}nGN-
The foundations are now in place to show that
[y € L:=ho(R). (5.24)

By definition, L is a straight line so the above implies that #(I";, N 9B) < 2 for any ball
B in C, which contradicts (5.12) and so (5.11) is true as desired. To prove (5.24), we

start by recalling that 7; (j € N) is the set of limit points of {t§")}n2j and T represents
the union of 7; over j € N. For each j € N and n > j, since fl-o(t;")) € h,((0,1)), then
there exists sgn) € (0,1) such that f;, (tg-n)) = hn(sg-n)). Since sg-n) are bounded, we know
that for any t € T, there exist jo = jo(t) € N and n; < ny < nz < - - - such that

(k) (k)
i, =t and 85, — s (k — 00) (5.25)

for some s € [0,1]. Then, by the uniformly convergent property (5.20) associated with
{hn}nen, we have

fio(#) = lim fiy (10" = lim By (s1)) = hoo(s) € L. (5.26)
k—oo k—o00

Jo
In view of (5.26) and the fact that h, is invertible, we have s = h ! o f; (t). We continue
by considering the following two subcase.

Subcase (i): #T = +oo. In this subcase, with (5.26) in mind, there are infinitely many
t € [0, 1] such that f; () € L, then by the analyticity of f;,, the curve I';, = f;,([0,1]) is
contained in the straight line L.

Subcase (ii): #T < +oo. In this subcase, there exists ¢y € 7T such that there are
infinitely many j € N for which ¢, € 7;. Without the loss of generality, we assume that
to € T; for all j € N. Let s := h! o fi,(to). Recall that

Gig O — gi()(O)
is a conformal map on an open set
O 2[0,1] x {0}

such that g, (¢,0) = f;,(t) (t € [0,1]) and g;.' is also conformal on the domain g;,(O).
With the uniformly convergent property (5.20) associated with {h, },en and the fact that
hoo(S0) € gi, (O) in mind, it is easily verified that there exists 6 > 0 such that

i ([s0 = 0,50 +6]) C 6io(O),  hoo([50 — 8,80 +6]) € g;,(O) (n€N).
It follows that the functions
Gu(s) :==Im (g;;" 0 hn(s)), Guoo(s):=1Im (g;;" 0 hoo(s)) (n € N)

are real analytic with respect to s € [sy — 0, so + 0], where Im(z) denotes the imaginary

part of z € C.
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Now fix a ng € N. Recall our assumption that t, € 7; for any j > 1; that is to
say that tq is a limit point of {t§")}n2j for any j > 1. Then there exists a subsequence

k1 < ko < kg < --- such that tg»k‘) — tg ({ = o0) for any j =1,2,...,n9 + 1. On the other

hand, concerning the sequence sg- [), by passing to a subsequence if necessary, we know

that for any j = 1,2,...,n9 + 1, there exists s; € [0, 1] such that sgkf) — s; ({ = 00). In

view of (5.26) and the fact that h,, is invertible, we obtain that s; = h ! o fi,(to) = so

for any 7 =1,2,...,n9 + 1. Therefore, it follows that when ¢ is sufficiently large, we have
(ke) (k

s; € [so — 0, 80+ 0] for any j = 1,2, ...,n9+ 1, which means that S; %) lies in the domains

of G,, and G,. For any such ¢ € N, by the definitions of syw) and tg»k‘), we have
le(s§k‘)) = Im (gi’ol o hkz(sg»k‘))) = Im(t§k‘)) =0, Vi=1,2,...,n9+1.

With this in mind, on applying Rolle’s theorem n, times to the function Gy, it follows
that there exists &, € (mini<j<pyt1 SERZ), MAaX]<j<ng+1 sg-k‘)) such that

d™ Gy,
dsno : (Sk‘) =0
Since &, — so (¢ — 00) and the limit o 4w (k — o0) holds uniformly on [0, 1]
s s
for any j = 0,1, ..., ng, we have that
d™ G
dsno (30) = 0.

Now since ng € N is arbitrary and G, is analytic in the domain of interest, we obtain
that

Goo(8) = G(s0) =0, Vs € [so— 0,50+ .

The upshot of this is that there exists € > 0 such that f; ([to — €, to +¢€]) C L. Since f;,
is analytic, the curve I';, = f;,([0,1]) is contained in the straight line L. u

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 5.1

Theorem 5.1 is easily seen to be a direct consequence of the following proposition by
On observing that any Gibbs measure on XV is doubling and K is not a singleton if the
OSC is satisfied.

Proposition 6.1. Let ® = {¢;}1<j<m be a C'* conformal IFS (without any separation
condition) on R?, let K be the self-conformal set generated by ® and let w be the coding

map. Let pu be a doubling Borel probability measure on XN = {1, ... m}N and p := pon1.

(i) If K is not a singleton, then there exists C' > 0 and s > 0 such that

w(B(x,r)) <Cr® VxeRY Vr>0. (6.1)
(i1) If K is not a singleton, then there exist C >0, 6 > 0 and ro > 0 such that
1((0B(x,1)),) <Co®, VxeK, YO<r<ry Vo>0. (6.2)

Furthermore, let Lk be as in (5.1) and suppose that
(a) i =d. Then (6.2) holds for any x € RY, any r > 0 and any o0 > 0;
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(b) lx < d where d > 2 and part (ii) of Proposition 3.1 holds with ¢ = {x. Then
(6.2) holds for any x € S, any r > 0 and any o > 0 where S C R? is the
Uk -dimensional affine subspace or geometric sphere associated with part (ii)
of Proposition 5.1.

(c) d=2,lk =1 and K is contained in a single analytic curve. Then (6.2) holds
for anyx € T, any r > 0 and any o > 0, where I' C R? is the corresponding
analytic curve.

Before providing the proof we introduce some useful notation. For any two subsets A,
B C R? define the distance between A and B as

d(A, B) :=inf {d(x,B) : x € A}.
For any p > 0, let

A, ={leX:|K/|<o<|K/-|},
where

il’ig""in_l, lszll’LQ’Ln and TLZQ,
0, if [I]=1.

In the above, the symbol ) is used to denote the empty word and we define Kp := K.
Given any I € ¥* and p > 0, we let

A(I):={Jex :1JeA,k, |}
Let Cy > 1 be the constant appearing in (2.9) and let
00 :=C;' min |K;|. (6.3)

1<i<m
Then in view of (2.9), given any 0 < ¢ < g, it is easily verified that
A #D & M= || [1J] VIex*, (6.4)
JEN(I)
where we use the symbol ‘1" to denote a disjoint union. Furthermore, denote
M,(I) :=sup{|J|: J € A,({)}.
Then by (2.8) and (2.9), we have

sup M,(I) < 400 (6.5)
Iex-

6.1. Proof of Proposition 6.1: part (i). With the above notation in mind, we start by
proving the following statement regarding the distance between points in R? and cylinder
sets within the self-conformal set K. It is essential for proving part (i) of Proposition 6.1.
Throughout, let gy > 0 be as in (6.3).

Lemma 6.1. Under the setting of Proposition 6.1, there exists o € (0, g9) that satisfies
the following statement: given any I € X* and any x € R?, there exists J € A,(I) such
that
d(X,K[J) > Q|K17| .
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Proof. Fix zg € K. For any I € ¥*, denote

vi(z) = |07 (2 = wr(20)) + 20, Yz ER? (6.6)
We claim that
0 := inf inf sup|x — ;o pr(z)] > 0. (6.7)

€5 x€RY pe ¢
Indeed, if (6.7) is not true, then there exist {I;}r>1 C X* and {x;}r>1 C R? such that
sup |xx — ¢, o (z)) -0 as k — oo. (6.8)

zc K
Let U C R? be the bounded connected open set associated with (2.5). In view of (2.5), it
follows that

Cytlx —y| < [Wropr(x) —ropi(y)] < Colx —y] (x,yeU I€¥). (6.9)

Moreover, since z, is a fixed point of 17 o ¢y, then {t; 0 v} ex+ is uniformly bounded
on U. Therefore, according to Lemma 2.1 and by passing to a subsequence if necessary,
we may assume that there exists a conformal map f : U — R? such that 1, o p; — f
uniformly on U. With this and (6.8) in mind, we have
sup |xx — f(z)] =0 as k — oo. (6.10)
zeK
It follows that the sequence {x}r>1 is bounded. Then, by passing to a subsequence,
we may assume that x; — x for some x € R This together with (6.10) implies that
f(K) ={x}. Now, with this and the fact that f is conformal in mind, we conclude that
K is a singleton, which contradicts our setting. This proves (6.7).

Now fix an arbitrary x € R? and I € ¥*. Then by the compactness of K and the
definition of §, there exists z € K such that

Ix —@r(2z)] = |7l - [¥r(x) — Y5 o @i(2)]
> 0[]l
> O30 |K;| (6.11)
> CglCZI&(lgignm|Ki\)~|K1_\, (6.12)

where inequality (6.11) follows from (2.6) and (6.12) follows from (2.9). Let o > 0 be a
small number that will be determined later. For any j;js - -+ € 7 !(z), there exists unique
no € N such that J = j; - - - 4, € Ay({). By (6.12), we have

d(x, Kr5) > |x—0r1(z)] = |Krjj, |

> |x—pr(z)] — o|K-|
> (05104—15- (min [Ki]) - @) K. (6.13)

Now choose p € (0, gg) to be a sufficiently small number (independent of the choices of
x € R? and I € ¥*) such that

03_104_1&( min |K;[) > 2o.

1<i<m
Then in view of the inequality (6.13), we obtain the desired lower bound
d(x,K;y) > o|K;-|.

This completes the proof of Lemma 6.1. U
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We are now in the position to establish part (i) of Proposition 6.1. Let o € (0, g9) be
as in Lemma 6.1. To prove (6.1), we first show that there exist s > 0 and N € N such
that

w(B(x, o)) < o (x €RY k> N). (6.14)

Throughout, fix an arbitrary x € R% and let
Ay ={I€A,: K;NB(x,0) #0} .
For any I € ¥* and any integer k > 1, let
A1) = {JeN(): K1ynB(x,0") #0},
E, = U U U (11, - I,
LEeA LeAx(h)  IhveAp(IilzTp 1)

Roughly speaking, FEj is the union of those cylinder sets [I] in the symbolic space such
that the associated cylinder sets K; within the self-conformal set satisfy

|K;| =< o and K; N B(x, 0" # 0.

In view of (6.4), it can be verified that the unions in the definition of Ej are disjoint.
Also, it is easily seen that Ej .1 C Ej for any k > 1. Now given any k£ € N and any

I, € Al, I, € AQ(Il), e Ik € Ak(lllg S Ik—l),

on applying Lemma 6.1 to I = I1---I}, and x, we obtain that there exists J € A, (1115 I)
such that

d(x, Kp,..10) > 0 |K1112---1k—| : (6.15)

It can be verified that |K1112---I;| > o* by the choices of I, I, ..., I. Then by (6.15), we

have that

d(X, K]l...]kj) > Qk—H

which implies that
[[1[2 e [kJ] N Ek+1 = (Z)
The upshot is that

In view of the fact that p is doubling and that the sequence {M,(I)} ex+ is bounded (see
(6.5)), there exists n € (0,1) such that

w([1J]) = n - w([1]), VIeXr, VJeA()
This together with (6.16) implies that
u((Ll - L] O Epa) < (1=n) w([Ls - -+ Ii). (6.17)

On combining (6.17) with the fact that Ey 3 C Ej, we have that for any k > 1
wWEBry1) = p(EpN Eppq)

-y ¥ > w([Lily -+ L] N Epiq)

IeAy Ire Az (L) IxeAp(I1 Iz I _1)

< Q=) > > ullhl L))

LeA; Ir,eAx(Ih) IyeAp(InI2--- I, 1)

= (L—=n)- u(Ey). (6.18)
Then, by iterating inequality (6.18), we obtain that
wE) <1 —n)kt  VE>1. (6.19)
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Furthermore, by the definition of Ej, we have
' (B(x, 0" )NK) CE, Vk>1.
This together with (6.19) and the fact that g = g o 7! implies that
p(B(x, ")) = p(r (KN B(x "))

< w(Ek)
< (1=t
_ e
< M VEk>2. (6.20)
This proves (6.14) with N = 2 and
s := log(1 = 1) . (6.21)
2log o

To complete the proof, we need to consider the p-measure of balls B(x,r)) with arbi-
trary radius » > 0. For this we consider the following two cases.

o If r < ¢?, then there exists unique integer k& > 2 such that o**! < r < ¢*. From
this and the inequality (6.20), we have

log(1—n)

2log o
n(Bx,1)) < (f o (6.22)
0
o If r > ¢?, then

log(1—mn)

r 2log o
p(Bx,r) <1 < (—2 . (6.23)

%

On combining (6.22) and (6.23), we obtain the desired inequality (6.1) with s given by
(6.21) and
C=po log(1—n)/logo

This completes the proof of part (i) of Proposition 6.1.

6.2. Proof of Proposition 6.1: part (ii). We first establish the “Furthermore” part of
the statement. As we shall see in Section 6.2.4, this together with the rigidity statement
Proposition 3.1 implies (6.2) in essentially all situations.

6.2.1. Proof of part (a) of Proposition 6.1 (ii). Let d = 1. Then, for any z € R, r > 0 and
0 > 0, we have (0B(z,r)), = B(x —r,0) U B(xz + 1, ). Thus, part (i) of Proposition 6.1
implies that

#((0B(z,1)),) <2C - 0.
This is precisely the desired inequality (6.2) for all z € R, all » > 0 and all o > 0.

Without loss of generality, we assume that d > 2. Then, in view of the definition of /x
and Proposition 3.1, the statement /i = d is equivalent to that K is not contained in any
(d — 1)-dimensional C* submanifold.

We start the d > 2 proof with establishing the following lemma concerning the tangent
plane of a geometric sphere. It is required in estimating the lower bound of the distance

between cylinder sets and the boundary of balls (namely in proving Lemma 6.3).
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Lemma 6.2. Letd > 2, { € {1,...d — 1} and S C R? be a (-dimensional geometric
sphere with radius R. Then then for any o € (0,1), any r € (0, oR] and any x € S, we
have

SNB(x,r) C(x+T1xS),r -
Proof. Let S be a (-dimensional geometric sphere with radius R and let x € S. After
applying an isometry if necessary, we may assume that
S = {y = (Y1 s Yrg1,0, ., 0) ERY 2 g2 4 - y§+1 = RZ}
and that x = (R, 0,...,0). Then
x+TxS={yeR :y1 =R, ypo=--=ya=0}.

Let 0 € (0,1) and r € (0,pR). For any y € SN B(x,r), a straightforward calculation
yields that

dly,x+1%xS) = R—y = R—\/RQ—yg—"'_ng

[\

) Btk o

R+\/R2_y§_"'_ytg+1 R
This completes the proof. O

< or.

The following result can be viewed as an analogue of Lemma 6.1. Throughout, let
00 > 0 be as in (6.3).

Lemma 6.3. Suppose that K is not contained in any (d—1)-dimensional C* submanifold,
then there exists o € (0, 00) that satisfies the following statement: given any I € ¥* and
any ball B C RY, there exists J € A (I) such that

d(KU,@B) > Q‘K]7| .

Proof. We adapt the proof of Lemma, 6.1. Fix zg € K. For any I € ¥*, define ¢; : R¢ —
R? as in (6.6). We first show under the setting of Lemma 6.3 that
§ = I1enzf* zleand ir;g )5(161[;; d(¢y o ¢i(x),0B(z,r)) > 0. (6.24)
Suppose by contradiction that (6.24) is not true, then there exist {Ix}r>1 C 3%, {2z }r>1 C
R? and {ry}r>1 C (0, 4+00) such that
sup d(¢y, o ¢r, (x),0B(zk, 1)) = 0 as k — oo. (6.25)
xeK
Let U C R? be the bounded connected open set associated with (2.5). In view of (6.9),
the uniformly boundedness of {¢; 0 ¢;};ex+ and Lemma 2.1, we may assume that there
exists a conformal map f : U — R? such that ¢, o @5, — f uniformly on U. Then it
follows from (6.25) that
sup d(f(x),0B(zx, 1)) -0 as k — oo. (6.26)
reK
By passing to a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that
Zr — Zoo, T — Too as k — oo
for some z,, € R?U {oo} and 7o, € [0, +00]. If (Zso,700) € R? X {400} OF (Zeo, 7o) €
{o0} x [0, 4+00), then it can be verified that
limsup sup d(f(x),0B(zg, %)) = +00 (6.27)

k—oo x€K
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which contradicts (6.26). Therefore, for (6.25) to hold, it is necessary

(Z007 Too) S Rd X [0, —|—OO) oY Zyp = O and Too = +00.
We deal with these two case separately

o Suppose that z,, € R? and r., € [0, +00). Then it follows from (6.26) that
sSup d(f(X)a aB(Zooa ’roo)) =0,

xeEK

which implies that K C f~'(0B(z,r) N f(U)). In turn, this means that K is a
subset of a (d — 1)-dimensional C' manifold which contradicts the hypothesis of
the lemma.

o Suppose that z,, = co and r,, = 4+00. In this case,
d(zy, f(K)) = +oo and 1, — +00, as k — +oo. (6.28)

Then, on combining (6.26) and (6.28) with Lemma 6.2, we can find a sequence
{x;}rew € R? that satisfies the following two statements:

(i) for each k > 1, we have that x;, € 0B(z, %) -

(ii) for any € > 0, there exists N > 0 such that for all & > N, we have
d(xg, f(K)) < € and

f(K) - (Xk + TxkﬁB(zk, Tk))
Note that the sequence {x}x>1 is bounded. Thus, the sequence
{Xk + Tx,ﬁB(zk, Tk)}kzl

is bounded in A(d,d — 1), where A(d,d — 1) denotes the collection of all (d — 1)-
dimensional affine subspaces in R? (see for example |76, Section 3.16]). With this
and (6.29) in mind, it follows that there exists a (d—1)-dimensional affine subspace
V C R? such that f(K) C (V). for any € > 0. Letting e approach to zero, we
have f(K) C V and thus K C f~1(V N f(U)). It implies that K is contained in a
(d — 1)-dimensional C'' submanifold, which is a contradiction.

(6.29)

€’

The upshot of the above is that inequality (6.24) is true. Let B C R? be a ball and fix
I € ¥*. Then by the definition of §, there exists x € K such that

d(pr(x),0B) 7]l - d(¥r 0 ¢r(x), ¥1(9B))

> 6|yl
> Oy 10| K| (6.30)
> G0 (min |Kil) Ko (631

where inequality (6.30) follows from (2.6) and the inequality (6.31) is a consequence
of (2.9). Let o € (0,00) be a small number that will be determined later. For any
infinite word jij, - - € m1(x), there exists unique ng € N such that the finite word
J=J1 jny € Ap(I). By (6.31) and the definition of Ay(7), we have

d(K]J, 8B) Z d((p[(X),aB) - |K]J|
> d(pr(x),0B) — ol K-

> <0310415~ (1I<T%i<nm|Ki‘) - g) K- (6.32)
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Let o € (0, 09) be sufficiently same so that
C; 100 ((min |KGi[) —o > o

Then the inequality (6.32) yields the desired lower bound d(K;;, 0B) > o |K;-|. O

We are now in the position to establish part (a) of Proposition 6.1 (ii) when d > 2. The
proof is an adaptation of the proof of Proposition 6.1 (i). Recall that under the setting
of part (a) with d > 2, the self-conformal set K is not contained in any d — 1 dimensional
C'! submanifold. This means that K satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma 6.3. Let o > 0 be
the constant associated with that lemma. Note that, to prove part (a), it suffices to find
0 > 0and N € N such that

u((0B) ) < ¥ (6.33)

for any ball B C R? and any k > N (for arbitrary 7 > 0 we simply follow the arguments
used at the end of the proof of Proposition 6.1 (i)). So with this in mind, fix a ball B C R?
and define

Ay ={Ie€A,: KiN(0B), # 0}.
For any I € ¥* and positive integer k > 2, define
A(I) = {J€N): Kryn(0B) # 0},
E, = U U U [y 1)
Iie A1 IeAx(Ih) IeAp(InIo-- I 1)

Note that the above definitions of A;, Ax(I) and Ej are slightly different from those
appearing in the proof of Proposition 6.1 (i) even though we use the same symbols. In
terms of (6.4), it can be verified that the unions in the definition of Ej are all disjoint.
Also, it is easily seen that Ejy,; C Ej for any k£ > 1. Now, by Lemma 6.3, we know that
for any k£ € N and any

[1 E Al, [2 E ./42([1)7 ey [k E Ak([1[2 ct [k71)7
there exists J € Ay(I115 - - - I;;) such that
d(K7y,..1,0, 0B) > Q|K1112---1,;|-
Furthermore, we have that |KI112---I;| > o* by the choices of I}, I, ..., I;;. Then

d(Kj,..1.5, OB) > ¢!
and thus J & Ay, 1(I; - - - I;), which in turn implies that
Ly LN E=0.
The above discussion shows that
g([[llg Ikl N Ek+1) <up(hly- - L)) — w1z - - I J)) . (6.34)

Now since p is doubling and the sequence {M, (1)} rex+ is bounded (see (6.5)), there exists
n € (0,1) such that

(1) = - u(I)), WIeS, Ve
With this and (6.34) in mind, it follows that

u(hlz - I N Epr) < (1=n) w([Lilz - -+ Ii])
Since Ejy1 C Ej, the upshot of the above is that

W(Eyi1) = p(EpN Egia)
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_ Z Z Z w([hIy - I) N Epyq)

IeAy IreAs (L) IneAp(I1 Iz Ik —1)
SIS S DI SRR (AR
L eA IQEAQ(Il) IkE.Ak(IlIQ“'kal)
= (L=n) - u(Ey).
Therefore, for any k > 1,
w(By) < (1=t
Combining this inequality with the following easily verified inclusion
T (KN(@B)y) C By, Vk=>1,

we obtain that

p((OB)gr) = w(r (KN (9B)y))
< u(Ey)
< (T—p)*!
_
< fEE VE>2.

This shows (6.33) with 6 = log(1 —n)/(2log ) and N = 2, and thus the proof of part (a)
of Proposition 6.1 (ii) is complete.

6.2.2. Proof of part (b) of Proposition 6.1 (ii). Under the setting of part (b), the self-
conformal set K is contained in a {x dimensional affine space or £k dimensional geometric
sphere, and not contained in any ({; — 1)-dimensional C' submanifold.

The following result can be viewed as an analogue of Lemma 6.3. Throughout, we
define d(A4, () := +oo for a non-empty subset A C R? and let gy > 0 be as in (6.3).

Lemma 6.4. Let d > 2 and let ¢ € {1,...,d — 1}. Suppose that K C S where S is a
(-dimensional geometric sphere or a {-dimensional affine hyperplane in R, and K is not
contained in any (¢ — 1)-dimensional C' submanifold. Then there exists o € (0, 09) that
satisfies the following statement: given any I € ¥* and any ball B C R centered at K,
there exists J € A,(I) such that

d(K;y,(0B)NS) > o|K-]. (6.35)

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 6.3. Firstly, under the setting of Lemma 6.4,
we shall show that

0:= Ilenzf* Zléllf( 712% }5(161[13 d(¢r o pr(x), v (0B(z,7) N S)) >0, (6.36)
where 1; is defined as in (6.6). Let S C R? be the set described in the statement of
Lemma 6.4. When S is a ¢(-dimensional affine hyperplane, the set K can be viewed as a
self-conformal set in R® and thus the proof of (6.36) is the same as that of (6.24). When S
is a /-dimensional geometric sphere, the proof remains largely the same with only minor
modifications. Nevertheless, we sketch the proof of (6.36) in the latter case.

Assume that K C S where S is a ¢-dimensional geometric sphere with radius R, and K

is not contained in any ¢ — 1-dimensional C'! submanifold. Suppose in contradiction that
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(6.36) is not true, then there exist {Ix}x>1 € 3%, {Zx}e>1 € K and {rg}e> C (0, +00)
such that
sup d(¢y, o ¢y, (x), 91, (0B(2zk, 1) NS)) = 0 as k — oo.

xeK

Let U C R? be the bounded connected open set associated with (2.5). By (6.9), the
uniformly boundedness of {1; 0 ¢} ex+ and Lemma 2.1, we may assume that there exists
a conformal map f: U — R? such that ;o p; — f uniformly on U. Then

sup d(f(x), ¢, (0B(z, 7)) NS)) =0 as k — oo. (6.37)

Since #(0B(z,7)NS) < 1whenz € Sand r > 2R, we may assume that {r }x>1 C (0, 2R).
Thus, 0B(zk,rr) NS is a (¢ — 1)-dimensional geometric sphere for any £ > 1. Let

¢
St = {(:L’l, ey 10,0, ...,0) € R?: Zazf = 1} .
i=1
Let O(d) denote the collection of all d x d orthogonal matrices. Then for any k& > 1, there
exist pp > 0, Oy € O(d) and by, € R? such that

@/)Ik(ﬁB(zk,rk) N S) = Pk Ok(Se_l) + bk
By passing to a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that
Pk — Poos b, — b, O, — O as k— o

for some ps € [0,+0], by € RYU {00} and O € O(d). In view of (6.37), this is
only possible if (pu, bos) € [0, +00) X R? or (pso, bao) € {+00} x {00}. On following
the arguments used after (6.27), in both these cases we find that K is contained in a
¢ — 1-dimensional C! submanifold. This is a contradiction and thus establishes (6.36).
With inequality (6.36) at hand, the desired inequality (6.35) can be proved for ¢ € (0, go)
sufficiently small enough via calculations analogous to those used in deriving (6.31) and
(6.32). O

We are in a position to establish part (b) of Proposition 6.1 (ii). Under the setting
of part (b), recall that K C S where S is a {x-dimensional affine hyperplane or a fy-
dimensional geometric sphere, but K is not contained in any ({5 — 1)-dimensional C*
submanifold. To ease notation, in the following we simply write ¢ for /.

If S is a (-dimensional affine hyperplane, then we can view K as a self-conformal set in R
and the proof to establish part (b) follows the same line of argument as that appearing
in Section 6.2.1. Thus, without loss of generality, we assume that S is a ¢-dimensional
sphere with radius R.

First, we show that there exists C' > 0 such that for any z € S, r < 2R and ¢ > 0

(0B(2.1)), NS C (0B(2,7) N S); a7 5 (6.38)

With this immediate goal in mind, fix an arbitrary point x € (0B(z,r)),NS. By applying
an isometric mapping on R? if necessary, we can assume, without loss of generality, that

l+1
S = {(yla "'7y€+1707 70) € Rd : ny = R2}
=1

and that

z=(0,R,0,...,0), and x = (x1,29,0,...,0) withz; >0.
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Then since x € 9, a straightforward calculation shows that

[, lx—z] x — 2’
X:<|X—Z|- 1-— e ,R— ¥ ,0,...,0].

To prove (6.38), we need to show that
x € (0B(z,r)NS)

T (6.39)

that is to find y € dB(z,7) NS such that [x —y| < 5v2R,/o. To do this, let

r2 r?
= 4/1 - — ——.0, ... .
y <T 4R27R 2R7O7 70>

Then y € 0B(z,r) NS and

B L Cx—zP o x—z|—r| (x—z|+7)
e ) L [y 1 A 2R
/ |x — z|? 72 |x — z|?
< r-4/1-— T 1_4—R2 —l—HX—z\—r}- 1— iR
+2}|x—z\—'r”
< |[x — z[> — 77| 1 3|jx — 2| |
T VAR — |x — 2] + VARE — 12
] 2] | [jx 2l ol
V@R +|x—z|)2R - |x —z|) + /R + 1) 2R — )
Hx—z\—r}
< 2V2R- 3||lx —z| — 6.40
- \/QR—|X—Z|—i-\/2R—rjL Lk (6.40)
< 5V2Ry/||x —z| 7| (6.41)
< 5V2R\/o. (6.42)

In the above, inequality (6.40) follows since
|x —z|+r <4R, 2R+ |x—1z|>2R, 2R+r>2R (x,z€ S, r <2R)
and inequality (6.41) is a consequence of the fact that

|[x —z| — 7|

V2R —|x—z|+V2R—1r ~

“X—Z| —r}
and
2
x —z|—r| = ( Hx—z\—'r") <V2R- |[x — 2| —r].
The last inequality (6.42) follows since x € (88(2,7’))9 and so ||x —z| — 7| < o. The

upshot of the above is that (6.39) is true and thus we have established (6.38) as desired.
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Now by Lemma 6.4 and on following the arguments used in the proof of part (a) of
Proposition 6.1 (ii) with 0B replaced by 0B(z,r) NS, we find that there exists constants
C > 0 and 6 > 0 such that

1((0B(z,1) N S),) < C¢’

for any z € S, any r > 0 and any ¢ > 0. This together with (6.38), implies that

1((0B(z,1)),) < C-5°(2R)*? "/ (6.43)
forany z € S, any r < 2R and any 0 > 0. If z € S and r > 2R, note that
0, if r—o0>2R,

(0B(z,r)),NS =
(0B(2,2R))p—rt2r NS, ifr—0<2R

and thus (6.43) also holds when r > 2R. In other words (6.2) holds for any z € S, any
r >0 and any ¢ > 0. This completes the proof of part (b) of Proposition 6.1 (ii).

6.2.3. Proof of part (c) of Proposition 6.1 (ii). We start by establishing various prelimi-
nary lemmas regarding the properties of multivariate analytic functions. The first result
is concerned with the cardinality of the level sets associated with such functions.

Lemma 6.5. Let F' : [a,b] X [c,d] — R be real analytic.
(i) If F(t,-) Z 0 for any t € [a,b], then

sup #{s € [c,d]: F(t,s) =0} < 4oo0. (6.44)
tela,b]
(ii) If F(t,-) is not a constant function for any t € |a,b], then
sup sup #{s € [¢,d] : F(t,s) = p} < +o0. (6.45)
PER tela,b]

Proof. (i) Suppose on the contrary that the left-hand-side of (6.44) equals infinity. Then
for any n € N, there exist ¢, € [a,b] and distinct points s, ..., s\ € [¢, d] such that
F(t,,s") =0, Vi=1,2,...n. (6.46)

Without loss of generality, we assume that ¢, — to for some ¢y € [a,b] as n — co. Given
an integer 7 > 1, denote by S; the set of limit points of {55") :n >i}. Let

i=1

Since F' is real analytic, it follows by (6.46) and the definition of &, that
F(to,s) =0, Vses. (6.47)
We now proceed by considering two case.

Case 1: #8 = +4o0. In this case, there exist infinitely many s € [c,d] such that
F(to,s) = 0. Note that F(to,-) is real analytic on [c,d], then in view of it follows that
F(to,-) =0 on [c,d], which is a contradiction.

Case 2: #5 < +o0o. In this case, there exists so € S such that sy € S; for infinitely
many ¢ € N. Without loss of generality, we assume that sqg € S; for all i > 1. We now
show that

orF
ﬁ(lfo, 80) = O, VvV k > 0. (648)
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By (6.47), the formula in (6.48) holds when k = 0. Fix any k£ > 1. By passing to a
subsequence, we assume that

s s (R o0), Vi=1,2,.. k+]1. (6.49)
We denote
Uy = min{sgn) =12, ..,k + 1}, vy, = max{sgn) 1=1,2, .., k+ 1}
for any n > k + 1. By (6.49), we have

Up — Sg, Up, — Sp a8 N — 00. (6.50)
Given n € N>44q, note that s§”), sgn), ey 5/(:21 are all distinct, then by (6.46) and Rolle’s
Theorem, there exists &, € (un,v,) such that
o'F
Letting n — oo, we obtain from (6.50) and the continuity of ‘g%f that
OFF
W(to, 80) =0.

This establishes (6.48). Now since k is arbitrary, (6.48) together with the fact that F'(to, -)
is analytic on [c, d] implies that F'(ty,-) = 0 on [c,d]. This contradicts the hypothesis of
part (i) and so we are done.

(ii) The proof is a modification of that of part (i). Suppose that (6.45) is not true.
Then for any n € N, there exist p, € R and ¢,, € [a,b] such that

#{s€lc,d]: F(tp,s) =pn} >n;

that is to say, there exist distinct points s&"), sé"), s e [c, d] such that
F(tn, i) =p,,  Vi=1,2,..,n. (6.51)

Note that F'is real analytic on a compact set, hence the range of F' is bounded and so is
{Pn}nen. Therefore, without loss of generality, we may assume that

tn — to, Pn — Do (n — o0)
for some ty € [a,b] and py € R. Given an integer ¢ > 1, denote by S; the set of limit
points of {55") :n > i}. Let S be the union of S; (i > 1). Since F' is real analytic, it
follows by (6.51) and the definition of S, that
F(to, s) = po, Vses. (6.52)
As in the proof of (i), we proceed by considering two case.
Case 1: #8 = 4o00. In this case, by (6.52), there exist infinitely many s € [c, d] such

that F'(to,s) = po. Note that s — F(to,s) is real analytic on [c,d], then it follows that
F(to,") = po on [c,d], which is a contradiction.

Case 2: #8 < +oo. Similar to Case 2 in the proof of part (i), there exists sy € S such
that

OFF

@(1&0,80) :O, kaz 1.
Then by the analyticity of the map s +— F(tg, s) (s € [c,d]), we have F(to,s) = F(tg, $o) =
po for any s € [c,d], which is a contradiction. O

The next lemma is concerned with bounding from below the derivatives of analytic

functions.
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Lemma 6.6. If F' : [a,b] X [c,d] — R is real analytic and F(t,-) #Z 0 for any t € [a, ],
then there exist ng € N and dg > 0 such that
OF

~(t
0s’ (¢, )

> g, VY (s,t) € la,b] X [e,d].

max
0<i<ng

Proof. Suppose on the contrary the result is not true. Then for any integer n > 1, we can
find (s,,t,) € [a,b] X [c,d] such that

OF
i |
By passing to a subsequence if necessary, we can assume that (t,,s,) — (to, So) for some
(to, So) € [a,b] x [¢,d]. Then letting n — oo on both sides of (6.53), gives

1
<=, Vi=0,1,..,n. (6.53)
n

tnasn)

O'F

D5t (to, 80) = O, Vi > 0.
This together with the analyticity of F'(to, ) implies that F'(¢o,-) = 0, which contradicts
the assumption that F(t,-) # 0 for any ¢ € [a, b]. O

Given a function F': [a,b] X [¢,d] — R, for any ¢ € [a,b] and any —oo < 11 < r9 < 400,
let
F(t,ri,re) :={s €le,d] : 1 < F(t,s) < ry}
and denote by Z(t,r1,73) the collection of all connected components of F(t,r1,73). The
next result show that cardinalities of the sets Z(t, 1, 73) associated with analytic functions
are bounded.

Lemma 6.7. If F' : [a,b] x [c,d] — R is real analytic and F(t,) : [c,d] — R is not a
constant function for any t € [a,b], then

sup {#Z(t,rl,'r’g) 1t € a,b],—00 <r; <ry < +oo} < +00.
Proof. Fix t € [a,b] and fix r; < re. Let rg € (r1,72). Note that since F' is analytic,

Z(t,ry,r9) is a collection of disjoint (relatively) open intervals on [c,d]. For brevity of
notation, in the following we write Z = Z(¢t,7q,72).

The goal is to estimate the number of elements in Z. To do this, we partition Z into
three parts:

IT=T,UZ,UZ;
where
7, = {I€T:celordel},
I, = {Ile€I\Z,:3sel st. F(t,s)=ro},

T, = I\(T,UT).

It is obvious that #Z; < 2. Note that F(¢',-) is not a constant function for any ¢’ € [a, b].
Thus, by the definition of Z, and applying part (ii) of Lemma 6.5 to the function F', we
have

#I, < sup #{s€lc,d: F(t's)=ro}

t'€la,b]

< sup sup #{s € [c,d): F(t,5) = p)
PER t'€[a,b]

< —o0.
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It remains to estimate the number of elements of Z5. If I € Zs, then its closure I C (c, d)
and ro ¢ F(t,I). We claim that there must be s € I such that

oF
0s
If not, then F(t,-) is monotone on I. Write I = (p, q) where ¢ < p < ¢ < d. Without the

loss of generality, we assume that F'(¢,-) is increasing on I. Under this assumption, since
ro & F(t,I), we have

F(t,s)>ro>nr or F(t,s) <ry<ry (sel).

(t,s)=0.

In the above former case, by the continuity of F(¢,-), there exists 6 > 0 such that (p —
9,q) C (¢,d) and F(t,(p—6,q)) C (r1,r2), which contradicts the fact that I = (p,q) is a
connected component of F(t,71,79). The latter case can be treated similarly. So we have
proven the claim that any interval in Z3 must contain at least one zero of %—f(t, -). Recall

that F(t',-) is not a constant function for any t' € [a,b], so ZE(¢',-) # 0 for any t' € [a,b).
With this in mind, on applying part (i) of Lemma 6.5 to the real analytic function %—f,
we have
oF , ,
#T3 < sup #<s€lc,dl: —(t,s)=0p < +o0.
t' €[a,b] s
The upshot of the above is that
#I < 24 sup sup #{5 € e, d]: F(t,,s) :p}
PER ¢ cla,b]
oF
+ sup #{s € le,d]: —(t,s) :O}
t' €[a,b] s
< +o00,
which completes the proof. O

The following rather elementary result while be useful in obtaining lower bounds for
the integral of analytic functions (namely in proving the subsequent Lemma 6.9).

Lemma 6.8. Let n > 1 be an integer. Then there exists v = v(n) > 0 such that
1
/ ’a0+a1x+---+anx" dz > v - max |a,
1 0<i<n
for all (ag, ay, ..., a,) € R™.
Proof. Let P,(|—1,1]) be the collection of all polynomials on [—1, 1] with coefficients in R

and degrees at most n, then P, ([—1, 1]) is a (n+ 1)-dimensional (real) vector space under
addition and scalar multiplication. Given f(z) = ag +az + - - - + a,a™ € P,([—1,1]), we

define
1
I = [ 17 e
Ifllz = max ai].
It is easy to show that both || - ||; and || - ||z are norms on P,([—1,1]). Since any two

norms on a finite dimensional vector space are equivalent, there exists v > 0 such that

[l =AMl Y FePa((=1,1]),

which proves the lemma. O
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Lemma 6.9. Let F : [a,b] X [¢,d] = R be real analytic and suppose that F(t,-) Z 0 for
any t € |a,b]. Then there exist C' > 0 and ny € N such that for any t € [a,b] and any
sub-interval I C [e,d], we have

/\F(t, $)| ds > C|I]™. (6.54)
I

Proof. By Lemma 6.6, there exist ny € N and dy such that

‘F
e |5t 5)’ > 6, V(t8) € [a,b] % [, d]. (6.55)
Let
M = max{ aa—F(t, s)| : (t,s) € [a,b] x [c,d]}.
sno

Throughout, let I be a sub-interval of [c, d] and let s; be the center of I. Also, we fix an
arbitrary point ¢ € [a, b]. By Taylor’s theorem,

F(t,s) = 2 2_1' 682 =(t,s1) - (s — sp)+e(t,s), V(ts)€[a,b] xed], (6.56)

1=0

where the error term €(t, s) satisfies

e(t,8)] < o s — ]
€(t,s)| < ———|s—s7|™.
(no + 1)! !
To ease notation, let
no—1
1 OF .
G(t,s) := — t —s7).
(5)i= 3 g e tosn) (s =0

Then by (6.56) and the triangle inequality, we have

/\F(t,s)\ds > /|Gts|ds—/\ (t, 5] ds
I

= L — D, (6.57)

L = /|G(t, s)| ds, I := /|e(t, s)| ds.
I I

We first estimate the lower bound of I;. Let v > 0 be as in Lemma 6.8 with n = ng— 1.
Then on combining (6.55) and Lemma 6.8, we have

L = /|G(t,s)|ds
I
1 1]
::?/%Wﬁ+7ﬁﬁ

no—1

Sy AR ACRIT

] 1 | OF ;
p 0<€2%§1{Z| ’az@’sf)"(?)}
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OF P
. max {| S5t sp)| - min |77, 1]}

270(ng — 1)!  o<izmo—1 | Qi
%, 1) (6.58)
2"0(n0 — 1)' ’

Next we obtain an upper bound for I5:

I, = /|e(t,s)|ds
I
M

< /—~\5—31\”° ds
1 Mo!

M
_ . no+1
= et ||+t (6.59)

In the following, let
ro := min {750(710 + 1)(nog+2)/(2M),d — ¢, 1} )

We continue with estimating the integral of |F'(¢,-)| over I by considering two cases:

o If |[I]| < rp, then by (6.57), (6.58) and (6.59), we have that

1 M|
Ft,s)|ds > o (30 = —— ) - 1]
/I‘ (ts)lds > 2m0(ng — 1)! (70 no(n0+1)) 4

0o

> aE——— N L 6.60
2 Gty =1 ! (6.60)

o If |I| > ro, let I’ C I be a subinterval with |I'| = ro. Then on applying (6.60) to
the interval I’, we have that

/|F(t, s)| ds > |F(t,s)| ds
I r

/750 . pno
onotl(ny — 1)1 0

7—50 . ﬁ " . |[‘n0
210+ (g — 1)1 \[1]

o) o\ i
0 )!-(d_‘)c) ||, (6.61)

2n0+1 (no — 1

The proof of (6.54) is complete by combining (6.60) and (6.61). O

We are now finally in the position to exploit the preparatory lemmas to prove part (c)
of Proposition 6.1 (ii). Recall that if g : @ — R? is a conformal map on an open set
O D [0,1] x {0}, then the map t — g¢(¢,0) is injective and real analytic with non-zero
derivative with respect to t € [0,1]. With this in mind, within the context of part (c),
there exists an one-to-one real analytic function f : [0, 1] — R? such that f'(¢) # 0 for any
t€[0,1] and K C T := f([0,1]). Let f(t) = (fi(t), fo(t)) and define F': [0,1] x [0,1] = R

as

F(t,s)=|f(t)— f(s)|" = (f15(i) — 1)) + (o) = fals))?.



It is clear that F' is also real analytic. Furthermore, F'(t,-) is not a constant function for
any t € [0,1]. Otherwise, there exists ¢y € [0, 1] such that F(ty,s) = F(ty,ty) = 0 for all
s € [0,1] and thus f(t) = f(to) for all ¢ € [0, 1], which is a contradiction. For any ¢ € [0, 1]
and r; < ro, let

F(t,ri,ra) :={s€[0,1] : 7y < F(t,s) <12}
and let Z(t,r,72) be the collection of connected components of F(t,rq,7s).

Throughout, fix x € I'. Let ¢t € [0,1] so x = f(¢). Then for any » > 0 and ¢ > 0, we
have

(0B(x, 1)), N K < U fI) U {x},
1ez(t, -0, (r+0)?)
where, as usual, (z); := max{z,0}. Hence
n((9B(x,1),) < > u(f(1). (6.62)
1ez(t, -0, (r+0)?)
Recall, our goal is to establish (6.2) and so n view of (6.62) we now estimate p(f(I)) for
any I € Z(t, (r—0)2, (r+0)?).

The one-dimensional version of the well-known Area Formula (see for example [58,
Theorem 3.7|) states that if g : [0,1] — R is Lipschitz, then for any measurable set
A C [0, 1], we have

/A ¢/(s)] ds = / #{s€A:gls)=p} dp. (6.63)

Applying (6.63) to A= F(t, (r — o), (r+0)?) and g(s) = F(t,s), we obtain that
OF (r+0)*
/ —(t,s)’ d3:/ #{s€[0,1]: F(t,s) =p} dp.  (6.64)
F(t r-02, r+2) 1 05 (r—0)2

Next, we estimate the two integrals appearing in (6.64). Recall that F(¢,-) is not a
constant function for any t € [0, 1], then by part (ii) of Lemma 6.5, we find that

M :=sup sup #{s€0,1]: F(t,s) =p} < 4o0.
PER ¢’ cl0,1]

Furthermore, note that |F(t',s)| < |[I'|? for all (', s) € [0,1]?, so it follows that

r.h.s. of (6.64) #{S € [0,1] : F(t,s) :p} dp

/[(T‘—Q)i,(r+g)2]ﬂ[0,r2]
M- L([(r—0)%. (r+ )] N [0,[T[*])
< M -max{|l'],0} -0, (6.65)

where £ denotes the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1]. On the other hand, by Lemma 6.9, there
exists ng € N and C' > 0 (independent of ¢ € [0, 1], » > 0 and p > 0) such that

Lhs. of (6.64) = 3 /1 ’%—f(t, )
)

1ez(t, (r-e)2, (r+0)?

IN

ds

v

C- > |T|™. (6.66)

IeT (t, (r—e)%, (r+g)2)
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On combining (6.64), (6.65) and (6.66) with the fact that |I| < 1, it follows that
1] < o'/m

for any I € Z(t, (r —0)%, (r+ 0)?). Since f is injective and f'(t) # 0 for any ¢ € [0, 1],
it is easily verified that f : [0,1] — T is bi-Lipschitz, and thus f(I) is contained in a ball
with radius approximately o'/"0. Then by part (i) of Proposition 6.1, there exists s > 0
such that

WD) < ™ (6.67
for any I € Z(t, (r — 0)3, (r+ 0)?). In view of Lemma 6.7, we know that
sup {#Z(t, (r—o0)%, (r+0)?) :t€[0,1],7>0,0>0} < +o0.
This together with (6.62) and (6.67) shows that
H((OB(x.1),) < o (6.68)
for any x € I', any r > 0 and any p > 0, where the implied constant does not depend on

x, r and p. This completes the proof of part (c) of Proposition 6.1 (ii).

In order to complete the proof of Proposition 6.1 (ii) it remains to establish (6.2) in
the cases not covered by parts (a), (b) or (c).

6.2.4. Completing the proof of Proposition 6.1 (ii). Let {x be as in (5.1). Then, in view
of Proposition 3.1, we divide the proof of (6.2) into the following cases:

Case A: (g = d;

Case B: d > 2, {x < d and part (ii) of Proposition 3.1 holds with ¢ = (;

Case C: d = 2 and K is contained in an analytic curve;

Case D: d =2 and K is contained in a disjoint union of at least two analytic curves.

To see this, simply note that when d = 1, then x = 1 and thus we are in Case A. The first
three cases have been considered respectively in Sections 6.2.1 — 6.2.3. Thus it remains
to establish the desired inequality (6.2) for Case D. So suppose that

k
K C |_|Pi7
i—1

where k£ > 2 and each I'; (i = 1,2,...,k) is an analytic curve. For each i = 1,2,... )k,
denote by p; := ulr, the restriction of p supported on the analytic curve I';. Then, on
naturally adapting the arguments used in deriving (6.68), we find that there exist C' > 0
and ¢ > 0 such that

wi((9B(x.1),) < Co

for any 1 <1i <k, any x € I';, any r > 0, and any p > 0. Note that I'; (i = 1,2, ..., k) are
disjoint closed sets, thus there exists rq > 0 such that

d(I';,I';) > 2, V1<i#j<k.
With this in mind, it follows that for any 1 <¢ < k and any x € T,
(0B(x,7)),NK C (0B(x,r)), NI}, VOo<r<ry, YVO<o<rg.
The upshot of the above is that for any x € K,

1((0B(x,7)),) < Co®,  Y0O<r<ry ¥0<o<r.
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If o > rg, then since y is a probability measure, we have that for any r > 0,

5

4

u(@Bx ) <1< (£)

Thus, it follows that for any x € K, any 0 < r < ry and any o > 0, we obtain the desired

inequality

. - 1

n((0B(x,1)),) < C o where C:=max {C, —5} .

7o

7. APPLICATIONS: PROVING THE STATEMENTS APPEARING IN SECTION 1.3

In this section we establish the applications of Theorem 1.2 to the recurrent sets stated
in Section 1.3. This will involve establishing a more versatile form of the standard quanti-
tative Borel-Cantelli Lemma (see Lemma 7.2) that is required when proving Theorem 1.6.
The final section is devoted to providing the details of the two counterexamples to Claim F
discussed in Section 1.3.

For the sake of clarity and convenience, we list several facts concerning self-conformal
systems (®, K, u, T) on R? that will be frequently used in the proof of Theorems 1.5 & 1.6.
In the following, with (2.24) in mind, g is the Gibbs measure with respect to a -Holder
potential on the symbolic space ¥V such that p = pgon L.

(P1) In view of Theorem 2.2, Corollary 2.1 and Theorem 1.2, there exist C' > 0 and

v € (0,1) that satisfy the following:

(i) For any f; € CA(XN), any f, € L*(u) and any n € N,

/ENfl.fzoa”dg—/ZNfldu./ENfzdg‘ < C’Vn'HleB'/ZNVz\d!A- (7.1)

(ii) For any I € ¥*, any measurable subset /' C R? and any n € N,
WK NT™"F) — p(K)u(F)| < Cy"u(F). (7.2)
(iii) For any ball B C R, any measurable subset F' C R? and any n € N,
(W(BOATTF) = u(B)u(F)| < Cy"u(F). (7.3)

(P2) Let k € (0,1) be as in (2.7). Then (2.8) states that there is a constant C3 > 1
such that

K| < Cslll, VIexr (7.4)

(P3) Part (ii) of Theorem 5.1 states that there exist 79 > 0, C'> 0 and § > 0 such that
for any x € K,

1((0B(x,1)),) < Co®, VYO<r<ry,Vo>0. (7.5)

The following is essentially a consequence of (7.2).

Lemma 7.1. Let C > 0 and v € (0,1) be as in (P1). Then for any ny, ny € N, any
I, J € XF with k > ny, and any Borel set F C R?

W(KiNT™MK;NT"F) — w(K;NT ™Ky u(F)| < Cy™=u(F). (7.6)
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Proof. Recall that K is the set of those x € K with which #(77!(x)) = 1 and that
T(x) =mooon1(x) when x € K. With this in mind, it follows that

Kljkfn 1"'jk ﬂ K, lf in1+1 AR Zk = jl s ,jkfnl
1+

K NT™K;NK = (7.7)

0, g1 e A1 e
for any ny, k € N with k > ny and any I =iy - - - iy, J = j; - - - jx € ¥*. Then (7.6) is an
immediate consequence of (7.2) and (7.7). O

7.1. Proof of Theorem 1.5.

The following statement [35, Lemma 1.5| represents an important tool in the theory of
metric Diophantine approximation for establishing counting statements. It has its bases in
the familiar variance method of probability theory and can be viewed as the quantitative
form of the (divergence) Borel-Cantelli Lemma |12, Lemma 2.2]. As we shall see it is an
essential ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.5.

Lemma 7.2. Let (X, B, 1) be a probability space. Let {f,(x)}nen be a sequence of mea-
surable functions on X, and {f,}nen, {@n}n be sequences of numbers such that
0< fo<oén(n=12,..).
Suppose that there exists C' > 0 such that for any pair of positive integers a < b, we have
b

n=a

Then for any € > 0, we have

1<k<N

N N
> fue) = 3 Fut O ((WN)log(W(N) + 1) + o 1)
for p-almost every x € X, where W(N) := Z On.

In the next section we shall state and prove a more general form (namely Lemma 7.7) of
this well known statement.

We now lay the foundations for applying Lemma 7.2 within the context of Theorem 1.5.
With this in mind, we first show that the function ¢, appearing in the statement of
Theorem 1.5 is Lipschitz continuous.

Lemma 7.3. Assume the setting in Theorem 1.5. Then, for any X,y € K, we have that

[tn(%) — tn(¥)| < [x =¥
Moreover, there exists N € N such that pu(B(x,t,(x))) = ¥(n) for allx € K andn > N.

Proof. Fix any x,y € K with x # y and fix n € N. Note that B(x,t,(x)) C B(y, t.(x) +
|x — y|), then by the definition of ¢, (), we have

p(B(y, tn(x) + [x = y[)) = ¥(n),

and hence t,(y) < t,(x) + |x — y|, again by definition. Similarly, we find that t,(x) <
to(y) 4+ |x — y| and this complete the proof of first part.
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To prove the moreover part, note that by part (i) of Theorem 5.1 and the fact that
Y(z) — 0 (x — 00), there exists N > 0 such that ¢,(x) < ro for all n > N and x € K,
where 7 is as in (5.3). On the other hand, by (5.3), we have pu(0B(x,r)) = 0 for all
0 <r <rand all x € K, and hence for any fixed x € K, the map r — pu(B(x,r))
is continuous over the interval [0,79). On combining these observations, we obtain that
u(B(x,t,(x))) = ¢(n) for all x € K and n > N. O

For any n € N, let
R, = R,(¢) := {xe K:|T"x — x| < t,(x)}.

The following is an extremely useful statement and is a straightforward application of the
triangle inequality. In short, it provides a mechanism for “locally” representing R,, as the
inverse image of a ball. In turn this allows us to exploit mixing. Throughout, given = € R
we let

()4 = max{x,0}.
Lemma 7.4. Given any I € X%, fix a point z; € K;. Then for anyn € N and I € ¥*,
we have that

K[ﬂTinB<Z[,<tn<Z[)—|K[D+) g K[ﬂRn g K]mTinB<Z[,tn(Z[)—|—2‘K[D. (78)

Proof. Let x € KN R,,. Then, by the triangle inequality we have that

T"x —z;| < |T"x—x|+ |x— 2|

A\

tn(X) + |x — 21|

IN

tn(z1) + 2|x — 24| (by Lemma 7.3)

tn<Z1) + 2|K[|

In other words, T'x) € B(zy,t,(z;) + 2|K;|) and so x € T~"B(zy, t,(z;) +2|K/|). Hence,
KN R, C KiNT"B(z,t,(zr) + 2|K;|) which is precisely the right hand side of the
desired statement. A similar calculation yields the left hand side inclusion in (7.8). O

IA

The next two lemmas are concerned with “precisely” estimating the py-measure of R,
and their pairwise intersections. They are crucial in successfully being able to apply
Lemma 7.3 in order to prove Theorem 1.5. Let ry be as in (P3). Then, without the loss
of generality, we may assume that

th(x) <19, VR >1Vx€EK, (7.9)

so that we can use (7.5) freely. Indeed, as we have already observed in the proof of
Lemma 7.3, since 9(z) — 0 (z — o0) in the setting in Theorem 1.5, then by part (i) of
Theorem 5.1 and the definition of ¢,, there exists N € N for which (7.9) holds for any
x € K and any n > N.

Lemma 7.5. Assume the setting in Theorem 1.5. Then there exists ¥ € (0,1) such that
pw(Rn) = ¥(n) + O(F").

Proof. For any I € ¥* fix a point z; € K;. Let 6 > 0 be as in (P3). Note that by
Lemma 7.3 and (7.5), we have that for any n € N, any x € K and any o > 0,

(B, t(x) +0) = (B ta(x))) + O (1((0B(x,ta(x)),))
= ¢(n)+0(d) (7.10)
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This together with (7.2), (7.4) and the right hand side of (7.8) implies that for any n € N,
any £ € N and any I € X,

w(KiNR,) < p (K NT "Bz, ta(zr) + 2| K1)
= (u(Ky) + ( ") 1(B(zr, tn(zr) + 2| K1)
= (u(Er) +0(6") (¥(n) + O K1)
= (K1) +0(") (¥(n) + O(x*))

= u(K7) (%(n) + O(K™)) + O (y"),

where the big-O constants are independent of n € N, ¢ € N and I € £f. On exploiting
the left hand side of (7.8), a similar calculation shows that

P 0 Ry) > () (¢(n) + O(%)) + O(y")
for any I € X and n € N. Therefore, we conclude that
u(Kr O R,) = w(Kp) (¢(n) + O(k™) +O(y"), VIext

On summing over all 1 € X, it follows that

pu(Ry) = 9(n) + O(K" +m'y"), (7.11)
where m € N is the number of elements in the C'** conformal IFS ® under consideration.
Now let nlog(1/7)

¢=1{(n):= LWJ :

Then m‘~y™ = 4?2 and it follows via (7.11) that u(R,) = ¢(n) + O(3"), where

Sdlog(1/v)
1/2 K/ 2Olgogn’7 }

¥ = max {fy
and thereby completes the proof. O

Lemma 7.6. Assume the setting in Theorem 1.5. Then there exist C > 0 and n € (0,1)
such that for any pair of positive integers a < b, we have

> Ry NRy) <> (R p(Rey) *CZ (7.12)

a<ni<n2<b a<ni<n2<b
Proof. Let v € (0,1) be as in (P1) and m € N be the number of elements in conformal

IFS ®. Let
_ log(1/7)
"~ 4logm
Without the loss of generality, we may assume that M < 1 since v can be taken to be as
close to 1 as we wish. For any I € ¥*, fix a point z; € K;. To ease notation, we write
By(I) = B(zr, tp(21) + 2| K)

for any I € ¥* and p € N. Let § > 0 be as in (P3). Then it follows from (7.4) and (7.10)
that

w(By(1)) = 9(p) + O(x) . (7.13)

Given positive integers n, k € N, the overarching goal is to obtain a sharp upper bound
for p(R, N R,1x). With this in mind, we start by observing the right hand side of (7.8)
implies that for any I € ¥* and any n, k € N,

K NRyN Ry CK; NT "By (I)NT~ "B, (1. (7.14)
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We proceed by considering two cases depending on the size of k.
o Estimating (R, N Ryyy) when k > nil Let

ly =Ll (n, k)= |(n+k)M].
It is easily verified that

201 - _n+tk

n<ft and m vz

For any p € N and I € ¥*, let
Jp.I) = {Je:K;nB,(I) #0}.
Then by (7.14), for any I € X% we have that

[ (K, NR,N Rn+k) < u(KiNT™"B,(I)NnT~- "B, (I))

< > p(EnTTK,NT0HB, (D). (7.15)
JeJ(n,I)

Then Lemma 7.1 together with (7.13), (7.15) and the fact that n < ¢, implies that

JeJ(n,I)

= Y (WK NT K+ 00" ™) (¥(n+ k) +O(x)) .
JeJ(n,I)

201

Then on summing over / € % and using the fact that m V*nTHC, it follows that

~

,U(Rn N RnJrk)

<X X wENT K+ Om* ) | (bt k) + O

Iext JeJ(n,I)

- M( U U mT—nKJ)) +O(v*) (w(n T k) + 0(,4%)). (7.16)
Iext JeJ(n,I)
For the moment, we focus on estimating the p-measure term appearing within the first
bracket in (7.16). Let
Uy =ly(n) = |2nM | .
It can be verified that
01 >0y and mPy" =<~7?

Let C3 > 0 be the constant in (P2). Then, for any I € X%, by the definition of J(n,I)
and the inequality (7.4), we have

U ENT™K;)) € KiNT "Bz, ta(zr) + 3C56™). (7.17)
JeJ(n,I)

Given any positive integers p < g and any [ =4y - - -4, € X9, let I, := ¢y - - - 4,. With this
notation in minf, if x is in the set on the right-hand-side of (7.17), then x € K7, (since
by > fz) and

|T"x — z%\

IN

|T"x — z;| + |21 — Z[Z2|

S tn(Z]) + 303/4/1 + |K[[2|
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to(zr) + 3Csk" + Csk™

IA

tn(z1,) + |21, — 21| + 4C3k"  (by Lemma 7.3 )
S (Zje ) + 503/{
The upshot of above is that

U U &1t k) € |J (KinT "Bz ta(zr) +5C36)),  (7.18)

Iextr JeJ (n,I) Text2

Then by (7.2), (7.10), (7.18), and the fact that m® ™ < /2 it follows that

(U U KmT"KJ)>

Iext JeJ (n,I)

IA

> w(KrnT "Bz, ta(zr) + 5C5k))

Iext2

= 3 (K1) +0("M) u(Blar, ta(zr) +5Csx"))

Text2

= ) (uKr) +00M) (¥(n) + O(x"))

= (1 + O(mbv")) (@Z)(n) + O(/{‘%))

= (14+0("2)) ($(n) + O(*2)) (7.19)
Let ¥ € (0,1) be as in Lemma 7.5. Now feeding (7.19) into (7.16) and then using
Lemma 7.5, we find that

PRy Rogr) < (9(n) + 002 +572)) - (Y(n+ k) + O(x*))

- (“(Rn) + 0@1‘)) - ((Rnsr) + O(47HH)), (7.20)

where 7, := max{7,7"%, k*M} € (0,1).

o Estimating (i(R, N Ryyy) when 1 < k < %1 Recall that lo = f5(n) := [2nM | and
mf2~"™ =< 4y~™2_ So given the range of k under consideration, it follows that
2M?
M+1
For any n,k € N with 1 < k < 2 and any I € %, by (7.2), (7.3) (7.13) and (7.14), we

have that

p (KRN Ro) < p (K0T Bu(D) 0T 9B, (D)

(n+k)+0(1). (7.21)

2:

= (u(E1) +0(") - 1 (Ba(1) N T~* Boyi(1)))

= (u(E1) +0(") - ((Bu(D)) + O(")) - 1(Buy(1))

= (u(E7) +0(7") - (¥(n) + Ok +9%)) - (Y(n + k) + O(x*)) .
On summing over I € X, we obtain that

RN Royr) < (14+0(m™y™) - (¥(n) + O(K* + %)) - (v(n+ k) + O(K**2))
= (1+0("?)) - (¢(n) 4-620(/4”2 +95)) - ((n + k) + O(k°))



= (¢(n) + O 4+ K2 4 45)) - (V(n + k) + O(x%2))

() + OF" +7"2 4 67 +-91) ) - () + O + 1))
M(Rn) L OFRM ARM/2 4 H&%ﬁ(mk) i ,Yk>)

X (M(Rmk) +O0(F"* + /.;5-%("%)))

= (1(R) +0(8)) - (1(Br) + O(5)) (7:22)

where

Ny 1= maX{;yM’,ymin{l,M/Q}’ H26M2/(M+1)} c (0’ 1) '

In the above we use the fact that m® =< v~"/2 to go from the first to second line. Then

we use Lemma 7.5 to from the third to the fourth line and finally we use (7.21) and the
fact that n > kM — 1 to go from the fourth to the fifth line.

Everything is now in place to prove the desired pairwise independent on average in-
equality (7.12). For any n € N, let
n+1 n+1
Fi(n) = [1, 7} NN and Fy(n):= (7,—1-00) NN.
Then for any pair of positive integers a,b € N with a < b, by (7.20) and (7.22), it follows
that

b—1 b—n
Z (R, N Ry,) = Z ZN(Rn N Rnyr)
a<ni<n2<b n=a k=1
b—1 b—1
o SRR SR RS SR SR
n=a ke[l,b—n]NF1(n) n=a ke[l,b—n]NF2(n)

b—1
<> > (M(Rn) + O(vé“)) : (N(Rn+k) + 0(75”’“))
n=a ke[l,b—n|NF1i(n)
b—1 A A
£ (B O6D) - (Bur) + OGFH)
n=a ke€[l,b—n|NF2(n)
A A b A
- Z M(Rm)M(Rm) + 0 (Z (M(RN) + nn)> ’
a<ni<n2<b n=a
where 17 = max{~v,72} € (0,1). The proof is complete. O

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 1.5 utilizing Lemma 7.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let n € (0,1) be as in Lemma 7.6. We shall use Lemma 7.2 with
X = K and

fn(x) = HRn(X)v Jn :M(Rn>7 On :/i(én)_'_nn (n: 1727"')'



By Lemma 7.6, there exist a constant C' > 0 such that for any positive integers a < b, we
have

b

/K (Z (ﬂf{n (X) - M(Rn))> dﬂ(x) = Z M(Rm N Rm) - (Z N(Rn)>

n=1 a<ni<n2<b

b
= Youl)+2 Y w0 Ry

a<ni<n2<b

- Z N(Rn)Q —2 Z N(Rm)N(RnQ)

n=1 a<ni<n2<b

b
< D uB) 42 Y (Rl
n=a a<ni<na2<b
b . b .

+ O (Ra) + ") =) ()’
n=a n=1

— 2 Z N(Rm)u(ﬁm)
a<ni<na2<b

b

b b
Sl = SR+ O (ulf) )

< (1 +C)Z (N(Rn) +77")-

n=a

By Lemma 7.2, for any given € > 0, we have

D Loanon (T'%) = Y 15, () = W(N) + O (W(N)1ogh (W(N)))  (7.23)

N
for p-almost every x € K, where W(N) := Z (u(f%n) +n”). However, by Lemma 7.5, we

n=1
have
N
W(N) = d(n)+0(1).
n=1
So the term W(N) in (7.23) can be replaced by the summation ZnN:1 1(N). This completes
the proof of Theorem 1.5 U

7.2. Proof of Theorem 1.6.

Although the proof of Theorem 1.6 follows the same line of attack as that used in
establishing Theorem 1.5, it is more involved chiefly due to the fact that the asymptotic
behaviour of the counting function is dependant on x € K. Indeed, the quantitative form

of the Borel-Cantelli Lemma (i.e. Lemma 7.2), which is a key ingredient in the proof of
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Theorem 1.5, is not applicable as it stands. In short we need to work with more versatile
form in which the sequence { f,, },en in Lemma 7.2 is allowed to depend on x € K.

Lemma 7.7. Let (X,B,u) be a probability space. let {fn(x)}nen and {gn(z)}nen be
sequences of measurable functions on X, and let {¢,}nen € R be a sequence of real
numbers. Suppose that

0<gn(x) <, VneN, VzeX (7.24)

and that there exists C' > 0 with which
b

/X (Z(fn(x) - gn(l“))) dp(z) <CY 6w (7.25)

n=a

for any pair of integers 0 < a < b. Then for any € > 0, we have

1<k<N

zyumzipmm+0(wNﬁmawNm%wIMX%@Q (7.26)

N
for p-almost every x € X, where W(N) := Z On-

n=1

In the case {g,(z)}nen is a sequence independent of z, the above lemma coincides with
Lemma 7.2. The proof of Lemma 7.7 essentially follows that of Lemma 7.2 with natural
modification. For completeness, the proof is given in Appendix B.

Let ¢ : R — R be a real positive function such that ¢(x) — 0 as z — oco. For any
n € N, as in the introduction (see (1.14)), let

R,(¢¥) == {xe K :T"x € B(x,%(n))}.
Let ro be as in (P3). Then, without the loss of generality, we may assume that
1/’(”) S 7o, vn Z 17

so that we can use (7.5) freely. The following is the analogue of Lemma 7.4 and allows us
to “locally” represent R,, as the inverse image of a ball.

Lemma 7.8. For each I € ¥*, fit z; € K;. Then for anyn € N and any I € ¥, we
have that

K N T (B(zs, ((n) — |Ki])1)) € K;NRu(¢) € KN T (B(zg, (n) + K1) -

Proof. The proof makes use of the triangle inequality and is similar to that used to prove
(7.8). So we omit the details. O

The overarching goal is to obtain precise enough estimates on the py-measures of R,, ()
and their pairwise intersections, and the integrals of the functions

x5 Ly, (%) - 0(B(x, $(n))  (na,ma € N) (7.27)

in order to apply Lemma 7.7 to prove Theorem 1.6. We start with dealing with the
p-measure of R, (1)).

Lemma 7.9. There exist C' >0 and ¥ € (0,1) such that for any n € N, we have

p(Ba) = [ (B o) dut)| < €7

K
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Proof. Let v € (0,1) be as in (P1), let § > 0 be as in (7.5) and let m € N5 be the number
of elements in the conformal IFS ®. For each n € N, denote

om |l

2logm
By Lemma 7.8, we obtain that

R, (vy) C U KIQT_N(B(ZI,?/J(”)+|KI|))

IeXyan

and

Ruw) 2 |J KinT™(Blar, (b(n) - |Ki))s)

Iexan
These inclusions together with (P1) — (P3) imply that

Ba) = 3 (K0T (Blar, v(n))

1eXan

+0 < > u(KI N T‘"(@B(z;,w(n)))KI>>

Ieyan

= 3 (u(KD) +0(") - n(Blzr, (n))

IeXan

1eXan

= Z w(Kr) - p(B(zr, ¢(n))) + O(mq”7" + KO 4 mq"vnl-@‘sq">
= 2 /K p(B(zr,6(n))) da + O (mty” + w59 4 ey
= 2 [ (nBx ) + 07 ) duo

+ O (mq”’y" + KO 4 mq”fy"/i‘sq">

- /K pu(B(x,1(n))) du(x) + O (mqw" + K0 mqusqn) (7.28)

Note that by the definition of g,,, we have miry™ =< v/2. Let

— dlog(1/7) 1
yi=maxq K 2Zleem 2

Then by (7.28), we obtain that
p(Ra(w) = [ (Bl () dutx) + O3")
as desired. I 0
The next result is a technical lemma concerning the S-Holder norm of bounded functions

on the symbolic space. It will be subsequently required in calculating the integral of the
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functions appearing in (7.27) (namely in proving Lemma 7.11) and in calculating the p-
measure of the pairwise intersections of the sets R, (1) (namely in proving Lemma 7.12).

Lemma 7.10. Let M > 0 and let f be a function on XN = {1,2,...m}Y such that
|f()] < M for all I € V. Then for any I € X*, the function f - 1y is S-Hélder
continuous on XN and moreover,

If - Llls < M- (1 +mP),

Proof. Let I € ¥* and let J;, J, € ¥ be two arbitrary points such that J; # J,. Now
observe that

o if dist(Jy, Jo) > m!l, then either J; ¢ [I] or J, ¢ [I]. Tt follows that

|f(J1) - Ln(J1) = f(J2) - Ly (K)

Bl
dist(J, K )P < M-m7L

o if dist(Jy, Jo) < ml!l then either Ji, J, € [I] or Ji, J, ¢ [I]. Therefore,
|f(J1) - Ln(S) — f(J2) - Ln(J2)] = 0.
The upshot is that
If-Tnlls = 1 - Tinlle

|f(J) - Lyn(Jh) = f(Ja) - Tp(Jo)]
+ Sup{ dist(Jr, Jo)?

cJL e XN £ JQ}

< M+ M- -mPHl.
This completes the proof. O

Lemma 7.11. Assume the setting in Theorem 1.6. Let 7 := dimyg K. Then there ezists
v € (0,1) which is independent of 1 such that for any ni, ng € N

[ 1060 1 (B () du
= /K#(B(Xﬂ/}(nl)))'M(B(X,Qﬁ(”z)))dﬂ(x)+O(W"1)¢(”2)T>

where the implied big O constant does not depend on the choices of ni,ny € N.

Proof. Under the setting of Theorem 1.6, it is easily versified that within the setup of
self-conformal systems, the notion of p being equivalent to H"|x and p being 7-Ahlfors
regular coincide (the details can be found within the proof of Theorem 2.7 in [27]). Thus,
by definition there exists M > 1 such that

M™7r" < u(B(x,r)) < Mr", VxeK, V0<r<|K|.

Recall that ;1 = gon ™! where p is the Gibbs measure with respect to a 3-Holder potential
on symbolic space XN, Consider the function

(%) = N(Bf;((;zgjfn)))

meN, xe€K). (7.29)

Then

p(B(x,¥(n))) = l,(x) - 1(n)" and M; <l (x) <M (neNxeK) (7.30)



Let v € (0,1) be as in (P1) and let § > 0 be as in (7.5). In turn, for any n € N, let

0= {nlog(l/v)J.

45 1logm

On using the left-hand side inclusion in Lemma 7.8, we obtain that for any n;,ny € N,

[ B0 60 (B 602) i)

- Z /K LK, Ry (0) (%) 'M(B(X,Q/J(HQ))) du(x)

Iexim
> Y [ tor-esstanin o () (Bl vna))) du0). (730
Iexim

where for [ € ¥* we fix some point z; € K; and B(x,7) is the empty set if » < 0. On
combining (7.31) with Lemma 7.10, the equality p = p o 7!, the properties (P1) — (P3)
and (7.30), we obtain that for any ny,ny € N,

[ 10 09 (B (1))

— Z </K (ln2<X> . I[K,(X)) . (ILB(ZI,w(m)—IKI\) o T”l) (x) d,u(x)) p(ng)”
- (/EN (tny 07 (1) - Ty (1)) + (Le-r g o) -11ci1) © 0™) () du(J)) ~1h(n2)”
— </Z Ly o (J) - 1y (J) du(J) + O(|[ln, o 7 - Lp 5 - 7n1)>

>

= 3 ([ 109 Tt aug Ot )

Iexim

x pu(B(zr, ¥(n1) — |K1])) - 1b(na)

= (ng:nl/k Bz, ¢ (n1) — |K1])) - n(B(x,1(n2))) d,u(X)>

+ O(m* ™) 4 (ny)”

( > [ (B vm) + O™ ) - (B vin) du(X))

+ O(m* ™) 4 (ny)T
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( > / B(x,9(m))) - p(B(x,1(n2))) dN(X)>
IEEqnl k
F O(m g 4 ()
Now by the definition of g,,, we have m?# %~y < 4"/2_ Let
- dlog(1/7) 1
7y := max {/{ 4Blogm  ry2 } .
Then the above calculation ensures the existence of C' > 0 such that

/K L, o) (%) - 1(B(x, (n2))) dpu(x)
> /K H(Blx, () - (B, $(n2))) dpu(x) — CF™ ()"

The complementary upper bound follows on using the same argument but with the left
hand side inclusion in Lemma 7.8 replaced by the right hand side inclusion. U

We are now in the position to provide a good upper bound the measure of the pairwise
intersection of the sets R, (1).

Lemma 7.12. Assume the setting in Theorem 1.6. Let 7 := dimyg K. Then there exist
C >0 and 7y € (0,1) such that for any n, k € N, we have

PR O Ruis0)) < [ (Bl v() (B, o+ ) ()
+C (" + M) Y+ k)T 7).

Proof. Under the setting of Theorem 1.6, the Gibbs measure p is 7-Ahlfors regular. For
each n € N, define the map x — [,,(x) as in (7.29) and recall that there exists M > 1
such that (7.30) is satisfied. Let v € (0,1) be as in (P1). For any n € N, let

n = {4 ) m:;?;,(ll/}j)log mJ '

For each I € ¥*, fix a point z; € K;. Then by Lemma 7.8, for any ny,no, ¢ € N it follows
that

Ki N R, () N Ry (4)

Q KfﬂTfnlB(z[,@Z)(nl)+|K1|)ﬂT7"QB(z1,w(n2)+|KI|) (732)
C U  KinT™K;nT Bz, (n) + |Ki) (7.33)
JeJ(#n1,I)

where

T, I):={Je€Xl: KiN Bz, ¥(n) + |K|) #0} ((,neN, Tex).

We now estimate the measure of R, (1)) N R,,+x(¢) by considering two cases.

e Estimating (R, N Ry yx) when gnir > n. In this case, by means of the inclusion (7.33),
Lemma 7.1 (with k& “equal” to ¢,4x and n; = n) and the inequalities (7.4) and (7.5), it
follows that

(R (1) N Ry (1))
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(]

5>

I1exintk JeJ (qn4k.n,I)

,u(KI NT"K; N T~ Bz, (n + k) + |KI|))

Fﬂ

(B OT " Ky) + O (") ) (Blar, tin + k) + Ki)

1€tk JET (qnskonsd)

(WK AT y) + 0(7))

A\

Iexttk JET (qnyk:m.1)

w(B(zr,(n + k))) + O(Fa‘sq“k))

Z Z p(KinT"Ky) p(Blzn,v(n+k)))

Iezqn+k Jej(qn+k7n71)

X

N

+ O | | U Kn7TTK,

Iezqn+k JEJ(QTL‘FIC 7n7‘])

+ 0 (an+k/yn+k (@/}(n + k:)T + ,{5qn+k))

3 > w(KinT"Ky) p(B(zr,(n+ k)))

Iezqn+k Jej(qn+k7n71)

+ O (mq”+’wn+k (@Z)(n + k) + /@‘Sq”““) + /@‘Sq”““) (7.34)

Next we estimate from above the main term in (7.34); that is

Shtk = Z Z p(KrNT"Ky) w(B(zr,(n+k))).

Iextntk JET (anyk:m.1)
By (7.4) and (7.5), we have that
Sun — / Blzi, v(n+ 1)) du(x)
KinT- nK,

Iez%+k JeJ (qn+k n,I)

= ZQWRK (B, w(n + K))) + O(x7++) ) dpu(x)

Iezqn-Hc Jej(qn+k n,I)
/ M(B<X,1/1<n—|—/{7))) d/i(X) +O</€5Qn+k)
Ulezqn-l»k U‘]ej(qn_’_k’n’l) KiNnT-"K

For any
xe KiNT Ky (I e X+ J e T(qnar,n, 1)),

by (7.4) and triangle inequality we have
T"x — x| < |x—z7|+ |z — T"x|
< |Ki| +9(n) + |K/l
< (n) + 203 kIE,
Therefore, on letting ¢ (n) := 1(n) +2Cs % (n € N), we obtain that
U U K NT"K; € Roulv).

Iezqn+k Jej(Qn+kvn7])
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Then by Lemma 7.11 there exists 71 € (0, 1) such that

S < / u(B(x, (0 + k))) dpu(x) + O(k510+)
ke ()

= [ (B ) (Bl -+ 1) o

+ O(fy’f IZ(n + k)" + li5q"+k)

= /K (;L(B(X,@/)(n))) + O(/@‘Sq")>
X (u(B(X, Y(n+k)))+ O(/@‘sq“k)) dpu(x)

+ O~} d(n+ k)" + RO Itk )
= [ B v ) (Bl v+ 1) )

+ O((V] + &) Y(n + k)T + K7 Ik 4 gk (7.35)
Recall that by the definition of ¢,, we have mi~y™ =< 4™/2. Let
Y2 1= max {71/2, m%,%} :

Then on combining (7.34) and (7.35) we find that there exists a constant C' > 0 so that

P O Rea@)) < [ a(Bx () (B, b0 + 1) )

K
+ C (wmln+k)7+5%"")
for all n, k € N with ¢, > n.

e Estimating u(R, N R,.x) when g, < n. By the inclusion (7.33) and the properties
(P1) = (P3), namely (7.2), (7.3), (7.4), (7.5), we have that

1(Ra(¥) N Ryyi (1))

< Y p(KrnT "Bz, v(n) + | Ki)) N T~ Bz, o(n + k) + |K]))
IeXan

= Y (ulK7) +0(") u(Blzr,(n) + |Ki) N T Bz, ¥(n + k) + |K]))

Ie¥an

= 3" (u(K7) +0("™) (u(Blzr, d(n) + |Kq])) + O(4F))

1e¥an

% M(B(Zi,lp(n +k)+ |KI‘))

= " (ulEr) +0(™) (u(Blar, (n)) + O(F + k)

IeXan

X (u(B(zr, ¥ (n+k))) + O(x°™))

= /K 1(B(zr, ¥ (n))) p(B(zr, ¥(n +k))) du(x)

71



+ O(YyY(n+k)" + KO 4 dn ")

=2 /K (1(B(x,9(n))) + O(r" "))
X ('U/<B<X7’l/}<n+k)))—'—O(K(Sanrk)) dpu(x)
+ OV P(n+ k)7 + R4+ mi ")
:/K (B(x,(n))) p(B(x, ¢ (n+k))) du(x)
(

+ O 7k (n+k) +/{5q"+mq"7”)

— [ n(Bx v n(Blx vln+ ) du(x)
+ O(Y*(n + k)" + K0 +42) (7.36)

In the case ¢, < n, we have that

(n+ W)log(l/)
4 -max{3,1}-logm

and so it follows that
log(1/7) log(1/v)

Kim = O (Kf;'(m)'("*k)) and 7"?=0 (vm'(’”k)) .

The upshot of this and (7.36) is that there exists a constant C' > 0 so that

(R 0) 1 Russl) < [ u(Box () (Bl o(n -+ 1)) dux

+C (v (4 k)" +25"")
for all n, k € N with ¢, < n, where

log(1/7) log(1/~)

2
73 ‘= max {/y’ /{6.(4-max{6,l}-logm) ’78-max{[3,1}-logm} X

The above two case imply the desired upper bound estimate of the measure of the set
R,(¥) N Ry k() for any n, k € N. O

Now we are in a position to prove Theorem 1.6 utilizing Lemma 7.7

Proof of Theorem 1.6. With Lemma 7.9, Lemma 7.11 and Lemma 7.12 at hand, it follows
that there exist C' > 0 and 7 € (0, 1) such that for any a < b € N

/K ( Z (ﬂRn(w)<X) - M(B(X,w(n))))> dp(x)

NI ATHEES iwnw) A Rusi(9))
IO REERILENIIETC
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. / B(x, ¥ (m1))) u(B(x, v(ns))) du(x)

a<ni,n2<b

< ([ nBx v dnee) +C7")

—1 b—n

#2305 ([ n(BOx w(m) n(Blx. vln+ ) dux

n=a k=1

T C(F 47 bln+ k) + 7))

Z / B(x,%(n1))) p(B(x,1(ns9))) du(x) +07n1¢(n2)7>

a<ni,n2<b

. / B(x, (1)) u(B(x, ¥(n5))) du(x)

a<ni,n2<b

< > () +7

xeK

b
d ¢n  where ¢, :=maxu(B(x,%(n) + 7"

Applying Lemma 7.7 with X = K and
fa(®) = Lr,@)(X): gn(x) = u(Bx,¥(n))), ¢ = maxu(B(x,y(n))) + 7"

we obtain that for any € > 0
N
3 L Zu )+ 0 (W(N)2 (log(w(N)) *™) (7.37)
n=1

for p-almost every x € K, where ¥(N) := ZnN:1 ¢n. However, since i is 7-Ahlfors regular,

we have N
= 4(n)
=1

so the term W(N) appearing in the error term of (7.37) can be replaced by the summation
25:1 1(n)7. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.6. O

7.3. Proof of Theorem 1.7 directly via Theorem 1.5. Under the setting of Theo-
rem 1.7, the measure p is 7-Ahlfors regular and so by definition there exists C' > 1 such
that
C™™ < u(B(x,r)) <Crm, Vxe K, V0<r<|K|.
Hence, for any x € K,
0 < O7(1, ¥,%) < 07 (1, ,%) < +50.

Let Q. be the set of all positive rational numbers. For each ¢ € Q, and n € N, define

Yy(n) == q-1(n)". With this notation in mind, suppose that the sum of the sequence
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t(n)7 is divergent. Then by Theorem 1.5 and the fact that Q. is countable, there exists
K' C K such that u(K') =1 and

N mn
i 2on=t LBt ) (T7X)
N—o0 S qb(n)

=1, VxeK, 6 VqgeQ,. (7.38)

Fix an arbitrary point x € K’ and any € > 0. Since Q. is dense in (0, +00), there exist
b= p(X, 6), q= q(X, e) € Q. such that

@*TQ%?/},X) <p< (1 + 6) : @*T<M77/17X)7 (1 - 6) : @:<M7w7x) <g< @R,Uﬂ/fax)

With this in mind, it is easy to verify that there exists ng = no(x) € N such that for all
n > ng, we have

(B, ta(x,1))) < u(B(x,¥(n))) < p(B(x, ta(x, 1))
and thus
B(x,tn(x,1q)) € B(x,%(n)) € B(x,tn(x,1)) -
This together with (7.38) implies that

lim sup Sy Ly (T7x)
N
Nooo oy u(B(x,1(n)))

< limsup

N—oo

(ZL Ut o) (T"%) 0N (B (x, ta(x, %))))
S (Bt (x,15,)) Yonsy p(B(x, ta(x,10,))

= |
Novoo ( S p(n) S qu(n)

N r
= limsup —2"21 p(n)

N—oo ZnN:1 qp(n)7

(1+¢) -0 (pv,%)
B (1 - 6) ’ @zk—(:ua IP’X)
Since € > 0 is arbitrary, it follows that

: Y ones Ly (T7X) _ ©77 (11,1, %)
| < .
o S Bk e(n) O X

N n .
St LBt (T7%) N pib(n) )

A similar argument, with obvious modifications, shows that

N U (T™X) . OT(p,,x)
1 f >
N S B () O 0x)”

and thereby completes the proof.
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7.4. Providing counterexamples to Claim F. We provide the details of the two coun-
terexamples to Claim F discussed in Section 1.3.

Example 7.1. Consider the functions ¢; : [0,1] — [0,1/3] and ¢, : [0, 1] — [2/3,1] given
by
x T+ 2
901<x) = ga 902<x) = 3 Ve [07 1]
Then ® = {p1,pa2} is the well-known conformal IFS with the attractor K being the
standard middle-third Cantor set. Let p := H"|x (7 = log2/log3) be the standard
Cantor measure, and let 7" : [0, 1] — [0, 1] be the x3 map:

Tx =3x mod 1.

Consider the constant function ¢ : R — R>( given by
1 2

Then, for p—almost all x € K, we have
it ze([0,5]Ul[31])NnK,

N
1 e b(n " 9
f 2onzt LBewm) (T72) (7.39)

Vo S (Ra() it re (21 U[2I])nK.

(SN

utl|oy

Proof of (7.39). We start with an observation. The condition that ¢(z) — 0 as  — oo
imposed in the statement of Theorem 1.6 is used in its proof only to ensure that inequality
(7.5) is valid; that is to guarantee that ¥(n) < ry for n large enough. However, for the
particular example under consideration, this inequality is valid for all » > 0 and thus the
conclusion of the theorem and its corollary are valid for any constant function v. With
this in mind, it follows via Theorem 1.6 that: for p—almost all x € K

iy et Loy (T72) _
Nose S (B(x, 9 (n)))

Thus, for p—almost all x € K

T Lseey (') S (B 6(n) 0

Nooo S0 u(Ra() Noso 32T u(Ra(4))
We now estimate pu(B(x,1(n))) and p(R,(¢)). It follows from the definition of 1, that

0,1/3] N K, if v €[0,1/9)NK
Bz 9(m)) N K = ([0,1/3]U[2/3,7/9]) N ?fx €[2/9,1/3|NnK
(12/9,1/3]U[2/3,1)) N K, ifxz€[2/3,7/9]NK
2/3,1]N K, ifxe[8/9,1]NK
for all n € N. Thus,
%, if z € ([0,1/9]U[8/9,1]) N K,
u(B(z,(n))) = 3
T if v € ([2/9,1/3]U[2/3,7/9]) N K

for all n € N. This together with Lemma 7.9 implies the existence of v € (0, 1) such that

W) = [ (B v)) aute) + 0
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- AmemmMﬂﬁﬂamedmw

Bx, n dulx O(~™
+/([2/971/3}u[2/3,7/9])m<M( ( IM >)) /~L< )+ (’Y)

5

= 3t oM").
It thus follows via (7.40) that: for y—almost all z € K
fo et L@y (7)o N p(B(x, 1/3+2/3%)
Vo Y ilBa(¥) Vo N-5/840(1)
_ ,u(B(:E, 1/3 4+ 2/32))
B 5/8
Lt se (UAUB ) NE,
s it e ([5lulss)nK

t

As mentioned in the introduction (Section 1.3), the second example is slightly more
sophisticated but it removes the need for the function v to be constant.

Example 7.2. Let ® = {1, p2, 3, 04} be a conformal IFS on [0, 1] given by
1 1 1+ 2

Then it can be easily verified that the self-conformal set generated by & is exactly the
unit interval [0, 1]; that is

p1(x) =

= Uwi(o.1.

Moreover, it is easily verified that
0i((0,1)) Np;((0,1)) =0, V1<i#j<4

and hence ® satisfies open set condition. Define the Ruelle operator £ : C([0,1]) —
C([0,1]) by setting

Z Pi@)|f(pi(2)) Y feC(0,1]) and e [0,1].
By Example 2.2, the spectral radius of £ is 1. Let
1 1
h(z) =

log 2 1t
and let A denote the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1]. Then a straightforward calculation shows
that

(7.41)

Lh=h, L'\N=M\, / h(z)dz = 1;
[0,1]

that is to say that h and \ are the unique eigenfunction and eigenmeasure of £ guaranteed

by part (i) of Theorem 2.4. Hence by definition, the measure dy := h d\ is the Gibbs
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measure with respect to £. The IFS ® induces a transformation 7" : [0, 1] — [0, 1] given
by

" 1
4x, 1f0§$’<1,
1 1 1
— 1. if = <<=
20z L 1=ty
Tr=99,_1 1 2
Jif = <ax< -
1—=x 2 3
2 2
——2, if —<z<1
\ r 3

The upshot of the above discussion is that the [F'S ® gives rise to a self-conformal system

(®,[0,1], u, T') in which g is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure with
density h given by (7.41).

Let ¥ : R — R>( be a real positive function such that ¢ (z) — 0 as © — oo and
> ¥(n) = +oo. Foreach n € N, let R,,(¢)) be the set defined by (1.14) with X = [0, 1].

Now regrading the measure of R, (1), by Lemma 7.9, we obtain that there exists 7 € (0, 1)
such that

W) = [ (Bl v)) aute) + 0

p(n) z+h(n)
- / () ( / h(y) du@)) e
— 2+ (n)
h(x h d du(z
+ /w(n) <)</x_¢<n> (v) u(y)> ()

" /11w(n> Hz) (/:w(n) ) () ) ) + O

1 z+1p(n)
- (1052)2/0 1ix </¢() ﬁ du(@/)) du(z) + OF" + 9 (n)?)

¥(n)
(log 2)?

+0 (7" + (¥(n))?). (7.42)

We are now in the position to put everything together and show that the self-conformal
system (®,[0,1], 1, T) provides a counterexample to Claim F. Indeed, by Corollary 1.3,

we have that for g—almost all z € [0, 1]
i S Lo (T"2) _
N 3T 2h(2)i(n)

Recall that if {a,},en i a positive sequence of real numbers such that a, — 0 and
> an, = +00, then

(7.43)

N 2
lim 2en=1% _

N—oo ZnNZI an
7



With this in mind, on combining (7.41), (7.42) and (7.43), we find that for g—almost all
re K :=[0,1]

lim >n1 LB (T"2) lim >t Lo (T"2) lim > ns 2h(2)3(n)
Nooe 3 (Ra(4) Nooo 3L 2h(a)(n) N 3T p(Ra(9))
~ lim > py 2h(x)i(n)
Ve (g + 0 + (W (m))
= 2(log2)*h(x)
_ 2log?2
1+

The upshot is that Claim F is false.

Remark 7.1. In view of Remark 2.1, we could replace the IFS ® in Example 7.2 by the
simpler IFS ® = {¢1, ¢o} where ¢; : [0,1] — [0,1/2] and ¢, : [0,1] — [1/2,1] are given
by

P1(x) = 5, (752(37):1%; vz el0,1].

It is easily seen that ® corresponds to a single iteration of ® and that the latter gives
rise to a self-conformal system (®',[0,1], z, T) in which x is as in Example 7.2 and the
transformation 7" : [0, 1] — [0, 1] is given by

1

2z, if 0<z <=,

Tx = 2
1 1

- -1, if =<z<1.
T 2

Note that ® fails to meet the second condition of (2.1) since |¢,(0)| = 1 but it does
satisfy the weaker condition (2.10) with ny = 2. The point being made in Remark 2.1
is that the results in this paper (such as Corollary 1.3) are in fact applicable to systems
such as (®, [0, 1], u, T') that do not necessarily satisfy the second condition of (2.1) but
do satisfy the weaker condition (2.10).

APPENDIX A. EXPONENTIALLY MIXING IN PRODUCT SYSTEMS

This appendix is motivated by the discussion centred around Remark 1.1 in the intro-
duction, namely Section 1.1.

Throughout, let £ > 2 be an integer. For each 1 < i < k, let (X;,d;) be a metric
space and let (X;, B;, i, T;) be a measure-preserving system with p being exponentially
mixing with respect to (73, C;), where C; is the collection of balls in X;. Now construct
the metric space (X, d) and the measure-preserving system (X, B, u, T') via {(X;, d;) h1<i<k
and {(X;, Bi, i, T;) b1<i<k respectively as follows:

k

. X::HXi.

i=1
e For any x = (z1,...,2), y = (Y1, .., yx) € X

d(x,y) := max{d;(z;,y;) ;i =1,2, ...k} .
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k
o 3:= ® B; is the o-algebra on X generated by the sets of the form

i=1

=1

k
{HFF eBi,izl,z,...,k} .

k

® = ® (t; is the product measure on X.
i=1

e The map 7' : X — X is given by

Tx = (Thxy, Towy, ..., Tyay), ¥V x=(21,29,...,7) € X .

Theorem A.1. Let (X,d) and (X, B, n, T) be mentioned above. Then u is exponentially
mizing with respect to (T',C), where C is the collection of balls in (X, d).

Proof. Since each p; is exponentially mixing with respect to (7}, C;), then there exist C' > 1
and v € (0,1) such that for any i = 1,2, ..., k,
|ui(BiNT " F) — (B pi(F)| < Cy" pi( Fy) (A1)

holds for any ball B; C X;, any F; € B; and any n € N. Throughout, fix an arbitrary ball
B C X. In view of the definition of metric in X, it is clear that B can be written as

k
B=]][5:.
i=1

where B; C X; is a ball in X; for each ¢ = 1,2, ..., k. Next, consider the set

k
F=]]r,
=1

where F; € B; (i =1,2,...,k). Then, for any n € N,

k
p(BNT"F) = p <H BN T‘"F>
=1
k

= [[w(BinT"F)
1=1
k

< JJu(B)+Cy") m(F)  (by (A1)

i=1

y
(

= (u(B)+2"C*y") u(F).
A similar argument with obvious modifications shows that for any n € N,

p(BNT"F) > (M(B;g — ok C* ") p(F).

(1s(Bs) + Cv")) - p(F)

—- -

pi(B;) + 2kck’7n> Fp(F)

1



The upshot of the above discussions is that for any ' € B of the form
F=][F (FeBi,i=12.k),

we have

\(W(BNT"F) — w(B)u(F)| < 2"°C*y" w(F),  VneN. (A.2)

We are going to prove (A.2) for any F' € B. To do this, let
Ap := {F € B : the inequality (A.2) holds for F'}
and let G be the collection of finite disjoint unions of the sets in
k
{F:HFi FeB;,i= 12/<;}
i=1
Various properties of Ag and G are listed below:
o As was discussed above, we have Ag D G.
o G is an algebra which generates the o-algebra B.

o Ap is a monotone class, that is to say that Ap is closed under countable increasing
unions and countable decreasing intersections.

On combining the above facts with the Monotone Class Lemma [31, Lemma 2.35|, we
have Ap = B, which is equivalent to the statement that any F' € B satisfies the desired
inequality (A.2). Since B C X is an arbitrary ball, then we have proved that pu is
exponentially mixing with respect to (T, C). O

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF LEMMA 7.7

For convenience we restate the lemma under consideration.

Lemma B.1. Let (X,B,u) be a probability space. let {fn(z)}nen and {gn(z)}nen be
sequences of measurable functions on X, and let {¢,}nen € R be a sequence of real
numbers. Suppose that

0<gn(x)<od,, VneN, VzeX (B.1)
and that there exists C' > 0 with which

b

/X (Z(fnm—gn(x))) du(x) < CY 6, (B.2)

n=a

for any pair of integers 0 < a < b. Then for any € > 0, we have

S fulz) = gul@)+ 0 (\1/<N>%<log<\1f<N>>>%+e + max gk<x>) (B.3)

1<k<N

N
for p-almost every x € X, where W(N) := Z On.
n=1
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Proof. The proof is divided into two cases.

Case (1). sup{¥(N): N € N} < 400. By the inequalities (B.1) and (B.2) and Fatou’s
lemma, we have

Hgfn

A
vt
k.‘
§‘

o

L2(p) L2 ()

< (C’ - sup \If(N))l/2 + sup ¥(N)

< —Ho0.

It implies that the sum of the sequence {f,(z)}nen converges for p-almost every z € X.
Then the asymptotic formula (B.3) holds trivially.

Case (ii). sup{V(N) : N € N} = 400. We start by introducing some useful notation.
For each r € N, define a collection of dyadic intervals with integer endpoints as

Ly={(t-2°,(t+1)-2°]:s=0,1,..,rand t = 0,1,...,2"° — 1} .
Given an interval I C [0, +00) and x € X, denote
F(Lx):= Y (file) = gu(2)).
kU (k)eT
For any r € N and = € X, define
=D _IF(a)f
IE€L,
Given any 7 € N, let
n; :=max{k € N: U(k) <j}
and consider the binary expansion

|logs 3|

j= Z b(7, s , (B.4)

where b(j,s) =0 or 1 for each s =0, 1, ..., [log, j|. Denote by
B(j) = {S € ZZO N [O, L10g2jJ] : b(j, S) = 1} = {817]‘ < S2.5 < e K Skj,j} .
By the equality (B.4), we obtain the following partition of the interval (0, j]:

0.5] = 2% 0[] (3 2932w ). (B.5)

=1 i=t+1 i=t
If we let
Z(j) = {(ti; - 259, (ts; + 1) - 2%9] i = 1,2, ..., k; — 1} U {(0,2%7]},
where t;; (i =1,2,...,k; — 1) is defined by

k;
= E 258,57 Si,5
)

l=i+1
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then the partition (B.5) can be rewritten as
|| T (B.6)
I€Z(j)

For convenience, let U(0) := 0. Throughout, we fix € > 0.
In view of inequality (B.2), it follows that

| eraana = 3 [ PR dute)

IeL,

C-2 >

IE€L, k:U(k)el

IN

r 2T75—1

ey Y ( Niern) _\p(nws))

s=0 t=0

= C(T+1)\I](n2r)
< C-(r+1)-27
for any r € N. This together with Markov’s inequality, implies that for any r € N,

1
1+25

u({x e X :G(ryx)>2"- r2+6}) <
where the implied constant is independent of » € N. Now Y >, Tl% < 400, so by the

(convergent) Borel-Cantelli Lemma, it follows that for u-almost every x € X, there exists
N = N(z) € N such that for all » > N(x), we have

G(r,z) < 2. rt2e (B.7)

Given any j € N and x € X, we have

Z<fn<x>—gn<x>>| < Y Y (@ -a@) (B.8)
n=1 I€T(5) |k (k)el

= > |F(,x)

I€Z(j)
1/2
T\ 1/2
< (#Z0) | X IFLa)P (B.9)
I€Z(j)
1/2
< (o) | 3 PP ) (B.10)
IeZ(j

where the inequality (B.8) is a consequence of the definition of n; and the partition (B.6),
the inequality (B.9) is a consequence of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and (B.10) holds
since #Z(j) < |log, j|. Note that

Z(j) C Litog, j)+1
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and so

1/2 1/2
> IFTaP) < > o)
1€1(j) T€L10gy j)+1
— G(|logy j] +1,2)" (B.11)
Combining (B.7), (B.10) and (B.11), we obtain that

i 1 3

> (fal) = gala))| = O (5 (10 )3 ™) (B.12)

n=1

for p-almost every x € X. Since sup{U(N) : N € N} = 400, we have that ®(n;) > 0
when j € Nis sufficiently large. For such j € N, there exists a positive integer r = r(j) € N
such that

r—1<¥(n;) <r.

Then by the definitions of n; and n,, we have n; = n,. Hence together with (B.12), it
follows that

Z(fnm—gn(a:))‘ = [ (a@) - gal@)

= O<7’%(log'r’)g+e)
= 0((ny)* 0g(W(ny) +1)3) (B.13)

for p-almost every x € X. This proves (7.26) when N =n; (j € N).

It remains to prove (7.26) for all N € N\ {n; : j € N}. Fix € X that satisfies (B.13)
and let N € N\ {n; : j € N}. Then there exists j € N for which

n; < N <njii.
It follows by the definitions of n; and n;; that
U(nj) < U(n; + 1) + 1. (B.14)
In view of (B.13) and (B.14), there exists C'= C(x) > 0 such that

> (@) = ga(x)) < D falz) =) gnl2)
= D (fal@) = ga(2)) + > gnl2)
< C. (\p<nj+1)% (log(W(n;41) + 1)) + W(n; 1) — U(n, + 1))
< - (@) + 1) (log(w(N) + 2))2 " + 1)
and that
> (fa@) = gn(@) = Y fal@) = gal2)
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5 N

= > (fal@) =ga(@) = D gul2)

n=1 n=n;+1

(Ws)* (log(W(my) + 1) + (¥(ny1) — ¥(ny)))
: <\I!(N)

v
I
Q

N

v
|
Q

(log(W(N) + 1)) + @y 11 +1)

v

—C- (\I!(N)% (log(¥(N) + 1))%Jre + 12}6&5\7@% + 1) :

The proof is complete. O

APPENDIX C. EXAMPLE ABB IS NOT A COUNTEREXAMPLE

In this appendix we show that Example ABB is not a counterexample to Claim 0-1
without the Ahlfors regular assumption — see Remark 1.8 in Section 1.3 for the context.

Proposition C.1. Let ® = {¢1(z) = 32, p2(x) = 50+ 3} and let K be the self-similar
set generated by ®. Recall, K is the standard middle-third Cantor. Let ji = pon ! where
w is the Bernoulli measure on XN := {1, 2}Nassociated with the probability vector (p1, p2)
with p; # py. Let a > 0 and let b, (n) = 3~leloen] [f

1
—(p1 log p1 + palogpy)

o >

then for p—almost all x € X

Zu n))) < 4oo

Proof. In the setup of third-middle Cantor set, note that for any I = iiy--- € BN = {1, 2}
and n € N, we have that

M(B<7T([)a 37”)) = M(Kilig-..in) = Di1Diy " * " Dip -
With this in mind, for any n € N, we obtain that
u(B(m(1),%a(n))) = pisPis * ** Platogn) - (C.1)
Consider the map f : N — R given by
fI) =logp;, (I =iyip-+€X)
and let o be the shift map on {0, 1}. Then it follows from (C.1) that

lalogn|
log ju(B(m(I), v Z f(o ). (C.2)
By the Birkoff Ergodic Theorem, we have that for p-almost every I € X,
lalogn|
li ) = ) d( 1 1 ) C.3
Jm egnl Z flo / F(I)du(I) = plog py + p2log p (C.3)

In view of the range of & under consideration, we can find € € (0, 1) such that

(1 —¢€)-a-(plogp; + p2logpy) < —1 —€. (C.4)
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Now we fix I € ¥V that satisfies (C.3) and fix € € (0,1) that satisfies (C.4). Then on
combining (C.2), (C.3) and (C.4), there exists N € N such that for all n > N, we have

(B (I),%a(n))) elog u(B(r(1)ba(n))

< e(1—5)~|_oz logn]-(p1 log p1+p2 log p2)
< e(1=0)(alogn—1)-(p1log p1+p2 logp2)
< n-l-e. 67(1*6)-(p1 log p1+p2 log p2)

and thus .
Z,LL(B(W([),Q/JQ('N,))) < 400.

The upshot of the above is that for u-almost every x € K, the sum of pu(B(z,14(n))) is
convergent. This thereby completes the proof of Proposition C.1. U

Acknowledgments. Huang and Li were supported by National Key R&D Program of China
(No. 2024YFA1013700), NSFC 12271176 and Guangdong Natural Science Foundation
2024A1515010946.

REFERENCES

[1] C. Aistleitner, B. Borda, and M. Hauke. On the metric theory of approximations by reduced fractions:
a quantitative Koukoulopoulos—Maynard theorem. Compositio Mathematica, 159(2):207-231, 2023.

[2] D. Allen, S. Baker, and B. Barany. Recurrence rates for shifts of finite type. Advances in Mathematics,
460:110039, 2025.

[3] D. Allen and B. Barany. On the Hausdorff measure of shrinking target sets on self-conformal sets.
Mathematika, 67(4):807-839, 2021.

[4] D. V. Anosov and Y. G. Sinai. Some smooth ergodic systems. Russian Mathematical Surveys,
22(5):103, 1967.

[5] V. Aradjo, O. Butterley, and P. Varandas. Open sets of Axiom A flows with exponentially mixing
attractors. Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, 144(7):2971-2984, 2016.

[6] M. Aspenberg and T. Persson. Shrinking targets in parametrised families. In Mathematical
Proceedings of the Cambridge Philosophical Society, volume 166, pages 265—-295. Cambridge Uni-
versity Press, 2019.

[7] A. Avila, S. Gouézel, and J.-C. Yoccoz. Exponential mixing for the Teichmiiller flow. Publications
Mathématiques de P'THES, 104:143-211, 2006.

[8] S. Baker and M. Farmer. Quantitative recurrence properties for self-conformal sets. Proceedings of
the American Mathematical Society, 149(3):1127-1138, 2021.

[9] S. Baker and H. Koivusalo. Quantitative recurrence and the shrinking target problem for overlapping
iterated function systems. Advances in Mathematics, 442:109538, 2024.

[10] V. Baladi. Positive transfer operators and decay of correlations, volume 16. World Scientific, 2000.

[11] B. Barany and M. Rams. Shrinking targets on Bedford-McMullen carpets. Proceedings of the London
Mathematical Society, 117(5):951-995, 2018.

[12] V. Beresnevich, F. Ramirez, and S. Velani. Metric Diophantine approximation: aspects of recent
work. In Dynamics and Analytic Number Theory, volume 437 of London Math. Soc. Lecture Note
Ser., pages 1-95. Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2016.

[13] V. Beresnevich and S. Velani. The divergence Borel-Cantelli lemma revisited. Journal of
Mathematical Analysis and Applications, 519(1), Mar. 2023. (C) 2022 The Author(s).

[14] P. Billingsley. Probability and Measure. Wiley Series in Probability and Statistics. Wiley, 1995.

[15] M. D. Boshernitzan. Quantitative recurrence results. Inventiones mathematicae, 113(1):617-631,
1993.

[16] R. Bowen and D. Ruelle. The ergodic theory of Axiom A flows. Inventiones mathematicae, 29:181—
202, 1975.

[17] R. E. Bowen. Equilibrium states and the ergodic theory of Anosov diffeomorphisms, volume 470.
Springer Science & Business Media, 2008.

85



[18]

[19]
[20]

[21]
[22]
[23]
[24]

[25]
[26]

[27]
28]
[20]
30]
31)
32)
33]
34

[35]
[36]

[37]

[38]
[39]

[40]
[41]

[42]
[43]

|44]
[45]

[46]
[47]

48]

[49]

Y. Bugeaud and B.-W. Wang. Distribution of full cylinders and the Diophantine properties of the
orbits in S-expansions. Journal of Fractal Geometry, 1(2):221-241, 2014.

R. Busam and E. Freitag. Complex analysis. Springer, 2009.

O. Butterley, K. War, et al. Open sets of exponentially mixing Anosov flows. Journal of the European
Mathematical Society, 22(7):2253-2285, 2020.

Y. Chang, M. Wu, and W. Wu. Quantitative recurrence properties and homogeneous self-similar
sets. Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, 147(4):1453-1465, 2019.

N. I. Chernov. Markov approximations and decay of correlations for Anosov flows. Annals of
Mathematics, 147(2):269-324, 1998.

D. Dolgopyat. On decay of correlations in Anosov flows. Annals of Mathematics, 147(2):357-390,
1998.

D. Dolgopyat, A. Kanigowski, and F. Rodriguez Hertz. Exponential mixing implies Bernoulli. Annals

of Mathematics, 199(3):1225-1292, 2024.

K. J. Falconer. Techniques in Fractal Geometry, volume 3. Wiley Chichester, 1997.
A. H. Fan, T. Langlet, and B. Li. Quantitative uniform hitting in exponentially mixing systems. In
Recent developments in fractals and related fields, pages 251-266. Springer, 2010.

A. H. Fan and K.-S. Lau. Iterated function system and Ruelle operator. Journal of Mathematical
Analysis and Applications, 231(2):319-344, 1999.

L. Fang, M. Wu, and B. Li. Approximation orders of real numbers by -expansions. Mathematische

Zeitschrift, 296(1):13-40, 2020.

J. Fernandez, M. Melian, and D. Pestana. Expanding maps, shrinking targets and hitting times.

Nonlinearity, 25(9):2443, 2012.

M. Field, I. Melbourne, and A. To6rok. Stability of mixing and rapid mixing for hyperbolic flows.
Annals of Mathematics, pages 269-291, 2007.

G. B. Folland. Real analysis: modern techniques and their applications, volume 40. John Wiley &
Sons, 1999.

S. Galatolo, J. Rousseau, and B. Saussol. Skew products, quantitative recurrence, shrinking targets
and decay of correlations. Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems, 35(6):1814-1845, 2015.

F. W. Gehring, G. J. Martin, and B. P. Palka. An introduction to the theory of higher-dimensional
quasiconformal mappings, volume 216. American Mathematical Soc., 2017.

A. Ghosh and D. Nandi. Diophantine approximation, large intersections and geodesics in negative
curvature. Proceedings of the London Mathematical Society, 128(2):e12581, 2024.

G. Harman. Metric Number Theory. Oxford University Press, 1998.

Y. He. Quantitative recurrence properties and strong dynamical Borel-Cantelli lemma for dynamical
systems with exponential decay of correlations. arXiv preprint arXiv:2410.10211, 2024.

Y. He and L. Liao. Quantitative recurrence properties for piecewise expanding maps on [0, 1]d. Annali
della Scuola Normale Superiore-Classe di Scienze, pages 40-40, 2022.

J. Heinonen. Lectures on analysis on metric spaces. Springer Science & Business Media, 2001.

R. Hill and S. L. Velani. The ergodic theory of shrinking targets. Inventiones mathematicae,
119(1):175-198, 1995.

Z. N. Hu and T. Persson. Hausdorff dimension of recurrence sets. Nonlinearity, 37(5), 2024.

M. Hussain, B. Li, D. Simmons, and B. Wang. Dynamical Borel-Cantelli lemma for recurrence
theory. Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems, 42(6):1994-2008, 2022.

J. E. Hutchinson. Fractals and self similarity. Indiana University Mathematics Journal, 30(5):713—
747, 1981.

A. Kdenméki. On the geometric structure of the limit set of conformal iterated function systems.
Publicacions matematiques, pages 133-141, 2003.

O. Khalil. Exponential mixing via additive combinatorics. arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.00527, 2023.
A. Khintchine. Einige Sétze liber Kettenbriiche, mit Anwendungen auf die Theorie der Diophantis-
chen Approximationen. Mathematische Annalen, 92(1):115-125, 1924.

D. H. Kim. The shrinking target property of irrational rotations. Nonlinearity, 20(7):1637, 2007.
D. Kleinbock and J. Zheng. Dynamical Borel-Cantelli lemma for recurrence under Lipschitz twists.

Nonlinearity, 36(2):1434, 2023.

D. Koukoulopoulos and J. Maynard. On the Duffin-Schaeffer conjecture. Annals of Mathematics,
192(1):251-307, 2020.

D. Koukoulopoulos, J. Maynard, and D. Yang. An almost sharp quantitative version of the Duffin-
Schaeffer conjecture. Duke Mathematical Journal, 2024.

86



[50]
[51]
[52]
[53]
[54]
[55]
[56]
[57]

[58]
[59]

[60]
[61]
[62]
[63]
[64]
|65]
|66]
[67]
[68]
[69]
[70]
[71]
[72]
73]

[74]
[75]

[76]

J. Levesley, B. Li, D. Simmons, and S. Velani. Shrinking targets versus recurrence: the quantitative
theory. arXiv preprint arXiv:2410.22993, 2024.

B. Li, L. Liao, S. Velani, and E. Zorin. The shrinking target problem for matrix transformations of
tori: revisiting the standard problem. Advances in Mathematics, 421:108994, 2023.

B. Li, B.-W. Wang, J. Wu, and J. Xu. The shrinking target problem in the dynamical system of
continued fractions. Proceedings of the London Mathematical Society, 108(1):159-186, 2014.

J. Li and W. Pan. Exponential mixing of geodesic flows for geometrically finite hyperbolic manifolds
with cusps. Inventiones mathematicae, 231(3):931-1021, 2023.

C. Liverani, B. Saussol, and S. Vaienti. Conformal measure and decay of correlation for covering
weighted systems. Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems, 18(6):1399-1420, 1998.

P. Mattila. On the structure of self-similar fractals. Annales Fennici Mathematici, 7(2):189-195,
1982.

P. Mattila. Geometry of sets and measures in Euclidean spaces: fractals and rectifiability. Number 44.
Cambridge university press, 1999.

R. D. Mauldin and M. Urbanski. Graph directed Markov systems: geometry and dynamics of limit
sets, volume 148. Cambridge University Press, 2003.

F. Morgan. Geometric measure theory: a beginner’s guide. Academic press, 2016.

S. Nonnenmacher and M. Zworski. Decay of correlations for normally hyperbolic trapping.
Inventiones mathematicae, 200:345-438, 2015.

W. Parry and M. Pollicott. Zeta functions and the periodic orbit structure of hyperbolic dynamics.
Astérisque, 187(188):1-268, 1990.

N. Patzschke. Self-conformal multifractal measures. Advances in Applied Mathematics, 19(4):486—
513, 1997.

T. Persson. Inhomogeneous potentials, Hausdorff dimension and shrinking targets. Annales Henri
Lebesgue, 2:1-37, 2019.

T. Persson. A strong Borel-Cantelli lemma for recurrence. Studia Mathematica, 268(1):75-89, 2023.
T. Persson and A. R. Sponheimer. Strong Borel-Cantelli lemmas for recurrence, 2025.

W. Philipp. Some metrical theorems in number theory. Pacific Journal of Mathematics, 20(1), 1967.
C. Pommerenke. On ergodic properties of inner functions. Mathematische Annalen, 256:43-50, 1981.
D. Ruelle. Flots qui ne mélangent pas exponentiellement. Comptes Rendus de I’Académie des Sciences
- Series I - Mathematics, 296(4):191-193, 1983.

B. Saussol. Absolutely continuous invariant measures for multidimensional expanding maps. Israel
Journal of Mathematics, 116:223-248, 2000.

S. Seuret and B.-W. Wang. Quantitative recurrence properties in conformal iterated function systems.
Advances in Mathematics, 280:472-505, 2015.

A. R. Sponheimer. A recurrence-type strong Borel-Cantelli lemma for Axiom A diffeomorphisms.
Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems, 45(3):936-955, 2025.

B. Tan and B.-W. Wang. Quantitative recurrence properties for beta-dynamical system. Advances
in Mathematics, 228(4):2071-2097, 2011.

J. Tseng. On circle rotations and the shrinking target properties. Discrete and Continuous Dynamical
Systems, 20(4):1111-1122, 2008.

M. Tsujii and Z. Zhang. Smooth mixing Anosov flows in dimension three are exponentially mixing.
Annals of Mathematics, 197(1):65-158, 2023.

P. Walters. An introduction to ergodic theory, volume 79. Springer Science & Business Media, 2000.
B.-W. Wang, J. Wu, and J. Xu. Dynamical covering problems on the triadic Cantor set. Comptes
Rendus Mathematique, 355(7):738-743, 2017.

Y.-L. Wu and N. Yuan. Quantitative recurrence problem on some Bedford-McMullen carpets. Journal
of Mathematical Analysis and Applications, 543(2):128938, 2025.

87



(J. Huang) SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS, SOUTH CHINA UNIVERSITY OF TECHNOLOGY, WUSHAN
RoaD 381, TIANHE DISTRICT, GUANGZHOU, CHINA

Email address: h1135778478@163.com

(B. Li) SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS, SOUTH CHINA UNIVERSITY OF TECHNOLOGY, WUSHAN ROAD
381, TIANHE DISTRICT, GUANGZHOU, CHINA

Email address: scbingli@scut.edu.cn

(S. Velani) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF YORK, HESLINGTON, YORK, YO10
5DD, ENGLAND.

Email address: sanju.velani@york.ac.uk

88



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Background and motivation 
	1.2. Main results
	1.3. Application to shrinking target and recurrent sets
	1.4. Organizations of the paper

	2. Self conformal systems: the preliminaries
	2.1. Conformal maps
	2.2. C1+ conformal IFS
	2.3. Ruelle operators on symbolic spaces
	2.4. Ruelle operators on C1+ conformal IFS

	3. Self-conformal sets: rigidity without separation conditions and the proof of Theorem 1.3
	4. Proof of Theorem 1.1
	5. Proof of Theorem 1.2
	6. Proof of Theorem 5.1
	6.1. Proof of Proposition 6.1: part (i)
	6.2. Proof of Proposition 6.1: part (ii) 

	7. Applications: proving the statements appearing in Section 1.3 
	7.1. Proof of Theorem 1.5
	7.2. Proof of Theorem 1.6 
	7.3. Proof of Theorem 1.7 directly via Theorem 1.5
	7.4. Providing counterexamples to Claim F 

	Appendix A. Exponentially mixing in product systems
	Appendix B. Proof of Lemma 7.7
	Appendix C. Example ABB is not a counterexample
	References

