2004.05133v1 [math.CA] 10 Apr 2020

arXiv

INTERMEDIATE ASSOUAD-LIKE DIMENSIONS FOR
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ABSTRACT. The upper and lower Assouad dimensions of a metric space are
local variants of the box dimensions of the space and provide quantitative
information about the ‘thickest’ and ‘thinnest’ parts of the set. Less extreme
versions of these dimensions for sets have been introduced, including the upper
and lower quasi-Assouad dimensions, 6-Assouad spectrum, and ®-dimensions.
In this paper, we study the analogue of the upper and lower ®-dimensions
for measures. We give general properties of such dimensions, as well as more
specific results for self-similar measures satisfying various separation properties
and discrete measures.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. The upper and lower Assouad dimensions of a metric space
are local variants of the box dimensions of the space and provide quantitative
information about the ‘thickest’ and ‘thinnest’ parts of the set. The analogous
upper and lower Assouad dimensions for measures, denoted dim4 p and dimyg p
respectively, were introduced by Kéenméki et al in [24,25] and by Fraser and
Howroyd in [9], where they were originally called upper and lower regularity di-
mensions respectively. In recent years, a number of less extreme versions of these
dimensions for sets have been introduced, including the (upper and lower) quasi-
Assouad dimensions, [3}[29], the #-Assouad spectrum, [12], and the (most general)
®-dimensions, [16]. These dimensions can all be different and provide more refined
information about the geometry of the set.

One reason for the interest in the upper Assouad dimension of a measure is that it
is finite if and only if the measure is doubling, meaning there is some constant ¢ > 0
such that p(B(z,r)) > cu(B(z,2r)) for all z € suppu. However, as many interesting
measures, such as self-similar measures that do not satisfy the open set condition,
often fail to be doubling, less extreme dimensional notions for measures may also
provide more insightful information. Hence the motivation for studying the more
moderate (upper and lower) quasi-Assouad dimensions of measures, [21,22] and
the 6-Assouad spectrum for measures, [I0JIT]. In this paper, we will introduce and
study the analogue of the upper and lower ®-dimensions for measures.
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To explain how these dimensions are defined, we recall that for the upper Assouad
dimension of the measure u, we determine the infimal a such that

Bz R) _ <§>
w(B(z,r) = \r

for all z € suppp and r < R. The lower Assouad dimension is similar, asking for the
supremal 3 such that p(B(z, R))/u(B(z,7)) > C(R/r)? for all z € suppy and r <
R. As is the case for the quasi-Assouad dimensions and the 6-Assouad spectrum,
the upper and lower ®-dimensions, denoted dimgu and dimgpu, are computed by
further restricting the choice of 7, requiring that » < R'®(®) The (quasi-) Assouad
dimensions and #-Assouad spectrum are all special cases of ®-dimensions. For
example, the Assouad dimensions are the special case of ® = 0.

We refer the reader to Definition 2.6l for the precise definitions of all these notions.

1.2. Overview of the paper. In Section 2 we establish basic properties of these
dimensions. For example, we show that

dimy, p < dimgp < inf dim), p(2) < sup dimeepi(z) < dimgp < dima p
z z

where dimjecp(2) and dimy, u(z) are the upper and lower local dimensions of
at z € suppp. If the function ®(x) — 0 as z — 0, then the ®-dimensions lie
between the quasi-Assouad and Assouad dimensions of the measure. We show
that dimgp > dimgsuppy and dimgu < dimgsuppp if i is a doubling measure.
Examples are given to see that all these inequalities can be strict.

It is clear that if ®(x) > ¥(z) for all z > 0, then dimgu < dimy s, and conversely
for the lower dimensions. In Proposition 2.14] we prove, more specifically, that if
there exists A < 1 such that ®(z) > A\¥(z) for all z, then

ﬁ\pu > )\E@}L and di_m\p,u < di_m@ﬂ + (1 — )\) dim 4 .

It follows that if lim, o ®(x)/¥(x) — 1, then the upper ® and ¥-dimensions
coincide, as do the lower ® and V-dimensions if p is doubling. Moreover, if ® and
U are both constant functions, then dimygu and dimgpu are simultaneously finite
for any measure .

In Theorem 2.2 bounds are given for the ®-dimensions in terms of the expo-
nents s,t satisfying cr® < p(B(z,7)) < Cr® for all z € supppu and all 7. Indeed,
if ®(x) — oo as x — 0, then dimgp is the infimum of such ¢ and dimgp is the
supremum of such s if, in addition, p is doubling. This improves upon results
in [1I0].

In [I1], it is asked if an absolutely continuous measure with positive lower As-
souad dimension has its density function in LP for some p > 1. In Proposition 2.31]
we answer this in the negative.

In Section [B] we study the dimensional properties of self-similar measures. In
contrast to the case for general measures, and even for self-similar measures satisfy-
ing the open set condition, in Theorem [3.2] we see that if y is a self-similar measure
satisfying the strong separation condition, then

sup dimjeep(z) = dimgp and dimgp = inf  dim; . p(2).
zZESuppu ZESuppp
In Theorem 35 we characterize the finiteness of dimgpu, in terms of a doubling-
like property, for any self-similar measure p on R whose support is an interval and
which satisfies the weak separation condition. Consequently, any equicontractive,
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self-similar measure p with interval support and satisfying the weak separation
condition has the property that dimgu < oo for all non-zero, constant functions
®. If, in addition, the probabilities associated with the left-most and right-most
contractions in the underlying IFS are minimal, then we even have dimgu < oo
for any ® satisfying ®(z)/¥(z) — oo as & — 0 for ¥(z) = log|logz|/|logz|. In
particular, dimg4 pt < 0o for such measures p1. We give an example to show that the
function ¥(z) is sharp. We also prove that dimga pt = oo for any biased Bernoulli
convolution with contraction factor the inverse of the golden mean, thus the extra
assumption on the probabilities is also a necessary condition.

In [9], Fraser and Howroyd compute the upper Assouad dimension of discrete
measures of the form pu = X% p,d,, , for summable p,, either of the form n=*
for 7™, and for a, of similar form. Of course, the support of such a measure is
{an}22, U{0}. These measures are the focus of Section @l We extend the results
of [9] to all the upper ®-dimensions and allow {0} > 0. The relationship between
Gn, Pn and the ®-dimension proves to be somewhat intricate, often depending on
the limiting behaviour of ®(x) as it relates to a,, and py,.

2. BASIC PROPERTIES OF THE ®-DIMENSIONS
2.1. Definitions.

Definition 2.1. A map ® : (0,1)— R" is called a dimension function if z'+®®)
decreases to 0 as x decreases to 0. We will write D for the space of all dimension
functions.

Special examples of dimension functions include the constant functions ®(x) =
d > 0 and the functions ®(z) = 1/|logx| or |logx|. It is useful to observe that as
21 T®@) < g 212 0 as & — 0 for any ® € D.

Notation 2.2. Given a bounded metric space X, we denote the open ball centred at
x € X with radius R by B(x, R). The notation N,(X) will mean the least number
of balls of radius r that cover X. We write diamFE for the diameter of £ C X.

Notation 2.3. When we write f ~ g we mean there are constants a,b > 0 such that
af(x) < g(z) <bf(zx) for all z in the domain of the functions f,g. When we write
f = g we mean there is a constant ¢ such that f(z) < cg(z) for all x.

Definition 2.4 (Garcid, Hare, Mendivil [16]). Let ® be a dimension function. The
upper and lower ®-dimensions of E C X are given by

i a: (30, Cy > 0)(V0 < r < R < R < ()
*E Ny(B(z,R)NE)<Cy (B)* Vze E
and
dim = sup ] @ (GC1,Cs >0)(V0 < r < R < R < ()
Sifes = SUP N.(B(z, R)NE) > Cy () vz € E '
Remark 2.5.

(i) The upper Assouad and lower Assouad dimensions of E, [228], and
denoted dim 4 F and dimy, E, are the special cases of the upper and lower
®-dimensions with & = 0.

(i) If we let ®g(x) = 1/60—1 for all =, then the upper and lower ®p-dimensions
are (slight modifications) of the upper and lower #-Assouad spectrum
introduced in [12].
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(ii) The upper and lower quasi-Assouad dimensions, denoted dimg4 E
and dim,z, F and introduced in [3129], can be defined as the limit as § — 1
of the upper and lower ®y-dimensions, respectively.

A metric space X has finite upper Assouad dimension if and only if it is doubling,
meaning there is a constant M such that any ball in X of radius R can be covered
by at most M balls of radius R/2, [23]. The space X has positive lower Assouad
dimension if and only if it is uniformly perfect, meaning there is a constant ¢ > 0
so that B(z,7)\B(z,cr) # 0 whenever z € X and R is at most the diameter of
X, [25].

By a measure we will always mean a Borel probability measure on the metric
space X. The analogues of the Assouad dimensions for measures (also known as
the upper and lower regularity dimensions), the quasi-Assouad dimensions and the
6-Assouad spectrum for measures have been extensively studied, c.f., [9HTTL2T]22]
24,[25]. Motivated by these notions, we introduce the larger class of upper and
lower ®-dimensions for measures.

Definition 2.6. Let ® be a dimension function and let p be a measure on the
metric space X .
The upper and lower ®-dimensions of u are given by

Ty — mf{ a: (3 C;géii ;))o)(vo <r< R©(R) < R < () }
B < Cy (7) V& € suppu
and
dimgp = Sup{ v Ci(’s% R>>>O)(VO Ty g s R=) } .
BB > Cy (%) V& € suppp
Remark 2.7.

(i) The upper and lower Assouad dimensions of p, introduced by K&denméaki
et al in [24}[25] and Fraser and Howroyd in [9], and denoted dimy4 p and
dimy, p respectively, are the upper and lower ®-dimensions with & the
constant function 0.

(ii) If we let ®y = 1/6 — 1, then dimg,u and dimg,u are the upper and
lower 0-Assouad spectrum. The upper and lower quasi-Assouad
dimensions of u are given by

dimga p = lim dimg,p, dimgy g = lim dimg, u.
0—1 0—1
See [21122].

To be precise, the 8-Assouad spectrum of a set E, as introduced in [12], only
required consideration of r = R'/?. However, it was shown in [§] that if we de-
note this dimension by EZOE, then dimg, F = SUpP,,<g dim “E. The analogous
statements were proved for the lower 6-Assouad spectrum of sets in [4] and for the
upper and lower 6-Assouad spectrum of measures in [22].

We note that the same proof as given for sets in [I6, Prop. 2.15] shows that given
any measure j, there are dimension functions ®, ¥ such that dimeu = dimg4 1 and
di_m\p//f = diqu He

Remark 2.8.
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(i) It is known (see [9]) that a measure has finite upper Assouad dimension if
and only if it is doubling, meaning there is a constant C' such that

w(B(z,2R)) < Cu(B(z, R)) for all R < diamX, z € suppp.

(ii) If a measure has an atom, then all of its lower ®-dimensions are 0. More
generally, a measure p has positive lower Assouad dimension if and only
if u is uniformly perfect (see [221[24]) which means there are positive
constants a,b such that u(B(z, R)\B(z,aR)) > bu(B(z, R)) for all z €
suppp and R < diamX or, equivalently, there are constants ¢ > 1 and
a > 0 such that

w(B(z, R)) > cu(B(z,aR) for all R < diamX, z € suppp.
2.2. Preliminary results. Here are some easy facts about these dimensions.

Proposition 2.9.
(i) For all dimension functions P,
(2.1) dimLugdi_mq,ugﬁq),ug dimg p
and
(2.2) dimep > dime suppu.
If i is doubling, then
(2.3) dimg pu < dimgsuppp.
(ii) If ®(x) < W(x) for all x > 0, then
(2.4) dimgp < dimgu and dimgp < dimg p.
(iii) If ®(z) = 0 as x — 0, then
(2.5) dimgp < dimgr p and dimga p < dime g .
(iv) If there exists xo > 0 such that ®(z) < C/|logz| for 0 < x < o, then
dimep = dimg ¢ and dimgp = dimy, p.

Proof. The first statement in |(i)|is obvious. For the second, we remark that it was
shown [9l21] that dimgsuppy is dominated by both dim 4 y and dimg4 . The same
arguments work here for the upper ®-dimensions. For the lower ®-dimensions the
arguments are similar to those found in [22124] for the special cases of the (quasi-)
lower Assouad dimensions.

To prove the claims of it is enough to study u(B(z,R))/u(B(z,r)) for
R>r > R'®®E) > ¢~CR. For such r, we have

N(B(ZvR)) M(B(ZvR))
LS UBE) T u(Ble Ry

Since R/r ~ 1, it follows that the Assouad and ®-dimensions coincide.
Statements and follow easily from the definitions. O

Remark 2.10. The inequalities of (Z))-(235) can all be strict. In [21], examples are
given to show that ﬁ(q) Al > ﬁ(q) Asuppgp. Similar examples can be constructed
for the upper and lower ®-dimensions to see the strictness in (Z2)) and (Z3)). In [16,
Theorem 3.5], formulas are given for the upper and lower ®-dimensions of central
Cantor sets. Using these formulas many examples are given there to illustrate the
strictness of the analogues of the inequalities in (21)), 24) and ([2.35) when the
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measure p is replaced by the Cantor set F. However, if p is the uniform Cantor
measure on the Cantor set F, then the upper or lower ®-dimension of y coincides
with that of F.

In fact, it is shown in [I6] that given any 0 < a < § < 1, there is a central
Cantor set E C [0, 1] with

{dimgE : ® € D, lirr%)fb(x) =0} = [, 8] = [dimga E,dim4 E].
r—

Taking p to be the uniform Cantor measure on this Cantor set gives the same
interval for the set of upper ®-dimensions of u for & — 0.

Many other examples illustrating the strictness of these inequalities are given
throughout this paper.

We recall the definition of the local dimension of a measure.

Definition 2.11. The lower local dimension of a measure u at a point z in its
support is defined as

: . logu(B(z,7))
dimy,op(2) = lim inf T logr

By replacing liminf with limsup we obtain the upper local dimension and if
the lower and upper local dimensions are equal, then we call the quantity the local
dimension of i at z.

Proposition 2.12. For any dimension function ®,

(2.6) dimgp < inf  dim.p(z) < dimgp < sup dimyeepe(z) < dimg .
ZESUppp ZESUppp

Proof. The middle inequalities around dimg p are standard, see [5l, ch. 10]. The
inequality sup, dimjecu(z) < dimgpu obviously holds if d = dimgu = 0o, so assume
d < 0o. Fix € > 0 and choose C; such that for all r < R1T®() < R < (O we have

d
pB(z, R)) _ (E) -
W(B(r) =\
Taking logarithms and dividing by —logr, we see that

1 B 1 B 1
og(u(B(z R)) | log(u(B(z1r) (dte)B8 4.
—logr logr —logr
Keeping R fixed and letting r — 0 gives
— 1 B
T, 08BG)

logr

That proves sup, dimjoept(z) < d. The argument for the lower ®-dimension is
similar. [l

Here is an example illustrating strictness in (2.6]).

Example 2.13 ( Examples where dimgy > sup, dimjoc/e(z) or dimg e < inf, dim,, u(z)).
We will construct probability measures with support in [0,1] by specifying the mea-
sure of each of the triadic subintervals of [0,1].

Consider a level n, triadic subinterval, [a/3", (a+1)/3"] for integersa € {0,1,...,3"—
1}. This can be decomposed into 3 subintervals of level n+1, namely [3a/3" 1, (3a+
1)/3" Y, [(3a + 1)/3"1, (3a + 2)/3" 1] and [(3a + 2)/3" ", 3(a + 1)/3"F]. We
will call these the left child, the middle child and the right child, respectively, of the
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original parent interval. We will define the measures by proscribing the ratio of the
measure of a child with the measure of the parent.

We begin by choosing an increasing sequence {n;}, with njy1 > nj;. Let M, :=
[3779,2 - 37"]. Inductively, let My, 1 be the middle child of M,y for k =
0,1,...,n; and let Ly, yry1 (resp. Ry, yry1) be the left (resp. right) child of My, 1.

Given a sequence {p;}32; with 0 < p; <1, we define the measure jigp,.y = p1 by
the rule that the ratio of the u-measure of the middle child My, 11 to the measure
of its parent is p; for k = 0,...,n; and the ratio of the p-measure of the left or

right child to the measure of its parent is 1_2pj . Thus, for k=0,1,...,n;

(M4 k11) = pip( M k)

and
_ _(l1=p;
t(Ln;4kt1) = (R 4k41) = ( ) ) (M 1)
For all other children of all other parents we set the ratio of the measure of the
child to the parent to be 1/3.
One can see that for any nested sequence of triadic intervals the ratio of the
measure of a parent to a child is 1/3, except possibly a finite number of times. This
gives us that

dimjoe u(z) =1 for all z € [0, 1].

Put ®(z) = 1. Let z; = %3’”]’*1 be the midpoint of the triadic subinterval
M,, =[37",2-37"]. Put Rj = 37" /2 and r; = 372" /6. We note that ®(R;) =
1, thus R;+<I>(Rj) = 372" /4 = 3r;/2. As B(zj,rj) is a triadic interval at level
2n;+1, and it and all its ancestors back to level nj +1 are middle children, we see
that

nj 1

w(B(z;, Rj)) _ (i) * _ (3nj+1)—log3pj'
w(B(xzj,r5))  \pj

Since R;/r; = 3", it follows that

dimep > max(1, — logs(lim inf p;)).
J

In a similar fashion, we have that
dimgp < min(1, — logs(limsup p;)).
J

In fact, we have equality in both cases, as similar reasoning shows. We leave these
details to the reader.
Here are some explicit examples.

o Ifliminf;p; = 1/4 then

1= sup dimyeu(z) < dimgu = log4/log3.
ZESuppp
e [fliminf;p; =0 then
1= sup dimpeu(z) < dimgp = oco.
zZEsuppp
e Iflimsup;p; = 1/2 then

log2/log3 =dimgu < inf dim  u(z)=1
zEsuppp
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e [flimsup;p; =1 then

0=dimgu < inf dimu(z)=1
zEsuppu
2.3. Comparing ®-Dimensions. As commented earlier, it is immediate from the
definition that if ® > ¥, then dimeu < dimgu and conversely for the lower dimen-
sions. If we know more about the relative sizes of ® and ¥, more can be said about
the corresponding dimensions.

Proposition 2.14. Let &,V € D. Suppose there are constants 0 < X\ < 1 and
zg > 0 such that
O(z) > AU(x) for all 0 < z < xg.
Then for any measure y on E we have
(i) dimgp > Adimeu and dimgp < dimgp + (1 — ) dim 4
(ii) dimgFE > AdimgE and dimg E < dimgE + (1 — \) dima E.
Proof. [(i)] We begin with the upper dimensions. We can assume dimgu > 0 for

otherwise there is nothing to prove. Choose positive real numbers «,, * dimgu,

Ty, € suppy, R, — 0 and r, < R,ll+¢(R") such that

w(B(n, ) — \ T
If there is a subsequence (n;) such that r,; < R,llj‘ll(R 2
d1m\pu > Sup; Qp; = d1m<p,u. Otherwise, for all but finitely many n we have
R711+‘1/(Rn) <r, < R711+<I>(Rn)'

then it is clear that

Hence

w(B(zn, Ry)) > w(B(zn, Ry)) > (Rn)an > R—®(Ra)an

/L(B(xn,RlJr‘ll(R ))) = w(B(@n, ) \a
_ R;‘I’(RW(%%) > RV(RAn

and this implies that dimgu > Adime p.

Now we consider the lower dimensions. We can assume dimgp < oo and
dimg g < 0o. Suppose z,, € suppy, R, — 0 and r, < RLTE(ERR)
that N

W(B(Tn,m)) ~ \Tn
where o, \, dimgu, and again assume that for all but finitely many n we have
R}l+W(R71) <r,< R:{HP(R”).

are chosen such

Then, for any € > 0 and small enough R,,, we have

1(B(zn, Ry)) _ p(B(r, R) (B, ()
/L(B(LL'”’R}IJF\P(Rn))) M(B((En,RlJr(D(R ))) M(B(,CE,HR}ZJF‘I}(R")))
< cw ~¥(R,)(dima ite)
- /1*( (xn7rn))
< ¢ (&)a RN W(R,) (@i i)
T‘n

C RV (Fn)(an+(1-N)(dima pete))

IN
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and this obviously implies dimgp < dimgp + (1 — A) dim g p.
The proof for sets is essentially the same. O

We have the following corollaries as an immediate consequence.

Corollary 2.15.

(i) If ®(x)/¥(x) — 1 as * — 0, then dimgpu = dimygu. The same statement
holds for the lower dimensions if, in addition, u is doubling.
(i) If ®(z) — 0 # 0 as x — 0, then dimgu = dime, u where ®g is the constant
function 6.
(iii) If ® ~ U, then dimgu < oo if and only if dimgu < oo. In particular, if
® and W are positive constant functions, then dimgu < oo if and only if
ﬁ\yu < o0.

Remark 2.16. It would be interesting to know if the assumption of a doubling
measure is necessary for the second statement of

If ®(x)/¥(xz) does not tend to 1, we do not, in general, have equality of the
dimensions as the next result illustrates.

Proposition 2.17. Suppose ®, ¥ are dimension functions decreasing to 0 as x — 0
with U(x)|logz| — oo as x — 0. Assume there is some constant n > 0 such that
O(x) > (1+n)V(x) for all x small. Then there is a measure p such that dimeu <
ﬁ\pu.

Proof. This is essentially a consequence of [16l Theorem 3.8] where the analogous
result was shown for sets. Indeed, it is shown that under these assumptions, there
is a central Cantor set E with dimeF < dimyE. If we choose i to be the uniform
measure on this Cantor set, then ﬁ@ﬂ = dimge E, while ﬁ\pu = dimgE. O

Remark 2.18. We recall that the condition limsup,_,,¥(z)|logz| < oo implies
that the W-dimension coincides with the Assouad dimension (Proposition ,
hence the necessity of the hypothesis ¥ (z)|logx| — oco. Later in the paper (Cor.
, we will prove that if ®, ¥ — 0o, then dimgu = dimyp for all measures ,
regardless of the comparative sizes of ®, W.

What might be thought of as the analogue of Cor. for the lower di-
mension (namely, that dimgu > 0 if and only if dimgu > 0 when ® ~ ¥) need
not be true, even when the Assouad dimension of the measure is finite, as the next
example illustrates.

Example 2.19 (An example of a doubling measure and dimension functions ® ~ ¥,
with dimgu = 0, but dimgp > 0). We will let ®, U be the constant functions 1,2
respectively. Choose a sequence of integers {n;} with njy1 > 9n; and take as u
the corresponding measure given in Example with p; = 1 for all j. Thus
dimgp = 0.

To see that p s a doubling measure, consider any x € suppu and the balls
B(z,37") and B(z,3~("*V). The smaller of these balls contains a triadic interval
I at level n+ 1 which contains x. (If there is a choice for I, choose one of positive
w-measuure.) The parent, J, of I is a triadic interval of level n and has the property
that p(J)/3 < p(I) < p(J). The adjacent triadic intervals at level n, say J~ and
JT, have measure either equal to that of u(J) or 0.
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We have that I C B(z,37 " ') C B(x,37") C J~ UJUJ". This gives that

W(B@,3™) _ p(J-UJUT)
WB, s S al

Thus p is doubling and hence has finite Assouad dimension.
We will now show that dimgp > 1/4 > 0. Let x € suppu and r < R'TY(R) = R3,
Pick n maximal and N minimal such that

B(z,r) C I, C Iny C B(z, R),

where I, and Iy are triadic intervals of length 3=™ and 3~ respectively. Choose a
sequence of triadic intervals Iy, of level k, containing x, so that I, < Ix41 C I, C Iy
foreachk=N,...n—1.

We remark that as n ~ 3N and nj 1 > 9n;, there can be at most one choice
of j with {n;,...2n;}({N,...,n} non-empty. By the construction of p, for k €
{N,..,n}, either p(Iy) = pu(Ix—1)/3 (the measure of the child is 1/3rd that of the
parent) or (1) = p(Ix—1) (the measure of the child equals that of the parent), with
equality only on levels k where n; < k < 2n; for this (unique) choice of nj. Hence,
for all N < k < n; and all 2n; < k < n we have p(Iy) = p(Ix—1)/3. One can
check that at least 1/4 of these children will have measure equal to 1/3 the measure
of their parent and this gives that

w(B(z,R)) _ u(ly) 1 (N—n)/4
p(B(e.r) = u(T) 2( ) -

3
As R/r ~ 3" N it follows that dimgu > 1/4.

We remark that it is possible to have dimgu < oo for all non-zero, constant
dimension functions and yet dimg4 pt = oo. In Proposition we will prove that
the biased Bernoulli convolution with contraction factor the inverse of the golden
mean has this property, as does the measure in the next example.

Example 2.20 (A measure g having dimga g = oo, but dimgpu < oo for all
® =6 > 0). We define the measure p on the diadic subintervals of [0,1] by spec-
ifying that the ratio of the measure of the left child of a diadic subinterval to that
of its parent is 2/3, while the ratio of the measure of the right child to the parent is
1/3.

Let r = 2= (ntl0n+2) "R — 9—n 4 9=(n+0n42) 4nd take x to be the midpoint of
the diadic interval of level n + [On] 4+ 1 that has 1/2 as its right end point. Then
B(z,r) is this diadic interval, while B(z, R) contains the diadic interval of level n
to the right of 1/2 and is contained in the union of this level n diadic interval and
the level n — 1 diadic interval immediately to the left of 1/2. Thus R/r ~ 2°" and

p(B(x, R)) — (2/3)"

~

p(B(w,r))  (1/3)r*0n

Hence
log2+60log3d 1 log3

Tmgp ~ 282+ 0logd _ 1 .
HHoK 0 log 2 0 log2

This tends to infinity as 0 — 0, thus dimg4 p = oo.
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2.4. Regularity-like properties. Recall that a measure is called s-regular if there
is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all z € suppu and r < diam(suppu) we have
c~trs < u(B(z,7)) < cr®. Clearly, all the ®-dimensions agree for regular measures,
c.f., [24)25], but the converse is not true, as seen in [22] Example 2.7].
Following [10], we will define the upper Minkowski dimension of a compactly
supported measure p to be
dimpsp = inf{¢t : 3B > 0 so that 6inf w(B(z,7)) > Br' ¥r < diam(suppp)}
zEsuppp
and the Frostman dimension of i to be
dimp o = sup{s: 3A > 0 so that sup wu(B(z,r)) < Ar® Vr < diam(suppp)}.
zEsuppp
Note that sup, {dimjecpt(2)} < dimpsp and inf, {dim,,.pu(2)} > dimp p.
In [I0], Fraser and Kéenmé&ki show that for the constant function ® = 1/6 — 1,
dimgp < dimp g and dimpsp < dimgp < (dimpsp)/(1 — 6). Here is an extension
of this result.

Theorem 2.21. Let p be a measure with compact support and suppose ® € D. Put
L =limsup, ,, ®(z)~' . Then
dimp p > dimgpu > dimp g — L(dimp g — dimp p1)
and L L L L
dimpsp < dimgp < dimpsp + L(dimpsp — dimp p).
Proof of Theorem [22Z1l We first observe that for any fixed p > 0,
inf{u(B(z,p)) : z € suppu} > 0.

This is an elementary compactness argument. Assume not. Then for some p > 0
there exists a sequence z,, € suppp such that z,, — 2o € suppp and p(B(zy, p)) — 0.
Choose N such that for all n > N we have ||z, — 20| < p/2. Then B(zo,p/2) C
B(zn, p) and hence u(B(zg, p/2) < u(B(zn, p)). This implies that pu(B(zo,p/2)) =
0, a contradiction to zg being in the support of p.

Let D = dimgu and d = dimgu. We will first prove the left side inequalities. Of
course, the second is obvious if D = oo, so assume otherwise. Fix 0 < ¢ < 1 and
choose p such that for all 7 < R**®) < R < p and z € suppp,

d—e D+e
R B(z,R R
o — < M <Cy| — .
r w(B(z,r)) T
Assume r < p'*®(®), For some constant C, > 0 we have
C, < w(B(z,p)) <0, (B)D“ _ OypPrep—(D+e),
w(B(z,r)) ~ p(B(z,7)) r
Consequently, for a suitable constant B,
W(B(z,7)) > C,Cq ' p~ (PHeIpPre — ppbite,
As this is true for all € > 0, we deduce that dimy;p < D.
We can similarly conclude that dimp p > d since
1 w(B(z,p)) p\? dee, —(d—
> >0y (-) = Cyp? (479,
w(B(z,r)) — w(B(z,r))

Now we prove the right side inequalities. For notational ease, put a = dimp p
and b = dimpsp. There is no loss of generality in assuming b < co. Take € > 0.
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For any ¢q and z € suppu we have u(B(z,q)) < Aq®~¢ and u(B(z,q)) > Bg"*¢ for
positive constants A, B depending on €.
Suppose r = R'*Y () with ¥(R) > ®(R). Then for C = B/A we have
WBG:R) _ B (Rb*a
WBer) A

) — CRbJrsf(afs)(lJr‘I/(R))

ra—s

R a—e—(b—a+2e)/V(R)
_ CR—\IJ(R)(a—a—(b—a+28)/\IJ(R)) =C (_)

T
a—e—(b—a+2e)/P(R)
o

r
As this holds for all € > 0, it follows that
d > liminf(a — (b — a)/®(R))) = a — L(b— a).
R—0
The argument for D is similar. O

The following corollaries are immediate.

Corollary 2.22.
(i) If ®(z) — oo as x — 0, then dimgu = dimpp. If, in addition, dimprp <
00, then dimgp = dimp 4.
(i) If ®1,Py — oo, then dimg,u = dimg,u. If dimpyp < oo, then also
dimg, o = dimg,, f1.
Remark 2.23.
(i) It was shown in [16, Prop. 2.8] that if ®(z) — oo as # — 0, then dimg E is
the upper box (or Minkowski) dimension of E, while dimgF is the lower
box dimension if, in addition, dimgE > 0.
(ii) We do not know if the assumption that dimpsu < oo is necessary.

Corollary 2.24. Let Uy =1/0—1 for 6 € (0,1). Then

ﬁ]uu — 6d1mpu

dimpp < dimg, p < o

and
dimp g — 0dimpsp
1-6
Furthermore, limg_,o dimy, p = dimasp0 and ifﬁM,u < 00, then limg_,o di_m%u =
dimp p.

<dimg,p < dimp p.

Recall that in PropositionZT2]it was shown that dimep > Sup, cgypp, dimioc 14(2)-
Another consequence of the theorem is that we can show it is possible to have
dimgpu = oo for all ® € D and yet dimyoe pu(z) < 1 for all z € supppu.

Example 2.25 (A measure p with dimo p1(2) = 1 for all z, but dimpspu = 00). We
can achieve this with a slight modification of the strateqy of Example[2.13. Instead
of assigning special weights p; on levels n; + k for k = 0,...,n;, do this on levels
nj +k for k = 0,..,n7 and choose nji1 > n3. Let ®(x) = |logzz| — oo as
x — 0. By choosing p; with liminf; p; = 1, we can construct p with the property
that dimyee p(2) = 1 for all z € suppp, but dimgu = oo. Since ®(x) — oo as
x — 0, we have dimprp = oo from Corollary 223 and therefore dimyp = oo for all
dimension functions V.
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Similarly, by taking p; with limsup, p; = 0, we can construct a measure v with
dimgr = dimp v = 0 for all dimension functions ®, while dimjoc v(2) = 1 for all z.
2.5. Smoothness Properties. In [II], Fraser and Troscheit show that if p is a
uniformly perfect, absolutely continuous measure supported on [0, 1], with mono-
tonic density function f, then f € LP(R) for some p > 1. They asked if this was
true without the monotonicity assumption. Here we will show that the answer to
this question is no.

In this subsection (only), we will think of [0, 1] both as a subset of R and as the
group T under addition mod 1. When we consider balls in the latter sense, we will
use the notation Br.

When we say a measure on [0, 1] is symmetric, we will mean that u(F) = p(1—FE)
for all Borel sets E C [0,1] C R. (Of course, if we view [0,1] as T, then 1—F = —E.)

Lemma 2.26. Let u be a measure supported on [0,1] C R that is symmetric.
(i) If there are constants a,c > 0 such that u(B(z, R)) > c¢p(B(z,aR)) for all
z € supp p and R <1, then
w(Br(z, R)) > gu(qu(z,aR)) for all z € suppy and R < 1.

(ii) Similarly, if there are constants a, ¢ > 0 such that (Bt (z, R)) > cp(Br(z, aR))
for all z € supp p and R <1, then

w(B(z, R)) > gu(B(z, aR)) for all z € suppy and R < 1.

Proof. First, note that pu(B(z, R)) = pu(B(z, R)N0,1]) < u(Br(z,R)) for all z €
[0,1] and R < 1. If B(z,R)([0,1] = B(z, R), then u(B(z,R)) = pu(Br(z, R)).
Otherwise, if z <1 < z+ R, then Br(z,R) = (2 — R,1]U[0,z+ R — 1). From the
symmetry of u, it follows that
w(Br (2, R)) = (= — B, 1)) + (1 — (2 + R — 1),1]).

But 1 — (z+ R—1) > z — R, hence u(Br(z, R)) < 2u(B(z, R)). The argument if
z— R <0< R is similar. Consequently, we also have 1(B(z, R)) > 4u(Br(z, R)).

Both parts follow easily from these observations. O
Lemma 2.27. Let pu be the uniform Cantor measure on the classical middle-third
Cantor set C.

(i) For every z € C and R <1 we have

1(B(z, R)) > 8u(B(z, R/34))'
(ii) For every z € [0,1] and R <1 we have
1(B(z, R)) > 8u(B(z, R/35))'

Remark 2.28. We emphasize that in[(i)} the bound holds for all z € C' while in
it must hold for all z € [0,1].

Proof. First, suppose R = 37~ and let z € C. Consider the Cantor intervals I j
of levels j = N, N +3 that contain z. Note that B(z,37") contains intIy and since
the gaps adjacent to I3 have length at least 3= (N+3) | B(2, 3= (N+3)) N C C Iy 3.
Consequently,

W(B(2,37N)) > 27 and p(B(z,3-NH9)) < 2~

Hence ju(B(z,37Y)) > 8 u(B(z,3-N+3))).



14 KATHRYN E. HARE AND KEVIN G. HARE
Now suppose 0 < R < 1 and the integer N is chosen with 3= (V+1) <« R < 3~V
Suppose z € C. Then
w(B(z,R)) > p(B(2,3N*V)) > 8u(B(2,3 V) > 8u(B(z, R/3")).

If z € C there is nothing to prove, so assume otherwise. If B(z, R/3%) (N C is
empty there is, again, nothing to prove. So assume otherwise. Then z belongs to
one of the gaps in the construction of the Cantor set and the distance to the nearest
endpoint of that gap, w, is at most R/3%. Hence B(z, R/3%) C B(w,2R/3®) and
B(w,2R/3) C B(z,R). As w € C, we can apply part |(i)| to deduce that

H(B(z, R/3) < p(Blw, 2R/37)) < <p(Blw, 2R/3)) < L u(B(z, ).

O

Suppose pu, v are measures supported on [0, 1]. When we write p*v we will mean
the convolution taken over T. Thus p * v is another measure supported on [0, 1],
which we can either think of as a measure on T or on R.

Lemma 2.29. Suppose p,v are measures on [0,1]. If there are constants a,c > 0
such that u(Br(z, R)) > cpu(Br(z,aR)) for all z € [0,1] and R <1, then

w*v(Br(z,R)) > cu* v(Br(z,aR)) for all z € [0,1] and R < 1.
Proof. Let z € [0,1] and R < 1. With addition being understood mod 1, we have

s v(Br(s.R)) — / / U o) (& + ) dps(z)div(y)
/ u(Br(z — y, R))dv(y)

/CM(BT(Z —y,aR))dv(y) = cu* v(Br(z,aR)).

Y

O

Since the Cantor measure p is symmetric, combining these lemmas gives the
following useful fact.

Corollary 2.30. If i is the uniform Cantor measure on the classical Cantor set
and v is any symmetric measure on [0, 1], then

w*v(B(z,R)) > 2u+v(B(z,R/3%)) for all z € [0,1] and R < 1.

Proof. Lemma 227 gives that u(B(z, R)) > 8u(B(z, R/3%)) for all z € [0,1] and
R < 1. From LemmaZ2d(i)} (Br(z, R)) > 4u(Br(z, R/3%)) and then Lemma 227
implies

p* v(Br(z, R)) > 4+ v(Br(z, R/3%)) for all z € [0,1] and R < 1.
To complete the argument, call upon Lemma O

We are now ready to answer the question asked by Fraser and Troscheit [I1] in
the negative.

Proposition 2.31. There is an absolutely continuous measure v with density func-
tion [ having the property that dimy v > 0, but f ¢ LP for any p > 1.
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Proof. We will give an explicit example. Let K, denote the n’th Fejer kernel on
T = [0,1],
K,(z) = Zn: <1 - M) e,
. n
j=—n
and inductively define integers Ny, € {3*}%2, with N = 3 and Nyq1 > 32" Ny,
Put

glx) = Z m 2 Kqam (Nyp).
m=1

Note that g € L' since ||K,||, = 1, and g is symmetric. Let y denote the uniform
Cantor measure on the classical Cantor set and let v = g* u (where the convolution
ison T).

Since g € L', the measure v is absolutely continuous (whether viewed as a
measure on T or R). By Corollary v is uniformly perfect and hence has
positive lower Assouad dimension, as explained in Remark 2.§(ii)|

We will check that its density function, f, does not belong to LP(T) for any p > 1

~

by verifying that the Fourier transform (f(n))32 ¢ (7 for any g < oco. An appeal

to the Hausdorff-Young inequality will then imply f ¢ L?(T) for any p > 1. Since
a function supported on [0, 1] belongs to L?(R) if and only if it belongs to L?(T),
this will complete the argument.

It is immediate from the definitions that

gn) =— ( - —) if n e {+1,..,43>"}- N,, for some m € N

and that g(n) = 0 if n ¢ |J{0,%1,...,43*"} - N,,. Thus g(n) > 2/(3m?) on

{#1,..., 432" "1} . N,,,.
It is well known that|7i(3%)| = |7i(3)| # 0 for all k > 1. Thus

G| = 7| = <5 133)]

for each n € S,, = {{#1,...,£32" 71} N, } N{3F}2,. Since |S,| = 2(2™ — 1) and
the choice of the integers IV,,, ensures that the sets S, are disjoint, we have

> ’fA(TL) > i <% |ﬁ(3)|>q2(2m —1) =00

nez =1

o~

for each ¢ < co. Thus (f(n))5L_o ¢ £? for any ¢ < oo and that completes the
proof. O

3. ®-DIMENSIONS OF SELF-SIMILAR MEASURES

3.1. Self-similar measures and separation properties. In this section, our
focus will be on self-similar measures that satisfy various separation conditions.
We begin with useful notation.

Consider the iterated function system (IFS), where the maps S; : X — X are
similarities with contraction factors r; for = 0,...,m and m > 1. Assume, also,
that we are given probabilities {p;}7", meaning p; > 0 and Z;-n:o p; = 1. By
the self-similar measure . associated with the IFS {S;}""; and the probabilities
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{pj}jLo, we mean the unique probability measure y on X satisfying the property
that for any Borel set £ C X we have

W(E) =" piu(S;(E)).
3=0

This measure will have as its support K, the unique, non-empty, compact set K

satisfying K = |J S;(K), known as the self-similar set associated with the IFS.
j=0

Let 3 be the set of all finite words on the alphabet {0,1,...,m}. Given w € %,
say w = (jl7 "'7jn)7 let w= = (jl7 "'7jn—1)7 S’w = Sjl O©---0 Sjn7
n n
Ty = Hrji and p,, = Hpji'
i=1 i=1
Note that r,, is the contraction factor of S,,. Let
Tmin = min|r;| >0

and put

Ap={weX:|ry| <rly, and |r,—| > v}
If the IFS consists of equicontractive similarities (all 7; = ryin € (0,1)), then A,
consists of the words w of length n. More generally, there exist a,b > 0 such that

w € A, implies an < |w| < bn. Note that for each n,

K= | S.(K).

gEN,
IF'S satisfying the following definitions have been much studied.

Definition 3.1. The IFS {S;}.,, and any associated self-similar measure, are
said to satisfy:
(i) The strong separation condition (SSC) if the sets S;(K) are disjoint
for j=0,...,m;
(ii) The open set condition (OSC) if there is a bounded, non-empty, open
set U such that S;(U) C U for each j and the sets S;(U) are disjoint;
(iii) The weak separation condition (WSC) if there is some o € R and
integer M such that for any n € N and finite word T, any closed ball of ra-
dius rl’. contains no more than M distinct points of the form S, (Sr(xg))
for o e A,.

The definition we have given of the WSC is a restricted case of the original
definition due to Lau and Ngai, [27]. Many equivalent properties can be found
in [31].

It is well known that

SSC COSC CwWSsC

and that both these inclusions are proper. For example, the IFS with the two
similarities So(z) = z/2, S1(x) = /2 + 1/2 on R satisfies the OSC, but not the
SSC. The IFS S, = {So(x) = px,Si(z) = px + 1 — p} where p is the inverse of a
Pisot number and the IFS Sy = {S;(z) = z/d+ (d — 1)jz/(dm) : § = 0,1,...,m}
where 2 < d < m are integers, satisfy the WSC but not the OSC. In the case of
the IFS S,, any associated self-similar measure is known as a Bernoulli convolution
and is said to be biased if py # p1. In the case of the IFS Sy, for a suitable choice
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of probabilities, the self-similar measure is the m-fold convolution of the uniform
Cantor measure on the Cantor set with contraction factor 1/d.

3.2. Self-similar measures satisfying the strong separation condition. It
was shown in [7] that self-similar sets arising from an IFS that satisfies the open
set condition have equal upper and lower Assouad dimensions (and hence also all
®-dimensions). This is not true for self-similar measures. For instance, the measure
of Example is the self-similar measure arising from the IFS with Sy(z) = z/2,
Si1(x) = x/2 + 1/2 and probabilities 2/3, 1/3. This IFS satisfies the open set
condition and yet we have dimg4 ¢ = oo, while dimgp < oo for all non-zero constant
functions .

However, we cannot produce such an example with a self-similar measure that
satisfies the strong separation property, as our next result shows.

Theorem 3.2. Assume p is a self-similar measure that satisfies the strong sepa-
ration condition. For any dimension function ® we have

dimgp = min{dimyec p(z) : z € suppp}
and

dimep = max{dimj 1(z) : 2 € suppu}.

Proof. Assume the measure y arises from the TF'S {S;}7. that satsifies the SSC,
with probabilities {p;}, and that K is the associated self-similar set. It is well
known (see [5, ch. 11]) that if the contraction factor of S; is r;, then

. . logp; log p;
dimjoc : = , = [0, 0].
{dimyoc p(2) : 2 € suppp} T [0, 0]

Of course, this means r? <p; < r? for all j.

As the upper and lower ®-dimensions are bounded (below and above, respec-
tively) by the maximum and minimum local dimensions (Proposition 212)), it will
be enough to show that there are constants Cy, C7 > 0 such that for all z € suppy,
R < diam(suppp) and 0 < 7 < R**®0) | we have

0 e

B

o () < HB@R) o (R
r w(B(z, 1)) r

to see that dimgp = O and dimgu = 6.

Fix such z, R and r < R 2 and choose integers n,m so that r’. < R < ot

min

and r7 < r <771 Obtain w € A, and wo € A, such that = € Syq(K). T}I;g?l
7wl < i < R <1 7ol
and
Irusl < i <7< T Irual
S0 )
E > 72|7”w| — "min_
r Tmin [Two | 70|

Since Sy, (K) C B(z, R) and Sy (K) C B(x,r) we have
u(B(z,7)) > pwo and p(B(z, R)) > pu.
Because the IFS satisfies the strong separation condition, there is some € > 0

such that d(S;(K),S;(K)) > ¢ for all i # j. Consequently, for any word 7 and
i # J, d(Sri(K), Srj(K)) = €rs|.
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Choose an integer L such that sr;i(f_l) > 2. Let W be the set of words v € A,

such that S, (K)(B(z,R) # 0, s0 Bz, R)(NK C |J S.(K). We claim that the
veWw
words v € W must have a common ancestor 7 € A,,_r. If not, there would be a

pair v,v’ € W with different ancestors at level n — L. But, then,
d(Su(K), Sy (K)) > erik

which exceeds the diameter of B(x, R), and this is impossible. Thus B(z, R) (K C
S, (K) where 7 is the common ancestor. Moreover, as w € W, p; < p,,(minp;) %,
SO
u(B(z, R)) < p(S-(K)) = pr < pucy
for ¢; = (minp;)~ L.
These facts, together with the definition of ©, implies

o e
,LL(B(I’R)) < Puwc1 < C_l <c (L> < C'1 <E>
u(B(x,1) = Puo " Po 7] ’

for a suitable choice of C4.
As a similar upper bound can be found for pu(B(z,r)), the lower bound follows
in the same manner. O

3.3. Self-similar measures satisfying the weak separation condition. In
this subsection we will assume the measure p arises from an IFS {S;}7" of simi-
larities S;(z) = rjz + d; on R that satisfies the WSC. We will also assume that the
self-similar set (and support of the measure) K = [0,1]. We continue to use the
notation of the previous subsection.

It was proven in [19] that such measures have the property that there is some
a > 0 such that

(3.1) | (w) — 8- (2) = ariin

whenever 0,7 € A, w,z € {0,1} and S, (w) # S;(z). This property is very helpful
in studying the dimensional properties of p.

It is convenient to introduce further notation. For each n € N, let hq,..., hs,
denote the set of elements of {S,(0), S,(1) : 0 € A,}, listed in increasing order.
The intervals, [h;, hj+1], are called the net intervals of level n. In what follows
A, will always denote a net interval of level n and A, (x) will be a level n net
interval containing x (noting that there could be two choices if x is a boundary
point h;.) We write £(I) for the length of the interval I. From (B it follows that

a’r&in S E(An) S Tglin'

Put
wEA,
Sw[0,1]12A,
Let

p = min pé-w
where M is the maximum length of any word w such that there exists an integer

m and word o € A,,,_1 with ow € A,,.
The definitions ensure that if A, C A, _1, then

(32) Pnfl(An71> Z Pn(An) Z anfl(Anfl)-
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Furthermore, as ¢(S,[0,1]) < rl. whenever o € A, we have
(3-3) p(B(,hin)) =2 Pr(Bn(x)) 2 p(An(z))-

It was shown in [2I] Cor. 4.6] that these measures p satisfy dimga p < oo if and
only if p has the doubling-like property that for every € > 0 there is a constant C'
such that

1(B(z, R)) < CR™* pu(B(z, R/2))
for all x € suppp and 0 < R < 1. Motivated by this, we introduce the following
definition of ®-doubling.

Recall that a function @ is said to be doubling if there is a constant ¢ > 0 such
that

O(x) < cP(x/2)
whenever z > 0. Doubling dimension functions include ® = §, ®(x) = 1/|logz|
and ®(z) = log|logz|/|log x|.

Definition 3.3. We will say the measure p on X is ®-doubling if there are con-
stants C' > 1, v > 0 such that

w(B(x, R)) < CR-U u(B(z, R/2))
for all x € suppp and 0 < R < 1.

Notice that if ® = 0, this is the usual definition of a doubling measure.
Given n € N, let

¢(n) = n®(ry;,) > 0.
It is easy to check that if @ is a doubling function, then y is ®-doubling if and only

if there is a (possibly different) constant C' > 1 such that
(3.4) BB, 7)) < OV u(B(a, D)

s 'min > " min
for all « € suppp and n € N. Note that a repeated application of ([8.4]) shows that
for each positive integer k, there is a constant Cy > 1 such that

W(B(@, 1)) < Cp 2 (B, riER)).

min > " min
The property of being ®-doubling can be described in terms of the measure of
net intervals.

Lemma 3.4. Assume p is a self-similar measure that satisfies the WSC and has
support [0,1]. Then u is ®-doubling if and only if there is a constant Cy > 1 such
that

(3.5) plAn) > Cy T (AT
whenever A7 is a level n net interval adjacent to the level n net interval A,,.

Proof. Fix a > 0 so that £(A,) > arp; for all net intervals A,, of level n and all
n € N.

Suppose p is ®-doubling. Let A, be any level n net interval and A} be an
adjacent net interval. Let z denote the midpoint of A,,.

The doubling assumption ensures that for a suitable constant C' > 1,

pAn) = wB(za,, l(An)/2) = (B(za,;aryin/2))
> O UM (Baa,, 2rf,) = O U (AT,

where the last inequality holds because B(za, ,2r7,,) 2 Af.

min
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Conversely, assume there exists a constant Cy > 1 such that for all n, u(A,,) >
Cy (1+é(n) u(AX). Fix x € [0,1] and suppose z € A,,. (If z is a boundary point
of a net interval, choose either net interval.) Let A,(zl) be the level n net interval
immediately to its right, and more generally, let A,(,j ) be the net interval of level
n immediately to the right of Ay G=1) (should it exist). By repeated application of

Ma

n — n n (k)
W(B(@, 7)) = p(Ag) = Cy T p(AD) > ¢ H) A,

? P min

Choose k so that [z,z + 2r7,,]N[0,1] C U AY); notice k < 1 + 2/a. For the

Jj=

min

constant C; = C¥, we have

k
pllw,+ 2] < p [ |JAY | < kO™ uan) < kO u(Ba, riy,)).

77 min
=0

We similarly bound p([z — 2r”; ,z]) and hence deduce that

1
>
pB (@, ) = 5

O T (B 2r)).
This suffiices to prove that p is ®-doubling. ([l
We now characterize ®-doubling in terms of the upper ®-dimensions.

Proposition 3.5. Assume u is a self-similar measure on R that satisfies the weak
separation condition and has support [0,1]. Suppose that ® is an increasing, dou-
bling, dimension function. Then dimeu < 0o if and only if p is ®-doubling.

Proof. Fix a > 0 so that £(A,,) > ar],, for all level n net intervals A,,.

First, suppose that d = dimgu < oo and fix ¢ > 0. By the definition of the
upper ®-dimension, there is a constant C' = C(e) such that for any suitably large
integer n we have

(3.6) HB@2rinin)) o= 6)(@+0) for a1l 5 € [0, 1]
' p(B(x,arpi ™ 2) — o

min

Consider any level n net interval of level A,,, with midpoint z. Then

Bz, arpt?™ /2)n[0,1] C A,

min

while B(z,2r7,,) contains both A, and the two adjacent level n net intervals. Let
A% denote either adjacent interval. Then B8] gives

(A > (B, armin™ ™ /2)) > C 7 rgin ) (B2, 2075,))
> C—1T¢(_n)(d+€)u(A )>C (1+¢(")) d+e) (A*)

—_— min

for C1 = max(r{,, C'/(@+2)) > 1. By Lemma 34} p is ®-doubling.

Conversely, assume u is @-doubling. Fix x € [0,1] and N € N. Let Ay denote
the level N net interval containing x (taking either, if there is a choice) and let
AR and AL denote the two adjacent, level N net intervals to the right and left
respectively.

According to the Lemma, the ®-doubling condition implies

w(Af) < GV p(an)
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and similarly for p(A%). Since B(x N[0,1] € Ay UAR UAL, B3) implies
w(B(z,rNa) < p(Ax UAR UAK) <30 M) (A y) < 303N Py (An).

Choose any integer

? mm )

n> N1+ ®(rNta)).

min
Let A, C Ay be the net interval of level n containing z. From (32 and B3) we
see that

1(B(z, ryina)) < 301+ ) Pn(An(z)) < 31N =),
M(B(‘T7rm1n)) PW(A"(‘T))
The doubling assumption of ® ensures there is some 8 > 0 (independent of N) such
that

(3.7) B(riihta) = BO(r),
son— N = No(rNHtla) > Bo(N). Taking s,t > 0 such that Cy = r5 and
p=rt,. , we have
(38) HBEMND) g s(40(N), N g (/) N)
n(B(z, 7))
rNoa\®

< C min

h < Tglin >
for « > t + s/ and another constant C' > 1. That proves ﬁq)u <a< oo. O

Remark 3.6. It would be interesting to know if this result holds for all measures.

The IFS {pz, px + 1 — p}, where p is the inverse of a Pisot number (such as the
golden mean), and the IFS {z/d + (d — 1)jx/(dm) }7., for integers 2 < d < m,
are examples of IFS that do not satisfy the OSC, but satisfy a separation property
stronger than the WSC known as finite type. This notion was introduced by Ngai
and Wang in [30]. For equicontractive IFS of similarities on R it can be defined as
follows.

Definition 3.7. Let S ={5;}7" be an equicontractive IFS of similarities on R with
contraction factor 0 < rmin < 1. The IFS, or any associated self-similar measure,
is said to be of finite type if there is a finite set F C R such that if v, w are words
on {0,1,...,m} of length n, and c is the diameter of the self-similar set, then either

155(0) = Sw(0)] > eripin 07 7405, [50(0) = Sw(0)] € F.

An TFS that is of finite type satisfies the WSC. Conversely, it is proven in [19] that
any equicontractive, self-similar measure that satisfies the WSC and has support
[0, 1] is of finite type. Any equicontractive IFS that satisfies the OSC with the open
set being (0, 1) is also of finite type.

It is known that an IF'S of finite type has the property that there are only finitely
many values for £(A,)r_ | over all level n net intervals and all n.

min’?
Corollary 3.8. Suppose u is any equicontractive, self-similar, finite type measure
with support [0,1]. Then dimgp < oo for any dimension function ® =6 > 0.

Proof. Choose a > 0 such that ar};, < ((A,) < rl;, for all level n net intervals
A, and fix an integer k such that rmm <a/2.
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Let A,, be any level n net interval and suppose z is its midpoint. Choose a word
w of length n + k so that x € S,[0,1] C A,. Thus

H(An) > p(S.[0,1]) > (minp;)"*+*.

It is known that for any finite type measure there is a constant A such that pu(A,) <
A", [IT]. Since ¢(n) = nd when & = 4, it easily follows from this that (B3] is
satisfied for such ®. Hence p is ®-doubling and therefore the upper ®-dimension is
finite for all non-zero constant functions ®. O

The measure p studied in Example[2.200is of finite type and has support [0, 1]. As
we saw in that example, dimgu < oo for all ® = § # 0, but dimga 4 = oo, showing
the sharpness of the corollary. The biased Bernoulli convolutions discussed next
are another class of such examples.

Proposition 3.9. Let p be the biased Bernoulli convolution arising from the IFS
{pz, px + 1 — p} with probabilities p,1 — p, where p > 1/2 and p is the inverse of
the golden mean. Then p is an equicontractive, self-similar measure of finite type
with support [0,1], but dimga gt = oo.

Proof. Tt is well known that this IFS is of finite type, c.f. [6]. As explained there,

the net intervals of level n can all be labelled by n + 1-tuples, (1,71, ..., ¥»), where
vi € {2,...,7} (and the allowed choices for ;11 depend on ;) and

pn+3 < é(An) < pn'

Two adjacent net intervals of level four are Ag = (1, 3,5,6,3) and A; = (1,3,5,7,5)
which lies immediately to its right. The net interval

AP = (1,3,5,6,3,(5,7)",5)

is the right-most descendent of Ag at level 542k, and adjacent to it is the left-most
descendent of A; at the same level,

AW = (1,3,5,7,5,(3,5)",3).

From the calculations of [I8] Section 4] (in the notation used there ¢y = 3, co =5
and ¢ = 7), it follows that u(A((Jk)) ~ ||7E|| and M(Agk)) ~ || T || where

T, = {p(lo— ) ;()fl_—pé’g] and T} = [(1 fzp)z p(lo_p)} ;

and the matrix norm ||| = =, ; T35 when T' = (T};).
An induction argument shows that

2k _ | (p(1 —p))Qk Ay
(TO) - [ 0 (1 _ p)2k+1
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with
k71 . . 1
A = p(-p) [[(0Q-p)* + 1 -p)*")
1=0
k—1 k—1 20
= 1 -p) [0 -p)* <1+ 1or )
pl—p gp p g ( » >
Qkkq 1— 2t
S 1_I<1+<7p) )
and
k_l i1 .
By = (1-p’[[0" +®1-p)*)
1=0

- a- T (14 (52)7),

Since 1 —p < p, Hf;ol (1 +((1 —p)/p)?) converges to a constant 0 < ¢ < oo.

Hence there are positive constants A, B such that for large enough k

17| = -+ A -p*
< (P -p)¥ A +2e+((1-p)/p)%)
< A(p(1-p)*

and similarly
2k+1

Qk
| o

L S (2% _ o ppobt! (2"

et z1 be the midpoint of A" 7 and Ry = 2p . Then Ry > ((Ay ') +
k k k

é(A§2 ))7 so B(xy, Ry) 2 Agf ’UA? ) and therefore

H(Bar Ry)) > u(aF) ~ |

Tka > Bp* .
Put 7, = Ry for fixed § > 0. If k is sufficiently large, then

m < P 2 < 0(Af) )2
and therefore B(xy,ry) C A((fk). It follows that

u(Baw,mi)) < (AP ~ |78 < AP

Consequently,

2k+1

p(Bax, Ri)) _ _ Bp _z (1Lp>2

w(B(zk, ) — Ap(1-p)* A
while Ry /r, = R;;? = 270p=9(6+2"")  Thyg

log(p/(1 —p))
26 |log p|

dim.:pé,u >

and therefore
dimga ¢ = lim dimg, 4 = oo.
§—0
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O

An equicontractive self-similar measure of finite type is called regular if the
probabilities associated with the left and right-most contractions are equal and
minimal. One example is an m-fold convolution of a uniform Cantor measure on a
Cantor set with contraction factor 1/d for d € N. Another is a uniform (but not
biased) Bernoulli convolution with contraction factor the inverse of a Pisot number.

Corollary 3.10. Suppose i is an equicontractive, self-similar, regular, finite type
measure. Then dimgu < co whenever ®(z) = log|logx|/|logx| for all x < 1. In
particular, dimga 1 < oo for such measures fi.

Proof. For such measures pu, it is known that u(A,) > Cnu(AX), [I7], thus p is
®-doubling for such . O

The measures studied in Example[2Z.20land Proposition[3.9lillustrate the necessity
of the hypothesis of regularity. The following example shows the sharpness of the
function log|log z|/|log x|.

Example 3.11 (An equicontractive, self-similar measure of finite type that has
full support, is regular and has dimgpu = oo for all ®(x) < log|logz|/|logz|).
Consider the IFS, S;(x) = x/3 +d; with dy =0, d1 = 1/6, doa = 1/3, d3 = 2/3
and probabilities p; = 1/4 for all j. Let p be the associated self-similar measure.
This example was studied in [21, Ex. 5.11]. The two net intervals of level n with
endpoint 1/2 have length 3" /2. The p-measure of the right interval is at most
147", while the measure of the left is at least cond™" for some c1,co > 0. Take x,
the midpoint of the right interval, R, = %37" and r, = :fq’(R") < 37"/4. Hence
there exist constants C, v < oo such that

e _ Bz, Rn)) (&)a
cln = w(B(x,ry)) sC Tn
only if

O (Ry) = logn - log |log Ry,|)
[log R, | [log R, |

4. DISCRETE MEASURES

Let {an}52; be a decreasing sequence tending to 0 and {p,}32, a set of proba-
bilities, p,, > 0, such that 0 < ZZO:O pn < 00. We define a discrete measure p with
support E := {a,}52; U {0}, by

=" prda, + podo.
k

Thus pu(F) = ... cppn for any Borel set ' C R\{0} and u{0} = po. If we
normalize p, then it is a probability measure and normalizing does not change
®-dimensions.

It was shown in [14] and [I5] that if the sequence of gaps {a, — an4+1}52, is also
decreasing (such as when a,, = 7™ or n=* for § > 1 or A > 0), then both the
upper Assouad and quasi-Assouad dimensions of E are either 0 or 1, although not
necessarily the same value for the same set E. In [16, Example 2.18], it was shown
that this need not be true for upper ®-dimensions, even for dimension functions ®
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with upper ®-dimensions lying between the upper quasi-Assouad and Assouad di-
mensions. Thus it is natural to ask about the ®-dimensions for measures supported
on such sets.

As these measures have atoms, their lower ®-dimensions are always zero, so it
is only the upper ®-dimensions that are unknown. In [9], Fraser and Howroyd
determined dimy p for such measures p when py = 0 and either all p,, are equal to
n~ or all are equal to 3~" for n € N, and likewise for a,, (although with possibly
different values for A or ). Here, we will continue to focus on these choices for p,,
and a.,, for n € N.

To state our results, it is convenient to let

L= Lg = limsup ®(z) ! and ¥(z) = M.
250 |log x|
For > 1 and A > 0, put

(4.1) s:ﬂ_landt:i.

Note that s <t if and only if t < 1.

Theorem 4.1. Assume p = podo + Y. pnda, and suppose ® is any dimension
function.

(i) “Polynomial-polynomial”: Suppose that for all n € N, p, = n~? and
an=n"" for 3>1 and X\ > 0. If py =0, then

T — max(1, s) if L> A
e p = max(t+ L(t —s),s) if L< A’

while if po # 0, then

Tmie st — sL+max(1l,s) if L>A
Imep = (1+ L)max(s,t) if L <A

(ii) “Ezponential-exponential”: Suppose that for all m € N, p, = B~ "and
ap = A" for B, A > 1. Then

logB8
muz{ (4 D)REL i po#0

] )
12§§ if po =0

(i) “Mized rates”: (Exponential-polynomial) Suppose that for alln € N, p, =
B "and a, =n~> for B3 >1 and X > 0. Then

dimgp = oo.

(iv) “Mized rates”: (Polynomial-exponential) Suppose that for alln € N, p, =
n=? and a, = A\~" for B,\ > 1. Then

—— im0 if po #0
dimep =1 — = g
limg 5055y #po=0
Before beginning the proof, we will list some immediate corollaries.

Corollary 4.2.
(i) If po # 0, then dima pu = oo (in all cases). If po = 0, then dimg pu = oo
in the mized rates cases, dimy pu = max(1, s) in the polynomial-polynomial
case and dimy p = log 8/log A in the exponential-exponential case.
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(ii) The upper quasi-Assouad dimension coincides with the upper Assouad di-
mension except in the polynomial-exponential case when dimga p =0 (Te-
gardless of the choice of po).

(iii) If E=0U{A""}>2, and ®(x)/¥(x) = oo as v — 0, then dimgF = 0.

Proof. To compute the upper Assouad dimension, just note that when ® = 0, then
Ly = o0 (so L > \) and MI%% = 00. To compute the upper quasi-Assouad
dimension, let ®5 be the constant function 6 > 0, observe that Ly, — 0o as § — 0
and use the fact that dimga p = lims_,o ﬁ%u.

Finally, if ®(z)/¥(x) — oo, then, taking u as in the mixed rate case, 0 =
dimep > dimgsuppp = dimg E. ([

We will give the details of the proof of the theorem in the polynomial-polynomial
case. The other cases require essentially no new ideas and are less complicated
because of the good properties of geometric series and the fact that exponentials
overwhelm polynomials in the asymptotic sense.

We begin with two elementary lemmas.

Lemma 4.3. Under the assumptions and notation of Theorem[]-1], in the polynomial-
polynomial case

max (R, po) if R > ay,
w(B(ak, R)) ~ (ak + R)S —(ar — R)® ifar —art1 < R < ay
a'g/k if R<ap— ags1

and p(B(0, R)) ~ max(R*, po).
Proof. These observations follow from the fact that

Do if R > ap and pg # 0
pw(B(ag, R)) ~ { » -8 otherwise

n:an€(ar—R,ap+R) n

When R < ay, — ajy1, then u(B(ag, R)) = pl{ar} = k=P = af”, as claimed.
When a; — arx+1 < R < ag, then choose integers N > k + 1 and M such that
ant+1 < ar—R<ayand apy < ap+R < ap—1. (Put N =00 if R=ay.) We have

N
w(B(ag, R)) = Z j7P ~ MRt N A
=M

~ (ak + R)S — (ak — R)S.
The reasoning is similar if R > ay. O

Lemma 4.4. Let s > 0. There are constants c1,co > 0, depending only on s, such
that
ca* e <(a+2) —(a—2)° <ca® o

whenever 0 < z < a.

Proof. This is clear if a/2 < 2 < a and otherwise follows quickly from the Mean
value theorem. (|

Proof of Theorem[{.1 We remind the reader that we are proving the polynomial-
polynomial case. Throughout the proof we will use the notation

n(B(ax, R)) p(B(0, R))

X (k,m, R) = 1(Blar, ) w(B(0,7)) "

and X (0,7, R) =
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Step 1: We will first assume that z®*) — 0 as 2 — 0.

Upper bound on dimgu: As the arguments are often quite similar, we will
handle the cases pyp = 0 and py > 0 concurrently.

Since X (0,r, R) ~ 1 if py # 0 and comparable to (R/r)® if py = 0, we easily see
that X (0,7, R) < (R/r)* for any o > 0 when py # 0, and any o > s if pg = 0.
Hence we now focus on balls centred at ax, k € N.

As it often arises, we will set

A1)/
bk:ak—akJrlNa;g )/ .

If R < by, then also r < by and X (k,r, R) ~ 1, so any « > 0 suffices.
Thus, there remain two cases to study: R > a; and by < R < ay.
Case 1: R > ag.

(1)
(i)

Suppose 1 > ag. If pg # 0, then X (k,r, R) ~1 < (R/r)® for any a > 0. If
po = 0, then X (k,r, R) ~ (R/1)°.

Next, suppose r € (bg,ai]. Then, in addition to the inequality r <
R1T2(R)  we also have

a,(j‘ﬂ)/)‘ <r<ag <R.
From the lemmas we know

max(pg, R®) max(pg, R*)

X(k,r,R) ~
( 3Ty ) (ak+T)S_(ak_T)S azil'f’

If s > 1, then X(k,r, R) < max(po, R*)r~°. When py = 0, a > s is
clearly sufficient to have X (k,r, R) < (R/r)*. If pg # 0, it will be enough
for « to satisfy por—° < (R/r)® for small R and all r = R'"Y(%) with
U(R) > ®(R). Equivalently, we want to satisfy

1< Rs(l-i-\I/(R))—oz\I/(R)7
for small R, hence o > s(L + 1) is enough.

When s < 1 (equivalently, s < t), then ] 'r = 7 (min(R, 7/ A+1))
If this minimum is R, (which can occur only if ®(R) < 1/)), then

max(po, R°) { poR™5rt if po # 0

s—1

<
Xk R) S Rs—1p Rr—t if po=0
Again, putting r = R'TY) with ¥ > ®, it is easy to check that the
requirement X (k,r, R) < (R/r)“ is satisfied with o > 1 when py = 0 and
with a > 14 sL when py # 0.

If, instead, min(R, Tk/()\-‘rl)) = ’]">‘/()""'1)7 then we have r = Rl"l‘\l/(R)
with W(R) > max(®(R),1/)\). Moreover a; 'r > rt, thus X (k,7, R) <
max(po, R*)r~t. If py = 0, it will be enough to have R*r~¢ < (R/r)*, and
this happens if

a>t+(t—s)/¥(R).
If L > X, then ®(R) < 1/A for small enough R, so 1/U(R) < A. Thus
a>t+ (t —s)A =1 suffices. Similarly, @ >t + L(t — s) is sufficient when
L <\ If pg # 0, we will want por—¢ < (R/r)® and this is satisfied by any
a>pif L > A and for any o > ¢(1 + L) when L < A.
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Here is a summary of the choices of o for which X (k,r, R) < c¢(R/r)*
in case 1(ii): If po = 0, then it is sufficient to have

s ifs>1
a > 1 ifs<land L> A\
t+L(t—s) ifs<land L <A

If po # 0, then we can take

s(L+1) ifs>1
a>4¢ max(1+sL,8) ifs<landL> A\
t(1+ L) ifs<land L <A

(iii) Otherwise, r < by ~ a,lfl/A, say r = R where U(R) > max(®(R), 1/)).
In this case

X (k,r, R) < max(po, Rs)a;ﬁ/)‘ < max(po, RS)T_t.

If po = 0, it suffices to have oo > ¢t + (t — s)/¥(R). If s > 1, (equivalently,
s > t) this inequality is satisfied with any « > ¢, while if s < 1 the
reasoning is similar to the arguments in case (ii). Likewise, the reasoning
when pg # 0 is similar to case (ii).

To summarize: If pg = 0, it is enough to have

t ifs>1
a > 1 ifs<land L> X\ ,
t+L(t—s) ifs<land L <A

while if pg # 0, then we can take

N B ifL>A
@ t14+L) ifL <A

Case 2: by < R < ay. Here the calculations are the same regardless of the
choice of py.

(i) Suppose r < by, say r = R'TY(E) where U(R) > ®(R). Here, u(B(ay,r)) ~
af/A, so as a; ' < min(R™1, pm M A,

X (k,7, R) ~ az—l—ﬂ//\R < Rmin(r—t, R-1+1U/N),

By consideration of the two possible choices for the minimum, it can be
checked that o > min(1, L/\) will suffice.

(ii) Otherwise, by, < r < R < aj, (a choice which can only occur if L > X), and
then it is easy to see that a > 1 is sufficient, so again o > min(1, L/X) will
work.

It is a tedious exercise to check that these constraints on a imply that the values
specifed in the Proposition are upper bounds on dimg .

Lower bound on dimgu: We turn now to proving dime/ is as large as claimed.
First, suppose pg = 0. In this case,
log u(B(0,n%)) (B-1)

dimyee p(0) = lirrln log NS = s,

so it is certainly true that dimgu > s for all choices of ®.
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Essentially the same arguments as in [12], show that if ® is the constant function
1/6 — 1, then
S 1
dmeE =min (1, ———— .
' ( <1+A><1—9>)
As dimgp Zﬂ—thE, it follows that if L > A, then, also, dimgu > 1. Hence if
L > ), then dimgp > max(1,s).

Next, suppose 0 < L < A and ¢ > s (for otherwise, max(t + L(t — s),s) = s).
Choose R; — 0 such that ®(R;) — 1/L and put r; = R;+¢(Rj). Choose k = k;
such that ay — ag+1 > r > agy1 — ags2. Since (R;) > 1/X for large j, one can
check that R; > aj and hence

3 s—t(1+P R]‘
X (k,7j, Rj) ~ 5_/3A > R; (1+®( ))7
ay,
while (R, /r;)* ~ R; **%)

all j, we require

. Thus in order to satisfy X (k,r;, R;) < (R;/r;)® for

1 < R PR (o= /().

Since RJ-_O‘(I’(R]') — oo and ®(R;) — 1/L, we see that o > t+ L(t — s) is a necessary
condition.

Now assume py # 0 and first suppose 0 < L < A. With the same choice of
rj, R; and ai as above, we have X (k,r;, R;) ~ Q;B/A' It follows that we require
a>t(l+1L).

. . o 1+<I>(Rj) _

If, instead, we pick k = k; such that a5 < Rj < ag—1 and put r; = ag,

then r; < R]H(I’(Rj). With these choices for k,r;, R;, we have

X(k,Tj,Rj) NPOCL/;S ~ Rj_s(l‘i‘q’(Rj)) ,

and one can deduce that o > s(L+1) is a necessary condition to satisfy X (k, i, R;) <
(R /rj)
Lastly, assume L > A. Put r; = R;+<I>(Rj)

R; < ap—1. For large j, rj; > ar — ap41 ~ a,lfl/A. Since rj/R; = R?)(Rj) — 0,

and choose k£ = k; such that a; <

we can assume 7; < ai. Hence X(k,rj,R;) ~ pORj_(H(I’(Rj) and it follows that
a > 14 sL is required.

This completes the proof that dimgp is as claimed in the statement of the The-
orem for the polynomial-polynomial case when 2®(*) — 0.

Step 2: We now consider the case that § = limsup,_,, z®®
limsup,_,o ®(x) |log x| < cc.

For pg > 0, choose R; — 0 such that R;P ) > 0. Pick k = k; such
that ap < R; < ag;_, and let r; = min(R;+@(Rj),ak), so that R;/r; ~ 1. If Nj
is chosen such that an;11 < ar +7; < an,, then u(B(ag, 7)) < Z})VOJ p; — 0 as
j — oo. But p(B(ak, R;)) > po. Consequently, X (k,r;, R;) — oo as j — oo and
forces dimgu = oo for all such ®.

So, suppose pp = 0 and define

Uo(z) = 7~1|(i§g|1$0z|§$| and ®g(z) = max (Vo(z), P(z)) .

> 0 or, equivalently,

(B
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Then ® € D and as ®g(z) > ¥o(x) for all z, 220 — 0. Furthermore, ®(z) <
Dy (z), hence ﬁ%u < dimgp < dimy p. Since &y < ® + Uy, one can verify that
Lg, = 0o and thus by the first part of the theorem, dimg,u = max(1,s). It was
shown in [9] that dim 4 ¢ = max(1, s) and hence also dimgp = max(1, s), as claimed
in the statement of the Theorem for the polynomial-polynomial case. O

Remark 4.5. The choice of ¥y was made to ensure that the arguments for the other
choices of p, and a,, are virtually the same in the final steps of the proof.
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