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ON MEASURE ESTIMATES ARISING FROM HAUSDORFF DISTANCE
CONVERGENCE

LIOR TENENBAUM

ABSTRACT. We discuss a method to estimate the measure of a compact set which is approxi-
mated using the Hausdorff distance by a sequence of compact sets. We do this by considering
corresponding fattenings of the sequence of compact sets and showing their measures converge.
We further review applications of this result to study the measure of a spectrum of an operator
which has a sequence of periodic approximations.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a metric space (X, d), a natural way to quantify the convergence of subsets in X is via the
Hausdorff distance, see [BBIO1, Chapter 7]. The Hausdorff distance between two nonempty subsets
A, B C X is given by
(1.1) du (A, B) := max { sup d(a, B),supd(b, A) },

ac€A beB
where d(a, B) = infpe g d(a, b). The restriction of dy to K(X), the collection of nonempty compact
subsets of X, is a metric. Given a Borel measure p on X, a natural question is when does conver-
gence with respect to the Hausdorff distance implies convergence of the associated measures. More
precisely, given a Borel measure p and a sequence of compact subsets {4, }2°; C K(X) satisfying
lim,, 00 dg (An, Aso) = 0 for some Ay, € K(X), does it follow that lim,, o pu(An) = p(Ax)?
In general, this implication fails, as the following example shows.

Example 1.1. Consider the Lebesque measure Leb on R with the standard norm distance. Let
A :=[0,1] and

[
Ay = {n ] eZ}ﬁ[O,l].
Then lim, o0 dg(Apn, Aso) = 0, while Leb(Ay) =1 and Leb(A,,) = 0 for all n € N. Similarly, for
each 0 < o < 1, define a sequence A, () := A, U[0,q] for alln € N. Then lim,,_,, Leb (4, () =

a # Leb(Ay), while lim,, o0 dy (An(a)7Aoo) =0.

In fact, for any compact metric space (X, d) and any positive, non-atomic Borel measure p on X,
one can construct analogous counterexamples to those in Example 1.1. For the Lebesgue measure
on R?, a characterization of when Hausdorff convergence implies measure convergence was obtained
in [Bee74]. In this note, we establish measure estimates for compact sets that arise as Hausdorff
limits, even in cases where the corresponding measures fail to converge.

The Hausdorff distance can also be expressed in terms of fattenings or thickenings. Given a
metric space (X, d) and a nonempty subset A C X, define for each 6 > 0 the §-fattening of A by

(1.2) A® = | ] Bs(a),
acA
1
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where Bs(a) := {z € X : d(z,a) < §}. It is well-known that, for nonempty subsets A, B C X,
(1.3) dg(A,B) =inf{n >0: B C A™ and A € B™}.

Moreover, if § = dg (A, B), then A C B® and B C A® provided § > 0 or both A, B C X are
closed. Returning to Example 1.1, one computes explicitly that 6, := dg(An, As) = 2% and

1 1
A((;n) — [_ . 1 7i| — A(‘Sn).
o0 2n’ + 2n "

Hence,
2
Leb(A%)) =1+ 5 "3 1 = Leb(As).
n

This observation extends to a much more general setting, as described in the following theorem.
Before stating the theorem, we introduce additional needed notions. A metric space (X, d) is called
proper if every closed and bounded subset of X is also compact. A Borel measure p on X is said to
be locally finite if every point € X has a neighborhood U, with u(U,) < co. Since the discussed
measures are locally finite measures and subadditive, every compact subset of X has finite measure
with respect to such pu.

Theorem 1.1. Let (X,d) be a proper metric space, and let p be a locally finite Borel measure on
X. Suppose that {A,}2, C K(X) is a sequence of compact sets converging to As € K(X) in the

n=1
Hausdorff distance. Then one has

lim u(ASf")) = u(As), where 60, :=dy(An, Axo)-

n—oo

Although the proof of this statement is elementary, it appears not to have been recorded previ-
ously, to the best of the author’s knowledge.

Our interest in this result arises from the goal of studying the spectrum of a bounded oper-
ator through approximations measured in the Hausdorff distance. Specifically, given a bounded
Schrodinger operator H : £2(Z%) — ¢2(Z%), we wish to approximate its spectrum Y., := spec(H)
by a sequence of finite or periodic Schrédinger operators H,, : £2(Z4) — (2(Z%) satisfying
(1.4) lim dgy(¥,,Y) =0, where 3, :=spec(H,).

n—oo
This approximation scheme appears, both implicitly and explicitly, in a variety of works on aperi-
odic Schrodinger operators, including the Almost-Mathieu operator [AS83, AvMS90, Las93, Las94],
Sturmian Hamiltonians [Cas86, Siit87, BIST89, Ray95, DGT08, DG13], and various others. For
these operators, Bloch—Floquet theory [RS78, KS14, Kucl6, Fil21, FLM22] guarantees that such a
sequence of periodic Schrodinger operators H,,, referred in some places as having twisted boundary

conditions, satisfy
dn

spec(H,) = U[az("), bz(-")] for each n €N,
i=1
for some ¢, € N and real numbers {aE")};?;l, {bgn)}fgl C R. Moreover, there exists a family of
self-adjoint ¢, x ¢, matrices {H,(0)}ge[o,1)¢, such that the interval [agn), bgn)] equals the range of
the i-th eigenvalue of H,(6). Consult [Fil21, Section 2] and the references therein for more details.

Corollary 1.2. Let H : (2(Z%) — (*(Z%) be a bounded self-adjoint Schridinger operator, and let
w be a locally finite Borel measure on R. Assume that there exists a sequence of periodic bounded
self-adjoint Schrédinger operators H, : (2(Z%) — ¢*(Z%) such that

6n = dp (spec(H,),spec(H)) =0 asn — oco.
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Then

qn

p(spec(H)) = lim ,u( U [a§") — 5, 0™ + 5n]>

n— oo |
=1

This corollary provides a practical mean of estimating the measure of a spectrum that is ap-
proximated by periodic Schrodinger operators. Using terminology from scientific computing, the
approximations in Corollary 1.2 admit algorithms of II; type for approximating the measure of the
spectrum. See [CEF24] for more details. This approach could lead to novel methods for determining
spectral properties of higher dimensional discrete Schrodinger operators, see [DF24, Open problem
30]. We also note the extensive body of work deriving estimates on the measure, size, and location
of periodic spectra, including [Las93, GK19, KS22, Fil25].

Further results concerning spectral approximations as in Corollary 1.2, including the proof of Corol-
lary 1.2, are presented in Section 3. The next section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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2. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

We build towards the proof of Theorem 1.1. For a space X and a subset A C X, we denote the
indicator function of A by 14 : X — {0,1}. We use the fact that for any measure space (X, B, u),
we have ji(A) = [y 1adp for every measurable set A € B. Using this characterization, it suffices to
show

for any sequence of compact sets {A,}22; C K(X) and Ay, € K(X) such that 6, := dy(An, Ass) —
0 as n — oco. By the dominated convergence theorem (DCT), it is therefore enough to show that
limp, o0 1, n) () =14 (z) for all z € X, and that there exists a dominating u-integrable function.
The latter statement follows by taking g(z) = 1, s and § := max,en 0y, in light of (1.3) and the
following observation. -

Lemma 2.1. Let (X, d) be a metric space and A C X be a nonempty subset.

(a) For every 6,n >0, one has (A®)m C AG+n)

(b) If AC B and 6 > 0, then A©®) C B,

(¢) Suppose in addition that A is closed, and Let {A,,}22, be a sequence of nonempty closed subsets
of X satisfying dg(An, A) — 0 as n — oco. Then, for every sequence {n,} of nonnegative
numbers with 1, — 0 as n — oo, one has lim,,_, o, dy (A;""), A) =0.

Proof.

(a) This follows directly from the triangle inequality and (1.2).

(b) This is immediate from the definition (1.2).

(c) Denote 6, := dp(Ap, A) for all n € N, and let 7, be a sequence of nonnegative real numbers such
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that 7, — 0 as n — oo. Since A4, and A are closed, (1.3) implies that AP 5 A and AGW) D A,
It then follows from (a) that

AlnFm) 5 AGn) 5 4 and  AG=+Im) D (A(Jn))("") 2 Alm),

Applying (1.3) again yields dy (A%n"),A) < 0, + M. Since §, +n, — 0 as n — oo, the desired
conclusion follows. O

Remark. It should be noted the set inclusion in Lemma 2.1 (a) can be strict. As a simple example,
let X =Ny equipped with the Buclidean distance. For A = {0} and 6,7 = L, we have

27
AGHH) = (0,1} £ {0} = (A8,

Likewise, one can construct a metric space (X,d), nonempty subsets A C B and 6 > 0 such that
A©) = BO) showing that the inclusion in Lemma 2.1 (b) need not be strict.

Following the previous lemma, we have
A 2 (AD) Y 2 4P > A,

where §,, := dg(A,, Ax) and § := max,cn 0,. Hence, for any locally finite Borel measure p on a
proper metric space, the function g := 1A((§) is p-integrable and g(z) > 1 ,n for every z € X. We

e () =14 (2) for all x € X.
Let us first introduce the notions of set-theoretic limits for a sequence of subsets. For a sequence
of subsets {A,}52, we define its set-theoretic limit supremum or limit infimum by
(2.1)
limsup A, :={z € X : limsuply,(z) =1} or liminfA, :={z€ X: liminfl,, (z)=1}
n—oo

n—00 n—00 n—oo

now show that dy(A,, As) = 0 as n — o0 implies that lim,, oo 1

accordingly. Equivalently,

(oo} oo oo [e.e]
limsup 4,, = m U A and liminf A, = U ﬂ Ap.
n—oo n=1k=n nree n=1k=n
When these two sets coincide, we denote their common value by
lim A, ={z€X: nl;ngo 1a,(z) =1}.

n—oo

Relying on the equivalent formulation of Hausdorff distance, using set fattenings in (1.3), we obtain
the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let (X,d) be a metric space and let {A,}22, be a sequence of closed subsets such
that dg (An, As) = 0 as n — 0o, for some closed Aso C X. Then the following assertions hold.
(a) One has limsup,,_, . An C A and limsup,,_,. 14, () <1a_(x) forallz e X.

(b) Denote 6, = dp(An, Ax), and let {n,} be a sequence of nonnegative numbers such that

lim,, yo0 7, = 0 and 1, > 0, for allm € N. Then lim,,_, 1A<,,,,L>(1:) =14_(x) forallz e X.

A version of Lemma 2.2 (a) can be found in [Bee74], [AS83] and [JM14, Section 6], where it is
noted only in passing.

Proof.
(a) Let z € limsup A,, and assume z ¢ A,,. Since A, is closed, there exists some g > 0 such that
d(z, Ass) > 09 > 0. Because x € limsup A, there exists a subsequence {A4,, }3>, with z € A,,, for

all k. Hence dpy (A, , Aco) > %’, contradicting the assumption that dgy(A,, As) — 0 as n — .
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Thus limsup,,_,., An € As. The inequality for the indicator functions follows immediately from
(2.1).

(b) By Lemma 2.1 (c), we have dg (Ag{'"), Aoo) — 0 as n — oo. Applying part (a) to the sequence
{A) Y2 vields limsup,, .. AY") C A.. Assume, for contradiction, that there exists an = € Ao
such that = ¢ liminf,,_, Al By (1.3) and Lemma 2.1 (b), one has Al 5 A for all n € N.
Hence z € A% for all n € N, so

z e [ AP C liminf A,
ne1 n—oo

contradicting our assumption on z. Therefore Aoy C lim inf,_,0o A7), and since lim inf,,_, o AY™ C

lim sup,,_, - A we conclude from (2.1) that lim, 1 (x) =14 (z) forall z € X. O

Aglnn)
Before proving Theorem 1.1, we first state a semicontinuity result for measures arising from
convergence with respect to the Hausdorff distance.

Proposition 2.3. Let (X,d) be a metric space, let {A,}22, be a sequence of closed subsets such
that d (An, Ass) = 0 as n — oo, and let 1 be a Borel measure on X. If n( U2, A,) < oo, then
w(As) > limsup,,_, o w(Ar). In particular, if there exists an m > 0 such that p(A,) > m for
infinitely many n, then u(As) > m.

This semicontinuity result is standard. For instance, a version of it appears in [Fil17].

Proof. By Lemma 2.2 (a), we have 14__ () > limsup,, ., 14, (2) forall z € X. Applying the reverse
Fatou’s lemma to the sequence {14, }72;, and noting that 1, a4, is p-integrable by assumption,
we obtain

w(As) :/ la_du 2/ limsupla, du > limsup/ 14, dp = limsup p(A,).
X X X

n—oo n—roo n—roo

If there exists an m > 0 and an infinite subsequence {A,, }3°, such that u(Ay,,) > m for all k,
then the preceding inequality implies (Ao ) > limsup,,_, . 1(A,) > m, as claimed. O

We finally turn to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. As indicated earlier, the proof follows from the dominated convergence the-
orem. Let §,, := dy(An, Ax) for all n € N, and set ¢ := max, ey 0y,. Define g := ].A(z,g), f=1a_
and f, := 1,6, for all n € N. By Lemma 2.2 (b), we have f,(z) — f(x) for all x € X. Moreover,

by Lemma 2.1 (a), it follows that f,(z) < g(z) for all z € X. Since X is a proper metric space and
1 is finite on compact subsets, the function g is p-integrable. Hence, by the dominated convergence
theorem,

lim p(AP) = lim [ 1,6.du DgT/ La.dp = p(Ax),
x " X

n— oo n— 00

as desired. O
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3. ESTIMATES FOR APPROXIMATIONS USING PERIODIC SCHRODINGER OPERATORS

In this section, we discuss an application of the previous results to for approximations of spectra
by periodic Schrodinger operators. A discrete Schrédinger operator H : ¢2(Z%) — ¢*(Z%) is an
operator of the form

[Hyl(n)= > ¥(m)+V(n)i(n) forall e *(Z%) and neZ,

[[m—n||=1
where V : Z¢ — R is the potential function and || - || is the 1-norm on RY. We say that H is a
periodic operator if the potential function satisfies

V(n+pje))=V(n) forall neZ? and 1<j<d,
for some positive integers p1,...,pq € N. We call the integers p1, ..., pg the periods of the operator
H. Equivalently, the stabilizer of V,
(3.1) stab(V) := {m € Z¢: V(n +m) = V(n) for all n € Z¢},
is a finite index subgroup of Z?. Recall that the spectrum of a discrete self-adjoint periodic
Schrédinger operator H : ¢%(Z4) — (%(Z%) is of the form spec(H) = U’_,[a;,b;]. Consequently,
for every § > 0,

CQ

(3.2) (spec(H))(é) = Jla; —6,b; + ]

i=1
We use this simple observation to prove Corollary 1.2.

Proof of Corollary 1.2. By (3.2), we know that (Spec(Hn))((S") = Ul [al(-") — 5n,bl(-n) + 5n]. The
desired statement follows from a direct application of Theorem 1.1. O

Corollary 1.2 demonstrates that periodic Schrédinger approximations can be used to compute
the measure of an approximated spectrum. In a similar spirit, we obtain the following estimate.

Corollary 3.1. Let Ao C R be a nonempty compact set and let {A,}22; C K(R) be a sequence of
nonempty compact subsets, each consisting of q, connected components. If lim,,_, ., Leb(A,,) exists
and lim, oo gndg(An, Asy) = 0, then Leb(As) = lim, o Leb(A4,,), where Leb is the Lebesgue
measure on R.

Versions of this corollary have appeared previously in [Las93, Las94, JK02, JM14].

Proof. Since A, C R is compact and has g, many connected components, there exist sequences
{agn)};ﬁl, {bl(-n) In . C R such that agn) < bgn) forall 1 <j < g, and

n
A, = U[al(n),bl(n)].
i=1

Denoting again ¢, := dy(A,, Ax), we have Ag”) = iil[agn) - 5n,bz(»") + d,]. Since Leb is
subadditive, we conclude

n n

Leb(A%) < S Leb ([a{™ — 65,0 +6,4]) = 3_ (0" — a{™ +26,) = Leb(An) + 240.
i=1 i=1

Combining the last estimate with Theorem 1.1, since we assumed lim,,_, ¢, — 0 and lim,,_, o, Leb(A4,,)
exists, we conclude that lim,,_, ., Leb(A,) = Leb(A). O
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However, obtaining an explicit form for the spectrum of a discrete periodic Schrédinger operator
is numerically challenging. We therefore propose a simpler numerical estimate than that provided
by Corollary 1.2. To this end, we introduce the discrete Bloch—Floquet theory and recall several
relevant facts.

Let H : (2(Z%) — (?(Z%) be a periodic discrete Schrédinger operator with periods py, ..., pa.
The aforementioned periods induce a decomposition of Z? to disjoint translates of the fundamental
cell Q := H;l:l{(),....,pj — 1}. The volume of this fundamental cell is ¢ := H;lzl pj, and we
denote p = (p1, ..., pq) for later use. For each 6 = (6y,...,04) € [0,1)? | we consider the subspace
é%p,@) (Z4) C £%2(Z?) consisting of functions satisfying the Floquet boundary condition

(3.3) Y(n+pje;) = e2™Pi%y(n) forall neZ? and 1<j<d.

Restricting H to this subspace reduces the problem to a ¢g-dimensional space {¢)(n) : n € Q}, where
finding generalized eigenfunctions satisfying (3.3) amounts to solving an eigenvalue problem for
a g x ¢ self-adjoint matrix H(6). The family of matrices {H(0)}gera is called the Bloch-Floquet

decomposition of H, and we write H = fﬁ H(#). Using Bloch-Floquet theory, see [RS78, Theorem
XII1.85] , the spectrum of the periodic operator H satisfies

spec(H) = U spec(H (6)).
0€[0,1)d

Moreover, if A1(0) < Aa(0) < ... < Ay(6) denote the ordered eigenvalues of H(6), then each A;(6)
depends continuously on 6, and

q
spec(H) = L:J [Oéﬁ)lrll)d)\ (9) eg[loa,i()d)\i(a) .

Consult [RS78, Theorem XIIT.99] or [Fil21, Corollary 2.4] for further details.
Proposition 3.2. [Kriill] Let H be a discrete periodic Schrédinger operator on (?(Z%), which is

pjej-periodic for all 1 < j < d. Set q := H;lzl pj. Then, for the Bloch—Floguet decomposition
H= fﬁl H(0), the eigenvalues satisfy

(3.4) eg[loéf)d Ai(0) — gelréllll)d Xi(0) < Z forall 1<i<gq.

Using the bandwidth estimate in Proposition 3.2, the following lemma provides a spectral cov-
ering of controlled diameter for periodic approximations.

Lemma 3.3. Let H : (*(Z%) — (*(Z%) be a bounded self-adjoint discrete Schrédinger operator,
and let Hyey : 02(Z%) — (2(Z%) be a periodic self-adjoint discrete Schrodinger operator with periods

pie1,...,paeq € Z¢. Define § := dH(spec(Hpcr),spec(H)) andr := Z?zl ‘;—j. Then (SpeC(Hpcr))(é)

induces a (26 + r)-cover of spec(H). Moreover, if the Bloch-Floquet decomposition of Hper is

®
Hper:/ Hper(0)d6
Td

then the set (spec(Hper(Q)))(rJré) induces a 2(8 + r)-cover of spec(H) for all § € [0,1)<.
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Proof. We recall that the spectra of Hpe(6) are given by

spec(Hper) = | J [N, A,

-

i=1

where A; := maxgeo,1)e Ai(#) and A= mingeg 1y Ai(0) for all 1 <4 < ¢. Proposition 3.2 implies
that maxi<i<q N\, — \; < r. The collection {[5\1 — 4, N+ 5]};1:1 forms a (26 + r)-cover of spec(H)
by (1.3).

Applying Proposition 3.2 again, we see that (speC(Hper))((;) C (Spec(Hper(G)))(TH) for all 0 €

[0,1)%. Moreover, since spec(H) C ( spec(Hper)) ) the collection {[Xi(0) = (6+7), X (0)+ (6+7)] }
forms a 2(8 + r)-cover of spec(H) by (1.3). O

The last lemma implies the existence of spectral covers for the spectrum of a periodically approx-
imated operator. Such spectral covers, provided by Lemma 3.3, are essential for obtaining compu-
tationally feasible estimates of the spectra of strongly aperiodic operators. A discrete Schrédinger
operator H : (?(Z9) — (?(Z%) with potential function V is called strongly aperiodic if, for every
nonzero m € Z4, there exists an n € Z¢ such that V(n + m) # V(n). Equivalently, the stabilizer of
V is the trivial subgroup {0}. Using Theorem 1.1 together with Lemma 3.3, we obtain the following
result for strongly aperiodic discrete operators.

Proposition 3.4. Let H : (?(Z%) — (?(Z%) be a bounded self-adjoint strongly aperiodic Schrédinger
operator, and let p be a locally finite Borel measure on R. Assume there exists a sequence of
periodic self-adjoint discrete Schridinger operators H,, : (*(Z%) — (?(Z4) such that H,, converges
in the strong operator topology to H and lim,,_, dH(spec(Hn)7 spec(H)) = 0. Then there exists a
sequence {1, 32, with lim,,_, 7, = 0 such that, for any 6 € [0,1)%,

an

u(spec(H)) = Tim_ (| A(0) = (0 +70), A 0) + (0 + 7)] )

n— o0 .
=1

where )\(1")(0) <. < ,\E;j)(()) are the eigenvalues of the fiber matriz H,, () and 6, := dy (spec(H,), spec(H)).

This proposition provides a numerically oriented version of Corollary 1.2. It is particularly
suitable for computational studies, since the direct evaluation of spectra for multidimensional pe-
riodic Schrodinger operators via Bloch—Floquet theory is often computationally demanding. See
also [CEF24, Example 3.1] for comparison. The assumptions of Proposition 3.4 arise naturally in
the context of dynamically defined operators, where the underlying dynamical system is itself ap-
proximated. For an overview of one-dimensional dynamically defined operators, see [DF22, DF24].
Spectral approximations via dynamical approximations are treated systematically in [BBDN18],
with quantitative refinements given in [BBC19, BT25]. Conditions ensuring successful dynamical
approximation in the substitution setting appear in [BBDN20, BBPT25].

Proof of Proposition 3./. For every n € N, there exist pgn), ...,p&n) such that H,, is periodic with re-
spect to pje; for all 1 < j < d. It follows that ¢, = ngl pg-") for all n € N. Denote r,, := 2?21 2z
p;

for all n € N. It follows from Lemma 3.3 that spec(H) C [J{", [)\En) (0)=(0n+7n), )\Z(-n) (0)+(0p+70)].
Since H is strongly aperiodic, it must follow that p§-n) —ooasn — oo, forall 1 < j < d. In partic-
ular, we conclude that 7, — 0 as n — oo. Moreover, it follows that dg (spec (Hy(6),spec(H))) <
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2(rn + ¢n) for all m € N and 7, + ¢, "Z00. By (3.2) and Theorem 1.1, we obtain the desired
equality. O

Using Lemma 3.3, we can also restate a result of Last [Las93, Las94] concerning an upper bound
on the fractal dimension. For a > 0 and ¢ > 0, we define the («, §)-Hausdorff content of a Borel
set E C R? as

HE(E) = inf{ 3 diam(Cr)® - HCn 351 E € UCy,, diam(Cy) < 5}.
m=1

Letting § — 07 yields a monotone limit H*(E) := lims_,o+ H$(E), which is called the a-Hausdorff
measure of E. See [Fal90, Chapter 1.2] for more details. A classic result states that for every set
E C RY, there exists a critical value ag € [0, d] such that HY(E) =0 for a < ap and H*(E) = oo
for @« > apg. This number ag is called the Hausdorff dimension of E. For more details on the
Hausdorff measure and dimension, consult [Fal90] and the references therein.

The following observation follows directly from these definitions. Suppose {C,,}22, is a sequence of
finite covers of E, where C,, = {I;,}{"; is an n,-cover of E, then

an
(3.5) 7, "= 0" and lim supz (Leb(I;,))" <00 = H*(E)< oo and dimy(E) < a.

n—oo
=1

The next result provides an upper bound on the Hausdorff dimension of a limit set approximated
by finite unions of intervals.

Lemma 3.5. Let {A4,}22, C K(R) be a sequence of sets of the form A,, = U?;l[az(»"), bz(-")] converging
in the Hausdorff distance to a compact set A € KC(R). Denote 6, := dp(An, A) for alln € N. Then
the following assertions hold.

(a) If there exists a constant § > 0 such that gy, "2 50 and lim SUp,,_, o Leb (A;‘Sn)) gl < 0,

then Hﬁ(A) < 00 and dimpg(A) < ﬁ
(b) Let r,, := maxlgjgn(bz(»") — az(»")) for all n € N. If there exists a constant o > 0 such that
limsup,, (20, 4 7)%qn < 00 and 7, "=~ 0, then H*(A) < co and dimy(A) < a.

A version of Lemma 3.5,(a) appears in [Las94, Lemma 5.1]. Moreover, a refined estimate based
on [Las94] shows that the Hausdorff dimension of the spectrum of the almost Mathieu operator is
zero for a Gy set of frequencies. See [L.S16] for details.

Proof.
(a) First note that AP = u?;l I; , where §,, is the number of connected components of A and
each [; , is a closed interval. Using Hélder’s inequality, we can see that

n . an T/ dn -3 1
> Leb (Ijn)® < ( > Leb (Jm)> (Z 1) = (Leb (Aﬁf”’)) 1 T
i=1 i=1 i=1

for all £ > 1. Since ¢, < ¢, and t > 1, it also follows that

dn

ZLeb (Ijvn)% < (Leb (Agfn))) qylf%,
i=1
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while {I;, I is a cover of AP, By (1.3), it is also an cover of A. Using our assumption on

B > 0, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that Leb (Agf”)) < q% for all n € N. Hence,

qn

S Lot (13)" < 004, for 0= L
1=1

Observing that each {Ij7n}?£1 is an 1,-cover, for 1, < Leb (Aﬁf")), we conclude from (3.5) that
H*(A) < oo for all a < ﬁ and dimg (A) < ﬁ

(b) By (1.3), we can see that C,, = {[agn) - (Sn,bE”) + 6,]} is a (26, 4 7)-cover of A. By our
assumptions, we have (26, +7,,) "= 0 and g, (26, +7,,)* > ) (A). The desired result now

(265, +7y)
follows from a direct application of (3.5). O
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