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Abstract. We compute the Hausdorff dimension of sets defined by the growth of weighted products
of multiple digits at arbitrary positions in d-decaying Gauss-like iterated function systems. We

provide the complete Hausdorff dimensional result for product of more than two digits, which was

an open problem even for consecutive digits in the classical Gauss map and Lüroth map. In our
approach we do not need to assume the Bounded Distortion Property (BDP).

1. Introduction

The study of infinite iterated function systems (iIFS) on the unit interval represents a rich inter-
section of ergodic theory, number theory, and fractal geometry. A particularly important class are
the d-decaying systems, characterized by a polynomial decay rate in the derivatives of the generating
maps. The foundational work in this area was established by Mauldin and Urbański [14, 15] on infinite
conformal iterated function systems, and later specialized by Jordan and Rams [10] in their study of
d-decaying systems.

In this article, we work within the following framework. Denote by N = {1, 2, · · · , } the set of
positive integers. Let d > 1 be a real number. A family {Tn}n≥1 of C1 expanding maps given by
Tn : [0, 1] → [0, 1] is called d|-decaying Gauss-like iterated function systems if the following properties
are satisfied:

(i) Open set condition: For any i ̸= j ∈ N, Ti(0, 1) ∩ Tj(0, 1) = ∅;
(ii)

⋃∞
i=1Ti([0, 1]) = [0, 1);

(iii) if Ti(x) < Tj(x) for all x ∈ (0, 1) then i < j;
(iv) there exists m ∈ N and a real number 0 < h < 1 such that for all (a1, · · · , am) ∈ Nm and

x ∈ [0, 1]

0 < |(Ta1
◦ · · · ◦ Tam

)′| ≤ h < 1;

(v) for any ε > 0, we have constants K1 = K1(ε), K2 = K2(ε) > 0, such that for each i ∈ N there
exists ζi, λi such that for all x ∈ [0, 1],

ζi ≤ |T ′
i (x)| ≤ λi and

K1

id+ε
≤ ζi ≤ λi ≤

K2

id−ε
.
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2 A. BAKHTAWAR AND M. RAMS

This definition, a natural generalization of the Gauss map and its several modifications, follows the
framework established by Jordan and Rams [10] and further developed by Liao and Rams [13]. We
emphasize that while some systems in this class satisfy the Bounded Distortion Property (BDP), in
general it does not hold. However, all d-decaying Gauss-like iterated function systems satisfy certain
weaker distortion property, see Proposition 2.1, and it is sufficient for our purposes: we prove first
the existence of the geometric pressure and then our dimensional result using only Almost Tempered
Distortion.

With the above definition, clearly there is a natural projection Π : NN → [0, 1] defined by

Π(a) = lim
n→∞

Ta1 ◦ · · · ◦ Tan(1)

which gives the symbolic expansion a = (a1(x), a2(x), · · · ) of any point x ∈ [0, 1]. Such a symbolic
expansion is uniquely defined except for countably many points. We will denote by Λ = Π(NN ), the
attractor of the IFS. For any (a1, a2, · · · , an) ∈ Nn, the set

Cn[a1, · · · , an] = Ta1
◦ · · · ◦ Tan

([0, 1])

is called an nth level cylinder, it is the set of points in [0, 1] whose symbolic expansion begin with
a1, a2, · · · , an. For simplicity denote C[an1 ] := Cn[a1, · · · , an]. Denote by |I| the diameter of the interval
I. Let D[a1 . . . an] =

⋃
i≥an

C[a1 . . . an−1i].

It can be derived from the conditions (iv) and (v) in the definition of d-decaying Gauss like iterated
function systems that

(1.1) Kn
1

n∏
i=1

a−d
i ≤ |C[an1 ]| ≤ Kn

2

n∏
i=1

a−d
i .

Both continued fraction and Lüroth system are special 2-decaying Gauss like iterated function
systems.

In the context of infinite iterated function systems, the digits (an(x))n≥1 in the symbolic expansion
of a point x can attain arbitrarily large values. This naturally leads to the question of describing the
sets of points for which the symbolic expansion grows at prescribed speed, see for example [10, 13], or
grows with prescribed speed over certain subsequence, which is the setting investigated in particular
by [4, 17, 18].

In the recent years in metric Diophantine approximation, the study of products of digits in the
context of continued fraction has become an emerging topic , largely motivated by the work of Kleinbock
and Wadleigh [11]. They showed that improvability of Dirichlet’s Theorem is linked to the growth of
products of consecutive continued fraction digits. This foundational result has since motivated a broad
investigation into the metric properties of consecutive digit products in continued fractions and Lüroth
expansion with significant contributions in [1, 2, 3, 8, 12, 16]. In particular, the following sets were
investigated in [8] and [2], respectively:

E1 =

{
x ∈ [0, 1];

k∏
m=1

an+m(x) ≥ Bn for infinitely many n ∈ N

}
and

E2 =
{
x ∈ [0, 1]; at0n at1n+1 ≥ Bn for infinitely many n ∈ N

}
.

We consider, as the natural generalization, the limsup set of weighted products of multiple digits at
arbitrary positions. To be more precise: let B ∈ (1,∞), let i1, . . . , ik be a finite increasing sequence of
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integers, let t1, . . . , tk be positive reals. We denote

E =

{
x ∈ [0, 1];

k∏
m=1

atmn+im
(x) ≥ Bn for infinitely many n ∈ N

}
.

Moreover, to avoid the necessity of proving the results separately for Gauss map, Lüroth map, and so
on, we investigate this set in the general setting of d-decaying Gauss-like iterated function systems.
This involves developing the distortion theory of d-decaying Gauss-like systems, which might be of
independent interest.

To state the main theorem, we introduce some necessary notations. Let

S = {(b1, . . . , bk); bi ≥ 0 ∀i,
k∑

i=1

biti = 1}

be a simplex. For b ∈ S and 1 ≤ m ≤ k we denote

Am(b, s) = (d− 1)sbm + (ds− 1)
m−1∑
j=1

bj ,

and let

(1.2) A(b, s) = max
1≤m≤k

Am(b, s).

The function A(b, s) is positive, continuous with respect to b and continuous and increasing with
respect to s. Let

A(s) = min
b∈S

A(b, s).

This function A(s) is also positive, continuous, and increasing.

Our main result is:

Theorem 1.1. The Hausdorff dimension of the set E is given by

dimH E = s0 where s0 := inf{s;P (s) ≤ A(s) logB},

where P denotes the pressure function defined in subsection 2.2.

We note that 1/d ≤ s0 < 1.

Computing the Hausdorff dimension of a set is typically accomplished in two step: obtaining the
upper and lower bounds separately. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove
some technical results which are the key to the proof of our main theorem, including the distortion
properties and the construction of pressure function. Sections 3 and 4 are devoted to the proofs of the
upper bound and lower bound, respectively, for dimH E in Theorem 1.1.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout this section, we fix the following notation. Let N be the set of natural numbers and let
ΩN = NN denote the space of all infinite sequences, and Ωn = Nn be the space of finite words of length
n.



4 A. BAKHTAWAR AND M. RAMS

2.1. Distortion. We denote the distortion of a map Ti by

Dist(Ti) := sup
x,y

|T ′
i (x)|

|T ′
i (y)|

.

There are several notions of distortion bounds applicable to iterated function systems:

• Bounded Distortion: there exists K > 1 such that for all n, all ω ∈ Ωn, and x, y ∈ C[ω]

K−1 ≤ |T ′
ω(x)|

|T ′
ω(y)|

≤ K,

• Tempered Distortion: there exists a function ρ : N → [0,∞), 1
nρ(n) → 0, such that for all n,

all ω ∈ Ωn, and x, y ∈ C[ω]

e−ρ(n) ≤ |T ′
ω(x)|

|T ′
ω(y)|

≤ eρ(n),

We will add one more definition to the list: the iterated function system satisfies Almost Tempered
Distortion if for every ε > 0 there exists a function ρ(ε) : N → [0,∞), 1

nρ
(ε)(n) → 0, such that for all

n, all ω ∈ Ωn, and x, y ∈ C[ω]

e−ρ(ε)(n)|(Tn)′(x)|−ε ≤ |(Tn)′(x)|
|(Tn)′(y)|

≤ eρ
(ε)(n)|(Tn)′(x)|ε.

Proposition 2.1. The Gauss-like d-decaying iterated function system satisfies Almost Tempered Dis-
tortion. The Gauss-like d-decaying iterated function system restricted to finitely many symbols (that
is, with ω ∈ {1, . . . ,M}n for some fixed M) satisfies Tempered Distortion. If in addition we assume
T is C1+Holder then it satisfies Bounded Distortion.

Proof. The third assertion is well known, the second can be checked for example in [9]. We only need
to check the first.

Fix ε. Fix some M such that K(ε) < Mε. We have

log
|(Tn)′(x)|
|(Tn)′(y)|

=

n−1∑
i=0

log
|T ′(T ix)|
|T ′(T iy)|

and we will divide the sum into two subsums, over i such that ωi ≤ M and over i for which ωi > M . The
former subsum is subexponentially bounded for the same reason as in [9]: the distances |Tn−ix−Tn−iy|
decrease to zero uniformly, log |T ′| is a continuous function, and the union of domains of Ti; i = 1, . . . ,M
is compact.

In the latter subsum we have ωi > M , and hence

| log |T ′(T ix)| − log |T ′(T iy)|| ≤ log(K(ε)2ω2ε
i ) ≤ log |T ′(T ix)|4ε/(d−2ε).

By choosing ε sufficiently small, so is 4ε/(d− 2ε), and we are done. □

2.2. Pressure. A central object in the thermodynamic formalism of dynamical systems is the topo-
logical pressure. In the context of conformal iterated function systems, it provides a powerful tool
for analyzing the fractal geometry of the limit set. For infinite conformal iterated function systems
(satisfying the Bounded Distortion Property), the existence and properties of the pressure function
are well-established see Hanus- Mauldin-Urbański [7], Mauldin-Urbański [14], or their monograph [15].
These classical results guarantee that the limit defining the pressure exists and yields a convex, analytic
function.
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However, since our framework encompasses general d-decaying Gauss-like systems where BDP may
fail, we cannot directly apply these classical theorems. The existence of the pressure limit is no longer
guaranteed a priori. Therefore, we must develop an independent approach to establish the foundational
thermodynamics for our setting.

We now construct the pressure function and prove its key properties. For a real parameter s, and
a finite word ω = (ω1, · · · , ωn) ∈ Ωn, we define the potential

ϕs(ω) = s log |C([ω])|.
The n-th partition function is defined as

Zn(s) =
∑
|ω|=n

eϕs(ω) =
∑
|ω|=n

|C([ω])|s.

and let

Pn(s) =
1

n
logZn(s).

Observe that Zn(s), Pn(s) exist and are finite for any n when s > 1/d. The topological pressure is
given by the limit as follows:

P (s) = lim
n→∞

Pn(s) = lim
n→∞

1

n
logZn(s).

Our immediate goal is to prove the existence of this limit. We begin with establishing basic properties
of this topological pressure.

Lemma 2.2. The function Pn is a convex, differentiable, and decreasing function of s in the range
s ∈ (1/d,+∞).

Proof. The function Pn is decreasing in s since |C[ω]| < 1. It therefore suffices to prove convexity and
differentiability. For this, we analyze the derivatives of Zn(s). Let us define the following sums:

S0 = Zn(s), S1 =
∑

|ω|=n |C([ω])|s log |C([ω])|, and S2 =
∑

|ω|=n |C([ω])|s(log |C([ω]))2.

We have
d

ds
logS0 =

dS0/ds

S0
=

S1

S0

and
d2

ds2
logS0 =

d

ds

S1

S0
=

S0dS1/ds− S1dS0/ds

S2
0

=
S0S2 − S2

1

S2
0

.

Obviously, S2
0 > 0. As for the numerator,

S0S2 − S2
1 =

∑
|ω|=n

∑
|τ |=n

|C([ω])|s|C([τ ])|s((log |C([ω])|)2 + (log |C([τ ])|)2 − 2 log |C([ω])| log |C([τ ])|))

=
∑
|ω|=n

∑
|τ |=n

|C([ω])|s|C([τ ])|s(log |C([ω])| − log |C([τ ])|)2 ≥ 0.

Thus, logZn(s) is a convex differentiable function of s. Consequently it follows that Pn(s) is also
convex differentiable. □

We now prove a uniform Lipschitz estimate. This uniformity is essential for the proof of the existence
of pressure function.
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Lemma 2.3. For every s > 1/d, there exist z = z(s) such that for every δ < (s−1/d)/2 and for every
n, we have

|Pn(s− δ)− Pn(s)| ≤ zδ

and

|Pn(s+ δ)− Pn(s)| ≤ zδ.

Proof. Fix s > 1/d. Let s0 = (s+ 1/d)/2 and ε < d− 1/s0. We have

Pn(s0) ≤ log
∑
i

(K2(ε)i
−d+ε)s0 =: R1

and

Pn(s) ≥ log
∑
i

(K1(ε)i
−d−ε)s =: R2.

for every t ∈ [s0, s] we have

Pn(t)− Pn(s) ≤ (s− t)
R1 −R2

s− s0
and for every t > s we have

Pn(s)− Pn(t) ≤ (s− t)
R1 −R2

s− s0
.

As the function Pn is decreasing, this implies the assertion. □

Proposition 2.4. The limit

P (s) = lim
n→∞

Pn(s)

exists for every s > 1/d.

Proof. Fix s > 1/d. Fix ε < s− 1/d and some large n. We have

Zkn(s) =
∑

|ω(1)|=n

. . .
∑

|ω(k)|=n

|C([ω(1) . . . ω(k)])|s.

Thus, by the Almost Tempered Distortion property,

Zkn(s) ≤ ekρ
(ε)(n) ·

∑
ω(1)

|C([ω(1)])|s(1−ε) · . . . ·
∑
ω(k)

|C([ω(k)])|s(1−ε)

and

Zkn(s) ≥ e−kρ(ε)(n) ·
∑
ω(1)

|C([ω(1)])|s(1+ε) · . . . ·
∑
ω(k)

|C([ω(k)])|s(1+ε).

This implies

lim sup
m→∞

1

m
Zm(s) ≤ 1

n
ρ(ε)(n) + Pn(s(1− ε))

and

lim inf
m→∞

1

m
Zm(s) ≥ − 1

n
ρ(ε)(n) + Pn(s(1 + ε)).

Therefore, by Lemma 2.3

lim sup
m→∞

1

m
Zm(s)− lim inf

m→∞

1

m
Zm(s) ≤ 2

n
ρ(ε)(n) + Pn(s(1− ε)− Pn(s(1 + ε) ≤ 2

n
ρ(ε)(n) + 2zε

and the right hand side can be made arbitrarily small by choosing sufficiently small ε and then suffi-
ciently large n. □
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The pressure function P (s), whose existence is guaranteed by Proposition 2.4, inherits the funda-
mental properties of the approximants Pn(s) and plays a central role in the dimension theory of the
attarctor Λ of the iterated function system.

Proposition 2.5 (Properties of Pressure Function). The pressure function P : (1/d,∞) → R satisfies
the following:

i. P (s) is strictly decreasing and strictly convex.
ii. P is finite for s > 1/d.
iii. lims→∞ P (s) = −∞.
iv. P(1)=0.

We now consider finite subsystems. For M ∈ N, let Ωn
M = {1, · · · ,M}n. Define the

PM (s) = lim
n→∞

PM,n(s) = lim
n→∞

1

n
logZM,n(s), where ZM,n(s) =

∑
ω∈Ωn

M

|C[ω]|s.

Therefore, by Proposition 2.4, the limit in the definition of pressure function PM is guarantee.

The following proposition states that in d-decaying Gauss-like iterated function systems, the pres-
sure function has a continuity property when the full system is approximated by its finite-alphabet
subsystems.

Proposition 2.6. For any s > 1/d, the pressure is continuous with respect to the alphabet, i.e.,

P (s) = lim
M→∞

PM (s).

Proof. By definition of Pressure function PM,n(s) ≤ Pn(s). Hence limn→∞ PM,n(s) ≤ limn→∞ Pn(s).
This implies limM→∞ PM (s) ≤ P (s), for every M. Thus

lim
M→∞

PM (s) ≤ P (s).

To prove the reverse inequality, fix some n and ε and observe that for every M we have

lim inf
m→∞

1

m
ZM,m(s) ≥ − 1

n
ρ(ε)(n) + PM,n(s(1 + ε)).

Indeed, we have proven this inequality for Zm in the course of proving Proposition 2.4, and the same
proof works for every ZM,m. This implies

lim
M→∞

PM (s) = lim
M→∞

lim
m→∞

1

m
ZM,m(s) ≥ − 1

n
ρ(ε)(n)+ lim

M→∞
PM,n(s(1+ε)) = − 1

n
ρ(ε)(n)+Pn(s(1+ε)).

Keeping ε fixed and passing with n to infinity we get

lim
M→∞

PM (s) ≥ lim
n→∞

− 1

n
ρ(ε)(n) + lim

n→∞
Pn(s(1 + ε)) = P (s(1 + ε)).

Passing now with ε to zero, we get

lim
M→∞

PM (s) ≥ lim
ε↘0

P (s(1 + ε)) = P (s).

Combining both inequalities we obtained the required result.

□
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We now connect the pressure to the critical exponent s0 from our main theorem. Let M ∈ N. Define

s0 = inf{s : P (s) ≤ A(s) logB},
s0,n = inf{s : Pn(s) ≤ A(s) logB},

s0(M) = inf{s : PM (s) ≤ A(s) logB},

Thus it follows from the definition of the pressure function and by Proposition 2.6 that

Lemma 2.7. For any M ∈ N, we have

lim
n→∞

s0,n = s0, lim
M→∞

s0(M) = s0.

Moreover, s0 is continuous and strictly decreasing as a function of B > 1.

The function s0(B) is decreasing because P (s) is decreasing in s and A(s) logB is increasing in B.
Continuity follows from the continuity and monotonicity of both P (s) and A(s).

Proposition 2.8. As a function of B ∈ (0,∞), s0 satisfy

lim
B→∞

s0 =
1

d
and lim

B→1
s0 = 1.

Proof. As B → ∞, for any fixed s > 1/d, by Proposition 2.5 (ii) P (s) is finite while A(s) logB → ∞.
Thus, for sufficiently large B, P (s) ≤ A(s) logB. So s0 ≤ s for all s < 1/d, which implies limB→∞ s0 =
1/d.

As B → 1, we have A(s) logB → 0. The condition in the infimum becomes P (s) ≤ 0. By Proposition
2.5, (i) and (iv), P (1) = 0 and P (s) is strictly decreasing, so the unique solution of P (s) = 0 is s = 1.
Hence s0 → 1 as B → 1 □

2.3. s-measures. In the main body of the paper we will need the following construction. Fix some
large M ∈ N and consider the restriction of the system to the maps T1, . . . , TM . For any s ∈ R we will
distribute a measure on the limit set in such a way that for every n and every ω ∈ Ωn

M the measure
µ(C[ω]) is roughly proportional to |C[ω]|s.

We will use the conformal measures, which in our case means probabilistic measures on the symbolic
space ΩN

M = {1, . . . ,M}N such that for certain continuous potential ϕ we have

µ(TA) =

∫
A

eϕ(ω)µ(dω)

for every measurable set A such that TA is also measurable and T |A is invertible. In other words, the
conformal measure is a measure with prescribed Jacobian. By [5, Theorem 3.12], for any M and any
continuous function φ on ΩN

M , there exists a (PM (φ)− φ)-conformal measure on ΩN
M .

We are going to apply this to the geometric potentials φs(ω) = −s log |T ′(π(ω))| for s ∈ [0,∞). By
the choice of φs, we have thus a probabilistic measure on Π(ΩN

M ) such that for any n and for any word
ω ∈ Ωn

M we have

e−nPM (φs) · min
x∈C[ω]

|(Tn)′(x)|−s ≤ µ(C[ω]) ≤ e−nPM (φs) · max
x∈C[ω]

|(Tn)′(x)|−s

We now remind that by Proposition 2.1 we have Tempered Distortion. Thus,

maxx∈C[ω] |(Tn)′(x)|−s

minx∈C[ω] |(Tn)′(x)|−s
< eρ(n)
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for certain sublinear function ρ. Thus,

max
x∈C[ω]

|(Tn)′(x)|−s ≤ eρ(n) · |C[ω]|s

and

min
x∈C[ω]

|(Tn)′(x)|−s ≥ e−ρ(n) · |C[ω]|s

We obtained, for any s ∈ [0,∞) and M , a probabilistic measure µs satisfying

(2.1) e−ρ(n) ≤ µs(C[ω])

|C[ω]|s · e−nPM (s)
≤ eρ(n)

for certain sublinear function ρ, for all n and all words ω ∈ {1, . . . ,M}n. We will call it s-measure.

3. Proof of the Upper bound for dimH E

This section is devoted to establishing the upper bound for dimH E ≤ s0.

Fix s ∈ (s0, 1) and choose small parameters δ, ε > 0. For large n > 0, we define the set

En =

{
x ∈ [0, 1];

k∏
m=1

atmn+im
(x) ≥ Bn

}
.

Since E = lim sup
n→∞

En, it suffices to construct for each large n a cover of En and use those covers to

estimate from above the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure of E. That is, if En ⊂
⋃
Di and

∑
|Di|s <

c · γn for some γ < 1, then this will prove dimH E ≤ s.

Our cover will be actually a union of k covers:

{Di} =

k⋃
t=1

{D(t)
i },

where each cover {D(t)
i } consisting of certain intervals D[a1, . . . , an+it ] := D[an+it

1 ], chosen according
to restrictions on specific digits.

3.1. Construction of covers {D(t)
i }. For a fixed t ∈ {1, . . . , k}, the cover {D(t)

i } is defined by
imposing restrictions on the “special” digits an+i1 , . . . , an+it as follows:

(i) First, for all the positions i ̸= n+ im, (where m = 1, . . . , t) all the digits are allowed.

(ii) Second, at the positions n+ i1, . . . , n+ it we put some digits such that

t∏
m=1

atmn+im
≤ Bn,

with some restrictions we will describe later. For now, let us just denote by Ft the set of
possible (an+i1 , . . . , an+it) that are allowed for a given t.

The specific choice of Ft is crucial. For now, assume it is chosen so that for every x ∈ En, the

sequence (an+i1(x), . . . , an+ik(x)) is contained in Ft for some t ∈ {1, . . . , k}. This ensures
⋃k

t=1 D
(t)
i is

indeed a cover of En.
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3.2. Estimating the Size of a Covering Element.

The size of each element in the cover {Dt
i} is bounded by the following expression:

|D(t)
i | ≤ eρ

(ε)(n+it) ·

(
|C[an+i1−1

1 ]| · |C[an+i2−1
n+i1+1]| · . . . · |C[an+it−1

n+it−1+1]| ·
t−1∏
m=1

a−d
n+im

· a1−d
n+it

)1−ε

.

To estimate
∑

|D(t)
i |s, we analyze the structure of the cylinders. The sum is taken over all cylinders

in the family {Dt
i}, which corresponds to the sequences where the special digits lie in Ft :∑

|D(t)
i |s =

∑
a1,··· ,an+it

(an+i1
,··· ,an+it )∈Ft

|D[an+it
1 ]|s.

We decompose this sum according to the positions of the special digits. First, observe that∑
a1,··· ,an+i1−1

|C[an+i1−1
1 ]|s(1−ε) = Zn+i1−1(s(1− ε))

which is, up to a multiplicative constant, equal to Zn(s(1− ε)). Moreover, for the intermediate blocks
between special digits, for any fixed prefix a1, · · · , an+im , the sums∑

an+im+1,··· ,an+im+1−1

|C[a
n+im+1−1
n+im+1 ]|s(1−ε)

are all bounded by a constant independent of n. Therefore for distortion property, we can write∑
|D(t)

i |s ≈ eρ
(ε)(n) · Zn(s(1ε)) ·

∑
(an+i1

,··· ,an+it )∈Ft

t−1∏
m=1

a
−sd(1−ε)
n+im

· as(1−d)(1−ε)
n+it

.

Next, we estimate the sum over the Ft. For this, we will divide the possible values of an+im into
blocks

(Bn(ℓm−1)δ, Bnℓmδ] where ℓm ∈ N.
Each such block has approximately Bnℓmδ integer elements, and the value of an+im inside each block
can vary at most by a factor of Bnδ. Observe that there are at most c/δ blocks for every m (that
is, a number not depending on n). Let us denote by Gt the set of possible (ℓ1, . . . , ℓt) such that the
corresponding product of blocks has nonempty intersection with Ft.

We now estimate ∑
(an+i1

,··· ,an+it )∈Ft

t−1∏
m=1

a
−sd(1−ε)
n+im

· as(1−d)(1−ε)
n+it

Step 1: For a fixed (ℓ1, . . . , ℓt) ∈ Gt.
For each m ≤ t − 1, the number of integers in block ℓm is ≤ Bnℓmδ. For each such integer an+im in
block ℓm:

If m ≤ t− 1: a
−sd(1−ε)
n+im

≤
(
Bn(ℓm−1)δ

)−sd(1−ε)
= B−n(ℓm−1)δ·sd(1−ε).

If m = t: a
s(1−d)(1−ε)
n+it

≤
(
Bn(ℓt−1)δ

)s(1−d)(1−ε)
= Bn(ℓt−1)δ·s(1−d)(1−ε).

Therefore, for fixed (ℓ1, . . . , ℓt), the contribution is:

≤
t−1∏
m=1

(
Bnℓmδ

)
·
t−1∏
m=1

B−n(ℓm−1)δ·sd(1−ε) ·Bn(ℓt−1)δ·s(1−d)(1−ε).
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Step 2: Now sum over Gt

∑
(an+i1

,··· ,an+it )∈Ft

t−1∏
m=1

a
−sd(1−ε)
n+im

·as(1−d)(1−ε)
n+it

≤
∑

(ℓ1,...,ℓt)∈Gt

[
t−1∏
m=1

Bnℓmδ ·
t−1∏
m=1

B−n(ℓm−1)δ·sd(1−ε) ·Bn(ℓt−1)δ·s(1−d)(1−ε)

]

≤
∑

(ℓ1,...,ℓt)∈Gt

[
B−nδ[

∑t−1
m=1(ℓm(sd−1))+sℓt(d−1)] ·Bnδ[

∑t−1
m=1 εℓmsd+εℓts(d−1)+

∑t−1
m=1 sd(1−ε)+s(d−1)−s(d−1)ε]

]
.

Note that since ε is arbitrary small, the ε and constant dependent part of the exponent in

Bnδ[
∑t−1

m=1 εℓmsd+εℓts(d−1)+
∑t−1

m=1 sd(1−ε)+s(d−1)−s(d−1)ε]

is small compared to the main term and is bounded by Bn(c1δ+c2ϵ) for some constants c1, c2 > 0.

Thus we can write up to factor k(δ, ε) ·Bn(c1δ+c2ε),∑
(an+i1

,··· ,an+it )∈Ft

t−1∏
m=1

a
−sd(1−ε)
n+im

· as(1−d)(1−ε)
n+it

≤
∑

(ℓ1,...,ℓt)∈Gt

c(δ, ε) ·Bn(c1δ+c2ε)
[
B−nδ[

∑t−1
m=1(ℓm(sd−1))+sℓt(d−1)]

]
Step 3: Apply the maximum bound

Since #Gt ≤ cδ−t, we have:∑
(an+i1 ,··· ,an+it )∈Ft

t−1∏
m=1

a
−sd(1−ε)
n+im

·as(1−d)(1−ε)
n+it

≤ cδ−t·k(δ, ε)·Bn(c1δ+c2ε)·max
Gt

∑
(ℓ1,...,ℓt)∈Gt

[
B−nδAt(ℓ1,··· ,ℓt,0,··· ,0)

]
Therefore,∑

Ft

t−1∏
m=1

a
−sd(1−ε)
n+im

· as(1−d)(1−ε)
n+it

≈ k(δ, ε) ·Bn(c1δ+c2ε)B−nminGt At(ℓ1,...,ℓt,0,...,0).

Now is the time to choose Gt. For any b ∈ S, there exists t such that At(b) ≥ A. Denot-
ing by ℓm(b);m = 1, . . . , t the closest integer approximations of bm/δ, we define Gt as the set of
(ℓ1(b), . . . , ℓt(b)) for all b ∈ S such that At(b) ≥ A. We then define Ft as the set of all (an+i1 , . . . , an+it)
that belong to the blocks from Gt.

The penultimate thing to check is that we have indeed obtained a cover for En. Consider any
sequence (a1(x), . . . , an+ik(x)) for x ∈ En. We do not need to pay attention to ai; i ̸= n + im, but
we need to check that the sequence an+i1 , . . . , an+ik is covered by

⋃
t Ft. Let r be the smallest such

that
∏r

m=1 a
tm
n+im

≥ Bn, we check that the sequence an+i1 , · · · , an+ir is covered by Ft. Denote by
ℓ1, . . . , ℓr−1 the boxes corresponding to an+i1 , . . . , an+ir−1 . To complete the cover, we add the box

ℓr = (1−
r−1∑
m=1

ℓmtm)/tr

and set ℓr+1 = . . . = ℓk = 0. The choice ensures that the resulting point b constructed by the sequence
ℓ1 = . . . = ℓk belongs to S.

Now, we verify the time t at which At(b) ≥ A.

The smallest such time t at which At(b) ≥ A is at most equal to r (because Ar+1(b), . . . , Ak(b) are
all not larger than Ar(b)). Thus we have At(b) ≤ Ar(b) for t > r, confirming that the smallest index t
for which At(b) ≥ A is bounded by r.
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Thus, by construction of of the sets Ft, we conclude that Ft contains the sequence

a1(x), . . . , a
′
n+it(x),

with a′n+it
(x) = an+it(x) if t < r

a′n+it
(x) ≤ an+it(x) if t = r

In both cases we have

D[a1(x) . . . a
′
n+it(x)] ⊃ C[a1(x) . . . an+it(x)]

and thus our cover contains x.

Finally, we estimate the upper bound for the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure of E. By above, we
have ∑

|D(t)
i |s ≤ Bn(c1δ+c2ε) · Zn+i1−1(s(1− ε)) ·B−nA.

Taking logarithms and dividing by n :

1

n
log
∑

|D(t)
i |s ≤ P (s(1− ε))− (A+ c1δ + c2ε) logB

Thus, if

(3.1) P (s(1− ε)) < (A+ c1δ + c2ε) logB.

then
∑

|D(t)
i |s is exponentially small for large n. As we can choose δ and ε arbitrarily small, and

s > s0, we can satisfy (3.1), and the proof is complete.

4. Proof of the Lower bound for dimH E

To obtain the lower bound, we will construct an appropriate Cantor subset of set E and the apply
the following mass distribution principle [6].

Proposition 4.1 (Mass Distribution Principle). Let µ be a probability ,measure supported on a mea-
surable set F . Suppose there are positive constants c and r0 such that

µ
(
B(x, r)

)
≤ crs

for any ball B(x, r) with radius r ≤ r0 and center x ∈ F . Then dimH F ≥ s.

4.1. Construction of a subset F ⊂ E. Let nj → ∞ be a sparse sequence of integers. Let s be such
that P (s) = A(s) · logB. Fix b = (b1, . . . , bk) ∈ S such that A(b, s) = A(s). Fix small ε and δ. Fix a
large M and let νs be the corresponding s-measure.

We begin with a construction of a certain subset of Σ (and the corresponding subset of [0, 1)). Let
F ⊂ [0, 1) be the set of points which symbolic expansions ai(x) satisfy, for every x ∈ F , the following
conditions:

• ai ∈ {1, . . . ,M} for i ≤ n1 + i1 − 1 and for nj + ik + 1 ≤ i ≤ nj+1 + i1 − 1,
• ai = 1 for nj + im + 1 ≤ i ≤ nj + im+1 − 1,
• Bnjbm + 1 ≤ ai ≤ 2Bnjbm for i = nj + im.

Clearly, F ⊂ E.
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4.2. Construction of a measure µ supported on F . To estimate from below dimH E it is enough
to estimate dimH F , and we will do that using the Mass Distribution Principle. To apply it we will intro-
duce the following notation: given a (finite or infinite) sequence ω, we denote ωm

ℓ := ωℓ, ωℓ+1, . . . , ωm.
In this notation, let µ be as follows:

• for n ≤ n1 + i1 − 1 we have

µ(C[ωn
1 ]) = νs(C[ωn

1 ]),

• for n ∈ [nj + ik + 1, nj+1 + i1 − 1] we have

µ(C[ωn
1 ]) = µ(C[ω

nj+ik
1 ]) · νs(C[ωn

nj+ik+1]),

• for n = nj+ ik µ(C[ωn
1 ]) is nonzero only if ω

nj+ik
nj+i1

= ℓ11
i2−i1−1ℓ21

i3−i2−1 . . . 1ik−ik−1−1ℓk, with

Bnjbm + 1 ≤ ℓm ≤ 2Bnjbm , and then it is equal to

µ(C[ωn
1 ]) = µ(C[ω

nj+i1−1
1 ]) ·

k∏
m=1

B−njbm .

That is, for symbols in the range nj + i1, . . . , nj + ik we uniformly distribute the measure according to
the choice of the set F , while for symbols between positions nj + ik + 1 and nj+1 + i1 − 1, including
the initial segment from 1 to n1+ i1−1, we use the s-measure νs. Clearly, µ is a probabilistic measure
supported on F .

4.3. Calculating the lower local dimension of µ. The last step in the proof is to calculate the
lower local dimension of measure µ at any point in F . Fix x ∈ F and let ω be its symbolic expansion.
We need to estimate from below

(4.1) dµ(x) := lim inf
r→0

log µ(Br(x))

log r

and to prove it has a lower bound, which can be made arbitrarily close to s by taking larger M and
sparser (nj)j≥1.

To simplify the notation let rn = |C[(ωn
1 )]| and note that we only need to check the right hand

side of (4.1) for a subsequence of r’s with bounded multiplicative gaps. We will do the calculation by
considering several cases, and note that the order of estimation is: Case 1, Case 2 for j = 1, Case 3
for j = 1, Case 2 for j = 2, Case 3 for j = 2, and so on.

Case 1: r = rn, n ≤ n1 + i1 − 1.

In this case we have

µ(Brn(x)) ≈ µ(C[ωn
1 ]) ≤ rsn · e−nPM (s) · eρ(n),

and by Proposition 2.6 we have PM (s) ≥ P (s)− ϵ > 0 for M large enough and ρ(n)/n → 0 (and hence
can be made arbitrarily small around n1 if n1 is large), we have

µ(Br(x)) ≤ Krs

for some uniform constant K.

Case 2: rnj+ik ≤ r ≤ rnj+i1−1.

From Case 1 (and maybe Case 3) we know that µ(C[ω
nj+i1−1
1 ]) is approximately equal to rsnj+i1−1e

−(nj+i1−1)P (s)

modulo error terms eρ(nj+i1−1) and e(nj+i1−1)(P (s)−PM (s)), which are small for large M and large nj .
We can thus write

µ(C[ω
nj+i1−1
1 ]) ≤ r

s(1−ε)
nj+i1−1e

−(nj+i1−1)P (s).
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Moreover, the distortion

Dist(Tωnj+i1−1 ◦ . . . ◦ Tω1) ≤ r−ε
nj+i1−1 · e

ρ(ε)(nj+i1−1)

and for large nj the right hand side can be estimated by r−2ε
nj+i1−1.

Observe that the maps Tωnj+im−1 ◦ . . . ◦ Tωnj+im−1+1 = T
im−im−1−1
1 are iterations of uniformly

bounded number of copies of the same map T1, hence they have uniformly bounded derivative and
uniformly bounded distortion. We are thus going to ignore those ranges of r and concentrate on the
meaningful areas, with r related to rnj+im . Let us start with m = 1. In this area the measure m is

distributed the following way: we have Bnjb1 cylinders, each of roughly the same size, and positioned
next to each other. Thus, to get the minimal right hand side of (4.1), we need to look at

r =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2Bnjb1⋃

w=Bnjb1+1

C[ω
nj+i1−1
1 w]

∣∣∣∣∣∣
and we have

µ(Br(x)) = µ(C[ω
nj+i1−1
1 ]).

Estimating

r ≥ rnj+i1−1 ·Bnjb1 ·K−1(δ)B−(d+δ)njb1 · r2εnj+i1−1

we can write
log µ(Br(x))

log r
≥

s(1− ε) log rnj+i1−1 − (nj + i1 − 1)P (s)

(1 + 2ε) log rnj+i1−1 − (d− 1 + δ)njb1 logB
.

Indeed, as log rnj+i1−1 < 0, we have

log µ(Br(x))

log r
≥

s(1− ε)| log rnj+i1−1|+ (nj + i1 − 1)P (s)

(1 + 2ε)| logrnj
+i1−1 |+ (d− 1 + δ)njb1 logB

=
J1 + J2
J3 + J4

,

with J1, J2, J3, J4 > 0. We will apply the obvious inequality

J1 + J2
J3 + J4

≥ min

(
J1
J3

,
J2
J4

)
.

and so, as
s(1− ε)| log rnj+i1−1|
(1 + 2ε)| logrnj

+i1−1 |
= s · (1− ε)

1 + 2ε
= s · (1 +O(ε))

and as P (s) = A(s) logB ≥ A1(b, s) logB so J2/J4 becomes,

(nj + i1 − 1)P (s)

(d− 1 + δ)njb1 logB
≥ (nj + i1 − 1)(d− 1)sb1 logB

(d− 1 + δ)njb1 logB
= s·nj + i1 − 1

nj
· d− 1

d− 1 + δ
= s·(1+O(δ)+O(1/nj)),

we get
log µ(Br(x))

log r
≥ s · (1 +O(ε) +O(δ) +O(1/nj)).

Therefore, the right hand side is at least s+O(ε, δ, n−1
j ).

The case for larger m is similar. We have approximately Bnjbm cylinders next to each other, each
of size approximately rnj+i1−1 · B−dnj(b1+...+bm) (up to distortion) and of measure B−nj(b1+...+bm) ·
µ(C[ω

nj+i1−1
1 ]), covering them all with one ball we get

log µ(Br(x))

log r
≥ s log rnj+i1−1 − njP (s) +O(njε+ 1)log rnj+i1−1 − njs

−1Am(b, s) logB +O(njε+ njδ + 1)
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and as Am(b, s) logB ≤ P (s), the right hand side is again at least s+O(ε, δ, n−1
j ).

Case 3: rnj+1+i1−1 ≤ r ≤ rnj+ik+1.

This case is similar to case 1. We have the initial cylinder C[ω
nj+ik
1 ]) of measure νs(C[ωn1+i1−1

1 ]) ·
. . . · νs(C[ω

nj+i1−1
nj−1+ik+1]) · B−(n1+...+nj)(b1+...+bk), and we subdivide the measure inside it according to

measure νs. We remind from case 1 that

νs(Br(y)) ≤ Krs

for any r and any y (provided M is large enough), and hence as the distortion of Tnj+ik |
C[ω

nj+ik
1 ]

is

bounded from above by r−2ε
nj+ik

, we have

µ(Br(x)) ≤ µ(Brnj+ik
(x))1−2ε ·

(
r

rnj+ik

)s

·K.

Thus,

log µ(Br(x))

log r
≥ min((1− 2ε)

log µ(Brnj+ik
(x))

log rnj+ik

, s)−O(n−1
j ).

Observe that, as b is fixed and known beforehand, we can choose nj+1 sufficiently large that for the in-

terval C[ω
nj+1+i1−1
1 ] the measure µ(C[ω

nj+1+i1−1
1 ]) is approximately equal to rsnj+1+i1−1e

−(nj+1+i1−1)P (s)

modulo error terms of order at most r−2ε
nj+1+i1−1, which allows us to proceed to the Case 2 for j + 1.

This ends the proof.
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Lüroth digits. Houston J. Math., 49(4):861–897, 2023.

[4] C.-Y. Cao, B.-W. Wang, and J. Wu. The growth speed of digits in infinite iterated function systems. Studia Math.,

217(2):139–158, 2013.
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[14] R. D. Mauldin and M. Urbański. Dimensions and measures in infinite iterated function systems. Proc. London Math.
Soc. (3), 73(1):105–154, 1996.



16 A. BAKHTAWAR AND M. RAMS
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