-

View metadata, citation and similar papers at core.ac.uk brought to you byfz CORE

provided by University of Birmingham Research Portal

UNIVERSITYOF
BIRMINGHAM

L‘{miversit}{'o{ iIrmingham
esearch at Birmingham

La_lttice sel_f—similar sets on the real line are not
Minkowski measurable

Kombrink, Sabrina; Winter, Steffen

DOI:
10.1017/etds.2018.26

License:
Other (please specify with Rights Statement)

Document Version
Peer reviewed version

Citation for published version (Harvard):
Kombrink, S & Winter, S 2018, 'Lattice self-similar sets on the real line are not Minkowski measurable', Ergodic
Theory and Dynamical Systems. https://doi.org/10.1017/etds.2018.26

Link to publication on Research at Birmingham portal

Publisher Rights Statement:
This article has been published in a revised form in Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems, DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/etds.2018.26. This
version is free to view and download for private research and study only. Not for re-distribution or re-use. © copyright holder.

General rights

Unless a licence is specified above, all rights (including copyright and moral rights) in this document are retained by the authors and/or the
copyright holders. The express permission of the copyright holder must be obtained for any use of this material other than for purposes
permitted by law.

» Users may freely distribute the URL that is used to identify this publication.

» Users may download and/or print one copy of the publication from the University of Birmingham research portal for the purpose of private
study or non-commercial research.

» User may use extracts from the document in line with the concept of ‘fair dealing’ under the Copyright, Designs and Patents Act 1988 (?)
« Users may not further distribute the material nor use it for the purposes of commercial gain.

Where a licence is displayed above, please note the terms and conditions of the licence govern your use of this document.

When citing, please reference the published version.

Take down policy
While the University of Birmingham exercises care and attention in making items available there are rare occasions when an item has been
uploaded in error or has been deemed to be commercially or otherwise sensitive.

If you believe that this is the case for this document, please contact UBIRA@lists.bham.ac.uk providing details and we will remove access to
the work immediately and investigate.

Download date: 01. Mar. 2020


https://core.ac.uk/display/267319686?utm_source=pdf&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=pdf-decoration-v1
https://doi.org/10.1017/etds.2018.26
https://doi.org/10.1017/etds.2018.26
https://research.birmingham.ac.uk/portal/en/publications/lattice-selfsimilar-sets-on-the-real-line-are-not-minkowski-measurable(e454bf7b-1338-473f-92ba-01e26a01aad8).html

Ergod. Th. €& Dynam. Sys. (2018), XX, 1-12
Printed in the United Kingdom © 2018 Cambridge University Press
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Abstract. We show that any nontrivial self-similar subset of the real line that is
invariant under a lattice iterated function system (IFS) satisfying the open set
condition (OSC) is not Minkowski measurable. So far, this was only known for
special classes of such sets. Thereby, we provide the last puzzle-piece in proving that
under OSC a nontrivial self-similar subset of the real line is Minkowski measurable
iff it is invariant under a nonlattice IFS, a 25-year-old conjecture.

1. Introduction

The Minkowski content was proposed by B. B. Mandelbrot [Man95] as texture
parameter for irregular sets (a measure of “lacunarity”). Indeed, the Minkowski
content can be used to understand the geometry of a fractal set beyond its (Hausdorff
or Minkowski) dimension and in particular is a tool to distinguish between sets of
the same dimension. Besides its geometric relevance, the Minkowski content has
attracted attention in connection with the Weyl-Berry conjecture concerning the
distribution of the eigenvalues of the Laplacian on bounded domains  C R? with
fractal boundaries. More precisely, M. L. Lapidus and C. Pomerance showed in
[LP93] that if Q@ C R, then the second asymptotic term of the eigenvalue counting
function can be expressed in terms of the Minkowski dimension and the Minkowski
content of the boundary of €, whenever these quantities exist. However, although
1 This research was initiated and carried out while the authors were staying at the Institut Mittag-
Leffler. The authors would like to thank the staff of the institute as well as the participants and

organisers of the 2017 research programme Fractal Geometry and Dynamics for the stimulating
atmosphere, the excellent working environment, warm hospitality and financial support.
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2 S. Kombrink, S. Winter

much progress has been made in recent years, in general it is not easy to decide,
whether the Minkowski content of a given fractal set exists or not.

Assuming the open set condition (OSC) it was conjectured in [Lap93,
Conjecture 3] (see also [Gat00, Section 5.2]) that a nontrivial self-similar set is
Minkowski measurable (i.e. its Minkowski content exists, and is positive and finite)
iff it arises from a nonlattice iterated function system (IFS). The progress in resolving
this conjecture is as follows: Self-similar subsets of R generated from nonlattice IFS
satisfying OSC were shown to be Minkowski measurable in [Lap93, Fal95, Gat00]
(the results of [Gat00] hold for self-similar subsets of R, too). For nontrivial
self-similar subsets of R the converse, i. e. lattice sets are not Minkowski measurable,
was shown in [LvF00] under additional assumptions. These assumptions address
the geometric structure of the underlying feasible open set for the OSC and have
been weakened in [KK15, KPW16], see Section 2.3 for more details. However, up
to now the conjecture remained unresolved for large classes of self-similar sets, see
Section 2.4 for examples.

In the present article we fully remove the assumptions of [LvF00, KK15,
KPW16] and in this way provide the last puzzle-piece in proving that under
OSC a nontrivial self-similar subset of R is Minkowski measurable iff it arises from
a nonlattice IFS. This resolves the conjecture stated in [Lap93, Conjecture 3] and
[Gat00, Section 5.2] for self-similar sets in R.

The article is organised as follows. After some preliminaries in Sections 2.1 and
2.2 we give a brief exposition of the key results from the literature in Section 2.3. A
class of self-similar sets for which Minkowski measurability had previously not been
understood is discussed in Section 2.4. Our main results are stated in Section 3 and
proved in Section 4. We conclude by showing in Section 5 that for sets in R the
above-mentioned results from [KK15, KPW16] are equivalent.

2. Preliminaries
2.1. Minkowski measurability Let A denote a compact subset of the one-
dimensional Euclidean space (R,|:]) and let € > 0. Define the e-parallel set
of Atobe A. := {z € R | infyealz — a| < e}. If the Minkowski dimension
dimps(A) := 1 — lim o log(A(A:))/ log(e) exists, then we consider the rescaled
volume function & — ema(A=1\(A_) defined on (0,00), where A denotes Lebesgue
measure in R. If its limit as € \ 0 exists, then we write
N dimps (A)—1

M(A) = Eh\%s m(A=1\(4,)
and call this value the Minkowski content of A. If M(A) exists, and is positive and
finite then we say that A is Minkowski measurable.

2.2.  Self-similar sets, open set condition, (non-)lattice and nontrivial We let
D :={¢1,...,6n} with N € N, N > 2 denote an iterated function system (IFS)
consisting of similarities ¢; acting on R. Note that the ¢; are not required to be
orientation preserving. Suppose that the IFS & satisfies the open set condition
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Lattice self-similar sets are not Minkowski measurable 3

(OSC), that is, there exists a nonempty open set O such that
$:(0) CO and ¢,(0)N¢;(0)=2 fori,jeX,i#j (2.1)

where ¥ := {1,..., N}. Any nonempty open set O satisfying (2.1) shall be called
a feasible open set for the IFS ®. Let r; denote the similarity ratio of ¢;. We say
that ® is lattice, if the set {log(r;) | i € X} generates a discrete subgroup of (R, +).
Otherwise, @ is said to be nonlattice. If @ is lattice, then there exists a maximal
a > 0 such that {log(r;) | i € £} C aZ and we call r := e® the base of P.

The natural action of ® on the class of subsets of R is defined via ®A := | J, .5, ¢: 4
for A C R. By Hutchinson’s theorem, there exists a unique nonempty compact set
F satisfying the invariance relation ®F = F. This set F' is called the self-similar
set associated with ®. It is well-known that under OSC dimj,(F') exists and that
#F > 1, where # denotes the cardinality.

F is called nontrivial if dimp;(F) < 1. Nontriviality of F is equivalent to
the assertion that any feasible open set O satisfies O \ @O # @, see [PW12,
Corollary 5.6]. Here, B and OB denote the topological closure and boundary of a
set B respectively. A feasible open set O for ® is called strong, if it has nonempty
intersection with F, i.e. O N F # @&. Moreover, following [KPW16, Winl5] O is
called compatible, if 90 C F. (Notice, in [PW12] O is called compatible if 900 C F,
which is a weaker condition on O.) Let mp denote the metric projection onto F,
which is defined on the set of points € R with a unique nearest neighbour y in F' by
7mr(x) :=y. The set O is said to satisfy the projection condition if $;0 C 71';1(@17)
for i € X.

2.3.  Known results on Minkowski measurability of self-similar sets in R Let F C R
be the self-similar set of an IFS ® as defined in Section 2.2 and let I denote the
interior of the convex hull of F, that is, I is the smallest closed interval containing
F'. Note that since F' is not a singleton, I is nonempty.

THEOREM 2.1. Suppose that ® satisfies OSC.

(i) [Lap93, Fal95] If ® is nonlattice and ¢;(I) N ¢;(I) = @ fori +# j (i.e. the
strong separation condition is satisfied), then F is Minkowski measurable.

(i) [Gat00] If ® is nonlattice, then F is Minkowski measurable.

(i11) [LvFO00] If ® is lattice, F is nontrivial and I is a feasible open set for ®, then
F is not Minkowski measurable.

(iv) [KK15] If ® is lattice, F' is nontrivial and ®™1I is a feasible open set for ®
for some m € Ny, then F is not Minkowski measurable.

(v) [KPW16] Assume existence of a strong feasible open set O for ® that satisfies
the projection condition and for which there exists a finite partition of (0, 00)
so that € — AN(F: N (O \ ®0)) is polynomial on each partition interval. If @ is
lattice and F' is nontrivial, then F' is not Minkowski measurable.
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4 S. Kombrink, S. Winter

We point out that the results of [Gat00, KPW16] stated above in (ii) and (v) hold
in arbitrary dimension. For self-similar subsets of R the assumptions in (iv) and (v)
are equivalent, which we prove below in Theorem 5.1. To clarify that there exist
lattice self-similar sets which are not covered by the results (iii)—(v), we now discuss
some examples with more complicated feasible open sets.

2.4.  Self-similar sets with complicated feasible open sets Let A > 1 and let
D = {di,...,dny} C R be a digit set. Define similarities ¢; acting on R by
¢j(x) = (x+d;)/Afor j € {1,...,N}. Further, let

Dy:=D, D,:=D+AD,_1, n>2 and D :=,_,Dn.

By [HLO8, Theorem 4.4] the IFS ® := {¢1, ..., ¢} satisfies OSC iff D, is uniformly
discrete and #Dy, = N* for all k > 1. (Dq, is uniformly discrete if there exists r > 0
so that |z —y| > r for all  # y € Du.) Thus, if one chooses A,dy,...,dy to be
nonnegative integers, then OSC is satisfied iff d; # d;(mod A) for i # j. Depending
on the choice of A and D feasible open sets can be rather complicated. E.g. for the
IFS ® given by N =3, A=4,d; =0, do =1 and d3 = 6, displayed in Figure 1,
OSC is satisfied but the assumptions of Theorem 2.1(iii)—(v) are violated, which can
be seen as follows. For (iii) and (iv) we provide a proof in the next paragraph. The
statement for (v) then directly follows from the equivalence of (iv) and (v) which
we prove in Theorem 5.1 below.

Fix m € Ny and let U := ®™I, where I = (0,2) in this example. We claim that
U is not feasible for ®. Without loss of generality we can assume that m is odd,
i.e. m = 2k + 1 for some k € Ny, since feasibility of &I would imply feasibility of
O] Writing ¢, := @, 0 -+ 0 @y, for w € X" the claim directly follows from

$1(U) N g2(U) D ¢1 (¢3855(1)) N pa (dh302(1)) # 2, (2.2)

which we now prove: First observe that ¢1(0) =0, ¢3(2) = 2 and ¢23(2/3) = 2/3.
Second, note that for the left endpoints of the intervals ¢13¢55(I) and ¢oghspa (1)
we have

D13053(0) — 6265302(0) = d13 (0 (3) = 3 (1)) =02 (95 (3) - 5 (1))

_ (i)2k+2 > 0.
(.) 1{4 1{2 3{4 } 5{4 3{2 7{4 ?
1 ) 3
Sl 13 31 39 33
—2L2 23

FIGURE 1. The interval [0, 2] and its images under the first two iterations of the IFS {7, zil , IT%}.

The numbers above the intervals indicate their coding, e.g. ‘12’ encodes ¢1¢2([0, 2]).
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Lattice self-similar sets are not Minkowski measurable 5

Third, the intervals ¢13¢55(I) and ¢odhsda(I) both have length 2 - (1/4)2k+2,
Therefore, they must overlap in an interval of length (1/4)2**2 showing (2.2).

Remark 2.2. Indeed, in the above example, any feasible open set necessarily has an
infinite number of connected components, disqualifying, in particular, the sets ®™1.
This was pointed out to us by Christoph Bandt, whom we wish to thank for sharing
the following arguments with us:

The dynamical boundary of F associated with @ is the set db(F) :=J,, F N hF,
where the union is taken over all neighbour maps h, i. e. maps of the form h = ¢, 1 ¢,,,
where u,w € X" for some n € N are so that ¢,(F) N ¢y (F) # @ and u; # w;.
When x € db(F) then ¢, (x) € ¢u(F) N ¢y (F). Thus, any feasible open set O for @
may not intersect db(F). On the other hand, db(F) C F and whence db(F) C O.
Therefore, db(F) C JO. Now, if the dynamical boundary has infinite cardinality
(which is the case here, see below), then O necessarily has infinitely many connected
components.

In [BMO9Y] general statements were obtained to determine the cardinality of the
dynamical boundary of a limit set of a graph-directed system via neighbour graphs.
The neighbour graph associated to the present example is depicted in Figure 2. Its
root is the identity and its vertices are the neighbour maps. “An arrow with label 4, j
is drawn from vertex h to vertex h if h = qbi_lhqﬁj for two marks 4,5 € X. We keep
only those arrows which correspond to proper neighbors, that is ¢;(F')Nhe; (F) # @.”
[BMT18]. In our example ¢;(F) N ¢;(F) # @ iff (4,7) € {(1,2),(2,1)}. Therefore,
there are precisely two arrows leaving the root vertex id. The first arrow, labeled
with ‘1,2’, terminates in the vertex ¢y ¢ with ¢7'¢o(x) = x4+ 1. The second
arrow, labeled with ‘2,1’ terminates in the vertex ¢, ¢y with ¢, ¢ () = = — 1.
The other vertices and arrows are constructed accordingly. Using the terminology
from [BMO9] the light shaded vertices are intermediate and the dark shaded ones
are terminal. According to [BMO09, Theorem 7] the terminal and intermediate
vertices correspond to subsets of the dynamical boundary with cardinality one and
countably infinite respectively. Thus, db(F') is countably infinite here.

1,3 3,1

FIGURE 2. Neighbour graph for the IFS { ””T'H, 2161

4

x
4
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6 S. Kombrink, S. Winter

3. Main results
THEOREM 3.1. If F' is a nontrivial self-similar set in R generated by a lattice IFS
® satisfying OSC, then F is not Minkowski measurable.

Together with Theorem 2.1 (ii) we thus verify the conjecture of [Lap93,
Conjecture 3| and [Gat00, Section 5.2] for self-similar sets in R:

COROLLARY 3.2. Suppose that F' is a nontrivial self-similar set in R generated by
an IFS ® satisfying OSC. Then F is Minkowski: measurable iff ® is nonlattice.

Remark 3.5. The nontriviality condition, dimu/(F) < 1, is necessary in the
statements of Theorem 3.1, Corollary 3.2 and Theorem 2.1(iii)—(v) and cannot
be removed: The unit interval X := [0, 1] has Minkowski dimension dim,(X) = 1.
It is the self-similar set associated with the lattice IFS {z — z/2,2 — (z + 1)/2}
acting on R. However, its Minkowski content M(X) = lim._,o(1 + 2¢) = 1 exists
as a positive and finite value. Hence X is Minkowski measurable. In fact, any self-
similar set F in R with dimy; F' = 1 is Minkowski measurable, see e.g. [KPW 16,
Theorem 1.1(i)].

A key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 3.1 is the construction of a relatively
simple strong feasible open set, see Theorem 3.4 below and its proof. With this set
at hand we can deduce Minkowski non-measurability from [KPW16, Theorem 3.1],
see Theorem 4.1 below. Define ¥* := J)~ , £" with X% := {&}, where @ denotes
the empty word. Moreover, for w = (w1, ...,w,) € E* write ¢y, 1= Puy ©...0 Py,
and let ¢z be the identity map.

THEOREM 3.4. Let F C R be the self-similar set generated by an IFS ® satisfying
OSC. Then there exists a strong and compatible feasible open set U for @, i.e. one
which satisfies UNF # & and OU C F.

What is more, there always ezists such a set U that can be generated from a finite
union of elementary intervals ¢, (I): there exist m € Ng and A C X™ such that

Un:= | ¢ ¢uld) (3.1)
wex* u€EA

defines a strong and compatible feasible open set for F.

Remark 3.5. For any m € Ny and any nonempty A C 3™, the set U in (3.1) has
nonempty intersection with F', since INF # &. Moreover, U, is compatible, because
OUA € Uyes 9o Uyen @u(0I) C F, where the last inclusion follows since 01 C F
and ¢, F C F for any w € ¥*. However, it is not obvious that Uy is a feasible open
set and this is indeed only true for particular choices of A.

4.  Proofs

4.1.  Construction of a feasible open set Uy — Proof of Theorem 3.4 Obviously,
the first statement of the theorem follows from the second. In view of Remark 3.5,
it therefore suffices to show that at least one of the sets Up (defined by (3.1)) is
feasible. First observe that for any m € N and any nonempty A C X" the set Uy
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Lattice self-similar sets are not Minkowski measurable 7

is nonempty and open, since I has these properties, and that ¢,Upy C Uy for any
i € X. Therefore, all that remains to be shown is existence of a set A C X™ for
some m € Ny such that ¢;(Ux) N ¢;(Ux) = @ for any i # j € £. For this we adapt
Schief’s construction in [Sch94] of a strong feasible open set:

Let 7, denote the similarity ratio of ¢, for w = (w1,...,w,) € &*. Note that
Tw = Tw, ** " Tw, - Fix e € (0,1/6). Schief showed [Sch94, proof of Theorem 2.1] that
there exists Kk € ¥* so that

Ok = UuGE*¢UN (F:)

is a feasible open set for ®. As r; < 1 for all ¢, there is a minimal k¥ € Ny such that

Uw62k¢w1 g Fs-

Set m := k + |r|, where |x| denotes the length of «, i.e. k € XI*l. Further, set
A= {kw|w e X¥}. Then @ # A C ™ and Up C O, whence ¢;(Up)N¢;(Up) = @
for any ¢ # j € 3. This completes the proof of Theorem 3.4.

4.2. A criterion for Minkowski measurability. In the proof of Theorem 3.1 we will
make use of a general Minkowski measurability criterion for self-similar sets in R?
(satisfying OSC) derived in [KPW16]. It is based on feasible open sets satisfying
the projection condition and was obtained via classical renewal theory. We briefly
restate a version of this criterion here, boiled down to our present one-dimensional
setting. Given ®, O and F' as in Section 2 we set

:=0\®0 and g::sup{ig£|x—y||xef}. (4.1)
Y

THEOREM 4.1. [KPW16, Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 3.2] Let F C R be a
nontrivial self-similar set generated by a lattice IFS ® with base r. Suppose that
® satisfies OSC with a strong feasible set O satisfying the projection condition.
Let D := dimy; (F) and let T’ and g be defined as in (4.1). Define the function
p:(rg,g] = R by

AT)

p(E) = ED_l ﬁ =+ ZTK(D_l))\(FTZE N F) . (42)
=0

Then F is Minkowski measurable iff p is constant on (rg, g.

Note that the series in the definition of p is uniformly convergent in e, see
[KPW16, proof of Theorem 3.1].

Remark 4.2. Tt is easily seen that a feasible open set of the form Uy given in (3.1)
satisfies the projection condition. In fact, any strong and compatible feasible open
set O satisfies the projection condition, see e.g. [Winl5, Remark 3.20].
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4.3.  Minkowski non-measurability — Proof of Theorem 3.1 Let r denote the lattice
base of ® and let U be a strong and compatible feasible open set for ®. Such a set
U exists due to Theorem 3.4. We want to apply Theorem 4.1 and note that all its
assumptions are satisfied; in particular, the projection condition, see Remark 4.2.
We infer that the set F' is Minkowski measurable iff the function p defined in (4.2)
is constant.

In the following we will demonstrate that the properties of U imply that p cannot
be constant. We pursue a proof by contradiction, whence assume that there exists
C > 0 so that p(e) = C or, equivalently,

L(e) := Ce' =P — ’I”D 1 Zr (D-1) (e NT) =: R(e) (4.3)

for ¢ € (rg,g]. Define G := U \ ®U. Clearly, G is open and G C I'. Moreover,
AMT\G) =0, since ’'\G=UNOPU CUNPIU C F and dimys(F) < 1. Therefore,
A Free NT) = AN(Fe. N G). As stated in Section 2.2, nontriviality implies G # @.
Hence G has countably many connected components G;, j € J, each of which
is an open interval. Without loss of generality suppose that either J = Ny or
J ={0,...,n} for some n € Nyg. Write diam(G}) for the diameter of G; and assume
that the G, are ordered so that diam(G;_1) > diam(G;) for all j € J\ {0}. Since
0G; C F and G N F = @, we have

2t 1 0 < 2t < diam(Gy),

. . (4.4)
diam(G;) : 2t > diam(G}).

For ¢ € Ny, j € J define fy;: (rg,g] — R by
fgvj(cE) = T’Z(Dil))\(FTzE n Gj).

Then R(e) = Y,2, > jes fej(€). Let fz(’;)(e) and fz(z)(@ denote the left and right
derivatives of f; ; at € respectively. By (4.4), we have that

fé’;)(s) > fz(;)(e) >0forl €Ny, jeJande € (rg,g). (4.5)

In fact, since A(F; N G;) is piecewise linear with at most two different slopes, the
derivative f; ;(¢) of fo; exists at all € € (rg, g) except for at most one point.

LEMMA 4.3. The series 35,20 e fe(j) and 337203 e fz(’;) converge uniformly
n (rg,9)-

Proof. Let N.(€) := #{j € J | 2r’e < diam(G})}. As remarked in Section 4.2, the
series Y g o ! PUN(F,... NT) from (4.2) is uniformly convergent in e. Thus, there
exists a sequence (¢n)n so that lim, o ¢, = 0 and so that for ¢ € (rg,g], n € N

Cn, >Zr”D UZ)\ (Free NGY) >ZTE(D D Z 27"5—5227“6DN

jeJ l=n
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Lattice self-similar sets are not Minkowski measurable 9

Since fe(;)(s) = 0 if 2rfe > diam(G), this yields

o Ne(£)—1
SY A=Y S e S < <
l=njeJ ’ =n j=0 € rg

which proves uniform convergence of 3,2 >, ; fz(’;) and by (4.5) also of the series
(+)
ZZ 0 Z]EJ 0,5 ° U

Remark 4.4. Observe that f,; are Kneser functions of order 1, i.e. they satisfy

foi(ub) — fej(pa) < p(fe;(0) = foj(a)),

for all a,b € (rg,g) with a < b and any p > 1 such that ub < g. This can be
checked directly, but it also follows from [Sta76, Lemma 5], since the intervals G;
are metrically associated with F' (meaning that for each point x € G; there is a
point y € F with |z — y| = inf,ep|x — a| such that the whole segment between x
and y is contained in G;) and therefore A(F; N G;) is a Kneser function of order 1

n (0,00). Hence, the assertion of Lemma 4.3 is a special case of [Sta76, Lemma 4].

In order to obtain a contradiction, we consider two cases:
CASE 1: There exist £* € Ny, 7* € J and x € (rg, g) so that fz(fg*(a:) + fé?(x)
Equation (4.4) implies

@) =2"P > 0= 1) (2) (4.6)

. jx
Lemma 4.3 shows that the right and left derivatives of R at x ex1st and are given
by RO(z) = Y232, 53¢, £ (@) and RO(@) = 2720 232, £ (). With (4.5)

and (4.6) we thus obtain
RO (@) = R (2) > ). (x) — £ (2) = 20" P > 0.

Hence, unlike the function L, the function R is not differentiable at z, contradicting
(4.3).

CASE 2: The derivative flfJ exists on (rg,g) for all ¢ € Ny, j € J.
In this case, for any j € J there exists k = k(j) € Ny so that diam(G,) = 2r¥g,
yielding

fi;=2r'" on (rg, g) for all £ > k(j), and f; ; = 0 otherwise. (4.7)

By Lemma 4.3, R’ exists and coincides with »7,°, 3. f; ; which by (4.7) is
constant on (rg, g). However, L'(¢) = C(1 — D)e~P which, due to the nontriviality
of F' (and since C' > 0), is clearly not constant. Therefore, we obtain a contradiction
to (4.3) also in the second case. This completes the proof of Theorem 3.1.

5. Equivalence of (iv) and (v) of Theorem 2.1

During our discussions the question arose whether the classes of self-similar subsets
of R covered by the assertions (iv) and (v) of Theorem 2.1 are equivalent. The
following statement gives an affirmative answer (irrespective of the IFS being lattice
or nonlattice).
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10 S. Kombrink, S. Winter

THEOREM 5.1. Let ® be an IFS in R satisfying OSC such that the associated
mwvariant set F' is nontrivial. Then the following assertions are equivalent.

(i) ®™I is a feasible open set for ® for some m € Ny.

(ii) There exists a strong feasible open set O for ®, satisfying the projection
condition, for which there exists a finite partition of (0,00) so that
e MF: N (0 \ ©0)) is polynomial on each partition interval.

Proof. To begin with, note that for any feasible open set of the form ®™1 there
exists a finite partition of (0, 00) so that € — A(F. N (™1 \ ®™ 1)) is polynomial
on each partition interval. Therefore, (i) implies (ii).

For the converse, suppose that O is as in (ii). Consider U := int (5), where int
denotes the topological interior. Then U = J;c U; is a union of open intervals U;
with the property that the distance between any two U, is strictly positive. Let
E:= {ie E:U;NI# &}. The key part of the proof is to show that

#E < . (5.1)

Before proving (5.1) we demonstrate that (5.1) implies assertion (i). Since O is
a strong feasible open set for ®, so is U, which can be seen by contradiction.
Therefore, F C U and so, by (5.1), FCUNI C Uicr Uj;, which implies that there
exists m € N so that &I C UieE U; (simply choose m large enough that, for any
w € ¥™, diam(¢, 1) is smaller than the minimal distance between the finitely many
U;). The property that the U; have positive distance to one another implies that
oM C UieE U;. From this inclusion it is easy to see that &I is feasible for &,
whence assertion (i) holds.

To verify (5.1) let ¢1,...,cx € (0,00) denote the partition points of the partition
of (0,00) associated with O. Let {H;};c; denote the collection of connected
components of int(O \ ®0). Clearly, each H; is an open interval and it is easy to
see that H; N F = @. We show (5.1) in four steps. Our first one is to prove

(1) #J < 0.

For this, set h; :=inf{e > 0: H; C F.}. Observe that ¢ — A(F. N H;) is constant
(and equal to A\(H;)) for € > h;, and linear (and nonconstant) in a left neighborhood
of h;. In particular, the function e — A(F. N H;) is not differentiable at h; and so h;
must be one of the partition points ¢,. Next we show that for each of the finitely many
c¢ the associated set Jy := {j € J | hj = ¢} is of finite cardinality: For j € Jy let IA{;
be the largest open interval (or one of the two in case of non-uniqueness) satisfying
H; ﬁIA{; # @ and H; C Fe,,\ F, where F,, := {z € R | infoep|z — a| < ¢;}. By
construction, {H,} ey, is a pairwise disjoint family (here it is important to restrict
to j € Jp). Furthermore, /\(H\;) = ¢¢. Therefore,

= 2 S = 2A(J TT) < 1A <
Jj€Je J€Je

whence #.J = Zif:l #Jp < 00, showing (I).
Our second step is to verify that
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(IT) the number of connected components of U \ ®U is finite.

For this, note that the family of connected components of U\ ®U essentially coincides
with {H;};es, with the only possible differences occurring at the boundary points
U eg OHj. More precisely, each Hj is a subset of U \ ®U but not necessarily a
connected component of this set, and U \ ®U C e ; H ;. Therefore, U \ ®U has
at most #.J connected components and (I) implies (IT).

For the third step let U;,, ..., U;, denote those connected components of U which
intersect U \ ®U and let E* := {iy,...,i,} denote the respective index set. (The
finiteness of E* is clear from assertion (II).) We prove

(1) Ujep- UjNF # 2.

Ifie E\ E* then U; C U = |, ;, #x(U;), which is a disjoint union by OSC and
definition of the U;. As furthermore U; and each q’)k(Uj) is open and connected
there exist k € 3, j € E so that U; € ¢5(U;). On the other hand, since ¢ (U;) is
a connected subset of U and intersects the connected component U;, it must be
contained in U;. Thus U; = ¢, (U;), i.e. U; is the precise image of U; under ¢y.
Amongst {U; | i € E\ E*} there is at least one largest bounded one, U;+, which
needs to be an image of some U; with j € E* by the contraction property of the
¢r. Amongst {U; | i € E\ E*} \ {U;»} there again is a largest bounded one and
inductively we see that each bounded U; with ¢ € E'\ E* is the image of one of
the sets Uj, j € E* and that also the possible unbounded components need to be
amongst U;,,...,U; . Since U is strong, we conclude | U; N F # &, showing
(I11).

In the final step we deduce (5.1) from the above: By (III), we can find a minimal
m € N and w € X™ so that ¢,I C U]EE* Uj. Let w = wi W If Guyoo,
intersected infinitely many of the positively separated U;, then U \ ®U would have
infinitely many connected components. (Assume that ¢,,,...,,,, [ intersects infinitely
many U, say Uj,,Uj,,.... Then on the one hand, ¢,/ intersects all the sets ¢, Uj, ,
i.e. infinitely many. On the other hand, ¢, is an interval and thus contained in
a connected component V' of U. Thus, as each ¢, Uj, is connected, ¢,,U;, C V.
Further, the family {¢.,Uj, }& is disjoint, which implies that the set V \ ¢, U
and thus V' \ ®U and U \ ®U must have infinitely many connected components.)
This contradicts assertion (II). Thus, @uw,...w,, I intersects only finitely many Us.
Inductively, one can now show that I can only intersect finitely many U;. (Suppose
that ¢y, ..., I intersects infinitely many U;. Then with a similar argument as above,

jeEE*

the same must hold for ¢, _,....,, I, which provides a contradiction to the previous
induction step.) Hence #E < oo, proving (5.1). O
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