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ABSTRACT. The multifractal decomposition of Gibbs measures for conformal iterated
function system is well known. We look at a finer decomposition which also takes
into account the rate of convergence. This is motivated by work by Olsen in the
self-similar case. Our study of this finer decomposition involves investigation of the
variance of Gibbs measures. This is a problem of independent interest.

0. INTRODUCTION

Hausdorff dimension is one of the most useful and effective tools in understanding
the nature of fractal sets. For example, given a Cantor set X in the real line we
can describe its “size” in terms of its Hausdorff dimension [5]. Often we want to
consider subsets defined in terms of measures. Let us denote by B(z,r) = {y €
X @ d(x,y) <r} aball of radius > 0 about a point € X then given a reference
probability measure v on a set X and we can associate its pointwise dimension at
x by

d,(x) = lim logv(B(x,r))
r—0 logr

when it exists. Multifractal analysis describes the dimension of the sets of points
x for which the limit takes a given value [6], [13], [18]. A particularly successful
theory can be developed in the context of dynamically defined sets. Let us consider
a dynamically defined Cantor set X supporting a suitable probability measure v.
More precisely, let X be the limit set for a C? iterated function scheme satisfying
the strong separation condition and let v be a self-similar measure v, with respect
to a Holder potential g : X — R. Let T': X — X be the associated expanding
map. The multifractal spectrum of v describes the set of points whose (symbolic)
pointwise dimension function takes different values. We can first decompose the
limit set X as
X=|JXouXs
a€eR

where X, = {z : d,(z) = a}, for « € R, and X, denotes the points for which
the limit d,(z) doesn’t exist. The usual (symbolic) multifractal spectrum of the
measure v describes the Hausdorff dimension F(«a) = dimpy(X,) of these sets.
This important function has been extensively studied by several authors (e.g., [14],
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[9],[3],[11], [16]). In this paper we want to consider a finer structure of these sets.
More precisely, we define, for each v € R,

1 B gAY -1\ _ 1 n\/ —1
o= Lo+ tmsup 2EHBEITY @ —alogTY @) Y
’ n— 00 vnloglogn

We can then write
Xo= |J XorUZXan

yERT

where X, o is the set of point such that the limit supremum isn’t finite. A more
refined multifractal spectrum is therefore given by F(a,v) = dimg X, . Our main
result is the following.

Theorem. Assume that g and alog|T’| o do not differ by a coboundary and a
constant. For sufficiently large v we have that F(a,v) = F(a).

Our motivation for this result was an interesting paper by Olsen. In particular,
Olsen [10] established a similar result in the special case of self-similar maps and
Bernoulli measures. We present an alternative dynamical approach which has the
advantage that it extends to C? dynamically defined sets X and Gibbs measures.
In section 6 we consider other applications of these results. An integral part of our
analysis is the study of the variance of Gibbs measures which is of independent
interest.

1. ITERATED FUNCTION SCHEMES

We recall the definition and basic facts about iterated function schemes. An
iterated function scheme consists of a family T4,---, T : [0,1] — [0, 1] of C? con-
tractions. The limit set X = X(T1,---,T}) is the smallest closed set for which
UF_T;(X) = X. We assume that they satisfy the strong separation condition,
i.e., the sets T;(X) are pairwise disjoint and X will be a Cantor set. We use the
following definitions.

Definition. Let T : X — X be the locally expanding map defined by

T(x) =T if x € Ty(X).

7

Given 0 < a < 1, for g : X — R we write

gk = sup { L2011

r#y ‘ZL’ - y|a
For any compact set Y C R, the space of a-Hélder continuous functions C“(Y) =
{9 : |gla < +o0} is a Banach space with norm ||g||o = |9]a + |9]cc-

Definition. Let p; : [0,1] — R, i = 1,--- |k, be Holder continuous functions such

that 2?21 pi(x) =1and 0 < p;(x) < 1. A measure v on X is called self-conformal
if there exists such functions p; such that

P Typ+ - peTpv) =v,
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ie., [(pi(x)w(Tiz) + - + pr()w(Tir))dv(z) = [w(z)dv(z), for any continuous
function w: X — R.

The self-conformal measures fall into a broad class of measures. Let g : X — R
be a Holder continuous function. We define the pressure P(g) of g by

P(g) = sup{h(T, ) + / gdp : p = T-invariant probability measure},

where h(T, ) is the entropy of the measure p with respect to the transformation
T.

Definition. A Gibbs measure for g € C*(X,R) is an invariant probability measure

on 1" such that
1 p(Tygo--- 0Ty (X))

CS T @ onPy)

where ¢g"(z) = g(z)+g(Tx)+---+g(T" 'z). The sets Ty, 0---0T, (X) are called
cylinders.

<C (1.1)

A Gibbs measure is always ergodic. If p is a Gibbs measure for g then P(g) =
h(T, ) + [ gdp. A self-conformal measure is necessarily a Gibbs measure with
respect to the function g(z) = log ps, (T'x), where x € T,,(X).

Lemma 1.1. If we assume that Zle e9(Ti®) =1 then we have that

(Tiyo---0T;, (X))
e_”P(g)

min{ed” @)} < K < max{e? @},

Given a probability measure v we define its Hausdorff dimension to be the infi-
mum of the Hausdorff dimensions of Borel sets of full measure.

Definition. We can define the (symbolic) pointwise dimension at = € X by

Y

o Tos(B (T @) 7Y)
(@)= I e [T ()

providing the limit exists.

In the case of Gibbs measures p the Federer property holds, i.e., there exists
A > 1 and C; > 1 such that for every x € X and r > 0 we have that

v(B(z,Ar)) < Civ(B(z,T)).

There exists Co > 0 such that x,y € T, o---0oT; | X we have that

[T (@)
“ = @) =

Thus for any x € T, o---oT; X we have that

n—1

Cl_l)\_N< v(T;yo---0oT; X)

N
= VBT @) =
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where N is chosen so that AN > Cs, and
di T; 0---0T; X
T,
[(T™) ()|

Thus for v the (symbolic) pointwise dimension coincides with

n—1

Cyl <

d ( )_ lOgV(TiOO"'OTin_lX)
A logdiam(T;, 0---0T;, _, X)’
and with the usual pointwise dimension. Let ¥ = [[;" {1, - ,k} be a full shift

space on k-symbols and let o : ¥ — 3 denote the shift given by (o), = z,41. Let
7w : Y — X be the natural coding defined by
m(x) = lm Ty, ---Ty, (0).
n—-+
Example. The simplest case is where there are linear contractions with rates 0 <
71,7 < 1 and a fixed probability vector p = (p1,- -+ ,px). In thiscase, v = 7"y,

corresponds to the Bernoulli measure p, = (p1,-- -, plc)ZJr on .

We can define the (symbolic) multifractal spectrum of the measure v by
f(Oé) = dimH(Xa)

where X, = {x : d,(x) = a}. This function has been extensively studied by vari-
ous authors, notably Pesin and Weiss [14], Ledrappier [9], Cawley and Mauldin [3],
Olsen [11]. In [14] the approach taken was to use Gibbs measures and thermody-
namic formalism.

Let ® : X — R be a Holder continuous function and v the associated Gibbs
measure. The multifractal spectrum of p is described in [14]. We outline their
approach which will be crucial in the rest of this paper. For ¢ € R we define

¢q = —t(q)log [T"(x)| + q(® + P(2))

where t(q) is chosen to be the unique value such that P(¢,) = 0. Let v, be
the Gibbs measure associated with ¢,. It can be shown that for v, almost all z,
d,(x) = —t'(q). Since t'(q) is a strictly monotone function, we can associate each
value of ¢ to a value of o by a(q) = —t'(q). Using this method [14] gives the
following result.

Proposition 1.1. Let Tt,...,T} : [0,1] — [0,1] be a conformal C? iterated func-
tion scheme satisfying the strong separation condition. Let X be the limit set and
a conformal measure v.

(1) F(«) is analytic and convex in a neighbourhood of cg = dimp (X)) which we
will denote (Qmin, Cmax) -

(2) For o € (Qmin, max) there exists a measure v, such that v, (Xs) = 1 and
d,(z) =, a.e. (vy). Moreover, dimv, = F(«).

(3) For a € (min, Omax), F () is given by the Legendre transform of t(q). That
is

Fla) = ir;f{ozq +1t(q)}-

To analyze the finer sets F(«, ) we will use the statistical properties of Gibbs
measures.
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2. STATISTICAL PROPERTIES OF (GIBBS MEASURES

We say that f € CY(X,R) is cohomologous to a constant if there exists u €
C%X,R) and c € R such that f =uoT —u+ c. If uis a Gibbs measure then the
following analogues of well known statistical theorems hold.

Proposition 2.1 (Law of the Iterated Logarithm) [4]. Let f be a Holder
continuous function with [ fdu = 0. Assume that f is not cohomologous to a
constant, then there exists v > 0 such that for a.e. (u) x we have that

"(x
%H\& , asn — +00.

Proposition 2.2 (Central Limit Theorem)[1], [4]. Let f be a Hélder contin-
uous function with [ fdu = 0. Assume that f is not cohomologous to a constant,
then there exits v > 0 such that

t

]_ 2
li X:—f"(z)<typ= T dy.
nirfwu{wé \/ﬁf (z) < } | eTTdy

We say that f is a lattice function if there exists u € C°(X,R), ¢ € R and
Y € C°(X,aZ), for some a > 0, such that f = uwo X — u + 1) + c. Generically the
functions f™ will be non-lattice.

Proposition 2.3 (Local Limit Theorem). Let f be a Hélder continuous func-
tion with [ fdu = 0.

(1) Assume that f is a non-lattice function then there exists v > 0
p{re X :a< f"(x) <b}

(b—a)
V2y

lim

n—oo

L,

S

8], [2, Th 9.2].
(2) Assume that f is a lattice function then provided b — a is sufficiently large
there exists C' > 0 (depending on ) such that

1 pwfzeX:a< f(z)<b}
= 1

¢~ NG

<C,

for all n sufficiently large [2, Thm 9.6].

In these three propositions the value of v is the same.

All of these results are special cases of more general invariance principles [4].
The next lemma relates dynamical properties of the measure v to the pointwise
(symbolic) dimension of v on X.

Lemma 2.1. If p is a Gibbs measure for a Hélder continuous function ® : X — R
and v 1s an ergodic measure then

[ ®(z)dv — P(®)
dul) = [log |T"(z)|dv

for a.e (v) .
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Proof. We first observe that log [(T")| = 2?2—01 log |T’| and then we can write

n—4+oo N

1
lim g |(T") ()] = / log |T'|dv, a.e. (1) 2. (2.1)
The Gibbs property of p and the Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem gives that

1 N
ngrfoo - log p[xo, ... ,xp_1] = ngrfoo E(CP () —nP(®))

(2.2)
= /@du — P(®) for a.e.(v) x.

The proof follows from combining (2.1) and (2.2). O

Definition. The variance of a Gibbs measure v (with respect to the function ¢ :
X — R) and a Holder function F': X — R is defined to be

V(X v) = nggloo% / (n_lﬂzﬂx)— / qu)QdV(x)

1=0

The proof of convergence of this limit, and alternative definitions, appear in [12]
and [2]. The variance plays a key role in the following result which start are analysis
of the finer multifractal spectrum F(«, ). It is a simple extension to the non-linear
case of Proposition 1.1 in [10].

Lemma 2.4. Let p be a self-conformal measure corresponding to a Gibbs measure
with potential ® which is not cohomologous to a constant. Fixq € R and o = —t'(q).

If vo is the variance of f(z) = ®(x)—P(®)—alog |T"(x)| then F(a) = F(a, v/27a)-

Proof. Tt can be deduced from the work in [15] that [ fdu = 0. Thus by the Law
of the Iterated Logarithm (Proposition 2.1) for v, we can write

: [ (=)
1 W forae. (1),
ey nloglogn Yo for a.e. (va)

This completes the proof. [J

We would like to replace 7, by other values . In order to see this we would
like to consider other Gibbs measures p’ (associated to suitable Holder continuous
functions ¢’ : X — R) which satisfy the following properties:

(1) the variance is v = v(u'); and
(2) the measure p’ has the same limit

= 1 = 2.3
= T g Ty () [ Tog 71 23)

log v/ (B(x, |(T™)' ()| ")) _ (J fdw = P(f))
|

for a.e. (v') z € X. In particular we look for Gibbs measures p’ such that
J fdp' =0 for the function f defined in Lemma 2.4. This property implies
(2.3).

In the next two sections we shall consider this problem in detail.
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3. ESTIMATING THE VARIANCE OF (GIBBS MEASURES

The variance appears in a number of different statistical properties, as we saw
in the last section, and so estimating its value is a problem of independent interest.
For example, the variance appears in a number of statistical properties of hyperbolic
systems (e.g., Propositions 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3). In practice, we shall use a well known
characterization of the variance in terms of the second derivative of the pressure
[17],[12]. The differentiability of the pressure is most conveniently studied using
a characterization in terms of transfer operators. In order to work at a fairly
general level, assume that u,v : X — R are any two Holder continuous functions.
Let C*(X) denote the a-Holder continuous functions. We can define a transfer
operator £, : C*(X) — C*(X) by

Loh(z) = > e"@h(y).

Ty=x
We want to consider two simple normalization hypotheses.

Hypothesis I. Assume that £,1 = 1.

Hypothesis 1. Assume that L£,v = 0.

In order to show that these assumptions can be made without any significant
loss of generality, first recall that the Gibbs measure and variance are unchanged
by adding coboundaries and constants to functions.

Lemma 3.1. Given any u we can find w € C*(X) such that ' = u+woT —w —
P(u) satisfies hypothesis 1.

Proof. This is a standard result [12]. [

Let 1 denote the unique Gibbs state associated to w. If £,1 =1 then L = p
[12]. We require the following result on the spectrum of £, : C*(X) — C*(X).

Lemma 3.2. The eigenvalue 1 for L, is simple. Moreover, the spectral radius of
the operator L — p : C*(X) — C*(X) is strictly smaller than 1. More precisely,
there exist 0 < p < 1 and C > 0 such that ||L]v||e < Cp™||v]|a, for all v €
C*(X)and n > 1.

Proof. The proof appears, for example, in [12] O
We can now this lemma to prove the following.

Lemma 3.3. Assume hypothesis I. Then given any v with [vdu =0 we can find
r € CY(X) such that v' = v — 1T + r satisfies hypothesis I1.

Proof. We can define r = > L"v. This converges to a function in C*(X),
because of the spectral properties of the operator £ — u described in Lemma 3.2.
Since £,1 = 1 we have that £,Ur = I, where Urv = v o T. In particular, £,0v" =
L0+ Ly(r—Urpr), but since L, (r —Upr) = Lyr —r = —L,v, by construction, we
see that L,v=0. O
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Lemma 3.4. Under hypothesis I and hypothesis 1l we have that v = fv2du.

Proof. Let A(u) be the maximal eigenvalue of the operator £,. The variance 7 is

also characterized by v = w [12]. This essentially follows from perturbation

theory on the eigenvalue equation L,ih(t) = A(t)h(t). The first derivative of
both sides of this identity gives

Luveo(vh(t) + 1 (1)) = X (0)A(t) + AR ().
When ¢ = 0, we have \’(0) = 0 and A\(0) = 1 and so
L (h(0)) = Lu(v+K(0)) = H'(0). (3.1)

Since 1 is a simple eigenvalue for £,, with constant eigenfunction, we deduce that
h'(0) is a constant function. The second derivative of both sides of the identity
gives

Lousio(V2R(t) 4+ 200" (t) + B (t)) = N/ ()h(t) 4+ 2N ()R () + ()R (t).

We can evaluate this second expression at t = 0. We can then integrate both sides
with respect to u, and since p = L ;v we have that

p(v*h(0)) + 2u(vh/(0)) + (R (0))

= X"(0)u(h(0)) + 2X (0) (K (0)) + A(0) (R (0)). 32

Since A\(0) = 1 we can cancel the last terms on each side. By hypothesis 11, we know
(by considering the expression (3.1)) that A'(0) = 0, which eliminates an extra term
on each side of (3.2) and leaves the identity

p(0*h(0)

N O =" o)

However, by hypothesis I we have that h(0) = 1 and, by the usual normalization,
p(h(0)) = 1. This gives the result. O

Unfortunately, we first have to accept the following limitation if we consider only
T-invariant probabilities.

Corollary. Under hypotheses I and II we can bound

(inf v)? < v = X(0) < (supv)?.

If we don’t assume hypotheses I and II we get a similar result. Applying Lemmas
3.1 and 3.3, changes the function v by at most a coboundary and a constant.
Furthermore, the variance is unchanged by adding a coboundary and a constant
(since the pressure is unchanged by adding coboundaries to u and v).

Ezxample. We can consider the special case of locally constant functions v and v
which are constant on each inverse branch T;(X) and a self-similar iterated function
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system. In this case the Gibbs measure p for u is a projection of Bernoulli measure
on the Bernoulli shift ¥ associated to a vector p = (p1,- - ,pk), where

e

e~ U1 + -4 e Uk

and u; is the value u(x) which takes on T;(X). Assuming hypothesis II, the variance
in this case can be calculated to be

k
V=3t
i=1

where v; is the value v(x) which takes on T;(X).

Di =

Returning to the application we are interested in, the corollary suggests that we
need to look at a broader class of measures. More precisely, for n > 2 we shall
consider the probability measures on X which are T™-invariant, rather than the
more restrictive assumption of being T-invariant.

4. INVARIANT MEASURES FOR 1™

Given o,y > 0, we want to consider invariant measures v, for which the local
dimension d, (x) at almost all points is the same with respect to either v, or vq .
The measure v, , can be used to give a lower bound on dimg (X, ). However, we
see from the previous section that it is not enough to consider T-invariant Gibbs
measures and we need to consider T"-invariant Gibbs measures, for n > 2.

Definition. Let M™ denote the space of T"-invariant Gibbs measures on X.

Clearly, the T-invariant measures p are also contained in M". The next lemma
compares the variances for these two points of view.

Lemma 4.1. Let f be a Holder continuous function and let p be a T-invariant
Gibbs measure.
(1) AT, p) = nh(T, p)
(2) If y(T™, p, f™) is the variance for the function f™ with respect to T™ and p
then v(T' p, ) = 7v(T", i, 1)

Proof. The first part is Abramov’s Theorem. For the second part, we observe that

YT, . f) = var(¢, p) : = Jm /(Zf (T"x) /fdu> dp(z)

nk—1 2
- k:EI-II-loo nk / (Z J(1'e) /fdu> ()
1 nk—1 2
:mﬁffoo‘/(szm /fd“) )
= %W(T”,u, /")

This completes the proof. [J

Considering p as an element of M" leads to a similar formulation of the variance.
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Lemma 4.2. Let € M be a Gibbs measure with potential g satisfying hypothesis
I (with respect to T'). Assume that f satisfies hypothesis II then it corresponds to
a measure in M with potential g™ satisfying hypothesis I (with respect to T™) and
f" satisfies hypothesis I1.

Proof. Let us denote by L, 7 and L4» p» the transfer operators in each case. Since
Lyr(hoT)=hand Lyn1n = Ly we see that Lgn 7nl = 1 and Lgn 7n f" = 0,
i.e., they satisfy hypothesis I and II (with respect to 7). O

We can use the following estimates to arrange the variance to be higher. If 7 is
a finite word and = € X then we let Tjo =T;, 0---0T; , (z).

Lemma 4.3. There exist D, E > 0, such that for alln > 1 and x,y we can bound
forlil =n

/" (Te) = f*(Tyw)| < D and |g"(Tyz) — g™ (Tey)| < E.
Proof. We can bound

| (Tw) — f (i) <Y | f(TFTx) — f(T )|

AN
g
Q
B
3
=

<

—1-4
where 6 = max;{||T}||oc} < 1 and «,C > 0 are constants coming from the Hélder
continuity of f. Similarly, we can bound the expression for g. [

From the definition of a Gibbs measure p for g with P(g) = 0, we have the
following result.

Corollary. For any cylinder of length n we can bound
e (Tir)—E < w(TiX) < 9" (Tiz)+E

The following lemma will prove useful later.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that [ fdp = 0. If f is not a coboundary, then we can find
periodic points T™x = x and T™x' = ' such that f™(x) <0 and f™(z") > 0.

Proof. By Livsic’s theorem, we know that f™(x) = 0 whenever Tz = x is equiv-
alent to f being a coboundary [12]. If f is not a coboundary, then there must
be either a periodic point 7™z = z such that T™(z) > 0 or a periodic point
T™zx’ = 2’ such that T™(z’) < 0. However, it is easy to see that both cases must
exist simultaneously. We then take the least common multiple to complete the
proof. [J

We can assume without loss of generality that Tx = x and T2’ = 2’ are both
fixed points. Let us denote by 6 = f(x) > 0 and ¢’ = f(z') < 0.

Notation. Given n > 1, let j denote the word of length n corresponding to the
cylinder containing z. Let k£ denote the word of length n corresponding to the
cylinder containing z’.

Definition. Let G¢(n) be the set of cylinders i containing at least one point y for
which |f"(y)| < e.
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Lemma 4.5. There exists C1 > 0 such that

1

< 1(Ge(n)) <

5%

&

B

for alln > 1.

Proof. By the Local Limit Theorem (Proposition 2.3) we can deduce that there
exists C' > 0

1 C

— < | f < —

com Sule M@l <<
for all n sufficiently large. We can cover the set by cylinders C; of length n which
contain points z; € C; for which f™(z;) < e. Recall that by Lemma 4.3 we can

bound |f"(z) — f™"(y)| < D, for z,y € C; (where D is independent of n). Thus we
see that

Uin(Ci) < p{a = [f"(2)| < e+ D}
This completes the proof. [J

We can define for each word 7 of length n

(e = L) = (1)
SO ) - (M)

As n — 400, the terms o;(x) converges to %/6,. For every 8 € [0,1] we want to

replace e?" (%) by a new weight function 7 (@) defined by

e (Tiw) — (1 — B)eIn(Ti®) if Ty € Ge(n)

I (T32) _ o™ (Ty) | 3 Z ay(z)ed" (i)
i€G.

eI (Teo) — 9" (k) 4 3 Z (1 — ay(z))ed” Teo)
TiGGE )

and for all of the other inverse branches there is no change from e9" (*),

Lemma 4.6. The transfer operator ng) for @(f) and T" satisfies

Eﬁsﬁ)l =1 and ﬁggbg)fn =0.

Proof. Both of these properties follow from the definition of §;ﬁ ). For the first part

simply observe that

Lol —Lgnl=—-p Z 9" (1) oy (x)ed" 1) 4 (1 — oy(z))e?d” 1e2) = 0.
i€Ge

For the second equality we fix z and note that

a;(z) f* (Tjz) + (1 — ai(@)) f* (Trr) = " (Tix).
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We then have
Ly (@) — Ly f"(2)
= =83 "I p(Tya) + ay(@)e?” T f(Tha) + (1 — ay()e?” ) f(Tya)

1€Ge
=0 Z egn(Tiw)fn(Tix) + 8 Z eg”(sz)fn(Tix) =0
1€Ge 1€Ge

which completes the proof. [J

Let 7ig be the unique measure such that E;ﬁ)ﬁg = Jig. By construction we have
that B
@) (7
R [T;(X)] > min{e’" (Ta_ﬂf)}
x

> min{e? 1% 1 3 Z o (z)ed" (1)}
1€Ge

> a0 3 minfe?" 7))

ieGe
> apfe™®P Yy plTi(X)]
ieGe
Oéoﬂ 1
01€2E \/ﬁ7

by Lemma 4.5. We can estimate

>

[ (72 = (60— D)R{T;X) + (30 + D)RT (4.1

This brings us to the following.

Proposition 4.1. Let f be a Holder continuous function not cohomologous to 0
and p be a Gibbs measure with | fdu = 0 and variance v,. Let v > ~v9. We can
choose n > 1 and a measure @ such that

(i)
/ Frdm =0

%/(f”)zdﬁ =

(i)

(iii)
dimy (42) — dimp (7)) < e

Proof. The first part follows from Lemma 4.6. The third part is based on the
identities dimg () = h(p)/ [log|T"|dp and dimpy (&) = h(g)/ [log |T'|dm (cf. [6]),
which one sees are arbitrarily close for n sufficiently large. We prove part (ii) in two
steps. Firstly we fix 7 > 79 it can be seen from equation (4.1) that it is possible to
find n > 1, 8 €10,1] and fig a T™ invariant measure such that

%/(fn)Qdﬁ@ > 7.
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The second part is to show that the map h : [0,1] — R given by

ne) = [,

is continuous. Since L [(f™)2dfzy = 7o the result then follows by the intermediate
value theorem. Since £§<5>ﬁg = Jig and pg is a simple eigenvector for an isolated

eigenvalue by perturbation theory 8 — Jig is continuous in the weak™ topology
([17],[12]). The continuity of h is then immediate. [

5. PrROOF OF THEOREM 1

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 1. Let u be a self-conformal measure
corresponding to a Gibbs measure with potential ¢ and an expanding map 7. We
fix a in the region where F(«) is defined. Let

f(@) = ¢(x) — P(¢) — alog |T"(x)].

The conditions imposed on ¢ in the statement of the theorem imply that f is not
cohomologous to a constant. It follows from [14], [13] that we can find a Gibbs
measure v, with potential g such that dimv, = F(«) and [ fdv, = 0 hence giving
d,(x) = «a for v, almost every x by Birkhoff’s Ergodic Theorem. The following
Lemma also holds.

Lemma 5.1. By adding a coboundary, if necessary, we can assume that L,f =0
and there exist fived points x and x' such that f(z) > 0 and f(z') < 0.

Proof. The first part follows from Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2. The second part
follows from Lemma 4.4 [

Let 7 be the variance of f with respect to v,. Fix v > ~y. All the conditions
for Proposition 4.1 are satisfied so for any ¢ > 0 we can choose n > 1 and a T"
invariant ergodic probability measure 7, such that

(i)
/ frdv, =0
1

- /(f”)%% =7

n

(iii)

|dimp (vy) — dimg (75)| < €.
It follows by the law of the iterated logarithm that

. S ()
1 = /2
l;ﬁrfogp Vkloglogk "~y

for 7, almost all z. Let I = nk + m where 0 < m <n — 1 and we have that

fli®) frim () _ ™ (@) + (T ()

Viloglogl V(nk +m)loglog(nk +m)  +/(nk +m)loglog(nk +m)
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Since f™(z) is uniformly bounded we then have that

fH(x) F7R ()

lim sup = lim sup = — lim sup

I—oo VIloglogl k—oo y/nkloglog(nk) VN k—oo Vklogloghk

Thus

: f(x)
1 — = = \/27.
I?i)igp Vliloglogl 7

This suffices to complete the proof of Theorem 1.

6. SUBSHIFTS AND HORSESHOES

We can use the same method to study subshifts of finite type. Let A denote a
k x k matrix with entries 0 and 1. Assume that A is irreducible. Let us denote the
one-sided shift space by

rt = {gz (xn) €{1,--- 7k}ZJr Az, i) = 1}.

Let o : ¥ — 37 be the one sided subshift of finite type defined by (6x), = Tpi1-
A function w : ¥ — R is called Holder continuous if there exists 0 < # < 1 such
that
[|wl|e ::Sup{m(m)g;nw(yﬂ DT =y, forOSiSn—l}.
Let [, -, Zn—1] = {y € BT : 2y = ;,0 < i < n—1}. The sets [xg,- -, zp)
are called cylinders. A Gibbs measure for a Holder continuous function g : 7 — R
is an invariant probability measure on XV if there exists C' > 0 and P = P(f) such

that
l < /J,([leo, e 7:1:71—1])
C —  e9™(x)—-nP(g)

for all n > 1, where g"(z) = g(x) + g(ox) + -+ + g(c™ 'z). By analogy with
our previous definitions, we can define the variance of p and a Holder function
F:YT™ —Rby

n—1 2
var(¢, ) 1= nll)IfQQ%/( F(o'z) — /Fd,u) du(x)

1=0

<0, (6.1)

The proof of the main theorem for iterated function schemes gives the following
variant for one sided subshifts of the law of the iterated logarithm.

Proposition 6.1 (Law of the Iterated Logarithm for one sided subshifts). Leij
p be a o invariant Gibbs measure such that [ ¢pdu = 0. Let vo = /2var(¢p, p). For
every v > o we have that

dim g {x : limsup\/?ni(ixl)
n nloglogn

27} > dimpg p

In [15] for a Holder, non-constant function ¢ : ¥ — R Pesin and Weiss consider

the set .
Ba:{xEZ: lim ¢ (x):oz}.

n—oo n
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It is shown in [14] that for any « in an open interval, (qmin, ®,max ), We have that
there exists a Gibbs measure v, such that v,(B,) = 1 and dim B, = dimv,. It
follows that if we let f = ¢ — « then [ fdv, = 0. Thus we can use Proposition 6.1
to study the properties of the finer sets

. o™ (x) — na
B.(y)=<=z: hmsupm =vr.

We then have the following corollary to Proposition 6.1.
Corollary. Let v, = var(f,vs). For vy > 7, we have that

dim B, (y) = dim B,,.

We note that it can be easily deduced from the work of Fan and Schmeling, [7]
that dim B, (0) = dim B, and dim B, (c0) = dim B,,.
Let us next define the two sided shift space by

Y ={z=(xn) €{l,-- Kk} : Alzs,zi41) =1, fori € Z}

Let o : ¥ — ¥ be the two sided subshift of finite type defined by (0x), = Xpi1.
In this case we say that a function w : ¥ — R is Holder continuous if there exists
0 < 6 < 1 such that

w(z) = w(y)|

||w||9:zsup{9—n3$i=yi, for —(n—l)gign—l}.

We have the corresponding version of the law of the iterated logarithm for two
sided shifts.

Proposition 6.2 (Law of the Iterated Logarithm for two sided subshifts). Lei]]
p be a o invariant Gibbs measure such that [ ¢dp = 0. Let vo = /2var(¢, p). For
every v > o we have that

dimg {x ; limsup (@)

B A e > di
n  v/nloglogn 7} = G

We can reduce the proof for two sided shifts to that for one sided subshifts. We
recall the following useful results.

Lemma 6.1. Given a Holder continuous function ¢ : X — 3 there exists a
(Holder) continuous function u : ¥ — R such that ¢'(x) = ¢(z) + u(ox) — u(zx)
satisfies (¢')"(x) = (¢')"(y), if v,y € ¥ satisfy x; = y;, fori >0 [12].

In particular, ¢’ can be identified with a function on the one sided shift space
3. We can replace ¢ by ¢’ without loss of generality.

Lemma 6.2. There exists C' > 0, such that if x,y satisfy x; = y;, for 1 > 0 then
o™ (z) — o™ (y)| < C, for each n > 0.

Proof. Since |¢(ciz) — ¢(o'y)| < ||¢|]gf® for 0 < i < n — 1 we have that |¢"(z) —
oyl < . D
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Proof of Proposition 6.2. We begin by observing that by Lemma 6.2 if x, y satisfy
r; = 1;, for © > 0 then

lim sup (@) = lim sup W)

n  v/nloglogn n  y/nloglogn’

In particular,

: : 9" (x)
impy{z im sup ToaTonn v}
. : 9" (§) : _
=d eyt 1 — = d by
imp{¢ im sup Toaloon v} + dimpy
. : 9" (§) h(o)
- d € Z—i_ . 1 - = —_—
mp g 1mnsup vnloglogn 7 log 6
. o (2)
"(x
di eX: li —_— =
imy{z 1mnsup Toglosn Yo}
: : 9" (&) : _
=d eX: 1 —_— = d by
img{¢ 1mnsup Toslonn Yo} + dimg
. . 9" (8) h(o)
g 1mnsup vnloglogn Yo log 0’
where
~1
Y= {g = (z,) € H{l, ok} Az, i) =1 for i < —1}
and dimyg X~ = 1}; (ggg. The result then follow from Proposition 6.1. [J

Finally, we consider a more geometric setting. Let f : A — A be a C? Smale
horseshoe and let ® : A — R be a Holder continuous function which is not co-
homologous to a constant. The definitions of Gibbs measures and variance are in
complete analogy with those given before. We have the following related result.

Proposition 6.3 (Law of the Iterated Logarithm for horseshoes). Let y be

a Gibbs measure such that [ ®du = 0. Let yo = /2var(®, ). For any v > o we
have that on
dimg{z : limsup (z)

n  +v/nloglogn

Proof. We can model f by a two sided subshift ¢ : ¥ — 3. By choosing a Markov
Partition P = {13, ---,T;} we can associate a continuous semi-conjugacy map
m : X — A. Each element T; is foliated by stable manifolds W*(x,T;) = {y €
T; : frx, f"y € T; ,n > 0}. We can define an equivalence relation = ~ y if
y € W*(z,T;) and the equivalence classes are described by 7. We can consider the
one dimensional expanding map S : X — X where X = [[,T;/ ~ corresponds to
identifying A along the stable manifolds on each element of the Markov Partition.
Since the lamination by stable manifolds is C* ¢, for some o > 0, the corresponding
map S : X — X is C'1T®. As before we can show that the sets of points whose

=7} > dimpy p
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Birkhoff sums for ® (restricted to some representative unstable leaf) have the same
dimension if we assume the limit supremum is v or v9. Moreover, the dimension
of the set of points in A which are the union of those lying in a piece of stable leaf
containing a point from the first set agrees with the dimension of the set of points

in

A which are the union of those lying in a piece of stable leaf containing a point

from the second set, using the natural Lipschitz local product structure. The result
then follows. [

—

10.

7. FINAL COMMENTS

We conclude with some comments on our earlier results.

(1) There is a simple analogue of Proposition 6.1 for the Central Limit Theorem.
For any t > 0, 6 > 0 and € > 0 there exists n > 1 and g a ¢ invariant
measure such that dim g > dim p — ¢ and

lim a{x € ¥: —t<%f”(w)§t}§e

n— 00 -

(2) If we consider the analogous problem with 7y < 7o then our method of proof
does not give a way to constructing Gibbs measures with less variance. In
this case we only know the much weaker result that if f(«) > 0 then for
any v > 0 we have f(a,7y) > 0.

(3) The assumption of the strong separation condition was merely one of con-
venience. In the case of iterated function systems the assumption of the
strong separation condition can be weakened to the open set condition.
This method can then be applied, for example, to repellers for conformal
expanding maps to get similar results. This includes one dimension expand-
ing Markov maps. The adjustment needed for this to work is that the Gibbs
measures and potentials are defined on the associated shift space and then
projected on to the iterated function system.
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