Dimensions of linear Cantor sets
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Abstract This paper provides a survey of some results on the size of Cantor-type
subsets of IR. More specifically, we use various metric dimensions to measure the
size. These include the Hausdorff, Packing, Box and Assouad dimensions. We also
provide an introduction to the newer and more general ®-dimensions, which allow
fine-grained distinctions of the local growth rate of the size of coverings by intervals.

We concentrate on results that have grown out of our previous collaborations with
Carlos Cabrelli, a great mathematician and friend to many. We enthusiastically dedi-
cate this paper to him in appreciation of the support and encouragement he has given
to us.

1 Introduction

A compact subset E of R is completely determined by its set of complementary
intervals (or gaps). However, it might be surprising to learn that interesting geometric
properties can be determined knowing only the lengths of these intervals.

We will primarily be interested in the values of various metric dimensions of E.
If the Lebesgue measure of E is positive, its Hausdorff dimension is maximal at
one, and thus many of these dimensions will also be maximal at one. Thus we will
assume that the Lebesgue measure of E is zero. Furthermore, with no real loss of
generality we will assume that £ C [0, 1] with 0, 1 € E, and so the bounded gaps I,
satisfy [0, 1]\ E = U,, I,. To avoid annoying and trivial boundary cases, we assume
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that E is a perfect set and thus there are infinitely many such gaps. Throughout we
normally use the notation a, = |I,| for the sequence of gap lengths. Notice that our
assumptions on E imply that ), a, = 1.

There are infinitely many different compact £ which have the same sequence of
gap lengths. However, given a non-increasing sequence a = (a,) with a,, > 0 and
.. an = 1, there is a natural way to construct a perfect Cantor-type set C,. We start
by removing an open interval /; of length a; from [0, 1] whose position ends up
being uniquely specified by the requirement that the following process can continue
indefinitely. In the next stage, we remove an open interval /; of length a, from the
left remaining closed interval and also remove an open interval /3 of length a3 from
the right remaining closed interval. In the kth stage we remove open intervals of
lengths as«, ase,q, .. .,as+1_1 in an “‘interleaving’’ fashion. The first image in Fig.
1 illustrates the placement of the gaps in this construction.

The position of the left endpoint of the first removed gap (the one with length
ay) is given by the sum of all the gap lengths which are later removed to its *‘left’’.
Because Y, a, = 1, this is the only possible location if the process is to continue
indefinitely; the second image in Fig. 1 illustrates this fact. In fact, for any x € C,,

we have
x= Y as (M

Ii<x
that is, the location of every point in C, is given by the sum of the gaps “‘to its left’.

We use the notation / < x for an interval / and point x to mean that y < x for all
yel

a. an
4 Ty

+~a

a a a
?I ! 3} 16\1 3 3} ?7
T v TV

— t 7

Fig. 1 The placement of gaps and unique location for the placement in constructing C,.

Of course, even if the sequence (a,) is not decreasing we can still complete the
same construction and obtain a perfect and compact set C, where the complementary
gaps will have lengths corresponding to terms of the sequence (a,,). It is also possible
to obtain many other compact sets F C [0, 1] with gap lengths given by (a,), even
countable sets. There is a literature and much to learn about these rearrangements,
but we will focus on the set C, when a,, \, 0.

When ayc = ayeyy = ... = as+1_y for all k the set C, is called a central Cantor
set and has nice symmetry properties. The classical middle 1/3 Cantor set is such
an example.
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Suppose we start with two such sequences (a,) and (b,) with constant C > 0 so
that b,,/a,, < C for all n. Then the natural increasing homeomorphism f : C, — Cp
given by (see Cabrelli et al. [4])

flx) = Z b;, (where {I;} are the gaps from C,) 2)

Ii<x

satisfies | f(x) — f(¥)| < Clx — y| and so is Lipschitz. This observation motivates
our next definition.

Notation 1 For two functions f, g we say that f < g if there is a ¢ > 0 so that
f(x) < cg(x). Furthermore, we say f < gif f < gandg < f.

For sequences this means (a,) < (b,) when a,, < cb,, for ¢ > 0 and (a,) < (b,)
when ¢ < a, /b, < ¢, for all n.

If a, < b, then the map f in (2) is bi-Lipschitz. This will generally mean that
C, and C}, have the same dimension.

A positive non-increasing sequence (a,) is doubling if there is a k > 0 so that
a, < kapy for all n. In this case, (a,) is equivalent to the sequence of a central
Cantor set and so Cy, is bi-Lipschitz equivalent to a central Cantor set. To see this, let
by = ay for 2% < n < 251, We have 1/« < a,/ay < 1 when 2% < n < 2% and so
b, = a,. For instance, the classical middle 1/3 Cantor set is bi-Lipschitz equivalent
to C, with a,, = 5 log3/log2 _ 3—10gn/10g2.

2 Hausdorff and Packing dimensions of Cantor sets

In their seminal paper [2], Besicovitch and Taylor investigated the relationship be-
tween the gap lengths and the Hausdorff dimension and measure of the set. Among
the many results on the dimension and measure of general rearrangements, we high-
light three specific ones that are closest to our theme.

First, however, we give the reader a brief reminder of the definition of the Haus-
dorff measure and dimension. We give these definitions for subsets of R but they are
also defined in all metric spaces, the books [6, 8, 11] are good references for dimen-
sions in metric spaces. We begin by recalling that a 6-covering is a countable family
U; C R such that |U;| < 6 (by |S| we mean the diameter of the set S). Then for a
given s > 0 and E C R, we define

HS(E) = inf{z |U;|® : {U;} is a §-covering of E } 3)

i=1

and finally H*(E) = lims—o H;(E). The measure constructed this way is called
the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure, is Borel regular and is a constant multiple
of Lebesgue measure whenever s € IN. It is not hard to show that if 0 < s < ¢
and H*(E) < oo then H'(E) = 0, which also means that if H’(E) > 0 then
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HS(E) = oo. Because of this, for Borel E C R, there is a unique value d for which
H*(E) = co when t < d and H*(E) = 0 when ¢ > d; the value of H%(E) could, in
general, be anything in [0, co]. This special cutoff is the Hausdor{f dimension (see
Fig. 2)

dimyg E = inf{s >0 : H*(E) =0} = sup{s > 0: H*(E) = oo}.

H (E) = 00 e

|

1

HS(E) =0 5 s
dlmHE

Fig. 2 The cutoff behaviour in H* (E)

Proposition 1 ([2]) Let (a,,) be a non-increasing, summable and positive sequence.
Then

log m
—log % 2jsmaj

2. dimy C, is maximal among all sets with gap sequence (ay).

1. dimy C,; = liminf =inf{s>0: liminfn(% Disn ai)® < oo}

s N
3. Lliminfn (% Siznai) <H(Cq) < liminfn (% Sinai) -

The tail sums, ;- , a;, appear in these formulas for a very natural geometric
reason, as this is the combined length of the # intervals which remain after removing
the first n—1 open intervals. When the gaps are removed as above with a,, decreasing,
the lengths of the remaining closed intervals are all ‘‘almost’” their average and so
form a nice cover. More specifically, if we let al, = a_; for 287! < n < 2%,
Besicovitch and Taylor show that for 0 < s < 1

S N N
1 1 1 1
=2n|— aj| <n|- arl <n|- ai)’
(s o) (i 2] i

and so C, is always ‘‘almost’” a central Cantor set (at least from the standpoint of
the Hausdorff dimension and measure). As a concrete example, when a,, = n™? with
p > 1, in Cabrelli et al. [5] it is shown that

1 P I/p | 1 1/p
- /p
2 s[4

The papers [4, 13] refine and extend these results to more general Hausdorff mea-
sures, so we will first need to discuss these. For our purposes, a gauge function (also
called a dimension function) is a function & : (0,¢) — (0, 0], for some ¢ > 0,
which is continuous, non-decreasing and with 4(x) — 0 as x — 0. Such a function
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is doubling if there is some 7 > 0 so that 4(x) > 7h(2x) for all x in the domain of A.
We will denote the set of all doubling gauge functions by G. We mention that only
some of our results require the doubling condition, but we make the blanket assump-
tion for clarity. The interested reader is invited to check the references for precisely
what condition is necessary for each result. Any of the power functions A (x) = x°,
s > 0, is a standard example of a doubling gauge function.

Given h € G, the h-Hausdorff measure of a set E, H h (E), is defined via the same
process as H*:

‘H(’;(E) = inf{z h(|U;]) : {U;} is a 6-covering of E }
i=1

and H"(E) = lims_o H g‘ (E). As before, this results in a regular Borel measure on
R, where this time the ‘‘size’’ of an interval is measured by Ai(|I|) rather than by
17]*.

If (a,) = (by) then H"*(C,) < C - H"(C}) for some constant C > 0 and thus if
(an) = (by) then H"(C,) and H"(C}) are zero, finite and positive, or infinite for
the same gauge functions .

In [4] it is also shown that for any decreasing (a,,) there is a concave h, € G for
which

1/32 < Hha(C,) < 1

and thus C, is always dimensional for some h € G. An example of such an A, is
as follows. First, given (a,,), we define b,, = % Dli>n ai, the averaged tail sum. Then
define f : [1,00) > Rby f(x) = bp(k+1—x) + bg1(x — k) forx € [k, k+1).
Finally, we let
1 : .
ha(t) = YEIOE if0<t<by;
h(0) =0.
This choice results in ., (by) = 1/k, which is the key property.
As a natural extension of these ideas, in [13] the authors prove that for any 4 € G,

. . 1 h . 1
thmfn . h(;Zai) <H"(C,) <4liminfn - h(; Zai), ()

i>n i>n

which very nicely characterizes the behaviour of " (C,). Note that in the example
above this limit inferior is equal to one.

The authors in [13] also prove similar results about the h-packing measure, so
again we will first remind the readers about this. Again we give these definitions for
subsets of IR but they are defined in all metric spaces. A d-packing of a non-empty
set E C R is a disjoint family of open intervals with centers in £ and with lengths
all less than ¢. Given this, the h-packing pre-measure 7’5’ is defined by

Pg‘(E) = (lsirr}) sup{z h(|U;|) : {U;} is a §-packing of E }. 5)
- i=1
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Unfortunately it turns out, for technical reasons, that Pg‘ is not a measure and thus
in order to produce a measure we need one additional step:

P(E) = inf{z Pl E ¢ U U} (©)
i=1 i

Because we assume that / is doubling, we have H"*(E) < P"(E) < PSZ(E).
The pre-packing dimension is the critical value for the packing pre-measure and
is given by

dimp, E = sup{s > 0: Pj(E) = oo} = inf{s > 0: P;(E) = 0}

while the packing dimension is the similar critical value for the packing measure
PS(E). The pre-packing dimension is known to coincide with the upper box dimen-
sion, which we will discuss shortly. Since H*(E) < P*(E) < P;(E), we have
dimg E < dimp E < dimp, E. In fact, in [9] it is shown that for any compact
K c R",if P§(K) < oo then P*(K) = P (K).

As a dual to (4), the authors in [13] also show that

.. 1 . 1
ghmsupn . h(; Zai) < Pé’(Ca) < 8limsupn - h(; Zai). @)

i>n i>n

This means that C, is simultaneously an h,-packing and h,-Hausdorff set (having
positive and finite measure for both). Furthermore, the authors show that s, < x* if
and only if 0 < H*(C,) < P;(Cy) < . This naturally leads to asking if a similar
relation holds for general gauge functions in G, which we discuss in the next section.

3 Classifying C, by its dimension partition

The inequalities (4) and (7) indicate that there is a strong relationship between the
dimensional behaviour of C, and the asymptotics of & € G. The authors in Cabrelli
et al. [3] explore this by considering the way that C, induces a partition on G.

By the dimension partition of a set C, € IR, we mean a partition of G into (six)
sets 4 () P4, for a < B € {0, 1, co}, where

H={heG:H"(C,) =a)fora=0,c0,
A =1{heG:0<H"(Ca) < oo},

and ‘@E is defined similarly, but replacing H" with P".

Furthermore, we say that any & € %”l“ N 9{1 is regular, in which case we also
say that C, is h-regular.

First we note that, by (4), 2 could be defined in terms of liminf - h(% Disn i)
instead of H“(C,). The situation for ﬁg is more complicated since (7) involves the
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o2 P P8
4 Wh(ca) =0 Wh(Ca) =0 7‘{h(ca) =0
O {ph(c,) =0 | h-packingset | P"(C,) =
st h-regular set h-:lausdorﬁ set
P(Cq) =
P H1(Ca) = o
o P"(Cy) =0

Fig. 3 Classification of functions in G for C,

packing pre-measure and not the packing measure. In general, P"(E) < Pg’ (E) but
it is possible for P"(E) = 0 and Pgt (E) > 0, the countable set {0} U {1/n : n € N}
being an example. However, in [3] it is shown that the situation for C, is simpler.

Proposition 2 ([3]) For any h € G, PE(Ca) = 0 (or ) if and only if P"(C,) = 0
(resp. ) and 0 < Pé’(Ca) < o ifand only if 0 < P"(C,) < co. Thus dimp C, =
dimp, C,.

This result, along with (4) and (7), mean that whenever h, =< hj; we also know that
dimy C, = dimy Cp, and dimp C, = dimp Cp. However, it is possible for C, and
Cp to have the same Hausdorff and packing dimensions but not the same dimension
partition, see Example 4.6 from [13].

Another consequence is that & could also be defined in terms of limsupn -
h(% 2i>n di). Furthermore, h € % N 22{ if and only if h(% Yisn@i) < 1/n, and
so any two functions in JZ% N " are equivalent.

We say two sequences (a,,) and (b,) are tail-equivalent if the sequence of tail
sums are equivalent, i.e., if there are ¢y, ¢, > 0 so that

CIZaiSZbiSCZZaiforalln.

i>n i>n i>n

We say two sequences (a,) and (b,) are weak tail-equivalent if there are j, k € IN

so that
ZaizéZbiand ZbiZ%Zai.

i>n i>jn i>n i>kn

Notice that tail-equivalent implies weak tail-equivalent. The converse is not true,
as can be seen by the example of a,, = ¢ and b,, = e>", which are weak tail-
equivalent but not tail-equivalent.

The next result is a full characterization of when two Cantor sets C, and C;, have
the same dimension partitions, both in terms of the sets themselves and also in terms
of their underlying sequences. In particular, notice that knowing that 72, N 2| =
jflb N .@f’ implies that all the other sets in the partition are also the same.

Proposition 3 ([3]) The following are equivalent:
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ha < hp;
Cq and Cyp, are h-regular for the same h € G;
HE8N @g =N gzgforalla <pBe€{0,1,00};

(ay) is weak tail-equivalent to (b,,).

AL~

In some situations, weak tail-equivalent sequences are also tail-equivalent. The
following result gives some equivalent conditions for this to occur.

Proposition 4 ([3]) Let W, = {(b,) : (by) is weak tail-equivalent to (a,) }. Every
(by) € W, is tail-equivalent to (ay) if and only if there is a (b,) € W, so that
hgl (x) is a doubling function.

Thus we know that if 47! is doubling, then weak tail-equivalence implies tail-
equivalence and hence we can replace weak tail-equivalence in Proposition 3 with
tail-equivalence.

Corollary 1 ([3]) Suppose that h,' is a doubling function. Then the dimension par-
titions of C, and Cy, are the same if and only if (a,,) and (b,,) are tail-equivalent.

4 Assouad dimension

Another family of metric dimensions are those which are related to the Assouad di-
mension. The Assouad dimension was used by Assouad in the study of embeddings
of a metric space into RY, see [11] for some historical discussion. There are many
variations on the Assouad dimension which we will discuss and all of them are re-
lated to the box dimensions, so we will start with these. Since we are concentrating
on subsets in R we will specialize to this setting, but these dimensions easily work
in any metric space.

Given E ¢ R and r > 0, we let N,-(E) be the minimal number of balls (intervals)
of radius r which cover E. The upper box and lower box dimensions are then defined
. log N, (E) log N, (E)

di_mBE = lim sup and dim gE = lim inf
oo  —logr - r—0 —logr

®)

When dimgE = dim pE we call the common value the box dimension and denote it
by dimp E. For any non-empty and bounded E we have (see [8])

dimy E < dimp E < dimgE and dimpy E < dim4E < dimpgE;

there are examples where all of the inequalities are strict. For our particular situation,
given a non-increasing sequence (a,,) it turns out that (see [13] for more discussion)

logm

= dimp Ca
—loga,,

dimpC, = limsup

and
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For these it is very important that C, is ‘‘almost’” a central Cantor set.

dim,C, = liminf = dimgy C,.

The Assouad dimensions use the same idea as the box dimensions to measure
size, but now ‘‘localizes’” by taking two different scales 0 < r < R and covering
E N B(x, R) with balls of size r (see Fig. 4). The (upper) Assouad dimension is
given as

R a
dims (E) = inf {a >0:3C,p>0,YO<r<R<p,supN,.(B(x,R)NE)<C (—) }
xeE r
and the lower (Assouad) dimension is
] ] R o
dimy (E) = sup {a >0:3C,p>0,Y0<r <R<p, mENr(B(x,R) NE)>C (—) } .
X€ r

Notice that these measure the ‘‘extreme’’ behaviour over x € E, with dimy E the
““‘largest’” and dimy, E the ‘‘smallest’” growth exponents of the local covering num-
bers. Also notice that if £ has an isolated point then dimy, E = 0.

In a general metric space with metric d, dima(E) < oo if and only if (E, d) is a
doubling metric space.

Fig. 4 Covering E N B(x, R) by little balls B(x;, r) of two different sizes.

The variations on the Assouad dimension all impose further conditions on the
relations between r and R. As an example, the quasi-Assouad dimension introduced
in [19] is given by

dimya E = yn})inf{a >0:3C,p>0,Y0<r<R"™ <p,

sup N.(B(x,R)NE)<C (5)0}
xeE r
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There is also a dual lower version, dim,; E. The two-step process in defining
dimg 4 £ makes it a bit unwieldy to work with.
It is possible to show that for any bounded £ ¢ R
dimy (E) < dimy (E) <dimy (E) < dimg(E) <

dimp(E) < dimya(E) < dima (E).

Self-similar sets

It is worthwhile to mention that for many sets, including many self-similar sets, all
the previous dimensions agree. Recall that a compact F' C R is self-similar if there

is a set of contractive similarities w; : R > R, i =1,2,..., N, so that
N
F= U w; (F).
i=1

The collection {w; }IIV is called an iterated function system (IFS) and we say that it has
the open set condition if there is some non-empty open set U C R with | J; w; (U) C
U. Under this condition, dim; F = dimy4 F and so all the dimensions coincide (see,
for example, [10]).

5 ®d-dimensions

The most general of these variations are the ®-dimensions dimg E which use a di-
mension function to specify the relation between r and R. In this setting, a dimension
function is a map @ : (0, 1) — R* with the property that r'*®(*) decreases to 0 as
decreases to 0. Given a dimension function ®, the upper ®-dimension is

dimoE = inf {& > 0:3C,p > 0,¥0 < r < R™+®R) < p,

a
sup N, (B(x,R)NE)<C (5) } . )
xeE r

As above, there is also a dual lower version, dimg, F, where again dim, £ = 0 any-
time E has an isolated point, just like we mentioned above for the lower dimension
dimy, E. Notice the crucial use of @ in this definition to control the size of r relative
to R.

The ®-dimensions were first introduced in [12], but then extensively investigated
in [14]. We warn the reader that some authors (like those of [1]) use a slightly dif-
ferent definition and require instead r = R'*®(®)_ This preserves many of the fea-
tures of the ®-dimensions but also causes some subtle differences. An example of
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this is the monotonicity property from Proposition 6 part 2, which can be lost when
r < R™®®) is replaced by r = R!*®(R),

Proposition 5 ([14]) Let E, F C R be bounded.
1. IfE C F then dimgE < dimgF. However dimg E < dimg, F' need not be true.

2. dime(E U F) = max{dimeoE, dimeF} and so dime, is finitely stable.
3. min{dimgE, dimy F} < dimg, (E U F) < max{dimyE, dimgF}.

The next result gives more of the basic properties of the ®-dimensions. Note that
when @ is ‘‘small enoughllimQE coincides with the Assouad dimension, while if
@ is “‘big enough’’ then dimgE coincides with the upper box dimension. Some of
these relations are illustrated in Fig. 5. In interpreting the figure it is important to
remember that ‘‘larger’” @ give smaller values for dimg E, see Proposition 6(2).
Proposition 6 ([14]) Let @ and ¥ be dimension functions.

1. dimg E < dimyE < dim,E < dimgE < dimgE < dimy E.
2. If (1) < W(1) for all small t > 0, then dimyE < dimoE and dimg,E < dimE.

3. If®(t)/¥(1) — last — 0, then dimoE = dimyE and dimyE = dimyE for all
E.

If®(t) — 6 > 0 and E is a closed set, then dimg,E < (1 +6) dimy E.
If®(1) < ¢/|log(x)| then dimyE = dim, E and dimgE = dim E.

If ®(t) — oo then dimg,E = dimyE and dimeE = dimgE.

If®(t) > 0ast — O, then

N S A

dim; E < dimgE < dimyz E < dimga E < dimgE < dimy E
and so the ®-dimensions are between the quasi-Assouad and Assouad dimension.

There is another figure dual to Fig. 5 which would show similar relations for the
lower ®@-dimensions. Notice the ‘‘phase transition cut-off’’ in the figure. The almost
sure value of the upper ®-dimension for i.i.d. random sets and measures exhibits a
‘‘phase transition’” where there is one value for ‘‘large’” dimension functions ® and

@ < ¢/|log x| ® — oo
. 0 )dimga m s
dimy dimp
— D(x) —m
smaller larger
(shallower) (deeper)

phase transition cut-off
for i.i.d. random models

Fig. 5 Upper ®@ dimension and the size of ®.
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Table 1 Summary comparison of dimensions (f is Lipschitz, g is bi-Lipschitz).

Property |dim g dimp dimg, dim B dimg di_mq>
EcF — dimE <dimF v v v v X v
dim(E U F) = max{dim E, dim F'} v v X v X v
dim(U,E,) =sup,, dimE, N v X X X X
dim f(E) < dimE v v v v X X
dimg(E) =dimE v v v v v v
dim(closure(E)) = dim E X X v v v v
dimO =n, 0 # O c R" open N v v N X N

another for ‘‘small’’, see [1, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20]. This transition happens according
as to whether
(1)

+—0 log|logt|
[log t]

— 0 or oo.

It is unknown what happens if the limit is neither zero nor infinity. This phase transi-
tion is an indication that the ®-dimensions between the Assouad and quasi-Assouad
are particularly interesting.

Itis also true that the quasi-Assouad dimension can be realized as a ®-dimension,
but the specific function @ depends on the set E. That is, given a bounded £ C R,
there is a dimension function ® with ®(x) — 0 as x — 0, such that dimgE =
dimga E. A similar statement also holds for the quasi-lower Assouad dimension.

Table 1 gives a summary comparison of the various dimensions that we have
discussed. It does this in terms of some properties that the dimension does or does
not always possess. Note that, quite surprisingly, a Lipschitz function can increase
the Assouad dimension (see [11, Section 3.4]), and thus in general the upper ®-
dimension as well.

A very good way of understanding the difference between different dimension
functions is via their associated depth functions. Suppose that (a,) is a doubling
sequence and let

be the average length of the Cantor intervals in C, at the nth level. Using this, we
define the depth function ¢ : IN — IN associate with @ by the rule that
@(n) =min{j € N : s,,; < 5,70},

the idea being that for R = s,,, we need r < 5,1 (n). Thus ¢(n) counts the minimal
number of ‘‘additional levels’’ you must descend in order to satisfy the condition
r < R"*®(R) at the scale R = s,,. Fig. 6 provides an illustration of this idea. Clearly
if ®(x) < W(x) for all small x > 0 their associated depth functions will also satisfy
e(n) < ¥ (n). If p(n) is bounded (as is the case for the Assouad dimension) there is
no requirement to look deep into the tree. On the other hand, if ¢(n)/n — oo then
you look so deep into the tree that the resulting dimension is the box dimension.
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For s,, = 37" (like in the middle-1/3 Cantor set) and ®(x) = ¢ (as in the definition
of dimg4 E), we get ¢(n) = 6n. This means that as R — 0, you must look deeper
and deeper into the tree in order to compute dimg4 E. The “‘cut-off”” between small
and large dimension functions turns out to be associated with ¢(n) < log(n).

: : : : R=s
/<>\ /(>\ /<>\ /<>\ o(n) “levels”

AAMAANMAARAAARD, —....

Fig. 6 The depth function ¢ (n) associated with (a;,) and ®(x).

In fact, for doubling (a,,) it is not too difficult to give an explicit formula for the ®-
dimensions in terms of the average tail-sums s, and the depth function ¢ associated
to ® and C, (see [14]):

Sk+n

- B
dimeC, = inf {ﬂ : (3ko, co > 0)(Vk = ko, n > p(k)) ( Sk ) > coz"}

and

B
dim,C, = sup {ﬁ 2 (Fkg, co > 0)(Vk = ko, n = p(k)) (s: ) < 002"}
n

Examples in [14] show that different dimension functions do measure different
things, as described in the next two results. The key idea is as follows. Suppose that
E is a central Cantor set with ratio of dissection ry at step k such that there is an
increasing sequence n; € IN (maybe extremely sparse) withry = pforn; +1 <k <
nj + ¢(n;) and otherwise ry = 7 < p, then dimeE = log2/|log p|.

Proposition 7 ([14]) Suppose that ®|, D, are dimension functions decreasing to
zero as x — 0 and |logx|®y(x) — oo as x — 0. Suppose further that there is
some 6 > 0 with @ (x) > (1 + 0)®@2(x) for small x. Then there are central Cantor
sets E, F so that dimg, E < dimg, E and dimg, F > dimg, F.

With very careful control of the scaling ratios in the construction of a central
Cantor set, we can even exactly specify dimg C for a continuous family of dimen-
sion functions ®. This is a very strong indication that different dimension functions
measure different geometric properties of a set.

Proposition 8 ([14]) Assume that for each p € (0,1), @, is a dimension function
decreasing to zero as x — 0 and |log x|®,(x) — oo as x — 0. Assume also that
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D, (x)/Pgy(x) — oo as x — oo whenever p > q.

Choose any 0 < a < B < 1 and suppose d : (0,1) — [a, b] is monotonically
decreasing and continuous. Then there is a central Cantor set C with

ﬁq)pE =d(p) foreachp € (0,1).

A similar statement holds for the lower ® dimension.

Closing thoughts

All of the dimensions that we have discussed are distinct and thus together provide a
more refined description of a set than would be possible with only one of them. The
@-dimensions in particular give great flexibility because of the freedom in choos-
ing @. So far the major application of this flexibility has been in understanding the
threshold phenomena in iid random models, but we look forward to seeing other
applications in quite different domains.

There are also versions of all of the preceding dimensions, including the ®-
dimensions, for measures and these dimensions can similarly be used to quantify
the ‘‘smoothness’” of the measure.

Acknowledgements KEH was partially supported by NSERC 2016:03719 and FM was partially
supported by NSERC 2019:05237. This support is gratefully acknowledged.

References

1. Banaji, A., Rutar, A., Troscheit, S. Interpolating with generalized Assouad dimensions.
arXiv:2308.12975, 2023.
2. Besicovitch, A. S. and Taylor, S. J. On the complementary intervals of a linear closed set of
zero Lebesgue measure. J. London Math. Soc., 29:449-459, 1954.
3. Cabrelli, C., Hare, K. E., Molter, U. Classifying Cantor sets by their fractal dimension. Proc.
Amer. Math. Soc. 138(11):3965-3974, 2010.
4. Cabrelli, C., Mendivil, F, Molter, U., and Shonkwiler, R. On the A-Hausdorff measure of
Cantor sets. Pacific Journal of Mathematics, 217(1):29-43, 2004.
5. Cabrelli, C., Molter, U., Paulauskas, V., and Shonkwiler, R. The Hausdorff dimension of
p-Cantor sets. Real Analysis Exchange, 39(2):413-433, 2004/5.
6. K.J. Falconer. The Geometry of Fractal Sets, Cambridge University Press, (1985).
7. K.J. Falconer. Fractal Geometry: Mathematical Foundations and Applications, John Wiley
& Sons, Hoboken, NJ, 3rd ed. (2014)
K. J. Falconer. Techniques in Fractal Geometry, John Wiley, (1997).
9. D.Feng, S. Hua and Z. Wen, Some relations between packing premeasure and packing mea-
sure., Bull. London Math. Soc. 31:665-670, 1999.
10. Fraser, J.M., Assouad type dimensions and homogeneity of fractals, Trans. Amer. Math.
Soc. 366:6687-6733, 2014.
11. J.M. Fraser. Assouad dimension and fractal geometry, Cambridge University Press, Tracts
in Mathematics Series, 222 (2020).

i



Dimensions of linear Cantor sets 15

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.
20.

Fraser, J.M., Yu, H. New dimension spectra: finer information on scaling and homogeneity.
Adv. Math., 329:273-328, 2018.

Garcia, 1., Molter, U., Scotto, R. Dimension functions of Cantor sets. Proc. Amer. Math.
Soc., 135(10):3151-3161, 2007.

Garcia, I., Hare, K.E., Mendivil, F. Intermediate Assouad-like dimensions. J. Fractal Geom-
etry 8(3):201-245, 2021.

Garcia, I., Hare, K.E., Mendivil, F. Almost sure Assouad-like dimensions of complementary
sets. Math. Z., 298(3-4):1201-1220, 2021.

Hare, K.E., Mendivil, F. Assouad-like dimensions of a class of random Moran measures., J.
Math. Anal. Appl., 508,125912, 2022.

Hare, K.E., Mendivil, F. Assouad-like dimensions of a class of random Moran measures. II.
Non-homogeneous Moran sets, J. Fractal Geom., 10, 351-388, 2023.

Hare, K.E., Mendivil, F. Attainable Assoud-like dimensions of randomly generated Moran
sets and measures., arXiv:2503.20575, 2025.

Li, F.,, Xi, L., Quasi-Assouad dimension of fractals., J. Fractal Geom., 3(2):187-215, 2016.
Troscheit, S., Assouad spectrum thresholds for some random constructions., Can. Math.
Bull., 63:434-453, 2020.



