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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we solve the long standing open problem on exact dimensionality of
self-affine measures on the plane. We show that every self-affine measure on the plane is exact
dimensional regardless of the choice of the defining iterated function system. In higher dimensions,
under certain assumptions, we prove that self-affine and quasi self-affine measures are exact
dimensional. In both cases, the measures satisfy the Ledrappier-Young formula.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let A = {A1,...,Any} be a finite set of contracting non-singular d x d matrices, and let
O ={fi(x) = Az + Ei}ij\il be an iterated function system (IFS) of affine mappings, where ¢, € R?
for alli € {1,...,N}. It is a well known fact that there exists a unique non-empty compact subset

A of R? such that
N
A= HW).
i=1

We call the set A a self-affine set associated to ®.

Let a;(A) be the ith singular value of a d x d non-singular matrix A. Namely, «;(A) is
the positive square root of the ith eigenvalue of AA*, where A* is the transpose of A. Thus,
0 < ag(A) < --- < ai1(A) < 1. The geometric interpretation of the singular values is that
the linear map x — Az maps the d-dimensional unit ball to an ellipse with semiaxes of length
ag(A) <--- < a1(A). For a subspace V C R?, we define the restricted operator norm of a matrix

A to be

A
JAWV]| = sup 1220
veV ”UH
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where ||v|| denotes the Euclidean norm of a vector v. Let m(A|V) = ||[A7!|V||~! and note that
01(A) = [ A[RY| and ag(4) = m(ARY).

We denote the Hausdorff dimension of a set E C R? by dimy F and the packing dimension by
dimp, E. For the definitions and basic properties of these quantities, we refer to Falconer [11].

The dimension theory of self-affine sets is far away from being well understood. Bedford [6]
and McMullen [32] studied the Hausdorff and packing dimensions of a carpet-like planar class of
self-affine sets. This result was generalised by Kenyon and Peres [27] for higher dimensions. Later,
Gatzouras and Lalley [20] and Baranski [2] studied a more general class of carpet-like self-affine sets
in the plane. Fraser [18] has calculated the packing dimension for general box-like planar self-affine
sets.

Falconer [9] introduced the singular value function for non-singular matrices and defined the
corresponding subadditive pressure. He showed that the zero of the pressure, the affinity dimension,
is an upper bound for the packing dimension of the self-affine set. He also proved that if the
contraction ratios of the mappings are strictly less than 1/3 then the Hausdorff and packing
dimensions coincide and equal to the affinity dimension for Lebesgue almost every translation
vector (tq,...,ty). Later, Solomyak [43] extended the bound to 1/2. It follows from the example
of Przytycki and Urbanski [37] that the bound 1/2 is sharp. Very recently, working on the plane,
Bérany and Rams [4] proved that for almost all positive matrices under the strong separation
condition, the Hausdorff dimension is equal to the affinity dimension provided that the 1-bunched
condition holds or the affinity dimension is greater than 5/3. In the overlapping carpet case,
Shmerkin [41] has used the transversality method for self-similar sets to calculate the dimension
of a class of box-like self-affine sets. Furthermore, Fraser and Shmerkin [19] have shown that the
dimension of a typical overlapping Bedford-McMullen carpet-like self-affine set is equal to the
dimension of the corresponding non-overlapping Bedford-McMullen carpets.

The first dimension result valid for open set of translation vectors was given by Hueter and
Lalley [22]. They showed that under some conditions on the matrices, if the strong separation
condition holds, then the Hausdorff dimension of the self-affine set is equal to the affinity dimension,
which in this case is less than 1. Kédenmaki and Shmerkin [25] proved a similar statement for
the packing dimension of overlapping self-affine sets of Kakeya-type, in which case the dimension
is strictly larger than 1. Falconer [10] gave a condition on the projection of the self-affine set,
under which the packing dimension is equal to the affinity dimension. Falconer and Kempton [13]
generalised this result (and the condition) on the plane for the Hausdorff dimension.

Let us next consider the dimension theory of self-affine measures. Let p be an arbitrary Radon
measure on R? and denote by B(z,r) the d-dimensional closed ball centered at 2 € R? with radius
r. Then we call

, .. Jdogu(B(z,T)) -_— : log u(B(z, 1))
dim,, (p, ) ZI;Igg)ng and  dimyoc(, 2) =112§)1+1PT

the lower and upper local dimension of u at the point x, respectively. If the limit exists, then we
say that the measure has local dimension dimy,.(p, ) at the point z. For a given Radon measure
1, the local dimensions naturally introduce four different dimensions:

dimy; p = essinf dim, . (u, ) = inf {dimpg A : A is a Borel set with p(A) > 0},
Zrop

dimy p = esssup dim,. (14, 2) = inf {dimy A : A is a Borel set with u(A°) = 0},
z~p

dim,, p = essinf dimyoc(p, z) = inf {dimp A : A is a Borel set with u(A) > 0},
T~p

dimy, = esssup dimjee (g1, ) = inf {dim, A : A is a Borel set with u(A¢) =0},

zop

where A¢ denotes the complement of the set A. For proofs of the above characterizations via
set-dimensions, see [12]. Moreover, we call the measure p exact dimensional if the local dimension
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exists for p-almost every point and equals to
dimy p = dimy p = dimy, p = dimy, p.
In this case, the common value is denoted by dim .

The problem of the existence of local dimensions has a long history for self-affine measures and
also in smooth dynamical systems. For an invariant measure in high-dimensional C1T% systems,
Ledrappier and Young [28, 29] proved the existence of the local dimensions along stable and unstable
local manifolds. Eckmann and Ruelle [8] indicated that it is unknown whether the local dimension
of a hyperbolic invariant measure is the sum of the local dimensions along stable and unstable
local manifolds. This question was referred to as the Eckmann-Ruelle conjecture, and it was
later confirmed by Barreira, Pesin, and Schmeling [5]. However, it remained open for non-smooth
systems, such as self-affine measures.

Let ¥ be the set of one-sided words of symbols {1,..., N} with infinite length, i.e. ¥ =
{1,...,N }N , where we adopt the convention that 0 € N. Let us denote the left-shift operator on X
by 0. Let the set of words with finite length be ¥* = J>2 , {1,..., N}" and denote the length of
7 € X* by [7|. We define the cylinder sets of ¥ in the usual way, that is, by setting

[i0s - - -y in] = {i = (Jo, J1,---) € 140 = Jos---sin = Jn}-
For a word 7 = (ip,...,i,) with finite length let f; be the composition f;, o---o f; and A; be the
product A;, ---A;,.
Let v be a probability measure on 3. We say that v is quasi-Bernoulli if there exists a constant
C > 1 such that for every 7,7 € ¥*

-1 _ _- __ _ _-

Cv()v([7) < v(fg)) < Cv(l)v([7)-
We note that this definition suffices to us since in the proofs we can always replace the quasi-Bernoulli
measure v by a o-invariant ergodic quasi-Bernoulli measure equivalent to v. If the constant C' > 1
above can be chosen to be 1, then v is called Bernoulli. It is easy to see that a Bernoulli measure
is o-invariant and ergodic. By definition, for any Bernoulli measure v there exists a probability

vector p = (p1,...,pn) such that v([ig, ..., in]) = piy - pi,-
We define a natural projection from 3 to A by

m(igir---) = lim fj, 0 fiyo---0 f;,(0),
n—o0
where 0 denotes the zero vector in R%. If v is a Bernoulli measure, then the push-down measure

u=mw=von !is called self-affine, and if v is quasi-Bernoulli then 1 is called quasi self-affine.
It is well known that a self-affine measure 1 satisfies

N
p=> pipofl (1.1)
i=1
where (p1,...,pn) is the associated probability vector.

If the linear parts of f; are similarities then we call the self-affine measure self-similar. Ledrappier
indicated that applying the method used in [28, 29|, one could prove exact dimensionality for
self-similar measures; see Peres and Solomyak [35, p. 1619]. This was later conjectured by Fan,
Lau, and Rao [16] and finally confirmed by Feng and Hu [17]. We remark that Feng and Hu [17]
proved the result for the push-down measure of any ergodic o-invariant measure.

The first result for self-affine systems is due to McMullen [32], who implicitly proved the exact
dimensionality of self-affine measures on the Bedford-McMullen carpets. Later, Gatzouras and
Lalley [20] showed the exact dimensionality and calculating the value of dimension of self-affine
measures for a class of planar carpet-like self-affine measures. In fact, their method to calculate the
Hausdorff dimension of carpet-like self-affine sets was to find the maximal possible dimension of
self-affine measures. Later Barariski [2] showed similar result for another class of planar self-affine
carpets. In addition to the self-similar case, Feng and Hu [17] proved exact dimensionality for
push-down measure of arbitrary ergodic o-invariant measure on box-like self-affine sets. This was
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previously suggested by Kenyon and Peres [27] for higher dimensional Bedford-McMullen carpets. If
the strong separation condition holds and the linear parts satisfy the dominated splitting condition,
Barany [2] showed exact dimensionality of planar self-affine measures and gave the dimension a
formula which involves entropy, Lyapunov exponents and projections of the measure. This formula
was first shown by Ledrappier and Young [28, 29] for the local dimension along stable manifolds of
invariant measures of C? smooth diffeomorphisms.

Kéenmaéki [24] and Kédenméki and Vilppolainen [26] showed that for almost every translation
vector there exists an ergodic o-invariant measure such that the upper Hausdorff dimension of the
push down measure is equal to the affinity dimension and hence, is the maximum possible. For
almost every positive matrices taken from certain open set, Bardany and Rams [4] showed that this
dimension maximizing measure exists and is exact dimensional for all translation vectors provided
that the strong separation condition holds.

The main result, Theorem 2.3, of this paper confirms that every self-affine measure is exact
dimensional provided that the corresponding Lyapunov exponents are distinct. As a corollary, we
solve a long standing open problem in the plane by showing that every planar self-affine measure is
exact-dimensional regardless of the choice of matrices and translation vectors. This generalises the
results of Gatzouras and Lalley [20] and Feng and Hu [17] in the plane. By introducing the projected
entropy, exact dimensionality of self-similar measures was proven by Feng and Hu [17]. Relying
on the product structure of box-like self-affine systems, they were able to show the Ledrappier-
Young formula in terms of the sequence of projected entropies. In our case, since the choice
of matrices is free, we have the added complication coming from the non-existence of invariant
directions. Therefore we adapt the original method of Ledrappier-Young [28, 29] by considering
orthogonal projections instead of locally defined invariant Hélder manifolds. The adaptation is not
straightforward since the induced dynamical system has singularities and is not invertible.

In Theorem 2.6, we prove that every quasi self-affine measure on R? is exact dimensional if
the corresponding matrices satisfies the totally dominated splitting condition. We show that the
Ledrappier-Young formula holds also in this case.

Kaplan and Yorke conjectured that for Sinai-Ruelle-Bowen (SRB) measures the Hausdorff
dimension is generically equal to the Lyapunov dimension; see Eckmann and Ruelle [8]. The self-
affine and quasi self-affine measures can be defined as SRB-measures of some Baker-transformation
with singularities. Jordan, Pollicott, and Simon [23] showed that if the norm of the linear parts
is less than 1/2 then for Lebesgue almost every translation vector the lower and upper Hausdorff
dimensions of the push-down measure of any ergodic o-invariant measure coincide, and the value
is equal to the Lyapunov dimension of the measure. Rossi [40] extended this result for packing
dimensions.

As a corollary to our results, we reformulate the Kaplan-Yorke conjecture for self-affine and
quasi self-affine measures in Corollary 2.7.

Structure of the paper. In Section 2, we state our main results and exhibit a few corollaries.
In Section 3, we give a general overview on conditional measures of Radon measures with respect
to measurable partitions and prove a couple of auxiliary results. In Section 4, we introduce the
dynamical system used to study self-affine measures on R%. We define the system in R¥*! x F
by lifting the planar IFS into R*! such that it satisfies the strong separation condition. Here
I is the set of flags and its role is to keep track of strong stable directions. Moreover, we also
define families of invariant measurable partitions associated to the Lyapunov exponents/stable
directions. In Section 5, we prove our main result on self-affine measures having distinct Lyapunov
exponents, Theorem 2.3. The proof is decomposed into three propositions. At first, we show that
the conditional measures along the strongest stable directions are exact dimensional. Secondly, we
prove that the projections along strong stable directions of conditional measures onto weaker stable
directions are exact dimensional. Finally, we show that the conditional measures have product
structure with respect to the strong stable foliations and projections along strong stable foliations.
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We note that there is a remarkable difference between the case of general matrices with self-
affine measures having distinct Lyapunov exponents and the case of matrices satisfying the totally
dominated splitting condition with quasi self-affine measures. In the latter case, because of the
result of Bochi and Gourmelon [7], we can define a Holder continuous function from the symbolic
space to the space of sequences of subspaces, which are the strong stable subspaces. Therefore
in Section 6, we can define our dynamical system on R? x . However, for general matrices such
Holder function does not necessarily exist. Therefore, we have to define our dynamical system on
R*1 x F, which is clearly not invertible nor hyperbolic. This fact also restricts our analysis with
general matrices by requiring the measure to be self-affine.

In Section 7, we prove the case of matrices satisfying the totally dominated splitting condition,
Theorem 2.6. To prove that the projections along strong stable directions of conditional measures
onto weaker stable directions are exact dimensional is the main contribution of this section.

2. MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Ledrappier-Young formula for Bernoulli measures with simple spectrum. To state
our first main theorem, let us recall here the statement of the Oseledets’ Theorem for one-sided
shifts; see [1, Theorem 3.4.1].

Theorem 2.1 (Oseledets). Let A = {A;,..., An} be a set of non-singular d x d matrices with
|Ail| <1 forie{l,...,N}. Then for any ergodic o-invariant measure v on ¥ there exist constants
0<x, < <x% such that

.1 -1 -1 d—i+1
i g4 - A =
for v-almost every i. There exist p € {1,...,d} and dj > 1 for j € {1,...,p} such that
Xp == < = = < g T o
Moreover, for every j € {1,...,p} and v-almost every i € ¥ there exist a di + - - - + d;-dimensional

subspace E7(i) of RY depending measurably on the point such that
E'(i) C--- C EP(i), A;'E/(i)=E(oi), and lim —log|A;'--- AN EI(i)]| = xo' Y
n—oo N n 0
for v-almost every i. The numbers ', are called the Lyapunov-exponents of v.

From the geometric point of view, the Oseledets theorem states that for large n, a typical linear
map z — A; L. -A;Olg maps the unit ball to an ellipse with semiaxes of length approximately eXv™.
If two Lyapunov exponents coincide, then the ratio of the lengths of the corresponding semiaxes
may still converge to zero, but subexponentially. We say that v has simple Lyapunov spectrum if
all the Lyapunov exponents have multiplicity one, that is,

Xo < Xo < <X (2.1)

Let us denote the Grassmannian manifold of k-dimensional subspaces of R? by G(k, d). Moreover,
for every 1 < j1 <--- < jp < d let

Fg’jw,jp):{%x.-.xm € G(j1,d) x --- x G(jp,d) : V, € --- C Wi}

be the space of flags.

Theorem 2.2 (Existence of Furstenberg measure). Let A = (Ay,..., Ax) and v be a Bernoulli
measure on ¥. Moreover, let T = (dp,dp + dp—1,...,dy + -+ + d2), where p and d; are as in
Theorem 2.1. Define T: ¥ x F4 s ¥ x FZ such that

T(i, Vpoy x -+ x V1) = (01, A 'Vpy x -+ x A VA).
Then there exists a measure pup on T such that v x pp is T-invariant and ergodic. Furthermore,

3 1 —1 —1 d1+"'+d'+1
Jim - logm(A ! A V;) =t T
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for v x pp-almost all (i,V,—1 x --- x V7).

Proof. Let 3= {1,...,N}” and denote the unique two-sided extension of v to by by P. Moreover,
let T: 3 x Fd 3 x F¢ be the two-sided extension of T'. Let us denote by F the sigma-algebra
generated by cylinder sets of 3. Denote by F* (and respectively by F ) the sub-sigma-algebras of F
restricted to ¥ (and restricted to ©_ = {1,..., N}%2-). By the two-sided Oseledets’s Theorem (see [1,
Theorem 3.4.11]), for P-almost every i there exist di, ..., d, dimensional subspaces El(i), . ,Ep(i)
such that
RY=E'() & @ EP(i), A 'Ei(i)=E(oi),

and

lim %log ”A;Ll . A;)lv” — X’C/l1+--~+dj

n—oo
for all v € E7(i)\ {0}. By [1, Remark 5.3.2], the function i — EP(i) @ - - - @ EJ(i) is F-measurable

for all j € {1,...,p}. By [1, Theorem 1.6.13 and Theorem 1.7.5], there exists a T-invariant and
ergodic measure p such that

dp(i, Voot X -+ X Vi) = d8 gy - -+ 46 dP(i),

P (i) Er(i)®--@E2(i)
where d, denotes the Dirac-measure supported on z. Thus, by [1, Theorem 1.7.2 and Corollary 1.7.6],

there exists a measure ur on ¥ such that
E(ulF*) = v x up

and v X pup is T-invariant. The last assertion of the theorem follows by the definition of the
subspaces E7. O

The measure ur is called the Furstenberg measure. We note that the Furstenberg measure may
not be unique, but our results are independent of the choice. To simplify notation, we denote the

elements of IE‘Cll d—1 by 0 = (Va—1,...,V1). The entropy of a quasi-Bernoulli measure v is
.1 _ _
hy = = lim — > v(lil) log v([a]).
[z]=n
Note that if v is a Bernoulli measure obtained from a probability vector (p1,...,pn), then h, =

— Ef\; 1 pilog p;. Finally, for a subspace V' C R?, we denote the orthogonal projection from R? onto
V' by projy .

Theorem 2.3 (Main Theorem). Let ® = {fi(z) = Az +t;}, be an IFS on R? such that A =
{A1,..., AN} is a finite set of contractive non-singular d x d matrices. Then for every Bernoulli
measure v on X with simple Lyapunov spectrum, the self-affine measure u = m,v is exact dimensional.
Moreowver, /,Lgl = (projgL )«pt is exact dimensional and

-1 , ; ;
h, — H (X,@*l—x,@) e
+ == ) dim py, (2.2)
d d v,
X — X

v v

dim py =

for pp-almost every (Va_1,...,V1), where H = — [log Vi”_l([z'o])du(i) and {Vi’r_l} is the family of
conditional measures of v defined by the measurable partition {m=*(r(i))}.

The equation (2.2) is called the Ledrappier-Young formula. The following theorem solves the
long standing open problem on the exact dimensionality of planar self-affine measures.

Theorem 2.4. If ® = {f;(z) = Aig+g}f\;1 is an IFS on R? such that A = {A1,..., AN} is
a finite set of contractive non-singular 2 X 2 matrices then for every Bernoulli measure v, the
self-affine measure p = mv is exact-dimensional and satisfies the Ledrappier-Young formula.

Proof. By Feng and Hu [17], if x. = x2, then p is exact dimensional and dimpu = (h, — H)/x..

The case . < x2 follows from Theorem 2.3. O
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Let us compare Theorem 2.4 with the existing planar results. Besides solving the problem in the
case of equal Lyapunov exponents, Feng and Hu [17, Theorem 2.11] proved the Ledrappier-Young
formula for matrix tuples of diagonal matrices. Bardny [3, Theorem 2.7] proved the formula
for matrix tuples satisfying the dominated splitting condition by assuming the strong separation
condition. In Theorem 2.4, we do not assume any kind of separation condition. The statement
holds for any contracting matrices, regardless of overlaps.

The main idea of the proof is to show that the self-affine measure has a conformal structure
restricted to the Oseledets and Furstenberg directions. This is done in Propositions 5.2 and 5.3.
By using this observation, we show in Propositions 5.8 and 5.9 that the original measure has a
local product-like structure with respect to these restrictions and hence, the exact-dimensionality
and the Ledrappier-Young formula follow. We overcome the problems coming from the lack of
separation conditions by lifting the system in one dimension higher; this is done in Section 4.

2.2. Ledrappier-Young formula with totally dominated splitting matrix tuples. Before
we state our second main theorem we introduce the totally dominated splitting condition for
a finite family of matrices. We say that a finite set of contractive non-singular d x d matrices
A ={Ai,..., An} has dominated splitting of index i € {1,...,d — 1} if there exist constants C' > 1
and 0 < 7 < 1 such that

ai1(Ajy - Aj,)

ai(Aj -+ Aj,)
for all jo,...,jn € {1,..., N} and n € N. Furthermore, we say that A satisfies the totally dominated
splitting (TDS) if for every ¢ € {1,...,d — 1} either A has dominated splitting of index i or there
exists a constant C' > 1 such that

<Cr

@iy1(Ajo -~ Ajy)
ai(Aj -+ Aj,)
for all jo,...,7n € {1,...,N} and n € N. We call the set of indices, where a; dominates a1,
dominated indices and we denote it by D(.A). In other words, D(A) = {i € {1,...,d — 1} : A has
dominated splitting of index i}.
By Oseledec’s Multiplicative Ergodic Theorem, for any o-invariant ergodic measure v there are
constants 0 < yL < --- < x% such that

cl<

1 .
lim —logay(A; -+ A;) = =X,

n—oo N

for v-almost every i € X. In particular, if A satisfies the TDS, then X, < x, —logT < x&t! for
every i € D(A) and x¢, = x4t for i ¢ D(A).

Proposition 2.5 (Bochi and Gourmelon [7]). Let A= {Ai1,...,An} be a finite set of contractive
non-singular d x d matrices satisfying the TDS. Then for every i € D(A) there exists a family of
subspaces {Fil}iGE such that

(1) dim F{ =d — i,

(2) AiF{ = F5;,

(3) [[Ai, - Aig |[F{|| < Caipa(Ai, -+ Aig),

(4) the mapping i — F!, denoted by F", is Hélder continuous.
Moreover, if the elements of D(A) are 1 < j1 < -+ < jr < d — 1, then we have Flj’“ C Fij’“_1 C
e C F_jl .

1

d
. . di]k»ydf.yl
by pr = (F*,... F'),v. Let us note that, by definition, dim u’ ;| < min {i,dim u} for every

(F)*
ic ¥ andieD(A).

Theorem 2.6 (Main Theorem). Let & = {fi(z) = Az +t;}, be an IFS on R? such that A =
{A1,..., AN} is a finite set of contractive non-singular d x d matrices satisfying the TDS. Then for

In the case totally dominated splitting, we can define the Furstenberg measure pp on F
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every quasi-Bernoulli measure v on X, the quasi self-affine measure p = m,v is exact dimensional
and for each i € D, the measure H{F‘i)L = (proj(F.i)l)*,u 1s exact dimensional for v-almost every i.

Moreover,
: h, — H D AR
dimp= M 52 (N dimf
=2 '
for v-almost every i, where H = — [ log I/i”_l([io]) dv(i) and {Vi“_l} is the family of conditional

i
measures of v defined by the measurable partition {71 (m(i))}.

The main idea of the proof is essentially the same as that of Theorem 2.3. The main difference
is in the verification of the conformal structure in the Oseledets and Furstenberg directions.

2.3. Corollaries to the main theorems. As a direct corollary to our results, under the respective
assumptions, we can give a reformulation of the Kaplan-Yorke conjecture. This reformulation gives
another perspective to verify or to disprove the conjecture.

Corollary 2.7. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.3 or Theorem 2.6,

h, — S El i
dimpu = min k—1+M
ke{l,...,d} llj

holds if and only if
H =0 and dimuQL = min {¢, dim p}

for every i € D and pp-almost every 6, where either D = {1,...,d—1} or D is the set of dominated
indexes.

In the view of Corollary 2.7, one may expect that there is an equivalent characterisation of the
Kaplan-Yorke conjecture for ergodic invariant measures of hyperbolic diffeomorphisms acting on
smooth Riemannian manifolds. This would mean that the Kaplan-Yorke conjecture holds if and
only if there is no dimension drop for typical projections along the tangent bundles of C1*¢ stable
and unstable leafs.

For planar self-affine measures, Falconer and Kempton [14] have recently shown that if the
projected measures ,u(i are exact dimensional for pp-almost every 6, then the pp-typical value of
the dimension of ,upTL is minimal except possibly for at most one direction.

We say that @ satisfies the strong open set condition (SOSC) if there exists an open and bounded
set U C R? intersecting the self-affine set, U N A # (), such that

N

Urwcu

i=1
and f;(U) N f;(U) = 0 for every ¢ # j. The SOSC is a milder condition than strong separation
condition (SSC), which holds if f;(A) N f;(A) =0 for i # j.
Corollary 2.8. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.3 or Theorem 2.6, if ® satisfies the SOSC
and v([i]) > 0 for alli € {1,...,N}, then

H=— /log v (lio]) dw (i) = 0.

Proof. Tt is enough to show that 7~ !(7(i)) is a singleton for v-almost every i. Let us define two
sets,

I={ieX¥:n(i)eU} and C={ie€X: there exist j# isuch that 7(i) = 7(j)},

where U is the open set of the SOSC. It is easy to see that o—'I C I, therefore by ergodicity either
v(I) =0 or v(I) = 1. Since U N A # () there exists a cylinder set f;(A) that fz(A) C U. Hence,
v(I) = w(U) > u(fz(A)) > v([z]) > 0 and therefore u(U) = v(I) =1, i.e. pu(0U) = 0.
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On the other hand, if i € C' then there exists j # i such that 7(i) = 7(j). Let n = min{k : i, # ji }.
Then w(c™i) = 7(0"j) but the first symbols of o™i and ¢"j differ. Since A is contained in the
closure of U and f;(U) N f;(U) = 0 for every i # j it is only possible if 7(c™i) € df;,(U). Thus,
m(o™*1) € OU and therefore 7(C) C [Jo2, Ujsj=n f:(OU). Hence, by (1.1),

€) < uir(e) < (U U #00)) < 3 3 utiov) =3 ulow) <o
n=0 [z]=n n=0 [z7]=n n=0
which is what we wanted to show. O

As an easy consequence of Corollary 2.7, Corollary 2.8, and [34, Theorem 2.6], we get the
following.

Corollary 2.9. Let ® = {fi(z) = Aig+§i}fil be an IFS on R? such that A= {A1,..., AN} is a
finite set of contractive non-singular 2 X 2 matrices. Let us assume that ® satisfies the SOSC. Then
for every Bernoulli measure v, if dimy pp > min {dim p, 2 — dim u}, then we have
1
dimp = min{hl{, 1+ hllzx"} .
Xv Xv

We remark that Hochman and Solomyak [21] have recently announced a method to calculate
the dimension of the Furstenberg measure up for 2 x 2 matrices. Many of the recent works on
dimensions of self-affine sets rely on properties of the Furstenberg measure; see e.g. Morris and
Shmerkin [33] and Rapaport [38].

Corollary 2.10. Let ® = {f;(z) = Ajz + zi}i]\il be an IFS on R? such that A= {A;,..., AN} is
a finite set of contractive non-singular d X d matrices satisfying the TDS. Moreover, let us assume
that ® satisfies the SOSC. Then for every quasi-Bernoulli measure v , if

dimy (F") v +dimp > i(d —i+1) or dimy(F").w >i(d — i — 1) 4+ min {7, dim u}
for every i € D(A), then we have
hy, — Z]‘c:l Xi
dim p = i E—14 2L &=l vt 2.3
m [ ke?ll}?,d}{ + % } (2.3)

v

Proof. Let i € {1...d} and let A be a Radon measure with finite t-energy with ¢ < ¢. Then there
exists a set Xy C G(i,d) with dimyg X; < i(d — i — 1) + ¢ such that for all V' € G(i,d) \ X, the
measure (projy)«A has finite t-energy; see [15, Theorem 2.2(i)]. Observe that for every i € D, we
have dimy ((F9)1),v = dimy (F?),v.

Let us first assume that dimp < ¢. By Egorov’s Theorem and the exact dimensionality of
w = mv and N{F_i)Lu for every £ > 0 there exists a set E with u(E) > 1 — e such that p|g has finite
(dim p — €)-energy. By choosing € > 0 small enough and A = p|g we get that if

dimy (F)v > i(d —i—1) +dimp — €
then for v-almost every i
dim pt{py 1 > dimy (lB) (pyyr = dimy (u]p) (g2 > dimp —e.

T .
(FH+

If dim g > ¢, then by Egorov’s Theorem choosing £ > 0 sufficiently small, dim u|g > i and p|g
has finite (dim pu — €)-energy. Thus, by [34, Proposition 6.1] we get that if

dimy (F").v +dimp — e > i(d — i + 1),

Since € > 0 was arbitrary, we get that if dim pu < 4, then dim = dim y for v-almost every i.

then dim ”?F.i) L > dim (| E)EFF;') 1 =1 for v-almost every i. Therefore for every ¢ € D

T

dim p4 sy, = min {i,dim p}

for v-almost every i. By simple algebra, we see that Theorem 2.6 and Corollary 2.8 imply (2.3). O
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To finish this section, we exhibit a concrete example of a family of matrices satisfying the
TDS. Let us recall the definition of totally postive matrices from [36, Definition 1.1]. Let Ig =

{it="(i1,...,0p) 1 1 <@y <--- <ip <d} forpe{l,...,d}, andforanyi,jelglet

Alr,7) = det(aikhjl )i,l:l7

where A = (am)g{j:l. Thus Az, 7] is the minor of A determined by 7,7. We say that a d x d matrix

A is strictly totally positive (STP) if Afz,7] > 0 for all 7,7 € Ig and p € {1,...,d— 1}. By definition,
the set of matrix tuples formed by the STP matrices is an open subset of the set of all matrix
tuples. For example, in the two dimensional case, the STP matrices are the matrices with strictly
positive elements and positive determinant. These matrices map the first quadrant of the plane
strictly into itself.

Example 2.11. A finite set of contractive STP matrices satisfies the TDS with D = {1,...,d — 1}.
Before we verify this claim, we recall another result of Bochi and Gourmelon.

Theorem 2.12 (Bochi and Gourmelon [7]). A finite set A = {A1,..., AN} of contractive non-
singular d X d matrices has the dominated splitting of index i if and only if there exists a non-empty
proper subset C' C G(p,d) that is strictly invariant under A, i.e. A;C C C° for alli € {1,...,N},
and there is a (d — p)-plane that is transverse to all elements of C.

In the two dimensional case, the set C' in Theorem 2.12 is a finite union of closed cones. Since
C' is mapped strictly into itself by all the matrices, we have a compact set of subspaces X C C,
which is invariant under the action of linear maps, i.e. X = |J; 4;X, and has uniformly positive
angle with the boundary of C. Similarly, the closure of the complement of the multicone C' is
also mapped into itself by the inverses of the linear maps, and the invariant subset again has a
uniformly positive angle with the boundary of C. Hence, every ellipse become narrower and thicker,
with some uniform multiple, under the action of the linear maps. This is what the definition of the
dominated splitting calls for.

Let us next verify the claim in Example 2.11. The pth exterior power of R? is denoted by APR?.
Then {e;, A+~ Aej, : (i1,...,0p) € Ig} forms a basis of the vector space APRY, where {ei}?zl is
the standard orthogonal basis of R?. Let AlPl = (A[2, 7))z 7¢ Id for every d x d matrix A. Thus, APl

defines a linear mapping on APR? such that
Atl/\..'/\Atp:A[p]tl/\'../\ép

for all ¢,...,1, € R4, For each 7 = (iy,...,ip) € Ig we define e; = e;; A--- Ae;,. Let ép be a
subset of APR? such that

ép ={ty A+ AL, = (—1)* Z Arez k€ {0,1} and A; > 0 for every 7 € Ig}.

weld
Observe that the mapping P,: @p — G(p, d) defined by P(t; A---At,) = (ty,...,t,) is a continuous
embedding. Defining C), = P(ap) we see that C), is an open subset of G(p,d). Therefore, by

showing that [JY |, A,C, C C, and that there exists a (d — p)-plane transverse to all elements of C,
Theorem 2.12 verifies the claim in Example 2.11.
Let V € A;C) for some i. Then there exist vectors ¢y, ... ,t, such that V' = (Aity, ... ,A¢§p> and

b A AL, = (—1)k Z Azez, where A\; > 0 but there exists 7 € Ig such that A; > 0.
el
Since
Aty Ao A Aty = APl A n e = (P (Z Ai[z,j])\]>
weld “jeld

we see that Zjelg A;[2,7)A; > 0. Therefore, Aity A--- A At € CA’p and V € C).
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To show that there exists a (d — p)-plane that is transverse to C), it is enough to show that there
exist vectors apy-e5 Qg p that ¢, Ao Nty Nag N Nag_y, # 0 for every t; NNty € Cp. But
this follows immediately since, by choosing a; = €p+1,...,a,_, = €q, we have

k
LA AN ANag N Nag o, = (1) A pler Ao Aeg) # 0.

We have now verified the claim in Example 2.11.

3. CONDITIONAL MEASURES
Let (2, B,\) be a probability space. If ¢ is a measurable partition of 2, then by the result of
Rokhlin [39], there exists a canonical system of conditional measures. That is, for A-almost every
z € () there exists a measure A supported on ((z), where ((z) is the partition element which

contains x, such that for every measurable set A C €2 the function z — )\g(A) is B¢-measurable,
where B, is the sub-o-algebra of B whose elements are union of the elements of ¢, and

MNA) = / AS(A) dA(z).

The conditional measures are uniquely defined up to a set of zero measure.

For two measurable partitions (; and (s we define the common refinement (; V (2 such that for
every x, ((1 V C2)(z) = 1(z) N ¢a(z). Moreover, let us define the image of the partition ¢ under of
measurable function g:  +— Q' in the natural way, i.e. by setting (¢¢)(z) = g1 (¢(g(x))) for all z.
We say that (; is a refinement of (s if for every z, ¢1(z) C (2(x), and we denote it by (; > (.

Lemma 3.1. Let (Q,B,\) and (', B, \) be probability spaces and ¢ be a measurable partition on
Q. Let g: Q— Q be measurable, bijective mapping such that g~ is measurable. Then

—1

(g*)\)z ‘= g*()‘g—l(y))
for g« A-almost every y.
Proof. By the definition of conditional measures,
-1
[ 625 dgr) =93 = [ 0.0 0@) = [ 0.0, dg-\0).
Since g, )\C,l is supported on g({(g 1 (y))) = (¢71¢)(y), the statement follows by the uniqueness
971 (y)
of conditional measures. O
Observe that if ¢; and (2 are two measurable partitions of €2 then
(XG5 = A (3.1)

for A-almost every z. Let us define the conditional entropy of a countable measurable partition (y
with respect to a measurable partition (2 in the usual way

H(GIG) = — / log A2 (¢ (1)) dA(x).

For a subspace V C R let us define the transversal ball centred at € R? with radius r in the
usual way, i.e.

B (z,r) = projy,' By (projy (z),7),
where By (z,r) denotes the Euclidean ball centred at x with radius r on V. By [42, Theorem 2.2],
for the measurable partition ¢(x) = proj;,* (projy (z)),

(3.2)

for A-almost every .
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Lemma 3.2. Let \ be a compactly supported Radon measure on R and V a subspace of R%. Let
((x) = projy/* (projy (z)). If @IOC(Ag, x) > « for M-almost all x, then

dimy, (A, z) > a + dim, (A, 2)  and  dimyee(N, z) > a + dimyee (A, )
for A-almost every x, where AL, = (projy, )« \.

The proof of the lemma can be found in [29, Lemma 11.3.1].

4. LIFTED DYNAMICAL SYSTEM AND PARTITIONS

In this section, we introduce a new dynamical system which helps us to overcome the issues
caused by the lack of separation conditions. The partitions and conditional measures we utilize are
natural with respect to this dynamical system. In forthcoming sections, we prove that on almost
every such partition element the measure is exact-dimensional and has a local product-like structure
formed by conformal measures.

Throughout this section we always assume that v is a Bernoulli measure with simple Lyapunov
spectrum. Let ® = {fi(z) = Aiz + ti}i]\il be an IFS on RY such that A = {A1,..., Ay} is a finite
set of contractive non-singular d x d matrices. Choose 0 < p < min{1/N, min; ag(A;)} and let
A={4,... ,EN} be the set of contractive non-singular (d 4+ 1) x (d + 1) matrices such that

n A; 0
(k)

Because of the definition of p, we can choose 71,...,7n5 € [0, 1] to be real numbers such that the
IFS & = {fi(z) = Az + 7, 1Y, satisfies the SSC, where 7; = (¢;,7;). Let A be the self-affine set
associated to ®. Denote by 7 the natural projection from ¥ to K, with respect to the IFS ®. For
simplicity, let us denote the space of flags ]FEl d-1,..1) by F. Recall that the elements of F are denoted
by 6.

Let G: A x F — A x F be such that

G(7(i),0) = (7(ci), A;)'0),

where i = (igi1 ---). To simplify notation, we often write z = (7(i),f) and Q = A x F. By (2.1)
and Theorem 2.2, there exists a measure pupr on F such that 7,v X up is G-invariant and ergodic.
We denote the measure 7. X up by A. Let i = T.v be the self-affine measure on A.

Lemma 4.1. If (2.1) holds, then for v-almost every i and pr-almost every (Vi,...,Vy_1),
dim E'(i) =i, dimV;=d—j, and dimE'(i)NV; =max{0,i—j}
foralli,je{l,...,d—1}. Moreover,

o1 _ 1 i s ;
Tim —log [ 41 ALY EY) 0 Vi = X, (4.1)
Proof. The first assertion follows from the definitions of Oseledets spaces and the Furstenberg
measure. On the other hand,

.1 _ 1 i e ; .1 _ _ ;

lim - log ”Ainl . .Ai01]E1(1)|| =%, and lim — logm(AZ.n1 . Ai01|Vj) =T

n—o0 n—oco n
Hence,

X< nh_}rg()%logm(A;} CAZNV N EY() < nli_gblo%log JA; - AHE () N V| < X
Thus, if j + 1 > 4 then E‘(i) NV, = {0} almost surely. Moreover, E/(i) @ V; = R% If j+1 <
then, by EJ(i) C Ei(i) and FI(i) ® V; = R?, we have E'(i) D E/(i) @ (E*(i) N V;), which implies
that dim E*(i) NV; <i — j. O
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Let us define families of subspaces in R4 such that
Fy(0) = ((0,...,0,1)), Fj(0)=FyxV;, and Fy(f) =R
where 0 is repeated d times and 0 = (Vg_1, .. Vl) Note that Fy and Fy are independent of 6. For
each i € {0,...,d}, let & be the partition of A x T for which
£@(1),0) = {(7(3).7) € Q: 7 =0 and 7(j) — 7 (i) € F;(0)} .
Thus, &0 < €' < -+ < &% Moreover, let P be the partition with respect to the cylinder sets, that is,
P(@(i),0) = {(x(),7) € 2:io = jo}-
Let 736171 =PV.--VG" P be the common refinement of P at the level n, that is,
'Pg_l(/’f?(l), 9) = {(%(j), 7') c0: i() = jo, . ,in_l = jn—l} .
Observe that, by the uniqueness of the conditional measure, we have
; iz, @)
2 X dg and A g = ——C— X up (4.2)
6 7(i),0 —~
(7(1).0) — () (7(1),9) (i (A))
for A-almost every (7(i), 6), where 8y denotes the Dirac-measure centered at 6 and 7}, is the partition
of A such that
7(1)) ={7() : 7(i) —7(j) € Fi(0)} .
m(i),0) with radius ¢ is denoted by
B ((7(1),6),6) = B, g1 (7 (i), 9).

The transversal ball centred at

Then, by (3.2),

1—1
~MNgp

, Pz (i)
At]\é — 1 M|BT %(1)79)76) d /\Qé — 1 B;T((%(l)’e)’é)
"0 TS BEN(RD.0.6) 0TS T b 26).0),6)

(i) i
for ¢ > 2 and v-almost all i € 2.

(4.3)

iy pk—1 i
Lemma 4.2. We have (Gk)*()\fc VP ) = AgGk(ac) forallk > 1 andi € {0,...,d}, and for A-almost
every x.

Proof. Observe that, by (3.1) and (4.2),

iy ph—1 Ml 7z \ "
AP = (ﬂ) x 5 (4.4)
H(fa(A)/ 76
for A-almost every « = (7(i), #), where i|;_; = 7. By the definition of the self-affine measure

)

G (};—1)* N‘ﬁ(?\)
ACfR)

Observe that f;: A J/‘;(K) is an affine bijection and therefore, by Lemma 3.1 and (4.4),

(D Bl 3y o _ il g\
(Z”) X619 = (F)a (AI&A)) i x (A71),6
) ' Fo(# (o))

ARAR) / wer (F(8))
k eivpl
= (@)
But on the other hand, (fmn})(F(c*1)) = £, (ny(7(i))) = 772;16( (0*1)), and hence, by (4.2),
(;_1)* /7|f(7\)>ﬁ”75 77;719 i
—— X019 = (H)zgniy X Oa-1g = X kiAo
(70 o™ ) 70470 T oA
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The proof is finished. O

5. PROOF OF LEDRAPPIER- YOUNG FORMULA WITH SIMPLE LYAPUNOV SPECTRUM

Throughout this section we always assume that v is a Bernoulli measure with simple Lyapunov
spectrum. We denote the conditional entropy of P with respect to ™ by H™ = H(P|{"). We call

the measure (A§ )7

1
Fopa (o)L @ transversal measure of /\g .
k3

Lemma 5.1. There is a constant ¢ > 0 such that
£4(x) N Be-1pn(x)  (Py~ V EY) () C Bopn(2) N €4().
for alln > 1 and x € (.
Proof. Let us fix an > 1 and x = (7(i), 0) € Q. By the definition of ¢4 and F4(f), we have
diam((P 1 v £4)(2)) < diam(R)".

On the other hand, since the IFSA@Asatisﬁes the SSC, K = Min; dist(ﬁ(l/{), E([AX))/2 > 0. Thus
for every G"(x) € Q, if w(o"i) € fi(A), then dist(7(c"1), f;(A)) > & for every j # i. So

£1(2) N G (Bu(GM (@) N (PL) (1) 2 67" (Bu(G™ () NEUG™(@))) N (P ") ()

2 Bypr (x) N ().

The statement follows by choosing ¢ = max{diam(A), k1. O
Proposition 5.2. The measure /\gd 1s exact dimensional and
e

dim \&' =
m A3, “Togp

for A-almost every x.

Proof. By Lemma 5.1, to prove the statement of the proposition it is enough to show that

lim ~ log 6" (P21 v €4 () = H

n—oo N

for A-almost every x. Observe that we have
log XS ((Pg =1 v €4 (2)) = log A" (P(2) N+ N G~ (P(G" ! (x))))
b (P) N N GTRP(GE())))

=lo ¢ T .

By using (3.1) and Lemma 4.2, we get
A (P(z) NN GHP(GH(x))))
X (P NN G D (PG L())
Hence, by Birkhoff’s Ergodic Theorem,

= X (G P(GH @) = M, (P(GE ().

n—1
%mg NPyt v e (@) = %Zlog oy (P(GH(@)))) — / log X' (P(y)) dA(y),
k=0

for A-almost every zx. O
Proposition 5.3. For A-almost every x = (7(i), ), the measure ()\g);{,uﬂ(@)L is exact dimensional
and , -
i H'— H'
. T o
dlm()\g )Fi+1(9)l - i+1

Xv
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We note that the measure ()\g)(TF_H(G)) . is the orthogonal projection of the measure 2$ onto

the orthogonal complement of Fjy1(6) and dim((Fj41(6))" N Fi(A)) = 1. Let us introduce modified
transversal balls Bf(z,§) for A-almost every x by setting

Bl(z,0) = {y € §i_1(x) : dist(Ei(x) ﬂ{i(a:), ( ) ﬁf’ ) < (5}
Bj(x,0) = Bj (x,6) N¢"(x),
where E'(x) = E'(i) is defined in Theorem 2.1. By the definition,
Bl(x,6) = Bl (z,0 - cos <(E{(x) N Vi1, VAN Vily))
for A-almost every x € € and for every § > 0. Let us define functions
w'(x) = X (P(x)

and

N (Bl(2,8) N P(a))
X (Bl(,9))

for all i € {1,...,d}. By (4.3), wi — w" as § — 0+ for A-almost everywhere and, since w} is

uniformly bounded, w§ — w® in L'(X\) as § — 0+ for all i.

wj(z) =

(5.1)

Lemma 5.4. The function supsso{—logw}} is in L'(\) for every i.
Proof. The proof is a slight modification of the proof of [3, Lemma 3.6]. O

Theorem 5.5 (Maker [30]). Let T: X — X be an endomorphism on a compact set X C R% and
let m be a T-invariant ergodic measure. Moreover, let hy: X — R be a family of functions for
which sup, ; hy; € LY(m) and limy_j_00 hypy = h in L*(m) and for m-almost everywhere, where
h € L*(m). Then

b LS (1) —
Jim, ’ IZ; hp (T'x) = /h(x) dm(z)
for m-almost every x € X.
Lemma 5.6. For \-almost every x = (7(igi1 ... ),0) we have
G~ (B} (G(x),9)) NP(x) = Bi(x,8]| Aig| B (G(x)) N A7, Viea ) N P(2).
Proof. By the definition of B!(x,d),
G~ (B} (G(z U Gr ({y € €71(G (@) = dist(E*(G(2)) N €'(G()), B (G(2)) NE'(y)) < 6}),

k=1

where G}, is the local inverse of G, i.e. Gx(z,0) = (fi(x), Af).
On the other hand, Gy (A) C P(Gg(x)) for any = € Q and A subset of 2 and therefore

G (Bl (G UBt (Gr(G (), 0| AR B (G(2)) N AL Viea |]) N P(GR(G(2))).

Since P is a partition, the statement follows. O

Lemma 5.7. We have

1 4
lim —logcos <<(E*(G™(x)) N A; "+ AWy, (A7 AV E N A7 AVig) =0

n—oo N

for v x pup-almost every (i,0).
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Proof. Since dim E*(c™i)NA; " -+ A 'Vioy) = dim A ' Vioy, (A1 AV RN A ATV =
1, we get, by the definition angles between subspaces, that
i m -1 -1 -1 —17yL -1 —1
cos (B (G™(x))NA; "+ A Viea, (A - Ay Vi) NA - Ay Vi)
llo Aug A= Aug_ql|

=sin (BN @) N AT A Vi, Ay L AV = e

where span{uy,...,uq_;} = A;} . Ai_olVi and 0 # v € E{(G™(x)) N Ai_n1 e AZ._OIX/;_l. Furthermore,
let {v1,...,v4_;+1} be vectors from V;_; such that

v € B'(1))NV;_1  and spanfva,...,vg4 11} = Vi
Thus,
|’(A;1"'A¢_01U1) A-ee A (A;I"'Ai_olvd—iﬂ)H
I(A - A o[ [[(A - At oa) A A (AT A g i)

d—itl 4— 1) pAd—itl
_ A A . 1‘/\ V| v A A v
”(Az'_nl"' 1\EZ()ﬁV il /\d ZA_ i_ol\/\d_ZV;H llvr|[lJve A -+ Avg_irall

By the definition of the Furstenberg measure and Oseledec’s Theorem,
M{(7(),0) : cos<(E(x) N Vi1, VAN Vi) = 0}) = 0. (5.2)
Thus the assertion follows from Theorem 2.2 and Lemma 4.1. O

To simplify notation, we denote the subspace E(x) NV;_1 by K(z) for all i € {2,...,d — 1}.
We also write K%(z) = Fy() and K'(z) = E'(z).

Proof of Proposition 5.3. By (5.2), we may assume that cos <(E*(z) N Vi1, V;* N V;_1) # 0. Then,
by the definition of the transversal measure and the transversal ball, it is enough to show that

. log )\5 (Bl (x,0)) H' — H™*!
lim =
50+ log & it

for A-almost every x. Because of the exponential shrinking rate, this is equivalent to

o 108X (BL (2|4 - Aiy L [KHHG@)I)) _ HE - HH

. =2 (5.3)
n—00 log [|Aiy - -+ Aj, [ KTHH(G™ ()| X!

for A-almost every x. We write the measure of the ball as

N (Bl (| A -+ Aiy L [KHG ()])

i n A8 (Bl A JKTHG (@)])
:)\én(x)( z+1(Gn(> ))H < ()( = )

1 Ay (BLa(GH@), Ay - Ay [KHH(GR(@))]))

G~ (), || A;

TP

(5.4)

In the above calculation we interpret ||A;, -+ 4;, |K™(G"(z))|| = 1 when | = n.
Observe that, by (3.1) and Lemma 4.2, we have

(G (B, (G(x),6)) N P(x))
A (P(a))

i

= XEVP (G (B (G (@), 0)) = X, (BLa (G(),8)). (5.5)
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Applying (5.5) and Lemma 5.6, we get
Nty (Blaa (G(@), 14y, - Ay, JKM(G”(:L*))H))
=2 (GTHBLAG @), 1Ay - A | LG @)I)))
N (67 (BEA(G @), [Ai -+ Aiy o [KHH (G @)D N PG @)))
Agm(@ (P(GI1()))
 Naag (BEa (G @), Ai  [KHG @) As - As K16 (@) ) 0 PG @)))
o )<P<Gl—1<x>>>
for every [ € {1,...,n}. Since K**1’s are one dimensional invariant subspaces,
i KT G @DIAG - Ay [KHE™ @) = [ Ai Ay - A [KH (G (@)
Hence, applying (5.6) in the denominator of (5.4), we get

(5.6)

log S (Bl ,HAio---Ain,1|Ki+1<G”<x>>||>)=1log%2()( Bl (G (@), 1)

1 ¢ i+1 =1 -1
- " lz;lng”Ail1...Ain1|K¢+1(Gn($))” G ZIOg )‘Gl 1(z) (G (m))),
where wj™ was defined in (5.1). Let us define a function

. .
nal@) =TogWiEL Ly, jrcisgnoer oy (7):

Then
1 i ’L n mn
log XS (Bl (1 4ig - A KGR () ) = 1ogxfn(x)( B!, (G"(@), 1))

ffzhl (G Zlog)\cl 1 (P(G"(2))).

Since || Ay, - - Ai,, | KH (G (2))|| — 0 uniformly on Q as n—1 — oo, we get that lim,,_; hf%l =
logw™! in L*(\) and for A-almost everywhere. Furthermore, by Lemma 5.4, we can apply Maker’s

Ergodic Theorem (Theorem 5.5) and hence

(5.7)

L =1 i+1
Jim Zh (G —H (5.8)
for A-almost every x. On the other hand, by Birkhoff’s Ergodic Theorem
. 1 - @ _ i
Tim =3 log Ay ) (PG (2)) = —H (5.9)
I=1

for A-almost every x. Finally, we note that

lim Slog AS, (Bl (G"(x),1
Gn(z) \Pit

n—oo0 N

= lim llog)\gin(gc) (Bz+1(Gn(x)7Sin<(Ki+1(Gn(fU))7Fz‘+1(Gn($))))'

n—oo n
If i = d — 1, then we clearly have cos <(K*(G™(x)), F;4+1(G™(x))) = sin<(8, ((0,...,0,1))) = 1 for
every n > 1 and x € ). Therefore
Jim_ Liogaéy ! ni@) (Bd (G"(2),1)) =0

for A-almost every x € €.
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Let us denote the subspace (A;n1 : --A;Ol‘/;)l N A;nl e A;()lVi,l by L{(G™(x)). On the other
hand, if 0 <14 < d — 2, then, by Lemma 5.7, for every € > 0 there exists an ny = ng(z,&) > 0 such
that

e < sin<(K(G™(x)), LMY G™(x))) < 1

for every n > ng. Hence,

1 i ) )
0> lim sup — log 2, (o) (BLA(G" (@), sin (K (G (), LG ())))

n—oo
1 i 1 i
> climinf — log A5, ) (B, (G"(2),e~*") > eliminf — log AS,, ., (P31 (G™
> eliminf —10g An ) (B (G"(2),e7") 2 eliminf —log A (Po " (G"(x)))

> eclog pmin,

where ¢ = max;cqy . vy [(—log 1 4:]) 1] and pmin = min;cgy . N} Pi- Since the inequality holds for
any € > 0 we get

1 i
lim ~log A%, (Bly1(G™(),1)) =0 (5.10)

n—oo N

for every i and A-almost every x. Now (5.7), together with (5.8), (5.9), and (5.10), implies

1 ’ : o
I —log Ap (Bl (| Aig -+ Ay [KTH G (@))I]) = —H' + H™ (5.11)

n—oo

for A-almost every =x.
To finish the proof, observe that for x = (7(i), #) we have

1Ai -+ Ag JKTHG™ (@) = A - A K (@) |7

and hence, by Theorem 2.1 and (4.1),

1 , :
lim —log||A; -~ Ay, | K™H(G"(2)]| = —x;
n—oo N
for A-almost every x. This together with (5.11) implies (5.3). O

Proposition 5.8. For A-almost every x = (7(i),0) the measure )\gj s exact dimensional and

Hd d—1 Hk o Hk+1

— IOg P — X’;—i—l

dim \§ =

)

foralli<d-—1.

Proof. We prove the theorem by induction. First, we show the statement for the case i = d — 1.
Since the proof of the first step and the proof of the inductional step does not differ much, we use ¢
instead of d — 1. By the uniqueness of conditional measures and (3.1),

X = [ )

for A\-almost every z. Thus, choosing V = F;;1(6)* in Lemma 3.2 and recalling Proposition 5.2
and Proposition 5.3, we get

d—1
. i . i1 . ; Ha Hk — g+l
dl7111100()‘% 737) > dlimloc()‘g 73:) + dlm()‘g );Hl(e)i = log p + kz : X];Jrl
=i

for A-almost every zx.
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d— 1 k k+1
+z H"—H

Let us next show the upper bound. For simplicity, let D; = Nk . By Egorov’s

theorem there exists a set .J; such that A\(J;) > 1 — ¢ and

log p

Xyt —2e)(Diy1+e)

A (B(a, e ™0 29)) > (5.12)
AT P (@) < e ) (5.13)

(P (@) > e mH ) (5.14)

P (w) M€ (x) C Bw, e X0 —2)) (5.15)

for every = € J; and every m sufficiently large. Let us denote Ji N B(z, e ™00 =29)) by L, ().
By Besicovitch’s Density Theorem ([31, Corollary 2.14]) and Egorov’s Theorem, there exists a set
Jo C Jy such that A(J3) > 1 — 2¢ and

€i+1

Ae (Ln(2)) 1

it1 i+l Z 5

Ai (B, emmbat=22))) T 2
for every x € Jy. Thus, by (5.12) and (5.13),

1 i i
§efm(xu+172€)(Di+1+€) S )\i +1 (Lm(aj‘))
<#{PePP PN Ly(z) # 0} nax XT(P) (5.16)
€
PﬂLm(zx);ﬁ@

S # {P c P(Y)n—l PN Lm(x) # @} e—m(Hi+1_E)
for every x € Jo. By (5.14), (5.15), and (5.16), we have

)\gi(B(x 20— m(xLHl—2¢) 2#{P€’]DOT”_1;PHLm(x)7§@} IIliIl1 /\gj(P)
PePy' ™
Pr‘]Lm(Ex);é@

> —m(xffl—Za)(Di+1+€)€m(Hi+1—E)e—m(Hi—i-E)

l\D\»—t

Hence, for every x € Js,

i i Hz _ Hi+1
dim(\S, z) < D + -1 tole).
Xv
Since € > 0 was arbitrary, the statement is proven.

d—1
Thus, we have shown that )\g is exact dimensional for ¢ = d — 1. For the indices i < d — 1,
one can show the claim similarly by repeating the previous argument. O

Proposition 5.9. For A-almost every x = (7(i),0) the measure ()\5 )F (o)~ s ewact dimensional
and

i—l ok k+1
. o\NT . H - H
dim (XS JF0)- = Z k1
k=0 XV

Proof. We prove the statement by induction. For i = 1 the statement follows from Proposition 5.3.
Let 7 > 1 and let us assume that the proposition holds for every j < i. By the uniqueness of the
conditional measures and (3.1), we have

)\go = /)\SL d,uﬁ,o(y)
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for A-almost every x. Applying Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 5.8, we get

d—1 ; :
Hd HI — Hj+1
= +Y
= lej+1

> Mloc()\iia l’) + diirnloc((/\go){Fi(e))L ’ x)

He g gt .
- log p Z — a1 ' dlmloc(()\5 )(Tpi(e))mx)-

j=i  Xv

Thus,

HI — HIi+! N
>~ = dimioc( (O (505 )
j=0  Xv

for A-almost all . On the other hand,

(0] 7—1 0]
O ey = f 05 oy '
and
&0 _ (\éONT
(S )Ry (Front = O ) (mi o))

Thus, applying Lemma 3.2 for ()\6 ) (Fu(0))Lr Ve get, by Proposition 5.3 and the induction assumption,
that
0 i—1

mloc((Ag ){Fi(e))l-vx) Z diimloc(()‘g

1—1

= diimbC ( ()‘g

0

)?Fi(Q))J—?x) + diimloc(((Agﬁc ){Fi(e))J‘){Fi_1(0))J—’x)
. 0

)6‘1‘(9))L ,x) + @1oc((A§ ){Fiil(g))L, l')

Hi-1_gi 22 gk gkl

— +

) k+1
XV k=0 Xv

for A-almost every . O

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Observe that y = ﬂ;d 0+

- = [ '

for A-almost every x. Applying Proposition 5.9 in the case i = d, we get

Hk—i—l
= 3 B

. By (3.1) and (4.2), we have

By simple algebra, we see that
O _gd ¢ <Xf/+1 Xi) Lok _ gkt B HO _ gd 422 4ol (X:’-Q—l Xzy) HF — frk+1
=1

+
d k 2
Xv Xy AN Xv k=0 i=k+1 Xy Xt
HO _ [ d—2 X,‘f Xff“ HF — k1
= d + Z k+1
Xv k=0 XV Xv
HO _ Hd d—2 Hk: Hk-‘rl HO _ Hd—l
== = 4 —
X = ' X4
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T

(Fi(6))* is exact dimensional for pp-almost every 6 and every .

By Proposition 5.9, u7, = (AS)
Moreover, '

dimp = ——7—+ k+1

HO o Hd d—1 <Xf/+1 o X%/) i—1 Hk . Hk—H
v k=0 XV

N
d )dlm“x im0t

Finally, we see that
1=~ [ 105" (P@) dA@) = [ log (F () dv) dur(6) =
and, by (4.2),
1=~ [10gX¢'(P(e) dr(z) = — [ Tog i, (P((R().0)) dv(i) (o).

Since, by [42, Theorem 2.2],

] v (7 YPGFG 1 B(r(i
i PG 0 = gy AT PEDD O (B 00)
(T (BE@.0)) )
= §—0+ V(W_lB(W(i)75)) = 0

for v-almost every i, we have finished the proof. O

6. TOTALLY DOMINATED SPLITTING AND INVERTIBLE SYSTEM

Now we turn to the proof of Theorem 2.6. In this section, we define another dynamical system,
which is invertible and hyperbolic. Basically, this can be defined by relying on the TDS condition.
In the first part of the section, we will list some properties of matrices satisfying the TDS condition,
and in the second part, we give the basic definition of the mentioned dynamical system and its
invariant partitions. We remark that the partitions are different from the ones defined in Section 4.
Nevertheless, the essence of the proof of Theorem 2.6 is the same as that of Theorem 2.3. The
main difference can be seen by comparing Propositions 5.3 and 7.3.

Let us first introduce the two-sided symbolic dynamics. Let 3+ = {1,...,N }Z be the space of
two-sided infinite words and let ¥~ = {1,..., N }Z\N be the set of left-sided infinite words. Recall
that the set of right-sided infinite words is ¥. Denote the left-shift operator on ©* by ¢ and the
right-shift operator on ¥* and ¥~ by o_. Thus, ¢ and o_ are invertible on ¥* and 07! = o_.

For a two-sided infinite word i € % we denote by i|¥ the elements of i between n and k, i.e.
il® = (in,...,i1). Let us also define the cylinder sets on X% by

[)f] = ezt )k =ik

For a word i = (---i_9i_yigiy ---) € ©F, denote by i, = (igiy ---) € ¥ the right-hand side and by
i = (---i_2i_1) € X7 the left-hand side of i. To avoid any confusion, we write iy for elements
in ¥ and i_ for elements in ¥~. We define the projection from £* onto ¥ by py: ¥+ — 3, and
similarly, the projection from % onto £~ by p_: ¥* — %=, Thus, py (i) =i, and p_(i) =i_.
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6.1. Totally dominated splitting. In this section, we collect the results of Bochi and Guermelon
[7] on dominated splitting. Let A = {A;,..., Ax} be a finite set of contractive non-singular
d x d matrices. We define a mapping A: £* — A by setting A(i) = A;,. For n > 1 we let
AM@G) = A(e™ M) - A®Q), for n < —1 we let AP (i) = A" (g"), and for n = 0 we let
AO(i) = Id. Recall that A has dominated splitting of index i € {1,...,d — 1} if there exist
constants C' > 0 and 7 < 1 such that

a1 (AM (i)

ai(AM (1))

for every i € ¥* and n € Z. The following theorem is a refinement of Proposition 2.5.

<

Theorem 6.1 (Bochi and Gourmelon [7]). Let A = {A;,..., AN} be a finite set of contractive
non-singular d x d matrices with dominated splitting of index i € {1,...,d — 1}. Then there exists
a constant C > 1 and for every i € £ there are subspaces Fii and Ef such that

(1) dim F} =d — i, dim E{ =i, and F} ® E! = R?,

(2) A()EF] = Fi; and AG)E} = EY,
(3) F} depends only on iy and E! depends only on i_,
(4) AW @) F < Caip1(A™(®{)) and m(A™{)|EY) > C~La;(A™ (1)) for every n > 1.

Moreover the angle between Fii and El’ is bounded below uniformly for every i € ¥+,
Proof. The claim is a direct consequence of [7, Theorem A, Theorem B, and Lemma 1]. O

Recall that A satisfies the totally dominated splitting (TDS) if for every i € {1,...,d — 1} either
A has dominated splitting of index 4 or there exists a constant C' > 1 such that
aip1(A™(i))
a;(AM (1))
for every j € ¥* and n € Z. Recall also that D = D(A) = {i € {1,...,d — 1} : A has dominated
splitting of index i}.

cl<

Lemma 6.2. Let A = {A1,..., AN} be a finite set of contractive non-singular d X d matrices
satisfying the TDS. If the elements of D(A) are 1 <iy < --- < i < d—1, then
F*CF*'C--.CF" and E'CE2cC...CE"

Furthermore, if iop = 0 and ix41 = d, then there exists a constant C' > 1 such that for every
je{l,....,k+1} and i€ ©F there are subspaces ezj for which

(1) dimeij = ij — ij_l,

(2) A()e; = ey , ‘

(3) C Lo (AM(0)) < mAD()e?) < [AM @)l ]| < Car, (AP @) for every n > 1.

Moreover, the angles between the subspaces ef, i e X%, are uniformly bounded below.

Proof. The subspaces Fiij can be defined as the limit of the eigenspace of ((A”(i))TA(”)(i))l/ ?

associated to the eigenvalues ain(A(”)(i)), ., ag(AM(i)); see [7, Claim at p. 225]. This proves
the first assertion of the lemma.
Let us define the subspaces e? as follows:
egl = Ei“, e? = EIZ’ N Fii"_1 forall j € {2...,k}, ei’““ = Fii’“.
The properties (1) and (2) follow now from Theorem 6.1. On the other hand, since
m(AM(i)ef) > m(AM ()| EP) > C o, (A™ (i),
1AM @)e || < [AW@F7 < Cayy_y1(A™M (1)) < Oy, (A™ (1))

also the property (3) holds. Finally, we remark that the cases i1 and ix11 are straightforward. [
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6.2. Induced invertible system. In this section, we introduce a dynamical system, induced by
iterated function systems of affinities, similarly to [3]. We assume that the IF'S satisfies the SSC.
The overlapping case is then treated as in Section 4 — this will be done in Section 7. Since the
invariant strong stable manifolds under the TDS can be characterized in an explicit way and depend
continuously, we work with an invertible dynamical system, which is not the case for general finite
set of matrices.

Let ® = {fi(x) = Aig—l—ti}f\il be an IFS on R?, where each t; € R? and A = {A,..., Ax} is
a finite family of contractive non-singular d x d matrices that satisfies the TDS. We denote the
composition of functions of @ for a finite length word ¢ = (i1,...,4,) by fi = fi, o --- o f;, and the
self-affine set associated to ® by A. Let us define a dynamical system F' acting on A x ¥ by setting

F(z,it) = (fio(z), 01y).
For simplicity, we often write y = (z,iy). Observe that F' is invertible because ® satisfies the SSC.

We note that here the inverse F~! plays the role of the mapping G in the planar case.
Define 7: ¥~ — A by

W("’vi—2vi—1) anilglofi,l o fi_ n ZAz 10 Ai_ n+1 17 n’

It is easy to see that F is conjugate to o by the projection IT: ¥* — A x ¥, TI(i) = (7(i_),iy).
That is, Ho o = FoIl. If v is a o-invariant and ergodic measure on %, then the measure
p=().v=voll!is F-invariant and ergodic.

We define a sequence of dynamically invariant foliations on A x 3 with respect to the stable
directions. For any i € D let ' be the foliation with respect to Fii. Let us denote the hyperplane
of R? containing z parallel to Ff+ by P;(z,i}+). That is, for any (z,i;) € A x X we let

& (a,iy) = {(Q7J+) EAXY:iy=jrandz—yeF } = (A xE) N (Pilz,iy) x {it}),
where Fii is defined in Theorem 6.1. We define the stable partition to be
&z, i) = Ax {iy}.
For simplicity, we introduce the convention Fio+ =R It is easy to see that
g >t > s 0,
By (3.1), for any 4,7 € D with i < j we have
u = / us i (2).
Moreover, by the invariance of the subspaces Fii and the contractivity of the functions f;
Flgis ¢
for every i € DU {0}. We recall that (F~1¢")(y) = F(§/(F(y))).
Let us define the conditional entropy H® of F~1¢% with respect to £ in the usual way by setting

1 = B =~ [ 10838 (F¢)(w) duly).

for all i € DU{0}. If i ¢ DU {0}, then we set H' = H7, where j = max (DU {0}) N {n <i}).
Thus,
Hd—l SHd—QSH_SngHO
and H' < H'~! if and only if i € D.
For the partitions &%, i € D, the conditional measures can be defined by weak-* convergence. Let
us denote the ith transversal ball with radius § > 0 centered at y = (z,i1) by B (y,9), i.e

B (z,i4,0) = {(y,i+) € A x & iy =j ., dist(Pi(z.i4), Pi(y,i4)) <6}, (6.1)
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where dist denotes the usual Euclidean distance. If ¢, j be two consecutive elements of DU {0} such
that ¢ < j then

Ei
7!
Tt T I Bl 1 2 (6.2)
@it) ~ nsoo p(A x [ip[2]) Y000+ 15 (BT (y, 8)) |
b AR

provided that the limit exists; see [42].
Let us define the natural partition of the system by P = {f;(A) x Z+}i]\i1. It is easy to see that
for every i € D

Pve =Fle (6.3)
For n > 1 let us recall that
(Pe ) (y) = Pla) NE(PE () N--- N E-D(PE(y).
Now we prove a similar invariance for conditional measures like in Lemma 4.2

Lemma 6.3. For every i € DU{0} and measurable set Q C A x ¥ we have

15 (Q) =ty (FQ)
for p-almost everyy € A x ¥.

Proof. First, we show the claim for ¢« = 0. By (6.2) and F-invariance of p,

@ _ o QO [lE) L p(F QN (A X [ir[3))
Hy (Q) = lim (A < [ic]7]) s u(E (A x [ip[3]))
HF@) N (A X i ) NP(F(y) _ Hey FQNPE®)

e (AL NPEY) W (PF(y)
= iy (F(Q)),

where in the last two equations we used (3.1) and (6.3). Let us then assume that ¢ € D. By using
(6.4), we similarly get

i QNBI(v.8) _ Mgy F(QNBI(y.9))

¢ im = s
OIS B o) o W R (B 50)

It is easy to see that with the constant ¢ = max;es ||A; | > 0, we have
Bf (F(y),c™'8) N P(F(y)) € F (Bl (y.6)) € Bl (F(y),8) N P(F(y))
for every 0 > 0. Hence
. My (F(@NBI(y.6) . oy (F(Q) N P(F (y)) N F (BT (y, )
0 s (F (BT (y,0)) 000 (P(P(y)) N F (BT (y,0))
Ho FQNPE®) .,
Ty PEY)) =yt Q)

The proof is finished. O
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7. PROOF OF LEDRAPPIER-YOUNG FORMULA WITH TDS

This section is devoted to show the following theorem.

Theorem 7.1. Let ® = {fi(z) = Aig+§i}ij\i1 be an IFS on RY such that A := {Ay, As,... AN}
is a finite set of contracting non-singular d x d matrices satisfying the TDS. Let us also assume
that ® satisfies the SSC. Then for every o-invariant and ergodic measure v on X%, the measure ug
is exact dimensional for every i € DU {0} and p-almost every 'y, where u = Il,v. Moreover, a

o HITY X HI - i
Yy d i+1

dim p

By applying the lifting argument used in Section 4 for higher dimensional systems, we will prove
Theorem 2.6 as a consequence of Theorem 7.1 at the end of this section. The proof of Theorem 7.1
is decomposed into two propositions.

Proposition 7.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 7.1, if m = max D, then the measure u; 18
exact dimensional for u-almost every y and

m  H™ H1
m " — _
di MX Xlranrl Xd :
14

We note that by the definition of H*! and the TDS, H™/x™t! = H41/x%. The proof of
Proposition 7.2 is analogous to the proof of Proposition 5.2. By replacing p” with v, (A4;_, -+ A;i_,),
for which by Lemma 6.2

CTHADE)FP < am(Ai - Ar,) < Om(AD )| ),

where F'~"(z,i) = (2/,1, ), one can show a similar statement to that of Lemma 5.1. By replacing

d m
2 with ,ugl and G with F~! in the proof of Proposition 5.2, one is then easily able to prove
Proposition 7.2. We omit the detailed proof.

Proposition 7.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 7.1, if i, be two consecutive elements of

D U {0} such that i < j, then the measure (ug){ s exact dimensional for u-almost every

FJ )L
I+
y = (2,is) and
i Hi — HI
dim(p$) T, | = .
Y(F )+ X2
We note that the measure (ug)T is the orthogonal projection of the measure ug onto the

(F )+
orthogonal complement of Fi Since i < j, we have Fi C F{ and dnfn((}?’i)L NF{ ) >1. Hence
the proof of Proposition 7.3 is significantly different to the proof of Proposition 5.3, because the
§N\T

subspace, where (“X ) (Fi )L is defined, can have strictly larger dimension than 1. Therefore, we will
i+ . . .
give complete details. Note that x = X,],_l = .o= L

Let us modify the definition (6.1) of the transversal ball B]T (y,0) and set

Bj(z,i+,8) = {(y,+) € Ax D1y = and diSt(egLiJr) N Pj(z, i+),6{£,i+) N Pj(y,j+)) <0},

where e{x i = Fii+ ﬁEi by definition; see Lemma 6.2. Since the subspaces EJ and Fi are uniformly

transversal, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

—1 T
Bi(y,c'6) € B (y,6) C Bi(y, cd)
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for every y € A x ¥ and § > 0. Let us define functions ¢"(y) = ,ug (Py'(y)) and g(;n(z) =
ug(B;f(X, )N Pg_l(z))/ug (B;(X, 9)). By (6.2), gg’n — g™ as § — 0+ for p-almost everywhere

and, since g(;’n is uniformly bounded, g5 — ¢ in L' (i) as § — 0+.
The following lemma guarantees that we may apply Maker’s Ergodic Theorem.

Lemma 7.4. The function supgo{—log g}™} is in L'(u).
Proof. As with Lemma 5.4, the proof is a slight modification of the proof of [3, Lemma 3.6]. [

Let us observe that

£t n—1
¢i ¢ n 1) Hy (Bj (X’ 5) N 730 (Z))
e (B () A <i+>\eﬂ'<y>u>> = Sy -

< gy <B§' (F 2 m(A(")(ii)!ej (¥)) )) '

Indeed, by (3.1), (6.3), and Lemma 6.3,

15 (Biy.0) NP (y)

, =us “"(Bl(y,d))). :
,ug ('Pg_l(z)) K (y) (F (B] (X ))) (7 2)
On the other hand, by the definition of B; (y,0),
t -n 6 -n t t -n 6
B () g ey € P Ee ) < B0 g ey O

Proof of Proposition 5.3. First, we will show the upper bound. Let y = (z,i;) € A x ¥ be such
that z = w(i_1i_2---) and let n,k > 1. Then, by (7.3),

& —n(l—1)( Rt
i i k P p-n@-1)( )(F (Bj(X> Cni-19)))
15 (BY(3,0)) = oy (FH By cad)) - [ [ =
N =1 MF—nl(X) (F—m (Bj (Za Cn,lé)))
% t —nk Cn,k5
> 1y (B (F ) )
Fonk(y)\ 77 N [ P Azpnk|€fu_nk(z)||

¢ t [ p-n(-1) n.1=10
vy | B <F Y ‘
Fon( 1>(y)< J (7) ||Ai71"'Ai_n(z—1)‘e;*"(lfl)( )H

N v
=1 18 <F—n<3t

6 )
5 F—=1(y), Sud? ) ))
iy = mlAi A 1 )

where ¢, ; will be defined later. By (7.2), (7.1), and Lemma 6.2,

¢ . . Cn(i—1) Cn,l(S
K <F <B' <F (z)’ / >)>
F=nl(y) J m(A;_, - .Aifn(lfl) |€i«“—”(l‘1)(3'))

i

—n(l— Cn 10 n— —n(l—
“i“*n(lJ)(Z) <B§<F ( 1)(X)’m(A Ai_ SN >ﬁ7)0 1(F G 1)(}’)))

i1 (171)‘€F—n(l—1)(z)) -

1§ (PpL(F—-D(y)))

—n(l— Cn,10 n— —n(l—
i (B (P ), Ry

LA J DA
i Z—n(l—l)|epfn(l71)(z>

i1 (Pe— L (F—=D(y)))
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By choosing § = m(4;_, - - Ai_nk|ei,_nk(z)), we have

&l t —n(l-1) cn,l—15
MF—n(l—l)(X) (Bg (F (X)a HAZ‘71 A J ))

L _n(l—1) ‘ean(lfl) y) ||

> Mg"*n(lfl)(x) (B;/'(Fin(lil) (y) Cp,l— IC m(A ton@-1)-1 """ Ai_"k ’e%ink(z))))
and
W (Bt- (F—nu-l)(y), et ) " PSI(F_N(Z_U(Y)O
F-n(i- )(X) J < 071||A’L’,1 e Ai—n(l—1)|e]F_"(l_1) y)” J

i —n(l— Cn,l n—1¢p—n(l-
< #iﬁ—n(l—l)(z) (B}f(F L U(X)? C_lm(Ai_n(z—1)—1 e Al,nk|ep nk(y ))) P 1( ¢ 1)(X)))
Set ¢, = cnyl_lC_z, ie. ¢y = C~2 for 1 € {0,...,k}. Then let us define

Mg (B§ (Z? 0721+1m(‘4i71 T Ai_n(k_l)_l ‘eiﬂfn(kfl)( ))) N Pn_l(Y))

P g (y) = ; —
”§(35($ C—2+1m(4;_, s A l\eF n(k=D)(y ))))
Then
1 i ; 1 i
3 t ) ) 3 t —2k
7 log uy (Bily,m(Aiy - Ai_ i lepny))) 2 %loguF_nk(y)(B (F" (y),C7)
k‘ ZloguF nl( (F_nl(z))) (7'4)
1=0
k—1
1 —nl
2 log i (F ().
1=0

Since F' is conjugated to the full shift, F~" is ergodic. Thus, by applying Maker’s Ergodic Theorem
(Theorem 5.5) and Birkhoff’s Ergodic Theorem,

lim kzlogﬂp i (PEHE ) = [ 1o (P (@) duta) = T, (7.5)

k—oo k

lim - Zloghnkl ) = [loguf (P @) dute) = 0k (70

for p-almost every y. Let us now consider the first summable of the right hand side of (7.4). Let
my, be the smallest integer such that C~2% > || 4; -A;

topk—1 Z—nk—mk‘ F—nk— mk ” It 1S easy to see

that there is an integer o > 0 such that my < ak. Thus,

iy BYF T (y), €)= i) (PE(E (7)),

Then, by (6.3) and Lemma 6.3,

—-n Hy
NF nk (y )(P ( k(Y))) = ¢
Thus, by the Shannon-McMillan-Breiman Theorem

108 15y (PG (F (1)) = ~(0 + m) HY 4 '
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for p-almost every y. Hence, by (7.4), (7.5), and (7.6),

log ﬂ'g (Bj (Xv m(ALl T Ai—nk |€Zw—nk(z)))) < (a + n)Hl _ nHj

dlm(uy ,y) < limsup A ,
k—>00 logm(A; |- A;_, ]e‘},_nk,(x)) nxw
for p-almost every y and every n > 1. Thus, the upper bound follows.
The proof of lower bound for the local dimension is analogous. We set ¢, ; = C? and § =
HAi—l A

Lnk]eF ik || Similarly to (7.4), we get

1 i j
—log /ﬁX (B§ (X’ [Aiy - Ai ‘e‘;"—nk(y) 1))

k
1 i .
S E log :u’i“—nank(y)(Bt(F nank( )7 C2ankHAi—nank—1 o Ai—nk ’e‘%_"k(z) H))
ank—1 ank 1

1
k Z loguF nl(y)(P YF~ - = Z loghnkl nl(i)%

where a,, = 2(loggl_°§grg“z‘max) (and amax = max; ||A;]]). Define
~ :U’éz(B;(X) C2l+1||Ai—1 A T_n(k—1) |6F n(k— l) H) ﬂP (7))
hn,k,l(Z) = & t 2041 .
IU’X (B] (X’ C ||Ai—1 T Aifn(kfl) 1 | F n(k— l) ”))
Since

— Sk
CH A, - A Corkanll=amh < 2o — 0

z_n(k_l)_1|€ir'—n(k7l)(y)‘| <
as k — oo, we may apply Maker’s Ergodic Theore;n (Theorem 5.5) and therefore
annH — a,nHI
nxd
for every n > 1 which proves the lower bound. O

dim(p§',y) >

Proof of Theorem 7.1. We prove the statement by induction. For maxD the statement follows
by Proposition 7.2. Let i € DU {0} and let us assume that the statement holds for every k € D
that k > i. Let j = min{D N {k >i}}. Then one can show the induction step by replacing the

measure A\t with ug and the measure \. with ,ug in the proof of Proposition 5.8. The statement
follows. O

Proposition 7.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 7.1, for every i € D the measure (,ugo)(TFi )L
Y(F,

is exact dimensional for p-almost every y = (z,iy) and

(2
Hf — gkt+1
PN A pl e sk
o k=0 XV
In particular, if j = max({k < i} N'D), then
(T = dim(T o
dlm(uz )(Fi1+)J- - dlm(:u‘x )(FiJJr)J_ + X%/ .

Proof. We prove the statement by induction. For ¢ = min D the statement follows from Propo-
sition 7.3. Let ¢ € D and let us assume that the proposition holds for every j < i, j € D. The

induction step can be proven as in the proof of Proposition 5.9 by replacing /\g with ,ug, F;(0)
with F} ', and G with F1. O

Proof of Theorem 2. 6 The induction step can be proven as in the proof of Proposition 5.9 by
replacing 2§ with ,uy and F;(0) with Fﬁ. O
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