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HAUSDORFF DIMENSION OF THE EXCEPTIONAL SET OF
THE LAW OF LARGE NUMBERS IN PIERCE EXPANSIONS

MIN WOONG AHN

ABSTRACT. The digits of Pierce expansion adhere to the law of large numbers. It
is known that the Hausdorff dimension of the set of exceptions to the law of large
numbers is 1. We offer an elementary proof of this fact by adapting Jun Wu’s
method used in the context of Engel expansions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

For z € [0, 1], we denote the Pierce expansion or alternating Engel expansion of x
by [di(x),ds(z), ... ]p, ie.,

Jjt+1 : 1
x = [di(x),dz(2),...]p = Z <(_1) ! g dk(lt)) ’

where (di(7))ken is either

(i) a sequence of positive integers satisfying dy1(x) > di(x) for all £ € N or
(ii) a sequence of strictly increasing initial n positive integer-valued terms followed
by oo for the rest for some n € N,

with the conventlons 0000 = 00, 1/00 =0, and ¢ - 0o = oo for any ¢ > 0 (see [1]
and HE The di(z) are called the digits of Plerce expansion of z and the digits are

Date: May 6, 2024.
2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 11K55, Secondary 26A18, 28 A80, 37E05.
Key words and phrases. Pierce expansion, Hausdorff dimension, exceptional set, law of large
numbers.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.02174v1

2 MIN WOONG AHN

obtained dynamically in the following way. Consider two maps d;: [0, 1] — NU{oo}
and T': [0,1] — [0, 1] defined by

respectively, where [£] denotes the largest integer not exceeding & € R. The se-
quence of digits are then recursively defined by

(1.2) d(x) = dy(T"'(z)) for each k € N.

If n:=inf{j € NU{0} : T9(z) = 0} is finite, then di(z) < -+ < d,(z) < co and
di(x) = oo for all k£ > n+1, and if, further, n > 2, then d,—1(z) + 1 < d,(z) (see |1,
Proposition 2.1] and [18, pp. 23-24]). We refer the reader to [1-3, 15, [7, 13415, 17—
19, 23, 24] or [16, Chapter 2| for more arithmetic and metric properties of Pierce
expansion.

In his 1986 paper, Shallit established the law of large numbers (LLN) of Pierce
expansion digits |18, Theorem 16] : For Lebesgue-almost every x € [0, 1], we have

(1.3) Jgrgo(dn(x))l/" =e.

One natural question arising is to determine the Hausdorff dimension of the ex-
ceptional set where (L3]) fails. This is because although the LLN tells us that the
exceptional set is of null Lebesgue measure, it might be possible that the exceptional
set is fairly large in the Hausdorff dimension sense.

In the context of Engel expansions, a non-alternating version of Pierce expansions,
Galambos [9] raised a similar question, which asks one to calculate the Hausdorff
dimension of the set on which the LLN in Engel expansions is violated. (See [4]
for the LLN in Engel expansions). Wu [25] obtained the answer to the question by
an ingenious construction. Precisely, he first fixed a subset A C (0, 1] of positive
Lebesgue measure (hence of full Hausdorff dimension) and then defined a sequence of
maps (gn: A — (0,1])n>n for some large enough M € N. Then he showed that the
LLN fails on g, (A) and that g;': g,(A) — Ais (1/a,)-Hélder continuous for all n >
M, where a,, — 17 as n — 00, to infer that the Hausdorff dimension of g,(A) is at
least «,, and conclude that the desired exceptional set is of full Hausdorff dimension.
(See also [, 1012, 20-22, 26] for further results in the Hausdorff dimension of
exceptional sets in Engel expansions.)

As for Pierce expansions, in [2], we have recently proved the following results
concerning the exceptional set of the LLN (I.3]).

Theorem (|2, Corollary 1.3]). For each a € [1,00], the set

{z €[0,1]: Tim (dn(2))"" = a}

15 of full Hausdorff dimension.
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Main Theorem (|2, Corollary 1.4]). The subset of [0,1] on which (L3)) fails is of
full Hausdorff dimension.

Notice that the main theorem of this paper above is an immediate corollary to
Theorem.

In fact, in the same paper [2], some more general results were established. The
main tools we utilized in the proofs are classical in the field of fractal geometry; for
instance, a suitable symbolic space was defined and the so-called ‘mass distribution
principle’ (see |6, Example 4.6(a)]) was applied to find a lower bound for the Haus-
dorff dimension. Occasionally, an upper bound for the Hausdorff dimension was
obtained by means of the lower box-counting dimension and the fact that the Haus-
dorff dimension is at most the lower box-counting dimension (see |6, Propositions
3.4 and 4.1]). See [2] for the details.

In this paper, we re-prove, in a more elementary way, the already-known fact that
the Hausdorff dimension of the set where ([L3) fails equals 1 (Main Theorem). We
will modify Wu’s [25] method used in the context of Engel expansions.

Throughout this paper, we denote by dimy the Hausdorff dimension and A the
Lebesgue measure on [0, 1]. We denote the set of positive integers by N, the set of
non-negative integers by Ny, the set of extended positive integers by N, := NU{oo},
and the set of irrational numbers in [0, 1] by I. Following the convention, we define
00 - 00 1= 00, ¢ 00 = o0 for any ¢ > 0, and 1/00 := 0. For any map g: X — Y and
a subset A C X | we write g|4 for the restriction of g to A.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we introduce some elementary facts on Pierce expansions and the
Hausdorff dimension, which will be used in the proof of the Main Theorem.
We first list some well-known properties of Pierce expansions.

Proposition 2.1 (|1, Proposition 2.1]). Let x € [0,1]. For eachn € N, the following
hold:
(i) dpy1(z) > dy(z) + 1.

(i) do(z) > n.

Proof. Both parts follow from the algorithms (L1 and (L.2). See [1] for the details.
U

We shall introduce a sequence set which is a subset of NY closely related to
the Pierce expansion digit sequences. This set was discussed in detail in [1]. Let
Yo == {(00,00,...)}. For each n € N, define

Y = {(0k)ken € N-nd 5 {oo}N\{l""’”} top <09 < - < Opt

Define
Yoo = {(0})ren € NV : 04 < 034 for all k € N}.
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Finally, let
2 =%U ()T ULe.
neN
We say that a sequence o = (0})ren in NY is Pierce realizable if there exists
x € [0,1] such that di(z) = oy for all £ € N. We denote by ¥, the collection of all
Pierce realizable sequences.

Proposition 2.2 (|1, Proposition 2.4]). Let 0 = (04)ren € NY. Then o € 3, if
and only if one of the following hold:
(1) (S ZQ U Zl'
(ii) o € X, for some n > 2, with 0,_1 + 1 < 7,.
(i) 0 € Du.
Define f: [0,1] — X by
f(x) = (dp(z))ren
for each = € [0, 1]. Define ¢: ¥ — [0,1] by
0o J
. 1 11 (—1)n+
o) = —1)it! i [ 4+ 4+ ...
<p( ) Z<( ) g%) o1 0102 01 0p

J=1

for each o = (o})ren € 2.

Proposition 2.3 (See [1, Section 3.2]). We have po f = idy 1) and fo(yp|s,.) = ids,..
In particular, fli: 1 — Xy and p|s: Yoo — 1 are inverses to each other.

Remark 2.4. We remark that, in view of Proposition 2.3 for every rational number
x € [0,1] there exists n = n(z) € N such that di(z) = oo for all k& > n. So, we
have (di(x))/* = oo for all k > n, which is consistent with the convention oco® = oo
for any k € N. This tells us that the convergence (3] is not valid for any rational

number.

Let n € N and 0 := (0y)keny € Xpn. Define the fundamental interval associated

with o by
I(o) ={x €[0,1] : dp(z) = of for all 1 < k < n}.
We further define a sequence & = (0% )ken € Xy, by 0, = 0, + 1 and 0} = oy, for
k € N\ {n}, ie.,
0=(01,...,0n_1,0n 4+ 1,00,00,...).

Proposition 2.5 (See [18, Theorem 1] and [1, Proposition 3.5]). For each n € N
and o € X, we have

= V@@, ifnisodd ] (@(6),0(0)), if nis odd;
o) {[90(0'),@(3)), if n is even, () {(ap(a),go(ﬁ)), if n is even,

according as 0 € Yo 0T 0 & Y.
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(0)ren € X. Define 0(® = (00,00,...). For each n € N, we define

Let 0 =
M) = (T)ken EX by 7 = 0p for 1 <k <mnand 7, =00 for k >n+1, ie.,
o™ = (0y,...,00,00,00,...).

Proposition 2.6 ([I, Lemma 3.29]). Let 0 = (0k)reny € X. For each n € N, we

have
n+1 1
[p(o) = pla™)] < ][
k=1

The following proposition will play a key role in establishing a lower bound of the
Hausdorff dimension.

Proposition 2.7 (|6, Proposition 3.3(a)]). Let F' C R and suppose that g: F — R
18 a-Holder continuous, i.e., there exist constants o > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that

9(2) — g(y)] < |z —y[*
for all x,y € F. Then, dimy g(F) < (1/a)dimy F.

3. PROOF OF THE RESULT

It is worth reiterating that our proof idea is inspired by [25], in which the excep-
tional set of the LLN in Engel expansions is discussed.

Proof of Main Theorem. Put
E={ze€[0,1]: (d,(x))"" £ easn — oo} = {z € [0,1] : (L3I) fails}.

The inequality dimy £ < 1 is obvious, so it suffices to prove the reverse inequality.
Our aim is to find a sequence of subsets of E such that the Hausdorff dimensions of
the subsets can be made arbitrarily close to 1.

Recall that the LLN (I.3]) holds A-almost everywhere in [0, 1]. By Egorov’s theo-
rem, there exists a Lebesgue measurable subset A C [0, 1] with A(A) > 0 such that
(dn(2))Y™ — e as n — oo uniformly on A. As mentioned in Remark 24 we have
A C1, so that f(A) C f(I) = ¥, where the equality follows from Proposition 23]
Since 2 < e < 4, by the uniform convergence, we can find an N € N such that

(3.1) 2" < d,(z) < 4" forallm > N and for all z € A.
Claim 1. We have dimg A = 1.

Proof of Claim[1. The claim is clear since any subset of positive Lebesgue measure

in [0, 1] is of full Hausdorff dimension (see |6, p. 45]). |
Let M € N be arbitrary such that M > N (so that, in particular, M > 2). For
each 0 = (0))ren € X, define @ = (7,)nen by Tjmi1)41 = 0jm4 + J for each

j€Ngand [ € {0,1,...,M} but (5,1) = (0,0). By the Euclidean algorithm, for
each n € N, we may write n = j(M + 1) + [ for some j € Ny and [ € {0,1,..., M}
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in a unique way, and thus, the sequence (7, )nen is well-defined. We denote the map
oG on X, by U

Claim 2. We have ¥(X4) C X

Proof of Claim[2. Let 0 := (0% )ken € Yoo Put @ := V(o) and write & = (7, )nen-
We need to show that 7, < 7,1 for all n € N. For any n € N, it is clear that
pM+1)<n<(p+1)(M+1)—1=p(M+1)+ M for some p € Ny.

Fix n € N. Assume first that p(M + 1) < n < p(M + 1) + M for some p € Ny.
Then, n = p(M+1)+1forsomel € {0,1,..., M =1}, and n+1=pM+1)+(I+1)
with [ +1 € {1,2,..., M}. It follows that

Op = OpM+1+P < OpM+(1+1) +P=0nt1-

Now, assume n = p(M + 1) + M = (p + 1)M + p for some p € No. Then, n + 1 =
(p+1)(M + 1)+ 0, and we have

On = 0psym +P < Oppnym + (P +1) = Fpny1.

Thus, V(o) = 7 is indeed in X, and this completes the proof of the claim. |
Since U (f(I)) C f(I) by Proposition 23] and Claim 2], for any = € I, we infer that
(Vo f)(z) = f(T) for some T € I, in which case the Pierce expansion of T equals

(U o f)(x). Note that T = (¢ o f)( )= (¢ o Vo f)(x) due to Proposition 2.3 and
that the Pierce expansion of T is given by

:I; g
[ dq, cen dy—1, d, dy + 1,
dysr+1, ..., dopr—1 + 1, dopr + 1, don + 2,
(3.2) donvis1+2, ..., dyy-1+2, dsn + 2, dspr + 3,
divr +J, oo, dgsnym—1+74, dgsom + 4, dgenm +J+ 1,
) ]P?

where dj, = di(x) for all k € N.
Define g: A — I by g(x) :== (poWo f)(z) for each € A. One can easily see that
g is well-defined and injective.

Claim 3. We have g(A) C E.

Proof of Claim[3. Let x € A, and put T := g(x). By the Euclidean algorithm, for
each n € N, we may write n = j(M+1)+[ for some j € Nyand [l € {0,1,..., M} ina
unique way, so that d,(T) = d;jp+(z) +7 by (8:2). Note that j < jM +1 < d;jp4(2)
by Proposition 2.I|(ii). Then, for any n € N, we have

dini(z) < dn(T) = djnra(z) + J < 2djn(2).

By definition of A, we know that the sequence ((d;jps4(z))YUM+D) .,y converges to
easj— oo foranyl € {0,1,..., M}, as a subsequence of ((d,(x))"/™),en. Hence,
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for any [ € {0,1,..., M}, we have

lim inf(d, (7)) * < liminf (djary(x) + 5) 700+

n— 00 j—o0
M+
< lim (deM_i_l(x))ﬁ] DT M
j—o0
and
lim sup(d,,(z))= > lim sup(d;n+i(x) + ])m
] JM+1
> lim [(deH(I))jA;H] JMHDH e%.
Jj—00
Thus, (d,(Z))Y™ — M/(M+1) —L ¢ as n — 00, and this proves the claim. |

For any x,y € I, define
pz,y) =inf{k € N: (f(2)) # (f(y))V} = inf{k € N: dy(2) # di(y)},

with the convention inf @ = co. Put 0 = (0;)jen = f(z) and 7 = (75)jen = f(y).
If x # y, then o # 7 since f is injective by Proposition 2.3] so that there exists
k € N such that ¢*~Y = 7= and o}, # 73,. In such a case, as a non-empty subset
of positive integers, the set for which the infimum is taken has a smallest element.
Hence, p is well-defined.

We will derive lower and upper bounds for the distance between two distinct
irrational numbers x and y in terms of their Pierce expansion digits.

Claim 4. Let x,y € I with x # y, and put n = p(x,y), which is finite. If d,(z) <
dn(y), then

n—1 1 1 . 1
(3.3) (g d_k> dn(y) (dni1(y) + 1) <lz—y| < g o

where dy = di(z) = di(y) for each k € {1,2,...,n — 1}, with the convention that
the product over the empty set equals one.

Proof of Claim[] By definition of n, we have dy(z) = di(y) foreach k € {1,2,...,n—
1}, so that we may write the common value as dy.

Put ¢ == f(z) and 7 = f(y). Then, both o and 7 are elements of ¥, by
Proposition 231 Also observe that 7(® € ¥,, and 7tV € ¥,.;. By the definition
of I(s), we have that y € I(r"*V)) C I(7() but = ¢ I(r™). Consider all the
endpoints of I(7(™) and I(7("*1). Then, exactly two of them, p(7(™) and (7(+1),
lie between z and ¥, while the other two, (7)) and (7("*Y), do not. Indeed,
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Proposition and the assumption d,(z) < d,(y) tell us that

(1) < (7)) <y < (D) < (7)< (o) <, if nis odd;
o(TM) > (7)) > ¢ > (7)) > (7)) > p(e™) >z, if n is even.

By noting that 7™ and 7("*1) share the initial n terms, (dx(y))r_,, we obtain, by
the definition of ¢, that

& =yl > Jp(r™) — p(rtD)] = <1:[ d%) dn(y)(dnil(y) +1)

On the other hand, since p(0) = (po f)(z) = x and (1) = (po f)(y) = y by
Proposition 2.3 and since o™~ = 7~ 1 ) by the definition of n, we have

1z =yl = |[p(0) — (6] = [p(7) — ("]
< (o) — (™) + |o(r) — SO(T("‘”)I

where we used Proposition for the second mequahty. [

Recall that M > N and, in particular, M > 2. Let

12
— d = 46M(M+1)
e=q and ¢

For later use, we note that

1
Z Mlog M —1
Indeed, one can check by direct calculation that the former inequality holds when
M = 2. For M > 3, we have M log M > 2 and log M > 1 so that (M log M —1)}
6(MlogM — 1)t < 12(Mlog M)~ < 12M~! = . For the latter, it is enough to
notice that 4°MM+1) > 423 5 9¢.

(3.4) and ¢ > 2e - 4MOMHD,

Claim 5. For any z,y € A, we have
l9(z) = g(y)| = ¢ Ha — y[' T,

Proof of Clatm[4. If x = y, the inequality holds trivially. Suppose = # y, and let
n = p(z,y) < 0o. Then, d(x) = di(y) for each k € {1,2,...,n— 1}, and we denote
the common value by di. Without loss of generality, we may assume d,(z) < d,(y).
Put T = g(z) and ¥ := g¢(y). By injectivity of g, it follows that T # 7. Put
r = p(T,y) < oco. Then d(T) = di(y) for each k € {1,2,...,r — 1}, and it is clear
that d,.(T) < d,(y). We break down the proof into two cases depending on the size
of n.
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CASE I. Assume n < 2M. Then, r < 2M + 1 by (B.2)), and this implies that
d,+1(7) < dapr12(7) by Proposition m](l) Using the lower bound in (3.3)), together
with ([B.2)), we obtain

- , . 2M+1 1
T (H dk(?)) dr+1(Y ( H (7 ) danr4a(F) +1

k=1

1
RSN -

But, since y € A and M > N, Proposition 2II{) and B3I tell us that di(y) <
do(y) < -+ < dp(y) < 4™ and di.(y) < 4% for each k € {M +1,M +2,...,2M}.

Thus,
M 2M
1 1 1 1
N
z-91= (H 4M> A <k:1]_w[+1 4k+1> P13

k=1

1 2M+2 1 2M+2 1
_ _ o1
> (421\4 +3) > (43—1\/1) = gemiy €

Therefore, since |x — y| <1 and 1+ 3¢ > 1, it follows that [T —y| > ¢~ |z — y|' 7.

CASE II. Assume pM < n < (p+ 1)M for some positive integer p > 2. Then,

p(M+1)+1<r <p(M+1)+ M by [82). To obtain a lower bound for |7 — 7| by
using ([3.3)), we first find that d,11(7) < dn41(y) + p by considering two cases:

o If pM <n < (p+1)M, then
d(y) = dn(y) +p and  dp1(y) = dpnsa(y) +p.
o If n = (p+ 1)M, then, since d,(y) + 1 < d,,+1(y) by Proposition R2.II{), we
have
dr(Y) =dn(y) +p and drp1(Y) =dn(y) + (p+1) < dpra(y) +p-
(See the two rightmost columns in (3:2).)
So, by the lower bound in (8.3]), (8:2)), and the bound for d,,1(7)+ 1 obtained above,

we have

_ 1 1
roa= |11 dk@)) da() + 1

k=1
p(M+1) 1 r 1 1
- ,E k() k:p(ﬂlm @) | dn@) + 1
|11 ) | (3L o)
|\ de(y) ) dar(y) +1 wor ey) +1 ) dani(y) +2
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i 1 1
X oo X
k:(pEI)MH di(y) +(p—1) | dpu(y) +p

X (kzg/jlﬂ di(y) +p> doi(y) + (p+ 1)

or, equivalently,

p—1

= 1
T -7 > :
1:[[ 11 JM+1+J> dgrnm + (G +1)

n—1 1 1
” <k=£/f[+l di + P) (du(y) +P)(dns1(y) +p+ 1)

We first investigate the term in the square brackets in ([B.3]) by considering two
cases depending on the value of j. For j = 0, we have di(y) < do(y) < -+ <
dar(y) < 4 by Proposition 1) and (B.1]), so that

Mo 1
(Hdl )dM 1><E4_M>4M+1
1 1 1

(3.6) 7 AN M AM 9. gMMED)

Fix j € {1,2,...,p—1}. Since y € A and (j + 1)M > M, we have, by (B.1]), that

(3.5)

dginum(y) + (G +1) <40 4 (G 41)
< 4(j+1)M + 4(j+1)M _ 22jM+(2M+1)

(3.7) < QUMHUM _ y3iM

Now, note that

2w 6jM 3jM log4
E = — = = .
M M+1 - T MM+1) X log 2
M+ M ( 5 DSty 8
=1
3jMlogd _ 3jMlogd _ 3jMlogd

S log@MH) 3" log(@MH 4+ 5)  log (ﬁ(szH ; j)) |

=1 =1 =1

and so,

M
3jMlog4 < elog (H(QJMH +j)> :
1=1
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or, equivalently,

(3.8) 499 < (H(?M“H)) :

1=1
Hence, (3.7) and (3.8), in conjunction with (3.I]), lead us to

dirym(y) + (G +1) < (H(QjMH +j)> < (H(deH(y) +j)> ;

=1 =1

and thus, we obtain a lower bound for the square-bracketed term in (B3] for each
je{l,2,....p—1}

M 1 1 M 1 1+4+€
3.9 , ‘ > ST E— .
(39) (g djnir + J) dgym + (G +1) (g djrrr + J)
Next, we find a lower bound for the rightmost term [(d,,(y) +p)(d,1(y)+p+1)]7*
in (3.5). By (81]), we first have that
(da(y) + ) (dna(y) +p+1) < (4" +p) (A" +p+1).
Since pM < n, it is clear that p < n, and so, p < 4" and p + 1 < 4"+, Then,

(3.10) (dn(y) + D) (dnsr(y) +p+1) < (2-47)(2-4"H) = 4742 < 4%,
Now, note that since p > 2 and pM +1 <n < (p+ 1)M, we have
12 12 6(M + pM) 3(p+1)M log4
TM T p_UMt1 M+pM T log2
M v~ 1) 57
k=M
S 3n log4d  3nlog4
— n—1 log 2 o n—1 ’
Sk ©8 log < I1 2’f)
k=M k=M
and so,
n—1 n—1 €
(3.11) 3nlog4 < elog <H 2’“) . or, equivalently, 4" < <H 2’“) :
k=M k=M

Hence, (310) and (3I1)), together with (31, yield
n—1 € n—1 €
(dn(y) + p)(dnsa(y) +p+1) < (H 2’“) < (H dk(fU)) :
k=M

and therefore,

1

n—1 1 € n—1 1 €
N N Sl <de‘) 2( d‘) '
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Putting (3.0), (3.6), (3.9), and (812) altogether, we now have

T -7l

14 n-1 e
1
o [ (M) | () (1)

But, by Proposition ZII[), for all j € {1,2,...,p—1} and [ € {1,2,..., M}, we
have jM < jM + 1 < d;pr41, which implies
. 1 1
dipvr +J < djprpr + Mde—H = (1 + M) djn4i-
Similarly, for all k € {pM + 1,pM + 2,...,n — 1}, we have pM < k < dj, and this
implies dj, + p < (1 + M~1)d,. Hence,

. 1+e
p 1
z -7y > 5 4MM+1 H<H 14+ M- )de+l)

Jj=1

(I ) (182)

1+e

1 -l 1 GEDM 1
= 2. 4M(M+1) H (1 + M- )M i ];4[+1 dk (1 + M—l)n—l—pM

n—1 1 M 1 € pM 1 € n—1 1 €
k=pM+1 k=1 k=M+1 k=pM+1
o1 1 Mo\ ©
= 9. yM(M+1) (1+ M-1)M IH d_k
14+2e

p—1 1 (j+1)M1 el 14
(3.13) X H (14 M—1)M(+e) H g ( H d_k) ’

: L dy,
j=1 k=jM+1 k=pM+1

where the last inequality holds true since n — 1 < (p + 1)M by the assumption for
Caske 11
We estimate each term of the product in the square-bracketed part in (813]). Fix
j€{1,2,...,p—1}. Recall from [34) that e > (Mlog M — 1)~*. Since k < dj, for
all k € N by Proposition 2I([), we have
1 1 1

> = >
MlogM — 1 M M

°8 SlogM —1 > log(jM +1) —1

i=1

=1
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1 - 1 B 1
- M )M (G+1)M ’
Z log de—i—l -1 Z logd, — 1 log H di | —1
=1 k=jM+1 k=jM~+1
and so
(G+1)M G+1)M
1+e<celog H dy |, or, equivalently, e'™ < H dy,
k=jM+1 k=j M1

By making use of the well-known fact that
1 n
(3.14) (1 + ﬁ) <e forallneN,

it follows that

1 M(14¢) (G+1HM
<1+M) < H dy,

k=jM+1

Hence, for any j € {1,2,...,p — 1}, we have

1 Grom e GEom e
(3.15) | II + > JI +
(1+ M_l)M(l+ ) k=jM+1 dy, k=jM+1 dy,
Therefore, on combining ([B.13) and (B.I5]), we finally obtain
T -7
1+3e 1+
1 o e
= 9. AM(M+1
2 . AM(M+1) (1 + M1 < dk AT di k—pM 41 dy,

1 n—1l 1 1+3¢
> > -1 _ 1+3€
= ¢ . 4M(M+1) <kI:I1 dk(y)) >c |z —y| )

where the second inequality follows from (3.14]) and the last from (B3.4) and the upper
bound in ([B3)). |

Denote the inverse map of g: A — T on g(A) by g7': g(4) — A. Then, 1 =
dimy A = dimg ¢g~'(g(A)) by Claim [l Note that, by Claim [, we have

\g_l(f) _g ( )| < Cl/(1+3e | y|1/(1+3e

for all 7,7 € g(A), which shows that g~! is [1/(1 + 3¢)]-Hélder continuous. Hence,
Proposition 2.7 tells us that dimy g~'(g(A)) < (1 + 3¢) dimpy g(A), and so, dimg
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g(A) > 1/(1+ 3¢). Since E O g(A) due to Claim [ by the monotonicity property
of the Hausdorff dimension (see [6, p. 48]), it follows that
1 1

dimy E > dimy g(A) > _ .
g B = dimu 9(4) 2 77752 = 705670

Since M (> N) can be chosen arbitrarily large, it follows that dimy £ > 1, as was
to be shown. H

Remark 3.1. Our definition of T in (8.2) is different from that in Wu’s [25] origi-
nal work for the LLN in Engel expansions. This was inevitable because the con-
structed expansion in [25] satisfies only the non-decreasing condition but not the
strict increasing condition for digits, and hence, it is not Pierce realizable in light
of Proposition 2.2l That is to say, the expression considered in [25] cannot be a
Pierce expansion of any number. However, a slight modification allowed us to follow
a similar argument. We further note that Proposition [2.I({l), which does not hold
for Engel expansions, played a crucial role in our proof.
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