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Large intersection classes for pointwise emergence
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DWTC, HAIRES (BIAKLELERNTH L 000088 ; FTLHEEOWNEE LKD) DN
BHIZKEW, DEDBENTH S Z ARSI N, ARTIE, HMEZHEITL A, Zelerowicz K & Ht[FTH
FIRDFERIZOWTIRET 2 - AR Y 7 MZOWT, SAIRESOMEKTY ba b —ZH¥ER0D
RMHMTY baE—2—8HL, SAIFESD Hausdorff YRyCIZFHZE M D Hausdorff It & —3 L, £ED
Holder #fi e R T > ¥ v )VIZB U CERIFRE S OMHNE X P ROMMERED E —8T 25 (D%,
FEAIBEA BN TP AIRKREVWELATH D). ToidT AT, Carathéodory Ryt D R X2 EMIZ
T5E0 —RNGERORELTHEONS.

1 HROEREEHER

X 2327 MREEBEERIE L, f X - X 25 HET 5. P(X) % X LD Borel fERHIE 2ARD
SRBEEL L, BMNHEZMEATWS LTS, Mo ec X DIERMNTHS (Girreqular) &1, x OFIHHLE
IR 7TV T = REEBFELZWI L, DF 0, REREIE

1'n—l
52:EZO(SJCJ($)7 nZl,
]:

DIIRA P(X) NCHFIELARWZ &2 F 5. ZOMGHKIIFIRAIE [1,36] THWSNTWEHDTHEA,
DE D LRIIELRMTH B (historic ; [32,34]), IBEWTH D (non-typical ; [3]), FZIIFEBNTHS
(divergent ; [14]) £dHEbNs.

Birkhoff D)L I — REBN S, FIEAMNZRE,r 50 5%5E (UERIFENEES LT, [ £EL) BEED
REJE p LT p-BREICR>TUEDS 20, TV I— FHEERHEOVTIEIZIOESIXH E 0 HELE
RlhTWwiah ok, LHL, HBIEFEIZRD) ZOREREDNERIZDOVTREW ELGTHL L
PV U T &7z, Pesin-Pitskel’ [29] 13 IEAIE AR AR ADE LD S BIKENEETH D Z L 213 LD
TaRU7z. #5101, FEERAEGDPMHEKNT Y e -8 XU Hausdorff RGO KEZERD Z &, DD,

Biop(I) = hiop(X) 222 dimpy (1) = dimp (X)

DI ER L. ZIT, hep(Z) 13 (BT LEH AT b EIZRS W) Borel 4 Z 1293 2 A0FHHY



Iy haY—Tdsd (EMZRERI (21,29 X723 AMD 4.1 HiZM ; ZDEFEIE Bowen (2 & 5 K {7
MY ba— (11 O R7 VEEAD—BILTH D). ORI, (3] CHHEEGHARERS >
7 M, [19] T2 7 Markov RIZ, [14,36] THAGIME 2 KDl E4IZ, [37]) THEHGEINE & £ D i 5412
MR e, M, BIOB A S DI RIESOIEIZ OWTIE [1,2,5,10,12,13,22,25,32,34,38,41] 5
L2 DOHDOSE R E SR I NIz,

FREDETHETE Z SNIEEAMNZ AL, (1) TEZLONEZREDHA 2D (RWLEAAER) O
I— NHIEDOR2IEE T2 L 5BbDE LTHLNT W, 207D, (1) OUESOER S, S REEE
BERKTTL %6, —HTARTIE, LOEMEDOEVWEAILNZZS, 2% 0 (1) ORI AERED )L I —
FEJHIE ORI 2 kBT 2 & 5 iz ZRONG LT 5. L0 ERICE, BX5NMRECRLST LI —R
72 512DV T, (1) ORIEF OERMHERLZ DTV I — NHIE- 503052 HROTEAZ EL L 5 &
MEEREEZD. Held, ZTOLIREBERI ORI EGDIRTH, GA 5NV T — RINEIEZ5 DG
DFRUETH S & WIS FEREZG (B 11).

B, P. Berger [Ki& “RAMENTELIT 5 ETRE S AR WEHEX 259 57 72002, [6] THRIEGRBG
RIFE DB R ZEA L7z, HIEHRIVAITE X Newhouse BIR X KAM Bi4t7: & % & BIIZHIZET 5 72 DPER
BRPERRMEU . HERNWAIFEOMSIIRERHOEDTH DA, TTITERLINELFHLZDODOH5
[7-9,15,35]. Z @ Berger DfEFITAFE XN T, [24] THEH IFMIAM K & AHEHEE K & StHT, FEEAME
ERT 272K NRIFKOBMEZEALZ. Mz e X IZBT2AT—be> 0 DERBIZK &E,(e) I,

Ex(e) = min{N € N | there exists {,uj}é\’:l C P(X) such that limsup miglNd(ég,uj) < e} (1.1)

n—oo 1<7<

THZ6N5. 772U, did P(X) ED 1IRD Wasserstein Fifff T 5 (Wasserstein FRRED 7€ 780 FEA MK 72
MEIZDOWTIE [39,40] 22 ; T2 TIRHIZ d 23 P(X) OMAHDHEBLIZZR > TWa Z EITIHEET 5).

Mo PELRITHZE Z Lk
lim &, (€) = o0

c—0
7% LIXFAMETH S (|24, Proposition 1.2]). %7z, (1.1) ® min; d (6%, u;) % [y ming d (87, ;) m(dx)
(meP(X)) TESHZ7ELDIE m IZBIT 2RERMAIFELITIEN S, WIERINAIZE & & A DR D FA
72 BafRId IR & 72 % ([24, Proposition 1.4]) : fEE® € > 0, Borel & D 5L Um e P(X) 22V,

min £,(e) < En(m(D) ). (1.2)
X517, € X T8 A&,
. log (g’x(F)
lim sup =00
em0 —loge

LB TBESERM (X2 3EHAR) L Ebnb. [6) THEMShZ LS, BZERNT L) X LIEE
BRI ZHEORTETEDORWI TR L LTILLKZIFANSGN TS, Berger &2 OFEKT, EHELHIER
MRS 2R D N F R 2 BUEFRIZ L > THIZE T 5 Z L IEAENIZATRETH 5 L F X 72, AR, EHERE N
Bl a2 R DS S R 2 EA MM T2 Z AR TH DL EX LI N TES. ThO R, EMf
RAFERONERDP SR D EEVNEORERE VD ENIET 5 2 LITKRERIEN R 2ND Z &b (B
AR R DI FROHIEZET 2 RIOEEIZ OWTIE [7,9] 2SI nzWv).

AROERERIZIRTH S (A. Zelerowicz K & D ILFEIAFZE).



EE 1. X c{L,2,....m}IN (m>2) 2RMHEH>T7bEL, f: X - X 22O LEOEYT7 MEHET

5. X6, FECX %

1
lim 08Cz1E) Ga(c)
e—0 —loge

iz g e RRP SR EEETE. ZOLE,

hiop(E) = hiop(X) 72 dimp(F) = dimg(X).
[27] TIZEH 1 IZD2WT 2 DDELRZFAMAAGEZSNTWVWDS (RFTIE 1 DAHEOHIENTZ) :

L1DHOAER9 OT AT 4 T7TDO—MftThHd. [19 TRXZFHE-T LI REGDI T X GS
(0 < s < dimg(X)) PEAINK : (a) G5 OSSN ABHEOEEZLORELIE G ITET
% (RXZ5E), (b) G° ® Hausdorff ¥X7tid s BAE. 2D 2 5 A% [19] D HFROIETAEE DK
Hausdorff ¥Ryt 22 Z & DFFIHIZAV S 7z, Fxld 9, AMHEMT Y e ¥ —% Hausdorff ¥t
O — T % Carathéodory IRTTIZBAL T (a) BL T (b) DEMMBKIL T E LI BELEDI T A%
BATE (2, 380). T, HMELESARKEZR DL LALKOES ENIORNEZEY 7 AT
B 5 amRT. BIFEYE LT, M35z EEO Carathéodory IRITIZH LT E 2K
Carathéodory It &2 &5, FH 1 LD —BOFEERIFOSNS (EH 13). KIZZDIRHE LT,
£ D Holder Bt R T V¥ ¥ b o 1Z2WT, E 2 o iZBT 2 MMHNELORKEZINS Z &A%
IND.
2. 2 DHOFHIEIZRD 2 FEOMKEMAGEDLES ¢
(a) Barreira-Schmeling (2 & > T [3] TH A 617z, AMMKTY b B E—hDHA Hausdorff 17T
EROELMEEDMAES I DK, T OMEO R,  SmBIFEL E % 1 IROZ AR
B eTHD EFEBD €l itD20T
iy P
(b) [24, Theorem A] TH-Z 517z, WL INMN L& SAIFE & KD i 572 2 @HINLES Ey O,
OO RS, MR TY b —0&725Z2TH5 : |24, Theorem A] & [30, Theorem
4] 25,

htop(EO) == 0

R 2. [24, Theorem A] DH#E Ey OFIIE, Ey TOENBIEMELHATH 5721 Th { RRILREH
HTHd I LiZdHb (|24, Subsection 1.4] 2). ThWAH4E [E OHHES E; TH-T, £DLTH
MY b —35 LU Hausdorff IRITEIRKTH 0, 2 OENRIFEDBRKRILRIBBIITH 5 & 5 70H DO
MCTEDH] LWV HVIZOWTIERIZRVIRER > T\ 5.

HFRE 3. (Hausdorff OtizBEs %) EBH 1 DFEENSTIZ, FED t < dimy(X) IZ2WT miy(E) >0
LB ebnd. 72720, mly &t kot Hausdorff JIE TH 2 (EHERERIL 2, 4 Hizl). w2
Frostman DN 5, m € P(X) BGFEHELT, mDAENEIZE&EFN, TEDOze X &r>0ZD20WTH
ISz THEED r DR B(x,r) (& m(B(z,r)) <r' 2723 (m OWcldt BE). BIEOMHEE (1.2) 25

. log &n(e)
lim ——* = o0
=0 —loge

LB, Een(€) DL IHARIE RO HIIMEIZBI T 5 Berger PAH [6] & LT 7z,



2 Carathéodory JX 7T

3, (28] T Pesin (2 & - TEA I 117z Carathéodory IRTLIZDWTHEE T 5.

2.0.1 £&EAIED Carathéodory JRIT
X 2852, F2 X DWMDEENSRIES (ZORERBESGLWRIENS) LT 5. ROE&M%THE
T2 ODOEEEB n, Y F — [0,00) BMFET D LIET S -

(A1) D e F;n(0) =9¢(0) =0 THHERD U € F,U #0122\ T nU),(U) > 0;

(A2) EED > 01220 Te>0MBFIELT, Y(U) <ec &RBERDU € FIZO2WT n(U) < 4;

(A3) 0 1ZHWURT B DI (€))neny PFIEL, EEO N e NIZNULT X 2WET 2HAMES G C F 27
fELT, FEDOU € GIZoWT y((U) = €.

E:F = [0,00) #HEAEBET 5. &M (A1), (A2), (A3) %2723 F, £,n,v¢ & X ED Carathéodory #&&
(72 1300< CHBE) 7 2EDBLED, 1= (F.& i) LB ZL 2T 5,
BGCFIZHNUTYG) =sup{p(U)|UeGt db. 26N/ ZC X, teRBEULe>0I1ZHLT,

ME(Z,e) =  inf {Zﬁ(U)U(U)t}

G.9(G)<e Ueo
viEhs, R UTIRE Z 2WET 5 ARE - RTEOEMESK G C FItoWTObDTHS.
mio(Z) 1= lim M&(Z, <)

9%, mL0) =0THBLoEmL() 1F X ODHIMEL LD, ZOHHIESH SRS o-NIERE ETHIE L
2%, ZOWE t-Carathéodory BIE L MIENG. —#RIZZDHIEL o-BRAE TR, £AFHELRS
Crvms. UTR (28] TRENE

W4 RO ZCXIZTNUTte ERMFIELT, t<tc DEEMI(Z) =00, t >tc DEEML(Z)=0
%5 (—HTmE(Z) 120, co, BRAEDWTHIZEH 2D 5 5).

dime Z :=tc #%84 Z O Carathéodory RTEES. 5612, X BAHIZHTH T p BZDLORPET

bhoLE,
dime p = inf{dime¢ Z: u(2) =1} = gir%inf{dimc Z:(Z)>1-0}
—

& u @ Carathéodory RITE LN S,

2.1 Carathéodory #FHIFE DIEIE

DFTERY TV 7 X O LD O T = (F,&n,¢) CFEERETS. X C {1,...,mIN ITAHEM
DY TLT RN THBTEEBWET. DF D, BERN0 213 1 THBTH M = (M) 1<ijem B
FALT, X 3 M ZETIREH 2 = (t172...) € {1,....m}N 2hR0ELELB>TWVWE. 22T
r=(r1-zn) €{l,...,m}", n e NU{oo} BRAHETHDLIF, FED1<j<niZOWT My oy, =1
MBEOVEDILEED. GiaeDEI n % o) &EL. 60, HFREFEuw = (u1...uy) [T LU THBEEES C(u)



Z2Cu)={zeX |zl =utTE>TEDS. 772U, [z], dz=(r122...) DEWE [2], = (x122...20)
THd. FeHEEREREPS3HEGL TS
F :={0}U{C(u) | v is an admissible word}.
MEEAGCeFLteRIZHLT
q(C,t) = &(Cn(C)’

L, (C)2HE2RInDAEFEuwIZODVWTC=Cu) R2E5U0RNOERE N T2 (CDODEI LW
i 3).

RYLGEIRT T AT 5 2\ BN |, Carathéodory #MAIEIZD\WT ([19] »% Hausdorff #MEIEE (K
UTiTo7e &9 7%) #YIRIBILEZ1TS e PBEIZRE. ZOHLUWAHEDOFRIXENAEIZERIZRS &
WHZeThHd. 1= (F, &) %2 X EOCHELTE. £ ZCX teRIZDVT

1nf{z &u }
Ueg
LEDD. EUTRIE Z 2WET 2RI ZETEOHAEAE G C FIZOVWTDEDTHS.
FEE 5. WE ML, mb 1331 TEZSNTWAHIRINAHED Y 5 AR fl & s> TWa. [31] DHGE
Ha WD &, BEBIE g, t) IZHTHIE (|31, Definition 5]) Ta& b, MIE M} £ DOFTHIE A S Method 1
([31, Theorem 4]) IZ&k > THLSNAZEDTH D, ml, 1& Method II ([31, Theorem 15]) (Z &> TH LNz
LDTHDIEZERS.
ML OEZELWEILUTIZEEDONS.
EH 6. BEABI ML XX AT
(1) teRDEE, ML) =020 ML BSELZED, EED Z C X IZO2WT ML(Z) <mb(Z).
(2) t >dimegZ D& E, ML(Z) =mi(Z) =0.
(3) t<dimeZ D& E, 0 < ME(Z) < cc.
(4) t=dimcZ D& E, 0<mb(Z) <0261 0 < ML(Z) < oo, mL(Z)=07%51E ML(Z) =0.
FEHH. |27, Theorem 2.3] 2 &I N7z,

HEDOMEDED, UTRILPZWESIE m!, M O X 52l TEL. &4 DEHHTIE, C-H#ED
X575 (Fi) &bz Z e hnEr s

(C1) Q1 > 0 BFIEL T, [EHED t < dime(X) L HFEES C 2OV THESES C AF(ELT C C O
THb, . .
Q14(C*,t) < M'(C) < min{q(C,1),q(C*, 1)};
(C2) AEBD t < dime(X) IZ2WT m=m(t) € NDFELT, BEIH m OFHTH 2 &5 RERBOMME
£EHCIZO0T, BEWm O THLHMES O WFHELTCCCl THY,
N, (C) = a(Cr,. 1);

(C3) T Q3 > 1 DFHELT, wv BREFEIZRD LD BRAIRED 2 DD u, v BLUt e RIZDWVWT
Q;lq(C(u),t)q(C(m,t) < q(C(uv), 1) < Q3q(C(u), )g(C(v), t);
(C4) FED 2 DOHFEHESE AC BIZDOWT n(A4) < n(B).



3 RXEEIFA
AR Y, M 11k (EHAE AR RO RRKOEETHE) ENBERREEY TR (arge

intersection class) (ZJBLTWA E WS X DIBWEERM? S EAN 5. Farm-Persson [19] i Falconer [18] @
RYNLEY T AD—MWAEZZ D, BAFRDO LS ITEH RS bz E 2 5.

EHET. £t<dimc(X)IZ20WT, GIX) 2 Ge-HEFC X TH-T, EEOAMES CIZOVWT
MY(FNC) =M (C)
iz LB DRKD SR EGLT S,
DFTEzoNE, 2077 AT 5 1 DHOEEHIX [19, Theorem 1] DILETH 5.

EIE 8. ZZATW5 Carathéodory WEi&EN St: (C1) B LU (C4) ¥i7=T &35, ZoLE, 77 GH(X)
BRSO BT 2D L VWS EEICOVWTHLETWT, I5ILZID7 7 RAIBT2EEDOEAD
Carathéodory IRl t LA E& 72 5.

HE 9. TXZEMOEE LG LT, Firm-Persson IZF/E{EDRL B HZEZRDIETEREES D@L D
Hausdorff ¥t %2518 L 7z (|20, Proposition 1]) .

TEH 8 OFEHIZDWTI [27) @ 5 Hiz BIEI 2. DUFOMED S, #2240 Carathéodory IRt IZB Y
HERIZER 7T 0o OELRMTH L Z L hbh 5.

@ 10. Fegi(X) D& &, dime(F) > t.

S ¢ < dime(X) THEDT, EH6 D (3) 15 MI(X) >0 & %5. WAITHEES C HHFEELT
MYC) > 0,55, EHTHS MU(F)>0THb. Lizhi>T, EHED (2) 5 dime(F) >t %135,

Ay % {00} >1 OERBUNSADP 6 R2EAL TS, X LOBRHEDH T = {1} ey 12X LT, A(J) %

AT = AL), ALT) = {m(T) |t e AL}

L>1

IZEoTEDS. 272U, A = {(to,tl,...,tL) € [0, 14+ Zfzotg = 1} THY, &%t=(to,t1,...,t1) €
AL R LT () = i o tep® THB. X512 J OHBFES E(T) %

EJ)={ze X | A(J) C A}

CEoTEDS (16,30 BH) . £72, X LOMWRMNE 1 125 LTTOBEES Gu) %
G(p) ={zr e X[ lim &7 = p}

Lk o TRED S, WOFEE [19, Theorem 2| DILIEL 725> T W5,

B 11. F#RXTW5 Carathéodory W& 135 (C1) — (C4) 2723835, ZOEEAEDOTIILIT— K
AEMRFEDF T = {50 IZDVTIFAKD 2D -

(1) /D t < inf {dimc(p9) [ £>0} 12DWT E(T) € G;

6



(2) dime(E(J)) > inf {dimc(pu?) | £ > 0}.

FEBL 11 DFEHIZDWTIE [27] @ 6 HiZHd. EB 11 @ (2) I& Chen-Zhou [16, Theorem 1.2] (2 & 2 ffI4E
B ONFHEINZRET 2R OR I RIBEDFEHE 52 TW5d. ZLAEHOFEIFRE SRR, BT, (2)
T® Hausdorfl {RICIZEIS 5 N2 & DFHHX (1) TORXZEMEDMES DFENPSBONDEPIEARHTH 5.

BEQEME WS &, EH1IGUTOMmER, S ItFoNns.

BB 12. J = (O} ps0 M2 X LORLHRUEDF LTS, ZOLE, FED e E(J) 122

WwT

lim 128%(9) _
e—~0 —loge

FEAH. |27, Proposition 3.5] # &I 7.
ROEMIZOHIOELDTHY (EHS, 11, mE 12 £ v), AFMOEHREEEZS.

T 13. X, f,EA2EH 1 DEY &5, FZTW5S Carathéodory HEi&E 1354 (C1) — (C4) ZHi7zL, 56
IR &G 723295

(C5) EED t < dime(X) X U TR 22 X EORZEHRHE DI {10} pso BFEL T, EED
£>01220T dime(p?) > ¢.

ZDLE, ROt <dime(X) Z2WTEA E, C EWFELT, E, € Gt 2425, T,
dim¢(E) = dimg(X).

BABICEHE 1 OFFHEZ 5 2 % 4 i CMMAMTY e ¥ —, Hausdorff YRot, MAHMKEINZHIGT 5 C-1
BIETARTERE (C1)-(C4) Wiz 2 eWmEIND. TIN50 C-HEEN X 5I12&M (O5) i3 Z LIk
[3, Theorem 6.6] 2645 . L7zd3-T, EH 1LIEEM 131672725108 rN5.

4 ISH
41 fIMEMEA

Holder s&##4%BIE o : X > R Z2[EEL, UMFTEHRIND (X ED) C-#E 7= (F,&n,¢) 2525 5
% 5 N7 FIEES C LT,

1(C)—1

&(C) = exp (Syc)p(C)) = exp (sug > sa(f’“(x))) :
re k=0

W)= e O, ()= L

Lok, X512 (0) = p(0) = £0) = 0 LF 5. ZD F,en, 1 1= hEM (A1), (A2), (A3) &3 2 &
EWRT LA Z RO T, 25k X ED Carathéodory IRIGEEL . LT 2 AHIE -5 1%,

ME(Z,1/n) = inf {Z eSiepeCI=HC | (Cy) > n, Z C UCz} ;
i i



n—oo

m&(Z) := lim inf Zesl(ci”’(ci)_l(c")t | (C;) >n, Z C UC’Z-
i i

ME(Z) = inf Zes“ci)@(ci)fl(ci)t | Z C UC'L
i i

L%, MNind %A Z © Carathéodory iXitld (Pesin-Pitskel [29] DEIRTD) Z LOMAHIEL Py, Z)
=BT 5. P=P(y) = Plp,X) = dime(X) L8, 2512, ¢ =008 F Plp) BAMKTY hoy—
LB S IR I .

8 14. LFID Carathéodory #1354 (C1) — (C4) &7 d.

FEFA. [27, Lemma 4.1] 22 I iz,

4.2 Hausdorff X7z

B 13 13 Hausdorff RITIZHEH T2 Z &M TE 5. EEE, £EOHEHES C 122w TL(C) =1, n(0)
Z C DL, (0)=1/1(C) 90X, ZNsik Carathéodory-#i& % ED, X 5I125M: (C1) — (C4) %
= ENEGITHERTE 5.
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