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AR RF B N - BHs2EaiseRl A AR
g %36 (Kanji INUI)

BE

Cantor set X Sierpiniski gasket 2 &2 GL% < D7 T 7 ZIVIEERMEDHE/NEHRIZ & 5K
AR (DB IFS L 7) OMRES L L TEHEIN, I<HMHEINTE /. UL UEE,
Mauldin, Urbanski @ 2 A2 & V) rIBEMER{EDOM/NEGIZ & 5%/ IFS(BA#E CIFS L5i9) O
MR A IC BT D 5EDM I F o 72, RIS, 151X, MBREA D Hausdorff IRt % h &35 & X, ik
FREAD h ot Hausdorff HIEEAS 0 TH 2 D%, h IX5¢ packing HIENETH D & 5 BB 2 FE>
IEIR KA BABCR 2 MR L 72, ZOMEIZERMEDOH/NEBRIZE D CIFS TR I Y R RWIHET
H5. AT, EFLD CIFS # HICERFH EOWHESIIL > TNRI A—Z LI N/-AHE
TERAE OME/NGABIZ & B CIFS Oz AL, Td CIFS OfRIZHIET % Hausdorff Yot &
Z DD CIFS £NZ IR T 2 MRE A D Hausdorff JIE X packing I ICET D55 %
NS D, £72 2 OFEIZA KSR RAKRZEARN - BIEZHER) L OB (KBKKZEE
FHER) L ORFETETH D.

1 BA

BRI WT, KEBEBCRIIKRA R TENS. KEBBREZHVWLSHlE U THREAELE
EDOD—2F, KEBEBRIZE D THERINDG 77 XIVOIETHD. 2O 1970 £ 5
MED, B2 BRFFIZHREL -, PR, Mi/NGHIZ K D RERECR ((contractive) iterated function
system) # IFS L5192 L1295, 22T, BRMEOMEESR» S5 TFS X, 5FTXMHEIN
T0B I LIET S (A, 1), 2], 8] & & %21,

U U, 1990 DS, nfBIRRIED GG 5 75 5 TFS(MA, R IFS &57) iICk W kI b
750 ZIVOMRENEE > (FIZE, (6], [6], 1] &2 E%281). K2, Mauldin and Urbariski O 2
NE TR DF A TEN 578 5 IFS OWRES (7727 ZV) IZBT W58 2170 7. DM&, 564
B4 57 % TFS(conformal IFS) 2 CIFS £5l9 Z £i29 % (Definition 24 ). %5 1% CIFS
12 & DS M MR EE G D Hausdorff ¥Rt % 5- 2 5 2 A% Hausdorff #ll &> packing & % 5-Z
LERMIZETE - MEmE R R LTS, I 51T, 5 IZMIR CIFS (2 & O HEEX A7 b fR AR A D Bl
HNlEE 2T\,

AT, CIFS OfFEIZET 2MEEEFERSND L 5124857, Roy and Urbanski ® — A% CIFS
DTS S Hausdorff YROTEABDIIE 217> 72 ([R] 2 2H). 51X, “M-topology” £\ 5 CIFS
DHEE EIZERT I MM K > T, Hausdorff e BB ERTH D Z & %2R L, AT CIFS ®



IS R NEE % F5CIE, Hausdorff RTEBN LN D EMIITH D Z L R,

INEFTRTEED1Z, CIFS % CIFS DOEIZEY 3 —fiGaid & <AL TWS. UL, CIFS
DOFEIZETE M ez HHAT IR EZ L RIIZOP > TV ARND TR RN EEZ 72 ([A], [,
[M0]). & Z TAMTIE, &R CIFS OIEICET 5412 E AL, TOBIIHINT RES O Hausdorft
RILBIER T DED % CIFS (249 & MR A D Hausdorff X packing HIEIZDOWTE R 5.
Z DI A RIEAERZ (FR TR - BRIEEAFERL) & Db HER G (KX KZHEASER) & DL
METHD.

2 97 RE
ZOFETH, BOBETHANDEHZHIT 272 DICBERERPWEEZ BND.

21 ZRAREMKS (CIFS) LBRES
ZDHiTIE, CIFS ® 2o d dMRESZERZL, TOMNEZ R RS,

Definition 2.1 (7] %ZMEMI@;E Z& B EDEM). T 28EEE 2 DU EFOEL HEMADCEL L
U, 20 I % alphabet &I, I 12 discrete topology % A#v, I := IV (Z product topology % A
nd. LAE, I° @Ew’iwlwg'-‘wn‘-- LELY.

DL E, RPN ALD.

Proposition 2.2. [ % alphabet £ 9%. ZD& ¥, I* X Polish ZfTHhd. I 6T, L
[I| < 0o Z&BIX, I°° & compact ZETH 5.

o, Ir =, I EEDD. DR, ne NIZHLU, I" Ot w & wiwy - w, LY. I HIT,
weFUI®IZHU, lw:=n EDD. 2IT,nidwel” 2i/~37~~Z—2DneNU{oco} T
Hd. wel*UI® tn<|w %dneNIIHL, w, :=wwy  -w, EEDD. LAE, T IZEEL
TEZ5.

2O TIZHRHUT, FMERBER (CIFS) 2L FD LS IZEHT .

Definition 2.3. W % (R%,|-|) LOBAEAL L, f: W — f(W) 2MHFAMEGHLTD (122U
fWV) IEZ R LOBEALTD) . ZOLE 2TDO e W & v,u € RUIKHUT, MHRE f/(x)
P (o=l = 7@ [o—] EWRETES, S EW ESHFMTHEECS. 22T, 0
z € X ZBT2M f/(x) 12U, R EOMEHD )V AIZBET S f/(x) OEHZ VA% |f(2))
ERT.

Definition 2.4. X % (R?,|-|) EOZETRVWERE DY /87 MEA L U, T % Definition Z0 D% D
LFB. oL E UFORMEENAT S = {6 X = X |ie I} & ([ BRATFHEALTE X L
D) A AEBECR (BM&, CIFS LEld) & 5.

1. BEE: 2T e TIZHU, ¢ X — X I$HEHTHD.



2. —HR#EAIME: HD ce (0,1) WFEELT, BTCD el & x,y € X ITHU, IRAEY L.
|9i(2) — ¢i(y)| < clz —yl.

3. FMME: HDe>0L X CV RBEMBEES V CRI BHFEHELT, ®TD i€ T IZHL, ¢
XV ED CYre S RAHEBICHER I NT, 2D ¢; 12V EEMTHD.
4. FEGEME: 2 TD i#£7 %5 i,j € T 1ZRU, ¢;(Int(X)) C Int(X) 7D

¢i(Int(X)) N ¢; (Int(X)) = 0

MEED LD, 22T, Int(X) & RY EOEFEOAAHIZE TS X ONEEET.
5. Bounded Distortion Property(BDP): % K > 1 WFEL T, 2 TD z,y eV & we I*
IR U, IRDIER D LD,
| ()] < K - [y, (y)]-

ZIZTC,neNE w=wwy - wy, € I"IZHU, ¢y := Py © Dy 0+ 0y, EED, THIT
b D € X IZBIDMH ¢, (x) (IZXL, RE EO@EFED ) VLTS ¢ (v) OFEHE/
VA% P (x)] ERT.

6. Cone Condition: &£TD z € 90X (WU, HA z, A u, &I |u|, AE o THS open cone
Con(z,u, ) BFEEL T, Con(x,u,a) C Int(X) 23 Y D,

Definition B2 128 1F 2 —kkifia/IMEDP SIRDGEZ 155

Proposition 2.5. S Z CIFS £ 9%, 2D &, £TD w e I® IZHU, N, oy Pw), (X) 1E— 5k
ATHD.

ZO—REGDE 2, € X LATEE Bl m: I - X & (w) =2, (weI®) EEDD.
ZDEM 1 % coding map LIER, TNk Y, CIFS IZH U, MREAIEED.

Definition 2.6. S % CIFS £9%. ZDL &, S ITHIGT SMRES Jg WUATOLDIZEES.

Js=m(I%) = |J [ bui(X).

wel>® neN

F72, CIFS S 12U, Jg @ Hausdorff IRt % hg i d. ZOMKRELSIIN U, ANDOMED KL
URVASR

Proposition 2.7. Jg % S IS8T 2MEEALTLH. ZDL &, UMY D,

L Jg=|J¢i(Js) THB.
el
2. Js= (1 | du.(X) TH2.

neNweln™

K2, Jg & Borel THIEATH 5.

Definition 2.8. |[I| =00 &L, S # CIFS £9%. S ={¢iticr £XT. I' C I, |I'| =00 %5,
BATHEE T 92 X EOROWK {2itier £ 2€ X 25, 2TD >0 I/ L, H2 |[F'| < oo &



B F CI BEELT, 6L ie '\ F BBIE, |2 — 2| < e DRV O E X, limep 2 = 2 L30T
X517, Xg(00) C X 2UTFDESITEDS.

Xg(o00) := {her? 2z € X |30 C I {zi}iep st |I'] = 00,2 € ¢3(X) (i € I’)} .

2.2 Pressure function
ZOfiTI, CIFS S 123U, S @ pressure function P # €& L, TOWEEZ AR5,

Definition 2.9 (Pressure function). S # CIFS £9%. 2D & &, ne NIZHU, ¥%: [0,00) —
[0, 00] %

P = 3 (supw;(z)r)t (t > 0).

weln V€
LEDD. IHIT, Ps: [0,00) = (—o0, 0] &
Pg(t) := lim llog PE(t) € (—o0, 00].
n—o0 N
LEDD. 2D Pg % S O pressure function LR, F 7z, 0 := inf{t > 0] () < oo} LEDD.
Z®D Pg » well-defined TH2 Z LIZIRDMWmEIZ LS.

Proposition 2.10. S % CIFS £ 95%. ZOL & 2TO mneN & ¢t > 012U, 92" () <
Y (E)PL(E) DD LD BT, BTD ¢ > 0 12U, T8I {log V& (t) tnen BIBNENTDH 5.

pressure function OMEEIILATDEY TH D.

Proposition 2.11. S % X(C R%) E®d CIFS & U, Ps % S O pressure function £ 9%. 2D
&, RDE L.

—_

. Ps(0) =log|I| TH5.

2. tg >0 M Ptg) < oo ZiiZTROEIE, BTD t > to ITHNL, P(t) <oo THD.
3. Ps(d) <0 TH3.

4. P{t>0] P(t) < co} BIRZHFAEDPONTHS.

5. limy_00 P(t) = —00 TH 5.

Z @ pressure function Z T, “BWHE" 2D CIFS UL FD LD IZEES.

Definition 2.12 (Regular, Strongly regular, Hereditarily regular). S % CIFS &9 %. Ps(t) =0
%% t>0 P FETDLE S % regular CIFS &5 . X512, Ps(t) € (0,00) %25 t > 0 DMELE
45L& E, S % strongly regular CIFS W 5. AT, &TO [I\I'| <oo %D I' CTIZHLU,
S :={¢;: X > X |1 €I'} Wregular CIFS TH s & ¥, S % hereditarily regular CIFS &\ 5.

Z 2T, U S » hereditarily regular CIFS 72 51X, S & strongly regular CIFS THh2d Z L &,
£ U S % strongly regular CIFS 22 5%, S I regular CIFS THh 2 Z L IZIERETD.



2.3 CIFS Of&

ZOHITIX, CIFS DRIZDOWTIHRRS. C EDOETHEWEEE IV N MES X LAl EERED T
XU, CIFS(X, I) % I #RAFHEAGL T2 X Lo CIFS D#EALEDS. & S € CIFS(X,) 2
MU, mg: I — X % S D coding map &EDHD.

{S"} nen € CIFS(X, 1), § € CIFS(X,I) £ %. 5" = {¢"}icr, S = {pi}iesr £ FET. =
DX, ARIIBNT, {S" hen € CIFS(X, DY ¥ S € CIFS(X,I) B FO&ME AT L %
A{S" pen) = S EEDB.

(LY £Tm i € T, tim (suplof(2) - oxo)l + sup (60 (a) = (00) 0)] ) = 0 sk
ﬁr)‘ reX xeX
(L2) 2 C>0& MeN& FREG FCIBEFELT, 2TOicI\F &n>MIZxU,
g sup (62 (@)1 ) ~ 1og (sup el(a)l) | < € #9 5.
reX reX

{8 nen € CIFS(X, )Y M4ETD S € CIFS(X,I) 128t U, &fk (L1), (L2) %z X 5 & X,
A{S"nen) =0 LEDSD. {S"}nen € CIFS(X, DN 55 A{S™}nen) € CIFS(X, I) TH D L ¥,
{S™}en € CIFS(X, )Y & A -converging Thd &5, 2D A 12k Y, CIFS(X,I) 2R ASE
£2 (). 2OLELTFOREMNKLT 2.

Proposition 2.13 ([§] Lemma 3.3). Z #fifHZ%M & U, CIFS(X, I) IZ A-topology A% A>T\
BLd5. XbIz, [ CIFS(X, ) = Z £ 9%, 20& %, WERAMBTHS.

1. f: CIFS(X, I) — Z 13§ TH 5.
2. U {S"}nen € CIFS(X, 1) 1E X -converging 72 513, ILm F(S*) = fFIN{S"" }nen)) T
bH5.

52, HBEVH EOWAESIZE > TINT A=Z =17 TN/ CIFS DIEIZDWTHRRS.

Definition 2.14. A % C LOEFEHEL L U, {SH}en %, & p e AITHL, S* € CIFS(X, 1)
5% CIFS DL §5. £72, K pue AU, St ={¢l'tier LRT. ZOLE, 2THDreX &
i€ I ITHU, B p— o (x) A EIEERITH D & F, {S#},cn (F plane-analytic THD &V 5.
M AT, plane-analytic & CIFS D% {S*},en ITH U, ®2 g € A BFIEL T, BLFDSRAM: % i /-
& ¥, {S#}ea regularly plane-analytic £\5.

1. SHo (X strongly regular Tdh 3.
2. 25 ne(0,1) MFEFELT, BTCOwel® & pe AT, [kio(p) — 1| <n 2H7~7.
2T, B e & w=wwy - €I®ITHL,
(¢h,) (mu(ow))

Ty = Ts,,, ki (1) == (o0 (LeN) LEDSD.

w1 )/(71'“0 (Jw))




3 EFEQKER

ZOETIE, FEHOGEIIZBEREI 2509

3.1 Mauldin and Urbarski (1996) D#&R
Theorem 3.1 ([6] Theorem 3.15). S % CIFS £ 9%. ZD& &, RHMEY LD,
hs = inf{t > 0 | Ps(t) < 0} > 0.
K2, Ps(t) =0 2% t > 0 BWFEETDHEOIE, t 1& Ps Of—DERTH>T, t =hg TH5.

Proposition 3.2 ([6] Lemma 3.13). S % CIFS £ 4%. 2D & X, S M regular CIFS 2 51, X
DOME 2729 X LD Borel #ERHE mg M //Z—DFETD.

1. ms(Js) =1 2 LD,
2. £TD X L0 Borel 4 A & i € [ U, ms(¢i(A)) = [, |6,(2)|sms(dz) B3 3D,
3. 2TD i) 8% i,jel ITHU, ms(d:i(X)N (X)) =0 BHY .

ZOMERHE mg % hg-conformal measure & IE3.

Theorem 3.3 ([5] Theorem 3.20). |I[| =00 & U, S %, ] 2RAFEAELTDHCIFSS £95.
DEEF, WIFFAMETH 2.

1. S I& hereditarily regular T»H 5.
2. Y(0s) = oo DY LD,

F#iZ, £ U S ¥ hereditarily regular 72 51X, 0g < hg Y 3LD.

Theorem 3.4 ([5] Proposition 4.4). S % regular CIFS £ 9%. 2D & E, & U A\g(Int(X)\X71) >
07251F, hg <d WBEYDNLD. 2T, Mg Ik d X5t Lebesgue HIEETHD. I 512, X1 := Ujer9i(X)
LEDD.

Theorem 3.5 ([5] Theorem 4.9). S # regular CIFS & U, mg % S @ conformal measure &9
2. ZDLE, ELHD Xs(o0) EDORIF {25152, LIEDEBII {r;}52, PWFELT,

Blzi 1
lim sup ms( Ei]vrj))

Jj—0o0 Tj

:OO,

M) LD S IE, Hs (Jg) = 0 D3E Y 3D,

Theorem 3.6 ([5] Lemma 4.3). S % regular CIFS £9%. 2Dt %, £ U JsNInt(X) # 0
) SED R BIE, P (Jg) > 0 A LD,



3.2 Roy and Urbariski (2005) D#&ER

Theorem 3.7 ([8] Theorem 5.10). B4% h: CIFS(X, I) — [0,00) % h(S) := hg & ®, CIFS(X,
I) 12 Atopology WASTWE LT D, 2D hIFEHETHD.

Theorem 3.8 ([8] Theorem 6.3). A & C LDOHFEFHES, {SH}ea &, Hpe AITHL, SH e
CIFS(X, I) %% CIFS DL 45, ZD& X, £ U {S'},ea » plane-analytic % 51X, 54
p— 1/hgu 12 A HEFRTHS.

Theorem 3.9 ([8] Theorem 6.1). A & C LDOHFEHES, {SH}ea &, Fpe AITHL, St e
CIFS(X, I) %% CIFS Dk 35. ZDe &, B L {S"},en # regularly plane-analytic %4513,
BAR p— hgu 1& A EEBITTH 5.

4 FHER

ZDETIE, AREOEMEREIRAND.
Ay ={r=u+iveClu>0v>1} 52 FRAFEAEE [ =N t§2 X :={z¢
C ||z —1/2| <1/2} EO—BALEREN BRI & B CIFS D {S,}ren, %

Sy = {fam(2) = 1/(z +a+br) | (a.b) N’} (7 € Ag)

LEDD. J, CX & S, \CHILTIMBESG LR, J, O Hausdorff Gt % h, KT, IHIT, s
kot Hausdorff {lZ, s ¥R Packing flE% TNZTh H , PS L RT. 2D X, MW ELN.

Theorem 4.1 (WRJtIZBd 5#E%, [@] Theoreml.2, Theoreml.3, Corollary 1.4 £&). 2T
7€ A ITNU, 1 < hy <2 WEY D IHIT, |Tl|iinooh7 — 1 AKY 0. MAT, B — h, 1&
Ay ETHEFEND Ay ODNERTEMENIPOLFHMTH L. K, B 7 — h, OBRKBEIIFEL, T
DEKAIE Ay DEFIEET D, MAT, A K& Eh2 XALKER B IS LTS, BB 7 = h,

I& B EEHBEKTEZ.

Theorem 4.2 (HIFEIZEET D855 KBEK & OILFMZE). £TO 7€ Ag 1L, H7(J,) =0
2> Phe(],) > 0 Ths.
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