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ON DIMENSIONS OF VISIBLE PARTS OF SELF-SIMILAR SETS

WITH FINITE ROTATION GROUPS

ESA JÄRVENPÄÄ, MAARIT JÄRVENPÄÄ, VILLE SUOMALA, AND MENG WU

Abstract. We derive an upper bound for the Assouad dimension of visible parts
of self-similar sets generated by iterated function systems with finite rotation
groups and satisfying the weak separation condition. The bound is valid for all
visible parts and it depends on the direction and the penetrable part of the set,
which is a concept defined in this paper. As a corollary, we obtain in the planar
case that if the projection is a finite or countable union of intervals then the visible
part is 1-dimensional. We also prove that the Assouad dimension of a visible part
is strictly smaller than the Hausdorff dimension of the set provided the projection
contains interior points. Our proof relies on Furstenberg’s dimension conservation
principle for self-similar sets.

1. Introduction

The visible part of a compact set K ⊂ R
d from a hyperplane L consists of those

points of K which one can see from L (for a precise definition, see (2.1)). This
definition extends naturally to k-dimensional planes L for k = 0, . . . , d − 1 but, in
this paper, we concentrate on the case k = d−1. We are interested in the dimensions
of visible parts. From the definition it follows easily that the orthogonal projection
of K onto L equals that of the visible part. Therefore, the Hausdorff, packing
and box counting dimensions of a visible part are always between the correponding
dimensions of the set K and its projection. In general, this is all what can be said,
that is, given any two numbers t < s such that there exists a set with dimension s

whose projection has dimension t then, for every u ∈ [t, s], one can construct a set
whose visible part has dimension u. In order to obtain some nontrivial results, one
has to study several visible parts simultaneously. It follows from the Marstrand-
Mattila projection theorem [15, 17] (see also [18, Corollary 9.4]) that the Hausdorff
dimension of a visible part equals that of the set K for almost all visible parts
provided the Hausdorff dimension of K is at most d− 1 and almost all visible parts
are at least (d−1)-dimensional if the Hausdorff dimension of K is larger than d−1.
This was shown in [12], where a more general result concerning k-planes was proved.
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According to the well-known visible part conjecture (see [19, Problem 11]) almost
all visible parts are (d − 1)-dimensional provided the set has Hausdorff dimension
at least d− 1. An example of Davies and Fast [5] shows that the measure theoretic
notation “almost all” cannot be replaced by a topological typicality, that is, there
is a compact 2-dimensional set in the plane whose visible part is the whole set from
a dense Gδ-set of lines L. Orponen [21], in turn, proved in the plane that this
phenomenon, where the visible part is the whole set K, may happen only for a
set of directions whose Hausdorff dimension is at most 2 − dimH(K), where dimH

stands for the Hausdorff dimension. In [12], the visible part conjecture was proved
for quasicircles, graphs of continuous functions and some special examples of self-
similar sets. In [1], it was shown to be almost surely valid for the fractal percolation.
Falconer and Fraser [7] proved that if K ⊂ R

2 is a self-similar set satisfying the
convex open set condition and if the projection of K is an interval for all lines,
then the Hausdorff and box counting dimensions of all visible parts are equal to 1.
In the case when there are no rotations in the defining iterated function system of
K, they showed that if the projection of K onto a line L is an interval, then the
Hausdorff and box counting dimensions of the visible part from L are equal to 1.
Rossi [23] proved the visibility conjecture for self-affine sets satisfying a projection
condition and a property called strong cone separation. As far as we know, these are
the only cases, where the visible part conjecture has been proved. However, there
are several results which show that a typical visible part is strictly smaller than the
set itself. A result of [13] states that almost all visible parts of a compact s-set,
that is, a compact set having positive and finite s-dimensional Hausdorff measure,
have zero s-dimensional Hausdorff measure provided s > d− 1. O’Neil [20] studied
planar continua and proved an explicit nontrivial upper bound for the Hausdorff
dimension of almost all visible parts from points, that is, from 0-planes. Quite
recently, Orponen [22] proved a general theorem according to which the Hausdorff
dimensions of almost all visible parts are at most d − 1

50d
for all compact sets in

R
d. In particular, if the Hausdorff dimension of a set in R

d is larger than d − 1
50d

,
then the Hausdorff dimensions of almost all visible parts are strictly smaller than
the Hausdorff dimension of the set itself.
In this paper, we study dimensions of visible parts of self-similar sets K generated

by iterated function systems having finite rotation groups and satisfying the weak
separation condition. In Theorem 2.4, we prove an upper bound for the Assouad
dimension of visible parts, which depends on the direction and on the penetrable
part of the set (for definition, see (2.2)). As a corollary, we obtain a criterion which
guarantees the validity of the visible part conjecture for a fixed hyperplane L, see
Corollary 2.6. In particular, for planar self-similar sets generated by iterated function
systems with finite rotation groups and satisfying the weak separation condition,
the visible part from a line L is 1-dimensional provided the projection of K onto
L is a finite or countable union of intervals. Under the above assumptions, we
also show that the Assouad dimension of a visible part is strictly smaller than the
Hausdorff dimension of the set provided the projection contains interior points and
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the Hausdorff dimension of K is strictly larger than d − 1, see Theorem 2.11. In
the case of trivial rotation group, we prove that if the projection satisfies the weak
separation condition, then the upper box counting dimension of the visible part
equals the Hausdorff dimension of the projection, see Proposition 2.12. Finally, in
Section 3, we give examples and discuss the role of our assumptions.

2. Results

Fix a finite set Λ and an integer d ∈ N \ {1}, where N := {1, 2, . . . }. Set Λ∗ :=
⋃∞

n=0Λ
n, where Λ0 is the empty word. Let F := {fi(x) := riOi(x) + ti}i∈Λ be an

iterated function system on R
d, where 0 < ri < 1, Oi is an element of the orthogonal

group O(d,R) and ti ∈ R
d for all i ∈ Λ. Denote by K the attractor of F , that is, K

is the unique nonempty compact set in R
d satisfying

K =
⋃

i∈Λ
fi(K).

Since all maps in F are similarity transformations, K is said to be a self-similar set.
Equip ΛN with the metric

d(i, j) :=

|i∧j|
∏

n=1

rin,

where i∧ j is the longest common prefix of the sequences i and j and |u| is the length
of a word u ∈ Λ∗. Note that this metric generates the product topology on ΛN. For
u ∈ Λ∗, we write fu := fu1 ◦ · · · ◦ fu|u|

and define the cylinder

[u] := {i ∈ ΛN | i||u| = u},

where i|n := i1 . . . in for n ∈ N. Let π : ΛN → K be the coding map associated to F ,
that is, for all i ∈ ΛN, we define

π(i) := lim
n→∞

fi1 ◦ fi2 ◦ · · · ◦ fin(0).

The rotation group of F , denoted by G(F), is the closure of the subgroup of O(d,R)
generated by {Oi | i ∈ Λ}.

Definition 2.1. A self-similar set K generated by an iterated function system F :=
{fi}i∈Λ satisfies the weak separation condition if the identity is not an accumulation
point of the set {f−1

u ◦ fv | u, v ∈ Λ∗, u 6= v} in the space of similarities equipped
with the topology of pointwise convergence.

Remark 2.2. (a) We note that there are several different versions of the weak sepa-
ration condition, most of them being equivalent, see [2, 14, 25].
(b) For all z ∈ R

d and all r > 0, let Q(z, r) := r[0, 1]d+z− r
2
(1, . . . , 1) be the closed

cube centred at z and with side length r. We record here a useful fact [25, Theorem 1
(4a)] concerning iterated function systems satisfying the weak separation condition:
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there exist M ∈ N and 0 < c < 1 such that, for all z ∈ K and all r > 0, there exist
u1, u2, . . . , uM ∈ Λ∗ satisfying cr ≤ diam([uj]) ≤ r for all j = 1, . . . ,M and

Q(z, r) ∩K ⊂
M
⋃

j=1

fuj
(K).

For z ∈ R
d \ {0}, let 〈z〉 be the line spanned by z. For θ ∈ Sd−1 and y ∈ 〈θ〉, let

Lθ be the linear subspace perpendicular to θ and set Lθ,y := y+Lθ. Denote by Pθ,y

the projection from R
d onto Lθ,y, that is, Pθ,y(z) is the point of Lθ,y that is closest to

z. In the case y = 0, we simply write Pθ. Given a compact set F ⊂ R
d, a direction

θ ∈ Sd−1 and a point y ∈ 〈θ〉 such that Lθ,y ∩ F = ∅, the visible part of F from Lθ,y

is the set

(2.1) Vθ,y(F ) := {z ∈ F | [z, Pθ,y(z)] ∩ F = {z}},

where [z, z′] is the line segment connecting the points z, z′ ∈ R
d. Heuristically,

Vθ,y(F ) consists of those points of F which one can see from the hyperplane Lθ,y

while looking out perpendicular to the plane. For a more general definition of visible
parts, see [12].
For a set F ⊂ R

d, denote its interior by Int(F ). For every θ ∈ Sd−1, we define the
penetrable part of F in direction θ by setting

(2.2) Penθ(F ) := F ∩ P−1
θ

(

Pθ(F ) \ Int(Pθ(F ))
)

.

Remark 2.3. In the case G(F) = {Id}, the projection of K is a self-similar set. We
remark that there are self-similar sets with nonempty interior, whose boundary is a
Cantor set (see e.g. [3]). A planar self-similar set with an interesting projectional
structure is presented in Example 3.1.

We denote by dimA the Assouad dimension, by dimB the box counting dimension
and by dimB the upper box counting dimension. Recall that dimH(F ) ≤ dimB(F ) ≤
dimA(F ) for all bounded sets F ⊂ R

d. We are now ready to state our main theorem.

Theorem 2.4. Let K ⊂ R
d be a self-similar set generated by an iterated func-

tion system F with a finite rotation group G(F) and satisfying the weak separation

condition. Then, for all θ ∈ Sd−1 and y ∈ 〈θ〉 with Lθ,y ∩K = ∅, we have that

(2.3) dimA(Vθ,y(K)) ≤ max{d− 1, max
g∈G(F)

dimH(Peng(θ)(K))}.

Remark 2.5. We note that the statement of Theorem 2.4 is general. However, it gives
a useful bound for dimA(Vθ,y(K)) only when Int(Pg(θ)(K)) 6= ∅ for all g ∈ G(F),
for if Int(Pg(θ)(K)) = ∅ for some g ∈ G(F), then Peng(θ)(K) = K. Recall that
dimH(K) = dimA(K) by the weak separation condition (see [9, Theorem 1.4]).

We have an immediate corollary of Theorem 2.4.

Corollary 2.6. Let K ⊂ R
d be a self-similar set generated by an iterated func-

tion system F with a finite rotation group G(F) and satisfying the weak separation
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condition. Fix θ ∈ Sd−1. If dimH(Pg(θ)(Peng(θ)(K))) ≤ d− 2 for all g ∈ G(F), then

dimA(Vθ,y(K)) ≤ d− 1

for all y ∈ 〈θ〉 with Lθ,y ∩K = ∅. In particular, if d = 2 and if Pg(θ)(K) is a finite

or countable union of intervals for every g ∈ G(F), then

dimH(Vθ,y(K)) = dimA(Vθ,y(K)) = 1.

Proof. The claim follows since dimH(A) ≤ dimH(Pθ,y(A)) + 1 for all sets A ⊂ R
d

(see e.g. [18, Theorem 8.10]). �

Remark 2.7. Recall that Falconer and Fraser [7] proved that all visible parts of a
self-similar set have Hausdorff and box counting dimension equal to 1 provided that
the defining iterated function system satisfies the convex open set condition and all
projections of the self-similar set are intervals. These assumptions play a crucial
role in [7]. Corollary 2.6 shows that the assumption of convexity of the open set is
not needed, at least in the case of a finite rotation group. Further, the condition
that every projection is a single interval may be relaxed to a finite or countable
union of intervals. We remind that our method is completely different from that
of [7]. Also Rossi’s work [23] on visible parts of self-affine sets relies essentially on
the assumption that the projection of the attractor is a single interval for many
directions. Furthermore, the strong cone separation condition used in [23] is never
valid for self-similar sets.

Before the proof of Theorem 2.4, we introduce the Furstenberg’s dimension con-
servation principle for compact sets (see [11]), which is a key ingredient in our proof.
For a set E ⊂ R

d and θ ∈ Sd−1, we say that the projection Pθ : R
d → Lθ is dimension

conserving for E if for some δ ≥ 0,

(2.4) δ + dimH

({

x ∈ Lθ | dimH

(

P−1
θ (x) ∩ E

)

≥ δ
})

≥ dimH(E).

Here we adopt the convention that the dimension of the empty set is −∞. Observe
that one could replace the latter ≥-sign in (2.4) by equality, since the left hand
side can never be strictly larger than the right hand side by a classical theorem of
Marstrand [16], (see also [8, Corollary 2.10.27]), but we do not need that information
in our paper. Let E be a closed subset of [0, 1]d. A closed set A ⊂ [0, 1]d is a mini-

set of E if A ⊂ (λE + x) ∩ [0, 1]d for some scalar λ ≥ 1 and x ∈ R
d. A closed set

B ⊂ [0, 1]d is a micro-set of E if there is a sequence (An) of mini-sets of E with
limn→∞An = B in the Hausdorff metric.
The following result is a special case of [11, Theorem 6.1].

Theorem 2.8. For every compact set E ⊂ R
d and for every θ ∈ Sd−1, there is a

micro-set B of E with dimH(B) ≥ dimA(E) for which Pθ is dimension conserving.

Remark 2.9. In the statement of [11, Theorem 6.1], there is dimH(E) instead of
dimA(E). However, the proof of [11, Theorem 6.1] works for the Assouad dimension
as is evident from the remarks before [11, Proposition 6.1]. Recall also [10, Theorem
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2.4], which states that the Assouad dimension of a set equals the dimension of the
gallery of its micro-sets.

In the next lemma, we state some basic properties needed in the proof of Theo-
rem 2.4. Recall that a homothety is a map h : Rd → R

d, where h(x) := r(x− t) + t

with r ∈ R \ {0} and t ∈ R
d.

Lemma 2.10. Fix θ ∈ Sd−1, y ∈ R
d, g ∈ O(d,R) and a homothety h. Let F ⊂ R

d

be a nonempty compact set. Then

(1) h(Vθ,y(F )) = Vθ,h(y)(h(F )),
(2) g ◦ h(F ) and h ◦ g(F ) differ only by a translation and

(3) Vθ,y(g(F )) = g(Vg−1(θ),g−1(y)(F )).

Proof. The claims follow from straightforward calculations. �

We are now ready for the proof of Theorem 2.4.

Proof of Theorem 2.4. Fix θ ∈ Sd−1 and y ∈ 〈θ〉 such that Lθ,y∩K = ∅. We will only
deal with the case, where K is included in one of the components of Rd \ Lθ,y. The
general situation can be deduced from this special case as follows: Since Lθ,y∩K = ∅,
there is k ∈ N such that, for all u ∈ Λk, the set fu(K) is included in one of the
components of Rd\Lθ,y. Since fu is a similarity, we can write fu(K) as a composition

(2.5) fu(K) = gu ◦ hu(K),

where gu ∈ G(F) is the orthogonal component of fu and hu is a homothety.
Notice also that fu(K) is a self-similar set generated by the iterated function

system Fu := {fu ◦fi ◦f
−1
u | i ∈ Λ} that also satisfies the weak separation condition.

Clearly, G(Fu) = G(F) and

Vθ,y(K) ⊂
⋃

u∈Λk

Vθ,y(fu(K)).

Assuming that the special case has been proved, one concludes by Lemma 2.10 that
dimA(Vθ,y(fu(K))) is bounded by the upper bound given in (2.3). Thus, the stability
of the Assouad dimension under finite unions implies that (2.3) holds in the general
situation.
Let E = Vθ,y(K) be the closure of Vθ,y(K). By Remark 2.2, for every x ∈ E

and r > 0, there exist u1, u2, . . . , uM ∈ Λ∗ satisfying cr ≤ diam([uj]) ≤ r for all
j = 1, . . . ,M such that

Q(x, r) ∩ E ⊂
M
⋃

j=1

fuj
(K) ∩ E.

Observe that Vθ,y(K) ∩ fuj
(K) ⊂ Vθ,y(fuj

(K)) for every j ∈ {1, . . . ,M}. Therefore,
by (2.5),

(2.6) Q(x, r) ∩ E ⊂
M
⋃

j=1

Vθ,y(fuj
(K)) =

M
⋃

j=1

Vθ,y(guj
◦ huj

(K)).
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If A is a mini-set of E, then A ⊂ h(Q(x, r) ∩E) for some x ∈ [0, 1]d and 0 < r ≤ 1,
where h is a homothety with ratio r−1. Combining (2.6) and Lemma 2.10, we
conclude that

(2.7) A ⊂
M
⋃

j=1

Vθ,y′(gj ◦ hj(K)),

where gj ∈ G(F), y′ ∈ R
d and the ratio of the homothety hj is between c and

1 for all j = 1, . . . ,M . Let B be a micro-set of E. Then B = limn→∞An for a
sequence (An) of mini-sets of E. Applying (2.7) to An for all n ∈ N, we find a
sequence of M-tuples of sets (gn1 ◦ hn

1 (K), . . . , gnM ◦ hn
M(K)). Since G(F) is finite,

there is a constant subsequence (gnk

1 , . . . , gnk

M ). Since the ratios and translations of
the homotheties hnk

j are bounded, we may choose a further subsequence such that

(h
nkl

1 , . . . , h
nkl

M ) converges. Using Lemma 2.10, we conclude that (2.7) is valid with
a mini-set A replaced by a micro-set B.
Now we apply Theorem 2.8 to E in order to find a micro-set B of E whose

Hausdorff dimension is at least dimA(E) and for which Pθ is dimension conserving.

Applying (2.7) to B, we conclude that there exist δ ≥ 0 and F := Vθ,y′(gj ◦ hj(K))
such that

(2.8) δ + dimH

{

x ∈ Pθ(F ) | dimH

(

P−1
θ (x) ∩ F

)

≥ δ
}

≥ dimA(E).

Let τ := g−1
j (θ). Combining Lemma 2.10 with (2.8), we deduce that

(2.9) δ + dimH

{

x ∈ Pτ

(

Vτ,z(K)
)

| dimH

(

P−1
τ (x) ∩ Vτ,z (K)

)

≥ δ
}

≥ dimA(E)

for some z ∈ R
d, which we may choose such that K is included in one of the

components of Rd \Lτ,z. Clearly, we may assume that dimA(E) > d− 1. In view of

(2.9), the constant δ must be strictly positive, since dimH

(

Pτ

(

Vτ,z(K)
))

≤ d− 1.

Let

D :=
{

x ∈ Pτ

(

Vτ,z(K)
)

| dimH

(

P−1
τ (x) ∩ Vτ,z(K)

)

≥ δ
}

.

Since δ > 0, we can find, for every ε > 0, a nonempty subset Dε ⊂ D and γ > 0
such that

(2.10) dimH(Dε) ≥ dimH(D)− ε

and, for every x ∈ Dε, there are Cx ⊂ P−1
τ (x) ∩ Vτ,z (K) and w ∈ P−1

τ (x) ∩ Vτ,z(K)
with

(2.11) dimH(Cx) ≥ δ − ε

and

(2.12) dist(w,Lτ,z) ≥ dist(w′, Lτ,z) + γ for every w′ ∈ Cx.

Fix such an n0 ∈ N that, for every u ∈ Λn0 , we have that diam(fu(K)) ≤
γ

2
. Let x ∈ Dε and w′ ∈ Cx. Since K is closed, Vτ,z(K) ⊂ K. Therefore,

w′ ∈ fu(K) for some u ∈ Λn0. If Pτ (w
′) ∈ Int(Pτ (fu(K))), there is no point
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y ∈ Vτ,z(K) ∩ P−1
τ (Pτ (w

′)) with dist(y, Lτ,z) > dist(w′, Lτ,z) + diam(fu(K)) (recall
that K is included in one of the components of Rd \Lτ,z). Inequality (2.12) and the

fact that w ∈ Vτ,z(K) imply that w′ ∈ Penτ (fu(K)). From this we deduce that

(2.13)
⋃

x∈Dε

{Cx} ⊂
⋃

u∈Λn0

Penτ (fu(K)).

Applying the classical Marstrand theorem [16] and using the dimension bounds in
(2.10) and (2.11) together with (2.9), we conclude that

dimH

(

⋃

x∈Dε

{Cx}

)

≥ dimH(D) + δ − 2ε ≥ dimA(E)− 2ε.

On the other hand, note that the Hausdorff dimension of the set on the right hand
side of (2.13) is bounded above by

max
g∈G(F)

dimH(Peng(θ)(K)).

Since ε is arbitrary, we get that dimA(E) is bounded by the above quantity, which
is the desired conclusion. �

Our second theorem states that if the projection of a self-similar set with a finite
rotation group contains interior points, the dimension of the visible part is strictly
smaller than the dimension of the set itself.

Theorem 2.11. Let K ⊂ R
d be a self-similar set generated by an iterated function

system F with a finite rotation group G(F) and satisfying the weak separation con-

dition. Assume that dimH(K) > d− 1. Fix θ ∈ Sd−1. Suppose that Int(Pθ(K)) 6= ∅.
Then dimA(Vθ,y(K)) < dimH(K) for all y ∈ 〈θ〉 with Lθ,y ∩K = ∅.

Proof. By Theorem 2.4, it is enough to show that

(2.14) max
g∈G(F)

dimH(Peng(θ)(K)) < dimH(K).

We do that using a porosity argument. Recall that a set A in a metric space Z

is porous in Z if there exists a constant c > 0 so that, for every ball B(z, r) in
Z, there exists a ball B(z1, cr) ⊂ B(z, r) satisfying B(z1, cr) ∩ A = ∅. It is well
known (see [4, Lemma 3.12]) that if the space Z is Ahlfors regular, the inequality
dimA A ≤ dimH Z − δ is valid for every porous set A in Z, where δ > 0 is a constant
depending only on Z and the parameter c involved in the definition of porosity of
A in Z. Since dimH(K) > d− 1, the attractor K is not contained in a hyperplane.
Further, as F satisfies the weak separation condition, the self-similar set K is Ahlfors
regular by [9, Theorem 2.1]. Thus, to prove (2.14), we only need to show that, for
every g ∈ G(F), the set Peng(θ)(K) is porous in K.
To that end, observe first that, for all g ∈ G(F),

if Pg(θ)(x) ∈ Int(Pg(θ)(K)) for x ∈ K,

then POi◦g(θ)(fi(x)) ∈ Int(POi◦g(θ)(K)) for all fi ∈ F .
(2.15)
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As Int(Pθ(K)) 6= ∅, we have that Int(Pg(θ)(K)) 6= ∅ for all g ∈ G(F) by (2.15) and
the finiteness of G(F). Further, there are r > 0 and points xg ∈ Pg(θ)(K) for all
g ∈ G(F) such that B(xg, r) ⊂ Int(Pg(θ)(K)). Thus, for all g ∈ G(F), one can find
a finite word ug ∈ Λ∗ so that Pg(θ)(fug

(K)) ⊂ B(xg, r). From this we infer that

(2.16) Pg(θ)

(

Conv
(

fvu
O
−1
v ◦g

(K)
)

)

⊂ Int(Pg(θ)(K))

for all g ∈ G(F) and for all finite words v ∈ Λ∗, where fv(x) = rvOv(x) + tv is the
decomposition of fv and Conv(A) denotes the convex hull of a set A. The inclusion
(2.16) clearly implies that

(2.17) Conv
(

fvu
O
−1
v ◦g

(K)
)

∩ Peng(θ)(K) = ∅.

Since G(F) is finite, n0 := max{|ug| | g ∈ G(F)} < ∞. Using this fact and (2.17),
it is now readily checked that Peng(θ)(K) is porous in K. �

We complete this section with an observation connecting the weak separation
condition of projections to the dimensions of visible parts.

Proposition 2.12. Let K ⊂ R
d be a self-similar set generated by an iterated func-

tion system F := {fi}i∈Λ with G(F) = {Id}. Suppose that, for some θ ∈ S1, the

projection Pθ(K) satisfies the weak separation condition. Then, for all y ∈ 〈θ〉 with
Lθ,y ∩K = ∅, we have that

dimB(Vθ,y(K)) = dimH(Pθ(K)).

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 2.4, we may assume that K is included in one of
the components of Rd\Lθ,y. Fix y ∈ 〈θ〉 with Lθ,y∩K = ∅. Recall that the Hausdorff
and box counting dimensions are equal for every self-similar set, see [6, Corollary
3.3]. The fact that G(F) = {Id} implies that (Pθ ◦ f)u = Pθ ◦ fu for all u ∈ Λ∗ and
Pθ(K) is a self-similar set generated by the iterated function system {Pθ ◦ fi}i∈Λ.
Thus, dimH(Pθ(K)) = dimB(Pθ(K)). Let rmin := min{ri | i ∈ Λ}. If the claim is
not true, then dimB(Vθ,y(K)) > dimB(Pθ(K)). Therefore, for every M ≥ 1, there
are arbitrarily small numbers δ > 0 and sets Iδ,M ⊂ Λ∗ with cardinality at least M
such that the following properties hold: for all u ∈ Iδ,M ,

fu(K) ∩ Vθ,y(K) 6= ∅ and δ ≤ diam(fu(K)) ≤ r−1
minδ

and, moreover, for all u, v ∈ Iδ,M with u 6= v,

dist(fu(K), fv(K)) > diam(fu(K)) and dH

(

Pθ ◦ fu(K), Pθ ◦ fv(K)
)

≤ δ,

where the Hausdorff metric is denoted by dH.
Now all the sets Pθ ◦ fu(K) are included in a ball, whose radius is comparable

to δ. Further, they are homothetic copies of each other, since G(F) = {Id}, and
their diameters are comparable to δ. Therefore, there exist ε := ε(M, rmin, d) with
limM→∞ ε = 0 and u, v ∈ Iδ,M such that

|Pθ ◦ fu(z)− Pθ ◦ fv(z)| ≤ ε diam(fu(K)) for all z ∈ K,
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34
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Figure 1. Images of the unit square under the maps f1, . . . , f5 in Example 3.1.

that is, there exists a sequence
(

(Pθ ◦fun
)−1 ◦ (Pθ ◦fvn)

)

n∈N converging to Id. Under

the weak separation condition for Pθ(K), there exist u 6= v such that Pθ ◦ fu =
Pθ ◦fv. Since dist(fu(K), fv(K)) > diam(fu(K)) and fu(K) and fv(K) are included
in the same component of Rd \ Lθ,y, it follows that either fu(K) ∩ Vθ,y(K) = ∅ or
fv(K) ∩ Vθ,y(K) = ∅, which is a contradiction. �

3. Examples

In this section, we present some examples illustrating the role of assumptions
in our theorems. One may ask, if it is necessary to take the maximum over the
dimensions of the penetrable parts over the orbit of θ under the rotation group in
Theorem 2.4 or if the dimension is constant along this orbit. We show that the
dimension of the penetrable part is not necessarily constant. Recall the the open
set condition implies the weak separation condition.

Example 3.1. Let F := {f1, . . . , f5} be an iterated function system on R
2, where

{f1, . . . , f4} generates the standard four corner Cantor set with contraction ratio
λ ≥ 1

3
and f5 contracts by ρ < 1−2λ√

2
, rotates by an angle π

4
and has the centre of

[0, 1]2 as the fixed point, see Figure 1. Then F satisfies the open set condition and
G(F) = {O(kπ

4
) | k = 0, . . . , 7}, where O(α) is the rotation by angle α. Let K be

the attractor of F . Then PO(kπ
4
)(1,0)(K) is an interval for odd k and, for even k, it is

the union of the λ-Cantor set on the line and the countable union of intervals, which
are the projections of the squares fu ◦ f5([0, 1]

2), where u ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}∗. Observe
that the λ-Cantor set consists of the limit points of the end points of the intervals.
In particular, Pen

O(
(2k+1)π

4
)(1,0)

(K) consists of two opposite corner points of [0, 1]2,

while PenO( 2kπ
4

)(1,0)(K) is the union of the standard four corner Cantor set generated

by {f1, . . . , f4} and the left and right endpoints of the squares fu ◦ f5([0, 1]
2), where

u ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}∗.
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1 2

34

Figure 2. Projecting the four corner Cantor set.

Next example shows that there are self-similar sets satisfying the open set condi-
tion such that their projections are finite unions of intervals. This property of the
following example must be well know, but we could not find a reference.

Example 3.2. Consider the standard four corner Cantor set K in R
2 with contrac-

tion ratio λ ≥ 1
3
. Then, for all θ ∈ S1 \ {±(1, 0),±(0, 1)}, the projection Pθ(K) is

a finite union of intervals. We describe them in the case λ = 1
3
. Denote by αθ the

angle which θ ∈ S1 makes with the positive x-axis. By symmetry, it is enough to
consider the case αθ ∈ [0, π

4
]. For all k ∈ N, if tanαθ ∈ [3−k, 3−(k−1)[, then Pθ(K)

is a union of 2k−1 intervals. Indeed, denoting by Kk−1 the approximation of K at
construction level k − 1, the projection Pθ(Kk−1) is a union of 2k−1 intervals. At
level k, the projection of every level k − 1 construction square is the union of two
intervals, but the gap between these intervals is covered by the projection of another
level k− 1 construction square due to the choice of αθ and the fact that 1− 2λ ≤ λ,
that is, the gap between the intervals is smaller than the length of the intervals, see
Figure 2.

The projection of a self-similar set may be a countable union of intervals. This is
demonstrated by the following example.

Example 3.3. Let K be the attractor generated by an iterated function system
F := {f1, f2, f3} on [0, 1]2, where f1 and f2 contract by the factor 1

2
, f1 translates

by (1
2
, 0), f2 translates by (1

2
, 1
2
) and f3 contracts by 1

4
, rotates by an angle π

2
and

translates to the upper left corner. For an illustration of the third construction step,
see Figure 3. Now the projection of K onto the y-axis is the unit interval and onto
the x-axis it is the union

⋃∞
k=0[1− 2−k, 1− 2−k + 2−k−2] ∪ {1}.

We remark that the different contraction ratios are not essential in Example 3.3
and, with four maps, it is possible to construct a homogeneous iterated function



12 ESA JÄRVENPÄÄ, MAARIT JÄRVENPÄÄ, VILLE SUOMALA, AND MENG WU

1

2

3

Figure 3. In Example 3.3, the projection of the attractor onto the
x-axis is a countable union of intervals.

system having a projection which is a countable union of intervals. Indeed, this is
achieved by replacing the maps f1 and f2 by three maps with contraction ratio 1

3
in

Example 3.3 and using the same contraction 1
3
also in the map f3.

Our last example demonstrates the weak separation condition for projections.

Example 3.4. Fix n ∈ N \ {1} and let F be any nonempty subset of the family

{(x, y) 7→
1

n
(x, y) +

1

n
(k, j) | k, j ∈ N ∪ {0} with 0 ≤ k, j ≤ n− 1}.

Then F generates a self-similar set K on [0, 1]2 which is invariant under the multi-
plication by n mod 1. Now the projection of K in any rational direction satisfies
the weak separation condition, see [24, Remark 1]. This is due to the fact that, for
every rational θ, the orbit {kθ mod 1 | k ∈ N} is finite. To be more precise about
the rational directions, observe that, for any vector (a, b) 6= (0, 0) with a, b ∈ Z, the
map (x, y) 7→ ax + by defines a rational projection up to scaling (which does not
affect the dimension) and every rational projection can be defined in this way. Thus,
for this class of ”integral” self-similar sets, we can find a dense set of directions for
which the visible part problem is well understood due to Proposition 2.12.

Remark 3.5. In the proof of Theorem 2.4, the weak separation condition guarantees
that the number M in (2.6) is independent of r. The finiteness of G(F), in turn,
allows us to find a subsequence with a constant rotation part in the argument after
(2.7). Both these properties are essential while we prove that the inclusion (2.7)
is valid also for micro-sets. In Theorem 2.11, in addition to using Theorem 2.4,
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we apply the weak separation condition to conclude that the attractor K is Ahlfors
regular. In the proof of Theorem 2.4, we consider the closure of a visible part. Recall
that the restriction of the projection to a visible part is injective, but this is not true
for the closure. For example, let F := {0} × [1, 3] ∪ graph(f), where f : ]0, 1] → R,
f(x) = sin 1

x
+ 2, and graph(f) is the graph of f . Then the visible part of F from

the x-axis is {(0, 1)} ∪ graph(f), but its closure is F . So the closure of a visible
part may be much bigger than the visible part. However, Assouad dimension is an
upper bound for the box counting dimension, and the box counting dimension of
a set equals that of its closure. Thus, in this sense we do not loose anything by
considering the closure of a visible part. Nevertheless, we point out that the upper
bound in Theorem 2.4 is not always optimal. For example, in Example 3.1, the
dimension of the penetrable part from the x-axis is larger than one, but the visible
part and its closure are 1-dimensional.
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the porosity argument for the proof of Theorem 2.11 and noting that only the weak
separation condition is needed.

References
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14 ESA JÄRVENPÄÄ, MAARIT JÄRVENPÄÄ, VILLE SUOMALA, AND MENG WU

[15] J. Marstrand, Some fundamental geometrical properties of plane sets of fractional dimensions,
Proc. London Math. Soc. 4 (1954), 257–302.

[16] J. Marstrand, The dimension of Cartesian product sets, Math. Proc. Cambridge Phil. Soc. 50

(1954), 198–202.
[17] P. Mattila, Hausdorff dimension, orthogonal projections and intersections with planes, Ann.

Acad. Sci. Fenn. Ser. A I Math. 1 (1975), 227–244.
[18] P. Mattila, Geometry of Sets and Measures in Euclidean Spaces. Fractals and rectifiability,

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1995.
[19] P. Mattila, Hausdorff dimension, projections, and the Fourier transform, Publ. Mat. 48 (2004),

3–48.
[20] T.C. O’Neil, The Hausdorff dimension of visible sets of planar continua, Trans. Amer. Math.

Soc. 359 (2007), 5141–5170.
[21] T. Orponen, Slicing sets and measures, and the dimension of exceptional parameters, J. Geom.

Anal. 24 (2014), 47–80.
[22] T. Orponen, On the dimension of visible parts, J. Eur. Math. Soc. (2020), to appear,

arXiv:1912.10898.
[23] E. Rossi, Visible part of dominated self-affine sets in the plane, Ann. Fenn. Math. 46 (2021),

1089–1103.
[24] V. Ruiz, Dimension of homogeneous rational self-similar measures with overlaps, J. Math.

Anal. Appl. 353 (2009), 350–361.
[25] M. Zerner, Weak separation properties for self-similar sets, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 124 (1996),

3529–3539.

Department of Mathematical Sciences, P.O. Box 3000, 90014 University of Oulu,

Finland

Email address : esa.jarvenpaa@oulu.fi

Department of Mathematical Sciences, P.O. Box 3000, 90014 University of Oulu,

Finland

Email address : maarit.jarvenpaa@oulu.fi

Department of Mathematical Sciences, P.O. Box 3000, 90014 University of Oulu,

Finland

Email address : ville.suomala@oulu.fi

Department of Mathematical Sciences, P.O. Box 3000, 90014 University of Oulu,

Finland

Email address : meng.wu@oulu.fi

http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.10898

	1. Introduction
	2. Results
	3. Examples
	References

