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NULL-CONTROL AND MEASURABLE SETS

J. APRAIZ AND L. ESCAURIAZA

ABSTRACT. We prove the interior and boundary null-controllability of some
parabolic evolutions with controls acting over measurable sets.

1. INTRODUCTION

The control for evolution equations aims to drive the solution to a prescribed
state starting from a certain initial condition. One acts on the equation through a
source term, a so-called distributed control, or through a boundary condition. To
achieve general results one wishes for the control to only act in part of the domain
or its boundary and to have as much latitude as possible in the choice of the control
region: location, size, shape.

Here, we focus on the heat equation in a smooth and bounded domain 2 in R™
for a time interval (0,7), T > 0 and for a distributed control f we consider

A — Owu = fz,t)xw(z), inQx(0,T),
(1.1) u =0, on 09 x [0,T],
u(0) = wo, in Q.

Here, w C 2 is an interior control region. The null controllability of this equation,
i.e., the existence for any ug in L2(£2) of a control f in L?(w x (0,T)) with

(1.2) 12w 0,1)) < Nlluollz2()»

such that «(T) = 0, was proved in [I4] by means of local Carleman estimates
for the elliptic operator A + 85 over {2 x R. A second approach based on global
Carleman estimates for the backward parabolic operator A + d; [9], also led to
the null controllability of the heat equation. The first approach has been used for
the treatment of time-independent parabolic operators associated to self-adjoint
elliptic operators, while the second allows to address time-dependent non-selfadjoint
parabolic operators and semi-linear evolutions.

The method introduced in [14] was further extended to study thermoelasticity
[15], thermoelastic plates [4] and semigroups generated by fractional orders of el-
liptic operators [I8]. It has also been used to prove null controllability in the case
of non smooth coefficients [5l 23]. The method of [I4] has also be extended to treat
some non-selfadjoint cases, e.g. non symmetric systems [I3] and all 1-dimensional
time-independent parabolic equations [2].

In the above works, the control region w is always assumed to contain an open
ball. Also, the cost of controllability (the smallest constant N found for the inequal-
ity (I2)) depends on this fact. The reason for these is that the main technique used
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in the arguments, Carleman inequalities, requires to construct suitable Carleman
weights: a role for functions which requires smoothness (at least C?) and to have
the extreme values in proper regions associated to the control region w, the larger
body  and possibly the value of T' > 0. The construction of such functions seems
to be not possible, when w does not contain a ball.

Motivated by these facts J.P. Puel and E. Zuazua raised the question wether
the null controllability of the heat equation is possible when the control region is
a measurable set. A positive partial answer to this question was explained by the
second author at the June 2008 meeting Control of Physical Systems and Partial
Differential Equations held at the Institute Henri Poincaré. Here, we give a formal
account of the results.

Theorem 1. Let n > 2. Then, /\ — 0; is null-controllable at all positive times,
with distributed controls acting over a measurable set w C Q with positive Lebesgue
measure, when

A=V -(A@)V:)+V(x),
is a self-adjoint elliptic operator, the coefficients matriz A is smooth in Q, V is
bounded in 0 and both are real-analytic in an open neighborhood of w. The same

holds when n =1,
1
A= @) [0z (a(x)0x ) + b(x) 0z + ()]

and a, b, ¢ and p are measurable functions in Q = (0,1).

In regard to boundary null controllability, i.e., the existence for any ug in L?(9)
of a control h in L2(y x (0,T)) with

(1.3) 2]l L2y x 0,1)) < Nlluoll L2
such that the solution to
Au — Oyu = 0, in Q x (0,7,
(1.4) u=h(z,t)xy(x), ondQx[0,T],
u(0) = uy, in €,

verifies u(T') = 0, we have the following result.

Theorem 2. Let n > 2. Then, A — 9, is null-controllable at all times T > 0
with boundary controls acting over a measurable set v C 082 with positive surface
measure when

A=V -(A@)V-)+V(x)
is a self-adjoint elliptic operator, the coefficients matriz A is smooth in_ﬁ, V is
bounded in 2 and both are real-analytic in an open neighborhood of v in Q.

The results in Theorems [I] and [ follow from a straightforward application of
the linear construction of the control function for the systems (II)) and (L4]) devel-
oped in [14] and the following observability inequality or propagation of smallness
estimate established in [26] (See also [21] and [22]).

Theorem 3. Assume that f : Bar C R™ — R is a real-analytic function verifying
M|al!
(pR)le

(1.5) |0 f(x)] < , when x € Bor, v € N,
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for some M >0 and 0 < p <1 and E C Br is a measurable set with positive mea-

sure. Then, there are positive constants N = N(p, |E|/|Br|) and 8 = 6(p, |E|/|Br|)
such that

0
I fllLoe(Br) <N <]£ |f|dw) M0,
E

The experts will realize that the word smooth describing the regularity (away
from the measurable set) of 92, A and V' in Theorems [[l and 2l can be replaced by
0Qis C?, A is Lipschitz in Q and V is bounded (See [9} 14, 15, 24]). In fact, the C?
regularity of 9 can be relaxed to require that either 92 is C! or there is a € (0, 1]
such that

(P—Q)-v(P)>—|P—Q|"", for all P,Q € 09,

where v(P) is the exterior unit normal vector to 9. The later holds when £ is
either a convex domain, a polyhedron in R™ or when 0f) can be locally written as
the graphs of Lipschitz functions which are the sum of a convex and a C1® function
over R"~1,

To simplify the exposition and to show the strength of Theorem [3, we give the
proof of Theorems [I] and 2] under the assumptions that 9, A and V are globally
real analytic. We do it because it makes clear how the construction algorithm of
the control function in [I4] and Theorem Blcan also be applied to prove the interior
null-controllability (Theorem[) for other parabolic evolutions whose corresponding
observability or spectral inequalities (suitable Carleman inequalities) are otherwise
unknown. FExamples of these parabolic evolutions are the ones associated to self-
adjoint elliptic systems with unknowns u = (u!,...,u™),

Lou = &(af‘jﬁ(x)@juﬁ), a=1,....m

af _ Pa

with a;;” = aj;, for o, 8 =1,...,m, i,j = 1,...,n, and with coeflicients matrices

verifying for some d > 0 the strong ellipticity condition,

> ail(2)erel > 6> 1€X7, when £ € R,z € R”,

15,0, 8 7,0

or the more general Legendre-Hadamard condition

(1.6) Z a%ﬂ(:v)fiﬁjnanﬂ > 5|¢)%n|?, when € € R",n € R™,z € R".
,,0,8
We recall that the Lamé system of elasticity
V- (u(z) (Vu+Vu')) + V (A(z)V - u),

with g > 6, p+A>0in R”, m = n and al-ajﬁ = p(0ap0i; + 0igdja) + Adjdui, are
ap

examples of systems verifying (I.6). Here, a;;", 4 and A can either be constants or

real analytic functions on Q.

It also makes clear that under such hypothesis one may replace the Carleman
inequalities used in the literature, to prove the observability or propagation of small-
ness inequalities necessary in the process of applying the construction algorithm in
[14, 15], by the simpler application of Theorem [Bl Of course, it has the drawback
that it requires more smoothness on the operators and the boundary of €2 but on the
contrary, one can handle with Theorem [l and the construction methods in [14} [15]



4 J. APRAIZ AND L. ESCAURIAZA

the null-controllability of other parabolic evolutions with internal controls: like the
second order evolutions explained above or for higher order evolutions as

ou+ (=1)"A"u, m=2,...,

with Dirichlet boundary conditions on 9Q, v = Vu = --- = V"™ 1y = 0.

In section 2l we give the proofs of Theorems [Iland Pl We explain how to extend
Theorem [ to the evolutions (ZI9) and ([221)) in Remark [2, while the problems we
have to extend Theorem [2 to these evolutions are explained in Remark [3 for the

simpler case of parabolic systems. For the sake of completeness, we include a proof
of Theorem Bl in section Bl It is built with ideas taken from [16], [2I] and [26].

2. PROOF OF THEOREMS [I] AND

We begin by setting up the formal hypothesis: first we assume thereis 0 < § <1
such that

SIEP < A(x)E-€ <o ¢, forallz € Q, € €R™,

(1 is a bounded open set in R™, n > 2, with a real analytic boundary and A, V' are
real analytic in €, i.e., there are 7 > 0 and 0 < § < 1 such that

|0%A(z)| + [0°V (x)| < |a]lo~1*171 | when 2 € Q, a € N",
and for each = € 052, there are a new coordinate system (where z = 0) and a real
analytic function ¢ : B. C R*~! — R verifying
©(0') =0, |0%(z")] < |all6~11=1 | when 2’ € B., a € N*71,
(2.1) B, NQ =B, Nn{(a',x,): 2’ € B, z, > p(a)},
B, NN =B, N{(z',2z,) : 2" € B, z,, = p(2')}.
When F is a measurable set, |E| will denote its Lebesgue or surface measure.

Proof of Theorem[1. We may assume that the eigenvalues with zero Dirichlet con-

dition for A =V - (A(z)V-) + V(z) on Q are all positive, 0 < w? < w3 < w3 <
- <w? <... and {e;} denotes the sequence of L?(Q2)-normalized eigenfunctions,

Aej+wie; =0, inQ,
e; =0, in O€2.

When w C © is measurable with positive Lebesgue measure, the method in [I4]
shows that one find and L?(w x (0,7)) control function f verifying (L2) for the
system ([[LT)), provided there is N = N(|w|,Q,,d), such that the inequality

(2.2) Z G? + b? < eN“// | Z (aje“’fy + bje_“jy) e;|? dzdy,

wi<p 53] w<u
holds for p > wy and all sequences ay, ag, ... and by, bs, ... Let then,
(2.3) u(r,y) = Z (a;e“¥ +bje~“Y) ¢;,
w;i<p

it satisfies, Au + 8§u =0, in Q@ X R, v = 0 on the lateral boundary of {2 x R and u
is real analytic in  x R. Moreover, given (zg, o) in @ x R and R < 1, there are
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N = N(r,d) and p = p(r,d) such that

2

N(lof + B)! 2
(24) (10305 ull Lo (Br(zoyo)nexR) S —p - 7[ |u|*dzdy |
Y (Br(%0,90)NQ2XR) (Rp)|a\+5 Ban(20.50) QXK

when @ € N™ and 8 > 1. For the later see [20, Chapter 5], [I2] Chapter 3].
The orthonormality of {e;} in @ and [2.4) with R =1 imply
(2.5)

1

2

||6385U||L°o(ﬂx[75,5}) < eNi(ja] + B)lp~ o8 Z a? + b? , fora € N", 3> 0,

w; <p
and there is C' > 0 such that replacing the constants N and p in (2E) by CN and
p/C respectively, u has a real analytic extension to 2, x [—4,4],
Q, ={z e R":d(z,Q) < p},
with
(2.6) ||5535U||L°°(pr[74,4]) < M(la| + B8)!(2p)~1%1=8, for a e N, 8 > 0,

and

oo (¥
w;i<p

For (z0,y0) in © x [0,1] with d(zq,0) = p, we have Ba,(z0,y0) C Q, x [—4,4],

and if we apply Theorem [B] to the real analytic extension of u in Bs,(zo,yo) with

E = Bs (20, y0), (2.0) implies there is 0 < 61 < 1 such that

0 _
”u”Lm(BP(mo,yo)) < N||u||L1w(B§(wo)y0))M1 017

From this and a suitable covering argument we get
6 -0
(27) ||u||L°°(Q><[O,1]) S N||u||Lloo(Qp><[_l72])M1 1,
with
3
WV ={recQ:dx0Q) > L}

Thus, from Theorem 3 and without Carleman inequalities it is possible to bound
except for the factor M all the information related to u over Q x [0,1] by the
information on u over Q” x [—1,2], a region located inside Q@ x R.

We may also assume that E = w x (352, 12) ¢ By (0, 3) has positive measure

474
inside B (0, 1), Bsp(0,3) C €7 x[0,1] and a second application of Theorem 3] gives

6 1-6
(28) ||u||L°°(Bp(O,%)) < N||U||L22(wx[%7%])M 2.

Proceeding as in [14], we use a covering of €2 x [—1, 2] and successive applications of
Theorem [B] with F being a centered-moving ball with fixed radius R/2 depending
on p and the geometry of 2, with the ball of the same center and radius 2R contained
Q, x [—4,4], and where in the last applications of Theorem B} E = B,(0, %) Thus,
Theorem B and (26) imply there is 0 < 63 < 1 with

0 1-6
(2'9) ||u||L°°(QP><[71,2]) < N||u||;oo(3p(07%))M 3.
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The orthonormality of {e;} in 2 and the inequality

. h 1
e H <s1n i 1> (a2 + b2) < / (ae“’y + be*“’y)2 dy, whenw) < w < p, a,b € R,
Wl 0

give

[N

1
(2.10) S ad+03 | < eMullaxpo) < MR |ull e @xo,)
w;i<p

and (Z2) follows from (ZI0), 7)), (29) and Z3).
In [2] it is shown that the null-controllability of the system (LII) over © = (0,1)
with

1
A= (02 (a(2)0y ) + b(2)0s + c()],
(211) b <ala), plx) <67, [b(@)] +le(@) <67, ae in[0,1],

is equivalent to the null-controllability of the system

02z —p(x)0hz = fxw, O0<z<1l,0<t<T,
(2.12) 20,8) = 2(1,¢) =0, 0<t<T,
z(z,0) = 2o, 0<z <1,

where p is a new function verifying [2I1)) and w a new measurable set in [0, 1] with
positive measure. The later follows from the bilipschitz change of variables used in
[2]. Let then, 0 < wf < wj <wj <--- <wf < ... and {e;} denote the sequences
of eigenvalues and L?({2)-normalized eigenfunctions verifying

e + plr)wie; =0, 0 <z <1,
¢;j(0) = ¢;(1) = 0.
From [I4], it suffices to show that ([22)) holds in order to find an interior null-
control f for (ZI2) verifying (I.2). Extend then e; and p to [—1,1] by odd and
even reflections respectively, and to all R as periodic functions of period 2. The
extended e; is in V' (R) and verifies e/ 4+ p(z)wje; = 0in R, j =1,2.... As before,
let u be defined by (2.3), it verifies
O2u+ 0y (p(x)d,u) = 0, in R?.

By Chebyshev’s inequality, defining

(wﬂi%ME=K%w€wX%%ﬂM%Mﬂ>f‘PJMM@L

wXlg,g

we have

(2.13) |mz%wX&&nmdwmﬂms2f[IJMM@.
wXlyg

Set uc(x,y) = u(%,%), it verifies

2uc + 0y (p(z/€)dyuc) = 0,in R?,
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and let v be the stream function of wu, i.e., the solution to

OzVe = _p(%)ayueu

ayve = azuea

UE(O) = 07
Then, f = u + ive is (1/§)-quasiregular, i.e.,
1—
f S VVI})’S(IRQ)7 azf = I/(Z)azf7 |I/(Z)| < ﬁg, A C,

and by the Ahlfors-Bers Representation Theorem [I] (See also [7] or [6]), any (1/§)-
quasiregular mapping f in B4 can be written as

f=Fou,

where F' = U+iV is holomorphic in By and ¥ : By — By is a (1/6)-quasiconformal

mapping, i.e. a (1/6)-quasiregular homeomorphism from By onto By verifying
0V =v(2)0,¥, U(0)=0,V(4) =4,

2.14

( ) ]V_1|zl—22|é < |¥(z1) — U(22)| < Nl|z1 — 22|%, when 21, 29 € By,

for some 0 < a < 1 and N > 1 depending on §. Now, e C By, and from
(219), V(eE) C Bc(ae)a- Choose then € so that N(2€)* = 1. Thus, U(eE) C By,
u=UoW,

Ul Lo (B4) = llull Lo s.)

while the L interior estimates for subsolutions of elliptic equations [I1} §8.6], the
periodicity and orthogonality of the eigenfunctions e; in L?([0,1], pdx), gives

1
2

Jull Lo () S lullLe(se) S /¢ Z al + b
‘ ‘ wi<p

Thus, U is harmonic in By,

Ul ooy < €™ Z aj + b5

wi<p

and from (2I3)

(2.15) Ul (w(er)) <2 7[ lu| dxdy.
wx[%,%]

All together, U verifies the conditions in Theorem [l in By with R = 1, with the
universal constant 0 < p < 1 associated to the quantitative analyticity over Bs of
bounded harmonic functions in By. From (215, (22) holds provided we can find
a lower bound for the Lebesgue measure of ¥(eE) C B 1. The lower bound follows
from (2I3) and the following rescaled version of [3} Theorem 1]:

Let U : By — By be a (1/0)-quasiconformal mapping with ¥(0) = 0 and E C By
be a measurable set. Then, there is N = N(§) such that

|E|3 /N < |¥(E)| < N|E|.
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Remark 1. Theorem Bl also implies the version of (Z2) appearing in [I5]. For if €,
A and V are as above and

u(w,y) = Y aeve;(w),
wi<p

u verifies (24) and

102u(.,0)|[ (o) < Mlali(2p) 711, for o € N, with M =eN* | Y a2
wi <
and p as above. Thus, u(.,0) has an analytic extension to a p-neighborhood of {2,
and after a finite number of applications of Theorem [3] and a covering argument,

(-, 0)l|z20) < Nlu(-,0)[1 M ~°.

In particular,

S a2 <o [ 15 apePds, with N = N (o], 9.1.5)

wj<p Y wi<p

Proof of Theorem[d. Let u be defined by (23). From [I4], one can find a bound-

ary control h verifying ([L3]), provided there is N = N(|y|,Q,7,d) such that the
inequality

ws iy O€j
(2.16) Z aj +b; < eN“// Z (aje?s¥ + bje“iY) a—nj|2dady,

13
wj<p <l wi<p

holds for p > w; and all sequences ai,as,... and by,bs,.... Here, v, o and 8%
denote respectively the exterior unit normal vector to €2, the surface measure on
0f) and the conormal derivative for 65 + A on 092 X R, % = AV e - v. We may
also assume that 0 € 99, v C By N 0f), where B, N 0N is the region above the
graph of a real analytic function ¢ : B), C R*~! — R, as in @I)). From [14] §3
(2)], there is N such that

(2.17) Z a? + 0% < e B4 || oo (a0 [<1,2))
wi<p
with
u wi —W 8ej
Se= > (e +bjem V) Gt
wi<p
From (2.8) and (1)), there are N = N(r,6) and p = p(r,d) such that h(2',y) =

% (@', o(x),y) verifies

||3$/35h||Lw(B§px[—4,4]) < M(|Oé| +ﬂ)!(2p)*\0¢|*5, for o € D\Infl7 ﬂ c [N,

2
M=cNr | N a2+ |,
wi<p
when By, N 0N is a coordinate chart of 90 as in (2.I)). This fact, a suitable cov-
ering argument of 92 and the three-spheres inequalities associated to the obuvious
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extension of Theorem [J] for real analytic functions over a compact analytic surface
in R"*!, imply there are N = N(|y|,r,8) and 6 = 0(|~y|,r, ) such that

(2.18) 82| Loe (92 -1.2]) < N||@||0Lz(yx[i,g])Ml_0-

mn

Finally, (2Z.I6]) follows from (ZI7) and (ZI8]). O

Remark 2. The extension of Theorem [l to the parabolic system

0i(aifdjer) — du® = f(z,t)xw(z), inQr, a=1,...,m,
(2.19) u=0, on 02 x [0,T7,
u(0) = uy, in Q.

with 9Q as in 2.)), a%ﬂ verifying (L8) and
(2.20) |87af‘jﬁ(x)| < o011 when z € Q, v € N",

for some 0 < § < 1 is now obvious: the symmetry, coerciveness and compactness
of the operator L?(Q)™ — WOM(Q)’", mapping £ = (f1,..., f™) into the unique

solution u = (u!,...,u™) to

8i(a%ﬂ8ju5) —Au=f* inQ, a=1,...,m,
u=0, in 00

where A > 0 is sufficiently large [10, Prop. 2.1], gives the existence of a complete
system {ex} in L?(Q)™, ey = (e}, ..., e"), of eigenfunctions verifying

ai(ag’fajefj) +wled =0, inQ a=1,...,m,
e =0, in 90

with eigenvalues 0 < wq < ...wg < ... and limy_, o wi = +00. By separation of
variables, the Green’s matrix for the system ([2I9) over © x R is the m x m matrix

+oo
L(z,y,t—s) =Y e ke (z) @ ep(y).
k=1

Moreover, the interior and boundary regularity for the elliptic system 65—}—81»(@%-6 9;)
in Q x R, shows that (Z4) holds for u as in (Z3) but with e replacing e, ([19],
[10, Chapter II]). These and [I4] suffice to find a control function f for the system
@I9) verifying (L2). Furthermore, if you wish to get bounds on the regularity of
f, [14] shows it suffices to know that, |lex||z:=() < Cs(1 +wy)®, for s > 0, and that
the number of 0 < wy < u, is bounded by Nu™, when p > 1.The first holds from
elliptic regularity and ([2:20]), while the second follows from the Gaussian estimates
verified by T, i.e., there are N and & [8, Corollary 4.14] such that

IT(z,y,t)] < N(1A t)fgeAtf"'m*le/t, for z,y € R™, ¢t > 0.
It implies,

/ |I‘(I,y,t>|2 dxdy = 2672‘”2’5 < N€2At|Q|t*%7
QJQ i1

and suffices to choose t = H—lz In particular, f € C5°((0,T),C>(Q)).
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The null-controllability of the system
u+ (-1)"A"u = f(z,t)xw, in Qx(0,7T],

(2.21) u=Vu=---=V"ly=0, in 90 x (0,7,
u(0) = uyo, in Q,
m > 2, is better managed with the approach in [I5]. If {e;} and 0 < wf™ < --- <
wm™ < ... are the eigenvectors and eigenvalues for A™ in W02 (),
(—1)mA™e; —wime; =0, in Q,
e; =Vej == melej =0, in 09,
w(w,y) = Y a;X;(y)e;(x),
wi<p
verifies, Bsmu—i— A"y =0in QxR u=Vu=---=V" 1y =0in 90 x R, when
eviv, for m odd,
Xj(y) = xi
ewi¢“™Y  for m even.

Again, u verifies (Z4) [19] and from Theorem B applied to u(.,0) as in Remark[I]

B
Z CL?SGN‘L“R/| Z ajej|2dx, with N = N(Jw|,Q,r,d,m).

wi<p “ wm<p
From [I5], the last inequality suffices to find a control f in L?(0, T, L?(£2)) for Z21)).

Remark 3. The proof of Theorem 2l for the scalar case is based on the bound ([ZI7]).
In the literature it is obtained from (2.I0) and the interpolation inequality below,
proved via Carleman inequalities: there are N and 6 such that

[ullL2@x0,1)) < N”%H%Q(aﬂx[fla])||u||1L;(QQ><[_3,3])=

holds whenever u verifies Au + 8§u =0in 2 x R and u = 0 on 99 x R. However,
the authors are not aware wether the corresponding interpolation inequality for
solutions u of the elliptic system

Bi(a%ﬂajuﬁ)—i—aguo‘ =0, MmMOxR, a=1,...,m,
u=0, in 99 x R,

lallL2@xo,1)) < NHg—ﬁH%z(anx[_l,z])||‘1H1L;E99x[—3,3])=

holds. Here, (%)0‘ = a%ﬁﬁjuﬁyi, a = 1,...,m, and for this reason we can not

extend Theorem[2to parabolic systems. On the other hand, there is p > 0 such that
the mapping 9Q x (0, p) — U, (@, ) ~» Q +tv(Q), is an analytic diffeomorphism
onto U, = {x € R"\Q: 0 < d(x,0Q) < p}. Because the null-control of the parabolic
system over QUU, and with controls acting over w = U 3p \U g is possible, standard
arguments show that the system

8i(a%ﬂ8je£) —0u®=0, inQp, a=1,...,m,

u=g on 00 x [0,T1,

u(0) = uy, in Q.

can be null-controlled with controls g acting over the full lateral boundary of (2.
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3. PROOF OF THEOREM [3]

First we recall Hadamard’s three-circle theorem [I7] and prove two Lemmas
before the proof of Theorem Bl

Theorem 4. Let F be a holomorphic function of a complex variable in the ball
B,,. Then, the following is valid for 0 < riy <r < rg,

log 2

—6 T

1P limn) < W P15 0= o

ry

Lemma 1. Let f be holomorphic in By, |f(2)] <1 in By and E be a measurable
set in [—+,L]. Then, there are N = N(|E|) and v = v(|E|) such that

55
1o sy < NI o)

1

Proof. For n > 1, there are n + 1 points with —£

§$0<$1<---<xn§%,with

v, €E,i=0,...,nand z; — x;_1 > %, i =1,...,n. For example, o = inf F,
x; = inf (Eﬂ [zi—1 + %, %]) Let
- H 757,(2 - ‘TJ)
Po(2) = flai) 7
; [Tjzi(@i = z5)
Then,
= (n 1) 3\" 1
P € I m B 3 s < W lime (77 ) - for 21 < 5
By Cauchy’s formula,
1 FOE—20)...(z—xp) (7)" 1
z—Pnz=—_/ | <2 =) , forl|z] < =.
TP =150 fn =o€ —an) € —an ™| <7 \5) P lI=5
The last two inequalities give
3\" \"
(3.1) Iflleey < flleey | o) +2(35) , foralln>1,
3 |E| 8

and the minimization in the n-variable of the right hand side of (B.1]) implies Lemma

m O

Lemma 2. Let f be analytic in [0,1], E be a measurable set in [0,1] and assume
there are positive constants M and p such that

(3.2) |F B (2)] < MEN2p)~F, for k>0, € 0,1].
Then, there are N = N(p, |E|) and v = v(p,|E|) such that
HfHLOO([O,l]) < N”f”zoo(E)Mli’y-

Proof. (32)) implies that f has a holomorphic extension to D, = Up<.<1B(z, p),
with |f| <2M in D,. Write [0, 1] as a disjoint union of 25—p non-overlapping closed
intervals of length %”. Among them there is at least one, I = [zg — %,xo + g],
such that [ENI| > @. Then, g(z) = f(zo + 02)/2M is holomorphic in By,
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Eay.p = p~H(ENI — o) is measurable in [—1, 1] with measure bounded from below

by @, ||g||Loo(Ezo,p) < | fllzee(E) and applying Lemma [ to g

(3.3) 171l (g (ao)) < NI F Gy M7

with 0 < zg < 1. Finally, make successive applications of Hadamard’s three-circle
theorem (a finite number depending on p) with a suitable chain of three-circles of
radius comparable to p and with center at points « in [0, 1] contained in D, while
recalling that on the largest ball |f| < 2M, to get that

and Lemma 2] follows from 34 and @3.3). O

Proof of Theorem[3. We may assume R =1. Let x € B 1 Using spherical coordi-
nates centered at x,

B < / {te(0,1]: 2 +1tz € BY|dz,
S’nfl

and there is at least one z € S"~! with |{t € [0,1] : z +tz € E}| > |E|/(2wn),
with wy, the surface measure on S"~1. Set p(t) = f(x +tz). From (LF), ¢ satisfies
B2, lellze e,y < |IfllL=(r) and Lemma 2l gives

(3.5) 171y < NIy M7
Finally, setting

B—{a € E:|f(@)/2 < Iflde),
Chebyshev’s inequality shows that

Bl 2 B2 £l sy < 2. 171
and Theorem [3 follows after replacing E by E in B3). O
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