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SETS OF ABSOLUTE CONTINUITY FOR HARMONIC
MEASURE IN NTA DOMAINS

JONAS AZZAM

ABSTRACT. We show that if 2 is an NTA domain with harmonic mea-
sure w and £ C 9N is contained in an Ahlfors regular set, then w|g <
% . Moreover, this holds quantitatively in the sense that for all 7 > 0
w obeys an A,-type condition with respect to #¢| 5, where E' C E
is so that w(E\E’) < Tw(E), even though 9 may not even be locally
% -finite. We also show that, for uniform domains with uniform com-
plements, if £ C 92 is the Lipschitz image of a subset of RY, then there
is B C E with #4(E\E") < 7¢%(E) upon which a similar A,-type
condition holds.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. Given a domain 2 C R%*! and E C 91, when do we
have w < 7% on E? In [27], @ksendal showed that harmonic measure
on a simply connected planar domain 2 is absolutely continuous with re-
spect to to 2#! on I if it is contained in a line L. In [22], Kaufmann and
Wu generalized this by showing L could replaced with a bi-Lipschitz curve,
and Bishop and Jones in [9]] showed absolute continuity occurred inside any
Lipschitz curve. In dimensions larger than two, however, the obvious gen-
eralizations of these results are false: In [30], Wu gives an example of a
domain in R? that gives positive harmonic measure to a set of Hausdorff di-
mension 1 in R2. In spite of this, she proves an analogue of [22]] under some
mild geometric assumptions. The first involves the notion of uniformity.

Definition 1.1. We say that () is a C-uniform domain if, for every x,y € Q
there is a path v C 2 connecting = and y such that

(1) the length of v is at most C'|x — y| and
(2) fort € v, dist(t,0Q) > dist(t, {z,y})/C.

Roughly speaking, this says that the domain €2 has no bottlenecks. The
second condition is the following.

Definition 1.2. We say that () satisfies the C'-interior corkscrew condition
if for all £ € 02 and r € (0, diam 0) there is a ball B(z,r/C) C QN
B(&,1). We say () satisfies the C-exterior corkscrew condition if there is a
ball B(y,r/C) C B(&,r)\Q forall £ € 052 and r € (0, diam 092).

It is not hard to show that a C'-uniform domain satisfies the interior
corkscrew condition with constant depending on C'.

We can now state the result from [30]. For a domain €2, we will let w§,
denote harmonic measure evaluated at a point z € €.

Theorem 1.3. [30] Let Q C R4 be any domain satisfying the exterior
corkscrew condition, and let I be a topological sphere such that I'° = Q0 U
Qy where Q, and (), are disjoint uniform domains for which wg, < A
fori=1,2and z; € Q;. Then wj|rnoa < % rroq for z € L.

Admissible surfaces I' include, for example, bi-Lipschitz images of S?
(see [21, Theorem 10.1].

Under more stringent conditions on the geometry of €2, one can glean
more quantitative information about absolute continuity. The first condition
is just the combination of the previous two conditions we’ve seen so far.
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Definition 1.4. A C-nontangentially accessible (or C-NTA) domairﬂ Qisa
C-uniform domain satisfying the C-exterior corkscrew condition.

These domains were introduced in [21] by Jerison and Kenig, and they
have just enough geometry to guarantee harmonic measure enjoys some
useful properties (see Theorem 2.5/ below).

The next assumption is that OS2 is Ahlfors regular.

Definition 1.5. A metric space Z is A-Ahlfors d-regular if there is A > 1
so that

riIA < A3 (By(x, 7)) < Artforallz € Z,0 <r < diamZ  (1.1)

where By (z,r) and £ denote the open ball in Z of radius r centered at x
and the Hausdorff measure on Z respectively.

In [13]], David and Jerison showed that, under these assumptions, not only
are w and 7% mutually absolutely continuous, but quantitatively so, which
we make precise in the next theorem.

Theorem 1.6. For all A,C > 1, integers d > 2, and € > 0, there are
constants Cpy = Cpy(A,C,d) > 0and 6 = d(e, A, C,d) > 0 such that the
following holds. Let Q C R be a C-NTA domain with an A-Ahlfors d-
regular boundary. Let & € 05}, ro € (0,diam 052), zo € Q\B(&y, Cpyro),
and set w = wy. Then w is A -equivalent to 7 on By N 0S), meaning
whenever F C B(&,r)NE with§ € 0Q and B(&,r) C B(&,10), we hav
(a) w(F)/w(B(&, 1)) < & implies % oq(F) ) oa(B(&, 1)) < € and
(b) % s0(F) )Y oa(B(E, 1)) < 6 implies w(F)/w(B(&,71)) < e.

In particular, w < ' < w on AN

This is an improvement over a result of Dahlberg who originally proved
this for domains whose boundaries were locally Lipschitz graphs [11]. In
[7], Badger showed one still has .7#¢ < w if instead of one only as-
sumes J7%|5q is locally finite. He also conjectured that one should still
have w < % in this scenario, but this is false by an example of the
author, Mourgoglou, and Tolsa [4] (which is a refinement of an exam-
ple of Wolff [29] that we will discuss below). In fact, locally, the do-
main  C R%! constructed in [4] satisfies, for some A > 1 > ¢ > 0,
A~ rd < U B(E,r) N ON) < Ard== for € € 9 and r > 0 small; that is,
just barely fails for 0.

IThis is not the usual definition of NTA domains, but it is quantitatively equivalent. For
example, see [2].

’In [L3], they show that there exists a certain pair £, > 0 so that these conditions hold,
but since 0f2 is Ahlfors regular, this stronger statement can be shown to hold by repeating
the arguments in Chapter 5 of [28]].
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Finally, we mention some very recent results in the opposite direction,
that is, results describing necessary conditions for absolute continuity. The
domains considered by Dahlberg, David and Jerison, and Badger mentioned
above all have boundaries that are d-rectifiable, meaning they may be ex-
hausted up to a set of d-measure zero by d-dimensional Lipschitz graphs,
and this is crucial in establishing absolute continuity. The first author, Hof-
mann, Martell, Mayboroda, Mourgoglou, Tolsa, and Volberg have shown
that w|p < % g in fact implies E is a d-rectifiable set plus a set of w-
measure zero, and this holds for any domain 2 C R4*! for any d > 1 [5]
(see also [26]] for a quantitative version of this result). In particular, the
result of Bishop and Jones in the plane can be improved: for 2 C C sim-
ply connected, w|p < | for some E C 9N if and only if £ may be
covered up to w-measure zero by Lipschitz curves.

Hofmann, Le, Martell, and Nystrom have shown that if the Poisson kernel
for harmonic measure of a uniform domain with d-regular boundary satis-
fies a type of weak-reverse-Holder inequality, then this implies the boundary
is uniformly rectifiable, and they even prove versions of this for p-harmonic
measures (see [[19]). See also [ 1] and [25]).

1.2. Main results. Our results will require the notion of A, -equivalence
on arbitrary sets that may not be Ahlfors regular.

Definition 1.7. For a Borel measure y in R*! and E C R4, we will say
that 1 is Ao-equivalent to 3¢ on E if, for all ¢ > 0, there is § > 0 so that,
whenever F' C B(&,r) N E is a Borel set with { € E andr > 0,

(@) u(F)/u(B(&, 1)) < implies s24(F)/r? < ¢ and

(b) U F)/r? < § implies u(F)/u(B(&,r)) < e.

We’ll say that 11 is A-equivalent to J#¢ with data depending on ti, ..., t,
if 0 depends on these as well as ¢.

Observe thatif £ = R, this gives the usual definition of A,-equivalence.

Our first main result generalizes the works of David, Jerison, and Wu
mentioned above for the case of NTA domains. Firstly, we remove the
requirement that the portion of the boundary in question need be contained
in a topological surface as in Wu’s theorem. Secondly, we prove an A,
condition similar to David and Jerison’s theorem but on a subset of the
boundary contained in a locally d-regular set, rather than assuming that the
whole boundary is d-regular.

Theorem 1.8. Let Q C R be a C-NTA domain. Let ry € (0, diam 09),
& € 09, and E C 092 N B(&o,ro) be Borel with w(E)/w(B(&,10)) >
p > 0, where w = wg and B(zy,ro/C) C Q. Also suppose there is an
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L-bi-Lipschitz injection g : © — Z where Z is a metric space such that
r?JA < Y By(x,r)) < Artforallz € g(E), r € (0,r0). (1.2)

Here, By is the metric ball in Z. Then for all 7 > 0 there is ' C E
compact and C*-NTA domains Q5, with O = C*(C,d) > 0, such that
(1) w(E\E') < 1w(E),
(2) Qp CQC QL
(3) QO C B(&, Cro) and diam 0Q%, > ry/C~,
(4) 0L NN = F,
(5) GQE are A*-Ahlfors regular with A* depending on A,C,d, L, p
and T,
(6) wis As-equivalent to 7 on E' with data depending on A, C.,d, L, p
and 7; in particular, w|p < g < w|p and w|p < g,
(7) there is 5y > 0 depending on A,C,d, L, p and T so that 7 (E) >
%d(El) > 607“61 > 0.

/\/

/
E/

Q Q. QL

FIGURE 1. The shaded regions represent €2, {2, C 2 and
QF, D Q. Note that each QE, traces out a portion of the set
E C o0.

See Figure[l] The condition about bi-Lipschitz embedability may seem
odd, but one can think instead of Z as being an Ahlfors regular subset of
R (in which case g is the identity and L = 1), or of E as a bi-Lipschitz
image of a subset of Z = R?. Observe that we don’t assume 92 is Ahlfors
regular or even locally d-finite as in Theorem Moreover, we have no a
priori assumptions on the set Z other than (1.2)); in Theorem[I.3] for exam-
ple, E' is assumed to be in a topological surface I' with various conditions,
whereas our Z could be totally disconnected. The weak Ahlfors regularity
assumption on Z should seem natural in light of the example in [4] men-
tioned earlier.

Recall that David and Jerison showed NTA domains with Ahlfors regular
boundaries have (uniformly) rectifiable boundaries. Hence, the set £’ in
the lemma is also rectifiable. Moreover, the existence of the NTA domains
QE, gives us some quantitative information about the degree of rectifiability
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of E: by specifying € > 0, we can contain all but e-percent of E inside a
uniformly rectifiable set whose parameters are controlled by € and the NTA
constants of €2. By an exhaustion argument, we have the following (more
digestible) corollary.

Corollary 1.9. Let Q C R and E C 0Q N Z where Z C R%* ! is a
set of finite d-measure for which 0 < liminf,_, % B(¢,r) N Z)/rd <
limsup,_,, 24 B(&,r) N Z)/re < oo for every £ € E (for example, if Z
is d-regular) and w(E) > 0. Then E contains a rectifiable subset E' of
positive d-measure such that w(E\E'") = 0 and w|p < g < w|pr, so
in particular, w|p < .

The proof of Theorem relies crucially on a simple lemma about the
porosity of sets that have positive doubling measure, which may be of inde-
pendent interest (for example, see [3] for a recent application). The state-
ment requires the definition of dyadic cubes on metric spaces and some ex-
tra notation, so rather than stating it here, we strongly encourage the reader
to glance at the statement below in Corollary [3.4]and the results in Section
in general.

Is there a scenario, or a theorem like Theorem[1.8] where the same results
hold instead with the roles of /7% and w reversed? That is, if S#¢(E) > 0,
is there a subset of large .7#%-measure upon which w and J#¢ are A-
equivalent? Without some further restrictions the answer is a definitive no.
If we set

Q=R3\ U U B(i27 e, + j2 ey + 2 "eg, 27" 10) (1.3)

n=01,j€7Z

then €2 is NTA but w(R?) = 0. This is why we can’t get /#¢|; < w|g in
Theorem [[.8} we know that we can exhaust almost all of £ with respect
to harmonic measure, but a large d-measure portion of £ could be hiding
somewhere. If we assume {2 has uniform complement as well as uniform
interior (or doubly uniform), this in some sense gives I less places to hide
and rules out that example. Unfortunately, this is still not enough: In [23],
building off of Wolff’s original work in [29]], Lewis, Verchota, and Vogel
construct examples of NTA domains 2 C R%*!, d > 2, for which there
is FF C 09Q with w(F°) = 0 and dim F' < d. Since dim9df2 > d, by
Frostmann’s lemma, we can find a set G C 0f) of finite and positive d-
measure, and £ := G\F is also a set of finite and positive d-measure for
which w(E) = 0. If we assume F is rectifiable, it turns out this is enough
to get an analogue of Theorem|[1.§]
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Theorem 1.10. Let Q) C R4 be a C-uniform domain so that (Q°)° is also
C-uniform. Let E C 0Q) N B(&y, ro) where E is the L-Lipschitz image of a
Borel subset of [0, 1]? such that 702(E)/ré > p > 0. Then for alln > 0
there is E' C E such that, for B(z,19/C) C €,

(1) HL(E\E') < nAl(E),

(2) wg is As-equivalent to % on E', with constants depending on

C,d,n, L and p,
(3) wy (E) > § > 0 for some 6 depending on C,d,n, L and p.

(See the next section for the definition of %@g.) This theorem will follow
from the more general Theorem below whose statement requires the
definition of uniform rectifiability; we will review this in Section [6] As a
corollary, we get a qualitative version of Theorem .10}

Theorem 1.11. Let Q C R4 be a uniform domain with uniform comple-
ment and w = w¢) be harmonic measure on < for some z, € Q. If E C 05}
is a d-rectifiable set with 0 < #Y(E) < oo, then w < H#? < won E\S
where 7%(S) = 0; in particular, w(E) > 0.

The example in [4] also happens to be doubly uniform, and thus the set
S could very well have positive harmonic measure.

1.3. Outline. In Section [2, we go over some notation and some basic pre-
liminary tools. In Section [3] we introduce some results about porosity and
doubling measures that we will need later on for the special case of har-
monic measures. In Section 4, we review and prove some general methods
for constructing NTA domains containing a given NTA domain €2 whose
boundaries have prescribed intersections with 02, and under what condi-
tions do they have Ahlfors regular boundaries.

In Section 5| we prove Theorem [I.8] which follows a similar scheme as
the proof of Theorem [[.6] by David and Jerison. They first showed that, in
each ball centered on the boundary of €2, one can trace out a large portion of
02 by the boundary of a Lipschitz domain (that is, domains whose bound-
aries are locally L-Lipschitz graphs and Alhfors regular boundary), see [13,
Theorem 1]). This is so that they can use Dahlberg’s theorem [11], which
says that L-Lipschitz domains have harmonic measure A, -equivalent to
Hausdorff measure. Knowing this allows them to prove the same property
for harmonic measure on {2 via the maximum principle. In our setting,
the domains 7, will play the role of their Lipschitz domains, and we use
Theorem|I.6|instead of Dahlberg’s theorem to say harmonic measure is A -
equivalent to .77 4 on these subdomains, after which we repeat the maximum
principle argument in [13] (see Lemma[2.6) below). Hence, the bulk of this
section is dedicated to showing how to use the results of Sections [3]and @]to
build the necessary domains 9.
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We don’t know whether one can just assume that {2 satisfies the interior
corkscrew condition (recall that some extra topological condition on 2 is
necessary by Wu’s example). The NTA assumption is mostly to guarantee
that the harmonic measure has some doubling properties (which is used in
a critical way) and it helps us construct the Ahlfors regular NTA domains
QE, so we can apply Theorem to them. For further discussion on this,
see Remark 3.6

In Section [6] we use the lemmas from Section 4] and some results from
the theory of uniform rectifiability to prove Theorem (1.10

1.4. Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank John Garnett,
Mihalis Mourgoglou, Raanan Schul, and Xavier Tolsa for their very helpful
discussions and comments on an early draft, Albert Clop for identifying a
mistake, Matthew Badger for pointing out some useful references, and the
anonymous referee for his/her critique of the paper.

2. NOTATION, PRELIMINARIES, AND HARMONIC MEASURE

We will write a < b if there is C' > 0 so that a < Cb and a <, b if the
constant C' depends on the parameter . We write a ~ btomeana < b < a
and define a ~; b similarly.

In a metric space Z, we will denote the distance between points z,y € Z
as |z — y|. Forsets A, B C Z, we let

dist(A, B) = inf{|z —y| : v € A,y € B}, dist(z, A) = dist({z}, A),

and
diam A = sup{|z —y| : z,y € A}.
Set for a set A C Z, let w, be the volume of the unit ball in R¢ and define

HF(A) = wqinf {Z rd: AC UB(xi,n-),xi € ]Rd} :

where wy is the volume of the unit ball in R¢. We define the d-dimensional
Hausdorff measure as
HUA) = lim HG(A)
510
and the d-dimensional Hausdorff content as 73 (A). See [24, Chapter 4]
for more details.

We will let B(z, r)will not denote the open ball of radius r centered at
x. In this paper, we will be working in either RY, R%*!, or a metric space
Z, and we won’t distinguish our notation for |z — y| or B(z,r) in these
cases when it is clear from the context what we mean; otherwise, we will
let Bz (z,r) denote the ball in Z and .7 Hausdorff measure on Z. Also
define A\B(z,7) = B(x, Ar) and 1 4 to be the function identically one on A
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and zero elsewhere.

For n € Z, a d-dimensional dyadic cube Q of side length 2" in R? is a d-
fold Cartesian product of closed intervals of the form [i2", (i +1)2"], where
i € Z, and we will denote the side length by ¢(Q) = 2". We will write \Q
for the cube of the same center as () and edges parallel to the coordinate
axes but side length \(Q).

Definition 2.1 (Whitney Cubes). For an open set 2 C R and K > 1, we
will denote by 7 (£2) the set of maximal dyadic cubes () C (2 such that
KQ N Q¢ = (). These cubes have disjoint interiors and can be easily shown
to satisfy the following properties:
(1) 524(Q) < dist(z,Q°) < (14 K)diam @ forall z € Q,
2) (EA—/d+1250(Q) < dist(z, Q) < (14+K+(A—1)/2) diam Q
for all z € A\Q if A € [1, K) is close enough to 1 (depending on d
and K)
(3) If Q, R € #x () intersect, then {(Q) ~k 4 {(R).
(4) ZQEWk(Q ]IAQ S,K,d ]IQ for \ € (1, K)
We will just write #3(2) as #(Q).

We will say Q, R € #(Q) are adjacent if Q N R # () and write Q ~ R.
Also, let Py i denote the shortest path () = Qo, ...,Q, = R of Whitney
cubes such that ); ~ ;1 for j = 0,...,n—1 and define do(Q), R) = n+1.
With the definition of Whitney cubes and this notation, we can now state an
equivalent characterization of C'-uniformity that we will need later.

Theorem 2.2 (Alternate characterization of uniform domains). A domain
Q is uniform if and only if it satisfies the interior corkscrew condition and
there is N : [0, 00) O increasing such that,

do(Q, R) < No(dist(Q, R)/ min{¢(Q),¢(R)}) forall Q, R € 7/((3)2 N

Remark 2.3. There are a few papers all giving different yet equivalent def-
initions of uniform domains. A proof of Theorem [2.2]is given in [2]; there
they instead work with the so-called Harnack chain condition, which is
quantitatively equivalent to the characterization in the above theorem.

Remark 2.4. As mentioned in the introduction, a C-uniform domain 2
automatically satisfies the interior corkscrew condition, with constant de-
pending on C'. For the sake of cleanliness, we will assume that all C-NTA
domains also satisfy the exterior and interior corkscrew conditions with the
same constant C' (which can be arranged by increasing the value C' depend-
ing only on some universal constant).
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Bounded NTA domains {2 are regular in the sense of Wiener, so given
a continuous f on Of, one can use the Perron method to find u; har-
monic, continuous up to the boundary, and equal to f on the boundary
as in [16, Section 2.8]. Then, given z € (2, one defines harmonic mea-
sure via the Riesz representation theorem as the Radon measure wg, so that
Jo fdw® = us(z). For unbounded NTA domains, the situation is more
complicated, but given a bounded continuous f on 02 we can still find a
bounded harmonic u; continuous up to d€2 and equal to f there, and thus
we can define harmonic measure the same way; we refer the reader to [17,
Chapter 5], particularly pages 206-7, Theorem 5.4.2, and page 217.

We recall a few basic results from [21]@

Theorem 2.5 (Local properties of harmonic heasure). Let (2 be a C-NTA

domain, wg be harmonic measure evaluated at zy € ), £ € 0, r €
(0,diam 0Q), and let E C B(&,r) N OS2 be Borel.

(1) 21, Lemma4.11]1If B(z,7/C) C QNB(&, 1) and zo € Q\B(&, 2r),

then
w (E)Jwd (B(&, 1)) ~c.a wi(E). 2.2)
(2) [21, Lemma 4.2] If B(z,r/C) C QN B(£, 1), then
wo(B(§,7)) Zca 1. (2.3)

(3) (Harnack’s inequality) If v € Q € W (Q) andy € R € W (Q2) and
dist(Q, R)/ min{l(Q),¢(R)} < A, then for any Borel set A C 0,

wfz(A) <C’,d,A w% (A) (24)

~

(4) (Local doubling property, [21, Lemma 4.9]) If zo € Q\B(&o, 2r0)
for some & € O or B(zp,10/C) C Q, then for all { € 0N and
r > 0with B(§,2r) C B(&, ro), we have

wg (B(&,2r)) Scam wg (B(E:r)). (2.5)

As originally stated in [21], the constant in is also allowed to de-
pend on 2y, but an inspection of the proof shows that, so long as 2z, &€
O\ B(&, 2r9), this inequality holds independent of zg, and this implies the
case of B(zy,79/C) C Q by Harnack’s inequality.

We now have enough tools to demonstrate the role the approach regions
Q§ Again, this type of argument appears in many sources and is rooted in
complex analysis and the study of nontangential limits of harmonic func-
tions, as well as the study of harmonic measure in NTA domains, so the

3Note that in [21]], they assume their NTA domains are bounded domains, but this is
only so that they can guarantee the existence of harmonic measure. Now that we know
existence also holds for unbounded domains, the results carry over to this setting with
identical proofs.
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lemma below should be considered review. For a survey of this history, see
the introduction to [21]].

Lemma 2.6. Let Q2 be a C-NTA domain and w = wg where B(zo,19/C) C
Q for some ro € (0,diam0R2). Suppose E C 0Q2 N B(&y,ro) for some
&0 € 98 and there are domains )%, so that

(1) Q5 CQC 9,

(2) 005NN D E,

(3) diam 0QF > ry/C,

(4) OO is A*-Ahlfors regular.
Then w is As-equvalent to 7% on E.

Proof Let E, QF, € € Eandr > 0, and set B = B(¢,r). By a covering
argument, since £ C B(p, r9), we can assume without loss of generality
that r < qro where ¢ > 0 will be determined later. Let B(z,7y/(C™)?%) C
B(&,19/C™) N Q, which exists by the corkscrew condition for 2. Then
dist(z,00%) > ro/(C7)?, soif ¢! > 2Cp,;(C7)?, then r < gry implies
2z & B(&,Cpyr). By Theorem we know that w7 is A.-equivalent to

E
' on B N 00, meaning for every € > 0, thereis 6_ = d_(¢,C,d, A7)
sothatif /' C BN E, then
(a) wéE(F) < 6_ng(B) implies #4(F) < es#4(B N 0Q) and
(b) H#UF) < 6B N 9Qy) implies wi,_ (F) < ew?_(B).

E E
Lete,e’,d > 0,and F' C ENB where B = B(§,r) with{ € Eand r < grg
(where €', and ¢ will be determined later), and assume w(F) < dw(B).
Setd’ = d0_(¢,C~,d,A™). Pick B(z',r/C~) C BN Q. Forq¢! < 2C,
since B(zg,79/C) C €,
|20 = &| = 10/C > 2r

and we have |z — &| > Cpyr > 2r as well, so that we can apply Theorem
twice along with the maximum principle to obtain

o () ; w(F)
Wé};(3> ~eo- wQE(F) <w§ (F) ~¢ (B) < 0.

Thus, for ¢ small enough, we have w? (F) < d'w?_(B), which implies
E E

HUF) < 1 BNIN,) < A~¢'r?, and for &’ small enough, this implies
HUF) < erd.

Conversely, let £,¢/,6 > 0 (the latter two will be decided soon) and
F C EN B with 22%(F) < ér¢, were we will decide § in a moment. Let
B(z,7/(C*)?) C B(&,r/CT) N QL. Again, ¢! > 2Cp;(CT)~2% implies
z ¢ B(&,Cpyr). Let ¢’ > 0 and pick ¢’ so that our A, condition on wg,,
holds for ¢’ and &’ on BNONS. Then S#4(F) < or? < AT544(BNINL),
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and so for ¢ small enough, #4(F) < & (BN OQ}L). Again by the max-
imum principle, the A, condition, and Theorem 2.5}
w(F)
w(B)
Picking ¢’ small enough guarantees w(F')/w(B) < e.

O

3. “CUBES” AND CARLESON PACKING CONDITIONS ON POROSITY

In this section, we will review and develop some tools that will help us
find the desired set £’ in Theorem The material for this section holds
in more generality than just harmonic measure on NTA domains, but for
doubling measures on metric measure spaces (if it bugs the reader, s/he
can imagine all the measures below are just harmonic measure). We start
by introducing the notion of “dyadic cubes” for a metric space. We’ll use
the construction of Hytonen and Martikainen from [20], which refines the
originals of Christ [10] and David [[12]. We will abuse notation by letting
|z — y| denote the metric distance between points = and y and B(z, ) again
denote the ball centered at = of radius r in the given space.

Theorem 3.1. For ¢ < 1/1000, the following holds. Let ¢; = 1/500 and
Y be a metric space. For each n € Z there is a collection 9, of “cubes,”
which are Borel subsets of Y2 such that

(1) X = Unpcq, A foreveryn,

2) if AN €D =JDnand ANA #0, then A C A or A" C A,

(3) for A € D, there is (a € X,, so that if Bn = B((a, bc}), then

ClBA g A g BA.

For A € 2, define {(A) = 5¢{, so that Bo = B((a,¢(A)). Note that
for A € 2, and A’ € 9,,,, we have ((A)/U(A") = c{™™.
For A < 1, define

AA = {€ € A dist(€, D\A) > (1 — M)A}

Let 12 be a doubling measure on a metric space Y, meaning p(B(,2r)) <
Co(B(&,r)) forall§ € ¥ and r > 0. If £ C X is a d-porous set (meaning
for every £ € E and r > 0 there is B(¢',0r) C (X\E) N B(, 1)), then
u(E) = 0. This follows from the fact that the Lebesgue differentiation
theorem still holds for doubling measures, and J-porosity implies p(E N
B(&,r)/m(B(E,r) <1—Cs, < 1forall{ € Eand r > 0. Thus, a set
of positive measure can’t be porous inside every ball centered on £. In this
section, we will quantify how many cubes A there are inside a given cube
Ay for which a set E is too porous near A, and we will give this control
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in terms of a so-called Carleson packing condition. We will then use this
condition to trim down the set E to a slightly smaller set £’ such that every
point in E’ is contained in at most a bounded number of cubes that are
porous for E.

However, we need to be even more careful for our applications later: wg)
is globally doubling with doubling constant depending on z,, and we’d like
the constants in our results not to have this dependence. By (2.5)), however,
we can guarantee that wg is doubling locally with constant independent of
2o so long as 2, avoids that portion of the boundary. Our next lemma, for
example, is well known for the case of doubling measures, but we need to
alter it a bit to account for the local doubling case.

Lemma 3.2. Let ¥ be a metric space and 9,, the “cubes” constructed in
Theorem Let ¢ < ¢1/4 and i be measure on Y. such that, for some
Ao € D, w(B(£,2r)) < Cuu(B(E, 7)) for &€ € 4Ba, and 0 < r < L(Ay).
There are to, o« > 0 (depending on C,,) such that fort € (0,1) and A C A,
p(A\(1 = t)A) < tot*u(A) for some o > 0.

Note that C), is not necessarily the doubling constant of 1, only for those
particular values of ¢ and r in the lemma. This lemma can be obtained
by carefully reading the proof in [10]], but we will provide a proof for the
reader’s convenience in the appendix.

We now give our first lemma that helps quantify how porous a set can be.

Lemma 3.3. Let i1 be a Borel measure, 9 the cubes for ¥ = supp u with
constant cq and ¢1, and E C Ag € & be Borel. Let My > 1 and sup-
pose p has the property that, for all & € 4MyBa, and r € (0,4Mul(Ay)),
u(B(&,2r)) < Cup(B(&,r)) for some C,, > 1. Let M < My and W (E°)
denote the maximal cubes A € 9 such that MBx N E = (). For 3 > 0, set

N\ B
M) = Y (i&i;) 3.1)

Alew (EC)
A'CMBA

We set A\ g(A) = 0 if it is an empty sum. If > [y := log, C,, then for
all Al Q Ao,

Z )‘Mﬁ(A)M(A) SM,M,co,cl,ﬂ M(AI) (3.2)

ACAq
ANE#0

To avoid some double subscripts, we write <, to mean that the implied
constant depends on the doubling constant C),.
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Proof. Claim: When A’ C M Bx and A C A,

(LA JE(AN* Sare, A/ (D). (3.3)
Let A’ C M Ba and let N be such that
2Ve (A > 2MU(A) > 2V e (). (3.4)

Then 2V¢; Bar O M By, and 2V < %, so that

N < log, (—LLCJI;{(K(A%))) .
Thus
W) > pleBa) = G (2 e1Bar) > C Y (M Ba)
. AN logz Cp
> Oy (%) RN
This proves the claim. From now on, we write A\ = A\y; 3 with 3 > f3.
For fixed Ay C Ay, A’ C M Ba, and A" € #'(E°), set
My(N)={A€ D, : ACA,ANE #0,A" C MBa}.

We prove here a few properties of this set:
(t) f A € ,(A'), then ((A") < ¢(A), and in particular, .4, (A") # ()
only when 5¢f > ((A").
To see this, note that since A’ € # (E¢), ANE # (), and A’ C
M B, if £ € AN E, we have

ME(A") = £(A) < dist(Car, E) — €(A) < [Car = €] = £(A)]
< |Car =&l = 1€ = Cal < |Car = Cal < ML(A)
s0 ((A') < MELI(A) < 20(A), and since ((A') /((A) is a power of
co < 1/1000, we must have /(A") < ((A).
(1) The above estimate also implies (a € B(Car, MU(A)) = B((ar, 5Mcy),
and so the collection {¢;Ba : A € #,(A’)} form a disjoint family
of balls of radii 5¢f contained in B((as, 5(M + 1)c). Moreover,
using the doubling property of y, and since ((A) = 5¢f,
M(ClBA) zu,M,Cl,Co M(4MBA) 2 M(B(CA’v 5(M + 1)68))7

and thus we know that
H# M (A ) (B (Car, 5(M + 1)cy))

Sutecon Y #eiBa) < p(B(Car, 5(M + 1)cp))
A€M (A
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which implies

#Ma(A) Spdtereo 1 (3.5)
Hence, for A; C AO, and 3 > [

A/ A/ B—Bo
RIS SIS SR - ) BAIES

ACAy ACA| A/CMBp
ANE#0) ANE#0) Alew (EC)

EA/) B—Po
= > wa) )
i(A)
Al ew (EC) A'CMBA,ANE#D
AICMBy, N

) EA/) B—Bo
vy Y Y (U5

Alew (E°) cp>U(AT) A€y (A)
A/CMBA,

w,M,c1,c0 Z ,LL(A/) Z Cg‘(ﬁfﬁo)

Alew (E€) n>0
!
AICMBp,

SH,B Z M(A,) < M(MBA1) SH,M,CLCO N(Al)‘

Al eW (E€)
s
A'CMBa,

—~

NG

As a corollary, we have the following:

Corollary 3.4. With the assumptions of Lemma[3.3| let0 < 0 <1 < M <
My /2 and set

Pryus={A:ANE#0,3¢ € MBa such that dist(§, E) > §0(A)}.
Then there is Cy = C1(M, §,C),) > 0 so that, for all A" C A,
> u(A) < Cru(A). (3.6)

ACA/
AE‘@IW,E

Proof. If A € P15, then there is £ € M B so that dist(&, E) > §((A),
and so B(&,0) C (M + §)Ba\E C 2M BA\E. Let A’ be the maximal
cube containing & so that 2M/ By N E = (). Then ¢(A") < ¢(A) since, if
(€EANE,

2MU(A") = £(A) < dist(Car, E) = £(A) < [Car = ¢ = € = Cal
< [Car = Cal < [Car = &l + 1§ = Cal < U(AT) + MU(A).
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This and the fact that £ € A’ N M Ba imply A’ C 2M B, and thus
Aanrg(A) > (L(A")/L(A))? where we set 8 = 2log, C,,. Note that ((A) >
20 ((A), since otherwise if A” is the parent of A', then £ € A” and so

MBpn C B(€,2MU(A")) = B(€,2Mcol(A)) € B(E,60(A)) C E-,

but we know that, since A’ is maximal, M Ba» N E # (, and we get a

contradiction. Thus, we have shown Ay M,,B(A)(A) > (%)ﬁ whenever A €

P16, and the previous lemma implies (3.6). O

Lemma 3.5. With the assumptions of Lemma and supposing E C
coBa, € A¢ € Z is a Borel set satisfying n(E)/u(Aog) > p > 0, we
have that for all 6, 7 > 0, there are ty, N > 0 (depending on 0, C\,, M, and
p) such that for t € (0, 1), we can find a collection T of cubes in Ao, and a
compact set E' C E so that the following are true.

(1) p(E') = (1 = 7)u(E).

(2) If¢ € AN E' for some A € T, then £ € (1 —t)A.

(3)If A C Agand AN E # (), then either A € T or, for every

£ € MBa, dist(&, E) < d0(A).
(4) Forall A" € 9,

D A) Sursn u(A). (3.7)

ACA!
AeT

(5) Finally, we also have that, for every & € E', £ is contained in at
most N cubes from T

Proof. Let & = 2y be from Corollary For A C Ay, let k(A)
denote the number of cubes in & properly containing A (so k(Aq) = 0).
For N > 0, by Chebyshev’s inequality,

vl U A S%ZM(A)@%#(AO)-

ACAq AeP
E(A)>N
Thus, if 7 € (0,1), N > %%, and
Ey:=E\ [J A
ACA(
E(A)>N
then
w(Ey) = (1= 7/2)u(E).
Set
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1/a
By Lemmaand (B.6),ift <ty := <25ft0) , then

D (AL = 1)A) <t Y p(A) < Crtot® u(Ag) < %u(E). (3.8)

AP AET
Thus, if

E' =ExnN (U A\(1 — t)A) 3.9)
AET
then
p(E) > (1= 71)u(E).
Note that E/ C FEy guarantees & is in at most N many cubes from 7.

Finally, by replacing £’ with a compact subset if necessary so that it still
satisfies the previous inequality, we may assume E’ is compact. U

Remark 3.6. It is this set of lemmas concerning porosity where the dou-
bling property for harmonic measure (and hence the NTA assumption) plays
the most critical role in our work. By work in [8]], for example, one can
generalize the results of [13] and Theorem [I.6]to domains satisfying only
an interior corkscrew condition, but whose boundary is Ahlfors regular and
has “uniform interior pieces of Lipschitz graphs,” a priori. In this setting,
harmonic measure isn’t necessarily doubling, and so one only obtains a
“weak” A..-condition or “weak” reverse Holder inequality (which implies
the stronger A..-condition if w happens to be doubling). Thus, one could
perhaps generalize our results in this way via constructing QE satisfying
interior corkscrew conditions and using the comparison principle; however,
we also use the doubling property to construct these ideal subsets £’ that
guarantee that our domains Qﬁ, have Ahlfors regular boundaries. It’s be-
cause of this that a generalization is even less immediate.

4. THE SETS QF

We will use a pretty general method for constructing sub and super NTA
domains that intersect a prescribed portion of the boundary, and later prove
that, given a clever choice of subset £/ C E (where E is as in Theorem
[1.8)), the sub and super NTA domains containing £’ in their boundaries
have the desired properties. The constructions of the subdomains are com-
mon knowledge (see [[18] or [21]], for example), but the existence of super-
domains is not, to the author’s knowledge, and so we include a construction
in the appendix.

Lemma 4.1. Let Q@ C R be a C-NTA (or C-uniform) domain and let
E C B(&,10) NOS2 be compact where & € 0S2 and ry € (0, diam 0X2). Set
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Co > 0and
Cp ={Q eV (Q): CoQNE #0,0(Q) <ro}.

For Q1, Qs € W (), let Py, o, be a shortest path of adjacent dyadic Whit-
ney cubes connecting Q1 to Q2 (which also includes ()1 and Qz). For some
constant C' > 0, set

Cr =1{Q:Q € Py,q, for some Q1,Qs € €5 with da(Q1,Qs) < C'}.
For A\ > 1, set

[e)

Q=1 U
Q€%
Then for Cy and C large enough and \ > 1 close enough to 1(each depend-
ing only on C and d), Q¥ is a C~-NTA (or C~ -uniform) domain contained
in B(&, C~ry) for some C~ = C~(d, Cy, \,C) and diam 02, > r¢/C~ .
Moreover, 0Q); N 02 = E.

As mentioned earlier, we will omit the proof of Lemma [4.1] but for an
idea of the construction, see [21, Lemma 6.3] or [18, Lemma 3.61] for
example.

Lemma 4.2. Let €2 be a C-NTA (or C-uniform) domain, and E C 02 N
B(&o,10) be compact where & € 02 and ry € (0,diam 0R). Let K >
3, A > 1 and set
Co =1{0Q € Wx(RTN\E): QN oQ # 0}
Define
oF=au J Q).
Qe%

Then, for A > 1 close enough to 1 (depending on C' and d) and K large
enough (depending on d, \ and C), there is C™ = C*(d,C, K) so that {0},
is a CT-NTA (or C"-uniform) domain. Moreover, Q5 N 0Q = E. If Qis
C-NTA, then diam 3(2;5 ~c+ diam Of).

For a proof, see the appendix.

Lemma4.3. Let C' > 0, ), E, and Qf be as in Lemmaor Lemma
Suppose also that there is an L-bi-Lipschitz injection g : & — Z where Z
is a metric space satisfying (1.2)) and that for all ¢ € E and r > 0, we have

> ouQ)t <o (4.1)

QedEE (&,r)
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where
05 (6,1) = {Q € €5 : QN BET) £ 0,Q ~ Q' for some
Q eV Q\Cr}t 4.2

and

06 (E,r)={Q e : QN B(&,r) #0,Q ~ Q' for some
Q € Wx(RTN\ENGE}. (4.3)
Then 0Y% is upper A*-Ahlfors regular (with A* = A*(C,C", A, L,d)),

meaning

AUBE,T)NONE) < A5 forall € € 005 and r > 0. (4.4)
If Q is also C-NTA, then 0Q% is A*-Ahlfors regular.
Proof. Claim: : For all r > 0, if

8‘5?5(5,7”) ={Q € Cu :AON B(&,r) #0,Q ~ Q' for some
Q EeWOQ\Er } (45)
and

5%(5%) ={Q € 06" : NQN B, ) #0,Q ~ Q' for some
Q' € WiRHN\ENIEL) (4.6)
then
Y UQ) Scrakce ™ 4.7)

Q0T (&)
We first focus on 0%, (£,7). If Q € 8%?5(5,1”), then \Q N B(&,r) # 0,
and by Definition[2.1]
UQ)<r/ (% —Vd+ 1%) <4r/(K —1) (4.8)

for A > 1 close enough to 1, and so diam AQ < 4A\V/d+ 1r/(K — 1).
Hence Q) C B(§, (4\/d+1/(K — 1)+ 1)r), and so

>, U< >, UQ)" Skar
QedEt (&) QEIEL (§,(ANVd+T/(K—1)+1)r)
which proves the claim in this case.
In the case of 0%} (¢,r), if Q € 0%, (¢,r), @B) still holds with K =
3. Moreover, there is a chain of Whitney cubes of length C of Whitney
cubes from () to a cube Q' € 0%, each cube in the chain having diameter
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comparable to £(()) (with constants depending on d and (), so in particular,
dist(Q, Q') S¢q U(Q) < 2rand £(Q') ~¢ 4 £(Q), and so

dist(€, Q) < dist(&, Q) + diam Q + dist(Q, @) S¢g 7
Thus, there is C” depending on d and C' so that Q' C B(&,C"r). Also,

~

to each R € 0%, there are at most N = N(C,d) cubes Q € 0%, with
@' = R. Thus,
@.1)
Z 0(Q)" ~éd Z 0Q"? Sénd Z (R) S C.d re.
Qed%, (&) Qed%y, (&) REACy (€,0"'r)
Thus we’ve finished the claim.
Now we will prove (@.4).

(1) Suppose dist(&, E) > 2r. Let Q € 8‘5}5(5,7“) and yg € B(&,r) N
ONQ. Then Q € # (Q) or Q € G5 C Wi (R¥\E) (depending on
whether we’re considering (2, or QF; if the former, we set K = 3),
so by Definition [2.1] for A > 1 small enough (recall X > 3)

0Q) < Kildist(Q,E)

A—1
T o Vd+ 19

Thus, since A\Q N B(&,r) # 0,
AQ C B(€,r + diam AQ) C B(€, (1 + 2A/d + 1)r).

Moreover,
diSt(yQ, E)
Q=zarr+o=p

Thus, B(£,7) N 9% is in the union of the boundaries of finitely
many cubes of the form A() where the () have diameters comparable
to r and is contained in a ball of radius comparable to r; this implies
AUB(E,r) NONE) Sax 7 (where the implied constant depends
on K in the case of Q).

(2) If dist(&, E) < 2r,let’ € E be such that [¢' — &| < 2r. Then

< 2dist(Q, E) < 2r.

L dist(€, B) = |yg — £ >

A0V N B(E, 1)) < (00 N B(E,21))
< Y AN+ AN ENB(E,3r))

QedEE (¢ ,2r)

Sad Y, HNONQ) + LA (g(E N B(E, 2r)))
QedEE (¢ ,2r)
" d d spd / €2 d
PV R Loy (Bz(€',20r)) < ALd "

~Y
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and this proves (@.4)). Note that (I.2) is given only for radii at most
1o, but since £ C B(&y, rg), it also holds for all » > 0 with perhaps
a slightly larger constant.

This proves the lemma for the case of C-uniform €. If 2 is C'-NTA, so
are Q§ and it is well known that C-NTA domains are lower regular (that is,
the lower bound in (I.1])) with constant depending on C' and d. To see this,
let B(z,7/C) C B(&,7) N Q% and B(y,r/C) C B(&,7)\Q%, let P, and
P, be two parallel d-planes passing through x and y respectively, and let
D, = B(z,r/C)N P, and D, N P, N B(y,r/C). Note that each segment
perpendicular to P, and passing from D, to D, must intersect 00%, and
thus if 7 is the orthogonal projection onto F,,

HUINEN B(E, 7)) > AUn(00E N B(E, 1)) = #UD,) Zeq .

~

O

Thus, the main challenge in proving Theorem [1.10]is to show how our
assumptions imply (4.1) holds for £, or in the case of Theorem|[I.8] to show
(.1)) holds for some special subset F’.

5. THE PROOF OF THEOREM [L.§]

We now apply the results of the previous sections to prove Theorem .8}
We state here our standing assumptions that will hold throughout this sec-
tion:

Standing assumptions for this section: We will assume 2 is a C'-NTA
domain, £ C 9Q N B(&,10), g : E — Z is a L-bi-Lipschitz injec-
tion into a metric space Z satisfying (1.2), o € (0,diam 9f), & € 01,
B(z,10/C) C Q, w = wg, and w(E)/w(B(&o,r0)) > p > 0. We will
also assume that & are the “cubes” for ¥ = 00 with ¢y < ¢;/4 fixed,
and without loss of generality, that B(&y,79) = B((a,,c1¢(Ag)) (we can
do this by rescaling (2 and by choosing the maximal nets in Theorem [3.]
to include &y). We will also let Bn = B((a,¢(A)) denote a Euclidean
ball, not a ball with respect to the relative topology of 02, though we
still have 092 N ¢;Bx € A C Ba NS for A € 2, so in particular,
E C c¢yBa, N2 C Ap. Let M > 0 be large and § > 0 to be determined
later.

Note that by (2.5), we can apply Lemma[3.3]and Lemma [3.5| with 1 = w,
7 > 0, some numbers §, M > 0 to be chosen later, and p% in place
of p. From this lemma, we obtain the quantities ¢, and IV, and for ¢ € (0, ¢y),
we get a compact set £’ and a collection of cubes T, where for now we pick
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t € (0,to) small enough (depending on ¢;) so that
(c1/2)BanoQ C A\(1—t)Afor A€ @ (5.1)

In Theorem @], the last conclusion follows from the penultimate one,
and that one follows from the first five conclusions and Lemma [2.6] so we
need only prove those. Let Q%, be the NTA domains from Lemmas
and where we will pick C in the course of the proof sufficiently large.
These and the set £’ already satisfy conclusions (1) through (4), so we only
have to demonstrate that they are Ahlfors regular. By Lemma4.3| it suffices

to show (@.1).

With all these reductions and assumptions in place, Theorem|[I.§ will now
follow from the following lemma

Lemma 5.1. Fix 7 € (0,1), let E' C E be the set from Lemma 3.5 for our
choice of T, p% in place of p, and some M and 6 and n = w, and
bef, be as in Lemma or Lemma applied to the set E'. Then

> UQ)Y S forall € E andr > 0. (5.2)
QeI (&)

Proof of Lemma The sum in (5.2)) will be controlled using two different
bookkeeping lemmas.

Lemma 5.2. Let E' C E C B(&y,r9) C R and r € (0,3ry), and € be
any collection of disjoint cubes Q C R*™'. Suppose yg € E\E' are points
in E such that

(1) dist(yg, Q) S dist(yg, £') ~ dist(Q, E') ~ £(Q),

(2) forall Q € €, dist(Q, E') <,

(3) there is an L-bi-Lipschitz injection g : E2 — Z into a metric space

Z satisfying (1.2).

Then ZQG(K (@) < rd (with constant depending on d, L, the constants in
(1.2), and all implied constants).

Proof. Let 9 denote the “cubes” for Z and F' = g(E'). Let # (Z\F') C
9, denote the collection of maximal cubes A for which 3BA N F = 0.
One can show ((A) ~ dist(§, F) forall £ € A € #(Z\F). Let Ag €
W (Z\F) contain ¢g(yq); we know such a cube exists since

dist(g(yg), F) > L' dist(yg, E') > 0.

Note that
Q) ~ dist(yq, E") ~ dist(g(yq), F) ~ £(Aq).
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Claim: There is Ny = Ny(d, L) so that at most Ny many () € % can satisfy
Ag = A for some given A € # (Z\F). To see this, note

dist(yq, Q) < dist(yg, £') ~ £(Ag) = £(A),

and if Ag = Ag = A, then [yq — yo| < Llg(yq) — 9(yq)| < diam A ~
¢(A). Thus, all cubes () for which Ay = A are contained in a ball of radius
comparable to /(A) and have side lengths comparable to /(A). This proves
the claim.

Since each () € ¢ intersects B(, ),

U(Aq) ~ dist(yq, B') ~ £(Q) ~ dist(Q, ') <7
and if we fixa Qg € €,

dist(g(yq,): Aq) < 19(yqs) — 9(¥Q)| St [YQ, — Yol
< dist(yg,, Qo) + diam Qg + dist(Qo, Q) + diam Q + dist(yo, Q)
S Qo) + Qo) +2r + Q) +UQ) S 7

thus, all the A are contained in a ball B = Bz(g(£),C'r) for some C’
depending on L, d and the implied constants. Moreover, since {(Ag) ~
0(Q) <1 < 3o, there is 6 < ¢ so that §((Ag) < 19, (§ < ¢; guarantees
0Ba C A). Thus, if C'r < 1o, we can apply part (3) to get

SUQ sn Y. UAY <S4 Y HL0B)
Qe?¢ Aezﬂg(zB\m AQZQ(IZB\F)

< Y D) < AB) S

~

AEW (Z\F)
ACB

If C'r > ry, we can cover F with a bounded number (depending on d and

L) of balls B; centered on £ with radii less than 7%, and thus we can cover

g(E) with a finite number of balls B, centered on it of radii less than r(/2.
For # small enough, GBAQ C 2B, and thus

D UQ SN Y UA'Sa Y HFUBa)

Q% AEW (Z\F) AEW (Z\F)
0BACU B 0BACU B

<ty (UB;) <rd <yt
0

Lemma 5.3. Let T be the collection of cubes from Lemma 3.5 and Ta: be
those cubes in T contained in A’ that intersect E'. Then for all A" C A,

Z A <paor LA (5.3)

AGTA/
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Proof. First note that, if A C Ay and A N E’ # (), then there is {o €
(1 —¢t)A N E by Lemma[3.5] Hence, the collection { B({a, t/(A)) : A C
Ao, A € Z,,ANE # ()} is a disjoint family of balls with centers in
E CZ.

Let B2 := Bz(g(¢a), 5 0(A)) C Z. If y € BAN B~ forsome A, A’ €
P, NT, then |Ea — Ear| < tef, so that B(Ea, tl(A)) and B(Ear, tU(A"))
intersect, giving a contradiction. Thus, for any y € Z, there is at most one
A € 2, NT containing y, and thus there are at most NV cubes A from 7" so
that y € B2, Also, note that A, A € T,/ implies

19(6a) — g(§a)] < LIéa — 5] < 2LE(A)

and so all the B liein B (g(£), (2L+55)0(A") C B := By(g(£a), (2L+
1)¢(A)) for some fixed A € Tar.

Recalling that ro = ¢14(Ag), pick § = ¢;/2 so that for all A C A,,
BL(A) < 00(Ag) < 1. Then by (I.2), if ¢ € A’N E' and (2L + 1){(A") <

To,

> UANY Sadrer Y, HFOBY) < /ZZLSA ©)dAL (x)

AGTA/ AETA/ AETA/

<N | | B* | < NAF(B) Saan (A

AETA/

Otherwise, if (2L+1)0(A) > ro = col(Ay), cover Ag with Ny = Ny(d, L, ¢;)
many cubes A; with (2L + 1)¢(A;) < ro. Then

BRIINIED SIS SRIENEE Zﬁ ! Snaer (Do) Zu (A,

AET A/ 7j=1 AETAJ.

Lemma 5.4. The inequality (5.2)) holds for 06 (&, 7).

Proof. Claim: It suffices to show (5.2) in the case when r < 3r,. To
see this, observe that, if » > 3rg, then since £ C E C B({p, o) any
cube () € €5 \0C (€, 3ro) is at least 7y away from E’. By construction,
however, the () € €, are chosen so that £(Q)) < ry. Since CoQ N E' # 0,
we have that

ro < dist(Q, E') < dist(¢, Q) < diam CyQ = Covd + 14(Q) < Covd + 1rg.

Thus all such () have sizes comparable to 7. Moreover, all cubes in ¢, \ € (€, )
lie in B(&y, C~ro) (since Q25, C B(&y, C~19)) and thus there are boundedly
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many of them (depending only on Cj and d). Hence,

Q)< S w1 Y UQ Separd Sar

QEOT, (¢) Q€% \0%; (€,370) Qed%, (£,3r0)

which proves (5.2) if we assume (5.2) holds for r < 3r, and this proves the
claim.
Now assume r < 3rg. Set

P&, 1r)={A € D(Ag) : L(A) > 1 > col(A),ANB(,r)NE" # 0}

Since r < 3ry = 3c10(Ag) < €(Ag) and E C A, this set is nonempty and
covers B({, ) N E'. Note that for () € 06, (€, 1),

Q) < dist(Q,00) < dist(§, Q) < r < 3rg < £(Ay);

this and the fact that CoQ N £ # () imply there is a maximal A(Q) C A,
that intersects Cy@ N E’ and is such that £(Q)) > col(A(Q)), so necessarily,
A(Q) is contained in some cube in Z(&, r) (observe also that £(A(Q)) ~¢,
¢(Q)). With this in mind, and the fact that #2(&,r) <S¢ 1, it will now
suffice to show instead that

Y Q) SriforAe 9(¢r) (5.4)
QeCwr(A)

where

Cp(D) ={Q € 0€,(&,7) : AQ) C A}.
Split C'z/(A) into sets
Ty ={Q € Cp(A): Ag €T}, Ty =Cr(A\Th.

We first handle 77. Observe that at most a bounded number of cubes ()
can have A(Q)) = A for a given A since dist(Q, A(Q)) < Cpdiam () and
U(A(Q)) ~ £(Q). Also, since A(Q)NE' # B forall Q € Cpr(A), we know
Ty C T, (recall Lemma[5.3|for this notation). Thus, we have

G3)
DU S D A S D) S (5.5)

Qe AGTA

Next, assume ) € T5. Since () € 0%, there is ()" adjacent to () so that
Co@Q N E" = (). We now pick C > 0 large enough (depending on c) so
that there is A’ C Cp@’ with col(A") < 4(Q') < ¢(A) (see Figure[2). Then

€<A/) ~eo K(Q/) ~d 6(@) ~eo €<A(Q))

and so for M > 0 large enough, A" C M Bx(g). Since A(Q) &€ T, if 0 is
small enough, then by (3.1) and Lemma 3.5] there is yg € (1 — t)A' N E.



26 JONAS AZZAM

FIGURE 2. The cubes (), ()’ and A’ in the case that () € T5.

Our goal now is to verify that yg, (), E, E’, g, and Z satisfy the conditions
of Lemmal[5.2] Since yg € A’ € CoQ’ and Q' is adjacent to Q

0(Q) < dist(Q,09) < dist(yg, Q) < diam CoQ’ + diam Q" < 4(Q),

dist(yq, £') < 20(M Ba(Q)) Seo,m Q)
and since A’N E' = and yg € (1 —t)A,

dist(yg, E') > H(A) 2y UQ) ~a Q). (5.6)
Moreover, Q N B(&,7) # 0 for all Q € C(A) C 0, (€,7), and so by
Lemmal5.2]
> Qs
QEeTs
U

Lemma 5.5. The inequality (3.2)) holds for 0%,

Proof. The proof is basically the same as in the previous lemma, but with
some minor adjustments. Let £ € E’ and r > 0. Again, without loss
of generality, it suffices to prove for r < 3ry. To see this, assume
it’s true and let 7 > 3rq, pick n > 0 so that 3""'ry > r > 3. If
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Q € G = 06,3 rg)\0C, (&, 3r0), then
Q) < dist(Q, E') < dist(£, Q) < 3",
yet since E' C B(&g, o),
Q) ~ax dist(Q, E') > (3" = 2)rg ~ 3.

Thus, all cubes in ¢ are contained in a ball centered about &, of radius
comparable to 3"ry and have sidelengths comparable to 3"ry. Hence,

YU < > uQ)"

QEd% L, (&) QEd%,, (€37 1ro)
n n
<D UQMHY DY UQ)Y S i+ (3"mo)? S 3™ g,
QEDE, (¢,3r0) Jj=1 Q€% Jj=0

Thus, we can assume r < 3ry.
Define (&, r) just as in Lemma Note that if Q € %5 (¢,7), then
since Q € 65 C #x(RITN\E),

0(Q) < dist(Q, E') < dist(&,Q) < r < 3rg < £(Ay).
Moreover, we know that the parent of Q, Q1, satisfies KQ' N E # (). Thus,
there is a maximal cube A(Q) C Ag such that A(Q) N KQ' N E’ # () and
col(A(Q)) < £(Q), so again A(Q) € Z(&,r). Again, #2(¢,7) Sc 1, and
so it suffices to show , Where now

Cp(A) ={Q € 0} (&,r) - A(Q) € A}

Split Czv(A) into sets Ty and T} as before. Again, (5.3) holds for the
same reasons, so we’re just left with estimating the sum over 75.

For each Q € C’E/(A) C €p, we have Q N 9 # () by definition, so we
can pick zg € Q NN so that B(xg, {(Q)) N 0N C 3Q. Since £(Q) ~
((A(Q)), we can pick M large enough (depending on d, K, and cy) so that
MBag) 2 3Q 2 B(zg,{(Q)). If 0 is chosen small enough (depending on
M and co) we can guarantee that there is yo € ENB(zq, {(Q)). Moreover,
since M Ba(g) 2 3Q 3 yq, and Q € #j(RTN\E'),

dlSt(yQ, E) ~d,K g(Q) < dlSt(Q El) < diam MBA(Q) < Z(Q)

and dist(yg, Q) < diam @ since yg € 3Q. Thus, we can apply Lemma-
again with respect to the set £'.

This ends the proof of Lemma/[5.1]

As another corollary, we get the following well known fact.
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Lemma 5.6. Let Q C R be a C-NTA domain with A-Ahlfors regular
boundary. Let E C 09 N B(&y,ry) be a compact set with § € 0 and
ro < diam 0S). Then there is a C"-NTA domain Qg C ) with A”-Ahlfors
regular boundary so that 0Qr N 02 = E and diam 0Qp > ro/C", where
A", C" > 0depend only on A, C, and d.

Proof. We'll just sketch some of the details. Let & be the cubes for 0f2
and Qp = (1 from Lemma but pick C' large enough in that lemma
so that, for all Q € #(Q2), CoQ contains a cube A € Z with col(A) <
/(Q) < ¢(A) and let y be the center of this cube. Following a similar
procedure in the proof of Lemma we can show that yg, £, Z = 01,

and 0¢ = ‘%_(f , 1) satisfy the conditions of Lemma , and so now the
result follows from Lemma O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [1.10
We begin by recalling some theory from [14] and [15]].

Definition 6.1. An A-Ahlfors regular set Z C R4t is uniformly rectifiable
if there are constants L, ¢ > 0 such that, for all ¢ € Z and r € (0, diam Z),
there is £ C B(&,r) N Z with #4(E) > cr? and an L-bi-Lipschitz em-
bedding g : £ — R<.

For example, if Z is a bi-Lipschitz image of R?, then it is trivially uni-
formly rectifiable. There are several different equivalent definitions of this
term; for example, [[14] presents seven characterisations, and in [[15] several
more. The characterisation that will be most convenient for us, though, is
one given in terms of bilateral (-numbers: for a set Z C Rt ¢ € Z,
r > 0, and a hyperplane P passing through &, set

bBz(&,r,P)= sup dist((,P)/r+ sup dist(¢,Z)/r.
CeB(&,r)NZ CeB(&,r)NP

Note that by the local compactness of the Grassmanian and the continuity of
bB(&, 7, P) in P, there exists P, that infimizes b3(&, r, P), and we define

bﬁZ(& T) = bﬁz(& T, Pﬁﬂ‘)'

Theorem 6.2. [15, Theorem 2.4] If Z is an A-Ahlfors regular set in R+,
then Z is uniformly rectifiable if and only if, for all € > 0, the set

PB.={(&,r) e Zx(0,00):b8z(&, 1) >¢c}

is a Carleson set, meaning that, for all &, € Z and ro > 0, if we define
do = d#%Y , x %, then

o (BN (B(&,70) % (0,70))) < Curry (6.1)
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where Cyr depends on L, d, and c in the definition of uniform rectifiability
and vice versa.

We will say that Z is Cy g-uniformly rectifiable if it satisfies (6.1)).

The original definition of b3, infimizes over all hyperplanes P, not just
the ones passing through &, but it’s easy to see that this quantity is com-
parable to our current definition by a factor of two. Using these centered
bilateral B-numbers will make things a bit more convenient below.

Lemma 6.3. Let Z be a set in R4, Y a closed set whose complement is
the disjoint union of two C-uniform domains 04. Let E = Z N Y, £ € E,
and r > 0. If b37(§,7) < € < g and { € B(E, 55) N X is such that
dist(¢, F) > (2C+1)er, then there is = € ZNB(&, r) with dist(z, E) > er.

Proof. Let P = P, and v a unit normal vector to P. Set
H* ={¢+2:+2-v>0}
so P =HTUH . Setéy =&+ =v e HE
Let (' € P be closest to ¢ and let (" € FE be closest to (’. Since
bBz(§,r) <eand ' € B({,55) NP
dist(¢, P) = ¢ =] 2 [ = " = [¢" = ¢'| = (2C + 1)er — er = 2Cer.
In particular, ¢ ¢ P, so without loss of generality, we can suppose ( €
H™. By Definition we can find a curve 7 (contained in either €2, or
)_) containing ¢ and &_ such that
3r
L) < —& 1< — —EN< <L L) _ 2
H') SO SOUC-E+ - NSO (50 +15) = 5
and for all ¢ € v, dist(¢,X) > dist(¢, {¢,£_})/C (see Figure [3).
Note that diam y < 2 () < 3r/4, and since | — {_| = ;5 < r/4, we
have
v € B(¢-,3r/4) € B(S, 7).
Since ( € H" and §_ € H,thereist € yN P N B(&, r) such that

dist(t, E) > dist(t, ) > dist(t, {¢,£_})/C > min{2Cer, %} /C = 2er

1

oz Since bBz(§,r) < ¢, there is z € Z such that |t — 2| < er,

since € <
and so
dist(z, E) > dist(t, E) — |t — z| > 2er —er =er.

l

Theorem 6.4. Let Q C R be a C-uniform domain so that (Q)° is also
C-uniform. Let E C 0Q N B(&y,10) N Z where Z is an A-Ahlfors reg-
ular Cyr-uniformly rectifiable set. Then there are C*-NTA domains Qf
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FIGURE 3. Since ( is far from P, we can find a point ¢ € P
far from X. Since bFz (&, r) is small, we can find a point in
Z near t that will be far from X as well.

with A*-Ahlfors regular boundaries so that Qy C Q C QF, diam Q3 >
diam 9Q/C*, and E C 0QENIQ. Moreover; ifw = w where B(zy,7/C)
B(&,m0) N Q) then w is A-equivalent to 3¢ on E, so in particular,
wlp € HYp < wlg.

N

Proof. By Lemmal4.3| it suffices to show for £ € E and r > 0,
Yoo U s (6.2)
QEITE (£,r)

where 0% are defined in (3] and (#.6).
We begin with 065 (§,r). For @ € €5, since CoQ N E # (), we can
selectzg € ENCoQ. Let M > 1,¢ € (O,min{m, == }), and set

Ty ={Q € 06, (&, 1) : bB(xg, MU(Q)) > e}, Ty =0Cr(&,r)\T1.
Let @ € T). Note that

e < bB(xq, MU(Q)) < 3bB(y, s)
for (y,5) € To = (Blwo, MUQ)) N Z) x (2M(Q), 3ML(Q)).

This implies T C . 3. Since ((Q) < dist(Q, F) < rand zg € Q, we
also have

Ty C B(€, diam CoQ + MU(Q) + 1) x (0,3M(Q))
C B(&, M'r) x (0,3Mr)
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where M’ = M + Cyv/d + 1 + 1. Moreover,

> Ay (1) Saw 1. (6.3)
QeTy

To see this, observe that if (z,¢) € T}, for some distinct cubes Q1, ..., Qn,
then ¢ ~ M{(Q);) for all j, and dist(x, Q;) < M{(Q;) ~ t for all j, so all
(), are disjoint cubes of sidelights comparable to ¢/M contained in a ball of
radius comparable to ¢/M, which implies N <, 5, 1. Thus,

()
DU Samr D 0(To) S yp 0(Beys N (B(E, M'r) x (0,3Mr)))
Qen Qe
€D d
N MdCur T
For Q € T, note that since () € 0%y, there is Q' € # (1) such
that @ ~ Q' and CoQ’ N E = (). Again, for Cj large enough, and since
0(Q) ~q £(Q"), we can guarantee that there is always zg € JS) such that
B(zg,4(Q)) € CyQ'. For M large enough, B(zg, {(Q)) C B(xzq, Mf(CQ))
(recall zg € CoQ N E), and dist(zg, F) > £(Q) > ¢(2C + 1)M{(Q)
(since B(zg,4(Q)) € Co@" and Cy()’ does not intersect £). Since we also
have ¢ < #, we can use Lemma with ¥ = 0f) to show that there is
Yo € Z N B(xg, MU(Q)) with dist(yq, E) > eM{(Q). Since zg € E, we
have dist(yg, ) < M{(Q). Finally, since Q € #/ (1),

(Q) < dist(Q,09) < dist(Q, F) < 1,
and so we can apply Lemma[5.2| with ¢’ = T to show that
> U S

Qe

For 0% (¢, 1), again, the proof is the same as above except for our choice
of zg: For Q € €4 (&,1), Q € #x(RT\E), and so the parent Q' of Q)
satisfies KQ' N E # (), so we can pick xg € KQ'. Thus, dist(zg, Q) <
2K diam Q. We define T} as above, but with M > (2K + 3)y/d + 1 so
that B(zq, M4(Q)) 2 3Q. Since Q NIQ # () when Q € €, there is
2o € Q@ N0Q, and B(zg,¢(Q)) C 3Q. The remainder of the proof is now
just like the proof we had in the case of 0% (§,7), and so is proven
for both cases.

The last part of the theorem now follows from Lemma|2.6 U

Proof of Theorem We will need the following theorem.

Theorem 6.5. [6, Theorem II]. Let D > d > 1 and 0 < k < 1 be given.
There are constants C' = C'(d) > 0 and M = M (k,d) such that if [ :
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R? — RP is a 1-Lipschitz function, then there are sets E, ..., Ex; such that

A (f ([O, 14\ UE>) < C'x (6.4)

and such that if E; # 0, there is F; : R? — RP which is Lo-bi-Lipschitz,
Ly ~p k71, so that

Eilg, = [l (6.5)

Now, let £ C 02 be as in the statement of Theorem Let A C
[0,79]Y and f : A — E be L-Lipschitz. By replacing 2 with (Lr)~{2 and
f(x) with f(é—:g”) we may assume without loss of generality that 7 = L™!
(note that this scaling does not affect the Lipschitz constant of f nor the
ratio p = J%(E)/rd). By Kirszbraun’s theorem, we may extend f so it is
defined on all of R and is still L-Lipschitz. Let F'(z) = f(x/L) so that F
is a 1-Lipschitz map and F([0,1]%) D E. Let x = nst(E)/C" = 715 and
apply Theorem [6.5{to F' to obtain sets F, ..., £y with M = M (k,d) and
Lo-bi-Lipschitz functions F; : R — R¥*! satisfying (6.4) and (6.3), where
Lo ~4 kL. The sets Z; = F;(R?) are Cpyp-uniformly rectifiable sets with
Cur depending on d and L (or rather, d,n, L, and p). Let F; = Z; N E. By
Theorem w is A-equivalent to .7 on Fj, thus w is also A..-equivalent

to 7% on the finite union £/ = Uf\il F;. Finally

HUE\E) < A (F ([o, U E)) < C'w = nH(E).
U

Proof of Theorem We simply iterate using Theorem|1.10|on the set £
to exhaust .7#?-almost all of F with rectifiable sets upon each of which .7#¢
and w are mutually absolutely continuous. U

7. APPENDIX

7.1. The proof of Lemma4.2, Lemmaf4.2|will follow from the following
lemmas. Again, we assume that £ C 92N B(&p, 7o) where 2 is C'-uniform
(unless specified otherwise), {y € 02, and ry € (0, diam 0X2).

Lemma 7.1. If 0X) is bounded, then diam QE <q diam €.

Proof. If r > diam 050, then Of is a bounded set, thus if Q € 6, C
Wi (RTNE), 0(Q) < dist(Q, E) < diam €, and since each such () inter-
sects €2, the lemma follows. O



SETS OF ABSOLUTE CONTINUITY FOR HARMONIC MEASURE IN NTA DOMAINS33

Lemma 7.2. If Q) is C-NTA, then for K large enough (depending on \, C,
and d), V5 satisfies the exterior corkscrew condition. In particular, (QF)¢

. I
contains a ball of radius 3.

Proof. Let & € 99} and r € (0, diam 09).
(1) Suppose dist(&, E) < r/2. Pick ¢’ € E with | — &'| < r/2. Let
B = B(z,55) C O\B(E,r/2). T AQ N B(&',r) NS # 0, then
%e(@) < dist(Q, E) < diam Q + dist(\Q, F)

<Vd+1(Q)+dist(¢,Q) < Vd+ 1(Q)+r
and so £(Q) < r/K' where K’ = 521 — \/d + 1. Thus

diam AQ = \Wd + 14(Q) < A—”f(,“r < é

for K’ > 4\XC, and thus each such \(Q is contained in a ball of
radius 75 centered upon X, and since dist(3B,%) > 1=, we have

AQ N 3B = 0. Since 1B C Q° as well,
1
LB C (@)1 BE /) € Ble.m\9s

Clearly, diam(%B) ~ r, and so we’ve proven the lemma in this
case. Observe that, since ry < diam {2, the second part of the lemma
is now proven.

(2) Suppose dist(¢, E') > r/2 > 0. Then £ € NQ for some Q € I,
that intersects . Again, all cubes adjacent to () have comparable
diameters, so for A close enough to one, if R € 9% is the dyadic
cube containing &, then R € 06}, {(R) ~ ((Q),and R’ = R\Q} is
a rectangular prism with edges all of length comparable to ¢((Q)) =
dist(&, E') > r/2. Itis not hard to see then that B(£, )N R’ contains
a ball of size comparable to r.

If r € [diam O, diam 0f2},), then the previous lemma implies

r < diam 99}, Sk 4 diam 09).

By the previous two cases, we know that B({, diam 0€2/2) contains a ball
of radius comparable to diam 0§2/2 ~ 4 7, and thus we’ve proven the
lemma. U

Lemma 7.3. QF, is uniform.

Proof. We will establish the lemma using Definition Letz,y € Qf.

(1) First suppose y € ).
(a) If x € Q, then this case follows since (2 is uniform.
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(b) If z & , then x € \Q for some Q € €. If () is the union of
AS over all S € € that intersect Q and y € (, then this case
follows since A() is uniform.
(c) Suppose y & Q but |z —1y| < ££(Q) for some & > 0 to be chosen
shortly. For € > 0 small enough, this must mean that y € €2, for
otherwise y € \S for some S € ¢ and & small enough implies
SNQ # 0, meaning that y € Q. Let z € 00 be closest to y,
so |y — z| < |z —y| < el(Q). Then z € S for some S € €5,
since dist(z, E) > dist(z, E) — |z — 2| > £20(Q) — ££(Q) >
% > ( for € small enough depending on K. In particular, this
means /(S) 2 ¢(Q), and so for ¢ small enough, depending on
A, y € AS, a contradiction.
(d) Now suppose y € Q, |z — y| > ((Q), but assume y € . Let
&€ dlNQ, and let
, A—2
B(x', 1
be a corkscrew ball. Since A(Q) is uniform, there is a good curve
71 between z and 7’ in \Q and is also a good curve in Q.
Furthermore, since 2’ € 2, there is a good curve -, connecting
x' and y. Let v = 7, U 7,. Then

A7) < A )+ (1) S lr—2|+H|2' =yl S UQ)+|z—y| < la—yl.
Let z € 7. If z € B(2', 320(Q)) Ny C 3Q, then

dist(z,00%) > %e(@ >l

(Q) € BEe, T 2HQ)na € Sono

If = ¢ B(2/, 220(Q)), then either z € 1, in which case

dist(z, 0Q) 2 minf|z — x|, [z — 2|} 2 minf{|z — 2|, 6(Q)} 2 |2 — 2]

or z € 7,, in which case

dist(z, 0Q) 2 min{|z — yl, |2 — |} Z min{]z — y|, €(Q)}
2 min{|z —y|, |z — z|}.
) Ify ¢ Q, then y € AR for some R € %g|". By the previous
cases we may assume |x — y| > £/(R), and the proof of this case is
similar to the previous one, but now we also find a corkscrew ball

near y centered at a point 3’ and connect paths from x to 2/, 2’ to ¢/,
and 3’ to y. We omit the details.

O
Lemma 7.4. If Q) is C-NTA, then diam 0Q}, ~¢ x  diam 0.
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Proof. By Lemma Q) has exterior corkscrews, and by Theorem
and Lemma Q) has interior corkscrews. If diam dQ < oo, we may
find B C ) so that diam B ~¢ diam€). Then B C QJEr as well. Let
B’ O B be such that B’ C Q, and there is £ € 9B’ N 9. Since 0}, has
the exterior corkscrew condition, we may find B” C B(¢,diam B)\Q}
with diam B” ~¢+ diam B’ > diam B ~ diam 0{). By looking where
the convex hull of B” and B’ intersects 9%, this implies diam d2}, >
diam B’ 2 diam df2. This and Lemma 7.1] finish the proof. O

7.2. Proof of Lemma 3.2,

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume Ay € %,. We follow the
proof in [10]. Let ¢ € (0,1) and

E= {é' c AO : dlSt(g, Z\Ao) < tg(Ao)}
We can assume E # (). Let N be the largest integer for which 5¢) ™' >
2t0(Ay). For £ € E, there is & € Y\ Aq such that | — &'| < 2t4(A,). For
every n > O there is A, € Z,, such that £’ € A,,.

Claim: The cubes A, ; and A,, always have distinct centers for n
0,...,N. Since & & Ay, A, € Ay, then A,, C A§ and since ¢; Ba
Ay and € € Ao,

|CAn - CAn+1| > |CAn - €| - |§ - €/| - |€/ - CAn+1|
Z Clg(An> — 2t€<A0) — E(An+1>
> (D) — 5l T — ol (A,)
> Clg(An> — 2£(An+1) = (Cl — 2C0)£(An) > 0.
This proves the claim.
For n < N, the center of A, is also the center of a cube A} | € Z,4,

and that cube thus must be disjoint from A, ;. Moreover, it contains
clBA/n+1 = coc1Ba,,, and so we have

An+1 N CoClBAn = @ (71)

-

n+1

Let 3
D, ={A € D, :& € Aforsome ¢ € E}.

If A€ 9,andn < N, then
Ca =&l < [Ca =&+ 16" = &l < U(A) +270(Ao) < 2((A)
so that
EC | 2Baforalln < N.
AEDn
Moreover, by (7.1), the family 2 = |J\ " {cocsBa : A € 2,} form a
disjoint family of balls. Finally, all cubes in & are of diameters no more
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than 2/(A) and are distance at most 2t¢(A,) from ¢(A), so in particular
they are all contained in 484, since ¢ < 1. All these facts imply

1 N-1 1 N-1
n(E) < N Z Z 1(2Ba) Spcower N Z Z 1(coc1Ba)

n=0 Ae, n=0 Ae,
1 p1(4Ba,) 1(Ao)
= N,U L_J~ coc1Ba | < TO Su,cl N
AeD

By our definition of NN, this implies that j(E) <,,.coc, (log 7). In partic-
ular, this also holds if we replace A with any cube A C A,. Thus, there is
t1 > 0 so that for any A C A,

p({€ e A dist(§,X\A) < t14(A)}) < pu(A)/2. (7.2)
If n € Nis so that 5¢ft < t;/4 < 5¢j~ " and A; € 9, are such that
A;N{E e A dist(§,X\Ag) < t1/2} #0
then for each such j, since diam A; < diam Ba,; = 10c < t1/2,
A; C{E e Ag:dist(&,X\Ag) < t1}. (7.3)
Suppose we have shown for some m > 1 that for any A C A,
p({€ € A dist(€, D\A) < V(A 2)) <277 (14)

(Note that the m = 1 case follows from (7.2).) Then, recalling that A, €
Do,

n({€ €A : dist(§, X\Ag) < ¢g"t14(Ao)/2})
<> pfg € Ay 1 dist(€,2\A)) < " Ha(A) /2})

273" () L 2 u{€ € A - dist(€, S\Ao) < 116(Ao)}
J

72 .
< 2 1/,6(A0)

By induction, ([7.4) holds for all m > 1, which finishes the proof.
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