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 E C 0N is contained in an Ahlfors regular set, then w|p <
4| . Moreover, this holds quantitatively in the sense that for all 7 > 0
w obeys an A, -type condition with respect to .J#%|:, where E' C E
is so that w(F\E’) < Tw(FE), even though 02 may not even be locally
2% -finite. We also show that, for uniform domains with uniform com-
plements, if £ C 0f is the Lipschitz image of a subset of R4, 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 < % on E? In [24], @ksendal showed that harmonic measure
on a simply connected planar domain 2 is absolutely continuous with re-
spect to to ! on E if it was contained in a line L. In [20], Kaufmann and
Wu generalized this by showing L could replaced with a bi-Lipschitz curve,
and Bishop and Jones in [[7] showed absolute continuity occurred inside any
Lipschitz curve. In dimensions larger than two, however, the obvious gen-
eralizations of these results are false: In [27], 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 [20] 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 [27]. For a domain €2, we will let w§,
denote harmonic measure evaluated at a point z € €.

Theorem 1.3. [27] Let Q@ C R4 be any domain satisfying the exterior
corkscrew condition, and let I' be a topological sphere whose complement
splits R into two uniform domains 0, and Qs such that wg, L H 4p
fori=1,2and z; € Q;. Then wi|rroa <K % o for z € L.

Admissible surfaces I" include, for example, BMO images of R4 (see [19]
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 [19] 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

r?/A < AP (By(x,r)) < Arlforallz € Z,0 <r <diamZ  (1.1)

where By (x,r) and 5% denote the open ball in Z of radius r centered at =
and the Hausdorff measure on Z respectively.

In [[11]], 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 = Cps(A,C,d) > 0and 6 = 6(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 §, € 0S), ry € (0,diam 0R2), zo € Q\B(&y, Cpsro),
and set w = wy. Then w is A-equivalent to 7% on By N 0S), meaning
whenever F'C B(&,7) N E with € € 9Q and B(&, ) C B(&, 7o), we havef]
(a) w(F)/w(B(& 1)) < & implies 7% o0(F) ) oa(B(&, 1)) < € and
(b) o (F) /5% s0(B(E, 1)) < § implies w(F)/w(B(£,7)) < e.

In particular, w < % < w on ON.

In [3]], Badger showed one still has #¢ < w if instead of (T.1]) one only
assumes 7% 5q is locally finite. He also conjectured that one should still
have w < 7% in this scenario, but this is false:

Theorem 1.7. There exists an NTA domain 0 C R4 with #%(0Q) < oo
and E C 0Q with #%(F) = 0 yet w(E) > 0.

This will appear in a forthcoming paper by the author, Mihalis Mour-
goglou, and Xavier Tolsa.

On the one hand, Theorem gives us nice information about the de-
gree of absolute continuity of harmonic measure, more so than the results

IThis is not the usual definition of NTA domains, but it is quantitatively equivalent. For
example, see [1].

’In [[L1], 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 [25]).
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of @ksendal er al mentioned earlier. On the other hand, David and Jerison
require the whole boundary to have finite .7#’¢-measure, whereas Wu’s re-
sult, for example, does not. The goal of this paper is to reconcile the two
results by obtaining a version of Theorem [I.6]but with respect to a particu-
lar subset and without global measure theoretic assumptions on the rest of
the boundary.

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

Definition 1.8. For a Borel measure  in R4™! and F C R+, we will say
that 1 is Ao-equivalent to 3¢ on E if, for all ¢ > 0, there is § > 0 so that,
whenever /' C B(&,r) N E is a Borel set with { € E andr > 0,

(@) u(F)/pu(B(&,r)) < & implies #4(F) /r¢ < ¢ and

(b) H#4F)/r? < & implies pu(F)/u(B(E, 7)) < e.

We’ll say that 1 is A-equivalent to J#? with data depending on t,, ..., 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 result of Wu for the case of NTA
domains, firstly by removing the requirement that the portion of the bound-
ary in question need be contained in a topological surface where harmonic
measure is already absolutely continuous, and secondly, by proving an A,
condition similar to David and Jerison’s theorem.

Theorem 1.9. Let Q C R4 be a C-NTA domain. Let ry € (0, diam 09),
& € 0, and E C 090 N B(&,ro) be Borel with w(E)/w(B (&, r0)) >
p > 0, where w = wg and B(z,19/C) C Q. Also suppose there is an
L-bi-Lipschitz injection g : E — Z where Z is a metric space such that

r?JA < 8 (By(x,r)) < Art forallz € g(E), r € (0,r9). (1.2)

Then for all T > 0 there is E' C E compact and C*-NTA domains QE, with
C* = C*(C,d) > 0, such that
(1) w(B\E") < ru(E),
(2) Qp CQCQp,
(3) Qp C B(&, C1o) and diam 00E > 1/C™,
(4) 0L NON = F,
(5) 89% are A*-Ahlfors regular with A* depending on A,C,d, L, p
and T,
(6) wis Ay-equivalent to 7 on E' with data depending on A, C.,d, L, p
and 7; in particular, w|p < A <K w|g and w|p < g,
(7) there is &y > 0 depending on A, C.,d, L, p and T so that % (E) >
HUE') > 6§ > 0.
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FIGURE 1. The shaded regions represent €2, 2, C (2 and
QL D Q. Note that each ij, traces out a portion of the set
E C oq.

See Figure (I, 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, F is assumed to be in a topological surface I' with various conditions,
whereas our Z could be totally disconnected. Moreover, by the results of
David and Jerison [11], NTA domains with Ahlfors regular boundaries are
d-rectifiable, meaning they may be exhausted up to a set of d-measure zero
by d-dimensional Lipschitz graphs. Hence, the set £’ in the lemma is also
rectifiable. Hence, by an exhaustion argument, we have the following corol-
lary.

Corollary 1.10. Let Q C R¥ and E C 9Q N Z where Z C R™ is a
set of finite d-measure for which 0 < liminf, o 224 B(&,r) N Z)/rd <
limsup, _, 24 B(&,r) N Z)/r? < oo for every £ € E. Then E contains
a rectifiable subset E' of positive d-measure such that w(E\E') = 0 and
w|p K Y < w|p, so in particular, w|p < g, and so w(E) > 0
implies #*(F) > 0.

The proof of Theorem relies crucially on a simple lemma about the
porosity of sets that have positive doubling measure, which may be of in-
dependent interest. The statement requires the definition of dyadic cubes
on metric spaces and some extra 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 [3]in general.

Is there a scenario, or a theorem like Theorem [1.9] where the same results
hold instead with the roles of ##°? and w reversed? That is, if .77 d(E ) >0,
is there a subset of large .#?-measure upon which w and J#¢ are A.-
equivalent? Without some further restrictions the answer is a definitive no.
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If we set

Q=R J [J B2 + 52"y +27"e5,2771) (1.3)

n=04j€Z

then ) is NTA but w(R?) = 0. This is why we can’t get J#%|; < w|g
in Theorem 1.9} we know that we can exhaust almost all of £ with respect
to harmonic measure, but a large d-measure portion of E' could be hiding
somewhere. If we assume €2 has uniform complement as well as uniform
interior (or doubly uniform), this in some sense gives F less places to hide
and rules out that example. Unfortunately, this is still not enough: In [22],
building off of Wolff’s original work in [26]], Lewis, Verchota, and Vogel
construct examples of NTA domains (2 C R d > 2, for which there
is £ C 09 with w(F°¢) = 0 and dim F' < d. Since dim 02 > d, by
Frostmann’s lemma, we can find a set G C 02 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 E is rectifiable, it turns out this is enough
to get an analogue of Theorem 1.9

Theorem 1.11. Let 2 be a C-uniform domain so that (2)° is also C-
uniform. Let E C 0Q N B(&,10) where E is the L-Lipschitz image of
a Borel subset of [0, 70]? such that 702(E) /ré > p > 0. Then for all > 0
there is E' C E such that

(1) HLE\E) < nAl(E),

(2) if B(20,70/C) C Q, then w is Aoo-equivalent to 7 on E', with

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

This will follow from the more general Theorem [6.4] below whose state-
ment requires the definition of uniform rectifiability; we’ll review this in
Section[6] As a corollary, we get a qualitative version of Theorem [I.11

Theorem 1.12. Let ) be a uniform domain with uniform complement and
w harmonic measure on Q. If E C 0Q is a rectifiable set with %(E) > 0,
then w < 7 < w on E\S where #%(S) = 0; in particular, w(E) > 0.

The example in Theorem|1.7]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
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boundaries have prescribed intersections with 02, and under what condi-
tions do they have Ahlfors regular boundaries.

In Section 5| we prove Theorem [I.9] which follows a similar schema as
the proof of Theorem @ There, David and Jerison first showed that, in
each ball centered on the boundary of €, one can trace out a large portion of
0N2 by the boundary of a Lipschitz domain (that is, domains whose bound-
aries are locally L-Lipschitz graphs and Alhfors regular boundary), see [11}
Theorem 1]). This is so that they can use Dahlberg’s theorem [9]], 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 Q3, 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 on these subdomains, after which we repeat the maximum
principle argument in [[11]] (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.

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
Qﬁ, 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|1.11

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 pointing out a
mistake, and Matthew Badger for pointing out some useful references.

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 S 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(x, A) = dist({z}, A),

and
diam A = sup{|z —y| : z,y € A}.
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Set for aset A C Z, define
H(A) = wyint {ngl L AC B,z € Rd} .

We define the d-dimensional Hausdorff measure as

HA) = lim H(A)
510
and the d-dimensional Hausdorff content as 72(A). See [23, Chapter 4]
for more details.

We will let B(x,r) denote the open ball of radius r centered at z. In
this paper, we will be working in either R%, 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
By(x,r) denote the ball in Z and 7 Hausdorff measure on Z. Also de-
fine AB(z,7) = B(z, Ar) and 14 to be the function identically one on A
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 4 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 Réland K > 1, we
will denote by #(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) (E2—Vd+13540(Q) < dist(z, Q) < (1+K+(A—1)/2) diam @
for all x € AQ if A > 1 is close enough to 1 (depending on d and
K)
(3) If Q, R € #x(Q) intersect, then £(Q) ~x 4 {(R).
@) ZQE% © Lorg Ska 1o for A > 1 sufficiently small (depending on
K and d).

We will just write #5(2) as #/ ().

We will say Q, R € #(Q) are adjacent if Q N R # () and write Q ~ R.
Also, let Py r denote the shortest path @) = Qo, ..., @, = R of Whitney
cubes such that Q; ~ Q41 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.
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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) < N(dist(Q, R)/ min{{(Q),£(R)}) forall Q, R € W(Q()Z 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 [[1]; 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).

Bounded NTA domains €2 are regular in the sense of Wiener, so given
a continuous f on Jf2, 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 [15) 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 9€2 and equal to f there, and thus
we can define harmonic measure the same way; we refer the reader to [16),
Chapter 5], particularly pages 206-7, Theorem 5.4.2, and page 217.

We recall a few basic results from [19]@

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

domain, wg harmonic measure evaluated at zy € Q, £ € 082, r € (0, diam 052),
and let E C B(&,1) N O be Borel.

(1) [19. Lemma4.111If 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) [19, Lemma 4.2] If B(z,r/C) C QN B(£, 1), then
we(B(E,7)) Zeoa 1. (2.3)

3Note that in [19]], 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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(3) (Harnack’s inequality) If t € Q € # (Q) andy € R € W ({2) and
dist(Q, R)/ min{{(Q),{(R)} < A, then for any Borel set A C 0,

wé(A) <C,d,A w%(A) (24)

~Y

(4) (Local doubling property, [19, Lemma 4.9]) If zo € Q\B(&o, 2r0)
or B(z,1m0/C) C Q for some & € OS), then for all £ € 0) and
r > 0 with B(&,2r) C B(&, o), we have

wSZ)O (B(£> 2T>) S;C,d,Mo wéo (B<€7 T)) (25)

As originally stated in [[19], the constant in (2.5)) is also allowed to de-
pend on zj, but an inspection of the proof shows that, so long as 2z, €
O\ B(&, 2r9), this inequality holds independent of z, and this implies the
case of B(zg,79/C) C 2 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
lemma below should be considered review. For a survey of this history, see
the introduction to [19]].

Lemma 2.6. Let ) be a C-NTA domain and w = wg where B(zy,19/C) C
Q for some ry € (0,diam 0f?). Suppose E C 0Q N B(&y, o) for some
&0 € 98 and there are domains Y5, so that

(1) Qg CQCQy,

(2) 0QLE NN D E,

(3) diam 0QF > ry/C,

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

Proof. Let B, QF, ¢ € E and r > 0 be as above, and set B = B(&,7).
By a covering argument, since £ C B(&, 1), we can assume without
loss of generality that » < qry where ¢ > 0 will be determined later. Let
B(z,70/(C™)?) C B(&,10/C™) N Ny, which exists by the corkscrew con-
niption for Q. Then dist(z,9Q5) > ro/(C7)?, so if g1 > 2Cp;(C7)2,
then r < grq implies z ¢ B(¢,Cpyr). By Theorem we know that w¢,

E
is A..-equivalent to 7#? on B N 92, meaning for every ¢ > 0, there is

d=0(e,C™,d, A”) sothatif FF C BN E, then
(a) wi- (F) < dwi_(B) implies #°)(F) < es"*(B N 08y and

(b) H#UF) < 6% B N ONy) implies wéE(F) < swéE(B).

Lete,e’,d > 0,and FF C ENB where B = B(§,r) with{ € Eand r < grg
(where €', 6 and ¢ will be determined later), and assume w(F) < dw(B).
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Pick &' > 0 so that our A, condition on w¢,~ holds for 0" and ¢’. Pick
E
B(2',r/C™) C BN Q. Forq~! < 2C, since B(zg,79/C) C Q,
|20 — €| > 10/C > 2r

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

w - (F) , , w
w5~ asF) S AP ~e ) <b

Thus, for 6 small enough, we have wéE(F ) < 5’w6}5(3), which implies

HUEF) < e BnoN,) < A=¢'r?, and for &’ small enough, this implies
HUF) < erd.

Conversely, let ¢,’,0 > 0 (the latter two will be decided soon) and
F C EN B with #4F) < §r¢, were we will decide § in a moment. Let
B(z,7/(CT)?) C B(,,r/CT) N QL. Again, ¢! > 2Cp;(CT)~2 implies
z & B(&,Cpyr). Lete’ > 0 and pick ¢’ so that our A, condition on wg .
holds for &’ and &’ on BNIQS,. Then #4(F) < ort < AY6 Y BNINL),
and so for ¢ small enough, 74 (F) < & (BN OQL). Again by the max-
imum principle, the A, condition, and Theorem [2.5]

w(F
#Bg ~c wh(F) < ng(F) < E'wgg(B) <é
Picking &’ small enough guarantees w(F') /w(B) < e.
U

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 [18], which refines the
originals of Christ [8] and David [10]. 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 ¢y < 1/1000, the following holds. Let ¢; = 1/500 and
3 be a metric space. For each n € 7 there is a collection 9, of “cubes,”
which are Borel subsets of > such that

(1) X =Upcq, Aforeveryn,
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2) if AN € D =UD,and ANA' # 0, then A C AN or A' C A,
(3) for A € D, there is (n € X,, so that if Bn = B((a, bc}}), then

ClBA g A Q BA.

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

AA = {€ € A dist(€, D\A) > (1 — A)U(A)}

Let 1 be a doubling measure on a metric space X, meaning p(B(E, 2r)) <
Cou(B(&,r)) forall ¢ € ¥ and r > 0. If £ C X is a §-porous set (meaning
for every £ € F and r > 0 there is B(&',dr) C (X\E) N B(&,r)), then
u(E) = 0. This follows from the fact that the Lebesgue differentiation
theorem still holds for doubling measures, and d-porosity implies p(E N
B(&,r)/m(B(&, 1)) <1—Cs, < 1forall§ € E and r > 0. Thus, a set
of positive measure can’t be porous inside every ball centered on E. 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
in terms of a so-called Carleson packing condition. We will then use this
condition to trim down the set £ 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 .

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 3 be a metric space and &, 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, 1)) for &€ € 4Ba,. There are ty, o > 0
(depending on C,,) such that for t € (0,1), p(A\(1 —t)A) < tot*u(A) for
some o > (.

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 [8], 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.
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Lemma 3.3. Let 1« be a Borel measure, & the cubes for > = supp pu with
constant cq and ¢, and E C Ag € & be Borel. Let My > 1 and sup-
pose p has the property that, for all & € AMyBa, and r € (0,4Mul(Ay)),
u(B(&,2r)) < Cupu(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

_ (AN
Avp(A) = Z (ﬁ(A)) : (3.1)
Alew (EC)
A'CMBA
If B > By :=log, C,, then for all Ay C A,
D As(A)u(A) Spntcoers A). (3.2)
ACA
ANE#Q

To avoid some double subscripts, we write <, to mean that the implied
constant depends on the doubling constant C,.

Proof. Claim: When A’ C M Ba and A C A,
(L(A") (A Sare, (A /(D). (3.3)
Let A’ C M Bx and let N be such that
Ve l(A) > 2MU(A) > 2V e o(A). (3.4)

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

AMO(A)

N <1 _—
=08 ( crl(A) )

Thus
wA') = p(e1Ba) = O p(2¥erBar) = C Y (M Ba)
logzc—l g(Al) log, Cu

> M~ 2 .
- (Zu ( E(Z&) /L(Z&)

This proves the claim. From now on, we write A\ = A\j; 3 with 3 > f3.
For fixed A; C Ay, A’ C M Ba, and A" € W (E°), set

My(N)={A € Dp: ACAL,ANE#D,AN C MBa)}.

We prove here a few properties of this set:

() IfA € A, (A"), then £(A") < ¢(A), and in particular, ., (A") # ()
only when 5¢ > ¢(A’). To see this, note that since A’ € #'(E°),
ANE#0,and A’ C MBa,if € € AN E, we have

ME(A") = £(A) < dist(Car, B) = (A) < |Ca — €] = [€ = Cal
< [Car = Cal < ME(A)
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so ((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 1, and since /(A) = 5¢j,
M(CIBA> ZH:M7C17CO /JJ<4MBA) 2 N(B(CAU 5(M + 1)68)),

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

SM,Cl,CmM Z M(ClBA) < M(B(CA/v 5(M + 1)68))
AEM(A)
which implies
H# M (D) Sprteren 1 (3.5)
Hence, for A; C AO, and 3 > [

/ "N\ B—Bo
SRUNTINES S S A e BTES

ACA ACA] A/CMBp
ANE#Q ANE#D Alew (EC)

B , E(Al) B—Po
Al ew (EC) A'CMBA,ANE#D
AICMBy, INa )

N B—Po
- 2 mA) DL D (5((A)))
Aew (EC) cg>U(A) A€t (A)
A'CMBA,

—~

w,M,c1,c0 Z ,LL(A/) Z Cg‘(ﬁ*ﬁo)

Alew (E€) n>0
!
AICMBp,

SH,B Z N(A/) < N(MBAl) SM,M,CLCO N(Al)‘

AleW (EC)
/
A'CMBp,

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

Pyus={A:ANE#0,3& € MBp suchthat dist(§, E) > §((A)}.
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Then there is Cy = C1(M, 5, C,,€0) > 0 5o that, for all A" C A,

> u(A) < Cu(A). (3.6)

ACA/
AE@IW,(;

Proof. If A € P15, then there is £ € M B so that dist(&, E) > §((A),
and so B(£,0) C (M + 0)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,

2MIU(A") — £(A) < dist(Car, B) = £(A) < [Car — ¢ — |€ = Cal
< [Car — Cal < |Car — &+ |€ = Cal < L(A") + ML(A).

This and the fact that £ € A’ N MBa imply A’ C 2M Ba, and thus
Aaars(A) > (£(A")/0(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

MBar C B(€,2MU(A")) = B(€,2Mcol(A) C B(&,60(A)) C ES,

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

contradiction. Thus, we have shown Agps g(a)(A) > (SLA})B whenever A €

P15, and the previous lemma implies (3.6). O

Lemma 3.5. With the assumptions of Lemma let1 < M < My/2, and
supposing E C coBa, C Ag € P is a Borel set satisfying (/(E) /(Do) >
p > 0, we have that for all o, 7 > 0, there are to, N > 0 (depending on
0,Cy, M, and p) such that for t € (0,t,), we can find a collection T of
cubes in Ay, and a compact set E' C F so that the following are true.

(1) W(E) > (1 — )u(E).

(2) If¢ € AN E for some A € T, then § € (1 —t)A.

(3)If A C Agand AN E' # 0, then either A € T or, for every
€ € M By, dist(&, E) < 00(A).

(4) Forall A' € 9,

> A Sprsnr pl(A). 3.7)

ACA!
AeT

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

Proof. Let &2 = Py be from Corollary For A C Ay, let k(A)
denote the number of cubes in & properly containing A (so k(4Ay) = 0).
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For N > 0, by Chebyshev’s inequality,

€ ¢,
< — < —
n| U A <5 2 md) < 5ud)
ACAg AePp
k(A)>N

Thus, if 7 € (0,1), N > %%, and

Ey:=E\ [J A

wayoN
then
w(Ex) = (1 —=7/2)u(E).
Set

T={ACAy:ANEy#0}n 2.
By Lemma [3.2]and (3.6)),
S A1 - 1) < 1ot 3 u(A) < Cutt*n(Ao) < Tu(E) G

2
AeZ AeT

1/«
and so fort < tg := (%) . Thus, if

E' =Exn (U A\(1 - t)A) (3.9)

AET
then

W(E') > (1—1)u(E).
Note that £/ C FE) 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 F’ is compact. 0

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 [4], for example, one can
generalize the results of [11] and Theorem 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 Qg, satisfying
interior corkscrew conditions and using the comparison principle; however,
we also use the doubling property to construct these ideal subsets £’ that
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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 F (where F is as in Theorem,
the sub and super NTA domains containing £’ in their boundaries have the
desired properties. The constructions are pretty common knowledge (see
[17] or [19], for example), but we review them in the appendix and construct
them in a certain way that will facilitate our proof of Theorem

Lemma 4.1. Let Q C R be a C-NTA (or C-uniform) domain and let
E C B(&,10) NI be compact where & € 02 and 1o € (0, diam 0f2). Set
Co > 0and

Cr ={QeW(Q):CoQNE #0,0Q) <ro}.

For Q1,Q2 € W (Q), let Py, o, denote the shortest path of adjacent dyadic
Whitney cubes connecting ()1 to Q2 (which also includes ()1 and Q). For
some constant C' > 0, set

CgEi ={Q : Q € Py, g, for some Q1,Qs € €y with do(Q1,Q2) < é}
For A\ > 1, set

o

= U 2
Qe
Then for Cy and C large enough and \ > 1 close enough to 1(each depend-
ing only on C and d), Q0 is a C~-NTA (or C~ -uniform) domain contained
in B(&,Cro) and diam 9Qp > ro/C™ for some C~ = C~(d, Co, A, C).
Moreover, 0Q); N 02 = E.
Lemma 4.2. Let €2 be a C-NTA (or C-uniform) domain, and E C 0 N
B(&,10) be compact where & € 02 and ry € (0,diam 0%?). Let K >
3, A > 1and set
Ca={Q € Wx(RTN\E) : Qo # 0}

Define

OF=qau J Q).

Qe%H

Then, for A > 1 close enough to 1 (depending on C and d) and K large
enough (depending on d, \ and C), there is Ct = C*(d,C, K) so that
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QF is a CT-NTA (or C*-uniform) domain with diam 092}, > diamr,/C™.
Moreover, 3QJEF No =E.

As mentioned earlier, these are proven in the appendix, so that our main
challenge now is to establish Ahlfors regularity of the boundaries Qﬁ, for
some subset £’ under the conditions of Theorem [1.9l

Lemma4.3. Let C' > 0, ), E, and Qf be as in Lemma or 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

o)t <ct (4.1)
QeavE(g,r)
where
065 (&,r)={Q € Cy : QN B(&,1) #0,Q ~ Q' for some
Q' e W (O\E;} @)
and
OCE(E,r)={Q e Cet : QN B r)£0,Q ~ Q' for some
Q € Wx(RTN\ENGF}. (4.3)

Then 89% is upper AE-Ahlfors regular (with A* = A*(C,C", A, L,d)),
meaning

HUB(E,r)NONE) < AFrd for all € € 0YE and r > 0. (4.4)
If Qis also C-NTA, then 0Q% is A*-Ahlfors regular.
Proof. Claim: : For all r > 0, if

8‘%5(5,7”) ={Q € Cr 1 AQN B(&,r) #0,Q ~ Q' for some
Q W\ }. 45)
and
8@(5,7“) ={Q € 06" : NQN B(&,7) #0,Q ~ @ for some
Q € Wx(RTN\ENOCT}. (4.6)

then
Z E(Q)d SC’,d,K,C‘,C rf “4.7)

QEdCE(&,r)
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We first focus on 0%, (£,7). If Q € 0%2;(5,7"), then \Q N B(&,r) # 0,
and by Definition [2.1]

UQ)<r/ (% —Vd+ 1%) <dr/(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(§, (4A\Vd+1/(K — 1)+ 1)r), and so
@.1)

Z 0(Q)* < Z UQ)" S gar”

QEaT, (&) QEIE (&,(ANVdFT/(K—1)+1)r)

which proves the claim in this case.

In the case of 0% (€, 1), if Q € 8‘5 (&, 1), @.8) still holds with K =
3. Moreover, there is a chain of Whitney cubes of length C' of Whitney
cubes from () to a cube )’ € 0%, each cube in the chain having diameter
comparable to £(()) (with constants depending on d and (), so in particular,

dist(Q, Q') < Séa Q) <2rand ((Q) ~éd (@), and so
dist(¢, Q') < dist(¢, Q) + diam Q + dist(Q, Q') Sg g7

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 € 8‘5 with
Q' = R. Thus,

YU ey Y, UV Sea D, R
Qed%, (£,r) Qed%y (&) Red%y; (€,0"'r)

Thus we’ve finished the claim.
Now we’ll prove (#.4).

(1) Suppose dist(&, E) > 2r. Let Q € 04 (¢,r) and yg € B(E,r) N
ONQ. Then Q € # (Q) or Q € 65 C Wi (R¥\E) (depending on
whether we’re considering (2, or Qg; if the former, we set K = 3),
so by Definition [2.1] for A > 1 small enough (recall K > 3)

Q) < K_di_St<Cfl fi

2

Thus, since A\Q N B(¢, )7&@
\Q C B(&,r + diam AQ) C B(E, (14 2\/d + 1)r).

Moreover,

(Q) >

< 2dist(Q, E) < 2.

diSt(yQ,E)
1+K+(A-1)/2)

2 dist(§, B) — |yg — &| > .
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Thus, B(£,7) N 95 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
AU BE, 1) NONE) Sax r? (where the implied constant depends
also depends on K in the case of QF).

(2) If dist(§, E) < 2r,let {’ € E be such that |{' — £| < 2r. Then

HNONE N B(E,r)) < AN ONE N B(E,2r))

< > ANONQ) + AUENBE,3r))
QeI (¢ 2r)

Shd Z HN(ONQ) + Lo (g(E N B¢, 2r)))

QedEE (¢ 2r)
l' d d d ! @ d
Soa T+ LA (B (', 20r) S 4paT"

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 Q7 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 0%, and
thus if 7 is the orthogonal projection onto P,

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

~Y

0

Thus, the main challenge in proving Theorem [I.11]is to show how our
assumptions imply (4.1) holds for £, or in the case of Theorem[I.9] to show
.1)) holds for some special subset £’.

5. THE PROOF OF THEOREM

We now apply the results of the previous sections to prove Theorem 1.9}
We state here our standing assumptions that will hold throughout:

Standing assumptions for this section: We will assume (2 is a C-NTA
domain, £ C 0QNB(&y,70), g : E — Z is a L-bi-Lipschitz injection into a
metric space Z satisfying (1.2)), o € (0, diam 0Q), & € X, B(2o,70/C) C



SETS OF ABSOLUTE CONTINUITY FOR HARMONIC MEASURE IN NTA DOMAINS 21

Q, w = wg, and w(E)/w(B(&,r0)) > p > 0. We will also assume that
9 are the “cubes” for ¥ = 02 with ¢y < ¢;/4 fixed, and without loss of
generality (rescaling € if necessary), that B(&y,79) = B(Ca,, c1£(Ag)). We
will also let Bo = B(Ca, ¢(A)) denote a Euclidean ball, not a ball with
respect to the relative topology of 0f2, though we still have 92 N ¢; BA C
A C BANoQfor A € @, soin particular, £ C ¢gBa, N X C Ay. Let
M > 0 be large and 6 > 0 to be determined later.

Note that by (2.5]), we can apply Lemma|[3.3|and Lemma [3.5| with ;o = w,
7 > 0, some numbers 6, M > 0 to be chosen later, and p% in
place of p. From this lemma, we obtain the the quantities ¢, and N, and for
t € (0,t9), we get a compact set £’ and a collection of cubes 7', where for
now we pick ¢t € (0, ty) small enough (depending on c¢;) so that

(c1/2)Ba 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 SO we
need only prove those. Let QF, be the NTA domains from Lemmas
and [4.2] where we will pick Cj 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 Lemma[4.3] it suffices

to show (4.1).

With all these reductions and assumptions in place, Theorem|[I.9 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 1 = w, and
Qﬁ, be as in Lemma or Lemma applied to the set E'. Then

> UQ S forall € B andr > 0. (5.2)
QEE, (&)

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(&,ry) € R, r € (0,3r), and € be any
collection of disjoint cubes Q C R and yg € E\E' points in E such that
(1) dist(y, Q) S dist (yo. B') ~ dist(Q. &) ~ ((Q),
(2) forallQ € €, QN B(&,r) # O for some £ € F/,
(3) there is an L-bi-Lipschitz injection g : &2 — Z into a metric space
Z satisfying (1.2).
Then Y- ey L(Q)* S v (with constant depending on d, L, the constants in
(1.2), and all implied constants).
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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(x, F) forall £ € A € #W(Z\F). Let Ag €
W (Z\F) contain g(yg); we know such a cube exists since

dist(g(yq), F) = L™ dist(yq, E') > 0.
Note that

UQ) ~ dist(yq, E') ~ dist(g(yq), F) ~ £(Ag)-

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, £') ~ £(Aq) = ((A),

andif Ag = Ag = A, then |y — yg| < Llg(yq) — 9(yer)| < 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(§,r) # (),

U(Ag) ~ dist(yg, E') ~ Q) ~ dist(Q, E") <r
and if we fixa )y € €,
dist(9(yqo): Aq) < |9(¥q) — 9(¥e)| St 1yqe — ¥el

< dist(yg,, Qo) + diam Q + dist(Qo, Q) + diam @ + dist(yg, Q)
S UQo) +6(Qo) +2r + Q) +UQ) S 7
thus, all the Ag are contained in a ball B = Bz(g(¢),C'r) or some C"
depending on L, d and the implied constants. Moreover, since {(Ag) ~

Q) <1 < 3rg, there is § < ¢; so that 8((Ag) < ro, (8 < ¢; guarantees
0Ba C A). Thus, if C'r < ry, we can apply part (3) to get

DUQ SN D UAZa Y AH(0Ba)

Qe¥ AeW (Z\F) AEW (Z\F)
ACB ACB
d d d
< Y A <A (B) Sart
AEW (Z\F)
ACB

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

L) of balls B; centered on E with radii less than g—g, and thus we can cover

g(E) with a finite number of balls B; centered on it of radii less than r( /2.
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For 0 small enough, 6B, C |J25;, and thus

DU Sw Y, A Sa DY, HF(0Ba)

QE? AEW (Z\F) AEW (Z\F)
6BACU B 6BACUB;

Sﬁ?(UBQ) S Sart
]

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

Z UAY <paor (A (5.3)

AGTA/

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 € 2,,ANE" # ()} is a disjoint family of balls with centers in
E' CZ.

Let B2 := By(g(€a), 5 ¢(A)) C Z. If y € BAN B~ forsome A, A’ €
D, NT, then |Ea — Ear| < tcf, so that B(Ea, tl(A)) and B(Ear, tO(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 N cubes A from 7" so
that y € B2. Also, note that A, A € T, implies

19(6a) = 9(€a)l < Llga — &4l < 2LU(A)

and so all the B liein B (g(€£3), (2L+5)0(A)) € B := By(g(¢4), (2L+
1)¢(A)) for some fixed A € T,

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

To,
> UA) Sadrer Y, HHOBR) < / > dpa(x)dity (x)
Z

AGTA/ AETA/ AETA/

<N | | BY| < NAY(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

S oar <3 Y ua d<ze ¢ < paen (Do) S (AT,

AETA/ j:1 AETAJ.
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Lemma 5.4. The inequality (5.2)) holds for 06y (€, 7).

Proof. Claim: It suffices to show (5.2)) case when r < 3ry. To see this,
observe that, if » > 3ry, then since ' C E C B(&y,ro) any cube () €
€ \0Cy (€, 3r9) is at least 7y away from E’. By construction, however, the
Q) € €5 are chosen so that £(Q) < rg. Since CyQ N E’ # (), we have that

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

Thus all such () have sizes comparable to 9. Moreover, all cubes in €, \ € (€, 1)
lie in B(&y, C~ o) (since Q2, C B(&y, C~19)) and thus there are boundedly
many of them (depending only on Cj and d). Hence,

Q)< oo+ Y U Separt Sart
QEI%y (&,7) QECH \0Cy (£,3r0) QEIT (£,3r0)

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

2(&,r)={A € 2(Ag) : L(A) >1r > col(A),ANB(,r)NE" # D}

Since r < 3rg = 3¢14(Ag) < £(Ap) and E C A, this set is nonempty and
covers B(&, ) N E'. Note that for Q) € 0%, (€, 1),

0(Q) < dist(Q, 00) < dist(§, Q) <1 < 3rg < £(Ay);

this and the fact that CoQ N E # ) imply there is a maximal A(Q) C A,
that intersects Co@ 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)) ~¢,
0(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)
QeCr(A)

where

Cp (D) ={Q € 0% (&.7) : AQ) € A}
Split Czr(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)) < Cydiam @) and
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((A(Q)) ~ £(Q). Also, since A(Q)NE" # (@ forall Q € Cr(A), we know
Ty C T, (recall Lemma[5.3|for this notation). Thus, we have
G3
DU S DY A S LA 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 ¢;) so
that there is A’ C CpQ with col(A’) < 0(Q') < ¢(A’). Then

€<A/) ~eo E(Q/) ~d 6(@) ~eo K(A(Q))

and so for M > 0 large enough, A" C M Bx(g). Since A(Q) € T, if § is
small enough, then by (5.1)) there is yo € (1 —t)A'N E.

Our goal now is to verify that yg, (), £, E’, g, and Z satisfy the conditions
of Lemma[5.2] Since yo € A’ C CypQ’ and @' is adjacent to Q

0(Q) < dist(Q,09) < dist(yg, Q) < diam CoQ’ + diam Q" < 4(Q),
dist(yQ, El) < QK(MBA(Q)) SCO7M E(Q)
and since A’ N E' = Pand yg € (1 — )4,
dist(yq, £') = tl(A") Ze, UQ") ~a U(Q). (5.6)

Moreover, Q N B(&,r) # () for all Q € Cp(A) C 8%, (€,7), and so by
Lemmal5.2]

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 » > 0. Again, without loss
of generality, it suffices to prove (5.2) for r < 3ry. To see this, assume
it’s true and let » > 3rq, pick n > 0 so that 3"*lry > r > 3. If
Q € C; =06 (£, 3 rg)\0C, (&, 3r0), then

0(Q) < dist(Q, E’) < dist(¢, Q) < 3n+17“07
yet since E' C B(&g, o),

K(Q) ~d, K dlSt(Q, E,) Z (3n — 2)7“0 ~ 3”7“0.
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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,

ooourrs > Q)

Qed (&) QeI (6,37 1)

< Z Q™Y Q) S T+ (3"r0)? S 3" Sa vt
j=0

QENE, (£,3r0) J=1 Qe%;

Thus, we can assume r < 3ry.
Define Z(&,r) just as in Lemma Note that if Q € %5 (&,7), then
since Q € 6, C #x(RTIN\E),

0Q) < dist(Q, E) < dist(€£,Q) < r < 3rp < £(A).

Moreover, we know that the parent of Q, Q', 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)) < 4(Q), so again A(Q) € 2(&,r). Again, #2(¢,r) Sc 1, and
so it suffices to show , Where now

Cp (D) = {Q € 0€}5(€,r) - A(Q) C A},

Split Czr(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 €, we have Q N 9 # () by definition, so we
can pick xg € @ N 0N 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
M Bag) 2 3Q 2 B(xg, {(Q)). If § is chosen small enough (depending on
M and co) we can guarantee that there is yo € ENB(xg, {(Q)). Moreover,
since M Bag) 2 3Q 3 yq, and Q € #i(RTN\E'),

dlSt(yQ, E) ~d.K g(Q) < dlSt(Q El) < diam MBA(Q) < f(@)

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.

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 Qi C ) with A”-Ahlfors
regular boundary so that 0Q g N 02 = E and diam 02, > ry/C"”, where
A", C" > 0depend only on A, C, and d.
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Proof. We'll just sketch some of the details. Let & be the cubes for OS2
and Q0 = Q; 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) <
0(Q) < ¢(A) and let y be the center of this cube. Following a similar
procedure in the proof of Lemma we can show that yo, E, Z = 011,

and 0 = € (&,r) satisfy the conditions of Lemma , and so now the
result follows from Lemma 4.3

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.11]

We begin by recalling some theory from [12] and [13]].

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, [[12]] presents seven characterisations, and in [13]] several
more. The characterisation that will be most convenient for us, though, is
one given in terms of bilateral 3-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(&,r, P) in P, there exists P, that infimizes b3 (¢, r, P), and we define

bBz(&, 1) = bBz(&, 7, Pey).
Theorem 6.2. [13, 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
B.={(& )€ Zx(0,00):b8z(&,1) >¢€}

is a Carleson set, meaning that, for all &, € Z and ry > 0, if we define
do = d#% 4 x %, then

0‘(!@& N (B(go,’l"o) X (O, ’f’o))) S CURT(C)l (61)
where Cygr depends on L, d, and c in the definition of uniform rectifiability

and vice versa.

We will say that Z is Cyy 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.
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Lemma 6.3. Let Z be a set in R™, ¥ a closed set whose complement is
the disjoint union of two C-uniform domains Q0y. Let E = Z N, £ € E,
andr > 0. If bz (&,r) < € < ﬁ and ¢ € B(&, 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:+2x-v>0}

so PC=HYUH . Seté, =+ fzve H*.

Let (' € P be closest to ¢ and let (" € FE be closest to ¢’. Since
bBz(§,r) <eand (' € B(§,55) NP
dist(C, P) = |¢ = (| 2 |¢ = ¢"| = |¢" = ¢'| = (2C + V)er — er = 2Cer.

In particular, ¢ ¢ P, so without loss of generality, we can suppose ( €
H*. By Definition [1.1, we can find a curve ~ (contained in either {2, or
)_) containing ¢ and &_ such that

%”1(7)§O|C—£—!SC(|€—§|+|§—§_|)§C(%+%> :%T

and for all ¢ € v, dist(¢,X) > dist(¢,{¢,£_})/C (see Figure 2).

FIGURE 2. Since ( is far from P, we can find a point ¢ € P
far from . Since bfz (&, r) is small, we can find a point in
Z near t that will be far from X as well.

Note that diam y < 2 () < 3r/4, and since | — {_| = {5 < r/4, we
have
7 € B(§-,3r/4) € B(E,7).
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Since ( € H" and §_ € H ™, thereist € yN P N B(&, r) such that
dist(t, B) > dist(t,$) > dist(t, {¢,£_})/C > min{2Cer, %} /C = 2er

1

5oz~ Since b3z(£,r) < ¢, there is z € Z such that |t — z| < er,

since € <
and so

dist(z, £) > dist(t, E) — |t — z| > 2er —er = er.

O
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 Cy g-uniformly rectifiable set. Then there are C**-NTA domains Q7
with A*-Ahlfors regular boundaries so that 0, CQC QF diam 8Q§ >
diam 992/ C*, and E C 00500 Moreover, ifw = wg where B(zg,70/C) C
B(&,7m0) N Q, then w is As-equivalent to 7 on E, so in particular,
wlp K %d‘E <L w|g.

Proof. By Lemma4.3| it suffices to show
> U s (6.2)
Qe (&)

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

T1 = {Q - 3‘55(5,7“) . bﬁ(ZEQ, ME(Q)) Z 8}, T2 = 8‘5E(§,T)\T1
Let (Q € T}. Note that
e < bB(xq, MU(Q)) < 3b5(y, )
for (y, s) € Tg 1= (B(zq, MU(Q)) N Z) x (2M{(Q),3M(Q)).
This implies T C A.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)
where M’ = M + Cyv/d + 1 + 1. Moreover,

> g, (x,t) Saw L. (6.3)
QeTy

To see this, observe that if (z,t) € Ty, for some distinct cubes Q1, ..., Qn,
then ¢ ~ M/{(Q;) for all j, and dist(x, Q;) < M{(Q;) ~ t for all j, so all
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(), are disjoint cubes of sidelights comparable to ¢ /M contained in a ball of
radius comparable to ¢/M, which implies N <45, 1. Thus,

©3)
Y UQ! Sam Y 0(To) < gny 0(Beys N (B(E, M'r) x (0,3Mr)))
QeT QETy
©D

d
S Macor T

For () € T, note that since () € 067, there is Q' € # ({2) such that ) ~
Q' and CoQ'NE = (). Again, for C large enough, and since £(Q) ~4 ¢(Q’),
we can guarantee that there is always zg € OS2 such that B(zg,¢(Q)) C
Co@' N 09Q. For M large enough, B(zg,((Q)) C B(xq, Mf(CQ)) (recall
zg € CoQ N E), and dist(zg, E) > £(Q) > (2C + 1)M{(Q) (since
B(zg,4(Q)) € CoQ'" and Cy()’ does not intersect £). Since we also have
e < ﬁ, Wwe can use Lemma with X = 0(2 to show that there is yg €
Z N B(xg, M4(Q)) with dist(yg, E) > eM{(Q). Since xo € E, we have
dist(yq, F) < M{(Q). Finally, since Q) € #'(Q2),

0(Q) < dist(Q,00) < dist(Q, E) <,
and so we can apply Lemma 5.2]to show that

d Ut s

QeT>

For 0% (€, 1), again, the proof is the same as above except for our choice
of zg: For Q € €4 (&,1), Q € #x(R\E), and so the parent Q' of Q)
satisfies KQ' N E # (), so we can pick g € KQ'. Thus, dist(zg, Q) <
2K diam Q. We define T} as above, but with M > (2K + 3)y/d + 1 so
that B(zg, M4(Q)) 2 3Q. Since Q NIQ # () when Q € €5, there is
2o € Q N 0K, and B(zg, {(Q)) C 3Q. The proof now just like before, and
so ([6.2)) 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. [2, 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 | :
R? — RP is a 1-Lipschitz function, then there are sets E, ..., Ey; such that

A (f ([0, W\Cj&)) < 'k (6.4)

and such that if E; # 0, there is F; : R? — RP which is Lo-bi-Lipschitz,
Ly ~p k71, so that
Filg, = flg,- (6.5)
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Now, let £ C 0f2 be as in the statement of Theorem Let A C
[0,79]"and f : A — E be L-Lipschitz. By replacing 2 with (Lr) (2 and
f(z) with f(i—:gx), 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 = 7¢(F)/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 k = 9% (E)/C" = £}& and
apply Theorem [6.5/to F' to obtain sets E, ..., Ey; with M = M(k, d) and
Lo-bi-Lipschitz functions F; : R? — R¥*! satisfying and (6.3]), where
Lo ~4 k1. The sets Z; = F;(R?) are Cyg-uniformly rectifiable sets with
Cur depending on d and L (or rather, d,n, L, and p). Let F; = Z; N E.
By Theorem [6.4, w is A..-equivalent to .77 on Fj, thus w is also A.-

equivalent to ¢ on the finite union £’ = (J!, F;. Finally

HLE\E") < 7 (F ([0, 1\ E)) < 'k = nHLE).

O

Proof of Theorem[I.12] We simply iterate using Theorem [I.TT|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
Here, we prove Lemma and Lemma[.2]

7.1. The construction of (2, and the proof of Lemma Lemma
will follow from the next four lemmas. We will frequently use the fact that
if Q C € are two open sets and () € #/(€2), then there is Q' € # ()
so that @ C @’. Assume throughout that £ C 09 N B(&, o) and € is
C-uniform (unless specified otherwise).

Lemma 7.1. For C large enough, diam 0$2; Z¢,.c.d To-

Proof. Let ¢ be any point in F. Then there is a corkscrew ball B(z,r¢/C) C
QN B(&, o). Let Q € #/(2) contain z. Then

Q) ~q dist(z,Q°) > ry/C,
and
U(Q) < dist(Q,Q°) < [z = &| < ro.
Hence, if Cj is large enough (depending on C' and d), E C B(§,2rg) C
CQ, and thus Q) € 65 C %_. Thus ) C 002, and since §) contains
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an exterior corkscrew ball B(z',rq/C) C B(§,ro)\(2, these facts imply
diam Q, > diam Q 24 0. O

Lemma 7.2. Q, C B(&, C~ry) for some C~ > 0.

Proof. All Q € €y satisfy ((Q) < 1o and dist(Q, E) < Cpdiam @ <
Covd + 1ry. Thus, for every cube ) € €, we have £(Q) §d,é ro and if

Q < CE and R € ¢} a the cube connected to () by a chain of Whitney
cubes of length no more than C, then

dist(Q, F) < dist(Q, R)+diam R+dist(R, E) S¢, a0 Q) +H(Q)+ro S 7o,

and these facts imply that €2, is contained in a ball of radius comparable to
To about fo. ]

Lemma 7.3. If Q) is C-uniform, then $1y, satisfies the interior corkscrew
condition.

Proof. Let £ € 0Q and r € (0, diam 02%).

(1) If dist(§, E) < r/2, pick & € E with | — £'| < r/2. Then there is
B(z,55) € B(&',r/2) N Q. Let Q € # (£2) contain z. Then for Cj
large enough (depending only on d), Cy() contains £ € E, and so
Q) € €5, thus Q C Q. Itis clear then there is a ball

B CQNB(z55) C BE,r/2) € BE/r)
with radius comparable to 7.

(2) If dist(&, E) > r/2, then £ € OAQ for some @ € ¢p . Since
Q € Wx(RTNE),r/2 < dist(§, B) < (1+K+(\—1)/2) diam Q,
and thus clearly B(&, ) N AQ contains a ball of radius comparable
to 7, and thus so does B(&,r) N Q} since AQ C Q.

U

Lemma 7.4. If Q) is C-NTA, then Q) satisfies the exterior corkscrew condi-
tion.

Proof. Let £ € 00, and r € (0,diam 0§2g). Our goal is to find a ball in
B(&,r)\Q of radius comparable to 7.
(1) Ifdist(&, B) < 7/2,let &’ € E be so that |£ — £| < r/2. Then there
is
,
2C
(2) If dist(&, E) > r/2, then & € OAQ for some () € 0F .
If R € #(Q) is the Whitney cube containing &, then R ¢ €,
and since R has comparable side length to any other Whitney cube

B=8B (z ) C B(E,7/2) N C B¢, 1)\ Q5.
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adjacent to it, we know that R = R\, cvn AQ)’ is a rectangular

prism with all side lengths comparable to ¢(R) ~,; ¢(Q). Since
CoQNE #Pand & € A\Q C CyQ, we have

r < 2dist(§, £) < 2diam CoQ <4 ((R),

and so it is not hard to see that B(&, ) N R’ contains a ball of radius
comparable to 7.

Lemma 7.5. For C = C(C, Cy, d) large enough, Qy, is uniform.

(1) Let Q, R € €5 with e = min{/(Q),¢(R)} and dist(Q, R) = Ae.
We claim there is an increasing function N;(A) so that there is
a chain of adjacent cubes in ¥ connecting () and R of length

First, there are {g € Cpo@ N E and £ € CoR N E. Let 2™ <
e < 2%Fl Forn > ny, by the interior corkscrew condition, we
may find @, € #(£2) such that Q),, C B({q,2") and ((Qy) ~cya
2" (but we instead choose @), = Q if 2" = ¢(Q)). For C; large
enough, CyQ), 3 &g, and thus (), € €5 for all n. Moreover,
do(Qn, Qni1) Sac, 1, and so for C' large enough, Pg,ni C
9% . Define R,, similarly so that R, = R when 2" = ((R).

Let ny > ng be such that

oM < Ae < 2mHL

Observe that ((Q,,) = ¢(R,,) = 2" ~ Aec. Furthermore, since
S € CoQuny and &g € CoFin,,

dist(Ry,, Qn,) < dist(R,,,&r) + dist(Eg, R) + diam R + dist(R, Q)
+ diam Q + dist(Q, &) + dist(ég, Qn,)
< Cypdiam R,,, + diam Cy R + diam R + Ae
+ diam Cy@Q + Cp diam Q,, Scp.a Ac.
Since € is an NTA domain, this means that Py, g, is of length no
more than N (C") for some constant C’ > 0 (the implied constant

in the above string of inequalities), and so Pin Rn, © ©r for C >
Nq(C'). Note that, after adding this path with the paths Py, o, .,
and Pg, gr,., for n = ng,...,ni, (of which there are ~ A many
paths) the total length of our path of cubes is at most a constant
times No(C") 4+ 2™ 7™ <c 40, 1 + A. This proves the claim.
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(2) Now we claim there is an increasing function Ns so that, for @), R €
% with e = min{¢(Q), /(R)} and dist(Q, R) = Ae, there is a path
of cubes in € of length No(A).

There are cubes (', R’ € % with a paths of adjacent cubes in

%_ connecting them to ) and R respectively of length at most C.
It is not hard to show then that /(Q’) ~¢ , ¢(Q) > ¢, and similarly
((R') Z ¢4 € Furthermore, this holds for every cube in the chain

connecting Q' to (), and since there are at most C' many of them, we
have dist(Q', Q) S¢q ((Q) < €, and similarly dist(R', R) <¢ €.
Finally,

dist(Q', R") < dist(Q’, Q) + diam Q + dist(Q, R) + diam R + dist(R, R')
Séd A€.

Hence, by the previous claim, there is a path of cubes in ¢ con-
necting Q' to R’ of length at most N;(C”A) for some constant C”,
and so the total length of our path from Q to R is < C' + Ny (C”A).

(3) We claim there is an increasing function Ng so that, for ), R €
W (), e = min{l(Q),((R)} and dist(Q), R) = Ae, there is a
path of adjacent cubes in #/(€2;) connecting () and R of length
Ng(A). We can assume without loss of generality that () and R are
not adjacent.

Let Qy € %7 intersect () and 2 be the union of all \T" where

T € 6 1isadjacent to (y. Note that all these cubes have compara-
ble side lengths and there are boundedly many of them (depending
on d). Define R, and % similarly for R.

Suppose one of the cubes adjacent to () is also adjacent to R.
Note that 2 U Z is a uniform domain with constant depending only
on d and )\, since it is a connected set formed by the \-dilations
of a finite union of cubes with comparable sidelengths, and there
are only finitely many many arrangements of these, so we can take
the uniform constant to be the maximum of these. If (); C @ and
Ry C @ are Whitney cubes in # (2 U %), they have sidelengths
comparable to () and R respectively, and their mutual distances are
comparable to the mutual distances between () and R (recall that ()
and R are nonadjacent Whitney cubes, so their mutual distance is at
least a constant times their sidelengths). Thus, we can connect (), to
R, by a chain of cubes in 7' (2 U %) of length no more than some
universal constant (depending on the uniformity constant of 2 U.Z,
which is bounded by a dimensional constant), and taking cubes in
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W (¢r ) containing those gives us a path connecting ) and R of

the same length.

Now suppose note of the cubes adjacent to () are adjacent to Ry,
which means, for A > 1 small enough, the distance between .2 and
Z is at least a constant times the maximum side length of (), and
Ry

Note that () is contained in a cube 7" € #/(£2). If that cube is also
in 6 ,set Q' = Q. If not, then

First, if A = 1 + 277 for some N, then we know Q C \Q’ for
some )’ € ¢ and R C AR’ for some R' € 65 .

(a) Suppose ' and R’ are equal or adjacent. Pick Q" € # (\Q' U
AR') containing the center of (). Since the center of () is at least
0(Q)/2 away from (AQ' U AR')°, by the properties of Whit-
ney cubes, we have that ((Q) <, ¢(Q"). Moreover, ¢(Q") >
0(Q)/4, since otherwise the parent (Q”)! of Q" would have
3(Q")' C @, and so 3(Q")' N (A\Q" U AR') = 0, contradict-
ing Q" € #(A\Q' UAR'). Pick R” C Rin #(\Q U \R')
similarly. Also, dist(Q”, R") < dist(Q, R) < Ae, and thus,
since AQ’ U AR’ is uniform (with constant depending only on d
and )\), there is a shortest chain of Whitney cubes in # (A\Q’)
connecting Q" and R” of length depending only on A. Choose
a new path consisting of Whitney cubes in % (€2};) that contain
those in the old path.

(b) Suppose now that " and R’ are not adjacent. For A close
enough to one (depending on d) this implies A\Q’ N AR’ = (),
and moreover,

dist(Q, R) > % min{0(Q'), ((R)}.

Note that
dist(Q', R') < dist(Q, R)
min{{(Q’), {(R)} ~ min{{(Q), {(R)}

Thus, by the previous claim, there is a path {Q); };:OZO of cubes

in €} connecting ' to R’ with length at mostN5(A). For each
j> pick Q) € # () that contains the center of );. Note that
since @ C Q; € \Qj, by the properties of Whitney cubes and
since the center of ); is at least 222 \(Q);) away from 0,

0(Q;) > £(Q) Za dist(Q}, 005) Zxa L(Q;),

= Ae
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50 £(Q;) ~ax £(Q}), and since Q) and Q);1; are adjacent Whit-
ney cubes,

dist(Q}, Q1) < diam(AQ; UAQj11) Saa Q) + (Qj11)
~a min{€(Q;), £(Qj41)}-
By the previous case, we can thus connect each Q; to Q;- L bya
chain of cubes in #(§2;) with length more than some constant
depending on d and A. Combine all these into one single chain,
which now has length at most a constant times No(A). Finally,
since £(Q) < Q') = Qo) < ¢(Q)), we can add a chain
connecting () to ); of length at most a constant depending on

dist(Q.Qp)  _ dist(@QR) _

min{l(Q), (@)} ~  UQ) T
Similarly, we can attach R to Q)’; by a chain of cubes in % ()
of length at most a constant times A. Combining all these into

one chain, we have thus exhibited a chain between () and R
whose length depends only on A.

7.2. The construction of 2}, and the proof of Lemma Lemma
will follow from the following lemmas. Again, we assume that £ C 02 N
B(&o,70) and 2 is C-uniform (unless specified otherwise).

Lemma 7.6. If 02 is bounded, then diam QF, <, diam Q.

Proof. If r > diam 09, then O is a bounded set, thus if Q € €5 C
Wi (RINE), 0(Q) < dist(Q, E) < diam €, and since each such @ inter-
sects €2, the lemma follows. O

Lemma 7.7. If Q) is C'-NTA, then for K large enough (depending on \, C,
and d), O}, satisfies the exterior corkscrew condition and (Q},)¢ contains a
ball of radius 5.
Proof. Let & € 90} and r € (0, diam 09).

(1) Suppose dist(, F) < r/2. Pick ¢ € E with | — &'| < r/2. Let

B = B(z,55) CO\B(,r/2). EAQN B(E',7) N X # (), then
K -1
—5 Q) < dist(Q, ) < diam Q + dist (AQ, B)
<Vd+ Q)+ dist(¢,Q) < Vd+ 14(Q) +r

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

diam \Q = \Wd + 14(Q) < A—”f(flr <
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for K’ > 4\C, and thus each such A(Q is contained in a ball of

radius ;= centered upon X, and since dist(5B,%) > 1=, we have

ic
QN %B = (). Since %B C Q° as well,

%B C QL) N B(E,r/2) C B(&m)\QF.

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
1S now proven.

(2) Suppose dist(£, E') > r/2 > 0. Then £ € INQ 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) 2,

dist(¢, E') > r/2. Itis not hard to see then that B(&, r)N R’ contains
a ball of size comparable to 7.

If r € [diam 0, diam 052},), then the previous lemma implies
r < diam 990}, 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 7.8. Q7 is uniform.

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

(1) First suppose y € ).

(a) If x € €, then this case follows since €2 is uniform.

(b) If z € Q, then = € \Q for some Q € €5 . If Q 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 —y| < ££(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 e small enough implies
SN Q # (), meaning that y € Q. Let z € dQ}, be closest to ,
so |y — z| < |z —y| < el(Q). Then z € S for some S € €,
since dist(z, ) > dist(z, E) — |z — 2| > 524(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.
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(d) Now suppose y € Q, |z — y| > 0(Q), but assume y € . Let

&€ 0N Q, and let

B, A 220@) € Ble. ~2u@)na c 2ono

be a corkscrew ball. Since A() is uniform, there is a good curve
v1 between z and 2’ in AQ and is also a good curve in Q.
Furthermore, since =’ € 2, there is a good curve -, connecting
2" and y. Let v = 1 U 5. Then

AN (y) < A )+ (1) S le—2/|+|2' =yl S UQ)+Hz—y| < |z —yl.

Letz € 4. If z € B(2/, ’\4—_02€(Q)) Ny C %Q, then
. A2
dist(z,00%) > TK(Q) 2|z =z

If = ¢ B(a', 224(Q)), then either z € 71, in which case

dist(z, 925) 2 min{|z — o, |z — 2'[} Z min{|z — o], €(Q)} 2 |z — 2]

or z € 7,, in which case

dist(z,0925) 2 min{|z — yl, [z — 2’} 2 min{|z — y[, €(Q)}
£ minf|z —y|, |z — z[}.

) Ify & Q, then y € AR for some R € ég|". By the previous
cases we may assume |x — y| > el(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 ¥’ and connect paths from x to 2/, z’ to ¢/,
and 3/ to y. We omit the details.

O

7.3. Proof of Lemma 3.2

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume A, € Z,. We follow the
proof in [8]]. Let ¢ € (0,1) and

E={¢€ Ag:dist(€, £\Ag) < t(Ag)}.

We can assume E # (). Let N be the largest integer for which 5¢) ™' >
2t0(Ag). For £ € E, there is £’ € ¥\ A such that |{ — &'| < 2t¢(A,). For
every n > 0 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 ¢1Ba,,, C

n+1
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Ay and € € Ao,
|CA'n, - CAn+1| > |<An - €| - ’g - gl‘ - |§, - CA,L+1|
Z Clg(An) — QtK(Ao) — E(An_;ﬂ)
> o l(A,) — 506\/Jrl — col(A,)
> Clg(An) — 2€(An+1) = (Cl — QCO)E(AH) > 0.

This proves the claim.

For n < N, the center of A, is also the center of a cube A] ;| € P4,

and that cube thus must be disjoint from A, ;. Moreover, it contains
ClBA;H = coc1Ba,,, and so we have

A1 NcgerBa, = 0. (7.1)

Let )
D, ={A € D, : & € Aforsome ¢ € E}.
IfA e .@n and n < N, then
Ca =&l < [Ca = &+ [€" = €] < £(A) +27L(Ao) < 2((A)
so that
EC [ J 2Baforalln < N.
NS

Moreover, by (7.1), the family 2 = Ufj;ol{chlBA . A € 9,)} form a
disjoint family of balls. Finally, all cubes in & are of diameters no more

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
:U’(E) < N Z Z M(QBA) Slt,co,m N Z Z M(COCIBA)

n=0 Ae P, n=0 AeD,
1 ((4Ba,) 1(Ao)
=y | U B | <750 S T
AED

By our definition of N, this implies that /1(E) <o, (log )", and this is
enough to prove the lemma. U
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