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A LOWER BOUND FOR THE A.E. BEHAVIOUR OF
HAUSDORFF DIMENSION UNDER VERTICAL PROJECTIONS
IN THE HEISENBERG GROUP

TERENCE L. J. HARRIS

ABSTRACT. It is shown that for a Borel set A in the Heisenberg group with
dim A > 2,

, dimA if dimA € (2, 5]
22 b saasn it e (5.1,
for a.e. 0 € [0,7), where dim refers to the Hausdorff dimension under the
Koréanyi metric, and Pvé_ is the vertical Heisenberg projection onto the vertical
plane at angle 6 + 7. This improves the known lower bounds in the range

2 <dimA < 128109,

1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this work is to improve the known lower bounds for the a.e. be-
haviour of Hausdorff dimension under vertical projections in the Heisenberg group.
The average behaviour of Hausdorff dimension under orthogonal projection in Eu-
clidean space was first studied by Marstrand in 1954 [11]; many developments and
generalisations in the Euclidean setting have occurred since. An effort towards un-
derstanding how Hausdorff dimension changes under possibly nonlinear projections
in the Heisenberg group was initiated in [I] by Balogh, Durand-Cartagena, Féssler,
Mattila and Tyson. Analogues of these results were obtained for higher dimensional
Heisenberg groups in [2]. The main open problem that remains is establishing or
refuting the conjectured lower bounds for the a.e. behaviour of Hausdorff dimension
under vertical projections.

All definitions relevant to this work will be restated here; more details are also
available in [, 2]. Let H be the Heisenberg group, which as a set will be identified
with R? = C x R. The assumed convention for the group law on H is

(z,8) % (¢,7) = (24 ¢, t+ 74 2Im (2())
=z+t+T—22N(),

where A : R? x R2 = R is the standard wedge product on R?, given by

(1,y1) A (@2, Y2) = T1Yy2 — T2Y1.
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Define ||(z,t)|lu == (|z|* + t2)1/4. The group H is a metric space when equipped
with the left invariant metric dy, called the Kordnyi metric, defined by

d((2,1), (6 7) = |6, )71 = (=,
1) = (2= C* + -7 =220 C) s

see [6] for a proof of the triangle inequality. This metric is bi-Lipschitz equivalent
to the usual Carnot-Carathéodory metric on H [I].

For a given metric space the Hausdorff dimension is defined through the under-
lying distance, which for the Heisenberg group will always be the Kordnyi metric.
The horizontal and vertical projections Py, : H — V4 and Pvé : H — Vg are

defined for each 6 € [0, 7) by

Pyy(2,8) = (1, (2),0) - Py (2,8) = (my (2),t = 270, (2) Ay (2))

where 7y, : C — C denotes Euclidean projection onto the line

Vo := {1 X € R},
and Ty C — C denotes Euclidean projection onto the line

Vit = {Nie - X e R}
The horizontal subgroup Vj is defined by

Vo :={(Ne??,0) € C xR : A € R},
and the vertical subgroup V7 is the Euclidean orthogonal complement of Vy in R3:
Vi = {(Mie, Xa) € C xR : A\, A € R}

The term “vertical projection” and the formula for Pvg_ come from the unique way
of writing an element
(2,1) = Pyy(2,1) * Py, (2,1),
as a product of an element of Vé‘ on the left, with an element of Vy on the right.
In [II Theorem 1.4] it was shown that for any Borel (or analytic) set A C H,

dim A ifo<dimA<1
(1.2) dimpvéAZ 1 ifl1<dimA<3
2dimA -5 if3<dimA <4,

for a.e. 6 € [0,7), and it was conjectured that the lower bound dim Py A > dim A
actually holds in the larger range 0 < dim A < 3. The upper limit of 3 is necessary
since the vertical subgroups V4 have Hausdorff dimension 3. In [§], Féssler and
Hovila proved

, (s—1)(s—2)
which improved (L.2) in the range 2 < dim A < 3.00348 (approximately). The main

result of this work is the following lower bound.

for a.e. 6 € [0,7), s=dimA > 2,

Theorem 1.1. If A C H is an analytic set with dim A > 2, then

(i if dimA € (2,3]

: 2
dlmPVéA 2 {dinilxg.(dirXAl-‘r2) lf dim A € (374} ,

for a.e. 6 €0, 7).
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This improves ([[2)) and (3] in the range 2 < dimA < L}/m (the upper
bound is roughly 3.2). The proof employs some of the techniques used by Orponen
and Venieri in [I3] for restricted families of projections in R?; the main difficulty in
adapting this to the Heisenberg setting lies in finding a substitute for Marstrand’s
Three Circles Lemma (see [14, Lemma 3.2]).

1.1. Notation and preliminaries. Given two measure spaces X and Y, a mea-
sure ¥ on X and a measurable function f : X — Y, the pushforward fuv of v
under f is a measure on Y, defined by fuv(E) = v(f~'(E)) for each measurable
set ECY.

Let |z| denote the Euclidean norm of an element = € R™. The Euclidean distance
|z — y| between 2 and y may also be denoted by dg(z,y). For z € R3 and r > 0,
let Bg(z,r) and By(z,r) be the Euclidean and Kordnyi balls around z of radius r.
Throughout, the following local Holder condition from [3] will be used implicitly.

Lemma 1.2 ([3 Lemma 2.1)). For any R > 0, there exists a positive constant
¢ =c(R) > 0 such that

v — w|

< di(v,w) < o —w['?,
for all v,w € R3 with |v], |w| < R.

For high dimensional Hausdorff measures, the following proposition from [3] gives
a more efficient covering of a Euclidean ball by Koranyi balls, and will be useful
later.

Proposition 1.3 ([3] Proposition 3.4]). For any R > 0, there exists a positive
integer N = N(R) > 0 such that any Fuclidean ball Bg(v,r) with |v| < R and
r € (0,1) can be covered by at most [N/r| Kordnyi balls of radius r.

The following version of Frostman’s Lemma provides a characterisation of Haus-
dorff dimension for analytic sets (see [9] [12]). A subset A of a complete separable
metric space X is called analytic if A is the continuous image of a Borel set B C Y,
for some complete separable metric space Y. In particular, every Borel set is ana-
lytic.

Lemma 1.4. Let X be a complete separable metric space, let A C X be an analytic
subset of X and let s > 0. If there exists a nonzero finite Borel measure v on A
such that

(1.4) v(B(x,r)) <r® forallr >0 and z € A,

then dim A > s. Conversely, if dim A > s then there exists a compactly supported,
nonzero, finite Borel measure v on A such that (L4 holds.

2. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

Most of this section is devoted to proving three lemmas, from which Theorem
[T will follow. The first lemma of this section is an abstract version of Lemma
2.5 from [I3] (see also [10, Theorem 7.2]); the proof is not too different from the
Fuclidean case, but is included for completeness. In the statement of the lemma,
(0,2) — mp(z) is an arbitrary continuous function, but all statements following
the proof of the lemma will specialise to the case where my = Pvé_ is a vertical
projection on H. The lemma essentially says that, given a fractal measure on a set
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A, if there is a quantitative restriction on how often the pushforward measure under
the projection fails an s-Frostman condition, then a.e. the dimension of 7 (A) is at
least s (where s may be smaller than dim A).

The proof of the lemma has a few measure theoretic technicalities which may
obscure the main idea; the core part of the proof is really the calculation following

(Z5).

Lemma 2.1. Let X, Y be metric spaces, with X compact andY separable. Suppose
that 1 is a Borel probability measure on X, that v is a nonzero, finite, compactly
supported Borel measure on Y, and that (0,y) — me(y) is a continuous function
from X XY intoY. Given s > 0, if there exist n,dp > 0 such that

(2.1) v{yeY  :u{0 € X : mouv(B(mg(y),8)) > 6°} > 6"} < 47,
for all § € (0,6), then
dimmg(suppv) > s for p-a.e. 6 € X.

Proof. Let u, v, n, dg, s be given. It is first shown that the sets occurring in (21])
are measurable. For fixed z € Y, and any constant ¢ > 0, the set

S:={(0,y) € X xY :d(mg(x), me(y)) < c},

is open in X x Y by continuity. Since Y is separable, the Borel sigma algebra on
X XY is equal to the one generated by the products of Borel sets [4, Lemma 6.4.2],
and is therefore contained in the class of (u X v)-measurable sets, since 1 and v are
Borel by assumption. Hence S is (i x v)-measurable. Therefore the function

f(evy) = Xﬂ';l(3(71'9(13)70))(y)7

is (p x v)-measurable, and so the function

22) 0+ [ 1(6.9) dvly) = mop(Blra(a), )

is p-measurable in @ by part (iv) of Fubini’s Theorem in [7]. This proves pu-
measurability of the inner part of [2.1]).

For the outer part, a similar argument to that for (22 shows that for any
§ > 0 the function (0,y) — mexv(B(me(y),d)) is (u X v)-measurable, and hence the
function

yr—= u{l e X :mouv(B(me(y),d)) > 6°}

is a v-measurable function of y, by part (iii) of Fubini’s Theorem in [7]. This proves
v-measurability of the outer set in (2.]).

Since v is compactly supported and (. is continuous, to prove the lemma it
may be assumed that Y is compact. Let € > 0 and let £ C X be a compact set
such that

(2.3) dim mg(suppr) < s —e for every 0 € E.

Since finite Borel measures are inner regular, to prove the lemma it suffices to show
that u(F) = 0. Let ¢ > 0, and choose a positive d; < %“ small enough to ensure
that 6] < €. For each 6 € F, using 2.3) let {B(mg(2;(0)),8;(0))}.=, be a cover of
mgsupp v by balls in Y of radius §;(6) < &; such that Y .o, §;(6)° < €.

It is possible to choose the covers in such a way that the functions

(2.4) F@#U(B(ﬂ'g(zi(@)), C)), To4V (D;) , vV (71'9_1 (D;) N ZQ—(j—l)) ,
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and
(25) 14 (7‘1’;1 (D§’1> \227(];1)) , UV (F;l (Dé’z) \Z2—(j—1)) R
are p-measurable in # on E, for any ¢ > 0, for each ¢ and for any integer j. Here

b= U B0

2-G+D) <§,(0)<2—7

Dg’l is the subset of Dg defined as the union over those balls B (mg(z;(0)),277) in
D} with mouv (B (mg(2i(0)),277)) < 2701, and the set D}? is the union of the

remaining balls in D}, equivalently Dg’z = Dg \ Dg’l. For any 6 > 0 the set Z; is
defined by

Zs:={yeY :u{l € X :mgpv(B(ng(y),d)) >06°} > d"}.

To verify the p-measurability of ([24) and (21), for each 6 the compactness of
mg(supp ) ensures that there is a finite subcollection (not relabelled) of balls
B(m(2i(0)), 6;(0)) which cover mg(supp v). The union Uy of these balls is an open
set, and therefore contains an open §'-neighbourhood Ny (g (supp v)) of 7y (supp v)
for some ¢’ > 0. The compactness of Y (assumed without loss of generality) ensures
that the map (0,y) — mp(y) is uniformly continuous on X x Y, which implies that

mo: (supp v) C N (mg(suppv)) C Us,

for all 6 in a sufficiently small ball By around 6. Therefore the balls
B (mg(2i(0)),0:(0)) form a finite cover of mg:(suppv) for 8’ € By. The balls By
cover E as 0 ranges over E, so by compactness of E there is a finite subcollection
{By,,...,Bgy} covering E. The functions z;(6) and §;(f) may then be taken as
piecewise constant on a finite partition of E into Borel sets. By the piecewise con-
stant property and the p-measurability of ([Z2]), the function mpuv(B(mg(2:(0)),c))
is p-measurable for every ¢ and any ¢ > 0. This proves the p-measurability of
the first function in (24). Measurability of the other functions follows from a
similar argument to the measurability of (2.2)), the piecewise constant property
of the §;(f)’s and the v-measurability of Z, (;-1). This shows that the covers
{B(mo(zi(0)),8:(0))};=, may be chosen so that the functions in (Z4), [25) are
measurable.
For each 0 € X,

(2.6) V(Y) < Z To4V (D;) ,

j+1>—log, 1
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by the definition of the cover and the sets Dé. Dividing both sides by v(Y), using
p-measurability and integrating over E gives

/ 3 m}#u( g) dpu(0)

Jjt+1>|log, 61

(2.7) < Y [Ey( ! (Dg) mzﬂj,l)) du(0)

j+1>]|log, 61

(2.8) w0 e(mt (D) \Zen) due)

j+1>|log, 41|

(2.9) + Y [E u(wgl (D§’2>\sz<j71>> du(9).

J+1=|log; 61]

It remains to bound the integrals in (Z7), 28) and ([Z3). Up to a constant the
first sum, in (27), is bounded by 6] < € by the assumption on each Z, ;-1 in the
statement of the lemma, and the choice of ;. The integral in (Z8) is < € by the
condition Y2, §;(0)* < € defining the cover. For each j the set

{0.9):70(y) € D}

s (1 X v)-measurable by the piecewise constant property of the defining cover, so
an application of Fubini’s Theorem to each integral in (2.9]) results in

> [o(mt (D) \ 2o dute)
j+1>|log, 41|
= Z i {9 e E:my(y) € Dg,z} dv(y)
j+1>|log, 81 YA\Z,—-1)

Z /Y\Z2 . 1) 9€E MoV (B (Wg(y)72_(j—1))> > 9= (=1)s }dy( )

J+1>
[log, &1

< Z 2-Im by definition of Z,—(;-1),
J+1>|log, 61]
< ¢

~ )

IN

by the condition 7 < € imposed in the choice of §;. Therefore pu(E) < € with €
arbitrary, which 1mphes that u(FE) = 0. This proves the lemma. ([l

The following lemma is a slightly refined version of Lemma 3.5 from [§], see
also [2l Section 4]; the proof has only minor adjustments to those in [2] [§] but
a mostly self-contained proof is included for completeness. The lemma is a kind
of transversality condition, which means that in a quantitative sense the paths
of two fixed, distinct points under the the family of projections pass each other
transversally.

Lemma 2.2. There exists a positive constant C' such that for any v,w € H, the
set

{9 € [0,7) : dy (PVL (v), Py (w)) < 5} :

is contained in at most 40 disjoint intervals, each of length less than —<2

dy(v,w) *
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Proof. Fix v,w and write v = (z,t),w = (¢, 7). If
|z —¢| > |t—T—22/\C|1/2,
then
{0€10.m): ds (Pyy (v), Py () <0} {0 €10,7) Iy (2 = O < 8.

By writing z — ¢ = |z — (|e!® and rotating so that ¢ = 0, the right hand side is

contained in an interval of length < lz‘sfcl < ﬁ.
Otherwise,

(2.10) |z = ¢ < |t =7 =22 ACM2
Suppose that (2I0) holds and that z = +¢. Then

dia(v,w) = (|2 = ¢|' + [t = 7 — 22 A (%)

= (Je = ¢l + |t =)
< 21/4|t _ 7_|1/2

1/4 1/2
— 9l/ ‘t —7 =21y, (2) Ay (2) + 21y, (O) Ay (c)‘
(2.11) < o4y (Pw (v), Py (w)) ,
and so

{9 € [0,7) : dis (Pw (v), Py (w)) < 5} C {9 € [0,7) : da (v, w) < 21/45} :

The right hand side is [0, 7) if dg (v, w) < 2174, which in this case is an interval of
length m < ﬁ. Otherwise the right hand side is empty and there is nothing to

~

prove. This proves the lemma in the case of [2.I0) with z = +(.

It remains to consider the case for which ([2Z.10) holds but z # +(. Let
=7 —=22/N( 2= z4+C

TR PR TR
Using z A ¢ = 7, (2) Ay () — 7, (Q) Ay (2) gives

dig (Pyg (0), Py (w)) 2 [t = 7 = 2, (2) Ay (2) + 2m;, Q) Ay (g)}l/2

1/2
= ‘t—T—Qz/\C—I—QWVQL(Z—C)vag(z—i—g)‘

=t =7 =22 A(+2(z— ) Ay, (2 + Q)|
(2.12) = |2+ Y2z = ([ ]a + 2p Ay, (9)] 2
If |a| > 4 then 2.I0) implies that (ZI2) is 2 dg(v,w), and the argument is similar
to the case of ([21I1)). Hence it remains to consider |a| < 4. With this assumption,
@I0) gives
dia(v,w) St =7 =22 A (VS 2+ (2 - (12,
and putting this into (2.12)) yields

it (Pyy (v), Py (w)) 2 das(v, w) a + 20 A mval' /2.
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Therefore

(2.13) {e €1[0,7) s dy (Pw (0), Py (w)) < 5}
Ks \°

Ccqhelo : 2p A\ < | —

_{ 6[ ;77) |CL+ P WVG(q)|_<dH(’U,’U})) }a
for a sufficiently large constant K. Define F' = F, ; by

F(0) =a+2pAmy,(q),
so that

F'(0) = 2p A Oprvy (), F"(0) = 2p A v, ().
Using 7v, (q) = (g, )e” gives
Bomv, (a) = (g,ie”)e” + (g,e)ie”,  Fymy,(a) = 2 ((g,ie)ie” — (g,e)e”).

Therefore dpmy, (q) and 3937y, (q) are orthogonal unit vectors in R?, for each 6 €
[0,7), and this implies that

2

O gep,n)

4

(2.14) 1= |p2 = 'F'2(9) ’ +'

From this it follows that for any b € R, the equation F(f) = b has at most 2
solutions in any interval of length strictly less than 1/2. To see this, let I be an
interval with |I| < 1/2 and assume for a contradiction that F(f) = b for has three
distinct solutions in I. Then by Rolle’s Theorem F’ has two distinct zeroes in I,
and by Rolle’s Theorem again F" has a zero 6" in I. Let 6’ be one of the zeroes of

F'. Then by (2.14),
0//
/ F"(0) o

2=[F'(6") = <Al <2,

which is a contradiction.

By covering the interval [0, 7) with 7 intervals of length strictly less than 1/2,
it follows that the equation F'(f) = b has at most 14 solutions in [0, 7), for any b,
and this implies that the second set of ([ZI3)) is the union of at most 14 disjoint
subintervals of [0, 7). Equation ([2I4]) implies that F” is 4-Lipschitz, so by using
81 < 26, these at most 14 intervals can be written as a union of at most 14+26 = 40
disjoint intervals I C [0, ), each of length at most 1/8, such that either |F'(0)| >
1/2 for every 0 € I, or |F"(0)| > 3 for every § € I. Lemma 3.3 from [5] asserts
that each of these intervals has length < m, so this finishes the proof (the case

~

dp(v,w) < 4§ is trivial and may be treated separately). O

Lemma 2.3. Fiz s € (2,4], let v be a nonzero finite compactly supported Borel

measure on H with sup,en M < o0, and fix Kk > max{%, 3515_—11) } Then
0 s

there exist §g,n > 0 suci?that
v {v ceH:H! {9 €0,7): Pyyyv (BH (Pvg. (v),5)) > 557“} > 5’7} <7,

whenever § € (0,0p).
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Proof. Choose

1 3(s—1) s
(215) n—l—mmln{ﬂ—?,lﬁ}—Q},

which is strictly positive by the assumption on . The choice of §y will be made

implicitly so that various trivial inequalities, such as |logd| < 677, hold for § < dy.
Fix § € (0,4) and let

Z=17s= {v cH:H! {9 €[0,m): Py yv (BH (Pvé(v),d)) > 557“} > 5”}.

By dyadic pigeonholing and the Frostman condition on v, there exists a ¢ > 61007
with ¢ <1 and a v-measurable subset Z’ C Z such that

v(Z2') = 0"v(Z),
and
(2.16) HY(H'(v)) > 6% forallve Z/,
where H'(v) is defined for any v € H by

H'(v) = {9 e0,m):v (P\;of (BH (PW)_ (0)75)) ﬁAH(v,t,%)) > 5sfn+n},

and Ag(v,r, R) is the Kordnyi annulus in H centred at v with inner radius r and
outer radius R. By inner regularity of v it may be assumed that Z’ is compact.
Let

H"(v) = {9 efo,m):v (PV})_1 (BH (Pvé_ (v), 26)) N An(v,t, 2t)) > 6s—n+n} _

Fix v € Z'. Using (ZI0), choose three subsets H}(v) C H'(v) separated by a
distance of at least 6% from each other, each contained in an interval of length 67,
and each with 1-dimensional measure at least 6%”. This can be done by partitioning
[0,7) into < 6~ intervals of length §*7, choosing the 5 intervals with the largest
intersection with H’(v) (in terms of H!-measure), and then choosing 3 with gaps
between them. It may be assumed without loss of generality that all three sets
H)(v) lie in [F,3%], for any v, and that Hj(v) lies between Hj(v) and Hj(v).

To avoid a minor measure theoretic issue, the proof will make use of sets H” (v)
and H(v) rather than H'(v) and H}(v); the present paragraph is mainly a techni-
cality. For each v € Z', continuity ensures that H}(v") C H"(v) for all v’ € Z' in a
sufficiently small neighbourhood U, of v. The sets U, cover the compact set Z’, so
choose a finite subcover {U,,,..., U,y }. Let V; = U,, \U;@_:ll Uy, For eachv € 7',
define H} (v) = Hj(v;), with i uniquely chosen so that v € V;. Then for each fixed
v e Z', H!(v) C H"(v) for each j € {1,2,3}, and the sets H{'(v), H5 (v), H3 (v)
are each contained in a subinterval of [%, %’T} of length §%", at distance at least 647
from each other, with HY (v) between H{'(v) and H¥ (v), and each with measure at
least §%7.

For each v € Z' and v; € H, define v ~; v; if

v; € PV_j (BH (Pvé_ (’U), 26)) N AH(’U, t, 2t)
6
for some 0 € H}/(v) (the definition is not symmetric; there is no assumption that
~; is an equivalence relation). Set

s — k4 1000n

(2.17) a= -
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The lemma will essentially follow from the lower and upper bounds in the following
inequality:

(2.18)  p(2)t3§1000m+3(s—r=1) < 1/4{(1),1}1,1)2,1)3) €7 x (H1)3 :v ~j v; for all j,

A (G2, 0(Gr, Ga)) 2 8% K |C = Gal, IC = G| = #/2} < prF1g(me (e =1000m,

where dp refers to the Euclidean distance, £(a,b) means the infinite line through a
and b and v = ((,7) € C x R. The piecewise constant property of the sets H}(v)
as v ranges over Z' guarantees the Borel measurability of the set in ([2.I8]).

To prove the lower bound of [2.18), fix v € Z’, fix j € {1, 2,3} and cover the unit
interval [0, 7) with disjoint intervals of diameter 6/t. Since H'(HJ (v)) > 6°", there
are at least t0%7~1 intervals Ij, = Iy ; intersecting HY (v), so pick some ), = 0y ; in
each intersection. Then

(2.19) v (P@f (BH (PVGL (v), 25)) N An(v,t, 2t)> > gsRtn
. .

for each &, which follows from H} (v) C H"(v) and the definition of H" (v).
For fixed v, v1,v3 with v ~1 v1, v ~3 v3, and % <I¢—G), ¢ — G| <2t

(2.20) u{v2 ep,! (BH (Pwk (v),2(5)> N As(v, t,2t) :

dp (G2, £(C1,63)) = 6"‘} > gs—ntom,
This will follow from (219) combined with the observation that for

t
) <= Gl ¢ =Gl <2,
the set

E = {w € Pyl (BH (Pwk (v), 25)) N Au(v,t,2¢) : dp (o, £(C1, G3)) < 5&} ,

is contained in a Koranyi ball of radius 61997, therefore contributing < §(@—100m)s
to the measure, which is smaller than §*~ %27 by the definition of . To prove that
the set E is contained in a Koranyi ball, it will first be shown that the set

F = {@ € R?: (Co, T2) € Ag(v,t,2t) for some 5 € R :

TV (C2—=0Q)| <26, dp(¢2,l(¢1,¢)) < 50[},

is contained in a Euclidean ball in R? of radius 6*~°%7. Fix (, € F with vy = ((2,72)
given and assume that ¢ > 100d°, since otherwise the claim is trivial. Then the
condition dg ({2, €(C1,¢3)) < 6%, the inequality £ < |¢ — ¢1,[¢ — 3] < 2t and the
conditions v ~1 vi, v ~3 vg with H{'(v), H{ (v) C [%,3F] either side of HY(v),
imply that [(2 — (| > 155. Therefore ¢ = ¢+ re? where |0 — 0| < &to‘s. It follows
that (y is contained in a (10'°§)-neighbourhood of the line

O = {C+ Xe" : X e R}.
The condition dg(H{ (v), H (v)) > §*7, and the property that & < §'%7 is much

smaller than 647, together imply that |¢; — @3] = §%7, where (; — ¢ = r1€!®* and
(3 — ¢ = r3e'®? with each ¢; € [0, %} and 71,73 ~ t. This implies that the angle
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between £((1,(3) and the line ¢ is larger than 6'°7. Using a < 1, it follows that
the intersection

Nisa (€(¢1,¢3)) N Nigios(Cr),

and therefore F', is contained in a Euclidean ball of radius §*~°%7 inside R?. For
the set F, let va, vy € E. By the triangle inequality for the Kordnyi metric,

dis (Pwk (v2), Py (u;)) < 46.
This implies that
}WV[;; (CR®))

<44,
and
72— 73 = 2y, (G) Ay (G) + 2w, (G) Ay (G)| < 1667
Using G2 A G = 7y, (G2) A Ty (G3) — mvy, (G2) A Ty (¢2) and putting the two
preceding inequalities together yields
(2.21) |72 =75 =20 A G| S 6.

for any vo, vy € E.
The Euclidean projection of £ down to R? is contained in F, and therefore in a
ball of radius 5%, Combining this with ([2.21)) gives

dpr(va, vy) = (|2 — Gt + |2 — 75— 262 A G| )
< 5(1—5077 +61/2

o\ 1/4

a—50
SO,

for any vq,v5 € E, by the definition (ZI7) of o and the choice (ZI5) of . This
shows that the Kordnyi diameter of E is < §*7°%7 and thus F is contained in
a Kordnyi ball of radius 671097 This implies (220) by ([2139), the Frostman
condition on v and the definition of a.

For each j and each v € Z’, the sets in (ZI9) are finitely overlapping over k by
Lemma 22 and therefore summing (2I9) over k gives

v{v; € H:v ~j v} 2 t51000Hs=r=1

Similarly, for fixed v € Z’ and vy,v3 with v ~; v; and v ~3 v3, summing (2.20)
over k gives

v{ve € H: v~ v and dp((2, €(C1,C3)) = 6% if [C — Gi], [€ — G3] = t/2}
> télOOn—i—s—n—l-
By Fubini’s Theorem,
V4{(’U,’U1,’U2,’U3) €7 x (H1)3 :v ~; v; for all j,

A (G2, 0(Gr, G3)) = 0% I | = Gul, 1C = Gl = 1/2}

/ / / / {va:v~ova and dV4 (v2a U3, V1, ’U)
" J{viw~viv} HH{uzivvzvst Jdp(C2,0(¢1,¢3))>6% if

[¢—¢1l,I¢—¢sl>t/2}
I/(Z/) (t5100n+57571)3

2
> V(Z)t3530277-1—3(8—1%—1)7
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which implies the lower bound of (2I8).
For the upper bound, fix v; = (¢;,7;) for j € {1,2,3}. Let
A= A(’Ul,’l)g,’v3)
= {’U eZ v ~j Vj for all 7, dE(C27€(C17C3)) > 6% if |< — Clla |C — Cgl > t/2}

The upper bound of (ZI8)) will be obtained by bounding v(A) and then integrating
over vi, v2,v3.
Fix v € A. For each j € {1, 2,3}, the inequality

dis (PVQL (v), Pys (vj)) <25, 6¢€H!(v),
implies
(2.22) [T =75 = 20N Gl S0,
by the same calculation as in the derivation of (221]).
Hence if |7 — 7; — 2CACj|1/2 > |¢ — ¢;| for some j € {1,2,3}, then du(v,v;) <

61/ since [222]) corresponds to the second component of the Kordnyi distance, see

(TI). Therefore
(223) viveA:|r—1— 2(/\Cj|1/2 > |¢ — ¢j] for some j € {1,2,3}} < §%/2.
It remains to bound v(A’), where
A={veA:|lr—7—20AG|Y? <|¢—¢| for all j € {1,2,3}}.

In this set, 5+ < [¢ — ;] < 2t for each j € {1,2,3} by the definition of the Kordnyi
metric. Define G : H — R3 by

T—11 —20C AN (1 —2y; 2xp 1
G¢r)=|7—T—2(AN{ |, sothat DG=|-2y, 2z 1],
T — T3 —2</\<3 —2y3 2:E3 1

where (; = xj+iy;. Then A’ C G=1(Bg(0,C6)) for some sufficiently large constant
C, by (Z22). If A’ is nonempty and there exists vg € A’, then by the condition
dr(C2,£(¢1,¢3)) > 6% in the definition of A,
G =G+ A1(C —G3) +A2i(C1 — C3), A, A2 €R,
with |)\2||C1 — C3| Z 0%, Using dE(H{I('UQ),Hé/(’UO)) Z 6477 giVGS |Cl — C3| Z t5100777
and so
|det DG| = 4|G A G+ G2 A G+ G A Gl
=4[(G = G) A (G2 — G

= 4|Aol|C1 — G5
> t6a+100n'

Combining this with the formula (DG)~! = (det DG) ™" adj DG for the inverse, the
operator norm satisfies ||(DG)7!|| < ¢716*71%9. Hence

A C G H(Bg(0,09))
g BE' (1)0, C/t—l(sl—a—lOOn) )
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By Proposition [[3, A’ can be covered by at < t§~(1=2=1000) halls of radius <
t~1§t—a=100n 55 by the Frostman condition on v,

(2.24) p(A') < trosgt-a-100m)(s—1),

The inequality §°/2 < §(1=a=100m(s=1) follows from the definition of o in (ZI7) and

3(5 1)

the definition of k; if kK = s/2 this is trivial, and if kK = === it follows from the

inequality
25?2 —11s+6 <0 for s € [1,4].
Combining ([2.24) with (2.23)) therefore yields
V(A) 5 tl—s&(l—a—lOOn)(s—l)-
Using the triangle inequality for dy, and part (iii) of Fubini’s Theorem in [7], gives

u4{(v,v1,vz,vg) €7 x (H1)3 :v ~j v, for all j,

A (G2, (G, Go)) 2 0% i |C = Gul, I — G| = £/2}

/ / / A(vy,v2,v3)) dv(vy) dv(ve) dv(vs)
B]]-j[ U3,4t) B]]-j[ U3,4t)

<ts+15(1 a—100m)(s—1)

This implies the upper bound in [2.I8]).
Combining the lower and upper bounds in [Z.I8) gives

V(z)t351000n+3(5—n—1) < 51 5(1=a)(s=1)=1000

Since s > 2 and ¢ < 1, this implies that

U(Z) < (=)= 1)=3(s—r—1)=20017

_1) (3= 1) B
_ g ) (s ) 0oz using o _ =K+ 1000y
s
< o7,
by the definition of n in (ZI5). This finishes the proof. O

Combining Lemma [2.1] and Lemma with Lemma [[4] (Frostman) results in
the following proof of the main theorem.

Proof of Theorem[I1. Let A C H be an analytic set with s = dim A > 2 and let
€ € (0,s — 2). By Lemma [[.4 (Frostman), there is a nonzero, finite, compactly
supported Borel measure v on A such that v(Bg(v,r)) < r*~¢ for every v € H and

r > 0. By Lemma 23 with x = max{2, 3515 11)} > max{%,%}, there
exist &g, n > 0 such that

v {v cH:H! {9 €[0,m): Pysyv (BH (PV;. (U),5)) > 55_"‘_6} > 5"} <47,

whenever § € (0,dp). Applying Lemma 2.T] gives

dim Py A > dim Py, (suppr) > s —k —e  for a.e. 6 € [0,7).
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Since a countable union of measure zero sets has measure zero, letting ¢ — 0 along
a countable sequence results in

2 if 2.2
dimPy  A>s— k= §(5+2) 1 s € (572}
’ 4s—1 lf s € (574} )
for a.e. § € [0, 7). 0
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