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ANALYTIC CAPACITY AND DIMENSION
OF SETS WITH PLENTY OF BIG PROJECTIONS

DAMIAN DABROWSKI AND MICHELE VILLA

ABSTRACT. Our main result marks progress on an old conjecture of Vitushkin. We
show that a compact set in the plane with plenty of big projections (PBP) has positive
analytic capacity, along with a quantitative lower bound. A higher dimensional coun-
terpart is also proved for capacities related to the Riesz kernel, including the Lipschitz
harmonic capacity. The proof uses a construction of a doubling Frostman measure on
a lower content regular set, which may be of independent interest.

Our second main result is the Analyst’s Traveling Salesman Theorem for sets with
plenty of big projections. As a corollary, we obtain a lower bound for the Hausdorff
dimension of uniformly wiggly sets with PBP. The second corollary is an estimate for
the capacities of subsets of sets with PBP, in the spirit of the quantitative solution to
Denjoy’s conjecture.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this paper is to study sets with plenty of big projections.

Definition 1.1. We say that £ C R"™ has plenty of (d-dimensional) big projections
(abbreviated to PBP, or d-PBP) if there exists a constant 0 < § < 1 such that the
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following holds. For all z € E and 0 < r < diam(F) there exists V. € G(n,d) such that
H(my (E N B(x,7))) > 6r? for all V € B(Vy,, 9).

Here G(n,d) is the Grassmannian manifold of d-dimensional (linear) planes in R”, 7y :
R™ — V is the orthogonal projection, and the ball B(V; ,,d) is defined with respect to
the standard metric on G(n,d) (see §2.1)).

This definition first appeared in [DS93b], although originally David and Semmes as-
sumed additionally that sets with PBP are Ahlfors regular.

Definition 1.2. A set £ C R" is called Ahlfors d-regular if there exists a constant
C > 1 such that for all z € E and 0 < r < diam(F) we have

C~ 4l < HYENB(x,r)) < Cré.

The smallest constant C' for which the above holds is called the Ahifors regularity con-
stant of E.

In [DS93b] David and Semmes conjectured that Ahlfors regular sets with PBP satisfy
the so-called big pieces of Lipschitz graphs condition, a strong quantitative rectifiability
property (see Definition 24]). Their conjecture was recently solved in a breakthrough
work of Orponen [Orp21] (see Theorem 2.5 for the precise statement).

The novelty of our article is twofold: on the level of results, we use Orponen’s theorem
to study the analytic capacity of sets with PBP, thus making progress on Vitushkin’s
and quantitative Denjoy’s conjectures, and the dimension of wiggly sets. Beyond these
results, our proof presents methodological interest, and this is the other level of novelty.
Indeed, for the problems at hand we are required to work outside the Ahlfors regularity
category: we thus propose a method that allows to move from this rather strong size
condition to sets which might even have non-o-finite H%measure. This method is highly
flexible, and relies on three distinct steps: starting with a (compact) set E with d-PBP
(for which the H%measure is not necessarily o-finite), we

e construct a Frostman measure supported on E, which is also doubling,

e give a multiscale approximation of this measure by Ahlfors regular sets,

e show that the PBP property is inherited by the approximating sets: this, by the
result of Orponen, allow us to infer some key geometric facts about E.

In the finite measure case (but not necessarily Ahlfors regular), this method was layed
out rather explicitly in [AV21]. The first step above allows us to move this method to the
general case, which is highly relevant for the Vitushkin’s conjecture mentioned above,
and, more generally, in contexts where the natural size to consider is capacity, rather than
Hausdorff measure. We suspect that this method can be applied to other quantitative
properties developed in the David-Semmes theory [DS91) DS93a], thus giving bounds for
analytic and Lipschitz harmonic capacities for sets satisfying any one of these properties.
Now we move on to the precise statements of our results.

1.1. Analytic capacity: Vitushkin’s conjecture and quantitative Denjoy’s con-
jecture. Recall that a compact set £ C C ~ R? is said to be removable for bounded
analytic functions if all bounded analytic functions f defined on C\ E are constant. In
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the 40s Ahlfors [Ahl47] managed to quantify the notion of removability by introducing
analytic capacity. Recall that the analytic capacity of a compact set E C C is defined as

Y(E) = sup | f'(c0)],

where the supremum is taken over all analytic functions f: C\ E — C with || f|lcc < 1,
and f/(00) = lim, o 2(f(2)— f(00)). Ahlfors proved that a set is removable for bounded
analytic functions if and only if y(E) = 0.

In 1967 Vitushkin [Vit67] conjectured a geometric characterization of removability in
terms of orthogonal projections. He asked the following: is it true that for compact sets
E C C one has

v(E)=0 < Fav(E) =0, (1.1)
where Fav(FE) is the Favard length of E, defined as

Fav(E) = /OW H (mo(E)) db.

In the above 7y : C — £y is the orthogonal projection to £y = span((sin 8, cos6)).

It has been known for a very long time that sets with H!(E) = 0 are removable, while
sets with dimgy (E) > 1 are non-removable, so Vitushkin’s conjecture holds for such sets.
The case of sets E satisfying 0 < H!(E) < oo was much more difficult to establish, but
the answer to Vitushkin’s question is also positive: the implication (=) in (L)) is due to
Calderén [Cal77], while (<) was shown by David [Dav98|. Finally, the case of sets with
o-finite H'-measure follows from the finite measure case together with subadditivity of
analytic capacity, which is due to Tolsa [Tol03].

In 1986 Mattila [Mat86] showed that Vitushkin’s conjecture fails for sets with Haus-
dorff dimension 1 and non-o-finite H'-measure. It wasn’t clear from Mattila’s proof
which of the implications in (L)) is false. Soon thereafter Jones and Murai [JMS8S]
constructed an example of a set with v(E) > 0 and Fav(E) = 0. A simpler example
was found later on by Joyce and Mérters [JMOO]. Hence, the implication (<) in (LI
is false. For more information on analytic capacity and Vitushkin’s conjecture see the
books [Toll4, [Dud11l [Pajo2]. See also recent surveys on related topics [Ver21l, Mat22].

After all these extraordinary developments one question remains: what about the
implication (=) in (LI)? Equivalently, is it true that

Fav(E) >0 = ~(F)>07 (1.2)
A quantitative version of this question is the following: is it true that
v(E) Z Fav(E)? (1.3)

As far as we know, the only partial result related to these open problems is due to
Chang and Tolsa [CT20] (more on that in Remark [[.g]). In this article we make further
progress on ([2)) and (L3)). If the assumption Fav(E) > 0 is replaced by the (significantly
stronger) PBP assumption, then the analytic capacity is positive.

Theorem 1.3. Let E C R? be a compact set with 1-PBP. Then,
+(B) 2 diam(E), (1.4)

where the implicit constant depends only on the PBP constant.
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Remark 1.4. In the theorem above we do not assume H!(E) < oo. However, our re-
sult bears new information even in the H!(E) < oo case. Recall that in this regime
Vitushkin’s conjecture is true, so in particular Fav(E) > 0 implies v(F) > 0. How-
ever, the existing proof does not offer any quantitative lower bound on (E) in terms of
Fav(E). Roughly speaking, the reason is the following: the Besicovitch projection theo-
rem states that if Fav(F) > 0, then there exists a 1-dimensional Lipschitz graph I" such
that HY(ENT) > 0, and then v(E) > v(ENT) > 0 follows from [Cal77]. However, the
Besicovitch projection theorem does not say anything about the size of #!(E NT), and
so deriving a quantitative lower bound for v(F) is impossible as long as one follows this
strategy. In other words, the question (3] remains wide open even in the H!(F) < oo
case. Although Theorem [[3]is quite far from establishing (L3]), it is (as far as we know)
the first quantitative lower bound for v(F) which depends only on the projections of E.

In the finite measure case, we are able to prove more: we show a quantitative bound
for the analytic capacity of subsets of sets with 1-PBP. This is a form of quantitative
Denjoy’s conjecture, where rectifiable curves are substituted with sets with PBP of
finite measure. Recall that Denjoy’s conjecture, which predates Vitushkin’s conjecture
by about 60 years, stated that if I' C R? is a rectifiable curve, and a compact set £ C T
satisfies H!1(E) > 0, then y(E) > 0. This statement can be seen as a special case
of Vitushkin’s conjecture, if one restricts attention to the implication ([L2]) and sets of
finite length. Denjoy’s conjecture was confirmed by Calderén in [Cal77]. A quantitative
version of Calderdn’s result was established by Murai [Mur87], who showed that if T is
a l-rectifiable graph, and £ C I is compact, then

1 (B)2
) 2 B
HY(I)>
Later on Verdera observed that Murai’s estimate can be obtained for arbitrary rectifiable
curves I' using Menger curvature and Jones’ Travelling Salesman Theorem, see [Toll4]
Theorem 4.31]. The exponent 3/2 above is optimal, see [Mur90] and [Tol14, §4.8].

Using an Analyst’s Travelling Salesman Theorem for sets with PBP (see Theorem

[L10 below) we obtain the following.

Theorem 1.5. Let ¥ C R? be a compact set with 1-PBP and 0 < H'(X) < oo. Then,
for any compact subset E C 3

L (B)3
> %OO(E)1
HI(E)z

where the implicit constant depends only on the PBP constant.

v(E)

)

Theorem is interesting for two reasons: first, as mentioned above, it applies to
subsets of sets with PBP. These subsets could very well have vanishing density in many
places, and have very small projections. Note that a similar statement cannot be true
for sets I' with infinite length: for example, the unit square [0,1]? has PBP, but the
4-corner Cantor set K C [0, 1] satisfies H!(K) ~ 1 and v(K) = 0.

The second interesting aspect of Theorem is that it suggests that, for many geo-
metric problems, sets with PBP and finite measure are just as good as rectifiable curves.
Let us however make the following remark: from the Analyst’s TST for sets with PBP
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(Theorem [LI0 below) it follows that a set with PBP and finite H!'-measure can be
covered by a rectifiable curve of comparable length. Thus, Theorem can be derived
directly from Theorem [[T0 together with the previous result of Murai and Verdera.
However, in higher dimension (see the section below) the result is altogether new, since
no result analogous to that of Murai was known for capacities associated to vector-valued
Riesz kernel.

1.2. Higher dimensional variants. Higher dimensional variants of Theorem [[.3] and
Theorem are also true. Instead of analytic capacity one has to consider certain
capacities associated to the vector-valued Riesz kernel. Let 0 < d < n be integers.
Given a compact set £ C R" the capacity I';, 4(F) is defined as

Fn,d(E) = Sup |<Ta 1>|’

where the supremum is taken over all real distributions T" supported in £ such that

T yTe L*(R"™) and

[+ *T

<1.

Loo(Rm)

We remark that by [Tol03] one has I'y 1(E) ~ v(E). In the codimension 1 case the
capacity I'qy1 4(E) is also called the Lipschitz harmonic capacity, and it is often denoted
by k(E). It was introduced by Paramonov, who observed that sets with x(E) = 0
are precisely the sets removable for Lipschitz harmonic functions, see [Par90, Remark
2.4] and [MP95]. The counterpart of Vitushkin’s conjecture for x(E) and sets with
HYE) < oo was established by Nazarov, Tolsa and Volberg in [NTV14bl, NTV14a].
More specifically, they showed that for a compact set £ C R4T! with H4(E) < oo one
has k(E) = 0 if and only if E is purely d-unrectifiable (equivalently, H%(my (E)) = 0 for
a.e. V € G(n,d)). Whether an analogous statement is true for I',, s with 1 <n <d —1
is an open problem.

The higher dimensional variants of Theorem [[.3] and Theorem are the following.

xT
]

Theorem 1.6. Let E C R" be a compact set with d-PBP. Then,
Fmd(E) Z diam(E)d’ (15)
where the implicit constant depends only on n,d, and the PBP constant.

Theorem 1.7. Let ¥ C R"™ be a compact set with d-PBP and 0 < HY(X) < co. Then
for any compact subset E C 33,

d 3
> HOO(E)I2
HAD)z

where the implicit constant depends only on n,d, and the PBP constant.

Fn,d(E)

)

Remark 1.8. Theorems and should be compared with the results of Chang and
Tolsa [CT20], who proved the following. If I C [0,7) is an interval and £ C C is a
compact set supporting a probability measure p such that mou € L?(¢y) for a.e. 6 € I,
then

1
P S
B) 2 Tl 0
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with the implicit constant depending on #!(I). They also prove a higher dimensional
analogue of this estimate for capacities I';, 4.

The main advantage of [CT20] over our results is that their “L2-projections” assump-
tion is single-scale, while the PBP condition is multi-scale. On the other hand, our result
may be easier to apply as it derives a lower bound for v(FE) directly from the information
on the projections of F, without the need of constructing a measure supported on E and
studying its projections.

Even more importantly, note that the L-projections assumption mppu € L?(£y) implies
a big projection H!(mg(E)) > ||mopll5 > using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

L= u(B) = |[moplh < ||moull2 H' (ro(E))"/>.

The difference between L?-projections and big projections is fundamental. A charac-
terization of Ahlfors regular sets with big pieces of Lipschitz graphs in terms of L?-
projections has been achieved by Martikainen and Orponen in [MOIS], but it took
another major breakthrough [Orp21] to find an analogous characterization in terms of
PBP. Moreover, a “single-scale version” of [Orp21] is an open problem, see [Orp21} §1.3],
whereas [MOI18] contains the relevant single-scale result, see [MO18| Theorem 1.7].

Remark 1.9. The proof of Theorem is robust, and our techniques are likely to be
useful in the future work on problems (L2]) and (L3).

In particular, suppose that the following strengthening of Orponen’s result (Theo-
rem [Z5]) was available: “if a set E C R™ is Ahlfors d-regular and it has uniformly large
Favard length (there exists C' > 0 such that for all z € F and all 0 < r < diam(FE) we
have Fav(E N B(xz,r)) > Cr?), then E has big pieces of Lipschitz graphs.” With such
result at hand, the proof of Theorem would immediately yield that any set E C R?
with uniformly large Favard length satisfies

T,.q(F) 2 diam(E)%.

A related question is of course the following: suppose that E C [0, 1]? is a 1-Ahlfors
regular set with Fav(E) > 0. Is it then true that there exists a Lipschitz graph I" so
that HY(ENT) > 6?7 A recent related result by A. Chang, T. Orponen and the authors
[CDOV24] shows that if E has almost maximal Favard length, then it is contained in
a Lipschitz graph with small constant, save for a tiny subset. A natural question is
whether this result can be used to obtain a new estimate for analytic capacity.

1.3. Analyst’s Traveling Salesman Theorem. Another main result of this article
is the Analyst’s Travelling Salesman Theorem (TST) for sets with PBP. Recall that
the original Analyst’s TST is due to Jones [Jon90], and it is a characterization of sets
E C R? such that there exists a rectifiable curve I' containing F, along with a quite
precise estimate on H!(I'). Much work has been put into proving analogs of this result
in other spaces; for example, Okikiolu [Oki92] proved an Analyst’s TST for curves in
R?, and in [Sch07] Schul further generalized it to the Hilbert space setting. Another
research direction consists in finding statements analogous to Jones’ TST but for higher
dimensional sets rather than curves. While we are still lacking a theorem as complete as
that of Jones, in recent years there has been much progress in this direction. Two major
difficulties were: first, the coefficients used by Jones simply do not work for higher
dimensional set; second, it is not obvious what to use as an analogue to curves (e.g.
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topological spheres do not work, see [Vill9, Introduction]). These issues have largely
been overcome in the series of papers [AS18] [AV21] Vil19, Hyd22, [Hyd24]. We refer the
reader to Sections 1 and 3 of [Vill9] for a more in-depth discussion of Analyst’s TST
and its relevance. Let us mention that while these results are related to the rectifiability
of sets, they do not say much about whether these sets can be parameterised. This is a
major open problem in the area.

Our present result continues the line of work of Azzam, Schul, and the second author
[AS18, [AV2]]. Let D be a system of Christ-David cubes (see Lemma [2.1]), and set

B(Qo) = Br.copal@o) = Y. BE(CoBg)*(Q)?, (1.6)
QeD(Qo)

where the coefficients ﬂ%’p are a variant of Jones’ S-numbers (L9)) introduced by Azzam
and Schul in [AS18], see Definition

Theorem 1.10. Let E C R™ be a set with d-PBP with constant 6 > 0, D be a system of
Christ-David cubes, Qo € D and Cy > 3. Let 1 < p < p(d), where p(d) = d2Td2 ford > 2
and p(d) = oo if d < 2. Then

diam(Qo)? + B(Qo) ~ H(Qo), (1.7)

where the implicit constant depends on §, Cy, p, n,d and on the constants from the
Azzam-Schul TST (see Theorem A.1 in [AV21]).

Remark 1.11. What we really prove here is one direction of the inequality (bound on
the 8 sum with the measure), as the other one follows from [AS18]. See Proposition

Estimates similar to (7)) have been proven in [ASI8] and [AV21] for general lower
content reqular sets (see §2.3/ for the definition; sets with PBP are lower content regular),
with the following crucial caveat: in general, an additional error term needs to be added
to the right hand side of (7). In [Vil19] the second author proved that the error term
may be omitted if one assumes that E is a topologically stable d-surface (a condition
satisfied e.g. by Reifenberg flat sets, or Semmes surfaces), see [Vil19l Theorem 3.6]. In
Theorem [T we prove that the error term disappears also in the case of sets with PBP.
In other words, both PBP and topological stability give the set enough rigidity so that
one can estimate its S-numbers using the Hausdorff measure.

To see why the estimate (7)) may be useful, let us mention that in [AS18 Theorem
I1] it was shown that a lower content regular set with S(E) < oo is rectifiable. Thus,
any class of lower content regular sets for which (7)) holds satisfies

HYUE) < co = rectifiability. (1.8)

In particular, (L8] holds for topologically stable surfaces, and for sets with PBP (of
course, for sets with PBP (L) easily follows from the Besicovitch projection theorem,
without the need to refer to f-numbers and TST). Identifying classes of sets for which
(L)) holds is an interesting problem. For example, while (L.8]) is true for connected one
dimensional sets, there exist 2-dimensional sets, homeomorphic to the 2-sphere, with
finite H2-measure, and containing a purely 2-unrectifiable set of positive measure (see
[Vil19] Figure 1]) See also [DK19] and [DLD20] in connection with (L8] and quantitative
topological conditions.
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Theorem [[LT0 is used in the proofs of Theorems and [[L71 Another application is
an estimate for the dimension of wiggly sets.

1.4. Dimension of wiggly sets. A set F is said to be uniformly wiggly of dimension
d and with parameter fy if for all balls B centered on E and with 0 < r(B) < diam(FE)
it holds that

B.00(B) > Bo. (1.9)

Here ,8%700 is the d-dimensional version of the so-called L*° g-number of Peter Jones
[Jon90] (see Definition Z6]). Wiggly sets appear naturally in various contexts where some
form of self-similarity is present. Examples include limit sets of certain Kleinian groups,
some Julia sets of polynomials, and random sets (see [BP17], pp. 340-341). They were
first studied via the Analyst’s TST by Bishop and Jones in [BJ97], were they proved a
lower bound on the Hausdorff dimension of wiggly connected sets in the plane, assuming
d = 1. Their result was generalised to continua in metric spaces by Azzam [Azz15].
A result in this vein was later proved by David [Dav04] (and quantified in [Vil19]),
this time for uniformly non flat sets of any integer dimension, satisfying a topological
condition. David’s work was motivated by a question of L. Potyagailo, concerning higher
dimensional limit sets (see the introduction of [Dav04]). The result below can be seen
as a version of David’s theorem with the topological condition replaced by the PBP
assumption.

Theorem 1.12. Letn>2 and 1 <d<n-—1. Let E C R" be a closed set with d-PBP
(with parameter § > 0) and which is uniformly wiggly of dimension d and constant By.
Then

dimy (E) > d + "™, (1.10)

where ¢ depends on d,n,d,p.

Remark 1.13. We defined uniformly wiggly sets in terms of ﬂ% > but, in principle, we
could have used the LP versions of the coeflicients instead. fndeed, if we take a set
FE that satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem with respect to the Azzam-Schul B%’p -
numbers, assuming 1 < p < p(d) (where p(d) is defined in Theorem [[LT0]), then we obtain
a somewhat sharper dimension estimate

dimg(E) > d + A2, (1.11)

see Proposition [[.Jl This is not unexpected, since the correct S-coefficients to use when
working with higher dimensional sets are the averaged ones.

Another comment on definitions is in order: many interesting sets satisfy non-flatness
hypotheses weaker than uniform wiggly. For example, attractors of many dynamical
systems are only mean wiggly, in the sense that the 5 coefficients are large in many (but
not all) scales and locations. See [GIM12, [GM22] for a definition. See also [KR97] for a
result similar in spirit concerning mean porous sets.

Remark 1.14. The dependence of dimy (E) on the PBP parameters is not a proof artifact:
suppose we had a lower bound for Hausdorff diemnsion depending only on 5y and not
on 0. Consider the four corners Cantor set E, constructed in the usual way, except that
we dilate by constant 1 > 1 the squares in the construction. In the limit, we will obtain
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that a) dimy(E) = 14 C(n) with C(n) = 0 as n — 1, b) Sg>(B) =1 > By > 0 for
any ball B centered on E, and ¢) E will have PBP with parameters depending on 7.
But then, our hypothetical (and false) theorem would tell us that dimgy(E) > 1+ ¢33
independently of n. This example was pointed out by T. Orponen in a discussion on a
first draft, where the exact dependence of the dimension estimate on the PBP constant
had been overlooked.

In fact, after a minute’s thinking, the dependence on ¢ of (ILI0) appears altogether
natural: the parameter § regulates the “rigidity” of a set with PBP, where one should
think of connected set as having ‘rigidity’ 1.

1.5. Outline of the paper and proof ideas. In Section [2] we establish notation and
state some quantitative rectifiability results used in the paper. Here the reader will find
Lemma 23] where a doubling Frostman measure is constructed, and which represents
the first step of the program outlined on p. 2l While the idea of the proof is rather
simple (a redistribution policy), its execution is lengthy, and thus we have deferred it to
Appendix [Al

In Section [ we carry out the second step of our program. In fact, a coronization
of lower content regular sets with finite Hausdorff measure in terms of Ahlfors regular
sets was given in [AV21]. Here we instead coronize a general lower content regular set
(that is, with possibly non-o finite Hausdorff measure) by coronizing the Frostmann
measure coming from the first step. This means: given a lower content regular set F,
we apply Lemma 23] to obtain a doubling Frostman measure p supported on E. Next,
we run a stopping time algorithm to decompose the dyadic cubes of p intro trees, where
the density of p is roughly constant. The lower regularity of E, and the fact that p is
doubling, allow us to say that the cubes where the algorithm stopped (i.e. those scale
and locations where p was not behaving like an Ahlfors regular measure) are few, in a
precise sense: the stopped cubes satisfy a Carleson packing condition. At the level of
each tree we construct an approximating Ahlfors regular measure. This completes the
coronization procedure.

In Section M we show that the property of having plenty of big projection behaves well
with our type of approximation. We are able to show that if the set £ has PBP, then the
support of each approximating measure also has PBP. By applying the aforementioned
result of Orponen, we conclude that each of the approximating measures is uniformly
rectifiable.

In Section [l we prove Theorem Since I'y 1 (E) ~ v(E) by [Tol03], Theorem L3
follows from Theorem by taking n = 2, d = 1. To prove Theorem [[.6] we first use
the results from Sections BH4 to obtain a family of uniformly rectifiable measures ap-
proximating the Frostman measure p on our set with PBP. Uniform rectifiability implies
that the approximating measures satisfy a flatness condition involving S-numbers. We
transfer the S-numbers estimates back to p, and then conclude the proof of Theorem
by using a lower bound on I',, 4 due to Prat [Pral2] and Girela-Sarrién [GS19], see
Theorem 210

In Section [6l we prove the TST for sets with PBP, Theorem [[LT0. The general strategy
is similar to that from Section [fl The two main differences are that, firstly, the flatness
condition is expressed in terms of a different type of S-numbers, and secondly, we wish
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to obtain estimates in terms H%(E), and not some capacity. In particular, here we use
the coronization from [AV21], and not the coronization of a Frostman measure.

The last two sections are dedicated to Theorem and Theorem [[7] (note that
Theorem [L5] follows from Theorem [[7]since y(E) ~ I'y 1 (E)). The strategy of the proof
of Theorem is that of Bishop and Jones [BJ97], while the proof of Theorem [L7]
follows Verdera’s [Tol14, Theorem 4.31]. A key ingredient of the original proofs is Jones’
Analyst’s TST theorem [Jon90], which here is replaced by Theorem [L.I0l

In Appendix [A] we construct a doubling Frostman measure supported on a lower con-
tent regular set. We use this modified Frostman measure in the proof of Theorem
The idea of the proof is rather simple: the doubling condition is broken if two neighbour-
ing cubes have very unequal amount of mass. We fix this by recursively redistributing
“the wealth”, that is, the mass, form the cubes which are too wealthy, to the poorer
ones. We are grateful to Tuomas Orponen for helping us with the construction.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. We gather here some notation and some results which will be used later
on. We write a < b if there exists an constant C' such that a < Cb. If the constant C
depends on a parameter ¢, we write a <; b. By a ~ b we mean a < b < a.

For two subsets A, B C R", we let dist(A, B) := infsc 4 pep |a — b|. For a point z € R"
and a set A C R", dist(z, A) := dist({z}, A) = infseca | — a|. The cardinality of a set A
is denoted by #A.

We write B(z,r) :== {y € R" : |x —y| < r}, and, for A > 0, AB(x,r) := B(z, \r).
At times, we may write B to denote B(0,1). When necessary we write By(z,r) to
distinguish a ball in R™ from one in R, which we may denote by Bg(z,r). Given a ball
B, we denote by r(B) its radius.

If 4 is a Radon measure on R", then the d-dimensional density of p in the ball
B = B(x,r) is
p(B(z,r))

0,(B) = O,(a,r) = 5=
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We denote by G(n,d) the Grassmannian, that is, the manifold of all d-dimensional
linear subspaces of R™. A ball in G(n,d) is defined with respect to the standard metric

dg(V,W) = ||my — 7TWH0p-

Recall that my : R®™ — V is the standard orthogonal projection onto V. With A(n,d)
we denote the affine Grassmannian, the manifold of all affine d-planes in R™.

2.2. Dyadic lattice and Christ-David cubes. The family of dyadic cubes in R™ will
be denoted by A, and the family of dyadic cubes with sidelength £(I) = 27% by A. The
d-dimensional skeleton of I € A (i.e. the union of the d-dimensional faces of I) will be
denoted by 9,41.

The idea to consider generalized dyadic cubes, that is, nested partitions of sets with
nice properties, goes back to David [Dav88] and Christ [Chr90]. In many contexts it
is important that these generalized cubes have thin boundaries with respect to a given
measure. Since we will not need this property, we may use for example the cubes from
[KRS12]. A special case of their construction gives the following.

Lemma 2.1 ([KRS12]). Let E C R", p =1/1000 and ¢y = 1/500. Then, for each k € Z,
there is a collection Dy, of generalized cubes on E such that the following hold.
(1) For each k € Z, E = Ugep, @, and the union is disjoint.

(2) If Q1,Q2 € Uy, Dy, and Q1 N Q2 # D, then either Q1 C Q2 or Q2 C Q1.
(3) For Q € U, Di, let k(Q) be the unique integer so that Q € Dy, and set £(Q) = 5p*.
Then there is xg € @ such that

B(zg,col(Q))NE CQ C B(xg,l(Q)).

We introduce some notation related to cubes. Given two integers k < [, we set
Dl = Ul Di. If R € D, we will denote the descendants of R by

DR)={Q €D : QCR},

and Di(R) = D(R) N Dy. On the other hand, Q' will denote the parent of Q, i.e. the
unique cube such that £(Q) = pf(Q') and Q C Q'.

The child-parent relation endows D with a natural tree structure. We will say that a
collection 7 C D is a tree if

e 7 C D(R) for some R € T. This maximal cube R will be called the root of T.
e for any Q € T we also have P € T for all cubes P € D with Q C P C R, where
R is the root of T.

The minimal cubes of T will be called its stopping cubes.
For every QQ € D we set B(Q) := B(zq, col(Q)) and Bg = B(xg,£(Q)), so that

B(Q)NE CQ C Bg.

Note that if P C @, then 2Bp C 2By,.
Given a Radon measure p and a cube @@ € D, we define the d-dimensional density as

Q)
0

9#(@) =
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2.3. Lower content regular sets. Recall that a set E C R" is lower content (d,c;)-
regular if, for all balls B centered on F,

HL (E N B) > eyr(B)Y.
We show below that sets with d-PBP are lower content regular.

Lemma 2.2. Let E C R" be a set with d-PBP with constants § > 0. Then E is lower
content d-reqular with constant ¢ ~q 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we identify V with R?. For an arbitrary e; > 0, let B
be a family of balls in R? so that 3" g cgr(B')? < Hé(mv (E N B)) — €1. Note that, since
these are balls in a d-plane, HY(B' N7y (B N E)) <q r(B')%. Let § be the parameter
with which F satisfied d-PBP. Fix a ball B centered on E, with r(B) < diam(FE), and
a plane V in B(Vp,d). Then,

or(B)* <HY(mv(E N B))
<> HYmv(ENB)NB') <a Y, r(B) < CHYxv(ENB)) + Ce
B'eB B’'eB
< C"HY (my(E N B)) + Cey.
Now, since 7y is 1-Lipschitz and e; was arbitrary, we obtain the lemma. The lower

content regularity constant ¢ depends only on § and d, since C in the above display only
depends on d. O

2.4. Frostman measure associated to E. In Appendix[Alwe construct a particularly
nice Frostman measure supported on a lower content regular set E. Its properties are
listed in the lemma below.

Lemma 2.3. Let E C R™ be a compact lower content (d,cy)-reqular set. Then, there
exists a measure pu with supp i C E satisfying the following properties:
(1) W(E) = HI(E) 2 c1 diam(E)?,
(2) p has polynomial growth, that is, there exists a constant Cy; > 1 such that for all
z € FE and 0 < r < diam(F) we have

u(B(z,r)) < Cyr,

(3) w is doubling, that is, there exists a constant Cg, > 1 such that for all x € E and
0 < r < diam(F) we have

,U'(B(x727a)) < CdbM(B(x7r)) (2'1)

(4) the d-dimensional density of p is almost monotone, that is, there exists a constant
A > 1 such that if P,Q € D, and P C Q, then

0u(P) < A6,(Q).

In the above, Cy may depend only on d,n, while Cg, and A may also depend on the
LCR-constant c;.

Observe that thanks to (Z2.10), if £ is lower content regular and D is the associated
David-Christ lattice, then for all Q € D

Q) < p(2Bq) Sep M(B(Q)) < pu(Q). (2.2)
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2.5. Quantitative rectifiability and S-numbers. Recall that one of the quantitative
notions of rectifiability introduced by David and Semmes in [DS91] is given by the big
pieces of Lipschitz graphs condition.

Definition 2.4. An Ahlfors d-regular set £ C R™ has big pieces of Lipschitz graphs
(BPLG) if there exist constants Cp, L > 0 such that for any = € F and 0 < r < diam(F)
there exists a Lipschitz graph I' C R™ with Lip(I') < L and

HYE N B(z,r)NT) > Core. (2.3)

In [DS93b] David and Semmes conjectured that for Ahlfors regular sets, the PBP and
BPLG conditions are equivalent. This was confirmed in a recent breakthrough result of
Orponen [Orp21].

Theorem 2.5 (|Orp21]). Suppose that a set E C R™ is Ahlfors d-regular. Then, it has
d-PBP if and only if it has BPLG.

We recall different variants of S-numbers that we will use.

Definition 2.6 (Jones). Let £ C R"™ and B a ball. Define
1
d . .
B)=——— f dist(y, L) : EnNB}.
Fpoo(B) = gy i supldist(y, L) sy € EN B}

For z € R™ and r > 0 we set also [5’%700(3:,7“) = ﬁ%m(B(x,r)), and we will use the same
notation for other types of g-numbers, defined below. We will also usually omit the
superscript d.

Definition 2.7 (David-Semmes). Let u be a Radon measure on R", B C R" a ball, and
1 <p < oo. The LP variant of Jones’ S-numbers is defined as

. 1 dist(y, L) \" z
'Blcip(B) _Leié{l(fz,d) (T(B)d/3< r(B) ) d,u(y)) .

The following is a special case of a classical result of David and Semmes.

Theorem 2.8 ([DS91]). Let E C R™ be a bounded Ahlfors regular set with BPLG, and
let u= Hd]E. Then, there exists a constant C, depending only on n,d, and the BPLG
and Ahlfors reqularity constants of E, such that

diam(E) d
/E/o Buz(x,m)? rdu(w) < Ou(E).

r

Together with Theorem this gives the following.

Corollary 2.9. If an Ahlfors regular set E has PBP, then the surface measure jp = H%|g
satisfies

diam(F) 9 dr
LI Beaten? i) < o), (2.4
where C' > 0 depends only on n,d, and the PBP and Ahlfors regularity constants of F.

The estimate (Z4)) is extremely useful for estimating I', 4(E) due to the following
result.
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Theorem 2.10 ([Pral2l [GS19]). Let E C R™ be compact. Then,

Ina(E) 2 sup{u(E) : p€ F(E)}, (2.5)

where F(E) is the set of Radon measures with supppu C E satisfying the polynomial
growth condition

w(B(z,r)) <r?  for all x € supp pu and r > 0,

and the flatness condition

//OOO Buvg(x,r)Q Ou(z,r) %du(x) < u(E).

The theorem above is a combination of two results. Prat [Pral2| related the capacity
I'), ¢ with the supremum over measures whose Riesz transform is in L?, whereas Girela-
Sarrién [GS19] proved that this Riesz transform condition is true for measures p € F(E).
Prat’s result was first proved by Tolsa [Tol03] for d = 1, n = 2, and by Volberg [Vol03]
in the case d = n — 1. The result of Girela-Sarriéon was first shown for d = 1, n = 2, by
Azzam and Tolsa [AT15]. Finally, let us mention that while (Z35]) holds for all 1 < d < n,
in the codimension-1 case d = n — 1 an estimate converse to (23] is also known to be
true. This was shown for d = 1 by Azzam and Tolsa [Tol05, [AT15] and for general d € N
by Tolsa and the first author [DT21], [Tol21]. Whether the same is true in codimension
larger than 1 is an open problem.

In the statement of Theorem [[L.T0l we used the content S-numbers of Azzam and Schul,
which we recall below. For 1 < p < oo and A C R™ Borel, we define the p-Choquet
integral as

/ f(2)P dHE (2) = /OO Hi({z € At f(z) > t}) .
A 0

We refer the reader to [Mat95] for more details on Hausdorff measures and content and
to Section 2 and the Appendix of [AS18] for more details on Choquet integration.

Lemma 2.11 ([AS18, Lemma 2.3]). Let E C R" be either compact or bounded and open
so that HU(E) > 0, and let f >0 be continuous on E. Then for 1 < p < oo,

1 d 1 d %
T J, F S (—Hgo /. fpcmoo>

Definition 2.12 (Azzam-Schul). Let 1 < p < oo, E C R” and B a ball. For a d-
dimensional plane L define

dp B 1 dist(y, L) P g
E (B,L) = (T(B)d /EﬂB( r(B) ) ngo(y)) . (2.6)

Then S37(B) = inf e agn.a) B3 (B, L).
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3. CORONIZATION OF LOWER CONTENT REGULAR SETS BY AHLFORS REGULAR SETS

In this section we consider multiscale approximations of lower content regular sets
in terms of Ahlfors regular sets. We distinguish two cases: sets of finite measure, and
general sets, possibly with non o-finite #%measure. A coronization of sets with finite
measure was proven in [AV21]; the general case is new.

Remark 3.1. The key difference between the two approximation results is the following.
In the finite measure case, the packing estimate (B.1I]) involves diameters of cubes and
the Hausdorff measure of the set. In the general case, we use the Frostman measure u
from Lemma 23] and the packing estimate (3.6]) involves the p-measure of cubes and
the p-measure of the set. It seems unlikely either of the results implies the other.

Throughout this section, D will denote the Christ-David cubes from Lemma 2.T] on
a fixed lower content regular set E. Recall that A denotes the family of usual dyadic
cubes on R", and 9,1 is the d-dimensional skeleton of I € A.

3.1. Finite measure case. The following approximation result will be used in the proof
of Theorem [L.I0

Proposition 3.2 ([AV21], Main Lemma). Let N > 0 be an integer, and E C R™ be a
compact lower content (d,cy)-regular set. Let Qo € Dy and Dév = Ué\;o{Q eD, : QC
Qo}. Then, there exists a family Top = Top(IN) C Dév such that for any R € Top we
have a tree of cubes denoted by Tree(R) with root R, the trees partition D(]]V

DY = U Tree(R),
ReTop
and this partition has the following properties:

(1) There exists a constant n = n(d,c1) so that

> UR) <0 HY(Qo), (3.1)
ReTop
and n — 0 ascl—>d1
(2) Given R € Top set
dn(e) =  inf | (HQ) + dist(r. Q) (3.2)

For any A > 4 and 7 > 0, there is a collection €r C A of disjoint dyadic cubes
covering ABr N E such that the approzimating set

FR = U adI,
1€6R
satisfies:
(a) T'r is Ahlfors d-regular with constants depending on A, T,d, and c;.
(b) We have
ABRNEC |J I C2ABg. (3.3)
1€6R

IThis is not explicitly stated in [AV21], but it can be deduced from the proof, specifically see (3.4),
(3.5) and (3.10) there.
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(¢) E is close to T'p in ABR in the sense that

dist(z,T'r) < 7dr(z) for allz € EN ABp. (3.4)
(d) The dyadic cubes in €r satisfy
UI)~T ian’dR(x) for all I € €g. (3.5)
re

3.2. The general case. In the following subsections we prove the following proposition,
which is similar to Proposition B.2, with the key difference that we do not assume our
set to have finite Hausdorff d-dimensional measurdd

Proposition 3.3. Let N > 0 be an integer and E C R™ be a lower content (d, ¢1)-regular
set. Let p be the Frostman measure on E constructed in Lemma [23. Let Qo € Dy and
DY :=UY_{Q € Dy : Q C Qo}. Then, there exists a family Top = Top(N) C DY such
that for any R € Top there is a tree of cubes denoted by Tree(R) with root R, the trees
partition DY

DY = U Tree(R),

ReTop
and this partition has the following properties:
(1) We have
Y Ou(R)p(R) < 26,(Qo)(Qo)- (3.6)

ReTop

(2) For every R € Top and @ € Tree(R) we have 1(Q) ~c, 0,(R)((Q).
(3) Given R € Top, there is a collection €r of dyadic cubes covering 2Br N E such
that the approrimating set

FR = U 8dI,
1€6R
satisfies:
(a) Tr is Ahlfors d-regular, with Ahlfors regularity constants depending on n,d
and cy.
(b) We have

2BRNEC |J I C6Bg.
I€%r

(c) E is close to I'g in 2BpR in the sense that if x € EN2Bg, then
dist(z,T'r) < dr(x),

where dr(x) is as in (3.2).
(d) The dyadic cubes I € € satisfy

oI) ~ irelg dr(x).

2Remark that, although H%(E) < oo is not explicitly assumed in Proposition B2} in the infinite
measure case that proposition gives no information, since the packing condition (BJ)) is vacuous.
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(4) For every R € Top there exists an Ahlfors reqular measure v such that v =
gHYr,, with g ~ 0,(R)1r,, and we have

¢(R) -
S GueBolu@ S [ [ Bl Tavla) + 0, (R (37)

QETree(R)

We will prove this proposition in the next few subsections. We fix N > 0, E C R",
and Qg € Dy as above. For simplicity, we allow the implicit constants in the estimates
below to depend on n,d and ¢y, without further mentioning it.

3.3. Stopping time argument. We begin by conducting a stopping time argument
which will be used later on to define the collection Top.

Let R € DY. We will say that Q € LDo(R) (here LD stands for “low density”) if
Qe DY, Q C R, and

0,(Q) < 70.(R),

where 7 = p? = 1076, The refined family LD(R) consists of the maximal cubes from
LDo(R) (i-e., cubes @ € LDg(R) which are not properly contained in any other cube
from LDg(R)). We define also

End(R):{QeDN :QCcR, Qn P:@}.
PELD(R)
Finally, we set
Stop(R) = LD(R) U End(R),
and

Tree(R) = {Q € DY : Q C R, there exists P € Stop(R) such that P C Q}.

It follows immediately from the definition that Stop(R) is a family of pairwise disjoint
cubes covering R. Moreover, R ¢ LD(R) by the definition of LD¢(R), and R € End(R)
if and only if R € Dy. Observe also that Stop(R) C Tree(R).

In the lemma below we show that p is d-Ahlfors regular at the scales and locations of
Tree(R). This will be useful later on in the construction of an Ahlfors regular approxi-
mating measure v.

Lemma 3.4. Let R € DYY. Then, for all Q € Tree(R)
T0u(R) S 04(Q) S 0u(R).

Proof. The upper estimate 0,(Q) < 0,(R) follows immediately from property (@) in
Lemma 23] and the fact that Q C R.

To see the lower bound 760,(R) < 6,(Q), note that this is obvious for @ € Tree(R) \
LD(R): for such cubes we have

9#(@) > Teu(R),
by the stopping time condition of LDy(R).
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Assume now that @

Tree(R) \ LD(R), so tha

€ LD(R), and denote the parent of @ by Q'. Then, Q' €
t0,(Q"
p (@10 that 6,(Q) Z 6,(Q

Q") > 76,(R). But now we see by the doubling property of
, so that

0,(Q) 2 0,(Q") = T0,(R).

i
g

0

3.4. Coronization. We are ready to decompose D} into trees using the stopping time
argument of the previous subsection.

We define the family Top by induction. Set Topy = {Qo}. Assume that Top; has
already been defined for some k > 0, and let R € Top,. If R € Dy, we set Next(R) = .
Otherwise, we define

Next(R) = {Q € D}’ : Q' € LD(R)}.
An equivalent definition is that Next(R) consists of cubes Q € D} satisfying Q ¢ Tree(R)
but Q! € Tree(R).

We define

Topy 1 = U Next(R).
ReTopy,
Note that for each k the family Top, consists of pairwise disjoint cubes. Observe also
that there exists 1 < kg < N such that Topy, # <, and then Top, = & for all k > ko.

We define
ko

Top = U Topy,.
k=0
Remark that
DY = U Tree(R),
ReTop
and the sum above is disjoint.

3.5. Packing condition. Now we prove the packing condition (B6). First, we claim
that the p-densities of cubes in Top decay geometrically:

0u(R) < p*0,(Qo) for R € Topy, 0 <k < ko.

Indeed, this follows from a simple induction argument: it is true for k = 0 because
Topy = {Qo}. If R € Top,,, then R! € LD(P) for some P € Top,,. Since 6,(P) <
p"0,(Qo) by the inductive assumption, we get from the definition of LD(P) that
WR) _ (R
R) = <
S TR
which closes the induction.
Consequently,

= P_l‘gu(Rl) < P_lTeu(P) = pOu(P) < PkHGM(QO)?

ko ko ko
SN 0uRuR) <> Y pF0.(Qo)u(R) <D p40,(Qo)1(Qo),
k=0

k=0 RcTopy, k=0 RcTopy,

where in the last estimate we used the fact that for each k the cubes in Top,, are pairwise
disjoint and contained in Qy. Recalling that p = 0.001, this concludes the proof of (3.4]).
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3.6. Regularizing trees. Fix R € D{'. In what follows, it will be more convenient
to work with regular trees, in the sense that nearby stopping cubes have comparable
sidelengths. In order to regularize Tree(R) we will use a technique from [DS91] which is
nowadays considered fairly standard. It will also be useful to work with certain cubes
neighboring R. We provide the details below.

We define the set of cubes neighboring R as

N(R)={R €D : {R')=4{R), R N2Br # o} (3.8)
Note that R € N(R). We define also an extended version of D(R):
D.(R)= | D®),
R'eN(R)
and
DY ={Q € D.(Qy): Q € Dy, 0 <k < N}.

Now we perform the regularization algorithm. Given x € R" set

dn(x) = _inf  dist(z,Q) + £(Q)

and for Q € D set
1
dr(Q) = max (55 inf dn(2),5p" ).

where the parameter p = 1/1000 comes from the definition of D. Observe that the
quantity dg(Q) is monotone in the sense that if P C @, then dr(P) > dr(Q).
We define Reg, (R) to be the family of maximal cubes @ € D, (R) satisfying

U(Q) < dr(Q). (3.9)

Note that the "5p™"" term in the definition of dp(Q) ensures that the inequality above
is satisfied by all Q € Dy, so that Reg,(R) C D.(R) N DY. Observe that the cubes in
Reg, (R) are pairwise disjoint, by maximality, and also

U @= U R >2BrNE. (3.10)
Q€Reg, (R) R'eN(R)

Lemma 3.5. If Q € Reg,(R) and x € 5Bq, then dr(x) ~ ¢(Q). Consequently, if
Q, P € Reg,(R), and 5Bg N5Bp # &, then £(Q) ~ ((P).

Proof. Let @@ € Reg,(R) and = € 5Bg. First we show that dr(z) > ¢(Q). By the
definition of Reg, (R), we have £(Q) < dr(Q), so it suffices to show that dr(z) > dr(Q),
that is

1.
dr(z) > max (% ylgng(y)’5pN).

Suppose the maximum above is achieved by 5pV, i.e. dr(Q) = 5p~. Then, the
estimate dg(x) > 5p" is clear by the definition of dg(z), since Tree(R) C D§'.
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Assume now that dp(Q) = 2% infyeq dr(y). Since the function dpg is 1-Lipschitz, we
have

Sdn(®) > o dn(r) — 5oldn(®) — dr(rq)| > 5odn(rg) — osH(Q)
> o inf dily) - 10Q) = dr(@) - 4@ > JUQ)

Hence, dr(z) > 154(Q).
We move on to the estimate dg(z)
@ is a maximal cube satisfying ¢(Q)

1 . 1 .
UQ") > dr(Q") = max (55 inf dr(y) 50") 2 55 inf dn(y).

Let y € Q' be such that £(Q') > 1/20dg(y). Since z,y € 2Bg1, we may use the
1-Lipschitz property of dg to conclude that

2(Q). Recall that, by the definition of Reg, (R),

<
< dr(Q). In particular, Q' satisfies

(QY) 2 godnly) > 5dnl@) — 5o ldn(y) — dn(x)| > sodn(z) — oHQ").
Thus, £(Q) = Q") Z dn(x). O

For every R € Top we define the extended, regularized “tree” as
Tree,(R) = {Q € D«(R) : there exists P € Reg,(R) such that P C Q}.

The family Tree.(R) might not be a “true” tree since we cannot guarantee that all
@ € Tree,(R) are contained in R. Nevertheless, it is a union of a bounded number of
trees, each of the form Tree,(R) ND(R'), R' € N(R).

Remark that since Reg,(R) C DY, we also have Tree.(R) C DY. Below we prove
that Tree,(R) is larger than the original tree Tree(R).

Lemma 3.6. We have Tree(R) C Tree.(R).

Proof. 1t suffices to show that each @) € Stop(R) contains some P € Reg,(R). To this
end, observe that if x € @), then from the definition of dg we have dr(z) < £(Q). It
follows that

There are two cases to consider.
Case Q € Stop(R) N Dy. Then dr(Q) = 50" = £(Q), so Q satisfies (39), while
0(QY) > 5pN = dr(Q'), so that Q' does not satisfy (33). Consequently, Q € Reg,(R).
Case Q € Stop(R) N DY . Then we have

1
(Q) > max (;—?,M) > dR(Q),
so that @ does not satisfy ([3.9). Taking into account ([BI0) we get that there exists
P € Reg,(R) such that P C Q. O

Recall that in Lemma B4 we proved that p is Ahlfors regular at the scales and
locations of Tree(R). In the lemma below we show that despite enlarging Tree(R) to its
regularized version Tree,(R) we did not lose this property.
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Lemma 3.7. For each Q) € Tree,(R) we have
TOu(R) S 0,(Q) S Ou(R). (3.11)

Proof. If @ € Tree(R), then this was already shown in Lemma B4l Suppose that
Q € Tree,(R) \ Tree(R). Let P € Reg,(R) be such that P C Q. By Lemma we
have dg(zp) ~ ¢(P). By the definition of dr(zp) there exists P’ € Tree(R) such that
dr(xzp) ~ dist(xp, P') + £(P'). Hence,
{(P) ~ dist(xp, P") + £(P"). (3.12)
If 4(P) < £(Q) let Q" € Tree(R) be the ancestor of P’ with £(Q") = £(Q), otherwise
set Q' = P’. We claim that
U(Q') ~ Q).
This is clearly the case if /(P’) < £(Q). On the other hand, if Q" = P’, then 4(Q') =

L(P") > £(Q), and at the same time ¢(P’) < ¢(P) < £(Q). This shows that £(Q") ~ £(Q).
Recalling (.12 we get that

dist(Q, Q") £ Q) ~ UQ).
Hence, Bg C CBgr C 2CBg for some C' ~ 1. The estimate (B.I1]) then follows from the
fact that it is satisfied by @’ (which was shown in Lemma [34]) and from the doubling
property of pu.
O

The following auxiliary result will be useful later on.

Lemma 3.8. There exists Cy > 1, with Cy ~ 1, such that for any Q € Tree.(R) and
P € Reg,(R) satisfying 2Bp N2Bg # @ we have

P C2Bp C CyBg.

Proof. To prove the lemma it suffices to show that /(P) < 4(Q). If £(Q) > ¢(P), we are
done. Assume ¢(Q) < pl(P), so that QQ C 3Bp.

By the definition of Tree.(R), there exists ' € Reg,(R) such that @ C Q. In
particular, we have B N3Bp # @, and since @', P € Reg,(R), we get from Lemma 37
that £(P) ~ £(Q") < 4(Q). O

3.7. Construction of I'p and the approximating measure v. In this subsection
we construct a d-Ahlfors regular set I'g that approximates E at the level of Tree,(R).

Recall that A denotes the family of usual half-open dyadic cubes in R™. For each
Q € Tree,(R) set

Ag={TeA : UQ)/2<II)<lQ), INQ # T}
In particular,
Qc |J Ic2B,. (3.13)
Iehg
We define also
Qr= |J 8,

IEAQ
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where 041 denotes the d-dimensional skeleton of I € Ag. Observe that
Qr C 2Bg, (3.14)

and
H(Qr) ~ £(Q)" (3.15)
because H(041) ~ £(Q)? for each I € Ag, and #Ag < 1.

Finally, we set
Cr = U AQ

Q€EReg, (R)
and
= | @r= | ol
Q€Reg, (R) Ie%r
Note that
I'rc |J 2Bg C6Bg, (3.16)
R'eN(R)

by (BI4) and the definition of N'(R) [38]). At the same time, by (BI0) we have

2BRNEC J I
SF

This gives property (b) from Proposition B3]
Property (c) is also easy to establish: if x € E' N 2Bpg, then there is a unique @ €
Reg,(R) with x € ). Hence,

dist(z,T'gr) < dist(z,Qr) < U(Q) ~ dr(x),

where in the last estimate we used Lemma

Property (d) follows immediately from Lemma 3.5

Now we turn to property (a): Ahlfors regularity of I'g. To simplify notation, below
we drop the subscript and we write I' instead of I'g.

We begin by showing that although the family % is not necessarily disjoint, it is not
too far off: it has bounded intersection.

Lemma 3.9. We have

> g ~1r. (3.17)
Q€EReg, (R)

Proof. Observe that if Q, P € Reg, (R) are such that 2BgN2Bp = &, then QrNFPr = &,
by B.14).

It may happen that Qr N Pr # @ for Q, P € Reg,(R) such that 2By N 2Bp # .
However, for any fixed Q € Reg,(R) there is only a bounded number of P € Reg,(R)
where this can happen, by Lemma 3.5l O

The set I' approximates E at the scales and locations of Tree,(R). Now we also
define an Ahlfors regular measure v approximating p. To that end, we define a density
g:T — R, so that v = g H%r.

For each @ € Reg,(R) we define gg : I' = R as

@)
9Q = Hd(Q[‘) ]lQr’
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so that
[ 90 a1 = (@), (3.18)
Note also that
9@ ~ 0,(Q)1gr ~ 0. (R) gy, (3.19)
by (BI5) and Lemma 3.7
Set
9= . 49q
Q€Reg, (R)
and
v=gHr. (3.20)

Remark that for any x € T’
9@)= 3 00l@) OB Y o) ~u(R)
QCReg, (R) QEReg, (R)
where in the last estimate we used (B.17)). It follows that
v=0,(R)- hHr, (3.21)
where h(z) = g()/0,(R) ~ 1r.

Lemma 3.10. The measure v constructed above is d-Ahlfors regular. More precisely,
forz €T and 0 < r < diam(I") we have

v(B(z,r)) ~ 0u(R) rd. (3.22)

In consequence, I' is a d-Ahlfors reqular set, with constants depending only on n,d, and
C1.

Proof. Fix x € T, and let Q € Reg,(R) be a cube such that x € Qr; if @ is non-unique,
just choose one.
First we check that v is upper Ahlfors regular. Assume that 0 < < ¢(Q). Then,

EID
B = S [ gt S > [ oumn an
PeReg, (R) " B(®r) PecReg, (R), Pr0B(z,r)#2 * B@T)
= 0,(R) > HY(Pr N B(x,7)) S 0,(R) > re,
PcReg, (R), PrNB(z,r)#2 PcReg, (R), PrNB(z,r)#2

where in the last estimate we used the fact that each Pr is upper Ahlfors regular. To
estimate the last term above, note that B(x,r) C 2B and so B(x,r) may intersect only
a bounded number Pr, P € Reg,(R), by (8.14) and Lemma Hence,

v(B(z,r)) S 0u(R) Z rd ~ 0,.(R) re,
PcReg, (R), PrNB(z,r)#2
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Now suppose that ¢(Q) < r < diam(T").

B = Y [ gpani< 3 [ g ant
PcReg, (R) B(z,r) PeReg, (R), PrNB(z,r)#2
(ENE)
= ) u(P).

PcReg, (R), PrNB(z,r)#2
Let Q" € Tree,(R) be the minimal cube satisfying @ C Q' and ¢(Q’) > r. Note that
Q") ~ r, and B(xz,r) C 2Bg. If P € Reg,(R) satisfies Pr N B(z,r) # &, then in
particular we have 2Bp N 2Bg # @&. Thus, by Lemma B.8, we have P C CyBgr. In
consequence,

V(B(z,1)) < 5 u(P) < 1(CoBgy) ~ n(Q),
PeReg, (R), PrNB(z,r)#2

where in the last estimate we used the doubling property of p. We have u(Q') ~
0,(R)((Q")? by Lemma 37l Since £(Q’) ~ r, we get the desired upper bound

v(B(z,7)) S 0,(R) rd.

We turn to the lower regularity of v. The proof at scales 0 < r < 20/4(Q) is very
similar to the one before. We have

B19)
v(Blar)= 3 / gp dH® z/ 0,(R) Lo, dH
(R) B($77’) B(l‘,?")

PcReg,
= 60,(R) HYQr N B(z, 7)) ~ 0,(R)r?,

where in the last line we used Ahlfors regularity of Qr.
Concerning scales 204(Q) < r < diam(I"), we proceed as follows:

v(B(z,r)= Y / gp dH* > > /gp dH*
(R) B(z,r)

PeEReg, PcReg, (R), PrCB(x,r)

e ) u(P).

PeReg, (R), PrCB(zx,r)

Let Q" € Tree,(R) be the maximal cube satisfying Q@ C Q" and 2By C B(z,r) (such
cube exists because 2Bg C B(xz,)). Note that ¢(Q") ~ .

We claim that if P € Reg,(R) and P C @', then Pr C B(z,r) (so in particular, P
appears in the sum on the right hand side above). Indeed, we have Pr C 2Bp C 2Bg C
B(z, ), by the definition of Q’. Thus,

v(B(z,r)) > > pu(P)

PeReg*(R)v PFCB($7T)

> Yo uP) = u(@) ~ 0.(R) UQ ) ~ 0,(R) 1,

PeReg, (R), PCQ’

where we have used Lemma [37] and the fact that ¢£(Q’) ~ r. This finishes the proof of
Ahlfors egularity of v.
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As a consequence of ([B:2I) and (B3:22]) we get that I' is a d-Ahlfors regular set, with
Ahlfors regularity constants depending only on n, d, and the the lower content regularity
constant cj. ]

We have established property (a) from Proposition B3

3.8. f-numbers estimate. To complete the proof of Proposition B.3lit remains to prove
the estimate (3.7)), namely

«(R) .
> 5uaBu@ 5 [ [ Bualer)? Lavte) + 0,(Rn(R)

QETree(R)

We begin by showing the following auxiliary estimate.

Lemma 3.11. For any @ € Tree(R) we have

B2(2B0)” < Bua(CoBo)? + Q) > %mm, (3.23)
PeReg, (R),2BpCCoBg

where Cy ~ 1 is the constant from Lemma [T8.

Proof. Fix Q € Tree(R), and let Lg be a d-plane minimizing 5, 2(CoBg).

Observe that for any ) € Tree(R), the set 2Bg N E is fully covered by P € Reg,(R)
satisfying P N 2Bg # @. Indeed, this is true for R because by the definition of NV (R)
and Reg,(R) we have

2BrNE C U P.
PeReg, (R), PN2BRr#92

Since 2Bg C 2Bp, for any @ € Tree(R), the claim follows.
The observation above gives

dist(z, Lg) ?
ﬂu,Z(QBQ)Qﬁ(Q)dS 250 (W) dp(z)

dist(z, Lg) ?
< L(W) dp(x)

PcReg, (R), PN2Bo#2
2
dist(xz, L
< ) / <W> dp(x),
PeReg, (R), 2BpCCoBo ¥

where in the last line we used Lemma 3.8l
Let P € Reg,(R), 2Bp C CoBg. Then,

dist(z, Lg) ? B dist(z, Lg) ?
/P (7«@) ) dp(x) = /F (7«@ >gp<w>dﬁd<x>

dist(z, Lo) \
+/ (W) (1p(z)du(z) — gp(x)dHr () = [(P) + L(P).
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It follows that
Bu2(2Bo)*(Q)* < > I, (P) + > I(P) = S1 + Ss.
PeReg, (R),2BpCCoBqg PcReg, (R),2BpCCyBg

Estimating S; is straightforward. Recall that for P € Reg,(R) we have suppgp C
Pr C 2Bp. Hence,

B dist(z, Lg) ?
S1= ) /F <W)Q> gp (@) dH(x)

PcReg, (R), QBPCC()BQ

dist(z, Lg)
< ¥ /mBQ (T) (@) M (2)

PcReg, (

dist(z, Lg) ?

) g(x) dH(z)

B FnCOBQ< Q)
B dist(z, L) ? () ~ 2 d
[ (7@ )d (0) ~ Bua(CoBQ) Q)"

where in the last part we used our choice of Lg. This gives us the first term from the

right hand side of (3.23)).
We turn to estimating S». Let P € Reg,(R). Using the fact that [ gp dH? = u(P)
we get

L) = [ (%) (1p(w)du(a) — gr(a)dH e ()

B dist(z, Lg) 2 dist(zp, Lg) ?
-/ ((WQ> - (#) )<1p<m>du<m> — gp()dH ()

For x € PUsuppgp C 2Bp C CpBg we have

7 Q) Q) Q)
_UP) 6@ _uP)

‘ (dist(x, LQ)>2 - <dist(xp, LQ)>2‘ _ le—wp| dist(z, Lg) +dist(zp, Lo)
Q) B

Thus,
(P)
I(P) < —=u(P).
2(P) S E(Q)M( )
Summing over P € Reg,(R) with 2Bp C CyBq yields
(P
Sy < > “pP) (P).

PcReg, (}:i)7 QBPCC()BQ E(Q)

This corresponds to the second term from the right hand side of ([3.23). O
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Lemma 3.12. We have
Yo Bua@Blu(@ S D B2(CoBo)* (@) + 0,u(R) p(R). (3.24)

Q€ETree(R) Q€ETree(R)

Proof. In the previous lemma we showed that for any @ € Tree(R) we have (B.23).
Multliplying by (@) and summing over @ € Tree(R) yields

S Bu22Bo)lu@) S Y. Bua(CoBg)*u(@)

Qe Tree(R) Qe Tree(R)
P
+ Y 6.Q) > —EEQiu(P)-
QETree(R) PcReg, (R),2Bp CC()BQ
Thus, in order to obtain (3.24]) it suffices to prove that
(P
> 0@ X Gur) S0mun
Q€ETree(R) PeReg, (R),2BpCCoBg

First, recall that by Lemma 3.4 we have 6,(Q) ~ 0,(R) for all Q € Tree(R). So we only

need to show
> > mM(P) S n(R). (3.25)
QeTree(R) PcReg, (R), 2Bp CC()BQ
Changing the order of summation transforms the left hand side to

/(P
S u(p) ) ﬁ.

PcReg, (R) QETI‘BE:(]%)7 QBPCC()BQ

The inner sum is essentially a geometric series: if P € Reg,(R) is fixed, then for any
generation k € [0, N], there is at most a bounded number of @ € Tree(R) NDy such that
2Bp C CyBg (the bound depends on Cy ~ 1). Moreover, all such () necessarily satisfy
Col(Q) > ¢(P). Hence,

S u(p) ) %5@ S u(P) < u(6Bx) ~ u(R),

PcReg, (R) Q€Tree(R),2BpCCoBg PcReg, (R)

where in the last two estimates we used the fact that the cubes in Reg,(R) are pairwise
disjoint and contained in 6Bp, and also the doubling property of p. This finishes the

proof of (B.24)). O

To complete the proof of ([B.7) it remains to show the following standard estimate.

Lemma 3.13. We have

9 U(R) o dr
> B @5 [ [ Buater? Tav(@) + 6, (Ru(R).
QETree(R) r /0 "

Proof. We only sketch the proof. First, observe that for every @ € Tree(R), x € I'rN5By,
and 10Col(Q) < r < 20Cpl(Q) we have CoBg C B(z,r) and r ~ r(CyBg). By the

definition of S-numbers, this gives

Bu2(CoBg)? < Bualz, )’
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Integrating over z € I'r N 5B and 10CH{(Q) < r < QOCOE(Q) implies

20Col(Q d?"

8B5S [ [T g a2 )
TrN5Bg J10Co4(Q)

Recalling that v(I'r N 5Bg) ~ 0,(R)YHYTr N5Bg) ~ 0,(R)((Q) ~ 1(Q) and summing
over all @ € Tree(R) yields

20C0(Q d
> Bua(CoBg)mQ) /Fm5BQ/1 )2 )Q%du(x).

QcTree(R) QETree(R OCOK(Q)

Observe that every pair (z,r) € T'g x (0,¢(R)) belongs to at most a bounded number of
sets from

{(TrN5Bq, (10CHH(Q),20C(Q))) }QGME(R).

Thus,
20Col(R
5™ Ba(CoBg)u /F/ ' 8ya(a, 1) L ().

QETree(R)
Finally, it follows from the definition of S-numbers that

20Col(R dr o(T)
/FR /Z(R) 5u,2(:6,r)27 v(z) < (R)! v(TR) ~ 0,(R)u(R),

and so
L(R) d
Bu,2(C BQ Bu2(z r) —du( )+ 0, (R)u(R).
QeTrZee(R) 2(Co /FR/ 2

O

Together with Lemma this concludes the proof of ([8.7)), and of Proposition 33}

4. THE PBP PROPERTY OF APPROXIMATING SETS

In this section we show that when the set F is approximated as in Proposition B.3]
then the approximating sets inherits the PBP property, with comparable constants.

Proposition 4.1. Let E C R" be compact and with the d-PBP. Let N be an integer
and let Top be a family of cubes as in Proposition [3.2 or Proposition zal. Then, for
every R € Top the set I'r has d-PBP, with PBP constants depending only on n,d, and
the PBP constants of E.

We first need to prove the following technical lemma.
Lemma 4.2. Let [ € A, and V € G(n,d). Then,
7'('\/([) Cﬂ'v(adf). (4.1)

3Note that we may apply either proposition to FE thanks to Lemma[2.2] which says that d-PBP implies
lower content d-regularity with constant depending on that of the PBP property.
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Proof. Let p € my(I). Then W := m~'({p}) is an (n — d)-dimensional plane intersecting
1. We are going to show that

W No. # 2, (4.2)

so that p € my(941), and in consequence (@.T) holds.
By rotating and translating, we may assume that

W =span(ey,...,en—q) = {(1,...,2y-q,0,...,0) : (z1,...,Zp_q) € Rn_d}.
In this coordinates, the cube I can be described by a system of inequalities
I={zeR":a<Lz<b},

for some orthogonal matrix L € SO(n) and some vectors a = (a;)i=1,.., € R" and
b= (a;+£(I))i=1,.n € R" (note that before the rotation and translation, we would have
L =id,, and a a vector consisting of dyadic numbers).

Recall that all d-dimensional faces of I are of the following form: for any choice of
indices A, B C {1,...,n} with ANB =@ and #(AU B) =n — d we set

F(A,B)={zeR":a<Lx<ba=L;-xforic A L;-x=»b; forie B}.

Above, L; denotes the i-th row of L. This is a one-to-one representation, in the sense
that for any such A, B we get a d-dimensional face of I, and each d-dimensional face F’
satisfies F' = F(A, B) for a unique choice of A and B.

Recalling W = span(eq,...,e,_q), we get that

INW={z=(2,0eR"?*x {0} : a< Lz <b}+#02.

Let L' be a rectangular (n — d) X d-matrix obtained by taking the first (n — d) columns
of L. Then,

INW={z=(2',0)eR"¥x {0} : a <Lz’ <b},
and so I N W might be identified with the (non-empty) polytope
P = {x/ c Rn—d ca< le/ < b}

Let v/ € P be a vertex of P, i.e., a 0-dimensional face of P. We claim that the point
v = (v,0) € R"% x {0}¢ belongs to some d-dimensional face of I. Since it clearly lies
on W, this will give (Z.2]).

Since v’ is a vertex of P, we get that there exist sets of indices A, B C {1,...,n} with
ANB =g and #(AU B) =n — d such that

a; =L,V forie A, L.-v' =b; forie B,

where L} denotes the i-th row of L'. Note that the property #(A U B) = n — d follows
from the fact that v’ should be a unique solution to the equations above (a 0-dimensional
face is a single point), and we are in R"¢. We do not claim that the choice of A
and B is unique, but we do not care. Finally, observe that the remaining inequalities
a; < Lo <b;, i €{1,...,n}\ (AU B) must also be satisfied since v € P.

It remains to observe that v = (v/,0) € F(A, B)NW because Lv = L'v'. In particular,
v € Ogl N W, which gives ([@.2]). O
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Lemma 4.3. Let E C R" be compact and lower content (d,cy)-regular. Let N be an
integer and let Top be a family of cubes as in Proposition [3.3 or Proposition [3.2. For
every R € Top, Q € Tree(R) and V € G(n,d) we have

Wv(Q) C ﬂv(rR N B(mQ, CK(Q)),
where C > 1 is absolute.

Proof. By property (b) from Proposition or .3, we have @ C Ujeq, I. Denote by
%' (Q) the subfamily of € consisting of cubes intersecting Q.

Fix I € €(Q) and let y € I N Q. Note that by the property (d) of our approximation
we have

() ~ inf dr(@) < dr(y) = | _inf  (E(P) + dist(y, P) < Q).

where we used that y € @ € Tree(R). In particular, I C B(zg, C¢(Q)) for some absolute
C > 1, and so
U 8af cTrN Bz, CUQ)).
Ie?(Q)
Together with Lemma we get

ﬂv(Q) C U 7'('\/([) C U ﬂv(adf) C ﬂv(FRﬂB(xQ,CE(Q))).
1€%(Q) 1e7(Q)

We are ready to prove Proposition 411

Proof of Proposition[f.1 Fix x € I'r, and let I € € be such that = € dqf (if there are
many such I, just choose one). We will show that for any 0 < r < diam(T") there exists
V4. € G(n,d) such that for all V € B(V;,,§) we have

HY(my (D N Bz, r))) > . (4.3)

Let 0 < r < C"(I) for some constant C' > 1 chosen below. Since x € 9,41, it is
immediate to see that for any V' € G(n,d) we have

HY 7y (Tr N Bz, 1)) > H(my (041 N Bz, 7)) Zcr e

So the PBP property holds trivially at small scales.

Assume now that C'¢(I) < r < diam(I'r) ~ £(R). By property (d) of the coronization,
we have

0I) ~ glfelg PE'H’LE(R) ((P) + dist(y, P).

Since I C 6Bp, this estimate lets us choose a cube @ € Tree(R) such that £(I) ~ ¢(Q) and
I C 6Bg. Let P € Tree(R) be the maximal cube satisfying Q@ C P and B(zp, Cl(P)) C
B(z,r), where C' > 1 is the constant from Lemma [£3] Such cube exists assuming C’ > 1
is large enough depending on C and the implicit constants above.

Clearly, ¢(P) ~ r. Recall that there exists a ball B(P) centered at xp € E with
r(B(P)) ~ £(P) and such that B(P)NE C P (see Lemma [ZT]). Set

Ver = Viip),
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where Vé?( P) is the d-plane coming from the PBP property of F in the ball B(P). Fix
Ve B(V},,9).

By Lemma [£.3] we have
mv(ENB(P)) C my(P) Cny(TrNxp,CUP)) C my(TrN B(x,r)).
Hence, by the PBP property of £ we have
HA(my (RN B(z,7))) > H(my (E N B(P))) 2 4(P)* ~ 72
This shows (£3), and so I'g has d-PBP. O

5. VITUSHKIN’S CONJECTURE
In this section we use Propositions [3.3] and 1] to prove Theorem

Without loss of generality, we may assume that diam(E) = 1 (this follows from scaling
[na(AE) = X1T,, 4(E) for A > 0). By Theorem 10, in order to show that I', 4(E) > 1,
it suffices to construct a measure with polynomial growth supported on F such that
w(E) ~ 1 and

I ot 0uter) Lta) S i) (5.1

Let p be the measure from Lemma 23l Then it has polynomial growth, suppu C F,
and u(E) ~ 1. We are going to show that the estimate (5.1J) is satisfied by u. In fact,
we will prove a somewhat stronger estimate.

Proposition 5.1. Let E C R™ be a compact set with d-PBP. If p is the measure from
Lemma 2.3, then

0 o dr
J| Buater)? Cdu@) < (), (52)
where the implicit constant depends only on n,d and the PBP constants.

To see that (5.2)) implies (B.1)), recall that 6,(z,r) < 1 by the polynomial growth
condition.

Observe that since we assume that diam(E) = 1, we have that Dy consists of a single
cube, namely Dy = {E}. A standard computation shows that (5.2]) is equivalent to

> Bu2(2Bo)* Q) < w(E). (5.3)
QeD

For the reader’s convenience, we sketch the proof of (B.3) = (5.2)). Observe that if
By C By are balls, and r(By) ~ r(B2), then it follows from the definition of 3,, o-numbers
that

Bu2(B1) < Bu2(Bz).
Given z € F and 0 < r < oo let @ € D be the unique cube with x € @ and pl(Q) < r <
4(Q), so that B(z,r) C 2Bg and 7(2Bg) ~ r. Then,

,8%2 ('Ia T) 5 ﬂu,2(2BQ)a
and it follows easily that

I Aot L) £ X Bua2Ba)? Q).

QeD
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Thus, our goal is to prove (5.3). Recalling that Dy = {E} for £ <0 and p(E) ~ 1, it
follows immediately that

> Bu2(2Bg)? SY DU (B ~ > p M (B S u(E).
k<0 QeDy, k<0 QeDy, k<0

So when proving (5.3]), we may concentrate on @ € Dy for k > 0. Fix some large integer
N > 1. We will show that

> Bu2(2Be)? Q) < u(E), (5.4)
QeDY

with the estimate independent of N. Letting N — oo gives the desired bound (5.3]).
We apply Proposition 3.3 to E (recall that PBP implies lower content regularity) to
obtain the decomposition
U Tree(R

ReTop
To get (5.4]) we need the following estimate.

Lemma 5.2. For any R € Top we have
Y Bu2(2Bo)? n(Q) < Ou(R)u(R), (5.5)
Q€ETree(R)
with the implicit constant depending only on n,d and the PBP constants of E.
Proof. Fix R € Top, and set I' :== I'p.
In Lemma B0 and Proposition 1] we showed that I' is an Ahflors regular set sat-

isfying d-PBP, with Ahlfors regularity and PBP constants depending only on n,d, and
the PBP constants of E. Thus, we get from Corollary 2.9 that I" satisfies

/ / 0 Bra(z,r) erde( ) < ¢(R)°
I'Jo

In the above we also use that I' C 6 Bg, by (B.10).
Recall that v was an Ahlfors regular measure supported on I" which was approximating
u, see (B:20). Recalling ([B:21), the estimate above implies

) .
/F/OZ R ,Bu72(x7r)2 %dy(w) < HM(R) K(R)d

Together with (3.7)), this gives the desired estimate (5.5]). O
Proof of (54). It immediately follows from (B5.5]) that
> Bu22Bel (@) = 3 3. Bu2(Ba)’m@ 5 3 Oul
QeDy ReTop Q€eTree(R) ReTOp

Using the packing estimate for Top cubes (IBZS]) we get
> Bua2Bel u(@) S D S n(E).
QG'DN RGTop

This finishes the proof of (&.4). O
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6. TRAVELING SALESEMAN THEOREM

In this section we prove the Analyst’s Traveling Salesman Theorem for sets with PBP,
Theorem [[LTOl To do this, we follow the same method layed out in the previous sections.

e First, we apply Proposition to the set F, recalling that the d-PBP property
implies lower content (d, 1) regularity with constant ¢; depending on the PBP
constants (Lemma [2:2)). Hence we obtain a coronization of F by approximating
Ahlfors d-regular sets I'g, for R € Top (see Proposition

e Second, we apply Proposition LT}, and transfer the d-PBP property to each of
the I'g.

e The third step is to notice that, by the result of Orponen, each I'g is uniformly
d-rectifiable with uniform constants only depending on the PBP constant.

e The final step are the § number estimates. Since we want to prove the Analyst’s
ATST Theorem[6.]], the estimates needs to be done with the -coefficients defined
in terms of Hausdorff content. Hence the estimates below do not follow from
those carried out in Section [l

Remark 6.1. We will keep careful track of the dependence of the various constants on §
(the parameters from the PBP condition). On the other hand, we will usually not keep
track of the dependence on n,d.

Our main estimate is the following.

Proposition 6.2. If E C R™ has d-PBP with parameters § > 0, then for any Qo € D,
we have

UQo) + Y BE(3B)* Q) Sna C(8) HUQ), (6.1)
Q€ED(Qo)

where C(d) — 00 as 6 — 0.
Theorem [L.T0] follows immediately from this proposition.
Proof of Theorem [L.10. First, by [AV21l (A.3)], we have that
UQo)"+ 3 B (CoBa)* UQ)" ~poo Qo) + 3 A" (3Bo)*(Q)  (62)
QRCQo QCQo

whenever Cy > 1 and 1 < p < p(d). Together with Proposition [6.2] this establishes one of
the estimates from (7). The converse inequality in (7)) follows from [AS18, Theorem
I1], see also [AV21] Theorem A.1(1)] for a more transparent statement. O

We will need the following lemma.

Lemma 6.3 (J[AS18], Lemma 2.21). Let 1 < p < oo and E1,E2 C R". Let v € E; and
fix r > 0. Take some y € Ey so that B(z,r) C B(y,2r). Assume that Ey, Ey are both
lower content d-reqular with constant c. Then

1

1 dist(y, E2)\" ’

dp Se BE(y,2r) + | = / —— =) dHe :
/BE'I ('I’T)N IBEQ (y? T) (Td E'lﬂB(:B,QT) oo(y)

r
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We now focus on proving Proposition 62l Fix F C R™ with PBP and let Qg € Dy.
Recall that for N > 0 we defined the truncated dyadic lattice as D} = UéVZO{Q €Dy :
Q C Qo}. Observe that to prove (6.1 it suffices to show

3" BEA(3B)*(Q) Sna C8) HY(Qo),

N
QeD}

with bounds independent of N > 0. The estimate £(Qo)? < 6 1H%(Qo) follows immedi-
ately from lower content regularity of F.

Consider the coronization from Lemma applied with A = 6 and sufficiently small
7, to be fixed later. Let R € Top(N). We start off by applying Lemma with Fh = F
and Fy = I'r. For Q € D, recall that xg denotes the center of (). By the definition of
Tree(R), we see that if @ € Tree(R), then there exists a dyadic cube I € € with g C I
(by Lemma B.2(2.b)). By (81), ¢(I) < 7¢(Q). Hence, we may find a point

yo € 'r  such that |zg —yg| < 4(Q), (6.3)
and we obtain that
3Bq = B(ag,30(Q)) € 6B(yq, 6(Q)) = 6B, (6.4)

This implies that for each cube @ € Tree(R) the hypotheses of Lemma [6.3] are satisfied
(with By = E, E» =T'g, 3Bq, and 6By,). Thus,

S BFBBRUQYS YD BE(6BL)2 Q)

QETree(R) QETree(R)

1 dist(y,Tr) 2 .
S

QETree(R)

We estimate I;. We denote by DI'E a family of Christ-David cubes for I'g obtained by
applying Lemma 2T to I'g. Using (6.3) it is immediate to see that for each @ € Tree(R)
there exists P € D'® with (P) ~ ¢(R) and 6B, C 3Bp, and that any P € DI'r
corresponds to at most a bounded number of @ € Tree(R). Thus, we get

ns Y BEsBr)2P).
PeDI'R

Recall that I'g is Ahlfors d-regular (Lemma [B.2]) with constant C' depending on A, 7, d
and ¢; (and thus, by Lemma [Z2] on ¢), and that it has d-PBP with parameter ~ § by
Proposition Bl Tt follows from Corollary 9 that for ur = H%|p » We have

> Bur2(B3Bp)*(P)! $- COOUR)?.

PeDrR

Since I'g is Ahlfors regular, we have (3, o(x,7) ~ Bﬁﬁ(w,r) (see §1.2 in [AS1S]), and so
the two estimates above give

L Sfr C(5)€(R)d, (6'6)

where C(6) — oo as § — 0.
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We move on to estimating I5. Recall from Proposition 8.2, (33]), that

6BRNE=ABgnEC (] I (6.7)
1€6R
For each I € €, set
F(I):={SeD : SNI+# o and pl(I) <{S)<I)}. (6.8)

Then define .#(R) = Urey,,# (1) and set Stop(R) to be the subfamily of maximal cubes
in .7 (R) (by maximality, this family is disjoint and covers .#(R)). Note that

6BRNEC |J S (6.9)

SeStop(R)
Indeed, if x € 6Br N E, then by (6.1) there is an I € ¥ so that x € I. But z
is also contained in some Christ-David cube S such that pl(I) < £(S) < ¢(I), and

thus (69) holds. Note that (6:9) trivially implies that for any @ € Tree(R) we have
6BgNE C USeSto o(R )S, since 68Bg N C 6Br N E.

For any @ € Tree(R) and = € 6Bg N E, we claim that there exists a unique cube
S € Stop(R) containing z, and it satisfies

dist(z,T'r) < 4(S). (6.10)

Indeed, by ([69]), = € S for some S € Sftgp(R), and uniqueness follows from the maxi-

mality of Stop(R). By definition, there is an I € ¥ so that SN I # & and (1) ~ £(S).
But then

dist(z,I'r) < diam(S) + diam(I) < 4(5).

We can now estimate

B dist(y,T'r) 2 d
b= 2 /GBQOE< (Q )dﬁ“’(y)

QETree(R)
©.9),6.10) 1
S > Z /E LS usE N G (6.11)
Q€ETree(R) SeStop(R Seégl/)(R) Q€ETree(R)

SN6Bo#2 6BQNS#9

where we may switch the order of summation since both sums are finite.

Fix S € Stop(R). We claim that for any & > 0 the number of cubes @ € Tree(R) N Dy,
with 6BoNS # @ is bounded by some dimensional constant. Indeed, this is clear as soon
as £(S) < £(Q) = p*. On the other hand, if £(S) > p*, then there is no Q € Tree(R)NDy,
with 6Bg NS # @. To see this, observe that 68Bg N S # @ implies dist(S, Q) < £(Q).
Also, if I € € is such that S € .Z(I), then dist(/, Q) < (1) +dist(S, Q) S 4(S) +4(Q).

Hence
B2
08) B e(n) B rinf dp(e) S H(UQ) + dist(1,Q)) S TUQ) + TL(S).

Choosing 7 > 0 sufficiently small we get that £(5) < £(Q).
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The observation above allows us to estimate the interior sum in (G.11) as a geometric

oSy E(Q)Zs >S9

SeStop(R) ?55{%% SeStop(R)

I

AN

Now, given S € Sftgp(R), we claim that
#{leCr : Se F()} ~1. (6.12)

This follows immediately from the fact that for dyadic cubes I,J as above we have
(I) = £(J) and dist(Z,J) < £(I). Hence, for each S € Stop(R) there is a bounded
number of cubes in ¢ of sidelength ~ ¢(.S) which intersect it. Finally, we may conclude

that
LS > S~ > > un
o oy I€C
SeStop(R) SeStop(R) sfyﬁr)
= 3" (D) #{S e Stop(R) : Se F(I)} < Y Ul
S USG

and hence, using the Ahlfors d-regularity of I'pg,
LS Y D~ > HYOuI) ~ HUTR) Srs UR)™ (6.13)

I€e%r S5

Putting the estimates for I; and I together with (6.0 gives

3 BE(3Bo)*(Q) <. C(O)UR), (6.14)
QETree(R)

where C'(§) — oo as § — 0. We conclude that

emma
Y sR6B2Q LT Y Y R3Be)2(Q)"

QeDl ReTop(N) QeTree(R)

©14) GBI
S0l Y UR)?T S COm T HY Qo) ~ C(OHYQo). (6.15)
ReTop(N)

This finishes the proof of Proposition 6.2l

7. DIMENSION OF WIGGLY SETS

In this section we establish our estimate for the dimension of wiggly sets with PBP,
Theorem

Through this section we will work with David-Christ cubes (Lemma [2.1]) associated
to different sets. To avoid confusion we will write D¥ to denote the system of cubes
associated to a given set £ C R™.

Recall that p(d) = 2% for d > 2 and p(d) = oo if d < 2. Theorem will follow as
an easy corollary of the following proposition.
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Proposition 7.1. Let E C R" be a closed set with d-PBP with constant § > 0 and which
is uniformly wiggly of dimension d, constant By, and with respect to the Azzam-Schul
[5’%’p—numbe7’s, where 1 < p < p(d). That is, E satisfies

fé’p(x,r) > fo forallz € E, 0 <r < diam(F).

Then
dimg(FE) > d + cf2 (7.1)

with ¢ depending on 6,p,n,d.

Proof of Theorem using Proposition [71l. Let E be as in the statement of the the-
orem. In particular, B%,oo(BQ) > (y. By [ASI8, Lemma 2.12, Lemma 2.13], we have
that

1
B o(Bq) Sa BE(Bg) ™.
d+1

Hence F is uniformly wiggly of dimension d with respect to ﬁfé’p with constant 5y ~ 557,
and (LI0) follows immediately from (7.I) with Sy replaced by f;. O

We begin the proof of Proposition [[.Il Let £ C R™ be a closed set with d-PBP, with
constant § > 0. Without loss of generality we assume E is compact, diam(E) = 1/2, so
that Dy = {F}, and E C [0,1)".

Recall that A is the standard dyadic lattice on R, and Ay = {I € A : ((I) = 27F}.
Given a dyadic cube I € A and A > 1, we will denote by Al the cube with the came
center as I and sidelength A¢(I).

Recall that p = 1/1000 and that for Q € DE we have £(Q) = 5p™, see Lemma 211
Given k > 0 let j(k) be the unique integer such that 277%) < 5pF < 277+ We set

AW(E) ={I€ D4y : INE#£2}. (7.2)

We defined j(k) in such a way that if I € Ax(E) and Q € DE then (1) < (Q) < 2¢(1).
In particular, £(I) ~ pF.
Set

Ey,:= |J o, (7.3)
IEAL(E)

where 041 is the d-dimensional dyadic skeleton of I.

Lemma 7.2. For every k > 0 the set Ey has d-PBP (with constant §' ~ 6).

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition [A1] although here the situation is
much simpler. Let z € Ej, and 0 < r < diam(E). Let I € Ag(FE) be such that x € 9;1.
If 0 < <2790 ~ diam(I), then for all V € G(n, d)

H(my (B 0 B(x, 7)) > H 7y (841 N Bz, 7)) = 7%

On the other hand, if » > 277(%) then there exists y € E with B(y,r/C) C B(z,r), and
such that all J € Ag(E) with JN B(y,r/C) = @ satisfy J C B(z,r). Denote the family
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of such J by Ag(z,r). Then, by Lemma 2]

Hd(wv(EkﬂB(x,r)))ZHd<7rv< U adJ>>
z,r)

JEA/C( ;

Zﬂd(wv( U J))EHd(Wv(EﬁB(%C/?”)))-

JeEAK(z,r)

So for V € G(n,d) such that H(my(E N B(y,C/r))) = r¢ we also have He(my (Ey N
B(z,r))) = 7% This gives the PBP property for Ej. O

Lemma 7.3. Let k > j > 1 be integers, and let I € Aj(FE). We have

Z S BEN(Bo)(Q)" < CHI(E, N AT, (7.4)
m= ] QEDE
QN3I#£w

where A = 24, and C' depends on d,n,d and p.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that p = 2 (see [AV21, (A.3)]).
Consider a cube Q € DE with j < m < kand QN3l # @. Let P € DP be
a cube with ¢(P) = ¢(Q) and such that Bgo N Bp # @ (such a cube exists because
dist(zq, Ey) < 2-7(k) < ¢(Q)). In particular, we have 2Bg C 4Bp and we may apply
Lemma with By = E and Ey = E} to obtain

57(5) < % Be) € i + (o [ (BB g )
B APQI~ PR B P U(Q)? JaBgnE Q) A

Note that we have Bp N 111 # @ because ¢(Q) < 2((I), QN 3I # @ and BpN Bg # @.
Multiplying by £(Q)? and summing over Q@ € DZ with j < m < k and QN3 # &
yields

k

k
SN BEBAHPI S Y BE4Bp)*U(P)

m=j QED,E,; m=j Pepﬁk
QN3I£2 BpN12[42
k ) 2
1 dist(y, Ex) d d
+ / S 2R ) yd ) | e(PY = Sy + S, (7.5
22 (K(Q)d BE( G) (v) | €(P)! = S1+ Sz (7.5)
m=3 Q€D
QN3I#£0

We begin by estimating S7. Let
R={ReD/* : BRn1ll # @}.
Note that for each cube P appearing in S there exists a unique R € R such that P C R.

Observe also that all the cubes R € R are contained in 19/. Applying these observations
together with Theorem [I.10] to the set Ek and cubes R € R yields

<Y > BR(4Be < S HUR) <HUE N19T).  (7.6)
RER PED(R) RER
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We move on to estimating Sy. This estimate is similar to that of "I5" in (G.5]). First,
we use the definition of Ej and the subadditivity of Hausdorff content to get

dist(y, £x) ? 0(J)? 0(J)d+2
A%m(W) aHL(y) S > 7 HI(JN4BonE) S Y '

2 2
JEAL(E) (@) JEAL(E) 1@
JN4Bg #+0 Jﬂ4BQ;ﬁ®

It is easy to check that if Q € DE with 7 <m < k and Q N3I # @, then for J as above
we have J C 241. It follows that

g r E(J)CH—Q < Y d+2 1
2 S Z Z Z 0Qe2 -~ Z (J) Z 0°(Q)?
m=j QeDE JEAL(E) JeAL(E) QeDE
QN3I#@ JN4Bo#2 Jc24rl 0Q)>p*: 4BoNnJ#£D
DRI
JeAL(E)
Jc241l

We also have

SNt~ > HYOGT) ~ HUER N 24T).

JEAL(E) JEAR(E)
Jc241 JC241
Hence, Sy < HY(Ey, N24I). Putting this together with (Z.5) and (Z.6) gives (7.4).
O
Lemma 7.4. Let k > j > 0 be integers and I € A;(E). We have
k
d . j
Yo Y BF(BPUQ) = (k- j)Cass ", (7.7)
m=j Qepk
QN3I+£o

where C' is a constant depending only on n,d, but not on §.

Proof. Recall first that E is lower (d, ¢1)-regular (with ¢ ~ §, see Lemma[2.2]), so that in
particular He (EN3I) 2 6p¥. Let m > j. Since the balls {Bg : Q € DE, QN3I # @}
are a cover of £ N3I, we get

> UQTZ ",

QeDE
QN3I#£D

Recalling that F is uniformly wiggly we arrive at

S BE(Bo)M@Q) = 8 S HQ) = 6630,

QepkE QeDE
QN3I#£o Q3£
Summing over j < m < k gives (Z.7)). O

Recall that our aim was to prove that
dimp (E) > d + cf2.

This estimate follows immediately from Theorem 8.8 in [Mat95] and the next lemma.
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Lemma 7.5. There exists a non-zero measure p with supp u C E and such that
w(B(z,r)) < rd+eBs for x € E andr > 0,
where ¢ depends on §,p,n,d.

Proof. The construction of u will is similar to the proof of Frostman’s lemma, as in
[Mat95, Theorem 8.8]. First, we need to define a tree-like collection of dyadic cubes
intersecting £ which we will use in our construction.
Let k > j > 1 be integers, and let I € A;(E). Using (Z4]) and (Z7)) we get that

HY(E, N AD) 25 (k- 5) B3 p”. (7.8)

Let
Di(I)=Ar(ENAl) ={J €Ay : JNAINE # o}.
It follows easily from the definition of Ej (73] that
ExnAIC ) dal
JeD(I)
Hence,
HI(E, N AT S ™ #Dy(1D).

Together with (7.8]) this gives

#Dk(1) Zs (k= 5) 63 p"0 ", (7.9)

Observe that A(E) = U>o Ak(E) can be endowed with a natural tree structure, and
this structure is used in the usual proof of the Frostman’s lemma. We would like to
define a similar structure for the collections Dy(I) for I € A;(E),k > j > 0, but we
need to take extra care due to possible overlaps between collections Dy (1), Di(J) when
I,Je A](E)

To overcome this technicality, for any integers j, k with k> j > 1 and I € Aj(E) let
Dy (I) C Dg(I) be a maximal subfamily of Dy (I) such that for any Ji,Jo € D} (I) we
have A’'J; N A'Jy = @, where A" = A+ 1. Note that since for each J € D} (I) we have
J C Al, we get

U AJcAL
JeD; (I)
Moreover, since all the cubes in Dy (I) have equal sidelength, the cubes {A'J}jcp, (1)
have bounded overlap, and so it follows that

#Dy.(I) 2 #Dy(I).
Recalling ([9), we get that
#Di(I) > Ci(k — 5) By p™0 "), (7.10)

for some 0 < Cy < 1 depending on 9, p, n,d.
Let

k= [10°CT 1852,
and observe that for ¢ :== C1/10% we have

K C158 > 10° = p=2 > pmred,
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where in the last inequality we use also the fact that C1, 5y € (0,1). Hence, if k is such
that k = j + k, the inequality (ZI0) gives

HD) (1) > p i), (7.11)
We are ready to define the tree structure we will use to construct p. Set
So = Ao(E) = {[0,1)"},

where we used our assumption £ C [0,1)". Let j > 0 and assume that S; has already
been defined, that S; C Aj.(E), and that for every I, J € S;, I # J, we have A'INA'J =
@. For each I € S; we set
S(I) = DEjJrl)/i(I)a
and
Siv1= | S).
IGS]'

Note that for every J € S;; there is a unique “parent” I € S; such that J C AI (and
A'J c A'T). Moreover, for every I,J € Sjy1, I # J, we have A'INA'J = & (either [
and J have distinct parents, or they have the same parent I’ in which case we use the

definition of D{; , (I")). Finally, observe that if s := d + /32, then by (ZI1))

#S; > p % and #S(I) > p " for each I € ;. (7.12)
We are ready to construct the measure u. It is obtained as a weak limit of measures
i, 3 > 0. The definition of u; follows the usual “bottom-to-top” construction of the

Frostman measure, as in Theorem 8.8 of [Mat95].
First, we set
Iuj = pjfes L
T
= T
Assume that the measure ,ué» with 1 <14 < j has already been defined, and that for each
I € §; we have ,ué(A’I) = p™**. We define ,uéfl by modifying ,u} at the level of S;_1: for
each I € §;_1 we set

Wy = p (AT T S
Finally, we define p; = ,u?. Clearly, £;([0,1)") = 1.
Observe that the quantity used in the definition of ,ué»*l\ A/] satisfies

i—1)ks | @ - KS _ 12
pUTDsS (A D)™ = p(#S(I) ™ <L
It follows that for every ¢ < k < j and I € S we have ,ué(A’I) < {(I)®. In particular,
pi(A'T) <e(I)* forall I €S, 0<k<j. (7.13)

Let p1;, be a subsequence of u; converging weakly, and define ;2 to be the weak limit
of pj,. Since p;j(R™) =1 for all j, we also have p(R™) = 1. Using (ZI3)), a standard
argument gives

w(B(z,r)) <r® forx € R", r >0,
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see p.114 in [Mat95] for details. Finally, supp 4 C E because

supp uj C U 1.
IeAjn(E)

This completes the proof of Proposition [Z.1l

8. DENJOY’S CONJECTURE

In this section we prove Theorem [[L7. Let ¥ € R! be a compact set with d-PBP
with parameter § > 0, and let £ C ¥ be compact. Let D denote the Christ-David cubes
on X, as in Lemma 21 We are going to use Theorem 2.10] to get a lower bound on
Fpa(E).

By Frostman’s lemma (see [Toll4, Lemma 1.23]), there exists a measure p supported
on E such that u(B(z,r)) < r¢ for all z € R*, r > 0, and u(E) ~ HL(E). In
fact, it follows immediately from the proof of [Toll4l Lemma 1.23] that one even has
u(Bla.7)) < H(E N Ba.r)).

Recall that 3 is lower content regular with constant ~ § (see Lemma [2Z2]). Using the
fact that for any ball x € E and 0 < r < oo we have

u(B(x,1)) < HAG(E N B(z,7)) < HYG(SN Bla, 7))
it follows from the definitions of 3,2 and [5’%’2 that
Buz(z,r) < Bg” (7). (8.1)
Indeed, given a plane L € A(n,d) infimising ,8%’2 (x,r) set
E; = Ey(x,7) :={y € B(z,r) N E : dist(y, L)? > tr*}.

Let C be a covering of E; such that 3" gco diam(B)? < 2HY (E;). We may assume that
the covering consists of balls (see [Mat95], Chapter 5). Since C covers Fy, and p is a
Frostman measure, we have

p(Ey) < u(B) <Y r(B)! S HE (Ey).
BeC BeC

Hence,

,6’,172(35,7")5/0 u(Et)tdt§/0 Hgo(Et)tdtN %2(36,7’),

and this gives (8]) since £ C 3.
Now recall that 6,(x,7) = u(B(z,7))r~¢ is the d-density of x in the ball B(x,r).
Since p(B(x,7)) < 4, we have 0,(x,7) < 1. Arguing as we did below (5.3) and using
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BI) we get
Vim [ Buatarr POt F (o)
< //1 Bua(z,r)? ﬁd,u(x) + //OO Bua(z,r)? ﬁdu(ac)

<Y Bu2(3Bg)’u —i—// 0,(z,7)? —du()
Y- BEA(3BQ)*UQ)" + u(E).

QeD

S D A% (3Be)* (@) +
QED QEDZ
Applying Theorem [[LT0] to estimate the last sum above yields
< Y BP(3B) Q)" + n(E) £ CEOHUE) + HL(E) £ COH(E),
QeD
so that 32(u) < C1(8)HA(E) for some C1(6) > 1

u(E) )
®)

Set
Cr = <01(5)%d S

7)) < p(Bx,7)) <

and define the measure o := Cyp. Since Cy € (0, 1), we have o(B(

r¢. Moreover,
B82(0) = C36%() < (%) " CLOHAS) = Ca p(E) = o(E).

Then, by Theorem 210

Ipa(E) >o0(E) =

This finishes the proof of Theorem [T
APPENDIX A. FROSTMAN’S LEMMA FOR LOWER CONTENT REGULAR SETS

We prove the following version of the classical Frostman’s lemma
be a compact, lower content (d,cy)-regular set. Then

Theorem A.l. Let E C [0,1]
there exists a measure | satisfying the following properties

(1) suppp = E,
= Hgo(E)7
(3) w has polynomial growth, that is, there exists a constant Cy > 1 such that for all

(2) u(E)
x € FE and 0 < r < diam(E) we have
w(B(z,r)) < Cyrd,
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(4) 1 is doubling, that is, there exists a constant Cgy, > 1 such that for all x € E and
0 < r < diam(F) we have

u(B(x,2r)) < Cgy p(B(x, 7)), (A1)

(5) the d-dimensional density of p is almost monotone, that is, there exists a constant

A > 1 such that if P,Q € D, and P C Q, then
0u(P) < A0,(Q).

In the above, Cy depends only on d,n, while Cg, and A also depend on the lower regularity
constant cy.

The usual proof of Frostman’s lemma is “bottom-to-top”: it starts from small scales
and goes up (see [Mat95, Theorem 8.8]). An alternative, simpler proof is due to Tolsa
[Tol14, Theorem 1.23], who came up with a “top-to-bottom” construction. To prove
Theorem [A Tl we will modify Tolsa’s construction so that the resulting Frostman measure
is doubling. Roughly speaking, at each step we are going to modify the measure by
redistributing the mass between cubes where the doubling condition fails.

A.1. Construction of a sequence of measures. In this subsection we construct a
sequence of measures ug. The measure p from Theorem [A.1] is going to be the weak
limit of u.

Let D be the David-Christ lattice on F, as in Lemma 2.1l For a cube R € Dy, we
denote by Ch(R) the cubes @ in D41 with @ C R. By Nbd(Q) we denote the cubes
P € Dy, so that dist(P, Q) < £(Q). Note that there exists a dimensional constant ¢, > 1
such that

#Ch(Q) + #Nbd(Q) < cp. (A.2)

Recall that Q! denotes the parent cube of ), and also that the balls B(Q) = B(xq, co(Q))
and Bg = B(zq, £(Q)) satisfy B(Q) N E C Q C Bg, where £(Q) = pF for Q € Dy.

Proposition A.2. Let E C [0,1]" be a compact, lower content (d, cy)-reqular set. There
exists a constant Cy = Cy(n,d,c1) > 1 and sequence of Radon measures py, k > 0,
absolutely continuous with respect to L™, such that, for each k, we have

e(R™) = H(E), (A.3)
suppuy = |J B(Q), (A.4)
QEDy,
and moreover for all QQ € Dy,
m(B(Q)) < HL(Q) < 26(Q)%, (A.5)
uk(B(Q)) < Copn(B(P)) for all P € Nbd(Q), (A.6)
Co 1 (B(QY)) < i(B(Q)) S me—1(B(Q))  if k> 1. (A.7)

Note that since for all P € Nbd(Q) we have Q € Nbd(P), if the property (A.6]) holds
for all Q € Dy, then

Co 'ur(B(P)) < ue(B(Q)) < Co pp(B(P))  for all P € Nbd(Q). (A.8)
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We construct py inductively. Let Qg = E € Dy; that is, Qg is the top cube. We define

£"5(Qo)
L7(B(Qo))
Clearly, ug satisfies all the properties from Proposition [A.2l Now, assume that py_1 has
already been defined and satisfies the properties (A.3)—(A.T).

0 =HL(Qo) -

A.1.1. Auziliary measure n. For R € Dy and for each @ € Ch(R), set

H Lr
= (zpe@@(%&w) '“"‘”B(R))) sEey A
Observe that
> m(B(Q)) = pr-1(B(R)). (A.10)
QEeCh(R)

Lemma A.3. We have ni(R") = pp_1 (R") = HL (E), so that condition ([(A3) holds for
M -

Proof. We have

:an( Z Z (B

QEDy, ReDy 1 QeCh(R)

B ST e (BOR) = i1 (R”) = HL(B).

ReDy 1

Lemma A.4. The polynomial growth condition (A5 holds for ny.

Proof. Let R € Dy_1 and Q € Ch(R). Since (A.5)) holds for pj_1, we have pi_1(B(R)) <
HI(R) < > PeCh(R) HY (P), by subadditivity of H% . Then,

pr—1(B(R))

: ‘. A.
S rec HL(P) = 1to(@) = 200Q) (A.11)

m(B(Q)) = HL(Q) -

0

Lemma A.5. The doubling condition (A6l holds for n whenever both Q and P in Dy
have a common parent R € Dy_1. Moreover, for all Q € Dy,

m(B(Q)) > 2 e—1(B(Q)) (A.12)

for 0 < co < 1 depending on c1,n,d. In particular (A1) holds for ng assuming Cy is big
enough.

Proof. Let R € D1 and Q, P € Ch(R). Using lower content regularity of F we have

d d
HA(@) = HA(BQN E) 2 eileot(@) = U8 o) = 8 wd (). (a13)
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Recall that #Ch(R) < ¢,. We then compute
He(Q)
Y prech(r) Ha(P') #e-1(B(R))
ci(co)?  HL(R)
20" ML (R)
This shows (A.12). To see (A.G]) note that

ne(B(P)) < pr-1(B(R)) < cane(B(Q)) < Conk(B(Q)),
so ([A.6) holds true whenever P is a sibling of Q. O

m(B(Q))

c1(co)” B(R
i1 (B(),

ue-1(B(R)) =

The lemmas above say that 7 satisfies almost all the required properties, except that
instead of the full doubling condition it only satisfies a “dyadic doubling” condition. We
need to make some adjustments.

A.1.2. Definition of . We define families of cubes where the doubling condition (A.S)
fails. For each @ € Dy, let

Rich(Q) = {P € Nbd(Q) + m(B(Q)) <4C; ' m(B(P))},
and similarly

Poor(Q) = {P € Nbd(Q) = m(B(Q) > L m(B(P)}.

Note that
#Poor(Q) + #Rich(Q) < 2#Nbd(Q) < 2¢,. (A.14)
Set
Poor, = {Q € Dy, : Rich(Q) # @},
Richy = {Q € Dy, : Poor(Q) # &}.
Lemma A.6. We have Poory N Rich, = @.

Proof. Suppose that @ € Poor;, N Richy. Then, there exist P,, P, € Nbd(Q) such that
Co _

— MR(B(5)) <me(B(Q)) < 4Cq Lik(B(B)).

In particular, n,(B(P,)) < 16Cy 2n,(B(P,)). Let R,, R, be the parents of P,, Py, re-

spectively. Note that R, € Nbd(R,). Then, by (A.12)

-1 (B(Ry)) < 3 i(B(By)) < 1663 ' Cq *mi(B(Fy)) < Cg ' u—1(B(Ry)),
assuming Cj big enough. This contradicts the doubling property (A.8]) for ux_1. Hence,
Poor;,. N Rich, = @. O

We define the measure j with supp px = suppmx = Ugep, B(Q) in the following
way. For each Q) € D;. we set

1-Cyt- #POOV(Q))UHB(Q) it @ € Richyg,
tkl Q) = § (1+ 00—1 ZPeRich(Q) Ziggég%g)nﬂjg(@) if Q) € Poory,

Nkl B(Q) if Q ¢ Richy, U Poor.
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Lemma A.7. Property (AX) holds for .

Proof. Observe that by (A.14]), as soon as Cj is large enough depending on n, we have
1

e 2 5k (A.15)

Thus, we immediately get from (A2]) that py satisfies

2 _
1e(B(Q)) = 5##1(3(@1)) > Cy -1 (B(@QY)).
This shows one of the inequalities in (A.7)). Now we prove that

ue(B(Q) S ps-1(B(QY)). (A.16)
For @ ¢ Poory this is trivial, because then by the definition of pj and 7, we have
w(B(Q)) < me(B(Q)) < px—1(B(Q')). On the other hand, for Q € Poory,

m(B(Q) =me(B@) +Cq' D> m(B(P))

PeRich(Q)
< -1 (B@)+Cot Y ma(B(PY).
PERich(Q)
For each P € Rich(Q) we have P! € Nbd(Q'), and so by (A6]) applied to py_1 we get

u-i(B@D) + Gt DD mea(B(PY)
PeRich(Q)
< -1 (B(QY)) + #Rich(Q)ur—1(B(QY)) S mr—1(B(Q1)).
This finishes the proof. O

Lemma A.8. We have i (R") = n,(R") = HL (E), so that condition (A3) holds for
-

Proof. We have

®") = 3 m(B@)= > (1-Cy' - #Poor(@))m(B(Q)

QeDy, QERichy,

+ Y (nk(B(Q))+CO_1 >omBE))+ > m(BQ)

Q€ePoory, PcRich(Q) Q¢RichiUPoory,

= Y m(B@)—Cyt > #Poor(Qme(B(Q)+Cot Y. > m(B(P))

QEDy;, Q€Richy, Q€EPoory, PeRich(Q)

= Y w(BQ) =mR") = HL(E).

QEDy,

Lemma A.9. The polynomial growth condition (A5 holds for .

Proof. Observe that for @ € Dy \ Poory, we have ux(B(Q)) < nx(B(Q)), so in this case
(A5) follows from Lemmal[A4l Assume that ) € Poorg. Then, there exists P € Nbd(Q)
such that

m(B(Q)) < 2C; 'ne(B(P)) < 4C3H(Q)?,
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where in the last inequality we used again Lemma [A.4l Then,

m(B(@Q) =me(B(Q) +Cyt Y. m(B(P))

PcRich(Q)
) EID
< 4C Q) + #Rich(Q) - 265 UQ)T Sn Gy HU(Q)1

Recalling that H%,(Q) 2 c1£(Q)* by (AI3), we get that ux(B(Q)) < HL(Q) < 20(Q)*

assuming Cy large enough depending on c¢1,n,d. O
Lemma A.10. The doubling condition (AG) holds for .

Proof. We want to show that for any @@ € Dy and P € Nbd(Q) we have ux(B(Q)) <
Co ux(B(P)). First, suppose that @ ¢ Richy, UPoory, so that ux(B(Q)) = nx(B(Q)). Let
P € Nbd(Q). We have P ¢ Poor(Q), and so

Co

i(BQ) = m(B@) < LB "2 Com(BP))

Assume now that Q € Richg, and let P € Nbd(Q). There are two cases: either
P € Poor(Q), or P ¢ Poor(®). In the first case we have @ € Rich(P), and so

ue(B(Q) < m(B(@Q)) < Co(m(B(P) +Cot > m(B(Q)) = Copux(B(P)),

Q'€Rich(P)
If P ¢ Poor(Q) then by the definition of Poor(Q)
A5
mie(B(Q)) < m(B(Q)) < —m(B(P)) < Copr(B(P)).

This establishes (A.6) for @ € Richy.
Finally, suppose that @ € Poory and P € Nbd(Q). Since for any R € Nbd(Q) we have
R' € Nbd(P!), we get

m(B(Q) =me(B(Q) +Cy" Y. m(B(R))

RERich(Q)
<mB@)+C Y mBR)<mB@)+CGT Y Y m(BR)
ReNb(Q) R'eNbd(P!) RECh(R’)
B0 B +6t Y ma(B(R)).
R/ENbd(P?)

Concerning the first term on the right hand side, note that since ¢ € Poorg, by
Lemma [A.6] we have @ ¢ Richy and consequently P ¢ Poor(Q), so that n(B(Q)) <
% i (B(P)). To deal with the second term we use the doubling property (A.6) for i1
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and the fact that #Nbd(P!) < ¢,:

w(B(Q) <m(B@)+Cyt > m—1(B(R))
R/eNbd(P?)
1k(B(P)) + #Nbd(PY) g1 (B(PY)) < —Fni(B(P)) + cppug—1 (B(P))
(m Co A5
< o m(BP)+ aﬁk(B(P)) - Mm(B(P) = Cour(B(P)),
assuming Cy large enough. This gives the desired inequality (A.6) for Q € Poory. O

We have checked that puy satisfies properties (A.3)-(A.7), and so the proof of Propo-
sition [A.2] is complete.

We prove two more properties of uy that will be useful later on. Recall that the
sequence of measures v constructed in the classical Frostman lemma has the following
pleasant property: if Q) € Dy and j > k, then v;(Q) = v(Q) — the mass never escapes @
after step k of the construction. Our modified sequence of measures u; doesn’t satisfy

this property, but it’s not too far off.
Recall that B(Q)NE C Q C Bg = B(zq,4(Q)).

Lemma A.11. If j > k > 0 and QQ € Dy, then
1j(2Bq) > nux(B(Q)) (A.17)

and

11;(Bq) < px(10Bg.) (A.18)

Proof. In the definition of ;1 we transfer the mass of i1 only between neighbors. It
follows easily that for any family F C Dy

ZMk(B(Q))@ o> maBMP)< > mn(B (A.19)

QeF QEF PcCh(Q) ReA (F)

where

=J U Nbd(R)C Dy
PeF ReCh(P)

Let Q € Dg. Set Ap(Q) = {Q}, and then inductively
AQ = AAL@) = U U Nbd(B) € Dy

PeA;—1(Q) ReCh(P)
Applying (A19) i-times yields
u(B@) < Y pkyi(B(P)). (A.20)

PeA;(Q)
Observe that if R € D, then Up/enpd(r) 2Br C 5Brg. 1t follows that for all ¢ > 0

U 2Bp C QBQ.
PcA;(Q)
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Indeed, this is clear for ¢ = 0, and then by induction

U 2B,r= U U U 2Brc U U 5Bgr
PEA(Q) PeA;_1(Q) RECh(P) R'eNbd(R) PeA;_1(Q) RECh(P)
C U 2Bp C 2BQ.
PecA;_1(Q)

Together with (A.20]) this gives (A.1T).

Similarly, if for 7 C D; we define

B(F):= J Nbd(P') C D;_1,
PeF

then by the definition of p;

> wi(B(Q) < > < > > w(B

QeF PGUQE; Nbd(Q) REB(J-‘) PeCh(R)

B S~ (BR). (A21)
ReB(F)

Let Q@ € Dy and fix j > k. Set Bo(Q) = {P € D; : B(P)N Bg # @}, and for
0 < i < j—k we define inductively

BAQ) = BBa(@)= U Nbd(P')c D,

PeB;—1(Q)

By (A.21)

pi(Be) < Y w(B(P)< > u(B(P)). (A.22)

PeBu(Q) PeB;_1(Q)
Now, we claim that
U B(P)c10B.
PeB;_,(Q)
To see this, note that each P € B;(Q) has a neighbor P’ such that Ch(P")NB;_1(Q) # &.
Hence,
dist(P, | J R)<dist(P,P') +diam(P") < 3¢(P) = 150"

ReB;_1(Q)
Fix P € B;_;(Q), and let P = Pj_j, Pj_p_1,..., Py be such that for each i we have
P; € B;(Q) and dist(P;, Uges,_, (@) 1) = dist(F;, Pi—1). Then,

1

dist(P, U R) < Z dist (P, U R)+4(P,—1)

ReBy(Q) i=j—k ReB; - 1(Q)
1
< Z 4P = Y 200771 < 250 = 50(Q).
i=j—k i=j—k

It is easy to see that UREBO(Q) R C 3Bg, and so it follows that
B(P) C 10Bqg.

Together with (A.22), this gives (AIS]). O
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Another nice property of u we are going to need is related to the approximate mono-
tonicity of densities.

Lemma A.12. Assume that Q € Dy. Then, there exists R € Nbd(Q') C Dy_1 with

(BQ) i 1(B(R)
HLQ) ©— HL(R) (4.23)

Proof. There are two cases to consider. First, if ux(B(Q)) < nix(B(Q)), then by the
definition

M (Q)
HL Q)

d
1k(B(Q)) < me(B(Q)) = HeolQ) -1 (B(QY) < -1 (B(QY)).

Y pechior) HL(P)

Hence, taking R = Q! gives (A.23).
Now suppose that pugp(B(Q)) > np(B(Q)), i.e. @ € Poorg. Let P € Rich(Q) be the
cube maximizing 7 (B(P)). Then,

p(B@) =me(B@) +Cq' > m(B(S))

SeRich(Q)
d
< ACG m(BP) + #Rieh(@)Cy  uBIP)) < C5 {4+ ) J s (B(P).

Using lower content regularity of E we have HZ (Q) > HL (E N B(Q)) > c1(cob(Q)),
so that

d 1

O
@P))? e (B(PY)

ci(cot(@))? HE(PY)

1 1
= Gy + eyt it DU < ),

<Cytd+cy)

assuming Cy large enough depending on ¢y, n,d. Since P! € Nbd(Q!), choosing R = P!

gives (A.23). O

A.2. The limit measure. For each k we have ju;(R") = 1([0,1]") = HL (E) < oo,
and so there exists a subsequence p; converging in the weak sense to a Radon measure

v which also satisfies u(R") = H (E). This shows property (2) from Theorem [AJl In
the next few lemmas we prove that p satisfies all the other required properties.

The following two basic facts about weak limits of measures will often be used without
explicit mention: if v; — v weakly, then for any open U C R" and any compact K C R"

v(U) <liminfv;(U) and limsupv;(K) < v(K).
J—00 ]

J—00

See [Mat95, Theorem 1.24].
Lemma A.13. We have supppu = E, so that property (1) in Theorem [A]l is satisfied.
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Proof. Let x € R™\ E. Since E is compact, for sufficiently small » > 0 and sufficiently
large k € N we have B(z,r) N Ny (E) = @, where N3 (F) is the open 5p* neighborhood
of E. Note that for any @ € Dy the ball B(Q) is compactly contained in Ny(F). It
follows from (A4)) that ug(B(z,7)) = 0 for sufficiently large k. Thus,

w(B(z,r)) < ll]II_l)golf puk; (B(z, 7)) = 0.

Thus, « ¢ supp p. This shows suppu C E.
Now, let x € E and r > 0. For k € N large enough we have that if () € Dy contains
z, then 2Bg C B(z,r). Fix such k and Q € Dy. By (A.I7) we get that for all j > k

wi (B(w,m) = 1j(2Bg) = je(B(Q)) > 0.

In consequence,

w(B(z,r)) = limsup pg, (B(z, 7)) = pe(B(Q)) > 0.
j—o0
So x € supp u. O

Lemma A.14. The measure p satisfies p(B(x,r)) < ro.

from Theorem [A1 is satisfied.

In particular, property (3)

Proof. Let x € Eand r > 0. If r > 5p?, then we just use the fact that u(R?) = H9 (E) <
1. Suppose that 7 < 5p2, so that there exists k € N such that 5pFT2 < r < 5pF+1. Let
Q € Dy, be such that € Q. It follows that B(x,r) C Bg, and then

(AI3)
w(B(z,r)) < liminf pug,(B(z,7)) < liminf y,(Bg) < wur(10Bg)
j—o0

j—00
@3 d d d
< Y m(BP) < Y. AP U~
PeDy, PeDy,
B(P)N10Bg#2 B(P)N10Bg #2

Lemma A.15. The measure u satisfies u(B(z,2r)) <S¢, w(B(z,r)) for all x € E and
r > 0. In particular, property @) in Theorem [A1l is satisfied.

Proof. Let x € E and r > 0, and let Q € Up_, Dy be the largest cube with 2Bg C
B(xz,r). Let k € N be such that @) € Dy. Observe that

___ @Am
u(Blx,r) > n(@Bg) > limsup s, (ZBg) > m(B(Q)) (A.21)
j—o0
If r > 1, then £(Q) ~ 1 and k < 1, so that using (A.7) k-times yields
w(B(x,r) = m(B(Q)) Zcy to(E) = HL(E) > u(B(x,2r)).
Now suppose that 0 < r < 1, so that £(Q) ~ r. Let

F={PeDy : BpNB(z,2r) #}.
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Note that #F < 1. Using the fact that for each P € F we have 10Bp C B(z,12r), and
that {10Bp}pcr have bounded overlap, we estimate

@EIs)
u(B(x,2r)) < Y u(Bp) < lim inf > mky(Bp) <> m(10Bp) S Y pmk(B(R
PeF PeF PeF Reg
(A.25)

where
G={Re€Dy : B(R)NB(x,12r) # @}.
Note that for R € G we have ¢(R) = ¢(Q) and dist(Q,R) < 1. It follows that
Q' € Nbd(R'), so that using (A7) and (A.8)) yields
ue(B(Q)) = Cy -1 (B(QY)) = Cg -1 (B(RY)) Z Cq 2un(B(R)).
Together with (A.24), (A.25]), and the fact that #G < 1, this gives

u(B(x,r)) > uk(B(Q) Zco Y mk(B(R)) Z (B, 2r)).
Reg

0

Lemma A.16. If P,QQ € D and P C Q, then 0,(P) Sci.0y 0.(Q). In particular, p
satisfies property ([B) from Theorem [A 1.

Proof. Let P,Q € D with P C Q. Then P € D; and @ € D}, for some j > k. Let
F = {RGD]' : B(R)ﬂlOBp 7&@}

Note that F < 1. For every R € F we apply Lemma [A.12] (j — k)-many times to obtain
a sequence of cubes R = Ry, Ry, Ra, ..., Rj_ such that R; € Nbd(R}_;), and

pi—i(B(R:)) _ pj—i-1(B(Rit1))
HEL(R)  — HL(Riv)
Using this inequality (j — k)-many times, together with lower content regularity of E,
and the fact that {(R) = {(P), {(R;_j) = ¢(Q), yields
pi(B(R)) - pi(B(R)) _ p(B(Rj—r)) — p(B(Rj 1))
Py~ HIL(R) T OHL(Ri—k) T U@
By Lemma [A 11 for any i > j > k we get
pi(Bp) ,ug (10Bp) ,ug Mk pe(B(Rj—k)) 1i(2BR,_,)
< <> Ser 2. <D o
d = ~C1 d
{r) (P)? ReF ) ReF ) rer U@
Note that dist(Rj_k,Q) SHUQ) = E(Rj_k) for every R € F, so that 2Bg, , C OB, for
some absolute C'. Hence, for all ¢ > j
pi(Bp) _  pi(CBQ)
(P~ Q)

Passing to the limit we get
px; (Bp) 1k, (CBQ)

w(Bp) .. . (CBgq)
iyt =BE ey S BT = gy

Using the doubling property of p ({]) finishes the proof. O

<
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