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Abstract: For0<s<1and0<¢<3,asetF C R?is called a circular (s,t)-Furstenberg
set if there exists a family of circles & of Hausdorff dimension dimy 8§ > ¢ such that

dimg(FNS) >, Ses.

We prove that if 0 <¢ < s < 1, then every circular (s,7)-Furstenberg set F C R2 has Hausdorff
dimension dimyg F' > s+t. The case s = 1 follows from earlier work of Wolff on circular
Kakeya sets.
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1 Introduction

We start by introducing a few key notions. Throughout the paper, we identify families of circles &
with subsets of R? x (0,0) in the obvious way: the circle S(x, ) with centre x € R? and radius r > 0 is
identified with the point (x,7) € R? x (0,c0). With this convention, if E C R? x (0, ), then the Hausdorff
dimension of the circle family 8 = {S(x,r) : (x,r) € E} is defined to be

dimy § :=dimyg E.
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Definition 1 (Circular Furstenberg sets). Let 0 < s <1l and 0 <t <3. Aset F C R2 is called a
circular (s,t)-Furstenberg set if there exists a non-empty family of circles 8 with dimy 8 > ¢ such that
dimg(FNS) > sforall S€8.

Equivalently, there exists a non-empty set E C R? x (0,00) with dimg E > ¢, and with the property
that dimy (F NS(x,r)) > s for all (x,r) € E.

Our main result is the following:

Theorem 2. Let 0 <t < s < 1. Then, every circular (s,t)-Furstenberg set F C R?> has Hausdorff
dimension dimg F > s+t.

Remark 3. After the first version of this paper was posted on the arXiv, Zahl [29, Theorem 1.12] proved a
significant generalisation of Theorem 2, which covers much more general "curvy" Furstenberg sets and
yields the same lower bound dimyg F > s +¢.

Theorem 2 will be deduced from a more quantitative 6-discretised version, Theorem 8 below. To
state this version, it is convenient to introduce the following subset of the parameter space R? x (0, o),
where the centres are near the origin, and the radii are bounded both from above, and away from zero:

Notation 4 (The domain D). We write
D:={(x,r) ER*x [0,00) : [x| < L and r € [}, 1]}. 6))

A similar normalisation already appears in Wolff’s work on circular Kakeya sets, for example [27].
As long as we restrict attention to circles S(p) with p € D, his geometric estimates will be available to us,
including [27, Lemma 3.1].

The following definition will be ubiquitous in the paper:

Definition 6. Let s > 0,C >0, and § € 2~ N. A bounded set P C R is called a (8,s,C)-set if
[PNB(x,r)[s <CP|Pls,  xeRYr>8.
Here, and in the sequel, |E|s refers to the number of dyadic §-cubes intersecting E. We also extend the

definition to the case where P is a finite family of dyadic d-cubes: such a family is called a (9, s,C)-set if
the union UP is a (0, s,C)-set in the sense above.

The following observations are useful to keep in mind about (8, s, C)-sets. First, if P is a non-empty
(8,s,C)-set, then |P|5 > C~'87. This follows by applying the defining condition at scale r = . Second,
a(08,s,C)-setisa (0,t,C)-set forall 0 <t <s.

It turns out that the critical case for Theorem 2 is the case s = r: it will suffice to establish a &-
discretised analogue of the theorem in the case s =t (see Theorem 8 below), and the general case
0 <t <s of Theorem 2 will follow from this. With this in mind, we introduce the following &-
discretised variants of a circular (s, s)-Furstenberg sets. In the definition, g3 : R> — R stands for the
map 7R3 (X] g ,XS) = (X1 ,XQ,X3).
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Definition 7. Let s € (0,1], C >0, and § € 27, A (§,s,C)-configuration is a set Q C R’ such that
P := 73 (Q) is a non-empty (8,s,C)-subset of D, and E(p) := {v € R?: (p,v) € Q} is a non-empty
(8,s,C)-subset of S(p) for all p € P. Additionally, we require that the sets E(p) have constant cardinality:
there exists M > 1 such that |E(p)| = M for all p € P.

If the constant M is worth emphasising, we will call Q a (8,s,C,M)-configuration. Conversely, if
the constant C is not worth emphasising, we will talk casually about (8, s)-configurations (but only in
heuristic and informal parts of the paper).

We note that automatically M > 6 /C, since E(p) is a non-empty (5, s,C)-set, but it may happen
that M is much greater than 6 *.

Theorem 8. For every k > 0 and s € (0, 1], there exist €,8 € (0, %] such that the following holds for all
0 €(0,8). Let Q be a (6,s,6¢,M)-configuration. Then, |F|s > 8**M, where

F= U E(p).

peP

The proof of Theorem 8 is based on starting with a (8, s, 8 ¢)-configuration Q, and refining it multiple
times (the required number depends on k and s) until the following total multiplicity function of the final
refinement is uniformly bounded from above.

Definition 9 (Total multiplicity function). Let Q C R’ be a bounded set, and let § > 0. For w € R?, we
write

mg(w| Q) :=|{(p,v) €eQ:weB(v,0)}s. (10)

The total multiplicity function is called this way, because we will also introduce "partial" multiplicity
functions (denoted m; 3 ,) which do not take into account all pairs (p,v) € Q, but rather impose certain
restrictions on p, depending on the parameters A and 7.

The next theorem contains the technical core of the paper, and it implies Theorem 8.

Theorem 11. For every k > 0 and s € (0,1] there exist 8, € € (0, 3] such that the following holds for all
5 €(0,8)]. Let Q C D x R? be a (8,s,8¢)-configuration with |P| < 857, Then, there exists a subset
Q' C Q such that |Q'|s > 6%|Qls, and

mg(w| Q') <87, weQ. (12)

Remark 13. In practical applications of Theorem 11, it will be important to know that the constant € > 0
stays bounded away from zero as long as k > 0 and s € (0, 1] stay bounded away from zero. This is true,
and follows from the proof of Theorem 11, where the dependence between € and «, s is always explicit
and effective. Since Theorem 8 is a consequence of Theorem 11, this remark also applies to Theorem 8.

Deducing Theorem 8 from Theorem 11, and finally Theorem 2 from 8, is accomplished in Section 2.
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1.1 Circular vs. linear Furstenberg sets

The results in this paper should be contrasted with their (known) counterparts regarding linear (s,t)-
Furstenberg sets.

A linear (s,t)-Furstenberg set is defined just like a circular (s,7)-Furstenberg set, except that the
t-dimensional family of circles is replaced by a 7-dimensional family of lines. The main difference
between linear and circular Furstenberg sets is that the parameter space of circles is 3-dimensional,
whereas the parameter space of lines is only 2-dimensional.

This difference makes linear Furstenberg sets substantially simpler: in particular, the analogue of
Theorem 2 for linear (s,#)-Furstenberg sets is known, see [8, Theorem A.1] or [11, Theorem 12] for two
very different proofs, and [6, 7, 14, 27] for earlier partial results. Furthermore, any results for circular
Furstenberg sets imply their own counterparts for linear Furstenberg sets, simply because the map z — 1/z
takes all lines to circles through 0. In particular, Theorem 2 gives another — seriously over-complicated —
proof for [8, Theorem A.1] and [11, Theorem 12].

Even with Theorem 2 in hand, the theory of circular Furstenberg sets remains substantially less
developed than its linear counterpart. Theorem 2 is obviously sharp in its stated range 0 <t <s <1,
but gives no new information if # > s (compared to the case t = s). In contrast, it is known that linear
(s,1)-Furstenberg sets have Hausdorff dimension > 2s+ £(s,¢) for t > s (see [15]). Even stronger results
are available for 7 > min{1,2s} (see [4, Theorem 1.6] and [20] for the current world records). For circular
Furstenberg sets, the only improvement over Theorem 2 is known in the range 7 € (3s,3]: in an earlier
paper [10], the second author proved that every circular (s,)-Furstenberg set has Hausdorff dimension at
least /3 + s, when s € (0,1] and ¢ € (0, 3] (the result is only stated for ¢ € (0, 1], but the proof actually
works for ¢ € (0, 3]).

The sharp lower bound for the dimension of linear (s,7)-Furstenberg sets is a major open problem: it
seems plausible that every linear (s,7)-Furstenberg has dimension at least min{(3s+¢)/2,s+ 1}. The
case t = 1 of the problem was posed by Wolff in [26, §3] and [27, Remark 1.5]. The (s+ 1)-bound
governs the case s+¢ > 2, and is already known, see [4, Theorem 1.6]. The bound min{(3s+17)/2,s+ 1}
would be sharp if true.

Linear Furstenberg sets can be viewed as special cases of circular Furstenberg sets (as explained
above), so at least one cannot hope for something stronger than the lower bound min{(3s+17)/2,s+ 1}
for circular (s,¢)-Furstenberg sets. However, it is not clear to us if the optimal lower bounds for linear and
circular Furstenberg sets should always coincide. Theorem 2 shows that they do in the range 0 <t <s < 1.

Remark 14. After this paper appeared on the arXiv, the linear Furstenberg set problem was solved in
[16, 18].

1.2 Relation to previous work

The main challenge in the proof of Theorem 11 is to combine the non-concentration hypotheses inherent
in (9, s)-configurations with the techniques of Wolff [24, 25] developed to treat the case s = 1 of Theorem
2. Our argument is also inspired by the work of Schlag [19].

To be accurate with the references, Wolff in [24, Corollary 5.4] proved that if r € [0, 1], and E C R2
is a Borel set containing circles centred at all points of a Borel set with Hausdorff dimension > ¢, then
dimg E > 14¢. This is formally weaker than the statement that circular (1,7)-Furstenberg sets have
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dimension > 1+ ¢, but the distinction is fairly minor: Wolff’s technique is robust enough to deal with
circular (1,7)-Furstenberg sets. The main novelty in the present paper is to consider the cases (s,¢) with
0<r<s<l.

To illustrate the challenge, consider the case s = 3. Let Q = {(p,v): p€ Pandv € E(p)} be a
(8,1)-configuration. The (8, 1)-set property of the sets E(p) C S(p) implies that |E(p)|s Z 8§~!/2 for all
p € P. Unfortunately, this information alone is far too weak, because all the circles S(p), p € P, may be
tangent to a single rectangle R C R? of dimensions & x §'/2, and IR|s ~ 8-1/2. So, if we only had access
to the information |E(p)|s % 8 ~'/2, all the sets E(p) might be contained in R. In this case, the resulting
"Furstenberg set" F in (8) would have |F|5 < |R|s ~ 8 /2. In other words, we could hope (at best!) to
prove the trivial lower bound

dimJ > 1, (15)

whereas the "right answer" given by Theorem 2 is dimJ > 1. In a previous work [10], the second author
showed that every circular (s,s)-Furstenberg set has Hausdorff dimension at least max{4s/3,2s?}, and
the second bound "2s" matches (15) for s = %: this bound indeed follows by applying the techniques of
Wolff and Schlag without fully exploiting the non-concentration of the sets E(p). The first bound "4s/3"
used the non-concentration, but only in a non-sharp "two-ends" manner.

Our proof is also inspired by the very recent work of Pramanik, Yang, and Zahl [17]. In fact, [17,
Section 1.1] is entitled A Furstenberg-type problem for circles, and a special case of Theorem 2 follows
from [17, Theorem 1.3]. To describe this case, let s € [0, 1], and let E C R be a set with dimg E > s. Let
8 be a t-dimensional family of circles, with 0 <7 <'s, and write Es := SN (E x R) for all § € 8. Assume
that dimy Eg = dimyg £ > s for all S € 8. Then

F:=|JE;s

N

is an (s,¢)-Furstenberg set, and [17, Theorem 1.3] (with some effort) implies dimy F > s+1¢. In other
words, [17, Theorem 1.3] treats the case of (s,7)-Furstenberg sets arising from the specific construction
described above. This precursor allowed us to expect Theorem 8, but we did not succeed in modifying
the argument of [17] to prove it in full generality. Our proof, outlined in the next section, is therefore
rather different from [17].

While the existing literature on circular Furstenberg sets is narrow, there are many more works dealing
with various aspects of circular — or in general: curvilinear — Kakeya problems. We do not delve into
the details or definitions here, but we refer the reader to [1, 2, 5, 9, 12, 13, 21, 22, 23, 28] for more
information.

1.3 Ideas of the proof: key concepts and structure

When studying circular Kakeya or Furstenberg sets, one needs to understand the geometry of intersecting
S-annuli. If p = (x,r) € R? x (0,00) and § > 0, we write S°(p) for the closed §-annulus around the circle
S(p), thus $%(p) = {w € R? : dist(w,S(p)) < 8}.

If p=(x,r),g = (x',/') € D C R? x (0,0), what does this intersection S%(p) N S%(q) look like (when
non-empty)? Wolff noted that the answer depends on two parameters:

A:=A(p,q):=|x—x|—|r—7/|| and 1:=1(p,q):=|p—ql. (16)
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Notice that "#" in (16) has a different meaning than the letter "#" in (s,#)-Furstenberg sets. For the majority
of the paper (proofs of Theorems 8 and 11), we only consider (s, s)-Furstenberg sets, so this should not
cause confusion. In fact, from now on the letter "¢" will always refer to the distance parameter defined in
(16), except for the short proof of Theorem 2 in Section 2 (where the distance parameter is not needed).

Here A is called the fangency parameter. If A(p,q) = 0, then the circles S(p),S(g) are internally
tangent, whereas if A(p,q) ~ 1, the circles S(p),S(q) intersect roughly transversally. The intersection
S%(p) NS%(g) can be covered by boundedly many (8,8 //Ar)-rectangles. In general, a (8, &)-rectangle
is the intersection of a 6-annulus with a disc of radius o, thus

R3(p,v) =S$°(p)NB(v,0)

for some v € S(p). If § < 6 <V/§, a (§,0)-rectangle looks like a "straight" rectangle of dimensions
~ & x 6. If 6 > /8, then the curvature of the annulus becomes visible, and a (8,5 )-rectangle is a
genuinely "curvy" set of thickness 0 and diameter ~ ©.

When bounding the total multiplicity function mg (Definition 9), one ends up studying families of
(0, 0)-rectangles, for all possible values § < o < 1. In some form, this problem appears in all previous
works related to circular Kakeya sets, but the manner of formalising it varies. For us, the main new twist
is to incorporate the information from the "fractal" sets E(p) C S(p).

In addition to the total multiplicity function, we introduce a range of partial multiplicity functions.
The precise definition is Definition 111, but we give the idea. For 6 < A <t < 1, the partial multiplicity
function ms ; , looks like this: for (p,v) € Q (with p € P and v € E(p)), we write

ms . (p,v) = {(p',v) € QL A(p,p') ~ A, t(p,p') ~ 1t and RS(p,v) NRS(p' V') # 0}

Here ¢ := 8 /+/At, a common notation in the paper. The set Q2 is the (8,0)-skeleton of Q: slightly
vaguely, it is a maximal (8 x ©)-separated set inside the original configuration Q.

It turns out that the total multiplicity function mg is bounded from above by the sum of the partial
multiplicity functions m; , ,, where the sum ranges over dyadic pairs (4,7), § <A <t < 1. There are
< (log(1/8))* < 8 such pairs (A,1). So, to prove the upper bound (12) for m, it suffices to prove it
separately for all the partial functions ms ; ,. This is what we do, see Theorem 160. Bounding ms by
the sum of the partial functions ms ; , is straightforward, and is accomplished at the end of the paper, in
Section 7.7.

The partial multiplicity functions ms ; , have been normalised so that they might potentially satisfy
the same bounds as the total multiplicity function (see Theorem 11): after replacing the original (6, s)-
configuration Q by a suitable refinement Q' (depending on A and ), we expect — and will prove in
Theorem 160 — that

Ims (-1 =@y 81, §<A<i<l (17

The proof of (17) proceeds in a specific order of the triples (6,4,7). In order to cope with a given triple
(8,A,1), we will need to know a priori that the triples (A,A,7) and (8,4',¢) for all § <A’ < A have
already been dealt with. More precisely: if we have already found a refinement Q' C Q such that (17)
holds for all the triples (8,4',7) with § < A’ < A, and also for the triple (A,A,t), then we are able to
refine Q' further to obtain (17) for (8,1,1).
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We can now explain a technical challenge we need to overcome: the partial multiplicity function
mg 3, counts elements in the (8, o)-skeleton of Q, rather than Q itself. However, our assumptions on
the configuration Q were formulated at scale 6 — recall that Q is a (§,s)-configuration, which meant
that both P, and the sets E(p), are (8,s)-sets. In order for (17) to be plausible, the property of "being
a (8,s)-configuration" needs to be hereditary: the (8, c)-skeleton Q2 of a (8, s)-configuration Q needs
to look like a (8, 0, s)-configuration (whatever that precisely means). This is not literally true, but we
develop reasonable substitutes for this idea in Section 3.

We next outline where the "inductive" structure for proving (17) stems from. Why do we need
information about the triple (A,A,7) in order to handle the triple (,A,¢)? The reason is one of the main
technical results of the paper, Theorem 123. This is a generalisation of Wolff’s famous "tangency bound"
[24, Lemma 1.4]. We sketch the idea of Wolft’s result, and our generalisation, in a slightly special case.
Namely, we will confine the discussion to the case ¢ = 1 to keep the numerology as simple as possible.

In Wolft’s terminology, a pair of sets W, B C P C D is called bipartite if

dist(W,B) ~ 1.

If p € W and ¢g € B, we have |p —¢g| ~ 1, but the tangency parameter A(p,g) may vary freely in [0, 1].
If A(p,q) ~ A € [0,1], recall that the intersection S%(p) NS%(g) can be covered by boundedly many
(8,8 /v/A)-rectangles. When bounding the multiplicity function ms 5. 1. the following turns out to be a
key question:

Question 1. What is the maximal cardinality of incomparable (8,8 /\/A)-rectangles which are incident
to at least one pair (p,q) € W x Bwith A(p,q) ~ A?

One of the main results in Wolff’s paper [24] contains the answer in the case A = §. If Rs is a
collection of incomparable (8, +/§)-rectangles incident to at least one pair (p,q) € W x B with A(p,q) <
0, then [24, Lemma 1.4] states that

|Rs| < (IW||B|)>/* + lesser terms. (18)

This is a highly non-trivial result. In contrast, the case A ~ 1 is trivial: the sharp answer is |R;| < [W||B|.
In this case the (8,5 /+/1)-rectangles are roughly 8-discs, and clearly a generic bipartite pair W, B may
generate ~ |W/||B| transversal intersections.

Is there a way to "interpolate" between these bounds? One might hope that if § < A < 1, then
|Rs| < (|W|[B|)®™ for some useful intermediate exponent 8(4) € (3,1). Unfortunately, this is not true:
if A > &, the best one can say is |Ry | < |W||B|.

Figure 1 shows two slightly different ways in which |R, | ~ |W||B| can be realised. In both examples,
there are two well-separated collections W, B of (thick, A-separated) A-annuli, all elements of which
are tangent to a common (A, VA )-rectangle R . (A technical comment: to make the figure clearer, we
deliberately draw annuli with external tangencies, although formally all our tangency-counting problems
and estimates concern numbers of internal tangencies. The distinction between internal and external
tangencies is, however, not relevant for the phenomenon we describe here.)

Inside each annulus in W (respectively B) pick Xy (respectively X3) thinner §-annuli, shown in
darker colours. This way one gets two well-separated collections W, B of §-annuli with cardinalities

W|=|W|-Xw and |B|=|B| Xsz.
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w R, R,

Figure 1: Scenarios with |R; | ~ [W||B|.

The picture on the left of Figure 1 represents the case Xy = Xg = 1, the picture on the right represents
the case |[W| = |B| = 1. If the §-annuli in W, B are chosen appropriately, their pairwise intersections
(contained in R} ) are located at incomparable (8,0 / N3 )-rectangles, say R. (To be more accurate, this
can be done as long as the total number of intersections |W||B| does not exceed the total number of
incomparable (8,8 /+/A)-rectangles contained in R;, roughly (4 /8)2.) Each of the rectangles in R has
type (> 1,> 1) relative to (W, B). Therefore, |R| ~ |W/||B|, provided |W||B| < (1/8)>.

The trivial upper bound |R; | < |W||B| is useless for A < 1, but there is a way to improve it. The
examples shown in Figure 1 indicate the main obstructions: the high numbers of incomparable (8,8 /v/2)-
rectangles are "caused" by either

(a) a high level of tangency of "parent" annuli of thickness A, or
(b) a high number of "child" §-annuli contained inside "parent" annuli of thickness A.

If we stipulate a priori bounds on the numbers relevant for problems (a)-(b), we get a non-trivial upper
bound for |R; |, which looks like this (see Theorem 123 for a precise statement):

1R S (IWIB])** - (X3 Y2)"/? + lesser terms, (19)

Here X; = max|PN B, |, where the "max" runs over balls B, C R? x (0,) of radius A, and ¥}, is an
upper bound for how many A-annuli can be tangent to any fixed (A, v/A)-rectangle. In fact,

Yy = |lmy a1|lz--

In the examples of Figure 1, we have X) = 1 and ¥; = |W| = |B| ~ A1/d (left picture) or X; ~ |W| ~
|B| ~ A /8 and Y, = 1 (right picture). In both cases (19) only yields the trivial bound, as it should. On the
other hand, if we have already established (17) for the triple (1,4, 1), we can rest assured that Y3 < 1, and
(19) becomes a useful tool for proving (17) for the triple (6,4, 1) (bounds for the number X, are, more
easily, provided by non-concentration conditions on the collections of circles). This explains why our
inductive proof of (17) needs information about the triples (4,4,7) to handle the triples (8,A,¢). There
is a separate reason why all the triples (8,A,7), A’ < A4, need to be treated before the triple (8,4,7), but
we will not discuss this here: the reason will be revealed around Figure 4.

We have now quite thoroughly explained the structure of the paper, but let us summarise. In the
short Section 2, we first deduce Theorem 8 from Theorem 11, and then Theorem 2 from Theorem
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8. Section 3 deals with the question: to what extent is the (4, 0)-skeleton of a (0,s)-configuration a
(A, 0,s)-configuration?

Section 4 introduces (8, o )-rectangles properly, and studies their elementary geometric properties.
For example, what do we exactly mean by two (8, 0)-rectangles being "incomparable"? The results in
Section 4 will look familiar to those readers knowledgeable of Wolff’s work, but our (8, o)-rectangles are
more general than Wolff’s (8, \/57/t)-rectangles, and in some cases we need more quantitative estimates
than those recorded in [24].

In Section 5, we establish the cases (A,A,¢) of the estimate (17). The main produce of that section
is Theorem 113. The geometric input behind Theorem 113 is simply Wolff’s estimate (18), and this is
why it can be proven before introducing the general (0, A,7)-version in (19). The proof of (19) occupies
Section 6.

Finally, Section 7 applies the estimate (19) to prove (17) in full generality. The upper bound for the
total multiplicity function mg is an easy corollary, and the proof Theorem 11 is concluded in Section 7.7.
In Appendix A we prove some results from Section 4.2.

Notation

Some of the notation in this section has already been introduced above, but we gather it here for ease of
reference. If » € 27N, the notation |E|, refers to the number of dyadic r-cubes intersecting E. Here E
might be a subset of R, R?, or R?. We will only ever consider dyadic cubes in R? which are subsets of
the special region D introduced in (5). Therefore, the notation D, will always refer to dyadic r-cubes
contained in D.

In general, we will denote points in R? (typically in D) by the letters p, p’,q,4’. Points in R? are
denoted by v,V w,w'.

For p = (x,r) € R? x (0,) (typically p € D), we write S(p) = S(x,r) for the circle centred at x
and radius > 0. The notation S?(p) refers to the S-annulus around S(p), thus $°(p) = {w € R? :
dist(w,S(p)) < o6}.

The notation A < B means that there exists an absolute constant C > 1 such that A < CB. The
two-sided inequality A < B < A is abbreviated to A ~ B. If the constant C is allowed to depend on a
parameter "0", we indicate this by writing A Sg B.

For 6 € (0, 1], the notation A S5 B means that there exists an absolute constant C > 1 such that

A<c(1+10g($)°) B,

We write A =g B if simultaneously A s B and B < A hold true. If the constant C is allowed to depend
on a parameter "6", we indicate this by writing A S5 ¢ B.

Given p = (x,r) € R? x [0,00) and p’ = (x',7') in R? x [0,0), we write A(p, p') := ||x — x| — |[r —7/||.
This is slightly inconsistent with our notation from (16), but in the sequel we prefer to use the letter "A"
for this "tangency" parameter.

|

2 Proof of Theorem 8 and Theorem 2

We first use Theorem 11 to prove Theorem 8.
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Proof of Theorem 8 assuming Theorem 11. Let Q C R> be a (8,s,8 ¢, M)-configuration. Write P :=
Tps (Q) C D, and E(p) = {v € R?: (p,v) € Q} C S(p). By replacing P and E(p) by maximal §-separated
subsets, we may assume that P, E(p), and Q are finite and J-separated to begin with. Furthermore, P
contains a (§,s, 8 2¢)-subset P C P of cardinality |P| < §~* by [15, Lemma 2.7]. Then Q := {(p,v) :
p€Pandv e E(p)} remains a (8,5, 8 ¢)-configuration with |E(p)| = M. It evidently suffices to prove
Theorem 8 for this sub-configuration, so we may assume that |P| < d~* to begin with.

With this assumption, we may apply Theorem 11 to find a subset Q' C Q with |Q'| > 6%|Q| = 6*M|P|
and the property

ms(w| Q)< 87K, w € R2.

For p € P, we write Q/(p) := {v € R?: (p,v) € Q'} C E(p) (this will become standard notation in the

paper).
Let F’ be a maximal §-separated set in

U Qp)cF

peEP

where J appeared in the statement of Theorem 8. We claim that [F’| > §3*~*M, if § > 0 is small enough.
This will evidently suffice to prove Theorem 8.

First, we notice that |[Q'(p)]s NF'| Z |Q'(p)| for all p € P, where [A] s refers to the §-neighbourhood
of A. The reason is that if w € Q/(p), then dist(w,F’) < 8, and therefore there exists a point w' €
[Q'(p)]s NF' with |[w —w'| < 8. Moreover, since Q'(p) was assumed to be §-separated, the map w — w’
is at most C-to-1. As a consequence of this observation,

Y {veQ(p):weB(v8)} = 1Q(p)ls NF'| 2 1€ (p)I-

weF'!
Now,
o *> 0 Z mg(w| Q') = ]F’ Y H(p.v) e :weB(»8)}
| weF'’ |w€F’
1 |
== L LI eQ(p):weBra)} 2 F, Y 190 =
| ‘weF’peP ‘ |p€P’ | |

Now, recalling that |Q'| > §¥M|P| > §*+¢~5M, and rearranging, we find |F’| > §3~*M, assuming § > 0
small enough. This is what we claimed. O

Now we use Theorem 8 to prove Theorem 2. This is virtually the same argument as in the proof of [8,
Lemma 3.3], but we give the details for the reader’s convenience.

Proof of Theorem 2. We may assume that r > 0, since every circular (s,0)-Furstenberg set has Hausdorff
dimension at least s by the non-emptiness of & in Definition 1. Fix 0 <t <s <1, and let F C R2 be
a circular (s,t)-Furstenberg set with parameter set E C R? x (0,00) satisfying dimyE > ¢. To avoid
confusion, we mention already now that the plan is to apply Theorem 8 with parameter "t" in place of "s"
and with M =~ 6 (which is potentially much larger than 6 7).
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Translating and scaling F, it is easy to reduce to the case E C D. Fix¢' € [r/2,7] and #' < s’ < 5. Since
H'(E) > 0, there exists & = o(E,#') > 0 and E; C E such that ", (E;) > o, where

E\:={p€E|HL(FNS(p)) > a}. (20)

This follows from the sub-additivity of Hausdorff content.

We also fix a parameter k > 0, and we apply Theorem 8 with constants k and #’ (as above). The result
is a constant £(k,#’) > 0. Recalling Remark 13, the constant £(k,#’) > 0 stays bounded away from zero
forall #' € [t/2,1]. We set

=¢(Kk,t):= inf 1) >0.
€:=¢€(K,t) t/€1[£1/27t]£(1< )

Next, we choose ko = ko(a,€) = ko(E,t’,€) € N satisfying
o> Y — and kj<min{2%0/C,2%/C}, 1)
where C > 1 is an absolute constant to be determined later. Let U = {D(x;,r;) };cg be an arbitrary cover
of F by dyadic r;-cubes with r; < 27%0 and F N D(x;,r;) # 0 for all i € J. For k > ko, write
Jo={icJ:r,=2"%} and F:={UD(x;,r;):i€%}.
By the pigeonhole principle and (21) we deduce that for each p € E|, there exists k(p) > ko such that
HE(F NS(p) N Fyp)) > k(p) 2.
Using pigeonhole principle again we obtain that there exists k; > ko such that
IHL(E2) > ky? (22)
where E; := {p € E| : k(p) = k; }. By the construction of E;, we have
HE(S(p) NFy) > HL(FNS(p)NFy) > k%, pEEa,

Write § =275, By (22) and [3, Lemma 3.13], we know that there exists a §-separated (J,?’ ,Ck%)—set
P C E; satisfying (k;2/C)8~" < |P| < &' Since P C E,, we have
H(S(p)NFy) > k2, peP, (23)

Applying [3, Lemma 3.13] again to S(p) N Fy,, p € P, we obtain §-separated (8,s',Ck?)-sets E(p) C
S(p) N F, such that

S
E(p)| =M = (k%/C)8* > 8%, peP

By (21), P is a (8,1',0%)-set, and each E(p) is a (5,s',6 ¢)-set. Since s’ > ¢, the sets E(p) are
automatically also (8,¢', 6 ¢)-sets. Therefore,

Q:={(p,v):pEPandveE(p)} CR
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isa (8,1,6 ¢, M)-configuration. Recall that € < (k1) by the definition of €. Letting

F.= U E(p)

peP

and applying Theorem 8, we deduce that |F|5 > %M > §2<—5
Since E(p) C Fy, for each p € P, we have F C F,, which implies

|Jk1‘ = ’Fkl ’3 > ‘EF’S > 62’(73,7):/-

Then
14l VP s
Zriv +t' 2K > Z r; +' =2k _ 5 +t 2K|jk1| > 1.
icd i€,
As the covering was arbitrary, we infer that dimyg F > s +¢' — 2k. Sending s’ 7s,t’ t,and k¥ \, 0, we
arrive at the desired result. ]

3 Preliminaries on (0, s)-configurations

The proof of Theorem 11 — the multiplicity upper bound for (8, s)-configurations — will involve con-
sidering such configurations at scales A > 0. In a dream world, a (J,s)-configuration would admit a
"dyadic" structure which would enable statements of the following kind: (a) the A-parents of a (8, s)-
configuration form a (A, s)-configuration, and (b) the A-parents of a (8,s,C,M)-configuration form a
(A,s,C’",M")-configuration. Such claims are not only false as stated, but also seriously ill-defined.

To formulate the problems — and eventually their solutions — precisely, we introduce notation for
dyadic cubes.

Definition 24 (Dyadic cubes). For § € 27N, let D be the family of dyadic cubes in R? of side-length &
which are contained in the set D. We also write D := |Jgc,-n Ds. If P C R? is an arbitrary set of points,
or a family of cubes, we also write

Ds(P):={Q € Ds: 0NP +#0}.
For p € D, we write Qs(p) € D for the unique cube in D5 containing p.

We then explain some of the problems we need to overcome. The first one is that if P C D or P C Dy
is a (9,s)-set, it is not automatic that Py := DA (P) is a (A,s)-set for 6 < A < 1. This is not too serious: it
is well-known that there exists a "refinement" P’ C P such that |P'| ~ |P|, and Py is a (A, s)-set (a proof
of this claim will be hidden inside the proof of Proposition 37).

There is another problem of the same nature, which seems more complex to begin with, but can
eventually be solved with the same idea. Assume that Q = {(p,v): p € Pandv € E(p)} is a (8,s)-
configuration, and A > 8. In what sense can we guarantee that some "A-net" Qx C Q is a (A,s)-
configuration? By the fact stated in the previous paragraph, we may start by refining P — P’ such that P}
is a (A, s)-set. Then the question becomes: which set Ex(p) C S(p) should we associate to each p € Py in
such a manner that

Qx={(p,v):pePyandveEx(p)}
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is a (A, s)-configuration — which hopefully still has some useful relationship with ? This question will
eventually be answered in the main result of this section, Proposition 37, but we first need to set up some
notation.
For p = (x,r) € R3 and an arc I C S(p), we let V(p,I) be the (one-sided) cone centred at x and
spanned by the arc /. That is,
V(p.D) = | J{x+1(e—2)} 0.

ecl
Definition 25 (Dyadic arcs). We introduce a dyadic partition on the circles S(p). If o € 27N and
p=(x,r) €D, we let S5(p) be a partition of S(p) into disjoint (half-open) arcs of length 2zrc. We also

let 8(p) := Uger 1 So(p). (We note that for p = (x,r) € D, always r € [3,1], so the dyadic o-arcs have
length comparable to ©.)

Remark 26. The notation of dyadic arcs 84 (p) will often be applied with parameters such as ¢ = /J /¢
or 0 = 0 /v At, which are not dyadic rationals to begin with. In such cases, we really mean S (p), where
6 € 27N is the smallest dyadic rational with o < &.

Notation 27. In the sequel, it will be very common that the letters p, g, p refer to dyadic cubes instead
of points in D. Regardless, we will use the notation S(p), 85(p) and V(p,I). This always refers to the
corresponding definitions relative to the centre of p, g, p, which is an element of D.

Lemma 28. Ler 0 < 6 <A< 1and0< o <X <1 be dyadic numbers with A < X. Assume that p € Dg
and p € Dp with p C p, and let v € S(p). If v € 8x(p) is such that

then there exists an arc I, C S(p) of length < X such that v C V(p,Iy) and v C I.

For all p,p, and v as in the statement of the lemma, there exists at least one v € Sy(p) such that
vV (p,v) # 0, simply because R? = Uycs, () V (P, V).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that £ < 1/12, say. We denote

Sx(p,v) :={ve8z(p):vnV(p,v) #0}.

Our goal is to bound the cardinality of Sy (p,v) uniformly from above and prove that I, can be obtained
as the union of the arcs in Sy (p,v).

Let (x,r),(x,r) € D be the centers of the cubes p € Ds and p € Dy, respectively. By assumption,
r>1/2and A < ¥ < 1/12, so that r —3A > 1. Since S(p) C S**(p) by a simple application of the
triangle inequality, we find

dist(v,x) > dist(S(p),x) = 1. (29)

Moreover, using also that r > 1/2, and d < 1/12, it follows that x must be contained in the interior of the
disk bounded by S(p).

By the connectedness of v and since v {x} = 0, we find that Ug (, )V is a connected set in S(p)
which implies that 8y (p,v) = {V;}i=1... m is a family of adjacent arcs. If m € {1,2}, then their union is
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obviously an arc Iy of length at most 47rX with v C V(p,Iy) and v C Iy. Thus we assume from now on
that m > 3. Letting v;" and v; be the two endpoints of the arc v;, we can arrange the arcs v; € 8y(p,v) in
such an order that V;'_ =v,,foralli=1,---;m—1.

To conclude the proof of the lemma, it suffices to show that m is bounded from above by a universal
constant. As v € 84(p) for p = (x,r), the length £(v) of v is 2nro. As X lies inside the disk bounded by
S(p), the set vV (p,v;) is a curve for every i. Since ¢ < X and r < 2, we have that

m m—1

4L > (v Z (vnV(p,vi)) > Y vnv(p,vi)).
i=2

Thus, the desired upper bound for m will follow, if we manage to prove that
vV (p,vi)) 2 X, 2<i<m-—1. (30)
Note that
oV (p,vi) = {x}U{x+1(v;i =x)}=0U{x+1(v; —X)}r>0, 1<i<m.
Write v, := {x+#(v;" —x)};~0 and ¥; := {x+#(v; —X)},~0. We have
viny, =0, 1<i<m.

Recall that v {x} = 0. Then, by the arrangement of the arcs v;, we know for i =2,---,m— 1, that v
must intersect both V;’ and v; . Let

x;“EV;rﬂv and x; €V; Ny, 2<i<m-—1.
We claim that
F x| Z2E, 2<i<m—1, GD

which will yield (30) and thus conclude the proof of the lemma.
To prove (31), recall that v; is an arc of length 27X in S(p). Thus

(Vv ) =212 <7m/2.

1

We have

xF—x| >dist({x},¥;) =inf{|x —y|:y €V, } =[x —x|sinZ(V],¥,)
@ £(7},97)
VioVi) >y

< 2

where for the second inequality we recall that x;” € v C 53A(p), and we use the fact that sin@ > 6 /2 for
all 0 < 6 < m/2. The proof is complete. 0

Dyadic cubes have the well-known useful property that if Q,Q' € D with QN Q' # 0, then either
O C Q' or Q' C Q. For a fixed circle S(p), the dyadic arcs 8(p) have the same property, but things get
more complicated when we want to compare dyadic arcs in 8(p),8(q) for p # g. The next notation is
designed to clarify this issue.
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Notation 32. Let0 < 0 <A< 1and0< o <X <1 bedyadic numbers. Assume that p € Ds and p € D
with p C p. For each v € 845(p), we write v < v for the unique arc v € S8y (p) such that the centre of v is
contained in V(p,v). In particular, vV (p, V) # 0. For two pairs (p,v) and (p, V), we write

(p,v)<(p,v) <= pCpandv<v.

We remark that by Lemma 28, if A <X and (p,v) < (p,V), then v C V(p, 1) for an arc I, C S(p) of
length ~ X with v C [,.

The "<" relation is illustrated in Figure 2. It gives a precise meaning to "dyadic parents" of pairs
(p,v) with p € Dg and v € S(p). We just have to keep in mind that if (p,v) < (p, V), then it is not quite
true that v C v. A good substitute is the inclusion v C V(p, Iy).

Definition 33 (Skeleton). Let 0 < 6 < Aand 0 < o < X be dyadic rationals. Assume that p € D and
Es(p) C 8s(p). The (A, X)-skeleton of Es(p) is the set

Ex(p) ={ve8s(p):v<vforsomeveEs(p)},

where p € D, is the unique dyadic cube with p C p. (It is important to note that the (A,X)-skeleton of
Es(p) is a subset of Sy (p) instead of Sy(p). These coincide if A= §.)

We also need the following version of the definition. Let P C Dg, and assume that we are given a
(possibly empty) family Es(p) C 85 (p) for all p € P. Write Q = {(p,v) : p€ Pand v € E5(p)}. Then,
the (A, X)-skeleton of Q is defined to be

Qf :={(p,v) : p € Da, v € 8x(p), and (p,v) < (p,v) for some (p,v) € Q}.

In other words, Q8 consists of pairs (p,v) such that p € Ds(P), and v € Ex(p) for some p € P with
p C p. We write

Es(p):={ves8s(p): (p,v) €Q8} and Py:={pecDy:Es(p)#0}.

Remark 34. Note that Ex(p) is the union of all the (A, X)-skeletons Ex(p) for all p € P with p C p. Thus,
Eyx(p) may be rather wild, even if the individual sets Es(p) are nice (say, (o, s)-sets). Proposition 37 will
regardless give us useful information about the sets Ex(p), provided that we are first allowed to prune Q
(and hence the sets Es(p)) slightly.

Let us recap the meaning of (6,s,C,M)-configurations from Definition 7. These were defined to be
sets Q C R such that P = 73 (Q) C D is a non-empty (8,s,C)-set, and E(p) = {v € R?: (p,v) € Q} is
a (8,s,C)-subset of S(p) for all p € P, satisfying |E(p)|s = M. We next pose the following dyadic (and
slightly generalised) variant of the definition.

Definition 35. Let0 <s<1,C>0,andlet0 < 6 <1,0< §,0 < 1 be dyadic rationals. A (8,0,s,C,M)-
configuration is a set of the form

Q={(p,v):pePandvcEs(p)},

where P C D is a (6,s,C)-set, and Eq(p) C 85(p), for p € P, is a (0, s,C)-set of constant cardinality
|Es(p)| =M. If Qisa (8,0,s,C,M)-configuration for some M, we simply say that Q is a (6, 0,s,C)-
configuration.
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Figure 2: The red squares represent the centres of three circles S(p1),S(p2),S(p3), where py, p2, p3 € Ds.
In the figure we have py, p2, p3 C p for a certain p € Dy, where A > d. Therefore the red d-annuli
S%(p1),8%(p2),8% (ps) are contained in the (yellow) A-annulus S2(p). The black dots on the red circles
represent the sets Eq(p1),Es(p2),Es(p3), and the three longer arcs spanning the cones form the set
Ex(p) C S(p). As shown in the figure, each pair (p;,v) with v € Es(p;) satisfies (p;,v) < (p,v) for some
v e Ex(p).

In the new terminology, the (J,s,C, M )-configurations from Definition 7 correspond to (8, 0,s,C,M)-
configurations. To be precise, we should distinguish between (J,s,C, M)-configurations and "dyadic"
(8,s,C,M)-configurations, but we will not do this: in the sequel, the terminology will always refer to the
dyadic variant in Definition 35.

We record the following simple refinement principle for (8, 0,s,C,M)-configurations:

Lemma 36 (Refinement principle). Let Q be a (8, 0,s,C)-configuration, and let G C Q be a subset
with |G| > ¢|Q|, where ¢ € (0,1]. Then, there exists a (0,0,s,2C/c)-configuration Q' C G with |Q/| >
(@/4)ll

Proof. Write Q= {(p,v):p€Pandv e Es(p)}. For pe P,let G(p) :={ve€ Es(p):(p,v) € G}. Note
that (with M := |Es(p)|), we have

cM|P| = c|Q| < |G| = Z},DIG(p)! <M|{p:|G(p)| > cM/2}|+cM|P|/2.
pe

It follows that the set P’ := {p € P: |G(p)| > c¢M/2} has |P'| > ¢|P|/2. Foreach p € P, let E;(p) C G(p)
be a set with |[E(p)| = cM /2 = c|Es(p)|/2. Now, P’ is a (8,s,2C/c)-set, EL(p) is a (0,s,2C/c)-set for
all pe P/, and

Q' :={(p,v):peP andV €E.(p)} CG

is the desired (8, 0,2C/c)-configuration with |Q'| = c|P'|M/2 > (c?/4)|Q|. O
We then arrive at the main result of this section.
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Proposition 37. Let 0 < 6 <A< 1and 0 < 6 <X <1 be dyadic numbers with § < o and A < X.
For every C > 1, there exists a constant C' =g C such that the following holds. If Q is a (8,0,s,C)-
configuration, then there exists a subset G C Q with |G| ~g |Q| whose (A,X)-skeleton G is a (A, X,s,C’)-
configuration with the property

Q|

‘{(pav)EG:(p7V)'<(p)V)H%5 @7 (p,V)EGé. (38)
X

Remark 39. Let0 < § <A<1land0< o <X <1 be dyadic rationals. Let Q = {(p,v) : p€ Pand v €
Es(p)}, as in Proposition 37. We will use the following notation:

pav:={(p,v)€Q:(p,v)<(p,Vv))}, p € Da, v e 8x(p)-

(So, the sets p® v depend on "Q" even though this is suppressed from the notation). The sets p ® v are
disjoint for distinct (p,v) with p € D and v € S8y (p). Indeed, if p # p’, evidently no pair (p,v) can lie in
p®vand p’®V forany v,v' € §(p). On the other hand, if p=p’ and p € D5 with p C p =p/, then for
each arc v € 84(p) we have chosen exactly one arc v € S8y (p) such that v < v. That is, (p,v) < (p, V) for
only one (p, V).

To simplify the proof of Proposition 37 slightly, we extract the following lemma:

Lemma 40. Ler 0 < 8 < A <1 be dyadic rationals, and let P C Dg be a (J,s,C)-set. Assume that every
set

pNnP:={peP:pcCp}, p € Pr:=Du(P),

has cardinality |pNP| € [m,2m] for some m > 1. Then Py is a (A,s,C')-set with C' ~ C.

Proof. Let Q € D, with A <r < 1. Then,

m-|QN Pl <|QNP| SCrIP| <2m-Cr’|Py|.

n_n

Dividing by "m" yields a dyadic version of the (A,s,C’)-set condition for Py. This easily implies the usual
(A,s,C")-set condition with a slightly worse "C'". O

We then complete the proof of Proposition 37.

Proof of Proposition 37. In the first part of the proof, we construct certain sets P C D and E(p) C Sx(p),
p € Pa, by pigeonholing, and we define Q = {(p,v) : p € Pyand v € E(p)}. The set G C Q will be
defined as
G:= |J povcQ (41)
(p,v)eQ

This implies trivially that Gé C Q. In the second part of the proof, we show that Q is a (A,X,s,C’)-
configuration satisfying (38), so in particular p® v # 0 for all (p,v) € Q. Therefore also G§ D Q by
definitions, and the proof will be complete.
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Write Q= {(p,v):pePandve€ E(p)}, where PC Dg and E(p) C 85(p). To construct P, consider
initially P} := D (P). Each p € P} may contain different numbers of §-cubes from P, and to fix this we
perform our first pigeonholing. Let p € PA1 and define

Ds(pNP):={peP:pCp} andPAlJ. ={pePi: 27 <|Ds(pnP)| <2}

for i > 1. Observing that
PI=). ) Ds(pNP)]
ieN pGPAr,-
and noting that P, ; is empty if 27~! > |Dg| ~ 8 =3, we conclude by pigeonholing that there exists ip S 1
such that

|Pl~s Y, |Ds(pnP)l.
PEPA,

For this index io, we then have |Py ;,| ~5 |P|/2/.

For each p = (x,r) € P}, we next construct families Sé(p), J € N, that will be used for the definition
of the sets E(p). Again, we use pigeonholing to find a subset of {p®@v: p € Py, v € 8x(p)} of typical
cardinality.

First, since each p € Py, contains ~ 2% cubes p € P, since we have |E(p)| = M for all of them, and
since for each such p and v € E(p) there exists a unique v € 8x(p) such that (p,v) < (p,v), we obtain

Y lp®v|~2°M. 42)
veSs(p)
Next, for j > 1, we define
S3(p) :={vesc(p): pov/e 27,2} (43)

Since § < o by assumption, we have [p®v| < §2c~! < 4. It follows that Sé(p) =0if2/ > § 4.
Hence, by (42) and pigeonholing, there exists j(p) <s 1 such that

Y p@v/ms2oM.
veSé(p) (p)

By a second pigeonholing, since |Py ;| S 0 —3 there exists jo Ssland PA C Pyj, C PA1 such that

P
Pal =5 [Pl =5 o, @)
and .
Y, [p®v[~s2°M, pePFs. (45)

VESJZO (p)

In (48), we will see that all the sets 82 (p), p € Pa, have cardinality ~5 29M /27, but the sets E(p),
p € P, are required to have exactly the same cardinality. To this end, we define

Ms :=min{|8(p)| : p € P}, (46)
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which satisfies Mx > 1 by (45). For each p € Py, we choose E(p) to be an arbitrary subset of 8£°(p) of
cardinality |[E(p)| = Mz. Now, as already announced at the start of the proof, we set Q := {(p,v) : p €
Py and v € E(p)}, and we define G C Q with the formula (41). We record that |Q| = |Py|Ms.

Keeping in mind Remark 39 about the disjointness of the sets p ® v, and using the definition of the
sets E(p) C 8 (p), we have

Gl=Y, Y Ip®v|>|P| My-207!
PEPAveE(p)

To conclude that |G| X5 || = |P|M, it suffices to check that

|P|M
My ~ —. 47
Y R§ Pal2 “47)
Since (p@ V)N (p®V') =0 for v # V', recalling first (43) and (45), and then (44), we have
~ 2iop PIM
182 ()] ~s i pPEPR. (48)

2Jo ~8 ‘PA’Z/})’

Hence (47) holds by the definition of My in (46), and therefore |G| ~5 ||, as desired. In retrospect, (48)
also implies My ~ 210M /2/0, ‘
We next verify (38). The definition of Sg" (p) in (43) results in

@ |PM Q]
p®V ~ 2‘]0 %5 = -—=,
pey [PalMz 12|

p € Pyand v € E(p). (49)

By the definition of G, we have (p®@Vv)NG =p®vV # 0 for p € P, and v € Ex(v), and evidently G§ = Q.
Therefore (38) follows from (49).

Next we show that Py is a (A,s,C’)-set and E(p) is a (X,s,C’)-set for all p € P. This will show that
Q= Gé isa (A,X,s,C’, My)-configuration, and conclude the proof of the proposition. To verify that Py
is a (A,s,C")-set, note that P’ = [ Jpcp, Ds(p N P) has |P'| 5 |P| by (44). Therefore P is a (8,s,C’)-set
with C’ =g C. But now Py = DA(P’'), and every cube in P contains ~ 2% elements of P’. Therefore, it
follows from Lemma 40 that P is a (A,s,C’)-set.

It remains to verify that E(p) is a (X,s,C’)-set for all p € Px. Fix p € Py, let £ < r < 1 be a dyadic
number and v, € 8,(p). Our goal is to show (and it suffices to show) that [{ve E(p) : vC v,}| 5 Cr’Ms.
To this end, we first note that

[{v € Eo(p):v =V} SCrM, pepnP (50)

This follows by observing that all v € E5(p) with v < v, are contained in V (p,y) N S(p) by Lemma 28,
and diam(V (p, L) NS(p)) Sr.
Next, observe that

U pevc U {(p,v):veE(p)andv=<v,}. (51)
veE(p) pepnpP
o
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Thus recalling that [p® v| ~ 2/ for v € E(p) C Sg"(p), we have

{veE(p):vCv,}|-2/0 ~ ‘ U p®v‘
veE(p)
vCv,

< ’ U {(p,v) :vE€Es(p) andv < v,}
pEPNP

<|pNP| max [{(p,v):veEEs(p)andv <v,}|
pEPNP
(50) .
< 20.CPM.
To conclude the proof, we recall from (48) that My a5 2?°M /2/0. Therefore,

2iopg
2Jo

H{veE():vCv} SsCr- ~5 Cr’Msy, v e S (p),

as desired. We have now proven that Gf = Q = {(p,v) : p € Prand v € E(p)} is a (A, X,s,C', Ms)-
configuration, as claimed. 0

4 Rectangles and geometry

The purpose of this section is to gather facts about curvilinear rectangles (that is: pieces of annuli) and
their geometry. Similar considerations are present in every paper regarding curvilinear Kakeya problems
and its relatives, for example [17, 24, 25, 27].

4.1 (8,0)-rectangles and some basic properties

Definition 52 ((8, o)-rectangle). Let 8,0 € (0, 1]. By definition, a (8, o)-rectangle is a set of the form
R3(p.v) = 5°(p)NB(v,0),
where p € D and v € S(p). For C > 0, we write CRS(p,v) := RES (p,v).

Remark 53. If the reader is familiar with the terminology of Wolff’s paper [24], we mention here that
Wolff’s "(8,1)-rectangles" are the same as our (8, /8 /t)-rectangles. While Wolff’s notation for these

objects is more elegant, the purpose of our terminology is to handle e.g. (8,0 /v At)-rectangles without
having to introduce further notation.

For the next lemma, we recall that A(p,p’) = ||x — /| — |[r —#/|| for p = (x,r) € R? x (0,0) and
p = (x,r) € R? x (0,00).

Lemma 54. Let p,q € D be points with |p — q| =t and A(p,q) = A. Then, the intersection S°(p) N S%(gq)
can be covered by boundedly many (8, 0)-rectangles, where

6:=58/\/(A+8)(t+9).
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Conversely, assume that v € S(p) NS(q). Then, for all C > 1, we have
CRG(p,v) © 5°(q), (55)
where C' < max{C,C?8 /(A +8)} < C%.

Proof. The first statement is well-known, see for example [27, Lemma 3.1], so we only prove the
inclusion (55). Recall that p, g € D, so the radii of the circles S(p),S(g) are bounded between % and 1.
For this reason, there is no loss of generality in assuming that S(p) is the unit circle S(p) = S, that the
radius of S(g) is r € [, 1), and that S(g) is centred at a point z = (x,0) with x > 0. These are incidentally
the same normalisations as in [27, Lemma 3.1], and our proof is overall very similar to the argument in
that lemma. With this notation, we observe that

A= A(p.g) = lle =0 =1 =l = [(1=2) = r| ~ (1 —x)* =7,

andt = |p—gq| ~x+ (1 —r). Since S(p) NS(g) # 0, we moreover have x > 1 —r, and therefore t ~ x. We
may assume that x ~ ¢ > &, since otherwise (55) follows from CRZ(p,v) C §€(p) C §€9+(q) € §%¢%(q).

We assume that v € S(p) NS(q). Since S(p) = S', we may therefore write v = €% for some 6, €
(—m, m]. Recalling that z is the center of S(g), we have

. 1— 2 2
1 —2xcos 6y + x> = |e’9° —z|2 =r < cosf= ;7—” (56)
X
We further rewrite this as
1—r24x2 r?—(1—x)?
p=— " =1 g
o8t 2x 2x ’
where || = |r? — (1 —x)?|/(2x) ~ A /t. We now claim that
Co ,
0—6)| <Co~ —moe = || 2> = <6, (57)
(A+0)t

where C' ~ max{C,C?>§/A}. This means that a circular arc on S(p) of length Co around v = €% is
contained in €% (¢). Since every point on CRS (p,v) is within distance C8 < C'§ from such a circular
arc, (55) follows immediately.

Revisiting the calculation in (56), the condition on the right hand side of (57) is equivalent to

_ 2 2 !
1—r-+x <C5

0 — —_—.
€08 2x - 2x

1 —2xcos0+x*>—r?|<SC'8§ <= |cos® —cosby| =

Moreover, the right hand side here is ~ C'8 /t. To prove that this estimate is valid whenever |0 — 6y| < Co,
we note that
1 =sin? 6y +cos? @ =sin Oy + (1 —h)> =  sin®6y = 2h— I,

|cos' 6p| = |sinBp| = \/|2h — h2| < /A /L.
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recalling that |2| ~ A/t < 1. Finally, for all |6 — 6y| < Co, we have
6 6
|cos O —cos Oy| = ‘/ cos’CdC’ < / |cos’ ¢ —cos' 8y|dE + |0 — 6| -|cos’ Bp| =: I} + .
60 60

The term I is bounded from above by

h<Co/ijie—S0 . iL/tNC;S.

VAT

Since cos’ = sin is 1-Lipschitz, the term I; is bounded from above by

252
(A+8)t

0 16—60 2 2 2
ASA\C—%WC:A ]dE ~ 16 — 6 < C2o? =
0

This completes the proof of (57) with constant C' ~ max{C§,C?8 /(A +§)}. O

Corollary 58. Let p,q € D be points with A = A(p,q) and t = |p — q|. Write 6 := 6 /+/(A +06)(t + J).

Assume that
CRS(p,v) NCRY(q,w) # 0

for some v € S(p), w € S(q), and C > 1. Then, CRE(p,v) C C'RS(q,w) for some C' < C*.
Proof. Fix v € CRS(p,v) NCR (g, w). Then
max{dist(v,S(p)),dist(v),S(q)}} < C$.
Consequently, there exist points
v €S(p)NB(v,Co) and w € S(q)NB(w,Co)

such that [/ —v| < C§ and |[w' — v| < C8. Now we shift the circles S(p) and S(g) a little bit so that
v lies in their intersection. The details are as follows. Write p = (x,r), and define p’ = (¥',r), where
X' =x+(v—V). Thus, S(p') =S(p) +v—V, and

v=V+(v-V)eS(p)+(v-—V)=Sp).

We define similarly ¢’ := (y',r), where ¢ = (y,r),and y = y+v—V'.
With these definitions, |p — p'| < C§ and |¢g — ¢'| < C8, and

veS(pHnsS(q).
Write A" := A(p',q') and ¢’ := |p’ —¢'|, and 6’ := 8 /+/(A’ + 8) (' + J). After a small case chase, it is
easy to check that ¢ < ACo’, where A > 1 is absolute (the worst case in the inequality occurs if A <7 < 8,

but A’ ~ ¢’ ~ C&). It now follows from Lemma 54 that

(ACHRS,(p,v) € S8(q),
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where C' < C*, since A > 1 is absolute. Finally,
CRg(p,v) = S (p) NB(»,C0)
c $%%(p'YNB(v,AC*c")
C (ACHRY (¢, v) € 57°(4)  S“(q).
Since also CRS(p,v) C B(v,2Cc) C B(w,4Cc), we have now shown that
CRG(p.v) C $“®(q) NB(w,4Co) C 2C'RE (¢, w),

as claimed. OJ

4.2 Comparable rectangles

Definition 59. Given a constant C > 1, we say that two (8, 0)-rectangles R, R, are C-comparable if
there exists a third (§, ¢)-rectangle R = RS (p,v) such that Ry, R, C CR. If no such rectangle R exists, we
say that Ry and R, are C-incomparable.

The definition of C-comparability raises a few questions. Is it necessary to speak about the third
rectangle R, or is it equivalent to require that R| C CR, and R, C CR; (up to changing constants)? If this
definition is equivalent, is it enough to require the one-sided condition R; C CR,? The answer to both
questions is affirmative, and follows from the next lemma.

Lemma 60. Let 0 < 8 < 0 < 1, and let Ry,R; be (6, 0)-rectangles satisfying Ry C CR; for some C > 1.
Then CR, C C'R; for some C' < C°.

Proof. Write R; = RS (py,v1) and Ry = RS (pa,v,). Lett := |p; — pa| and A := A(py, p2). Write

5:=C8/\/(A+C8)(t+C3).

From Lemma 54, we know that the intersection S (p;) NS4 (p,) can be covered by boundedly many
(C8,6)-rectangles. Since Ry C CRy C S°9(p1) NSO (py), and diam(R;) > &, we may infer that 5 > G.
We set C := max{1,C(c/6)} < C.

It follows from our assumption RS (py,vi) C CRS(p2,v2) that RE(p1,v1) C CRE?(p2,v2), and in
particular CRS? (py,v1) N CRE? (pa,v2) # 0. Therefore, applying Corollary 58 at scale C§ and with
constant C, we get

_ C.58 "
CR(p2,v2) C CRS® (pa,v2) C C'RS®(p1,vi) € S°“9(py)

for some C' < C* ~ C*. Finally, since also CRg(pz, v2) C B(v,Co) C B(v1,2C0), using that vi € R; C
B(v2,Co), we may infer that

CRS (p2,v2) €SS (p1)NB(v1,2C6) C CC'RS (py,v1).

Since CC' < C°, the proof is complete. O
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Remark 61. Lemma 60 clarifies the (up-to-constants) equivalence of different notions of comparability.
If R, R, are C-comparable (0, 0)-rectangles according to Definition 59, then there exists a third (8, 0)-
rectangle R such that Rj,R, C CR. But now R C C'R, according to Lemma 60, so Ry C C'R,. By
symmetric reasoning, also R, C C'R;.

Similarly, if we took as our definition the one-sided inclusion R; C CR,, then Lemma 60 would imply
that R, C C'Ry, and consequently we could infer the symmetric condition Ry C C'R; and R, C C'R; (or
Ri,R, C C'R with either R := R or R :=R).

We record the following useful corollary of Lemma 60:

Corollary 62 (Transitivity of comparability). For every C > 1 there exists C' < C3 such that the following
holds. Let 0 < 0 < 06 <1, and let R|,R,,R3 be (8,0)-rectangles such that Ry,R, and Ry, R3 are both
C-comparable. Then R|,R3 are C'-comparable.

Proof. Since Ry,R; and Ry, R3 are C-comparable, by definition there exist (8, o )-rectangles R, and Ry3
such that Ry,Ry C CRy; and Ry, R3 C CR»3. We may infer from Lemma 60 that

Ry CCR;;CC'Ry, and R3; CCRy C C/Rz,
for some C' < C5. This means by definition that Ry, R3 are C’-comparable. O

Next, given a family R of pairwise 100-incomparable (0, o)-rectangles, for A > 100, we will show
that there exists a subfamily R C R consisting of A-incomparable rectangles such that A°()|R| > |R|.
This result will be proved in Corollary 64.

Indeed, Corollary 64 is a direct consequence of the following proposition:

Proposition 63. Let A > 100 and 6 < ¢ < 1, and let R be a family of pairwise 100-incomparable
(8,0)-rectangles. Suppose also that there exists a fixed (8,0)-rectangle R such that the union of the
rectangles in R is contained in AR. Then, |R| < A,

After somewhat tedious initial reductions, the proof will be virtually the same as the proof of [17,
Lemma 3.15]. We postpone the details to the Appendix A, and only give a short outline here. Since
[17, Lemma 3.15] was stated for curvilinear rectangles arising as neighborhoods of arcs of graphs of
C2(I) functions defined on an interval I C R, we need several auxiliary lemmas (see Lemma 258, 264,
268, and 273 in Appendix A) to reduce our proof to a situation similar to [17, Lemma 3.15]. Then,
in the terminology of [17], the (8, o)-rectangles we need to consider are called (J,7)-rectangles with
t = 8/0? provided that 6 > v/8 (hence ¢ < 1). Thus in the range ¢ > /8, our proposition would
basically follow from [17, Lemma 3.15]. (The comparison between the different types of rectangles is
stated more precisely in (266)-(267).) But we also need to check that the proof works if o < V8. In this
range our rectangles are shorter than any of the rectangles literally treated by [17, Lemma 3.15]. The
argument we give in Appendix A for Proposition 63 reveals, however, that the proof sees no essential
difference between these cases. Alternatively, one could treat the case o < V8 separately, relying on the
fact that the (8, o)-rectangles in this range look like "ordinary" or "straight" rectangles.

The following consequence of Proposition 63 is similar in spirit to [17, Lemma 3.16]. It is not used
in this section but will be applied later in the proof of Theorem 123.
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Corollary 64. Let A > 100 and 6 < 0 < 1. Let R be a pairwise 100-incomparable family of (8,0)-
rectangles. Then R contains a subset R of cardinality |R| > A=°|R| consisting of pairwise A-incomparable
rectangles.

Proof. Let R be the maximal A-incomparable subfamily of R. That is, R consists of pairwise A-
incomparable rectangles, and any element in R is A-comparable to at least one rectangle in R. For R € R,

we define
Ra(R) :={R € R: R C CA°R},

where C > 1 is an absolute constant to be fixed momentarily. By Proposition 63,

[Ra(R)| SAY, ReR. (65)
We claim that
R=[J Ra(R). (66)
RER
Once (66) has been verified, a combination of (65)-(66) shows that |R| < |R|A°, and the proof will be

complete.

To prove (66), fix R’ € R. Then R’ is A-comparable to some R € R by the maximality of R. By Remark
61, this gives R’ C CA’R, provided that C > 0 is a sufficiently large absolute constant. In particular,
R € R4(R), as desired. O

4.3 A slight generalisation of Wolff’s tangency counting bound

The following definition is due to Wolft [24].

Definition 67 (7-bipartite pair). Let 0 < 6 <7 < 1. A pair of sets W,B C D is called ¢-bipartite if both
W, B are §-separated, max{diam(B),diam(W)} < ¢, and additionally

dist(B,W) >t and diam(BUW) < 100z.

Lemma 68. Let § <t <1, and let W,B C D be a t-bipartite pair of sets. Let C > 1 be a constant, and
assume that py,...,pr € W and qy,...,q; € B are points satisfying

A(pigj) <C8, 1<i<k1<j<L

Assume further that there exists a point v € R* which lies on all the circles S(p;),S(q;).
Write ¥ := \/§ /t. Then, for suitable C' ~ C, every (8,%)-rectangle RS (p;,v) is contained in every
annulus S€'®(p,,) and S€3(g,) (where i has no relation to m,n).

Proof. We will use the inclusion (55). Namely, (55) applied with A := C shows immediately that if
(i,7) €{1,...,k} x{1,...,1} is a fixed pair, then

RY(pi,v) C $°%(q;) (69)

for some C' ~ C. (Note that now £ < v/C8/+/A(pi,q;)|pi —q,] ~ V/Co in the notation of (55), so we
may apply (55) with constant ~ /C to obtain (69).) This already proves that every rectangle Rg (pi,V)
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is contained in every annulus SC/S(q ;). What remains is to prove a similar conclusion about the annuli
SC8 (py) for m # .
To proceed, we observe that (69) can immediately be upgraded to

R (piv) € RE(9,v), (70)
simply as a consequence of (69) and definitions. Further, if m € {1,... ,k}, we have
RE°(qj,v) € S (pm), (7D

by another application of the inclusion (55) (here still C” ~ C' ~ C). Now, chaining (70)-(71), we find
RE(pi,v) € S"9(p,,). Combined with (69), this completes the proof. O

In this paper, we will need the following slight relaxation of ¢-bipartite pairs:

Definition 72 (Almost ¢-bipartite pair). Let § <7 < 1. A pair of sets W,B C D is called (6, €)-almost
t-bipartite if both W, B are §-separated, and additionally

dist(W,B) > 6t and diam(BUW) < & %t.

Definition 73 (Type). Let 0 < 0 <o <1, &> 0. Let W, B C D be finite sets. For m,n > 1, we say that
a (8,0)-rectangle R C R? has fype (> m,> n)e relative to (W,B) if R C S%" (p) for at least m points
peW,andRcC S " (q) at least n points g € B.

Here is a slight variant of [24, Lemma 1.4]:

Lemma 74. For every € > 0, there exists & > 0 such that the following holds for all § € (0,8]. Let
0<0<t<1,andletW,B CDbea (8,¢)-almost t-bipartite pair of sets. Let ¥ := \/57/t and let ng be
a family of pairwise 100-incomparable (8,X)-rectangles of type (> m,> n)¢ relative to (W,B), where
1 <m<|W|and 1 <n<|B| Then,

3/4
RE| < 5 <(|W|B|> +yw+|m>7 (75)

mn m n

where C > 0 is an absolute constant.

This lemma is the same as [24, Lemma 1.4], except that it allows for constants of form " ¢" in both
Definition 72 and Definition 73. In [24, Lemma 1.4], the definition of "¢-bipartite pair" is exactly the one
we stated in Definition 67, and the definition of "type" was defined with a large absolute constant Cy > 1
in place of 6 ¢. As it turns out, Lemma 74 can be formally reduced to [24, Lemma 1.4] with a little
pigeonholing.

Proof of Lemma 74. In this proof, the letter "C" will refer to an absolute constant whose value may
change from line to line.

We may assume that §' =3¢ <t, since if (W, B) is (&, €)-almost ¢-bipartite for some t < §!73¢, then
both W and B have cardinality < §~'%, and it easily follows that |RE| < §C¢.

DISCRETE ANALYSIS, 2024:18, 83pp. 26


http://dx.doi.org/10.19086/da

ON THE HAUSDORFF DIMENSION OF CIRCULAR FURSTENBERG SETS

By assumption, we have diam(W) < 6 ¢ and diam(B) < &~ %t. Therefore, we may decompose both

W and B into r < (8 ¢t/8¢t)* = 675¢ subsets Wy,...,W, and By,...,B, of diameter < §¢¢. Now, for
each pair W;, B;, we have

dist(W;,B;) =: 7;; € [6%t,0 %1]. (76)

Each pair (W;, B;) is 7;;-bipartite in the terminology of Definition 67, since (76) holds, and
max{diam(W;),diam(B;)} < 8%t <t;; and diam(W;UB;) <37;.

Next, notice that if R € RS, then there exists (by the pigeonhole principle) at least one pair (W;,B;) such
that RS has type (> 7, > 1), relative to (W;, B;), where

i =max{8%m,1} and 7i:=max{8%n,1}.

This means that there exist at least m circles S(py),...,S(pm) with py € W; and and at least 7 circles
S(q1),-..,8(gn) with ¢; € B; with the property

RC S “(pr) and RcS% “(q). (77)
Based on what we just said, we have

RECJRij) = |[RY<Y IR, ), (78)
i iy

where R (i, j) refers to rectangles of type (> 1, > 1) relative to (W;,B;). Since the number of pairs
(i, j) is < 8~C¢, it suffices to prove (75) for each R (i, ;) individually.

Fix 1 <i, j <r, and write T := 7;; € [6®f, 6 %1, and also abbreviate (or redefine) W := W; and B := B;
and Rg = Rg(z’ , J). Before proceeding further, we deduce information about the "tangency" of p, € W
and g; € B satisfying (77). Recall that |p; — ¢;| > 7 > 8%t, and note that diam(R) > X = m Then,

L.54 51*8
/871 < diam(R) < ——2
V 6SIA(pk7ql)

from which we may infer that
A(piogr) 8%, 1<k<m1<I<h. (79

For purposes to become apparent in a moment, it would be convenient if W, B were §' ~3¢-separated
instead of just 6-separated. This can be arranged, at the cost of reducing m and 7 slightly. Indeed, we
may partition W and B into §'~¢-separated subsets W;,...,W; and By, ...,B,, where s < § °¢. Now,
arguing as before, every rectangle R € R has type (> i, > i7') relative to at least one pair (W, B;),
where /' := max{§°n, 1} and 7’ := max{8°7, 1}. After repeating the argument at (78), we may focus
attention to bounding the number of rectangles associated with a fixed (W;,B;). Since the passage from
(W,B) to (W;, B;) eventually just affects the absolute constant "C" in (75), we now assume that W, B are
8! 3¢ separated to begin with, and /' = m and 71 = 77’.

DISCRETE ANALYSIS, 2024:18, 83pp. 27


http://dx.doi.org/10.19086/da

KATRIN FASSLER, JIAYIN LIU, AND TUOMAS ORPONEN

The improved separation of W, B gives the following benefit: the pair (W, B) is t-bipartite relative to
the scale §!73¢ in the strong sense of Definition 67. The role of "8" (or now 8'~3¢) is hardly emphasised,
but one of the assumptions in Definition 67 was that a T-bipartite set is d-separated, and the conclusion
of [24, Lemma 1.4] concerns "type" and "tangency" defined for §-annuli and (9, W)—rectangles. Now,
since W, B are §' ~3¢-separated, we have access to the conclusion of the same lemma at scale §'~3¢.

Now, [24, Lemma 1.4] implies that the maximal number of pairwise 100-incomparable (8! =3¢ /81-3¢ /1)-
rectangles of type (>, > 1) relative to (W;, B;) is bounded from above by the right hand side of (75).
The definition of "type" here is the one which Wolff is using in the statement of [24, Lemma 1.4]: a
(8'73¢, /8132 /1)-rectangle R has type (> i, > i) relative to (W, B) if there are pi,...,ps € W and
q1,-..,9a € B such that

RSO ™ (pns (q), 1<k<m 1<I<h, (80)

where C > 0 is an absolute constant.

What does this conclusion about the rectangles R tell us about the cardinality of Rg? We will use the
(8,X)-rectangles in Rg to produce a new family R of pairwise 100-incomparable (8! 3¢, ¥)-rectangles
satisfying (80), where £ = /8!-3¢ /7. Then, we will apply the upper bound for |R| (given by [24,
Lemma 1.4]) to conclude the desired estimate for |RZ|.

Recall from (77) that each of our (§,X)-rectangles R € R has type (> i, > 1), relative to (W, B)
in the sense R C S%' “(pr)NS® “(q;) forevery 1 <k <smand 1 <[ < 7. As we observed in (79), this
implies A(py,q;) < 8'73. Recall that further |py — ;| ~ tforall 1 <k <smand 1 <[ <7i.

In view of applying Lemma 68, we would need that the circles S(py) and S(g;) share a common point.
This is not quite true, but it is true for slightly shifted copies of S(px) and S(g;). Namely, take "v" to be
an arbitrary point in R, for example its centre (writing R = Rg (p,v) for some p € D and v € S(p)). Now,
since v e R C §9' (py), there exists p € B(px,8'¢) such that v € S(j5;) (see the proof of Corollary
58). Similarly, there exist points ; € B(gx,8'~¢), 1 <1 <1, such that v € S(g;). Note that the crucial
hypotheses A(px,q;) < 8'73€ and |py — §;| ~ T were not violated (since T > 8¢t > §' %),

Now, we are in a position to apply Lemma 68 at scale §' 3¢, and with "z" in place of "t". The
conclusion is that if we set

R:=R(R):=RY “(p1,v), L:=,/81"%/1,

then (80) holds, provided that the constant C > 0 is sufficiently large (initially with the points py, g,
but since |y — px| < 8'7¢ and |q; — g;| < 8'7¢, we also get (80) as stated). In other words, R is a
(8'73¢,¥)-rectangle which has type (> i, > 71) relative to (W, B) in the terminology of Wolff.

We have now shown that each rectangle R € R gives rise to a (8! 3¢, £)-rectangle R(R) which has
type (> m, > n1) relative to (W,B). We also observe that

(77 Sl—¢ Sl-3¢ = —
R'C S (p)nB1E) € 82 (p1)NB(WE) = R(R). 81)

Finally, let R be a maximal pairwise 100-incomparable subset of {R(R) : R € RZ}. The rectangles in R
have type (> 7i1, > 1) relative to (W, B), so |R| satisfies the desired upper bound (75) by [24, Lemma 1.4].
It remains to show that

RE| < 67C¢|R]. (82)
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If R € RS, then R(R) ~100 R for some R € R. Combining (81) and Lemma 60, we may infer that
R C R(R) C CR for some absolute constant C > 0. Therefore, (82) will follow if we manage to argue that

{ReRE:RCCR} <6, ReR

But since the rectangles in ng are pairwise 100-incomparable, this follows immediately from Proposition
63. The proof is complete. O

S Bounding partial multiplicity functions with high tangency

In this section, we will finally introduce the partial multiplicity functions ms ; , mentioned in the proof
outline, Section 1.3 (see Definition 111). The plan of this section is to prove a desirable upper bound for
m,, 3., — the partial multiplicity function only taking into account incidences of maximal tangency at scale
A. This will be accomplished in Theorem 113, although most of the work is contained in Proposition 84.

Notation 83 (Gﬁ‘t(a))). Let0<d <o <l,andletP C Dg, {E(p)}cp be finite sets, where E(p) C 85(p)
forall pe P. Let Q= {(p,v): p € Pand v € E(p)}. If G C Q is an arbitrary subset, § <A <t < 1, and
p > 1, we define

G (0):={(pV)€G:t/p<|p—p|<prandA/p <A(p,p') <pA}, weQ.

The distance |p — p’| and A(p, p) are defined relative to the centres of p,p’ € Ds. If A € [§,p 8] (as in
Proposition 84 below), we remove the lower bound A(p, p’) > A /p from the definition.

Proposition 84. For every k > 0, and s € (0,1], there exist € = €(k,s) € (0,%] and Ao = Ao(€, k,5) > 0
such that the following holds for all A € (0,20). Let A <t <1 and L :=\/A/t. Let Q= {(p,v): p €
PandveE(p)}bea (A, X, s,A~¢)-configuration (see Definition 35). Then, there exists a (A,X,s,CxA™¢)-
configuration G C Q with |G| ~ |Q| with the property

{0 € Gy, (0): A *RE(@)NARE (o) £0} <A ¥|P|,  w€G. (85)

To be precise, X in Proposition 84 refers to the smallest dyadic rational £ € 2~ with X < £, recall
Remark 26. Taking this carefully into account has a small impact on some constants in the proof below,
but leave this to the reader.

Proof of Proposition 84. Write My := |E(p)| for p € P (this constant is independent of p € P by Defini-
tion 35). We start by disposing of the special case where r < A'~¥/3_ In this case we claim that G = Q
works. To see this, note that now £ = /A /r > A%/° so Ms = |E(p)| < |Sx(p)| < A~*/°. Furthermore,

Q) (pv)c{(p'V)eQ:p ePnB(p, A )}, (pv)eQ,

assuming that € < k/6. Fix @ = (p,v) € Q. Then, for every p’ € B(p,A'~*/?), using the L-separation of
E(p’), there are < A ¢ possible choices v/ € E(p’) such that

A RE(0) AR (YY) 0.
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Consequently,

{0 € 9, (@) : A~ RE(@) NA~RE(W) £ 0}| S A~ [PAB(p.AI )
52’7281(171(/2)‘?‘[4 < AS75K/6|P‘.

using the (4,5, A ~)-set property of P in the final inequality, as well as € < /6, and s < 1. We have now
proven (85) with G = Q. In the sequel, we may assume that

t> Ak, (86)
Fix € = g(k,s) > 0and A > 0 (depending on &, K, s) be so small that
A-18/9/Klg < s and AT 18 Me g (87)
where A > 1 is a suitable absolute constant. We start by defining a sequence of constants

Co>Ci>...>Cp:=17%,

where /1 = [20/x, and such that C; AC}?H Thus,
Co < AR 18e o g, (88)

We will abbreviate
C.
nj(o|G):=|{o" € G (0): CjR} (@) NC;R; (') # 0}

for G C Q and @ € Q. Note that the constants C; are decreasing functions of " j", sonj, <np_1 < ... <ny.
Also, nj(® | G) is an upper bound for the left hand side of (85) foreach 0 < j < < h, since C; > k €,
We start by recording the "trivial" upper bound

no(@|G) <no(w|Q) SColP|, weQ GCQ. (89)

The first inequality is clear. To see the second inequality, fix @ = (p,v) € Q and p’ € P. Now, if
V' € 8x(p') is such that
CoRy (p',') N CoRg (@) # 0,

then |[v —V'| < CoX. But the points V' € Sy(p’) are X-separated, so there are < Cy possible choices for v/,
for each p’ € P. This gives (89).
The trivial inequality (89) tells us that the estimate (85) holds automatically with G = Q and k = 2s,
since A7 < Cy < A7 by (87).
By the previous explanation, if k > 2s, there is nothing to prove (we can take G = Q). Let us then
assume that K < 2s. Then, let
O=x<Kr<..<K,=2s

be a (ks/10)-dense sequence in [0, 2s] (this is why we chose & = [20/k ). We now define a decreasing
sequence of sets Q = Gy D G| D ... D Gy, where k < h. We set G := Q, and in general we will always
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make sure inductively that |G;4| > 3|G;]| for j > 0. Note that no(® | Go) < A~*|P| = A*~%|P| by (89),
for all w € Gy.

Let us then assume that the sets Go O ... D G have already been defined. We also assume inductively
that nj(w | G;) < A*~%-i|P| for all @ € G;. This was true for j = 0. Define

H;:= {60 S Gj Inj+1(0) | Gj) > Asikh_(-”l)‘PH, 0< <k

This is the subset of G; where the lower bound for the multiplicity nearly matches the (inductive) upper
bound — albeit with a slightly different definition of the multiplicity function. There are two options.

1. If |Hj| > 1|G;|, then we set H := H; and k := j and the construction of the sets G; terminates.
2. If |H,| < |G|, then the set G}, := G; \ H, has |G;41| > |G|, and moreover
njp (@ Gin) <nj(@ | Gj) <ATHUDIPL @ € G

In other words, G4 is a valid "next set" in our sequence Gy O ... D G4, and the inductive
construction may proceed.

The "hard" case of the proof of Proposition 84 occurs when case (1) is reached for some " j" with
Kp—j > K. Namely, if case (1) never takes place for such indices " j", then we can keep constructing the sets
G until the first index "j" where Kj,—; < k. At this stage, the set G := G satisfies n;j(® | G) < A°~¥|P|
for all ® € G (so (85) is satisfied because C; > A ), and since |G| > 27/|Q| > 27[2V/¥1|Q| ~ |Q|, the
proof is complete. (To be accurate, G is not quite yet a (6,X,s,CxA~¢)-configuration, but this can be
fixed by a single application of Lemma 36).

In fact, we claim that case (1) cannot occur: more precisely, if € = £(k,s) > 0 is as small as we
declared in (87), then case (1) cannot occur for k;,_; > k. To prove this, we make a counter assumption:
case (1) is reached at some index j € {0,...,h} satisfying Kp—j > K. We write K := &, ; and

Kn—(j41) =: K— g, where § < (ks)/10 < (ks)/10. (90)

We also set )
G:=G;, and H:=H;={weG:njy (0|G)> A" P},

so that |H| > 1|G| 2 |Q| by the assumption that case (1) occurred. Finally, we will abbreviate
ni= AR p| (91)
in the sequel. Thus, to spell out the definitions, we have H C G, and

o' € Gy (@) : CuiRE(@)NCj R (@) 0} > n,  w€H. 92)

it

On the other hand, by the definition of G = G j»and K = K, ;, we have

{o' € Gy (@) : C;RE(0)NCiRE () £0} <A KP[=2"%n, @€ (93)
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We perform a small refinement to H. Note that

Y [H(p)| = |H| 2« || = Mz|P|,
pEP

where as usual H(p) = {v € E(p) : (p,v) € H}. Consequently, there exists a subset P C P of cardinality
|P| 2 |P| and a number My >, Ms such that |H(p)| > Ms, for all p € P. For each p € P, we further pick
(arbitrarily) a subset H(p) C H(p) of cardinality precisely |H (p)| = Ms. Then, we define H := {(p,v) :
pePandveH(p)} C H. Note that |[H| ~ ||, and now H has the additional nice feature compared to
H that

|H(p)| =My, peP. (94)

Let B be a cover of P by balls of radius %t /Cj+1 such that even the concentric balls of radius
2tCj (that is, the balls {8C§+1B : B € B}) have overlap bounded by A ~C(¥)¢ (this is possible, since
C; < A €02 forall 1 < j < h, recall (88)). Then, we choose the ball B(po, %t/CjH) € B in such a way
that the ratio

__[PNB(po, 31/Cjy1)]
= PAB(p0,2C 1)

1s maximised. We claim that 6 > AC(K)e. this follows from the estimate

1P| < Y |PnB| <6 ) |PN8CE, B <01 CEPp|,
BeB BeB

and recalling that |P| > |P|. Now, we set

W :=PNB(po,5t/Cj+1) and B:=PNB(p,2Cjs1t) \ B(po,5t/Cji1), (95)

so that
|B| < [PNB(po,2Cj11t)| = 07! [W| S AW, (96)

We also set
W:={(p,v)eH:peW} and B:={(p,v)€G:peB}.

Let us note that
W(p)| ={v€E(p): (p,v) € W} > |H(p)| =Mz ~cMs, peW, (97)
since W C P, recall (94). We now claim that

weW = G;'(0)CB (). (98)

Indeed, fix @ = (p,v) € Wand (p',V) € Gg;’f' (@). We simply need to show that p’ € B, and this follows
from p € W C B(po, %I/Cj+1), and 1/Cjy1 < |p—p'| < Cj;it, and the triangle inequality:

3t/Ci1 <|p—p'|—Ipo—p| < |po—P'| <|po—pl+|p—p'| <2Cjt.
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From (98), and since W C H C H, and recalling (92), it follows
C:
{BE€B;" (0): CiniRE(@)NCiRE(B) #0} > n>0,  @EW. (99)
Next, we consider the rectangles
RE = (R} (0): 0 e W}.

To be precise, let 32% be the maximal family of pairwise 100-incomparable (A,X)-rectangles inside the
family indicated above. Below, we will denote the 100-comparability of R,R' by R ~199 R'. We now
seek to show that every rectangle in 9%% has a high type relative to the pair (W, B), in the terminology of
Definition 73.

To this end, we first define the quantity
m(R) = [{® € W: R ~100 RE (@)}, (100)

The value of m(R) may vary between 1 and < A%, but by pigeonholing, we may find a subset 9_2% C fR%
with the property m(R) = m € [1,A~4] for all R € R%, and moreover

Y {ReRE:R~i0RE(0)}H 22 Y HR € RE R ~100 RE (@)} (101)
weW weW

Now, we have

Z Z 1{R~100R% (pv)}

ReR} PEW veE(p)
(Pv)EW

Sl

—

101) 1
22—y Y {R € RE R ~100 RE(p,v)}]
M peW veE(p)
(pv)EW
O WMy [W|Mx
> ~K .
m m

(102)

The second-to-last inequality is true because every rectangle R% (p,v) with (p,v) € W is 100-comparable
to at least one rectangle in R%, by definition of R%.

5.0.1 Provingthatm <n

We next claim that

m(R) <A °n, Re®Rf, (103)
where n > 1 was the constant defined in (91). In particular m < A~%n. The estimate (103) will eventually
follow from the inductive hypothesis (93), but the details take some work. Let R} () € RE, with

o = (p,v) € W. According to (99), there exists at least one element 8 = (¢,w) € Bgf;l (@) C G such
that '

Cj1RE(©) NCjiRE(B) #0. (104)

DISCRETE ANALYSIS, 2024:18, 83pp. 33


http://dx.doi.org/10.19086/da

KATRIN FASSLER, JIAYIN LIU, AND TUOMAS ORPONEN

We claim that if @' = (p’,') € W is any element such that R (@) ~100 RE (®'), then automatically
o €G\(B) and C;RE(0')NCRE(B) #0. (105)

This will show that
1~ ACj A Ao ©3) ¢
m(R) < [{@’ € G, (B) : C;Rs (B) NC;Rs (@) # 0} < A *n,

as desired. The points @, ®’ € W and 8 € B, as above, will be fixed for the remainder of this subsection.
The second claim in (105) is easy: since R (@) ~100 RE(@'), it follows from Lemma 60 that
R} (0') C AR} () C Cj4 1R} () for a suitable absolute constant A > 1. Lemma 60 then yields

Cj+1RE (w) CACT, |RE (@) C CiRE (). (106)

The second part of (105) follows from this inclusion, and (104).
We turn to the first claim in (105). Since @’ = (p’,v') € W and B = (¢,w) € B, we have p’ € W and
q € B, so
t/Cj < 4t/Cin1 < |p' —q <2Cjar < Cjr.
It therefore only remains to show that A(p’,q) < C;A. To this end, recall that @ = (p,v). Then, since
Cin
B =(q,w) € B} (o), we have

A:=A(p,q) <CjA and 7:=|p—q|<Cjit.
Consequently,

L:=2/\/A+A)([+A) 2 ClV/AJ1 =C %,
and because of this,

2 A 2 A A A (on
ACj RS (0) NACS 1 RE(B) D CjiRE (0) NCji R (B) # 0.
It now follows from Corollary 58 applied at scale A and with constant C = AC? 41 that
RE (@) € €} RE(B) € S9*(g), (107)

for some C/,, , < C8

1 S Gy On the other hand, we saw in (106) that

RE(0) C ACE, RE (o) € $151(p),

and therefore R{ () is contained in the intersection §CHt (@) N SCh (p'). But this intersection can be
covered by boundedly many discs of radius C? 1 A/VA(P',q)| P’ — g, which shows that

18
A _so ClLA

t VAP QP —q|

and rearranging this we find A(p’,q) < C}ilk. This proves that A(p',q) < C;A, since we chose C; =

AC}?H above (88). We have now shown (105), and therefore (103).
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5.0.2 The type of rectangles in 5%%

We claim that that every R € R} has type (> 1, > 1), relative to (W, B), where
mi=APm, @>APn, and p=10-18/7¥lg (108)

Let us recall from Definition 73 what this means: a (4,X)-rectangle R has type (> m, > i), relative to
W, B if there exists at least /n points {pi,...,psn} C W and at least 7 points {q1,...,¢7} C B such that

RCS* " (p)ns* *(q1), 1<k<m 1<I<i. (109)

To see this, recall that m(R) = m for all R € R}, where m(R) was defined in (100): there exist m pairs
{wy,...,0,} C W such that R ~go R% (@;j). Writing @ = (pk, vk), and using Lemma 60, this implies

1—¢
R CARE (ay) € S (pa),

where A > 1 is absolute, and the second inclusion holds for A > 0 small enough. This is even better
than the first inclusion in (109). There is a small problem: some of the points "p;" may be repeated,
even though the pairs @, = (pi,vi) € W are distinct. However, for p; € D fixed, there are < 1 choices
v € E(p) such that R C AR (px,vi) (since E(p) is Z-separated), so the number of distinct points "p;" is
2 m, and certainly > .

The proof of the second inclusion in (109) is similar, but now based on (99): for all R = R% (w) € R%,
there exist n pairs

{Bi,....B.} CB (@) st C;RNCjy RE(B) #0for 1 <I<n.

b

If we write ; = (¢;,w;), then the same argument which we used in (107) shows that
Ri(0) C €, RE(B) €SS (g) € 8% "(q),  1<i<n, (110)

using in the final inclusion that

(88) < « . (108)
Oy < Gy e g

AP,

assuming A > 0 small enough (depending on &, ) in the final inequality. This proves the second inclusion
in (109). Again, all the "n" points g; need not be distinct, but for every fixed g, the first inclusion in
(110) can hold for < C?H < AP choices of "w;", so [{q1,...,q:}| = APn, as desired. This completes
the proof of (109).

5.0.3 Applying Lemma 74

To find a contradiction, and conclude the proof, we aim to apply Lemma 74 to bound the cardinality of
fR% from above. Notice that, by the definition of W, B, see (95), the definition of "p" at (108), and since
4Cj, 1 < AP, the pair (W,B) is (A, p)-almost z-bipartite. In the previous section, we showed that every
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rectangle R € TJ_Q% has type (> m, > i1), relative to W, B. Therefore, Lemma 74 is applicable to j%;}. This
yields the following inequality (see explanations below it):

WMy (102) BIWNY* B W w4 w
W S 1R %a <| I |) +u+u§1 <| | ) +7f€u‘
m n mn

m mn m

To make the estimate look neater, we allowed the "~2; " notation hide constants of the form A ~C(¥)¢,
where C(k) > 1 is a constant depending only on k. In the second inequality, we are hiding the constant
A~CP = A=C(®¥)¢ produced by Lemma 74. In the third inequality, we are hiding the constant A ~C(¥)¢
produced by (96). The factor A~¢ in the second inequality appears from (103), and it is a good moment
to recall from (90) that { < (xs)/10.

We observe immediately that the second term on the right cannot dominate the left hand side for
€ = g(k,s) > 0 sufficiently small (the choice in (87) should suffice), and A = A (¢, k,s) > 0 sufficiently
small: this is because My > AEX ™5 = QLE\/T/fS > A&%5/6 > 2 —%s/7 (ysing our assumption (86)),
whereas A =6 < A7%/10 by (90).

Therefore, the term |W|3/2/(mn)3/* needs to dominate the left hand side. Rearranging this inequality,
using again m < A ~%n, recalling that n = A*~**¢|P|, and finally using the (4,s, A ~¢)-set property of P
to bound [W| < A ~%¢*|P| leads to

1/2 |

This inequality is impossible for €, 4 > 0 small enough depending on k, since K > k, and { < (ks)/10 <
&/10 — and finally because My = |E(p)| > AfX~* = A%(t/A)"/2.

To summarise, we have now shown that the case (1) in the construction of the sequence {G} cannot
occur as long as long as k;,_; > K. As we explained below the case distinction, this allows us to set
G := G; for the first index satisfying kj,_ ; < k. The proof of Proposition 84 is complete. O

We will use Proposition 84 via Theorem 113 below. First, as promised at the beginning of this section,
we introduce the partial multiplicity functions. Compare these with the total multiplicity function from
Definition 9.

Definition 111 (Partial multiplicity function). Fix0 < § <A< A <t<landp > 1. Let P C Dg, and
E(p) C 8s(p) forall p € P. Write Q= {(p,v) : p€ Pandv € E(p)}, and let 6 € 27" be the smallest
dyadic rational larger than A/v/At. For G C Q, we define

mhS (0] G) = {0’ € (G5); (©): CR5(0)NCRS(0)) #0}|,  ®€GUGS.

Here G4 is the (A, o)-skeleton of G.

Remark 112. The only interesting parameters "A" for us willbe A= 6 and A= A. If A= §, we will usually
write 6 = A/V At = § /v/At, and for A = A, we will instead use the capital letter £ = A/V At = \/A/t.

Also, to be accurate, the notation o, X typically refers to the smallest dyadic rational greater than § /v Ar
and /A /t, respectively.
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Finding a nice notation for the partial multiplicity functions is a challenge, due to the large number of
parameters. In addition to the "range" and "constant" parameters p and C, one could add up to 4 further
parameters: two "skeleton" parameters and two "rectangle" parameters. In practice, however, if the triple
(A, A,1) is given, the only useful rectangles are the (A, A/+/Ar)-rectangles. This relationship stems from
Lemma 54. So, we have decided against introducing the fourth parameter independently.

Theorem 113. For every k > 0 and s € (0,1, there exist & := €(k,s) € (0, %] and 8 = (¢, k,5) >0
such that the following holds for all & € (0, 8] and € € (0, &).

Let Q be a (8,8,s,8 ¢)-configuration with P := 7R3 (Q). Fix 0 <A <t < 1. Then, there exists a
(6,0,5,C6%)-configuration G C Q such that C =5 , 1, |G| =5  |Q|, and

my 0 (0| G)<8TFAP,  weGE. (114)
Proof. Let us spell out what (114) means: for X = /A /t, we should prove that
{o' € (Gh)3," (@) : 6 R ()N & ORE(0) £ 0} <5 AP, @eGE.

We first dispose of the case where A > §%/10. In this case we simply take & = k/5 and G := Q. Now,
the left hand side of (114) is bounded from above by

GE S AT3E < A4 < 52K/ — 5K/5§8 < §3%/59\pl,

using finally the assumption that P is a non-empty (5,5, %)-set.
Let us then assume that 4 < /10, We apply Proposition 37 with 6 =S and A=A and £ = /A /1 >
o. This produces a subset Gy C Q of cardinality |Gy| ~5 |Q| whose (4, X)-skeleton

(Go)t ={(p.v):p€ Py and vE E(p)}

isa(A,X,s,C6¢)-configuration with C 5 1 (in particular, this skeletonis a (1,X,s,Cd~%)-configuration).
Moreover, recall from (38) that

€|
(Gokl

It may be worth emphasising a small technical point: we never claimed, and do not claim here either, that
Go would be a (3,0,s,CS~¢)-configuration.

Next, we apply Proposition 84 with constants "k, s". This produces a constant g := € (k,s) > 0.
Note that since A < §%/10 by assumption, we have Cod % < A 2080/ for § > 0 small enough. Therefore,
if we choose "€ presently so small that 20&y/k < €, we see that (Go)% is a (1,X,s, A8 )-configuration.
Now, by Proposition 84, there exists a (1,X,s,CcA 8 )-configuration G C (Gp)% with |G| ~ |(Go)2,
and the property

{(p.v) € Go: (p,v) < (p,V)} ~s (p.v) € (Go)i. (115)

{0’ € G}, (0): 2 “RE(@)NA R () #0}| <A MR, €. (116)
Note that 6 % < A& by our choices of constants, and A > &, so (116) implies

{o' € G, (0): 5 “RE(0) N5 Ry (o)) £0} <5 *A'|P|,, w€G. (117)
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We also used that |P) | < |P|,. Next, let

Gi= |J {(pv)€Go:(p,g) <(pv)}= U Gon(p®v).
(p,v)EG (p,v)EG

Then (G, )% C G by definition, so (117) implies (114) for G;. Moreover, as explained in Remark 39, the
sets p ® v are disjoint, so

(115) Q
Gil= ¥ 1Gonmev) % |6] 12

~i Q.

(pVEG [(Go)s |
The only problem remaining is that G| may notbe a (8,0, s,C6~¢)-configuration. However, |G| ~s i |Q],
so it follows from the refinement principle (Lemma 36) that there exists a (8, ,s,CS~¢)-configuration
G C Gy such that C =5 1 and |G| = , |2]. Now, G continues to satisfy (114), so the proof of Theorem
113 is complete. O

Remark 118. It may be worth remarking that if G is the final (8,0, s)-configuration in the previous
theorem, the (1,X)-skeleton G& may fail to be a (1,Z,s)-configuration. This was not claimed either.
It seems generally tricky to ensure that a set G C Q is simultaneously a (8, 0, s)-configuration and a
(A, X, s)-configuration for § < A and 0 < X.

6 An upper bound for incomparable (0, )-rectangles

Notation 119. Let0 < § <A<land0< o <X <. Letpe€ Dg, and let E5(p) C Ss(p) (recall that
the notation Sg(p) refers to a circle associated to the centre of p). We write

es(p):== |J Rg(p,v) CS%(p),
VEE):([))

where p € Dy is the unique dyadic A-cube with p C p, and Ex(p) is the (A, X)-skeleton of Es(p), namely
Es(p) ={ve8z(p):v<vforsomeve Es(p)}.

Lemma 120. LetC > 1,0< 8§ <A< 1,0< 0 <X < 1. Assume also that A< X. Let p € Dg, and let
Es(p) C86(p). Then CES(p) C C'EL(p) for some C' ~ C.

Proof. The proof is illustrated in Figure 3. The set £5(p) is a union of the (8,0 )-rectangles RZ(p,v)
centred at v € Eq(p). Let R = R%(p,v) be one of these rectangles. By the definition of (A, X)-skeleton,
there exists v € Ex(p) such that v < v, or in other words p C p € D and vV (p,v) # 0. Since
|p—p| <2Aand 6 < A, we have

5(p) © SX3(p).

Moreover, it follows from vV (p,v) # 0 and A < X that |v — v| < C'E, where C’' > 0 is absolute.
Consequently,
B(v,Co) C B(v,CY) C B(v,(C+C"¥).
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Figure 3: The rectangles CR2(p,v) and C'R§(p, v) in the proof of Lemma 120.

Combining this information, we have
CR3(p,v) = S°(p) NB(v,Co) C S*A(p) NB(v,(C+C)E) = C"R3(p,v),
with C” := max{2C,C + C’}. This completes the proof. O
We next define a variant of the "type" introduced in Definition 73.

Definition 121. Let0 < 6 <o <1, and let P C Dg. Forevery p € P, let E(p) C 85(p). Let W,BC P
be finite sets. For § <A < I, and m,n > 1, we say that a (§,c)-rectangle R C R? has A-restricted type
(> m,> n)g relative to (W,B,{E(p)}) if there exists a set Wg C W of cardinality |Wg| > m, and for every
p € Wg a subset Bg(p) C B of cardinality |[Bg(p)| > n such that the following holds:

1. 654 < A(p,q) < 0 %A forall p € Wg and all g € Bg(p).
2. RC §¢€8(p)N& ¢S (q) forall p € Wy and all g € Br(p).
If 2 = &, then the requirement in (1) is relaxed to A(p,q) < 8' €.

Remark 122. The presence of the sets E(p) is a major difference compared to Definition 73, and we will
distinguish between these two definitions by using the terminology "...relative to (W, B)" in Definition
73, and "...relative to (W,B,{E(p)}) in Definition 121. We will make sure that there is never a risk of
confusion which definition is meant.

Other differences are (obviously) the condition (1) of Definition 121, which is completely absent
from Definition 73. A more subtle point is the asymmetry of Definition 121: even if a rectangle has
A-restricted type (> m, > m)¢ relative to (W,B,{E(p)}), it need not have A-restricted type (> m,> m),
relative to (B,W,{E(p)}).

Theorem 123. For every 1 > 0, there exist € = €(n) € (0,1] and & = d(n,€) € (0,1] such that the
following holds for all § € (0,8)]. Let 0 < § < A <t < 1 be dyadic rationals with A < §°¢t. Let P C Dg
be a set satisfying

|Pﬂp‘§XA, peD,, (124)
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where X; € N. For every p € P, let E(p) C 85(p). Write ¥ := \/A/t, and let Q} be the (A ,X)-skeleton
of Q={(p,v):p € Pandv € E(p)}. Assume that, for some Y, €N,

5—A875—As

my, 0 (0|Q) <Y, wcof (125)

where A > 1 is a sufficiently large absolute constant, in particular A is independent of the previous
parameters 8,1, A,t. Write 6 := 8 /\/At, and let W, B be a (8, €)-almost t-bipartite pair of subsets of P.
Let 1 <m < |W|and 1 <n<|B|. Let RS be a collection of pairwise 100-incomparable (8, )-rectangles
whose A-restricted type relative to (W,B,{E(p)}) is (> m,> n)e. Then,

_ w||B|\ >/ 14 B
|RE| <871 [<|m|,|1|> (XAYA)1/2+|m|'X7LY)L+|n|'X)LY7L . (126)

Remark 127. It is worth noting that the upper bound (125) which is assumed here looks exactly like the
upper bound provided by Theorem 113.

Another remark is that (126) in the case A = 0 may actually be weaker than Wolff’s tangency bound
(75). In this case evidently X; < 1, but it may well happen that Y; > 1. This is irrelevant for our
purposes, since Theorem 123 will only be applied in a situation where Y; < 1. For the interested reader,
we mention that the main loss in the proof arises from the estimate (149), which is always unsharp if
MAN;L : (m;Ln;L) > (1/6)2

Proof of Theorem 123. We start with the case m = 1 = n, and later deal with the general case with a
"random sampling" argument. Fix 1 > 0. We also choose € > 0 so small that 1/ < ¢n for a suitable
absolute constant to be determined later (this constant will be determined by the constant in Lemma 74).

In this proof, "C" will refer to an absolute constant whose value may change — usually increase — from
one line to the next without separate remark. We will also assume, when needed, that "6 > 0 is small
enough" without separate remark.

We may assume with no loss of generality that the rectangles in 3%2 are pairwise 8 ~C¢-incomparable
for a suitable absolute constant C > 0, instead of just 100-incomparable. This is because by Corollary 64,
any collection of 100-incomparable rectangles ng contains a 8 ~“¢-incomparable subset J_Qg of cardinality
|RS| > 89(C)|RE|, and now it suffices to prove (126) for RS.

By assumption, every rectangle R € RS has A-restricted type (> 1,> 1), relative to (W, B). Thus, for
every R € ng we may associate a pair (p,q)g € W x B with the properties

SEA <A(p,q) <8 FA and RC & 2E3(p)ns2€3(q)cS® “(p)nS® “(g).  (128)

(If A = 8, we only have A(p,q) < 8'7%.) We record at this point that any fixed pair (p,q) € W x B can
only be associated to boundedly many rectangles R € Rg:

HReRS: (pa)r=(p@)} S 1, (p,q) €W xB. (129)

Indeed, if there exists at least one rectangle Ry € RS such that (p,q)g, = (p,q), then |p —q| > 8%t and
A(p,q) > 8%A. Under these conditions, Lemma 54 implies that the intersection S° e (p)N §8"° (q) can
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be covered by boundedly many (&§'~¢¢,§1-C¢/ \/ﬂ)—rectangles, and actually they can be selected to be
of the form
§ R =8 “Ry(qv)),  1<jS1,

where each R; is a (0, 0)-rectangle. (We note that this is true also if A = J, using only |p —¢| > 6% in
that case.) We claim that each rectangle R € RS with (p,q)g = (p,q) is 8 ¢-comparable to one of the
rectangles R;. This will imply (129), because at most one rectangle in ng can be § ~“¢-comparable to a
fixed R;: indeed any pair of (8, 0)-rectangles 6 *-comparable to R; would be < §~“¢-comparable to
each other by Corollary 62, contradicting our "without loss of generality" assumption that the rectangles in
9%2 are 6 ~“¢-incomparable. Thus, the left hand side of (129) is bounded by the number of the rectangles
R; (whichis < 1).

We then show that every R € RS with (p,q)r = (p,q) is 6 “¢-comparable to some R;. Namely, if
(p,q)r = (p,q), then R C §5"“ (p) N S®' *(g) by definition, and because diam(R) < 20, it follows that
R C 8 ¢R3(q,v) for some v € S(q) (here e.g. v is the closest point on S(g) from the centre of R). On
the other hand, since the rectangles §¢R; = § “*R%(q,v;) cover g8 (p) nsd* (g), one of them
intersects R, say RN & C¥R; = 0. Now, it is easy to check that

Rj C 8 RS(q,v),

and therefore R,R; C 6 ~C¢R3(g,v). In other words, R, R ; are 5~ C-comparable.
With the proof of (129) behind us, we proceed with other preliminaries. Let

peD,(W)=W, and qecD,(B)=:B,,
and write
R (p,q) = {R€ RS : (p,q)r € (WNP) x (BNQ)}.

With this notation, we have

RS < Y |RE(p.q)l. (130)
(p,q)EW,, xB;,

We use the pigeonhole principle to find subsets
WA CWA and @;L C BA

with the properties

wWnp|l~M,, peW,,
Wnp|~M, peW, (131)
|qu|NN7L¢ qul?
(where M, ,N, € {1,...,X, } are fixed integers) and such that
5 130 5 5
Rel < Y [Re@@)lxs Y, [Re(p.q)l- (132)
(P.9)EW; xB;, (p.q)EW, xB,
It now suffices to show that
Y IRS(p.q)l S5 (IWIIBI)Y*(XaY2) "2+ [W[(XaY2) + [BI (X3 Y2).- (133)

(p.q) €W, xB,,
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To begin with, we claim that
RS (p.a)| SMuN,,  pEW,,qe By (134)

This follows from

RS (p,q)| = ) HRE RS : (p,q)r = (P.q)},
(p.g)€(WNp)x (BNq)

and the fact recorded in (129) that every term in this sum is < 1. -

To proceed estimating (132), notice that we only need to sum over the pairs (p,q) € W, x B, with
IRg(p,q) # (. In this case there exists at least one pair p € WNp and g € BN q satisfying (128). It
follows from Lemma 120 applied with A=A and X := /A /t > max{A,c} that

§%¥r<|p—q|<8 %, A(p,q) <8 *A, and & *eL(p)nS *eL(q) #£0.  (135)

Here the bounds |p —q| > §%¢t and A(p,q) < § %2 used our assumption A < §¢¢ (and that |p — g| > 8¢
for some pair p € p and g € q). To spell out the definitions, here

&= U Rpv),
VEE):(]))

where Ex(p) is the (A,X)-skeleton of E(p) (for p € PNp). We record at this point that
peEW,UB,andveEs(p) = (p,v) €Qd,

where QF is the (X, 4 )-skeleton of Q.
We write p ~ q if pe'W,, q € B,, and the conditions (135) hold. Then, by (132) and the preceding
discussion

(134) L
RIS Y IR (p,q)| S MuNy-|{(p.q) € Wy x By :p~q}|. (136)
p~q

To estimate the cardinality |{(p,q) : p ~ q}|, we will infer from (135) that whenever p ~ q, then S(p)
and S(q) are "roughly" tangent to a (A, X)-rectangle, denoted R (p, q), more precisely satisfying

RE(p.q) C 6 *e¢(p) N & “c€d(q) (137)

for a suitable absolute constant C > 1. Let us justify why R (p,q) can be found. Since §72¢€4(p) N
572} (q) # 0, there first of all exist v € Ex(p), W € Ex(q), and a point

ve §RE(p,v) NS R (q,w).

Consequently, we may find points p and q with [p —p| < 6262 and |q—q| < § %A such that v €
S(p)NS(q). Since £ > A, we also have

max{dist(v, Ex (p)),dist(v, Ex(q))} < § %X (138)
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Now, it follows from (135) and the inclusion (55) (and noting that £ < 6¢,/A/|p — q|) that
_ —Ce _ —Ce _
R:(p.a) :=RE(p,v) CS° H(p)NS® (@)

Taking also into account (138), we arrive at (137).
Now that we have defined the (A,X)-rectangles RE (p,q), we let R be a maximal collection of

pairwise 100-incomparable rectangles in {fR{Zl (p,q):pEW,,q€ B, andp ~ q}. For R € R}, we then
write R ~ (p,q) if p ~ q and R ~ ¢ R%(p, q). With this notation, we may estimate

{(P.q) eWy xBy:p~q} < Y H(p,q) €Wy xB :R~(p,q)}|, (139)
ReR)

since every pair (p,q) with p ~ q satisfies R ~ (p, q) for at least one rectangle R € iR%.

To estimate (139) further, we consider the following slightly ad hoc "type" of the rectangles R € 92%
relative to the pair (W;,B; ). (This notion will not appear outside this proof.) We say that R € IR’Z1 has
type (my,,ny,) relative to (W,,,B; ) if the following sets W; (R) C W;, and B} (R) C B}, have cardinalities
(W2 (R)| = my and |B; (R)| = ny:

* W; (R) consists of all p € W, such that R C §-C¢&% (p).
* B, (R) consists of all q € B, such that R C §-C¢&%(q).

Here
C:=2C>2, (140)

where "C" is the absolute constant from (137). We observe at once that the type of every rectangle
Re R} is (> 1,> 1) in this terminology, because each R € R¢ has the form R = R (p,q) for some
(p,q) € W, x B, and (137) holds for this pair (p,q).

Remark 141. Assume for a moment that A < 8VE. Then, if R € 31% has type (> mjy ,ny) ) relative to
(W, B3) according to the definition above, then R also has type (> my,n; )¢,z relative to (W, B, ) in
the sense of Definition 73. This is simply because

§-Cek(p) c ¥ X (p),

and § €% < A~ CVE by the temporary assumption A < §VZ. But the "ad hoc" definition here is far more
restrictive: it requires R to lie close to the sets Ex(p) and Ex(q).

We now establish two claims related to our ad hoc notion of type:

Claim 142. IfR € fR% has type (my,,ny) relative to (W, B} ), then

[{(p,q) €W, x By : R~ (p,q)}| <myny. (143)

Proof. Let W}, (R) C W, be the subset of all those p € W, such that R ~ (p,q) for at least one q € B;.
Define B’ (R) similarly, interchanging the roles of W, and B, . Evidently

[{(p.a) € Wi x B : R~ (p,q)} < [W (R)[| B} (R)].
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It remains to show that W’ (R) C W), (R) and B, (R) C B, (R). To see this, fix p € W) (R). By definition,
there exists q € B such that R ~ (p,q). This means that R is 100-comparable to the rectangle R% (p,q)
which satisfies (137). According to Lemma 60, there exists an absolute constant C > 0 such that

(137)
RC CRE(p,q) C C8 eek(p)ncdcet(q) c 67k (p).

This shows that p € W), (R) by definition. Thus W’ (R) C W) (R). The proof of the inclusion B, (R) C
B, (R) is similar. O

Claim 144. Assume that R € iR% has type (my,,n,) relative to (W, ,B;), and assume that the constant
"A"in (125) satisfies A > 3(C + 1), where C is the absolute constant determined at (140). Then

max{mk,nl} SYA- (145)
This is where the absolute constant A in the statement of Theorem 123 is determined.

Proof of Claim 144. Write R = R¢(p,q) with p € W, q € B, and p ~ q. Then, enumerate W; (R) =
{p1,-...Pm, }- Now 8% < |p; —q| < 5 *¢forall 1 < j<my, and moreover

RC&“el(p)ns “ed(q), 1<j<my.
Unraveling this inclusion, there exist w € Ex(q), and for each 1 < j <m, some v; € Ex(p;) such that
RC & Ry (pjvj)N 8 “RE(q,W), (146)

We now claim that .
(pj,v) € QD)5 (qw), 1<j<my, (147)

if A >3(C+1). Noting that @ := (q,w) € Q, this will prove that

—Aeg _ _ §—Ae §—Ae (125)
my, < {0’ € (QF)F, (@) : 5 RE ()N ARE(@) #0} =m3 , °  (@|Q) < 13,

and the upper bound |B, (R)| = ny <Y, can be established in a similar fashion.
Regarding (147), we already know that §4¢¢ < pj—q| <6 —A¢€ provided that A > 2. So, it remains
to show that A(p;,q) < 6 -A€A. But (146) implies that

RC S p)ns®“Hq), 1<j<my.

The set R € R¢ has diam(R) ~ X = /A /t, and on the other hand Lemma 54 implies that the intersection
of the two annuli above can be covered by boundedly many discs of radius

571/ /Ap),q)lp;—al < 57 CTVEA/ [A(p;.q) 1.

This shows that \/2/t < 8 (€+VEL/ /A(p;,q) -1, and rearranging gives A(p;,q) < §2(C+VEA. This
completes the proof of (147), and the lemma. O
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Each rectangle R € 31% has some type (my,n; ) relative to (W, B;), with 1 < my,n; <A73. By
pigeonholing, we may find a subset iR% C 31% such that every rectangle R € fR% has type between (m; ,ny )
and (2m; ,2n;, ) for some my ,n; > 1, and moreover

Y Hp.@) eWyxBy:R~(p,@)} =5 Y, {(p,q) €Wy xBy:R~ (p,q)}]. (148)
RERE ReRg

When we now combine (136) with (139), then (148), and finally (143), we find
RG] S5 MaNy - (mamy) - IR . (149)

To conclude the proof of (126) from here, we consider separately the "main" case A < 8VE, and the
"trivial" case A > V. In the trivial case, we simply apply the following uniform estimates:

max{my,n;} <A C<8CVE and |RE <A C<ECVE
Consequently, using also M; < min{|W|,X, } and N) < min{|B|,X, }, we get
_ _ 1/2
(R3] S 87 3VE(MaN,) < 5VE(W]B) X .

This is even better than the case m = 1 = n of (126), assuming 3Cy/€ < 1.

Assume then that A < 8 V€. In this case, as pointed out in Remark 141, the family J_Q% consists of (A, X)-
rectangles of type (> m;y,> n; )¢,/ relative to (Wj,B,), in the sense of Definition 73. Furthermore,
the pair (W;,,B;) is (4, C+/€)-almost ¢-bipartite by (135), and since § 2¢ < A~CVE_ Consequently, by
Lemma 74, we have

- W, ||B Wl | [B
|y§|gx—0<ﬁ>[<|“’“> L Wal, 1Bal} (150)

myny my, ny

In particular, we may choose € = £(1) > 0 so small that A ~0(V&) < §-1,

The estimate (150) is not yet the same as the case m = 1 = n of (126). To reach (126) from here, we
consider separately the cases where the first, second, or third terms in (150) dominate. In all cases, we
will use (recall (131)) that

— w — B
Wy | gu and |B,| SJU and max{M,,N,} <Xj.
M), N,
Now, if the first ("main") term in (150) is the largest, then (omitting the factor A~00V8) for notational
simplicity, and combining (149) with (150))

o (@ 34
W, ||B

|Rg <6 MyNy - (myny) - (MM)
myny

(145)
S (MAN) V- (mamy) - ((W(IB)Y* < (X1) 2 (IW||B)Y.
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This is what we desired in (126) (case m = n = 1).
Assume next that the second term in (150) dominates. Then,

W,
1RS| S5 MuNy, - (many) - mz‘ =Ny -my - |W[ S XY W]

Similarly, if the third term in (150) dominates, we get |RS| Ss XY, |B|. This concludes the proof of
(126) in the case m = 1 = n.

We then, finally, consider the case of general 1 <m < |W|and 1 <n < |B|. This is morally the random
sampling argument from [24, Lemma 1.4], but the details are more complicated due to our asymmetric
definition of "A-restricted type". Fix a large absolute constant A > 1 (to be determined soon; this constant
has no relation to the constant A introduced in Claim 144). Let W C W be the subset obtained by keeping
every element of W with probability A/m. Define the random subset B C B in the same way, keeping
every element of B with probability A/n. However, if m < 2A, we keep all the elements of W, and if
n < 2A, we keep all the elements of B. We assume in the sequel that min{m,n} > 2A and leave the
converse special cases to the reader (the case max{m,n} < 2A is completely elementary, but to understand
what to do in the case m < 2A < n, we recommend first reading the argument below, and then thinking
about the small modification afterwards.)

The underlying probability space is {0,1}"] x {0,1}/B] =: A. The pairs (,) € A are in 1-to-1
correspondence with subset-pairs W x B C W x B, and we will prefer writing "(W,B) € A" in place of
"(w,B) € A". We denote by PP the probability which corresponds to the explanation in the previous
paragraph: thus, the probability of a sequence (w, B) equals

P{(®,B)} = (A)I{wizl}\(l _ A)I{waO}\<A)\{Bj:1}\(1 _ A)I{ﬁjzo}\.
The most central random variables will be |W| and |B|, formally
Wi(0,B) :={1<i<|W|]:0;=1}| and |B(®,B):=[{1<j<I|B|:B;=1}|

In expectation E|W|=A|W|/m and E|B| = A|B|/n. By Chebychev’s inequality, the probability that either
|W| > 4A|W|/m or |B| > 4A|B|/n is at most 5. We let A’ C A be sequences in (®,8) € A for which
[W(w,B)| <4A|W|/m and |B(w, B)| < 4A|B|/n. As we just said, P(A’) > 1.

Let RE(W,B) C RS be the subset which has A-restricted type (> 1,> 1) relative to (W,B). We
claim that there exists (W,B) € A’ such that

|RS| < 4|RS (W, B)|. (151)

To see this, fix R € R, and recall the definition of A-restricted type (> m, > n), relative to (W, B). There
exists a set Wg C W with |Wg| > m, and for each p € Wy a subset

B(p)CB with [B(p)| >n, (152)

such that 854 < A(p,q) < 8 €A forall p € Wg and g € B(p), and R C § €3 (p) N5 ¢E3(q) for all
p € Wg and g € Bg(p). We claim that for any ¢ > 0, we have

P({3 at least one pair (p,q) € W x B such that p € Wg and g € B(p)}) > 1 —c, (153)
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assuming that the constant "A" is chosen large enough, depending only on c. Before attempting this, we
prove something easier: P({W NWg # 0}) > 1 — c. For each p € Wy, fixed, we have

A

=1——.
m

P({p ¢ W})

Moreover, these events are independent when p € Wg (or even p € W) varies. Therefore,

PUW AW =0}) = [] B{p ¢ W)= (1-4)" < (1 4ya)", (154)
PEWR

Since m > 2A, the right hand side is bounded from above by p# for some (absolute) p < 1, and in
particular the probability is < c as soon as p? < c.

To proceed towards (153), we partition the event {W N Wy # 0} into a union of events of the form
{WNWg=H}, where H C Wy is a fixed non-empty subset. Clearly the events {W NWg = H} and
{WNWg = H'} are disjoint for distinct (not necessarily disjoint) H,H’ C Wx. For every 0 # H C Wg, we
designate a point py € H in an arbitrary manner. For example, we could enumerate the points in Wg, and
py € H could be the point with the lowest index in the enumeration. Then, for H C Wy, fixed, we consider
the event {BNB(py) # 0}, where B(py) C B is the set from (152). Since P({q ¢ B}) =1—A/n, and
|B(pr)| > n, a calculation similar to the one on line (154) shows that

P({BNB(py)#0}) >1—p*>1—c,  0O#HCW, (155)
assuming that p4 < ¢. Furthermore, we notice that for @ # H C Wy fixed,
PEWNWe =H}N{BNB(pu) # 0}) = P{W NWe = H})P{BN B(p) # 0}).

From a probabilistic point of view, this is because the events {BNB(py) # 0} and {W NWg = H} are
independent. From a measure theoretic point of view, the set {W NWg = H} N{BNB(py) # 0} C
{0,1}W1'% {0, 1}/Bl = A can be written as a product set. Now, we may estimate as follows:

Y. PUBOB(pr) £ 0} 0 {WOWy = H})
0#HCWg

“;5)(1—@ Z P{WNWg=H})
0#HCWg

= (1—¢) PW N We #0}) > (1-c)*

On the other hand, the events we are summing over on the far left are disjoint, and their union is contained
in the event shown in (153). This proves (153) with (1 — c)? in place of (1 — ¢), which is harmless.

Let Gg C A be the "good" event from (153). Note that if (W,B) € Gg, then R has restricted A-type
(> 1,> 1) relative to (W, B) — indeed this is due to the pair (p,q) € W x B with p € Wg and g € B(p)
whose existence is guaranteed by the definition of (W,B) € Gg. Thus R € RS (W,B) (defined above
(151)) whenever (W, B) € Gg. This implies that

/ RS(W,B)|dP(W,B) = ¥ P(NN{ReREW,B)})> ¥ P(ANGg).
IN ReRS ReRS

DISCRETE ANALYSIS, 2024:18, 83pp. 47


http://dx.doi.org/10.19086/da

KATRIN FASSLER, JIAYIN LIU, AND TUOMAS ORPONEN

Finally, recall that P(A") > 1/2 and P(Gg) > 1 — c. In particular, if we choose ¢ < 1/4 (and thus finally
fix "A" sufficiently large), then the integral above is bounded from below by |R3| /4. This proves the
existence of (W,B) € A’ such that (151) holds.

Finally, since every R € RE(W,B) =: RS has A-restricted type (> 1,> 1), relative to (W, B), the first
part of the proof implies

(RG] < 4RG]S 5| (WIIB)Y* (Xa¥a) 2 + (W] (X2 Y2) + !BI(Xsz)} :

Since (W,B) € A/, we have |W| < 4A|W|/m and |B| < 4A|B|/n. Noting that "A" is an absolute constant,
the upper bound matches (126), and the proof is complete. O

7 Proof of Theorem 11

In this section we finally prove Theorem 11. In fact, we will prove a stronger statement concerning the
partial multiplicity functions m;s j ;, see Theorem 160 below. Theorem 11 will finally be deduced from
Theorem 160 in Section 7.7.

Recall Notation 83. We will need the following slight generalisation, where the ranges of the
"distance" and "tangency" parameters can be specified independently of each other.

Definition 156 (G)*" (®)). Let § <A <t <1,and GC Q= {(p,v): p€ Pandv € E(p)}. For
Pn,Pr > 1and @ = (p,v) € Q, we write

G (@) :={(p',v) €G:A/ps <Alp,p') <parand1/p, < |p—p| < pit}.
Similarly, for Q C P C D, we will also write
0P (p):={q€Q:1/pr <Alp,q) <prA andt/p; < |p—q| < pit}.

Thus, the former notation concerns pairs, and the latter points. The correct interpretation should always
be clear from the context (whether G C Q or Q C P).

Whenever § < A < dp;,, we modify both definitions so that the two-sided condition A /p; <A(p,q) <
P A is replaced by the one-sided condition A(p,q) < paA.

Notation 157. Thankfully, we can most often (not always) use the definitions in the cases p, = p = p.
In this case, we abbreviate Gﬁ*t’p "= GZ. .

Definition 158 (mg?i’?t”c). Fix0<d<A<r<landp,,p,>1.Let Q={(p,v):pePandveE(p)}
as usual, and write o := § /v At. For any set G C Q, we define

p1,C . 0 \Pr:Pr . S o
m’;ﬁ’i (0|G):=|{o' € (GG)’/{’}IP : CRS.(0) NCRY (@) # 0}, weG.
Here G is the (8, 6)-skeleton of G.
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Notation 159. Consistently with Notation 157, in the case p; = p = p; we abbreviate

pr:pr.C . p.C
Msae = M5z
The full generality of the notation will only be needed much later, and we will remind the reader at that
point.

Theorem 160. For every k € (0,1] and s € (0,1], there exist € = €(k,s) > 0 and & = &(&,k,s) >0
such that the following holds for all 6 € (0,0)]. Let Q ={(p,v):p€Pandv € E(p)} bea (5,5,5s,6 ¢)-
configuration with

[P <67F, (161)

Then, there exists a subset G C Q of cardinality |G| > 8%|Q| such that the following holds simultaneously
forall 6 <A <r<1:
mi, (0|6 <8, wcG. (162)
Theorem 11 will be easy to derive from Theorem 160. The details are in Section 7.7. Theorem 160
will be proven by a sequence of successive refinements to the initial configuration Q. Every refinement
will take care of the inequality (162) for one fixed pair (4,7), but the refinements will need to be performed
in an appropriate order, as we will discuss later. After a large but finite number of such refinements, we
will be able to check that (162) holds for all 6 < A <t < 1 simultaneously.

Notation 163. Throughout this section, we allow the implicit constants in the "~ 5" notation to depend
on the constants k,s and € = £(k,s) in Theorem 160 (the choice of € is explained in Section 7.1). Thus,
the notation A Ss B means that A < C(log(1/8))¢B, where C = C(g, k,s) > 0. In particular, if § > 0 is
small enough depending on €, ks, the inequality A S5 B implies A < 6 B.

7.1 Choice of constants

We explain how € in Theorem 160 depends on k,s. Let €max = Emax (K, ) > 0 be an auxiliary constant,
which (informally) satisfies € < €nax < K. Precisely, the constant £y, is determined by the following
two requirements:

* Let A be the absolute constant from Theorem 123. We require €.« to be so small that if Theorem
113 is applied with parameters kK = ks/100 and s, then A&max < &(K,s), where the &/(k,s) is the
constant produced by Theorem 113.

* We apply Theorem 123 with constant = k5/100, and we require that £n,x < €(1) (Where £(1)
is the constant produced by Theorem 123).

* We require that &n,x < cks for a small absolute constant ¢ > 0, whose size will be determined later.

The relationship between the "final" € in Theorem 160, and the constant &y, fixed above, is the
following, for a suitable absolute constant C > O:

C-10'%e < g (164)
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As stated in Theorem 160, the threshold &) > 0 may depend on all the parameters €, k,s. We do not
attempt to track the dependence explicitly, and often we will state inequalities of (e.g.) the form "C < § "
under the implicit assumption that 6 > 0 is small enough, depending on €. Here, we only explicitly record
that &y > 0 is taken so small that

CA(g, k)€ < §, o, (165)

where A(€, k) > 1 is a constant depending only on k, and C > 1 is absolute.

7.2 Thecaser~ A

In the "main" argument for Theorem 160, we will need to assume that 1 > 8§ */19). The opposite case
t <& K/10) ig elementary, and we handle it straight away. So, fix § <A <7 <1 witht < §K/10),

Claim 166. There exists a (8,0,s,40¢)-configuration G C Q (depending on A ,t) of cardinality |G| >
|Q| /16 such that (162) holds with € := x/100.

We record that our assumption ¢ < § /194 implies
0 =8/VAr > 8(8/1) > 85 (8 /A). (167)

To save a little space, we abbreviate R(p,v) := kK 'RZ(p,v). We also write M := |E(p)| for the common
cardinality of the sets E(p), p € P. With this notation, we estimate as follows (the final estimate will be
justified carefully below the computation):

yp| Z Z € (Q%)5, (p.v) : R(p,v) NR(p/ V) # 0}

pEP veE(p

Y Y HOY)€E() x8(p) : R(p,v) NR(p' V) # 0} (168)

PEP prepd < (p)

< 8P| (169)

\PI

We justify the final estimate. The easiest part is
PY, (P) < IPOB(p,81)| < [PNB(p, 8¢ ¥/102)| < 872¢7%/104° P, (170)

using the (8,5, ¢)-set property of P. A slightly more elaborate argument is needed to estimate the
number of pairs (v,V') appearing in (168) for (p, p’) fixed. Fix (p,p’) € P x P with p’ € Pf;g (p): thus
|p—p'| > 6%t > 6°A and A(p,p’) > 86%A. Lemma 54 implies that the intersection

S/%(p) N SPx(p') (171)

can be covered by boundedly many discs of radius

d/Kx < o/K

572€(8/1) =:
V(A p)+8/x)(Ip—p[+8/K) ~ \/(5%)(5%) o)
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(Here we assumed that § > 0 is small enough in terms of €, k.) Let {B(z;,7) }<_, be an enumeration of these
discs. Now, if R(p,v) "R(p’,v") # 0, then both v, must lie at distance < 2r from one of these discs (the
intersection R(p,v) "R(p’,V') is contained in the intersection (171), and diam(R) < o /k < 6 /(A k) < r).
On the other hand,

E(p) N B(zi,r)| < 8 SP°M < 5735(8/AYM  and  [84(p') NB(z:,4r)| < 5%/,

where the first inequality used the (8,s,0 ¢)-set property of E(p), and the second inequality used (167),
along with the o-separation of S5 (p’). This shows that

{(m) € E(p) x Sa(p) : R(p,v) NR(p,V) £ BY| < 8 /4(3/2)'M.

When this upper bound is plugged into (168), then combined with (170), we find (169).
To conclude the proof, notice that the left hand side of (169) is in fact the expectation of the random
variable o
o mg, (0] Q)
relative to normalised counting measure on . By Chebychev’s inequality, there exists a set G C Q with
|G| > 1|9 such that

i (]G <md K (0]Q) <& NPI<5F, e,

using the assumption (161) that |P| < 0 ¢ in the final inequality. Finally, we replace "G" by a slightly
smaller (6, 8,s,40¢)-configuration by applying Lemma 36 with ¢ = %
7.3 Uniform sets

We start preparing for the proof of Theorem 160 (the case of pairs (A7) with 1 > /190 with a few
auxiliary definitions and results which allow us to find — somewhat — regular subsets inside arbitrary finite
sets P C D.

Definition 172. Letn > 1, and let
O=A <A1 <...<A<Ay=1

be a sequence of dyadic scales. We say thata set P C D is {A; };_, -uniform if there is a sequence {N;}_,
such that | Dy (PNp)| = [PNp|a, = N; forall j € {1,...,n} and all p € Dy, , (P). As usual, we extend
this definition to P C D (by applying it to UP).

The following lemma allows us to find {A j}’}zl—uniform subsets inside general finite sets. The result
is a special case of [15, Lemma 7.3], which works for more general sequences {A J'}T:I than the sequence
{2_17}7’:1 treated in Lemma 173.

Lemma 173. Let PC D, m,T €N, and 6 := 27T Let also Aj:= 2-JT for 0 < j <m, so in particular
8 = An. Then, there there is a {A;}_-uniform set P’ C P such that

[P'ls = (47) 7" |P[s. (174)
In particular, if € > 0 and T~ 'log(4T) < €, then |P'|5 > §¢|P|5.
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Proof. The inequality (174) follows by inspecting the short proof of [15, Lemma 7.3]. The "in particular”
claim follows by noting that

<4T)7m _ zfmlog(4T) _ meT-(T’llog(4T)) _ 5T’llog(4T).

This completes the proof. O

7.4 [Initial regularisation for the proof of Theorem 160

We denote the "given" (8, 9,s,0 ¢)-configuration in Theorem 160 by
Qo ={(p,v): pERandv e Ey(p)},

where Py C D is a non-empty (6,s,0¢)-set, and Eo(p) C S5(p)isa (8,s,0¢)-set of cardinality M > 1
(for every p € Py). The purpose of this section is to perform an initial pruning to o, that is, to find a
(8,8,s,8 ¢)-configuration

Q={(p,v):pePandveE(p)} CQy,

where P is a (8,s,8¢)-set, each E(p) is a (8,5, 8 >¢)-set with constant cardinality, and |Q| ~5 |Qo|.
The subset Q will have additional useful regularity properties compared to . After we are finished
constructing Q, we will focus on finding the "final" set G (as in Theorem 160) inside €2, instead of Q.

There is no loss of generality in assuming that § =2~ for some m > 1, and some 7 > 1 whose
size depends on € (and therefore eventually k). We start by applying Lemma 173 to the sequence

Aj=2"1 0<j<m.

Provided that T~'10og(4T) < &, the result is a {4;}_-uniform subset Py C Ry with cardinality |Fj| >
5¢|Py|. In particular, P} is a (8,s,8%¢)-set. We define Q) := {(p,v): p € P, and v € E¢(p)}. Then
|Qf| > 6¢|€Qo|. From this point on, the proof will see no difference between Qg, Py and Q;), P}, so we
assume that Py = P and Qy = Q; to begin with — or in other words that Py is {1 j};."zl—uniform for

A; =271 1 < j <m. In particular, the "branching numbers"
Nj:: ’POﬂp‘lja peDZle(PO)71§j§m7

are well-defined (that is, independent of "p").

We have slightly overshot our target: the argument above shows that Py may be assumed to be
{Z*jT}J’”:l-uniform. We only need something weaker. Let £ > 0 be so small that the requirement (164) is
met. Let A C [, 1] be a finite set of cardinality |A| ~ 1/& which is multiplicatively §¢/>-dense in the
following sense: if A € [8, 1] is arbitrary, then there exists L € A with A <A < S E2A. I8 > 01is so
small that 27 < §~¢, we may (and will) choose A C {Z_JIT}T:1 = {A;}7.,. We agree that {6,1} € A,
and for every A € A\ {1}, we denote by A € A the smallest element of A with 2 > A.

Since A C {2777 };”: 1» the set Py is automatically A-uniform: the number

Ny :=[R0plr,  PED;(R), A A\ {1}, (175)
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is independent of the choice of p € Dj (Py). From this point on, the uniformity with respect to the denser
sequence {Z*J'T}J”?:1 will no longer be required. From (175), it follows that also the number

X = P0pls = [Rol/|Polz,  peDa(R), A €A, (176)

is independent of the choice of p € D, (By) (since X, is the product of the numbers N,/ for A’ € A with
A’ < A, recalling that § € A by definition).

Next, for every A € A fixed, we associate a finite set T(1) C [A, 1] of cardinality |T(A)| ~ 1 /& which
is multiplicatively 8 ~¢/2-dense on the interval [A, 1] in the same sense as above: if r € [A, 1] is arbitrary,
then there exists ¢ € T(A) such thatt <t < ¢ ~€/2¢. For later technical convenience, it will be useful to
know that the sets

At):={AeA:teTA)}, 1€T:=]JTA), (177)
AeA

are multiplicatively 8 ¢/2-dense in [§,¢]. This can be accomplished by choosing both the A’s and the ’s
from some "fixed" multiplicatively 8 ~¢/2-dense sequence in [8, 1], for example {5,5'~¢/2,87¢,...,1}.

We order the pairs (A,7) with A € A and t € T(4) arbitrarily. The total number of pairs is < £2.
Then, we apply Theorem 113 with constant ks/100 to the first pair (A,#;). If gnax > 0 is sufficiently
small (as small as we stated in Section 7.1), and since € < €nax < A€max < € (K, s), Theorem 113 provides
us with a (8, 8,s,C8¢)-configuration G C Qg such that C =5 1, |G| ~5 |Qo|, and

S~ Agmax o Agmax

my (@] G) <8 ™R,  weGE, (178)

where X = /A, /11, and A > 1 is the constant from Theorem 123.

Assume that we have already found a sequence of (6,6,s,C;6¢)-configurations G =: G| D G2 D
...Gj, where C; =5 ; 1 and |G| =5 ; |Qo|, and (178) holds for G, relative to the pair (4;,;) (with
X;=+/Aj/tj). We reapply Theorem 113 to Q; := G, and the pair (A;11,#j11). This is legitimate, since
j < €72, and the constant C;8 ¢ is smaller than the threshold § ~#m required to apply Theorem 113 with
constant "ks/100" (by our choice of "&"). Thus, Theorem 113 outputs a (8, 8,s,C;;16~¢)-configuration
Gj+1 C Gj satisfying (178) for the pair (A41,2;+1), and with |G 11| =5 11 [Qo].

After Theorem 113 has been applied in this "successive" manner to all the pairs (A,¢) with A € A and
t € T(A), we arrive at a final (8, 8,s,Ce0¢)-configuration

Q={(p,v):pePandveE(p)}, (179)
where Ce =5 1, |Q| =5 [€], and Q satisfies simultaneously a version of (178) for all the pairs (4;,7;). In

particular, we note that |P| =~ |Py| and |E(p)| ~§ M for all p € P. Therefore, P,E(p) remain (5,s,Cc0 %)-
sets with Ce =5 1.

Remark 180. It is worth comparing the accomplishment (178) with the ultimate goal (162) in Theorem
160. Roughly speaking, we have now tackled the cases (A,A,7) of (162) (with the caveat that this has
only been done for the pairs (A,7) with A € Aandr € T(1)).
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7.5 Proof of Theorem 160

We just finished constructing the (6, 68,s,Ce8¢)-configuration Q = {(p,v) : p€ Pandv € E(p)} C Qo
with |Q| ~z5 | Q| which satisfies property (178) (with G = Q) forall A € A and t € T(1). We record this

once more:
5 A€max §—Aémax

My 2i (0]Q) <5 ™OU|R|;, weQf, (181)

forevery A € Aandt € T(A), where £ = /A /1.
Remark 182. At this point, we remind the reader that the left hand side of (181) is shorthand notation for

—Ag —Ag —Ag
b max 75 max 75 max

My s (0| Q),

recall Notation 159. Soon we will need the full generality of the notation mg?ip ;’C.

The main step towards proving Theorem 160 for every pair (A,7) with § <A <r <1 is to prove it
for the (finitely many) pairs (A,7) with A € Aand r € T(A). Write

T:=JT()cls,1],
AeA
and for every t € T, let A(t) :=={A € A:1r € T(A)} C [6,7]. Recall from (around) (177) that A(z)

is multiplicatively §—¢/2-dense in [8,7]. This will be used in the form of the corollary that A(r) is
multiplicatively 8 ¢/2-dense in [8, max A(z)].

Proposition 183. For every fixedt € T and A € A(t), there exists a (5,0,s,Ce0¢)-configuration G C Q
(depending on A,t), such that |G| =g |Q|, and

mi " (@]G)<8F,  weg, (184)
where C > 0 is an absolute constant to be determined in the proof of Proposition 185.

We will prove Proposition 183 in such a way that the various configurations "G" will form a nested
sequence. So, once the proposition has been established for all pairs (A,7) with 7 € T and A € A(z), then
the "last" set G will satisfy (184) for all pairs t € T and A € A(¢) simultaneously. We start with the easiest
cases where A ~ t. The value of the constant "C¢" will change many times during the proof, but it will
always remain C; =~ 1.

Pairs (A7) withr < §*/10}

Let A € Aand s e T with r < 8 */10L. In this case we apply the claim proved in Section 7.2: the
conclusion is that there exists a (0, 0,5,4C¢0¢)-configuration G| C Q satisfying (184) for the fixed pair
(A,1). (To be perfectly accurate, one needs to apply the proof of the claim with constant Cx in place of
x.) Next, we simply repeat the argument inside Gy, and for all the pairs (A,1) € A x T with r < §*/102,
in arbitrary order. This involves refining Q at most < £~2 times, so the final product of this argument
remains a (0, 9,s,Ce 6 ¢)-configuration.

Before launching to the main argument — treating the cases A < §%/1% — we use (184) to complete
the proof of Theorem 160.
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Proposition 185. Assume that (184) holds for simultaneously for all (A,t) € A X T. Then, if the absolute
constant C > 0 is large enough, we have

mi, (@6 <5, weG (186)

simultaneously for all § < A <t < 1 (not necessarily from A x T).

Proof. Letd <A <tr<1.LetA € Aandrec T(A)beelements withA <A < 5 €2 andr <t < 8 ¢/%.
Recall that

mg;/j (0] G)=|{o 6(65)5”2((»):x—le(w)mx—le(m’)¢@}|, o€ G,

where G2 is the (8, o)-skeleton of G (with 6 = 8 /v/At). An unpleasant technicality is that & = §//Az €
[0,87¢/2c] might be a little different from &, so elements of GZ are not automatically elements of GZ.
However, for every @' = (q,w) € G5, we may pick @ = (¢,w) € G with (¢,w) < (¢,w), and in
particular |w —w| < CG for an absolute constant C > 1. Then, it is straightforward to check that

€693, (@) = @c@9)i (@), wecg, (187)
and
k'R (0)NKk 'R () #0 = Cx 'Re(0)NCx 'R (@) # 0. (188)

The implication (188) follows from the inclusion xRS (@) C Ck 'R (@') (note that & > G). Re-
garding (187), it is worth noting that the implication is even true in the special case A < & 1-¢/2 (recall
Definition 156) since in that case A < §!7¢.

Finally, observe that the map @’ — @’ is at most 8 ~¢-to-1: if (¢, w1), (g, w2), ..., (g, wn) € G& are
distinct, and @' = (g, w) is the image of them all, then |w; —w;| 2 No for some 1 <i# j <N, and on
the other hand max{|Ww —w;|,|Ww —wj|} <& < § /%0

Combining this with (187)-(188), we find

_ _ (184)
m 7 (0]6) <87, (0]G) < 57, wed.

This proves (186), since € < k (by the choices in Section 7.1). ]

7.6  Proof of Proposition 183

We then arrive at the core of the proof of Theorem 160.

7.6.1 Structure of the proof Proposition 183

Very much like in Section 7.4, we will enumerate the pairs (A,7) withz € T, and A € A(r) N[5, 5%/1%%],
and we will construct a decreasing sequence of (6,0,s)-configurations G; D G, D ... such that G;
satisfies (184) for the pair (A;,7;) — and therefore automatically for all pairs (A;,#;) with 1 <i < j. We
will show inductively that |G;| =5 |€Q].
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In contrast to Section 7.4, this time the ordering of the pairs (A;,7;) matters. We will do this as follows.
We enumerate the elements of T arbitrarily. Then, if #; € T is fixed, we enumerate the pairs (4,7;) with
A € A(t;)N[8,8%/%;] in increasing order. Thus, the first pair is (8,;), the second one (8'~¢/2,¢;), and
so on. This has the crucial benefit that when we are in the process of proving (184) for a fixed pair (4,¢;),
we may already assume that (the current) G satisfies (184) for all pairs (1',7;) with A’ € A(¢;) and A’ < 1.

7.6.2 Setting up the induction

We will then begin to implement the strategy outlined above. Fix ¢ :=t; € T arbitrarily, and for the

remainder of the proof. We enumerate A(r) N [§,8%/1%] in increasing order, with the abbreviation
A= |A(r) N[5, 8%/1%]]:

=M <A <...<Ny <810 (189)

For each index 1 <[ < |A| we also define a constant C; > 1 in such a way that the sequence C; > C, >
... > (5| = Lis very rapidly decreasing, more precisely

Ci=Ale,k)'C, 1<1<|Al (190)

for a suitable constant A(g, k) > 1, depending only on k, and to be determined later, precisely right after
(206). To complete the definition of the sequence {C;}, we specify its smallest (last) element:

Cp|:=Cx ", (191)

where K > 0 is the parameter given in Theorem 160, and C > 0 is the absolute constant from (184). With
these definitions, and noting that |[A| < C/¢ for an absolute constant C > 0, we have

N cle —1 1% ¢
Ci =A(g,K)MCp < CA(g, )k < § Fmy 0 € (0,68). (192)

We will prove the following by induction on k € {1,...,|A|}: there exists a decreasing sequence of
(8,0,s,Cc6%)-configurations G| D ... D Gy such that |G| = |Q| for all 1 <[ <k, and such that the
following slightly stronger version of (184) holds:

mih, @G <8, weGLl<i<k (199

Once we have accomplished this for k = |A[, we set G := G|A|- Then (184) holds for G (by (191)), and
for all pairs (A,7) with A € A(r). After this, we may repeat the same procedure for all 7 € T in arbitrary
order (but always working inside the configurations we have previously constructed). This will complete
the proof of Proposition 183.

Remark 194. Notice that the constants "C;" in (193) decrease (rapidly) as / increases. The idea is that we
can prove (193) with index "k + 1" and the smaller constant Cy. 1, provided that we already have (193)
for all 1 </ <k, and the much larger constants C; > Cyy .
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7.6.3 Thecasek=1

This case is a consequence of (181) applied with A = A; = §, with G| := Q. Note that in this case
0 =0/VAt=+/A/t=%,s0(181) with A = § (and our fixed 7 € T) can be rewritten as

§—Agmax §—A€max

m 5, (0| Q)< <87F,  wel (195)

This is actually much stronger than what we need in (193), since € < &nax, and C; ~¢ x 1. One small
point of concern is that (193) is a statement about @ € G; = Q, whereas (195) deals with ® € Qd = Qg.
This is not a problem thanks to the following elementary lemma, which will also be useful later:

Lemma 196. Let0 <0 <A <t <1landpy,p;,C>1. Let GC Qand ® € G. Let ® € Gg be the parent
of @ in the (8, 0)-skeleton Gg, where 6 = 8 /\V/ At as usual. Then,

m P @] G) <m0 | G) <mFP (@] G), (197)

where A > 1 is absolute.

In particular, (195) for w € Qg implies (193) for all @ € Q, at the cost of replacing the second § ~A&max
by 8 “Aémax /A (which is still much bigger than Cy ~¢ x 1).

Proof of Lemma 196. We only prove the upper bound, since the lower bound is established in a similar
fashion. Let us spell out the quantities in (197):

mgP (0] G) = [{o' € (G5)F” () : CRY (@) NCRY (o) # 0}

and
P, AC /= Pr (= =
m P (@] G) = {0 € (GO)FAP (@) : ACRY(®) NACRY () # 0}.

The crucial observation is that if the point @ € G is written as @ = (p,v), then the parent @ = (p,Vv),
where |v —v| < 1, and the "p-component" remains unchanged. In particular,

0 € (G (0) — o € (G (@),

since these inclusions only concern the p-components of @, @, @. Therefore, (197) boils down to the
observation

CRS(0)NCRS (') #0 = ACRS(®)NCRS(0') #0,
which follows from CRS () C ACRS (@) (for A > 1 sufficiently large). O

7.64 Cases | <k-+1<|A|

We then assume that the (8, 0,s,Ce 8 ¢)-configurations G; D ... D Gy have already been constructed for
some 1 <k < |A|. We next explain how to construct the set Gy1. To be precise, our task is to construct a
(8,0,s,Cc0¢)-configuration Gy C Gy with the properties Ce ~5 1, |Gy1| =5 |G|, and

G187 _
mﬁlfﬂﬂﬁ o | Gry) <075, O € Gy (198)
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We abbreviate

A= A{k+1 and o := 5/\/lk+1t (199)

for the duration of this argument. We write Gy = {(p,v) : p € P, and v € Gi(p)} with |Gk(p)| = My for
all p € P.. Here |P;| =g |P| and My ~5 M since |G| =5 || = M|P|.

Note that the multiplicity function appearing in (198) counts elements in the (8, ¢)-skeleton of G .
It would be desirable to know that |Es(p)| = My is a constant independent of p € Py, where

Es(p) ={veES8s(p):v=<vforsomeve Gi(p)}

is the (8, 0)-skeleton of Gi(p). This may not be true to begin with, but may be accomplished with a
small pruning, as follows. For each (p,v) € (G;)3, let

M(p,v)=|{(p',v) € Gi: (p',v) < (p,v)} = {v € Gk(p) : v < V}].

The second equation follows from p € D (that is, (p’,v) < (p,v) implies p’ = p). Now, for each p € P,
fixed, we pigeonhole an integer M(p) > 1 and a subset EL(p) C (Gi)2(p) such that M(p) < M(p,v) <
2M(p) for all v € E[(p), and further

[{v € Gx(p) : v < v for some v € EL(p)}| ~5 |Gr(p)| = M. (200)

It follows that M (p) - |EL(p)| =5 My =g M for all p € P,. Next, we pigeonhole an integer M5 > 1, and a
subset P, C P, such that My < |EL(p)| < 2M, for all p € P, and |P;| ~§ |P|. With this definition, let

G:={(p,v):p € P, veEG(p), andv < v for some v € E}(p)}.

Thus, the (§, ¢)-skeleton of G is G5 = {(p,v) : p € P, and v € E/,(p)}, and for each p € B, the (3, 0)-
skeleton of G(p) is G(p) = EL(p), which has constant cardinality M (up to a factor of 2). To simplify
notation, we denote in the sequel Es(p) := EL(p) for p € B;. Note that

- (200) | ~
Gl=Y ¥ HveGip):v=vll ~s [PlMi ~5 |PdMi = |G
PEPVEES(p)

To summarise, the procedure above has reduced Gy to a subset G C Gy, of size |G| ~5 |G|, and further
we have gained the following properties:

IGS(p)| = |Es(p)| € [Ms,2Ms],  p€ B, (201)

and
{veG(p):v=v}[=M(p)~s M/Ms,  p€P,VEEs(p) (202)

We also record for future reference that

Ms ~|Es(p)| Rs 6°0 " = 8° (?) , (203)
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since G(p) is a non-empty (8,s,Ce 8 ¢)-set. (It follows from (201)-(202) that |G(p)| ~s M for all p € P,
but G may fail to be a (8, 8,s,C6 ¢)-configuration in the strict sense that the sets |G(p)| have equal
cardinality. This will not be needed, so we make no attempt to prune back this property. The moral here
is that the set Gy can be completely forgotten: we will only need G C Gy, in the sequel, and the rough
constancy of |G2(p)].)

We then begin the construction of the set Gy C G. This argument requires another induction, in fact
very similar to the one we saw during the proof of Proposition 84. This is not too surprising, given that
the "base case" 0 = A, or in other words k = 1, of (193) followed directly from Proposition 84. To reduce
confusion with indices, the letters "k,/" will from now on refer to the sets in the sequence Gy, ..., G
already constructed in our "exterior" induction and we will use letters "i, j" are reserved for the "interior"
induction required to construct Gy .

Remark 204. It may be worth noting that the "exterior" induction runs ~ 1/€ times, whereas the "interior"
induction below runs only [20/k] ~ 1/k times. This is significant, because it is legitimate to increase
(say: double) the constant "¢" roughly 1/k times and still rest assured that the resulting final constant
is < 2l/ke < €max (a small number). In contrast, it would not be legitimate to double the constant "€"
roughly 1/€ times in the "exterior" induction.

We start by setting & := [20/x |, and defining the auxiliary sequence of exponents
100 < &, < g1 < ... < & < Emax/100, (205)

where €; < €;_1/10 for all 1 < j < h. This choice of the sequence {&;} is possible thanks to the relation
between the constants "€" and "€y " explained in Section 7.1. Namely, in (164) we required that

C-10'0/% e < g ..
In addition to the exponents {&;}, we also define an auxiliary sequence of constants {C;}:
<G« x...xC k(. (206)

The necessary rate of decay for the sequence {C,} turns out to be of the form AC; 41 < C; for an absolute
constant A > 1. There are 4 = [20/K| constants in the sequence, so the sequence {C;} can be found,
satisfying (206), since Cy = A(€, K)Cy1 by (190). This is the requirement which determines the size of
the constant A(€, k). It may worth remarking that the constant A (€, k) necessarily depends on both € and
k. This is because the index "k" in Cy,Cy ranges in {1,...,C/g} for an absolute constant C > 1, so
Ci+1 depends on both g, k. Given the requirement for the constants C; stated below (206), we see that
the size of the multiplicative gap A(g, k) = C/Cy+1 also depends on both €, k.

Recall that our goal is to define the next set "Gy " satisfying (198). To do so (as in the proof of
Proposition 84), we consider an auxiliary sequence of sets G =Gy D> G; D ... DG ;- Finally, we will set
Gi+1 := G for a suitable member of this auxiliary sequence (or in fact a slight refinement of G ).

Recalling from (199) that 6 = 6 /v At, and A = A4, and writing

pji= Cj578, 207)
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we will abbreviate

§PiCy
mi(®] G)i=mg, (| G)

= [{o' € (G)}, () : C;RS(0) N C;RY (o) # 0} (208)

for G C G and @ € G. We recall that the constant § ~¢/ refers to the range of the tangency parameter "A",
and the constant p; refers to the range of the distance parameter "¢". It is worth noting that

Ciy1<C; and pjy1<p; and & ¥ <5 9,

so my < mp_1 < ... < mg. Itis also worth noting that since &; > 10¢, the "tangency" range 6% is very
much larger than the "distance" range p; ~¢ x 0~ ¢, assuming that 6 > 0 is sufficiently small in terms of
£, K.

We start by recording the "trivial" upper bound

mo(@ | G) <mp(® | Q) SCod ¢,  0eG,GCG, (209)

which has nothing to do with the parameters 6 ~%, py, and only has to do with the constant Cy ~¢ , 1. The
first inequality is clear. To see the second inequality, fix @ = (p,v) € G and (p',V') € (Q0)% C {(g,w):
g € Pyand w € 85(g)} such that

CoRS(p',V) N CoRE (p,v) # 0.

Then V' € 85(p’) and |V —v| < Cpo. But S5 (p’) is o-separated, so this can only happen for < Cy choices
of V. This gives (209), recalling that |Py| < 6 * ¢ by assumption (161).

The trivial inequality (209) tells us that the estimate (198) holds automatically with Gy = G and
K = 25 (with room to spare), assuming that §, € > 0 is chosen so small that Co < § ¢ < § ~%/2. So, we may
assume that 0 < ¥ < 2s. Let 0 = k; < k» < ... < K, = 2s be a (ks/10)-dense sequence in [0,2s]. Thus
h <20/k. As already hinted above, we now define a decreasing sequence of sets G=Go D Gy D ... D Gy,
where [ < h. We set Gg := G, and in general we will assume inductively that |G 1] > %]G j\ for j >0
(whenever G, G4 have been defined). Note that mg(® | Go) < 87 = &% by (209), for all ® € Gy,
provided that 0 > 0 is small enough.

Let us then assume that the sets Go O ... D G; have already been defined. We also assume inductively
that

mgixfn{p"’c"(ﬂ’ |G))=mj(0|G;) <5 ",  weG; (210)

This is true by (209) for j = 0, as we observed above. Define
Hj = {(0 S Gj : mj'+1((0 ’ Gj) > 5_1(’1’(/“)}.

Note that Kj,_(j41) < K j. So, Hj is the subset of G; where the lower bound for the (j+ 1) multiplicity
nearly matches the (inductive) upper bound on the j** multiplicity.
There are two options.

1. If [H;| > |G|, then we set H := H;, and the construction of the sets G, terminates. We will see
that this case cannot occur as long as kj,_; > K.
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2. If [H;| < 5|Gyl, then the set G;.1 := G; \ H; has |Gj+1| > 3]G, and moreover
mis1 (0] Gjp1) <mjp (0] Gj) < &MU, ®EG..

In other words, G is a valid "next set" in our sequence Go D ... D G, and the inductive
construction may proceed.

If (and since) case (1) does not occur for indices j > 0 with k3, ; > &, we can keep constructing the

sets G; until the first index "j" where K, ; < k. At this stage, the set

Gk+1 = Gj (211)

satisfies m;(@ | Giy1) < 6~ for all @ € Giy by the inductive assumption (210). This implies (198),
since Cyy1 < C; by (206). Moreover, |Gyy1| > 277|G| > 272Y/%|G| ~g |Gi|, 50 Gy is a valid "next
set" in the sequence {Gy}. To be precise, we still need to apply Lemma 36, and thereby refine Gy (as
in (211))toa (8,98,s,Ce6¢)-configuration of cardinality ~5 |Gy|. This will complete the definition of
Gry1-

Thus, to complete the construction of the sequence { Gy}, and the proof of Theorem 160, it suffices to
verify that the "hard" case (1) cannot occur for any j > 0 such that k;,_; > k. To prove this, we make a
counter assumption:

Counter assumption: Case (1) occurs at some index j € {0,...,h} with k,_; > k.

7.6.5 Deriving a contradiction

The overall strategy is similar to the one we have already encountered in the proofs of Proposition 84
and Theorem 123. We will use the counter assumption to produce a "large" collection of incomparable
(8, 0)-rectangles, each of which has a high (A-restricted) type relative to a certain (8, Emax )-almost
t-bipartite pair (W, B) of subsets of P. Eventually, the existence of these rectangles will contradict the
upper bound established in Theorem 123. The hypothesis (125) of Theorem 123 will be valid thanks to
our previous refinements, specifically (181).

We write K := K, ; and (recalling the (ks)/10-density of the sequence {k;}),

Ki—(jr1) = K=, where § < (ks)/10 < (ks)/10.
We also abbreviate
G:=G; and H:=H;={0oeG:mj(0|G)> s )@,

and we recall that |H| > 1|G| ~5 |Gi| ~s M|P| by the assumption that we are in case (1). Finally, we
will abbreviate )
ni=§ K. (212)

To spell out the definition of "m ;" (recall (208)), we have
o' € (G3)] """ (@) : Cj RE(0)NCiRE(0)) #0}| >n,  wcH. (213)
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On the other hand, by the inductive assumption (210) applied to G = G, and recalling that kK = kj,_;, we
have

{0 € (G2)], ™ (0): CRY@NCR (@) A0} <5 F=5n wecG (14

The numerology is not particularly important yet, but it is crucial that a certain lower bound for m (- | G)
holds in a large subset H C G, whereas a nearly matching upper bound for m(® | G) holds for all ® € G.
Achieving this "nearly extremal" situation was the reason to define the sequence {G}.

Remark 215. In fact, we will need (213)-(214) for o € Hg and @ € Gg instead of ® € Hand o € G,
respectively. This is easily achieved, at the cost of changing the constants a little. Indeed, if A > 1isa
sufficiently large absolute constant, then (213)-(214) imply

5§78+ p.. 1 AC:
ms P (0] G) >, e HS,
and
8¢ ;€ /A — [
ms, N @]G) <8, weGS.

These inequalities follow from Lemma 196. It will be important that the constant C; is substantially
larger than Cj, 1, but we can arrange this so (recall the definition (206)) that even C;/A > AC;1;. To
avoid burdening the notation with further constants, we will assume from now on that (213)-(214) hold
as stated for @ € HS and o € G, respectively.

The set H C G may have lost the uniformity property (201) at scale ¢. That is, we no longer know
that all the (8,6 )-skeletons HZ(p)  GS(p), for p € P;, have roughly constant cardinality (let alone My).
(Recall that the set P, C P, was defined below (200).) We resuscitate this property by a slight pruning of
H. Note that

MIPl~sH/ =Y Y [{veH(p):v=v} (216)
pEPveHS (p)

By pigeonholing, choose a number M > 1, and a subset P C P, with the properties My < |HS (p)| < 2M
for all p € P, and such that the quantity on the right hand side of (216) is only reduced by a factor of ~5 1
when replacing P, by P. Thus,

MIPl~s Y Y [{veH(p):v=<v} <|P|-2Ms-max|{ve H(p) : v < v}|. (217)
PEPVEH] (p) '

Here the "max" runs over all v € HZ(p), with all possible p € P. Here H(p) C Gx(p) and p € P, so we
see from (202) that the "max" is bounded by $s M /M. Since evidently M5 < 2M, we may now deduce
that My ~5 My and |P| ~5 |P|. At this point we define H:= {(p,v) € H: p € P}. Then it follows from
(217) that |H| ~¢ [H| ~5 M|P|, and moreover

HS(p)| = [HS(p)| ~ My 5 Mg,  pEP. (218)
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7.6.6 Finding a r-bipartite pair

Next, we proceed to find a (8, &nax )-almost z-bipartite pair of subsets of P, very much like in the proof
of Proposition 84. Let B be a cover of P by balls of radius 7/(4p ;1) such that the concentric balls of
radius 2p; 17 (that is, the balls {Sp;HB : B € B}) have overlap bounded by O(pj11) = Og(07%) < & fmar
(recall that pj 1 = C;;16~%). Then, we choose a ball B(po,?/(4p;+1)) € B in such a way that the ratio

o . [PNB(po.1/(4pji1))]
|PNB(po,2pj+1t)|

is maximised. Here P C P, C P is the subset of cardinality |P| =5 |Px| ~s |P| we just found above, recall
(218). We claim that 8 Z5 6% this follows immediately from the estimate

1P| < Y |PNB| <6 ) |PN8p7 Bl < 65 “=|P)|,
BeB BeB

and since |P| ~g |P|. Now, we set

W= POB(po,t/(4p;1)) and Bi=POB(po,2pj11) \ B(po,t/(2pjs1),  (219)

so that
Bl < [PNB(po,2pj+1t)| = 0 [W| <5 5 [W|. (220)

We record at this point that
dist(W,B) > §t/pj41 > 6t and diam(WUB) < 4pj .t < & o, (221)

so the pair (W, B) is (0, &max )-almost ¢-bipartite, independently of "j" or "k". This will be needed in an
upcoming application of Theorem 123.
We then set

W:={(pv)eHS:pecW} and B:={(p,v)eG:peB}. (222)

We note that the "angular" components of W have separation ¢, but the angular components of B are
O-separated; this is not a typo. Let us note that

— 218) .-
IW(p)| = [ (p)|6c X Mg ~5 M5, peW. (223)

(For this purpose, it was important to choose W C P.) Also, it follows from definitions of W, B that if
p €W, and g € P is arbitrary with t/p;j 1 < |p—g| < pj+1t, then g € B. Consequently,

—€j41 . —€j41 .
weW — (G P (w)c B3] TP (),

For this inclusion to be true, it is important that in the definition of "B" we take into account all points in
P, and not only the refinement P. Now this is certainly true, because we are even taking along all the
points in P. From this, and since W C Hg, and recalling (213), it follows

5 &+1 i
[{BeB);, ™"(0):CiiRY(®)NCiRS(B) £ 0} 2n>0,  weW.  (224)

We also used the reduction explained in Remark 215 that we may assume (213) to hold for all ® € Hg.
Without this reduction, (224) would instead hold with constant "CC;".
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7.6.7 The rectangles R

We will produce a family of 100-incomparable (8, o )-rectangles with high A-restricted type relative
to (W,B). This will place us in a position to apply Theorem 123. Consider the (J,0)-rectangles
{RS(®) : @ € W}, and let

RS c{R3(w): ® € W}.

be a maximal family of pairwise 100-incomparable elements. Some rectangles in ng may arise as Rf,(a))
for multiple distinct @ € W. We quantify this by considering
m(R) = |{w € W:R~p0 RS (@)}, ReRS, (225)

where "~1gp" refers to 100-comparability. We note that since every R € 3%2. satisfies R ~1qg Rg(a)) for
some @ € W, we have m(R) > 1 (and m(R) < [W| < 5. By pigeonholing, we may find a subset
RS  RE with the property m(R) = m € [1,C5~*] for all R € RS, and moreover

Y HReRI: R~ RY(0)} ~5 Y. {RE RS : R ~100 RS (@)}].
weW weW

Now, we have

R | =

1
Z m(R):a Z Z Z 1{R~100R2(P»V)}

1
m == 4
ReR ReRS PEW veW(p)

3%

(223) |W’M0

Y Y HReRI:R~00RY(p,V)} Zs (226)
PEW veW(p)

1
%5*
m m

(The final lower bound would not necessarily hold for RS, since every rectangle RE(p,v), (p,v) €W, is
not necessarily 100-comparable to at least one rectangle from ng.)

7.6.8 Proving that m <n
Recall the constant n = 8§ %€ from (212). We next claim that
m(R) Sex 8 °n,  ReRS, (227)

and in particular m Sg 8 %n. This inequality is analogous to (103) in the proof of Proposition 84,
but the argument here will be a little harder: now we will finally need the inductive information (193)
regarding the higher levels of tangency A; for 1 <[ <k.

LetR = R‘g( p,v) € ng, with (p,v) € W. According to (224), there exists at least one

88+ p; 86+ p;
B=(qw)e®B);, P pv) (G5, P (pv) (228)

such that C;1RS(p,v) N C,11RS(B) # 0. We first claim that if @’ = (p’,v') € W C GZ is any element
such that R%(p,v) ~100 RS (@'), then automatically

t/p; < §t/pjv1 <IP' —ql <4pjnt <pjt and C;R3(')NC;RS(B) #0 (229)
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The first property follows from the separation (219) of the sets W, B, and noting that p; = C;07% >
4C;j 167 =4pjq1 (recall (207)).
For the second property, note that since RS (p,v) ~100 RS(@'), we have RS (@') C ARS(p,v) C
C J-HRf, (p,v) for some absolute constant A > 0 according to Lemma 60, and by a second application of
the same lemma,
Cj 1R (p,v) C C; Ry ()

for some C' | < C? 1~ In particular, C; RS (p,v) C C;RS ("), recalling from (206) the rapid decay of

the sequence {C;}. The second part of (229) follows from this inclusion, recalling that C;;R(p,v) N
Cj11RS(B) #0.

Let us recap: we have now shown that for @’ € W with R%(p,v) ~100 RE(@’), the conditions (229)
hold relative to the fixed pair 8 € Bg (determined by R). This gives an inequality of the form

m(R) < {0’ € (G3)!"(B) : C;Rg(B)NC;R5 (') # 0}, (230)

where the (non-standard) notation (G$)? (B) refers to those pairs (p',v') such thatz/p; < |p' —q| < p;t.
In particular, we have no information — yet — about the tangency parameter A(p’, g). This almost brings us
into a position to apply (214), except for one problem: (214) only gives an upper bound for the cardinality
of elements
5\ T.p;
o' € (Gg),, " (B).

To benefit directly from this upper bound, we should be able to add the information

SEA<A(p,q) <88 (231)

to the properties (229). This is a delicate issue: it follows from the choice of f = (¢, w) in (228) that we
have excellent two-sided control for A(p,q). Regardless, it is only possible to obtain the upper bound
for A(p',q) required by (231), given the information that RS (p,v) ~100 RS (p’,7'). The lower bound may
seriously fail: the circles S(p’),S(¢) may be much more tangent than the circles S(p),S(g), see Figure 4.
This problem will be circumvented by applying our inductive hypothesis. Before that, we however prove
the upper bound: we claim that if the properties (229) hold, then the upper bound in (231) holds. This
will be a consequence of Corollary 58.

S(q) S(p) S(')

Figure 4: The failure of the lower bound in (231) in a case where A ~ 1 ~ 1, thus 6 = § /v At = §. The
black and red annuli $%(p),S%(¢) on the left intersect in a (8, )-rectangle R = Rg (p,v). On the right, the

rectangle R is evidently 100-comparable to a (8, §)-rectangle R’ = R3(p’,v') C $%(p), but nevertheless
Alp',q) = 6 < A.

Let p/, p,q be as in (229). Thus RS (p', V') ~100 R%(p,v), where the point (p,v) € W satisfied

C; 1R (p,v) N Cj11RS (g, w) # 0, (232)
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and
OHA <A(p,q) <6 %A and t/p;<|p—gq|<pjt. (233)

These conditions place us in a position to apply Corollary 58. We write A := A(p,q) and 7 := |p — ¢|, and

& :=8/\/(A+8)(+ ). If follows from the upper bounds in (233), and since p; = C;6 ¢ < § &+,
that
o< 696, (234)

After this observation, it follows from (232) that
A RS (p.v)NA 1R (q.w) £ 0 (235)

for some A S Cjy107 % Se e 67841, Using (234) again, we may also choose the constant A
(under the same size constraint) so large that

ARG (p,v) C Aj iR (p,v),
where A > 1 is an absolute constant to be specified momentarily. Now, according to Corollary 58, (235)
implies
ARG (p.v) C Aj+1R3(p,v) C A} RS (q,w) (236)

for some A | < A4, | Se o 6*+1. Finally, since RS (p',V') ~100 RS (p,v), we have

j+1
S, 1 gy k00 S ! Al S
R3(p'V) T ARS(p,v) C A} RS (q,w) C S%+1°(q).

Trivially also RS (p',v') C SA/+16( ", so RS (p',V') C SA}H‘S() SAJ+15( '). This implies

Al .S L.54
fad > diam(RS(p',V)) ~ ©.
AP q)lp’ —ql ~

Recalling that A’ | Sex 6 ~#€j+1 this can be rearranged to

A(P'1q) Sex (8741 /o) [p' —q| ™ = 874 - (1/]p' —4ql) Se 579412
In the final inequality we used that p’ € W and g € B, so |p' —q| > t/pj Z¢ 6%+'t. In (205), the sequence
{€&;} was chosen to be so rapidly decreasing that €; > 10¢;, ;. Therefore, if § > 0 is small enough, the

inequality above implies the upper bound claimed in (231).
Recalling also (230), we have now shown that

m(R) < [{o' € (G3)2,7P(B): C;RS(B) N CR(e) # 0}, (237)

where the "< A" symbol refers to the fact that we only have guaranteed the upper bound in (231), but not
a matching lower bound.
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As noted above, the matching lower bound A(p’,g) £ A may be false. However, recall from (199)
that A = A4, 1, and that the sequence {kl}ﬁ‘:] is multiplicatively 8§ ¢-dense (or even 8 ¢/2-dense) on the
interval [§,8%A] C [3, A]. Therefore, we are either in the happy case of the 2-sided bound

SGA<A(p,q) <5792, (238)
or otherwise A(p',q) < 6% A < 64, and we can find an index 1 </ < k such that
68/’L,/Cl < ll < A(p/,q) < 57811 < Cl(sigkl. (239)

In fact, there is a small gap in this argument: if A(p’,q) < 8, then we cannot guarantee (239) for any
1 <1 < k. To fix this, we modify (239) so that in the case [ = 1, only the upper bound is claimed. With
this convention, the index [ € {1,...,k} satisfying (239) can always be found whenever A(p’,q) < 6% A.
One of the two cases (238)-(239) is "typical" in the following sense. Since A(p’,q) < 6 %A
for all pairs (p',q) appearing in (237), by the pigeonhole principle there exist m(R) ~¢ m(R) pairs
O1,..., 05 € W with first components py, ..., pyr) € W, and a fixed index 1 </ <k+ 1, such that

A /Cr < Alpirq) < C1o~ Ay, 1 <i<m(R), (240)

for some fixed 1 </ < k+ 1. In the case [ = k+ 1, the constant "€" in (240) needs to be replaced by
g;, recalling the alternatives (238)-(239). In the case [ = 1, the two-sided inequality in (240) has to be
replaced by the one-sided inequality A(p;,q) < C18'~¢.

A subtle point is that even though the pairs @, ... , 05y are distinct, the first components pi, ..., pja(r)
need not be. However, they "almost" are: for p € W fixed, there can only exist < C; choices v € 85(p)
such that C;RS(p,v) NC;RZ(B) # 0 (as in (229)). Thus,

’{ph' .. 7prh(R)}| Z C;lm(R)

For this argument, it was important that the "angular" components of the pairs in W are elements in S (p),
recall (222). For notational convenience, we will assume in the sequel that the points py,..., psr) are
distinct, and we will trade this information for the weaker estimate m(R) 2 C;lm(R) (this is harmless,
since C; Se i 1).

Now, we have two separate cases to consider. First, if / = k+ 1, then A; = A, and we have 6% A <
A(pi,q) < 6 %A forall 1 <i<m(R). In this case

Sem(R) < {0 € (G3) " P(B): CRE(B)NCRE(0) £0}] < 6 Cn,

~

m(R)

using that 3 € Bf, C Gf, (recall also Remark 215 where we explained why (214) may be assumed to hold
for B € GS, not just B € G). This proves (227) in the case [ = k+ 1.
Assume finally that 1 <[ < k. Then, according to (240) we have

m(R) Se m(R) < [{0' € (GY)° “P/(B): C;RS(B)NCR (') # 0}]. (241)

We note that p; = C;6 ¢ < ;8¢ by the choice of the intermediate constants {C;}, see (206), so the
inequality (241) implies

m(R) Se {0 € (GS)515 " (B) : C;RS(B) NCRS (') # 0} (242)
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(This remains true as stated also in the special case [ = 1: in this case (240) had to be replaced by the
one-sided inequality A(p;,q) < C;6 €A, = C;8'7¢, but this implies @; = (p;,v;) € (Gg)%iie (B) for
A1 = 68, see the last line of Definition 156).

The right hand side looks deceptively like mc’6 G (@ | G) (note also that C; < C}), and since G C G,
the inductive hypothesis (193) now appears to show that

(212)
m(R) e 67K < 6 Cn,

as desired, using here that K = kj,_; > Kk by our counter assumption. There is still a small gap in this
argument: the definition of mg’.i;:’c’ counts elements in the (8, 6;)-skeleton of G with 6; = 8 /+/At > o,
rather than the (3, o)-skeleton appearing on the right hand side of (242).

This is easy to fix. The solution is to first use the (distinct!) points py,..., pyg) found in (240) to
produce a collection of pairs @i, ..., Oy € G . Indeed, for every 1 <i < m(R), we know from (229)

that there corresponds a pair @; = (p;,v;) € G5 such that
CiRS(pivi) NC;R () # 0. (243)

Forevery 1 <i<m(R),choose @; := (p,,vl) € Gg[ with (p;,v;) < (pi,vi). Note that the pairs @y, .., @(r)
are all distinct, since the "base" points pi,..., pyg) are distinct. Further, it follows from (243), combined
with
(206) 5 5 5 /-
AC; < G <C = C;Ry(pi,vi) CCRg (pi,Vi) = CiRG (@),
(here A > 1 is a sufficiently large absolute constant) that
GRS (@) NGRS (B) #0, 1 <i<im(R). (244)

(The deduction from (243) to (244) looks superficially similar to the deduction of the second claim in
(229), but now the situation is much simpler, because (p;,v;) and (p;,v;) have the same "p;".) We note
that the tangency and distance parameters of the pairs ((p;,v;), ) and (@;, B) are exactly the same, since
the "base point" p; remained unchanged. Consequently, by (242) and (244), we have

m(R) < {a@' (Gg,)g’, (13)iCzRg,(ﬁ)ﬂCzRg,(@')#‘D}!
—n§Sagl6) < 5L 5 (245)

We have finally proven (227).

7.6.9 The type of the rectangles R € ng

We next claim that every rectangle R € RS has A-restricted type (> 7, > i), . relative to (W, B, {E ( 138
where /7 := 8% m and 7i := §én. Recall from Definition 121 what this means. Given R € RS, we
should find a subset Wg C W with [Wg| > 7, and the following property: for every p € Wg, there exists a
subset Bg(p) C B of cardinality |Bg(p)| > 7 satisfying

8 ) < A(p,q) <8 & A and RC & e (p)nd el (q) (246)
for all p € Wg and g € Br(p). If A = &, the first requirement in (246) is relaxed to A(p,q) < 6 Fm=A.
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Remark 247. In (246), the definition of the sets €5 (p), €3 (g) involves the (§, &)-skeletons of E(p) and
E(q). We emphasise that these sets are not the "original" sets Ey(p), Eo(q) given in Theorem 160 (recall
the notation from Section 7.4), but rather the subsets found at the end of Section 7.4, see (179). This is
important, since the upper bound (181) will be needed in a moment.

To begin finding Wg and Bg(p) for p € Wg, recall that m(R) = m for all R € RE. This mean that
there exists a set Wg C W of m pairs {@;}", = {(pi,vi)}"", such that R ~100 RS(;) for all 1 <i <m.
While the pairs w; are all distinct, the first components p; need not be. This issue is similar to the one
we encountered below (240), and the solution is also the same: for every p; fixed, there can only be
< 1 possibilities for v € 84 (p;) such that R ~go Rg (pi,v). Therefore the number of distinct elements
in Wg := {p1,...,pm} is = m, and certainly |Wg| > 6%»=m = m. To remove ambiguity, for each distinct
point p; € Wg, we pick a single element v € S5(p;) such that (p;,v) € Wg, and we restrict Wk to this
subset without changing notation.

Next, fix p € Wg. Let v € S5 (p) be the unique element such that @ = (p,v) € Wx C W. Recall from
(224) that

3*8_/+1‘ .
{Be®B),, ™"(0):CiiRG(®)NCRG(B) 0} >n.
Thus, there exists a collection {B;}7_, = {(gi,w:)}"_; C B, of pairs such that
Cj+1R5(0) N Cj1R5 (g3, wi) # 0, (248)

and
O9HA < A(p,qi)) <8 %A and 8%t < |p—gq;| < & g (249)

for all 1 <i < n. In the estimates for |p — ¢;|, we already plugged in p;; = C;;1 6% < 6 %, assuming
0 > 0 small enough.

Once more, the g;-components of the pairs {3;} need not all be distinct, but they almost are, by the
following familiar argument: for each g;, there can correspond < Cj distinct choices w € 85(g;) such
that (248) holds. Therefore, Bg(p) := {qi1,-..,q,} C B has 2, C;:ln distinct elements, and certainly
Br(p)] > .

Let us finally check the conditions (246) for p € Wg and g € Bg(p). The tangency constraint follows
readily from (249), and noting that €, < &nax. So, it remains to check the inclusion in (246). Fix
p € Wg and g € Bg(p). By definition, p € Wx means that R ~ 09 RS (@) for some @ = (p,v) € Wg C GS,
and in particular v € E5(p) (the (8, 0)-skeleton of E(p)). Next, g € Bg(p) means that there exists
B=(q,w) € Bg (in particular w € E5(q)) such that (248)-(249) hold. We now claim that

R C stnmeg(w) m B*Emang(ﬁ) C 878max8(5y(p) ﬂ 678m21x8g(q). (250)

This is a consequence of Corollary 58, and the argument is extremely similar to the one we recorded below
(232)-(233). We just sketch the details. Applying Corollary 58 with & := 8 /+/(A(p,q) + 8)(|p — q| + §),
it follows from the non-empty intersection (248) that

ARS () C A 1RS(B),

where A > 1 is a suitable absolute constant, and A ;| S¢ 0 —0(&j+1) (compare with (236)). Next, from
R ~100 Rg(w), we simply deduce that R C ARg(a)). Since max{A,A 1} < 8 %= for § > 0 small
enough, the inclusion (250) follows.
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We have now proven that every rectangle R € 9_12 has A-restricted type (> m,> i), relative to

(W.BAE(p)}).

8max

7.6.10 Applying Theorem 123

The constant &nax = Emax(K,s) > 0 was chosen (recall Section 7.1) in such a way that Theorem 123
holds with constant 1 = xs/100. Therefore, we may apply the theorem as soon as we have checked
that its hypotheses are valid. At the risk of over-repeating, we will apply Theorem 123 to the space
Q={(p,v):pePandv € E(p)} C Qq constructed during the "initial regularisation" in Section 7.4.
Crucially, we recall that Q satisfies the upper bounds (181) for all A € A and ¢ € T(A). This means that
the hypothesis (125) of Theorem 123 is valid with constant ¥} = §~*/10015| R, .

We also recall from Section 7.4 that our set Py is A-uniform (without loss of generality), and at (176)
we denoted X, := |PyNpls = |Py|/|Po|y forp € D, (Ry), and A € A.

We have now verified the hypotheses of Theorem 123. Recall from the previous section that every
rectangle R € RE has type (> 1, > 1), relative to (W,B,{E(p)}). Therefore, we may infer from
Theorem 123 that

WM. 226) _ ‘ wlB|\ ¥/ w B
WMo < |ﬂz2|§6-’“/‘°°[(_”_‘) )2+ Moy, By |
m mn m n
Here

X3 Y5 < (IRo|/|Polp) - (87 1ON5 |y ) = §7%/10025|y .

We also recap from (227) that m <S¢ i 8 %n < 56 &muji (where ¢ < ks/10), and from (220) that
|B| < 82 |W|. Recalling from (212) that n > § %+, and from (161) that |Py| < § ¢, we may
rearrange and simplify the estimate above to the form

Mg < 6—1(1(/100—@,‘—0(8"“,() [‘W|1/2 . 51(‘/2‘ (a—KAv/IOOA’S|PO|)1/2+6—KAV/1OOAS|P0‘:|

< §K/100-K5/10-0(Ems) [’W‘I/Z (A/8)2. 6K/2—Ks/100+5—Ks/100(l/5)s} ' 251)

To derive a contradiction from this estimate, recall from (203) that

MG Z 628 (?) 2 52871(5/5 (g) . (252)

The second inequality follows from our restriction to pairs (A,7) with A < §*/19 (recall (189), and that
A = Ai41). These inequalities show that the second term in (251) cannot dominate the left hand side,
provided that €q,x is chosen small enough in terms of ks, and finally 6 > 0 is sufficiently small in terms
of all these parameters.

To produce a contradiction with the counter assumption formulated above Section 7.6.5, it remains to
show that the first term in (251) cannot dominate M. Since Py is a (8,s,0 ¢)-set,and W C P C By is
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contained in a ball of radius ¢, we have |[W| < 6 %°|Py| < 87%(¢/6)°. Therefore, the first term in (251) is
bounded from above by

/2 K5(1/50-41/10) ~0(Emis) (\/(;Tf) < 5515 (\/;Tt> 7

provided that £n,x > 0 is small enough in terms of k,s. Evidently, the number above is smaller than the
lower bound for My recorded in (252), provided that €, €y.x, 0 > 0 are small enough in terms of k,s. We
have now obtained the desired contradiction.

To summarise, we have now shown that case (1) in the construction of the sequence {G} cannot
occur as long as k;,_; > k. As explained at and after (211), this shows that we may define G4 := G;
for a suitable index "j", and this set Gy satisfies (198). This completes the proof of Proposition 183,
then the proof of Proposition 185, and finally the proof of Theorem 160.

7.7 Deriving Theorem 11 from Theorem 160

It clearly suffices to prove Theorem 11 for all k € (0,c], where ¢ > 0 is a small absolute constant to
be determined later. Fix k € (0,¢|, and let € = €(k,s) > 0 be so small that Theorem 160 holds with
constants K, s.

Let Q={(p,v):pePandveE(p)} bea (0,s,C)-configuration, as in Theorem 11. There is no a
priori assumption in Theorem 11 that the sets P, E(p) are d-separated, but it is easy to reduce matters to
that case; we leave this to the reader, and in fact we assume that P C Dg and E(p) C S5(p) for all p € P.

To prove Theorem 11, we need to find a subset G C Q satisfying |G| > 6*|Q/, and

ms(w|G)Ss 8%, weR% (253)

We start by applying Theorem 160 to Q to find the subset G C Q of cardinality |G| > §%|Q|. By the
choice of "€" above, we then have

o (0]G)<8F,  weG. (254)

We claim that if the absolute constant "c > 0" is chosen small enough (thus k~! > ¢! > 0 is sufficiently
large), then (254) implies that

{(P'V) € GV €B(v,26)} =mys((pv) |G) 565, (p,v) €G. (255)

Let us quickly check that this implies (253) for all w € R?. Indeed, if mg(w | G) > 0, then there exists
at least one pair (p,v) € G such that w € B(v,6). Now, it is easy to see from the definitions that
ms(w | G) < mas((p,v) | G).

The idea for proving (255) is to bound the total multiplicity function m,g from above by a suitably
chosen partial multiplicity function ms ; ;. Fix (p,v) = @ € G. Then,

mys(0 | G) < Y mys(o | Gﬁf(w)%
A<t
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where ng(w) ={(p',V)eG:8A <A(p,p') <5 %A and 6% < |p—p'| < 8 %t} as in Definition
156, and the sum runs over some multiplicatively 6 ¢-dense sequences of 6 < A <t <1 (or even all
dyadic values, this is not important here). In particular, there exists a fixed pair (4,¢), depending on @,
such that

mys(0 | G) S5 ms(w| Gy, (0) = [{(p'V) €G3, (w) :v/ € B(+,28)}.

Let {@;}Y =1 =1(pjsv ]) G‘S S( ®) be an enumeration of the pairs on the right hand side. The points
{p1,...,pN} may not all be dlStlnCt. However, note that if p; is fixed, there are < 1 options V' € 85(p;)
such that v € B(v,28) (since v is fixed). Therefore, there is a subset of ~ N pairs among {(p;,v;)} such
that the points p; are all distinct. Restricting attention to this subset if necessary, we assume that all the
points p; are distinct.

Write 6 := §/v/At. For every index j € {1,...,N}, choose (p;,v;) € G (the (8, c)-skeleton of G)
such that (p;,v;) < (pj,v;). Automatically

(pj:v) €(GY)3, (w),  1<j<N,

since the point "p;" remained unchanged. We also note that [v; —v;| < o, and the pairs (pj,v;) are
distinct because the points p; are. We claim that

K 'RY(pj,v)) Nk RS (@) £0,  1<j<N, (256)

provided that k¥ < ¢, and ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small. Indeed, fix 1 < j <N, and recall that v; € B(v,20).
This immediately shows that v; € 2R%(p,v) = 2RS(®), since ¢ > §. On the other hand, v; € S(p;),
and |v; — v;| < 0, so also v; € CRS(p;,v;) for some absolute constant C > 1. Now, (256) holds for all
k! >c ! >max{2,C}.

We have now shown that

ms(©|G) £ N < {0 € (G5)], (@) : xRy (@) KRy (0) £ 0} =m3 (0] G).

Recalling (254), this proves (255), and consequently Theorem 11.

A Proof of Proposition 63

We complete the proof of Proposition 63 in this appendix. For the reader’s convenience, we recall the
statement of Proposition 63 here.

Proposition 63. Let A > 100 and 6 < o < 1, and let R be a family of pairwise 100-incomparable
(0, 0)-rectangles. Suppose also that there exists a fixed (8,0 )-rectangle R such that the union of the
rectangles in R is contained in AR. Then,

As mentioned in Section 4.2, we first need several auxiliary definitions and lemmas.

Definition 257. We denote by 7 : R? — L the orthogonal projection onto a 1-dimensional subspace L in
R2. IfI C Lis a fixed segment, p € R and v € S(p) are such that 7, (v) € I, then we denote by Iy ., the
connected component of 7; ' (I) NS(p) containing v.
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The set I'r,, need not be a graph over I in general. However, given a rectangle R and a family
R of (8,0)-rectangles as in Proposition 63 with a suitable upper bound on 6, we now show how to
select a subfamily R, C R with |R*| > |R|/2 such that both AR, and the rectangles in R, look like
neighborhoods of 2-Lipschitz graphs over a fixed line L. By a “2-Lipschitz graph over L” we mean
the graph of a 2-Lipschitz function defined on a subset of L. In the argument below, we abbreviate

R (p,v) =:R(p.v).

Lemma 258. LetA> 1, 6 < 0 < Ao < 0p:=1/600. Assume that R is a finite family of (0, G)-rectangles,
all contained in AR, where R = R(p, V) is another (6, 0)-rectangle. Then there exists a 1-dimensional
subspace L C R?, an interval 1 C L and a subfamily R, C R with |R.| > |R|/2 such that

1. m(AR) C Y and I'ypy is a 2-Lipschitz graph over I;

2. foreach R(p,v) € Ry:
n(R) CYand Ty, is a 2-Lipschitz graph over L

Proof. First, we find the subspace L and the subfamily R, C R. Let

J(p,v) :=S(p)NB(v,155) and J(p,v):=S(p)NB(v, 155)-

These are arcs on the circles S(p) and S(p) which contain the “core arcs” S(p) NB(v,Ac) and S(p) N
B(v,0) of the rectangles AR and R respectively. We claim that L can be chosen from one of the three lines

Ly =span{(1,0)}, L, =span{(1,v/3)}, L3 =span{(—1,v3)}

such that J(p,v) and J(p,v) are 2-Lipschitz graphs over L for at least half of the rectangles R(p,v) € R.
The idea is that the arc J(p,v) (resp. J(p,v)) is individually a 2-Lipschitz graph over any line which is
sufficiently far from perpendicular to (any tangent of) that arc. For J(p, V) (resp. J(p,v)), this is true for
at least two of the lines among {L;,L,L3}. We give some details to justify this claim.

For every circle S(x,r) and every line L, there exists a segment / of length 4r/+/5, centered at 77 (z),
such that the two components of 7, L(I)NS(x, r) are 2-Lipschitz graphs over I; see the explanation around
(262). The constant “1,/100” in the definition of J(p,v) has been chosen so small that for each v € S(p),
there are two choices of lines L; such that 7z, (J(p,v)) is contained in the segment on L; over which the
corresponding arc of S(p) is a 2-Lipschitz graph. This also uses the fact that we are only considering
parameters p = (x,r) € D, so that r > 1/2.

For instance, if p = ((0,0),r) and v = (—?r, %r) then J(p,v) is clearly a 2-Lipschitz graph over
the line Ly, which is perpendicular to the direction of v, but J(p,v) is also a 2-Lipschitz graph over the
horizontal line L; since

7, (4 (p,)) C 7, (B(v,1/100)) = [ 32 r — g, B r+ 7hg) € [ 2o, Zr].

(By the same argument J(p,v) is a 2-Lipschitz graph over L; for any v = (rcos ¢, rsin@) with ¢ €
[/6,57/6]).

Without loss of generality, we assume in the following that J(p, v) is a 2-Lipschitz graph over L; and
L. For 1 <i<2,define

Ri:={R(p,v) € R:J(p,v) is a 2-Lipschitz graph over L;}.
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Figure 5: Finding the line L. The fat red rectangle represents AR, and the smaller green rectangles inside
AR represent the rectangles R’ € R.

We have |R| < |R;| + |Rz|. Hence if |R;| > |R|/2, we choose L = L; and R, = R;. Otherwise, we
choose L = L, and R, = R,. For an illustration, see Figure 5. We assume with no loss of generality that
L=L, =span{(1,0)} and R, = R;. We abbreviate 7 := 7, and identify L with R via (x;,0) — x;. Next,
we note that

I:=[7(v) — &5, 7(V) + &) C (I (p,V)) N ﬂ x(J(p,v)). (259)
R(p,v)ER.

This follows easily from the fact that |[v —v| < 1/600 and that 7 restricted to J(p,v) and J(p,v) is
2-Lipschitz; we omit the details. Since J(p,v),J(p,v) are 2-Lipschitz graphs over L, the inclusion (259)
shows that I'rp v, 11, are 2-Lipschitz graphs over the segment I. Moreover, it is clear that

n(R) C ®(AR) C n(B(v,g5)) =1, RER..
This completes the proof of the lemma. 0

We will apply (a corollary of) Lemma 258 to the rectangle R in Proposition 63. For that purpose
we may assume without loss of generality that the line L given by Lemma 258 is span{(1,0)}, and we
restrict the following discussion to this case. This convention leaves for each graph I'y ,, ,, two possibilities:
it is contained either on an ‘upper’ or on a ‘lower’ half-circle. For p = (x,r) = (x1,x2,7) € R? x (0,00),
we write the circle S(p) as the union of two graphs over L as follows

S(p) =S(x,r) ={(y1,y2) ER*: (y1 —x1)*+ (y2 —x2)> =’} = S, (p) US_(p),
where
$2(9) = { 01,25/ = O =) )iy € =41

Now for p = (x1,x2,7) € R? x (0,00), we define

fpe(0):=%4/r7— (0 —x1)>+x2, 6€[x—rx+r]. (260)

We record for any 6 € (x; —r,x; +7),

72

= (o)

9—X1
@) =F a—g—s W fu(0)=F

(261)
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The functions f, + are 2-Lipschitz on [x; — %r,xl + %r], and this is the largest interval with that property.
At the endpoints of it, the corresponding function values are

for (i = 25) = frala+ ) = L. (262)

The tangents to S(p) in the respective points on S(p) have precise slopes +2 or —2.
For simplicity, we denote © = 7y : (y1,y2) — y1. Assume that I C L is an interval and consider p € D
and v € S(p). If the arc I'y ,,, introduced in Definition 257 is a graph over L, then

either Ty,, =7 '(I)NS (p) or Ti,,=n "(I)NS_(p) (263)

and I'y p, , is the graph of f,, | or f,, |1, respectively. We may in the following assume that the rectangles
R(p,v) € R, given by Lemma 258 all yield functions of the same type, either all associated to upper
half-circles, or all associated to lower half-circles. This type may not however be the same as for the
rectangle R, cf. Figure 5.

Lemma 264. Under the assumptions of Lemma 258 (with L = span{(1,0)}), there exists a subset R, C R
with |R.| > |R|/4 such that the conclusions (1)-(2) hold and additionally, either Ty ,, = 7, ' (I) NS+ (p)
for all R(p,v) € Rs, or Ty, = 7, (1) NS_(p) for all R(p,v) € R...

Proof. Observation (263) shows that the additional property can be arranged by discarding at most half
of the elements in the original family R, given by Lemma 258. O

Even with this additional assumption in place, the family R, is not quite of the same form as the
families of graph neighborhoods considered in [17], but it is also not too different. For arbitrary 1 > 0
and subinterval I C I in the domain of f, ., we define the vertical n-neighborhood

foa(D) :={(,y2) €EIXR: f:(3) =N <y2 < fpe(n1)+n}.

Moreover, for any n € (0,1/200], if f, + : T — R is 2-Lipschitz, then
HNS"(p) C fL (U F(I). (265)

Here, the upper bound on 7] ensures that the points on S(p) which are 1-close to points in 7~ (1) NS"(p)
lie in the part of the graph of f), . where the Lipschitz constant is small enough for the inclusion (265)
to hold. In particular, if R = R(p,v) is a rectangle with / = 7(R) C I and n = 6 < 1/200, and if
fp € {fp.+,fp—}issuchthat I' ,, is the graph of f),, then the inclusion in (265) yields

RC £,°(n(R)) (266)

since R C 7~ (7(R))NS%(p). A priori, (265) only yields R C f;;i (m(R)) Uf;,‘fi (m(R)), but the conditions
0 < 1/200, ©(R) C I and the assumptions on I'y , , ensure that either R C f;,‘fi(n(R)) orRC fgi (m(R)).
We will also need an opposite inclusion for enlarged rectangles. Let < ¢, R=R(p,v) with 7(R) C I
and f), : I — R be 2-Lipschitz with graph equal to I'y , . Then, for any C > 1, if I C I'is an interval with

|I| < Co and such that w(R) C I, then
fE8(1) C 4CR. (267)
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The inclusion fl(fa (I) C $*3(p) is clear. To prove that also fpc‘s (I) C B(v,4Co), consider an arbitrary

pointy = (y1,y2) € fpc‘s (I). Since w(R) C I C Iand I'y p,,, is the graph of f,, there exists 6 € I such that
v=(0, f,(0)) and using the 2-Lipschitz continuity of f, on I D I, we can estimate

Y= < 2= fp )+ 101, fp(01)) = (8,£,(8))| < C8 +V5|y1 — 6] < €8 + 3|1 < 4Co,

concluding the proof of (267). In order to apply arguments that were stated in [17] for certain C> functions,
we need a preliminary result about the behavior of p — f, + with respect to the C?(I)-norm.

Lemma 268. There exists an absolute constant K > 1 such that for all p,p' € D, if 1 C R is an interval
so that fp y, fy + : 1 — R are 2-Lipschitz, then

fps = fytlleq < Klp =Pl (269)
The corresponding result for the pair (f, —, f,7 —) is also true, but not needed.

Proof. We abbreviate f, = f, + for p = (x1,x2,7). The norm || fp[|c2(y) is uniformly bounded for all p
and I as in the statement of the lemma. Indeed, since f), is assumed to be 2-Lipschitz on I, we have
fp(0) € [xa+ %,xz +r], 6 € 1, by the discussion around (262) and hence

ﬁg rr—(0—x1)2<r (270)
for all 6 € I. Since p € D, this yields a uniform upper bound for || f,||c2(y), recalling the expressions
stated in (260)—(261) for f,, and its derivatives. Thus it suffices to prove (269) under the assumption that

p— /] < 1/400.
For arbitrary p, p’ € R? x (0,0), we have

S(p') c SHP=l(p). 71)

In particular,

_1 dppl oy 259
(6,/(8)) ex (NS Pl(p) C
Our upper bound |p — p’| < 1/400 and the assumption p, p’ € D rule out the possibility that (0, f,y(0)) €

fi'f 4 (I). Indeed, by (262), we know on the one hand that

AP musr i, eer

f(8) € [+ 535+ 7).
On the other hand, again by (262), if (6, f,/(0)) € fgjf ~71(1), then necessarily
fp(8) € [x2=r=8p—plxa—J+8Ip—pl] .
The two inclusions are compatible only if

X+ 5 <x— 48—y,
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or in other words, if

8p— p'| =y —x2 + L

Since this implies that 9|p — p’| > 1/+/5, it is impossible. Thus we conclude that

0,£,(0) e 7l(1), 6eL

In particular, it follows
1o = Fpll = sup|13(8) — £,(8)] < 8lp = pl. (272)
S

We write again in coordinates p = (x1,x2,r). The estimate (270), established at the beginning of the
proof, combined with (272), the assumption p, p’ € D, and a direct computation gives

1fy = Fll- S 1P =PI, fy =l S =P,
with uniform implicit constants. Together with (272), this concludes the proof. O

To prove Proposition 63, we have to deal with rectangles that are 100-incomparable in the sense of
Definition 59. We now record a simple consequence of this property that will be easier to apply when
working with the ‘graph neighborhood rectangles’.

Lemma 273. Ler 0 < § < 6 < 1/200 and assume that R = R(p,v),R' = R(p’,V') are 100-incomparable
(8, 0)-rectangles with p,p’ € D. Suppose further that there exists an interval I such that Ty, C Sy (p),
Iy v CS4(p'), #(R)UR(R") CTand so that f, 4 and fy . are 2-Lipschitz on L

Then, if R(p,v) NR(p',V') # 0, there exists a point 0 € T(R(p,v) UR(p',V')) such that

|£5+(0) — fir.1(8)] > 208.

Proof. We denote I := m(R(p,v)UR(p’,v')) and observe that this is an interval since R(p,v) NR(p’,V') #
0. By assumption / C I. To prove the lemma, we argue by contradiction and assume for all 6 € I,

[ fp+(0) = fpr +(6)] < 206. (274)
This implies that
(266) (274)
R(p V) C £ C 2. 275)

Since
| = |n(R(p,v) UR(P',V))| < |n(B(v,0))| + |n(B(V,0))| < 4o,

we can use (267) to conclude from (275) that R(p’,v') C 100R(p, v), contradicting the 100-incomparability
of R(p,v) and R(p’,V'). This concludes the proof. O

We are now in a position to show Proposition 63:

DISCRETE ANALYSIS, 2024:18, 83pp. Tl


http://dx.doi.org/10.19086/da

KATRIN FASSLER, JIAYIN LIU, AND TUOMAS ORPONEN

Proof of Proposition 63. Let R=R(p,v) be a fixed (8, 0)-rectangle as in the statement of the proposition.
Since every (8,0 )-rectangle R = R(p,v) C AR is contained in $49 (p,v) N54%(p,v), and since $4%(p,v) N
§4%(p,v) can be covered by boundedly many (A8, /A /|p — p|)-rectangles according to Lemma 54, it
follows that

Ad

< _A0
O\ o-pl

This holds in particular for all R = R(p,v) € R. Hence defining
Pr:={peD: R(p,v) € RforsomeveS(p)},
we know that there exists a universal constant C > 0 such that
Pr C B(p,C43) C R (276)

We make one more observation about the family R, which will show in particular that it is finite. Namely,
if R(p,v) € R, then
{R(p'V) € R: [p—p'| < 8} S A, 277)

Indeed, let R(p1,v1),...,R(pn,va) be a listing of the rectangles on the left. Then v; € ARN S (p) for all
1 <i < n. Note that diam(AR) ~ Ac. Now, if n > CA for a suitable absolute constant C > 1, we may
find two elements v;,v; with [v; —v;| < 100. But since |p; — p;| < 26, it would follow that the rectangles
R(pi,vi) and R(p;,v;) are 100-comparable, contrary to our assumption. This proves (277).

We divide the remaining proof into two cases according to the size of o, using the threshold
oy = 1/600 from Lemma 258. The first case, where o is close to 1, will follow roughly speaking
because the rectangles in R are so curvy that their containment in a common rectangle AR forces PR to
be contained in a ~4 & ball. The second case falls under the regime where the assumptions of Lemmas
258 and 264 are satisfied, and we can work with rectangles that are essentially neighborhoods of graphs
over a fixed line.

Casel (A loy <o <) Inserting the lower bound for ¢ into (276), we find that there exists a
universal constant C > 0 (possibly larger than before) such that

Pr C B(p,CA%S).

Hence, Pg can be covered by N < (CA®)3 balls By, ..., By of radius § /2. By (277), forevery i =1,...,N,
there are < A rectangles R(p,v) € R with p € B;. We deduce that

RS (CA%) _max |{R(p,v) € R: p € P Bi}| S (CAP)-A ~ A",
ie{l,...,

Case 2 (6 < A" '0p). Let now R, C R be the subfamily given by Lemma 264. Without loss of
generality we may assume that for every R(p,v) € R,, we have I't,, C S;(p). To implement the
approach from the proof of [17, Lemma 3.15], we need one more reduction to ensure that the rectangles
R(p,v) we consider give rise to functions f, . that are sufficiently close to each other in C*(I)-norm.
Using Lemma 268, this can be ensured if the parameters p are sufficiently close in D. By (276), and
recalling diamD < 2, we know already that

Pr.:={peD: thereisv e S(p) with R(p,v) € R.} C B(p,Ar), (278)
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where A < A and
t :=min{§/c%2}.

On the other hand, by (277), we also know that for each p € Pg ., there are at most < A many v € S(p)
such that R(p,v) € R,. As aresult,
Pr+| 2 AR (279)

Combining (278) and (279), we may choose a ball
By C B(p,Ar) (280)

of radius i, where K > 1 is the constant from Lemma 268, such that
[Pr.NBol 2 A7 Pr,sl- (281)
We define a further subfamily
R, :={R(p,v) € Ry :p € PR+ NBy}.

Hence by (279) and (281)
|R2| > [Pr.« NBo| Z AR .

Thus if we manage to show that |R2| < A3, we can deduce that
AR S IR S4° = R SA%AY SAY.

This will conclude the proof since |R,| ~ |R| by Lemma 264.
It remains to prove that |R2| < A3. Applying Corollary 268, we deduce that

Ifi= filleewy <t pispj € Bo, (282)

where f; := f), 1 and f; := f,. ;. Following the argument in [17, Lemma 3.15], we will show that
{ReER:zeRY SA,  zeR (283)

This will give
R2|-605 [ Y 1k SA-Leb(AR) SA*So,
AR ReR?
as desired.

To prove (283), fix z = (6y,y0) € R? which is contained in, say, N pairwise 100-incomparable (8, c)-
rectangles R; € R?, for 1 < j < N. The claim is that N S A. Note that 7(R;) necessarily contains the
point 6y + 6 /3 or 6y — 6/3, and we can bound individually the cardinality of the two subfamilies of
{Rj: j=1,...,N} where one of the two options occur. Thus let us assume in the following without loss
of generality that 6y + ¢ /3 € 7(R;) for all ;.

To show our claim, it suffices to establish the following two inequalities:

|f{(60) — f(60)] <100A-(8/0),  1<i,j<N, (284)

DISCRETE ANALYSIS, 2024:18, 83pp. 79


http://dx.doi.org/10.19086/da

KATRIN FASSLER, JIAYIN LIU, AND TUOMAS ORPONEN

and
| (60) — fi(60)] > 8/0,  1<i#j<N. (285)

The first inequality will be based on the assumption that the rectangles in R are contained in AR, and the
second inequality uses the 100-incomparability of the rectangles in Rg.

We give one argument that takes care both of the short rectangles (¢ < v/8), and the long rectangles
(o > V/8) treated in [17]. Recalling the C2 (I) bound (282), we have

1fi = fillezy < t = min{§/0>,2}. (286)

We apply this to prove (284). Let us denote h := f; — f;, and let us assume to the contrary that |#'(6p)| >
100A - (6/0). Then, using (286), for all 6 € w(R;) Un(R;) with |6 — 6y| < o, we have

I1(8)] > |1 (80)| — /1" ]||6 — 6] > 1004 - (8 /) — min{5 /62,2 6 > 994 - (8 /5),

using A > 1. By (266) and the assumption that the rectangles R; all intersect at (6o, yo) and 6y € m(R;) C 1,
we have |h(6p)| < 85. We will combine this information with the lower bound for |/’| on the interval
n(R;) Um(R;) to reach a contradiction with the assumption that R; UR; C AR. Recall that 6y + /3 €
n(R;)N7(R;). Then,

|h(60p+0/3)| > |h(6p+0/3)—h(6))| —856 >99A-(6/0)-0/3—85 >33A-0 — 83 > 25A4.
But this is not consistent with the assumption that
{(60+0/3,f(60+0/3)),(60+07/3,fi(6b+07/3))} CRiUR; C AR,

noting that the “vertical” thickness of AR is at most 846 since AR C flf'ff (n(AR)) or AR C fl‘,‘f‘_‘s (m(AR))
according to (266).

The proof of (285) is similar. This time we make the counter assumption that |4'(6y)| < 6 /0. The
assumption 6y € m(R; NR;) implies that w(R; UR;) is an interval contained in [6) — 20, 6p +20]. Using
(286), as above, this leads to the following estimate

1(8)] < | (8)] + [|]]--| @ — 60| < g+mm{g,z}zc <35/6,  0cmn(RUR)).
Finally, since |2(6p)| < 88, we deduce from the preceding estimate that
|h(0)| <85+ (38/0)-26 =148, 6 € m(R;UR;).

This inequality contradicts Lemma 273 and shows that the counter-assumption cannot hold. This
completes the proof of (285), and thus the proof of Proposition 63. O
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