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Abstract: For 0 ≤ s ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ t ≤ 3, a set F ⊂ R2 is called a circular (s, t)-Furstenberg
set if there exists a family of circles S of Hausdorff dimension dimHS≥ t such that

dimH(F ∩S)≥ s, S ∈ S.

We prove that if 0≤ t ≤ s≤ 1, then every circular (s, t)-Furstenberg set F ⊂R2 has Hausdorff
dimension dimH 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 S

with subsets of R2 × (0,∞) in the obvious way: the circle S(x,r) with centre x ∈ R2 and radius r > 0 is
identified with the point (x,r) ∈R2× (0,∞). With this convention, if E ⊂R2× (0,∞), then the Hausdorff
dimension of the circle family S= {S(x,r) : (x,r) ∈ E} is defined to be

dimHS := dimH E.
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Definition 1 (Circular Furstenberg sets). Let 0 ≤ s ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ t ≤ 3. A set F ⊂ R2 is called a
circular (s, t)-Furstenberg set if there exists a non-empty family of circles S with dimHS≥ t such that
dimH(F ∩S)≥ s for all S ∈ S.

Equivalently, there exists a non-empty set E ⊂ R2 × (0,∞) with dimH E ≥ t, and with the property
that dimH(F ∩S(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 ⊂ R2 has Hausdorff
dimension dimH 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 dimH F ≥ s+ t.

Theorem 2 will be deduced from a more quantitative δ -discretised version, Theorem 8 below. To
state this version, it is convenient to introduce the following subset of the parameter space R2 × (0,∞),
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) ∈ R2 × [0,∞) : |x| ≤ 1
4 and r ∈ [1

2 ,1]}. (5)

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 δ ∈ 2−N. A bounded set P ⊂ Rd is called a (δ ,s,C)-set if

|P∩B(x,r)|δ ≤Crs|P|δ , x ∈ Rd , r ≥ δ .

Here, and in the sequel, |E|δ refers to the number of dyadic δ -cubes intersecting E. We also extend the
definition to the case where P is a finite family of dyadic δ -cubes: such a family is called a (δ ,s,C)-set if
the union ∪P is a (δ ,s,C)-set in the sense above.

The following observations are useful to keep in mind about (δ ,s,C)-sets. First, if P is a non-empty
(δ ,s,C)-set, then |P|δ ≥C−1δ−s. This follows by applying the defining condition at scale r = δ . Second,
a (δ ,s,C)-set is a (δ , t,C)-set for all 0 ≤ t ≤ s.

It turns out that the critical case for Theorem 2 is the case s = t: it will suffice to establish a δ -
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 δ -
discretised variants of a circular (s,s)-Furstenberg sets. In the definition, πR3 : R5 → R3 stands for the
map πR3(x1, . . . ,x5) = (x1,x2,x3).
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Definition 7. Let s ∈ (0,1], C > 0, and δ ∈ 2−N. A (δ ,s,C)-configuration is a set Ω ⊂ R5 such that
P := πR3(Ω) is a non-empty (δ ,s,C)-subset of D, and E(p) := {v ∈ R2 : (p,v) ∈ Ω} is a non-empty
(δ ,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 Ω a (δ ,s,C,M)-configuration. Conversely, if
the constant C is not worth emphasising, we will talk casually about (δ ,s)-configurations (but only in
heuristic and informal parts of the paper).

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

Theorem 8. For every κ > 0 and s ∈ (0,1], there exist ε,δ0 ∈ (0, 1
2 ] such that the following holds for all

δ ∈ (0,δ0]. Let Ω be a (δ ,s,δ−ε ,M)-configuration. Then, |F|δ ≥ δ κ−sM, where

F :=
⋃
p∈P

E(p).

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

Definition 9 (Total multiplicity function). Let Ω ⊂ R5 be a bounded set, and let δ > 0. For w ∈ R2, we
write

mδ (w | Ω) := |{(p,v) ∈ Ω : w ∈ B(v,δ )}|δ . (10)

The total multiplicity function is called this way, because we will also introduce "partial" multiplicity
functions (denoted mδ ,λ ,t) which do not take into account all pairs (p,v) ∈ Ω, but rather impose certain
restrictions on p, depending on the parameters λ and t.

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

Theorem 11. For every κ > 0 and s ∈ (0,1] there exist δ0,ε ∈ (0, 1
2 ] such that the following holds for all

δ ∈ (0,δ0]. Let Ω ⊂ D×R2 be a (δ ,s,δ−ε)-configuration with |P| ≤ δ−s−ε . Then, there exists a subset
Ω′ ⊂ Ω such that |Ω′|δ ≥ δ κ |Ω|δ , and

mδ (w | Ω
′)≤ δ

−κ , w ∈ Ω
′. (12)

Remark 13. In practical applications of Theorem 11, it will be important to know that the constant ε > 0
stays bounded away from zero as long as κ > 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 ε and κ,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, t)-Furstenberg set, except that the
t-dimensional family of circles is replaced by a t-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, t)-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 7→ 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 t > s (compared to the case t = s). In contrast, it is known that linear
(s, t)-Furstenberg sets have Hausdorff dimension ≥ 2s+ ε(s, t) for t > s (see [15]). Even stronger results
are available for t > 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 t ∈ (3s,3]: in an earlier
paper [10], the second author proved that every circular (s, t)-Furstenberg set has Hausdorff dimension at
least t/3+ s, when s ∈ (0,1] and t ∈ (0,3] (the result is only stated for t ∈ (0,1], but the proof actually
works for t ∈ (0,3]).

The sharp lower bound for the dimension of linear (s, t)-Furstenberg sets is a major open problem: it
seems plausible that every linear (s, t)-Furstenberg has dimension at least min{(3s+ t)/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+ t ≥ 2, and is already known, see [4, Theorem 1.6]. The bound min{(3s+ t)/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+ t)/2,s+1}
for circular (s, t)-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 (δ ,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 t ∈ [0,1], and E ⊂ R2

is a Borel set containing circles centred at all points of a Borel set with Hausdorff dimension ≥ t, then
dimH E ≥ 1+ t. This is formally weaker than the statement that circular (1, t)-Furstenberg sets have
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dimension ≥ 1+ t, but the distinction is fairly minor: Wolff’s technique is robust enough to deal with
circular (1, t)-Furstenberg sets. The main novelty in the present paper is to consider the cases (s, t) with
0 ≤ t ≤ s < 1.

To illustrate the challenge, consider the case s = 1
2 . Let Ω = {(p,v) : p ∈ P and v ∈ E(p)} be a

(δ , 1
2)-configuration. The (δ , 1

2)-set property of the sets E(p)⊂ S(p) implies that |E(p)|δ ⪆ δ−1/2 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 ⊂R2 of dimensions δ ×δ 1/2, and |R|δ ∼ δ−1/2. So, if we only had access
to the information |E(p)|δ ⪆ δ−1/2, all the sets E(p) might be contained in R. In this case, the resulting
"Furstenberg set" F in (8) would have |F|δ ≤ |R|δ ∼ δ−1/2. In other words, we could hope (at best!) to
prove the trivial lower bound

dimF ≥ 1
2 , (15)

whereas the "right answer" given by Theorem 2 is dimF ≥ 1. In a previous work [10], the second author
showed that every circular (s,s)-Furstenberg set has Hausdorff dimension at least max{4s/3,2s2}, and
the second bound "2s2" matches (15) for s = 1

2 : 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 ⊂ R be a set with dimH E ≥ s. Let
S be a t-dimensional family of circles, with 0 ≤ t ≤ s, and write ES := S∩ (E ×R) for all S ∈ S. Assume
that dimH ES = dimH E ≥ s for all S ∈ S. Then

F :=
⋃
S∈S

ES

is an (s, t)-Furstenberg set, and [17, Theorem 1.3] (with some effort) implies dimH F ≥ s+ t. In other
words, [17, Theorem 1.3] treats the case of (s, t)-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
δ -annuli. If p = (x,r) ∈R2× (0,∞) and δ > 0, we write Sδ (p) for the closed δ -annulus around the circle
S(p), thus Sδ (p) = {w ∈ R2 : dist(w,S(p))≤ δ}.

If p = (x,r),q = (x′,r′) ∈ D ⊂R2× (0,∞), what does this intersection Sδ (p)∩Sδ (q) look like (when
non-empty)? Wolff noted that the answer depends on two parameters:

λ := λ (p,q) := ||x− x′|− |r− r′|| and t := t(p,q) := |p−q|. (16)
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Notice that "t" in (16) has a different meaning than the letter "t" in (s, t)-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 "t" 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 λ is called the tangency parameter. If λ (p,q) = 0, then the circles S(p),S(q) are internally
tangent, whereas if λ (p,q)∼ 1, the circles S(p),S(q) intersect roughly transversally. The intersection
Sδ (p)∩Sδ (q) can be covered by boundedly many (δ ,δ/

√
λ t)-rectangles. In general, a (δ ,σ)-rectangle

is the intersection of a δ -annulus with a disc of radius σ , thus

Rδ
σ (p,v) = Sδ (p)∩B(v,σ)

for some v ∈ S(p). If δ ≤ σ ≤
√

δ , a (δ ,σ)-rectangle looks like a "straight" rectangle of dimensions
∼ δ ×σ . If σ >

√
δ , then the curvature of the annulus becomes visible, and a (δ ,σ)-rectangle is a

genuinely "curvy" set of thickness δ and diameter ∼ σ .
When bounding the total multiplicity function mδ (Definition 9), one ends up studying families of

(δ ,σ)-rectangles, for all possible values δ ≤ σ ≤ 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)⊂ 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 δ ≤ λ ≤ t ≤ 1, the partial multiplicity
function mδ ,λ ,t looks like this: for (p,v) ∈ Ω (with p ∈ P and v ∈ E(p)), we write

mδ ,λ ,t(p,v) := |{(p′,v′) ∈ Ω
δ
σ : λ (p, p′)∼ λ , t(p, p′)∼ t and Rδ

σ (p,v)∩Rδ
σ (p′,v′) ̸= /0}|.

Here σ := δ/
√

λ t, a common notation in the paper. The set Ωδ
σ is the (δ ,σ)-skeleton of Ω: slightly

vaguely, it is a maximal (δ ×σ)-separated set inside the original configuration Ω.
It turns out that the total multiplicity function mδ is bounded from above by the sum of the partial

multiplicity functions mδ ,λ ,t , where the sum ranges over dyadic pairs (λ , t), δ ≤ λ ≤ t ≤ 1. There are
≲ (log(1/δ ))2 ≤ δ−κ such pairs (λ , t). So, to prove the upper bound (12) for mδ , it suffices to prove it
separately for all the partial functions mδ ,λ ,t . This is what we do, see Theorem 160. Bounding mδ by
the sum of the partial functions mδ ,λ ,t is straightforward, and is accomplished at the end of the paper, in
Section 7.7.

The partial multiplicity functions mδ ,λ ,t have been normalised so that they might potentially satisfy
the same bounds as the total multiplicity function (see Theorem 11): after replacing the original (δ ,s)-
configuration Ω by a suitable refinement Ω′ (depending on λ and t), we expect – and will prove in
Theorem 160 – that

∥mδ ,λ ,t(· | Ω
′)∥L∞(Ω′) ⪅ 1, δ ≤ λ ≤ t ≤ 1. (17)

The proof of (17) proceeds in a specific order of the triples (δ ,λ , t). In order to cope with a given triple
(δ ,λ , t), we will need to know a priori that the triples (λ ,λ , t) and (δ ,λ ′, t) for all δ ≤ λ ′ < λ have
already been dealt with. More precisely: if we have already found a refinement Ω′ ⊂ Ω such that (17)
holds for all the triples (δ ,λ ′, t) with δ ≤ λ ′ < λ , and also for the triple (λ ,λ , t), then we are able to
refine Ω′ further to obtain (17) for (δ ,λ , t).

DISCRETE ANALYSIS, 2024:18, 83pp. 6

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


ON THE HAUSDORFF DIMENSION OF CIRCULAR FURSTENBERG SETS

We can now explain a technical challenge we need to overcome: the partial multiplicity function
mδ ,λ ,t counts elements in the (δ ,σ)-skeleton of Ω, rather than Ω itself. However, our assumptions on
the configuration Ω were formulated at scale δ – recall that Ω is a (δ ,s)-configuration, which meant
that both P, and the sets E(p), are (δ ,s)-sets. In order for (17) to be plausible, the property of "being
a (δ ,s)-configuration" needs to be hereditary: the (δ ,σ)-skeleton Ωδ

σ of a (δ ,s)-configuration Ω needs
to look like a (δ ,σ ,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 (λ ,λ , t) in order to handle the triple (δ ,λ , t)? 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 Wolff’s result, and our generalisation, in a slightly special case.
Namely, we will confine the discussion to the case t = 1 to keep the numerology as simple as possible.

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

dist(W,B)∼ 1.

If p ∈W and q ∈ B, we have |p−q| ∼ 1, but the tangency parameter λ (p,q) may vary freely in [0,1].
If λ (p,q) ∼ λ ∈ [0,1], recall that the intersection Sδ (p)∩ Sδ (q) can be covered by boundedly many
(δ ,δ/

√
λ )-rectangles. When bounding the multiplicity function mδ ,λ ,1, the following turns out to be a

key question:

Question 1. What is the maximal cardinality of incomparable (δ ,δ/
√

λ )-rectangles which are incident
to at least one pair (p,q) ∈W ×B with λ (p,q)∼ λ?

One of the main results in Wolff’s paper [24] contains the answer in the case λ = δ . If Rδ is a
collection of incomparable (δ ,

√
δ )-rectangles incident to at least one pair (p,q) ∈W ×B with λ (p,q)≲

δ , then [24, Lemma 1.4] states that

|Rδ |⪅ (|W ||B|)3/4 + lesser terms. (18)

This is a highly non-trivial result. In contrast, the case λ ∼ 1 is trivial: the sharp answer is |R1|≲ |W ||B|.
In this case the (δ ,δ/

√
1)-rectangles are roughly δ -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 δ ≪ λ ≪ 1, then

|Rδ |⪅ (|W ||B|)θ(λ ) for some useful intermediate exponent θ(λ ) ∈ (3
4 ,1). Unfortunately, this is not true:

if λ ≫ δ , the best one can say is |Rλ |≲ |W ||B|.
Figure 1 shows two slightly different ways in which |Rλ | ∼ |W ||B| can be realised. In both examples,

there are two well-separated collections W,B of (thick, λ -separated) λ -annuli, all elements of which
are tangent to a common (λ ,

√
λ )-rectangle Rλ . (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 XW (respectively XB) thinner δ -annuli, shown in
darker colours. This way one gets two well-separated collections W,B of δ -annuli with cardinalities

|W |= |W| ·XW and |B|= |B| ·XB.
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Rλ Rλ
W

B

Figure 1: Scenarios with |Rλ | ∼ |W ||B|.

The picture on the left of Figure 1 represents the case XW = XB = 1, the picture on the right represents
the case |W| = |B| = 1. If the δ -annuli in W,B are chosen appropriately, their pairwise intersections
(contained in Rλ ) are located at incomparable (δ ,δ/

√
λ )-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 (δ ,δ/

√
λ )-rectangles contained in Rλ , roughly (λ/δ )2.) Each of the rectangles in R has

type (≥ 1,≥ 1) relative to (W,B). Therefore, |R| ∼ |W ||B|, provided |W ||B| ≤ (λ/δ )2.
The trivial upper bound |Rλ | ≲ |W ||B| is useless for λ ≪ 1, but there is a way to improve it. The

examples shown in Figure 1 indicate the main obstructions: the high numbers of incomparable (δ ,δ/
√

λ )-
rectangles are "caused" by either

(a) a high level of tangency of "parent" annuli of thickness λ , or

(b) a high number of "child" δ -annuli contained inside "parent" annuli of thickness λ .

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

|Rλ |⪅ (|W ||B|)3/4 · (XλYλ )
1/2 + lesser terms, (19)

Here Xλ = max |P∩Bλ |, where the "max" runs over balls Bλ ⊂ R2 × (0,∞) of radius λ , and Yλ is an
upper bound for how many λ -annuli can be tangent to any fixed (λ ,

√
λ )-rectangle. In fact,

Yλ = ∥mλ ,λ ,1∥L∞ .

In the examples of Figure 1, we have Xλ = 1 and Yλ = |W | = |B| ∼ λ/δ (left picture) or Xλ ∼ |W | ∼
|B| ∼ λ/δ and Yλ = 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 (λ ,λ ,1), we can rest assured that Yλ ⪅ 1, and
(19) becomes a useful tool for proving (17) for the triple (δ ,λ ,1) (bounds for the number Xλ 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 (λ ,λ , t) to handle the triples (δ ,λ , t). There
is a separate reason why all the triples (δ ,λ ′, t), λ ′ < λ , need to be treated before the triple (δ ,λ , t), 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 (λ ,σ)-skeleton of a (δ ,s)-configuration a
(λ ,σ ,s)-configuration?

Section 4 introduces (δ ,σ)-rectangles properly, and studies their elementary geometric properties.
For example, what do we exactly mean by two (δ ,σ)-rectangles being "incomparable"? The results in
Section 4 will look familiar to those readers knowledgeable of Wolff’s work, but our (δ ,σ)-rectangles are
more general than Wolff’s (δ ,

√
δ/t)-rectangles, and in some cases we need more quantitative estimates

than those recorded in [24].
In Section 5, we establish the cases (λ ,λ , t) 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 (δ ,λ , t)-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 mδ 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 r ∈ 2−N, the notation |E|r refers to the number of dyadic r-cubes intersecting E. Here E
might be a subset of R, R2, or R3. We will only ever consider dyadic cubes in R3 which are subsets of
the special region D introduced in (5). Therefore, the notation Dr will always refer to dyadic r-cubes
contained in D.

In general, we will denote points in R3 (typically in D) by the letters p, p′,q,q′. Points in R2 are
denoted by v,v′,w,w′.

For p = (x,r) ∈ R2 × (0,∞) (typically p ∈ D), we write S(p) = S(x,r) for the circle centred at x
and radius r > 0. The notation Sδ (p) refers to the δ -annulus around S(p), thus Sδ (p) = {w ∈ R2 :
dist(w,S(p))≤ δ}.

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 "θ", we indicate this by writing A ≲θ B.

For δ ∈ (0,1], the notation A ⪅δ B means that there exists an absolute constant C ≥ 1 such that

A ≤C ·
(

1+ log
( 1

δ

)C)
B.

We write A ≈δ B if simultaneously A ⪅δ B and B ⪅δ A hold true. If the constant C is allowed to depend
on a parameter "θ", we indicate this by writing A ⪅δ ,θ B.

Given p = (x,r) ∈R2× [0,∞) and p′ = (x′,r′) in R2× [0,∞), we write ∆(p, p′) := ||x− x′|− |r− r′||.
This is slightly inconsistent with our notation from (16), but in the sequel we prefer to use the letter "∆"
for this "tangency" parameter.

2 Proof of Theorem 8 and Theorem 2

We first use Theorem 11 to prove Theorem 8.

DISCRETE ANALYSIS, 2024:18, 83pp. 9

http://dx.doi.org/10.19086/da
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Proof of Theorem 8 assuming Theorem 11. Let Ω ⊂ R5 be a (δ ,s,δ−ε ,M)-configuration. Write P :=
πR3(Ω)⊂ D, and E(p) = {v ∈R2 : (p,v)∈ Ω}⊂ S(p). By replacing P and E(p) by maximal δ -separated
subsets, we may assume that P, E(p), and Ω are finite and δ -separated to begin with. Furthermore, P
contains a (δ ,s,δ−2ε)-subset P̄ ⊂ P of cardinality |P̄| ≤ δ−s by [15, Lemma 2.7]. Then Ω̄ := {(p,v) :
p ∈ P̄ and v ∈ E(p)} remains a (δ ,s,δ−2ε)-configuration with |E(p)| ≡ M. It evidently suffices to prove
Theorem 8 for this sub-configuration, so we may assume that |P| ≤ δ−s to begin with.

With this assumption, we may apply Theorem 11 to find a subset Ω′ ⊂Ω with |Ω′| ≥ δ κ |Ω|= δ κM|P|
and the property

mδ (w | Ω
′)≤ δ

−κ , w ∈ R2.

For p ∈ P, we write Ω′(p) := {v ∈ R2 : (p,v) ∈ Ω′} ⊂ E(p) (this will become standard notation in the
paper).

Let F ′ be a maximal δ -separated set in ⋃
p∈P

Ω
′(p)⊂ F,

where F appeared in the statement of Theorem 8. We claim that |F ′| ≥ δ 3κ−sM, if δ > 0 is small enough.
This will evidently suffice to prove Theorem 8.

First, we notice that |[Ω′(p)]δ ∩F ′|≳ |Ω′(p)| for all p ∈ P, where [A]δ refers to the δ -neighbourhood
of A. The reason is that if w ∈ Ω′(p), then dist(w,F ′) ≤ δ , and therefore there exists a point w′ ∈
[Ω′(p)]δ ∩F ′ with |w−w′| ≤ δ . Moreover, since Ω′(p) was assumed to be δ -separated, the map w 7→ w′

is at most C-to-1. As a consequence of this observation,

∑
w∈F ′

|{v ∈ Ω
′(p) : w ∈ B(v,δ )} ≥ |[Ω′(p)]δ ∩F ′|≳ |Ω′(p)|.

Now,

δ
−κ ≥ 1

|F ′| ∑
w∈F ′

mδ (w | Ω
′) =

1
|F ′| ∑

w∈F ′
|{(p,v) ∈ Ω

′ : w ∈ B(v,δ )}|

=
1
|F ′| ∑

w∈F ′
∑
p∈P

|{v ∈ Ω
′(p) : w ∈ B(v,δ )}|≳ 1

|F ′| ∑
p∈P′

|Ω′(p)|= |Ω′|
|F ′|

.

Now, recalling that |Ω′| ≥ δ κM|P| ≥ δ κ+ε−sM, and rearranging, we find |F ′| ≥ δ 3κ−sM, assuming δ > 0
small enough. This is what we claimed.

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 t > 0, since every circular (s,0)-Furstenberg set has Hausdorff
dimension at least s by the non-emptiness of S in Definition 1. Fix 0 < t ≤ s ≤ 1, and let F ⊂ R2 be
a circular (s, t)-Furstenberg set with parameter set E ⊂ R2 × (0,∞) satisfying dimH E ≥ t. 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 ≈ δ−s (which is potentially much larger than δ−t).
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Translating and scaling F , it is easy to reduce to the case E ⊂ D. Fix t ′ ∈ [t/2, t] and t ′ ≤ s′ < s. Since
Ht ′

∞(E)> 0, there exists α = α(E, t ′)> 0 and E1 ⊂ E such that Ht ′
∞(E1)> α , where

E1 := {p ∈ E |Hs′
∞(F ∩S(p))> α}. (20)

This follows from the sub-additivity of Hausdorff content.
We also fix a parameter κ > 0, and we apply Theorem 8 with constants κ and t ′ (as above). The result

is a constant ε(κ, t ′)> 0. Recalling Remark 13, the constant ε(κ, t ′)> 0 stays bounded away from zero
for all t ′ ∈ [t/2, t]. We set

ε := ε(κ, t) := inf
t ′∈[t/2,t]

ε(κ, t ′)> 0.

Next, we choose k0 = k0(α,ε) = k0(E, t ′,ε) ∈ N satisfying

α >
∞

∑
k=k0

1
k2 and k2

0 ≤ min{2εk0/C,2κk0/C}, (21)

where C ≥ 1 is an absolute constant to be determined later. Let U= {D(xi,ri)}i∈I be an arbitrary cover
of F by dyadic ri-cubes with ri ≤ 2−k0 and F ∩D(xi,ri) ̸= /0 for all i ∈ I. For k ≥ k0, write

Ik := {i ∈ I : ri = 2−k} and Fk := {∪D(xi,ri) : i ∈ Ik}.

By the pigeonhole principle and (21) we deduce that for each p ∈ E1, there exists k(p)≥ k0 such that

Hs′
∞(F ∩S(p)∩Fk(p))> k(p)−2.

Using pigeonhole principle again we obtain that there exists k1 ≥ k0 such that

Ht ′
∞(E2)> k−2

1 (22)

where E2 := {p ∈ E1 : k(p) = k1}. By the construction of E2, we have

Hs′
∞(S(p)∩Fk1)≥Hs′

∞(F ∩S(p)∩Fk1)> k−2
1 , p ∈ E2.

Write δ = 2−k1 . By (22) and [3, Lemma 3.13], we know that there exists a δ -separated (δ , t ′,Ck2
1)-set

P ⊂ E2 satisfying (k−2
1 /C)δ−t ′ ≤ |P| ≤ δ−t ′ . Since P ⊂ E2, we have

Hs′
∞(S(p)∩Fk1)> k−2

1 , p ∈ P. (23)

Applying [3, Lemma 3.13] again to S(p)∩Fk1 , p ∈ P, we obtain δ -separated (δ ,s′,Ck2
1)-sets E(p) ⊂

S(p)∩Fk1 such that

|E(p)| ≡ M ≥ (k−2
1 /C)δ−s′

(21)
≥ δ

κ−s′ , p ∈ P.

By (21), P is a (δ , t ′,δ−ε)-set, and each E(p) is a (δ ,s′,δ−ε)-set. Since s′ ≥ t ′, the sets E(p) are
automatically also (δ , t ′,δ−ε)-sets. Therefore,

Ω := {(p,v) : p ∈ P and v ∈ E(p)} ⊂ R5
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is a (δ , t ′,δ−ε ,M)-configuration. Recall that ε ≤ ε(κ, t ′) by the definition of ε . Letting

F :=
⋃
p∈P

E(p)

and applying Theorem 8, we deduce that |F|δ ≥ δ κ−t ′M ≥ δ 2κ−s′−t ′ .
Since E(p)⊂ Fk1 for each p ∈ P, we have F ⊂ Fk1 , which implies

|Ik1 |= |Fk1 |δ ≥ |F|δ ≥ δ
2κ−s′−t ′ .

Then
∑
i∈I

rs′+t ′−2κ

i ≥ ∑
i∈Ik1

rs′+t ′−2κ

i = δ
s′+t ′−2κ |Ik1 | ≥ 1.

As the covering was arbitrary, we infer that dimH F ≥ s′+ t ′−2κ . Sending s′ ↗ s, t ′ ↗ t, and κ ↘ 0, we
arrive at the desired result.

3 Preliminaries on (δ ,s)-configurations

The proof of Theorem 11 – the multiplicity upper bound for (δ ,s)-configurations – will involve con-
sidering such configurations at scales ∆ ≫ δ . In a dream world, a (δ ,s)-configuration would admit a
"dyadic" structure which would enable statements of the following kind: (a) the ∆-parents of a (δ ,s)-
configuration form a (∆,s)-configuration, and (b) the ∆-parents of a (δ ,s,C,M)-configuration form 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 δ ∈ 2−N, let Dδ be the family of dyadic cubes in R3 of side-length δ

which are contained in the set D. We also write D :=
⋃

δ∈2−N Dδ . If P ⊂ R3 is an arbitrary set of points,
or a family of cubes, we also write

Dδ (P) := {Q ∈Dδ : Q∩P ̸= /0}.

For p ∈ D, we write Qδ (p) ∈Dδ for the unique cube in Dδ containing p.

We then explain some of the problems we need to overcome. The first one is that if P ⊂ D or P ⊂Dδ

is a (δ ,s)-set, it is not automatic that P∆ :=D∆(P) is a (∆,s)-set for δ < ∆ ≤ 1. This is not too serious: it
is well-known that there exists a "refinement" P′ ⊂ P such that |P′| ≈δ |P|, and P′

∆
is 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 Ω = {(p,v) : p ∈ P and v ∈ E(p)} is a (δ ,s)-
configuration, and ∆ ≫ δ . In what sense can we guarantee that some "∆-net" Ω∆ ⊂ Ω is a (∆,s)-
configuration? By the fact stated in the previous paragraph, we may start by refining P 7→ P′ such that P′

∆

is a (∆,s)-set. Then the question becomes: which set E∆(p)⊂ S(p) should we associate to each p ∈ P′
∆

in
such a manner that

Ω∆ = {(p,v) : p ∈ P′
∆ and v ∈ E∆(p)}
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is a (∆,s)-configuration – which hopefully still has some useful relationship with Ω? 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 ⊂ S(p), we let V (p, I) be the (one-sided) cone centred at x and

spanned by the arc I. That is,
V (p, I) :=

⋃
e∈I

{x+ t(e− x)}t≥0.

Definition 25 (Dyadic arcs). We introduce a dyadic partition on the circles S(p). If σ ∈ 2−N and
p = (x,r) ∈ D, we let Sσ (p) be a partition of S(p) into disjoint (half-open) arcs of length 2πrσ . We also
let S(p) :=

⋃
σ∈2−N Sσ (p). (We note that for p = (x,r) ∈ D, always r ∈ [1

2 ,1], so the dyadic σ -arcs have
length comparable to σ .)

Remark 26. The notation of dyadic arcs Sσ (p) will often be applied with parameters such as σ =
√

δ/t
or σ = δ/

√
λ t, which are not dyadic rationals to begin with. In such cases, we really mean Sσ̄ (p), where

σ̄ ∈ 2−N is the smallest dyadic rational with σ ≤ σ̄ .

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

Lemma 28. Let 0 < δ ≤ ∆ ≤ 1 and 0 < σ ≤ Σ ≤ 1 be dyadic numbers with ∆ ≤ Σ. Assume that p ∈Dδ

and p ∈D∆ with p ⊂ p, and let v ∈ Sσ (p). If v ∈ SΣ(p) is such that

v∩V (p,v) ̸= /0,

then there exists an arc Iv ⊂ S(p) of length ≲ Σ such that v ⊂V (p, Iv) and v ⊂ Iv.

For all p,p, and v as in the statement of the lemma, there exists at least one v ∈ SΣ(p) such that
v∩V (p,v) ̸= /0, simply because R2 = ∪v∈SΣ(p)V (p,v).

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

SΣ(p,v) := {v ∈ SΣ(p) : v∩V (p,v) ̸= /0}.

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

Let (x,r),(x,r) ∈ D be the centers of the cubes p ∈Dδ and p ∈D∆, respectively. By assumption,
r ≥ 1/2 and ∆ ≤ Σ ≤ 1/12, so that r− 3∆ ≳ 1. Since S(p) ⊂ S3∆(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 δ ≤ 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 ∪SΣ(p,v)v is a connected set in S(p)
which implies that SΣ(p,v) = {vi}i=1,··· ,m is a family of adjacent arcs. If m ∈ {1,2}, then their union is
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obviously an arc Iv of length at most 4πrΣ with v ⊂V (p, Iv) and v ⊂ Iv. Thus we assume from now on
that m ≥ 3. Letting v+i and v−i be the two endpoints of the arc vi, we can arrange the arcs vi ∈ SΣ(p,v) in
such an order that v+i = v−i+1 for all i = 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 ∈ Sσ (p) for p = (x,r), the length ℓ(v) of v is 2πrσ . As x lies inside the disk bounded by
S(p), the set v∩V (p,vi) is a curve for every i. Since σ ≤ Σ and r ≤ 2, we have that

4πΣ ≥ ℓ(v) =
m

∑
i=1

ℓ(v∩V (p,vi))≥
m−1

∑
i=2

ℓ(v∩V (p,vi)).

Thus, the desired upper bound for m will follow, if we manage to prove that

ℓ(v∩V (p,vi))≳ Σ, 2 ≤ i ≤ m−1. (30)

Note that

∂V (p,vi) = {x}∪{x+ t(v+i −x)}t>0 ∪{x+ t(v−i −x)}t>0, 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

Write v̄+i := {x+ t(v+i −x)}t>0 and v̄−i := {x+ t(v−i −x)}t>0. We have

v̄+i ∩ v̄−i = /0, 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

Recall that v∩{x} = /0. Then, by the arrangement of the arcs vi, we know for i = 2, · · · ,m−1, that v
must intersect both v̄+i and v̄−i . Let

x+i ∈ v̄+i ∩ v and x−i ∈ v̄−i ∩ v, 2 ≤ i ≤ m−1.

We claim that
|x+i − x−i |≳ Σ, 2 ≤ i ≤ m−1, (31)

which will yield (30) and thus conclude the proof of the lemma.
To prove (31), recall that vi is an arc of length 2πrΣ in S(p). Thus

∠(v̄+i , v̄
−
i ) = 2πΣ ≤ π/2.

We have

|x+i − x−i | ≥ dist({x+i }, v̄
−
i ) = inf{|x+i − y| : y ∈ v̄−i }= |x+i −x|sin∠(v̄+i , v̄

−
i )

(29)
≳

∠(v̄+i , v̄
−
i )

2
≳ Σ,

where for the second inequality we recall that x+i ∈ v ⊂ S3∆(p), and we use the fact that sinθ ≥ θ/2 for
all 0 ≤ θ ≤ π/2. The proof is complete.

Dyadic cubes have the well-known useful property that if Q,Q′ ∈D with Q∩Q′ ̸= /0, then either
Q ⊂ Q′ or Q′ ⊂ Q. For a fixed circle S(p), the dyadic arcs S(p) have the same property, but things get
more complicated when we want to compare dyadic arcs in S(p),S(q) for p ̸= q. The next notation is
designed to clarify this issue.
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Notation 32. Let 0 < δ ≤ ∆ ≤ 1 and 0 < σ ≤ Σ ≤ 1 be dyadic numbers. Assume that p ∈Dδ and p ∈D∆

with p ⊂ p. For each v ∈ Sσ (p), we write v ≺ v for the unique arc v ∈ SΣ(p) such that the centre of v is
contained in V (p,v). In particular, v∩V (p,v) ̸= /0. For two pairs (p,v) and (p,v), we write

(p,v)≺ (p,v) ⇐⇒ p ⊂ p and v ≺ v.

We remark that by Lemma 28, if ∆ ≤ Σ and (p,v) ≺ (p,v), then v ⊂ V (p, Iv) for an arc Iv ⊂ S(p) of
length ∼ Σ with v ⊂ Iv.

The "≺" relation is illustrated in Figure 2. It gives a precise meaning to "dyadic parents" of pairs
(p,v) with p ∈Dδ 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 ⊂ v. A good substitute is the inclusion v ⊂V (p, Iv).

Definition 33 (Skeleton). Let 0 < δ ≤ ∆ and 0 < σ ≤ Σ be dyadic rationals. Assume that p ∈Dδ and
Eσ (p)⊂ Sσ (p). The (∆,Σ)-skeleton of Eσ (p) is the set

EΣ(p) = {v ∈ SΣ(p) : v ≺ v for some v ∈ Eσ (p)},

where p ∈D∆ is the unique dyadic cube with p ⊂ p. (It is important to note that the (∆,Σ)-skeleton of
Eσ (p) is a subset of SΣ(p) instead of SΣ(p). These coincide if ∆ = δ .)

We also need the following version of the definition. Let P ⊂Dδ , and assume that we are given a
(possibly empty) family Eσ (p)⊂ Sσ (p) for all p ∈ P. Write Ω = {(p,v) : p ∈ P and v ∈ Eσ (p)}. Then,
the (∆,Σ)-skeleton of Ω is defined to be

Ω
∆
Σ := {(p,v) : p ∈D∆, v ∈ SΣ(p), and (p,v)≺ (p,v) for some (p,v) ∈ Ω}.

In other words, Ω∆
Σ

consists of pairs (p,v) such that p ∈ D∆(P), and v ∈ EΣ(p) for some p ∈ P with
p ⊂ p. We write

EΣ(p) := {v ∈ SΣ(p) : (p,v) ∈ Ω
∆
Σ} and P∆ := {p ∈D∆ : EΣ(p) ̸= /0}.

Remark 34. Note that EΣ(p) is the union of all the (∆,Σ)-skeletons EΣ(p) for all p ∈ P with p ⊂ p. Thus,
EΣ(p) may be rather wild, even if the individual sets Eσ (p) are nice (say, (σ ,s)-sets). Proposition 37 will
regardless give us useful information about the sets EΣ(p), provided that we are first allowed to prune Ω

(and hence the sets Eσ (p)) slightly.

Let us recap the meaning of (δ ,s,C,M)-configurations from Definition 7. These were defined to be
sets Ω ⊂ R5 such that P = πR3(Ω)⊂ D is a non-empty (δ ,s,C)-set, and E(p) = {v ∈ R2 : (p,v) ∈ Ω} is
a (δ ,s,C)-subset of S(p) for all p ∈ P, satisfying |E(p)|δ ≡ M. We next pose the following dyadic (and
slightly generalised) variant of the definition.

Definition 35. Let 0 < s ≤ 1, C > 0, and let 0 < δ ≤ 1, 0 < δ ,σ ≤ 1 be dyadic rationals. A (δ ,σ ,s,C,M)-
configuration is a set of the form

Ω = {(p,v) : p ∈ P and v ∈ Eσ (p)},

where P ⊂Dδ is a (δ ,s,C)-set, and Eσ (p)⊂ Sσ (p), for p ∈ P, is a (σ ,s,C)-set of constant cardinality
|Eσ (p)| ≡ M. If Ω is a (δ ,σ ,s,C,M)-configuration for some M, we simply say that Ω is a (δ ,σ ,s,C)-
configuration.
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p

Figure 2: The red squares represent the centres of three circles S(p1),S(p2),S(p3), where p1, p2, p3 ∈Dδ .
In the figure we have p1, p2, p3 ⊂ p for a certain p ∈ D∆, where ∆ > δ . Therefore the red δ -annuli
Sδ (p1),Sδ (p2),Sδ (p3) are contained in the (yellow) ∆-annulus S∆(p). The black dots on the red circles
represent the sets Eσ (p1),Eσ (p2),Eσ (p3), and the three longer arcs spanning the cones form the set
EΣ(p)⊂ S(p). As shown in the figure, each pair (p j,v) with v ∈ Eσ (p j) satisfies (p j,v)≺ (p,v) for some
v ∈ EΣ(p).

In the new terminology, the (δ ,s,C,M)-configurations from Definition 7 correspond to (δ ,δ ,s,C,M)-
configurations. To be precise, we should distinguish between (δ ,s,C,M)-configurations and "dyadic"
(δ ,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 (δ ,σ ,s,C,M)-configurations:

Lemma 36 (Refinement principle). Let Ω be a (δ ,σ ,s,C)-configuration, and let G ⊂ Ω be a subset
with |G| ≥ c|Ω|, where c ∈ (0,1]. Then, there exists a (δ ,σ ,s,2C/c)-configuration Ω′ ⊂ G with |Ω′| ≥
(c2/4)|Ω|.

Proof. Write Ω = {(p,v) : p ∈ P and v ∈ Eσ (p)}. For p ∈ P, let G(p) := {v ∈ Eσ (p) : (p,v) ∈ G}. Note
that (with M := |Eσ (p)|), we have

cM|P|= c|Ω| ≤ |G|= ∑
p∈P

|G(p)| ≤ M|{p : |G(p)| ≥ cM/2}|+ cM|P|/2.

It follows that the set P′ := {p∈ P : |G(p)| ≥ cM/2} has |P′| ≥ c|P|/2. For each p∈ P′, let E ′
σ (p)⊂G(p)

be a set with |E ′
σ (p)|= cM/2 = c|Eσ (p)|/2. Now, P′ is a (δ ,s,2C/c)-set, E ′

σ (p) is a (σ ,s,2C/c)-set for
all p ∈ P′, and

Ω
′ := {(p,v) : p ∈ P′ and v′ ∈ E ′

σ (p)} ⊂ G

is the desired (δ ,σ ,2C/c)-configuration with |Ω′|= c|P′|M/2 ≥ (c2/4)|Ω|.

We then arrive at the main result of this section.
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Proposition 37. Let 0 < δ ≤ ∆ ≤ 1 and 0 < σ ≤ Σ ≤ 1 be dyadic numbers with δ ≤ σ and ∆ ≤ Σ.
For every C ≥ 1, there exists a constant C′ ≈δ C such that the following holds. If Ω is a (δ ,σ ,s,C)-
configuration, then there exists a subset G ⊂ Ω with |G| ≈δ |Ω| whose (∆,Σ)-skeleton G∆

Σ
is a (∆,Σ,s,C′)-

configuration with the property

|{(p,v) ∈ G : (p,v)≺ (p,v)}| ≈δ

|Ω|
|G∆

Σ
|
, (p,v) ∈ G∆

Σ. (38)

Remark 39. Let 0 < δ ≤ ∆ ≤ 1 and 0 < σ ≤ Σ ≤ 1 be dyadic rationals. Let Ω = {(p,v) : p ∈ P and v ∈
Eσ (p)}, as in Proposition 37. We will use the following notation:

p⊗v := {(p,v) ∈ Ω : (p,v)≺ (p,v))}, p ∈D∆, v ∈ SΣ(p).

(So, the sets p⊗v depend on "Ω" even though this is suppressed from the notation). The sets p⊗v are
disjoint for distinct (p,v) with p ∈D∆ and v ∈ SΣ(p). Indeed, if p ̸= p′, evidently no pair (p,v) can lie in
p⊗v and p′⊗v′ for any v,v′ ∈ S(p). On the other hand, if p = p′ and p ∈Dδ with p ⊂ p = p′, then for
each arc v ∈ Sσ (p) we have chosen exactly one arc v ∈ SΣ(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. Let 0 < δ ≤ ∆ ≤ 1 be dyadic rationals, and let P ⊂Dδ be a (δ ,s,C)-set. Assume that every
set

p∩P := {p ∈ P : p ⊂ p}, p ∈ P∆ :=D∆(P),

has cardinality |p∩P| ∈ [m,2m] for some m ≥ 1. Then P∆ is a (∆,s,C′)-set with C′ ∼C.

Proof. Let Q ∈Dr with ∆ ≤ r ≤ 1. Then,

m · |Q∩P∆| ≤ |Q∩P|≲Crs|P| ≤ 2m ·Crs|P∆|.

Dividing by "m" yields a dyadic version of the (∆,s,C′)-set condition for P∆. This easily implies the usual
(∆,s,C′)-set condition with a slightly worse "C′".

We then complete the proof of Proposition 37.

Proof of Proposition 37. In the first part of the proof, we construct certain sets P∆ ⊂D∆ and E(p)⊂ SΣ(p),
p ∈ P∆, by pigeonholing, and we define Ω̄ = {(p,v) : p ∈ P∆ and v ∈ E(p)}. The set G ⊂ Ω will be
defined as

G :=
⋃

(p,v)∈Ω̄

p⊗v ⊂ Ω. (41)

This implies trivially that G∆
Σ
⊂ Ω̄. In the second part of the proof, we show that Ω̄ is a (∆,Σ,s,C′)-

configuration satisfying (38), so in particular p⊗ v ̸= /0 for all (p,v) ∈ Ω̄. Therefore also G∆
Σ
⊃ Ω̄ by

definitions, and the proof will be complete.
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Write Ω = {(p,v) : p ∈ P and v ∈ E(p)}, where P ⊂Dδ and E(p)⊂ Sδ (p). To construct P∆, consider
initially P1

∆
:=D∆(P). Each p ∈ P1

∆
may contain different numbers of δ -cubes from P, and to fix this we

perform our first pigeonholing. Let p ∈ P1
∆

and define

Dδ (p∩P) := {p ∈ P : p ⊂ p} and P1
∆,i := {p ∈ P1

∆ : 2i−1 ≤ |Dδ (p∩P)|< 2i}

for i ≥ 1. Observing that
|P|= ∑

i∈N
∑

p∈P∆,i

|Dδ (p∩P)|

and noting that P∆,i is empty if 2i−1 > |Dδ | ∼ δ−3, we conclude by pigeonholing that there exists i0 ⪅δ 1
such that

|P| ≈δ ∑
p∈P∆,i0

|Dδ (p∩P)|.

For this index i0, we then have |P∆,i0 | ≈δ |P|/2i0 .
For each p = (x,r) ∈ P1

∆
, we next construct families S j

Σ
(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 ∈ P∆,i0 , v ∈ SΣ(p)} of typical
cardinality.

First, since each p ∈ P∆,i0 contains ∼ 2i0 cubes p ∈ P, since we have |Eσ (p)| ≡ M for all of them, and
since for each such p and v ∈ Eσ (p) there exists a unique v ∈ SΣ(p) such that (p,v)≺ (p,v), we obtain

∑
v∈SΣ(p)

|p⊗v| ∼ 2i0M. (42)

Next, for j ≥ 1, we define

S
j
Σ
(p) := {v ∈ SΣ(p) : |p⊗v| ∈ [2 j−1,2 j)}. (43)

Since δ ≤ σ by assumption, we have |p⊗v|≲ δ−3σ−1 ≤ δ−4. It follows that S j
Σ
(p) = /0 if 2 j ≫ δ−4.

Hence, by (42) and pigeonholing, there exists j(p)⪅δ 1 such that

∑
v∈S j(p)

Σ
(p)

|p⊗v| ≈δ 2i0M.

By a second pigeonholing, since |P∆,i0 |≲ δ−3, there exists j0 ⪅δ 1 and P∆ ⊂ P∆,i0 ⊂ P1
∆

such that

|P∆| ≈δ |P∆,i0 | ≈δ

|P|
2i0

, (44)

and
∑

v∈S j0
Σ
(p)

|p⊗v| ≈δ 2i0M, p ∈ P∆. (45)

In (48), we will see that all the sets S
j0
Σ
(p), p ∈ P∆, have cardinality ≈δ 2i0M/2 j0 , but the sets E(p),

p ∈ P∆ are required to have exactly the same cardinality. To this end, we define

MΣ := min{|S j0
Σ
(p)| : p ∈ P∆}, (46)
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which satisfies MΣ ≥ 1 by (45). For each p ∈ P∆, we choose E(p) to be an arbitrary subset of S j0
Σ
(p) of

cardinality |E(p)|= MΣ. Now, as already announced at the start of the proof, we set Ω̄ := {(p,v) : p ∈
P∆ and v ∈ E(p)}, and we define G ⊂ Ω with the formula (41). We record that |Ω̄|= |P∆|MΣ.

Keeping in mind Remark 39 about the disjointness of the sets p⊗v, and using the definition of the
sets E(p)⊂ S

j0
Σ
(p), we have

|G|= ∑
p∈P∆

∑
v∈E(p)

|p⊗v| ≥ |P∆| ·MΣ ·2 j0−1

To conclude that |G|⪆δ |Ω|= |P|M, it suffices to check that

MΣ ≈δ

|P|M
|P∆|2 j0

. (47)

Since (p⊗v)∩ (p⊗v′) = /0 for v ̸= v′, recalling first (43) and (45), and then (44), we have

|S j0
Σ
(p)| ≈δ

2i0M
2 j0

≈δ

|P|M
|P∆|2 j0

, p ∈ P∆. (48)

Hence (47) holds by the definition of MΣ in (46), and therefore |G| ≈δ |Ω|, as desired. In retrospect, (48)
also implies MΣ ≈ 2i0M/2 j0 .

We next verify (38). The definition of S j0
Σ
(p) in (43) results in

|p⊗v| ∼ 2 j0 (47)
≈δ

|P|M
|P∆|MΣ

=
|Ω|
|Ω̄|

, p ∈ P∆ and v ∈ E(p). (49)

By the definition of G, we have (p⊗v)∩G = p⊗v ̸= /0 for p ∈ P∆ and v ∈ EΣ(v), and evidently G∆
Σ
= Ω̄.

Therefore (38) follows from (49).
Next we show that P∆ is a (∆,s,C′)-set and E(p) is a (Σ,s,C′)-set for all p ∈ P∆. This will show that

Ω̄ = G∆
Σ

is a (∆,Σ,s,C′,MΣ)-configuration, and conclude the proof of the proposition. To verify that P∆

is a (∆,s,C′)-set, note that P′ =
⋃

p∈P∆
Dδ (p∩P) has |P′| ≈δ |P| by (44). Therefore P′ is a (δ ,s,C′)-set

with C′ ≈δ C. But now P∆ =D∆(P′), and every cube in P∆ contains ∼ 2i0 elements of P′. Therefore, it
follows from Lemma 40 that P∆ is a (∆,s,C′)-set.

It remains to verify that E(p) is a (Σ,s,C′)-set for all p ∈ P∆. Fix p ∈ P∆, let Σ ≤ r ≤ 1 be a dyadic
number and vr ∈ Sr(p). Our goal is to show (and it suffices to show) that |{v ∈ E(p) : v ⊂ vr}|⪅δ CrsMΣ.
To this end, we first note that

|{v ∈ Eσ (p) : v ≺ vr}|≲CrsM, p ∈ p∩P. (50)

This follows by observing that all v ∈ Eσ (p) with v ≺ vr are contained in V (p, Iv)∩S(p) by Lemma 28,
and diam(V (p, Iv)∩S(p))≲ r.

Next, observe that ⋃
v∈E(p)

v⊂vr

p⊗v ⊂
⋃

p∈p∩P

{(p,v) : v ∈ E(p) and v ≺ vr}. (51)
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Thus recalling that |p⊗v| ∼ 2 j0 for v ∈ E(p)⊂ S
j0
Σ
(p), we have

|{v ∈ E(p) : v ⊂ vr}| ·2 j0 ∼
∣∣∣ ⋃

v∈E(p)
v⊂vr

p⊗v
∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣ ⋃

p∈p∩P

{(p,v) : v ∈ Eσ (p) and v ≺ vr}
∣∣∣

≤ |p∩P| max
p∈p∩P

|{(p,v) : v ∈ Eσ (p) and v ≺ vr}|

(50)
≲ 2i0 ·CrsM.

To conclude the proof, we recall from (48) that MΣ ≈δ 2i0M/2 j0 . Therefore,

|{v ∈ E(p) : v ⊂ vr}|⪅δ Crs · 2i0M
2 j0

≈δ CrsMΣ, v ∈ Sr(p),

as desired. We have now proven that G∆
Σ
= Ω̄ = {(p,v) : p ∈ P∆ and v ∈ E(p)} is a (∆,Σ,s,C′,MΣ)-

configuration, as claimed.

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 (δ ,σ)-rectangles and some basic properties

Definition 52 ((δ ,σ)-rectangle). Let δ ,σ ∈ (0,1]. By definition, a (δ ,σ)-rectangle is a set of the form

Rδ
σ (p,v) := Sδ (p)∩B(v,σ),

where p ∈ D and v ∈ S(p). For C > 0, we write CRδ
σ (p,v) := RCδ

Cσ
(p,v).

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

√
δ/t)-rectangles. While Wolff’s notation for these

objects is more elegant, the purpose of our terminology is to handle e.g. (δ ,δ/
√

λ t)-rectangles without
having to introduce further notation.

For the next lemma, we recall that ∆(p, p′) = ||x− x′| − |r − r′|| for p = (x,r) ∈ R2 × (0,∞) and
p′ = (x′,r′) ∈ R2 × (0,∞).

Lemma 54. Let p,q ∈ D be points with |p−q|= t and ∆(p,q) = λ . Then, the intersection Sδ (p)∩Sδ (q)
can be covered by boundedly many (δ ,σ)-rectangles, where

σ := δ/
√

(λ +δ )(t +δ ).
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Conversely, assume that v ∈ S(p)∩S(q). Then, for all C ≥ 1, we have

CRδ
σ (p,v)⊂ SC′δ (q), (55)

where C′ ≲ max{C,C2δ/(λ +δ )} ≤C2.

Proof. The first statement is well-known, see for example [27, Lemma 3.1], so we only prove the
inclusion (55). Recall that p,q ∈ D, so the radii of the circles S(p),S(q) are bounded between 1

2 and 1.
For this reason, there is no loss of generality in assuming that S(p) is the unit circle S(p) = S1, that the
radius of S(q) is r ∈ [1

2 ,1), and that S(q) 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

λ = ∆(p,q) = ||z−0|− |1− r||= |(1− x)− r| ∼ |(1− x)2 − r2|,

and t = |p−q| ∼ x+(1− r). Since S(p)∩S(q) ̸= /0, we moreover have x ≥ 1− r, and therefore t ∼ x. We
may assume that x ∼ t ≥ δ , since otherwise (55) follows from CRδ

σ (p,v)⊂ SCδ (p)⊂ SCδ+t(q)⊂ S2Cδ (q).
We assume that v ∈ S(p)∩ S(q). Since S(p) = S1, we may therefore write v = eiθ0 for some θ0 ∈

(−π,π]. Recalling that z is the center of S(q), we have

1−2xcosθ0 + x2 = |eiθ0 − z|2 = r2 ⇐⇒ cosθ0 =
1− r2 + x2

2x
. (56)

We further rewrite this as

cosθ0 =
1− r2 + x2

2x
= 1− r2 − (1− x)2

2x
=: 1−h,

where |h|= |r2 − (1− x)2|/(2x)∼ λ/t. We now claim that

|θ −θ0| ≤Cσ ∼ Cδ√
(λ +δ )t

=⇒ ||eiθ − z|2 − r2| ≤C′
δ , (57)

where C′ ∼ max{C,C2δ/λ}. This means that a circular arc on S(p) of length Cσ around v = eiθ0 is
contained in SC′δ (q). Since every point on CRδ

σ (p,v) is within distance Cδ ≤C′δ 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

|1−2xcosθ + x2 − r2|≲C′
δ ⇐⇒ |cosθ − cosθ0|=

∣∣∣∣cosθ − 1− r2 + x2

2x

∣∣∣∣≤ C′δ

2x
.

Moreover, the right hand side here is ∼C′δ/t. To prove that this estimate is valid whenever |θ −θ0| ≤Cσ ,
we note that

1 = sin2
θ0 + cos2

θ0 = sin2
θ0 +(1−h)2 =⇒ sin2

θ0 = 2h−h2,

and therefore
|cos′ θ0|= |sinθ0|=

√
|2h−h2|≲

√
λ/t.
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recalling that |h| ∼ λ/t ≤ 1. Finally, for all |θ −θ0| ≤Cσ , we have

|cosθ − cosθ0|=
∣∣∣∣∫ θ

θ0

cos′ ζ dζ

∣∣∣∣≤ ∫ θ

θ0

|cos′ ζ − cos′ θ0|dζ + |θ −θ0| · |cos′ θ0|=: I1 + I2.

The term I2 is bounded from above by

I2 ≲Cσ ·
√

λ/t ∼ Cδ√
(λ +δ )t

·
√

λ/t ∼ Cδ

t
.

Since cos′ = sin is 1-Lipschitz, the term I1 is bounded from above by

I1 ≤
∫

θ

θ0

|ζ −θ0|dζ =
∫ |θ−θ0|

0
|ζ |dζ ∼ |θ −θ0|2 ≤C2

σ
2 =

C2δ 2

(λ +δ )t
.

This completes the proof of (57) with constant C′ ∼ max{Cδ ,C2δ/(λ +δ )}.

Corollary 58. Let p,q ∈ D be points with λ = ∆(p,q) and t = |p−q|. Write σ := δ/
√

(λ +δ )(t +δ ).
Assume that

CRδ
σ (p,v)∩CRδ

σ (q,w) ̸= /0

for some v ∈ S(p), w ∈ S(q), and C ≥ 1. Then, CRδ
σ (p,v)⊂C′Rδ

σ (q,w) for some C′ ≲C4.

Proof. Fix v ∈CRδ
σ (p,v)∩CRδ

σ (q,w). Then

max{dist(v,S(p)),dist(v),S(q)}} ≤Cδ .

Consequently, there exist points

v′ ∈ S(p)∩B(v,Cσ) and w′ ∈ S(q)∩B(w,Cσ)

such that |v′− v| ≤ Cδ and |w′− v| ≤ Cδ . Now we shift the circles S(p) and S(q) a little bit so that
v lies in their intersection. The details are as follows. Write p = (x,r), and define p′ = (x′,r), where
x′ = x+(v− v′). Thus, S(p′) = S(p)+v− v′, and

v = v′+(v− v′) ∈ S(p)+(v− v′) = S(p′).

We define similarly q′ := (y′,r), where q = (y,r), and y′ = y+v− v′.
With these definitions, |p− p′| ≤Cδ and |q−q′| ≤Cδ , and

v ∈ S(p′)∩S(q′).

Write λ ′ := ∆(p′,q′) and t ′ := |p′−q′|, and σ ′ := δ/
√

(λ ′+δ )(t ′+δ ). After a small case chase, it is
easy to check that σ ≤ ACσ ′, where A ≥ 1 is absolute (the worst case in the inequality occurs if λ ≤ t ≤ δ ,
but λ ′ ∼ t ′ ∼Cδ ). It now follows from Lemma 54 that

(AC2)Rδ

σ ′(p′,v)⊂ SC′δ (q′),
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where C′ ≲C4, since A ≥ 1 is absolute. Finally,

CRδ
σ (p,v) = SCδ (p)∩B(v,Cσ)

⊂ S2Cδ (p′)∩B(v,AC2
σ
′)

⊂ (AC2)Rδ

σ ′(p′,v)⊂ SC′δ (q′)⊂ S2C′δ (q).

Since also CRδ
σ (p,v)⊂ B(v,2Cσ)⊂ B(w,4Cσ), we have now shown that

CRδ
σ (p,v)⊂ S2C′δ (q)∩B(w,4Cσ)⊂ 2C′Rδ

σ (q,w),

as claimed.

4.2 Comparable rectangles

Definition 59. Given a constant C ≥ 1, we say that two (δ ,σ)-rectangles R1,R2 are C-comparable if
there exists a third (δ ,σ)-rectangle R = Rδ

σ (p,v) such that R1,R2 ⊂CR. If no such rectangle R exists, we
say that R1 and R2 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 R1 ⊂CR2 and R2 ⊂CR1 (up to changing constants)? If this
definition is equivalent, is it enough to require the one-sided condition R1 ⊂CR2? The answer to both
questions is affirmative, and follows from the next lemma.

Lemma 60. Let 0 < δ ≤ σ ≤ 1, and let R1,R2 be (δ ,σ)-rectangles satisfying R1 ⊂CR2 for some C ≥ 1.
Then CR2 ⊂C′R1 for some C′ ≲C5.

Proof. Write R1 = Rδ
σ (p1,v1) and R2 = Rδ

σ (p2,v2). Let t := |p1 − p2| and λ := ∆(p1, p2). Write

σ̄ :=Cδ/
√

(λ +Cδ )(t +Cδ ).

From Lemma 54, we know that the intersection SCδ (p1)∩SCδ (p2) can be covered by boundedly many
(Cδ , σ̄)-rectangles. Since R1 ⊂CR2 ⊂ SCδ (p1)∩SCδ (p2), and diam(R1)≳ σ , we may infer that σ̄ ≳ σ .
We set C̄ := max{1,C(σ/σ̄)}≲C.

It follows from our assumption Rδ
σ (p1,v1) ⊂ CRδ

σ (p2,v2) that Rδ
σ (p1,v1) ⊂ C̄RCδ

σ̄
(p2,v2), and in

particular C̄RCδ
σ̄
(p1,v1)∩ C̄RCδ

σ̄
(p2,v2) ̸= /0. Therefore, applying Corollary 58 at scale Cδ and with

constant C̄, we get

CRδ
σ (p2,v2)⊂ C̄RCδ

σ̄ (p2,v2)
C.58
⊂ C′RCδ

σ̄ (p1,v1)⊂ SCC′δ (p1)

for some C′ ≲ C̄4 ∼C4. Finally, since also CRδ
σ (p2,v2)⊂ B(v2,Cσ)⊂ B(v1,2Cσ), using that v1 ∈ R1 ⊂

B(v2,Cσ), we may infer that

CRδ
σ (p2,v2)⊂ SCC′δ (p1)∩B(v1,2Cσ)⊂CC′Rδ

σ (p1,v1).

Since CC′ ≲C5, the proof is complete.
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Remark 61. Lemma 60 clarifies the (up-to-constants) equivalence of different notions of comparability.
If R1,R2 are C-comparable (δ ,σ)-rectangles according to Definition 59, then there exists a third (δ ,σ)-
rectangle R such that R1,R2 ⊂ CR. But now R ⊂ C′R2 according to Lemma 60, so R1 ⊂ C′R2. By
symmetric reasoning, also R2 ⊂C′R1.

Similarly, if we took as our definition the one-sided inclusion R1 ⊂CR2, then Lemma 60 would imply
that R2 ⊂C′R1, and consequently we could infer the symmetric condition R1 ⊂C′R2 and R2 ⊂C′R1 (or
R1,R2 ⊂C′R with either R := R1 or R := R2).

We record the following useful corollary of Lemma 60:

Corollary 62 (Transitivity of comparability). For every C ≥ 1 there exists C′ ≲C5 such that the following
holds. Let 0 < δ ≤ σ ≤ 1, and let R1,R2,R3 be (δ ,σ)-rectangles such that R1,R2 and R2,R3 are both
C-comparable. Then R1,R3 are C′-comparable.

Proof. Since R1,R2 and R2,R3 are C-comparable, by definition there exist (δ ,σ)-rectangles R12 and R23
such that R1,R2 ⊂CR12 and R2,R3 ⊂CR23. We may infer from Lemma 60 that

R1 ⊂CR12 ⊂C′R2 and R3 ⊂CR23 ⊂C′R2,

for some C′ ≲C5. This means by definition that R1,R3 are C′-comparable.

Next, given a family R of pairwise 100-incomparable (δ ,σ)-rectangles, for A ≥ 100, we will show
that there exists a subfamily R̄ ⊂ R consisting of A-incomparable rectangles such that AO(1)|R̄| ≥ |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 δ ≤ σ ≤ 1, and let R be a family of pairwise 100-incomparable
(δ ,σ)-rectangles. Suppose also that there exists a fixed (δ ,σ)-rectangle R such that the union of the
rectangles in R is contained in AR. Then, |R|≲ A10.

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 ⊂ 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 (δ ,σ)-rectangles we need to consider are called (δ , t)-rectangles with
t = δ/σ2 provided that σ ≥

√
δ (hence t ≤ 1). Thus in the range σ ≥

√
δ , 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 σ ≤

√
δ . 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 σ ≤

√
δ separately, relying on the

fact that the (δ ,σ)-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 δ ≤ σ ≤ 1. Let R be a pairwise 100-incomparable family of (δ ,σ)-
rectangles. Then R contains a subset R̄ of cardinality |R̄|≳A−50|R| consisting of pairwise A-incomparable
rectangles.

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

RA(R) := {R′ ∈ R : R′ ⊂CA5R},

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

|RA(R)|≲ A50, R ∈ R̄. (65)

We claim that
R=

⋃
R∈R̄

RA(R). (66)

Once (66) has been verified, a combination of (65)-(66) shows that |R|≲ |R̄|A50, and the proof will be
complete.

To prove (66), fix R′ ∈R. Then R′ is A-comparable to some R∈ R̄ by the maximality of R̄. By Remark
61, this gives R′ ⊂ CA5R, provided that C > 0 is a sufficiently large absolute constant. In particular,
R′ ∈ RA(R), as desired.

4.3 A slight generalisation of Wolff’s tangency counting bound

The following definition is due to Wolff [24].

Definition 67 (t-bipartite pair). Let 0 < δ ≤ t ≤ 1. A pair of sets W,B ⊂ D is called t-bipartite if both
W,B are δ -separated, max{diam(B),diam(W )} ≤ t, and additionally

dist(B,W )≥ t and diam(B∪W )≤ 100t.

Lemma 68. Let δ ≤ t ≤ 1, and let W,B ⊂ D be a t-bipartite pair of sets. Let C ≥ 1 be a constant, and
assume that p1, . . . , pk ∈W and q1, . . . ,ql ∈ B are points satisfying

∆(pi,q j)≤Cδ , 1 ≤ i ≤ k, 1 ≤ j ≤ l.

Assume further that there exists a point v ∈ R2 which lies on all the circles S(pi),S(q j).
Write Σ :=

√
δ/t. Then, for suitable C′ ∼C, every (δ ,Σ)-rectangle Rδ

Σ
(pi,v) is contained in every

annulus SC′δ (pm) and SC′δ (qn) (where i has no relation to m,n).

Proof. We will use the inclusion (55). Namely, (55) applied with λ := Cδ shows immediately that if
(i, j) ∈ {1, . . . ,k}×{1, . . . , l} is a fixed pair, then

Rδ
Σ(pi,v)⊂ SC′δ (q j) (69)

for some C′ ∼C. (Note that now Σ ≲
√

Cδ/
√

∆(pi,q j)|pi −q j| ∼
√

Cσ in the notation of (55), so we
may apply (55) with constant ∼

√
C to obtain (69).) This already proves that every rectangle Rδ

Σ
(pi,v)
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is contained in every annulus SC′δ (q j). What remains is to prove a similar conclusion about the annuli
SC′δ (pm) for m ̸= i.

To proceed, we observe that (69) can immediately be upgraded to

Rδ
Σ(pi,v)⊂ RC′δ

Σ (q j,v), (70)

simply as a consequence of (69) and definitions. Further, if m ∈ {1, . . . ,k}, we have

RC′δ
Σ (q j,v)⊂ SC′′δ (pm), (71)

by another application of the inclusion (55) (here still C′′ ∼C′ ∼C). Now, chaining (70)-(71), we find
Rδ

Σ
(pi,v)⊂ SC′′δ (pm). Combined with (69), this completes the proof.

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

Definition 72 (Almost t-bipartite pair). Let δ ≤ t ≤ 1. A pair of sets W,B ⊂ D is called (δ ,ε)-almost
t-bipartite if both W,B are δ -separated, and additionally

dist(W,B)≥ δ
εt and diam(B∪W )≤ δ

−εt.

Definition 73 (Type). Let 0 < δ ≤ σ ≤ 1, ε > 0. Let W,B ⊂ D be finite sets. For m,n ≥ 1, we say that
a (δ ,σ)-rectangle R ⊂ R2 has type (≥ m,≥ n)ε relative to (W,B) if R ⊂ Sδ 1−ε

(p) for at least m points
p ∈W , and R ⊂ Sδ 1−ε

(q) at least n points q ∈ B.

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

Lemma 74. For every ε > 0, there exists δ0 > 0 such that the following holds for all δ ∈ (0,δ0]. Let
0 < δ ≤ t ≤ 1, and let W,B ⊂ D be a (δ ,ε)-almost t-bipartite pair of sets. Let Σ :=

√
δ/t, and let Rδ

Σ
be

a family of pairwise 100-incomparable (δ ,Σ)-rectangles of type (≥ m,≥ n)ε relative to (W,B), where
1 ≤ m ≤ |W | and 1 ≤ n ≤ |B|. Then,

|Rδ
Σ| ≤ δ

−Cε

((
|W ||B|

mn

)3/4

+
|W |
m

+
|B|
n

)
, (75)

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 "δ−ε" in both
Definition 72 and Definition 73. In [24, Lemma 1.4], the definition of "t-bipartite pair" is exactly the one
we stated in Definition 67, and the definition of "type" was defined with a large absolute constant C0 ≥ 1
in place of δ−ε . 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 δ 1−3ε ≤ t, since if (W,B) is (δ ,ε)-almost t-bipartite for some t ≤ δ 1−3ε , then
both W and B have cardinality ≲ δ−12ε , and it easily follows that |Rδ

Σ
| ≤ δ−Cε .
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By assumption, we have diam(W )≤ δ−εt and diam(B)≤ δ−εt. Therefore, we may decompose both
W and B into r ≲ (δ−εt/δ εt)3 = δ−6ε subsets W1, . . . ,Wr and B1, . . . ,Br of diameter ≤ δ εt. Now, for
each pair Wi,B j, we have

dist(Wi,B j) =: τi j ∈ [δ εt,δ−εt]. (76)

Each pair (Wi,B j) is τi j-bipartite in the terminology of Definition 67, since (76) holds, and

max{diam(Wi),diam(B j)} ≤ δ
εt ≤ τi j and diam(Wi ∪B j)≤ 3τi j.

Next, notice that if R ∈ Rδ
Σ
, then there exists (by the pigeonhole principle) at least one pair (Wi,B j) such

that Rδ
Σ

has type (≥ m̄,≥ n̄)ε relative to (Wi,B j), where

m̄ := max{δ
6εm,1} and n̄ := max{δ

6εn,1}.

This means that there exist at least m̄ circles S(p1), . . . ,S(pm̄) with pk ∈ Wi and and at least n̄ circles
S(q1), . . . ,S(qn̄) with ql ∈ B j with the property

R ⊂ Sδ 1−ε

(pk) and R ⊂ Sδ 1−ε

(ql). (77)

Based on what we just said, we have

Rδ
Σ ⊂

⋃
i, j

Rδ
Σ(i, j) =⇒ |Rδ

Σ| ≤ ∑
i, j
|Rδ

Σ(i, j)|, (78)

where Rδ
Σ
(i, j) refers to rectangles of type (≥ m̄,≥ n̄)ε relative to (Wi,B j). Since the number of pairs

(i, j) is ≤ δ−Cε , it suffices to prove (75) for each Rδ
Σ
(i, j) individually.

Fix 1 ≤ i, j ≤ r, and write τ := τi j ∈ [δ εt,δ−εt], and also abbreviate (or redefine) W :=Wi and B := B j

and Rδ
Σ

:= Rδ
Σ
(i, j). Before proceeding further, we deduce information about the "tangency" of pk ∈W

and ql ∈ B satisfying (77). Recall that |pk −ql| ≥ τ ≥ δ εt, and note that diam(R)≳ Σ =
√

δ/t. Then,

√
δ/t ≲ diam(R)

L.54
≲

δ 1−ε√
δ εt∆(pk,ql)

,

from which we may infer that

∆(pk,ql)≲ δ
1−3ε , 1 ≤ k ≤ m̄, 1 ≤ l ≤ n̄. (79)

For purposes to become apparent in a moment, it would be convenient if W,B were δ 1−3ε -separated
instead of just δ -separated. This can be arranged, at the cost of reducing m̄ and n̄ slightly. Indeed, we
may partition W and B into δ 1−3ε -separated subsets W1, . . . ,Ws and B1, . . . ,Bs, where s ≤ δ−9ε . Now,
arguing as before, every rectangle R ∈ Rδ

Σ
has type (≥ m̄′,≥ n̄′) relative to at least one pair (Wi,B j),

where m̄′ := max{δ 9εm̄,1} and n̄′ := max{δ 9ε n̄,1}. After repeating the argument at (78), we may focus
attention to bounding the number of rectangles associated with a fixed (Wi,B j). Since the passage from
(W,B) to (Wi,B j) eventually just affects the absolute constant "C" in (75), we now assume that W,B are
δ 1−3ε -separated to begin with, and m̄′ = m̄ and n̄ = n̄′.
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The improved separation of W,B gives the following benefit: the pair (W,B) is τ-bipartite relative to
the scale δ 1−3ε in the strong sense of Definition 67. The role of "δ " (or now δ 1−3ε ) is hardly emphasised,
but one of the assumptions in Definition 67 was that a τ-bipartite set is δ -separated, and the conclusion
of [24, Lemma 1.4] concerns "type" and "tangency" defined for δ -annuli and (δ ,

√
δ/t)-rectangles. Now,

since W,B are δ 1−3ε -separated, we have access to the conclusion of the same lemma at scale δ 1−3ε .
Now, [24, Lemma 1.4] implies that the maximal number of pairwise 100-incomparable (δ 1−3ε ,

√
δ 1−3ε/τ)-

rectangles of type (≥ m̄,≥ n̄) relative to (Wi,B j) 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
(δ 1−3ε ,

√
δ 1−3ε/τ)-rectangle R̄ has type (≥ m̄,≥ n̄) relative to (W,B) if there are p1, . . . , pm̄ ∈ W and

q1, . . . ,qn̄ ∈ B such that

R̄ ⊂ SCδ 1−3ε

(pk)∩SCδ 1−3ε

(ql), 1 ≤ k ≤ m̄, 1 ≤ l ≤ n̄, (80)

where C > 0 is an absolute constant.
What does this conclusion about the rectangles R̄ tell us about the cardinality of Rδ

Σ
? We will use the

(δ ,Σ)-rectangles in Rδ
Σ

to produce a new family R̄ of pairwise 100-incomparable (δ 1−3ε , Σ̄)-rectangles
satisfying (80), where Σ̄ =

√
δ 1−3ε/τ . Then, we will apply the upper bound for |R̄| (given by [24,

Lemma 1.4]) to conclude the desired estimate for |Rδ
Σ
|.

Recall from (77) that each of our (δ ,Σ)-rectangles R ∈ Rδ
Σ

has type (≥ m̄,≥ n̄)ε relative to (W,B)
in the sense R ⊂ Sδ 1−ε

(pk)∩Sδ 1−ε

(ql) for every 1 ≤ k ≤ m̄ and 1 ≤ l ≤ n̄. As we observed in (79), this
implies ∆(pk,ql)≲ δ 1−3ε . Recall that further |pk −ql| ∼ τ for all 1 ≤ k ≤ m̄ and 1 ≤ l ≤ n̄.

In view of applying Lemma 68, we would need that the circles S(pk) and S(ql) share a common point.
This is not quite true, but it is true for slightly shifted copies of S(pk) and S(ql). Namely, take "v" to be
an arbitrary point in R, for example its centre (writing R = Rδ

Σ
(p,v) for some p ∈ D and v ∈ S(p)). Now,

since v ∈ R ⊂ Sδ 1−ε

(pk), there exists p̄k ∈ B(pk,δ
1−ε) such that v ∈ S(p̄k) (see the proof of Corollary

58). Similarly, there exist points q̄l ∈ B(qk,δ
1−ε), 1 ≤ l ≤ n̄, such that v ∈ S(q̄l). Note that the crucial

hypotheses ∆(p̄k, q̄l)≲ δ 1−3ε and |p̄k − q̄l| ∼ τ were not violated (since τ ≥ δ εt ≥ δ 1−2ε ).
Now, we are in a position to apply Lemma 68 at scale δ 1−3ε , and with "τ" in place of "t". The

conclusion is that if we set

R̄ := R̄(R) := Rδ 1−3ε

Σ̄
(p1,v), Σ̄ :=

√
δ 1−3ε/τ,

then (80) holds, provided that the constant C > 0 is sufficiently large (initially with the points p̄k, q̄l ,
but since |p̄k − pk| ≤ δ 1−ε and |ql − q̄l| ≤ δ 1−ε , we also get (80) as stated). In other words, R̄ is a
(δ 1−3ε , Σ̄)-rectangle which has type (≥ m̄,≥ n̄) relative to (W,B) in the terminology of Wolff.

We have now shown that each rectangle R ∈ Rδ
Σ

gives rise to a (δ 1−3ε , Σ̄)-rectangle R̄(R) which has
type (≥ m̄,≥ n̄) relative to (W,B). We also observe that

R
(77)
⊂ Sδ 1−ε

(p1)∩B(v,Σ)⊂ Sδ 1−3ε

(p1)∩B(v, Σ̄) = R̄(R). (81)

Finally, let R̄ be a maximal pairwise 100-incomparable subset of {R̄(R) : R ∈ Rδ
Σ
}. The rectangles in R̄

have type (≥ m̄,≥ n̄) relative to (W,B), so |R̄| satisfies the desired upper bound (75) by [24, Lemma 1.4].
It remains to show that

|Rδ
Σ| ≤ δ

−Cε |R̄|. (82)
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If R ∈ Rδ
Σ
, then R̄(R) ∼100 R̄ for some R̄ ∈ R̄. Combining (81) and Lemma 60, we may infer that

R ⊂ R̄(R)⊂CR̄ for some absolute constant C > 0. Therefore, (82) will follow if we manage to argue that

|{R ∈ Rδ
Σ : R ⊂CR̄}| ≤ δ

−Cε , R̄ ∈ R̄.

But since the rectangles in Rδ
Σ

are pairwise 100-incomparable, this follows immediately from Proposition
63. The proof is complete.

5 Bounding partial multiplicity functions with high tangency

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

Notation 83 (Gρ

λ ,t(ω)). Let 0< δ ≤σ ≤ 1, and let P⊂Dδ , {E(p)}p∈P be finite sets, where E(p)⊂ Sσ (p)
for all p ∈ P. Let Ω = {(p,v) : p ∈ P and v ∈ E(p)}. If G ⊂ Ω is an arbitrary subset, δ ≤ λ ≤ t ≤ 1, and
ρ ≥ 1, we define

Gρ

λ ,t(ω) := {(p′,v′) ∈ G : t/ρ ≤ |p− p′| ≤ ρt and λ/ρ ≤ ∆(p, p′)≤ ρλ}, ω ∈ Ω.

The distance |p− p′| and ∆(p, p′) are defined relative to the centres of p, p′ ∈Dδ . If λ ∈ [δ ,ρδ ] (as in
Proposition 84 below), we remove the lower bound ∆(p, p′)≥ λ/ρ from the definition.

Proposition 84. For every κ > 0, and s ∈ (0,1], there exist ε = ε(κ,s) ∈ (0, 1
2 ] and λ0 = λ0(ε,κ,s)> 0

such that the following holds for all λ ∈ (0,λ0]. Let λ ≤ t ≤ 1 and Σ :=
√

λ/t. Let Ω = {(p,v) : p ∈
P and v∈E(p)} be a (λ ,Σ,s,λ−ε)-configuration (see Definition 35). Then, there exists a (λ ,Σ,s,Cκλ−ε)-
configuration G ⊂ Ω with |G| ∼κ |Ω| with the property

|{ω
′ ∈ Gλ−ε

λ ,t (ω) : λ
−εRλ

Σ(ω)∩λ
−εRλ

Σ(ω
′) ̸= /0}| ≤ λ

s−κ |P|, ω ∈ G. (85)

To be precise, Σ in Proposition 84 refers to the smallest dyadic rational Σ̄ ∈ 2−N with Σ ≤ Σ̄, 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 MΣ := |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 t ≤ λ 1−κ/3. In this case we claim that G = Ω

works. To see this, note that now Σ =
√

λ/t ≥ λ κ/6, so MΣ = |E(p)| ≤ |SΣ(p)|≲ λ−κ/6. Furthermore,

Ω
λ−ε

λ ,t (p,v)⊂ {(p′,v′) ∈ Ω : p′ ∈ P∩B(p,λ 1−κ/2)}, (p,v) ∈ Ω,

assuming that ε ≤ κ/6. Fix ω = (p,v) ∈ Ω. Then, for every p′ ∈ B(p,λ 1−κ/2), using the Σ-separation of
E(p′), there are ≲ λ−ε possible choices v′ ∈ E(p′) such that

λ
−εRλ

Σ(ω)∩λ
−εRλ

Σ(p′,v′) ̸= /0.
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KATRIN FÄSSLER, JIAYIN LIU, AND TUOMAS ORPONEN

Consequently,

|{ω
′ ∈ Ω

λ−ε

λ ,t (ω) : λ
−εRλ

Σ(ω)∩λ
−εRλ

Σ(ω
′) ̸= /0}|≲ λ

−ε · |P∩B(p,λ 1−κ/2)|

≲ λ
−2ε

λ
(1−κ/2)s|P| ≤ λ

s−5κ/6|P|.

using the (λ ,s,λ−ε)-set property of P in the final inequality, as well as ε ≤ κ/6, and s ≤ 1. We have now
proven (85) with G = Ω. In the sequel, we may assume that

t ≥ λ
1−κ/3. (86)

Fix ε = ε(κ,s)> 0 and λ > 0 (depending on ε,κ,s) be so small that

A ·18⌈20/κ⌉
ε < κs and A18⌈20/κ⌉

λ
−18⌈20/κ⌉ε < λ

−s, (87)

where A ≥ 1 is a suitable absolute constant. We start by defining a sequence of constants

C0 ≫ C1 ≫ . . .≫ Ch := λ
−ε ,

where h = ⌈20/κ⌉, and such that C j = AC18
j+1. Thus,

C0 ≤ A18⌈20/κ⌉
λ
−18⌈20/κ⌉ε < λ

−s. (88)

We will abbreviate

n j(ω | G) := |{ω
′ ∈ GC j

λ ,t(ω) : C jRλ
Σ(ω)∩C jRλ

Σ(ω
′) ̸= /0}|

for G ⊂ Ω and ω ∈ Ω. Note that the constants C j are decreasing functions of " j", so nh ≤ nh−1 ≤ . . .≤ n0.
Also, n j(ω | G) is an upper bound for the left hand side of (85) for each 0 ≤ j ≤ h, since C j ≥ λ−ε .

We start by recording the "trivial" upper bound

n0(ω | G)≤ n0(ω | Ω)≲ C0|P|, ω ∈ Ω, G ⊂ Ω. (89)

The first inequality is clear. To see the second inequality, fix ω = (p,v) ∈ Ω and p′ ∈ P. Now, if
v′ ∈ SΣ(p′) is such that

C0Rλ
Σ(p′,v′)∩C0Rλ

Σ(ω) ̸= /0,

then |v− v′|≲ C0Σ. But the points v′ ∈ SΣ(p′) are Σ-separated, so there are ≲ C0 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 = Ω and κ = 2s,
since λ−ε ≤ C0 < λ−s by (87).

By the previous explanation, if κ > 2s, there is nothing to prove (we can take G = Ω). Let us then
assume that κ ≤ 2s. Then, let

0 = κ1 < κ2 < .. . < κh = 2s

be a (κs/10)-dense sequence in [0,2s] (this is why we chose h = ⌈20/κ⌉). We now define a decreasing
sequence of sets Ω = G0 ⊃ G1 ⊃ . . .⊃ Gk, where k ≤ h. We set G0 := Ω, and in general we will always
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make sure inductively that |G j+1| ≥ 1
2 |G j| for j ≥ 0. Note that n0(ω | G0)≤ λ−s|P|= λ s−κh |P| by (89),

for all ω ∈ G0.
Let us then assume that the sets G0 ⊃ . . .⊃ G j have already been defined. We also assume inductively

that n j(ω | G j)≤ λ s−κh− j |P| for all ω ∈ G j. This was true for j = 0. Define

H j := {ω ∈ G j : n j+1(ω | G j)≥ λ
s−κh−( j+1) |P|}, 0 ≤ j ≤ k.

This is the subset of G j 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 |H j| ≥ 1
2 |G j|, then we set H := H j and k := j and the construction of the sets G j terminates.

2. If |H j|< 1
2 |G j|, then the set G j+1 := G j \ H j has |G j+1| ≥ 1

2 |G j|, and moreover

n j+1(ω | G j+1)≤ n j+1(ω | G j)≤ λ
s−κh−( j+1) |P|, ω ∈ G j+1.

In other words, G j+1 is a valid "next set" in our sequence G0 ⊃ . . . ⊃ G j+1, 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
κh− j > κ . Namely, if case (1) never takes place for such indices " j", then we can keep constructing the sets
G j until the first index " j" where κh− j < κ . At this stage, the set G := G j satisfies n j(ω | G)≤ λ s−κ |P|
for all ω ∈ G (so (85) is satisfied because C j ≥ λ−ε ), and since |G| ≥ 2− j|Ω| ≥ 2−⌈20/κ⌉|Ω| ∼κ |Ω|, the
proof is complete. (To be accurate, G is not quite yet a (δ ,Σ,s,Cκλ−ε)-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 ε = ε(κ,s) > 0 is as small as we
declared in (87), then case (1) cannot occur for κh− j ≥ κ . To prove this, we make a counter assumption:
case (1) is reached at some index j ∈ {0, . . . ,h} satisfying κh− j ≥ κ . We write κ̄ := κh− j and

κh−( j+1) =: κ̄ −ζ , where ζ ≤ (κs)/10 ≤ (κ̄s)/10. (90)

We also set
Ḡ := G j and H := H j = {ω ∈ Ḡ : n j+1(ω | Ḡ)≥ λ

s−κ̄+ζ |P|},

so that |H| ≥ 1
2 |Ḡ|≳κ |Ω| by the assumption that case (1) occurred. Finally, we will abbreviate

n := λ
s−κ̄+ζ |P| (91)

in the sequel. Thus, to spell out the definitions, we have H ⊂ Ḡ, and

|{ω
′ ∈ ḠC j+1

λ ,t (ω) : C j+1Rλ
Σ(ω)∩C j+1Rλ

Σ(ω
′) ̸= /0}| ≥ n, ω ∈ H. (92)

On the other hand, by the definition of Ḡ = G j, and κ̄ = κh− j, we have

|{ω
′ ∈ ḠC j

λ ,t(ω) : C jRλ
Σ(ω)∩C jRλ

Σ(ω
′) ̸= /0}| ≤ λ

s−κ̄ |P|= λ
−ζ n, ω ∈ Ḡ. (93)
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We perform a small refinement to H. Note that

∑
p∈P

|H(p)|= |H|≳κ |Ω|= MΣ|P|,

where as usual H(p) = {v ∈ E(p) : (p,v) ∈ H}. Consequently, there exists a subset P̄ ⊂ P of cardinality
|P̄|≳κ |P| and a number M̄Σ ≳κ MΣ such that |H(p)| ≥ M̄Σ for all p ∈ P̄. For each p ∈ P̄, we further pick
(arbitrarily) a subset H̄(p)⊂ H(p) of cardinality precisely |H̄(p)|= M̄Σ. Then, we define H̄ := {(p,v) :
p ∈ P̄ and v ∈ H̄(p)} ⊂ H. Note that |H̄| ∼κ |Ω|, and now H̄ has the additional nice feature compared to
H that

|H̄(p)|= M̄Σ, p ∈ P̄. (94)

Let B be a cover of P by balls of radius 1
4 t/C j+1 such that even the concentric balls of radius

2tC j+1 (that is, the balls {8C2
j+1B : B ∈ B}) have overlap bounded by λ−C(κ)ε (this is possible, since

C j ≤ λ−C(κ)ε for all 1 ≤ j ≤ h, recall (88)). Then, we choose the ball B(p0,
1
4 t/C j+1) ∈B in such a way

that the ratio

θ :=
|P̄∩B(p0,

1
4 t/C j+1)|

|P∩B(p0,2C j+1t)|

is maximised. We claim that θ ≥ λC(κ)ε : this follows from the estimate

|P̄| ≤ ∑
B∈B

|P̄∩B| ≤ θ ∑
B∈B

|P∩8C2
j+1B| ≤ θλ

−C(κ)ε |P|,

and recalling that |P̄|≳κ |P|. Now, we set

W := P̄∩B(p0,
1
4 t/C j+1) and B := P∩B(p0,2C j+1t) \ B(p0,

1
2 t/C j+1), (95)

so that
|B| ≤ |P∩B(p0,2C j+1t)|= θ

−1|W |≲κ λ
−C(κ)ε |W |. (96)

We also set
W := {(p,v) ∈ H̄ : p ∈W} and B := {(p,v) ∈ Ḡ : p ∈ B}.

Let us note that

|W(p)|= |{v ∈ E(p) : (p,v) ∈ W}| ≥ |H̄(p)|= M̄Σ ∼κ MΣ, p ∈W, (97)

since W ⊂ P̄, recall (94). We now claim that

ω ∈ W =⇒ ḠC j+1
λ ,t (ω)⊂ BC j+1

λ ,t (ω). (98)

Indeed, fix ω = (p,v) ∈ W and (p′,v′) ∈ ḠC j+1
λ ,t (ω). We simply need to show that p′ ∈ B, and this follows

from p ∈W ⊂ B(p0,
1
4 t/C j+1), and t/C j+1 ≤ |p− p′| ≤ C j+1t, and the triangle inequality:

3
4 t/C j+1 ≤ |p− p′|− |p0 − p| ≤ |p0 − p′| ≤ |p0 − p|+ |p− p′| ≤ 2C j+1t.
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From (98), and since W ⊂ H̄ ⊂ H, and recalling (92), it follows

|{β ∈ BC j+1
λ ,t (ω) : C j+1Rλ

Σ(ω)∩C j+1Rλ
Σ(β ) ̸= /0}| ≥ n > 0, ω ∈ W. (99)

Next, we consider the rectangles

Rλ
Σ := {Rλ

Σ(ω) : ω ∈ W}.

To be precise, let Rλ
Σ

be the maximal family of pairwise 100-incomparable (λ ,Σ)-rectangles inside the
family indicated above. Below, we will denote the 100-comparability of R,R′ by R ∼100 R′. We now
seek to show that every rectangle in Rλ

Σ
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) = |{ω ∈ W : R ∼100 Rλ
Σ(ω)}|, (100)

The value of m(R) may vary between 1 and ≤ λ−4, but by pigeonholing, we may find a subset R̄λ
Σ
⊂ Rλ

Σ

with the property m(R)≡ m ∈ [1,λ−4] for all R ∈ R̄λ
R , and moreover

∑
ω∈W

|{R ∈ R̄λ
Σ : R ∼100 Rλ

Σ(ω)}|⪆λ ∑
ω∈W

|{R ∈ Rλ
Σ : R ∼100 Rλ

Σ(ω)}|. (101)

Now, we have

|R̄λ
Σ |=

1
m ∑

R∈R̄λ
Σ

∑
p∈W

∑
v∈E(p)
(p,v)∈W

1{R∼100Rλ
Σ
(p,v)}

(101)
⪆λ

1
m ∑

p∈W
∑

v∈E(p)
(p,v)∈W

|{R ∈ Rλ
Σ : R ∼100 Rλ

Σ(p,v)}|

(97)
≥ |W |M̄Σ

m
∼κ

|W |MΣ

m
. (102)

The second-to-last inequality is true because every rectangle Rλ
Σ
(p,v) with (p,v) ∈ W is 100-comparable

to at least one rectangle in Rλ
Σ

, by definition of Rλ
Σ

.

5.0.1 Proving that m ⪅ n

We next claim that
m(R)≤ λ

−ζ n, R ∈ Rλ
Σ , (103)

where n ≥ 1 was the constant defined in (91). In particular m ≤ λ−ζ n. The estimate (103) will eventually
follow from the inductive hypothesis (93), but the details take some work. Let Rλ

Σ
(ω) ∈ Rλ

Σ
, with

ω = (p,v) ∈ W. According to (99), there exists at least one element β = (q,w) ∈ BC j+1
λ ,t (ω)⊂ Ḡ such

that
C j+1Rλ

Σ(ω)∩C j+1Rλ
Σ(β ) ̸= /0. (104)
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We claim that if ω ′ = (p′,v′) ∈ W is any element such that Rλ
Σ
(ω)∼100 Rλ

Σ
(ω ′), then automatically

ω
′ ∈ ḠC j

λ ,t(β ) and C jRλ
Σ(ω

′)∩C jRλ
Σ(β ) ̸= /0. (105)

This will show that

m(R)≤ |{ω
′ ∈ ḠC j

λ ,t(β ) : C jRλ
Σ(β )∩C jRλ

Σ(ω
′) ̸= /0}|

(93)
≤ λ

−ζ n,

as desired. The points ω,ω ′ ∈ W and β ∈ B, as above, will be fixed for the remainder of this subsection.
The second claim in (105) is easy: since Rλ

Σ
(ω) ∼100 Rλ

Σ
(ω ′), it follows from Lemma 60 that

Rλ
Σ
(ω ′)⊂ ARλ

Σ
(ω)⊂ C j+1Rλ

Σ
(ω) for a suitable absolute constant A ≥ 1. Lemma 60 then yields

C j+1Rλ
Σ(ω)⊂ AC5

j+1Rλ
Σ(ω

′)⊂ C jRλ
Σ(ω

′). (106)

The second part of (105) follows from this inclusion, and (104).
We turn to the first claim in (105). Since ω ′ = (p′,v′) ∈ W and β = (q,w) ∈ B, we have p′ ∈W and

q ∈ B, so
t/C j ≤ 1

4 t/C j+1 ≤ |p′−q| ≤ 2C j+1t ≤ C jt.

It therefore only remains to show that ∆(p′,q)≤ C jλ . To this end, recall that ω = (p,v). Then, since
β = (q,w) ∈ BC j+1

λ ,t (ω), we have

λ̄ := ∆(p,q)≤ C j+1λ and t̄ := |p−q| ≤ C j+1t.

Consequently,

Σ̄ := λ/

√
(λ̄ +λ )(t̄ +λ )≳ C−1

j+1

√
λ/t = C−1

j+1Σ,

and because of this,

AC2
j+1Rλ

Σ̄
(ω)∩AC2

j+1Rλ

Σ̄
(β )⊃ C j+1Rλ

Σ(ω)∩C j+1Rλ
Σ(β )

(104)
̸= /0.

It now follows from Corollary 58 applied at scale λ and with constant C = AC2
j+1 that

Rλ
Σ(ω)⊂ C′

j+1Rλ
Σ(β )⊂ SC′

j+1λ (q), (107)

for some C′
j+1 ≲ C8

j+1. On the other hand, we saw in (106) that

Rλ
Σ(ω)⊂ AC5

j+1Rλ
Σ(ω

′)⊂ SAC5
j+1(p′),

and therefore Rλ
Σ
(ω) is contained in the intersection SC9

j+1λ (q)∩SC9
j+1(p′). But this intersection can be

covered by boundedly many discs of radius C9
j+1λ/

√
∆(p′,q)|p′−q|, which shows that√

λ

t
= Σ ≲

C18
j+1λ√

∆(p′,q)|p′−q|
,

and rearranging this we find ∆(p′,q)≲ C12
j+1λ . This proves that ∆(p′,q)≤ C jλ , since we chose C j =

AC18
j+1 above (88). We have now shown (105), and therefore (103).
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5.0.2 The type of rectangles in R̄λ
Σ

We claim that that every R ∈ R̄λ
Σ

has type (≥ m̄,≥ n̄)ρ relative to (W,B), where

m̄ := λ
ρm, n̄ ≥ λ

ρn, and ρ = 10 ·18⌈20/κ⌉
ε. (108)

Let us recall from Definition 73 what this means: a (λ ,Σ)-rectangle R has type (≥ m̄,≥ n̄)ρ relative to
W,B if there exists at least m̄ points {p1, . . . , pm̄} ⊂W and at least n̄ points {q1, . . . ,qn̄} ⊂ B such that

R ⊂ Sλ 1−ρ

(pk)∩Sλ 1−ρ

(ql), 1 ≤ k ≤ m̄, 1 ≤ l ≤ n̄. (109)

To see this, recall that m(R)≡ m for all R ∈ R̄λ
Σ

, where m(R) was defined in (100): there exist m pairs
{ω1, . . . ,ωm} ⊂ W such that R ∼100 Rλ

Σ
(ω j). Writing ωk = (pk,vk), and using Lemma 60, this implies

R ⊂ ARλ
Σ(ωk)⊂ Sλ 1−ε

(pk),

where A ≥ 1 is absolute, and the second inclusion holds for λ > 0 small enough. This is even better
than the first inclusion in (109). There is a small problem: some of the points "pk" may be repeated,
even though the pairs ωk = (pk,vk) ∈ W are distinct. However, for pk ∈ D fixed, there are ≲ 1 choices
vk ∈ E(p) such that R ⊂ ARλ

Σ
(pk,vk) (since E(p) is Σ-separated), so the number of distinct points "pk" is

≳ m, and certainly ≥ m̄.
The proof of the second inclusion in (109) is similar, but now based on (99): for all R = Rλ

Σ
(ω) ∈Rλ

Σ
,

there exist n pairs

{β1, . . . ,βn} ⊂ BC j+1
λ ,t (ω) s.t. C j+1R∩C j+1Rλ

Σ(βl) ̸= /0 for 1 ≤ l ≤ n.

If we write βl = (ql,wl), then the same argument which we used in (107) shows that

Rλ
Σ(ω)⊂ C9

j+1Rλ
Σ(βl)⊂ SC9

j+1λ (ql)⊂ Sλ 1−ρ

(ql), 1 ≤ l ≤ n, (110)

using in the final inclusion that

C9
j+1 ≤ C9

0

(88)
≤ A9·18⌈20/κ⌉ ·λ−9·18⌈20/κ⌉ε

(108)
≤ λ

−ρ ,

assuming λ > 0 small enough (depending on ε,κ) in the final inequality. This proves the second inclusion
in (109). Again, all the "n" points ql need not be distinct, but for every fixed ql , the first inclusion in
(110) can hold for ≲ C5

j+1 ≤ λ−ρ choices of "wl", so |{q1, . . . ,ql}|≳ λ ρn, 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
R̄λ

Σ
from above. Notice that, by the definition of W,B, see (95), the definition of "ρ" at (108), and since

4C j+1 ≤ λ−ρ , the pair (W,B) is (λ ,ρ)-almost t-bipartite. In the previous section, we showed that every
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rectangle R ∈ R̄λ
Σ

has type (≥ m̄,≥ n̄)ρ relative to W,B. Therefore, Lemma 74 is applicable to R̄λ
Σ

. This
yields the following inequality (see explanations below it):

|W |MΣ

m

(102)
⪅λ |R̄λ

Σ |⪅λ

(
|B||W |

mn

)3/4

+
|B|
m

+
|W |
n

⪅λ

(
|W |2

mn

)3/4

+λ
−ζ |W |

m
.

To make the estimate look neater, we allowed the "≈λ " notation hide constants of the form λ−C(κ)ε ,
where C(κ)≥ 1 is a constant depending only on κ . In the second inequality, we are hiding the constant
λ−Cρ = λ−C(κ)ε produced by Lemma 74. In the third inequality, we are hiding the constant λ−C(κ)ε

produced by (96). The factor λ−ζ in the second inequality appears from (103), and it is a good moment
to recall from (90) that ζ ≤ (κs)/10.

We observe immediately that the second term on the right cannot dominate the left hand side for
ε = ε(κ,s)> 0 sufficiently small (the choice in (87) should suffice), and λ = λ (ε,κ,s)> 0 sufficiently
small: this is because MΣ ≥ λ εΣ−s = λ ε

√
λ/t

−s ≥ λ ε−κs/6 ≥ λ−κs/7 (using our assumption (86)),
whereas λ−ζ ≤ λ−κs/10 by (90).

Therefore, the term |W |3/2/(mn)3/4 needs to dominate the left hand side. Rearranging this inequality,
using again m ≤ λ−ζ n, recalling that n = λ s−κ̄+ζ |P|, and finally using the (λ ,s,λ−ε)-set property of P
to bound |W | ≤ λ−εts|P| leads to

MΣ ⪅λ λ
−ζ/4n−1/2|W |1/2 ≤ λ

−s/2−ζ+κ̄/2
(
|W |
|P|

)1/2

⪅λ λ
−ζ+κ̄/2

( t
λ

)s/2
.

This inequality is impossible for ε,λ > 0 small enough depending on κ , since κ̄ ≥ κ , and ζ ≤ (κs)/10 ≤
κ̄/10 – and finally because MΣ ≡ |E(p)| ≥ λ εΣ−s = λ ε(t/λ )s/2.

To summarise, we have now shown that the case (1) in the construction of the sequence {G j} cannot
occur as long as long as κh− j ≥ κ . As we explained below the case distinction, this allows us to set
G := G j for the first index satisfying κh− j < κ . The proof of Proposition 84 is complete.

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). Fix 0 < δ ≤ ∆ ≤ λ ≤ t ≤ 1 and ρ ≥ 1. Let P ⊂Dδ , and
E(p)⊂ Sδ (p) for all p ∈ P. Write Ω = {(p,v) : p ∈ P and v ∈ E(p)}, and let σ ∈ 2−N be the smallest
dyadic rational larger than ∆/

√
λ t. For G ⊂ Ω, we define

mρ,C
∆,λ ,t(ω | G) := |{ω

′ ∈ (G∆
σ )

ρ

λ ,t(ω) : CR∆
σ (ω)∩CR∆

σ (ω
′) ̸= /0}|, ω ∈ G∪G∆

σ .

Here G∆
σ is the (∆,σ)-skeleton of G.

Remark 112. The only interesting parameters "∆" for us will be ∆= δ and ∆= λ . If ∆= δ , we will usually
write σ = ∆/

√
λ t = δ/

√
λ t, and for ∆ = λ , we will instead use the capital letter Σ = ∆/

√
λ t =

√
λ/t.

Also, to be accurate, the notation σ ,Σ typically refers to the smallest dyadic rational greater than δ/
√

λ t
and

√
λ/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 ρ and C, one could add up to 4 further
parameters: two "skeleton" parameters and two "rectangle" parameters. In practice, however, if the triple
(∆,λ , t) is given, the only useful rectangles are the (∆,∆/

√
λ t)-rectangles. This relationship stems from

Lemma 54. So, we have decided against introducing the fourth parameter independently.

Theorem 113. For every κ > 0 and s ∈ (0,1], there exist ε0 := ε0(κ,s) ∈ (0, 1
2 ] and δ0 = δ0(ε,κ,s)> 0

such that the following holds for all δ ∈ (0,δ0] and ε ∈ (0,ε0].
Let Ω be a (δ ,δ ,s,δ−ε)-configuration with P := πR3(Ω). Fix δ ≤ λ ≤ t ≤ 1. Then, there exists a

(δ ,δ ,s,Cδ−ε)-configuration G ⊂ Ω such that C ≈δ ,κ 1, |G| ≈δ ,κ |Ω|, and

mδ−ε0 ,δ−ε0

λ ,λ ,t (ω | G)≤ δ
−κ

λ
s|P|λ , ω ∈ Gλ

Σ . (114)

Proof. Let us spell out what (114) means: for Σ =
√

λ/t, we should prove that

|{ω
′ ∈ (Gλ

Σ)
δ−ε0
λ ,t (ω) : δ

−ε0Rλ
Σ(ω)∩δ

−ε0Rλ
Σ(ω

′) ̸= /0}| ≤ δ
−κ

λ
s|P|λ , ω ∈ Gλ

Σ .

We first dispose of the case where λ ≥ δ κ/10. In this case we simply take ε0 = κ/5 and G := Ω. Now,
the left hand side of (114) is bounded from above by

|Gλ
Σ |≲ λ

−3
Σ
−1 ≤ λ

−4 ≤ δ
−2κ/5 = δ

−3κ/5
δ

ε0 ≤ δ
−3κ/5

λ
s|P|λ ,

using finally the assumption that P is a non-empty (δ ,s,δ−ε0)-set.
Let us then assume that λ ≤ δ κ/10. We apply Proposition 37 with σ = δ and ∆ = λ and Σ =

√
λ/t ≥

σ . This produces a subset G0 ⊂ Ω of cardinality |G0| ≈δ |Ω| whose (λ ,Σ)-skeleton

(G0)
λ
Σ = {(p,v) : p ∈ Pλ and v ∈ E(p)}

is a (λ ,Σ,s,Cδ−ε)-configuration with C ≈δ 1 (in particular, this skeleton is a (λ ,Σ,s,Cδ−ε0)-configuration).
Moreover, recall from (38) that

|{(p,v) ∈ G0 : (p,v)≺ (p,v)}| ≈δ

|Ω|
|(G0)

λ
Σ
|
, (p,v) ∈ (G0)

λ
Σ . (115)

It may be worth emphasising a small technical point: we never claimed, and do not claim here either, that
G0 would be a (δ ,δ ,s,Cδ−ε)-configuration.

Next, we apply Proposition 84 with constants "κ,s". This produces a constant ε1 := ε1(κ,s) > 0.
Note that since λ ≤ δ κ/10 by assumption, we have Cδ−ε0 ≤ λ−20ε0/κ for δ > 0 small enough. Therefore,
if we choose "ε0" presently so small that 20ε0/κ < ε1, we see that (G0)

λ
Σ

is a (λ ,Σ,s,λ−ε1)-configuration.
Now, by Proposition 84, there exists a (λ ,Σ,s,Cκλ−ε1)-configuration G ⊂ (G0)

λ
Σ

with |G| ∼κ |(G0)
λ
Σ
|,

and the property

|{ω
′ ∈ Gλ−ε1

λ ,t (ω) : λ
−ε1Rλ

Σ(ω)∩λ
−ε1Rλ

Σ(ω
′) ̸= /0}| ≤ λ

s−κ |Pλ |, ω ∈ G. (116)

Note that δ−ε0 ≤ λ−ε1 by our choices of constants, and λ ≥ δ , so (116) implies

|{ω
′ ∈ Gδ−ε0

λ ,t (ω) : δ
−ε0Rλ

Σ(ω)∩δ
−ε0Rλ

Σ(ω
′) ̸= /0}| ≤ δ

−κ
λ

s|P|λ , ω ∈ G. (117)
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We also used that |Pλ | ≤ |P|λ . Next, let

G1 :=
⋃

(p,v)∈G
{(p,v) ∈ G0 : (p,q)≺ (p,v)}=

⋃
(p,v)∈G

G0 ∩ (p⊗v).

Then (G1)
λ
Σ
⊂ G by definition, so (117) implies (114) for G1. Moreover, as explained in Remark 39, the

sets p⊗v are disjoint, so

|G1|= ∑
(p,v)∈G

|G0 ∩ (p⊗v)|
(115)
≈δ |G| · |Ω|

|(G0)
λ
Σ
|
∼κ |Ω|.

The only problem remaining is that G1 may not be a (δ ,δ ,s,Cδ−ε)-configuration. However, |G1| ≈δ ,κ |Ω|,
so it follows from the refinement principle (Lemma 36) that there exists a (δ ,δ ,s,Cδ−ε)-configuration
G ⊂ G1 such that C ≈δ ,κ 1 and |G| ≈δ ,κ |Ω|. Now, G continues to satisfy (114), so the proof of Theorem
113 is complete.

Remark 118. It may be worth remarking that if G is the final (δ ,δ ,s)-configuration in the previous
theorem, the (λ ,Σ)-skeleton Gλ

Σ
may fail to be a (λ ,Σ,s)-configuration. This was not claimed either.

It seems generally tricky to ensure that a set G ⊂ Ω is simultaneously a (δ ,σ ,s)-configuration and a
(∆,Σ,s)-configuration for δ ≪ ∆ and σ ≪ Σ.

6 An upper bound for incomparable (δ ,σ)-rectangles

Notation 119. Let 0 < δ ≤ ∆ ≤ 1 and 0 < σ ≤ Σ ≤ 1. Let p ∈Dδ , and let Eσ (p)⊂ Sσ (p) (recall that
the notation Sδ (p) refers to a circle associated to the centre of p). We write

E∆
Σ(p) :=

⋃
v∈EΣ(p)

R∆
Σ(p,v)⊂ S∆(p),

where p ∈D∆ is the unique dyadic ∆-cube with p ⊂ p, and EΣ(p) is the (∆,Σ)-skeleton of Eσ (p), namely
EΣ(p) = {v ∈ SΣ(p) : v ≺ v for some v ∈ Eσ (p)}.

Lemma 120. Let C ≥ 1, 0 < δ ≤ ∆ ≤ 1, 0 < σ ≤ Σ ≤ 1. Assume also that ∆ ≤ Σ. Let p ∈Dδ , and let
Eσ (p)⊂ Sσ (p). Then CEδ

σ (p)⊂C′E∆
Σ
(p) for some C′ ∼C.

Proof. The proof is illustrated in Figure 3. The set Eδ
σ (p) is a union of the (δ ,σ)-rectangles Rδ

σ (p,v)
centred at v ∈ Eσ (p). Let R = Rδ

σ (p,v) be one of these rectangles. By the definition of (∆,Σ)-skeleton,
there exists v ∈ EΣ(p) such that v ≺ v, or in other words p ⊂ p ∈ D∆ and v∩V (p,v) ̸= /0. Since
|p−p| ≤ 2∆ and δ ≤ ∆, we have

SCδ (p)⊂ S2C∆(p).

Moreover, it follows from v∩V (p,v) ̸= /0 and ∆ ≤ Σ that |v− v| ≤ C′Σ, where C′ > 0 is absolute.
Consequently,

B(v,Cσ)⊂ B(v,CΣ)⊂ B(v,(C+C′)Σ).
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pp

CRδ
σ (p,v)

C′R∆
Σ
(p,v)

Figure 3: The rectangles CRδ
σ (p,v) and C′R∆

Σ
(p,v) in the proof of Lemma 120.

Combining this information, we have

CRδ
σ (p,v) = SCδ (p)∩B(v,Cσ)⊂ S2C∆(p)∩B(v,(C+C′)Σ) =C′′R∆

Σ(p,v),

with C′′ := max{2C,C+C′}. This completes the proof.

We next define a variant of the "type" introduced in Definition 73.

Definition 121. Let 0 < δ ≤ σ ≤ 1, and let P ⊂Dδ . For every p ∈ P, let E(p)⊂ Sδ (p). Let W,B ⊂ P
be finite sets. For δ ≤ λ ≤ 1, and m,n ≥ 1, we say that a (δ ,σ)-rectangle R ⊂ R2 has λ -restricted type
(≥ m,≥ n)ε relative to (W,B,{E(p)}) if there exists a set WR ⊂W of cardinality |WR| ≥ m, and for every
p ∈WR a subset BR(p)⊂ B of cardinality |BR(p)| ≥ n such that the following holds:

1. δ ελ ≤ ∆(p,q)≤ δ−ελ for all p ∈WR and all q ∈ BR(p).

2. R ⊂ δ−εEδ
σ (p)∩δ−εEδ

σ (q) for all p ∈WR and all q ∈ BR(p).

If λ = δ , then the requirement in (1) is relaxed to ∆(p,q)≤ δ 1−ε .

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
λ -restricted type (≥ m,≥ m)ε relative to (W,B,{E(p)}), it need not have λ -restricted type (≥ m,≥ m)ε

relative to (B,W,{E(p)}).

Theorem 123. For every η > 0, there exist ε = ε(η) ∈ (0,1] and δ0 = δ0(η ,ε) ∈ (0,1] such that the
following holds for all δ ∈ (0,δ0]. Let 0 < δ ≤ λ ≤ t ≤ 1 be dyadic rationals with λ ≤ δ 2εt. Let P ⊂Dδ

be a set satisfying
|P∩p| ≤ Xλ , p ∈Dλ , (124)
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where Xλ ∈ N. For every p ∈ P, let E(p)⊂ Sδ (p). Write Σ :=
√

λ/t, and let Ωλ
Σ

be the (λ ,Σ)-skeleton
of Ω = {(p,v) : p ∈ P and v ∈ E(p)}. Assume that, for some Yλ ∈ N,

mδ−Aε ,δ−Aε

λ ,λ ,t (ω | Ω)≤ Yλ , ω ∈ Ω
λ
Σ , (125)

where A ≥ 1 is a sufficiently large absolute constant, in particular A is independent of the previous
parameters δ ,η ,λ , t. Write σ := δ/

√
λ t, and let W,B be a (δ ,ε)-almost t-bipartite pair of subsets of P.

Let 1 ≤ m ≤ |W | and 1 ≤ n ≤ |B|. Let Rδ
σ be a collection of pairwise 100-incomparable (δ ,σ)-rectangles

whose λ -restricted type relative to (W,B,{E(p)}) is (≥ m,≥ n)ε . Then,

|Rδ
σ | ≤ δ

−η

[(
|W ||B|

mn

)3/4

(XλYλ )
1/2 +

|W |
m

·XλYλ +
|B|
n

·XλYλ

]
. (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 λ = δ may actually be weaker than Wolff’s tangency bound
(75). In this case evidently Xλ ≤ 1, but it may well happen that Yλ ≫ 1. This is irrelevant for our
purposes, since Theorem 123 will only be applied in a situation where Yλ ⪅ 1. For the interested reader,
we mention that the main loss in the proof arises from the estimate (149), which is always unsharp if
Mλ Nλ · (mλ nλ )≫ (λ/δ )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 η > 0. We also choose ε > 0 so small that

√
ε < cη 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 "δ > 0 is small
enough" without separate remark.

We may assume with no loss of generality that the rectangles in Rδ
σ are pairwise δ−Cε -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 Rδ

σ contains a δ−Cε -incomparable subset R̄δ
σ of cardinality

|R̄δ
σ | ≥ δ O(Cε)|Rδ

σ |, and now it suffices to prove (126) for R̄δ
σ .

By assumption, every rectangle R ∈Rδ
σ has λ -restricted type (≥ 1,≥ 1)ε relative to (W,B). Thus, for

every R ∈ Rδ
σ we may associate a pair (p,q)R ∈W ×B with the properties

δ
ε
λ ≤ ∆(p,q)≤ δ

−ε
λ and R ⊂ δ

−εEδ
σ (p)∩δ

−εEδ
σ (q)⊂ Sδ 1−ε

(p)∩Sδ 1−ε

(q). (128)

(If λ = δ , we only have ∆(p,q)≤ δ 1−ε .) We record at this point that any fixed pair (p,q) ∈W ×B can
only be associated to boundedly many rectangles R ∈ Rδ

σ :

|{R ∈ Rδ
σ : (p,q)R = (p,q)}|≲ 1, (p,q) ∈W ×B. (129)

Indeed, if there exists at least one rectangle R0 ∈ Rδ
σ such that (p,q)R0 = (p,q), then |p−q| ≥ δ εt and

∆(p,q)≥ δ ελ . Under these conditions, Lemma 54 implies that the intersection Sδ 1−ε

(p)∩Sδ 1−ε

(q) can
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be covered by boundedly many (δ 1−Cε ,δ 1−Cε/
√

λ t)-rectangles, and actually they can be selected to be
of the form

δ
−CεR j := δ

−CεRδ
σ (q,v j), 1 ≤ j ≲ 1,

where each R j is a (δ ,σ)-rectangle. (We note that this is true also if λ = δ , using only |p−q| ≥ δ εt in
that case.) We claim that each rectangle R ∈ Rδ

σ with (p,q)R = (p,q) is δ−Cε -comparable to one of the
rectangles R j. This will imply (129), because at most one rectangle in Rδ

σ can be δ−Cε -comparable to a
fixed R j: indeed any pair of (δ ,σ)-rectangles δ−Cε -comparable to R j would be ≲ δ−Cε -comparable to
each other by Corollary 62, contradicting our "without loss of generality" assumption that the rectangles in
Rδ

σ are δ−Cε -incomparable. Thus, the left hand side of (129) is bounded by the number of the rectangles
R j (which is ≲ 1).

We then show that every R ∈ Rδ
σ with (p,q)R = (p,q) is δ−Cε -comparable to some R j. Namely, if

(p,q)R = (p,q), then R ⊂ Sδ 1−ε

(p)∩Sδ 1−ε

(q) by definition, and because diam(R)≤ 2σ , it follows that
R ⊂ δ−εRδ

σ (q,v) for some v ∈ S(q) (here e.g. v is the closest point on S(q) from the centre of R). On
the other hand, since the rectangles δ−CεR j = δ−CεRδ

σ (q,v j) cover Sδ 1−ε

(p)∩ Sδ 1−ε

(q), one of them
intersects R, say R∩δ−CεR j ̸= /0. Now, it is easy to check that

R j ⊂ δ
−CεRδ

σ (q,v),

and therefore R,R j ⊂ δ−CεRδ
σ (q,v). In other words, R,R j are δ−Cε -comparable.

With the proof of (129) behind us, we proceed with other preliminaries. Let

p ∈Dλ (W ) =: Wλ and q ∈Dλ (B) =: Bλ ,

and write
Rδ

σ (p,q) := {R ∈ Rδ
σ : (p,q)R ∈ (W ∩p)× (B∩q)}.

With this notation, we have
|Rδ

σ | ≤ ∑
(p,q)∈Wλ×Bλ

|Rδ
σ (p,q)|. (130)

We use the pigeonhole principle to find subsets

Wλ ⊂Wλ and Bλ ⊂Bλ

with the properties {
|W ∩p| ∼ Mλ , p ∈Wλ ,

|B∩q| ∼ Nλ , q ∈Bλ ,
(131)

(where Mλ ,Nλ ∈ {1, . . . ,Xλ} are fixed integers) and such that

|Rδ
σ |

(130)
≤ ∑

(p,q)∈Wλ×Bλ

|Rδ
σ (p,q)| ≈δ ∑

(p,q)∈Wλ×Bλ

|Rδ
σ (p,q)|. (132)

It now suffices to show that

∑
(p,q)∈Wλ×Bλ

|Rδ
σ (p,q)|⪅δ (|W ||B|)3/4(XλYλ )

1/2 + |W |(XλYλ )+ |B|(XλYλ ). (133)
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To begin with, we claim that

|Rδ
σ (p,q)|≲ Mλ Nλ , p ∈Wλ , q ∈Bλ . (134)

This follows from

|Rδ
σ (p,q)|= ∑

(p,q)∈(W∩p)×(B∩q)
|{R ∈ Rδ

σ : (p,q)R = (p,q)}|,

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) ∈Wλ ×Bλ with

Rδ
σ (p,q) ̸= /0. In this case there exists at least one pair p ∈ W ∩p and q ∈ B∩q satisfying (128). It

follows from Lemma 120 applied with ∆ = λ and Σ :=
√

λ/t ≥ max{λ ,σ} that

δ
2εt ≤ |p−q| ≤ δ

−2εt, ∆(p,q)≤ δ
−2ε

λ , and δ
−2εEλ

Σ(p)∩δ
−2εEλ

Σ(q) ̸= /0. (135)

Here the bounds |p−q| ≥ δ 2εt and ∆(p,q)≤ δ−2ελ used our assumption λ ≤ δ 2εt (and that |p−q| ≥ δ εt
for some pair p ∈ p and q ∈ q). To spell out the definitions, here

Eλ
Σ(p) =

⋃
v∈EΣ(p)

Rλ
Σ(p,v),

where EΣ(p) is the (λ ,Σ)-skeleton of E(p) (for p ∈ P∩p). We record at this point that

p ∈Wλ ∪Bλ and v ∈ EΣ(p) =⇒ (p,v) ∈ Ω
λ
Σ ,

where Ωλ
Σ

is the (Σ,λ )-skeleton of Ω.
We write p ∼ q if p ∈Wλ , q ∈Bλ , and the conditions (135) hold. Then, by (132) and the preceding

discussion

|Rδ
σ |⪅ ∑

p∼q
|Rδ

σ (p,q)|
(134)
≲ Mλ Nλ · |{(p,q) ∈Wλ ×Bλ : p ∼ q}|. (136)

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 (λ ,Σ)-rectangle, denoted Rλ

Σ
(p,q), more precisely satisfying

Rλ
Σ(p,q)⊂ δ

−CεEλ
Σ(p)∩δ

−CεEλ
Σ(q) (137)

for a suitable absolute constant C ≥ 1. Let us justify why Rλ
Σ
(p,q) can be found. Since δ−2εEλ

Σ
(p)∩

δ−2εEλ
Σ
(q) ̸= /0, there first of all exist v ∈ EΣ(p), w ∈ EΣ(q), and a point

v ∈ δ
−2εRλ

Σ(p,v)∩δ
−2εRλ

Σ(q,w).

Consequently, we may find points p̄ and q̄ with |p̄−p| ≤ δ−2ελ and |q̄−q| ≤ δ−2ελ such that v ∈
S(p̄)∩S(q̄). Since Σ ≥ λ , we also have

max{dist(v,EΣ(p)),dist(v,EΣ(q))} ≤ δ
−2ε

Σ. (138)
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Now, it follows from (135) and the inclusion (55) (and noting that Σ ≤ δ−ε
√

λ/|p−q|) that

Rλ
Σ(p,q) := Rλ

Σ(p̄,v)⊂ Sδ−Cε λ (p̄)∩Sδ−Cε λ (q̄).

Taking also into account (138), we arrive at (137).
Now that we have defined the (λ ,Σ)-rectangles Rλ

Σ
(p,q), we let Rλ

Σ
be a maximal collection of

pairwise 100-incomparable rectangles in {Rλ
Σ
(p,q) : p ∈Wλ , q ∈Bλ and p ∼ q}. For R ∈ Rλ

Σ
, we then

write R ∼ (p,q) if p ∼ q and R ∼100 Rλ
Σ
(p,q). With this notation, we may estimate

|{(p,q) ∈Wλ ×Bλ : p ∼ q}| ≤ ∑
R∈Rλ

Σ

|{(p,q) ∈Wλ ×Bλ : R ∼ (p,q)}|, (139)

since every pair (p,q) with p ∼ q satisfies R ∼ (p,q) for at least one rectangle R ∈ Rλ
Σ

.
To estimate (139) further, we consider the following slightly ad hoc "type" of the rectangles R ∈ Rλ

Σ

relative to the pair (Wλ ,Bλ ). (This notion will not appear outside this proof.) We say that R ∈ Rλ
Σ

has
type (mλ ,nλ ) relative to (Wλ ,Bλ ) if the following sets Wλ (R)⊂Wλ and Bλ (R)⊂Bλ have cardinalities
|Wλ (R)|= mλ and |Bλ (R)|= nλ :

• Wλ (R) consists of all p ∈Wλ such that R ⊂ δ−CεEλ
Σ
(p).

• Bλ (R) consists of all q ∈Bλ such that R ⊂ δ−CεEλ
Σ
(q).

Here
C := 2C ≥ 2, (140)

where "C" is the absolute constant from (137). We observe at once that the type of every rectangle
R ∈ Rλ

Σ
is (≥ 1,≥ 1) in this terminology, because each R ∈ Rλ

Σ
has the form R = Rλ

Σ
(p,q) for some

(p,q) ∈Wλ ×Bλ , and (137) holds for this pair (p,q).
Remark 141. Assume for a moment that λ ≤ δ

√
ε . Then, if R ∈ Rλ

Σ
has type (≥ mλ ,nλ ) relative to

(Wλ ,Bλ ) according to the definition above, then R also has type (≥ mλ ,nλ )C
√

ε relative to (Wλ ,Bλ ) in
the sense of Definition 73. This is simply because

δ
−CεEλ

Σ(p)⊂ Sδ−Cε λ (p),

and δ−Cε ≤ λ−C
√

ε by the temporary assumption λ ≤ δ
√

ε . But the "ad hoc" definition here is far more
restrictive: it requires R to lie close to the sets EΣ(p) and EΣ(q).

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

Claim 142. If R ∈ Rλ
Σ

has type (mλ ,nλ ) relative to (Wλ ,Bλ ), then

|{(p,q) ∈Wλ ×Bλ : R ∼ (p,q)}| ≤ mλ nλ . (143)

Proof. Let W′
λ
(R)⊂Wλ be the subset of all those p ∈Wλ such that R ∼ (p,q) for at least one q ∈Bλ .

Define B′
λ
(R) similarly, interchanging the roles of Wλ and Bλ . Evidently

|{(p,q) ∈Wλ ×Bλ : R ∼ (p,q)}| ≤ |W′
λ
(R)||B′

λ
(R)|.
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It remains to show that W′
λ
(R)⊂Wλ (R) and B′

λ
(R)⊂Bλ (R). To see this, fix p ∈W′

λ
(R). By definition,

there exists q ∈Bλ such that R ∼ (p,q). This means that R is 100-comparable to the rectangle Rλ
Σ
(p,q)

which satisfies (137). According to Lemma 60, there exists an absolute constant C > 0 such that

R ⊂CRλ
Σ(p,q)

(137)
⊂ Cδ

−CεEλ
Σ(p)∩Cδ

−εEλ
Σ(q)⊂ δ

−CεEλ
Σ(p).

This shows that p ∈Wλ (R) by definition. Thus W′
λ
(R)⊂Wλ (R). The proof of the inclusion B′

λ
(R)⊂

Bλ (R) is similar.

Claim 144. Assume that R ∈ Rλ
Σ

has type (mλ ,nλ ) relative to (Wλ ,Bλ ), and assume that the constant
"A" in (125) satisfies A ≥ 3(C+1), where C is the absolute constant determined at (140). Then

max{mλ ,nλ} ≤ Yλ . (145)

This is where the absolute constant A in the statement of Theorem 123 is determined.

Proof of Claim 144. Write R = Rλ
Σ
(p,q) with p ∈Wλ , q ∈Bλ , and p ∼ q. Then, enumerate Wλ (R) =

{p1, . . . ,pmλ
}. Now δ 2εt ≤ |p j −q| ≤ δ−2εt for all 1 ≤ j ≤ mλ , and moreover

R ⊂ δ
−CεEλ

Σ(p j)∩δ
−CεEλ

Σ(q), 1 ≤ j ≤ mλ .

Unraveling this inclusion, there exist w ∈ EΣ(q), and for each 1 ≤ j ≤ mλ some v j ∈ EΣ(p j) such that

R ⊂ δ
−CεRλ

Σ(p j,v j)∩δ
−CεRλ

Σ(q,w). (146)

We now claim that
(p j,v j) ∈ (Ωλ

Σ)
δ−Aε

λ ,t (q,w), 1 ≤ j ≤ mλ , (147)

if A ≥ 3(C+1). Noting that ω := (q,w) ∈ Ωλ
Σ

, this will prove that

mλ ≤ |{ω
′ ∈ (Ωλ

Σ)
δ−Aε

λ ,t (ω) : δ
−AεRλ

Σ(ω
′)∩δ

−AεRλ
Σ(ω) ̸= /0}|= mδ−Aε ,δ−Aε

λ ,λ ,t (ω | Ω)
(125)
≤ Yλ ,

and the upper bound |Bλ (R)|= nλ ≤ Yλ can be established in a similar fashion.
Regarding (147), we already know that δ Aεt ≤ |p j −q| ≤ δ−Aεt, provided that A ≥ 2. So, it remains

to show that ∆(p j,q)≤ δ−Aελ . But (146) implies that

R ⊂ Sδ−Cε λ (p j)∩Sδ−Cε λ (q), 1 ≤ j ≤ mλ .

The set R ∈ Rλ
Σ

has diam(R)∼ Σ =
√

λ/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

δ
−Cε

λ/
√

∆(p j,q)|p j −q| ≤ δ
−(C+1)ε

λ/
√

∆(p j,q) · t.

This shows that
√

λ/t ≲ δ−(C+1)ελ/
√

∆(p j,q) · t, and rearranging gives ∆(p j,q)≲ δ−2(C+1)ελ . This
completes the proof of (147), and the lemma.
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Each rectangle R ∈ Rλ
Σ

has some type (mλ ,nλ ) relative to (Wλ ,Bλ ), with 1 ≤ mλ ,nλ ≲ λ−3. By
pigeonholing, we may find a subset R̄λ

Σ
⊂Rλ

Σ
such that every rectangle R ∈ R̄λ

Σ
has type between (mλ ,nλ )

and (2mλ ,2nλ ) for some mλ ,nλ ≥ 1, and moreover

∑
R∈Rλ

Σ

|{(p,q) ∈Wλ ×Bλ : R ∼ (p,q)}| ≈δ ∑
R∈R̄λ

Σ

|{(p,q) ∈Wλ ×Bλ : R ∼ (p,q)}|. (148)

When we now combine (136) with (139), then (148), and finally (143), we find

|Rδ
σ |⪅δ Mλ Nλ · (mλ nλ ) · |R̄λ

Σ |. (149)

To conclude the proof of (126) from here, we consider separately the "main" case λ ≤ δ
√

ε , and the
"trivial" case λ ≥ δ

√
ε . In the trivial case, we simply apply the following uniform estimates:

max{mλ ,nλ} ≤ λ
−C ≤ δ

−C
√

ε and |R̄λ
Σ | ≤ λ

−C ≤ δ
−C

√
ε

Consequently, using also Mλ ≤ min{|W |,Xλ} and Nλ ≤ min{|B|,Xλ}, we get

|Rδ
σ |⪅δ δ

−3C
√

ε(Mλ Nλ )≤ δ
−3C

√
ε(|W ||B|)3/4X1/2

λ
.

This is even better than the case m = 1 = n of (126), assuming 3C
√

ε ≤ η .
Assume then that λ ≤ δ

√
ε . In this case, as pointed out in Remark 141, the family R̄λ

Σ
consists of (λ ,Σ)-

rectangles of type (≥ mλ ,≥ nλ )C
√

ε relative to (Wλ ,Bλ ), in the sense of Definition 73. Furthermore,
the pair (Wλ ,Bλ ) is (λ ,C

√
ε)-almost t-bipartite by (135), and since δ−2ε ≤ λ−C

√
ε . Consequently, by

Lemma 74, we have

|R̄λ
Σ | ≤ λ

−O(
√

ε)

[(
|Wλ ||Bλ |

mλ nλ

)3/4

+
|Wλ |
mλ

+
|Bλ |
nλ

]
. (150)

In particular, we may choose ε = ε(η)> 0 so small that λ−O(
√

ε) ≤ δ−η .
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

|Wλ |≲
|W |
Mλ

and |Bλ |≲
|B|
Nλ

and max{Mλ ,Nλ} ≤ Xλ .

Now, if the first ("main") term in (150) is the largest, then (omitting the factor λ−O(
√

ε) for notational
simplicity, and combining (149) with (150))

|Rδ
σ |⪅δ Mλ Nλ · (mλ nλ ) ·

(
|Wλ ||Bλ |

mλ nλ

)3/4

≲ (Mλ Nλ )
1/4 · (mλ nλ )

1/4 · (|W ||B|)3/4
(145)
≤ (XλYλ )

1/2 · (|W ||B|)3/4.
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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,

|Rδ
σ |⪅δ Mλ Nλ · (mλ nλ ) ·

|Wλ |
mλ

= Nλ ·nλ · |W |≲ XλYλ |W |.

Similarly, if the third term in (150) dominates, we get |Rδ
σ | ⪅δ XλYλ |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 "λ -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 ⊂W be the subset obtained by keeping
every element of W with probability A/m. Define the random subset B̄ ⊂ 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}|W |×{0,1}|B| =: Λ. The pairs (ω,β ) ∈ Λ are in 1-to-1
correspondence with subset-pairs W × B̄ ⊂W ×B, and we will prefer writing "(W , B̄) ∈ Λ" in place of
"(ω,β ) ∈ Λ". We denote by P the probability which corresponds to the explanation in the previous
paragraph: thus, the probability of a sequence (ω,β ) equals

P{(ω,β )}= ( A
m)

|{ωi=1}|(1− A
m)

|{ωi=0}|(A
n )

|{β j=1}|(1− A
n )

|{β j=0}|.

The most central random variables will be |W | and |B̄|, formally

|W |(ω,β ) := |{1 ≤ i ≤ |W | : ωi = 1}| and |B̄|(ω,β ) := |{1 ≤ j ≤ |B| : β j = 1}|

In expectation E|W |= A|W |/m and E|B̄|= A|B|/n. By Chebychev’s inequality, the probability that either
|W | ≥ 4A|W |/m or |B̄| ≥ 4A|B|/n is at most 1

2 . We let Λ′ ⊂ Λ be sequences in (ω,β ) ∈ Λ for which
|W (ω,β )| ≤ 4A|W |/m and |B̄(ω,β )| ≤ 4A|B|/n. As we just said, P(Λ′)≥ 1

2 .
Let Rδ

σ (W , B̄) ⊂ Rδ
σ be the subset which has λ -restricted type (≥ 1,≥ 1)ε relative to (W , B̄). We

claim that there exists (W , B̄) ∈ Λ′ such that

|Rδ
σ | ≤ 4|Rδ

σ (W , B̄)|. (151)

To see this, fix R ∈Rδ
σ , and recall the definition of λ -restricted type (≥ m,≥ n)ε relative to (W,B). There

exists a set WR ⊂W with |WR| ≥ m, and for each p ∈WR a subset

B(p)⊂ B with |B(p)| ≥ n, (152)

such that δ ελ ≤ ∆(p,q) ≤ δ−ελ for all p ∈ WR and q ∈ B(p), and R ⊂ δ−εEδ
σ (p)∩ δ−εEδ

σ (q) for all
p ∈WR and q ∈ BR(p). We claim that for any c > 0, we have

P({∃ at least one pair (p,q) ∈W × B̄ such that p ∈WR and q ∈ 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 ∩WR ̸= /0})≥ 1− c. For each p ∈WR fixed, we have

P({p /∈W}) = 1− A
m
.

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

P({W ∩WR = /0}) = ∏
p∈WR

P({p /∈W}) = (1− A
m)

|WR| ≤
(
(1− A

m)
m/A
)A

. (154)

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

To proceed towards (153), we partition the event {W ∩WR ̸= /0} into a union of events of the form
{W ∩WR = H}, where H ⊂ WR is a fixed non-empty subset. Clearly the events {W ∩WR = H} and
{W ∩WR = H ′} are disjoint for distinct (not necessarily disjoint) H,H ′ ⊂WR. For every /0 ̸= H ⊂WR, we
designate a point pH ∈ H in an arbitrary manner. For example, we could enumerate the points in WR, and
pH ∈ H could be the point with the lowest index in the enumeration. Then, for H ⊂WR fixed, we consider
the event {B̄∩B(pH) ̸= /0}, where B(pH)⊂ B is the set from (152). Since P({q /∈ B̄}) = 1−A/n, and
|B(pH)| ≥ n, a calculation similar to the one on line (154) shows that

P({B̄∩B(pH) ̸= /0})≥ 1−ρ
A > 1− c, /0 ̸= H ⊂WR, (155)

assuming that ρA < c. Furthermore, we notice that for /0 ̸= H ⊂WR fixed,

P({W ∩WR = H}∩{B̄∩B(pH) ̸= /0}) = P({W ∩WR = H})P({B̄∩B(pH) ̸= /0}).

From a probabilistic point of view, this is because the events {B̄∩B(pH) ̸= /0} and {W ∩WR = H} are
independent. From a measure theoretic point of view, the set {W ∩WR = H}∩ {B̄∩B(pH) ̸= /0} ⊂
{0,1}|W |×{0,1}|B| = Λ can be written as a product set. Now, we may estimate as follows:

∑
/0̸=H⊂WR

P({B̄∩B(pH) ̸= /0}∩{W ∩WR = H})

(155)
≥ (1− c) ∑

/0 ̸=H⊂WR

P({W ∩WR = H})

= (1− c) ·P({W ∩WR ̸= /0})≥ (1− c)2.

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)2 in place of (1− c), which is harmless.

Let GR ⊂ Λ be the "good" event from (153). Note that if (W , B̄) ∈ GR, then R has restricted λ -type
(≥ 1,≥ 1)ε relative to (W , B̄) – indeed this is due to the pair (p,q) ∈W × B̄ with p ∈WR and q ∈ B(p)
whose existence is guaranteed by the definition of (W , B̄) ∈ GR. Thus R ∈ Rδ

σ (W , B̄) (defined above
(151)) whenever (W , B̄) ∈ GR. This implies that∫

Λ′
|Rδ

σ (W , B̄)|dP(W , B̄) = ∑
R∈Rδ

σ

P(Λ′∩{R ∈ Rδ
σ (W , B̄)})≥ ∑

R∈Rδ
σ

P(Λ′∩GR).
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Finally, recall that P(Λ′)≥ 1/2 and P(GR)≥ 1− c. In particular, if we choose c < 1/4 (and thus finally
fix "A" sufficiently large), then the integral above is bounded from below by |Rδ

σ |/4. This proves the
existence of (W , B̄) ∈ Λ′ such that (151) holds.

Finally, since every R ∈Rδ
σ (W , B̄) =: R̄δ

σ has λ -restricted type (≥ 1,≥ 1)ε relative to (W , B̄), the first
part of the proof implies

|Rδ
σ | ≤ 4|R̄δ

σ |≲ δ
−η

[
(|W ||B̄|)3/4(XλYλ )

1/2 + |W |(XλYλ )+ |B̄|(XλYλ )
]
.

Since (W , B̄) ∈ Λ′, we have |W | ≤ 4A|W |/m and |B̄| ≤ 4A|B|/n. Noting that "A" is an absolute constant,
the upper bound matches (126), and the proof is complete.

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 mδ ,λ ,t , 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 (Gρλ ,ρt
λ ,t (ω)). Let δ ≤ λ ≤ t ≤ 1, and G ⊂ Ω = {(p,v) : p ∈ P and v ∈ E(p)}. For

ρλ ,ρt ≥ 1 and ω = (p,v) ∈ Ω, we write

Gρλ ,ρt
λ ,t (ω) := {(p′,v′) ∈ G : λ/ρλ ≤ ∆(p, p′)≤ ρλ λ and t/ρt ≤ |p− p′| ≤ ρtt}.

Similarly, for Q ⊂ P ⊂ D, we will also write

Qρλ ,ρt
λ ,t (p) := {q ∈ Q : λ/ρλ ≤ ∆(p,q)≤ ρλ λ and t/ρt ≤ |p−q| ≤ ρtt}.

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

Whenever δ ≤ λ ≤ δρλ , we modify both definitions so that the two-sided condition λ/ρλ ≤∆(p,q)≤
ρλ λ is replaced by the one-sided condition ∆(p,q)≤ ρλ λ .

Notation 157. Thankfully, we can most often (not always) use the definitions in the cases ρλ = ρ = ρt .
In this case, we abbreviate Gρλ ,ρt

λ ,t =: Gρ

λ ,t .

Definition 158 (mρλ ,ρt ,C
δ ,λ ,t ). Fix 0 < δ ≤ λ ≤ t ≤ 1 and ρλ ,ρt ≥ 1. Let Ω = {(p,v) : p ∈ P and v ∈ E(p)}

as usual, and write σ := δ/
√

λ t. For any set G ⊂ Ω, we define

mρλ ,ρt ,C
δ ,λ ,t (ω | G) := |{ω

′ ∈ (Gδ
σ )

ρλ ,ρt
λ ,t : CRδ

σ (ω)∩CRδ
σ (ω

′) ̸= /0}|, ω ∈ G.

Here Gδ
σ is the (δ ,σ)-skeleton of G.
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Notation 159. Consistently with Notation 157, in the case ρλ = ρ = ρt we abbreviate

mρλ ,ρt ,C
δ ,λ ,t =: mρ,C

δ ,λ ,t .

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 κ ∈ (0, 1
2 ] and s ∈ (0,1], there exist ε = ε(κ,s) > 0 and δ0 = δ0(ε,κ,s) > 0

such that the following holds for all δ ∈ (0,δ0]. Let Ω = {(p,v) : p ∈ P and v ∈ E(p)} be a (δ ,δ ,s,δ−ε)-
configuration with

|P| ≤ δ
−s−ε , (161)

Then, there exists a subset G ⊂ Ω of cardinality |G| ≥ δ κ |Ω| such that the following holds simultaneously
for all δ ≤ λ ≤ t ≤ 1:

mδ−ε ,κ−1

δ ,λ ,t (ω | G)≤ δ
−κ , ω ∈ G. (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 Ω. Every refinement
will take care of the inequality (162) for one fixed pair (λ , t), 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 δ ≤ λ ≤ t ≤ 1 simultaneously.

Notation 163. Throughout this section, we allow the implicit constants in the "≈δ " notation to depend
on the constants κ,s and ε = ε(κ,s) in Theorem 160 (the choice of ε is explained in Section 7.1). Thus,
the notation A ⪅δ B means that A ≤C(log(1/δ ))CB, where C =C(ε,κ,s)> 0. In particular, if δ > 0 is
small enough depending on ε,κ,s, the inequality A ⪅δ B implies A ≤ δ−εB.

7.1 Choice of constants

We explain how ε in Theorem 160 depends on κ,s. Let εmax = εmax(κ,s)> 0 be an auxiliary constant,
which (informally) satisfies ε ≪ εmax ≪ κ . Precisely, the constant εmax is determined by the following
two requirements:

• Let A be the absolute constant from Theorem 123. We require εmax to be so small that if Theorem
113 is applied with parameters κ̄ = κs/100 and s, then Aεmax ≤ ε0(κ̄,s), where the ε0(κ̄,s) is the
constant produced by Theorem 113.

• We apply Theorem 123 with constant η = κs/100, and we require that εmax ≤ ε(η) (where ε(η)
is the constant produced by Theorem 123).

• We require that εmax < cκs for a small absolute constant c > 0, whose size will be determined later.

The relationship between the "final" ε in Theorem 160, and the constant εmax fixed above, is the
following, for a suitable absolute constant C > 0:

C ·10100/κ
ε ≤ εmax. (164)
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As stated in Theorem 160, the threshold δ0 > 0 may depend on all the parameters ε,κ,s. We do not
attempt to track the dependence explicitly, and often we will state inequalities of (e.g.) the form "C ≤ δ−ε"
under the implicit assumption that δ > 0 is small enough, depending on ε . Here, we only explicitly record
that δ0 > 0 is taken so small that

CA(ε,κ)C/ε ≤ δ
−εmax
0 , (165)

where A(ε,κ)≥ 1 is a constant depending only on κ , and C ≥ 1 is absolute.

7.2 The case t ≈ λ

In the "main" argument for Theorem 160, we will need to assume that t ≥ δ−κ/10λ . The opposite case
t ≤ δ−κ/10λ is elementary, and we handle it straight away. So, fix δ ≤ λ ≤ t ≤ 1 with t ≤ δ−κ/10λ .

Claim 166. There exists a (δ ,δ ,s,4δ−ε)-configuration G ⊂ Ω (depending on λ , t) of cardinality |G| ≥
|Ω|/16 such that (162) holds with ε := κ/100.

We record that our assumption t ≤ δ−κ/10λ implies

σ = δ/
√

λ t ≥ δ
κ/20(δ/λ )≥ δ

κ/5(δ/λ ). (167)

To save a little space, we abbreviate R(p,v) := κ−1Rδ
σ (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):

1
|P| ∑

p∈P

1
M ∑

v∈E(p)
|{(p′,v′) ∈ (Ωδ

σ )
δ−ε

λ ,t (p,v) : R(p,v)∩R(p′,v′) ̸= /0}|

≤ 1
|P|M ∑

p∈P
∑

p′∈Pδ−ε

λ ,t (p)

|{(v,v′) ∈ E(p)×Sσ (p′) : R(p,v)∩R(p′,v′) ̸= /0}| (168)

≤ δ
s−κ/2|P|. (169)

We justify the final estimate. The easiest part is

|Pδ−ε

λ ,t (p)| ≤ |P∩B(p,δ−εt)| ≤ |P∩B(p,δ−ε−κ/10
λ )| ≤ δ

−2ε−κ/10
λ

s|P|, (170)

using the (δ ,s,δ−ε)-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×P with p′ ∈ Pδ−ε

λ ,t (p): thus
|p− p′| ≥ δ εt ≥ δ ελ and ∆(p, p′)≥ δ ελ . Lemma 54 implies that the intersection

Sδ/κ(p)∩Sδ/κ(p′) (171)

can be covered by boundedly many discs of radius

δ/κ√
(∆(p, p′)+δ/κ)(|p− p′|+δ/κ)

≤ δ/κ√
(δ ελ )(δ ελ )

≤ δ
−2ε(δ/λ ) =: r.
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(Here we assumed that δ > 0 is small enough in terms of ε,κ .) Let {B(zi,r)}C
i=1 be an enumeration of these

discs. Now, if R(p,v)∩R(p′,v′) ̸= /0, then both v,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)≤σ/κ ≤ δ/(λκ)≪ r).
On the other hand,

|E(p)∩B(zi,r)| ≤ δ
−εrsM ≤ δ

−3ε(δ/λ )sM and |Sσ (p′)∩B(zi,4r)| ≤ δ
−κ/4,

where the first inequality used the (δ ,s,δ−ε)-set property of E(p), and the second inequality used (167),
along with the σ -separation of Sσ (p′). This shows that

|{(v,v′) ∈ E(p)×Sσ (p′) : R(p,v)∩R(p′,v′) ̸= /0}| ≤ δ
−4ε−κ/4(δ/λ )sM.

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
ω 7→ mδ−ε ,κ−1

δ ,λ ,t (ω | Ω),

relative to normalised counting measure on Ω. By Chebychev’s inequality, there exists a set G ⊂ Ω with
|G| ≥ 1

2 |Ω| such that

mδ−ε ,κ−1

δ ,λ ,t (ω | G)≤ mδ−ε ,κ−1

δ ,λ ,t (ω | Ω)≤ δ
s−3κ/4|P| ≤ δ

−κ , ω ∈ G,

using the assumption (161) that |P| ≤ δ−s−ε in the final inequality. Finally, we replace "G" by a slightly
smaller (δ ,δ ,s,4δ−ε)-configuration by applying Lemma 36 with c = 1

2 .

7.3 Uniform sets

We start preparing for the proof of Theorem 160 (the case of pairs (λ , t) with t ≥ δ−κ/10λ ) with a few
auxiliary definitions and results which allow us to find – somewhat – regular subsets inside arbitrary finite
sets P ⊂ D.

Definition 172. Let n ≥ 1, and let

δ = ∆n < ∆n−1 < .. . < ∆1 ≤ ∆0 = 1

be a sequence of dyadic scales. We say that a set P ⊂ D is {∆ j}n
j=1-uniform if there is a sequence {N j}n

j=1
such that |D∆ j(P∩p)|= |P∩p|∆ j = N j for all j ∈ {1, . . . ,n} and all p ∈D∆ j−1(P). As usual, we extend
this definition to P ⊂Dδ (by applying it to ∪P).

The following lemma allows us to find {∆ j}n
j=1-uniform subsets inside general finite sets. The result

is a special case of [15, Lemma 7.3], which works for more general sequences {∆ j}m
j=1 than the sequence

{2− jT}m
j=1 treated in Lemma 173.

Lemma 173. Let P ⊂ D, m,T ∈ N, and δ := 2−mT . Let also ∆ j := 2− jT for 0 ≤ j ≤ m, so in particular
δ = ∆m. Then, there there is a {∆ j}m

j=1-uniform set P′ ⊂ P such that

|P′|δ ≥ (4T )−m |P|δ . (174)

In particular, if ε > 0 and T−1 log(4T )≤ ε , then |P′|δ ≥ δ ε |P|δ .
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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 )−m = 2−m log(4T ) = 2−mT ·(T−1 log(4T )) = δ
T−1 log(4T ).

This completes the proof.

7.4 Initial regularisation for the proof of Theorem 160

We denote the "given" (δ ,δ ,s,δ−ε)-configuration in Theorem 160 by

Ω0 = {(p,v) : p ∈ P0 and v ∈ E0(p)},

where P0 ⊂Dδ is a non-empty (δ ,s,δ−ε)-set, and E0(p)⊂ Sδ (p) is a (δ ,s,δ−ε)-set of cardinality M ≥ 1
(for every p ∈ P0). The purpose of this section is to perform an initial pruning to Ω0, that is, to find a
(δ ,δ ,s,δ−2ε)-configuration

Ω = {(p,v) : p ∈ P and v ∈ E(p)} ⊂ Ω0,

where P is a (δ ,s,δ−2ε)-set, each E(p) is a (δ ,s,δ−2ε)-set with constant cardinality, and |Ω| ≈δ |Ω0|.
The subset Ω will have additional useful regularity properties compared to Ω0. After we are finished
constructing Ω, we will focus on finding the "final" set G (as in Theorem 160) inside Ω, instead of Ω0.

There is no loss of generality in assuming that δ = 2−mT for some m ≥ 1, and some T ≥ 1 whose
size depends on ε (and therefore eventually κ). We start by applying Lemma 173 to the sequence

λ j := 2− jT , 0 ≤ j ≤ m.

Provided that T−1 log(4T ) ≤ ε , the result is a {λ j}m
j=1-uniform subset P′

0 ⊂ P0 with cardinality |P′
0| ≥

δ ε |P0|. In particular, P′
0 is a (δ ,s,δ−2ε)-set. We define Ω′

0 := {(p,v) : p ∈ P′
0 and v ∈ E0(p)}. Then

|Ω′
0| ≥ δ ε |Ω0|. From this point on, the proof will see no difference between Ω0,P0 and Ω′

0,P
′
0, so we

assume that P0 = P′
0 and Ω0 = Ω′

0 to begin with – or in other words that P0 is {λ j}m
j=1-uniform for

λ j = 2− jT , 1 ≤ j ≤ m. In particular, the "branching numbers"

N j := |P0 ∩p|λ j , p ∈D2T λ j
(P0), 1 ≤ j ≤ m,

are well-defined (that is, independent of "p").
We have slightly overshot our target: the argument above shows that P0 may be assumed to be

{2− jT}m
j=1-uniform. We only need something weaker. Let ε > 0 be so small that the requirement (164) is

met. Let Λ ⊂ [δ ,1] be a finite set of cardinality |Λ| ∼ 1/ε which is multiplicatively δ−ε/2-dense in the
following sense: if λ ∈ [δ ,1] is arbitrary, then there exists λ ∈ Λ with λ ≤ λ ≤ δ−ε/2λ . If δ > 0 is so
small that 2T ≤ δ−ε , we may (and will) choose Λ ⊂ {2− jT}m

j=1 = {λ j}m
j=1. We agree that {δ ,1} ∈ Λ,

and for every λ ∈ Λ \ {1}, we denote by λ̂ ∈ Λ the smallest element of Λ with λ̂ > λ .
Since Λ ⊂ {2− jT}m

j=1, the set P0 is automatically Λ-uniform: the number

Nλ := |P0 ∩p|λ , p ∈D
λ̂
(P0), λ ∈ Λ \ {1}, (175)
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is independent of the choice of p ∈D
λ̂
(P0). From this point on, the uniformity with respect to the denser

sequence {2− jT}m
j=1 will no longer be required. From (175), it follows that also the number

Xλ := |P0 ∩p|δ = |P0|/|P0|λ , p ∈Dλ (P0), λ ∈ Λ, (176)

is independent of the choice of p ∈Dλ (P0) (since Xλ is the product of the numbers Nλ ′ for λ ′ ∈ Λ with
λ ′ < λ , recalling that δ ∈ Λ by definition).

Next, for every λ ∈ Λ fixed, we associate a finite set T(λ )⊂ [λ ,1] of cardinality |T(λ )| ∼ 1/ε which
is multiplicatively δ−ε/2-dense on the interval [λ ,1] in the same sense as above: if t ∈ [λ ,1] is arbitrary,
then there exists t ∈ T(λ ) such that t ≤ t ≤ δ−ε/2t. For later technical convenience, it will be useful to
know that the sets

Λ(t) := {λ ∈ Λ : t ∈ T(λ )}, t ∈ T :=
⋃

λ∈Λ

T(λ ), (177)

are multiplicatively δ−ε/2-dense in [δ , t]. This can be accomplished by choosing both the λ ’s and the t’s
from some "fixed" multiplicatively δ−ε/2-dense sequence in [δ ,1], for example {δ ,δ 1−ε/2,δ−ε , . . . ,1}.

We order the pairs (λ , t) with λ ∈ Λ and t ∈ T(λ ) arbitrarily. The total number of pairs is ≲ ε−2.
Then, we apply Theorem 113 with constant κs/100 to the first pair (λ1, t1). If εmax > 0 is sufficiently
small (as small as we stated in Section 7.1), and since ε ≤ εmax ≤ Aεmax ≤ ε0(κ̄,s), Theorem 113 provides
us with a (δ ,δ ,s,Cδ−ε)-configuration G ⊂ Ω0 such that C ≈δ 1, |G| ≈δ |Ω0|, and

mδ−Aεmax ,δ−Aεmax

λ1,λ1,t1
(ω | G)≤ δ

−κs/100
λ

s
1 |P0|λ1 , ω ∈ Gλ1

Σ1
, (178)

where Σ1 =
√

λ1/t1, and A ≥ 1 is the constant from Theorem 123.
Assume that we have already found a sequence of (δ ,δ ,s,C jδ

−ε)-configurations G =: G1 ⊃ G2 ⊃
. . .G j, where C j ≈δ , j 1 and |G j| ≈δ , j |Ω0|, and (178) holds for G j relative to the pair (λ j, t j) (with
Σ j =

√
λ j/t j). We reapply Theorem 113 to Ω j := G j, and the pair (λ j+1, t j+1). This is legitimate, since

j ≲ ε−2, and the constant C jδ
−ε is smaller than the threshold δ−εmax required to apply Theorem 113 with

constant "κs/100" (by our choice of "ε"). Thus, Theorem 113 outputs a (δ ,δ ,s,C j+1δ−ε)-configuration
G j+1 ⊂ G j satisfying (178) for the pair (λ j+1, t j+1), and with |G j+1| ≈δ , j+1 |Ω0|.

After Theorem 113 has been applied in this "successive" manner to all the pairs (λ , t) with λ ∈ Λ and
t ∈ T(λ ), we arrive at a final (δ ,δ ,s,Cεδ−ε)-configuration

Ω = {(p,v) : p ∈ P and v ∈ E(p)}, (179)

where Cε ≈δ 1, |Ω| ≈δ |Ω0|, and Ω satisfies simultaneously a version of (178) for all the pairs (λ j, t j). In
particular, we note that |P| ≈δ |P0| and |E(p)| ≈δ M for all p∈P. Therefore, P,E(p) remain (δ ,s,Cεδ−ε)-
sets with Cε ≈δ 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 (λ ,λ , t) of (162) (with the caveat that this has
only been done for the pairs (λ , t) with λ ∈ Λ and t ∈ T(λ )).
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7.5 Proof of Theorem 160

We just finished constructing the (δ ,δ ,s,Cεδ−ε)-configuration Ω = {(p,v) : p ∈ P and v ∈ E(p)} ⊂ Ω0
with |Ω| ≈δ |Ω0| which satisfies property (178) (with G = Ω) for all λ ∈ Λ and t ∈ T(λ ). We record this
once more:

mδ−Aεmax ,δ−Aεmax

λ ,λ ,t (ω | Ω)≤ δ
−κs/100

λ
s|P0|λ , ω ∈ Ω

λ
Σ , (181)

for every λ ∈ Λ and t ∈ T(λ ), where Σ =
√

λ/t.

Remark 182. At this point, we remind the reader that the left hand side of (181) is shorthand notation for

mδ−Aεmax ,δ−Aεmax ,δ−Aεmax

λ ,λ ,t (ω | Ω),

recall Notation 159. Soon we will need the full generality of the notation mρλ ,ρt ,C
δ ,λ ,t .

The main step towards proving Theorem 160 for every pair (λ , t) with δ ≤ λ ≤ t ≤ 1 is to prove it
for the (finitely many) pairs (λ , t) with λ ∈ Λ and t ∈ T(λ ). Write

T :=
⋃

λ∈Λ

T(λ )⊂ [δ ,1],

and for every t ∈ T, let Λ(t) := {λ ∈ Λ : t ∈ T(λ )} ⊂ [δ , t]. Recall from (around) (177) that Λ(t)
is multiplicatively δ−ε/2-dense in [δ , t]. This will be used in the form of the corollary that Λ(t) is
multiplicatively δ−ε/2-dense in [δ ,maxΛ(t)].

Proposition 183. For every fixed t ∈ T and λ ∈ Λ(t), there exists a (δ ,δ ,s,Cεδ−ε)-configuration G ⊂ Ω

(depending on λ , t), such that |G| ≈δ |Ω|, and

mδ−ε ,Cκ−1

δ ,λ ,t (ω | G)≤ δ
−κ , ω ∈ G, (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 (λ , t) with t ∈ T and λ ∈ Λ(t), then
the "last" set G will satisfy (184) for all pairs t ∈ T and λ ∈ Λ(t) simultaneously. We start with the easiest
cases where λ ≈ t. The value of the constant "Cε" will change many times during the proof, but it will
always remain Cε ≈δ 1.

Pairs (λ , t) with t ≤ δ−κ/10λ

Let λ ∈ Λ and t ∈ T with t ≤ δ−κ/10λ . In this case we apply the claim proved in Section 7.2: the
conclusion is that there exists a (δ ,δ ,s,4Cεδ−ε)-configuration G1 ⊂ Ω satisfying (184) for the fixed pair
(λ , t). (To be perfectly accurate, one needs to apply the proof of the claim with constant Cκ in place of
κ .) Next, we simply repeat the argument inside G1, and for all the pairs (λ , t) ∈ Λ×T with t ≤ δ−κ/10λ ,
in arbitrary order. This involves refining Ω at most ≲ ε−2 times, so the final product of this argument
remains a (δ ,δ ,s,Cεδ−ε)-configuration.

Before launching to the main argument – treating the cases λ ≤ δ κ/10t – we use (184) to complete
the proof of Theorem 160.
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Proposition 185. Assume that (184) holds for simultaneously for all (λ , t) ∈ Λ×T. Then, if the absolute
constant C > 0 is large enough, we have

mδ−ε/2,κ−1

δ ,λ ,t (ω | G)≤ δ
−2κ , ω ∈ G (186)

simultaneously for all δ ≤ λ ≤ t ≤ 1 (not necessarily from Λ×T).

Proof. Let δ ≤ λ ≤ t ≤ 1. Let λ ∈ Λ and t ∈ T(λ ) be elements with λ ≤ λ ≤ δ−ε/2λ and t ≤ t ≤ δ−ε/2t.
Recall that

mδ−ε/2,κ−1

δ ,λ ,t (ω | G) = |{ω
′ ∈ (Gδ

σ )
δ−ε/2

λ ,t (ω) : κ
−1Rδ

σ (ω)∩κ
−1Rδ

σ (ω
′) ̸= /0}|, ω ∈ G,

where Gδ
σ is the (δ ,σ)-skeleton of G (with σ = δ/

√
λ t). An unpleasant technicality is that σ̄ = δ/

√
λ t ∈

[σ ,δ−ε/2σ ] might be a little different from σ , so elements of Gδ
σ are not automatically elements of Gδ

σ̄
.

However, for every ω ′ = (q,w) ∈ Gδ
σ , we may pick ω̄ ′ = (q, w̄) ∈ Gδ

σ̄
with (q,w) ≺ (q, w̄), and in

particular |w− w̄| ≤Cσ̄ for an absolute constant C ≥ 1. Then, it is straightforward to check that

ω
′ ∈ (Gδ

σ )
δ−ε/2

λ ,t (ω) =⇒ ω̄
′ ∈ (Gδ

σ̄ )
δ−ε

λ ,t (ω), ω ∈ G, (187)

and
κ
−1Rδ

σ (ω)∩κ
−1Rδ

σ (ω
′) ̸= /0 =⇒ Cκ

−1Rδ
σ̄ (ω)∩Cκ

−1Rδ
σ̄ (ω̄

′) ̸= /0. (188)

The implication (188) follows from the inclusion κ−1Rδ
σ (ω

′) ⊂ Cκ−1Rδ
σ̄
(ω̄ ′) (note that σ̄ ≥ σ ). Re-

garding (187), it is worth noting that the implication is even true in the special case λ ≤ δ 1−ε/2 (recall
Definition 156) since in that case λ ≤ δ 1−ε .

Finally, observe that the map ω ′ 7→ ω̄ ′ is at most δ−ε -to-1: if (q,w1),(q,w2), . . . ,(q,wN) ∈ Gδ
σ are

distinct, and ω̄ ′ = (q, w̄) is the image of them all, then |wi −w j|≳ Nσ for some 1 ≤ i ̸= j ≤ N, and on
the other hand max{|w̄−wi|, |w̄−w j|}≲ σ̄ ≤ δ−ε/2σ .

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

mδ−ε/2,κ−1

δ ,λ ,t (ω | G)≤ δ
−εmδ−ε ,Cκ−1

δ ,λ ,t (ω | G)
(184)
≤ δ

−κ−ε , ω ∈ G.

This proves (186), since ε ≤ κ (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 (λ , t) with t ∈ T, and λ ∈ Λ(t)∩ [δ ,δ κ/10t],
and we will construct a decreasing sequence of (δ ,δ ,s)-configurations G1 ⊃ G2 ⊃ . . . such that G j

satisfies (184) for the pair (λ j, t j) – and therefore automatically for all pairs (λi, ti) with 1 ≤ i ≤ j. We
will show inductively that |G j| ≈δ |Ω|.
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In contrast to Section 7.4, this time the ordering of the pairs (λ j, t j) matters. We will do this as follows.
We enumerate the elements of T arbitrarily. Then, if t j ∈ T is fixed, we enumerate the pairs (λ , t j) with
λ ∈ Λ(t j)∩ [δ ,δ κ/10t j] in increasing order. Thus, the first pair is (δ , t j), the second one (δ 1−ε/2, t j), and
so on. This has the crucial benefit that when we are in the process of proving (184) for a fixed pair (λ , t j),
we may already assume that (the current) G satisfies (184) for all pairs (λ ′, t j) with λ ′ ∈ Λ(t j) and λ ′ < λ .

7.6.2 Setting up the induction

We will then begin to implement the strategy outlined above. Fix t := t j ∈ T arbitrarily, and for the
remainder of the proof. We enumerate Λ(t)∩ [δ ,δ κ/10t] in increasing order, with the abbreviation
|Λ| := |Λ(t)∩ [δ ,δ κ/10t]|:

δ = λ1 < λ2 < .. . < λ|Λ| ≤ δ
κ/10t. (189)

For each index 1 ≤ l ≤ |Λ| we also define a constant Cl ≥ 1 in such a way that the sequence C1 >C2 >
.. . >C|Λ| ≥ 1 is very rapidly decreasing, more precisely

Cl+1 = A(ε,κ)−1Cl, 1 ≤ l < |Λ| (190)

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

C|Λ| :=Cκ
−1, (191)

where κ > 0 is the parameter given in Theorem 160, and C > 0 is the absolute constant from (184). With
these definitions, and noting that |Λ| ≤C/ε for an absolute constant C > 0, we have

C1 = A(ε,κ)|Λ|C|Λ| ≤CA(ε,κ)C/ε
κ
−1

(165)
≤ δ

−εmax , δ ∈ (0,δ0]. (192)

We will prove the following by induction on k ∈ {1, . . . , |Λ|}: there exists a decreasing sequence of
(δ ,δ ,s,Cεδ−ε)-configurations G1 ⊃ . . .⊃ Gk such that |Gl| ≈δ |Ω| for all 1 ≤ l ≤ k, and such that the
following slightly stronger version of (184) holds:

mClδ
−ε ,Cl

δ ,λl ,t
(ω | Gl)≤ δ

−κ , ω ∈ Gl, 1 ≤ l ≤ k. (193)

Once we have accomplished this for k = |Λ|, we set G := G|Λ|. Then (184) holds for G (by (191)), and
for all pairs (λ , t) with λ ∈ Λ(t). After this, we may repeat the same procedure for all t ∈ 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 "Cl" in (193) decrease (rapidly) as l increases. The idea is that we
can prove (193) with index "k+1" and the smaller constant Ck+1, provided that we already have (193)
for all 1 ≤ l ≤ k, and the much larger constants Cl ≫Ck+1.
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7.6.3 The case k = 1

This case is a consequence of (181) applied with λ = λ1 = δ , with G1 := Ω. Note that in this case
σ = δ/

√
λ t =

√
λ/t = Σ, so (181) with λ = δ (and our fixed t ∈ T) can be rewritten as

mδ−Aεmax ,δ−Aεmax

δ ,δ ,t (ω | Ω)≤ δ
−sκ/100

λ
s|P0|δ ≤ δ

−κ , ω ∈ Ω
δ
Σ. (195)

This is actually much stronger than what we need in (193), since ε < εmax, and C1 ∼ε,κ 1. One small
point of concern is that (193) is a statement about ω ∈ G1 = Ω, whereas (195) deals with ω ∈ Ωδ

Σ
= Ωδ

σ .
This is not a problem thanks to the following elementary lemma, which will also be useful later:

Lemma 196. Let 0 < δ ≤ λ ≤ t ≤ 1 and ρλ ,ρt ,C ≥ 1. Let G ⊂ Ω and ω ∈ G. Let ω̄ ∈ Gδ
σ be the parent

of ω in the (δ ,σ)-skeleton Gδ
σ , where σ = δ/

√
λ t as usual. Then,

mρλ ,ρt ,C/A
δ ,λ ,t (ω̄ | G)≤ mρλ ,ρt ,C

δ ,λ ,t (ω | G)≤ mρλ ,ρt ,AC
δ ,λ ,t (ω̄ | G), (197)

where A ≥ 1 is absolute.

In particular, (195) for ω ∈ Ωδ
Σ

implies (193) for all ω ∈ Ω, at the cost of replacing the second δ−Aεmax

by δ−Aεmax/A (which is still much bigger than C1 ∼ε,κ 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):

mρλ ,ρt ,C
δ ,λ ,t (ω | G) = |{ω

′ ∈ (Gδ
σ )

ρλ ,ρt
λ ,t (ω) : CRδ

σ (ω)∩CRδ
σ (ω

′) ̸= /0}|

and
mρλ ,ρt ,AC

δ ,λ ,t (ω̄ | G) = |{ω
′ ∈ (Gδ

σ )
ρλ ,ρt
λ ,t (ω̄) : ACRδ

σ (ω̄)∩ACRδ
σ (ω

′) ̸= /0}|.

The crucial observation is that if the point ω ∈ G is written as ω = (p,v), then the parent ω̄ = (p,v),
where |v−v|≲ 1, and the "p-component" remains unchanged. In particular,

ω
′ ∈ (Gδ

σ )
ρλ ,ρt
λ ,t (ω) ⇐⇒ ω

′ ∈ (Gδ
σ )

ρλ ,ρt
λ ,t (ω̄),

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

CRδ
σ (ω)∩CRδ

σ (ω
′) ̸= /0 =⇒ ACRδ

σ (ω̄)∩CRδ
σ (ω

′) ̸= /0,

which follows from CRδ
σ (ω)⊂ ACRδ

σ (ω̄) (for A ≥ 1 sufficiently large).

7.6.4 Cases 1 < k+1 ≤ |Λ|

We then assume that the (δ ,δ ,s,Cεδ−ε)-configurations G1 ⊃ . . .⊃ Gk have already been constructed for
some 1 ≤ k < |Λ|. We next explain how to construct the set Gk+1. To be precise, our task is to construct a
(δ ,δ ,s,Cεδ−ε)-configuration Gk+1 ⊂ Gk with the properties Cε ≈δ 1, |Gk+1| ≈δ |Gk|, and

mCk+1δ−ε ,Ck+1
δ ,λk+1,t

(ω | Gk+1)≤ δ
−κ , ω ∈ Gk+1. (198)
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We abbreviate
λ := λk+1 and σ := δ/

√
λk+1t (199)

for the duration of this argument. We write Gk = {(p,v) : p ∈ Pk and v ∈ Gk(p)} with |Gk(p)| ≡ Mk for
all p ∈ Pk. Here |Pk| ≈δ |P| and Mk ≈δ M since |Gk| ≈δ |Ω|= M|P|.

Note that the multiplicity function appearing in (198) counts elements in the (δ ,σ)-skeleton of Gk+1.
It would be desirable to know that |Eσ (p)| ≡ Mσ is a constant independent of p ∈ Pk, where

Eσ (p) = {v ∈ Sσ (p) : v ≺ v for some v ∈ Gk(p)}

is the (δ ,σ)-skeleton of Gk(p). This may not be true to begin with, but may be accomplished with a
small pruning, as follows. For each (p,v) ∈ (Gk)

δ
σ , let

M(p,v) = |{(p′,v) ∈ Gk : (p′,v)≺ (p,v)}|= |{v ∈ Gk(p) : v ≺ v}|.

The second equation follows from p ∈Dδ (that is, (p′,v)≺ (p,v) implies p′ = p). Now, for each p ∈ Pk
fixed, we pigeonhole an integer M(p)≥ 1 and a subset E ′

σ (p)⊂ (Gk)
δ
σ (p) such that M(p)≤ M(p,v)≤

2M(p) for all v ∈ E ′
σ (p), and further

|{v ∈ Gk(p) : v ≺ v for some v ∈ E ′
σ (p)}| ≈δ |Gk(p)|= Mk. (200)

It follows that M(p) · |E ′
σ (p)| ≈δ Mk ≈δ M for all p ∈ Pk. Next, we pigeonhole an integer Mσ ≥ 1, and a

subset P̄k ⊂ Pk such that Mσ ≤ |E ′
σ (p)| ≤ 2Mσ for all p ∈ P̄k, and |P̄k| ≈δ |Pk|. With this definition, let

Ḡ := {(p,v) : p ∈ P̄k, v ∈ Gk(p), and v ≺ v for some v ∈ E ′
σ (p)}.

Thus, the (δ ,σ)-skeleton of Ḡ is Ḡδ
σ = {(p,v) : p ∈ P̄k and v ∈ E ′

σ (p)}, and for each p ∈ P̄k, the (δ ,σ)-
skeleton of Ḡ(p) is Ḡδ

σ (p) = E ′
σ (p), which has constant cardinality Mσ (up to a factor of 2). To simplify

notation, we denote in the sequel Eσ (p) := E ′
σ (p) for p ∈ P̄k. Note that

|Ḡ|= ∑
p∈P̄k

∑
v∈Eσ (p)

|{v ∈ Gk(p) : v ≺ v}|
(200)
≈δ |P̄k|Mk ≈δ |Pk|Mk = |Gk|.

To summarise, the procedure above has reduced Gk to a subset Ḡ ⊂ Gk of size |Ḡ| ≈δ |Gk|, and further
we have gained the following properties:

|Ḡδ
σ (p)|= |Eσ (p)| ∈ [Mσ ,2Mσ ], p ∈ P̄k, (201)

and
|{v ∈ Gk(p) : v ≺ v}|= M(p)≈δ M/Mσ , p ∈ P̄k, v ∈ Eσ (p). (202)

We also record for future reference that

Mσ ∼ |Eσ (p)|⪆δ δ
ε
σ
−s = δ

ε

(√
λ t
δ

)s

, (203)
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since Ḡ(p) is a non-empty (δ ,s,Cεδ−ε)-set. (It follows from (201)-(202) that |Ḡ(p)| ≈δ M for all p ∈ P̄k,
but Ḡ may fail to be a (δ ,δ ,s,Cδ−ε)-configuration in the strict sense that the sets |Ḡ(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 Gk can be completely forgotten: we will only need Ḡ ⊂ Gk in the sequel, and the rough
constancy of |Ḡδ

σ (p)|.)
We then begin the construction of the set Gk+1 ⊂ Ḡ. 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" δ = λ , or in other words k = 1, of (193) followed directly from Proposition 84. To reduce
confusion with indices, the letters "k, l" will from now on refer to the sets in the sequence G1, . . . ,Gk
already constructed in our "exterior" induction and we will use letters "i, j" are reserved for the "interior"
induction required to construct Gk+1.

Remark 204. It may be worth noting that the "exterior" induction runs ∼ 1/ε times, whereas the "interior"
induction below runs only ⌈20/κ⌉ ∼ 1/κ times. This is significant, because it is legitimate to increase
(say: double) the constant "ε" roughly 1/κ times and still rest assured that the resulting final constant
is ≲ 21/κε ≤ εmax (a small number). In contrast, it would not be legitimate to double the constant "ε"
roughly 1/ε times in the "exterior" induction.

We start by setting h := ⌈20/κ⌉, and defining the auxiliary sequence of exponents

100ε < εh < εh−1 < .. . < ε0 < εmax/100, (205)

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

C ·10100/κ
ε ≤ εmax.

In addition to the exponents {ε j}, we also define an auxiliary sequence of constants {C j}:

Ck+1 ≪ Ch ≪ Ch−1 ≪ . . .≪ C0 ≪Ck. (206)

The necessary rate of decay for the sequence {C j} turns out to be of the form AC5
j+1 ≤ C j for an absolute

constant A ≥ 1. There are h = ⌈20/κ⌉ constants in the sequence, so the sequence {C j} can be found,
satisfying (206), since Ck = A(ε,κ)Ck+1 by (190). This is the requirement which determines the size of
the constant A(ε,κ). It may worth remarking that the constant A(ε,κ) necessarily depends on both ε and
κ . This is because the index "k" in Ck,Ck+1 ranges in {1, . . . ,C/ε} for an absolute constant C ≥ 1, so
Ck+1 depends on both ε,κ . Given the requirement for the constants C j stated below (206), we see that
the size of the multiplicative gap A(ε,κ) =Ck/Ck+1 also depends on both ε,κ .

Recall that our goal is to define the next set "Gk+1" satisfying (198). To do so (as in the proof of
Proposition 84), we consider an auxiliary sequence of sets Ḡ = G0 ⊃ G1 ⊃ . . .⊃ G j. Finally, we will set
Gk+1 := G j for a suitable member of this auxiliary sequence (or in fact a slight refinement of G j).

Recalling from (199) that σ = δ/
√

λ t, and λ = λk+1, and writing

ρ j := C jδ
−ε , (207)
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we will abbreviate

m j(ω | G) := mδ
−ε j ,ρ j ,C j

δ ,λ ,t (ω | G)

= |{ω
′ ∈ (Gδ

σ )
δ
−ε j ,ρ j

λ ,t (ω) : C jRδ
σ (ω)∩C jRδ

σ (ω
′) ̸= /0}| (208)

for G ⊂ Ḡ and ω ∈ Ḡ. We recall that the constant δ−ε j refers to the range of the tangency parameter "λ ",
and the constant ρ j refers to the range of the distance parameter "t". It is worth noting that

C j+1 ≤ C j and ρ j+1 ≤ ρ j and δ
−ε j+1 ≤ δ

−ε j ,

so mh ≤ mh−1 ≤ . . .≤ m0. It is also worth noting that since ε j > 10ε , the "tangency" range δ−ε j is very
much larger than the "distance" range ρ j ∼ε,κ δ−ε , assuming that δ > 0 is sufficiently small in terms of
ε,κ .

We start by recording the "trivial" upper bound

m0(ω | G)≤ m0(ω | Ω0)≲ C0δ
−s−ε , ω ∈ Ḡ, G ⊂ Ḡ, (209)

which has nothing to do with the parameters δ−ε0 ,ρ0, and only has to do with the constant C0 ∼ε,κ 1. The
first inequality is clear. To see the second inequality, fix ω = (p,v) ∈ Ḡ and (p′,v′) ∈ (Ω0)

δ
σ ⊂ {(q,w) :

q ∈ P0 and w ∈ Sσ (q)} such that

C0Rδ
σ (p′,v′)∩C0Rδ

σ (p,v) ̸= /0.

Then v′ ∈ Sσ (p′) and |v′−v|≲ C0σ . But Sσ (p′) is σ -separated, so this can only happen for ≲ C0 choices
of v′. This gives (209), recalling that |P0| ≤ δ−s−ε by assumption (161).

The trivial inequality (209) tells us that the estimate (198) holds automatically with Gk+1 = Ḡ and
κ = 2s (with room to spare), assuming that δ ,ε > 0 is chosen so small that C0 ≤ δ−ε ≤ δ−s/2. So, we may
assume that 0 < κ ≤ 2s. Let 0 = κ1 < κ2 < .. . < κh = 2s be a (κs/10)-dense sequence in [0,2s]. Thus
h≤ 20/κ . As already hinted above, we now define a decreasing sequence of sets Ḡ=G0 ⊃G1 ⊃ . . .⊃Gl ,
where l ≤ h. We set G0 := Ḡ, and in general we will assume inductively that |G j+1| ≥ 1

2 |G j| for j ≥ 0
(whenever G j,G j+1 have been defined). Note that m0(ω | G0)≤ δ−2s = δ−κh by (209), for all ω ∈ G0,
provided that δ > 0 is small enough.

Let us then assume that the sets G0 ⊃ . . .⊃ G j have already been defined. We also assume inductively
that

mδ
−ε j ,ρ j,C j

δ ,λ ,t (ω | G j) = m j(ω | G j)≤ δ
−κh− j , ω ∈ G j. (210)

This is true by (209) for j = 0, as we observed above. Define

H j := {ω ∈ G j : m j+1(ω | G j)≥ δ
−κh−( j+1)}.

Note that κh−( j+1) < κh− j. So, H j is the subset of G j where the lower bound for the ( j+1)st multiplicity
nearly matches the (inductive) upper bound on the jth multiplicity.

There are two options.

1. If |H j| ≥ 1
2 |G j|, then we set H := H j, and the construction of the sets G j terminates. We will see

that this case cannot occur as long as κh− j > κ .
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2. If |H j|< 1
2 |G j|, then the set G j+1 := G j \ H j has |G j+1| ≥ 1

2 |G j|, and moreover

m j+1(ω | G j+1)≤ m j+1(ω | G j)≤ δ
−κh−( j+1) , ω ∈ G j+1.

In other words, G j+1 is a valid "next set" in our sequence G0 ⊃ . . . ⊃ G j+1, and the inductive
construction may proceed.

If (and since) case (1) does not occur for indices j ≥ 0 with κh− j > κ , we can keep constructing the
sets G j until the first index " j" where κh− j ≤ κ . At this stage, the set

Gk+1 := G j (211)

satisfies m j(ω | Gk+1) ≤ δ−κ for all ω ∈ Gk+1 by the inductive assumption (210). This implies (198),
since Ck+1 ≤ C j by (206). Moreover, |Gk+1| ≥ 2− j|Ḡ| ≥ 2−20/κ |Ḡ| ≈δ |Gk|, so Gk+1 is a valid "next
set" in the sequence {Gk}. To be precise, we still need to apply Lemma 36, and thereby refine Gk+1 (as
in (211)) to a (δ ,δ ,s,Cεδ−ε)-configuration of cardinality ≈δ |Gk|. This will complete the definition of
Gk+1.

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

Counter assumption: Case (1) occurs at some index j ∈ {0, . . . ,h} with κh− j > κ .

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
(δ ,σ)-rectangles, each of which has a high (λ -restricted) type relative to a certain (δ ,εmax)-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 κ̄ := κh− j and (recalling the (κs)/10-density of the sequence {κ j}),

κh−( j+1) =: κ̄ −ζ , where ζ ≤ (κs)/10 ≤ (κ̄s)/10.

We also abbreviate

G := G j and H := H j = {ω ∈ G : m j+1(ω | G)≥ δ
−κ̄+ζ} ⊂ G,

and we recall that |H| ≥ 1
2 |G| ≈δ |Gk| ≈δ M|P| by the assumption that we are in case (1). Finally, we

will abbreviate
n := δ

−κ̄+ζ . (212)

To spell out the definition of "m j+1" (recall (208)), we have

|{ω
′ ∈ (Gδ

σ )
δ
−ε j+1 ,ρ j+1

λ ,t (ω) : C j+1Rδ
σ (ω)∩C j+1Rδ

σ (ω
′) ̸= /0}| ≥ n, ω ∈ H. (213)
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On the other hand, by the inductive assumption (210) applied to G = G j, and recalling that κ̄ = κh− j, we
have

|{ω
′ ∈ (Gδ

σ )
δ
−ε j ,ρ j

λ ,t (ω) : C jRδ
σ (ω)∩C jRδ

σ (ω
′) ̸= /0}| ≤ δ

−κ̄ = δ
−ζ n, ω ∈ G. (214)

The numerology is not particularly important yet, but it is crucial that a certain lower bound for m j+1(· |G)
holds in a large subset H ⊂ G, whereas a nearly matching upper bound for m j(ω | G) holds for all ω ∈ G.
Achieving this "nearly extremal" situation was the reason to define the sequence {G j}.

Remark 215. In fact, we will need (213)-(214) for ω ∈ Hδ
σ and ω ∈ Gδ

σ instead of ω ∈ H and ω ∈ G,
respectively. This is easily achieved, at the cost of changing the constants a little. Indeed, if A ≥ 1 is a
sufficiently large absolute constant, then (213)-(214) imply

mδ
−ε j+1 ,ρ j+1,AC j+1

δ ,λ ,t (ω | G)≥ n, ω ∈ Hδ
σ ,

and

mδ
−ε j ,ρ j,C j/A

δ ,λ ,t (ω | G)≤ δ
−ζ n, ω ∈ Gδ

σ .

These inequalities follow from Lemma 196. It will be important that the constant C j is substantially
larger than C j+1, but we can arrange this so (recall the definition (206)) that even C j/A ≫ AC j+1. To
avoid burdening the notation with further constants, we will assume from now on that (213)-(214) hold
as stated for ω ∈ Hδ

σ and ω ∈ Gδ
σ , respectively.

The set H ⊂ Ḡ may have lost the uniformity property (201) at scale σ . That is, we no longer know
that all the (δ ,σ)-skeletons Hδ

σ (p)⊂ Ḡδ
σ (p), for p ∈ P̄k, have roughly constant cardinality (let alone Mσ ).

(Recall that the set P̄k ⊂ Pk was defined below (200).) We resuscitate this property by a slight pruning of
H. Note that

M|P| ≈δ |H|= ∑
p∈P̄k

∑
v∈Hδ

σ (p)

|{v ∈ H(p) : v ≺ v}|. (216)

By pigeonholing, choose a number M̄σ ≥ 1, and a subset P̄ ⊂ P̄k with the properties M̄σ ≤ |Hδ
σ (p)| ≤ 2M̄σ

for all p ∈ P̄, and such that the quantity on the right hand side of (216) is only reduced by a factor of ≈δ 1
when replacing P̄k by P̄. Thus,

M|P| ≈δ ∑
p∈P̄

∑
v∈Hδ

σ (p)

|{v ∈ H(p) : v ≺ v}| ≤ |P̄| ·2M̄σ ·max
v

|{v ∈ H(p) : v ≺ v}|. (217)

Here the "max" runs over all v ∈ Hδ
σ (p), with all possible p ∈ P̄. Here H(p)⊂ Gk(p) and p ∈ P̄k, so we

see from (202) that the "max" is bounded by ⪅δ M/Mσ . Since evidently M̄σ ≤ 2Mσ , we may now deduce
that M̄σ ≈δ Mσ and |P̄| ≈δ |P̄k|. At this point we define H̄ := {(p,v) ∈ H : p ∈ P̄}. Then it follows from
(217) that |H̄| ≈δ |H| ≈δ M|P|, and moreover

|H̄δ
σ (p)|= |Hδ

σ (p)| ∼ M̄σ ≈δ Mσ , p ∈ P̄. (218)
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7.6.6 Finding a t-bipartite pair

Next, we proceed to find a (δ ,εmax)-almost t-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 t/(4ρ j+1) such that the concentric balls of
radius 2ρ j+1t (that is, the balls {8ρ2

j+1B : B ∈B}) have overlap bounded by O(ρ j+1) = Oε(δ
−ε)≤ δ−εmax

(recall that ρ j+1 = C j+1δ−ε ). Then, we choose a ball B(p0, t/(4ρ j+1)) ∈B in such a way that the ratio

θ :=
|P̄∩B(p0, t/(4ρ j+1))|
|P∩B(p0,2ρ j+1t)|

is maximised. Here P̄ ⊂ P̄k ⊂ Pk is the subset of cardinality |P̄| ≈δ |Pk| ≈δ |P| we just found above, recall
(218). We claim that θ ⪆δ δ εmax : this follows immediately from the estimate

|P̄| ≤ ∑
B∈B

|P̄∩B| ≤ θ ∑
B∈B

|P∩8ρ
2
k+1B| ≤ θδ

−εmax |P|,

and since |P̄| ≈δ |P|. Now, we set

W := P̄∩B(p0, t/(4ρ j+1)) and B := P∩B(p0,2ρ j+1t) \ B(p0, t/(2ρ j+1)), (219)

so that
|B| ≤ |P∩B(p0,2ρ j+1t)|= θ

−1|W |⪅δ δ
−εmax |W |. (220)

We record at this point that

dist(W,B)≥ 1
4 t/ρ j+1 ≥ δ

εmaxt and diam(W ∪B)≤ 4ρ j+1t ≤ δ
−εmaxt, (221)

so the pair (W,B) is (δ ,εmax)-almost t-bipartite, independently of " j" or "k". This will be needed in an
upcoming application of Theorem 123.

We then set

W := {(p,v) ∈ H̄δ
σ : p ∈W} and B := {(p,v) ∈ G : p ∈ B}. (222)

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

|W(p)|= |H̄δ
σ (p)|σ

(218)∼ M̄σ ≈δ Mσ , p ∈W. (223)

(For this purpose, it was important to choose W ⊂ P̄.) Also, it follows from definitions of W,B that if
p ∈W , and q ∈ P is arbitrary with t/ρ j+1 ≤ |p−q| ≤ ρ j+1t, then q ∈ B. Consequently,

ω ∈ W =⇒ (Gδ
σ )

δ
−ε j+1 ,ρ j+1

λ ,t (ω)⊂ (Bδ
σ )

δ
−ε j+1 ,ρ j+1

λ ,t (ω).

For this inclusion to be true, it is important that in the definition of "B" we take into account all points in
P̄k, and not only the refinement P̄. Now this is certainly true, because we are even taking along all the
points in P. From this, and since W ⊂ Hδ

σ , and recalling (213), it follows

|{β ∈ (Bδ
σ )

δ
−ε j+1 ,ρ j+1

λ ,t (ω) : C j+1Rδ
σ (ω)∩C j+1Rδ

σ (β ) ̸= /0}| ≥ n > 0, ω ∈ W. (224)

We also used the reduction explained in Remark 215 that we may assume (213) to hold for all ω ∈ Hδ
σ .

Without this reduction, (224) would instead hold with constant "CC j+1".
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7.6.7 The rectangles Rδ
σ

We will produce a family of 100-incomparable (δ ,σ)-rectangles with high λ -restricted type relative
to (W,B). This will place us in a position to apply Theorem 123. Consider the (δ ,σ)-rectangles
{Rδ

σ (ω) : ω ∈ W}, and let
Rδ

σ ⊂ {Rδ
σ (ω) : ω ∈ W}.

be a maximal family of pairwise 100-incomparable elements. Some rectangles in Rδ
σ may arise as Rδ

σ (ω)
for multiple distinct ω ∈ W. We quantify this by considering

m(R) = |{ω ∈ W : R ∼100 Rδ
σ (ω)}|, R ∈ Rδ

σ , (225)

where "∼100" refers to 100-comparability. We note that since every R ∈ Rδ
σ satisfies R ∼100 Rδ

σ (ω) for
some ω ∈ W, we have m(R) ≥ 1 (and m(R) ≤ |W| ≲ δ−4). By pigeonholing, we may find a subset
R̄δ

σ ⊂ Rδ
σ with the property m(R)≡ m ∈ [1,Cδ−4] for all R ∈ R̄δ

σ , and moreover

∑
ω∈W

|{R ∈ R̄δ
σ : R ∼100 Rδ

σ (ω)}| ≈δ ∑
ω∈W

|{R ∈ Rδ
σ : R ∼100 Rδ

σ (ω)}|.

Now, we have

|R̄δ
σ |=

1
m ∑

R∈R̄δ
σ

m(R) =
1
m ∑

R∈R̄δ
σ

∑
p∈W

∑
v∈W(p)

1{R∼100Rδ
σ (p,v)}

≈δ

1
m ∑

p∈W
∑

v∈W(p)
|{R ∈ Rδ

σ : R ∼100 Rδ
σ (p,v)}|

(223)
⪆δ

|W |Mσ

m
. (226)

(The final lower bound would not necessarily hold for R̄δ
σ , since every rectangle Rδ

σ (p,v), (p,v) ∈ W, is
not necessarily 100-comparable to at least one rectangle from R̄δ

σ .)

7.6.8 Proving that m ≲ n

Recall the constant n = δ−κ̄+ζ from (212). We next claim that

m(R)≲ε,κ δ
−ζ n, R ∈ Rδ

σ , (227)

and in particular m ≲ε,κ δ−ζ 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 λl for 1 ≤ l ≤ k.

Let R = Rδ
σ (p,v) ∈ Rδ

σ , with (p,v) ∈ W. According to (224), there exists at least one

β = (q,w) ∈ (Bδ
σ )

δ
−ε j+1 ,ρ j+1

λ ,t (p,v)⊂ (Gδ
σ )

δ
−ε j+1 ,ρ j+1

λ ,t (p,v) (228)

such that C j+1Rδ
σ (p,v)∩C j+1Rδ

σ (β ) ̸= /0. We first claim that if ω ′ = (p′,v′) ∈ W ⊂ Gδ
σ is any element

such that Rδ
σ (p,v)∼100 Rδ

σ (ω
′), then automatically

t/ρ j ≤ 1
4 t/ρ j+1 ≤ |p′−q| ≤ 4ρ j+1t ≤ ρ jt and C jRδ

σ (ω
′)∩C jRδ

σ (β ) ̸= /0 (229)
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The first property follows from the separation (219) of the sets W,B, and noting that ρ j = C jδ
−ε ≥

4C j+1δ−ε = 4ρ j+1 (recall (207)).
For the second property, note that since Rδ

σ (p,v) ∼100 Rδ
σ (ω

′), we have Rδ
σ (ω

′) ⊂ ARδ
σ (p,v) ⊂

C j+1Rδ
σ (p,v) for some absolute constant A > 0 according to Lemma 60, and by a second application of

the same lemma,
C j+1Rδ

σ (p,v)⊂ C′
j+1Rδ

σ (ω
′)

for some C′
j+1 ≲ C5

j+1. In particular, C j+1Rδ
σ (p,v)⊂ C jRδ

σ (ω
′), recalling from (206) the rapid decay of

the sequence {C j}. The second part of (229) follows from this inclusion, recalling that C j+1R(p,v)∩
C j+1Rδ

σ (β ) ̸= /0.
Let us recap: we have now shown that for ω ′ ∈ W with Rδ

σ (p,v)∼100 Rδ
σ (ω

′), the conditions (229)
hold relative to the fixed pair β ∈ Bδ

σ (determined by R). This gives an inequality of the form

m(R)≤ |{ω
′ ∈ (Gδ

σ )
ρ j
t (β ) : C jRδ

σ (β )∩C jRδ
σ (ω

′) ̸= /0}|, (230)

where the (non-standard) notation (Gδ
σ )

ρ j
t (β ) refers to those pairs (p′,v′) such that t/ρ j ≤ |p′−q| ≤ ρ jt.

In particular, we have no information – yet – about the tangency parameter ∆(p′,q). 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

ω
′ ∈ (Gδ

σ )
δ
−ε j ,ρ j

λ ,t (β ).

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

δ
ε j λ ≤ ∆(p′,q)≤ δ

−ε j λ (231)

to the properties (229). This is a delicate issue: it follows from the choice of β = (q,w) in (228) that we
have excellent two-sided control for ∆(p,q). Regardless, it is only possible to obtain the upper bound
for ∆(p′,q) required by (231), given the information that Rδ

σ (p,v)∼100 Rδ
σ (p′,v′). The lower bound may

seriously fail: the circles S(p′),S(q) may be much more tangent than the circles S(p),S(q), 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(p′)

Figure 4: The failure of the lower bound in (231) in a case where λ ≈ 1 ≈ t, thus σ = δ/
√

λ t ≈ δ . The
black and red annuli Sδ (p),Sδ (q) on the left intersect in a (δ ,δ )-rectangle R = Rδ

δ
(p,v). On the right, the

rectangle R is evidently 100-comparable to a (δ ,δ )-rectangle R′ = Rδ

δ
(p′,v′)⊂ Sδ (p′), but nevertheless

∆(p′,q)≈ δ ≪ λ .

Let p′, p,q be as in (229). Thus Rδ
σ (p′,v′)∼100 Rδ

σ (p,v), where the point (p,v) ∈ W satisfied

C j+1Rδ
σ (p,v)∩C j+1Rδ

σ (q,w) ̸= /0, (232)
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and
δ

ε j+1λ ≤ ∆(p,q)≤ δ
−ε j+1λ and t/ρ j ≤ |p−q| ≤ ρ jt. (233)

These conditions place us in a position to apply Corollary 58. We write λ̄ := ∆(p,q) and t̄ := |p−q|, and

σ̄ := δ/
√

(λ̄ +δ )(t̄ +δ ). If follows from the upper bounds in (233), and since ρ j = C jδ
−ε ≤ δ−ε j+1 ,

that
σ ≲ δ

−ε j+1 σ̄ . (234)

After this observation, it follows from (232) that

A j+1Rδ
σ̄ (p,v)∩A j+1Rδ

σ̄ (q,w) ̸= /0 (235)

for some A j+1 ≲ C j+1δ−ε j+1 ≲ε,κ δ−ε j+1 . Using (234) again, we may also choose the constant A j+1
(under the same size constraint) so large that

ARδ
σ (p,v)⊂ A j+1Rδ

σ̄ (p,v),

where A ≥ 1 is an absolute constant to be specified momentarily. Now, according to Corollary 58, (235)
implies

ARδ
σ (p,v)⊂ A j+1Rδ

σ̄ (p,v)⊂ A′
j+1Rδ

σ̄ (q,w) (236)

for some A′
j+1 ≲ A4

j+1 ≲ε,κ δ−4ε j+1 . Finally, since Rδ
σ (p′,v′)∼100 Rδ

σ (p,v), we have

Rδ
σ (p′,v′)

L.60
⊂ ARδ

σ (p,v)⊂ A′
j+1Rδ

σ̄ (q,w)⊂ SA′
j+1δ (q).

Trivially also Rδ
σ (p′,v′)⊂ SA′

j+1δ (p′), so Rδ
σ (p′,v′)⊂ SA′

j+1δ (q)∩SA′
j+1δ (p′). This implies

A′
j+1δ√

∆(p′,q)|p′−q|

L.54
≳ diam(Rδ

σ (p′,v′))∼ σ .

Recalling that A′
j+1 ≲ε,κ δ−4ε j+1 , this can be rearranged to

∆(p′,q)≲ε,κ (δ 1−4ε j+1/σ)2|p′−q|−1 = δ
−8ε j+1λ · (t/|p′−q|)≲ε δ

−9ε j+1λ .

In the final inequality we used that p′ ∈W and q ∈ B, so |p′−q| ≥ t/ρ j ≳ε δ ε j+1t. In (205), the sequence
{ε j} was chosen to be so rapidly decreasing that ε j > 10ε j+1. Therefore, if δ > 0 is small enough, the
inequality above implies the upper bound claimed in (231).

Recalling also (230), we have now shown that

m(R)≤ |{ω
′ ∈ (Gδ

σ )
δ
−ε j ,ρ j

≤λ ,t (β ) : C jRδ
σ (β )∩C jRδ

σ (ω
′) ̸= /0}|, (237)

where the "≤ λ " 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 ∆(p′,q)⪆ λ may be false. However, recall from (199)
that λ = λk+1, and that the sequence {λl}k

l=1 is multiplicatively δ−ε -dense (or even δ−ε/2-dense) on the
interval [δ ,δ ελ ]⊂ [δ ,λk]. Therefore, we are either in the happy case of the 2-sided bound

δ
ε j λ ≤ ∆(p′,q)≤ δ

−ε j λ , (238)

or otherwise ∆(p′,q)< δ ε j λ ≤ δ ελ , and we can find an index 1 ≤ l ≤ k such that

δ
ε
λl/Cl ≤ λl ≤ ∆(p′,q)≤ δ

−ε
λl ≤Clδ

−ε
λl. (239)

In fact, there is a small gap in this argument: if ∆(p′,q) < δ , then we cannot guarantee (239) for any
1 ≤ l ≤ k. To fix this, we modify (239) so that in the case l = 1, only the upper bound is claimed. With
this convention, the index l ∈ {1, . . . ,k} satisfying (239) can always be found whenever ∆(p′,q)< δ ε j λ .

One of the two cases (238)-(239) is "typical" in the following sense. Since ∆(p′,q) ≤ δ−ε j λ

for all pairs (p′,q) appearing in (237), by the pigeonhole principle there exist m̄(R) ∼ε m(R) pairs
ω1, . . . ,ωm̄(R) ∈ W with first components p1, . . . , pm̄(R) ∈W , and a fixed index 1 ≤ l ≤ k+1, such that

δ
ε
λl/Cl ≤ ∆(pi,q)≤Clδ

−ε
λl, 1 ≤ i ≤ m̄(R), (240)

for some fixed 1 ≤ l ≤ k+ 1. In the case l = k+ 1, the constant "ε" in (240) needs to be replaced by
ε j, recalling the alternatives (238)-(239). In the case l = 1, the two-sided inequality in (240) has to be
replaced by the one-sided inequality ∆(pi,q)≤C1δ 1−ε .

A subtle point is that even though the pairs ω1, . . . ,ωm̄(R) are distinct, the first components p1, . . . , pm̄(R)
need not be. However, they "almost" are: for p ∈W fixed, there can only exist ≲ C j choices v ∈ Sσ (p)
such that C jRδ

σ (p,v)∩C jRδ
σ (β ) ̸= /0 (as in (229)). Thus,

|{p1, . . . , pm̄(R)}|≳ C−1
j m(R).

For this argument, it was important that the "angular" components of the pairs in W are elements in Sσ (p),
recall (222). For notational convenience, we will assume in the sequel that the points p1, . . . , pm̄(R) are
distinct, and we will trade this information for the weaker estimate m̄(R)≳ε C−1

j m(R) (this is harmless,
since C j ≲ε,κ 1).

Now, we have two separate cases to consider. First, if l = k+1, then λl = λ , and we have δ ε j λ ≤
∆(pi,q)≤ δ−ε j λ for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m̄(R). In this case

m(R)≲ε m̄(R)≤ |{ω
′ ∈ (Gδ

σ )
δ
−ε j ,ρ j

λ ,t (β ) : C jRδ
σ (β )∩C jRδ

σ (ω
′) ̸= /0}|

(214)
≤ δ

−ζ n,

using that β ∈ Bδ
σ ⊂ Gδ

σ (recall also Remark 215 where we explained why (214) may be assumed to hold
for β ∈ Gδ

σ , not just β ∈ G). This proves (227) in the case l = k+1.
Assume finally that 1 ≤ l ≤ k. Then, according to (240) we have

m(R)≲ε m̄(R)≤ |{ω
′ ∈ (Gδ

σ )
Clδ

−ε ,ρ j

λl ,t
(β ) : C jRδ

σ (β )∩C jRδ
σ (ω

′) ̸= /0}|. (241)

We note that ρ j = C jδ
−ε ≤Clδ

−ε by the choice of the intermediate constants {C j}, see (206), so the
inequality (241) implies

m(R)≲ε |{ω
′ ∈ (Gδ

σ )
Clδ

−ε

λl ,t
(β ) : C jRδ

σ (β )∩C jRδ
σ (ω

′) ̸= /0}|. (242)
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(This remains true as stated also in the special case l = 1: in this case (240) had to be replaced by the
one-sided inequality ∆(pi,q) ≤ C1δ−ελ1 = C1δ 1−ε , but this implies ωi = (pi,vi) ∈ (Gδ

σ )
C1δ−ε

λ1,t
(β ) for

λ1 = δ , see the last line of Definition 156).
The right hand side looks deceptively like mClδ

−ε ,Cl
δ ,λl ,t

(ω | G) (note also that C j ≤Cl), and since G ⊂ Gl ,
the inductive hypothesis (193) now appears to show that

m(R)≲ε δ
−κ

(212)
≤ δ

−ζ n,

as desired, using here that κ̄ = κh− j > κ by our counter assumption. There is still a small gap in this
argument: the definition of mClδ

−ε ,Cl
δ ,λl ,t

counts elements in the (δ ,σl)-skeleton of G with σl = δ/
√

λlt > σ ,
rather than the (δ ,σ)-skeleton appearing on the right hand side of (242).

This is easy to fix. The solution is to first use the (distinct!) points p1, . . . , pm̄(R) found in (240) to
produce a collection of pairs ω̄1, . . . , ω̄m̄(R) ∈ Gδ

σl
. Indeed, for every 1 ≤ i ≤ m̄(R), we know from (229)

that there corresponds a pair ωi = (pi,vi) ∈ Gδ
σ such that

C jRδ
σ (pi,vi)∩C jRδ

σ (β ) ̸= /0. (243)

For every 1≤ i≤ m̄(R), choose ω̄i :=(pi,vi)∈Gδ
σl

with (pi,vi)≺ (pi,vi). Note that the pairs ω̄1, . . . , ω̄m̄(R)
are all distinct, since the "base" points p1, . . . , pm̄(R) are distinct. Further, it follows from (243), combined
with

AC j
(206)
≤ Ck ≤Cl =⇒ C jRδ

σ (pi,vi)⊂ClRδ
σl
(pi,vi) =ClRδ

σl
(ω̄i),

(here A ≥ 1 is a sufficiently large absolute constant) that

ClRδ
σl
(ω̄i)∩ClRδ

σl
(β ) ̸= /0, 1 ≤ i ≤ m̄(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 (pi,vi) and (pi,vi) have the same "pi".) We note
that the tangency and distance parameters of the pairs ((pi,vi),β ) and (ω̄i,β ) are exactly the same, since
the "base point" pi remained unchanged. Consequently, by (242) and (244), we have

m̄(R)≤ |{ω̄
′ ∈ (Gδ

σl
)Clδ

−ε

λl ,t
(β ) : ClRδ

σl
(β )∩ClRδ

σl
(ω̄ ′) ̸= /0}|

= mClδ
−ε ,Cl

δ ,λl ,t
(β | G)

(193)
≤ δ

−κ
(212)
≤ δ

−ζ n. (245)

We have finally proven (227).

7.6.9 The type of the rectangles R ∈ R̄δ
σ

We next claim that every rectangle R ∈ R̄δ
σ has λ -restricted type (≥ m̄,≥ n̄)εmax relative to (W,B,{E(p)}),

where m̄ := δ εmaxm and n̄ := δ εmaxn. Recall from Definition 121 what this means. Given R ∈ R̄δ
σ , we

should find a subset WR ⊂W with |WR| ≥ m̄, and the following property: for every p ∈WR, there exists a
subset BR(p)⊂ B of cardinality |BR(p)| ≥ n̄ satisfying

δ
εmaxλ ≤ ∆(p,q)≤ δ

−εmaxλ and R ⊂ δ
−εmaxEδ

σ (p)∩δ
−εmaxEδ

σ (q) (246)

for all p ∈WR and q ∈ BR(p). If λ = δ , the first requirement in (246) is relaxed to ∆(p,q)≤ δ−εmaxλ .
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Remark 247. In (246), the definition of the sets Eδ
σ (p),Eδ

σ (q) involves the (δ ,σ)-skeletons of E(p) and
E(q). We emphasise that these sets are not the "original" sets E0(p),E0(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 WR and BR(p) for p ∈ WR, recall that m(R) = m for all R ∈ R̄δ
σ . This mean that

there exists a set WR ⊂ W of m pairs {ωi}m
i=1 = {(pi,vi)}m

i=1 such that R ∼100 Rδ
σ (ωi) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

While the pairs ωi are all distinct, the first components pi need not be. This issue is similar to the one
we encountered below (240), and the solution is also the same: for every pi fixed, there can only be
≲ 1 possibilities for v ∈ Sσ (pi) such that R ∼100 Rδ

σ (pi,v). Therefore the number of distinct elements
in WR := {p1, . . . , pm} is ≳ m, and certainly |WR| ≥ δ εmaxm = m̄. To remove ambiguity, for each distinct
point pi ∈WR, we pick a single element v ∈ Sσ (pi) such that (pi,v) ∈ WR, and we restrict WR to this
subset without changing notation.

Next, fix p ∈WR. Let v ∈ Sσ (p) be the unique element such that ω = (p,v) ∈ WR ⊂ W. Recall from
(224) that

|{β ∈ (Bδ
σ )

δ
−ε j+1 ,ρ j+1

λ ,t (ω) : C j+1Rδ
σ (ω)∩C j+1Rδ

σ (β ) ̸= /0}| ≥ n.

Thus, there exists a collection {βi}n
i=1 = {(qi,wi)}n

i=1 ⊂ Bδ
σ of pairs such that

C j+1Rδ
σ (ω)∩C j+1Rδ

σ (qi,wi) ̸= /0, (248)

and
δ

ε j+1λ ≤ ∆(p,qi)≤ δ
−ε j+1λ and δ

εmaxt ≤ |p−qi| ≤ δ
−εmaxt (249)

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. In the estimates for |p−qi|, we already plugged in ρ j+1 = C j+1δ−ε ≤ δ−εmax , assuming
δ > 0 small enough.

Once more, the qi-components of the pairs {βi} need not all be distinct, but they almost are, by the
following familiar argument: for each qi, there can correspond ≲ C j+1 distinct choices w ∈ Sσ (qi) such
that (248) holds. Therefore, BR(p) := {q1, . . . ,qn} ⊂ B has ≳ C−1

j+1n distinct elements, and certainly
|BR(p)| ≥ n̄.

Let us finally check the conditions (246) for p ∈WR and q ∈ BR(p). The tangency constraint follows
readily from (249), and noting that ε j+1 ≤ εmax. So, it remains to check the inclusion in (246). Fix
p ∈WR and q ∈ BR(p). By definition, p ∈WR means that R ∼100 Rδ

σ (ω) for some ω = (p,v) ∈ WR ⊂ Gδ
σ ,

and in particular v ∈ Eσ (p) (the (δ ,σ)-skeleton of E(p)). Next, q ∈ BR(p) means that there exists
β = (q,w) ∈ Bδ

σ (in particular w ∈ Eσ (q)) such that (248)-(249) hold. We now claim that

R ⊂ δ
−εmaxRδ

σ (ω)∩δ
−εmaxRδ

σ (β )⊂ δ
−εmaxEδ

σ (p)∩δ
−εmaxEδ

σ (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 σ̄ := δ/

√
(∆(p,q)+δ )(|p−q|+δ ),

it follows from the non-empty intersection (248) that

ARδ
σ (ω)⊂ A j+1Rδ

σ (β ),

where A ≥ 1 is a suitable absolute constant, and A j+1 ≲ε δ−O(ε j+1) (compare with (236)). Next, from
R ∼100 Rδ

σ (ω), we simply deduce that R ⊂ ARδ
σ (ω). Since max{A,A j+1} ≤ δ−εmax for δ > 0 small

enough, the inclusion (250) follows.
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We have now proven that every rectangle R ∈ R̄δ
σ has λ -restricted type (≥ m̄,≥ n̄)εmax relative to

(W,B,{E(p)}).

7.6.10 Applying Theorem 123

The constant εmax = εmax(κ,s) > 0 was chosen (recall Section 7.1) in such a way that Theorem 123
holds with constant η = κs/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
Ω = {(p,v) : p ∈ P and v ∈ E(p)} ⊂ Ω0 constructed during the "initial regularisation" in Section 7.4.
Crucially, we recall that Ω satisfies the upper bounds (181) for all λ ∈ Λ and t ∈ T(λ ). This means that
the hypothesis (125) of Theorem 123 is valid with constant Yλ = δ−κs/100λ s|P0|λ .

We also recall from Section 7.4 that our set P0 is Λ-uniform (without loss of generality), and at (176)
we denoted Xλ := |P0 ∩p|δ = |P0|/|P0|λ for p ∈Dλ (P0), and λ ∈ Λ.

We have now verified the hypotheses of Theorem 123. Recall from the previous section that every
rectangle R ∈ R̄δ

σ has type (≥ m̄,≥ n̄)εmax relative to (W,B,{E(p)}). Therefore, we may infer from
Theorem 123 that

|W |Mσ

m

(226)
⪅δ |R̄δ

σ | ≤ δ
−κs/100

[(
|W ||B|

m̄n̄

)3/4

(XλYλ )
1/2 +

|W |
m̄

·XλYλ +
|B|
n̄

·XλYλ

]
.

Here
XλYλ ≤ (|P0|/|P0|λ ) · (δ−κs/100

λ
s|P0|λ ) = δ

−κs/100
λ

s|P0|.

We also recap from (227) that m ≲ε,κ δ−ζ n ≤ δ−ζ−εmax n̄ (where ζ < κs/10), and from (220) that
|B| ≤ δ−2εmax |W |. Recalling from (212) that n ≥ δ−κ+ζ , and from (161) that |P0| ≤ δ−s−ε , we may
rearrange and simplify the estimate above to the form

Mσ ≤ δ
−κs/100−ζ−O(εmax)

[
|W |1/2 ·δ κ/2 · (δ−κs/100

λ
s|P0|)1/2 +δ

−κs/100
λ

s|P0|
]

≤ δ
−κs/100−κs/10−O(εmax)

[
|W |1/2 · (λ/δ )s/2 ·δ κ/2−κs/100 +δ

−κs/100(λ/δ )s
]
. (251)

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

Mσ ≥ δ
2ε

(√
λ t
δ

)s

≥ δ
2ε−κs/5

(
λ

δ

)s

. (252)

The second inequality follows from our restriction to pairs (λ , t) with λ ≤ δ κ/10t (recall (189), and that
λ = λk+1). These inequalities show that the second term in (251) cannot dominate the left hand side,
provided that εmax is chosen small enough in terms of κ,s, and finally δ > 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 Mσ . Since P0 is a (δ ,s,δ−ε)-set, and W ⊂ P ⊂ P0 is
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contained in a ball of radius t, we have |W | ≤ δ−εts|P0| ≤ δ−ε(t/δ )s. Therefore, the first term in (251) is
bounded from above by

δ
κ/2−κs(1/50+1/10)−O(εmax)

(√
λ t
δ

)s

≤ δ
κs/5

(√
λ t
δ

)s

,

provided that εmax > 0 is small enough in terms of κ,s. Evidently, the number above is smaller than the
lower bound for Mσ recorded in (252), provided that ε,εmax,δ > 0 are small enough in terms of κ,s. We
have now obtained the desired contradiction.

To summarise, we have now shown that case (1) in the construction of the sequence {G j} cannot
occur as long as κh− j > κ . As explained at and after (211), this shows that we may define Gk+1 := G j

for a suitable index " j", and this set Gk+1 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 κ ∈ (0,c], where c > 0 is a small absolute constant to
be determined later. Fix κ ∈ (0,c], and let ε = ε(κ,s) > 0 be so small that Theorem 160 holds with
constants κ,s.

Let Ω = {(p,v) : p ∈ P and v ∈ E(p)} be a (δ ,s,C)-configuration, as in Theorem 11. There is no a
priori assumption in Theorem 11 that the sets P,E(p) are δ -separated, but it is easy to reduce matters to
that case; we leave this to the reader, and in fact we assume that P ⊂Dδ and E(p)⊂ Sδ (p) for all p ∈ P.

To prove Theorem 11, we need to find a subset G ⊂ Ω satisfying |G| ≥ δ κ |Ω|, and

mδ (w | G)⪅δ δ
−κ , w ∈ R2. (253)

We start by applying Theorem 160 to Ω to find the subset G ⊂ Ω of cardinality |G| ≥ δ κ |Ω|. By the
choice of "ε" above, we then have

mδ−ε ,κ−1

δ ,λ ,t (ω | G)≤ δ
−κ , ω ∈ G. (254)

We claim that if the absolute constant "c > 0" is chosen small enough (thus κ−1 ≥ c−1 > 0 is sufficiently
large), then (254) implies that

|{(p′,v′) ∈ G : v′ ∈ B(v,2δ )}|= m2δ ((p,v) | G)⪅δ δ
−κ , (p,v) ∈ G. (255)

Let us quickly check that this implies (253) for all w ∈ R2. Indeed, if mδ (w | G)> 0, then there exists
at least one pair (p,v) ∈ G such that w ∈ B(v,δ ). Now, it is easy to see from the definitions that
mδ (w | G)≤ m2δ ((p,v) | G).

The idea for proving (255) is to bound the total multiplicity function m2δ from above by a suitably
chosen partial multiplicity function mδ ,λ ,t . Fix (p,v) = ω ∈ G. Then,

m2δ (ω | G)≤ ∑
λ≤t

m2δ (ω | Gδ−ε

λ ,t (ω)),
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where Gδ−ε

λ ,t (ω) = {(p′,v′) ∈ G : δ ελ ≤ ∆(p, p′) ≤ δ−ελ and δ εt ≤ |p− p′| ≤ δ−εt} as in Definition
156, and the sum runs over some multiplicatively δ−ε -dense sequences of δ ≤ λ ≤ t ≤ 1 (or even all
dyadic values, this is not important here). In particular, there exists a fixed pair (λ , t), depending on ω ,
such that

m2δ (ω | G)⪅δ m2δ (ω | Gδ−ε

λ ,t (ω)) = |{(p′,v′) ∈ Gδ−ε

λ ,t (ω) : v′ ∈ B(v,2δ )}|.

Let {ω j}N
j=1 = {(p j,v j)}N

j=1 ⊂ Gδ−ε

λ ,t (ω) be an enumeration of the pairs on the right hand side. The points
{p1, . . . , pN} may not all be distinct. However, note that if pi is fixed, there are ≲ 1 options v′ ∈ Sδ (pi)
such that v′ ∈ B(v,2δ ) (since v is fixed). Therefore, there is a subset of ∼ N pairs among {(p j,v j)} such
that the points p j are all distinct. Restricting attention to this subset if necessary, we assume that all the
points p j are distinct.

Write σ := δ/
√

λ t. For every index j ∈ {1, . . . ,N}, choose (p j,v j) ∈ Gδ
σ (the (δ ,σ)-skeleton of G)

such that (p j,v j)≺ (p j,v j). Automatically

(p j,v j) ∈ (Gδ
σ )

δ−ε

λ ,t (ω), 1 ≤ j ≤ N,

since the point "p j" remained unchanged. We also note that |v j − v j| ≲ σ , and the pairs (p j,v j) are
distinct because the points p j are. We claim that

κ
−1Rδ

σ (p j,v j)∩κ
−1Rδ

σ (ω) ̸= /0, 1 ≤ j ≤ N, (256)

provided that κ ≤ c, and c > 0 is sufficiently small. Indeed, fix 1 ≤ j ≤ N, and recall that v j ∈ B(v,2δ ).
This immediately shows that v j ∈ 2Rδ

σ (p,v) = 2Rδ
σ (ω), since σ ≥ δ . On the other hand, v j ∈ S(p j),

and |v j −v j|≲ σ , so also v j ∈CRδ
σ (p j,v j) for some absolute constant C ≥ 1. Now, (256) holds for all

κ−1 ≥ c−1 ≥ max{2,C}.
We have now shown that

m2δ (ω | G)⪅δ N ≤ |{ω
′ ∈ (Gδ

σ )
δ−ε

λ ,t (ω) : κ
−1Rδ

σ (ω
′)∩κ

−1Rδ
σ (ω) ̸= /0}|= mδ−ε ,κ−1

δ ,λ ,t (ω | 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 δ ≤ σ ≤ 1, and let R be a family of pairwise 100-incomparable
(δ ,σ)-rectangles. Suppose also that there exists a fixed (δ ,σ)-rectangle R such that the union of the
rectangles in R is contained in AR. Then, |R|≲ A10.

As mentioned in Section 4.2, we first need several auxiliary definitions and lemmas.

Definition 257. We denote by πL : R2 → L the orthogonal projection onto a 1-dimensional subspace L in
R2. If I ⊂ L is a fixed segment, p ∈ R3 and v ∈ S(p) are such that πL(v) ∈ I, then we denote by ΓI,p,v the
connected component of π

−1
L (I)∩S(p) containing v.
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The set ΓI,p,v need not be a graph over I in general. However, given a rectangle R and a family
R of (δ ,σ)-rectangles as in Proposition 63 with a suitable upper bound on σ , we now show how to
select a subfamily R∗ ⊂ 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
Rδ

σ (p,v) =: R(p,v).

Lemma 258. Let A≥ 1, δ ≤σ ≤Aσ ≤σ0 := 1/600. Assume that R is a finite family of (δ ,σ)-rectangles,
all contained in AR, where R = R(p,v) is another (δ ,σ)-rectangle. Then there exists a 1-dimensional
subspace L ⊂ R2, an interval I ⊂ L and a subfamily R∗ ⊂ R with |R∗| ≥ |R|/2 such that

1. πL(AR)⊂ I and ΓI,p,v is a 2-Lipschitz graph over I;

2. for each R(p,v) ∈ R∗:
πL(R)⊂ I and ΓI,p,v is a 2-Lipschitz graph over I.

Proof. First, we find the subspace L and the subfamily R∗ ⊂ R. Let

J(p,v) := S(p)∩B(v, 1
100) and J(p,v) := S(p)∩B(v, 1

100).

These are arcs on the circles S(p) and S(p) which contain the “core arcs” S(p)∩B(v,Aσ) and S(p)∩
B(v,σ) of the rectangles AR and R respectively. We claim that L can be chosen from one of the three lines

L1 = span{(1,0)}, L2 = span{(1,
√

3)}, L3 = span{(−1,
√

3)}

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 {L1,L2,L3}. We give some details to justify this claim.

For every circle S(x,r) and every line L, there exists a segment I of length 4r/
√

5, centered at πL(z),
such that the two components of π

−1
L (I)∩S(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 Li such that πLi(J(p,v)) is contained in the segment on Li 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 = (−
√

3
2 r, 1

2 r), then J(p,v) is clearly a 2-Lipschitz graph over
the line L2, which is perpendicular to the direction of v, but J(p,v) is also a 2-Lipschitz graph over the
horizontal line L1 since

πL1(J(p,v))⊂ πL1(B(v,1/100)) = [−
√

3
2 r− 1

100 ,−
√

3
2 r+ 1

100 ]⊂ [− 2√
5
r, 2√

5
r].

(By the same argument J(p,v) is a 2-Lipschitz graph over L1 for any v = (r cosϕ,r sinϕ) with ϕ ∈
[π/6,5π/6]).

Without loss of generality, we assume in the following that J(p,v) is a 2-Lipschitz graph over L1 and
L2. For 1 ≤ i ≤ 2, define

Ri := {R(p,v) ∈ R : J(p,v) is a 2-Lipschitz graph over Li}.
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LJ(p,v)

J(q,w)
I

I L = R

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| ≤ |R1|+ |R2|. Hence if |R1| ≥ |R|/2, we choose L = L1 and R∗ = R1. Otherwise, we
choose L = L2 and R∗ = R2. For an illustration, see Figure 5. We assume with no loss of generality that
L = L1 = span{(1,0)} and R∗ =R1. We abbreviate π := πL and identify L with R via (x1,0) 7→ x1. Next,
we note that

I := [π(v)− 1
600 ,π(v)+

1
600 ]⊂ π(J(p,v))∩

⋂
R(p,v)∈R∗

π(J(p,v)). (259)

This follows easily from the fact that |v− v| ≤ 1/600 and that π 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 ΓI,p,v,ΓI,p,v are 2-Lipschitz graphs over the segment I. Moreover, it is clear that

π(R)⊂ π(AR)⊂ π(B(v, 1
600)) = I, R ∈ R∗.

This completes the proof of the lemma.

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 ΓI,p,v two possibilities:
it is contained either on an ‘upper’ or on a ‘lower’ half-circle. For p = (x,r) = (x1,x2,r) ∈ R2 × (0,∞),
we write the circle S(p) as the union of two graphs over L as follows

S(p) = S(x,r) = {(y1,y2) ∈ R2 : (y1 − x1)
2 +(y2 − x2)

2 = r2}= S+(p)∪S−(p),

where

S±(p) =
{
(y1,±

√
r2 − (y1 − x1)2 + x2) : y1 ∈ [x1 − r,x1 + r]

}
.

Now for p = (x1,x2,r) ∈ R2 × (0,∞), we define

fp,±(θ) :=±
√

r2 − (θ − x1)2 + x2, θ ∈ [x1 − r,x1 + r]. (260)

We record for any θ ∈ (x1 − r,x1 + r),

f ′p,±(θ) =∓ θ − x1√
r2 − (θ − x1)2

and f ′′p,±(θ) =∓ r2

[r2 − (θ − x1)2]3/2 . (261)
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The functions fp,± are 2-Lipschitz on [x1− 2√
5
r,x1+

2√
5
r], and this is the largest interval with that property.

At the endpoints of it, the corresponding function values are

fp,±(x1 − 2r√
5
) = fp,±(x1 +

2r√
5
) = x2 ± r√

5
. (262)

The tangents to S(p) in the respective points on S(p) have precise slopes +2 or −2.
For simplicity, we denote π = πL : (y1,y2) 7→ y1. Assume that I ⊂ L is an interval and consider p ∈ D

and v ∈ S(p). If the arc ΓI,p,v introduced in Definition 257 is a graph over L, then

either ΓI,p,v = π
−1(I)∩S+(p) or ΓI,p,v = π

−1(I)∩S−(p) (263)

and ΓI,p,v is the graph of fp,+|I or fp,−|I, 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∗ ⊂R

with |R∗| ≥ |R|/4 such that the conclusions (1)-(2) hold and additionally, either ΓI,p,v = π
−1
1 (I)∩S+(p)

for all R(p,v) ∈ R∗, or ΓI,p,v = π
−1
1 (I)∩S−(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.

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 η > 0
and subinterval I ⊂ I in the domain of fp,±, we define the vertical η-neighborhood

f η

p,±(I) := {(y1,y2) ∈ I ×R : fp,±(y1)−η ≤ y2 ≤ fp,±(y1)+η} .

Moreover, for any η ∈ (0,1/200], if fp,± : I → R is 2-Lipschitz, then

π
−1(I)∩Sη(p)⊂ f 4η

p,+(I)∪ f 4η

p,−(I). (265)

Here, the upper bound on η ensures that the points on S(p) which are η-close to points in π−1(I)∩Sη(p)
lie in the part of the graph of fp,± where the Lipschitz constant is small enough for the inclusion (265)
to hold. In particular, if R = R(p,v) is a rectangle with I = π(R) ⊂ I and η = δ < 1/200, and if
fp ∈ { fp,+, fp,−} is such that ΓI,p,v is the graph of fp, then the inclusion in (265) yields

R ⊂ f 4δ
p (π(R)) (266)

since R⊂ π−1(π(R))∩Sδ (p). A priori, (265) only yields R⊂ f 4δ
p,+(π(R))∪ f 4δ

p,−(π(R)), but the conditions
δ < 1/200, π(R)⊂ I and the assumptions on ΓI,p,v ensure that either R ⊂ f 4δ

p,+(π(R)) or R ⊂ f 4δ
p,−(π(R)).

We will also need an opposite inclusion for enlarged rectangles. Let δ ≤ σ , R = R(p,v) with π(R)⊂ I
and fp : I → R be 2-Lipschitz with graph equal to ΓI,p,v. Then, for any C ≥ 1, if I ⊂ I is an interval with
|I| ≤Cσ and such that π(R)⊂ I, then

f Cδ
p (I)⊂ 4CR. (267)
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The inclusion f Cδ
p (I) ⊂ S4Cδ (p) is clear. To prove that also f Cδ

p (I) ⊂ B(v,4Cσ), consider an arbitrary
point y = (y1,y2) ∈ f Cδ

p (I). Since π(R)⊂ I ⊂ I and ΓI,p,v is the graph of fp, there exists θ ∈ I such that
v = (θ , fp(θ)) and using the 2-Lipschitz continuity of fp on I ⊃ I, we can estimate

|y− v| ≤ |y2 − fp(y1)|+ |(y1, fp(y1))− (θ , fp(θ))| ≤Cδ +
√

5|y1 −θ | ≤Cδ +3|I| ≤ 4Cσ ,

concluding the proof of (267). In order to apply arguments that were stated in [17] for certain C2 functions,
we need a preliminary result about the behavior of p 7→ fp,± with respect to the C2(I)-norm.

Lemma 268. There exists an absolute constant K ≥ 1 such that for all p, p′ ∈ D, if I ⊂ R is an interval
so that fp,+, fp′,+ : I → R are 2-Lipschitz, then

∥ fp,+− fp′,+∥C2(I) ≤ K|p− p′|. (269)

The corresponding result for the pair ( fp,−, fp′,−) is also true, but not needed.

Proof. We abbreviate fp = fp,+ for p = (x1,x2,r). The norm ∥ fp∥C2(I) is uniformly bounded for all p
and I as in the statement of the lemma. Indeed, since fp is assumed to be 2-Lipschitz on I, we have
fp(θ) ∈ [x2 +

r√
5
,x2 + r], θ ∈ I, by the discussion around (262) and hence

r√
5
≤
√

r2 − (θ − x1)2 ≤ r (270)

for all θ ∈ I. Since p ∈ D, this yields a uniform upper bound for ∥ fp∥C2(I), recalling the expressions
stated in (260)–(261) for fp and its derivatives. Thus it suffices to prove (269) under the assumption that
|p− p′| ≤ 1/400.

For arbitrary p, p′ ∈ R2 × (0,∞), we have

S(p′)⊂ S2|p−p′|(p). (271)

In particular,

(θ , fp′(θ)) ∈ π
−1(I)∩S2|p−p′|(p)

(265)
⊂ f 8|p−p′|

p,+ (I)∪ f 8|p−p′|
p,− (I), θ ∈ I.

Our upper bound |p− p′| ≤ 1/400 and the assumption p, p′ ∈ D rule out the possibility that (θ , fp′(θ)) ∈
f 8|p−p′|
p,− (I). Indeed, by (262), we know on the one hand that

fp′(θ) ∈ [x′2 +
r′
5 ,x

′
2 + r′].

On the other hand, again by (262), if (θ , fp′(θ)) ∈ f 8|p−p′|
p,− (I), then necessarily

fp′(θ) ∈
[
x2 − r−8|p− p′|,x2 − r√

5
+8|p− p′|

]
.

The two inclusions are compatible only if

x′2 +
r′
5 ≤ x2 − r√

5
+8|p− p′|,
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or in other words, if
8|p− p′| ≥ x′2 − x2 +

r+r′√
5
.

Since this implies that 9|p− p′| ≥ 1/
√

5, it is impossible. Thus we conclude that

(θ , fp′(θ)) ∈ f 8|p−p′|
p (I), θ ∈ I.

In particular, it follows

∥ fp′ − fp∥∞ := sup
θ∈I

| fp′(θ)− fp(θ)| ≤ 8|p− p′|. (272)

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

∥ f ′p′ − f ′p∥∞ ≲ |p− p′|, ∥ f ′′p′ − f ′′p∥∞ ≲ |p− p′|,

with uniform implicit constants. Together with (272), this concludes the proof.

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. Let 0 < δ ≤ σ ≤ 1/200 and assume that R = R(p,v),R′ = R(p′,v′) are 100-incomparable
(δ ,σ)-rectangles with p, p′ ∈ D. Suppose further that there exists an interval I such that ΓI,p,v ⊂ S+(p),
ΓI,p′,v′ ⊂ S+(p′), π(R)∪π(R′)⊂ I and so that fp,+ and fp′,+ are 2-Lipschitz on I.

Then, if R(p,v)∩R(p′,v′) ̸= /0, there exists a point θ ∈ π(R(p,v)∪R(p′,v′)) such that

| fp,+(θ)− fp′,+(θ)|> 20δ .

Proof. We denote I := π(R(p,v)∪R(p′,v′)) and observe that this is an interval since R(p,v)∩R(p′,v′) ̸=
/0. By assumption I ⊂ I. To prove the lemma, we argue by contradiction and assume for all θ ∈ I,

| fp,+(θ)− fp′,+(θ)| ≤ 20δ . (274)

This implies that

R(p′,v′)
(266)
⊂ f 4δ

p′,+(I)
(274)
⊂ f 24δ

p,+ (I). (275)

Since
|I|= |π(R(p,v)∪R(p′,v′))| ≤ |π(B(v,σ))|+ |π(B(v′,σ))| ≤ 4σ ,

we can use (267) to conclude from (275) that R(p′,v′)⊂ 100R(p,v), contradicting the 100-incomparability
of R(p,v) and R(p′,v′). This concludes the proof.

We are now in a position to show Proposition 63:

DISCRETE ANALYSIS, 2024:18, 83pp. 77

http://dx.doi.org/10.19086/da
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Proof of Proposition 63. Let R=R(p,v) be a fixed (δ ,σ)-rectangle as in the statement of the proposition.
Since every (δ ,σ)-rectangle R = R(p,v)⊂ AR is contained in SAδ (p,v)∩SAδ (p,v), and since SAδ (p,v)∩
SAδ (p,v) can be covered by boundedly many (Aδ ,

√
Aδ/|p−p|)-rectangles according to Lemma 54, it

follows that
σ ≲

√
Aδ

|p−p| .

This holds in particular for all R = R(p,v) ∈ R. Hence defining

PR := {p ∈ D : R(p,v) ∈ R for some v ∈ S(p)},

we know that there exists a universal constant C > 0 such that

PR ⊂ B
(
p,C Aδ

σ2

)
⊂ R3. (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′| ≤ δ}|≲ A. (277)

Indeed, let R(p1,v1), . . . ,R(pn,vn) be a listing of the rectangles on the left. Then vi ∈ AR∩S3δ (p) for all
1 ≤ i ≤ n. Note that diam(AR)∼ Aσ . Now, if n ≥CA for a suitable absolute constant C ≥ 1, we may
find two elements vi,v j with |vi −v j| ≤ 10σ . But since |pi − p j| ≤ 2δ , it would follow that the rectangles
R(pi,vi) and R(p j,v j) are 100-comparable, contrary to our assumption. This proves (277).

We divide the remaining proof into two cases according to the size of σ , using the threshold
σ0 = 1/600 from Lemma 258. The first case, where σ 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 ∼A δ 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.

Case 1 (A−1σ0 < σ ≤ 1). Inserting the lower bound for σ into (276), we find that there exists a
universal constant C > 0 (possibly larger than before) such that

PR ⊂ B(p,CA3
δ ).

Hence, PR can be covered by N ≲ (CA3)3 balls B1, . . . ,BN of radius δ/2. By (277), for every i = 1, . . . ,N,
there are ≲ A rectangles R(p,v) ∈ R with p ∈ Bi. We deduce that

|R|≲ (CA3)3 max
i∈{1,...,N}

|{R(p,v) ∈ R : p ∈ PR ∩Bi}|≲ (CA3)3 ·A ∼ A10.

Case 2 (σ ≤ A−1σ0). Let now R∗ ⊂ R be the subfamily given by Lemma 264. Without loss of
generality we may assume that for every R(p,v) ∈ R∗, we have ΓI,p,v ⊂ 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 fp,+ that are sufficiently close to each other in C2(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,∗ := {p ∈ D : there is v ∈ S(p) with R(p,v) ∈ R∗} ⊂ B(p,At), (278)
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where A ≲ A and
t := min{δ/σ

2,2}.

On the other hand, by (277), we also know that for each p ∈ PR,∗, there are at most ≲ A many v ∈ S(p)
such that R(p,v) ∈ R∗. As a result,

|PR,∗|≳ A−1|R∗|. (279)

Combining (278) and (279), we may choose a ball

B0 ⊂ B(p,At) (280)

of radius t
2K , where K ≥ 1 is the constant from Lemma 268, such that

|PR,∗∩B0|≳ A−3|PR,∗|. (281)

We define a further subfamily

R◦
∗ := {R(p,v) ∈ R∗ : p ∈ PR,∗∩B0}.

Hence by (279) and (281)
|R◦

∗| ≥ |PR,∗∩B0|≳ A−4|R∗|.

Thus if we manage to show that |R◦
∗|≲ A3, we can deduce that

A−4|R∗|≲ |R◦
∗|≲ A3 =⇒ |R∗|≲ A4A3 ≲ A10.

This will conclude the proof since |R∗| ∼ |R| by Lemma 264.
It remains to prove that |R◦

∗|≲ A3. Applying Corollary 268, we deduce that

∥ fi − f j∥C2(I) ≤ t pi, p j ∈ B0, (282)

where fi := fpi,+ and f j := fp j,+. Following the argument in [17, Lemma 3.15], we will show that

|{R ∈ R◦
∗ : z ∈ R}|≲ A, z ∈ R2. (283)

This will give

|R◦
∗| ·δσ ≲

∫
AR

∑
R∈R◦

∗

1R ≲ A ·Leb(AR)≲ A3
δσ ,

as desired.
To prove (283), fix z = (θ0,y0) ∈ R2 which is contained in, say, N pairwise 100-incomparable (δ ,σ)-

rectangles R j ∈ R◦
∗, for 1 ≤ j ≤ N. The claim is that N ≲ A. Note that π(R j) necessarily contains the

point θ0 +σ/3 or θ0 −σ/3, and we can bound individually the cardinality of the two subfamilies of
{R j : j = 1, . . . ,N} where one of the two options occur. Thus let us assume in the following without loss
of generality that θ0 +σ/3 ∈ π(R j) for all j.

To show our claim, it suffices to establish the following two inequalities:

| f ′i (θ0)− f ′j(θ0)| ≤ 100A · (δ/σ), 1 ≤ i, j ≤ N, (284)
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and
| f ′i (θ0)− f ′j(θ0)| ≥ δ/σ , 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 R◦

∗.
We give one argument that takes care both of the short rectangles (σ ≤

√
δ ), and the long rectangles

(σ ≥
√

δ ) treated in [17]. Recalling the C2(I) bound (282), we have

∥ fi − f j∥C2(I) ≤ t = min{δ/σ
2,2}. (286)

We apply this to prove (284). Let us denote h := fi − f j, and let us assume to the contrary that |h′(θ0)|>
100A · (δ/σ). Then, using (286), for all θ ∈ π(Ri)∪π(R j) with |θ −θ0| ≤ σ , we have

|h′(θ)| ≥ |h′(θ0)|−∥h′′∥∞|θ −θ0| ≥ 100A · (δ/σ)−min{δ/σ
2,2}σ > 99A · (δ/σ),

using A≥ 1. By (266) and the assumption that the rectangles R j all intersect at (θ0,y0) and θ0 ∈ π(R j)⊂ I,
we have |h(θ0)| ≤ 8δ . We will combine this information with the lower bound for |h′| on the interval
π(Ri)∪π(R j) to reach a contradiction with the assumption that Ri ∪R j ⊂ AR. Recall that θ0 +σ/3 ∈
π(Ri)∩π(R j). Then,

|h(θ0 +σ/3)| ≥ |h(θ0 +σ/3)−h(θ0)|−8δ ≥ 99A · (δ/σ) ·σ/3−8δ ≥ 33A ·δ −8δ > 25Aδ .

But this is not consistent with the assumption that

{(θ0 +σ/3, fi(θ0 +σ/3)),(θ0 +σ/3, f j(θ0 +σ/3))} ⊂ Ri ∪R j ⊂ AR,

noting that the “vertical” thickness of AR is at most 8Aδ since AR ⊂ f 4Aδ
p,+ (π(AR)) or AR ⊂ f 4Aδ

p,− (π(AR))
according to (266).

The proof of (285) is similar. This time we make the counter assumption that |h′(θ0)|< δ/σ . The
assumption θ0 ∈ π(Ri ∩R j) implies that π(Ri ∪R j) is an interval contained in [θ0 −2σ ,θ0 +2σ ]. Using
(286), as above, this leads to the following estimate

|h′(θ)| ≤ |h′(θ0)|+∥h′∥∞|θ −θ0|< δ

σ
+min

{
δ

σ2 ,2
}

2σ ≤ 3δ/σ , θ ∈ π(Ri ∪R j).

Finally, since |h(θ0)| ≤ 8δ , we deduce from the preceding estimate that

|h(θ)| ≤ 8δ +(3δ/σ) ·2σ = 14δ , θ ∈ π(Ri ∪R j).

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.
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