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Abstract: We show that for any compact set E C R? the visible part of E has Hausdorff
dimension at most d — 1/6 for almost every direction. This improves recent estimates of
Orponen and Matheus.

If E is s-Ahlfors regular, where s > d — 1, we prove a much better estimate. In that case
we have for almost every direction 0

dimyg(Visg(E)) <s—o(s—d+1),

where o > 0.183 is absolute. The estimate is new even for self-similar sets satisfying the
open set condition. Along the way, we prove a refinement of the Marstrand’s slicing theorem
for Ahlfors regular sets.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Visibility conjecture

Given 0 € S !let /g = {16 : t >0} C R be the closed half-line spanned by 8. The visible part of a
compact set E C R in direction 0 is defined as

Vng(E):{XEE : (x—l—ﬁg)ﬁE:{x}}.
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Let 7rg : RY — 6+ be the orthogonal projection to the (d — 1)-dimensional plane 8. Since 7y (Visg (E)) =
7o (E), it follows from the Marstrand-Mattila projection theorem (see e.g. [Mat15, Theorem 5.8]) that for
Hi 1 ae 6 eS¢!

dimy(Visg(E)) > min{dimy(E), d — 1}, (L.1)

where dimy stands for the Hausdorff dimension. Observe that we also have the trivial upper bound
dimy (Visg(E)) < dimy(E) (1.2)

simply because Visg(E) C E. The two estimates together imply that for sets satisfying dimy(E) <d — 1
the inequality (1.1) is in fact an equality. The visibility conjecture asserts that the same holds for all
compact sets E.

Conjecture. If E C R? is compact and diimy(E) > d — 1, then for H? '-a.e. 6 € S?~!
dimy (Visg (E)) = d — 1. (1.3)

To the best of our knowledge the conjecture first appeared in [JJMOO3]; another early mention is
[Mat04, Problem 11].

The visibility conjecture has been confirmed for several special classes of sets. It holds for quasicircles,
graphs of continuous functions [JJMOO03], fractal percolation [AJJ " 12], and for self-similar and self-affine
sets satisfying various additional hypotheses [JJMOO03, FF13, Ros21, JISW22].

Some progress has also been made towards proving (1.3) for general compact sets. A special case
of Theorem 1.1 from [JIN04] gives that if E C R¢ satisfies 0 < H*(E) < oo, then H*(Visg(E)) = 0 for
a.e. 8 € SY"!. In a recent breakthrough, Orponen showed that for any compact E C R? we have for a.e.
6 € S! |

dimy(Visg(E)) <d — %04’
so that at least for sets with dimension close enough to d we can beat the trivial bound (1.2). Orponen’s
proof was optimised by Matheus [Mat21a], but due to typos in equations [Mat21a, (2.9) and (3.17)] the
estimates obtained are weaker than stated.

Quite amazingly, in general it is still not known whether for sets satisfying dimg(E) > d — 1 we
have dimy (Visg(E)) < dimg(E) for a.e. 8 € SY~!. Until now, this was open even for self-similar sets
satisfying the open set condition. If we assume additionally that the rotation group of the associated IFS
is finite, and that the projection 7g (E) has non-empty interior, then this was shown in [JISW22, Theorem
2.11]. Some estimates for self-similar sets were also shown in [Mat21a], but they were only valid if
dimy (E) was large enough, and due to the typo in [Mat21a, (3.17)] it is not clear to us what the estimate
obtained for dimy(Visg (E)) is.

(1.4)

In the first result of this article we improve on the trivial bound (1.2) for all Ahlfors regular sets with
dimy(E) > d — 1. Recall that a compact set E C R? is s-Ahlfors regular, where 0 < s < d, if there exists
a constant C > 1 such that

C'¥ <IC(ENB(x,r)) <Cr* forallx € E,r>0.

DISCRETE ANALYSIS, 2024:17, 31pp. 2


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

VISIBLE PARTS AND SLICES OF AHLFORS REGULAR SETS

Theorem 1.1. Letd — 1 < s < d. Suppose that E C RY is a compact s-Ahlfors regular set. Then, for a.e.
6 cSi!
dimg(Visg(E)) <s—oa(s—d+1)=(1—a)s+a(d—1), (1.5)

where o = 1—+/6/3 > 0.1835.

In particular, the result holds for self-similar sets satisfying weak separation condition, see [FHORI1S5,
Theorem 2.1]. Note that proving (1.5) with a = 1 would establish the visibility conjecture for Ahlfors-
regular sets.

In [Orp22, Remark 1.3] Orponen remarked that while the constant 1/50 in (1.4) could be improved
by optimising the argument (this was done in [Mat21a]), “it seems likely that more ideas will be needed
to get an upper bound of the form n — ¢ for some absolute ¢ > 0.” In our second main result we obtain
such a bound.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that E C R¢ is compact. Then, for a.e. 6 € S~

dimy (Visg(E)) < d — é. (1.6)

This improves the best known upper bound for dimy (Visg (E)) for general compact sets.

1.2 Slicing Ahlfors regular sets

When proving Theorem 1.1 we needed an upper bound for the dimension of line slices of Ahlfors regular
sets, that is, sets of the form F N ¢, where / is a line. We prove a more general result, valid for slices of
arbitrary dimension.

Let 1 <n <d—1 be an integer. The celebrated Marstrand’s slicing theorem [Mar54, Mat75] states
that for a set F C RY with 0 < H*(F) < oo and n < s < d we have for ¥, ,-a.e. L € §(d,n)

dimy(FNV,r) =s—n for H'-ae. x € F. (1.7)

Here G(d,n) denotes the Grassmannian of n-dimensional planes in R?, v, , is the Haar measure on §(d,n),
and V, ;== x+ L+. See [Mat95, Theorem 10.11] or [Mat15, Theorem 6.9] for textbook references.
Refinements and alternative proofs of Marstrand’s slicing theorem have been found in [Mat81, Orp14,
MO16], see also [Matl5, Chapter 6] and recent surveys [Mat21b, Mat23]. The properties of slices of
certain special classes of fractals have also been extensively studied, see e.g. [Wul9, Shm19, Alg20,
BKY21, ABK23].
In [Matl5, p. 97] Mattila asked whether it is possible to get a dimension upper bound on the set

F,p={xe€F : dimg(FNVy) > u},

where 0 < H*(F) <eo,n <s<d,and s —n < u < d—n. Note that (1.7) gives only H*(F, ) = 0 for a.e.
L € §(d,n). We prove such estimate for the endpoint u = s — n in the case that F is Ahlfors regular. In
this case, we are also able with no extra effort to replace in the definition of F, ; the Hausdorff dimension
by the upper box-counting dimension.
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Theorem 1.3. Let n < s < d. Suppose that F C R is a compact s-Ahlfors regular set. Then, for Yan-a.e.
Le§(d,n)
dimg({x € F : dimpox(FNVy 1) >s—n}) <n. (1.8)

For a more quantitative version of Theorem 1.3, see Proposition 3.1.

Remark 1.4. In fact, we prove that (1.8) holds for every L € §(d,n) such that the push-forward of H*|r
under the orthogonal projection 7, belongs to the Sobolev space H°(R") for all 0 < ¢ < (s —n)/2.
This is known to be true for y; ,-a.e. L € §(d,n) (see Lemma 2.4), and for a general set F C R? with
0 < H*(F) < oo this is likely to be sharp, in the sense that the set of exceptional planes & C G(d,n) where
the Sobolev bound fails may satisfy dimy(€) = dimy(G(d,n)). However, it seems plausible that for
Ahlfors regular sets F' the set of exceptional planes € is much smaller. Hence, proving any non-trivial
upper bounds on dimg (&) for Ahlfors regular sets would immediately give an estimate on the dimension
of exceptional planes where (1.8) fails.

Remark 1.5. The estimate (1.8) is only interesting if s < 2n, because for s > 2n it is easy to show that for
Yan-a.e. L€ G(d,n)
{xeF : dimpox(FNVyp) >s—n} =0, (1.9

see the argument above (3.11). (1.9) also holds trivially for s = d, simply because dimy(Vy 1) = d —n.

Question 1.6. It is not clear to us how sharp (1.8) is. Comparing (1.8) and (1.9), it is tempting to ask
whether for n < s < min(2n,d) and sets with 0 < J{*(F) < oo we have

dimy({x € F : dimy(FNVyz) >s—n}) <2n—s

fora.e. L € §(d,n).
Observe that if this estimate was true, then for s > 3n/2 it would automatically improve to {x € F :
dimg(FNVyy) >s—n} =@ forae. L € §(d,n), simply because s —n > 2n — s in this regime.

1.3 About the proofs

The proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 follow the general strategy invented in [Orp22], which we
briefly describe below.

Given a compact set E C [0, 1] and a fixed direction 8 € S~!, we seek an estimate for <% (Visg (E))
for some 7 > 0. Consider the lines £ parallel to 6 that cover [0,1]¢. The lines are divided into two
classes, the good lines and the bad lines. Loosely speaking, a line £ € Lg is good if the slice E N is
quite similar to the §-slice EN¥(6), where £(6) is the §-neighbourhood of ¢. Otherwise, ¢ is bad. Let
Ly be the union of bad lines, and L¢ the union of good lines. We estimate H¢~*(Visg(E) NLg) and
H="(Visg (E) N Lg) separately.

We have a poor understanding of how Visg(E) N Lg looks, but luckily we can show that there are
very few bad lines, in the sense that g (Lg) has small dimension. This step uses crucially the Sobolev
estimate for the projections of high-dimensional Frostman measures, see Lemma 2.4. Then, we can
estimate crudely

HET(Visg(E) NLg) < HE " (my(Lp)) < 8°. (1.10)
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On the other hand, the good part Visg (E) N L¢ has a very nice structure, so that for each d-tube T parallel
to 6 we have

N(T NVisg(E)NLg,8) < 87 17¢, (1.11)

where N(-, d) stands for §-covering number, and then

HE " (Vise(E)NLg) S Y. N(TNVisg(E)NLg,8)- 877 < 87487118 5977 = 8%,
T

This is the outline of the proof in [Orp22]. In this paper we make two improvements. Firstly, in
[Orp22] one begins by discarding exceptional directions where the Sobolev norm of projections is large
(this is important for the estimate of H% ! (79(Lp))). In the end, this forces T < 1/d. In the current
paper, we do not discard exceptional directions. Instead, all our estimates depend on the Sobolev norm
of the projections, and only at the end we average over all the directions. This removes some annoying
terms from the estimates, and allows us to obtain Theorem 1.2, where 7 is independent of d.

The second improvement consists of using the slicing estimate from Theorem 1.3 (or rather Proposi-
tion 3.1) in the case n = d — 1, which corresponds to slicing with lines. In [Orp22] it is hard to do better
than (1.10) or (1.11) because a priori each slice might be of dimension 1. Using Theorem 1.3, we know
that for an s-Ahlfors regular set £ most slices will have dimension at most s —d + 1, which allows us to
significantly improve (1.10) and (1.11). This is how we get Theorem 1.1.

Finally, the proof of Theorem 1.3 relies on the Sobolev regularity of projections (Lemma 2.4) and
the trace formulas for Sobolev functions (Theorem 2.1). It involves proving a weak-type estimate for
the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function which is roughly of the form M : H°(R") — L>*(H"2°) for
0 <o <n/2,see Lemma 3.2.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

Inequalities of the form f < Cg, where C is some constant, will be abbreviated as f < g. If the constant
C depends on an additional parameter €, we will write f <. g. We will ignore dependence on dimension
d and on Ahlfors-regularity constants. If we have g < f < g, we will write f ~ g.

Given x € R4 r > 0 we will denote the open ball centered at x of radius r by B(x,r). If x € R?"!,
then B(x, r) will stand for the (d — 1)-dimensional open ball in R¢~!. If B is a ball, then r(B) will denote
its radius.

If A C R? and § > 0, then N(A, §) denotes the §-covering number of A.

Given an affine line ¢ and 6 > 0, /(§) will denote the §-neighbourhood of /.

Let D be the family of standard dyadic cubes on R¢. Given a dyadic cube Q we will denote its
sidelength by £(Q).

S(d,n) stands for the Grassmannian of n-dimensional planes in R?. Given L € §(d,n), iy : R — L~
R” denotes the orthogonal projection to L. Given 6 € SY~!, we set 7 := 7y, so that mg : RY — R1,
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2.2 Sobolev spaces

For o € R the fractional Sobolev space H° (R?) C 8'(R?) is the completion of the set of Schwartz
functions f € $(R¥) such that

1 o sy = [ IO+ IEP)T dE <o

The quantity above is the inhomogeneous Sobolev norm. Its homogeneous counterpart is
£ e ey = [ IFEPIEP dE.

Observe that if v is a finite Borel measure on R¢, and ¢ > 0, then we can estimate the inhomogeneous
norm using the homogeneous one:

V1o e = [ PER+IEP)
S NG L TR HRE

S v é)lleJrIIVIIHa ri) < VR + [Vl ey 2.1

Another tool we will use in our proof is the theory of traces of Sobolev functions with respect to
fractal measures. Results of this type can be found e.g. in the classical monographs [Maz11, Chapter 11],
[AH96, Chapter 7], or [Tri06, Chapter 7]. The statement we found particularly convenient was Theorem
7.16 from [Tri06], and in our setting it gives the following.

Theorem 2.1. Let 0 <t < d, € >0, and 6 > (d —t + €)/2. Suppose that f € 8(R?), and that 1 is a
Radon probability measure on R? satisfying n(B(x,r)) < Cor'. Then,

1f 120y Se (Co)'2 11 £llpgo ey

2.3 Frostman measures

We are going to use two versions of the classical Frostman’s lemma. The first one is due to Orponen
[Orp22, Lemma A.1], and the difference compared to the usual Frostman’s lemma is the lower bound on

v(0Q).

Lemma 2.2. IfK C [0,1)? is compact, 0 <t < d, then there exists a Radon measure v with suppVv C K,
satisfying
Vv(B(x,r)) <r forxeRYr>0

and for all dyadic cubes Q C [0,1)¢
v(Q) 2 min(J(QNK), 3 (Q)).
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We remark that the Frostman measure v above satisfies v(K) ~ H.,(K), and in particular if ¢ >
dimg(K), then v = 0.

The second version of Frostman’s lemma we will use concerns unions of dyadic cubes, and it asserts
that at small scales the Frostman measure associated to such sets is just normalized Lebesgue measure.
This follows from the usual construction of the Frostman measure using dyadic cubes, as in [Mat95,
Theorem 8.8], and we omit the proof.

Lemma 2.3. Let X C D be a collection of disjoint dyadic cubes with K == Jgex Q C [0, 1]d. For any
0 < t < d there exists a Radon measure v with supp Vv C K, satisfying v(K) ~ H' (K),

v(B(x,r)) <7 forxeRYr>0,

and for all Q € X

V|Q = E(Q)dg{ 0- (22)
Let v be a compactly supported Radon measure on R¢. Given L € §(d,n) we will write v, to denote
the push-forward of v under the orthogonal projection 7. Whenever vy < JH{", which will always be the
case in this paper, the expression “v;” will denote both the measure and its density with respect to H".
Similarly, for 8 € S~! we will write vy to denote the push-forward of v under the orthogonal projection
Tp : R4 — RI-1,
The following estimate is well-known (see e.g. [Mat15, Theorem 5.10]), so we only sketch the proof.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that v is Radon measure on R? with suppv C [0,1)¢, and that it satisfies
V(B(x,r)) < Cot forsomen <t <d. Let0< & <t—n,and 6 = (t —n—¢€)/2. Then,

L el 410(0) e CoviRe).

Proof. Recall that given 0 < s < d, the Riesz s-energy of a Radon measure i on R is defined as

1w =[] |x1y|s dp(x)du(y).

If 1 is compactly supported, then we also have the following well-known identity relating Riesz energy
with the homogeneous Sobolev norm: for 0 < s < d

L(w) = Ca [ IB(E)PIEFdE, 3

see [Matl15, Theorem 3.10] for the proof.
A simple computation shows that the Frostman condition v(B(x,r)) < Cyr' implies

L_e(v) <e Cov(RY). (2.4)
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Using the fact that v, (&) = V(&) for & € L, another standard computation (see [Mat15, Theorem 5.10]
for details) gives

/S(d’”)HVLH%{g(RH)dG:/g(d,n)/L“//\L(é)’nggn dj{n(é)d}’d’n(L)
~ [ PEPIEF dE ~ elv) Se GV (RY.

Together with (2.1), this gives the desired estimate. 0

3 Slicing Ahlfors regular sets

In this section we prove Theorem 1.3. We first prove the following more quantitative result, which will be
crucial later in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Given a locally integrable function f : R? — R, the centered Hardy-Littlewood maximal function of
f is defined as

MfG) =sup— [ [fO)dy.

>0 1" JB(x,r)

Recall that if v is a Radon measure on R? and L € §(d,n), then vy is the pushforward of v under the
orthogonal projection 7 : RY — R”.

Proposition 3.1. Lern < s <min(2n,d) and 0 < € < (s—n)/2. Let v be an s-Ahlfors regular measure
on RY with F := suppv C B(0,1). Let M > 3"v(F), L € §(d,n), and

Fy = {x el : MVL<7TL(X)) > M}

Then, for 6 = (s —n—¢€)/2 we have
FL2 (Far) Se M |Ve o gy
Most of this section is dedicated to proving this result. Fix v and F' as above, and let
H ={xeR" : Mv,(x) > M},
so that H' = 7, (F)y). We would like to get a bound of the form
HL 22 (H) Se M2 VL 3o gy -

We first establish a dyadic variant of this estimate.
Let B C Dgn be the family of maximal dyadic cubes satisfying

VL(Q) —n
oy 23 3.1)
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Since 37"M > v(F) and supp v, C [0,1)", we get that all cubes from B are contained in [0,1)". Let

H= UQGB Q
Note that for any Q € Dgr» which is not contained in H we have
vi(Q) _ .-
<37"M. 3.2)
(o)
Lemma 3.2. We have
2 (H) Se M2 Vil o (33)

Proof. Assume that H2'—5+2¢(H) > 0, since otherwise there is nothing to prove. Let 17 be the Radon
measure on H given by Frostman’s lemma Lemma 2.3, normalized so that 1(R") = 1 (this can be done
since H(Z"~5+2¢(H) > 0), so that it satisfies

n (B(x, r)) S (g_finferZs (I_I))fll,Znﬁv+2£7

where the implicit constant depends only on the dimension.

We would like to apply Theorem 2.1 with respect to v and 711. However, it is not clear if we can do
that, since v, might not be a Schwartz function. To overcome this minor issue, we will mollify v;.

Let ¢ : R" — R be a non-negative radial C* function with ¢(0) > 0, supp¢ C B(0,1) and [¢ = 1.
For 0 < y < I set @y(x) =y "@(x/y). Let f, = vp * @y.

By Theorem 2.1 applied to f, and 1), witht =2n—s+2€ and 6 = (s —n—€)/2, we have
VP n Se 0222 (1) fy oo
S22 H) Vel o, B4

where in the last estimate we used the fact that convolving with ¢, does not increase the Sobolev norm.
Now we get a lower bound for the left hand side. First, we claim that if 0 € B and 0 < y < ¢(Q)/2,
then

/Q Fy(x)dx 2 MUQ)". (3.5)

Indeed, let O C Q be a dyadic subcube with £(Q) = £(Q)/2 and v,(Q) > M(Q)" (such subcube exists
by (3.1)). It follows from elementary geometry that the set

C:={yeB(0,7) : y+0C 0}

is a truncated one-sided cone centered at 0 with opening angle ~ 1. Since ¢y is radial and |, B0,y Pr = 1,
we get [~ @y(y)dy 2 1. Thus,

Jax= [vieoax= [ o) [ vitc—ydsay
> /C 9,(7) /Q vie=y)dxdy= [ gy /QvL<z>dzdy
=vi(0) [ oy dy 2 MU(Q)",
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where in the last estimate we used that vL(é) = M{(Q)", by the definition of Q. This gives (3.5).
It follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the property (2.2) of the Frostman measure 1), and
(3.5), thatif Q € Band 0 < y < ¢(Q)/2, then

@) ([ iRan)" = [ fan =1 [ a2 (),

and so

/Q FyPdn = M*n(Q). (3.6)

Let By={Q € B : £(Q)/2> v}, and Hy=Ugcp, Q- Note that {H, ; }xen is an increasing sequence
of sets, with H = {J; H; x. Hence, by the continuity of measure we have

L=n(H) = lim n(H ).

Let k be so large that n(H, ;) > 1/2. Then, we get from (3.6) and (3.4) that

WM Y n@5 [ fipldn <O H) T Ve
0€B i

This gives the desired inequality (3.3). O

In order to pass from (3.3) to an estimate on the size of H' = {x € R" : Mv,(x) > M}, we will use
the well-known one-third trick. For every e € {0, 1}" consider the translated dyadic grid on R”

1
€
n — — D n.
R 3 e+ R
The proof of the following lemma can be found e.g. in [Ler03, Section 3].

Lemma 3.3. For every x € R" and 0 < r < 1/3 there exists e € {0,1}" and Q € D, such that B(x,r) C Q
and 0(Q) < 3r.

Let B¢ C D, be defined analogously as B, but using the translated grid Dg,. Set H® = Upepe Q- By

Lemma 3.2, for each e € {0, 1}" we have 2526 (H¢) < M‘2||VL||?{6(R,1).
Lemma 3.4. We have

Hc | H

ec{0,1}"

Proof. Letx € H'. Then, there exists some ball B(x, r) such that

vL(B(x,r))

ri’l

Since M > 3"v(F), we have 0 < r < 1/3. By Lemma 3.3, there exists e € {0,1}" and Q € D, such that
B(x,r) C Q and ¢(Q) < 3r. Thus,

> M.

vL(B(x,r))
oy z
which gives x € H®. O

>3"M,
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It follows from Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.2 that

HEPEH) <Y HETE(H) Se MU VLo -
ec{0,1}"

Let Q C Dg« be a family of disjoint dyadic cubes covering H' and such that

Y Q)R SHETTE(H) Se M7 Vel o (3.7)
[0ISY)

Without loss of generality, we may assume that every Q € Q intersects H’.

For every Q € Q let Q' € Dg» be the smallest cube with Q' O Q and such that Q' N (H')¢ # @, that is,
Q' is not contained in H'. Of course, it may happen that Q' = Q. Let P C Dg» be the family of maximal
dyadic cubes from {Q'}peq. Since Q is a covering of H’, the family P is also a covering of H'. Note that
the cubes in P are pairwise disjoint.

Lemma 3.5. We have

Z LPYP 28 <, M_ZHVLHIZ-IG(R")' (3.8)
Pc?

Proof. We claim that
Z E(P)Zn—s-&-Zs 5 Z Z(Q)Zn—s—l—Ze'

Pe? Q€9

The estimate (3.8) will then follow immediately from (3.7).
The bound above is trivial for P N Q, so it suffices to show

Z Z(P)Zn—s+28 5 Z E(Q)Zn—s-ﬂs‘ (39)

PEP\Q Q€9

Fix a cube P € P\ Q. It follows that P = Q' for some Q € Q, and Q C Q. Since Q' is the smallest ancestor
of O that is not contained in H’, there exists a cube Q" € Dg» with Q C Q" C O', ¢(Q") = ¢(Q’)/2, and
Q" C H'. At the same time, Q covers H', and in particular, it covers Q”. Thus, denoting by £" the
Lebesgue measure on R”,

ReQ,RCQ" ReQ,RCP

Recalling that 0 < 2n — s+ 2€ < n, we use the elementary inequality |Y a;|” <Y |a;|? for p € (0,1) to get

(2n—s+2¢e)/n
E(P)Zn—s+2£ — Z E(R)n 5 Z K(R)Zn—s—&-ZS‘
ReQ,RCP ReQ,RCP
Summing over P € P\ Q, and recalling that P is a family of disjoint cubes, gives (3.9). O

Given a dyadic cube Q and a constant C > 1, we will write CQ to denote the cube with the same
center as Q and with sidelength C/(Q).
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Lemma 3.6. For any P € P and C > 1 we have
VL(CP) ScME(P)n (310)

Proof. Let P € P. Then, by the definition of P, the cube P is not contained in H'. Let x € P\ H’, and let
C’ ~ C be such that B(x,C'¢(P)) D CP. Then,

vL(CP) < /)nVL(B(x,C’f(P))
(P (cep))

<(C"'M,

where the last inequality follows from the fact that Mv, (x) < M. O

We are ready to conclude the proof of Proposition 3.1. We remark that until this point we never used
lower Ahlfors regularity of measure v, but now it will be crucial.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. For every P € P let Dp C D be the family of dyadic cubes Q C [0,1]¢ with
Q) =4(P), m.(Q)NP # @, and FNQ # @. Since Fyy = FNx; '(H'), and H' C Upegp P, we get that

mcl) U e

PePQeDp

Note that, since Vv is s-Ahlfors regular, we have v(3Q) ~ ¢(Q)* for all Q € Dp, the cubes {3Q} e, have
bounded intersections, and they satisfy 7, (3Q) C CP for some dimensional constant C > 1. It follows
that

ngzs(FM) 5 Z Z E(Q)n+2£ ~ Z E(P)nJrZefs Z E(Q)Y

PP QeDp Pe?P QeDp
~ Z K(P)n+287s Z V(3Q) g Z E(P)nJrZEfva(CP)
Pe?P QeDp Pe?
(3.10) (3.8)
S MY UPYE e M7 |[Vol[fe -

Pe?

O
Theorem 1.3 follows easily from Proposition 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Setv = H*

F,let M > 3"v(F) be a large integer. Given L € §(d,n) define
Fy = {x el : MVL(TEL(X)) > M}

Let x € F be such that the (d —n)-plane V =V, ; = x+ L+ satisfies dimpox (VN F) > s —n. We claim
that VN F C Fy. Indeed, since dimyox (V NF) > s — n, there exists § > 0 and a sequence §,, — 0 such
that

N(FNV,8,) >8P,

Since Vv is s-Ahlfors regular, it follows that

v(V(280)) 2 6, P -8, = 8,7P,
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where V(26,,) is the 28,,-neighbourhood of V. Hence, for x € V we have

v (B(m(x),26,))
(28,,)"

Mv(m(x)) = z 8,7

If 8,, is chosen small enough, we get x € Fy,.

The argument above implies that {x € F : dimpox(F NV, 1) > s—n} C Fy. In the case s > 2n, it
follows from Lemma 2.4 and the Sobolev embedding that v;, € L*(R") for ¥, ,-a.e. L € §(d,n), so that
Myvy is a bounded function. Hence, taking M large enough, we get

{x€F : dimpx(FNV, 1) >s—n} CFy=02. (3.11)

This gives (1.9).
On the other hand, if n < s < 2n, then by Proposition 3.1

HEPE({x € F & dimpox (FNVir) > s—n}) Se M Vel o (gn)-
Taking M — o gives for all L € §(d,n) such that ||vL||12qG(Rn) < oo (which is true for a.e. L € §(d,n))

HE2E({x € F : dimpox(FNViy) >s—n}) =0.

Letting € — O finishes the proof. U

4 Decomposition of the visible part

We begin the proof of Theorem 1.1. Let E C R? be an s-Ahlfors regular set, with s € (d — 1,d]. We set
i = H*|g. By rescaling and translating, we may assume that diam(E) ~ 1 ~ u(E) and E C [0, 1]¢.
4.1 Parameters, cubes, and tubes

Let & € (0, 1) (in the end we will take & = 1 —+/6/3), let € > 0 be a small constant, and set
Ti=a(s—d+1)—Se. @.1)

Our goal is to prove that
HE F(Visg(E)) =0 forae. 6 €S (4.2)

Taking € — 0, the estimate (1.5) will follow.

Fix a small dyadic scale § € 27, In the proof we will often assume without further mention that § is
small enough depending on €.

We are going to show the following.

Proposition 4.1. For oo =1 — \@/ 3 we have

I (Vise(E))d6 <e 8°.
o
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Taking 6 — 0, this will give (4.2).
Let A € 27N be the dyadic number satisfying

0F < A <26,

where k € (0,1) is a constant to be fixed later. In the end we will choose k¥ = /(1 — o). Note that
A>6.
Recall that ID stands for the dyadic cubes in R¢. We set

D:={0eD:QONE # o},
Ds ={Q€D:{(Q) =4},
Dpr={0e€D:4(Q)=A}.

Since E is s-Ahlfors regular, we have #Dg5 ~ 0% and #Dp ~ 6%,
For every Q € D we define also

Ko = U|30-

Note that fp(RY) = 1 (3Q) ~ £(Q)* ~ 8*5.

Recall that g denotes the push-forward of 1 by the orthogonal projection 7y, so that it is a measure
on O+ ~RI-1,

Leto=(s—d+1—¢€)/2. By Lemma 2.4 we have

L o0 Se 1. 43)

and for every Q € Dy
L 0.0 egzirry 6 Se n(30) ~ 6 (44)

Given 0 € SY~! and a dyadic parameter y € 27N, let Ty, be a family of (approximate) tubes given by

Tyo ={T : T=m,"(Q), Q€ Dgar, £(Q) =7y, TN[0,1]* # 2},

where Dga-1 denotes the standard dyadic cubes on RY~!. When the direction 8 is clear from context, we
will simply write Ty.

Note that the tubes from Ty ¢ have width ~ 7, they are parallel to 6, they cover [0, 1]¢, and #Ty0 ~
Yl —d

We set Tg = U, Ty,0, and for T € Ty we denote by w(T) the width of T, i.e. the unique ¥ such that
T €Ty

Given atube T = 7, 1) e Jy,6 and a constant C > 1, we will write CT to denote 7, L(cQ).

Let 6 € S¢~!. We will divide Visg (E) into four parts. The Hausdorff content of each will be estimated
separately.
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4.2 Heavy tubes

Since E is an s-Ahlfors regular set, we expect that for a typical tube T € T, = Ty ¢
N(TNE,y) Sy .

We are going to bound the number of exceptional tubes where the estimate above fails badly.
We say that T € Ty is heavy, denoted by Ty, if

N(TNE,y) > & *y s+, (4.5)

where y = w(T).
Let Q € Da. We will say that T € T is heavy inside Q, denoted by Ty o, if

N(TNENQ,8) > §(k~Dls—dtl)—Kkt—de (4.6)

Remark that the definition of Ty includes tubes of varying widths, whereas the tubes in Ty o are all
O-tubes.
We define
Ey=En |J T,
TeTu
and for each Q € D, we define
Oy =30NEN |J T

TG‘TH_Q

Finally, we set

En=EyU |J Qn.
0€Dyp

Remark 4.2. Note that the definitions above depend on the direction 8. To simplify notation we usually
suppress this dependence, but at times we will write Ey g instead of Ey. The same applies to other sets
defined in this section.

4.3 Light tubes

We will say that a tube T € Ty is light if
AKTYWE75)E;5—@—d+U+T+§

We denote the family of light tubes by J;, and we set

EL=En|J T
TeT,

Lemma 4.3. We have
HH(EL) < 65,
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Proof. Observe that

N(EL,5) < Z N(TﬂE,S) S al—d . 5—s+d—l+r+e — 5—s+7:+£’
TeTL

which gives
HEF(EL) < N(EL,8)-6° " < 6°5.

4.4 Good and bad parts
Let Q € Dj. We will say that a tube T € Ty substantially intersects Q, denoted by T € T(Q), if

N(T NEN Q7 5) Z 6(K71)(S7d+1)+1'+48' (47)
The following lemma explains where the exponent (kK — 1)(s —d + 1) + T+ 4¢€ came from.

Lemma 4.4. Let T € Tg be a tube which is not contained in any tube from T, UTy. Then, there exists
Q0 € Dy such that T € T(Q).

Proof. Let T' € Tp be such that T C T'. By our assumption, 7’ ¢ Ty, which gives
N(TNE,A) <N(T'NE,A) < § AT o §Kls—d+1)=2¢

At the same time, since T ¢ T, we have N(T NE,§) > §~~4+D)+7+€ The two inequalities imply that
for some Q € Dp we have

N(TNENQ,6) 2 N(TNE,9) §k—1)(s—d+1)+7+3¢
"N N(TNE,A) ™

O]

Let £ denote the set of affine lines parallel to 6. We say that a line £ € £ is bad with respect to
Q € D, if the 6-tube T € T with £ C T satisfies T € T(Q), and at the same time

(NEN30=0. (4.8)

We denote the collection of bad lines with respect to Q by L p, and set

Log= |J ¢ Lg= ] Los.
ZELQ‘B QE@A

We define the bad part of E as
Ep:=FE ﬁLB\EH7

and the good part of E as
EG = E\ (EB UEy UEL).
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It is clear that
ViSQ(E) CEyUELUERU (E(;ﬁViSQ(E)).

In order to estimate the Hausdorff content of Visg(E), we will estimate the contents of the four sets on
the right hand side separately. We have already estimated HZ, *(E; ) in Lemma 4.3. The estimates for
HE Y (Ey), H T(Ep), and HL T (Eg N Visg(E)) are obtained in the next three sections.

S Heavy part

Recall that M denotes the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function. We define
Ey={x€E : Muo(7o(x)) > 5},
and for each Q € D, we define
On = {x€30NE : Mugg(mg(x)) > §Ke-drD—Kk1=3¢}
Lemma 5.1. We have E}; C E;, and Qy C Q.

Proof. Let x € Ej;, so that x € TNE for some T € T satisfying (4.5). It follows that for some absolute
Cc>1

Mo (p (1)) > 10 BT (x).Cw(T)))

oy 2T )

—d+1 4 e
> w(T) " HIN(TNE, w(T)) - w(T) > 8%,

~

where in the third inequality we used s-Ahlfors regularity of E. Hence, x € E 1.
Similarly, if T € Ty satisfies (4.6), then forx e TNQONE

Mg o(m9(x)) 2 8" uo(2T) 2 8" !N(TNQNE,§) - §° > §¥-HD-xede,
which gives x € QH. O
We use Proposition 3.1 to estimate the size of Ep.
Lemma 5.2. We have

[ (Eng) 46 Se 5°. (5.1)

Proof. Recall that

Eng=EpyoU U OH.0-
0Dy

By Lemma 5.1 and Proposition 3.1 applied withn=d —1,v=u, F =F and M = 6 ¢, we have

He 2 (Ey p) < HL (Bl o) Se 0 1Moo oy,
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so that

(4.3)
d—142€ (! < € 2 < €
[ ) do 5 8 /S 6oy 0 Ze 5. (5.2)

Since d — 14 2¢€ < s — 7, this is even better than the estimate for J{;;_T(E;,’e) that we need thanks to the
simple inequality
H(A) < diam(A)* - HE(A) ifa > b. (5.3)

We move on to estimating H, *(Qn¢). We apply again Proposition 3.1 withn =d — 1, v = g,
F =30NE and M = §¥6—d+1)—KT1=3¢ 15 oot

HE P2 (Qme) < HE(Omo) Se 87T lug ol o oy

We use (5.3) to estimate

T (Qup) S(Q) T U128 gd 142 (g o)

o BROTHITT2)Rmd Dy 2

= 8029 g 010 1) < 5% IHg 0 o

Summing over Q € D, and integrating over 8 € S9! yields

L X 9 ue)de 58" Y [ Ioaleqeard

-t €Dy 0Dy
“h .
Se 6 Z n(3Q) ~ 6.
0Dy
Together with (5.2), this finishes the proof of (5.1). (]
6 Bad part

Fix 6 € S9~!. Recall that the collection of bad lines with respect to Q parallel to 0 is denoted by L8,
Lop= UéeLQB {,Lg = UQEDA Lo p, and that the bad part was defined as Eg = ENLg \ Eg. In this section
we estimate HS, *(Ep).

Lemma 6.1. Let 6 = (s—d+ 1 —¢€)/2. For every Q € Dp we have

g’fiilir(ﬂg (LQ,B)) Ss 5(173a72K)(sfd+1)+5£H‘uQﬁ H{Z{g(Rdil).
Proof. Suppose that H4 ! ~7(mg(Lg.p)) > 0, otherwise there is nothing to prove. It is easy to see that

me(Log) C R4~ is a Borel set, and so we can use the usual Frostman’s lemma ([Mat95, Theorem 8.8])
to get a Borel probability measure v with supp v C m9(Lg ) and

V(B(x,r)) SHE (g (Lo p)) T, 6.1)
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By the definition of bad lines in Lg g (4.8), we have
Ty (LQag) N ﬂe(@ﬂE) = .

This means that supp v Nsupp g ¢ = <. Since the supports are compact, we get that for 17 > 0 small
enough

/ Ho.o* @ dV =0, 6.2)

where ¢, is a smooth mollifier, as in the proof of Lemma 3.2. At the same time, using Plancherel’s
identity

[roonav=[  omE)iga(&)¥E) dé
2| [ ocopiomeigae)7(E) ac

- ! L, (1-6(c88))p(n&)age (£)9(E) dE| = 1~

where C > 1 is an absolute constant to be fixed below. Note that by (6.2) we have I} = .
We estimate /; from below. Note that, by Plancherel,

il Z/NQ,G*%&*% dav.

Observe that, by the definition of bad lines, and (4.7), for any x € suppv C mg(Lg ) the line ¢ =
7, ' (x) € Lo p satisfies N({(CS)NENQ,§) 2 §(k-Nls—d+D+7+4¢ Recalling that for y € ENQ we have
Ho(B(x,0)) ~ &%, it follows that

Lo (£(C8)) 2 §RNl—dt)tTede 55
which means that, assuming C ~ 1 large enough and 7 > 0 small enough,
Hg.0 % Pcs * Py (x) 2 SFO-dHDITHE,
Since Vv is a probability measure, we get that
I > §Kl—dthtride, o

Now we estimate I, from above. Since ¢ is a bounded Lipschitz function, and ¢(0) = 1, we have for
any0<a<1

[1-0(C85)[ = [9(0) — 9(CSE)| < min(|65], 1) < &67|¢|“.
Thus, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

LS8 [ IEFIGe(E)I9(E) dE
1/2
< 8¢ </Rdl ‘@(gﬂz‘gpﬂﬂrlf& d§> <./Rdl |/\;(§)’2|§’(2a7s+2(d71)+£)*(d71) d&)

1/2
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Since Vv satisfies the Frostman condition (6.1), it follows from the Riesz energy estimate (2.4) and the
identity (2.3) thatif 2a—s+2(d—1)+& <d—1—17—¢, then

L, | [P(E)PIg| o120 g <, 521 (mg(Lo.s))
Together with the preceding estimate, we arrive at
D Se 89|1g.6 | o a1y HE (o (Lo.p)) ™2,

as long as

Recalling that I} = I, we compare the estimate of I, with (6.3) and obtain
5| o 0lpo a1y HE ™ T (o (Lo,p)) /2 Ze SR
which is equivalent to

HE ' (mo (L)) Se 872X 28 g 2o a1

Choosing a = % — & we get

HE (e (Los)) Se 5(172@(#“1)73%108HHQ,G||?16(1Rd—1)

= U2 1 o o a1

where we used T = (s —d + 1) — S¢. O

Lemma 6.2. If2x+3a < 1, then

[0 (Enp) d6 <e 5°. (6.4)

Proof. Note that if k and « satisfy 2k +3a < 1, then Lemma 6.1 gives
HE (o (Lo,p)) Se 87 |IHo0llFo(ga1)- (6.5)
Let P be a family of dyadic cubes in R?~! that covers 7tg(Lg) = Upen, To(Lg,z) and such that

Y Py TS Y HE (e (Lo ).
pPe?P QeDy

Clearly, P is a covering of mg(Ep ), and without loss of generality we may assume that each P € P
intersects 7o (Ep,g).
For each P € P let Tp € T be the tube parallel to 6 such that g (7p) = P. Clearly,

Ego C | JTrNE.
PP
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Since PNy (Ep ) # @, we have Tp N Ep g # @. Recalling that Eg g NEy g = &, we see that TpNE ¢
Ep g. This means that Tp ¢ Ty, and so by the definition of heavy tubes (4.5),

N(TpNE, ((P)) < 8§ 2¢(P)~sHd 1,
It follows that

e (Eno) £ Y, N(TpOVE. E(P)) - (P
Pe?

SO LU Y 3 (mo(Lo)).
Pe?P 0€Da

Together with (6.5) this gives

He " (Epo) $6° ), ko6l
Q€Dy

Integrating the above over 8 € S~! and using (4.4) we get the desired estimate:

/ I (Epp) d6 < 8° Y /[H 100 i d0 Se 8° ¥ p(3Q)~ 8% (66)
S EDIE 0€Dy

O]

7 Good part

In this section we estimate H{* % (Visg (E) N Eg). Recall that T5 denotes a collection of ~ §'~¢ tubes of
width &, parallel to 8, which cover [0, 1]¢.

Lemma 7.1. For each T € T5 we have
N(VISQ(E) NEgN T,(S) < 5(06—1)(s—d+1)—3€ + 6(K—1—Ka)(s—d+1)—48'

Proof. If T NEg = @, then there is nothing to prove, so assume that T NEg # &. Since E;NEg = &
and Eg NEg = @, it follows that T is not contained in any tube from J; U Jy. Hence, Lemma 4.4 implies
that there exists at least one Q € Dy such that T € T(Q), which means that

N(TﬁEﬂQ, 6) > 6(K71)(S7d+1)+’5+48. (71)

Furthermore, since 7 is not contained in any tube from Tz, we have that the family D 7 := {Q € Dy :
ONT # o} satisfies
#DA - S 571('(S7d+1)728' (72)

Let Q7 € D 1 be the “O-highest” of all cubes Q € Dy satisfying (7.1), in the sense that it maximizes
inf{x- 0 : x € 30} among all such cubes.
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We partition the family Da 7 into 3 subfamilies:

Dir = {QEDAI :sup x-0 < inf x-G},

x€30 X€30r
Dy g = {QGDM : sup x-0> inf x-6> infx-O}, (1.3)
? ' x€30 x€30r x€30

> . -1 . i .
D3 ={0€Dar : inf x-0> inf x 0.

Roughly speaking, the cubes in Dy ;. lie “6-below” Qr, the cubes in Dy , are “6-above” Qr, and the
cubes in Dy ;- are “8-on-the-same-height” as Q7. Observe that

#Dx7 S 1, (7.4)
> (7<2) —K(s—d+1)—2¢
#D3; <#Dar S 8 : (1.5)

We will estimate N (Visg(E) NEgNT NQ,d) for cubes Q in different families separately.

Cubes from Dy . We claim that for Q € Dy we have Visg(E)NEgNT NQ = &, so that
N(Visg(E)NEGNTNQ,8) =0 for Qe Dy (7.6)

Indeed, suppose that there is some x € Visg(E) NEgNT N Q. Let £ € £ be the affine line such that
x€ ¢ CT.Since x € Eg, we have x ¢ Lg, and in particular £ ¢ L, g, i.e. £ is not bad with respect to Q7.
Recalling that T € T(Qr), it follows from the definition of bad lines (4.8) that {NEN3Q07 # &.

Let y € /N EN3Q0r. Then, by the definition of DET we have x- 6 < y-6. But the assumption
x € Visg(E) implies that for all z € /NE we have x- 6 > z- 0, by the definition of Visg(E). We have
reached a contradiction.

Cubes from Dy 7. Recall that Eg N Ey = @. In particular, for any Q € Dy  we have EgNQn = 2.

There are two possibilities: either 7 € Ty g, or T ¢ Ty o. In the first case, we get ONENT C Oy C Ew,
so that QNEgNT = . In the latter case, the definition of Tz o (4.6) gives

N(QﬂEGﬂT,S) 5 5(K71)(sfd+1)71(1'74€ < 5(K717Ka)(sfd+l)74£. (1.7

Cubes from @jT. Recall that Q7 was defined as the “6-highest” cube in Dy 7 satisfying (7.1). This
means that all the cubes in D;T do not satisfy (7.1), and so for Q € D;T

N(TNENQ,§) < §letk-l—dtl)—¢ (7.8)
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We use the three estimates above to conclude that

N(TNEgNVisg(E),8) < Y, N(QNTNEgNVisg(E),)

0€Dar
< Z 6(K—1—xa)(s—d+l)—4s+ Z 5(a+x—1)(s—d+l)—s
QeDy 0Dy,

(7.4),(7.5)
<

~

6(K—1—K0€)(s—d+1)—48+8—K(S—d+1)—28 . S(a—i—x—l)(s—d—«—l)—s

_ 5(K—1—Ka)(s—d+l)—4£+5(Oz—l)(s—d+l)—38

Lemma7.2. Ifk =0o/(1 —a) and o € (0,1/2), then
¥ (Visg(E)NEg) < 6°.
Proof. Using the estimate from Lemma 7.1 we get that

HL F(Vise(E)NEg) < Y N(Visg(E)NEGNT,8)- 8"
TG‘.Tg

< §—d+1, (5(K717K(x)(sfd+l)74€ 4 6(0‘*1)(S*d+1)738) o

_ S(K—xoc—a)(‘v—d+l)+e+52e
Taking k¥ = a/(1 — o), which satisfies k¥ € (0,1) for @ € (0,1/2), we obtain the desired inequality. [

7.1 Conclusion of the proof of Theorem 1.1

Putting together the estimates from Lemma 4.3, Lemma 5.2, Lemma 6.2, and Lemma 7.2, we get that
/ T (Visg(E))d6 < 6°
S-

aslongas2k+3a<1,k=a/(l —a),and a € (0,1/2).
Plugging k = /(1 — &) into 2k + 30 < 1 we arrive at

—3a%+6a—-1<0,

and the largest & € (0,1/2) which satisfies this inequality is & = 1 —1/6/3. This gives Proposition 4.1.
Taking 6 — 0, and then € — 0, Theorem 1.1 follows.

8 General compact sets

In this section we prove Theorem 1.2. Since the proof follows quite closely that of [Orp22], with the
major changes already present in our proof of Theorem 1.1, we will be brief.
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Let E C R? be compact. By rescaling, we may assume that E C [0,1)¢. Let &€ > 0 be a small constant,

and set |
= — —5e¢.
T G €

Our goal is to prove that
HE T (Visg(E)) =0 forae. 6 S9!

By taking € — 0, (1.6) will follow.

8.1 Preliminaries

Fix a small dyadic scale § € 27N, and let A € 27N with A ~ 8%, where k = 1/6, so that A >> §. We will
show that

/ U (Vs (E)) dO S 5°.
”

As before, weset D={QeD:QNE# 2}, Ds={0€D:4(Q)=0},and Dy={Q e D:¢(Q) =
A}.
Let u be the Frostman measure on E given by Lemma 2.2, with exponent t = d — 7, so that

W(B(x,r)) Srt " (8.1)

and for all Q € Dg B
1(Q) Z min(3L F(ENQ).L(Q)"). (8.2)

For every Q € D we define pp = pt|g. Let 6 = (1 — 7 —€)/2. By Lemma 2.4 we have

/Sd*1 116170 (ga-1) 46 Se 1, (8.3)

and for every Q € Dy
2
L, I olGieqzs- 46 Se (@) (8.4)

8.2 Light part
We say that a cube Q € Dy is light, denoted by Q € D 1, if

H(Q) < K(Q)d+g _ 6d+8.
Note that, by (8.2), this implies that
HLH(ENQ) < pu(Q) = p(Q) <8, 8.5)

where the equality in the middle holds because by (8.1) u does not charge dQ, which is (d — 1)-
dimensional. We set

Ec=E\ | 0

0cDs 1
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and
Q5 =Ds\ D51,

so that Qg is the collection of all dyadic d-cubes intersecting Ey. Given Q € Dy, we set Q5(Q) = {P €
Qs : PC Q}
Consider families of tubes T g as in Subsection 4.1. We will say that a tube T' € Ty g is light if

#{PcQs : PNT #@} <5 117,

We denote the family of light tubes by J7 9. When the direction 6 is clear from context, we will just write
TL.
We set

EL,9:<E0m U T)U U onE.

TeTLe QGD&L

Lemma 8.1. We have
HE(ELg) < 6°.

Proof. We estimate the content of light cubes and light tubes separately. Regarding the light cubes, we
have
(8.5)
767 ( U enE) < Y HIT(QNE) £ 67 5 =6t
QGD&L QGDB,L

Concerning tubes, observe that

N(Eoﬂ U T,5) < Z N(TNEy,8) < 8. §1rere = gditte,
TeT, TeT,

which gives
7 (Bon J 7) <N (En U T.8) - 897 g 8%

TeTL T€TL
O
8.3 Bad part
Fix a direction @ € S¥~!. Let Q € Dy. If atube T € Ts satisfies
#{PcQ5(Q) : PNT # @} > §THr-1+2¢ (8.6)

we will write T € T(Q).

Lemma 8.2. Let T € T\ Ty. Then, there exists Q € Dp such that T € T(Q).
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Proof. Observe that, trivially,
#{QeDp: ONT # B} <A~ 57K

At the same time, since T ¢ T, we have #{P € Q5 : PNT # @} > §~*7+€. By pigeonholing, we get
that for some Q € Dy

#{PcQs : PNT # o} S grto-lte

#{P e Qs5(0) : PHT#Q}z#{Q/GDA ONT#@} ™

O]

Let £ denote the set of affine lines parallel to 8. We will write £ € Lo 3 if the 0-tube T € Ts with
¢ C T satisfies T € T(Q), and at the same time

(NENQ=2@. (8.7
We set
Log= |J ¢ L= |J Los
fELQ,B QG'DA
We define the bad part of E as
Ep:=ENLg.

Lemma 8.3. For every Q € Dp we have

HE ' (mo(Lop)) S 85N Mool (pa1)-

Proof. Arguing exactly the same as in the beginning of the proof of Lemma 6.1, we arrive at the inequality

1, :/“Q,9*¢C5*(pn dv=101
1/2

<o (/Rdl |@(§)|2|§|1—T—8 d§)1/2 </Rdl |,‘7(§)|2|€|(2a—1+f+(d—1)+€)—(d—l) d<§> . (8.8)

Recalling that 6 = (1 — 7 — €) /2, and noting that for a = 1/2 — T — € we have
/Rd_] |";(€)|2|§|(2a—1+f+(d—])+8)—(d—l) d& SS %i_l_r(ﬂB(LQ,B))_la

we get that
b Se 82T HE (mg(Lo.s)) 2| g0l o (ra-1)-

On the other hand, it follows from the definition of bad lines £ p that for each £ € Lo
,uQ(£(C5)) 2 6’C+K71+28 . 5d+s’
where we also used that 1o (P) > §97¢ for all P € Qs(Q). Hence, for each x € 7 (Lo 5)

Ho.0 * Pcs * P (xX) 2 §erKde
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Since Vv is a probability measure, we get I; > §*+¥*+3¢. Comparing this with the estimate for I, we arrive

at
j_(iflfr(ﬂe (LQ7B)) 58 61721’728 . 572172K76£||MQ79

2
‘HG(Rd—])'

Recalling that Kk = 1/6 and T = 1/6 — 5¢, we get

HE ' (me(Lo,p)) Se 8 || Ho6lFo a1y

Lemma 8.4. We have

- HE " (Epg) dO e 6°. (8.9)

Proof. First, observe that
HE T (Epo) S HE T (m0(Esp))-

Indeed, if B is a nearly optimal covering of 7y (Ep ¢) by cubes, then we can cover Eg ¢ by a family of
tubes T = {Tp: Tp =, ' (Q)N[0,1]%,Q € B} (recall that E C [0,1)¢). At the same time, each T can
be covered by < £(Q)~! many cubes of sidelength £(Q). Hence,

HE T (Epo) S Y. Q) 0(Q) T SHE ! (mo(Epe)).-
QeB

Since g (Ep,p) C Ugen, o (Lo,p), We have

HE T (mo(Eng)) < T I (mo(Lgs),
Q€Dp

and so by Lemma 8.3
|, 9 (e a0 S [ 3 (mo(Ena) d
§d—1 ’ Sd—1

84)
Se 67 ) /‘H 110,630 (e 1)d0 Se 8° ), w(Q) ~ 8°.
0eD, /S 05D,

8.4 Good part
Fix 6 € S~!. We define the good part of E as

Eqc=FE \ (EB UEL).
Recall that T is a family of §-tubes parallel to 6.
Lemma 8.5. Forany T € T5 we have

N(Visg(E)NEGgNT,8) < 871128 4 5% 1,
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Proof. Assume that T N Eg # @, otherwise there is nothing to prove. Since Eg NE; = &, we get that
T ¢ T;.. Hence, by Lemma 8.2, there exists Q € Dy such that T € T(Q), so that

#{PcQ5(Q) : PNT # @} > §7rr 112 (8.10)

Let Q7 € D r be the “O-highest” of all cubes Q € D, satisfying (8.10), in the sense that it maximizes
inf{x- 6 : x € O} among all such cubes. Consider families D ;, Dy 7, Dy ; defined as in (7.3), except

with 30,307 replaced by Q, Or.
For cubes Q € Dy ., we argue in the same way as in the proof of Lemma 7.1 that N (Visg(E) N Eg N

TNQ,56)=0.
For cubes Q € DET we use the trivial bound

N(Visg(E)NEGNTNQ,8) <N(TNQ,8) < 6!
Finally, for cubes Q € Di 7 the inequality (8.10) fails (this follows from the definition of Qr), so that
N(Visg(E)NEGNTNQ,8) < N(EgNTNQ,8) < §7Tr-1+2¢

where we used the fact that Eg C Ey, since EgNE;, = .
Putting the three estimates together, and noting that #D7 , < 1 and #D3 ;. < A=l ~ 87K we get

N(Visg(E)NEGNT,8) < 8% 14§71+,

O]
Lemma 8.6. We have
HE " (Visg(E)NEg) < 8¢, (8.11)
Proof. Using Lemma 8.5 we get
HL T (Visg(E)NEg) < Y, N(Visg(E)NEgNT,8)-6°*
TGTE
< 5—d+1 . (61—1-&-28_'_61(—1).50'—1' — 6284_51(—1:‘
Recalling that T =1/6 — 5¢ = Kk — 5¢, we get (8.11). O

Putting together estimates from Lemma 8.1, Lemma 8.4, and Lemma 8.6, we get
1 1f}cgiff(Vis@(E))de <¢ 8¢,
Sd=
Taking 6 — 0, and then € — 0, Theorem 1.2 follows.
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