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ABSTRACT. The weak constant density condition is a quantitative regularity
property originally investigated by David and Semmes in their foundational
work on uniform rectifiability. Roughly speaking, a space satisfies this con-
dition if in most balls, the space supports a measure with nearly constant
density in a neighborhood of scales and locations. In this paper, we prove that
uniformly rectifiable metric spaces satisfy the weak constant density condition,
an extension of a theorem of David and Semmes. In order to do this, we first
prove a strengthened version of a separate theorem of David and Semmes which
weakly controls the oscillation of the means of L°° functions over normed balls.

1. INTRODUCTION

The relation between the rectifiability properties and density properties of sets
and measures has long been a topic of interest in geometric measure theory. For
a metric space X, we say that E C X with 5" (F) < oo is n-rectifiable if E can
be covered " almost everywhere by a countable union of Lipschitz images of
subsets of R”. In Euclidean space, n-rectifiable sets give a natural generalization
of n-dimensional C' manifolds. One of many interesting characterizations of n-
rectifiability in Euclidean spaces involves the Hausdorff density, which measures
how the 7™ measure of small balls around a point compare to the " measure
of balls of equal radius in R™.

Theorem 1.1. Let E C R? be 7™ measurable with #™(E) < oo. E is n-rectifiable
if and only if for ™ -a.e. v € F,
H(ENB
(1.1) tim 220 Bla,1))
r—0 (2’)")”
The backward direction was proven by Besicovitch forn = 1, d = 2 [Bes28],[Bes39],
Marstrand for n = 2, d = 3 [Mar61] and Mattila for general n < d [Mat75]. Later,

Preiss showed that any measure in R? whose n-dimensional density merely exists
and is positive and finite J#"-a.e. is n-rectifiable, generalizing this result signifi-

cantly [Pre87].
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The forward direction of Theorem [L1] follows more readily from the almost ev-
erywhere differentiability of Lipschitz maps, but it was not until Kircheim gave a
notion of metric differentiability for maps from R™ into X that Theorem [T Ilreceived
the following one-sided metric space analog.

Theorem 1.2 (See [Kir94] Theorem 9). Let E C X be n-rectifiable. Then (1)
holds at 7" -a.e. v € E.

It follows from work of Preiss and Tiser [PT92] that the converse of Theorem [I.2]
holds when n = 1, but it remains an interesting and difficult open question whether
the converse holds for general n.

The weak constant density condition (WCD) is one condition meant to provide
an analog of (CI)) in the world of uniform rectifiability pioneered by David and
Semmes in their foundational works [DS91] and [DS93].

Definition 1.3 (uniform n-rectifiability). We say that a set E C R? is uniformly
n-rectifiable if there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that E is Ahlfors (Cy,n)-regular,
ie., forall z € F and 0 < r < diam(E),

(1.2) Cytr™ < ™ (B(x,7) N E) < Cor™,

and F has Big Pieces of Lipschitz images of R™ (BPLI), i.e., there exist constants
L,0 > 0 such that for all z € E and 0 < r < diam(F), there exists an L-Lipschitz
map f: B(0,r) C R® — R< such that

(1.3) " (B(z,m)NEN f(B(0,r))) > 6r™.

One can think of this as a stronger form of n-rectifiability in which one requires a
uniform percentage of the measure of each ball to be covered by a Lipschitz image.
David and Semmes introduced the WCD as a way of quantifying (ILT]) by requiring
that in almost every ball, there exists a measure supported on the set with nearly
constant density nearby.

Definition 1.4 (Weak constant density condition, Carleson sets and measures).
Let E C R? be Ahlfors n-regular, let Cy, eg > 0, and define

(1.4)
3 Ahlfors (Cy, n)-regular p, spt(p) = E,
4.4(Co,€0) =% (z,7) € ExR" | Vye B(z,r), 0<t <,
[W(EN B(y,t)) —t"| < eor”
(1.5)
%Cd(CQ, 60) =F x RJF \gcd(CQ, 60).
We say that F satisfies the weak constant density condition if there exists Cy > 0

such that for all e > 0, ZB.q(Co,€p) is a Carleson set. That is, there exists a
constant C7 > 0 such that for all z € F and 0 < r < diam(E),

" dt
[ Xl tdae @ < oo
B(z,r)NE JO
If this holds, we say that xz_,(cy,e)dH" (x)% is a Carleson measure and say that
PBa(Co, €0) is C1-Carleson.

For related quantitative conditions involving densities, see [CGLT16], [AH22],
and [TT15]. The work of David, Semmes, and Tolsa combine to prove the following
Theorem:
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Theorem 1.5. Let E C R? be Ahlfors n-reqular. Then E is uniformly n-rectifiable
if and only if E satisfies the WCD.

David and Semmes proved the forward implication in Chapter 6 of [DS91] using
a characterization of uniform rectifiability (condition C2 of [DS91]) more closely
related to the boundedness of singular integral operators. We will say more about
this when we discuss our result.

They proved the reverse implication only in the case n = 1,2, and d — 1. Their
proof uses the fact that if a measure is very close to having constant density in a
large neighborhood of scales and locations, then its support is well-approximated
by the support of an n-uniform measure, a measure p for which there exists ¢ > 0
such that p(B(x,r)) = cr™ for all x € spt(u) and r > 0. Because uniform measures
in Euclidean space are completely classfied for n = 1,2 (they are all multiples of
Hausdorff measure on a plane) and for n = d — 1 (they are Hausdorff measure on
products of planes and light cones [KP87]), David and Semmes are able to show
that a WCD set is very close to flat on most balls which are good for the WCD.
The absence of a classification for uniform measures in intermediate dimensions
prevented a direct adaptation of their arguments. However, Tolsa completed the
proof of the reverse direction in Theorem [[H in [Toll5] by replacing elements of
David and Semmes’s argument specific to their examples of uniform measures with
general flatness properties of uniform measures derived by Preiss [Pre87] in addition
to new arguments using the Riesz transform.

In general, classifying uniform measures is a difficult open problem, but see
[INim22| for an interesting family of examples. For further studies of uniform mea-
sures in Euclidean spaces see [Pre87] (and [DLO8] for a more gentle presentation
of Preiss), [KP02], [Nim17], and [Nim19]. For research into uniform measures in
the Heisenberg group see [CMT20] and [Mer22] and for a related result in £3_, see
[Lor03].

Just as Theorem provides a quantitative analog of Theorem [[LT] one might
expect a quantitative analog of Kircheim'’s result, Theorem[1.2] to hold for uniformly
rectifiable metric spaces, i.e., metric spaces which are Ahlfors n-regular and have
big pieces of Lipschitz images of subsets of R™. In this paper, we provide such an
analog by proving the following theorem.

Theorem A. Uniformly n-rectifiable metric spaces satisfy the WCD.

Our proof is made possible by the recent work of Bate, Hyde, and Schul [BHS23]
which adapted a substantial portion of the theory of uniformly rectifiable subsets
of Euclidean spaces to metric spaces. While our argument uses this theory, it
does not follow David and Semmes’s original proof. Roughly speaking, David and
Semmes proved the Euclidean version of Theorem [A] by showing that for most balls
centered on a uniformly n-rectifiable set F, there exists an n-plane P such that the
pushforward of Hausdorff measure for E onto P must be very close to symmetric.
They do this by showing that the non-symmetric balls contribute substantially to
the value of a Carleson measure defined using integrals over F of a family of smooth
odd functions designed to detect asymmetry.

We prove Theorem [A] by first proving WCD estimates for bi-Lipschitz images.
Then, using the fact that uniformly rectifiable spaces have very big pieces of bi-
Lipschitz images in Banach spaces proven by Bate, Hyde, and Schul [BHS23], we



4 JARED KRANDEL

adapt the bi-Lipschitz image arguments to the general case. To handle the bi-
Lipschitz image case, we first prove Lemma [3.6] a form of quantitative Lebesgue
differentiation theorem for L? functions similar to theorems considered by David
and Semmes (See [DS93| Lemma IV.2.2.14 and Corollary IV.2.2.19, and see Remark
B for a discussion of the difference with our result), although our proof proceeds
by contradiction, a method which differs significantly from their proofs. We apply
this lemma to the Jacobian of the metric derivative of our bi-Lipschitz function
f :R™ — ¥ to control the variation of its averages over neighborhoods of scales
and locations and receive control over the variation of the Hausdorff measure of ¥
using the area formula. To the knowledge of the author, this gives a new proof of
the WCD even in the Euclidean case.

We note here that the naive converse of Theorem [[.H]is false: There exist Ahlfors
regular metric spaces which satisfy the WCD, yet are not uniformly rectifiable.
Indeed, the metric space (X, d) = (R, ||1E/u2c) is in fact 2-uniform: 572 (B(z,r)) = 2r?
for all x € R and r > 0, hence X satisfies the weak constant density condition, yet
X is purely 2-unrectifiable (notice that the Hausdorff 2-density is everywhere 1/2 so
that this space does not give a counterexample to the potential converse of Theorem
[[2)). Some different examples of this failure even in the case n = 1 are given by
Bate [Bat23]. He proves that every l-uniform metric measure space is either R, a
particular union of disjoint circles of radius d, or a purely unrectifiable “limit” of
the circle spaces. These last two spaces are examples of 1-uniform spaces which are
not uniformly rectifiable.

Analyzing connectedness plays a special role in the proof because any 1-uniform
connected component must be locally isometric to R, implying any connected 1-
uniform space is itself R. From these examples, it seems reasonable to think that
some connectedness and topological conditions are necessary hypotheses for any
type of converse to hold. It also follows from work of Schul [Sch07], [Sch09], and
Fassler and Violo [EV23] (see also [HahO5]) that any Ahlfors 1-regular connected
subset of a metric space is uniformly 1-rectifiable, although perhaps adding some
form of weaker hypothesis could provide an interesting converse to our result in the
one-dimensional case using Bate’s classification.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Whenever we write A < B, we mean that there exists some constant C' inde-
pendent of A and B such that A < CB. If we write A <, . B for some constants
a, b, c, then we mean that the implicit constant C mentioned above is allowed to
depend on a, b, c. We will sometimes write A <, p . B to mean that both A <, B
and B Sgp.c A hold. We use the notation f : E — F to mean f is a surjective map
from E to F.

Let (X, d) be a metric space. For any subset F' C X, integer n > 0, and constant
0 < 4 < oo, we define

H(F) = inf{ 3 diam(E)* : F C | J Ei, diam(E;) <6 }
where diam(E) = sup, ,cp d(z,y). The Hausdorff n-measure of F' is defined as

H(F) = lim 6™ (F).

6—0
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Occasionally, we will specify a subset ¥ C X and write %" = 5"|x. For any ™
measurable A C X and measurable f: A C X — R, we define

}.1 = s [ S @)

We let D(R™) denote the family of dyadic cubes in R™. For Q € D(R™), we let £(Q)
denote the side length of Q. If R € D(R™) and k € Z, we define

D(R)={QeDR")[QC R},
Di(R)={Q€eDR) | Q) =2""¢(R)}.

We will also need a version of “cubes” associated to a metric space. David [Dav88]
introduced this idea first, and it was later generalized by [Chr90] and [HM12]. The
following formulation draws most from the latter two.

Theorem 2.1 (Christ-David cubes). Let X be a doubling metric space. Let X}, be
a nested sequence of mazimal p*-nets for X where p < 1/1000 and let co = 1/500.
For each k € Z there is a collection Py of “cubes,” which are Borel subsets of X
such that the following hold.

(1) X =Ugeg, Q-
(1) IfQ,Q € 2=UZr and QNQ" # 0, then Q C Q" or Q' C Q.
(iii) For Q € 2, let k(Q) be the unique integer so that Q € Py and set £(Q) =
5p8(@) . Then there is zqQ € Xi so that

B(zq,col(Q)) € Q € B(zq,4(Q))
and
X = {CL‘Q : Q S @k}-
() If X is Ahlfors n-regular, then there exists C > 1 such that

A" ({weQld, X\ Q) <np"}) S0/ UQ)"
forallQ € 2 andn > 0.

In addition, we define
Bq = B(xq,(Q)).
In analogy to the dyadic cube notation, for any R € 2 and k € Z we also write

P(R)={QeZ|QC R},

Z(R) = {Q € 2(R) | €Q) = p™(R) }.
We will actually prove a form of the WCD adapted to Christ-David cubes. The
following two lemmas will allow us to show that the cube WCD in Definition 41l
1

implies the WCD from Definition [L4l Recall from Theorem 2.1l that cp = =55

Lemma 2.2. Let X be a doubling metric space with doubling constant Cyq. There
exists N(Cq) € N such that the following holds: There exist N Christ-David systems
of cubes {Z;}N_, for X such that for any v € X, 0 < t < diam(X), there exists
1€{l,...,N} and Q € Z; with £(Q) < p%t such that x € L Bgq and t < 4(Q).

Proof. Fix p < ﬁ. For each k, let X be a maximal c¢opF-net for X. We now
iteratively construct maximal p*-nets X L X2 ..., X}, ... in the following way. Let
X} be a completion of a maximal p¥-separated subset of X} to a maximal p*-net for
X. Given X} for any i > 0, construct X,Z“ by completing a maximal p*-separated
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subset of Y 1= X; \ (X} UX2U...UX}) to a maximal p*-net for X. We claim
that this process terminates in N(Cy) steps, giving for each k € Z a collection of
maximal pF-nets X;, ceey X,iv. Indeed, let B be a ball of radius 2p*. By doubling,
there exists N(Cy) < oo such that #(Bﬂf(k) < N(Cy). Suppose that %BﬂYkJ + O
for some 7 > 0. Then, because X,g“ is maximal, there exists some x € B ﬂij such
that 2 € X} Therefore, #(BNY{™") < #(BNY{) whenever  BNY; # @. This
means + BNYN*! = & for any such B, implying ¥, ! = @ and Xj, C UY., X/ as
desired.

We now show that the lemma follows from this. Recall that Theorem 2] takes as
input a collection { X} }xez of maximal p*-nets for X and outputs a system of cubes
2 such that every z¢ € X, is the “center” of a cube Q¥ € 2 with Bx (2%, cobp*) =
coBge C Qf. We apply Theorem 2Tlto the collection {XiYpez forevery 1 <i < N
and receive a Christ-David system &; such that each point 3 € X & 1s the center of
some @ € Z; for some i. So, let x € X, 0 < t < diam(X), and let k € Z such that
copk_1 <t< copk. Because Xk is a maximal copk-net for X, there exists 7y € Xk
such that d(z, Z) < cop®. Because X C Uf\LlX,i, there then exists 1 < ¢ < N and
Q € 2; such that &, = ¢ so that z € B(zg,cop®) = tB(zq,c0l(Q)) = LBq.
Similarly, Z24(Q) <t < 24(Q). [ ]

Lemma 2.3. Let X be Ahifors (Co,n)-reqular. If X satisfies the cube WCD of
Definition[{.1], then X satisfies the WCD.

Proof. We first note that if an ag > 0 as in (@I exists, then (2Cy) ™! < ag <20y
by Ahlfors regularity. Therefore, whenever |7 (X N B(y,r)) —agr™| < el(Q), we
have

|(aQ)7ljf"(XﬂB(y,r))—r"| = (aQ)71|<%ﬂn(XﬂB(y,T))—CLQ’I“"| < (2Co) " tepl(Q).

This means that one can replace J#" with a multiple of J#" and agr™ with r™ in
the definition of the cube WCD at the cost of increasing €;. Therefore, it suffices
to show that the complement of

Go(Co, c0) = { (.1) € X x R Jaz,+) > 0, such that Vy € B(x,t), 0 <r <t, }

|‘%ﬂn(X N B(ya T)) - a(m,t)’rn| S EOtn

is a Carleson set. In order to show this, we apply Lemma to X and receive
a finite number of Christ-David systems {%;}}Y, with N depending only on n
and Cp such that for any z € X, 0 < t < diam(X), there exists i € {1,...,N}
and Q € %; with £(Q) < t such that x € ¢ Bg and t < 24(Q). It follows
that if if Q@ € %a(Co,€0), then (z,t) € %(Co,C(n)eg) for any x € LBg and
’iﬁé(@) <t < Q) by choosing a(, ) = ag. Therefore, if X satisfies the cube
WCD then Z; has a Carleson packing condition for its bad set, implying a Carleson
condition for the bad balls of the WCD with a larger choice of ¢y and with larger
Carleson constant. [ ]

3. OSCILLATION OF MEANS OF L2 FUNCTIONS

In this section, we review necessary facts about wavelets and prove Lemma [3.6]
one of our main tools for the proof of Theorem [Al
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Definition 3.1. We follow the presentation of [Toll2]. Given h : R™ — R and
Q € D(R"), define

z)dz — z)dz if z € P, where P is a child of Q,
Agh(z) = {fp fo bl

otherwise
If h € L?(R™), then
h= > Agh and hxng h+ Y Agh
QED(RM) Q RCQ

where the sums converge in L? and (Agh, Agh)rz = 0 when Q # Q' so that
[hll2 = > gep 1AQAI3. One can view Agh as a projection of h onto the subspace

of L? formed by the Haar wavelets h$,, € € {0,1}™\ {(0,0,...,0)} associated to Q.

We now use the wavelet-like decomposition of h to define coefficients AR (Q)
which, roughly speaking, measure the variation in means of h from @ through to
its k-th generation descendants.

Definition 3.2. For any k € N, define
k
(3.1) AN =Y S JARhlE
J=0 RED;(Q)

Remark 3.3 (Properties of A?). Notice that if h € L°(R"), then A? has a form
of geometric lemma since

AR = D] Z > IARRS Sk Y IARR]S Sy Qo)™

QCQo QCQo j=0 ReD;(Q) RCQo
This gives the Carleson condition
(3.2) Z )" Ss Z AR(Q)? Skominfe Qo)™
QCQo QCQo
AR(Q)>50(Q)"

AP also scales appropriately in the following manner: Let Q, Q € D(R™) and let
T :R™ — R” be the affine map sending @) onto @ by

3) T(0) =g + (5 52) Q)
. T)=xQ =
(Q)
where x4 is the center of Q. Let h € L*(Q) and set h = ho T~'. Notice that

. Q" _ Q"
hl|2200) = hoT™Y)2 = [ B2 3
bl = [ (o™ = [ RS0 = ST IblE

Similarly, notice that if V C Q and V C Q with (V) = V, then

JAVAIZ = /V (Ayh(z))2dz = / (Ap (T (2)))2de

which gives A (Q)? = (@)" AQ(QF
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Definition 3.4 (normed balls). Given L > 0, we define the set of norms on R"
which are L-bi-Lipschitz to the Euclidean norm by
N ={l-I + L7zl < |=| < LI}

Given a dyadic cube @ € D(R™) and L > 0, we define a collection of L-bi-Lipschitz
normed balls inside Q) by

BL(Q)={Bj(z,r) CQ : |- €N, = L7H(Q)}.
The following lemma gives a form of compactness result for B (Q).

Lemma 3.5. Fiz Q € D(R") and L > 0. Let B; = By, € BL(Q) for j € N.
There exists a subsequence of B; = By, (z;,7;) and a normed ball B = B (x,r) €
BL(Q) for which the following holds: For every n > 0, there exists jo € N such that
Jor all j = jo,

(3.4) By (z, (1 =5n)r) € B; € By (=, (1 +5n)r).

Proof. Because || - ||; € N for all j, the functions f; : B(0,1) — R given by
fj(z) = ||z||; are an equicontinuous, uniformly bounded family of continuous func-
tions. Therefore, they subconverge uniformly to some limit function f : B(0,1) —
R. Tt is straightforward to show this function gives a norm || - || when extended
homogeneously to R™. By passing to further subsequences, we can assume that
z; — x € Q and r; — r with L™1(Q) < r. We set B = By (z,7) and fix n > 0 as
in the statement of the lemma. By the convergences assumed, we can take jo large
enough such that for j > jo, we have ||z; —z|| < nmin{r,r;}, |r; —r| < nmin{r,r;},
and

A=)zl < fl=ll; < (T +n)llz|, for all z € R",
We now aim to prove (34). Let y € B;. Then
ly =l < lly = 2l + [l — x| < (L+20)|ly — 2l +nr
< (I 42n)1 +n)r+nr < (1+5n)r.
so that y € B (@, (1 +51)r). On the other hand, if z € By.j(z, (1 — 51)r), then
Iz = 2ill; < llz =2l + llz =2l < U+ 20)l[z — 2] + (1 + 2n)[Je — ;]|
< (L4 2n)(1 = 5n)ry + (1 +2n)nr; <7j
showing z € B;. n

The following lemma shows that in order to control the means of A over balls in
Br(Q), it is sufficient for A?(Q) to be sufficiently small.

Lemma 3.6. For all e ML > 0, n € N, there exist k(¢, M,L,n) € N and
§(e, M, L,n) > 0 such that the following holds: Suppose h € L*(R™) and @ € D(R")
are such that
(i) h>0 a.e.,

(i) 3 < MEQ)",

(i) AR(Q)* < oL(Q)".
Then, for any normed ball B € B (Q), we have

h— ][ h

B Q

(3.5) <e.
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Proof. Suppose the conclusion of the lemma is false. Then there exist ¢, M, L,n
and a sequence of maps h;j € LQ(R") and cubes Q; € D(R") with hj > 0, ||h 2 <
(Q]) and normed balls B; € Br,(Q;) so that (33) does not hold for h;, Q;, Bj,
yet A (QJ) < (Qj)"/2. For any j € N, let T; be the affine transformation
sendlng Q, onto Q = [0,1]™ as in (B3) and define h; : Q@ — R as in Remark B3] by

hj = il,j o ijl'

It follows from Remark B3 that ||h; ||L2(Q) < M and A;?J‘ Q)2 < % We also define

B; =T; (Bj) to be the appropriately translated and scaled copy of Bj.

By the weak compactness of bounded closed balls in L?, there exists some h €
L?(Q) such that h; — h in L? for some subsequence of h;. By further refining
subsequences and using Lemma [B.5] we can further assume the subsequence is
chosen so that a limiting normed ball B = B (z,r) € Br(Q) as in the lemma’s
conclusion exists. Let ¢ = fQ h and let ¢; = fQ h;.

We will first show that h = ¢ by showing that Ay h =0 for all V' C Q. By weak
convergence we have

(3.6) cjz/th—>/Qh:c.

Write h; = ¢j + 3 pco Arhj and h = ¢+ > pco Arh. Fix V C @ and observe

/thVh:/ cj+ Y Agh; Avh_cj/ Avh+ > (Aghj, Avh)
Q Q

RCQ RCQ
= (Ayhj, Ayh).

where the final equality follows since (Agrf1, Ay f2) = 0 whenever fi, fo € L? and
R # V. Similarly, we have

/ hAvh = (h, Ayh) = (Avh, Ayh) = | Avhl}
Q
Using weak convergence again, we get
@viy. ) = [ iavh— [ ndvh = s
Q Q
Using Cauchy-Schwarz, we can now conclude that [|Ayh|e < lim; [[Ayvhj|la. We

claim that ||Ayhll2 = 0. Indeed, if j is sufficiently large, then both V' € D;/(Q) for
some j' < j and ||Ayh|l2 < 2||Ayhj|2. This means

J
hj
IAVA[3 < 4Avh; > <4 > [Arhs]3 =4A7(Q) <
k=0 REDL(Q)

Sl

for all large j. This shows that Ayh =0 for all V' C @, hence h = ¢ as desired.
We will now show how this leads to a contradiction. Let n > 0 and choose j
large enough so that

By = By (z,(1—-5n)r) CB; C By (x, (14 5n)r) =: Ba.
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Using the fact that h; > 0 (this is the first use of this hypothesis),

(3.7) /Bh</h</B

so that

anlél ][h<][h—][J—gn ]{3 7[

Because " (B1) < £"(B;) < £"(Bs) and =z E ; (14 (n)n), we can assume
without loss of generahty that

Z"(By)
][hj—][hjghmsup th—][
Bj Q .7 B2

Since this holds for all n > 0, we get limsup; fB fQ

A
B; Q

lim sup <lA+cdne—d Snm

hand, by hypothesis

i| > €

for all j, giving a contradiction. |

Remark 3.7. Suppose that we only want to conclude (B3] with normed balls
B € Br(Q) replaced by Q' € D;(Q) for j < k € N. The following stronger condition
holds even without the positivity assumption for h: Let o : D(R™) — D(R™) where
a(Q) € D;(Q). There exists Cy(k,n) > 0 such that

WS E

The proof is straightforward: because a(Q) € D;(Q), there is a chain of at most
k+1 cubes o(Q) = Q; CQj—1 C ... C Qo = @ such that Q;11 is a child of Q;.
Therefore, we can use the triangle inequality to write

J
s e,
fa(@) Q Zl i i—1

Because each cube @' C R can appear in at most N(n, k) < oo chains of the above
type, this gives

2

The reader should also see [DS93] Lemma IV.2.2.14 for a version of this statement
where «(Q) is only required to be “N-close” to @ rather than contained in . The
main difference in Lemma [3.6] comes from averaging over normed balls rather than
dyadic cubes.

Corollary 3.8 (cf. [DS93] Corollary 1V.2.2.19). Let L,e, M > 0 and let h €
L®(R") with ||h]jec < M. Let

(3.8) " < Collhll3.

QCR

J
=1

ey Z 18013 Su S IARAIZ = 113

QCR i=1 QCR

%—{QED(R”)

h‘ < e for allBEBL(Q)}.
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Then By, = D(R™)\ 4, is C(M, L,n,¢€)-Carleson.

Proof. Let b = h + ||h]|o so that 0 < h < 2M a.e. Choose k,d > 0 such that the
conclusion of Lemma [3.6] holds with our given ¢, L, (2M)?. Let

AN

and fix R € D. By Lemmal3.0] Q € %; implies AZ(Q) > 5((@)"/2 so that by (32)).

> Q"< > UQ)" Ssmnr LR)™

%B—{QED(Rn)‘EBEBL

QCR . Qcr
Qe AL(Q)>suQ)"?
The result follows since f, h— fQ h= fph— fQ h so that By, = %;. [ |

4. BI-LIPSCHITZ IMAGES SATISFY THE WCD

In this section, we use the tools from Section Blto prove that metric spaces which
are bi-Lipschitz images of Euclidean spaces satisfy the WCD. In this section and
the next, we will use the following version of the WCD adapted to Christ-David
cubes using only 7.

Definition 4.1 (Cube weak constant density condition). Let (X, d) be an Ahlfors
n-regular metric space, Z be a system of Christ-David cubes for X, and let Cy, ¢g >
0. Define
(4.1)
Jag > 0, such that Vy € 2 Bq, 0 <r < 24(Q), }
4.q(Co, €0) = €9 Qn M ’ ,
e ={@e 2| Fary WA

(4.2)

PBea(Co, e0) = 2\ Gea(Co, €0)-

We say that X satisfies the cube WCD if there exists Cy > 0 such that for all
choices of system Z and ¢y > 0, B.qa(Co, €g) is Carleson.

See Lemma[Z.3] for a proof that this version of the WCD implies the version given
in Definition [[4l We will also need to review some of the theory of rectifiability in
metric spaces.

Definition 4.2 (metric derivatives, jacobians). Let f : R™ — ¥ be L-Lipschitz.
We say a seminorm on R™ |Df|(z) is a metric derivative of f at x if

i @) 7E) = IDf|@)y = 2)

=0.
Y.z ly — x| + |z — |

Given a seminorm s on R", define ¢ (s), the jacobian of s, by

s =aon ([ Gy te)

Kircheim used these ideas to prove the following metric analogs of Rademacher’s
theorem and the area formula for Lipschitz maps from R™ into metric spaces.
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Theorem 4.3 (cf. [Kir94] Theorem 2, Corollary 8). Let f : R™ — ¥ be L-Lipschitz
and let Zr(x) = Z(IDf|(x)). A metric derivative for f exists at Z™ almost every
x € R™. In addition, for any Lebesque integrable function g : R™ — R,

| s@siwazr@ = [ | X o).

z€f~1(y)

In their work on Lipschitz analogs of Sard’s Theorem, Azzam and Schul devel-
oped the following quantitative measure of how far a function f is from being given
by a seminorm.

Definition 4.4. Let f: R” — X and @ € D(R"). Define

md(Q) = —— inf sup |d(f(). f(y)) — Iz o]

UQ) I e e

Norms which are close to the infimum in the definition of md;(Q) can be thought

of as “coarse” metric derivatives for f inside @ (note that they are biased towards

approximating points whose distances are on the scale of Q). Azzam and Schul

proved the following metric quantitative differentiation theorem involving these
coefficients.

Theorem 4.5 (JASI4] Theorem 1.1). Let f : R™ — X be an L-Lipschitz function.
Let 6 > 0. Then for each R € D(R™),

Y U < n)UR)"
QED(R)
md;(3Q)>6L

Finally, we will need to extend the standard system of dyadic cubes.

Definition 4.6 (one-third trick lattices). The following family of dyadic systems
were introduced by Okikiolu [Oki92]. For any e € {0,1}" and cube Qo € D(R™),
define the shifted dyadic lattice

piQn ={ @+ “Pe|@enian |-
D*(Qo) = |J D5 (R")

j=0
and set
D)= U D(Qo)
e€{0,1}"
25(620) has the following property: For any z € @y and j > 0, there exists @) €
D(Qo) such that x € 2Q (See [Ler03] Proposition 3.2).

We now begin setting up the proof of the WCD for bi-Lipschitz images. We use
the following good family of dyadic cubes from our collection of dyadic trees D to
do analysis in the domain of our bi-Lipschitz maps.

Definition 4.7 (L-good Ig). Let f : [0,1]™ — ¥ be L-bi-Lipschitz. Fix Q € Z(X%).
We call a dyadic cube Ig € D L-good for @ if the following hold:

(i) £(Iq) =L €(Q),
(ii) 3Bq C f(lq)
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where the implicit constant in 7(i) is independent of @ and Ig.

Using the special property of the one-third trick lattices and the definition of
bi-Lipschitz maps, the following lemma is standard.

Lemma 4.8. Let f : [0,1]" — X be L-bi-Lipschitz. For each Q € 2(X) with
Q) <i 1, there exists an L-good I € D.

For k € N, § > 0, define

3 L-good I € D with
4.3 9 k, 0) = S @ ’
s e {Q A7 (L) < 80(Ig)""?, mdy(Iq) < 5 }
(4.4) PBs (k,0) = D\ 9 (k,0).
The strategy of the proof is to first show that ¥ C 9.4 and then show that %y, is

Carleson, and therefore %.q is Carleson since HB.q C HBs.

Lemma 4.9. Let f : [0,1]" — X be L-bi-Lipschitz and let ¢ > 0. There exist
k(e, L,n), d(e,L,n) > 0 such that the following holds: For any Q € % (k, ) there
exists a constant cg <rn 1 such that for any normed ball B € Br(Ig),

(A" (f(B)) — cqZ"(B)| < e£"(B)

Proof. Let Ig € D for Q be as in [@3), let € > 0, and assume k, § are small enough
to satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma [3.6] with respect to 0 < ¢y € L*> and e. Then

A{f (Ig) < 6 implies that
'][ ff_][ ff’ﬁﬁ
B Q

for any normed ball B € Br(Ig). By setting cq = fQ J¢ and using the area
formula, we get the desired inequality. |

Lemma 4.10. Let f : [0,1]™ - X be L-bi-Lipschitz, let Cy be a regularity constant
for 3, and let eg > 0. There exist k(eo, L,n), d(eo, L,n) > 0 such that %x(k,d) C
4.4(2Co, €0). In fact, for any Q € 95 (k,d), there exists a constant (2Cp) ™! < ag <
2Cy such that for any y € Bg, 0 <r <{(Q), we have

(4.5) |2 (B(y, 7)) — aqr"| < eol(Q)".

That is, the condition on cubes in 9.q4(2Cy, €o) is attained with a multiple of F™.

Proof. First, we note that if a constant ag such as in (£3]) exists, it must satisfy
(2Cp) ™! < ag < 20 for small enough € because X is (Cp, n)-regular. Let Ig be
as in [@3)) and let € > 0. By Lemma [L.9] we can choose k large enough and § > 0
small enough so there exists c¢g <r,, 1 such that for any B € By (Ig)

(4.6) |7 (f(B)) = c@Z"(B))| < eZ"(B).

In addition, the fact that mds(Ig) < ¢ implies that there exists a norm || - || such
that

(4.7) sup [d(f (@), f(y)) =z —ylq| < 06(Iq).

r,yclg
Let il =Ln 1 be such that f"(BH,HQ(O,T)) = C”,”QTn. We set
aQ = €QC-lq
and begin the proof of ([@A]).
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Let yo = f~!(y). We claim that there exists a constant ¢;(n, L) > 0 such that
(4.8)  Bi:= By, (Y0, (1 —c16)r) C fY(B(y,r)) C By.1o (Yo, (1 + c10)r) =: Ba.
For the first inclusion, let zo € By. By ([@.1),

A(f (o), £(50)) < ll70 — ollq + 30(1q) < (1 - e1d)r + C(L, mor < 7

where the final inequality holds if ¢; is large enough. Similarly, let zo € f~1(B(y, 7))
IQ. Then

20 = wolle < d(f(20), f(0)) + 0(3Ig) <7+ C(L,n)or < (1 + c10)r

with the same restriction on 0 as above This finishes the proof of ([A.8]). Because
3Bg C f(Ig), we immediately have that By, By C I for small enough ¢ so that
B, By € Bar(Ig). Using (@6), this implies the existence of a constant cz(n, L) so
that

H"(B(y,r)) < H"(f(Ba2)) < (cg + e)c”,”Q(l +c10)"r" < agr” + ca(e+ 0)(Q)".

N

A similar computation using " (f(B1)) gives a similar lower bound for 52" (B(y, r)).
This shows that

|26 (B(y, 1)) — agr™| < ca(e + 6)(Q)"
By choosing € small enough, then & large enough and § small enough, we get the
conclusion of the lemma. ]

Lemma 4.11. Let f:[0,1]" — X be L-bi-Lipschitz. For any k,6 > 0, Bx(k,0) is
C(k,6,n, L)-Carleson.

Proof. Let R € 2. By Lemma 4.8 Remark [3.3] and Theorem (.5 we have
> U= > QM+ Y QT+ Y Q)"

QEeB(k,5) QCR QCR QCR

QCR A;ff (Ig)>80(Ig)™/? mdy(Ig)>6 £€(Q)>C(L)
St > (I + Y UIg)" + C(Ln)l(R)"
IoCIRr I1oCIR
AT (1g)>80(1g)"? mdy (Ig)>6
5]6751[”” é(IR)n + é(R)n ,SL,n é(R)n ]

Theorem 4.12. The WCD holds for any bi-Lipschitz image of [0, 1]™.

Proof. Let f be L-bi-Lipschitz f : [0,1]" — X. Choose Cy(L,n) such that X is
Ahlfors (Cp,n)-regular and let ¢g > 0. Choose k large enough and ¢ small enough
with respect to eg, L,n so that ¥ (k,0) C %.4(2Co,€p). That is, the conclusion
of Lemma holds. Then Z.q(eo,2Cy) C HBx(k,d). Lemma AT implies that
P (k, d) is C(eg, L, n)-Carleson, implying HB.q(2Co, €o) is also C(ep, L, n)-Carleson
which says exactly that X satisfies the WCD. |

5. UNIFORMLY RECTIFIABLE METRIC SPACES SATISFY THE WCD

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem [A} uniformly n-rectifiable metric
spaces satisfy the WCD. We will prove this via approximating by bi-Lipschitz im-
ages. That is, we will use the fact that uniformly rectifiable metric spaces have
very big pieces of bi-Lipschitz images to transfer our bi-Lipschitz image estimates
to the uniformly rectifiable case. The primary tool for this argument is the following
abstract analog of the John-Nirenberg-Stromberg theorem.
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Lemma 5.1 ([BHS23] Lemma 4.2.8, [DS93] Lemma IV.1.12). Let X be an Ahlfors
n-reqular metric space and 2 a system of Christ-David cubes for X. Let o : 9 —
[0,00) be given and suppose there are N,n > 0 such that

(5.1) A" |z eR| Y al@Q <N | =nlR)"
=

for all R € 9. Then,
> AQUQ)" Sy UR)"
QCR

forallRe 9.

For our application, we will take a(Q) = X2.,(Co.c0) (@) Where B.a(Co, €0) is as
in ([A2). If we can show that (G.]) holds for this choice of a, then we will conclude

(5.2) D Xua(Coe)(@UQ)" = Y UQ)" Sy UR)"
QCR QCR
QERBca(Co,eo)
which is exactly the desired Carleson packing condition for %B.q(Co,€g). We will
need the following result from Bate, Hyde, and Schul’s paper which states that
uniformly rectifiable metric spaces have very big pieces of bi-Lipschitz images.

Theorem 5.2 (cf. [BHS23| Theorem B, Proposition 9.0.2). Let € > 0 and let X
be uniformly n-rectifiable. There is an L > 1 depending only on €,n, the Ahifors
reqularity constant for X, and the BPLI constants for X such that for each x € X
and v > 0 there exists F C B(x,r), satisfying 2 (B(z,7) \ F) < er? and an
L-bi-Lipschitz map g : FF — R™.

Remark 5.3. If we embed X isometrically into /., then we can take the map
g7t g(F) - F C ly above and extend it to an L'(L,n)-bi-Lipschitz map f :
R™ — / satisfying the same conclusions with respect to the isometric embedding
of X. (See [BHS23] Lemma 4.3.2 for a proof.)

We now begin setting up the proof of Theorem [Al Fix a uniformly n-rectifiable
metric space X with regularity constant Cy and a system of Christ-David cubes 2
for X. Let g > 0 and R € 2(X). By applying Theorem to the ball 3Bg, we
get an L-bi-Lipschitz map f : R® - ¥ C {, such that

(5.3) HE(3Br\ X)) < %OE(R)".

We will only need to use f near where it parameterizes 3 Bg, so it suffices to consider
flin where I is L-good for R (See Definition 7). We can assume without loss of
generality that Iz = [0, 1]™ so that the results of the previous section for bi-Lipschitz
images of [0, 1]™ apply to f.

Because ¥ has such large intersection with 3Bg, we can use the following lemma
to find a substantial subset R C R such that for every z € R, every cube Q C R
with x € @ has very large intersection with 3.

Lemma 5.4. Let X be a doubling metric space with a system of Christ-David
cubes 9. Let € > 0, F C X measurable, and let R € 9 be such that " (R\ F) <
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e (R). Define

(5.4) R{ZEGR For all Q € P such that x € Q C R, }

AM(QNF) = (1-26)27(Q)
We have #"(R) > e (R).

Proof. This proof is essentially contained in the proof of Lemma IV.2.2.38 in [DS93],

but we need to be precise about the constant e. If z € R\ R, then z is contained
in some cube @ such that #"(Q N F) < (1 —2¢)7#™(Q). Let {Q;}; be a maximal
disjoint family of such cubes so that R\ R = J; Q;. Then

(5.5) A"((R\ R)NF) Z%ﬂ”@mF 1_262%"

< (1 —26)#™(R\ R) < (1 — 26)%"( ).
On the other hand,
(5.6) HA"((R\R)NF)=#"(RNF)\R) > #"(RNF) — #"(R)
> (1 —e)#"(R) — #"(R).
Combining (5.5) and (5.6]) and rearranging gives
H(R) > (1 — €)™ (R) — (1 —2¢)#"(R) = e™(R). [

While this lemma allows us to control the measure of the part of X outside of
3, we will also use separate control of the maximal distance of points in Q € Z(R)
from ¥ as measured by the following quantity.

Definition 5.5. Let (Z,d) be a metric space and suppose X,Y C Z. For z € X
and 0 < r < diam(X), define
1
Ixy(x,r)=- sup dist(y,Y)
T yeXNB(x,r)
dist(y,Y)<r
The following lemma gives Carleson control over cubes where I'x y is large.

Lemma 5.6 ([BHS23] Lemma 4.2.6). Let (Z,d) be a metric space with X, Y C Z
Ahlfors (Co,n)-regular subsets and 9 a system of Christ-David cubes for X. For
any 6 >0, the set { Q € 2 | Ixy(3Bg) > ¢ } is C(Cy, n,d)-Carleson.

We can now define the good family of descendants of R we want to consider.
Let E = f~1(X). For any k € N and § > 0, consider the following three conditions
applicable to @ € Z(R) C 2(X):

(i) A™MQ\X) < FHM(Q),
(ii) Ixx(3Bg) <9,
(iti) IL-good I € D(R™) for which the following hold:
(a) AT (L) < 8e(Ig)"?,
(b) mdf(IQ) <.
Define
Gr(k,6) ={Q € 2(R) | Q satisfies[(q) and [(iii)| }
%R(ka 5) =9 \ gR(ka 5)

We first show that ¥r(k, ) cubes are good for the WCD for X. The reader should
compare the following lemma with Lemma [£T10l
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Lemma 5.7. Let X be uniformly n-rectifiable with reqularity constant Cy, let eg >
0, and let R € 9(X). Let f : R* — X be L-bi-Lipschitz and satisfy (@3). There
exist k,6 > 0 dependent on Cy, eg,n, L such that Yr(k,d) C 9ea(2Co, €0).

Proof. Let Q € 9r(k,9), y € 2Bq, 0 < r < 2/4(Q) and let Ig be the cube
guaranteed from condition Notice that B(y,r) C c¢pBg. By condition
there exists yo € X satisfying |y — yo| < 364(Q). Let ry = r £ 36£(Q) so that

Bs:(yo,7—-)NX C Bx(y,r) N2 C Bx(yo,r+) N X.

Since mdy(Ig) < 0, the proof of Lemma .10} specifically of ([3.4)), shows that there
exists a norm || - ||¢ and ¢i(n, L) > 0 such that the balls

Bi = By (f " (%), (1 — c1d)ro),
Bz = By (f " (%0), (1 + c16)ry)
satisfy By, Ba € Bar(Ig) and
61 BiNEC ™ (Bx(y,r) NE) C BaNE.

Let € > 0. By taking § small enough and k large enough so that the hypotheses of
Lemma [3.0] are satisfied for _#;xg, the fact that A,{f” (Ig) < 60(Ig)™/? gives

‘]{3 FiXE —]é,/fXE <e

for any normed ball B € Bar(Ig). Set cqg = fQ F¢xE. After rearranging and
applying the area formula, this becomes

(5.8) (A" (f(BNE)) = c@ZL"(B)| < eZ"(B).

Let Z"(B).|,(0,7)) = ¢|.or™ and set ag = cqcy.|,- Combining (B.1) and (G.5)

gives

A" (Bx(y,r) NX) < A" (f(B2N E)) < (cq + )L™ (B2) = ag(l+ ¢ e)(1 = c16)"r";
=ag(l+ céle)(l —c10)"(r+300(Q))"
<agr"+C(n,L)(e+0)(Q)".

A similar argument using B; gives a similar lower bound so that
(7" (Bx (y,7) N X) —aqr”| < C(n, L)(e + 0)((Q)".
Finally, using we have

| (Bx (y, 7)) — aqr"| < A" (Bx(y,r) \ ) + |4 (Bx (y,7)) N X — agr”|
< H"(coBoN X\ )+ C(n, L)(e + 6)(Q)"
<e

€
< SUQ)™ + O, L)(e + H)UQ)" < eol(Q)"

where the final inequality follows by first fixing e sufficiently small in terms of

€0, L,n then ¢ small and k large in terms of €, ¢y, n, L. |

We now show that Zr(k,d) is not too big. The reader should compare this
lemma with Lemma [.T1T]
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Lemma 5.8. Let X be uniformly n-rectifiable with regularity constant Cy, let
€,0,k > 0, and let R € 2(X). Let f : R" - X be L-bi-Lipschitz and satisfy
BE3). There exist constants N,m > 0 dependent on k,d, €9, n, L such that

(5.9) A" ER| Y Xanmws) SN ¢ | Z0l(R)".
QCR
zEQ
Proof. Define
P :{QgRllx)Z(?)BQ) >6},
B> ={Q C R | there is no I satisfying [(iii)| } .

Lemma [5.6] shows that 4, is Q((S, Cy,n)-Carleson and Lemma FTT] shows that %
is C(k,d,n, L)-Carleson. Let R be as in (54]). By Chebyshev’s inequality,

n ~ 1
H TER| D Xtn(rs)(@) > N < N/R > X#n(h)(Q)

QCR QCR
zEQ TEQ
1
Sy [ X @+ @
R
QCR
z€EQ

QCR
Q€@1U<@2
The result follows by taking N sufficiently large since the left hand side of (5.9 is
bounded below by

C C

A" (R) — FUR)" > e (R) = U(R)" Zc ((R)". [

We finally observe that these pieces combine to prove Theorem [A}

Proof of Theorem[4l Choose R € 2(X) and apply Theorem to get an L-bi-
Lipschitz map f : R — X C /{,, satisfying (53). Fix k large enough and §
small enough in terms of Cy, €p,n, L so that ¥r(k,0) C %.qa(2Co, o). That is, the
conclusion of Lemma [5.7 holds. Recall the definition of R from (54) and define

Z(R)={Q € 2(R) : 3z € RNQ}.

We have Zea(2C0, €0) N D(R) € Br(k,0) so that Xaz,,c0.c) (@) < X@nkhs) (Q)
for all @ € Z(R). Lemma [5.§ gives the existence of N, 7 independent of R so that

H" r€ER Z X B (2C0,e0) < N > nl(R)".
QCR
TEQ
By Lemmal[b.Tlthis implies %B.q(2Ch, €o) is Carleson, implying X satisfies the WCD.
|
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