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Abstract. This article is a study guide for “On the Hausdorff dimension of Furstenberg
sets and orthogonal projections in the plane” by Orponen and Shmerkin [OS23a]. We begin
by introducing Furstenberg set problem and exceptional set of projections and provide a
summary of the proof with the core ideas.
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1. Introduction

This paper aims to give an idea of the proof of the main theorem in [OS23a], which
studies Furstenberg sets and the exceptional set of orthogonal projections. First of all, let
us start with the ps, tq-Furstenberg sets :

Definition 1.1. A set F P R2 is called an ps, tq-Furstenberg sets if there exist L, a family
of lines ℓpa, bq :“ tpx, yq : y “ ax ` bu with dimH L :“ dimHtpa, bq : ℓpa, bq P Lu ě t, such
that dimHpF X ℓq ě s for all ℓ P L.

The main theorems of the paper are as follows.

Theorem 1.2. For every s P p0, 1q and t P ps, 2s, there exists ϵ “ ϵps, tq ą 0 such that given
any ps, tq-Furstenberg sets F P R2, we have dimH F ě 2s ` ϵ.

Next, we switch to the orthogonal projection: for e P S1 we denote πe : R2 Ñ R by the
orthogonal projection to the line passing through the origin spanned by e, i.e., πepxq “ e ¨x.

Theorem 1.3. Consider s P p0, 1q and t P ps, 2s, then there exists ϵ “ ϵps, tq ą 0, such that
for any K Ă R2 with dimHpKq “ t,

dimHte P S1
| dimHΠepKq ă su ď s ´ ϵ.

Both theorem 1.2 and theorem 1.3 follow from their discretized version: Theorem 3.5,
which we will introduce later. Before that, we provide some background on Furstenberg
sets and exceptional sets of projections.

1.1. Furstenberg set problem. The Furstenberg set problem is a fractal analog of the
Kakeya problem in R2. A Kakeya set in Rn is a compact set K Ă Rn which contains a
unit line segment in every direction, and the Kakeya set problem asks the smallest possible
Hausdorff dimension of a Kakeya set. The conjecture is that the Hausdorff dimension is
ě n. It is true when n “ 2, but it is still open in higher dimensions, i.e. n ě 3. Similarly,
the ps, tq-Furstenberg set problem asks the smallest possible Hausdorff dimension of an ps, tq-
Furstenberg set.

As a special case, if we consider a set F Ă R2 such that for all directions e P S1, there
is a line ℓe in the direction e such that dimHpF X ℓeq ě s, then we call it s-Furstenberg
set and the corresponding problem is called the s-Furstenberg set problem. Wolff showed a
lower bound for the s-Furstenberg set problem in [Wol99], by using the Szemerédi-Trotter
theorem, which can be generalized to the ps, tq-Furstenberg set problem as follows.

Theorem 1.4. Consider s P p0, 1q and t P ps, 1s, then for any ps, tq-Furstenberg set F , we
have dimH F ě maxt t

2
` s, 2su.

This is essentially the “elementary” bound for the problem. It was conjectured that every
ps, tq-Furstenberg set F Ă R2 has Hausdorff dimension

dimH F ě mints ` t,
3s ` t

2
, s ` 1u.

In recent work, Ren and Wang [RW23] fully resolved this conjecture, which we will detail
towards the end of this section.

An example for dimH F “ s ` t or s ` 1 can be constructed by using “Cantor target,”
and an example for dimH F “ 3s`t

2
can be found in [Wol99]. Only the case when t “ 1 is

described in [Wol99], but it can be extended to t ď 1. Note that 3s`t
2

ě s ` 1 if t ě 1.
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Figure 1. Cantor target: Let C be circles such that the set of radii is a
Cantor set of Hausdorff dimension s and let L be a set of lines pass through
origin such that Hausdorff dimension of the set of angles is t ď 1. Let K “

YcPC,lPLC X l, then K is a ps, tq-Furstenberg set of dimension s ` t.

1.2. Exceptional set of projections. For simplicity, let us focus on the case whenK Ă R2

with dimHK P p0, 1s. Marstrand’s projection theorem [Mar54] says that if dimHK “ s ď 1,
then dimH πepKq “ s for H1 almost all e P S1. Then, we can ask how small the exceptional
directions are such that dimH πepKq ă s.

Let dimH K “ t. Some of the known results on this question are as follows:

‚ [Kau68] For any s P p0, ts,

(1.1) dimHte P S1
| dimH πepKq ă su ď s.

‚ [Obe12]

(1.2) dimHte P S1
| dimH πepKq ă t{2u “ 0.

‚ [Bou10] Given ϵ ą 0, there exists δ ą 0, such that

dimHte P S1
| dimH πepKq ă t{2 ` δu ă ϵ.

In particular,

dimHte P S1
| dimH πepKq ď t{2u “ 0.

Let dimH K “ t, then the conjecture was that for any s P r0, ts,

(1.3) dimHte P S1
| dimH πepKq ă su ď maxt2s ´ t, 0u.

Ren and Wang’s work [RW23] also implies that this conjecture is true .

1.3. History of progress on the Furstenberg set problem. Here, we will cover many of
the results on the Furstenberg set problem, leading up to its recent resolution. In particular,
we explain the key role played by Orponen and Shmerkin’s work [OS23a]. As mentioned,
Wolff was the first to record progress on the Furstenberg set problem in [Wol99]. He proved
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the following bound on the size of s-Furstenberg sets F , which he indicated likely originated
with Furstenberg and Katznelson

dimHpF q ě maxt2s,
1

2
` su.

In 2003, the work of Bourgain [Bou03] in conjunction with the prior work of Katz and
Tao [KT01] led to an ϵ-improvement in the above bound around s “ 1

2
. However, for s

appreciably larger than 1
2
, Wolff’s bounds remained the strongest for some time.

Prior to the work of Orponen and Shmerkin that is the subject of this study guide, other
progress on the Furstenberg set problem was made. In 2010, Molter and Rela [MR10]
generalized s-Furstenberg sets to ps, tq-Furstenberg sets. They established the bound

dimHpF q ě maxts `
t

2
, 2s ` t ´ 1u.

In 2017, N. Lutz and Stull [LS20] improved this bound for certain values of s and t . They
obtained

dimHpF q ě s ` mints, tu.

Notably, this was the first application of the point-to-set principle of J. Lutz and N. Lutz
[LL18] to establish a new result in classical fractal geometry. Other relevant work in-
cludes Hera, Shmerkin, and Yavicoli’s ϵ-improvement for ps, 2sq-Furstenberg sets [HSY22];
Benedetto and Zahl’s quantified improvement over this bound [BZ21]; and separate ϵ-
improvements on the packing dimension bound for s-Furstenberg sets by Orponen [Orp20]
and Shmerkin [Shm22].

Considering the above work, Theorem 1.2 is notable because it establishes an ϵ-improvement
to Hausdorff dimension bound for s-Furstenberg sets for all s ą 1

2
, not just s near 1

2
. Addi-

tionally, it yields an improvement to the ps, tq-Furstenberg set problem for t ą s, and not
just t “ 2s, marking the first general improvement to the elementary bounds. Even beyond
these advances, however, [OS23a] was a breakthrough. This paper played a key role in later
work that eventually led to a resolution of the Furstenberg set problem and sharp bounds
for the dimension of exceptional sets of projections, which we now outline.

This ϵ-improvement was a crucial ingredient of Orponen, Shmerkin, and Wang’s recent
sharp bounds on the size of radial projections in R2 [OSW24]. They establish these bounds
by via a bootstrapping scheme that depends on the small but sufficiently uniform improve-
ment to the Furstenberg set problem of [OS23a]. The study guide [BBMO24] is a helpful
tool for reading Orponen, Shmerkin, and Wang’s paper.

Next, in work from 2023, Orponen and Shmerkin were able to use this radial projection
theorem to establish a major explicit improvement to the ps, tq-Furstenberg set problem,
as well improved bounds for exceptional sets of projections [OS23b]. In particular, for an
s-Furstenberg set F , they showed

(1.4) dimHpF q ě maxt2s `
p1 ´ sq2

2 ´ s
, 1 ` su.

This bound follows from a resolution of the Furstenberg set conjecture under the assumption
that the set of lines is “regular” (meaning the set looks roughly the same at all scales). The
idea is more or less that the regularity gives a quasi-product structure to these sets, enabling
the application of a discretized sum-product theorem; this theorem is the first of [OS23b]
and its proof uses the radial projection theorem of [OSW24].
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However, the resolution for regular Furstenberg sets is not only interesting because it
led to the bound (1.4). It also resolves one of the “enemy” scenarios for the Furstenberg
set problem, related to the aforementioned sum-product phenomenon. The other enemy
scenario comes from “well-spaced” sets, the opposite of regular sets in the sense that well-
spaced sets look as different as possible across scales, while regular sets look very similar
across scales. Progress was made on this other enemy through a sharp incidence estimate
for well-spaced tubes by Guth, Solomon, and Wang [GSW19]. Ren and Wang generalized
this sharp incidence estimate to a wider class of semi-well spaced sets [RW23]. Then, they
combined the extremal cases of regular sets and semi-well spaced sets, establishing for ps, tq-
Furstenberg sets F that

dimH F ě mints ` t,
3s ` t

2
, s ` 1u.

This is the sharp bound. The same work also gives the conjectured exceptional set bounds,
namely that if dimH K “ t, then for any s P r0, ts,

dimHte P S1
| dimH πepKq ă su ď maxt2s ´ t, 0u.

1.4. Roadmap of [OS23a]. The paper [OS23a] can be divided into three parts:

(1) Part 1: Section 2,3
In the first part, the goal is to introduce the “discretized” Szemeredi-Trotter estimate
and see how to deduce the bound on the Furstenberg set problem and the exceptional
set of orthogonal projection from these discretized estimates.

‚ Section 2: Szemeredi-Trotter theorem and its discretized version. See (3).
‚ Section 3: Proof of Furstenberg set problem and exceptional set of orthogonal
projection by using discretized Szemeredi-Trotter estimate. See (2).

(2) Part 2: Section 4,5,6 and Appendix
In the second part, the goal is to prove an improved discretized Szemeredi-Trotter
estimate under regular conditions with the help of an induction on scales scheme.

‚ Section 4,5: An induction on scale scheme. (4).
‚ Appendix: Discretized Szemeredi-Trotter estimate (a dichotomy under regular
conditions).

‚ Section 6: Improved discretized Szemeredi-Trotter estimate under regular con-
ditions. (6).

(3) Part 3: Section 7,8,9
In the final part, the goal is to introduce a multiscale analysis to get an improved
discretized Szemeredi-Trotter estimate by “interpolating” the original estimate and
the improved estimate under regular conditions.

‚ Section 7: Multiscale analysis 1: Combining incidence estimates from different
scales. See (5).

‚ Section 8: Multiscale analysis 2: Choosing good decompositions of different
scales. See (5).

‚ Section 9: Finishing the proof of the improved discretized Szemeredi-Trotter
estimate. See (6).
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2. Heuristic proof

In this section, we will see how to use the Szemerédi-Trotter theorem to give a heuristic
estimate of both the Furstenberg set problem and the exceptional set of the orthogonal
projection, which motivated further study of the discretized Szemerédi-Trotter in the next
section.

We denote by A À B if A ď CB for some constant C ą 0, and we abbreviate A À B À A
to A „ B. If the implicit constant depends on parameters like ϵ, we denote A Àϵ B. We
will sometimes use A Æ B to denote A Àϵ δ

´ϵB and use A « B to write A Æ B and B Æ A.

2.1. Szemerédi-Trotter theorem: sharp and elementary versions.

Theorem 2.1. Let L be a finite set of lines in R2 and P be a finite set of points in R2. Let
IpP ,Lq is the set of incidences between lines in L and points in P, i.e. IpP ,Lq :“ tpp, Lq P

P ˆ L : p P Lu. Then, we have the following estimates.

‚ (sharp version)
|IpP ,Lq| À |L|

2{3
|P |

2{3
` |L| ` |P |.

‚ (elementary version 1)

|IpP ,Lq| À |L|
1{2

|P | ` |L|.

‚ (elementary version 2)

|IpP ,Lq| À |L||P |
1{2

` |P |.

2.2. Heuristic proof for Furstenberg set problem. The main result in this subsec-
tion is to see how the exponents in the Furstenberg set problem come heuristically from
Szemerédi-Trotter theorem:

‚ Sharp version corresponds to the conjectural exponent 3s`t
2

.
‚ Elementary version 1 corresponds to the exponent s ` t

2
.

‚ Elementary version 2 corresponds to the exponent 2s.

Since the ideas are similar, we will just show the first case that the sharp version corre-
sponds to the conjectural exponent 3s`t

2
. The first heuristic we will use is that we treat any

δ-balls as a point, and any δ-tube as a line. 1 The second heuristic we will use is that we
treat the Hausdorff dimension as the box dimension.

After discretizing the ps, tq-Furstenberg set in the δ-scale, we have „ δ´t many δ-tubes
and each δ-tubes contain „ δ´s many δ-balls. Therefore, we have the following lower bound
for the incidence:

δ´s
¨ |L| À |IpP ,Lq|.

However, by the sharp version of the Szemerédi-Trotter theorem, we have

|IpP ,Lq| À |L|
2{3

|P |
2{3

` |L| ` |P |.

If we do a case-by-case study, we will find |L|2{3|P |2{3 is the dominant term for the upper
bound of the incidence. Therefore, we have

δ´s
¨ |L| À |L|

2{3
|P |

2{3

and combing that |L| „ δ´t gives us |P | Á δ´ 3s`t
2 , which essentially says dimHF ě 3s`t

2
.

1δ-ball here means the δ neighborhood of a point, and δ-tube means the δ neighborhood of a line segment.
One can find a more precise definition in Section 3.
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2.3. Heuristic proof for the exceptional set of the orthogonal projection. The main
result in this subsection is to see how the exponents in the exceptional set of orthogonal
projection come heuristically from Szemerédi-Trotter theorem:

‚ Sharp version corresponds to Oberlin’s conjecture (1.3).
‚ Elementary version 1 corresponds to Oberlin’s estimate (1.2).
‚ Elementary version 2 corresponds to Kaufman’s estimate (1.1).

Again, since the ideas are similar, we will only show how sharp version corresponds to
Oberlin’s conjecture. Now let K Ă R2 with dimHK “ t. Denote the exceptional set
Θ “ te P S1 | dimH πepKq ă su and set α “ dimHΘ. Our goal is to show that α ď 2s ´ t.

Now suppose e P Θ is an exceptional direction, then the discretization of K at δ-scale
can be covered by À δ´s many parallel δ-tubes with the direction perpendicular to e.
Since there are δ´α exceptional direction, the total amount of tubes |L| À δ´s´α. Since
dimHK “ t, |P | „ δ´t. Finally, since every δ-ball is incident to „ δ´α δ-tubes coming from
each exceptional direction, so we have the lower bound for the incidence:

δ´α
¨ |P | À |IpP ,Lq|.

Again, by the sharp version of the Szemerédi-Trotter theorem with the dominant term
|L|2{3|P |2{3 by case-by-case study, we have

δ´α
¨ |P | À |IpP ,Lq| À |L|

2{3
|P |

2{3.

Combined with |L| À δ´s´α and |P | „ δ´t, we then have

δ´α
¨ δ´t

À δ´2ps`αq{3
¨ δ´2t{3,

which is equivalent to α ď 2s ´ t, and we are done.

Remark 2.2. We should mention that it is easier to make the second heuristic rigorous by
pigeonholing arguments, while making the first heuristic corresponding to the sharp version
of the Szemerédi-Trotter theorem rigorous is much more difficult. However, we can make
the first heuristic rigorous in the case corresponding to the elementary version, and this is
the main subject of the next section.

Remark 2.3. We encourage the reader to read Section 3 in [OS23a] to see how to use the
pigeonholing argument to reduce the Hausdorff dimension statement to the box dimension
statement (or discretized statement) where our heuristic can be applied.

3. Discretized Szemerédi-Trotter theorem

3.1. Elementary bound for the Szemerédi-Trotter theorem. Here we give an ele-
mentary bound of the Szemerédi-Trotter theorem.

Theorem 3.1 (Elementary bound for Szemerédi-Trotter theorem).

|IpP ,Lq| À |L|
1{2

|P | ` |L|.

|IpP ,Lq| À |L||P |
1{2

` |P |.

Proof. First of all, by point line duality, the above two inequalities are essentially equivalent
(by changing the role of point and line). Therefore, it suffices to prove the first version.
Note that |IpP ,Lq| “

ř

lPL
ř

pPP χlppq, where χlppq “ 1 if p P l and χlppq “ 0 if p R l.
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By Cauchy-Schwarz, we have
ÿ

lPL

ÿ

pPP
χlppq ď p

ÿ

lPL
1q

1{2
p
ÿ

lPL

ÿ

p,p1PP
χlppqχlpp

1
qq

1{2.

Observe that the first term
ř

lPL 1 “ |L| and the second term can be split into the diagonal
part (p “ p1) and the off-diagonal part (p ‰ p1).
For the diagonal part,

ÿ

lPL

ÿ

p“p1PP
χlppqχlpp

1
q “

ÿ

lPL

ÿ

pPP
χlppq “ |IpP ,Lq|.

For the off-diagonal part, the key idea is that at most one line can pass through any given
pair of two distinct points (

ř

lPL χlppqχlpp
1q ď 1 when p ‰ p1):

ÿ

lPL

ÿ

p‰p1PP
χlppqχlpp

1
q “

ÿ

p‰p1PP

ÿ

lPL
χlppqχlpp

1
q ď

ÿ

p‰p1PP
1 ∼ |P |

2.

To sum up, what we have done is as follows:

|IpP ,Lq|
2

À |L|p|IpP ,Lq| ` |P |
2
q

Finally, note that either |IpP ,Lq|2 À |L||IpP ,Lq| or |IpP ,Lq|2 À |L||P |2, which corre-
sponds to either |IpP ,Lq| À |L| or |IpP ,Lq| À |L|1{2|P |. Summing up these two cases, we
get the desired bound.

□

3.2. Elementary bound for the discretized Szemerédi-Trotter theorem. As we
see, the key geometric consideration in the elementary Szemerédi-Trotter theorem is that,
at most, one line can pass through any given pair of two distinct points. However, this is
not the case in the discretized setting.

Let δ P 2´N be a dyadic number and let DδpR2q be the family of half-open dyadic δ-cubes
in R2. If A is a set in R2, we denote DδpAq the family of p P DδpR2q such that A X p ‰ H

and denote |A|δ “ |DδpAq|. If A “ r0, 1q2, we abbreviate Dδpr0, 1q2q to Dδ.
Similarly, we also define δ-tubes. For q P DδpR2q, a δ-tube T pqq is a set of form

ď

pa,bqPq

tpx, yq P R2 : y “ ax ` bu.

We define the family of δ-tubes T δ by tT pqq : q P Dδpr´1, 1s ˆ Rqu.
Now, let us give a definition of the discretized set first.

Definition 3.2 (pδ, s, Cq-set). Let P Ă Rd be a bounded set, d ě 1. Let δ ą 0 and let
0 ď s ď d and C ą 0. We say that P is a pδ, s, Cq-set if for any r-cube Q

|P X Q|δ ď Crs|P |δ.

Similarly, let L be a set of lines in R2. we say that L is a pδ, s, Cq set if the set of points
pa, bq such that tpx, yq P R2 : y “ ax ` bu P L is a pδ, s, Cq-set.

Now assume that P is a pδ, tq-set 2 and @p P P , there exists a pδ, sq-set of tubes T ppq

such that p P T for all T P T ppq. We set T “
Ť

pPP T ppq. Define the incidence IpP , T q “

tpp, T q P P ˆ T : T P T ppqu. Now let us study that given two distinct δ cubes p and p1,
how many δ-tube can pass through them:

ř

TPT χT ppqχT pp1q.

2We usually denote a pδ, s, Cq-set as pδ, sq-set if the constant C is not important.
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Observe that if a δ-tube passes two distinct δ cubes, then its slope can only range from
an interval of size ∼ δ

dpp,p1q
. Moreover, since T ppq is a pδ, sq-set, the amount of tubes that

can pass through p and p1 are smaller than |T ppq| ¨ p δ
dpp,p1q

qs. To sum up,

ÿ

TPT
χT ppqχT pp1

q À |T ppq| ¨

ˆ

δ

dpp, p1q

˙s

.

Therefore, the off-diagonal part becomes

ÿ

TPT

ÿ

p‰p1PP
χT ppqχT pp1

q “
ÿ

pPP

ÿ

p1PP:p1‰p

ÿ

TPT
χT ppqχT pp1

q À
ÿ

pPP

ÿ

p1PP:p1‰p

|T ppq| ¨

ˆ

δ

dpp, p1q

˙s

.

Since P is a pδ, tq-set, we have

ÿ

p1PP:p1‰p

ˆ

1

dpp, p1q

˙s

∼
ÿ

j

|tp1
P P : dpp, p1

q „ 2´j
u| ¨ 2js À

ÿ

j

|P | ¨ 2jps´tq
À |P |,

where in the last step, we use the assumption that s ă t. Therefore, we have
ÿ

TPT

ÿ

p‰p1PP
χT ppqχT pp1

q À |P | ¨ δs
ÿ

pPP
|T ppq|.

In particular, if we assume that |T ppq| ∼ M for some constant M (which can be done by
passing to a refinement of P after pigeonholing), then the contribution of the off-diagonal
part becomes

ÿ

TPT

ÿ

p‰p1PP
χT ppqχT pp1

q Æδ |P |
2

¨ δs ¨ M.

Now we record what we have done below:

Proposition 3.3. Let 0 ă s ď t. 3 Assume that P is a pδ, tq-set and @p P P, there exists a
pδ, sq-set of tubes T ppq such that p P T for all T P T ppq. Set T “

Ť

pPP T ppq. Also assume

that |T ppq| ∼ M for some constant M . Then

|IpP , T q| Æδ M ¨ δs|T |
1{2

|P | ` |T |.

As a result, we have M ¨ |P | ď |IpP , T q| Æδ M ¨ δs|T |1{2|P | (the first term on the right-
hand side dominates), which is equivalent to that δ´2s Æδ |T |: and this gives us essentially
dimHpF q ě 2s, where F is an ps, tq-Furstenberg set.
Finally, with a little extra effort, we can modify our discretized incidence estimate to the

following more complicated version, which is better for our induction on scale scheme later
(Corollary 2.14 in the original paper [OS23a]):

Corollary 3.4. Let 0 ď s ď t ď 1, and let Cp, CT ě 1. Let P Ă Dδ be a pδ, t, Cpq-set.
Assume that for every p P P there exist a pδ, s, CT q-set T ppq Ă T δ of dyadic δ-tubes with
the properties that T X p ‰ H for all T P T ppq, and |T ppq| „ M for some M ě 1. Then,

|T | Çδ pCPCT q
´1Mδ´s

pMδsq
t´s
1´s .

3Note that in the argument above, we require s ă t to illustrate the idea. However, the argument can
be extended to the case when s ď t with more involved analysis. We encourage readers to read Proposition
2.13 in [OS23a].
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For the rest of the paper, we will prove the following theorem, one of the main theorems
in [OS23a]. Theorem 1.2 and 1.3 follow from this theorem.

Theorem 3.5. For s P p0, 1q and t P ps, 2s, there exists ϵps, tq ą 0 such that the following
holds for all small enough δ P 2´N depending only on s and t. Let P Ă Dδ be a pδ, t, δ´ϵq-
set with YP Ă r0, 1q2, and T Ă T δ be a family of dyadic δ-tubes. Assume that for every
p P P, there exists a pδ, s, δ´ϵq-set T ppq Ă T such that T X p ‰ H for all T P T ppq. Then
|T | ě δ´2s´ϵ.

4. The induction on scales scheme

The main goal of this part of the study guide is to explain the proof of an induction on
scales-type proposition, which corresponds to sections 4 and 5 of [OS23a]. The proposition is
5.2 in the original paper, and we will need it for two purposes: proving an improved incidence
estimate at the “regular” scales, and when we perform our multi-scale decomposition. The
point is that it allows us to relate information at different scales. First, we make the
following definition:

Definition 4.1. A pδ, s, C,Mq-nice configuration is a pair pP0, T0q Ă Dδ ˆ T δ such that
for every p P P0, there is some family T ppq Ă T0 (with each tube intersecting p) that is a
pδ, s, Cq-set and has cardinality M .

We can also define SQ to be the homothety taking the square Q to the unit square, which
will be useful as we think about different scales. We state the (rather lengthy) proposition
here and will discuss the meaning of the various parts after.

Proposition 4.2. Fix dyadic numbers 0 ă δ ă ∆ ď 1. Let pP0, T0q be a pδ, s, C1,Mq-nice
configuration. Then there exist sets P Ă P0 and T ppq Ă T0ppq, p P P such that, denoting
T “

Ť

pPP T ppq the following hold:

(1) |D∆pPq| «δ |D∆pP0q| and |P X Q| «δ |P0 X Q| for all Q P D∆pPq.
(2) |T ppq| Çδ |T0ppq| “ M for p P P.
(3) There are T∆ Ă T ∆, C∆ «δ C1 and M∆ ě 1 such that pD∆pPq, T ∆pT qq is p∆, s, C∆,M∆q-

nice for some C∆ «δ C1 and M∆ ě 1.
(4) For each Q P D∆pPq there exist CQ «δ C1, MQ ě 1 and a family of tubes TQ Ă T δ{∆

such that pSQpP X Qq, TQq is pδ{∆, s, CQ,MQq nice.

Furthermore, the families TQ can be chosen so that

(4.1)
|T0|

M
Çδ

|T ∆pT q|

M∆

¨

ˆ

max
QPD∆pPq

|TQ|

MQ

˙

.

First, in what sense is this an induction on scales-type proposition? The key is the last
inequality. Here, T0 is a family of tubes at a scale of δ, T ∆pT q is a family of tubes at a
scale of ∆, and each TQ is a family of tubes at a scale of δ{∆. So, we essentially get a lower
bound on incidences at one scale in terms of incidences at two other scales.

Properties (1) and (2) essentially guarantee that we don’t have to remove much from
our set of squares and our set of tubes in order to achieve the refinements with the desired
properties. Note that if we did remove a significant amount, the main inequality above
would not be particularly useful. Properties (3) and (4) guarantee that the sets of squares
and tubes we obtain at the scales δ and δ{∆ have the similarly nice properties compared to
the original configuration, with reasonable constants.
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To prove this proposition, we will first need a crucial lemma (Proposition 4.1 in the
original paper [OS23a]).

Lemma 4.3. Let 0 ă δ ď ∆ ď 1 be dyadic numbers and let C1,M ą 1. Let P be a finite
set and assume that for every p P P, there is an associated pδ, s, C1q set T ppq Ă T δ of
cardinality between M

2
and M with each tube intersecting r0, 1q2. Then, there is a subset

P̄ Ă P of cardinality «∆ |P | and a collection of tubes T̄∆ Ă T ∆ each intersecting r0, 1q2

such that

(1) T̄∆ is a p∆, s, C2q set with C2 Æ∆ C1.
(2) There is a constant H «∆ M ¨ |P |{|T̄∆| such that for any T P T̄∆,

|tpp, T q P P̄ ˆ T δ : T P T pP q and T Ă Tu| Á H.

The idea of this lemma is to provide a way of covering a collection of small tubes with a
suitably separated collection of larger tubes. The reason we need a relatively complicated
statement is that the naive version of this proposition is not even true, as illustrated below:
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So, what does each part of this lemma accomplish? Without removing too many squares,
we can obtain a similarly spaced set of tubes at a larger scale (and without a much worse
constant). Additionally, (2) tells us that for a fixed large tube, the number of incidences
of p’s and small tubes within that large tube does not shrink too much with our refine-
ment. In fact, a quick calculation reveals that H is actually also an upper bound on the
average number of incidences. This lemma will be immediately useful as we prove the main
proposition of this section, so we explain the proof here.

Proof. Suppose we start with a minimal cover of T “
Ť

pPP T ppq by a set of larger ∆-tubes.
We denote this cover by T∆. In order to prove the desired result, we need to increase the
uniformity of our collection of squares and our collection of covering tubes, which we will
do by pigeonholing a few times.

First, we want to guarantee that our ∆-tubes each contain roughly the same number of
δ-tubes from T ppq. Fixing p P P , we can consider only the ∆-tubes T P T∆ that contain
between 2j´1 and 2j elements of T ppq. The largest 2j we would need to consider is M
(the maximal size of any T ppq). Also, we can ignore any 2j’s smaller than some absolute
constant times M∆2, because there are only roughly ∆2 many ∆-tubes even intersecting
r0, 1q2, the only tubes we may need to consider. So, some 2j’s are small enough that they
cannot contribute much to the total number of tubes. Thus, we only have to consider the
j’s such that CM∆2 ď 2j ď M , and there are clearly only «∆ 1 many of these.
So, we can pull out a particular index jppq and consider only the ∆-tubes containing

approximately this many smaller tubes. This may depend on p, but since there are not
many choices for j, we can pigeonhole again and remove the squares p with different values
for this j. Then, we remove the δ-tubes from each T pp̄q that are not contained in the
remaining ∆-tubes, where p̄ is in our refined collection.
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The upshot is that our collections are now uniform in the sense that each refined family
T ppq is covered by approximately the same number of ∆-tubes (denoted m2q, each remain-
ing ∆-tube contains approximately the same number of δ-tubes (denoted m1q, and the
approximate equalities depend only on ∆. In the above figure, m1 is 4, and m2 is 2.

Unfortunately, we still need to achieve a bit more uniformity. This is accomplished with
another dyadic pigeonholing, similar to the start of this proof, where we consider the ∆-
tubes T which cover the smaller δ-tubes of between 2j´1 and 2j many associated squares
p. The remaining collection of ∆-tubes is our set T̄∆. We define H to be 2jm1, where j
is the value we extract from this pigeonholing. The requirement on the value of H from
Proposition 4.2 is satisfied since

H «∆ M ¨ |P |{|T̄∆|

translates to

(# of p represented per ∆-tube)(δ-tubes per ∆-tube) «∆
(δ-tubes per p)(original # of p)

(# of ∆- tubes)
.

Now, we verify the two claims of the lemma:

(1) T̄∆ is a p∆, s, C2q set: First, fix a scale r ě ∆. It suffices to show that a fixed r-tube
Tr contains Æ∆ C1|T̄∆|rs ∆-tubes T from our collection T̄∆. From now on, we will
consider only the ∆-tubes in this Tr, and we will denote by N the number of these
∆-tubes. A quick final pigeonholing allows us to fix a particular p0 such that

|T∆pp0q| Ç∆ N |T̄∆|m2.

Here, the uniformity we gained from pigeonholing in the setup is crucial because no
matter what p0 we get above, we know that each ∆-tube associated to p0 contains
about m1 many δ-tubes from T pp0q. Using the fact that T pp0q is a pδ, s, C1q-set that
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- even after the above refinements - contains about M many δ-tubes, we obtain that

|tT P T pp0q : T Ă Tru| À C1Mrs.

On the other hand, from the previous paragraph, we have

|tT P T pp0q : T Ă Tru| Ç∆ N |T̄∆|
´1M,

and the claim follows.
(2) For any T P T̄∆, |tpp, T q P P̄ ˆT δ : T P T pP q and T Ă Tu| Á H: This claim follows

almost immediately from the definition of H. Fix a ∆-tube T, and we know it must
contain approximately m1 δ-tubes from 2j different p’s (again, where j comes from
the last pigeonholing). This is exactly how H “ 2jm1 was defined, and as a result of
the pigeonholing, we know that the above holds uniformly for the remaining ∆-tubes
T.

□

Equipped with this lemma, we explain the proof of the induction on scales proposition.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. As in the proof of the lemma, we begin with some pigeonholing.
Namely, we need to reduce the family Q0 of ∆-squares intersecting our starting family P0.
First, fix some Q P Q and apply Lemma 4.3 to P X Q, obtaining a set T∆pQq of ∆-tubes.
The point of this application is that we get a uniform lower bound on the cardinality of a
set of incidences, and we retain that our resulting collection of tubes is “s-dimensional” at
our new scale, which was a requirement of the “nice” configurations.

Having already seen some pigeonholing in the previous proof, we elide the details of the
several uses of this principle and focus on explaining the gain in uniformity. The interested
reader is encouraged to look at the (very thorough) Section 5 of the original paper [OS23a]
for specifics. First, we guarantee that the families T∆pQq have roughly constant cardinality,
necessitating the removal of some squares. Then, we force the number of δ-tubes from T0

in each T to be roughly constant, which may require the removal of more Q. We denote
the remaining set of ∆-squares by Q.4

Claims (1) and (2) follow because the loss in each portion of the pigeonholing depended
only on δ, and (3) follows from the fact that we applied the previous lemma to each square
Q individually and could only gain separation of the ∆-tubes associated to each as we
progressed. So, (4) and the associated inequality are what remains to be shown. This
inequality follows from a few elementary observations, and

|T pQq| Çδ
|TQ|

MQ

M.

So we turn to construct the families TQ, which satisfy the above and property (4).
Write δ̄ :“ δ{∆, which is the scale we are interested in. The main problem is that we have

δ-separation but not δ̄-separation that property (4) requires. To fix this, we consider tube
packets, which are the tubes from a T ppq which lie within some δ̄-tube Tδ̄. We perform a
final pigeonholing on each family P X Q to ensure that for all p P P , the associated family
of δ-tubes has cardinality roughly MQ.

4Technically, to ensure we match the exact definition of niceness, we still may need to throw out a few
∆-tubes associated with each of the remaining Q P Q so their cardinalities agree exactly, but this will not
be a problem since if anything this increases the separation of the remaining tubes.
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The main idea now is essentially to select one tube from each tube packet, as this will
upgrade the δ-separation to δ̄-separation. The families TQ we want are (more or less) the
images of these single remaining tubes from each packet under the map SQ. Technically,
we may not be able to select exactly one tube from each tube packet prior to defining
the above families. If we were, the desired inequality would follow since the tube packets
represented by the tubes would be disjoint, and we could add the cardinalities of each tube
packet. Fortunately, we can further refine our collection of tubes so that this holds, and
we do not sacrifice many tubes. This follows from two very brief lemmas, that tubes which
are “separated” (in a certain sense) represent different tube packets, and that we only have
to sacrifice a small number of tubes to obtain a separated set. Applying these lemmas
establishes the desired inequality and completes the proof.

□

5. Multi-scale decomposition

In this section, we will prove the existence of a sequence of scales where we obtain δ´ϵ

gain on the number of tubes |T |. Then, we will prove Theorem 3.5.

Definition 5.1. Let δ P 2´N be a dyadic number such that also δ1{2 P 2´N. Let C,K ą 0,
and let 0 ď s ď d. A non-empty set P Ă Dδ is called pδ, s, C,Kq-regular if P is a pδ, s, Cq-
set, and moreover

|P |δ1{2 ď K ¨ δ´s{2

where |P |δ1{2 is the smallest number of δ1{2-cubes in Dδ1{2 that we need to cover all δ-cubes
in P.

Remark 5.2. The definition of regular sets is weaker than the AD-regular set: it only
requires regularity at one scale, δ1{2.

Remark 5.3. We consider pδ, s, Cq-sets P such that |P |δ « δ´s. More specifically, C´1δ´s ď

|P |δ ď δ´s. Thus, we have |P X Q|δ ď Cδ´s{2 where Q is a δ1{2-cube. If P is pδ, s, C,Kq-
regular, it means

1

|P |δ1{2

ÿ

QPD
δ1{2 pPq

|P X Q| “
|P |δ

|P |δ1{2

ě
1

K
δ´s{2.

Therefore, |P |δ « δ´s and |P |δ1{2 « δ´s{2.

Theorem 5.4. Given s P p0, 1q and t P ps, 2s, there exists ϵ “ ϵps, tq ą 0 such that the
following holds for small enough δ P 2´N. Let P Ă Dδ be a pδ, t, δ´ϵ, δ´ϵq-regular set.
Assume that for every p P P, there exists a pδ, s, δ´ϵq-set of dyadic tubes T ppq Ă T δ such
that T X p ‰ H for all T P T ppq. Then,

|T | ě δ´2s´ϵ,

where T “ YpPPT ppq.

We will use the result that under the assumptions above, we have either

(5.1) |T | Á δ´2s´ϵ or |Tδ1{2 | ě δ´s´ϵ

where Tδ1{2 :“ T δ1{2
pT q is the smallest set of δ1{2-tubes that we need to cover all tubes in

T .
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The proof of (5.1) will be provided in Section 6. If the first happens, we are done. So,
we will assume the second in the proof of Theorem 5.4.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that P « δ´t and |T ppq| “ M « δ´s for all
p P P0 and it suffices to consider heavy squares Q P Dδ1{2pPq, which means |tp P P : p Ă

Qu| ě δ´t{2`5ϵ. By Proposition 4.2 (3), we can additionally assume that

pQ, Tδ1{2q :“ pDδ1{2pPq, T δ1{2

pT qq

is a pδ1{2, s,C,Mq-nice configuration where C :“ Cδ1{2 « 1 and M :“ Mδ1{2 Ç δ´s{2. Thus,
using Corollary 3.4, we obtain

(5.2) |Tδ1{2 | Á Mδ´s{2
¨ pMδs{2

q
t´s
1´s .

Since, we assumed the second case of (5.1), we have |Tδ1{2 | ě δ´s´Cϵ for some C ą 0 and
sufficiently small ϵ ą 0. If M ě δ´s{2´Cϵ{2, we use (5.2). Otherwise, we use |Tδ1{2 | ě δ´s´Cϵ.
In either case, we get

(5.3) |Tδ1{2 | ě Mδ´s{2´C1ϵ

for some C1 Ás,t C. Since Q are heavy squares, it follows from Proposition 4.2 (1) and
Corollary 3.4 that

(5.4) |TQ| Ç MQδ
´s{2

where MQ is the one in Proposition 4.2 (4). Combining (4.1), (5.3), (5.4), we get

|T | Ç
|Tδ1{2 |

M

|TQ|

MQ

M Ç Mδ´s´C1ϵ Á δ´2s´C1ϵ.

□

5.1. Multi-scale decomposition.

Definition 5.5. Let 0 ă δ ă ∆ ď 1 be dyadic numbers and let P Ă r0, 1q2. For given
0 ď s ď 2 and C ą 0:

(1) We say that P is an ps, Cq-set between the scales δ and ∆ if SQpP X Qq Ă r0, 1q2 is
a pδ{∆, s, Cq-set for all Q P D∆pPq.

(2) We say that P is ps, C,Kq-regular between the scales δ and ∆ if SQpP X Qq is a
pδ{∆, s, Cq-set with an additional property

|SQpP X Qq|pδ{∆q1{2 ď Kpδ{∆q
´s{2

for all Q P D∆pPq.

Given scales δ “ ∆n ă ∆n´1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă ∆1 ď ∆0 “ 1, by a bottom-to-top pigeonholing
(with an implicit loss depending on n), we can assume the point set P is ∆j-uniform in the
sense that

|P X Q|∆j
“ Nj

for all j “ 1, . . . , n and all Q P D∆j´1
pPq.

Let ∆ P 2´N and δ “ ∆m for some m P N. The following proposition gives a multi-scale
decomposition of a p∆iq

m
i“1-uniform pδ, t, δ´ϵq-set P .
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Proposition 5.6. Given s P p0, 1q, t P ps, 2s, ∆ P 2´N and ε ą 0 there is 0 ă τ “ τpε, s, tq ď

ε such that the following holds for large enough m.
Let δ “ ∆m and let P Ă r0, 1s2 be a p∆iqmi“1-uniform pδ, t, δ´εq-set. Then there are

numbers tj P rs, 2s, 1 ď j ď n, and scales

δ “ ∆n ă ∆n´1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă ∆1 ă ∆0 “ 1,

with ∆j an integer power of ∆, and a partition t1, . . . , nu “ S
Ť

B (structured and bad
indices) such that the following properties hold:

(1) ∆j´1{∆j ě δ´τ for all j P S and
ś

jPBp∆j´1{∆jq ď δ´ε.

(2) For each j P S, the set P is a ptj, p∆j´1{∆jq
εq-set between the scales ∆j and ∆j´1.

Moreover, if tj ą s then P is ptj, p∆j´1{∆jq
ε, p∆j´1{∆jq

εq-regular between the scales
∆j and ∆j´1.

(3)
ś

jPSp∆j´1{∆jq
tj ě δε´t.

(4) If j P B, then j ` 1 R B for all j P t1, . . . , n ´ 1u.

Proof. Let us explain the idea of the proof of Proposition 5.6. We define a function f “

fP : r0,ms Ñ r0, 2ms by letting fp0q “ 0 and

fpjq “

j
ÿ

i“1

logpNiq

logp1{∆q
, 1 ď j ď m

and interpolating linearly. By using f , we consider exponents such that N1 ¨ ¨ ¨Nj “ ∆´fpjq.
Now, we introduce the following definition. Given a function f : ra, bs Ñ R, we let

Lf,a,bpxq :“ fpaq ` sf pa, bqpx ´ aq, x P R

and sf pa, bq be the slope of Lf,a,b. We say that pf, a, bq is ϵ-linear if

|fpxq ´ Lf,a,bpxq| ď ϵ|b ´ a|, x P ra, bs

and we say that pf, a, bq is ϵ-superlinear if

fpxq ě Lf,a,bpxq ´ ϵ|b ´ a|, x P ra, bs.

Note that s P p0, 1q and t P ps, 2s and f is a 2-Lipschitz function. Then, there exists τ ą 0
and a family of non-overlapping intervals trcj, djsu

n
j“1 contained in r0,ms such that:

(1) For each j, at least one of the following alternatives holds:
(a) pf, cj, djq is ϵ-linear with sf pcj, djq ě s.
(b) pf, cj, djq is ϵ-superlinear with sf pcj, djq “ s.

(2) dj ´ cj ě τm for all j.
(3) |r0,msz Yj rcj, djs| Às,t ϵm.

For the detail of the proof, see Lemma 8.5 in [OS23a]. If pf, cj, djq is ϵ-superlinear, P
is a psf pcj, djq, p∆j´1{∆jq

ϵq-set between scales ∆j :“ ∆dj and ∆j´1 :“ ∆cj . Similarly,
if pf, cj, djq is ϵ-linear, P is a psf pcj, djq, p∆j´1{∆jq

ϵ, p∆j´1{∆jq
ϵq-regular between scales

∆j :“ ∆dj and ∆j´1 :“ ∆cj . The property (3) means |r0,msz Yj rcj, djs| is negligible, which
implies

ś

jPBp∆j´1{∆jq ď δ´ϵ in (1) of Proposition 5.6.
□

Let us state the proposition where we obtain the lower bound of |T | according to the
properties of scales.
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Proposition 5.7. Given s P p0, 1q, t ą s, τ P p0, 1q, n ě 1, if ϵG, η, λ ą 0 are taken small
enough and 0 ă ϵN ď ϵG, then the following holds for all Cp ě 1 and 0 ă δ ď 1.

Let pP , T q Ă Dδ ˆ T δ be a pδ, s, δ´λ,Mq-nice configuration for some M ě 1. Let

δ “ ∆n ă ∆n´1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă ∆1 ă ∆0 “ 1

be a sequence of dyadic scales, and assume that P is p∆jq
n
j“1-uniform. we assume that

the scale indices t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nu are partitioned into normal scales, good scales, and bad scales,
denoted N ,G and B, respectively. We assume that

∆j{∆j´1 ď δτ , j P N Y G.
Moreover, the family P has the following structure at the normal and good scales:

‚ If j P N , then P is an ps, rlogp1{δqsCp ¨ p∆j´1{∆jq
ϵN q-set between the scales ∆j and

∆j´1.
‚ If j P G, there exists a number tj ě t such that P is

ptj, rlogp1{δqs
Cp ¨ p∆j´1{∆jq

ϵG , rlogp1{δqs
Cp ¨ p∆j´1{∆jq

ϵGq-regular

between scales ∆j and ∆j´1.
‚ Otherwise, j P B.

Then, there exists constants C,C 1 ą 0 such that

(5.5) |T | ě

„

log

ˆ

1

δ

˙ȷ´C

MδC
1λδ´s`ϵN

ź

jPG

ˆ

∆j´1

∆j

˙η

¨
ź

jPB

∆j

∆j´1

.

There is no gain in normal scales N , but there is no loss as well. The gain comes from
good scales G, and the loss comes from bad scales B. In the proof of Theorem 3.5, we
combine Proposition 5.6 and 5.7 to construct a sequence of ∆n such that there is δ´ϵ gain
from good scales G while the loss from bad scales B is negligible compared to the gain.

Proof. Since the proof uses induction, we consider only when n “ 1. Then, there are only
two scales, δ and 1. If 1 P B, (5.5) follows from the assumption that |T | ě M . If 1 P N , we
use Corollary 3.4 and obtain that |T | Çδ M ¨ δλ ¨ δ´s`ϵN . Lastly, if 1 P G, since tj ě s, we
use Corollary 3.4 again and obtain that

|T | Çδ δ
ϵG ¨ Mδ´s

¨ pMδsq
t´s
1´s .

Let

γ “
pη ` 2ϵGqp1 ´ sq

pt ´ sq
.

If M ě δ´s´γ, (5.5) immediately follows and if M ď δ´s´γ, it follows from Theorem 5.4,
where the regularity of P is used. □

Now, we can prove the main theorem of the paper.

Proof of Theorem 3.5. Without loss of generality, we assume that δ “ ∆m where ∆ P 2´N,
T ppq are pδ, s, δ´λq-sets such that |T ppq| “ M ě δ´s`λ. We can also assume that P is a
p∆iqmi“1-uniform pδ, t, δ´ϵq-set. We choose ϵG sufficiently small and choose ϵN , ϵ, λ such that
ϵN “ ϵ ď ϵGη{100 and λ ď ϵGη{p100C 1q where η and C 1 constants from Proposition 5.7.
Combining Proposition 5.6 and 5.7, we obtain the desired estimate for |T |. To be more
specific, Proposition 5.6 implies that the loss from bad scales is negligible and the gain from
good scales is at least δ´ϵGη{8. □
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6. Improved estimates under regular conditions

In this section, we prove (5.1). Recall the definition of a pδ, s, Cq-set in Definition 3.2. It
gives that |T ppq|δ Ç δ´s and |T ppq|δ1{2 Ç δ´s{2 for any p P P . Suppose, on the contrary, we
have

(6.1) |T |δ Æ δ´2s and |T |δ1{2 Æ δ´s.

By Proposition 3.3, we know in addition

(6.2) δ´2s
Æ |T |δ, δ´s

Æ |T |δ1{2 , |T ppq|δ Æ δ´s, and |T ppq|δ1{2 Æ δ´s{2.

The above estimates gives that any δ1{2-tube intersecting p contains « δ´s{2 δ-tubes in
T ppq. From there, we will construct a configuration (see Figure 2) that violates Bourgain’s
projection theorem. This shows that (6.1) cannot be true.

We begin by considering a typical δ1{2-cube Q that QXP ‰ ∅. QXP can be understood
as a pδ1{2, t, Cq-set (after rescaling with factor δ´1{2), so |Q X P |δ Ç δ´t{2. Note that each
δ1{2-tube intersecting Q corresponds to a direction (with resolution δ1{2), and the set of these
directions, denoted by Σ “ ΣpQq, is a pδ1{2, s, Cq-set. Since t ą s, we claim that for most
directions σ P Σ, πσpP X Qq contains a pδ1{2, s, Cq-set (after a δ´1{2-dilation). This is done
by using Kaufman’s exception set estimate in the original [OS23a]. We give a combinatorial
sketch below.

6.1. πσpP X Qq contains a pδ1{2, s, Cq-set for most directions σ P ΣpQq. We first show
that for Ç δ´s directions σ P Σ, |πσpP X Qq|δ Ç δ´s{2. Let P 1 “ δ´1{2pP X Qq be a dilation
of P X Q with factor δ´1{2, and let ∆ “ δ1{2. Assume without loss of generality, s “ t
and |P 1|∆ « ∆´s (or we can pick a subset to fulfill our requirements). For any distance
∆ ď ρ ď 1, the fact that P 1 is a p∆, s, Cq-set gives that there are at most ∆´sp∆{ρq´s pairs
of ∆-balls in B1, B2 Ă N∆pP 1q so that distpB1, B2q „ ρ. Since Σ is a p∆, s, Cq-set, each
these pair pB1, B2q determines at most ρ´s directions in Σ, and hence each pair pB1, B2q

intersects at most ρ´s ∆-tubes whose direction is contained in Σ. Sum up all dyadic ρ so
ÿ

B1,B2,T

1T pB1q1T pB2q Æ ∆´2s.

A double-counting argument gives for Ç δ´s directions σ P Σ, |πσpP X Qq|δ Ç ∆´s “ δ´s{2.
A similar argument should give that for Ç δ´s directions σ P Σ, πσpP X Qq contains a

pδ1{2, s, Cq-set (after a δ´1{2-dilation). For any typical Q, remove those bad directions in
Σ “ ΣpQq so that for any σ P ΣpQq, πσpP X Qq contains a pδ1{2, s, Cq-set (after a δ´1{2-
dilation). Note that after removing all bad directions (Equiv. δ1{2-tube), T ppq is still a
pδ, s, Cq-set, (6.1) and (6.2) continue to hold.

6.2. Inside a typical δ1{2-tube. By pigeonholing, there is a fraction Ç 1 of δ1{2-tube, each
of which contains « δ´t`s typical δ1{2-cubes. We claim that in addition there is another
fraction Ç 1 of δ1{2-tube so that the « δ´t`s typical δ1{2-cubes contained in each of these
δ1{2-tube are distributed like a pδ1{2, t ´ s, C 1q-set with some C 1 « 1.
In fact, observe that for each of the Oplog∆q scales ρ P t1, | log∆|, . . . , | log∆|n “ ∆u,

the number of ∆-tubes T̄ (which we called bad ∆-tubes) containing Ç ρs´t| log∆|10 typical
∆-cubes in T̄ XBρ for some ρ-ball Bρ (i.e. these ∆-cubes are trapped in a ρˆ∆-subtube of
the original ∆-tube T̄ ) is Æ | log∆|´1. This follows from a similar double counting argument
as above (by counting triples pQ1, Q2, T q so that Q1, Q2 Ă T and distpQ1, Q2q „ ρ1 for some
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∆ ď ρ1 ď ρ. Here we use the fact that P is regular, which gives the number of typical
∆-balls is Æ ∆´t). For each scale ρ, remove all those bad ∆-tubes. The remaining ∆-tubes
thus satisfy what we claimed above, and the remaining ∆-tubes is a fraction Ç 1 of the
original ∆-tubes.

6.3. Obtaining a special configuration from one δ1{2-tube. Now pick one of the re-
maining ∆-tube T̄ by pigeonholing, and let π be the projection along the direction of T
(assume this is the vertical direction). For each typical ∆-cube Q Ă T , viewed πpP XQq as
a one-dimensional set contained in the lower horizontal side of Q. Hence for each Q Ă T̄ ,
πpP X Qq contains a p∆, s, Cq-set (after a horizontal rescaling with the factor ∆´1), and
vertically, all these one-dimensional p∆, s, Cq-sets are distributed like a p∆, t ´ s, C 1q-set
(since vertically all the typical ∆-ball with Q Ă T̄ are distributed like a p∆, t ´ s, C 1q-set).
Denote by P 1 “

Ť

Q πpP X Qq, so for each p P P 1, there are « δ´s{2 δ-tubes (denoted by

T 1ppq) intersecting p, and all these δ-tubes are contained in T̄ , and are distributed like a
p∆, s, C 1q-set after recaling with a factor ∆´1. Moreover, |

Ť

pPP 1 T 1ppq| Æ ∆´2s (which is a
consequence of the pigeonholing at the beginning of this paragraph. Note that we always
have |

Ť

pPP 1 T 1ppq| Ç ∆´2s).

Rescale P 1 horizontally by the factor ∆´1 and denote the resulting point set by P 2. We
obtained the following structure:

(1) P 2 is obeys a product structure: P 2 Ă X ˆ Y where X is a horizontal line, Y is a
vertical p∆, t ´ s, C 1q-set, and for y P Y , X ˆ tyu X P 2 is a horizontal p∆, s, Cq-set.

(2) For each p P P 2, there is a set T̄ ppq of ∆-tubes intersecting p, with |T̄ ppq| « ∆´s.
(3) |T̄ :“

Ť

pPP 2 T̄ ppq| Æ ∆´2s.

Figure 2. Product structure
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6.4. A contradiction to Bourgain’s projection theorem. We want to get a contra-
diction between the configuration P 2 and Bourgain’s projection theorem (remark (iii) of
Section 7 of [Bou10]).

Theorem 6.1 ([Bou10]). Given 0 ă α ă 2, β ą 0 and κ ą 0, there exists τ0 ą 0 and
η ą α{2 such that the following holds.

Let µ be a probability measure on S1 such that (a non-concentration property)

max
θ

µprθ ´ ρ, θ ` ρsq ă Cρκ.

Let δ ! 1 be sufficiently small and let A Ă r1, 2s ˆ r1, 2s be a union of δ-squares satisfying

|A| “ δ2´α

and

(6.3) max
x

|A X Bpx, ρq| ă ρβ|A| for δ ă ρ ă δτ0 .

Then there exists a subset D Ă supppµ1q with µ1pDq ą 1´δκτ0{2 so that for any θ P supppµ1q

and any A1 Ă A with |A1| ě δε|A|,

(6.4) |πθpA
1
q| ą δ1´η.

Use a projective transform to send the horizontal line tx “ 0u to infinity. Apply a
point-line duality for the pair pP 2, T̄ q to obtain

(1) A point set rP with | rP | Æ ∆´2s.

(2) A p∆, t ´ s, Cq-set Θ of direction so that for each θ P Θ, there is a subset rP 1 Ă rP

with | rP 1| Ç | rP | and |πθpP
1q|∆ Æ ∆´s.

Figure 3. Point-line duality: If yQ is fixed, pxp, yQq corresponds to parallel
lines. Tubes T ppq intersect pxp, yQq correspond to the points on the lines on
the left.

We used here a slightly different point-line duality, which is defined by the map

D : pa, bq ÞÑ tx “ ay ` b : y P Ru,
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while earlier in the paper the map D : pa, bq ÞÑ ty “ ax ` b : x P Ru is used.
This contradicts Theorem 6.1 with δ replaced by ∆ and α “ 2 ` 2s. Thus, contrary to

(6.1), we have either |T |δ ě δ´2s´ε or |T |δ1{2 ě δ´s´ε.
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