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ON THE DIMENSION OF s-NIKODYM SETS
DAMIAN DABROWSKI, MAX GOERING, AND TUOMAS ORPONEN

ABSTRACT. Let s € [0, 1]. We show that a Borel set N — R? whose every point is linearly
accessible by an s-dimensional family of lines has Hausdorff dimension at most 2 — s.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A set K < R? is called linearly accessible if for every x € K there exists a line ¢, c
R? containing x, but no other points of K — in other words K n ¢, = {z}. In 1927,
answering a question of Banach [1], Nikodym [23] constructed a linearly accessible Borel
set N < [0, 1]? of Lebesgue measure unity. Nowadays linearly accessible sets of positive
measure are often called Nikodjm sets. A simpler construction was found by Davies [7]
in the 50s, and a different projection theoretic viewpoint (along with generalisations to
higher dimensions) was provided by Falconer in his famous "digital sundial paper" [12]
in the 80s. A Baire category based construction is described in the paper [5] by Chang,
Csornyei, Héra, and Keleti. See also the paper [4] of Casas and de Guzman, where it is
shown that the accessibility lines 7, cannot be chosen to depend on z in a Lipschitz way
(the result is also recorded in [9, Theorem 9.6.4]).

What if we require every point of N to be accessible by many lines? Davies [7] already
in the 50s showed that there exist Borel sets N < [0, 1]? of full measure such that every
point x € N is accessible by uncountably many lines, and indeed uncountably many lines
in every non-trivial arc of directions. Davies called such sets c-densely accessible.

Can the set of accessibility lines have Hausdorff dimension s € (0, 1]? Our main result
answers this negatively for Borel sets N « R? of full dimension:

Theorem 1.1. Let s € [0,1], and let N < R? be an s-Nikodym set: a Borel set whose every
point is accessible by an s-dimensional family of lines. Then dimpg N < 2 — s.

Remark 1.2. There is work in progress by other authors on the question of the sharpness
of Theorem 1.1. We can hopefully report on that in a later version of this paper.

We derive Theorem 1.1 from the following, slightly stronger, statement:
Theorem 1.3. Let t € [1,2], and let K = R? be compact. For x € K, let
E.(K):={eeS' ' Kntl,e={z}} ={eeS':|K i, =1}
Then, dimp E,(K) < 2 — t for H! almost all x € K.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 assuming Theorem 1.3. Assume to the contrary that dimp N > 2 — s,
and start by finding a compact subset K < N with dimp K > 2 — s. Now dimyg E,(K) >
dimy E;(N) > s for all x € K. But according to Theorem 1.3 applied with any ¢ €
(2 — s,dimyg K), we have dimy E,(K) < 2 —t < s for H! almost all z € K. Since
dimy K > ¢, in particular dimy E,(K) < s for some x € K. This contradiction completes
the proof of Theorem 1.1. O

1.1. Related work. Prior to this paper it was only known that if N = R? is Borel, and the
accessibility lines have positive linear measure for all z € IV, then dimy NV < 1. This is a
consequence of the following radial slicing theorem of Marstrand [20] from 1954:

Theorem 1.4. Let t € (1,2], and let B = R? be a Borel set with 0 < H!(B) < co. Then, for H!
almost all x € B, it holds
dimpg(Bnlye) >t —1

for H! almost all e € S'. Here £, . = = + span(e).

Why does Theorem 1.4 imply the claim above it? If dimy N > 1, choose t > 1 and a
Borel subset B « N with 0 < H!(B) < o0. Then dimp (N N ;) > dimp(B N 4,¢) > 0 for
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(H! x H') almost all (x,e) € B x S'. This contradicts the assumption that every z € N
has H! positively many accessibility lines.

Another relevant previous result is the following exceptional set estimate for the (lin-
ear) Marstrand slicing theorem obtained in [24]:

Theorem 1.5. Let t € (1,2], and let B < R? be a Borel set with 0 < H!(B) < oo. Then, the
following holds for all e € S'\ E, where dimg E < 2 — t. There are H! positively many lines
¢ = R? parallel to e with dimg(B n £) >t — 1.

Theorem 1.5 contains the exponent "2 — t", so one might be led to think that it implies
Theorem 1.1. In fact, it only implies the following special case, where all the accessibility
lines have the same directions. Let N = R? be Borel, and let £ < S* with dimy E = s €
[0,1]. If all the points in IV are accessible by a line parallel to each of the directions in
S, then dimp NV < 2 — s. This statement can be derived from Theorem 1.5 exactly like
Theorem 1.1 is derived from Theorem 1.3.

The technique in [24] for proving Theorem 1.5 is not powerful enough to establish
Theorem 1.3, where the key difficulty is that the direction sets E,(K) may vary as a
function of z. On the other hand, in its restricted context, Theorem 1.5 gives a stronger
conclusion: outside a small exceptional set of directions, it guarantees the existence of
lines ¢  R? with dimg(B n ¢) >t — 1 > 0. A positive answer to the following question
would supersede both Theorems 1.3 and 1.5:

Question 1. Let t € (1,2], and let K = R? be compact. For x € K, let
EFYK) :={ee S : dimp(K nl,.) <t—1}.
Is it true that dimg EL 1 (K) < 2 —t for H! almost all x € K?

Remark 1.6. The following result was claimed in [21, Theorem 6.9]: if ¢t € (1,2], and
K < R? is compact with 0 < H!(K) < oo, then there exists a set E = S! such that
dimy F < 2 — ¢, and for H#' almost every z € K it holds

dimp(K nlye)=t—1, eeS"\E. (1.7)

If true, this result would even supersede Question 1.

However, [21, Theorem 6.9] is not correct. Counter examples are provided by "radial
graphs", see Appendix B. In fact, even the weaker version of [21, Theorem 6.9] is false,
where (1.7) is relaxed to | K N ¢, | = 2. We have confirmed this with the author of [21].

The main problem in [21, Theorem 6.9] is the claim that the set E = S* can be chosen
independently of the point = (in some H' full measure subset of K). While it seems
possible that dimy E{71(K) < 2 — t for H! almost all z € K, [21, Theorem 6.9] would
imply that the union of the sets E}(K) over a H! full measure subset of points z € K
has dimension < 2 — t. This is not true. Even the weaker version is false, where EL~!(K)
is replaced by E,(K'). We show in Appendix B that there are no non-trivial estimates for
the dimension of this union, at least for ¢ € (1, 2).

Remark 1.8. Theorems 1.4 and 1.3 are results on incidence lower bounds: they state that a
set K < R? must have non-trivially large intersections with families of lines that a priori
only contain one point from K. The available literature on incidence lower bounds is
quite thin compared to literature on incidence upper bounds.

A typical incidence upper bound problem asks to show that if K = R? is a set with
dimg K = t, and £ is a family of lines with dimpg £ = s (and possibly other properties),
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then there exist lines ¢ € £ with dimg (K n ¢) < 7(s,t) for a non-trivial exponent (s, t) €
[0,1). The (s, t)-Furstenberg set and Kakeya problems can be viewed as special cases of this
general incidence upper bound framework. These problems have recently witnessed
great progress, see for example [13, 15, 16, 18, 29, 30, 33, 34, 35, 36], and the proof of
Theorem 1.3 uses ideas and tools from [15, 29]. For further discussion on outstanding
incidence lower bound problems, see [6], in particular [6, Section 7].

1.2. Proof outline. The first step in the proof of Theorem 1.3 is to transform the "set the-
oretic" problem into a measure theoretic one. This is accomplished in Section 3. The
measure theoretic problem is stated in terms of configurations and (associated) X-ray mea-
sures. A configuration is a pair (u, {o,}), where y is a Radon measure on [0, 1]?, and each
0, is a measure supported on S! (or in fact [0, 1] for technical convenience). There is also
a measurability hypothesis, see Definition 2.11.

The X-ray measure X = X{u, {o,}]| associated to a configuration (u, {0, }) is defined
by

| rax = [ [ xXt6.m0e) doO)du@), 1o @),

where X f € C.([0,1] x R) is the usual X-ray transform of f (with the convention that
lines in R? are parametrised by [0, 1] x R).

The idea, in the context of Theorem 1.3, is that x is a t-Frostman measure on K and
each o, is an s-Frostman measure on the set F,(K) with s > 2 — ¢. The measures o,
are provided by an initial counter assumption that dimyg E,(K) > 2 — ¢ for most z € K.
Roughly speaking, the contradiction is eventually reached by exhibiting two sets F', G —
K with H! (F) ~ 1 ~ H! (G) and dist(F, G) > 0 such that

spt X[pl|p, {oz}] 0 G # . (1.9)
This is indeed a contradiction because

( oo 0e Em(K)}) NG =0
zeF
by definition of F,(K), and X([u|r,{0,}] is supported on | J,.p{lz0 : 0 € E (K)} (up
to closures, a technicality we carefully track in the actual proof). The rigorous measure
theoretic analogue of Theorem 1.3 is stated in Theorem 3.2.

How to prove (1.9)? It turns out that if ; is t-Frostman and each o, is (uniformly)
s-Frostman with s + ¢t > 2, then X € H/2 for all ¢ < s, see Proposition 4.10. This is
used alongside Proposition 4.23, which contains the following general fact about Sobolev
functions: If h € H?/? is a non-negative function, and pa is an approximate identity at
scale A, then

HL ({h * pa ~ 1}\ spth) = oa0(1), o+t>2. (1.10)
Informally, this says there are very few points which are A-close to spt , yet not in spt h.
This principle is likely classical, and at least the 1% and 3"¢ authors have used it earlier
to make progress on the visibility problem [10, 25].

In the context of proving (1.9), Proposition 4.23 applied to X = X[u|r, {o,}] enables
the following argument: instead of proving (1.9) directly, it suffices to demonstrate that

Gc{Xxpa~1} (1.11)

for some small but fixed A > 0. This proves (1.9): since H!,(G) ~ 1, we may infer from
(1.10) that G ¢- {X = pa ~ 1}\ spt X (if A > 0 is sufficiently small).
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Remark 1.12. For readers familiar with the arguments in [6], the reduction from proving
(1.9) to proving (1.11) can be compared (at least philosophically) with the steps of proving
the "initial incidence lower bound at a large scale" and then deducing an incidence lower
bound at a (given) small scale as a corollary, see [6, Section 2] for details. We thank Alex
Cohen for bringing this connection to our attention. The comparison of incidences at
large and small scales in [6] is implemented by the high-low method. Here, we instead
rely on Proposition 4.23. However, the proof of Proposition 4.23 bears resemblance to
the proof of the key proposition in the high-low method, see [17, Proposition 2.1].

We have now reduced the proof of Theorem 1.3 to the task of finding a small scale
A > 0, and two well-separated, relatively large, sets F,G < K such that (1.11) holds.
This is the most technical part of the argument. Section 6 contains Lemma 6.9, where
the sets F, G are constructed under an additional hypothesis on the geometry of K and
the families £, (K) at scale A. This hypothesis is called tightness (of the configuration
(p,{oz}) at scale A), see Definition 6.6. Informally speaking, tightness means that all
the sets E,(K) essentially coincide at scale A. This would be too much to literally re-
quire, but for the discussion in this introduction it is instructive to interpret “tightness”
as “E,(K)=FE c S'forallz € K”.

Tightness is crucial for obtaining (1.11), because it can be used to show that "many
tubes intersect the expected number of squares at scale A". This is needed for obtaining
lower bounds for X * ¢a. We give a few more details. Let Q := Da(spt i), and for
each Q) € Q, let T¢ be the family of A-tubes intersecting @) containing all the lines with
directions in E. The slope set 0(Tg) < A - Z is now independent of () € Q, thanks to
tightness. Let M := [0(Tq)| (for any @ € Q). The "total" tube family T = (Jyco To
satisfies |T| < MA~!, simply because there can be < A~ tubes in a fixed direction. On
the other hand, every square @) € Q meets at least M tubes from T, namely those in T(,.
Therefore,

Z(Q,T)| = {(@QT)e QxT:QnT # I} = M|Q|.

Putting these estimates together, we obtain the following lower bound for the average
number of squares in Q meeting a tube in T:

Z(Q.T) . M|Q)

T~ a2l

This number coincides with the "expected" value, for example in a situation where the
squares in Q@ would be selected randomly from Da.

After some pigeonholing, every tube in T contains (at least) the "expected" number of
squares from Q. Using the definition of the X-ray measure X, this leads to the conclusion
that X = pa £ 1 on most squares @ € Q. Finding the well-separated sets F, G K is rel-
atively easy at this point; we employ a lemma of Erd6s [11, Lemma 1] which guarantees
the existence of large bi-partite sub-graphs inside arbitrary (undirected) graphs.

There is probably no reason why the tightness hypothesis would be satisfied by the
"original" configuration (u, {o,}) at any scale A > 0. However, in Section 7 we show
that there exists a relatively large dyadic square @ < [0,1)? such that the renormalised

configuration (u?, {Ug%2 }) satisfies tightness at some small scale A > 0. Here

pue = M(Q)_ISQ(MQ) and Ug = T55 (@)
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where S is a homothety mapping Q to [0,1)%. A similar argument first appeared in the
proof of [29, Theorem 5.7]. It is a quantitative version of the following rough heuristic:
the map = — E,(K) is Borel, hence approximately continuous. Thus, at a typical z, after
sufficient "zooming in" the sets E,(K) do not vary too much. Making this idea precise
requires a lot of pigeonholing, most of which is carried out in Proposition 7.8.

Eventually, Lemma 6.9 is applied to the tight configuration (42, {c%}). This leads to
an analogue of (1.9) for ©?@ and o8. Since we have an effective lower bound on the side-
length of @, this turns out to be good enough to conclude the proof of Theorem 1.3.

We conclude the discussion by mentioning another major technicality: since the square
Q is selected by pigeonholing, the renormalisation % may fail to be t-Frostman (if 11(Q) «
£(Q)"). This is problematic, since we need the Sobolev regularity of X[u, {U;f;2 }], and that
was crucially based on the t-Frostman property of u%.

We solve this issue by proving something like this: given 0 < 7 < t and a long enough
scale sequence A, < A,_1 < ... < Ag = 1, there exist 2; ; n scales A; such that ue
is 7-Frostman for some () € Dp;. The precise formulation, Proposition 7.22, is actually
stated in terms of uniform (9,t)-sets and involves no measures. In any case, this result
allows us to restrict our search for "Q" to the "good scales" where we know that @ still
satisfies a 7-dimensional Frostman condition for 7 < ¢ arbitrarily close to ¢.

1.3. Acknowledgements. We are grateful to Pertti Mattila for bringing [21, Theorem 6.9]
to our attention, and at the same time mentioning that the proof is incomplete.

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

We write A < B if there exists a constant C' independent of scale so that A < CB.
Then A 2 B and A ~ B are defined analogously. In contrast, given some scale J, unless
otherwise stated, A <5 B means either that for any arbitrarily small ¢, and all sufficiently
small 5, A < §~°B or that there exists an absolute constant C' so that for all sufficiently
small §, A < log(1/6)“ B. The notation Z; and ~; are defined analogously.

2.1. A metric on the space of lines. The family of all lines in R? is denoted A(2, 1). The
lines containing 0 are denoted G(2, 1). We define the following metric on A(2, 1):

da@) (b1, 02) = |mo, = mp, | + |ar —azl, &5 = aj + Lj.
Here L; € G(2,1) is a 1-dimensional subspace of R?, mr; denotes the orthogonal projec-
tion onto Lj, | - | denotes the operator norm, and a; € L]*. For £ < A(2,1), the Hausdorff
dimension dimy £ is defined relative to the metric d 4(3 1)-
2.2. Dyadic cubes, tubes, (, t)-sets, and Frostman measures.

Definition 2.1 (Dyadic cubes). For § € 27N and A <= RY, the notation Ds(A) stands
for the family of standard dyadic é-cubes intersecting A. In the important special case
A = [0,1)¢, we abbreviate Ds := Ds([0,1)%).

Definition 2.2 ((J, t)-sets). Let (X, d) be a metric space, in practice X = RYor X = A(2,1).
For C,0,t > 0, we say thata set P — (X,d)isa (d,t,C)-set if

P~ B(w,r)|s <Crf|Pls, xzeP,d<r<l.

Here | - |5 stands for the d-covering number. A family P < Dy is called a (9, t, C)-set if the
union P := UPisa (,t,C)-set.
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Definition 2.3 (Katz-Tao (0, t)-sets). Let (X, d) be a metric space. For C,6,t > 0, we say
thata set P c (X, d) is a Katz-Tao (9, t, C)-set if
t
\PmB(w,r)](;éC(§>, reP d<r<l.
A family P < D;s is called a Katz-Tao (d,¢,C)-set if the union P := UP is a Katz-Tao
(0,t,C)-set.

Remark 2.4. The (0, t, C')-set property is not inherited by subsets, except if the subset has
nearly maximal d-covering number. Indeed, if P < D;s is a (6,t,C)-set, and P’ < P is
arbitrary, then P’ is a (4, ¢, C|P|/|P’|)-set.

On the other hand, it is clear from the definition that the Katz-Tao (0, ¢, C')-set property
is inherited by subsets, with the same constant C'.

Definition 2.5 (Point-line duality map). The following map D: R? — A(2,1) is called
the point-line duality map:

D(a,b) := {(z,y) € R? : y = ax + b}, (a,b) € R%,
Definition 2.6 (Dyadic tubes). Let § € 27, For any p € Ds([—1,1) x R), the set D(p)

is a collection of lines in A(2,1), and T' = UD(p) := Ugepp)f < R? is called a dyadic

S-tube. The family of all dyadic d-tubes is denoted 7°. For p = [a,a + &) x [b,b+ J) €

Ds([—1,1) x R) witha € (0 - Z) n [-1,1) and b € § - Z, the slope of the dyadic J-tube

T = uD(p) is defined to be o(T') := a. For a family 7 < 77, we write
o(T):={c(T):TeT}c(0-Z)n[-1,1).

This is the slope set of T .

Remark 2.7. A dyadic d-tube T = uD(p) is a subset of R?. If there is no risk of confusion,
we reserve the right to view T as a subset of A(2, 1), i.e., as D(p), when convenient. In
particular, if £ < A(2,1) is a set of lines, and 7" € T9 we will write

LNnT:={{eLl:leD(p)}={{eLl:lcT}.
Definition 2.8 ((9, s)-sets of dyadic tubes). For C,s > 0, a family 7 = {UD(p) : pe P} <
T° is called a (6, s, O')-set if the set P < Ds([—1,1) x R) is a (4, s, C)-set. The Katz-Tao
(0, s,C)-sets of tubes are defined analogously.

Remark 2.9. Another, equivalent up to constants, definition would be to require that the
line set U{D(p) : pe P} < A(2,1) isa (4, s, C)-set in the metric d 4(2 1)

The (0, s)-set properties of 7 and o(7) coincide whenever all the elements of 7 inter-
sect a common J-square:

Lemma 2.10. Let C,s > 0. Assume that T,  T° is a family of dyadic 5-tubes, each of which
intersects a common square p € Dy. If T, is a (0, s, C)-set, then o(T,) is a (0, s, C")-set, where
C" ~ C. Conversely, if o(T,) is a (0, s, C)-set, then T, is a (0, s, C")-set with C' ~ C.

Proof. See [28, Corollary 2.12]. O

A Borel measure £ on a metric space (X, d) is called an (s, C)-Frostman measure if
w(B(xz,r)) < Cr® forallr > 0 and x € X. A Borel measure p is called an s-Frostman
measure if there exists some C so that it is an (s, C')-Frostman measure.
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2.3. Configurations and the X-ray measure. We now introduce the main measure the-
oretic tool in the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Definition 2.11. A configuration is a pair (u, {0 }), where 1 is a Radon measure on [0, 1]?,
and for each = € R?, 0, is a Radon measure on [0, 1], and

o> | g0 o 0
is a Borel function for all g € C(R? x [0,1]).

Remark 2.12. The correct intuition is to think of ¢, as a measure on S!, but having the
support contained in [0, 1] brings minor technical convenience.

Remark 2.13. The configurations we really encounter in this paper are of the following
special form. For each dyadic square p € Dj of side-length § > 0 (for 6 € 27 arbitrarily
small but fixed), the measures o, coincide for all z € p. The measurability hypothesis in
Definition 2.11 is clear for such configurations, in fact z — §g(z,0) do,(0) is piecewise
continuous for g € C(R? x [0, 1]).

Definition 2.14 (u(0,)). Given a configuration (i, {c,}), we define the Radon measure
p(oz) on [0, 1] x R by

|sduten = | [s0.mo@)do@)dnta),  gecon=R). @19

Remark 2.16. The definition is well-posed, since the right hand side of (2.15) defines a
positive linear functional on C,([0, 1] x R) by the hypotheses in Definition 2.11 (applied
to the continuous function g(z, 0) := g(0, mp(z))).

One should view p(o,) as a measure on the space of lines .A(2,1). This makes sense
when one parametrises A(2, 1) by (6,7) — m, ' {r}, where

mo(z) 1= x - (cos 27mh, sin 270), 6 e[0,1], x € R?.

Under this parametrisation, the point (0, mg(x)) appearing in the argument of ¢ in (2.15)
corresponds to the line £, ¢ := 7, '{my(z)} containing =.

Arguably, a more natural way to define y(o,) would be to first transfer each o, to a
measure £, supported on the lines passing through z, and then define p(o,) = p(Ls)
as a p-weighted average over the measures £,. With this method one would end up
with measure on A(2, 1). However, in the sequel it is technically simpler to deal with a
measure supported on the parameter space [0, 1] x R.

Definition 2.17 (X-ray measure). Given a configuration (s, {o,}), we define the X-ray
measure X 11, {0, }] as the Radon measure on R? determined by the relation

| raxtuton) = | [ Xf0.m0@) dou0) duta),  FeCurt), @19
where X f(6,r) := Sﬂ_g—l - f dH! is the X-ray transform of f evaluated at (6, ).

Remark 2.19. The definition is well-posed, since X f € C.([0,1] x R) for f € C.(R?).
Therefore z — § X f(0, mg(x)) do,(0) defines a bounded Borel function by the hypothesis
in Definition 2.11, applied to the continuous function g(x,0) := X f(6,ms(z)). So, the
RHS of (2.18) defines a positive linear functional on C.(R?).
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Remark 2.20. We record here that if (4, {o;}) is a configuration with K := spt x, then the
associated X-ray measure is supported on the set

X(p, {oz}) : U Ly,

zeK

where L, := U{l, ¢ : 0 € spt o,}. This follows readily from (2.18), but let us spell out the
details. Let f € C.(R?) be a continuous function with support disjoint from X (i, {o,}).
Then, f = 0 on each line ¢, p with z € K and 0 € spt o,. Therefore,

Xf(&,wa(x)):f fdstzl:f fdH! =0, re K, 0 e sptoy,
my H{mo (@)} la

and so { f dX[p, {o,}] = 0.

There is a simple relationship between the measures in Definitions 2.14 and 2.17. To
describe it, we recall the definition of the adjoint X-ray transform:

Definition 2.21. Let v be a Radon measure on [0, 1] x R. The adjoint X-ray transform of v,
denoted X*v, is the Radon measure on R? determined by the relation

de(x*y) = fo dv = JLQI{T} fdHYdv(8,r),  fe C.(R?).

We can now clarify the connection between the measures in Definitions 2.14 and 2.17:

Proposition 2.22. Let (y,{0}) be a configuration. Then,

Xlp, {on}] = X*p(oq).
Proof. Fix f € C.(R?). Consecutively applying Definitions 2.17, 2.14, and 2.21 confirms

| raxtnto) = [ [ X46.m0() dou() duto) = [ X7 duto) = [ £ X" n(e),
O

3. FROM SETS TO CONFIGURATIONS

In this section we state a measure theoretic variant of Theorem 1.3 formulated in terms
of configurations, see Theorem 3.2, and demonstrate how Theorem 1.3 can be deduced
from Theorem 3.2. Here is Theorem 1.3 once more (with the small modification that now
ly = m, {mg(x)} for 0 € [0, 1]):

Theorem 3.1. Let t € [1,2], and let K = R? be compact. For v € K, let
E (K):={0€[0,1] : K nlyg={x}} ={0€[0,1]: |K nlyg| =1}.
Then, dimy E,(K) < 2 — t for H' almost all x € K.
Theorem 3.2. Foreveryt € (1,2], s € (2—t,1],and C > 0, there exist a radius r = r(C, s,t) >
0 such that the following holds. Let (u,{o.}) be a configuration, where y is a (t,C')-Frostman

probability measure, and o is an (s, C)-Frostman probability measure for y1 almost all x € R,
Then,

inf{dist(y, Ls) : z,y € spt p, |z —y| > r} =0,
where Ly := U{ly g : 0 € sptoy}, and Uy 9 = 7, {my(x)}.
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We now use Theorem 3.2 to derive Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. The conclusion is clear for t = 1, so assume ¢ € (1,2]. We make a
counter assumption: there exist ¢ € (1,2], and a compact set K < R? such that

H ({z e K : dimg E,(K) > 2 —t}) > 0.
Consequently, by the sub-additivity of H.,, there exist s > 2 — ¢ and x > 0 such that
HL({x e K HE (Ex(K)) > k}) > k. (3.3)
Forr > 0, let
E,:=FE(K):={0€[0,1]: 4,9 n K c B(z,7/2)},
and note that E,(K)  (),., E%. In particular, (3.3) implies
H ({x e K : HE(EL) > K}) > k, r > 0. (3.4)

This may seem like a wasteful use of (3.3), but the idea is that we will obtain a contra-

diction for a fixed r > 0, depending only on &, s,t. In fact, we can describe that "r"
immediately: let C > 1 be an absolute constant determined in a moment, and let
r:=7r(Ck™ 1 s,t) >0

be the constant given by Theorem 3.2. For every € > 0, we further define

E;:={0¢€[0,1] : [ly9]le n K c B(z,r/2)}, (3.5)
where [(,, g]. is the e-neighbourhood of ¢, y. We claim that
By =] B (3.6)
e>0

n__n

The inclusion Ey < E! holds for all € > 0, so it suffices to prove the inclusion "<".
Suppose that § € E7, s0 l, 9 n K < B(x,7/2). If 0 ¢ | ..o Ez*, then for every e > 0 there
exists y. € [lz9]e » K\ B(z,7/2). Since K is compact, we may find a sequence ¢, such
that y., — y € K n{,. Since |z — y.,| = r/2, we also have |x — y| > /2. But this is a
contradiction with the definition of E7. This shows (3.6).

Note that as € \ 0, the sets E; increase to E! (by (3.6)). Therefore, whenever z €
K and H5,(E}) > k, Davies’ increasing sets lemma [8, Theorem 4] implies that also
HE (Er) > k for e > 0 sufficiently small. This observation implies that also the sets
{r e K : H5(Ey) > k} increase to {z € K : H5 (EL(K)) > k} as € \, 0. By a second
application of [8, Theorem 4], and recalling (3.4), we deduce that

HL ({re K :H (EYS) > k}) > K

for e > 0 sufficiently small. Fix such an € > 0, and write K, := {z € K : H5,(E; ) > k}.

Fix § € 27N with § < emin{e, r} for a suitable small constant ¢ > 0. Let P < Ds be a
non-empty (6, ¢, Ck~!)-set with the property K. n p # & for all p € P (such P exists by
Lemma 2.13 in [14]). For each p € P, choose a distinguished point x, € K. n p. Since
H3 (Ezy) > k, we may use Frostman’s lemma to find a (s, Cx~')-Frostman probability
measure o, supported on Ez’;.

We now define the configuration (u, {o;}). First, we define yu to be the uniformly
distributed probability measure on UP. It is easy to check that y is a (¢, Cx~!)-Frostman
probability measure with C < C.
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Second, we need to define the measures o, for x € spt . We do this separately for
every square p € P. For p € P fixed, and z € p, let 0, := 0,,. Then o is an (s, Cr=1)-
Frostman probablity measure for every x € spt u. Then, for g € C(R? x [0,1]) the maps

o [ g(a,6) do(6),

are piecewise continuous and hence measurable. So (y, {0, }) is indeed a configuration.
We finally apply Theorem 3.2 to the configuration (y, {o,}). In particular, there exist
points z,y € spt p1 such that

|t —y| =r and dist(y, L,) <9, (3.7)

where L, = U{l; ¢ : § € spto,}. Let p, ¢ € P be the squares such that z € pand y € ¢. Let
xp € Kcnpand y, € K. N qDbe the associated "distinguished points". Now, dist(y, L) < §
implies dist(yy, Ls,) S 6, since Ly, is a translate of L, by (z, —z) € [=§,6]%. In particular,
there exists a § € £} such that

Yq € [&L’,,,@]Cé NnK.c [g;rpﬁ]e N K.

But since 0 € E;, this should mean by definition (recall (3.5)) that y, € B(xp,r/2), and
therefore |z — y| < r. This contradicts (3.7) and completes the proof of Theorem 3.1. [

4. ESTIMATES FOR X-RAY MEASURES

In Section 3 we reduced the main result (Theorem 1.3) to a measure theoretic version
concerning configurations (Theorem 3.2). The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem
3.2 under additional hypotheses on the behaviour of the X-ray measure (Theorem 4.1
below). Establishing the validity of these hypotheses will, roughly speaking, occupy the
remainder of the paper. The proof of Theorem 3.2 will be completed in Section 8.

Theorem 4.1. For every t € (1,2] and s € (2 — t,1], there exist n = n(s,t) > 0and Ay =
Ao(s,t) > 0 such that the following holds for all A € (0, Ay].
Let (p, {o}) be a configuration with the properties that i is (t, A~")-Frostman, and each o,

is (s, A™")-Frostman. Assume additionally that there exist Borel sets G1, G2 < spt u such that:

(H1) p(Ge) > A",

H2) G5 c {Z eR?: X[U|G1a {Uz}]A(Z) = ATI}.
Then, inf{dist(y, L) : * € Grandy € Ga} = 0, where L, = U{l, ¢ : § € spto,}, and we
recall that €, g = 7y {mp(x)} for x € R2 and 6 € [0,1].

The remainder of this section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 4.1.

4.1. Sobolev norms. The proof of Theorem 4.1 relies on the theory of fractional Sobolev
spaces. We deal with some preliminaries in this subsection. In this section, M¢(X) refers
to complex Borel measures on X, and M(X) refers to finite positive Borel measures on
X (where always X < R").

Definition 4.2 (Sobolev norms on R?). For v € M¢(R?), and s > —1 we define the
homogeneous Sobolev norm

oy = | 106€)PIEP .
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It is well-known (see [2, Proposition 1.36]) that if v € Mc(R?), |s| < 1, and | { f dv| is
uniformly bounded for all f € S(R?) with || f|| ;. < 1, thenin fact || ;. (®2) < %0, and

ffdl/.

Definition 4.3 (Riesz energy). Given 0 < ¢t < 2 and u € M(R?), we define the Riesz

t-energy of u by
// \x - y\t

By Theorem 3.10 in [21], the following relation holds between Riesz energies and ho-
mogeneous Sobolev norms:

Li(p) = el ey, mEMEB?), 0<t <2, (4.4)

7] grs 2y = sup
fES(RQ)v Hf||H—S(R2)<1

We need a version of Sobolev norms for measures on [0, 1] x R. We follow the con-
ventions from [26, Section 2]. We abbreviate A := [0, 1] x R (the motivation being that
[0,1] x R should be viewed as a parametrisation for the space of lines .A(2, 1)).

Definition 4.5 (Fourier transform on A). Given v € Mc(.A) we define forn € Zand p € R

1
D) = [ e augro),

We consider the following Sobolev norms on A.
Definition 4.6 (Sobolev norms on A). For any g € CX(A) and s > — we define
982 = 3 | IF@ o) 0. p)
neL

Observe that by Plancherel’s identity for any f,g € CX(A) and any s > —3,

fff&q: Gxdde—fo (n,p) - F(g)(n, p) dp

nez
1/2
< 3 ([ F @RI do- f’f P00
nez
< s a9l s )

The Sobolev smoothing property of the X-ray transform is classical, see e.g. Chapter
II, Theorem 5.1 in [22]. The variant below is best suited for our purpose.

Theorem 4.7 ([26, Theorem 2.16]). For every x € CP(R?) there exists Cy > 1 such that if
feSR?) and s € [~1/2,1/2] then

HX(fX)HHS+1/2(A) < CfoHHs(R2)'
We need the following estimate comparing the Sobolev norms on A and R2,
Lemma 4.8. Let v € Mc(A). Then, for —1/2 < s <0
070y S 10+ 100 ooy

where |v| = v(R?).
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Proof. Observe that for any n € Z and p € R we have F(v)(n,p) = v(n,p), where
denotes the usual Fourier transform on R2. Thus,

P EJf'anan@—waanan@

neZ nez

Let ¢ € S(R) be such that |¢|;1 <1, ¢(0) = 1 for 6 € [0,1]. Since sptv < [0,1] x R, we
have dv(0,r) = p(0)dv(0,r), which leads to

on.0) = [ B =wolnp)dn, (np)EZxR.

Using ||z < |¢|1 S 1, and the rapid decay of ¢, we further get
0P < [ 16— wliotpPan s Y275 | Jotm.p)Pan

jeN ‘n_n|<2j
It follows that
Wy = 25 | 1ot o))
nez
<Y2w Y ff 1501, 0) ), )|y dp. (49)
jeN nez In— ”‘<2J

Fix j € N. Observe that, since s < 0, whenever |n| > 2/*!, or [n| < 2/*! and |p| > 2/,

[(n, p)** S 1(n,p)[** for|n—mn| <2/
Thus,

JJW n\<2a 0(n, p)?|(n, p)|**dn dp

27
Sf f o(n, p)I*|p**dn dp + ZJ f (n, p)*|(n, p)|*dn dp

nez In— "|<23

nez

Ss 29010 + 2|Vl oy < 27 VI + 27 W],

s RQ RQ)?
where in the second inequality we used (a) our assumption s > —1/2 to make sure that
p +— |p|?® is locally integrable, and (b) that {n € N : |n — n| < 27} < 27 for n € Z. Taking
into the factor 2737 in (4.9), the terms 2% |v| + 27||v|% . (22) AT€ summable over j e N. [
4.2. Sobolev estimates for X-ray measures. Our main tool in the proof of Theorem 4.1
is the following (local) Sobolev estimate for X-ray measures.

Proposition 4.10. Let t € (1,2], s € (2 — t,1], and C > 0. Assume that (u,{o,}) is a
configuration such that u is a (t, C')-Frostman measure supported on B(1), and that each o is
an (s, C')-Frostman measure.

Then for every 0 < e < s/2 and x € C*(R?) we have

X[ {0} X gy St

We prove Proposition 4.10 in this subsection. First, we reduce matters to an energy
estimate for the measure ;(0,).
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Lemma 4.11. Suppose that (u, {o}) is a configuration. For o € (0,1) and y € C*(R?),
|1 X g, {02}

I-
Proof. Recall that X|[p, {o,}] = X*(u(0s)) as measures, see Proposition 2.22. It is easy to
see from Definition 2.11 that spt(u(os)) < [0,1] x [—2,2].
By duality and the Sobolev smoothing of X-ray transform, Theorem 4.7, we have

fx dX*(u(ax))‘

X”HU/Q (R2) SU,X IJ+1(,U(0'90))' (412)

IX*(u(02) - Xl pgornny = U
HfHHfo/Q(RZ)gl R2

= sup
IF1 =072 g2y <1

< sup HX(fX)“H—a/2+1/2(A) HM(%)”HW%W(A)
HfHH*U/Q(RZ) <1

f X(fx) du(o)
A(2,1)

Sx ”N(Uz)HHo/%W(A)‘
(The sup runs over f € S(R?).) Together with Lemma 4.8 this gives
(#4)
[ X*(1(02)) - Xl o222y S I16(0a) o Lor1(p(o2)),
using also p(0;)(R?)? <, Ir4+1(pu(02)) by spt(u(oz)) = [0,1] x [-2,2]. O

“2 + |lu(ow) H?yfa/2+1/2(R2)

In light of (4.12), Proposition 4.10 is a consequence of the following result.

Proposition 4.13. Suppose that t € [1,2] and s € [2 —t,1]. If (u, {04 }) is a configuration such
that v is (t, C)-Frostman, and each o, is (s, C')-Frostman, then for every ¢ > 0

Is+1—€(,u(0z)> gs,t,a 03- (414)

The proof of Proposition 4.13 is based on [27, Proposition 6.18], restated below as
Proposition 4.16.

Definition 4.15 (/-measures). A collection of non-negative weights p = {1(p)}pep, With
Il = >ep,; #(p) < 1is called a 6-measure. We say that a J-measure p is a (6, s, C)-
measure if u(Q) < CU(Q)* for every Q € Dy withd < A < 1.

Forevery T € 79 let pr € Ds denote the unique d-cube such that 7' = uD(pr).

Proposition 4.16. Suppose t € [1,2] and s € [2 —t,1]. Assume that pis a (6,t,C,,)-measure,
and for every T € T° thereis a (6, s, C,)-measure o supported on Ds(T). Then, for every e > 0

2
f( > upr) Y, (orlg) -1 )> dr <. C,0255717¢, (4.17)

TeT? q€Ds
Proof. This is otherwise [27, Proposition 6.18], except that [27, Proposition 6.18] assumed
s+t < 2, and the right hand side of (4.17) is replaced by
Se C,C25%sH37¢, (4.18)

To derive Proposition 4.16 as stated, write 7 := 2 — s € [0, t], and note that s + 7 < 2.
Further, p is automatically a (6, 7,C,)-measure, since 7 < t. So, we may apply [27,
Proposition 6.18] with parameters 7, s. Then (4.18) becomes <. C,C25°17¢. O
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We then prove Proposition 4.13.

Proof of Proposition 4.13. Recall that u(o,) is a measure on [0,1] x [-2,2] < [0,1] x R,
which can be identified with the space of lines A(2,1) using the 2-to-1 map (6,7) —
7, {r}. Set F(0,7) = 7, *{r}. At this point it will be more convenient for us to work with
a different parametrization of A(2, 1) — one that preserves the incidence relation.

Without loss of generality assume that spt(c,) < [1/8, 3/8] for each z, so that u(o) is
supported in [1/8, 3/8] x [—2, 2]. This can be achieved by decomposing the configuration
(i, {o2}) into two configurations, each which satisfy this property up to a rotation, and
then proving the desired estimate for each of them separately. Set S = spt(u(o,)) <
[1/8,3/8] x [—2,2].

Note that F|g is bilipschitz onto its image, with absolute Lipschitz constant. Recalling
that the duality map D : R? — A(2,1) from Definition 2.5 is locally bilipschitz, we get
that for S := D~(F(S)) the map D is bilipschitz onto F(S). Let D* := D™ ![p(g).

Consider the measure

[i(52) = DiF;(p(oz)) = (D* o F)y(u(oz)), (4.19)

supported on S. Since D* o F : S — S is bilipschitz, Is11--(1(0z)) < Ist1-c(ii(52)).
Thus, to get (4.14) it suffices to prove

Isp1-c(i(52)) Sspe C°. (4.20)
By (4.4) we see that (4.20) follows from the L?-estimate
1i(T2) * 522 Sepe C300H17972 = 03 go17e, (4.21)
where 5(z) = 6~ (z/J) is a standard approximate identity with {¢ = 1, smooth and
radially decreasing, 1p(1/9) < ¥ < 1p(1). Our goal now is (4.21).

For every T € T° with u(pr) > 0, and every g € Ds(R?), we define

1
w(pr)

1
or@) = o | L 13,(D* 0 F(6, m(2))) doa(0) dpu(x). (4.22)

The Frostman properties of y and o, imply that pu = {1(p)}sep; is a (0, ¢, C},)-measure,
and each o7 = {o7(q) }4ep; is a (4, 5, C;)-measure, with C;, ~ C, C), ~ C),.

We claim that spt(or) = Ds(10T). To see this, suppose g € Ds(R?) with o7(g) # 0, so
in particular D* o F(0, mp(x)) € 3¢ for some z € pr . This is equivalent to

F(0,m9(z)) = 7, ' {me(x)} € D(3q).

Since x € m, '{my(x)}, we get z € UD(3g), and so pr n UD(3q) # @. Since D preserves
incidences, this implies 7' n 3¢ # @. Thus, ¢ < 107, completing the proof of the claim.
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Fix y € spt(fu(,) * ¥5) < 25, and let ¢ € Ds(2S5) be the unique §-cube containing y.
Since spt(1s(- — y)) < 3q we have

<nwa*ww@>=fwuz—mdMa»@>s&ﬁflmwnwwmw>

1
@gﬁ)a‘nglp.[)13an*<>F%e,w90n»>do¢<9>du<x>

[ [ (=) (
<6 134(D* o F(0, mp(x))) dog(0) dpu(x)
Te7é YPT Y0 ’ ’ g
(4.22)

=762 2 p(pr)or(q).

TeT?
This estimate can be rewritten as the pointwise inequality
1(62) # s S > ulpr) Y, (or(q) - 67°1,).
TeT? q€Ds

Since p and o satisfy the assumptions of Proposition 4.16, the estimate above together
with (4.17) gives (4.21). (To be precise, the support of o7 is potentially somewhat outside
[0, 1], but nonetheless in some ball of absolute constant radius, and Proposition 4.16 has
an easy extension to this situation.) U

4.3. Proof of Theorem 4.1. In this subsection we use Proposition 4.10 to prove Theorem
4.1. We need the following proposition relating Sobolev estimates to Hausdorff content.

Proposition 4.23. Let d€ N, €1,€3,€3 > 0, s,t € (0, d| such that
s+t>d+2(e; + €3+ €3).

Let p € CX(R?) be non-negative with § ¢ = 1. Then, there exists Ag = Ao(d, €1, €2, €3, ¢, 5,t) >
0 such that the following holds for all A € (0,Ao]. Let X be a Radon measure on R? such that
1 X o2 < AT, Then,

HL (X (A, e1)\ spt X) < A2,
where X (Aye) = {z € B(1) : Xa(x) = A%}, and XA = X * pA.

Proof. We make a counter assumption: H’ (X (A, €1)\ spt X) > A%, Then Frostman’s
lemma produces a measure v with sptv < X (A, €;)\ spt X < B(1), and satisfying

v(B(1)) ~q H&(X(A,el)\spt X) =A% and v(B(z,r)) < rtforall z € Rd, r>0.

Since s +t > d + 2(e; + €2 + €3), there exists €4 > €] + €3 + €3 such thatt > d — s + 2¢4.
Then, using the higher dimensional version of (4.4) (see Theorem 3.10 in [21])

[ IPOPIE e Tamsne ) < B @20

\t—(d—8+2€4)

The implicit constants above, depend on d, s, e4 or equivalently, d, s,t, €1, €2, €3. We claim
that

0=f£@»@me
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Indeed, since spt v, spt X are disjoint compact sets, p := dist(sptv,spt X) > 0. Conse-

I —
quently, whenever ¢ < 53t Spip’

0 f Xyvs = j X(€)7(€)de = fsa(as)%?(s)ﬂ(s)ds
_ f R(©)o(€)de + f (1— &) R(E)D(E)dE = Ay + Ay,

In particular, Ay = —A; so the claim follows from showing |Az| = o(d). To this end,
note |1 — ¢(68)| = |#(0) — ¢(68)| < min{|d€],1} < min{|6¢], 1} which in turn implies
(1 — p(66)2) < |6€]4. Therefore,

g = € ~ s 1/2 . Caioe
f €[4 X (€)D(€)dg| < 8 4(f ()Pl ag) " ( f 5(8) 2l¢ |2 de )
R4 R4 R4

= 0 X e Wl j-s/24es = 0(0),

completing the claim. On the other hand,

1/2
|Ag| S 6

0= \ [x@ia > \ [eoz©ne - |o- @(A@]X(oﬁ(@' LI,
Here,
B = [0 pa)@) o) > A,

because (X = pa)(x) = Xa(z) = A% for z € sptv < X(A,€). I can be estimated
similarly to |Asz|, to conclude

Iy S Aoy S ASSHL (X(A €1\ 5Dt X),
since || X | g2 S A7 by hypothesis and v ;—.24e, S HE (X (A, €1)\spt X). This yields

~

the desired contradiction I — [s > A1t —O(A“~%) > ( for all A > 0 sufficiently small
since €4 > €1 + €9 + €3. O

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Write o := o(s,t) := 3[(2—1t) + s] € (2 —t,s). We claim that the
conclusion of Theorem 4.1 is valid for any

o+t—2

s

provided that A > 0 is small enough. Fix > 0 as above and let x € CZ°(R?) satisfy

1p(1) < X < 1p(g). Then, under the hypotheses of Theorem 4.1, by Proposition 4.10, and
assuming A > 0 small enough,

X = X[uley AL x € H? with | X0 < A7,

0<n<

Now, since o + t > 2 + 81, we may infer from Proposition 4.23 (with €; = 7, e2 = 31 and
€3 = 4n) that

HL (X (A7) \ spt X) < A%, (4.25)
Note that the hypothesis (H2) can be rephrased as Ga = X (A, n). On the other hand, (H1)
combined with the (¢, A=")-Frostman property of u implies H!, (G2) > A?". Combining
this information with (4.25), we deduce that

Go n (spt X) # &. (4.26)
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This implies inf{dist(y, L;) : z € G1 and y € G2} = 0, because

spt X < U L,

Z‘Eél

by Remark 2.20. This completes the proof of Theorem 4.1. O

5. A §-DISCRETISED MARSTRAND SLICING THEOREM

As a technical tool in later sections, we will need a §-discretised version of [24, Theo-
rem 2.4], stated in Proposition 5.1 below. Fortunately, a §-discretised version of a stronger
result (concerning radial projections) was recently proven in [26, Theorem 3.1]. We follow
that argument closely, but nonetheless give all the details for the reader’s convenience.

Proposition 5.1. For every t € (1,2], s € (2 —t,1], and n > 0, there exist 6y = do(n,s,t) > 0
and € = €(n) > 0 such that the following holds for all § € 27N ~ (0, 6.

Let P < Ds be a non-empty (8,t,6=)-set, and let © < S be a non-empty 5-separated
(8,5,07¢)-set. Then, there exists a subset © = © with |©| = (1 — §¢)|©|, and for every 6 € ©
a subset Py < P with |Py| = (1 — §°)|P| satisfying the following "rectangular” Frostman
condition: if R < R?isa (§ x A)-rectangle with § < A < 1, and the A-side parallel to 0, then

[Py R| < STTTATL P (5.2)
Remark 5.3. One may take e = ¢ for a sufficiently small absolute constant ¢ > 0.

To prove Proposition 5.1, we need a quantitative Furstenberg set estimate [26, Theo-
rem 4.9], stated as Theorem 5.4. In the statement, an ordinary §-tube is any rectangle of
dimensions 0 x 1. A family 7 of ordinary d-tubes is called a Katz-Tao (6, s, C)-set if for all
d < r <1, an arbitrary rectangle of dimensions (r x 2) contains at most C(r/0)*® elements
of 7. If the constant C' is absolute, a Katz-Tao (4, s, C)-set is called a Katz-Tao (4, s)-set.
This definition is, in particular, used in [15], whose results we plan to apply in a moment.

Similarly, a family 7 of ordinary d-tubes is called a (6, s, C)-set if every rectangle of
dimensions (r x 2), § < r < 1, contains at most Cr®| 7| elements of 7. These definitions
are the analogues of Definition 2.8 for ordinary tubes.

Theorem 5.4. Lett € (1,2],s€ (2—1t,1],C = 1,and 0 < s. Fix § € 27N, Assume that i is
an (s, C')-Frostman measure on B(1) < R2. For every p € Ds(spt i), let T, be a (3, s, C')-set of
ordinary 6-tubes such that T np # & for all T € T,,. Then, T contains a Katz-Tno (6, o + 1)-set
T of cardinality |T'| 254 p(R?)6~(+D /C3,

In the original formulation [26, Theorem 4.9] the elements of 7, are assumed to be
dyadic J-tubes, but the two variants of the theorem are easily seen to be equivalent.
We also need Fu and Ren’s incidence bound [15, Theorem 1.5]:

Theorem 5.5. Let € > 0, and s,t € (0,2) with s +t < 3. Then, there exists 5o = do(€, s,t) > 0
such that the following holds for all § € (0,80]. Assume that P < Ds([0,10)?) is a Katz-Tao
(0,t,Cp)-set, and T is a Katz-Tao (9, s, C'1)-set of ordinary §-tubes. Then,

Z(P. D= Hp. 1) e P x TipnT # @} <67 27(CpOr) 2| P72,
We are then equipped to prove Proposition 5.1.
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Proof of Proposition 5.1. We claim that the statement holds if € = ¢ for a sufficiently small
absolute constant ¢ € (0, %], determined on the last line of the proof. We may assume that
t < 2, since in the case t = 2 we may use |P| > 62 to deduce the trivial upper bound

P ARl <STIA <STAT P < aTAT P

for all (6 x A)-rectangles R = R? with § < A < 1, verifying (5.2) when t = 2.

Assuming ¢ € (1,2), we make a counter assumption: there exists a subset © < O of
cardinality |©] > §¢|©|, and for each 0 € ©, a "bad" subset By = P with |By| > §¢|P], all
squares of which fail the rectangular Frostman condition (5.2) for some (6 x A)-rectangle
R < R? parallel to § — which may of course depend on the square.

For the duration of this proof, the notation A T B will mean that A < Cs,té_CGB,
where C; > 0 may depend on s, ¢, but C' > 0 is absolute.

By pigeonholing, reducing both © and By somewhat, the (longer) side-length A of
these rectangles can roughly be assumed to be independent of both 6 and p € By. More
precisely, the following objects can be found (we recycle the notation © and Bj):

(1) A fixed number A € 275 ~ [4, 1].

(2) A subset ©® c © with |©] £ |©].

(3) For each § € © a family of disjoint (§ x A)-rectangles Ry parallel to § which are
heavy in the sense |P n R| = §177A!"|P|, R € Ry, and cover a large part of P:

HpeP:pn R +# & forsome R e Rp}| L |P|.
Since |P| = 6! by the (4, t,6¢)-set hypothesis, we note that
A/5 Z "P A R’ > 5l—t—n+eAt—l > 61—15—7]/2At—17

which can be rearranged to §/A < §7/(4=2) (since t < 2). In particular, we may assume
that J/A is arbitrarily small by choosing § > 0 small enough in terms of 7, t.
Inspired by (3), we define By := {p e P : p n R # & for some R € Ry}. Observe that

D 0O :pe B}l =) 1Bl X PllO).
peP 0€©
Consequently, there exists a fixed set B < P with |B| £ |P| with the property
{0e©:peBy}| 210, peB. (5.6)

Write ©, := {§ € © : pe By} for p € B.
We next claim that there exists a distinguished square @ € Da (P) with the property

BAQ|Z|PA10Q| > 0. (5.7)

Indeed, if this failed for all ) € Da, then the bounded overlap of the squares 10Q) would
contradict | B| £ |P|. We fix a square @ € Da(P) satisfying (5.7) for the remaining proof.
Fix p € B n Q, and recall that |©,| £ |©| by (5.6). For every 6 € ©,, we have p € By
by definition. This means that there exists a (0 x A)-rectangle R = R(p, #) parallel to 6
which intersects p, and satisfies |P n R| = §1""A""YP|. A fortiori,
(P~ 10Q) n R| = 6 TAL P, (5.8)
since R < B(p,2A) c 10Q. Let

Ry :={R(p,0) : 0 € O}, peBnQ.
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(The notation Ry will no longer appear to cause confusion.) Since |0, £ |©], and © is a
non-empty (6, s, d~¢)-set, one could informally say that R, is a non-empty (d, s, ¢)-set
of (§ x A)-rectangles incident to p. To make this more formal, we rescale by ~ A~L. Let
S10g be the A~!-rescaling which sends 10Q to [0, 10)%. Let

Q = SIOQ(P N 10@) and B = SmQ(B N Q) (59)

Thus, Q and B consist of §/A-squares contained in [0, 10)?.

Now, for ¢ = Sig(p) € B, consider the rescaled family of rectangles S10g(Rp). This
family consists of ((§/A) x 1)-tubes intersecting q and contained in [0, 1)2. The homothety
S10q preserves directions: therefore the (6/A)-sides of the elements in S19g(R,) are still
parallel to the elements in the (9, s, 6~ ¢)-set ©,,.

The o-separation of ©, — © is no longer natural at the relevant scale §/A, so we pass
to a subset: applying [14, Proposition A.1], we extract a non-empty (J/A, s, ¢)-set 0, <
O, consisting of (§/A)-separated elements. Then, for each 6 € ©,, we select a tube in
S10g(Rp) with slope 6, and we denote the ensuing collection 7, (recall: ¢ = Sipg(p))-
Summary: for each ¢ € B, the family 7, is a non-empty (§/A, s, §¢)-set of ordinary
(0/A)-tubes intersecting g.

We aim to apply Theorem 5.4 to the set B and the families 7,, at scale §/A. To do this,
we need to introduce an appropriate measure u associated to B. Recall that P < Dy is a
(0,t,07)-set, that is,

|P A Bx,r)| <67 P|, xeR%r=0. (5.10)

Let P — P be a set containing one point from each square p € P, and let g := |P|"'H°|p.
Then (5.10) shows that jio(B(z, 7)) < 6! for all z € R? and r > §. Consider

w=AT"S100(1ol100)-

We remark that ; may not be a probability measure: the best one can say is that ;(R?) =
A7 [Q|/|P| £ ¢ In fact, more generally for z € R?, r > §/A, and y := Sy (),

u(Bla,r)) = A uo(Sig(Bla,m)) = A~ (uo(Bly, Ar)) 5 A~ (Ar) = 57",
In other words, u satisfies the Frostman condition in Theorem 5.4 with C ~ §~¢.
Another key hypothesis of Theorem 5.4 is that the (6/A, s, )-sets 7, exist for all

q € Ds/a(spt i), but this is only the case for g € B. This is no problem, however, because
UB has nearly full u measure: recalling the definition (5.9), and then the lower bound
(5.7), we infer

p(uB) 2 pw(R?) = A™" - |Q/|P|. (5.11)
Now, the measure i := p|_p satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 5.4 at scale §/A, with
constant C ~ ¢, and

c:=2—-1t<s. (5.12)
The conclusion is that | J 5 7, contains a Katz-Tao (§/A, o + 1)-set T of cardinality
(6.11)
_ —(o+1 _ —(o+1
TIZA®) (3)7 2 AT (R (513)

In the remainder of the proof, we will check that, thanks to (5.8), the cardinality of inci-
dences Z(Q, 7)) is high. We will then compare this with the upper bound from Fu and
Ren’s result, Theorem 5.5, at scale §/A to derive a contradiction.
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Recall that Q = Si9g(P n 10Q). By (5.8), and the fact that the family 7 consists of
S10g-rescaled versions of (some of) the rectangles R = R(p, #) considered at (5.8),

{ge Q:qnT # F}| =AY P|, TeT.
Summing this over T € T,
IZ(Q, T)| = 6" "AHP||T] (5.14)

On the other hand, we may apply Theorem 5.5, at scale /A to find a strong upper bound
for |Z(Q, T)|. For this purpose, we need to note or recall that

e Q= 50(Pn10Q)isaKatz-Tao (6/A,t, Cg)-set of cardinality |Q| = |P n10¢Q)|, and
constant Cg < 6'|P|. The latter claim follows immediately from the (4,¢,5¢)-set
property of P, and the calculation

Q0 Blan)| = [P~ Bly, An)| < 5! 1Pl = 0IPD- (75) + 7= 6/,

e T is a Katz-Tao (4,0 + 1)-set.

With this information in hand, Theorem 5.5 applied with exponentstand o +1 =3 — ¢
implies

—1/2
TQ.T) £ (2)7 (¢'P) 1M T2
Combining this upper bound with the lower bound in (5.14) leads to

‘7-‘ é 5t—3+2n A2t %.

Comparing this upper bound further with the lower bound (5.13) yields

At 19l (g)—(UH) < gt=3+2n, A3-2t |9l

Pl A PP

which can be rearranged to 27177727 < A%27'=7. Recall now that the notation A < B is
an abbreviation for A < Cs7t5_CGB. Since o +t = 2 by (5.12), and A > ¢, the aligned
inequality above produces a contradiction if € = ¢n for a sufficiently small absolute con-
stant ¢ > 0, and § > 0 small enough depending on 7, s, t. O

6. MAIN LEMMA

Morally, Theorem 4.1 imply would Theorem 3.2 (and therefore Theorem 1.3) if we
could ensure the validity of the extra hypotheses (H1)-(H2). In this section we give a
sufficient condition (Lemma 6.9) for achieving the hypotheses (H1)-(H2) of Theorem 4.1.
Unfortunately, the "original" configuration (u, {0, }) naturally associated to Theorem 3.2
need not satisfy these conditions, but we will show in the next section that a suitable
"renormalised" configuration does. Eventually, in Section 8, Theorem 3.2 will be proven
by applying Lemma 6.9 and Theorem 4.1 to that renormalised configuration.

Definition 6.1 (i x o). Given a configuration (u, {0, }), we define the measure ;1 x o, on
R? x [0, 1] as the Radon measure produced by the Riesz representation theorem applied
to the positive linear functional determined by

Jsdwx o= | [ o) du),  gec@xpi). 62
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Remark 6.3. The right hand side of (6.2) makes sense by the measurability hypothesis in
Definition 2.11. Let us also emphasise that the measure ;1 x o, on R? x [0, 1] should not
be confused with the measure p(o,) on [0,1] x R from Definition 2.14. In fact, whereas
p(oz) is best interpreted as a measure on the space A(2, 1) of all affine lines, i x o, is best
interpreted as a measure on R? x A(2, 1). The next Notation makes this more precise.

Notation 6.4. For a Borel set B = R? x A(2, 1), we denote

(1 x 02)(B) = (% 0z)({(x,0) € R? x [0,1] : (z,459) € B}). (6.5)

In other words, we will use the identification above to consider u x o, either as a measure
on R? x [0, 1], or as a measure on R? x A(2, 1) depending on which is more convenient.

Definition 6.6 (Tight configuration). Let C > 1. A configuration (u,{o.}) is C-tight at
scale A € 27N with data (Q, T) if there exist families

QcDa and T= | JToeT?
QeQ
with the following properties.

(T1) The families T¢ have constant cardinality M > 1.

(T2) Q +— u(Q) is constant up to a factor of 2 on Q, and p(uQ) = C~ L.
(T3) (px 04)(Q xT)=C'u(Q)/M > 0forall T € Tg.

(T4) The slope set o(T) has cardinality |o(T)| < CM.

Remark 6.7. (T3) ensures that all the tubes T € T intersect (). In particular, (T1) implies
lo(T)| = |o(Tg)| 2 M, QeQ. (6.8)

Lemma 6.9. Forallt € (1,2], s € (2 —t,1], and n > 0 there exist ¢ = €(n,s,t) > 0 and

Ao = Ao(n, s,t) > 0 such that the following holds for all A € 27N ~ (0, Ag].
Let (u,{oz}) be a A™c-tight configuration at scale A with data (Q,T), where © = o(T) is

a non-empty (A, s, A™¢)-set, and Q is a (A,t, A~)-set. Then, there exist Gi,Ga < Da with
dist(G1,G2) = A, and the following properties:

M1) min{u(G1), u(Ge)} = A", where G := (UGj) N spt p.

M2) X[uley;{oz}]aly) = A" forall y € Ga.
Here X[...]a = X[...] * oa, where p € CX(R?) is any function satisfying

15(100) < ¥ < 1B(200)
and ¢, (x) = r2p(z/r) for r > 0.

Proof. Fix n > 0, and let 7 > 0 be so small that 477/(t — 1) < 7. Letes 1 = €5.1(s,t,7) > 0
be the constant given by Proposition 5.1 with parameters s, ¢, 7. Finally, assume that

0<e< %min{ﬁ, €51} (6.10)

n_n

We claim that the conclusions of Lemma 6.9 are valid for any such choice of "¢", provided
that A > 0 is sufficiently small in terms of 7, s, t (we do not explicitly track the required
upper bound for A, and we also omit constantly writing "if A is small enough").

The squares in Q are disjoint, but we desire them to be A-separated to eventually
guarantee the condition dist(G1,G2) = A. This can be achieved by replacing Q by a
subset of cardinality > |Q|. This replacement has no noticeable effect on the validity of
the hypotheses of Lemma 6.9, so we assume that Q is A-separated to begin with.
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We record the following consequence of (T2) for our A™¢-tight configuration

p@Q)QI ~p(uQ) = A5 Qe Q. (6.11)
Forall @' < Qand T" < T, write Z(Q',T") := {(Q,T) € Q' x T' : T € Tg}. Observe
that
Z(Q.T)| = ) ITol = M|QI.
QeQ
A useful alternative way to count the incidences Z(Q, T) is the following. For § € © =
o(T), letTy :={T'e T :0(T) =6} and Qp := {Q € Q : Tg n Ty # J}. Since for each
QE QG? ‘TQ mT9| 5 1,

M|Q| = |Z(Q,T)| = D] [Z(Q, Tg)| ~ > |Qel. (6.12)
0e® 0O

On the other hand, |Qy| < |Q| and (T4) ensures |©] < A™“M. So, combined with (6.12)
there exists a subset ©' < © of cardinality |©'| > A€ O] such that |Qy| > A?*|Q| for
all € ©'. In particular, ©" is a (A, s, A7 1)-set. This places us in a position to apply
Proposition 5.1 with parameters s, ¢, at scale A, to the (A, ¢, A~%1)-set Q, and to the set
of slopes ©’ found just above.

The conclusion is that there exists a further subset © < ©' with |0] > 1|0/| > A%,
and for each 6 € © a subset Q) = Q of cardinality |Q| > (1 — A%1)|Q| such that

Q) n Rl S AITAYQ), (6.13)
whenever R c R? is a rectangle of dimensions (A x A) parallel to 6 (here @), "R = {Q' €
Q) : Q' n R # &}). Since |Q\ Q)| < A“1|Q| < 1]|Qy], the sets Qp and Q) have large
intersection. In fact, for A small enough, the cardinality of @}, is so large that, writing

Qlé = Q9 N Qlev
the definition of ©’ > © ensures we have
Q1 > 3|Qol 2 A%[Q,  0eo.
Of course the estimate (6.13) persists for Qy < Q.
To keep track of this information, we define the restricted incidences
Z(Q,T):={(@T)e @ xT' : Te Tgand Q € Q) 1},

for arbitrary @' < Q and T' = T. From the cardinality lower bounds for the sets ©
and Qp, we will soon deduce that the number of restricted incidences remains nearly
maximal. We first record that if § € © and Q € Qp, then in particular Q € Qg, and
thus T € T for some T € Ty. Then (Q,T) € Z(Q, Ty) by definition. This shows that
|Qy| < |Z(Q, Ty)|, and consequently

- o _ (6.8)
Z(Q.T)| = Y IZ(2,To)| = D |Q4] 2 A*[6]|Q] 2 A*M]|Q).
5e) 0e®

Next, we pass to a subset of T with a roughly constant number of restricted incidences.
By the pigeonhole principle, choose a subset T — T and a number N > 1 such that

(@) [{Qe Qy): TeTe}|€[N,2N] forall T e T, and
(b) N|T| ~[Z(Q,T)| Za A*M|Q).
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Notice that |T| < |T| < A~17“M by the tightness hypothesis (T4), and since all the tubes
in T intersect UQ < [0, 1]%. Consequently,
A3M

We next replace Q by a subset Q by another pigeonholing argument. Note that

by _ _ _
A*M|QI 2a [T(QT) = ), HT eTnTo: Qe Qi = ), [Tol-
QeQ QeQ

Since [Tg| < |Tg| = M, there exists a subset O = Q with |Q| Za A*|Q| such that
‘TQ‘ gA A4€M, QE@
We then proceed to define a graph with vertex set Q, and edge set £, as follows. For

Q, Q' distinct, we set (Q, Q') € & if there exists a tube T € T N T¢r. (Note that (Q, Q') € £
if and only if (Q', Q) € &, so (Q, £) is an undirected graph.) We claim that

€] = ATMN|Q| (6.15)
for small enough A > 0. To see this, fix Q € Q, so [Tg| Za A% M. Moreover, for every
T e TQ C T,

_ (@ (614
Q' € Qlipy: TeTo} = {Q € Quypy: Te Ty}l = N Za AF|Q). (6.16)

All the N squares Q' € Q counted here contribute an edge (@', Q) € €. Since T can be
selected in Za A% M different ways for each Q € Q, this might seem to give something
even stronger than (6.15) (since ¢ < 7/5). But there is a catch: some of the NV squares
Q' corresponding to different tubes in T may coincide if dist(Q’, Q) « 1. The non-
concentration condition (6.13) is needed to fix this.

For Q € Q and T € Ty, still fixed, and A € [A, 1], we claim that

~(613) o
In(Q,T) := |{Q € QZ(T) : Te Ty and dist(Q, Q") < A} < ATAMY Q. (6.17)

This is because Q 1) © Q! (T)’ and because the conditions dist(Q’, Q) < A and T € Ty

imply that Q' intersects a rectangle R of dimensions ~ (A x A) parallel to T.
In particular, choosing

A = AUetD/U=1) 5 A20/(=1) 5 AN/2,

implies I (Q, T) < A4/ Q| Sa A°N. For this choice of A we deduce from (6.16) that
for A small enough,

Q'€ Qlp) : TeTg and dist(Q,Q) = A"} > N-I(Q,T) > N, Qe Q, TeT,.
For € Q fixed, the families
{Q e Qpy: TeTqy and dist(Q',Q) > A"?}

have overlap bounded by < A="2 as T € T, varies. Since 4¢ < /2 and |Tg| Za A%M,
we get (6.15).
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Erdés [11, Lemma 1] has shown that every (undirected) graph (Q, ) contains a bi-
partite sub-graph (G1UGs, €) (here G1,Gs < Q are disjoint, and £ < £ consists of edges
between G, G») with

€] = 3|€] = SATMNIQ. (6.18)
For Q € G;, j € {1,2},1let d(Q) := |{Q’ € G5—; : (Q', Q) € E}| be the degree of a vertex in
Gj. Let
;={QeG;:d(Q) = [;ATMN},  je{l,2},
be the "high degree" squares in G;. We claim that

min{|G1, G2} = min{|G1], |Gal} > 5 A"|Q). (6.19)

This follows from the uniform upper bound

Q' eQ: (@, Qe < ) Qe Qr Teﬂr@/}r oMN,  Qeo

TETQ

so in particular d(Q) < 2M N for Q € G U G. Thus, if (6.19) failed, we could estimate the
number of edges in & (recall that € is an undirected graph) as

€= > d@+ > dQ) < FATMN|Q|,  je{l,2},
Qeg;\G; Qeg;
violating (6.18).

We will now verify that the claims Lemma 6.9(M1)-(M2) are satisfied by the families
G1 and Go. The measure lower bounds in (M1) are clear from (6.19) and the constancy of
Q — u(Q) on Q, recall (6.11). It remains to prove the X-ray measure lower bound (M2).

Fix y € G2 = (UGs) N spty, and Q € Go such that y € Q. Recalling that X|[...]a =
X[...]* pa, and that 1 (100) < ¢ < 1p(200)/

Xlulay. (o:}]a(y) z T07 1000

- 87| [ X (g 0. ml@) o) duto). (620)

Note that if £, g N 5Q # &, then X (119q)(0, mp(x)) ~ A. This motivates studying
A= (uxog)({(x,0) e Gi x[0,1] : £y 9 N 5Q # B}).

Here is a crucial observation: if z € Q' € G, and (Q, Q") € &, then there exists a tube
TeTognTy (thusQnT # J # Q n'T). Now, {9 N 5Q # J for all lines ¢, 9 — T.
Therefore, recalling the notation (6.5),

@Q.Q)eé = (uxoo)({(z,0)eQ x[0,1]: lzp n5Q # T}) (M x 03)(Q" x T)

>
= Ap(Q)/M,

using the A~¢-tightness hypothesis (T3) in the final inequality. Since [{Q’ € G; : (Q,Q’) €
&} = d(Q) = A"M N by the definition of Q € Go, we find
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Az Y (px o) ({(@.0) € Q % [0,1]: o N 5Q # B}) 2 ATMN - Au(Q)/M
Q'eGy
(Q,Q")eE

(6.14) (6.11) (6.10)
iA A1+4E+77,M(Q)|Q| > A1+5e+n > AHQ”.

Taking into account the factor A~2 in (6.20), and the lower bound X (1199) (0, mp(z)) = A
whenever 7, g 0 5Q # &, this concludes the proof of the proposition. O

7. FINDING A TIGHT SUB-CONFIGURATION

In this section we prove that a (finitary) "blow-up" of (u,{c,}) satisfies the tightness
hypotheses required to apply Lemma 6.9. Here is what we mean by "blow-up":

Definition 7.1 (Renormalised configuration). Let (u, {o,}) be a configuration, and let
Q < [0,1)? be a dyadic square with u(Q) > 0. The Q-renormalised configuration is

(12, {05'}), where
uQ = ﬁSQ(MQ) and 05 =gty
Here S, is the homothety @ — [0,1)?, and Sg(u|g) is the push-forward of p|q by Sp.
Here is the main result of the section:

Theorem 7.2. Let s,t € (0,2], 7 € (0,t), C > 0, and ¢ > 0. Then, there exist Ay =
Ao(Ce,t,7) > 0and n = n(e,t,7) € Nsuch that the following holds for all A1 € 27N (0, Ag].
Let (u, {o5}) be a configuration, where p is a (t, C')-Frostman probability measure, and o, is an
(s, C)-Frostman probability measure for i almost all x € R2.

Then, there exist

e dyadic scales A, A € [A}, A with A < A
e ameasure Ji = |, where B < [0,1)? is Borel, and
e asquare ) € Da

such that the Q-renormalised configuration (a9, {ag2 }) is A~ c-tight at scale A with data (Q,T) <
Da x TA. The square Q can be selected so that i? is (7, A=¢)-Frostman, and T can be selected
so that o(T) is a non-empty (A, s, A™°)-set.

7.1. Preliminaries. Most of the work in the proof of Theorem 7.2 has nothing to do with
renormalisations and Frostman conditions. The main technical tool is Proposition 7.8
below, which works for all (probability) measures. Proposition 7.8 is modelled on ideas
which appeared in the proof of [29, Theorem 5.7]. Fortunately, we do not need all the
components of the proof of [29, Theorem 5.7], so Proposition 7.8 is somewhat simpler.

Below, the expression "a (positive) function f is roughly constant” means that there
exists C' > 0 such that C < f < 2C. We also recall from (6.5) that if (i, {o,}) is a
configuration, we denote (for §, A € 27N)

(uxor)pxT)= JQ 0.({0 € [0,1] : Lpp = T})du(x), peDs, TeT™.
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Lemma 7.3. Let A > 1,0,A € 27N with § < A, and let (1, {0.}) be a configuration satisfying
1w(R?) € [64,674] and

0%u(p) < (px 02)(p x [0,1]) S u(p)d~,  pe Ds(sptp).
Then, there exist P < Dy, and for each p € P a family T, = T with the following properties:

(B1) p — u(p) is roughly constant on P, and u(UP) Zs p(R?).
(B2) (p,T) — (% 0)(p x T) is roughly constant on {(p,T) € P x T2 : T € T,}, and
(1 x 0z)(px (UTp)) =5 (1 x 0z)(p x [0,1]) forall p € P.
The implicit constants in “~;" are here allowed to depend on A.
Remark 7.4. The reader may think that A = 1, since we do not need any other cases.
Proof of Lemma 7.3. We start with property (B1), and then refine further to obtain also
(B2). Let
Pji={peDs(sptp) : 2777  <pulp) <277},  jeZ

By the pigeonhole principle, choose an index j € Z such that u(UP;) Zs u(R?). This is
possible by the hypothesis 1(R?) € [64,674]. Now p +— pu(p) is roughly constant on P;,
with u(p) ~ 277 =: m. Note that m e [c6473,§74] for an absolute constant ¢ > 0, as
follows by combining |P;| < 62 and u(UP;) Zs 64

Next, for i € Z and p € P}, let

7; ={TeT?:27" < (uxo.)(pxT) <27

By another application of the pigeonhole principle, pick i = i(p) € Z such that

(1 x o) (p x (UTFP)) ~s (1 x 02)(p x [0,1]),  peP;. (7.5)
This is possible, because
57 = (ux og)(p x [0,1]) = p(p)6™ 2 6243, peP;, (7.6)

Finally, we want to remove the dependence of i(p) on the choice of p € P;. Note that
274P) ¢ [cd24+5 §724] for each p € P;, which follows by combining (7.5), (7.6), and

\7;(’) )| < A=1 < 6L, In other words, there are only ~; possible choices for i(p), and
consequently at least one family

73; ={pePj:ilp) =1}
has to satisfy /A(U,P]Z:) Zs u(UP;j) Zs u(R?). Since the rough constancy of p — pu(p)

remains true on P := 73}, the lemma is now valid setting 7, := 7;}(’) ) for peP. O

The rough constancy in (B2) will be used for obtaining a (A, s)-set property for the
family 7,, provided that (¢ x o,)(p x A(2,1)) ~5 p(p). This is based on the following:

Lemma 7.7. Let (j1,{0.}) be a configuration. Let A € 27N, and let p = R? be a dyadic cube.
Assume that every o is an (s, C)-Frostman measure. Assume that T < T2 is a family such
that T — (pu x 05)(p x T) is roughly constant on T. Then, T is a (A, s, C)-set with constant

Cu(p)
CX ixa)px (N
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Proof. Let m > 0 be such that (1 x 0,)(p x T) ~ mforall T € T. Fix A < A <1, and
T e T2. The sets {(z,0) : £,y = T} are disjoint for various 7' € T n T. Therefore,

mIT TS Y (ux o) x ) < [ 0ul{0: tos = T) dule) S Culp) 5
Ter !

When this inequality is combined with m|7T| ~ (¢ x 0;)(p x (UT)), we find

Cu(p)
(1 x 0z)(p x (UT))

This completes the proof. O

[T nT| < - A°|T).

We then arrive at the main proposition. The words "tightness" or "renormalisation"
are not literally present in the statement (they will only appear in the eventual proof
of Proposition 7.2). The reader may already view property (4) as a precedent for the
tightness condition (T4). The scale A in Proposition 7.2 will eventually coincide with the
scale § = §;;1 of Proposition 7.8.

Proposition 7.8. For every A > 1 and € € (0, 1], there exists Ay = Ag(A,€) > 0 such that
the following holds for all A € (0,A¢] and 6 € 27N ~ (0, A]. Let (u, {o.}) be a configuration,
where 1(R?) € [A4, A=4], and 0,([0,1]) = 1 for p almost all x € R?. Let n := [2/e], and let
{0} = 27N~ (0, A] be the increasing scale sequence

§j = AT, je{0,...,n—1}.

Then, there exist consecutive scales § = 0; and J = dj+1, a measure i := [|p, where B C
[0,1)% is Borel (a union of elements in Ds), and the following objects:
(1) A family Q = Ds(spt u) with i(LQ) Zs u(R?).
(2) Foreach Q € Q a family Pg < Ds(Q) such that p(UPqg) ~5 i(Q).
(3) Foreach Q € Qa family T = T2 of dyadic A-tubes intersecting Q such that

(1 x 02)(Q x (UTQ)) ~5 Q)
(4) For each p € Pg a family T, < Tq such that |Tq| s A™¢|T,| forall p € Pg.

(5) Foreachp e Pgand T € T,, it holds (fi x o) (p ><NT) Zs B(p)/|Tpl-
The notation f S5 g means that f < C(log(671))g, where C = 1 may depend on A, e.
Additionally, if each o, is (s, C')-Frostman for some C, s > 0, then T¢ can be selected to be a
(A, s, C)-set with C g5 C.

Remark 7.9. Note that (4) is only useful if § and A are somewhat comparable, say § > A®
for a constant C' > 1. In the application of the proposition, this will be the case.

We use the following terminology in the proof. If (u, {o,}) is a configuration, a sub-
configuration is any configuration (fi, 7, ), where y is a restriction of 4 to a Borel set, and
each 7, is a restriction of o, to a Borel set.

Proof of Proposition 7.8. Recall that n = [2/¢]. In the first part of the proof, we define a
sequence of configurations (uj,{0%}), 0 < j < n — 1, where (p;+1, {o3*1}) is always a

sub-configuration of (u;, {oi) for0<j<n—2.
To get started with this, we apply Lemma 7.3 once to the configuration (yu, {o,}) at
scales o = d and A. This produces the families Py = Ds and 7;) c T2 foreachp € P,
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satisfying the rough constancy conditions (B1)-(B2). We define 1 as the restriction of 4
to UPy, and oV as the restriction of o, to 7;?, or more precisely to the set

{6€[0,1] : 459 = T for some T' € 7'},

whenever z € p € P. This gives an initial sub-configuration (g, {o2}).
We then assume that 0 < j < n — 2, and the (sub-)configuration (u;, {07 }) satisfies the
following properties relative to certain families P; « Dy, and 7,/ < T* forp € P;:

(I1) Pj ={pe Ds, : uj(p) > 0}, p — p(p) is roughly constant on P;, and
pi(UPj) ~5 p(R?).
(12) 7] ={TeT?: (pj ol)(px T) > 0} forallpe P;, and
(1 x o2)(p x [0,1]) ~5 pj(p),  pEP;. (7.10)
(I3) (p,T)— (pj x ol)(p x T) is roughly constant on the family
Sj={p,T)eP;x T2 : TeTl} ={(p,T)eDs, x T : (1; x 02)(p x T) > 0}.

For j = 0, the properties (I1)-(I3) follow from (B1)-(B2): in (I2), the equation (7.10) is
based on (B2), and additionally the hypothesis that each o, is a probability measure.

To spell out the meaning of (I3), there exists [; > 0 such that (y; x o)(pxT)e [1,2]
whenever (; x o) (px T)>0.Asa consequence:

LITI) ~ (nj x od)(p x [0,1]) ~5 pi(p),  pe P

Since also p — p(p) is roughly constant on Pj, say p;(p) € [m;, 2m;], we infer that the
cardinality

|7;Dj‘ XS m]‘/lj =: Mj (711)
is independent of p, at least up to a multiplicative error ~; 1. For ease of reference, we
spell out the following rearrangement of the previous equation:

(nj x 02)(p x T) ~ lj ~ pj(p)/M;,  pePj, TeT). (7.12)

Recalling that 0 < j < n—2, we will next define families P, < Ds,,, and Té“ cTA
for each @ € P; 41 such that (I1)-(I3) hpld at index j 4+ 1. This is achieved by applying
Lemma 7.3 to the configuration (y;, {07}), at scales §,+1 and A. The outcomes are:

(1) A family P;; suchthat Q — p;(Q) is roughly constant on Pj1, and y;(UPj+1) Zs
1;(R?). We define y41 as the restriction of p1; to UPj41. The measure ;.1 and
the family P; 1 then satisfy (I1) at index j + 1.

(2) For each @ € Pj;1 a family 7'5“ < T4 such that (Q, T) — (u; x ai)(Q x T) is
roughly constant on {(Q, T) € Pj41 x T2 : T e 73“}, and moreover
(15 x o2)(@Q x (UTET) Zs (15 x 02)(@ x [0,1]). (7.13)

For z € Q € Pj;1, we define o271 to be the restriction of o7 to set {60 € [0,1] : by
T forsome T € Té“}. Then indeed

TS ={TeT®: (1 xoJ™HQxT) >0},  QePy,
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as required by (I12). With these definitions, (Q x T) — (uj+1 ol ™) (Q x T) is roughly
constant on the set

Sj+1 = {(Q,T) € Pj+1 X TA :Te TC§+1}
={(Q.T) e Ds,,, x Tt (j+1 x o2)(Q x T) > 0},

as required by (I3) at index j + 1. It remains to verify that (41 x ol TH(Q x [O 1]) ~

pi+1(Q) for all Q € Pj;q. Starting from (7.13), and recalling how 111 and o™ were
defined,

% (15 % 03)(Q x [0,1])

DS (g x od)p x [0,1))

pGPj ﬁQ

S ) D (@ = (@)

pEP;NQ

(41 x o27)(Q % [0,1])

We have now verified that the conﬁguratlon (tjs1, {02 311 satisfies (I1)-(13). In particular,
the numbers [;,1 ~ (pjr1 x 05" "(Q x T) and mjt1 ~ pi+1(Q) and
Mjyi=mj/lip ~ T3, QePim

are well-defined. The "~;" equation above is proven as in (7.11), since it was only based
on the properties (I1)-(I3).

This completes the inductive construction of the configurations (15, {02}), and the as-
sociated objects P;, T Jj,mj, M;forall0 <j<n-—1.

Note that 1 < M; S5 A7l forall 0 < j < n — 1 (since M; ~; |7;J| by (7.11), and
7, is a family of dyadic A-tubes intersecting the common §;-square p, where §; < A).

Based on this, and n = [2/¢], we claim that the sequence My, ..., M, contains a pair of
consecutive elements M, M1 with 0 < j < n — 2 such that

M1 Ss AM;. (7.14)
Indeed, if this failed for all 0 < j < n — 2, then

AT 25 Mn_1 »s AU > AL

Here M, 1 »s A™"Mj precisely means that M,,_; > C; 10g(1/5)01A_5("_1)M0 for a
suitable constant C; > 0 depending on A, ¢, determined right below. To see that this
leads to a contradiction, recall that the notation A s B means A < C(log(1/6))¢B,
where C may depend on A, e. In particular, the inequalities M,,—; $s A~ and M,,—1 »5
Al are incompatible if the constant C; > 0 is chosen large enough. Thus, there exists
0 < j < n — 2satistying (7.14).

Remark 7.15. The following information is not needed in the argument, so the reader may
skip this remark. We remark that the converse of (7.14), namely M; < M;,1, holds for
all indices 0 < j < n — 2. Indeed, note that M, 1l;11 = mj;1 by the deflrutlon of Mj1.
Further, for Q € Pj41,

Mjaljr = mj ~ pj1(Q) = p;(Q) = 2 115 (p) ~ Z M;l; (7.16)

pEP; nQ PEP; nNQ
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by the rough constancy of p — 1;(p) ~ m;, and the definition of M. Finally, for T € 7'5“
arbitrary,

lj 2 (i x ol)(p x T) = (njs1 x 03 )(p x T),  peP;nQ,

by the rough constancy of (p, T) — (uj x 02)(p x T). When the lower bound for /; is
plugged back into (7.16), and using pj4+1]g = 1|g for Q € Pj;1, we find

Ml 2 My Y (e x 047 (p x T) = My(pje1 x 031)(Q x T).
pepij

Since T € TJH we again have (pj11 x olt )(Q x T) ~ lj41, hence M; 1 2 M;.

For any index j € {0,...,n — 2} satisfying (7.14), write
J = (5]', 5= (5]'4_1, and [ := -

Define also Q := P;,1. Then Proposition 7.8(1) is satisfied.

For Q € Q, we set Tg := Té“. Then Proposition 7.8(3) is satisfied by (7.10) (with
index j + 1), and since i(Q) = p;+1(Q) for Q € Q. Before proceeding with the other
"main" claims (2), (4)-(5), we verify the (A, s, C)-set property of the families Tg under
the assumption that each o, satisfies an s-dimensional Frostman condition. Indeed, then
(i1, {o3™) is a conﬁguratmn with the properties that each 02" is (s, C')-Frostman,
and T +— (uj11 x 03" H(Q x T) is roughly constant on Tg. We may now infer from
Lemma 7.7 that Tg is a (A, s, C)-set with

C < Cpj+1(Q) @) Cpj+1(Q) %2; o

T (i x o TH@Q x (UTQ)) (w1 x o3 )(@Q x [0,1]) T
This is what we claimed.

Regarding properties (2), (4)-(5), the families Py < D;(Q) and 7, < T2 could almost
be taken tobe Pg :=P; nQ = {pe P; : p Q} and T, := T/, but the inclusion 7, c Tq
(= Té“) is not guaranteed. We need a slight refinement to fix this.

Note that

, . (12)
(% o3)(@ x (UTQ)) = (mjs1 x oL@ x (UTQ)) Zs H(Q),
since 1141 = fi|q. It follows that there exists a family Py < P; nQ such that i(UPg) ~5
(@), and

(i x 02)(p x (UTQ)) = (i x o2)(p x (UTQ)) Zs Ap), p € Pq. (7.17)
Now Proposition 7.8(2) has been verified.

For p € Pq, set T, := Tj n Tq = Tq. To verify Proposition 7.8(4), we need to check
that |Tg| <5 A™|7p| for all p € Pg. Since (i x o)(px T) < alp )/M; forall T € T, 77
by the rough constancy of T — (y1; x ol)(p x T) = (i x o) (p x T) (see (7.12)),

(7.17) ,
ip) = (Bxop)(px (VTQ) S [Tpl - i(p)/M;,  pePq.

Therefore,
(7.14)
’7;7| %5 Mj %5 A€Mj+1 X Ag‘TQ‘, pE PQ. (7.18)
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This verifies Proposition 7.8(4). Finally, the estimate in Proposition 7.8(5), namely

(< 0:)(p x T) Zo i(0)/[Tol: P ePq, TeTy,
follows from (7.12) and |7,| £s Mj, as observed in (7.18). This completes the proof. [

7.2. Proof of Theorem 7.2. In this section we deduce Theorem 7.2 from Proposition 7.8.
We also need a few lesser auxiliary definitions and results, discussed below.
Recall that Sg: R? — R? is the homothety which maps Q — [0,1)2.

Lemma 7.19. Let A € 27N, and 6,0 € 27N with § = AS. Let Q € Ds and p € Ds(Q). Let
Te T andlet L(p,T) :={£ e A(2,1): L np# Fand ¢ = T}. Then, So(L(p, T)) can be
covered by C' < 1 tubes Ty, ..., Tc € T2 such that |o(T;) — o(T)| S Aforall1 < j < C.

"non

Proof. Since all lines ¢ = {(x,y) : y = ax + b} € L(p, T) are contained in T, their slopes "a
are contained on some interval I = It € Da([—1,1)). The map S does not affect slopes,
so the same remains true for S (L(p, T)). Moreover, all the lines in Sg(L(p, T)) intersect
Sq(p) € Dsj5 = Da. Thus, So(L(p, T)) consists of lines with (i) slopes in I < [-1,1),
and (ii) all intersecting a fixed element of Da. We claim that any such line family can be
covered by < 1 dyadic A-tubes.

Indeed, let ¢ = {(x,y) : y = ax + b} and ' = {(z,y) : y = d'z + V'} be elements of
Sq(L(p,T)) (or any line family with properties (i)-(ii)). Then |a’ — a| < A by hypothesis
(i). Let ¢ € Da be as in the hypothesis (ii), and let (z,y) € £ n ¢ and (2/,3') € ¢/ n q.
Then, |z —2/| < Aand |y — ¢/| < A,s0|b—=V| = |(y —azx) — (¥ — d'2’)| < A. Thus,
|(a,b) — (a/, V)| < A, and the claim follows. O

We will need the notion of {A; }’;:_3—uniform sets. For a more extensive introduction to
{A; ?:_01 -uniform sets, see [28, Section 2.3].
Definition 7.20. Letn > 1, and let {A;}}_; < 27 with
=A< A1 <...<A1<Ap:=1.
A set P < Ds is called {A; };.‘:_&—uniform if there is a sequence {N; };-‘:_& such that N; € 28
and [P N Qla,,, = Njforall je {0,...,n— 1} and all Q € Da,(P).

A key feature of uniform sets is, roughly, that every set P — Ds contains uniform
subsets of large cardinality. The following variant of the principle is [31, Lemma 3.6]:

Lemma 7.21. Let A = 277, T e N,and let § = A" = 27T for some n € N. Let P < Ds;.
Then, there exists a { A7} -uniform set P < P with
[P| = (21)7"|P|.

Given a uniform (4, t)-set P < Ds, and 7 € [0, t), the next lemma allows us to find many
intermediate scales A € [4, 1] such that the renormalised set P? < Dj /aisa (0, 7)-set. The
result with "one scale" instead of many is (roughly) [28, Corollary 2.12].

Lemma 7.22. Let t € (0,d], 7 € (0,t), v € (0,1], € € (0, &gy(t — 7)?], and A € 27N, Then,
there exist ng = no(d,€) € Nand A <q A=3?, such that the following holds for all n > ny.

Let § := A", and let P < Ds([0,1)%) be a {AI }?;&—uniform (0,t,0~)-set. Then, there exists

Gc{0,...,yn} with |G| =n-~(t—7)%*/(10d%) (7.23)
such that P9 = Sg(P n Q) Ds/psisa (6/A7, 7, A)-set forall j € G, and Q € Dp;(P).
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The proof is postponed to Appendix A. We are then prepared to prove Theorem 7.2.
We repeat the statement:

Theorem 7.24. Let s,t € (0,2], 7 € (0,t), C > 0, and ¢ > 0. Then, there exist Ay =
Ao(C,e,t,7) > 0andn = n(e, t,7) € Nsuch that the following holds for all A1 € 27N~ (0, Ag].
Let (u, {o5}) be a configuration, where p is a (t, C)-Frostman probability measure, and o, is an
(s, C)-Frostman probability measure for p almost all x € R,
Then, there exist

e dyadic scales A, A € [A}, A with A < A

e ameasure Ji = |, where B < [0,1)? is Borel, and

e asquare Q € Da

such that the Q-renormalised configuration (%, {ag}) is A~°-tight at scale A with data (Q,T) <
Da x TA. The square ) can be selected so that A is (1, A=¢)-Frostman, and T can be selected
so that o(T) is a non-empty (A, s, A™°)-set.

Remark 7.25. The tightness part of the statement does not use the ¢-Frostman property
of u or the s-Frostman property of o,. These hypotheses are only needed to ensure the
corresponding properties for i and o(T).

Proof of Theorem 7.24. The proof is divided into two steps, called Initial uniformisation of
and the the Main argument.

Initial uniformisation of . Fix €,t, T as in the statement. We may assume that
1 3
0<e< qt—1)7 (7.26)

since Theorem 7.24 with a smaller € implies Theorem 7.24 with a larger e. Throughout
this proof, the notation A a B means that A < C(log(A™1))“ B, where C is allowed to
depend on e, ¢, 7. Let
p:=(t—7)3/10% (7.27)
Then, let n = n(e,t,7) € N be so large that every set G < {0,...,n} with |G| > tepn
contains an arithmetic progression A of length |A| > [2/¢] + 1. The number n exists by
Szemerédi’s theorem [32].
Let Ag := Ag(C,e,t,7) € 27N be a scale to be determined during the proof, and let
Ay € (0,Ap]. We require explicitly that Ao, hence Aj, is smaller than the threshold in

Proposition 7.8 is applied with parameters A := 1 and ¢, and that C < A /2 Addition-
ally, we will need that C < A;*, and
C g Al = C < Aa ‘

where we recall that the implicit constants in the "~" notation may depend on ¢, ¢, 7.

Let§ := A}, and §; := A[7§ for 0 < j < n. The scale A will eventually have the form
A = AT for some 2/e < m < n, so all the notations ~x, ~;, and ~a, are equivalent. This
will be crucial when applying Proposition 7.8(4) in the Main arqument part of the proof.
We will use the notation ~A from now on, even though A will only be fixed at (7.32).

By the pigeonhole principle (or Lemma 7.3), find a family P < Dj such that p — u(p)
is roughly constant on P, say u(p) ~ m for all p € P, and pu(uP) Za p(R?) = 1.

Next, using Lemma 7.21, locate a {Sj };?:1-uniform subset P ¢ P with

P| = (2log(a;)) "IP| Za [P.
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(It is useful to note that the scale sequence {5j} is increasing in j, with 5, = 1, whereas
the scale sequence in Definition 7.20 is decreasing, with Ay = 1. So, to be accurate, we
should write that P is {4; }}zn-uniform. This remark will explain the difference between

(7.29) and (7.23).) We record that P is a (4, ¢, C’)-set with C’ Sa C. This follows from the
inequality
PrQl mspu@ <Crf, QeDpd<r<l, (7.28)
valid by the rough constancy of p ~— yu(p) on P = P, and since
[Pl m ~ u(UP) Za n(VP) Za 1,
using again (multiple times) the rough constancy of p — pu(p).
We have now established that P is a {0;}}_;-uniform (9, ¢, C’)-set with C’ Sa C. In
particular, P is a (d,t,6¢)-set for § > 0 sufficiently small (i.e. Ag > 0 sufficiently small

depending on C,¢). According to Lemma 7.22 applied with parameter v := =(t — 7)
(this is legitimate by the constraint (7.26) on ¢), there exists a set of indices

gc{n—%(t—T)n,...,n} with |G| = pn (7.29)
such that P° Dy5, is a (6/6;,7,0(A7%))-set for all j € G, and all Q € Djs,(P). Recall
from (7.27) that p = (t — 7)3/10%. We remark in the passing that

0 = AT 2 ATV 500 e g, (7.30)

Remark 7.31. The appearance of the constant O(A[%) is a technical problem which led
us to applying Szemerédi’s theorem. If this constant could be taken to be of the order
O(AT°), we could simply set A := A;. Using Szemerédi’s theorem to fix this issue
seems, at the same time, convenient, and rather too complicated.

Pick arbitrarily a (6/¢)-separated subset of G’ < G of cardinality |G’| > Lepn. By the
choice of n = n(e, t,7) and Szemerédi’s theorem, there exists an arithmetic progression
A c G’ of cardinality |.A| > [2/€] + 1. This progression has the form

A = {ag,a0 +m,ag +2m, ..., a9 + |Alm}
for some ag € {0, ...,n} and 6/ < m < n. We define

A= AT < AY< (7.32)

In particular, for j € G and Q € Dj, (P), the renormalisation P?isa (6 /65,7, A7¢)-set.
Let jtun; be the restriction of 1 to UP. Then jy,i(R?) ~a 1. We claim that ,uffni is

(7, A™¢)-Frostman for all j € G, and Q € D, (spt tuni) = Dj, (P).
For radii r > 6/}, this is based on the (§/3;, 7, A~¢)-set property of P for z € R? and
y = Sq(),
Q def. —1 I
Nuni(B(x7 7’)) = ,U/uni(Q) :u'uni(B(ya 5]‘7‘) A Q)

< pani(Q) tm - [P B(y, 26,7) n Q|

= puni( @) "'m - [P 1 B(a, 2r)]

£ A pn(Q) m 17 [P

= A Uni(Q) M TP A Q| ~ AT
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This estimate no longer works in the range r < §/9;, since the (3/8;, 7)-set property of

P9 says nothing about such radii. In that range, we instead use that §; > 5("~%/10 for
j € G, as recorded in (7.30), so in particular

r'TT < (6/6,)7T < 6.

Making crude estimates such as juni(Q) Za 5]2 (since Q@ — puni(@) is roughly constant
on Dj (P), and puumi(UP) Za 1), and using the (¢, C)-Frostman property of u directly, we
obtain (again for z € R? and y = Sg(x))

:ucugni(B(xv 7")) = ,Uuni(Q)_l,uuni(B(yvéjr)) éA CS]'_Qrt < Cr'.

This completes the proof of the (7, A~¢)-Frostman property of ,uffni.

Main argument. Here is where the arithmetic progression A — G is used: for Proposition
7.8, we need a long increasing scale sequence with constant ratios between consecutive
scales, and A determines such a sequence. We set § := A}~ and

5= ATIS, 0<j<|Al

Since A < G, all the scales §; are contained in {0; : i € G}. Recall that |A| > [2/e] + 1.
In Proposition 7.8, it was also assumed that {¢;} < (0, A]: since {J; }Lfﬁo c (0,1], it holds
{03720 < (0, Al with m := [A| — 1 > [2/e].
Let
5j < 5j+1 =: é
be the special scales provided by Proposition 7.8 applied with parameters A = 1 and
e to the configuration (fuuni, {02}) and the sequence {J; };”:0. (Note that pumi(R?) Za 1,

so certainly pani(R?) = A4 for A > 0 sufficiently small.) Let also i = (puni)|B be the
measure given by Proposition 7.8, and let Quni © Da(spt fruni) be the collection from
Proposition 7.8(1). Pick a square Q € Qyn; with

Q) Za Huni(Q). (7.33)

This is possible by Proposition 7.8(1). The square @ selected here will remain fixed
for the remainder of the proof. We checked in the first part of the proof that u?ni is
(7, A~¢)-Frostman (recall: A c G), and it now follows from (7.33) that also i€ is (1, A~%¢)-
Frostman: indeed i%(B) Sa ,ugni(B) for all Borel sets B — R2.

We next claim that the Q-renormalised configuration (%, {09(22 }) is A=2%¢-tight, pro-
vided A > 0 is small enough. Recall that i(UPg) Za (Q) by Proposition 7.8(2). Let

Q:={Sq(p) : pe Py} < Da.

Then, i%(LQ) = ﬁﬁ(uPQ) Za 1. This verifies the tightness condition (T2). We then

proceed to define the families T, = T2, g € Q, from the definition of tightness. Fix p € Pg
and T € T, = T2 (as in Proposition 7.8(4)). Consider

Lp,T):={{eA2,1):Lnp#Jandl c T}.
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Then, by Proposition 7.8(5),

(7 % 02)(p % L(p,T)) = (7 x 02)({(w,0) € p x [0,1] : £ g € L(p, T)})
(

(
= (b x 02)({(z,0) € p x [0,1] : 9 = T})
= (i x 02)(p x T) Za 1(p)/|Tpl-
Moreover, by Lemma 7.19, the image Sq(L(p,T’)) can be covered by a family T(p,T") <

T2 with |T(p, T)| < 1. We may therefore select one distinguished element T := T(p,T) €
T(p,T') such that also

(i x 02)(p x S5 (T)) Za B(p)/|Tl- (7.34)
For ¢ = Sg(p) € Q, we now define T, := {T(p,T) : T € T,} = T>. We note that
Tso@)| ~ 1ol pePo. (7.35)

This is because the slopes of the elements in 7, are A-separated: 7, is a family of dyadic
A-tubes intersecting a fixed ¢;-square with §; < A. Moreover, 1" € 7, (almost) uniquely
determines the slope of T(p, T) according to the last part of Lemma 7.19.

With this definition, if ¢ = Sg(p) € Q, and T € T, then,

(A9 x 09)(g x T) < f Q{0 : £y « T}) dp9(y)

. L 0u({6 : Lop < S5'(T)}) dia(x)
(1% o) (p x SN (T))

(7.34) 7

A W = 1)/, 2 59a) /T

This is almost the tightness condition (T3), except that we have not defined the number
"M" (i.e. the "common cardinality") yet. We do this now. Recall from Proposition 7.8(4)
that all the families 7, are contained in a common family Tg < 7 of cardinality

ITol Sa AT Tpl S A Tsy(p)l- (7.36)

We define M := c¢A€|Tq| for a suitable small constant ¢ ~ 1 to be chosen in a moment.
Using (7.35), we infer that |T,| < |Tg| = ¢ 1AM for all g € Q, so the long computation
above shows that

(B9 x 0@)(q x T) Za A9 (q)/M,  qeQ, TeT,.

This yields the A~?¢-tightness condition (T3), provided that A > 0 is sufficiently small in
terms of e. Moreover, since M < |T,| for all ¢ € Q according to (7.36) (and taking ¢ ~a 1
small enough), we may simply reduce the families T, if necessary so that they all have
common cardinality exactly M. This gives the tightness condition (T1).
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We next check the tightness condition (T4). Since 7, < Tg, in particular
o(Tp) c o(Tq) < (A-Z), pePg.

Now, for each p € Pg and T € T, the slope of the tube T(p,T) € Tg, ) is within < A
of the slope of T, see the last statement of Lemma 7.19. Therefore, the total slope set of
the family T := U{T, : g € Q} satisfies |o(T)| < |0(Tg)| < |Tg| ~ A™“M. This is what is
required by the tightness condition (T4).

Finally, it remains to check the (A, s, A™¢)-set property of o(T). According to the final
part of Proposition 7.8, the family T can be chosen to be a (A, s, C’)-set with C' Sa
C; since all the elements of T intersect the fixed square @) € Dp with A < A, this is
equivalent (Lemma 2.10) to o(Tg) being a (A, s, C')-set, and |0 (Tq)| ~ [Tq].

Moreover, we just argued above that o(T) lies in the < A-neighbourhood of o(Tg),
and |o(T)| 2 |0(7p)| = A¢|o(Tq)| for any p € Pg according to (7.36). It follows that o(T)
isa (A, s, A=¢C’)-set, and therefore a (A, s, A=%¢)-set for A > 0 sufficiently small. O

8. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.2

We finally have all the ingredients to prove the measure-theoretic version of Theorem
1.3 stated in Theorem 3.2. Recall from Section 3 that Theorem 3.2 implies Theorem 1.3.
We start by restating Theorem 3.2:

Theorem 8.1. Forallt e (1,2], s€ (2—t,1],and C > 0, there exist a radius r = r(C, s,t) > 0
such that the following holds. Let (u,{o.}) be a configuration, where u is a (t,C)-Frostman
probability measure, and o is an (s, C)-Frostman probability measure for y almost all x € R,
Then,

inf{dist(y, L;) : z,y € spt p, |z —y| = r} =0,

where Ly := U{ly9: 0 €sptoy}, and {9 = 7r0_1{7r9(ac)}.
Proof. Fix the configuration (u, {o}). Write

T:=7(s,t) = %[(2 —s)+t] e (2—s,t).
Note that still s + 7 > 2.

Letn = n(s,7) > 0and Ag = Ag(s,7) > 0 be sufficiently small that the conclusions
of Theorem 4.1 hold. Next, given this = 7(s,7) > 0, apply the (main) Lemma 6.9 to
find a positive constant € = ¢(7, s, 7) € (0,n]. Next, apply Theorem 7.2 with constants C
(provided in the hypothesis of Theorem 8.1) and €/2, ¢, 7. This yields another threshold
Af = AL(C,e/2,t,7) > 0, and an integer n = n(e/2, ¢, 7), which eventually just depend
on C,s,t. Let Ay := min{A(, Aj}, and set

ri= A%n.

non

We claim that the conclusion of Theorem 8.1 holds with this choice of "r".
To see this, apply Theorem 7.2 to find scales A, A € [A},Aq], a sub-configuration

(11, {0:}), and a square Q € Dp such that the Q-renormalised configuration (%, {af;2 })is
A~/ 2-tight at scale A, with data
(Q,T) c Da x TA.

Moreovert, by Theorem 7.2, i is (1, A~¢/?)-Frostman, and o(T) is a non-empty (A, s, A~€)-
set. The (1, A~%/?)-Frostman property of i?, the rough constancy of ¢ — i (¢) on Q, and
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i2(uQ) = A“? (by A—</?-tightness) together imply that Qis a (A, 7, A~¢)-set (repeating
the argument at (7.28), for example).
This information brings us to a position to apply the (main) Lemma 6.9 to the config-

uration (1%, {o%}), with parameters 7, s, 7 (as specified above). The conclusion is that
there exist A-separated subsets G, Go — Q such that the following holds for G; := UG;:

e min{fi%(G1), i%(G2)} = A", where G, := (UG;) N spt fi%.

o X[i9c,, {c9}]a(y) = A" for all y € Gs.
Since A < A; < Ay, and recalling that = 7(s,7) > 0 was the threshold required by
Theorem 4.1, that result now implies

inf{dist(y, LY) : x € Gy and y € Go} = 0.
Here LY = U{ly 9 : 0 €sptog } Since dist(G1,G2) = A, and spt i < spt i, in particular
inf{dist(y, LY) : #,y € spt u@ and |z — y| = A} = 0.

Recalling that A > A7, and the definitions of the rescaled measures u® and a from
Definition 7.1, and finally that /(Q) = A > A7, this implies

inf{dist(y, L) : @,y € spt p, |z — y| = AT"} = 0.
This completes the proof of Theorem 8.1. O

APPENDIX A. A LEMMA ON LIPSCHITZ FUNCTIONS
This section contains the proof of Lemma 7.22, restated here:
Lemma A.L. Lett € (0,d], 7 € (0,t), vy € (0,1], e € (0, ggv(t — 7)2], and A € 27N. Then, there
exist ng = no(d,€) € Nand A <q A=3%, such that the following holds for all n > ny.
Let § := A", and let P < D;([0,1)%) bea {Aj}njl—uniform (0,t,0¢)-set. Then, there exists
Gc{0,...,yn} with |G| =n-~(t—7)%/(10d%)
such that P9 = So(P n Q) Dsni s a (§/AF, 7, A)-set for all j € G, and Q € Dp;(P).

Lemma A.1 will be proven by studying the behaviour of the branching function associ-
ated to every uniform set:

Definition A.2 (Branching function). Let A € 27N and let P c Ds be a {AJ -umform
set, 0 = A". Let

(Nl e {1, A
be the associated sequence, as in Definition 7.20. The branching function /3: [0,n] — [0, dn]
is defined by setting 3(0) = 0, and

. 10g|77|m .
B(7) := = log N;, e{l,...,n},
()= Fom(a) = = 10g2 Z g jed }

and then interpolating linearly.
Note that 3 defines a (piecewise linear) non-decreasing d-Lipschitz function on [0, n].
The following simple lemma, combining [29, Lemmas 2.22 and 2.24], shows that the

(0,t)-set properties of uniform sets, and their renormalisations, can be characterised by
the "superlinear" behaviour of their branching functions on intervals of the form [a, n].
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Lemma A.3. Let A € 27N and let P < D; be {Aj}?;(}—unzform, d = A™ Let 5: [0,n] —
[0, dn] be the associated branching function. Let t € [0,d], C = 1, and € > 0.
(1) If Pisa (6,t,0~°)-set, then
B(x) = tx —en — Oq4(1), x € [0,n].
(2) Fixae{0,...,n—1}and Q € Da«(P). If
B(z) — B(a) = t(x —a) — C, x € [a,n],
then P isa (6/A%, t,04(A~(C+D))-set,

Remark A.4. The constant Od(A*(C”)) is more precise than stated in [29, Lemma 2.22],
where the constant is Oa 4(1). This part of lemma is actually proven in [28, Lemma
8.3(1)], and one can easily track from that argument that the constant is Og(A=(C+d) In
case the reader does this, let us still mention that the estimate in the proof of [28, Lemma
8.3(1)] contains a typo, and there "6 =" should be "A~="".

Lemma A.3 shows that in order to prove Lemma A1, it suffices to study the behaviour
of non-decreasing d-Lipschitz functions f: [0,n] — [0, dn] satisfying f(0) = 0, or equiv-
alently g: [0, 1] — [0, d] (via the rescaling g(x) := L f(nx)).

T n

FIGURE 1. The functions f and h in Lemma A.5. The dotted line is the
graph of © — tz, whereas the (longer) red line is the graph of z — 7.

LemmaA.5. Lett € (0,d], 7 € (0,t),v € (0,1), and e € (0, £7(t—7)?]. Let f: [0,1] — [0, 0)
be a d-Lipschitz function satisfying f(0) = 0 and f(x) = tx — € for all z € [0, 1]. Then, there
exists an analytic set G < [0,~] of measure H*(G) = ~v(t — 7)%/(10d?) such that

fy) —f@)zry—=), weG yelrl]
Proof. Letc:=¢(d,v,t,7) :=~v(t —7)/(2d) > 0,

G:={xe|0,1]: f(y)— f(z) =7(y — z) forall y € [z, 1]},
and 7(a,b) := —7a + b. For z € [0, ¢], define

h(z) :=sup{y € [0,1] : 7(y, f(y)) = 7(z, f(2))},

see Figure 1 for an illustration. We make three remarks. First, note that we are not taking
a "sup" over an empty set, since y = x itself satisfies 7 (y, f(y)) = w(x, f(x)). Second, the
"sup" is really a "max", so in particular 7(h(z), f(h(x))) = 7(z, f(z)). This follows readily
from the continuity of f and w. Third, note that 7(y, f(y)) = =(x, f(x)) is equivalent to

fy) = fz) =7(y — ).
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We first claim that h(xz) € [0,7] for € [0,c]. In fact, we prove something a little
stronger: if x € [0,¢], and y € [z,1] is any point such that f(y) — f(z) < 7(y — x), then
y < 7. In fact, the opposite inequality y > v would lead to

fly) < fl@) +7(y —2) < fz) +ty = (t =7y
<cd+ty—~(t—71)
=ty — 3t —7) <ty —¢
contradicting our main hypothesis.

We next claim that h(x) € G for all z € [0, ¢]. To see this, assume to the contrary that
x1 := h(z) ¢ G. This means that there exists y € (z1, 1] such that

fy) = flz1) <7(y —21).

Consequently also f(y) — f(z) < 7(y — ). We have shown above that this implies y < ~,
so the opposite inequality f(y') — f(z) = 7(y' — z) has to hold for ¥/ > ~. Therefore, there
exists a point y” € [y, '] satisfying
Q") = f@) =70 — =),

or equivalently = (z, f(z)) = n(y”, f(v")). This means that h(z) > y”, which is a contra-
diction, since y" > z1 = h(z).

We have now shown that %: [0,¢c] — G n [0,~]. Next, we note that

H(r({(w, f(2)) s w € [0,¢]}) = |m(e, f(0)] = |f(c) — 7¢]

_ _\2
>ct—€—TC> Lz L 77“4;) )

In the penultimate inequality we used the hypothesis € < 1;7(t —7)? = $¢(t— 7). Finally,
note that since w(h(x), f(h(x))) = m(x, f(z)) for all z € [0, ¢], we also have

*({(ha), F(h(@))) : = € [0,c]}) = 7({(z, f(@)) : o € [0,]}),
and therefore
H (= ({(y, f(9)  y € G0 [0,911) = H (= ({(hlx), (b)) : 2 € [0,¢]}) = 27
Finally, the composition y +— 7 (y, f(y)) is 2d-Lipschitz, so H!(G n [0,7]) = %. O
The proof of Lemma A.1 is a straightforward combination of Lemmas A.3 and A.5:
Proof of Lemma A.1. Since P is a {AJ };‘;&-uniform (6,t,07¢)-set, the branching function
B:[0,n] — [0, dn] satisfies
B(x) = tx —en — Og4(1), x € [0,n],
according to Lemma A.3. In particular, 5(z) > tx — 2en for n > ng(d, €), and the rescaled

function (-) := 1p(n-): [0,1] — [0,d] satisfies B(z) >tz — 2¢. Since 26 < 5y(t — 7)?

by assumption, Lemma A.5 may be applied to 3. The conclusion is that there exists a set
G < [0,7] with HY(G) = ~y(t — 7)%/(10d?) such that

Bly)—B)=r(y—=z), G yelzl]
Writing G := {nz : x € G} < [0,yn], the above yields H*(G) = n - y(t — 7)%/(10d?), and

Bly) - B(x)=1(y—=), xeG, yelr,n] (A.6)
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Let G := {|z] : x € G} < {0,...,yn} be the integer parts of elements in G. Then |G| >
v(t — 7)2/(10d?). Using (A.6), and the d-Lipschitz property of 3,

Now the second part of Lemma A.3 implies that for all j € G, the renormalisation P
Ds/niis a (6/A7, 7, 04(A~3%))-set for all Q € Dy;(P). This completes the proof. O

APPENDIX B. COUNTER EXAMPLES

The purpose of this section is to provide counter examples for [21, Theorem 6.9], as
discussed in Remark 1.6. Recall that /,. = x + span(e) for z € R2 and e € S!. For
t e (1,2],lety(¢) € [0, 1] be the infimum over « € [0, 1] such that the following holds:

e Let K = R? be compact with #!(K) < co. Then, there exists a set E = S! with
dimpg F < v
such that for H! almost all » € K, itholds |K n (.| > 2 foralle e S'\ E.
Proposition B.1 shows that v(¢) satisfies no non-trivial bounds for ¢ € (1, 2):

Proposition B.1. y(t) = 1 fort € (1,2).

To prove the proposition, we need two classical facts about graphs of Holder functions.
Recall that a function f: [a,b] — R is a-Holder continuous (for o € (0, 1]) if there exists
a constant C' > 0 such that |f(z) — f(y)| < Clz — y|* for all z,y € [a,b]. For a function
f:10,1] > R, and B c [a, b], we write

T'4(B):={(z, f(z)) :x € B} c R%.
Lemma B.2. Let o € (0, 1], and let f: [a,b] — R be a-Holder continuous. Then,
dimpI'f(A) < dimg A +1 -« A c [a,b]. (B.3)
Proof. The proof can be found in [19, Section 7, Theorem 6]. ([l

Conversely, Besicovitch and Ursell [3] have constructed for every ¢t € [1,2) a (2 — t)-
Holder function f: [0,1] — [3, 1] such that dimy I';([0,1]) = ¢.

For the proof of Proposition B.1, we need "radial" versions of (B.3) and the Besicovitch-
Ursell construction. Fix ¢ € [1,2), and let f = f;: [0,%] — [3,1] be the (2 — ¢)-Holder
function constructed by Besicovitch and Ursell, scaled to the interval [0, 7].

For 6 € [0, %], let g := (cosf,sinf), and let S := {ey : § € [0,5]} = S'. Consider the
function ¢g: S — R defined by g(eg) := f(0), and the "radial" graph

rad ,__ prad - .

[P :=T79(S) == {g(e)e : e € S}.
Then and is the image of I'y([0, 5]) under the map (r, #) ~— reg (which is bi-Lipschitz on
[0,2] x [3,1]), so

dimy T4 = dimy T#([0, ]) = ¢.
Similarly, it follows from (B.3) with o = 2 — ¢ that

dimp TPY(A) < dimp A+t—1, AcS. (B.4)

Lastly, we observe that if x = g(e)e € I‘gad, then

T A o] = 1. (B.5)
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We are then prepared to prove Proposition B.1.

Proof. Fix t € (1,2) and v < 1. It suffices to prove that y(t) > 7. Let I'?* < R?\ {0} be the
radial version of the Besicovitch-Ursell graph with parameter ¢ € (¢, 2) such that

14+ (t—1t) > 7.

Let K < I';* be an arbitrary compact subset with 0 < #/(K) < oo.
We make a counter assumption: y(t) < . In particular, with K as above, there exists
aset E — S with dimyg E < v, and a H! full measure subset B ¢ K c F;ad such that

K nl,.|>2  zeB,eeS"\E. (B.6)
Let A:= {ee S:span(e) n B # J},s0 B = F;ad(A). Then (B.4) implies
t = dimp B = dimp I'?(A) < dimpg A + £ — 1,

thus dimg A > 1+ (¢t — t) > . In particular, there exists e € A\ E. Let z = g(e)e € B.
Since K < I},

(B.6)
1 e g, > (KA lee] 2 2,

which gives the desired contradiction. O
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