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On variants of the Furstenberg set problem
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Abstract. Given an integer d > 2, s ∈ (0, 1], and t ∈ [0, 2(d − 1)], suppose a set X in

R
d has the following property: there is a collection of lines of packing dimension t such

that every line from the collection intersects X in a set of packing dimension at least s.
We show that such sets must have packing dimension at least max{s, t/2} and that this
bound is sharp. In particular, the special case d = 2 solves a variant of the Furstenberg

set problem for packing dimension. We also solve the upper and lower box dimen-
sion variants of the problem. In both of these cases the sharp threshold is max{s, t+1−d}.
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1. Motivation and main results

Given s ∈ (0, 1] and t ∈ [0, 2], an (s, t)-Furstenberg set X is a subset of the plane for
which there is a set of lines L of Hausdorff dimension at least t such that for every line
L ∈ L, dimHX ∩ L > s, where dimH denotes the Hausdorff dimension. The celebrated
Furstenberg set problem—which goes back to Furstenberg [F70]; see also Wolff [W99] and
Bourgain [B03, B10]—is to determine the smallest possible Hausdorff dimension of an
(s, t)-Furstenberg set as a function of s and t. Results pertaining to this problem have
applications in a variety of directions, including exceptional set estimates for orthogonal
projections and sum-product type theorems. The problem was recently resolved by Ren
and Wang [RW23+] where it was proved that an (s, t)-Furstenberg set has Hausdorff
dimension at least

min

{

s+ t,
3s+ t

2
, s+ 1

}

.
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In particular, this bound is the best possible. Their proof built on significant progress in
the area in recent years; see, for example, [GSW19, OS23, OS23+, SW22+, RW23+] and
the references therein.

Our main question is: what if Hausdorff dimension is replaced by a different notion of
dimension throughout the above discussion? Can similar dimension bounds be derived?
We completely resolve this problem for the upper and lower box dimensions and the packing
dimension and show that the sharp bounds take on a different form; indeed, Furstenberg
sets in this context can be much smaller than in the Hausdorff dimension setting. We
are especially interested in the planar case (d = 2) but we also resolve the general case in
higher dimensions. We write dimB and dimB to denote the upper and lower box dimensions
and dimP to denote the packing dimension; see Section 1.1 for the definitions. Our first
theorem gives general lower bounds for the upper and lower box dimension variant.

Theorem 1.1. Let d > 2 be an integer, s ∈ [0, 1], and t ∈ [0, 2(d − 1)]. Suppose X ⊆ R
d

is a bounded set such that there is a collection of lines L of upper box dimension t such
that, for all L ∈ L, L ∩X is a non-empty set of upper box dimension at least s. Then

dimBX > max{s, t+ 1− d}.

Moreover, the same bound holds with upper box dimension replaced by lower box dimension
throughout (in both assumptions and conclusion).

It is perhaps noteworthy that s = 0 is permitted in the above result, whereas it must
be omitted in the solution of the Furstenberg set problem stated above. Indeed, a single
point intersects a (d−1)-dimensional set of lines. Next we prove that the bounds obtained
in Theorem 1.1 are sharp, thus fully resolving the Furstenberg set problem for the box
dimensions in the plane and in higher dimensions. In fact we prove something a bit stronger
by allowing the intersections with lines to have Hausdorff dimension at least s.

Theorem 1.2. Let d > 2 be an integer, s ∈ [0, 1], and t ∈ [0, 2(d − 1)]. There exists a
bounded set X ⊆ R

d with
dimBX = max{s, t+ 1− d}

and a collection of lines L of box dimension t such that, for all L ∈ L, L∩X is a non-empty
set of Hausdorff dimension at least s.

Next we consider the packing dimension variant. Via a straightforward reduction (which
we omit) it is possible to obtain the threshold max{s, t+1−d} for packing dimension as a
consequence of Theorem 1.1. As it turns out, this bound is not sharp for 2s < t < 2(d−1).
Our next theorem gives stronger general bounds.

Theorem 1.3. Let d > 2 be an integer, s ∈ (0, 1], and t ∈ [0, 2(d − 1)]. Suppose X ⊆ R
d

is a set such that there is a collection of lines L of packing dimension t such that, for all
L ∈ L, L ∩X is a set of packing dimension at least s. Then

dimPX > max{s, t/2}.

Finally we prove that the bounds obtained in Theorem 1.3 are also sharp, thus fully
resolving the Furstenberg set problem for packing dimension in the plane and in higher
dimensions.

Theorem 1.4. Let d > 2 be an integer, s ∈ [0, 1], and t ∈ [0, 2(d − 1)]. There exists a
compact set X ⊆ R

d with
dimPX = max{s, t/2}

and a collection of lines L of packing dimension t such that, for all L ∈ L, L ∩ X is a
non-empty set of packing dimension at least s.
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We remark that the problems we consider here are different from the question of esti-
mating the packing dimension of (s, t)-Furstenberg sets themselves. This was considered
in, for example, [O20, S22]. In these works the relevant properties of X were still given
in terms of the Hausdorff dimension and only the conclusion—that is, estimates for the
dimension of X—were in terms of packing dimension. Here we consider the ‘pure packing’
problem where everything is in terms of packing dimension. It may be interesting to con-
sider ‘mixed cases’, where one, for example, considers the packing dimension of X in terms
of the Hausdorff dimension of the line set and the packing dimension of the intersections
(or vice versa).

1.1. Notation and convention. We write G(d, 1) for the set of all 1-dimensional sub-
spaces of Rd, that is, the set of all lines through the origin. This is a (d − 1)-dimensional
manifold equipped with the natural Grassmannian metric given by d(V, V ′) = ‖PV −PV ′‖
for V, V ′ ∈ G(d, 1). Here PV and PV ′ denote orthogonal projection onto V and V ′ respec-
tively, and ‖ · ‖ is the operator norm. Given a set X ⊆ R

d, a scalar λ > 0, and a vector
v ∈ R

d, we write

λX + v = {λx+ v : x ∈ X}.

We writeA(d, 1) to denote the set of all lines in R
d; the affine Grassmannian. In particular,

when we talk about a collection of lines L we mean a set L ⊆ A(d, 1). In order to discuss
the dimension of such L we need a metric on A(d, 1). For this, first observe that every line
L ∈ A(d, 1) can be expressed uniquely as

(1.1) L = V + a

for direction V ∈ G(d, 1) and translation a ∈ V ⊥. Since we may identify each V ⊥ with
R
d−1, this allows us to identify A(d, 1) with G(d, 1) × R

d−1 and equip A(d, 1) with the
1-metric on the product G(d, 1)×R

d−1 where Rd−1 is given the Euclidean metric, that is,

d1(V + a, V ′ + a′) = ‖PV − PV ′‖+ |a− a′|.

There are many similar ways to put a metric on A(d, 1) and it is easy to see that our
choice is bi-Lipschitz equivalent to the common choices found in the literature.

Throughout the paper we write A . B to mean there is a constant c > 1 such that
A 6 cB. Similarly we write A & B to mean B . A and A ≈ B if both A . B and A & B
hold. We also write f(k) = o(1) to mean that |f(k)| → 0 as k → ∞.

Given a bounded set X ⊆ R
d and a scale δ ∈ (0, 1), write Nδ(X) to denote the smallest

number of sets of diameter δ needed to cover X. Then the upper and lower box dimension
of X are defined by

dimBX = lim sup
δ→0

logNδ(X)

− log δ

and

dimBX = lim inf
δ→0

logNδ(X)

− log δ
,

respectively. If dimBX = dimBX then we write dimBX for the common value and call it
simply the box dimension of X. The packing dimension, which is a natural dual to the
Hausdorff dimension, can be defined in terms of upper box dimension. For an arbitrary
non-empty set X ⊆ R

d, the packing dimension is

dimP X = inf
{

sup
i

dimBXi : X ⊆
⋃

i

Xi

}

.

See [F14] for more details on the box and packing dimensions.
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2. Proof of Theorem 1.1: general bounds for box dimension variant

We give the proof for the upper box dimension. The analogous result for lower box
dimension is proved similarly and we briefly describe this at the end. The lower bound
dimBX > s is trivial and so it only remains to prove dimBX > t+1−d. We may therefore
assume that t > d− 1. Further, assume without loss of generality that X ⊆ B(0, 1).

Given δ ∈ (0, 1), let Gδ be a minimal δ-cover of G(d, 1) by balls of diameter δ and
partition R

d−1 into a mesh Rδ of 4δ squares given by the product of d− 1 intervals of the
form

[4Nδ, 4(N + 1)δ) (N ∈ Z).

Given a bounded collection of lines L ⊆ A(d, 1) identified with a subset of G(d, 1) × R
d−1

as described in Section 1.1, let Mδ(L) denote the number of sets from

{G×R : G ∈ Gδ, R ∈ Rδ}

which intersect L. Then it is easily seen that

dimBL = lim sup
δ→0

logMδ(L)

− log δ
.

Let ε > 0. Since dimBL > t by assumption, it follows that for a sequence of δ tending to
zero, we must have

(2.1) Mδ(L) & δ−(t−ε)

with implicit constant independent of δ (but may depend on ε). Fix a scale δ ∈ (0, 1)
from this sequence. By the pigeonhole principle, there must exist G0 ∈ Gδ such that the
number of R ∈ Rδ for which G0 ×R intersects L is

&
δ−(t−ε)

#Gδ
& δ−(t+1−d−ε).

From each such G0 ×R which intersects L, choose a line L which intersects X. From this
collection of lines, if necessary, extract a subcollection of lines intersecting X of cardinality

& δ−(t+1−d−ε)

whose directions are all δ close and whose translations are pairwise separated by 4δ. For
each line L in this subcollection, choose a point x ∈ X∩L ⊆ B(0, 1). By a simple geometric
argument, the points x are pairwise separated by at least

4δ − 2 tan(δ) > δ

for δ sufficiently small. This proves that dimBX > t+ 1− d− ε and letting ε → 0 proves
the desired lower bound.

The analogous result for lower box dimension can be proved in exactly the same way
apart from when we choose a sequence of δ tending to zero satisfying (2.1) we ask for this
to hold for all sufficiently small δ > 0.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2: sharpness for box dimension

We give the proof in the case s ∈ (0, 1] and d − 1 < t 6 2(d − 1). The other cases are
very similar (in fact, simpler) and we explain how to handle them at the end.

We first construct X. Let E ⊆ [0, 1] be a self-similar set satisfying the strong separation
condition with Hausdorff dimension s. Alternatively E can be any compact s-Ahlfors–
David regular set in [0, 1]. The key property we need from E is that for all c > 1 and
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δ ∈ (0, 1) such that δc 6 1 the estimate

(3.1) Nδ(c
−1E) = Nδc(E) . (δc)−s

holds with implicit constants independent of δ and c. See [F14] for more details on self-
similar sets. Let V0 ∈ G(d, 1) be a fixed direction and {Vn : n > 1} ⊆ G(d, 1) be a countable
set with a single accumulation point at V0 which satisfies

dimB{Vn}n = dimB G(d, 1) = d− 1.

Constructing such sets {Vn}n explicitly is straightforward, but we leave the details to the
reader. For V ∈ G(d, 1), write V (E) for the embedding of E in V via an identification of
R and V as vector spaces. (There are two choices for this identification and it does not
matter which we pick.) Let

Y =

∞
⋃

n=1

2−nVn(E),

that is, Y ⊆ R
d is the union of copies of E scaled down by a factor of 2−n and placed in

Vn. Further, let
{um : m > 1} ⊆ V ⊥

0 ⊆ R
d

be a bounded countable set with

dimB{um}m = t+ 1− d ∈ (0, d− 1]

and let

X =

∞
⋃

m=1

(2−mY + um),

that is, X ⊆ R
d is the union of copies of Y scaled down by a factor of 2−m and translated

by vectors um ∈ V ⊥
0 . Note that X is clearly bounded. Now, consider the family of lines

L = {Vn + um}m,n,

noting that these lines are not written in the standard form (1.1). By construction, for
L = Vn + um ∈ L,

L ∩X ⊇ 2−m−nVn(E) + um

and the right hand side is a scaled down copy of E and thus has Hausdorff dimension
s. Moreover, although L is not written in the standard form (1.1), the standard form
representative is

(V, a) =
(

Vn, PV ⊥
n
(um)

)

where PV ⊥
n

denotes orthogonal projection onto V ⊥
n which we identify with R

d−1. Therefore,

as a subset of G(d, 1) × R
d−1,

L =
{

(

Vn, PV ⊥
n
(um)

)

}

m,n

and a straightforward calculation, similar to how one would handle the Cartesian product

{(Vn, um)}m,n ,

gives that

dimB L = dimB{Vn}n + dimB{um}m = (d− 1) + (t+ 1− d) = t.

This uses that Vn → V0 as n → ∞ and {um}m ⊆ V ⊥
0 and, therefore, PV ⊥

n
(um) → um

uniformly as n → ∞.
All that remains is to find dimBX. The lower bound dimBX > max{s, t + 1 − d}

follows from Theorem 1.1 and so we prove the corresponding upper bound for upper box
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dimension. Let ε > 0 and δ ∈ (0, 1) be small. Define k(δ) to be the unique integer k > 1
satisfying

2−k 6 δ < 2−(k−1).

Given an integer m < k(δ) (so that 2−m > δ), define l(δ,m) to be the unique integer l > 1
satisfying

2−m2−l 6 δ < 2−m2−(l−1).

Our covering strategy is as follows. First, we construct an efficient δ-cover of {um}m ⊆
V ⊥
0 ⊆ R

d by balls of diameter δ in R
d. This gives rise to a δ-cover of comparable size of

those sets (2−mY +um) comprising X whose diameters are smaller than δ. Next we cover
the remaining sets (2−mY +um) whose diameters are bigger than δ individually. Consider
one of these sets and, without loss of generality, ignore the translation um because it does
not affect the covering number. Decompose it further as

2−mY = 2−m
∞
⋃

n=1

2−nVn(E) =

∞
⋃

n=1

2−m−nVn(E).

All but finitely many of the sets making up the union on the right are within δ of the
origin (recall that we threw away the translation) and these are covered by ≈ 1 many sets
of diameter δ. We cover the remaining sets 2−m−nVn(E) individually, and this amounts
to covering a copy of E scaled down by a factor which is at least δ. (The cases are
distinguished by l(δ,m).) Putting this argument together, we get

Nδ(X) . Nδ

(

{um}m
)

+

k(δ)−1
∑

m=1

Nδ(2
−mY + um)

. δd−1−t−ε +

k(δ)−1
∑

m=1



1 +

l(δ,m)−1
∑

n=1

Nδ(2
−m−nE)





= δd−1−t−ε + k(δ) +

k(δ)−1
∑

m=1

l(δ,m)−1
∑

n=1

Nδ2n+m(E)

. δd−1−t−ε + log(1/δ) +

k(δ)−1
∑

m=1

l(δ,m)−1
∑

n=1

(δ2n+m)−s (by (3.1))

. δd−1−t−ε + δ−s
∞
∑

m=1

2−ms
∞
∑

n=1

2−ns

. δd−1−t−ε + δ−s.

This proves dimBX 6 max{s, t+ 1− d+ ε} and letting ε → 0 proves the desired result.
The remaining cases are proved similarly. If s = 0, then E can be replaced with the

single point {0} and the resulting set is simply X = {um}m which has box dimension
t+1−d. If t 6 d−1 then setting X = Y suffices, that is, replacing {um}m with the single
point {0}.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.3: general bound for packing dimension variant

We first prove a weaker version of Theorem 1.3 where we only derive the desired con-
clusion for upper box dimension.
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Lemma 4.1. Let t ∈ [0, 2(d− 1)] and suppose X ⊆ R
d is a bounded set such that there is

a collection of lines L of packing dimension t such that, for all L ∈ L, L ∩X contains at
least two points. Then

dimBX > t/2.

Proof. Let ε > 0. For all L ∈ L, there must exist an integer n = n(L) > 1 such that there
are points x, y ∈ L ∩X with |x− y| > 1/n. Therefore,

L =
⋃

n>1

{L ∈ L : ∃x, y ∈ L ∩X s.t. |x− y| > 1/n} =:
⋃

n>1

Ln

and therefore there exists an integer n > 1 (which we fix from now on) such that dimP Ln >
t− ε. For each L ∈ Ln, identify points Lx, Ly ∈ L ∩X such that |Lx − Ly| > 1/n. Since

dimBLn > dimP Ln > t− ε, we can find a decreasing sequence of scales δ ∈ (0, 1) tending
to 0 such that there is a δ-separated collection of lines in Ln of cardinality

& δ−(t−2ε).

Fix a δ from this sequence. If

(4.1) Nδ (∪L∈Ln
{Lx}) 6 δ−t/2,

then, by the pigeonhole principle, there exists a single δ-ball containing

&
δ−(t−2ε)

δ−t/2
= δ−(t/2−2ε)

many of the points Lx. Considering the corresponding points Ly and using δ-separation
of lines and (1/n)-separation of Lx and Ly,

Nδ(X) > Nδ (∪L∈Ln
{Ly}) & δ−(t/2−2ε).

Here the implicit constant may depend on n. On the other hand, if (4.1) does not hold,
then

Nδ(X) > Nδ (∪L∈Ln
{Lx}) > δ−t/2,

and so we must have

Nδ(X) & δ−(t/2−2ε).

It follows that dimBX > t/2− 2ε and letting ε → 0 proves the lemma. �

Next we show how to upgrade the above lemma to conclude the full theorem. The
bound dimPX > s is trivial and so it remains to prove dimP X > t/2. Let ε > 0. By
definition of packing dimension we can find a decomposition

X ⊆
⋃

i∈N

Xi

such that each Xi is bounded and

(4.2) dimBXi 6 dimPX + ε

for all i ∈ N. Then, for all L ∈ L,

X ∩ L ⊆
⋃

i∈N

Xi ∩ L

and therefore there must exist i(L) ∈ N such that

dimPXi(L) ∩ L > 0
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and, in particular, Xi(L) ∩ L contains at least two points. Then

L =
⋃

i∈N

{L ∈ L : dimPXi ∩ L > 0}

and so there must exist i ∈ N such that

dimP{L ∈ L : dimPXi ∩ L > 0} > t− ε.

Therefore, applying Lemma 4.1,

dimBXi > (t− ε)/2

and so, by (4.2),

dimP X > dimBXi − ε > (t− ε)/2− ε

and letting ε → 0 proves the result.

5. Proof of Theorem 1.4: sharpness for packing dimension

Let s ∈ (0, 1] and t ∈ (0, 2(d− 1)]. If either s = 0 or t = 0, then trivial examples suffice.
We construct the set X and the line set L simultaneously via an iterative process indexed
by k > 0. Let (ηk)k be an extremely rapidly decreasing sequence satisfying η0 = 1, ηk → 0
and

ηk+1 6 ηkk

for all k > 0. In particular, this decay condition ensures ηk = η
o(1)
k+1 as k → ∞.

At step 0 in the construction, take an arbitrary line through the origin marked with the
origin. For k > 0, the kth step in the construction will consist of a non-empty ηk-separated
collection of lines each marked with a non-empty ηk-separated collection of points. Once
these have been defined, let Lk ⊆ A(d, 1) denote the closed ηk-neighbourhood of the lines
present at step k and Xk ⊆ R

d denote the closed (5ηk)-neighbourhood of the points present
at step k. Thus, X0 = B(0, 5) and L0 is the collection of lines at distance at most 1 in
A(d, 1) from the initial line. It will be clear below that the sets Xk and Lk form decreasing
nested sequences (for large enough k) and we set

X =
⋂

k

Xk

and

L =
⋂

k

Lk

which are both non-empty and compact.
We build the collection of marked lines at step k + 1 based on the collection at step k

by alternating between option (A) and option (B) detailed below. Option (A) is designed
to make L large and option (B) is designed to make the intersections large.

(A) Replace each marked line L present at step k with a maximal collection of ηk+1-
separated lines all lying in the

η
1− t

2(d−1)

k+1 ηk/2

neighbourhood of L. This produces

≈





η
1− t

2(d−1)

k+1 ηk

ηk+1





2(d−1)

= η−t
k+1η

2(d−1)
k
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many ηk+1-separated lines replacing L. For each marked point x on L, mark
each of the new lines with one point from the ηk+1 neighbourhood of the unique
(d − 1)-dimensional affine hyperplane passing through x and orthogonal to L. In
particular, at scale ηk+1, the new set of marks can be covered by the number of
marks on L multiplied by

≈





η
1− t

2(d−1)

k+1 ηk

ηk+1





d−1

= η
−t/2
k+1 η

d−1
k

and this estimate cannot be improved up to constants.
(B) Replace each marked line L present at step k with the same line but with

≈ η−s
k+1ηk

many ηk+1-separated marks within the (η1−s
k+1ηk/2)-neighbourhood of each previous

mark.

By construction, and using the decay condition on ηk, following an application of option
(A):

Nηk+1
(Lk+1) ≈ Nηk(Lk) · η

−t
k+1η

2(d−1)
k ≈ η

−t+o(1)
k+1

and

Nηk+1
(Xk+1) ≈ Nηk(Xk) · η

−t/2
k+1 η

d−1
k ≈ η

−t/2+o(1)
k+1

and, following an application of option (B):

Nηk+1
(Lk+1) = Nηk(Lk) ≈ η

o(1)
k+1

and

Nηk+1
(Xk+1) ≈ Nηk(Xk) · η

−s
k+1ηk ≈ η

−s+o(1)
k+1 .

For scales δ ∈ (0, 1) in between terms in the sequence (ηk)k, say ηk+1 < δ < ηk, we get

Nδ(L) . Nηk(Lk) ·max















η
1− t

2(d−1)

k+1 ηk

δ





2(d−1)

, 1











. δ−t+o(1)

and

Nδ(X) . Nηk(Xk) ·max















η
1− t

2(d−1)

k+1 ηk

δ





d−1

,

(

η1−s
k+1ηk

δ

)

, 1











. δ−max{s,t/2}+o(1).

Therefore, we have established

dimBL = t

and

dimBX = max{s, t/2}.

However, using the approximate self-similarity of the construction of L and X, both sets
have the property that their box dimensions are preserved upon (non-trivial) intersection
with an arbitrary open set. From this it follows that the upper box dimension and packing
dimension coincide in both cases; see [F14, Corollary 3.10].

Finally, consider the intersections. For all L ∈ L,

L ∩X =
⋂

k

L ∩Xk
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and, assuming we have just applied option (B) and using the decay condition on ηk, L∩Xk

contains
≈ η

−s+o(1)
k

many pairwise disjoint intervals of length ≈ ηk. To see this, observe that L is in the
ηk-neighbourhood of some line L′ present at the kth step of the above construction. The
relevant intervals in L ∩ Xk are the intersections of L with the (5ηk)-neighbourhoods of
the marked points on L′. Moreover, L ∩Xk is a nested sequence of sets and within each
of the intervals of length ≈ ηk present at step k, one can find

≈ η
−s+o(1)
k+2

many pairwise disjoint intervals of length ≈ ηk+2 at step k + 2 (following the next appli-
cation of option (B)). Since this behaviour is repeated infinitely often, it follows that

dimP L ∩X > s.

This completes the proof.
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