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CAUCHY INDEPENDENT MEASURES AND
ALMOST-ADDITIVITY OF ANALYTIC CAPACITY

VLADIMIR EIDERMAN, ALEXANDER REZNIKOV, AND ALEXANDER VOLBERG

ABSTRACT. We show that, given a family of discs centered at a chord-arc curve,
the analytic capacity of a union of arbitrary subsets of these discs (one subset
in each disc) is comparable with the sum of their analytic capacities. However
we need that the discs in the question would be separated, and it is not clear
whether the separation condition is essential or not. We apply this result to find
families {41, } of measures in C with the following property. If the Cauchy integral
operators Cy,, from L?(p1;) to itself are bounded uniformly in j, then Cp,, p = 3" pj,
is also bounded from L?(y) to itself.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider two properties of families of sets and measures in the complex plane.

1.1. Almost additivity of analytic capacity. The analytic capacity v(F') of a
compact set F' in C is defined by the equality

Y(F) = sup | f'(00)],

where the supremum is taken over all analytic functions f: C\ F' — C with |f| <1
on C\ F. Here f'(00) = lim, o 2(f(2) — f(00)). For non-compact F' we set

Y(F) = sup{v(K) : K compact, K C F'}

|G]. For a summary of equivalent definitions the reader can see [To] and [Vol.
In the celebrated paper [Tol] Tolsa established the countable semiadditivity of
the analytic capacity, i. e. that

YWUFE) <Cd AF)

with an absolute constant C'. But the inverse inequality does not hold in general.
To see that we consider the n-th generation Ex* of the corner 1 /4-Cantor set con-
structed in the following way. Start with the unit square (0-th generation). The
j-th generation consists of 47 squares E;; with side length 477, each square Ej,
contains four squares of (j + 1)-th generation, located at the corners of E;;, and so
on. It’s known [MTV] that v(Uill E.r) = W(E}/A‘) = 1/4/n with absolute constants
of comparison; here P =< () means that cP < () < C'P. Positive constants ¢, C, a,
A (possibly with indices) are not necessarily the same at each appearance. On the
other hand,

4n
> W Epp) <4 4T =1
k=1
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Thus, “almost additivity” v(J F;) =< > v(F;) of the analytic capacity does not take
place in general. N. A. Shirokov posed the question on the validity of this property
for the special class of sets described in the following Theorem [I.1]

We say that I' is a chord-arc curve, if

(11) |t—8‘ §A0|Z(t)_z(8)‘7 AO > 1,
where z(t) is the arc-length parametrization of I'.
Theorem 1.1. Let D; be discs with centers on a chord-arc curve I', such that

AD; N AD, =0, j # k, for some A\ > 1. Let E; C D; be arbitrary compact sets.
Then there ezists a constant ¢ = c(\, Ag), such that

(1.2) W(UE) 2 Y (E).

We conclude the present subsection with a useful corollary.

Corollary 1.2. IfT" in Theorem[11 is the union of n chord-arc curves I'; with the
same constant Ag, then

WUE) 2 23298, e=cr 4.

In particular, I' might be a circle (n = 2). Moreover, {D;} might be a family of
A-separated discs (that is AD; are disjoint), X > 1, intersecting the same circle T,
not necessarily with centers on I'.

Proof. Let D; = D(xj,r;), and let m be such that

max { 3 (B} = Y AE).

Jixj €l Jixj€lm

Then by Theorem [I.T] we have

WUE) 2 U B)ze 3 (E) 2= (E).
Jixj€lm Jixi€lm J
For the last assertion it is sufficient to prove that if all discs D; intersect a semicir-
cle T, then there is another chord-arc curve I' with a constant Ay = Ap(\) containing
all centers of D;. We may assume that there are more than one disc D;. Fix j, and
let a;j, b; be the points of intersection of T and the circle d(X'D;), where N = 12 (for
two discs D; it might be only one such a point). We replace the arc of T' with the end-
points a;, b; by two line segments x;a; and z;b; (and by the only one line segment in
the case of one point of intersection). We claim that the obtained curve is chord-arc.
Indeed, since |a; — b;| > ¢(A)r;, the condition (LII) holds with Ay = Ay()\) for any
points z(t), z(s) € X'D;, and for any two points in I situated on T. If z(t) € N'D;,
z(s) € NDj, i # j, then both parts of ([I)) are comparable with |z; — z;|. To
demonstrate this assertion we notice that the inequality |z — 22| > (A — N)(r; +75),
21 € ND;, zo € N'D;, implies the relations |z — 23| < |z; — z;| and
t—s S C(TZ + ‘CLZ' - b]| +7’j) S C/|LUZ - ZL’j‘.
Similar arguments yield (I.I]) when one point is situated on 7. O

Open question. It is not clear if the theorem is true or not when A\ = 1.
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1.2. Cauchy independence of families of measures. We use the results in the
previous subsection to investigate the property of measures described below.

We call a finite Borel measure with compact support in the complex plane a
Cauchy operator measure if the Cauchy operator C, is bounded from L*(u1) to itself
wth norm at most 1.

The first natural question is how to interpret the “definition” of C, as

Gusto) = [ 1930

One of the ways is to consider the so-called e-truncations, defined by

“ f(2) = FEdp(s)
CMf(Z) B /e<|§—z<e1 5 -z

We now say that C,, is bounded as an operator from L?(u) to itself if the e-truncations
are bounded from L?(u) to itself uniformly in e. Moreover, by the norm of C, we
understand the sup, .o [|C5 ||, =: [|C,ll,. , where [|CF ||, is the norm of C7, as an operator
from L?(u) to itself. We encourage the reader to look for other interpretations in
INTrV1], [To] and [Vo].

The following important fact (which we will repeatedly use) demonstrates the
connection between the analytic capacity and boundedness of the Cauchy operator
[Toll [To2l [Tol, Vol: for every compact set F' in C,

(1.3) V() = sup{|lp|l - suppp C F, pe X, [[Cullp < 13,

where ¥ is the class of nonnegative Borel measures p such that u(D(z,r)) < r for
every disc D(z,r):={2¢€ C: |z —z| <r}.

We call a collection {y;} of finite positive Borel measures with compact supports
C-Cauchy independent measures if a) [|Cy,[|,, <1 (Cauchy operator measures) and
b) [|Cull, < C < oo for p = X;pu;. We will call such collection Cauchy independent
if it is C-Cauchy independent for some finite C.

The family {y;} can be finite or infinite. Two Cauchy operator measures are
always Cauchy independent with an absolute constant C. A short proof of this
nontrivial fact is given in [NToV) Proposition 3.1]. So, a finite family is always
Cauchy independent for a sufficiently large constant C'. But our main interest is in
situations, when infinite families are independent (or when C'is independent of the
number of measures). The main result is the following

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that A > 1, and measures ji; are supported on compact sets
E; lying in discs Dj; such that AD; are disjoint. We also assume that measures u;
are extremal in the following sense: ||Cy, [, < 1 and |p;]| < v(E;) with absolute
comparison constants. Let u = Zj w; and E = UE;. Then this family is Cauchy
independent if and only if for any disc B,

(1.4) u(B) < Coy(BNE).

Remarks. 1. In Section [l we prove that the condition (I4]) with any disc B
is necessary for the bound ||C,||, < C without any additional assumptions on the
structure of pu. Example [5.] given in Section [l shows that this condition alone is
not sufficient even if p consists of countably many pieces j;, and each of i, gives
a bounded Cauchy operator with a uniform bound. Thus, additional conditions on
the structure of p are needed. The example of such assumptions on p which seems
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reasonable is given in Theorem [[.3] where supports of p; are located in separated
discs.

2. In general one cannot discard the requirement that the measures p; in Theorem
L3 are extremal — see Example in Section

3. On pp. 125-129, 135-146 of the paper of Tolsa [Tol] it is proved that under the
conditions of Theorem [[.3] there exists a piece of measure u, namely u' := xg - 4,
E’" C E, such that p/(E) > cp(E), and ||Cy|l,y < C < oo, where ¢ > 0 and C
are constants depending only on parameters in Theorem [[.3. This fact is far from
being trivial, it is used in [Tol] to approach Painlevé’s conjecture. In other words,
to prove that under the assumptions of Theorem a “good portion” of y generates
a bounded Cauchy operator is a highly non-trivial problem. It is remarkable that
the whole measure p has, in fact, such a property.

As a corollary of Theorem [[.3] we derive the following independence theorem.

Theorem 1.4. Let ji; be measures supported on compacts E; lying in discs D; such
that AD; are disjoint (A > 1), and let ||Cy, ||, < 1. If for any disc B,

(1.5) > WBNE;) <Cy(BNE), E=|]JE,

then the norm ||C,||, is bounded, and the bound depends only on a comparison con-
stant Cy and on \. Here, as above, p = ¥ .

Note that unlike Theorem [I.3] this result does not need the additional condition
that measures j; are extremal. On the other hand, (L) is not necessary for the
boundedness of C,. For example, if u; are just 2-dimensional Lebesgue measures
on the squares E;, j = 1,2,..., defined below in Example [b.I] the operator C, is
obviously bounded, but (LLH) does not hold.

Unlike Theorem [Tl Theorems [[L.3], [L4] do not have any assumptions on the lo-
cation of discs D;. However, condition (L) is not completely independent of a
geometry of discs. Theorem [LL1] states that if A-separated discs are situated along
a chord-arc curve, then the almost additivity of the analytic capacity takes place.
We are going to prove a statement which is converse in the following sense: al-
most additivity of analytic capacity in the form of inequality (L) together with
certain additional assumptions imply that our discs have to “line-up” along a good
(Ahlfors-David regular) curve.

By H! we denote the 1-dimensional Hausdorff measure. A set G C C is called
Ahlfors-David (AD) regular if

cr <HYGNB(x,r)) <Cr, z€G, 0<r<diamG,
with some positive constants ¢, C.
Corollary 1.5. Suppose that A-separated (A > 1) discs D; = D(xj,1;) and subsets

E; C Dj are such that (a) (L5) holds, (b) v(E;) < rj, (c) the set T :=|J,;0D; is
AD regular. Then there exists an AD regular curve which intersects all discs D;.

Without any of assumptions (a) — (c¢) Corollary [[L3l is incorrect — see Proposition
.3l

To prove Theorems [[L3] L4, we will need only the special case of Theorem [L]
when all discs D; intersect a real line or a circle, that is the last assertion of Corollary
In this case there is a short proof based only on some classical facts in complex
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analysis. We give this proof in the next Section [2l Theorem is proved in Section
Bl and Theorem [L.4] with Corollary in Section Ml In Section Bl we give the
examples mentioned above. Section [6] contains the proof of Theorem [L.1]in the full
generality, which is completely different from the proof in Section 2l The main tool
of this proof is Melnikov—Menger’s curvature of a measure. All necessary definitions
are given in Section [0 In the last Section [7] we formulate an open question.

2. ALMOST-ADDITIVITY OF ANALYTIC CAPACITY:
STRING OF BEADS ATTACHED TO THE REAL LINE

A result close to the theorem below for some special sets { £;}32, was proved (but
not stated) in [NV]. Here we use the approach via the Marcinkiewicz function, the
approach in [NV] was a bit more complicated. Unlike [NV], we do not need any
special size properties of these sets.

Theorem 2.1. Let D; be discs such that \D; N ADy = 0, j # k, for some X\ > 1,
and each disc D; has a non-empty intersection with the real line R. Let E; C D; be
arbitrary compact sets. Then there exists a constant ¢ = c¢(\) > 0, such that

V(UEJ') > CZV(EJ')-

Proof. 1t is enough to prove the result for finite families of indices 5. We first notice
that v, := v(E;) < v(D;) = r;, where r; is the radius of D;. Let y; be the center
of the chord RN D;. Denote X := % For each 57 we draw a horizontal line
segment L; C N'D; with center at y; and with the analytic capacity b(\)v;, where

b(\) = —“\/42_1. Thus, the length ¢; of L; satisfies ¢; = 4b(\)y; < rjv/ A2 —1. In
particular, the whole segment L; lies in \'D;.
Next, let f; be the function that gives the capacity of E;. Also let ¢; be the

function that gives the capacity of L;. Then we have

o= [ 2% [ pywrts = b0y,

R A
J J

Positive functions ¢;(x) have a uniform bound ||¢;|/- < A with an absolute constant
A. In particular, if F is any subset of indices j we have

Im Z ©;(2)

JEF

(2.1)

gA/ mm|ﬁ§mL VzeC.
U

jer Li |

Remark. It is important here that the intervals L; are situated on the real line
(or at least are not far away from R). For any M > 0 one can easily construct a
chord-arc curve and discs centered on it such that the left hand side in (2.]) exceeds
M. This is the obstacle for extension of these arguments to chord-arc curves.

Our next goal is to find a family F of indices and absolute positive constants ay,
ag, such that the following two assertions hold:

(2.2) Z’Yj = ay Z”Yja
jer J

(2.3) D 1F() = b o) < a2, VzeC\ | J(B;ULy).

JEF JjeF
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Let us finish the proof of the theorem, taken these assertions as granted (for a short
while). Let F':= ) . » f;. Combining (2.I)) and [2.3) we get |[Im F'(2)] < C1()),
z € C\ (U,er Ej)- Hence, the function Fy := """ —1 is bounded in C\ (U, E;) by
a constant C'(\). Since F(00) = 0, we have |F](co)| = [F'(c0)| = 3,7 Thus,

1
7(UEJ-) > >
2P
Combine this with (2.2)). We obtain, that
7<UEJ') > 7( U Ej) > a3y 7,
J JEF J

and Theorem [l would be proved. So we are left to chose the family F such that

22), @3) hold.

By the Schwartz lemma in the form we borrow from [G p. 12-13], we have

Arjry;
2.4 , — vy < J 1) E.UL;.
Ca) 156 e S g e FEBUL
Denote riy
i = )\,Dia i = 71 3
“ 9= 2 5 0

Jij#i
where D(Q;, Q;) := dist(Q;, Q).

Remark. We do not need this, but for the sake of explanation, let us define a
function g = > g;xq@,nr- This function is often called a Marcinkiewicz function.
The main trick with Marcinkiewicz functions is to integrate them with respect to a
suitable measure. What in fact happens next is that we integrate it with respect to
Lebesgue measure on R.

The important point is that we can estimate ), g;7;. In fact,

29272 nyz Z D Cg]]:YJ ZTJVJ Z QzaQ]>

i VRN E:D) (S
<Zrﬂj Z# D( Qz,QJ g SAoZrﬂjrj_ :AOZ%‘.
11 1F£] J J

In the last estimate we used that
T 1 2A1
7§A/ ——dt < —, A = AN,
“Z# D(Qi Q) ~ " Jupgy iz, Ity T oA
since the length of RN Q; exceeds ¢(\)r;, and D(Q;, Q;) > (N[t —y;|, t e RNQ;.

Now we apply the Tchebychev inequality. Denote I* := {i : ¢; > 1040}, I, :=
{i: g <10Ap}. We immediately see that

J€lx
Obviously, by (24]) for every index ¢ we have
Do) =N ey(2) < Agi, € Qs

JijFi
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This estimate and the choice of I, imply that
> 1£(2) = bV ei(2)] < C(N)gs S 10AA, Vie L, Vz € Q.

jij#i, jel
But all functions |f;|, |¢;| are bounded by 1 in C\ (E; U L;). Therefore, the last
inequality implies the estimate

(2.6) Z 1£5(2) = b(N) i (2)| < 1040A 4+ b(N)H + 1 =: ay

VZGQZ'\(EZ'ULZ'), Vi e I,.

The function » ., (f; —b(N)~"g;) is analytic in C\ U, (i U L;) and vanishes at
infinity. Therefore, (2.6]) implies (23)) if we put F := I,. Assertion (2.2]) is proved
in (2.5]), and the proof of Theorem 2] is completed. O

Corollary 2.2. The statement of Theorem[2.1] remains true if discs D; intersect a
circle instead of the real line.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to consider the unit circle. There are at most K discs D; with

radii 7; > 1/30, intersecting the unit circle I', where K is an absolute constant.

Hence, we may assume that r; < 1/30. Moreover, as in Corollary [[.2] we may
c14-2

restrict ourself by discs intersecting the left semicircle 7. Let h(z) := i;== be

the conformal mapping of I' onto the real line. Let E be a compact subset of
GY:= {z: dist(2,T) < 1/10}, and &€ := h(E). We prove that

(2.7) (E) = ~(€)

with absolute constants of comparison. Certainly, this relation is a consequence
of the general result by Tolsa [To3|] about stability of the analytic capacity under
bilipschitz maps. But we prefer a direct elementary proof (which possibly is not
new) without Tolsa’s very difficult result. Pick any function f(z) such that f(z) is
holomorphic and |f(z)| < 1in C\ E. Define the sets

G = {z:dist(z,T) < 1/5}, G:=h(G), G°:=h(G?),

and the function F(w) := f(g(w))g'(w), where g(w) = %= is the inverse of h.
Clearly, |F(w)] < Cy asw € G\ &, and the length of G does not exceed Cy, where
C4, Cy are absolute constants. Fix w € G°\ &, and let L be a closed curve in G°\ €
which encloses £ but not w, and is oriented in such a way that w is “on the left”.

If 0G is oriented in the same way, by the Cauchy formula we have

F(w) = ! / wdf—l—i/ &dfziFl(w)“—Fg(’LU).

T 2mi g § — W 21t Jr0 & —w

Since |€ — w| exceeds an absolute constant as £ € 9G, |Fi(w)] < C as w € G°\ &.
But F is bounded in this domain as well. Hence, Fy(w) is bounded in G° \ € and
holomorphic in C\&. By the maximum principle, Fy(w) is holomorphic and bounded
by an absolute constant in C\ €. Let L be a contour in G \ € inclosing £. Since
F(w) is holomorphic in G, we have [, Fi(w)dw = 0. Hence,

[ Prtwydw = [ Few)io= [ fow) datw) = / i
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Thus, v(E) < Cy(€). The similar arguments yield the inverse inequality, if we start
with the compact £ (we may assume that & C GY). Therefore, (2.7) is proved.
Corollary 2.2]is a direct consequence of (2.7]) and Theorem 211 O

3. PrROOF oF THEOREM [1.3]

3.1. Necessity of the condition (L.4). Suppose that ||C,||, < C < oo and
supp # C K. One can easily see that ||Cy 5|l < C < oo for any disc B. Moreover,
boundedness of C,, implies that apr € 3 with o depending only on C, see for example
[Dal]. Thus, the measure cu|B, ¢ = ¢(C) > 0, participates in the right hand side of

([L3) with F = BN E, and we get (L4).

3.2. Sufficiency of the condition (L4). The following result was proved in [NToV],
although was not formulated explicitly (see the last three pages of Section 3 in
INToV]).

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that {D;} are discs on the plane and the dilated discs ADj,
A > 1, are disjoint. Let v,0 be two positive measures supported in Uj D; such that
av(D;) < o(D;) < cov(Dj), 0 < ¢1 < ¢ < 00. Suppose also that the Cauchy
operators Cy;, 05 = 0|p,, are uniformly bounded. Then if v is a Cauchy operator
measure, then ao is also a Cauchy operator measure with a constant o depending
only on cy,ca, and .

We need some preliminary constructions and notations. Here is an easy lemma.
Lemma 3.2. For any circle T and any disc B,
YT NB)<HY(TNB)
with absolute constants of comparison.

Now we define new L;. We need a number N = N (), which is defined as follows.
Recall that A > 1 and \' = % Let a disc D with radius r be given. We place the
circle of radius Ayr, Ay := min(1, N — 1)/1000, in the center of D, and N circles
that touch (N D;) from within, of the same radius as the first circle, and on equal
distance from each other. We also require that circles do not intersect. By L we
denote the union of all circles. Let N be a minimal integer such that the following
holds.

If a disc B intersects D and C\ AD, then at least one circle from L lies inside
B.

Clearly, such N = N()) < oo exists, and this property remains valid if we reduce
the radii of circles in L. Since ~y(circle) < H!(circle), we have the obvious lemma:

Lemma 3.3. For the set L defined above, (L) < H'(L), where the comparison
constants can depend only on N.

Let L; be the union of circles associated with D;. We have chosen the number
of circles in each L;, but we have a freedom to choose their size. We redefine the
radius so that

(3.1) H(Lyj) = AN + 1)y(B)).
Then, in particular, ' (one circle) = F5H'(L;) = Axy(E;) < Ayry, since 7(E;) <
V(Dj) = 7;.

We need the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.4. Fix an index j. Let B be a disc such that at least one circle from
L; lies inside B. Then y(L;) < v(L; N B) with constants depending only on X. In
particular this is true if D; C B, or if B intersects D; and C\ AD;.

Proof. Indeed, by semiadditivity of v we have v(L;) < A(N + 1)v(central circle) <
AN +1)y(L;n B). O

Lemma 3.5. For any disc B the following relation holds with constants depending
only on A:
v U L)=+( U LinB).
j:D;CB j:D;CB
Proof. By semiadditivity of -,
W(Uz=a(( U my+a U m)
D;CB ND;CB D;CB, ND;¢B

The first term is the same as y(Uyp,c5 Lj N B). For the second, we notice that

L;NB C X'D;. Since discs %)\’ D, are pairwise disjoint, we may apply Corollary 2.2]
with just a new dilation constant \,., := % Thus,

(U LnBze Y ALnB

D;CB, ND,;¢B D;CB, ND,;¢B
> Y ALpzen( U Ly,
D;CB, ND;¢B D;CB, ND,;¢B
which finishes the proof. The second inequality uses Lemma [3.4] O

For a given disc B denote by J = J(B) the set of indices J = {j : D; N B #
0 and D; ¢ B}.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that a disc B intersects more than one D;. Then
y(ULy) =+(|JL;nB).
J J

with comparison constants depending only on .

Proof. Here again we will use Corollary 2.2l of Theorem 2.1 Since B intersects more
than one Dj, it cannot be contained in AD;, 7 € J. Thus, it contains at least one
circle from L; for each j € J (it follows from the choice of V). Call this circle Cj.
We apply Corollary 2.2] to D; with dilation constant \ to get the estimate

Y(ULinB)2eY LN B) =Y 4(C)) = e > ALy = ey Ly),
J J J J J

which finishes the proof. O

Finally, we need the following notation. Fix a disc B. Denote

E;, D;CB
Fp=4_7 7 F=|JF
’ {@, ngzB-, U ’

Remark. A disc B will be free to change in what follows. The constants in further
inequalities will never depend on B.
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Our next goal is to prove that under assumptions of Theorem [I.3] the inequality

y(JL;nB) = c> y(L;nB)

holds with a universal constant ¢ (universality means that ¢ will not depend on the
disc B). We need the following two lemmas.

We fix a small positive absolute constant . The choice of smallness will be clear
from what follows.

Lemma 3.7 (The first case). Suppose that v(F) < ey(E N B). Then there ezists a
constant ¢, that can depend only on N, e, and other universal constants, such that

v(JL;nB) > ¢ y(L;NB).

Proof. Suppose that B intersects only one AD;. Then the |J and the ) have only
one term, and there is nothing to prove. So, we can assume that B intersects at
least two of AD;’s. Notice also that by this assumption, by the fact that AD; are
pairwise disjoint, and by the choice of N, if B intersects D; then at least one circle
from L; lies inside B. Let J be as in Lemma Using Lemma [3.4] and Corollary
we get

(3.2) > (L) < ALY (LN B) < Any((JL;nB).
7 7 7

On the other hand, by the assumption of Theorem [T.3]
(33) D L) <C D AE)<C Y ui(Dy) < C'u(B) < C'Coy(EN B).
D;CcB D;CcB D;CB
Also with an absolute constant A,

Y(ENB) < A(y(F)M(UEj mB)) <eAy(EN B) +A7(UE]- N B)).
J J

Thus, if € is small enough (notice that the smallness depends only on A), we have

(3.4) WENB) < Cy(| JE;nB)).
J

Therefore, combining (B3], (8.4]), and (3.2)), we obtain
o) <cy(|JEinB) <Y A(E;NB)
J J

DjCB

3.5
39 Scsz(Lj)SCﬂ(UijB)-
J J

Now combine ([B.2) and (B3] to get
3.6) Y(ULinB) 2v(|JLinB) = ¢ > L) +ed L) =c Y ~(Ly).
J D;CB J D;NB#0
Obviously,

37 y(JLinB)=~+(|JL;nB), J:={j:D;nB=0, L;nB #0}.
Ji
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For j € J; we again consider the new dilation constants ., := %, and discs
D’ := N'Dj. The discs Apew D, j € T, are disjoint, and D’ intersects B for j € J.
By Corollary applied to L; N B, j € J1, playing the roles of E;, we get

(3.8) y(JL;nB) > > (LN B).
Ji Ji
The combination of (B.6)—(3.8) finishes the proof. O

Lemma 3.8 (The second case). Suppose that v(F) > ey(E N B) with € from the
previous lemma. Then there exists a universal constant ¢ such that

y(JL;nB) > ¢ y(L;NB).
Proof. By Theorem 2.1 or rather Corollary 2.2 we need only to prove the inequality
(3.9) v(J LinB)>c¢ > A(L;nB).
D;CcB D;CcB

Using the assumption of our lemma as well as the conditions (L4) and |4, || < v(E})
of Theorem [L.3] we get

(310) AP Z(ENB) 2 cau(B) 2 ee Y iy(B) 2 ¢ 3 ().

By v we denote the measure on F' participating in (L3) for which ||v| < v(F).
Denote dv; = xp,dv. Then C,, is bounded on L*(v;) (with norm at most 1), and
([L3) yields the estimate

vl < Cy(Fy) < Ciy(Ly) < CoHN(L;) =: st

We call j good if D; C B and ||lvj|| > 7¢;. The choice of 7 will be clear from the
next steps. However, we want to emphasize now that this choice will be universal.

By (BI0) we have:
edATY () < ATF) < vl =) vl
< (O, Z £j+TZ£j§C2 Z €j+CsTZ”Y(F}‘)
j is good D;CcB j is good
(in the last inequality we use (B.1)). Therefore,
(3.11) Yoo GzeY AF)za Y b
j is good, D;CB D;CB

Actually, 7 is chosen exactly here. We see that it indeed depends only on universal
constants such as A and €. Recall that C; denotes the central circle of each L;. We

set
dog = Z chdHl, dvy = Z dv; .
j is good, D;CB J is good, D;CB
Then for good j, 0,(D;) = H'(C;) < HY(L;) = ¢; < v,(D;). In the last relation
the comparison constants can depend on previous universal constants and 7. Oper-
ators C,,|p, are uniformly bounded. By the choice of v, the operator C,, is bounded
as well with norm at most 1. Thus, we may apply Theorem [B.I] and conclude that
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Cs, is also bounded with a certain absolute bound of the norm. Therefore, using

BII), we get
WU Lz U L)zeollza Y Gza) f
D;CcB j is good, D;CB Jj is good, D;CB D;CB
In Lemma 3.5 we have proved that
v(U L) =+( U LinB).
DjCB DjCB
Moreover, for every j such that D; C B, we have
l;=H"(L;) < H'(L; N B) < ~y(L; N B).
Thus, we obtain ([3.9), and Lemma is proved. O

The main Theorem of [NV] says:

Theorem 3.9. Let L C R?, be a compact set of positive and finite Hausdorff measure
HY, and let 0 = HY|L. Then C, is bounded if and only if there exists a finite constant
Cy such that (BN L) < Cyy(BN L) for any disc B.

Starting with the main assumption of Theorem [[.4] (the inequality u(B) < Cyy(BN
E) for any disc B) we proved in Lemmas 3.7 B.8 that the uniform in B almost-
additivity of  holds for the union of all sets {L; N B}. Namely, we proved that the
following holds for any B with uniform positive cs:

(3.12) YBNL) > YBNL)>eY o(BNL)=co(BNL),

J J

where o := H'|L. Hence the measure o satisfies Theorem So the boundedness
of Cauchy operator on the union of circles is obtained. The measures o|L; and p;
are supported on X' Dj, the discs $; - (N'D;) are disjoint, and o(L;) < p1; (see (3.1])).
We may apply Theorem 1] again to establish the boundedness of C,, in L*(p).

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.4] AND COROLLARY

Proof of Theorem[1.4). We would like to reduce the assumptions of Theorem [L.4]
to conditions of Theorem For every FEj, choose an “extremal” measure
supported on Ej and such that [[Cyll, < 1, and duj(Ej) < v(Ej) < ui(E)),
0 < ¢ <y < oo (the existence of such measures i follows from (L.J))).

Now let us consider new measures

Fom i, =300
J
We prove that these new measures satisfy all assumptions of Theorem (up to an
absolute constant). Indeed, we saw in Section 3.1l that the assumption ||C,,||,, <1
implies the inequality p;(E;) < Cvy(E;). Hence, the new measures /i; also satisfy
the “extremality” condition (u; did not satisfy it in general):

ap;(By) <v(E)) < eopij(Ej), 0<c <cp <oo.
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Moreover, since two Cauchy operator measures are always Cauchy independent (see
Section [L2), ||Cz; ||z, < C. Now the relation (L3) implies that p(B N E;) = 1;(B N
E;) < Cy(BNE;) for every disc B. Therefore, by (L.5]) we have

i(B)=> [(BNE;)<CY> y(BNE;) <Coy(BNE), Co=Co(Ch).

where the latter is the condition (IL4]) of Theorem [L3] for .

We apply Theorem [[.3to cfi; and cpp=c¢ ) ; b with a sufficiently small absolute
constant ¢ > 0, and get that [|Czllz < C(C1,A). But p =3, u; is a part of y, and
hence ||C,||,, < C(Cy, N). O

Proof of Corollary[I.3 Recall the reader that above we built L; for each D;, and
each L; contains a certain “central circle”. Let 7’ be the union over j of central
circles in L;. By (B.1), the radii of these circles are comparable with r;. Since T
is AD regular and discs D; are A-separated, 7" is AD regular as well (with another
constants ¢, C'). We have proved in the previous section that the Cauchy operator
C,, 0 := H'|L, is bounded from L?(o) to itself. Hence, the operator Cy/, o’ := H!|T7,
is bounded too. By the theorem of Mattila, Melnikov and Verdera [MMV], the set
T’ is contained in an AD regular curve. 0

5. EXAMPLES

We saw in Section [B] that the condition
(5.1) w(B) < Cyy(BNE) for every disc B

is necessary for the boundedness of the Cauchy operator C,, with any Borel measure
w. It is not difficult to see that this condition alone is not enough for the boundedness
of C,. Indeed, let ui/ * be the probability measure uniformly distributed on the set
Ex* defined in Introduction. Let u'/* be the weak limit of some weakly convergent
subsequence {,u%f}, EV4 = ﬂE}/ ! E is the initial unit square, and p := p'/* +
H?|E. Then u satisfies (5.1)), but C, is unbounded — see for example [MT, MTV].
We are going to demonstrate more: in general the condition (5.1 is not sufficient
for the boundedness even if p consists of countably many pieces, and each of them
gives a bounded Cauchy operator.

Example 5.1. There exists a family of measures {j; 720s supported on squares Ej,
with the following properties: (a) [|Cy, |, < 1; () ||ps]l < v(E;); (c) 2E;N2E;, =0,

j#k, §,k>1;(d) the measure p =372 p; satisfies [B.); () [|Cull, = oo

Proof. We use the idea of David-Semmes (see [VE| Example 8.7] for more detailed
exposition). Let Ny = 0, and let {N;}72, be a sequence of natural numbers such
that Ny — N — 0o as k — oco. Start the construction with the unit square Ej
and make N; — Ny steps of the construction of the corner 1/4-Cantor set E/*. We
get 4M~No squares with side length 4=, Choose one (any) of them, denote it by
@1, and continue the construction only with this square. Other 4¥1="0 — 1 squares
are the sets F/; which already have been defined. For the chosen square ); we make
next N, — N steps of the construction of E'/4, obtaining 42~™ squares with side
length 4="2. Again, continue the construction only for one of them, say, for a square
()2, and so on.

Let p;, 7 = 0,1,..., be the 2-dimensional measure uniformly distributed on £}
such that ||y;|| = ¢f;, where ¢; is the side length of E;, and the absolute constant
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c is chosen in such a way that ||C,||,, = 1. Then properties (a), (b), (c) are
obvious. To demonstrate (d) we notice that F := szo E; is equal to £y, and
thus 7(B N E) < diam(B N E) =: dy. On the other hand, for any j > 0 and
d; := diam(B N Ej;), we have u(B N E;) < cl;'d? < Cd; (the density of ; is equal
to ¢/{;). Hence, n(BNE) < C Y772 d; < dy, and (d) is established.

Finally, to prove (e), we apply the operator C, to the characteristic functions xq,,
k=0,1,... We have

1C. (@122 = € (W2 = ICui@n (W22 uian)-
But
1Cu0. (DI Z2(u0y) = ¢(Nkgr — Ni)a
with an absolute constant ¢ — see [MT]. Hence, ||C,|, > ¢(Ngy1 — Ni) — oo, and
(e) is proved. O

Remark that the measures {;}32, satisfy all assumptions of Theorem except
(510). Therefore, we have to add py and change the structure of .

Now we demonstrate that the condition ||| < v(£};) in Theorem [[3is essential.

Example 5.2. There erists a family of measures {p1;}32, with the following prop-
erties: (a) ||Cy, |l < 15 (0) ||ps]] < Cvy(E;), where E; = supp p;, and Ej is either a
square or a disc; (¢) 2E; N 2K, =0, j # k; (d) the measure i = Y77~ | p; satisfies
©I); () ICully = o0

Proof. We use the same construction as in Example (5.1l but with the following
modifications. 1. The initial square Ejy now is not included into the collection {£;}
of squares; thus, the squares are separated. 2. Besides the same squares F; and

measures /;, as in Example b.J] we add additional discs E; and measures ji; to
satisfy (5.1)) (otherwise (5.0I) does not hold after exclusion Ej).

As before, set Ny = 0, choose a sequence {Nj}2, of natural numbers such that
Niy1—Np — o0 as k — 0o, and make Ny — Nj steps of the construction of the corner
1/4-Cantor set E'/* starting with the unit square Ey. Let E,;, k = 0,...,4", be
the squares forming the nth generation in this construction (not all of them will be
included into {£;}). In each square £, , n =0,..., Ny, k=1,...,4", place the disc
En,k concentric with E, ;, and with radius ¢,,/10 = 47"/10. On Enk we uniformly
distribute a measure fi, ; with ||p, x| = 27" - 47". Then for n bigger than a certain
absolute ng we automatically have ||C,, |4, < 1. For n < ng we might need a
small absolute positive ¢’ such that [|Cey,, , [y, < 1. We put then fin g = ping
and achieve that always ||Cz, , ||z, < 1. After N1 — Ny steps choose one (any) of
the squares Ey, , and denote it by @Q;. Other 4"~ — 1 squares Ey, ; and discs

Dyg,n=0,...,Ni, k=1,...,4", are the sets F; which already have been defined.
As before, pp, j is the 2-dimensional measure uniformly distributed on Ey, , such
that ||MN1J€H = C€N1 and ||Cu1\r1,kH#N1,k =1

For the chosen square ()7 we continue the construction and make the next Ny — Ny
steps of the construction of E'/4 obtaining the squares Ey,;, k = 1,...,4N2=N,
with side length (y, := 4™ and with measures py, ; such that ||pn, il = cln,.

Besides these squares, we get discs Dyx, n = Ny,..., Ny, k =1,...,4"M of radii
47" /10, concentric with E,, , and supporting the measures fi,, , ||fin k|| = ¢27"-47™
Again, continue the construction only for one of them, and so on.
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We have to prove only (d). Fix a disc B. Suppose that D01 C B. Since u(B) <
|l < C and y(BNE) > 4(Dy1) = 1/10, (E.1) holds. Suppose now that Do ¢ B,
and that B contains at least one disc Dn,k Choose a maximal disc in B, say,
ﬁm,kl- Then “the parent” Enaw of the square E,, j, (that is the square of the
previous generation containing E,, ,) does not lie in B: otherwise Enl,kl would
not be a maximal disc in B. Set G := E,, 13, N B. Now choose a maximal disc
ﬁmkz C (B \ Gy) (if such a disc exist). Its “parent” E,, i and the set G, are
disjoint. Hence, E,, 14, ¢ B. Set Gy := E,, 14, N B. Continuing in such a way,
we obtain a sequence of sets G; with the following properties. (i) 2G; N 2G; = 0,
i # j, and one may place them into A-separated discs, A > 1. (ii) For each Gj,

1(Gy) < Cl,, = CA™ =< y(Dy, ;) < Y(G).

(iii) All squares Ey,  and discs ﬁnk contained in B are contained in U;G;.

Also, it might be some discs ﬁnk and squares Ey;, j intersecting B. Each of them
form a separate set G := ﬁnk N B or En, ;N B. These sets are A-separated as well,
and

w(G;) < Cdiam(G;) < C'y(Gy)
(see the proof of Example 5.1]). Moreover, all sets G; satisfy the conditions of
Corollary which yields the estimate

<ZN <CZ*}/ ) < C'y(BNE),

and the proof is completed. O
Now we demonstrate the sharpness of Corollary [L5l
Proposition 5.3. Without any of assumptions (a)-(c) Corollary [ is incorrect.

Proof. 1. Suppose that the condition (a) in Corollary is missed. Then we may
use the same sets {£;}52, as in Example 5.1l only without the initial square Fy. As
D; we take discs containing E; and slightly bigger than E;. A proof of (b) and (c)
is not difficult, and we leave it to the reader. At the same time,

(5.2)  (length of any curve connecting all discs in Q;)/4 ™ — 0o as k — oo

(the squares @y, are defined in the proof of Example [5.7]).

2. Consider the case when (b) is missed. Let D; be the discs ﬁnk in Example
(.21 enumerated in the order of non-increase of their radii r;. In each D; we place
the disc E; concentric with D; and of radius 55477, To prove (a), fix a disc B. For
discs E; intersecting 0B, (Im) holds by Corollary 22 (with BN E; as E;). Let
Jo :i= {minj : E; C B}. Then

> ABNE)< ZV(Ej)ZZ%‘l !
j:B;jCB Jj=jo J=jo
1 , 8 8
=47 = _~(E. )< —~(BNE
5 37( io) < 37( ),

and (a) is proved. The proof of (c) is easy and we skip it. At the same time, (5.2))
holds for discs D; in Q.
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3. Finally, suppose that (c) is missed. The counterexample in this case is not
based on Cantor-type constructions. Given ¢ > 0, N € N, N > 4, consider the
square Q; = [0, ¢] x [0, ¢] and points

[ !

N-1" YT N-1
Let Ej; be discs centered at the points (2;,y;) with radii £/N?, and let £ := |, ; Ey;,
D;; := 2E;;. Fix a disc B. Set &g = {|JEi; : E;; C B} (Ep might be empty). If

Ep # 0, we have
1
'/ H‘agB '<C, 2 €C.

T = g, i,j=0,1,...,N—1.

Hence,

YENB) = (Ep) = M (0€p) = Y v(Ey) > "> ~(E;NB).
E;;CB
If £ = 0, (L) holds as well (for example, by Corollary [2.2]). At the same time, the
length of any curve, intersecting all discs D;j, is at least C'UN.
Now we construct a series of squares )y, with ¢} = —2_’c N, = k2%, centered at

points 1/k%, and the corresponding sets £*) and discs DZ(]), EZ(Jk ). One may place

E®) into \-separated discs centered at points 1/k%. Set E = J,E® (that is E is
the union of all discs E ")) By Theorem 1]

Y (BNE)> ch(B nEW).

Thus, to prove (ILH]), we have to establish almost additivity of v for each £*) sepa-
rately, that was done above. The validity of (b) is obvious. But all discs DY in E

ij
cannot be connected by an AD regular curve. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

It is known that a compact chord-arc curve is a bi-lipschitz image of a straight
segment, see [Po], Chapter 7. On the other hand analytic capacity can be only
finitely distorted by bi-lipschitz maps. This is a difficult result by X. Tolsa, [To3].
So if we allow the separation constant A > 1 to depend on the Lipschitz constant
of our chord-arc curve (so, the separation of the discs to be large if the constant
of the curve is large), then we can obtain Theorem [L[1] directly from Theorem 211
However, we want to avoid the dependence of the separation constant on the chord-
arc constant. Then we need another proof, which follows.

The Melnikov—Menger curvature of a positive Borel measure p in C is defined as

0 = [[[ g ) duto) dua),

where R(x,y, 2) is the radius of the circle passing through points z,y, z € C, with
R(z,y,z) = oo if z,y, z lie on the same straight line (in particular, if two of these
points coincide). This notion was introduced by Melnikov [M]. The following rela-
tion characterizes the analytic capacity in terms of the curvature of a measure [Tol],
[To2, p. 104], [Va], [To] : for any compact set F' in C,

(6.1) Y(F) = sup{u(F): supppu C F, p €%, A(u) < p(F)},
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where X is the class of measures of linear growth defined in (L.3]).

Lemma 6.1 (Main Lemma). Let D; = D(z;,r;) be discs with centers on a chord-
arc curve I', such that A\D; N ADy =0, j # k, for some A\ > 1. Let u; be positive
measures with the following properties: (1) supp p; C Dj; (2) pi(B;) =: ||l < ;.
Then for pn =" pj we have

(6.2) Au) <D () + Cllull, € = C(\, Ao,
J
where Aqg is the constant of T'.

At the beginning let us show that Theorem [I.1] is a direct consequence of Main
Lemma and (6.1]).

Proof of Theorem[L 1. Consider measures j; participating in (6.1]) for F' = E;, j =
1,... Then pu(D(z,r)) < Cr for any disc D, where C' = C(Ap) and p = > pj. To
prove this assertion, we fix a disc D = D(z,r) and divide all discs D; onto two
groups: Dy :={D; : D;,ND #0, r; <r}, Dy:={D; : DN D #0, r; >r}. Since
I' is chord-arc, ZDjepl r; < Cr, C = C(Ap). It is easy to see that #Dy < 6. Hence,

D)< > D)+ Y, w(D;nD)< Y r+6p(D) < Cr.

Dj €D, Dj €Dsy Dj €Dy

Furthermore, Main Lemma implies the inequality ¢*(u) < C||ull, C = C(X, Ap).
Thus, the measure cu with an appropriate constant ¢ depending on A, Ay, partici-
pates in (6.1 for ' = E = UEj. So, 7(E) > c||p||, that implies Theorem [T O

Proof of Lemmal6.1l 1t is enough to consider the case of a finite set of discs B,
j=1,...,N. We assume that these discs are enumerated in the order of increase
of the natural parameters of their centers.

Let I'; be arcs of F such that F C D; and HY(T';) = u(D;). Let o; := H'|I'; and

o= Z 0, so that o(D Obv10usly,
(Z/// /// ) i o) i) d(z) = s+
DS (CS\U DS I Y,z )
Since I = >, c*(u;), we have to estimate only I,. Our proof is based on the

comparison of Iy and the corresponding integral with respect to o:

[ 1
= [, g P
Notice that

(6.3) L < 0) <Cllo|, C=C(A).

The last inequality is a consequence of two well-known facts. (a) The boundedness
of the Cauchy operator Cy1pr on chord-arc curves — see [MV], p. 330]. In particular,

IC5 1720y < ICorioxur; 720 ry < Clixor, 260y = Clloll, e >0,

where C' depends only on Aj. (b) The connection between the curvature of a measure
and the norm of a Cauchy potential:

1
ICa 2 = G2 (1) + Ol
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for any measure p € ¥ uniformly in € — see for example [To2]. Here ¢?(u) is the
truncated version of ¢?(11) defined in the same way as ¢?(u), but the triple integral
is taken over the set {(x,y,z) € C*: |z —y|, |y — 2|, |z — 2| > €}. This equality with
= co € 3, and the previous relations imply

Obviously,

L= ( /// ///) oy ) () () = o + .

N ={D;xDyxDy:j=k#IVj#k=1Vj=1+#k},
Qo ={D; xDpxDy:j#k, k#I, j#I}.
To estimate the integral over {2y, it’s sufficient to consider the subset
OV :={D; x Dy x Dy :j#k=1}.
For x € D; = D(xj,7;), y,2 € Dy, j # k, we have
2R(x,y,2) > |z —y| > c(rj+rjp+--+1), c=c(A Ay

(here we assume that j < k; the case k < j is analogous). Then

///,mduu () <C[Zr|u]||2 P

k=j+1

+ Z (e Z o er ] 5 = C[Sn1+ Snal.

Py (rNg1—j + 7+ TNy1k)

where

Estimates for both terms on the right are the same. We estimate Sy using the

induction with respect to N.
1. N =2. Then

22|

- < < .
= [l - () S [l < gl + [ e

2. Suppose that the 1nequahty

(6.4) Z s Z el 3 <l o+ ]

k= +1 it
holds for some N > 2 For N + 1 discs we have
||MN+1||2
S =Sn1+
N+1,1 N1 ;H JH( St rNg)?

"
(rj+ - Frxa)?

< Sy + [l Z

7j=1
The last sum is dominated by the integral

/°° a1
o (rvy1i+0)? TNy

Syt < Sna+ el /rven < llpall + -+ llpvall-

Hence,
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Thus, we proved (6.4]) and therefore estimated the triple integral over ;.
By symmetry,

/// W dpl) duly) dpu(z) = 6 / / / ,2 W dyu() dply) dp(2).

where Q) := {D; x D, x D; : j <k < 1}. Moreover, we may restrict ourself by the
integration over

Qy:={D;xDpxDy:j<k<l rj+ - +rg>5(r;+-+r)}

Indeed, if we prove the inequality

(6.5) // / i ) ) duz) < Cl

with C' = C()\, Ap), then using the inverse parametrization of I, we get the same
estimate for the triple integral over
Qo ={D; XDy xDy:j<k<l rg+-+r>5(rj+-+nr)}
(here we use the same numeration of discs as before). Since fff% < fff%yl + fff%’z,
([6.4) and (G.5) imply (6.2).
Fix indices j, k,[. For any triples (z,y, 2), (¢, v/, 2') € D; x Dy, x Dy, the sine of
the angle between the intervals (y, z) and (y/, z’) does not exceed
TR+ T
— kT 0=C0\A).
T+ -1y

T’j+7“l
ity
a, o the angles at z, 2’ of the triangles x,y, z and 2/, ¢/, 2/, correspondingly. Since
sin(fa + 8+ ) <sina +sinf§ + sinvy as a, 8,7 € [0, 7], we get the estimate

For the angle between the intervals (z, z) and (z/, 2’) we have C . Denote by

sina < sina’ +C kT g
(e i ri+e
Hence,
1 2 si C .
_ Lsmae 2sina - Tk + 17 ri+ 7 .
R(z,y,z) |x—y| |2/ =9 i H

Therefore,

() du(y) du(2) < €| [[[ gt do(a)) doty) do(2)
] U//,QR D

N-2
i e g
I -
D e

N
1 el llpall
HM I
22 3 T
-1

+Z ||,u]||r Z Z | e | o = C[I+S(1)+S(2)+S(3)].

I=j+2 k= ]+1 r; -+ '+Tk)2(rj+'-'+rl)

+

+
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By ([63), I < c*(0) < CJlo||. We estimate each of sums separately. Write S(!

2
S — Z ||My“ Z Z T e || {] 22|

. 2 2
k=j+11= k+1 e N ()
Since the inner sum over | does not exceed
ri | /°° de vl
(rj+-4r)? S, 2% (4 + )P

we get the estimate

N—2
SO < |
j=1

.]
(

2
ridee+r (1 r
k=j+1 it T o it r)
N-1

—1
dx
-l Zrk / e _ Z Ll <l

Now we will use the possibility to consider only those k for which r; + -+ 47, >
%(r]— + -+ + 1) (the set of such k can be empty). Suppose that the last inequality
holds for p < k <1 —1. Then

(6.6)

N

Z Il 323 o7 el

Sty e A )2 (e e )

N—2 N

<4 7“12 | e || {] 22|
> sl Y2 Z
7j=1

1=j+2 k=p et (ret e+ m)?

< 42 HMJH Z T ||,Ul||

-+ 7’1)

(we estimate the sum with respect to k in the same way as above). We may deal
with the last double sum as in (6.6]), or notice that this sum does not exceed

ZHMH[HZ el )

TN 2
S (rj+--+m)

and use ([6.6]) directly. Finally,

N—
r ||m||
§® < E 4511 E - < E sl < flgel-
7j=1

= ]+2 ]

Lemma is proved.

7. QUESTION ON SUPER-ADDITIVITY

We make more accurate the question posed in Section [II In Theorems [T} 2.1
discs were A-separated, where A > 1. But what if they are just disjoint? Namely,
let D; be circles with centers on a chord-arc curve with constant Ay (or even on the
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real line R), such that D; N Dy, =0, j # k. Let E; C D; be arbitrary compact sets.
Is it true that there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(\, Ag) > 0, such that

y(UE) = CZV(Ea‘V

We cannot either prove or construct a counter-example to this claim.
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