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ON THE DISCRETISED ABC SUM-PRODUCT PROBLEM
TUOMAS ORPONEN

ABSTRACT. Let o, 3,7 € (0,1), and let A, B,C < [0, 1] be finite sets with |A| = §~¢,
|B| = 6%, and |C| = 677 for some small § € 27, It follows from the Szemerédi-Trotter
theorem that if v > « — 3, then there exists ¢ € C with |A + ¢B| » |A|.

This paper studies the §-discretised version of the problem above, where every occur-
rence of | -| (cardinality) is replaced by | - |5 (§-covering number). Bourgain already solved
the problem in the case & = (. Roughly speaking, he showed that if v > 0, and B,C
satisfy suitable non-concentration conditions, then |A + ¢B|s » |A|s for some ¢ € C. I
extend Bourgain’s theorem to the case 5 < «, under the assumption v > (o — 8)/(1 — 3).
I conjecture that the sharp assumption would be v > o — .
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let A, B,C < R be large but finite sets. Is it true that there exists some ¢ € C such that
|A + ¢B| » | A|? Here | - | refers to cardinality. Not necessarily: consider for example

An:{#7#771} and Bn:{#?#?7l}zcn (11)

It is not hard to check that for every ¢ > 0, there exists n € N such that |4,, + B,,C,,| <
n¢|A|, so in particular |A,, + ¢B,| < n|A] for all ¢ € C,,. The problem can be fixed by
adding one assumption: |B||C| » |A|. Then, a positive answer to the question follows
easily from the Szemerédi-Trotter theorem [36] applied to the planar set A x B. The
requirement | B||C| » |A| is also necessary, as (1.1) shows.

The ABC sum-product problem, stated above, also makes sense in contexts where
the Szemerédi-Trotter bound is not available, for example if A, B,C < Z,, and p € N
is prime. Again, it turns out that the lower bound |B||C| » |A| yields the existence of
c € C with |A + ¢B| » |A|. One way to show this is to adapt elementary techniques of
Garaev [10], Glibichuk and Konyagin [11], and Bourgain [4]. The details can be found in
[28]. Another way is to apply directly an incidence bound in finite fields due to Stevens
and de Zeeuw [35]. The theorem of Stevens and de Zeeuw gives a stronger lower bound
for |A + cB| than the elementary approach (see [28, Proposition 1.3] for the details), but
ultimately relies on the polynomial method.

The main purpose of this paper is to consider the d-discretised ABC' sum-product problem
in R. This is otherwise the same problem as the one we started with, but instead of
counting the cardinality of |A + cB|, we seek lower bounds for the ¢-covering number
|A + ¢Bls for some small scale § > 0. We will also assume that the sets A, B, C' are -
separated, and have cardinalities |A| = §=¢, |B| = § 7%, and |C| = §77. In this variant of
the problem, hypotheses on | B||C| need to be coupled with additional non-concentration
conditions to hope for positive results. The following theorem of Bourgain [5] from 2010
(extending his own work [2] from 2003) treats the case A = B:

Theorem 1.2 (Bourgain). Given « € (0, 1) and v, k > 0, there exist ey, € > 0 such that that the
following holds for 6 > 0 sufficiently small.

Let v be a probability measure on [0, 1] satisfying v(B(x,r)) < r7 forall x € Rand 0 <
r < 0. Let additionally A < [0, 1] be a §-separated set with |A| = §~<, which also satisfies the
non-concentration condition |A n B(x,r)| < r*|A| for x € Rand 6 < r < §.

Then, there exists a point c € spt(v) such that

|A+ cAls > 67F. (1.3)
Here | - |5 refers to the d-covering number of A.

To see the connection to the ABC problem, let C' < [0, 1] be a §-separated set satisfying
|C N B(z,r)| < r?|C|forall z € Rand § < r < §°. Then the uniformly distributed prob-
ability measure v on the J-neighbourhood of C satisfies v(B(x,r)) < r7, and it follows
from (1.3) (after a moment of thought) that there exists ¢ € C' with |A + cA|s = 67
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Theorem 1.2 formally only treats the case A = B, but an inspection of its proof (or,
more directly, an application of [5, Theorem 3]), reveals that the result remains valid for
two different §-separated sets A, B c [0, 1], provided that |A| = |B|, or at least |B| ~ |A|.
The precise meaning of "~" is defined via the various constants appearing in [5, Theorem
3]. To the best of my knowledge, Theorem 1.2 does not cover the case where [A| = 67
and |B| = 6% with < a (the case 3 > a is not relevant here: then |A + cB|s > |B| » |A]
for any c € R with |¢| ~ 1).

The following conjecture corresponds to the assumption |B||C| » |A| which suffices
in the discrete variants (on R and Z,) of the ABC problem:

Conjecture 1.4. Let o, 3,7 € (0,1) with f < awand v > o — B. Assume that A, B,C < [0, 1]
are §-separated sets with cardinalities |A| < 6=, |B| = 678, and |C| = 7. Assume moreover
that |B ~ B(x,r)| < v8|B| and |C ~ B(x,r)| < vY|C| for all x € R and r > 0. Then, there
exists € = €(a, 3,7) > 0 and a point c € C such that |A + cB|s Za,p~ 0~ |A|.

The lower bound for v in Conjecture 1.4 is necessary, but the non-concentration as-
sumptions on B and C are quite likely not sharp. The main result of this paper is the fol-
lowing partial result, where the lower bound v > a— 3 is upgraded toy > (a—f3)/(1—f):

Theorem 1.5. Let 0 < § < a < 1 and k > 0. Then, for every v € ((a — 8)/(1 — f3), 1], there
exist €, €9, 80 € (0, 3], depending only on o, 8,7, k, such that the following holds. Let § € 27N
with 6 € (0,00], and let A, B < (§ - Z) n [0, 1] satisfy the following hypotheses:

(A) |A| <6

(B) |B| = 6, and B satisfies the following Frostman condition:

B Ba,r)| <r|Bl,  §<r<o.

Further, let v be a Borel probability measure with spt(v) = [, 1], satisfying the Frostman con-
dition v(B(x,r)) < 17 for x € Rand § < r < 6. Then, there exists a point ¢ € spt(v) such
that

|A+cB|s =6 Al.

Theorem 1.5 with o« = 8 recovers Theorem 1.2. The fact that Theorem 1.5 does not
impose any non-concentration conditions on A is useful in proving Corollary 1.7 below.

1.1. Related work. A relevant piece of recent literature is the paper of Guth, Katz, and
Zahl [12], where the authors extend an argument (due to Garaev [10]) from finite fields
to give a new, relatively simple, proof of Bourgain’s Theorem 1.2. Given that the Z,
analogue of Conjecture 1.4 is known [28], it seems remotely plausible that Conjecture 1.4
can be solved by extending the Z, argument in the fashion of Guth, Katz, and Zahl. I
was not able to carry this out, and here is why. The proof in [28] is chiefly based on the
following lemma: if A, B c 7Z, are sets with |A| = p® and |B| = p?, then for every n > 0
there exists an integer n = n(a, 5,7) € N, and choices a1, . .., a, € + A such that

la1B + ...+ a,B| 2 p~"min{|A||B|, p}. (1.6)

I was not able to extend the finite field techniques in [28] to (directly) prove a J-discretised
analogue of (1.6). However, once Theorem 1.5 is known, it can be applied to make partial
progress towards a J-discretised analogue of (1.6) (a sharper result would follow from
Conjecture 1.4 in the same way):
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Corollary 1.7. Let 3,7 € (0,1) and 0 < n < v(1 — ). Then, there exists €y, 09 > 0 and n € N,
depending on (3,,n, such that the following holds for all § € (0, o). Let B,C < (§ - Z) n [0, 1]
be non-empty sets satisfying

|B n B(z,r)| <r°|B| and |C ~ B(z,r)| <r7|C] (1.8)
forz e Rand § < r < §°. Then, there exist points c, ..., c, € C such that

1B+ ...+ coBls = 51— BA=+n _ 5=B—(1=B)+n

Remark 1.9. A classical projection theorem of Kaufman [19] would imply the existence of
c € C such that |B + ¢B|s Z, max{6—?,6~7}. For v > j3, a recent sharpening of Kaufman’s
theorem by the author and Shmerkin [27] would even yield |B + ¢B|s = §~7~" for some
n = n(B,7v) > 0, and for 6 > 0 small enough. In comparison, Corollary 1.7 gives a more
quantitative improvement, but at the cost of adding the number of summands. I give the
proof straight away: it is simple, and good preparation for Section 3.3, which contains a
slightly more complicated version of the same argument.

Proof of Corollary 1.7. Start by applying Theorem 1.5 with

a=pF+y1-p8)—ne(B1), B, k:=p5 and 7.
Note thaty > (a— 3)/(1— ), so the parameters are admissible. Let ¢, ¢y, § € (0, 3] be the
constants given by Theorem 1.5 with «, 3,7, k. Let v := |C]7! - H%|¢ be the normalised
counting measure on C, which satisfies the Frostman condition v(B(z,r)) < r7 for all
r € Rand § < r < 6% by (1.8). We also note that |B| > 6=° by (1.8) applied with r = §,
and B satisfies the x = -dimensional Frostman condition required in Theorem 1.5.

We construct a sequence of sets H,, © 0-7Z, n € N, with the following greedy algorithm.
We first define H; := (c1 B); arbitrarily, where A5 := (§-Z) n A(S). Then, we assume that
H),, has already been defined for some n > 1, and we let

Hyp1 = (Hn + Cn+1B)(5 cd-Z,
where ¢,,11 € C' = spt(v) maximises |H,, + c¢B|s among all choices ¢ € C. We observe (by
induction) that H,, = (6 - Z) n [0,n], so |H,| < nd~L. For arbitrary N € N with N > 2, it
follows from the pigeonhole principle that there exists n € {1,..., N — 1} such that
|Hp1| < (NoHYO=D 11, | < 26701, ).
By definition of H,, 1, this means that
|Hy + eBls S [Hpia| <257 /NV|H,|, ceC (1.10)

We now choose N € N so large that 26~ Y(N=1) < §=¢2, where ¢ = ¢(a,3,7) > 0 was
one of the constants produced by Theorem 1.5. Since B and v satisfy the hypotheses of
Theorem 1.5, we see from (1.10) that A := H,, must fail the hypotheses. However, the
only hypotheses on A in Theorem 1.5 are
Ac(6-Z)n[0,1] and JA] <0~

Of course H,, ¢ [0, 1], but this is not really relevant: we may find k € {0,...,n — 1} such
that |H,, n [k, k + 1]| > +|H,|. Now, defining instead A := (H, n [k, k + 1]) — {k}, we
have A = (§-Z) n [0,1], and |A + ¢Bls < 6~/?|H,| < §~¢|A| by (1.10), for § > 0 so small
that 6—¢/2 > N. This violates violate Theorem 1.5, unless

|H,| > |A| > 6% = §F0=8)+n,
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and this is what the corollary claimed. O

The ABC problem is closely related to the highly active area of sum-product theory.
The main open question is the Erd6s-Szemerédi sum-product conjecture [8]: if A < R or
A c Z, is a finite set (p € N is prime), the E-S conjecture asks to prove that

max{|A + A|,|A- A|} 2. |A*™¢,  e>0.

The research around this problem is too active to survey here: I only mention the papers
[30] of Rudnev-Stevens and [23] of Mohammadi-Stevens for some current world records,
and further references. For results on the the d-discretised variant of the Erd6s-Szemerédi
problem, see [12] by Guth-Katz-Zahl, and [7] by Dabrowski, the author, and Villa.

Bourgain’s ¢-discretised sum-product estimate, Theorem 1.2, has been extended in
various ways beyond the real line. For example, He [16] found a version of the the-
orem in R"™. Closely related are also the works [3, 6] by Bourgain-Gamburd, [15] by
He, [17] by He-de Saxcé, [1] by Benoist-de Saxcé, and [20] by Li. These papers con-
tain d-discretised sum-product or product theorems in various Lie groups. Viewing the
d-discretised ABC' sum-product problem as a special case of a J-discretised incidence
problem between points and J-tubes in R2, the papers [7, 9, 13] are also relevant.

Theorems 1.2 and 1.5 can be viewed as statements concerning linear projections of
planar sets (see the next subsection). Starting with this interpretation, one may ask if
analogous statements hold for non-linear projections. Examples of particular interest are
the pinned distance projections A,(y) = |xr — y| and the radial projections m,(y) = (v —
y)/|x — y|. Again, the literature is too broad for a survey, but see the recent papers [34] by
Shmerkin and [29] by Raz-Zahl for recent exciting developments and more references.

Finally, Conjecture 1.4 was recently solved by the author [25] for Ahlfors-regular sets
A,B < [0,1]. In fact, a much stronger result can be obtained for such sets. Let o, 5 €
(0,1). Assume that A, B c R are closed sets, A is a-Ahlfors-regular and B is -Ahlfors-
regular. Then

dimp{ce R :dim(A+cB) <a+n} =0
forn:= (1 — a)/(2 — a) > 0. (The paper [25] also contains a J-discretised version.)

1.2. Proof sketch. For this exposition, I make the following additional assumptions on
A and B. Both sets have a "tree" (or "Cantor set") structure: for a suitable parameter
m € N, each dyadic interval I € D,,; intersecting A contains exactly R4(s) sub-intervals
in D,y (s41) which intersect A. The same is assumed of B. The numbers R(s) and Rp(s)
are known as the branching numbers of A and B, respectively. Assume that the scale
parameter 6 > 0 has the special form § = 2=™¥ for some N € N (thus R4(s) = 1 = Rp(s)
for s > N, since A, B were assumed to be /-separated). We make even more assumptions:

(P1) For every s € N, either Rp(s) = 1 or Ra(s) = 2™.

(P2) |B| = 6=#, and for every s € N, either Rp(s) = 1 or Rp(s) = 2™.
The proof of Theorem 1.5 will begin by several reductions, which allow us to make (ap-
proximate versions of) all the assumptions listed above. Now, the key question turns
out to be: given a scale s € N with Rp(s) = 1, what upper bound can we guarantee for
R (s)? It turns out that we can easily use (P1)-(P2) to deduce an answer.

Assume that R4 (s) = 2'™ for all s € {0,...,N — 1} =: [N] with Rg(s) = 1. Write
N :={s e [N]: Rp(s) = 1}, and note that R4(s) = 2™ for all s € [N]\ N by assumption
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(P1). Now, we may calculate a lower bound on the cardinality of A as follows:

2N > Al = [] Rals) = [] Ra(s)- [] Ra(s)=2m®=WD. oVl (q.11)
s€[N] e[N]\N seN

On the other hand, by assumption (P2), we have

2PN — Bl = ] 2m=2m®-WD, (1.12)
se[NJ\N

so may solve N — |[N| = SN and |N| = (1 — §)N. Plugging this information into (1.11)
yields I' < (o — 8)/(1 — ). This is where the numerology in Theorem 1.5 comes from.
Namely, the argument above shows that if I' > (o — )/(1 — f3), then there exists at least
one scale s € [N] such that R4(s) < 2!'"™. In fact, the same must be true for a positive
fraction of the scales, say G  [N], where |G|/N only dependson I’ — (o — 3)/(1 — ).

After this observation, we focus attention separately on pieces of A x B of the form
(AnI)x(BnJ),where I, J € Dy, are intervals intersecting A, B, respectively, and s € G.
By definition, [A N I],,,s+1) = Ra(s) < 28" for some I' slightly larger than (a—3)/(1— ).
To be precise, we choose (a«—3)/(1— ) < T' < 7, where 7 is the Frostman exponent of the
measure v in Theorem 1.5. If we additionally knew that |[B N J|y-ms+1) = Rp(s) = 2™
for some ¢ > 0, and the points in B n J are well enough separated, we could at this
point use an elementary argument (essentially the "potential theoretic method" due to
Kaufman [19]) to deduce that

(AT +e(BAJ)gmirn = 2A A Iy ms (1.13)

for a generic choice ¢ € C' = spt(r). This argument is crucially based on v > I', see
Lemma 4.43 for the details. After this, summing up the increments (1.13) for all s € G
would complete the proof of Theorem 1.5.

An major problem is that, as a matter of fact, |[B n J|y-m+1) = Rp(s) = 1forall s € G.
This follows from our assumption (P1), since Ra(s) < 21" < 2™ for all s € G. To solve
the problem, we follow Bourgain’s proof of Theorem 1.2 faithfully: instead of considering
individual scales s € [ V], we recombine consecutive elements of [ V] into longer intervals
T < [N] where the branching of B is small but non-trivial, say Rp(Z) = 2"/*|. Then, we
carry out calculations similar to the ones we saw at (1.11)-(1.12) to make sure that also
RA(T) < 2" for a subset of these intervals Z with substantial total length. At the end
of the day, the intervals Z with Rg(Z) = 2™l and R4(Z) < 2"™/*], will actually play the
role we had written for the scales G in the discussion above.

There are numerous places in the arguments below where I either follow Bourgain’s
argument for the case A = B, or at least draw heavy inspiration from such an argument.
Bourgain’s influence on this paper will be treated as an absolute constant, and not spelled
out every time separately.

1.3. Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Pablo Shmerkin for clarifying a point
about applying his inverse theorem [32, Theorem 2.1], see Remark 4.7.

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Dyadic cubes and covering numbers. Let D,, be the family of dyadic cubes in R?
with side-length 27". We will only use this notation for n > 0. For Q = x+[0,27")% € D,,,
we associate the affine map 7¢(y) := 2"(y — =), which rescales @ to [0, 1)%.
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If ;1 is a Borel measure on R%, and £ — R? is a Borel set with x(E) > 0, we write
pp = p(E) ™ u| g for the renormalised restriction of y1 to E. This notation is most commonly
used in the case £/ = @) € D,,. In this special case, we additionally define the notation

u? = Tong.

Here fv(H) := v(f1H) refers, in general, to the push-forward of a measure v under a
map f. For a dyadic rational » = 27", and a bounded set A = R, we write |A|, for the
least number of cubes in D,, required to cover A (in the introduction, we used the same
notation for the r-covering number, which is comparable up to a multiplicative constant).
We will also write A(r) for the open r-neighbourhood of A, and (only with r = §),

A= (r-Z)n A(r).
Finally, for n € N, we abbreviate [n] := {0,...,n — 1}.

2.2. Entropy. If (€2, ;1) is a probability space, and F is a countable ;i-measurable partition
of ), we denote the F-entropy of 1 by

H(:u’]:) = Z ( )lOg (F)a
FeF

with the convention 0 - log0 = 0. If £, F are two countable partitions, we denote the
conditional F-entropy of u relative to € by

H(u, F | €)= Y, W(E)H (ug, F). 1)
Ee&
If F refines £ (each element of £ can be written as a disjoint union of elements of F), the
conditional entropy can be alternatively written as

For a proof, see [26, Proposition 3.3]. In practice, we will only be concerned with D, -
entropies of compactly supported Borel probability measures on R?, where D,, is the
partition of R? into dyadic cubes of side-length 2=". In this special case D, always
refines D,,, so the formula (2.2) is available. We record the following simple lemma,
whose proof is a combination of [26, Lemma 3.5] and [26, Remark 3.6]:

Lemma 2.3. Let u be a Borel probability measure on R, and let w: RY — RP be linear. Let

neN,andlet 0 = ng < ny < ... <nyp = nbean arbitrary partition of {0, ..., n}. Then,
7TM7 Z Z ﬂ'ﬂ ,Dnj+1—nj | DO)'
Jj=0 QEDn

The inner summation only runs over those QQ € Dy,; with u(Q) > 0.
A basic fact about entropy (which follows from Jensen’s inequality) is that
HE e F:u(F)>0} <N = H(uF)<logN.
In particular, if : R - RD is L-Lipschitz in Lemma 2.3, then

H(wp®, D | Do) = H(mp®, Dy, —n;) — H(rp®, Do) = H(mp?, Dny ;) — CL,

nj+1-"N;
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where C' > 1 only depends on d, D. Therefore, the lower bound of Lemma 2.3 can be
upgraded to

h—1

H(rp,Dp) = | D) Y, w@Q) - H(mwp® Doy, ;) | —h-CL. (2.4)
j:OQEDnj

We mention two further useful fact about entropy: first, if £, 7 are two countable -
measurable partitions such that

HFeF:FnEy}|<N and |[{EFe€ef:EnFy}|<N

for all £y € € and Fy € F, then |H (11, E) — H(p, F)| < log N. Second, entropy (and also
conditional entropy) is concave. We will use the convexity of entropy in the following
form: if p1, v are two Borel probability measures on R?, then

H(p*v,D,) = fH(,ux,Dn) dv(z), (2.5)

where /i, is the probability measure defined by 1, (H) = p(H — x). Since (pu * v)(H) =
§ 11.(H) dv(x) for all Borel sets H — RY, one may view ju * v as a convex combination
of the measures ji,. Formally, (2.5) is deduced by applying Jensen’s inequality to the
concave function f(r) = rlog(1/r) on [0,1], and the random variable X: z — p,(Q) in
the probability space (R?, v) (for fixed Q € D,,).

3. THREE INITIAL REDUCTIONS

This section contains a reduction of Theorem 1.5 to a special case, where we addition-
ally assume that |B + B| < 0“8|B|, and v(B(z,r)) < 40-r7 forall z € Rand r > § (see
Theorem 3.25). It seems difficult to do achieve this reduction in a "single pass": instead,
we add the extra assumptions in two separate steps (Sections 3.1 and 3.2). After these
steps, we arrive at Theorem 3.12, where the assumptions are present, but unfortunately
the conclusion is also a little stronger. Then, the final reduction to Theorem 3.25 "restores"
the weaker conclusion, but maintains the additional assumptions. This is the version of
Theorem 1.5 we will eventually be able to prove directly.

3.1. Reduction to the case where B has small doubling. The purpose of this section
is to reduce the proof of Theorem 1.5 to the following version, where the hypothesis
|B + B| < 0~ has been added. This does not come for free: the price to pay is that the
conclusion of Theorem 3.1 is also a little stronger (that is, more difficult to prove).

Theorem 3.1. Let 0 < f < o < land k > 0. Then, for every v € ((o — 5)/(1 — 5),1],
there exist €, €, €p, 0o, p € (0, %], depending only on o, 3,7, K, such that the following holds. Let
§ € 27N with § € (0,00, and let A, B < (§ - Z) n [0, 1] satisfy the following hypotheses:
(A) A <67
(B) |B| = 0%, and B satisfies the following Frostman condition:
|B n B(z,r)| < r"|B], 0 <r <o,
Assume moreover that |B + B| < 0~ “B|B|.

Further, let v be a Borel probability measure with spt(v) < [0, 1], and satisfying the Frostman
condition v(B(x,r)) < r7 for x € Rand 6 < r < §%. Then, there exists a point ¢ € spt(v) such
that |A" + ¢Bls = 6 €| Al forall A’ = Awith |A'| = (1 — p)|A|.
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The proof will use the following version of the Pliinnecke-Ruzsa inequality:

Lemma 3.2 (Pliinnecke-Ruzsa inequality). Let § € 27N, let A, By, ..., B, < R be arbitrary
sets, and assume that |A + B;|s < K;|Als forall 1 < i < n, and for some constants K; > 1.
Then, for every e > 0, there exists a subset A" = A with |A'|5 = (1 — €)|A|s such that

|A/ +B1+...+ Bn|5 567" Ky Kn|A/|5.

This form of the inequality is due to Ruzsa [31]. For a more general result, see [14,
Theorem 1.5], by Gyarmati-Matolcsi-Ruzsa. To be accurate, these statements are not
formulated in terms of J-covering numbers, but one may consult [12, Corollary 3.4] by
Guth-Katz-Zahl to see how to handle the reduction.

Proof of Theorem 1.5 assuming Theorem 3.1. Let «, 3,7, k be the constants given in Theorem
1.5. Our task is to find ¢, €9, §p depending on «, 3,7, k, such that the claims of Theorem
3.1 are satisfied. To do this, we fix some § < (3 slightly smaller than / so that still

7> (a—B)/(1 - 7).
Then, we apply Theorem 3.1 with the parameters a, 3,7, r/4, and first extract the con-
stants €, €, €g, do, p > 0, depending only on «, 3,7, k/4. Now, we claim that Theorem 1.5
holds with constants

€ = % and e:=2""lg (3.3)
where
n = max{[2/(kéo)]|, [2/€r|} (3.4)
and any & € (0, 6] with the additional requirements
o+l < 582 and 6P = 2m. (3.5)

At the very end of the proof, there will be an additional requirement for do > 0, which
only depends on n, p (hence eventually) «, 3, v, x; I will not spell this out explicitly, since
the bounds depend on the implicit constants in Lemma 3.2.

To prove Theorem 1.5, fix § € (0, dp], and assume that A, B < (6-Z) n[0, 1] and v satisfy
the assumptions of Theorem 1.5 with parameters «, 3,7, k, €y, as specified in and below
(3.3). Thus |[A| <67, and |B| = 6 ?,and |B n B(z,r)| <77 forallz € Rand § < r < §°.
We claim that there exists ¢ € spt(v) such that |A + ¢Bls = 0~ €| A|.

Write kB for the k-fold sum B + ... + B. Clearly kB < (6 - Z) n [0, k], so

kB|<k-07Y, k=1 (3.6)
We claim that for any n > 1, there exists 1 < k < n such that
12" B + 2FB| = |2FT1B] < 267128 B, (3.7)
Indeed, if this were not the case, then

(3-6)
g™l > 2" B| > 267 YP2" T IB| > 467227 2B > ... > 276 Bl = 276,

a contradiction. We then apply this observation with n € N as in (3.4), and we pick
1 < k < n such that (3.7) holds. Write B := 2* B for this choice of "k", so

|B + B| <267 Y"|B|. (3.8)

Recalling that 1/n < €g/2, this looks promising for the purpose of applying Theorem 3.1
to the pair of sets A and B. But does B satisfy a Frostman condition? It turns out that it
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does, with constants "x/4" and "€,". The following argument is copied from [5, Section
8.2]. Assume, to reach a contradlctlon, that there exists some dyadic scale

63

e [s, 560] = [5 5% )1 20 (0, 507, (3.9)

and a point a € R, such that |B n B(a,r)|s = Cor*/?|B| for a suitable absolute constant
Cy = 1. Now, since r < 0°°, we know by hypothes1s that B satisfies | B n B(x,r)| < r* for
all z € R. Consequently |B|, > |B|, = r~*, and

|B+ Bls 2 |Blr - |B n Ba,r)|s
> Co|Bl, - r*|B|
> C’orf’“-r“/2|B|
> Cod~ "B,

using r < §% < 62/(5n) in the final inequality. If Cy > 1 was chosen large enough, this
lower bound contradicts the small doubling property (3.8). We conclude that

|B n B(z,7)| < Cor*?|B|, 8§ <r <. (3.10)

There are also a few smaller issues before we can apply Theorem 3.1 to B: evidently
|B| = |B| = 67, but unfortunately B c [0,2"] instead of B < [0, 1]. ‘Regardless, there
exists some an 1nterval Iy = [m,m + 1] = [0,2"] such that | B n Iy| = |B|/2". We define

B i= (B Io)—{m} < (5-Z) A [0,1],
5o | B,| = |B|/2™. Then,

_ (3. ) (35) o _ (3.5) =
| By, + B < 251/"| B| 6 B|B,,| and |B,|=2""0" = 57",
Finally,

_ (3.10) _ (35) _ _
|By 0 B(z,7)| < Co2™r"?|B,,| < /4B, reld,6°].

Now we have shown that the triple A, B,,, v satisfies all the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1
with parameters «, 3,7, /4, and &, €g, dp. It follows that there exists ¢ € spt(r) with the
property that if A’ < A is any subset with |A’| > (1 — p)|A|, then

|A" + ¢Bpls = 6| Al (3.11)

We now claim that |A + ¢B| > 0~ | A| for this specific ¢ € spt(r), which will complete the
proof of Theorem 1.5. If this fails, then by the Pliinnecke-Ruzsa inequality, Lemma 3.2,
we find a subset A’ — A of cardinality |A’| > (1 — p)|A| such that

A" + cBpls S |A + (28 B)|5 Spp 6724l 2 67924,

This contradicts (3.11) for 6 > 0 small enough, depending on n, p. This contradiction
completes the proof of Theorem 1.5. O
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3.2. Reducing the Frostman constant of v. Let v be the measure appearing in the state-
ment of Theorem 1.5 or 3.1. We assumed that v(B(x,r)) < r7 for all scales r < 6. We
will need, in fact, is that v satisfies the Frostman condition v(B(z,r)) < Cr” forall r > 6,
and with an absolute constant C' > 1. It turns out that this can be achieved, eventually
with C' = 40. In this section, we reduce the proof of Theorem 3.1 to the following:

Theorem 3.12. Let 0 < < o < land k > 0. Then, for every v € ((« — 8)/(1 — ), 1],
there exist €, €g, €p, 0o, p € (0, %], depending only on «, 3,7, k, such that the following holds. Let
§e 2 Nwithé € (0,00], and let A, B < (6 - Z) n [0, 1] satisfy the following hypotheses:

(A) |A| <6

(B) |B| = 6=, and B satisfies the following Frostman condition:

|B N B(x,r)| < r|B|, J<r <.
Assume moreover that |B + B| < 0~ “B|B|.

Further, let v be a Borel probability measure with spt(v) < [—1, 1|, and v satisfies the Frostman
condition v(B(x,r)) < 20rY for x € Rand r = §. Then, there exists a point c € spt(v) such that

1A' + ¢B|s = 6¢| A
for all subsets A" = Awith |A’| = (1 — p)|A|.

The proof will require the Pliinnecke-Ruzsa inequality, that is Lemma 3.2 in the previ-
ous section, and also the following [37, Exercise 6.5.12] in the book of Tao and Vu:

Lemma 3.13. Let A, B < § - Z, and assume that |A + B| < K|A| for some K > 1. Then, for
every N = 1 and p > 0, there exists a subset A’ = A with |A’'| = (1 — p)|A| with the property
|A’ . B| Spn KZN/N|A|1+1/N'

The exercise is only stated with constant p = 3, but if one reads the subsequent hint
about how to solve the exercise, it is clear (based on [37, Exercise 6.5.1]) that any p > 0
will work, at the cost of making the implicit constant larger. We are then prepared to
reduce Theorem 3.1 to Theorem 3.12.

Proof of Theorem 3.1 assuming Theorem 3.12. The argument roughly follows [5, Section 5]
in Bourgain’s paper. Recall the meaning of the constants «, 3,7, x from the statement
of Theorem 3.1. Our task is to find the constants €y, €, eg, dg, p € (0, %], depending only
on «, 3,7, k. This will eventually be accomplished by applying Theorem 3.12 with con-
stants «, 3,7, k/2. Recall from the statement of Theorem 3.12 that there exist constants
€0, €, €R, 00, p > 0, which only depend on the constants «, 3,7, x/2. We begin by choosing
€ > 0 so small that c
_ —CJe

oz, (1/6) <Eé <= €<2 (3.14)
for a suitable absolute constant C' > 0 to be determined later. We now pick the other
constants e, e € (0, 3] so that

€0 + €p 1= min{kéy/8, €p/2}. (3.15)

We choose 6y < &, and additionally dp needs to satisfy a few other restrictions, which we
explain on the spot. We finally choose p > 0 so small that

(1=p)A=p—+/p)=(1-p) (3.16)
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With these choices of constants, fix § € (0,00], and let A, B < (6 - Z) n [0,1] be sets, and
let v be a Borel probability measure on [0, 1], satisfying the hypotheses in Theorem 3.1.
To land in a situation where Theorem 3.12 becomes applicable, we consider, instead, the
measure v := v * (—v), where —v(A) := v(—A). Evidently sptv < [—1,1]. As Bourgain
shows in [5, (5.5)], the measure © has the property

v(B(z,r)) <4-v(B(0,7)) <4-supv(B(y,r)), zeR, r>0. (3.17)
yeR

Now, let ¢y = 0 be the infimum of the numbers such that
v(B(0,c0)) > 5- ¢, (3.18)

if any such numbers exist. Evidently ¢y € [0, 1], since v is a probability measure on
B(0,1). If no ¢y as in (3.18) exists, then let ¢y := max{|r| : r € spt 7}, and note that

5.5 2 7(B(0,c0)) = 7(B(0,1)) =1 = ¢ =57 >4%, (3.19)

assuming here that §p > ¢ is sufficiently small in terms of v, ¢g. Assume then that ¢, as
in (3.18), exists. Since sup,cg v(B(y,r)) < r? forall 0 < r < §° by assumption, (3.17)
implies that ¢y > 6. In both cases, ¢y > 6°°. Moreover, we note that spt(v) n {cp, —co} #
& in both cases (in the non-trivial case, otherwise some smaller value of ¢y would also
satisfy (3.18)).

We then consider the re-normalised measure 7 defined by

vO(H) = m V| B(0,eo) (o - H), H c R,

which satisfies spt(70) = ¢!+ (spt 7n B(0, ¢p)) = [—1,1]. Clearly 7 is a Borel probability
measure. Moreover, if z € R and r € [§, 1], then, assuming that ¢ € [0, 1] was defined via
(3.18), we have

B(cox, cor)) (327) 4. v(B(0,cor)) <4. 5 (cor)?

v(

(B < < < =477,
7B@ ) S 2B 0,c0)) 5o 5o "
If ¢y was, instead, defined as ¢y = max{|r| : r € spt v}, then ©(B(0,¢y)) = 1, so

v(B(cox, cor)) G17)

v(B(z,1)) < S(B(0.c0)) < 4-0(B(0,cor)) <20 (cor)? <20-7r7.

The same estimates are also true for » > 1, since || = 1. Therefore, in any case v
satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 3.12 with Frostman constant 20.
We will not apply Theorem 3.12 directly to the sets A, B, but rather to A, (¢ B)s, where

(coB)s = (5-7) ~ (coB)s = (5-7) ~ [0,1].
Evidently |(coB)s| 2 co|B| = §°°|B| by (3.19). It follows that
(coB)s + (coB)s| S [B + Bl < 67 |B| $ 6“7 %|(coB)s|-

Since ¢y + ep < €g/2 by (3.15), and if § > 0 is sufficiently small, we conclude that (¢oB)s
satisfies the small doubling assumption in Theorem 3.12 with constant €g. We moreover
claim that (coB)s satisfies the Frostman condition |(coB)s n B(z,r)| < r%/?|(¢oB);s| for all
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§ <1 < 6% To see this, fix § < r < 6 < §20 < g% (by (3.15) and (3.19)), and note that
(coB)s 0 B(z,r)| S 1B n B(x,c5 ')
< (') 1B
Sep? e rt - |(coB)s|
< 6720 pR2 L pR2 ) (e B)s|
(3.15)
< 0% 2 (e B)sl.
This implies |(coB)s N B(z,r)| < r*/?|(coB)s|, provided that § > ¢ is sufficiently small.
We have now shown that Theorem 3.12 is applicable with the parameters «, 3,7, /2, and
C = 20 to the the sets A, (coB)s, and the measure 7.
Since § < dp < dp, Theorem 3.12 implies the existence of a point ¢ € spt(r®°) < [—-1,1]n
cg' - (spt v — sptv) such that

A" + c(coB)s| = 67°4] (3.20)

for all subsets A’ « A with |A'| = (1 — p)|A]. Note that the point ¢ € spt(7°) in (3.20) can
be written as ¢ = ¢, L. (¢1 — ¢2) for certain points ¢, ¢ € spt(v). Therefore

| A"+ (c1 = e2)Bls = [A" + 922 - ¢oBls 2 |[A" + ¢(coB)sls = 6| A (3.21)
for all A’ ¢ A with |A'] = (1 — p)|A|]. We now claim that there exists ¢ € {c1, c2} such that
|A" + €Bls = 6 |A|, A c A A = (1 - p)l4], (3.22)

assuming that dp > ¢ is small enough, depending on ¢, p. This will prove Theorem 3.1.
Assume that (3.22) fails for both ¢ € {¢1, ¢z}, and let A}, A}, ¢ A be subsets of cardinal-
ities [A}| = (1 — p), j € {1,2}, such that
|A] +c1B| <0 €|A] and |AL + 2Bl < § Al (3.23)
We first observe from the second inequality in (3.23) that
|AL + coBls < 67| A| < 207¢| AL

By Lemma 3.13, for N > 1 there exists a subset A} ¢ A, of cardinality |A%| > (1 — p)|A|
such that
A5 — e3Bl5 Spnv (6727 [AG[IFYN < g2 A1) (3.24)
We apply this with N ~ log,(1/€) satisfying e-2V+2 ~ /e. Since with this choice -2V 2 ~
Ve « 1/logy(1/e) ~ 1/N, we have € - 2¥+1 4 1/N < 2/N ~ 1/logy(1/¢), and we deduce
from (3.24) that
|45 — caBJs S 8O0 0800/0)] 45

for some absolute constant Cy > 0.

Now, recall that [A]| > (1 — p)|A| and |A5]| = (1 — p)|A5| = (1 — /p)|A|. Consequently,
the intersection A’ := A} n Aj satisfies [A’| > (1 — p — /p)|A|. Evidently,

|A" + ¢1B| < 64| < 5700/10g2(1/e)|A/| and |A' — B| Sy 5*00/10g2(1/6)|A/|_

By Lemma 3.2, there exists a further subset A” < A’ with

(3.16)
A" = (1= p)| A= (1 -p)A—p—+p)Al = (1-p)A]



14 TUOMAS ORPONEN

such that
314)
|A// +¢B— C2B|6 se,p 5*200/10g2(1/6)|A//| (< ) 576/2|A|.
This contradicts (3.21) for § > 0 small enough, depending on ¢, p, and proves (3.22). The
proof of Theorem 3.1 is complete. O

3.3. Removing reference to subsets. In the previous reductions, we have upgraded the
assumptions of Theorem 1.5 in two ways: we have arranged the set B to have small
doubling, and we have arranged the Frostman constant of v to be absolute. However,
there has been a price: whereas Theorem 1.5 only claims that |[A + c¢B|; = 6~ | A] for some
c € spt(v), Theorem 3.12 claims the existence of ¢ € spt(v) such that |A + ¢Bls = 6 ¢|A]
for all A" ¢ A with |[A'] = (1 — p)|A]. It turns out that this innocent-looking difference
makes Theorem 3.12 difficult (impossible for the author) to prove with a direct assault.
Therefore, we need a final reduction to the following statement:

Theorem 3.25. Let 0 < < o < land k > 0. Then, for every v € ((« — 8)/(1 — ), 1],
there exist €, €y, €p,00 € (0, %], depending only on «, 3,7, k, such that the following holds. Let
§ € 27N with § € (0,00, and let A, B < (§ - Z) n [0, 1] satisfy the following hypotheses:

(A) |A| <o

(B) |B| = 07, and B satisfies the following Frostman condition:

B A Bla,r)| <r*|B|, 6 <r<ov.
Assume moreover that |B + B| < 0~ “B|B|.

Further, let v be a Borel probability measure with spt(v) < [—1,1] satisfying the Frostman
condition v(B(z,r)) < 40 - 7 for x € Rand r = 0. Then, there exists a point ¢ € spt(v) such
that |A + ¢B|; = 6| Al.

Theorem 3.25 only differs from Theorem 3.12 in its (superficially) weaker conclusion,
and in that the Frostman constant of v has increased from 20 to 40.

Proof of Theorem 3.12 assuming Theorem 3.25. Fix the parameters 0 < f < o < 1, k, and
v > (o — B)/(1 — B) from Theorem 3.12. As usual, our task is to find the parameters
€, €0, €B, 0o, p such that Theorem 3.12 is satisfied. In doing so, we apply Theorem 3.25 to
the parameters 0 < § < @ < 1 and k, where & € («,1) is arbitrary such that the key
inequality v > (a — 3)/(1 — j) still holds. Then, we let

€, €0,€R,00 > 0 (3.26)

be the constants given by Theorem 3.25 with parameters &, 3, k,y. We now begin defin-
ing the parameters ¢, €, €, do, p. We set

€:=¢ and ep =¢€g. (3.27)

We will need that §y < dy, and there will be an additional (simple) dependences on the
allowed parameters, which will be explained when they arise. To define the parameters
€, p, fix a natural number N ~ 1/€, so that the following holds:

(N -1 <e/2. (3.28)
Then, let
a—«
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Finally, define p > 0, depending only on €, so small that

(20— (1-p")"* <1, (3.30)

This is possible, since the inequality is clearly true for p = 0.

We will now make the counter assumption that Theorem 3.12 fails for certain sets
A,B c (§-Z)n[0,1], and a probability measure v on [—1, 1], satisfying the hypotheses of
Theorem 3.12 with parameters «, 3, k, v, and the constants €, €, g described above. This
means that for every c € C' = spt(v), there exists a subset A. = A with the properties

[Acl = (1= p)|A| and [Ac+cBls <6 |Al (3.31)

The plan is to use this information to construct a new set A < (§ - Z) n [0, 1], and a new

probability measure © on [—1, 1], such that the triple A, B, 7 satisfies the hypotheses of

Theorem 3.25 with parameters @, 3, k, v and constants &, €3, but nevertheless |A + cB| <

6| A] for all ¢ € spt(i7). This contradiction will complete the proof of Theorem 3.12.
Given such a set A. = A for every c € C, we observe that

J. . J |[Ae, N0 Ay | du(ey) -+ -du(en) = (1= p)V A (3.32)
by Holder’s inequality. Consider the set
Q:={(c1,...,en)€CN LAy N oo n Ay | = $IA[},
If "I" temporarily stands for the integral in (3.32), we have
(1= pMAl < T <™ (Q) - 51A]+ (1 - vN(Q9) - |4,
which can be rearranged to vV (2¢) < 2(1 — (1 — p)"). Consequently

N =1-20—(1—p)N) =:1—6,. (3.33)
Forey,...,c, € C fixed, we define
Qeyoen = {(Cnity - en) €CNT  (cr,...,en) € Q.
It follows from Fubini’s theorem that
NN Qey ) = ny—”—l(ch...cnc) dv(c) (3.34)
forall ¢i,...,¢c, € C,and 0 < n < N — 2. The same remains true for n = 0, if the left

hand side is interpreted as vV (Q). Equation (3.34) also remains valid for n = N — 1 if we
define the notation vV "1 = 1,0 as follows:

VO(ch---cN_lc) =1q(c1,...,cN-1,0). (3.35)
We will use this notation in the sequel.
For (c1,...,cn) € Q fixed, we write
Acjivey = Ay ncoonAey = Ay = %\A| (3.36)
We now construct a sequence of sets H,, < § - Z, 1 < n < N. At the same time, we will
construct subsets C'1,...,Cn < C, and points ¢, € Cy,, 1 <n < N, with the properties
N Qo) =16, and v(C,)=1-0, 1<n<N, (3.37)

where we define inductively
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In particular, the first part of (3.37) with n = N shows that (c1,...,cy) € , recall the
notation (3.35). As a second remark, recalling the definition of 6y = 2(1 — (1 — p)?), and
combining this with the definition of p in (3.30), one sees that 6,, < % forall 1 <n < N.
To begin with, we define

Cy:={ceC:vN71Q) =16},

and we choose an arbitrary element ¢; € C;. Since
1—-60y < VN(Q) = ny_l(Qc) dv(c) <v(Cy)-(1—=01)+ (1 —v(CY)) = =6, -v(C]) + 1

by (3.33), we observe that v(Cf) < 6y/61 = 61, and consequently v(C;) > 1 — 6;. In
particular C; # ¢J. We then define

H1 = ClB.

Assume inductively that Hy,...,H, and C,...,C, < C,and ¢; € Cj, 1 < j < n, have
already been constructed, and satisfy (3.37). We pick an element ¢,,11 € Cy, 41, where

Cpy1:={ceC: VN_"_l(ch...cnc) >1—-0,41}, 1<n<N-1
For n = N — 1, the notation vV ~""1((Q,, ..., ) should be interpreted as in (3.35), so
Cny ={ceC:1g(c1,...,ecn—1,0) =21 —=0n} ={ceC: (c1,...,cN-1,C) € Q}.
For an arbitrary choice ¢, 41 € Cy41, we note that the first part of (3.37) is satistfied with
index "n + 1", by the definition of C,, 1.
The set C,, 1 also satisfies the second part of (3.37) with index "n + 1", since

(3.37)
1—-0, < VN_n(QCr“Cn) o2 fVN_n_l(QCr--ch) dv(c) < =bpi1-v(Cpyy) + 1,

and consequently v(Cf, 1) < 0,/0p41 = Oy, and v(Cpg1) = 1 — 011

Whereas ¢; € C; was chosen arbitrarily, the element ¢,y € C, 41 is chosen in such
a way that the quantity |H,, + ¢,+1B|s is maximised, among all possible choices ¢,+1 €
Cp11. We then define

Hn+1 = (Hn + Cn+1B)5-

Continuing in this manner produces a distinguished sequence (ci,...,cn) € Q, which
we fix for the remainder of the argument, and the sequence of sets H, ..., Hy.

Note that H, < (0 -Z) n [0,N] for all 1 < n < N by a straightforward induc-
tion, so |H,| < N 5~1. Therefore, by the pigeonhole principle, there exists an index
ne{l,...,N — 1} such that

|Hpy1| < (N6HYN=DH, | < 207V H,,). (3.38)

For this particular index n € {1,...,N — 1}, we then have |H,, + ¢Bls < |[Hp41| <
26~ V/IN=D|H,| for all ¢ € C,,, by the definition of H, , and therefore

|H,, + ¢B|s <6~ %|H,|, ceChyi, (3.39)

recalling (3.28), and assuming that § > 0 is small enough.
We now claim that (3.39) violates Theorem 3.25 with parameters &, 3, ,y, and with
the objects
A:=H,, B, and v:=v(Cpi1) " Ve, (3.40)

We need to check the following items to contradict Theorem 1.5:
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(a) |A] <07,

(b) |B| = 6% and |B + B| < 6 °2|B|, and B satisfies a Frostman condition with
exponents x and €,

(c) v satisfies a Frostman condition with exponent v and constant 40.

Point (b) is true by assumption (and since we chose eg = €p and ¢y = &), so only (a)
and (c) need to be verified. We first use the Pliinnecke-Ruzsa inequality to establish (a),
assuming that § > 0 is sufficiently small in terms of N,a. Clearly A can be written as
a sum of n < N sets of the form ¢, B, for some 1 < m < n, where ¢, is an index in
the (fixed) sequence (c1,...,cn) € Q. Noting that A.,...., < A.,, < A, each of these sets
individually satisfies

@3 (B3
[ Aeyen + emBls < |Ae, + emBls < 6 4] < 267 Ae,enl-

We may therefore infer that
A| S 0724l < 672 e,

from the Pliinnecke-Ruzsa inequality, Lemma 3.2. This inequality implies |A| < §~¢ for
small enough ¢ > 0, recalling our choice of € at (3.29).
We move to (c). Recalling (3.40), and from (3.37) that v(C},41) =

1 1
v(B(z,r)) <2 -v(B(z,r)) <4077, zeR,r=4.

— 0N = 5, we have

We have now reached a situation which violates Theorem 3.25 for the choice of param-
eters @, 3, k,7: the objects A, B, i satisfy all the hypotheses (by (a)-(c)), but nevertheless
we have |A + ¢B|s < 6 ¢|A| for all ¢ € spt(?) = Cpy1 (We know this for ¢ € Cp,41 by
(3.39), but this implies the same for c € Chrit, up to a constant factor). This violates The-
orem 3.25, since € > 0 was the constant associated to &, 3, k,~y. Therefore the counter
assumption (3.31) is false, and the proof of Theorem 3.12 is complete.

To be precise, we have ignored that A = [0, N] instead of A = [0, 1]. This can be dealt
with as in the proof of Corollary 1.7, or below (3.10). We leave this to the reader. O

3.4. Bonus reduction. We have now reduced the proof of Theorem 1.5 to the proof of
Theorem 3.25. For notational convenience in the future, we mention one final reduction:
we may assume that 1 € spt(v). Indeed, assume that Theorem 3.25 is known under
this extra assumption. Then, let A, B,v be a general triple as in Theorem 3.25. Since
v is a probability measure, spt(v) < [—1,1] and v(B(z,r)) < 40 - 17, the point ¢y €
spt(v) n [—1, 1] with maximal absolute value satisfies

|Co| = 4071/7.

Consider the measure 7(A) := v(cpA). Observe that v(B(z,r)) < 40 - r” and spt(v) =
¢y ' spt(v). Therefore 1 € spt(7) < [—1,1], so 7 satisfies the extra assumption. We then
apply the (assumedly known) version of Theorem 3.25 to A, (coB)s, . The set (coB)s will
have slightly worse constants than B, in a manner depending on v only, so the theorem
needs to be applied with appropriately modified parameters. Once this has been done,
we find a point ¢ = ¢; '¢; € spt(7), where ¢; € spt(v), such that

[A+¢Bls Z [A+ (c1/co) - (coB)sls = |A + c(coB)sls = 67| A],

and the proof of Theorem 3.25 (without the extra assumption) is complete.
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.25

4.1. Preliminaries. We have now reduced the proof of Theorem 1.5 to the proof of The-
orem 3.25. We fix the parameters «, 3,7,k, with0 < f < o < land (o — 3)/(1 — B) <
v < 1. We also fix sets A, B < (§ - Z) n [0,1] and a Borel probability measure v with
spt(v) < [—1,1], satisfying all the hypotheses of Theorem 3.25 with sufficiently small
constants ¢, eg > 0 to be determined later. For future reference, we write

|A| =: 679, 0<a<a. (4.1)

We make a counter assumption: [A + c¢B|s; < 6~ ¢|A| for all ¢ € spt(v). Since we may
assume that 1 € spt(v) by Section 3.4, we have the assumptions

|A+ B| <6 |A] and |B+ B| <45 5|B| (4.2)

If ,eg > 0in (4.2) are small enough, depending only on «, 3, k,7, we will be able to
find a point ¢ € spt(v) such that |[A + ¢B|s > d~¢|A|. This will violate the counter as-
sumption, and prove Theorem 3.25. The necessary values of ¢ = €(a, 5,7,x) > 0 and
ep = e, B,7, k) > 0in (4.2) will be fixed during the proof of Proposition 4.12.

4.2. Shmerkin’s inverse theorem. In the case A = B, Bourgain [5] used an assumption
of the form (4.2) to obtain, up to passing to a subset, a special multi-scale structure inside
A: informally speaking, when passing from one scale to the next, either A has full branch-
ing, or then no branching. Similar statements have, after Bourgain’s work, been proved
by Hochman [18] and Shmerkin [32] in the case where A # B, and indeed A and B may
have very different sizes. This is our situation, and we will apply Shmerkin’s theorem,
which we state in Theorem 4.6.

Definition 4.3 (§-sets and measures, L?>-norms). Let § € 27" be a dyadic rational. A
subset of (§ - Z) n [0, 1) is called a -set. A probability measure supported on a J-set is
called a §-measure. The L?-norm of a §-measure y is defined by

1/2
lpel 2 == (Z u({z})2> -

2€0-7

We will only be concerned with §-measures of the form p = |A|7'H°| 4, where A <
[0,1) is a d-set. Then ||u|| 2 = |A|7Y/2.

Definition 4.4 (Uniform sets). Letm, N € N, and set § := 2=V € 27N, For A c [0,1) and
s €{0,...,N — 1}, write Z,,,s(A) := {I € D5 : An I # J} for the collection of dyadic
intervals of side-length 27 (these are denoted D,,;) with non-empty intersection with
A. We say that A is (m, N)-uniform if

RA(S) = |I (@) A|27m(s+1)7 I eImS(A)7
is independent of the choice of I € Z,,5(A). We may also write that A is (m, N, R4)-

uniform if the branching numbers R 4 need emphasising.

As in [32], we will only consider uniform sets which are also J-sets. It was observed
by Bourgain [5] that every é-set contains a uniform subsets of "comparable" cardinality.
Thus, the possibility of finding uniform subsets has nothing to do with an assumption
like (4.2). To explain what (4.2) implies, we introduce the following terminology:
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Definition 4.5 (-polarised pair). Let m, N € N, = 2™ and > 0. A pair of (m, N)-
uniform sets (A, B) is (n, m, N)-polarised, if

Rp(s)>1 =— Ru(s)=20="m  se{0,...,N —1}.
If A = B, we say that A (instead of (A4, A)) is (n, m, N)-polarised.

Note that Ra(s) < 2™ for all s € {0,...,N — 1}, so Ra(s) = 20-"™ means that
R A(s) is nearly maximal. Bourgain [5] proved that if A is a d-set with |A + A| < 67| 4],
then A contains a uniform subset A’ such that |A’| > §"|A|, and A’ is n-polarised, where
n = 0.(1). This means that either R/(s) = 1 or Ry/(s) = 2= for all scales "s".

Versions of Bourgain’s "polarisation theorem", explained above, for two different sets
were found by Hochman [18] and Shmerkin [32]. Hochman first showed that if ., v are
probability measures on [0, 1), then the entropy inequality H(u * v) < H(u) + € implies
a measure-theoretic version of the polarisation phenomenon for s, v. The set version,
below, was established by Shmerkin [32] (with a proof very different from [18]):

Theorem 4.6 (Shmerkin). Let n > 0, and let m(n) € N be sufficiently large, depending on n.
Then, for all m = m(n) there exists e = e(n, m) > 0 such that the following holds for all large
enough N € N. Let § = (2=™)N, and let A, B < [0, 1] be 6-sets such that

|A+ B| <5794

Then, there exist (m, N)-uniform sets A’ ¢ Aand B' < B such that |A’| = 6"|A|, |B'| = §"|B|,
and (A', B') is (n,m, N)-polarised.

Remark 4.7. To be accurate, Theorem 4.6 is a slight refinement of Shmerkin’s theorem: [32,
Theorem 2.1] literally contains the following statement: if n > 0 and mg € N, then there
exists m = m(n, mg) = moand € = €(n, mgy) > 0as in Theorem 4.6. However, if one inspects
the proof of [32, Theorem 2.1], one observes that the only dependence of m = m(n, mg)
on my is "m = my", and any choice of m > mg works, provided that m is also sufficiently
large in terms of 7. This is precisely what Theorem 4.6 says.

As another remark, Shmerkin’s theorem actually concerns a pair of J-measures i, 12
instead of d-sets: the measures of interest for our application are simply u; = |A| 7 HO| 4
and py = |B|71HY| 5, and with such choices [32, Theorem 2.1] implies Theorem 4.6.

Remark 4.8. We will be applying Theorem 4.6 to dyadic scales of the form § = 27",
where ¢,m, N € N. Since § = (27™)*N = (27/")N a 5-set A < [0,1) may be (m, (N)-
uniform, (¢m, N )-uniform, or both. The former condition means that the branching num-
bers R’} (s) = |A N I|y-m(s+1) are well-defined for m € [¢N], whereas the latter means that
the branching numbers R9™(c) = |A N I|g—tm(o+1) are well-defined for o € [N]. It is clear
that every (m, /N)-uniform 2=V -set is (¢m, N)-uniform, and indeed

l(o+1)—1
Rio)= [] RiGs), oelNl.
s=lo
The converse is generally not true, so (m, N)-uniformity is a strictly stronger property
than (/m, N)-uniformity. We will also be interested in pairs (A, B) which are sometimes
(n, m, N )-polarised, and sometimes (7, {m, N)-polarised. In contrast to uniformity, there
is no simple implication between these two properties.
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In addition to Shmerkin’s theorem, we will also need a lemma from its proof:

Lemma 4.9. Let m,{,N € N, § = 27N and let A < [0,1) be an (m, (N)-uniform &-
set. Then A is also (¢m, N, R®™)-uniform for some Ra: [N] — {1,...,2"}. IfS < [N]is
arbitrary, there exists A’ = A which is (m,(N)-uniform, and also (¢m, N, R%?)-uniform with

1 cedS
A= (4] T]RY (@), and RY(o) =42, ’
L[s A R'M(0), o¢S.
A similar statement holds true if S < [N, with the only difference that "R ()" and "R5 (o))"
should be replaced by "R"}'(s)” and "R'},(s)" for s € [{N].

The lemma above is [32, Lemma 3.7]. To be accurate, the statement about A’ remaining
(m, {N)-uniform is not part of the statement of [32, Lemma 3.7], but the 3.8-line proof
quickly reveals that (m, /N)-uniformity is not violated when passing between A and A’;
the only point is to "collapse" all the branching of A for levels corresponding to o € S, or
equivalently for s € {¢o,¢(c + 1) — 1} forallo € S.

4.3. Applying the inverse theorem. We start by fixing the following parameters:

(={(a,B,7,k) €N,
n =n(a, B,7,k) € (0,1), (4.10)
mg € Nwith mg > (40 + CQ)/?].

Here Cj > 0 is an absolute constant to be specified later. The values of all these constants
will be specified later, but as indicated above, all of them only depend on «, 3, v, k. For
the reader interested in seeing specific choices, we refer to (4.23) and the discussion af-
terwards. Recall that the set B satisfies the Frostman condition |B n B(z,r)| < r|B| for
all r < 0°, where we may freely choose ¢y = ¢y(a, 5, K, 7). We choose

€0 :=1. (4.11)

We will assume that 7, €, eg < 1/1000 in the sequel (but these upper bounds will generally
not suffice). This section is devoted to the proof of the following proposition, whose
proof will also finalise the choice of the parameters ¢, eg > 0, relative to 7:

Proposition 4.12. There exist €,eg > 0 and m = my, depending on «, 3,7, k, such that the
following holds for all 6 € 27N of the form § = 27N, N e N. Assume that A, B < [0,1]
are §-sets satisfying the small doubling assumptions (4.2). Then there exist subsets A’ < A and
B’ < B with the following properties:

(1) A’ and B’ are (m, (N )-uniform with |A’| = 6"|A| and |B'| = §"/?|B|.

(2) The pair (A’, B') is (n, m, LN )-polarised.

(3) The set B'is (n/2,¢m, N )-polarised.

Remark 4.13. In the sequel, we will always work with scales of the form § = 2—tmN with
the fixed parameters ¢, m, which depend on «, 3, 7, . In other words, we initially prove
Theorem 3.25 (and find the constants ¢, €g, eg) for only scales of this special form. After
this has been accomplished, it is easy to check that the case of general scales § € 2 is a
corollary, assuming that the upper bound §y = do (v, 8, v, k) > 0 for ¢ is sufficiently small.
The reason is that if 6 € 27N is arbitrary, then there exists a scale of the form 5 = 2-tmN
with § < & S5 0. We leave the rest of this reduction to the reader.
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As another remark, we will later in the paper need to assume that ¢ = €¢(a,y) > 0 is
sufficiently small that

¢ ol
_— < —. .
l—a—c 2 (414)

This requirement should be combined with the one coming from Proposition 4.12.

Proof of Proposition 4.12. We begin by applying Theorem 4.6 with constant 7 > 0 to the
pair (B, B), for which we assumed in (4.2) that |B + B| < 6 “8|B|. Assume that m >
m(n?) € Nis sufficiently large that Theorem 4.6 applies. Assume additionally that m >
mg, where my is the constant from (4.10). Then, if eg = eg(n?,fm) = ep(a, B3,7,k) > 0
and § = (27")N are sufficiently small, we find an (/m, N)-uniform subset B’ = B such
that |B'| > 6"’ |B|, and B’ is (n, ¢m, N)-polarised. We have now fixed the value of the
parameter eg > 0 in (4.10) (and hence in Theorem 3.25)!

Next, note that |A + B’| < |A + B| < ¢ ¢|A|. We therefore may apply Theorem 4.6
again to the pair (4, B'), again with parameter 7 > 0. If € = €(n*,m) > 0 is sufficiently
small, we find an (m, /N)-uniform subset A’ — A with |A’] > 7' |A| > §7|A|, and an
(m, ¢N)-uniform subset B” ¢ B’ such that

IB"| = "' |B|, (4.15)

and (A4’ B") is (73, m,{N)-polarised. In particular (A’, B”) is (1, m,{N)-polarised. We
have now fixed the value of the parameter € > 0 in (4.2)!

Are we done with properties (1)-(3) above? Not quite: while passing from B’ to B”,
we might have lost the (n?, m, N)-polarisation of B’. The plan will be to pass to a final
(m, {N)-uniform subset B” < B” which is (1/2, {m, N)-polarised, and such that |B”| >
§"4|B"|. Then finally

‘B”’| > 5n/4|B//‘ > 5n/4+173|B/| > 5’7/4+2"3\B| > 577/2|B‘.

Also (A’, B”) remains (n, m, {N)-polarised, since this property is not violated by replac-
ing B” by an (m, N )-uniform subset, for example B".
Write

So:={oce[N]:R% (o) =1} and S;:={o€e[N]:RE(0)=> 2(1*"3)&”},
Since B’ was constructed to be (n?, ¢m, N)-polarised, we have [N] = Sy U S;, and
B = [] B (o) = 20-m)mis,
o€eSy

Now, let Spaq = {0 € S1 : R (o) < 207201 and Syo0q = S1\ Shad- (Note that the
numbers R (o) are well-defined, since B” is (m, /N)-uniform, hence (¢m, N)-uniform.)
Then, since evidently R% (o ) R (o) = 1forall o € Sy, we have

‘B”|_ H RB” H RB” <21 n/2)tm|Spaal . 9tm(|S1]—|Sbadl)

0€Shad Uesgood
_ otmiSi|—(n/2)6m}Spaa]

On the other hand, recalling that 6 = 2mN we have

B "2 67 1B = o7 ] BE (o) = 27 tmN+A=nimisi]

eS8t
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Combining these inequalities and dividing both sides by 2¢m|S1| yields
9~ (1/2mISuaal 5 g=PtmN=w*miSil — 1§ 4| < 2PN + 20%S1] < (n/4)N,

noting that 161> < 7 since 7 < 1/1000. At this point, we simply apply the "collapsing"
Lemma 4.9 to the the (m, /N)-uniform set B”, and the set of scales S := Sp,q. The result
is an (m, N )-uniform subset B” < B”, which is also (¢ém, N, R%%)-uniform, with

R (o), o ¢ Sbads
1, o€ Sbad- ’

R (o) = {

and
|B///| > |B//| ) 1_[ REBW(U)—l > |B//| . 2—£m\8bad| > 677/4 . |B”|.
0€Shad
Then B” is (n/2, ém, N)-polarised, since if R%% (o) > 1, then necessarily o € Syo0d, hence
Rm(0) = R (o) = 20720 by definition. Now the pair of sets A’, B” (in place of
A', B) satisfies all the requirements (1)-(3) in Proposition 4.12. O

4.4. Pruning B’ to improve separation I. It will be useful to reduce B’ to a further sub-
set, in order to gain a little extra separation. We prove the following proposition:

Proposition 4.16. Let B’ < B be the (m,{N)-uniform (n/2,¢m, N)-polarised set found in
Proposition 4.12. Then, there exists an (m, (N )-uniform (n,{m, N )-polarised subset B" < B’
with |B"| = §"?|B'|, and which satisfies the following separation property:

S € [EN], I, I, e Ims(B”), L#]I, = diSt(Il,Ig) > 275, (4.17)

Proof. We perform a straightforward "top down" reduction of B’. At scale s = 0, there
is only one interval [0, 1) € Zy(B’), so (4.17) is clear. Atscale s = 1, remove I n B’ from
B’ for at most every second interval I € Z,,(B’). This results in a new set B} < B’ with
|B{| > %|B’| points, and

B(0) = 1Bl > LRE )

Next, for s = 2, consider every (remaining) interval in Z,,(B}). For each I € Z,,(B}), at
most 1 of the intervals from Ty, (B]) contained in I need removal to ensure (4.17) at level
s = 2. However, the (minimal) number may vary depending on the choice of I € Z,,,(B]).
Fortunately, by removing some extra Zy,, (B )-intervals if necessary, we may make the
number independent of I € Z,,(B}). This way, the number of remaining points in B}
again gets reduced by at most a factor of % For the remaining points, say Bj, the new
branching numbers Rgé (2) := | B4 n I|y—2m are independent of the choice of I € Z,,(By)),

and of course RE; (0) = Rg,l (0) (in general, the removal process at level s never alters the
branching numbers at levels < s — 1). Hence B, is again (m, /N )-uniform.

Once the deletion process has been executed successively at all levels s € {1,...,/N},
the remaining set B” := B, satisfies

|B//| > Q—ZN‘B/‘ _ 51/m . |B/| > 577/2 . |B/|7
recalling that m > mgy > 2/n > 1/n by Proposition 4.12 and (4.10). Also, B” remains
(m, ¢N)-uniform, with R, (s) > $R7,(s) for s € [(N]. This implies that if R%}(o) > 1,

then
RZBT%L(O,) > QfZR%rCL(O,) > 275+(1717/2)2m _ 2(1717/271/m)ém > 2(1777)€m

)
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by the (n/2,¢m, N)-polarisation of B’, and using that m > my > 2/n, recall (4.10). In
other words, B” is (1, {m, N)-polarised, as claimed. O

Since |B| = §"?|B| by Proposition 4.16, we have |B"| > §"/%|B’| = §"|B|. Also, since
(A’, B')is (n,m,{N)-polarised, the same is true of (A’, B”). To simplify notation, we will
remove one prime, that is, assume that B’ already satisfies the separation property (4.17)
constructed for B” in the proposition above. To summarise the progress so far:

o |A| = 6" Aland |B'| = §"|B),
o (A, B)is (n,m,{N)-polarised and B’ is (1, {m, N)-polarised,
o B’ satisfies the separation property (4.17).

4.5. Intervals with small but non-zero B’-branching. For intervals Z c [(N] and J
[N], and for D’ € {A’, B}, we define

B(T) =] | RB(s) and RENT):= ] RE (o).
sel oeJ
We also define ANp to consist of the maximal intervals Z = [N] such that R} (Z) = 1.
Thus the intervals in NV partition the set {0 € [N] : R%(0) = 1}.

Lemma 4.18. Write |B| := 651, where 31 > 3 by the hypothesis of Theorem 3.25. Then the
following lower bound holds for the total length of the intervals in Np::

Yozl (-4 N
IENB/

Remark 4.19. We remark that 51 < a4+ € < 1 (recall (4.14) for the second inequality). Oth-
erwise |A + B| > |B| = 71 > §~¢|A|, violating our counter assumption (4.2). Therefore
1 — 1 > 0, which will be (tacitly) needed several times below.

Proof. Let Ng: := UNp < [N]. Note that if o € [N]\ Np/, then R%'(0) > 1, and conse-
quently R (o) = 20=m™ by the (n, ¢m, N)-polarisation of B'. It follows that

9BLmN _ 5=P1 > IB'| = 1_[ REBW(J) > o(l=m)ém-(N—=|Ng|),
o€[N]\ Np/
Consequently N — |[Np/| < (51/(1 —n)) - N, and finally
INp|>N— 4N =(1-£)N,
as claimed. u

We would next like to extend the intervals Z € N to the left in such a manner that the
B’-branching numbers of the extended intervals are relatively small, but not vanishingly
small; say, we keep extending left until the extension Z o T satisfies R%(Z) ~ o¢tm|Z]
for some small parameter ( > 0. Unfortunately, this is not always possible: consider
for example a scenario where the elements in Nz are singletons. Then, as soon as an
interval (a singleton) Z € Np is extended to the left by a single element o € [N], we have

R (o) ~ 2™ by the polarisation of B’, and hence

RN U {o}) = R o) ~ 2fm = ofmiTuiell/2,
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The right hand side is far too large for our purposes. This issue is not possible to over-
come as long as we are fixated with the single scale partition [NV], and here arises the
need to play with the two different scale partitions [N] and [¢/N].
The solution is to identify every interval Z € N/ with another, /-times longer, sub-
interval of [/N]. More precisely, for every 7 = {o,...,7} < [N], we define the interval
(T :={lo,lo +1,... . 0(r+1)—1} c [{N].
Thus, for example ({0} = [/], and ¢[N] = [¢N]. It is easy to check that the branching
numbers interact with this operation as follows:
"(¢T) = R9WT), D'e{A',B'},Ic[N].
In particular:
TeNy — RP(IT)=1 — RZUI) =1. (4.20)
Motivated by this observation, we define
ENB/ = {EI : IENB/}.

The intervals in N partition {o € [N] : R%*(o) = 1} by definition. The intervals in (/g
are contained in the set {s € [(N] : R}, (s) = 1} by (4.20), but may not cover it. However,
we may infer the following lower bound for their total length form Lemma 4.18:

Corollary 4.21. The following lower bound holds for the total length of the intervals in N;:
> Tl= (- L) eN.
JEN g/

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 4.18 and the relation [¢(Z| = ¢|Z| (noting
also that if Z;,7Zy < [N]| with Z; n Zy = J, then {7y n {1y = ). O

Next, instead of extending the intervals in N to the left, as we first proposed, we do
this to the intervals in £Az/. More precisely, fix a small parameter

¢=C((a,B,7,k) >0 with 7 <«4g~x (¢ <r/2. (4.22)
It will eventually turn out that , ¢ > 0 will need to be chosen so small that
(1--2) - (=022 > L1 - B) — (- B)/T], (429)

where (a—f)/(1—f) < T < ~isa constant to be fixed in (4.29), which satisfies " > ~/2. It
might look suspicious that the requirement in (4.23) depends on 31, and not just o, 3, &, .
To see that this is not a problem, denote the left hand side L(3;) and the right hand side
% - R(f1). With this notation, one can easily check that

L) = RIS 2+ 158 and R(B) > R() Zapo 1

The lower bound on R(5) follows from I' > (o — 3)/(1 — ). From these estimates,
one sees that if ,{ > 0 are chosen small enough depending only on «, 3,7, k, then
|L(B1) — R(B1)| < 2R(B) < 3R(B1), and hence L(B1) = 1 - R(B1), as in (4.23).

In addition to the constraint in (4.23), we will finally (after (4.59)) need to take 7 suffi-
ciently small in terms of ((y —1I")/4. Of course (4.23) is compatible with such a constraint.

Enumerate (N = {7, 15, ...,Z;}, where max Z; < minZ; . Start with Z, and recall
that R}, (Zi) = 1 by (4.20). Begin extending 7, to the left, adding elements of [/N] one
by one, until (the newly defined interval) Z;, satisfies
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(@) R (Zy) = 26Tl or
(b) 0 €Iy, and R} (Zi) < 26m|Zxl
In both cases (a)-(b) we have the upper bound

RE(Tp) < 26mUZel=1) . gm < gm(CIZel+1) < om(20)I1Zxl (4.24)
choosing here ¢ = ¢(«, 3,7) > 1 sufficient large that
(=2 = (Tlzi=1

This will be legitimate, since ¢ only depends on «, /3, v, k. Later, in (4.37), we will need to
couple this requirement with ¢ > ¢!, where € = ¢(a, 3,7) > 0.

The extended interval Z;, may have "swallowed" a number of the previous intervals
Z; € {Np: note however that if 7; n 7}, # & for some 1 < j < k, then actually Z; c 7,
since R}, (Z;) = 1 (in other words, there is no reason why the extension algorithm would
terminate in the middle of Z;). Let Z, € ¢{Np be the right-most interval which does
not intersect (equivalently: is not contained in) the extension 7. If no such interval
remains, the algorithm terminates. Otherwise, repeat the extension procedure with 7y, .
Continue in this manner until all the intervals in /N are contained in (precisely) one of
the extensions. Then rename the extensions as {71, ..., Ji}.

Since all the intervals in /N are contained in one of the extensions J;, we have
YITi|l = (1 = p1/(1 —n)) - €N by Corollary 4.21. Unfortunately, the leftmost interval
J1 will be "useless" to us in case it was generated by case (b) (of course the intervals
Jo, ..., Ty, if any exist, were generated by case (a)). We will next argue that 7; is so short
in this case that its removal makes virtually no difference for the sum ) |7;|.

If the interval J; was indeed generated by case (b), then J; = {0,...,h} for some
he{0,...,¢N — 1}. Writing r := 27™(+1) > §, then

|B'|, < RE/(J1) < 261l = om(h1) —_ =€ (4.25)
If r > g = 2-%mN then

(4.11)
\Jil=h+1<e (N < n-(N. (4.26)

On the other hand, if § < r < §%, then the Frostman condition for B yields
|B" n B(z,7)| < |B n B(z,r)| < r*|B| <r"- 6§ "|B'|, zeR,

and consequently

4.25
r¢ ( > ) |B|, = r" 4",

This yields ¢ > ¢, and since ¢ < /2 by (4.22), we have r > §2n/k, Recalling that
r=2"""+1) and § = 27N this rearranges to

|71 =h+1< 2. ¢N.

Combining this estimate with (4.26), we reach the following conclusion: if A} stands for

the intervals among {71, . .., J;} which were generated by case (a), then
!
YTIE NG - A = (1 - £ - 2 N (4.27)
J€N+ i=1
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To recap, the intervals in AV are subsets of [/ N], they are roughly compositions of a few
intervals in /N, plus a little extra, and

(4.24)

2Cm|J| < R%L/(j) < 2m(2<)|J|, je_/\/'Jr_ (4.28)

4.6. Branching of A’ on typical intervals in ;. In this section we are concerned with
upper bounding the numbers R}, (J) for J € N,. We already sketched these computa-
tions in Section 1.2. Recall that 7 > (o« — 3)/(1 — 3) is one of the parameters specified in
the statement of Theorem 3.25. Write

Pi=1.28 11 ye((a-B)/1-p).). (4.29)
and decompose NV = NV U A i‘igh, where
Now (T e N R(T) < 2"y and MMM = v\ oW, (4.30)

We remark thatT" > ~/2 > 0, since 8 < a.

We claim that the total length of intervals in A" must be reasonably large; in the
sequel, these will be the only "useful" intervals for us. More precisely, if n,{ > 0 are
sufficiently small (as chosen in (4.23)), then

2. 1= 5[0 -8) — (a = B)/T]-LN. (431)
JeNlew
Note that (1 — 3) — (a — 3)/T > 0, since I' > (o — 3)/(1 — ). To prove (4.31), set
N:= UN; U {s€e[lN]: RE(s) =1} c [(N].
We start by claiming that

[[ENT\N = (B1 —n —2() - £N. (4.32)
To see this, start with the estimate
o< IB < [[RE(s)- [] 2m =2V TTRE(s). (4.33)
seN se[{N]\ seN

The last factor can further be decomposed to those indices "s" with R, (s) = 1 (which in
total contribute "1" to the product), and then a product over the intervals J € N,

(4.28)

[[RE)= [] RB(7) < [ 2m@Il < omCom, (4.34)

seN JeN JeN;
Recalling that 6 = 2—tmN and combining (4.33)-(4.34), leads to

Qm\[ZN] \N| > 2ZmN([3171772C)’
which is equivalent to (4.32).
We continue with the proof of (4.31). Note that, by the (n, m,/N)-polarisation of

(A", B'), we have R7}(s) = 20="™ for all m € [(N]\M < {s € [¢(N] : RE(s) > 1}.
Consequently,

> |A = HR%(S). H o(l=mm - o(1—n)m|[EN]\ N 1_[ R(T). (4.35)
seN se[(N]\ M JeN+
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For the first factor, we will derive a lower bound from (4.32). Regarding the second factor,
recall the high and low branching families from (4.30), and write H := UN. J}rugh. Then,

[T re)= ] 2'mh=otmidl
TeN, TJenhien

Consequently, combining (4.35) with (4.32) and the estimate above, we find that

2aZmN > 2(1777)(61717720me . 2I’m\H|’

or equivalently
— (1 =n)(B1 —n—20)
T

If n,¢ = 0, then we would have just shown that |H| < T~!(a — 3;)¢N. Since, on the other
hand, the intervals in Ay have total length at least (1 — 3;)¢N by (4.27) (still assuming
n,¢ = 0), we may conclude that the intervals in N'}°" have total length at least [(1 — 3;) —
(a — f1)/T'] - ¢N. Finally, if the parameters 7, ¢ are chosen appropriately, more precisely
as in (4.23), then the slightly weaker estimate (4.31) holds, namely

Y, WI=5 [0 5)—(a=B)/T]-¢N = 5-[(1 =) — (a— B)/T] - EN.

Je Nlrow

-{N.

H| < 2

The final inequality only uses 5 < 1 and I' <y < 1.

4.7. Pruning B’ to improve separation II. Fix aninterval 7 = {t—r,t—r+1,...,t} e N,
as defined above (4.28). Then, (4.28) means that if I € Z,,;,_,)(B’) is a fixed interval of
length 2-™(*=7) intersecting B’, we have 2¢™" < |{J € L+)(B') + J < I} < 2(2)mr
How well are these intervals J < I separated? By (4.17), we already know that any two
distinct intervals in Z,,;,.1)(B’) are separated by at least 2-m(t+1) but this is far too weak
for our purposes: for purposes to become apparent later, we would like the intervals .J to
be closer to 2_m(t_’")—separated, and the only control for "r" we have is the lower bound
r = ( (recalling that each interval in ;. contains an interval in /N p/).

The better separation is "morally true" for the following reason: the interval J was
created by combining levels with almost trivial branching, until roughly the first moment
we saw some non-trivial branching. If the words "almost" and "roughly" could be omit-
ted, we would be done: then each interval I € Z,,;;1)(B’) would be a "single child" of
its parent in Z,,,;,_,)(B’), and since the intervals in Z,,,_,(B’) are 27 m(t=7) _separated by
(4.17), the same would be true of the intervals in Z,,(;,1)(B’).

The words "almost" and "roughly" cannot be omitted, so we need to force the separa-
tion by trimming B’ to a further (1, m, (N )-uniform subset B” c B’. Write

§:=(y—D)/4, (4.36)

where I was defined in (4.29). In particular, { 2, 3~ 1. We also impose the following
additional condition on the constant ¢ € N selected at (4.10):

(>t = A (4.37)

Recall that 7 = {t — r,...,t} € N, was the shortest extension (to the left) of a certain
interval Jy € (Np with the property R}, (J) = 2671 = 26m(+1) " Consequently, the
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subinterval J¢ = {t — [(1 — 2)r|,...,t} does not yet have this property, that is,
R%(Je) < oCm|Te| — oCm(l(1-2&)r]+1) (4.38)
Here we used that | (1 — 2¢)r| < r, which is true because &r > €0 > 1 by (4.37).
Now, it follows from a combination of (4.38), and R, (7) = 2¢™I1 = 2¢m(r+1) that
RE(T\Te) = olm(r=[(1=28)r]) 5 92£Cmr 5 of(m(r+1) _ 9&(ml|J| (4.39)

We are then prepared to define the desired subset B” < B'. Let S¢ := u{J: : J € N},
and apply the "collapsing" Lemma 4.9 to the (m, {N)-uniform set B’, and the set of scales
S¢ < [(N]. The product is an (m, /N )-uniform subset B” c B’ such that

gﬂ(s) _ {REL’(S)7 s ¢ 857
1, S € 85.
In particular, R}, (s) = R} (s) forall s € 7\ T, for J € N, so (4.39) remains valid for
the set B”:
m(T) = RE(T\Te) = 25m1, (4.40)
In fact, the first inequality is an equation, since R}, (s) = 1 for all s € J¢ = S¢. Curiously,
we will have no use for a "global" lower bound for |B”|, although it would be easy to
deduce from (4.28) that |B”| = 6% - |B’|. From now on, only the "local" branching esti-
mate (4.40) will be needed, and "global" lower bound |B’| Z, 6~* has already been fully
exploited in previous sections (where the relation between v, a and /5 appeared).

The point of reducing B’ to B” was to improve the 2~™(*1)_separation of distinct in-
tervals I € Z,,(;41)(B’) to something resembling 2-(t=7)_geparation. This has now been
accomplished. More precisely, assume that J = {t —r,...,t} e Ny, let I € Z,,,_,)(B"),
and and let I1, Is € Zpp,441) (B") be distinct. Then, since

p(s)=1  seTe={t—[1-Orl ...t}
the intervals I, I are contained inside distinct intervals

b, Iy € Lo (1-g)r)) (B") © Lo |1-gr)) (B).
Consequently, using also that | (1 —§)r| > (1 —§)r —1,and {r > €0 > 1,

.. (417)
dist(I1, I) = dist(Iy, ) = 2-m(t-10-8r)

> 2—§mr—m i 2—m(t—r)
> 2—2§m(7’+1) . 2—m(t—7")‘ (4.41)
Inequality (4.41) is more clearly phrased in the following way:

Lemma 4.42. Let 7 = {t —r,...,t} € N, Ay = 277 and 57 .= 27D Lot
I € L,4—y)(B") be a dyadic interval of length A 7 intersecting B", and let I, Iy € T, ;41)(B")
be distinct with I, I, < I. Then,

57 \*
diSt([l,IQ) = (A—J) . ‘Aj|

Proof. Observing that §7/A 7 = 27™+1) this inequality is just a rewording of (4.41). [
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4.8. Elementary projection estimates. The plan is to prove lower bounds for |4’ + c¢B”|;
by, roughly speaking, establishing separately lower bounds for [(A" " I) + ¢(B" n J)|s,
where I, J < [0, 1) are suitable dyadic intervals intersecting A’, B”, and then combining
the results. In this section, we will prove an auxiliary result which will imply the required
lower bounds for (A’ n I) + ¢(B” n J)|s. To be more accurate, instead of proving lower
bounds for |(A" N I) + ¢(B" n J)|s directly, we prove (stronger) lower bounds for the
entropies of suitable measures supported on (A’ N I) + ¢(B” n J) (see (4.58)). This is
(only!) done for the reason that such "multi-scale” information about entropy is cleaner
to combine than "multi-scale" information about cardinalities.

We introduce the following notation. Dyadic cubes in R? of side-length 27" are de-
noted D,,. If 11 is a Borel probability measure on R% and n € N, we write

M(n) — Z M(Q) '£d|Q-

S L@

Thus (™ is a "2~ "-discretisation of 1". Note that () € L?(R?) n L®(R?). We also define
the projections m.(z,y) := = + cy for (z,y) e R? and c € R.

Lemma 4.43. Let A = 27" € 27N, and let v,v4,vp € (0,1], and C > 1. Let A, B < D,, be
collections of dyadic A-intervals with |A| = A~74 and |B| = A~78. We assume the following
separation from B, for some & € (0,1]:

dist(I1,I5) = AS  for distinct 1,1 € B. (4.44)

Let

e Let p be a probability measure with spt u < (UA) x (UB) with the property that u(Q) <
CA7YATIB for QQ € D,
o Let v be a probability measure on [—1, 1] such that v(I) < CAY forall I € D,,.

Then,

1
f ()™ d(c) < C - max{ATA 151 AT1-E), (4.45)
1

Remark 4.46. The help interpreting the upper bound (4.45), let us mention the "trivial"
estimate |(m.u)™ |3 < A74~! for every ¢ € [0,1). This could be deduced rather easily
from (4.47) below. Therefore, (4.45) beats the trivial bound whenever v > ~v4 + &.

Proof of Lemma 4.43. By definition,
—1
n) _ 7TCM(I) el :U'(Trc (I)) o rl -
(rep)™ = ) X Ll = > =L ee 1]
IEDn IEDn
Consequently,

a1 2
w1 = 3 (M) A = L S () s e m D). @4

IeD,, 1eD,,
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Therefore,

Aj fore) Br@) ~ [ ox () g 7 ()

11eD,

- //flgin Lo, senmt(nyy(€) dv(c) du(p) du(q).

We split the outer integration into

Qnear :={(p,q) : [p—¢q| <10A} and Q= {(p,q) : |[p — q| = 10A}.

Regarding Qpcar, we only use the observation that if p,q € A x B and c € [0, 1] are fixed,
then there is at most one interval I € D,, such that p, q € w_ }(I). Since y, v are probability
measures, and p(B(z, 10A)) < CA 5 for every = € R?, this leads to

//Q 20 Lpgens (@ dv(e) du(p) du(a) S (1 x 1) (Rnear) S CATTTE. (4.48)

near IED

We then consider integral over the domain Qy,,. A basic, easy to verify, observation is
this: if p, ¢ € R? are fixed and distinct, then the set

I(p,q) := {ce[0,1] : p,q € m, '(I) for some I € D,,}
is contained in an interval of length < A/|p — ¢|, and in particular can be covered by
< |p — ¢/7! dyadic intervals of length A.
We combine this with the following additional observation. Note that all the tubes

7, 1(I) make an angle < 7/4 with the y-axis (this is attained for ¢ = 1, and for ¢ = 0, the
tubes 7 !(I) are vertical). Therefore,

pge Ax B, |p—q|>10AandIce [-1,1]st.pgen, (I) — Dy — qy| > A.

Here p,,q, € B refer to the second coordinates of p,q. Namely, if [p — ¢| > 10A and
Ipy — qy| < A, then |p, — ¢.| = 9A, which makes the pair p, ¢ too "horizontal" to be
contained in any common tube 7, (1), with ¢ € [-1,1] and I € D,,. Now, recalling our
assumption (4.44) that dist(I, I) > AS for distinct I, I € B, the conclusion | Py —qy| > A
can be amplified substantially: |p, — ¢,| > A implies that p,, ¢, lie in distinct intervals in
B, hence [p — g| = |p, — q,| = A®. Therefore:

//Qfar ferp: (pgenst () (€) dv(c) du(p) dp(q) = //QFARLM)... dv(c) du(p) du(q),

with Qpar = {(p,q) : [p — q| = A%}. Now, for every pair (p,q) € Qrar, we note that the
set I(p,q) = [0,1] can be covered by < |p — ¢/~ < A~¢ dyadic intervals of length A, and
for each c € I(p, q), there is exactly one I € D,, such that p, ¢ € w_ 1(I). Therefore,

f 2 Ypgers (1 (9 v (v) = v(I(p,0)) S CAYS, - (p,q) € Opar,
1(p.4) 1eD,,
and consequently
// j Z {p,qgemst )dV( ) du(p) du(q) < CAYS,
Qtar Y 1eD,

Combining this estimate with (4.48), we arrive at (4.45). O
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We will next deduce, as a corollary, an entropy version of Lemma 4.43. For this pur-
pose, we record the following [33, Lemma 3.6] by Shmerkin:

Lemma 4.49. Let ;1 be a Borel probability measure on RY. The following relation holds between
the Dy-entropy H (p1, D) of u, and the L?-norm of p(™:
H(, Dp) = dn —log | u™]3. (4.50)
Here, and below, "log" refers to logarithm in base 2.

Corollary 4.51. Let A = 27" € 27N, and assume that A, B, u,v,va,vB,7, C, and & have the
same meaning as in Lemma 4.43. Then,

1
J H(mep, Dy) dv(c) = n-min{y4 + vp,7 — &} — log C — log C, (4.52)
-1
where Cy > 0 is an absolute constant.

Proof. First combine (4.50) (with d = 1) and Jensen’s inequality to deduce that

1 1 1
| Hra D) o) 2 0= [ 10l ™I dv(e) > n—1og ( [ iz du<c>) .

Here,
1
J | (o)™ 13 d(e) < CoC max{2m1=74778) gnli+e=)y
-1
for some absolute constant Cj > 0, by Lemma 4.43. These inequalities give (4.52). O

4.9. Projecting pieces of A’ x B”. We next put Corollary 4.51 to work in our "real-world"
situation. We introduce the following notation. Assume that 1 is a Borel probability
measure on R? (we will use this for both d = 1 and d = 2), and let Q € D,, be a dyadic
cube of side-length 27" such that ;(Q) > 0. Let Tp: Q@ — [0,1)? be the rescaling map
with T (Q) = [0,1)?. We define the measures

g =gy Ml and  p®:=Touq. (4.53)
In this section, = par x ppr, where p 4 is the normalised counting measure on A’, and
ppr is the normalised counting measure on B” (defined in Section 4.7). For s € [{N], we
will write

Dps(p) :={I x J : 1 € Iyps(A') and J € I,,5(B")} = {Q € Dpns : p1(Q) > 0}.
Fix
J=A{t—r,... t} ej\/}fw.
As defined in (4.30), this means that R}, (7) < 2!"™7|, where T' € ((a — 8)/(1 — 8),7) <
[7/2,7) was the parameter specified in (4.29). For now, it is only important to remember
thaty —T' 2, 3, 1. Fixintervals Iy € Z,,,;_y(A") and Jy € Z,,, 4y (B"). Write
./4[0 = {I/ € Im(t+1) (A/) : I/ = I()} and BJO = {J/ € Im(t+1)(B//) : J/ C Jo}

Then w0
4.40
Al = R%(7) < 2" and  |By,| = RE.(T) = 25mI1, (4.54)

In particular, we may write

(T = |Ag| =24™7 and  |By,| = 27l (4.55)
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for some 0 < v4 < I'and g = £C. Then, write
9—m(t+1)
Qo:=1IxJeDyu_p(p),n:=m|J[=m(r+1) and A:=2""= P ) =>4

Consider the normalised measure %9, as in (4.53). The measure ;9 is supported on a
product of the form (U A) x (UB) = T, ((VA},) x (UBy,)), where A, B are the families of
A-intervals obtained by normalising the intervals in .Aj, and By, by a factor of 2"(=7). Tt
follows from the (m, ¢N)-uniformity of A’ and B” that

K@) < (AIB)™ = (M IBs )~ 527 arrw, Qe
Moreover, the intervals in B satisfy the following separation property by Lemma 4.42:
LLeB I, #1, — dist(I;,) > A%,
These facts place us in a position to apply Corollary 4.51 to the measure ;?°:

1
j H(mep®,Dy) dv(c) = n - min{ya + v5,7 — 26} — log 40 — log Cy. (4.56)
-1

The parameter "¢" was initially chosen (see (4.36)) so that 2¢ < (y —I')/2. Since y4 < T,
this leads to

Y=28Z2ya+(y-T)=2=2va+(y-1)/2
Recalling also that g > £( by (4.54), and ¢ € (0,1) (see (4.22) for a reminder), we find
that

min{ys +vg,7 — 26} = min{ya + £¢,va + (v = T)/2} = v4 + £C. (4.57)
Before the final conclusion, let us recall that n = m(r + 1) = m|J|, and observe that

a-n =74 mlJ| 2 log RE(T).
Therefore, (4.56)-(4.57) yield

1
| i D) () = - (4 + £6) ~ 0840 ~ g Co
-1
=log R"}/(T) + &C - m|T| — log 40 — log Cy (4.58)
forall 7 = {t —r,... .t} e N and forall Qo = I x J € Dy (11)-

4.10. Final multiscale argument. As in the previous section, let ;14 be the normalised
counting measure on the set A’, let yp» be the normalised counting measure on the set B”,
and let 4 = par x ppr. Recall also that D,,s(1) = {Q € Dps = u(Q) > 0} for s € [(N]. We
warn the reader that the notation "D,,,s" will in this section refer to both dyadic squares
in R?, and dyadic intervals in R. The meaning should always be clear from context.

The purpose fo this section is to show that there exists ¢ € spt(v) such that

n - H(7ett, D) = 6+ €G- 5[(1 = B) = (= B)/T] — 2. (4.59)

Here a was the constant (defined in (4.1)) such that |A| = 6~“. The lower bound in (4.59)
yields a lower bound for |A’ 4+ ¢B”|5, and consequently |A + ¢Bl|s: since H (mcp, Dy ) <
log |A’ 4+ ¢B"|5 < |A + ¢Bls, and fmN = —log §, we deduce from (4.59) that

log |A B
8 LA Bls o g 410 )~ (0 AT 20
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If n > 0 is sufficiently small, depending only on «, §, 7, x, this implies |A + ¢B|s >
§ " = §"A|. Of course it is important here that the values of £ = (y — I')/4 (see
(4.36)) and ¢ > 0 (see (4.22)) are independent of &, although they may depend on «. This
proves Theorem 3.25: either (4.2) fails, and |[A + ¢B|s = 6 ¢|A| with ¢ = 1 € spt(v), or
(4.2) holds, and in this case |A+ c¢B|s = d~"| A| for the point c € spt(v) provided by (4.59).

It remains to prove (4.59). This will be accomplished by combining (4.58) with the
following uniform lower bound:

Lemma 4.60. Let 7 = {s,...,t} < [({N], and let Qo € Dys(1). Then,
H(7ep?°, Dy 7)) = log RE(T) =1, ce[0,1]. (4.61)
Proof. Let I € Z,,5(A’) and J € Z,,5(B") such that Qo = I x J. Then p% = pf, x .,

hence 7.u® = pl, * ut,, and finally

H(mept®, D7) = H(pily * iy, Dy 71) = fH((u,@)x,Dmu) dp (), (4.62)

where the inequality follows from the concavity of entropy (we discussed this at (2.5)),
and where (/)L (H) := ply,(H — z) for H = R. From the definition of entropy, one has

H((1)2s Dyny 7)) = H(pthy, Dyyr) — ),

where D,,| 7| — x refers to the family of (—x)-translated dyadic intervals. Now, for z € R
fixed, every intervals in D,,| 7| can be covered by 2 intervals in D,,| 7| — = and vice versa.
This implies that

\H (ptly, D7) — ) — H(ptly, D7) <log2=1,  zeR. (4.63)
Furthermore, by definition,
H(uh, Dyyz)) = — Y, wh(L)log phy (L).
LEDm|J|

Since A4’ is (m, (N, R"},)-uniform, either pl, (L) = 0, or then pl,,(L) = R (J)~! for every
L € Dy, 7|- Therefore

H(ptly, D7) = RE(T)
In combination with (4.62)-(4.63), this yields (4.61). O

Recall the intervals N°% < AN, defined in (4.30). In this section, the properties of
these intervals will be used via the formula (4.58), and we additionally need to recall that

DT = 41— B) = (a—B)/T] AN (4.64)

Je Nlrow

by (4.31). Let P be the partition of [(N] which is induced by the intervals in N1V, In other
words, P consists of the intervals in A2°%, and the maximal complementary intervals. We
write

Puseless = P\waa
and we enumerate P = {J1, J2,...,Jn}, where 1 < h < IN. We write J; = {s;,...,t;}
forl1<j<hsos; =0,t,+1=F(N,and s;11 =t; + 1forall 1 <j < h. We artificially
define sj,1; := ¢N, so the relation s;; = t; + 1 also remains valid for j = h.



34 TUOMAS ORPONEN

We abbreviate
D; i= Do, (1) i= {I x J : [ € Ty, (A') and J € Ty, (B")}.

We then apply the entropy lower bound in Lemma 2.3, and its corollary (2.4), to the
partition 0 = ms; < ... < msp < msp41 = ¢mN of {0,...,¢mN}, and the 2-Lipschitz
maps 7.: R? » R with ce [—1, 1]:

1
f H(mep, Doy ) dv(c Z Z )f H(WcMQ,Dmsj+1—msj | Do) dv(c)
j=1QeD; -1

h 1
~Coh+ Y} 3 @) [ Hoh D) de). (469)
j=1QeD; -1

Above, t; — sj + 1 = |J;|. For J; € NI°V, and Q € D;, we recall from (4.58) that

1
j H(wc,uQ,DmU”) dv(c) = log R/(J;) + £¢ - m|J;| — log 40 — log C.
-1
For J € Pyseless We have to settle with the estimate

1
jo H(weh, Dy 7,) dv(e) > log R () — 1

from Lemma 4.60. Plugging these bounds into (4.65) (and redefining Cy as Cyp + 1) yields

1
f H(7ept, Do) dv(c) = —(40 + Co)h + Z log R7\(T) + &¢C Z
-1 JeP TeNW

(4.64)
log |A’| + &C - %[(1 —a) — (a— B)/T] - fmN — h(40 + Cp).

Recalling that [A’| = §7|A| = 2(@=MmN there exists ¢ € spt(r) with

Hopn (mept) = (@ + € 3[(1 — @) = (a — B)/T] — ) — 240C0)

Here h(40 + Cp)/(¢mN) < (40 + Cp)/mo < n by the choice of myq at (4.10), and since we
chose m > my in Proposition 4.12. Therefore we have established (4.59), and completed
the proof of Theorem 3.25.
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