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Abstract. Dimension interpolation is a novel programme of research which attempts to
unify the study of fractal dimension by considering various spectra which live in between
well-studied notions of dimension such as Hausdorff, box, Assouad and Fourier dimension.
These spectra often reveal novel features not witnessed by the individual notions and this
information has applications in many directions. In this survey article, we discuss dimension
interpolation broadly and then focus on applications to the dimension theory of orthogonal
projections. We focus on three distinct applications coming from three different dimension
spectra, namely, the Fourier spectrum, the intermediate dimensions, and the Assouad spectrum.
The celebrated Marstrand–Mattila projection theorem gives the Hausdorff dimension of the
orthogonal projection of a Borel set in Euclidean space for almost all orthogonal projections.
This result has inspired much further research on the dimension theory of projections including
the consideration of dimensions other than the Hausdorff dimension, and the study of the
exceptional set in the Marstrand–Mattila theorem.
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1. Dimension theory

One of the most basic questions one can ask about a geometric object is: how big is it? Indeed,
children are quickly taught about the length of a line, the area of a circle, and the volume of
a sphere when they embark upon their mathematical journeys. However, in highlighting these
simple examples, we have already skipped over an even more fundamental question. Before we
measure the length of a line, the area of a circle, and the volume of a sphere, we must first identify
that these objects are respectively 1, 2, and 3 dimensional and that it is therefore appropriate
to measure their size using 1-dimensional length, 2-dimensional area, and 3-dimensional volume.
This is also the case in more advanced geometry, where asking for the dimension of a (potentially
fractal) set is one of the most fundamental questions. However, a perhaps even more fundamental
question is to ask how to define ‘dimension’ in a robust and useful way. It turns out that there
are many ways to do this, each notion picking up a different feature of the underlying object.
Understanding the subtle relationships and differences between distinct notions of dimension
is one of the joys of fractal geometry and dimension theory. This survey article will focus on
four distinct notions of fractal dimension: the Hausdorff, box, Assouad and Fourier dimensions.
In this section we briefly define all four and give some of their basic connections. For more
background on box and Hausdorff dimensions, see [F14]; for more on the Assouad dimension, see
[Fr21a, MT10, R11]; and for more on the Fourier dimension, see [M15].

For a non-empty bounded set X ⊆ Rd and a scale r > 0, let Nr(X) be the minimum number
of sets of diameter r that can cover X. Thus Nr(X) is a simple measure of how large X is at
scale r. The lower and upper box dimensions of X are defined by

dimBX = lim
r→0

logNr(X)

− log r
and dimBX = lim

r→0

logNr(X)

− log r

and these capture the growth rate of Nr(X) as the scale r shrinks. If dimBX = dimBX then we
write dimBX for the common value and call it simply the box dimension of X. It is sometimes
useful to note that Nr(X) can be replaced with other related ways of measuring the coarse size
of X at scale r, such as the maximal size of an r-separated subset etc, without changing the
dimensions; see [F14]. A more sophisticated notion, which is similar in spirit, is the Hausdorff
dimension. Here and throughout |X| denotes the diameter of a set X ⊆ Rd. The Hausdorff
dimension of X can be defined by

dimHX = inf

{
α > 0 : for all ε > 0 there exists a cover {Ui} of X

such that
∑
i

|Ui|α < ε

}
.

The key difference here is that sets with vastly different diameters are permitted in the cover and
their contribution to the ‘dimension’ is weighted according to their diameter.

Both the Hausdorff and box dimensions measure the size of the whole set, giving rise to an
‘average global dimension’. It is often the case that more extremal or local information is required,
for example in embedding theory, see [R11]. The Assouad dimension is designed to capture this
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information and is defined by

dimAX = inf

{
α > 0 : there exists a constant C > 0 such that,

for all 0 < r < R and x ∈ X,

Nr

(
B(x,R) ∩X

)
⩽ C

(
R

r

)α }
.

The key difference between this and the box dimension, say, is that one does not seek covers of the
whole set, but only a small ball, and the expected covering number is appropriately normalised.
It is a simple and instructive exercise to show that

0 ⩽ dimHX ⩽ dimBX ⩽ dimBX ⩽ dimAX ⩽ d

for any bounded X ⊆ Rd. Moreover, these inequalities can be strict inequalities or equalities
in any combination. Sets for which the Assouad, box, and Hausdorff dimensions coincide must
exhibit some form of homogeneity, both in space and scale. For example, if X is Ahlfors-David
regular then dimHX = dimBX = dimAX.

The Fourier dimension is of a different flavour and is not defined in terms of covers. However,
by connecting the Hausdorff dimension to energies and Fourier transforms, the Fourier dimension
quickly adopts it place in this story. Frostman’s lemma allows us to write the Hausdorff dimension
of a Borel set X in terms of the s-energy Is of measures µ ∈ M(X), where M(X) is the set of
positive and finite Borel measures supported on X. The s-energy of µ is

Is(µ) =

∫∫
|x− y|−s dµ(x) dµ(y),

and the Hausdorff dimension of a Borel set X may be defined as

dimHX = sup{s ⩾ 0 : ∃µ ∈ M(X) : Is(µ) < ∞}.
Deriving the Hausdorff dimension via this alternative definition is often referred to as the potential
theoretic method; see [F14, M15] for more details. These energy integrals can be expressed in
terms of the Fourier transform of the measure and this connection opens up a rich interplay
between dimension theory and Fourier analysis. If µ is a finite Borel measure, we define its
Fourier transform by

µ̂(z) =

∫
e−2πiz·x dµ(x).

Using that the Fourier transform of the Riesz kernel |z|−s is, in the distributional sense, a constant
multiple of |z|s−d, and Parseval’s theorem, the s-energy of µ ∈ M(Rd), for s ∈ (0, d), may be
expressed as

Is(µ) = C(d, s)

∫ ∣∣µ̂(z)∣∣2|z|s−d dz

where C(d, s) is a constant depending only on s and d. This relationship between the Hausdorff
dimension of sets and the Fourier transform of measures they support motivates the definition of
the Fourier dimension of a finite Borel measure as

dimF µ = sup
{
s ⩾ 0 : sup

z

∣∣µ̂(z)∣∣2|z|s < ∞
}
,

and of a Borel set X ⊆ Rd as

dimFX = sup
{
min{dimF µ, d} : µ ∈ M(X)

}
.

For a Borel set X ⊆ Rd,
0 ⩽ dimFX ⩽ dimHX
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and these inequalities can be strict in any combination. Sets for which the Fourier and Hausdorff
dimensions coincide are called Salem sets. Constructing non-trivial deterministic Salem sets is
challenging, but random examples abound. We refer the reader to [FH23, K81, H17, M15] for a
more detailed history of Salem sets.

We end this introductory section with a simple example where the four notions of dimension
discussed here take on distinct values. Let X ⊆ R2 be given by

X = {1/n}n∈N × [0, 1].

Then it is straightforward to show that

dimFX = 0; dimHX = 1; dimBX = 3/2; dimAX = 2;

and the unfamiliar reader may enjoy demonstrating these claims for themself. Each notion of
dimension is describing the size ofX in a different way and they come to very different conclusions!

2. Dimension interpolation

Dimension interpolation is a novel programme in the dimension theory of fractals and outlines
a new perspective in the way one considers dimension. Historically, the different notions of
dimension described in the previous section have been considered largely in isolation. However,
dimension interpolation suggests that we should try to view them as different facets of the same
object. This approach will give rise to a continuum of dimensions, which more fully describe the
geometric structure of the space. Moreover, this will yield a more nuanced understanding of the
individual notions of dimensions as well as better applications to a variety of problems; see [F19]
for an introductory survey.

More concretely, given ‘dimensions’ dim and Dim which generally satisfy dimX ⩽ DimX, we
wish to understand the (unexplored) gap between the dimensions by introducing a continuum of
dimension-like functions {fθ}θ∈[0,1] which (ideally) satisfy, for all reasonable X:

• f0(X) = dimX
• f1(X) = DimX
• dimX ⩽ fθ(X) ⩽ DimX, for θ ∈ (0, 1)
• fθ(X) is continuous in θ, certainly for θ ∈ (0, 1) and ideally at the ‘endpoints’
• the definition of fθ is ‘natural’ and incorporates aspects of both dim and Dim
• fθ gives rise to a ‘rich theory’.

The most important of these points are the final two. It is vital that the function θ 7→ fθ(X) is
ripe with readily interpreted, meaningful, and nuanced information concerning the geometry of
X. If such an interpolation fθ(X) can be defined, then the benefits are likely to include:

• a better understanding of dim and Dim
• a more unified and comprehensive theory of dimension
• an explanation or exhibition of one type of behaviour changing into another
• more information, leading to better applications in many directions
• a large new set of questions and research directions.

In the following subsections we describe three concrete examples of this philosophy in action:
the Fourier spectrum (which interpolates between the Fourier and Hausdorff dimensions); the
intermediate dimensions (which interpolate between the Hausdorff and box dimensions); and the
Assouad spectrum (which interpolates between the box and Assouad dimensions).

The word ‘interpolation’ can mean many things, but it often refers to constructing a function
with some desired properties based on knowledge of the outputs at particular values. In dimension
interpolation we are not interpolating based on knowledge of dimX and DimX, but rather based
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on knowledge of dim and Dim, that is, knowledge of the concepts underpinning the dimensions,
not the specific values in a particular instance.

2.1. The Assouad spectrum. The Assouad spectrum was introduced by Fraser and Yu in
[FY18] to interpolate between (upper) box dimension and Assouad dimension. This was the first
appearance of ‘dimension interpolation’. The first observation is that the definition of Assouad
dimension uses two scales (the ‘localisation scale’ R and the ‘covering scale’ r) but the box
dimension just uses one scale. If the covering scale is very much smaller than the localisation
scale, then one might expect the upper box dimension to appear (heuristically, covering the small
piece is not so different from covering the whole set). Moreover, pairs of scales which witness the
Assouad dimension are often closer together than one might expect (with the obvious caveat that
R/r → ∞). The Assouad spectrum is defined by using the interpolation parameter θ ∈ (0, 1) to
fix the relationship between these two scales. It turns out that the most interesting way to do
this is to set r = R1/θ for R ⩽ 1.

More precisely, the Assouad spectrum of X ⊆ Rd at θ ∈ (0, 1) is defined by

dimθ
AX = inf

{
α : there exists a constant C > 0 such that,

for all 0 < R < 1 and x ∈ X, NR1/θ

(
B(x,R) ∩X

)
⩽ C

(
R

R1/θ

)α }
.

One may think of the Assouad spectrum as the function θ 7→ dimθ
AX. The related upper Assouad

spectrum (or regularised spectrum) of X ⊆ Rd at θ ∈ (0, 1) is defined by

dim
θ
AX = inf

{
α : there exists a constant C > 0 such that,

for all 0 < r ⩽ R1/θ < R < 1 and x ∈ X, Nr

(
B(x,R) ∩X

)
⩽ C

(
R

r

)α }
.

Sometimes, as we shall see in this survey, it is useful to talk about the upper Assouad spectrum
in certain applications. That said, it was proved in [FHHTY19] that

dim
θ
AX = sup

θ′∈(0,θ)
dimθ′

A X

and so the upper Assouad spectrum contains less information that the Assouad spectrum itself.
The upper Assouad spectrum is clearly non-decreasing in θ but the Assouad spectrum need not
be. However, in most commonly studied situations it is non-decreasing and therefore the two
spectra coincide. Finally, the quasi-Assouad dimension can be defined by

dimqAX = lim
θ↗1

dimθ
AX.

The quasi-Assouad dimension was introduced by Lü and Xi in [LX16] but the above formulation
in terms of the Assouad spectrum was proved in [FHHTY19]. Generally, for θ ∈ (0, 1),

dimBX ⩽ dimθ
AX ⩽ dim

θ
AX ⩽ dimqAX ⩽ dimAX

and

dimθ
AX ⩽ min

{
dimBX

1− θ
, dimqAX

}
.

In particular, dimθ
AX → dimBX as θ → 0, which one may think of as continuity at the endpoint

θ = 0. The possible functions which can be realised as the Assouad spectrum of some set were
completely classified in [R24]. It turns out that the family of possible Assouad spectra is very
rich indeed.
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The Assouad spectrum has already found numerous applications, some coming in surprising
areas. These applications include Lp → Lq mapping properties of spherical maximal functions
[AHRS21, RS23, BRS24+], weak embeddability problems [CGT24+], the spiral winding prob-
lem [Fr21b], certain Hölder regularity problems [BCP24+], quasiconformal mapping problems
[CGT23, CG24], and to the Sullivan dictionary from conformal dynamics [FS24]. Applications
to the dimension theory of orthogonal projections were provided in [FFS21] and we exhibit some
of these applications here in Section 4.

2.2. The intermediate dimensions. Intermediate dimensions were introduced by Falconer,
Fraser and Kempton in [FFK20] to interpolate between the Hausdorff and box dimensions. The
first observation is that the definitions of Hausdorff and box dimension are both in terms of
covers. The difference is that for Hausdorff dimension there is no restriction on the relative sizes
of diameters of sets used in the cover, but for the box dimension all covering sets must have
the same diameter (well, they may as well have the same diameter). If the Hausdorff and box
dimensions are distinct, then the set exhibits inhomogeneity in scale witnessed by the fact that
one may find subtle efficient covers using sets with dramatically different sizes. The intermediate
dimensions are defined by using the interpolation parameter θ ∈ (0, 1) to restrict the range of
allowable diameters used in the covers. It turns out that the most interesting way to do this is
to insist that sets U, V used in a cover must satisfy |U | ⩽ |V |θ.

More precisely, for X ⊂ Rd and 0 < θ ⩽ 1, the lower intermediate dimension of X is defined
by

dim θX = inf
{
s ⩾ 0 : for all ε > 0 and all r0 > 0, there exists 0 < r ⩽ r0

and a cover {Ui} of X such that r1/θ ⩽ |Ui| ⩽ r and
∑

|Ui|s ⩽ ε
}

and the corresponding upper intermediate dimension by

dim θX = inf
{
s ⩾ 0 : for all ε > 0 there exists r0 > 0 such that for all 0 < r ⩽ r0,

there is a cover {Ui} of X such that r1/θ ⩽ |Ui| ⩽ r and
∑

|Ui|s ⩽ ε
}
.

We can include θ = 0 in this definition by adopting the convention that r1/0 = 0 for r ∈ (0, 1).
In that case, there are no lower bounds on the diameters of covering sets and we recover the
Hausdorff dimension in both the lower and upper case. When θ = 1 all covering sets are forced
to have the same diameter and we recover the lower and upper box dimensions, respectively.

Various properties of intermediate dimensions are established in [FFK20]; see also [B23]. In
particular, dim θX and dim θX are monotonically increasing in θ ∈ [0, 1], are continuous except
perhaps at θ = 0, and are invariant under bi-Lipschitz mappings. The possible functions which
can be realised as the intermediate dimensions of some set were completely classified in [BR22].
Once again, it turns out that there is a rich family of possibilities.

The intermediate dimensions have already found numerous applications. These applications in-
clude the dimension theory of Brownian images [B22], bi-Lipschitz classification problems [BK24],
multifractal analysis [BK24], and Sobolev mapping problems [FT25+]. Applications to the di-
mension theory of orthogonal projections were provided in [BFF21] and we exhibit some of these
applications here in Section 5.

2.3. The Fourier spectrum. The Fourier spectrum was introduced by Fraser in [F24] to inter-
polate between the Fourier and Hausdorff dimensions. The first observation is that the definitions
of Fourier and Hausdorff dimension can both be expressed in terms of decay of the Fourier trans-
form of measures supported on the set. The difference is that for Fourier dimension the decay
is measured in L∞, but for the Hausdorff dimension the decay is measured in an averaged L2
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sense. If the Fourier and Hausdorff dimensions are distinct, then one can find measures on the
set whose Fourier transform decays on average but it is not possible to achieve the same decay
rate uniformly. The Fourier spectrum is defined by using the interpolation parameter θ ∈ (0, 1)
to consider different averages, namely in an appropriate Lp sense, where p = 2/θ.

The definition of Hausdorff dimension for sets using energy integrals can be extended naturally
to measures. We define the Sobolev dimension of a measure µ ∈ M(Rd) by

dimS µ = sup

{
s ∈ R :

∫
Rd

∣∣µ̂(x)∣∣2|x|s−d dx < ∞
}
.

This concept goes back to Peres–Schlag [PS00]; see also [M15]. For any Borel measure µ ∈ M(Rd),
0 ⩽ dimF µ ⩽ dimS µ and dimH µ ⩾ min{d,dimS µ}, where dimH µ refers to the Hausdorff
dimension of a measure dimH µ = inf{dimHX : X is a Borel set with µ(X) > 0}. Contrary to
what one might expect, both the Fourier and Sobolev dimensions of measures may exceed the
Hausdorff dimension of the ambient space. Take as an example the Lebesgue measure restricted
to [0, 1], L1

∣∣
[0,1]

. This measure satisfies dimF L1
∣∣
[0,1]

= dimS L1
∣∣
[0,1]

= 2 > dimH[0, 1].

In order to define the Fourier spectrum, we first define (s, θ)-energies of a measure µ ∈ M(Rd),
for θ ∈ (0, 1] and s ⩾ 0, by

Js,θ(µ) =

(∫
Rd

∣∣µ̂(z)∣∣ 2θ |z| sθ−d dz

)θ

,

and, for θ = 0, by

Js,0(µ) = sup
z∈Rd

∣∣µ̂(z)∣∣2|z|s.
Then the Fourier spectrum of µ at θ is

dimθ
F µ = sup{s ∈ R : Js,θ(µ) < ∞},

and for each θ ∈ [0, 1], dimF µ ⩽ dimθ
F µ ⩽ dimS µ, with equality on the left if θ = 0 and equality

on the right if θ = 1. As a function of θ, dimθ
F µ is concave and continuous for θ ∈ (0, 1] by

[F24, Theorem 1.1] and, in addition, continuous at θ = 0 provided µ is compactly supported by
[F24, Theorem 1.3]. Further, it was proved in [CFdO24+, Proposition 4.2] that for compactly

supported µ, dimθ
F µ ⩽ dimF µ+ dθ for all θ ∈ [0, 1].

For a Borel set X ⊆ Rd, the Fourier spectrum is defined by

dimθ
FX = sup

{
min{dimθ

F µ, d} : µ ∈ M(X)
}
.

Then, for all θ ∈ [0, 1], dimFX ⩽ dimθ
FX ⩽ dimHX, with equality on the left if θ = 0 and equality

on the right if θ = 1. Moreover, dimθ
FX is continuous for all θ ∈ [0, 1] by [F24, Theorem 1.5].

Unlike for measures, dimθ
FX need not be concave, but it does satisfy dimθ

FX ⩽ dimFX + dθ for
all θ ∈ [0, 1].

The Fourier spectrum has already found numerous applications where one uses the additional
information provided by the spectrum of dimensions to obtain stronger results than one can get
by appealing to the Fourier dimension alone. These applications include new Hausdorff dimension
estimates in the Falconer distance problem [F24, Section 7], sumset type problems [F24, Section
6], and the celebrated restriction problem in harmonic analysis [CFdO24+]. Applications to the
dimension theory of orthogonal projections were provided in [FdO24+] and we exhibit some of
these applications here in Section 6.
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2.4. Simple example: revisited. Recall the simple example described above used to distin-
guish between our four notions of fractal dimension. That is, X ⊆ R2 given by

X = {1/n}n∈N × [0, 1].

Of course, the reader is now wondering how dimension interpolation handles this example. One
can show, with a little more work this time, that for all θ ∈ (0, 1)

dimθ
FX = θ; dimθ X =

1 + 2θ

1 + θ
; dimθ

AX = min

{
3/2− θ

1− θ
, 2

}
and the reader may enjoy demonstrating these claims for themself. One might look at this
example and declare that the Hausdorff dimension is clearly 1 and be done with it. But observe
that—even in this very simple case—dimension interpolation has unearthed much more geometric
information about X. Moreover, we uncover a complete interpolation between 0 and 2, which
observes the four isolated notions of fractal dimension in the process. We are also led to many
further questions pertaining to finer geometric features of X: why is the Fourier spectrum affine
(and as small as it can be given the Fourier and Hausdorff dimensions)? why are the intermediate
dimensions strictly concave? why does the Assouad spectrum have a phase transition at θ = 1/2?
why does the Assouad spectrum reach the Assouad dimension for values of θ < 1? Are these
behaviours typical for other examples? etc etc.

Figure 1. Complete interpolation: plots of the Fourier spectrum (left), the in-
termediate dimensions (centre), and the Assouad spectrum (right) as functions of
θ ∈ (0, 1) for the simple example X = {1/n}n∈N × [0, 1].

It turns out that many different properties of the interpolation functions can be observed
in more complicated cases. There are many results in this direction, but we briefly mention a
few striking examples. For self-affine Bedford–McMullen carpets the intermediate dimensions
typically have infinitely many phase transitions and points with infinite right derivative [BK24].
For self-affine Gatzouras–Lalley carpets the Assouad spectrum can be differentiable on (0, 1)
including several strictly concave parts and several strictly convex parts [BFKR24+]. For the
arclength measure on the moment curve in Rd the Fourier spectrum is piecewise affine with d− 2
phase transitions [CFdO24+], and for certain Riesz products the Fourier spectrum is strictly
concave and smooth [F24].
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3. Dimension theory of orthogonal projections

For integers 1 ⩽ k < d, we write G(d, k) for the Grassmannian manifold of k-dimensional
subspaces V ⊆ Rd. This space may be equipped with the invariant Borel probability measure
γd,k obtained from the Haar measure on the topological group of rotations around the origin. We

write PV : Rd → V for the orthogonal projection onto V ∈ G(d, k), which we identify with Rk.

A central question in fractal geometry and geometric measure theory is to understand how geo-
metric properties of a set X ⊆ Rd relate to the geometric properties of the projections PV (X).
For example one may consider how the fractal dimensions of X are related to the fractal dimen-
sions of PV (X). It does not take long to observe that this is a non-trivial problem and that we
should not try to describe all the projections simultaneously. For example, even for the simplest
sets there may be particular projections which behave badly in the sense that the dimension
seems not to reflect the dimension of X. For example consider a line segment in the plane. This
has Hausdorff dimension 1 and all projections onto 1-dimensional subspaces will have Hausdorff
dimension 1 (as expected?) apart from the (unique) 1-dimensional subspace which is orthogonal
to the line segment. On the other hand, since Hausdorff (and box) dimension cannot increase
under Lipschitz maps, we at least get

dimH PV (X) ⩽ min{k, dimHX}
for all V ∈ G(d, k). The Assouad dimension may increase under Lipschitz maps and so the
corresponding bound does not hold for Assouad dimension—more on this later. Given the above
discussion, one may aim to describe the dimensions of PV (X) for generic V . For example, for
almost all V with respect to γd,k or for all V outside of an exceptional set with small Haus-
dorff dimension. The most important result in this direction is the seminal Marstrand–Mattila
projection theorem, which we describe in the next section.

3.1. Hausdorff dimension and the Marstrand–Mattila theorem. One of the most well-
known and influential results in fractal geometry is Marstrand’s projection theorem. This was
proved in the plane by Marstrand [M54] and a simpler potential theoretic proof was given by
Kaufman [K68]. Kaufman’s proof was later generalised to higher dimensions by Mattila [M75]
and the result is that for Borel sets X ⊆ Rd and γd,k almost all V ∈ G(d, k),

dimH PV (X) = min{k,dimHX}.
This result stimulated a huge amount of activity in fractal geometry, geometric measure theory
and related fields. We do not attempt a comprehensive survey here, but refer the reader to
the (not that recent) surveys [FFJ15, M14] and [S15], the latter of which focuses on dynamical
situations, as well as the more recent survey [F25+]. One direction which is relevant for us is
the study of the exceptional set in the Marstrand–Mattila theorem. The exceptional set has zero
γd,k measure, but it may still be large in the sense of Hausdorff dimension. For example, Peres

and Schlag [PS00, Proposition 6.1] gave the following upper bound for Borel sets X ⊆ Rd. For
u ∈ [0, k],

dimH{V ∈ G(d, k) : dimH PV (X) < u} ⩽ k(d− k) + u− dimHX. (3.1)

This bound is not sharp in general, but the situation is better understood in the plane. Oberlin
[Obe12] conjectured that if dimH X

2 ⩽ u ⩽ min{dimHX, 1}, then
dimH{V ∈ G(2, 1) : dimH PV (X) < u} ⩽ 2u− dimHX (3.2)

and it is well-known that one cannot do better than this. Oberlin’s conjecture (3.2) was recently
proved by Ren and Wang [RW23+, Theorem 1.2] in a breakthrough which built on significant
recent progress from various people; see, for example, [B10, GSW19, OS23, OS23+, OSW24] and
the references therein.
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3.2. Dimension profiles and box dimension. Given Marstrand’s projection theorem, one of
the most natural follow up questions is whether or not there is an analogue for other notions
of dimension. It turns out that there are natural analogues for the box dimensions; that is,
the box dimensions of orthogonal projections take on a constant value almost surely. However,
the constant value is rather more complicated than simply min{k, dimX} and in general is
described by a ‘dimension profile’. These results were first established by Falconer and Howroyd
[FH96, FH97, H01]; see also [F21, F20].

Dimension profiles may be defined in terms of capacities with respect to certain kernels [F21].
For s ∈ [0, d] and r > 0 we define the kernel

ϕs
r(x) = min

{
1,

(
r

|x|

)s}
(x ∈ Rd). (3.3)

For a non-empty compact X ⊆ Rd, the capacity, Cs
r (X), of X with respect to this kernel is given

by
1

Cs
r (X)

= inf
µ∈M(X)

∫ ∫
ϕs
r(x− y)dµ(x)dµ(y)

where M(X) denotes the collection of Borel probability measures supported by X. The double
integral inside the infimum is called the energy of µ with respect to the kernel. Compare this
with the s-energy Is(µ) and the potential theoretic approach to Hausdorff dimension where a
different kernel is used. The capacity of a general bounded set is taken to be that of its closure.
For bounded X ⊆ Rd and s > 0 we define the lower and upper box dimension profiles of X by

dims
BX = lim

r→0

logCs
r (X)

− log r
, dim

s
BX = lim

r→0

logCs
r (X)

− log r
.

In particular, by [F21, Corollary 2.5] if s ⩾ d then

dims
BX = dimBX, dim

s
BX = dimBX,

but for s < d the dimension profiles give the almost sure dimensions of projections of sets as well
as information on the size of the set of exceptional projections, as follows.

Theorem 3.1. [F21, Theorems 1.1, 1.2]

(i) Let 1 ⩽ k < d be an integer. For almost all V ∈ G(d, k), if X ⊆ Rd is bounded

dimBPV (X) = dimk
BX, and dimBPV (X) = dim

k
BX.

(ii) For 0 < s < k, if X ⊆ Rd is bounded

dimH{V ∈ G(d, k) : dimBPV (X) < dims
BX} ⩽ k(d− k)− (k − s),

dimH{V ∈ G(d, k) : dimBPV (X) < dim
s
BX} ⩽ k(d− k)− (k − s).

Although the values of dimBPV (X) and dimBPV (X) are constant for almost all V ∈ G(d, k),
this constant can take any value in the range

dimBX

1 + (1/k − 1/d)dimBX
⩽ dim

k
BX ⩽ min{k,dimBX}, (3.4)

with analogous inequalities for lower box dimension. These inequalities were established in [FH96,
FH97, H01] using dimension profiles directly, with examples showing them to be best possible in
[FH96]. A simpler approach using capacities was given recently in [F21].
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3.3. Further Marstrand–type theorems? It turns out that there is no Marstrand theorem
for Assouad dimension, that is, the Assouad dimension of the orthogonal projection of a compact
set in Rd does not necessarily take on a constant value almost surely. This was established by
Fraser and Orponen [FO17] and further strange behaviour was exhibited in [FK20]. For example,
there exist examples where dimA PV (X) takes a different value for each distinct V ! With this in
mind, it is natural to ask about the Assouad spectrum, but this is open.

Question 3.2. Is there a Marstrand theorem for the Assouad spectrum? More precisely, fix a
compact set X in Rd, an integer 1 ⩽ k < d and θ ∈ (0, 1): is it true that dimθ

A PV (X) is the same
for almost all V ∈ G(d, k)?

An intriguing special case of this question concerns the quasi-Assouad dimension (that is, when
θ → 1). On the other hand, for θ → 0 we know the answer to the question is yes and that the

almost sure constant value is given by the upper box dimension profile dim
k
BX.

We do know that the intermediate dimensions satisfy a Marstrand theorem [BFF21]. Here the
almost sure constant is given by a continuum of dimension profiles which interpolate between

min{k,dimHX} and dim
k
BX (continuously at θ = 1 but not necessarily at θ = 0). We will discuss

this further in Section 5; in particular, see Theorem 5.3. However, the question is open for the
Fourier spectrum. The following question was raised in [FdO24+].

Question 3.3. Is there a Marstrand theorem for the Fourier spectrum? More precisely, fix
a compact set or finite compactly supported Borel measure in Rd, an integer 1 ⩽ k < d and
θ ∈ [0, 1]: is it true that the value of the Fourier spectrum at θ of the projection onto V is the
same for almost all V ∈ G(d, k)?

An intriguing special case of this question concerns the Fourier dimension (that is, when θ = 0)
but we are unaware of any progress on this front. This question was discussed during the problem
sessions of the Banff conference in 2024. On the other hand, for θ = 1 we know the answer to
the question is yes for sets by the Marstrand–Mattila theorem and for measures µ ∈ M(Rd) with
dimS µ ⩽ k by [HK97, Theorem 1.1].

We note that if the ‘pointwise’ Questions 3.2 and 3.3 (that is, for θ fixed) could be answered
in the affirmative then, using continuity of the Fourier and Assouad spectra, the results could be
upgraded to hold almost surely for all θ ∈ (0, 1) simultaneously.

Finally, we briefly elaborate on the Assouad dimension situation. Despite there not being a
Marstrand theorem for Assouad dimension, it is true that for almost all V ∈ G(d, k)

dimA PV (X) ⩾ min{dimAX, k}, (3.5)

that is, one gets the expected lower bound almost surely. This was proved in the case d = 2
in [FO17] and in general in [F18]. However, Orponen [O21] proved something far stronger in
the planar case d = 2. It turns out that the set of exceptions to (3.5) is not only of measure
zero but also has Hausdorff dimension zero. This beautiful result has had numerous applications
in diverse directions. For instance it was used to prove the Assouad dimension analogue of the
Falconer distance problem in the plane [F23], it was used to study embeddings of self-similar sets
[AHW24+] (a problem which a priori has nothing to do with Assouad dimension), and to study
the conformal Assouad dimension of general classes of self-affine sets in [AR24+].

4. Using the Assouad spectrum to study box dimension profiles

In this section we will prove the following theorem, which is from [FFS21]. It shows that the
Assouad spectrum can be used to bound the almost sure value of the upper box dimension of
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orthogonal projections from below. Said differently, the Assouad spectrum can be used to give a
non-trivial lower bound for the box dimension profiles.

Theorem 4.1. Let 1 ⩽ k < d and θ ∈ (0, 1). If X ⊆ Rd is bounded then, for almost all
V ∈ G(d, k),

dimBPV (X) ⩾ dimBX −max{0, dim
θ
AX − k, (dimAX − k)(1− θ)}. (4.1)

In fact, the same conclusion holds with dimB replaced by dimB, see [FFS21]. In the absence
of a precise result, a natural question is when (4.1) improves on the general lower bounds from
(3.4). A careful analysis of the lower bound yields many such situations. We state one here and
leave others to the reader.

Corollary 4.2. Let 1 ⩽ k < d be integers. If X ⊆ Rd is bounded, then for almost all V ∈ G(d, k),

dimBPV (X) ⩾ dimBX −max{0, dimqAX − k}.

In particular, if dimqAX ⩽ min{k,dimBX}, then for almost all V ∈ G(d, k),

dimBPV (X) = min{k,dimBX}.

Proof. The lower bound follows from Theorem 4.1 by letting θ → 0 in (4.1). The equality in the
second case comes from the established lower bound and the upper bound from (3.4). □

The following theorem relates the dimension profiles to the Assouad spectrum. Combined
with Theorem 3.1 this proves Theorem 4.1. Indeed, Theorem 4.1 is immediate on substituting
the inequalities of Theorem 4.3 with s = k in Theorem 3.1(i). It can also be used in conjunction
with Theorem 3.1 to establish results about the exceptional set in the box dimension analogue
of Marstrand’s theorem, but we refer the reader to [FFS21] for more on this aspect.

Theorem 4.3. Let s ∈ (0, d] and θ ∈ (0, 1). If X ⊆ Rd is bounded then

dim
s
BX ⩾ dimBX −max{0, dim

θ
AX − s, (dimAX − s)(1− θ)}. (4.2)

Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that |X| < 1/2. Throughout this proof we write

Nr(E) to denote the maximal size of an r-separated subset of E. Fix α > dim
θ
AX, β > dimAX

and let C > 0 be a constant such that for all 0 < r < R < 1 and x ∈ X

Nr(B(x,R) ∩X) ⩽ C

(
R

r

)β

,

and for all 0 < r ⩽ R1/θ < R < 1 and x ∈ X

Nr(B(x,R) ∩X) ⩽ C

(
R

r

)α

.

Let 0 < r < 1 and {xi}Nr(X)
i=1 be a maximal r-separated set of points in X. Place a point mass of

weight 1/Nr(X) at each xi and let the measure µ be the sum of these point masses, noting that
µ(X) = 1.
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Write D = ⌈log2(2|X|r−1)⌉ and B = ⌈(1 − θ) log2(r
−1)⌉ noting that for sufficiently small r,

1 ⩽ B < D. Recalling (5.1), for each i the potential of µ at xi is∫
ϕs
r(xi − y)dµ(y) ⩽

D∑
n=0

2−(n−1)sµ(B(xi, 2
nr))

⩽
D∑

n=0

2−(n−1)s 1

Nr(X)
Nr

(
B(xi, 2

nr) ∩X
)

⩽
2s

Nr(X)

( D∑
n=B

2−nsC
(2nr

r

)α
+

B−1∑
n=0

2−nsC
(2nr

r

)β
)

⩽ c
max{1, r−(α−s), r−(β−s)(1−θ)}

Nr(X)

for a constant c which is independent of r. Summing over the xi, the energy of µ is∫ ∫
ϕs
r(x− y)dµ(x)dµ(y) ⩽ c

max{1, r−(α−s), r−(β−s)(1−θ)}
Nr(X)

and so the capacity Cs
r (X) satisfies

Cs
r (X) ⩾ c−1Nr(X)min{1, r(α−s), r(β−s)(1−θ)}.

Thus

dim
s
BX = lim

r→0

logCs
r (X)

− log r

⩾ lim
r→0

log
(
c−1Nr(X)min{1, r(α−s), r(β−s)(1−θ)}

)
− log r

= dimBX −max{0, α− s, (β − s)(1− θ)}.

The conclusion follows on taking α and β arbitrarily close to dim
θ
AF and dimA F respectively. □

5. Using the intermediate dimensions to study box dimension profiles

In this section we exhibit work from [BFF21]. In particular, we introduce a capacity approach
to studying intermediate dimensions and use this to state a Marstrand theorem for intermediate
dimensions; see Theorem 5.3. We use this to establish an intriguing result which relates the box
dimensions of projections to continuity of the intermediate dimensions at 0; see Corollary 5.6.

Throughout this section, let θ ∈ (0, 1] and k ∈ {1, . . . , d}. For 0 ⩽ s ⩽ k and 0 < r < 1, define
kernels

ϕs,k
r,θ (x) =


1 0 ⩽ |x| < r(

r
|x|
)s

r ⩽ |x| < rθ

rθ(k−s)+s

|x|k rθ ⩽ |x|
(x ∈ Rd). (5.1)

When s = k these correspond to the kernel ϕk
r (x) used in [F21] in the context of box dimensions;

see (5.1). Letting M(X) denote the set of Borel probability measures supported on X, we say

that the energy of µ ∈ M(X) with respect to ϕs,k
r,θ is∫ ∫

ϕs,k
r,θ (x− y) dµ(x)dµ(y)
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and the potential of µ at x ∈ Rd is ∫
ϕs,k
r,θ (x− y) dµ(y).

We define the capacity Cs,k
r,θ (X) of a compact set X to be the reciprocal of the minimum energy

achieved by probability measures on X, that is

Cs,k
r,θ (X) =

(
inf

µ∈M(X)

∫ ∫
ϕs,k
r,θ (x− y) dµ(x)dµ(y)

)−1

.

Since ϕs,k
r,θ (x) is continuous in x and strictly positive and X is compact, Cs,k

r,θ (X) is positive and

finite. For bounded, but not necessarily closed, sets we take the capacity of a set to be that of its
closure. Once again this should be compared with the potential theoretic approach to Hausdorff
dimension described in Section 1 and also the potential theoretic approach to box dimension
described in Section 3.2.

For each integer 1 ⩽ k ⩽ d, we define the lower intermediate dimension profile dimk
θX of

X ⊂ Rd to be the unique s ∈ [0, k] such that

lim inf
r→0

logCs,k
r,θ (X)

− log r
= s

and the upper intermediate dimension profile dim
k
θX to be the unique s ∈ [0, k] such that

lim sup
r→0

logCs,k
r,θ (X)

− log r
= s.

The fact that these notions are well-defined is established precisely in [BFF21] using appropri-
ate variants on standard potential theoretic arguments. Further, observe that the intermediate

dimension profiles are increasing in k. This follows immediately noting that the kernels ϕt,k
r,θ(x)

are decreasing in k.

We can now characterise intermediate dimensions of sets X ⊂ Rd in terms of the capacities

Cs,d
r,θ (X) via the intermediate dimension profiles.

Theorem 5.1. Let X ⊂ Rd be bounded and θ ∈ (0, 1]. Then

dim θX = dimd
θX

and

dim θX = dim
d
θX.

This characterisation was proved in [BFF21]. Below we extract a small piece of that proof which
shows how to relate capacities to the covers used in the definition of intermediate dimensions.
This is just supposed to give the reader a flavour of the argument and we refer to [BFF21] for the
full details. We do not lose any generality by considering only compact sets since the intermediate
dimensions are stable under taking closure for θ ∈ (0, 1].

Lemma 5.2. Let X ⊂ Rd be compact, θ ∈ (0, 1], and 0 ⩽ s ⩽ d. Then for all 0 < r ⩽ 1 and all
finite covers {Ui}i of X by sets of diameters r ⩽ |Ui| ⩽ rθ,∑

i

|Ui|s ⩾ rsCs,d
r,θ (X).



Page 15 J. M. Fraser

Proof. By standard potential theoretic arguments (see e.g. [F21, Lemma 2.1]) there exists an
equilibrium measure µ ∈ M(X) and a set X0 with µ(X0) = 1 such that∫

ϕs,d
r,θ(x− y)dµ(y) =

1

Cs,d
r,θ (X)

=: γ

for all x ∈ X0. Let r ⩽ δ ⩽ rθ and x ∈ X0. Then

γ =

∫
ϕs,d
r,θ(x− y)dµ(y) ⩾

∫ (r
δ

)s
1B(0,δ)(x− y)dµ(y) ⩾

(r
δ

)s
µ(B(x, δ)). (5.2)

Let {Ui}i be a finite cover of X by sets of diameters r ⩽ |Ui| ⩽ rθ and define I = {i : Ui∩X0 ̸= ∅}.
Then for each i ∈ I, there exists xi ∈ Ui ∩X0 so that Ui ⊂ B(xi, |Ui|). Hence

1 = µ(X0) ⩽
∑
i∈I

µ(Ui) ⩽
∑
i∈I

µ(B(xi, |Ui|)) ⩽ r−sγ
∑
i∈I

|Ui|s

by (5.2), and so ∑
i

|Ui|s ⩾ rsCs,d
r,θ (X)

as required. □

The main theorem proved in [BFF21] is the following. We almost have the ingredients in place
to prove it, but we omit the proof and refer the reader to [BFF21] for the details. It establishes
a Marstrand theorem for the intermediate dimensions.

Theorem 5.3. Let X ⊂ Rd be bounded. Then, for all V ∈ G(d, k)

dim θPV (X) ⩽ dimk
θX and dim θPV (X) ⩽ dim

k
θX (5.3)

for all θ ∈ (0, 1]. Moreover, for γd,k-almost all V ∈ G(d, k),

dim θPV (X) = dimk
θX and dim θPV (X) = dim

k
θX (5.4)

for all θ ∈ (0, 1].

The next result allows us to pass continuity of the intermediate dimensions at zero to typical
projections. This will be useful in subsequent applications.

Corollary 5.4. Let X ⊂ Rd be a bounded set such that dim θX is continuous at θ = 0. If
V ∈ G(d, k) is such that dimH PV (X) ⩾ min{k, dimHX}, then dim θPV (X) is continuous at
θ = 0. In particular, dim θPV (X) is continuous at θ = 0 for γd,k-almost all V ∈ G(d, k). A
similar result holds for the upper intermediate dimensions.

Proof. If k ⩽ dimHX, then the result is immediate and so we may assume that k > dimHX.
Then, for θ ∈ (0, 1), using Theorems 5.1, 5.3 and the assumption that dim θX is continuous at
θ = 0, we get

dimHX ⩽ dimH PV (X) ⩽ dim θPV (X) ⩽ dimk
θX ⩽ dimd

θX = dim θX → dimHX

as θ → 0, which proves continuity of dim θPV (X) at θ = 0. The final part of the result, concerning
almost sure continuity at 0, follows from the previous observation together with the Marstrand–
Mattila projection theorem for Hausdorff dimensions. □

Next we recall the useful observation that if the box dimension of a set equals the ambient
spatial dimension, then the intermediate dimensions must be constantly equal to the box dimen-
sion for all θ ∈ (0, 1], see [FFK20, Proposition 2.4]. The capacity approach presented here yields
a simple proof, which we give now.
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Corollary 5.5. If X ⊂ Rd is bounded and satisfies dimBX = d, then dim θX = dim θX = d for
all θ ∈ (0, 1]. Similarly, if dimBX = d, then dim θX = d for all θ ∈ (0, 1].

Proof. Observe that

lim inf
r→0

logCd,d
r,θ (X)

− log r
= dimBX = d

and so by Theorem 5.1 it follows dim θX ⩾ dim θX = dimd
θX = dimBX = d. The result

concerning dim θX alone follows similarly. □

The following counter-intuitive result follows by piecing together Corollaries 5.4 and 5.5. This
gives a concrete application of the intermediate dimensions to a question concerning only the box
and Hausdorff dimensions.

Corollary 5.6. Let X ⊂ Rd be a bounded set such that dim θX is continuous at θ = 0. Then

dimBPV (X) = k

for γd,k-almost all V ∈ G(d, k) if and only if

dimHX ⩾ k.

A similar result holds for upper dimensions replacing dim θX and dimBX with dim θX and
dimBX, respectively.

Proof. One direction is trivial, and holds without the continuity assumption, since, if dimHX ⩾ k,
then

k ⩾ dimBPV (X) ⩾ dimH PV (X) ⩾ k

for γd,k-almost all V ∈ G(d, k). The other direction is where the interest lies. Indeed, suppose
dimBPV (X) = k for γd,k-almost all V ∈ G(d, k) but dimHX < k. Then Corollary 5.5 implies
that dim θPV (X) = k for γd,k-almost all V ∈ G(d, k) and all θ ∈ (0, 1]. Applying the Marstrand–
Mattila projection theorem for Hausdorff dimension, it follows that for γd,k-almost all V ∈ G(d, k)
dim θPV (X) is not continuous at θ = 0, which contradicts Corollary 5.4. □

To motivate Corollary 5.6 we give a couple of simple applications, both taken from [BFF21].
First, if X ⊂ R2 is a self-affine Bedford–McMullen carpet satisfying dimHX < 1 ⩽ dimBX, then,
since dimθ X is continuous at 0,

dimBPV (X) < 1 = min{dimBX, 1}

for γ2,1-almost all V ∈ G(2, 1). This surprising application seems difficult to derive directly. The
fact that the intermediate dimensions of Bedford–McMullen carpets are continuous at 0 was first
established in [FFK20]; see also [BK24].

Another, more accessible, example is provided by the sequence sets Fp = {n−p : n ⩾ 1} for
fixed p > 0. It is well-known that dimB Fp = 1/(1 + p) and therefore

dimB(Fp × Fp) = 2/(1 + p)

which is at least 1 for p ⩽ 1 and approaches 2 as p approaches 0. Continuity at θ = 0 for
dim θFp was established in [FFK20, Proposition 3.1] and it is straightforward to extend this to

dim θFp × Fp. Therefore, since dimH Fp × Fp = 0 < 1, we get

dimBPV (Fp × Fp) < 1
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for γ2,1-almost all V ∈ G(2, 1). This is most striking when p is very close to 0. The reader may
enjoy trying to derive the following: for all V ∈ G(2, 1) apart from the horizontal and vertical
projections

dimBPV (Fp × Fp) = 1−
(

p

p+ 1

)2

.

We would never have come across this entertaining formula if Corollary 5.6 had not led us to it.

6. Using the Fourier spectrum to study the exceptional set for Hausdorff
dimension

In this section we exhibit work from [FdO24+] which used the Fourier spectrum to prove new
estimates for the Hausdorff dimension of the exceptional set in the Marstrand–Mattila projection
theorem. Specifically, we will prove the following result and describe a concrete application
concerning continuity of information coming from the Fourier dimension, see Corollary 6.4. Here
and throughout we write µV for the pushforward of µ under PV , that is, µV is the projection of
µ onto V .

Theorem 6.1. Let µ ∈ M(Rd) and 1 ⩽ k < d be an integer. Then for all u ∈ [0, k],

dimH{V ∈ G(d, k) : dimH µV < u} ⩽ max

{
0, k(d− k) + inf

θ∈(0,1]

u− dimθ
F µ

θ

}
.

Furthermore, if X is a Borel set in Rd, then for all u ∈ [0, k],

dimH{V ∈ G(d, k) : dimH PV (X) < u} ⩽ max

{
0, k(d− k) + inf

θ∈(0,1]

u− dimθ
FX

θ

}
.

Since for all θ ∈ [0, 1], min{d,dimθ
F µ} ⩽ dimH µ and dimθ

FX ⩽ dimHX, the previous theorem
is an immediate consequence of Theorem 6.3, which we state and prove later.

Before bringing the Fourier spectrum into play, we first consider what information one can
get concerning the exceptional set by considering the Fourier dimension alone. Indeed, it is easy
to see that there are no exceptional projections for Salem sets, that is, sets that have the same
Fourier and Hausdorff dimension. In fact, one can say more. If X ⊆ Rd is a Borel set with
dimFX = t, then for all u ⩽ t,{

V ∈ G(d, k) : dimH PV (X) < min{k, u}
}
= ∅,

see [FdO24+] for more details. A natural question arising from this is whether Fourier dimension
can be used to say anything for u > t; for example, is there a continuous upper bound for

dimH

{
V ∈ G(d, k) : dimH PV (X) < min{k, u}

}
as a function of u (depending on the Fourier dimension) which is 0 at u = t? Perhaps surprisingly,
it turns out that nothing can be said using the Fourier dimension alone. That is, knowledge of
the Fourier dimension of X does not give any information about the dimension of the set of V
for which dimH PV (X) < u as soon as u > dimFX. The following was proved in [FdO24+].

Proposition 6.2. For any s ∈ (0, 1] and t ∈ (s/2, s) there exists a compact set X ⊆ R2 with
dimHX = s and dimFX = t such that for u < t,

{V ∈ G(2, 1) : dimH PV (X) ⩽ u} = ∅,

and for u ⩾ t,
dimH{V ∈ G(2, 1) : dimH PV (X) ⩽ u} ⩾ 2t− s.

That is, the dimension of the exceptional set has a jump discontinuity at dimFX from 0 to the
largest value it could possibly take according to (3.2).
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We will see that one can say more by using the Fourier spectrum. We now state and prove
the main result from [FdO24+]. Observe that when θ = 1 we recover the bound from [PS00,
Proposition 6.1].

Theorem 6.3. Let µ ∈ M(Rd), θ ∈ (0, 1] and 1 ⩽ k < d be an integer. Then for all 0 ⩽ u ⩽
min{k,dimθ

F µ},

dimH{V ∈ G(d, k) : dimθ
F µV < u} ⩽ max

{
0, k(d− k) +

u− dimθ
F µ

θ

}
. (6.1)

Furthermore, if X is a Borel set in Rd and θ ∈ (0, 1], then for all 0 ⩽ u ⩽ min{k,dimθ
FX},

dimH{V ∈ G(d, k) : dimθ
F PV (X) < u} ⩽ max

{
0, k(d− k) +

u− dimθ
FX

θ

}
.

Proof. In this proof we write A ≲ B if there exists a constant C > 0 such that A ⩽ CB and
A ≈ B if A ≲ B and B ≲ A. If we wish to emphasise that the constant C depends on some
parameter λ we shall express it as A ≲λ B or A ≈λ B.

The claim for sets follows from the statement for measures. To see this fix θ ∈ (0, 1], let ε > 0

and µ ∈ M(X) be such that dimθ
F µ ⩾ dimθ

FX − ε. Since dimθ
F PV (X) ⩾ min{k,dimθ

F µV } and

u ⩽ k, it follows that dimθ
F PV (X) < u ⇒ dimθ

F µV < u. Then,

dimH{V ∈ G(d, k) : dimθ
F PV (X) < u} ⩽ dimH{V ∈ G(d, k) : dimθ

F µV < u}

⩽ k(d− k) +
u− dimθ

F µ

θ

= k(d− k) +
u− dimθ

FX + ε

θ
,

and letting ε → 0 gives the result. We now proceed to prove the claim for measures, which follows
[FdO24+].

Let Gu,θ = {V ∈ G(d, k) : dimθ
F µV < u} and suppose (6.1) is false for some u > 0. Choose

τ > 0 such that k(d− k) + u−s
θ < τ < dimHGu,θ, for some s < dimθ

F µ. First, observe that Gu,θ

is a Borel set, see [FdO24+] for details. Therefore, by Frostman’s lemma there exists a measure
ν ∈ M(Gu,θ) such that ν

(
B(V, r)

)
⩽ rτ for all V ∈ G(d, k) and r > 0. We will show that∫

G(d,k)
Ju,θ(µV )

1/θ dν(V ) < ∞, (6.2)

and this will imply that Ju,θ(µV )
1/θ < ∞ for ν almost every V ∈ G(d, k). Then ν(Gu,θ) = 0

which contradicts the fact that ν ∈ M(Gu,θ).

Given y ∈ Rk and V ∈ G(d, k), define yV ∈ Rd by

{yV } = V ∩ P−1
V (y). (6.3)

We write S(Rd) for the family of functions in the Schwartz class on Rd; see [M15, Chapter 3]. Let
φ ∈ S(Rd) be such that φ(x) = 1 in sptµ, where sptµ denotes the (compact) support of µ. Then

µ = φµ and µ̂ = φ̂µ = φ̂∗ µ̂. Moreover, φ̂ ∈ S(Rd), and for every N ∈ N,
∣∣φ̂(z)∣∣ ≲φ,N

(
1+ |z|

)−N
.

Using Hölder’s inequality with conjugate exponents 2/θ and 2/(2 − θ), we obtain the following
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estimate for z ∈ Rd:

∣∣µ̂(z)∣∣ 2θ ⩽

[ ∫
Rd

∣∣µ̂(z − y)φ̂(y)
∣∣ dy] 2

θ

=

[ ∫
Rd

∣∣µ̂(z − y)
∣∣∣∣φ̂(y)∣∣ θ2 ∣∣φ̂(y)∣∣ 2−θ

2 dy

] 2
θ

⩽

[(∫
Rd

∣∣µ̂(z − y)
∣∣ 2θ ∣∣φ̂(y)∣∣ dy) θ

2
(∫

Rd

∣∣φ̂(y)∣∣ dy) 2−θ
2

] 2
θ

=

∫
Rd

∣∣µ̂(z − y)
∣∣ 2θ ∣∣φ̂(y)∣∣ dy(∫

Rd

∣∣φ̂(y)∣∣ dy) 2−θ
θ

≲
∫
Rd

∣∣µ̂(z − y)
∣∣ 2θ ∣∣φ̂(y)∣∣ dy

=
(∣∣φ̂∣∣ ∗ ∣∣µ̂∣∣ 2θ )(z).

Recalling (6.3), µ̂V (y) = µ̂(yV ), and therefore∫
G(d,k)

Ju,θ(µV )
1/θ dν(V ) =

∫
G(d,k)

∫
Rk

∣∣µ̂V (y)
∣∣ 2θ |y|uθ−k dy dν(V )

=

∫
G(d,k)

∫
Rk

∣∣µ̂(yV )∣∣ 2θ |y|uθ−k dy dν(V )

≲
∫
G(d,k)

∫
Rk

(∣∣φ̂∣∣ ∗ ∣∣µ̂∣∣ 2θ )(yV )|y|uθ−k dy dν(V )

=

∫
G(d,k)

∫
Rk

(∫
Rd

∣∣φ̂(yV − z)
∣∣∣∣µ̂(z)∣∣ 2θ dz)|y|uθ−k dy dν(V )

=

∫
Rd

∣∣µ̂(z)∣∣ 2θ[∫
G(d,k)

∫
Rk

∣∣φ̂(yV − z)
∣∣|y|uθ−k dy dν(V )

]
dz

≲
∫
Rd

∣∣µ̂(z)∣∣ 2θ[∫
G(d,k)

∫
Rk

(
1 + |yV − z|

)−N |y|
u
θ
−k dy dν(V )

]
dz.

To finish the proof of the theorem we need to show that the above is finite. It is enough to see
that for N sufficiently large,∫

G(d,k)

∫
Rk

(
1 + |yV − z|

)−N |y|
u
θ
−k dy dν(V ) ≲ |z|

u
θ
+k(d−k)−d−τ , (6.4)

for all z ∈ Rd with |z| ⩾ 2 because then, since k(d− k) + u−s
θ < τ ,∫

G(d,k)
Ju,θ(µV )

1/θ dν(V ) ≲
∫
Rd

∣∣µ̂(z)∣∣ 2θ |z|uθ+k(d−k)−d−τ dz

≲
∫
Rd

∣∣µ̂(z)∣∣ 2θ |z| sθ−d dz

= Js,θ(µ)
1/θ < ∞,

since s < dimθ
F µ. This establishes (6.2) and completes the proof.
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The proof of (6.4) is technical and we refer the reader to [FdO24+] for the details. Briefly,
one splits the integral into the dyadic annuli centred at z as∫

G(d,k)

∫
Rk

(
1 + |yV − z|

)−N |y|
u
θ
−k dy dν(V )

=

∫∫
{(V,y):|yV −z|⩽1/2}

+
∑

{j⩾0:|z|>2j+1}

∫∫
{(V,y):2j−1<|yV −z|⩽2j}

+
∑

{j⩾0:|z|⩽2j+1}

∫∫
{(V,y):2j−1<|yV −z|⩽2j}

where the sums are over integer j. Then each term is handled separately, using that from the
definition of ν we have for all r > 0 and z ∈ Rd,

ν
(
{V ∈ G(d, k) : d(z, V ) ⩽ r}

)
≲

(
r

|z|

)τ−(k−1)(d−k)

(6.5)

where d(z, Y ) = inf{|z − y| : y ∈ Y }. □

6.1. Continuity of the dimension of the exceptional set. Proposition 6.2 showed us that,
for sets X, the dimension of the set of exceptional directions can be discontinuous at u = dimFX.
Earlier we hinted at the following question: under which conditions on µ can continuity of the
dimension of the set of exceptional directions be recovered at u = dimFX. We show in the
following corollary that such conditions can be given in terms of the derivative of the Fourier
spectrum at 0. There is an analogous result for measures, which we leave to the reader to
formulate.

Corollary 6.4. Let X be a Borel set in Rd and let

D = lim inf
θ→0

dimθ
FX − dimFX

θ

be the lower right semi-derivative of dimθ
FX at θ = 0. If D ⩾ k(d − k), then the function

u 7→ dimH{V ∈ G(d, k) : dimH PV (X) < u} is continuous at u = dimFX.

Proof. Let ε ∈ (0, 1) and consider u = dimFX + ε2. Corollary 6.1 gives that

dimH

{
V ∈ G(d, k) : dimH PV (X) <dimFX + ε2

}
⩽ max

{
0, k(d− k) + inf

θ∈(0,1]

dimFX + ε2 − dimθ
FX

θ

}
⩽ max

{
0, k(d− k) + ε− dimε

FX − dimFX

ε

}
→ 0

as ε → 0 provided D ⩾ k(d− k), which proves the desired continuity result. □

One drawback of the previous result is that the condition on the derivative of the Fourier
spectrum is quite strong. Since dimθ

F µ ⩽ dimF µ+dθ always holds, in order to establish continuity
of the dimension of the exceptional set from Proposition 6.4, it is necessary to have k(d− k) ⩽ d.
This is only true for the families G(d, 1), G(d, d− 1), and the special case G(4, 2).
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[BK24] A. Banaji and I. Kolossváry. Intermediate dimensions of Bedford–McMullen carpets with
applications to Lipschitz equivalence, Adv. Math., 449, (2024), 109735.

[BR22] A. Banaji and A. Rutar. Attainable forms of intermediate dimensions, Annales Fennici
Mathematici, 47, (2022), 939–960.

[BCP24+] A. Baraviera, M. Carvalho, and G. Pessil. Metric mean dimension, Hölder regularity
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