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ABSTRACT. Let Gpd, nq be the Grassmannian manifold of n-dimensional subspaces of
Rd, and let πV : Rd Ñ V be the orthogonal projection. We prove that if µ is a com-
pactly supported Radon measure on Rd satisfying the s-dimensional Frostman condition
µpBpx, rqq ď Crs for all x P Rd and r ą 0, then

ż

Gpd,nq
}πV µ}

p
LppV q dγd,npV q ă 8, 1 ď p ă

2d´ n´ s

d´ s
.

The upper bound for p is sharp, at least, for d´ 1 ď s ď d, and every 0 ă n ă d.
Our motivation for this question comes from finding improved lower bounds on the

Hausdorff dimension of ps, tq-Furstenberg sets. For 0 ď s ď 1 and 0 ď t ď 2, a setK Ă R2

is called an ps, tq-Furstenberg set if there exists a t-dimensional family L of affine lines in
R2 such that dimHpK X `q ě s for all ` P L. As a consequence of our projection theorem
in R2, we show that every ps, tq-Furstenberg set K Ă R2 with 1 ă t ď 2 satisfies

dimHK ě 2s` p1´ sqpt´ 1q.

This improves on previous bounds for pairs ps, tq with s ą 1
2

and t ě 1 ` ε for a small
absolute constant ε ą 0. We also prove a higher dimensional analogue of this estimate
for codimension-1 Furstenberg sets in Rd. As another corollary of our method, we obtain
a δ-discretised sum-product estimate for pδ, sq-sets. Our bound improves on a previous
estimate of Chen for every 1

2
ă s ă 1, and also of Guth-Katz-Zahl for s ě 0.5151.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is concerned with theLp regularity of orthogonal projections of fractal mea-
sures, with applications to ps, tq-Furstenberg sets. We introduce the following notation:
M “ MpRdq stands for the space of compactly supported Radon measures on Rd, and
Ms is the subset of those measures µ P M which satisfy an s-dimensional Frostman
condition: there exists a constant C ą 0 such that µpBpx, rqq ď Crs for all x P Rd and
r ą 0. The Grassmannian manifold of n-dimensional subspaces in Rd is denoted Gpd, nq,
and the Opdq-invariant probability measure on Gpd, nq is denoted γd,n. For V P Gpd, nq,
πV : Rd Ñ V stands for the orthogonal projection onto V . Let us start with the following
general question:

Question 1. Let 0 ă n ă d, and let µ PMs for some s ą n. For which values of 1 ď p, q ď 8
does it hold that

Ipp, qq :“

˜

ż

Gpd,nq
}πV µ}

q
LppV q dγd,npV q

¸1{q

ă 8? (1.1)

The question is well-posed, since it is known since the works of Marstrand [21], Kauf-
man [17], and Mattila [23] that if µ P Ms with s ą n, then πV µ ! Hn|V for γd,n almost
every plane V P Gpd, nq, and in fact Ip2, 2q „d,n Inpµq, where Itpµq stands for the t-
dimensional Riesz energy of µ. So, at least (1.1) holds for p “ q “ 2, for every s ą n. This
is not the best one can say: it follows easily from Falconer’s Fourier analytic approach [8]
and the Sobolev embedding theorem that if Ispµq ă 8, then Ip2n{p2n ´ sq, 2q ă 8, see
Section 3.1 for a few more details. Therefore, the answer to Question 1 (where we assume
µ PMs instead of Ispµq ă 8) is positive for all pairs pp, 2q with 1 ď p ă 2n{p2n´ sq. For
s ą 2n, the correct interpretation of this is that Ip8, 2q ă 8.

The results above only concern pairs of the form pp, 2q, and the literature seems to be
less complete for general pairs pp, qq. Of course Ipp, q1q ď Ipp, q2q for q1 ď q2 by Hölder’s
inequality, but this observation is unlikely to give any sharp results for q1 ‰ q2. While
studying problems related to Furstenberg sets (more on this in Section 1.1), we needed
to understand pairs of the form pp, pq. We show the following:

Theorem 1.2. Let µ PMs with s ą n. Then Ipp, pq ă 8 for 1 ď p ă p2d´ n´ sq{pd´ sq.

The upper bound for "p" is sharp for d ě 2, 0 ă n ă d, and d ´ 1 ď s ď d, as the next
example demonstrates. We do not know how sharp Theorem 1.2 is for n ă s ă d´1. The
simplest unknown case occurs for d “ 3, n “ 1, and 1 ă s ă 2: what is the supremum of
exponents p ě 1 such that

ş

Gp3,1q }πLµ}
p
p dγ3,1pLq ă 8 for all µ PMspR3qwith 1 ă s ă 2?

Example 1.3. Fix d ě 2, 0 ă n ă d, and d ´ 1 ď s ă d. Let C Ă L0 :“ R ˆ t0u Ă Rd
be an ps ´ pd ´ 1qq-regular Cantor set (take C Ă r0, 1s ˆ t0u for concreteness), and let µ :“
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ν ˆ Hd´1|t0uˆBd´1
, where ν :“ Hs´d`1|C , and Bd´1 Ă Rd´1 is the open unit ball. Then

µ PMs.
Let δ ą 0, and let G Ă Gpd, nq be the δ-neighbourhood of the submanifold G0 :“ tV P

Gpd, nq : V Ą L0u. We record that G0 is a pd ´ nqpn ´ 1q-dimensional submanifold: the easiest
way to get convinced is to note that the restriction "V Ą L0" is equivalent to "V K Ă LK0 ", and
the set tW P Gpd, d´nq : W Ă LK0 u is diffeomorphic to Gpd´1, d´nq, a manifold of dimension
pd´ nqppd´ 1q ´ pd´ nqq “ pd´ nqpn´ 1q. Noting that γd,n is an npd´ nq-regular measure
(see [9, Proposition 4.1]), it follows that

γd,npGq „ δnpd´nq ¨ δ´dimG0 “ δd´n.

Now, let us consider the projections πV µ for V P G0, and eventually V P G. Note first that

C “ πL0psptµq “ πL0pπV psptµqq, V P G0,

using that all the planes in G0 contain L0. Therefore

sptπV µ “ πV psptµq Ă Bp1q X pπ´1L0
pCq X V q, V P G0.

Recalling that C is ps´ d` 1q-regular, and L0 Ă V , the set on the right is regular of dimension
ps ´ d ` 1q ` pn ´ 1q “ n ` s ´ d. It can therefore be covered by „ δd´s´n balls in V of
radius δ. In particular, HnpsptπV µq . δd´s. These arguments were carried for V P G0, but the
conclusion remains valid for V P G “ G0pδq. Now a lower bound for }πV µ}LppV q follows from
Hölder’s inequality:

}πV µ}
p
LppV q & HnpsptπV µq

1´p & δpd´sqp1´pq V P G, p ě 1.

Finally,
ż

Gpd,nq
}πV µ}

p
LppV q dγd,npV q & γd,npGq ¨ δ

pd´sqp1´pq „ δd´n`pd´sqp1´pq.

The right hand side stays bounded as δ Ñ 0 only if d´ n` pd´ sqp1´ pq ě 0, or equivalently
p ď p2d´ n´ sq{pd´ sq. This matches the upper bound in Theorem 1.2.

Remark 1.4. The generalisation of Example 1.3 to the case s ă d ´ 1 is not obvious. For
s ě d ´ 1, the measure µ was defined as Hausdorff measure supported on a union of
parallel pd ´ 1q-planes (or pieces thereof, to be accurate). In the case d “ 3, n “ 1, and
1 ă s ă 2 (for example) it might therefore seem natural to define µ :“ Hs|Cˆr0,1s, where
C Ă R2 ˆ t0u has Hs´1pCq “ 1. However, with this choice of "µ" it looks like

ż

Gp3,1q
}πLµ}

p
LppLq dγ3,1pLq ă 8, 1 ď p ă p3´ sq{p2´ sq.

This upper bound for "p" is higher, for all s ě 1, than the one predicted by Theorem 1.2.

Remark 1.5. In addition to the sharpness of Theorem 1.2 for n ă s ă d ´ 1, another
special case of Question 1 is worth highlighting: for µ P MspR2q with s ą 1, determine
the supremum of exponents p ě 1 such that Ipp, 1q ă 8. This is closely related to the
question Peres and Schlag raise in [34, §9.2(ii)]. More precisely, they ask for the value of
ppsq :“ suptp ě 1 : πLµ P L

p for a.e. L P Gp2, 1q, for all µ P MspR2qu. We do not even
have a good guess for the right answer. Measures supported on concentric unions of
circles give one upper bound for ppsq, and measures supported on Furstenberg sets give
another one. These upper bounds do not coincide.
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Remark 1.6. While the problem regarding Ipp, 1q seems difficult, and most likely un-
solved, Theorem 1.2 may be known to experts in harmonic analysis: it is essentially an
Lp Ñ Lp,α estimate for the pd´ nq-plane transform, and there is a formidable amount of
literature on estimating this operator. For the pairs pd, nq “ pd, 1q, d ě 2, one could, with
a little effort, deduce Theorem 1.2 from the work of Littman [19], by first expressing the
pd ´ 1q-plane transform (also known as the Radon transform) as an averaging operator
over the pd´1q-dimensional paraboloid in Rd, see the identities (2.1) and (2.9) in Christ’s
paper [2], and eventually exploiting the curvature of the paraboloid, as Littman does.

For more general dimensions and co-dimensions, Strichartz [39, Theorem 2.2] proves
Lp Ñ Lp,α estimates for the n-plane transform in Rd, but only for 1 ă p ď 2 (there is a
good reason, see Remark 3.5). Theorem 1.2 is also closely related to the papers of Drury
[5], D. Oberlin and Stein [27], and D. Oberlin [28, 29]. In these works, the authors prove
sharp Lp to Lq estimates for the Radon transform, but as far as we can see, they do not
contain the Lp to Lp-Sobolev result we need for our purposes. Mixed norm estimates
for Radon transforms are intimately connected with Kakeya and Besicovitch pn, kq-set
problems, and there is a wealth of literature for d ě 3, see for example [11, 18, 30, 35,
40]. Smoothness and integrability estimates for Radon transforms are also of interest
to mathematicians working on inverse problems: see the book [26] by Natterer, and in
particular the bibliographical notes at the end of Section II. In summary, there is a non-
zero probability that Theorem 1.2 is covered by existing literature, but we could not easily
find it, and in any case our proof is self-contained and fairly elementary.

1.1. Applications. We then move to the applications which motivate Question 1 for the
pairs pp, pq. The main one concerns Furstenberg ps, tq-sets, defined as follows. A set K Ă

R2 is called an ps, tq-Furstenberg set if there exists a family L of affine lines with dimH L “
t such that dimHpK X `q ě s for all ` P L. Here the dimension "dimH L" is defined by
viewing L as a subset of the metric space pAp2, 1q, dAq, the affine Grassmannian of all lines
in the plane. We postpone the precise definition of the metric dA to Section 2, see (2.2).

The case t “ 1 has attracted the most attention: Wolff [41] introduced the problem in
the late 90s and showed that every ps, 1q-Furstenberg set K Ă R2, 0 ă s ď 1, satisfies

dimHK ě maxt2s, 12 ` su. (1.7)

Wolff also conjectured that the sharp estimate should be dimHK ě 1
2`

3s
2 . In part relying

on the work of Katz and Tao [16], Bourgain in 2003 managed to improve on Wolff’s
estimate by an "ε" in the case s “ 1

2 . For 1
2 ă s ă 1, a similar ε-improvement was

achieved in 2021 by the second author and Shmerkin [33], partly relying on the earlier
paper [32]. In fact, [33] established that dimHK ě 2s ` εps, tq for Furstenberg ps, tq-sets
with 0 ă s ă 1 and t P ps, 2s. For 0 ă s ď 1

2 ´ ε, Wolff’s estimate remains the strongest
one, although an ε-improvement for the packing dimension of s-Furstenberg sets in this
region of parameters was obtained by Shmerkin [36] in 2020.

For more general t P r0, 2s, lower bounds for Furstenberg ps, tq-sets have been recently
obtained by Molter and Rela [25], Héra [13], Héra, Máthé, and Keleti [14], Lutz and Stull
[20], and Héra, Shmerkin, and Yavicoli [15]. The best previous bounds for the number

γps, tq :“ inftdimHK : K Ă R2 is an ps, tq-Furstenberg setu
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are the following (combining contributions from all the papers cited above):

γps, tq ě

$

’

’

&

’

’

%

s` t for s P p0, 1s and t P r0, ss,
2s` εps, tq for s P p0, 1s and t P ps, 2ss,
s` t

2 for s P p0, 1s and t P p2s, 2s.

Our new result concerns the "high dimensional" region where s ą 1
2 and t ą 1:

Theorem 1.8. Let 0 ă s ď 1 and 1 ă t ď 2. Then every ps, tq-Furstenberg set K Ă R2 satisfies

dimHK ě 2s` p1´ sqpt´ 1q. (1.9)

More generally, every pd ´ 1, s, tq-Furstenberg set K Ă Rd, with d ě 2, 1 ă t ď d and
0 ă s ď d´ 1 satisfies

dimHK ě p2s` 2´ dq `
pt´ 1qpd´ 1´ sq

d´ 1
. (1.10)

We postpone the definition of pd ´ 1, s, tq-Furstenberg sets for a moment, see Section
1.1.1. The estimate (1.9) is stronger than the bound s` t{2, due to Héra [13], in the range
s ą 1

2 and t ą 1, and also improves on the bound 2s`εps, tq for p1´sqpt´1q ą εps, tq (the
constant εps, tq ą 0 is very small). We derive Theorem 1.8 as a corollary of a following
δ-discretised incidence result, which also gives some information in higher dimensions.
To state the result, we first define the notion of pδ, s, Cq-sets:

Definition 1.11 (pδ, s, Cq-set). Let 0 ď s ă 8, 0 ă δ ă 1, and C ą 0. Given a metric space
pX, dq, a bounded set P Ă X is called a pδ, s, Cq-set if for every δ ď r ď 1 and every ball
B Ă X of radius r we have

|P XB|δ ď C ¨ |P |δ ¨ r
s.

Here |A|δ denotes the δ-covering number ofA, i.e. the minimal number of δ-balls needed
to cover A (we set |A|δ :“ 8 if A cannot be covered by finitely many δ-balls).

In the following, if A Ă Rd, and r ą 0, then Aprq :“ tx P Rd : distpx,Aq ď ru.

Theorem 1.12. Let 0 ă n ă d and C,CF ě 1. Let V Ă Apd, nq be a δ-separated set of n-
planes, and let P Ă Bp1q Ă Rd be a δ-separated pδ, t, CF q-set with t ą d ´ n. For r ą 0 let
IrpP,Vq “ tpp, V q P P ˆ V : p P V prqu. Then, for every ε ą 0 we have

|ICδpP,Vq| .C,d,ε,t δ´ε ¨ CF ¨ |P | ¨ |V|n{pd`n´tq ¨ δnpt`1´dqpd´nq{pd`n´tq.

To derive Theorem 1.8 from Theorem 1.12, the incidence result needs to be applied to
the dual set of (a suitable discretisation of) "L", the t-dimensional set of lines appearing
in the definition of ps, tq-Furstenberg sets. While it is unlikely that Theorem 1.8 is sharp
for any s P p0, 1q or t P r1, 2q, Theorem 1.12 is fairly sharp in the plane, essentially because
the set V is "only" assumed to be δ-separated. This matter is discussed further in Section
5, see Proposition 5.2 and Remark 5.3.

Theorem 1.12, or rather its dual version, also allows us to make progress on the δ-
discretised sum-product problem in the "supercritical" range t ą 1

2 :

Corollary 1.13. Let δ P p0, 1s, s, t, t1 P r0, 1s with t` t1 ą 1, and c, c1 ą 0. Let A,B,C Ă r1, 2s
be δ-separated sets such that |A| “ δ´s, B is a pδ, t, cq-set and C is a pδ, t1, c1q-set. Then,

maxt|A`B|δ, |A ¨ C|δu &α,s,t,t1,c,c1 δ
´α|A|, α ă pt`t1´1qp1´sq

2 .
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We are grateful to Josh Zahl for telling us that Corollary 1.13 follows from Theorem
1.12 combined with an argument of Elekes [6], see Section 6.3 for the details. Corollary
1.13 applied withA “ B “ C (and assuming thatA is a pδ, tq-set with t P p12 , 1q) improves
on recent results of Chen [1] for every t P p12 , 1q, and of Guth, Katz, and Zahl [12] for 1 ą

t ą p
?

1113´ 21q{24 « 0.5151. We refer the reader to these papers for more background
and references on the δ-discretised sum-product problem. Since p2t ´ 1qp1 ´ sq{2 ą 0
for t P p12 , 1q and s P p0, 1q, if we assume that B “ C and B is a pδ, tq-set with t P

p12 , 1q, Corollary 1.13 also implies that maxt|A ` B|δ, |A ¨ B|δu " |B| in cases where A
is substantially smaller than B (to be precise, this works when s ą 1{p3 ´ 2tq; note that
1{p3´ 2tq ă t for t P p12 , 1q, so the range s P p1{p3´ 2tq, tq is non-empty).

1.1.1. Higher dimensional Furstenberg sets. Theorem 1.8 mentions the notion of pn, s, tq-
Furstenberg sets in Rd. These are defined just like ps, tq-Furstenberg sets, except that the
set L Ă Ap2, 1q is replaced by a t-dimensional set V Ă Apd, nq of affine n-planes. Thus, a
set K Ă Rd is called an pn, s, tq-Furstenberg set if there exists a family V Ă Apd, nq with
dimH V “ t such that dimHpK X V q ě s for all V P V . The dimension "dimH V" is defined
relative to the metric on Apd, nq, see Section 2. Since Theorem 1.8 is deduced via duality
from Theorem 1.12, we only obtain information about the case n “ d´ 1.

Furstenberg pn, s, tq-sets have been studied in many of the papers cited above, see
[13, 14, 15]. Additionally, finite field versions of pn, s, tq-Furstenberg sets in Fdp have been
considered by Ellenberg and Erman [7], Dhar, Dvir, and Lund [3], and Zhang [42]. We
also mention the paper of Zhang [43], where the author studies a discrete variant of the
Furstenberg set problems in Rd.

We only discuss the existing bounds in the case n “ d ´ 1. Héra in [13] proves that
every pd ´ 1, s, tq-Furstenberg set K Ă Rd with ps, tq P pd ´ 2, d ´ 1s ˆ p0, ds satisfies
dimHK ě s ` t{d. In [14], Héra, Máthé, and Keleti prove the lower bound dimHK ě

2s ´ d ` 1 ` mintt, 1u for all ps, tq P p0, d ´ 1s ˆ p0, ds. Clearly (1.10) improves on the
H-K-M bound for all t P p1, ds. One may calculate that (1.10) also improves on Héra’s
bound for ps, tq P pd´ 2` 1

d , d´ 1s ˆ p1, ds.

1.2. Outline of the paper. The proof of Theorem 1.2 is conceptually quite straightfor-
ward: it is based on complex interpolation between the cases s “ n and s “ d. This
argument is heavily influenced by the paper [39] of Strichartz. The technical details nev-
ertheless take some work, see Section 3. Section 2 only contains some preliminaries.

Theorem 1.8 on pd ´ 1, s, tq-Furstenberg sets is reduced to the incidence estimate in
Theorem 1.12 by applying point-plane duality, and standard discretisation arguments.
The details are contained in Section 6. The proof of Theorem 1.12 is carried out in Section
4. The idea is easiest to explain in the plane. Imagine that P Ă R2 is a δ-separated pδ, tq-
set (see Definition 1.11) with 1 ă t ď 2, and let L Ă Ap2, 1q be a δ-separated line family
with excessively many δ-incidences with P . Let µ P Mt with sptµ “ P pδq. If the word
"excessive" is interpreted as the serious failure of Theorem 1.12, then it turns out that
many radial projections ρxµ of µ relative to base points x P sptµ “ P pδq are singular. (The
reader should be warned that ρxµ is not precisely the push-forward of µ under y ÞÑ ρxpyq,
see (4.7) for the proper definition.)

This sounds like a contradiction: a result of the second author [31] says that the radial
projections of a t-dimensional measure, t ą 1, relative to its own base points are (typi-
cally) absolutely continuous with a density in Lp, for some p ą 1. The result in [31] is
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proved via relating the radial and orthogonal projections of µ by the following formula:
ż

}ρxµ}
p
LppS1q

dµpxq “

ż

S1

}πeµ}
p`1
Lp`1pRq dH

1peq.

For a higher dimensional generalisation, see (4.18). With this identity in hand, we may
estimate the right hand side by appealing to Theorem 1.2: it is finite for all p ` 1 ă p3 ´
tq{p2´ tq, or equivalently p ă 1{p2´ tq. Pitting this information against the hypothetical
singularity of the radial projections ρxµ yields Theorem 1.12. A similar approach also
works in higher dimensions and co-dimensions: the details can be found in Section 4.

As we already mentioned above, Section 5 contains a family of examples indicating
the sharpness of Theorem 1.12. These examples will also indicate where the numerology
in the lower bound (1.9) comes from.

1.3. Acknowledgements. As already mentioned below Corollary 1.13, we are grateful
to Josh Zahl for pointing out how to derive it from Theorem 1.12. We are also grateful to
the anonymous reviewers for reading a draft of the paper carefully, and giving plenty of
useful feedback to improve our exposition.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We will write f . g as an abbreviation for the inequality f ď Cg, where C ą 0 is an
absolute constant. If the constant C depends on a parameter a, we will write f .a g.
Furthermore, f „ g and f „a g will denote g . f . g and g .a f .a g, respectively.

In addition to the notations "f . g" and "f „ g", we will also employ "f / g" and
"f « g". The notation f / g refers to an inequality of the form f ď C ¨ plogp1{δqqC ¨ g,
where C ą 0 is an absolute constant, and δ ą 0 is a parameter (always a "scale") which
will be clear from context. The two-sided inequality f / g / f is abbreviated to f « g.

The notation Bpx, rq stands for the closed ball of radius r ą 0 around x. Usually
x P Rd, in which case Bpx, rq denotes the usual Euclidean ball. Occasionally, x will
belong to another metric space (e.g., the Grassmannian Gpd, nq, or the circle S1). In such
cases Bpx, rq denotes the metric ball. Sometimes we will write Bprq instead of Bp0, rq.

Our main result on incidences, Theorem 1.12, was been formulated in terms of pδ, s, Cq-
sets. We recall (from Definition 1.11) that a bounded set P Ă X in a metric space pX, dq is
called a pδ, s, Cq-set if

|P XBpx, rq|δ ď C ¨ |P |δ ¨ r
s, x P X, δ ď r ď 1. (2.1)

If the value of the constant C ą 0 is irrelevant, we may also talk casually about pδ, sq-
sets. For more information about basic properties of pδ, sq-sets, see [33, Section 2.1]. Our
notion of pδ, sq-sets is not entirely canonical: an alternative common definition is where
(2.1) is replaced by |P X Bpx, rq|δ ď pr{δqs. The definitions coincide when |P |δ „ δ´s.
One difference between the definitions is worth noting: our definition implies that if P is
a non-empty pδ, s, Cq-set, then |P |δ ě δ´s{C. This follows from (2.1) applied to any ball
Bpx, δq with x P P . In contrast, the alternative definition |P X Bpx, rq|δ ď pr{δq

s rather
implies an upper bound |P |δ ď δ´s, at least if diampP q ď 1.

In the paper we will only consider pδ, sq-sets in the Euclidean space pRd, | ¨ |q, and in
the affine Grassmannian pApd, nq, dAq. The metric dA is defined as in [22, §3.16]: given
V,W P Apd, nq, let V0,W0 P Gpd, nq and a P V K0 , b P W

K
0 , be the unique n-planes and
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vectors such that V “ V0 ` a and W “ W0 ` b. The distance between V and W is given
by

dApV,W q :“
∥∥πV0 ´ πW0

∥∥
op
` |a´ b|, (2.2)

where ‖¨‖op denotes the operator norm. Note that Gpd, nq can be seen as a submanifold
of Apd, nq, and the restriction of dA to Gpd, nq ˆ Gpd, nq defines a metric on Gpd, nq.

For a set A Ă Rd and δ ą 0, Apδqwill denote the δ-neighbourhood of A.

3. Lp-REGULARITY OF PROJECTIONS

3.1. Background. Let 0 ă n ă d, let Gpd, nq be the Grassmannian of n-dimensional sub-
spaces of Rd, and let M “MpRdq be the family of compactly supported Radon measures
on Rd. In this section we investigate the Lp-regularity of the projections of s-dimensional
Frostman measures µ PM to planes V P Gpd, nq.

It is classical that if s ą n, and µ P M satisfies the s-dimensional Frostman condition
µpBpx, rqq . rs for balls Bpx, rq Ă Rd, then

ż

Gpd,nq
}πV µ}

2
2 dγd,npV q ă 8,

where γd,n is the Opdq-invariant probability measure on Gpd, nq. This can be easily de-
duced from the potential theoretic method due to Kaufman [17] in R2 and Mattila [23]
in higher dimensions, or see [22, Theorem 9.7] for a textbook reference. In fact, a little
more is known: if the s-dimensional Riesz energy Ispµq is finite, s ě n (in particular: if
µpBpx, rqq . rt for some t ą s), then γd,n almost every projection πV µ lies in the fractional
Sobolev space Hps´nq{2pV q – Hps´nq{2pRnq, and

ż

Gpd,nq

ż

V
|yπV µpξq|

2|ξ|s´n dHnpξq dγd,npV q . Ispµq. (3.1)

This approach via Fourier transforms was pioneered by Falconer [8], and the estimate
(3.1) can be found for example in [24, (5.14)]. By the Sobolev embedding theorem [4,
Theorem 6.5], it follows for that πV µ has a density in Lp

‹

for γd,n a.e. V P Gpd, nq, with
p‹ :“ p‹pn, sq :“ 2n{p2n´ sq, and indeed

ż

Gpd,nq
}πV µ}

2
Lp
‹pn,sqpV q

dγd,npV q . Ispµq, n ď s ă 2n. (3.2)

For 2n ă s ă d, one can even deduce that πV µ P CcpV q for γd,n a.e. V P Gpd, nq, and
V ÞÑ }πV µ}L8pV q P L

2pGpd, nqq, see the proof of [24, Theorem 5.4(c)] applied to πV µ.

3.2. New results. We do not know how sharp the facts from Section 3.1 are under the
hypothesis Ispµq ă 8, but they are certainly unsatisfactory under the s-Frostman as-
sumption µpBpx, rqq . rs. To see this, consider the situation in R2. If µ P MpR2q with
µpBpx, rqq . rt for some 1 ă t ď 2, then one may deduce from the "mixed norm estimate"
(3.2) that L ÞÑ }πLµ}2{p2´sq P L

2pGp2, 1qq for every s ă t. It is reasonable that the expo-
nent 2{p2´ sq tends to infinity as s, tÑ 2, but it is unsatisfactory that the exponent "2" in
"L2pGp2, 1qq" stays constant. Indeed, for t “ 2, trivially πLµ P L8 for every L P Gp2, 1q, or
in other words L ÞÑ }πLµ}8 P L

8pGp2, 1qq. Therefore, one would expect that there exists
an exponent ppsq P r2,8q such that ppsq Ñ 8 as sÑ 2, and L ÞÑ }πLµ}ppsq P L

ppsqpGp2, 1qq
for every s-Frostman measure µ PMpR2q. This is a special case of the theorem below:
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Theorem 3.3. Let 0 ă n ă d, and let µ P MpRdq with sptµ Ă Bp1q satisfying the Frostman
condition µpBpx, rqq ď CF r

s for some CF ě 1, s ą n, and for all balls Bpx, rq Ă Rd. Then,
ż

Gpd,nq
}πV µ}

p
p dγd,npV q .d,p,s CF , 2 ď p ă

2d´ n´ s

d´ s
. (3.4)

Remark 3.5. Theorem 3.3 can be viewed as an Lp to Lp-Sobolev estimate for the pd ´ nq-
plane transform, and there is plenty of existing literature on this topic. The most relevant
reference is the paper [39] by Strichartz. Using complex interpolation between H1 and
L2, he proves in [39, Theorem 2.2] the following inequality for f P SpRdq:

˜

ż

Gpd,nq
}πV f}

q
p,pd´nq{q dγd,npV q

¸1{q

. }f}LppRdq, 1 ă p ď 2.

Here 1{p ` 1{q “ 1. This looks a little like (3.4), with two main differences: (i) we are
interested in exponents p ą 2, and (ii) we want to see the Lp-norm of πV µ on the left
hand side, instead of an Lp-Sobolev norm. The main reason why Strichartz’ estimates
are restricted to the range 1 ă p ď 2 is that while the pd ´ nq-plane transform maps L1

to L1, and even H1 to H1, it fails to map L8 to L8. This would be the desirable right
endpoint of interpolation in the range 2 ď p ă 8. We will (morally) fix the issue by
considering a "localised" pd ´ nq-plane transform, which maps Lp to Lp for every 1 ď
p ď 8: such localised estimates are good enough to yield information about compactly
supported measures. The point (ii) is fairly minor: if T is an operator which commutes
with fractional Laplacians, such as the pd ´ nq-plane transform, then every estimate of
the form }Tf}p,α ď C}f}p implies an estimate of the form }Tf}p ď C}p´4q´α{2f}p.
Eventually, the latter kind of estimate will be applied with f “ µ to reach (3.4).

3.2.1. Fractional Laplacians. The fractional Laplacian operator "p´4qs" already appeared
in the discussion above, and will also be used extensively in the arguments below. For
a thorough introduction, see [38, Chapter V]. Here we just mention the basic definitions,
and the facts we will need. Let S :“ SpRdq be the space of Schwartz functions on Rd, and
let f P S. Then also f̂ P S. If s P C with Re s ą ´d{2, the function

ξ ÞÑ p2π|ξ|q2sf̂pξq (3.6)

is locally integrable, and has polynomial growth, so in particular it defines a tempered
distribution. Here ru`iv “ ruriv for r ě 0. By definition, p´4qsf is the tempered distri-
bution whose Fourier transform is the function defined in (3.6). Thus,

{p´4qsf “ p2π| ¨ |q2sf̂ , f P S.

For Re s ě 0, clearly p2π| ¨ |q2sf̂ P L1 X L2 for f P S, so p´4qsf is represented by a
continuous L2-function by Plancherel and the Fourier inversion theorem. For s P p0, dq
and f P S, we will need to know that p´4q´s{2f is the function represented by the Riesz
potential

Vspfqpxq “ cs

ż

fpyq dy

|x´ y|d´s
, x P Rd. (3.7)

Here cs “ πd{2Γps{2q{Γppd´ sq{2q ą 0. This follows from [38, Chapter V, Lemma 2]. The
function Vspfq is continuous if f P S and s P p0, dq.
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Finally, we will need the following fact about p´4qivf for v P R:

}p´4qivf}LppRdq ď Cp,v}f}LppRdq, f P SpRdq, 1 ă p ă 8, (3.8)

where Cp,v ě 1 grows polynomially in |v| (for p P p1,8q fixed). In fact, f ÞÑ p´4qivf
is a Calderón-Zygmund operator. This follows from the Hörmander-Mihlin multiplier the-
orem, see [10, Theorem 5.2.7 + Example 5.2.9]. In particular, p´4qivf P LppRdq for all
p P p1,8q, when f P S, and v P R.

3.3. Proof of Theorem 3.3. We then turn to the details of Theorem 3.3. It will be conve-
nient to parametrise the projections πV µ as follows. Let Opdq be the orthogonal group,
and let π0px1, . . . , xdq :“ px1, . . . , xnq be the projection to the n first coordinates. Note
that

π˚0 px1, . . . , xnq “ px1, . . . , xn, 0, . . . , 0q P Rd, px1, . . . , xnq P Rn.
For a complex Borel measure µ on Rd, and g P Opdq, we define

πgµ :“ π0pg
˚µq,

where g˚ is the adjoint of g (or the inverse, since g˚ “ g´1 for g P Opdq). Of course the
definition πgµ above also extends to functions f P L1pRdq, and then πgf P L

1pRnq. We
record the following useful formula for the Fourier transforms:

yπgµpξq “ µ̂pgπ˚0 pξqq “: µ̂pgξq, ξ P Rn, g P Opdq. (3.9)

The second equation means that we have identified ξ P Rn and π˚0 pξq P Rd, and we will
use this abbreviation in the sequel.

It is very well-known that if f P SpRdq, then the projections πgf lie (quantitatively) in
a certain homogeneous L2-Sobolev space for almost every g P Opdq. In fact:

ż

Opdq
}πgf}2,pd´nq{2 dg . }f}2, f P SpRdq. (3.10)

This formula is essentially based on the Plancherel formula and the identity
ż

Opdq

ż

Rn
|x|d´nfpgxq dx dg “ cpd, nq

ż

Rd
fpxq dx, f P L1pRdq, (3.11)

see [24, (24.2)]. We will need a slight variant of (3.10), so we include the full details below:

Lemma 3.12. Let 0 ă n ă d, ψ P C8c pRdq, z P C with Re z P r0, 1s, and let Tz be the operator

Tzfpg, xq :“ πgpψp´4qp1´zqpd´nq{4fqpxq, pg, xq P Opdq ˆ Rn, (3.13)

defined for f P SpRdq, and taking values in measurable functions on Opdq ˆ Rn. Then,

}Tzf}L2pOpdqˆRnq .ψ,d,n }f}L2pRdq, f P SpRdq,

with bounds independent of Re z P r0, 1s.

Proof. Fix f P SpRdq. Clearly ψp´4qp1´zqpd´nq{4f P CcpRdq Ă L1pRdq, so the Fourier
transform formula (3.9) is available. We write hzpξq :“ p2π|ξ|qp1´zqpd´nq{2 for the symbol
of p´4qp1´zqpd´nq{4, and we abbreviate ϕ :“ ψ̂. Then,

yTzfpg, ξq “ pϕ ˚ phz f̂qqpgξq, ξ P Rn, g P Opdq,
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where yTzfpg, ξq is the Fourier transform of x ÞÑ Tzfpg, xq P L
1pRnq. With this formula in

hand, we may apply the Plancherel identity for every fixed g P Opdq:

}Tzf}
2
L2pOpdqˆRnq “

ż

Opdq

ż

Rn
|pϕ ˚ phz f̂qqpgξq|

2 dξ dg. (3.14)

Next, we claim that if f P L2pRdq is arbitrary (and not only f P SpRdq), then ξ ÞÑ pϕ ˚

phz f̂qqpgξq P L
2pRnq for almost every g P Opdq, and in fact

ż

Opdq

ż

Rn
|pϕ ˚ phz f̂qqpgξq|

2 dξ dg .d,n,ψ }f}
2
L2pRdq. (3.15)

This follows from the next computation:
ż

Opdq

ż

Rn
|pϕ ˚ phz f̂qqpgξq|

2 dξ dg .ψ

ż

Opdq

ż

Rn
p|ϕ| ˚ |hz f̂ |

2qpgξq dξ dg

“

ż

Rd
|ϕpyq|

ż

Opdq

ż

Rn
p2π|gξ ´ y|qp1´Re zqpd´nq|f̂pgξ ´ yq|2 dξ dg dy

(3.11)
„d,n

ż

Rd
|ϕpyq|

ż

Rd
|ξ|n´d|ξ ´ y|p1´Re zqpd´nq|f̂pξ ´ yq|2 dξ dy

ξ ÞÑx`y
“

ż

Rd
|ϕpyq|

ż

Rd
|x` y|n´d|x|p1´Re zqpd´nq|f̂pxq|2 dx dy

“

ż

Rd
|f̂pxq|2|x|p1´Re zqpd´nq

ż

Rd
|ϕpyq||x` y|n´d dy dx .

ż

Rd
|f̂pxq|2dx.

The final inequality follows from the estimates p1´ Re zqpd´ nq ď d´ n and
ż

Rd
|ϕpyq||x` y|n´d dy .ψ |x|

n´d,

using the rapid decay of ϕ “ ψ̂, and recalling that n ă d. In particular, a combination of
(3.14)-(3.15) for f P SpRdq completes the proof of the lemma. �

By Lemma 3.12, and the density of SpRdq Ă L2pRdq, the operators

Tz : pSpRdq, } ¨ }L2pRdqq Ñ L2pOpdq ˆ Rnq, Re z P r0, 1s,

have unique extensions to operators L2pRdq Ñ L2pOpdq ˆ Rnq. We keep denoting these
operators with the same symbol Tz . We record that the extensions continue to have the
following concrete representation: if Re z P r0, 1s, f P L2pRdq, and G P L2pOpdq ˆ Rnq,
then

ż

OpdqˆRn
pTzfqpg, xqGpg, xq dx dg “

ż

Opdq

ż

Rn
pϕ ˚ hz f̂qpgξq pGpg, ξq dξ dg. (3.16)

Indeed, by the definition of the "abstract" extension Tz : L2pRdq Ñ L2pOpdq ˆ Rnq, if
tfjujPN Ă SpRdq is a sequence of Schwartz functions converging to f in L2pRdq, then

ż

OpdqˆRn
pTzfqpg, xqGpg, xq dx dg “ lim

jÑ8

ż

Opdq

ż

Rn
pTzfjqpg, xqGpg, xq dx dg

“ lim
jÑ8

ż

Opdq

ż

Rn
pϕ ˚ hz pfjqpgξq pGpg, ξq dξ dg,
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where the final equation is due to Plancherel (for those a.e. g P Opdq such that Gpg, ¨q P
L2pRnq). But then we may apply the inequality (3.15) to the differences f ´ fj P L

2pRdq
to conclude that the limit on the right equals the right hand side of (3.16).

Using the representation (3.16), it is not difficult to check (using Morera’s theorem)
that the family tTzuRe zPr0,1s is analytic in the usual sense that

z ÞÑ Ff,Gpzq :“

ż

OpdqˆRn
Tzpfqpg, xqGpg, xq dx dg “

ż

Opdq

ż

Rn
pϕ ˚ hz f̂qpgξq pGpg, ξq dξ dg

is analytic for Re z P p0, 1q, and continuous for Re z P r0, 1s, for all simple functions
f : Rd Ñ C and G : Opdq ˆ Rn Ñ C (continuity follows from dominated convergence,
which is justified by repeating the estimates below (3.15)). The map Ff,G is also bounded
for Re z P r0, 1s, as a consequence of the uniform L2pRdq Ñ L2pOpdq ˆ Rnq-boundedness
of the operators Tz . These are the hypotheses needed to apply Stein’s interpolation theo-
rem [37], or see [10, Theorem 1.3.7] for a textbook reference. The details are contained in
the next proposition.

Proposition 3.17. Let 0 ă n ă d, 2 ď p ă 8, and pp ´ 2q{p ă θ ď 1. Then, the op-
erator Tθ has a bounded extension to LppRdq. More precisely, if f P L2pRdq X LppRdq, then
}Tθf}LppOpdqˆRnq .p,θ }f}LppRdq.

Proof. Fix 2 ď p ă 8 and pp´ 2q{p ă θ ď 1. Then, define p8 P rp,8q as the solution to
1

p
“

1´ θ

2
`

θ

p8
.

Note that if p and θ are related as above, then θ “ pp8{pq ¨ pp ´ 2q{pp8 ´ 2q, and this
expression takes all values on the interval ppp´ 2q{p, 1s as p8 ranges in rp,8q.

We write T z :“ ez
2
¨ Tz . Since z ÞÑ ez

2
is a bounded analytic function on Re z P r0, 1s,

the operators T z have all the good properties of the operators Tz , but this (standard) trick
helps to establish the following: the operators T 1`ir are uniformly bounded L2pRdq X
Lp8pRdq Ñ Lp8pOpdq ˆ Rnq for r P R. We first verify this for Schwartz functions, so fix
f P SpRdq. Then we have the explicit expression (3.13) for the operators T1`ir, which
allows us to estimate as follows:

}T 1`irf}
p8
Lp8 pOpdqˆRnq ď ep1´r

2qp8

ż

Opdq
}πgpψp´4q´irpd´nq{4fq}p8Lp8 pRnq dg

.ψ e
p1´r2qp8}p´4q´irpd´nq{4f}p8

Lp8 pRdq

.p8 polyp|r|q ¨ e´r
2p8}f}p8

Lp8 pRdq . }f}
p8
Lp8 pRdq.

The "localisation" by the fixed bump function ψ P C8c pRdq was crucial to pass from the
first line to the second: the maps f ÞÑ πgf are not bounded LppRdq Ñ LppRnq for any
p ą 1, but the maps f ÞÑ πgpψfq are bounded on all Lp-spaces by an application of
Hölder’s inequality. As another remark, the "polyp|r|q" factor reflects the Lp8pRdq Ñ
Lp8pRdq boundedness of the imaginary fractional Laplacian p´4q´irpd´nq{4, recall (3.8).
The mitigation of this factor was the only reason to introduce the factor ez

2
.

It remains to argue that the same estimate holds for f P L2pRdq X Lp8pRdq. Pick a
sequence tfiuiPN Ă SpRdq which converges to f in both L2pRdq and Lp8pRdq. Then, for
r P R, the functions T1`irpfiq converge to T1`irpfq in L2pOpdq ˆ Rnq, so after passing to
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a subsequence, we may assume that T1`irpfiq Ñ T1`irpfq almost everywhere. Then, by
Fatou’s lemma,
ż

Opdq

ż

Rn
|pT1`irfqpg, xq|

p8 dx dg

ď lim inf
iÑ8

}T1`irpfiq}
p8
Lp8 pOpdqˆRnq .p8 lim inf

iÑ8
}fi}

p8
Lp8 pRdq “ }f}

p8
Lp8 pRdq. (3.18)

Hence T1`irf P Lp8pOpdq ˆ Rnq, and }T1`irf}Lp8 pOpdqˆRnq .p8 }f}Lp8 pRdq.
We have now verified all the hypotheses of Stein’s interpolation theorem, as stated in

[10, Theorem 1.3.7], for the operator family tT zuRe zPr0,1s. The conclusion is that

}Tθf}LppOpdqˆRnq ď }T θf}LppOpdqˆRnq .p8 }f}LppRdq

for all simple functions f on Rd. Since the choice of p8 only depends on p, θ, the notation
.p8 is equivalent to .p,θ. The extension of the bound above for f P L2pRdq X LppRdq
follows as in (3.18), so the proof of the proposition is complete. �

We are then ready to prove Theorem 3.3.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. Let n ă s ď d, and let µ P MpRdq satisfy the assumptions of the
theorem: sptµ Ă Bp1q and µpBpx, rqq ď CF r

s for some constant CF ą 0, and for
all balls Bpx, rq Ă R2. We assume1 in addition (qualitatively) that µ P C8pRdq. Let
ψ P C8c pRdq be a function satisfying 1Bp1q ď ψ ď 1Bp2q, so µ “ ψµ. We abbreviate
ϕ :“ ψ̂ P SpRdq.

Now, fix 2 ď p ă p2d´n´ sq{pd´ sq and ε P p0, 1q, where ε is chosen sufficiently small
so to satisfy the hypotheses of Proposition 3.20 below (it will then only depend on d, p, s,
as per Proposition 3.20). Then set

α :“ p1´ εq
d´ n

p
ă
d´ n

p
.

The rationale for this choice of "α" will be that if "θ" solves p1´ θqpd´ nq{2 “ α, then

θ “
p´ 2

p
`

2ε

p
ùñ

p´ 2

p
ă θ ă 1, (3.19)

and Proposition 3.17 will be applicable with this "θ". Note also that p2π|ξ|qα “ hθpξqwith
the notation used in formula (3.16).

Let q ě 1 be such that 1
p `

1
q “ 1. Fixing also a simple function G : OpdqˆRn Ñ C with

}G}LqpOpdqˆRnq ď 1, we write
ż

Opdq

ż

Rn
pπgµqpxqGpg, xq dx dg “

ż

Opdq

ż

Rn
pπgpψµqqpxqGpg, xq dx dg

“

ż

Opdq

ż

Rn
pϕ ˚ µ̂qpgξq pGpg, ξq dξ dg

“

ż

Opdq

ż

Rn
pϕ ˚ hθ{Vαpµqqpgξq pGpg, ξq dξ dg,

1That is, we convolve µ with an approximate identity ϕδ , so that the resulting function is C8pRdq. Ob-
viously, our estimates will not depend on δ. For notation’s sake, we will not make this explicit, and we will
simply make the qualitative assumption above.
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where

Vαpµqpxq “ p´4q´α{2µpxq “ cα

ż

µpyq dy

|x´ y|d´α
, x P Rd,

is the Riesz potential of µ with index α, recall (3.7). Note that

α “ p1´ εq
d´ n

p
and p ě 2 ùñ d´ α “

dpp´ 1` εq ` p1´ εqn

p
ě
d` n

2
ą
d

2
,

so the smoothness and compact support of µ imply Vαpµqpxq ď Opp1 ` |x|q´d{2´κq for
some κ ą 0, assuming that ε ą 0 in the definition of "α" is chosen sufficiently small. In
particular, Vαpµq P L2pRdq. This permits us to use the representation formula (3.16) for
the operator Tθ with the choices f :“ Vαpµq and "θ" as in (3.19):

ż

Opdq

ż

Rn
pπgµqpxqGpg, xq dx dg “

ż

OpdqˆRn
TθpVαpµqqpg, xqGpg, xq dx dg.

The operator Tθ is bounded L2pRdqXLppRdq Ñ LppOpdqˆRnq for this "θ" by Proposition
3.17, so we conclude that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

Opdq

ż

Rn
pπgµqpxqGpg, xq dx dg

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

. }Vαpµq}LppRdq}G}LqpOpdqˆRnq ď }Vαpµq}LppRdq.

The proof of Theorem 3.3 is now completed by showing that }Vαpµq}LppRdq .d,p,s CF with
the choice α “ p1´ εqpd´ nq{p, if ε ą 0 small enough, depending on d, p, s. This follows
from [29, (3.1)], but that argument is based on interpolation, and we give an elementary
proof in Proposition 3.20 for completeness. This concludes the proof of Theorem 3.3. �

Proposition 3.20. Let d ě 2, n ě 1, n ă s ď d, and let µ PMpRdq satisfy µpBpx, rqq ď CF r
s

for all balls Bpx, rq Ă Rd, and sptµ Ă Bp1q. Let 2 ď p ă p2d ´ n ´ sq{pd ´ sq. Then, if
ε P p0, 1q is small enough, depending only on d, p, s, and α :“ p1´ εqpd´ nq{p, we have

}Vαpµq}p „α

«

ż
ˆ
ż

dµpyq

|x´ y|d´α

˙p

dx

ff1{p

.d,p,s CF . (3.21)

Proof. Fix 2 ď p ă p2d ´ s ´ nq{pd ´ sq. Fix also x P Rd and ε ą 0 (whose value will
eventually depend on d, p, s), and start by decomposing the inner integral as

ˆ
ż

dµpyq

|x´ y|d´α

˙p

.

¨

˝

ÿ

jě0

2jpd´αqµpBpx, 2´j`2qq

˛

‚

p

.ε,p
ÿ

jě0

2jpdp`ε´αpqµpBpx, 2´j`2qqp.

The second inequality is a consequence of Hölder’s inequality with exponent p ą 1, after
introducing artificially the factors 2εj{p and 2´εj{p. The choice of ε ą 0 will eventually
just depend on d, p, s, so ".ε ” means the same as ".d,p,s 1". We may restrict to indices
j ě 0 by the assumption sptµ Ă Bp1q. Plugging the inequality above to the left hand
side of (3.21) yields

ż
ˆ
ż

dµpyq

|x´ y|d´α

˙p

dx .ε,p
ÿ

jě0

2jpdp`ε´αpq
ż

µpBpx, 2´j`2qqp dx. (3.22)
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To treat the remaining integral, we make the following claim, for δ “ 2´j`2 P 2´N:
ż

µpBpx, δqqp dx .d,p C
p
F ¨ δ

d´s`ps. (3.23)

To prove (3.23), we decompose µ as follows: for i ě 0, let Qi Ă DδpRdq be the collection
of those closed dyadic δ-cubes with the property

2´i´1 ¨ CF δ
s ď µpQq ď 2´i ¨ CF δ

s, Q P Qi.

Further, let µi be the restriction of µ to YQi. Clearly µ ď
ř

iě0 µi, and µipBpx, δqq .
2´i ¨ CF δ

s for all x P Rd. For ε ą 0 arbitrary, it follows that

ż

µpBpx, δqqp dx ď

ż

¨

˝

ÿ

iě0

µipBpx, δqq

˛

‚

p

dx

.ε,p
ÿ

iě0

2iε
ż

µipBpx, δqq
p dx

. CpF ¨ δ
ps ¨

ÿ

iě0

2ipε´pq ¨Hdptx P Rd : Bpx, δq X sptµi ‰ Huq.

Recall that sptµi consists of the union of the cubes Q P DδpRdq, which satisfy µpQq „
2´i ¨ CF δ

s. Since }µ} “ µpBp1qq . CF , we have cardQi . 2i ¨ δ´s, and consequently

Hdptx P Rd : Bpx, δq X sptµi ‰ Huq . δ
d ¨ pcardQiq . 2i ¨ δd´s.

Therefore, since 1` ε´ p ă 0 (recall that p ě 2), we have
ż

µpBpx, δqqp dx .ε,p C
p
F ¨ δ

d´s`ps ¨
ÿ

iě0

2ip1`ε´pq .p C
p
F ¨ δ

d´s`ps,

as claimed in (3.23).
Inserting the inequality (3.23) into (3.22) now yields

ż
ˆ
ż

dµpyq

|x´ y|d´α

˙p

dx .d,ε,p C
p
F ¨

ÿ

jě0

2jpdp`ε´αp´d`s´psq.

The geometric series is summable if and only if dp ` ε ´ αp ´ d ` s ´ ps ă 0. Recalling
that α “ p1´ εqpd´ nq{p, this amounts to

p ă
p1´ εqpd´ nq ` d´ s´ ε

d´ s
.

Since we assumed that p ă p2d ´ n ´ sq{pd ´ sq, this is true with ε ą 0 small enough,
depending only on d, p, s. �

4. THE INCIDENCE ESTIMATE

In this section we prove Theorem 1.12, which we recall.

Theorem 4.1. Let 0 ă n ă d and C,CF ě 1. Let V Ă Apd, nq be a δ-separated set of n-
planes, and let P Ă Bp1q Ă Rd be a δ-separated pδ, t, CF q-set with t ą d ´ n. For r ą 0 let
IrpP,Vq “ tpp, V q P P ˆ V : p P V prqu. Then, for every ε ą 0 we have

|ICδpP,Vq| .C,d,ε,t δ´ε ¨ CF ¨ |P | ¨ |V|n{pd`n´tq ¨ δnpt`1´dqpd´nq{pd`n´tq. (4.2)
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Pigeonholing. We start off by finding subfamilies P1 and V1 which have a uniform number
of incidences. For V P Apd, nq, set NV :“ |P X V pCδq|. Note that since P Ă Bp1q is δ-
separated, we have NV . δ´d for every V P Apd, nq. By the pigeonhole principle, there
exists a number N P N and a subfamily V1 Ă V such that

N
2 ď NV ď N for all V P V1, and N ¨ |V1| « |ICδpP,Vq|. (4.3)

The implicit constants behind the "«" notation here are allowed to depend on "d". For
p P P , set

Mp :“ |Vp| :“ |tV P V1 : p P V pCδqu|. (4.4)

Using the pigeonhole principle once more, we find a number M P N and a subfamily
P1 Ă P so that

M
2 ďMp ďM for all p P P1, and M ¨ |P1| « |ICδpP,Vq|. (4.5)

Lower bounds for radial projections. Later on, we will apply Theorem 1.2 to the following
density:

µpyq :“
1

|P |

ÿ

pPP

ϕδpp´ yq, y P Rd. (4.6)

Hereϕδ “ pCδq´dϕp¨{pCδqq P C8c pRdq is a non-negative radial function satisfyingϕδpxq “
pCδq´d for x P Bp3Cδq, sptϕδ Ă Bp4Cδq, and Lippϕδq ď pCδq

´d´1. We will abuse nota-
tion and denote by µ also the measure given by the density above. It is easy to check that
µpRdq „ 1, and also it follows from the pδ, t, CF q-set property of P that µ is a t-Frostman
measure with constant „ CF , i.e. µpBpx, rqq . CF rt for all x P Rd and r ą 0.

Now fix x P Rd. Since µ has continuous density, we may define another continuous
density µx on Gpd, nq by the following formula:

µxpVq :“

ż

x`V
µpyq dHnpyq, V P Gpd, nq. (4.7)

In this section, we will keep the notational convention that affine n-planes are denoted
V, V 1 and n-dimensional subspaces V,V1. For every V P Vp, as in (4.4), there exists a
unique n-dimensional subspace V P Gpd, nq and a point xV P Bpp, Cδq so that V “

V ` xV . While the subspaces V P Gpd, nq obtained in this way need not be δ-separated,
it is easy to find pδ{2q-separated subset of cardinality comparable to |Vp| „M .

Lemma 4.8. For every p P P1, there exists a pδ{2q-separated subset Vp0 Ă tV : V ` xV P Vpu
such that |Vp0 | „d |Vp| „M .

We leave the details to the reader, and turn to proving a lower bound for the integral
of the density "µ" along certain (affine) n-planes:

Lemma 4.9. Let x P P1pδ{10q, so |x ´ p| ď δ{10 for some p P P1. Let V P Vp0 , and V1 P

BpV, δ{10q Ă Gpd, nq. Then,
ż

V1`x
µpyq dHnpyq &d N ¨

δn´d

C|P |
. (4.10)
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p
xBpp, Cδq

p1

pV1 ` xq XBpp1, 3Cδq

V ` xV P Vp

FIGURE 1. The proof of Lemma 4.9.

Proof. The proof is depicted in Figure 1. By definition of V P Vp0 , there exists a vector
xV P Bpp, Cδq such that V ` xV P Vp. This plane is drawn in red. Since V ` xV P

Vp Ă V1, recall (4.3), the Cδ-neighbourhood pV`xV qpCδq contains a subset PV Ă P with
|PV | “ NV „ N . Two elements of PV are drawn in red. The density "µ" then satisfies

µpyq & pC|P |δdq´1, y P Bpp1, 3Cδq, p1 P PV , (4.11)

by the definition of µ in (4.6). Finally, if V1 P BpV, δ{10q and x P Bpp, δ{10q (as in the
statement), then the plane V1`x, drawn in blue, remains close to V`xV inside Bp1q: in
particular

HnppV1 ` xq XBpp1, 3Cδqq &d δ
n, p1 P PV . (4.12)

Two of the intersections pV1` xq XBpp1, 3Cδq are drawn in green. Now (4.10) follows by
combining (4.11)-(4.12), and recalling that |PV | „ N . �

Lemma 4.13. Let x P P1pδ{10q, let µ be as in (4.6) and µx be as in (4.7). Then, for q ě 1,

}µx}
q
LqpGpd,nqq &d M ¨ δnpd´nq

˜

N ¨
δn´d

C|P |

¸q

. (4.14)

Proof. Fix x P P1pδ{10q. By definition,

}µx}
q
LqpGpd,nqq “

ż

Gpd,nq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

V1`x
µpyq dHnpyq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

q

dγd,npV
1q. (4.15)

We will use the well-known fact, see [9, Proposition 4.1], that

γd,npBpV, rqq &d r
npd´nq, V P Gpd, nq, 0 ă r ď 1. (4.16)

Since x P P1pδ{10q, we may find p P P1 with |x ´ p| ď δ{10. Recall from Lemma 4.8
that |Vp0 | „ M , and the subspaces in Vp0 are pδ{2q-separated, so in particular the balls
BpV, δ{10qwith V P Vp0 are disjoint. We may then estimate the right hand side of (4.15):

(4.15) ě
ÿ

VPVp0

ż

BpV,δ{10q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

V1`x
µpyq dHnpyq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

q

dγd,npV
1q

(4.10)
&d

ÿ

VPVp0

γd,npBpV,
δ
10qq ¨

˜

N ¨
δn´d

C|P |

¸q
(4.16)
&d M ¨ δnpd´nq

˜

N ¨
δn´d

C|P |

¸q

.

This proves the lemma. �
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Upper bounds for radial projections. During the remainder of the section, we will write V, V 1

for elements of Gpd, nq, since elements of Apd, nq no longer appear here. The following
identity is useful for computing an upper bound for the Lq norm of µx. In the planar
case, this is essentially [31, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 4.17. Let q ě 1. With the notation as above,
ż

}µx}
q
LqpGpd,nqq dµpxq “

ż

Gpd,nq
}πV Kµ}

q`1
Lq`1pV Kq

dγd,npV q. (4.18)

Proof. Let V P Gpd, nq. Since µ P CcpRdq, also the push-forward measure πV Kµ has a
continuous compactly supported density on V K, and

µxpV q “

ż

x`V
µpyq dHnpyq “ pπV KµqpπV Kpxqq, x P Rd. (4.19)

Writing x “ πV pxq ` πV Kpxq “ v ` vK for a fixed plane V P Gpd, nq, and using Fubini’s
theorem in Rd “ V ˆ V K, we may now compute as follows:

ż

}µx}
q
LqpGpd,nqq dµpxq

(4.19)
“

ż ż

Gpd,nq
pπV KµqpπV Kpxqq

q dγd,npV q dµpxq

“

ż

Gpd,nq

ż

V K

ż

V
pπV Kµqpv

Kqqµpv ` vKq dHnpvq dHd´npvKq dγd,npV q

“

ż

Gpd,nq

ż

V K
pπV Kµqpv

Kqq
ˆ
ż

V
µpv ` vKq dHnpvq

˙

dHd´npvKq dγd,npV q

“

ż

Gpd,nq

ż

V K
pπV Kµqpv

Kqq`1 dHd´npvKq dγd,npV q “

ż

Gpd,nq
}πV Kµ}

q`1
Lq`1pV Kq

dγd,npV q.

This completes the proof of the lemma. �

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.12.

Proof of Theorem 1.12. Let g : Gpd, d ´ nq Ñ R be the map W ÞÑ }πWµ}
q`1
Lq`1pW q, and

let f : Gpd, nq Ñ Gpd, d ´ nq be the map which sends V to its orthogonal complement
W “ V K P Gpd, d´ nq. Then we can rewrite the right hand side of (4.18) as

ż

Gpd,nq
pg ˝ fqpV q dγd,npV q “

ż

Gpd,d´nq
gpW q dpfγd,nqpW q

“

ż

Gpd,d´nq
}πWµ}

q`1
Lq`1pW q

dγd,d´npW q. (4.20)

In the last equality we used the fact that fγd,n defines an Opdq-invariant probability mea-
sure on Gpd, d´ nq, so fγd,n “ γd,d´n (see [22, (3.10)]).

Recall that the density µ defines a Radon measure satisfying the t-Frostman condition
with constant „ CF , that is, µ P Mt and µpBpx, rqq . CF r

t for all x P Rd and r ą 0.
Hence, from Theorem 1.2 we find that the integral on the right hand side of (4.20) is finite
whenever

q ` 1 ă 2d´pd´nq´t
d´t ðñ q ă n

d´t .
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Since µpP1pδ{10qq „C |P1|{|P |, we may compute

M ¨ δnpd´nq

˜

N ¨
δn´d

C|P |

¸q

¨
|P1|

|P |

(4.14)
.C,d

ż

P1pδ{10q
}µx}

q
LqpGpd,nqqdµpxq

(4.18)
ď

ż

Gpd,nq
}πV Kµ}

q`1
Lq`1pV Kq

dγd,npV q
Theorem3.3

.d,q,t CF

for any q ă n{pd ´ tq. Recall from (4.3) and (4.5) that |ICδpP,Vq|
|V1|

« N and that M «

|ICδpP,Vq|
|P1|

. Hence,

|ICδpP,Vq|
|P |

¨ δnpd´nq ¨

˜

|ICδpP,Vq|
|V1|

¨
δn´d

C|P |

¸q

«M ¨ δnpd´nq

˜

N ¨
δn´d

C|P |

¸q
|P1|

|P |
.C,d,q,t CF

for any q ă n{pd ´ tq. If we now rearrange the equation above, and use the obvious
inequalities |V1| ď |V| and C1{pq`1q

F ď CF , we obtain

|ICδpP,Vq| / cpC, d, q, tq ¨ CF ¨ |P | ¨ |V|q{pq`1q ¨ δpq´nqpd´nq{pq`1q.

Recall that “/” hides a factor of the form Cd logpδ´1qCd for some dimensional constant
Cd. Choosing q close enough to n{pd´ tq, depending only on ε and Cd, we have

Cd logpδ´1qCdδpq´nqpd´nq{pq`1q .d,ε,t δ
npt`1´dqpd´nq{pd`n´tq´ε,

Thus,
|ICδpP,Vq| .C,d,ε,t δ´ε ¨ CF ¨ |P | ¨ |V|q{pq`1q ¨ δnpt`1´dqpd´nq{pd`n´tq.

Finally, note that the factor |V|q{pq`1q is increasing in q, and so |V|q{pq`1q ď |V|n{pd`n´tq.
Together with the estimate above, this gives (4.2). �

5. SHARPNESS OF THE INCIDENCE ESTIMATE

In this section we construct a family of examples showing that exponent in Theorem
1.12 is sharp in the plane. More precisely, we consider the following family of problems,
for each pair of parameters s P r0, 1s and t P r1, 2s: let P Ă r0, 1s2 be a pδ, t, Cq-set with
t ą 1, and for some fixed constant C ą 1. Assume that Ls,t Ă Ap2, 1q is a δ-separated
family of lines with the property that every p P P is δ-incident to at least δ´s lines in Ls,t:
in other words the collections

Lppq :“ Lδppq :“ t` P Ls,t : p P `pδqu, p P P,

satisfy |Lppq| ě δ´s for all p P P . How many lines are there in Ls,t? Theorem 1.12 yields
a lower bound, which (of course!) matches the numerology of Theorem 1.8:

|Ls,t| &C,ε,t δ´ε ¨ δ´2s´p1´sqpt´1q. (5.1)

This is not surprising, since Theorem 1.8 is proven by applying Theorem 1.12, see the
next section. While it is highly unlikely that Theorem 1.8 is sharp, the lower bound (5.1)
is sharp for every s P r0, 1s and t P r1, 2s:

Proposition 5.2. For every s P r0, 1s and t P r1, 2s, there exists
(1) a δ-separated pδ, tq-set P Ă r0, 1s2, and
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δ1´s

ě δη{2

FIGURE 2. The construction in Proposition 5.2.

(2) a cδ-separated set Ls,t Ă Ap2, 1q, where c ą 0 is an absolute constant, such that

|Ls,t| . δ´2s´p1´sqpt´1q and |Lppq| & δ´s for all p P P.

All the implicit constants in Proposition 5.2 are absolute, and the pδ, tq-set P is, more
precisely, a pδ, t, Cq-set for an absolute constant C ą 0.

Remark 5.3. How can (5.1) be sharp, while Theorem 1.8 is quite likely not? The reason is
simple: in the context of Theorem 1.8, the line family Ls,t has better separation properties
than the family Ls,t in Proposition 5.2. More precisely, Theorem 1.8 is roughly equivalent
to the following discretised statement: if P Ă r0, 1s2 is a δ-separated pδ, tq-set, and every
point p P P is δ-incident to a pδ, sq-set of lines Lppq Ă Ls,t, then |Ls,t| ' δ´2s´p1´sqpt´1q.
Now, the assumption that Lppq is a pδ, sq-set implies that |Lppq| & δ´s (as we also assume
in Proposition 5.2), but it contains more information on the separation of the lines in
Lppq. Proposition 5.2 shows that this information is needed to improve on the bound
2s` p1´ sqpt´ 1q in Theorem 1.8, for every s P p0, 1q and t P r1, 2q.

We then begin the proof of Proposition 5.2. For brevity of notation, we write

η “ ηps, tq “ p1´ sqpt´ 1q, s P r0, 1s, t P r1, 2s.

Consider 1
2δ
´η horizontal tubes of width δ1´s and length 1, evenly distributed inside the

unit cube (see Figure 2). We will denote the family of these tubes by C. Note that the sum
of widths of tubes in C is equal to

1
2 ¨ δ

1´s´η “ 1
2 ¨ δ

p2´tqp1´sq ď 1
2 .

Thus, the separation between the tubes is bounded from below by |C|´1{2 “ δη{2. It it
also worth pointing out that this separation is at least as large as the width δ1´s of the
tubes (up to a constant), since δη “ δp1´sqpt´1q ě δ1´s.

Inside each C P C we place „ δ´t`η points, distributed uniformly, see Figure 2. We
denote the sets so obtained PC , C P C. With this definition, the points in PC are (at least)
δ-separated, since

|PC | δ
2 “ δ´t`η`2 ď H2pCq “ δ1´s,

where the inequality follows from the fact that ´t` η ` 1` s ě 0.
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δ1´s

FIGURE 3. In the definition of LC , we choose for every e P Σ Ă Bpe1, δ
1´sq

a δ-net of lines LC intersecting C, with direction e. For e P Σ fixed, there
are„ δ´s lines in LC with direction e. This is trivial if e “ e1 (first picture),
and takes some easy trigonometry for general e P Σ (second picture).

Setting P :“
Ť

CPC PC , we see that |P | „ δ´t`η ¨ |C| „ δ´t. This was just a preliminary
observation to convince the reader that P might be a pδ, tq-set, as we will prove a little
later. One useful property of PC , C P C, is that given a ball B with radius δ ď r ď 1 we
have

|PC XB| .
H2pC XBq

H2pCq
|PC | ` 1 „ δ´t`η´1`sH2pC XBq ` 1. (5.4)

Before proving that P is a pδ, tq-set, we define the family of lines Ls,t, and verify the
properties stated in Proposition 5.2(2). First, we define an appropriate set of directions
Σ Ă S1. Let e1 “ p1, 0q P S1 and let Σ Ă Bpe1, δ

1´sq Ă S1 be a δ-net, so that |Σ| „ δ´s.
For every thick horizontal tube C P C we define LC to be a cδ-net among those lines in
Ap2, 1q which have directions in Σ and which intersect C. It follows from elementary
geometry that for each fixed direction e P Σ there are „ δ´s lines in LC with direction e
(see Figure 3). Hence,

|LC | . δ´s|Σ| „ δ´2s.

We then set
Ls,t “

ď

CPC
LC ,

so that
|Ls,t| ď |C| ¨ |LC | . δ´2s´η,

as claimed in Proposition 5.2(2).
Observe that for every fixed e P Σ and p P PC , some line in LC with direction e is

δ-incident to p. Therefore, |Lppq| & δ´s for every p P P , as claimed in Proposition 5.2(2).
To complete the proof of Proposition 5.2, it remains to verify that P is a pδ, tq-set.

Lemma 5.5. For any ball B with radius δα, 0 ď α ď 1, we have

|P XB| . δαt´t „ δαt |P |. (5.6)

Proof. Let 0 ď α ď 1, and let B be a ball of radius rpBq “ δα that intersects P . There are
three cases to consider.
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Case 1 ´ s ă α ď 1. Note that the radius of B is smaller than the width of the tubes in
C, so B intersects at most 3 tubes from C. Let C P C be one of these tubes. Note that
H2pC XBq . δ2α, and consequently

|PC XB|
(5.4)
. δ´t`η´1`sH2pC XBq ` 1 . δ2α´t`η´1`s ` 1.

We need to check if the right hand side is bounded by δαt´t. The bound 1 ď δαt´t is
trivial, since α ď 1. So we only need to bound δ2α´t`η´1`s. This amounts to verifying
that

2α` η ´ 1` s´ αt ě 0 ðñ p1´ s´ αqpt´ 2q ě 0.

This is true because we assume α ě 1´ s and t ď 2. This shows (5.6) for 1´ s ă α ď 1.

Case η ď α ď 1 ´ s. Note that η “ p1 ´ sqpt ´ 1q ď 1 ´ s, so rη, 1 ´ ss ‰ H. Recall that
the separation between the tubes in C was at least δη{2. Since rpBq ď δη, it follows that B
intersects at most 3 tubes from C. Let C P C be one of these tubes. Observe that, since the
radius of B is larger than the width of C, we have

H2pC XBq . δαH2pCq “ δα`1´s.

Hence,

|PC XB|
(5.4)
. δ´t`η´1`sH2pC XBq ` 1 . δ´t`η`α ` 1.

It is, again, clear that 1 ď δαt´t. So we only need to check that

δ´t`η`α ď δαt´t ðñ η ` α´ αt ě 0 ðñ p1´ s´ αqpt´ 1q ě 0.

This is true because t ě 1 and 1´ s ě α.

Case 0 ď α ď η. Note that, in particular, α ď 1´ s holds in this case. Observe that since
the tubes in C are pδη{2q-separated, B intersects . δα´η tubes in C.

As in the previous case, for every tube C P C we have H2pC XBq . δα`1´s. Thus,

|P XB| “
ÿ

CPC
|PC XB|

(5.4)
.

ÿ

CPC
δ´t`η´1`sH2pC XBq ` |tC P C : C XB ‰ Hu|

. δα´η δ´t`η`α ` δα´η “ δ2α´t ` δα´η. (5.7)

Clearly δ2α´t ď δαt´t, since t ď 2. It remains to show that δα´η ď δαt´t. In fact, it
even turns out that δα´η ď δ2α´t, or equivalently α ` η ď t. Since α ď η in the current
case, we have α ` η ď 2η, so it suffices to show that 2η ď t. Recalling once more that
η “ p1´ sqpt´ 1q, this is equivalent to

p2´ tq ` 2spt´ 1q ě 0.

This is true for every s P r0, 1s and t P r1, 2s. This completes the proof of (5.6), and hence
that of Proposition 5.2. �
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6. APPLICATION TO FURSTENBERG SETS

In this section we prove Theorem 1.8, which states that every pd ´ 1, s, tq-Furstenberg
set K Ă Rd, with 1 ă t ď d and 0 ă s ď d´ 1 satisfies

dimHK ě p2s` 2´ dq `
pt´ 1qpd´ 1´ sq

d´ 1
. (6.1)

First, we define δ-discretised Furstenberg sets.

Definition 6.2. We say that F Ă Bp2q Ă Rd is a δ-discretised pn, s, tq-Furstenberg set if
‚ there exists a δ-separated pδ, tq-set of n-planes V Ă Apd, nq,
‚ F “

Ť

V PV FV , where each FV is a union of δ-balls,
‚ FV is a pδ, sq-set contained in V p2δq.

We will use the following lemma due to Héra, Shmerkin, and Yavicoli [15, Lemma 3.3].

Lemma 6.3. Suppose that every δ-discretised pn, s, tq-Furstenberg set, δ P p0, 1s, has Lebesgue
measure & δd´α. Then every pn, s, tq-Furstenberg set has Hausdorff dimension at least α.

The lemma above was proved in [15] only for n “ 1, but the proof for 1 ă n ă d is
virtually the same. Now, to prove Theorem 1.8 it suffices to show that every δ-discretised
pd´ 1, s, tq-Furstenberg set F , with 1 ă t ď d and 0 ă s ď d´ 1, satisfies

HdpF q & δd´α

for any α ă α0 :“ p2s` 2´ dq ` pt´1qpd´1´sq
d´1 . Actually, we will prove a slightly stronger

result.

Proposition 6.4. Assume that t P p1, ds, s P p0, d ´ 1s, and c ą 0. Let V Ă Apd, d ´ 1q be a
δ-separated pδ, tq-set, with δ P p0, 1s. For each V P V let FV Ă V p2δq X Bp2q be a union of at
least cδ´s disjoint δ-balls. If F “

Ť

V PV FV , then for any α ă α0

Hd pF q & δd´α, (6.5)

with implicit constant depending on α, c, d, t.

Note that compared to the definition of δ-discretised pd ´ 1, s, tq-Furstenberg sets, we
do not need to assume that FV is a pδ, sq-set; the cardinality estimate for the number of
δ-balls is sufficient. Of course, every δ-discretised pd´1, s, tq-Furstenberg set satisfies the
assumptions of Proposition 6.4 because our definition of pδ, sq-sets implies the desired
cardinality lower bound.

The proof of Proposition 6.4 can be summarized as follows: use point-plane duality
and apply Theorem 1.12. We provide the details below.

6.1. Duality. Consider a map D : Rd Ñ Apd, d´ 1q given by

px1, . . . , xdq ÞÑ

$

&

%

py1, . . . , yd´1,
d´1
ÿ

i“1

xiyi ` xdq : py1, . . . , yd´1q P Rd´1
,

.

-

.

The image of D consists of all the pd ´ 1q-planes that do not contain a translate of the
vertical line

 

p0, . . . , 0, ydq : yd P R
(

, or equivalently, the pd´1q-planes whose orthogonal
projection to the horizontal plane Dp0q “ Rd´1 ˆ t0u is the whole plane.
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A direct computation shows that

dApDpxq,Dpyqq “
∣∣∣∣ px1, . . . , xd´1,´1q

|px1, . . . , xd´1,´1q|
´
py1, . . . , yd´1,´1q

|py1, . . . , yd´1,´1q|

∣∣∣∣
`

∣∣∣∣ xd
|px1, . . . , xd´1,´1q|

´
yd

|py1, . . . , yd´1,´1q|

∣∣∣∣ .
Hence, for any given 0 ă R ă 8 the restriction of D to BpRq is bilipschitz onto its image,
with bilipschitz constant depending only on R and d. In particular, D is injective. Write
Dp0q “ Rd´1ˆt0u “: V0, and observe that there exists a dimensional constant 0 ă rd ă 1
such that BpV0, rdq Ă DpBp1qq.

Consider now the map D˚ : im D Ñ Rd defined by

V “ Dpx1, . . . , xdq ÞÑ p´x1, . . . ,´xd´1, xdq.

In other words, D˚ is the inverse of D composed with reflection over the vertical line.
The map D˚ was defined this way in order to preserve the incidence relation: for x P Rd
and V P im D, it holds

x P V ðñ D˚pV q P Dpxq. (6.6)
Indeed, x P V “ Dpy1, . . . , ydq is equivalent to xd “

řd´1
i“1 xiyi ` yd, which is equivalent

to yd “
řd´1
i“1 p´yiqxi ` xd, which is equivalent to D˚pV q “ p´y1, . . . ,´yd´1, ydq P Dpxq.

Note that the restriction of D˚ to BpV0, rdq Ă DpBp1qq is bilipschitz onto its image, by
our earlier remarks, and that D˚pBpV0, rdqq Ă D˚pDpBp1qqq “ Bp1q. We will also need
the following quantitative version of (6.6).

Lemma 6.7. For x P Bp2q and V P BpV0, rdq we have
distpD˚pV q,Dpxqq

3
ď distpx, V q ď 3 distpD˚pV q,Dpxqq. (6.8)

Proof. Let p “ pp1, . . . , pdq P Bp1q be the unique point such that V “ Dppq. A direct
computation yields

distpx,Dppqq “

∣∣∣pd ´ xd `řd´1
i“1 xipi

∣∣∣
|pp1, . . . , pd´1,´1q|

,

and

distpD˚pV q,Dpxqq “

∣∣∣pd ´ xd `řd´1
i“1 xipi

∣∣∣
|px1, . . . , xd´1,´1q|

.

Since 1 ď |pp1, . . . , pd´1,´1q| ď 2 and 1 ď |px1, . . . , xd´1,´1q| ď 3, (6.8) follows. �

Let F Ă Bp2q and V Ă Apd, d ´ 1q be as in Proposition 6.4, and let P Ă F be a
maximal δ-separated subset of F . Evidently each plane V P V intersects Bp3q, so V Ă

BpV0, 7q. After this observation, a few standard steps allow us to reduce to the case
V Ă BpV0, rdq Ă DpBp1qq. In particular D˚ is Cd-bilipschitz on V .

We now define

VD :“ DpP q :“ tDppq : p P P u Ă Apd, d´ 1q and PD :“ D˚pVq Ă Bp1q. (6.9)

Observe that since P is δ-separated, and P Ă Bp2q, the collection VD is cδ-separated for
some c “ cd ą 0, by the local bilipschitz property of D. Also, since V was assumed to be
a δ-separated pδ, tq-set, PD Ă Bp1q is a cδ-separated pδ, tq-set (with explicit and implicit
constants depending on "d" only).
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6.2. Applying the incidence bound. We wish to apply Theorem 1.12 with VD and PD as
above. Recall that

‚ VD is cδ separated,
‚ PD Ă Bp1q is a cδ-separated pδ, tq-set.

Moreover, by (6.8) and the assumptions on V and F , for each p P PD there exists a cδ-
separated set VDppq Ă VD such that |VDppq| ě cδ´s, and for each V P VDppq we have
distpp, V q ď 6δ “ p6{cq¨cδ. This numerology places us in a position to apply Theorem 1.12
at scale δ1 :“ cδ, with "thickening" constant C :“ 6{c „d 1. To simplify notation, we omit
the apostrophe, and write "δ" in place of "δ1".

Proof of Proposition 6.4. Applying Theorem 1.12 to VD, PD, and some small ε ą 0, we
arrive at

|ICδpPD,VDq| .d,ε,t δ´ε ¨ |PD| ¨ |VD|pd´1q{p2d´t´1q ¨ δpd´1qpt`1´dq{p2d´t´1q.
Noting that each p P PD is Cδ-incident to the ě cδ´s planes VDppq Ă VD, we get that

cδ´s|PD| .d,ε,t δ
´ε ¨ |PD| ¨ |VD|pd´1q{p2d´t´1q ¨ δpd´1qpt`1´dq{p2d´t´1q.

Setting ε0 :“ εp2d´ t´ 1q{pd´ 1qwe arrive at

|VD| &c,d,ε,t δ
´t´1`d´sp2d´t´1q{pd´1q`ε0 .

Recall from (6.9) that |P | ě |VD|, where P is a maximal δ-separated subset of F , and F is
a union of δ-balls. Hence,

Hd pF q & |P | ¨ δd &c,d,ε,t δ
d´t´1`d´sp2d´t´1q{pd´1q`ε0 .

A simple computation shows that

t` 1´ d`
sp2d´ t´ 1q

d´ 1
“ p2s` 2´ dq `

pt´ 1qpd´ 1´ sq

d´ 1
“ α0,

and since we may choose ε arbitratrily small, we get (6.5). �

6.3. Application to the sum-product problem. In this short section, we derive Corollary
1.13 from Proposition 6.4. Recall that Corollary 1.13 claims the following: if A Ă r1, 2s
is a δ-separated set with |A| “ δ´s, B Ă r1, 2s is a δ-separated pδ, t, cq-set, C Ă r1, 2s is a
δ-separated pδ, t1, c1q-set, and t` t1 ą 1, then for any ε ą 0

maxt|A`B|δ, |A ¨ C|δu &ε,s,t,t1c,c1 δ
´pt`t1´1qp1´sq{2`ε|A|, (6.10)

Given Proposition 6.4, this follows from a well-known argument of Elekes [6], repeated
below. Consider the δ-neighbourhood

F :“ rpA`Bq ˆ pA ¨ Cqspδq Ă R2.

Consider also the family of planar lines

L :“ ty “ cx´ bc : b P B, c P Cu.

Thus L contains |B| lines for every fixed slope c P C, and in total |L| “ |B| ¨ |C|. It is not
hard to check that L is a c0δ-separated pδ, t` t1, c1q-set of lines, where c0 ą 0 is absolute,
and c1 ą 0 only depends on c, c1. To give a few more details, if pa, bq ÞÑ Dpa, bq :“ ty “
ax ` b : x P Ru is the duality map R2 Ñ Ap2, 1q, then L “ Dptpc,´bcq : b P B, c P Cuq.
Here tpc,´bcq : b P B, c P Cu Ă R2 is a pδ, t ` t1, c11q-set, since it is the image of the



26 DAMIAN DĄBROWSKI, TUOMAS ORPONEN AND MICHELE VILLA

pδ, t` t1, c21q-set CˆB Ă r1, 2s2 under px, yq ÞÑ Rpx, yq “ px,´xyq, which is bilipschitz on
r1, 2s2.

Now observe that if ` “ tpx, cx´ bcq : x P Ru P L, then ` contains the set

F` :“ tpa` b, acq : a P Au Ă pA`Bq ˆ pA ¨ Cq Ă F.

The set F` is an affine copy of A, and it is easy to see that it is δ-separated and satisfies
|F`| “ |A| “ δ´s, for every ` P L. Since F contains the union of (the δ-neighbourhoods
of) the sets F` for ` P L, it follows from Proposition 6.4 that

δ2 ¨ |A`B|δ ¨ |A ¨ C|δ „ L2pF q &α,s,t,t1,c,c1 δ
2´α, α ă 2s` pt` t1 ´ 1qp1´ sq.

This yields (6.10), and therefore Corollary 1.13.

REFERENCES

[1] Changhao Chen. Discretized sum-product for large sets. Mosc. J. Comb. Number Theory, 9(1):17–27, 2020.
doi:10.2140/moscow.2020.9.17.

[2] Michael Christ. Extremizers of a Radon transform inequality. In Advances in analysis: the legacy of Elias
M. Stein, volume 50 of Princeton Math. Ser., pages 84–107. Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, NJ, 2014.

[3] Manik Dhar, Zeev Dvir, and Ben Lund. Simple proofs for Furstenberg sets over finite fields. Discrete
Analysis, 22, 2021. doi:10.19086/da.29067.

[4] Eleonora Di Nezza, Giampiero Palatucci, and Enrico Valdinoci. Hitchhiker’s guide to the fractional
Sobolev spaces. Bull. Sci. Math., 136(5):521–573, 2012. doi:10.1016/j.bulsci.2011.12.004.

[5] S. W. Drury. Lp estimates for the X-ray transform. Illinois J. Math., 27(1):125–129, 1983. URL: http:
//projecteuclid.org/euclid.ijm/1256065417.

[6] György Elekes. On the number of sums and products. Acta Arith., 81(4):365–367, 1997. doi:10.4064/
aa-81-4-365-367.

[7] Jordan S. Ellenberg and Daniel Erman. Furstenberg sets and Furstenberg schemes over finite fields.
Algebra Number Theory, 10(7):1415–1436, 2016. doi:10.2140/ant.2016.10.1415.

[8] K. J. Falconer. Hausdorff dimension and the exceptional set of projections. Mathematika, 29(1):109–115,
1982. doi:10.1112/S0025579300012201.

[9] Katrin Fässler and Tuomas Orponen. Constancy results for special families of projections. Math. Proc.
Cambridge Philos. Soc., 154(3):549–568, 2013. doi:10.1017/S0305004113000091.

[10] Loukas Grafakos. Classical Fourier analysis, volume 249 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer, New
York, third edition, 2014. doi:10.1007/978-1-4939-1194-3.

[11] Allan Greenleaf and Gunther Uhlmann. Estimates for singular Radon transforms and pseudo-
differential operators with singular symbols. J. Funct. Anal., 89(1):202–232, 1990. doi:10.1016/
0022-1236(90)90011-9.

[12] Larry Guth, Nets Hawk Katz, and Joshua Zahl. On the discretized sum-product problem. Int. Math.
Res. Not. IMRN, (13):9769–9785, 2021. doi:10.1093/imrn/rnz360.

[13] Kornélia Héra. Hausdorff dimension of Furstenberg-type sets associated to families of affine subspaces.
Ann. Acad. Sci. Fenn. Math., 44(2):903–923, 2019. doi:10.5186/aasfm.2019.4453.

[14] Kornélia Héra, Tamás Keleti, and András Máthé. Hausdorff dimension of unions of affine subspaces
and of Furstenberg-type sets. J. Fractal Geom., 6(3):263–284, 2019. doi:10.4171/JFG/77.

[15] Kornélia Héra, Pablo Shmerkin, and Alexia Yavicoli. An improved bound for the dimension of pα, 2αq-
Furstenberg sets. Rev. Mat. Iberoamericana, 38(1):295–322, 2021. doi:10.4171/rmi/1281.

[16] Nets Hawk Katz and Terence Tao. Some connections between Falconer’s distance set conjecture and sets
of Furstenburg type. New York J. Math., 7:149–187, 2001. URL: http://nyjm.albany.edu:8000/j/
2001/7_149.html.

[17] Robert Kaufman. On Hausdorff dimension of projections. Mathematika, 15:153–155, 1968. doi:10.
1112/S0025579300002503.

[18] Izabella Łaba and Terence Tao. An X-ray transform estimate in Rn. Rev. Mat. Iberoamericana, 17(2):375–
407, 2001. doi:10.4171/RMI/298.

[19] Walter Littman. Fourier transforms of surface-carried measures and differentiability of surface aver-
ages. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc., 69:766–770, 1963. doi:10.1090/S0002-9904-1963-11025-3.

https://doi.org/10.2140/moscow.2020.9.17
https://doi.org/10.19086/da.29067
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bulsci.2011.12.004
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.ijm/1256065417
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.ijm/1256065417
https://doi.org/10.4064/aa-81-4-365-367
https://doi.org/10.4064/aa-81-4-365-367
https://doi.org/10.2140/ant.2016.10.1415
https://doi.org/10.1112/S0025579300012201
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0305004113000091
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-1194-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-1236(90)90011-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-1236(90)90011-9
https://doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rnz360
https://doi.org/10.5186/aasfm.2019.4453
https://doi.org/10.4171/JFG/77
https://doi.org/10.4171/rmi/1281
http://nyjm.albany.edu:8000/j/2001/7_149.html
http://nyjm.albany.edu:8000/j/2001/7_149.html
https://doi.org/10.1112/S0025579300002503
https://doi.org/10.1112/S0025579300002503
https://doi.org/10.4171/RMI/298
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9904-1963-11025-3


INTEGRABILITY OF ORTHOGONAL PROJECTIONS, AND APPLICATIONS TO FURSTENBERG SETS 27

[20] Neil Lutz and D. M. Stull. Bounding the dimension of points on a line. Inform. and Comput., 275:104601,
15, 2020. doi:10.1016/j.ic.2020.104601.

[21] J. M. Marstrand. Some fundamental geometrical properties of plane sets of fractional dimensions. Proc.
London Math. Soc. (3), 4:257–302, 1954. doi:10.1112/plms/s3-4.1.257.

[22] P. Mattila. Geometry of sets and measures in Euclidean spaces. Fractals and rectifiability. 1st paperback ed.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1st paperback ed. edition, 1999.

[23] Pertti Mattila. Hausdorff dimension, orthogonal projections and intersections with planes. Ann. Acad.
Sci. Fenn. Ser. A I Math., 1(2):227–244, 1975.

[24] Pertti Mattila. Fourier analysis and Hausdorff dimension, volume 150 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced
Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2015. doi:10.1017/CBO9781316227619.

[25] Ursula Molter and Ezequiel Rela. Furstenberg sets for a fractal set of directions. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc.,
140(8):2753–2765, 2012. doi:10.1090/S0002-9939-2011-11111-0.

[26] F. Natterer. The mathematics of computerized tomography. B. G. Teubner, Stuttgart; John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.,
Chichester, 1986.

[27] D. M. Oberlin and E. M. Stein. Mapping properties of the Radon transform. Indiana Univ. Math. J.,
31(5):641–650, 1982. doi:10.1512/iumj.1982.31.31046.

[28] Daniel M. Oberlin. Restricted Radon transforms and unions of hyperplanes. Rev. Mat. Iberoam.,
22(3):977–992, 2006. doi:10.4171/RMI/481.

[29] Daniel M. Oberlin. Restricted Radon transforms and projections of planar sets. Canad. Math. Bull.,
55(4):815–820, 2012. doi:10.4153/CMB-2011-064-6.

[30] Richard Oberlin. Two bounds for the X-ray transform. Math. Z., 266(3):623–644, 2010. doi:10.1007/
s00209-009-0589-5.

[31] Tuomas Orponen. On the dimension and smoothness of radial projections. Anal. PDE, 12(5):1273–1294,
2019. doi:10.2140/apde.2019.12.1273.

[32] Tuomas Orponen. An improved bound on the packing dimension of Furstenberg sets in the plane. J.
Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS), 22(3):797–831, 2020. doi:10.4171/jems/933.

[33] Tuomas Orponen and Pablo Shmerkin. On the Hausdorff dimension of Furstenberg sets and orthogonal
projections in the plane. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:2106.03338, June 2021. arXiv:2106.03338.

[34] Yuval Peres and Wilhelm Schlag. Smoothness of projections, Bernoulli convolutions, and the dimension
of exceptions. Duke Math. J., 102(2):193–251, 2000. doi:10.1215/S0012-7094-00-10222-0.

[35] Malabika Pramanik and Andreas Seeger. Lp Sobolev regularity of a restricted X-ray transform in R3. In
Harmonic analysis and its applications, pages 47–64. Yokohama Publ., Yokohama, 2006.

[36] Pablo Shmerkin. On the packing dimension of Furstenberg sets. J. Anal. Math., pages 1–14, 2022. doi:
10.1007/s11854-022-0203-x.

[37] Elias M. Stein. Interpolation of linear operators. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 83:482–492, 1956. doi:10.
2307/1992885.

[38] Elias M. Stein. Singular integrals and differentiability properties of functions. Princeton Mathematical Series,
No. 30. Princeton University Press, Princeton, N.J., 1970.

[39] Robert S. Strichartz. Lp estimates for Radon transforms in Euclidean and non-Euclidean spaces. Duke
Math. J., 48(4):699–727, 1981. doi:10.1215/S0012-7094-81-04839-0.

[40] Thomas Wolff. A mixed norm estimate for the X-ray transform. Rev. Mat. Iberoamericana, 14(3):561–600,
1998. doi:10.4171/RMI/245.

[41] Thomas Wolff. Recent work connected with the Kakeya problem. In Prospects in mathematics (Princeton,
NJ, 1996), pages 129–162. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1999.

[42] Ruixiang Zhang. On configurations where the Loomis-Whitney inequality is nearly sharp and
applications to the Furstenberg set problem. Mathematika, 61(1):145–161, 2015. doi:10.1112/
S0025579314000357.

[43] Ruixiang Zhang. Polynomials with dense zero sets and discrete models of the Kakeya conjec-
ture and the Furstenberg set problem. Selecta Math. (N.S.), 23(1):275–292, 2017. doi:10.1007/
s00029-016-0235-0.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ic.2020.104601
https://doi.org/10.1112/plms/s3-4.1.257
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781316227619
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9939-2011-11111-0
https://doi.org/10.1512/iumj.1982.31.31046
https://doi.org/10.4171/RMI/481
https://doi.org/10.4153/CMB-2011-064-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00209-009-0589-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00209-009-0589-5
https://doi.org/10.2140/apde.2019.12.1273
https://doi.org/10.4171/jems/933
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.03338
https://doi.org/10.1215/S0012-7094-00-10222-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11854-022-0203-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11854-022-0203-x
https://doi.org/10.2307/1992885
https://doi.org/10.2307/1992885
https://doi.org/10.1215/S0012-7094-81-04839-0
https://doi.org/10.4171/RMI/245
https://doi.org/10.1112/S0025579314000357
https://doi.org/10.1112/S0025579314000357
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00029-016-0235-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00029-016-0235-0


28 DAMIAN DĄBROWSKI, TUOMAS ORPONEN AND MICHELE VILLA

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, UNIVERSITY OF JYVÄSKYLÄ, P.O. BOX 35 (MAD),
FI-40014 UNIVERSITY OF JYVÄSKYLÄ, FINLAND

Email address: damian.m.dabrowski@jyu.fi
Email address: tuomas.t.orponen@jyu.fi

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, UNIVERSITY OF JYVÄSKYLÄ, P.O. BOX 35 (MAD),
FI-40014 UNIVERSITY OF JYVÄSKYLÄ, FINLAND

RESEARCH UNIT OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, UNIVERSITY OF OULU, P.O. BOX 8000, FI-90014, UNI-
VERSITY OF OULU, FINLAND

Email address: michele.villa@oulu.fi


	1. Introduction
	1.1. Applications
	1.2. Outline of the paper
	1.3. Acknowledgements

	2. Preliminaries
	3. Lp-regularity of projections
	3.1. Background
	3.2. New results
	3.3. Proof of Theorem 3.3

	4. The incidence estimate
	5. Sharpness of the incidence estimate
	6. Application to Furstenberg sets
	6.1. Duality
	6.2. Applying the incidence bound
	6.3. Application to the sum-product problem

	References

