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Abstract

We construct large Salem sets avoiding patterns, complementing previous con-
structions of pattern avoiding sets with large Hausdorff dimension. For a (possibly
uncountable) family of uniformly Lipschitz functions tfi : pTdqn´2 Ñ Tdu, we obtain
a Salem subset of Td with dimension d{pn ´ 1q avoiding nontrivial solutions to the
equation xn ´ xn´1 “ fipx1, . . . , xn´2q. For a countable family of smooth functions
tfi : pTdqn´1 Ñ Tdu satisfying a modest geometric condition, we obtain a Salem sub-
set of Td with dimension d{pn ´ 3{4q avoiding nontrivial solutions to the equation
xn “ fpx1, . . . , xn´1q. For a set Z Ă Tdn which is the countable union of a family
of sets, each with lower Minkowski dimension s, we obtain a Salem subset of Td of
dimension pdn ´ sq{pn ´ 1{2q whose Cartesian product does not intersect Z except at
points with non-distinct coordinates.

1 Introduction

Geometric measure theory explores the relationship between the geometry of subsets of Rn,
and regularity properties of the family of Borel measures supported on those subsets. From
the perspective of harmonic analysis, it is interesting to explore what geometric information
can be gathered from the Fourier analytic properties of these measures. A large body of
research focuses on showing that the support of a measure with Fourier decay contain pat-
terns, such as a family of points forming an arithmetic progression. In this paper, we work
in the opposite direction, showing that most sets supporting measures with a certain type of
Fourier decay do not contain certain patterns. More precisely, given a set Z Ă Tdn, we focus
on showing that a ‘generic’ compact set E Ă Td supporting a measure whose Fourier trans-
form exhibits a quantitative decay bound also avoids the pattern defined by Z, in the sense
that for any distinct points x1, . . . , xn P E, px1, . . . , xnq R Z. Common examples include sets
of the form

Z “ tpx1, . . . , xnq P Tdn : xn “ fpx1, . . . , xnqu,

in which case the set E does not contain solutions to the equation xn “ fpx1, . . . , xnq for
distinct points x1, . . . , xn P E.
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A useful statistic associated with any Borel subset E of Td is its Fourier dimension; given
a finite Borel measure µ, its Fourier dimension dimFpµq is the supremum of all s P r0, ds
such that supξPZd |pµpξq||ξ|s{2 ă 8. The Fourier dimension of a Borel set E is then the
supremum of dimFpµq, where µ ranges over all Borel probability measures µ with supppµq Ă
E. A particularly tractable family of sets in this scheme are Salem sets, sets whose Fourier
dimension agrees with their Hausdorff dimension. Most pattern avoiding sets constructed in
the literature are not Salem, often having Fourier dimension zero. Nonetheless, the methods
in this paper are able to prove the existence of large Salem pattern avoiding sets.

Our paper is part of a body of literature on pattern avoidance problems : given a set
Z Ă Tdn, the pattern avoidance problem for Z asks to construct a pattern avoiding set
E Ă Td, a set such that for any distinct x1, . . . , xn P E, px1, . . . , xnq P Z, which is as large
as possible with respect to some particular criteria relevant to the problem, such as the
Hausdorff or Fourier dimension. The main inspiration for the results of this paper was the
result of [2] on ‘rough’ patterns, which constructed, for any set Z Ă Tdn formed from the
countable union of compact sets with lower Minkowski dimension at most α, a set E avoiding
Z with

dimHpEq “ max

ˆ
dn´ α

n´ 1
, d

˙
. (1.1)

However, the sets E constructed using this method are not guaranteed to be Salem, and the
construction is not even guaranteed to produce sets E with dimFpEq ą 0. Our goal was to
modify the construction of [2] in order to ensure the resulting sets constructed were Salem.
The general baseline in the setting of Salem sets was Theorem 38 of [1], which constructed
a Salem set E avoiding Z with

dimFpEq “ max

ˆ
dn´ α

n
, d

˙
. (1.2)

In this paper, we are only able to construct Salem sets with dimension matching (1.1) when
Z exhibits translational symmetry (Theorem 1.3 of this paper), but for more general sets we
are still able to improve upon the dimension given in (1.2) (via Theorems 1.1 and 1.2).

The methods in this paper are generic, in the sense of the Baire category theorem; we
define a complete metric space Xβ for each β P p0, ds, which consists of all pairs pE, µq, where
E is a compact set, µ is a Borel probability measure supported on E, and dimFpµq ě β (which
implies dimFpEq ě β), and show that for an appropriate choice of β, the family of all pairs
pE, µq P Xβ such that E is Salem and avoids a pattern is comeager, or generic in Xβ (the
complement of a set of first category).

Many other approaches to constructing pattern avoiding sets construct explicit pattern
avoiding Salem sets by using various queuing techniques. These methods were pioneered in
[5], who constructed an explicit set avoiding nontrivial solutions to the equation x2 ´ x1 “
x4´x3, but [4] showed these techniques held for a much more general family of constructions.
Other applications of the method are found in [2] and [1]. The approaches in this paper can
be modified to produce explicit pattern avoiding Salem sets via these kinds of methods. But
we feel that sticking with Baire category techniques in this paper allows us to avoid the
technical numerology that goes into queuing arguments so that we can focus on the more
novel aspects of our analysis.
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Let us now introduce the three primary results of this paper. Theorem 1.1 has the weakest
conclusions and it’s proof contains the least original ideas, but works for the most general
family of patterns.

Theorem 1.1. Fix 0 ď α ă dn, and let Z Ă Tdn be a compact set with lower Minkowski
dimension at most α. Set

β0 “ min

ˆ
dn´ α

n ´ 1{2
, d

˙
.

Then there exists a compact Salem set E Ă Td with dimFpEq “ β0, such that for any distinct
points x1, . . . , xn P E, px1, . . . , xnq R Z. Moreover, if β ď β0, then the family of all pairs
pE, µq P Xβ such that E is Salem and avoids the pattern generated by Z is comeager.

The remaining two results improve upon the result of Theorem 1.1 when the pattern Z
satisfies additional regularity conditions. Our second result focuses on patterns specified by
equations of the form xn “ fpx1, . . . , xn´1q. Under the assumption that f is smooth, and
satisfies a regularity condition geometrically equivalent to the graph of f being transverse to
any axis-oriented hyperplane, we are able to improve the Fourier dimension bound obtained,
though not quite enough to match the Hausdorff dimension bound obtained in [4], except in
the fairly trivial case where n “ 2.

Theorem 1.2. Consider a smooth function f : V Ñ Td, where V is an open subset of
Tdpn´1q, such that for each k P t1, . . . , n´ 1u, the matrix

Dxk
fpx1, . . . , xn´1q “

´
Bfi

Bpxkqj

¯
1ďi,jďd

is invertible whenever x1, . . . , xn´1 are distinct and px1, . . . , xn´1q P V . Then there exists a
compact Salem set E Ă Td with dimension

β0 “

#
d : n “ 2

d{pn´ 3{4q : n ě 3

such that for any distinct points x1, . . . , xn P E, with x1, . . . , xn´1 P V ,

xn ‰ fpx1, . . . , xn´1q.

Moreover, if β ď β0, then the family of pairs pE, µq P Xβ such that E is Salem and avoids
solutions to the equation xn “ fpx1, . . . , xn´1q for distinct points x1, . . . , xn P E is comeager.

Finally, we consider patterns defined by equations linear with respect to at least two
of the variables in the problem. Here we can construct Salem sets with dimension exactly
matching the Hausdorff dimension results obtained in [2]. The simplest example of such a
pattern is that specified by an equation of the form m1x1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` mnxn “ s, where at least
two of the integers m1, . . . , mn P Z is nonzero, and s ranges over a low dimension set in Td.
But we can also consider more nonlinear patterns, such as those formed by solutions to an
equation m1x1 ` m2x2 “ fpx3, . . . , xnq for m1, m2 ‰ 0, and a Lipschitz function f . Even in
the case of linear patterns, this theorem implies new results.
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Theorem 1.3. Fix dpn´1q ď α ă dn, a P Q´t0u, and a locally Lipschitz function T : V Ñ
E , where V is an open subset of Tdpn´2q, and where E is the family of all compact subsets
of Td, equipped with the Hausdorff distance metric. Suppose that the sets T px1, . . . , xn´2q
locally uniformly have lower Minkowski dimension at most α ´ dpn ´ 1q, in the sense that
for any γ ą α, and any closed set W Ă V , there exists a decreasing sequence triu with
limiÑ8 ri “ 0 such that for x P W , |T pxqri| ď r

nd´γ
i for all x P V . Set

β0 “ min

ˆ
dn´ α

n´ 1
, d

˙
.

Then there exists a compact Salem set E Ă Td with dimFpEq “ β0, such that for any distinct
points x1, . . . , xn P E, with px1, . . . , xn´2q P V ,

xn ´ axn´1 R T px1, . . . , xn´2q.

Moreover, if β ď β0, then the family of all pairs pE, µq P Xβ such that E is Salem and avoids
the pattern generated by Z is comeager.

Intuitively, if for each px1, . . . , xn´2q P V , T px1, . . . , xn´2q is a set of lower Minkowski
dimension α ´ pn´ 1qd, then one might expect the set

Z “ tpx1, . . . , xnq : x1 ´ ax2 P T px1, . . . , xn´2qu

to have dimension α. This is the case, for instance, if n “ 2, and T , which then doesn’t
depend on any variables, is a set with lower Minkowski dimension α. Thus α corresponds
directly to the values of α under which Theorem 1.1 and the main result of [2] is stated. In
particular, we see that we attain precisely the dimension bound in (1.1) for Salem sets.

An archetypical example of a function T to which Theorem 1.3 applies is obtained by set-
ting T px1, . . . , xn´2q “ tfpx1, . . . , xn´2qu for some Lipschitz continuous function f , in which
case Theorem 1.3 constructs Salem sets E of dimension d{pn ´ 1q avoiding solutions to the
equation xn ´ axn´1 “ fpx2, . . . , xn´1q. The advantage of considering a ‘multi-valued func-
tion’ T instead of a ‘single-valued’ function f in Theorem 1.3 is that it enables us to consider
problems in which we avoiding a family of equations of the form xn´axn´1 “ fipx1, . . . , xn´2q,
where tfi : i P Iu is an uncountable family of Lipschitz functions with uniformly bounded
Lipschitz constant, such that the set T px1, . . . , xn´2q “ tfipx1, . . . , xn´2q : i P Iu locally uni-
formly has lower Minkowski dimension at most α ´ d, so that the assumptions of Theorem
1.3 apply to the function T . An application of this property to avoiding uncountable families
of linear patterns is detailed in Section 3.

Remarks 1.4.

1. It is quite suprising that we are able to generically improve the bound (1.2) for arbitrary
families of nonlinear patterns. In [10], for each β, a probability measure is constructed
on the space of all β-dimensional subsets of Td. Theorem 1.1 of that paper implies that
when Z Ă Tdn is the set consisting of all translations and dilations of a tuple of points
py1, . . . , ynq P Tdn, then Z has dimension α “ d`1, and for any β ą pdn´αq{n, almost
every compact β-dimensional set E Ă Td contains instances of the pattern specified by
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Z. On the other hand, Theorem 1.1 implies that for any β ď pdn ´ αq{pn ´ 1{2q,
a generic element of Xβ does not contain any instances of the pattern specified by
Z. Thus the theorems in this paper imply that generic pattern avoidance in a Baire
category sense differs from generic pattern avoidance in a probabilistic sense.

2. Because we are using Baire category techniques, the results we obtain remain true when,
instead of avoiding a single pattern, we avoid a countable family of patterns. This is
because the countable union of sets of first category is a set of first category. As an
example of this property, we note that the conclusion of Theorem 1.1 holds when Z is
replaced by a countable union of compact sets, each with lower Minkowski dimension
at most α. Similar generalizations apply to Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3.

3. If 0 ď α ă d, then the pattern avoiding set r0, 1sd ´πipZq has full Hausdorff dimension
d, where πipx1, . . . , xnq “ xi is projection onto a particular coordinate. Thus the pattern
avoidance problem is trivial in this case for Hausdorff dimension. This is no longer
true when studying Fourier dimension, since r0, 1sd ´ πipZq need not be a Salem set,
nor even have particularly large Fourier dimension compared to the sets guaranteed by
Theorem 1.1.

That this is true is hinted at in Example 8 of [3], where it is shown that there exists
a set X Ă r0, 1s which is the countable union of a family of compact sets tXku with
supk dimMpXkq ď 3{4, such that dimFpr0, 1s´Xq ď 3{4. Thus r0, 1s´X is not a Salem
set, since r0, 1s has Hausdorff dimension one. If we let F be any countable union of
compact sets with Minkowski dimension zero, and we set

Z “
n´1ď

i“0

F i ˆ X ˆ F n´i´1,

then Z is a countable union of compact sets with Minkowski dimension at most 3{4,
whereas

dimFpr0, 1s ´ πipXqq ď dimFpr0, 1s ´ Xq ď 3{4

for each i P t1, . . . , nu. Thus the trivial solution obtained by removing a projection of Z
onto a particular coordinate axis does not necessarily give a pattern avoiding set with
optimal Fourier dimension in this setting. Applying Theorem 1.1 directly to Z shows
that a generic Salem set E Ă T of dimension pn ´ 3{4q{pn ´ 1{2q avoids Z, which
exceeds the dimension of the trivial construction for all n ą 1. In fact, a generic Salem
set E Ă T with dimension 1 will avoid Z, since any subset of T´F will avoid Z, and
Theorem 1.1 applied with Z “ F proves that a generic Salem set E of dimension 1 will
be contained in T´F .

4. If n “ 2, the problem of avoiding solutions to the equation y “ fpxq for a continuous
function f : V Ñ Td is essentially trivial. If there exists x P Td such that fpxq ‰ x,
there there exists an open set U around x such that U X fpUq “ H. Then U has full
Fourier dimension, and avoids solutions to the equation y “ fpxq. On the other hand,
if fpxq “ x for all x, then there are no distinct x and y in r0, 1s such that y “ fpxq,
and so the problem is also trivial. But it is a less trivial to argue that a generic set

5



with full Fourier dimension avoids this pattern, which is proved in Theorem 1.2, so we
still obtain nontrivial information in this case.

Working on patterns in the domain Rd is not significantly different from working over
Td. For our purposes, the latter domain has several technical and notational advantages,
which is why in this paper we have chosen to work with the pattern avoidance pattern in
this setting. But there is no theoretical obstacle in applying the techniques described here
to prove the existence of pattern avoiding sets in Rd. Let us briefly describe how this can be
done. Given a Borel measure µ on Rd, we define the Fourier dimension dimFpµq of µ to be
the supremum of all s P r0, ds such that supξPRd |pµpξq||ξ|s{2 ă 8. It is a simple consequence

of the Poisson summation formula that if µ is a compactly supported finite measure on Rd,
and we consider the periodization µ˚ of µ, i.e. the finite Borel measure on Td such that for
any f P CpTdq, ż

Td

fpxq dµ˚pxq “

ż

Rd

fpxq dµpxq, (1.3)

then dimFpµ˚q “ dimFpµq. A proof is given in Lemma 39 of [1]. Since µ is compactly
supported, it is also simple to see that dimHpµ˚q “ dimHpµq. It follows that if E is a
compact subset of r0, 1qd, and π : r0, 1qd Ñ Td is the natural projection map, then dimFpEq “
dimFpπpEqq and dimHpEq “ dimHpπpEqq. But these results imply we can reduce the study
of patterns on Rdn to patterns on Tdn, and thus obtain analogous results to Theorems 1.1,
1.2, and 1.3 for patterns in Rd.

2 Notation

• Given a metric space X , a point x P X , and a positive number ε ą 0, we let Bεpxq
denote the open ball of radius ε around x. For x P X , we let δx denote the Dirac
delta measure at x. For a set E Ă X and ε ą 0, we let Eε “

Ť
xPE Bεpxq denote the

ε-thickening of the set E.

For two sets E1, E2 Ă X , we let dpE1, E2q “ inftdpx1, x2q : x1 P E1, x2 P E2u, and then
define the Hausdorff distance

dHpE1, E2q “ max

ˆ
sup
x1PE1

dpx1, E2q, sup
x2PE2

dpE1, x2q

˙
.

• A subset of a metric space X is of first category, or meager in X if it is the countable
union of closed sets with empty interior, and is comeager if it is the complement of
such a set (a countable intersection of open, dense sets). We say a property holds
quasi-always, or a property is generic in X , if the set of points in X satisfying that
property is comeager. The Baire category theorem then states that any comeager set
in a complete metric space is dense.

• We let Td “ Rd {Zd. Given x P T, we let |x| denote the minimal absolute value of an
element of R lying in the coset of x. For x P Td, we let |x| “

a
|x1|2 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` |xd|2. The

canonical metric on Td is then given by dpx, yq “ |x ´ y|, for x, y P Td.
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For an axis-oriented cube Q in Td, we let 2Q be the axis-oriented cube in Td with the
same center and twice the sidelength.

We say a family of sets A Ă PpTdq is monotone if, whenever E P A, any subset of
E is also an element of A. The quintessential monotone statement for our purposes,
given a set Z Ă Tdn, is the collection of sets E Ă Td such that for any distinct points
x1, . . . , xn P E, px1, . . . , xnq R Z.

• For α P r0, ds and δ ą 0, we define the pα, δq Hausdorff content of a Borel set E Ă Td

as

Hα
δ pEq “ inf

#
8ÿ

i“1

εαi : E Ă
8ď

i“1

Bεipxiq and 0 ă εi ď δ for all i ě 1

+
.

The α dimensional Hausdorff measure of E is equal to

HαpEq “ lim
δÑ0

Hα
δ pEq.

The Hausdorff dimension dimHpEq of a Borel set E is then the supremum over all
s P r0, ds such that HspEq “ 0.

For a measurable set E Ă Td, we let |E| denote its Lebesgue measure. We define the
lower Minkowski dimension of a compact Borel set E Ă Td as

dimMpEq “ lim inf
rÑ0

d ´ logr |Er|.

Thus dimMpEq is the largest number such that for α ă dimMpEq, there exists a de-
creasing sequence triu with limiÑ8 ri “ 0 and |Eri | ď rd´α

i for each i.

• At several points in this paper we will need to employ probabilistic concentration
bounds. In particular, we use McDiarmid’s inequality. Let S be a set, let tX1, . . . , XNu
be an independent family of S-valued random variables, and consider a function f :
SN Ñ C. Suppose that for each i P t1, . . . , Nu, there exists a constant Ai ą 0 such
that for any x1, . . . , xi´1, xi`1, . . . , xN P S, and for each xi, x

1
i P S,

|fpx1, . . . , xi, . . . , xNq ´ fpx1, . . . , x
1
i, . . . , xNq| ď Ai.

Then McDiarmid’s inequality guarantees that for all t ě 0,

P p|fpX1, . . . , XNq ´ EpfpX1, . . . , XNqq| ě tq ď 4 exp

ˆ
´2t2

A2
1

` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` A2

N

˙
.

Proofs of McDiarmid’s inequality for real-valued functions are given in many proba-
bility texts, for instance, in Theorem 3.11 of [12], but can be trivially extended to the
real case by taking a union bound to the inequality for real and imaginary values of f .

A special case of McDiarmid’s inequality is Hoeffding’s Inequality. For the purposes of
this paper, Hoeffding’s inequality states that if tX1, . . . , XNu is a family of independent
random variables, such that for each i, there exists a constant Ai ě 0 such that
|Xi| ď Ai almost surely, then for each t ě 0,

P p|pX1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` XNq ´ EpX1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` XN q| ě tq ď 4 exp

ˆ
´t2

2pA2
1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ `A2

N q

˙
.
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3 Applications of our Results

3.1 Arithmetic Patterns

An important problem in current research on pattern avoidance is to construct sets E which
avoid linear patterns, i.e. sets E which avoid solutions to equations of the form

m1x1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` mnxn “ 0 (3.1)

for distinct points x1, . . . , xn P E. This is a scenario in which we have robust upper bounds on
the dimension of pattern avoiding sets. It is simple to prove that if E Ă Td and dimFpEq ą
2d{n, and m1, . . . , mn are non-zero integers, then m1E`¨ ¨ ¨`mnE is an open subset of Td (a
simple modification of Proposition 3.14 of [8]), which implies that there exists some choice
of integers m1, . . . , mn and distinct points x1, . . . , xn P E such that m1x1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` mnxn “ 0.
Recently, under the same assumptions, Liang and Pramanik have shown [7] that for d “ 1,
one can choose these integers m1, . . . , mn to satisfy m1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` mn “ 0.

If dimFpEq ą d{n, and m1, . . . , mn ‰ 0, then m1E ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` mnE has positive Lebesgue
measure [8, Proposition 3.14]. This does not contradict that sets avoiding linear patterns
exist beyond the dimension d{n, but indicates some of the difficult in pushing past the
barrier of d{n obtained in (1.2). The first success in pushing past this barrier was the main
result of [6], which showed that for each n ą 0, there exists a set E Ă T with Fourier
dimension 1{pn´ 1q such that for any integers m1, . . . , mn P Z, not all zero, and any distinct
x1, . . . , xn P Td, m1x1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ `mnxn ‰ 0. The technique used to control Fourier decay in that
paper (bounding first derivatives of distribution functions associated with the construction of
the set) relies heavily on the one dimensional nature of the problem, which makes it difficult
to generalize the proof technique to higher dimensions. The results of this paper give a
d-dimensional generalization of Körner’s result, as well as extending this result to consider
avoiding certain uncountable families of linear equations.

Theorem 3.1. Consider any set S Ă Td formed from the countable union of compact sets
with lower Minkowski dimension zero, and let β0 “ d{pn´ 1q. Then there exists a Salem set
E Ă Td of dimension d{pn ´ 1q such that for any s P S, any distinct x1, . . . , xn P E, and
any integers m1, . . . , mn P Z, m1x1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` mnxn ‰ s. Moreover, for any β ď β0, and for a
generic set pE, µq P Xβ, the set E has this property.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume S is compact and has lower Minkowski
dimension zero, and it will suffice to show that a generic Salem set pE, µq P Xβ avoids
solutions to equations of the form

xn ´ an´1xn´1 “ s ` a3x3 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` anxn, (3.2)

with a2, . . . , an P Q, s P S, and where either an´1 ‰ 0, or a2 “ a3 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ an “ 0. If
an´1 ‰ 0, then Theorem 1.3 applies directly to the equation

xn ´ an´1xn´1 P T px1, . . . , xn´2q, (3.3)

where T px1, . . . , xn´2q “ S ´ a1x1 ´ ¨ ¨ ¨ ´ an´2xn´2. Thus we conclude that the set of
pE, µq P Xβ such that E is Salem and avoids solutions to (3.3) is comeager. On the other
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hand, if a2 “ a3 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ an “ 0, then the equation is precisely x1 P S,

x1 P S, (3.4)

and it follows from Theorem 1.1 with Z “ S and n “ 1 that the set of pE, µq P Xβ such that
E is Salem and avoids solutions to (3.4) is comeager. Taking countable unions shows that
the set of all pE, µq P Xβ such that E is Salem and avoids all n-variable linear equations is
comeager.

Remark 3.2. For particular linear patterns, it is certainly possible to improve the result
of Theorem 3.1. For instance, Schmerkin [9] constructed a set E Ă T with dimFpEq “ 1
which contains no three numbers forming an arithmetic progression. Liang and Pramanik [7]
constructed, for any finite family of translation-invariant linear functions tfiu, a set E Ă T

with dimFpEq “ 1 such that for distinct x1, . . . , xn P E, fipx1, . . . , xnq ‰ 0. This same paper
even constructs a set with Fourier dimension close to one avoiding an uncountable family of
translation-invariant linear functions, though only those that are of a very special form. The
advantage of Theorem 3.1 is that it applies to a very general family of uncountably many
linear equations, though one does not obtain a tight Fourier dimension bound compared to
the results of [7] and [9].

The arguments in this paper are heavily inspired by the techniques of [6], but augmented
with some more robust probabilistic concentration inequalities and stationary phase tech-
niques, which enables us to push the results of [6] to a much more general family of patterns.
In particular, Theorem 1.3 shows that the results of that paper do not depend on the rich
arithmetic structure of the equation m1x1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` mnxn “ 0, but rather only on a simple
translation invariance property of the pattern. We are unable to close the gap between the
upper bound 2d{n of sets avoiding n-variable linear equations for n ě 3, which would seem
to require utilizing the full linear nature of the equations involved much more heavily than
the very weak linearity assumption that Theorem 3.1 requires.

3.2 Isosceles Triangles on Curves

Theorems 1.1, 1.2, and 1.3 can be applied to find sets avoiding linear patterns, but the
main power of these results that they can be applied to ‘nonlinear’ patterns which are not
necessarily related to the arithmetic structure of Td, differing from most other results in the
field. In this section we consider a standard problem of this kind, avoiding isosceles triangles
on curves; given a simple segment of a curve given by a smooth map γ : r0, 1s Ñ Rd, we
say a set E Ă r0, 1s avoids isosceles triangles on γ if for any distinct values t1, t2, t3 P r0, 1s,
|γpt1q ´ γpt2q| ‰ |γpt2q ´ γpt3q|. Then E avoids isoceles triangles if and only if γpEq does
not contain any three points forming the vertices of an isosceles triangle. In [4], methods
are provided to construct sets E Ă r0, 1s with dimHpEq “ log 2{ log 3 « 0.63 such that γpEq
does not contain any isosceles triangles, but E is not guaranteed to be Salem. We can use
Theorem 1.2 to construct Salem sets E Ă r0, 1s with dimFpEq “ 4{9 « 0.44.

Theorem 3.3. For any smooth map γ : r0, 1s Ñ Rd with γ1pxq ‰ 0 for all x P r0, 1s, there
exists a Salem set E Ă r0, 1s with dimFpEq “ 4{9 which avoids isosceles triangles on γ.
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Proof. Assume without loss of generality (working on a smaller portion of the curve if nec-
essary and then rescaling) that there exists a constant C ąě 1 such that for any t, s P r0, 1s,

|γptq ´ γpsq ´ pt´ sqγ1p0q| ď Cpt´ sq2, (3.5)

1{C ď |γ1ptq| ď C, (3.6)

and
|γ1ptq ´ γ1psq| ď C|t´ s|. (3.7)

Let ε “ 1{2C3, and let

F pt1, t2, t3q “ |γpt1q ´ γpt2q|2 ´ |γpt2q ´ γpt3q|2. (3.8)

A simple calculation using (3.5) and (3.6) reveals that for 0 ď t1, t2 ď ε,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌BF
Bt1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ “ 2 |pγpt1q ´ γpt2qq ¨ γ1pt1q| ě p2{Cq|t2 ´ t1| ´ 2C|t2 ´ t1|2 ě p1{Cq|t2 ´ t1|. (3.9)

This means that BF {Bt1 ‰ 0 unless t1 “ t2. Thus the implicit function theorem implies that
there exists a countable family of smooth functions tfi : Ui Ñ r0, 1su, where Ui Ă r0, εs2

for each i and fipt2, t3q ‰ t3 for any pt2, t3q P Ui, such that if F pt1, t2, t3q “ 0 for distinct
points t1, t2, t3 P r0, εs, then there exists an index i with pt2, t3q P Ui and t1 “ fipt2, t3q.
Differentiating both sides of the equation

|γpfipt2, t3qq ´ γpt2q|2 “ |γpt2q ´ γpt3q|2 (3.10)

in t2 and t3 shows that

Bfi
Bt2

pt2, t3q “
pγpfipt2, t3qq ´ γpt3qq ¨ γ1pt2q

pγpfipt2, t3qq ´ γpt2qq ¨ γ1pfipt2, t3qq
(3.11)

and
Bfi
Bt3

pt2, t3q “
´pγpt2q ´ γpt3qq ¨ γ1pt3q

pγpfipt2, t3qq ´ γpt2qq ¨ γ1pfipt2, t3qq
. (3.12)

In order to apply Theorem 1.2, we must show that the partial derivatives in 3.11 and 3.12
are both non-vanishing for t2, t3 P r0, εs. We calculate using (3.5), (3.6) and (3.7) that

|pγpfipt2, t3qq ´ γpt3qq ¨ γ1pt2q| ě |pγpfipt2, t3qq ´ γpt3qq ¨ γ1pt3q|

` |pγpfipt2, t3qq ´ γpt3qq ¨ pγ1pt2q ´ γ1pt3qq|

ě p1{Cq|fipt2, t3q ´ t3| ´ C2|fipt2, t3q ´ t3||t2 ´ t3|

ě p1{C ´ C2εq|fipt2, t3q ´ t3|

ě p1{2q|fipt2, t3q ´ t3|.

(3.13)

Since fipt2, t3q ‰ t3 for all pt2, t3q P Ui, it follows from (3.11) and (3.13) that if pt2, t3q P Ui

with t2 ‰ t3,
Bfi
Bt2

pt2, t3q ‰ 0. (3.14)
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A similar calculation to (3.9) shows that for t2, t3 P r0, εs,

|pγpt2q ´ γpt3qq ¨ γ1pt3q| ě p1{Cq|t2 ´ t3|. (3.15)

Combining (3.12) with (3.15) shows that for t2 ‰ t3 with pt2, t3q P Ui,

Bfi
Bt3

pt2, t3q ‰ 0. (3.16)

Now (3.14) and (3.16) imply that each function in the family tfiu satisfy the hypothesis of
Theorem 1.2. Thus that theorem implies that for β “ 4{9, each index i, and a generic element
of pE, µq P Xβ, the set E is Salem and for any distinct t1, t2, t3 P E X r0, εs, fipt1, t2, t3q ‰ 0.
This means precisely that |γpt1q ´ γpt2q| ‰ |γpt2q ´ γpt3q| for any distinct t1, t2, t3 P E. Thus
we conclude we can find a Salem set E Ă r0, εs with dimFpEq “ 4{9 such that γpEq does not
contain the vertices of any isosceles triangles.

Theorem 1.1 can also be used to construct sets with a slightly smaller dimension avoiding
isosceles triangles on a rougher family of curves. If we consider a Lipschitz function γ :
r0, 1s Ñ Rd´1, where there exists M ă 1 with |γptq ´ γpsq| ď M |t ´ s| for each t, s P r0, 1s,
then Theorem 3 of [2] guarantees that the set

Z “

"
px1, x2, x3q P r0, 1s3 :

px1, γpx1qq, px2, γpx2qq, px3, γpx3qq
form the vertices of an isosceles triangle.

*

has lower Minkowski dimension at most two. Thus Theorem 1.1 guarantees that there exists
a Salem set E Ă r0, 1s with dimFpEq “ 2{5 “ 0.4 such that γpEq avoids all isosceles triangles.
The main result of [4] constructs a set E Ă r0, 1s with dimHpEq “ 0.5 such that γpEq avoids
all isosceles triangles, but this set is not guaranteed to be Salem.

4 A Metric Space Controlling Fourier Dimension

In order to work with a Baire category type argument, we must construct an appropriate
metric space appropriate for our task, and establish a set of tools for obtaining convergence
in this metric space. In later sections we will fix a specific choice of β to avoid a particular
pattern. But in this section we let β be an arbitrary fixed number in p0, ds. Our approach
in this section is heavily influenced by [6]. However, we employ a Fréchet space construction
instead of the Banach space construction used in [6], which enables us to use softer estimates
in our arguments, with the disadvantage that we can obtain only Fourier dimension bounds
in Theorems 1.1, 1.2, and 1.3 at the endpoint dimensions β0 considered in the theorems,
rather than the explicit decay estimates determined in Theorem 2.4 of [6]:

• We let E denote the family of all compact subsets of Td. If we consider the Hausdorff
distance dH between sets, then pE , dHq forms a complete metric space.

• We let Mpβq consist of all finite Borel measures µ on Td such that for each λ P r0, βq,

}µ}Mpλq “ sup
ξPZd

|pµpξq||ξ|λ{2

11



is finite. Then } ¨ }Mpλq is a seminorm on Mpβq for each λ P r0, βq, and the collection of
all such seminorms gives Mpβq the structure of a Frechét space. Under this topology,
a sequence of probability measures tµku converges to a probability measure µ in Mpβq
if and only if for any λ P r0, βq, limkÑ8 }µk ´ µ}Mpλq “ 0.

We now let Xβ be the collection of all pairs pE, µq P E ˆ Mpβq, where µ is a probability
measure such that supppµq Ă E. Then Xβ is a closed subset of E ˆMpβq under the product
metric, and thus a complete metrizable space. We remark that for any λ P r0, βq and
pE, µq P Xβ,

lim
|ξ|Ñ8

|pµpξq||ξ|λ{2 “ 0. (4.1)

Thus dimFpEq ě dimFpµq ě β for each pE, µq P Xβ. This means that Xβ can be thought of
as describing sets with Fourier dimension at least β, together with an associated measure
which provides a certificate proving the Fourier dimension of the set is at least β.

Lemma 4.1, the main result of this section, reduces density arguments in Xβ to the
construction of large discrete subsets in Td with well-behaved Fourier analytic properties.
Let us intuitively describe the context of Lemma 4.1 and it’s conclusion. Consider a large
integer N , and suppose there is a discrete family of N points S “ tx1, . . . , xNu such that Sr

does not contain any incidences of a particular pattern. Then Sr is a union of N balls of
radius r, so if N « r´β, Sr behaves like an r-thickening of a set with Hausdorff dimension
β. To understand the Fourier analytic properties of S, we take exponential sums. For any
such set S, taking in absolute values gives a trivial bound on the exponential sum

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
1

N

Nÿ

k“1

e2πiξ¨xk

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ď 1. (4.2)

If one can improve upon this bound, we think of S as having additional Fourier analytic
structure. The best case to hope for a ‘generic’ set S is that we have a square root cancellation
bound ˇ̌

ˇ̌
ˇ
1

N

Nÿ

k“1

e2πiξ¨xk

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ À N´1{2, (4.3)

which roughly holds if the points txku do not exhibit any kind of periodicity with respect to
the frequency ξ. If κ ą 0 is fixed, and equation (4.3) holds for all |ξ| À p1{rq1`κ, then one
might think of Sr as behaving like an r-thickening of a set with Fourier dimension β. In
fact, if N is suitably large, then Lemma 4.6 will, in addition, imply that the family of points
tx1, . . . , xNu is roughly uniformly distributed in Td. We will then be able to approximate
arbitrary sets in Td by an appropriate r-thickening of a subset of the points tx1, . . . , xNu,
which will allow us to conclude that the behaviour of tx1, . . . , xKu should then be a generic
property of Xβ. In particular, if tx1, . . . , xKu avoids a discretization of a pattern, then
pattern avoidance should be generic in Xβ.

Lemma 4.1. Let A be a monotone family of subsets of Td. Fix β ą 0, κ ą 0, and a large
constant C ą 0. Suppose that for all small δ ą 0 and λ P r0, βq, there are arbitrarily large
finite sets S “ tx1, . . . , xNu, positive numbers tapx1q, . . . , apxN qu with

řN
k“1

apxkq ě N{2,
and quantities r ą 0 with N ě p1{2qr´λ such that the following properties hold:

12



(1) Sr P A.

(2) For each ξ P Zd ´t0u with |ξ| ď p1{rq1`κ,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
1

N

Nÿ

k“1

apxkqe2πiξ¨xk

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ď CN´1{2 logpNq ` δ|ξ|´λ{2

Then tpE, µq P Xβ : E P Au is dense in Xβ.

Remark 4.2. We will be able to take δ “ 0 for the applications of Lemma 4.1 in Theorems
1.1 and 1.3. We only need to take δ ą 0 when applying this result to Theorem 1.2, since we
need to employ oscillatory integral bounds which give an additional decaying factor, rather
than solely relying on probabilistic arguments to get the OpN´1{2 logpNqq upper bound.

Throughout this section, we will apply mollification. So we fix a smooth, non-negative
function φ P C8pTdq such that φpxq “ 0 for |x| ě 2{5 and

ş
Td φpxq dx “ 1. For each

r P p0, 1q, we can then define φr P C8pTdq by writing

φrpxq “

#
r´dφpx{rq : |x| ă r,

0 : otherwise.

The following standard properties hold:

(1) For each r P p0, 1q, φr is a non-negative smooth function with

ż

Td

φrpxq dx “ 1, (4.4)

and φrpxq “ 0 for |x| ě r.

(2) For any r P p0, 1q,

} pφr}L8pZdq “ 1. (4.5)

(3) For each ξ P Zd,

lim
rÑ0

pφrpξq “ 1. (4.6)

(4) For each T ą 0, for all r ą 0, and for any non-zero ξ P Zd,

| pφrpξq| ÀT r
´T |ξ|´T . (4.7)

We will prove Lemma 4.1 after a series of more elementary lemmas which give results about
the metric space Xβ.

Lemma 4.3. The set of all pE, µq P Xβ with µ P C8pTdq and supppµq “ E is dense in Xβ.
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Proof. Let
X̃β “ tpE, µq P Xβ : supppµq “ Eu. (4.8)

We begin by proving that the set of all pE, µq P X̃β such that µ P C8pTdq is dense in X̃β.
Fix pE0, µ0q P X̃β. For each r P p0, 1q, consider the convolved measure µr “ µ0 ˚ φr. Then
µr P C8pTdq and supppµrq “ Er. We claim that limrÑ0pEr, µrq “ pE0, µ0q, which would
complete the proof. Since dHpE0, Erq ď r, we find that limrÑ0Er “ E0 holds with respect to

the Hausdorff metric. Now fix λ P p0, βs and δ ą 0. For each ξ P Zd, | pµrpξq| “ | pφrpξq|| pµ0pξq|,
so

|ξ|λ{2| pµrpξq ´ pµ0pξq| “ |ξ|λ{2| pφrpξq ´ 1|| pµ0pξq|. (4.9)

We control (4.9) using the fact that | pµ0pξq| is small when ξ is large, and | pφrpξq ´ 1| is small
when ξ is small. Since pE0, µ0q P Xβ, we can apply (4.1) to find R ą 0 such that for |ξ| ě R,

|ξ|λ{2| pµ0pξq| ď δ{2. (4.10)

Combining (4.9), (4.10), and (4.5), for |ξ| ě R we find that

|ξ|λ{2| pµrpξq ´ pµ0pξq| ď δ. (4.11)

On the other hand, (4.6) shows that there exists r0 ą 0 such that for r ď r0 and |ξ| ď R,

|ξ|λ{2| pφrpξq ´ 1| ď δ. (4.12)

The pL1, L8q bound for the Fourier transform implies that | pµ0pξq| ď µ0pT
dq “ 1, which

combined with (4.12) gives that for r ď r0 and |ξ| ď R,

|ξ|λ{2| pµrpξq ´ pµ0pξq| ď δ. (4.13)

Putting together (4.11) and (4.13) shows that for r ď r0, }µr ´ µ0}Mpλq ď δ. Since δ and λ

were arbitrary, we conclude that limrÑ0 µr “ µ0. Thus the set of all pairs pE, µq P X̃β with
µ P C8pTdq is dense in X̃β.

Our proof will therefore be complete if we can show that X̃β is dense in Xβ. We prove
this using a Baire category argument. For each closed cube Q Ă Td, let

ApQq “ tpE, µq P Td : pE X Qq “ H or µpQq ą 0u.

Then ApQq is an open set. If tQku is a countable sequence enumerating all cubes with
rational corners in Td, then

8č

k“1

ApQkq “ tpE, µq P Xβ : supppµq “ Eu. (4.14)

Thus it suffices to show that ApQq is dense in Xβ for each closed cube Q. To do this, we
fix pE0, µ0q P Xβ ´ ApQq, λ P r0, βq, and ε ą 0, and try and find pE, µq P ApQq with
dHpE,E0q ď ε and }µ0 ´ µ}Mpλq ď ε.

Because pE0, µ0q P Xβ ´ ApQq, we know E0 X Q ‰ H and µ0pQq “ 0. Find a smooth
probability measure ν supported on pE0qε XQ and, for t P p0, 1q, define µt “ p1 ´ tqµ0 ` tν.
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Then supppµtq Ă pE0qε, so if we let E “ supppνq Y supppµq, then dHpE,E0q ď ε. Clearly
pE, µtq P ApQq for t ą 0. And

}µt ´ µ0}Mpλq ď t
`
}µ0}Mpλq ` }ν}Mpλq

˘
, (4.15)

so if we choose t ď ε ¨ p}µ}Mpλq ` }ν}Mpλqq
´1 we find }µt ´ µ}Mpλq ď ε. Since ε was arbitrary,

we conclude ApQq is dense in Xβ .

Remark 4.4. The reason we must work with the metric space Xβ rather than the smaller
space X̃β Ă Xβ is that X̃β is not a closed subset of Xβ, and so is not a complete metric space,
preventing the use of the Baire category theorem. However, the last paragraph of the proof
of Lemma 4.3 shows that quasi-all elements of Xβ belong to X̃β, so that one can think of Xβ

and X̃β as being equal ‘generically’.

The density argument of Lemma 4.1 requires constructing approximations to an arbitrary
element of pE0, µ0q P Xβ by pE, µq P Xβ such that E P A. We do this by multiplying µ0 by a
smooth function f P C8pTdq which cuts off parts of µ0 which cause the support of µ0 to fail
to be in A. As long as µ0 is appropriately smooth, and the Fourier transform of f decays
appropriately quickly, the next lemma shows that fµ0 « µ0.

Lemma 4.5. Consider a finite measure µ0 on Td, as well as a smooth probability density
function f P C8pTdq. If we define µ “ fµ0, then for any λ P r0, dq,

}µ ´ µ0}Mpλq Àd }µ0}Mp3dq}f}Mpλq.

Proof. Since pµ “ pf ˚ pµ0, and pfp0q “ 1, for each ξ P Zd we have

|ξ|λ{2|pµpξq ´ pµ0pξq| “ |ξ|λ{2

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
ÿ

η‰ξ

pfpξ ´ ηq pµ0pηq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ . (4.16)

If |η| ď |ξ|{2, then |ξ|{2 ď |ξ ´ η| ď 2|ξ|, so

|ξ|λ{2| pfpξ ´ ηq| ď }f}Mpλq|ξ|λ{2|ξ ´ η|´λ{2 ď 2λ{2}f}Mpλq Àd }f}Mpλq. (4.17)

Thus the bound (4.17) implies

|ξ|λ{2

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ÿ

0ď|η|ď|ξ|{2

pfpξ ´ ηq pµ0pηq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ Àµ0,d }µ0}Mpd`1q}f}Mpλq

¨
˝1 `

ÿ

0ă|η|ď|ξ|{2

1

|η|d`1

˛
‚

Àd }µ0}Mpd`1q}f}Mpλq ď }µ0}Mp3dq}f}Mpλq.

(4.18)

On the other hand, for all η ‰ ξ,

| pfpξ ´ ηq| ď }f}Mpλq|ξ ´ η|´λ ď }f}Mpλq. (4.19)

Thus we calculate that

|ξ|λ{2

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ÿ

|η|ą|ξ|{2
η‰ξ

pfpξ ´ ηq pµ0pηq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌

Àd,µ0
}µ0}Mp3dq}f}Mpλq ¨ |ξ|λ{2

ÿ

|η|ą|ξ|{2

1

|η|3d

Àd }µ0}Mp3dq}f}Mpλq.

(4.20)

Combining (4.16), (4.18) and (4.20) completes the proof.
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The bound in Lemma 4.5, if }f}Mpλq is taken appropriately small, also implies that the
Hausdorff distance between the supports of µ and µ0 are small.

Lemma 4.6. Fix a probability measure µ0 P C8pTdq and λ P r0, dq. For any ε ą 0, there
exists δ ą 0 such that if µ P C8pTdq, supppµq Ă supppµ0q, and }µ0 ´ µ}Mpλq ď δ, then
dHpsupppµq, supppµ0qq ď ε.

Proof. Consider any cover of supppµ0q by a family of radius ε{3 balls tB1, . . . , BNu, and for
each i P t1, . . . , Nu, consider a smooth function fi P C8

c pBiq such that there is s ą 0 with

ż
fipxqdµ0pxq ě s (4.21)

for each i P t1, . . . , Nu. Fix A ą 0 with

ÿ

ξ‰0

|pfipξq| ď A (4.22)

for all i P t1, . . . , Nu as well. Set δ “ s{2A. If }µ0 ´ µ}Mpλq ď δ, we apply Plancherel’s
theorem together with (4.21) and (4.22) to conclude that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż
fipxqdµpxq dx´

ż
fipxqdµ0pxq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ “

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ÿ

ξPZd

pfipξq ppµpξq ´ pµ0pξqq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď A}µ0 ´ µ}Mpλq

ď s{2.

(4.23)

Thus we conclude from (4.21) and (4.23) that

ż
fipxqdµpxq dx ě

ż
fipxqdµ0pxq ´ s{2 ě s{2 ą 0. (4.24)

Since equation (4.24) holds for each i P t1, . . . , Nu, the support of µ intersects every ball in
tB1, . . . , BNu. Combined with the assumption that supppµq Ă supppµ0q, this implies that
dHpµ0, µq ď ε.

Now we have the technology to prove Lemma 4.1.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Fix pE0, µ0q P Xβ. By Lemma 4.3, without loss of generality, we may
assume that µ0 P C8pTdq and that supppµ0q “ E0. Our goal, for any λ P r0, βq and δ0 ą 0,
is to find pE, µq P Xβ such that E P A, dHpE,E0q ď δ0, and }µ´ µ0}Mpγq ď δ0.

Fix δ ą 0, ε ą 0, and λ P pγ, βq, and consider a set S “ tx1, . . . , xNu and ta1, . . . , aNu
satisfying the assumptions of the Lemma. Increasing the constant C if necessary, we may
assume without loss of generality that

ř
ai “ N . If we set

η “
1

N

Nÿ

k“1

apxkqδxk
,
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then η is a probability measure, and Property (2) implies that for |ξ| ď p1{rq1`κ,

|pηpξq| ď CN´1{2 logpNq ` δ|ξ|´λ{2. (4.25)

Consider the function f “ η ˚ φr, where φr is the mollifier defined in the notation section.
For each ξ P Zd,

pfpξq “ pηpξq pφrpξq. (4.26)

For |ξ| ď 1{r, (4.25) and (4.5) together with (4.26) imply that there is κ1 ą 0 depending on
β, λ, and γ such that

| pfpξq| ď CN´1{2 logpNq ` δ|ξ|´λ{2 ď pCN´κ1 ` δq|ξ|´γ{2. (4.27)

Thus if N is suitably large, we conclude that for |ξ| ď 1{r,

| pfpξq| ď 2δ|ξ|´γ{2. (4.28)

If p1{rq ď |ξ| ď p1{rq1`κ, (4.7) implies | pφrpξq| Àβ r
´β{2|ξ|´β{2, which together with (4.5) and

(4.25) applied to (4.26) allows us to conclude that there is κ2 ą 0 depending on β, λ, and γ,
such that

| pfpξq| “ δ|ξ|´λ{2 ` Oβ

`
N´1{2 logpNq ¨ r´β{2|ξ|´β{2

˘

ď
`
δ ` Oβ,κ

`
N´1{2 logpNq ¨ r´β{2|ξ|´pβ´λq{2

˘˘
|ξ|´λ{2

ď
`
δ ` Oβ,κ

`
N´1{2 logpNqr´λ{2

˘˘
|ξ|´λ{2

ď pδ ` Oβ,κpN´κ2pβ,εqqq|ξ|´γ{2.

(4.29)

Thus if N is sufficiently large, then for p1{rq ď |ξ| ď p1{rq1`κ,

| pfpξq| ď 2δ|ξ|´γ{2. (4.30)

Finally, if |ξ| ě p1{rq1`κ, we apply (4.7) for T ě β{2 together with the bound }pη}L8pZdq “ 1,
which follows because η is a probability measure, to conclude that

| pfpξq| ÀT r
´T |ξ|´T

“ r´T |ξ|β{2´T ¨ |ξ|´β{2

ď r´T p1{rqpβ{2´T qp1`κq ¨ |ξ|´β{2

“ rκT´pβ{2qp1`κq ¨ |ξ|´β{2.

(4.31)

If we choose T ą pβ{2qp1 ` 1{κq, then as r Ñ 0, rκT´pβ{2qp1`κq Ñ 0. Thus we conclude from
(4.31) that if N is sufficiently large, then for |ξ| ě p1{rq1`κ

| pfpξq| ď 2δ|ξ|´β{2 ď 2δ|ξ|´γ{2. (4.32)

Combining (4.28), (4.30) and (4.32) shows that if N is sufficiently large,

}f}Mpγq ď 2δ. (4.33)

17



Intuitively, if δ ! 1, then the Fourier transform of f approximately looks like the Dirac delta
function at the origin in Td, so we should expect f « 1 on Td. In particular, we should
expect that fµ0 « µ0. Since supppfµ0q Ă supppfq Ă Sr, we know that supppfµ0q P A.
Carrying out all these details numerically will complete the proof of density.

We start by applying Lemma 4.5 using (4.33), which implies that if ρ “ fµ0, then

}ρ ´ µ0}Mpγq Àd,µ0
}f}Mpγq ď 2δ. (4.34)

Using (4.33) and the fact that pµ0 P L1pZdq because µ0 P C8pTdq, we find that

ρpTdq “ p pf ˚ pµ0qp0q ě 1 ´
ÿ

|ξ|‰0

| pfpξq|| pµ0p´ξq| ě 1 ´ Oµ0
p2δq. (4.35)

Thus if we define µ “ ρ{ρpTdq, then for δ ď 1,

}µ ´ µ0}Mpγq ď }µ´ ρ}Mpγq ` }ρ´ µ0}Mpγq

“ p1{ρpTdq ´ 1q ¨ }ρ}Mpγq ` }ρ´ µ0}Mpγq

Àµ0
δ}ρ}Mpγq ` }ρ´ µ0}Mpγq

À δ}µ0}Mpγq ` }ρ´ µ0}Mpγq À δ.

(4.36)

If we take δ suitably small, (4.36) implies that }µ´µ0}Mpγq ď δ0. Since supppµq Ă supppµ0q,
Lemma 4.6 implies that if δ is taken even smaller, then dHpE,E0q ď δ0. Thus if we set
E “ supppµq, then E P A since E Ă Sr and A is monotone, and since δ0 and γ were
arbitrary, this completes the proof of density.

It is a useful heuristic that in a metric space whose elements are sets, quasi-all elements
are as ‘thin as possible’. In particular, we should expect the Hausdorff dimension and Fourier
dimension of a generic element of Xβ to be as low as possible. For each pE, µq P Xβ, the
condition that µ P Mpβq implies that dimFpµq ě β, so dimHpEq ě dimFpEq ě β. Thus it is
natural to expect that for quasi-all pE, µq P Mpβq, the set E has both Hausdorff dimension
and Fourier dimension equal to β, i.e. E is a Salem set of dimension β. We will finish this
section with a proof of this fact. This will also give some more elementary variants of the
kinds of probabilistic arguments we will later use to prove Theorems 1.1, 1.2, and 1.3, which
will allow us to become more comfortable with these techniques in preparation for these
theorems.

Lemma 4.7. Fix a positive integer N , and κ ą 0. Let X1, . . . , XN be independent random
variables on Td, such that for each nonzero ξ P Zd,

Nÿ

k“1

E
`
e2πiξ¨Xk

˘
“ 0. (4.37)

Then there exists a constant C depending on d and κ such that

P

˜
sup

|ξ|ďN1`κ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
1

N

Nÿ

k“1

e2πiξ¨Xk

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ě CN´1{2 logpNq1{2

¸
ď 1{10.
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Remark 4.8. In particular, the assumptions of Lemma 4.7 hold if the random variables
tX1, . . . , XNu are uniformly distributed on Td.

Proof. For each ξ P Zd and k P t1, . . . , Nu, consider the random variable

Y pξ, kq “ N´1e2πiξ¨Xk .

Then for each ξ P Zd,
Nÿ

k“1

Y pξ, kq “
1

N

Nÿ

k“1

e2πiξ¨Xk . (4.38)

We also note that for each ξ P Zd and k P t1, . . . , Nu,

|Y pξ, kq| “ N´1. (4.39)

Moreover,

Nÿ

k“1

EpY pξ, kqq “ 0. (4.40)

Since the family of random variables tY pξ, kqu is independent for a fixed ξ, we can apply
Hoeffding’s inequality together with (4.38) and (4.39) to conclude that for all t ě 0,

P

˜ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
1

N

Nÿ

k“1

e2πiξ¨Xk

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ě t

¸
ď 2e´Nt2{2. (4.41)

Taking a union bound obtained by applying (4.41) over all |ξ| ď N1`κ gives the existence of
a constant C ě 10 depending on d and κ such that

P

˜
sup

|ξ|ďN1`κ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
1

N

Nÿ

k“1

e2πiξ¨Xk

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ě t

¸
ď exp

ˆ
C logpNq ´

5Nt2

C

˙
. (4.42)

But then setting t “ CN´1{2 logpNq1{2 in (4.42) completes the proof.

Lemma 4.9. For quasi-all pE, µq P Xβ, E is a Salem set of dimension β.

Proof. We shall assume β ă d in the proof, since when β “ d, E is a Salem set for any
pE, µq P Xβ, and thus the result is trivial. Since the Hausdorff dimension of a measure is an
upper bound for the Fourier dimension, it suffices to show that for quasi-all pE, µq P Xβ, E
has Hausdorff dimension at most β. For each α ą β and δ, s ą 0, we let

Apα, δ, sq “ tE Ă Td : Hα
δ pEq ă su.

and set
Apα, δ, sq “ tpE, µq P Xβ : E P Apα, δ, squ.

Then Apα, δ, sq is an open subset of Xβ , and

8č

n“1

8č

m“1

8č

k“1

Apβ ` 1{n, 1{m, 1{kq (4.43)
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is precisely the family of pE, µq P Xβ such that E has Hausdorff dimension at most β. Thus
it suffices to show that Apα, δ, sq is dense in Xβ for all α ą β, all δ ą 0, and all s ą 0.
Since Apα, δ, sq is a monotone family of subsets of Td, we may apply Lemma 4.1. Fix a large
integer N , and set r “ N´1{β, so that N ě p1{2qr´λ satisfies the condition for Lemma 4.1
to apply to these quantities. Lemma 4.7 shows that there exists a constant C depending on
β and d, as well as N points S “ tx1, . . . , xNu Ă Td such that for each |ξ| ď N1`κ,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
1

N

Nÿ

k“1

e2πiξ¨xk

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ď CN´1{2 logpNq1{2. (4.44)

Now Sr is a union of N balls of radius r, and thus if r ď δ,

Hα
δ pSrq ď Nrα “ N1´α{β . (4.45)

Since α ą β, taking N appropriately large gives a set Sr with

Hα
δ pSrq ă s. (4.46)

Thus Sr P Apα, δ, sq for sufficiently large integers N . But together with (4.44), this justifies
that the hypothesis of Lemma 4.1 applies to this scenario. Thus that lemma implies that
Apα, δ, sq is dense in Xβ, completing the proof.

This concludes the setup to the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. All that remains is to
show that quasi-all elements of Xβ avoid the given set Z for a suitable parameter β; it then
follows from Lemma 4.9 that quasi-all elements of Xβ are Salem and avoid the given set
Z. The advantage of Lemma 4.1, combined with a Baire category argument, is that we can
reduce our calculations to a quantitative, discretized version of the problem.

5 Random Avoiding Sets for Rough Patterns

We begin by proving Theorem 1.1, which requires simpler calculations than Theorem 1.2. In
the last section, our results held for an arbitrary β P p0, ds. But in this section, we assume

β ď min

ˆ
d,
dn´ α

n´ 1{2

˙
.

Then β is small enough to show that the pattern Z described in Theorem 1.1 is generically
avoided in Xβ. The construction here is very similar to the construction in [2], albeit in a
Baire category setting, and with modified parameters to ensure a Fourier dimension bound
rather than just a Hausdorff dimension bound.

Lemma 5.1. Let Z Ă Tdn be a compact set with lower Minkowski dimension at most α.
Then for quasi-all pE, µq P Xβ, for any distinct points x1, . . . , xn P E, px1, . . . , xnq R Z.

Proof. For any s ą 0, consider the set

BpZ, sq “

"
E Ă Td :

for all x1, . . . , xn P E such that
|xi ´ xj | ě s for i ‰ j, px1, . . . , xnq R Z

*
,
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and
BpZ, sq “ tpE, µq P Xβ : E P BpZ, squ.

Then BpZ, sq is open in Xβ, and
8č

k“1

BpZ, 1{kq (5.1)

consists of the family of sets pE, µq such that for distinct x1, . . . , xn P E, px1, . . . , xnq R Z.
Now BpZ, 1{kq is a monotone family of sets, which means that, after we verify the appropriate
hypotheses, we can apply Lemma 4.1 to prove BpZ, sq is dense in Xβ for each s ą 0, which
would complete the proof. Thus we must construct a set S “ tx1, . . . , xNu for large N such
that Sr P BpZ, sq and whose exponential sums satisfy a square root cancellation bound.

Since Z has lower Minkowski dimension at most α, for any γ P pα, dns, we can find
arbitrarily small r P p0, 1q such that

|Z2n1{2r| ď rdn´γ. (5.2)

Pick λ P r0, pdn´ γq{pn´ 1{2qq, and suppose that we can find an integer M ě 10 with

r´λ ď M ď r´λ ` 1. (5.3)

Let X1, . . . , XM be independent and uniformly distributed on Td. For each distinct set
of indices k1, . . . , kn P t1, . . . ,Mu, the random vector Xk “ pXk1, . . . , Xknq is uniformly
distributed on Tnd, and so (5.2) and (5.3) imply that

PpdpXk, Zq ď 2n1{2rq ď |Z2n1{2r| ď rdn´γ À M´ dn´γ

λ ď M´pn´1{2q, (5.4)

If M0 denotes the number of indices k such that dpXk, Zq ď 2n1{2r, then by linearity of
expectation, since there are at most Mn such indices, we conclude from (5.4) that there is a
constant C such that

EpM0q ď pC{10qM1{2. (5.5)

Applying Markov’s inequality to (5.5), we conclude that

PpM0 ě CM1{2q ď 1{10. (5.6)

Fix some small κ ą 0. Taking a union bound to (5.6) and the results of Lemma 4.7, we
conclude that if M is sufficiently large, there exists M distinct points x1, . . . , xM P Td and a
constant C such that the following two statements hold:

(1) Let I be the set of indices kn P t1, . . . ,Mu with the property that we can find distinct
indices k1, . . . , kn´1 P t1, . . . ,Mu such that if X “ pXk1, . . . , Xknq, then dpX,Zq ď
2n1{2r. Then #pIq ď CM1{2.

(2) For 0 ă |ξ| ď M1`κ, ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
1

M

Mÿ

k“1

e2πiξ¨xk

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ď CM´1{2 logpMq1{2.
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Now set S “ txk : k R Iu and let N “ #pSq. Then Property (1) implies that

N ě M ´ #pIq ě M ´ CM1{2. (5.7)

Thus for M ě 4C2,
N ě p1{2qM ě p1{2qr´λ. (5.8)

Property (1) and (2) imply that for 0 ă |ξ| ď N1`κ,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
1

N

ÿ

xPS

e2πiξ¨x

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ď

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
1

N

Nÿ

k“1

e2πiξ¨xk

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ `

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
1

N

ÿ

kPI

e2πiξ¨xk

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ď 2CM´1{2 logpMq1{2 ` #pIq{N

À N´1{2 logpNq1{2 ` N´1{2

À N´1{2 logpNq1{2.

(5.9)

As long as we can show that Sr P BpZ, sq, then (5.8) and (5.9) allows us to apply Lemma 4.1,
completing the proof that BpZ, sq is dense. To check this, consider n points y1, . . . , yn P Sr,
with |yi´yj| ě r for any two indices i ‰ j. We can therefore find distinct indices k1, . . . , kn R I
such that for each i P t1, . . . , nu, |xki ´ yi| ď r, which means if we set x “ pxk1 , . . . , xknq and
y “ py1, . . . , ynq, then

|x ´ y| ď n1{2r. (5.10)

Since kn R I, dpx, Zq ě 2n1{2r, which combined with (5.10) implies

dpy, Zq ě dpx, Zq ´ |x ´ y| ě n1{2r. (5.11)

Thus in particular we conclude y R Z. We have thus proved that Sr P BpZ, sq. Thus Lemma
4.1 implies that BpZ, sq is dense in Xβ for each s ą 0, completing the proof.

The Baire category theorem, applied to Lemma 5.1, completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.
Before we move onto the proof of Theorem 1.2, let us discuss the main obstacle in the method
above, which prevents Theorem 1.1 from concluding that we can find pattern avoiding Salem
set of dimension

dn´ α

n´ 1
,

like was obtained from Hausdorff dimension under the same conditions in [2]. One can apply
the same construction in this proof for arbitrary pairs of values M and r. For the set I
considered in this proof, one finds that Ep#pIqq « Mnrdn´α, like in this proof. Provided

that M ! r´ dn´α
n´1 , one will then have N „ M with high probability, though for M " r´ dn´α

n´1

for any ε ą 0, in general we cannot expect N to even be non-zero with high probability,
which shows the limits of our construction for obtaining Fourier dimension estimates larger
than the dimension bound of (1.1). In Lemma 5.1, we were forced to choose the smaller

quantity M « r
´ dn´α

n´1{2 so that Ep#pIqq À N1{2, which implies that the trivial bound

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
ÿ

kPI

e2πipξ¨Xkq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ď #pIq (5.12)
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obtained by the triangle inequality, was viable enough to obtain a square root cancellation
bound. On the other hand, if we were able to show that one could instead obtain the square
root cancellation bound ˇ̌

ˇ̌
ˇ
ÿ

kPI

e2πipξ¨Xkq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ À #pIq1{2, (5.13)

then the right square cancellation to apply Lemma 4.1 would hold for any choice of M !

r´ dn´α
n´1 , which would lead to a proof of existence of a pattern avoiding set with larger Fourier

dimension, matching that of the Hausdorff dimension bound obtained in [2]. Under stronger
assumptions on the pattern we are trying to avoid, which form the hypotheses of Theorem
1.2, we are able to justify that some kind of square root cancellation, like that of (5.13) takes
place, though with an additional term that is only bounded appropriately for n ą 2 if we

set N « r
´ dn´α

n´3{4 . Under the hypothesis of Theorem 1.3, we are able to make this additional

term vanish completely, which will enable us to set N « r´ dn´α
n´1 , and thus completely recover

the dimension bound in [2] in the Salem setting.

6 Concentration Bounds for Smooth Surfaces

In this section we prove Theorem 1.2 using some more robust probability concentration
calculations, which allow us to justify the kinds of square root cancellation alluded to at the
end of the last section. We set

β ď

#
d : n “ 2

d{pn´ 3{4q : n ě 3
.

For such β, elements of the space Xβ will generically avoid patterns described by an equation
xn “ fpx1, . . . , xn´1q, where f satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 6.1. Let f : V Ñ Td satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 1.2. Then for quasi-all
pE, µq P Xβ, and for any distinct points x1, . . . , xn P E, xn ‰ fpx1, . . . , xn´1q.

Proof. Given any family of disjoint, closed cubes R1, . . . , Rn Ă Td such that pR1ˆ¨ ¨ ¨ˆRnqXV
is a closed set, we let

HpR1, . . . , Rnq “ tE Ă Td : for all xi P Ri X E, xn ‰ fpx1, . . . , xn´1qu,

and let
HpR1, . . . , Rnq “ tpE, µq P Xβ : E P HpR1, . . . , Rnqu.

Then HpR1, . . . , Rnq is an open subset of Xβ. For the purpose of a Baire category argument,
this proof will follow by showing HpR1, . . . , Rnq is dense in Xβ for any family of disjoint
cubes tR1, . . . , Rnu, each having common sidelength s for some s ą 0, such that if Qi “ 2Ri

for each i, then Q2 ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆQn Ă V , and dpRi, Rjq ě 10s for each i ‰ j. Since HpR1, . . . , Rnq
is a monotone family of sets, we will prove this by applying Lemma 4.1. Thus for a suitable
choice of r ą 0, we must construct a large set S such that Sr P HpR1, . . . , Rnq and whose
exponential sums exhibit square root cancellation.
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Since f is smooth, we can fix a constant L ě 0 such that for any x, y P Q1 ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆQn´1,

|fpxq ´ fpyq| ď L|x ´ y|. (6.1)

Fix a family of non-negative bump functions ψ0, ψ1, . . . , ψn P C8pTdq, such that for i P
t1, . . . , nu, ψipxq “ 1 for x P 1.5 ¨ Ri, ψipxq “ 0 for x R Qi, and ψ0pxq ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` ψnpxq “ 1 for
x P Td. For i P t0, . . . , nu, let Ai “

ş
ψipxq dx denote the total mass of ψi. Now fix a large

integer M ą 0, and consider a family of independent random variables

tXipkq : 0 ď i ď n, 1 ď k ď Mu,

where the random variable Xipkq is chosen with respect to the probability density function
A´1

i ψi. Fix λ P r0, βq, and choose r ą 0 such that r´λ ď M ď r´λ ` 1, and then let I be the
set of indices kn P t1, . . . ,Mu such that there are indices k1, . . . , kn´1 P t1, . . . ,Mu with the
property that

|Xnpknq ´ fpX1pk1q, . . . , Xn´1pkn´1qq| ď 2n1{2 ¨ pL` 1q ¨ r. (6.2)

Now (6.2) implies that if kn R I, then for any k1, . . . , kn´1 P t1, . . . ,Mu,

|Xnpknq ´ fpX1pk1q, . . . , Xn´1pkn´1qq| ą 2n1{2 ¨ pL` 1q ¨ r. (6.3)

Thus if we set

S “ tXipkq : 0 ď i ď n´ 1, 1 ď k ď Mu Y tXnpkq : k R Iu

Then we claim that Sr P HpR1, . . . , Rnq for suitably small r; to see this, suppose there were
distinct y1, . . . , yn P Sr such that y1 P R1, . . . , yn P Rn, and yn “ fpy1, . . . , yn´1q. We may
pick x1, . . . , xn P S such that |xi ´ yi| ď r for each i. Since dpRi, Rjq “ 10s for i ‰ j, if
r ď s, then it cannot be true that xi “ Xjpkq for some j P t1, . . . , nu and k P t1, . . . ,Mu.
Since ψipxq “ 1 on 1.5Ri, if r ă 0.5s, we have dpsupppψ0q, Riq ě 0.5s and so it also cannot
be true that xi “ X0pkq for some k P t1, . . . ,Mu. Thus there must be ki P t1, . . . ,Mu such
that xi “ Xipkiq. But by assumption kn R I, so we have

|Xnpknq ´ fpX1pk1q, . . . , Xn´1pkn´1qq| ą 2n1{2 ¨ pL` 1q ¨ r. (6.4)

Thus (6.1) and (6.4) imply that

0 “ |yn ´ fpy1, . . . , ynq| ě n1{2pL` 1qr ą 0, (6.5)

which gives a contradiction, proving that Sr P HpR1, . . . , Rnq. The remainder of the proof
focuses on bounding exponential sums associated with S, so that we may apply Lemma 4.1.

Consider the random exponential sums

F pξq “
ÿ

iPt0,...,n´1u

Mÿ

k“1

Aie
2πiξ¨Xipkq `

ÿ

kRI

Ane
2πiξ¨Xnpkq.
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Controlling |F pξq| with high probability will justify an application of Lemma 4.1. To analyze
F , introduce the auxillary exponential sums

Gpξq “
nÿ

i“0

Mÿ

k“1

Aie
2πiξ¨Xipkq

and
Hpξq “

ÿ

kPI

Ane
2πiξ¨Xnpkq.

Then F pξq “ Gpξq ´ Hpξq. Obtaining a bound on Gpξq is simple. For non-zero ξ P Zd,

EpGpξqq “
nÿ

i“0

MAi

ż
pψipxq{Aiqe

2πiξ¨x dx

“ M

nÿ

i“0

ż
ψipxqe2πiξ¨x dx

“ M

ż

Td

e2πiξ¨x dx “ 0.

(6.6)

Applying Lemma 4.7, we conclude that for any fixed κ ą 0, there is C ą 0 such that

P

˜
sup

|ξ|ďN1`κ

|Gpξq| ě CM1{2 logpMq1{2

¸
ď 1{10. (6.7)

Analyzing Hpξq requires a more subtle concentration bound, which we delegate to a series
of lemmas following this proof. In Lemma 6.2, we will employ some concentration boudns
to show that

P

˜
sup

|ξ|ďN1`κ

|Hpξq ´ EpHpξqq| ě CM1{2 logpMq1{2

¸
ď 1{10. (6.8)

In Lemma 6.4 we show that for any δ ą 0, there exists r1 ą 0 such that for r ď r1 and any
nonzero ξ P Zd,

|EpHpξqq| ď δM |ξ|´β{2 ` OpM1{2q. (6.9)

Analogous to equation (5.4) in Lemma 5.1, for any indices k1, . . . , kn P t1, . . . ,Mu, we have

P

´
|Xnpknq ´ fpX1pk1q, . . . , Xn´1pkn´1qq| ď 2n1{2 ¨ pL ` 1q ¨ r

¯
Àn,L r

d À M´d{λ. (6.10)

Thus if M0 denotes the number of tuples of indices pk1, . . . , knq such that (6.2) holds, then
(6.10) implies that

EpM0q À Mn´d{λ (6.11)

Applying Markov’s inequality to (6.11), we conclude that there exists a constant C ą 0 such
that

PpM0 ě CMd{λ´nq ď 1{10. (6.12)
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Taking a union bound to (6.7), (6.8), and (6.12), and then applying (6.9), we conclude that
there exists C ą 0 and a particular instantiation of the random variables tXipkqu such that
for any 0 ă |ξ| ď M1`κ,

|Gpξq| ď CM1{2 logpMq1{2, (6.13)

and
|Hpξq| ď CM1{2 logpMq1{2 ` δM |ξ|´β{2. (6.14)

And
#pIq ď CMd{λ´n. (6.15)

Since λ ă β0 ă d{pn ´ 1q, the inequality d{λ ´ n ă 1 holds. Thus (6.15) implies that for
sufficiently large M ą 0, if N “ #pSq, then

N ě M ´ CMd{λ´n ě p1{2qM ě p1{2qr´λ. (6.16)

Putting (6.9), (6.13), (6.14), and the fact that F pξq “ Gpξq ` Hpξq together, if we set
apXipkqq “ Ai for each i and k, then

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
1

N

ÿ

xPS

apxqe2πiξ¨x

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ À CN1{2 logpNq1{2 ` δ|ξ|´β{2. (6.17)

Since
ř

xPS apxq ě N , the exponential sum bound (6.17) allows us to apply Lemma 4.1,
together with (6.16) and the fact that Sr P HpR1, . . . , Rnq, to conclude that HpR1, . . . , Rnq
is dense in Xβ.

Our proof will be complete once we prove (6.8) and (6.9).

Lemma 6.2. Let Hpξq be the random exponential sum described in Lemma 6.1. Then

P

˜
sup

|ξ|ďM1`κ

|Hpξq ´ EpHpξqq| ě CM1{2 logpMq1{2

¸
ď 1{10.

for some universal constant C ą 0.

Remark 6.3. Before we begin the proof of this lemma, let us describe the proof idea. McDi-
armid’s inequality is normally applied to show an arbitrary function fpX1, . . . , XNq of many
random variables satisfies fpX1, . . . , XNq « EpfpX1, . . . , Xnqq with high probability, provided
that each of the inputs to f has small influence on the overall output of f . As a random
quantity, Hpξq is a nonlinear function of the independent random quantities tXipkqu, and
so McDiarmid’s inequality presents itself as a useful concentration bound. However, a naive
application of McDiarmid’s inequality fails here, because changing a single random variable
Xipkq for 1 ď i ď n´ 1 while fixing all other random variables can change Hpξq by as much
as OpMq (see Figure 1), which is far too much to obtain the square root cancellation bounds
like we obtained in (6.7). On the other hand, it seems that a single variable Xipkq only
changes Hpξq by OpMq when the other random variables tX1pkqu are configured in a very
particular way, which is unlikely to happen. Thus we should expect that adjusting a single
random variable Xipkq does not influence the value of Hpξq much when averaged over the
possible choices of tX1pkqu, and then we can apply McDiarmid’s inequality.
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Figure 1: The two diagrams displayed indicate two instances of the process of defining the
set S for the function fpx1, x2q “ x2

1
` x2

2
. Here M “ 3, n “ 3, the values on the x-axis

represent the values X1p1q, X1p2q, and X1p3q, the values on the y-axis represent the values
X2p1q, X2p2q, and X2p3q, the dark points represent the family of all pairs pX1pk1q, X2pk2qq,
and the annuli represent the Oprq-neighborhoods of f´1pX3p1qq, f´1pX3p2qq, and f´1pX3p3qq.
Then S consists of all of the values tX2pkqu, and all values of X1pkq such that none of the
dark points directly above X1pkq in the diagram intersect any of the annuli.

In the left diagram, S contains none of the values X1p1q, X1p2q, or X1p3q. On the other
hand, in the right diagram, S contains all of these values. Thus S is completely changed
by altering a single one of the random variables X2pk0q, and thus completely alters the
exponential sums associated with S. Nonetheless, we see that such a drastic change can
only occur if the values of tX1pkqu are arranged in a highly particular manner so that these
points intersect the annuli in a very particular position. This is why we are able to show
that the value of the exponential sums associated with S is not changed drastically when
the value is averaged over all possible choices of the variables tX1pkqu, which enables us to
apply McDiarmid’s inequality after this averaging process.
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Proof. Consider the random set Ω of values xn P Qn such that there are k1, . . . , kn´1 P
t1, . . . ,Mu with

|xn ´ fpX1pk1q, . . . , Xn´1pkn´1qq| ď 2n1{2 ¨ pL ` 1q ¨ r. (6.18)

Then

Hpξq “ An

Mÿ

k“1

Zpkq. (6.19)

where

Zpkq “

#
e2πiξ¨Xnpkq : Xnpkq P Ω,

0 : Xnpkq R Ω
.

If Σ is the σ-algebra generated by the random variables

tXipkq : i P t1, . . . , n´ 1u, k P t1, . . . ,Muu,

then Ω is measurable with respect to Σ. Thus the random variables tZpkqu are conditionally
independent given Σ. Since we have |Zpkq| ď 1 almost surely, Hoeffding’s inequality thus
implies that for all t ě 0,

P p|Hpξq ´ EpHpξq|Σq| ě tq ď 4 exp

ˆ
´t2

2M

˙
. (6.20)

It is simple to see that

EpHpξq|Σq “ AnM

ż

Ω

ψnpxqe2πiξ¨x dx. (6.21)

Since

Ω “
ď 

T pX1pk1q, . . . , Xn´1pkn´1qq2n1{2pL`1qr : 1 ď k1, . . . , kn´1 ď N
(
. (6.22)

we see that varying each random variable Xipkq, for 1 ď i ď n ´ 1 while fixing the other
random variables adjusts at mostMn´2 of the balls forming Ω, and thus varying Xipkq while
fixing the other random variables changes EpHpξq|Σq by at most

M ¨ 2 ¨ p4n1{2pL` 1qrqd ¨Mn´2 Àn,d,L r
dMn´1 À 1. (6.23)

Thus McDiarmid’s inequality shows that there exists a constant C depending on d, n, and
L, such that for any t ě 0,

P p|EpHpξq|Σq ´ EpHpξqq| ě tq ď 4 exp

ˆ
´t2

CM

˙
. (6.24)

Combining (6.20) and (6.24), we conclude that there exists a constant C ą 0 such that for
each ξ P Zd,

P p|Hpξq ´ EpHpξqq| ě tq ď 8 exp

ˆ
´Mt2

C

˙
. (6.25)

Applying a union bound to (6.25) over all 0 ă |ξ| ď M1`κ shows that there exists a constant
C ą 0 such that

P

˜
sup

|ξ|ďM1`κ

|Hpξq ´ EpHpξqq| ě CM1{2 logpMq1{2

¸
ď 1{10.
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The analysis of (6.9) requires a more technical calculation.

Lemma 6.4. Let Hpξq be the random exponential sum described in Lemma 6.1. Then there
exists C ą 0 such that for any δ ą 0, there exists M0 ą 0 such that for M ě M0,

|EpHpξqq| ď δM |ξ|´β{2 ` CM1{2.

Proof. We break the analysis of EpHpξqq into two cases, depending on whether n “ 2 or
n ą 2. The major difference here is that when n ą 2, β ă d, whereas when n “ 2, β “ d,
i.e. we are constructing a full dimensional set, so that some argument that work for the case
n ą 2 fail when n “ 2. On the other hand, the analysis of patterns when n “ 2 is more
trivial than the analysis for n ą 2, which makes this argument more simple in other respects.

Let’s start with the case n “ 2. Using the fact that the family tXnpkq : 1 ď k ď Ku are
identically distributed, we calculate that

EpHpξqq “ EpM ¨A2 ¨ e2πiξ¨X2p1q ¨ Ip1 P Iqq

“ M ¨A2

ż

Td

ψ2pxqP p1 P I|X2p1q “ xq e2πiξ¨x dx.
(6.26)

For each x P Td, a change of variables formula implies that

Pp1 P I|X1p1q “ xq “ 1 ´

˜
1 ´

ż

f´1pBpL`1qrpxqq

ψ1px1q dx1

¸M

“ 1 ´

˜
1 ´

ż

BpL`1qrpxq

pψ1 ˝ f´1qpx2q

| detpDfqpf´1px2qq|
dx2

¸M

“ 1 ´

˜
1 ´

ż

BpL`1qrpxq

ψ̃1px2q dx2

¸M

,

(6.27)

where we have introduced ψ̃1 for notational convenience. If we define

gpxq “ Pp1 P I|X1p1q “ xq,

then EpHpξqq “ MA2 ¨ yψ2gpξq. We can obtain a bound on this quantity by bounding the
partial derivatives of ψ2g. Bernoulli’s inequality implies that

gpxq “ 1 ´

˜
1 ´

ż

BpL`1qrpxq

ψ̃1px2q dx2

¸M

ÀL Mrd ď M1´d{λ. (6.28)

On the other hand, for any multi-index α ą 0, Bαgpxq is a sum of terms of the form

p´1qm
M !

pM ´ mq!

˜
1 ´

ż

BpL`1qrpxq

ψ̃1px2q dx2

¸M´m˜
mź

i“1

ż

BpL`1qrpxq

Bαi
ψ̃1px2q dx2

¸
, (6.29)
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where αi ‰ 0 for any i and α “ α1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` αm. This implies 0 ă m ď |α| for any terms in
the sum. Now the bound |Bαi

ψ̃1px2q| Àαi
1 implies that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

BpL`1qrpxq

Bαi
ψ̃1px2q dx2

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ Àαi

rd. (6.30)

Applying (6.30) to (6.29) enables us to conclude that

|Bαgpxq| Àα max
0ămď|α|

Mmrmd ď M1´d{λ, (6.31)

Since the fact that ψ2 P C8pTdq implies that }Bαψ2}L8pTdq Àα 1 for any multi-index α, the

product rule applied to (6.31) implies that }Bαpψ2gq}L8pTdq Àα M
1´d{λ for all α ą 0, which

means that for any T ą 0 and ξ ‰ 0,

|EpHpξqq| ÀT M
2´d{λ|ξ|´T . (6.32)

In particular, setting T “ β{2, fixing δ ą 0, and then choosingM0 appropriately, ifM ě M0,
(6.32) shows that for r ď r0,

|EpHpξqq| ď δM |ξ|´β{2. (6.33)

This completes the proof in the case n “ 2.
Now we move on to the case n ě 3. A version of equation (6.26) continues to hold in

this setting, namely that

EpHpξqq “ AnM

ż

Td

ψnpxqPp1 P I|Xnp1q “ xnqe2πiξ¨xn dxn. (6.34)

However, the analysis of this equation is made more complicated by the lack of an explicit
formula for Pp1 P I|Xnp1q “ xnq. For a set E Ă Tdpn´1q, let ApEq denote the event that
there exists k1, . . . , kn´1 such that pX1pk1q, . . . , Xn´1pkn´1qq P E. Then

Pp1 P I|X1p1q “ xq “ PpApf´1pBpL`1qrpxnqqqq. (6.35)

For any cube Q P Tdpn´1q and any indices 1 ď k1, . . . , kn´1 ď K, set k “ pk1, . . . , kn´1q and
let ApQ; kq denote the event that pX1pk1q, . . . , Xn´1pkn´1qq P Q. Then

ApQq “
ď

k

ApQ; kq. (6.36)

For any cube Q and index k,

PpApQ; kqq “

ż

Q

ψ1px1q . . . ψn´1pxn´1q dx1 . . . dxn´1, (6.37)

and so ÿ

k

PpApQ; kqq “ Mn´1

ż

Q

ψ1px1q ¨ ¨ ¨ψn´1pxn´1q dx1 . . . dxn´1. (6.38)
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An application of inclusion exclusion to (6.38) thus shows that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌PpApQqq ´ Mn´1

ż

Q

ψ1px1q ¨ ¨ ¨ψn´1pxn´1q dx1 . . . dxn´1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď
ÿ

k‰k1

PpApQ; kq X ApQ; k1qq.
(6.39)

For each k, k1, the quantity PpApQ; kq X ApQ; k1qq depends on the number of indices i such
that ki “ k1

i. In particular, if I Ă t1, . . . , n ´ 1u is the set of indices where the quantity
agrees, then

PpApQ; kq X ApQ; k1qq “

˜ź

iPI

ż

Qi

ψipxq dx

¸
¨

˜ź

iRI

ˆż

Qi

ψipxq dx

˙2
¸
. (6.40)

In particular, if Q has sidelength l and #pIq “ m, then PpApQ; kq X ApQ; k1qq À ldp2n´m´2q.
For each m, there are at most M2n´m´2 pairs k and k1 with #pIq “ m. And so provided
ld ď 1{M ,

ÿ

k‰k1

PpApQ; kq X ApQ; k1qq À
n´2ÿ

m“0

pM ¨ ldq2n´m´2 À Mnldn. (6.41)

Thus we conclude from (6.39) and (6.41) that

PpApQqq “ Mn´1

ż

Q

ψ1px1q . . . ψn´1pxn´1qdx1 . . . dxn´1 ` OpMnldnq. (6.42)

For a particular xn P Td, let E “ f´1pBpL`1qrpxnqq. Since f is a submersion, E is contained

in a Oprq-thickening of a dpn ´ 2q dimensional surface in Tdpn´1q. Applying the Whitney
covering lemma, we can find a family of almost disjoint dyadic cubes tQij : j ě 0u such that

E “
8ď

i“0

niď

j“1

Qij , (6.43)

where for each i ě 0, Qij is a sidelength r{2i cube, and ni À pr{2iq´dpn´2q. It follows from
(6.43) that

ApEq “
ď

i,j

ApQijq. (6.44)

Since n ě 3, we can use (6.42) to calculate that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
ÿ

i,j

PpApQijqq ´ Mn´1

ż

E

ψ1px1q . . . ψn´1pxn´1q dx

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

À
8ÿ

i“0

pr{2iq´dpn´2q ¨
`
Mnpr{2iqdn

˘

À r2dMn ď M´1{2.

(6.45)
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Thus an inclusion exclusion bound together with (6.44) and (6.45) implies that

ˇ̌
ˇPpApEqq ´ Mn´1

ż

E

ψ1px1q . . . ψn´1pxn´1q dx
ˇ̌
ˇ

À M´1{2 `
ÿ

pi1,j1q‰pi2,j2q

PpApQi1j1q X ApQi2j2qq.
(6.46)

The quantity PpApQi1j1q X ApQi2j2qq depends on the relation between the various sides of
Qi1j1 and Qi2j2. Without loss of generality, we may assume that i1 ě i2. If IpQi1j1, Qi2j2q is
the set of indices 1 ď k ď n´ 1 where Qi1j1k Ă Qi2j2k, and #pIpQi1j1, Qi2j2qq “ m, then

PpApQi1j1q X ApQi2j2qq À pMpr{2i1qdqm ¨ pMpr{2i1qd ¨ Mpr{2i2qdqn´m´1

“ 2´drpn´1qi1`pn´m´1qi2spMrdq2n´m´2.
(6.47)

The condition that Dxk
f is invertible for all k on the domain of f implies that any axis-

oriented plane in Tdn intersects transversally with the level sets of f . In particular, this
means that the intersection of a Opr{2i1q thickening of a codimension dm axis-oriented
hyperplane intersects a Opr{2i1q thickening of BE (which has codimension d) in a set with
volume O

`
pr{2i1qdpr{2i1qdm

˘
, and intersects a Opr{2i2q thickening of BE in a set with volume

O
`
pr{2i2qdpr{2i1qdm

˘
. As a particular example of this, for any distinct indices j1, . . . , jm P

t1, . . . , n´ 1u, and any family of integers 0 ď n11, . . . , nmd ď 2i1{r, the set

"
x P E :

n11

2i1
ď xj11 ď

pn11 ` 1q

2i1
, . . . ,

nmd

2i1
ď xjmd ď

nmd ` 1

2i1

*
(6.48)

contains at most

O
`
pr{2i1qdpr{2i1qdmpr{2i1q´dpn´1q

˘
“ O

`
2dpn´m´2qi1r´dpn´m´2q

˘
(6.49)

sidelength r{2i1 dyadic cubes in the decomposition of E, and at most

O
`
pr{2i2qdpr{2i1qdmpr{2i2q´dpn´1q

˘
“ O

`
2dpn´2qi2´pdmqi1r´dpn´m´2q

˘
(6.50)

sidelength r{2i2 dyadic cubes in the decomposition of E. Letting the integers tnklu vary over
all possible choices we conclude from (6.49) and (6.50) that for each i1 and i2 there are at
most

O
`
p2i1{rqdm

`
2dpn´m´2qi1r´dpn´m´2q

˘ `
2dpn´2qi2´pdmqi1r´dpn´m´2q

˘˘

“ O
`
2dpn´m´2qi1`dpn´2qi2r´dp2n´m´4q

˘ (6.51)
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pairs Qi1j1 and Qi2j2 with IpQi1j1, Qi2j2q “ m. Thus we conclude from (6.47) and (6.51) that

ÿ

pi,jq‰pi1,j1q

PpApQijq X ApQi1j1qq

À
n´2ÿ

m“0

ÿ

i1ěi2

`
2dpn´m´2qi1`dpn´2qi2r´dp2n´m´4q

˘

`
2´dppn´1qi1`pn´m´1qi2qpMrdq2n´m´2

˘

À r2d
n´2ÿ

m“0

M2n´m´2
ÿ

i1ěi2

2´dpm`1qi1`dpm´1qi2

À
n´2ÿ

m“0

M2n´m´2r2d

À M2pn´1qr2d À M´1{2.

(6.52)

Returning to the bound in (6.46), (6.52) implies that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌PpApEqq ´ Mn´1

ż

E

ψ1px1q . . . ψn´1pxn´1q dx1 . . . dxn´1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ À M´1{2. (6.53)

Returning even further back to (6.34), recalling that E “ f´1pBrpxnqq, (6.53) implies

ˇ̌
ˇ̌EpHpξqq ´ An ¨Mn

ż

Td

ψnpxnq

ż

f´1pBrpxnqq

ψ1px1q . . . ψn´1pxn´1qe2πiξ¨xn dx1 . . . dxn

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ À M1{2.

(6.54)
Applying the co-area formula, writing ψpxq “ ψ1px1q . . . ψnpxnq, we find

ż

Td

ż

f´1pBrpxnqq

ψpxqe2πiξ¨xn dx1 . . . dxn

“

ż

Brp0q

ż

Td

ż

f´1px`vq

ψpxqe2πiξ¨xn dHn´2px1, . . . , xn´1q dxn dv

“

ż

Brp0q

ż

Tdpn´1q

ψpx, fpxq ´ vq ¨ e2πiξ¨pfpxq´vq|Jfpxq| dx dv

“

ż

Brp0q

ż

Tdpn´1q

ψ̃px, vq ¨ e2πiξ¨pfpxq´vq dx dv.

(6.55)

where ψ̃px, vq “ ψpx, fpxq ´ vq ¨ |Jfpxq|, and Jf is the rank-d Jacobian of f . A consequence
of (6.55) in light of (6.54) is that it reduces the study of EpHpξqq to a standard oscillatory
integral. In particular, we note that Df is surjective on the domain of f , which implies
the oscillatory integral in x has no stationary points for ξ ‰ 0. Applying Proposition 4 of
Chapter 8 of [11], we conclude that for all |v| ď 1 and T ą 0,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Tdpn´1q

ψ̃px, vq ¨ e2πiξ¨pfpxq´vq dx

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ÀT |ξ|´T . (6.56)

33



Now the bound in (6.56) can be applied with (6.55) to conclude that
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Td

ż

f´1pBrpxqq

ψpxqe2πiξ¨xn dx2 . . . dxn dx1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ÀT r

d|ξ|´T . (6.57)

In particular, taking T “ β{2 here, combined with (6.54), (6.57), we find that

|EpHpξqq| À Mnrd|ξ|´β{2 ` M1{2 À M3{4|ξ|´β{2 ` M1{2. (6.58)

Thus there exists C ą 0 such that for any δ ą 0, there exists r0 ą 0 such that for r ď r0,
and any nonzero ξ P Zd,

|EpHpξqq| ď δM |ξ|´β{2 ` CM1{2.

The proof of Lemma 6.4 is the only obstacle preventing us from constructing a Salem set
X avoiding the pattern defined by Z with

dimFpXq “
d

n ´ 1
.

All other aspects of the proof carry through for β “ d{pn ´ 1q. The problem with Lemma
6.4 in this scenario is that if we try to repeat the proof when n ě 3 and M " r´d{pn´3{4q,
there is too much ‘overlap’ between the various cubes we use in our covering argument in
the various axis; thus the inclusion-exclusion argument found in this proof cannot be used
to control EpHpξqq in a significant way. We believe our method can construct Salem sets
with Fourier dimension d{pn ´ 1q, but new tools are required to improve the estimates on
EpHpξqq. In the next section, we are able to bypass this by using a trick which will imply
that, for the analogous exponential sum Hpξq, we have EpHpξqq “ 0 for all ξ ‰ 0, so we
need no careful analysis of this quantity.

7 Expectation Bounds for Translational Patterns

The proof of Theorem 1.3 uses very similar arguments to Theorem 1.2. The concentration
bound arguments will be very similar to those applied in the last section. The difference
here is that the translation-invariance of the pattern can be used to bypass estimating the
expectated values like those which caused us the most difficulty in Theorem 1.3. We can
therefore construct Salem sets avoiding the pattern with dimension exactly matching the
Hausdorff dimension of the sets which would be constructed using the method of [2]. In this
section, let

β ď min

ˆ
dn´ α

n´ 1
, d

˙
.

We then show that generic elements of Xβ avoid patterns satisfying the assumptions of
Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 7.1. Fix a P Q´t0u, and let T : V Ñ E satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 1.3.
Then for quasi-all pE, µq P Xβ, and any distinct points px1, . . . , xnq P E,

xn ´ axn´1 R T px1, . . . , xn´2q.

34



Proof. Set
W “ tpx1, . . . , xnq P T2d ˆV : xn ´ axn´1 P T px1, . . . , xn´2qu.

The assumption that T is a locally Lipschitz map, and thus continuous, implies that for any
disjoint, closed cubes R1, . . . , Rn Ă Td such that R1 ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆRn´2 Ă V , pR1 ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆRnq XW

will be a closed set. It follows that if we set

HpR1, . . . , Rnq “ tE Ă Td : pR1 ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ Rnq X W X En “ Hu

and
HpR1, . . . , Rnq “ tpE, µq P Xβ : E P HpR1, . . . , Rnqu,

then HpR1, . . . , Rnq is an open subset of Xβ , and HpR1, . . . , Rnq is a monotone family of sets.
The proof will be complete will be proved that for each positive integer m, and any choice
of cubes R1, . . . , Rn with common sidelength 1{2am, with dpRi, Rjq ě 10{am for i ‰ j, and
with Q1 ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ Qn´2 a closed subset of V , where Qi “ 2Ri, then the set HpR1, . . . , Rnq is
dense in Xβ.

To prove HpR1, . . . , Rnq is dense, we may assume without loss of generality that each set
in the image of T is 1{m periodic, i.e. for any x P V and b P Zd, Spxq ` b{m “ Spxq. To see
why this is true, we note that the set-valued function

T̃ px1, . . . , xn´2q “
ď

0ďb1,...,bdăma2

T px1, . . . , xn´2q ` b{m

is a finite union of sets, and thus satisfies the same continuity and Minkowski dimension
bounds that were required for T in the assumptions of Theorem 1.3. Proving density argu-
ments for T̃ would imply the same density results for T , so one may always assume one is
working with functions T with same properties as the set T̃ in what follows.

Fix a large integer M ą 0, λ P r0, βq, γ P r0, αq and pick r ą 0 such that r´λ ď M ď
r´λ ` 1, and for x P W ,

|T pxq| ď rdn´γ.

Since T is a Lipschitz map, we may fix L ą 0 such that for x1, x2 P R1 ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ Rn´2,

dHpT px1q, T px2qq ď L|x1 ´ x2|.

For 1 ď i ď n, consider a family of independent random variables tXipkq : 1 ď k ď Mu, such
that Xipkq is uniformly distributed on Qi for each i, as well as another independent family of
random variables tX0pkq : 1 ď k ď Mu uniformly distributed in Td ´p2R1 ´ ¨ ¨ ¨ ´ 2Rnq. Let
I be the set of indices kn P t1, . . . , Nu such that there are indices k1, . . . , kn´1 P t1, . . . , Nu
with the property that

|dHpXnpknq ´ aXn´1pkn´1q, T pX1pk1q, . . . , Xn´1pkn´2qqq| ď 2n1{2 ¨ pL` 1q ¨ r. (7.1)

If
S “ tXipkq : 0 ď i ď n ´ 1, 1 ď k ď Nu Y tXnpkq : k R Iu.

then the Lipschitz condition on T implies that Sr P HpW ;R1, . . . , Rnq for suitably small r.
The proof of this is analogous to the proof of the same property for the set S in Lemma 6.1,
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which also selected points to remove on the ‘double’ of the cubes Ri, though with respect to
a different family of probability distributions.

We claim that for each x P 2Rn, the quantity

P pxq “ Pp1 P I|Xnp1q “ xq

is independent of x. To see this, we note that because all sets in the image of T are 1{m
periodic, the quantity

dHpx´ aXn´1pkn´1q, T pX1pk1q, . . . , Xn´2pkn´2qqq

depends only on the value of x ´ aXn´1pkn´1q in Td {p1{amq ¨ Zd. Because aXn´1pkn´1q
is uniformly distributed in Rn, it follows that the distribution of the random variable x ´
aXn´1pkn´1q is independant of x modulo Td {p1{amq ¨ Zd, which shows P pxq is independent
of x. Let P denote the common quantity of the values P pxq. A union bound shows that

P “ P

˜ ď

k1,...,kn´1

!
dHpaXn´1pkn´1q, T pX1pk1q, . . . , Xn´2pkn´2qqq ď 2n1{2 ¨ pL` 1q ¨ r

)¸

ď
ÿ

k1,...,kn´1

P

´!
dHpaXn´1pkn´1q, T pX1pk1q, . . . , Xn´2pkn´2qqq ď 2n1{2 ¨ pL ` 1q ¨ r

)¯

Àa,m Mn´1

ˆ
max

xPR1ˆ¨¨¨ˆRn´2

|T pxq|

˙
ď Mn´1rdn´γ À Mn´1´pdn´γq{λ

(7.2)

Because pn´ 1q ´ pdn´ γq{λ ă 0, (7.2) implies that for suitably large integers M depending
on n, d, λ, and γ,

P ď 1{2. (7.3)

Set A0 “ |Td ´Q1 ´ ¨ ¨ ¨ ´ Qn|P , set Ai “ |Qi|P if i P t1, . . . , n ´ 1u ď i ă n, and let
An “ |Qn|. Define

F pξq “
n´1ÿ

i“0

Mÿ

k“1

Aie
2πiξ¨Xipkq `

ÿ

kRI

Ane
2πiξ¨Xnpkq.

The choice of coefficients is made so that for any ξ ‰ 0, EpF pξqq “ 0. Indeed, we have

EpF pξqq “
MA0

|Td ´Q1 ´ ¨ ¨ ¨ ´ Qn|

ż

Td ´Q1´¨¨¨´Qn

e2πiξ¨x dx

`
n´1ÿ

i“1

MAi

|Qi|

ż

Qi

e2πiξ¨x dx

`
MAn

|Qn|

ż

Rn

P pxqe2πiξ¨x; dx

“ MP

ż

Td

e2πiξ¨x “ 0.
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Split up F into the sum of two exponential sums

Gpξq “
nÿ

i“0

Mÿ

k“1

Aie
2πiξ¨Xipkq

and
Hpξq “

ÿ

kPI

Ane
2πiξ¨Xnpkq.

Applying Lemma 4.7, we conclude that for any fixed κ ą 0, there is C ą 0 such that

P

˜
sup

|ξ|ďN1`κ

|Gpξq ´ EpGpξqq| ě CM1{2 logpMq1{2

¸
ď 1{10. (7.4)

Lemma 7.2, which follows from a very similar argument to Lemma 6.2 in the last section,
implies that

P

˜
sup

|ξ|ďM1`κ

|Hpξq ´ EpHpξqq| ě CM1{2 logpMq1{2

¸

“ P

˜
sup

|ξ|ďM1`κ

|Hpξq| ě CM1{2 logpMq1{2

¸
ď 1{10.

(7.5)

Set N “ #pSq. Then
N ě M Á p1{2qr´λ. (7.6)

Now (7.4), (7.5), and (7.6) imply that there exists a constant C ą 0 and an instantiation of
the random variables tXipkqu such that if apXipkqq “ Ai, then

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
1

N

ÿ

xPS

apxqe2πiξ¨x

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ À CN1{2 logpNq1{2 ` δ|ξ|´β{2. (7.7)

Since
ř

xPS apxq ě N{2, (7.7) is an exponential sum bound we can use to apply Lemma 4.1,
together with (7.6) and the fact that Sr P HpR1, . . . , Rnq, so we conclude that HpR1, . . . , Rnq
is dense in Xβ, completing the proof.

All that remains to prove Theorem 1.3 is to prove Lemma 7.2.

Lemma 7.2. For any κ ą 0, there exists C ą 0 such that

P

˜
sup

|ξ|ďM1`κ

|Hpξq ´ EpHpξqq| ě CM1{2 logpMq1{2

¸
ď 1{10

Proof. Consider the random set Ω of values xn P Qn such that there are k1, . . . , kn´1 P
t1, . . . ,Mu with

xn P T pX1pk1q, . . . , Xn´1pkn´1qq2n1{2pL`1qr. (7.8)
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Then

Hpξq “
An

M

Mÿ

k“1

Zpkq. (7.9)

where

Zpkq “

#
e2πiξ¨Xnpkq : Xnpkq R Ω,

0 : Xnpkq P Ω
.

If Σ is the σ algebra generated by the random variables

tXipkq : i P t1, . . . , n´ 1u, k P t1, . . . ,Muu,

then Ω is measurable with respect to Σ. Thus the random variables tZpkqu are conditionally
independent given Σ. Since we have |Zpkq| ď 1 almost surely, Hoeffding’s inequality thus
implies that for all t ě 0,

P p|Hpξq ´ EpHpξq|Σq| ě tq ď 4 exp

ˆ
´t2

2M

˙
. (7.10)

It is simple to see that

EpHpξq|Σq “ AnM

ż

Ω

ψnpxqe2πiξ¨x dx. (7.11)

Since

Ω “
ď 

T pX1pk1q, . . . , Xn´1pkn´1qq2n1{2pL`1qr : 1 ď k1, . . . , kn´1 ď K
(
. (7.12)

we see that varying each random variable Xipkq, for 1 ď i ď n ´ 1 while fixing the other
random variables adjusts at most Mn´2 of the sets forming Ω, each of which having vol-
ume Od,n,Lprdn´αq, and thus varying Xipkq while fixing the other random variables changes
EpHpξq|Σq by at most

M ¨Od,n,Lprdn´αq ¨Mn´1 À 1. (7.13)

Thus McDiarmid’s inequality shows that there exists C ą 0 such that for any t ě 0,

P p|EpHpξq|Σq ´ EpHpξqq| ě tq ď 4 exp

ˆ
´t2

CM

˙
. (7.14)

Combining (7.10) and (7.14), we conclude that there exists C ą 0 such that for each ξ P Zd,

P p|Hpξq ´ EpHpξqq| ě tq ď 8 exp

ˆ
´t2

CM

˙
. (7.15)

Applying a union bound to (7.15) over all 0 ă |ξ| ď M1`κ shows that there exists a constant
C ą 0 such that

P

˜
sup

|ξ|ďM1`κ

|Hpξq ´ EpHpξqq| ě CM1{2 logpMq1{2

¸
ď 1{10.
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