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PROJECTIONS OF AHLFORS-REGULAR SETS
VERSUS THE ABC SUM-PRODUCT PROBLEM

TUOMAS ORPONEN

ABSTRACT. A conjecture in projection theory claims that if X < R? is a closed set, then
dimp {0 € S" : dimy 7p(K) < 7} < max{27 — dimu K,0}, 0 <7 < min{dimy K, 1}.
Here y is the orthogonal projection to the line spanned by 6. I verify this conjecture for
Ahlfors-regular sets K under the assumption that the ABC' sum-product conjecture is valid.
Available progress on the ABC problem yields the following partial but unconditional

result for closed Ahlfors-regular sets K’ c R*:

dimg{f € S* : dimp 7 (K) < 7} < max{%,o} , 0<7 < min{dimg K, 1}.
The proofs proceed via d-discretised statements which also remain valid for "almost”
Ahlfors-regular d-discretised sets, that is, d-separated sets which are Ahlfors-regular on
scales between ¢ and 1, up to a multiplicative error of order 6 .
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1. INTRODUCTION

For 6 € S!, let my: R? — span(f) be the orthogonal projection to the line spanned by 6.
The following theorem is due to Kaufman [4] from 1968, and it sharpens an earlier result
of Marstrand [6]:

Theorem 1.1 (Kaufman). Let K < R? be a Borel set. Then,
dimp{f e S' : dimpmp(K) <7} <7,  0<7 < min{dimg K, 1}. (1.2)

It is conjectured (see for example [7, (1.8)]) that Kaufman’s estimate is unsharp for all
0 < 7 < min{dimy K, 1}, and the sharp bound is

dimp{# € S' : dimp 7p(K) < 7} < max{27 — dimy K, 0} (1.3)

for 0 < 7 < min{dimyg K, 1}. In fact, Oberlin [7] showed that the left hand side of (1.2)
equals "0" for 7 = %dimH K. A stronger result is due to Bourgain [1] who proved (as
a consequence of his J-discretised sum-product theorem) that the left hand side of (1.2)
tends to 0 as 7 \ 1 dimy K. This behaviour is predicted by the conjectured inequality
(1.3), but falls far short from proving it. Notably, Bourgain’s proof gave no improvement
on (1.2) for parameters 7 which are "far away" from 3 dimy K.

More recently, it was established in [12] that (1.2) admits an e-improvement for all
0 < 7 < min{dimy K, 1}, but the size of "¢" (which depends on 7 and dimy K) in [12] is
unspecified and very small. For dimy K > 1, a more quantitative improvement to (1.2)
is due to Peres and Schlag [13]. Namely, the upper bound in (1.2) can be replaced by
max{7 + 1 — dimy K, 0}. However, this bound is weaker than (1.2) for dimy K < 1.

The e-improvement in [12] was based on the following idea: assuming that an e-
improvement to (1.2) is already known for (almost) Ahlfors-regular sets, then such an
improvement can also be deduced for general Borel sets via suitable "multi-scale decom-
positions" — a technique pioneered in the context of Falconer’s distance set problem by
Keleti and Shmerkin [5]. The required e-improvement for (almost) Ahlfors-regular was
also established in [12], building on ideas from [8].

This brief description of the strategy in [12] raises the following question: can the
e-improvement for (almost) Ahlfors-regular sets be upgraded to something more quan-
titative? A positive answer would not solve the conjecture 1.3 (the multi-scale decompo-
sition technique is not "tight" enough at the moment), but it might at least help quantify
the "¢" in [12]. The main purpose of this paper is to give a positive answer:

Theorem 1.4. Let t € [0,2], and let J # K < R2 be a closed t-Ahlfors reqular set. Then,
assuming that the ABC sum-product conjecture (Conjecture 1.9 below) holds, we have

dimp{f € S : dimp 79(K) < 7} < 27 — t, 7€ [&, min{t, 1}].
Unconditionally, we have

21 —t
dlmH{G € Sl :dimHT(,g(K) < T} < T

X m, T € [%,min{t,l}] .

Remark 1.5. Note thatif 7 > t/2,then1+ 7 —¢ > 0for t € [0,2). In the special case t = 2,
the only admissible value is 7 = 1, and then we interpret (27 —¢)/(1 + 7 —t) := 0. In fact,
for t = 2, it is clear that dimy 7y(K) = 1 for every 6 € S1.
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Remark 1.6. Recall that a Radon measure p on R? is called t-Ahlfors regular if there exist
constants ¢, C' > 0 such that

crt < p(B(z,r)) < Orf, x € spt(p), 0 <r < diam(spt(u)). (1.7)

A closed set K < R? is called ¢-Ahlfors regular if the measure p := H'|x is Radon, and
t-Ahlfors regular. Theorem 1.4 will be deduced from a ¢-discretised version (Theorem
3.4) where a slightly different definition of Ahlfors-regularity is used (see Definition 3.2).
This is legitimate, since Radon measures satisfying (1.7) also satisfy Definition 3.2 (the
details can be found in [11, Remark 3.4]).

Remark 1.8. While Theorem 1.4 is only stated for Ahlfors-regular sets, a J-discretised
version of it holds for "almost" Ahlfors-regular set, admitting multiplicative errors of
size 6~ ¢. For a more precise statement, see Theorem 3.4. This raises hopes to quantify the

non

" in [12], but the question will not be pursued further in this paper.

To make the statement of Theorem 1.4 comprehensible, we next discuss the meaning
of the ABC sum-product conjecture, first stated in [9, Conjecture 1.4]. The "continuum
version" of the conjecture predicts that if A, B,C < [0, 1] are compact sets satisfying
0 < dimy B < dimpg 4 < 1 and dimy C > dimy A — dimp B, then

supdimg(A + ¢B) = dimyg A + ¢,
ceC

where ¢ > 0 only depends on dimy A, dimy B, and dimp C. However, the version of the
ABC conjecture needed for Theorem 1.4 (and referred to in Theorem 1.4) is the following
o-discretised version:

Conjecture 1.9 (ABC sum-product conjecture). Let 0 < 8 < a < 1. Then, for every
v e (a—p1], (1.10)

there exist ,n, 00 € (0, %] such that the following holds. Let § € 27N with § € (0,8], and let

A, B c [0, 1] be 6-separated sets satisfying the following hypotheses:
(A) |A| <o
(B) B # &,and |B n B(x,r)| < r®|B|forallz e Rand § < r < §".

Further, let v be a Borel probability measure with spt(v) < [0, 1], satisfying the Frostman condi-
tion v(B(x,r)) <17 for x € Rand 6 < r < §". Then, there exists c € spt(v) such that

|A+cBls = 6%|A|. (1.11)

Additionally, the constants p,n, g € (0, %] stay bounded away from 0 when («, B,) range in a
compact subset of {(c,,7) : 0 < <a<land~vye (a—F,1]}

The ABC sum-product conjecture remains open, but it is known that if it were true, it
would slightly self-improve into the following corollary:

Corollary 1.12. Under the same assumptions as in Conjecture 1.9, and assuming that the con-
jecture holds, then (1.11) can be improved as follows: there exists c € spt(v) such that

ITe(G)|s = 6P| A, G c A x B, |G| = §"A||B|. (1.13)
Here mo(z,y) = = + cy for (z,y) € R
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In this paper, we apply the ABC sum-product conjecture in the form of Corollary 1.12.
The values of the constants "dg, 77, " in Corollary 1.12 are smaller than those in Conjecture
1.9, but they can be expressed as explicit functions of the constants in Conjecture 1.9. In
particular, they enjoy the same "bounded away from zero" property as the constants in
Conjecture 1.9. The deduction of Corollary 1.12 from Conjecture 1.9 is conducted in [10],
compare [10, Theorem 2.15] to [10, Theorem 1.1], and see [10, Section 1.1].

While Conjecture 1.9 remains open, a weaker version of it is known, where the thresh-
old (1.10) is replaced by a more restrictive condition on ~:

Theorem 1.14. The conclusions of Conjecture 1.9 and Corollary 1.12 hold if (1.10) is replaced
by
v € ((a—B)/(1—p),1]. (1.15)

Remark 1.16. Under the assumption (1.15), the weaker version of Theorem 1.14 (corre-
sponding to Conjecture 1.9) was first established in [9, Theorem 1.5]. Then, it was ob-
served in [10] that the stronger "subset" version of Theorem 1.14 (as in Corollary 1.12)
follows as a logical consequence, using standard techniques in additive combinatorics.

To be precise, the details of this deduction in [10] are explicitly recorded under the
hypothesis (1.15), but the particular threshold for "y" makes no difference in the proof
(as mentioned in [10, Section 1.1]). Therefore, as we explained, Corollary 1.12 follows
logically from Conjecture 1.9, as in [10].

1.1. Proof outline. The connection between Theorem 1.4 and the ABC sum-product
conjecture is easy to explain, if we are allowed to brush all technicalities under the carpet.
Assume that K = R? is a compact set with dimy K = ¢, fix 7 < min{t, 1}, and let E = S!
be a set of directions such that dimyg 7y(K) < 7 for all # € E. For convenience, let us
assume instead that E < [0, 1], and 7y(z,y) = = + Oy.

Next, let 6y € E be the direction such that dimy; 7y, (K') =: 79 is maximal. Thus 7y < 7,
and dimg 7p(K) < 7 for 6 € E. Let us assume that 6y = 0, so mg,(z,y) = .

If we are incredibly lucky, K now looks like the product of a 7p-dimensional set and a
(t —70)-dimensional set, say K = A x B. Write a := 7 and  := t — 7. If it happened that
s > a— f = 219 —t, then the ABC sum-product conjecture (roughly speaking) would
tell us that there exist § € F and p > 0 such that

dimyg 7T9(K) = dimpg 7T9(A X B) = dlmH(A + HB) >dimgA+p=17+p.
However, this would violate the maximality of "7y", so we may deduce that
s <219 —t <27 — dimpg K,

as in conjecture (1.3). Needless to say, the "lucky coincidence" that K = A x B is difficult
to arrange. To make this happen, the Ahlfors-regularity of K is very useful. Even under
the Ahlfors-regularity assumption, we will not be able to show that K = A x B, but
instead that there exists a scale § > 0 and a 6'/2-tube T < R? such that K n T resembles
a product set at scale §. Similar arguments have earlier appeared in [8, 11, 12].

In fact, this difficulty causes the proof to proceed rather differently from the idea
above. At the core of the actual argument is Proposition 3.13 which roughly speaking
says the following. Assume (inductively) that we have already managed to prove a pro-
jection theorem of the following kind. If K < R? is closed and t-regular,and £ c S lis s-
dimensional (with s < 2—1), then for a "typical" direction # € E we have dimy 7p(K) > 7
(the real statement contains a /-discretised version of such a hypothesis). Then, as long as
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T < (s+1t)/2 (and assuming Conjecture 1.9), we can find a small constant { = ((7,s,t) > 0
such that a similar conclusion holds with 7 + ¢ in place of (. Iterating this proposition,
we can gradually "lift" 7 as close to the value (s + t)/2 as we like, see Section 3.2 for the
details. This will prove the "conditional" part of Theorem 1.4.

2. PRELIMINARIES
2.1. Notation and terminology.

Definition 2.1 (Dyadic cubes). If n € Z, we denote by D,-» the family of (standard)
dyadic cubes in R? of side-length 27". If P = R? is a set, we moreover denote

D27n(P) = {Q € D27n : Q M P # @}.
Definition 2.2 (Covering numbers). For P = R? and n € 27, we write
|Pla=n := |Dy-n (P)].

We note that |P|,-» is comparable (up to constants depending on "d") to the more
common definition of covering number N (P,2™") which encodes the smallest number
of open balls of radius "27"" required to cover P. The notation |P| (without a subscript)
will refer to cardinality in cases where P is a finite set.

Definition 2.3 ((6, s, C)-set). For § € 27, s € [0,d], and C' > 0, a bounded set P = R is
called a (6, s, C)-set if
|P N B(z,r)|, < Cr®|Pls, reRy rels1].
It is useful to note that if P is a non-empty (0, s, C)-set, then |P|s = §—°/C. This follows
by applying the defining inequality with r := § and to any ball B(z, ) intersecting P.
2.2. A lemma on Lipschitz functions.

Lemma 24. Let 0 <k < d,d > 1,( € (0,1], and € € (0,(/6]. Let f: [0,1] — [0,00) be a
piecewise linear d-Lipschitz function satisfying f(0) = 0 and f(t) = kt — € forall t € [0, 1].
Then, there exists a point a € [cqc, 3] with the property
f(s)—f(a) = (H:_C)(S_a)a S€ [a7 1] (25)

Here cq ¢ = ¢/(12d) > 0.
Proof. Let ag := cq¢ € [cay, %] Assume that (2.5) fails for some s € [ag, 1]. We claim that
51 < é Indeed, if 51 > 1, recalling the definition of ag, and using f(ap) < dag, we have

f(s1) < flao) + (k — Q) (s1 — ag) < cac(d+ () + rs1 — (/3 < Kks1 — ¢, (2.6)
by the definition of ¢4, and using ¢ < (/6. This contradicts our assumption that f(t) >
kt — e forall t € [0,1]. Now, we set a; := s1, and we observe that a; € [cq ¢, %] Next,

assume that (2.5) also fails for some s3 € [a1,1]. In this case, recalling also that a; = sy,
we have

f(s2) < flar) + (k=) (s2 —a1)

L Flag) + (5 — O)(s1 — ao) + (5 — ) (53 — s1)
= f(ao) + (k — ¢)(s2 — ao).
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Now, the estimate on line (2.6) shows that also sy < % Therefore, we may set as := s €
[ca.c, é] and keep constructing further points s;. We make the following addition, how-
ever, which will ensure that the points s;,1 and s; have proper separation. Recall that f
is piecewise linear. Let I1,...,Iy < [0, 1] be the segments on which f is linear. Claim:
we may arrange inductively that the points s; are (distinct) endpoints of the intervals I;,
for j > 1. Indeed, by definition, each pair s;, s;,1 satisfies

f(sj41) = f(s5) < (k= Q)(sj41—55),  j=1 (2.7)
This evidently forces s;,1 > s;. Now, assume that s;,; lies on some segment I;, which

may be the same segment which contains s;. There are two cases to consider. First, if the
slope of f on I; happens to be > (x — (), then also the left endpoint 5, satisfies (2.7),

and in this case s; cannot be that left endpoint. We then redefine s;; := 5;;1. In the
opposite case, where the slope of f on I; is < (xk — (), then 5, being the right endpoint
of I; still satisfies (2.7), and we redefine s;; := 5;,1. In this manner all the points s;

(with j > 1) can be assumed to be distinct endpoints of some intervals I;.

It remains to check that the process must terminate at some point. Indeed, if it does
not, we obtain an increasing sequence s; < sz < ... of points, all contained in [0, %] As
we just observed above, the separation of the points s;jis |sj+1 — sj| 25 1, soin fact there
can only be finitely many of the points s; on [0, +]. This completes the proof. O

2.3. Uniform sets and branching numbers. The discussion in this section is virtually
copied from [12, Section 7].

Definition 2.8. Letn > 1, and let
d=A, <A, 1<...<A1<Apg=1
be a sequence of dyadic scales. We say that a set P = [0,1)? is {A; }7_1-uniform if there is

a sequence {N;}"_; such that |P n Q|a; = N; forall j € {1,...,n} and all Q@ € Da;_, (P).
As usual, we extend this definition to P < Ds by applying it to uP.

Remark 2.9. The key feature of {A;}7_,-uniform sets is the following equation which will
be used many times below without further remark: if 0 < k£ <1 < m < n, then

BN Qla, =|EnQ|anlEnQla, Q € Da,(E), Q € Da(E).
Indeed, both sides equal Ny --- Ny,. As a corollary, if E < [0, 1)d, then the above sim-
plifies to |E|a,, = |E N Q|a,.|E|a, for0 <l <m <nand Q € D, (E).

Lemma 2.10. Let P < [0,1)¢, m,T € N, and § := 2™ Let also Aj := 27T for0 < j <m
so in particular § = A,,. Then, there there is a {A;}IL -uniform set P’ < P such that

Pl > (4T)™™ |P)s. 2.11)
In particular, if e > 0 and T~ ' log(4T) < ¢, then |P'|s = §¢|P|s.
Proof. The inequality (2.11) follows by inspecting the short proof of [12, Lemma 7.3] (that
lemma is a general version of Lemma 2.10, allowing for a more general sequence {A;}

than the special one A; = 2777 relevant here). The "in particular” claim follows by noting

that
4T)™™ = 9—mlog(4T) _ 2fmT-(T’llog(4T)) _ 5T*110g(4T)_

This completes the proof. O
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Lemma 2.10 will only be used through the following corollary:

Corollary 2.12. For every s € (0,d] and € € (0, 1], there exists 6o > 0 such that the following
holds for all § € (0,6]. Let P < [0,1)? be a non-empty S-separated (6, s, 6~ ¢)-set. Then, there
exists T' ~. 1 and a non-empty {Q*jT};»”:l—unzform subset P’ P so that |P'| = 6¢|P|,

2—(m+1)T <5< 2—mT,
and P’ is also a (6, s, 0~2¢)-set.
Proof. Take T € N so large that T~ !log(47) < ¢/2, and then let m € N be the largest

number such that & = 277 > §. Let P = P be a ¢'-net. Since §'/6 < 27, and P c R%is
d-separated, we have

|[Ply =[P 2 27| P|.
Next, apply Lemma 2.10 to find a {2‘jT};71:1—unif0rm subset P’ = P with
[P/ = (8)*|P| z 27T 52| P).
Now, if 6 > 0 is small enough, |P’| > 6¢|P|. Then P’ is a the desired subset of P. O

A nice feature of every uniform set P = [0,1)? is that if P happens to be a (9, s)-set,
and if § < A < 1, then P is automatically a (A, s)-set:

Lemma2.13. Let T € N, and let P < [0, 1) be a {2777} -uniform set. Write § := 2=, and
assume that P isa (6, s, C)-set for some s € [0,d| and C' > 0. Then Pisalsoa (A,s,O47(1)C)-
set for every A = 2791 for 1 < j < m.

Proof. Let A = 27507 and let Q € Dyjr for 1 < j < jo. Then, if Qp € Da(P) is arbitrary,
we have (by the uniformity and (¢, s)-set property of P)
[P nQls Pl
[P0 Qols [P 1 Qols
This is roughly what we wanted, except that we should get a similar inequality for |P n

B(z,7)|a, where B(z,r) = R?is an arbitrary ball with » > A. The desired estimate is
implied by (2.14), at the cost of multiplying the constant "C" by <, 7 1. O

IPAQla = < C diam(Q)°* — C diam(Q)*| P|a. (2.14)

The lemma will be used via the following corollary:

Corollary 2.15. Let T € N, and let P < [0,1) be a {2777}7 -uniform set. Write § := 27,
and assume that P is a (9, s, Cy)-set for some s € [0,d]| and C; > 0. Let P’ < P be a subset
satisfying |P'|s = |P|5/C5 for some Cy = 1. Then P"is a (A, s, O41(1)C1Cs)-set.

Proof. Let Q € Da(P’) be the dyadic cube maximising |P’' n Q|s (among all cubes in
Da(P")). Then,

P

W < 1Pl < P 2 QUIPIs < 1P 0 QI
Consequently,

[Pls  _ |Pla
02|P M Q|5 02 ’
using the uniformity of P in the final equation. By Lemma 2.13, we already know that P
isa (A, s,0q71(1)C1)-set, so it follows from (2.16) that P isa (A, s, Ogq1(1)C1Cs)-set. O

|P'|a > (2.16)
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Definition 2.17 (Branching function). Let T € N, and let £ < [0, 1)d be a {A;}]L,-uniform
set, with A; := 27T, and with associated sequence {NV; fri e {1, ., 29Tym  We define
the branching functzon B:[0,m] — [0,dm] by setting 3(0) = 0, and

log |E
a(j) = BBt —Zlogzv@, ic{l,...,m},

and then interpolating linearly.

Note that since N; € [1, 2dT], the branching function /3 is a d-Lipschitz function. If
E < [0,1)4, then its branching function is superlinear in the sense of the following lemma:
Lemma 2.18. Let T € N, and let E < [0,1)% be {2777} -uniform and non-empty. Write
§ = 27T, and assume that E is a (6, r,6 €)-set for some r € [0,d]. Then the branching
function 3: [0,m] — [0, md] of E satisfies

B(x) = ke —em — Cy, x € [0,m],

where Cyq > 0 is a constant depending only on d.
Proof. By the piecewise linear definition of 3, it suffices to prove the lower bounds at all
integer points z = j € {1,...,m}. By the assumption that E is a (J, x, 0~ ¢)-set, and noting
that ¢ = 2T, we have |E n Q|5 <q 272751 |E|s for all Q € Dy—jr (E). Therefore,

[Els —emT ojT
Elg—jr = ———— > ¢g27 " 20" Dy—jr (E),
| |2 Jr |EmQ|5 Cd QE 2JT( )
where ¢4 > 0 is a constant depending only on d. Consequently,
log |E|y-;
ﬁ(j)=%>wemlogcd, je{l... m},
which proves the lemma. O

Definition 2.19 (Renormalised set). Let P < [0,1
To: Q — [0,1)? be the homothety with T (Q) = [0

Py = To(P).
The set Py is the Q-renormalisation of P.

)4, let r € 27N, and let Q € D,. Let
,1)4. We write

The following lemma will be useful in combination with Lemma 2.4.

Lemma 2.20. Let T € N, and let E = [0,1)? be a {A; }ILy-uniform set with A; = 2~ IT, Let
B: [0,m] — [0, dm] be the associated branching function. Assume that there exzst k € [0,d] and
a,be NN [0,m] with a < bsuch that

B(x) — pla) = k(x — a), x € [a,b]. (2.21)
Then, for every Qo € Dy-ur(E), the Qo-renormalisation Eq, is a (0, k, Cyr)-set, where § 1=
200707 and Cyr <4277
Proof. Letd < 2771 < 1, or equivalently 0 < j < b — a. We first claim that
|Egy n Qls <2791 |Eg,ls, Q€ Dyir(Eq,). (2.22)

This will prove that |Eg, n B(z,7)|s Sa 27%|Eg,|s for all z € R?and § < r < 1, since
Eg, " B(z,7) can be covered by <, 1 cubes Q € Dy—(;-1yr (Eg,) with 2777 < r < 270-DT,
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To see (2.22), it will be useful to note that Q) € D,-jr(Eg,) if and only if Téol(Q) €
Dy (a+jyr (E). Therefore, by the uniformity of £, we may deduce that

|Ely-or

|EQy 0 Qls = To (B n T (Q))|ae-nr = |E 0 T (Q)|p-vr = :
|E‘27(a+]’)T

The special case j = 0 and @ = [0, 1)? reads

|E|2—bT
E ==
Eals = 15,7
Therefore, (2.22) is equivalent to
‘E|2—<a+j)T _ |EQ0|6 < ojxT

|Ely-ar B0 Qls ~ ~ 7
or further
7 (108 | Bly-asyr —log | Ely-ur) = B(a+ ) — f(a) > .
This is a consequence of (2.21), since 0 < j < b — a. We have therefore proven (2.22), and

the lemma. O

2.4. High multiplicity sets. The proof of Theorem 1.4 will be based on studying the
"high multiplicity" parts of the t-Ahlfors regular set K in various directions. This termi-
nology is taken verbatim from [11].

Definition 2.23. Let K < R?,let0 < r < R < w0 be dyadic numbers, and let = € K. For
6 € S, we define the following multiplicity number:

myg(z | [, R]) := |B(z, R) n K, n 7, H{mg(x)} ]

Here K, refers to the r-neighbourhood of K. Thus, mgg(z | [r,R]) keeps track of
the (smallest) number of dyadic r-squares needed to cover the intersection between
B(z, R) n K, and the line 7, ' {my(z)}. Often the set "K" is clear from the context, and we
abbreviate mg g =: mg.

Definition 2.24 (High multiplicity sets). Let0 < r < R < o0, M > 0, and let § € S*. For
K < R?, we define the high multiplicity set

Hy(K,M,[r,R]) :={z € K :mgg(x | [r,R]) = M}.

The next lemma discusses how the high multiplicity sets are affected by scalings. For
20 € R? and ry > 0, we write T}, ,, for the homothety which sends B(zy, ) to B(1),
namely T, ,,(2) := (2 — 20)/ro for z € R%

Lemma 2.25. Let K < R? be arbitrary, let 0 <r < R < oo, M > 0,and 0 € [0,1]. Then,

Tooro (Ho(K, M, [r, R])) = Hp(Tsy o (K), M,[Z, £]), 20 € R?, g > 0.

To 10

Proof. This is [11, Lemma 2.11]. O
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3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4

3.1. A )-discretised version of Theorem 1.4. In this section we state a §-discretised ver-
sion of Theorem 1.4 — Theorem 3.4 below — and then to complete the proof of Theorem
1.4, assuming Theorem 3.4.

Definition 3.1 ((¢, C)-Frostman measure). Lett > 0 and C' > 1. A Borel measure z on R?
is called a (¢, C')-Frostman measure if u(B(z,r)) < Cr7 for all z € R? and r > 0.

Definition 3.2 ((t, C)-regular measure). Let ¢t > 0 and C' > 1. A Borel measure p with
K :=spt u < RYis called (¢, C)-regular if

(1) wisa (t,C)-Frostman measure, and

(2) |[K n B(z,R)|, < C(R/r)! forallze Rand 0 < r < R < 0.

Notation 3.3. If ;1 is a (¢, C)-regular measure on R?, and B = B(z,r) c R? is a disc, we
write up := r~' - Tpu, where Tg(x) = (z — z)/r is the homothety mapping B to B(1).
Then pp is also a (t, C)-regular measure on R4, More accurate notation would be KBt
but the index "t" should always be clear from context.

Here is the §-discretised version of Theorem 1.4:

Theorem 3.4. The following true assuming that Conjecture 1.9 holds. Let t € (0,2) and s €
(0, min{t,2 — t}). For every o > (t — s)/2 there exist €, 5y > 0 such that the following holds for
all 6 € (0,00]. Let ju be (6,t,5¢)-reqular measure, and let E = S* be a non-empty (3, s, 6~¢)-set.
Then, there exists § € E such that

:U‘(B(l) N H@(Spt(ﬂ), 570, [55 1])) <o (35)
Unconditionally, based on Theorem 1.14, the same conclusions hold if o > (t — s)/(2 — s).
Assuming this result, we may complete the proof of Theorem 1.4 immediately:

Proof of Theorem 1.4 assuming Theorem 3.4. The proof involves a fair amount of standard

pigeonholing arguments, and it is extremely similar to the proof of [11, Theorem 3.6]. In

fact, the main difference is that of numerology. We will skip the pigeonholing arguments.
We first aim to prove that

dimp{# € S : dimp mp(K) < 7} < 21 — t, 7€ [£, min{t,1}], (3.6)
namely the part of Theorem 1.4 conditional on Conjecture 1.9. We make the following

counter assumption. There exists ¢ € (0,2], a t-regular closed set K < B(0,1), and a
parameter 7 € (%, min{t, 1}) with the property

dimp{f € S : dimp mp(K) < 7} > 27 —t +4n (3.7)

for some 7 > 0. We may assume that ¢ < 2, since for ¢ = 2 the set in (3.6) is empty for all
7 < 1. Since £ < 7 < t, we may assume that 5 > 0is so small that s := 27 — ¢ + 45 € (0, )
(evidently also s < 1), and

t—s

2

Since 7 < 1, we may also choose 7 > 0 so small that s < 2 —t. Thus s € (0, min{¢,2 — t}),
as required by Theorem 3.4. Let u be the (¢, C)-regular measure p := H!|x. After some
pigeonholing, (3.7) implies that there exist arbitrarily small scales ¢ € (0, 1] and arbitrarily

oc=t—T—n>t—7—-2n= (3.8)
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small numbers e > 0 such that the following holds. There exists a (8, 5,5 )-set E = S*
such that

W(Hy(K, 677 [5,1])) > 6, 0¢cE. (39)
For the details of how to reach (3.9) starting from (3.7), see the proof of [11, Theorem
3.6], and in particular the display formula above [11, (3.16)]. Now, since (3.8) holds, (3.9)
contradicts Theorem 3.4 if ¢, § are sufficiently small, depending on o, s, .

We then establish the unconditional inequality
21 —t

1+7—1t
There is a small additional technicality here: we no longer automatically have (27 —

t)/(1+ 1 —1t) < 2—t,as in the first part. However, this can be assumed for the following
reason. Falconer [2] has shown that

dimg{f € S* : dimp mp(K) < 1} < 2 — dimpg K =2 — ¢.

dimp{# € S : dimp mp(K) < 7} < 7€ [&, min{t, 1}]. (3.10)

Thus, we only need to prove (3.10) for ¢ < 2, and in the range of parameters 7 €
[, min{t, 1}] for which additionally (27 — ¢)/(1 + 7 — t) < 2 — t. With this proviso,
we make a counter assumption that (3.10) fails for some t-regular set K < B(1), and

some t/2 < 7 < min{¢, 1} satisfying (27 — t)/(1 + 7 — t) < 2 — t. Then, we set
6o 2r —t+3n
1+7—1¢
for some small constant 77 > 0 so small that still s < 2 — ¢, and such that
dimp{# € S : dimp 7p(K) < 7} > s.

We point out that (27 —¢)/(1 + 7 —t) < tfor 7 < tand t < 2 (as we assume), so we may
further arrange s < ¢ by taking n > 0 small enough. Now s € (0, min{t, 2 —t}) as required
in Theorem 3.4.

As in the first part of the proof, we set o := ¢ — 7 — 1. With this notation, the same
pigeonholing arguments as in the first part of the proof yield (3.9). However, note that
o> (t—s)/(2 — s) if and only if

(t—0)—0 t—(t—T—m)—(t—7T-m) 27—1+2n

> =: =
§ 1—o0o 1—(t—7-n) 1+7—t+n

"non

and now this relation is evidently valid by the choice of "s". Therefore (the unconditional
version of) Theorem 3.4 is applicable and yields a contradiction to (3.9) (for 9, e > 0 small
enough). This completes the proof of Theorem 1.4. O

3.2. An inductive scheme to prove Theorem 3.4. The following terminology is useful
for the intuition, although a little vague.

Terminology 3.11 (Theorem(s, o,t)). Lets,o € (0,1] and ¢ € (0, 2]. We say that Theorem(s, o, t)
holds if the conclusion of Theorem 3.4 holds with the parameters s, o,¢. In other words,
there exists €, dp > 0 such that whenever 1 is a (¢, 6 ¢)-regular measure, and £ = S’ is a
non-empty (9, s, 0~ ¢)-set, then there exists 6 € E such that (3.5) if valid.

Remark 3.12. It is clear that

Theorem(s,o,t) == Theorem(s,o’,t) forall o’ > o,
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in fact with the same implicit constants "9, €". This follows immediately from the inclu-
sion Hy(K,677,[6,1]) ¢ Hy(K,6~7,[0,1]) for o’ > 0.

The proof of Theorem 3.4 will be based on iterating the following proposition:

Proposition 3.13. The following holds if Conjecture 1.9 is valid. Let t € (0,2), and s €
(0, min{t,2 — t}), and
t—s

t

Then, there exists ¢ = ((s,o,t) > 0, which stays bounded away from 0 as long as o stays
bounded away from (t — s)/2 such that

Theorem(s,o,t) = Theorem(s,o — (,1).

More precisely, assume that there exist ey, Ao > 0 such that whenever  is a (t, A= )-regular
measure, and E < S' is a non-empty S-separated (A, s, A=)-set, then there exists 6 € E such
that

u(B(1) ( Hy(spt(), A7, [A, 1])) < A%,

Then, there exist € = €(€g,s,0,t) > 0and d9 = dg(€, Ao, s,0,t) > 0 such whenever p is a
(t,0=¢)-reqular measure, and E = S' is a non-empty d-separated (6, s, 5~ )-set, then there exists
0 € E such that

u(B(1) N Hy(spt(r), A™7*C, [5,1])) < o°.

Unconditionally (based on Theorem 1.14), the same conclusions hold for

except that now the constant ((s,o,t) > 0 is only claimed to stay bounded away from 0 as long
as o stays bounded away from (t — s)/(2 — s).

To make sense of the final statement, it is good to note that (t — 5)/(2 — s) < t/2 for
0 < s <t < 2. We then complete the proof of Theorem 3.4 assuming Proposition 3.13.

Proposition 3.14 (Base case). Let t € (0,2] and s > 0. Then, there exists 1 := n(s,t) > 0 such
that Theorem(s, 5 — n, t) holds.

Proof. We claim that if > 0 is small enough (depending on s, ), p is a (¢, ")-regular
measure, and if E < S! is a non-empty §-separated (4, s,57)-set, then

u(B(1) A Holspt(u), 5>+, [5,1])) < 8" (3.15)

for at least one direction § € E. Let By := B(1) n Hy(spt(p), 6% [6,1]). It is fairly
straightforward to check from the definition of Hy(...) and the (¢,5~")-regularity of p
that

|mo(Bg)ls S 6713, Qe k. (3.16)

We leave this to the reader, although virtually the same details in a slightly more ad-
vanced context will be recorded in Lemma 4.45. Now, it follows from Bourgain’s projec-
tion theorem [1, Theorem 3] (although the form stated in [3, Theorem 6] is more direct to
apply) that (3.16) is not possible if j(By) > 0" for all § € E, and n = 7(s,t) > 0 is small
enough. In other words, there exists 6 € E such that (3.15) holds. O



PROJECTIONS AND THE ABC SUM-PRODUCT PROBLEM 13

Proof of Theorem 3.4 assuming Proposition 3.13. We assume that Conjecture 1.9 holds. Fix
t € (0,2) and s € (0, min{t,2—t}). Let X(s,t) > (t—s)/2 be the infimum of the parameters
o > (t — s)/2 for which Theorem(s, o,t) holds (for all o/ > o, recall Remark 3.12). In
other words, for o > 3(s,t) there exist constants Ay(s,¢,0) > 0 and ¢y = eo(s,t,0) > 0
such that the hypothesis of Proposition 3.13 holds. We already know from the base case
recorded above that ¥ < o1 := ¢/2 — n(s,t) for some n(s,t) > 0, and we claim that
2 < (t—s)/2.

We make the counter assumption that ¥ > (¢ — s)/2. Now, fix 0 > ¥ so close to ¥ that
o — (¢ < X, where ¢ := ((s,0,t) > 0is the constant provided by Proposition 3.13. Such a
choice of "o" is possible, since ((s, 0, t) stays bounded away from 0 on the interval [3, 0]
(using the counter assumption that ¥ > (¢ — s)/2). But now Proposition 3.13 tells us that
Theorem(s,o — ¢, t) holds, and this contradicts the definition of "X.", since 0 — ¢ < X.

Without assuming Conjecture 1.9, the proof proceeds exactly in the same way, only
using the weaker version of Proposition 3.13 in the range (t — s)/(2 —s) <o < t/2. O

4. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.13

4.1. Small slices imply sparse slices. This section contains an auxiliary result (Theorem
4.3) which allows us to "upgrade" the hypothesis of Proposition 3.13 into a stronger one.
In the sense of Terminlogy 3.11, Theorem(s, o,t) tells us something about the "slices" of
t-regular measures in directions perpendicular to the directions 6 € E, where E is a (9, s)-
set. Namely, for typical § € E, only a ¢°-proportion of 1| (1) can be lie on "slices" with
multiplicity > 6~7. More informally still, the typical slices of 1 have multiplicity < 7.
How is i distributed along these typical slices? To answer this question, we define the
following "local" variant of the high multiplicity sets:

Definition 4.1 (Local high multiplicity sets). Let § € (0,3], p € 27N, o € (0,1], and let
6 € SL. For K < R?, we define the local high multiplicity set

HQ,IOC(K’ a,9, P) = U H@(K’4(R/T)J’ [T’ R])’ (42)

S<r<R<8
where the union ranges over pairs of dyadic radii r, R € 27N n [6, 8] satisfying 7/R < p.

Unwrapping the notation, we have x € Hy,.(K, 0,9, p) if and only if there exist radii
r =1y, R = R, € [4,8] satisfying r < pR and with the property
|B(z,R) n K, 07y Hmg(2)}y = mpp(,| [r,R]) =4 (£)7.

r

(The constants "4,8" are a little arbitrary, but they turn out to be useful.) The definition
of Hy1oc(K, 0,9, p) is mainly useful if p is somewhat comparable to "¢", so the ratio R/r is
tairly large for any admissible r, R (without this requirement, the local high multiplicity
set can easily be "everything"). Perhaps another helpful observation is that

H@JOC(K, 0,0, 5) = HQ(K, 07, [5, 1])

Indeed, if p = §, then the only possible radii § < » < R < 1 satisfying » < pR are
(r,R) = (4,1). On the other hand, if p » 0, then the set Hy,.(K, 0,0, p) is a priori much
larger than Hy(K,d7,[6,1]). This motivates the next theorem.
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Theorem 4.3. Let s,0 € [0,1] and t € [0,2], and assume that Theorem(s,o,t) holds with
constants Ao, eg > 0. In other words, whenever A € (0, Ag], p is a (t, A™0)-reqular measure,
and E < St is a non-empty (5, s, A7 )-set, then there exists § € E such that

u(B(1) A Hy(spt(n), A=, [A, 1])) < A%,

Then, for every n € (0, 1], there there exist € = €(n, ¢g) > 0 and dy = do(Do, €,m) > 0, such that
the following holds for all § € (0,80]. Let pu be a (t,5)-reqular measure, and let E = S* be a
non-empty (9, s, 6~ )-set. Then, there exists 6 € E such that

IU'(B(l) N H@,loc(spt(ﬂ)7 g, 57 577) <0 (44)

Remark 4.5. The proof shows that it is enough to take ¢ < n¢y/C for a certain absolute
constant C' > 1.

Proof of Theorem 4.3. Assume to the contrary that (4.4) fails for every § € E. Abbreviate
K :=spt(u), and
K@ = B(l) M HG,IOC(K7 g, (5, (5”)
Thus p(Ky) > o€ for all § € E. By definition, for every = € Ky, there exist (dyadic!) radii
0 <7 < "R < 0"8, depending on both z and ¢, such that
e Hy(K,4(5) [R]) <= mgo(x|[rR]) =4(£)".

By standard pigeonholing (note that both r, R only have < log(1/J) possible values), and
at the cost of replacing the lower bound u(Kjy) > 6 by u(Ky) > 4%, we may assume
that r,9 = r9 and R, 9 = Ry for all x € Kjy. Similarly, by replacing E by a subset
which remains a non-empty (4, s, 6~ 2¢)-set, we may assume that 7y = r € [§,8] and Ry =
R e [r,8] for all 6 € E (we keep the notation "E" for this subset). Applying Corollary 2.12
(replacing E by a further (4, s, §—2¢)-subset), we may assume that E is {2*jT}§“=1-uniform
for some T ~, 1, and that § = 27

Next, let B be a minimal cover of B(1) n K by discs of radius R. By the (¢,07°)-
regularity of u, we have |Bgr| < 6 “R™". Notice that

DD uEenB) =), > u(Ken B)= ) u(Ky) = 6E|.
BeBgr 0eE 0eE BeBr 0eE

Consequently, there exists a disc B € Br with the property

Y Ko B) = — = 0*|E|R".
0cE

As a further consequence, and using the uniform bound ;(Ky n B) < 6~ R!, there exists
asubset B’ ¢ E of cardinality |E’| > §*¢|E| such that

WKy n B) = 4-5%R!, fecE. (4.6)
(The "4" is a useful factor, understandable in a moment.) We note that
Ky n Bc Hy(K n2B,4 ()7 [r,R]), (4.7)

where 2B is the disc concentric with B and radius 2R. This nearly follows from the
definition of Ky (and our pigeonholing), but we added the intersection with the disc 2B.
This is legitimate, since (recalling that B is a disc of radius R)

def.

4(%)0 <mgg(z|[r,R]) = |B(x )ﬁKrﬁﬂ'G_l{ﬂ',g(.%')}‘r, x € B n Ky,
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and the right hand side does not change if we replace "K" by "K n 2B". Now, as in
Notation 3.3, the measure pyp = (4R) ™ 'Typ(u) is (t,6~¢)-regular. Since r/R < §", we see
that up is also (¢, (r/ R)*e/ )-regular. Furthermore, by Lemma 2.25, we have

Tup(Ho(K n 2B, M, [r, R])) = Ho(B(3) n Tup(K), M, [ {7, 1])
< B(1) n Hy(Tup(K), M, [ {7, 1]),
where we abbreviated M := 4(R/r)? > (4R/r)? (recall that ¢ < 1). As a consequence,

pap(B(1)nHo(Tup(K), (41)7 . [45:1]))

> (4R)"'u(Ho(K n 2B, M, [r, R]))

47 w(Kogn B) GO o aem

> =g = 9= ()

We now claim that (4.8) violates our assumption that Theorem(s, o, ¢) holds at scale A :=

r/(4R). Namely, since F is a {2*jT}§“=1-uniform (0,8,6¢)-set (with T' ~, 1), and |E’| >

§%| E|, we infer from Corollary 2.15 that E’ is a non-empty (A, s, 6~¢¢)-set, assuming that

d > 0 is small enough in terms of e. Further, recalling that A < 7, we see that E’ is in
fact an (A, s, A=C¢/)-set.

Finally, recall that u4p5 is a (¢, A/ )-regular measure. Now, if € = €(n, ¢p) > 0 is small

enough, the inequality (4.8) (for all # € E’) violates our assumption that Theorem(s, o, )

holds at scale A. To be precise, recalling the parameters "Ag, ¢y" in the statement of the

theorem, the contradiction will ensue if we have taken ¢ > 0 so small that r/(4R) < " <
Ay, and € > 0 so small that C'e/n < «. O

. fer. (4.8)

4.2. Fixing parameters. We may now begin the proof of Proposition 3.13 in earnest. The
difference between the arguments for the "conditional" part and the "unconditional" part
are extremely minor. We give the full details for the "conditional" part, and indicate
necessary changes to the "unconditional" proof where necessary.

Fix the triple (s, 0,t) as in Proposition 3.13 (conditional part):

t€(0,2), se(0,min{t,2—¢}) and 5f<og<o<o;<Li.

The role of "og,0," is to quantify that o stays bounded away from both (¢ — s)/2 and
t/2. The plan of proof is to make a counter assumption to Proposition 3.13 with these
parameters, and eventually find a contradiction to the ABC sum-product conjecture in
the stronger form of Corollary 1.12. We now discuss the relevant parameters "«, 3,7" to
which Corollary 1.12 will be applied. A good starting point is

o =t—o, B =0, and 4 :=s.
We make a few remarks about these parameters:
0 < pf'sinceo > (t—s)/2 > 0.
B < o, since o < t/2.
o <1,sincet—o <t—(t—s)/2=(s+1t)/2 <1by the assumption s < 2 — ¢.
7' > o/ — ' (as required to apply Corollary 1.12) since o > (¢t — s)/2.

Remark 4.9. In the "unconditional” statement we rather assume o > (t — s)/(2 — s). In
this range we have v/ > (o/ — 3')/(1 — ('), so Theorem 1.14 will be applicable. It is
worth emphasising that the choice of the parameters o/, 5’,+' is the same in both the
"conditional" and "unconditional” parts of the proof of Proposition 3.13.
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Evidently, there exists a constant (o = (o(s, 09, 01,t) > 0such that all of the inequalities
above remain valid if s is replaced by s — (o, and «’, ', ' are replaced by

a:=a +¢, B:=p ¢, and ~v:=7"—¢ =s— (o, (4.10)
and for all ¢ > 0¢. We now apply Corollary 1.12 with the parameters «, 3,7. The con-
clusion is that there exist constants 7, p,dy > 0 such that (1.13) holds for all § € (0, dy]:
if A, B,v satisfy the hypotheses of Corollary 1.12 (in particular v(B(z,r)) < r*=% for
r < 0"), then there exists ¢ € spt(r) with

ITe(G)|s = 69| A, G c A x B, |G| = §"A||B|. (4.11)
Let us emphasise that
@:p(a,ﬁ,’)/):@(t*0+<0,0*<0,5*<0)>0, (412)

and as long as 0y < 0 < 0y, the triple (t — 0 + (o, 0 — (o, s) ranges in a compact subset of
the domain Qg in Conjecture 1.9. Therefore, p > o > 0 with pg = po(s, 09, 01,t) > 0.
A similar remark applies to the parameter > 0 in (4.11), namely as long as 0y < 0 < 07y,
we have

n(e, B,7) = n(t — o+ ¢o,0 — (o, 8 — Go) = 1o > 0. (4.13)
Now, we fix small parameters dy,€,( € (0, %] (whose values will be discussed in a mo-
ment), and then make our main counter assumption: there exists a (9, ¢, ¢)-regular mea-
sure 11, and a non-empty J-separated (6, 5,0 ¢)-set E = S! with the property

w(B(1) n Hy(K,67°7¢[6,1])) = 6, 0O€kE. (4.14)

Here we have denoted K := spt(u). Whichever is more convenient, we will either view
E as a subset of S1, or as a subset of [0, 1): the latter interpretation is be applied when we
ask whether F, or a subset thereof, is {A; };”zl-uniform for a suitable sequence of scales
0=A,<...<A;1 <Ag=1

Let us discuss the parameters (, ¢, further. The parameter "¢" is the most important
one. We will see that (4.14) implies a contradiction against (4.11) if ( > 0 is chosen
sufficiently small in terms of both the constant (y > 0 in (4.11) and the constants gg, 79 >
0 introduced around (4.12)-(4.13). Thus, the contradiction will ensue if

¢ = 0¢y,00,m0(1) = 0s,00,01,t(1)- (4.15)
Here oy, ... p,. (1) refers — and will refer — to a function of the parameters py, ..., p, which
is continuous at 0 and vanishes at 0. This will show that Proposition 3.13 actually holds
with some (maximal) constant "¢" satisfying (4.15). The constant ¢ > 0 in Proposition
3.13 is allowed to depend on both ¢, and also the constants ¢; for which the "inductive
hypothesis" in Proposition 3.13 holds. The constant §; > 0 is additionally allowed to
depend on € and Ag. Thus, to reach a contradiction, we will need that

€= 0(,50(1) and 60 = 0A07€7C(1)‘ (416)

When in the sequel we write "...by choosing 6 > 0 sufficiently small" we in fact mean
"...by choosing the upper bound ¢, for ¢ sufficiently small". Also, we may write Note
that ¢ < ('%g by (4.16), or something similar. This simply means that the requirement
"e < (%" should — at that moment — be added to the list of restrictions for the function
0¢,e0(1). Finally, we will often use the following abbreviation: an upper bound of the
form C, :6~¢¢ will be abbreviated to 6~9(¢). Indeed, if § = o (1) is sufficiently small,
then C, ¢ < 67, and hence C, (6 ¢¢ < §(C+De,
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4.3. Finding a branching scale for . We need to discuss the "branching numbers" of
the set E from the counter assumption (4.14), so we need to know that E is uniform.
Given the constant € > 0 as in (4.16), we fix T' ~. 1 as in Corollary 2.12. Then, we
may find a {2_jT}T:1—unif0rm subset E' < E with |E’| > 6¢|E|, which is automatically
a(d, s, 62¢)-set. We replace F by this subset without changing notation: thus, we assume
that E is {277} | -uniform with 2= D7 < § < 27T and T ~. 1. Itis easy to reduce
matters to the case § = 277, and we will make this assumption in the sequel.

What now follows would be unnecessary if the set £/ happened to be s-regular. More
precisely, to skip this section, we would need to know that if I € Dj1/2 (E), then the renor-
malisation 7 is a (§/2, s)-set. This may not be the case. The problem will be solved by
"replacing" § by a larger scale 6 € [9, §V</12]. The scale § will be chosen in such a way that
if I € Dj12(F), then the renormalisation Ej is a (5'/2, s)-set. Lemma 2.18 plays a central
role. The main technicality caused by the "replacement” action is that our main counter
assumption (4.14) concerns the scale "¢", not "§". However, by virtue of the regularity of
u, it turns out that a sufficiently strong version of (4.14) will remain valid at scale . After
these observations have been consolidated, we may assume "without loss of generality"
that 6 = 0, and thus Ey, I € Dj12(E), is a (67/2, 5)-set, as initially desired.

Here is precisely what we claim:

Proposition 4.17. There exists a scale § € [5,5V</'?] and a non-empty 6-separated (5, s,69¢<())-
subset E5 < E which is {277T}7 -uniform (5 = 2~™1) and has the following properties.

(a) For A := 6% and I € Dx(Fj), the renormalisation (Ejz);isa (A, s —~/C, A=9())set.
(b) We have

1(B(1) A Ho(K,577%C,[5,5])) = 69 6e E; (4.18)
Here in fact O¢(€) = 12¢/+/C, and { = 7/C.

Remark 4.19. In the sequel, the notation "O¢ (¢)" will stand for a constant of the form C¢e.
Note that (4.18) is an analogue of our initial counter assumption (4.14), except that the
scale § has been replaced by J, and we have gained the property (a). Since ¢ > 0 is a
constant depending only on s, 09, 01,t, the constant O¢(¢€) can still be made arbitrarily
small compared to €y by choosing e small enough, in terms of ¢, s, 7, C.

We then prove Proposition 4.17. Since E is {A;}L | -uniform, and a subset of [0, 1), we
may associate to it the 1-Lipschitz branching function §: [0, m] — [0, m] as in Definition
2.17. Recall that 3 is the linear interpolation between the conditions 5(0) = 0, and

_ log | E|y—ir

B(7) : T , je{l,...,m}.

Since E is a (9, s, ¢)-set, it follows from Lemma 2.18 that

B(x) = sx —em — C, x € [0,m].
Therefore the renormalised function f(z) := +3(ma), defined on [0, 1], is also 1-Lipschitz

. . o E
and satisfies

f(@) = L(smz —em —C) = sz —e—C/m, x € [0,1].
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Since § = 27™T with T ~, 1, we may assume that C/m < e by choosing § = o.(1).
Therefore f(z) = sz — 2¢ for x € [0, 1]. Since 2¢ € (0,/(/6] by (4.16), Lemma 2.4 allows
us to find a point a € [/(/12, 1] with the property

fl@)=fla)= (s =/ —a), zelal],
In terms of the original branching function /3, this means that there exists a point m :=
am € [y/¢m/12,m/3] with the property

B(x) = B(m) = (s = /()& —m),  x e [m,2m]. (4.20)
The inequality would even hold for x € [m, m], but we only need it for = € [, 2m].
Set
§:=272"T and A:=4§"2 =9 T,
It now follows from (4.20) and Lemma 2.20 that if I € Dz (E), then Ejisa (A, s—+/(, Ce)-
set, where C, < oT < 1. Since m > +/{m/12, we notice that

§ =271 > (272mT6/VT _ §6/V/C 4.21)

as desired in Rroposition 4.17. On the other hand, since m < m/3, we have 2m < 2m/3,
and therefore ¢ is also substantially larger than 4:

The ratio §/6 will appear our calculations in a moment, and (4.22) will allow us to assume
that it is "as small as needed" by choosing 6 > 0 small enough.

The scale § € [6,0V</12] has now been fixed, and simply the choice E5 := E (or at least
a d-net inside F) would satisfy Proposition 4.17(a). To reach (b), we need to work a little
more, and eventually replace E by the final subset E5. The following auxiliary result is
[11, Proposition 5.1].

Proposition 4.23. Let 0 € S', 1 < M < N <0, let 0 <r < R < 1,and let ji be a (t,Creg)-
regular measure with t € [0,2], Creg > 0, and K := spt u = R2. Abbreviate j1, := 1l B(p) for
p > 0. Then, there exist absolute constants ¢, C' > 0 such that

:ul(HQ(CN’ [T’ 1])) < ,ul(He(CM’ [4R’ 5])) + CCrQeg ’ M4(H9 (C%a [4’1“, 7R])) (424)

Here we have omitted the set "K" from the Hy-notation, but it should appear in all
three instances of Hy. We will apply the proposition to the (¢,0™)-regular measure
with the parameters M < N satisfying

CN=6"°" and c-&=(5/6)"7,

from which we may solve that
o o _ (4.21) _
M= (§) N=5(3) a7 =G0 VG 425)
In the final inequality, we also took 4 so small that (2/C) = 6VC. In the sequel we
abbreviate ¢ := 7/C.
We have now defined the parameters M, N relevant for the application of Proposition

4.23, but we still need to specify theradii 0 < < R < 1. Wesetr := §,and R := §/4. (We
have R > r by (4.22).) Let us then rewrite the conclusion (4.24) with these parameters.
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Before doing this, notice that the left hand side is lower bounded by ¢ by our counter
assumption (4.14), for § € E. Therefore, for 6 € E fixed, we obtain

6 < u(B(1) n Hp(K,6777¢,[5,1]))

< pu(B(L) ~ Hy(K, 577, [3.5]))
+ C6 > u(B(4) N Hy(K, (6/8) 7, [46,40))). (4.26)
The plan is, next, to use the hypothesis of Proposition 3.13 (validity of Theorem(s, 0, t))
to show that for typical 6 € E, the first term must dominate, or in other words the term

(4.26) is substantially smaller than 6. More precisely, we claim that if e > 0 is sufficiently
small relative to €g, then

D1 Co*u(B(4) n Hy(K, (6/8) 7 ,[46,45])) < 6*|E. (4.27)
ek
To prove (4.27), let K be a minimal cover of K n B(4) by discs of radius 45. By the
(t,07¢)-regularity of ;, we have
K| <6 0" (4.28)

Then, we decompose

(4.26) < 52 . Z L (B N Hy <K, (%>_U , [4('57 45])) , Oek. (4.29)

BekC

To treat the individual terms on the right hand side, we consider the rescaled and renor-
malised measures pp = (46)~" - Tp familiar from Notation 3.3, and we write

" <B A Hy (K (g)_” 46, 45])) — (48)'up (B(1) A Hy (Tp(K), A, [A1])), (4.30)

for any 6 € [0,1], where A := §/4. This equation is easily deduced from Lemma 2.25 with
ro = 40. In (4.30), the measure pp is (¢,0~¢)-regular, where

5 € < (5/5)736 _ A*3E

by (4.22). In particular, pp is (t, A™%)-regular, assuming € < ¢y/3. Therefore, since we
may assume that A = §/5 < §'/% < Ay, the hypothesis of Proposition 3.13 is applicable
to the measure ;15. We claim, as a corollary of this hypothesis applied to g, that

Z MB(B(l) N H@(TB(K)7 Aig? [Av 1])) < 5106|E‘7 (431)
0ecE

Assume for a moment that (4.31) fails. Then, since ug(B(1)) < ¢, there exists a subset
E' c E with the properties |E’| > §**¢|E| and

pp(B(1) n Hy(Tp(K), A7, [A1]) = 6%, e F. (4.32)

Since E was a {2‘jT}T:1—unif0rm (0,s,07¢)-set, it now follows from Corollary 2.15 that
E'isa (A,s,079))-set, and since A = §/5 < §'/3 by (4.22), in fact F' is a (A, s, A=9)-
set. Therefore, if we take € < ¢p/C for an absolute constant C' > 0, our hypothesis implies
that

p(B(1) N Ho(Tp(K), A7, [A,1])) < A® = (5/5) < 68
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for some ¢ € E’. This violates (4.32) if 20e < ¢p/3, and the ensuing contradiction shows
that (4.31) must be valid. Consequently

205—26 Z I (B N Hy <K, <%)7U , [4(5,45]))
0cE Bek

430) , = Dy -0

U2 48y ) 0672 ] g (B(1)  Ho (Te(K), A7, [A, 1]))

Bek )

4.31)  _ (4.28)

< (40) ) Co Bl S 6™ E|
BeKC

The left hand side of this chain is an upper bound for the left hand side of (4.27), so we
have now established (4.27). Now, inspecting (4.26), and plugging in (4.27), we have

B < Y w(B(1) n Hy(K, 077, [5,1])) < Y p(B(1) 0 Hy(K, 57, [5,5])) + 6| B,
0eE 0eE

and consequently

N u(B() ~ Hy(K,57,[5,5])) = 46| B].

ek
It follows that there exists a subset B/ ¢ E with |E'| > 6%|E| > §'2¢/V¢|E| with the
property

u(B(1) A Hp(K,577%C [6,5])) = 6% = 62/VC, e E. (4.33)

This verifies (4.18), and therefore Proposition 4.17(b). A small technicality remains: the
scale 0 was chosen so that Ejis a (A, s — v/C,C(e))-set for all I € Dx (E) (with A = §1/2),
but since E' < E is only a subset w1th |E'| = §%, this property may now be violated.
To fix this, apply Corollary 2.12 to find a further {277 T} {-uniform subset E” < E' with
|E"| = 0¢|E'|. Now, let I € Dx(E"). Then |E" n 1| > 635|E N I|, since otherwise

E'[= > |[E'nIl<& ) |Enll=E| <E
IeDA(E") IeDx (E)

Now if follows easily from a combination of the (A, s —+/C, C(¢))-set property of E;, and
|E" A I| = 8€|E |, that EYisa (A, s —/C, 6 O(e ) -set for all I € Da(E"). Finally, since
§9() < A=09¢(9), we see that E}’ isa (A, s —+/C, A9 set forall I € Dx(E").

In Proposition 4.17, we desired the set E5 to be 5—separated. This is finally achieved by
choosing one point from each interval J € D5(E”), and calling the result Ej5. This does
not violate the property of the blow-ups E” established just above, since the (A, s — /C)-
set property of E7 only cares about the behaviour of E” between the scales § and A. The
proof of Proposition 4.17 is complete.

Notation 4.34. Now that Proposition 4.17 has been established, we remove the "bars"
from the notation. We assume that § = ¢ (thus A = v/§) and E5 = E. We also rename ( =:
¢. The only difference to our starting position is, then, that some constants of the form
¢ have to be replaced by §9¢(<). Notably, E is a (6, s, % ())-set, and y is (t,6~9<())-
regular. We are seeking a contradiction if ¢ > 0 is small enough in terms of (s, 0,t), and €
is small enough in terms of (eo, s, 0, t, ), so this difference will be completely irrelevant.
Additionally, Erisa (A, s — ¢, A*OC(E))-set forall I € DA(E).
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4.4. Defining the sets K. We start again with a brief heuristic discussion. Recall that by
assumption (4.14), or more precisely (4.18), we have

p(B(1) n Ho(K,677%¢,[5,1])) = 6%, e E, (4.35)

where C; > 1 is a constant depending only on ¢. On the other hand, by the hypothesis
that Theorem(s, 0, t) is valid, we have the (nearly) opposite inequality

(B(1) n Hy(K, 67, [6,1])) < 5% « ¢

for at least 3 of the points in £, assuming that ¢ < ¢y/C¢, simply because any such half if
a (0,s,07)-set. In particular, for % of the points in F, the difference set

B(1) n Ho(K, 67, [6,1])\ Ho(K,67°,[5,1]) (4.36)

has 11 measure at least 0°<¢. In this section, we apply the same idea to remove from
Hy(K,57°%¢,[6,1]) a more complicated set of high multiplicity.

In fact, we apply Theorem 4.3 with parameter n := y/e. Recall also Remark 4.5, and
note that with our notation = /¢, we have 2C¢e < 7¢y/C as soon as € < (ep/ 02)2 —as
we may assume. Now, Theorem 4.3 yields the following conclusion for at least 1 of the
points in E:

1(B(1) A Hyioo(K, 0,68,86V)) < §2¢<°, (4.37)
We then replace £ by the acquired subset without changing notation. At this point,
the (A, s — ¢, A~9%(9))-property of the renormalisations E; might have failed, but this
property can be restored by replacing the "new" E by a further {Q*jT}gnzl-regular subset,
just like we did in the argument after (4.33).
For the remaining ¢ € E, we now define the set

Kp := B(1) n Hp(K, 5%, [6,1])\ Hotoc (K, 0, 8,6V°). (4.38)
Comparing (4.35) and (4.37), we obtain
p(Kp) = 6 — §2¢ce = %< ge B (4.39)

It is easy to check from the definitions that Ky n Hy(K,4677,[0,1]) = &, so removing
Hyoc(...) is a strictly more powerful manoeuvre than what we initially discussed at
(4.36) (up to the irrelevant constant "4").

4.5. Projecting the sets Ky. We record the following useful lemma whose proof is a good
exercise in applying the definition of Hy ,.:

Lemma 4.40. Let B  R? be a disc of radius A € [0V<,1]. Then,
1m(B n Kp)|s 2 0%~ (3 (B n Ky), 0OekF. (4.41)

Proof. Let 75 be a a minimal cover of B n Ky by d-tubes perpendicular to the projection
Tp, i.e. parallel to 7, ' {0}. Then evidently
[mo(B  Ko)ls 2 |Ts. (4.42)

We now claim that
(BAK)nT|sS(8),  TeTs (4.43)
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To see this, fix T' € Ta. Note that since 7" is a minimal cover of B n Ky, the tube T  contains
at least one point 2y € B n Ky, and by the definition of "Ky" we have

70 ¢ Hojoo(K,0,0,6V) = ¢ Hy(K,4(5)",[85,8A]).
Unwrapping the definitions even further,
|B(x0,80) N Kgs 0wy (o) }ss < 4(5)" (4.44)

Now, notice that since B is a disc of radius A containing =, we have B < B(zg,3A). If
the intersection (B n K) n T contained » (A/0)? points which are at least J-separated
(i.e. (4.43) failed), then a little argument using the triangle inequality would show that
the line 7, '{my(z9)} = T would intersect B(zo,8A) n Ks; in many more than (A/5)°
points which are 8j-separated. In other words, a failure of (4.43) lead to the failure of
(4.44). Thus (4.43) holds.

We have now shown that each intersection (B n K) n T, T' € T, can be covered by
< (A/5)7 discs of radius 4. It follows from the (¢, 6~9<())-regularity of y that

,U,(B N Kg) < Z ,u,((B N K) N T) ,S |7:;‘ . 5t—0g(6) (%)07

TeTs
and finally,
(4.42) o .
|mo(Kg N B)|s 2 |T5] =6 c(e)—t (%) 1(Kg  B).
This completes the proof of (4.41). O

The lower bound in Lemma 4.40 was based on the fact that K is disjoint from the set
Hyoc(. . .). In similar spirit, the fact that Ky is a subset of Hy (K, 677F¢ [6,1]) yields an
upper bound the d-covering number of 7 (Ky), as follows:

Lemma 4.45. Let 6 € E, let A € [6V, 1], and let T be a tube of width A parallel to 7, {0}
Then,

|mo(Kp A T)[5 S 6700¢ (877 (4.46)
In particular, |mo(Kg)|s < 6-9c(=C. 5ot

Proof. We may assume that Ky n T # (J, otherwise there is nothing to prove. Let 75 be a
minimal cover of Ky n T by d-tubes T' = T parallel to 7, 1£0}. It suffices to show that

T3] < 670 (5)77. (4.47)
To see this, fix T € Ts and 2 € Ky nT. Thus 2 € Hy(K,577¢,[4,1]), so
1B(2) n Ky oy H{mg(2)}s = mucp(a | [5,1]) = 677
Summing over the tubes T" € T, we infer that
|B(2) 0 K5 0 T|s 2 |Ts] - 677+, (4.48)
To find a useful upper bound for the left hand side, fix z¢ € Ky arbitrary, and recall that
o ¢ Hojoo(K,0,6,6V) =z ¢ Hp(K,4A77,[8A,8]),

or in other words
‘B(xo, 8) M KgA (@) 779_1{779(1'0)}|8A < 4A7°.
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This easily implies that B(2) n K n T can be covered by < A~ discs "B" of radius A.
Since |B n K|5 < 69 (A/8)! for each "B" by the (t,6~9¢(9))-regularity of 11, we obtain

(4.48) 5 o
756777 S [B2) n K5 nTls S 67 %OA7 - (3)".
Dividing by §=°*+¢ implies (4.47) and therefore (4.46). 0

4.6. Choosing a good A-tube. Recall the sets K defined at (4.38), which had measure
w(Ky) = 89 for all § € F by (4.39). Further, recall that if I = D (E) is arbitrary, then
Erisa (A,s — ¢, A=9(9))-set (Proposition 4.17(a)). From pu(B(1)) < §¢ and Cauchy-
Schwarz, it easily follows that

Z WKy 0 Kgr) = 6%O|E A I,
0.0/cEnI

and in particular there exists 0y € E n I with the property

D1 Ky, 0 Kp) = 6%OIE AT
OeEnl

Further, from this inequality it follows that there exists a subset of the form E'n] < EnI
with |E' n I] = 69<)|E ~ I| such that u(Ky n Kg,) = 69¢() forall @ € E' ~ I. Since the
renormalisation F remains a non-empty (A, s — ¢, A~9%(<))-get, the difference between
E n I and E' n I will be irrelevant to us, and we simplify notation by assuming that

(Ko, 0 Kg) = 0%, geEnI (4.49)

The interval I € Da(FE) and the point §y € E n I will remain fixed for the remainder of
the proof. Since our problem is rotation-invariant, we may assume that 6, = (1,0), so the
projection 7y, (x,y) = x is the projection to the z-axis, and I is an arc of length A around
(1,0). For technical convenience, it will be useful to re-parametrise the projections 7,
6 € I, in the following standard way:

mo(z,y) =2 +0y, Oel=1[0,A]=1]0,82. (4.50)

So, when we apply the definition of K in the near future and write "7, *{my(z)}" we refer
precisely to the maps in (4.50). We abbreviate

Ky := Ky, and 7 :=my,,

so the lines 7~ !{n(z)}, z € R, are parallel to the y-axis. For ¢ € I, the lines 7, ' {my()}
make an angle < A with the y-axis.

The plan is, next, to investigate the intersection of K, with a "typical" vertical tube
T of width A. Roughly speaking, it turns out that the minimal cover of Ky n T with
A-discs consists of ~ A7 discs satisfying a o-dimensional non-concentration condition.
Once this has been verified, we (still roughly speaking) restrict attention to one of these
"typical" tubes T for the remainder of the argument.

Let Ba be a cover of B(1) n K with discs of radius A, satisfying |Ba| < A7)~ We
note that

D D mEonKgnB)= > u(Kon Kg) = 6% E AT (4.51)
O0cEnI BeEBA OcEnI
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A disc B € Ba is called light (denoted B € BlAight) if

1
|E N ]| Z IU(KQ e KG e B) < At+C<€,
OeEnT

where C¢ > 11is a constant to be determined momentarily. Observe that

D1 > u(Kon Ky B) < |Bal|E 0 I|AT%C < A% OB A ]
0cEnl Begllght

s in particular if BX™ := Ba \ BA2, then

(4.51)
> uEon Ko B) > (5O<(6> — ACONE AT = 6% E AT, (452)
OeEnI BEB}AG&V)/

assuming that the constant "C¢" in the definition of "lightness" was chosen five times
larger than the "O¢(¢€)" constants.
We make the following simple observation about the heavy discs:

1
(Ko n B) = Endl 1 w(Kon Ko B) = 6%OA BeBY™. (4.53)
OcEnI

Consequently, it follows from Lemma 4.40 (and /A = A) that

(B Ko)ls = 69<9A" Be By, (4.54)
Next, let 7 be a minimal cover of the heavy discs by disjoint A-tubes perpendicular to
0. In particular, every tube in 7a meets at least one disc in BAX*"Y. We claim that

|Ta| < AT (4.55)

Since each of the tubes T € TA meets at least one disc B € Bgeavy (and each of these discs
can meet at most 3 tubes), we deduce that

(4.54)
Im(Ko)ls = 69 TalATE

~

On the other hand, a special case of Lemma 4.45 states that |7(K)|s < 0 ¢ - 6°~%. The
upper bound (4.55) follows by combining these two inequalities (note that 6/A = A),
and choosing € = o0¢(1) so small that O¢(€) < ¢.

Next, for every T € Tx, write

B(T):= {BeBX*™ :BnT # &}
Since the union of the tubes in 7TA cover all the heavy discs, we have

Y KOngmB) S ) §0¢ ©1E ~ 1. (4.56)
TeTa 0eEnI BeB(T)

A tube T € Tx is called heavy if

D D, wmEonKgn B)=ATTMRIE AT, (4.57)
0eEnI BeB(T)
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where O (¢€) stands for a suitable constant of the form C¢e. The heavy tubes are denoted
TR With this notation,

> > Z w(Ko n Ko n B) < |Ta|- AT E A T

TeTr \,Theavy 0cEnl BeB(T

Combining this estimate with the upper bound |7a| < A°~!~3¢ established in (4.55), and
inspecting (4.56), we see that the sum over the light tubes is less than half the total value
of the sum in (4.56). As a consequence, the set of heavy tubes is non-empty. For the
remainder of the whole proof, we fix one heavy tube

Ty e T, (4.58)
We record that
We record the following consequence of Lemma 4.45:
Img(Kg n To)ls < 67O CAT < A=K geEnI. (4.59)

For the second inequality we took € > 0 so small depending on ¢ that O¢(¢) < (. Inequal-
ity (4.59) looks like an immediate consequence of (4.46) with A = 61/2, but the tube T
is not exactly parallel to 7, ' {0}. However, Ty is parallel to 7~ {0} = T {0}, and since
|0 — 0| < A, we have Ky n Ty < Ky n 2Ty, where Ty is a A-tube parallel to w;l{O}.
Thus, (4.59) follows from Lemma 4.45 applied to 27Ty.

We record a o-dimensional non-concentration condition for B(Ty):

Lemma 4.60. We have

IB(To) n B(z,R)| < (£)7,  zeR? Re[6VA1] (4.61)
Here B(Ty) n B(z,R) := {B € B(Ty) : B n B(z, R) # &}. In particular, |B(To)| < A™°.
Proof. To prove (4.61), fix z € R? and R € [§~ VA, 1], and let B € B(To) n B(z, R). Then

in particular B € Bzeavy, so B n Ky # & according to (4.53). Fix xg € B n K, and recall
that

2o ¢ Hpyoo(K,0,0,0V) = z9¢ Ho(K,4(%)7,[8A,8R)).
The implication is valid since A/R < §V¢, and 8R < 8. Now, by the definition of Hy, (.. .),
we deduce that
|B(%0,8R) n Kga 07 H{m(2)}|sa = mg,(z | [8A,8R]) <4 (&)7.
Note that B(z, R) < B(zo,8R) since xp € B and B n B(z, R) # J. Recalling that Ba is a
minimal cover of B(1) n K, the previous inequality even shows that
{BeBa:BnTynB(xR) 7} < (8), (4.62)
and this implies (4.61). O
By definition, the tube T, satisfies the lower bound (4.57). We claim that, as a conse-

quence, there exists a subset £’ n I ¢ E n I of cardinality |E’ n I| > A% |E n I| and such
that

Y wBaKynKg) = AT e Bl (4.63)
BeB(T)
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This is a straightforward consequence of (4.57), and the following inequality which is
based on Lemma 4.60 and the (¢, 6~9¢(9))-regularity of u:

D1 (B Kyn Kp) < |B(To)| - A0 S A0 ge Bl
BeB(T)

This shows that in order for (4.57) to be true, the inequality (4.63) must hold for all §
E' n I with |E' nI| = A%|E n I|. Now, as we have done many times before, we replace
E n I by E' n I without changing notation: the only property of E' n I we will need
eventually is that F isa (A, s — ¢, A~9))-set.! Thus, we assume in the sequel that

D wBAKynKg) = AT e Enl (4.64)
BeB(T)

4.7. The sets A and Ay. Let
A :=Ds(m(Ko n Tp)).
We record that
B 459y o
Al = [r(KonTo)ls < A : (4.65)
Fix § € E n I, and define the following subset Ay < A. We declare that I € Ay if I € A,
and
{BeB(To): 7 ')~ (B~ Ko Kp) # @} = A%, (4.66)
We claim that
| Ag| = AT, (4.67)

The proof is, once again, based on the fact that K lies in the complement of Hy, joc (. - .).
This is used via the following lemma:

Lemma 4.68. Let B € B(Ty). Then,
pw(m Y1)~ (B A Kp)) S A7 679 [ eDs(R). (4.69)

Proof. Fix I € Ds(R) and write T := 7~ 1(I). if T n (B n Ky) = &, there is nothing to
prove, so assume that there exists at least one point g € T'n (B n Kj). In particular,

x ¢ Hpproo(K,0,6,6V) = x0¢ Hp(K,4(2)7,[85,8A)),
or in other words
|B($0,8A) (@ K45 (@ 7T_1{7T($0)}|85 <4 (%)U ~ A_J,

using A = 62, Since 7 {n(x9)} < T and B — B(x,8A), this easily implies that
the intersection 7' n (B n Kj) can be covered by < A~ discs of radius d, and now the
inequality (4.69) follows from the (¢, § —0O¢ (E))—regularity of p. O

To proceed with the proof of (4.67), let Ty := {7 1(I) : I € A\ Ag}. Thus, the tubes
7 Y1), I € A\ Ay, can intersect B n Ko n Ky for at most < A~°+% different discs
B € B(Ty). Applying (4.69) for each of those discs individually leads to

Y oulr ) A (B Kon Ky) < A%, Te A\ A,
BEB(TQ)

IThis is weaker than the information so far that Erisa (A, s — ¢ A% (9)-set, but still good enough.
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assuming that O (¢) < (. Summing over I € A\ Ay, it follows that

(4.65)
DD um M) A (B Kon Ky)) < A ARG <0 AT (4.70)
Ie A\ Ay BeB(Ty)
On the other hand, the "full sum" over I € A has the lower bound

(4.64)
Z Z pw(r Y1) n (B n Ky n Ky)) = Z WBnKynKy) > Ao
IeA BEB(T()) BEB(To)

so by (4.70) the full sum cannot be dominated by part over I € A\ Ay. Consequently,

A< Y 3T (I (B 0 Ko 0 Kyp))
IeAg BeB(To)
(4.69) oo (0 6D , o
< Ag| - [B(To)| - A7 - 51700 < 4y - A720 . 58700
and therefore |Ay| = A1 as claimed in (4.67).

4.8. Violating the ABC sum-product conjecture. Let A be the right end-points of the
intervals in the collection A = Ds(w (Ko N Ty)). Therefore A is a é-separated subset of the
interval 7(Ty). This interval has length A, and there is no loss of generality in assuming
that

A< w(To) = [0,Al.

Next, we define the set "B" to consist of the y-coordinates of the centres of the discs in
B(Ty). Since Ty is a vertical tube of width A, and the discs in B(Ty) all intersect B(1),
there is no loss of generality in assuming that B is a A-separated subset of [0, 1]. More-
over, the "non-concentration” of the discs in B(T) recorded in Lemma 4.60 is inherited
by the set B. We claim the following corollary:

Corollary 4.71. The set B satisfies the following non-concentration condition if §,( > 0 are
sufficiently small:

|B A B(z,r)|a <" B|, zeR%relA, AV, (4.72)
Proof. To begin with, we observe that
|B| = |B(Tyo)| = A=7+% (4.73)

by (4.63) and the (t,5~9¢(<))-regularity of ;. Therefore, the non-concentration condition
recorded in Lemma 4.60 implies that

B B(z,r)a < (%) <AB|,  re[sVeal]
For r < AVS, we have A=6¢ < =6V Thus, the inequality (4.72) holds at least for
re[67VeA, AVC]. For r € [A, 6 V¢A], we can simply use the trivial estimate

4.73)
<

|B A B(z,r)|a Sr/A< 6V (VA << oY B

Since 7¢ < 64/C for ¢ > 0 small (as we assume), this proves (4.72). O
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In summary, A x B is a (0 x A)-separated product subset of [0, A] x [0, 1] with the
properties

(4.67) (4.65) (4.73)
ATTHEC A = JAl < AT and |B] = ATOF6C (4.74)

and such that B satisfies the (¢ —o.(1))-dimensional non-concentration condition recorded
in (4.72). For each 0 € E, we next proceed to define a substantial subset Gy = A x B with
a small mg-projection at scale §. The starting point is the interval collection 4y < A de-
fined at (4.66). Let Ay — A be the left end-points of the intervals in Ag. Then, for each
I € Ay, consider the subset By g = B defined by
Brg:={BeB(To): 7 '(I)n (B n Kon Kp) # T}

There is a 1-to-1 correspondence between the points x € Ag and I € Ay, so we may denote
Brg =: By g for v € Ag, and define

Go:={(z,y) :x € Agpand y € B, p}. (4.75)
By the defining property (4.66) of the family Ay, we have | B, g| > A=7"% for all z € Ay,
and therefore

(4.67)
Gol = D) |Bagl = AT AMAXB],  feEn (4.76)
Z'EAQ
On the other hand, it turns out that the my-projection of Gy is controlled by the my-
projection of Ky n Ty:

Lemma 4.77. We have

(4.59) (4.74)
70(Go)ls S Imo(Kp n To)ls < AT < A4, OeEnl (4.78)

Proof. Let (x,y) € Gy. This implies, by definition, thatz € I € Agand 7~ }(I) n (BN Kjp) #

& for some A-disc B € B(T() whose centre has second coordinate "y". In particular, there
exists a point (', 1) € 771(I) n Ky with the properties
|o' — 2| <6 and |y —y| <A.
Now, observe that
[mo(2,y) — mo(a, )| < 2" — 2| + 0]y —y| <20, OeEnI=En[0A]

In other words 7y(Gy) is contained in the (24)-neighbourhood of 7y(Ky n Ty), for every
8 € E n 1. This proves the lemma. O

This is nearly what we need in order to apply — or rather violate — the ABC sum-
product conjecture, Corollary 1.12. To make the conclusion of the argument precise, we
apply the dilation (z,y) — D(z,y) := (A~!z,y) to the set A x B, and also to the subsets
Gy. Then, writing A’ := A1 A, we find that A’ x B = D(A x B) is a A-separated product
set,and G, := D(Gy) = A’ x B is a subset satisfying |A’| = |A|, and

Gyl = D(Go)| 2 M4 B, GeEAL @79
Moreover,
ma-10(Gh) = {z + (A7 10)y : (z,y) € Gp}
=AY Az + 0y : (z,y) € Gy} = A 'my(Gy), e Enl.
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Since the renormalisation E; consists exactly of the points A710 with § € E n I, the
previous equation yields

A @78 o0
|7T.9(G9)‘A = ‘WA@(G@)L; < A |A ‘, 0e Er. (480)

Proposition 4.17(a) suggests that the renormalisation E; is a (A, s — ¢, A% (E))—set, but
keeping in mind the various refinements to £ n I, and in particular the latest one above
(4.64), the correct conclusion is that Eyisa (A, s — (, A*O(O)-set.

It is time to apply the ABC sum-product conjecture (Corollary 1.9) to the values

a:=t—oc+{, and fB:=o0— (o,

as announced at (4.11). We will apply the conjecture at the scale A. According to (4.74),
the sets A’ and B are A-separated sets satisfying |A’| < A~ and |B| > A, assuming
that ¢ > 0 was taken sufficiently smaller than (s = (y(s, 01, 02,t) > 0. Also, according to
(4.72), the set B satisfies a 3-dimensional non-concentration condition if 61/C < ¢y.> We
already noted above (4.11) that with this notation,

y=s—C >a—p

Moreover, the set Erisa (A, s—(, A0 )-set, or in other words the normalised counting
measure v = |E7|7HC| , satisfies the Frostman condition

v(B(z,1)) < A7) ps=¢, reSLA<r<l.

Consequently, if ¢ > 0 is small enough depending on ¢y and 79 = (s, 00,01,t) > 0,
namely the constant from (4.13), then v also satisfies

V(B(z,r)) < r* OWO < ps=C0, zeS,A<r<A™<AVE

In other words, v satisfies the hypothesis of Corollary 1.12, in the notation of (4.11). As a
final piece of information, recall that the sets G, c A’ x B defined above (4.79) (see also
(4.75)) satisty |Gy| = A™|A’||B|, assuming that 20¢ < 7.

Therefore, by Corollary 1.12, or more precisely (4.11), if § > 0 (hence A > 0) is suffi-
ciently small, there exists 6 € spt(r) = E; with the property

Imo(Go)la = AT A'].

However, this lower bound contradicts (4.80) if 9¢ < o = po(s, 00, 01, t). This completes
the proof of Proposition 3.13 — or at least the "conditional" part of it where o > (¢ — s)/2.

We leave the details of the "unconditional” part to the reader. As we discussed in Re-
mark 4.9, the parameters «, 3,y in the application of Theorem 1.14 (in place of Corollary
1.12) are exactly the same as above. The hypothesis 0 > (¢ — s)/(2 — s) guarantees that
the relation v > (o — 3)/(1 — ), necessary for the application of Theorem 1.14, is valid
with these choices.

2Since the current "¢" actually stands for 4/ in the original notation of (4.14), recall Notation 4.34, it
would be more accurate to require here that C'¢ V4 < (.
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