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ABSTRACT. Marstrand’s celebrated projection theorem gives the Hausdorff dimension of the
orthogonal projection of a Borel set in Euclidean space for almost all orthogonal projections.
It is straightforward to see that sets for which the Fourier and Hausdorff dimension coincide
have no exceptional projections, that is, all orthogonal projections satisfy the conclusion of
Marstrand’s theorem. With this in mind, one might believe that the Fourier dimension (or at
least, Fourier decay) could be used to give better estimates for the Hausdorff dimension of the
exceptional set in general. We obtain projection theorems and exceptional set estimates based
on the Fourier spectrum; a family of dimensions that interpolates between the Fourier and
Hausdorff dimensions. We apply these results to show that the Fourier spectrum can be used
to improve several results for the Hausdorff dimension in certain cases, such as Ren—Wang’s
sharp bound for the exceptional set in the plane, Peres—Schlag’s exceptional set bound and
Bourgain—Oberlin’s sharp 0-dimensional exceptional set estimate.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Orthogonal projections are among the most studied objects in Fractal Geometry. Although
Marstrand’s work in [Mar54] showed that the orthogonal projection of a Borel set is typically as
big as possible, there can be a large set of directions for which this does not hold. This immediately
gives rise to the problem of bounding from above the dimension of this set of exceptions. Since
early work of Kaufman [Kau68], a lot of work has been devoted to this topic. However, after
almost 60 years and in spite of recent and significant progress, the picture is far from being
complete. We refer the reader to [FFJ15, Mat14] for a more thorough presentation on the work
of Marstrand and its consequences in Fractal Geometry. A short summary of recent research will
be given in Section 2.1.

There are certain specific situations in which one can improve on Marstrand’s theorem. For
example, it is easy to see that there are no exceptional projections for Salem sets, that is, sets that
have the same Fourier and Hausdorff dimension. Given this observation, one might expect that
if the Fourier dimension of a set is positive, but not necessarily equal to its Hausdorff dimension,
one may be able to obtain improved estimates on the Hausdorff dimension of the exceptional set.
Indeed, the Fourier dimension does give an easy bound that improves results for general sets; see
the discussion at the start of Section 3.1 or, more concretely, Proposition 4.2 (set # = 0 and use
the bound dimy Py (X) > dimp Py (X)). However, we show in Proposition 3.2 that it does not
do more than that. Therefore, the Fourier dimension is perhaps too coarse to capture the full
power of Fourier decay in dealing with projections.

Instead of studying the exceptional set using the Fourier and Hausdorff dimensions in isola-
tion, we will benefit from the method of ‘dimension interpolation’, which is designed to extract
more nuanced information from a given set or measure by considering a parametrised family of
dimensions living between two dimensions of interest. In this case, the family of dimensions that
we will consider is the Fourier spectrum, introduced in [Fra22+], which continuously interpolates
between the Fourier and Hausdorff dimension.

We begin by analysing the well-studied case of the exceptional set for the Hausdorff dimen-
sion of projections, giving in Lemma 3.1 an example that establishes the (well-known folklore)
sharpness of the bound proven by Ren and Wang in [RW23+]. After studying the role of the
Fourier dimension and its limitations in this setting, in Sections 4 and 5 we obtain non-trivial
bounds for the Fourier spectrum of projections (Theorem 4.1 and Proposition 4.2) and give a
bound for the Hausdorff dimension of the exceptional set of directions for the Fourier spectrum
(Theorem 5.1). Despite the estimate from Theorem 5.1 not being sharp in general, we show in
Section 6 that it can be used to improve on sharp exceptional set estimates for the Hausdorff
dimension in certain cases: if the Fourier analytic information captured by the Fourier spectrum
is ‘strong enough’, then non-trivial improvements can be made to many exceptional set estimates,
see Proposition 4.3 and Corollary 6.2.

1.1. Notation. Throughout this paper we write A < B if there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that A< CB and A~ Bif A< B and B < A. If we wish to emphasise that the constant C'
depends on some parameter A we shall express it as A <y B or A =) B.

For a set X C RY, we shall write M(X) for the set of Borel measures y compactly supported
on X and such that 0 < p(X) < oc.

For integers 1 < k < d, we write G(d, k) for the Grassmannian manifold of k-dimensional
planes V C RY equipped with the invariant Borel probability measure Y4,k obtained from the
Haar measure on the topological group of rotations around the origin. We write Py : R — V
for the orthogonal projection onto V' € G(d, k), which we identify with R¥. Given a measure
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1€ M(RY), we will write puy for the push-forward measure under Py, ie. py(B) = u(P;'(B))
for Borel sets B C R¥. Given y € R¥ and V € G(d, k), we define 3, € R? by

{y}=Vnriy). (1.1)

We write dimy to denote the Hausdorfl dimension of a set or Borel measure and H® to denote
the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Hausdorff dimension and orthogonal projections. One of the most well-known and
influential results in Fractal Geometry is Marstrand’s projection theorem. This was proved in
the plane by Marstrand [Mar54] and in higher dimensions by Mattila [Mat75] and states that for
Borel sets X C R? and v, almost all V € G(d, k), dimy Py (X) = min{k, dimy X }.
Marstrand’s projection theorem motivated the study of the dimension of the set of projections
for which the conclusion does not hold: the set of exceptional projections. Kaufman [Kau68] ad-
dressed this question in the context of compact sets X C R?, and proved that for u € [0, dimyg X],

dimpg{V € G(2,1) : dimpg Py (X) < u} < u, (2.1)

which was proven to be sharp when v = dimyg X by Kaufman and Mattila in [KM75]. Kaufman’s
proof of (2.1) was generalised in [Mat15, Theorem 5.1] to show that if X C R? has dimyg X < 1
then for all u € [0, dimy X],

dlmH{V S G(d, 1) : dimy Pv(X) < u} <d—2+4u. (2.2)

Later, using different methods, Bourgain [Boul0, Theorem 4] and Oberlin [Obel2, Theorem 1.2]
proved that for Borel sets X C R?,

dimH{V S G(Q, 1) : dimy Pv(X) < dimy X/Z} =0, (2.3)
and Oberlin conjectured that if % < v < min{dimy X, 1}, then
dimg{V € G(2,1) : dimy Py (X) < u} < 2u — dimy X. (2.4)

Oberlin’s conjecture (2.4) was recently proved in a breakthrough paper of Ren and Wang [RW23+,
Theorem 1.2].

Most of these results have analogues to higher-dimensional projections onto planes V' € G(d, k)
for k > 2. For example, [Mat15, Corollary 5.12] generalised (2.2) to show that if dimyg X < k,
then for any u € [0, dimy X]

dimp{V € G(d, k) : dimyg Py (X) < u} < k(d —k —1) +u, (2.5)

which was shown in [KM75, Theorem 5] to be sharp when v = dimyg X < k. Peres and Schlag
[PS00, Proposition 6.1] gave the following upper bound for Borel sets X C R? without restrictions
on their Hausdorff dimension. For u € [0, k],

dimH{V € G(d, k’) : dimpyg Pv(X) < u} < k‘(d — k‘) + u — dimyg X. (2.6)

This generalised the result of Falconer [Fal82, Theorem 1 (i)] for u = 1 and is sharp for u = k as
shown in [Mat15, Example 5.13]. Note that Peres and Schlag’s bound is only better than (2.5)
when dimpg X > k. Although their bound is stated only for measures, for the same reason that
we give in the proof of Theorem 5.1, the result holds for sets.

Bourgain’s estimate (2.3) was generalised by He in [He20], which gives as a corollary [He20,
Corollary 3] that for Borel sets (or more generally, analytic) X C R? with dimyg X < d,

dimg{V € G(d, k) : dimyg Py (X) < kdimg X/d} < k(d — k) — 1.
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2.2. Dimension and Fourier transforms. Recall that Frostman’s lemma allows us to write
the Hausdorff dimension of a Borel set X in terms of the s-energy I of measures u € M(X),

I(y) = / & — 1™ du(z) du(y),

as
dimpg X =sup{s > 0:3Jpu € M(X) : I;(u) < co}.

When using this definition of the Hausdorff dimension, techniques are usually referred to as
potential-theoretic, see [Fal03] for more about Hausdorff dimension and energy integrals. In fact,
[Kau68] gave an elegant potential-theoretic proof of Marstrand’s theorem using arguments from
Fourier analysis.

Fourier transforms can also be used to represent energy integrals. If y is a finite Borel measure,
we define its Fourier transform by

i) = [ e du).
Using that the Fourier transform of |z|7% is, in the distributional sense, a constant multiple of
|z|*=¢, and Parseval’s theorem, the s-energy of u € M(R?), for s € (0,d), may be expressed as

1(1) ~a.s / ()22~ d.

Note that the s-energy can be interpreted as a Sobolev norm. Thus, having finite energy
gives information regarding the smoothness of the measure. This relation between the Hausdorff
dimension of sets and the Fourier transform of measures they support motivates the definition of
Fourier dimension of measures

dimp g =sup {s > 0: |fi(z)| < \z]_%},
and of Borel sets X C R4
dimp X = sup { min{dimp p,d} : p € M(X)}.

For a Borel set X C ]Rd, 0 < dimp X < dimg X < d and all of these inequalities can be
strict in any combination. Sets for which the Fourier and Hausdorff dimensions coincide are
called Salem sets. Constructing non-trivial deterministic Salem sets is challenging, but random
examples abound. The first construction of a Salem set was a random Cantor set in R of any
dimension between 0 and 1 given by Salem [Sal51]. Kaufman [Kau81] calculated the Fourier
dimension of a set defined by Jarnik in [Jar31], thus giving the first explicit construction of a
Salem set. To the best of our knowledge [FH23] is the only explicit example giving fractal Salem
sets in R? for d > 2. In the construction of [FH23] the general idea is to build a measure that
‘cannot see’ any arithmetic structure in the set. We refer the reader to [Haml7]| for a more
detailed summary of the history of Salem sets.

An important (and simple) observation is that for Salem sets, there are no exceptional direc-
tions for the projections, see the beginning of Section 3.1. In fact, one can say slightly more. If
X C R? is a Borel set with dimp X = t, then for all v < ¢,

dimg {V € G(d, k) : dimyg Py (X) < min{k,u}} = 0.

However, we show in Proposition 3.2 that nothing can be said for v > t using the Fourier
dimension alone.
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The definition of Hausdorff dimension for sets using energy integrals can be extended naturally
to measures, defining the Sobolev dimension of a measure u € M(R?) by

dimg p = sup {s eR: / |ﬁ(az)‘2laz\5—ddaz < oo}.
Rd

This concept goes back to Peres—Schlag [PS00]; see also [Mat15]. For any Borel measure p €
M(R?), 0 < dimp g < dimg g and dimy o > min{d, dimg p}. Contrary to what one might expect,
both the Fourier and Sobolev dimensions of measures may exceed the Hausdorff dimension of
the ambient space. Take as an example the Lebesgue measure restricted to [0, 1], £1|[0’1]. This

measure satisfies dimp El‘[o 0= dimg £1|[0 = 2 > dimg[0, 1].

2.3. Fourier spectrum. In [Fra22+], the first-named author defined the Fourier spectrum, a
family of dimensions lying between the Fourier and the Sobolev dimension of measures. For this,
he defined the (s,)-energies of a measure € M(R%), for # € (0,1] and s > 0, as

Toln) = ( /R d m(z)!%\zré—ddz)g,

Tso() = sup |f(z)||z]°.
z€R4

and for 8 = 0,

Then the Fourier spectrum of p at 0 is
dim? p = sup{s € R : J, (1) < o0},

and for each 8 € [0,1], dimpp < dim$p < dimgp, with equality on the left if § = 0 and
equality on the right if # = 1. As a function of 6, dim% y is continuous for 6 € (0,1] by [Fra22+,
Theorem 1.1] and, in addition, continuous at § = 0 provided u is compactly supported by [Fra224-,
Theorem 1.3].

For a Borel set X C R¢, the Fourier spectrum is
dim% X = sup { min{dim% i, d} : pu € M(X)}.

Then, for all # € [0,1], dimp X < dim% X < dimyg X, with equality on the left if § = 0 and
equality on the right if # = 1. Moreover, dim%X is continuous for all 8 € [0,1] by [Fra22+,
Theorem 1.5].

3. FOURIER DIMENSION AND EXCEPTIONAL SETS FOR THE HAUSDORFF DIMENSION

We begin by building an example to show the pointwise sharpness of the inequality (2.4) proven
in [RW23+, Theorem 1.2]. The construction, which was described to us by Tuomas Orponen, is
similar to the one given in [KM75], however, more care is required since there are more parameters
to look after.

Lemma 3.1. For all s € (0,1] and all u € (0,5s) there exists a compact set X, s C R? with
dimy X, s = s such that

dimp{V € G(2,1) : dimy Py (X, ) < u} = max{0, 2u — s}.
Proof. Let s € (0,1]. If u < s/2 then by (2.3) we know that the dimension of the exceptional set

is 0. Thus, we only consider the case u € [s/2,s). Let (7, )men be a rapidly increasing sequence
of positive integers; say nm+1 = ., and define the sets

A= {:17 € [0,1] : Ym € N, d(x,n,,"Z) < 77,711};
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B={z€(0,1]:VmeN, d(:n,n,;(s_“)Z) < ;
C={zel0,1] :Vm e N, d(z,n,*9)7) < n }
Here d(z,Y) = inf{lz — y| : y € Y}. By [Egg52, Theorem 10] these sets have dimg A =
u, dimp B = s — u and dimg C = 2u — s, and, since their Hausdorff and packing dimensions are
equal,
dimp (A x B) = dimyg A 4+ dimyg B = s.
By Marstrand’s theorem, since s < 1, then for v2; almost all V € G(2,1), dimyg Py (A x B) = s.
Also, dimp (A + ¢B) = 2u — s for all ¢ € C. To prove this, fix m € N and define the discrete sets
A ={n2: 2 €L}
By = {7z :2 €2}
O = {n; 292 2 € Z}.
(s—u)

The projection of a point of the form (n,"z1,Nm

nr_n(m_s)zg € C,, is, up to a constant scaling factor, of the form

(s—u

z9) € A, X B, onto a line with slope

(21, "™ 20) - (1,27 23) = mter + i (2023) = " (21 + 2223).

This implies that, for each m € N, the projections of A,, x B,, onto lines with slopes given by
C,, are contained in A,,.

Now, for each 77;1(2“_8)23 € Cp, consider the interval of length 27! around 77;1(21‘_8)23. The
union of these intervals constitutes a set of directions for which the projection of A x B has
dimension at most dimy A = u at scale n,,! (that is, the projection may be covered by a constant
times % many intervals of length 7,!). Intersecting these sets over all m € N we get the set
C. This shows that for the directions with slopes given by C, the Hausdorff dimension of the
projection of A x B is at most dimy A = u. It then follows that the exceptional set

{V € G(2,1) : dimyg Py (A x B) < u},
contains a copy of C. Thus,
dimpg{V € G(2,1) : dimg Py (A x B) < u} > dimyg C
=2u—s
= 2u — dimp (A4 x B).

Since the reverse inequality is true by [RW23+, Theorem 1.2], letting X, s = A X B we have the
desired result. O

3.1. Fourier dimension and orthogonal projections. Given a measure u € M(R?), an
integer 1 <k <dand V € G(d,k),

) = [ P dua) = [ dute) = ) (3.1)
R4 Rd

recalling the definition of yy from (1.1). Thus, for all V € G(d,k) and finite Borel measures,
dimp ¢ < dimp gy which implies that if X C R? is a Borel set, then for all V € G(d,k),
dimpg PV(X ) = dimp Py(X) > min{k,dimp X}. In particular, for Salem sets, there are no
exceptions to Marstrand’s theorem. We show in the following proposition that one cannot say
anything more than this using the Fourier dimension alone. That is, knowledge of the Fourier
dimension of X does not give any information about the dimension of the set of V' for which
dimp Py (X) < u as soon as u > dimp X.
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Proposition 3.2. For any s € (0,1] and t € (s/2,s) there exists a compact set X C R? with
dimpg X = s and dimp X =t such that for u <t,

dimH{V S G(Z, 1) : dimpyg Pv(X) < ’LL} =0,
and for u >t,
dimp{V € G(2,1) : dimyg Py (X) < u} > 2t — s.

That is, the dimension of the exceptional set has a jump discontinuity at dimg X from 0 to the
largest value it could possibly take according to (2.4).

Proof. Let s € (0,1], t € (s/2,5) and A == X; s C R? be as in Lemma 3.1, that is, A is compact,
dimp A = s, and

dimH{V S G(2, 1) : dimyg P\/(A) < t} =2t — s. (32)
Using [FH23], define a compact Salem set B C R? of dimension ¢ and assume that A and B are

disjoint. Clearly dimp A < ¢ (otherwise (3.2) could not hold) and so dimp(A U B) = t, and for
each u < t,

dimp{V € G(2,1) : dimp Py (AU B) < u} = 0.
Also,
dimg Py (A U B) = max { dimy Py (A), dimyg Py (B)},
and by the discussion at the beginning of Section 3.1, dimy Py (B) =t for all V € G(2,1). Then,
dimp{V € G(2,1) : dimpg Py (AU B) < t} = dimu{V € G(2,1) : dimg Py (4) <t} =2t —s
and therefore, if u > ¢,
dimp{V € G(2,1) : dimpg Py (AU B) < u} > 2t — s.
Letting X = AU B gives the result. O

This last proposition showed us that the Fourier dimension alone is perhaps not strong enough
to capture the effect that the decay of the Fourier transform of measures has on projections.
We will see later that the Fourier spectrum can say more, see Proposition 4.3, Theorem 5.1 and
Corollary 6.2.

4. PROJECTION THEOREMS FOR THE FOURIER SPECTRUM

Marstrand type theorems for other dimensions are well studied. For example, there are
Marstrand type theorems for the box and packing dimensions, where the dimension of the projec-
tion is almost surely constant. For a more detailed discussion of such results we refer the reader
to [FFJ15, Mat14] and the references therein. On the other hand, in the case of the Assouad
dimension, a surprising result holds: the Assouad dimension of orthogonal projections need not
be almost surely constant [FO17].

It is natural to try to answer these types of questions for the Fourier spectrum. A useful lower

bound can be obtained for almost all directions following Kaufman’s potential-theoretic proof of
Marstrand’s theorem, [Kau68].

RY be a Borel set and 1 < k < d be an inte-

Theorem 4.1. Let p € M(R?Y), X C
€ G(d,k), for all & € (0,1], dimbpy > dimép and

ger. Then, for ~gqi almost all
dim% Py (X) > min{k, dim% X}.
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Proof. First fix 6§ € (0,1]. Integrating the energies of the projected measure with respect to
planes in G(d, k), recalling (1.1) and (3.1), and applying Fubini’s theorem, gives

/ Teo (i) dya e (V / / | lylo " dy dya (V)
G(d,k) G(d,k) JRE

2
:// [7yv) |71yl o~F dya(V) dy
’E JG(d k)

Note that R? = R4=F+1 x RF=1 = (RS4F) x R¥~! where S9~* denotes the sphere in R+ +1
and R¥F+1 = RS¥F = {re: r € R, e € S%F} is the usual representation of R4~*+1 in spherical
coordinates. Fix y € R¥ and let 7, : G(d,k) — S4=F be defined by 7, (V) = e where e € S97F
is chosen such that yy = yw, for W, := {(re,v) : » € R,v € R¥"!} € G(d, k). Note that, for
almost all y € R¥, the choice of e is unique for all V € G(d, k) and so my is a well-defined Borel
measurable function almost surely. By O(d — k) rotational symmetry, the push-forward of g
by 7, (for almost all y) is simply 0%k the surface measure on the sphere S4*. Therefore, for
almost all y € R¥, by the disintegration theorem for measures, for each e € S4* there exists a

%% almost everywhere uniquely determined family of Borel probability measures {Vy.etecgik
on G(d, k) such that

m IWERE d—k
L P01 a0y = [ it it ) ),

)

Therefore, since yy = yw, only depends on e,

[ Aawl i+ ) = [ i)
G(d,k) Sd—k

)

2 s
"y|57F do? (e).

Thus, disintegrating Lebesgue measure on R? = (RS47F) x RF"! = U, ga W, using 0?* on

Se=k and H* on W, as dz ~ |y|9=* dHF (y) do? " (e), we get

/ Ts0(uv)V? dya i (V / / a(yw. )
G(d,k)
~ [ Rl ) dot )

~ J
== js,@(:u')l/e'

Then, if s < dim p, J, (1) < 00 and for v4y, almost all V € G(d, k), Js(1v) < 00. Therefore,
dim$ yy > s for vy almost all V' € G(d,k). This proves the statement for measures holds
pointwise, that is, for all § € (0,1] it holds for 4, almost all V' € G(d, k). However, since the
Fourier spectrum of a compactly supported measure is continuous, and thus determined on a
countable set, we can immediately upgrade this pointwise result such that for -, almost all
V € G(d, k) it holds simultaneously for all 6, as required.

The claim for sets follows immediately from the claim for measures. O

?ly|5* o (e) dy

z|9 4z

Recall that when 6 = 0 the result of the previous theorem holds for all V € G(d, k), and when
6 = 1 the reverse inequality for sets is valid for all V € G(d, k) due to the fact that projections
are Lipschitz maps.

The proof of Theorem 4.1 is rather simpler in the case k = 1 since then G(d, k) may be identified
with S41 and R? thus expressed in spherical coordinates as R? = RG(d,1). The complication
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for k > 2 arises because parametrising R? by points in G(d, k) x RF leads to ‘redundancy’ which
must then be integrated out. Setting 8 = 1 and recalling the simple fact that the Hausdorff
dimension cannot increase under orthogonal projections yields Marstrand’s projection theorem
for sets. To the best of our knowledge this is a new proof of Marstrand’s theorem in the case
k > 2; see [Mat15, proof of Theorem 4.1] for the § = k = 1 case, treated in the same (but simpler)
way.

From [CFdO24+, Proposition 4.2] we know that dlmF i < dimp g + df. Combining this with
the previous argument gives for all V' € G(d, k) and 6 € [0, 1],

dim% p < dimp p + df < dimp py + d6 < dimé gy + dé.
The following proposition shows that in fact, a stronger inequality holds.

Proposition 4.2. Let y € M(R?), X C R? be a Borel set, § € [0,1] and 1 < k < d an integer.
For all V € G(d, k), dim% py > dim% pu— (d — k)6 and dim% Py (X) > min{k, dim% X — (d — k)8}.

Proof. If & = 0 the result is trivial by the discussion at the beginning of Section 3.1. Let R be
larger than the diameter of the support of both p and py and 0 < o < 1/R. By [CFdO24+,
Theorem 3.1], we have for any s > 0 and 6 € (0, 1],

2 s
T’ =1+ Y |(2)]7)z
zeaZ4\{0}
Therefore, identifying V € G(d, k) with R¥ and applying [CFdOQ4+, Theorem 3.1] again,

o 2 s—(d—k)0
Too()? 21+ Z v (2)|7|2] @ ~ Ts—(d—k)o,0(11v) e

z€aZk\{0}
which proves the result.
The claim for sets follows immediately from the claim for measures. O

As an immediate consequence of the previous proposition, we get some new non-trivial infor-
mation about the exceptional set for Hausdorfl dimension.

Proposition 4.3. Let X C R? be Borel and 1 < k < d an integer. If u < SUPgelo,1] (dim% X —
(d—k)0), then
{V € G(d,k) : dimpg Py (X) < u} = @.

Proof. Since dim% Py (X) < dimy Py (X) for all 6 € [0, 1], then
{(V € G(d, k) : dimy Py (X) <u} C{V € G(d, k) : dim% Py (X) < u}.
Thus, the result follows from Proposition 4.2. O

With this, if X C R? is a Borel set such that for some § € [0,1], § < dim% X, we get
an improvement on the Bourgain—Oberlin bound (2.3) in the sense that the exceptional set is
empty, not just of Hausdorff dimension 0, once u is small enough. Furthermore, if for some
6 € [0,1], dlmHX +0< dlmF X, then we get an improved range in the Bourgain—Oberlin bound
(in addition to the upgrade from dimension 0 to empty). Given that for Borel sets in R
dim% X < min{dimp X + 20, dimyg X} by [CFdO24+, Proposition 4.2], this latter improvement

is only possible for dimTHX —dimp X <0 < dimTHX. In particular, we must have dimg X > 0 but,

if dimp X < %, then the improvement will not come from the Fourier dimension directly

and can only be achieved by the Fourier spectrum.
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Question 4.4. Is there a Marstrand theorem for the Fourier spectrum? More precisely, fix a
Borel set or finite Borel measure in R, an integer 1 < k < d and 0 € [0,1]: is it true that the
value of the Fourier spectrum at 0 of the projection onto V is the same for almost allV € G(d,k)?

An intriguing special case of this question concerns the Fourier dimension (that is, when 6 = 0)
and we are unaware of any progress on this front. On the other hand, for § = 1 we know the
answer to the question is yes for sets by Marstrand’s theorem and for measures p € M(R?)
with dimg p < k by [SY97, Theorem 2.7 (2)]. We note that if this ‘pointwise’ question could be
answered in the affirmative then, using continuity of the Fourier spectrum, the result could be
upgraded to hold almost surely, for all 8 € [0, 1] simultaneously.

5. EXCEPTIONAL SET ESTIMATES FOR THE FOURIER SPECTRUM

Recall Proposition 3.2, in which we showed that the Fourier dimension does not help improve
the bound of the exceptional set of projections for values v > dimg X. The following theorem
shows that the Fourier spectrum can do better. When 6 = 1 we recover the bound from [PS00,
Proposition 6.1], which also inspired our proof.

Theorem 5.1. Let u € M(R?), 0 € (0,1] and 1 < k < d be an integer. Then for all u >0

[e— ] 0
dimu{V € G(d, k) : dim% py < u} < max {0, k(d — k) + “({#} (5.1)
Furthermore, if X is a Borel set in R and 6 € (0,1], then for all u € [0, k],

— dim?
&mHHIGGW*ﬂ:ﬁm%H%X)<u}<nmx%xmd—k)+ﬁ_lgﬁzE}

Proof. The claim for sets follows from the statement for measures. To see this fix 8 € (0, 1], let
e>0and g € M(X) be such that dim% p > dim% X — . Since dim% Py (X) > min{k, dim% py }
and u < k, it follows that dimi‘; Py(X)<u= dimi‘; wy < u. Then,

dimp{V € G(d, k) : dim% Py (X) < u} < dimp{V € G(d, k) : dim% py < u}

~ dim?
<k(d—Fk)+ - —CTER d;mF“
—dim% X
= k(d— k) + = dln;F re

and letting € — 0 gives the result. We now proceed to prove the claim for measures, which follows
the general strategy of [PS00]; see also [Mat15].
Let Gyup = {V € G(d, k) : dim§ iy < u} and suppose (5.1) is false for some u > 0. Choose

7 > 0 such that k(d — k) + %52 u,0, for some s < dim% . First, observe that Gy, ¢
is a Borel set. Indeed,

G(d,k)\Gu,ez ﬂ U ﬂ {VGGdk) /|< |@(y)|3|y|"f—kdy<n}

€(0,1)NQ neNmeN

= 1 UM A

€€(0,1)NQ neN meN

and since, recalling (3.1), V — py(y) = f(yy) is continuous (since the Fourier transform of p
is continuous and yy depends continuously on V') the set A, ,, is open and thus G, ¢ is Borel.
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Therefore, by Frostman’s lemma there exists a measure v € M(Gy ) such that v(B(V,r)) < r"
for all V € G(d, k) and r > 0. We will show that

/ Tuolpy )2 (V) < oo, (5.2)
G(d,k)

and this will imply that J, o(uv)'/? < oo for v almost every V € G(d,k). Then v(G,g) = 0
which contradicts the fact that v € M(Gy).

We write S(R?) for the family of functions in the Schwartz class on R%, see [Mat15, Chapter 3].
Let ¢ € S(R?), such that ¢(x) = 1 in spt i1, where spt u denotes the (compact) support of . Then
1= pp and i = pp = Px[i. Moreover, § € S(R?), and for every N € N, |@(2)| Sp.v (1+]2])” N
Using Holder’s inequality with conjugate exponents 2/6 and 2/(2 — ), we obtain the following

estimate for z € R?.

|l7(z)\% < :/Rd \ﬁ(z—y)ﬁ(y”d@/f
_ :Ad\ﬁ<z—y>|\¢<y>!g|@< I dyf
B '</Rdm(z_y”i@(y)wy)g(/w\@(y)|dy>22]%

= [ 1=l gl ay ( [ lewlar)
Séd|ﬁ(z—y)\§\¢(y)|dy= (18]« [a17) =)

By (3.1), pv(y) = ii(yv), and so we have the following estimate:

/ o ()0 dv(V / /|Mv )2 ly[F* dy du(V)
G(d.k) G(d,k) JRF

= [ ) Pl g vy
G(d,k)

/R (]3] * \u! (yv)|y|7~* dy dv (V)

/Rk ( B - 2)[[AC=)]? d2> 5= dy du(V)
[/ . /R Plyv —2)[lyl 7" dy dv(V)
: /Rd ol [/G(d,k) /Rk (1 Jyv — =) [yl 7 * dy du(V')

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

—N, ju_ u _k)—d—7
Lo o O o =)l dyanv) g oo, (5.3

s
/dk

dz

dz.
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for all z € R? with |z| > 2 because then, since k(d — k) + “65 <,

G(d,k) e

2 S
< / ()| 24 dz
Rd

- js,@(:u‘)l/e < 00,

since s < dimi‘; . This establishes (5.2) and completes the proof.
To prove (5.3) note that from the definition of v we have for all r > 0 and z € RY,

o\ T (=) (d—k)
v({V € G(d, k) : d(z, V) <1}) S <m>

where here and in what follows, d(z,Y) = inf{|z — y| : y € Y'}. Fix z € R? with |2| > 2 and split
the integral into the dyadic annuli centred at z as follows:

/G(d k) /Rk (1 +lyv - z|)_N|y|%_k dy dv(V)

: o
/ /{<v,y>:yv—z<1/2} {50ty Va2 <y —21<2)

+ /]
Z {(Vy):29-1<|yy —2|<27}

{720:]z|<25+1}

(5.4)

where the sums are over integer j. For clarity, let us analyse each of the terms separately.

First term: In this case we have |y| ~ |z|, the inclusion
{Voy) s lyy — 2l < 1/2} S{(V,y) - d(2,V) < 1/2},
and the trivial estimate

/Rk (1+|yv—z|)_Ndy§1

which holds for N sufficiently large. These three things yield

// (1+ |y — 2) N |ylF " dydv(V)
(V)i —2]<1/2)

< Jofbt / / (11 lyy — =) dydu(V)
(Vid(z,V)<1/2} JRE

Slzle vV d(2,V) < 1/2})
< |Z|——k 7+(k—1)(d—k)

— || BHR(d—R)—d— (5.5)

by (5.4).
Second term: Since |yy — z| < |2]/2, we again have |y| ~ |z|. Then

// . (1t lyy =)yl dy v (V)
{(Viy):2i-1<|yy —2|<27}

{5>0:]z|>29+1}
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Slele > 2—3'N// dy dv(V)
{(Viy):29 =1 <[y —2[<27}

{j>0:]2|>29+1}

Slele™t > 27N ({V 1 d(2, V) < 27})
{520:]2[>29+1}
5 ’Z‘ 4 —k—1+(k—1)(d—k) Z 2j(k+T—(k—1)(d—k)—N) (by (54))
j=0
5 ’Z‘%‘Fk(d—k)—d—ﬂ' (56)
provided N > k+7—(k—1)(d—k) =d+7—k(d— k).
Third term: Using that, for each relevant j, |y| < 27 + |z| < 3-27 and v(G(d, k)) < 1,

—N u_
// , (U v —2l) "yl dy dv(V)
{(Viy):2i =1 <|yy —2|<23}

s > | 5 dy (V)
{(Vyy):2 1< |yy —2|<27}

{j>0)z] <2741}

s Dy, 2N / / ly| 5 dy du(V)
G(d,k) J{y:|y|<3-27}

{j>0)z] <2741}

< 9-iN / g% dy
Z {y:|y|<3-29}

{j>0:]2<27+1}
< E 93 (4-N)
{7>0:|2|<29 %1}

S lof o

{520:|2[<27 41}

< |z|%+k(d—k)—d—r (57)

provided N > max{d+7—k(d—k),u/6}. Combining (5.5), (5.6) and (5.7) we have the theorem.
O

6. APPLICATIONS

6.1. Dimension bounds for the set of projections with empty interior. Following [PS00,
Corollary 6.2], we use the previous exceptional set estimate to obtain results regarding the interior
of projections. Note first that if dim%X > 2k for some 6 € [0,1], then dimg X > 2k and by
[Mat15, Corollary 5.12 (d)], Py (X) has non-empty interior for 4 almost all V' € G(d, k).

Corollary 6.1. Let X C R? be a Borel set and 1 < k < d be an integer. If dim%X > 2k for
some 0 € (0,1], then

2k — dim§, X
dimp{V € G(d, k) : Py(X) has empty interior} < k(d — k) + inf 2k — dimp X

< k(d—k).
0€(0,1] 0 ( )

Proof. Fix 6 € (0,1], let £ > 0 and choose u € M(X) such that dim% p > dim% X — . We
will use the following inclusion of sets, which follows from the fact that if dim% wy > 2k, then
v € L2(R*) and so py is continuous and Py (X) has non-empty interior. Therefore,

{V € G(d, k) : Py(X) has empty interior} C {V € G(d, k) : py not continuous}
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C{V € G(d, k) : dimf py < 2k}
C{V € G(d, k) : dim% py < 2k + &}

Theorem 5.1 gives an upper bound for the dimension of the final set in this chain of inclusions
and therefore, since 0 € (0, 1] was arbitrary,

2 — dim?
dimp{V € G(d,k) : Py(X) has empty interior} < k(d — k) + , i?ofl} kte . dimp p
(0,

_ dim?
<k(d—Fk)+ inf 2k + 2e — dimp X
0€(0,1] 0

and letting € — 0 proves the result. O

6.2. Improvements on the sharp bounds. Let X C R? be a Borel set and p € M(R?). Since
for all # € [0,1], min{d, dim% ;} < dimpy p and dim% X < dimyg X, we can use Theorem 5.1 to
bound the exceptional set for the Hausdorff dimension. This corollary can be viewed as our main
result, even though Theorem 5.1 is stronger.

Corollary 6.2. Let u € M(R?), 0 € (0,1] and 1 < k < d be an integer. Then for all u € [0, k],
— dim?
dimp{V € G(d, k) : dimy py < u} < max {0, k(d - k) + . il(lofl] W}
(0,
Furthermore, if X is a Borel set in R and 6 € (0,1], then for all u € [0, k],

— 1 9
dimu {V € G(d, k) : dimy Py (X) < u} < max {0, k(d =)+ inf %}
€(0,

With the previous corollary in mind, and specialising only to the case of Borel sets X C R?,
we ask for conditions under which we are able to improve Ren—Wang’s inequality [RW23+,
Theorem 1.2]; recall (2.4). Indeed, this will happen for X C R? provided

.0
u — dimp X
0

for some 6 € (0, 1] and some u in the range % < u < min{dimyg X, 1}.

1+ < 2u — dimy X (6.1)

First consider the case when dimyp X < 1, see Figure 1: Left. Since dim% X < dimpg X, (6.1)
is only possible for 6 < % in which case we require
dimH X

2
This would then give improvements on (2.4) for u satisfying

impy X im§ X — 0(1 + dimyg X
dimy <u<min{d1mF 0(1 + dimpy X)

dim$ X > +6.

5 Y] ,dlmHX}.

Next consider the case when dimy X > 1, see Figure 1: Right. For 6§ < %, we (again) require
dimyg X

dim% X > +6

and this gives improvements on (2.4) for u satisfying

dimp X dim% X — 0(1 + dimy X) .
2 1—26 T

<u<min{



Page 15

Fraser, de Orellana

On the other hand, for 6 > % we require

dim% X > 1+ 0(dimpg X — 1)

and this gives improvements on (2.4) for u satisfying

20 -1

Note that this interval will be empty if

holds for some 6 > % then it fails for 6 >

a different 6.

Curiously, for 6 = % we get improvement for all u as long as

dimH X

dimH X 7

dim% X >

2

dim;/ ’x >

FIGURE 1. In order to improve Ren—Wang’s exceptional set estimate for a Borel
set X C R?, we need the Fourier spectrum of X to intersect the shaded region.

0

dimpg X

dimy X

T2

{ 0(1 + dimyg X) — dim% X dimy X
max

5 +46.

1+ dimH X
5 .

dimyg X

1+dimy X
2

1 |

dimyg X

}<u<1.

However, since dim% X is continuous, non-decreasing and bounded above by dimy X, if (6.2)

(6.2)

, and we still get improvement on (2.4) by using

Left: when dimp X < 1. Right: when dimg X > 1.

It is easily seen in Figure 1 that if dimp X > dimyg X/2, then we get improvement on (2.4),
but we already knew this from the discussion in Section 3.1. However, what Figure 1 now reveals
is that this is not needed and, in fact, improvement can be gained for sets with small Fourier
dimension but large Fourier spectrum. Important to observe here is that the slope of the lines
bounding the shaded region is never more than 1, whereas the slope of the Fourier spectrum of a
subset of the plane can be as large as 2, see [CFdO24+] (that is, the Fourier spectrum can ‘catch

up’ even if the Fourier dimension is too small to give improvement by itself).

Another interesting feature of Figure 1 is that if dimy X < 1, then the Fourier spectrum can
only be used to improve (2.4) if § < dimg X/2 < 1/2 but if dimyg X > 1, then the whole range of
0 is potentially relevant. One reason for this could be that in the case dimy X < 1, the bound
given in Theorem 5.1 for # = 1 is not sharp, as was mentioned in Section 2.1. This is one of the
reasons why it would be interesting to obtain a Fourier spectrum analogue of the sharp bounds.
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By scrutinising the limit as § — 1 we get a useful corollary.

Corollary 6.3. Let X C R? be a Borel set with dimg X > 1 and

— dimpg X — dim% X
D =0_dim{ X|,_, = limsup i 1 elmF
0—1 -

be the upper left semi-derivative of dim% X atd=1. If D < dimyg X — 1, then there is necessarily
improvement on Ren—-Wang’s inequality (2.4).

For the higher-dimensional case, let X C R? be a Borel set and 1 < k < d be an integer. If
dimp X < k then we could use Theorem 5.1 with v = dimyg X to improve (2.5). For this we need
to have for some 6 € (0, 1],

dimy X — dim% X
0
However, this implies that we need 6(k — dimyg X) + dimg X < dim% X, which is not possible for

dimpg X < k.

If dimg X > k then by Theorem 5.1 with u = k, we may improve Peres—Schlag’s bound (2.6)
if for some 0 € (0, 1],

k(d — k) +

<k(d—k—1)+dimyg X.

k — dim% X
0
This is possible as long as k(1 — 6) + 6 dimg X < dim% X for some 6 € (0, 1].

k(d — k) + < k(d— k) + k — dimg X.

6.3. Continuity of the dimension of the exceptional set. Proposition 3.2 showed us that
for sets X, the dimension of the set of exceptional directions can be discontinuous at © = dimp X.
One of the questions which motivated our investigation in the first place was to determine con-
ditions under which continuity of the dimension of the set of exceptional directions could be
recovered at u = dimp X. We show in the following proposition that such a condition can be
given in terms of the Fourier spectrum. There is an analogous result for measures, which we leave
to the reader to formulate.

Proposition 6.4. Let X be a Borel set in R* and let

dim% X — dimp X
— i 0 SR I F F
D = 0, dimp X‘e:o = hlérl_:élf 7

be the lower right semi-derivative of dim%X at 0 = 0. If D > k(d — k), then the function
u— dimg{V € G(d, k) : dimpg Py (X) < u} is continuous at v = dimp X.
Proof. Let € € (0,1) and consider u = dimp X + £2. Corollary 6.2 gives that

dimg {V € G(d, k) : dimy Py (X) < dimp X + %}

imp X + ¢2 — dim{ X
< max {0, k(d — k) + inf dimp X + & — dimy }
0e(0,1] 0

imp X — dimp X
émax{O,k(d—k)—i—E—dlmF dimp }

g
—0

as € — 0 provided D > k(d — k), which proves the desired continuity result. O
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We know by [CFdO24+, Proposition 4.2] that for any Borel set X C R?, 0, dim% X‘@:o <d.
Therefore, in order to establish continuity of the dimension of the exceptional set from Proposi-
tion 6.4, it is necessary to have k(d—k) < d. This is only true for the families G(d, 1), G(d,d—1),
and the special case G(4,2).

In Proposition 3.2 we built a non-Salem set X C R? for which the dimension of the exceptional
set was discontinuous at dimg X. However, like Salem sets, the set X satisfies 9.1 dim% X | g—o = 0-
To see this, recall that X was the union of a set A coming from Lemma 3.1 and a Salem set B.
With a little more work, one can show that dimp A < dimp B. Thus, there must exist A € (0,1)
such that dimé A = dimp B and then for all § < A, since X = AU B, dim% X = dim% B, which
gives 04 dim% X | g—o = 0. This raises the following question.

Question 6.5. Is 0, dimi‘; X ‘ o—o > 0 sufficient to guarantee continuity of the dimension of the
exceptional set at u = dimg X ? Or perhaps 8_+dim% X‘e:o > p for some p > 07 (We know from
the above that p = k(d — k) suffices.)
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