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SZEMEREDI-TROTTER BOUNDS FOR TUBES AND APPLICATIONS
CIPRIAN DEMETER AND HONG WANG

ABSTRACT. We prove sharp estimates for incidences involving planar tubes that satisfy
packing conditions. We apply them to improve the estimates for the Fourier transform of
fractal measures supported on planar curves.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a collection of § x 1 tubes in [0, 1]? we will denote by P,(T) (P>,(T)) the collection
of all §-squares in D5 = {[nd, (n+1)d] x [md, (m+1)d] : 0 < n,m < ' —1} that intersect

r (2 r) of the tubes.

Here is our main result. We refer the unfamiliar reader to Section [2] for terminology.

Theorem 1.1. Let s € (0,1/2]. Suppose A C S' is a (8, s)-set consisting of §-intervals
(arcs) with cardinality |A| ~ d=%. Suppose that for each 6-arc 6 € A there is a (0,1 — s)-set
To of 6-tubes in direction (normal to) 0, with |Ty| ~ 6717, Let T = UgenTy.

Then for each v > 0 there is C, > 0 such that for each 1 <1 < §7° we have

LITP
(L1) P, < Co

Theorem [[.T] can be seen as a tube analogue of the celebrated Szemerédi—Trotter Theorem
[17], which asserts that given a family £ of lines in the plane, the number |P,(L£)| of points

2 2
e @) Note that in our case ZI < %, since s < 1/2

that intersect r of these lines is O(5 .

and |T| ~ 6L

Let us draw a few comparisons with results in the literature. Inequality (I.I]) was proved
in [7] for well spaced collections consisting of ~ ¢! tubes. In particular, Theorem 1.1 in [7]
with W = 671/2 proves our Theorem [Tl when s = 1, in the particular case when both A
and each Ty are well spaced.

We remark that Theorem [[ T implies (in fact it is equivalent to) the incidence bound

(1.2) I(P,T)=H{(p.T) e PxT: pnT # 0} S (IPIIT)H??,

for arbitrary collections P C Ds. Without any requirement on 7, the best possible upper
bound is Z(P,T) < 6~ Y3(|P||T])¥3. See [5], Theorem 4.3 in [6], or Exercise 7.5 in [4] for
slightly different arguments.

Inequality (L.2) is known to hold when T is a (6, «)-set with cardinality ~ 6~ and P is a
(8, B)-set with cardinality ~ 6=, with o + 3 = 3. This is a particular case of Theorem 4.3
in [6]. When a = 1, this would require P to have essentially maximal cardinality 6 2.
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It is also worth comparing our result with Theorem 5.2 in [6]. A particular case of it
asserts that if 7 is a (4, 1)-set with cardinality ~ ¢! and if Py is a (4,1 — s, K)-Katz-Tao
set of d-squares intersecting 7', then, writing P = Urc7Pr,

(1.3) > 1Prl 5 (67 KIPIT)M,

TeT

It is easy to see that if 7 is as in Theorem [LT], then Pr := P.(T)NT is a (0,1 — s, 10%5;1)—
Katz-Tao set. Indeed, fix a ball B, of radius p, and estimate [Py N B,| by double counting

incidences between the squares in Pr and their associated bushes

APEOBIS /o) enfo)

0<n<1: dyadic

This is because
1. there are < (n/§)® directions of tubes T” € T intersecting T at angle ~ 7
2. each such 7" intersects T along ~ n~! many d-squares
3. for each direction there are < (pn/d)'~* tubes in this direction that intersect B,.

Thus (L3) gives
rPAT S (6 (rd®) I PATHIITI)Y?,
which may be written as

2
) 55 TE

3
This however falls short of proving (LL1]) by the factor 6—*.

Theorem [L.1] is sharp in a number of ways.

First, inequality (L)) is false when s > %, even when |?—f is replaced with T—f + @

Indeed, start with a (J,1 —s)-set P C Dj of squares intersecting [0, 1] x {0}, with cardinality
§°~1. Consider also an AD-regular set A as in Theorem [Tl By this we mean that each p-arc
centered at some 6 € A intersects ~ (p/d)® arcs in A. Finally, for each p € P, let 7, be the
collection of §-tubes passing through p, with one tube for each direction in A. The collection
T = UpepT, is as in Theorem [[LTl An easy computation shows that for each p € P and each

s+1 s

1 <7 <6 we have |P(T,)| ~ 6 1=5r=". Thus |P,(T)| = 62r~", and this is much

larger than 6273+ §~'r~! when s > 1/2 and r < §~*. Note also that ! =3 when s = 1.

Second, given (L1]), the index 1 — s for the dimension of |7y| cannot be replaced with any
other ¢. Indeed, if ¢ > 1 — s then we have the area estimate Y [T =0"""5">§2 A
random choice of T subject to the constraints in our theorem would lead to the (essentially
uniform) scenario where a large fraction of Dy is in P.(7T), with r & §~*. It is easy to see
that (L)) fails for such a configuration. On the other hand, (L.I]) shows that the number of
incidences between tubes in 7 and squares in Ds is dominated by

Z T < §-2t+s)
rz
r>1

Since there are ~ 6|7 incidences, we find that ¢ must be > 1 — s.

Third, it was pointed out to us by Joshua Zahl that Theorem [[L1] is false if 7 is only
assumed to be a (§,1)-set with cardinality ~ §~!, without our additional constraints on A
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and Ty. Let us consider the following train track-type of example. The set 7 will consist of
6~'/2 many bushes. Each bush contains ~ §~/2 tubes that intersect a horizontal segment
(rectangle) U of height § and length 6'/2. Consecutive segments U have the vertical separa-
tion 0'/2 between them. It is easy to see that this 7 is a (6, 1)-set. Each of the -squares lying
inside one of the segments U is in P,(7), with r ~ §~'/2. Since there are §~' such squares,
this violates (II). However, A fails to be a (6, 3)-set, as it consists of 6~'/? consecutive
d-intervals.

As an application of our theorem we prove the following result.

Theorem 1.2. Let T be the graph of a C* function v : [—1,1] — R satisfying the nonzero
curvature condition min_j<,<; [7"(x)] > 0. Let 0 < s < 3. Let pu be a Borel measure

supported on I' satisfying the Frostman condition

(1.4) w(B(y,r)) St

for each y € R? and each r > 0. Then for each ball Br C R? of radius R and each € > 0 we
have

(1.5) 172ll 20 5y Se RP>7EH.

It was conjectured in [I0] that the exponent of R should be 2 — 3s. In the same paper,
the exponent 2 — 2s is proved as a consequence of a sharp L* estimate. Also, an epsilon
improvement over 2 — 2s was achieved when I is the parabola. A similar improvement was
recovered by a different argument in [3], one that works for all T

Basic constructions discussed in [10] show that the exponent 2 — 3s is best possible in
(LH) for each s < %, while the exponent 1 — s is best possible in the range % <s<1. The
recent paper [13] proves the expected result with essentially sharp exponent 1 — s+ € in the
range s > %, when I' is the parabola. The case s < % is expected to be more difficult, as it
entails full square root cancellation.

For context, Theorem [[.2is of similar strength with following statement about the d-energy
of a finite d-separated set of points S C I'. This is also a consequence of our argument in
the last section.

Theorem 1.3. Let s < Assume that for each y € R? and each § <r <1 we have

1SN By, )| < (r/0).

1
5

Let
Eg’(;(S) = |{(Sl, .. .,SG) € 56 . |81 + 89 + S§3 — S4 — S5 — SG‘ 5 5}‘
Then .
E35(S) Se (07°)2Ta™.

1

7 is slightly worse than the one from the estimate

The exponent % +

E3(S) = [{(s1,---,56) € S°: s1+ 804 55 =84+ 55+ 56}| S |5|%>

proved in [I] for arbitrary finite subsets of the circle, and then in [2] for arbitrary finite
subsets of the parabola. In both cases, the sharp exponent is conjectured to be 3.

It is possible that a refinement of our argument would lead to the better exponents % +€
in Theorem and 2 —2s — 5 +¢ in (LE5). This is certainly true in the AD-regular case, see
Remark
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One of the main tools we will use in the proof of Theorem [I.1]is the following recent result
of Kevin Ren and the second author, that solves the Furstenberg set Conjecture.

Theorem 1.4 ([I4]). Let 0 < s < 1 and 0 < t < 2. Then for each n,m > 0 there exists
5(n,m,s,t) > 0 and €(n,n,s,t) > 0 with lim -0 e(n,m, s,t) = 0, such that the following
n—

holds.
Consider a pair (P,T) consisting of §-squares and d-tubes in [0,1]> with 6 < §(n,n, s, 1)
such that

(a) P is a (0,t,07")-set

(b) for each p € P there is a (0,s,0"™)-set T(p) C T of tubes intersecting p, with car-
dinality ~ M.
Then
s+

(1.6) || > min{t 255 Denmost) yr

The equivalent dual formulation (when 7; = 1) of this result assumes 7T is a (0,¢,6")-set
and each T' € T intersects all squares in some (9, s,0~")-set Py C P with cardinality M.
Note that this forces M = §~5*". Then

|73| z 5 min{t,sT“J}-‘re(n,s,t)M.

Our Theorem [IT] easily implies (a more general form of) this estimate in the case t = 1 and
% < s <1, when T has the special structure in Theorem [[.T] (with s replaced by 1 — s).

Corollary 1.5. Let >0 and let £ < s < 1. The following is true for § < 6(n).

Assume T = UpeaTs, where A is a (6,1 — s)-set with size ~ 6°71, and each Ty is a
(0, s5)-set of tubes in the direction 0, with size ~ 6—*. Consider also a set P such that each
T € T intersects at least M = 05" squares Pr C P. Note that we do not make any
non-concentration assumption on Pr.

Then

IP| > 6 1M,

s—1—2n¢

Proof. We double count the incidences. We have, with L ~ 2
M <I(P,T)S > r[PAT)NP
r: dyadic

= > P+ D P

r: dyadic >L r: dyadic <L

_ o2
Sor g + LIP|
r: dyadic >L
<6  log(6H L2 + LIP).

We have used Theorem [LLT] for the first term. Our choice of L (and small ¢) implies that the
second term must dominate, leading to
s+1

P| > 6 'M/L 26 = M.
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Strategy: In Section [2] we recall the essential concepts and basic tools we will employ
throughout the paper. Most of them were known in the form we present them. One example
is the multi-scale decomposition in Lemma [2.10, that produces both good and bad intervals.
However, we also prove a new version of it, Lemma 2.1 that delivers only good intervals.
This will be used in the form of Theorem 2.13

Section B presents a few probabilistic constructions that are used in Section M to prove
certain variants of Theorem [Tl They will in turn be used in the main argument in Section
3.

In Section [B] a version of the main theorem is analyzed in the simpler context when
the tubes intersecting the r-rich squares have certain regularity. It is this part only that
makes use of the estimate (I.6]) on the size of Furstenberg sets. Even in this special setting,
Theorem only delivers a dichotomy. In one case, it gives (a superficially stronger form
of) the desired Szemerédi—Trotter-type bound. The second possible scenario is the high
concentration of the rich squares at a certain scale A. In Section [l we use Fourier analysis
to show how this scenario leads to an abundance of tubes intersecting squares of a certain
scale larger than 9.

To make Theorem applicable, in Section [1 we use Lemma 2.T1] and a combinatorial
argument to create rich subcollections of two-ends tubes.

All these ingredients will be fed into the induction on scales argument presented in Section
[l Instead of using the full multi-scale decomposition, this latter argument relies on a two-
scale increment provided by Theorem 2.13] It is in this part of the argument that the novel
decomposition in Theorem 2.13] is proving to be crucial. Our main assumption s < % will
only be used in Step 3 of the argument in Section [§

In Section @ we combine the incidence bound in Theorem [I.1] with decoupling to prove
Theorem [L.2]

Most of the arguments are extremely delicate, as we need to keep track of various epsilons
and scales, and to sharply quantify losses in a way that makes induction on scales viable.

Notation: For positive quantities A, B, typically depending on the scale §, we write ei-
ther A < B or A = O(B) if there is a universal constant C' independent of the scale § such
that A < CB. The notation A ~ B means A < B < A.

We write o(1) for a not necessarily positive quantity (e.g. €'/2, —100¢) that goes to zero,
as € goes to zero. In particular O(e) implies o.(1), but not vice-versa. Whenever we use
0c(1), it will mean that the sign of this quantity is irrelevant.

We write A ~ B§o<W) if

A/B,BJA < W,

with the implicit constants depending on €, but not on 9.
The symbol < will be reserved only to denote arbitrarily small 6~ losses, such as log(1/6)
losses.

o)

Acknowledgment. We are grateful to Tuomas Orponen and Joshua Zahl for helpful con-
versations.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

The reader may assume that all scales 8, p, etc are dyadic, meaning that they are in 27N,
Smaller d-squares are either inside or disjoint from a given larger p-square. We start by
reviewing standard concepts and terminology.

For a set A in a metric space, we denote by |A|, the smallest number of balls of radius p
needed to cover A. Typically for us, A will be a disjoint union of either j-intervals (in R or
S1), §-squares, or d-tubes, for some § < p. There is a map sending points to lines

(a,b) = {(x,y) : y=ax+0b}

that generates a metric on the space of lines. d-tubes are (length one segments of) images
of §-squares under this map. We denote by D the collection of §-tubes T'.

Due to the loose distinction between relations such as pNT # @) and p C CT (with
C = 0(1)), we will think of d-tubes as O(d)-neighborhoods (in the Euclidean metric) of unit
line segments.

If 7 are d-tubes, the quantity |7, is comparable with the cardinality of the smallest
family of p-tubes that covers all T € T.

In all these instances, if p = 4, then |A|s coincides with the cardinality |A| of A, understood
as a collection of intervals, squares, tubes. We will interchange the use of |Als and |A|
throughout the arguments.

Definition 2.1 ((4,s,C)-set ). For s € (0,d], a non-empty set A C R? with diameter <1
is called a (9, s)-set if
AN B(x,r)|; < Cré|Als, VreRLrels1].

Testing the inequality with r ~ 1 shows that C' = 1. When C' ~ 1, we simply call it a
(0, s)-set.

Definition 2.2 ((4, s, K)-Katz-Tao set). For s € (0,d], a non-empty set A C Re with
diameter < 1 is called a (0, s, K)-Katz-Tao set if

|AN B(z,7)|; < K(r/§)*, VYxeRYrcls1]

Testing the inequality with r ~ § shows that K 2> 1. It will always be implicitly assumed
that K = O(0°~%), as each set is trivially Katz-Tao with respect to any larger K.

Let 6 < p' < p. Given P C Ds we write P, = {p € D, : p contains some p € P}. Note
that Ps = P. Given p € D, we write

Pylpl ={p' € Py: p' Cp}
and simply
Plpl={peP: pCp}
Given T C D" we write 7? = {T € D% : T contains some T € T}. Given T € D
we write
TT)={T' eT”: T CT}
and simply
TIT|={TeT:TcCT}
One of the typical defects of d-sets is that they may have different concentrations inside
disjoint balls of a given radius. Another one is that, while it is not hard for a set S to be a
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(0,8,0(1))-set for s close enough to zero, the size of S may be much larger than §=°. The
next definition and Lemma 2.7 repair the first defect, and take a step towards fixing the
second one.

Definition 2.3 (Uniform sets). Given € > 0, let T. satisfy T 'log(2T.) = €. Given 0 <
§ < 27T pick the largest natural number m such that % log, 071 > 1T, and let T =T(,¢) =
Llog, 67! Note that T. <T < 2T., and 6 = 277

A set P C D is called e-uniform if for each p = 677, 0 < j < m and each p1,p2 € P,
we have that

[Ppa]l = [Plp2]|-

A set T C D& s called e-uniform if for each p = 697, 0 < j < m and each T1, Ty € T*
we have that

[ TITL]] = [T]T]|.

Given the correspondence between squares and tubes, the two definitions are in sync with
each other. We will typically formulate auxiliary results for squares, but they hold equally
well for tubes. A similar definition also holds for intervals on the real line, or on S*.

From now on, it will always be implicitly assume that ¢ is small enough, depending on
the context.

Lemma 2.4. Given ¢ > 0, there is C(e) > 0 such that the following holds. For each
e-uniform set P C Ds, each d < p <1, and for each p1,p2 € P, we have that

C(e) PPl < [Plpa]l < C(e)[P[pa]|-

Proof. For each 2777 < p < 27U=1T we use the fact that each p-square contains at most
22T many 2/T-squares. Thus the inequalities are satisfied with the constant 227. We take
C(e) = 2%7<_ since this only depends on e.

[

Remark 2.5. Lemma ([24]) shows that each e-uniform set is also an approximate e-uniform
set. By this we mean that the equality in Definition [2.3 is replaced with a double inequality
involving a constant C'(e). We will apply this observation with v = v(e). What matters is
that C(e) = C(e 1 (v)) = O,(1), meaning that the constant only depends on v. All results
and arguments continue to hold for such an approrimate v(€)-uniform set, and the implicit
constants will carry further dependence on v(e).

Lemma 2.6. If P is an e-uniform (6, s,Cy)-set and 6 < p, then P, is a (p, s, C(e)Ch)-set.
Moreover, its cardinality satisfies |P,| = C7'p~*.
Proof. Let p < p' <1 and let p’ € P,. Let n’ be the average value of |P[p]| for p € P,[p'].
Then n/|P,[p']| < Ci|P|(p')°. Let n be the average value of |P[p]| for p € P,. Then
n|P,| = |P|. Uniformity implies that n < C(e)n’. The combination of these shows that
Po[p']] < C(e)CL[P,|(p)".

The inequality |P,| 2 C;'p~* follows since n < Cy|P|p®.

We also recall Lemma 2.15 in [12].

Lemma 2.7. Let € > 0 and 6 < d(¢). Then each set P C Ds has an e-uniform subset
containing at least a ~ 0°-fraction of the original set.
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Lemma 2.8. Each e-uniform (0,s,C)-set S C Ds with cardinality |S| 2 6~° can be parti-
tioned into ~. |S|6° sets S; which are (6, s,0.(C))-sets, each with cardinality ~. §°.

Proof. Recall that § = 271™ with T depending only on e.

Start testing from the bottom of the dyadic tree of scales. Let p; be the smallest scale
of the form 27" such that the number M; of squares in S inside a nonempty p;-square Q;
(this number is the same for all such Q) satisfies M; > C(p;/6)®. Create M,/(C(p1/0)*)
collections, each with C'(p;/d)® squares inside each ;.

Let po > p1 be the smallest scale of the form 27 such that the number M, of squares Q;
inside a nonempty po-square Qo satisfies My > C(pa/p1)°. Create Ms/(C(p2/p1)?) collections
of squares Y1, each with C'(py/p1)® such squares inside each Q5.

When this process stops, it produces scales pi,...,pr, numbers M;,..., M and sets
S1,...,Sr. Each set S; satisfies for each r > ¢

|S; N B(x,r)| S C(r/d)°.

There are L < T steps, and the size discrepancy at each step is at most a factor of 2. So all
sets S; have cardinality within a multiplicative factor of size O.(1).

It remains to prove that I <. |S|d%, since this will force each set to have cardinality 2> §—*
(thus in fact ~ 07%).

Note that (since C' > 1)
My-...- My

(p/6)*
The numerator is the number of §-squares inside a py-square. By hypothesis, this is < |S|p5.

OJ

I1<oT

Lemma 2.9. Lete > 0. Fach (6, s, K)-Katz-Tao set S can be partitioned into O(5¢log(1/9))
many e-uniform (6, s, K)-Katz-Tao sets.

Proof. Each subset of a (9, s, K)-Katz-Tao set inherits this property. Consider an e-uniform
subset S of S, with size 2 ¢S], cf. Lemma 2.7l Then consider an e-uniform subset Sy of
S\ S1, with size 2 €[S\ S1|. Repeat the process. Note that it takes at most n = O(6~°)
steps to achieve half size |S\ (S;1U...US,)| < |S|/2. We repeat this until the leftover has
size O(6¢). Each of the remaining s € S is a one-element uniform set.

U

We recall the following multi-scale decomposition, whose formulation has evolved in recent
years, see e.g. [15], [16] and [12].

Lemma 2.10. For every € > 0 there is 7 = 7(€) > 0 such that the following holds: for each
non-decreasing C-Lipschitz function f :[0,1] — [0,00) there is a partition
O:CL1<CL2<...<CLJ+1:1
and a sequence
O'1<O'2<...<O'J§C

such that
(i) for each j we have T < a1 — a;
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(ii) for each 1 < j; < jo < J we have
Jo
> oilaj—aj) > flaje) — flag,) —€
J=1
(iii) for each j we have
f(x) = flaj) + o(x — a;), a; <z < aju.
Proof. Items (i) and (iii) as well as (ii) for j; = 1, jo = J follow by combining Lemma 5.20
and 5.21 in [I6]. See also Lemma 2.10 in [I2]. The fact that (ii) holds for all jg, j; follows

from this and summation of (iii) (with z = a;41) over j.
0J

In previous literature Lemma was typically used to classify the intervals [a;, a;11] as
either “good” or “bad”. We will prove a more robust version of the previous lemma, which
guarantees all intervals are good. The key difference is that between (ii) in Lemma 210 and
the corresponding (Z.I0) in Lemma 2111 the latter being what defines an interval as being
good. This difference is very subtle, and can only be fully appreciated in the argument from
Section 8. More precisely, the (py/6)°(M-loss in ([858) is finely tuned into the induction
on scales. On the other hand, (ii) in Lemma would only produce the very harmful
(1/8)°<(M-loss. We mention that this refined version proved in the next lemma is only needed
once in our paper, in the afore-mentioned argument from Section 8l That proof requires the
first interval to be good. For the other two applications in Sections [B and [7, Lemma 2.10]
would suffice.

Lemma 2.11. For each small enough € > 0 we let

(2.7) € =€ .

Then for each non-decreasing 1-Lipschitz function f :[0,1] — [0, 1] there exists a partition
0=A1<Ay<...<Ar1 =1

and a sequence
0<t1<ta<... <t <1

such that and for each 1 <[ < L

(28) Al+1 — Al Z 606_1,

(2.9) flx) = f(A) +ti(x = Ay) = e(Arpn — Ar), A <o < A,
(2.10) f(Air) < F(A) + (6 + 3€) (A — A,

(2.11) t < f(1) — £(0) + e

Proof. Apply Lemma 210 to f with e replaced by €;. The lemma produces the numbers
0<a; <1land 0 <o¢; <1. Only (ii) and (iii) in the lemma will be used.

Write s = €k, 0 < k < ¢! — 1. Let I; be the union of the intervals [a;,a;1] with
oj € [sk,8k41). When k = ¢! — 1, we consider the closed interval o; € [sy, sk11]. Since
0j <oy foralll < j < J—1, I; is a union of consecutive intervals, and so it is either
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a nonempty interval, or the empty set. Also, {Ik};;lo_l form a partition of [0, 1], and I},
follows right after I.

Let kM) be the index that corresponds to the largest value |I|. Write I,o) = [a,b]. If
there are multiple choices, we choose an arbitrary one. We have |I1)| > €. In particular,
due to (2.7) we have

(2.12) |T)| > €oe™ "

Let Iy, = [ay, a;] be an interval on the left hand side of I,q) such that |Iy,| > €*|I,q)| and
1] < €|I| for each k < k < kM. Such an interval may not exist, in which case we let
ay = a; = a. But if it does, it is unique.

Similarly, we let Iy, = [a,a.] be an interval on the right hand side of I,q) such that
\I.| > |I,0)| and |Ii| < €2|I,w | for each kY < k < k,. If such an interval does not exist,
we let a,; = a,» = b.

We choose [a;, a,] to be the first interval in our partition of [0, 1], call it [A;,, Aj,+1]. We
assign it the value ¢, = s,1). Note that (2.8) is satisfied due to (Z.12)).

We claim that

(2.13) f@) > flaw) + spn (x — ai) — €lap — ary), a <z <ay
and
(214) f(arl) S f(alr) + (Sk(l) + 36)(CLN — alr).

We first prove (ZI3). Recall that [a;., a] is the union of (at most e7') intervals I, each
with length < €?|I,)|. Thus

(2.15) a— ay < €|llom| < elaq — ay).
Similarly,
(2.16) an — b <elay — ay).

Recall that s,y < 1. Thus, when x € (ay,, a], by monotonicity and (2.15)
f(x) > flan) > flan) + spo (v — ay) — €(an — az,).
When z € [a, a,], then due to Lemma 210 (iii) and (Z.I5)
f(x) = f(a) + spo(z —a)

> flay) + spw (x — a) + sy (a — ay) — e(ayy — ay)

= f(an) + sy (x — air) — e(an — ai).
Next we verify (2.14]). By first using the 1-Lipschitz property, then Lemma (ii) we find

flan) < f(b) + (an — ) <€+ flay)+ (sp0) +€)(b—ay) + (a —b).

Since (recall 2I6)) a,; — b < €(ay — a;,) and (recall (ZI2) eg < (b — a) < e(ay — a;,), we
have

f(CLTl) S f(CLlT) + (Sk(l) + 3€)<CLH — alT).
If a; > 0, we iterate the same process to merge Iy, := I with intervals [} on the left
hand side of I, that satisfy |Iy| < €?|I},|. Similarly, if a,.. < 1, we merge I}, := I, with
intervals on the right hand side of I, that satisfy |I;| < €2|I},|. This will produce the next
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two intervals [Ay,, A, +1], [Als, Ai;+1] in our partition. Recall that we have control over the
drop in size
Tk, | = €T | = €.

We iterate this process until we exhaust all intervals. We create the last interval of the
partition by using I,z). Note that |Iw)| > [I,0)|e2E™Y > €271 Since there are only e
intervals I to start with, we have that L < ¢!, When combined with (2.7)) this gives

|[k(L) | > 606_1.

As we have seen earlier, it is this inequality that allows for the verification of (2ZI4]) for
the last selected interval [A;, , A;,,,]. Our choice for small ¢, guarantees that this inequality
is preserved throughout the whole selection process. The key is that we knew a priori the
upper bound ¢! on the number of steps. Note also that (2.8) is immediate and (2.9) follows
as in the first step of the iteration.

Finally, the fact that ¢; is increasing follows from the fact that o; is increasing, while (2.11])
follows by summing (2.9) with = A;;; and using the fact that ¢; is the smallest among all
t;.

O

Definition 2.12. We define the branching function 5 : [0,m] — [0,m] of an e-uniform set
P of d-intervals with parameters T, m to be

, log, |P|a-s ,
ﬁ@):%, 0<j<m
forintegers, and then we interpolate linearly. A similar definition holds for tubes and squares.

This function is 1-Lipschitz.

The next theorem is one of the main novelties in our paper. It is a direct consequence of
Lemma 2.1T] applied to the branching function. Predecessors of this result have established
themselves as chief tools in fractal analysis. They essentially produce a sequence of scales § =
g4ttt > §4r > > §41 =1 such that, apart from negligible e-losses, the dyadic tree of each
uniform set S consists of O(1) many layers, each of which is a (rescaled) (6414t t;, O(1))-
set with cardinality ~ =40t This is almost as good as S being a (§,t, O(1))-set with
size ~ 0~ '. Such a set would only have one layer, L = 1, and ¢, = t.

Theorem 2.13 (Multi-scale decomposition with good intervals). For each small enough
e >0 we let

(2.17) €o = €

Then for each ey-uniform set S of d-intervals (or equivalently, 0-tubes intersecting a fized
d-square) there exists a partition

0:A1<A2<...<AL+1:1

-1

and a sequence
0<t1<ta<... <t <1
such that
(1) Ais1 — Ap > () := ege L,
<

. 1S Ay |
(i) 10g1 5 (=) < (4 3¢)(Arr — Ay,
544
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(iii) for each I € Sysa, the x5~ rescaled copy of Szar,, [1] is a (541741 ¢, O(§ A= A+)#(9)).
set with size in the interval

[O (W= A=)y O (stAi= A tite(9))]

(i) t1 <logy 5 |S| + €.
The non negative function @(€) satisfies lim,_,o ¢(€) = 0.

While we may take ¢(€) = 3¢, the exact value of ¢(€) will be irrelevant. The same applies
to ¢, whose only requirement is to be > 0. Calling these quantities ¢(€) and ¢ (€) will help
us distinguish their role in our later arguments. See for example (8.60]) and (8.61)).

There are similar versions of Lemma [2.11] and of Theorem 2.T3] for the branching functions
of higher dimensional collections, such as squares and tubes.

3. PROBABILISTIC ARGUMENTS

Katz-Tao sets may sometimes have too small of a size, that is not reflective of their
dimension. In this section we use random rigid motions to correct this deficit.

Lemma 3.1. Let S be an e-uniform (9, s, K)-Katz-Tao set of intervals in Ds. Let v > 0.

Then, for each § < d(e,v) there is T C [0,1) N 6Z with size N ~ % such that the set

A = UteT(t ‘I‘ S)
(a) has size K§7° 2 |Als 2 0 K§~*

(b) is a (6,8, O(Kd™"))-Katz-Tao set

(c) each d-interval is in at most = of the translatest + S, t € T.

Proof. As a result of Stirling’s formula, for each 1 < M < N

(3r) s Gt

We select a random set T" of N ~ % distinct translations. First, let us gauge the size
of the resulting set A. Fix a d-interval I5 = [nd, (n + 1)d]. The probability that a random
translate ¢ + S will contain I; is at most 6|S|s. The probability that at least 0~ translates

will contain I5 is at most

> (31) 0181 5 89 ma (eBlSlay,

M>§—v M
M>§-v

Since K < ¢! and N < 6!, this number is O(6~2+%"), and thus O(6'%), assuming 4 is
small enough.

It follows that the probability that at least 6~¥ of the N chosen translates will contain
some I5 is O(6”%). Equivalently, with probability 1 — O(6*?), the set T will satisfy

(31) I3 tivslloe <07

teT
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Then (a) follows by combining this with
ONISIs = 1> Lersll < 0] Alsl Y Tewslloo

teT teT

Note also that (c) follows from (BI8). For (b), it suffices to consider I, with length
p =297 > §. The set S may be covered with |S|, p-intervals, each containing |S|s/]S],
intervals I5. We have two possibilities.

1. If |S],p°07" > 1, then any choice of N translates will contribute at most

d-intervals to I,. Thus, the non-concentration condition is verified in this case, with proba-
bility 1.

2. Assume |S|,p°07" < 1. The probability that ¢ 4+ S intersects I, is at most p|S|,. If
it does intersect I,, it contributes at most |S|;/|S|, d-intervals. We have

IP(, contains > 0~ "K(p/d)" intervals from A) <
P(I,N(t+S)#0 for M > 5""K(p/)*|S|,/|S]s translates t).

Our non-concentration hypothesis together with the main assumption in this case implies
that
N > 5K (p/8)"1S1,/181s = 67",

The same computation shows M > §~". The fact that N is at least as large as the smallest
admissible N shows that the above probability is nonzero, so it demands an estimate. As
before, this probability is

N
< N3/2 max

—_pelS| )M
Mzafvmp/é)swsu/\sm(Mp 151,)

N M
S N3/2 A/g%z(u(ﬁpdsb)
,S 5—3/2(6p1—55v)6’“ < 5100’

when ¢ is small enough.
We only need to test (b) for (at most O(67')) intervals I,, with p of the form 2797, For
all other scales, the non-concentration inequality will be forced to hold with O.(1) losses.
We conclude that (a) and (b) can be simultaneously achieved, with probability very close
to 1.
[

Remark 3.2. Since (logd=")20"" > 57190 the factor 67V may be replaced with logd~" in
the previous lemma. This remains true for the applications of this result in this section and
the following one.

Corollary 3.3. Suppose A C S! is a (3, s, Ky)-Katz-Tao e-uniform set such that for each
d-arc 0 € A, there is a (5,1 — s, Ks)-Katz-Tao e-uniform set Ty of d-tubes in the direction 6.
Assume all |Tgls are comparable. Let T = UgeaTy.
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571K1K2
ITs

Let v > 0. Then there is a collection of N ~ rigid motions A; such that

Trew = Ui]ilAi(T>

is a collection of tubes (in the slightly larger set [—2,2]?) having the following structure: there
is a (0,8, 0(K107Y))-Katz-Tao set MAnew C S' with cardinality 0" K167° < [Apew| < K078
and for each 6-arc 0 € Ay, there is a (8,1 — s, O(K36™"))-Katz-Tao set Tgpew of tubes with
cardinality 6" K20° ™" < | Tonew| S Ka20°~1 such that

7;Lew = U %,new .

0€Anew

Moreover, each T' € Tpew appears in at most O(6~") many collections A;(T). All implicit
constants are allowed to depend on v, €.

Proof. This is a two-step procedure. First, we use (a close variant of) Lemma [B.] to find a
collection R of Ny ~ &K1 rotations, such that

A
Anew = U T(A)

reR

satisfies the desired properties. For 6’ € A, @ = 1(0) with § € A and r € R, we define Ty
to be r(Ty).

Second, we use again Lemma [B.I] to find Ny ~ % translates 1" such that for each
0" € Aew, the set

%’,new = UtET (t + 7;’)

satisfies the desired properties. The fact that we can realize this with the same T for each
0" € A,ew is due the high probabilities we have computed in the proof of the lemma.
The rigid motions A4; will be all possible combinations of rotations » € R followed by
translations t € T'. Note that N ~ Ny Ns.
O

We are now able to formulate a sharper version of Theorem [[.4] when it comes to the
dependence of € on 1. While this will not be needed in this paper, it may be useful in future
applications.

Theorem 3.4. Let 0 < s <1 and 0 <t < 2. Then for each vy,n; > 0 there is €1 (vy, m, S, t)
with limy, 0 €1(v1,m,s,t) = 0, such that the following holds for each n > 0 and each
(small enough) 0.

Consider a pair (P,T) consisting of 6-squares and -tubes in [0, 1])* such that

(a) P is a (0,t,077)-set

(b) for each p € P there is a (0,s,0"™)-set T(p) C T of tubes intersecting p, with car-
dinality ~ M.
Then for each vy > 0

s+t

7| > o~ min{t, 5= nter (vinsit) g r
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Proof. Let first Pyy,ir be a vi-uniform subset of P with [Pyui¢| 2 077 |P|. We apply (the two
dimensional version of) Lemma 3] to Pynis with K = [Puuif|6'07 """, Using a collection
T of N ~ §7 """ translates, we get a (0,t, O(K§ " ))-Katz-Tao set Ppew = User (t + Punif)
with
K& < | Prew| S K6

Note that these turn P, into a (8, ¢, 2**)-set. Note also that |Ppe,| S [Pld7770.

For each p € P,y lying in some translate ¢’ + Py, p =t + 1/, define T(p) =t' + T (p).
If there is more than one such pair (p/,t’), just pick any of them.

We apply Theorem [I.4] to this configuration to get

s+t

‘ U T(p>| Z §— min{t, 5= 1 +e(2v1,m,s.0) g r

pepnew

Note also that

U il U UE+T0))

PEPnew P E€Puyniy t'€T

=1Je+ J 70

t'eT p’E'Pum'f
< J 70l
plepunif
Combining these we conclude that

TIzl U Tz

p’E'Pu,,”'f

St te(2onmst) ) p

Our result is thus verified with e;(vy, m1, s,t) = €(2v1, 71, 8, 1) + V1. O

4. CONSEQUENCES OF THEOREM [1.1]

Let us write S7(0) for the smallest constant that satisfies the inequality
TP

(4.19) P(Tls < ST(0)~ 5~
for all A, 7,7 as in Theorem [[LTl Recall that we need to prove that ST (6) 5 1.

We will derive similar inequalities for collections of tubes that are slightly less structured
than those in Theorem [Tl These inequalities will be used for larger scales, in the final
argument. In this section we will not impose the restrictive assumption s < 1/2, as we only

compare, rather than explicitly estimate various upper bounds.

Proposition 4.1. Let s € (0,1). Suppose A C S' is a (0,s,1)-set such that for each 6-arc
0 € A, there is a (6,1 —s,1)-set Ty of 6-tubes in direction 0. We assume |Tg| are comparable.
Let T = UgepTg. Then for each r > 1
3
T
r

PHT) 5 ST()

Note that our bound 6|7 |3/r? is larger than | 7|>/r3, since the hypothesis forces |T] > §.
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Proof. Step 1. We assume both A and each 7y are n-uniform for some fixed . Apply Lemma
2.8 first to the direction set, then to each Tp to decompose T = UM T; such that each T; is
a set of tubes satisfying the assumption of Theorem [ and M ~ 5 |T].

By dyadic pigeonholing, there exists a number N < M and a subset P C P,.(T) such that
|P| 2 (log(1/6)~!P.(T)| and for each p € P there exist = N/log(1/d) sets T; such that
p € Pryn(T;). Apply double counting and Theorem [IT] as follows

PAT)| < [Pl log(1/6) S log(1/8)*N™" Y " [Pryn(To)]

i=1

M 5 5218
SSTO N <STO 3
MUl
ST(3)6" 5

Step 2. We prove the general case. For Ky, Ky > 1, let C(K, K3) be the smallest con-

stant such that
T
2T < i, Koo L
holds for each 7 as in our hypothesis, where K; = |A|50°, K5 ~ |Ty|s. Let us call such T a
(Kl, Kg) set.
We need to prove that C(K;, K2) 5 ST (6), with implicit constant independent of K, Ko.
We achieve this by proving a bootstrapping inequality.

Apply Lemma 2.9 to write each Ty as a union of O(§~%") p-uniform (4, 1 — s, K5)-Katz-Tao
sets Tp;. By allowing some of these sets to be empty, we split 7 into O(6~*"1log(1/4)) sets
7T; such that each 7; contains at most one Ty, for each 6 (by that we mean, it either contains
all tubes from some 7y, and no tubes from any other 7y, or it contains no tubes in the
direction 6). Moreover, we require that |7;| have similar size for all § contributing to 7;.
This is achieved by selecting sets Ty,; with size inside a fixed dyadic level.

For each 7; we call A; C A the corresponding set of contributing directions. We apply
Lemma again to partition each A; into O(6~?7) many n-uniform (4, s, K;)-Katz-Tao sets
A, x. Overall, we have a partition of 7 into O(6~>") such sets, and we call them 7. We split
indices [ into two categories: Lja4 Will be those [ for which | 77| > §°7|T|, where C} is a
large enough absolute constant to be chosen later. Also, we will call Ly,,.; those [ for which
[T < 6| T|. The starting point is the following inequality

(4.20) |PATH| <,y 0 5’7max\7?557,( Dl

We first evaluate |P,sn(T")| when | € Ligrge. We note that each such 7' falls into the
category analyzed in Step 1, modulo =" losses in constants. More precisely, we must have
|AY > 67| A| and |T}| 2 61| Tg| for each § € Al. This shows that Al is a (4, s,0~“1")-set,
and each 7} is a (6,1 — 5,0~ “"")-set. A small modification of the argument in Step 1 shows
that

113 3
(4.21) max [Py (T)] S ST(6)5" =" 7] <ST(6)51_CS77%.

l€Liarge (7’65")3 -
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Here (5 is an absolute constant, and C3 = Cy + 15.

Next we evaluate |P,.g5n (Tl )| when I € L. The previous argument is no longer efficient,
since the sets 7' are now much smaller than the original 7. To make them large enough, we
apply Corollary 3.3 to each 7*. This result provides N ~ 571‘7[21‘[{2 rigid motions {A;}}, and
aset T!, with size ~ 671K K, that satisfies the hypothesis of our corollary with §~"-losses.
In other words, 7.\, is a (K1079M K,§=90))-set. It is not difficult to prove that

C(K67°M K,679M)) < 60 (K, K»),

for some absolute constant Cj.
Note that the sets P; = P,g5n (A;(T?)) have the same cardinality as P,ss (T'), as they are
rigid motions of the latter. We use the fact that

N
NP (T =Y IPil = Y M#{q: qisin M sets P;}.
i=1

1<M<N

Since Corollary guarantees that each tube in 7, appears in at most O(67") of the
sets A;(T!), it follows that each ¢ that is in M sets P; is in fact in Pr(T<,), for some
Mr§® < L < Mréd. Tt follows that

Z M#{q: qisin M sets P;} < log(1/5)5_6" max £|73L(7;fw)|.

LzréSn 1T
1<M<N
Then

L , B |7~l |3
- < 1-Can " new
—PL(Thew)l S C(K1, K2)o Iz

51—(C4+12)17 (K1K26_1>3 '

r3

S C(Ky, Ks)
We conclude that

log(1/5)51_(04+18)" ‘7-|3
| <
e, 1P (TS CUGL Ka) =2 7

—C,— T)?
< C(K 1, K log(1/8)51H (= >u
We have used the fact that N > 6~ for each | € Lgna. At this point, we choose
C1 = Cy + 100.
Finally, we combine this inequality with (4.20)), (4.21]) and the definition of C'(K;, K3) to
get
C(Ky, Ks)

C(Ky, Ky) < Cp o OMST(6) + —

Since the argument works for all > 0, we conclude that C'(K;, Ks) S ST (0), as desired.
U

We next use the previous proposition to prove the following more general version. See
also Remark [£.3l
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Proposition 4.2. Let s € (0,1). Suppose A C S' is a (8, s, K1)-Katz-Tao set such that for
each 0-arc 0 € A, there is a (3,1 — s, Ky)-Katz-Tao set Ty of -tubes in direction 6. Let
T = UpenTy. Then for each r > 1

|P.(T)| £ ST (6)(K,1K5)*0

Note that when K, Ky ~ 1, this estimate is superficially weaker than |77]?/r3.

7]
r3’

Proof. To get a first glimpse into the numerology, we test the inequality with r ~ 1. In this
case the trivial bound |P,(7)| < 6717 | implies the desired estimate, since K;, Ky > 1.
The forthcoming argument recycles the elements of the proof of the previous Proposition.

Step 1. We first prove the result under the assumptions that A and each 7y are n-uniform,
and moreover, all |Ty| are comparable. Here 7 is arbitrarily small.

We apply Corollary B3l It provides N ~ 5*1|1%K2 rigid motions {A;}4, and a set T,cw

satisfying the assumptions of Proposition [4.1] with §~"-losses.
Note that the sets P; = P.(A;(T)) have the same cardinality as P,.(7T), as they are rigid
motions of the latter. We use the fact that

N
NI|P.(T)| :Z‘Pi| = Z M#{q: qisin M sets P;}.
i—1 1<M<N

Since Corollary guarantees that each tube in 7T,., appears in at most O(6~") of the
sets A;(T), it follows that each ¢ that is in M sets P; is in fact in Pr(Tpew), for some
Mré" < L S Mr. Tt follows that

Z M#{q: qisin M sets P;} <log(1/§)67" max —|73L( ew)|-

>ron T
1SM<N
Then by Proposition (4.1

L |7;ww|3 — |7;l€w|3
- < < 1-3n 1 new|
CPL(Toeu)| £ ST(O)5225 < ST(5)6" 0012
~1\3
< sT(g) o L0T)
T
We conclude that K513
PLT)| < ST() log(1/g)st- 20 )
N3
le\

~ ST(8)log(1/8)3™' (K Ka)* 5

Step 2. (the general case) Fix n > 0. Apply Lemma like in the proof of Corollary
A1) to partition 7 into O(6~57) sets T that fall into the category covered by Step 1. Using
Step 1, we conclude that

[ T1

73

P Sy 6 5”max\77r5m( TH| <,y ST(8) (K Ky)26~ 1700

The conclusion follows since 1 > 0 is arbitrary.
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Remark 4.3. The following general version of Proposition[{.1is an immediate consequence
of Proposition[[.3. Suppose A C S' is a (8, s,C1)-set such that for each d-arc 6 € A, there
is a (6,1 — s,Cy)-set Ty of 0-tubes in direction 6, with all |Tg| of similar size. Then for any
r>1
< 2 ‘T|3
|P(T)| = ST (9)(C1Cy) 57.

Indeed, apply Proposition[[.3 to T with K; = C15°%|A|, Ky = Co0"*|Tg|.
We close this section with one last result of the same type.

Proposition 4.4. Suppose A C S' is an n-uniform (8, s, C)-set with |A| ~ §~° and suppose
that for each 0-arc 6 € A there is a (6,1 — s,C)-set Ty of 0-tubes in direction 6 with |Ta| ~
7Y, Let T = UgenTy, so |T| ~ 671, Assume T is n-uniform.

Let pg > 6§, and consider the collection T of po-thickenings of T .

Then for anyr > 1,
[T

r3

Pe(T™)| = ST (po)po
The implicit constants will depend on C' and ).

Proof. Tt suffices to prove that the collection 770 satisfies the assumptions of Proposition [4.1]
with ¢ replaced with py.

First, by Lemma [2.6] the set A, is a (po, s, O(C))-set.

Second, we claim that for any pg-arc 7 € A, TP = {T,, € T : dir(T,,) = 7} is a
(po,1 —5,0(C))-set. Indeed, since T is uniform, the number N ={T'e€ T : T'C T, } is
roughly the same for each T,, € T?°. There are ~ #{6 C 7}6°"* tubes T' € T with direction
0 € 7. Bach of these T lies inside some T),, € 7. Thus, there are ~ +#{f C 7}6°7! fat
tubes in Tr0.

Similarly, for each § < A <1 there are < ~#{6 C 7}(6/A)*"" fat tubes T}, € T, inside
each A x 1-box in the direction 7. Combining these it follows that 7° is a (pg, 1 — s, O(C))-
set.

Third, since A is uniform, the number %#{9 C 71}0°7! is roughly the same for each
TEN,.

U

5. INCIDENCE RESULTS VIA FURSTENBERG SET ESTIMATES

In many of the forthcoming arguments we will consider collections of tubes T, squares P,
and subsets 7, C T with the property that pNT # (0 for each T' € T,. Typically, 7, may not
contain all 7' € T intersecting p. The incidences between P and T (relative to the family of
sets T,) are defined as

(P, T)={p,T)ePxT:TeT,}
We will often use double counting
ZP. =D |Tl =Y Hp: TeT}
pEP TeT

The key concept used in this section is that of two-ends. This is a rather weak form of
non-concentration. Here is how it plays into our argument. The main result in this section,
Theorem [5.3], will use the estimate (I.6]). The minimum there contains three terms. Working
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with two-ends tubes will narrow it down to two terms. Thus, Theorem will deliver a
dichotomy, rather than a trichotomy.

Definition 5.1 (Two-ends). Let T € D§“! and let Pr C Ds be a nonempty set of §-squares
intersecting T. We say that T is e-two-ends (with respect to Pr) if for each p € (,1) and
each ball B,,,

€ — 63
[Pr 0 B,ls S p°0~° | Prls.
Note that being e-two-ends implies that no 0°-segment of T contains the whole Pr. It also
implies that |Pr| 2 d~.
The two-ends condition will be used in our proof that Theorem [5.4] = Theorem [(.3], via
the following simple observation.

Lemma 5.2. Let P be a collection of §-squares. Assume T, is a (6, s)-set of tubes intersecting
a fized §-square p. Let Pr =T NP, the squares intersecting T. Assume there is T, C T,
with |T)| 2 6°©|T,| such that each T € T} is e-two-ends.
Then for each p 2 § we have
P, 2 5000,

Proof. Note that |T/| 2 6=+, Consider a collection of = p~*§°( directions that are
0~ ¢p-separated, such that there is T" € 7, pointing in each of these directions. For each such
tube, consider its segment that is = d“away from p. Our hypothesis forces each segment

to contain at least one square in P. The p-neighborhoods of these segments are pairwise
disjoint. n

Here is our main result in this section.

Theorem 5.3. Let e, > 0. Let Ps s be a set of 0-squares p. For each p € Pss, let T, be a
(0, s, 5°j(1))-set of tubes intersecting p, with |Ty| ~r.
Let T, C T, and write Pr ={p: T € T,}, T = U, T,. Assume

(5.22) T €T = T is e-two-ends with respect to Pr,

(5.23) ST 26 T,
p p

Then at least one of the following happens (these will be referred later as Item (1) and Item

(2)):

Item 1. o
|7D6 | < 5s+oe(1)+o,7(1) |T|
S~ 7«2 :

Item 2. There erists a scale A > 87V and a family of A-squares Ba C (Pss)a such that
these squares cover at least a 69+ -fraction of Ps, and

A 1/4
[Pss N Bal 2 ()7

Let us say a few words about the relevance of this result in the grand scheme of proving
Theorem [Tl Note that our hypothesis forces r $ 67°. So if Item (1) holds then we get
the upper bound |7]?/r® for |Ps|. This matches the one in Theorem [T However, for the
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typical square p € P,(7) in Theorem [[.T], the collection 7, of tubes intersecting p will not
be a (d,s,C)-set with small C, unless r ~ §~°. We will have to carefully manipulate the
collection T to make Theorem [5.3] applicable.

The application of Theorem will generate a dichotomy in our final argument based on
induction on scales. If Item (1) holds, it will lead to a more direct closing of the induction.
If Ttem (2) holds, we will use an elegant application of the high-low method.

We deduce Theorem from the following related result.

Theorem 5.4. Let T be a set of d-tubes in the plane. Let P denote an e-uniform set of
d-squares p such that for each p 2 6 we have

(5.24) Pl, 2 o,

Let T, C T be a (6,s,6%W)-set of tubes passing through p with |T,| ~ r6>W. We assume
each T, is e-uniform, with the same branching function (i.e. for each p = 2797 and each
T €77, |T,[T]| has a fived value N,, independent of p € P).

Then at least one of the following happens:

(1)
2
Pl < eren L

(2) there exists A > §'V¢ such that for each Ba € Pa

A 1/4
P Bl z (%)

For later use in the final induction on scales argument, we quantify explicitly the lower
bounds for A and |P N Bal|. The other o, (1) terms are irrelevant.

Proof. ( Theorem 5.4l = Theorem [(£.3])
There are two steps.

1. Uniformization: We reduce the theorem to proving it for e-uniform collections of tubes
and squares.

Write P = |P5,]. We call a square p incident to a tube T' € T if T € 7T,, or equivalently, if
p € Pr. Note that

|Z(Ps,s, T)| Z 6" Pr.

In the following we refine first 7, then Ps, by essentially preserving the incidences. It will
be important that the refinement of Ps, remains comparable in size.

Select a number ¢ and a subset 7' C T such that each T € T is incident to ~ ¢ squares
in Pss (thus |Pr| ~ t) and moreover, the number of incidences is essentially preserved

Tt ~ Z(Ps.s, T') 2 8"(log(1/8)) " Pr.

Note that the size of 7/ might be much smaller than the size of T, but this will only help
us with our final estimate.

Each p was initially incident to ~ r tubes. But since we trimmed the collection of tubes,
this is no longer the case. However, the following satisfactory substitute holds.
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Note that the subset P’ C Ps of those p that are incident to = §"(log(1/4))~'r tubes in
T’ satisfies |P’| = P§"(log(1/8))~t. This happens since

5"(log(1/8)) 2 Pr < T(Pss, T') = Z(P', T') + I(Pss \ P, T'),

Z(Pss \ P, T') < 6"(log(1/68))* Pr,
and thus

P'|lr 2 Z(P',T') = Pré"(log(1/5))~".
For each p € P" we write 7, for the collection of tubes in 7" that p is incident to. Then
7,1 2 6"(log(1/8))~"r.

Find a subset P” C P’ such that |P”| > P3O+ and for each p € P”, there is (cf.
Lemma 2.7) an-e>-uniform set 7T, uniy C T, with |Tpunis| 2 5€3|7;’| and with branching
function independent of p. Here is why this is possible. Each 7, ,,is is associated with a
string (N1, ..., Ny), with N; := |Tp unif|o-s7 satisfying N;1/N; = 2% for some nonnegative
integer ¢; < T. There are (O(T))™ < 0~ such strings. Pigeonhole to pick one that

represents many p. This gives a large subset P”. ,
Finally, find an e*-uniform subset P,y C P with size > P 7. Note that

T(Punis, T') 2 8NP iplr > 690 pr,

Note that for each p € Py, the collection T, .mis is a (8, 5, 5% Fon))_get with cardinality
o Do (1)

2. Covering number estimates. We prove that for each p = § we have

(5.25) | Punisl, = p260 W,

~

Recall that each 7' € T is incident to ~ t squares in cFPj,., so
Pr 2 I(Ps,, T') ~ [T'It.

Recall also that

L(Punig, T') 2, 6011 pr,
Thus,

I(Punif> T,) 2 |’7"|t50(63)+77‘
It follows that, for C; large enough, the number of tubes in the collection 7" C 7" that are
incident to > 091" squares in Punif i 2 |T’|5O(E3)+’7. For later use we record that

(5.26) Z(Punis, T") 2 |T’|t50(53)+"Pr > §OE)+2np,.

Note that for each 7" € T”, the squares in P, that are incident to 7' cannot all be
contained in a d°segment of T'. Indeed, T being two-ends with respect to Pr guarantees
that such a segment only contains < 8¢5t squares even from Pr. And if € is small enough
we have €2 — 5¢3 > (€.

Using (5.26) we get
S HT €T pOT 40} = T(Punis, T') 2 87 21Py.

pepunif
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It follows that there is p such that
{T eT": pNT #0}| 2 692,
The desired (5.25) now follows from Lemma

3. Conclusion: We write P = P,,ir. Remark implies that P is approximate e-uniform,

satisfies (5.20]) and
(5.27) |Pss| S 67 1|P].

Each Tynif, is approximate e-uniform and a (4, s, 6% +o1())_set. The value of r has decreased
by at most a factor of 6%(M+7. We now apply Theorem 5.4l to the collections P and 77. The
§"-losses in constants will only incur 6°™-losses in Item (1).

If Item (1) in that theorem holds, then when combined with (5.27) it immediately implies
(1) in Theorem B.3

Also, since P C Ps,, if Item (2) in Theorem [5.4] holds, then Item (2) in Theorem [5.3 must
also hold.

0]

Proof. (of Theorem [5.4] ) Recall the function ¢ from Theorem 213l We let v = v(e) > ¢
be such that 1(v) > /e and lim._,ov(e) = 0. Each e-uniform set will also be (approximate)
v-uniform, see Remark It will be useful to keep in mind that being o0,(1) is equivalent
with being o(1).

Apply (the two-dimensional version of) Theorem 213 to P and v (in place of €). Then,
using (0.24)), rearranging Theorem (ii) and since A; = 0 we get

Ag(tl - tg) + Ag(tz - tg) + ...+ Al(tl—l - tl) + tlAH-l 2 SAH-l + OU(l), 1 S l S L.
Since t; < t;4 this gives
ti i > sA + ¢y,
with ¢, = 0,(1).

A closer inspection of the proof of Theorem reveals that c, is negative, and this
requires some attention. We pick [y such that on the one hand A;, = 0,(1), and on the other
hand ¢, /A1 = 0,(1) for each [ > ly. All intervals [A;, Ajy1] with [ < Iy will be moved into
the “bad” category. Thus, the combined total length of all the bad intervals is still o,(1).
All intervals [A;, Aj1] with [ > Iy will be called “good”.

Our choice forces that for each [ > I,

(5.28) t > s+ 0,(1).

For each good interval we will get essentially sharp estimates. For the bad ones trivial
estimates will suffice, since their lengths add up to a negligible amount o,(1).

Case 1. When t;, > 2 — s + €'/4 + 3¢, this gives Item (2) with A = §4%. Indeed,
A5 = (1)) =40 > (1/8)¥™) > §Ve,
and, by Theorem [ZT3] (iii) with I replaced by Ba,

1/4

Ba 7P| 2 (A=At = (A/a)s=% > (A /82

If we are in Case 1, this is the end of the whole argument.
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Case 2. When
(5.29) tp <2— 54/t + 3e,
the only implication we use is that
(5.30) t1 <2—s+40,(1)

foreach 1 <[l < L.

We write p; for a generic square in Pgsa,. In particular, p4; is an alternative notation for
an arbitrary square p € P.

The following argument is applicable to each [. Let us explain the main step for [Ar, Ap.1].
Consider p;, € Psa,. For p € PN py, call U, the collection of § x §42-tube segments
U=Tnpg with T € 7,. Let also U[py] denote the collection of all these distinct segments
for p e pLNP.

By Lemma 28], U, is a (rescaled) (§4t+174L g §~Arri=AL)m) get with 1, = o.(1) = 0,(1).
The set p;, NP is a rescaled (§4L+174L ¢, ¢~ (Ari=4AL)n) set with 7 = 0,(1).

Using (5.28)) and (5.29) we find
3s+1 35+t
min( st S; L4 o0,(1).

To uniformize existing notation with the forthcoming one, we denote U[pr] by Tp, and
| Tplsars1-ar by My, .

By the Furstenberg set estimate Theorem [[.4] applied to (the rescaled version of) (pr N
P, Ty, ) we get

,S+tr,s+1)=

et ov@) te(ou(1),00 (1)ss,t1)) [

|7;L| Z 5~ (Ar+1=Ar)( by -

Let €(n,m1,s) = maxs<i<a—s €(n, M1, s,t). We have lim,, ,, 0 €(n,m,s) = 0, so in particular,
€(0u(1),0,(1),8) = 0,(1). Given (5.28)) and (5.30), we have e(n, m, s, ;) < é(n,n, s) for each
[ > ly. Recalling also that by (iii) of Theorem we have |py NP|s ~ §~(Arti=Ar)trrou (1)),
we conclude that

| To. |

#(Pre1 C pr) = [pr NP| S oA Alere)(C00)2,
A4bL

We repeat this argument for the next scale. We use [I1, Proposition 4.1], to cover the
d-tubes through each p;, C pz_; with M, | many 62 x §42-1-tube segments lying inside

pr—1. We write T,, , for the collection of all these tube segments. Applying the argument
from the first step to pr—1 € Pga,, and Ty we are led to

Tor s
M,

PL-1

L—-1?

#(pL C pL_l) < 5(AL—AL71)(S+OU(1))(

)2
We repeat this step, with the last inequality in the iteration being (recall that p; = [0, 1]?)

#(P2Cp1) S 6(A2—A1>(5+0v(1))(@)2_
A4b1

Proposition 5.2 [I1] explains how to efficiently use Proposition 4.1 from the same paper, in
a way that the product of these estimates is kept under control. The following is recorded
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in Proposition 3.8 of [14]
L
[[max 2ol < 71
1 P Mpl ~ r
with < hiding multiple logarithmic losses.
We have described what happens if all intervals are good. For the bad intervals, a trivial
inequality will hold, with the bound §(4:=4=1)% replaced by the crude estimate §~OAi=4i-1),

To.u |

#P Cpi-1) S 5_O(AZ_AZ’1)(M7)2-

Pi—1
The contribution from the bad intervals is thus §°°). Combining all these inequalities we
get

S10: T2
1P| = 15 #(p1 © pry) 5 6+ 1 TJ :

In addition to factors of the form §(Ar+1=40ov(M) incurred at each step [, that contribute a
total 6°(-loss, there are implicit constants hidden in the notation <, that are O(1). Recall
that L is independent of §, and only depends on v, so this contribution is O(1)F = O,(1) =

Oc(1). Finally, recall that o,(1) = o.(1).
0J

6. THE HIGH-LOW METHOD

The following result traces its origins to [7]. We will use it in the next section to perform
induction on scales, in the case when Item (2) in Theorem holds.

Lemma 6.1 (the high-low method). Let 8 > 0. Let T be a collection of §-tubes and let
ro > 1. Suppose [Py, (T)| = 67278 /ro. Then there exists a scale 1 > & > 6'=% such that
for at least half of the §-squares q (with center c;) in P, (T), the number of tubes in T that

intersect the ball B(cy, 0677) is =, r00/d, for each v > 0.

Proof. Our argument follows [7]. We fix a smooth, positive ¢ : R* — [0, 00) with ¢ > 1p01)
and with Fourier transform supported inside B(0,1). Let f = > ;.7 ¢r, where ¢p is the
affine rescaling of ¢ that satisfies ¢ > 17 and has Fourier support inside the 1 x ! rectangle
centered at the origin, dual to 7.

If || > 6~'ro, we are done by taking 0 = 1. So we may assume that |7] < 6~ 'ry. Assume
¢ is smooth and 1p¢5-1418/2) < ¢ < 1pas-1+6/2). Decompose f = " + f! into the high
frequency part f and low frequency part f! where f!:= (ﬁb)v. For each z, at least one of
the inequalities | f(z)] < 2|f"(z)| and |f(x)] < 2|f!(x)| will hold.

Assume the former holds for a subset of P,,(7) with at least half its measure. We show
below that this forces that

(0:31) REIP(TI S [ 1P £ 87917

However, this cannot hold because |P,,(T)| > 67277 /ro and |T| < 67! /ro.
To see the second inequality in (6.31]), partition S' into 5'=5-arcs. For each such arc,

consider a tiling of the plane with thin 5175 x 1 rectangles R, with the long side pointing in
the direction normal to the arc.
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Group the tubes in T according to which R they belong to. Write

¢ = (or)"
and [l =Y, p(or — &%) = fr — fh. It is easy to see that the functions f}; form an almost
orthogonal family, due to the combination of spatial and frequency localization.
Assume R contains Mg tubes. Note that Mp < 677, Each f is essentially supported in
(a slight enlargement of) R and
IfRlloc < Mrd™?.

Thus 6
IfRl5 < MASP|R| ~ MaS*T2,
and
>Rl S oi+s maxMRZMR < 55T
R
Also,

Z 1Y orls < ZMRH > orli ST

TCR TCR
Combining these two 1nequaht1es with almost orthogonality we find

P05 S D IR S DO IR+ D Izl < 67171,
R R R

We have learned that f(z) < 2f!(x) for z in a subset of P,,(7) with at least half its size.
It follows that for at least half of the squares ¢ we have

10 $6/6-#{T € T : TN B(cy, 067°) # B}

for 6 = 0'~2. This is because ||¢}|ls < 0/, and ¢ is negligible outside the 5% ~V-thickening
of T
U

7. TWO-ENDS REDUCTION

We start with some notation. Consider a collection 7, of d-tubes intersecting some p € Ds.
Given a scale 0 < p <1, we let p, be the dyadic square with side-length p containing p. We
introduce the collection of § x p-segments

U,(7,) ={U, =T Np,, for some T € T,}.
We will use that
(7.32) Us(To) = [T77] = | Tolsyp-
T

Assume 7, is uniform and assume T, C 7, satisfies |7, > C~7,|. Using (Z32) it is
immediate that

(7.33) Up(To)| Z CH U (T,)].
The implicit constant in the inequality 2 depends on the uniformity constants.

The following theorem shows how to find subcollections of tube segments that are two-
ends, see (.30) and preserve incidences, see (.37). Moreover, (38 guarantees that the
average number of incidences for tube segments is at least as large as the average for tubes.
The proof combines graph theory methods (Lemma 8.2 in [I§] and double counting for
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various subgraphs) with the decomposition in Lemma 2.TT], that will help us identify the
scale p. The reader eager to get to the main argument in Section [8 may skip this proof.

Theorem 7.1. Fixz ¢ > 0 small enough. Consider a collection P C Ds. For each p € P
we let T, be an e-uniform set of 0-tubes intersecting p. We assume all T, have the same
branching function. Assume

(7.34) DTz U T

peEP peEP

Then there 1s a scale

(7.35) slTe<p<i
such that the following holds. Call U, = U;(T,) and U; = Upepupp For each p € P there
is Us,, C U, with the following properties. For each Us € Us := UpepUs,, letting
PUﬁ = {p epP: Uﬁ - Z/_{@p},
we have
P
(7.36) Py, 0 Byl S (5 1Pyl 726
_ N
(7.37) D sl 2 (6/0)7 Y Wpsl:
peEP peEP
(738) 5o<(1) ZpG'P |7;7| < ZpG'P |uﬁ,p‘ .

[Uper Tol ~ 145l

Proof. Step 1. Uniformization.
Call T = UyepT,. For each T € T, define Y(T) :={p € P:T € T,}. Find an e*-uniform
subset Y/(T) C Y(T) such that [Y'(T)| = 6<'|Y(T)|. Let 7' C T be such that

(1) for each T € T', Y/'(T) has the same branching function, in particular the same size,
which in the future will be denoted by |Y'(T)|.

2) T YD) = Lper V()] 2 67P| - |T,.

Let G be the incidence graph between P and 7' defined as (p,T) € G iff p € Y'(T'). So
|G| ~ |T'||Y'(T)|. We apply Lemma 8.2 in [I8] to G and obtain a subgraph G’ C (P; xT1)NG
such that

(3) G 2 1G]

(4) for each p € Py, T, ={T" € T,NT1: (p,T') € G'} satisfies |7, > 19 Bl > 5T,

~Y

(5) foreach T € T1, Y'(T) ={p € Y(T)NP; : (p,T) € G'} satisfies |Y"(T)| 2
It follows that

(7.39) 1P| 2 6| P
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and
T2l 2 6T
Also, for each (p,T') € Py x Ty we have T' € T, iff p € Y"(T).

Step 2. The definition of p. Proof that p > 6.
Consider the branching function f of Y'(7'). Then using (2) followed by (7.34) we find

(7.40) OO = y!(T)| 2 %

Apply Lemma 217 to f to find a decomposition {[a;,a;+1]} of [0,1] and a sequence of
0; < 0j41 such that for each = € [a;, aj4]

> 564—25 > 5—5—54

(7.41) f(x) > f(aj) + oj(z — aj) — €' (a;41 — a;)
and
(7.42) flajz) < flay) + (05 + €') (a1 — a;).

Let b be the smallest a; such that o; > e. Such a b exists because of (7.42) and (40). It
is possible that b = 0, but this is harmless. We write p = d°.

To prove that p > §17¢ we use three things. On the one hand, (7.42)) and the definition of b
imply that f(b)—f(0) < b(e+€*). On the other hand, since f is 1-Lipschitz, f(1)—f(b) < 1—b.
When combined with (Z.40) we get

2¢e — e < (1) = f(0) <1 +ble+€*—1),
which gives 1 — b > ;=20 > ¢,
Step 3. The construction of 7Ty ,,.

For each U; € U;, define T (U;) as the collection of those T € Ty such that U; C T and
Us NY"(T) # 0. Also, for p € P, define a maximal subset 71, C 7, such that for each

TETfI/,ﬁ we have TN7T;, =TN7T, and

(7.43) TN, > 8Tl | Tol5)s
Note that, due to (4)
et — €4 €4
(T44) TN\ Til= Y ITNTI< Y ST Tl = 6T S 67T,
TeTy/N\T 1P TeT?/?

Step 4. The construction of Y;(7T)
For each T' € T; we prove the existence of Y1 (1) C Y”(T') such that for each U; € U; with
U; C T and U; NY1(T) # 0 we have

U nYA(T) ={peUs: T € Tip},

[Y'(T)s

(7.45) U NY1(T)| = 6° YD),
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and defining 7;(U;) as the set of those T' € T; such that U; C T and U; N Y1(T) # 0, then

(7.46) (U] = 8T (Up)]-

More precisely, for each U; C T € Ty, define Yo(U;,T) = {p € Y'(T)NU; : T € T1,}.
Define Yo(T') = Uy,crYo(Us, T), where the union is over all U; C T with |Yo(U;, T)| >
564;??;";. For each Uj, define T1(U;) as the set of those T' € 7Ty such that U; C T and
U, NYo(T) 7& 0. Define Y1(T') = Uy,crYo(Us, T'), where the union is over all U; C T with

ITL(U;)| > 6| T(Uj)|. Then Y;(T) and T (U,) satisfy all the requirements.
We prove that

o [Y'(T)]s
Y (T)l5

Y WUDNYUT) < [Pi]-67IT)) + ITal -6 YD)

TeT1

€ (T)‘(;
+0 Z|T |Y/( -

The three terms record the three sources of edge losses in the graph G’, whose size we recall
to be |G'| = > e [Y"(T)|. The first term comes from (.44), the second from (Z.45)), while
the third from (7.46]).

We next observe that each of the three terms is (see (5) for the ~)

S50 Y WD)~ 67 Y YT
TeTh TeT1
It suffices to check this for the last term. Indeed, note that

Z\T \—Z Soo=Y S =Y < Y V@),

TET: T€7—1 UﬁCT: T€7-1 T€7—1
U cT UﬁﬁY”(T);é(D
U; ﬁY”(T);é(D

Step 5. Definition of U;,. Verification of (.37).
Let 7/, ={T € Ti: p€ Y1(T)}. Then Step 4 shows that

DITLI= D M~ Y Y1)

pEP1 TeT TeT

Since the last term equals |G’| |G| > > ep, | Tpl; we find that

YITLIZ DT
pEP1 pEP1
It follows that there is P; C Py with |Pj| 2 |Py] such that |77 | 2 |7,| for each p e Py.
When combined with (Z.33]), this shows that for each p € P} we have |U;(T),)| 2 [Us,|
(recall our notation U, = Uz(T5)).
We let U, equal Us(T,,) if p € Py and U, = 0 if p € P\ Py. Using (Z.38) and (Z39),
the inequality (Z37) is now immediate, as |U;,,| is constant for p € P.

Step 6. Verification of ([.36]).
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Fix a segment U; € U, so Py, # (). That means that there is 7' € 7y such that U; C T
and U; NY1(T) # 0. Define Z(U;) = Urer; w,) (Y1(T) N Up). Note that Z(U;) = Py,. Let
X(Uz) ={(p,T) € Z(U;) x TL(Up) : p € Ya(T)}.
Then, by (Z.45)

X > Y ()N 2 6T OHO T (W),
T€7-1(U,3)

Since for each p € Z(U;) the number of T such that (p,T) € X(U;) is < |T, - |7;|g/1ﬁ, we
have

[ X(Us)] < [ZWUITp - | T35
Combining the upper and lower bounds we find

S+ T (U)
(7.47) IZ(U)] 2 -
Tl - | Tols5
For any ' = 6° < 6” and each square By, let
X'(Us) ={(p,T) € (T(Us) N By) x T(U;) : p € Y'(T')}.

Then
XU < Y Y(T)NByl < Y [Y(T)NBy| S 67O T ().
TeT(Up) TeT(Up)

Moreover, for each p € Z(U;) N By, by ([L43]), the number of T' € T (U;) such that p € Y"'(T')
is > 62| T, - |7;’|6_/1ﬁ' Therefore,

S+ f(e)—- |7'( )|

(7.48) IZ(U5) N By| <
v T, - |7B|5/,3

By (740)),(C47) and (748) we conclude that
Z(U;) N By| < 67O O (1)),
Recall that ¢ > b and that o; > € on [b1]. Combining this with (7.41]) it follows that
fle) = f(b) > €e(c—b) — €*. We thus have
(7.49) Z(U;) N By| S 8 T(U)] = 67> (/)1 Z(U)-
((C.36)) is now a consequence of this and (7.37).

Step 7. Verification of (7.38)).

By (7.42)) and our choice of b we infer that f(b) < b(e + €*). Thus, for each T € T,
1
(7.50) Y'(T Ns=46" o) < §- bletet) _ (5)54-54.

Fix any U; € U;. Then, as in Step 6, taking 5’ = p

T Ty 1Tyl S XU < T >\"Y'(< )>|‘.
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Since by (7.45)

« [Y'(T)]
I(U5)] > & ,
O =y,
we find that
(7.51) T 2 |l 1 T35

Another double counting shows that
Us| Join [T(U5)] < {(T Up) € Th % U+ Us CT and U NY(T) # 0} < [TH|[Y'(T)]5,
peUp

which when combined with (7Z.50) and (7.51]) shows that
¥ —4et—e
Ul Tol S Tl Tolaspd "
This gives (L38), as [Us | = |Tpls/5- O

8. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

The argument in this section will recycle ideas and estimates established earlier in the
paper. Parts of the presentation will be kept slightly less formal.

In order to simplify the iteration in Step 3 below, we will use the fact that ST (p) < ST (0)
if 6 < p. We sketch a heuristic argument for this. Fix r, and a configuration 7 (p) of p-tubes
T, as in Theorem [Tl We call A(p) C S! the associated collection of p-arcs. For each I € A(p)
we consider a (rescaled) (§/p, s)-set A; of d-intervals inside I, with cardinality (p/d)®. The
set A(0) = Urea(n)Ar is a (0, s)-set with cardinality ~ 07°. For each T, € T(p) in the
direction I and for each J € A; we consider a (rescaled) (6/p,1 — s)-set T (1}, J) of é-tubes
T in the direction J, lying inside T}, and with cardinality (p/d)'*. The union T of these
tubes satisfies the requirements of Theorem [L.I] at scale 6. Fix a p-square p, intersecting
some T),. Since T, contains ~ p/d tubes T" € T, the corresponding ¢ X p segments 7' N p,
have a total volume of ~ p?, comparable to the area of p,. A random choice of the tubes
T inside T, will allow us to assume that a large fraction of (the d-squares in) p, intersects
at least one such 7. Thus, for generic p, € P, (T (p)), a large fraction of its J-squares will
intersect ~ r, tubes T" € 7. This leads to
2 T 0>
|Pr, (T (p)I(p/0)” S [Prar, (T)] < ST(9) ~ 8T(9)

N (~1p)3 Ej
showing that [P, (T (p))| < S’T(é)%, as desired.
We need to verify that for each v > 0
(8.52) ST(6) Svd™.

To achieve this, we fix ry, 4 and an arbitrary collection 7 as in Theorem [T We aim to get
an upper bound for |P,,(7)|. There are several steps.

Step 1. Uniformization:

Fix € > 0. Let ¢y satisfy (2.17)).

We will assume 7 and A are ep-uniform. This will incur negligible §~©(<0)_losses. We will
shortly see that these are consistent with the bound (8.57) we aim to prove.
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By dropping to a 6% smaller collection of squares P C P,,(7), we may assume as before
(see the proof of Theorem [5.4] = Theorem [5.3]) that the set of tubes through each p € P
admit an ep-uniform set 7, with a universal branch function. By an additional refinement
we may also assume P is ep-uniform. In particular, call r the common values of |7,|. This
produces another affordable §~“-loss, this time in the value of rg. The best we can say is
that

(8.53) r 2 190,
Write P = |P|. Since ¢, is a function of €, all ey-uniform sets will also be approximate

e-uniform, see Remark All implicit constants will depend only on e.

Step 2: Scale inflation.
We apply Theorem to 7,. In this application of the theorem, we only need to work
with the interval [A;, A;]. The numbers A, and ¢; are independent of p. Recall that

Ay > etey, t1 < log1/57“ + €.
We write py = 642 and ¥(e) = e ey = €2 ~1. We have that

(8.54) 50 < (%)“ﬁ@.

Step 3: Induction on scales.
We will prove that

‘T|2C 1 5—1 O(1) )
= c(logd™") {(PO/)

+  max_ (6/8)*ST(0)}.

8(po/8)ce <6< po

P< (po/p)~2[ST (po)ST (p)]"/

% max
d<p<po

(8.55)

The two terms on the right-hand side trace their origins to the two items in Theorem [5.3]
The first comes from Item (1), the second from Item (2).
The absolute constants a,, b, ¢, satisfy lim._.ga.,b. = 0 and ¢, > 0. Moreover,

lim e(¢)

e—0 Ce

See (86I) and (874). When combined with (854), it shows that the §~°(©) losses are
negligible. More precisely,

=0.

5 .
5—0(60) ’S (5)06(1)’ whenever (S(po/(S)c6 5 0.

This together with the estimate |P,,(7)| < 69 P, (8E3) and (B.57) leads to

556) [Pro(T)] < %Ce(log 6~ (po/0)" max (po/ )" F ST (p0) ST (p)]"?
' b omax (5/8)"ST()).

8(po/6)ce 6<po
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The constant C., a, b. have changed slightly to incorporate the 6-°(0) loss, but their prop-
erties remain unchanged. The parameters pg,t; depend on 7, thus on 7y, but in a uniform
way. More precisely, using our chief assumption that s < %, we find that » < 672, and
thus ¢ < 1+ 0.(1) (cf. (iv) in Theorem ZI3). Since also po/d = -2 > 6% with ¢(e)
independent of r, inequality (856]) in fact gives the (rp-independent) inequality (with a new
a. that still goes to zero)

ST(8) < Ce(logd™")?™ max  {(po/0)*[ST (po)ST (8)]"*

po>81=v(©)
+  max_ (3/0)"ST(9)}.
(po/8)e SO<po
To streamline a bit the inequality, in the first line we have used that ST (p) < ST (0).

If the first line dominates, then we have ST (5) < (log =)W (py/8)>WST (py). Thus,
the above inequality can be rewritten as

ST(6) < Cc(logs™)°M max  {(po/8)*ST (po)

po>61=(e)

+  max_ (6/8)*ST(5)}.

d(po/d)e S6<po

Call d, = 1(€)ce > 0. Note that py/d,8/8 > 6%, The above inequality implies that for each
e and 9

(8.57) ST(6) < C. max (5/6)*ST(4),

5/5>5—de

for some e, — 0. The log terms have been absorbed into (8/8)%.

Note the delicate nature of this inequality. Tt contains no generic §°<(M_losses, only the
carefully calibrated term (§/6)%. This by itself is enough to conclude (8.52) via a bootstrap-
ping argument, as follows.

Let vg be the infimum of the following nonempty set (this is an interval)

{v>0:3C, <oosuch that ST(0) < C,6 " for each 6 < 1}.

Assume for contradiction that vy > 0. This allows us to pick e sufficiently small so that
ec < /2. Then we pick v larger than, but sufficiently close to vy, so that v(1 — %) < v,.

We use ST (0) < C,0~" in (8E7) with the e picked above and get
ST(8) < CCy(67 1) vmedt,

Since v — (v — e.)de < v(1 — %) < vy, this leads to a contradiction.

Step 4: Proof of (8.55]). This occupies the remainder of this section.

There are ~ §~42(1+0<W) tubes T € T/ C T%/%. We write T, N'T for the collection
T, T] of tubes T € T, lying inside T. Due to uniformity, |7, N T| is either zero or ~ 7. This
7 is independent of p, but whether |7, N T| is zero or ~ 7 depends on p (for each fixed T).
We have that

(8.58) F— |7;)P0/5| ~ (8] po)titee®
and |7, N'T| ~ 7 for ~ z of the tubes T € To/po,
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Throughout the argument we may afford (logd=)?) losses, denoted by the symbol <.
These will arise in a few places, due to pigeonholing and the application of the auxiliary
results from Section M (see also Remark [3.2]).

We tile each T € 7%/ with § x py-segments U having the same orientation as T. The
length pg of these segments is informed by the fact that for each maximal cluster of tubes
T C T intersecting a fixed square in the core %T of T, the intersection of the tubes in the
cluster is a ~ § X pp-segment.

For each p € P call U, = U,,,, the collection of all such segments containing p, one for

cach T € 7,7, Call U = Upepld,. Recall that
(8.59) \U,| ~ /T
We partition [0,1]* into squares p,, with side length po, and call U[p,,] (P[py,]) those
segments from U (squares in P) that lie inside p,,. Write
V _ Zpép[ppo} |Z/{p‘

o U]l

Recall the function ¢ from Theorem 2.13] and the function ¢ from (854]). We let h(e) be a
positive quantity converging to zero slowly enough as € — 0, such that

. ple)
(60 iy 7 =0
and
(8.61) we)

liy 27
We let Py be those p € P that lie inside a p,, with V,,, < (po/6)*". Then P, =P\ Pi.

Case 1. Estimates for |P].
Each U € U is contained inside at least 7 tubes T', coming from exactly one T € T/,
Observe that T[T], after parabolic rescaling by po/d, satisfies the assumption of Proposi-
tion .2 with scale § replaced by py and K, Ky < 1. This rescaling maps U to a po-square
and the collection T[T] to the collection of pg x 1 tubes Tes.(T). We find that

(8.62) [P (Trese(T))| = ST (po)pg " |Tg”6~

On the other hand, using (8.59) we find
r
(8.63) = Pil~ Yo Vi Ul < (00/8) D Y Pop(Trese(T))].

Voo S(po/8)2h (o) TeT9%/P0
Using (858), (B.62) and (R.63) we find after summation in T

"
Pyl & STUo0)og (o000 ]

2
~ ST(po) (2210 TE e 17~ 61

5 rr2’
P02 -10.(1) | T1
~ STyt I
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This verifies (8.53) in this case, as |P,.(T)| is dominated by the first term in (855]), with the
maximum evaluated at p = J. Indeed, this follows by taking the geometric average of the

estimate from above, with the trivial estimate P < ST(5)‘I—3‘2.

Case 2. Estimates for |Ps| .

Here is a brief overview of the argument in this case. We first pursue the two-ends reduction
from Section [7l This will create the first intermediate scale, called p. At this scale Theorem
becomes applicable. It leads to a dichotomy that we analyze in Case 2(a) and Case 2(b).
In the first case we get another intermediate scale A. The application of Lemma at scale
A creates the third intermediate scale §. It will be important to verify that all these scales
are quantitatively larger than the initial scale §.

Here are the details. We apply the following procedure to each p,, with V,, 2 (po/ §)2he),
We rescale p,, by 1/py and map it to [0,1]2. The segments U € U[p,,] will become dp, " x 1
tubes T. We apply Theorem [I1] to these tubes, and the collection of rescaled squares in
P[ps]. The scale § in Theorem [T is replaced with dp;*. The hypothesis (7.34)) is satisfied

with e replaced by h(e). Then Theorem [Tl delivers a scale p such that, according to (7.35]),

g 1—h(e)
)

Subject to a logarithmic loss we may and will assume that this scale is the same for each
Pp- When we rescale back, this scale becomes p := ppy. Note that

vV

F

P s (POyh(e)
(8.64) 5 > ( 5 ).
For each p € P, let U, , be the collection of all X p mini-segments U; containing p, one for
each T, € T,/”.

Partition p,, into p-squares p,. Since P is uniform, each p, intersecting P will contain
roughly the same number of squares P[p,| from P. For each such p,, we call U;[p,] =
Upep,U1,p- We apply Theorem to the xp~! rescaled version of p,. The scale ¢ there is
replaced with 0/p. The collections 7, in Theorem [5.3] are the rescaled copies of the mini-
segments U ,[p,]. The € in that theorem is replaced with € := h(e). Let us note the following.

e The two-ends hypothesis (5.22)) is satisfied due to (Z.34]).

e Due to (T.37), the hypothesis (5.23)) is satisfied with n = (€')?, for at least a (§/p)"
fraction of the squares p,. This is good enough for us, as each p, contains the same number
of p € Py, and we will see that (§/p)" is a negligible loss.

e U, can be identified with 7, /° Theorem (iii) together with Lemma imply that
its 1/p-rescaled copy is a (8/p, 1, (po/d)?))-set. Combining (8.60) and (8.64) we conclude
that this is a (§/p, t1, (p/6)°M))-set. Thus, it is also a (5/p, t1, (p/8)%V)-set.

o We let U [p,] be the subset of U [p,] obtained by rescaling back to p, the collection
U; provided by Theorem [[.1l Then (Z.38)) implies that for a 2 1 fraction of the contributing
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P, C Py, We have

Z €P[p,] |u1,p‘
(8.65) (6/p) IV, < =
’ U [P,

This is because the numerator on the right-hand side has the same value for all contributing

p, (since P is uniform).

Call P, gen, the collection of all p, with p, NP, # 0, that satisfy (5.23)) (after rescaling)
and (8.63). With another logarithmic loss, we may also assume that

(8.66) Lverlp) sl
|U1 [Pp”
for each p, € P, gen-
We have
(8.67) Pl £ (0/6) 37 [p, NP,
ppepp,gen

Theorem [5.3] provides a dichotomy for each p, € P, gen, and we split the analysis in two
subcases.

Case 2(a): Assume Item (2) of Theorem happens for at least half of p,. This means
that there is a scale

(8.68) S(EWVII <A <p

such that at least a (6/p)°™)_fraction Pa , , of P,Np, is covered by squares Bx satisfying
(8.69) [P, Bl 2 ()0

We have, using (8.GS)

(8.70) Pa,| 2 (5/8) VP2 1.

We now focus our analysis inside a fixed Ba, in preparation for the application of Lemma
6.1 There are r3 ~ |7;,6/ A| distinct 0 x A-segments that intersect each p € P’ N Ba. Recall
that 7,7/ is a (6/po, t1, (po/8)?@)-set. By Lemma rs 2 (6/p0)?9(5)". Using (BG4,
(B.69), then ([8.60) we find

_ele) s
(p0/6)79 < (A8 < (A/8)3hO*

and thus 75 > (A/8)1=2©""  When combined with (869) it shows that
Py Bal 2 (5200
~ T3 0

We may apply Lemma to the 1/A-rescaled copy of Ba, with § =
scale

(8.71) S(A/SPP<S<A

h(e)'/*. We find a

1
2
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such that for at least a half of p € P, N Ba, the heavy ball B(c,,d) (we ignore the extra
(A/6)Y in the definition of the radius, as it is negligible) intersects > r30/8 of the § x A-
segments. FEach of these segments intersects ~ r/r3 tubes T € T, since each p intersects ~ r
tubes in T' € T, and the tubes corresponding to distinct segments are themselves distinct.
We thus have

= r/ry X 7‘35/5 = 7‘5/5

tubes T € T intersecting B(c,, 9).

We summarize (8.64)), (8.68) and (8.7T])

(5.72) po/8 S (p/8)TT S (A6 < (3/8)7"

Recall T is (approximate) e-uniform. Let N = |T[T;]| be the number of tubes 7 inside a
nonempty T; € 7? (this number is roughly the same, within O,(1)-losses). Then the number
rof T; € T‘S that intersect such a heavy B(c,,d) is 2 % T5 . Also, there are ~ |T|/N thick
tubes T; € Te.

By Proposition [1.4] applied at scale & with r e ;,—‘2 we find that the number of essentially
distinct balls B(c,, d) is

s 513
< ST
~ (3 /NG

Since, trivially, each B(c,, ) contains at most (4/8)? d-squares, it follows that (recalling that
71567

~ sT@0/57 L1

< (6/0)°S 5/0 mg ~ s7(6) L
(8.73) [ UPaw,| £ (8/6)°ST(8)5(6/6)° T() - e
Pp
Also, combining this with (8&7), (870), and then with (872) we get
\7'| s

Pal 5 (o))" (AJOIVIOST () - % (3/0) ST ()=
From the three inequalities in (8.72) we deduce that
(8.74) 5/8 2 (po/6)3"

To summarize, if we are in Case 2(a), we get

e)7/4

|772\§(<§/5)b€ max 87'(5)—

~ M
528(po /6)ce s

for some b, — 0, as € — 0, and with ¢, = 1h(e)"/*. This verifies (855).

Case 2(b): Suppose Item (1) of Theorem [(.3] happens for at least half of (and we will
casually assume this holds for each) p, € P,gen. We no longer need to be precise with
quantifying the o.(1) exponents. As a general rule, (pg/8)%()-losses are acceptable in this
case.

We will derive two estimates for |Ps|, and then we derive an upper bound for W.

First estimate:
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Using (8.60), (8.66]) and (8.67) we get

r , . _ T
(8.75) \7)2‘? < (p/9) e(l)W‘u‘ < (p/9) é(l)Wpo IST(pO) ‘7:3|’
where the last estimate is as in Case 1. Thus
T
(5.76) [Pal £ ST () o/0) W5 L.

Second estimate:
We double count incidences between mini-segments Uy = Ug ep, ,..U1[P,] and the squares
in Up,ep, on P[Pp). Each p is incident to each Uy € U, .

Recall that |t ,| = |7;,6/ ?|, and this number is independent of p. Let 7, be such that
|Z/{17p| = r/fl.
It follows from (8.67) that
(8.77) Palr /71 < (po/0) DWW |Uy.

Recall our notation T[p] :={T € T : T Np # 0}. Subject to only a logarithmic loss, we
may assume |7 [p,]|, ~ r for each p, € P, 4en and some fixed r. More precisely, the value r
corresponds to a subcollection of P, 4e, that contains a logarithmic fraction of Ps.

By Proposition (.41
1T, |3

Ppgen| 5 ST (p)p

r3
We get that

3
(Do T,) € Prpon x TP+ T, Oy £ 0} S ST(D)ple ~ ST (p)pl i 1T
r? TR,

Let us explain the ~ from above. Recall we assumed T is uniform. The collection of tubes
T in T[p,] is the disjoint union of the tubes 7[T,| inside the ~ r fat tubes T, intersecting
p,- On the dual side (where uniformization is performed) the tubes in any given 7T )]
coincide with the d-squares inside a fixed p-square. Their number is either zero or |T|s/|T |,
Thus

I TTolls ~ x| T1s/IT1p-
We conclude that
T
879 (P T) € Pra T+ Ty # 0} £ ST(Ip 7 s
5

We now double count the intersections between the collection U, and the tubes in 7. Each
Uy € Uy must be in some U p, and thus it is contained in |7;|/|7;6/p| = 71 tubes T € T,.
Thus

" T3
T1|Z/{1| 5 |{(U1,T) € Z/{l x T : U1 C T}| é ST(p)p|7l[p|6]|2
Pl
This gives an upper bound for |I;|. Combining this with (877) we find
Wp [T
(879 Pl 5 (p0/0) 8T ()L AT

r TPl
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Taking the geometric average of [R.76] and [8.79 we find

(880) |7D2| é [ST(po)ST(/J)]l/2(/70/5)06(1)(p/PO)l/QWM;L[Ep]\({

Upper bound for W:
Since Item (1) of Theorem 5.3 holds for p, € P, e, We have

< t1+05(1)M

Then double counting incidences between squares and mini-segments shows that

(881) %% S (§)t1+05(1) |Z/{1 [13[)]‘ S (§)t1+05(1) ‘7'[:[)[)”(S
T T/ p r

The second inequality uses again the fact that each mini-segment is contained in at least

71 tubes T'. Tubes corresponding to distinct mini-segments lying inside p, must themselves

be distinct.

Combining (B.80) with (B3] we find

2
RS [ST(pO)ST(p)]lﬂﬂf(é)h(£)1/2+05(1)

r Fip’ Cpo
1/2 t1—2 0e(1) |T|2
S ST (po)ST (p)]=(po/p)" "2 (po/6)* " 5.

The last inequality is due to (858]). This verifies (8.53) in Case 2(b).

~

9. PROOF OF THEOREM

We will rely on the framework introduced in [3], which we briefly recall below.
Fix a smooth ¢ : R? — R satisfying 0 < ¢ < lpgq. Write ¢5(6) = 672(3) and
ts = i * 5. Then (LH) can be reformulated equivalently as

(9.82) Rl G mey Se B2

Since pq/r is supported on the 1/R-neighborhood of I', we partition this neighborhood
into essentially rectangular regions 6 with dimensions roughly R~/2 and 1/R. We also
partition the 1/R!2neighborhood into essentially rectangular regions 7 with dimensions
roughly R=/* and R~/2. Each 6 sits inside some .

Let D, M, P be dyadic parameters, with D and P integers. We decompose p
M= Z KD,M,P;
D,M,P

with each pp a p satisfying the following properties:

(P1) for each 0, either pup p(d) = (@) ~ MR™*, or ppayp(f) = 0. We call 6 active
if it falls into the first category.

(P2) each 7 contains either ~ P or no active §. We call 7 active if it fits into the first
category.
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(P3) there are ~ D active #'s, or equivalently, there are ~ D /P active 7’s.
We note that these properties together with (L4)) force the following inequalities

(9.83) M < R¥/?
(9.84) DM < R
(9.85) MP < R¥/4,

For the rest of the argument we fix D, M, P and let F' = RS_2IUD7]\:P-*\'¢]1/R be the L>
upper normalized version, ||F||s < 1. Invoking the triangle inequality, it suffices to prove
that

(9.86) |F|Ss <o RYs10-ae,

~€

Write g for the restriction of p to an active 6. Let Fp = Rs_Q,ug/*\lpl/R be the Fourier
restriction of F' to 6, so that F' =), Fy. Then

Fy = Z (Fy, W)Wy + O(R™').

TeTy

Each T is a rectangle (referred to as tube) with dimensions RY/2? and R, with the long side
pointing in the direction normal to §. The term O(R~'%) is negligible, and can be dismissed.
Its role is to ensure that all T sit inside, say, [~ R, R]?. The wave packet Wy is L? normalized,
has spectrum inside (a slight enlargement of) 6, and is essentially concentrated spatially in
(a slight enlargement) of 7. Thus, with x7 being a smooth approximation of 17, we have

Wr| S R *xr.
Given the dyadic parameter \ we write

7;\79 = {T c 7; : |<F9,WT>| ~ )\}

We have

(9.87) A< Amas ~ MRA.

(@80) boils down to proving

(9.88) I > (Fo Wr)Wr|[fs e R34

TeUpTh 0

For each rectangle B with dimensions A and R, and with orientation identical to that of the
tubes in Ty, we have the estimate

s—5
2

Ao ME
VB w

(9.89) {T € Two: T C B} <(

In particular,

MD

(9.90) | Up Thol S eT2h
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Each arc of length » < 1 on I intersects at most

(9.91) < (rvR)®

s/2
M
many 6.

We derive two estimates.

First estimate: We first use decoupling ([2]) into caps 6 (combined with property (P3)),

then (@.90) to get
1Y D (B Wr)Wrll§ ScR°D* > || > (B, Wr)Welg

0 active TE€Ty ¢ 0 active T€Ty

ScRDPRTPA STyl

0 active T€Ty

Se R6D2R—9/2)\6R3/2| UG 7;\,6|

MDA\
Se R 5
Using ([0.87) we conclude with
MPD?
(9.92) Y- D> (FWr)Wellg Sc R 20

0 active TETy ¢
Second estimate: We recall the following bush estimate proved in [3], that uses decoupling
into the larger caps .

Proposition 9.1. Let B be a collection of tubes T' € UyT, ¢ intersecting a V' R-square q, such
that each T contains either ~ P’ or no 0. Assume there are ~ r'/P’ caps T from the first
category. Then

(9.93) 1> (Fp, WY Wr |6y Se BP0 (P)°A°,
TeB
Now, for each dyadic r > 1, let

Q, ={q: qintersects ~ r tubesin Uy Trg}.
To estimate |Q,|, we note that, due to (9.89) and (@.91), the rescaled copies of the tubes
T € UgT,p satisfy the hypotheses of Proposition with 6 = R71/2, Ky ~ R;f and Ky ~
M ’f\f . Combining this proposition with ([©@.90) shows that

R3*¢ R*"% , MD

(994) |QT| 55 7”3 ( )\2 ) )\QRQ‘

For each ¢ € Q,, the bush B(q) = {T € UyThp : ¢NT # 0} can be partitioned into g 1
many bushes with data (P’,r’) satisfying P’ < P, r' < r. Thus, combining (2.93)) with (9.94])
we find

Rs—%)2 MD1 R23+€MDP2
22 A2 R2 3 o R10

TEUQ'TAVQ
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Since there are $ 1 dyadic values of r, we get our second estimate

2
(9.95) IS (B W)W <. RE+ADZ

~€ R10
TGUQTA,Q

When M ~ R/ ([395) together with (84) and (285) imply that MDP? < RT, leading
to the extra saving R*/* (that means, the exponent 2 — 10 + ¢€) in (9.88). But when M is
small, (@.95]) by itself gives no useful upper bound. Instead, taking the geometric average of

([@92) and ([@.95) we find
I > (B, Wi)WrllSe Se RYO(MDYMP S, R¥ 71075

~VE
TEU@'TAﬂ

The last inequality follows from (0.84) and (9.85)). The extreme case for which our argument
is tight is when M ~ R%¥, D ~ R%, P ~ R¥.

Remark 9.2. When the measure is AD-reqular, M is forced to be ~ R*/>. Moreover, as
explained in [3], there is an extra gain in the bush inequality (O.93) that comes from estimating
non trivially the energy of flat AD-regular sets. As a result, the exponent in (LB]) for such
measures can be lowered to 2 — 2s — 5 — 3, for some unspecified 5 > 0. Similarly, in the
context of Theorem [.3 we get

Ess5(S) <6720,
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