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ON THE FOURIER DECAY OF MULTIPLICATIVE CONVOLUTIONS

TUOMAS ORPONEN, NICOLAS DE SAXCE, AND PABLO SHMERKIN

ABSTRACT. We prove the following. Let p1, ..., un be Borel probability measures on [—1, 1] such
that u; has finite sj-energy for certain indices s; € (0, 1] with s1 + ... 4+ s, > 1. Then, the mul-
tiplicative convolution of the measures i1, .. ., un has power Fourier decay: there exists a constant
T =17(81,...,8n) > 0such that

U 72T (1) - dpa ()| < [€]7T

for sufficiently large |£|. This verifies a suggestion of Bourgain from 2010. We also obtain a quantit-
ative Fourier decay exponent under a stronger assumption on the exponents s;;.

1. INTRODUCTION

In 2010, Bourgain [2, Theorem 6] proved the following remarkable Fourier decay property for
multiplicative convolutions of Frostman measures on the real line.

Theorem 1.1 (Fourier decay for multiplicative convolutions). For all s > 0, there exist ¢ > 0 and
n € Zy such that the following holds for every 6 > 0 sufficiently small.
If 1 is a probability measure on [—1, 1] satisfying

Vr e [4,6¢], sup u(B(a,r)) <7r’
ae[—1,1]

then for all € € Rwith 61 < €] <2671,
J-e%igzl'”z"du(xl) codp(r,) <676 (1.2)

This result found striking applications in the Fourier decay of fractal measures and resulting
spectral gaps for hyperbolic surfaces [3, 16]. It was recently generalised to higher dimensions by
Li [9].

At the end of the introduction of [2], Bourgain proposes to study the optimal relation between
s and n. Our goal here is to show that, as suggested by Bourgain, Theorem 1.1 holds under the
condition n > 1/s, which is optimal up to the endpoint, as we shall see in Example 1.13 below.

The statement we obtain applies more generally to multiplicative convolutions of different
measures, and our proof also allows us to replace the Frostman condition by a slightly weaker
condition. Precisely, for a finite Borel measure  on R, given s € (0,1] and ¢ > 0, the s-energy of u
is defined as

L) = / & — |~ du() dis(y). (13)
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or, in terms of the Fourier transform, as

L(y) = e f ) lE)* de, (14)

where ¢, > 0 is a constant. We refer the reader to [11, Lemma 12.12] for the last equality, and to
[11, Chapter 8] for the basic properties of the energy of a measure. As in Bourgain’s theorem, we
shall be mostly interested in the properties of measures up to some fixed small scale J; for that
reason, we also define the s-energy of p at scale § by

Ig(ﬂ) = Is(MtS)a
where s = p * Ps is the regularisation of z at scale §, and {Ps}s¢(0,1] an approximate unity of the
usual form P(z) = 6 ' P(2/d), where P € C(R) satisfies 15(1/2) < P < 1p(1)-
The main result of the present article is the following.

Theorem 1.5 (Fourier decay of multiplicative convolutions under optimal energy condition). Let
n = 2, and {s;}7_; < (0,1] such that 3} s; > 1. Then, there exist 5o, ¢, T € (0,1], depending only on
the parameters above, such that the following holds for § € (0,0¢]. Let w1, ..., . be Borel probability
measures on [—1, 1] satisfying the energy conditions

Igj (pj) <67, 1<j<n. (1.6)
Then, for all £ satisfying 6= < €] <2671,
U e (1) . dpia ()| < [€]T (1.7)

Remark 1.8. Ttis not difficult to check that the Frostman condition u(B(a, 7)) < r® from Bourgain’s
Theorem 1.1 is stronger than the assumption on the s-energy at scale ¢ used above. The reader is
referred to Lemma 3.8 for a detailed argument.

Remark 1.9. The values of the parameters g, e and 7 > 0 stay bounded away from 0 as long as
the s; stay uniformly bounded away from 0, and };; s; > 1 stays bounded away from 1, and n
ranges in a bounded subset of N. Unfortunately, we are not able to provide explicit bounds for
these parameters.

The following corollary is immediate:

Corollary 1.10. Let n > 2, and {s;}}_, < (0,1] such that 3} s; > 1. There exists T = 7(n, {s;}) > 0
such that the following holds. Let i1, . . ., ji, be Borel probability measures on R such that I, () < -+c0.

Then thereis C = C({y;}) > 0 such that
Ue—%”f“---% duy(x1) ... dun(z,)| < C- €77, €eR. (1.11)

As a further corollary, we obtain the following sum-product statement:

Corollary 1.12. Let Ay,...,A, < R be Borel sets such that Z;‘:l dimg A; > 1. Then the additive
subgroup generated by Ay --- A, is R.

Proof. Let y; be an s;-Frostman measure on A;, where )7, s; > 1. Write 1 X --- X yu,, for the
image of the measure 1 x - - - X {1, under the product map (z1,...,%,) — 1 ... Z,; this measure is
supported on A; - - - A,,. Then the Fourier decay condition (1.11) implies that additive convolution
powers of py X - - - X p,, become absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure on
R, with arbitrarily smooth densities. In particular, a sumset of the product set A4; --- A, must
contain a non-empty interval, and hence the additive subgroup generated by 4, --- 4, isR. O

In the example below, we show that the condition }dimy A; > 1 in Corollary 1.12 is optimal
up to the endpoint; hence so is the condition >} s; > 1 in Theorem 1.5.
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Example 1.13. Given s € (0, 1) and an increasing sequence of integers (nx)x>1, define a subset H
in R by

Hy ={ze[0,1] : Vk > 1, dist(z,n;*Z) <n;'}.
If (ng)k=1 grows fast enough, then both H, and the additive subgroup it generates will have
Hausdorff dimension s. See e.g. [6, Example 4.7].

Now assume that the parameters sy, ..., s, satisfy >'s; < 1. Fixing s} > s; such that one still
has } s} < 1, Frostman’s lemma yields probability measures j; supported on H,, and satisfying
wi(B(a,r)) < r* for all r > 0 sufficiently small. However, since the support A, of p; satisfies
A; H, one has

AL A, C {xe [0,1] : VE =1, dist (z,n;ZS;Z) < nngl}

This shows that the subgroup generated by A; ... A, has dimension bounded above by >’ s} <1
and so is not equal to R. So the measure p; X - - - X 1,, cannot have polynomial Fourier decay.

Allowing more multiplicative convolutions, one can get an improved exponential lower bound
for the Fourier decay exponent. This is the content of our second main result.

Theorem 1.14 (Exponential lower bound for Fourier decay exponent). For every o € (0, 1], there
exist € = €(0) > 0, o = do(0) > 0, and an absolute constant C' = 1, such that the following holds for all
§€(0,80]. Let n = Co~!, and assume ., . . ., u, are probability measures on [1,2] satisfying

I3 (i) < 0.
Then,
Ueszml'”mn dupq(z1) ... dpn (x,)] < |§|76Xp(7coil), st g <20

Analogues of Theorem 1.5 and 1.14 in the prime field setting were obtained by Bourgain in [1],
and our proofs follow a similar general strategy, based on sum-product estimates and flattening
for additive-multiplicative convolutions of measures, although the details differ significantly. A
small variant of Example 1.13 above shows that there exist compact sets A and B in R such that
the additive subgroup (AB) generated by the product set AB satisfies dimy(AB) < dimp A +
dimy B. Conversely, it was shown in [13] as a consequence of the discretised radial projection
theorem [14] that for Borel sets A, B — R, one has

dimp(AB + AB — AB — AB) > min{dimy A + dimy B, 1}. (1.15)

The main ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.5 is a discretised version of this inequality; the
precise statement is given below as Proposition 3.6 and is taken from [13, Proposition 3.7]. It
can be understood as a precise version of the discretised sum-product theorem, which allows us
to improve on the strategy used by Bourgain in [2] and obtain Fourier decay of multiplicative
convolutions under optimal energy conditions. Before turning to the detailed proof, let us give a
general idea of the argument.

Notation. We use < to hide absolute multiplicative constants.
We fix for the rest of the article a standard, L'-normalized approximate identity

{Ps}o=0 = {5_1P('/5)}5>0-
We take P to be radially decreasing and to satisfy 1|_1 /3 1/2) < P < 1[_y1]-

Given a measure i on R, recall that we write ;5 for the density of 11 at scale §, or equivalently,
ps = p* Ps.

Below, we shall use both additive and multiplicative convolution of measures. To avoid any
confusion, we write By, pBr and uXv to denote the image of p x v under the maps (z,y) — z+vy,
(z,y) — = —y, and (z,y) — xy, respectively. Similarly, we denote additive and multiplicative
k-convolution powers of measures by 1@+ and ;/®*, respectively.
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The push-forward of a Borel measure ;. on the real line under a Borelmap g : R — R is denoted
gy, that is,

| ratgum = [ £o9dn

Sketch of proof of Theorem 1.5. The n = 2 case of Theorem 1.5 is classical and already appears
in Bourgain’s paper [2, Theorem 7]: Let  and v be two probability measures on [—1, 1] such
that ||us]|3 < 671 and ||vs||2 < 61+ (these can be seen as "single-scale" versions of I2(u) < 1,
I?(v) £ 1). Then the multiplicative convolution ;X v satisfies

s+t—1

R <o F, s < lgl <26

For the reader’s convenience we record the detailed argument below, see Section 2.

We want to use induction to reduce to this base case. To explain the induction step, we focus
on the case n = 3. The main point is to translate equation (1.15) into a flattening statement for
additive-multiplicative convolutions of measures. For simplicity, assume we knew that if ;- and
v are probability measures on [—1, 1], then the measure

ni=@Rv)BERy)BERv)8 pkv)
satisfies, for e > 0 arbitrarily small,

Insl3 < 8"~ Nlus 13 lvsll3- (1.16)

(Note that this is a close analogue of (1.15) for L?>-dimensions of measures at scale 4.) If 1, s and
s satisfy [|(ui)s||3 < 671F% for some parameters s; with s; + s3 + s3 > 1, we apply the above
inequality to p1; and p9 to obtain

Insl3 < o=imer=tes,

where 7 = (1 X p2) B (p1 B p2) B (1 B po) B (1 B po). If € is chosen small enough, we have
(s1 4 s2 — €) + 53 > 1, and so we may apply the n = 2 case to the measures 7 and 3 to get, for
Sl < ¢ <2678,

s1+sgo+sg—e—1

T3] a—

To conclude, one observes from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that for any two probability

measures i and v, one always has |u/®\y(§ )2 < (B p)Kr(€)|. This elementary observation
applied twice yields

(1 iz R i) ()[* < I B pg (§)|* < 93 (o2t ss =)

which is the desired Fourier decay, with parameter 7 = £(s1 + s2 + s3 — ¢ — 1).

Unfortunately, as shown in Example 1.17 below, the assumptions on the L*-norms of ;1 and
v are not sufficient to ensure inequality (1.16) in general. One also needs some kind of non-
concentration condition on y and v, and for that purpose we use the notion of energy of the
measure at scale §, which gives information on the behaviour of the measure at all scales between
0 and 1. The precise statement we use for the induction is given as Lemma 3.1 below. It is also
worth noting that to obtain the correct bound on the energy, we need to use a large number
k of additive convolutions, whereas k = 4 was sufficient in the analogous statement (1.15) for
Hausdorff dimension of sum-product sets. We do not know whether Lemma 3.1 holds for k = 4,
or even for k bounded by some absolute constant.
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Sketch of proof of Theorem 1.14. In the proof of Theorem 1.5, the fact that the number k of ad-
ditive convolutions used in Lemma 3.1 is not bounded by an absolute constant prevents us from
getting an explicit lower bound for the decay exponent 7 in Theorem 1.5. To overcome this issue
and derive Theorem 1.14, we use another flattening statement, Lemma 6.1 below. This lemma
uses only one additive convolution, and this gives better control on the Fourier decay exponent.
The drawback is that the increase in dimension is not as good as the one given by Lemma 3.1.
Roughly speaking, the measure 1) will only satisfy dimn > dim y + 92~ for some absolute con-
stant C' instead of dim 7 > dim p + dim v — e. However, this is sufficient to get Fourier decay when
the convolution product is long enough. (The bound is not as good as the one in Theorem 1.5,
but comparable within an absolute multiplicative constant.)

The proof of the flattening statement Lemma 6.1 relies on a new quantitative estimate for pro-
jections of discretised sets under weak non-concentration assumptions on the set of projections,
Theorem 5.6, which may have independent interest. Theorem 5.6 is derived from a recent projec-
tion theorem of Ren and Wang [15], using rescaling arguments.

We conclude this introduction by an example showing that for n > 3, the assumption I fj () <
5~ in Theorems 1.5 and 1.14 cannot be replaced by the "single-scale”" L?-bound ||pus[3 < §%—17¢.
This is mildly surprising, because the situation is opposite in the case n = 2, as shown by Pro-
position 2.1 below. We only write down the details of the example in the case n = 3, but it is
straightforward to generalise to n > 3.

Example 1.17. For every s € (0,1) and &y > 0 there exists a scale § € (0, §y] and a Borel probability
measure /. = (5, on [1, 2] with the following properties:

o [ul3~ ot
o [pRuMp@ )~ 1
The building block for the construction is the following. For r € 27N, and a suitable absolute

constant ¢ > 0, let Z = Z, be a family of r~! intervals of length cr, centred around the points
rZ n [0,1]. Then, if ¢ > 0 is small enough, we have

cos(2mx/r) = 3, Vo e UZ.

Consequently, if p is any probability measure supported on UZ, then [p(r~!)| > 1.

Fix s € (0,4), 6 > 0, and let p be the uniform probability measure on the intervals Zs:. As
we just discussed, |p(6°)| ~ 1. Next, let 4 = s s be a rescaled copy of p inside the interval
[1,1+ 6'7%] < [1,2]. More precisely, 1 = 13\sp, where 7(z) = = + 1 and A(z) = §'~*z. Now
it is a uniform probability measure on a collection of 6~ intervals of length §, and consequently
[ul3 ~ a5

We next investigate the Fourier transform of 1 X 1o X 1. Writing o := A\gp, we have

PR R u(6~t) = /// e 2mi0 T (@) (y+ 1) (z+1) dpio () dpo(y) duo(2).
We expand
SHe+ D)y +)(z+1)=0tayz+ 0 ay+az+yz)+0 Ha+y+2)+6 L
Now the key point: since z,y, z € spt uo < [0,5'7%], we have

|6 teyz| <6273 and |6 N(ay + 2z +y2)| S 6T

1

Since s < 3, both exponents 2 — 3s and 1 — 2s are strictly positive and consequently,

e 2mis T @+ D) (y+1) (2 41) _ o—2misH(aty+ztl) 05—0(1)



6 TUOMAS ORPONEN, NICOLAS DE SAXCE, AND PABLO SHMERKIN
Using this, and also that fio(§) = p(6' 7€), we find
pERE (3 = e 27 I e @) dyg o) () do(z) + 05-ol)

= 720 (B(67))® + 050 (D).

In particular, |p XX (@) ~ 1 for § > 0 sufficiently small.

If we allow p to be supported on [—1, 1], as in Theorem 1.5, an even simpler example is avail-
able, namely p = 6751y .51-+), where s < 2/3. Then & p X 11 is supported on [0, ?6*7%5]

[0, ¢d], so it satisfies |u m wu(@~1)| = 1if ¢ > 0is chosen small enough.

2. THE BASE CASEn = 2

In the n = 2 case, Theorem 1.5 is proved by a direct elementary computation. In fact, to obtain
the desired Fourier decay, one only needs an assumption on the L*-norms of the measures at
scale 4.

Proposition 2.1 (Base case n = 2). Let ¢ € (0, 1] and let j1, v be Borel probability measures on [—1,1]
and s,t € [0, 1] such that
lisl3 < 671 and  lus]3 < 671

Then, for all € with =1 < |¢| < 2671,

‘// e 2mETY qu(z) dv(y)| < <5

Remark 2.2. 1f ;1 and v are equal to the normalized Lebesgue measure on balls of size §'~% and
5171, respectively, the assumptions of the proposition are satisfied. In that case, the multiplicative

convolution p X v is supported on a ball of size §'~™2x(5:), 50 the Fourier decay cannot hold for
|€| < 6—1+max(s,t).

The above proposition is an easy consequence of the lemma below, which is essentially [2,
Theorem 7], except that we keep slightly more careful track of the constants. We include the
proof for completeness.

Lemma 2.3. Let § € (0,1], and let p, v be Borel probability measures on [—1, 1] with

A | @R ad B[ @R
[€]<26-1 |§]<26—1
Then, for all ¢ with 1 < €] < 67!

’ // e 2METY (2 ‘<\/W £l + 0. (2.4)

Proof Let ¢ € C(R) be an auxiliary function with the properties 1;_; 17 < ¢ < 1[_y 9] (thus
=l onsptu)and @ > 0. Fixing 1 < |£] < 671, the left-hand side of (2.4) can be estimated by

‘// —2miEaY gy () ’ Ugﬁu y€) dv(y ’ // (z — y&)|p(x)| dz dv(y)

- [t ([ e =y avt ) a
We split the right-hand side as the sum

LK%I ()| (J S(x —y&) dv(y ) dz+//z|>25 @)@ — y€) dwdv(y) = Iy + I,



ON THE FOURIER DECAY OF MULTIPLICATIVE CONVOLUTIONS 7
For the term I3, we use that $(z — y&) < |z — y€| 72, |a(x)| < 1, and v(R) = 1:

dx dx
Ir < maxf 725] —255-
ye[=1,1] Jiz|>26—1 |z — yé| lz[=6-1 ||

For the term I;, we first use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the definition of A to deduce

L <VA (J [ f P(x — &) dl/(y)r dz) 1/2.

Finally, for the remaining factor, assume ¢ > 0 without loss of generality, and write p(x — y&) =
Pe(z/€ — y), where ¢ = £ 1p(-/€). With this notation, and by Plancherel’s formula,

f U Pz —yé) dv(y)]2 dx = f@ « V) (x/€)? do = gf@ «1)(2)2 dz

= §J¢E(u)2|ﬁ(u)|2 du < €71 |7(u)|? du.

spt ¢
Finally, recall that spt p < [—2,2], so spt e = [—2£,2¢] < [—2671,2071]. This shows that I; <
v/ AB/§, and the proof of (2.4) is complete.

O

Proof of Proposition 2.1. Observe that by Plancherel’s formula

A= | ROP g < lng I3 S sl <5717
[€]<46-1
and similarly
B la@Pdess
[€]<46-1

So Lemma 3.1 applied at scale 6/2 implies that for 6~ < |¢| < 2671,

’// e~ 2mIEDY () dy(y)’ < \/ABJ|€[ + 6

s+t—1
2

S6

3. DIMENSION AND ENERGY OF ADDITIVE-MULTIPLICATIVE CONVOLUTIONS

This section is the central part of the proof of Theorem 1.5. Its goal is to derive Lemma 3.1
below, whose statement can be qualitatively understood in the following way: If ;4 and v are
two Borel probability measures on R with respective dimensions s and ¢, then there exists some
additive convolution of ; X v with dimension at least s + ¢ — ¢, where € > 0 can be arbitrarily
small. The precise formulation in terms of the energies of the measures at scale ¢ will be essential
in our proof of Fourier decay for multiplicative convolutions.

Lemma 3.1. For all s,t € (0,1] with s +t < 1, and for all kK > 0, there exist ¢ = €(s,t,k) > 0,
do = do(s,t,k,€) > 0, and ko = ko(s,t,x) € N such that the following holds for all § € (0, o] and
k = ko. Let u, v be Borel probability measures on [—1, 1] satisfying

IP(p) <67¢ and IP(v) <6 (3.2)
Then, with I1 := (B p) X (v Bv), we have
10,1 < 57+,

Moreover, the value of ky stays bounded as long as min{s, t} > 0 stays bounded away from zero.
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The main component of the proof of Lemma 3.1 will be a combinatorial result from [13] (itself
based on the main resul of [14]), which we will apply in the following form. Let |E|s; denote the
smallest number of ¢-balls required to cover E.

Lemma 3.3. Forall s,t € (0,1] with s +t < 1, and for all K > 0, there exist ¢ = €(s,t,x) > 0 and
do = 0o(s,t,k,€) > 0 such that the following holds for all 6 € (0,00] and k > 2. Let p,v be Borel
probability measures on [—1, 1] satisfying

I(p) <67 and IP(v) <0 (3.4)
Let 11 := (1 B p) K (v B v) and assume that E c R is a set with IIP*(E) > 6¢. Then,
|Els = 657", (3.5)

Since this lemma does not explicitly appear in [13], we now briefly explain how to derive it
from the results of that paper. Recall that a Borel measure 1 on R is said to be (s, C')-Frostman if it
satisfies

w(B(z,r)) < Cr® forallz e R,r > 0.
The precise statement we shall need is [13, Proposition 3.7], see also [13, Remark 3.11], which
reads as follows.

Proposition 3.6. Given s,t € (0,1] and o € [0,min{s + t,1}), there exist ¢ = €(s,t,0) > 0 and

do = do(s,t,0,€) > 0 such that the following holds for all § € (0, do].

Let 1, pi2 be (s, 0~¢)-Frostman probability measures, let vy, vo be (t,§~¢)-Frostman probability measures,

all four measures supported on [—1, 1], and let p be an (s+t, 0~ )-Frostman probability measure supported
n [—1,1]% Then there is a set Bad < R* with

(u1 X pa X 11 x 19)(Bad) < 6°,
such that for every (a1, as, b1, be) € R*\ Bad and every subset G < R? satisfying p(G) = §¢, one has
|{(b1 — bg)a + (a1 — ag)b : (a,b) € G}|5 =067, (37)
The derivation of Lemma 3.3 from Proposition 3.6 is relatively formal; it mostly uses the
link between the Frostman condition and the energy at scale 6, and the pigeonhole principle
to construct large fibres in product sets. Let us first record an elementary statement about the
energy at scale § of a Frostman measure. Below, we also use the energy I2(u) for a meas-
ure supported on R?, with d > 2. The definition is the same as (1.3) in the one-dimensional
case, except that |-| denotes the Euclidean norm on R%. We also let I2(u) = I(u = Ps), where
{Ps}s=0 = {672P(-/8)}s>0 is an approximate identity, with P € C*(R?) radially decreasing and
satisfying 1po0,1/2) < P <1p(,).

Lemma 3.8 (Frostman condition and s-energy). Fix C > 1, s € (0,d), and € € (0,1]. Then the
following holds for all § > 0 small enough. Let p be a probability measure on B(1) = R%
(1) If p satisfies p(B(z,7)) < Cr® for all z € R% and all r € [5,5¢], then I (u) < Co~%.
(2) Conversely, if I®(11) < 6~¢, there exists a set A such that u(A) = 1 — (log 1/6)6¢ and for every
re[6,1], pla(B(z,r)) < 52,

Proof. To begin, observe that

J.|J} —y| ™ dus(y) = s f,u(;(B(ac, )5t dr. (3.9)

Assume first that ;4 satisfies the Frostman condition p(B(z,r)) < Cr® for r € [4,0°]. It is not
difficult to check that the measure 5 with density p * Ps satisfies

Co*—drd, 0 <r <9,
pus(B(x,r)) S § Cr, §<r<o°,
1, r = 0.
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By splitting the integral in (3.9) into the three intervals (0, 6], [J, 6¢], and [6¢, c0), we find that

Jlx =y dus(y) Ss Co™* .

Since 5 is a probability measure, and s < d, this implies I° () < C§~9€ for § > 0 small enough.
For the converse, we observe that (3.9) and a change of variables yield

dr
I3 () = // (B, ) < du(z) = (log?) -5 // s (B, 27"))2" du dp(z).
If I3(u) < 67, letting
By ={o : 2"us(B(z,27") > 572,
one gets p(E,) < 6. So, for E = | E,, where u = 0,1,...,|log1/§|, we find p(E) < (log1/6)s°.
Thus, letting A = R?\ E, one indeed has
w(A) =1 — (log1/6)6¢

and for all z in A, for all r € 4, 1], u(B(z,7)) < 62", O
Proof of Lemma 3.3. First of all, we may assume that k = 2, since if k£ > 2, we may write

ek (B) = JHEEQ(E —x3— ... —xp)dl(x3) - - - dIL(z),
and in particular there exists a vector (3, .. .,zx) such that IF2(E — 23 — ... — x;) = §¢. After
this, it suffices to prove (3.5) with £ — 23 — ... — x, in place of E.

Second, we may assume that the measures p, v satisfy the Frostman conditions
w(B(z,7)) <67 %r* and v(B(x,r)) <5 %!

for 6 < r < 1andall x € R. Indeed, since I%(;1) < 3¢, Lemma 3.8 shows that there exists a
Borel set A — R of measure ;(A) > 1 — %€ with the property (u|a)(B(z,r)) < 6 %r® forallz € R
and all r € [4,1]. Similarly, we may find a Borel set B = R of measure v(B) > 1 — §* with the

property (v|p)(B(z,7)) < 6~ %rt. Now, we still have ﬁEZ(E) > 16°, where
IT:= (ula Bula) K (v Br|s).

Therefore, we may proceed with the argument, with 1, v replaced by p| 4, v| .
Let us rewrite the condition II#2(E) > §¢ as (i x v)*(Gg) = 6¢, where

Gs = {(a1,b1,...,a4,bs) € R® : (a1 — az)(bs — bs) + (b1 — b2)(as — as) € E}.

In particular, there exists a subset G¢ = R® of measure (u x v)?(Gs) = 6% such that for every
(a1, b1, as,b2,as,bs3) in Gg, one has (1 x v)(G2) = §%¢, where

GQ = {(a4,b4) € RQ : (al,bl, . ,a4,b4) € Gg} (310)

Next, we plan to apply Proposition 3.6. To make this formally correct, let us "freeze" two of the
variables, say (as, b3): more precisely, fix (a3, b3) in such a way that (u x v)%(G4) > §2¢, where

Gy :={(a1,b1,as,b2) € R* : (a1, b1, az,ba,a3,b3) € G}

If € is chosen small enough in terms of s, t and ¢ := s + t — x, we may apply Proposition 3.6 with
p1 = po = pand v; = vy = v, and p = u x v, using 6e instead of e. Then, one has

(1 x v)?(Bad) < 0% < (1 x v)%(Gy),

and (3.7) holds for all (ay, b1, as, bs) € R*\ Bad. Consequently, we may find a 4-tuple (a1, b1, az, b2) €
G4\ Bad, and eventually a 6-tuple

(a1,b1,a2,b2,a3,b3) € Gg
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such that whenever G  R? is a Borel set with (1 x v)(G) = p(G) = §°, then
[{(a1 — a2)(bs — ba) + (b1 — b2)(az — aa) : (as,b4) € G}
= [{(a1 — a2)bs + (b1 —b2)as : (as,bs) € G}|s =077 = §TsTirR,
In particular, by (3.10), this can be applied to the set G := G5, and the conclusion is that
[{(a1 — a2)(bs — bs) + (b1 — b2)(as — as) : (as,bs) € Ga}|s = 571", (3.11)

However, since (a1, b1, a2,be,a3,b3) € Gg, we have (a1,b1,...,a4,bs) € Gs for all (aq,bs) € Go,
and consequently

V(a4, b4) € GQ, (a1 — a2)(b3 — b4) + (bl — bg)(ag — a4) e FE.
Therefore, (3.11) implies (3.5). O
We now want to go from the combinatorial conclusion of Lemma 3.3 to the more measure the-
oretic statement of Lemma 3.1 involving energies at scale ¢. For that, our strategy is similar in

flavour to the one used by Bourgain and Gamburd [4] to derive their flattening lemma, decom-
posing the measures into dyadic level sets.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Let {P,},~o = {r~'P(-/r)},~0 be a radially decreasing approximate identity
satisfying 1[_y/2,1/2) < P < 1[_; 1}- We claim that

P(z/r) < P(2'/(4r)), lo —a'| <7 (3.12)
Indeed, if P(z/r) # 0, then |z| < r, hence |z'| < 2r, and P(z’/(4r)) = 1. We further claim:
_ 1 /_
P<”” y) 5—f P(x y) di',  zyeR. (3.13)
4r 5r B(x,5r) T

Indeed, if P((xz — y)/4r) # 0, then |z — y| < 4r, so B(y,r/2) < B(z, 5r). Now, (3.13) follows by
noting that P((z' —y)/r) = 1 for 2’ € B(y,r/2).
As a final preliminary, we record that if ¢ is a finite Borel measure on R? and 0 < s < d, then

I[(0) SI(0), 6<r<L (3.14)

To see this, note, as a first step, that I7 (0) < I;5(o). This follows from the Fourier-analytic expres-
sion of the energy 1.4, and noting that | P|,, = |P||; = 1. As a second step, note that P, < P,  Ps
for 6 < r < 1,s0also o, < o, = Ps. Consequently, I7(0) < I7(05) < Is(05) = I2(0) by the first
step of the proof.

We then begin the proof in earnest. We abbreviate IIZ := (II®) « P,.. The goal will be to show
that if £ > 1 is sufficiently large (depending on s, ¢, x), then, for all r € [§,1],

Tr(k) = [T < 6720 02, (3.15)
This implies in a standard manner (using for example [11, Lemma 12.12], Plancherel and a dyadic
frequency decomposition) that
I3, (2% < 572,
Note that the sequence {J,.(k)}ren is decreasing in k, since by Young’s inequality
Jr(h o+ 1) = [T @I < [T T o = T2 = 7 (k).

Therefore, in order to prove (3.15), the value of k may depend on r, as long as it is uniformly
bounded in terms of s, ¢, k. Eventually, the maximum of all possible values for k will work for all
o<r<L

Let us start by disposing of large r, i.e. 7 > §"/2. For that, we have the trivial bound (recalling
also that we assumed s + ¢ < 1)

Jr(k) < Jn(0) St < g7/ 2pls 12
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So, it remains to treat the case r € [§,5"/2]. We now fix such a scale 7. By the pigeonhole prin-
ciple, given a small parameter ¢ € (0, §) to be fixed later (the choice will roughly be determined
by applying Lemma 3.3 to the parameters s, ¢, k), there exists k < 1/¢, depending on r, such that
ok+1

lo = Jo(k + 1) = r<J, (k) = r<|TIE2" . (3.16)

This index k is fixed for the rest of the argument, so we will not display it in (all) subsequent

I

notation. We may assume that HHEMC |2 = 1, otherwise (3.15) is clear.
Let D, be the dyadic intervals of R of length r. For each I € D,, we set

ar 1= sup HEHQk ().
xel

Next, we define the collections
A {IeD,:a; <1}, j =0,
T {IeD, 2 <ap <27}, j=1.

We also define the sets A; := U.A;; note that the sets A; are disjoint for distinct j indices. Since

II is a probability measure, H?Qk S 1/rforall k > 1. Therefore A; = ¢ for j > Clog(1/r), and
evidently

C'log(1/r)
e < N 21y, (3.17)
7=0
Conversely, we claim that
C'log(1/r)
2.1, STE. (3.18)

j=1
To see this, fix € A; with j > 1, and let I = I(z) € D, be the dyadic r-interval containing z.

Then a; > 271, which means that there exists another point 2’ € I with 152" () > 20—, Then,
using that |[(2' —y) — (x —y)| < rforally e R,

1 T—y K, 612 1 -y K !
IIEQk _ ___J“}) dIIEQ > P2 dIIEQ > lIIEQ /
4r (:E) Ar Ar (y) Ar r (y) 4 r (.Z‘ )a

and consequently TIE2" () > 27. This proves (3.18).
Based on (3.18) (and our hypothesis HHEﬂQk 2 > 1 to treat the case j = 0) we may deduce, in
particular, that

_ . (313) .
2[|1a,ll2 S IIE 2 < P 2 >0 (3.19)
(To see the second inequality, we use (3.13) to deduce that 114, is bounded by the maximal function
of i, for any probability measure ;. on R, in particular p = ")
Next, using (3.17), we may pigeonhole an index j > 0 and a set A := A; with the property

2k+1

k k - k
[T o < TP BT |2 < (log 1/7) - 27 - |14 BIL? 2.

Since further, by Plancherel followed by Cauchy-Schwarz and Plancherel again,
1A BT o < 14 B a5 - > 5

we deduce that

16) gk+1

v G .
rI e < IR g S (log 1/7)? 2% - 14 B 142

. (3.19) , o
<2l alle £ 2 LA o (3:20)

~
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At this point we note that if j = 0, then the preceding inequality shows that HHEHQk o < r7%,
which is better than (3.15), since we declared that € < x/4. So, we may and will assume that j > 1
in the sequel.
In (i) below we combine (3.20) and (3.18), whereas in (ii) below we combine (3.20) with 27 |1 4]|; <

[T = 1

(i) r2 < 27||14) < TE2"(A) < B2 ([A]4,), where [A]4, is the 4r-neighbourhood of A,

(i) 2 2 S 27)[1alle S Al I2allz = 1Al
Since A is a union of intervals in D,, one has |1 4|[1 ~ 7|A];, so item (ii) yields

1_

k
T2 |2 S =2 A2,

On the other hand, since

(3.14)
() £ () <6 <" and LF() S,

Lemma 3.3 applied at scale 47 (and recalling (i) above) shows that if € is chosen small enough in
terms of s, ¢, k, then
|A|r > T*SftJrI{.

We thus obtain what we claimed in (3.15):
HHEEQIC H2 < 6_K/2T(s+t_1)/2.

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.1. O

4. THE INDUCTION STEP

The proof of Theorem 1.5 is by induction on n, starting from the n = 2 case, already studied
in Section 2. The induction step is based on the flattening results for additive-multiplicative
convolutions developed in the previous section. It will be essential in the argument to be able to
switch the order of addition and multiplication. For that we record the following lemma, which
is a simple application of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

Lemma 4.1. Given two Borel probability measures p and v on R, one has, for all { in R,
RO < (1B pEv)" (€.
Proof. Writing the Fourier transforms explicitly, and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz (or Jensen’s)

inequality, one gets
2 2
< J ‘J e 2T dug|  dvy = /// e 2m @ T2 gy dpey duy.

’// e~y g dyy

Proof of Theorem 1.5. For the base case n = 2, we may apply Proposition 2.1. Indeed, assuming
I? (wi) <6< fori= 1,2, one has

O

(1.4)
fis(§)Pde < 6712

Hmﬂ@=ﬁ@ﬂ@?%§&+m*fmkﬁ

soif 51 + 52 > 1, taking € small enough to ensure s; + s —4¢ > 1, one finds, for every STl <
2671,
— s]+sp—de—1
I Rps (@) <o =,
which is the desired Fourier decay.
Now let n > 3, and assume that we have already established the case n — 1 with the collection

of parameters S,,—1 := {s1 + S2, 83, ..., S, }, and some constants
€n_1(8n_1) >0 and 60 = 50(8n_1) > 0. (42)
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By decreasing s; and s if needed, we assume that s; + s2 < 1 in the sequel.
Given & with 67 < € <2671, our goal is to bound

F©) = (0 8. K i) (€).

Applying Lemma 4.1 twice, first with g = py and v = po X ... X p,, and then with y = ps and
v= (1 Bu)Rus ... Kpu,, yields

IFO < IRz B...Hpu,)"(6),

where IT = (1 B p1) B (u2 B p2). Using the same lemma again & times (and noting that IT is
symmetric around the origin), we further get

|7 (&)
Lemma 3.1 applied with constants s := s; and ¢ := s9, and k := €,—1 := €,-1(Sp—1), shows that
if € = €(s1,52,€n—1) > 0 is sufficiently small, k = k(s1, 2, €,—1) is sufficiently large, and p1, po
satisfy I2 (1;) < 6~ for j = 1,2, then

|2k+2

<M Rz ... B p,)" (6).

16 (HBHQk) L iy

S1+82

We apply our induction hypothesis to the collection of n — 1 probability measures

_ _ k
{1, i} = {115 g, i}
with exponents {s; + s2,s3,...,5,} to get
|7 (&)

(To be precise, since the measure 11%2* is not supported on [—1,1] but on [—2%*+2 2%+2], 50 one

2 < g,

rather needs to consider the rescaled measure ji; = (27%72),11%2"°, which satisfies I 0 s, (1)~

., (IT2") but the involved constant depending on k is harmless.) This shows that the Fourier
decay property holds for n, with constants €, := min{e, e,1} and 7, = 2. The necessary size
of k is determined by the application of Lemma 3.1, so it depends only on min{s;, sz} > 0. The

proof of Theorem 1.5 is complete. O

5. A QUANTITATIVE PROJECTION ESTIMATE

For the proof of Theorem 1.14, we first need to establish a quantitative combinatorial estimate
on the size of projections of discretised sets. Recall that for a set X in R¢, we write | X |5 to denote
the covering number of X at scale 0.

Definition 5.1. Given s > 0and K > 0,aset X « R?isa (6, s, K)-set if it satisfies
VeeRY Vre[5,1], |X n B(x,r)s < K-r-|X]s. (5.2)
If the constant K is universal we say that X is a (, t)-set.

This definition differs from a related notion due to Katz and Tao, which is recalled as Definition
5.7 below. Note that the above definition closely resembles a Frostman condition.

The problem of estimating the dimension of projections of fractal sets has been extensively
studied since the works of Marstrand [10] and Kaufman [8]. Ren and Wang [15] recently obtained
the following optimal estimate for projections of discretised subsets of the plane. Given y € R,
we define the projection 7, : R? — R by the formula

my(x1, T2) = 21 — YT2. (5.3)
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Theorem 5.4 (Ren-Wang projection theorem [15, Theorem 4.1]). Fix parameters s,t € (0,1] and
1 > 0. There exists € = €(s,t,n) > 0 such that the following holds for all § < §o(s,t,n).
IfFX c[-1,1)%isa (6,2s,6 ) setand Y < [0,1] a (6,t,5°) set, then the set

Y77 _ {ye Y - |7Ty(X)|6 > 6—min{2s,s+%,1}+7]}
satisfies |Yy|s = (1 — 69)|Y|s.

Remark 5.5. An estimate similar to (but weaker than) Theorem 5.4 was previously obtained in
[13]. For the purposes of establishing Theorem 5.6 below, and consequently also Theorem 1.14,
the bounds from [13] would suffice (only the value of the constant ¢ in Theorem 5.6 would be dif-
ferent). We also note that the proof of [15, Theorem 4.1] builds upon [13], and in particular on the
estimate given above as Proposition 3.6, which was already central in the proof of Theorem 1.5.

Our goal in this section is to derive from Theorem 5.4 a similar statement, but with weaker
non-concentration assumptions on the sets X and Y. (To be accurate, we will use the more tech-
nical "Furstenberg set version" of Theorem 5.4, stated in Theorem 5.14.) The lower bound on the
projection’s dimension will be of the form s + ¢t for some absolute constant ¢; this is weaker than
the conclusion of Theorem 5.4, but sufficient to obtain the desired exponential lower bound for
the Fourier decay exponent of multiplicative convolutions.

Theorem 5.6. There exists a universal constant ¢ > 0 such that the following holds. (One may take
c=57.) Fix0 <t <s<3/4 Let A; < [0,1] be (6, s,06~")-sets with |A;]s < 67°. Let Y < [0,1] be a
(6,t,67¢)-set. Then thereis y € Y such that

|7Ty(A1 X A2)|5 = 5757&.

The deduction of the above result from Theorem 5.4 goes in two steps. First, we use rescal-
ing on X and a combinatorial argument to weaken the non-concentration on X; then, we use
rescaling on Y and pigeonholing to obtain the desired estimate.

5.1. Rescaling X. In addition to the notion of (4, s, K )-set above, we shall also use the following
variant.

Definition 5.7. We say that X is a Katz-Tno (9, s, K)-set if
T S
X A Bls < K - (5) , relan]. (5.8)

Definition 5.9. If P is a family of dyadic §-cubes, we say that P is a (Katz-Tao) (4, s, K)-set if UP
is a (Katz-Tao) (4, s, K )-set in the sense of Definitions 5.1 and 5.7.

Remark 5.10. A (6, s, K)-set X with | X |5 < §~° is also a Katz-Tao (6, s, K)-set, and conversely, a
Katz-Tao (9, s, K)-set with | X|; = d *isa (, s, K)-set.

For the first step of the proof of Theorem 5.6, we introduce some notation and terminology. Let
D,m e N. We use Da(X) to denote the dyadic A-cubes intersecting a set X. A set X < [0,1]%is
{27 PV -uniform if for all 1 < j < m, there exists R; € N such that

|X N Q|2—Dj = Rj, Q € DQ—D(]‘—I) (X)
Given a {27P7}7 | -uniform set X < [0,1]¢, and writing § := 27, we define the branching
function f: [0,1] — [0,d] by
_ log| X |su
fu) = log1/6
if 3 = 27DJ for some j, and interpolating linearly for other values of u. We refer the reader to
[13, §2.3] for the elementary properties of uniform subsets and branching functions. Note that we

use here a slightly different normalisation of the branching function than in [13, Definition 2.21].
Our branching function is d-Lipschitz on [0, 1].
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Below, we shall use several times the following observation, see [17, Lemma 3.6]: Given € > 0,
any set X < [0,1]¢ contains a {27P7}7" | -uniform subset X’ ¢ X with |X'|; > §°|X|s provided
that § = 27P™, and both D, m € N are sufficiently large in terms of ¢ > 0. This will allow us to
assume that sets are {277} | -uniform without loss of generality. If the choice of D > 1 is not
important, we will abbreviate "{27"7}" | -uniform" to simply "uniform".

In the rest of this section, we hide small negative powers of § in the notation g, g, and ~. More
precisely, we write F'(§) S G(0) if for all € > 0, one has F(§) < §—“G(9) provided ¢ is sufficiently
small in terms of e. We can then recast the above observation as follows: a set X < [0, 1]¢ contains
a uniform subset X’ with | X’|5 £ 0¢|X|s. (This involves a choice of D depending on ¢, that is also
hidden from the notation.)

Proposition 5.16 below uses some terminology and previous results from [12, 15, 18], so we
start by reviewing these. Below, Dj refers to the dyadic squares p < [0, 1]? of side-length 6 € 27,
and 77 is the family of dyadic J-tubes, see [12, Definition 2.10]. These are, by definition, sets of
the form T' = U4 4)epD(a, b), where p € D;, and D is the usual point-line duality map D(a,b) :=
{(z,y) € R? : y = ax + b}. The reader may simply think that dyadic tubes are a convenient choice
for é-discretising the family of all 6-tubes in R?.

Definition 5.11 (Nice configuration). Fix § € 27N, s € [0,1], C > 0, M € N. We say that a pair
(P,T) = Ds x T° s a (8,s,C, M)-nice configuration if for every p € P there exists a (6, s, C)-set
T(p) = T with |T(p)| = M and such that T np # ¢ forall T € T (p).

It is relevant to find lower bounds for | 7|, where (P, 7T) is a nice configuration, and P satisfies
a non-concentration condition. This will also be the case in Proposition 5.16. Lemma 5.12 right
below is a technical tool designed for this task: (5.13) gives a lower bound for |7, provided that
one can obtain lower bounds separately for |7, | for various restricted and rescaled configurations
of the form (Sp(P n p), Tp). Here and below, Sy, is the rescaling affine map which sends p € Da
to [0,1)2
Lemma 5.12 (Corollary 4.1 in [18]). Fix N > 2 and a sequence {A;}}, < 27N with

0<d=AN<Apn_1<...<A1 <Ay=1.

Let (Po, To) < Ds x T° bea (3, s,C, M)-nice configuration. Then, there exists a set P < Py such that
the following properties hold:

() |Da,(P)| ~ |Da,(Po)| and |P np| ~ |Ponp|, 1 <j<N,peDa,(P).
(ii) Forevery0 < j < N — land p € Da,(P), there exist numbers

Co~C and Mp=>=1
and a family of tubes T, < T2+1/24 such that
(Sp(P np),Tp)isa (Ajr1/A;, s, Cp, My)-nice configuration.
Furthermore, the families Ty, can be chosen so that if Pj € Da,;(P) for0 < j < N —1, then

i H |ij| .

All the constants implicit in the ~ notation are allowed to depend on N.
Here is the main result in [15]:

Theorem 5.14 (Theorem 4.1 in [15]). For every s € (0,1], t € [0,2], and € > 0, there exist n =
n(e, s,t) > 0and 69 = do(e, s,t) > 0 such that the following holds for all 6 € (0,60]. Let (P,T) bea
(0, 8,6~ M)-nice configuration, where P < Ds is a non-empty (3,t,0~")-set. Then,

% S 5 min{t(s+1)/2,1} +e (5.15)
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The proposition below has a similar flavour, but the hypothesis that P is a (J,¢,d7")-set has
been replaced by the hypothesis that P is a Katz-Tao (4, 2s, K')-set. In particular, note that this
hypothesis gives no a priori lower bound on the cardinality |P|.

Proposition 5.16. Fix s € (0,1),0 <t < 2min{s,1 — s} < 1land C, K, M > 1. Then the following
holds for all § € 27N with 0 < § < §o(C, s,t). Let P < Dj be a Katz-Tao (6, 2s, K )-set, and let T < T?
be a family of tubes such that (P, T) is a (6,t, C, M)-nice configuration. Then,

[ S ——— 1t

— 2 K %09 . 27T 4s

M ~ |P| )
where the implicit constant may depend on C.

Remark 5.17. One should think that the constant K is very large, in fact a function of 6! in our
application, whereas C' > 1 is just an absolute constant (in fact, in our application it will depend
on the implicit €).

Proof of Proposition 5.16. Without loss of generality, P is {27 2%} | -uniform, and § = 2=, Let f
be the branching function of P. Given an interval [a,b] < [0,1], and s > 0, we say that (f, a,b)
is s-superlinear if f(u) — f(a) = s(u — a) for all w € [a,b]. Fix e > 0. Using [19, Lemma 5.21],
decompose [0, 1] into intervals [a;,a;+1], 0 < j < N — 1, such that (f, aj, a;11) is s;-superlinear
with s; increasing, a;41 — a; = 7(¢) > 0, and

N-1

)= ) si(ajen —aj) = f(1) —. (5.18)

j=0
For the sake of clarity, we assume that e = 0 in this equation; the interested reader can check that
our argument also yields the limiting case as ¢ | 0.

Write A; 1= §% = 27Pmai for j € {0,...,N}. Noting that ap = O and ay = 1,

§=2"Pm=-Ay<...<Ay=1.

We may therefore apply Corollary 5.12 to the pair (Poy,7p) := (P,7T) and the scale sequence
{A;}IL,. This leads to a refinement P’ < P, and the families

To © TR+/R 0 peDp,(P),0<j<N-1
According to (5.13),

RV

71~ 5 el /
VS E) M, pj € Da,(P)). (5.19)
The plan of the remainder of the proof is to estimate each of the factors |7, |/ My, separately, and
finally multiply the results to obtain a lower bound for |7/M.

Leta = min{a; : s; >t} and b = min{a; : s; > 2 — t}, assuming that these exist. If s; < ¢ for all
j, we simply declare a := 1, and if s; < 2 —t forall j, we set b := 1. Note thatt <2 —1¢,s0b > a.

Abbreviate §; := Aj11/A; for 0 < j < N — 1. Recall that a; 41 — a; = 7(€), 80 0; = §%+1 7% <
67(¢). The information that (f, a;,a;41) is s;-superlinear translates to the property that

Sp(P np) c D,

is a (05, 55, C)-set for every p € Da,(P), where C' > 0 is a constant that depends only on D in the
definition of uniformity, which in turn has to be taken large enough in terms of €. See [12, Lemma
8.3]. Does the same remain true for the refinement P’ < P? Almost: Lemma 5.12(i) guarantees
that

|P" np| ~ |Pnpl, peDAj(P').
It then easily follows (or see [13, Corollary 2.19]) from the (&;, s;, C)-set property of S, (P np) that
Sp(P'np)isa (d;,s;,~ 1)-set. But since §; < 67(%), logarithmic constants in § are also logarithmic
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in ;. In particular, for any given > 0, and provided that § > 0 is sufficiently small, the sets
Sp(P' N p) are (d;,5;,0; ")-sets for p € Da,(P’).

We are then in a position to apply Theorem 5.14 to the (d;,s;, Cp,, Mp, )-nice configurations
(Sp; (P'npj), Tp,), where p; € Da,(P’) is arbitrary, and Cy,; ~ C by Lemma 5.12(ii). In particular,
Cp; < 05" for & > 0 sufficiently small. Taking the "min" in (5.15) into account, the conclusion of
Theorem 5.14 is that

T, s )

|]prgj| > 5% = §silajri=ag) a; € [0,al,

|TJ| s+t 2 —Sj+t aj+1—a;

Tosl < o1 s (ajii-a,

]\;:v %5]1:5 (aj+1 J), G,J'E[b,l]-
J

Plugging this information into the lower bound (5.19), we find

f0) - f(a@) | (b=t

log,;5(IT1/M) = f(a) + 5 5 T1-b
We get
logy 5(7)/20) = LOEI@ 020t 620
fA) + fla)  (1—a)t t,f) - fb) '
= S Ty T ) -

Write K =: 6~*. The assumption that P is a Katz-Tao (4, 2s, K)-set translates to f(1) — f(a) <
25(1 — a) 4 u. Since also t < 2s by assumption, we have
() = fla) —u) _ tf(1)  tu
fla) + (1 —a)t > f(a) + 5e >S5 (5.21)
We assume that b < 1. If b = 1, some of the terms in (5.20) vanish, and a stronger form of
(5.23) already follows from (5.21). Write ¢ := %{:(b) € [2 —t,2] = (2s,2]. Using the Katz-Tao
assumption on P again, we have

o(1=b) = f(1) = fb) Su+25(1—b) — 1-b< ——,
and therefore
t, fM)—=f0O) 1 u(t+o0—2) tu
(=0)1-3) -T2 =510t —0) >~ e s, (52)

using that o € [2(1 — s), 2] and the assumption 2s < 2 — ¢ for the last inequality.
Combining (5.20), (5.21) and (5.22), we conclude that
t . f(1) tu
logas(IT1/M) > (14 52) 75 — o,
as claimed. (To be more precise, we should add a —O; ¢(e) in the right-hand side of (5.23), to
account from the ¢ in (5.18).) O

(5.23)

We will only use the conclusion of Proposition 5.16 via the following corollary concerning
projections:

Corollary 5.24. Fix s € (0,1),0 <t < 2min{s,1 — s} and C,K > 1. Let X < [0, 1]? be a Katz-Tao
(0,2s, K)-set, and let Y < [1,2] be a d-separated (9,t, C')-set. Then

3 14t
Iy (X)|s 2 K~ - |x |2
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for at least |Y|/2 values of y € Y.

Proof. Given Proposition 5.16, the proof of Corollary 5.24 is exactly the same as the proof of [13,
Corollary 6.1] starting from [13, Theorem 5.35]. We only sketch the idea. It is enough to establish
the existence of one y € Y satisfying the desired conclusion; we can then apply this case to the
exceptional set of y € Y that fail it. This is because any subset of Y cardinality > |Y'|/2 satisfies
the same assumptions, up to a change in the constants.

Write P := Ds(X). Then P is a Katz-Tao (4,2s, O(K))-set. For each y € Y5 (a d-net inside Y),
cover 7, (P) by a family 7, = 7° such that |T,| < |m,(P)|s ~ |7, (X)]|s, and the slopes of the tubes
in 7, are roughly parallel to the line 7, ' {0}. Set

T:=J 7
YEYs

Then (P, T) is a (0, ¢, C, M)-nice configuration with M = |Y5|. We may now infer from Proposi-
tion 5.16 that

T > g . X |2F
Y] ~

This implies the claim, taking into account that | 7| < |Y5| - max{|m,(X)|s : y € Y5}. O

5.2. Rescaling Y. We now derive Theorem 5.6 from Corollary 5.24 by a rescaling argument on
the set Y of projection directions.

Proof of Theorem 5.6. By passing to suitable d-separated subsets, we may assume that A;, A; and
Y are §-separated. Note that the assumptions imply that A; and A, are Katz-Tao (4, s, ")-sets.
Let I c [0, 1] be an interval of minimal length p such that

Y A 1]s = p2[Y]s.
Since Y is a (4, t,5)-set,
1>p= 6% (5.25)
Write I = [yo, yo + p] and let X be the image of A; x A, under the map
Uyy : (a1,a2) — (a1 — yoaz, az).

The projections of A; x Ay with slopes in Y n I are precisely the projections of X with slopes in
the subset

Z={y—yo:yeY nlI}c]0,p]
In other words
Ty—yo (X) = my (A1 x Ag), (5.26)
where 7, (21, x2) = 1 — yx2 (recall (5.3)). Given A > 0, define Sy (z) = Az. By our choice of p, the
set 2 := S,1(Z)isa (p~'0,t/2)-set.
Decompose X into rectangular blocks
X; = X o ([, (G + 1)p) x [0, 1]).
Note that for z € [0, p], the sets {7.(X;)}; have bounded overlap for any z € Z, and so
|y (A1 x Az)ls = [my—yo X5 2 Z my—yoXjils, yeYnl (5.27)

J
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Let pux be the uniform probability measure on X, and p = (mp)xpx its projection to the first
coordinate. For any ball B, < [0, 1] of radius r € [4, 1],

1
w(B;) = mH(ahaz) € X : a; —yoaz € B}
1
= ——— > Ha1 : a1 € (B, + yoan)}]
[Aul|A2| 2
<6 s,

By the dyadic pigeonhole principle, we may choose A > 0 and a set H' < [0, 1] such that u(H') %
1 and pu(I) ~ X for all é-intervals I intersecting H'. Let H be a uniform subset of H' with |H'|s £
|H|s. Then H is a (8, s, ~ 6~ ")-set with u(H) 2 1.
From now on, we con51der only the set Jg = {j : mo(X;) n H # J}. Note that, since H is a
(8,8, 6 “)-set, we have
\Ju| = |H|, Z 6 p". (5.28)
Moreover, for all j € Jy, writing I, = [jp, (j + 1)p],

1 X5 _
|XJ|5 ~ px(X;) = p(l;) = p(I; n H) ~ NI n H|s = A|H|s|H|,".

Since A|H|s ~ u(H) £ 1, we find

X515 2 1HI X s, j€Tu (5.29)
By (5.27),
1
TaT 2 ImlAnx A2)ls |Z| SinXls 2 3 1 Z 172 X5 (5.30)
yeY nI 2€Z ]EJH zeZ

We now seek to find a lower bound for the inner sum. Fix j € Jg, and write X’ := X;. Without
loss of generality, assume X’ < [0, p] x [0,1].
Writing
mo(z1,m2) = S, (p 7 w1 + (p7'2)22)
we see that
. X" = Sym,-1, X", where X" = L,(X'), L, : (z1,22) — (p~ oy, x0).

In particular,

|7TZX,|5 = |7'd'p712)(”|p71(57 z€e .
Consequently, recalling that Z' = S,-1(Z),
1
|z| 2 I Xls = 7 2, Ime X (5.31)
2€Z z’'ez’

Recall (from below (5.26)) that Z’ is a (p~'4,¢/2)-set. This will enable us to find a good lower
bound for the right hand side, by applying Corollary 5.24 to X” and Z’. We start by estimating
|X"|,-15. Since X" = L,X’, we know that |X”|,-14 is the number of (6 x p~'§)-mesh rectangles
intersecting X’. Any such rectangle R satisfies
| X" A R|s S p=.
Indeed, | X’ n R|s < |X n R|s < [A2 n B,-15]5 and, since Aj is a Katz-Tao (4, s, ~)-set, one has
|A2 N B,-15]5 < 67" p~*. We deduce that
(5.29)
X" |15 26 p° - X s 2 0 [H[' - |X]s. (5.32)
We claim that in addition X” is a Katz-Tao (p~16, 25, §—4¢*)-set. To see this, fix r € [p~14, 1] and
consider a square @, = I, x J,. of size r in R%. If (z1,22) € X” n Q is defined up to an error p~ 1,
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then zo € Ay N J, is defined up to p~!4, and then pz; € (A1 — yox2) N (pl,) is defined up to 4.
Therefore,

|X” N Qrlp-15 S A1 0 (pLr)]s - [A2 N JT|p*16

< |A1 0 (plr)ls - |A2 0 Jrs.

o

Since A; and A, are Katz-Tao (4, s, §~“!)-sets, the above inequality implies

ctpsrsb‘fs . 57ct7,5575

<0
< 5—20tp—sr25 (p—lé-)—2s

5—405 r .
p~to) 7

where we used the assumption ¢ < s and (5.25) for the last inequality.

We are ready to apply Corollary 5.24 to X” and Z’, with parameters p~!4 in place of §, t/2 in
place of ¢, and §7%¢* in place of K. Recall also that ¢t < s < 3/4, so that in particular, ¢/2 < s/2 < s
and t/2 < 1/2 < 2(1 — s). The conclusion is that

|X” M Qr|p*1§

N

1 et 1.t
|Z/| ; S, |7TZ"<”|P’16 ,% 6202 - |‘<”|5*1§S
Z'e
1.t
> §2t . |X// ;j—lgs
(5.32)
2§ (3 TR X

3lct

Zds

1, t 3
. (ps| H|gl) 2135 | 5757i,
using that | X |5 ~ |A; x As| = 62¢*72% and ¢ < s in the last line. This estimate is valid for ever
g y

X" .= XJ’/ := L,(X;), where j € Jg.
Recalling (5.30)-(5.31), (5.28) and (5.25), we conclude that

v 2 Im(Ar x Ad)ls 2 YT g D Ime X Lo

yey nl jeJu ez’
2 Hl, -85 (o0 |H] ) g
o () e
(558) s¥et . (%) I+ () 378 gt
Taking ¢ = 1/24 we get the desired conclusion. O

6. AN EXPONENTIAL LOWER BOUND FOR THE EXPONENT

With Theorem 5.6 at hand, the proof of Theorem 1.14 follows the same general scheme as
that of Theorem 1.5. One first proves a flattening statement in the spirit of Lemma 3.1, and then
applies it iteratively to obtain a measure II,, with Fourier decay.

Finally, Lemma 4.1 allows one to compare the Fourier transform of p; X ... X yu, with that of
I1,, to get the desired inequality.
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6.1. Flattening lemma. The lemma below is similar to Lemma 3.1, but uses only one additive
convolution. The bound obtained on the energy of II should be understood as dim(AB — AB) >
dim A + & dim B in an energy sense.

For the proof, we use an argument originating in the work of Bourgain, Glibichuk and Konyagin [5],
based on the Balog-Szemerédi-Gowers lemma, see also Li [9] for a setting closer to the one studied
here.

Lemma 6.1 (Energy flattening). There exists a universal constant C' > 0 such that for all € > 0 the
following holds for all § > 0 small enough.
Let 11 and v be two probability measures on [1, 2], and set
M= (uXv)B (pXv).
Let 0 <t < s < 3/4and assume I’ () < 6~ and I} (v) < 6~¢. Then

I,y e() < 69

S

The key step in the proof of Lemma 6.1 is the following single-scale result.

Lemma 6.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma 6.1, for all p € [§, 5] one has

lipl3 = p~ 14 = |IL13 < p7llis,lI3,

if C is a sufficiently large constant.
We postpone the proof of Lemma 6.2 to the next section, and first show how it implies Lemma 6.1.

Proof of Lemma 6.1, assuming Lemma 6.2. Fix p € [0,57]. Combining Lemma 6.2 and the trivial
bound [[TL,|13 < [| I3 for the case 1,3 < p~ 5+, we get
PITTTIML N < 1+ 0" 3.
For p € [69/7, 1], we use the simple bound
P TIN5
Thus,
Ing'r(H) S Z Pl_s_THHp”%

§<p=2"k<1
< (log1/6)5~" + (log1/6) + > p'*llwll3
0<p=2"k<1
< (log 1/6)5~/7 + I (u).
O

6.2. Proof of Lemma 6.2. We begin with an elementary lemma that relates measures with small
energy and the non-concentration property for discretised sets.

Lemma 6.3 (Energy and non-concentrated subsets). Let v be a probability measure on [0, 1] such that
I?(v) < p~%7. Any union of p-intervals A < [0, 1] such that v,(A) > p7 contains a (p, s, p~57)-set A,
such that v(Ay) = p*".

Proof. Indeed, from Lemma 3.8, there exists a set E' with measure v(E) < (log1/p)p*™ such that
forallz ¢ E, forallr e [p,1],
v(B(x,r)) < p~4Tre.
The set A’ = A\E satisfies v(A’) > p7 /2. Taking dyadic level sets 27%, for k = 0,...,log1/p, we
may further restrict A’ to a subset A; such that v(A4;) > p” and the density of v, is essentially
constant on Aj:
iD>0:Vze Ay, D <v,(z)<2D.
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Then, for all z in A; and all r > p,
|A1 n B(x,7)|,  v,(A1n B(z,7))
|Ail, vp(A1)

Enlarging the implicit constant, one readily checks that this estimate holds in fact for all x in
R. (Indeed, if B(z,r) n A1 = @, there is nothing to prove, and if B(z,r), nA; 3 xo, then write

<0y, (Bla,r) < por,

B(z,r) < B(zo,2r).) This shows that A; is a (p, s, p~57)-set. O
Proof of Lemma 6.2. Let 7 = t/C, for some large enough universal constant C'. Assume

lpll3 = p= 577 (6.4)
We wish to show the flattening estimate

L1135 < 7 [l 3. (6.5)

Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that (6.5) fails. We discretise the measure p at scale p
using dyadic level sets, and then use the quantitative projection estimate obtained in the previous
section to derive a contradiction.

Step 1: Choosing large level sets for
It is easy to check that there exist sets A; < [1,2], ¢ > 0, which can be expressed as unions of
p-intervals, such that A; is empty for i 2 log %, and

o S D0 20a, S pgp + 1. (6.6)

120

We have
00 B By 80) = [ (10, B8 (1, 83, dv(a) o).

Therefore, from the left inequality in (6.6),
(1 Bv) B (n, Bv) < D7 2+ //(1Ai X 4,) B (1a, ¥6,) dv(z) du(y).
1,j=0
Observe that 14, X 6, = |2[7'1,4, and 14, K, = |y|7'1,4,. Since sptv < [1,2], the factors
2|71, ly|~" lie in [5, 1], so

(8B E0) € Y 277 [[ 1,4, 81,0, dvla) du(y).
§,5=0
The triangle inequality shows that
5 24 [[10a, By, o (o) d) 2 11
1,j=0
There are at most O((log %)2) < 1terms in this sum (here and below, we use S to hide logarithmic
functions of p). Hence, there exist i, j > 0 such that

27 [[Laa, B 1y, 2 dvle) dvly) 2 1L 2 ©7)
From now on we fix such ¢ and j. Note that, by (6.6) and Young's inequality, for all z, y,

2 10a, Blyayllz S lluspllillesollz < Nl

In particular, under our counter-assumption ||I1, |3 = p7 (|11, |3, one finds that (if p is small enough)
there exists « such that the set

Yo ={y: 27| Loa, Blya,lla = p7ll o2 } (6.8)
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satisfies
v(Yo) Z p2 —p” = p2. (6.9)
We fix this value of « for the rest of the proof.
Observe that, by (6.6),

122" 1aall ~ 2'14s] and lpll2 2 2] 1aa,
where | - | denotes the Lebesgue measure, and similarly
12 27|[1ya,00 ~27145] and  [lppll2 2 27 1ya,ll2 ~ 274,112, (6.11)

Using also the definition of Y; and Young’s inequality, we find

o ~ 21 A2, (6.10)

P olla < 27 [ 1aa, Byl S 214 - 27412, yeYs.
Using (6.10) and (6.11) above, as well as the symmetry between i and j, we deduce that
214 207 214207 and 21ANE 2 gl 2AE 2 T plle (612)
We record the following useful consequence of the estimates above:

G 60 o
lpolz < p772'Ail7 S p AT AR = p T AT E,

so (also by the symmetry of ¢ and j)

. P .
max{|A;], [4;]} S p7* lnplz® < o (6.13)

Step 2: Additive-multiplicative Balog-Szemerédi-Gowers
It follows from the definition (6.8) that for every y € Yy,

11aa, Blya,l3 = 0" - 27275 - Il
2727 A 27T Ay [2
Since 2| 4;| < 1by (6.10), and likewise for A, this yields
ea, Bya,ll3 2 0% - |Ail? - |4;]2. (6.14)

The left-hand side is equal to the additive energy of xA; and yA; so, by the Balog-Szemerédi-
Gowers lemma_ (see e.g.[20, Theor_ern 5.2]), this implie§ that for every y in Yj, there exist sets
A, c zA;and A} c Aj such that |4,|, 2 p*7|4i|, and |4] |, 2 p*7|A;|, and

1 1/ —147 3 3 619 —171—s
Ay =y Ayl Sp7 7 - AS - TA15 S p : (6.15)

Recall that A; is a union of p-intervals and p, is constant on A;, up to a multiplicative factor.

Using also that

©6) . (6.12)
po(Ai) Z 21Ail 2 T,
one has p,(A4,) 2 p*". Since ¢ < p~7 by assumption, we may use Lemma 6.3 to find a

(p,s,p™2°T)-set A, c A, with p,(A,) Z p°7. Similarly, we may find a (p,s, p~2°7)-set A; < A
with 11,(A}) 2 p°7. One has in particular |A,[, = p~*°7 and |4} |, = p~**%7, s0 (6.15) yields
1 1
Ay —yAylp S 77 A3 - 1AL1S, yeYo.
For subsets A, A’ c Rand N > 1, let us write A ~ ) A’ if
A=A, 5 o NTIAPIA
For instance, the above bound on |4, — yA] |5 can be rewritten
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Ruzsa’s triangle inequality (see [7, Proposition 3.5] for the discretised version) can be summarised
as: the relation ~ is transitivei.e. A~ A’ and A" ~ A” implies A" ~ A”. More precisely,

(A %(N) A and A ’%(N/) A”) - A ~N(N+N") A" (617)

Taking p-neighborhoods if necessary, we may assume that |A,|, ~ p~'|A,| and similarly for A
Write X = z4; x A; < [0,1]*and X, = A, x A] c X. Note that

[ Xylo 2 P*7IX ],y €Yo

Let vy := v(Yy) " 'v|y,. From Fubini and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality applied to the function
u— §, 1x, (u)dvy(y), we infer that

//le N X | dvo(y) dvo(z //mfb( ~x. () du dig(y) dig ()
> ([ [intduan) zp1x.

The same inequality holds for the p-covering numbers. Hence, for some y, € Yo,
| 1%~ Xyl dnto) 2 971X,
Since also | X, n X, |, < |X|, for all y € Yy, we see that
v(Y1) 2 p*°7 whereY; = { Xy N Xyl R 1p407|X |}

Recalling (6.9), we see that v(Y7) > p*'7. By Lemma 6.3 and the assumption that = < p~7, there
exists a non-empty (p, s, p~2°97)-set Y < Y;.
Abbreviate A4, =: A, and A =: A}, thus X,, = A, x A. Then, foreveryye Y,

Ay Ay 2 p*7|Adl, and AL, N ALl £ P As|,. (6.18)
Fory e Y, by (6.16),
Ay %(40) yA?y %(40) Ay
so Ruzsa’s triangle inequality in the form (6.17) yields
Ay %(80) Ay

Using (6.18) and the definition of the symbol ~, we get A, N A, ~(120) Ay, and for the same
reason A, N A, ~(120) As. Hence, for y € Y we have

A ~(120) Ay n A ~(120) Ay ~(40) yA; ~(120) y(A; N Ai) ~(120) yA/*a
and therefore ) )
|y (A x A, = [Ae = yALl, S 07727 - |ALIS - AL (6.19)
From A, = A,, < zA; and (6.13),
Al S oA S o770,
and similarly |A4,|, < p~*7%7, s0 (6.19) implies
|y (As x AL, S p7° 702, (6.20)

Let ¢co = 57 be the universal constant given by Theorem 5.6. Choosing 7 = £, we find that Y,
A, and A/, are (p, s, p~<0t)-sets, so there exists y € Y such that

Ty (A x AL)|, = p~ 5"
This contradicts (6.20) and therefore (6.5) must hold. O
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6.3. Proof of quantitative Fourier decay. The conclusion of the proof of Theorem 1.14 uses the
flattening lemma, the base case Proposition 2.1, and the elementary Lemma 4.1 to reorganise
additive and multiplicative convolutions.

Proof of Theorem 1.14. Recall the hypotheses: p1,. .., ti, are probability measures on [1, 2] satisfy-
ing I9(u;) < 0 “foralll <i <n,whereo >0,n>Co~! >2and e € (0,¢(0)]. In fact, it turns
out that the (absolute) constant C = 1 can be taken to be C = 4C,, where Cy > 1 is the absolute
constant provided by Lemma 6.1. With this notation, we will need

glCo/ol

0<€<€(O’)::m.

(6.21)

Under these hypotheses, we claim that
(& Bp) (O <67, gl ~ 07,

where T > e ,and provided that ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small.
3

We assume that o < 7, since otherwise the conclusion follows from Proposition 2.1. Write
=[Cy/o] < n/2. (6.22)

—Co~ !

Define I1; = 1, and for 2 < k <4,
Oy = (-1 B pg) B (T—1 X pg).

By a single application of Lemma 6.1 to the measures j1, ji2, we find I, ,/c, (Il2) < §—Coe/o,
Next, a second application Lemma 6.1 to the measures 11, and p3 shows that

Ige (1) S Lpsao/c, (TTg) < 64097,

provided that § > 0 is small enough. Fix n := 5 <
times and recalling the choice of € in (6. 21), we f nd

13(11) < I, (1) < 600" < 57,

& — 2. Continuing in this manner at most /

provided again that 6 > 0 is small enough. Using the general inequality |vs]3 < 657112 (v) for
0 < s < 1, we infer that

B <57 = |3 S s®Pm (6.23)
3

For reasons to become apparently shortly, we then perform a similar construction for the meas-
ures {fp41,. -y p2et < {p1y ..oy pin}. Let T} = peiq and for 2 < k <&,

o= (Wemy Bprerr) B (g B pues).
By exactly the same reasoning which led to (6.23), we now have
|(IT))s]3 < 6@/3—m=1,

Proposition 2.1 now implies that for all |¢] ~ 671,

— 4/3—2n)—1 1
IR0 < 673" = 6677 < o7,

since ) < § — +. Applying Lemma 4.1 to p = II,—y M y1p and v = II),, we get
(Tt B ) RUTE) " (€ < [T, XTI (€)] < o7
and repeating this argument ¢ — 1 times,
(2 B+ g I  (€)]F < 6%
Lemma 4.1 applied again ¢ — 1 times for IT yields

-1 N
(B B g B o B W o) N (E)[F T < 47
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and thus

(1 B - 8 pge) ™ (€)] < 627, (6.24)
Writing (1 X -+ - K pp, )" (€) as an average of (pq X - - - W pog) " (af), for a € spt(pger1 B -+ K py,)
[1,0), the same bound holds for |(y; K- - - K p,,)* (€)|. Recalling (6.22) and letting 7 = 2-(2+1) >
93¢ > 9=4Coo ™" e conclude that

(0 B B ) ) <67, e~ 5
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