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Chapter 1

Introduction

In the fields of Geometric Measure Theory and Differential Geometry we
find that the study of surfaces (Minimal Surfaces, Stationary Surfaces, En-
ergy Minimising Surfaces, etc.) and the flows of surfaces (Mean Curvature
flow, Ricci flow, Brakke flow, etc.) play a central role. Such objects are not in
general well behaved in that they have initially, or develop in finite time, sin-
gularities. Simply speaking, these can be thought of as holes, edges, corners,
or in general points that around which no neighbourhood can be described
by a graph. It is natural then that an understanding of the structure of such
sets would be desired.

In the present state of knowledge surprisingly little is known about these
sets. Although, particularly in weak formations, regularity theorems are rel-
atively standard in studies of these objects (See in particular Allard, White,
Simon, Brakke, Ecker), this tells us more about how much of the surface
we may consider as being smooth (or regular) than about the structure or
measure of the singularity set itself.

Some important results on the structure of the singularity sets themselves
are due to White, whose stratification results show that the dimension of the
singularity set is at least 1 less than that of the surface, and Simon, who
has shown that in a particular class of minimal surfaces the singularity set
is always a finite union of countably rectifiable sets in the dimension of the
singularity.

What is not known is anything at all about the shape of a singularity sets.
We do indeed have examples of singularity sets but they are all simple, (i.e.
the subset of a line, or a point) which leaves a lot of space between examples
and generally provable results.



In his paper showing the rectifiability of singularity sets of a certain class
of minimal surfaces, Simon shows that singularity sets can be approximated
by planes in the dimension in which they occur. In mean curvature flow,
Huisken and Sinestrari have shown that blow ups around singularity points
lead to eventually bounding the singularity set (blown up) in a cylinder.
This, when considering the axis of the cylinder as a plane in the appropriate
dimension is again an approximation to a plane in the dimension of the sin-
gularity.

This tells us that the properties of sets that are approximately planes of
some dimension are worth considering to see what properties we can get "for
free" and what sort of potential problems does one need to be wary of when
considering the singularity sets.

As a model for what is meant when we say that a set is approximately a
j-dimensional plane or indeed that a set is approximately j-dimensional we
use the 'plane like’ properties shown by Simon to be possessed by singularity
set approximations.

We isolate these properties to construct an ordering of eight strengths of
j-dimensional plane approximation of which the property combination specif-
ically used by Simon is the fourth. We classify these definitions in terms of
whether or not they ensure actual j-dimensionality and whether or not they
ensure locally H’-finite measure in either a strong or a weak sense.

The definitions allow for the full spectrum of possibilities. The strongest
definition implying that the set is locally a finite union of Lipschitz graphs
and the weakest two do not even ensure that the set be j-dimensional.

The most interesting case, however, is that of the complications of our fourth
definition, intriguingly the same as that arising in Simons work. This defi-
nition ensures j-dimensionality, but what makes this case interesting is that
while locally finite j-dimensional measure is not ensured, any counter ex-
amples are necessarily exotic. We show that while satisfying ’approximately
j-dimensional’ properties such sets have points of infinite H’-density but
that no piece of any Lipschitz graph may pass through such a point. This
rules out any vaguely well behaved sets (or countable unions of vaguely well
behaved sets) from both satisfying our fourth definition and failing to have
locally finite H/-measure.



Since our classification is complete it follows that we can (and indeed do)
provide a set satisfying this fourth definition that also does not have locally
finite j-dimensional measure. The set is a variation on the fractal known as
the Koch set. Since all singularity sets are closed we go on to show that a
closed version of this counter example exists which implies that in principle
singularity sets could be as terribly behaved as the counter example.

Especially since, at least in the minimal surface case, singularity sets are
known to be finite unions of countably j-rectifiable sets (see [I6]) the question
of whether such sets as these counter examples are finite unions of countably
j-rectifiable sets (and so continue to, potentially, be singularity sets) becomes
of interest.

The answer to this question for the particular examples initially given turns
out to be no, they are not rectifiable without considering measure conditions
and so cannot be finite unions of countably j-rectifiable sets. However, since
the explicitly constructed counter examples are members of a family of con-
structions this by no means rules out the possibility of very poorly behaved
singularity sets.

The second part of the work then defines generalisations of the construc-
tion of the constructed counter examples. We call these sets, due to their
similarity to the Koch sets, Koch-type sets. We then concentrate on giving
dimension, measure and rectifiability conditions for these generalised sets.

We find, encouragingly for the study of singularity sets that should such a set
be first of all rectifiable then it can also be written as a single Lipschitz graph.

This would immediately imply, since we need to remove the ’corners’ of the
sets in order to satisfy our fourth definition that any singularity set that may
be of a Koch type set form should also be a subset of a single Lipschitz graph.

The structure of the work is as follows:

In chapter 2 we present a more precise formulation of the motivating mathe-
matics including some particularly relevant standard general geometric mea-
sure theoretic definitions and results, provide the list of definitions as well
as the results already known in terms of our classification aims and results
from which looked for classification results are a short corollary.

In chapter 3 we construct the specific counter examples that will be used



in our classifications including the explicit examples of Koch type sets men-
tioned above. We go on to prove some important properties of these sets.
Some properties, for example dimension, follows from some relatively gen-
eral previous results of Hutchinson (see [I0]). Since it is often instructive to
see the direct proof for explicit examples we provide direct proofs for these
results as well.

Before moving on to show that the counter examples do indeed satisfy the
definitions that they are counter examples to, a by no means trivial task, we
show in chapter 4 that the complexity of the counter examples constructed is
indeed necessary; in that no ’simple’ example could possibly suffice. Further,
we show the path to showing that singularity sets have locally finite measure
is shorter than was previously thought, in that we need only show that the
set is graph possesing at all points of infinite density. This is shorter than
previously thought since such a property is so very weak. It does not even
require that the set be weakly locally countably rectifiable.

In chapter 5 we fit the counter examples to their respective definitions and
complete the task of classifying the definitions.

Chapter 6 gathers a few other miscellaneous relevant results and describes di-
mension generalisation of the explicit counter examples which are constructed
to satisfy approximations to dimension 1 (though, of course, some are actu-
ally of fractal dimension between 1 and 2.)

Finally, in Chapters 7 and 8, we deal with the question of dimension, mea-
sure and rectifiability of the family of sets that are the generalised form of
the explicit counter examples given. These generalisations are divided into
two levels of generalisation, first and second degree variation. We keep the
two levels of generalisation distinct since, although first degree variation gen-
eralisations are also second degree variation generalisations, they allow for
stronger results. This is because much more can ’go wrong’ in the second
degree variation case.



Chapter 2

Background, Definition and
Existing Results

2.1 Preliminary Geometric Measure Theory

We start straight of with some relevant measure theoretic background. The
standard references are of course [I5] and [7]. We assume basic familiarity
with general measure theory and we use the usual symbol for r-dimensional
Hausdorff measure H" for r € R. Also, we denote the Hausdorff volume of
the unit n-ball by w,.

As mentioned, a major part of our investigation regards dimension, for which
we are interested in Hausdorfl dimension which we define as follows.

Definition 2.1.
Set A C R™ for some n € N. Then the Hausdorff dimension of A is
defined as

dimA = inf{r e R: H"(A) =0}
= sup{r e R: H"(A) = +oo}

Another important quantity that we will be using is density, and indeed
n-dimensional density.

Definition 2.2.
Let (X, B, i) be a measure space. Then for any subset A of X, and any point

xr € X, we define the n-dimensional upper and lower n-dimensional densities
0" (u, A, ), O, A, ) respectively by

0 (1, A, z) — limsup A0 Bol®))

p—0 wnpn
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and ANE
O (u, A, x) = liminf w.
p=0 Wy P"

In the case that the two quantities are equal we call the common quantity the
n-dimensional p-density of A at x denoted by ©"(u, A, ).

Remark:

Depending on which quantities are from the context understood, we will also
use the terms density of A at x or simply the density at x.

The o-algebra Bhere is mentioned for formality but is unimportant in the
definition.

Also fundamental to our considerations is the concept of rectifiability. We
will need several forms of the definition of rectifiability. Their equivalences
are well presented in [I5]. We shall not here be interested in general rectifi-
able sets, so we restrict ourselves immediately to countably rectifiable sets.
Firstly and most basically we have the following definition.

Definition 2.3.
A set M C R™* is said to be countably n-rectifiable if

Mc MUl F®RY

j=1
where Fj : R™ — R"™* are Lipschitz functions and H" (M) = 0

Remark By standard Lipschitz extension results we know that we can also
write
o
v =m0 F(4)
j=1
for subsets A; C R".

Notice that we have not required that the sets by measurable, which is occa-
sionally required in definitions of rectifiable sets. It is however not necessary
since, as we will see, all of the relevant sets we will be considering are in
any case measurable since they can be shown to be expressable as countable
unions and intersections of Borel sets in the appropriate Euclidean space.

From this basic definition it is known that the following expression for recti-
fiable sets holds.



Lemma 2.1.
M is countably n-rectifiable if and only iof

j=0

where HN(Noy) = 0 and where each N;, j > 1, is an n-dimensional embedded
C' submanifold of R"*.

To introduce the final representation that we need we first need the following
definitions.

Definition 2.4.
We let the time fized blow-up function be denoted by n, that is for any subeset
ACR"?

Myo(A) = p (A=)
Let L be an subspace of R™ and p € R, p > 0, then
L ={z e R": |z —y| < p for somey € L}.
and

Definition 2.5.

If M is an H"-measurable subset of R"* and 6 is a positive locally H"-
integrable function on M, then we say that a given n-dimensional subspace
P of R™* s the approzimate tangent space for M with respect to 0 if

im [ f)0@ + \)dH () = Tim A" /M FO (= — 2))0(2)dH" (=)

li
A—0 N M A—0
~ o) [ 1w
P
for all f € CL(R"™K). The function 0 is called the multiplicity function of
M.

We will in general consider sets with the multiplicity function set to 1.

Our final definition of countably n-rectifiable sets is now stated in the form
of the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1.

Suppose M is H™-measurable. Then M is countably n-rectifiable if and only
if there is a positive locally H™-integrable function 6 on M with respect to
which the approrimate tangent space Tx M exists for H"-a.e. x € M.
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Remark: We note that, for example in [T6] it is often required that the total
or H™ measure of a set M or at least H"(M N K) be finite for each compact
set . We do not, a priori make this assumption.

Rectifiability can be seen as the weakest form of structure that a set can
posses. However, we can explore parts of even unrectifiable sets in the case
that they contain rectifiable parts. This fact will be useful to us. Particularly
in chapter 4. For these reason we also define purely unrectifiable sets.

Definition 2.6.
A set P is said to be purely n-unrectifiable if it contains no countably n-
rectifiable subsets of H™ positive measure.

We note to this definition that for any set in R"** A, A can always be de-
composed into the disjoint union of two sets A = RU P where R is countably
R rectifiable and P is purely n-unrectifiable.

2.2 Motivation of the Classification

We move now onto the motivation and construction of the problem at hand,
previous results and results that follow more or less trivially from the litera-
ture.

An additional motivation to that mentioned in the introduction to this work
was to perhaps uncover a way to attack the local H’-finality of singularity
sets for minimal surfaces or surfaces moving by their mean curvature. This
is supported by the mentioned results in Leon Simons’ [I6] paper on the
rectifiability of minimal surfaces, and recent work by Huisken and Sinistrari
that shows that estimates on the shape of singularity sets is heading in the
direction of satisfying the properties of the definitions under consideration.
In particular, in Simon [I6] a Lemma (the same one as has been previously
discussed) shows that at least parts of the singularity sets of particular types
of minimal surfaces exactly satisfy one of the approximation properties.

We state this Lemma (after appropriate definitions) as a motivational start-
ing point and also as it highlights some of the interesting points of the results.
We then state the definitions mentioned in the introduction that we wish to
classify and provide more fully a discussion of what it is we want to classify
in these definitions. We also provide here a summary of the classification
that is the central classification of the work.
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Definition 2.7.

By a Multiplicity one class of minimal surfaces, M, we will mean a set of
smooth (i.e. infinitely differentiable) n-dimensional minimal submanifolds.
Each M € M is assumed to be properly embedded in R"* in the sense
that for each x € M there is a o > 0 such that M N B,(z) is a compact
connected embedded smooth manifold with boundary contained in OB, (x).
We also assume that for each M € M there is a corresponding open set
Uy D M such that H"(M N K) < oo for each compact K C Uy, and such
that M s stationary in Uy tn the sense that

/ divy Pdp = 0.
M

whenever ® = (O, ..., ®"F) : Uy, — R s a C vector field with compact
support in U,,. Where we have used p = H"|p. We also require that the
multiplicity one class of submanifolds are closed with respect to sequential
compactness, orthogonal transformations and homotheties, that is:

1. M e M= qon, ,M € M and qon, y2Unr = Uyoy, 11 for each p € (0,1],
and for each orthogonal transformation q of R**.

2. If {M;}; C M, U C R"™ with U C Uy, for all sufficiently large j,
and sup,~, H"(M; N K) < oo for each compact K C U, then there is a
subsequence Mj and an M € M such that Uyy D U and My — M in
U in the sense that

fdH" — / fdH"
M, M
for any f € CL(U,R).

We assume here that the M € M have no removable singularities: thus if
x € MNUy and there is a 0 > 0 such that M N B,(z) is a smooth connected
embedded n -dimensional submanifold with boundry contained in 0B, (z),
then z € M. Subject to this agreement we can make the following definition

Definition 2.8.
Suppose that M is as above and that M € M then the (interior) singular
set of M (relative to Uy ) is defined by

singM = Uy N M ~ M
and the regular set of M s simply M itself, that is

regM = M.

11



With these definitions we can now state the motivating Lemma due to Simon
[16):

Lemma 2.2.
If M is a multiplicity one class of minimal surfaces, M € M,

m := max{dimsingM : M € M}

20 € singM

and

Si(z0):={z€e M :0™(M,z) >O™(M,z)}
Then for each € > 0 there is a p = p(e, 29, M) > 0 such that Sy (z9) has the

following approzimation property in B,(z):
For each o € (0,p] and z € Si(29) N By(zy) there is an m-dimensional
affine subspace L., containing z with

Sy N B,(z) C the (e0) — nhood of L,,.

We note that in the case of Mean Curvature Flows, the singularity set can
also be defined as follows:

Definition 2.9.

We say that a solution of Mean Curvature Flow (My)i<y, reaches xo € R
at time tq if there exists a sequence (x;,t;) with t; /' to so that x; € M; and
Tj — Zo-

Definition 2.10.

Let M = (M) be a smooth solution of mean curvature flow in U x (t1,ty). We
say that xg € U 1s a singular point of the solution at time ty if M reaches xg
at time ty and has no smooth extension beyond time ty in any neighbourhood
of xg. All other points are called regular points. The singular set at time
to will be denoted by sing, M and the regular set by reg, M.

As singularity sets are the motivation rather than the subject of our inves-
tigation, the properties of singular sets are used very little. However, in
determining how applicable our results may be to singular sets we find that
it is important to note that singular sets (from either definintion) are closed.

Proposition 2.1.
Singular sets as defined in either Definition[Z8 or Definition[Z11 are closed.

12



Proof:

Suppose that the statement is not true, then there is a point x € regM
such that for all » > 0 B.(x) N singM # (. In particular since x € regM
there is a radius p, > 0 such that M N B, (x) is "smooth" (either in the
infinitely differentiable in space time sense for mean curvature flow, or the
sense outlined in Definition X7 depending on whether we are proving the
result for Definition or ZI0) and such that B, N singM # 0. Thus
there is a z € singM and p, > 0 such that B, (2) C B, (z). It follows that
M0 By (2) is "smooth" and thus z € regM. This contradiction shows such
a point x cannot be found which completes the proof. &

We now construct the properties that we will be investigating. We will
always be considering sets being approximated by j-dimensional affine spaces
that are subspaces of R". We will identify R x {0} with R and denote the
projection onto R by 7,. Further, if L is a 1-dimensional affine space in R?
we will denote the projection onto L by 7.

Definition A.
Let A C R™ be an arbitrary set and 6 > 0; then

(i) A has the weak j-dimensional §-approzimation property if for ally € A
there is p, > 0 such that for all p € (0, p,|, B,(y)NA C the 6p-neighbourhood
of some j-dimensional affine space L, , containing y.

(ii) A has the weak j-dimensional 6-approzimation property with local p,-
uniformity if for all y € A there is a p, > 0 such that for all p € (0, p,] and
all v € By, (y)

B,,(x)NACLY,

for some j-dimensional affine space L, ,.
(1ii) A is said to have the fine weak j-dimensional d-approximation prop-

erty if for all 6 > 0 A has the weak j7-dimensional d-approrimation property
with respect to 9.

(iv) A has the fine weak j-dimensional approzimation property with local
py-uniformity if A satisfies (1) for all § > 0.

(v) The property (i) is said to be po-uniform, if A is contained in some

ball of radius py and if, for every y € A and every p € (0, po], B,(y) N A C
the dp-nhood of some j-dimensional affine space L, , containing y.

13



(vi) A has the strong j-dimensional d-approximation property if for each
y € A there is a j-dimensional affine space L, containing y such that the
definition (i) holds with L, , = L, for every p € (0, p,].

(vii) A has the strong j-dimensional 0-approzimation property with local p,-
uniformity if for all y € A there exists a p, > 0 and an affine space L, such
that for all x € B, (y) and all p € (0, p,]

B,(x)NAC Lgp.

(viii) The property in (vi) is said to be po-uniform if A is contained in some
ball of radius py and if for each y € A there is a j-dimensional affine space
L, containing y such that B,(y)NA C the ép-nhood of L, for each p € (0, po].

Due to the long names of the properties, they will be henceforth referred to
only by their number.

Our classification is to gat a simple yes or no answer for each of the eight
definitions with respect to two questions.

Question 2.1.
We wish to classify the definitions in Definition 1 with respect to the following
questions:

1. if the set will be of dimension j (or rather < j), and

2. if the set will have some locally finite Hausdorff measure property.

With these questions in mind we will concern ourselves with asking about
the answer to (1) or (2) with respect to a certain definition, for example the
answer to (i) (1) is no.

As we are generally probing here for 'free information’ about singularity sets,
and the use of more than one definition of the terms about which we are ask-
ing in the literature we remain open as to which definition it is that we are
making classifications with respect to. We therefore allow for two strengths
of locally finite H’/ measure. In only one case do find that the answer as
to possesing locally finite H’/ measure is affected by the choice of strength
of definition, that is for (vii) where the definition ensures satisfaction of the
weaker but not the stronger. The definitions are:

Definition 2.11.
A subset A C R™ is said to have locally finite H’ measure (or local H7-
finality) if for all compact subsets K C R™,

H (K NA) < oo,

14



or equivalently, if for all y € R™ there exists a radius p, > 0 such that
(B, (y) N 4) < oc.

A subset is said to have weak locally finite H’ measure (or weak local
HI-finality) if for each y € A there exists a radius p, > 0 such that

(B, (y) N 4) < oo.

An example of the difference is that
N = G R x 1
- n=1 n

has weak local H’-finality but not local H’-finality. The use of allowing the
weak definition is that in some cases, such as the one just given a set with
weak local H’-finality will be the finite union of a collection of sets with local
H/-finality. Which still counld be understood as having reasonably behaved
local measure when the structure giving the locally infinite measure is known.

As we will see, and has been hinted at, we do not necessarily get very much
information for free. Paritulcarly as we get a "no" to answer the definition
corresponding Simons’ Lemma. However, as mentioned in the introduction.
In this case we do show that in order for something to go wrong the set
does have to be truly badly behaved which should be helpful. We now note
formally that the condition in Simons’ Lemma is definition (iv).

Proposition 2.2.
The S4(2o) sets introduced in LemmaZA are (iv).

Proof:
Direct comparison between the property shown in Lemma 22 and (iv) shows
that this is exactly what is shown in Lemma 22 &

2.3 Results Following from the Literature

Although the problem we are looking at has not previously been systemat-
ically investigated, a few of the results follow easily from results already in
the literature for which proofs can be found, for example in Simon [I7]. Ex-
cepting a counter example, the relevant results can be convieniently stated
in the following Lemma.

15



Lemma 2.3.

(i) There is a function (3 : [0,00) — [0, 00) with lims\ o 5(6) = 0 such that if
A CR"” has the j-dimensional weak d-approzimation property for some given
§ € (0,1], then HITPO(A) = 0. (In particular if A has the j-dimensional
weak - approximation property for each 6 > 0, then dimA < j.)

(1))If A C R"™ has the strong j-dimensional 0-approximation property for
some 0 € (0,1], then A C U2 Gy, where each Gy, is the graph of some Lips-
chitz function over some j-dimensional subspace of R™.

(111) If A C R™ has the py uniform strong j-dimensional -approximation
property for some 0 € (0,1], then A C ngle, where Gy, is the graph of
some Lipschitz function over some j-dimensional subspace of R™, L.

We show in the following Corollary that the above Lemma allows us to answer
yes to properties (vi) (1), (viii) (1) and (2), (iii) (1), (iv) (1) and (vii) (1)
and (2), although we answer yes to (vii) (2) only with weak local H/-finality,
to local H/-finality we answer no.

Corollary 2.1.
The answer to the following Definitions is yes:

(vi) (1),
(viii) (1),
(viii) (2),
(i) (1),

(iv) (1),

(vii) (1), and
(vii) (2)

Proof:
(iii) (1) follows from Lemma B3 (7) isince

"In particular if A has the j-dimensional weak 0- approrimation property
for each § > 0, then dimA < j."

means that should A satisfy (iii), then dimA < j which proves that the
answer to (iii) (1) is yes. Further, since (iv) (1) is a strengthening of (iii),

16



sets satisfying the properties of (iv) must further satisfy any properties fol-
lowing from sets satisfying (iii), thus the answer to (iv) (1) must also be yes.

Any graph of a Lipschitz function over a j-dimensional affine space clearly
has dimension less than or equal to j. It follows then that any countable
union of such graphs will also have dimension bounded above by j. It thus
follows from Lemma (i) and (iii) that the answers to (vi) (1) and (viii)
(1) are yes. Similarly to the preceeding paragraph, the fact that (vii) is a
strengthening of (vi) that the answer to (vii) (1) is yes.

Further concerning (viii), suppose that we have a set A satifying the con-
ditions of property (viii). Suppose also that x € R™ and p > 0. Then we
know that

Q
ANBy(x) C U 9i(TL, (By(2)))
k=1

where L are the 5 dimensional affine spaces that Lemma ensures exist
and the g, are the Lipschitz functions over the L, that combined contain A.
Thus

Mo

HI(AN By(x) < H (gu(mr, (B,()))).

B
Il

1

Since card({gi}¥_,) = Q < oo there exists a

M = max Lipgr < o0

so that by the Area formula

Q
H (AN B,(z)) < ZHj(gk(WLk(Bp(x))))

IA
E
=<
S
)
=
©
S
2

We thus have that property (viii) does ensure locally finite measure, and
thus we have shown that the answer to (viii) (2) is yes.

17



Finally we note that should we have a set satisfying (vii), then, by defi-
nition, for each y € A there is a p, > 0 and an affine space L, such that for
all z € B,,(y) and all p € (0, p,]

By(z)NAC LY.

It follow that B, (y)NA satisfies (viii), thus H’ (K NA) < oo for each compact
K C R*, That is

H(B,,(y) NA) < H(B,,(y)N A)
< 0oQ.

Thus giving weak local H’-finality, and thus allowing us to answer (vii) (2)
with yes. o

Remark: We note that the proof as written is also optimal in that we
cannot get better than weak local H’-finality for (vii) as seen in the already
given example of N. For each y € N we can find a p, > 0 such that
B,,(y) NN C R x {1/n} for some n € N, and by setting L, as this affine
space for each y it is clear that N satisfies (vii), However, for each r > 0

H(B,((0,0)) NN) = oo
so that A/ does not have locally finite H’-measure.

Another contribution that comes from Simon [I7] is a set that is similar
in form to the main and most interesting counter example that is presented
here. Its actual construction and properties will be discussed in the following
section, however, in noting results that have already been essentially shown,
we acknowledge its existence and that it was known to satisfy one of the
definitions.

Lemma 2.4.
There is a set, I'. that satisfies (i) for j = 1 that has dimension greater
than 1.

In later chapters dimension of I'. and related sets will be discussed. The
original proofs that we present will be based on the knowledge of how to
calculate the dimension of I'.. The proof of the relevant formula will, however,
not be presented, as it also already exists in the literature. The proof can be
found in [T0].
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Corollary 2.2.
The answer to (i) (1) and (i) (2) is no.

Proof:

The set I'. of Lemma 3 constructed in the following section provides a counter
example to the answer to (i) (1) being yes. Since the dimension of a set
satisfying (i) with 7 = 1 could be greater than 1, there is clearly no gaurantee
of any form of finite #' = H’ measure. Thus the answer to (i) (2) is also

no. <>

This completes the survey of the results that were already known, or rather,
at least already almost known. So that the complete classification of all
the definitions is presented in a convenient easily digested way somewhere
we complete this chapter with a table of the complete classification that we
prove in this thesis.

The classification of the definitions in Definition 1 with respect to the ques-
tions presented in Questions 1 is as follows:

(7) (1) no (2) no

(27) (1) no (2) no

(1ii) (1) yes (2) no

() (1) yes (2) no

(v) (1) no (2) no

(vi) (1) yes (2) no

(vii) (1) yes (2) yes(weak)/no(strong)
(viit) (1) yes (2) yes.

We note that those definitions classified as yes have all already been answered.
It remains only to show that the classification of the remaining definitions is
no.
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Chapter 3

Construction of the Counter
Examples

Having answered all the questions that will be answered with yes, we now
turn our attention to providing counter examples for the remaining questions
so as to answer no to each of these. For those with a didactic turn of mind, of
course these counter examples were constucted in association with answering
our questions and not constructed before hand, only to be quite coincidently
successfully used later.

The sets being considered are not all trivial sets to construct or to under-
stand. At least not at first sight. We therefore provide only the constructions
and some intrinsic properties of the sets, leaving the proofs that they actually
satisfy the definitions that they are respectively intended to be counterexam-
ples to until later. For the more complicated sets, particularly A., there is
more than one method to construct the set. Some of these will be discussed
further in Chapters 7 and 8. For now, however, we satisfy ourselves with
the definitions most easily used to fit the constructed sets to the relevant
definitions and thus complete the classification.

In this chapter we construct 3 sets and 3 1-parameter families of sets. Of
the latter three the first is our own construction of a known set, the same
that appears in Lemma 3, which we provide since the necessary properties
for our purposes are more easily proven with our construction method. The
latter two are then variations of the same set allowing for important extra
properties by adding another point of variation. For the sets with a variable
there is a range of values of the parameter (independent of which set) for
which each resultant specific example is appropriate for our purposes. We
will, however, calculate with the parameter left arbitrary since it provides
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more generality and makes no difference to the proofs of the results that we
want to prove with these sets.

The three simpler sets are of little interest apart from the fact that they
are appropriate counter examples to particular definitions. The other three
are of independent interest. As well as allowing us to show that some good
behaviour is ensured by the approximate j-dimensionality of the sets if not
as definite as we had hoped, they provide a range of interesting results on
dimension, rectifiability and measure density. Alot of the general proofs con-
cerning properties of these sets are included in the discussion of generalised
Koch Type sets (the generalisations of these three ’specific’ examples) in
Chapters 7 and 8. We include in any case the direct proofs of the properties
that we are interested that are relevant to the classification work. That is we
include direct proofs that for each definition for which there is a counter ex-
ample there is a closed counter example (important, since as we have shown
in Proposition Il singularity sets are all closed) and that the sets of integer
dimension are shown directly to have their respective dimensions.

We construct firstly the three simpler sets. We then construct I'. which
will be a counter example to (i) (1) followed by a property of I'. important
to our study. We then construct the second more complicated set A, which is
a counter example to (iv) (2). Since A, is not closed and is therefore not pos-
sibly a singularity set we make the third construction 4., which is a subset
of the second, constructed to be closed but retain the necessary properties.
We then prove some necessary proprties of A, and A..

3.1 Simple and Known Sets

The first set has already been defined, and is:
N = G R x 1
- n=1 n

Note that we will henceforth identify R™ x [0]¥~™ with R™ in RY for each
choice of n,N € N with n < N. The other simple ones, are used in a
similar way to A/ but need differing levels of fineness approximation with
bad properties at one point. Being a collection of flat sheets, N does not
have this property, we therefore define the subset of R? defined for each § > 0

as
As=| Jgraph{ — U | | graph { —
5 grap {n}u grap { . }

n=1 n=1
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and the subset of R? defined as

, O 22 o0 2
A = hq— U he——~,.
nL:Jl grap { o } nL:J1 grap { - }

We now construct the more complicated examples, they are both based on
the "Koch Curve" which was originally constructed as a fractal set being of
dimension between 1 and 2. The first we construct is the set I' given by
Simon in [I7], on which the remaining sets are based. The second set, which
is actually a function from RT into 28" (that is, the set is constructed with
respect to a variable ¢ € R™) will be denoted A., and is used as a counter
example to (iv) (2). Although I'. was actually constructed as a fixed set, we
will allow the set to be constructed with respect to a variable e, which will
later allow us to find appropriate counter examples with respect to (i) (1) for
any given 0. The variable set will then be denoted I'.

These constructions rely heavily on the use of triangles so we first make
the following definition.

Definition 3.1.

Let L = (a,b) = ((ay,as), (b1,b2)) be a line in R*. A e-triangular cap or,
when the context is clear, simply a cap will be the triangle , T, with vertices
a,b and c+ (a+0b)/2 (we write ¢ also as (c1, c2)), where ¢ is chosen such that

lc| =€ and
<c¢,b—a>=0.

Further to ensure that the cap is well defined we choose ¢ from the two re-
maining possible points in R? as follows. Should L be an edge of a previously
constructed triangular cap, Ty, then c s chosen such that T' C Ty. Otherwise,
if c1 # (a1+b1)/2 (regardless of which of the two possbilities) then c is chosen
such that ¢y > (a1 + b1)/2, otherwise we choose ¢ such that co > (as + by)/2.

Construction 3.1. .
We construct the set I'. as follows.

Let ¢ > 0. We begin with a e-triangular cap, Tj, constructed over the
line Ap; := ((0,0),(1,0)). We then name the two new edges A4, ;, j = 1,2.
We denote the first "approximation", which is Ty, as Ag. We note that
[ .= H' (A1;) < H'(Ao1), j = 1,2. We then construct le-triangular caps
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T1; on A; ;. We name the four new edges A, ;, j € {1,2,3,4}. We denote
this second "approximation", U?:1T1,j by A;. We note that Ay ;, 7 =1,...,4
are the 2% shortest edges of length /2. We note also that A; can also be
constructed by the appropriately rotated union of two copies of A

We now continue inductively, suppose that we have a set A, consisting of
2" triangular caps, T, ; with base length {"~! and altogether 2" "shortest
sides", A, 41, of length {"*!. On each A, ; we construct a ["*'e-triangular
cap T, 41,5. We set

2n+1

Appy = U Tn+1,j-

j=1
This A, ;1 will then have all of the same properties as A,, with n replaced by

n + 1. We note also that with the numbering of the caps, we always count
from "left" to "right" so that T},419j-1 U Th412; C 1) 5.

We then define

[o¢]
T.= (A
n=0
where the dependence on € comes from the initial choice of e. &

One property of I'. that should be noted now, as it is particularly intrinsic
to the construction is that I'. is essentially the union of two scaled copies of
itself. We show this after the following definitions.

Definition 3.2.

We denote the end points of a line of finite length, A, as E(A), and call them
the edge points of A. Let T,,; be a triangular cap. T, ; will then have 3
vertices which will be called the edge points of T'. Let A, be a stage in
Construction 1 or 2 (we will see that the definition applies to definition as
well to Construction 2) then the edge points of A, are

277,
E(A,) =] E(T.,)
=1
and the edge points of I'. are

E(T.) =] E(A,).
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Also, as we will see, the same definition applies to A.. That is we can and
do define the edge points of A, to be

= J E(4,)

We see the the edge points are all of the corners that appear in the construc-
tions of I'; and A..

Definition 3.3.
We define the edgeless I'. as

rf.=T.~ E(T.).

Proposition 3.1.
There are contraction mappings, S1 and S, and an open set, O, such that

rf co,

51(0) U SQ(O) - O,
S1(TE)U Sy(TF) =TF

and
S1(0) N Sy(0) = 0.
Further
= (1/4+&H)Y?
Proof:

It is not too difficult to check that the contraction mappings of Lipschitz
constants [ defined by

Siw,y) = ( cos((=1)'tan"*(e) — 7) —sin((—1)"tan"'(e) — ) )U(x,y)

sin((=1)tan™(e) — )  cos((—1)tan~'(e) — 7)

= ((()-()+ ()

Sl (TO) = T1,27

where

are such that
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So(Ty) = Tia
and thus

Sl (A()) U SQ(A()) — Sl(T0> U SQ(T()) — T171 U TLQ — Al.
Further, by setting O to be the open quadrilateral with vertices

{(0,0),(1/2,3¢/2),(1,0),(1/2, —/2}
e I’ cTy=A4,coO

and that we have S1(0O) is the quadrilateral of vertices

{(1/2,¢),(1,0),1((1,0)—(1/2,32/2))+(1/2,3¢/2),1((1,0)—(1/2, —/2))+(1/2, —¢/2) }

and S3(0) is the quadrilateral of vertices

{(0,0),1(1/2,3/2), (1/2,¢),1(1/2, —¢/2)}.

It follows that
S1(0)U S,(0) Cc O

and

S1(0) N Sy (0) = 0.

Note specifically that since the proceedure, P, of taking two triangular caps
on the shorter sides of a union of isosceles triangles is clearly invariant
under orthogonal transformation (since chosing the new cap to be within
the previous triangle is independent of orientation) and homothety, that is
P(R(T)) = O(R(T')) where T is an isosceles triangles and R is any orthog-
onal transformation on R?, and if [ € R, P(IT) = [P(T). Since S; and S,
are indeed just combinations of homothety and orthogonal transformation
we have P(S;(T)) = S;(P(T)) fori =1, 2.

We claim that
A, = 51(An—1) US2(A,-1)

for each n € N.

We already have a starting point (n = 1). Now, supposing that

An = Sl(An—l) U S2(An—1)
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for some n € N, we then have

Avo = P(A,

= P(S(An-1)USy(An1)
= S(PA, 1)U Sa(PA, )
= S1(An) U S2(An)

Completing the induction. Then, since A; C Ay, we then have

re = ﬁAnwE

[e.e]

= (4. ~E)

n=1

= () Si(Aw1 ~ B) US4y ~ B)

n=1

- ﬁ S1(An ~ E)U Sy(A, ~ E)

n=0

- ;Sl ([g314n “’l?) LJE& <[§ﬂx4n “/lz>
n=1 n=1

= SITE~E)uS,(If ~ E).

3.2 Pseudo-Fractal Sets

We now construct the "strangest" sets. These are similar to I'. in construc-
tion, however, as we noted in Proposition B], the construction for I, retains
the basic shape of the triangular caps. This will not be sufficient for the cases
when we want to prove properties for the case where approximations should
hold for all § > 0. We therefore allow the relative height of the triangular
caps to shrink, so that the "angles" involved in the triangles approach zero as
we look at smaller and smaller sections of the triangles. As we will see later,
even this adjustment is not sufficient. We therefore remove all of the interior
at each stage, take, in a sense, a limit, remove the approximating sets and
the edges. We make the specific constructions below in Constructions
and Note that the heuristic path to our set just given was not the one
that originally led to its construction, but rather, it is the result of being the
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embodiment of the worst case allowed in a failed attempt to prove that the
answer to Definition A (iv) (2) was yes. As has been mentioned, the third set
is then a carefully selected subset of this chosen in such a way as to ensure
that it is closed.

Construction 3.2.
We construct the set, as previously, as a subset of R?. We start with

Ap :=1[(0,0), (1,0)].
We then denote by Tj the 2e-triangular cap on Ay.

We now set
Al = (8T0,1 ~ Ao),

which is the union of two lines (namely the two shorter edge lines of Tj 1),
we name the two lines A;;, ¢ = 1,2. To continue, we denote by T} ; the
e-triangular cap constructed on A, ;, considered as an edge of Tj; for each i.

We then set

2
which will be a union of 4 lines A2 i, ©=1,2,3,4. Each an edge of a triangu-
lar cap 717 ;.

We continue the construction inductively. Assuming we have A4,,, a union of
2n—1

2" lines, {A,,;}%, that lie on the boundary of 2"~ triangular caps {T;,_1,}7, ,
(and A,, a union of 2" triangular cups), we construct 2" 2!~"c-triangular caps,

{T,.;}2",, on each of the 2" lines. As previously we number from "left" to

"right" so that T},41.9;-1 UTy112; C T, ;. We then set

b= (o(Ur) =),

<UA NUAnNE)>~E

n=1 n=1
0o

27
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where
oo 2™

E=J|JEA.),
n=1i=1
and E(A, ;) denotes the endpoints of the line A, ;. As previously, the ¢ refers
to the arbitraryily chosen € > 0 at the begining of the construction, which
may, of course, be chosen, as small as is necessary. &

Remarks:

(1) The removal of the endpoints is very important for the example. With
the endpoints, there are of course points in the set with a fixed angle that
must be squeezed into a d approximation for exery ¢ > 0. This is not possible.
With the endpoints missing we can, for each element of the set choose, for
any given angle greater than zero, avoid all "corners" of angle greater than
or equal to the given one, so as to make the set flater than the given angle
in that neighbourhood. Since we are asking questions of measure, it is also
important to note that the union of all the endpoints, that is

oo 2™

U U E(An,i)a

n=01i=1

is countable and therefore of zero H' measure, thus having no effect on any
H! measure properties that we are looking at.

(2) A remark on both Construction BJl and Construction B2 and indeed on
Definition BIlis that a triangular cap constructed on the edge of a previously
constructed triangular cap may not be well defined in that it may not be a
subset of the previous triangular cap. Another problem is that, as we often
do, constructing triangular caps on both of the sides of identical length on an
isoceles triangle may lead to the two new triangular caps indeed being subsets
of the previous cap, but intersecting with each other. Choosing the vertical
heights prevents this problem, and indeed, should the initial vertical heigth,
h be less than 1/4 of the base length b, then provided the new vetical height
is less than or equal to h(y/h? + b2/4)/b we will encounter no problems, such
a proceedure cannot lead to a new vertical height being more than 1/4 the
base length, and furthermore in this situation, h(1/h? +6%2/4)/b =1 > h/2
(where the [ is the scaling factor in Construction Bl) so that no problems
later in the induction can occur in Constructions B.T], and B3 We will
always assume that the appropriate conditions on the vertical height have
been satisfied. This is no problem as we want our caps to be very flat in any
case.
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Definition 3.4.

For each n € NU {0} and each i € {1,...,2"} there is a triangular cap T, ;
constructed on A, ;, we denote the vertice of T, ; that is not in A, ; (that is,
the new vertice created) by a,;.

Construction 3.3. .

As previously mentioned we will be looking at a subset of A.. We have
already noted that the edge points of A. are countable, we now give them an
ordering that will prove important later. We take

€1 = (0,0),
€y — (1,0),
€3 = ap,1

and then in general
Cotity g2l = Ana-
We set )
Py = Z2-7(1 +7-16e2)1/2

and for n € N, we set
pn = 41" < 27571 4 (n 4 6)162) Y2,
We now define a set of radii. We set
L= p1

and
o = pP2.

Then for ¢ > 2 there is a unique n € NU {0} such that

n+1

ie {2+2n:2",...,1+22j}
j=0 J=0

so that we can define
ri = min{p;, d(e;, Ap—1 U Ap_2)/2}.

We then define .
B = U B, (&)

=1
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Note that -
E={e}2, c| B (e:) = B.
i=1

Finally we define
A=A, ~ B.

We note that this can also be written as
A.=(A.UE) ~B.
&

There are three points concerning A, and A, that are important that should
be noted. Firstly, the entire purpose of altering A, to A. was that A, should
be closed. We therefore prove that this important property indeed holds.
Secondly, although we will show that A. and A. have property (iv) with
respect to 5 = 1 and thus have dimension 1, the sets have some interesting
properties in and of themselves. For this reason and as support for the con-
sistency of the results here we provide a direct proof that the dimension of A,
and A, is 1. Finally, as we will show in chapter 4, the exotic counterexamples
of A, and A, are necessary. Further, to support the idea that counter exam-
ples to (iv) 2 need necessarily be badly behaved, we note that A., A, are not
rectifiable. As substantial preparation is necessary and since the fact is not
necessary for our classification, we present the proof in Chapter 7 along with
the generalisations of the sets. A direct proof for these specific examples is
also given.

Lemma 3.1.
A, is closed.

Proof:
We first show that A, + E is closed.

Consider a convergent sequence of points {z,} C A. + E. We must show
that
r:= lim x, € A, + E.

n—o0

If
r€e R

we are finished, so assume that this is not the case. Now, for each x,, either
x, € Forz, € A..
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In the first case z,, = ¢; € E and there is an ng € N such that ¢; € A,
for each n > ng. By taking {z,;}32, such that z,; = z, for each j then
Tp,; € A, for some m > j for each j and lim; o z,, ; = @p.

In the second case

o\ 00
Ty € A = (UAm) ~ J Am
m=1 m=1

Thus there exists a sequence z,, j such that |z, ;—z,| < 1/j so that im; ,, z,, ; =
zn and {z,;}32; C U;_, Am. Now assume that there is a finite number ¢
such that {x, ;}; C Ul _, A,,. Then since U} _, A, is a finite union of closed
lines it is closed so that lim; z, ; € u? _ A, and thus z,, € U _ A,,. How-
ever, since x ¢ F and U! _| F(A,,) is finite, d(z,U!,_;E(A,;,) > 0. Thus in
this case =, € Ul _| A, ~ E. It follows then that we would have

We can therefore take a subsequence and relabel to assume that z,; € A,
for some m > j for each j € N.

We now take the sequence {z,,}_; given by

Tm = Tm,m,

and note that {z,} C J—, A, so that lim,, .z, € UX,A,. By the
condition that |z, ; — x,| < 1/j, this diagonal selection gives us

r = lim z,,

e J4n
n=1
Since, following from construction 2, for each n € N and each y € A, ~ FE

there is a radius 7 > 0 such that d(y, UX_, . An,) > r it follows that for each
neNx¢g A, ~FE. Thus

8
m
T
3
&
~
Z
g
S
3
2
S

m=1 m=1
(9O
~auve



We therefore have that A, is closed.

Now since B is the countable union of open balls it is also open. Since
E C B we can write

A=A ~B=A.UE~B

which is a closed set without an open set and thus is closed, proving the
Lemma. %

3.3 Properties of A. and A.

We now look at some direct properties of A, and A, that will be important
to us later. Some of the properties, for example the dimension of A, and A.
follow from more general Theorems that we shall use. However, since the
direct proof is more instructive as to the properties of the sets and is not
particularly longer, we present the direct proof here.

Lemma 3.2.
Let ¢ > 0 be such that A. is well defined. Then for each n € N and each
Jj€{1,2,....2"}, the base length of a triangular cap T, ; in the construction
of A. has length
1+ nl6e?)!/?

H(4,,) = LT

and thus
HY(A,) = (1 4 nl6e?)Y/?

for each n € N.

Proof:
Clearly H'(Ap) = 1.
HY(A) > liminf H'(A,).

Then H!(A;) is the sum of two hypotheses of triangles (1/2)H!(Aq) base
length and 2e¢ height. that is

HI(A) = 2 ((%)2 + (2@)

= (1+16%)"2

1/2

Having that it is true for n = 0,1 [ now claim that

HY(A,) = (1 +nl6?)/2,
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Assuming it is true for n we note that H'(A, 1) is the sum of 2! hypotheses
of triangles of base length H'(A,)/2" ™ and height 2> "¢. That is

H (Apr) = 27 ((H;(fl))z + (22_("“)5)2)

_ ((Hl(An))2 +22—2n+2+2n6>1/2
= (1 +nl6e? 4 16e%)'/2
= (1+ (n+1)16e%)"2

1/2

proving the inductive claim. Then for each n € N and j € {1,2,...,2"} the
base length of a triangular cap 7T),; is one equal 2"-th part of the length of
A,. That is

(14 nl6g2)l/?

%1(14”7]) = on

Definition 3.5.

We denote the projection of a space onto a subset, S, whenever thye concept of
projection makes sense for S by ms. An exception to this rule is the projection
of R? onto the x-azis identified with R. This projection is denoted by .

Theorem 3.1.
dimA, = dimA, = 1.

Proof:
First note that
HI(AE) > HI(WI(AE))

and similarly

H'(A) > H (12(AL))

First, since F is countable we can consider z € [0, 1] ~ 7, (E) # 0. Since each
A,, can be considered as a connected path joining (0,0) and (0, 1) there is an
z, € ;' (x) N A,. Then we have {x,}, a subsequence of U2, A,. Since this
sequence is in a bounded set ([0, 1] x [0, 2¢]) there is a convergent subsequence.
Since for all n € N, m,(x,) € m.(F), it follows that zy = limz, ¢ E.
Similarly to in the previous Lemma, this also implies that = ¢ A,, for each
m € N. Therefore

zo € (U2 A,) ~ U ~ E = Al
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It follows that

Hi(mo(Ae) > HU([0,1] ~ mo(E))
> H([0,1]) - Him(E))
=1
> 0

Now, we note that A. = A. — B and that
1,7 2\1/2 -7
7’2-212 (14+7-16e%)7/° <2

(since we are in any case always taking ¢ < 0.01). It follows that
7'[1(7Tr(“46)) = ,Hl(ﬂ'r(As ~ 7,(B))
2 %1(/45) - Z Ty
i=1

> 1-277 f: 470
=1

> 1-277
> 0.
It follows that
dimA, > dimA, > 1 (3.1)

Now let s > 0 and 6 > 0. Then for any given € > 0 there is an n € N
such that
§ € (227,257 "e]. (3.2)

We note that the vertical height of the trianglular caps in the n-th stage
of construction of A, is 2'7" so that § > 2 times the vertical height of the
triangular caps in the nth construction stage. Since

on

A. | T

i=1

any cover of U2", is also a cover of A.. By taking balls of radius § with
centers in A, we note that we can take these balls along an A, ; such that
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the overlaps ensure that Ai{ Zﬂ is covered. By taking such a cover of A4, ; for

each ¢ we have a cover consisting of balls of radius J, Bs = { Bs} such that

| Bso A2 A2

Bs€Bs
Since
gn
Ail_n D) UTTM
i=1
D A,

we also have that Bs is a cover of A.. Since with such a cover no more than
§/+/2 of the radius of a ball in Bs will uniquely contribute to the cover of A,,
and since the inefficiencies of taking A, ;’s that meet at non-uniform angles
can not do any worse than forcing us to cover A, twice it follows that

> 5 <2V2H (A
Bs€Bs
so that from Lemma 5 we have
> 6 <2v2(1+nl6?)2,
Bs€eBs
Thus from (B2) we have
1 16 2\1/2
3 ot < (aeyavat i)
BseBs
Since Bs is a cover of A, this means
1+ nl6e%)!/?
M (A < (2e)2v/3 0T

so that we have

H(A) = lim M

6—0

1 16e2 1/2
< hm(g@Sgﬁm

n—00 ons

= 0.

Since this is true for all s > 0 it follows that dimA, < 1 and since A, C A,
that dimA. < 1. Combining with ([BI) gives the result. &
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Chapter 4

The limited Potency of Simple
Examples and Weak
Requirements for Locally Finite
Measure

4.1 Limits on Approximately j-Dimensional Sets
Entering and Exiting on the Same Side

As we have already mentioned, several of the questions we are asking must be
answered in the negative. To show this, clearly we need counter examples.
Some of the counter examples, such as A, A; and A? are relatively sim-
ple in that they are countable collections of nicely behaved functions whose
relevant properties are clear. I'. is not so transparent as the sets already
mentioned. It is, however, relatively clear that we need something a bit
more complex to satisfy a j-dimensional approximation with a set that is not
j-dimensional so as to provide a counter example for those properties not
ensuring j-dimensionality.

A. and A., however are another matter, being "pseudo-fractal" sets (in the
sense that every magnification of A., looks like A., for some €5 < €1 so that
A, is semi-selfsimilar.) that are in fact j-dimensional (where j = 1 in this
case). The obvious question is to ask if we could find a tricky way of putting
nicely behaved functions together to get a different counter example to (iv)
(2). (iv) is particularly important as we actually know that some singularity
sets with a relationship to this property. We answer this question with an
encouraging "no". This is encouraging as it means that to show that singu-
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larity sets have any sort of nice properties would then directly imply locally
finite H/- measure. In fact, as mentioned previously, we can show that A,
and A, are not countably j-rectifiable for the j used in property (iv) which,
since A, and A, are the only known counterexamples certainly supports the
assertion that such sets must be poorly behaved.

We find that any counter example must in fact be very poorly behaved in
that for any point of locally infinite measure (where the essential part of a
counter example is) cannot possibly have any part of the set (no matter how
small) going through it that could be almost everywhere described by a Lips-
chitz function under some rotation and still satisfy property (iv). That is the
set has to be a broken non-function at all critical points at all magnifications.

Conversely this means, to ensure a singularity set satisfying (iv) is locally H’
finite we would expect only to need to show that no point on the singularity
set has a neighbourhood in which the singularity set is purely unrectifiable.

This section proves these assumptions. The key idea is that to have a func-
tion of infinite measure in a small neighbourhood means that at some point
it has to be sharply folded on itself at all levels of magnification which will
prevent the set from having property (iv). We make a couple of necessary
definitions, then prove a Lemma proving an important special case which we
use in the Theorem proving our claim.

Definition 4.1.
Let u: R — R be a function and let

graphu N B,(y) C Lg

for some affine space L, and some § € (0,1/4). Then u is said to enter and
exit the same side of B,(y) with respect to L} if

max{|z — z| : y,x € graphu N 0B,(y)} < 7,
We note then that for a ball B,(y) and an affine space L, 3 y
LYNOB,(y) = U U,

for some arcs ¥y and ¥, in R2. We can therefore make the following defini-
tion.
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Definition 4.2.
Suppose a function u enters and erits B, on the same side with respect to
Lg. Then

for some arcs Wy and Uy in R%2. Further graphu NV, # 0 for exactly one
i =i(u) € {1,2}. We denote this W,y by V., and the other by W".

Lemma 4.1.
Suppose u : R — R is continuous and graphu C A C R%. Suppose that A has
property (i) and that for somey € A and 6 € (0,1/4) p, is an appropriate
radius at y with respect to 0. If u enters and exits B, (y) on the same side.
Then

max{d(V,,y) : y € graphu N B, (y)} < 4dp,.

Proof:
We first show that

graphu N B, (y) C graphu(Zy,,)
where

Luy.p, = [Inf{m,(graphu N 0B, (y))}, sup{m.(graphu N 9B, (y))}].

Suppose that this were not to be the case, then there is a z € B, (y) C R?
with z € graphu (and thus u(m,(z)) = z) and such that either

7. (2) > sup{m,(graphu N 0B, (y))}or

7. (2) < inf{m,(graphu N 9B, (y))}.

without loss of generality we consider the case

74 (2) > sup{m,(graphu N 0B,, (y))}

the other case follows similarly. Since u is a continuous function graphu is
connected and by the choice of z

max{m,(B,,(y))} > max{m,(graphu N B, (y)}

Thus the path

P := u([max{m,(graphu N 0B,  (y))}, max{m,(B,,(y))} + 1])
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intersects B, (y) only at its starting point on the boundary of B, (y). That
is
PN B, (y) = u(max{m,(graphu N 9B, (y)})

(Otherwise u(x) N 0B, (y) # 0 for some 2 > max{m,(graphuNdB,, (y))} (in
order for the connected path, P, to leave the ball) contradicting the choice
of max{r,( graphunodB,, (y))}.)

Thus

T2(2) € [max{m,( graphu N IB,, (y))}, max{r.(B,,(y)} + 1]

which implies
U(Wz(z)) ¢ pr (y)

This contradiction means that z ¢ graphu.

For z € graphun B,,(y) Let
zg =1, (m,(2)) NV,
which will be a unique point. Now assume
max{d(V,, z) : z € graphuN B, (y)} > 4dp,
Then there is a z € graphu N B, (y) such that

my(2) = my(20)| > d(z, 2)
> 4opy,

since for all a € V,,, |a — 25| < 2dp, and thus |m,(a) — m,(29)| < 20p,.

This implies
inf{|m,(2) —m,(a)| : a € ¥, } > 26p,.

w.l.o.g. assume that 7,(2) > sup{m,(a) : a € U, }.

Then, as u is continuous, there exist two connected paths P;, P, such that
WI(Pl) < 71';,;(2),
7 (Py) > m,(2) and

P, and P, are connected to W,,.
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Thus
PN ngl(ﬂy(z) — 20py) # 0

and

Py (177 () (2) — 20p,) # 0.
Let

2 € PN, (my(2) — 26p,)
and

2 € PN, (my(2) — 20py).

Without loss of generality assume |7, (z1) — m.(2)| < |7.(22) — 72(2)| This
choice implies that

|m2(21) — mo(2)] < 1/2sup{|m.(a1) — mz(az)| : a1,a2 € ¥, }
< Opy.
Then notice
p. = |z — 2]
< supq{|me(ar) — me(a2)| : a1, as € W, }
= 20py
< 1/2p,

so we consider Bs,_/4(21).

Notice also that |m,(2) — m,(21)| < |m.(22) — 7m2(2)| implies

1
72 (2) = ma(21)] < 5ps.
Now call the subpath of P, C graphu connecting z; to z P,,. Note
7 (P.y) C [m2(21), m2(2)] and

z ¢ sz (Zl)

which implies
P, NOB, (z1) # 0

and for all ]
w € |mp(w) — e (21)]| < 3P and

d(w, z1) = p,
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which implies

3
|y (w) — my(21)] > 4 P

However, for any choice of Lﬁfzpz we must have

9
sup{|m,(l) —m,(z1)| : L € Lgffpz} < Z(sz.

Since § < 1—16 we note

Thus it is impossible to choose a L, ,. such that

2,02
ANB, (z) C LY: .

This would imply A does not have property (iv). This contradiction proves
the Lemma. %

4.2 Set Constraints for Dually Approximately
j-Dimensionality and Infinite Density

We now prove the main theorem of this chapter by showing that we can
reduce the problem to an application of the above lemma.

Theorem 4.1.
Suppose A C R? and that there exists a y € A such that

H'(y N B,(A)) = oo for all p >0
and for some p; > 0,

y € G, (graphu) N B, (y) and

B, (y)AN G (graphu) = G (graphu) N B, (y)

where u is Lipschitz, G, € G(1,2) and G,(-) : R* — R? is defined as the
rotation such that G,(G,) = R.

Then A does not have property (iv) for j = 1.
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Proof:
By the invariance of the relevant quantities under orthogonal transformations
we can assume that y = (0,0) and G, = R.

Assume that A does satisfy satisfy property (iv).

Then for a given ¢ < 1/8 there is a p, = p,(y) € (0, p1) such that there
exists an affine space L, ,, such that

and furthermore, for each x € AN B, (y) and p € (0, p,] there is an affine
space L, , such that
ANB,(z) C LY,

Noting that y €graphu and that clearly

d(yvaBPy(y)) = py
> 40p,

it follows that
max{d(V,,y) : y € graphu N B, (y)} < 4dp,

and thus by Lemma BTl u cannot enter and exit B, on the same side with
respect to any affine space.

In particalar for each w € L, ,,

graphu N w;y{py (w) N Lffgy £ ().

Also, if
ANB,, (y) C graphu

then
H(ANB,,;n(y)) < % -wy - Lipu < oo,

a contradiction to our assumptions on the measure of balls around y.
It follows that there exists an v € AN B, ,2(y) such that = ¢graphu.
Note that wgipy (z)Ngraphu # () which implies
1
d(z, graphu) < 20p, < 5P

42



Now select z egraphu such that

9
d(z,z) < ginf{d(w,x):we graphu}
9
= =d
8
< Py

By the hypotheses there is an z; egraphuN AN B 16a(2). We now consider
B,. (1) > x.

Note that for any choice of L, ,,

L&pz N 3BPI (Zl) = \Ill U \:[12,

21,Px

a union of two arcs as considered in Definition and that
d@;&Bm(zﬁ)<:id
This implies that for some i =i(x) € {1,2}
U, C  Bu/aydtase. (@)
= Byaya+2609/8)a(T)-
Since § was chosen such that 6 < 1/8

4 5
—+ 24
16 16
15

24

16

1

5
d+262d
14T

which implies
graphu N W, = 0.

This in turn implies that u enters and exits B, (z1) on the same side with
respect to any affine space possibly allowing property (iv) to hold.

Since 2, € graphu

max{d(w,0B,, (z1)) : w € graphu}) = p,
> 40p,.

This implies, by Lemma ET], that A does not have property (iv). This con-
tradiction completes the proof of the Theorem. %
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In order to more definitely relate what has previously been discussed to this
result, I observe the following trivial corollaries.

Corollary 4.1.
Suppose A C R? and that there exists a y € A such that

H'(yN B,(A)) = oo for all p >0

and for some p; > 0,

Q
ANB, (y)=G," (U gmphun> N By, (y)
n=1
for some QQ € NU {oo} where u,, is Lipschitz for each n, G, € G(1,2) and
G,() : R? = R? is defined as the rotation such that G,(G,) = R.

Then A does not have property (iv).

Proof:

Since
Q

ye ANB, (y) =G, <U graphun> N B, (y)
n=1
y € graphu,, for some 1 < ny < Q. With v = w,, the conditions of Theorem
2 are then satisfied from which the conclusion follows. &

Corollary 4.2.
N, As and A? are not counter examples to (iv) (2).

Proof:
Let = = N or As. Then since Z is a countable union of Lipschitz graphs,
any point of infinite density in = satisfies Theorem 2.

For A? we note that the only point of density is (0,0). Note that restricted
to [—1,1] the functions making up A?, (u, = x?/n) are Lipschitz. Thus tak-
ing p1 = 1/2 and y = (0,0) in Theorem 2 the conditions of Theorem 2 are
satisfied so that A% does not satisfy property (iv). &

Remark

We note that in Lemma 6 and Theorem 2 we only used 6 < 1/8. Thus the
full power of property (iv) has not been used. It is therefore possible and
in fact likely that we could force any potential counter examples to (iv) (2)
to be even stranger than what we have forced here. Even without using the
0-fine property I believe that an improvement to Theorem 2 could be made
in the form of the following conjecture.
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Conjecture 4.1.
Suppose A C R? and that there exists a y € A such that

H'(yN B,(A)) = oo for all p >0
and for some p; > 0,

y € G, (graphu) N B, (y) and

ANG;graphu) = G, (graphu) C A

where u € C°'(R;R), G, € G(1,2) and G,(-) : R* — R? is defined as the
rotation such that G,(G,) = R.

Then A does not have property (iv).

The idea being that although in this case the full infinite measure could all
be produced from the one function, in the case where all the measure does
come from the single function it must fold on itself sufficiently tightly and
densely to either create a maximum or minimum somewhere we we could ap-
ply Lemma 6, or where essentially parallel lines would appear in which case
choosing the correct size ball would mean that the approximating affine space
would be essentially one of the lines and the intersection with the neighbour-
ing line would then provide a contradiction to A having property (iv).

More quantitatively, we note that there are several methods of attacking
the proof and "almost getting there". One method, using Lemma 6, reduces
the proof to the following.

Conjecture 4.2.
Suppose I, Is are compact subintervals of R and

u: Iy — Ip.
Suppose further that for all x1,x9 € I such that u(xy) = u(xs)
sup{|u(y) — u(z1)] : y € [21, 22]} < |21 — 25
Then, for any 6 > 0 there exists a partition P = {p1,...,pqo} of I with
max{|p; — pi| : 2< i < Q} < 6}

and
Q

Z lu(p;) — u(pi-1)| < C < o0.

=2
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Having discussed the non-simplicity of counter examples to (iv) (2), we reform
what we have shown in how it is written to emphasise that a set thus need
only be (iv) and posses at every point of infinite density a piece of graph to be
sure that we have locally finite measure. This is an improvement on previous
theory since such sets need not even be weak locally rectifiable. Clearly, we
must first give a formal definition of these types of sets.

Definition 4.3.

Let 1 be a measure on R™ . Then A C R"* is said to posses a piece of
Lipschitz graph at © € A if there exists an r > 0, G € G(n,n + k) and a
Lipschitz function u : G — G+ such that

x € graphu

and

H"((graphu ~ A) N B,(x)) = 0.

Definition 4.4.
A set A is called weak locally countably n-rectifiable if for all x € A there
exists v > 0 such that

AN B,(x)

s countably n-rectifiable.

It is clear that Definition is the same condition as that given in Theorem
BTl so that the claim that this condition together with (iv) leads to locally
finite measure follows from the same theorem.

The claim that this is a lesser task to showing rectifiability follows from
the existence of n-unrectifiable sets of H" finite measure for any n. Thus any
set satisfying Definition in union with any n-unrectifiable set continues
to satisfy the conditions of Definition EE3.
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Chapter 5

Fitting the Counter Examples

We mentioned in Chapter 2 that only questions with the answer "no" remain
to be shown. In this section we show these results by appropriately fitting
counter examples. For us this means showing firstly that the set in fact sat-
isfies the definition that we claim it does and secondly that the set either has
the wrong dimension (i.e. dimension greater than 1) or does not have locally
finite H!-measure depending on which property it is to which we wish to an-
swer "no". As mentioned in the introduction, the higher dimensional cases
will be discussed the following chapter. The reason the general dimension is
not dealt with here is that they in any case reduce to the 1-dimensional case
as we shall see.

There is in fact, in terms of classifying the properties of our defintions, little
that remains to be shown. What remains, however, is technical and non-
trivial.

Fitting counter the counter example to (iv) (2) in particular shows that
a non-rectifiable set (we show that A. and A, are non-recitifiable later) spi-
ralling at all points and magnifications does not spiral too tightly around any
given point.

The structure of the Chapter is that we show that As; satisfies (vi) which
will answer (vi) (2) in the negative. We do the same with A? for (iii). A. is
then shown to satisfy (iv) (actually via first showing that A, satisfies (iv)),
from which (iv) (2) is answered in the negative, and as a corollary therefore
(iii) (2) is also answered in the negative. Finally I'. is shown to satisfy (v),
from which it follows that (v) (1) is answered with a no, and therefore as
a corollary, the remaining questions: (v) (2), (ii) (1) and (ii) (2) are also
answered with no.
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The proofs that the sets satisfy the definitions are mainly geometric and
will actually mostly involve fitting sets in cones and then considering an ap-
propriate neighbourhood of the center point. For this we need to develop
notation to describe the cones we are using. As we will also find sets that
should be covered by a cone meeting at a point, notation and theory also
need to be developed for angles between sets. The appropriate definitions
will be made as (or shortly before) they are used.

Definition 5.1.
Let A be a 1-dimensional affine subspace of R%, 6 > 0 and v € R", then A is
said to be a subset of the é-cone at x, Cs(x), if

AcC {y: (Y1, Y2) 6R”:%<5}+x:: Cs(z).
1

More generally, if L is a 1-dimensional affine space in R?, v € AN L and ¢
s the orthogonal transformation such that

¢(L) =R
and
P(x) =0
then we say that A is a subset of the 6-cone around L at x, Cs 1 (z) if

Ac! ({y — (g ) €R": 2 < 5}) . Cyule).

n

5.1 Simple Counter Examples

We now present the relevant classification results following from the simpler
counter examples.

Proposition 5.1.
As satisfies (vi), and further does not have weak locally finite H' measure so
that the answer to (vi) (2) (weakly locally finite measure) is no.

Proof:
There are two types of points to consider. If x # (0,0), then if x = (1, 25)
e graph (sgn(wl)sgn(xg)&v)
n
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for some n € N. Then for

b
C4m+ 1)
B.(1)"A; C graph (sgn(xl)ssn(m)éx)

0
C G&;n,:w

where G5/, € G(1,2) is the affine space defined by graph((sgn(z1)sgn(z2)dx)/n),
for each r € (0,r,]. Thus, by setting L, = Gs/m2y * is an acceptable point
with respect to (vi).

If x = (0,0), then by construction, we may choose L, = R and note that
G(g/nw C Cg(l’)

for each n € N, so that
As C Og(fﬂ)

It follows that
A C R = [

for each p > 0. Thus choosing a r, > 0 at random we have
As C LgT
for each r € (0, 7,].

It follows that As satisfies (vi).

Note, however, that due to the fact that there are countably infinitly many
lines of length 2r going through any ball of radius r around (0, 0), it follows
that for all r > 0

H'(As N B,((0,0))) = o0

so that As is not weak locally H! finite. It follows that the answer to (vi) (2)
1s no. ¢

Proposition 5.2.
A? satisfies (iii), and further does not have weak locally finite H' measure so
that the answer to (iii) is no.
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Proof:
There are two types of points to consider. If x # (0,0), then if x = (1, x5)

sgn(xl)sgn(xg)éxz)

xr € graph (
for some n € N. Then for
%6
Te = 77—
4(n+1)

Sgn(xl)szn(x2)5x2)

B, (r) N A? C graph (

Since also z? is differentiable there is a tangent line L, to sgn(xy)sgn(ze)z?/n
at = and a radius that can be chosen to be smaller than r,, r,, = r,,(0) > 0,
such that for all

sgn(a1)sgn(w2)a?

y € graph N B, (z)

[T (y) — s ()| < Olmp, (y) — 7o, (7))
so that
B (r)NA*C L

for each r € (0,7,,]. Thus z is an acceptable point with respect to (vi).

If x = (0,0), then by construction, we may choose L, = R and note that for
lz] < ¢
’|

|z ]| ]

n n
< |z|é

for each n € N. Thus it follows that for each r € (0,7, = J]
A*N B,((0,0)) C LY.

It follows that A? satisfies (vi).

Note, however, that due to the fact that there are countably infinitly many
lines of length greater than or equal to 27 going through any ball of radius r
around (0, 0), it follows that for all r > 0

HL(A2 N B,((0,0))) = 0o

so that A? is not weak locally H' finite. It follows that the answer to (vi)
(2) is no. &
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5.2 Spiralling

For A, and A, we show that the required measure properties hold first. That
is that both of the sets are not weak locally H!-finite. After that we then
demonstrate that the set indeed satisfies (iv). Indeed, we have to work quite
hard to get the results for I'. and A.. This arises from the fact, as has been
mentioned and as will be shown in the next chapter, that I', and A, develope
spirals in the set. In order to show the required properties we need to show
that these spirals are not too tight. We now prove a technical lemma showing
that we can find a "spiral free" view of our sets I'. and A.. We can then
discuss the measure properties of A, and A..

In order to discuss spiralling, we clearly need to discuss angles. For us,
most essential will be the angle between two sets, particularly the angle be-
tween two trianglular caps. As simply saying the angle between two sets is
unclear, we make a definition that will be sufficient for our needs.

Definition 5.2.
Let A and B be two sets with a single common point z that can be divided by

some G € G(1,2) in a sense that is explained below. Then the angle between
the two sets 14 is defined by

Y =min{f : Cy(z) D G(AU B) for some G € G(1,2) dividing A and B}

where as usual G(1,2) is the grassman manifold, G(-) denotes the rotation
that takes G € G(1,2) to R,, and G divides A and B if for all X € A,
7:(X) <0 and for allY € B, m,(Y) >0

Remarks: Clearly if A; C A, and B; C B are such that A;NB; = ANB =
{z} then ¢g; < 14, Note that the order is important due to the dividing of
A and B. The notation ¢4 will always denote that A is in the "left cone half"
(i.e. m,(G(A)) C R;) and B is in the "right cone half" (i.e. m,(G(B)) C R})
for the G giving the minimum. We note that zb((:)) is subadditive in the sense
that, if A, B and C are sets for which the definition makes sense for the
pairings {A, B} and {B,C} with z; = AN B and 2, € BN C, then

¢é‘—{22—z1} S ¢§ + ¢gv

provided that such a value is less than /2 (to ensure the dividing of the sets

continues to make sense). Note that zb((:)) is translation and rotation invariant.
We note also particularly that in considering the angle between sets A and
B, if there is an affine space L such that AN L = {z,2,} (i.e. contains the
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point common with B, z, and another point), then 5 < 14 otherwise it
would be impossible to contain z, and B in a cone of angle 14 around z.

We also need to consider the angles that are actually intrinsic to the tri-
angular caps.

Definition 5.3.

Let n € NU{0} and j € {1,2,...,2"}, then we see from Constructions 1,2
and 8 that the triangular cap T, ; is an isosceles triangle. We denote the
angles of T,, ; as (9;;‘,]- and ™ — 2(9;;"]- where

22—ng
A -1
‘gn,j = tan < (14n16e2)1/2 )

2n+1

and where the € is that associated with the construction of A.. Should the
set A be understood we will simply write 0, ;. Further, as in this chapter,
should the O(n, j) be independent of j for the understood set A; On, j) will be
written On, -).

Also, suppose that L is an 1-dimensional affine subspace (i.e. a line) of
R? of finite length (so that it has a middle point 1), then we use Oy, to denote
the orthogonal transformation such that

OL L—R
and
Or(l) = (0,0).
Remark: At the present time the angles «9;;‘,]- are independent of the index
j. However, in Chapters 7 and 8 when we look at general forms of the con-
struction of A., the angles will be allowed to vary dependent on n and j. For

uniformity and simplicity later in the work, we introduce the symbol for the
more general needs immediately.

Note: We note that from here on we take 1(0,¢) < 7/32. Thus we need ¢

such that
(14 162)1/2 32

(coming from the definition of ¢)(n,¢).) That is

8¢
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so that taking

1
O<e< —
=100

is sufficient. Since we in any case want to look at very small ¢ and eventually
will also be looking at ¢ — 0, this presents us with no problems. We will
therefore henceforth assume the € used to construct I'y, A., A. and other
similar sets is less than 0.01. The reason for this assumption is that it is
required for the spiralling Lemmas to work.

Lemma 5.1.
Suppose that A., A. and I'. are as defined in Constructions 1,2 and 3. Then

(1)
should two neighbouring triangles, T, ; and T, ;11, be contained in another
(necessarily earlier) triangular cap T,, ;i) (m < n) then

Thyt
Tnit1 < 2877%](2) < 2‘90,1‘

and

(2)

the rectangle
R,;, =7, (OAM- (Uj:|z’—j|§1An,j)) X [—2H1(An,i), 2H1(An,z')]

has the property
O (Ru)nAc | Ay
Jili—jl<1

in the case of A. and A, and

Ox' (Rna)nAc | T,

Jili—jl<1
in the case of T'.

Proof:

We write the proof for A., from which the proofs for A, and I'. follows. This
is true for A, since A, C A, and it is true for I'. since we make all claims with
respect to the triangular caps, and the second claim for A, follows by noting
that in 6,,; only A, ; is in A in any case. The only additional tool used is
properties of 0, ;. However since the only property of 6, ; from the construc-
tion of A, that is used is that 6, ; < 0,,; for m < n and since 6, ; = 6y, for
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alln € N, j € {1,...,2"} in the construction of I';, all arguments involving
6.. also translate directly to I'..

For (1), let T,,; and T, ;11 be two neighbouring triangular caps with com-
mon point z. Then, by the construction of A., 2 = 2,412, is the vertex of
a triangular cap T, ;, for some n; < n and some appropriate ¢;. Further,
since z € Ty, i) and T3, T i1 C Thjsy S0 that 2 & E(Ap, jG) m < ny as
otherwise the vertex a,, ; cannot be in T, ;).

Then by considering G,, ;, € G(1,2) chosen such that Gy, ;,||An, i, We see
that we can choose two "halves" (divided at z,,112;,) of G4y, G,

n1,i1
GT such that

ni, 717

—+z
n1+1 2iq ”1 Z
¢G < On,,. and ¥, < Oy, .

++z 141,211 —

so that, since in both cases in ﬁnding the minimum over cones, from which the
—+z

n1+1,249 .
definition of ¢G U4 an nd wAn iy COMES, we used the cone with respect
to G, .i—1, We have

A .

n1+1,2iq
¢An1+1,2i1—1 < 8”17"

Since then T, +1.9;,—1 and T}, 41 2;, are constructed on the interior of T}, ;
with a base angle of 0,11 ., it follows similarly that

—_ 4z

Tn1+l 24y "1 'L
G ++Z ~ 9 + 01’L1+1 and wT 141,26 enh. + 9711-‘,—1,'
so that, since we have, as above, in both cases again made the statements
about 1. with respect to a cone around G, ;,

Tpy+1,2i,
Tnij::lljz; 1 < 9“17' + 9n1+17"

Now, since 8,,. > 0, . for all n < m it follows that 60,,, . < 6,,. < 6. and that

Oni41, < O, < 0. so that

Tny+1,2i1—1
Tni«l»l 21; < 20,,. < 20..
Finally, we note that now, by construction (in that A. is defined through
intersection of the constructing levels) that 7, ; C T,,, s, and T, ;41 C Ty iy 41
so that

Tn 7
2 < 20, < 20,
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This proves (1).
For (2), note that since ¢ < 1/100, . < 7/32.
We first need to make a subclaim.

The claim is that if 7}, ; and T, ; are triangular caps with 2 < |i —j| < 3 then

Ty OAnyi U Tn,j N Wx(OAnyi(Tn,j) - {Zn,i—27 Zn,z'—i—l}) - @

Jili—jl<2

From this claim we will prove (2). As claimed above, we note that since

U 4,=4n |J 7.,

Jili—j<2 Jili—j|<2
it is sufficient to prove that for any 7, ;, 7T}, 11, 15, i+2 we have
Anm, | O, iy U T | <21 A 21 (A e | Ty
gili+1—j]<1 Jili+1—j|<1

We now consider our claim.

We prove the case for j — ¢ > 0, the other case following symmetrically.
Note that we know from (1) that

Tn,i
Thit1 < 2907'
and that
Tnit1
Tn,iiZ S 2807
so that
Tt < 4807..

T iv2—(Zn,it1—2n,i)
Indeed, since

Tn,it2
Th,it+3 < 2807"
Tn,i . Tn,i
Tnit2—(Zn,it2—2n,i) Tn,it3—(Zn,it2—2n,i+1)—(Zn,it1—2n,:)
< Thni Th,it1
= Th,it1 Th,it2—(Zn,it2—2n,i+1)
< Thni Th,it1 Thn,it2
— Tn,it1 Tnit2 T it+3
< 66..
b
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It thus follows that " < 66

8= (Znjit2—2n:) =
Since A, ; is a line meeting the center of the cone
Coo, (G(zn,i)) D G(Ani U (Tnjivs — (2niv2 — 2n)))
it follows that
04, (G (Cot,.(G(20,0)))) € Chrzgy (0, H' (Ani)/2))

and thus that
Oa,:(Toivs = (Znita = 2ni)) C Chhg, ((0,H'(An;)/2))

(where Ct denotes the RHS of the cone), and therefore from translation
invariance of the cone containing a set

O (Tnivs) C Clagy Ryteyiys(Zniva):

This being the worse of the two possible j cases (j =i+ 1 and j =i + 2),
an identical proceedure can be used to show that

OAn,i (Tn,i+2) - Cgéo,,Rz-i-Zn,Hl(zn’i"'l)'

We note that 19

T w
Oy <120y, < — < —.
8 0, < 0, < 39 < 2

Thus
To(On,, (Thiva U Thiy3)) C [m2(Oa,,(2ni41)), 00)

and

Wz(OAn,i (Tn,i+2 U Tn,i+3) - {Zn,i—i-l; Zn,i—2}) C (WI(OATM- (Zn,i-l—l))a OO)
We find that a similar argument to the above produces

O, (Thiv1) C OLO,A,Rz—i-zn,i(Zn,i)'

so that since 46,. < /2 — 6.

max{7.(y) : y € Oa, (Tuie))} = 7Oy, (2ninn))
e (Oa,, ,(2n.i))
max{m,(y) : y € Oa,, (T4)}
ﬂ--'E(OAn,i(Znﬂ:_l)) + Hl(An,~)
max{m,(y) : y € Oa,,(Tni-1)}-

V
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Thus clearly

Ty U OAn,i (Tn,j) C (_007 7-‘-90(0142,1 (Z2,3>]7

jili—jl<2

so that

Ty U On,.(Tnj) | N7e(Oa,,(Thizo U Thivs) — {2njit1; Zni—2}) = 0

Jili—jgl<2

proving the claim.

We now prove (2) by induction. We first note that for Ay and A, it is
obvious, as there are 1 and 2 triangular caps respectively, meaning that A
is clearly a subset of any "triple" (using " " as it is actually impossible to
choose a triple) of the form required. For A, there are four triangular caps,
so that there is something to prove. However, we note that for any chosen ¢
every triangle is either in the "triple" around ¢ or has an index j such that
2 <|i — j| < 3. Since A is a subset of the four triangles, the required result
follows directly from the above proved claim.

We now prove the inductive step. So we suppose that the inductive hy-
pothesis (i.e. (2)) holds for all triples {7}, ;_1,7,;, Tpi+1} for a given p € N
and show that it holds for an arbitrary triple {7, 41-1, Tp+1,i, Tp+1,i11}- We
set

T =U{Toi1i1,Tpr16 Tpirip1}-

U Tp+1,jC U Tp,j

Jili—gl<2 Jilir—jl<2

Note first that

where i; = (i/2)" — 1 (2" is the smallest integer ¢ > x), so that the triple
is in fact a subset of a triple in the pth construction level. This triple in
the pth construction level, by the induction hypothesis contains exactly 6
) : ) -\ 21 +2
trianglular caps in the (p + 1)th construction level, namely {T)41,7}725; 5
with Tpi1; € {Tp+1.2i-1, Tpt1,2i, }- We also have by the inductive hypothesis

that
%142

ANRyn © |J Ty
j=2i1-3

It follows that
24142

ANRyi N Ry € | Ty

j=2i1-3
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Now, since ¢ € {2i; — 1, 2i; } we see that for all j € {2i; —3, ..., 2i; + 2}, either
li—j] <2or2<|i—j| <3. From the above proven claim it follows that
for each j such that 2 <|i — j| <3, (Tp41,;~T)N Rps1,; = 0. Thus

ANRpy1iN Ry CT.
The induction then follows in the case that R,.,; C R,;,, as in this case
ANRyp1 ;i =ANR,,NR,,;, CT.
We therefore prove that this is the case. It is clearly sufficient to show that
Onyiy (Rpt1,i) € O,y (Byiy)

as in this case

—1
Rpy1i = Oa,, 004 (Rp14)

P,iq

C On,, 004, (Ryi)

pyi] 12558

= Rpﬂ'l ’

which is what we need.

Without loss of generality we may assume that
OAp,il (Tp—i-l,i) C A((Ov 0)7 (_/HI(APJ/Z 0)7 (07 ng(APJ>>>
C A((0,0), (=H'(Ap,;/2,0), (0, ' (A,,;)/100))

where A(a, b, c) denotes the triangle in R? with vertices a, b and c. The other
cases follow with symmetric arguments.

We have
WOA;D,M U OAP;il (Tp + 1’]) C
Jili—jl<2
HY(Ayr ) HYA, ) 2H (Apir )
_qq1 o pt+1.j _ P.J p+1,j . .
so that
OAP:il U OAp,il (Tp + 1’]) - {ZE =Y + Z}

Jili—jl<2
where

HU(A ) HYU(A, ) 27—[1(A )

_q1 o ptl,j _ D,J p+1,j .

yE{t( H (A, 100 )+(1 t)< SR 100 te0,1]
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and

—4
z € {287‘[1(Ap+17]’) (m,2) s € [—1, 1]} .
That is O4,, (R,:) is a subset of the quadrilateral with vertices
Vii= (=1.54HY(A,,), 2H (Api1 )
Vo := (0.96H' (Ay,5), 2.04H" (Ap11 )
Vs = (1.047{1(/110,]’), —2%1(Ap+l,j))

and
‘/4 = (—1467'[1(/1%]), —2.04H1(Ap+17j)).

Noting then that, due to the fact that 6. < 7/32 and the general fact that
3 < 26 (from (1)) we get

Tpj+1

H (1(0a,,, () > cos(5) H!(4y)
> 0.9H'(A,,)

for all j such that |j —4;| < 2, and since

1
HI(AP_HJ) = 5(1 + 16€2>1/2H1(Ap7k>
< 0.6H'(Ayx)

we have

Rpﬂ'l = OAp,il (Rp,il)
O [FL9HN(Ay), LOH (A )] x [-2H'(Ay), 2H' (Ap5)]
D [=3H N (Apiry), 3H (Apyay)] X [3H (Apyay), 3H (Apr1)]-
Since clearly
Vi, Vo, Vs, Vi € [=3H (Apa ), BH (Aprr )] X [=3H (Apar ), 3H (Apsa )]
it follows that
OAp,il (Rp+17i) C OAp,il (Rpﬂ'l)

and thus that
Rp+l,i - Rp,il

completing the proof of (2). O
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5.3 Measure Properties of A. and A.

We now show that A. and A, are not weak locally H!-finite. We start with
the simpler: A..

Lemma 5.2.
Let € > 0 be such that A, is well defined. Then A. is not weak locally H!
finite.

Proof:
We note that for each ng € N, since A. makes the lines in A, less straight,
the refinement to A, increases the measure of A,,. That is

H! (ﬁ G An> > H'(Any)-

i=1n=1

Also, for arbitrary n € N, from Lemma B2 we have
H'(An) = (14 n1622)'/2,
So that
H'(A) > liminf(1+n16e%)"?

n—oo
= +o00

Since for each n € N, A. C N2, UE, T,,; and lim,,_,., base length T,,; = 0
we know that for each x € A, and for each R > 0 there exists n and ¢ such
that © € T,,; C Bgr(x). Thus also A,,; C Bg(x).

We now note that by the construction of A, we actually have that the further
construction of A; on A, ; is the same as that for A. except that we start
with a base length H'(A, ;) of H*(A,)/2" instead of 1. That is A. NT,,; is
a version of A, scaled by a factor of H'(A,, ;). Thus

H'Y(A.N Br(z)) > HYT,;N Br(x))
Z /ngsn))?_[l(Aa)
= +o00.

Since this is true for each x € A, and each R > 0 the conclusion follows. <

This result also leads to the following interesting result. Not only is it in-
teresting in itself, showing that the set A. has infinite density in its own
dimension everywhere in the set. It is also useful in showing the nonrectifia-
bility of A, later on.
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Corollary 5.1.
For each y € A,
O (H!, AL, y) = .

Proof: L
Let y € A. and p > 0.

Then there is a y; € A. N B,»(y) such that B,/2(y1) C B,(y).

Since y; € A, for each n € N there is a triangular cap T, ;) 2 y. Also,
there is an ny € N such that H'(A,.) < p/4 for each n > ngy so that
Tn,i(n,y) C Bp/g(y1> for each n > ny.

Now From the symmetry of construction we see that T, 1 ;me+14) 1 @
H(Apgi1..) scale copy of Ay—ne.. However, from Lemma B2 we know
Hl(A2—nos) = o0, thus

Hl(As N Bp(y)) 7'[1(146 N Bp/2(y1>>
Hl(AE N Tno+1,i(no+1,y))
- Hl(AnO+17.) . %1(A27n05)

= OQ.

It follows that

O(4.,y) = lim H(By(y) N A:)

p—00 w1p

%

Although having an infinitely dense point is not that uncommon, and infact
having a set of H! positive measure of points of #! infinite density is not un-
common, that A, is a set of positive H! measure that has infinite %! density
at all points of its closure is less common, which makes A, a set of peculiar
interest in its own right without association to the properties that we are
currently discussing.

Although it is possible that.A. has this same peculiar property, it is not easy
to prove, and in fact we don’t. We settle for finding one such point, however
by removing small open balls around such points gauranteed by the proof
that follows, we know that there must be at least countably many points in
A, of infinite density.
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Although the proof that A, is not weakly locally H! finite is more involved
than that for A. it is similar. We find approximating sets (subsets of A,,)
that we can take a limiting infimum of to bound the measure of A, from
below. We then show that this limiting infimum is infinite. The proof that
there is a point of infinite density is then an indirect proof using a covering
argument.

Lemma 5.3.
H(A) = oo.

Proof:
Let 6 > 0 and Bs be a cover of A, of balls of radius smaller than or equal to
0. Then as A, is compact we can find a finite subcover

By = {Bu, (@)},
of balls of radius w; < 0. Further, since it is a finite collection we can define
Wiy, := {wn, ...,wg} > 0.

By appropriately selecting 8 balls around each B, (x;) of radius w; we get a
new finite collection of 9() balls with

that we relabel
By = {Bu,(z:)}}%

such that
9Q

A C | B () (5.1)

i=1

1 &
Hi(A.) = inf {§;w} (5.2)

where the infimum is taken over all §-covers of A..

and

Now, suppose that v > 0 and that there is an ny € N such that
(An - B) §Z (Aey

for all n > ny.
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Then for each v > 0 there is a sequence {z,} with z,, € A, ~ B (m > n)
such that z,, ¢ A7.

Then, as {x,} is infinite in [0, 1] x [0, 2¢] there exists a convergent subse-
quence {y,} where for all ng € N there is a y, such that

Yn € A, ~ B for some m > ny. (5.3)

We note that by construction

2n+1

U A, C U Tog1,
i=1

m=n+2

and the boundaries (of the T,,.; ;’s) closest to A,, are then the (A,42;). Since
then the angle between an A, . and an A, . that meet is 6,,. — 0,1;; that
for all B,,(x;) € B such that A, N B,,(x;) # 0 we have

i<24 ) 2(< o0)

Jj=0
and there exists a

min{ri:1§i§2+22j}.

J=0

Since also, by Lemma B (2) the closest A,10; to an A, ; — U{B,(x) : x €
E(A, ;) must be an A, 15; C A, ; we then have

d, = d(An—B, G An>

1=n+1

> d(A, — B, Any2 — B)
n+2
2 Sin_1(9n+17. — 9n+27.) - inf {Ti ) S 24+ Z 2]}
j=0
> 0. (5.4)

Thus from (B3) and (B4) we have

5, € (G@“n - B>>

n=1

and
lim y, € A,
n—oo
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for all m € N which means
lim g, € A.

n—oo

but for all n € N, y,, & A so that d(A.,y,) > 7 for all n € N which implies
d(lim y,, A:) > 7.
n—oo

This contradiction means that for all v > 0 and all n, € N there is an n > ng
such that
(A, —B) C A.

Thus for each ng € N there is an n.ng such that
(A, — B) C A

so that by (&) By is a cover of balls of radius smaller than or equal to ¢ for
A, — B and therefore

9Q
(A, —B) <> w;.
=1

Since this is true for some n > ny for any ng € N it follows that

9Q
lim inf H#5(A, — B) <> w.

n—00 -
i=1

Since this is true for any cover of A, of balls with radius bounded above by
0 it follows that

n—o0

9Q
liminf H} (A, — B) < inf {sz}
i=1
where the infimum is taken over all d-covers of A.. Thus by (B2

lim inf HE(A, — B) < IHL(AL).
Define
L, =A, —B.

We will show that
lim H'(L,) = oo.

n—oo

Before we do this, however, we show how such a fact can be used to complete
the proof.
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Assuming H'(L,) = oo we then know that for all M € R there is an ng € N
such that
H' (L) > 2M

for all n > ngy. Let ng € N be such a number and let
Lyt :={n€N:n>ngand H}/m(Ln) < M}.
Since H}(A) is increasing as § decreases for any A C R? Ly, C Larm,

whenever mq; > mo.

Then suppose there is no m € N such that Ly, = (), then

ﬂ LM,m#Q)

m=1

so that there is an n > ng such that Hi/m(Ln) < M for all m € N. Thus

lim Hs(L,) = lim M, (Ln)
6—0

m—ro0
< M
contradicting H'(L,) > 2M.

It follows that there is a §(M) > 0 such that Hj,,(L,) > M for all n
such that H'(L,) > 2M. Thus

lim inf Hgopp (Ln) > M.

n—oo

Thus for all M € R there is a 6(M) > 0 such that for all § < §(M) >0

Hi(A) > My (A:)

... 1

> = hgggf Hsar) (L)
M

> —.

- 9

Thus
HI(A) = (lsir%H(%(AE)

= oo.

To complete the proof, we therefore now need to show that

lim H'(L,) = oo.

n—oo
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We consider first L;. Note

max{r; : By, (z;)(47) #0} = n

1
= Z2—7(1 +7-162)1/2

1
< —Hl(Az.)
2
and thus from Lemma BTl (2) we know that this implies
AN BTZ(JIZ) C U{sz 1T € E(T']’j)}
- T771.

We remove this triangular cap from the measure that we count toward Ly
and note that

D o
Brz(rz)Brl(xl)ﬂAﬁé@ =2

o

>

i=1

IA

IN

< ) 4T2T(147-162%)2
=1
< 276

Each ball B, (z;) such that B, (x;)NA; # () (which by construction are those
B,.(z;) such that x; = a,, for n < 7), again by Lemma BTl (2) meets only
the two adjacent A7. so that by letting

D,, := {triangular caps discarded from the estimation of L, }

we have D7 = {77} and thus

?‘[1 A7 ~ U T?,i N B S 2_6

T7.€D7
and since each triangle 77 ; gives the same value from
H' (A NTy,)

we have with
N,, := card(D,,)
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TN

7‘[1 A7 ~ U T?,z'

T7,:€D7

and thus
2" — N,

27

HY(L7) > H (A7) — 276,

We note in particular that N; = 1 < 2 and we make the following inductive
claims.

For each m > 7, by removing triangular caps intersecting
U{B,,(z;) :i<n—6}
we have N, < 2775 — 2 so that

M, = { triangular caps remaining at the nth stage}
> 27— (2770~ 2).

Further, we have that
Lo
sup{r; :r>n—06} < 57—[ (An.)

and that

Hl < U Brz(xz) ﬂAn> S im < 2_6
=1

i>n—6

H' (L) > H' A~ | T~ (Am U Bn.(:cz-)>

T €Dy, i>n—6

> W' A~ | T —-27°
Tn,iGDn
omn _ 2n—5 -2
2 ( )Hl(An) - 2—6‘

2n
We know that these conditions hold for n = 7. Now we assume that they
hold for some n > 7 and show the inductive step to show that they hold for
n+ 1.

First, we know that N, < 2775 — 2. This is the number of triangular caps
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that we have removed due to the intersection with balls {B,. (z;)}=’. Thus
there exist no more than the triangular caps 7,41 ; such that

7%+1J C:]%J e D,
for some 7. For each such T,,; € D,, there are 2 such triangular caps 7,1 ;.

Then, as
1
o1 < 4~ "T75H(A; ) < 5f;‘Lzl(AnH_G,)

it follows from Lemma BTl (2) that B, ,, (@n+1-¢) intersects at most 2 tri-
angular caps 7,,+; ;. Thus removing these triangular caps means that removal
of triangular caps of the n+1th level due to intersections with { B, (z;)}/4 ¢
has led to the removal of

ON, +2<2(2"° —2) 42 =205 _9
triangular cpas at the n + 1th level. It follows that
Mn+1 — 2n+1 _ Nn+1 Z 2n+1 _ (2(n+1)—5 - 2)

as required.

Now
1 n+1—6
sup{r;:i>n+1—-6} < <Z) H (A7)
1,1
< 57{ (Ans1.)-
Since, by construction
n+1
By, (x;) N Apyq =0 for each i > 2 + ZQj
5=0

and since for each 1 < 2 + Z?:é 27

we know that apart from
n+1—6

U BTi(xi)a
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for which we have already removed the relevant triangular caps, B, (z;) is a
ball around an edge point of A, ; with r; < 1/2H'(A,41.). Thus by Lemma
BTl (2) B,,(x;) can only meet the two triangular caps 7),11,; with intersection
point x;, it follows that for

n+1
n+1-6<i<2+) 2

=0
B,,(z;) consists of two straight lines of length ;. Thus

2+3 040 2

7#»< U lixxﬁrmAm4> = H! U Bu@)nA.,

i=n+1—6 i=n+1—-6

2430402

< D
i=n+1—6
s
i=n+1—6
< 276
Therefore
Hl(Ln-‘rl) = Hl(An-‘rlNB)
> H! An+1N U Tn—i—l,iN U Bri(xi)
Th+1,:€Dn i=n+1-6
> H' | A ~ U Toiri | —H <An+1m U Br(%))
Tn+1,iEDn i=n+1—6
> H' | Apr ~ U Togri | —27°.
Tn+1,iEDn
Since H' (A, 11 NT,11.) is constant over ¢ we know
Mn 1
%l An-i—l ~ U Tn-‘,—l,i = 2n—:_1 Hl(An-‘rl)

Tn+1,i€Dn

so that

n+l _ (on+1-5 __
H (L) = e 2

- on+1 %I(Anﬂ) -2
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completing the inductive step.

We thus, most importantly have

n __ n—>5 _
> 2 (22n Q)Hl(An) _ 2—6

> (1-2"YH'Y(A4,) —27°

M (Ln)

for each n > 7, so that

liminf H'(L,) > liminf(1 —2"H)H'(A4,) —27°

n—00 n—
= 2754 (1 — 27 liminf H'(4,)
n—oo

Thus we can use the word limit and write
lim H'(L,) = oo
n—oo

which is what was required to complete the proof. &

Corollary 5.2.
A, and A, are not weak locally H*-finite.

Proof:

For A. this follows directly from Corollary Bl

Now, suppose that A. is weakly locally H!-finite. Then for each y € A.
there is a radius p, > 0 such that

H' (A-N B,,(y)) < oc.

{B,,(y)}yea. is an open cover of A, so that since A. is compact there must
exist a finite subcover {B,, (yn)}2_, of A. and further we know that

M := max{H'(A. N B, (yn)) : 1 <n < Q} < o0.
It follows that

Q
7—[1(./45) < H* (As N U prn (yn))

n=1
Q
< Y H'(A-NB,, (y)
n=1
< QM
< Q.
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This contradiction implies that there must exist a y € A. such that for each
p>0
H (AN By(y)) = 0

and therefore that A, is not weak locally H -finite. &

5.4 Approximate j-Dimensionality of A, and A.

Having shown the measure theoretic properties of A, and A. that are required
for them to be appropriate counter examples to (iv) (2), we now go on to
show that A. and A. actually do satisfy the requirements of the Definition
of (iv).

Lemma 5.4.
A. and A, satisfy property (iv).

Proof:
Since A. C A, proving that A, satisfies (iv) is sufficient to prove the Lemma.
We therefore proceed to prove that A, is (iv).

We first consider an arbitrary triangular cap, 7;,; from somewhere in our
construction. From the construction it is clear that it must be isosceles.
From Lemma Bl and Construction (particularly the constructed vertical
heights, and Lemma Bl (1)) we see that it must have the two sorts of angles,
Y(n,e) and m — 26, ., where, as in Definition

227 ne
— tan—1
On,. = tan <(1+n1652)1/2 :
2n+1

so that we have

2—n
. L . 5
7}1_{10109” = 7}1_)Holotan (4(1%1662)1/2)
2n+1
) 22—11—%—114—16
= tan ‘| ——
o ((1 n n1652)1/2)
= 0. (5.5)

We now choose arbitrarily some 6 > 0 and x € A.. We show that there is a
r, such that for each r € (0,r,]

A:NB,(z) C LY.
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Since the endpoints of A, ; for each n, 7 are not in A., = is not an endpoint
so that we know from (X)) that we can choose an 7, > 0 such that

B,«z (,I) N A C Tno,jo
for some choice of ng € N and j € {1,...,2"} and such that for all n > ny

05 = tan ()
> 3‘971_1,. + 28n_27.
> 0,..

)

Since v € A. NT,,, j,, for each n > ng, x € T,, () for some j(n) € {1,...,2"}.
For each r € (0,7,] we can therefore choose an ny; > ny and j; = j(n;) such
that

Hl(Anhjl) S [T/Qv T)‘
We now consider = as simply being some element of 7},, ; and set L, , to be
the affine space parallel to A, ;, containing x.

We now check that 5
r
22 mg >
c7

First, we note that
§ > tan(b,,.)

22—m+m+16

(1 + nl6e2)l/2
8¢
(1 + 11 16e2)1/2

which we get from the selection of n;. Also, from the selection of n; with
respect to r that we have

ro > Hl(Anpjl)
(14 (ny)16e2)1/2
2m1

so that
8e(1 + (ny)16%)'/2
(1 + ny16e2)1/22m
2 23—n1

or
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giving the desired inequality. This gives us that the vertical height of T}, ;,
is less than half the diameter of the neighbourhood that we need around L, ,
(that is L27,). Thus

By (z)NT,,; C LA
It only remains to show that the remainder of A. N B,(x) is inside of an
appropriate cone around Lﬁfx. Since from the choice of n; with respect to r
we have that
B () C 7, (Oa,, (Ujimji<iAng)) % [—2H (Ans), 2H (An)]-

Thus from Lemma BTl (2) it follows that the remainder of A is contained in

U Tnl,i

:0<]i—j|<3
so that it suffices to prove that these four caps are in the appropriate cone

around Lﬁfz. We note that the union of these four caps is the subset of three
Tn1—17 k caps,

Tn1,j1—2 N Tnl,jl—l N Tn1,j1+1 N Tn1,j1+2 C Tnl—l,jl—l N Tnl—l,jl N Tnl—l,nl—i-l-
By construction the maximal angle divergence from Lﬁfx that an edge on a
neighbouring triangular cap of order n; is 26,,_; . and similarly for a triangular
cap of order n; — 1, the maximal angular divergence is 260,,_5.. Adding these
together (which is actually worse than could possibly occur) we find that the
maximal angle requirement for a cone around Lffw is

2971_17. + 29,1_27. < 39,1_17. + 2971_27.
< 6.
It follows that we now have
B(z)NACLY,.

Since x and d were arbitrary, this shows that A, has the fine weak 1-dimensional
e-approximation property with local r, uniformity, (that is, it satisfies (iv))
and thus completes the proof. &

Corollary BTl and Lemma b4 allow us to provide the answer to question (iv)
(2). We present this result formally in the following Theorem.

Theorem 5.1.
The answer to (iv) (2) is no.

Proof:

From Lemma B4 A, is a set that satisfies (iv) (2). Since, from Corollary BT
we know that A, is not weak locally H!-finite it follows that A, is a counter
example to the answer to (iv) (2) being yes. &
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5.5 Approximate j-Dimensionality of I'.

As previously discussed, the remainder of the answers to our definitions are
completely dependent on showing that I'. satisfies (v). We show that this is
true, or at least sufficiently true in the following Lemma. Sufficiently true
here means that we can find an appropriate € such that I'. constructed with
this ¢ satisfues (v) for any given § > 0. This is sufficient since definition (v)
is dependent on some arbitrary but fixed ¢ unlike (iv) which requires § to be
able to be chosen arbitrarily for any set satisfying (iv). We show first that
I, satisfies (v) and then how the remainding classification follows.

Lemma 5.5.
For all § > 0 there ezists an 5 = €5(6) > 0 such that T, satisfies property
(v) with respect to 9.

Proof:

Let 0 < e < 1/100. We show, in fact, that there exists a function
ie):R—=R

such that
limd(e) =0
e—0

such that T, satisfies (v) with respect to 6(¢). It then follows that for all
d > 0 there is an €5 > 0 such that d(es5) < 0; I'. then satisfies (v) with
respect to 0(gs) and therefore with respect to 9.

Let w € I'. and p € (0, po](= (0,1]). Then, as in Lemma B4 we know that
there exists an n € N such that w € T,,; for some ¢ with H'(T,,;) € [p,2p).

Now from Lemma BT (1)

(i V=0 <26y, < K

Th,j+1Jj=i-1 16
so that
Onr (Rug) = O3 (1:(0a,,(Uji—ji<1An;)) X [=2H! (An,), 21" (An)])
> Oy ([(0.5HNT,,.) +0.9HN(T,,)), 0.5H (T,.) + 0.9HN(T, )]
x[—2H (Ani), 2H (An)])
D 04! ([=p, pl x [-2H' (A4), 2H (An)])

This implies that
B,(w) C O3} (Rn). (5.6)
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From Lemma BTl (2) it follows that
T.NB,w)C |J T.;u0; (Ru),

Since, from (.6l

and more importantly, that

I.n Bp(w) ~ U ij = 0.

Jili—jl<2
Since
5H1 (An,z>
e2p

sup{m,(z) : © € Oy, ,(Th:)}

IAIA

and since from Lemma BT (2)

OAn,i U Tn,j C 0490,-((07 0))
Jili—jl=2

so that we have

sup { |7y (2)] : 2 € Oa,, U T,; N B,(w) < sin(46y.)p
jli—gl=1
it follows that
sup{|my(2)| : 2 € Oy, ([N B,(w))} < sup{2e,sin(46y.)}p
= sin(46p.)p
and thus by choosing L., ,||A,; we have
Sup{\ﬂfwm(zﬂ cz€el.NB,(w)} < sin(46y,.)p,

that is 4
. N B,(w) C Lynto-)r,
Thus I, satisfies (v) for 6 > sin(46,.). Which, since

lim sin(46,.) = 0,

e—0

by setting d(¢) = sin(46,.), proves the lemma. O
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The dimension of I'. follows from the work of Hutchinson [I0]. The proof is
not trivial and so we do not present the proof here. We will however apply
Hutchinsons proof regularly as a fundamental theorem of dimension to which
we can reduce all of our investigations into the dimension of the generalised
Koch Sets considered in Chapters 7 and 8. It is therefore important to state
the Theorem and to show that I'. satisfies the conditions required for the
Theorem to be applied.

We first mention a result of Mandelbrot [I3] required to make sense of the
result in [T0] that we use.

Proposition 5.3.
Let {r;}Y.| be a sequence of positive real numbers, then there exists a unique
D € R such that

Z riD =1.

=1

With this D we can now consider the appropriate result about dimension
from [T0].

Theorem 5.2.
If

N
K = Jsi(K)
i=1
where S; are contraction mappings and if there exists an open set O such that
1. 0#£0
2. Uz]il Si(0) c O
3. S;(0)N S;(0) = 0 whenever i # j

Then if LipS; =: r; for each 1 < i < N and D 1is the unique real number for

which
N
S
i=1

dimK = D.

We can apply this Theorem directly to our case with I'. by appealing to
Proposition 3 as follows.
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Lemma 5.6.
For each € >0, diml'. > 1.

Proof:

By Proposition Bl there exist, for each € > 0 contraction maps S, Sy with
LipS; = l(e) > 1/2 for each i = 1,2 and an open set O such that the require-
ments of Theorem are satisfied for K =T,.

It follows that )

Z(Lipsi)dimrs =1
=1
That is _
2ld1ml‘g — 1’
or
In2

_me
Il ~

dimI', =
¢

We now have the tools to, and do in the following Theorem and Corollary,
give the answers to our remaining definitions.

Theorem 5.3.
The answer to (v) (1) is no.

Proof:
From Lemma we know that I'. satisfies (v). Lemma shows that
dimI". > 1 and therefore that I'. is a counter example to the answer to (v)

(1) being yes. &

Corollary 5.3.
The answer to the following definitions is no.

(v) (2),
(ii) (1), and

Proof:

Since from Lemma we know that the dimension of I'. is greater than 1,
it follows that I'. cannot be weak locally H!-finite. Since Lemma then
shows that I'. satisfies (v), it follows that the answer to (v) (2) must be no.
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Since Property (v) is strictly stronger thatn Property (ii). Any set that
satisfies (v) must also satisfy (ii). It then follows that I'. satisfies (ii) and
thus in the same way that the answer to (v) (1) and (2) is no it follows that
the answers to (ii) (1) and (2) is no. &

This completes the classification results that were the inital motivating aim
for this work. We present again here a summary of the classification results:

(7) (1) no (2) no
() (1) no (2) no
(zii) (1) yes (2) no
() (1) yes (2) no
(v) (1) mo (2) no
(vi) (1) yes (2) no
(vii) (1) yes (2) yes(weak)/no(strong)
(viit) (1) yes (2) yes.

We next continue with results related to the fitting of the counter examples
to the eight properties. In particular we show that A. does indeed spiral in
a sense that will be defined and we show that the counterexamples can be
extended to higher dimensions.

We have already seen that a rich tapestry of results follows from these more
complicated examples. In the interest of finding as much interesting mathe-
matics as possible that could arise from these sets we then in Chapters 7 and
8 allow for generalisation of these sets and show various measure theoretic
properties of the resulting sets.
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Chapter 6

Miscellaneous Results

In this section we present some further interesting and relevant results found
in association with the study leading to the classification that we have pre-
sented, but that were not directly necessary in the classification. In particular
we show that our present counter examples would not be sufficient for a d-fine
version of property (v) and that A. does not satisfy (vii), showing that there
is no direct strength ranking of the 8 definitions in Definition since A
which satisfies (vii) does not satisty (iii) which is satisfied by A.. Further,in
the proof that A. does not satisfy (vii) we see that the sets A. do infact spiral
infinitely finely in a sense that will become clearer.

We also discuss how to extend the presented counter examples into higher
dimensional counter examples. We show one such extension since the process
of extending to higher dimensions remains the same for each of the sets.

6.1 The Existence of Spiralling

We start by showing that A. does not satisfy (v) for each § > 0. Similarly,
but oppositely to Lemma B0 we show that there is also a function §; : R — R
such that for each ¢ > 0, for each § < d;(¢), A. does not satisty (v) for 4.
Thus, although for each  there is an A, that fites, there is no e such that A,
satisfies (v) for every ¢, thus showing that A. and indeed T, are not sufficient
as counter examples to any d0-fine version of (v).

Proposition 6.1. There is a function
51 R — R*

with 61(x) > 0 for all x > 0 such that for each ¢ > 0 and all § < §(e) A
does not satisfy (v) with respect to 9.
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Proof:
First, we take

1
Yy e AEDB%2 ((5,25))

and p > 2, say p = po = 5 (po = 1 as Bi5((1/2,0)) D A. It is not hard to
see that we then have
(9Bp(y) N int(Tg,l) 7£ @

and
OB, (y) Nint(T34) # 0

so that, more particularly
Bp(y) N T3,1 N Aa 7é @

and
Bp(y) N T374 N A€ 7é @

We now note that
sup m,(z) <€

:CET&Z'
for © = 1,4 and that clearly
63
inf () > 2%
€B g ((3,2¢)) 32

It follows that a vertical gap between y and points in A N B,(y) of atleast

% exists both "to the left" of y (that is points z € T3; where we must
have 7,(2) < m,(y)) and "to the right" of y (similar to above, that is points

z € T34 where we must have 7,(z) > 7,(y)).

Similarly clearly, we know that m,(z) > 0 for all x € T5; (and also in fact
T34) and conversely we have m,(z) < 1 for all z € T34 (and in fact, but
unimportantly 77 4). Also we have

1 e 1 =«
Wr(y) S (5—3—2,5—1‘3—2)
63 65
. (E’@

since € < i.
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This means that in the best case any cone has less than a horizontal length

of % to spread out to meet a set of vertical distance

e
32

away from it’s center.

Supposing, to begin with, that L, ,||R, (that is L, , is parallel to the hori-
zontal axis) then the cone angle must be, to cover the "best case mentioned

above" at least
; ( (%) )
tan~ .
(355)

Now, should L, , not be horizontal, we have that it is either positively or
negatively sloped, but in either case, it continues to go through y. In the
former case, we have that the cone angle estimate is imporoved for points
in T3, however, continuing to observe the y = (63/128,63¢/32) case with a
z € T34, it is clear that the resultant required cone angle for this z can be no
better than the cone angle required to include z = (1,¢). We must therefore
have that the minimum cone angle is no better than

where || - ||g(1,2) denotes the norm on the grassman manifold of 1-planes in
R?. A similar argument works considering points in T3 ; in the case that L, ,
is negatively sloped possibly improving the estimate for points in 73 4. We
therefore have that the cone angle

()
tan ((%))

cannot be improved on, so that for any

(5)

(32)

A, cannot satisfy (v) with respect to 6.

6 <
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Thus the function d; defined by

o (z) =

65
(35)
satisfies the requirements for the Proposition. &

To prove that A. (and indeed I'.) cannot satisfy (vii) irrespective of §, we
have to show that although no spiralling occurs in the vicinity of any given
point in A, at a given approximation level, spiralling does indeed occur.

This means that for any point z € A., any radius » > 0 and any poten-
tial approximating affine space, there exists a (smaller) triangular cap in
B,.(z) whose base is arbitrarily close to perpendicular to the approximating
affine space.

It then follows that an approriate choice of testing points and testing ra-
dius smaller than or equal to r in such a triangular cap will allow us to show
that for any 6 < 1 A. and indeed I'. cannot possibly satisfy (vii).

Proposition 6.2.
For eache >0 and 0 < 0 < 1, A does not satisfy Property (vii) with respect
to o.

Proof:

Let 6 € (0,1), ¢ > 0 and y € A.; then should A. satisfy the definition
then for each p, > 0 there would exist an affine space L, ,, such that for all
v € A-NDB, (y)and all p < p, B,(x) N A C Lgf’p + .

Now, since we are assuming that A, satisfies the definition there must be
a function,

¢:(0,1) — (0,2m)

dependent only on 6 which describes the cone outside of which no boundary
points of a ball around a point = € B, (y) are in A.. That is by defining

Egpy = {x € 0B,(x) : tan™! (w) > QS((S)}

ﬂ-Ly,py (3?)

we have
Ae N E¢(6),p,z = @,
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for all x € AN B, (y) and also that there is a n(d) > 0 such that for all
€ ANBy(y), p€ (0,p0] and all 2 € By _xvi)
2 2 P
Bpn((g)(z) NA=0. (6.1)
That is, around points in the central part of £y ,, we can put a ball depend-
ing only on p and ¢ that will be completely empty of A..

We observe that y must be in some trianglular cap of the construction of
A, T, ;, for some n and ¢, also such that 7,,; C B,,(y). We make the nomen-
clatutorial choice to call the vertices of the triangular cap 1}, ; @ i, b, and
Tm,i chosen such that

Ty O OAmyi (am,i) = 07
Ty 004, ,(lmi) <0, and
Tz O OAm,i(rm7i> > 0.

That is a denotes the "top" vertici as we have previously defined, and [ and
r denote the identical "left" and "right" base angles.

We now note that for each & € N we have

n+k
Tn+k,2ki+4k_1+2

Th.i+2(i,k) - Z 0.
=n

for some appropriate point z(i, k) € R2.

We now need some properties of the sequence {6;.}5°,. First of all we recall
that
lim ;. = 0. (6.2)

1—00

And that we can specifically write that

0, =tan~! 8—6 .
’ (1 + 16ne?)1/2

so that using the facts that

and




(and hence for sufficiently large n, tan~'(1/en) > 1/(2en)), we get for any
ng € N

= 8e
_ —1
2 0 = D tan (1+16na2)1/2)

n=ng n=ng

(
_ (_

AV AV
™ ™
+H & -
S
S

Vv
|
g
%o

1
> Zﬁ
= 00,

where E denotes the smallest integer greater than or equal to 1/¢%. Tt follows
that there exists a sequence, {n;} , such that for each k € N

?”Lk—l TLk—‘rl

Z 82',. < WT_W < Z ‘9@7

So that there is a triangular cap T),, ;) (for the appropriate i depending on
k) such that

tan~! (Wi_y,po (r”kvi(k) - lnkﬂ‘(k’))) 2km —m
T Ly py (Trgsitk) = (k) 2
< Ony—1, + Oy,
Thus, by (B2) there exists a k € N such that

tan! (Wf%y,po (r”kvi(k) - lnk,i(k))> 2km —m

T Ly po (Trgsi(k) — i) 2
< an_l,. + 9%.
_ 500
2
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That is the triangular cap, T,,, ;) has the property that

Tnyitk) € B Z-9(5)

¢(6)+ 2 7‘rnk,i(k)_lnk,i(k)‘7lnk,i(k)'

The endpoints themselves are not in A, however, we can choose z;,z, € A
such that
2

|21 = oy i <
and
0(8)[Tnyik) = bagit)|
2
(x;) such that

‘Zr - lnk,z(k’)| <

so that there is a x, € 0B,

g ri(k) ~ngi()|
Zr € B’7(5)\Tnk,i(k)—lnk,i(k)| (xT)

Since, by our choice of triangular cap, T, ;, x; € B, (y) and |1y, ik)—ln,ie)| <
po this contradicts (E1I), proving the proposition since ¢ and § were chosen
arbitrarily. &

6.2 Higher Dimension Analogies of ['., A. and
A

We now come to the higher dimensional generalisations of the counterexam-
ples.

It is unfortunately trivial - unfortunate from the view of finding interest-
ing mathematics - to generalise our counter examples to higher dimensions
so that we obtain no further insite into how the structures of sets work. In
each case we simply cross each set with either an interval or simply the plane
of the required dimension, depending on whether or not we need the set to be
bounded (as we do for py uniformity properties). We show, as an example,
how A, is extended, and demonstrate how it continues to satisfy Property

(iii).
Suppose that we are taking j-dimensional approximations in R/*t*. We take
S.=A. xRV =C Ry x RI71 x R¥e,

where Ry = R4. = R but have been given names for notational convenience.
R4 and R, are identified with R and R?/R as we have been considering in
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the preceeding sections so that A. C R4 x Ry, . Further S. is constructed
inside of
RITF =R,y x R x Ry x RFL

We can thus see S. as

SE = {?J = (ylax% "-axn—lay270a 70> : (ylay2) S AE - ]RA X RAcw:Ei S R}
C RyxRI™'x Ry x REL

where R7-! = R/~L and R¥! = R*! are again notational conveniences
denoting the dimensions along which the extension of A into S, exist (RZ™1),
and the additional codimensions (R¥~1).

Proposition 6.3.
Se shows that the answer to (iii) (2) is no for arbitrary j.

Proof:
There are two properties that we need to show that S. has. That it has the

fine weak j-dimensional -approximation property, and that for each = € S,
and R > 0, BL(z) = +o0.

First, to show that S. has property (iii). We take arbitrary y € S. and
0 > 0. We now need only show that there exists a j-dimensional affine space,
L, , for each p > 0, such that

S: N B,(y) C Lgf’p.

We note that since A. has property (iii), there exists for the chosen § and y
a 1-dimensional affine space Ly, ,,), such that

2 p
AN Bp(yl, yg) C L(y1,y2),p'
It is therefore reasonable to take and test Ly, = Ly, 4,), X R2™" as our affine
space. Clearly

SE N Bp(y) = (Aa N TR 4 xRy, (Bp(y))) X Ri_l

op i—1
C L(yl,yQ),P X R?C
L

Y,p?

which gives us that S, has the appropriate property.
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To show that there is infinite measure in each ball Bg, (y) we take an R; > 0
and a y € S.. Let R =d(y,0S:). We then get that

H’(S.N Br,(y)) > H(S-N Br(y))
> HI(S.N([-R/4, R/APT + (11,0, ..., 2,0, ..., 0)))
= H (AN ([—R/4, R/AP + (y1,42))) M~ (1)
R\’
= AN (R ) ()
= +OO,
showing that S. is not weak locally H/-finite. &
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Chapter 7

(Generalised Koch type sets and
Relative centralisation of sets

We turn now to the generalisation of the sets A. and I'. which in our gen-
eralisations turn out to be two examples of the same sort of set. As already
hinted at in Definition the generalisation can be seen as increasing the
freedom with which the base angles of the triangular caps Hﬁ:i for a set A.
We allow this freedom in two differing strengths. Firstly that 6, , = Tn,7j,
i,j € {1,...,2"} as in the construction of A.. Secondly that 6, ; are allowed
to vary freely over n and j. A common restriction to the two variations is
that T,,; C 1), ; = 0n,; < 0,,;. That is, as we take triangular caps inside of
previously constructed ones, the base angles reduce. The rate of reduction
in seperate triangular caps may of course vary.

It is clear that the second variation is a direct generalisation of the first.
We keep them seperate however since the second allows more complications
than the first and so some results are able to be presented in a stronger form
for the first variation.

The original motivation for this investigation stems from an interest in the
dimension of these sets. I'. and A, are both examples of the first variation
where for I',, 9552 is constant over n and 4, whereas 95‘; varies by strictly
decreasing to 0 in n. The question being whether higher dimensions than (in
this case) 1 could only be reached with constant base angle as in I'.. The
answer turns out to be no. Along with a presentation of this answer in both
variations of our generalisation we present various other results concerning

measure and rectifiability erlating to our generalisations.

In this chapter we present the two main definitions of the sets in question
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and show their equivalence (both definitions will be used as which is more
convenient in proofs that we present varies). We further show another char-
acterisation of these sets in terms of a bijection from R. We then present
some general lemmas and background results necessary to present the main
results concerning measure, rectifiability and dimension. The main results
are then presented in the next and final chapter.

7.1 Equivalent Constructions of Koch Type Sets

We start, quite naturally with definitions, equivalences and characterisations.
First of all with a formal definition of the first variation of the generalisations.

Definition 7.1.
Suppose we can construct a set B as follows:

Let Ay be a base (a line in R?) and Ty, be a triangular cap on Aqyy with ver-
tical height eH'(Ag1) with e < 1/100. Let 6y. be the base angles of Ty, and
the two shorter sides of To1 be named Ay 1 and Ay 5. We then construct two
new triangular caps Th1 and Th 2 on Ay1 and Ay o with base angles 01. < 0y ...

We define

Ao =To
and
2
Al = U Tl,z"
i=1

Then suppose we have A, = UZ T, a union of 2" triangular caps with
base angles 0,,. and 2"+ shorter sides labelled A, ;, i € {1,...,2""}. Then
construct a triangular cap 1,41, on each A,i1; such that the base angles

n

Ont1,. satisfy Op41. < 0,.. Define Ay = U?:J{ITH,Z-. Finally define

e
n=0

We then call a set A an A.~type set whenever A € {B,B ~ E(B)}.
Then immediately we define the second variation.

Definition 7.2.
Suppose we can construct a set B as follows:

Let Aoy be a base (a line in R?) (for our purposes, provided that the line
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has non-infinite, non-zero length, it’s position and length have no effect on
the properties with respect to rectifiability, dimension, etc. and so without
loss of generality we will generally assume that Agy = [0,1] C R) and Ty be
a triangular cap on Ay with vertical height eH'(Ag1) with e < 1/100. Let
0o be the base angle of Ty and the two shorter sides of Ty be denoted A;
and Ay 2. We then construct two new triangular caps Th 1 and Ty o on Ajq
and Ay o with base angles 611,012 < 0y. We define

Ay = Toq
and
2
Al == U Tl,i-
1=1

Then suppose we have A,, = UZ T, ; a union of 2" triangular caps with base
angles 0,; and 2" "shorter sides" (two per triangular cap) labelled A, 1,
ied{l,.., 2”“}. Then construct a triangular cap T,41, on each A1, such
that the base angles {6,41,}2" " satisfy for each i€ {1,...,2"}

0 . > {9n+1,2i—1
n,g .

Ont1,2i

(i.e. the new base angles for each triangular cap are bounded by the base
angle of the nth level that the new triangular cap is contained in).

Define A, 11 = U?:lrlTnJrLi. Finally define

5 (i
n=0

We then call a set A a Koch type set whenever A € {B,B ~ E(B)}. We
denote the set of all such sets by IC.

Remark: In general any notation that can be considered in relation to some
set A € K, for e.g. 0, ;, T, ;, etc., the superscript A will denote association
with the set A when it may be unclear which set we are talking about. That
is Tnf}j will denote the triangular cap 7), ; associated with the construction of

A.

Definition 7.3.
Let A e K. Then

2TL
AA . A
Ar=JAL,
i=1
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The second round of definitions for the two variations of generalisation are
directly analogous to the original construction of A, in that we consider A, ;
sets instead of the T), ; sets.

Definition 7.4.
Suppose we can construct a set B as follows:

Let Aoy be a base (a line in R* of finite length) and Ty, be a triangular
cap on Aoy with vertical height eH' (A1) with e < 1/100. Let 0. be the base
angles of To1 and the two shorter sides of Ty, be named A1 and Ay 5. We
then construct two new triangular caps Ty, and Ty on Ay and Ay with
base angles 0,. < 0,.. We define

Ao =To,
and
2
Al - U Tl,i-
i=1
Then suppose we have A, = U2, T,; a union of 2" triangular caps with

base angles 0,,. and 2" shorter sides labelled A, ;, i € {1,...,2""'}. Then
construct a triangular cap Ty41; on each A, i1, such that the base angles
Opt1,. satisfy Opq1. < 0,... Define A,y = U?ZTlAn,i. Finally define

5=~ A.
n=0 n=0

We then call a set A an A.~type set whenever A € {B,B ~ E(B)}.

Then immediately we define the second variation.

Definition 7.5.
Suppose we can construct a set B as follows:

Let Agy be a base (a line in R?) (as previously, provided that the line has
non-infinite, non-zero length, it’s position and length have no effect on the
properties with respect to rectifiability, dimension, etc. and so without loss
of generality we will generally assume that Agy = [0,1] C R) and Ty, be a
triangular cap on Agy with vertical height eH*(Ag 1) with e < 1/100. Let 6
be the base angle of Ty 1 and the two shorter sides of Ty, be denoted Ay 1 and
Ai1a. We then construct two new triangular caps Ty, and T2 on Ay and
Ay 2 with base angles 61 1,012 < 0y. We define

Ay =T
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and )
Al - U Tl,i-
i=1

Then suppose we have A, = U% T, ; a union of 2" triangular caps with base
angles 0,,; and 2"t shorter sides" (two per triangular cap) labelled A1,
i € {1,...,2""1}. Then construct a triangular cap T, 11; on each A,i1; such
that the base angles {0,41:}2") satisfy for each i € {1,...,2"}

0. > Ont1,2i-1
n,g = .
0n+1,2i

(i.e. the new base angles for each triangular cap are bounded by the base
angle of the nth level that the new triangular cap is contained in).

Define A, = U?:{lAnJrLi. Finally define

B=J A, ~JA.
n=0 n=0

We then call a set A a Koch type set whenever A € {B,B ~ E(B)}. We
denote the set of all such sets by K.

Definition 7.6. Let A € K we then define the edge points of A, E(A) by

co 27

EA) = J|JET)

n=1i=1
where E(TZ) is as defined in Definition T2

Before going on to show that these definitions are equivalent we need the
following simple but important fact.

Lemma 7.1.
Let A € . Then for any sequence {n,i(n)}nen such that T, ;o) C Th-1,itn—1)
for each n € N

lim H'(4,:() = 0.

n—oo
Proof:
Since, by assumption 6y, < 7/32 and by construction 6, ;) is decreasing in
n. It follows from the inductive definition of the A, ;,)’s that
Hl(An,i(n)) = (Cosen—l,i(n—l))_lHl(An—l,i(n—l))
< (003‘90,1)_1?-[1(An—l,i(n—l))

= OHl (An—l,i(n—l))
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where C' = (cosfy1)~* < 1. It follows inductively that

H' (Aniny) < C"H' (Aoy).
Since H'(Ap1) < oo by construction, the result follows. O
We now show that these definitions are equivalent.

Proposition 7.1.
Definition [Z1 is equivalent to Definition[T4 Definition [ZA is equivalent to
Definition [Z3.

Proof:

We show these equivalences by showing that should Ay be defined as in
Definition and A, be defined as in Definition [ with the same T, ;, A, ;,
0, etc. then

S oo oo 2™
Av=J A~ A = (ﬂ UTmi) —E(A) = Ay, — E(Ay) = A, — E(Ay).
n=0 n=0 n=01i=1

That E(A;) = E(A;) follows from Definition and the fact that the T, ;
used for A; and A, are the same. We thus denote E(A) := F(A;) = E(A,).
This will complete the proof since E(A) is countable and thus H'(E(A)) = 0.

As in Lemma BJl we see that
A+ E(A)

is closed. Let
T &€ AQ — F — Al.

then d, :=d(z, A1 + E) > 0.
Now, for each n € N, z € T}, ; for some 7 so that

d(z, Ay + E) < diam(T,, ;) = H' (An,).
From Lemma [T we have

lim H'(A,;) = 0.

n—oo

Hence there is an ny € N such that diam(T,, ;) = H'(A,,,;) < d. which
implies

d(IL",A1 + E) < ,Hl(AnO’i) < dz = d(flf,A1 + E)

93



This contradiction implies

oo 2"

AUTicA+E

n=01i=1

and thus that

(ﬁ 6Tm> — E(A) C A;.

n=01i=1

Next, it is clear from definition that

2m A
U An,i C U Tn,i
1=1 1=1

so that
oo 2" oo 2"
ﬂ UAn,i C ﬂ UTn,z’ = A
n=1i=1 n=01i=1

and thus, since Ay = N> UE, T, ; is closed

co 27
N JAni € A
n=1i=1
Hence
oo 27
A1 € (YU A — E(A) € Ay — E(A).
n=1i=1
Therefore,
Ay = Ay — E(A).

%

Before moving on to the further characterisations of these sets we present
another useful equivalence of representation concerning the constructional
pieces of sets in K

Proposition 7.2.
For any A € K and any £ € R

U ﬂ Tnvi("@): U ﬂTn,z(n,x)

n=0i(n,z):xcAe4 z€Ae4 n=0
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Proof:
First, suppose

z € U ﬂ Tn,i(n,x) .

n=01i(n,z):x€A¢s

Then, since 0, ;) is decreasing in n for all z € A, so that 0, ;) > £ for all
n € Ng and o € A¢y, and since for all n € Ny zinT, j(n 20 for some x € Agy it
follows that 0, ;(n,.) > & for each n € Ny and thus

n—oo
so that z € Agy.

Since clearly z € T}, ;) .) for each n € Ny we can write

U ﬂ Tnznx B U ﬂ Tn,i(n,r) >z,

x€Agy n=0 n=0i(n,z):xc€A¢c4

so that

U ﬂ Tnvi("vr)c U ﬂTn,z(n,m)

n=04i(n,z):x€A¢y z€Ney n=0

For the other direction, suppose

S U ﬂTﬂ,i(n,I)‘

I€A§+ n=0

Then for some x € Agy 2z € N2 (T i(n,2) and therefore

NS ﬁ Tn,i(n,z)
n=0

oo

C ﬂ T itnaz) U U Tnitna)
n=0

i(n,z):w€hey

ﬂ U Tn,i(n,x)v

n=0i(n,z):xcA¢e;

so that
[ee] o
U ﬂ Tn,i(n,x) C U ﬂ Tn,i(n,m)'
x€Aey n=0 n=01i(n,z):x€A¢s
Combining these two inclusions gives the result. &
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7.2 Bijective Characterisation of Koch Type Sets

We now show that sets in IC can be characterised by a bijection from R into
R2. Since some sets in K do not have dimension 1 it may seem odd at first
glance that such a bijection exists. By quoting the fact that there is a bi-
jection between R and the Cantor set, however, we see that the concept is
neither new or foreign in mathematics.

We show also immediately that a certain level of control of the preimage
can retained. To this end we need the following definition.

Definition 7.7.
Let A € K and n € N, then the dyadic interval of order n in Ay (or simply,
dyadic intervals of order n) are defined as the intervals D, of the form

Dn = [1070 + ZQ”(T’O,O — 1070), 1070 + (Z —+ 1)2”(7“070 — lo,o)]

for somei € {0, ...,2"—=1}. For some chosen j € {0, ...,2" —1}, the particular

interval D;?’j s defined as

Dz‘,j = [lo,o + ]'2”(’/“070 — l070), l070 + (] + 1)2”(’/’070 — l070)].
As per usual the superscript A is dropped when the set is understood.

Remark: Note that should Ay be, or be normed to be [0,1] on the real
line, then the dyadic intervals in Ag o are simply the usual dyadic intervals.

Proposition 7.3.
Let A € K. Then there exists a sequence of Lipschitz functions F, : R — R?
(FA when which set F, is related to is not clear from the context) such that

Fn(AO,l) - An—l‘

Further there exists a bijection F (F* when which set F is related to is not
clear from the context) such that

‘F(AO,l) — A

Additionally, denoting the relatively dyadic points of A1 by D;
that is, for {x1, 22} = E(Ap1), 1 < 2,

D:={y:y=a+ (v —21)j27",n € N,j € {0,.... 2"} };

we have



Finally for each dyadic interval D, ; in Aoy,
Fn(-Dn,z) - An,i

and

F(Dnﬂ) C Tn,i‘

Proof:
Since the proof is the same for any Ag;, we assume for notational convenience
that Ag; = [0, 1]. In this case D is also exactly the set of dyadic rationals in
[0,1]. That is

D={2":neN,je{0,..2"}}.
We will define F as the limit of the F, functions, and then show that it is
well defined and has the required properties. Firstly, we define fy : Ag — R?

as
foly) = { Wrtantory) —y €[0,1/2)
(y, tanbo (1 —y)) y € [1/2,1]°
We see clearly that f is a Lipschitz bijection between Ay and A; (Since
the graph of the function draws out the triangular cap T({}l) with Lipschitz

constant (and Jacobian) Lipfy = Jfo = cos@&%. We then similarly define for
eachneN f,,: A,; = R? by

Foily) = Ogi’i(ﬂ'm(OAn,i(y)),tan@n,i(ww(OAnyi(y))—|—’H1(An7i)/2)) yel
mi Oar (12(Oa,,(y), tanb,, j(H'(An;) /2 = 7(0a,.(y)) y € I’

where I = O, ([-H'(A,,)/2,0)) and I, = O ([0, H'(A,:)/2]). (Note
that the (1 —y) factor in the definition of f, would change to some other ap-
propriate constant should Ag; # [0, 1].) We note in particular that f,, ;(A4,,) C
T,:. Noting also that the two end points of A, ; stay fixed we can define
fn: A, = R?by

fay) = fai(y) y € Ans.

We see then that similarly to the f; situation f,, is a Lipschitz bijection be-
tween A, and A,.; with Lipschitz constant (and Jacobian in the case A is
an A type set) Lipf,(= Jf,) = maxi<j<on cost, ;.

By writing for a collection of functions {g;}

n
0i=09i = 9n ©Gn-1° ... © Jo

we can then define the Lipschitz bijection between Ay and A, .1, F}, : Ag —
R? by
Fn = o?:ofi
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which will then have Lipschitz constant (and Jacobian in the A. type set

case)
n

Lipk,, = JF, = H(cos ;)"
i=1

This demonstrates the first claim.

We can then propose a definition for F and indeed we propose the definition
of F: Ay — R? to be
Fly) = lim F,(y).

n—oo

We need first of all to show that this function is well defined. To do this we
suppose first of all that

F.(y) € Apt1i C ot

for some i € {1,...,2"7'}. Then

Foii(y) = fas1i(y) C Doy

Thus by induction, for each n,k € N

Fo(y) € Thg1i = Frvi(y) € Torr

Then, From Lemma [[T] since diam(T,;) = H'(A,;), diam(T,my) — 0
as n — oo for any sequence {n,i(n)},en and thus by setting the sequence
{i(y,n)}nen to be the sequence such that y € T, ;(,.n) for each n € N (so that
it is always well defined, we choose arbitrarily i(n) to be chosen such that
y = l,,; for each n for which y is an edge point) it follows that for any ¢ > 0
there is an ng > 0 such that for all n,m =n + k > ng,

d(F,(y), Fm(y)) < diaano+1,i(y,”) <é

so that {F,(y)} is a Cauchy sequence in R? and thus converges. It follows
that F is well defined.

We need still to show that F is a bijective function between Ay and A.

We note firstly that for any y € Ay F,(y) € A, so that F(y) € U A,
and thus

F(A) = |J Fy) c | An

yE€Ao
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Now, since new edge points a,; are by the definition of triangular caps al-
ways directly over the center of the base of the triangular cap, it follows
that for all e € E, e = a,; for some n € N and i € {1,...,2"} and thus
set of dyadic rationals, it follows that F(D) = E which is a claim in our
Proposition.

Further, for all y € Ay ~ D, F,.x(y) N A, C (Appiix ~ E)NA, =10
for each £ > 0 so that F(y) ¢ A,, for all n € N. It thus follows that

FlAg~D)c|JA - |JAne{A A-EA)}CA
n=0 n=0

and thus that
F(Ag) =F(Ag~D)UF(D)C AUE = A.

We therefore have F : Ag — A. We now need to show that it is bijective.
We first show, however, the final two claims that refer to the relationship of
F to the dyadic intervals of Ag .

We quickly mention a sketch of a proof and motivation of the last two claims
which will be more rigorously proven in the following result.

From the above comment on the image of the dyadic rationals and the defi-
nition of F,, for an n € N it follows that for each 7 € {1,...,2" "'}

1—1 1
F, ([F’ Q—H]) = An—i—l,z"

This proves also our second last claim. Since, we have from definition that
from each n € N and any x € Ay, F,,+1(x) is in the same triangular cap T, ;
as F,(z). It follows from induction that F(x) € T,,;. Since this is true for
each xy such that F,(xy) € T,,; and from the above this set is equal to D,, ;.
It follows that F (D, ;) C T,; which is our final claim in the Theorem.

Continuing with the proof of bijective we use the above proven important
facts as follows.

Firstly, that should z,z € Ay with © # 2z we then have that there is an
n € N such that 2'™" > |z — z| > 27" and thus there exist 4,5 € {1,...,2""?}
with 4 > |i — j| > 2 and the property that z € [(: — 1)27"72,42"7?] and
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z€[(j—1)272 52"

It then follows that F,,(z) € T,,4+2, and thus, as above, F(z) € T),12,. Simi-
larly F(j) € T12,-

Since from Lemma Bl we know that for any n € N T,,10, N Th0; = 0
whenever 4 > |i — j| > 2 it follows that F(z) # F(z) and therefore that F
is injective.

For surjectivity, we consider an arbitrary element y € A. For all n € N,
Y € T i(yn) for some i(y,n) € {1,...,2"}. Then, again from

1—1 1
Fy ({Fu 27}) = Ant14

we see that it is instructive to consider the intervals
f_l(An,i(y,n)) = [(i(y,n) — 127", i(y,n)27"] =: Dy ityn)-

Since Tyi1,i(yn) C Thiyn) for each n it follows that Dy 11 nt1) € Dhnityn)
for each n. We now observe yo = M)2y Dy, j(yn)- For this yo

Fo(y0) C Fu(Duityn)) C Anityn) € Tritym)

for each n. Thus for each n € N, |F,(yo) — y| < diamT, ;¢ ). Since this
diameter goes to zero as n approached infinity it follows that

F(yo) = lim F(yo) = .

From well definedness and the arbitrariness of y the surjectivity and thus
bijectivity of F follows. O

We now show some results on the structure of / which expand on the last two
points of the previous results, as well as embellsihing the proof somewhat.
We show that the function can be looked at as a function on each dyadic
interval. A in any given triangular cap is a bijection between A in this cap
and a dyadic interval in Apo. These results make it much easier to track
images and pre-images and thus also to track how much measure has come
from, or gone to where.

Proposition 7.4.
Let A € K be constructed from a base [0,1]. Then when {F,}>2, are the
Lipschitz functions such that

F4:= lim F,

n—o0
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pointwise on Afy and
Fy =0,/
and writing 1%, a2, and r,; as the edge point of Am adjoining An i1 (or

(0,0) should i = 1), the centerpoint of Az, and the edge point of Az ; adjoin-
ing A2y (or (1,0) should i = 2") respectively.

%

Then for n € N and i € {1,...,2"} we have

Aé,i - n—l([(i - 1)2—n72~2—n])’ Fn_—ll(Az‘,i)
lni = Fa(27"(0 — 1))

Tni = I'n—1 (2—n2)

and that F,_q preserves relative distances. That is for each z,y € [(i —
)27, 427"

(i —1)27" 427",

[Fo1(2) = Fa1(y)| = pogle =yl
for some p,; € R.

Remark: Of the claims stated we are most interested in and thus emphasise
AL = B[l = )27, i27), B (A = [ - 127, 277,

which gives us in essence a trace of the movement of a dyadic interval as it
approaches the limit set A. With this we can follow the track either forward
or backwards to identify which parts of A or Ay have positive measure given
information about the measure of the other of A and Ayo. The other claims
are stated here as an aid to proving the inductive step which is the key to the

proof.

Proof:
We prove the statement by induction on n.

From the definition of A‘ﬁl, Af2 and the definition

_ | (y, tanbyy) €10,1/2)
Folw) = { (@gjian%?(/l - yg)/) y € [1/2,1]

it follows that Af; = Fy([0,1/2]), A, = Fy([1/2,1]), that F,'(Af)) =
[0, 1/2],F0‘1(A{{2) = [1/2,1], that Fy(0) = (0,0) = Iy, that Fy(1) = (1,0) =
12, and hence that F0(1/2) =T = l12.

We see also that the preservation of relative distances holds with p; ; = tan@él

101



for i = 1,2. The claim thus holds for n = 1.
Now suppose that the claim is true for each n < m for some m € N.

We note that for any arbitrary i € {1,...,2™'} there is a j € {1,...,2™}
such that ¢ € {2j —1,2j}. Now since A7, ; = Fr_1([( — 1)27™,j37"])

Fn([G=1)27"527") = fmo B (G —1)277,5277])

fm(AmJ)‘
Since F_1((j —1)27™) = Iy, Fn(j27™) = I4,; and F,, preserves relative

distances we also have
Fpi((j—12 ™4 27m ) =4

mj’

and thus m, (O 44 (Fr_1((j—1)27™+27™"1))) = 0. Thus, again from relative
distance preservétion

Te(Oaa (Fruaa([(G = 1277, (5 = 127" +27771)) = [=H'(A7,)/2.00 = I,
and
To(Oan (Fur ([ = D277 + 27771 5277)) = [0, H1(A])/2] =: L.

It follows then from the definition of f,|(j_1)2-m jo-—m

" O (12(0a, ,(y), tanbn (H' (An:) /2 = 72(04, . (y)) y €Ly’
and the definition of A7\, k€ {1,...,27™"'} that
Af g = Fa(((25 — 22771 (25 — )27 7)

Af 1o = Fn([(2 — D271 25271

and since we know F}, is a bijection
FTEI(A?;L+1,2]'—1) - [(Qj - 2)2_m_17 (Qj - 1)2_m_1]

FTEI(A;?@HQJ') =[(25 — )27, 25271
Further:

Fu((27 = 127771, Ful(2) = 2)27™71) € B(Afi-1)
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and
Fo((2j —1)2771), F(2j27™ 1) € E(Aﬁz—i-lzj)

from which it must therefore follow that
Fo((2j —1)27™1) = 7“gnﬂ)(zj—n = lf(lm+1)(2j)

Fo((25 —2)27™ 1) = l(m+1 )(25—1)

Fm(2.]2_m_1) = T(m+1)(2j)‘
Further since Fy,_1|[(2j—1)2-m 2j2-m] preserves relative distance with |F,,,_(z)—
Foo1(y)| = pm—1jlz—y| for all x,y € [(2)—1)27™,2527™] from the definition
of f(y) and F,,, = f,, o F,,_1 it follows that F,, preserves relative distances
n (25 —2)27™ 1 (25 — 1)2771 and [(2§ — 1)27™1, 2j2-™1] with

Pm,2j—1 = Pm,2j — (tan@ )pm—l,j'

By substituting in ¢ for 25 — 1 or 25 as necessary it follows that all required
preoperties are satisfied for m + 1 with the choice of 7 € {1,...,2™*1}. Since
the choice of ¢ was arbitrary this completes the inductive step and thus the
proof. %

7.3 Further Characterisations and Properties
of Sets in IC

Equiped with these results we are able to give a list of nomenclaturial defi-
nitions that will be instrumental in describing our results.

Definition 7.8.
Let A € IC, then we write

éﬁo =62 = lim 64

n,i(n,x)
n—00

and define the functions T4, f[,‘f}, ﬁ,‘f}l R — R by

4 (z) = H(cosﬁn i(n, r))_l

=0



and . )

Hﬁ,z‘ - Hﬁ (I)v
for any x € AN T;:}Z-. The superscript A is dropped when the set A is under-
stood.

Further .
Ayi={r e A:1l(x) <m}
A= F (AR
Ay = {z € A:TI(z) > m}
Al = F o (hy)
Ao :={z € A: () = o0}
A = F (A

Also we introduce
i(n,z) :=Nx Ay - N

defined by
inx) :={ie{l,..,2"}:z € Trfi}

Also, we define for each a € R
T ={xed: 0" <a}

T, = F(r;Y)
Y. i={rec A :02>a}

and

Toy = -F(T;—il-)

As with the other notations, when which A € IC we are referring to is unclear
we add a superscript A, for evample (AZ1)A.

Two further definitions relating to sets being used will now be presented.
Firstly a variant of the angle between sets , and then a generalisation of the
i(n, z) notation.

Definition 7.9.

Let Ly, Ly be any two stright lines in R? and L', L* be the extensions of these
lines to simply connected lines of infinite length in both directions. We then
denote the smaller of the two types of angles that occur at the intersection of

L' and L? by ¢7'.
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Definition 7.10.
Let A € K and B C Ayyg. suppose for an € N, i(n,x) is uniform for all

x € B. Then we will sometimes for convenience denote this common value
i(n, B).

Further notations will occasionally be used, but not regularly and so will
be defined as they are used. We continue now with further definitions and
properties relating to the above terms and F which will be necessary in our
main results concerning sets in C which will be presented in the next chapter.

Definition 7.11.
We define, for r € R, the collection A" by

A" :={A: Ais an A type set and 04 =r}.

We now state formally, to connect to the previous work, which A" sets that
our previous sets I'. and A, are members of.

Proposition 7.5.
[, € At (2) gnd A, € AY.

Proof:

that T. € A" '(2) follows from the definition of I'. since we can calculate
from the construction that 6, = tan~'(2¢). Since «9;?7, is constant and from
the proof of Lemma B4l lim,, . 0;: = 0 it follows that A € A°. O

We now wish to investigate some of the properties possesed by F and re-
sultant from the definitions that we have just made. We first look at three
results concerning the 6,,;. We see that the stretch (and when F has ap-
propriate properties the Jacobian) that occurs to each A, is described by a
product of the base angles. Secondly we consider a convergence equivalence
of this stretch factor to a convergence of the sum, which can be thought of
as a test of whether a set A € IC spirals infinitely or not. Finally we look at
the first of several results we have concerning the density of A around the
image of a considered point in Ag .

Lemma 7.2.
For any Ac K, neNandie {1,..,2"}

- 1
1 AA- — )
A 2n H cos(04, )
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Proof:
By considering the right angled triangle consisting of A4 .. half of the base

n,t)

A;;‘_Lj of the triangular cap in which A;;‘,Z- arises and the line connecting the
ends that don’t meet, we see that

Ll(Aé_l’j) = cos(0, )

2HY (A7) P

so that Loa
)_ % (An—l,j>

WAA ) = —— "9
i 2cos(0;'p, )

n,t

Thus repeating this step inductively we get
H (A7)

1 AA' S S Lt
H(An) 2005(9?;,%,)
1
= (cos(Bihp, ) eos(O 1, ) HALL)
B n—1
= (H(COS(QfD]-,i))_1> H'(Ajy)
=0
as required. %

Proposition 7.6.
Let A€ A° and x € A. Then

[T (cos(67 )" < 00 =D (6:2100)° < 0.
n=0 n=0

Proof:

We first show that the claim is true for a sequence {Gﬁi(n’x)} composed of
entirely sufficiently small elements. Where what sufficiently small entails will
be shown in the proof.

Let M := ]2 (cos(0:,,))) " and note

In(M) = In (H(cos(ﬁ,‘ii(mx)))_l)

n=0

= Zln((coswii(n,x)))_l)
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so that using a Taylor expansion for [n around 1 we have

1)7+t cos@ J 1 !
Ji costl )

n=0 j=1 n,i(n,z
i f: ]+1(1 - COSQn i(n, m))]
n=0 j=1 J
So that since
lim zsinx =2 lim 1 — cosx
r—r00 T—00

we have that for sufficiently small H;L“i(n ) that
(1-— cosé’ﬁi(n,z)) € (019f7i(n7z)sin9f,i 029‘43@719” i, x))

for 0 < ¢; < 3 < 1 and that

c (en i(n,z) ) Sinje;?,i(n,x) l (@?i(n,x))j_lsinj_le;?,i(n,x)
2 ; C1 -
J 2 j—1
and thus that
—1)7*(1 — cosf2 . )
ln Z ( : n,z(n,x))
n=0 j=1 J
= 62(9;?7; n,T ) 81,77,29” i(n,T = .
€ Z C10ri(n.z) SN0 i(nz) — i, 5 (2) Z clﬁq‘ii(n’w)smﬁﬁi(n’w) .
n=0 n=0

Since

lim 2?2 = lim zsinz
Tr—r 00 Tr—r0oQ0

we have, again for sufficiently small 9;;"2.(”@) that

o (07 )) sin?

ln(M) € Z Clen,i(n,:z:)Sineﬁ1 -

n=0

6
n.i(n.z) Z 019 ni( )szné’q‘iz(n,x)>
2¢9A

> C1, .4 2 (enz(nm>szn n,i(n,z)
S Z 5 (en,z(n,m)) - Z 202 n z(n x

n=0
- Z €3 en a(n,z)/) > Z C2 (erﬁz(n,m))2>
n=0

for an appropriate 0 < c3 < co. It follows that

M € < X0, z))Q,eEn 020050, z>)2>
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and thus for {Qﬁi(n’x)} being comprised of sufficiently small terms we have

H(cos(&jii(n’w)))_l < 00 &= Z(Gf’i(n’x))z < 00.
n=0 n=0

The general case follows from noting that since A € A°, 05 ine) — 0 and
thus for sufficiently large n the tail will be a sequence of sufficiently small
Qﬁi(n’x). Since Gii(nw) < 7/32 in all cases, the finite number of terms at the

begining of the sequnce will be a finite multiplying or adding factor for both
sequences and thus will not affect convergence. &

We now present the first of three results that will be presented addressing
the density of points in an A € K. The density is important as it will be
the key to the existence or non-existence of approximate tangent spaces to
A, and therefore an essential ingredient in discussing the rectifiability of sets
in C.

Corollary 7.1.
Let A be an A, type set. Then

1 [ee]
1ra41 : A\—1
O (H,Ay) > 5]'11)1?011;[].(0089”7.) :

In particular, for A, type sets A such that Hffzo(cos@,’?’,)_1 =00, OYH A y) =
oo for all y € A.

Proof:
Let p > Oand y € A, then thereisaj € Nand i € {1,...,27} with T} C B,(y)
and H'(AZ;) > p. From the proof of Lemma T2 we know

oo

H(ANTS) = H' (AL) H(cose;;{,)—l.
so that R
wans, ) z LRI 1 g@ose,ﬁ.)—l
and thus
©'(H', A.y) = lim H(A Qpo(y>) > %jlggo ﬁ(coseﬁ_)—l.

n=j
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7.4 Properties of The Bijective Functions

We now examine some important properties of the functions F, and the
function F. In order to work with F properly we must first check that it
has some basic properties. We show that the function F is continuous and
measurable. We show that images of compact sets are compact. We show
that positive measure is preserves. A less well behaved, but nonetheless
important property, is then to show that under conditions on A7 sets of
positive measure have images of infinite measure. We additionally prove the
A € K version of Corollary [l First of all, however, we prove that parts of
the limit function F can be expressed as Lipschitz functions. Recalling that
1" can be seen as the stretching (or Jacobian) factor of F it would seem
sensible that when this is bounded, we are actually looking at a Lipschitz
function. We show that this is true after defining how we make bounds. We
make bounds by simply looking at the restriction of the function to pre-image
sets on which IT* is bounded.

Definition 7.12.
Let A € K, then we define

Lemma 7.3.
Form € R, F, := F|y-1 is Lipschitz with LipF,, < Cm?.

Proof:
Let x,y € Al and without loss of generality let y < z. there are then two
cases to consider

L {ty+ (1 —t)z:te0,1]} C AL,
2. otherwise.

Case 1 is the simpler. Tn this case we have Fy,|p, 0 = Flpy.) and I(2) € [y, ].
It follows from the construction of the F,, from which F is defined as a limit
that

d(F,(y), Fu(z)) < md(y,z), for all n € N,

which impples

d(F(y), F(x))

IN

n—oo
lim sup md(y, x)
n—o0

md(y, x).

IN
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For case 2 we know that there must exist a z € (y,z) such that II(z) > m
and therefore there is an ng € N such that

y,x & Toh

no,4(no,z)

and indeed
i(no,y) < i(ng, z) < i(no, ).

It follows that we can find a minimum such ng and therefore an n; € N such
that
i(ny,z) — 3 <i(ny,y) <i(ny,z)—2

and such that for all n < ny
i(n,y) € {i(n,z) — 1,i(n, z).
From this, it follows firstly that for each n < n;

ly, x] C T4 U T;:}i(n,x)

n,i(n,y)

which implies that F, |, has Lipschitz constant
LipFry|jy) < max{IL; (), I ()} < m

so that
A(Fng (y), Fro(2)) < md(y, z).

It also follows from the choice of n; that

d(;(y),;(l‘)) < 2 max Hl(Aﬁo—l,i(no—l,w)>‘

we{z,y}

Now, using Lemma B we know

Ty (OAA (TA N TA

no,4(no,y) no,i(no,x)>>

mOAA (AA ):®

ng,i(ng,y) novi("LOvy) TLO,’L’(TLO,ZJ)
and thus
d(Foo(¥), Fug(7)) > H (AR sinoayin)
1
> — min Hl(Aﬁo—l,iw(no—l))

wey,r

A
n0,i(n0,y)+

the latter following since A fo_l i(no—1,9)

A
or Ano—l,i(no—l,x) ’

| is a shorter side of either A

Since
yeTA

10,i(n0,y)

+1:>1§ﬁA (?/)Sm

no—1
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and

xeToz(nor)—l—l =1 <Hn0 1( ) Sm
it follows that
H(AA < H*
wgii} ( no—1,i(ng—1 w)) meGIErny} ( no—1,i(no—1 w))
Thus .
1 A
d(Fno (y)v Fno(x>> > —m wg%};} H (Ano—l,i(no—l,w))'

Hence

d(F(y),F(z)) <2 max H' (A}

welz} no—1,i(ng—1 w))

< Amd(F (y), Fao(2))
< dmid(y, x).

Combining the two cases gives us, using m > 1

d(F(y), F(z)) < max{m,4m?}d(z,vy)
= 4mPd(z,y)

for each x,y € AL
Proposition 7.7.
Let A € K and let F be the function related to A. Then
1. F is continuous,
2. should B C Ay be closed, then F(B) C A is compact,
if B C Ag is such that H'(B) > 0 then H'(F(B)) > H'(B)/6 > 0,
if HY(ALL) > 0 then H'(Aw) = oo, and
if Oz, H', AZY) > 0 then OY(F(x), H!, Ay) =

S S e

F is H'-measurable.

Proof:
As we are considering only one A we shall omit the A superscripts.

For (1),
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since for all constructions A that we consider we have 6y < 7/32 we see

that
cos(m/32))7!

diam(T,,.) = H'(A,.) < ( 5 H' (A, 1)

which inductively gives us

diam(T,,;) < (M) ' H (Ap).

Since cos(m/32) > 1/2, (cos(7/32))71/2 < 1 so that

lim diam(T,.) = 0.

n— o0

It follows that for all ¢ > 0, diam(T,,.) < €/2 for all n greater than some
sufficiently large ng. Consider 1, xs € Ay such that |x; — xo| < 27", Then

c 1—1 1 U v 1+1

T, — = — —

1,42 28 ’2n 2n’ on

for some ¢ € {1,...,2" — 1}, so that since F([(¢ —1)27",i27"]) C T,,, for each
n € N and each i € {1,...,2"}

F(xl)af(xQ) € Tno,i ) Tno,i-i-la
which implies
|F(x1) — F(xe)| < diam(Ty, i—1) + diam(T,, ;) < €.

For (2),

Since Ag is bounded, so to is any closed subset of Ag, thus should B be a
closed subset of A it is also compact. It then follows from the fact that
F is continuous that F(B) is closed and indeed bounded since F(Ay) C
[0,1] x [0, 1] and thus also compact.

For (3)
Let our set, for convenience be denoted K. Let H'(K) > 0, say H'(K) =: B.
It follows that there is a 9y > 0 such that for all 0 < § <

Hi(K) > g
Now, let § < dp and {Bs} be a d-cover of F(K) and consider a B € Bs.
By Lemma Bl we see that there is an n(B) € N such that whether or not
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center(B) € F(K) BN F(B) subset TQB)’Z.(B) uTA (BB Y T4 (B)i(B)+1 for
some B(B) € {2,..., 2" — 1}with

diam(Tn(B )= length(An(B )€ (%(B),diam(B))

so that

diam(B) > Z diam(TﬂB%,).

j=i(B)—1
In this case we also have
i(B)+1
FBnFK) c J J—“‘1
j—i(B)

= U F o (Aus).g)

Jj=

which, since F,(p) is an expansion map, gives three intervals Ip;, j =1,2,3
with

diam(Ip ;) = length(Ip ;) < length(Ay),;) < diam(B) < 6.

It follows that
i(B)+1
Z diam(Ip ;) < 3diam(B).
j=i(B)—1
Since
F(K)c | (BN F(K))
BEB;

it follows that

i(B)+1
Ecl) U 1Isy

BeBs j=i(B)—1
which implies that {{Ip ;}pes, };(:b)ZJFBl _, is a d cover of K and thus that

i(B)+1

NDIRIEEUES
BeBs j=i(B)—
and therefore
i(B)+1
. 1 16 p
Z diam(B) > 3 Z | Z Ig; > 33 6
BeBg BeBs j=i(B)—1
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Since this is true for any such d-cover of F(K') we see that

HA(F(K)) >

for any 6 < dy and therefore that

HYF(K)) = limHHF(K))

For (4),
Let M > 0. Then since H}, is Radon and

AL = Jfz e AL () > M}

neN

it follows that there is an ng € N with

. 1AL
H {x e A 1L, (z) > M}) > w > 0.
We set )
AL, ={z e A (1, (x) > M}

It follows that with

X = {Z & {1, '“72710} . Tn(),i N FnO(A;Ol,”O # @}

HI(F”O(Ao_ol,n(J)) - ZH oono mTTLOZ)

e X

> MZ% oono ( - 1)’27102-])

eX
= MH'(AL,,)
H (AL

M
g 2
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We then apply (3) to each set A" € K defined as the subconstruction (and
subset) of A starting with Aj*" = A, ; to find

HYE, (AL YNT, ;
HYF o ) (Frg (A ) M Trg i) > (Fio (Acno) o)

00,n0 6

and thus that

H(F(ALL) = Y HNFoF (Fu(AL,,) NThgi)

00,n0 00,n0
1€X

1 _
> 6 Z Hl(Fno (Aool,no) N Tﬂo,i)

ieX
1
= MR (AL)
We therefore now have
1 MH (AL
HUF(ASL) > SH (B (05, > 2L

Since this is true for each M > 0 it follows that
HUF(AL)) > HU(F(AL,,)) = .

For (5),
Suppose z € A is such that ©'(x, H', ALl) > 0.

Consider F(x) and let p > 0. We know firstly from definition that there
is an ny > 0 such that F,(x) € B,;(F(x)) for all n > ny and thus, since
from the proof of (1) diam(T,.;) — 0 as n — oo, there is an n; > ng such
that diam(T,,.) < p/4 and thus Ui_ Ty, iwni)+5 C Bo(F(x)).

For the remainder of (5) we write ¢ := i(n;,2) We now, temporarily have
two cases to consider, namely CASE I that F,(z) € E(T,, ;) and CASE II
that Fn(l') S Tn1,i — E(Tnl,z)

CASE I
In this case F,,(v) € Ty, N Ty, -1 or F, (z) € Ty, N Ty, i1, without loss
of generality let us suppose that it is the latter case. Then

r = 27™
e ((i—1)27™, (i+1)27™)
c [(i—1)27™, (i +1)27™]
= F YA, UALi0).
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Since ©'(z, H', AL') > 0 it follows that
H(AL NG —D2™™,j27™] >0

for atleast one j € {i,i + 1}. Without loss of generality let us assume that
j =1. Then

HUF (AL N Any) =

ni

I, (= )’H (A N[ —1)27™ i27™])
HU (AL N[ —1)27™,27™))
0.

ARV,

CASE II:
In this case F,,, (x) € T,,,; — E(T},, i) so that

€ ((i—1)27™,427™) C [(i — 1)27™,i27™] = F 1 (A,.).

ni

Thus since ©'(z, H', AZ') > 0 it follows that
HYAL NG —1)27™,427™] > 0
and therefore

HUE, (AL N An) =

ni

I, (z )”H (AS N[ —1)27™,327™])
> HY(AZL N[ —1)27™,i27™))
> 0.

That is, in either case there is a n € N and ¢ € {1,...,2"} such that 7,,; C
B,(F(x)) and H'(F,;'(A}) > 0. Applying (iv) to the A; € K resulting from
the subconstruction of A on T,,; it follows that H*(As NT,,;) = oo and thus
that H'(B,(F(x)) N As) = co. Since this is true for all p > 0 it follows that

@l(F(x)>%l>AOO) = 00,
completing the proof of (5).

Proof of (6):

We note that the open sets of A with respect to H! measure are U N A for U
open in the usual sense in R2. Now consider an open set in A, V :=U N A
for some U open in R2.

Let
T = U{Tl,i : Tl,z’ C U}
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and in general

T =T, T, CU}.
We claim that -
V=J(T.nA.
n=1

Clearly 7, N"A C UN A for all n € N and thus

UTmnA)cuna=v.

n=1

Conversely, let x € V. Then x € A and there exists p > 0 such that
B,(xz) C U. Since we know that for any A € K, and x € A

lim diam(Tm(n@)) =0

n—0o0
there exists n, € N such that diam(T},, in,.2) < p/2. Then
T, i(nyz) C BP(I) cU

thus
t[%pJ(npaﬂ C 7;

P

and thus x € 7,,.

Since x € A we have x € 7,, N A and thus

ve (T, 0 a)
n=1

It follows that .
Ve T, n .
n=1
Now, for each n € N

7; F114 - L.J j;uirj /1

i€ln

for some (possibly empty) index [, C {0,1,...,2" — 1}. Thus

FNT.NA) = | Dy,

i€ln
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where D, ; is the i-th dyadic interval of order n. Thus

FUV) = F! (OmmA))

n=1

= G F U T.NA)

n=1

- UUDbw

n=1 ieln

which is a Borel set in Ay and thus H!-measurable. It follows that for any
Borel set B € A F~(B) is a Borel set in Agg. Thus, finally, if B is a H'-
measurable set in A, F~1(B) is a H'-measurable set in Ago. The fact that
the measurability of the inverse images of measurable sets follows from the
measurability of the inverse images of open sets is standard measure theory
and is discussed in, for example, Rudin [T4] or Bartle [2]. &

To complete the preliminary results required for our study of measure and
rectifiability of sets in I we have one more lemma concerning density to
consider. It is this final general density Lemma that will be applied in the
proof of non-rectifiability of those Koch sets which are not rectifiable (which
ones they are will be made clear later). It shows the presence of infinite
density almost everywhere in the image of any measurable subset of A of
positive measure. In order to prove this Lemma, however, we first need a
couple of general measure theoretic results showing that the set of points
density one are sufficiently large in a set of positive measure in Ago. The
second is a condition of non-rectifiability.

Proposition 7.8.
Let B C Ay be H'-measurable, then

H'({zx € B: O (z,H',B) =1}) = H'(B).

Proof:
Since B is H!-measurable we know that for all p > 0

1= (2p)""H (B,(x)) = (2p)" (H'(B,(x) N B) + H'(B,(x) N B°))
so that
U= lig() (5,0
= lim(2) (' (B,(x) 1 B) + H\(B, () 1 B))
= O'(x,H',B) +O'(x,H', B).
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From standard theory (see for example [Simon3| Theorem 3.5) we know
O (z,H',C) = 0 for H'-almost all x € C° for any H'-measurable set C
with H'(C') < oco. Hence ©'(z, H', B) = 0 for H'-almost all x € B and
thus

O'x,H',B)=1-0"(z,H', B) =1

for almost all x € B. The result follows &

Proposition 7.9.

Let A C R% Let 0 be a L*(H', R, R) positive function on A. Suppose that B
is a subset of A of positive measure that satisfies 0(x) > r > 0 for all z € B.
Let x € B satisfy

O (H', A x) > O(H', B,z) = .

Then A does not have a 1-dimensional approximate tangent plane for A at
x with respect to 6.

Proof:
Let P be any potential approximate tangent plane for A at x with respect
to 0 and define ¢ € CY(R%; R) by

1 jz| <1
Px) =< 2—|z| 1< |z] <2
0 otherwise
We then have

/ pdH' = 3.

P

However,
lim A~! / oAz —z))dH'(z) > lim A7! / PNz — 2))dH (2)
n—oo A n—oo B

> lim A1 / rdH*
n—o0 BNBj ()

= 7 lim A7! / 1dH!
n—eo BNB)(z)
1
_ o BB By(@)
A—0 A
= 2r0'(z,H', A)
> 3.

It is therefore impossible that A have an approximatye tangent plane at x
with respect to 6. %
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Lemma 7.4.
Let A € K and H'(BNAZ') > 0 for some measurable subset B C Agg. Then
there exists

By C BNAL,

HY(B)) =H (BNAL)

such that
OY(H!, F(B)), F(z)) = oo

for all x € By.
In particular, if A € K and H'(AZ') > 0, then for H'-a.e. z € A}
O'(H!, A, F(z)) = ©'(H', A, F(2)) = o0.

Proof:
We note from Proposition that

O H, BNA L r)=1
for H'-a.e. z € BN AZ'. We thus choose
By ={reBnAl 0 (H' BNAl »)=1},

noting that H'(B;) = H!(B N AZ) as required.
Choose now y € B; arbitrarily.

We then note that from the definition of ©' there must exist an rg > 0
so that for all r < rq

(2r)""HY(B,(y) N By) > 7/8.
We now claim that for any dyadic interval D > y with |D| := H*(D) < ry/2
HY (DN By) > 3/4|D|.
We see this by selecting
7 = max{d(y, =) : = € B(D)}

(where E(D) as elsewhere denotes the endpoints of D). Then v < |D| < rg
and D C B,(y). Thus

HI(BINBy(y) _L=H(BINBy(y) _1
2y 2y 8
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which implies

HAB{N D) _ 2H (BN By(y) _ 1
|D| - 27y 4
and thus
H'(B.NnD)  |D|-HYB{nD)
| D B D
> (|D|—|D|/4)|D|™

Y

] w

proving the claim.

In particular, the claim holds for any dyadic interval D,, > y of order m > my
where myg is chosen such that 270 < rg.

Then, selecting, independently from one another, 1 > p > 0 and M € R
with
Hl(Amo,i(y,mo)) = diam(Tmo,i(y,mo)) > P-
We choose m > myg such that diam(T,,iwm)) € (p/2,2p) and T, iym) C
B,(y). Note that F, (A itym)) = ANToni(ym)- That is, defining By := F(B;)
H' (By(y) N By) > H'(Bi N Thigymy) = H(F(Dy) N By).

Since, for all z € By N Dy, [100_(c080y i) " = 0o there exists a gp € N
such that for

p
B? .= {9: e BiND,,: H (cos@n7i(y7n))_l > M}

n=m++1
H'(B,,) > H'(Bi N D,,)/2.
If this were not true then since B¢ C B?™! for each ¢ it would follow that
o0 1
N ( U Bq> < B0 Dw)

2
qg=m+1

and thus there would exist « € By N D,, such that []>7 . (cosby, @) " <
M < oo. This contradiction confirms our claim.

We then note . 5
HY(B,) > 57{1(191 NnD,,) > g|Dm\
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and that since for all x € D,,, for all x € B;

oo m

_ _ p
H(cosem(z,n)) b> H(cosem(z,n)) b m

n=0 n=0

It then follows that for g := F(y)
HU(BLNBy(5) > HY(BiNTiym))

v

H (B0 | Tuov.

DyNB1#0

— Z H' (B, N T4,i(Dg.0))

DyNB1#0

> ) H(E(D,NB))

DyNB1#£0

q
— Z H(coseq,i(pq,q))-lﬂl(z)qmBl)

DyNB1#p n=0

q
S Z H (cosqu(Dq,q))‘lHl(quBl)

| m| DyNB1#) n=m+1
Mp

> == Y  H(D,NB)
| m|DqﬂB17é(Z)
M
- D—le U quBl
| D DyNB1#0
Mp 4
= 5 H (B1)
| Din
3Mp
> D,,
D] !
_ 3Mp
8

Since this is true for any p < diam(T, i(yme)

. . HYBiNB,(§) _ 3M
1 1 — P >
O (1. 51,9 = i 2 =6

Since this is true for each M € R we have
@1(H17 [317 ?j) = o0.
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As this is true for any y € B it follows that
OY(H, F(B,), Fy) = oo
for each y € By completing the first part of the proof.

For the final part of the proof we note that Ay is itself measurable and
that AgoNAL = A Tt follows from the above that there is a set B C A}
with H'(B) = H' (A so that

OY(H', F(B),F(z)) = 00

for all z € B. Since Agg D Al D B, F(Aoo = A, F(AL! = A and H'-ave.
xr € AL, x € B it follows that for all z € B and thus H'-a.e. in A}

O'(H', A, F(z)) > O1(H', A, F(z)) > O'(H', F(B), F(x)) = o0,
which completes the proof. %

This completes the preliminary results that we need for the rectifiability and
measure results on sets in K.

7.5 Relative Centralisation of Semi-Self-Similar
Sets

We now look at some preliminary results that we will need for results on di-
mension. We will reduce all of our questions to an application of the results
of Hutchinsion [I0] to get our dimension results. We do this, in essence, by a
comparison principle. We show that sets in K depending on properties of 64
can be dimension invariantly rearranged so that they are supersets of some
sets to which Hutchinsons results apply and subsets of others. By considering
sequences of such rearrangements we can deduce the dimension of our sets
from the dimensions of the sets to which we are comparing.

It is infact true that we could, in principal, apply Hutchinsons results di-
rectly. However, the parameters of the sets and "self-similarity" functions
cannot be (at least not easily) extracted from sets in K. Thus actually giv-
ing an explicit dimension directly is not possible.

Our comparison principle, or rearrangement involves seperating each trian-
gular cap in a particular approximation to some A € K, T, and moving
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each seperately by an orthogonal transformation in such a way that each of
the newly positioned triangular caps remain disjoint. We do this by plac-
ing each inside of a triangular cap of another, larger, 7, from some other
A’ € K. Since all Hausdorff measures are translation invariant it follows that
Hausdorff dimension is also translation invariant and thus the union of the
replaced triangular caps is the same dimension as the original caps. We can
in this way compare the dimesion of A to that of each 7" and thus of A’.
It will be by selecting appropriate A’ that we will prove our dimension results.

We start by defining the transformation process, which, due to the plac-
ing of one set into parts of another, we call centering. That is one set is
centered in the bigger one.

Definition 7.13.
Let Aj, Ay C R?. We say that we can center Ay in Ay (or that Ay can be
centered in Ay) written Ay —¢ Ay if for each m € N there exists sets Ay,
and As,, such that

() Aom C Az, Asy C Asgyy for all m €N

m=1

A1 C () Aims At C Asgmeyy for all m €N;
m=1
that for each m € N there exists ny(m),na(m) € N, ny(m) < ng(m), disjoint

sets {Almj}?;(lm) and disjoint sets {AQmj}?i({rl) such that

na(m)

U Ao € Ao

J=1

and
ni(m)

Ay C U Aty
j=1
that the sets A;, Ay and Ay are all H*-measurable for i = 1,2 each a € R
and appropriate m,j € N and that there exist orthogonal transformations
7;‘3;"42 'R = R? for j =1,...,n:(m) such that

Tiob ™ (Armg) € Asmy.
If Ay —°¢ Ay we write
n1(m)
Carte = | T (Avmy).

j=1
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Remark
For any Al,Ag € K we can set ni(m) = ny(m) = 2™ and for each i € {1,2}
A, =T, 2 1L, and A;p; = T, ;. In this case, as we shall see, if

«9A1 < 9‘42 for each n and i, we have, ignoring the negligible set of edge points
E, Al ‘-)C AQ.

It would have been a simpler statement of definition to restrict to the case
Aq, Ay € K. However, as we shall see we will need to apply the definition
where A; and A, are subsets of elements of K where certain triangular caps
have been simply removed in the construction of A; and A,. In any case,
to make the definition intuitively easier to understand we may always think
of each A; as an element of K with triangular caps removed, each A;,, as a
union of a subcollection of the Téfj and each A;,,; asa T n‘;‘]

In the case that A; and A, are actually in K we can restate the definition as
follows

Definition 7.14. K version

Let Ay and Ay be A, type sets. We say that we can center Ay in Ay (or that Ay
can be centered in As) written Ay < As if for eachn € N and i € {1,..,2"}
there are orthogonal transformations 7;‘?2-1”42 such that 7;‘?2-1”42 (Tf;) C T,fjf.

If Ay —° Ay then we write

2n
A1,Ay A1,A2 (rp A
On ' T U 7;,1' (Tn,z )

i=1

Note that due to the fact that they are orthogonal transformations with both
disjoint preimages and disjoint images we have both

HY (T, (1) = HI(T)
for each 7 € {1,...,2"} and

(U sy ) ” (U TA1>

for each n € N, for each pair A; —° Ay and for each non negative 7,6 € R.

We now look at two properties of centering. The first is more a property
of A, type sets that tells a condition allowing one A, type set to be centered
into another. The second is a more general result showing that the dimension
comparison works, thus justifying the use of centering.

125



Proposition 7.10. Let Ay and Ay be A, type sets. Let 82‘} be denoted by
04 and «9;;"? be denoted by 642 for each n € N. Then, if T(fll - T(ff and
041 < 042 for each n € N then A} —¢ A,.

Proof:

We know that T(fll C T (ff so that by denoting the identity transformation

A1,A2

by ¢ we have 7;; ¢ and thus

T © T
We then continue the proof by induction on n. Assume that
Ay, As (A A
7;,1'1 Q(Tn,zl) - Tn,ZQ

for some n € Ny and each i € {1,...,2"}. Consider some arbitrarily chosen
Jj€A{1,...,2"} with
A1,Az (A A
7;1/7]1 Q(Tn,]l) C Tn,;

and there fore since
dmm(TTfi) = Hl(Aé,i)
for each A, type set A it follows that
1 A1 1 A
Now, qu}rl < 622, by hypothesis and thus also, by Lemma 13

1 - 1
/Hl(AﬁJlrszJrk) = i(cos(ﬁfil)) IHI(Aﬁ,j)

IN

1 _
5 (cos(021)) " HH(ARY)

IA

1
5 (cos(02:)) T M (A7)
= Hl(A;?il,Qj-i-p)

for each k,p € {—1,0}.

Combining these, it follows that T, .., can be mapped into Tfﬁ1,2j+k by

n+1,2j+
placing A£i1,2j+k in the center of Aﬁiwﬂk for k € {—1,0}. By defining

7;?:1”3;% to be the orthogonal transformation that does this it follows that

A1,Az Aq Ao
Tt (T gjen) © Toftgjin

for k € {—1,0}. Since j was arbitrary we have 7:;3:1’?2 such that
A1, Az (A A
Tt (Tos) € T,

for all i € {1,...,2""!}, which completes the inductive step in n. &
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We now prove the crucial step for the result we need to get our desired
dimension results, saying that if one set can be centered in another then the
expected result that it has a smaller dimension than the other holds.

Lemma 7.5.

Ay —° A2 = dimA; < dimA,.

Proof:
Let n > 0 be such that H"(Ay) =

Now, let m € N then since H" is invariant under orthogonal transforma-
tions we have

H'(A1) = H"(A1NA)

ni(m)

- HW U AlﬂAlmj
j=1
ni(m)

= A U At

nm

= Z Ty (Aimy))

IN

Z A2m]

ni(m)

- %77 U Agm]

na(m)

H" U Aomi

< H”(Agm).

IN

We then find similarly for m + 1
H' (A1) < H"(Azmr1))
then since Ay(,41) C Az we have

H'(Ar) < H(Agm N Asgmir)),
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by induction it follows that

HI(A) < ”H”(ﬁ A2m>

m=1
H"(Asz)
= 0.

IN

As this is true for any n € R for which H"(A2) = 0 we have

dzmAl = 1nf{77 . Hn(Al) = 0}
inf{n : H"(As) = 0}

IN

%

This completes the presentation of the necessary preliminary results and thus
the chapter. In the following chapter we look at the theorems proving various
results about the actual measure, rectifiability and dimension of A, type sets
and Koch type sets.
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Chapter 8

Dimension, Rectifiability and
Measure of Generalised Koch
type Sets

We now consider the main results for Koch type sets. That is under what
conditions do we have finite, or weak locally finite measure. Under what
conditions are Koch type sets rectifiable, or not rectifiable, and under what
conditions can we determine the dimension of a set in /C. The results are all
determined from the constrtuction parameters. All of the relevant parame-
ters can be expressed in terms of the angles 8;32-. In the case of A, type sets
we can exactly categorise the sets with respect to the above questions, for
the Koch type sets it is not possible. The difference being that in the case
of Koch type sets we could be generating measure from a pre-image set of
measure zero in an otherwise well behaved set. The question of whether or
not measure can indeed be generated remains at this time unanswered, the
important point for us, is that it cannot be ruled out.

For this reason some of the results will continue to be stated seperately.
In the general case we find, with respect to rectifiability, that,

A € K is countably 1-rectifiable < H({z : IT*(z) = c0}) = 0.

With respect to measure, we find that for each A €
H'(A) = / MAdH +H' (As).
Ag~AZ)

and that H'(AL) > 0 = H'(A) = co. In general we would also expect
HY(AL) = 0= H'(A) = 0 (that is the nongeneration of measure condi-
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tion) so that we would then have
HY(A) = / T4dH.
Ao

While in certain cases (e.g. ALl is countable) it is certainly true, it may not
be true in general. Note that this result holds also for A € IC with dimA > 1,
in which case we get the uninformative result H'(A) = co.

Finally, with respect to dimension we define
= sup{a : H' ({z : 62 > a}) > 0},

A . nA
V5 = sup 0
r€AQ

and find
dimlj ay = Ay < dimA < fi(73) = dimI 5 a)

where
f(v) = (1/2)(tan)

and therefore
n2

hO) =~ T a7

Again, we find simplification under the hypothesis that for B ¢ Ay H}(B) =
0 = H'(F(B)) = 0 in that we can then state

dimA = fi(71).

It is in the A, type set case that we can ignore the possibilty of generalisation
of measure and thus the "nicer" results can be stated for these sets.

8.1 Lipschitz Representation and Rectifiability

We start by showing that in some cases an A, type set is actually a Lipschitz
graph, where F would pass as a Lipschitz function.

Lemma 8.1.
Suppose A € A° and Yoo 024 < oo. Then for each | > 0 there is an ng € N
such that AN Tﬁi‘),i can be expressed as the graph of a Lipschitz function with

. . A . n
Lipschitz constant less than or equal to | over A, . for eachi € {1,...,2"}.
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Proof:
Let ng be such that

- tan=1(1

S < om0,

5

n=ng
Then let z,y € AN Tqﬁm for some i € {1,...,2"} with z # y. We then know
that there exists a n; > ng such that for each ng < n < ny x,y € Tﬁk for
some k and that x € T2 . and y € TAM-il for some integer 5. Without loss

ni,J n

of generality let x € T2 ~and y € T4

ni,J TLl,j—‘rl'
By choice of ny we know that
Ad o tan~(1)
wA;;‘;,Z <73
and by Lemma BT
TA tan=(1)
ny,j A
wal’jH <20, ;< 275
so that when writing X = {z € R?*: 2 = x + ty,t € R}
X T tan”'(1)
21, 44—,
¢Aﬁ1,j < wal,jH < 5
Thus 1 1
tan~ tan~
Y < an5 U +4 an5 ) = tan" (1)
nQ,t
and hence
\W(AA )L(x) — TaA )L(y)\

nQ,t nQ,t

ras @ ag ] et ) =1

nQ,t nQ,t

Noting that (x,y) was an arbitrarily chosen pair of distinct points completes
the proof. &

Combining this lipschitz result with Lemma we are now able to present
the rectifiability results. We first prove, both by Lipschitz graphs and the
existence of approximate tangent spaces, the rectifiability under particular
conditions of A, type sets. We present concurring with the philosophy that
multiple proof methods allow further insight and understanding of the ob-
jects involved and are in any case interesting in their own right, as well as
for comparative purposes.

We first prove the rectifiability using the Lipschitz lemmmas to show that

certain A, type sets can then be expressed as H!-almost everywhere subsets
of a countable union of Lipschitz graphs.
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Theorem 8.1.

Whenever A € A° satisfies S °° 04 < oo, A is countably 1 rectifiable.

n=0"n

Proof:
04 < 0o there is, by Lemma BJl an ng € N such that for each

Since Y 67
ie{l,...,2™} ANT: ; can be expressed as the graph of a Lipschitz graph

over A4 . That is there is a Lipschitz function f; : R? — R? such that

n0,%"
A
AanoZ Cfl( nol)

Then when S,i?w- : R — R? is a transformation satisfying

A A A

S (10, H' (A7 D)) = A s

we can define F; : R — R? as F; = f; o S,fml- to write
210

A = UAm A

2"0
Ufl noZ

2m0

c Jrmr
=1

Since this is a subset of a form of expression of a set that is defined as being
countably 1-rectifiable, the proof is complete. %

N

The second proof applies to sets with converging sums of base angles. In this
case "potential" approximate tangent spaces eventually stop rotating and
we can then use the approximate j-dimensionality to say that the set will
be arbitrarily close to the limit of the rotating bases of the triangular caps
containing a point and will thus have an approximate tangent space there.

Theorem 8.2.
Any A € A° satisfying > o, 0:) 4 < 00 has an approzimate tangent space with
multiplicity one almost eveywhere and is thus countably 1-rectifiable.

Proof:

We first prove that A — E' is countably 1-rectifiable. Let y € A — E, write
H :=H'(A) and let f € C%(R?). Tt follows in particular that f is Lipschitz
with Lipschitz constant £} and that there is an M such that

sptf C By (0).
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Let F' = maz{l, F;}. Since the other case is trivial we assume M > 0.

Let € > 0 and define § = ¢/(MF). Since A € A° we know that A — E
satisfies property (iv), we therefore know that there is a p, > 0 such that for
all p € (0, p,] there is a L, , such that

ANB,(y) C Lify/?

and we know in fact from the proof that A — E satisfies (iv) that we may take

Ly, |lA;, iy where A7 . is taken such that H'(A; ;. )) € (p/2,p]
and y € Tn i)

i oo nA Aﬁi(n Y ;
Since Y 7 07 < oo we know that {¢p™"™"'} is a convergent sequence and

thus there is an affine space L such that
AA
YE = lim P,
n—oo

We then choose p; such that p; < p,, so that for all p < p; the Aﬁ i)
taken as described above is such that

)
tan_l(wﬁA 5 (81)
np,i(y,np) 2
with n, large enough for Lemma BTl to gaurantee that A N Tn iy, Can be

expressed as the graph of a Lipschitz function with Lipschitz constant 0, and
since Y 07 04 < oo = [[07,(cosf2)™! < 0o we take p; such that n,,is such
that Hn:npl (cosOM) ™t < 1+e.

Now let A < )IAM/2 g

that by (&JI)

Then we have that A N Byy(y) C (AA

nxi(Y,ma)

S

N S

AA
tan(y, ™) <

so that
AN Bya(y) C LM

and thus
nyaA N By (0) € L —y)M°

On this set we also have
|f(z) = f(mo(z))| < Lipf - oM <

for all z € n, \(A — E).

MFe
MF

= £
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By otherwise considering the positive and negative parts of f we may as-
sume that f > 0. We then note

/ F(y)dH () < / cdH! + / F (o (9))dH ().
Ny, (A—FE) Ny A(A—E) Ny (A—E)

Then by Lemma and Lemma we know that we can apply the area
formula with Jacobian calculated by taking the maximal vertical variation
per unit along L as 0 plus 2(267 ). That is, with the Jacobian factor bounded

above by (1 +96%)2 so that we have
[ twaww) < [ e w0 [ an)
ny,A(A_E) ny,A(A_E) L

< M (mua(A— E)) + (14 9) / F(w)dH ()

which implies

/ fdH! —/fd%l < e(1+e)2M + (1492 —1)
ny,A(A_E) L

/Lfd”r'-ll

_ 5(1+5)2M+(95)/fd7{1.

Since this is true for all € > 0 it follows that

/ fdH — / fdH?
ny,A(A_E) L

lim / fdH' = / fdH .
A=0 S, A(A-E) L

That is there is an approximate tangent space for y. Since this is true for all
y€ A—FE and H'(E) = 0 we have

lim =
A—0

so that

lim faH' = lm / FdH!
ny,A(A_E)

A—0 77y,/\A A—0

= /L fdH!

for all y € A — E. That is, A has an approximate tangent space for all
y € A — E, and therefore H!-almost everywhere which implies that A is
countably 1-rectifiable. &
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Although these results are not for the entirety of A, type sets, the completion
of the proofs of rectifiability falls under the proof for general K sets. We thus
prove the more general result, stating the cleaner result for A, type sets as a
Corollary.

Theorem 8.3.
Let A e K.
If H'(As) = 0 then A is countably 1-rectifiable.

Remark:
It would clearly be desireable to be able to show that

H' (AL = 0= HY (Ax)

which would be an a better situation since we have better understanding, per-
ception and control of sets in Ag than sets in A. It is however not necessarily
in general true (though it may be). We do in some limited cases have control
from Ag. For example if A is countable then H'(Ay) = 0 and so the above
Theorem would then state that with such a AL, A is countably 1-rectifiable.

Proof:
We note that

= AU F(H

m=1
[

= AU | Flia ().

m=1

Since from Lemma we know that F,-1 is Lipschitz for each m € N it
follows that A is countably 1-rectifiable should H'(A,) = 0. &

Before stating the corollary of rectifiability for A. sets, we prove the non-
rectifiability result. In this way we will be able to demonstrate necessary
and sufficient, that is, an equivalence of conditions for sets in A, to countable
1-rectifiability.

Theorem 8.4.
Let A € K and H'(A}) > 0. Then A is not countably 1-rectifiable.
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f(:‘togfl.oe any potential multiplicity function for A. Then 0§ € L'(H!, A, R)
and thus 6 is H'-measurable.
We then claim that there is an r > 0 such that
HY (F '{zeA:0(x)>r})nA) >0.
This is true for otherwise
H'({z € Apg: 00 F(x)=0}) >0

and thus
H' {x € A:0(x) =0}) >0

contradicting 6 being a positive function on A. Set
B:=F'({x e A:0(zx)>r}).

Since 6 is measurable, {x € A : #(x) > r} is measurable and thus, since from
Proposition [ we know F is measurable, B is H!-measurable in Apo.

It then follows from Lemma [[7] that there exists a By C B with H'(B;) =
H'(B) > 0 such that

OY(H!, F(B)), F(z)) = oo

for each z € B;.

Consider now f € CZ(R? R) such that xp,0) < f < Xpu0) where x is
the characteristic function. Then for any tangent space, P, to A that may
exist with respect to 6 at F(z) for some z € By

0(F(2)) / F()dH () < 6(F(2) / N dH () = 20(F(2)) < oo.

However
lim f)0(x + \y)dH' (y) > lim F@)0(x + My)dH (y
T (1)6( JdH (y) WS e (y)6( )dH (y)

v

lim XBy0)0(T + )\y)dHl(?/)
)\\O 771,)\]:(B1) 1( )

> rlim/ B, dH (v)
ANO S, \F(BY) 1O

rOY (H, F(B)), r)

= OQ.

136



Thus

im [ )0+ )M () £ 6(F () / Fy)dH (y)

)\\0 771,)\14

Since this is true for any = € F(B;) and H*(F(By)) > H'(B;) > 0 it follows
that A does not have an approximate tangent space with respect to 6 at x
on a set of x of positive measure.

Since this holds for any allowed selection of # it follows from the definition
of rectifiable sets and Theorem Bl that A is not countably 1-rectifiable. <

We can now state the cleaner result for A, type sets from which the particular
results for A, and A, follow.

Corollary 8.1.
For an A, type set A, A is countably 1-rectifiable if and only if

Proof:
We note that A being A. type set implies A € K. Thus from Theorem R4]
if HY((AZH)?) > 0 then A is not countably 1-rectifiable.

Conversely, Should H!'((AZ!)?) = 0 then there must exist at least one point,
x, for which T4 # oco. Since II# is constant for all z € A for an A, type
set it follows that f[;‘ # oo for each y € Ay and thus for each y € A. It
follows that A2 = 0 and therefore that H!(A4) = 0. It thus follows from
Theorem that A is countably 1-rectifiable. O

Theorem 8.5.
Let € > 0 and A be constructed as in Construction [3.3 with this €. Then

mA
H& = OO

and thus A is not 1-countably 1-rectifiable.

Proof:
From Lemma we know that for any A. type set Ay,
5 A n n
HY(A,) = A{% H 003«9/‘1 = H(cos@ﬁ?)_l
7=0 7=0
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Since from Lemma
HA,Y) = (14 n16e2)1/?

it follows that

n— o0

14 = lim H(cos@f,)_l
j=0

= lim Hl(/[nA)

n—o0

= lim (1 +nl6e%)"/?
n—o0
= oo.

Thus z € (A1) for each & € Agp. This completes the first part of the proof.

It thus follows that H'((AZ!)?) > 0. From Proposition [ (3) it then fol-
lows that H'(A2) > 0. Therefore, from Corollary Bl A is not countably
1-rectifiable. &

The proof then that A. is not countably rectifiable that we present is an
indirect proof, assuming that A. is countably 1-rectifiable, which then implies
that A. is countably 1-rectifiable. This contradiction completes the proof and
the rectifiability results.

Theorem 8.6.
For any appropriate ¢ > 0 for A. to be defined, A. is not countably 1-
rectifiable.

Proof:
We prove the Theorem by contradiction. So, suppose that A, is countably
1-rectifiable and so can be written in the form

A.c AU F.(®)

n=1

where H'(Ap) = 0 and F}, : R — R? is a Lipschitz function for each n € N.
We now consider that by the construction of A. we know that A. NT;; is
Agi-i, constructed on a base of length H*(A;.) (which we note importantly is

greater than 2!~ so that should A, be well defined, then so too is the new A.).

It thus follows that by contradicting A. by 2'~¢ in the vertical direction
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and by H'(A;.) in the horizontal direction we have that the result C'(A.) is
a copy of any A. NT;; (where C is the contraction map satisfying the said
conditions).

We thus know that there exists contraction maps for each ¢ € N and j €
{1,...,2'}, O;; : R? = R?, such that

0,j(A) =A.NT,;;
which implies
Oij(A.) CA.NT;;
and also that
Define
2’L
MAE = AE N U U Oij(A€>7
1€N j=1
and
2i
Ra.=A.~ [ AU JJ05(A0) | = Ao~ M.
iEN j=1

It follows that
Lijn == O;(F(z)) i,neN,je{l,..2}

are Lipschitz functions L;;, : R — R?. We note that {{Lijn}i,neN}?:l is
countable. Also that R,4_ ia a subset of the union of balls (or deformed balls)
around points in £. Also that by taking the further addition to A., O;;(A.),
we infinitely reduce this area by continually refining the deformed ball around
each e,, that is

reclU ) 0s(B.(0.0)).

neN {i,5:045((0,0)=e, }
With this set up we can then attack the proof.

We first note that

oo 2

My, = AUl JJ 044

i=1j=1
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00 oo 2°
c AUl F.®R UUUOZJ<AOUUF )
n=1

1=1j5=1
00 o 20 co 20
= AU JE® U050 UUUULW
n=1 i=1j5=1 i=1j=1n=1
oo 2t o0 o 20
= AuJUounu F UUUULW
i=1j=1 n=1 i=1j=1n=1
where
oo 2¢ 00
Hl AOUUUO”(AO) S AO +ZZH 7,] AO
i=1j=1 i=1 j=1
oo 2°
< H'(A)+ YD H(A)
i=1 j=1
oo 2°
= 0+) Y0
i=1 j=1
= 0.

and )~ , F,(R) U U2, U?:l U~ Lijn(R) is a countable collection of Lips-
chitz images.

It thus follows that M4, is a countably 1-rectifiable. That is

My, = MyU | M, (R)

n=1

where A
oo 2°

My = Ay U 0i5(Ao)
i=1j=1

21'

is a set of measure zero and { M, }72; is a reordering of { F;, } 22 U{{ Lijn } 551 }i=1-

We now show that H'(Ra.) = 0.

Let n > 0. For each i,n € N there exists j, = j,(i,n) € {1,...,2'} such
that 0;;((0,0)) = e,. That is, O;;(B,,((0,0))) covers the part of R4_ cen-
tered on e,, so that since

lim H'(A;) =0

11— 00
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for each n we can choose an i, € N such that diam(0;;(B,,((0,0)))) < n2~".
Then, since

Ra. C | 04 (B.,((0,0)))

n=1
and since diam(O;;(B,,((0,0)))) < n2™™ < n for each n € N we then have

that {O;,;,(B,,((0,0)))}52, is an appropriate covering set to estimate H,
and in fact we have

H(Ra) < H%(U oinjnwm«o,om)

n=1

<
n=1
< D m
n=1
Thus
HI(RAE) = limH%(RAE)
n—0
< 7171_13(1)77
= 0.

now since A. = My, U R4 we have

Ac=Ra UMU | M, (R).

n=1

Since 'Hl(RAE) = 0,
HY(Ra. U M) =0

and it follows that A. is countably 1-rectifiable. This contradicts Theo-
rem B3, thus A, is not countably 1-rectifiable. O

This completes our study of rectifiability, we move on to the measure results
before finally considering the dimension of Koch type sets.

8.2 Measure Formulae for Koch Type Sets

For our measure result we present, as previously seen, a formula that resem-
bles the Area Formula. We could also have applied the Area Formula (for
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more information on the Area Formula see for example Simon [T5]) but not
without some difficulty. We therefore present a self contained direct proof of
the result.

Theorem 8.7.
Let A € K. Then, for all measurable B C Ao the following holds

HY (F(B)) = /B L MdH' + H' (F(B) N Ay).

Remark:
As with the rectifiability theorem, the statement of this theorem would be
simplified should it be true that

H (A =0=H' (Ax) =0
in which case we could write

H'(F(B)) = / TdH',

B

since, should H'(AZ) > 0, both sides would then be co so that they could in
this case also be reconciled with one another.

It seems as though an application of the area formula for rectifiable sets is all
that is necessary, which is likely to be true, however, since the convergence of
I1,(z) is equivalent to the convergence of 3", 0. (x)? and thus not necessarily
of 3., 05 (), the Jacobian is by no means a trivial quantity to calculate or

show that it is equal to IT on Agy ~ AL

Proof:
We note that for any measurable C' C Ag
F(D) = ﬂ U T
n=1i€X,

where
X, ={ie{1,..,2"} : i =i(n,z) for some z € D}

and so can be constructed from countable unions and intersections of H!-
measurable subsets of R? and is therefore measurable. Also, since from
Lemma F,, is Lipschitz for each n € N these sets are also measurable.
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Further, since F), is a Lipschitz map for each n € N, if D C Ay so to
is [,(D) for each n € N.

It follows then that
HI(F(B)) = Hl(f(B) NAs) + Hl(f(B) ~ Ny).
We consider the second term.

Let ¢ € N and define

-1 .
DT c i) <

H,, = {xEAO:

3

We see -
B~AL = Heg
n=1
we now estimate H'(F(B N H,,)). Firstly H,, C A,/, so that
F(BNHyy) = Fla,, (BN Hyy)

is a Lipschitz graph with LipF|,,, < n/q so that
HF(B O Hay) < H! (Hg)

It is now necessary to establish a lower estimate. To do this we define
Hyyj = {x € Hyy: T;(x) > (n— )¢~ > 10,1 ()}
and note that H,, N Hy,,; = () whenever i # j. We also define
Jng i ={i € {1,...,27} 1 i = i(n, x) for some x € H,,;}

We note that Fls,,, o Fj_1 is a Lipschitz expansion map on Fj(A,/). It
follows that

MU (F(Hugg) = H(FoFj o F(Hygy))

= " U Flan, © FyH (Fj(Hugy) 0 Aj )

iEan

= > HNFla,, 0 F;(Fj(Hug) N Aj))

iEan
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2 Z H (Fj(Hngg) N Aji)
1€Jng
= ) T (Hagy 0 [(i = 2)277,i277))

’iEan

n—1 , .
> D0 H g N[ - )27 27))
i€Jng

n—1
- q Hl(anj)~

Since H,q is the disjoint union of {H,4;}52, it follows that

H (F(H,y) = Z%

[oe}
§ : HQJ

It then follows that

n—1 n

. M (Hyg) < HH(F( nq)<g7i (Hng)-

Correspondingly we have direct from the definition of H,, that

" (A, < / dH < ZHY(H,,)
q Hyg q
so that
. 1
/ HdH' — HY(F(Hpg)| < ~H'(Hpg)
Hig q
and therefore
/ MdH' — H (F(B ~ A;}))‘ = dH" — H' (F(Hyy))
B~AZL Hpgq
< 3|/ - wi(FH,)
n=1 Hpq
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H (B ~AL)

<

LI,

Since this is true for all ¢ € N it follows that

/ fdH" — H (F(B ~AL))| =0
B~AZY

and thus that
[dH' = HY(F(B ~ AZY).

B~AS!
This gives us
HI(F(B)) = HU(F(B)NAx) +H(F(B) ~ Ax)
= / MdH' + H (F(B) N Ay).
B~AL)

O

As we mentioned at the beginning of this chapter, we present the simplified
result for A, type sets. In this case, however, the result does not simplify.
This is because, should II# = oo for some A, type set A then it could be this
very A that allows for creation of measure. Then for any set B C Ao with
H'(B) > 0 we get

/ MdH' = H'(F(B)) = co.

However, for a measurable set B C Ag with H!(B) = 0 from which measure
is created we would have

HdH' =0
B
but

HY(F(B)) >0
preventing the simplified version of Theorem

/ MdH' = H'(F(B))
B
holding as desired.

This, therefore, concludes our discussion of measure formulae and we now
conclude with the results on dimension.
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8.3 A Full Spectrum of Dimension

We complete this work with a discussion of the Dimension of A, and Koch
type sets. As we discussed earlier in this Chapter, in order to gather results
about dimension we essentially want to place sets either inside of or around
sets that we know the dimension of. Unfortunately, generally with different
A. type sets they do not generally stay neatly inside of one another. We
therefore need to use our centralisation results to rearrange each stage of
construction to ensure that strict containment is retained by the necessary
sets.

As with the rectifiability results, the A. type sets allow for a more cleanly
stated result than the Koch type sets. Unlike some of the previous result, we
shall not prove the asthetically more pleasing results of the A, type sets as a
corollary of the more general Koch type sets but shall rather prove the result
directly. This is mainly because the proof attached to the A. type sets is
much cleaner allowing the essential ingredients to be more clearly seen. The
proof associated with the Koch type sets is then presented afterwards where
the difficulties of allowing full variation of base angles require a much more
technical proof.

As we will see from the results, a complete closed interval in R represents the
possible dimensions of sets in K. This shows the rich variation of the sets,
which could otherwise perhaps have been of a dimension from a finite set of
values.

Following the proof of the dimension of the A, type sets, we present a Corol-
lary showing how the dimension of A, (which we directly proved to be 1 in
Theorem Bl) follows easily from the more general result.

Theorem 8.8. Forr >0 and A € A"

n2

dimA = _ln(%(l ¥ (tan(r)2)V2)’

Proof:
The proof is dependent on the dimension of I'.. We thererfore first note that
for any scaling A € R

dimAl', = dimI'..

We also note that
F1/2(tcm1”) c A
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and finally, recalling dimI'. = —In2/(Inl) where [ is the shrinking factor per
approximation stage, we calculate that [., the approriate [ for I'. € A" is

In2
ln(%(l + (tan(r))2)1/2)’

Now, since for A € A" 9;‘} N\, 7 we have 9;‘} > r for all n € N. Thus, since

T r .
O, = r for alln € N and thus also H*(Ag)Ty """ C T34 Proposition
[/, 10 then gives us that

L=~

Hl(Aél)Fl/Q(tanr) — A
Lemma then gives
dimA Z dim%l(Aél)Fl/Q(tanr) = dimFl/Q(mm). (82)

Then, for any r; > r there is an ng € N such that for all n > ng 9;‘} <r. It
follows that by choosing arbitrarily and j € {1,...,2"}

HI(AA

no 7j

F anrT
)To’i/Q(t 1) 5 TA

TLO’j'
Now taking 7T; € A" to be the set generated by starting with T;fm- and
027 = 02, we have by Proposition [ZZIT] that

n+ng’
ij —¢ Hl(A207j>F1/2(tanr1)-
It then follows from Lemma [Z3 that
dlmT’] < dim?—[l(A,fm)FuQ(mml) = dimrl/Q(tanrl)'

Taking a finite union of such ses will not alter the dimension, thus

2m0
dimA = dim U T;
j=1
= dimT}
< dimrl/Q(tanrl)

_ In2
ln(%(l + (tan(r))2)1/2)’

Since this is true for all r; > r it follows that

In2
dimA < — = dimI'y j2(tanr) -
T TG (an(ry)r) T e
Combining this with ([82)) gives the result &
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Corollary 8.2.
dimA, = 1.

Proof:
Since from Proposition [ we know A, € A° for any given ¢, we can directly
apply Theorem to calculate

. - [n2

dimA. = In(3(1+ (tan(0))?)/?)
B [n2
T In(1/2)

= 1
%

Our final result is then the characterisation of dimension for the more general
Koch type sets. As we see, the basic principle is the same as that used for
A, type sets, the difference being the need to adjust for individually varying
rates of change of base angle in the more general set up. We slowly eliminate
those more rapidly decreasing, leaving those with a base measure enough
to make a difference that reduce base angle slowly and would then, in the
sense of Theorem have higher dimension. It is these sets that dictate the
dimension of the general whole set.

Theorem 8.9.
Let A € K and

v = sup{a: H'({z € Ay : nh_>no10 quﬂ-(n,x) >a}) >0}

and
754 = sup 9;4
TE€AQ
Then
dimlj ay = Ay < dimA < fi(43) = dimI p a)
where

f(v) = (1/2)(tany)

and therefore
In2

OV = i@+ a7
Should the hypothesis that for B C Ay H'(B) = 0= H'(F(B)) =0 hold, or
should for a given A € K we have Hl(T#JF) = 0 then

dimA = fi(71).
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Proof:
We start by proving that dimA < fi1(7{).

Let £ < 4. Then Hl(ng) > 0. There is therefore an ny € N such that

/Hl(ng) > 2™ It follows that
Tep N[ —1)27m0, 027" # 0
for at least 2" ¢ € {1,...,2"}. It follows that
TANF(Y) #0
for at least 2" ¢ € {1,...,2"}.

In particular, this is true for all n > ng. We set
A = U{TA o TA O Epym(Te)) # 0}
2m no+m,i no+m,i no+m\ ¢4

and ny(m) to be the number of T2 - that are included in As,.

Note that ny(m) > 2™. Further we order these T2, . C Ay, as {A2mj};bi(1m).

no-+m,:

We consider the set I's) constructed on a base A of length

no—1

HY(Ag) =27 H (cos€) ™t

We denote this set by I'.

We now want to show that

f‘ ¢ A2 = ﬁ Agm.

m=1

Clearly, for any Ty 015 C Asma), Tinymi1s N Fn0+m+1(T§) # 0, also

A A
Tng—i—m-‘,—l - Tn0+m,int(i/2)+1 so that

T??o—i—m,int(i/2)+1 N Fn0+m+1(T§_i) # 0
and thus
Trﬁ)—i-m,int(i/2)+1 N Fno+m(T5_i) 7é Q)u

so that T4

notm, [(/2)+1 C Agp, and hence we have As(,y1) C Ay, for any
m € N.
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We see that in putting I into the required form for Definition
f‘ = Al,TF U = Alna Alnw and nl( ) =2™.

So that A; and A, individually satisfy the requirements of A; and As. Also,
ni(m) = na(m). We therefore only need to show the existence of the trans-
formations 7::12-1”42.

We note that each Ay, =TT

o (

is a triangular cap of base length

-1

3

(cosf)_1> X (base length T£1)

I
o

which equals
m~+ng—1

2~ m—no H (cos&) ™t

i=0
and of base angle €.

We also note that for each i € {1,...,n1(m)}, i € {1,...,n2(m)} so that
Agp; exists and is a triangular cap T for some k € {1,...,2"%™} with

no+m,k
base angle 64 > ¢ and base length

no+m,k

9—no— mHA

no+m,k*

Since a sequence {Gm(n)} of angles in the construction of A is decreasing and

07 i > € it follows that
m+ng—1
270~ mHnO+mk 27 m—no H (cos€)™" = H' (Avmi)-
i=0

It follows, since Aj,,; and A,,,; are isoceles triangles where As,,; has a longer
base and larger base angles that As,,; is strictly larger than Ay, in the
sense that Aj,,; could be placed inside of Ay,,; and thus there must exist an
orthogonal transformation Tnl;’f ? such that

7;,1?7’{42 (Aimi) C Agpi-

Since this is true for any m € N and i € {1,...,n;(m)} it follows that
' —¢ AQ.
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Thus, using Lemma and the fact that Ay C A we have
dimly¢) = dimD < dimAs < dimA.
Since this is true for each & < 7 it follows that
dimA > dimI',ay = fi (vh.

For the < inequalities, we let B C Ay be H%measurable for each a € R and
show that for )
v = sup by
zeB
dzm]:(B) < dz’ml“f(w) = fl (’y)
Let £ > v and for each n € N define
Xn i= U{T,ﬁji : 9,‘32- > &}

Then V¥, :=T,, — x5, is the finite union of triangular caps T;}j with Q,ﬁj <E.
We see that for each such triangular cap Trf}j c o,
r
Hl(Af,j) < %1(/164,1) = ,Hl(Ao,fl(g))

and that for each later triangular cap 7’ ,fm

A
& C T

QA

n+m,

A Lree

n+m,-*

It therefore follows from Proposition [T that for each T;}j cv,

A c
Tn,j - Ff(f)

and hence, since A N Tnf}j equals the final set resulting from the Koch set
construction starting fom 74, Lemma [[3 gives

n,j?
dzm(A N T;é]) < diml“f(g)
and therefore, since this is true for any such triangular cap, that

dim(ANW,) =dim(AN T,fjj) < diml pey.

Now, suppose that there exists a y € F(B) with
y & J ¥
n=1
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Then for each n € N 94

nyi(n,y

) > ¢ and therefore

nA __ 7: A
‘gy - nh—>nolo en,i(n,y) > 5 > 7.

Since this is impossible it follows that F(B) C U2 ,(¥,, N A) and therefore
that

Since this is true for each £ > v we have
dimF(B) < dimI'yg) = f1(B).

To finish the proof we note that fi(v) > 1 for each v > 0, and consider firstly
that for each x € Ay, 04 < ~4' so that immediately from the above we have

dimaA < diml'y,0) = f1 (vh.
For the second conclusion we consider
B= T;lj.
It follows then that
dimY a, < dimlya) = fi (vh.

Should the hypothesis hold that for all D C Ay, H'(D) =0 = H'(F(D)) =
0, or should we directly have #'(Y,a,) = 0, then we have H'(T,a,) = 0
and therefore

dimY a < dimly,a) = f1 (v,

We therefore have

dimA < max{dimTW{x, Tw{‘+}
< dimlpip
= fi(v),
which completes the proof &

152



Bibliography

[1]

2]
3]

4]

5]

6]

17l

18]

19]

[10]

[11]

[12]

Allard, W.K., On the first variation of a varifold: boundary
behaviour, Ann. Math., 101 (1975), 418-446.

Bartle, R., The elements of Integration, Wiley 1966

Brakke, K., The Motion of a Surface by its Mean Curvature,
Princeton Univ. Press, 1978.

Buckland, J.A., Mean Curvature Flow With Free Boundary on
Smooth Hypersurfaces, Thesis

Ecker, K., Regularity Theory for Mean Curvature Flow,
Birkhauser, 2004.

Ecker, K., On regularity for mean curvature flow of hypersur-
faces, Calc. Var.3., 107-126 (1995).

Geomteric  measure theory,  Springer-Verlag,  Berlin-
Heidelberg-New York, 1969.

Griiter, M., Jost, J. Allard Type Regularity Results for Vari-
folds with Free Boundaries Ann. Scuola Norm. Pisa Cal. Sc.
(4) 13 (1986), 1, 129-169.

Huisken, G, Asymptotic behaviour for singularities of the mean
curvature flow, J. Diff. Geom. 31 (1990) 285-299

Hutchinson, J.E., Fractals and self similarity. Indiana Univ.
Math. J. 30 (1981), 713-747.

llmanen, T., Elliptic Regularization and Partial Regularity for
Motion by Mean Curvature, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 520

llmanen, T., Singularities of mean curvature flow of surfaces,
Preprint

153



[13]

[14]
[15]

[16]

[17]

18]

[19]

Mandelbrot, B., Fractals, Form, Chance and Dimension, Free-
man, San Francisco, 1977.

Rudin, W., Real and Complex Analysis, McGraw Hill, 1970.

Simon, L., Lectures on geometric measure theory, Proceedings
of the centre for Mathematical Analysis, ANU, Canberra, Vol.
3, 1983.

Simon, L., Rectifiability of the singular sets of multiplicity 1
minimal surfaces and energy minimizing maps. Surveys in Diff.
Geom. 2 (1995) 246-305.

Simon, L., Theorems on reqularity and singularity of harmonic
maps, ETH Lectures, Birkhé&user, (1996).

Stahl, A., Convergence of solutions to the mean curvature flow
with a Neumann boundary condition, Calc. Var. Partial Differ-
ential Equations, 4 (1996), 5, 421-441.

White, B., A local reqularity theorem for mean curvature flow,
Preprint.

154



	Introduction
	Background, Definition and Existing Results
	Preliminary Geometric Measure Theory
	Motivation of the Classification
	Results Following from the Literature

	Construction of the Counter Examples
	Simple and Known Sets
	Pseudo-Fractal Sets
	Properties of A and A

	The limited Potency of Simple Examples and Weak Requirements for Locally Finite Measure
	Limits on Approximately j-Dimensional Sets Entering and Exiting on the Same Side
	Set Constraints for Dually Approximately j-Dimensionality and Infinite Density

	Fitting the Counter Examples
	Simple Counter Examples
	Spiralling
	Measure Properties of A and A
	Approximate j-Dimensionality of A and A
	Approximate j-Dimensionality of 

	Miscellaneous Results
	The Existence of Spiralling
	Higher Dimension Analogies of , A and A

	Generalised Koch type sets and Relative centralisation of sets
	Equivalent Constructions of Koch Type Sets
	Bijective Characterisation of Koch Type Sets
	Further Characterisations and Properties of Sets in K
	Properties of The Bijective Functions
	Relative Centralisation of Semi-Self-Similar Sets

	Dimension, Rectifiability and Measure of Generalised Koch type Sets
	Lipschitz Representation and Rectifiability
	Measure Formulae for Koch Type Sets
	A Full Spectrum of Dimension


