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Abstract

We prove that any Borel measurable proper dense subgroup of SU(2)
has Hausdorff dimension zero.

1 Introduction

In 1966, Erdds and Volkmann [8], after constructing additive subgroups of R of
arbitrary dimension, made the following conjecture: “There is no proper Borel
measurable subring of R of positive Hausdorff dimension.” Note that without
the measurability assumption, this conjecture is false, as was first observed by
Davies [6], who constructed non measurable subrings of R of arbitrary dimen-
sion, using the continuum hypothesis (see also [10]).

Some partial progress on the Erdds-Volkmann Ring Conjecture was made
in 1984 by Falconer [9], but it was only in 2002 that a complete solution was
given by Edgar and Miller [7]. Shortly after their paper appeared, Bourgain
[1, 2], building on previous work of Katz and Tao [11], found an alternative
approach to the Ring Conjecture. A byproduct of Bourgain’s proof, which is
more difficult than that of Edgar and Miller, is an important result sometimes
refereed to as Bourgain’s Discretized Sum-Product Theorem, which has found
many applications, in particular in the work of Bourgain-Gamburd [3, 4] on
spectral gap for averaging operators on compact semisimple Lie groups and in
the work of Bourgain, Furman, Lindenstrauss and Mozes [5] on quantitative
equidistribution of orbits of semigroups on the torus.

Here we prove an analog of the Erddés-Volkmann Ring Conjecture for the
group SU(2):

Theorem 1.1. Any Borel measurable proper dense subgroup of SU(2) has Haus-
dorff dimension zero.
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In fact, the proof yields a more precise statement, a dimensional inequality
on product sets:

Proposition 1.2. Let o € (0,3). There exists € > 0 such that if A is a
symmetric Borel subset of G of Hausdorff dimension a which is not included
in a torus, then the product set A3? has Hausdorff dimension at least o + €.
Moreover, € remains bounded away from zero when « varies in a compact subset

of (0,3).

Those statements can be put into contrast with the results of [13], where
subgroups of arbitrary dimension are constructed in nilpotent Lie groups. In
the case we consider here, however, the semisimple structure provides much less
flexibility.

In our proof we use a basic ingredient of the paper [3]: Bourgain-Gamburd’s
Product Theorem in SU(2). This theorem is used by Bourgain and Gamburd
to prove an L2-Flattening Lemma regarding the L2-norm of a convolution  * s
of probability measures on the group. We also want to apply an L2-flattening
lemma, but unfortunately, as it stands, the measures we need to consider (Frost-
man measures on an arbitrary positive dimensional Borel set A) need not sat-
isfy the conditions imposed in Bourgain and Gamburd’s flattening lemma unless
dimyg A > 1. In that case, a straightforward application of the results of [3] give
that if A is a Borel subset of SU(2) with dimg A > 1, then dimpy AA > dimpyg A
and consequently, SU(2) has no proper Borel measurable subgroup of dimension
larger than 1.

To prove Theorem 1.1, starting from the Bourgain-Gamburd Product Theo-
rem, we need to push one step further the combinatorial analysis. By a careful
choice of an appropriate “expanding word” and making use (among other in-
gredients) of the Balog-Szemerédi-Gowers Lemma already at the combinatorial
level, we get a statement strong enough to imply flattening for any measure
satisfying a Frostman condition. In order to avoid the obvious complication of
the convolved measure remaining trapped on a subgroup, our expanding word
involves two parameters — elements of G, considered as fixed, in general posi-
tion. Once the appropriate flattening statement is proven, Theorem 1.1 follows
easily, by standard Hausdorff dimension techniques.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In section 2, we give the general
setting of our work, together with some elementary observations on the geometry
of SU(2). Then, we prove a discretized combinatorial statement, using the
Bourgain-Gamburd Product Theorem in SU(2) as well as some additional basic
results of additive combinatorics; this can be considered the core of the proof,
and is contained in section 3. Finally, after establishing an appropriate L2-
flattening statement (Proposition 4.2) in section 4, we explain in section 5 how
to translate it into statements about Hausdorff dimension of product sets.
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2 General setting and preliminary lemmas

We will denote by G the group SU(2), endowed with the invariant metric d
defined by

d(z,y) = llz = yl|,

where, for any complex numbers a, b, ¢ and d,

a b
(& )] = o 1+ a2

SIS

This metric induces a metric on the space of closed subsets of GG, called the
Hausdorff metric, also denoted by d, and defined by

d(X,Y) = max{mind(z,Y), mind(y, X)}.
X yey

re

The group G is compact and hence admits an invariant Haar measure | - |,
normalized by |G| = 1. As G is also a Lie group of dimension 3, we have, for
€ (0,1), for any z in G
|B(z,7)| =~ r®.

If X is a closed subset of G, we will denote by X () the p-neighborhood of X,
ie.

X ={zeG|dx,X)<p}

Lemma 2.1 (Commutators and distance to a torus). For a # I and b in G,
denote [a,b] = aba=1b~1. We have

d(a, {£1}) - d(b,T,) < d([a, ], 1),
where T, is the unique maximal torus containing a.

Proof. Choose a basis in which



so that

d([a,b},])—d(abal,b)—H((e_%@O_ e (e2i90—1)y>H
= 2[sinf]\/y? + 22
d(a, {£1}).d(b, T,).
O

Lemma 2.2. If two tori Ty and Ts satisfy d(T1,T5) > r, then the intersection

Tl(p) N Tz(p) is contained in the union of the two balls of radius p(1 + %) centered
at I and —1I.

Proof. First, fix b € Ty such that d(b,T1) > r. Now assume z € T.”) N TS, Let
x1 € Ty such that d(z,z1) < p. Now write

rd(xy, {£I}) < d(b,T1).d(z1, {£I})
< d([b, 2], T)
< d([b, 2], 1) +2p
< 3p,

so that 3
d(z, {£I}) < d(a1, {£I}) +p < p.(1+ 7).

O

Lemma 2.3 (Intersection of neighborhoods of cosets of tori). Let r > 8p > 0.
If C1 and Cy are two cosets of tori with d(Cy,Cs) > r, then the intersection

C{p) N Cép) is contained in the union of two balls of radius 2p(1 + 12).

Proof. Write Cy = 21717 and Cy = x5T5. We distinguish two cases.
First case: d(T1,T2) < §

3r 3r
In this case we must have d(zl,xg) > 34T, so that :z:lTl( ) and :Z:QTl( ) are
disjoint. But, as d(T1,T2) < Z, we have

r 3r
.%'2T2(p) C .T2T1(4+p) C .%'QTl( )
so that
C{P) N CQ(P) —0.
Second case: d(T1,Ts) > §

Assuming C%p C(p is nonempty, fix a point x in it. Now suppose y also is in
Cfp) N Cép). Write,

T = x1t] = Toty and Yy = 187 = T2So



with t1,s1 € Tl(p) and tq, 59 € T2(p)

Then we get that z~1y = t;'s; = £, sy is in the intersection 7" N T
As the distance from 77 to Ty is at least 7, this intersection is included in
B(+1,2p(1+ 12)). Hence C’fp) N 02(;)) is contained in B(+x,2p(1 + 12)). O

Notation. If A is a subset of a metric space, for § > 0, N(A,J) denotes the
minimal number of balls of radius § needed to cover A. For basic properties
of that quantity in this context, we refer the reader to [15]. For a (Borel) set
A C G we will write |A| to denote the Haar measure of A, normalized to be a
probability measure.

For convenience, we make the following definition.

Definition 2.4. A small scale 6 > 0 being fixed, a subset A of G will be called
a (a, Kk, €)-set if it satisfies the following

1. 62T < N(A,0) <6 ¢

2. Ve € G,¥r € (6,1), N(AN B(x,7),0) <" <N (A,9).

Finally, we will also make use of two classical notations.

- The Landau notation: O(e) stands for a quantity bounded in absolute
value by C'¢, for some absolute constant C'. Slightly abusing this notation,
we will denote by O(€) a quantity that is bounded by an absolute constant
only when § (which throughout the paper will denote the scale in which
we shall be working) is small enough.

- The Vinogradov notation: we write x < y if, z < C.y for some absolute
constant C', and x <, y if the constant C' depends on some parameter p.
We will also write x ~ y if * < y and > ¥, and similarly for x ~, y.
For two real valued functions ¢ and ¥ on G, we write p < ¥ if there
exists an absolute constant C such that for all z in G, p(z) < C - ¥(x).

3 Combinatorial statement

The combinatorial lemma we are aiming at is the following:

Proposition 3.1. Let o € (0,dimG) and k > 0, and fix {g1,92} a pair of
non-commuting elements of G. There exists € > 0, such that, for § > 0 small
enough, if A is a (o, k,€)-set and Q C A® satisfies N(Q,6) > §=82F¢ then

N(w($2),0) =77,

where w : (ay,...,as) — w(ai,...,as,91,92) is a word in the letters {a;} U
{91, 92}

The main ingredient in the proof of that lemma will be the Bourgain-
Gamburd Product Theorem:



Theorem 3.2 (Bourgain-Gamburd, [3]). Given o € (0,3) and k > 0, there
erists T > 0 and € > 0 such that, for § > 0 sufficiently small, if A C G is
a (a, Kk, €)-set satisfying N(AAA,0) < §7°N(A,d), then A is included in a 0" -
neighborhood of a torus.

For a (a, K, €)-set A, this theorem enables us to control the set of “trouble-
makers”, elements £ in G for which there exists a large part of A x A whose
image under the map me : (a,b) — a&b is not much larger than A:

Corollary 3.3. Let a € (0,3) and k > 0. There exists n = n(a,x) > 0 and
€0 = €o(a, k) > 0 such that for all € € (0,¢p), the following holds.

Suppose A is a (a,k,€)-set and denote Z the set of elements & in G such
that there exists Q C A x A with N(Q,0) > 6°N(4,6)? and N(me(Q),9) <
6~¢N(A,5). Then, Z is included in a union of at most 6= neighborhoods of
cosets of tori of size 0.

The proof of that corollary is based on the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Let a € (0,3) and k > 0. There ezists g = eg(, k) > 0 such
that for all e € (0,¢€p), for all T > 0, the following holds at any scale 6 > 0
sufficiently small.

Let A be a (a, k,€)-set and denote C' the set of “rich cosets”:

C = {C|C is a left coset of a torus and N(C®) N A,8) > §°N(A,8)}.
Then N(C,03) < 50
Proof. Choose in C a §Z-separated subset {Citi<i<n of maximal cardinality.
By Lemma 2.3 applied to p = 67 and r = §7, for i # j, C’i(éf) ﬁC’J(-‘ST) is included

in two balls of radius 2567 so that, using the fact that A is a (a, &, €)-set, we

have . i _
NANCP) el 6) < 550N (4,0).

Using this bound, we now count the points of A that belong to some Ci(y).

N(A,0) > N(JAnc??,s)
i=1
> NANCY) 5) + (NANCY),5) = 65 OCIN(4,6))
+(N(ANCL) 6) — 25T CON(A,6) + ...

> 0°N(A,8) +0°N(A,8) (1 — 67 79) £ 5N (A,8)(1 —20%9€)) ..
The right-hand side of the last inequality is a sum of min{n, =% *9(€)} non-
negative terms forming an arithmetic progression, so we get the lower bound
0°N(A,0)

2

If € > 0 is small enough, this forces n < 6~ 9 and in turn

n=N(C,02)<25C.

N(A,5) > FH0(0))

min{n, 6~



Proof of corollary 3.3. Suppose & is given, satisfying the above condition, for
some large set 2 in A x A. Then, by the non-commutative version of the Balog-
Szemerédi-Gowers Lemma (Tao [15], Theorem 6.10), there exist two subsets A3
and Bj in A such that:

o N(A1,0) > 0°@N(A,6) and N(By,6) > 69N (A,06)

o N(A1€By,6) < 69CIN(A,0).
Then, by the structure of small doubling sets (Tao [15], Theorem 6.9) we know
that there exists a 6°(9)-approximate subgroup H, together with a finite set X
such that

o N(A,0)=0°ON(H,5)

e card X < 69

e Ay C XH and (B C HX.
In particular, there exist 2 and y in X such that N(zH N A,§) > §°(IN(A, )
and N(E'Hy N A, 0) > 09IN(A,5).
Finally, by the Product Theorem 3.2, the approximate subgroup H must be
included in T', a §™-neighborhood of a torus, for which we therefore have

N(ANzT,0) > 0°ON(A,6) and N(ANE Ty, 0) > 99N (A4,6).

From Lemma 3.4, the set of £ satisfying such a condition is included in a union
of at most §~(¢) neighborhoods of cosets of tori of size §%. This concludes the
proof, taking n = 7.

O

We are now ready to show that, using appropriate products, one can escape
the set Z of “trouble-makers” for A. Fix {g1,92} a pair of non-commuting
elements of G. For i € {0,1,2} (with go = 1), we define the map

GxG —» G

o
omy) e gy
We also denote 7m3(z,y) = and m4(z,y) = .

Lemma 3.5. Let o € (0,3) and k > 0. Then there exists € > 0 such that,
for 6 > 0 sufficiently small, if A is a («,k,€)-set, and @ C A X A satisfies
N(,8) > 6°N(A,6)2%, then there exists i € {0,...,4} such that m;(Q) is not
included in =.

Proof. Let p = 6", where n > 0 is the parameter given by corollary 3.3. We
know that = is included in a union of few p-neighborhoods of cosets of tori:

570(5)
=c | .

k=1

If either m3(2) or m4(£2) is not included in =, then we are done. Otherwise, there
must exist k£ and [ such that

N(QN(CP x CP),6) > 6°ON(Q,6) > 69N (A,6)>.



Write Cy, = z3 T} and C; = x;1;. As g7 and g2 do not commute with each other,
for at least one g;, i € {0,1,2}, the distance between the two tori giTkg;1 and
T, is larger than ¢ = ¢(g1,92) > 0. We will now check that for such 4, m;(£2)
cannot be included in Z, or rather, that it cannot be covered by as few as § (€
neighborhoods of size p of cosets of tori.

Let u be the uniform probability measure on a maximal J-separated set of A,
and let Q' = QN (C,(cp ) % Cl(p )). We define a probability measure v supported
on m;(2) by

1 , _
v(X) = mMQ@M(Q N (X)),

and want to show that for any left coset C' = aT,
V(C’(P)) < §mm=0(e)

For that, we first write

y(C0)) = o (@ N ()

1
1® p(Y)
<5 09pe u(@ Nt (C))
<5 %ue (G x Gy N (CW).

K2

As the distance between T}, and gﬂ}g[l is bounded below by ¢(g1, g2), the torus

c(91,92)
2

T is away from one of these two by at least . Without loss of generality,

we assume

d(T,Tl) > 6(912’ 92). (1)

Then, we write
pep((CP x cPynxH(C@) < / w(CP g P dpu(x).

Now from (1) and Lemma 2.3, the intersection C’l(p) Naz~1g;1C® is included in
two balls of radius p and thus, using also that A is a («, k, €)-set,

N(Cl(p) N $_1C(p)) < 5—O(e)pn
< 5/{’)770(6)
Integrating over x, we find
v(CP)) < §rn=0(9),

As v is a probability measure supported on 7;(£2) this implies that m;(£2) cannot
be covered by fewer than 6—*71°(9) and in particular is not included in =,
provided e is sufficiently small. O

Now that we explained how to escape from Z, we can obtain the combina-
torial statement announced at the beginning of the section.



Proposition 3.6. Let « € (0,3) and k > 0. There exists € > 0, such that, for
§ > 0 sufficiently small (depending on g1,92), if A is a (a, K, €)-set and  C A8
satisfies N(Q,0) > 6-8F¢, then

N(w(Q),8) > 67,
where
w(w) = wamo (w1, we)wam (W1, wa)ws e (w1, wa )weTs (W1, wa )wrTs (w1, wa )ws.
Notation. If I C {1,...,8}, we denote by p; the projection map

A8 - Al

pr: (ai)i<i<s > (ai)ier

Also, for (w;)ier € pr(§2) we denote by the set

wi)ier
Qwiyier = {(wi)igr | (wi)1<i<s € Q.
Proof of Proposition 3.6. First note that we may assume without loss of gener-

ality that €2 is a union of balls of radius §. Then, losing a harmless factor % in
the cardinality of €2, we may restrict {2 to the set

576a+e
2

O = {(wi1<i<s | N (Quyw2):6) = }- (2)
Now p12(€2) is a subset of A x A with N(p12(2),8) > 6-2%F¢ so, by Lemma 3.5,
there exists (w1,ws2) € p12(Q) and ¢ € {0,...,4} such that m;(w1,w2) &€ E.
Assume for simplicity that i = 4.

By (2),
6—6@-’1—6
N(Q(m,wz)’ 5) > D) s
so we may choose (ws,wy,ws,wg) such that
5—2a+e
N(Q(wl,...,wﬁ)a 6) Z 2

Then, as £ := m;(w1,w2) € =, we have
N(me(Qw,,...ws))0) = 0 °N(A,9).
As
wamo (w1, wa)wam (W1, w2 )wsT2 (w1, wa )wems (Wi, w2 )Me (L ... ) € w(),

this implies
N(w(f2),8) >0 °N(A4,9).



4 Flattening of measures

Mimicking the proof of Bourgain-Gamburd’s {2-Flattening Lemma, but starting
from the combinatorial statement above, we prove in this section the flattening
of measures announced in the introduction.

Notation. For § > 0, we denote Py = |]}BB(}I§))‘ the normalized indicator function

of the ball of radius d centered at I. If i is a Borel measure on G, we also denote

po = ok Ps.

The measure ps is absolutely continuous with respect to the Haar measure.
With a slight abuse of notation, we will also write us for its density function.

Definition 4.1. Let o € (0,3). A Borel measure on G will be called a-Frostman
if it satisfies, for some C' > 0, for all r > 0, for all z € G,

w(B(z, 1)) < Cr*.

The flattening occurs for a-Frostman measures to which one applies the map
w of Proposition 3.6:

Lemma 4.2. Let a € (0,3) and {g1,92} a pair of non-commuting elements in
G. There ezists € = e(a) > 0 and a neighborhood V of I in G such that the
following holds:

Let p be a a-Frostman Borel probability measure supported on V. Then the
pushforward v of the measure u®® under the map w defined in Proposition 3.6
above, satisfies, for all § > 0 sufficiently small (depending on g1, ga,€)

lvs3 < g%,

The proof will be by contradiction: starting from a measure p such that for
some d > 0 (arbitrarily small), and for some small € > 0,

lvs)3 = 627,

we will construct a set €2 violating Proposition 3.6. We start by some elementary
observations on how to approximate us by dyadic level sets.

Definition 4.3. We will say that a family of subsets (S;);c; in G has bounded

multiplicity if there exists an absolute constant K such that for any {i1,...,ix} C
NK_,S;, = 0. Alternatively, we will also say that the union U,er Si is essen-

tially disjoint.
Lemma 4.4. Let i be a a-Frostman Borel probability measure on G and § > 0.
There ezxist subsets A;, 1 < 2¢ <« 6731 such that

Lops < 32,200, < fuas

2. FEach A; is an essentially disjoint union of balls of radius §.
Moreover, if for some i and some € > 0, 2¢|A;| > §¢ and 2¢ > §73ToF€ then A,
is a (o, a, O(€))-set.

10



Proof. Take a C a maximal §-separated subset of G. Then, the collection of
balls {B(z,d)}zcc covers G. This gives

ps <Y pis - Lp(a.s).
zeC
Now, for £ € B(x,¢), we have

_ W(B(E9) _ p(B(2,25)) _ p(B(x,26))

WO =T = B < Baa)
so that
ps < Y p2s(r) g (3)
zeC

On the other hand, the balls {B(x, g)}mec are disjoint, so that a ball of radius
20 can contain at most C' = ‘Ig((II:Q%é))I‘ of them. Therefore, a point y in G cannot
belong to more than C balls of the cover {B(x,0)}sec. It follows that

Z pos (7)1 p(g.5) < Z paslp(z,5) < Has- (4)

zeC zeC

Finally, set . .
C;, = {x eC ‘ 2" < /JQ(;(LC) < 2Z+1}

and

4; = | J B(x,9).

z€eC;
Equations (3) and (4) imply that indeed

ps K ZQi]lAi < fi45-

2

Now suppose that for some i, 2¢|A;| > ¢ and 2! > §—3T*F¢. By construction,
we must also have 2¢ <« §731% so that

0T > N(Al,é) ~ (5_3‘Ai| > §ote,
Moreover, for r € (§,1) and z € G,

N(A;N B(x,r),8) < 6°|A; N B(x,r + 0)|
<6734, N B(x,2r)]
< 67327 u(A; N Bz, 3r)),

which implies, as p is a-Frostman,

N(A; N B(x,r),0) = 620 (3p)
=r*6°IN(A;,9),

and so, A; is a («, o, O(€))-set. O

11



Before starting the proof of Proposition 4.2, we give some technical estimates
on the pushforward of u under the map w.
Denote

w'(ay, ..., a7) = agmo(ar, az)aam (a1, az)asma(ar, az)asms(ar, az)arma(ar, az),

so that
w(ay,...,ag) = w'(ay,...,ar)as.

Lemma 4.5. There ezists a neighborhood V of I in G, and an absolute constant
C > 0 such that if g1 and g» are in'V, then for all1 < j <7, for all {a;};z; € V°
and x in G, the map

©ja; > w'(ay, ... a7) ',

is a diffeomorphism from V' on its image with Jacobian J,, satisfying

1
Va, €V, o <lp () <C

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the Local Inverse Theorem, and of

the fact that the map (ai,...,a7, 41,92, %) — Jy(a;) is continuous, and takes
a nonzero integer value (concretely, 1 or 4 depending on j) on (I,...,I,z) for
any = € G. O

If 11 is a Borel probability measure on G, we can estimate:
I(z) = /V_M®7({(a2,...,ag)\w(ah...,ag) € B(x,6)}) day
= /G6 (/Vu({asw(al,...,ag) € B($,5)})da1) A (ag, . .., ar)
:/G6 (/V/J(B(w/(th,...7a7)_1x,5))da1) du®S(as, ... ar)

:/ (/ u(B(u,é))|J¢1(u)|du> du®(a, . .., az),
G \Jp(V)

so that if u is supported on V', the previous lemma implies, uniformly in z,
I(z) < C83du®S(ay, . ..,ar) = C.5°. (5)
G6

Similarly, one bounds, uniformly in aq,
Jay) = / 1 ({(ag, ... as) |w(ar, ..., as) € B(z,6)}) dz < C.6°  (6)
G

We can now make our first step in the direction of Proposition 4.2:

12



Lemma 4.6. Let « € (0,3) and € > 0. For § > 0 sufficiently small (in terms
of €), we have the following.

Let u be a a-Frostman Borel probability measure on G such that pas is supported
on V, and write ps < >, 2'1a, < pas as in Lemma 4.4. If v = w,(u®®)
satisfies ||vgs||3 > 673+t t¢ then there ewists (iy,...,is) such that,

i . i 2 —34+a+0(e)
”w*(QII]-Ail ® ®28]]-Az‘8)” >0 )
and each A;, is a (a, a, O(€))-set.
Proof. By definition of the A;’s we have

Vgs <<w*(M§®~-~®M5)
< ) w2714, @ ®2%1y,).

i14emyis

Thus, the lower bound on ||vgs]|2 together with the triangle inequality imply
that there exists (41, ...,4s) such that

1
(log 3)®

Remains to show that for each k = 1,...,8, the set A4;, is a (o, o, O(€))-set. By
Lemma 4.4, it suffices to check that for each k,

5—3+a+e > 5—3+a+0(e). (7)

12w, (L, @ - @ 1, )| 2

2| Ay | > 69 and 2 > §3tatOld), (8)

For notational convenience, we consider the case k = 1, the other cases can
be handled in the same way, mutatis mutandis. Write

§HHFO0O <, (2114, ®@--- @214, )3
< Jlw, (2114, ®u45®--~®u45)||§

< 2%h§— /w* (La;, @p®-- - ® p)(B(x,286))? dz

92 5- / (/ (@)p® ({(as, ..., as) | w(ay, . ., as) € B(x,285)}) da1)2 dz.
By Jensen’s inequality applied to the inner squared integral, this gives
§3+a+0(e) < 920 56 /G /V L, (a0)p® ({(az, .. as) | w(as, ... as) € B(z, 286)})] () day de,
which yields, using successively estimates (5) and (6) above,
§3HaTO(0) « 920153 /G /V L, (a0)u® ({(az, .. .as) | w(ay, .. . as) € B(z,286)}) day dx

< 22i1/ 14, (a1)das,
G
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whence '
6—3+(1+O(6) < 2211 |Ai1 | (9)

As 214, < pas, taking the integral, we find 2°[4;,| < 1, and so,

9i1 > §—3+a+0(e)

By construction of the A;’s we have 2 < 673+ and therefore (9) also implies

2i1|Ai1| > (50(6).

We are finally ready to prove our flattening statement.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Under the hypothesis of the proposition, assume for
contradiction that for e > 0 arbitrarily small,

||V85||g > 5—3+o¢+5.

Let A;y, ..., Ai, be the (a,a, O(€))-sets given by the previous lemma. Denote
U= we (2914, ®---®2%1,, ) and ¢ its density function. On one hand we
have
||SD||§ > 6—3-5—044—0(5)7
and on the other hand,
UL wi(pas ® - @ pas) = W, (pas @ - -+ @ igs) * fias,
—— ——

8 times 7 times

whence, using the fact that pys is a-Frostman,
lolloe < 672F

Also, as 45 is a probability measure ||¢ll1 < 1. Now let

D:{x6G|gp(aj)> loll3 }

~ 2[lellx
We have,
573+a+0(e) < H@”%
and
2
2 lell3
§/ o(z) de + —=
D 2
so that

ﬂ(D):/ (p(a:)dxz;/ o(x)*de > el > 5909,
D lelloe /D
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Denoting
Q= w_l(D) N (Ail Koo X Ai8)7

this implies, using also the fact that for each k, 21 A, <K M4,
ugy () 2 690,
and as p4s5 is a-Frostman,
N(£,0) > §8F0(),
On the other hand, by construction,
N(w(f),d) < N(D,9)

ell3
2Mlell

and from the fact that on D, ¢ is larger than || , we have

2 2
|D| < || ||()0|2|1 < 637&4’0(6)
oll3

and therefore
N(D,$) < 673|D| < §-o+0(),

Thus,
N(w(Q),8) < §—F0(),

Choosing € > 0 (and hence O(e)) sufficiently small, this yields the desired con-
tradiction with Proposition 3.6. O

5 Hausdorff dimension and product sets

Here we explain how to obtain results on the Hausdorff dimension of product
sets in G from the flattening statement Proposition 4.2 of the preceding section.
Recall (Definition 4.1) that a Borel measure p on G is called a-Frostman if it
satisfies, for some C' > 0, for all » > 0, for all z € G,

w(B(z,r)) < Cr.
The basic tool will be the Frostman Theorem (see [12], Theorem 8.17, p. 120).

Theorem 5.1 (Frostman). Let « € (0,3) and let A be a Borel measurable subset
of G. If dimy A > «, then there exists an a-Frostman measure whose support
is included in A.

We will also use an L2-version of the easy and well-known converse to this
theorem (we recall the proof for the convenience of the reader):
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Lemma 5.2. Let o € (0,3) and let A be a subset of G. If there exists a measure
on G such that p(A) = 1 and for all § > 0 sufficiently small,

sz < 673+,

then
dimyg A > a.

Proof. Suppose dimg A < «. One can write, for ko arbitrary large (and for

—dimy A
some small € > 0, e.g. € = *—"515)

Ac | U Bla,27*

k>ko €Sk

with Sj a 2~ F-separated set satisfying card S, < 2(®~€)%_ Therefore,

<> B2t

k>ko €S},
1
< E (card Sg)= E )2
k>ko €Sk
(a e)k
< E E (x,2~ k
k>ko zESk

so there exists k > kg such that

s)k o
> u )2 > k207 > 0
€S},

assuming ko (and hence k) large enough.
Now let 6 = 2%, and write, using that S, is d-separated:

luslls > 672 Y w(B(x,4))

TES}
> 6—3—&-04.

We are now ready to prove a dimensional growth for product sets.

Proposition 5.3. Let a € (0,3). There exists ¢ = e¢(a) > 0 such that the
following holds for any symmetric Borel A C G of Hausdorff dimension larger
than o not included in a torus:

dimg 432 > a+e.
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Proof. Suppose first that A is included in the neighborhood V of I defined in
Lemma 4.2. By Frostman’s Theorem, there exists a Borel probability measure
supported on A which is a-Frostman. Choose also g; and g2 two non-commuting
elements in A. By Proposition 4.2, the pushforward v of the measure p®8 under
the map w defined in Proposition 3.6 satisfies, for all § > 0 sufficiently small,

lvsll3 < 677

Now, w is a word of length 16, so the support of v is included in A6, and we
may apply Lemma 5.2 to get

dimg A > a+e.

If A is not included in the neighborhood V', using that A is symmetric, one sees
that AANV has Hausdorff dimension at least a. So we may apply the first part
of the proof to this set, and find

dimg 432 > a +e.
O

Remark. The symmetry assumption on A is not crucial, it only made it slightly
easier to find a integer k such that dimy A* NV > . In the general case, one
could prove that there exists such a k, depending on the choice of the set V'
— which can easily be made explicit — and hence get the analogous growth
statement, possibly with a worse exponent in the product set.

Corollary 5.4. There is no dense Borel measurable proper sub-semigroup of
SU(2) of positive Hausdorff dimension.

Proof. Theorem 5.3 certainly implies that there cannot exist a Borel measurable
subgroup of Hausdorff dimension o € (0,3). Moreover, by [14], Théoréme 4.4,
any Borel subset of G of dimension larger than 2 generates G, so in particular
G has no Borel subgroup of dimension 3. O
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