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ON THE FOLKLORE SET AND DIRICHLET SPECTRUM FOR
MATRICES
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ABSTRACT. We study the Folklore set of Dirichlet improvable matrices in R™*™ which
are neither singular nor badly approximable. We prove the non-emptiness for all positive
integer pairs m,n apart from {m,n} = {1,1} and {m,n} = {2, 3} in a constructive way.
For a wide range of integer pairs (m,n) we construct subsets of the Folklore set with
an exact prescribed Dirichlet constant (in some right neighbourhood of 0). This enables
us to provide information on the Dirichlet Spectrum of matrices. The key technique
of our construction is to build certain 2-dimensional simultaneously approximable very
singular vectors, and then ‘lift’ these vectors to higher dimensions by ‘glueing’ them to a
large set of well-behaved matrices. Our technique is also applicable to arbitrary norms.
As a corollary we obtain lower bounds on the Hausdorff dimension of these sets. These
statements complement previous results of the middle-named author (Selecta Math.
2023), Beresnevich et. al. (Adv. Math. 2023), and Das et. al. (Adv. Math. 2024).
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1. UNIFORM APPROXIMATION AND THE FOLKLORE SET

1.1. Dual approximation. Dirichlet’s approximation theorem for dual linear forms
states that for any & = (&1,...,&,) € R” and any N € N the system

(1) ’I;'€+bn+l‘ = ’b1€1+"'+bn§n+bn+l‘ <N7"
18] == max |b] < N
1<i<n

has non-zero integer solution b = (b, b,,1) € Z"*'. For fixed 0 < ¢ < 1 the set of ¢-
Dirichlet improvable numbers, denoted as Di,(c), are those for which the right-hand side
of () can be “improved” by ¢. That is,

b &+ byia| < N7

Diy(c) :=<{&eR": < -
[o] < N

is soluble for all N > Ny(c, €)

Generally & € R" is said to be Dirichlet improvable, if there exists some 0 < ¢ < 1 for
which & € Di,(c), and € € R" is said to be Singular, if it is c-Dirichlet improvable for all
¢ > 0. Concisely

Di,, = U Di,(¢), and Sing, := ﬂ Di,(c).

O<c<1 O<c<1
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Trivially, for any 0 < ¢ < 1, we have that Sing, < Di,(c) € Di,.

In another direction, from Dirichlet’s approximation theorem it is immediate that for
any &£ € R
(2) b &+ bora| < [b]7"

has infinitely many integer solutions b € Z""!. The set of Badly approzimable vectors,
denoted as Bad,,, consists of the set of & € R™ such that the right-hand side of (2]) cannot
be “improved” by an arbitrarily small constant, otherwise & is called well approximable.
That is,

Bad,, := {5 e R": There exists € > 0: |[b-&+ byyq| = ||b|™ forall be Z”“\{O}} :

We have the relations
Bad, < Di,, and Bad, n Sing, = .

The left was shown by Davenport and Schmidt [I4, Theorem 2], the right is obvious. It
is well known that all of the sets highlighted above are n-dimensional Lebesgue nullsets.
This can be proven through a variety of methods, see for example [5] for an overview. So
to give any meaningful notion of size to these sets we consider the Hausdorff dimension,
denoted dimp. See [15] for the definition and properties of the Hausdorff dimension. The
following results on Di,,, Sing,, and Bad, have been proven:

dimy Bad, = n, forn=11n [17] and for n > 2 in [29],

dimg Di, = n, [29] combined with [I4, Theorem 2],

7’L2

dimy Sing, = 1’ for n =2 in [§] and for n > 2 in [9].
n

The dimensions of Di,(c) are not yet established, but given n > 2 and any constant
C > 0, for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small and for any real number ¢t > n the bounds
n”—jl + ¢ < dimy Di,(c) < n"—fl +C -

were proven in [9, Theorem 1.3]. See also [0, Corollary 6.12] for an improvement on the
lower bound.

The reader will notice that the dimension results for Sing, and Di,(c) hold only for
n = 2. For n = 1 it was proven by Khintchine [I§] that Sing; = Q, in fact Di;(c) = Q
for any ¢ < % By combining this with Theorem 1 of Davenport-Schmidt [14], we obtain

Dil = @ U BCLdl.

In higher dimensions much less was known, until the recent paper of Beresnevich et. al.
[6], who showed that, for n > 2, the Folklore set

FS, := Di,\(Bad, v Sing,)

has a continuum of points. They mention that this question was first asked in [31] (see
the remark immediately following [31, Theorem 4.6]) and furthermore conjecture that,
for n > 2, we should have dimy F'S,, = n [0, Problem 3.1].
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In the latest (published) version of the paper by Das et al. [12], a variational principle
was developed that can be applied to obtain a lower bound
1

(3) dimHFSn>dimHSingn=n—1+n+1.

See [12, Theorem 3.15]. The previous iteration of the variational principle had not been
immediately applicable to the Folklore set, thus not yet implying [0], see [0, Remark
4.4]. At the time of preparing this manuscript the authors were not aware of the recent
advances in [12]. Our proof technique is different and more constructive in nature. In
particular we are able to prescribe exact Dirichlet constants, even for arbitrary norms, in
certain cases. We have attempted to make clear throughout where the bound (@), and
more generally () below, improve on our statements and where our results are new. Note
that (B]) is still not the conjectured (full) dimension, which so far remains elusive.

In this article, we prove a range of results that extend the theorems given in [6], and
complement [12], mainly in two different ways:

e In Section 21 we consider the Folklore set in the dual approximation setting and
add an additional condition that the point has some specific Dirichlet constant
c. We prove this set has Hausdorff dimension at least n — 2 for all constants ¢
in some right neighbourhood of 0. In fact we prove a refined version involving
arbitrary norms. In particular the Dirichlet spectrum (to be defined below) in
such a setting contains a proper interval starting at 0.

e In Section Bl we consider the Folklore set in the setting of systems of linear forms.
In almost all cases of m,n, we prove non-emptiness (Theorem B1) and in most of
these cases positive Hausdorff dimension (Theorems B.3, B4 B.6, B7). Again, in
several cases we can describe any small enough positive exact Dirichlet constant,
even when considering a setup with arbitrary norms.

Prior to stating these results we introduce some more notation, formulated in the
general matrix setting and for arbitrary norms.

1.2. Systems of linear forms and arbitrary norms. Let n,m € N, and let | - |; be
any norm on R" and | - |, any norm on R™. For a given real m x n matrix Q € R™*" and
a parameter ¢ > 1 define the piecewise constant approximation function

£ 0= min [0 Bab] = min [Soned
(b b ezntm: (b b eZn+m. i1
1<) <t 1<||b 1<t

where €); denotes the ¢th column of the matrix €2, and

(4) b=(b,....by), b= (bpi1, . boim), b=(b,b)

interpreted as column vectors. See works of Lagarias [21, 22] and the survey articles
[24, [10] for the history and further details on best approximations in dimensions greater
than 1.
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Define the Dirichlet constant of a matrix as

O™ (|| Ml | [2,2) = lirtniljlp P (- | s t),
and further let
O™ (|- 1, - ll2,€2) = lim inf P (- | s ).

The values ©™*" and ©™*" compare the approximation quality with the standard Dirich-
let function ¢t~™™ in the uniform and asymptotic settings, respectively. By equivalence
of norms and Dirichlet’s Theorem, we derive

(5) D =D""( - o) = sup @™ (] - |y, [ - ]2, €2) < 0.
QeRmxn

For | - |1 and || - |2 the standard maximum norms, we have D = 1, with the upper
estimate coming from Minkowski’s Theorem for systems of linear forms and this value
being attained for Lebesgue almost all matrices by well-known metrical results, see [2, 27]
for further details on the Dirichlet spectrum. For 0 < ¢ < D, define the following sets

Dign(|| - 1,1+ 2, €) == {Q e R™™ - @™(| - 1, ] - [2,2) < e},
D l1: ] - 2) := {2 € R™™ - @™ "(| - |1, | - |, Q) < D}

= U Dimall ]+ ),

O0<c<D

Singmmn = Singma(l - 1,1 - 2) := {Q € R™™ - @™ (| - |1, | - [, 2) = 0}
= () Dimall- ] lasc),

O0<c<D

Badmn = Badma(| - 1, - [2) i= {Q € R™" - 8™ ( - |1, ] - |2, 2) > 0}

Indeed, the singular and bad sets do not depend on the norms by equivalence of norms.
Moreover it is known and follows from Mahler’s Dual Convex Body Theory that

Bad,, , = Bad,, ,,, and  Singm,, = Sing,m.
The Hausdorff dimensions of Bad,y, , and Di,,, ,, are again full [30,14], while dim g (Singm, , =
mn(l — ——), as was recently proven in [I2, Theorem 1.1].
Additional to these sets, for any 0 < ¢ < D, define the pairwise disjoint sets
DInn(l - 1 | 2, €) := {Qe R™™ @™ (|| - 1, ]| - 2, 9Q) =}
Then DIy n(] - |1, ] - l2,0) = Singm.n. Note further that
(6) DIyn(]l - It |- ll20€) S Dimn (- 151+ 125 €) S Dimn (|- 11, [ - [l2)-
Given this setup we define the Folklore set on m x n matrices with arbitrary norms as
ESmn(l- 1 1+ ll2) = Dign(ll - 1, |- [\ (Badmn © Singmn)

and, for any 0 < ¢ < D, the smaller set
ESmn(l - 1,20 ) = DIn([| - 15 |- ll2, €)\Badim,pn.-
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When the norms are the maximum norms we just denote the sets by F'S,,, and F'S,, ,(c)
respectively. In this setting, generalizing (8], it is proved in [12], Theorem 3.15] that

mn

(7) dimy F'S,,, = dimg Sing,,, = mn — )
m+n

Prior to stating our metrical results we give the following lemma, which gives a nice
relationship between a matrix of F'Sy, (| - |1, - |2, ¢) and its transpose.

Lemma 1.1. Given m,n, there exists § = O, > 0 so that if Q € FSy (] - |1, ] - |2, ¢)
for some 0 < ¢ < 6, then its transpose QT satisfies QT € FS, (] - 2, - |1)-

We will provide a proof at the end in Section @ but should note it is a simple consequence
of German’s transference principle [16, Theorem 7]. Note when considering the transpose
we lose control over the precise Dirichlet constant.

It is worth mentioning that a different setup for defining normed Dirichlet improvability,
with respect to a single arbitrary norm on R™*" has been recently studied, see for
example [4, 20]. It is unclear to us how the two setups are precisely related, in particular,
if our results remain valid in the single norm setting.

2. ON THE FOLKLORE SET IN THE DUAL APPROXIMATION SETTING

2.1. Maximum norm. Let us, for now, return to our previous setting of classical dual
approximation and maximum norm, that is m =1, || - |1 = || - |0 = maxj<i<n | - |, and
|- |2 =1 For ease of notation, for c € (0,1) we write

DI,(c):== DL ,(| - |loo, | - |, ©), FS,(c) := DI,(c)\ (Bad, v Sing,) .

It was shown in [26] by the second name author that the set 'S, (c) is non-empty for any
c € (0,1), refining the aforementioned result from [6] and also complementing [12].

Our new result for the vector case and maximum norm is the following.

Theorem 2.1. For any natural numbern > 4, there exists explicitly computable ¢, € (0, 1)
such that for any c € (0,c¢,) we have

dimy F'S,(c) = n — 2.

Remark 1. We believe the claim holds for n = 3 as well, probably improving on the
bound that can be obtained from the methods in [27, 26]. However, problems occur in
our proof in this case stemming from auxiliary results from [25], leaving this case open.

Remark 2. In [27] a lower bound of weaker order (3/8)n + o(n) as n — oo is shown
for the corresponding sets with respect to simultaneous approximation for any ¢ € (0, 1).
In [26] it is shown that F'S,(c) for a linear form as defined above is not empty for any
c € (0,1), and reference to [27] is given on how to obtain metrical results in a similar way.
However, again these bounds will turn out considerably weaker than in Theorem 2.1]
above. The bound of Theorem 2] can in fact be further improved a little with some
effort, see Remark [I5 in Section .11
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While the method of the proof of [I2, Theorem 3.15] shows that any set
Diy(c)\ (Bad, v Sing,) 2 FS,(c), ce (0,1)

has Hausdorff dimension bounded from below as in () no matter how small ¢ is, the
Dirichlet constant cannot be fixed in their work. So our Theorem .| that permits control
over the precise Dirichlet constant, at least in some interval, is new. We may take

n—3 L(n—3)
8(n —2)32 v I'(n)

with I' the Euler Gamma function. As ¢ — 07, for the Hausdorff dimension we cannot
hope for anything better than n — 1+ —5 the value in (3), as Cheung and Chevallier [9]
showed this as the asymptotics for the Hausdorff dimension of the larger set Di,(c) 2
F'S,(c). Hence we consider our bound reasonably good. Similar to [27, 26] the expected

increase of the Hausdorff dimension of F'S,(c) as a function of ¢ € [0,1] is not reflected
in Theorem 2.71

Cp =

Using [0, Proposition 1.1 and Lemma 4.9] we infer the following corollary towards the
original conjecture [0, Problem 3.1]. Denote the Folklore set for simultaneous approxi-
mation to n numbers by F'S} = F'S,, ; using notation of Section [[.2

Corollary 2.2. Let n > 4. Then we have

This result is stated more for sake of completeness as the metrical bound is weaker
than () proved in [I2]. However our bound is obtained by a constructive method and
does not use the variational principle.

Remark 3. We are not able to deduce an equivalent claim for any set F'S*(c) := FS,,1(c)

with ¢ > 0. The reason is that the sets F'S*(c) do not coincide with F'S,(c) for ¢ > 0,

indeed Lemma [[1]is too weak. On the other hand, similar to [6] or [26, Section 11] it

allows for deducing non-emptyness (Hausdorff dimension > n — 2 again) for sets
Dix(e)\(Bad} v Di%(c")) = Din1(c)\(Bad,1 v Di,1(c'))

where suitable ¢ € (0,c¢) can be explicitly computed as a function of n = 2,¢ € (0,1).
An analogous claim, with stronger Hausdorfl dimension estimate as in ([7l) and a differ-
ent (most likely smaller) constant ¢/, can be obtained from the uniform version of the
variational principle in [12] as well.

2.2. Arbitrary norms. Given any norm |- | = |- |; on R" and ¢ > 0, let us write
DI(|[ [, ¢) := Dhin(| - |- 1¢),  FSu(ll- [, ) := DIu(] - ||, )\ (Bady © Sing,) .
Our second result extends Theorem 2.I] to arbitrary norms.

Theorem 2.3. Let n =>4 and | - | be any norm on R™. Then there is ¢, = c,(|| - ||) > 0
such that for any c € |0, ¢,] we have

dimy FS,(] - [l,¢) =n—2.
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In particular the Dirichlet spectrum

Do(-):=1{O(-.&) : £ R} :={©V"(| - || -],€) : £e R"} = [0, D]
with D from (B), contains some right neighborhood of 0.

Clearly this result is again independent from the work of Das et al [12].

Remark 4. Since F'S, (|- |,¢) € FS,(|| - |) the lower bound on the Hausdorff dimension
applies to F'S,(| - ||) as well, which is however weaker than (3]).

Remark 5. For n = 3 and a general norm, even non-emptiness of the set F'S,(|| - |, ¢)
for a given ¢ € (0, D), with D as in (H), remains unknown. For certain norms, this can be
obtained from the method in [26]. Again we expect the Hausdorff dimension to rise as a
function of ¢ € [0, D], not reflected in the theorem.

Remark 6. For results on the Dirichlet spectrum with respect to the maximum norm
see [27, Appendix| and more completely [26]. In [26] it is proven that the spectrum is the
entire unit interval, i.e. Dy(| - |x) = [0,1]. Theorem tells us the weaker statement
that the spectrum contains some small interval starting at the origin, however, our result
holds for any norm. Notice Theorem [2.3]is for the dual approximation setting. For results
on the Dirichlet spectrum in the simultaneous approximation setting for various norms
on R? see the recent articles [I, [19] for the current state of the art. In short, it was shown
in [19, Corollary 1.2] that the corresponding upper bound of D = D**!(| .|| - |2), as
defined in (), is an accumulation point for any norm on R?, and in [I] it is proven that
for any arbitrary norm the Dirichlet spectrum contains an interval starting at the origin,
see [I, Corollary 1]. Both of these results are for simultaneous approximation on R?. We
should stress that results for specific norms were known prior to the statements of [I], [19],
see for example [2, [3, 27].

Remark 7. By Lemma [Tl from Theorem we may deduce an analogous metrical
result to Corollary on the simultaneous approximation Folklore set for an arbitrary
norm and m > 4. This will be covered by the more general Theorem [B.7] below.

3. THE FOLKLORE SET FOR A SYSTEM OF LINEAR FORMS

We now come to the matrix setting min{m,n} > 1.

3.1. Two fundamental results for maximum norm. In this section we state some
results for the maximum norm that can be deduced from our more general results following
in the subsequent sections. Our first result below on the Folklore set is (mostly) weaker
than the claims in [12]. However, we still want to highlight it, as it will be a consequence
of our considerably more general results below that indeed do not follow from work of
Das et al [12].

Theorem 3.1. Let m,n be positive integers satisfying

{m,n} ¢ {{1,1},{2,3}}.
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Then

ESmn = FSmn([l - loos | - [0) # &
In fact

dimpy F'S,,, = mn — 2max{m, n},

and all claims hold when we choose the involved matrices of full R-rank min{m,n}.

Remark 8. Regarding the metrical claim on the dimension appearing in Theorem [B.1],
we state in advance that it may be conjectured that

dimp FSmn(] - 1, ] - 2) = mn,
and more generally that
dimp FSpn(] -1, | - |2, ¢) = mn —o(1)

as ¢ — D~ for D from (), for any pair of norms. However, as ¢ — 07, we cannot expect
the limit of the Hausdorft dimension of Diy, (|| - [1,] - [2:¢) 2 FSma(ll - |1, - [2:¢) to
exceed the value from ([T).

Our result follows from a combination of Theorems 3.5 B.7 below combined with the
cases m = 1,n = 2 and m > 2,n = 1 already settled in [27, 26]. The metrical result is
non-trivial as soon as min{m,n} > 3.

We stress again that Theorem [B.I] as such is, up to the claim on the rank, implied
by the stronger bound (7)) from [I2] which also applies to the cases {m,n} = {2,3} we
miss. However, we emphasize that considerably refined information is provided by the
partial results formulated below. The refinements will provide us with information on
one or more of the following properties: stronger Hausdorff dimension results in several
cases; arbitrary norms; more information on the Dirichlet spectrum, ideally imposing
an exact Dirichlet constant akin to Theorem 2.3} and Q-linear independence of matrix
entries together with {1}. The exact claims we obtain depend on the dimensions m,n of
the matrix.

Regarding the full rank claim, since the Hausdorff dimension of rank deficient real m xn
matrices equals mn — (max{m,n} — min{m,n} + 1), it seems only implied by () if

(8) mn —

— — mi 1).
> (max{m,n} —min{m,n} + 1)

Asymptotically this is equivalent to
(9) max{m,n} - V5 + 1 B

min{m, n} 2
so roughly speaking, the matrices should not be close to being square matrices.

o(1), m,n — o0,

Secondly, we want to directly state results on the Dirichlet spectrum
(10) D = A{0™ (|| lleos [ - o0, €2) : 2 € R™"} < [0, 1].
As a reference point, we recall that a direct consequence of [26] 27] is that

(11) Dm,l = Dl,n = [0, 1], m = 2, n=2.
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The first claim below verifies for asymptotically 3/4 of the cases of m,n (with respect
to maximum norm on N? up to given height) that D,,, contains some proper interval
starting at 0; the other claims provide some refined information in special cases.

Theorem 3.2. Let k,m,n be positive integers.

° [f
e (0,3]u(le),  (mn)¢{(32),05,2),(72),. ..},
then Dy, , contains some right neighborhood [0, ¢y, ] of 0.
e Ifm|n or n|m and (m,n) # (1,1) we have D,,,, = [0,1].
e Moreover

(12> Dm,n - ka,kn'

Remark 9. The first claim holds more generally for any pair of expanding norms, see
Section B2 for a definition. In most cases | - |1 can even be arbitrary.

These results are new, in particular, independent of [I2]. The first claim follows directly
from a combination of Theorem [3.4] and Theorem below, where more general norms
are considered, apart from the vector cases min{m,n} = 1 which are implied by the
second claim of the theorem. The last claim (IZ) is Corollary below, and the second
claim follows in turn via (II)) settled in |27, 26] and since D = 1 for maximum norms.
Note that (I2]) implies that we can restrict to coprime m,n for the study of the Dirichlet
spectrum with respect to maximum norms.

Towards the proof of Theorems Bl and B2 we consider two cases. Firstly when
e [%, 2], and secondly when ™ e (0, %) U (2,00). Within these cases, we again split
into further two subcases depending which variable is larger and transition by using
Lemma [Tl For example in the first case we begin with ™ € [1, 2] and then use Lemma [.T]

to obtain results for when 2 € [1 1].

3.2. The case m/n € [1/2,2]. We first treat the case m = n. Here we keep restricting
to maximum norms.

Theorem 3.3. Form =n > 2, the set F'S,,, = FSpn(] - [loos | - |0) satisfies
dimg F Sy, = (n—1)* + 1.

Moreover, we can choose the matrices of full R-rank n (i.e. invertible).

Again, up to the rank claim, this is implied by the result from [12]. The rank claim
indeed appears not to be covered by [12] as (8]) is easily checked to fail. The construction
of our proof gives very limited control of the exact Dirichlet constant here. Even 0
being an accumulation point for the Dirichlet spectrum needs some additional conjectural
assumption, which on the other hand can be inferred from [12] Theorem 3.15] and its
proof method.

Now let us study the case m # n. Following [27], let us call a norm ||-|| on R* expanding
if |x| = |m;(x)| for any x € R* and every 1 < j < k, where

7 (x1, ..., 25) = (0,...,0,2;,0,...,0)
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is the projection to the j-th coordinate axis. As remarked in [27] this is a rather mild con-
dition that in particular includes the maximum norm and all p-norms |x|| = (3. ]xl-]p)l/p ,
p = 1. Let us again call

Do - 151+ ll2) = 0™ (] - o, [ - 2, 2) : 2 e R™**} < [0, D]
with D > 0 as in (B, the Dirichlet spectrum in dimensions m, n. Denote further by [z]

the smallest integer > x. We show the following.

Theorem 3.4. Assume m,n are positive integers with

1< (m,n) ¢{(3,2),(5,2),(7,2),...}.
Let | - |1 be an arbitrary norm on R™ and | - |3 be any expanding norm on R™, unless if
n = 2 assume both norms || - |1 and || - |2 are expanding.

Then there exists cpmpn = Cma(|| - |1, ] - |2) > 0 so that for any c € [0, ¢;.n], we have
ESmu([l - 11 - ll2s ¢) # &

in fact unless n =2 or (m,n) = (4,3) we have
: m
ditng FSn( - |1, - Jove) = m - (n—1) = | 2]
and for (m,n) = (4,3) we still have the weaker bound

dimy FSys(| - |1, [ - [2,¢) = 4.

In particular the Dirichlet spectrum Dy, (| - |1, ]| - |2) contains a right neighborhood of 0.
Moreover, in these claims we can choose the matrices of full R-rank n.

Remark 10. We can improve the Hausdorff dimension formulas in Theorem [3.4] a little.
For | - |2 the maximum norm, this works via applying [27, Theorem 3.1] to estimate from
below dimy F'Sp;(c) for ¢ € [0,1] where ¢ = [m/n]|. This positive value can be added
given the method of our proof below and using (20)). For general expanding |||z a similar
argument applies see [27, Remark 2]. This resembles Remark[2l In particular in the cases
(m,2) for m = 4 even, we can settle a positive Hausdorff dimension.

Remark 11. The condition of | - |2 being expanding can be relaxed to asking that for
some space spanned by ¢ := [m/n| canonical base vectors e;,, ..., e;, the projected norm
onto it is expanding. For example, for n < m < 2n and 7; = 1,75 = 2 this means the
norm ||(z1, x9) |5 := | (z1,22,0,...,0)|2 on R? is expanding.

As we prescribe exact Dirichlet constant, our Theorem B4 is not implied by [12]. We
remark that full Q-rank of columns, a weaker statement, would be equivalent to the
matrix giving rise to an infinite (non-terminating) sequence of best approximations.

For Theorem B] we only need the case m/n € (1,2], however for the full claim of
Theorem we require the full statement of Theorem [3.4]

By equivalence of norms, for arbitrary norms, we have the according result that the
Folklore set is non-empty and the Dirichlet spectrum accumulates at 0.

We now restrict to the case m/n € (1, 2] as the implications below from other cases will
be superseded from results in Section 3.3l By Lemma [[LT] we may deduce an analogous
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result to Theorem [3.4] apart from notably not fixing exact Dirichlet constant ¢, in the

cases
n=4, <2<l

Together with the case m = n from Theorem B3] we may summarize

Theorem 3.5. Let m,n be positive integers with

m 1

%€[§a2]7 {m>n}¢{{1a1}a{2a3}}
Then
ESmn([l - loos | - loc) # &,
in fact
(13) dimg FSpn(|| - |loos || - [lo) = mn — 2max{m,n}.

Moreover, we can choose the matrices of full R-rank min{m,n}. If additionally m # n,
then more generally for any norms | - |1 on R™ and | - |2 on R™

FSmall- I l-l2) # &, dimpg FSpu(l - |1, [ - 2) = mn — 2max{m, n},

and Dpn(| - |1, | - |2) accumulates at 0, in particular, it is not finite.

By contrast to Theorem [B.4], this theorem is again, apart from the rank statement in
certain cases, implied by [12, Theorem 3.15] and its proof. Regarding the rank claim,
by (@) essentially the cases max{m,n}/min{m,n} € [1,(1 ++/5)/2 = 1.61...) seem not
covered by [12].

We remark that (I3) can be improved by our method unless {m,n} = {2,4} where
the right hand side vanishes. In our constructions of all Theorems [3.3] [3.4], the real
matrices in our construction have some 0 entries. In particular the entries are not Q-
linearly independent as in Theorems [3.6] B.7 below, which would be desirable.

3.3. The case m/n ¢ (1/2,2). Now assume n > 2m. In this case, we establish the
following generalization of Theorem 2.3l

Theorem 3.6. Let m,n be positive integers satisfying

(14) o<, n#m+2.
Let || - |1 be any norm on R™ and | - |o be any norm on R™. Then there exists ¢m, =
Cmn (|- |15 - |2) > 0 such that for any c € [0, ¢;.n] we have
dimpg FSpn([ - 1, ]+ ]2, ¢) = (n—2)m.
Analogous claims hold when we restrict to Q€ FSpn(| - |1, - |2, ¢) so that

(i) Q has full R-rank m
(ii) the set of all its entries Q; ; together with 1 is linearly independent over Q.

In particular, Dy, (| - |1, ] - ||2) contains some right neighborhood of 0.
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Due to fixing the Dirichlet constant, none of the claims are implied by the work in [12].

Theorem 23] is the special case m = 1 when identifying | - || with || - [|; and | - |2 = |.|
with the absolute value on R. Note that when m = 1 conditions (i), (ii) are automatically
satisfied for non-singular vectors. We will use Theorem 23] to prove Theorem

Conditions (I4]) on m,n can be stated equivalently as
neom, (mon)¢{(1,3), (29}
Note that in assumption (i), we impose independence of rows over R, not Q.

In the case (m,n) = (1,3) where the results of Theorem [3.6are not applicable, avoiding
results from [I2], we can still deduce that the larger set

(15) Diys((l -l |- 2, e)\Badyz 2 FSya(] - 1, [ - 2, ¢)

is uncountable for arbitrarily small ¢ > 0, since by [26] we have F'Sy5(| - |0, | - [0, €) # &

for any ¢ € [0, 1] and by the equivalence of norms. By [12], in fact, the Hausdorff dimension
bound () applies for the left-hand side set in (IH]).

Similar to Section B.2], using Lemma [[.1] for the reverse case m > 2n, we get the
following corollary which prior to the latest version of [I2] was new if min{m,n} > 1 even
for maximum norms.

Theorem 3.7. Let m,n be positive integers satisfying

(16) % ¢(5.2), (mn)¢{(1,3),(3,1),(24),4,2)}
Let || - |1 be any norm on R™ and || - |2 be any norm on R™. Then

dimyg FSp (|- |1, ]| - [2) = (max{m,n} —2) - min{m,n} = mn — 2 - min{m, n}.
Moreover we may again assume (i), (i), and the Dirichlet spectrum D, (| - |1, ] - [2)

accumulates at 0, in particular it is not finite.

By contrast to Theorem [3.6] since we lose our grip on the exact Dirichlet constant
and (@) is implied by (I@]), all but the claim (ii) are directly implied by Das et al [12].
Since exceptions to (ii) form a countable union of rational hyperplanes thus of Hausdorff
dimension mn — 1 which is not exceeded by the value from () as soon as min{m,n} > 1,
(ii) is indeed not implied unless in the vector cases.

Note also that for the cases {m,n} = {2,4} and {m,n} = {1,3} excluded in (IG), we
have results via Theorem B4 and [27, [26] respectively.

Remark 12. It may be true that Di,,,, = Diy,, for every pair m,n. If min{m,n} = 1,
one inclusion of the set identity was proved by Davenport and Schmidt [13]. Assuming this
property would give a shortcut avoiding Lemma [Tl for the proofs of Theorems 3.5, B.7.
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4. BRIEF OUTLINE OF PROOFS

In summary, the claims above are connected in the following way (see below for Corol-

lary 82):

Theorem [2.7]

Corollary \LW
Theorem B_._B]/—\

[27, Theorem 2.2] Theorem \v

Lemméiﬂ] 7 Q Lemma [T Theorem B.1]

Corollary Theorem

Theorem 2.3]---------= > Theorem

Lemma [T]] Lemma [I.1]

Theorem [B.7]

Theorem 211 is proven in Sections 5.1l and (.2, and Theorem is proven in Section [6l
The dotted arrow in the above figure between Theorem 2.3land Theorem B.6lindicates that
the methodology of proof is similar, but by no means does Theorem 2.3]immediately imply
Theorem The same applies for the arrow between [27, Theorem 2.2] and Theorem [3.4]
where besides Lemma, [7.]] also, the rather easy Lemma [8.1] below is a crucial ingredient.
The complete proof of Theorem is given in Section [7l In Section 8, Theorems and
B4 are proven. All other implications are rather immediate. Thus the main claims that
remain to be proved below are those highlighted in bold font. Lemma [[.1] is proven in
Section

All proofs of claims from Sections 2 and are based on constructions for the case
m = 1,n = 2 of one linear form in two variables. For Theorem 2.1 we can use a
construction from [26], however for the results in arbitrary norms (Theorem 2.3]) we
follow essentially a different construction from [28], with some refinements. Then, for
either result, similar as in [28], we use a method of Moshchevitin [25] to extend the claim
to larger n. In Theorem when m > 1, there is some additional variational argument
needed to extend the m = 1,n = 2 case first to arbitrary m and n = 2 before we use
Moshchevitin’s argument to be able to increase n as well arbitrarily. As an artefact of
the method from [25], we lose the cases m = 1,n = 3 and m = 2,n = 4, on the other
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hand, n > 2m is essentially required for the first step m = 1,n = 2. Note that we gain
back the case m = 2,n = 4 via transference from Section 3.2

Concerning Section B2 for Theorem B.4] we apply a result from [27] on m = 2,n = 1.
We also again employ Moshchevitin’s construction [25] here. We lose the case (m,n) =
(3,2) in Theorem B.Iland the cases (m,2) for m > 3 odd in Theorem 3.2 due to problems
originating in [27]. The special case m = n = 2 of Theorem B3] is not covered by the
argument, indeed it does not need either of these prerequisite results [25, 27] but uses
a different, self-contained construction. Its proof is considerably shorter and easier than
for the other main claims in bold font.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.1]

5.1. Simplifying the problem. In short, the proof combines the special two-dimensional
case of [26] with an idea of Moshchevitin [25]. We first recall the result on linear forms
in two variables. Throughout this section fix n € Ny and let | - ||; = || - [x on R™ and
|-|2=1-]onR. For { € R" and t > 1 for ease of notation write

U s 1) = v (1)
Theorem 5.1 ([26]). Let n = 2 and c € [0,1]. Then there exist Q-linearly independent
with 1 real vectors € = (&1,&;) € R? satisfying
(17) lim sup t"zﬁé“(t) = ¢,

t—00

and moreover

(18) lim inf t"pg 3 (t) = 0.

Remark 13. When n > 3, the liminf statement (I8]) follows from the limsup claim (I7]),
for example by Marnat and Moshchevitin [23]. The linear independence over Q of (&, 1)
is also implied by (IT), so it is just stated for completeness.

Observe that for n > 2 this is not the natural order of decay as in Dirichlet’s theorem,
but considerably faster, so £ is singular. This rate of decay will be required to increase
the dimension to n.

The claim is a special case of [26, Theorem 1.1} for n = 2 and which treats “exact
uniform approximation” with respect to more general decay functions ®. As the proof
of this result was only sketched in [26], we briefly recall the construction for convenience
of the reader, with ®(¢) = c¢t™™. Define an integer sequence (a;);>1 as follows: Take
the initial two terms aj, as large enough with aq|as. Now iteratively, for &k > 1 having
constructed the first 2k terms aq, . . ., agg, let the next two terms are given by the recursion

_ My
A2k+1 = Qg
and

—1 _n—1 n
Aokt2 = Aa(ki1) = Qoky1 - [C Ay ] € (agy q, 0),
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with integers M, — oo that tend to be infinitely fast enough. It turns out that & =
(&1,62) € R? with

Z Gy J= 12

has the desired properties of Theorem m An alternative construction for ¢ small enough
can be derived from the method in [28], we will need the latter for our results for arbitrary
norms.

Now we want to blow up the vectors in Theorem [B.1] from R? to R” by adding com-
ponents &, ..., &,. Let us call the new vector(s) ¢ € R™. Then the following is an easy
observation.

Proposition 1. Take any & € R? as in Theorem[5.1. Any ¢ € R™ with first two coordi-
nates & = (1, & = o, that is any vector ¢ € {€} x R"2 < R", satisfies ¢ € Di,(c)\Bad,,.

Proof. Let us write £ = (£,&,1) and similarly ¢* = ((1,...,(,,1). Denote e; =
(0,0...,0,1,0,...,0) the i-th canonical base vector of R"*1,

Our claim follows from the fact that

(19) V() < gA(t),  t>0.

Indeed, any ¢ induces a best approximation b = (by, by, b3) € Z* with respect to € that
realizes )¢ (t). Then the blown-up vector

B = b1€1 + b2€2 + b3€n+1 = (bl, bg, 0, e ,0, bg) S Zn+1

induces the same maximum norm and approximation quality

6] =Bl 1b- ¢ = b€ = v ().
so the minimum over all integer points defining ¢ (¢) cannot be larger. Trivially (I8) and

(I9) implies
hmmft%“”( )=0,

so ¢ ¢ Bad,. Similarly (I7) and (I9) implies

limsup t"y . "(t) < ¢,

t—00

so ¢ € Diy(c). O

Proposition [Il does not imply that ¢ ¢ Sing,. For example, if n > 3 taking { =
(&1,€2,&1 4+ &2,0,...,0) € R then ¢ € Sing,. However, the following Theorem enables us
to say that thls does not happen for a significantly large subset of R"~2 of “additional
coordinates”. In fact, we can ensure the induced Dirichlet constant is not smaller than
the one of & for generic vectors of R"~2.

Theorem 5.2. Let n > 4 be an integer. Take any & € R? as in Theorem[5.1 derived from
any small enough c € (0,c(n)) as in Theorem[21dl. Then for a set

Y= yn,& - Rn—2
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of positive n — 2 dimensional Lebesque measure consisting of (3, ...,C,, the vector ¢ =

(1,62, C3, - -+, Cn) € R satisfies
0"(¢) = limsup t"zﬁéxn(t) = lim sup t"zpé“(t) =,
t—o0 t—oo

or equivalently

¢e DI,(c).

As for Theorem 2], we again believe the claim should hold for n = 3 as well.

Remark 14. Presumably the (n — 2)-dimensional Lebesgue measure of the set ) is full,
however, this is not required for our purposes.

By combining Proposition [Il and Theorem it is clear that
¢ € DI,(c)\Bad,, = FSy(c).

Let Z. denote the set of & € R? satisfying Theorem Bl  Since \,()Y) > 0, for any
c€ (0,c,) we have that

dimy F'S,, = dimy FS,(c) = dimy Z. x Y > dimg(Z,.) + dimg Y >n —2.

The second to last inequality follows from a standard result on the Hausdorff dimension
of Cartesian products

for A, B arbitrary sets in Euclidean spaces, see [32]. Hence Theorem 2.11is proven modulo
Theorem [£.21

Remark 15. Notice that in the above calculation, we simply use dimy Z. > 0. It is here
where our lower bound could be improved. For 7 > 2 a parameter, define

Sings(T) = {5 e R? : limsup t%bé“(t) = 0} :

t—00

It can be deduced from [11I, Theorem 1.4-1.9] by a change of variables that for any
7> 2+ +/2 we have

2
dimy Sings (1) = —.
T

Clearly Z. < Sings(n — ¢) for any € > 0, and so
2

dlmHZC < —.
n—e

Thus for n > 4 > 2 + /2 the best we could hope for via this method is
2
dimy FS,(c) =2n—2+—.
n

On the other hand, a positive lower bound for dimg(Z,) can be obtained by a similar
variational method as in [28, Theorem 2.1], we do not carry it out.

Theorem remains to be proved, for which we reserve the next section.
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5.2. Proof of Theorem We have to show the Dirichlet constant of many ¢ is at
least ¢, the rest is obvious. We follow ideas from the proof of Moshchevitin [25, Theorem
12] with some twists. Write ¢ = (&1, &2, 3, - - -, () and restrict to ((3, ..., (,) in the n—2-
dimensional unit ball B,, _5(0,1) < R"2 with respect to the Euclidean norm (this will be
slightly easier to handle than for the maximum norm). Denote by
bv = (bl,v>b2,va b3,v) € Zga v = 17
the best approximations with respect to & = (§1,&2) and derive
M, = max [b;,| = [b,], v>1
7=1,2

and the minimal values
Ly = |biw&1 + b w&a + b3, v = 1.

Clearly (L,),>1 is a strictly decreasing sequence and (M, ), is strictly increasing. Fur-
ther, note that we have

¢éX2(t) = va te [Mvv Mv+1)7
hence
(21) lim sup tnwé“(t) = limsup L, M}, ;.

t—00 Vv—00

Denote e; = (0,0...,0,1,0,...,0) the i-th canonical base vector of R"*!. To finish the
proof, it suffices to show the following:

Lemma 5.3. Let n = 4 an integer and & = (£1,&) as in Theorem [51l. For a positive
measure set ) S B, 2(0,1) < R"? consisting of v = (&,...,&,), we have that for
infinitely many integers v = 1, letting T, := M,.1 — 1/2, the integer best approximation
for ¢ = (&,~) at T, is given as

bl,vel + b2,ve2 + bl,ven-i-l = (bl,v> b2,va 07 cee a07 bS,v) € Zn+l>
thus the best approximation function at values T, equals

¢éxn(Tv) = ¢éX2(Tv) = L.

Observe that since T, is of the same order as M, .4, for ¢ as in the lemma, (2I]) and
the corresponding property for ¢ readily implies

@1><n(c) > hm sup LUT: = hm sup tnwéXQ(t%

v—00 t—00

the reverse inequality is clear by Proposition [Il. Hence, assuming the lemma is true, the
claim of Theorem follows.

We finally prove the preceding lemma as in [25].

Proof of Lemma[5.3. We show that for a positive portion of B, _5(0,1) € R"~2 of vectors
~ = ((3,-..,C), we have for infinitely many v that

(22) min |21&; + 228 + Z%Q —y| =Ly
=3
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with minimum taken over all integer points
z = (xb cooy I, y) € Zn+l\{0}
with

(23) 0 < max |z;| < T,.

1<j<n

For v = 1, denote by S, the set of such vectors of R"2 taken over all integer points z;,y
obeying (23)), i.e.

S, = Y€ Bn_g(o, 1) : min &1 + 120 + Z.TZCZ —y| =L,
1=3

(@,y)eznt1:
O<maxigign || <Ty

Then our set is the limsup set of the S,, or its complement is the set of all vectors that
lie only in finitely many S,, that is,

(24) B.»(0,)\Ve | S5 s:

i>15>i i>1

Assume that any complement

U, =8 =<{~v€ B, 50,1): min 2161 + 2262 + Z%’Cz’ —y| <Lygp, v=1
i=3

(@)L +1:
0<max1<ign \xj ‘STH

has n— 2 dimensional Lebesgue measure less than some 0 strictly smaller than the volume
of B, 2(0,1). Then this will also be true for B,,_5(0,1)\)Y by the following easy result.

Proposition 2. Let A be a measure on a space T. Assume H; are increasing subsets of
T,ie H € Hy<---. Then

A <kU1 Hk) = lim A(Hy).

We will require the estimate A (|, Hy) < limj_o A(H},) only.
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Proof. Writing G; = H;\H;_, with Hy = J, we see

) (UH> -5 (UG>

19

O

In the sequel denote by A the (n —2)-dimensional Lebesgue measure of a set A € R"72,

As indicated before, we apply Proposition 2 to
Hi=(\8&=(tcth, i>1,

J=i Jj=i
to see via (24)) that
A(B,—2(0,1)\Y) < lim AUy).

Assume we have shown that for some uniform A we have
(25) ANU,) < A < A(B,-2(0,1)), v=1.
Then we conclude that
AMBn—2(0,1)\)Y) < A < A(B,_2(0,1))
and thus
AMY) = AN(B—2(0,1)) = A(B,—2(0,1)\Y) = A(B,—2(0,1)) — A > 0,

as desired.

To verify (25]), let us estimate A(U,) for fixed v. For any v = ((3, ..., (,) € U, it follows

that
n
min 1E1 + 1969 + G —yl < L, .
(x,y)eZr+1: 16 263 23 G =Y !
0<max1<ign ‘%j‘gTv =
Equivalently

23(3 + - + G € Jy(T1, T2, )
where J,(.) is given as the interval

Jo(@1,22,Y) = (—y — 21&1 — 2260 — Ly, —y — 11& — 2280 + Ly).
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Let

Q(x1, .., y) = {(Cg, o, Gn) € Bro(0,1) < R szg € Jv(xl,xQ,y)} )

=3

Observe that Q,(z1, ..., x,,y) is empty if |y| > |21&| + |2262] + D5 |G| + Ly, Fix for
now ¢ > (0. Since L, — 0 as v — o0 and as we may take &, & arbitrarily small positive
numbers (the & from Theorem [G.1] are easily seen to be dense in R), say smaller than /8,
and ((3,...,(,) € By_2(0,1), Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields for any ¢ > 0 this is true
if

ly| > (Vn —2+¢/2)T,

as then

ly| > (Vn —2+¢/2)T,
N 12 ;. 1/2
s (Si) (3] o

. 2 o, 12
= (&G |za ]| + &l |22| + <Z |x¢|2> <Z |Cz‘|2> + Ly
i—3 i—3

n
> w4 |abol + ) Gl + Loy v > wo(e).
=1

The above shows that if we let

(26) Qv = U U Qv(xla"wxrwy)?

with unions are taken over integers pairs zi,z, as in (23) and integers y with |y| <

(vn —2+¢/2)T,, then
U, < Q,, v = vp(e).

The distance between the parallel planes defining Q,(z1,...,7,,y) equals 2(z% + -+ +

22)712, Thus each Q,(z1,...,2,,y) is contained in a cylinder of radius one and height

2L, - (22 + -+ + 22)7Y/2. Denoting by X the (n — 3)-dimensional Lebesgue measure, this
has volume
M (21, 20, y) = 2N (Ba_3(0,1)) - Ly(22 + - + 22) 72
1

maxs<i<n |$z| .

(27) < 2L, N(B,-3(0,1)) -

Since, assuming T}, > ¢!, there are at most

2T, (Wn—2+¢/2)+1 < T,(2vn —2 + 2¢)
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integers y in the inner union of (24]), in total we get

AUy) < A(S0)

< ZZ Z M (21,20, y))
<22Vn =2+ 2) LN (B, 5(0,1) - Y Z m

T1,T2 T3,..., ’

N

for v = vy(g). The outer sum over xy, x5 gives a factor |T,,]* < T? by (23). We split the
inner sum into sets where maxs<;<, |7;| = k € [1,|7,]] is constant, which correspond to
2(n —2) = 2n — 4 faces on a hypercube for each k according to which variable equals +k,
giving in total (2n — 4)k"™3 integer points for each k to sum 1/k over. Hence we may
further estimate
1T,
AUy) <2(2n —4)(2Vn =2+ 2)N(B,—5(0,1)) - LT - > k"

k=1
1
< 2(2n —4)(2vn — 2+ 2¢)N(B,-3(0,1)) (m + 52> LT}, v=weeq).

Here the error term €5 > 0 tends to 0 as v — o0, and we used n # 3 to avoid a logarithmic
term appearing in the last sum. We may assume ¢y < ¢ for all large v. So if L, < ¢I;"
for any c € (0, ¢, — €) for € > 0 some small manipulation of ¢ and with ¢, satisfying

(Qn— 4)y/n — 2N (B,-3(0,1))

n—3 ’

A(B,—2(0,1)) > ¢

or equivalently
. n—3 A(B,2(0,1))  n—-3 T(n—3)
" A0 v 2 N(Bus(0.1))  8(n— 27"
indeed (23]) holds for some A < A(B,—2(0,1)), depending on ¢,, and all v = vo(A) =
vo(c,). Hence the complement contained in ) has positive (n — 2)-dimensional Lebesgue

measure. Since we can choose € > 0 and thus € > 0 arbitrarily small, we may just assume
that ¢ < ¢, and the proof of Lemma is complete. O

Remark 16. Improvements of ¢,, can be made by sharpening the contribution 2v/n — 2+1
for the number of y. Indeed, for most y the obtained intersections with the unit ball have
a considerably smaller volume than 2L, - (22 4 - - - +22) 72, 50 it seems we can gain some
factor by more concise estimates.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.3]
6.1. Outline. The method of proof is similar to that of Theorem 2l Namely, the proof
is done in two steps:
Step I: For small enough ¢, construct & = (£, &) such that
lim sup " (] ), t) = e
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Step II: Show that for a positive measure set (&3, . . ., &,) with respect to (n—2)-dimensional
Lebesgue measure, the extended vector { = (&1, ..., &,) satisfies

O (¢) = limsup "0 (| 1. = ¢

as well.

6.2. Proof of Step I. This is the main substance of the proof. For this, we use a different
construction than for the maximum norm where we employed the construction from [26].
Rather we follow the proof of [28, Theorem 2.1] but with some notable twists.

Write £* = (€, 1) € R? and use a similar meaning of star for other quantities. Conversely
denote by a hat over a vector in R? its restriction to the first 2 coordinates by chopping
off the last coordinate, i.e. £&* = €.

We construct our real vector. Let n < 7 < p be parameters to be chosen later related
by the identity

1

T—n

(28) Tu—1l=np <= pu=

Let o, B;,7;,0; be strictly increasing positive integer sequences and a real number r =
r(| - ||) > 0 all to be fixed later. Derive integers of the form

Aj=2%3v By =557%
satisfying as j — o0
(29) Ajr = (T+o(1)rB;, Bj = (1+0(1))A}.
We first show that such choices are possible. For A;, we use that {log2,log3} is a Q-
linearly independent set (easily seen by applying exponential map to a putative vanishing

linear form and using unique prime factorization to disprove it) and the following easy
Proposition Bl Similarly for B; we use that {log5,log 7} is Q-linearly independent.

Proposition 3. Let a,b,c be real numbers with a,b linearly independent over Q. Then
ordering the set {kia + kb + ¢ : k; € N} increasingly and denoting it by (z;)i=1 we have
’Zi-i-l - Zz’ — 0.

Proof. Clearly, we may assume ¢ = 0 and suppose without loss of generality that b < a.
We may then equivalently consider

ZZ{k’l—Fk’ggik‘iEN}
instead. Since 2 is irrational, Kronecker’s Theorem (see e.g. [7, Section 3.5 Theorem IV])

shows that the set is dense in the unit interval when considering all (kq, ko) € Z x N. Let
e =1/K > 0 with a large integer K and partition [0, 1] into K intervals

L = [(t —1)e, te], I1<t< K

of length 1/K. Then for any I; there exist (k{(t), k5(t)) € Z x N so that K (¢) +kj(t)2 € I,.
Take T, := max; |k} (t)| and consider the set

Zr = {(ki(t) + N) + k(1)L - 1<t < K, NeNap} c Z.
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It is easy to see that for any M € N the interval M + I; contains a point from Zr .
This shows that Z is € dense on some interval [37;, c0). Since ¢ > 0 is arbitrary the claim
is proved. O

We can now apply the proposition alternatingly to
a=1log2,b=1log3, c=logr, a=1logh, b=1log7,c=0

respectively to construct iteratively our sequences «;, 7;, which correspond to k1 = aj 41—
a; = 0and ky = vj11 —; = 0, resp. k1 = Bj41—F; = 0 and kg = 641 —d; = 0. Thereby,
having chosen all o, 3,7.,d up to index j, we construct first pairs «;41,7;4+1 and then
Bj+1, 0,41, and the iterative construction is complete. So, having chosen r, we may assume
all the above is defined.

Note that (29) implies
(30) Aj = (14 0(1))r A%, Bji1 = (1+0(1))r"Bj".
Moreover, again by (29), upon changing initial terms if necessary, we can assume
(31) 1l<A  <By <Ay <By<---
Finally let & = (&1, &) with

=240 &= B"
j=1 j=1

We claim that it satisfies the assertions of the theorem upon choosing r appropriately.

For 7 > 1 put

oji=AT"+- -+ A7, p=By'+ -+ BL
We clearly have o; — & and n; — &§ as j — o0, and
F; = Ajo; eN, G; = Bjn; e N.

Then since the sequences («;), (5;), (7;), (0,) are strictly increasing we have F; = 1 mod 2-
3 and G; = 1 mod 5 - 7, which imply the coprimality assertions

(32) (4;, Fy) = (F;,6) =1, (B;,G;) = (G;,35) = 1.
Let

v; = (4;,0,-F),  w; =(0,B;,-Gj).
Note that v; = (A;,0) and w; = (0, B;). Hence their norms | - | satisfy

(33) 10;] = |ellA; = Ay, dii= e = [(1,0)],
and
S _ (1) i o _
(34) |w;| = |exf|Bj = doB; = (1 +0(1))d2A%,  da:= |es] = [(0,1)],

Thus by (31) clearly

(35) [0 < ;| < lojeal, 5= do-
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Here jo depends on dy, dy, thus on the chosen norm. Then by (B0) moreover
(36) 0 - &7 =4 & +0- & — Fjl = Aj(A7 + Ajfy + )
— AT (1 +0(1) B (1 + o(1))rtay Y
and
(37) wj - €[ =10-& + B - & — Gyl = Bj(Bjy + By + )
= (1+0(1))B;B74, @ (14 o(1))r . By Y,

j+1

are small linear forms for j > 1. We next show

Lemma 6.1. As soon as r is large enough, all best approximations for & of large norm
have up to sign one of the following forms

’Uj, ’lUj, 'Uj + ’lUj, ’U)j — ’Uj, ’lUj + ’Uj+1, ’le+1 — ’U)j.

Proof. Let b be any best approximation. Then by (B5]) there is an index j such that either
|v; < |b] < [|lw;| or |w;| < ||b] < |Vj41]. We show that in the first case b = v, or
+(v; + w;), and in the latter case b = +w; or £(w; £ v;41). Assume the first case, so

(38) [, < 8] < |1y

the latter works very similarly by symmetry. First, observe that since b is the best
approximation of norm at least |0, we know that

(39) b- &% < |v; - €.
We distinguish two cases.

Case 1: b lies in the two-dimensonal subspace of R?® spanned by v;, w;, i.e. b €
(vj,wjyr N Z*. The special form of A;, B; and (B2) imply the following crucial result on
integer vectors in the two-dimensional lattices (v;, w;)r N Z>.

Proposition 4. For v;, w; as above, if a linear combination gv; + hw; is an integer
vector, then in fact g € Z and h € Z. In other words, (vj,w;yr N Z* = (vj, w;)z.

Proof. Clearly, we must have g,h € Q. If we write (p1/q1)v; + (pa/q2)w; with p;/¢; in
lowest terms, then it is clear that ¢; must consist of exclusively non-negative integer
powers of 2 and 3 and ¢» of non-negative integer power of 5 and 7 to make the first
two coordinates (p1/q1)A; = (p1/q1)2%3% resp. (pa/q2)Bj = (p2/q2)5%7% of gv; + hw;
integers. But then by (B2) clearly the third coordinate (pi/q1)F; + (p2/q2)G; is not an
integer unless ¢ = ¢ = 1. O

We first show that any integer linear combination b = gv; + hw; representing the best
approximation as above must have |g| < 1. Assume |g| > 2. It is easily seen that for any
norm on R? there is a constant 6 = (| - |) such that |w| < W for w = (wy, w;) € R? and
W > 0 implies |w;| < W, i = 1,2. Hence (38) and the special form of v;, w; imply

lg| <0, |h| <0
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for some ¢ independent of j. On the other hand, since r, u are fixed and A; — oo, it is

clear from (B0]), (B7) and (29) that
jw; - & =oflv; - &), j— 0
Combination implies
b- &7 = [(gv; + hw;) - € = [g] - |v; - &7 =[] - [w; - €] = 2[v; - £ = [h] - |w; - €7
20w - & =0 |w; - &[> |v; - €|, J = o,
contradicting (39). Hence |g| < 1. Now if |h| = 2 then for any |g| < 1 using (B5) we get

A\

|6l = llgv; + hav;| = |h] - ;] = 0] = 2 lw;]| = o] > [w,]
contradicting (38). Thus both g,h are among {—1,0,1}. Hence we are left with the
vectors of the lemma.

Case 2: b does not lie in the space spanned by v;, w;. For this case, we use an easy
consequence of Minkowski’s Second Convex Body Theorem.

Lemma 6.2. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for any & € R? and any parameter
Q =1, the system

‘bl‘ < Qa ’b2’ < Qa ’blfl + bgfg + bg‘ < CQ_2

does not have three linearly independent solutions in integer vectors b = (by, b, bs).

Proof. Consider the integer lattice Z* and the box of (z1, 79, r3) € R with coordinates

|Jl‘1| < Q7 |Jl‘2| < Q7 |§1x1 + 52‘7:2 + Z’3| < CQ_2'

It has volume 8¢, independent of ) and &;,&. Hence, by Minkowski’s Second Convex
Body Theorem, the product of the induced successive minima is « ¢, hence choosing ¢
small enough the third successive minimum is smaller than 1. This means there cannot
be three linearly independent integer points within the box, which in turn is equivalent
to the claim. 0

We first notice that both v; and w; induce approximations of order greater than two.
By (34), (B8) and as our choice (7 — 1)/ =n > 2, we get

(40) v - €5 = (1 +o(1)r A Y « e B <Yy T < a2

and for w; by (B7) we have a stronger estimate that also yields

% —(Tp—1 A =1 ~ - :
(41) w; - €| = o(1) - B; 7Y = o(|w;| ") = o, %), j— .
Combined with (33)), [B8), ([B9), we have
max{|b], [9;], [@;]} = ||,  max{|b- €|, |v; - €], |w; - €]} « r ]2

By the assumptions of Case 2, the three vectors v;, w;, b are linearly independent. So we
get a contradiction to Lemma [6.2] for r sufficiently large and @ = |w;|, as soon as ||w;| is
sufficiently large. Hence, in total, Case 2 provides only finitely many best approximations,
of small norm, so Lemma is proved. O
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For studying ¢1X2 we may restrict to integer vectors of the form appearing in Lemma[G.1]
Now |w; - £ is much larger than |v;iq - £*|, and |v; - & *| is much larger than |w; - £*|
by [29), (36), (37). Hence by the triangle inequality v; = w; induce the same approxi-
mation quality as v; up to a factor 1 + o(1), and similarly, w; + v;;; induce the same
approximation quality up to 1 + o(1) as wj, i.e

(42) |(v; tw;)- &= (1 +o0(1)-|v;- &, [(vj11 £ w;) & = (1+0(1)) - [w; - £,

Moreover as the norm of w; is much larger than the norm of ©; and the norm of v;; is
much larger than the norm of w;, by (29) and (33]), we have by the triangle inequality
that

(43) [0; £ w;] = (1 +o(1))|w;ll,  [[0j01 £ w;] = (14 0(1))]0;41].

By (@2), (@3) and since we have freedom up to a factor 1 + o(1) in our claim to be
proved, we may assume that all best approximations are among v;, w;. Now we choose
r appropriately. To finish the proof we show that choosing 7, i, r suitably we have

(44) ;- & = (1 +0(1)) - claw; [, |w;- €] = o(1) - [0 "

Assume this is true. Then indeed partitioning the interval [|vq]|,90) into consecutive
disjoint intervals of the form [|v,|, |w;|) and [|w;]|, |[v;+1]) we see

tnwlxz(H A t) <e(1+0(1)) t — 0.

On the other hand, since there is no better approximation than the one induced by v;
for any ¢ < ||w,|, for t; := |w;| — 1 we have the reverse inequality

(. ty) = (1 +0(1))  j— 0.
Combining proves the equality

limsup "¢ ™*(| - [ 1) = ¢

For the left identity of ([44]) equivalently by (B4), ([B8) we need
(1+o(1))rtA; ™) = . gyma,
so we pick
r = c_ld;LA?“_wH @ ctdy.
Similarly, by (33]), (31) for the right identity of (44]) it suffices to have

By 7Y = old ALY,

Since A;}'] = B‘”T by (IZQI) and d; is constant, it suffices to notice that upon (28) we
may choose 7 < y so that n7? < 7 — 1. Indeed it suffices to choose 7 just slightly larger
than n so that g = 1/(7 — n) > 72 which is equivalent to n7?> < 7 — 1. We leave the
short calculation to the reader. We have completed step I. Assuming c is small enough,
we apply Step II below.
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6.3. Proof of Step II. The proof of step II works analogously to the special case of

maximum norm in Section Our norm | - | on R induces a projected norm | - || on
R? via
(45) [(z1, 22) | := (21, 22,0,..., 0)].

Then for this norm | - |" we apply step I to get & = (&1, ;) with Dirichlet constant ¢, i.e.
limsup " (|| - ', ) = .
t—0o0
Let b, = (b1, b2, b3,) be the integer vector sequence constructed in Step L.

By construction of | - |, it is again clear by the same argument as in Proposition [
that any vector ¢ = (&1,...,&,) € R™ extending € has Dirichlet constant at most ¢ with
respect to || - |, i.e.

lim sup 767 -, £) < limsup £*gl2(] - ', 1) = .
t—0 t—o0
Indeed, we can choose the embedded integer vectors ¢(b,) via

L (y17y27y3) - (yb Y2, 07 ) 0793)
from R? to R"*!, which by (@5) induce the same heights and approximation quality

l®) = B, e(by) - ¢*| = [by - £

for any b,, with hat notation according to () on the respective spaces. For the non-trivial
lower estimate > ¢ with respect to | - ||, define

Ly = [e(by) - ¢* = [by - £*| = [bro&r + bawls + baol, My = My(| - [) = [bo] = [1(bo)]

and T, = M, — 1/2 as in the proof for the maximum norm but where M,, T, are now
defined with respect to our norm | - ||. Then by the equivalence of norms on R”, for any
integer vector of norm |(z1,...,z,)| < T, we still have

max |z;| < C(| - [) - Ty

1<isn
for some constant C' depending on the norm only. We replace (23) by this modified in-
equality and follow the proof of the special case Lemma [5.3] where the maximum norm was
treated. The twist by the constant C' will result in some altered value of ¢,, depending on
the chosen norm, for the same conclusion. We omit its explicit calculation in dependence

of C.

7. PROOF OF THEOREM
7.1. Proof excluding linear independence claims. We proceed as in § to con-
struct the first two elements of the first line of our matrix 2 by &€ = (£1,&2) = (Q1.1, Q1 2),
upon modifying the construction so that (28) is replaced by

n @
T,LL—1=E,U = 2.



28 MUMTAZ HUSSAIN, JOHANNES SCHLEISCHITZ, AND BENJAMIN WARD

Define ¢1X2(H |4, t) with respect to the restriction |- [} of |- | to R? in the integer vector
b, as in (IZH) Then by the same arguments of the proof of Theorem 2.3 we will have

(46) lim sup £/ (] - [1,1) = .
Hereby we use our assumption n/m > 2 for Case 2, based on Minkowski’s Second Convex
Body Theorem, to work analogously.
Now take the matrix V € R™*2 with all m lines equal to &, i.e.
Vi1 =&, Via = &, I<j<sm

This matrix gives rise to an approximation function

A T2t
with norms defined as above. First, assume for simplicity that | - |2 = || - |» is the
maximum norm on R”. We claim that
(47) VAL 2 t) = w2 I, >0

Indeed to see

(48) VAT 2o t) = () - 15, 1)

for all ¢, note that for arbitrary b = (b, . .., bpny2) € Z™2 and for V* € R™*("*2) ohtained
by glueing V' to the m x m identity matrix to the right, the induced value

IV by = [V -b+bly = V- (b, bs) + (b3, bsa)2

with vectors interpreted as column vectors, is at least as large as the modulus of any
entry, since we are considering || - |2 = | - | for now. But for the first entry this equals
|(b1,b2) €+ bs| = € - (by,be,b3)]. Taking the minimum over b as in the definition of

mx shows the inequality ([@R). Conversely, if we extend arbitrary b = (by, by, b3) € Z?
mto Z™%2 via n(b) := (by, by, bs, ..., b3) with last m coordinates equal to bz, by choice of
maximum norm, we have ||[V* - n(b)HQ = |&" - (b1, ba, b3)], so passing to the minimum over
b again we get the reverse inequality

(49) VAU T T2, t) < (- 1, 1)

Combining (44), (A7) we get
timsup "7 (| -5 |- o t) = hmsupt”/mIP“z(H i t) =c

t—00

To finish the proof, we show that for a positive measure set of B € R™* (=2 inducing
2 = (V, B) via putting it to the right of V', we have

hmsupt”/miﬂmx"(\l - l2st) = hmsupt”/miﬂm“(H sl D2, 2).

Again the inequality
(50) limsup 07" (|| - 1, | - 20 ¢) < lisup g2 (] -, ] - [, )
t—00 t—o0
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is easy to check for arbitrary | - [|2 and extensions 2 € R™*" of V' by an arbitrary matrix
B e R™*("=2) Indeed, for a sufficient estimate

& UM ) <9y (- Tl lept), >0

we embed the integer best approximations of V' by adding 0 coordinates via
o: b= (bl,bg,...,bm+2) — (bl,bQ,O,...,O,bg,...,bm+2> € Zm—i—n'

These induce the same norm Ha/(E)Hl = HEH’1 where

e~

o(b) = (bi,ba, ..., by) = (b1,bs,0,...,0), b= (b, b),

with hat again as in ({]) on the respective spaces. With Q* derived from 2 likewise as for
V*, they further induce the same approximation qualities ||Q2* - o(b)|2 = ||V* - b|2 since
in fact Q* - o(b) = V* - b, proving (B0). For the reverse estimate

G lmsup (|-l t) > lmsup 03 |- ft) =

we use a generalisation of Step II from §[6.3 for m > 1 as in Moshchevitin [25, Theorem 12].
We obtain that for small enough ¢ and a positive measure set of remaining matrices
B e R™(=2) with respect to m(n — 2) dimensional Lebesgue measure when added to the
right of V' to obtain 2, we have (&I). Hereby we require n # m + 2 for similar reasons
as n = 4 was previously needed in our proof for one linear form, see [25]. Moreover,
the assumption n > 2m is vital for the volume estimates. See Lemma [l below for a
generalisation. The proof for | - |2 the maximum norm is complete.

Now let the norm || - |5 be arbitrary. Again we prove (@8]), ([#9), (50), (5I). The critical
estimates where the norm | - |3 is relevant for the argument are (@8], (9). First notice
that by the special form of V, if b is not of the form b = (by, by, b3, b3, ..., b3) € Z™*2
then some entry of V* - b will be of modulus at least 1/2, so |V* - b, = 1/2, hence by
equivalence of norms, we deduce

[V*-bly » 1
with some absolute constant depending on the norm | - |2 only. Hence we only need
to take into account vectors of the form b = (by, by, b3, bs, ..., b3) when studying "

But then the vector V* - b € R™ lies on the line A - (1,1,...,1) € R™ and has norm
Al - [(1,1,...,1)|2 proportional to |A|. Hence we have to minimize |A|. In § 62 see in
particular Lemma [61] we showed that this is achieved when the subvector (by, by, b3) is
essentially of the form v; = (A;,0, —F;) and w; = (0, B;, —G;) for A;, B;, F;, G; defined
in the same section (as shown in § [.2] for the other possible vectors of Lemma we
may only improve the approximation quality by a negligible factor 1 + o(1) as j — o).
These arguments show that the best integer approximations for V' are essentially of the
form

(52) C; = (Aj,O, —F}‘, .o .,—Fj), dj = (0, Bj,—Gj, .o .,—Gj)
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so that for v;, w; € Z* as before, we get error vectors

1 1
\ A; 1 N
Viea; =V-("J) = F- |, =v; & |.|eR
1 1
and
1 1
. 0 1 - m
Vb]:V Bj —Gj' . :sz . e R™,
1 1
Then for I := |(1,1,...,1)|]2 they have norms
IV*-ejlly = v - &7[- T, V- dyf, = |w; - €7 T

Thus we have to adjust the proof of the special case by the constant factor I' in the
calculation, so that in order to finalize Step I we now need to pick

r=c Ty, dy = e = [(0.1)]3

to get (@9). The reverse inequality (48]) holds as well as we noticed that the vectors
in (52)) are (essentially) the integer best approximations. We observed that (50) holds
independent of | - 5.

Finally, Step II is to again show the reverse inequalities (5I]) hold. This is done analo-
gously to Lemmal[G.3]but in higher dimension, as in Moshchevitin [25, Theorem 12]. Again
essentially irrespective of the norm | - ||s. We state the according analogue of Lemma
that we will prove analogously but without effort to make constants effective.

Lemma 7.1. Let m,n be positive integers withn = 2 and n # m+2. Let |- |1 and || - |2
be any norms on R™ and R™ and |- |} be the restriction of ||- |1 to R? as in ([@H). Further,
let V e R™*2 be any matriz with

(53) limsup "7 2 (| -1 | 2 t) =

t—00

for small enough ¢ > 0, depending on m,n. Let b, € Z™*2 be the associated sequence of
best approzimations, and b, = (b,1,b,2) of norms and approzrimation qualities

M, = Hi)vH/la L,:= HV* : va2'

Then, for a positive measure set Y S By,n—2)(0,1) = R™"=2) consisting of matrices
B e R™(™=2) we have that for infinitely many integers v = 1, letting T, := My,1 — 1/2,
the integer best approzimation for Q = (V, B) € R™*" at T, is given as

bl,vel + b2,v62 + bS,ven-‘rl +oee+ bm+2,ven+m = (bl,va b2,v> Oa R 07 bS,v; o bm+2,v) € Zn-‘,—m’
thus the best approximation function at values T, equals

&l 1 2 o) = w32 13 0 2, 7)) = Lo
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Proof. Fix V € R™2. As in the proof of Lemma we construct the set ) to be
composed of matrices B € ) such that the matrices 2 = (V, B) € R™*" satisfy

&l 2 o) = w72 1 - 2, 7)) = Lo
By the equivalence of norms we have that there exists C(] - ||;) > 0 dependent only on
| - |1 such that
|2l <T. = |z]e <C(- )T

Thus if again Q* = (V, B)* € R™*(m*") ig obtained by putting the m x m identity matrix
to the right of €2 and we let

Svi= { BEBraa(0,1):  min (V. B)" 2], > Lo o,
0<1@ o <C(-1)T

then
Y 2 limsup S,.

v—00

Hence if we can show that the set

(54) )\m(n_Q) (lim inf SE) <)< )\m(n_Q) (Bm(n_Q)(O, 1))

vV—00

then clearly A,n—2)(Y) > 0. Furthermore, by showing that
(55> )‘m(n—2) (Szc;> <0 v =1,

and applying Proposition 2 we have (54)), so proving (53)) is sufficient to verify Ay, —2)(Y) >
0.

Let z = (z3,...,2n), Yy = (Tps1,- -, Tpem) and

2311+ ZnY1in—2

Xv(z>xlax2>y) = ’YEBm(n—2)(0a1) : € Jv(xlax%y)
23Ym,1 + o+ ZnYm,n—2

where

m

Jo(T1,22,Y) 1= H(—%fl — @282 — Tpyi — C(| - [2) Lo, —21&1 — 2282 — Tnys + O] - [|2) Lo).-

i=1

Here we have again used equivalence of norms, namely that there exists C(|| - [2) > 0
dependent only on || - |2 so that for any X € R™

(I 12) 71X oo < X2 < C( - 12)1X o
Considering one row of X,(z, x1, 2, y) at a time (denoted ngi)(z, x1,%9,y) for 1 <7< m)
we have the same calculation as in ([27), that is

1

2l

>\7’L—2 (X,S,i)(z,xl,l'g,y)) < 2C(H ' H2)L”U>\7’L—3<Bn_3(07 1>)



32 MUMTAZ HUSSAIN, JOHANNES SCHLEISCHITZ, AND BENJAMIN WARD

Hence
m m m m 1
)\m(n—2) (Xv(z,xl,xg,y)) <2 C(H ’ H2) Lv )‘n—3(Bn—3(07 1)) HZHm
s}
m 1
=Cm,n, |- 1. |- [2) Ly =
|21

Using similar calculations as appearing in Lemma 5.3 we have

Am(n—2) (Sg) < 2 Z Z Amn—2) (Xo(2, 21,2, )

O<maxi=1,2 |2i|<C(||1)To [Ylo<C([-[1)Tv 2[00 <C(|l-[11)To

m m 1
< Clmyn, |- |o |- ) LoTe? Y T
[zlo<C(]-]1)T ©
[C(-1)T%]
< Cl<m7 n, H ’ H17 H ) H2>LZZTJR+2 2 g
k=1
(n#m+2)
< C"(myn, |- |- ) LT
< C"(myn, | - | | - o) LT

Thus, forany 0 < § < A\yn—2) (Bm(n_g)(O, 1)), if L, < ch_% then for any ¢ € (0, C"(m,n, ||-
I1)) with

1

) m
C/// m,n, || - |4, ] - < < ) 5
oo |11 1) < G T T

)\m(n_g) (SE) <0

as required. O

we have that

There is nothing essential about V' having two columns, the lemma can readily be
generalized. The condition n # m + 2 entered in the proof for similar reasons as the
requirement n > 4 in Lemma [5:3] see also [25]. (This condition needs to be adapted to
n # m + mg when V has mg columns.) All claims of Theorem apart from the linear
independence statements are proved.

7.2. Proof of linear independence claims. The first claim (i) on linear independence
of rows follows from Step II. It suffices to prove linearly independent rows can be arranged
for the submatrix B of Q = (V, B). Now since n — 2 = m by (I4)), the matrix B does
not have fewer columns than rows, so if B does not have the property it is rank deficient.
However, the set of rank-deficient matrices has zero Lebesgue measure as all its m x m
minors must have determinant 0, so essentially at least one coordinate is a function of the
others, leading to positive codimension. On the other hand, we showed that a positive
Lebesgue measure set of matrices B gives rise to 2 as in the theorem. Hence removing
such rank-deficient matrices still leaves us with a set of positive m x (n — 2)-dimensional
Lebesgue measure from which we can choose suitable B.
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For the latter claim (ii) on Q linearly independent entries, note that in the construction
of Section [T1] certain entries of V' (thus ) are identical, so the condition does not hold.

To fulfil this additional property, let us modify our construction by varying signs. First
construct the submatrix V € R™*2 as above by taking for A;, B; as before

o0 o0
Q1 = Vi = D 0k A Qo =Via = Y 05,87, (1<k<m)
j=1 j=1
with sequences ;. ; € {—1,1}, 5 ; € {—1,1} to be chosen later. When 6. ; = d; ; = 1 for
all k, 7 we are in the standard case of the previous sections.

When m = 1, all arising matrices/vectors (V1 1, Vi2) = (&1, &2) share the properties of
the standard case above. For m > 1, we get more general error vectors than in (52)), now
of the form

Fjq Gia
. F. - G

(56) &jzzv-("éﬂ)— =, djzzv-(gj)— i RS
F’],m Gj,m

where ' '
J J
Fyo=A; Y 0uuAy',  Gia=B, ) 65,B.",  (1<k<m),
u=1 u=1

depending on the choice of 4y ;, 9 ;. They again satisfy congruence properties
F;=4+1mod6 and G, =+1mod35

for the same reasons, sufficient for coprimality with 6 respectively 35. Thus the entries
of the remainders ¢;, d; are given as

6] e}
k=AY GaAy' dig=B; Y 6B, (1<k<m).
u=j+1 u=j+1
However, since A;/A;11 — 0 and B;/Bj11 — 0 we again see
Cik = Orgrn - AL (L +0(1), ik = 0F 50 BiBii(L+0(1),  (1<k<m).

Hence, by the equivalence of norms, it is clear that the error vectors in (Ba]) all have | - |5
norm of order respectively

(57) 1€l = A;ATLT (1 +0(1), s = BB T (1 +0(1),  j— o,
with I';, fj of one of the numbers
T, Tye{l(£1L£1,.. 1))}, G=1,

for any possible sign choice. The values fj do not matter much as the according evalua-
tions will be of negligible order by the analogue of ([@4]). Now if we let
[':=max{|(£1,+1,...,£1)|2}

with maximum overall 2 sign choices, we can use the argument of Section [[.Il. Hereby
we may assume that the maximizing sign choice occurs for infinitely many (8, ..., 0m.;),
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as otherwise we redefine I' via the maximum among those m term sign sequences oc-
curring infinitely often. Moreover, due to (57)), the arguments of Section applied to
each of the m coordinates separately still apply very similarly and yield that the vec-
tors (A4;,0,—Fj1,...,—F},) and (0, Bj, —=Gj1,...,—Gj,,) essentially form the sequence
of best approximations for the induced V. We leave the details to the reader. Then very
similar arguments as in the classical case including Lemma [Z.1] show that the Dirichlet
constant ©"*"(2) of many such Q = (4, %) equals ¢, as before.

Finally we show that for many choices of dy;, ; ; all entries of 2 € R™*" are linearly
independent over Q together with {1}. Let us first show this for the submatrix V' € R™*2,

Label the entries V;; of V' by vq,..., vy, with vy, = Vi 0 and vgp,—1 = Vi1, 1 < h < m.
Now the first line of V' is Q-linearly independent for any choice of d; ;, 07 ; sequences as

otherwise the sequence of best approximations for (V;1,V)2) would terminate, but the
proof above shows that this is not the case. Hence {1, v;,v5} is Q-linearly independent.
Then we proceed inductively. Having constructed the first ¢ > 2 elements vy, ..., vy, we
choose the 0 or 0* sequence for vy, so that we avoid Q-linear dependence of v, with the
already chosen 1,vy,...,v,. This is possible since the Q-span of {1,v1,...,v,} is count-
able, but we have uncountably many choices of § or ¢* sequences. These clearly induce
uncountably many pairwise distinct numbers v, 1, the injectivity of the corresponding
maps ¢ : {—1,1} — R resp. ¢* : {—1,1}¥ — R follows from the rapid increase of the
sequences A; resp. B;. Repeating this for £ = 2,3,...,2m — 1, finally all entries of V' will
be independent over Q with {1}, as desired.

Now Step II of the proof above combined with the following easy argument show that
we can transition from V to €.

Proposition 5. Let g, h be positive integers. Assume given real numbers x4, ...,z , are
Q-linearly independent together with 1. Then only for a set of Hausdorff dimension h — 1
of vectors y = (y1,...,yn) in R", the joint vector z = (x1,...,%4, Y1, ..., yn) 1s Q-linearly
dependent with 1.

Proof. Since the x; are independent, if {1, 2z} is dependent over Q then there are integers

g h

i=1 i=1
and not all N; are 0. But this means that y lies in a countable union of affine hyperplanes
of R". Hence we see that the set of y inducing dependency over Q indeed has Hausdorff
dimension at most h — 1. 0

It suffices to take g = 2m,h = (n — 2)m and to choose z; the entries of V' (first two
columns of 2) and y; the remaining entries of € (entries of B) in the proposition to
conclude that a full dimensional set of possible matrices B € R™*("=2) ~ R™"~2) remains
(in fact of positive m(n — 2) dimensional Hausdorff measure).
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8. PROOFS OF THEOREMS B.3] AND 3.4

Theorems admits a rather easy proof, as a consequence of the following simple
lemma. We consider maximum norms on both R™ and R™ and simply write ¢g " (¢) for

o " lloos I lleos 2)-

Lemma 8.1. Let Q € R™*™ be a block matrix consisting of rectangular blocks €y, ...,
of sizes (mj,n;),1 < j <k along the diagonal, m = Y m;, n = > ,n;. Then

mxn _ . mj XTL]'

o "M (t) = nin v, (1), t > 0.

Proof. First observe that by the form of €2, the problem decomposes into k£ decoupled

linear form approximation problems. Fix ¢ and let by,..., b, in Z"™ ™" be the best
approximation integer vectors inducing ng”;] () for 1 < j < k, i.e. b = b; minimizes

1€25b] o = |€2,b — b||, among integer vectors b with 0 < |b],, < t. The inequality
mxn < : mj XN
o () < min o (1)

follows by taking the integer vector b € Z™*" with entries of bj, at the according places,
with jo inducing the minimum of Q27b;[, over j, and 0 entries at all other places. By
choice of the maximum norm, this will have the same norm

|- blio = 1925, B loo = W™ (1) = min, "™ (1),

1<j<k %

Conversely, since some coordinate of the best approximation vector for given t is not 0
and the system is decoupled and we use maximum norm, we must have

mxn > ; M5 X1
o "(t) = min g (1).

The deduction of the case m = n works as follows.

Proof of Theorem[3.3. As in LemmaB1] take a matrix of the form Q = diag(€2;, Qs) with
diagonal blocks € € Bad,,_1,-1 and s = {n} ¢ Bad,; u Q are arbitrary. Keep in mind
that as n/n = (n —1)/(n — 1) = 1/1 = 1, the Dirichlet exponent (remark: not constant)
is 1 for all €2y, n and 2, for all arguments below.

By Lemma [8.1] we have
(58)  ©"(Q) = hftliigpt P (t) = lirtrisggpt ~min{yG (1), U<t (1)}-
Now since € € Bad,,—1,—1 S Diy—1 -1 We have
Qn—bxn=1)(()) = lirtn sup tn=l -¢§£_1)X(n_1)(t) = lirtn supt - ¢§Z_1)X(n_l)(t) <1
S -0

so Q € Di,,,, as well by (58). Moreover since
limsup t* (t) = 1/2 > 0

t—00 K
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for any irrational 7 by Khintchine [18] and
liminf t0" "V (1) > 0

t—00 1
since §; € Bad,,—1 -1, again by (B8) we have ©"*"(2) > 0 and thus Q ¢ Sing, . Finally
again by Lemma 8]

O™ ™(Q) = liminf "o (t) < liminf £/ 4, (t) = 0

t—00 t—00

since 0 ¢ Bad, 1, so ) ¢ Bad,,,,. Hence (2 € F'S,, ,,.

It is well-known that Bad,, 1, ; has full Hausdorff dimension (n — 1)? and that the
complement of Bad; ; has full 1-dimensional Lebesgue measure, see Section [II Removing
the countable set Q clearly has no effect on the Lebesgue measure. In particular, we
can choose regular (full R-rank) matrices B as the complementary set has strictly lower
Hausdorff dimension, and by the diagonal form and n # 0 the same will be true for any
arising €. This argument together with (20)) also shows that the dimension of the set of
matrices 2 constructed above is at least (n — 1)% + 1. 0J

We want to formulate another consequence of Lemma [B.I] for maximum norms that is
used in the deduction of some claims of Theorem

Corollary 8.2. With D,y,,, as in ([I0), for any positive integers m,n, k and ¢ > 0 we have
Dm,n - ka,kna
and

dlmH FSm,n < dlmH FSkm,kn 5 dlmH FSmm(C) < dlmH FSkm,kn(C)'

Proof. For any m x n matrix €2, by Lemma Bl the km x kn-matrix ' := diag(€2,...,Q)
with k& diagonal blocks {2 induces the same approximation function

o) = Ry, > 0.

Since the Dirichlet exponents coincide via (kn)/(km) = n/m, the claims follow directly.
0J

For the proof of Theorem B4l we combine Lemmas Rl [T with the main result from [27]
on simultaneous approximation n = 1.

Proof of Theorem [3.4]. Let us introduce

m
0= [ﬂ > 92
so that
(59) (0 —1)n <m < In.

For simplicity, first we treat the case ¢ = 2 (that suffices for the sake of Theorem [B]).
Case { = 2: Then

(60) <— <1

n
m

N | —
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Moreover we can assume m > 4 and n > 2, as the otherwise our exclusion of (m,n) =
(3,2) forces n = 1, and this case is a tr1v1al consequence of [27]. Let us first consider
maximum norms

(61) [ dr=1T2=1" e
Then [27, Theorem 2.2] in the case of simultaneous approximation to two numbers can be
applied to ®(t) = ct~™™ for any c € (0, 1), as the conditions (d1)-(d3) of [27] are satisfied
by our choice of ® and (B0). This yields & € R?*! with

hm 1 SUp t"/m¢2X1( t)=¢, and lign inf t”/m¢§X1(t) = 0.
—00

Now let ¢ € Badm_m arbitrary unless if m = 4 then { = £ Since m —2 > 2 by
assumption, it is easily seen that in either case

PP <), t= .
Hence by Lemma Rl the matrix U = diag(&, ¢) € R™*? satisfies
(62) lim sup "™ i>3(t) = ¢, lim inf /™2 (t) = 0,
t—o0 t—00

as well.

If n = 2 then we must have m = 4 due to our assumptions == > 3 and m > 4, and then
we can just take 2 = U. Note also that in this case our clalmed bound for Hausdorff
dimension becomes zero, so there is nothing more to prove.

If n > 3, then in Lemma [ take V = U € R™*2. Note that the problematic case
n = m+ 2 of the lemma is excluded here via (60). Notice further V' satisfies (53)) by (62]).
Hence, assuming ¢ > 0 is small enough, there exists a set of positive m(n —2)-dimensional
Lebesgue measure ) € R™*("=2) of matrices so that for any B € Y, the R™*" matrix
2 = (B, U) satisfies

lim sup t"/™p3>"(t) = c.

t—00
Finally, we show 2 is not badly approximable. By (62)) there exists a sequence of best
approximations such that on the sequence (¢;);>1 we have

]hm gn/m 2 (t) = 0.

Considering €2, take the same sequence of the best approximations and place a zero in all
entries not related to U (that is starting from the third) to obtain the same statement,
ie.

}I_{Iolotn/m o "(t;) = 0.

Combining these two claims we infer Q € F'S,, ,(c). Using (20)) the dimension statement
follows since we have shown that (when m > 5)

dimy F'S,, . (c) = dimg Y + dimy Bady,—21 = m(n —2) +m — 2,

where we used that Bad,,_2; has full Hausdorff dimension and Y has positive Lebesgue
measure. In the case (m,n) = (4,3) we obtain

dimy FSy3(c) = dimyg Y = m(n —2) = 4.
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We remark that for (m,n) = (4,2) the according estimate holds as well, but the right
hand side vanishes. This completes the proofs for the maximum norm, i.e. (&1l).

Now let | - ||y be arbitrary and still || - |2 = || - |». Let || - |} be the projected norm

H(xlv x2>H,1 = H(mlv 22,0,..., O)HI
Let
v = el
the norm of the first base vector of R%. By [27, Theorem 2.2] and again (60), for small
enough ¢ > 0 we may pick & € R?*! such that

(63) lirtrligp t”/mw§X1(t) = ¢ 1= ey¥™, h{l_l)}xljlf t”/m¢§X1(t) = 0.

Suppose we can show that, for any U = diag(&, ¢) € R™*2 as above, which we can identify
with elements in {{} x Bad,,—31 < R™, we have that

(64) G2 s t) = (L ey ™)t .
If (64]) holds, then indeed
1irtrii21pt”/m¢?X2(\l A 2 t) =™ 1irtrii21pt”/m¢§X1(! o ooy = e = ¢
and
tsmnf 72 5, [2,6) = 7~/ i i 272 (|| |-y = 0.

Hence for ¢ small enough we again we may again apply Lemma [}, to find some set
Y < R™*("=2) of positive Lebesgue measure such that for any B € ) we have

i sup ™ (1 | e t) =, lminf e g (1, |- ,) = 0.
t—00 —©
So (U,B) € FSpa(ll - l1,] - |2;¢), and analogously to the maximum norm by (20) we
conclude
dimy FSp ([ - |1, | - |2, ¢) = dimpy Y + dimy Bad,,—21 = m(n —2) +m — 2,
for m = 5, and accordingly for (m,n) = (4,3) we get the bound
dimy FSus(] - |1, ]+ |2,¢) = m(n —2) = 4.

Since [m/n] = 2 by (G0), we indeed recognize these as special cases of our claim. Thus
to complete the proof for £ = 2 we need to show (64 holds.

For the inequality
(65) G2 2 ) <L oo™, t2 1

observe that any (z,w) € Z x Z* with |z| < vt gives rise to z = (z,0) = ze; € Z? of
norm ||z|} = |x|y < t. Moreover since

(66) U-z—(w,0,...,0) = (£ -z —w,0,...,0) e R™,
with the same first two coordinates followed by m — 2 zeros, we have the identity
(67) U~z = (w,0,...,0)[o = [|§ 7 — W,

where we used | - |2 being the maximum norm. As ¢ is arbitrary (65) is implied.
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Now consider the reverse inequality
(68) G2 s t) = 9 (L eesy ™), t >t

Begin with (m,n) # (4,2). Note that if z = (21, 29) € Z* with |z|; < t does not lie in
the space z2 = 0, then by equivalence of norms for any y € Z™

(69) U -z —y|o > quo—ol/(m—% N qufl—l/(m—?) > ¢~ 1/(m=2)

where the most left estimate holds since the system is decoupled and ¢ € Bad,,,—21. As we
noticed above that m > 4 and 1/2 < n/m, in our case (m,n) # (4,2) we have the strict
inequality 1/(m —2) < n/m. Then, in view of (63)), approximation quality (€9) is beaten
by wg “L(| -1, | - 1loo, 7 1¢), so extending accordingly the involved integer best approximation
approximations to Z" by adding 0 entries leads to the same smaller value. So we can
exclude such vectors. But for vectors z in the linear space z; = 0, the integer vector y
minimizing |U -z —y|, for given z is easily seen to be of the form y = (w,0,...,0) with
w € Z2, as otherwise some entry of U - z — y is of modulus at least 1. Then the output
U-z—y € R™ again satisfies (66) and hence (67)), settling (68)) via a short calculation. For
m = 4,n = 2 a very similar argument applies using ¢ = &, however we need || - [; to be
expanding to exclude better approximations outside the space zo = 0. If the expanding
property is assumed, then it is again easy to see that we may restrict z to this space and
the claims follows easily. We leave the details to the reader.

Finally, let |-||2 be any expanding norm on R™ and consider again the induced projected

norm || - ||, on R? by
H(xb x2>H,2 = H(mh r2,0,..., 0)H2

It is easy to see that | - |3 is an expanding norm on R?. A minor adaption of [27,
Corollary 2] to more general & satisfying (d1)-(d3) of [27] can be proved analogously.
When applied with respect to simultaneous approximation of two reals, and as (d1)-(d3)
hold for our ®(¢) = ct~™™ in view of (B0) and ¢ < 1, it yields the following: For any
small enough ¢ > 0, we can similarly arrange some & € R?*! to satisfy

lilinsup tn/m¢§Xl(‘ ’ ‘7 H ) H/2>t> i C'yn/m>
—00
and

S n/m, 1 2x1 /| N _

lim inf 27 62(|- |, [5,6) = .
We can then copy the proof above replacing | - o by [ - 5 whenever considering ¢Z*".
Again by the same argument, it suffices to show the accordingly altered variant of (64]).
For the estimate (63]), the only place where we needed | - |2 to be the maximum norm is

to deduce that the projected vectors satisfy (67)). However, in view of (G0), the defining
property of | - |5 means that the according equality still holds. The proof of the reverse
inequality (68) is analogous to the above, only with different implied constants in ([69]).
The case ¢ = 2 is done.

Case ¢ = 3: Then by (B59) similarly to (60) we have

1 n 1
< -
(70) ] R

m



40 MUMTAZ HUSSAIN, JOHANNES SCHLEISCHITZ, AND BENJAMIN WARD

Now again [27, Theorem 2.2] can be applied to ®(t) = ct~™™ for any c € (0, 1), as its
conditions (d1)-(d3) are satisfied by (Z0). This yields &€ € R*! so that
lim sup t”/mzbé“(t) =¢, and liminf t"/mwéﬂ(t) =0.
t—00 t—o0
Now let ¢ € Bad,,—¢; arbitrary unless if m = 2¢ then ¢ = £ We again consider U =
diag(&, ¢) € R™*2 as above. As soon as strict inequality

(71) m > 2/

holds, we have 1/(m — ¢) < n/m so that the analogue of (69) similarly implies that we
can restrict to the space z; = 0. It can be checked that the analogous arguments of the
case ¢ = 2 above apply. Notably when transitioning to any expanding norm | - |, here
we apply a variant of [27, Corollary 2] with respect to simultaneous approximation to ¢
numbers.

Finally we need to discuss the separate cases when ([71]) is satisfied, and evaluate the
Hausdorff dimensions. Recall we have assumed ¢ > 3, moreover we can assume n > 2 as
n = 1 was done in [26]. Via (59)), condition (71]) is readily checked to be satisfied if n > 3.
Thus we are left with the subset of cases n = 2. The cases n = 2,m > 4 even, leading
to m = 2¢, can be dealt with similarly to the case (m,n) = (4,2) for ¢ = 2 above. This
indeed leaves only the cases n = 2, and m odd, as excluded in the theorem.

By construction, and the repeatedly used observation that Bad,,_,; has full Hausdorff

dimension m — ¢, we conclude that unless m = 2¢, we get Hausdorff dimension bound
dimy FSy,n(c) =2m-(n—2)+ (m—¥{) =m(n—1)— [T], m =20+ 1,
n

of the theorem. The remaining case m = 2¢ = 2[m/n| is readily checked to lead precisely
to the cases n = 2 and m even or (m,n) = (4,3). When (m,n) = (4,3) we have ¢ = 2,
which is already treated above. It should be remarked that for n = 2 our Hausdorff
dimension bound is just m(n — 2) = 0, thus of no interest. O

9. ProorF oF LEMMA [T

For matrix €2 € R™*™ and real numbers A, B € R, define the convex bodies

1<j<m |4 1<isn
1=

MA7B(Q) = {Z e R™™ . max Z Q%Z‘Zi + Zn4j
=1

<A7 max ’ZZ’<B}7

1<i<n 1<jsm

M\AB(Q) = {z e R™™ : max

m
Zi — Z Qi,jzn-i-j < B7 max ’Zn-i-j‘ < A} .
j=1

The following theorem proven by German is crucial.
Theorem 9.1. [16, Theorem 7| Let Q € R™*™ and A, Be R, . If
Map(Q) N Z"™\{0} # &,

then N
MA*,B* (Q) M Zn+m\{0} #* @
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for
A* = C(A"BY™ T and B = C(AY BT,

with C' > 0 constant dependent only on n and m.
Equipped with Theorem we can prove Lemma [T

Proof. Since Qe F'S,, (|| - |1, - [2,¢) € R™*™ then we have that
O (|-l [+ 2, 2) = c.

By the equivalence of norms we have that the same is true up to some constant for
maximum norms, So

O™ ([ floos || - floo, ) = €.

Hence, for all sufficiently large t € R and some p > 0 there is an integer
Hence, by Theorem [@.7], for all sufficiently large v € R there exists integer
be M, 5,-mm(Q) 0 Z"™\{0},

for
m

m+n
0=0C n pn(n-‘rm—l)‘

Hence QT € Di,,,(0), and by equivalence of norms there exists some 6* > 0 such that
QT € Dipm(| N2, | |1,0%). If D* = D™ ™(||-||1,| - |2) is the Dirichlet constant from (&) for
the transpose problem, for small enough ¢ and thus 6* < D* this will induce a Dirichlet
improvable matrix Q7. Conversely, for any 0 < v < ¢ there exists an unbounded sequence
of t € R for which .
M yp=nm Q) nz™{0} = &,

otherwise Q € Di,, (), which is clearly false since Q2 € DI, ,(c). Applying the contra-
positive of Theorem we obtain that there exist certain arbitrarily large v € R and a
constant C* > 0 for which

MC*u—”/m,u<QT) N Zn+m\{0} = @ .
Hence QT ¢ Sing,, ,,. Furthermore, one can similarly show that Q7 ¢ Bad,, ,,, and so
O € il o |- |1, 5\(Sing e U Bad ).

As previously mentioned Sing,,, and Bad,,, are independent of norms, and so Q7 €
ESum(ll - 2] |1) as required. -
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