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ON THE FOLKLORE SET AND DIRICHLET SPECTRUM FOR

MATRICES

MUMTAZ HUSSAIN, JOHANNES SCHLEISCHITZ, AND BENJAMIN WARD

Abstract. We study the Folklore set of Dirichlet improvable matrices in Rmˆn which
are neither singular nor badly approximable. We prove the non-emptiness for all positive
integer pairs m,n apart from tm,nu “ t1, 1u and tm,nu “ t2, 3u in a constructive way.
For a wide range of integer pairs pm,nq 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).

Keywords: Dirichlet spectrum, Folklore set, Uniform approximation, Singular sets, linear forms, Haus-

dorff dimension.

Math Subject Classification 2010: 11J13, 11J82, 11J83, 11K60

1. Uniform approximation and the folklore set

1.1. Dual approximation. Dirichlet’s approximation theorem for dual linear forms
states that for any ξ “ pξ1, . . . , ξnq P Rn and any N P N the system

|b̂ ¨ ξ ` bn`1| :“ |b1ξ1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` bnξn ` bn`1| ă N´n(1)

}b̂} :“ max
1ďiďn

|bi| ď N

has non-zero integer solution b “ pb̂, bn`1q P Zn`1. For fixed 0 ă c ă 1 the set of c-
Dirichlet improvable numbers, denoted as Dinpcq, are those for which the right-hand side
of (1) can be “improved” by c. That is,

Dinpcq :“
#
ξ P Rn :

#
|b̂ ¨ ξ ` bn`1| ă cN´n

}b̂} ď N
is soluble for all N ě N0pc, ξq

+
.

Generally ξ P Rn is said to be Dirichlet improvable, if there exists some 0 ă c ă 1 for
which ξ P Dinpcq, and ξ P Rn is said to be Singular, if it is c-Dirichlet improvable for all
c ą 0. Concisely

Din :“
ď

0ăcă1

Dinpcq , and Singn :“
č

0ăcă1

Dinpcq .
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Trivially, for any 0 ă c ă 1, we have that Singn Ď Dinpcq Ď Din.

In another direction, from Dirichlet’s approximation theorem it is immediate that for
any ξ P Rn

(2) |b̂ ¨ ξ ` bn`1| ă }b̂}´n

has infinitely many integer solutions b P Zn`1. The set of Badly approximable vectors,
denoted as Badn, consists of the set of ξ P Rn such that the right-hand side of (2) cannot
be “improved” by an arbitrarily small constant, otherwise ξ is called well approximable.
That is,

Badn :“
!
ξ P Rn : There exists ε ą 0 : |b̂ ¨ ξ ` bn`1| ě ε}b̂}´n for all b P Zn`1zt0u

)
.

We have the relations

Badn Ď Din and Badn X Singn “ H .

The left was shown by Davenport and Schmidt [14, 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 dimH . See [15] for the definition and properties of the Hausdorff dimension. The
following results on Din, Singn, and Badn have been proven:

dimH Badn “ n , for n “ 1 in [17] and for n ě 2 in [29],

dimH Din “ n , [29] combined with [14, Theorem 2],

dimH Singn “ n2

n` 1
, for n “ 2 in [8] and for n ě 2 in [9].

The dimensions of Dinpcq are not yet established, but given n ě 2 and any constant
C ą 0, for c ą 0 sufficiently small and for any real number t ą n the bounds

n2

n`1
` ct ď dimH Dinpcq ď n2

n`1
` C ¨ cn{2

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

The reader will notice that the dimension results for Singn and Dinpcq hold only for
n ě 2. For n “ 1 it was proven by Khintchine [18] that Sing1 “ Q, in fact Di1pcq “ Q

for any c ă 1
2
. By combining this with Theorem 1 of Davenport-Schmidt [14], we obtain

Di1 “ Q Y Bad1.

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

FSn :“ DinzpBadn Y Singnq
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 ě 2, we should have dimH FSn “ n [6, 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

(3) dimH FSn ě dimH Singn “ n ´ 1 ` 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 [6], see [6, 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 (3), and
more generally (7) below, improve on our statements and where our results are new. Note
that (3) 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:

‚ In Section 2 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 c
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.

‚ In Section 3 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 3.1) and in most of
these cases positive Hausdorff dimension (Theorems 3.3, 3.4, 3.6, 3.7). 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 P N, and let } ¨ }1 be
any norm on Rn and } ¨ }2 any norm on Rm. For a given real mˆn matrix Ω P Rmˆn and
a parameter t ě 1 define the piecewise constant approximation function

ψmˆn
Ω p} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, tq “ min

b“pb̂,b̃qPZn`m:

1ď}b̂}1ďt

›››Ω ¨ pb ` b̃

›››
2

“ min
b“pb̂,b̃qPZn`m:

1ď}b̂}1ďt

›››››
nÿ

i“1

Ωibi ` b̃

›››››
2

,

where Ωi denotes the ith column of the matrix Ω, and

(4) b̂ “ pb1, . . . , bnq, b̃ “ pbn`1, . . . , bn`mq, b “ pb̂, b̃q
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

Θmˆnp} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2,Ωq “ lim sup
tÑ8

tn{mψmˆn
Ω p} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, tq,

and further let

rΘmˆnp} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2,Ωq “ lim inf
tÑ8

tn{mψmˆn
Ω p} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, tq.

The values Θmˆn and rΘmˆn compare the approximation quality with the standard Dirich-
let function t´n{m in the uniform and asymptotic settings, respectively. By equivalence
of norms and Dirichlet’s Theorem, we derive

(5) D “ Dmˆnp} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2q :“ sup
ΩPRmˆn

Θmˆnp} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2,Ωq ă 8.

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 ď c ď D, define the following sets

Dim,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq :“
 
Ω P Rmˆn : Θmˆnp} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2,Ωq ď c

(
,

Dim,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2q :“
 
Ω P Rmˆn : Θmˆnp} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2,Ωq ă D

(

“
ď

0 ă c ă D

Dim,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq,

Singm,n “ Singm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2q :“
 
Ω P Rmˆn : Θmˆnp} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2,Ωq “ 0

(

“
č

0 ă c ă D

Dim,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq,

Badm,n “ Badm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2q :“
!
Ω P Rmˆn : rΘmˆnp} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2,Ωq ą 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

Badm,n “ Badn,m, and Singm,n “ Singn,m.

The Hausdorff dimensions ofBadm,n andDim,n are again full [30, 14], while dimHpSingm,n “
mnp1 ´ 1

m`n
q, as was recently proven in [12, Theorem 1.1].

Additional to these sets, for any 0 ď c ă D, define the pairwise disjoint sets

DIm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq :“
 
Ω P Rmˆn : Θmˆnp} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2,Ωq “ c

(
.

Then DIm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, 0q “ Singm,n. Note further that

(6) DIm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq Ď Dim,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq Ď Dim,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2q.
Given this setup we define the Folklore set on m ˆ n matrices with arbitrary norms as

FSm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2q “ Dim,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2qz pBadm,n Y Singm,nq
and, for any 0 ă c ă D, the smaller set

FSm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq “ DIm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cqzBadm,n.
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When the norms are the maximum norms we just denote the sets by FSm,n and FSm,npcq
respectively. In this setting, generalizing (3), it is proved in [12, Theorem 3.15] that

(7) dimH FSm,n ě dimH Singm,n “ mn´ mn

m ` n
.

Prior to stating our metrical results we give the following lemma, which gives a nice
relationship between a matrix of FSm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq and its transpose.

Lemma 1.1. Given m,n, there exists δ “ δm,n ą 0 so that if Ω P FSm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq
for some 0 ă c ă δ, then its transpose ΩT satisfies ΩT P FSn,mp} ¨ }2, } ¨ }1q.

We will provide a proof at the end in Section 9 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 Rm`n, 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 “ } ¨ }8 “ max1ďiďn | ¨ |, and
} ¨ }2 “ | ¨ |. For ease of notation, for c P p0, 1q we write

DInpcq :“ DI1,np} ¨ }8, | ¨ |, cq, FSnpcq :“ DInpcqz pBadn Y Singnq .
It was shown in [26] by the second name author that the set FSnpcq is non-empty for any
c P p0, 1q, 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 number n ě 4, there exists explicitly computable cn P p0, 1q
such that for any c P p0, cnq we have

dimH FSnpcq ě 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 p3{8qn ` opnq as n Ñ 8 is shown
for the corresponding sets with respect to simultaneous approximation for any c P p0, 1q.
In [26] it is shown that FSnpcq for a linear form as defined above is not empty for any
c P p0, 1q, 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 2.1 can in fact be further improved a little with some
effort, see Remark 15 in Section 5.1.
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While the method of the proof of [12, Theorem 3.15] shows that any set

Dinpcqz pBadn Y Singnq Ě FSnpcq, c P p0, 1q
has Hausdorff dimension bounded from below as in (3) no matter how small c is, the
Dirichlet constant cannot be fixed in their work. So our Theorem 2.1 that permits control
over the precise Dirichlet constant, at least in some interval, is new. We may take

cn “ n´ 3

8pn´ 2q3{2
¨
?
π ¨ Γpn´ 1

2
q

Γpnq
with Γ the Euler Gamma function. As c Ñ 0`, for the Hausdorff dimension we cannot
hope for anything better than n´ 1 ` 1

n`1
the value in (3), as Cheung and Chevallier [9]

showed this as the asymptotics for the Hausdorff dimension of the larger set Dinpcq Ě
FSnpcq. Hence we consider our bound reasonably good. Similar to [27, 26] the expected
increase of the Hausdorff dimension of FSnpcq as a function of c P r0, 1s is not reflected
in Theorem 2.1.

Using [6, Proposition 1.1 and Lemma 4.9] we infer the following corollary towards the
original conjecture [6, Problem 3.1]. Denote the Folklore set for simultaneous approxi-
mation to n numbers by FS˚

n “ FSn,1 using notation of Section 1.2.

Corollary 2.2. Let n ě 4. Then we have

dimH FSn ě n´ 2, dimH FS
˚
n ě n´ 2 .

This result is stated more for sake of completeness as the metrical bound is weaker
than (3) proved in [12]. 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 FS˚
npcq :“ FSn,1pcq

with c ą 0. The reason is that the sets FS˚
npcq do not coincide with FSnpcq for c ą 0,

indeed Lemma 1.1 is too weak. On the other hand, similar to [6] or [26, Section 11] it
allows for deducing non-emptyness (Hausdorff dimension ě n ´ 2 again) for sets

Di˚npcqzpBad˚
n Y Di˚npc1qq “ Din,1pcqzpBadn,1 Y Din,1pc1qq

where suitable c1 P p0, cq can be explicitly computed as a function of n ě 2, c P p0, 1q.
An analogous claim, with stronger Hausdorff dimension estimate as in (7) and a differ-
ent (most likely smaller) constant c1, can be obtained from the uniform version of the
variational principle in [12] as well.

2.2. Arbitrary norms. Given any norm } ¨ } “ } ¨ }1 on Rn and c ą 0, let us write

DInp} ¨ }, cq :“ DI1,np} ¨ }, | ¨ |, cq, FSnp} ¨ }, cq :“ DInp} ¨ }, cqz pBadn Y Singnq .
Our second result extends Theorem 2.1 to arbitrary norms.

Theorem 2.3. Let n ě 4 and } ¨ } be any norm on Rn. Then there is cn “ cnp} ¨ }q ą 0
such that for any c P r0, cns we have

dimH FSnp} ¨ }, cq ě n ´ 2 .
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In particular the Dirichlet spectrum

Dnp} ¨ }q :“ tΘp} ¨ }, ξq : ξ P Rnu :“ tΘ1ˆnp} ¨ }, | ¨ |, ξq : ξ P Rnu Ď r0, Ds
with D from (5), contains some right neighborhood of 0.

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

Remark 4. Since FSnp} ¨ }, cq Ď FSnp} ¨ }q the lower bound on the Hausdorff dimension
applies to FSnp} ¨ }q as well, which is however weaker than (3).

Remark 5. For n “ 3 and a general norm, even non-emptiness of the set FSnp} ¨ }, cq
for a given c P p0, Dq, with D as in (5), 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 c P r0, Ds, 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. Dnp} ¨ }8q “ r0, 1s. Theorem 2.3 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 R2 see the recent articles [1, 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 “ D2ˆ1p| ¨ |, } ¨ }2q, as
defined in (5), is an accumulation point for any norm on R2, and in [1] it is proven that
for any arbitrary norm the Dirichlet spectrum contains an interval starting at the origin,
see [1, Corollary 1]. Both of these results are for simultaneous approximation on R2. We
should stress that results for specific norms were known prior to the statements of [1, 19],
see for example [2, 3, 27].

Remark 7. By Lemma 1.1, from Theorem 2.3 we may deduce an analogous metrical
result to Corollary 2.2 on the simultaneous approximation Folklore set for an arbitrary
norm and m ě 4. This will be covered by the more general Theorem 3.7 below.

3. The folklore set for a system of linear forms

We now come to the matrix setting mintm,nu ą 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

tm,nu R tt1, 1u, t2, 3uu .
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Then

FSm,n “ FSm,np} ¨ }8, } ¨ }8q ‰ H.

In fact

dimH FSm,n ě mn´ 2maxtm,nu,
and all claims hold when we choose the involved matrices of full R-rank mintm,nu.
Remark 8. Regarding the metrical claim on the dimension appearing in Theorem 3.1,
we state in advance that it may be conjectured that

dimH FSm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2q “ mn,

and more generally that

dimH FSm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq “ mn´ op1q
as c Ñ D´ for D from (5), for any pair of norms. However, as c Ñ 0`, we cannot expect
the limit of the Hausdorff dimension of Dim,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq Ě FSm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq to
exceed the value from (7).

Our result follows from a combination of Theorems 3.5, 3.7 below combined with the
cases m “ 1, n ě 2 and m ě 2, n “ 1 already settled in [27, 26]. The metrical result is
non-trivial as soon as mintm,nu ě 3.

We stress again that Theorem 3.1 as such is, up to the claim on the rank, implied
by the stronger bound (7) from [12] which also applies to the cases tm,nu “ t2, 3u 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 t1u. 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 realmˆn
matrices equals mn´ pmaxtm,nu ´ mintm,nu ` 1q, it seems only implied by (7) if

(8) mn ´ mn

m` n
ą mn ´ pmaxtm,nu ´ mintm,nu ` 1q.

Asymptotically this is equivalent to

(9)
maxtm,nu
mintm,nu ą

?
5 ` 1

2
´ op1q, m, n Ñ 8,

so roughly speaking, the matrices should not be close to being square matrices.

Secondly, we want to directly state results on the Dirichlet spectrum

(10) Dm,n :“ tΘmˆnp} ¨ }8, } ¨ }8,Ωq : Ω P Rmˆnu Ď r0, 1s.
As a reference point, we recall that a direct consequence of [26, 27] is that

(11) Dm,1 “ D1,n “ r0, 1s, m ě 2, n ě 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 N2 up to given height) that Dm,n 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.

‚ If
m
n

P p0, 1
2
s Y p1,8q, pm,nq R tp3, 2q, p5, 2q, p7, 2q, . . .u,

then Dm,n contains some right neighborhood r0, cm,ns of 0.
‚ If m|n or n|m and pm,nq ‰ p1, 1q we have Dm,n “ r0, 1s.
‚ Moreover

(12) Dm,n Ď Dkm,kn.

Remark 9. The first claim holds more generally for any pair of expanding norms, see
Section 3.2 for a definition. In most cases } ¨ }1 can even be arbitrary.

These results are new, in particular, independent of [12]. The first claim follows directly
from a combination of Theorem 3.4 and Theorem 3.6 below, where more general norms
are considered, apart from the vector cases mintm,nu “ 1 which are implied by the
second claim of the theorem. The last claim (12) is Corollary 8.2 below, and the second
claim follows in turn via (11) settled in [27, 26] and since D “ 1 for maximum norms.
Note that (12) 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 3.1 and 3.2, we consider two cases. Firstly when
m
n

P r1
2
, 2s, and secondly when m

n
P p0, 1

2
q Y p2,8q. Within these cases, we again split

into further two subcases depending which variable is larger and transition by using
Lemma 1.1. For example in the first case we begin with m

n
P r1, 2s and then use Lemma 1.1

to obtain results for when m
n

P r1
2
, 1s.

3.2. The case m{n P r1{2, 2s. We first treat the case m “ n. Here we keep restricting
to maximum norms.

Theorem 3.3. For m “ n ě 2, the set FSn,n “ FSn,np} ¨ }8, } ¨ }8q satisfies

dimH FSn,n ě pn´ 1q2 ` 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 Rk expanding
if }x} ě }πjpxq} for any x P Rk and every 1 ď j ď k, where

πj : px1, . . . , xkq Ñ p0, . . . , 0, xj, 0, . . . , 0q
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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} “ př |xi|pq1{p,
p ě 1. Let us again call

Dm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2q “ tΘmˆnp} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2,Ωq : Ω P Rmˆnu Ď r0, Ds
with D ą 0 as in (5), the Dirichlet spectrum in dimensions m,n. Denote further by rxs
the smallest integer ě x. We show the following.

Theorem 3.4. Assume m,n are positive integers with

1 ă m
n
, pm,nq R tp3, 2q, p5, 2q, p7, 2q, . . .u.

Let } ¨ }1 be an arbitrary norm on Rn and } ¨ }2 be any expanding norm on Rm, unless if
n “ 2 assume both norms } ¨ }1 and } ¨ }2 are expanding.

Then there exists cm,n “ cm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2q ą 0 so that for any c P r0, cm,ns, we have

FSm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq ‰ H
in fact unless n “ 2 or pm,nq “ p4, 3q we have

dimH FSm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq ě m ¨ pn´ 1q ´
Qm
n

U
,

and for pm,nq “ p4, 3q we still have the weaker bound

dimH FS4,3p} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq ě 4.

In particular the Dirichlet spectrum Dm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2q 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 dimH FSℓ,1pcq for c P r0, 1s where ℓ “ rm{ns. This positive value can be added
given the method of our proof below and using (20). For general expanding } ¨ }2 a similar
argument applies see [27, Remark 2]. This resembles Remark 2. In particular in the cases
pm, 2q for m ě 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 ℓ :“ rm{ns canonical base vectors ei1 , . . . , eiℓ the projected norm
onto it is expanding. For example, for n ă m ď 2n and i1 “ 1, i2 “ 2 this means the
norm }px1, x2q}1

2 :“ }px1, x2, 0, . . . , 0q}2 on R2 is expanding.

As we prescribe exact Dirichlet constant, our Theorem 3.4 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 3.1 we only need the case m{n P p1, 2s, however for the full claim of
Theorem 3.2 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 P p1, 2s as the implications below from other cases will
be superseded from results in Section 3.3. By Lemma 1.1 we may deduce an analogous
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result to Theorem 3.4, apart from notably not fixing exact Dirichlet constant c, in the
cases

n ě 4, 1
2

ď m
n

ă 1.

Together with the case m “ n from Theorem 3.3, we may summarize

Theorem 3.5. Let m,n be positive integers with

m

n
P r1

2
, 2s, tm,nu R tt1, 1u, t2, 3uu.

Then

FSm,np} ¨ }8, } ¨ }8q ‰ H,

in fact

(13) dimH FSm,np} ¨ }8, } ¨ }8q ě mn ´ 2maxtm,nu.
Moreover, we can choose the matrices of full R-rank mintm,nu. If additionally m ‰ n,
then more generally for any norms } ¨ }1 on Rn and } ¨ }2 on Rm

FSm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2q ‰ H, dimH FSm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2q ě mn ´ 2maxtm,nu,
and Dm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2q accumulates at 0, in particular, it is not finite.

By contrast to Theorem 3.4, 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 (9) essentially the cases maxtm,nu{mintm,nu P r1, p1 `

?
5q{2 “ 1.61 . . .q seem not

covered by [12].

We remark that (13) can be improved by our method unless tm,nu “ t2, 4u where
the right hand side vanishes. In our constructions of all Theorems 3.3, 3.4, 3.5 the real
matrices in our construction have some 0 entries. In particular the entries are not Q-
linearly independent as in Theorems 3.6, 3.7 below, which would be desirable.

3.3. The case m{n R p1{2, 2q. Now assume n ě 2m. In this case, we establish the
following generalization of Theorem 2.3.

Theorem 3.6. Let m,n be positive integers satisfying

(14) m
n

ď 1
2
, n ‰ m` 2.

Let } ¨ }1 be any norm on Rn and } ¨ }2 be any norm on Rm. Then there exists cm,n “
cm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2q ą 0 such that for any c P r0, cm,ns we have

dimH FSm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq ě pn´ 2qm.
Analogous claims hold when we restrict to Ω P FSm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq so that

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

In particular, Dm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2q 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 2.3 is the special case m “ 1 when identifying } ¨ } with } ¨ }1 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 2.3 to prove Theorem 3.6.

Conditions (14) on m,n can be stated equivalently as

n ě 2m, pm,nq R tp1, 3q, p2, 4qu.

Note that in assumption (i), we impose independence of rows over R, not Q.

In the case pm,nq “ p1, 3q where the results of Theorem 3.6 are not applicable, avoiding
results from [12], we can still deduce that the larger set

(15) Di1,3p} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cqzBad1,3 Ě FS1,3p} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq

is uncountable for arbitrarily small c ą 0, since by [26] we have FS1,3p} ¨ }8, } ¨ }8, cq ‰ H
for any c P r0, 1s and by the equivalence of norms. By [12], in fact, the Hausdorff dimension
bound (7) applies for the left-hand side set in (15).

Similar to Section 3.2, using Lemma 1.1 for the reverse case m ě 2n, we get the
following corollary which prior to the latest version of [12] was new if mintm,nu ą 1 even
for maximum norms.

Theorem 3.7. Let m,n be positive integers satisfying

(16)
m

n
R
`
1
2
, 2
˘
, pm,nq R tp1, 3q, p3, 1q, p2, 4q, p4, 2qu.

Let } ¨ }1 be any norm on Rn and } ¨ }2 be any norm on Rm. Then

dimH FSm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2q ě pmaxtm,nu ´ 2q ¨ mintm,nu “ mn ´ 2 ¨ mintm,nu.

Moreover we may again assume (i), (ii), and the Dirichlet spectrum Dm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2q
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 (9) is implied by (16), 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 (7) as soon as mintm,nu ą 1,
(ii) is indeed not implied unless in the vector cases.

Note also that for the cases tm,nu “ t2, 4u and tm,nu “ t1, 3u excluded in (16), we
have results via Theorem 3.4 and [27, 26] respectively.

Remark 12. It may be true that Dim,n “ Din,m for every pair m,n. If mintm,nu “ 1,
one inclusion of the set identity was proved by Davenport and Schmidt [13]. Assuming this
property would give a shortcut avoiding Lemma 1.1 for the proofs of Theorems 3.5, 3.7.
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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 8.2):

Theorem 2.1

Corollary 2.2
Lemma 1.1

[27, Theorem 2.2]

Theorem 3.3

Theorem 3.4

Lemma 7.1 Lemma 1.1

Theorem 3.5

Theorem 3.2Corollary 8.2

Theorem 2.3 Theorem 3.6
Lemma 1.1

Theorem 3.7
Lemma 7.1

Theorem 3.1

Theorem 2.1 is proven in Sections 5.1 and 5.2, and Theorem 2.3 is proven in Section 6.
The dotted arrow in the above figure between Theorem 2.3 and Theorem 3.6 indicates that
the methodology of proof is similar, but by no means does Theorem 2.3 immediately imply
Theorem 3.6. The same applies for the arrow between [27, Theorem 2.2] and Theorem 3.4,
where besides Lemma 7.1 also, the rather easy Lemma 8.1 below is a crucial ingredient.
The complete proof of Theorem 3.6 is given in Section 7. In Section 8, Theorems 3.3 and
3.4 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 1.1 is proven in
Section 9.

All proofs of claims from Sections 2 and 3.3 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 3.6 when m ą 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 ě 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 3.2, for Theorem 3.4 we apply a result from [27] on m “ 2, n “ 1.
We also again employ Moshchevitin’s construction [25] here. We lose the case pm,nq “
p3, 2q in Theorem 3.1 and the cases pm, 2q for m ě 3 odd in Theorem 3.2 due to problems
originating in [27]. The special case m “ n ě 2 of Theorem 3.3 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 P Ně2 and let } ¨ }1 “ } ¨ }8 on Rn and
} ¨ }2 “ | ¨ | on R. For ζ P Rn and t ě 1 for ease of notation write

ψ1ˆn
ζ p} ¨ }1, | ¨ |, tq “ ψ1ˆn

ζ ptq.

Theorem 5.1 ([26]). Let n ě 2 and c P r0, 1s. Then there exist Q-linearly independent
with 1 real vectors ξ “ pξ1, ξ2q P R2 satisfying

(17) lim sup
tÑ8

tnψ1ˆ2
ξ ptq “ c,

and moreover

(18) lim inf
tÑ8

tnψ1ˆ2
ξ ptq “ 0.

Remark 13. When n ě 3, the liminf statement (18) follows from the limsup claim (17),
for example by Marnat and Moshchevitin [23]. The linear independence over Q of pξ, 1q
is also implied by (17), so it is just stated for completeness.

Observe that for n ą 2 this is not the natural order of decay as in Dirichlet’s theorem,
but considerably faster, so ξ 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 Φ. As the proof
of this result was only sketched in [26], we briefly recall the construction for convenience
of the reader, with Φptq “ ct´n. Define an integer sequence pajqjě1 as follows: Take
the initial two terms a1, a2 large enough with a1|a2. Now iteratively, for k ě 1 having
constructed the first 2k terms a1, . . . , a2k, let the next two terms are given by the recursion

a2k`1 “ aMk

2k

and

a2k`2 “ a2pk`1q “ a2k`1 ¨ rc´1an´1
2k`1s P pan2k`1,8q,
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with integers Mk Ñ 8 that tend to be infinitely fast enough. It turns out that ξ “
pξ1, ξ2q P R2 with

ξj “
8ÿ

k“0

a´1
2k`j , j “ 1, 2,

has the desired properties of Theorem 5.1. An alternative construction for c 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 5.1 from R2 to Rn by adding com-
ponents ξ3, . . . , ξn. Let us call the new vector(s) ζ P Rn. Then the following is an easy
observation.

Proposition 1. Take any ξ P R2 as in Theorem 5.1. Any ζ P Rn with first two coordi-
nates ξ1 “ ζ1, ξ2 “ ζ2, that is any vector ζ P tξu ˆRn´2 Ď Rn, satisfies ζ P DinpcqzBadn.

Proof. Let us write ξ˚ “ pξ1, ξ2, 1q and similarly ζ˚ “ pζ1, . . . , ζn, 1q. Denote ei “
p0, 0 . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0q the i-th canonical base vector of Rn`1.

Our claim follows from the fact that

(19) ψ1ˆn
ζ ptq ď ψ1ˆ2

ξ ptq, t ą 0.

Indeed, any t induces a best approximation b “ pb1, b2, b3q P Z3 with respect to ξ that
realizes ψξptq. Then the blown-up vector

b̃ :“ b1e1 ` b2e2 ` b3en`1 “ pb1, b2, 0, . . . , 0, b3q P Zn`1

induces the same maximum norm and approximation quality

}b̂} “ }ˆ̃b}, |b̃ ¨ ζ˚| “ |b ¨ ξ˚| “ ψ1ˆ2
ξ ptq.

so the minimum over all integer points defining ψζptq cannot be larger. Trivially (18) and
(19) implies

lim inf
tÑ8

tnψ1ˆn
ζ ptq “ 0 ,

so ζ R Badn. Similarly (17) and (19) implies

lim sup
tÑ8

tnψ1ˆn
ζ ptq ď c ,

so ζ P Dinpcq. �

Proposition 1 does not imply that ζ R Singn. For example, if n ě 3 taking ζ “
pξ1, ξ2, ξ1 ` ξ2, 0, . . . , 0q P Rn then ζ P Singn. However, the following Theorem enables us
to say that this does not happen for a significantly large subset of Rn´2 of “additional
coordinates”. In fact, we can ensure the induced Dirichlet constant is not smaller than
the one of ξ for generic vectors of Rn´2.

Theorem 5.2. Let n ě 4 be an integer. Take any ξ P R2 as in Theorem 5.1 derived from
any small enough c P p0, cpnqq as in Theorem 2.1. Then for a set

Y “ Yn,ξ Ď Rn´2
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of positive n ´ 2 dimensional Lebesgue measure consisting of ζ3, . . . , ζn, the vector ζ “
pξ1, ξ2, ζ3, . . . , ζnq P Rn satisfies

Θ1ˆnpζq “ lim sup
tÑ8

tnψ1ˆn
ζ ptq “ lim sup

tÑ8
tnψ1ˆ2

ξ ptq “ c,

or equivalently

ζ P DInpcq.

As for Theorem 2.1, we again believe the claim should hold for n “ 3 as well.

Remark 14. Presumably the pn´ 2q-dimensional Lebesgue measure of the set Y is full,
however, this is not required for our purposes.

By combining Proposition 1 and Theorem 5.2 it is clear that

ζ P DInpcqzBadn “ FSnpcq .
Let Zc denote the set of ξ P R2 satisfying Theorem 5.1. Since λnpYq ą 0, for any
c P p0, cnq we have that

dimH FSn ě dimH FSnpcq ě dimH Zc ˆ Y ě dimHpZcq ` dimH Y ě n´ 2 .

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

(20) dimH Aˆ B ě dimH A` dimH B

for A,B arbitrary sets in Euclidean spaces, see [32]. Hence Theorem 2.1 is proven modulo
Theorem 5.2.

Remark 15. Notice that in the above calculation, we simply use dimH Zc ě 0. It is here
where our lower bound could be improved. For τ ą 2 a parameter, define

Sing2pτq :“
"
ξ P R2 : lim sup

tÑ8
tτψ1ˆ2

ξ ptq “ 0

*
.

It can be deduced from [11, Theorem 1.4-1.9] by a change of variables that for any
τ ą 2 `

?
2 we have

dimH Sing2pτq “ 2

τ
.

Clearly Zc Ď Sing2pn ´ εq for any ε ą 0, and so

dimH Zc ď 2

n´ ε
.

Thus for n ě 4 ą 2 `
?
2 the best we could hope for via this method is

dimH FSnpcq ě n´ 2 ` 2

n
.

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

Theorem 5.2 remains to be proved, for which we reserve the next section.
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5.2. Proof of Theorem 5.2. We have to show the Dirichlet constant of many ζ is at
least c, the rest is obvious. We follow ideas from the proof of Moshchevitin [25, Theorem
12] with some twists. Write ζ “ pξ1, ξ2, ζ3, . . . , ζnq and restrict to pζ3, . . . , ζnq in the n´2-
dimensional unit ball Bn´2p0, 1q Ď Rn´2 with respect to the Euclidean norm (this will be
slightly easier to handle than for the maximum norm). Denote by

bv “ pb1,v, b2,v, b3,vq P Z3, v ě 1,

the best approximations with respect to ξ “ pξ1, ξ2q and derive

Mv “ max
j“1,2

|bj,v| “ }b̂v}, v ě 1

and the minimal values

Lv “ |b1,vξ1 ` b2,vξ2 ` b3,v|, v ě 1.

Clearly pLvqvě1 is a strictly decreasing sequence and pMvqvě1 is strictly increasing. Fur-
ther, note that we have

ψ1ˆ2
ξ ptq “ Lv, t P rMv,Mv`1q,

hence

(21) lim sup
tÑ8

tnψ1ˆ2
ξ ptq “ lim sup

vÑ8
LvM

n
v`1.

Denote ei “ p0, 0 . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0q the i-th canonical base vector of Rn`1. To finish the
proof, it suffices to show the following:

Lemma 5.3. Let n ě 4 an integer and ξ “ pξ1, ξ2q as in Theorem 5.1. For a positive
measure set Y Ď Bn´2p0, 1q Ď Rn´2 consisting of γ “ pξ3, . . . , ξnq, we have that for
infinitely many integers v ě 1, letting Tv :“ Mv`1 ´ 1{2, the integer best approximation
for ζ “ pξ,γq at Tv is given as

b1,ve1 ` b2,ve2 ` b1,ven`1 “ pb1,v, b2,v, 0, . . . , 0, b3,vq P Zn`1,

thus the best approximation function at values Tv equals

ψ1ˆn
ζ pTvq “ ψ1ˆ2

ξ pTvq “ Lv.

Observe that since Tv is of the same order as Mv`1, for ζ as in the lemma, (21) and
the corresponding property for ζ readily implies

Θ1ˆnpζq ě lim sup
vÑ8

LvT
n
v “ lim sup

tÑ8
tnψ1ˆ2

ξ ptq,

the reverse inequality is clear by Proposition 1. Hence, assuming the lemma is true, the
claim of Theorem 5.2 follows.

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

Proof of Lemma 5.3. We show that for a positive portion of Bn´2p0, 1q Ď Rn´2 of vectors
γ “ pζ3, . . . , ζnq, we have for infinitely many v that

(22) min

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇx1ξ1 ` x2ξ2 `

nÿ

i“3

xiζi ´ y

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ě Lv
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with minimum taken over all integer points

z “ px1, . . . , xn, yq P Zn`1zt0u

with

(23) 0 ă max
1ďjďn

|xj | ď Tv.

For v ě 1, denote by Sv the set of such vectors of Rn´2 taken over all integer points xi, y
obeying (23), i.e.

Sv :“

$
’&
’%
γ P Bn´2p0, 1q : min

px,yqPZn`1:

0ămax1ďiďn |xj |ďTv

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇx1ξ1 ` x2ξ2 `

nÿ

i“3

xiζi ´ y

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ě Lv

,
/.
/-
.

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

(24) Bn´2p0, 1qzY Ď
ď

iě1

č

jěi

Sc
j Ď

ď

iě1

Sc
i .

Assume that any complement

Uv :“ Sc
v “

$
’&
’%
γ P Bn´2p0, 1q : min

px,yqPZn`1:

0ămax1ďiďn |xj |ďTv

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇx1ξ1 ` x2ξ2 `

nÿ

i“3

xiζi ´ y

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ă Lv

,
/.
/-
, v ě 1,

has n´2 dimensional Lebesgue measure less than some δ strictly smaller than the volume
of Bn´2p0, 1q. Then this will also be true for Bn´2p0, 1qzY by the following easy result.

Proposition 2. Let λ be a measure on a space T . Assume Hi are increasing subsets of
T , i.e. H1 Ď H2 Ď ¨ ¨ ¨ . Then

λ

˜
8ď

k“1

Hk

¸
“ lim

kÑ8
λpHkq.

We will require the estimate λ
`Ť8

k“1Hk

˘
ď limkÑ8 λpHkq only.
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Proof. Writing Gj “ HjzHj´1 with H0 “ H, we see

λ

˜
8ď

k“1

Hk

¸
“ λ

˜
8ď

k“1

Gk

¸

“
8ÿ

k“1

λpGkq

“ lim
NÑ8

Nÿ

k“1

λpGkq

“ lim
NÑ8

λ

˜
Nď

k“1

Hk

¸

“ lim
NÑ8

λpHNq.

�

In the sequel denote by λ the pn´2q-dimensional Lebesgue measure of a set A Ď Rn´2.
As indicated before, we apply Proposition 2 to

Hi “
č

jěi

Sc
j “

č

jěi

Uj Ď Ui, i ě 1,

to see via (24) that

λpBn´2p0, 1qzYq ď lim
vÑ8

λpUvq.
Assume we have shown that for some uniform ∆ we have

(25) λpUvq ď ∆ ă λpBn´2p0, 1qq, v ě 1.

Then we conclude that

λpBn´2p0, 1qzYq ď ∆ ă λpBn´2p0, 1qq
and thus

λpYq “ λpBn´2p0, 1qq ´ λpBn´2p0, 1qzYq ě λpBn´2p0, 1qq ´ ∆ ą 0,

as desired.

To verify (25), let us estimate λpUvq for fixed v. For any γ “ pζ3, . . . , ζnq P Uv it follows
that

min
px,yqPZn`1:

0ămax1ďiďn |xj |ďTv

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇx1ξ1 ` x2ξ2 `

nÿ

i“3

xiζi ´ y

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ă Lv .

Equivalently

x3ζ3 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` xnζn P Jvpx1, x2, yq
where Jvp.q is given as the interval

Jvpx1, x2, yq “ p´y ´ x1ξ1 ´ x2ξ2 ´ Lv,´y ´ x1ξ1 ´ x2ξ2 ` Lvq.
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Let

Ωvpx1, . . . , xn, yq “
#

pζ3, . . . , ζnq P Bn´2p0, 1q Ď Rn´2 :
nÿ

i“3

xiζi P Jvpx1, x2, yq
+
.

Observe that Ωvpx1, . . . , xn, yq is empty if |y| ą |x1ξ1| ` |x2ξ2| ` řn

i“3 |xiζi| ` Lv. Fix for
now ε ą 0. Since Lv Ñ 0 as v Ñ 8 and as we may take ξ1, ξ2 arbitrarily small positive
numbers (the ξ from Theorem 5.1 are easily seen to be dense in R), say smaller than ε{8,
and pζ3, . . . , ζnq P Bn´2p0, 1q, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields for any ε ą 0 this is true
if

|y| ą p
?
n´ 2 ` ε{2qTv

as then

|y| ą p
?
n ´ 2 ` ε{2qTv

ě pε{4q ¨ Tv `
˜

nÿ

i“3

|xi|2
¸1{2˜ nÿ

i“3

|ζi|2
¸1{2

` Lv

ě |ξ1||x1| ` |ξ2||x2| `
˜

nÿ

i“3

|xi|2
¸1{2˜ nÿ

i“3

|ζi|2
¸1{2

` Lv

ě |x1ξ1| ` |x2ξ2| `
nÿ

i“1

|xiζi| ` Lv, v ě v0pεq.

The above shows that if we let

(26) Ωv “
ď

x1,...,xn

ď

y

Ωvpx1, . . . , xn, yq,

with unions are taken over integers pairs x1, x2 as in (23) and integers y with |y| ď
p
?
n ´ 2 ` ε{2qTv, then

Uv Ď Ωv, v ě v0pεq.

The distance between the parallel planes defining Ωvpx1, . . . , xn, yq equals 2px23 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ `
x2nq´1{2. Thus each Ωvpx1, . . . , xn, yq is contained in a cylinder of radius one and height
2Lv ¨ px23 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` x2nq´1{2. Denoting by λ1 the pn´ 3q-dimensional Lebesgue measure, this
has volume

λpΩvpx1, . . . , xn, yqq “ 2λ1pBn´3p0, 1qq ¨ Lvpx23 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` x2nq´1{2

ď 2Lv ¨ λ1pBn´3p0, 1qq ¨ 1

max3ďiďn |xi|
.(27)

Since, assuming Tv ě ε´1, there are at most

2Tvp
?
n ´ 2 ` ε{2q ` 1 ď Tvp2

?
n ´ 2 ` 2εq
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integers y in the inner union of (26), in total we get

λpUvq ď λpΩvq
ď

ÿ

x1,x2

ÿ

y

ÿ

x3,...,xn

λpΩvpx1, . . . , xn, yqq

ď 2p2
?
n´ 2 ` 2εqLvTvλ

1pBn´3p0, 1qq ¨
ÿ

x1,x2

ÿ

x3,...,xn

1

max3ďiďn |xi|

for v ě v0pεq. The outer sum over x1, x2 gives a factor tTvu2 ď T 2
v by (23). We split the

inner sum into sets where max3ďiďn |xi| “ k P r1, tTvus is constant, which correspond to
2pn´ 2q “ 2n´ 4 faces on a hypercube for each k according to which variable equals ˘k,
giving in total p2n ´ 4qkn´3 integer points for each k to sum 1{k over. Hence we may
further estimate

λpUvq ď 2p2n´ 4qp2
?
n´ 2 ` 2εqλ1pBn´3p0, 1qq ¨ LvT

3
v ¨

tTvuÿ

k“1

kn´4

ď 2p2n´ 4qp2
?
n´ 2 ` 2εqλ1pBn´3p0, 1qq

ˆ
1

n ´ 3
` ε2

˙
LvT

n
v , v ě v1pε, ε2q.

Here the error term ε2 ą 0 tends to 0 as v Ñ 8, and we used n ‰ 3 to avoid a logarithmic
term appearing in the last sum. We may assume ε2 ă ε for all large v. So if Lv ă cT´n

v

for any c P p0, cn ´ ǫq for ǫ ą 0 some small manipulation of ε and with cn satisfying

λpBn´2p0, 1qq ą cn
4p2n´ 4q

?
n´ 2λ1pBn´3p0, 1qq
n´ 3

,

or equivalently

cn ă n´ 3

4p2n´ 4q
?
n´ 2

¨ λpBn´2p0, 1qq
λ1pBn´3p0, 1qq “ n´ 3

8pn´ 2q3{2
¨
?
π ¨ Γpn´ 1

2
q

Γpnq ,

indeed (25) holds for some ∆ ă λpBn´2p0, 1qq, depending on cn, and all v ě v0p∆q “
v0pcnq. Hence the complement contained in Y has positive pn´ 2q-dimensional Lebesgue
measure. Since we can choose ε ą 0 and thus ǫ ą 0 arbitrarily small, we may just assume
that c ă cn and the proof of Lemma 5.3 is complete. �

Remark 16. Improvements of cn can be made by sharpening the contribution 2
?
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 2Lv ¨ px23 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ `x2nq´1{2, so 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 2.1. Namely, the proof
is done in two steps:

Step I: For small enough c, construct ξ “ pξ1, ξ2q such that

lim sup
tÑ8

tnψ1ˆ2
ξ p} ¨ }, tq “ c.
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Step II: Show that for a positive measure set pξ3, . . . , ξnq with respect to pn´2q-dimensional
Lebesgue measure, the extended vector ζ “ pξ1, . . . , ξnq satisfies

Θ1ˆnpζq “ lim sup
tÑ8

tnψ1ˆn
ζ p} ¨ }, tq “ c

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 ξ˚ “ pξ, 1q P R3 and use a similar meaning of star for other quantities. Conversely
denote by a hat over a vector in R3 its restriction to the first 2 coordinates by chopping

off the last coordinate, i.e. pξ˚ “ ξ.

We construct our real vector. Let n ă τ ă µ be parameters to be chosen later related
by the identity

(28) τµ ´ 1 “ nµ ðñ µ “ 1

τ ´ n
.

Let αj, βj , γj, δj be strictly increasing positive integer sequences and a real number r “
rp} ¨ }q ą 0 all to be fixed later. Derive integers of the form

Aj “ 2αj3γj , Bj “ 5βj7δj ,

satisfying as j Ñ 8
(29) Aj`1 “ p1 ` op1qqrBτ

j , Bj “ p1 ` op1qqAµ
j .

We first show that such choices are possible. For Aj , we use that tlog 2, log 3u 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 3. Similarly for Bj we use that tlog 5, log 7u is Q-linearly independent.

Proposition 3. Let a, b, c be real numbers with a, b linearly independent over Q. Then
ordering the set tk1a ` k2b ` c : ki P Nu increasingly and denoting it by pziqiě1 we have
|zi`1 ´ zi| Ñ 0.

Proof. Clearly, we may assume c “ 0 and suppose without loss of generality that b ă a.
We may then equivalently consider

Z “ tk1 ` k2
b
a
: ki P Nu

instead. Since b
a
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 pk1, k2q P Zˆ N. Let
ε “ 1{K ą 0 with a large integer K and partition r0, 1s into K intervals

It “ rpt´ 1qε, tεs, 1 ď t ď K

of length 1{K. Then for any It there exist pk1
1ptq, k1

2ptqq P ZˆN so that k1
1ptq`k1

2ptq b
a

P It.
Take Tε :“ maxt |k1

1ptq| and consider the set

ZTε
“
 

pk1ptq ` Nq ` k2ptq b
a
: 1 ď t ď K, N P NěTε

(
Ă Z .
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It is easy to see that for any M P NěTε
the interval M ` It contains a point from ZTε

.
This shows that Z is ε dense on some interval r3Tε,8q. Since ε ą 0 is arbitrary the claim
is proved. �

We can now apply the proposition alternatingly to

a “ log 2, b “ log 3, c “ log r, a “ log 5, b “ log 7, c “ 0

respectively to construct iteratively our sequences αj , γj, which correspond to k1 “ αj`1´
αj ě 0 and k2 “ γj`1 ´ γj ě 0, resp. k1 “ βj`1 ´βj ě 0 and k2 “ δj`1 ´ δj ě 0. Thereby,
having chosen all α., β., γ., δ. up to index j, we construct first pairs αj`1, γj`1 and then
βj`1, δj`1, and the iterative construction is complete. So, having chosen r, we may assume
all the above is defined.

Note that (29) implies

(30) Aj`1 “ p1 ` op1qqrAτµ
j , Bj`1 “ p1 ` op1qqrµBτµ

j .

Moreover, again by (29), upon changing initial terms if necessary, we can assume

(31) 1 ă A1 ă B1 ă A2 ă B2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ .
Finally let ξ “ pξ1, ξ2q with

ξ1 “
ÿ

jě1

A´1
j , ξ2 “

ÿ

jě1

B´1
j .

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

For j ě 1 put

σj :“ A´1
1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` A´1

j , ηj :“ B´1
1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` B´1

j .

We clearly have σj Ñ ξ1 and ηj Ñ ξ2 as j Ñ 8, and

Fj “ Ajσj P N, Gj “ Bjηj P N.

Then since the sequences pαjq, pβjq, pγjq, pδjq are strictly increasing we have Fj ” 1 mod 2¨
3 and Gj ” 1 mod 5 ¨ 7, which imply the coprimality assertions

(32) pAj , Fjq “ pFj , 6q “ 1, pBj , Gjq “ pGj, 35q “ 1.

Let

vj “ pAj, 0,´Fjq, wj “ p0, Bj,´Gjq.
Note that v̂j “ pAj , 0q and ŵj “ p0, Bjq. Hence their norms } ¨ } satisfy

(33) }v̂j} “ }e1}Aj “ d1Aj , d1 :“ }e1} “ }p1, 0q},
and

(34) }ŵj} “ }e2}Bj “ d2Bj
(29)“ p1 ` op1qqd2Aµ

j , d2 :“ }e2} “ }p0, 1q},
Thus by (31) clearly

(35) }v̂j} ă }ŵj} ă }v̂j`1}, j ě j0.
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Here j0 depends on d1, d2, thus on the chosen norm. Then by (30) moreover

|vj ¨ ξ˚| “ |Aj ¨ ξ1 ` 0 ¨ ξ2 ´ Fj| “ AjpA´1
j`1 ` A´1

j`2 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ q(36)

“ AjA
´1
j`1p1 ` op1qq (30)“ p1 ` op1qqr´1A

´pτµ´1q
j

and

|wj ¨ ξ˚| “ |0 ¨ ξ1 ` Bj ¨ ξ2 ´ Gj| “ BjpB´1
j`1 ` B´1

j`2 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ q(37)

“ p1 ` op1qqBjB
´1
j`1

(30)“ p1 ` op1qqr´µ ¨B´pτµ´1q
j ,

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

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

vj, wj , vj ` wj, wj ´ vj, wj ` vj`1, vj`1 ´ wj.

Proof. Let b be any best approximation. Then by (35) there is an index j such that either

}v̂j} ď }b̂} ă }ŵj} or }ŵj} ď }b̂} ă }v̂j`1}. We show that in the first case b “ ˘vj or
˘pvj ˘ wjq, and in the latter case b “ ˘wj or ˘pwj ˘ vj`1q. Assume the first case, so

(38) }v̂j} ď }b̂} ă }ŵj}.
the latter works very similarly by symmetry. First, observe that since b is the best
approximation of norm at least }v̂j}, we know that

(39) |b ¨ ξ˚| ď |vj ¨ ξ˚|.
We distinguish two cases.

Case 1: b lies in the two-dimensonal subspace of R3 spanned by vj ,wj , i.e. b P
xvj,wjyR X Z3. The special form of Aj , Bj and (32) imply the following crucial result on
integer vectors in the two-dimensional lattices xvj ,wjyR X Z3.

Proposition 4. For vj,wj as above, if a linear combination gvj ` hwj is an integer
vector, then in fact g P Z and h P Z. In other words, xvj ,wjyR X Z3 “ xvj ,wjyZ.

Proof. Clearly, we must have g, h P Q. If we write pp1{q1qvj ` pp2{q2qwj with pi{qi in
lowest terms, then it is clear that q1 must consist of exclusively non-negative integer
powers of 2 and 3 and q2 of non-negative integer power of 5 and 7 to make the first
two coordinates pp1{q1qAj “ pp1{q1q2αj3γj resp. pp2{q2qBj “ pp2{q2q5βj7δj of gvj ` hwj

integers. But then by (32) clearly the third coordinate pp1{q1qFj ` pp2{q2qGj is not an
integer unless q1 “ q2 “ 1. �

We first show that any integer linear combination b “ gvj `hwj representing the best
approximation as above must have |g| ď 1. Assume |g| ě 2. It is easily seen that for any
norm on R2 there is a constant θ “ θp} ¨ }q such that }w} ď W for w “ pw1, w2q P R2 and
W ą 0 implies |wi| ď θW , i “ 1, 2. Hence (38) and the special form of vj,wj imply

|g| ď θ, |h| ď θ
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for some θ independent of j. On the other hand, since r, µ are fixed and Aj Ñ 8, it is
clear from (36), (37) and (29) that

|wj ¨ ξ˚| “ op|vj ¨ ξ˚|q, j Ñ 8.

Combination implies

|b ¨ ξ˚| “ |pgvj ` hwjq ¨ ξ˚| ě |g| ¨ |vj ¨ ξ˚| ´ |h| ¨ |wj ¨ ξ˚| ě 2|vj ¨ ξ˚| ´ |h| ¨ |wj ¨ ξ˚|
ě 2|vj ¨ ξ˚| ´ θ ¨ |wj ¨ ξ˚| ą |vj ¨ ξ˚|, j ě j0,

contradicting (39). Hence |g| ď 1. Now if |h| ě 2 then for any |g| ď 1 using (35) we get

}b̂} “ }gv̂j ` hŵj} ě |h| ¨ }ŵj} ´ }v̂j} ě 2 ¨ }ŵj} ´ }v̂j} ą }ŵj}
contradicting (38). Thus both g, h are among t´1, 0, 1u. Hence we are left with the
vectors of the lemma.

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

Lemma 6.2. There exists a constant c ą 0 such that for any ξ P R2 and any parameter
Q ě 1, the system

|b1| ď Q, |b2| ď Q, |b1ξ1 ` b2ξ2 ` b3| ă cQ´2

does not have three linearly independent solutions in integer vectors b “ pb1, b2, b3q.

Proof. Consider the integer lattice Z3 and the box of px1, x2, x3q P R3 with coordinates

|x1| ď Q, |x2| ď Q, |ξ1x1 ` ξ2x2 ` x3| ď cQ´2.

It has volume 8c, independent of Q and ξ1, ξ2. Hence, by Minkowski’s Second Convex
Body Theorem, the product of the induced successive minima is ! c, hence choosing c
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. �

We first notice that both vj and wj induce approximations of order greater than two.
By (34), (36) and as our choice pτµ ´ 1q{µ “ n ą 2, we get

(40) |vj ¨ ξ˚| “ p1 ` op1qqr´1A
´pτµ´1q
j ! r´1B´n

j ! r´1}ŵj}´n ă r´1}ŵj}´2

and for wj by (37) we have a stronger estimate that also yields

(41) |wj ¨ ξ˚| “ op1q ¨ B´pτµ´1q
j “ op}ŵj}´nq “ op}ŵj}´2q, j Ñ 8.

Combined with (35), (38), (39), we have

maxt}b̂}, }v̂j}, }ŵj}u “ }ŵj}, maxt|b ¨ ξ˚|, |vj ¨ ξ˚|, |wj ¨ ξ˚|u ! r´1}ŵj}´2.

By the assumptions of Case 2, the three vectors vj,wj, b are linearly independent. So we
get a contradiction to Lemma 6.2 for r sufficiently large and Q “ }ŵj}, as soon as }ŵj} is
sufficiently large. Hence, in total, Case 2 provides only finitely many best approximations,
of small norm, so Lemma 6.1 is proved. �
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For studying ψ1ˆ2
ξ , we may restrict to integer vectors of the form appearing in Lemma 6.1.

Now |wj ¨ ξ˚| is much larger than |vj`1 ¨ ξ˚|, and |vj ¨ ξ˚| is much larger than |wj ¨ ξ˚|
by (29), (36), (37). Hence by the triangle inequality vj ˘ wj induce the same approxi-
mation quality as vj up to a factor 1 ` op1q, and similarly, wj ˘ vj`1 induce the same
approximation quality up to 1 ` op1q as wj, i.e

(42) |pvj ˘ wjq ¨ ξ˚| “ p1 ` op1qq ¨ |vj ¨ ξ˚|, |pvj`1 ˘ wjq ¨ ξ˚| “ p1 ` op1qq ¨ |wj ¨ ξ˚|.
Moreover as the norm of ŵj is much larger than the norm of v̂j and the norm of v̂j`1 is
much larger than the norm of ŵj , by (29) and (33), we have by the triangle inequality
that

(43) }v̂j ˘ ŵj} “ p1 ` op1qq}ŵj}, }v̂j`1 ˘ ŵj} “ p1 ` op1qq}v̂j`1}.
By (42), (43) and since we have freedom up to a factor 1 ` op1q in our claim to be
proved, we may assume that all best approximations are among vj,wj. Now we choose
r appropriately. To finish the proof we show that choosing τ, µ, r suitably we have

(44) |vj ¨ ξ˚| “ p1 ` op1qq ¨ c}ŵj}´n, |wj ¨ ξ˚| “ op1q ¨ }v̂j`1}´n.

Assume this is true. Then indeed partitioning the interval r}v1},8q into consecutive
disjoint intervals of the form r}vj}, }wj}q and r}wj}, }vj`1}q we see

tnψ1ˆ2
ξ p} ¨ }, tq ď cp1 ` op1qq t Ñ 8.

On the other hand, since there is no better approximation than the one induced by vj

for any t ă }wj}, for tj :“ }wj} ´ 1 we have the reverse inequality

tnjψ
1ˆ2
ξ p} ¨ }, tjq ě cp1 ` op1qq j Ñ 8.

Combining proves the equality

lim sup
tÑ8

tnψ1ˆ2
ξ p} ¨ }, tq “ c.

For the left identity of (44) equivalently by (34), (36) we need

p1 ` op1qqr´1A
´pτµ´1q
j “ c ¨ d´n

2 A
´nµ
j ,

so we pick

r “ c´1dn2A
nµ´τµ`1
j

(28)“ c´1dn2 .

Similarly, by (33), (37) for the right identity of (44) it suffices to have

B
´pτµ´1q
j “ opd´n

1 A´nτ
j`1 q.

Since A´nτ
j`1 — B´nτ2

j by (29) and d1 is constant, it suffices to notice that upon (28) we

may choose τ ă µ so that nτ 2 ă τµ´ 1. Indeed it suffices to choose τ just slightly larger
than n so that µ “ 1{pτ ´ nq ą τ 2 which is equivalent to nτ 2 ă τµ ´ 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 5.2. Our norm } ¨ } on Rn induces a projected norm } ¨ }1 on
R2 via

(45) }px1, x2q}1 :“ }px1, x2, 0, . . . , 0q}.
Then for this norm } ¨ }1 we apply step I to get ξ “ pξ1, ξ2q with Dirichlet constant c, i.e.

lim sup
tÑ8

tnψ1ˆ2
ξ p} ¨ }1, tq “ c.

Let bv “ pb1,v, b2,v, b3,vq be the integer vector sequence constructed in Step I.

By construction of } ¨ }1, it is again clear by the same argument as in Proposition 1
that any vector ζ “ pξ1, . . . , ξnq P Rn extending ξ has Dirichlet constant at most c with
respect to } ¨ }, i.e.

lim sup
tÑ8

tnψ1ˆn
ζ p} ¨ }, tq ď lim sup

tÑ8
tnψ1ˆ2

ξ p} ¨ }1, tq “ c.

Indeed, we can choose the embedded integer vectors ιpbvq via

ι : py1, y2, y3q Ñ py1, y2, 0, . . . , 0, y3q
from R3 to Rn`1, which by (45) induce the same heights and approximation quality

}zιpbvq} “ }b̂v}1, |ιpbvq ¨ ζ˚| “ |bv ¨ ξ˚|
for any bv, with hat notation according to (4) on the respective spaces. For the non-trivial
lower estimate ě c with respect to } ¨ }, define

Lv “ |ιpbvq ¨ ζ˚| “ |bv ¨ ξ˚| “ |b1,vξ1 ` b2,vξ2 ` b3,v|, Mv “ Mvp} ¨ }q “ }b̂v}1 “ }zιpbvq}
and Tv “ Mv ´ 1{2 as in the proof for the maximum norm but where Mv, Tv are now
defined with respect to our norm } ¨ }. Then by the equivalence of norms on Rn, for any
integer vector of norm }px1, . . . , xnq} ď Tv we still have

max
1ďiďn

|xi| ď Cp} ¨ }q ¨ Tv

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 cn, depending on
the chosen norm, for the same conclusion. We omit its explicit calculation in dependence
of C.

7. Proof of Theorem 3.6

7.1. Proof excluding linear independence claims. We proceed as in § 6.2 to con-
struct the first two elements of the first line of our matrix Ω by ξ “ pξ1, ξ2q “ pΩ1,1,Ω1,2q,
upon modifying the construction so that (28) is replaced by

τµ ´ 1 “ n

m
µ

(14)

ě 2µ.
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Define ψ1ˆ2
ξ p} ¨ }1

1, tq with respect to the restriction } ¨ }1
1 of } ¨ }1 to R2 in the integer vector

b, as in (45). Then by the same arguments of the proof of Theorem 2.3 we will have

(46) lim sup
tÑ8

tn{mψ1ˆ2
ξ p} ¨ }1

1, tq “ c.

Hereby we use our assumption n{m ě 2 for Case 2, based on Minkowski’s Second Convex
Body Theorem, to work analogously.

Now take the matrix V P Rmˆ2 with all m lines equal to ξ, i.e.

Vj,1 “ ξ1, Vj,2 “ ξ2, 1 ď j ď m.

This matrix gives rise to an approximation function

ψmˆ2
V p} ¨ }1

1, } ¨ }2, tq
with norms defined as above. First, assume for simplicity that } ¨ }2 “ } ¨ }8 is the
maximum norm on Rm. We claim that

(47) ψmˆ2
V p} ¨ }1

1, } ¨ }2, tq “ ψ1ˆ2
ξ p} ¨ }1

1, tq, t ą 0.

Indeed to see

(48) ψmˆ2
V p} ¨ }1

1, } ¨ }2, tq ě ψ1ˆ2
ξ p} ¨ }1

1, tq

for all t, note that for arbitrary b “ pb1, . . . , bm`2q P Zm`2 and for V ˚ P Rmˆpm`2q obtained
by glueing V to the mˆ m identity matrix to the right, the induced value

}V ˚ ¨ b}2 “ }V ¨ pb ` b̃}2 “ }V ¨ pb1, b2q ` pb3, . . . , bm`2q}2
with vectors interpreted as column vectors, is at least as large as the modulus of any
entry, since we are considering } ¨ }2 “ } ¨ }8 for now. But for the first entry this equals
|pb1, b2q ¨ ξ ` b3| “ |ξ˚ ¨ pb1, b2, b3q|. Taking the minimum over b as in the definition of
ψmˆ2
V shows the inequality (48). Conversely, if we extend arbitrary b “ pb1, b2, b3q P Z3

into Zm`2 via ηpbq :“ pb1, b2, b3, . . . , b3q with last m coordinates equal to b3, by choice of
maximum norm, we have }V ˚ ¨ ηpbq}2 “ |ξ˚ ¨ pb1, b2, b3q|, so passing to the minimum over
b again we get the reverse inequality

(49) ψmˆ2
V p} ¨ }1

1, } ¨ }2, tq ď ψ1ˆ2
ξ p} ¨ }1

1, tq.
Combining (46), (47) we get

lim sup
tÑ8

tn{mψmˆ2
V p} ¨ }1

1, } ¨ }2, tq “ lim sup
tÑ8

tn{mψ1ˆ2
ξ p} ¨ }1

1, tq “ c.

To finish the proof, we show that for a positive measure set of B P Rmˆpn´2q inducing
Ω “ pV,Bq via putting it to the right of V , we have

lim sup
tÑ8

tn{mψmˆn
Ω p} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, tq “ lim sup

tÑ8
tn{mψmˆ2

V p} ¨ }1
1, } ¨ }2, tq.

Again the inequality

(50) lim sup
tÑ8

tn{mψmˆn
Ω p} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, tq ď lim sup

tÑ8
tn{mψmˆ2

V p} ¨ }1
1, } ¨ }2, tq
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is easy to check for arbitrary } ¨ }2 and extensions Ω P Rmˆn of V by an arbitrary matrix
B P Rmˆpn´2q. Indeed, for a sufficient estimate

ψmˆn
Ω p} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, tq ď ψmˆ2

V p} ¨ }1
1, } ¨ }2, tq, t ą 0

we embed the integer best approximations of V by adding 0 coordinates via

σ : b “ pb1, b2, . . . , bm`2q Ñ pb1, b2, 0, . . . , 0, b3, . . . , bm`2q P Zm`n.

These induce the same norm } yσpbq}1 “ }pb}1
1 where

yσpbq “ pb1, b2, . . . , bnq “ pb1, b2, 0, . . . , 0q, pb “ pb1, b2q,

with hat again as in (4) on the respective spaces. With Ω˚ derived from Ω likewise as for
V ˚, they further induce the same approximation qualities }Ω˚ ¨ σpbq}2 “ }V ˚ ¨ b}2 since
in fact Ω˚ ¨ σpbq “ V ˚ ¨ b, proving (50). For the reverse estimate

(51) lim sup
tÑ8

tn{mψmˆn
Ω p} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, tq ě lim sup

tÑ8
tn{mψmˆ2

V p} ¨ }1
1, } ¨ }2, tq “ c,

we use a generalisation of Step II from § 6.3 form ą 1 as in Moshchevitin [25, Theorem 12].
We obtain that for small enough c and a positive measure set of remaining matrices
B P Rmˆpn´2q with respect to mpn´2q dimensional Lebesgue measure when added to the
right of V to obtain Ω, we have (51). Hereby we require n ‰ m ` 2 for similar reasons
as n ě 4 was previously needed in our proof for one linear form, see [25]. Moreover,
the assumption n ě 2m is vital for the volume estimates. See Lemma 7.1 below for a
generalisation. The proof for } ¨ }2 the maximum norm is complete.

Now let the norm } ¨ }2 be arbitrary. Again we prove (48), (49), (50), (51). The critical
estimates where the norm } ¨ }2 is relevant for the argument are (48), (49). First notice
that by the special form of V , if b is not of the form b “ pb1, b2, b3, b3, . . . , b3q P Zm`2

then some entry of V ˚ ¨ b will be of modulus at least 1{2, so }V ˚ ¨ b}8 ě 1{2, hence by
equivalence of norms, we deduce

}V ˚ ¨ b}2 " 1

with some absolute constant depending on the norm } ¨ }2 only. Hence we only need
to take into account vectors of the form b “ pb1, b2, b3, b3, . . . , b3q when studying ψmˆ2

V .
But then the vector V ˚ ¨ b P Rm lies on the line λ ¨ p1, 1, . . . , 1q P Rm and has norm
|λ| ¨ }p1, 1, . . . , 1q}2 proportional to |λ|. Hence we have to minimize |λ|. In § 6.2, see in
particular Lemma 6.1, we showed that this is achieved when the subvector pb1, b2, b3q is
essentially of the form vj “ pAj , 0,´Fjq and wj “ p0, Bj,´Gjq for Aj , Bj, Fj, Gj defined
in the same section (as shown in § 6.2, for the other possible vectors of Lemma 6.1 we
may only improve the approximation quality by a negligible factor 1 ` op1q as j Ñ 8).
These arguments show that the best integer approximations for V are essentially of the
form

(52) cj :“ pAj , 0,´Fj, . . . ,´Fjq, dj :“ p0, Bj,´Gj, . . . ,´Gjq
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so that for vj ,wj P Z3 as before, we get error vectors

V ˚ ¨ aj “ V ¨
ˆ
Aj

0

˙
´ Fj ¨

¨
˚̊
˝

1
1
...
1

˛
‹‹‚“ vj ¨ ξ˚ ¨

¨
˚̊
˝

1
1
...
1

˛
‹‹‚P Rm

and

V ˚ ¨ bj “ V ¨
ˆ

0
Bj

˙
´ Gj ¨

¨
˚̊
˝

1
1
...
1

˛
‹‹‚“ wj ¨ ξ˚ ¨

¨
˚̊
˝

1
1
...
1

˛
‹‹‚P Rm.

Then for Γ :“ }p1, 1, . . . , 1q}2 they have norms

}V ˚ ¨ cj}2 “ |vj ¨ ξ˚| ¨ Γ, }V ˚ ¨ dj}2 “ |wj ¨ ξ˚| ¨ Γ.
Thus we have to adjust the proof of the special case by the constant factor Γ in the
calculation, so that in order to finalize Step I we now need to pick

r “ c´1Γ´1dn2 , d2 “ }e2}1
1 “ }p0, 1q}1

1

to get (49). 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 } ¨ }2.

Finally, Step II is to again show the reverse inequalities (51) hold. This is done analo-
gously to Lemma 5.3 but in higher dimension, as in Moshchevitin [25, Theorem 12]. Again
essentially irrespective of the norm } ¨ }2. We state the according analogue of Lemma 5.3
that we will prove analogously but without effort to make constants effective.

Lemma 7.1. Let m,n be positive integers with n ě 2 and n ‰ m` 2. Let } ¨ }1 and } ¨ }2
be any norms on Rn and Rm and } ¨ }1

1 be the restriction of } ¨ }1 to R2 as in (45). Further,
let V P Rmˆ2 be any matrix with

(53) lim sup
tÑ8

tn{mψmˆ2
V p} ¨ }1

1, } ¨ }2, tq “ c

for small enough c ą 0, depending on m,n. Let bv P Zm`2 be the associated sequence of
best approximations, and b̂v “ pbv,1, bv,2q of norms and approximation qualities

Mv :“ }b̂v}1
1, Lv :“ }V ˚ ¨ bv}2.

Then, for a positive measure set Y Ď Bmpn´2qp0, 1q Ď Rmpn´2q consisting of matrices

B P Rmˆpn´2q, we have that for infinitely many integers v ě 1, letting Tv :“ Mv`1 ´ 1{2,
the integer best approximation for Ω “ pV,Bq P Rmˆn at Tv is given as

b1,ve1 ` b2,ve2 ` b3,ven`1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` bm`2,ven`m “ pb1,v, b2,v, 0, . . . , 0, b3,v, . . . , bm`2,vq P Zn`m,

thus the best approximation function at values Tv equals

ψmˆn
Ω p} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, Tvq “ ψmˆ2

V p} ¨ }1
1, } ¨ }2, Tvq “ Lv.
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Proof. Fix V P Rmˆ2. As in the proof of Lemma 5.3 we construct the set Y to be
composed of matrices B P Y such that the matrices Ω “ pV,Bq P Rmˆn satisfy

ψmˆn
Ω p} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, Tvq “ ψmˆ2

V p} ¨ }1
1, } ¨ }2, Tvq “ Lv.

By the equivalence of norms we have that there exists Cp} ¨ }1q ą 0 dependent only on
} ¨ }1 such that

}x̂}1 ď Tv ùñ }x̂}8 ď Cp} ¨ }1qTv.
Thus if again Ω˚ “ pV,Bq˚ P Rmˆpm`nq is obtained by putting the mˆm identity matrix
to the right of Ω and we let

Sv :“

$
&
%B P Bmpn´2qp0, 1q : min

xPZn`m

0ă}x̂}8ďCp}¨}1qTv

}pV,Bq˚ ¨ x}2 ě Lv

,
.
- ,

then

Y Ě lim sup
vÑ8

Sv.

Hence if we can show that the set

(54) λmpn´2q

´
lim inf
vÑ8

Sc
v

¯
ď δ ă λmpn´2q

`
Bmpn´2qp0, 1q

˘

then clearly λmpn´2qpYq ą 0. Furthermore, by showing that

(55) λmpn´2qpSc
vq ď δ v ě 1,

and applying Proposition 2 we have (54), so proving (55) is sufficient to verify λmpn´2qpYq ą
0.

Let z “ pz3, . . . , znq, y “ pxn`1, . . . , xn`mq and

Xvpz, x1, x2, yq “

$
&
%γ P Bmpn´2qp0, 1q :

¨
˝

z3γ1,1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` znγ1,n´2
...

...
z3γm,1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` znγm,n´2

˛
‚P Jvpx1, x2, yq

,
.
-

where

Jvpx1, x2, yq :“
mź

i“1

p´x1ξ1 ´ x2ξ2 ´ xn`i ´ Cp} ¨ }2qLv,´x1ξ1 ´ x2ξ2 ´ xn`i ` Cp} ¨ }2qLvq.

Here we have again used equivalence of norms, namely that there exists Cp} ¨ }2q ą 0
dependent only on } ¨ }2 so that for any X P Rm

Cp} ¨ }2q´1}X}8 ď }X}2 ď Cp} ¨ }2q}X}8.

Considering one row of Xvpz, x1, x2, yq at a time (denoted X
piq
v pz, x1, x2, yq for 1 ď i ď m)

we have the same calculation as in (27), that is

λn´2

`
Xpiq

v pz, x1, x2, yq
˘

ď 2Cp} ¨ }2qLvλn´3pBn´3p0, 1qq 1

}z}8
.
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Hence

λmpn´2q pXvpz, x1, x2, yqq ď 2mCp} ¨ }2qmLm
v λn´3pBn´3p0, 1qqm 1

}z}m8
“ Cpm,n, } ¨ }1, } ¨ }2qLm

v

1

}z}m8
.

Using similar calculations as appearing in Lemma 5.3 we have

λmpn´2q pSc
vq ď

ÿ

0ămaxi“1,2 |xi|ďCp}¨}1qTv

ÿ

}y}8ďCp}¨}1qTv

ÿ

}z}8ďCp}¨}1qTv

λmpn´2q pXvpz, x1, x2, yqq

ď Cpm,n, } ¨ }1, } ¨ }2qLm
v T

m`2
v

ÿ

}z}8ďCp}¨}1qTv

1

}z}m8

ď C 1pm,n, } ¨ }1, } ¨ }2qLm
v T

m`2
v

tCp}¨}1qTvuÿ

k“1

kn´3´m

pn‰m`2q

ď C2pm,n, } ¨ }1, } ¨ }2qLm
v T

m`2
v T 1`n´3´m

v

ď C2pm,n, } ¨ }1, } ¨ }2qLm
v T

n
v .

Thus, for any 0 ă δ ă λmpn´2q

`
Bmpn´2qp0, 1q

˘
, if Lv ă cT

´ n
m

v then for any c P p0, C3pm,n, }¨
}1qq with

C3pm,n, } ¨ }1, } ¨ }2q ă
ˆ

δ

C2pm,n, } ¨ }1, } ¨ }2q

˙ 1

m

,

we have that

λmpn´2q pSc
vq ă δ

as required. �

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 ě 4 in Lemma 5.3, see also [25]. (This condition needs to be adapted to
n ‰ m ` m0 when V has m0 columns.) All claims of Theorem 3.6 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 Ω “ pV,Bq. Now since n ´ 2 ě m by (14), 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 ˆ 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 Ω as in the theorem. Hence removing
such rank-deficient matrices still leaves us with a set of positive mˆ pn´ 2q-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 7.1 certain entries of V (thus Ω) 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 P Rmˆ2 as above by taking for Aj, Bj as before

Ωk,1 “ Vk,1 “
8ÿ

j“1

δk,jA
´1
j , Ωk,2 “ Vk,2 “

8ÿ

j“1

δ˚
k,jB

´1
j , p1 ď k ď mq

with sequences δk,j P t´1, 1u, δ˚
k,j P t´1, 1u to be chosen later. When δk,j “ δ˚

k,j “ 1 for
all k, j we are in the standard case of the previous sections.

When m “ 1, all arising matrices/vectors pV1,1, V1,2q “ pξ1, ξ2q share the properties of
the standard case above. For m ą 1, we get more general error vectors than in (52), now
of the form

(56) c̃j :“ V ¨
ˆ
Aj

0

˙
´

¨
˚̊
˝

Fj,1

Fj,2
...

Fj,m

˛
‹‹‚, d̃j :“ V ¨

ˆ
0
Bj

˙
´

¨
˚̊
˝

Gj,1

Gj,2
...

Gj,m

˛
‹‹‚, j ě 1,

where

Fj,k “ Aj

jÿ

u“1

δk,uA
´1
u , Gj,k “ Bj

jÿ

u“1

δ˚
k,uB

´1
u , p1 ď k ď mq,

depending on the choice of δk,j, δ
˚
k,j. They again satisfy congruence properties

Fj ” ˘1 mod 6 and Gj ” ˘1 mod 35

for the same reasons, sufficient for coprimality with 6 respectively 35. Thus the entries
of the remainders c̃j , d̃j are given as

cj,k “ Aj

8ÿ

u“j`1

δk,uA
´1
u , dj,k “ Bj

8ÿ

u“j`1

δ˚
k,uB

´1
u , p1 ď k ď mq.

However, since Aj{Aj`1 Ñ 0 and Bj{Bj`1 Ñ 0 we again see

cj,k “ δk,j`1 ¨AjA
´1
j`1p1 ` op1qq, dj,k “ δ˚

k,j`1 ¨ BjB
´1
j`1p1 ` op1qq, p1 ď k ď mq.

Hence, by the equivalence of norms, it is clear that the error vectors in (56) all have } ¨ }2
norm of order respectively

(57) }c̃j}2 “ AjA
´1
j`1Γjp1 ` op1qq, }d̃j}2 “ BjB

´1
j`1Γ̃jp1 ` op1qq, j Ñ 8,

with Γj , Γ̃j of one of the numbers

Γj, Γ̃j P t}p˘1,˘1, . . . ,˘1q}2u, j ě 1,

for any possible sign choice. The values Γ̃j do not matter much as the according evalua-
tions will be of negligible order by the analogue of (44). Now if we let

Γ :“ maxt}p˘1,˘1, . . . ,˘1q}2u
with maximum overall 2m sign choices, we can use the argument of Section 7.1. Hereby
we may assume that the maximizing sign choice occurs for infinitely many pδ1,j , . . . , δm,jq,
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as otherwise we redefine Γ via the maximum among those m term sign sequences oc-
curring infinitely often. Moreover, due to (57), the arguments of Section 6.2 applied to
each of the m coordinates separately still apply very similarly and yield that the vec-
tors pAj , 0,´Fj,1, . . . ,´Fj,mq and p0, Bj,´Gj,1, . . . ,´Gj,mq 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 7.1 show that the Dirichlet
constant ΘmˆnpΩq of many such Ω “ Ωpδ, δ˚q equals c, as before.

Finally we show that for many choices of δk,j, δ
˚
k,j all entries of Ω P Rmˆn are linearly

independent over Q together with t1u. Let us first show this for the submatrix V P Rmˆ2.
Label the entries Vi,j of V by v1, . . . , v2m with v2h “ Vh,2 and v2h´1 “ Vh,1, 1 ď h ď m.
Now the first line of V is Q-linearly independent for any choice of δ1,j , δ

˚
1,j sequences as

otherwise the sequence of best approximations for pV1,1, V1,2q would terminate, but the
proof above shows that this is not the case. Hence t1, v1, v2u is Q-linearly independent.
Then we proceed inductively. Having constructed the first ℓ ě 2 elements v1, . . . , vℓ, we
choose the δ or δ˚ sequence for vℓ`1 so that we avoid Q-linear dependence of vℓ`1 with the
already chosen 1, v1, . . . , vℓ. This is possible since the Q-span of t1, v1, . . . , vℓu is count-
able, but we have uncountably many choices of δ or δ˚ sequences. These clearly induce
uncountably many pairwise distinct numbers vℓ`1, the injectivity of the corresponding
maps ϕ : t´1, 1uN Ñ R resp. ϕ˚ : t´1, 1uN Ñ R follows from the rapid increase of the
sequences Aj resp. Bj . Repeating this for ℓ “ 2, 3, . . . , 2m´1, finally all entries of V will
be independent over Q with t1u, as desired.

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

Proposition 5. Let g, h be positive integers. Assume given real numbers x1, . . . , xg are
Q-linearly independent together with 1. Then only for a set of Hausdorff dimension h´ 1
of vectors y “ py1, . . . , yhq in Rh, the joint vector z “ px1, . . . , xg, y1, . . . , yhq is Q-linearly
dependent with 1.

Proof. Since the xj are independent, if t1, zu is dependent over Q then there are integers
Mi, Ni, N with

N `
gÿ

i“1

Mixi `
hÿ

i“1

Niyi “ 0

and not all Ni are 0. But this means that y lies in a countable union of affine hyperplanes
of Rh. Hence we see that the set of y inducing dependency over Q indeed has Hausdorff
dimension at most h ´ 1. �

It suffices to take g “ 2m, h “ pn ´ 2qm and to choose xi the entries of V (first two
columns of Ω) and yi the remaining entries of Ω (entries of B) in the proposition to
conclude that a full dimensional set of possible matrices B P Rmˆpn´2q – Rmpn´2q remains
(in fact of positive mpn ´ 2q dimensional Hausdorff measure).
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8. Proofs of Theorems 3.3 and 3.4

Theorems 3.3 admits a rather easy proof, as a consequence of the following simple
lemma. We consider maximum norms on both Rn and Rm and simply write ψmˆn

Ω ptq for
ψmˆn
Ω p} ¨ }8, } ¨ }8, tq.

Lemma 8.1. Let Ω P Rmˆn be a block matrix consisting of rectangular blocks Ω1, . . . ,Ωk

of sizes pmj, njq, 1 ď j ď k along the diagonal, m “ ř
mj, n “ ř

nj. Then

ψmˆn
Ω ptq “ min

1ďjďk
ψ

mjˆnj

Ωj
ptq, t ą 0.

Proof. First observe that by the form of Ω, the problem decomposes into k decoupled
linear form approximation problems. Fix t and let b1, . . . , bk in Zmj`nj be the best
approximation integer vectors inducing ψ

mjˆnj

Ωj
ptq for 1 ď j ď k, i.e. b “ bj minimizes

}Ω˚
jb}8 “ }Ωj b̂ ´ b̃}8 among integer vectors b with 0 ă }b}8 ď t. The inequality

ψmˆn
Ω ptq ď min

1ďjďk
ψ

mjˆnj

Ωj
ptq

follows by taking the integer vector b P Zm`n with entries of bj0 at the according places,
with j0 inducing the minimum of }Ω˚

j bj}8 over j, and 0 entries at all other places. By
choice of the maximum norm, this will have the same norm

}Ω˚ ¨ b}8 “ }Ω˚
j0

¨ bj0}8 “ ψ
mj0

ˆnj0

Ωj0
ptq “ min

1ďjďk
ψ

mjˆnj

Ωj
ptq.

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

ψmˆn
Ω ptq ě min

1ďjďk
ψ

mjˆnj

Ωj
ptq.

�

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

Proof of Theorem 3.3. As in Lemma 8.1, take a matrix of the form Ω “ diagpΩ1,Ω2q with
diagonal blocks Ω1 P Badn´1,n´1 and Ω2 “ tηu R Bad1,1 Y Q are arbitrary. Keep in mind
that as n{n “ pn´ 1q{pn´ 1q “ 1{1 “ 1, the Dirichlet exponent (remark: not constant)
is 1 for all Ω1, η and Ω, for all arguments below.

By Lemma 8.1 we have

(58) ΘnˆnpΩq “ lim sup
tÑ8

t ¨ ψnˆn
Ω ptq “ lim sup

tÑ8
t ¨ mintψpn´1qˆpn´1q

Ω1
ptq, ψ1ˆ1

η ptqu.

Now since Ω1 P Badn´1,n´1 Ď Din´1,n´1 we have

Θpn´1qˆpn´1qpΩ1q “ lim sup
tÑ8

t
n´1

n´1 ¨ ψpn´1qˆpn´1q
Ω1

ptq “ lim sup
tÑ8

t ¨ ψpn´1qˆpn´1q
Ω1

ptq ă 1

so Ω P Din,n as well by (58). Moreover since

lim sup
tÑ8

tψ1ˆ1
η ptq ě 1{2 ą 0
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for any irrational η by Khintchine [18] and

lim inf
tÑ8

tψ
pn´1qˆpn´1q
Ω1

ptq ą 0

since Ω1 P Badn´1,n´1, again by (58) we have ΘnˆnpΩq ą 0 and thus Ω R Singn,n. Finally
again by Lemma 8.1

Θ̃nˆnpΩq “ lim inf
tÑ8

tn{nψΩptq ď lim inf
tÑ8

t1{1ψηptq “ 0

since η R Bad1,1, so Ω R Badn,n. Hence Ω P FSn,n.

It is well-known that Badn´1,n´1 has full Hausdorff dimension pn ´ 1q2 and that the
complement of Bad1,1 has full 1-dimensional Lebesgue measure, see Section 1. 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 η ‰ 0 the same will be true for any
arising Ω. This argument together with (20) also shows that the dimension of the set of
matrices Ω constructed above is at least pn´ 1q2 ` 1. �

We want to formulate another consequence of Lemma 8.1 for maximum norms that is
used in the deduction of some claims of Theorem 3.2.

Corollary 8.2. With Dm,n as in (10), for any positive integers m,n, k and c ą 0 we have

Dm,n Ď Dkm,kn,

and
dimH FSm,n ď dimH FSkm,kn , dimH FSm,npcq ď dimH FSkm,knpcq.

Proof. For any mˆ n matrix Ω, by Lemma 8.1 the kmˆ kn-matrix Ω1 :“ diagpΩ, . . . ,Ωq
with k diagonal blocks Ω induces the same approximation function

ψmˆn
Ω ptq “ ψkmˆkn

Ω1 ptq, t ą 0.

Since the Dirichlet exponents coincide via pknq{pkmq “ n{m, the claims follow directly.
�

For the proof of Theorem 3.4 we combine Lemmas 8.1, 7.1 with the main result from [27]
on simultaneous approximation n “ 1.

Proof of Theorem 3.4. Let us introduce

ℓ :“
Qm
n

U
ě 2

so that

(59) pℓ ´ 1qn ă m ď ℓn.

For simplicity, first we treat the case ℓ “ 2 (that suffices for the sake of Theorem 3.1).

Case ℓ “ 2: Then

(60)
1

2
ď n

m
ă 1.
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Moreover we can assume m ě 4 and n ě 2, as the otherwise our exclusion of pm,nq “
p3, 2q forces n “ 1, and this case is a trivial consequence of [27]. Let us first consider
maximum norms

(61) } ¨ }1 “ } ¨ }2 “ } ¨ }8.

Then [27, Theorem 2.2] in the case of simultaneous approximation to two numbers can be
applied to Φptq “ ct´n{m for any c P p0, 1q, as the conditions (d1)-(d3) of [27] are satisfied
by our choice of Φ and (60). This yields ξ P R2ˆ1 with

lim sup
tÑ8

tn{mψ2ˆ1
ξ ptq “ c, and lim inf

tÑ8
tn{mψ2ˆ1

ξ ptq “ 0.

Now let ζ P Badm´2,1 arbitrary unless if m “ 4 then ζ “ ξ. Since m ´ 2 ě 2 by
assumption, it is easily seen that in either case

ψ2ˆ1
ξ ptq ď ψ

pm´2qˆ1
ζ ptq, t ě t0.

Hence by Lemma 8.1 the matrix U “ diagpξ, ζq P Rmˆ2 satisfies

(62) lim sup
tÑ8

tn{mψmˆ2
U ptq “ c, lim inf

tÑ8
tn{mψmˆ2

U ptq “ 0,

as well.

If n “ 2 then we must have m “ 4 due to our assumptions n
m

ě 1
2
and m ě 4, and then

we can just take Ω “ U . Note also that in this case our claimed bound for Hausdorff
dimension becomes zero, so there is nothing more to prove.

If n ě 3, then in Lemma 7.1 take V “ U P Rmˆ2. 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 c ą 0 is small enough, there exists a set of positive mpn´2q-dimensional
Lebesgue measure Y Ď Rmˆpn´2q of matrices so that for any B P Y , the Rmˆn matrix
Ω “ pB,Uq satisfies

lim sup
tÑ8

tn{mψmˆn
Ω ptq “ c .

Finally, we show Ω is not badly approximable. By (62) there exists a sequence of best
approximations such that on the sequence ptjqjě1 we have

lim
jÑ8

t
n{m
j ψmˆ2

U ptjq “ 0.

Considering Ω, 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,
i.e.

lim
jÑ8

t
n{m
j ψmˆn

Ω ptjq “ 0.

Combining these two claims we infer Ω P FSm,npcq. Using (20) the dimension statement
follows since we have shown that (when m ě 5)

dimH FSm,npcq ě dimH Y ` dimH Badm´2,1 “ mpn ´ 2q ` m´ 2,

where we used that Badm´2,1 has full Hausdorff dimension and Y has positive Lebesgue
measure. In the case pm,nq “ p4, 3q we obtain

dimH FS4,3pcq ě dimH Y “ mpn´ 2q “ 4.
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We remark that for pm,nq “ p4, 2q the according estimate holds as well, but the right
hand side vanishes. This completes the proofs for the maximum norm, i.e. (61).

Now let } ¨ }1 be arbitrary and still } ¨ }2 “ } ¨ }8. Let } ¨ }1
1 be the projected norm

}px1, x2q}1
1 :“ }px1, x2, 0, . . . , 0q}1.

Let
γ “ }e1}1

1

the norm of the first base vector of R2. By [27, Theorem 2.2] and again (60), for small
enough c ą 0 we may pick ξ P R2ˆ1 such that

(63) lim sup
tÑ8

tn{mψ2ˆ1
ξ ptq “ c1 :“ cγn{m, lim inf

tÑ8
tn{mψ2ˆ1

ξ ptq “ 0.

Suppose we can show that, for any U “ diagpξ, ζq P Rmˆ2 as above, which we can identify
with elements in tξu ˆ Badm´2,1 Ď Rm, we have that

(64) ψmˆ2
U p} ¨ }1

1, } ¨ }2, tq “ ψ2ˆ1
ξ p| ¨ |, } ¨ }8, γ

´1tq, t ě t0 .

If (64) holds, then indeed

lim sup
tÑ8

tn{mψmˆ2
U p} ¨ }1

1, } ¨ }2, tq “ γ´n{m lim sup
tÑ8

tn{mψ2ˆ1
ξ p| ¨ |, } ¨ }8, γ

´1tq “ γ´n{mc1 “ c,

and

lim inf
tÑ8

tn{mψmˆ2
U p} ¨ }1

1, } ¨ }2, tq “ γ´n{m lim inf
tÑ8

tn{mψ2ˆ1
ξ p| ¨ |, } ¨ }8, γ

´1tq “ 0.

Hence for c small enough we again we may again apply Lemma 7.1, to find some set
Y Ď Rmˆpn´2q of positive Lebesgue measure such that for any B P Y we have

lim sup
tÑ8

tn{mψmˆn
pU,Bqp} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, tq “ c , lim inf

tÑ8
tn{mψmˆn

pU,Bqp} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, tq “ 0 .

So pU,Bq P FSm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq, and analogously to the maximum norm by (20) we
conclude

dimH FSm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq ě dimH Y ` dimH Badm´2,1 “ mpn ´ 2q ` m´ 2,

for m ě 5, and accordingly for pm,nq “ p4, 3q we get the bound

dimH FS4,3p} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq ě mpn ´ 2q “ 4.

Since rm{ns “ 2 by (60), we indeed recognize these as special cases of our claim. Thus
to complete the proof for ℓ “ 2 we need to show (64) holds.

For the inequality

(65) ψmˆ2
U p} ¨ }1

1, } ¨ }2, tq ď ψ2ˆ1
ξ p| ¨ |, } ¨ }8, γ

´1tq, t ě t0

observe that any px,wq P Z ˆ Z2 with |x| ď γ´1t gives rise to z “ px, 0q “ xe1 P Z2 of
norm }z}1

1 “ |x|γ ď t. Moreover since

(66) U ¨ z ´ pw, 0, . . . , 0q “ pξ ¨ x´ w, 0, . . . , 0q P Rm,

with the same first two coordinates followed by m ´ 2 zeros, we have the identity

(67) }U ¨ z ´ pw, 0, . . . , 0q}8 “ }ξ ¨ x´ w}8 ,

where we used } ¨ }2 being the maximum norm. As t is arbitrary (65) is implied.
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Now consider the reverse inequality

(68) ψmˆ2
U p} ¨ }1

1, } ¨ }2, tq ě ψ2ˆ1
ξ p| ¨ |, } ¨ }8, γ

´1tq, t ě t0.

Begin with pm,nq ‰ p4, 2q. Note that if z “ pz1, z2q P Z2 with }z}1
1 ď t does not lie in

the space z2 “ 0, then by equivalence of norms for any y P Zm

(69) }U ¨ z ´ y}8 " }z}´1{pm´2q
8 " }z}1´1{pm´2q

1 ě t´1{pm´2q

where the most left estimate holds since the system is decoupled and ζ P Badm´2,1. As we
noticed above that m ě 4 and 1{2 ď n{m, in our case pm,nq ‰ p4, 2q we have the strict
inequality 1{pm´ 2q ă n{m. Then, in view of (63), approximation quality (69) is beaten
by ψ2ˆ1

ξ p| ¨ |, } ¨}8, γ
´1tq, so extending accordingly the involved integer best approximation

approximations to Zn by adding 0 entries leads to the same smaller value. So we can
exclude such vectors. But for vectors z in the linear space z2 “ 0, the integer vector y

minimizing }U ¨ z´ y}8 for given z is easily seen to be of the form y “ pw, 0, . . . , 0q with
w P Z2, as otherwise some entry of U ¨ z ´ y is of modulus at least 1. Then the output
U ¨z´y P Rm again satisfies (66) and hence (67), settling (68) via a short calculation. For
m “ 4, n “ 2 a very similar argument applies using ζ “ ξ, however we need } ¨ }1 to be
expanding to exclude better approximations outside the space z2 “ 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 Rm and consider again the induced projected
norm } ¨ }1

2 on R2 by

}px1, x2q}1
2 :“ }px1, x2, 0, . . . , 0q}2.

It is easy to see that } ¨ }1
2 is an expanding norm on R2. A minor adaption of [27,

Corollary 2] to more general Φ 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 Φptq “ ct´n{m in view of (60) and c ď 1, it yields the following: For any
small enough c ą 0, we can similarly arrange some ξ P R2ˆ1 to satisfy

lim sup
tÑ8

tn{mψ2ˆ1
ξ p| ¨ |, } ¨ }1

2, tq “ c1 :“ cγn{m,

and

lim inf
tÑ8

tn{mψ2ˆ1
ξ p| ¨ |, } ¨ }1

2, tq “ 0.

We can then copy the proof above replacing } ¨ }8 by } ¨ }1
2 whenever considering ψ2ˆ1

ξ .
Again by the same argument, it suffices to show the accordingly altered variant of (64).
For the estimate (65), 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 (66), the defining
property of } ¨ }1

2 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 ℓ “ 2 is done.

Case ℓ ě 3: Then by (59) similarly to (60) we have

(70)
1

ℓ
ď n

m
ă 1

ℓ ´ 1
.
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Now again [27, Theorem 2.2] can be applied to Φptq “ ct´n{m for any c P p0, 1q, as its
conditions (d1)-(d3) are satisfied by (70). This yields ξ P Rℓˆ1 so that

lim sup
tÑ8

tn{mψℓˆ1
ξ ptq “ c, and lim inf

tÑ8
tn{mψℓˆ1

ξ ptq “ 0.

Now let ζ P Badm´ℓ,1 arbitrary unless if m “ 2ℓ then ζ “ ξ. We again consider U “
diagpξ, ζq P Rmˆ2 as above. As soon as strict inequality

(71) m ą 2ℓ

holds, we have 1{pm ´ ℓq ă n{m so that the analogue of (69) similarly implies that we
can restrict to the space z2 “ 0. It can be checked that the analogous arguments of the
case ℓ “ 2 above apply. Notably when transitioning to any expanding norm } ¨ }2, here
we apply a variant of [27, Corollary 2] with respect to simultaneous approximation to ℓ
numbers.

Finally we need to discuss the separate cases when (71) is satisfied, and evaluate the
Hausdorff dimensions. Recall we have assumed ℓ ě 3, moreover we can assume n ě 2 as
n “ 1 was done in [26]. Via (59), condition (71) is readily checked to be satisfied if n ě 3.
Thus we are left with the subset of cases n “ 2. The cases n “ 2, m ě 4 even, leading
to m “ 2ℓ, can be dealt with similarly to the case pm,nq “ p4, 2q for ℓ “ 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 Badm´ℓ,1 has full Hausdorff
dimension m ´ ℓ, we conclude that unless m “ 2ℓ, we get Hausdorff dimension bound

dimH FSm,npcq ě m ¨ pn ´ 2q ` pm ´ ℓq “ mpn ´ 1q ´
Qm
n

U
, m ě 2ℓ ` 1,

of the theorem. The remaining case m “ 2ℓ “ 2rm{ns is readily checked to lead precisely
to the cases n “ 2 and m even or pm,nq “ p4, 3q. When pm,nq “ p4, 3q we have ℓ “ 2,
which is already treated above. It should be remarked that for n “ 2 our Hausdorff
dimension bound is just mpn ´ 2q “ 0, thus of no interest. �

9. Proof of Lemma 1.1

For matrix Ω P Rmˆn and real numbers A,B P R` define the convex bodies

MA,BpΩq :“
#
z P Rn`m : max

1ďjďm

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
nÿ

i“1

Ωj,izi ` zn`j

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ď A, max

1ďiďn
|zi| ď B

+
,

xMA,BpΩq :“
#
z P Rn`m : max

1ďiďn

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇzi ´

mÿ

j“1

Ωi,jzn`j

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ď B, max

1ďjďm
|zn`j | ď A

+
.

The following theorem proven by German is crucial.

Theorem 9.1. [16, Theorem 7] Let Ω P Rmˆn and A,B P R`. If

MA,BpΩq X Zn`mzt0u ‰ H ,

then
xMA˚,B˚pΩq X Zn`mzt0u ‰ H
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for

A˚ “ CpAnB1´nq 1

n`m´1 and B˚ “ CpA1´mBmq 1

n`m´1 ,

with C ą 0 constant dependent only on n and m.

Equipped with Theorem 9.1 we can prove Lemma 1.1.

Proof. Since Ω P FSm,np} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2, cq Ď Rmˆn then we have that

Θmˆnp} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2,Ωq “ c .

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

Θmˆnp} ¨ }8, } ¨ }8,Ωq — c .

Hence, for all sufficiently large t P R and some ρ ą 0 there is an integer

b P Mρt´n{m,tpΩq X Zn`mzt0u .
Hence, by Theorem 9.1, for all sufficiently large u P R there exists integer

b P xMu,δu´m{npΩq X Zn`mzt0u ,
for

δ “ C
m`n
n ρ

m
npn`m´1q .

Hence ΩT P Din,mpδq, and by equivalence of norms there exists some δ˚ ą 0 such that
ΩT P Din,mp} ¨ }2, } ¨ }1, δ˚q. If D˚ “ Dnˆmp} ¨ }1, } ¨ }2q is the Dirichlet constant from (5) for
the transpose problem, for small enough δ and thus δ˚ ă D˚ this will induce a Dirichlet
improvable matrix ΩT . Conversely, for any 0 ă γ ă c there exists an unbounded sequence
of t P R for which

xMt,γt´n{mpΩT q X Zn`mzt0u “ H ,

otherwise Ω P Dim,npγq, which is clearly false since Ω P DIm,npcq. Applying the contra-
positive of Theorem 9.1 we obtain that there exist certain arbitrarily large u P R and a
constant C˚ ą 0 for which

MC˚u´n{m,upΩT q X Zn`mzt0u “ H .

Hence ΩT R Singn,m. Furthermore, one can similarly show that ΩT R Badn,m, and so

ΩT P Din,mp} ¨ }2, } ¨ }1, δ˚qzpSingn,m Y Badn,mq.
As previously mentioned Singn,m and Badn,m are independent of norms, and so ΩT P
FSn,mp} ¨ }2, } ¨ }1q as required. �
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