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POISSON APPROXIMATION AND WEIBULL ASYMPTOTICS IN
THE GEOMETRY OF NUMBERS

MICHAEL BJORKLUND AND ALEXANDER GORODNIK

ABSTRACT. Minkowski’s First Theorem and Dirichlet’s Approximation Theorem pro-
vide upper bounds on certain minima taken over lattice points contained in domains
of Euclidean spaces. We study the distribution of such minima and show, under some
technical conditions, that they exhibit Weibull asymptotics with respect to different
natural measures on the space of unimodular lattices in R%. This follows from very
general Poisson approximation results for shrinking targets which should be of inde-
pendent interest. Furthermore, we show in the appendix that the logarithm laws of
Kleinbock-Margulis, Khinchin and Gallagher can be deduced from our distributional
results.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider several extremal problems in Geometry of Numbers such as
the existence of lattice points in convex bodies, minimal values of polynomial maps and
Diophantine approximation. Our first results deal with generic unimodular lattices, for
which we use the following notation:

X, = the space of lattices in R? with covolume one,

g = the unique SLy4(R)-invariant probability measure on Xj.

We write Vol, for the Lebesgue measure on RY, normalized so that Voly ([O, 1]d) =1.

1.1. Application I: Minkowski’s Theorem

Let B C R? be a compact, convex, and symmetric set with non-empty interior and
let A be a lattice in R? of covolume one. The Minkowski’s First Theorem ([20, Lecture
IT, Theorem 11]) says that

Volg(B) >2¢ = ANB#0.

In order to discuss whether this result can be improved, it is natural to introduce the
function

cp(A):=inf{c>0: ANcB#0}, forAe X, (1.1)
Let
Ty ={(T1,....Ty) eRL: Ty --- Ty = 1}, (1.2)
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and for T' € 9, we consider the boxes

d
By = [[I-T,.T,) c R”.

p=1

Since vol(Br) = 2¢ it follows from Minkowski’s First Theorem that cp,(A) < 1.
Furthermore, it is easy to see that

sup {cp, (A) : A€ Xy} =1, (1.3)

whence Minkowski’s First Theorem is in some sense optimal. However, we can signifi-
cantly improve it for generic lattices:

Theorem 1.1. For ug-almost every A € Xy,

1 A —1
Tlw—oo  loglog ||T]|s d

(1.4)

This result can be proved using, for instance, the method introduced in [10].

Remark 1.2. Theorem 1.1 is an example of a logarithm law. Such laws have been
extensively studied in Number Theory and Dynamics. Perhaps the first occurrence of
a logarithm law is Khinchin’s Theorem (cf. (1.8)). It was realized by Sullivan [24]
that Khinchin’s Theorem is intimately connected with geodesic excursions to shrink-
ing cuspidal neighborhoods in finite volume hyperbolic orbifolds. Later this idea was
generalized and refined in the influential work of Kleinbock and Margulis [16].

[t turns out that the logarithm law (1.4), as well as other logarithm laws that we will
discuss later, are very much related to distributional convergence of extremal values of
arithmetic functions. We show in the appendix (see Proposition A.1) that Theorem
1.1 is a direct corollary of the following result:

Theorem 1.3. For a sequence of finite subsets A, of ; such that

min max |log T, — log T"
hin, me |log T}, — log T

15
log |A, | B (15)

|A,| — oo and

the minima

Ca, (A) := min cp,(A)

TeA,
satisfy
[ AV €a, = Wei (27 D/¢(d) 1, d),

where Wei denotes the Weibull distribution.

Remark 1.4. Here and throughout this paper, ( denotes Riemann’s {-function. We
also recall that the Weibull distribution Wei(\, a) with scale A and shape a is defined
by the distribution function 1 — exp(—(A¢)%).



POISSON AND WEIBULL ASYMPTOTICS 3

1.2. Application II: Minima of polynomial maps

We now turn to the very classical study of minimal values of homogeneous forms
restricted to lattice points (see [12, Ch. 6] and [20, Chapter IX]). Unlike Theorem 1.3,
this involves finding lattice points in non-conver sets. We consider the product form

d
I(x) := H |z,|, for z € R
p=1

The following result was proved by Kleinbock and Margulis ([16, Subsection 1.11]):

Theorem 1.5 (Kleinbock-Margulis). For ug-almost every A € X4,
logI1
lim sup __loglllv) >d—1. (1.6)
velillollwoo 108108 [[U]lo

We establish a distributional version of this result. For boxes By with T' € .7, and
a lattice A, we define

mp(A) :=inf {II(v) : 0 #v € AN Br}.
With this notation, we show:
Theorem 1.6. Let A, be a sequence of finite subsets of Ty satisfying (1.5), and
M, (A) = Jnin mp, (A).
Then
|An|(log |A)*7F - DMa, = Wei (27V¢(d)/ca, 1),
fid
where ¢q is the volume of the simplex {u € [0, 1] : uy + - +uq_q < 1}.

Remark 1.7. We stress that Theorem 1.5 is in fact a direct consequence of Theorem
1.6 (see Proposition A.1 in the Appendix).

This result can be generalized as follows. Let F' be a nontrivial homogeneous poly-
nomial on RY. For a lattice A € X, we consider the family of lattices

AT = {(Tl)\lu---de)\d): )\GA}, T:<T17"'7Td)€’%'

Extremal behaviour for this family of lattices was studied in [12, Ch. 3]. We investigate
the asymptotics of the minima

mr(F,A) ;== min {|F(v)|: 0 #v € Ar N [-1,1]}.

Theorem 1.8. There exist ¢ > 0, a € QF, b € Ny such that for any sequence of finite
subsets A, of Ty satisfying (1.5), and

Ma, (F,A) .= min mqp(F,A),

TeA,

one has
A, *(log | AL - Ma, (F,-) = Wei (c, a).
Ha
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1.3. Application III: Khinchin’s Theorem
Given o € R, we define
k(@) := min {TY@D|jga —pll : pe 27, 1<q< T}, for T>1.

By Dirichlet’s Approximation Theorem, we have kr(a) < 1 for all « € R?"!. Further-
more, according to Davenport and Schmidt [8, Theorem 1], for Lebesgue almost every
a € 0,1]41

lim sup kr(a) = 1. (1.7)

T—o00

On the other hand,

Theorem 1.9 (Khinchin). For Lebesque almost every o € [0,1]971,
_ log k() 1
1 — > —
HTH_,Sip loglogT — d—1’

The limits (1.7) and (1.8) indicate that the function 7 +— kp(«) fluctuates quite
wildly, and we wish to study its extremal behavior. More precisely, we show that
minima of the function 7' — kz(-) on sufficiently lacunary subsets of [1,00) exhibit
non-trivial Weibull asymptotics with respect to the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1]471.

(1.8)

More generally, we can deal with approximation of systems of linear forms. Let d > 3
and write d = dy + dy with dq,dy > 1. We set

Tr={T=T,.... Ty e Ty : Th,.... Ty, > 1, Ty 41,..., Ty < 1}. (1.9)
For T € %J“, we define
[T :=min (logTy,...,log Ty, —log Ty 41, . .., —log Ty). (1.10)

Given T' € 7,7, a € Matg, 4,([0,1]) and k > 0, we consider the inequalities

do
}Pl + Z Q154

j=1

Sk,-rl_lal:l"')dla |Qj|§Td1+j7j:17"'7d27

with p € Z% and ¢ € Z% and define

da
]CT(CY) = min {maxl ﬂ)pl + Z&qu]‘ S Zdl’ S Zd2’ |QJ| < Tdﬁ-j}'
=1

Theorem 1.10. For a sequence of finite subsets A, of 9; such that

Tg}ierin max | log T}, — log T,)| 7{reuAn | T |4
Ay = 00, — 00, —if _— 00, (1.11)
log |Ay| log |Ay|

the minima
8, () = min kr(a), for a € Maty 4,([0,1]),

TeA,
satisfy
Al R, == Wei (27D ¢(d) ", dy).
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Remark 1.11. We again stress that Theorem 1.9 follows directly from Theorem 1.10
(see Proposition A.2 in the Appendix).

1.4. Application IV: Gallagher’s Theorem

Now we consider a multiplicative version of Khinchin’s Theorem. Given a € R4,
we define

d—1 il
gT(a)::min{T-Hlil|qal—pl| pEeELT, lgqu}, for T > 1.

The following logarithm law was proved by Gallagher [10]:

Theorem 1.12 (Gallagher). For a.e. a € R4,
: log gr(c)
1 ———>d-1 1.12
17@j£p loglogT — ' ( )

More generally, given T' € 7,7, a € Matg, 4,([0,1]) and g > 0, we consider the
inequalities

dy

do
H nt Z Qu;q;

=1 j=1

d |
=9 (Hl:1Tl> v gl STy, =1, da,

with p € Z% and ¢ € Z% and define

dy do
gr(a) := min {HTz‘pz +> g
=1 j=1

Theorem 1.13. For a sequence of finite subsets A, of T, satisfying (1.11), the min-
ma -

q € L%, |q;| < Tyy;,
p e Zh, ’pz + 305 Oéquj’ <7

Ba, () = TrreliAn gr(a), for a € Matg, 4,([0,1]),

satisfy
[Anf(log [A)" - Ba, <= Wei (274 7V¢(d) /e, 1).

Remark 1.14. Just as before, it can be shown (see Proposition A.2 in the appendix)
that Theorem 1.13 implies Gallagher’s logarithm law (Theorem 1.12).

1.5. Structure of the paper

In the next section we discuss the theorems above in a very general context. Theorem
2.7 encompasses Theorem 1.3, Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 1.8 (see the discussion after
Remark 2.9 for more details), while Theorem 2.7 generalizes both Theorem 1.10 and
Theorem 1.13.
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2. GENERAL FRAMEWORK

Let X, denote the space of unimodular lattices in R%. Given a pair (1, C'), where 7
is a non-negative continuous function on R% and C' is a convex subset of R?, we define
the function 77 : Xy — [0, 00) by

nA) :=inf {n(X) : Xe ANC, X#£0}, for A€ X,. (2.1)

Motivated by the problems introduced in the previous section, we want to investigate
the asymptotic behaviour of minima of 77 along sparse samples taken from group orbits
in X,. More precisely, let H be a closed subgroup of SL;(R). Given a finite subset
F C H, we define

ne(A) = I}{lell{} n(h.A), for A € Xy, (2.2)

and consider the following problem

Problem 2.1. Let 6§ be a Borel probability measure on Xy and let (F,) be a sequence
of finite subsets of H such that |F,| — oco. Can we find a sequence (6,,) of positive real
numbers such that (g, /6,) has a non-trivial 0-distributional limit?

Let us make a few remarks before we state our main theorems concerning this ques-
tion (see Theorem 2.7 and Theorem 2.10 below). Note that for all £ > 0,

(i, <t} = U W A€ Xy ANC(t) # {0}}, (2.3)
where e

Ct):={xzeC :nlx) <t}
Hence, to study the #-distributional asymptotics of the sequence (ng, /d,), we need to
understand

«9({1\ € Xg @ Ny(A;0,t) > O}), as n — 0o,
where

N, (A t) = #{h €F,: hANC(t) # {0}} (2.4)
In what follows, we want to isolate conditions on (1, C') and (F,,) which ensure that we
can find a positive sequence (6,) such that, for some constants a, m, > 0,

Np(+;0,t) —_9_> Poi (mot“), for all t > 0, (2.5)
where Poi(m) denotes the standard Poisson distribution with mean m, and the arrow
denotes convergence in distribution (with respect to #). We recall that (2.5) just means
that for all ¢ > 0 and for all non-negative integers k,

(mot*)"
k!
Let us suppose that (2.5) holds. Then, by summing over all £ > 0, we see that

—met?®

Tim 9({A € Xy o No(A;6,t) = k}) -
0({ﬁFn/5n < t}) = 0<{A S Xd : Nn(Avént) > O}) —1- e—mot“’
for all t > 0. In other words, if (2.5) holds, then

NE, /On = Wei (m, "% a), asn — oo. (2.6)
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This shows that the Weibull asymptotics of the form (2.6) can be deduced from the
Poisson approximation of the form (2.5).
2.1. Volume regularity

In order to establish Poisson approximation of the form (2.5) (and consequently also
Weibull asymptotics of the form (2.6)), we need to assume that the growth of the
volumes of the sets C(t) is stable under small perturbations. The following definition
captures a convenient form of stability which is sufficient for our purposes.

Definition 2.2. Let a,c¢ > 0 and b > 0. The pair (n,C) is (a, b, ¢)-regular if
(i) n is locally Lipschitz, and y-homogeneous for some v > 0.

(i) C(t) is a bounded subset of R? for every ¢ > 0 and there exists a semi-norm 7
such that C' = {r < 1}.
(iii) The limit
= lim Vol (C(t))
t—0+ t2(—logt)®
exists.

We give several examples of (a, b, ¢)-regular pairs (n, C').

Example 2.3 (Norm balls). Let || - || be a norm on R?, and let
n=71=|-] and C={r <1}
Then 7 is clearly Lipschitz and 1-homogeneous, and (iii) holds with
a=d, b=0 and c¢= Vol ({|| -] <1}).

Example 2.4 (Products of linear forms). Let
n(x) =|z1---24), and 7(z) = maxy |z, for x € RY

and C' = {7 < 1}. Then 5 is locally Lipschitz and d-homogeneous, and 7 is a norm.
To verify (iii), one can use the coordinate system and the integration formula from [4,
Lemma 4.1]. Using the coordinate system from [1], the set

{xGRd: O0<my,...,0qg <1, 21 24 <t}
corresponds to
{(u,s) ERTV X R: wy, .o ugy <0, up+ -+ +ug_y > s, s <logt},

so that
logt

Voly(C(t)) = 2dcd/ e*s4 1 ds,

where ¢ is the volume of the simplex {u € [0,1]4"! : uy+...4+u4_1 < 1}. Hence, (iii)
holds with
a=1 and b=d—1 and c=2%,.
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Example 2.5 (Polynomial maps). Let F' be a nontrivial homogeneous polynomial map
on R?. Let

n(z) = |F(z)|, and 7(z)=maxy|zy|, forz e R,
and C' = {7 < 1}. Then 7 is locally Lipschitz and d-homogeneous, and 7 is a norm. It
remains to verify that the volume of the sets

Ct)={zeR: |F(z)| <t, |z1],...,|zq] <1}

has the stated asymptotics as ¢ — 07. This can be deduce using the resolution of
singularities that there exist ¢ > 0, a € Q*, b € Ny such that

Volg(C(t)) ~ ct*(—logt)’ ast— 07,

We refer, for instance, to [11, Th. 1] for a self-contained treatment.

Example 2.6 (Normed strips). Let d = (dy, dy) with d = d; + dy. Suppose that || - ||
and || - ||z are norms on R4 and R% respectively. Define

n(x) = H:c(l)Hl and 7(z) = Hx(2)H2, for x = (a:(l),a:(2)) e R4 x R%,

and C' = {7 < 1}. Then 7 is 1-homogeneous, 7 is a semi-norm on R? and (iii) holds
with

a=d; and b=0 and c=Volg ({|[- [l <1}) Volg, ({|- [z < 1}).

2.2. Poisson asymptotics with respect to j,
For T € 9, we set
h(T) := Diag (T1,...,T;) € SLq(R).

Then

Hy:={h(T) : T € T}
is a closed subgroup of SL;(R). We will be interested in analyzing the minima 7z(A) =
minpep 77(h.A) as above, where F' runs over sparse finite subset of H,; and A is generic
with respect to pg. To formulate this sparseness condition precisely, we define the
distance

distq(h(T), h(T")) := max {|log T}, — log T},| : k=1,...,d}, T.T' € .
If F'is a finite subset of Hy, we define the spread vq(F') by
vg(F) := min { distq(h,h') : h,h' € F, h#h'}. (2.7)
With this notation, we state our first main theorem:
Theorem 2.7. Let d > 3 and let (F,) be a sequence of finite subsets of Hy such that

Ud(Fn)
log | F},|

Suppose that the pair (n,C) is (a,b,c)-reqular and set §, = |F,|7Y% - (log|F,|)
Define the sequences (Ng,) and (N,,) as in (2.2) and (2.4) respectively. Then,

N, (-;d,u) = Poi (mou“), for all u > 0,
ta

|F,| — oo and

— 00, asn — oo.

fb/a.
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where m, := ca’/2((d). In particular,

NF,/On == Wl ((2¢(@)/(ca’) ', a), n — 0.

Remark 2.8. To get a better idea of what the condition vy(F},)/ log |F,,| — 0o means,
it might be instructive to consider the case when the sets F,, are contained in a fixed
one-parameter family in H;. More precisely, we define

T, =(s,...,s,s V@) for s > 0.
If0<s,1 <...<spp let By ={T,,,),....MT,,)}. Then vy(F,)/log|F,| — oo
if and only if
log <min{s’;’¢ ck=1,...,n— 1})

lim mk = 0.
n—00 log ‘Fn‘

In other words, vq(F},)/ log |F,| — oo if the lacunarity constants of the sets {s,.1, ..., Spn}
grow faster than logn.

Remark 2.9. We do not know if Theorem 2.7 holds when d = 2. Our proof relies
on precise small volume asymptotics in Rogers’ formula (see Lemma 5.3), which we
currently only know how to establish for d > 3 (see Remark 5.4).

Now we show that Theorems 1.3-1.8 are immediate consequences of Theorem 2.7.
Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let
n=7="lle, C={r<1}=[-11]"
Using the notation of Theorem 1.3, we obtain
FT)A) = inf {lpll = p € A(T) (AV{0}) N C}

= inf {||h(T)_1)\||OO A e A\{0} N h(T)C’}

= min {max; T; '|\;| : A € A\{0} N Br}

=min{c>0: IN € A\{0} NcBr} = cp, (A).
Given a finite set A,,, we take F,, = {h(T)™' : T € A, }. Then

Ca, (A) =7, (A),

so that we can apply Theorem 2.7 to study the minima €, (A) in the Minkowski
Theorem. Finally, we note that (|| - ||o, C) is (d,0,2¢)-regular (see Example 2.3). [

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let
0@) = o1z, @) = 2l C = {r <1} =[-1,1%
Using the notation of Theorem 1.6, we obtain
n(R(T)'A) = inf {II(p) : p € B(T)(A\{0})NC}
= inf {II(A) : A € A\{0} NA(T)C}
= inf {II(A) : A € A\{0} N Br} = mp,(A).

Hence, the minima A, (F, A) can be studied with the help of Theorem 2.7. Finally,
we note that the pair (n, C) is (1,d — 1, 2%,)-regular (see Example 2.4). O
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Proof of Theorem 1.8. Let
n) = [F@), 7(2) = 2w, C={r <1} =[-11"
Using the notation of Theorem 1.8, we obtain
H(A(T)A) = int {|F(p)| : p € h(T)(A\{0}) N C}
=inf {|F(p)| : X € A?\{0} N [~1,1]"} = mr(F, A).

Hence, the minima 9A, (A) can be studied with the help of Theorem 2.7. Finally, we
note that the pair (n, C) is (a, b, ¢)-regular (see Example 2.5). O

2.3. Poisson approximation with respect to the horospherical measure

Our second main result involves a measure supported on the sets of lattices arising
in Diophantine approximation. Let d > 3 and d = (di, ds) such that d;,dy > 1 and
d = dy + dy. Given a matrix o € Matg, 4,([0, 1]), we define the lattice A, € X, by

Aa - {(pl + (QQ)la Y L + (QQ)dlaQ) - p € Zd17 q € Zd2}7 (28)

and the probability measure v4 on X, by
[ v | o(ha)da, for ¢ € Cy(X,),
Xd Matdl,dg([ovl})

where da denotes the Lebesgue probability measure on Matg, 4, ([0, 1]) 22 [0, 1],
Let
Hy = {n(T): Te %Jr}.
For h(T) € Hj, we set |h(T)|q:= [T]q (see (1.10)). If F is a finite subset of H, we
define the spread vy (F) by

v (F) := min { min (|h], distq(h,B')) : h # b € F}. (2.9)

Our second main result is about distribution of the minima 7r(A) = minger 7(h.A),
where F' runs over sparse finite subset of Hg, and the lattice A is generic with respect
to the measure v,.

Theorem 2.10. Let d > 3, and let (F,) be a sequence of finite subsets of H; such

that
U;r (Fn)

log | Fy,|

Suppose that the pair (n,C) is (a,b,c)-reqular and set &, = |F,|~* - (log|F,|)
Then,

|F,| = o0 and — 00, asmn — oo.

fb/a'
N, (-;8,u) = Poi (mou“), for all u > 0,
vd

where m, := ca’/2((d). In particular,

T /0 => Wei ((26())"/*/(ca)"", @), 1 = .

Remark 2.11. We have the same issues when d = d; + ds = 2 as in Remark 2.9.

We shall show that Theorems 1.10 and 1.13 are direct consequences of Theorem 2.10.
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Proof of Theorem 1.10. Let m; : R? — R% and 7, : R? — R% denote the projections
on the first d; coordinates and the last dy coordinates respectively. Let

() = [m(2) oo, 7(2) = [Im2(2)[e0, € ={7 <1}.
We note that the pair (7, C) is (dy, 0, 2%)-regular (see Example 2.6). Then for T' € 7",

kr(a) = ﬁ(h(T)Aa),
so that Theorem 1.10 is a consequence of Theorem 2.10. U
Proof of Theorem 1.13. Let
n(x) =I(m(z), 7(@)=lle C={r<1},

where TI(y) = |y; - - - yg, | for y € R4, The pair (n, C) is (1,d; — 1, 2%, )-regular, where
cq, is the volume of the simplex {u € [0,1]%! : up + ... +ug, 1 < 1}. Indeed, this is
a combination of Examples 2.5 and 2.6. Then for T' € 7",

gr(a) =7 (h(T)Aa),

and Theorem 1.13 is a consequence of Theorem 2.10. U

2.4. Connections to earlier works

In Section 4 and Section 6, we explain how the results stated above can be recast
in the language of dynamical systems and shrinking targets (possibly with respect to
a non-invariant measure). There is a vast literature on Poisson asymptotics (and thus
on extremal laws) for shrinking targets, and we will not attempt to make a comprehen-
sive summary. The investigations in this paper could be said to originate from some
surprising observations concerning Poisson approximation in the gap distribution of
Laplacian eigenvalues by Sinai [22, 23] (see also the subsequent work by Hirata [13]
for a more dynamical framework, closer to the spirit of this paper). In the setting
of homogeneous spaces, the distribution of extreme values of excursions for partially
hyperbolic one-parameter subgroups was studied by Pollicott [17] and Kirsebom [15].

Recently, Dologopyat, Fayad and Liu [9] have conceptualized a lot of the early de-
velopments by emphasizing the role of quantitative multiple mixing (VV-mixing in our
paper). Their setup and arguments in [9, Section 3| are close to the ones presented
in Section 4 below. In particular, their notion of simple admissible targets [9, Defini-
tion 3.2] captures a similar form of volume growth stability under perturbations as our
notion of (a, b, ¢)-regularity, and their [9, Proposition 3.9] is close to our Theorem 4.4
(specialized to R-flows).

2.5. An overview of the paper

In Section 3 we state a common generalization (Theorem 3.1) of Theorem 2.7 and
Theorem 2.10, and deduce these theorems from it, highlighting the role of volume reg-
ularity. In Section 4 we discuss Poisson asymptotics for general shrinking targets. We
introduce the notion of W-equidistribution and show that W-equidistribution ensures
that we always have Poisson asymptotics under some weak assumptions on the shrink-
ing targets (Theorem 4.4). In Section 6, we deduce Theorem 3.1 from Theorem 4.4. To
do this, we need small volume asymptotics for hitting sets in the space of lattices. Such
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asymptotics are proved in Section 5 (Lemma 5.3), using classical formulas of Siegel and
Rogers.
3. THE ROLE OF VOLUME REGULARITY

In this section we extend Theorem 2.7 and Theorem 2.10 to a larger class of shrinking
targets (see Theorem 3.1 below). In Subsection 3.3 we explain how (a, b, ¢)-regularity of
the pair (n, C') implies that the sequence (C(ud,)), which appear in both Theorem 2.7
and Theorem 2.10, fit this framework, and thereby proving these theorems (assuming
Theorem 3.1).

3.1. Definitions and notation
We denote by || - [|oe the £*°-norm on R?, and define
Dp:={z €R?: ||z« < R}, for R>0.
If t € R and B C R?, we write
t-B={tx : z € B}.
We say that a subset B C R? is balanced if tB C B for all |t| < 1. Given ¢ > 0, let
W, :={g€SL4(R) : |[g—id|op <&}, (3.1)

where || - ||o, denotes the operator norm on SLy4(R) with respect to || - ||«. If B is a
subset of R?, we write

W.B={gx:9geW., x¢c B}.
3.2. Poisson approximation

Let (F},) be a sequence of finite subsets of H,; such that |F,| — oo and let (B,,) be
a sequence of bounded and balanced sets in R?. We define

Nu(A) :=#{h € F, : hANB, #{0}}, for A€ X, (3.2)

In the next subsection we show how one can prove Theorem 2.7 and Theorem 2.10
from the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let d > 3 and suppose that there exist
(1) a sequence (g,,) of positive integers such that €, > |F,|~7 for some o > 0.
(ii) two sequences (B ) and (B}) of bounded and balanced subsets of R? such that
W.,.B, C B, and W., B, C B}
and the limits
€:= lim |F,|-Volg(B]) = lim |F,| - Vol4(B,)
n—yo0 n—so0
exist.
Then,
(1) If va(F,)/log|F,| — oo, then
N, = Poi (£/20(d)).
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() If F, € Hy for alln and vy (F,)/log|F,| — oo, then
N, = Poi (£/2¢(d)).
vi

3.3. Proofs of Theorem 2.7 and Theorem 2.10 assuming Theorem 3.1
Let a,c > 0 and b > 0, and suppose that (n, C) is a (a, b, ¢)-regular pair. In particular,
={zeR?: n(x) <t, 7(x) <1}, forallt>0,
for some semi-norm 7 on RY, and C(¢) is a balanced and bounded subset of R? for
every t > 0.
Let (F},) be a sequence of finite subsets of Hy and set 6, = |F,|~(log|F,|)~**.
Fix u > 0. We want to apply Theorem 3.1 to the sets
B, = C(0,u) and Bf =t-C0(5,(u=B,)), (3.3)

for some suitable sequences (1) and (/3,) of positive real numbers. More precisely, we
wish to choose four sequences (t2), (¢,,) and (/3,) such that

lim £ =1 and &,> |F,|™7, for some o >0,

n—oo

and (for all sufficiently large n, depending on u),
(1) We,.(t, - C(0n(u = Bn))) C C(dnu).

(2) Wen C(opu) C tf - C(0p(u+ Br)).

(3) lim, | F,| Volg (C(0,(u % B8,)) = ¢ - ua®.

b implies:

If we can do this, then Theorem 3.1, applied with £ = ¢ - u®a
e (Theorem 2.7) If vy(F},)/log|F,| — oo, then

N,, = Poi (cu®a’/2¢(d)), for all u > 0.
Ha

e (Theorem 2.10) If F,, C H; for all n and vy (F,)/log|F,| = oo, then
N, ? Poi (cu“a’/2¢(d)), for all u > 0.
Let us now address the choices of the four sequences (), (g,,) and (,). The following
lemma will be useful.
Lemma 3.2. There exists a constant M such that
W..C(t) C (14 Me)-C(t+ Me),
for all e,t € [0,1].
Proof. Fix e,t € [0, 1]. Note that
W..C(t) C {z e R? : Jy € C(t) such that [z — ylls < e[|yl }
C {z € R?: 3y such that ||z — ylle < £l|yllcer ny) <t, T(y) <1}
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Since C(1) is a bounded subset of R?, there exists a constant M, such that C(1) C Dy, .
Hence, for every z € W..C(t), we can find y € Dy, such that

[zl < (T4 )llylloe, n(x) <t+n(x) —nly)l and 7(x) <1+ |7(x) - 7(y)l.

Since both 1 and 7 are locally Lipschitz and x,y € Dsys,, we can find a constant L
such that

In(@) —=n)| < Lllz = ylloo < LM,e  and  |7(x) — 7(y)| < Ll|z — ylls < LM, ¢
We conclude that
W..C(t) C{zxeR?: n(z) <t+LM,e, 7(x) <1+ LM,e}.

Set M := LM,. Since n is y-homogeneous for some v > 0 and 7 is 1-homogeneous, we
thus see that

t+ Me
(1+ Me)”

which finishes the proof. O

W..O(t) C (1+Ms)-C< )c (1+ Me) - C(t + Me),

Let (s,) be a sequence of positive real numbers converging to zero (to be specified
later), and set

1
€n = O0pS, and t;:m and tf =1+ Me, and S,= Ms,,

where M is as in the lemma above. Note that t& — 1 as n — oco. Since (s,) and (4,)
converge to zero, we may without loss of generality assume that n is large enough so
that £, < u and §,u < 1, in which case we can apply Lemma 3.2 with

t=0,u and e =¢,=09,5,,

and readily deduce the inclusions (1) and (2) above. Concerning the limit in (3), we
argue as follows. Firstly, since 0,,(u &+ 3,,) — 0 and (n, C) is (a, b, ¢)-regular, we have

i Voly (C(6,(u £ 8,)))
T Gy B) (—log 8, (u £ 5,)

Hence, since 5, = |Fy|~*/*(log | F[) "/,
lim |Fn| VOld (C<5n<u + ﬁn))) =c- lim ‘Fn‘(sz(u + ﬁn)a(— log 5n(u + ﬁn))b

a + b
(B (alog| By 4 r(w)
n—o0 (log [y )

= c-uta,

where 7£(u) := 2loglog |F,| 4+ log(u =+ f3,). This proves (3). It remains to choose the

sequence (s,) so that g, > |F,|~ for some ¢ > 0. Since 8, = |F,|""%(log |F,|)~"/,
we can for instance take s, = (log |F,|)"¢/|F,|', in which case o = 2/a.
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4. POISSON APPROXIMATION FOR SHRINKING TARGETS

In this section we show how equidistribution (or mixing) of all orders can be used to
establish Poisson asymptotics in some situations which involve shrinking targets. We
begin by proving a very general criterion for Poisson approximation (Lemma 4.1). Then
we introduce the notion of W-equidistribution which is a simultaneous generalization
of both (quantitative) equidistribution (of all orders) and (quantitative) mixing (of
all orders). Our main result in this section is Theorem 4.4, which provides criteria
for when the hitting times to shrinking targets in a W-equidistributing setting are
asymptotically Poissonian.

4.1. A general criterion for Poisson approximation

Let (Z,v) be a probability space and let H be an infinite set. Let (F,,) be a sequence
of finite subsets of H such that |F,| — oo. Suppose that for every n and h € F,, we
are given a measurable subset A, , C Z. Define

Nu(z) :=#{h€F, : z€A,,}, forzeZ. (4.1)

We will prove that the sequence (NV,,) is v-asymptotically Poissonian with mean m,
provided that the sets A,, 5, for h € F),, are "almost independent” for large n. To make
this more precise, we define

A, (m) == max{} |F,|" - y( N An,h) —m’|  F'CF,, |F| :7’}, (4.2)

heF’

for positive integers r,n and a real number m > 0. If |F,,| < r, we set A, .(m) = 0 for
all m. Note that if the sets A, ), for h € F,, are v-independent, and if v(A4,, ) = m for
all h, then A, .(m) = 0.

The following lemma will be useful in the next subsection.
Lemma 4.1. Suppose that there exists m > 0 such that

lim A, ,(m)=0, forallr>1.

n—o0

Then

N,, = Poi(m) asn — co.

Proof. By the classical method of moments (see e.g. [2, Theorem 30.1)), it suffices to
show that

T

Ny
lim ( ) dv = ﬁ, for all r > 1. (4.3)
Z \ T

n—o00 rl

By [19, Section 7.3, Eq. (3.4)],

/Z<A;n) dV:Z”( ﬂ An,h), for all > 1,

F’ heF’



16 MICHAEL BJORKLUND AND ALEXANDER GORODNIK

where the sum is taken over all finite subsets F' C F), with |F’| = r. Hence,

L) =2 ) =) ()i

F’ heF’
1 ( |F.]\ m”
= (1B ) A =) ()
|Fn|7" ; h@/ r |Fn|7’

Since |F,| = 00 as n — oo and lim,,_,o A, -(m) = 0, we conclude that

- N, m' _ — 1 [|F) 1 [|F,]\ 1
i | av =" < B (= (") a0+ (= () = 1))
nﬂé@)vﬂ—ﬁwm(ﬂ»ﬂ+@ﬂr i)

1. An T
= lim +(m) =0.
n—o0 rl
Since r is arbitrary, this proves (4.3), and we are done. O

4.2. Quantitative multiple equidistribution

The main aim of this subsection is to define the notion of W-equidistribution for
actions of real Lie groups on locally compact spaces. To be able to do this, we first
need to discuss C%-norms and good pairs.

4.2.1. C?%-norms

Let G be a real Lie group with Lie algebra g. Given Y € g we denote by Dy the
differential operator defined by

(Dy1)(9) = Sp(e¥9) o 0 € C(),

Let {Y1,...,Y;} be a basis for g, where s = dimg. Given a € N* we define the
differential operator D, by

D, = Dy!---Dy.
We refer to |a| := a1 + ... + ay as the order of D,, and define, for ¢ > 1,

pllce := max{||Dapllos : || < q}, for p € CZ(G). (4.4)
4.2.2. Good pairs and YV-equidistribution

Let Z be a locally compact and second countable metrizable space, endowed with
a jointly continuous action of G. We assume that there exists a G-invariant Borel
probability measure p on Z. Let A be a G-invariant sub-algebra of C -1+ C.(Z), and
let S = (S,) be a family of semi-norms on \A.

Definition 4.2 (Good pairs). We say that the pair (A,S) is good if for every Borel
set A C Z such that either A or A°is pre-compact, and for every p € C°(G), we have

prxac A and Sy(p*xa) <qllpllcs,
for all ¢ > 1, where the implicit constants only depend on ¢, and not on the set A.

Let H be a closed subgroup of G. For every r > 1, let w, be a non-negative function
on the space of r-element subsets of H, and set W = (w,).
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Definition 4.3 (W-equidistribution and W-mixing). Let v be a Borel probability
measure on 4. We say that v W-equidistributes to p along H with respect to the pair
(A,S) if for every r > 1, there exist 6, > 0 and ¢, > 1 such that for every ¢ € A and
F C H with |F| = r, we have

‘/ZHsoohdv— </Zsodu>r‘ < e S (o),

where the implicit constants only depend on r. In the case when v = u, we say that p
is W-mixing with respect to (A, S).

In Section 6 below, we consider the case Z = X, and G = SL4(R) and p = pq, and
provide examples of good pairs (A, S) and triples (H, v, W) such that v equidistributes
to p along H with respect to the pair (A, S).

4.3. W-equidistribution and Poisson approximation

Our aim is now to connect W-equidistribution with Poisson approximation. This is
done in Theorem 4.4 below.

In what follows, let H be a closed subgroup of G and let (A,S) be a good pair.
Let v be a probability measure on Z and suppose that v W-equidistributes to p along
H with respect to (A,S), for some W = (w,). For every r > 1, we extend w, to a
function w, defined on all finite subsets of H by

W, (F) = min{w,(F') : F'CF, |[F|=r}.
If |F| <r, we set w,(F) = 0.

Let (F,) be a sequence of finite subsets of H such that |F,,| — oo, and let (A,,) be a
sequence of Borel subsets of Z such that for every n, either A, or A¢ is pre-compact.
We define

Ny(z)=#{h€F, : hz€A,}, forzeZ. (4.5)
The next theorem is the main result of this section. It provides a criterion for when
the sequence (N,) is v-asymptotically Poissonian in terms of WV and the behaviour of
the sequence p(AL) of real numbers, where A are Borel sets in Z which approximate

the set A, from above and below. The spirit of the criterion is similar to [9, Theorem
2.10 and Theorem 3.7], which deal with R-flows.

Theorem 4.4. Suppose that
im @ (F)

=00, forallr>1.

and that there exist

(1) a sequence (V,,) of open identity neighbourhoods in G and a sequence (p,,) of non-
negative smooth functions on G such that supp(p,) C V,, and fG pndmg = 1
for all n, with the property that for every ¢ > 1, there is o, > 0, such that

onllcaa) <q |[Fnl”,

for all n, where the implicit constants only depend on q.



18 MICHAEL BJORKLUND AND ALEXANDER GORODNIK

(1) two sequences (A;) and (A') of Borel sets in Z such that
Vo, A, C A, and V,.A,C A foralln,
and such that
m = lim |F,|u(A7) = lim |F,|u(A;).
n—yo0 n—yo0

Then, N,, = Poi(m), as n — oo.

4.4. Proof of Theorem 4.4

We define ;7 = py, * x4+. Since p, > 0 and supp(p,) C V,, the inclusions in our
assumption (ii) imply
and thus, for every finite subset ' C H

/ngnohdzjgy( N h*l.An> g/ [] & onav. (4.6)
Z heF heF' Z her’

Furthermore, since p is G-invariant and |, o Pndmg =1, we have

/Zwi dp = p(Ay)  and /an dp = p(Ay). (4.7)

Since (A, S) is a good pair, and since either A,, of A is pre-compact, we have p= € A,
and

Sa(en) <q llpullose) <q |Fal™,  forall g > 1, (4.8)
where we in the last inequality used our assumption (i). We stress that the implicit
constants are independent of n.

By assumption, v W-equidistributes to p along H with respect to (A, S), so it follows
from (4.7) and (4.8) that

)
| Tt ondv—niazy

X heF’

K |Fy o - e rer ) (4.9)

for every subset F’ C F,, with r elements. We stress that the implicit constants only
depend on 7. From (4.6) and (4.9) we now conclude that

Elv( ()it = < B[ T ei o= n(agy) + (Buap) - nr

heF’ Z heFr

<<7‘ (|Fn|,l,L(A:))r o mT‘ + |Fn|7‘(1+0'qr) . 6_6rwr(F/)

<, (|Fn|,u(AZ))r —m" + |Fn|r(1+0qr) . 6_61"@7'(Fn)’ (4.10)
for every subset F” of F,, with r elements. Similarly,
() A = 3 ([Eal(A7)) = — [Fy[05om) 8T (4 11)
heF"
for every subset F’ of F,, with r elements.
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Since we assume that
w,(Fy)
n—oo log ||

we see from (4.10) and (4.11) that
lim max{’|Fn|rl/< ﬂ h_l.An> —m"
n—0o0 heF!

for every > 1. By Lemma 4.1, this shows that N,, = Poi(m), as n — oc.

=oo and m = lim |F,|pu(A)) = lim |F,|u(A;),

F'CF, |F|=r}=0,

5. SIEGEL TRANSFORMS

We recall that X denotes the space of unimodular lattices in R, equipped with the
Chabauty topology. The standard SLy(R)-action on Xy is jointly continuous and there
is a unique SLg4(R)-invariant Borel probability measure on X, which we denote by ji4.
5.1. Hitting sets

Given a Borel set B C R, we define the hitting set Qg C X4 by

We note that Qg is a Borel set in X;. By Mahler’'s Compactness Criterion [7, Chapter
V, Theorem IV], the complement Q is compact in X, if B contains a neighborhood
of 0 in RY.

5.2. Siegel transforms

Given A € X4, we denote by A, the set of primitive vectors in A. If f: R? — C is
a Borel function with bounded support, we define its Siegel transform f : X4 — C by

F)=>" f(n), for Ae X, (5.2)
AEApr

In particular, if B is a bounded Borel set in R?, then Y5(A) = |B N Al

The following theorem summarizes important special cases of two fundamental for-
mulas of Siegel and Rogers.

Theorem 5.1 (Siegel’s and Rogers’ formulas). Let B C R be a bounded and symmetric
Borel set.

(i) SIEGEL, [21, Section 2] If d > 2, then X € L'(uq) and
~ VOld(B)
XB(A) duqa(A) = ,
[ o)) = 5
(i) ROGERS, [18, Theorem 5] If d > 3, then X € L*(j1q), and

I  _Voly(B) . Volu(B)\?
/X Rl ) = 2 (o)
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5.3. Volume asymptotics

We recall that a subset B C R? is balanced if tB C B for all [t| < 1. Note that every
balanced set is symmetric.

Lemma 5.2. Let d > 2. For every bounded and balanced Borel set B C R?, we have
Qp ={Xp >0} ={X5 > 2}.

and
11a(Qp) < V;édég ),

Proof. Since B is balanced, we have %B C B for every integer k£ > 1, and thus

Op = {A : AHB#{O}} - {A Y (k:.AprﬂB> 7A{O}}
k>1

{ Uk(Aprﬂ B) {0}} (A AN B £ {0}).

This shows that Qp = {Xp > 0}. Furthermore, since B is symmetric, |A,, N B| must
be an even integer for every A € X, which proves that we also have Qp = {X5 > 2}.
Finally, we note that by Siegel’s formula (Theorem 5.1 (i)),

Vol,(B N .
a(B) = / XBdpg > / X5 ditg > 2 - ua(2p).
C<d> Xa {52322}

O
Lemma 5.3. Let d > 3. For every bounded and balanced Borel set B C R?, we have
Vol Vol (
i) - Y8 (Vo)
Proof. By Lemma 5.2, we have p4(Qp) < Vozd((?) so we only need to show that
VOld(B) VOld(B) 2
Op) > _ ( ) .

We note that

~ ~ 1/2 ~2 1/2
XBdpg = X{xs>0} * XB Aita < pa(Q2p) 7~ - ( XB dﬂd) ;
Xd Xd Xd

and thus, by Theorem 5.1 (i) and (ii).
<Vold(B)) < 10 - <2Vold(B) N <Vold(B))2>.

¢(d) ¢(d) ¢(d)
From this we conclude that
VOld(B) 1 VOld(B) VOld(B) 2
1) 2 S50 Ty = o) - (%@ )

2¢(d)
where we in the last inequality used the trivial inequality 1%% >1—tforallt>0 0O
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Remark 5.4. Kleinbock and Margulis have proved a version of Lemma 5.3 for convez
sets in [16, Proposition 7.1]. They claim that their lemma also holds for d = 2, but
unfortunately their argument relies on [16, Theorem 7.3], which cannot be applied in
the case when d = k = 2 (the relevant parameters in [16, Proposition 7.1] for d = 2).

There are some versions of Roger’s formula for d = 2 by Athreya-Margulis I, Sub-
section 4.2] and Kelmer-Yu [14, Theorem 1]. However, it seems to be difficult to use
these formulas to deduce small volume asymptotics as in Lemma 5.3.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1

6.1. A good pair

Let A =C-1+ C>(X,). Note that if A is Borel subset of X; such that either A
or its complement A¢ is compact, and p is a complex-valued, smooth and compactly
supported function on G, then p * x4 € A. We will construct a family S = (S,) of
norms on the algebra A such that the pair (A, S) is good (see Definition 4.2). Given
a non-zero element Y in the Lie algebra sl;(R), we define the differential operator Dy

on A by

d
Dyg(x) = %go(ety.x) li=o, for x € X,.

Let {Yi,...,Y_ 1} be a basis for sly(R). For every o = (v, ..., ap_1) € N¥71 we
set D, := D" -- -Dgﬁ:l, and for ¢ > 1 and ¢ € A, we define

lellcax,y = max{||Daglloc : a1+ ...+ age_q < q}.
Let us fix a proper right-invariant distance function on SL4(R). Since SL4(R) acts
transitively on Xy with uniformly discrete stabilizers, we can define a (non-invariant)

quotient metric on X4, and write Lip for the corresponding Lipschitz norm. We now
define

Sq(p) = max(|lellcacx,), Lip(y)), for g > 1. (6.1)
It is not difficult to see that if A C X, is a Borel set such that either A or A€ is
pre-compact, and p € C°(G), then
Sa(p*xa) <q llpllcs,  for all g > 1,

where the implict constants are independent of the Borel set A, and || - ||c« is defined
as in (4.4). Hence (A,S) is a good pair.

We recall that

W.={g €SLi(R) : |lg—id|lop <e}, fore >0,

where || - ||op is the operator norm with respect to the ¢*-norm on R?%. The proof of
the following simple lemma is left to the reader.

Lemma 6.1. There is a family (p:) of non-negative smooth functions on SLy(R) such
that supp p. C W and [ p. dmgr,r) = 1 for every € > 0, and with the property that
for every g > 1, there exists kg > 0 such that

|pellce < €7, for all e > 0,

where the implicit constants only depend on q.
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6.2. W-mixing for pg

Let Hy < SLg(R) be as in Subsection 2.2. If F' C Hy is a finite set with 7 elements,
we define w,(F) := vy4(F), where vy is defined as in (2.7), and set W = (w,.). The
following theorem was proved by the authors and Manfred Einsiedler [6, Theorem 1.1].

Theorem 6.2. For every d > 2, pg is VWW-mixing with respect to (A, S).

Remark 6.3. Theorem 6.2 is not explicitly stated in [6] with the norms (S,) above.
However, these norms satisfy the properties (N1-N4) listed in [0, Subsection 2.2]; this
is enough to guarantee VV-mixing.

6.3. W-equidistribution of v, to 14 along H

Let d = (dy,dy) such that d = d + dy, and let Hj < SL4(R) be as in Subsection
2.3. If F C H is a finite set with r elements, we define w,(F) := v (F), where v is
defined as in (2.9). The following theorem was proved by the authors [5, Theorem 1.1].

Theorem 6.4. For every d = (dy, ds) such that d = dy + dy > 2, vy W-equidistributes
to pq along H;.

Remark 6.5. Theorem 6.4 for one-parameter sub-semigroups of H,; was proved earlier
by the authors in [3, Theorem 2.2].

6.4. Proof of Theorem 3.1

Let d > 3, and let (F},) be a sequence of finite subsets of Hy such that |F,| — oo
and either

Ud(Fn)
1) 1
)t log | F,|

= 00, Or

+

n .Y (F) _
(2) F, C Hy and nlg& g |FL| 00

Theorem 6.2 tells us that we are in the setting of Theorem 4.4, and (1) implies that the

first assumption of Theorem 4.4 (about w,) is satisfied. Theorem 6.4, in combination

with (2), says the same thing. We will check that the other two conditions (i) and (ii)

(with m = £/2¢(d)) in Theorem 4.4 are satisfied for
V,:=W., and p,:=p., and A,:=Qp and A := Qp=,

where (g,,), (B,,) and (BF) are as in the statement of Theorem 3.1. If these conditions
hold, then Theorem 4.4 implies that

e N, => Poi (£/2¢(d)) - in the case of (1).
¥
o N, => Poi (£/2¢(d)) - in the case of (2).

Proof of (i) in Theorem 4./
Since €, > |F,|~7 for some ¢ > 0, we conclude from Lemma 6.1 that
pnllcs < €70 < |F, |78, for all ¢ > 1,

where the implicit constants only depend on ¢. This proves (i) with o, := ok,.
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Proof of (it) in Theorem 4./

The inclusions are obvious. To prove that

JLITOlJFan(A;E) = W’

we argue as follows. First note that

VOld(Bi) VOld(Bi)
F,|- Ai:Fn-< Q —7") F,| —. 6.2
Ful 1l 42) = Bl (il @5) = 50 ) 1B -5 (62)
By our assumption in Theorem 3.1, the second term converges to £/2((d) when n — oo.
In particular, Volg(BE) — 0. By Lemma 5.3, the absolute value of the first term is

bounded from above by

! 2¢(d) " 2(d) 2¢(d)
Since the first factor on the right hand side stays bounded as n — co while the second

factor tends to zero, we conclude that the first term in (6.2) tends to zero as n — oo.
Hence, lim,, | F,,| n(AE) = £/2¢(d), which finishes the proof of (ii).

APPENDIX A. WEIBULL ASYMPTOTICS IMPLIES A LOGARITHM LAwW

Let (X, ) be a probability space and let fr, with 7" € .7, be positive measurable
functions on X. We assume that the minima of these functions are Weibull distributed,
i.e. we suppose that there exist a,c > 0, b > 0 such that given any sequence of finite
subsets A,, of 7 satisfying

i log T, — log T
ppin, max|log T, —log T,

A, d
|A,| = 00 an oz A

— 00, (A1)

the minima

MA ::min{fT: TEAn}

satisfy
|AL|“(log |AL))? - Ma, = Wei (c, a).
w

Proposition A.1. Under the above assumption, for every é < d—1 and p-a.e. x € X,
lim inf (log ||T|s)® fr(z) = 0.

[T loo—00
In particular, it follows from Theorem 1.3 that the Minkowski constants (1.1) satisfy
d—1

liminf (log ||T]|s) ¢ “cpp(A) =0 forall e >0 and pg-a.e. A € Xy

[T]loc—00
(cf. (1.4)). Also from Theorem 1.6 we obtain that
||1}T|n inf (log ||T]|oe)* " mp,(A) =0 for all e >0 and pg-a.e. A € Xy
0 —>00

In particular, there exist v; € A such that
lim (log [|vil|oc) ™" ~*II(v;) = 0
1—r 00

(ct. (1.6)).
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Proof of Proposition A.1. For the sake of a contradiction, we assume that there exist
c1, o > 0 such that

p({z € X ¢ liminfyp) o (log 1T )|lo0)® fr(z) > c1}) > co.
For a finite subset A C .7, we write
p(A) = max{(log ||T||ec)®: T € A} and Ma(x) := min{fp(z): T € A}.

We observe that
liminf (log [|T]|ee)® fr(z) > ¢1

[IT|oo =00

means that there exists Ty(z) such that
(log || Tloc)® fr(x) > 1 when || T = To().
In particular, when ||T||s > To(z) for all T' € A,
p(A)YMA(z) > min{(log | T||e)® fr(z) : T € A} > ¢;.
Let us pick a sequence of finite subsets A,, such that
min{||7]|e : T € Ap} — 00 asn — oc. (A.2)
Then the set
{r e X : 3T(2) : (log | T]lee)® fr(x) > c1 when || Tl > To(x)}
is contained in
{z € X : Ing(x) : p(A,)Ma, (z) > ¢ for all n > ny(x)}.
In particular, we conclude that
p({z € X : Ing(z) : p(A,)Ma, (z) > ¢ for all n > ng(z)}) > co.
Setting
Oui={r € X p(A)Ma, (@) > 2},
we conclude that p(liminf €2,) > ¢o. This implies that
w(€2,) > co for all sufficiently large n. (A.3)
Let us for now additionally assume that the sets A,, satisfy (A.1) and
|[An|*(log | Ay ])*
p(An)

Below we show that such sequences of sets really do exist.

— 00. (A.4)

|An|*(log |Ay

We choose u € R so that e~ < ¢,. Since ¢; DB D® < 4 for sufficiently large

n, we deduce that
1(2) < p({z € X+ |AL]*(log |AL])* Ma, (x) > u}) — e~ < ¢y,
However, this contradicts (A.3). Therefore, we conclude that for all ¢; > 0,

p({z € X ¢ liminfyp) o (log 1T )ls0)® fr(z) > a}) =0.
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This implies the proposition, provided that we can show that we can construct (A,)

satisfying the conditions (A.1), (A.2), (A.4). For this we use parameters ¢, 0, — occ.

Let

An = {T(Sl, Ce Sdfl) 1 S S1y.+.,8d-1 S gn},
where
T(s1,....50-1) = (05, ... 001, 0, 2n),

Then |A,| = ¢2=1 — oo, and the condition (

)

0, = (“» with w, — oco. The condition (A.2
(A.4) holds when

log0n 4 ~5. g0 that
log £y, )

is obviously satisfied, and the condition

A.1) is equivalent to

ez(dfl) ez(dfl)faé
= — 00.
log(62)® — (wnlogby)® >
Since § < d — 1, this can be arranged by taking for instance w,, = log¥¢,. O

An analogue of Proposition A.1 also holds in the setting of Theorems 1.10 and 1.13.
We fix a tuple d = (di,ds) such that d = d; + ds, di,dy > 1 and consider the sub-
semigroup 7," of ; defined in (1.9). Let ¢ be a cone in Z;" with finitely many
faces. We consider positive measurable functions fr, T € €, on X and assume that
the minima of these functions satisfy the Weibull distribution. Namely, we suppose
that there exist @ > 0, b > 0 such that given any sequence of finite subsets A,, of ¥
satisfying |A,| — oo and

. I%inA max |log T), — log T,| min | 7|4
AIE8 b oo and A o (A.5)
log |A,| log A, ]

the minima

MA ::min{fT: TEAn}

n

satisfy
IA,*(log |AL]) - Ma, = Wei (c, a).
m

Proposition A.2. Under the above assumption, if dy = dim(%), for every § < dy and
p-a.e. v € X,
liminf (log ||T||e)® fr(z) = 0.
[T )|oo—>00
Let us apply this proposition in the setting of Theorem 1.10 with dy = d — 1 and
dy = 1 with the cone

C = {(V/@1 /=D =y >

We conclude that

liminf (log ||Tle) 1 kr(c) = 0.
17°[|oc —o00

for every € > 0 and Lebesgue almost every a € [0,1]%7! (cf. (1.8)).
In the setting of Theorem 1.13 with d; = d — 1 and dy = 1 with the cone
C= {(tl/(dfl)sl, . ,tl/(dfl)sd_l,tfl) DSy Sg >t > g sy = 1},

we deduce that
liminf (log ||7||e)* " “gr(a) = 0.

[T]Joo—+00
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for every € > 0 and Lebesgue almost every o € [0, 1] (cf. (1.12)).

Proof of Proposition A.2. The proof proceeds as in Proposition A.1. We just have to
justify existence of a sequence of finite subsets A,, of C satisfying the required condi-
tions. We use parameters ¢,,, 6,, — 0o. Since dim(C) = dy, there exist (multiplicatively)
independent
A= (00", 0%, k=1,... dy,
elements in C (here w;; > 0 for [ < d; and w; > 0 for [ > d;). Let
A, = {T(sl,...,sdo) 1< sy, 84, an},

where

. AS1 Sdg
T(s1,...,8q,) = n71-~-An7dO.

One can check as in the proof of Proposition A.1 that when 6, = log/,,, the sets A,
satisfy the required conditions. We note that in this case we also need an additional

condition in (A.5), but this condition also follows from i‘gign — 00. O
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