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EXACT UNIFORM APPROXIMATION AND DIRICHLET SPECTRUM
IN DIMENSION AT LEAST TWO

JOHANNES SCHLEISCHITZ

ABSTRACT. For m > 2, we determine the Dirichlet spectrum in R™ with respect to si-
multaneous approximation and the maximum norm as the entire interval [0, 1]. This com-
plements previous work of several authors, especially Akhunzhanov and Moshchevitin,
who considered m = 2 and Euclidean norm. We construct explicit examples of real Li-
ouville vectors realizing any value in the unit interval. In particular, for positive values,
they are neither badly approximable nor singular. Thereby we obtain a constructive
proof of the main claim in a recent paper by Beresnevich, Guan, Marnat, Ramirez and
Velani, who obtained a countable partition of [0,1] into intervals with each having non-
empty intersection with the Dirichlet spectrum. Our construction is flexible enough
to show that the according set of vectors with prescribed Dirichlet constant has large
packing dimension and rather large Hausdorff dimension as well. We establish a more
general result on exact uniform approximation, applicable to a wide class of approxi-
mating functions. Our constructive proofs are considerably shorter and less involved
than previous work on the topic. By minor twists of our proof, we infer similar, slightly
weaker results when restricting to a certain class of classical fractal sets or other norms.
In an Appendix we address the situation of a linear form.
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1. DIRICHLET SPECTRUM

Let ||z|| be the distance of x € R to the nearest integer and for z € R™ let ||z| =
max{||z1]],..., ||zn][}. Given £ € R™, define the non-increasing, piecewise constant,
right-continuous function

Ye(Q) = min_|l¢€]], Q=1

1<¢<@Q

where ¢ ranges over the positive integers up to ). Let us then call
(1) e(¢) = liglsup QY™ (Q),
—00

the Dirichlet constant of §, which is thereby considered with respect to simultaneous
approximation and the maximum norm. Define the Dirichlet spectrum D,, as the set of
all values that the Dirichlet constant takes, i.e.

D, = {0() : £ € R™Y.
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(Note: Occasionally, as in [2], [3], the m-th power of O(§) is taken, leading to an accord-
ingly altered Dirichlet spectrum D). For the accordingly defined Lagrange spectrum
when considering the lower limit in (Il) instead, see [I] for a very general result. The
set Dy, is contained in the interval [0, 1] by Dirichlet’s Theorem. It was proved in [10]
that ©(¢) = 1 for Lebesgue almost all £ € R™, see also the very recent paper by Klein-
bock, Strémbergsson, Yu [22] for a considerably refined result and further references. For
m = 1, the Dirichlet spectrum is a rather complicated, well-studied object, see [2] for a
wealth of references. In particular, it is known that D; is not an interval, and contained
in {0} U[1/2,1] by a result of Khintchine [I8]. See further for example [13], [15], [16], [23]
for refined metrical claims when restricting to & with ©(§) = 1 when m = 1. It is worth
mentioning that for m = 1, Davenport and Schmidt [11] showed that, besides rational
numbers, precisely numbers with bounded partial quotients induce ©(¢) < 1. These coin-
cide with the set of badly approximable numbers for which lim infg_,o, Q9¢(Q) > 0. The
claim is no longer true for any m > 1 and accordingly defined set of badly approximable
vectors in R™ inducing liminfg ., Q™¢(Q) > 0. However, any badly approximable
vector is Dirichlet improvable in any dimension, again a result due to Davenport and
Schmidt [10, Theorem 2].

For m > 2, the set of vectors that satisfy ©(£) = 0, commonly referred to as singular
vectors, has Hausdorff dimension m?/(m + 1), see [7]. Moreover, it is easy to see that the
(m —1)-dimensional set of vectors that are Q-linearly dependent together with {1} shares
this property. Hence {0,1} C D,, for any m > 2. For m = 2 and with respect to the
Euclidean norm, results on the Dirichlet spectrum were obtained by Akhunzhanov and
Shatskov [3] and Akhunzhanov and Moshchevitin [2]. In [3] it is shown that this Dirichlet
spectrum is an interval which in some natural sense is as large as it can be. For arbitrary
norms, very recently structural results for Dy were obtained by Kleinbock and Rao [20],
see also [2I]. For m > 2 and in the dual setting of a linear form in m variables, some
results on the Dirichlet spectrum are immediate from [4, 24], see Theorem in the
Appendix. Also from [7] some metrical information can be inferred. None of these results
however implies the existence of any non-empty interval where the Dirichlet spectrum
with respect to some norm is dense, when m > 3. In Corollary 4] we provide an interval
contained in the Dirichlet spectrum, for a wide class of norms on R™.

2. DETERMINATION OF DIRICHLET SPECTRUM IN R™
We show that if m > 2, there exist (Liouville) vectors with any prescribed Dirichlet
constant in [0, 1]. In fact this set is rather large in some metrical sense.

Theorem 2.1. Let m > 2. For any c € [0, 1], there exists a set <2, . C R™ of packing
dimension m — 1 consisting of £ € R™ satisfying

(2) ) =c
and for every N we have
(3) lin inf Q1¢(Q) = 0.

In particular D, = [0, 1].
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The claim is very much in line with the result for m = 2 and the Euclidean norm quoted
in § I Note that on the other hand that property (3) forces the Hausdorff dimension of
. to be 0 by Jarnik-Besicovich Theorem [I7]. See however Theorems 2.3, 2.4] below
for non-trivial Hausdorff dimension results when we drop hypothesis ([B]). Theorem 211 is
an immediate corollary of the more general Theorem below for a much larger class of
uniform approximating functions.

Definition 1. For m > 2 a fixed integer and ® : N — (0, 1) any function, we define
decay properties (d1), (d2), (d3) and for v > 0 the property (d4()) as follows.

(d1) Assume
Oty <t7VYm  t >t
(d2) Assume
lim tﬁq)(t) = 0.

t—o00

(d3) Assume

®
liminf liminf <Y 51 ifm >3,
a—1+ t—o0 (t)
and
liminf liminf 2D > 1 ifm=o,

a—1 t—o0 <I>(t)

where t and ot are considered integers so that the expression is well-defined.
(d4(~y)) Assume for given v > 0 and some 7 > 0, we have

O(t) >t t> .

An alternative formulation of (d3) is that for every ¢y > 0 there is ¢, > 0, t > 0 such
that for any o € (1,14 €;) (resp. a € (1 —€1,1+ €;) when m = 2) and t > t, we have

o (at)
(1)

Our more general result reads as follows.

21—60.

Theorem 2.2. Let m > 2 an integer and ® satisfy (d1),(d2),(d3). Then there exist
uncountably many § € R™ for which the claims (C1),(C2),(C3) below hold:

(C1) We have
(@) <2(Q), Q= Q.

(C2) For any e > 0, we have
Pe(Q) > (1 -2)2(Q)

for certain arbitrarily large Q.
(C3) Property @) holds for any given N.

If for some v > 0 the function ® satisfies (d4(7y)), then the packing dimension of the set
of § as above is at least m(1 — ).
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We can always choose v = 1/(m — 1) by (d2), however we require v > 1/m by (d1), so
the bound always lies in the short iterval [m—1———=,m—1]. It is rather satisfactory and
seems to exhaust the method, it coincides with the estimate in [29, Theorem 2.1] where the
larger sets of points singular of order at least v are studied. If we assume ® is decreasing,
then we may relax (d4(vy)) by requiring its inequality only for certain arbitrarily large ¢.
Theorem [2.1] represents the special case ®(t) = ct=%/™ if ¢ € (0, 1), which clearly satisfies
(d1), (d2), (d3), (d4(1/m)), and slightly altered functions in the special cases ¢ € {0,1}.
If we admit a factor 1 + ¢ in the right hand side of (C'1) and are given an explicit rate
of divergence in (d2), from our proof we may give a rate for @) in terms of ¢ for which
(C1),(C2) hold. We prefer to omit the details but point out that similar results have
been obtained by Akhunzhanov [I] for ordinary approximation, i.e. demanding (C'1) only
for certain arbitrarily large @ but (C2) for all large @), and omitting (C3).

We discuss the assumptions on ®. Note that we do not require ® to be decreasing.
Property (d1) is very natural and necessary by Dirichlet’s Theorem. Conversely, condition
(d2) implies that ® does not decay too fast. It does not make sense to replace the
exponent 1/(m — 1) by a value larger than 1 in view of Khintchine’s result [I8] quoted
in §Il Property (d3) is very mild and in particular satisfied for all functions ®(t) = ¢t~
with 7 > 0,¢ > 0. It ensures that ® does not decay (and not rise when m = 2) very fast
in short intervals. From (d1), (d3) we see that in fact the lower limit for a in (d3) must
equal 1. As observed above, (d2) implies (d4(-17)). We further remark that claim (C2)
and property (d2) imply that the coordinates of £ in Theorem together with {1} are
linearly independent over Q, in other words ¢ is totally irrational. We go on to comment

on potential relaxations/removal of the conditions (d2), (d3) in § 5.4l

Denote by Bad,, the set of badly approximable vectors in R™ as introduced in § [II
Our claim () means that § in Theorem are Liouville vectors and hence clearly not
badly approximable. Write

Din(c) ={£ € R™: 4¢(Q) < Q™™ Q> Qo} C{{ER™: O(E) < c},

so that Di,, = U.c1Di,(c) is the set of m-dimensional Dirichlet improvable vectors.
Further denote by Sing,, the set of singular vectors in R™, defined via the property
limg 00 QY™ (Q) = 0, or equivalently NesoDiy,(c). The next corollary of Theorem
slightly refines Theorem 211

Corollary 1. Let m > 2 be an integer. For any c € (0,1], the set
Dip(¢) \ (UesoDip(c — €) U Bad,y,)
has packing dimension at least m — 1. In particular, the same applies to the set

FS,, .= Di,, \ (Bad,, U Sing,,).

The latter claim extends the main result from [4] in two directions. Firstly, we also give
a metrical result instead of only proving uncountability, thereby contributing towards the
metrical problem of determining the Hausdorff dimension of F'S,, formulated in [4, § 3.4].
Asymptotically as ¢ — 0, our metrical bound is probably sharp up to an additive error
O(m™1') in view of claims by Cheung and Chevallier [7] implying that the set Di,,(c)
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has Hausdorff dimension m — 1 + m+r1 + o(1) as ¢ — 0, with positive error term for any
¢ > 0. In fact the same conclusion holds for the set Di,(c)\ Di,,(6) with some explicitly
computable § = 6(c) € (0,c¢) and ¢ small enough, however results from [7] do not allow
for taking 0 arbitrarily close to ¢. The same should be expected for packing dimension
as well, as suggested by the results in [8, ©]. Note also that as follows from Kleinbock
and Mirzadeh [19, Theorem 1.5], the set Di,,(c) has Hausdorff dimension less than m for
any ¢ < 1. On the other hand, it is conjectured in [4, Problem 3.1] that F'S,, has full

Hausdorfl dimension.

Secondly, we emphasize that by the first claim we can also prescribe an exact Dirichlet
constant (in the simultaneous approximation setting). Note that in [4, 24] the deep,
unconstructive result of Roy [25] on parametric geometry of numbers was used. As a
consequence of this setup, from [4, Theorem 1.5] and [24], one can only provide a countable
partition of [0,1] into intervals with each having non-empty intersection with D,,, see
the Appendix of the paper. We should however remark that additional specifications
on various exponents of approximation within these sets F'S,, can be made according
o [4, 24]. We should also note that the dual setting of a linear form in m variables is
treated in [4]. On the other hand, our constructive proof of Theorem is elementary
and rather short, based on ideas from the proof of [26, Theorem 2.5, with some twists.

We further provide a considerably weaker bound regarding Hausdorff dimension, which
we will denote by dimy, however still of order > m. We consider slightly larger sets than
in Corollary [Il namely for m > 2 an integer and ¢ € [0, 1], our focus is now on the sets

F,.:= ﬂ(Dim(c+ €) \ Din(c—¢€)) \ Bad,, = {{ € R™ : O(§) = ¢} \ Bad,, C FS,,.

e>0

We show

Theorem 2.3. For any m > 2 and c € [0,1], we have

) dimp(Fp.) > < ( ))\Q/m(mQ —n J(r D ( )) >0
m++/m(m2—m+1 + (m . %) m++/m(m2—m+1 1

m—1 m—1
Asymptotically as m — oo, uniformly in ¢ € (0,1] we have the stronger lower bound

(5) dimy (Fy) > gm — o(m).

The estimate () is only of order 1 —o(1) as m — oo, so the latter asymptotical bound
(B)) is indeed significantly stronger. It is natural to expect that ¢ — dimg(F,, ) decays,
which is not reflected in our result. In contrast to Theorem 22 our estimates (), (Bl
are probably far from the true value no matter how small ¢ > 0 is chosen. Indeed, it is
reasonable to conjecture dimy(F,,.) = dimy(Di,,(c)) for any ¢ € (0, 1], in particular

1
dimy (Fy,.) =m — 1+m+0(1), as ¢ — 0,
and
dimy (F,,.) = m —o(1), asc— 1,
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see the comments below Corollary[Il See further [29, Theorem 2.2] for a stronger bound of
order m — 4+ O(m™!) for the Hausdorff dimension of the larger set of (inhomogeneously)
singular vectors obtained from essentially the same method in a simplified setting. Recall
there was no such discrepancy to [29] for the packing dimension result, as remarked below
Theorem 2.2 Theorem (23] can be generalized to the situation of ®(¢) as in Theorem
satisfying (d1), (d2), (d3), (d4(~y)) for some v > 0, we do not explicitly state it.

We next derive a theorem that contains information on ordinary approximation as well,
very much in the spirit of [4, 24]. Let A(§) denote the ordinary exponent of simultaneous
rational approximation to £ € R™, defined as the supremum of A > 0 such that

. . by T . A
lim inf Q)¢ (Q) = lim inf ¢7l¢€]| < co.

Then A(§) € [1/m, oc] for any { € R™ by Dirichlet’s Theorem. Denote by
Win(A) ={{ € R™" : A(§) = A} CR™

the pairwise disjoint levelsets of vectors with precise ordinary exponent A € [1/m, oo].
Note that Bad, C W,,(=). Let § = % be the golden ratio.

1
Theorem 2.4. Let m > 2 be an integer, and ¢ € (0,1) and X € (B,00). Then the
Hausdorff dimension of the set

(6) Wi(\) N Froe € Wi(A) N FS,,

18 positive and a lower bound independent of c is explicitly computable. Asymptotically as
A — 00, i.e. for X > No(m), it is of order

dimy (Win(N) N Fon) > % —0M™Y,

where the implied constant is effectively computable and does not depend on m,c, \.

By Jarnik-Besicovich Theorem [I7], we have dimyg(W,,(\)) = (m +1)/(A+ 1), so for
large m our asymptotical bound is basically sharp up to a factor 2.

We may again extend the claim to a setup involving in place of F,, . sets derived from
more general uniform approximation functions ® via imposing (C'1), (C2). Besides, with
small modifications in the proof below, we can prescribe the order of ordinary approxima-
tion more exactly up to an asymptotical factor 1+ o(1) as ) — oo. More precisely, take
any function ¥ : N — (0,1) of decay o(t#7¢) as t — oo for some ¢ > 0, and conversely
satisfying (d4(v)) for some v > 0. Derive W,,(¥) the set of ( € R™ satisfying

Ye(Q) .fwz

e R )
Then W, (V)NF,, . has positive Hausdorff dimension, effective lower bounds can be given
subject to the decay rate of W. The special case W(t) = U, (¢) := at™> for A > 3 and
a > 0 parameters turns out to result in the same bounds as Theorem 2.4 (see § B,
thereby refining it since Wp,(¥,,) € Win(A). We sketch the proof of this generalized
claim in § B4 but want to compare this version of Theorem 24 to [24]. There it was

1.
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shown that there is some explicitly computable k,, € (0,1), so that for any A > 1/m and
fixed ¢ € (0, 1], the set of ( € R™ inducing simultaneously
Y (Q Ye(Q

lim inf (@) € [Km, 1], lim sup Lj € [Km, 1],

Q—o0 \:[]a,)\(Q) Q—o0 CQ_ /m
is uncountable. Our claim allows for prescribing the order of both ordinary and uniform
approximation considerably more precisely, provides a metric claim, and permits more
flexibility in the choice of functions W locally, for the cost of requiring a faster decay rate
for U.

The lower bound S for A can in fact be improved to A > 1 with a rather technical
argument, we prefer to only sketch the proof in § B4 below. However, that seems to be
the limit of the method. On the other hand, we strongly expect the Hausdorff dimension
of the sets in (@) to decay as a function of A > 1/m (and of ¢ as well). The above remarks
on more general ¥ still apply for any ¥(t) = o(t~17°).

3. CANTOR SETS AND OTHER NORMS

3.1. Dirichlet spectrum for Cantor sets. For b > 2 an integer and R € (0, 1) param-
eters, we define a modified decay property (d3'(b, R)) and a Diophantine property (D(b))
on functions ® : N — (0, 1).

Definition 2. Let b > 2 an integer and R € (0,1). We define
(d3'(b, R)) We have
O(bt) > RO(t), t > to.
(D(b)) For any fixed € > 0, the inequalities
(1—e)@(b?) < b= < d()
hold for certain arbitarily large pairs of positive integers A, B.
Property (d3'(b, R)) relaxes (d3). The Diophantine property (D(b)) is rather mild and

applies to most reasonable functions, however with the unfortunate exception of functions
®(t) = ct~"/* for a rational number r/s and ¢ > 0.

For b > 2 an integer and W C {0, 1,...,b—1} of cardinality |I¥| > 2, define the Cantor
set Cpw as the set of all real numbers that admit a base b representation

()
ijb_J, w; ew.
j=1

The Cantor middle third set just becomes Csjo2y. Let Wy, ..., W, be arbitrary sets W
as above to a uniformly chosen base b, and define the Cartesian product set

K =]]Cuw.
=1

In the special case {0,1} C W, for all 1 <i < m we say K is good. We claim that in the
assertions of § 2 we may restrict to { € K upon taking a smaller, fixed multiplicative
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constant R < 1 in (C2) and adjusting the metrical claims. Assuming some Diophantine
condition, we even get a precise analogue of Theorem 221 Let us first define some more
properties. Denote by I', = lem(1,2,...,b— 1) the least common multiple of the positive
integers up to b — 1 and by dim(K) = >, log|W;|/logb the Hausdorff (or packing)
dimension of K.

Theorem 3.1. Let m > 2 and K be any set as above. Assume ® satisfies (d1), (d2).
(i) Assume ® also satisfies (d3'(b, R)) for some given R € (0,1). Let

R, if K is good,
R*2(b—1)73T, 1, otherwise.

Q:Q(b,R):{

Then there exist uncountably many § € K for which we have (C1),(C3) and
(C2") We have

1e(Q) > Q(Q)

for certain arbitrarily large Q).
(ii) Assume ® satisfies (D (b)) as well and K is good. Then there exist uncountably
many § € K satisfying (C1),(C2) and (C3).

If K = Gy, and for some v > 0 the function ® satisfies (d4(7)), then the packing
dimension of the set of & in (i), (ii) is at least dim(K)(1 — ) = m(1 — v)log2/logb.
Moreover, the set of vectors satisfying (C1') and (C2') resp. (C1') and (C2) in (i) resp.
(i), has positive Hausdorff dimension, where (C1") is (C'1) upon admitting an additional
factor 1 + €.

Remark 1. As b — oo, we have ', = e(+o(M)=1 by Prime Number Theorem. It thus
follows from our proof that the bound for €2 can be improved asymptotically as b — oo
by replacing numerator in the “otherwise” formula by RY1°8*+O()  Noreover, 2 can be
significantly improved when m is small compared to b. In particular we can always replace
I'y, by the maximum number that appears as lem of any m positive integers at most b—1,
hence a crude upper estimate is given by (b — 1)™.

We will show that when ®(q) = cqg~'/™, property (d3'(b, R)) holds for R = b~/™.
Hence we get the following variant of Corollary [II

Corollary 2. Let m > 2 and K as above. Let

o= o(m,b) = b=t/m, if K is good,
B U bR (p — )3T, otherwise.
Then o € (0,1) and for any c € (0,1] the set
K N (Diy(c)\ (Diy(oc) U Bad,,)) € KNFS,,

is uncountable. If K = Cy,y 1t has packing dimension at least dim(K)(1 — 1/m) =
(m — 1)log2/logb and positive Hausdorff dimension. In particular the same holds for
KNnFS,.



EXACT UNIFORM APPROXIMATION AND DIRICHLET SPECTRUM 9

We may calculate an effective positive lower bound for the Hausdorff dimension as well
with the method of § 82 however the expression becomes rather cumbersome. Moreover,
a variant of Theorem [2.4] can be derived, we do not state it. Corollary [2 induces a
countable partition of [0,1] into intervals that each have non-empty intersection with
D,, N K, similar as in [4, 24] (or [7]), see Theorem in the Appendix of the paper,
but restricting to fractal sets. We present a class of functions that satisfy (D(b)) for any
b > 2 and thus the stronger claim of Theorem B.1] for good K.

—L) and any

Corollary 3. Assume K is good. Let ®(q) = cq~7 for irrational T € (%, —
c > 0. Then ® satisfies (d1),(d2),(D(b)) and thus the set of vectors £ € K satisfying
(C1),(C2) and (C3) has packing dimension at least dim(K)(1 —7) = > log [W;|(1 —

7)/logb, and if we drop (C3) also positive Hausdorff dimension.

Unfortunately, the function ®(t) = c¢t~/™ does not satisfy hypothesis (D (b)) for any
b > 2, therefore we cannot conclude that D,,, N K = [0, 1]. We want to remark that for
ordinary simultaneous approximation and fast enough decaying ®, similar results on exact
approximation to successive powers of elements of Cantor sets Cjy, thereby restricting
to the Veronese curve, have been obtained in [27, §2.2].

The sets K in this section can be obtained as the attractor of an iterated function
system (IFS) consisting of a finite set of contracting maps f;(z) = z/b-+u;/b on R™ with
integer vectors u; € Z™. We ask whether our results extend to more general situations.

Problem 1. Let K C R™ be any uncountable attractor of an IFS. Is the set K N F'S,,
non-empty? Is it at least true for any IFS consisting of contracting functions of the form
f](z) = Aj£ + Qj with Aj € @mxm,bj eQm?

3.2. Other norms. Let us call a norm |.| on R™ expanding if |z| > |7;(z)| for all z € R™
and 1 < j <m, where 7; are the orthogonal projections to the coordinate axes. Then

Corollary 4. Let |.| be any expanding norm on R™. Let e; = (0,0,...,0,1,0,...,0),
1 <i <m, be the canonical base vectors and let x := minj<;<,, |e;| > 0. Then [0, x] C D}l
where DY) is the Dirichlet spectrum with respect to |.|.

The result in particular applies to any p-norm |z|, = (3 |z;/?)}/? and shows that the
interval [0, 1] is contained in the according Dirichlet spectrum. This may be compared
with the results for m = 2 and Euclidean norm p = 2 by Akhunzhanov, Shatoskov [3]
and Akhunzhanov, Moshchevitin [2] recalled in § [l The deduction of Corollary [ relies
on the fact that for the real vectors & constructed in §[5.2] for any () inducing large values
of QY™)¢(Q) we may choose ¢ < @ so that some component ||¢&;|| of our choice induces
a small value of ||¢¢|| and significantly outweighs all the other ||¢&;l|, 7 # ¢. This will give
us any desired upper bound in [0, x| for the Dirichlet constant. The reverse lower bound
will be immediate from the assumption of the norm being expanding and our results for
the maximum norm. We provide more details in §
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4. SOME REMARKS AND FORTHCOMING WORK

Our results can be interpreted as prescribing extremal values (primarily maxima, but
also minima in Theorem [24]) of the first successive minimum of some classical parametric
lattice point problem, see for example [30], in particular [30, Theorem 1.4]. Our method
relies heavily on ideas from the proof of [26, Theorem 2.5], which contains a considerably
good description of higher successive minima functions as well. Thus it seems plausible
that similar results on extremal values of the according parametric higher successive
minima functions can be obtained when combining our proofs below with some more
ingredients from the proof of [26, Theorem 2.5].

By transference inequalities, it is possible to derive from our Theorem 2.1l some infor-
mation on the Dirichlet spectrum of a linear form in m variables as investigated in [4, 24].
We give details and compare our result with [4, 24] in the Appendix of the paper.

Analogous results of Theorems 2] for (a) p-adic approximation, (b) weighted
approximation and/or (c) systems of linear forms, seem in reach by refinements and gen-
eralizations of the method presented below. Verification of (a), (b), (c) seems increasingly
challenging, in particular the impression of the author is that some non-trivial new con-
cepts need to be introduced for (¢). The question of a weighted version for linear forms,
i.e. (b) and (c) together, was raised in [4, Problem 4.1]. The author plans subsequent
work on these topics.

5. PROOF OoF THEOREM FOR m > 3: EXISTENCE CLAIM

5.1. Construction of suitable vectors ¢. Define an increasing sequence of positive
integers recursively as follows: For the initial terms, observe that by (d2), there is an
integer H so that for any @ > H we have ®(Q) > Q~Y/(™=1), Define the initial m terms
by a; = H? for 1 < j < m. For n > 1, having constructed the first mn terms as, . . ., Gyp,
let the next m terms be given by the recursion

M
(7) Amn+1 = am;
and
2 _ 3 _.m—1
(8) Umn+2 = Qi1 QGmnt3 = Qppy1y -0 Gmpdm—1 = Qi
and finally

m
Amn4+m = Am(n+l1) = Ly - Amn+m—1 € (amn—i-m—b amn+1]

with integers M, — oo that tend to infinity fast enough, to be made precise below, and
the integer L,, defined as

L,=max{z € N:a, ., <®Q), 1 <Q < zampim1}
By (d1) we have ®(t) — 0 as t — oo and hence L,, is well-defined. In fact (d1) implies

(9) Ln < Amn+1, n > 1,
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so that indeed Gmpim < apn, ., for n > 1. Conversely, by assumption (d2) and our choice
of initial terms, we have L,, > 1 for all n > 1 and

(10) lim L, = co.

n—o0

In particular indeed (a;);>; is strictly increasing. We observe further that
(11) aj\ajﬂ, ] Z 1.

Define the components §; of £ via

=1
(12) G=) - —  l<ism,
n=0 mn—+1

that is we sum the reciprocals over the indices congruent to ¢ modulo m. We claim that
all assertions (C'1), (C2), (C3) of the theorem hold for £ = (&, ...,&,) if we choose M,
suitably large in each step. We remark that taking a power of a,,, in (@) is just for
convenience, it suffices to let a1 = M) a,,, for large enough M. We will assume the
latter occasionally. We conclude this section with a very elementary observation to be
applied below.

Proposition 5.1. Let u/v € Q be reduced. Then for any integers m > 2, L > 1, M > 2,
the fraction

u 1 _uLMytm=HM=L g
v + (vm—1L)M - LM y(m—1)M

15 reduced as well.

Obviously the numerator is congruent to 1 modulo any prime divisor of Lv, and the
claim follows.

5.2. Proof of (C1),(C2),(C3). Proof of (C3): Take Q = ¢ = a,, for n large. By (1) all
qa; "' for j < mn are integers. Hence ||g€|| = [|¢&1| = amn (a1 + a;&nﬂ)ﬂ +-+-). The
main contribution clearly comes from the first term a,,,,/@mnn+1, indeed we may estimate

Qmn — _
(13) lg€ll = llg&ll < 2~ - = 2 Mot = 2Q =M,
mn-+

Since we assume M,, — oo it suffices to take n large enough for given N.
Proof of (C1): For simplicity write
dn:a'mn-‘rb n > 1.

Let @ > 1 be an arbitrary large number and & be the index with a; < Q < agy,. Write
k=mf+g—1 for integers f > 0 and g € {1,2,...,m}. We consider three cases.

Case 1: Assume g = 1. This means a,,; < Q < apmsi1. Let ¢ = ar, = apy < Q. Then
very similar as in (I3]) we see

]Mf—l

1
Amf — 2amf_Mf+l — 2q—Mf+l S 2Q_T — 2Q_1+W‘

g€l = llg&all <2

Qmf+1
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Now since we can assume My > 3, from (d2) we easily see that the right hand side is less
than ®(Q) for sufficiently large Q@ > Qo or equivalently f > f;. Thus ¢¢(Q) < ®(Q) for
() in these intervals.

Case 2: Assume 2 < g <m—1. Then Q < a1 < Apppm—1 = d;”_l and aj41/ay = dy.
Let ¢ = amp+1 = dy < Q. Isolating the first term ay/ag11 = d;l in g, we easily verify

1 B o
(14) MﬂZW@H§@+OMﬁJ§%2W D < o(Q)
for Q@ > Qo or equivalently f large enough by property (d2). This again implies 1¢(Q) <
®(Q) for the @ in question.

Case 3: Now assume g = m or equivalently £ = —1 mod m. By construction of Ly and
since k41 = Om(f+1) = LfCme+1 = Lfdf, we have

d;' <®(Q), 1<Q<arn.
With ¢ = dy < @ again, as in (I4]) we have

1
(15) lg€ ]l = llg€all < ot O(dysy).

Combining, we derive the estimate

la€]l = lla&all < ©(Q)

as well if we choose My, and hence dyi 1 = ap(s41)+1 in the next step large enough that
the error term in (I3 is small enough. Again ¥¢(Q) < ®(Q) for @ in these intervals
follows. Since we covered all large numbers with our cases, (C'1) follows.

Remark 2. Note that Case 3 is the critical point where we needed the assumption m > 2.
Indeed, for m = 2 we would not have a(y41) = azp12 = ang but rather assio = Lagsyr,
and for ® slowly decaying, like ®(t) = ct~/2, the outcome [[¢&|| = llgéo|| < 1/Ls+O0(d )
would be larger than the bound in (IH). We further remark that in Case 2 we could take
q = aj, instead and obtain [[¢€[| = |[¢&,|| < d;l + O(d;}rl).

Proof of (C2): For some large integer f let

(16) Q = Qf = am(p41) — L.

Let 1 < ¢ < @ be any integer and s = s(¢q) be the maximum index with a, divides ¢, and
take s = 0 and let ap = 1 if no such s exists. Recall df = a,,511. We claim that

1
(17) g€l = 4 O(Qdy3,).

We again distinguish two cases.

Case I: We have s < mf, or equivalently as; < a,,s. Then we claim

(18) lggll > lla&ill > d7' + O(Qdyy,).
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Write es = e4(q) = asy1/as € Z for simplicity, which is an integer by (II]). By assumption
we have ¢ = B-a, with some integer B = B, with e, { B and B = ¢/a, < Q/as < ajy1/as.
We split ¢&; = U, + V,, with

f o
_ D _
Vy, = Bas E ajT}IH = Bay;——, U, = Bas E ajnlq,+1'
- A fm+1 .
j=1 ]:f—l,—l
where ;
D = afpmi1 E a]'_n11+1 € Z
Jj=1

is an integer by (III). By Proposition [B.1] applied to
f-1
u/v = Za;n;H, M =My, L=Ljs,,
j=1

and an inductive argument, we see that (D, a,,r+1) = 1. Note hereby that in the base case
f = 1 of the induction, the hypothesis is easily checked. On the other hand, since e5 { B we
have B/e; = Bas/as11 is not an integer. Thus also Bas/amf+1 = (B/es) - (as41/@mp+1) ¢
Z since by assumption of Case I we have mf +1 > s+ 1 and thus asy1|ams+1 by ().
Combining, we see that V,, ¢ Z. Since the denominator in reduced form divides a,, 41, it
has distance at least a;& = d;l from any integer. Finally we can estimate

\U,| < Bas - Qa;i Fig1 = 2Qd; ),

and the claim (I8) and thus (I7) follows.

Case II: Assume s > mf. Then by (If) we may write s = mf + h — 1 with an integer
h € {2,3,...,m}. Case Illa: First assume h # m. Write again e; = as1/as € Z and
q = B-as with some integer B with e; t B and B = q/as < Q/as < axy1/as. Now observe
that by assumption h # m from (&) we infer
(19) €s — df.
Hence if we split ¢§, =Y, + Z, with

_ -1 _ s _ ~1
Y, = Ba, Z' '=B Z' o €% Z=Ba Z' a;
j=nm+h, j<s j=nm+h, j<s j=nm+h, j>s

then Y, € Z by (I]), and separating the first term Ba,/as4+1 from the sum of Z, we may
write B

Ba, _ _
+ Ba, - O(as—&l—i-m) = 6_ + O(Qdf'fl'1>

(541
Now again since e; 1 B, the term B/es is not an integer and thus has distance at least
1/es from any integer. So indeed by (I9]) we see

€]l > llgénll = 1Zg]l = €' — O(Qdyy,) = df' — O(Qd 1),

Case IIb: Finally assume h = m, or equivalently s = k. Then note that () implies

Zq:qgh_Yq:

Qs+1 Amf+
€s = - = miem :Lfgamf—i-l:df?
Qg Amf+m—1
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hence e; < d; again. Hence again the same argument as in Case Ila yields

1 1
(20) lagll = llagmll > — — O(Qdz3,) > 7 O(Qd;1),

S

thus again (I7)) holds. The claim is proved in every case.

. M M . .
— am _ f+1 f+1
Now since @ < @mfim = Ui and dfi1 = a > Qi the remainder term in

mf+m
(I7) can be bounded via

-1 -1 -1 m—M
(21) Qdf+1 < amf+mdf+1 = azf—i—ldf—i—l = amf+1f+1‘

Choosing My, sufficiently large in the next step, this will be arbitrarily small. On the
other hand, by construction of Ly for some L@y fim—1 < Q" < (Ly+1)amf+m—1 we have

dit > 9(Q),
hence

! Ly+1
(22) dfl > O(Q') = (s - Lyamsrm—1), 1< ay e <t :

"~ Lampym— — Ly

In view of (2I)) and (I7), again for given ¢; > 0 a suitably large choice of My ; in the
next step will ensure that

lg€ll > (1 — e))2(Q),
uniformly in 1 < ¢ < Q. Now by () we have ay — 17 as f — oo, hence for e, > 0 and
f > fo(ea) by property (d3) we infer
lg€ll > (1 — e2) - (1 = €1)®(Lsampim-1)-

Since Lytmfim—1/Q = am(s41)/Q > 1 is arbitrarily close to 1 when f is large enough by
(I@), for arbitrarily small €5 > 0 again from (d3) we infer

g€l > (1 —e)(1 —e) - (1 —-e)P(Q) = (1 - e)P(Q), 1= (1—e)(l—e)(l—e).
Since ¢ < () was arbitrary, this means ¢¢(Q) > (1 — €4)Q. We may make ¢, arbitrarily
small by choosing f large enough and consequently €1, €5, €3 small enough. Now we may

let the according €4 = €4(n) of the n-th step of the construction tend to 0 as n — oo, and
claim (C2) follows for the induced &.

Since we can choose infinitely many distinct M,, and thus a,,,1 in each step of the
construction in § B.I], our method gives rise to a continuum of { with the properties of
the theorem. We prove the stronger metrical assertion in § [ below.

5.3. Proof of Corollary . Choose £ as in § 5.1 for ®(¢) = ct=*/™, c € (0,1). Let Q :=
maxi<;<m |¢;|. By relabelling indices if necessary, we may assume |e,| = minj<;<., l¢;| = x-
We show ¢ has Dirichlet constant ©//(€) = cx with respect to |.|. For simplicty write
ni = 1i(q) = ||¢&ll > 0,1 <@ < m, so that [[[¢€]|| = | > me;|. The proof of (C1) in Case
1 with ) = ¢ = a,s yields again negligibly small values by

el =i leil <m- Q< g =0(@Y™), 1<i<m,
independent of the norm. In Cases 2 and 3, for Q) = ¢ = a,,+1 We see that

[1126a] = (47" + o(d;1))les] = cQ ™ (1 + 0(1))x
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whereas for i # 2 we get
[mie;| < d2(1+ o(1))|e;] < d?(1+0(1)Q = o(d; ") = o(Q1™).

Since [[|¢€l] < > |mie;| by triangle inequality, we conclude in all cases OM(£) < cx. The
reverse inequality ©'(¢) > ¢y follows from

- ) : ) . —-1/m : | — . —1/m
llg€lll = max [mie;| > max n; min le;| > c(1 —€)Q™™ min le;| = (1 —e)x@

for any ¢ < @, where we used that |.| is expanding and property (C2).

5.4. On relaxing conditions (d2), (d3). We believe that for m > 3, the order in (d2)
can be significantly relaxed. Our proof above followed the main outline from the proof
of [26, Theorem 2.5] with the special choice 9y = ny = --- = n,, = 1/m (letter k was
used in place of m in [26]). Choosing n; differently, which essentially means altering (g]),
depending on a rough given decay rate of ®, a similar approach may ideally allow for
replacing (d2) by the weaker, natural condition that t®(¢) — oo (which coincides with
the exact condition (d2) when m = 2). However, some technical obstacles have to be
mastered. Recall that for any { € R™\ Q™ we have limsupg_, . Qv¢(Q) > 1/2, as
mentioned in § [l -

Similarly, we believe that (d3) can be dropped. Notice that we have a free choice of
M; in every step, so it suffices to find some M for which for given € > 0 the induced
Ly satisfies ®((Ly + 1)ams+1) > (1 — €)@(Lsamsr1). Now given € > 0, for small enough
d = d(m,€) > 1 there are arbitrarily large 7" so that ®(67) > (1 —€)®(T'), otherwise it is
easy to see that (d2) cannot hold. It remains however unclear to us if we can choose T
of the given form Lya,,r41. In this matter it may be helpful that, as remarked in § [5.1]
we can relax (7)) by asking a,,r+1 = M a,, s for large enough M.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM FOR m > 3: METRICAL CLAIM

6.1. Special case a,, = 2°". Assume for simplicity first the a,, constructed in § 5.1l are of
the form a,, = 2" for every n with an increasing sequence c¢,,, so that the binary expansion
of the & becomes

=Y 2 1<i<m.
n=0
The proof is done in two steps. The first key observation is that for given ®, we have
some freedom in the construction of £ in § 5.1l We will find a Cantor type set consisting
of ¢ € R™ sharing the same properties. Then in the second step we use a very similar
strategy as in the proof of [29, Theorem 2.1] based on a result of Tricot [31] to find the
claimed lower bound for the packing dimension of this set.

Step 1: It is clear that the binary digits of all §; as above at positions ¢, + 1, ¢un +
2, ..., Cmny1 — 1 are 0 (whereas &, resp. & has digit 1 at ¢p, resp. ¢upi1). Let small
€ > 0 be given and v € (0,1) as in the theorem. Let S = S(y) C [0,1)™ be the set of
real vectors ¢ = (Ci, ..., () whose coordinates have binary expansion ¢; = > ;- gij277
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derived from the binary expansion of ;, for 1 <1 < m, by altering its digit from 0 to an
arbitrary digit g;; € {0,1} at places j in the intervals

L ={lcon1(v+ €]+ 1, [crnaa(Y+ )] +2,..., Cnnt1 — 1}, n > 0.
Note that still g; ; = 0 at places j € [cpn + 1, |1 (Y +€) || NZ for 1 <i <m,n > 1.

Then for any ¢ € S, the proof of (C2) is analogous, upon some twists that we explain

now. Since we include certain terms 277 for j € UI, to the partial sums defining the ¢;, we
need to slightly redefine the integer D = D(() in Case I resp. Y, = Y,(() and Z = Z,(()

in Case II, depending on the choice of (. The coprimality condition in Case I is further
guaranteed since at position j = cmf+1_the digit of any (; still equals g, ,,, = 1 since
Cmf+1 & Ul,, so any D(C) is odd but a1 = 2°m/+1 is a power of 2. Similarly, the
first, main term of Z, obtained from truncating the binary expansion of ¢, after position
Jj = Csy1, is still bounded from below by d;l. Indeed, it may be written qry = Bag-rs with
the rational numbers ry = r4((p,) := Zjicl 9n.;(Cn)277 where gp, j(¢) is the binary digit of
Cn at position j, depending on the choice of ¢. But we have gp.c..,(Cr) = Ghepsen(Cn) =1
for any ¢ € S, since by cpyn ¢ UL, we have not changed the digit of &, there. So
Ts = Vs/2%% = vy /a1 with some odd integer numerator v,. Finally, since v is odd and
B 1 (asy1/as) as well by assumption, grs = Bvsas/asi1 is not an integer and thus has

distance at least 27(¢s+17%) = g, /a, | = dj?l from any integer.

Moreover, we have chosen the left interval endpoints of the [, large enough that we
also satisfy (C'3) and Case 1 of (C'1) with the same choice ¢ = @y, = 2°", for any ¢ € S.
Indeed, the latter can be verified via

HqQH < 2_(’Y+6)cmn+1+cmn < (26mn+1)—’7 — a;n’qYH_l < Q—’Y < @(Q)’ Q < i1

where we used Cppt1/Cmn — 00 as n — 0o, which we may assume (since ¢; = log, a; this
is a little stronger than our original assumption M) = aypt1/@mn — 00), and property
(d4(7y)). The proofs of the remaining cases of (C1) for any ( € S are again unchanged.
Hence all ¢ € S satisfy the claims of Theorem -

Step 2: Now we show that & = S(y) has packing dimension at least m(1 — ). This
works similar as in the proof of [29, Theorem 2.1]. Let u = y~' — 1. First we claim that
we can write any given real vector y € R™ as the sum of an element of S and a vector
with ordinary exponent of binary approximation (to be defined below) at least y — ¢, for
small € > 0 that tends to 0 as € does. More precisely, if we let

VA ={z cR™: li%ninf (292, (24) < 00} C | | Win(1), A >0,
—00 =
T>A

then for some small € > 0 we claim
(23) VO (u—e)+S=R"

m

Given y € R™, we construct a representation x + ( = y for z € s (n—e),(eS. We
define ¢ € R™ as any vector in S whose coordinates ¢;, 1 < i < m, have the same binary
digit as the corresponding component y; of y within the intervals I,,. This is possible by
the construction of S. Then we let z = y — (. Consequently the coordinates of z € R™
all have binary digits 0 in the entire intervals I,,. Hence by construction of I, it is easy
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to check that z € V¥ (i — ¢) for small enough & > 0. Indeed, by taking g = 2Lemn+1(v+e)]
and our choice of p, for small enough € > 0 depending on € we have

Hq£H < 2_‘1”‘ < 2_(1_'7_5)Cmn+1 < q_(ﬂ—f)'
The construction is complete and the claim is proved.

Write dimy and dimp for Hausdorff and packing dimension, respectively. For simplicity
set V =V (11 — ). Next we claim that
(24) dimg (V) <

pp— = my + O(me),

where the implied constant depends on ~ only. This can be done by a standard covering
argument and was already observed in a more general form in [29, Lemma 5.6]. See next
paragraph for an alternative proof using Lemma [6.1l Combining (23), (24) with a result
by Tricot [31] and the well-known property that the Hausdorff dimension of a set does
not increase under a Lipschitz map, we conclude

dimp(S) > dimy (S x V) — dimg (V) > dimy (S + V) — dimg (V) > m — my — O(me),
and since € and thus € can be arbitrarily small, the claim of the theorem.

Remark 3. In the light of the short proof of Corollary 2/in § 10 below, the above already
implies the weaker claim that Di,,(c) \ (Din(27"™c) U Bad,,) € FS,, has packing
dimension at least m — m-y for any ¢ € (0,1]. More generally, for ® as in Theorem 2.2]
analogous claims hold upon replacing the factor (1 — ¢) in (C2) by 27/™.

6.2. General case. Unfortunately, as indicated in Remark 8] we cannot guarantee that
a, are not powers of 2 in general, without losing information on the exact Dirichlet
constant. Here we explain how to alter the construction to the general case, however
omit a few technical details. Given any integer sequence k; satisfying (IIl), i.e. k;|k;41,
it is not hard to verify that any number in [0,1) can be expressed as .., g;/k; with
integers g; € {0,1,2,...,k;j41/k; — 1}, via some kind of greedy expansion. Call k; bases
and g; digits. If k;41/k; = b for j > 1 then this becomes just the usual b-ary expansion.
Now we choose pmni1 = 2%y, for some integer Z = Z,, so that M = 247 in the notation
of § 511, and apply the above construction to the digits g; ; of &; in this setting, in place of
the binary digits. Concretely, we choose any a; as a base integer and call these main bases.
At every main base integer k; = a,, for i = w mod m with ¢ € {1,2,...,m} we choose
the digit of &; as g;; = 1, and put g; ; = 0 for the other ¢ # u mod m, very similar to the
binary digit construction above. We further define additional intermediate bases within
intervals (@mpn, Gmnt1) as follows. Let Y =Y, < Z, be an integer so that 2Y Gy = a:nmrl
with small € > 0, which is clearly possible since the approximation can be made precise
up to a factor 2. Now within any interval (ammn,@mnt1), We choose the intermediate
bases 2Y @y, 2¥ 2Y+2 227 4 = Apny1/2. We define our sequence of bases
(k;);>1 as the increasingly ordered union of all main and intermediate bases. By a similar
argument as in the binary construction § 6.1] again we can choose the digits ¢; ; € {0, 1}
of any component (; with respect to the intermediate bases 2 @, 2 M amn, - - - 22 Lamn
freely without violating (C1), (C2), (C3). Call S* C R™ the according set of real vectors

amna amnu .
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¢ induced by the above digit restrictions. Since the good approximations are not powers
of 2, we need a slightly different argument than in § for the optimal result.

Lemma 6.1. Let e = (¢;);>1 be any strictly increasing sequence of positive integers (that
thus tends to infinity) and 7 > 0. Then the set Vi, (T) of vectors x € R™ satisfying

(25) lejzl| <e;7, =1

has Hausdorff dimension at most m/(T + 1).

Proof. The set V,,, () is clearly contained in the set of z for which estimate (25) has
infinitely many solutions for any given subsequence (e;, )x>1 of the e;. By the convergence
case of Jarnik-Besicovich Theorem [I7] in a setup involving approximations functions (no
monotonicity is required since m > 1), choosing the approximation function ¥ with
support only on the e;, and there equal to W(e;,) = ¢;7, the latter set has Hausdorff
v-measure 0 if the sum of ejmk_V(TH) over k > 1 converges. As soon as v > m/(T + 1), by
choosing a sparse enough subsequence e;, of the e;, the criterion obviously holds. This
means the Hausdorff dimension the latter set is at most m/(7 + 1), thus of our original

set Vie(7) as well. O

By a similar argument as in § 6.1, we can write given y € R™ as a sum z + ¢ where
¢ € 8" and z has the property that [|gz| < g~ #=9) at the places ¢ = 2" a,y,, forn > 1. So
we may apply Lemma to e; = 2%a,,; and 7 = 1 — €, which shows that the according
set Vie(7) of z has Hausdorff dimension at most m/(u — e + 1) again. The estimate for
the packing dimension of &* follows now analogously to § from Tricot’s result.

Remark 4. It can be shown with aid of [12] Example 4.6, 4.7] that Lemma states
the precise Hausdorff dimension of V,, ¢(7), hence we cannot hope for an improvement
by some refined treatment of this set. The proofs of Theorems 23] 2.4] below are based
on this strategy.

7. PROOF oF THEOREM FOR m = 2

For m = 2, we have to alter our sequence (a,),>1. Define a; and ay = a?, and for n > 1
recursively we set

v .
Qon+1 = Qgp", A2nt2 = LpGonia
where again M,, is a fast growing sequence of integers, but now

L, = {minz e N: 27" <®(Q):1<Q < zag,41}

By (d2) this is a well-defined finite number. Note that this is slightly different than L
in § 5.1 Indeed, now the reverse inequality L, > d, := az,+1 holds by (dl) for all m > 1,
and clearly L, — oo follows. Then again define &; as in (I2)).

The proof of (C3) is identical to § Bl by considering @) = ¢ = as, for large n. For
(C1) we again let @ be large and k the index with ay < @ < ary;. We consider
the same cases again. Case 1 is very similarly inferred from (d2), and again leads to
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16€]] = llg&1]] < ®(Q). Case 2 of (C1) is empty. In Case 3 of (C1), we now instead of
(1) get a bound

1
(26) lg€]l = llg€all < Z, +0(Qdy ).

By definition of L ¢ and since we can choose My in the next step arbitrarily large, we
again sce [|g€]| = [lg&]| < B(Q) for any Q < azn.a.

We follow the proof of (C2) as in § Again we let Q) = agspo — 1 for large f
and consider the same cases I, II. In Case I we get the same estimate (I8) by the same
argument. However, since now Ly > d; we have d;l > L;l. In case Ila we again get

a lower bound ||¢|| > e;' — O(Qd;}rl) but now e, = L;. Case ITb also gives the same
bound e;' — O(Qd7,,). Since we noticed 1/L; < 1/dy, in any case we get

0 o€l = =+ 0(@Qd; L),
I

The error term can be made O(Lfl) if we choose My, large enough in every step. More-
over, (Ly —1)71 > ®(Q') for some Q' € [(Ly — 1)agsi1,a2542) by definition of L, hence

, T —_—
_@ > Ly -1
Lyaggia Ly

la€ll = (1 - e)@(Q) = (1 — e))@(dsLsarprr), Gy =

Now &y — 17, so we can use the latter condition in (d3) to conclude very similarly as
in § 5.2 (note that we again require the condition on the right-sided lower limit v — 17
as well for the final step of the argument, or some similar property). The metrical claim
also follows analogously to § 6.1l We omit the details.

My

o and constant quotients

Remark 5. For general m > 2, defining again a,,,11 = a
Umntj+1/@mntj = Ln for 1 < j <m —1 with

Ly={minz e N:2'<®(Q):1<Q< 2" ag, 1},

analogous arguments would lead to an alternative, slightly shorter proof of Theorem
upon assuming the latter condition in (d3). We preferred to include the longer proof for
m > 3 since when adapting the alternative above construction to Cantor sets as in § [B3.1],
without additional argument the bound in Theorem [3.1] would become weaker.

8. PROOF OF HAUSDORFF DIMENSION ESTIMATES

8.1. Metric preliminaries. To prove Theorem resp. Theorem 2.4], similar as in §[G]
in short, we construct a Cantor type subset of the corresponding set F,, . resp. F,, . N
Win(A\) whose Hausdorff dimension can be estimated/evaluated. The fractal set will be
as in the following lemma, for optimized parameters 1,y under certain side conditions.
The notation A < B means A < B < A in the sequel.
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Lemma 8.1. Let m > 2 an integer and o > v > 1 be real numbers. Assume (¢p)p>1 1S
an increasing sequence of integers and let hy, = cpyn and H, = 2" for n > 1. Assume

(28) H,=<H""  n>2

n—1"
Let a sequence (0p)n>1 satisfy 6, > v forn > 1 and 6, = v + o(l) as n — oo.
For1 <i<m,let Q; C [0,1) be the set of real numbers (; whose binary expansion
G =192 has an arbitrary digit g;; € {0,1} at places of the form
(i) For1 <i <m in intervals j € [y1hn, onhn, — 1| NZ
(ii) For3 <i <m —1, in intervals j € [26,h, + 1,i0,h, — 1] NZ
(iii) Fori=m, in intervals j € [20,hy + 1, hypy — 1] NZ

for alln > 1, and a prescribed digit g; ; € {0,1} elsewhere. Then their Cartesian product
[ Qi has Hausdorff dimension at least

(29) dimp(J] Q) >2—"—"— 72 _1 +me{ —n)+i—2 (i—l)w—%}’
=1

Y1 (y2m 20my, —1) 7 m(mye —1)

and alternatively

. - T2 — N
30 d i) >me ——
(30) lmH(z'l:[l Q) = m Y1(y2m — 1)

We prove Lemma 8.1l Our sets Q; can be interpreted as a special case of a construction
from Falconer’s book [12, Example 4.6].

Proposition 8.2 (Falconer). Let [0,1] = Ey 2O E; 2O Ey O --- be a decreasing sequence
of sets, with each E, a union of a finite number of disjoint closed intervals (called n-th
level basic intervals), with each interval of E,,_y containing P, > 2 intervals of E,,, which

are separated by gaps of length at least €,, with 0 < €,.1 < €, for each n, which tend to
0 asn — oo. Then the set
F=()\E

i>1
satisfies

. .. 10g(P1P2 e Pn—l)
>
dimgy (F) > hggg.}f oz (Poc)

From our setup it can be seen that F = Q, for 1 < i < m from Lemma 8.1 meet the
requirements of Proposition with parameters

(31) P, =< Hi " = Hpn—el), €, =< H o = g2te)
as n — oo for all 1 <i < m, and alternatively with
(32) P, = HZ2—’YI+O(1)’ €on X Hn—’m-‘ro(l)’ Popit = Hg-z)wro(l)7 ot = H_Wﬁo( )

for 3 <i < m. We provide more details. Assume the interval construction is done up to
level 2n — 1 which prescribes digits up to position [y1h, ] — 1. Then the free binary digit
choice within j € [y1hy,0nhy) = [Y1ha, (72 + 0(1))h,) means that we split each interval
given after step 2n — 1 in the next step into 20nhn—1=1nhn] = 9Gz=m+e(hn — prrz=r+ol)
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subintervals, each of length =< 277+ = H 7 due to the subsequent digits vanishing

until position j = [y1h,11], and two neighboring intervals roughly at distance e, =<
9=dnhn _ 9=mhnt1 — pr 2ol H, = Hy 2 W apart. A very similar idea applies in
the next step to estimate P, 1, €2,.1, Wwhere we distinguish between various ¢ and for
i > 2 use that for i = m we also have H,,,; = Hy2" W) by ([28). Inserting (32), (28)) in
Proposition we may omit lower order terms and obtain for 3 < ¢ < m that

. L. lOg(Plpg e Pn—l)
dimg(Q;) > IIYILI_1>10IOIf “oa(Pocy)

o . . . log(PngPgn) . . log(Png...Pgn_l)
= min < lim inf ,lim inf
n—oo  — IOg(P2n+1€2n+1) n—00 - log(P2n€2n)
. (72 —m+ %) > o(vam) log H, (1—2)122# 3% o(hem) 7 log H,

- 27, log H, | nlogH,
o {m(72—71)+2'—2 (i—1)72—71}
= min , )

2(yom — 1) Y1(v2m — 1)

where the last identity requires short computations involving the geomtric sum formula.
Similarly, for any 1 <4 < m from BI]), (28) and Proposition 82 we get

0o —j — ) —L
(72— ) ijl(’hm) ?log H, _ (72 71)1—#,1 Y2

71 log H, mYy1ye ~ m(pm—1)

Combining the respective estimates with the general fact dimgy ([] A;) > > dimpg(A;) for
any Ay, ..., A, CR™ see [12], with A; = Q; proves the claims of the lemma.

dimg ( Qz) >

8.2. Proof of Theorem [2.3. We assume m > 3 here, for m = 2 the proof works
very similarly. We show how to derive Theorem from Lemma Rl Assume the real
parameters i, V9 satisfy the stronger hypothesis

1
(33) m(71—1)>72271>1+a.

In fact the setup (B3]) automatically requires v, > 1 + ﬁ Take (a,)n>1 the sequence

constructed in § 5.1 with the specialization ®(¢) = c¢t~*/™ and assume for the moment
a, = 2° for integers c¢,. Take M/ =< a2~ the integer power of 2 closest to a)2,! for
n > 1, so that we have

(34) U1 = M)y < )2, = 26772 n>1,

and let for n > 1 further

Hn = Qmn,, hn = Cmn-
Note that our particular case ®(t) = ct~/" implies ([28). Indeed then L, X< @mny1 and
Hyi1 = Gunyr) = Lpalinty < a®, . < a)2™ = H)*™. (For general ® under (d4(v)) we

would get H™ > H, > H*7) Let 6, > 0 be defined by

5
Amn+1 = Ayl s n>1,
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which satisfies §, = 72 + o(1) as n — oo by (B4), more precisely H’» < H)?. (The
definition of §,, agrees with M,, in § 5.1l however since we do not assume it is an integer
here, we prefer to change notation for clarity.)

Consider the real numbers §; as in § Il when a,, = 2° as above, i.e. § =) . 27+,
Then in the binary expansion the digit of & is 1 at places ¢pnti, n > 0, and 0 elsewhere.
Then we consider the sets Q; = Q;(71,72) C R, 1 < ¢ < m, as in Lemma 8] consisting
of the real numbers ¢; = 3 ¢;;277, where g;; € {0,1} depends on (;, obtained from the
& when we change the binary digit ¢; ; of & from 0 to an arbitrary digit in {0,1} in the
intervals of type (i), (ii), (iii). Then, any ¢; = 7,5, ¢:;277 € Q; still has binary digit
gi; = 0 at places j within the following intervals for all n > 1:

(1*) For 1 <i <m — 1, within intervals

J € max{i, 2}6p—1Cmm—1) + 1, iCpmn) N Z = [max{i, 2}0,—1hp—1 + 1, 71hn) N Z,
which contains [h,, + 1,v1h,) N Z.
(73*) For i = m, within intervals
j S [Cmn + 17’chmn) NZ= [hn + 17 Vlhn) NZ.
(14¢*) For i = 2, within intervals
j c [Cmn+1 + 1, 2Cmn+1 - 1] NZ = [5nhn + 1, 25nhn - 1] N Z.

(1v*) For i =1 and 3 < i < m, within intervals

j S [Cmn+1 + 1, Qcmn—i-l] NZ = [5nhn + 1, 25nhn] NZ.
Note that id,h, = i¢pni1 = Cmnyi for 1 <i<m —1and n > 1 by (§). We claim

Lemma 8.3. Any ¢ € [] Q; as above satisfies
limsup Q"4 (Q) = ¢,

Q—o00 -

i.e. (C1'),(C2) for ®(t) = ct='/™, where (C1') is (C1) up to a admitting a factor 1 + ¢
in the right hand side.

Proof of Lemma[8.3. Take ¢ € [] Q;. We first verify (C1"). Assume we are in Cases 2, 3

of the proof of (C1) in § 5.2 We again consider integers ¢ = ay, 41 = 2°m/+! = Hﬁf = Hp
that satisfy ¢ < Q < am(rr1) < appyq- By (iii*), we have essentially the same estimates
for ||¢Cs|| as in § 52l and by (iv*) the other ||g¢;||, ¢ # 2, take smaller values, so

HQQH = HqCQH S a’r_n;+1 + O(amf-i-la';if_kl)-;-l)? Q € H Ql

As in the proof in § 5.2 by construction afn;ﬂ = d;l < ®(Q) = cQ V™ for any Q <
am(f+1). Hence, upon admitting a factor 1 + ¢ coming from the lower order error term

(which however we cannot control as freely here in view of ([34)), we satisfy in (C1). In
Case 1 of the proof of (C1) in § 5.2, we use (i*), (17*) and v, — 1 > 72/m from (33) when
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®(t) = ct='/™ (under (d4(7)) in general 7, — 1 > v7) to guarantee the same estimate.
Indeed, for ¢ = ayy = 2" = H; and any Q < ayp41 = HJ‘E" < H}’2+0(1) we calculate

o _L*l_i_o(l) 1/m

Hence |[|qC]| < Q™ = ®(Q) for f > f,. The proof of (C2) is almost analogous to the
classical case in § 5.2, with two minor changes. Firstly, we again use v; > 14 1/m from
B3) and (%), (it*) for the error term O(Qd;}rl) = O(am(fﬂ)a;ifﬂ)ﬂ) to be negligible.
Indeed, by 71 > 1+ 1/m from B3) and (i*), (i¢*), the error term can be estimated

< ain_(}ﬂrl) = o(a;%ﬁl)), while by construction the main term is just slightly smaller than
/m

D(am(r41y) = Ca;ifﬂ)' (In general under condition (d4()) on ®, we require y; > 1+~

for the same conclusion.) Secondly our digital variations from (i) resp. (ii) induce slightly
different integers D = D(() in Case I resp. Y, = Y,(¢) and Z, = Z,(¢) in Case II, now
depending on the choice of ¢ € [1Qi. The according crucial properties hold again for
similar reasons as in § G611 Note that the remainder terms are essentially unaffected in

view of (i*), (#¢*). Hence our claim is proved. O

By Lemma B3], and since A({) > 1 > 1/m for any ¢ € [] Q; is easy to see by choosing
integers ¢ = Gmnt1 = Ophy, in view of (iii*), (iv*), see also § below, the set F,, .
contains [[ Q;. Thus we may apply Lemma 81l to bound its Hausdorff dimension from
below as in (29). For the asymptotical bound as m — oo, note that for any pair vy, yo
with 7 > 72/m+1 and 7 > 1+ —L5 the assumption (B3) holds. The bound (29) clearly
decays in ;. So basically we want to maximize ([29) over 7y, v satisfying v, = v2/m + 1
and v > 1+ ﬁ To give an asymptotical estimate, we choose ~; just slightly larger
than v,/m+1 and let 7o = m” for fixed 3 € (0,1). Then 73 = 1+0O(m?~1) is just slightly
larger than 1, so it is asymptotically negligible in ([29). We may further omit the small
positive first expression 2(y2 — v1)/(71(my2 — 1)). For large m then we check that the
left expression in the minimum of (29)) is of order 1/2 + o(1) while the right is of order
i/m+o(m). Hence the minimum in (29) equals roughly i/m for 3 <i < m/2+ o(m) and
1/2 + o(1) for m/2 4+ o(m) < i < m. Thus as m — oo we bound the sum in (29) from
below by

m/2 m

? 1 m - m 3
E E—o(m) + g Q—O(m) :§+Z—o(m):§m—o(m),
=3 i=m/2

the claimed asymptotical estimate (Hl).

Alternatively by Lemma 1] and Lemma the Hausdorff dimension of F,, . can be
estimated from below by ([B0). We now prove () by optimizing the parameters 71, ys.
We already noticed that the expression in (B0) decreases in ;. Hence in view of (B3] we
again take parameters related by the identity v, = 22 + 1 + ¢ with small € > 0 and bare
in mind that we require 75 > 1+ —= for the conditions ([33) to be satisfied. Since € > 0
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can be arbitrarily small, we want to maximize the function

mely, —1  (m=1)y—m
(Z+Dmy—1) B+ m—)pe-1

Yo ——=> M

over 7, > 1+ —L5. By differentiation we verify that the maximum is attained at

2 - 1 1
:m—l—\/m(m m+)>1+7
m—1 m—1

Y2

the positive solution of (m — 1)a? — 2mx + m(1 —m) = 0. Inserting in the function gives
the desired estimate (4) after a short simplification.

Finally, we may generalize Lemma B8] to the situation where H,, are not powers of 2,
and consequently drop the assumption a,, = 2, essentially by the argument explained
in detail in §[6.20 We omit recalling the strategy.

8.3. Proof of Theorem [2.4l Assume ~;,7, satisfy (B3]) and also
(35) (71— 1)* > 7.

We again assume for simplicity that a, = 2 for integers ¢,, the general case can be
obtained as in §[6.21 Recall the sets Q; induced by 71,72, constructed in § 82 from freely
altering binary digits of £ from § Bl in intervals of type (i), (ii), (iii). We slightly alter
Q; by imposing the addititonal condition (iv) that any ¢; € Q; has binary digit g, ; = 1
at position j = |y1h,], for n > 1. Denote this set by Qf C Q;. We claim

Lemma 8.4. For any { € Q; x [[\", Q; as above we have

We believe that in fact A(¢) = max{y; — 1,1} for generic ¢ € [[", Q; whenever 71,7,
are related by (B3), however we are unable to prove it. The lower bound 1 hereby comes
from (iii*), (iv*). The proof of Lemma [ relies on the following standard result on
rational approximation to a single real number.

Proposition 8.5. Let x € R. Assume for a reduced fraction p/q € Q and T > 2 we have
p —r
lz == =q".
q

Then for any rational p/q # p/q with ¢ < ¢ < ¢ ' for a sufficiently small absolute
implied constant, we have |x — p/q| > G 2/2 or equivalently ||Gz| > G*/2.

Proposition B follows from Legendre Theorem stating that |r/s — z| < s72/2 implies
that r/s (after reduction) must be a convergent of the continued fraction expansion of
z, and the relation sz < |sgz — rp|™! between two consecutive convergents ry/s; and
Tri1/Skr1. See [28, Proposition 4.2] for a short proof of the latter fact. Alternatively,
Minkowski’s Second Convex Body Theorem directly implies Proposition B3] see also [18].
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Proof of Lemma[84 Let ¢ € Qf x [[1", Q; be given. By properties (i*), (ii*) from § 8.2
the integers H,, = 2" = a,,,, induce an estimate

(36) | Hol|| < || Hoa|| = 27t = F (071, n>1.

n

For the lower bound we have used the non-zero digit assumption (iii). The lower estimate
A(¢) > 71 — 1 follows directly from (36). Assume now conversely to the claim of the
lemma that we have strict inequality A\({) > 7 — 1. Then for some ¢ > 0, there are

arbitrarily large integers ¢ > 0 with the property
(37) lg¢ll < g~ 1~

Let ¢ be such an integer and let f be the index with Hy < ¢ < Hjyyy. Recall that
Hy = ay,y and Hyyy = ays41) and the notation d,, = apny1 = af;;n = Hgn for any n > 1.

The proof of (C2) in § 5.2 (or § B2) shows that for any ¢ < Hyy we have
_ _ -5 -
(38) lg¢ll > d* + O(Hpsadyyy) = Hy™ + O(Hppady ).

We verify that the error term is of smaller order the main term. Indeed, 67 = 72 + o(1)
as f — oo implies dyq = Hﬁfjll = H}’f{o(l) = H}MQM(I), and since my, —m > 7y, by
Yo >y > (34++5)/2 > 1+1/(m — 1) for m > 2, the claim follows. Hence, combining
B8) with (37) and using 65 = v2 + o(1) as f — oo and (35]), we conclude

—1 0(1)
v

< H}ﬂ_lu f Z fO'

On the other hand, by (86) for n = f and Proposition 85, we get the contradictory claim
q> H}“Ha > H}l_l, unless ¢ = PHy, P € 7\ {0} is a multiple of Hy = a,,s. In fact,
in the latter case if ||H¢(1|| = |[HfC — p1| and [|gGi|| = |¢¢i — 71| for integers pq, 71, then
we must have q/Hy =ry/py = P, i.e. P(Hs,p1) = (¢,71). But then from (BG) we get

Hq§|| > ||QC1H = PHHf<1|| > HHfCIH > Hf_("/l—l) > q_(ﬂﬂ_l)7

contradicting again (37) for large f (or equivalently q). O

Recall 5 = 1+—2‘/5 and let A € (3, 00) be given. Let
m=A+1, Yo € (A + 1, min{mA, \*}) # 0.

Then ([B3), (B5) hold. Consider the derived sets Q; and Qf, and let Q@ := Qf x [[*, Q; C
R™ for simplicity. By Lemma B4 we have Q@ C W,,(\) and by Lemma and since
QC H;Zl Q; we have Q C F,, . again. It is further clear from the proof of Theorem 2.3
that for Q the bounds (29), ([B0) still apply, as condition (iv) is metrically negligible.
Hence, we get a positive Hausdorff dimension of our set (@). For the asymptotical estimate
as A — oo, for 75 we may ignore the larger bound A? and let v, = mA —o(1). Inserting in
(29) we observe that for large A the right term in the minimum is smaller, and identifying
main terms and estimating lower order terms gives i/(Am) —m = *A7}(1 +0(1)) as a lower
estimate for 3 < ¢ < m, which sums up to m/(2\) — O(A™!), the claimed asymptotical
bound. Theorem 24 is proved.
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8.4. Generalizations. We sketch how to modify the construction of § to get the
refined claims on the exact order of ordinary approximation indicated below Theorem 2.4l
Let W(t) be any approximation function of decay o(t=%7¢) as t — oo. We alter (iv)
from § by prescribing at step n simultaneously the binary digits ¢;; = g, of all &;,
1 <i < m, at positions j € J,, := {[v1(n)hn], [n(n)h,] + 1,..., [71(n)h,] + n}, where
we put

i = [ 1 ) € ) minfm(os () = 1), () = 12) £,

Thereby we obtain a subset Q of [ Qi from §BIlagain, but with parameters v; depending
on n. Because of |J,| = n, we can prescribe ||H,(||/P(H,) up to a factor 1 4+ 27" at
step n by choosing digits g; ; suitably (mimicking the binary expansion of ¥(H,,) in J,),
so as n — oo indeed we get a factor 1+ o(1). The arguments from proof of Lemma [87]
further show that these values represent the local mimima of ¥¢(Q)/¥(Q). Thus Q is
contained in W,,,(¥) NF,, .. Moreover, the intervals J,, are short enough not to affect the
asymptotics ([B1l), (82) for every n and 7;(n). Given explicit lower and upper bounds for
—log ¥(t)/logt, we obtain intervals for v;(n) uniformly for n > 1, and may again infer
metrical claims with some “dynamical variant” of Lemma 81l Assuming W(t) = ¢~*+o()
for some A € (f3,00) as t — 00, the exact same estimates (29), (B0) can be deduced and
we choose 73 = A+ 1,72 = mvy; — o(1) again for optimization. We leave the details to the
reader.

Finally we sketch how to argue when 1 < A < . We let vy = A+ 1 > 2 again and
~v9 > 7, sufficiently close to ;. Then we fix the last coordinate

Cm = N 9=hn 4 N Q—Lvlth’

and take the other (; € Q; = Q;(71,72), 1 <i < m—1, as defined above with binary digit
0 in intervals of types (i), (ii), (iii). Note that ¢ = H,, = 2" and ¢ = 2"} < H™ induce
small values [|¢(,||. Conversely, it can be deduced from the “Folding Lemma” by the same
line of arguments as in [5] that we can only have ||¢(,|| < ¢~©*~Y~¢ and hence [37), if ¢ is a
multiple of integers of these forms. To exclude these cases, we can use a similar strategy as
in the proof of (C2) in § 5.2 involving some case distinctions, assuming vs > 7; was chosen
sufficiently close to 74 = A + 1. For the Hausdorff dimensions of our Cantor type sets of
¢ € Fre NW,0(N) we get a lower bound dimg (T Qs x {¢n}) > S0, dimpy (Q;) > 0.
We omit the technical details again.

9. PROOF OF THEOREM [B3.1]

9.1. The case of good K. We restrict to m > 3, for m = 2 we alter accordingly to § [7
If K is good, then very similarly as in §[6.J]we can take a; = b% for an increasing sequence
of integers ¢; in the construction in § 511 up to redefining L,, = b as the smallest power
of b so that a,,,,; < ®(Q') for any Q" < b a,,41. The analogue of Proposition B.11 is
easily checked as well in our setting. The proof of (C3),(C1) works identically as for
Theorem [2Z2. The proof of claim (I7) further works analogously as Theorem up to
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(22). Below, now we have to take Q' < bL @y, +m—1 in place of Q" < (Lf + 1)amfim—1-
Hence ay < bL¢/Ls = b. Then the decay condition (d3'(b, R)) yields a factor R in place
of 1 — ey and (i) follows with © = R.

For (ii), first recall that we may relax assumption (@) to @,+1 being just a large
enough multiple, in place of power, of a,,,. This corresponds to ¢,,, < ¢nne1 in place of
Crmn|Cmn+1, SO that we can choose A, B in (D(b)) freely. As remarked above, an according
variant of Proposition [5.1 holds in our setting a; = b as well. Then with large A, B as in
(D(b)) we may choose ¢ppr1 = A, = A and ¢pim-1 + by = B, = B, i.e. £, = B, — A,,
in step n so that the quotient ®(b%)/b=4 > 1 is arbitrarily close to 1 again. Hence we
may choose ay = Q'/(Lyamsim—1) > 1 arbitrarily close to 1 again, and consequently get
the same result as in Theorem

The bound on the packing dimension for K = C’IT{O’I} follows similarly as for R™. We

now instead have that the sumset (K NV) + (K NS) with V = V& (4 — ¢) as in §
but for general b > 2 contains K, and we conclude with Tricot’s estimate again. Here we
use the general version of [29, Lemma 5.6] to bound the Hausdorff dimension of K NV
from above. See also the very similar proof of [29, Theorem 4.1]. A positive lower bound
for the Hausdorff dimension follows from very similar arguments as in § 8.1l We need
to replace P, in (&) resp. B2) by P, < H{? W10e2/18b pogy  p, = g2 los2/losh
and Py, = Hg—2)vzlog2/1ogb

calculation.

and keep ¢, unchanged, we omit the slightly cumbersome

9.2. General case. We may assume |W;| =2 for 1 < i <m. Then we have the identity
of sets

y Ve

Wi 2
=w:1C 4 —=
b oy Ty
for w; 1 > 1,w; 2 > 0 integers with w; + w;2 < b— 1, where W; = {w; 2, w; 1 + w;2}. We
use this identity to reduce the general case to the special case of good K.

Let ® be any function satisfying (d1), (d2), (d3'(b, R)) for some R € (0,1). From (d1)
we get the weaker condition

O(t) < (b—1)2RL-t7Vm >+,
Define the auxiliary function
(1) = (b— 1)k - (1),

which by construction satisfies (d1), (d2), (d3'(b, R)), the assumptions of Theorem B.1l
Start with Q* > 1 an arbitrary, large number and let @ = Q*/b. Now, in § 0.1 we showed
there exists 0 = (61,...,0n) € K := C}y, ;, that satisfies (i) of Theorem B.I] with respect

to the good K and ®. In particular the system

(40) lq0; — pil < &(Q), 1<i<m, 1<¢<Q,
has a solution in integers ¢, p;. Then, according to (39), write

W; .
(41) & = w0 + = 1 <i<m,

b—1’
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so that £ = (&1,...,&m) € K. We claim it satisfies the properties (C1), (C2), (C3) with
respect to ®. From (@) we see that with

¢ =0-1)q  pi=(0b—-1)p+quwyp
we have . .
a6 —p;| < (0= Dwi@(Q) < (0 - 1)°9(Q),  1<i<m
Since Q* = (b— 1)Q, from (d3'(b, R)) applied to Q*/b and since ® decays we see
¢(Q) = ®(Q"/(b—1)) < &(Q*/b) < R™'®(Q")
and combining we have a solution to
1<q <@ |¢g < (0-1)’RTO(Q) = ®(Q"),
Note that @Q* > 1 was arbitrary, so (C1) holds for § € K.

Now define another function W(t) = v®(t) for v > 0 be to determined later. Assume
conversely that £ as in (4II) satisfies

(42) I<¢ <@, |@&—p| <V(Q), 1<i<m,
holds for some large Q*. From (ZI]) we see that for

(43) ¢ = (b— Dwirq", pi=(b—1)p; — Cwip

we have

(44) lg:& — pil < (b—1)¥(Q"), 1<i<m.

We take ¢ the lowest common multiple of the g;, for which since w;; < b—1 an estimate
is given by

(45) g <TW(b—1)q", Iy =1Ilem(1,2,...,b—1).

Note that we may sharpen this by taking the maximum least common multiple of any

m integers at most b — 1, as claimed in Remark [l Now for p; = (¢/¢;)p;i € Z and
Q = (b—1)IQ*, we have 1 < ¢ < @ and combining ([#4]), (45]) and (@3)) we infer

l4; — i = gqu-ei —pil < qﬂw — 1)W(Q) < Ty(b— 1)2%\1/(@*)

< Ty(b = Duwi U(Q7) < Ty(b - HT(Q).

Now since U satisfies (d3'(b, R)) as well, estimating trivially (b—1)T, < b° (see Remark [I]
for asymptotical improvements) and repeated application and monotonicity of ¥ shows
V(Q) = ¥('Q) = R"U(Q).

Inserting, for 1 <7 < m we have
1<q<Q g0 —pil < (b= DR)W(Q) = (Dy(b — HR"0)P(Q),
in other words ~
1<¢<Q, gl <(Tu(b—-1)R"v)- 2(Q).
On the other hand, by assumption our § € K satisfies (C?2') of Theorem B.I] with respect
to @ and 2 = R. In other words, for certain Q* and the induced @ = I',@Q*, we have
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lq]| > R®(Q) for all 1 < ¢ < Q. Ifv < T, (b—1)"'R"*! we get a contradiction. Hence
the assumption ([42]) was false and for these @Q*, v and for all 1 < ¢* < @Q* we have

* * F * R *
lg"Ell > ¥(Q") = v@(Q") = mv‘?(@ )
for any 1 < ¢* < Q*. Inserting the bound for v, this means ¢ satisfies (C2’) for
R Rb+2

Qb R) =T (b— 1)~ 'R o1 = T

Finally (C3) for £ clearly follows from () as well when considering integers (b — 1)q for
¢ inducing the same property (C3) for 6.

10. PROOF OF COROLLARY [2] AND COROLLARY [3

We verify property (d3'(b, R)) for R = b='/™ for the Cantor set setting.

Lemma 10.1. Let m > 2,b > 2 be integers and ¢ € (0,1). Then for any e > 0 there exist
arbitrarily large integers A, B with

chB/mp=tm < p=A < op=B/m,

Proof. It suffices to take B the largest integer with b=4 < ¢b~2/™. By maximility of B
the other inequality holds as well. 0

The lemma states that ®(q) = cg~ /™ satisfies (d3'(b, R)) for any pair (b, R) with an
integer b > 2 and R = b=/, and Corollary B follows from part (i) of Theorem B.11

Lemma 10.2. Let m > 2,b > 2 be integers, ¢ € (0,1) and 7 > 0 irrational. Then for
any € > 0 there exist arbitrarily large integers A, B with

(1—€)eb P" < b4 < b P

Proof. Taking logarithms the claim becomes
0 < (A—Br)logh—logc < —log(l —e).

Since 7 is irrational, the set of values of A — 7B and thus also of (A — B7)logb — logc
when taking all integer pairs A, B are dense in R. The claim follows. 0

From the lemma we see that ®(q) = ¢q¢~7 for 7 irrational satisfies (D (b)) for any integer
b > 2, and part (ii) of Theorem Bl implies Corollary Bl

Assume we are given an effective upper bound for the irrationality exponent of 7. Then,
using a result on uniform inhomogeneous approximation due to Bugeaud and Laurent [6],
we could state upper bounds for the smallest A, B satisfying the hypothesis of Lemma [10.2]
in terms of €, independent from c. Similar to the remark below Theorem 2.2] this in turn
implies an effective rate at which we can let ¢ — 0 in terms of @ in Corollary Bl if we
admit a factor 1+ ¢ in condition (C'1). We do not make this explicit here.
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11. APPENDIX: THE LINEAR FORM PROBLEM

Let (.,.) be the standard scalar product on R™ and for y = (y1,...,¥yn) € R™ denote

by |y|ee = Maxi<i<, |y;| the maximum norm. Recall further the notation ||.|| introduced
in § @ For c¢* € (0,1], let Diy (c*) be the set of £ € R™ for which the system
(46) 0<lyle <@ g, Ol <@

has a solution in an integer vector y, for all large parameters *. By a variant of Dirichlet’s
Theorem we have Di* (1) = R™ for any m > 1. Let again Di}, = U.c1Di* (c¢). Let Bad},
be the set of badly approximable linear forms, its defining property being that for some
¢* > 0 and all Q* there is no integer vector solution to (46]). For completeness further
define accordingly Sing}, = NesoDi},(c) and F'S;, = Di’, \ (Bad}, U Sing},). We point
out the well-known identities

Di,, = Di | Sing,, = Sing,,. Bad,, = Bad,,,, FS,, =FS;,.

Note however that the sets Di,,(c) and Di},(c) do not coincide for the same parameter
¢ < 1. We expect analogous results to § 2| in particular counterparts of Theorem 2]
and Theorem 2.3 for the linear form setting. From Corollary [Il and a transference result
phrased below, we obtain the following more modest claim.

Theorem 11.1. For m > 2 an integer and any ¢* € (0,1], if we let
w=w(m,c) = (m+ 17" € (0,c),

then the set
Dir (¢")\ (Di},(w)U Bad,) C FS;,

has packing dimension at least m—1 and Hausdorff dimension at least as in Theorem[2.3.

As m — oo, the value w(m, ¢*) asymptotically satisfies
w(m, C*) > (C>|<)m26—m2 log m—o(m? logm).

Our result should be compared with the following partial claim of [4, Theorem 1.5] (see
also [24]) obtained from a very different, unconstructive method.

Theorem 11.2 (Beresnevich, Guan, Marnat, Ramirez, Velani). Let m > 2 an integer
and
Ky = e—20(m+1)3(m+10).
Then the set
Di; (¢")\ (Di},(kmc*) U Bad,,) € F'S},

18 uncountable.

We should remark that in the statement we suppressed some more information on other
exponents of approximation given in [4, Theorem 1.5]. Moreover, the exact shape of the
polynomial in the exponent of k,,, in particular the leading coefficient 20, can be readily
optimized with sharper estimates at certain places in [4]. Note that in contrast to our
result, the value k,, in Theorem is independent from c¢*. We see that for large m
and large enough ¢* € (0, 1], roughly as soon as ¢* > e, our bound from Theorem IT1]
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is stronger. For ¢* very close to 1, we basically can reduce the quartic polynomial in m
within the exponent in k,, to a quadratic polynomial.

For the deduction of Theorem [IT.Tlit is convenient to apply a transference result by Ger-
man [14] based on geometry of numbers, which improves on previous results by Mahler.
Concretely, we use the following special cases of [I4, Theorem 7], where we implicitly
include the upper estimate A;' < d%/? from [I4] § 2] for the quantity A, defined there,
where d = m + 1 in our situation.

Theorem 11.3 (German). Let m > 1 and § € R™. Let X,U be positive parameters.

(i) Let x € Z and assume

0<lz| <X, Héx“ < U.
Then there exists g* € Z™ so that
0< |y <Y, y" I <V,

where
(ii) Lety € Z™ and assume

0 <[yl <X, (g, I < U.
Then there exists ¥’ € 7 so that
0<le| <Y, gl <V

where

Yy — (m + 1)1/(2m)XU1/m—l’ V! = (m + 1)1/(2m)Ul/m'
We now prove our claim.

Proof of Theorem[I1.1. Let ¢ € (0, 1] to be chosen later. By CorollaryIland Theorem 23]
the set Diy,(c) \ (UesoDim(c — €) U Bad,,) = Dip(c) \ (UesoDi(c — €) U Bad?,)) has
the stated metrical properties. Take any ¢ in this set. Take arbitrary, large Y and put

X = (Y(m+1)"Cm)™ swhich is also large. Now the hypothesis of (i) from Theorem TT.3]
holds when we take
U=cXxXt/m

From the conclusion we get y* € Z™ that satisfies

0< |y le <Y = (m+ )1/(2m) x1/m

and

||<g*>§>H S V = (m + 1)1/(2m)X1/m—1U _ c(m + 1)1/(2m)X—1 _ c*yv—m7
where
(47) ¢ = c(m +1)Y/2H/Em),

Observe this holds for all large Y, so { € Diy, (c*).
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Now assume that for some ¢ € (0, 1) we have £ € Di* (¢). That means for all large X
we may take B
U=¢X™™
and the hypothesis of (ii) from Theorem is satisfied for some y € Z™. From the
conclusion we get the existence of a positive integer 2’ satisfying -

0 < ‘x/| S Yl — (m+ 1)1/(2m)XU1/m_1 — (m 4 1)1/(2m)61/m_1Xm

and

l2’¢ll < V' = (m+ 1)VCMUY™ = (m 4 1)V EmE X = Oy,
where
(48) C = (m + 1)1/2+1/(2m)61/m2‘

Now, since Y’ can be any large number by choosing X suitably, we infer £ € Diy,(C). If
C < ¢ and assuming ¢ < 1, this contradicts our choice of §. By (1), the latter condition

¢ < 1 clearly holds as soon as ¢* < 1, so we require C' > ¢, which by [@8) and (@T7) leads

to
2 2

&> ((m + 1)—1/2—1/(2m)6)m2 _ (m + 1)—m2/2—m/20m2 _ (m + 1)—m —m xm?
Combining our results we see that £ € Dij, (c*) \ (Diy,((m + 1)~ =me*) U Bad®,). O

It may be possible to derive similar, possibly stronger, effective results when combining
Corollary [l with the essential method of Davenport and Schmidt [I0], however in reverse
direction (we need the conclusion from simultaneous approximation to linear form instead
of the other way round), instead of [14]. We also want to refer to [4, § 4], in particular [4]
Lemma 4.9], in this context.

The author thanks Mumtaz Hussain for pointing out Example 4.6 in Falconer’s book as
a tool to estimate the Hausdorff dimension in Theorems[2.3, [27).
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