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A UNIFORM METRICAL THEOREM IN MULTIPLICATIVE
DIOPHANTINE APPROXIMATION
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ABSTRACT. For Lebesgue generic (z1,22) € R? we investigate the distribution of small

values of products ¢ - ||qz1]| - [|gz2|| with ¢ € N, where || - || denotes the distance to the closest

integer. The main result gives an asymptotic formula for the number of 1 < ¢ < T such that
a<q-llgzall - llgzzll <o and [[gz1], [lgz2|| < ¢

for given parameters a, b, ¢ satisfying certain growth conditions.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we will be interested in the basic problem of multiplicative Diophantine
approximation regarding existence of small values for products

q-llgw1ll - [lgzz|, with ¢ € N,

for Lebesgue generic z = (21, 72) € R?, where || - || denotes the distance to the closest integer.
The main result in this direction was established by Gallagher [8], who showed that for any

non-increasing function ¢ : N — R satisfying 302, W(q)leed =

. oo, the inequality

q- llgzall - llgzall < 9(q)

has infinitely many solutions ¢ € N for almost all z = (21, 72) € R?. For instance, for almost
all z = (21, 72) € R?, there are infinitely many solutions ¢ € N to the inequality

q-[lgz1] - lgza| < (logq) 2.

The next natural question involves the distribution of the set of solutions

M(z):={qeN : q-llgzi]| - gz < ¥(q)}-

Wang and Yu [21] derived an explicit asymptotic formula for the cardinality |M (z)N[1,T)| as
T — oo. Inhomogeneous versions of these problems were also studied by Chow and Technau
[4, 5]. The above results are usually described as asymptotic Diophantine problems.

Here we explore the analogous uniform Diophantine problem that involves solutions to the
inequalities

q-llgzall - llgell <6, 1<q<T

for given parameters b and T'. It should be noted that there is an essential difference between
asymptotic problems and uniform problems. For instance, establishing a uniform version
of the classical Khinchin theorem was addressed only recently in [15, 12, 13]. A somewhat
different related uniform problem was also considered by Widmer [22]. His result concerns
the sets

N(z;b) :={q € N : [lgz1]| - lgzzll < b},
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and it follows from [22] that if b > (log T)**¢/T for some & > 0, then for almost all x € R?
|N(z;0) N [L,T)| =4-b(1 —log(4b)) - T + O <52/3(— log b) - T?/3(log T)4/3+€/3>.

The condition on the parameter b is probably not optimal and is needed to ensure that the
required Diophantine condition in [22] holds for almost all z € R?. However, it is not clear
whether this method can give an asymptotic formula in a larger range.

Our first main result gives an asymptotic formula for the growth of the sets
L(z;b) = {q € N : ¢~ [lqz1] - [lgz2|| < b}.
Theorem 1.1. Let n € (1,2). Then for every ¢ > 0 and for almost every z € R?,
o when (InT)™" < b < (InT)~"/ G-,
|L(z; ) N [1,T)| =2-b- (InT)2 + O, (bH/n (InlnT)0+ 1nT> ,
e when b> (InT)~"/ G-,
|L(z;b) N [1,T)| =2-b- (InT)? + O, - (bQ/” - (InInT)%+¢(In T)Z) .

Theorem 1.1 is proved in Section 11. It will be deduced from a more general result which
we now describe.
Given parameters T > 1 and a, b, ¢ > 0 satisfying

1
a<b<1l and c<§,

we consider the domains

(1.1)

max(|ui|, |us|) < ¢
2= 0ff = {(u,y) eR2 x [1,T) : (Jual, ua) }

a < |ujug| -y <b
and, for x = (x1,22) € R?, the corresponding sets

max([|lgz ], [[gz2|)) < ¢ }

Qo(z) = {q €1, T)NN :
a<q-llgzil - flgza]l < b

It is natural to expect that the cardinality |Qq(z)| grows as the volume of Q. Our next
theorem proves such an asymptotic formula:
Theorem 1.2. Suppose that
a>nT)™ and C-b<c  for some (,0 > 0.
Let n € (1,2). Then for every € > 0 and for almost every x € R?,
o when (c-InT)™" <b< (c-InT)~"G=m),
Qo) = Volg(Q) + O, c.- (albl*l/’? (InlnT)*InT + 1) ,

e when b> (¢c-InT)~"/B=),

|Qa(@)] = Vols(2) + Opc (b7 (I T)™*=(InT)? 4 1) .
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To compare the above main term with the error term, we note that according to (A.4) in
Appendix A,
Vol3(Q2) ~2- (InT)?-(b—a) as T — oo. (1.2)
Due to the assumption on the parameter a, we cannot directly take a = 0 in the Theorem
1.2 to deduce almost sure asymptotics for the sets L(z;b) in Theorem 1.1. Instead we an-
alyze the existence of lattice points in thin hyperbolic strips and show that when a decays
sufficiently fast, the sets L(z,a) are empty for almost all z € R? (see Section 11).
Our method also allows us to study the distribution of the scaled set Qq(z)/T" in the
interval [0, 1]. For a compactly supported Lipschitz function h : R — R consider the weighted

counting function
Sqh(z) = Z h (%) , xR

9€Qqa(z)
We shall show that Sqh(x) is asymptotic on average to the weighted mean
oy
Ma(h)i= [ (L) - Volo(@(w)) do. (13)
1

where
Qy) :={z eR? : (z,y) € Q).
We note that Vola(€2(y)) can be computed explicitly (see Lemma A.1). When A = 1 on
the interval [0, 1], the sum Sqh(z) is simply |Qq(z)| and Mq(h) = Vols(Q2). For different
oscillatory functions h, the asymptotics of Soh(z) describe the distribution of Qq(x) inside
1,7).
We establish a bound for ”sub-quadratic” moments defined in terms of the function

0.(s) := s*/In(e + |s)1*  with x > 0. (1.4)

Theorem 1.3. With the assumption as in Theorem 1.2, for every compactly supported Lip-
schitz function h: R — R and k > 0,

/ 6, (sﬂh@) . MQ(h)) dz <pconc2b- (InlnT)3*(InT)2.
[0,1)2
In particular,

/ 0, <|QQ@)| - V013(Q)) dz <¢ g ¢ 2b- (InInTY3 (In T)2.
0,12

Remark 1.4. In view of the volume asymptotics (1.2), for certain ranges of the param-
eters, the formula in Theorem 1.2 establishes an error term with essentially ”square-root
cancellation”.

Theorem 1.3 is proved in Section 9. Then Theorem 1.2 is deduced from it in Section 10
using a Borel-Cantelli argument. We outline the structure of the paper in Section 2 below.

Acknowledgement. We would like to thank Shunsuke Usuki for pointing out an issues in
a previous version of the paper.
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2. ORGANISATION OF THE PAPER

It will be convenient to consider a more geometric framework. For z € R?, we consider the
unimodular lattice

Ay = {(p+qz,q) e R* xR : (p,q) € Z* x Z}. (2.1)

Since ¢ < %, the map

AeNQ = Qalz): (p+aqz,q) —q
is a bijection. In particular, Theorem 1.2 can be viewed as an asymptotic lattice point
counting problem for the cardinality |A, N Q.

It order to produce an asymptotic formula for |[A, N €2, one usually aims to establish a
bound on the second moment f[o,l)Q |[Az N — Vols(Q2) ‘2 dz. This idea goes back, for instance,
to the work of W. Schmidt [17]. We also refer to the work Kleinbock, Shi, and Weiss [14],
where this approach was developed for ergodic sums. However, our analysis in Section 5
suggests that a needed bound for the second moment is not attainable. As a substitute we
establish a bound for ”sub-quadratic” moments f[071)2 0. (|Az N Q| — Vol3(Q)) da, with 6, as
in (1.4) and generalize the argument of [16, 17] to such sub-quadratic moments.

It will be convenient to view the domains Q C R? as disjoint union of smaller domains. To
construct such a decomposition, we use the action by the diagonal matrices

a(t) := diag(e",e2,e " 72), t = (t1,t2) € RZ.

In Section 3, we show that

Q= | | a(n) 'Agn, (2.2)

neFo
where Fg is a finite subset of Ng and Agq , are finite subsets of R3. We note that this tessella-
tion procedure is different compared to the one used in our previous work [3]. While in [3] we
used varying tessellations defined for each a(t)-orbit, here we construct a tessellation directly
in R3. This has advantages and disadvantages. In particular, in our present construction
the tiles Ag, have more complicated shape. This necessitates a new notion of regularity
((e,7y, M)-controlled sets), which we develop in Section 4.
The decomposition (2.2) allows us to write

’Azm Q| = Z /X\Aﬂ,n (a(n)Az), (2.3)
neFo
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where Xaq, denote the Siegel transforms of the characteristic function of the sets Agq .
Hence, the original counting question is reformulated in terms of ergodic sums for the action of
the group {a(t) : t € R%}, albeit these sums are computed along a varying family of functions.
The crucial ingredient of our proof is a quasi-independence estimate (Theorem 9.2) established
in our previous work [2]. It gives a quantitative bound for the correlations of poa(n), n € N2,
for smooth compactly supported functions ¢ on the space space of unimodular lattices. It
should be noted that this bound is only useful when min(ni,ns) is large, and one of the
hardest parts of the present paper is consists in treating the part of the sum (2.3) where
min(ny, ng) is small.

In Section 5 we establish various non-divergence estimates for lattices a(t)A, with t € R?k
and z € [0,1)? (and somewhat more general lattices). Although this question fits in the
general framework of non-divergence of unipotent flows (cf. [6, 19, 10]), we need much more
precise information about the height functions along a(t)A, (see, for instance, Corollary 5.5).
The results of Section 5 will be used in the proof of the main theorem to estimate the part
of the sum with small min(nj, ng) (this corresponds to the term Cg) in Section 9) and also
in the construction of smooth approximations.

In Section 8 we build smooth compactly supported approximations for the functions X, A
Our main technical result here, used in the proof of the main theorem, is Lemma 8.5 (this
corresponds to the term Cg) in Section 9). The proof of this lemma uses the notion of
(€,7, M)-controlled sets and the non-divergence estimates from Section 5. Ultimately, its
proof reduces to an arithmetic problem of estimating the number of points from a(t)A,
contained in an (g, 7, M)-controlled set (see Lemma 7.1) and to an estimate for correlations
of certain lattice counting functions (see Lemma 6.1). Those are handled in Sections 6-7.

The proof of Theorem 1.3 is completed in Section 9. In Section 10 we deduce Theorem 1.2
from Theorem 1.3 using a Borel-Cantelli argument. Finally, Theorem 1.1 is deduced from
1.2 in Section 11.

3. TESSELLATIONS

In this section we show how to decompose the ”hyperboloid strips”
a < |ryza| -y <0,
Q=< (z,y) €eR*xR :  max(|z1],]2z2]) < ¢, p. (3.1)

To<y<T

defined for 1 < Ty < T, 0 < a < b, and ¢ > 0. We use the action of the semigroup of diagonal
matrices of the form

a(t) == et , for t = (t1,t2) € RL. (3.2)
e—(t1+12)

Our aim below is to show that 2 can be written as a union of certain a(t)-translates of smaller
pieces Aq p, where n = (ny,ng) € N2, and whose dependence on the parameters is rather
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mild. More precisely, let
a<|rize| -y <b

Aqn =< (z,y) : ce ! <|zg| <e, fori=1,2 (3.3)
Toe*(ernz) <y< Te*(ernz)
and
Fq = {neNg : aQ§n1+n2<ﬂg}, (3.4)
where ) )
T T
aq = In (%) and fq:=1In (%) ) (3.5)

Then, we have the following lemma:
Lemma 3.1. For every n € N2,

AQJL#@ — n € Fq

and
0= |_| a(n)flAQm,
neFo
Furthermore, for all n € Fq,

a be?
AQ,n C [—C, C]2 X (C—2, C_2:| .

Proof. We first note that for every n = (n1,n2) € N2,
a < |rizoly <0
a(n) MAg, =< (z,y) : ce WD <z < ce ™, fori=1,2 p,

To<y<T

so in particular, a(n)"'Aq, C Q and the sets {a(n) 'Aq,},ene are disjoint. Pick a point
(z,y) € Q. Then there is clearly a unique n € N2 such that

c-e (it < |z;] <c-e ™, for bothi=1,2,
and thus (z,y) € a(n) " 'Aq,,. Since (z,y) is arbitrary, this shows that

Q= |_| a(n) ' Aq.n. (3.6)

neN2

However, most of the sets Ag, in this union are empty. Indeed, suppose that Aq ,, # ), and
pick (z,y) € Aqy. Then,

a<l|ziag|-y < T-e (mtn2)
and thus n; +n9 < In (TTCQ) Similarly,

ATy e 2 e (MAm2) < |z 20|y < b,

and thus In (7;()6022) < ni 4+ no.

In other words, Aq ,, is non-empty only if n € Fq, and thus the union in (3.6) can without
loss of generality be restricted to Fq.
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Finally, suppose that (z,y) € Aq,, for some n. Then z € [-¢,c]? and
a a b be?
- < <y< < =5
2 x| |z1xo| = 2
and thus
2
9 a be
AQ," C [—C, C] X <C—2, 0—2:|
independently of n. O

4. GROUP PERTURBATIONS AND CONTROLLED SETS

The aim of this section is to establish regularity under small SL3(R)-perturbations for
families sets of the as in (3.3). Since the sets relevant to our problem degenerate in some
directions, this will need to introduce a new notion of regularity.

We begin with some notation. If £ C R? x R, let

EY={zeR*: (z,y) €FE} and E,={yeR: (z,9) € E},
for y € R and x € R?. We refer to EY as the y-section of E, and to E, as the x-section of E.

The following definition captures a convenient form of regularity that we will use in the
paper.
Definition 4.1 (Controlled set). Let M > 1 and 0 < ¢ <y < M. We say that a Borel set
E CR? xR is (e,7y, M)-controlled if either

E C[-M,M)?x (y,M] and sup Voly(EY) < max <a,—iln <£>> ,
yel1] TN\T
or if there is an interval [a, 8] such that
EC[-M,M?x[o,8), B—a<ye and a>~/2

with implicit constants that are independent of € and . If F satisfies the first set of conditions,
we say that F is type I and if E satisfies the second set of conditions, we say that F is type
1I. We refer to the implicit constants above as the bounds for E.

Roughly speaking, a controlled set is type I if all of its y-sections have uniformly small
volumes and it is type II if all of its x-sections have uniformly small volumes.

Remark 4.2. Note that if e < <7, ¢/9 < 1/e, and FE is an (e,~, M)-controlled set, then
E is also an (g,+/, M)-controlled set.

Let M > 1. For the rest of this section, let us fix the following real parameters:
0<a<b and wu] <uf <1/2, uy <uj <1/2 and 0<~y<§< M. (4.1)
We define the set
a<|rize| -y <b
A= (z,y) 0 u; <oy <uf fori=1,2 3 CR?*xR. (4.2)

Y<y<d
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We fix the max-norm on R? and denote by | - |lop the operator norm on SL3(R) induced by
the max-norm, in particular,
19 - zllos < llgllop  llzlloo,  for g € SL3(R) and z € R?
For € > 0, we denote by V. the symmetric open neighborhoods around the identity in SLz(R):
V.:={g€SL3(R) : |lg—id]lop <& and g7t —id ||op < e}. (4.3)
In other words,
g (2, y) = (2.9l <& (@, y)lloos  forall g € V2 and (z,y) € R x R (4.4)
The following lemma is the main result of this section.
Lemma 4.3. Let A be as in (4.2) with the assumptions (4.1). Then, for every
0 <e<min (1/(2M),v/(2M),a/(M? + 1)),
there are (g,7/2, M + 1)-controlled sets E; C R> xR, s = 1,...,24, such that
(gilA \ A) L (A \ gilA) - UES for all g € V..
s

Furthermore, the bounds in Definition 4.1 for the sets Es are independent of the parameters
a, b,uf,uéc,é.

Proof. Let us fix ¢ as above. For g € V. and (z,y) € R? x R, we define (2(g),y(g)) by
9-(z,y) = (z(9),y(9)) = (21(9), x2(9),y(9))- (4.5)
Then

max(|z1(g) — z1], [w2(9) — 22|, [y(9) —yl) <e- (2, y)lo (4.6)
for all (z,y) € R? x R. In particular, for (z,y) € A,

max(|z1(g) — z1l,[22(g) — 22, ly(g9) —yl) < Me.
Hence, it follows that
u; — Me < |z;(g)| <uf + Me fori=1,2 and - Me<y(g) <3+ Me.
Also using that ¢ < 1/(2M),
|lz122| - y = [z1(9)m2(9)] - y(9)| <||m122| -y — |21(9)22| - y| + ||21(9)22| - ¥ — |21(9)72(9)] - ¥
+lz1(9)z2(9)] -y — |21(9)z2(9)] - y(g)| < eM?.
Therefore, we also have that
a—eM? < |z1(g)z2(9)| - y(g) < b+eM>.

We conclude that for g € V¢,
g 'Ac Al

where
a—eM? < |z122| -y < b+ eM?

AT =< (z,y) + u;(e) <l|my| <uf(e) fori=1,2 3,

y—eM <y<d+eM
where u; (¢) := u; —eM and u] (¢) :=u; +eM. We note that

AT C (=1,1)% x [y/2, M + 1], (4.7)
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because € < v/(2M) and € < 1/(2M).
Let

By :={(z,y) € AT+ a—eM? < |mias| y < a}.
For all y > 0,

e (57 o ) Gl = (e

where the set Z(+) is defined as in (A.1). It follows from (A.3) that

v (= (st ) = ()

4e M2 _ a — eM?
S—— 7= In — Y T
y - uy (e)uy (¢) y-uy (e)us (€)

where In"(z) := Inmin(1, z). Since € < a/(M? + 1) and uf (¢),uj (¢) < 1, we have

a — eM?
W @uiE)
and thus
Volo(E1)Y) <ar -5 -In™ <5> «-E m <2£> (4.8)
Y Y v v

for all y > ~y/2. This verifies that the set E; is (e,v/2, M + 1)-controlled.
Let
Ey = {(z,y) € AT : ul(e) < w1 <y}
Then for all y,
Voly((Ey)Y) < Me,

so that this set is also (g,7/2, M + 1)-controlled. The set
Es:={(z,y) € AT : v— Me <y <y}

is also obviously (g,7/2, M + 1)-controlled of type II.

Finally, we observe that A7\A = AT N A€ is contained in a union of of subsets of AT,
where each subset is defined by the negation of one of the inequalities that appears in the
definition of A. Furthermore, in the case of x;, i = 1,2, we get two sets of inequalities
uy (€) < |zg| < uy and uf < |7 < uf(e) which we view as four sets of inequalities in
terms of x; and consider the four corresponding subsets. This way we obtain twelve sets Fj.
Since these sets are defined similarly to either Fy, s, or E3, we can analyze them as above.
Therefore, we conclude that all Ey’s are (e,7/2, M + 1)-controlled. This verifies the claim of
the lemma for the set g7 !A\A C AF\A.

To handle the set A\g~'A, we observe that for g € V.,

g 'AD AL,

where
a+eM? < |xix9| -y < b—eM?

A=< (z,y) + u; +eM < || <uf —eM fori=1,2 },

Yy+eM <y<d—eM
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and A\A_ is contained in the union of twelve (¢,v/2, M + 1)-controlled sets. This can be
verified as above, so that we omit the details. ]

5. HEIGHT FUNCTION ESTIMATES

In this section we define a height function on the space Eg consisting of all lattices in R?
and prove some technical level set estimates for this function that will be used later in our
analysis of Siegel transforms.

Let Eg denote the space of all lattices in R3, endowed with the standard action of GL3(R).
Given a bounded Borel function f : R® — R such that the set {f # 0} is bounded, we define

the Siegel transform f: ng — R by
F)y = > f(), for A€ Ls
AEA\{0}

Let L3 C £~3 denote the subspace of all unimodular lattices. This subspace is preserved by
the restricted SLg(R)-action, and it is well-known that L3 carries a unique SL3(R)-invariant
Borel probability measure, which we denote by u. The following classical theorem of Siegel
will play an important role in our analysis.

Theorem 5.1 (Siegel’s theorem). Let f be a bounded Borel function with compact support.

Then f € LY(p) and
/Lgfd/L:/RSf(z)dz,

where the volume measure on R has been normalized so that Volz([0,1]3) = 1.

5.1. A height function on L3

Let {e;,e9,e3} denote the standard (ordered) basis of R3. We extend the max-norm with
respect to this basis to the second exterior power R3 A R? as follows. If u,v € R? and

w=uNv=wi2e; Ney+wize; Neg+ wazes A eg,

then [[wlloc = max(|wizl, [wis|, lwas|)-

Let A be a (not necessarily unimodular) lattice in R3. We define the functions

s1(A) =1inf {||Allc : A€ A\ {0}},
s2(A) ==inf {||A A dollee = A Adg #0, A, A0 € AN\ {0}

Sg(A) = lnf{‘a’ ey /\QQ /\Qg :Al /\Az /\Ag %O, A17A2,A3 GA\{O}},

and the height function

ht(A) := min (s1(A), s2(A), s3(A)) !

(5.1)
Since

lg - wlloo < llgllop - lwllos  and lg- wlleo > llg7 Iy - llloc,
for all g € GL3(R) and w € R3 (where || - ||op denotes the operator norm with respect to the
max-norm on R3), we have

lgllep - ht(A) < ht(g.A) < [lg™"lop - hit(A), (5.2)

op
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for all g € GL3(R) and A € £~3. Before we proceed to the main topic of this section, we recall
an important inequality due to Schmidt [18, Lemma 2].

Lemma 5.2. For every bounded Borel function with compact support,
()] Caupp() 1 lloo - BE(A),  for all A € L,

where the implicit constants only depend on supp(f).

5.2. Main results

We recall that

a(t) = et , for t = (t1,t2) € R.
e—(t1+12)

Given z = (x1,22) € R? and r > 0, we define the lattice

Apyr:={p+q(ulz) +res3) : p € spany(ey,ey), q € Z}, (5.3)

where «(z) := (z1,22,0). We note that A, is a unimodular lattice if and only if r = 1.
Our first theorem in this section provides uniform upper bounds of the height function
along a(t)-orbits of lattices of the form A, ,. Here and later in the paper, we use the notation

[t] :=min(t1,t2) fort = (t1,t2) € R2.

Theorem 5.3. For allr >0 and t = (t1,t2) € Ri,
sup {ht(a(t)Az,) : z € [0, 1)%} < max <et1+t2/r, 6*UJ> ‘

Our second theorem roughly tells us that the map t — ht(a(t)A,) is not large on a big
volume set.

Theorem 5.4. For every r >0, L > max(1,1/r) and t € R%,
Voly ({z € [0, 1)? : ht(a(t)Ay,) > L}) < max(r~ !, r 2) L3 4 L 2e
where the implicit constants are independent of L,r and t.

The theorems above provide useful upper bounds on certain integrals involving the height
functions restricted to super-level sets. To state these bounds, we define the sets

My (n) = {E €[0,1)* : ht(a(t)Ag,r) > 77} (5.4)
for n > 0. We then have the following corollary, which we prove at the end of this section:

Corollary 5.5. Let p > 0 and 6 : [0,00) — [0,00) be an increasing measurable function such

that u — % is decreasing on [1,00). Then, for everyt € R%, r > p and n > e*p~!, we have
et1tt2tl max(1,p71) 0
/ O(ht(a(t)Ayr)) dz < (max(r’l,r’Q)nfl + rile*m) . / (—Z?f) du,
Me,r(n) e=?n u

where the implicit constants are independent of p,n,r and t.
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5.3. Lemmas about heights
Lemma 5.6 (Uniform Lower Bound for s1). For all v >0 and t = (t1,t2) € R2,

inf {s1(a(t)Agy) : z €[0,1)*} > min <em,r . e*(tﬁt?)) .

Proof. Let = (x1,22) € [0,1)%, r > 0, and ¢t = (t1,t2) € R2. We note that for every
p = (p1,p2) € Z? and q € Z, we have

la(®)(p + q((z) + re3))|loo = max <€t1 “|p1 + g1, € - |p2 + qaal,r - gl - e_(t1+t2)> )
We assume that p + q(v(z) + rez) # 0. If ¢ = 0, then p # 0, and thus
la(t)(p + q(u(z) + reg)) oo > el
If ¢ # 0, then

la(t)(p + a(e(@) + res)) oo = 7”142,
We get a uniform lower bound by taking the minimum of these two bounds. U

Lemma 5.7 (Volume Bound for s1). For every 0 <e <1, 7 >0 and t € R%, we have

Volp ({z € [0,1)* : si(a(t)Azs) < e}) < 673

where the implicit constants are independent of €,rand t.
Proof. Let 0 <e < 1landr>0andt=(l1,l2) € RZ. Pick z = (z1,22) € [0,1)? such that
s1(a(t)Agr) <e.
This means that we can find a non-zero vector p + q(c(z) + reg) € Ay, such that
Ag(t) = e (p1 + qu1) €1 + €2 (p2 + qz2) €3 + re” 1T es € a(t) Ay,

satisfies [[Ag(t)||co < e. Writing this information coordinate-wise, we get the inequalities

c- etl +t2

, pataua| <e-e, |g| < ——. (5.5)
T

lp1 +qu1| <e-e "

Since € < 1 and t1,ty > 0, there are no non-zero solutions for p when ¢ = 0.

For ¢ # 0, we note that since z = (21, 22) € [0,1)2, there are at most O(q¢?) choices for
p=(p1,p2) € 7Z?. Furthermore, for each such choice of P,
52 . ef(tl +t2)

Voly ({z € [0,1)% : [pr+qai| <e-e™™, |pp+qraf <e-e7™}) < PR

q
where the implicit constants are independent of p, e and ¢. In particular, upon summing over
all possible p and ¢, we see that the volume of the set of z € [0, 1)? for which the inequalities
in (5.5) are satisfied is bounded from above by O(g®/r), which finishes the proof. O

Let us introduce some notation which will be used in the proofs below. Given
r>0, z €0, 1)2, ]3(1),]3(2) € spang(e;,€9), q1,92 € 7Z,
define v,vy, € Ay, by
vy = p +qie(z) +reg) and vy = p? + @a(u(z) + reg). (5.6)
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Furthermore, given t = (t1,t2) € R?, we define

wolt) == at) ((pM + 1(0(2) +res) ) A (22 + 2(ule) +7e5) ) )

= a(t) @(1) Ap® + ((M_,m _ q12(2)> Az+r (ng(l) _ qlz_,@)) A Qg) _
Note that

we(t) =" wia(z) ey Aey +re Pwieg Aeg+re M wyey e,

where
wia(x) = m(p) + (w1zs — wor1) and w = wie; + waey = g2pM — qup@,
and m(p) is the unique integer such that ]3(1) /\1_)(2) = m(p) e, A ey. In particular,
llwz (t)|loc = max (etlH? . \m(]g) + (w9 — wazy)|, ety |wy |, ety \wgl) . (5.7)
Note that if v; and v, are linearly independent, then w,(t) # 0, and thus either w # 0 or
m(p) # 0.

Lemma 5.8 (Uniform Lower Bound for s3). For all r > 0 and t = (t1,t) € R2,
inf {s2(a(t)Ay,) : 2 € [0,1)} > min (r : e*ttJ,etlm) .

Proof. Note that sa(a(t)Ag,) is the minimum of ||wg(t)|/s, when v; and v,, defined as in
(5.6), vary over all linearly independent pairs of vectors in A ,. Hence, by (5.7), we need
lower bounds on

max (e" 2 - |m(p) + (w1zg — wom1)], €2 - 7wy ], e v g,
when either w # 0 or m(Q) % 0. If w # 0, then since wy and wy are integers, we have

t

max ("2 - [m(p) + (wiwy — wawr)|,e 2 - wy], e r - Jwal) > e,

and if m(p) # 0 and w = 0, then

max (€72 - m(p) + (wizz — worr)|, e - ], e 7 fwgl) > e

We get a uniform lower bound by taking the minimum of these two bounds. O
Lemma 5.9 (Volume Bound for s5). For every 0 <e <1, 7 >0 and t € R%, we have
Vol, ({Q € [0, 1)2 sa(a(t)Ag,r) < 6}) < i—i + @,
where the implicit constants are independent of €,r and t.
Proof. Let 0 <e < 1,7 >0and t = (t1,t2) € R%. Pick z € [0,1)? such that
so(a(t)Ag,r) <e.

This means that we can find two linearly independent vectors v; and v, as in (5.6) such that
llwz (t)||oo < e. By (5.7), this results in the bounds

t.

€-e”? 2

g-e€

[m(p) + (wizs — war)| < e e”F, | < » Jwa| < (5:8)

‘We make two observations:
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o If gy = ¢q2 =0, then w = 0 and |m(p)| < e - e~(t1tt2) Qince £ < 1 and 1,2 > 0 and
m(p) is an integer, we must have m(p) = 0. This readily implies that ]_9(1) A ]_9(2) =0,
SO 1_)(1) and 1_)(2) are linearly dependent, and thus v; and v, are linearly dependent as
well, contrary to our assumption.

o If w =0 and (q1,q2) # (0,0), then gav; — q1vy = 0, which contradicts our assumption
that v; and v, are linearly independent.

We can thus without loss of generality assume that w # 0 and (g1, g2) # (0,0).

For a fixed w # 0 and m(p) € Z, we have

c- e*(t1+t2)

2. _ < e.p(titt2)
Vol, ({g € [0,1)% : |m(p) + (wime — womy)| < e-e }) < max([on], [wa])’

where the implicit constants are independent of p and ¢. Furthermore, since 0 < e < 1 and
t1,t2 > 0, it follows from (5.8) that there are at most O(max(|w;|,|ws])) choices for m(p).
We also note from (5.8) that there are

2. ot1+to . .
e O (6er72> choices for w with wy,wy # 0,

e O (#) choices for w with wy = 0,

e O (E'eh) choices for w with w; = 0.

T

Summing over all of these choices, we get

3
6 . .
Voly ({z € [0, 1)? @ sa(a(t)Ay,) <e}) < 2 + ,
which implies the claim. O

Finally, we note the following elementary result for s3, whose proof is left to the reader.

Lemma 5.10. For allt € Ri and r > 0,
sg(a(t)Ayr) =7, for allz €[0,1)%
5.4. Proof of Theorem 5.3

By Lemma 5.6, Lemma 5.8 and Lemma 5.10, we have
min(sy(a(t)Agr), s2(a(t)Ag ), s3(a(t)Ag,)) > min <e“J v tt) gLt et1+t2,r)
> min <r . e*(tﬁt?), em) ,
for all t = (t1,t2) € R2. Hence,
ht(a(t)Ag,) < max (et“LtQ/r, efw) ,

for all z € [0,1)2.
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5.5. Proof of Theorem 5.4
Let L > 1. We first note that

Volsy ({Q € [0, 1)2 : ht(a(t)Agr) > L} = Vol <U { ssi(a(t)Ag,) < %})

i ({xe 0.1)% ¢ si(a(t)Ay,) < %})

By Lemma 5.7 and Lemma 5.9 (applied with ¢ = %), we have

Vol, <{§ €[0,1)% ¢ si(a(t)Agy) < %}) < T—;g

and

- A 1 1 el
Volg [ 4z € [0,1)7 : s2(a(t)Agr) < T < r2[3 + rI2 "

Furthermore, by Lemma 5.10, the last set in the sum is empty if L > <. Combining these
estimates, we obtain the theorem.

5.6. Proof of Corollary 5.5
Let r > pandt e R2 . We introduce the sets
By (i) ={z €[0,1)* : &' <ht(a(t)Ay,) < €'}, forieZ.
By Theorem 5.3,

etl +t2

ht(a(t)Ag,) < max ( e_w> <max(1,p 1)t forall z € [0,1)%,

r
and thus By, (i) is empty for i >t +t2 + Inmax(1, p ~1) + 1. Furthermore, by Theorem 5.4,
applied with L = e'~! for i > In(p~!) + 1, we have

Vola(By (i) < max(r—,r2)e " + et

Hence, since @ is increasing, for n > e?p~!,

[t1+t2+Inmax(1,p~1)]
/ O(ht(a(t)Ay,)) dz < > 0(e') - Volo(B (1))
Me.r () i=(In(n)]
[t1+t2+Inmax(1,p~1)]
< max(r~t,r7?) Z (e') - e
i=[In(n))

[t1+t2+Inmax(1,p~1)]

+ L. Z 0(c)-e 2 | et
i=[In(n)]



16 M. BJORKLUND, R. FREGOLI, AND A. GORODNIK

By assumption, u — % is decreasing for v > 1, and thus
[t14+to4+1In max(1,p~1)] t1+to+Inmax(1,p~1)+1 t1+tot+1l 1.1
' ' , 0(ev e max(1,p71) 0(u
Z B(e')-e % < / (2u) du < / (—3) du.
[In(n)] -1 € e=?n u

i=[In(n)]
Also, in the summation range, we have

[t1+t2+In max(1,p~1)] et1 12+  max(1,p~1) H(U)

Z O(e") - e <t /6 5 du.

i=[In(n)] i
We conclude that

etitt2tl max(1,p71) G(U)

/ Bt (a(t)Ay,p) dz < (max(r=!,r=2)y~L 4 lenld) / o) g,
Mt,r(n)

o2y u3

which finishes the proof.

6. CORRELATIONS BETWEEN THE NUMBER OF SHIFTED LATTICE POINTS IN BOXES
If B ¢ R? is a bounded Borel set, we define the counting function
Np(z) = |(Z2+Q)HB|, for z € R2. (6.1)

Note that Np is Z2-periodic, and thus completely determined by its values on [0,1)2.

Our main result in this section reads as follows.
Lemma 6.1. Let M > 0 and let DY and D@ be Borel subsets of the square [-M, M)?. Let
t = (t1,t2) € RZ with t; <ty and define

. —t ‘
Dt(@):<€01 eo >D(Z) fori=1,2.

—to

Then, for all (q1,q2) € N2,

max(qr,
NDil)(q1£)ND£2) (qez) dz < Fy (M) . max <V012(D(1)),V012(D(2))) ,

[0,1)2 ged(q1, q2)

where Fy is defined as in (B.3).
We will derive Lemma 6.1 from the following general result.

Lemma 6.2. Let By and By be bounded Borel sets in R? and let ¢; and qo be relatively prime
positive integers. Then,

. Voly(B1) Voly(B
Np, (12)Np,(g22) dz < |Z* N (¢2B1 — 1 B)| - min < 2(2 1), 2(2 2)> :

[0,1)2 q7 q5

Proof. Note that Z? x Z? = Ugezz £x(q1, g2), where

Ex(q1,q2) := {(]_91,]_92) e7?x7?: G2p, — 1Py = E}, for k € 72.

Hence,
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Np, (q1z) N3, (qoz) dz = Z/ X5, (p, + Q1) X, (p, + ¢2z) dz

- Z Cﬁ(qla q2)7
k

where Ci(q1,¢2) == z@pﬂQEEﬁ(qlvq?) f[o 1) X8, (p, + ©12) XB, (P, + ¢22) dz.

[0,1)

Fix k € Z? and (P}, p,) € Ex(q1,q2). Then,

Ex(q1,q2) = {(2_9/1 +al,pl, + C.Dl) tle Zz} : (6.2)
Indeed, if (]_91,]_92) is any point in Ejx(q1,¢2), then q2(£1 — ]_9’1) =q (Bz — Q’2) Since ¢ and ¢
are relatively prime integers, we must have p,— 1_)’2 = ¢l and Py — ]3’2 = ol for some (unique)

1 € Z2, thus proving (6.2).

Hence, for a fixed choice of (p!,p;) € Ex(q1,q2), the identity (6.2) allows us to rewrite the
term Cj(q1,¢2) as follows:

Crlqr,q2) = /[0 o X ® + a1+ 2)xB, (P + g2l + 2)) dz
L )
= /R X, (P + @12) X5, (P, + qoz) dz

:/ X, (P, — @1l /@2 + q12) X B, (q2) dz

= /R L XB1 (k/q2 + q12)x B, (q2) d,

where, in the last step, we have used the fact that QQQ’I — q1]_9’2 = k. We conclude that

1 k 1
Ck(q1,q2) = Voly ((—31 - ;> N —B2>
q1 q192 q2

1 \2
— <_> - Vol ((g2B1 — k) N q1B2) .
192

In particular,

1\?
Cularas) < (@> min (Vola (g2B1) , Vol (g1 B»))

. <V012(B1) VOIQ(BQ
= min 3 s 3

)> for all k € Z2,
q7 q3

and

Ci(q1,92) =0, for all k ¢ g2B1 — q1Bo.



18 M. BJORKLUND, R. FREGOLI, AND A. GORODNIK

Hence,
> Cilar,¢2) < |20 (g2B1 — q1B2)| - min < 2(2 1)7 2(2 2)> :
kez2 q7 a5
which finishes the proof. -

Proof of Lemma 6.1. Fix (q1,g2) € N? and write g1 = sq} and ga = s¢}, where s = ged(q1, g2)
and ¢} and ¢ are relatively prime. Since multiplication by positive integers on the torus
R?/7Z? preserves the Lebesgue measure, we have

/[01 Npo (@z)N e (qez) dz —/ Npow (z) N ) (922) di.
If we apply Lemma 6.2 to the right-hand side with
By =D" and B,=D{,
and note that qéDt(l) - q’lDﬁz) C [-My, M) x [-Mas, Ms], where
M; = 2max(q},qb) - M -e ' fori=1,2.
we get
Vol (DP) Vol (DF’)
(@)? (%)

! 2 ,
/01 Npo (@2)N o (ahe) da < |72 0 (D17 - ¢, D) )>‘ R

< GBI ) (v () i ()

where G is defined as in (B.2). Hence,
/[ N (@h2)N o) (dh2) da < Fy(max(q), ;) - max (Volo(DV), Volo(D®))
0,1)2 t

where F} is defined as in (B.3). This finishes the proof. O

7. MEAN COUNTING WITHIN CONTROLLED SETS

In this section we prove L?-bounds for Siegel transforms of indicator functions of controlled
sets. These bounds will be useful later in Section 8 when we analyze smooth approximations
of counting functions.

Lemma 7.1. Let M > 1 and 0 < ¢ < 3¢ < v < 1. We suppose that E C R?> x R is an
(g,, M)-controlled set. Then, for all t = (t1,t2) € R% such that

t1 + to > max(1, —In (v/2)),

we have

/ Re(a(t)Ay)? dz < e~ F2) 4o max (5, —% In <£>> -max(1, (t; + t2))?,
[0,1)

y

where the implicit constants depend only on M.
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Proof. Let E C R? x R be a bounded Borel set, let F(t) = a(t)"'E, and note that

/[0 e xe(a(t)A,)*dz < Z Z / XE@tn (P, + 1) X (P, + q2z) dz

q1,92€7Z PP, cz?

= > . Np, (nz)Np,, (¢2z) dz,
q1,92€Z "

where N, is defined as in (6.1) and D, = E(t)? for ¢ € Z. We define
J:={yeR : EY #£0},
and note that for every ¢ € Z,

et

E(t)! = ( et2> Eq(t),

where ¢(t) = e~ (1) In particular,
E)1#0 < g€ Jy =172

Hence,

/[0 1 SC\E(CL( d:l? < Z 1) (q1£)ND£2) (q2£) dz,

q1,q2€J¢ [0, 1)

where D = E%() for i = 1,2, and Dlgi) is defined as in Lemma 6.1. The same lemma now
tells us that

/[ 2 Xe(a(t)Ay)? dz < Z Fi (max QI’(D)) - max (V012 (qu(t)) , Vol <EQQ(t)>>
0,1

q1,92€ J¢ ng a QQ)
< Z F, <%1,Q2)> - sup Voly (EY),
ged(q1, g2) yed
q1,92€J¢

where F} is defined as in (B.3).

The arguments up to this point have not made use of any special properties of E. In what
follows, we will fix 0 < ¢ < 3¢ < v and assume that E is an (e,, M)-controlled set (see
Definition 4.1). The analysis will depend on whether E is type I or type IL

Let us first assume that F is type I. Then,
J C (y,M] and sup Voly(EY) <y max (e, m <£>> .
yeJ v
Furthermore, by Lemma B.1 (with « =+ and § = M),

> A () oy e max(l, = ) - max(L s 1),
q1,92€Jt sealan, 42
provided that

t1 +to > max(1, — ln('y)). (7.1)
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We conclude that if the conditions (7.1) hold, then

/[071)2 Ke(a(t)Ay)? dz < (t + t2)? - max <5, —% In (%)) _ (72)

Let us now assume that F is type II. Then,
E C[-M,M)?* x [a, 3],
where 3 < a, and f — a < e. In particular,

J C o, 8] and sup Voly(EY) < M.

yed
By Lemma B.1,
Z F, <%1’q2)> <y e~ Btt) 4 (3 — o) - max (1,ln <é>> -max(1,t; + t2)
ged(q1, g2) a
q1,92€Jt
< e~ Bt Lo imax (1,ln <§>> -max(1, (t1 + t2)),
provided that
t1 +to > — ln(a). (7.3)

Note that

max <1,ln <é>> < max <1, p- a> .
@ @

If 8 < 2a, the right-hand side is bounded from above by 1. Otherwise , the right-hand side
is bounded from above by

b —«a € €
— L K -,
« a
since 7 < a. Hence,
2
/ Relat)A,)? de < e~ 1Ft2) 4 max <€, 6—) -max(1, (t; + t2)), (7.4)
[0,1)2 - v

provided that (7.3) hold.

Now we combine (7.2) and (7.4). Since 3¢ < =y, we have

g2 € €
ENEY
Y Y Y
Hence, if we combine (7.2) and (7.4), we get the uniform estimate (independent of whether
E is type I or type II):
/ Relat)A,)? de < e~ H2) 4 max (5, i <£>> ~max(1, (t; + t2))%,
[0,1)2 : Y Y

provided that (7.1) and (7.3) both hold. Note that since 3 < «, the second conditions in
(7.1) and (7.3) are both satisfied if

t1 + ta > max(1, —In (7/2)).
This finishes the proof. U
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8. SMOOTH APPROXIMATIONS

Let L3 denote the space of unimodular lattices in R3. We can identify £3 with the homo-
geneous space SL3(R)/SL3(Z) via the map g SL3(Z) + gZ* . Fix a basis {Y1,...,Ys} of the
Lie algebra sl3(R). We adopt the following slight abuse of notation: for every i = 1,...,8,
let D; both denote the differential operator

d
Dip(g) = =
plg) = —p
on Cp°(SL3(R)) and the differential operator

(exp(tYi)g)li=o

d
Dip = EP(GXP(tYi)A)\t:O

on Cp°(L3) (which we identify with the space of bounded and smooth right I'-invariant
functions on the group SL3(R) via the map above). Differential operators can clearly be
composed, and any composition of the D1,..., Dg can be rewritten as a linear combination
of compositions of the form D,, := D" o--- 0 DJ"® for some vector m = (my,...,ms) € N5
(with the convention that Dy = id). We define the norms

HPHC;(SLS(R) = max{||Dmplloc : m1+...+mg < s}, forpe Cy°(SLs(R))
and
H‘PHCS(ES) = max{||Dm¢lloc : m1+ ...+ mg <s}, forypeCy°(Ls).

Fix a right-invariant Riemannian metric on SL3(R), and denote by Lip the corresponding
Lipschitz semi-norm on L3 (viewed as the right quotient space SL3(R)/SL3(Z)). We define

Ni(p) :=max (¢lles (c5), Lip(w)),  for ¢ € C*(Ls). (8.1)

For £ > 0, let V. denote the symmetric open neighborhoods around the identity in SL3(R)
defined in (4.3). For the rest of this paper, we fix a non-negative smooth function p. on SL3(R)
whose support is contained in V. and has integral one with respect to the Haar measure on
SL3(R). We leave it to the reader to verify that p. can be chosen so that for every integer
s > 1, there is an integer o5 > 0 such that

||P€HC§(SL3(]R)) < e %, forallee(0,1) (8.2)

and where the implicit constants do not depend on e.

By Lemma [1, Lemma 4.11], for every L > 1 there exists a smooth function nz, : £3 — [0, 1]
such that
fht < L/2} € {n;, = 1} € supp(ny) € {bt < 2L}, (8.3)
where ht is the height function on L3 defined in (5.1), with the property that for every s > 1
and m € Ng such that m; 4+ ... + mg < s, we have
Dpnr, <51, forall L>1, (8.4)

where the implicit constants only depend on s, but not on L.

If F is a locally bounded Borel function on R3 and p € C°(G), we denote by p * F' the
(action) convolution

(p % F)(u) i= /G p9) F(g™"w) dm(g), for u € R?,
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where m is a (fixed) Haar measure on SL3(R). We note that
Dy(p* F) := (Dyp) % F,  for every m € NS, (8.5)

Finally, if ¢ is a locally bounded function on L3, we write

(0 % 0)(u) = /G p(9) (g~ A) dm(g), for A€ L5

Our first main result in this section now reads as follows.

Lemma 8.1. Let B be a bounded subset of R and let s > 1 be an integer. Then, for every
bounded Borel function f : R — R such that {f # 0} C B and for every L > 1 and ¢ € (0, 1),
the Siegel transform f satisfies

~

Ns((pe * f) - nz) <pse - L- [ f1loos

where the implicit constants only depend on B and s.

8.1. Proof of Lemma 8.1

~

We first establish pointwise upper bounds on D, (pe * f), for an arbitrary multi-index m.

Lemma 8.2. Let B be a bounded subset of R® and let s > 1 be an integer. Then, for every
0<e<1,L>1 and for every bounded Borel function f : R3> — R such that {f # 0} C B
and for every multi-index m = (myq,...,mg) € NS such that mi + ... +mg < s, we have

~

’Dm((Pa * f) : nL)‘ <B,s g7 HfHoo L,  forall A € L3,

where the implicit constants only depend on B and s.

Proof. Note that

o~

D (pe * f) = (Dmpe) * ]?: (Dmpe) * f.

Hence, by Lemma 5.2,

~

[(Dm(pe = f)(M)] <8 [[Dm(pe) * flloo - ht(A) < lpellcs(sLamy) « 1f oo - ht(A),

for every A € L3 and m = (mq,...,mg) such that m; + ... mg < s, where the implicit
constants only depend on the support of of D,,(p:) * f, which is contained in V..B (and
thus in a ball of radius 2R, where R is the smallest radius of a ball enclosing B). By (8.2),
HP&HC; (SLy(®r)) < € 7%, and we obtain the bound

~

|Di(pe * f)(A)] <Bs e 7 - || flloo - ht(A), for all A € L3,
Now the lemma follows from (8.4). O

Let us now discuss Lipschitz semi-norms. By definition, if A € L3 and dist is a right-
invariant distance on SL3(R), we can induce a (non-invariant) distance on L3 by

dist(A, h.A) = inf {dist(id, hy) : v € Stabgr,®)(A)}, for h € SL3(R).
The corresponding Lipschitz semi-norms on Cp°(SL3(R)) and Cp°(L3) are thus given by

: p(g) — plhyg .
Lipgp,(m) (p) = sup {% : g,h € SL3(R), h # 1d} ,

for p € C;°(SL3(R)) and

) A) —p(h.A
Live, (¢) = sup { P A0 n e o, i Stabar ().
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for ¢ € Cy°(L3).
One checks that there is a constant € > 0 such that

Lipgy,, gy (p=) < &7, (8.6)

with implicit constants that are independent of . Upon possibly enlarging o4, we can (and
will) always assume that 0 < o5. We also leave to the reader to show that the function 7y,
can be chosen so that

InL(A) —np(h.A)| < dist(A, h.A), (8.7)
with implicit constants that are independent of L.

Lemma 8.3. Let B be a bounded subset of R3. Then, for every 0 < e < 1 and for every
bounded Borel function f : R3 — R such that {f # 0} C B and L > 1,

~

Lipg, ((pe* f) -nr) <p e’ - L,
where the tmplicit constants only depend on B.

Proof. We use in the proof that

pellessLamy <€’ and  Lipgy,my(pe) <.

For every h € G and A € L3, we have

-~ -~

e DO = (pex D) < [ 1oele) = pelhg)l - Fla™ )

< Lipgy ) (o) - dist(id, £) - / Pl 4)] dm(g)
(VE Uh—1 VE)

~

< e . dist(id, h) - / |f(g~ A dm(g),

(VeUR=1V;)

where we in the last estimate have used (8.6). Note that the same computation goes through
with A, := hy for v € Stabgy,,r)(A), and thus

(pe * P)(A) = (pe % F)(hA)| < &7 - dist(A, h.A) - /( S [flg~ N dm(g).  (88)

We also note that

~ ~ ~ ~

((p= F) - me) () = (o % ) - m) (hA) = (o= + FYA) = (o % () ) i (A)

~

+ (pe * f)(R.A) - (n(A) —nr(h.A)) . (8.9)

We can without loss of generality assume that at least one of the points A and h.A belong to
supp(nz); otherwise the Lipschitz condition is trivially satisfied. The rest of our analysis is
now divided into two cases.
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Case I: A, h.\ € supp(nr), so that ht(A),ht(hA) < 2L.
By Lemma 5.2 and (5.2), we have

1F(g7 hA)| <5 [|flloo - ht (g7 RA) < [ flloo - llgllop - ht(R.A),  for all g, h € SLs(R),
and thus,

[ Wfetmldg < [ 1fe a)ldg+ [ (Fg )l dg
(VeUhy " Ve) Ve Ve

<5 (14 [|fllo - ht(A) + (1 + &) - ht(h.A)
< |1 flloo - max(ht (A), ht(h.A)), (8.10)

for all g € V. and for all h € SL3(R), where the implicit constants only depend on B (and not
on ¢ € (0,1)). Hence, we deduce from (8.8) and (8.10) that the first term on the right-hand
side in (8.9) is bounded above in absolute value by

<& || f]loo - max(ht(A), ht(h.A)) - np(A) - dist(A, h.A) -7, (8.11)
while the second term is bounded above in absolute value by
< | flloo - ht(hA) - Inp(A) = nr(hA)] < || flloo - ht(hA) -7 - dist(A, h.A), (8.12)

where we in the last inequality have used (8.7). By our assumption, ht(A) < 2L and ht(h.A) <
2L, so we conclude that

-~ ~

(p= # DY) = (pe % D(BA)| < I oo - 270+ L - dlist(A, h.A).

Case II: A € supp(ng) but h.A ¢ supp(ng) or the opposite.

We split this case into two sub-cases. Let us first assume that dist(A,h.A) > 1. Then, by
the same analysis as above,

~

(e * DAL (A)] < £ /V Pl )| dm(g)

<p e’ |Iflloo - ht(A) <™+ [|flloo - L

< e || flloo - L - dist(A, h.A).

If dist(A, h.A) < 1, we can choose h., such that dist(id, hy) < 1, and hence there is a compact
set K, which is independent of £ (and h as long as dist(A, h.A) < 1), with the property that

V.Uh'V. C K.
Hence, in this case, by (8.6), Lemma 5.2 and (5.2),

(pe* FY(A) = (pe  [)(h.A)| < e dist(A, hA) - || flloo (/K lg™ lop dm(Q)) ~ht(A).

Similarly, when dist(A, h.A) <1,
[(p= % F)(h-N)] i €7 || flloo - Bt(A).

We conclude that in the difference (8.9) both terms are bounded above in absolute value by

< | flloo -7 L - dist(A, h.A),
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where we for the second term have used (8.7). In both sub-cases, we see that

(o= * HAML(A) = (o= % HY(hN)ypi (hA)| < [ fllso -0 - L - dist(A, h.A).

The opposite case is handled in the same way by interchanging A and h.A, and we are
done. 0

The proof of Lemma 8.1 follows upon combining Lemma 8.2 and Lemma 8.3.
8.2. Smooth approximations of counting functions

In this subsection we discuss smooth approximation of the counting functions that come
out of our tessellation scheme in Section 3. We begin by recalling the notation. We have

Toc? Tc?
ag =In (;?> , Bao=In <7> , (8.13)

fgz{nGNgzaQ§n1+n2<ﬁQ}.

and

We also assume that
C-b<c and c<1/2 (8.14)
for some ¢ > 0. Without loss of generality, ¢ < 1.
For n € Fqo and a bounded measurable function h : [0,00) — R, we define
hﬂ,ﬂ(g7 y) =h <Ty> XAQ,n (ﬂ;y% fOI’ (gay) € RQ X Ra

where Aq ,, is defined in (3.3). By Lemma 3.1,

Aqn C [-¢,d? x (;12 bciﬂ C [~1/2,1/2]% x (0,€*¢71. (8.15)

emtnz .

Let
¢Q7n = hﬂm - / hQ,ndM7
L3

where p is the unique SL3(R)-invariant probability measure on Ls.

Let e7 be a decreasing function, which converges to zero as T — oo, and let p., be as
in the previous subsection (with € = er). Let Ly be an increasing function, which tends to
infinity with 7', and define

fan(w,y) :== (pep * han)(u,y), for (u,y) € R? x R,

and
Pon = fom Ly — ; o nLy dp. (8.16)
It follows from (8.15) that 3
{fan # 0} C[-1,1)% x [~1,€*¢ 4+ 1] (8.17)
for all n and for all sufficiently large T, so that by Theorem 5.1,
/ Fom L dp < / Fomdu = / fan(u,y) dudy < 1, (8.18)
L3 L3 RZxR

with implicit constants that are independent of 7, ep and n. Then, (8.16), (8.17), (8.18),
and Lemma 8.1 immediately imply the following result.
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Lemma 8.4. For every s > 1 and for all sufficiently large T,

sup Ns(‘PQ,n) <5 Ej_“as . LTa
nerFq

where the implicit constants only depend on ||h|lec and s, and not on T.

Let us now assume that h is a bounded Lipschitz continuous function on [0,00). The rest
of this section is devoted to the proof of the following lemma which roughly asserts that the
smooth approximations of hg .n above are good in the L?(v)-sense along a-orbits, where v is
the unique R%invariant measure on the torus Vs := {A, : z € [0,1)?} C L3.

Lemma 8.5. Suppose that
er < aC?/100 and Ly > 2¢*¢C1
Then, for all n € N? such that ny + ny > max(1, —In (a/2)), we have

_(n1+n9)
2

Er
H<¢Q’" ~%an)° a(n)HB(y) <<h7C; -max(1,n + n2)1/2 +e

1/2
+ max <€T,—€;Tln <%‘F>> -max(1, (n; + n2))

n

+ <L V2 4 em TJ) -max (1, ny +ny)'/2.

Remark 8.6. The implicit function in the lemma depends only on [|h[| and sup,,, %
Proof. We observe that
[(ban—pan)oaln)| 2, < ||(hayn — fan-nry) oa(n M 220 + || hen— fon- Nr |1y (8:19)
and
(hn = Joun - 1) 0 aln) = (hpn = fan) 0 am) + (Jon - (1= mey)) caln). (8.20)

We estimate each of the the above terms separately.

First, we proceed with the estimate of H( Qn — fg n) o a( )HLQ(V). We recall that

N1+7L2 -y 9
hon(z,y) = ( ) XAg.(@y), (z,y) € R*xR.
)

For g € V.., we write g.(z,vy) := (z(g ) y(g)) as in (4.5). Then

oz = (S s, o), (@) € R xR

It follows from (8.15) that
max([lz — z(9)llco; ly = y(9)]) ¢ er, forall g eV,

provided that either (z,y) € Aq, or (z(9),y(9)) € Aq,n, which we assume from now on.
We observe that |hg, — hon 0 g| can be bounded by

emtnz . y emtnz . y(g)
h——2) —n | ——2L
() ()

where

ey (g
“XAqn (z,y) + ‘h (# " XEq,n(9)

Ean(9) = (9 Aan\ Aay) U (A \ g ' Agy).

)
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Recall that Ag, = () unless n € Fq so that we may assume that n € Fq, thus ny +no <

In <TTc2> Since h is Lipschitz continuous, for n € Fq, we have

‘h (ﬂ) h (+ 'y@))‘ <y~ ()| - Lin(h),

T T T

02-6T

< Lip(h) < %T - Lip(h).

We note that the set Aq , is of the form (4.2), with
1

a=a, b=0>, u; =e ‘c, u;r:c, for:=1,2,

and with v = vo,, = Toe™™+7"2) and § = §q,, = Te (™MF72) which, by (8.15) satisfy the
bounds

a b62 2 -1
2a < = <van and 5Q7n<—2§€C
c c

Hence, by Lemma 4.3 (see also Remark 4.2) and the fact that e7 < ap¢?/100, we can find
(er,a,e?¢~1 + 1)-controlled sets ESL, s=1,...,24, such that

Ean(g) C UE(i)n, for all g € V.
Therefore, we conculde that for all g € V. and n € Fq,

1S .
|han(z,y) — han(g-(z,v))] <¢ (;T Xagn(ZY) + Y Xpe (&, y)) - Lip(h),

(z,y) € R? x R since it holds trivially in the complementary set. Since fan = Pep * han, we
obtain that

provided that either (z,y) € Aq, or (z(g9),y(9)) € Aqn, In fact, this estimate holds for all

ET .
|han — fonl <c¢ (; “XAq., T ZXES(;) > - Lip(h).
s ,
for all n € N2. We also have the corresponding bounds for the Siegel transforms:
~ -~ ET ~ .
[han = fonl < (; Ragn + Z Rt ) - Lip(h). (821)
Therefore,

| = Forn) 0 )] ) <c( T+ R © a2,

+ 2 IR e atm . o) - Lip(h). (8.22)

It follows from (8.15) and Lemma 5.2 that

1/2
X, 0 ()] 12,y < ( / ht(a(n)A,)? d£> ,
[0,1)2
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where the implicit constants are independent of €2 and n. Furthermore, Corollary 5.5, applied
with 0(u) = u? and n = e2¢ ™!, tells us that

/ ht(a(n)Ay)? dz < max(1,n + na),
[0,1)2

We conclude that
X200 a(n)|] 12, < max(1,n1 + ny)/?, (8.23)

for all (ny,ns) € N2.
Next we estimate ||X ) ©a(n)|/r2(,). Since the sets Eg)n are (e, a,e2¢~! +1)-controlled,
Q,n ’
it follows from Lemma 7.1 that

1/2
HSZES(;)R © a(n)H]ﬁ(y) <¢ <ei(m+n2) + max (5T7 —% In <€;T)) -max(1,n; + n2)2>

_(n1+n9o)

€ €
<Le 2 4 max (aT,——Tln (—T
a

a

))1/2 max(1,n1 +mn2),  (8.24)
where the implicit constants are independent of n and T, provided that

ny + ng > max(1, —In (a/2)). (8.25)
If we now combine (8.23) and (8.24), we get from (8.22)

~ —~ e (n1+ng)
H(hﬂ,n — fan)o a(n)HLQ(V) <<(,h;T -max(1,n; + n2)1/2 +e~ 172

+ max (aT, —% In (%))1/2 -max(1, (n1 + na)), (8.26)

for all n € N2 satisfying (8.25). This provides an estimate of the first term in (8.20).

Now we estimate the term H (].\Qn (11— 77LT)> o a(n)HLQ( ) It follows from (8.17) and
v
Lemma 5.2 that

fon < ht. (8.27)

Furthermore,
Ly
supp(l — nr,) C {ht > 7} . (8.28)
Thus,
1/2
| (Fon- =) cat] . < ([ (tama)ra) .

L2(v) My,

where

My, = {g € 0,1)% : ht(a(n)Ay) > LT}.

Note that My, = M, 1(L7/2), where the latter set is defined as in (5.4). Hence, by Corollary
5.5, applied with §(u) = u?, we get

erttnetl max(1,¢~1)

/MT (ht(a(m)As))* dz < (Lg' +e™) - /L

,n

du
Te—2/2 u

<¢ (L;1 + efL"J) -max(1,n1 + ng),
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for all n € N2, provided that Ly > 2¢2¢~!. Hence, we conclude that

|(Fon- 1 =) oatm)]| < (1277 + e 02) cmax(t,m + )2, (8.29)

L2(v)
This proves (8.20) and hence provides an estimate of the first term in (8.19).

Finally, we estimate the second term in (8.19). We use that
H/ﬁﬂ,n - ]?Q,n : nLTHLl(ﬂ) < HﬁQ,n - J/C\Q,TLHLI(“) + H]/C\Q,n : (1 - nLT)HLl(;L)' (830)

By (8.21) and Theorem 5.1,

-~ > er ~ ~ .
HhQ,n - fQ,nHLI(“) <¢ (; : /L3 XAq,n dp + ; /L3 XEs(]S,)n d/‘) : Llp(h)

€T (s)
— . n) + 15(E, .
<y, . volz(Aq.p) E vols( 0. )

s

It follows from the definition of Aq , that
volg(Aqn) < b < 1,

and since the sets ES(;Z1 are (er,a,e?¢~! + 1)-controlled,

VOlg(ES(;)n) < max <6T, T <€—T>>
’ a a
Hence,

Hﬁg,n - J/C\QvnHLl(/J,) <L¢ h E;T + max (6T’ _EZT n (%F))

To estimate the second term in (8.30), we use (8.27) and (8.28) and obtain

fom (L =np,)dp < / L htdp < ||ht ]|z, - p({ht > Ly/2})"?
L3 {ht>=L}

1/2 1/2

< L7 |t 2 - It 1222,

where, in the second and third inequalities, we have used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and
Markov’s inequality respectively. By [7, Lemma 3.10], ht € L?(x) and thus

fon-(1=npp)du < L2,
L3

Therefore, we conclude that

~ ~ ET ET . (€T ~1/2
Hhﬂ,n — fQ,n . nLTHLl(;L) <<C7h Z + max <6T, —; In <;>> + LT . (8.31)
This gives the estimate for the second term in (8.19). Finally, combining (8.26), (8.29), and
(8.31), we deduce the lemma. O
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9. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3
9.1. Quantitative equidistribution of order two

We recall some notation from Section 8. For an integer s > 1, we defined the norms N on
the space Cp°(L3) of bounded smooth functions on L3 by

Ni(p) = max ([[¢llcs (zq), Lin(0)),  for € C*(Ls).

We denote by C2°(L3) the subspace of compactly supported smooth functions on L3, and we
recall that p denotes the unique SL3(R)-invariant probability measure on L3. The following
result is due to Kleinbock and Margulis [11] (see also [9] for the special case of one-parameter
subgroups).

Theorem 9.1 (Kleinbock—Margulis). There exist , > 0 and s, > 1 such that for every
(,OGR-l—i-Ccoo(ﬁg),
/ pla(t)As) dz =/ ey + 0 (™1 N, ()
[0,1)2 B L3

for all t € R%, where the implicit constants are independent of t and .

In [2], the first and third author extended this result to products of two (and more)
functions. For products of two functions, the exact statement is as follows:

Theorem 9.2. There exist 6, > 0 and s, > 1 such that for all g, € R-1+4 CX(L3),

/ pla(s)Az)¥(a(t)As) d&=/ pdp | pdpt O LIt N (NG, (1))
0.1)2

- L3 L3
for all s,t € R%, where the implicit constants are independent of s,t.
An analogous formula for correlations but with different error term was also proven by Shi
[20].
9.2. Notation

We recall that the parameters a,b and ¢ are positive real numbers satisfying
1
a<b and c<g and 2> (b (9.1)

for some ¢ > 0. Without loss of generality, we may assume that { < 1. Our goal is to analyze
the sets

a < |p1+qx1|lp2 + qr2| - g < b

Qa(z) =4q € [T0,T)NN : Ip= (p1,p2) € Z*:
max(|p1 + gz, [p2 + gr2|) < c

defined for z = (21, 72) € R? and the sets

Q= {(g,y) ER?XxR:a< lurusly < b, |ulleo <e¢, To §y<T}.
We note that for the lattices A, C R? x R defined by
we have
q € Qolz) < Ip € Z? such that (p+qz,q) € A, N (9.2)
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Furthermore, since ¢ < %, there can be at most one p € 7?2 for which the condition on the
right-hand side holds.

According to Lemma 3.1, we have the decomposition
0= |_| a(n) ' Aq.n, (9.3)
neFq

where the sets

a be2] o)

Aqn C [—c, 0]2 X <—

c2’ 2

are defined in (3.3), and Fq is defined in (3.4)—(3.5).
Let us now fix a compactly supported Lipschitz function h : R — R. By (9.2) and (9.3),

> h(%)z > h(%)-XQ(Z_?Jrqz,Q): > h<)\T2> xa (A, A2)

q€Qq(z) (p,q)€Z> XL (A1:22)€Ag
=Y Y n <ﬁ> Xag, (@A) = > hoa(a(n)A
T Q,n — )
neEFq A€A neFq

for every x € R?, where
en1+n2y

T

han(u,y) = h < > Xaa.wy), (uy)€R*xR.

By Siegel’s Theorem (Theorem 5.1), we have

L Paa(amA / /[R han(a(n) () dudy
- /Rh (%) ' </R2 Xa(n)~1Aq,, (&) du) dy,

and thus, by (9.3),

S [ Fastamnydn®) = [n(E)-{ [ 5 vatwan, ) dy

neFq neFq

= [n(8) ([ ot ) s = Moo

where Mq(h) is defined in (1.3). Therefore, we conclude that
> h(F) = Malh) = Y dan(a(n)Ay), (9.5)
9€Qa(z) nefq

where

¢Q,n(A) = /HQ,n - / /HQ,n d,u
L3
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9.3. Partial moments
To simplify notation, we write
Do(A) = > ¢an(a(n)A) (9.6)
neFo
for a lattice A. Our goal is to analyze convex moments of the form
Cq = 0.(Dq) dv,
L3

where the function 6, is defined in (1.4) and the measure v on L3 is given by

/ pdv = / ©(Ag)dz, for p € Co(L3).
L3 [0,1)2

The following properties of the function 8, can be readily verified:

(P1) 6, is a convex function, increasing on [0, 00), and 0, (t) < t* for all t.
(P2) O.(ct) < c?-0,(t) for all ¢ > 1 and t.

(P3) 0, (u) <, u'/? (In* u)(H_H)/z, for all u > 0, where In" u := In max(e, u).

It will be convenient to decompose the sum (9.6) further: for {7 < B, we introduce the
sets

Qg({T) ={neFq:[n|>&} and Go(&r):={ne€ Fq: |[n] <ir}.

Then Fo = G (ér) U G, (&r) for all T Let us fix ep € (0,1) and Ly > 1, and let p.,. and
N, be defined as in Section 8. We introduce the functions

fﬂ,n ‘= Pep X hﬂ,n
on R3, and consider
©an = fan MLy —/ Jan Ly dp.
L3

on L3 that provide a CZ°-approximation for the functions ¢q ,. We now write:

Do= Y dancam)+ Y (¢on—wan)oan)+ Y ponoa(n)

negg (€r) negy (€r) negd (ér)
—: DY) + DY + DY (9.7)

Since 6, is convex and satisfies condition (P2), we have
Ca<3- (i) +c +c)),

where

ng) ::/ 0« <D§2k)> dv, for k=1,2,3.
L3

In what follows, we will estimate these partial moments separately.
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1
9.4. An upper bound on CS())

Since 0,; is convex and satisfies (P2), we have

Cg()l) :/ 0, Z dan oaln)dy
L3

neGq, (&1)

<10k | o, o §T S b0
3 Q

nEQQ fT)

<|Gq (1) Z /E (¢pan 0 aln)) dv. (9.8)

Furthermore,

/L b (60 0 a(n)) dv < 2max ( /E b (ho,n 0 a(n)) dv, 8, ( /L 3 hon du>> (9.9)

By Siegel’s Theorem (Theorem 5.1) and (9.4),
/ o dp = / han(w,y) dudy < [|h]|e Vol3(Aqn) <p b < 1. (9.10)
L3 R2xR

We stress that the implicit constants only depend on ||h||o (which is assumed to be fixed
throughout the proof).

Now, we observe that

|hon(a(n)Ag)] < [Blloo - Xaa., (a(n)Ay), for all z € R2.
Furthermore, by (9.4),
Xaon (W Y) < X[-1,12x[0,1) (W, TQ), where rq 1= %,
so we conclude that

[hn(@(n)As)| < [hlloo - X1, 1p2x(00)(@(m) A o),
where the lattice A, is defined as in (5.3). Thus, by Lemma 5.2,
|han(a(n)Ay)| <n ht(a(n)Agr)- (9.11)

We note that rq > e~2¢ by (9.1).

Let us now use these estimates to bound Cg). We introduce the set
Ery = {z€[0,1)* : ht(a(n)Ay,,) > e}
By Corollary 5.5, applied with p = ¢72¢ and n = ¢*( ™!, we have for all n € N2,

/ Gm(h‘c(a(n)ALm)) dz < 7?21 . /OO 0, ()
Ern

e2¢-1 u3

du < ¢ TQ ,
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where the implicit constants are independent of T and n. Here we used that the function
U eﬁu—(g,u) is integrable on [1,00). Hence, from (9.11), since 6, is increasing and satisfies (P2),
we conclude that
/ 0 (han(a(n)Ay)) dz <, / 0, (ht(a(n)Agrq)) do <ue gt (9.12)
ET,n ET,n

for all n.
It remains to estimate the integral over E7. . To do so, note that

/C e,ﬁ(ﬁﬂ’n(a(n)Ag)) dx <<h/ O, (ht(a(n)Agrg)) dz <. Vola(Pay),

C
T,n ET,nmPQ,n

where
Paon = {g €[0,1)? : han(a(n)Ay) > 0} .
Using that ¢ < %, and the upper bounds, which follow from (9.4), we obtain that

(e (@(m)A2)] < [hlloo - R( 3 112,011 (4 Asra2),

Pon C {g €0,1)% : a(m)Ay,y 0 ([%%r « [0, %D £ {0}}

we see that

where s; is defined as in Subsection 5.1. Hence, by Lemma 5.7, applied with ¢ = % and
r =rqo/2, we have
Voly(Po,,) < rgt,  for all n.
Therefore,
/ 0, (ﬁgn(a(n)Ag)) dr <p ¢ rél.
12
If we combine this estimate with (9.10) and (9.12), we deduce from (9.9) that
b
/ O (panoa(n)) dv <p e 7“51 < 2 (9.13)
L3
for all n € N2. Hence, by (9.8),

_ _ b
e <1650l X [ Oulonnoan) dv <nuclGa € 5.
= L3 c
neGq (&1)
Since
G (€r)| < 267 (Ba — o) and (8o — a)® < |Fal,
we conclude that
Go (0> < &7 - | Fal,
and
b- &2

c2

) <nme | Fal. (9.14)
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9.5. An upper bound on Cg)

Since 6, (u) < u? for all u, we have

/Ls 0 (D§22>) dv < / Z (pan —pan)oa(n) | dv

£s negd (&r)

< Z H(¢Q,n - @Q,n) ° a(n)HLQ(V)

negr

Let us assume that
& > max(1, —1n (a/2)). (9.15)

Then for all n € G (£7), we have ny+ne > max(1, —In (a/2)). In particular, if we additionally
assume that

er <aC?/100 and Ly >2e*¢ 1, (9.16)

then the conditions of Lemma 8.5 are satisfied, from which we conclude that

Er
H((ﬁﬂm — (me) o a(n)HLQ(V) <<h747 . max(l, ny + n2)1/2

1/2
+ e (m+n2)/2 L oy <€T, _ET <6—T)> -max(1,n1 + ng)
a a

+ <L;1/2 + e‘w/z) -max(1,ny + ng)/?
for all n € G4 (&r). We note that

Z maX(l,n1 + 712)1/2 < ,851)/2 : |g§(£T)|’

negd (&r)

Z max(l,m + 7”L2) S /BQ : ‘g;z—(g)‘?
negy (ér)

Z e—(n14n2)/2 < 2¢—¢r/2 . |g€;(§T)|,
negd (&r)

Z e~ /2 max(1,ny + n2)1/2 < 2551)/2 et/ |g§(5T)|’
negd (ér)

and thus

|ooyar< | S 6nn—enn)oatms,
3

negd (ér)

<ne v 19 Er))? < v- B3 - | Fal, (9.17)
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where

a

v := fBq - max ((%)2 , B - max <€T, —% In <6—T>> ,L;1,65T> .

9.6. An upper bound on CS)

We have

JRCORCEY N SO

L3 negt (er)

= Z / ©a,m © a(m) - pan, o a(n)dv
mnegG (ér) £

lm—n||<ér
+ D / Pa,m © a(m) - pan o a(n) dv. (9.18)
mmegser)
lm—n|[>¢r

We estimate the two sums on the right-hand side separately.

By Lemma 5.2 and (9.4), |¢an| <, Lt for all n. Then, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
we deduce

"Pﬂ,m oa(m) - ¥Q,n © a(n)| dv

<y (InLy)tte / In (e + [pam 0 a(m)|) "2 og 1 0 a(m))|
L3

(n)])~

‘In(e+[ponoa “lean o a(n)| dv

Ontpam o alm))dv- [

1/2
0, (pan o a(n)) dy> .
L3

< (ln LT)1+/£ (
L3

Hence, by (9.13), we have that
b-(In Ly)'+*

lpa.m o a(m) - pan, o a(n)| dv <p ¢ -
L3 C
so that
b-(In Lp)tw
Y [ leamoatm) ponoatm] dr < "I Mo (e, (019)
mnegd (er) 8
lm—n|l<&r
where

Ma(&r) == {(m,n) € G (ér) « [lm —n| < &},

For every m € G (ér), there are O(£2) elements n in G (é7) such that [|m — n|| < &p, and
thus [Ma(é7)] < €2 - |Ga (&r)|, where the implicit constants are independent of . We thus
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see that

b-(In Lp)1te
/ ©Oom “pm o a(n)dy < ¢ 7( 7) & - | Fal. (9.20)
mneg (&r) £s

[m—n||<&r

Let us now turn to the second sum in (9.18). By construction, the function ¢gq , belongs
to R- 1+ C°(L3) and satisfies fﬁa vandp = 0. Hence, by Theorem 9.2, there exist s > 1
and 0 > 0 such that

[ oo am) - pon o afm) o] < e ML AT () - Al o0,
L3

where the implicit constants are independent of m,n,T". Furthermore, by Lemma 8.1, there
exists a constant o, > 0 such that

Ns(pan) <p e’ - Ly, for all n,

where the implicit constants are independent of {2 and n. We conclude that for all m,n €
G (&) such that ||m — n| > &r, we have

[ eamoatm)- g oat) | < e 52 1,
3
and thus

> a0 a(m) - poq 0 a(n)dv <, e 2 L2 |Gd(er) 2. (9.20)
m,negd (&r) £
lm—n|>&r

If we now plug our estimates (9.20) and (9.21) into (9.18), we conclude that

b (InLp)itr. g2 _ 9%
/EHR(DS))du<<h,< W Er) 0T Rl 4 o0 - 72 13- (G5 (en)2
3

Since \Q;; (é1)| < B4, where the implicit constants are independent of Q, we have

b-(InL 1+Kk | ¢2
/ 0. (D&Y dv < ( ( Zz) ST 4 feier L6727 L3 ﬁé) | Fal- (9.22)
L3

9.7. Putting it all together
Let us now summarize what we have so far:
(D) (2) (3)

and by (9.14), (9.17), (9.22),
b- 2
Cg()l) Lhr,( 5 5 ’.7:9’

C(z) Ly B - max ((%T)z , Ba - max (5T, —%T In (ZT)) Ly, €5T> | Fal,

b-(InLp)ttr. €2
e < (PRETUG ot e 1 g3) | Fal,
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provided that the parameters have been chosen so that
¢ > max(1,—1n(a/2)), er <a¢?/100, Lp>e*C' & >¢ b (9.23)
We further assume that
a>(nT)~% for some § > 0.
Then, in particular, 8g = In (TTCQ) < InT. In what follows, we will choose the parameters
&p,er, and Ly, so that

. (1n 1+K | ¢2
b (L) + £T+og,p((1nT)—p)> \Fol (0.24)

Cao Lh,k,¢ <

C

for all p > 0.

To prove (9.24), let
fr =& -In(InT), Ly=nT)*™ e =nT)7

for some positive constants &,,7n and ~ that will be chosen later. With these choices, we see
that

e\ 2 Yo
8. (%) <o (InT)320-9),

4 N ey o 4—(7-0) .
B - max <6T, ; ln< ; >> <9 (InT) In(InT),

B3 - max (LTfl, 675T> < max ((ln 7)™, (In T)375°) ,

e 98T . 8;205 . L% . /Bgz <y (ln T)*5£o+205“/+2(3+17)+2’

for all sufficiently large T". We think of € as fixed throughout the argument. Hence, if we pick
7, sufficiently large and next &, sufficiently large, then all of the right-hand sides above are
Og,,((InT)7?) for any p > 0. Furthermore, one verifies that all the conditions in (9.23) are
satisfied. Hence, (9.24) follows. Since

b -
0_2 >a > (IHT) 6,

we obtain that

b-(InL 1+Kk | ¢2
Co Khyr,c.0 ( Zz? L. [ Fal. (9.25)

Furthermore,
fér <InlnT and |Fo| < B3 — o,

2 2
ag = In (TOTC> and (o =In (T—C> .
e?b a

Since, according to our assumptions,

where

[N}
[N}

C C
(<—<

~ < (nT)?
2 a_(n),
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we conclude that

2 2 2 2
|]:Q| < <lnT + In (%)) <1DTO + In < ¢ b>> <<C ﬁ([To,T)) + M([T(],T)),
where
L([Ty,T)) :== (InT)* — (InTp)*> and M([Tp,T)) :=InTInInT.
Hence, it follows from (9.5) and (9.25) that
/ HH<SQh(§) . MQ(h)> dz = [ 6. (Dq) dv
[071)2 LS
nugo ¢ b (D)™ (L([To, 7)) + M(T0, 7).
(9.26)

In particular, in the case when Ty = 1, we obtain Theorem 1.3.

10. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

We work with the sets

max(|u|, |ug|) < c
Q= QET})': (u,y) € R? x [Ty, T) : (] fuzl)
0. a < |ujug| -y <b
that depend on parameters 0 < a < b<1,0<c¢<1/2, 1 < Ty < T. For a lattice A, we
consider the discrepancy function

(ab],c (a,b],c
Dtk ( (A Nk

(a,b],c
~ Vol ({375
Let us take in (9.26) a Lipschitz function h such that h =1 on [0,1]. Then
Soh(z) = [A; NQ| and Mq(h) = Vol(Q2),

so that it follows that

., o (lefs

We use this estimate for a Borel-Cantelli argument below.

) dv <pcgc® b (Inln T3 (L([TO,T)) + M([TO,T))>. (10.1)

For s € N, let us denote by Z, the collection of intervals

I j = {eQij,eQi(1+j)> . (10.2)
with (4,7) € N2 satisfying 2(1 + j) < 2°. The following lemma is essentially [16, Lemma 1],
although this lemma takes place in a slightly different setting. We provide a proof of our
version for completeness.

Lemma 10.1. For every 1 < N < 2%, there exists a subset Hy C Zg such that

Hy|<s and [1,eV |_| I.
IeHN
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Proof. We write
P
S
k=1

where 0 <ny <ng <...<ny, <s are integers. In particular, p < s. Let

P
No=0 and N, = Z 2" form=1,...,p,
k=p—m+1
so that N, = N and
p
[1,6N) _ I—l [eNm—1’eNm)_
m=1
We claim that each interval [e!V*, eVk+1) for k = 0,...,p — 1 is of the form I; ; for some index

pair (,;) € Gs. To see this, first note that [1,eN1) = I, j,, where iy = n, and j; = 0. More
generally, we see that

N1 =277 4 2™ = 2" (1 4 QMp-mt i pom o 9T )
Hence, if we define
im = Np—m and jp, = 2"p-m+17emm 4 PfeTlipmm

for 1 <m < p—1, then N, = 2t 5., and Ny, i1 = 207 (1+4j,,), and thus [eVm, eNmt1) = [; .
In particular,

||| =
§
<.
3

so that we establish the lemma with Hy := {I,

m?]m * — —
Lemma 10.2. For every s € N,
1T, < 2°, d L) < s-2%, > M(I) < s 2%
IeZs IeZs

Proof. We have
L(I;;) = (25 +2")% — (2'))* < 2% - max(1, j),

and
M(ILij) < s-2'(j + 1),
so that
s 25—i_1 s
DLy <> 2 Y max(1y) | <Y 2% (27 <51 2%,
and
s 25—i_1 s
SMI) <s > 2 D (G| <s D 2(2)? <5027,
1€ls 1=0 j=0 i=0

as required. O
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We note that later in the argument below, we choose the parameters N and s so that
eN1<T<eNand 2271 < N < 2% so that InT <« 2° < InT.

We also use a similar argument to decompose the intervals (a,b]. For M € N and v € N,
we write

apy =M% and b,:=2"Y witho >0.
Let t € N. For (i,5) € N, x N satisfying 2¢(1 + j) < 2!, we set

Jig = (2" +4)77 2%, (10.3)

and fori=1,...,t—1,
Jio = (277,1]. (10.4)
Additionally, we subdivide each of those intervals into smaller intervals using the points b,
with v =1,...,t — 1. Let us denote the collection of all intervals that we obtain in this way

by J;. Since each of the original intervals J; ; is subdivided into at most ¢ subintervals, the
following lemma follows immediately from Lemma 10.1.

Lemma 10.3. For every M € N with 2 < M < 2% and v € N with M~° < 27V, there exists
a subset Gy C Jp such that

IGnw| <2 and  (aar,by] = |_| J.
JEGM v

Additionally, we note that

Lemma 10.4. Let p € (0,1) and o > p~L. Then for every t € N,

|7l <t-2" and ) W<t
(ayb}EJt

Proof. We note that the number of the intervals J; ; is O(2"). Since each of them is subdivided
into at most t subintervals, the first estimate follows. Regarding the second estimate, we
observe that the sum over intervals obtained from the subdivision of the interval (u1,us] = J; ;

is O(uép), so that

t 20—t t
YooY | D@1 <D 2o 2tm0men) <t
(a,b]€T: i=0 \ j=1 i=0
which proves the lemma. O

We recall our assumption that a > (In7)~%. Later in the proof, we pick an integer M
such that ay; < a < ap—1 and M < 2!, so that we may take the parameter t satisfying
(28 —1)° < (InT)?, in particular, t < Inln T < s.

To interpolate the parameter ¢, we use

Cp:=2"" with w e N.

"y

According to our assumptions, ¢ > ( 1 2(InT) , so that it is sufficient to consider w < r

with 7 = O(InInT"), in particular, r < s.



42 M. BJORKLUND, R. FREGOLI, AND A. GORODNIK

With these prerequisites, we are ready to set up a Borel-Cantelli argument. Let us fix
k,e >0, p€(0,1), 0 > p~ ! and an integer s > 2. Let t(s),r(s) € N such that t(s) < s and
r(s) < s. We set

X, ={AcLs: Z Z Z p(-0) g <‘D§a,b],cw(A)D > gTHnte  92s

w<r(s) I€Ls (a,b]€Ty(s)

(10.5)
Then from Chebyshev’s inequality and (10.1),
(a,b],cw
e DD D O / 0 (| i) v
w<r(s) I€Ls (a, b]ejt(s) Ls
S4+n
(.0 gTtrte . 92s Z (£(1)
I€T, (a,b] ejt(s
Hence, it follows from Lemmas 10.2 and 10.4 that
v(X,) < 5719, (10.6)

Let us take an integer 1 < N < 2%, 1 < M < 2!, and v € N such that 1/M < 27%. We use
the partitions of the intervals [1,e") and (aay, b,] provided by Lemmas 10.1 and 10.3. Then

> ¥ o< prge 3% il [,

IeHnN JEGM o IeHN JEGM

anbolscw|
Do) =

Since 6, is increasing, convex and satisfies the property (P2), we have

(‘D(GMJ?U] ;Cw

1,eN

Jyew
) <0\ g X 2 o[

IeHn JEGM w

)
ST R S S (127 D S SN (T

IeHN JEGM,v IeHN JEGM v

‘HNHQMUI Z Z 0 (WNHQMU] ‘DJCw

IeHN JEGM, v

where we have used the property (P2) with ¢ = |Hn||Garo| < s-t(s)? < 3 in the last third

inequality. This also implies that

_(1— an,bvl,cw
b (=p (‘D[1 P

> < s Z Z pb=1=r) g, ((D}”Cw

IeH N (a,b]€G v

Therefore, for A ¢ X,

T e
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Then by the property (P3),

D[(fMA}I;vLCw (A)] < et - bg}lfp)/2 . g(10+k+e) /2 9s (1n+ (0;2 plp . glo+rte 23))(1%)/2

< cbopi=ne. (In* (0;2 . b}}—p))(lﬁ)/? s1/2+@r+)/2 (1 s)(1+n)/2 98
K¢ gt BT L S6HBREE2 (1 g) 1R 98, (10.7)
for all s > 2 and A ¢ X, where we have used that
InT(zy-29) <2-Int 2y -InT 2o, for all z1,20 >0,
and our assumption on parameters v and w. Since €,k > 0 are arbitrary, the last estimate
can be restated as: for all e > 0, s > 2, and A ¢ X,

D[(i]@v]]\;)v},cw (A)‘ <<C75 C;l . bq()l—p)/? X 86+6 .98 (108)

Since by (10.6)

Z v(Xs) < oo,

s>2
it follows from Borel-Cantelli’s Lemma that there exists a conull Borel set ¥ C [0,1)? and a
measurable map s, : ¥ — N such that for all z € ¥ and s > s,(z), we have A, ¢ X, and the
estimate (10.8) holds:

D(aMyvaCw (Ag)

LN Lee gl TP 8028, (10.9)

w

for all integers 1 < N < 2%, 1 < M < 24%)_ v such that 1/M < 277, and w < r(s).
Now for general T' > 1, we denote by Np the positive integer such that

eNr—1 <T< eNT

We apply the above estimate with
s=[logo(Np+1)] +1, t=[logy (InT)"7 +1)]+1, r=[log, (CV2(nT)"?)] +1,
so that
2° < Ny, 20< NJ°, r<s.
Let
To(z) :==min{T >1 : [logy(Ny +1)] > so(z)}.

For a € (InT)~?,1), we pick an integer M < 2! such that

apy <a<ap—1.
Note that then

ay—1 —ay < M7 < gt
For the parameter ¢ € (0,1/2) satisfying ¢ > ¢/2(InT)~%/2 we choose w < r such that
Cow << Cy—1-

We observe that , bo] " ors ]
ap —1,%v],Cw a,by|,C apns,0v|;,Cw—1
ey S8y C Qo)

In particular,
(aybv}yc
‘A nale

< ‘A n Q(alwybv}ycwfl
- [

l,eNT) I
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so that

(a,by],c (ans;bv],cow— (anssbo],cow— (anr—1,bv],cw
D < DIt 4 Vol <Q[1fNT) 1) — Vols (Q[Lf]v;,l) )

According to the volume estimates from Lemma A.1,
apn bvl,Cw—
Vols (QELZVT)] 1) = 2N2(by — ans) + Ow(lnT(ln InT)(by — anr) + 1),
and
an—1,bv],cw
Vols (QEL”;NTI’_l)} ) = 2(Np — 1)2(by — anr_1) + Og7g<lnT(lnlnT)(bv —an—1) + 1).
Then
apnbvl,Cw— an—1,bv],cw
Vols (QflfNT; 1) ~ Vols (QELZVTI_I)} ) <o N2(ap—1 — anr) + Npby + InT(Inln T)b, + 1
< (In T)2a1+‘771 +InT(InlnT)b, + 1.
Applying (10.9), we obtain that for z € ¥ and T > T,(x),

(D[(fgz&f;v)},cw (Ag)| <o ezt - BI=P/2 . (In Np)B+ . In T

Combining those estimates, we conclude that

fo’?;]’c(Ag) <cpe T2 4 o2 (InIn T)5 - In T + 1

for sufficiently large T'. The lower bound on D[(la ’;”)}’c is proved similarly. Ultimately, we

conclude that

(a,by],c
AN Qe

=Vols (in’?’)]’c>

+O¢ e ((ln T)2a1+0_1 +c (P2 (Inin T)5FE  In T + 1)
for sufficiently large T
Finally, for b € (a, 1), we pick v < ¢ such that b, < b < b,_1. Since

(a,b],c
A, QY

(a,by—1],c
T Ay !

(b,by—1],c
T A, N

[L.T)

)

and

Vol (9175 = Vol (9(7571) = Vols (95),

we deduce that

(a,b],c
AN Q0

_ (a,b],c
Vol (27
+ Ocp.e ((m T)2 bt 4 ety (InIn 7). In T + 1)
for sufficiently large 7. We recall that o > p~!
-1
o=p

(a,b],c
ANtk

, so that we get the best estimate when

=Volj <in’;])’c)

+ 00, ((ln T)2 oM et b2 (Inn )5 In T + 1) :
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Let us suppose that b < (¢-In T)*Q/ (32+1) Then one checks by a direct computation that the
second summand in the error term dominates the first summand, so that we get

(a,b],c
(L.T)

= Vol (fo%) + Oc¢ e (c—1 P2 (InnT)5+ . In T + 1)

for T > T,(z). This provides a non-trivial estimate when b > (¢-InT)~%(*1_ On the other
hand, when b > (¢-InT)~% G+ we get the bound:

(@bl
2 N8 )

= Vols (fo;]) ) +Ocge (07 - (InIn 7)< - (InT)2 4 1)

for T > T,(x). These estimates hold for all 7" with explicit constant depending x. This gives
Theorem 1.2 by choosing n =2/(p + 1).
11. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1
To prove the corollary, we investigate existence of points in lattices
Ay ={(p+qz,q) ER?XR : (p,q) € 7% x 7}

contained in very thin hyperbolic strips. For T' > 1, let ar be a positive function of 1. We
consider the domains

DO | =

Tr:= {(g,y) eER? xR : |uyug| -y < ap, max(|uyl, lug|) < 1§y<T}. (11.1)

Our main result in this section reads as follows.

Lemma 11.1. Suppose that ar is non-increasing and ar = o((InT)"2) as T — co. Then
there is a conull set Z C [0,1)? and a measurable function T : Z — [1,00) such that for every
z €7,

A, NYp =0, foralT>T(x).

Proof. By our assumption on a, the family (Y7) is decreasing. Hence, if we can show that for

almost every z € [0,1)?, there is T'(z) > 1 such that Ay N T = 0, the lemma is established.
Let us consider the counting function
Nr(z) == A, N Yr|, forz€[0,1)?

and the sets

i

Since the map z + gz preserves the Haar measure on the R?/Z2, we note that upon
unwrapping the the definition of the counting function Np,

DO | —

a
YTr(q) := {g eR? : |zmy| < 7 max(|z1], |z2]) <

T
= [ (St
) q:1

T
/{01 Z S Xtato @ +2) | dz = Vol (Tr(q).

pEZ? q=1

Furthermore,
A, NYr#0 <= Np(z)>1,
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so that

T
Voly ({z € [0,1)? : A, N Y7 #0}) < Np(z)dz = Voly(Yr(q)).

[071)2 q:l

It follows from (A.2) that for sufficiently large T,
1 -
Volz(Tr(q)) = ; Vol (E(dar/q)) = 4ar/q - (1 — In(dar/q))

_ 4 ar (1 —1In(4ar)) + 41n(q)

s ar.

Q

Hence,
T
> Voly(Yr(g)) < (InT) - ar (1 —In(4ar)) + (InT)* - ar.
q=1

By our assumption, the right-hand side tends to zero as T — oo, and thus we can find an
increasing sequence (7)) such that

ZVOIQ ({g €[0,1)% : A NYp # (7)}) < 0.
k=1

By Borel-Cantelli’s Lemma, there exists a conull subset Z C [0, 1)? such that for every z € Z,
there is an index k() such that Ay N YTr,  # 0. This finishes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Take a non-increasing function ar such that ar = o((In7)~?) and

consider the sets ) = Qﬁl?)b]’lﬂ. Then
L(z:b) N[1,T) = L(z;ar) N [1,T)] | Qala).

By Lemma 11.1, L(x;ar) = 0 for all almost all z € R? and sufficiently large 7' (depending
on z), and thus L(z;b) N[1,T) = Qq(z). Hence, Theorem 1.1 follows from Theorem 1.2 and
the volume formula (A.4). O

APPENDIX A. VOLUME ESTIMATES

In this section we discuss some basic facts concerning the volumes of the sets
max(|xyi|, |zr2|) < c
0=y er? xRkl

a<|rize| -y <b

with 0 < a <b < 1and ¢ <1/2. We observe that these domains can be represented in terms
of more basic sets

E(y) ={ze[-1,1? : [zaa| <7}, v >0. (A1)
Direct computation gives
Volp(2(7)) = 4max (1,7 (1 —1Inv)) for y > 0. (A.2)
In particular, it follows from the Mean Value Theorem that
Vola(E(72)) — Vola(E(711)) < 4| lnmin(1,v1)|- (72 — 1) for v2 >y > 0. (A.3)

We observe that the y-sections
Uy) :=={z eR?: (z,y) € Q}, forye[l,T).
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e ({25 =(2)
and thus
Vola(Q(y)) = ¢ - (vol2 (5 (cf y)) — Vol <E (cgcf y))) , forallye[1,T).

In view of this, the following lemma can be deduced from (A.2) by a direct computation:

can be written as

Lemma A.1. For max(1, c%) <y<T,

Voly () =+ Y.

b—a
" (b—a)
4
+ - <(b—a)-(1+2-lnc) —blnb+alna>,

Y
so that when b < ¢2,

Volz(Q) =2- (InT)*- (b — a)
+4-InT- ((b—a) S(1+2-Inc) —blnb+alna) +0(1).

In particular, if in addition a > (InT)~% for some 6§ > 0, then

Vols(Q) = 2- (InT)? - (b—a) + O<ln TInT) - (b—a) + 1). (A.4)

APPENDIX B. AN AUXILIARY DOUBLE SUM
This is a largely technical section where we collect some estimates on certain multi-

parameter sums that are used in Section 7. This part can be safely skipped on a first read.

We begin with a simple observation. For u = (u1,ug) € Ri, let
N(w) == |20 ([~ug, u1] X [-us, ug))] . (B.1)
A simple counting argument that we leave to the reader shows that N(u) < G(u), where
1 iffu] <1
Gu)=1q [ul if[u] <1< u] . (B.2)
upug  if 1 < |u]

Let us fix a constant M > 0 for the rest of the section. For t = (¢1,12) € ]R%_, we define the

function . .
G(2Mage . 2Mqge 2
Fi(q) = 2o qzZ 2?) cem () g > (B.3)

The explicit formula for G above tells us that

e (t1+t2) i olt)

p < o
Rl = =t g g ool (3.9

4MZ2e2ttt2)  gf % <q
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Our main goal in this section is to prove the following upper bound on an auxiliary double
sum which involves the function F;.

Lemma B.1. Let 0 < a < B < M and let t = (t1,t2) € Ri. Define
ar=a-e"2 gnd B =t
and suppose that o < 1, oy > 1. Then,
< max(q1, g2) t1+t g
Z F <d7> < e”Bt2) L (3 — o) - max <1,ln <—>> -max(1,t] + to),
q1,92=0vt ged(q1, ¢2) @
where the implicit constants depend only on M.

Remark B.2. We adopt the following sum convention: If 1 < v < §, and m and n are
integers such that

m<~y<m+1l and n<d<n-+1,
then Zg:»y i= Y t=mys1, Where the right-hand side is defined to be zero if m = n.

B.1. Proof of Lemma B.1
The following standard estimates will be used in the proof. For 1 <~y < v+ 1 < § we have

£1n() o)

q=

where the implicit constants are independent of v and §. In addition, the following elementary
upper bound on the sum-of-divisors function holds

% Z m < In(n). (B.6)

Let us begin with the proof. We fix t = (¢1,12) € Ri and 0 < o < B8 < M such that

1>a and ao;>1 and eLtJ>2M,

and we want to bound the double sum

Sia,B) = ﬁz o) <w>

q1,q2=0¢ ng((ha QQ)
from above. Note that F(1) < e~ (f1F72),

We first consider the case when 5; —a; < 1. Then, the double sum above contains at most
one term (necessarily with ¢; = ¢2), and thus

Syl B) < Fy(1) <y e~ tatt2), (B.7)
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Let us from now on assume that 8; — a; > 1, and define the sets

[t]
& = ,q2) € |y, 2ﬁNQ:%th)<e— ’
0 {(fh @2) € low, By ged(qr,q2)  2M

eUJ max [t]
2 2 (qh(JZ) €

= [SHe” < — R
& {(C]h%) [, Be]“ NN M = aed(qr, g0) < M}’

el max(q1,q2)
N 2 A N2 < HaxanL @)
Ey = {((han) € [a, " NN 2M ged(qr, q2) |

and the functions

St(k)(a,ﬁ) = Z F (M) , fork=0,1,2.

d
(q1,92)EE ged(q1, q2)

Note that
Si(e, B) = SV (v, B) + S (e, B) + 57 (a, B).

We will estimate these three partial sums separately below.

An upper bound for Sﬁo) (o, )

Note that if ged(qi, g2) = d, then
( ged(q1, g2) ) _ d < d
max(q1, g2) max(q1,¢2)* = q1- ¢y’
where g3 = d - ¢5. Hence,
Bt 2
dla, ) \* ged(q1, g2) -
S(O) a,ﬁ — <gC ) e (t1+t2) < Bo-\4l, 942/ e (t1+t2)
o (@ h) Z (91, 92) B Z max(qi, q2)

(q1,92)€&0 q1,q2=t

Bt

Bt q1 d
DI L
q1=0 dl—1 = dt qi- q2
By (B.5) (with v = % and 0 = %), we now see that

Bt
St(O)(O%ﬂ) < Z Z d| - <1 +In <§>> .e—(t1+t2)7

q1=0o q1 1
dlg
and by (B.6),
Bt
3 PPIC Rt <Zln ) 12 < (4, — ay) - In() - e+
g=au q=a
dlq

<y (B —a)-max(1,t; + ta),

49
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since 8 < M. We conclude that
S, B) < (B8 — a) - max (1,ln <§>> -max(1, £, + t). (B.8)
@

An upper bound for Sﬁl)(a,ﬂ)
To simplify notation, let us assume that t; < ¢9 so that [¢| = ¢; and [t| = t2. Then,

St(l) (a’ ,8) _ Z gcd(Qh QZ) ) 6_(2t1+t2),
(q1,92)€€1 aX(ql’ q2)

If (q1,q2) € &1, then

et max(q1, q2)

2M — ged(q, q2)
and thus ged(q1, g2) < 2M - B - e'2. Let v, = min(ay, 2M - 3 - e!?), and note that

and max(qy,qe) < B =B -T2,

(2
1
< Z e~ (2t1tt2)
d=1 \ q1,q2=" (41, 2)
Bt %
1
+ e—(2t1+t2)
Z max(q1, q2)

< ~ B — Oét Ce—(itt) | i & . e~ ti+t2)
d

d=ay
<(B—a)- (1+1In(y) e +43- <ln <B> +0 (01)) ceh

where we in the last inequality have used (B.5) (with parameters v = 1,5 = v and v =
ag, 0 = f3¢). Since
In(y) <1+ 12,
we have
(B—a) - (1+In(y) e <y (B — ) -max(1,t; + to) - e 8.

(e (2) o (G))

we consider two separate cases. If 8/« > e, then In(8/«) dominates, and since § — a > [,

we find B <1n<ﬁ>+0<;>>'etl . (Ig_a)-ln<§>.et1.

If B/a < e, on the other hand, we deduce

e curnE)esetn
Qg o a

For the term
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On observing that for 1 < f/a <e

5-ln<ﬁ><<(ﬁ—a),

(07

we now obtain

1 () ro(2)) i
t

Then, by combining the previous estimates, we conclude that

50, B) <t (B — a) - max (1, In (g)) max(l, b1+ 1) oW 4 et (Bo)

An upper bound for Sﬁz) (o, B)

The following crude estimate will suffice:

Bt Bt
$P(a,8) = 0 1) -e2r < (303 1] et
(q1,92)€&2 Q=01 g2=0
< (B — ) - P < (B a)? < B-a, (B.10)

since § < M.

Putting it all together

If we now combine (B.7), (B.8), (B.9) and (B.10), we get

Si(e 8) < e 1 (8 — ) - max (1, In (g)) (1,1 + 1)

where the implicit constants are independent of a and 3, and hence the proof of Lemma B.1
is complete.

10.
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