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LOGARITHM LAWS FOR THE BCZ MAP

Y. LI

Abstract. We present the logarithm laws for the partial sum of
the itinerary function over non-periodic BCZ orbits, utilizing the
even and odd Diophantine exponent defined by Athreya-Margulis
[1]. We also give a detailed description of the BCZ map and its
excursions.

1. Introduction

Logarithm laws for diagonalizable flows were first studied by Sullivan
[2], who showed the logarithm laws for the cusp excursion of geodesic
flow. Later, Masur [3] extended the result for geodesic flow in the
moduli space. Then, Kleinbock-Margulis [4] studied the actions of
one-parameter diagonalizable subgroups on non-compact finite-volume
homogeneous spaces in a more general context. Subsequently, Athreya-
Margulis [1] extended the previous result to the context of unipotent
flows and provided further results on logarithm laws for horocycle flows
in [5].

BCZ map. This paper presents the logarithm laws for the BCZ map
regarding its itinerary function. Boca-Cobeli-Zaharescu [6] introduced
the BCZ map when proving a conjecture of R.R.Hall [7] about the
asymptotic analysis of the sum of the squares of the h-gap differences
of the Farey sequence. Motivated by the study of orbits of the horocycle
flow, which was previously unknown to the BCZ map, Athreya-Cheung
[8] showed that the BCZ map can describe the first return map on the
Poincaré section

Ω′ := {Λa,b := pa,bSL(2,Z) ∈ R2|a, b ∈ (0, 1], a+ b > 1}

where

pa,b =

(

a b
0 a−1

)

for the horocycle flow

hs =

(

1 0
−s 1

)

: s ∈ R

on the space of unimodular lattices X2 = SL(2,R)/SL(2,Z) in R2([8],
Theorem 1.1). Let

Ω :=
{

(a, b) ∈ R2 | a, b ∈ (0, 1], a+ b > 1
}

⊂ R2
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2 Y. LI

be the Farey triangle. The first return map T : Ω→ Ω defined implic-
itly by

ΛT (a,b) = hR(a,b)Λa,b, (1.1)

where the first return time R(a, b) = 1
ab

is given explicitly by the BCZ
map

T (a, b) =

(

b,−a +

[

1 + a

b

]

b

)

.

We call k(a, b) :=
[

1+a
b

]

the itinerary function (or index function) of
(a, b).

Our main result can be considered as an extension of Athreya-Margulis’s
result ([1], Proposition 3.3) mainly due to the relationship between
horocycle flow and BCZ map. Also, although studying different ob-
jects, they surprisingly share the same terms, which we will explain in
§1.3.

Orbit and itinerary. For the Farey sequence of order n: ρ0 = 0 <
ρ1 = 1

n
< ρ2 = 1

n−1
< ρ3 < ρ4 < · · · < ρAn−1 = n−1

n
< ρAn

= 1, we
extend the sequence by setting ρi = ρAn+i for all i ∈ Z and let ρi =

pi
qi

where pi, qi ∈ N and (pi, qi) = 1.
Boca-Cobeli-Zaharescu [6] showed that

T
(qk
n
,
qk+1

n

)

=
(qk+1

n
,
qk+2

n

)

holds for all k ∈ Z. Therefore, T k
(

1
n
, 1
)

=
(

qk
n
, qk+1

n

)

, which implies
(

1
n
, 1
)

’s orbit is periodic with period An.

In fact, for any rational point (a, b) ∈ Ω, which means b
a
is a rational

number, its orbit is periodic. Let b
a
= p

q
, n =

[

q

a

]

, then the period of

the orbit is An. For any (a, b) ∈ Ω, we denote by (an, bn) = T n(a, b) for
n ∈ Z the orbit of (a, b) under the BCZ map, namely the BCZ orbit.
We call (an, bn)

+∞
n=1 the forward orbit, and (an, bn)

0
n=−∞ the backward

orbit. Then, we define the itinerary sequence for (a, b) as kn(a, b) :=

k (T n−1(a, b)) =
[

bn+1
an

]

for n ∈ Z. Base on the definition of BCZ

map, an+1 = bn = k(an−1, bn−1)bn−1 − an−1 = k(an−1, bn−1)an − an−1.
Therefore,

kn(a, b) =
an−1 + an+1

an
(1.2)

When n > 0, we refer to it as the forward itinerary; whereas for n ≤ 0,
we call it the backward itinerary.

The research on the itinerary function of the BCZ map has been ex-
tensive. Hall-Shiu [9], Hall [10] gave some properties about the itinerary
function. Boca-Gologan-Zaharescu [11] presented some asymptotic for-
mulas regarding the distribution of the itinerary function for periodic
BCZ orbits. Alkan-Ledoan-Zaharescu [12] and Alkan-Ledoan-Vâjâitu-
Zaharescu [13] showed some results about the moments of the itinerary
function for periodic BCZ orbits.
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Relationship with the RH. Zagier [14] showed that proving an op-
timal rate of equidistribution for long periodic trajectories of the horo-
cycle flow on X2 (that is, an optimal error term in Sarnak’s theorem
[15]) is equivalent to the classical Riemann hypothesis (RH).

In a forthcoming work, a characterization of the RH given by Franel
[16] and Landau [17] is reinterpreted in terms of estimates of L1-
averages of the BCZ cocycle along periodic orbits of the BCZ map.
Subsequently, we consider the problem where the cocycle is replaced

by a discrete approximation using k̂ − 3 := k+kT

2
− 3, where kT (a, b) =

k (T−1(a, b)) = k(b, a). We establish that the discretized analog of
the RH holds in a stronger sense. This exciting discovery suggests a
possible new approach to the RH.

Partial sum of the itinerary. Hall-Shiu [9] showed that over a
periodic orbit, we have

An
∑

i=1

ki

(

1

n
, 1

)

= 3An − 1.

Furthermore, for any rational point (a, b) within the periodic orbit

with period An, we also have

An
∑

i=1

ki (a, b) = 3An − 1. Notice that the

average value of k in Ω is 3, so subtracting 3An from both sides yields
An
∑

i=1

(ki (a, b)− 3) = −1. Additionally, Boca-Gologan-Zaharescu [11]

demonstrated that for every positive integer h, there exists a rational
number A(h) such that

An
∑

i=1

(ki (a, b) ki+h (a, b)− A(h)) = Oh

(

n log2 n
)

.

As for the irrational point (a, b), its orbit is non-periodic. One nat-
ural question arises: what can be said about the partial sum of the
itinerary function over the irrational point’s non-periodic orbit, defined

as fn =
n
∑

i=1

(ki (a, b)− 3)?

The main result (Theorem 1.2, 1.3) of this paper is the calculation
of the limit superior of the log speed of the partial sum of the itinerary
function over the irrational point’s non-periodic orbit. In fact, we have

lim sup
n→+∞

log |fn|

logn
= max

{

e− − 1

e−
,
e+ − 2

e+

}

where e+,e− represent the even Diophantine exponent and odd Dio-
phantine exponent, respectively (Definition 1.1), which Athreya-Margulis

[1] defined. Furthermore, our result can also be applied to k̂−3 (Corol-
lary 1.6).
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1.1. Plan of paper. In the remainder of the introduction, we define
the even and odd Diophantine exponent using two equivalent descrip-
tions. Then we present the main result of this paper (Theorem 1.2,
1.3). In §2, we provide the preliminary knowledge of the BCZ map
in order to prove the main result. We give a detailed description of
the BCZ map using the unimodular lattice, define the excursion of the
BCZ map and estimate the length of the excursion. In §3, it is purely
technical and we give the full proof of Theorem 1.2. In §3.1, we define
the h function and demonstrate its property (Lemma 3.1). In §3.4, we
prove the overall monotonicity of h in an excursion (Theorem 3.3). In
§3.2, §3.3, §3.5, and §3.6, we discuss the main results under different
scenarios, where we estimate the log speed in different sections of orbit.
In §3.7, we summarize the results. In §3.8, we prove the corollary of
Theorem 1.2 where the k is replaced by k̂.

1.2. Even and odd Diophantine exponent. For an irrational num-
ber s, its Diophantine exponent is

e(s) := sup

{

v ∈ R :

∣

∣

∣

∣

s−
p

q

∣

∣

∣

∣

<
1

qv
has infinitely many solutions

p

q
∈ Q

}

.

Definition 1.1. ([1], section 3) For an irrational number s, we define
its even Diophantine exponent to be

e+(s) := sup

{

v ∈ R : 0 <
p

q
− s <

1

qv
has infinitely many solutions

p

q
∈ Q

}

;

its odd Diophantine exponent to be

e−(s) := sup

{

v ∈ R : 0 < s−
p

q
<

1

qv
has infinitely many solutions

p

q
∈ Q

}

.

Let [c0; c1, c2, · · · ] be the continued fraction of s,
p′
k

q′
k

= [c0; c1, c2 · · · ck],

(k ≥ 0). Let cn = q′n−1
en−2 (n > 0). The relation between e and en can

be described by the following equation:

e = inf
{

e′|cn = O
(

q′n−1
e′−2
)}

= lim sup
n→∞

en;

the relation between e+ and en can be described by the following equa-
tion:

e+ = inf
{

e′|c2n = O
(

q′2n−1
e′−2
)}

= lim sup
n→∞

e2n;

the relation between e− and en can be described by the following equa-
tion:

e− = inf
{

e′|c2n+1 = O
(

q′2n
e′−2
)}

= lim sup
n→∞

e2n+1.

Furthermore, the relationship among e, e+ and e− is e = max{e+, e−}.
We also know that e, e+, e− ≥ 2.
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1.3. Main result.

Theorem 1.2. For an irrational point (a, b) in the BCZ triangle, let

fn =
n
∑

i=1

(ki(a, b)− 3) for n ≥ 1. Given that e+ and e− are the even

and odd Diophantine exponent of b
a
, respectively, we have

lim sup
n→+∞

log |fn|

logn
= max

{

e− − 1

e−
,
e+ − 2

e+

}

.

Theorem 1.3. For an irrational point (a, b) in the BCZ triangle, let

f−n =

n
∑

i=0

(k−i(a, b)− 3) for n ≥ 1. Given that e+ and e− are the even

and odd Diophantine exponent of b
a
, respectively, we have

lim sup
n→+∞

log |f−n|

logn
= max

{

e+ − 1

e+
,
e− − 2

e−

}

.

The asymmetry of these results is partly due to the fact that the log
speeds of the horocycle flow’s cusp excursion from opposite directions
are different. Athreya-Margulis [1] showed a result stating that given
s ∈ R, let

Λs :=

(

1 s
0 1

)

Z2.

Define α1 : X2 → R+ by

α1(Λ) := sup
06=v∈Λ

1

‖v‖

where ‖ · ‖ denotes Euclidean norm on R2.

Proposition 1.4. ([1], Proposition 3.3)If s /∈ Q, e+ = e+(s), e− =
e−(s), then

lim sup
t→+∞

log(α1(htΛs))

log(|t|)
=

e− − 1

e−
,

lim sup
t→−∞

log(α1(htΛs))

log(|t|)
=

e+ − 1

e+
.

We can see that this result shares the same terms with Theorem 1.2,
and 1.3. The extra terms in Theorem 1.2, and 1.3 come from the BCZ
map’s unique structure, which also make the main result much harder
to prove than the propositions above although they appear similar.

Since almost all irrational numbers’ Diophantine exponents are 2,
which means e+ = e− = 2. Thus for almost all s, we have

lim sup
|t|→∞

log(α1(htΛs))

log(|t|)
=

1

2
,

which can also be deduced by Theorem 2.1 of [1].
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Similarly, we can have the following corollary from Theorem 1.2, and
1.3.

Corollary 1.5. For almost every irrational point (a, b) in the BCZ tri-
angle, the Diophantine exponent of b

a
is 2, so both its even Diophantine

exponent and odd Diophantine exponent are 2, which means that

lim sup
n→+∞

log |fn|

logn
= lim sup

n→+∞

log |f−n|

log n
=

1

2
.

We mentioned previously that k̂ − 3 can be of significance in future
research, and we have discovered that the main result can still apply
to it.

Corollary 1.6. Theorem 1.2, 1.3, and Corollary 1.5 still hold true if
we replace ki − 3 = k ◦ T i−1 − 3 with k̂ ◦ T i−1 − 3.

2. Preliminary

Ω′ comprises all unimodular lattices that have a primitive point lying
in (0, 1]× {0}. In the case of Λa,b, this primitive point is (a, 0). Under
the horocycle flow ht, every point of Λa,b in (0, 1] × R+ maintains its
x-coordinate while its slope decreases by t, resulting in a downward tra-
jectory along a straight line. This implies that under ht, each primitive
point of Λa,b in (0, 1]×R+ will successively intersect (0, 1]×{0} at the
time of its slope’s value. Specifically, when (b, 1

a
), which is the primitive

point in (0, 1] × R+ with the smallest slope, intersects in (0, 1] × {0}
and becomes (b, 0) at time t = R(a, b) = 1

ab
, the lattice transforms into

ΛT (a,b). And that’s the meaning of (1.1).
For a BCZ orbit T i(a0, b0) = (ai, bi), if we select the primitive point of

Λa0,b0 in (0, 1]×R+ with the smallest slope, then previously mentioned,
its x-coordinate is a1 = b0, which is the x-coordinate of T (a0, b0) =
(a1, b1). If we continue this process iteratively, we can establish the
following:

Remark 2.1. The x-coordinate of the primitive point of Λa0,b0 within
(0, 1]×R+ having the i-th smallest slope is ai, which is the x-coordinate
of T i(a0, b0) = (ai, bi) for i ≥ 1.

Definition 2.2. (excursion)
Let the depth of a point (a, b) be 1

a
. If two points of a BCZ orbit are

deeper than all the points lying between these two points, we refer to
the process from one of these two points to the other as an excursion.
For example, let (an, bn) = T n(a, b), s < t, s, t ∈ Z. If

1

am
<

1

as
,
1

at
,

for any m ∈ (s, t), then the process that starts from (as, bs) and stops
when it reaches (at, bt) for the first time is considered an excursion. In
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the sequel, for convenience, we will omit the phrase “for the first time”
and simply refer to the process from (as, bs) to (at, bt) as an excursion.

For an excursion from (a0, b0) to T s(a0, b0) = (as, bs), let O be (0, 0),
A be (a0, 0), and S be the primitive point of Λa0,b0 in (0, 1]×R+ with the
s-th smallest slope. By Remark 2.1, we know that as is the x-coordinate
of S, and a0 is the x-coordinate of A. Additionally, for i ∈ [1, s − 1],
ai are the x-coordinates of all the primitive points of (0, 1]×R+ whose
slopes are between 0 and S’s slope.

Then according to the definition of the excursion, we know that
ai > a0, as for i ∈ (0, s), which means that there are no other points
inside the triangle OAS (including the sides). Thus, the area of OAS is
1
2
according to Pick’s Theorem, considering that Λa0,b0 is a unimodular

lattice. This implies that
−→
OA and

−→
OS form a set of basis of Λa,b.

Therefore, the coordinate of S is (as,
1
a0
), and all the primitive points

of (0, 1]×R+ whose slopes are between 0 and S’s slope can be generated
by (a0, 0) and (as,

1
a0
).

Remark 2.3. From above, we know that for the primitive point with
the i-th smallest slope, where i ∈ [1, s− 1], there exists a coprime pair
(ui, vi) such that the coordinate of this primitive point is given by

ui (a0, 0) + vi

(

as,
1

a0

)

=

(

uia0 + vias,
vi
a0

)

.

Since ai is the x-coordinate of this primitive point, we have

ai = uia0 + vias.

So for every ai, there exists a coprime pair (ui, vi) such that uia0 +
vias = ai ≤ 1. Conversely, for every coprime pair (u, v) such that
ua0+vas ≤ 1, u(a0, 0)+v(as,

1
a0
) represents one of the primitive points

in (0, 1] × R+ whose slopes are between 0 and S’s slope. This means
there exists an ai for i ∈ [1, s− 1] such that ua0 + vas = ai.

In summary, we have the following one-to-one correspondence:

{ai | i ∈ [1, s− 1]} ←→ {(u, v) | u, v ∈ Z+, (u, v) = 1, ua0 + vas ≤ 1}.

The number of these primitive points is s−1 which is also the number
of pairs of coprime positive integers (u, v) such that ua0 + vas ≤ 1.

For 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s− 1, since the slope of (uia0 + vias,
vi
a0
) is smaller

than the slope of (uja0 + vjas,
vj
a0
), we have

vi
ui

<
vj
uj

.

Two points worth mentioning are a1 and as−1. For a1, we know that
v1
u1

< vi
ui

for i ∈ [2, s− 1], since 1 ≤ vi,
[

1−as
a0

]

≥ ui,
[

1−as
a0

]

a0 + as ≤ 1,
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we can deduce that u1 =
[

1−as
a0

]

, v1 = 1, a1 =
[

1−as
a0

]

a0+as. Similarly,

we have us−1 = 1, vs−1 =
[

1−a0
as

]

, as−1 = a0 +
[

1−a0
as

]

as.

Next, we give the estimate of the length of the excursion.

Lemma 2.4. (length of the excursion)
For an excursion (ai, bi)

s
i=0 where s > 0, a0 = a, as = b, we have

s =
3

π2

1

ab
+O

(

max

{

1

a
,
1

b

}

log

(

min

{

1

a
,
1

b

}))

.

proof. By Remark 2.3, we know that

s− 1 =| {(u, v) | ua+ vb ≤ 1, (u, v) = 1} | . (2.1)

Without the loss of generality, we assume that a ≥ b.

s− 1 =
∑

(u,v)=1, ua+vb≤1

1

=
∑

ua+vb≤1, d|u, d|v

µ(d)

=
∑

d≤ 1
a

µ(d)
∑

ua+vb≤ 1
d

1

=
∑

d≤ 1
a

µ(d)

(

1

2abd2
+O

(

1

bd

))

=
1

2ab

∑

d≤ 1
a

µ(d)

d2
+O

(

1

b
log

(

1

a

))

=
1

2ab

∞
∑

d=1

µ(d)

d2
+O

(

1

b
log

(

1

a

))

=
3

π2

1

ab
+O

(

1

b
log

(

1

a

))

.

�

Theorem 2.4 is equivalent to Theorem 3.1 of [18].
Λa,b is a lattice generated by (a, 0) and (b, 1

a
). We sort

{(

qb− pa,
q

a

)

| primitive point of Λa,b, qb− pa ∈ (0, 1]
}

in ascending order based on the slope of each point measured from
the origin. Let the sequence be (qnb − pna,

qn
a
), n ∈ Z such that q1 =

1, p1 = 0, q0 = 0, p0 = −1. According to the given conditions, we have
pn, qn > 0 for n > 1 and pn, qn < 0 for n < 0. Furthermore, we have
pi
qi
<

pj
qj

< b
a
for i < j.
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Let(an, bn) = T n(a, b), then based on Remark 2.1, we have

an = qnb− pna,

bn =
qn
a
.

For any irrational point (a, b) in the BCZ triangle, consider the sub-
sequence (ani

, bni
)+∞
i=0 of the forward orbit of (a, b) (0 < ni < nj for

i < j). This subsequence is chosen such that for each i, ani
< ak for all

0 ≤ k < ni. In other words, every point in the subsequence is deeper
than all previous points in the forward orbit. We want to know the
explicit expression of (ani

, bni
).

Lemma 2.5. (a, b) is an irrational point in the BCZ triangle. Let

[c0; c1, c2, · · · ] be the continued fraction of b
a
,

p′
k

q′
k

= [c0; c1, c2 · · · ck], (k ≥

0). Then
pni

= mp′2k+1 + p′2k,

qni
= mq′2k+1 + q′2k,

(ani
, bni

) = (qni
b− pni

a, qni+1b− pni+1a),

where m = i− c2 − c4 − · · · − c2k for i ∈ (c2 + c4 + · · ·+ c2k, c2 + c4 +
· · ·+ c2k+2], k > 0; m = i for i ∈ [0, c2].

proof. For a positive primitive pair (q̃, p̃) such that p̃

q̃
< b

a
, the fact that

it corresponds to some (qni
, pni

) is equivalent to for any p

q
< p̃

q̃
, we have

q̃b − p̃a < qb − pa, which in other words, means there is no primitive

point in the triangle delimited by y = 0, x = q̃b − p̃a and y =
q̃

a

q̃b−p̃a
x

(sides included, vertices excluded). According to the basic property of
continued fraction, this is equivalent to p̃

q̃
being a best approximation

of b
a
. However, we know that all the left-side best approximation of b

a

are
mp′2k+1+p′2k
mq′2k+1+q′2k

, (k ≥ 0, 0 ≤ m ≤ c2k − 1), so we have

{ani
|i ≥ 0} =

{(

mq′2k+1 + q′2k
)

b−
(

mp′2k+1 + p′2k
)

a|k ≥ 0, 0 ≤ m ≤ c2k − 1
}

.

We sort (mq′2k+1 + q′2k)b − (mp′2k+1 + p′2k)a by the order of size from
large to small, which is also the order of size of mq′2k+1+ q′2k from small
to large. Considering that ani

is already sorted by the order of size
from large to small, we can determine the matching between ani

and
(mq′2k+1 + q′2k)b − (mp′2k+1 + p′2k)a, which is the statement we give in
the lemma.

�

Since q′2kb − p′2ka → 0 as k → +∞, it follows that ani
→ 0 as well.

This explains why the orbit of the irrational point is non-periodic and
unbounded. Let a′k = |q′kb − p′ka|, we know that a′k = q′kb − p′ka > 0
when k is even, and a′k = −(q′kb − p′ka) > 0 when k is odd. Further-
more, define c′k = c2 + c4 + · · · + c2k and let nc′

k
= n′

k for notational
convenience. Then according to the notation in Lemma 2.5, we have
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q′2k = qn′
k
and p′2k = pn′

k
.

Next, we provide estimations for ni − n′
k−1 and n′

k.
Before proceeding, it is necessary to clarify some notation. an ∼ bn

indicates that lim
n→∞

an
bn

= 1; an ≍ bn implies that there exists 0 < A < B

such that A < an
bn

< B.

Lemma 2.6. For i ∈ (c′k−1, c
′
k], let s = i− c′k−1, we have

ni − n′
k−1 ∼

3

π2

1

a′2k−1

(

1

a′2k−2 − sa′2k−1

−
1

a′2k−2

)

,

n′
k ≍

1

a′2k−1a
′
2k

.

Proof. In the first step, we give an estimate of ni − n′
k−1.

By Lemma 2.5, we have

anc′
k−1

+s
= a′2k−2 − sa′2k−1

for s ∈ [0, c2k].
Since it is an excursion from (anm−1 , bnm−1) to (anm

, bnm
), by Lemma

2.4, we have

nm − nm−1 ∼
3

π2
·

1

anm
anm−1

,

thus

ni − n′
k−1 = ni − nc′

k−1

=
s
∑

m=1

(nc′
k−1+m − nc′

k−1+m−1)

∼
s
∑

m=1

3

π2
·

1

anc′
k−1

+m
anc′

k−1
+m−1

=
3

π2

s
∑

m=1

1

(a′2k−2 −ma′2k−1)(a
′
2k−2 − (m− 1)a′2k−1)

=
3

π2

s
∑

m=1

1

a′2k−1

(

1

a′2k−2 −ma′2k−1

−
1

a′2k−2 − (m− 1)a′2k−1

)

=
3

π2

1

a′2k−1

(

1

a′2k−2 − sa′2k−1

−
1

a′2k−2

)

. (2.2)

When i = c′k, s = c2k, a
′
2k−2 − sa′2k−1 = a′2k, we have

n′
k − n′

k−1 ∼
3

π2

1

a′2k−1

(

1

a′2k
−

1

a′2k−2

)

.

In the second step, we estimate n′
k.
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If we select all the points in the backward orbit that are deeper than
the subsequent points in the backward orbit, then by symmetry, we
can determine that a′2k−1 = p2k−1a − q2k−1b is the x-coordinate of the
c1 + c3 + · · · + c2k−1-th point: Mk. Let Tmk(Mk) = (an′

k
, bn′

k
). Since

Mk and (an′
k
, bn′

k
) are deeper than any other points in between, it is an

excursion from Mk to (an′
k
, bn′

k
). Therefore, by Lemma 2.4, we have

mk ∼
3

π2

1

a′2k−1a
′
2k

.

Two obvious relations are n′
k < mk and n′

k > n′
k − n′

k−1. Since
a′2k−2 ≥ a′2k + a′2k−1 > 2a′2k, by (2.2), we have

3

π2

1

2a′2k−1a
′
2k

<
3

π2

1

a′2k−1

(

1

a′2k
−

1

a′2k−2

)

∼ n′
k − n′

k−1

< n′
k

< mk

∼
3

π2

1

a′2k−1a
′
2k

,

thus we conclude that

n′
k ≍

1

a′2k−1a
′
2k

.

�

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2

In §3.1, we introduce the h function and its property. In §3.2, we
calculate the log speed at n = nc′

k
, In §3.3, we calculate the log speed

at n = ni, i 6= c′k. In §3.4, we introduce the overall monotonicity of
the h function at an excursion. In §3.5, we calculate the log speed for
n ∈ (ni−1, ni), i ∈ [c′k + 1, c′k+1 − 1]. In §3.6, we calculate the log speed
for n ∈ (nc′

k
−1, nc′

k
). In §3.7, we summarize the results. In §3.8, we

prove Corollary 1.6.

3.1. h function. We define a function h on the space of positive num-
ber sequences with length greater than or equal to 3:

h(s1, s2, · · · , sn) =

n−1
∑

i=2

(
si−1 + si+1

si
− 3).

By (1.2), we have fn = h(a0, a1, · · · , an+1) = h(a−1, a0, a1, · · · , an+1)−
(k0 − 3).



12 Y. LI

Lemma 3.1. For a positive number sequence (s1, s2, · · · , sn) with n ≥
5, if si | si−1 + si+1 for all i ∈ [2, n− 1], and there exists a largest term
sr (i.e., sr ≥ si for all i ∈ [1, n]) where r ∈ [3, n− 2], then eliminating
sr from the sequence does not change the value of h.

Proof. Since sr | sr−1 + sr+1, we have sr−1+sr+1

sr
= 1. When sr is

eliminated from the sequence, we have sr−2+sr+1

sr−1
= sr−2+sr

sr−1
− 1 and

sr−1+sr+2

sr+1
= sr+sr+2

sr+1
− 1, Therefore,

h (s1, s2, · · · , sr−1, sr+1, · · · , sn) = h (s1, s2, · · · , sn) .

�

3.2. n = nc′
k
. Firstly, we calculate the log speed at nc′

k
.

3.2.1. Estimation of fnc′
k

. To estimate fnc′
k

, we consider the sequence
(

a−1, a0, a1, · · · , anc′
k

, anc′
k
+1

)

and apply Lemma 3.1 to eliminate terms

while preserving the value of the function h. We begin by choosing
following intervals from the sequence: [ani

, ani+1
] for 0 ≤ i ≤ c′k − 1,

and [a0, an0 ]. In each interval, based on the definition of ani
, any term

that is not an endpoint greater than both endpoint term. We identify a
largest term and eliminate it from the sequence. According to Lemma
3.1, this elimination does not change the value of h.

We repeat this process for each interval, eliminating the largest term
in each. After eliminating all terms in these intervals, we obtain the

reduced sequence
{

a−1, a0, an0 , an1, an2 , · · · , anc′
k

}

. Based on our anal-

ysis, we can conclude that

h
(

a−1, a0, an0 , an1, an2 , · · · , anc′
k

, anc′
k
+1

)

= h
(

a−1, a0, a1, · · · , anc′
k
+1

)

.

Since
a−1 + an1

a0
=

k0a− b+ b− c0a

a
= k0 − c0,

a0 + an1

an0

=
a+ (q0 + q1)b− (p0 + p1)a

q0b− p0a
=

a+ (1 + c1)b− (c0 + c0c1 + 1)a

b− c0a
= 1+c1,

and for i ∈ [c′j + 1, c′j+1 − 1] with j ∈ [1, k − 1] and i ∈ [1, c′1 − 1],

ani−1
+ ani+1

ani

= 2

we have the following:

anc′
j
−1

+ anc′
j
+1

anc′
j

=
(q′2j − q′2j−1)b− (p′2j − p′2j−1)a+ (q′2j + q′2j+1)b− (p′2j + p′2j+1)a

q′2jb− p′2ja

=
(q′2j+1 − q′2j−1)b− (p′2j+1 − p′2j−1)a

q′2jb− p′2ja
+ 2
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=
c2j+1q

′
2jb− c2j+1p

′
2ja

q′2jb− p′2ja
+ 2

= c2j+1 + 2

for j ∈ [1, k − 1]. Consequently,

fnc′
k

=h(a−1, a0, a1, · · · , anc′
k
+1)− (k0 − 3)

=h
(

a−1, a0, an0, an1 , an2, · · · , anc′
k

, anc′
k
+1

)

− (k0 − 3)

=

nc′
k

∑

i=0

(

ai−1 + ai+1

ai
− 3

)

− (k0 − 3)

=

(

a−1 + an1

a0
− 3

)

+

(

a0 + an1

an0

− 3

)

+
k−1
∑

j=1

(

anc′
j
−1

+ anc′
j
+1

anc′
j

− 3

)

+

(

anc′
k
−1

+ anc′
k
+1

anc′
k

− 3

)

+

c′1−1
∑

i=1

(

ani−1
+ ani+1

ani

− 3

)

+
k−1
∑

j=1

c′j+1−1
∑

i=c′j+1

(

ani−1
+ ani+1

ani

− 3

)

− (k0 − 3)

=(k0 − c0 − 3) + (c1 − 2) +

k−1
∑

j=1

(c2j+1 − 1)

+

(

anc′
k
−1

+ anc′
k
+1

anc′
k

− 3

)

−

c′1−1
∑

i=1

1−
k−1
∑

j=1

c′j+1−1
∑

i=c′j+1

1− (k0 − 3)

=
k−1
∑

j=0

c2j+1 −
k
∑

j=0

c2j − 1 +

(

anc′
k
−1

+ anc′
k
+1

anc′
k

− 3

)

.

With regard to
an

c′
k
−1

+an
c′
k
+1

an
c′
k

, we first calculate
an

c′
k
−1

an
c′
k

as following

anc′
k
−1

anc′
k

=
anc′

k
−1

+ anc′
k
+1

anc′
k

−
anc′

k
+1

anc′
k

= c2k+1 + 2−
anc′

k
+1

anc′
k

,

where
an

c′
k
+1

an
c′
k

∈ (0, 1).

Next, we estimate the term
an

c′
k
+1

an
c′
k

using the following inequality:

1

anc′
k

− 1 =
1− anc′

k

anc′
k

<
anc′

k
+1

anc′
k

≤
1

anc′
k

.
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By combining these estimates, we can derive bounds for fnc′
k

:

k
∑

j=0

(c2j+1 − c2j) +
1

anc′
k

− 4 < fnc′
k

<
k
∑

j=0

(c2j+1 − c2j) +
1

anc′
k

− 2.

Then, we need to estimate
∑k

j=0(c2j+1 − c2j) +
1

an
c′
k

. We begin by

expressing anc′
k

as follows:

anc′
k

= qnc′
k

b− pnc′
k

a = q′2kb− p′2ka = q′2ka

(

b

a
−

p′2k
q′2k

)

.

Using following known bounds for b
a
−

p′2k
q′2k

:

1

2q′2kq
′
2k+1

<
1

q′2k(q
′
2k+1 + q′2k)

<
b

a
−

p′2k
q′2k

<
1

q′2kq
′
2k+1

,

we have
q′2k+1

a
<

1

anc′
k

<
2q′2k+1

a
.

To estimate q′2k+1, we observe that

q′2k+1 = c2k+1q
′
2k + q′2k−1 ≥ c2k+1q

′
2k + 1 ≥ c2k+1c2kq

′
2k−1 + c2k+1 + 1

≥ c2k+1c2kq
′
2k−1 + 2 ≥ · · · ≥ c2k+1c2k · · · c1 + (2k + 1).

To further simplify our estimation of fnc′
k

, we need to consider the

relative significance of
k
∑

j=0

(c2j+1−c2j) compared to 1
an

c′
k

. We will demon-

strate that the sum becomes negligible as k increases.
We begin with the following inequality:

k
∑

j=0

(c2j+1 − c2j)

1
/

anc′
k

<

k
∑

j=1

(c2j+1 − 1) + c1

q′2k+1

/

a
≤

k
∑

j=1

(c2j+1 − 1) + c1

2k+1
∏

j=1

cj + (2k + 1)

≤

k
∑

j=1

(c2j+1 − 1) + c1

k
∏

j=1

c2j+1 + (2k + 1)

.

If
+∞
∑

j=1

(c2j+1 − 1) + c1 = M < +∞, then

k
∑

j=0

(c2j+1 − c2j)

1
/

anc′
k

<
M

2k + 1
→ 0.
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If
+∞
∑

j=1

(c2j+1−1)+c1 =∞, then when
k
∑

j=0

(c2j+1−1) > 3 and c2k+3 > 1,

k+1
∑

j=1

(c2j+1 − 1)

k+1
∏

j=1

c2j+1

=

k
∑

j=1

(c2j+1 − 1)− 1

k+1
∏

j=1

c2j+1

+
1

k
∏

j=1

c2j+1

≤

k
∑

j=1

(c2j+1 − 1)− 1

2
k
∏

j=1

c2j+1

+
1

k
∏

j=1

c2j+1

=

k
∑

j=1

(c2j+1 − 1) + 1

2
k
∏

j=1

c2j+1

<
2

3
·

k
∑

j=1

(c2j+1 − 1)

k
∏

j=1

c2j+1

.

Since there are infinite times that c2k+3 > 1, we have

k
∑

j=0

(c2j+1 − c2j)

1
/

anc′
k

<

k
∑

j=1

(c2j+1 − 1)

k
∏

j=1

c2j+1

+
c1

k
∏

j=1

c2j+1

→ 0. (3.1)

On the other hand, we have

−

k
∑

j=0

(c2j+1 − c2j)

1
/

anc′
k

<

k
∑

j=0

(c2j − 1)

q′2k+1

/

a
≤

k
∑

j=0

(c2j − 1)

2k+1
∏

j=1

cj + (2k + 1)

≤

k
∑

j=0

(c2j − 1)

k
∏

j=1

c2j + (2k + 1)

.

If
+∞
∑

j=1

(c2j − 1) = M < +∞, then

−

k
∑

j=0

(c2j+1 − c2j)

1
/

anc′
k

<
M

2k + 1
→ 0.
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If
+∞
∑

j=1

(c2j − 1) =∞, then when
k
∑

j=1

(c2j − 1) > 4− c0 and c2k+2 > 1

k+1
∑

j=0

(c2j − 1)

k+1
∏

j=1

c2j

=

k
∑

j=1

(c2j − 1) + c0 − 2

k+1
∏

j=1

c2j

+
1

k
∏

j=1

c2j

≤

k
∑

j=1

(c2j − 1) + c0 − 2

2
k
∏

j=1

c2j

+
1

k
∏

j=1

c2j

=

k
∑

j=1

(c2j − 1) + c0

2
k
∏

j=1

c2j

<
2

3
·

k
∑

j=0

(c2j − 1)

k
∏

j=1

c2j

.

Since there are infinite times that c2k+2 > 1, we have

−

k
∑

j=0

(c2j+1 − c2j)

1
/

anc′
k

<

k
∑

j=0

(c2j − 1)

k
∏

j=1

c2j

→ 0. (3.2)

Combing (3.1) and (3.2), we can conclude that

k
∑

j=0

(c2j+1 − c2j)

1
/

anc′
k

→ 0.

Remark 3.2. From the proof above we know that

k
∑

j=0

(c2j+1 − c2j)

1
/

a′2k
→ 0.
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Take (ã, b̃) = (b − c0a, a) and apply the result above, since c̃j = cj+1

and ã′2k = a′2k+1, we have

k
∑

j=0

(c2j+2 − c2j+1)

1
/

a′2k+1

→ 0.

Then if we pick any constant r1 ∈ (0, 1) and r2 ∈ (1,+∞), then as
k → +∞, we have

r1
anc′

k

< fnc′
k

<
r2
anc′

k

, (3.3)

Therefore,

fnc′
k

≍
1

anc′
k

≍ q′2k+1 (3.4)

3.2.2. Estimation of nc′
k
. Now, in order to estimate logn |fn| for n =

nc′
k
, we only need to give the estimation of nc′

k
.

Let a′k = |q′kb − p′ka|, we know that a′k = q′kb − p′ka > 0 when k is
even; a′k = −(q′kb− p′ka) > 0 when k is odd; anc′

k

= a′2k. By lemma 2.6,

we have

nc′
k
≍

1

a′2k−1a
′
2k

.

As we proved earlier, it is known that

1

a′k
≍ q′k+1,

which implies that
nc′

k
≍ q′2kq

′
2k+1. (3.5)

3.2.3. lim sup
k→+∞

lognc′
k

|fnc′
k

|. Using (3.4) and (3.5), we obtain

lim sup
k→+∞

lognc′
k

|fnc′
k

| = lim sup
k→+∞

lognc′
k

1

anc′
k

= lim sup
k→+∞

logq′2kq′2k+1
q′2k+1

= lim sup
k→+∞

log
(q′2k+1)

1
e2k+1−1

q′2k+1

q′2k+1 =
e− − 1

e−
. (3.6)
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3.3. n = ni, i 6= c′k. Next, we aim to calculate lim sup
i→+∞

logni
|fni
|. Based

on what we proved above, we know that when i = c′k, the limit superior

is e−−1
e−

. But we also need to obtain the result for i ∈ (c′k, c
′
k+1), so

we need to calculate lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni
|fni
|. The method of calculation

is similar to what we did earlier, which is using the h function and
Lemma 3.1.

One thing we need to mention is that if there exists a constant K > 0
such that for any k > K, c2k = 1, c′k = c′k−1 + 1, this limit superior
won’t exist. In this case, e+ = 2.

3.3.1. Estimation of fni
, i 6= c′k. For i ∈ (c′k, c

′
k+1), first we need to

estimate fni
= h(a0, a1, · · · , ani+1).

h(a0, a1, · · · , ani+1) = h(a−1, a0, a1, · · · , ani+1)− (k0 − 3)

= h(a−1, a0, an0 , an1, an2 , · · · , ani
, ani+1)− (k0 − 3)

=
k
∑

j=0

c2j+1 − i− 1 + (
ani−1

+ ani+1

ani

− 3).

Since
ani−1

ani

=
ani−1

+ ani+1

ani

−
ani+1

ani

= 2−
ani+1

ani

∈ (1, 2),

1

ani

− 1 =
1− ani

ani

<
ani+1

ani

≤
1

ani

,

we have following bound

k
∑

j=0

c2j+1 − i+
1

ani

− 4 < fni
<

k
∑

j=0

c2j+1 − i+
1

ani

− 2.

Let i′ = i− c′k, we have

k
∑

j=0

(c2j+1 − c2j)− i′ +
1

ani

− 4 < fni
<

k
∑

j=0

(c2j+1 − c2j)− i′ +
1

ani

− 2,

According to Remark 3.2, we know that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k
∑

j=0

(c2j+1 − c2j)

1
/

ani

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k
∑

j=0

(c2j+1 − c2j)

1
/

anc′
k

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

→ 0.

Therefore, if we pick any constant r3 ∈ (0, 1) and r4 ∈ (1,+∞), as
i, k → +∞, we obtain

r3
ani

− i′ < fni
<

r4
ani

− i′. (3.7)
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Let r3 = 0.9, r4 = 1.1, we have

|fni
| < max

{

r4
ani

, i′
}

.

3.3.2. Estimation of ni, i 6= c′k. Now, we need to give an estimation
about ni. By Lemma 2.6, we know that

ni − n′
k ∼

3

π2

1

a′2k+1

(

1

a′2k − i′a′2k+1

−
1

a′2k

)

=
3

π2

i′

(a′2k − i′a′2k+1)a
′
2k

,

n′
k ≍

1

a′2k−1a
′
2k

.

Since

nc′
k
< mk

= #{(s, t)|s, t ∈ Z∗, (s, t) = 1, sa′2k + ta′2k−1 ≤ 1}+ 1

< #{(s, t)|s, t ∈ Z∗, (s, t) = 1, sa′2k + t(a′2k − i′a′2k+1) ≤ 1}+ 1

= nc′
k
+1 − n′

ck

≤ ni − nc′
k
,

therefore,
ni ∈ (ni − nc′

k
, 2(ni − nc′

k
)),

ni ≍
i′

(a′2k − i′a′2k+1)a
′
2k

.

3.3.3. lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni
|fni
|. Now, we aim to calculate lim sup

i→+∞,i 6=c′
k

logni
|fni
|.

lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni
|fni
| ≤ lim sup

i→+∞,i 6=c′
k

logni
max

{

r4
ani

, i′
}

= max

{

lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni

r4
ani

, lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni
i′

}

= max

{

lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni

1

ani

, lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni
i′

}

.

(3.8)

For lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni

1
ani

, we have

lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni

1

ani

= lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

log i′

(a′
2k

−i′a′
2k+1

)a′
2k

1

a′2k − i′a′2k+1

.

Since i < c′k+1, it follows a′2k − i′a′2k+1 > a′2k+1. From this, we can
deduce

2i′2

2i′ − 1
< i′ + 1 <

a′2k
a′2k+1

,
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which implies
a′2k
i′

< 2(a′2k − i′a′2k+1),

and hence
i′

(a′2k − i′a′2k+1)a
′
2k

>
1

2(a′2k − i′a′2k+1)
2
.

Therefore,

lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni

1

ani

≤
1

2
.

If we pick i = c′k + 1, i′ = 1, then

1

(a′2k − a′2k+1)a
′
2k

<
1

(a′2k − a′2k+1)
2
,

so

lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni

1

ani

≥ lim sup
i→+∞,i=c′

k
+1<c′

k+1

logni

1

ani

≥
1

2
.

Therefore,

lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni

1

ani

=
1

2
. (3.9)

For lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni
i′, we have

lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni
i′ = lim sup

i→+∞,i 6=c′
k

log i′

(a′
2k

−i′a′
2k+1

)a′
2k

i′

=
1

lim inf
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logi′
i′

(a′2k−i′a′2k+1)a
′
2k

=
1

lim inf
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logi′
1

(a′2k−i′a′2k+1)a
′
2k

+ 1
, (3.10)

For i′ < c2k+2, we have 1
(a′2k−i′a′2k+1)a

′
2k

> 1
a′22k

, thus

lim inf
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logi′
1

(a′2k − i′a′2k+1)a
′
2k

≥ lim inf
k→+∞,c′

k
+1<c′

k+1

logc2k+2

1

a′22k

= lim inf
k→+∞,c′

k
+1<c′

k+1

logc2k+2
q′22k+1

= lim inf
k→+∞,c′

k
+1<c′

k+1

log(q′2k+1)
e2k+2−2 q′22k+1

=
2

e+ − 2
.

If we pick i = c′k + [ c2k+2

2
], i′ = [ c2k+2

2
], we have i′ > c2k+2

3
and

1

(a′2k − i′a′2k+1)a
′
2k

<
2

a′22k
,
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therefore,

lim inf
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logi′
1

(a′2k − i′a′2k+1)a
′
2k

≤ lim inf
i→+∞

c′
k
<i=c′

k
+[

c2k+2
2 ]<c′

k+1

logi′
1

(a′2k − i′a′2k+1)a
′
2k

≤ lim inf
i→+∞

c′
k
<i=c′

k
+[

c2k+2
2 ]<c′

k+1

log c2k+2
3

2

a′22k

= lim inf
i→+∞

c′
k
<i=c′

k
+[

c2k+2
2 ]<c′

k+1

log(q′2k+1)
e2k+2−2 q′22k+1

=
2

e+ − 2
.

Thus, we can obtain

lim inf
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logi′
1

(a′2k − i′a′2k+1)a
′
2k

=
2

e+ − 2
.

Then by (3.10), we have

lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni
i′ =

1
2

e+−2
+ 1

=
e+ − 2

e+
. (3.11)

Combining (3.8), (3.9), and (3.11), we can conclude that

lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni
|fni
| ≤ max

{

1

2
,
e+ − 2

e+

}

. (3.12)

If we pick i = c′k + 1, i′ = 1, by (3.7), we have fni
> r3

ani

− 1, which

means that

lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni
|fni
| ≥ lim sup

i→+∞,i=c′
k
+1<c′

k+1

logni

(

r3
ani

− 1

)

,

= lim sup
i→+∞,i=c′

k
+1<c′

k+1

logni

1

ani

≥
1

2
. (3.13)

When e+−2
e+
≤ 1

2
, by (3.12) and (3.13), we can deduce that

lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni
|fni
| =

1

2
. (3.14)

When e+−2
e+

> 1
2
, e+ > 4, there exists an increasing even number

sequence {sj}
+∞
j=1, such that esj → 4 and esj > 3. If we pick i =

c′sj
2

+
[

csj+2

2

]

, i′ =
[

csj+2

2

]

, then

1

ani

<
2

asj
<

4q′sj+1

a
= o

(

q′sj+1
esj+2−2

)

= o(csj+2),
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thus

lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni
|fni
| ≥ lim sup

i→+∞

c′sj
2

<i=c′sj
2

+

[ csj+2

2

]

<c′sj
2 +1

logni
|fni
|

= lim sup
i→+∞

c′sj
2

<i=c′sj
2

+

[ csj+2

2

]

<c′sj
2 +1

logni
i′

=
1

lim inf
i→+∞

c′sj
2

<i=c′sj
2

+

[ csj+2

2

]

<c′sj
2 +1

logi′
1

(a′sj−i′a′sj+1)a
′
sj

+ 1

≥
1

2
e+−2

+ 1

=
e+ − 2

e+
.

Therefore,

lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni
|fni
| =

e+ − 2

e+
. (3.15)

In summary, by (3.14) and (3.15), we have

lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni
|fni
| = max

{

1

2
,
e+ − 2

e+

}

. (3.16)

Combining (3.6) and (3.16), we can conclude that

lim sup
i→+∞

logni
fni

= max

{

lim sup
k→+∞

lognc′
k

fnc′
k

, lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni
fni

}

= max

{

e− − 1

e−
,max

{

1

2
,
e+ − 2

e+

}}

= max

{

e− − 1

e−
,
e+ − 2

e+

}

. (3.17)

Then, in order to prove the main result, we only need to prove

lim sup
n→+∞

logn fn = lim sup
i→+∞

logni
fni

.

3.4. Overall monotonicity of k.

Theorem 3.3. For an excursion (ai, bi)
m
i=1 where m ≥ 4, we have

f1 > fi > fm−1

for i ∈ [2, m− 2].
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Proof. For any n ∈ [2, m− 1],

fn − f1 = h(a0, a1, · · · , an+1)− (k1 − 3).

Then, following a similar approach as in §3.2.1, if we eliminate a largest
term from the sequence {a0, a1, a2, · · · , an+1}, by Lemma 3.1, we know
that the value of h remains unchanged. We continue this process until
we cannot continue further. Let the final reduced sequence be

{a0, a1, am1 , am2 , · · · , amk−1
, an, an+1}

where k ≥ 1, we define m0 = 1, mk = n.
We have

h(a0, a1, · · · , an+1) = h(a0, a1, am1 , am2 , · · · , amk−1
, an, an+1).

Since for any j ∈ (1, m), a1 < aj , so we know a1 < am1 , which implies
that am1 ≤ am2 , otherwise, the process of elimination wouldn’t have
stopped yet. Considering that throughout this process, every term di-
vides the sum of two neighboring terms, we have am1 < am2 , otherwise,
a1+am2

am1
∈ (1, 2). Then we can deduce that am2 < am3 and so on, which

means that

am0 = a1 < am1 < am2 < · · · < amk
= an.

Let sj =
amj

amj−1
> 1 for j ∈ [1, k]. Then, since amj−1

< amj
< amj+1

for

j ∈ [1, k − 1], we have
amj−1+amj+1

amj

=
⌈

amj+1

amj

⌉

= ⌈sj+1⌉. Therefore,

fn − f1 =h(a0, a1, · · · , an+1)− (k1 − 3)

=h(a0, a1, am1 , am2 , · · · , amk−1
, an, an+1)− (k1 − 3)

=

(

a0 + am1

a1
− 3

)

+

k−1
∑

j=1

(

amj−1
+ amj+1

amj

− 3

)

+

(

amk−1
+ an+1

an
− 3

)

−

(

a0 + a2
a1

− 3

)

=s1 − 3 +

k
∑

j=2

(⌈sj⌉ − 3) +

⌈

an+1

an

⌉

−
a2
a1

.

Firstly, we will prove fn < f1 for n ∈ [2, m− 1].

fn − f1 =s1 − 3 +

k
∑

j=2

(⌈sj⌉ − 3) +

⌈

an+1

an

⌉

−
a2
a1

<s1 − 3 +
k
∑

j=2

(sj + 1− 3) +

⌈

1

an

⌉

−
1− a1
a1

<s1 − 3 +
k
∑

j=2

(sj − 2) +

(

1

an
+ 1

)

−
1

a1
+ 1
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=−

k
∏

j=1

sj

an
+

1

an
+

k
∑

j=1

sj − (2k − 1).

Let s0 =
1
an
≥ 1, then

fn − f1 < −
k
∏

j=0

sj +
k
∑

j=0

sj − (2k − 1).

When k = 1,

fn − f1 < −s0s1 + s0 + s1 − 1 = −(s0 − 1)(s1 − 1) ≤ 0;

when k > 1,

fn − f1 <−
k
∏

j=0

sj +
k
∑

j=0

sj − (2k − 1)

=−
k−1
∏

j=0

sj +
k−1
∑

j=0

sj − (2k − 3)− (sk − 1)
k−1
∏

j=0

sj + sk − 2

<−

k−1
∏

j=0

sj +

k−1
∑

j=0

sj − (2k − 3)− (sk − 1) + sk − 2

<−

k−1
∏

j=0

sj +

k−1
∑

j=0

sj − (2k − 3)

...

<− s0s1 + s0 + s1 − 1

≤0.

Since we have prove for any n ∈ [2, m− 2],

fn − f1 = h(a1, · · · , an+1) < 0,

and the only condition required is that ai > a1 for i ∈ [2, n + 1].
Therefore by symmetry, as ai > am for i ∈ [2, m− 1], we know for any
n ∈ [2, m− 2],

fm−1 − fn = h(an, an+1, · · · , am) = h(am, am−1, · · · , an) < 0.

�

3.5. n ∈ (ni−1, ni), i ∈ [c′k + 1, c′k+1 − 1]. For j ∈ (ni−1, ni) and i ∈
[c′k +1, c′k+1− 1], since it is an excursion from (ani−1

, bni−1
) to (ani

, bni
),

by Theorem 3.3, we have

fj ∈ [fni−1, fni−1
).
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Using (3.7), we know that as i, k → +∞, fni
> −i′. Additionally,

kni
=

ani−1+ani+1

ani

≤ 2
ani

. Consequently,

fni−1 = fni
− kni

> −i′ −
2

ani

≥ −2max

{

1

ani

, i′
}

.

Since ani
= a′2k − i′a′2k+1 > a′2k+1 and ani−1

= a′2k − (i′ − 1)a′2k+1 <
2(a′2k − i′a′2k+1) = 2ani

, we have

max

{

1

ani

, i′
}

< 2max

{

1

ani−1

, i′ − 1

}

,

fj ≥ fni−1 > −2max

{

1

ani

, i′
}

> −4max

{

1

ani−1

, i′ − 1

}

.

Therefore,

logj |fj| < logni−1
max

{

|fni−1
|,

4

ani−1

, 4(i′ − 1)

}

.

Since |fni
| < max

{

r4
ani

, i′
}

for i 6= c′k, and
∣

∣

∣
fnc′

k

∣

∣

∣
< r2

an
c′
k

, we obtain

lim sup
j→+∞,j∈(ni−1,ni)
i∈[c′

k
+1,c′

k+1−1]

logj |fj | ≤ lim sup
i→+∞

i∈[c′
k
+1,c′

k+1−1]

logni−1
max

{

|fni−1
|,

4

ani−1

, 4(i′ − 1)

}

≤max

{

lim sup
k→+∞

lognc′
k

1

anc′
k

,max

{

lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni

1

ani

, lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni
i′

}}

=max

{

e− − 1

e−
,
e+ − 2

e+

}

. (3.18)

3.6. n ∈ (nc′
k
−1, nc′

k
). For j ∈ (nc′

k
−1, nc′

k
), according to Remark 2.3,

we have
{

am|m ∈
[

nc′
k
−1 + 1, nc′

k
− 1
]}

=
{

sanc′
k
−1

+ tanc′
k

|s, t ∈ Z+, (s, t) = 1, sanc′
k
−1

+ tanc′
k

≤ 1
}

.

Let aj = sjanc′
k
−1

+ tjanc′
k

for j ∈
[

nc′
k
−1 + 1, nc′

k
− 1
]

, where we have
(

snc′
k
−1
, tnc′

k
−1

)

= (1, 0) and
(

snc′
k

, tnc′
k

)

= (0, 1). Since anc′
k
−1
+c2k+1anc′

k

=

a′2k + a′2k−1 + c2k+1a
′
2k ≤ 3a′2k−1 < 1, we define mi as the number such

that (smi
, tmi

) = (1, i) for i ∈ [0, c2k+1]. Notably, m0 = nc′
k
−1.

For all j ∈
(

mc2k+1
, nc′

k

)

, we have
tj
sj

>
c2k+1

1
, which implies tj > c2k+1.

Therefore,

aj = sjanc′
k
−1

+ tjanc′
k

> anc′
k
−1

+ c2k+1anc′
k

= amc2k+1
.
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Moreover, aj > anc′
k

. These indicate that it is an excursion from

(amc2k+1
, bmc2k+1

) to (anc′
k

, bnc′
k

). By Theorem 3.3, we obtain

fnc′
k
−1 ≤ fj < fmc2k+1

, (3.19)

∀j ∈ (mi, mi+1) for i ∈ [0, c2k+1 − 1]. We also know that
tj
sj
∈
(

i
1
, i+1

1

)

so tj ≥ i+ 1, sj > 1, which means that

aj = sjanc′
k
−1

+ tjanc′
k

> anc′
k
−1

+ (i+ 1)anc′
k

= ami+1
> ami

.

Thus, it is an excursion from (ami
, bmi

) to (ami+1
, bmi+1

), by Theorem
3.3, we have

fmi+1−1 ≤ fj < fmi
. (3.20)

3.6.1. n = mi. Now, we aim to show that lim sup
j→+∞

j=mi∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmi
|fmi
| ≤

max
{

e−−1
e−

, e+−2
e+

}

. Firstly, we provide an estimation of fmi
= h(a0, a1, · · · , ami+1)

for i ∈ [1, c2k+1].

fmi
= h(a−1, a0, a1, · · · , ami+1)− (k0 − 3)

= h
(

a−1, a0, an0 , an1, an2 , · · · , anc′
k
−1
, am1 , am2 , · · · , ami

, ami+1

)

− (k0 − 3)

=
k−1
∑

j=0

(c2j+1 − c2j)− c2k − (i− 1) +

(

ami−1
+ ami+1

ami

− 3

)

.

We have
ami−1

ami

< 1,

1

ami

− 1 =
1− ami

ami

<
ami+1

ami

≤
1

ami

,

which implies

k−1
∑

j=0

(c2j+1−c2j)−c2k−i+
1

ami

−3 < fmi
<

k−1
∑

j=0

(c2j+1−c2j)−c2k−i+
1

ami

−1.

Since ami
= a′2k + a′2k−1 + ia′2k ≤ 3a′2k−1, by Remark 3.2, we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k
∑

j=0

(c2j − c2j−1)

1
/

ami

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

3 ·

k
∑

j=0

(c2j − c2j−1)

1
/

a′2k−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

→ 0.
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Therefore, for constant r5 ∈ (0, 1) and r6 ∈ (1,+∞), as k → +∞, we
obtain

r5
ami

− i < fmi
<

r6
ami

− i. (3.21)

Let r5 = 0.9 and r6 = 1.1. Then we have

|fmi
| < max

{

r6
ani

, i

}

,

therefore,

lim sup
j→+∞

j=mi∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmi
|fmi
| ≤ lim sup

j→+∞

j=mi∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmi
max

{

r6
ami

, i

}

= max



















lim sup
j→+∞

j=mi∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmi

r6
ami

, lim sup
j→+∞

j=mi∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmi
i



















= max



















lim sup
j→+∞

j=mi∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmi

1

ami

, lim sup
j→+∞

j=mi∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmi
i



















.

Since mi > nc′
k
−1, we have 1

ami

< 1
an

c′
k
−1

. Therefore,

lim sup
j→+∞

j=mi∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmi

1

ami

≤ lim sup
i→+∞,i=c′

k
−1

logni

1

ani

≤ lim sup
i→+∞,i 6=c′

k

logni

1

ani

=
1

2
.

Asmi ∈ (nc′
k
−1, nc′

k
) and it is an excursion from (amj

, bmj
) to (amj+1

, bmj+1
),

we can express mi as follows:

mi = mi − nc′
k
−1 + nc′

k
−1

=

i
∑

j=1

(mj −mj−1) + nc′
k
−1

∼
3

π2

i
∑

j=1

1

amj
amj−1

+ nc′
k
−1

=
3

π2

i
∑

j=1

1

(a′2k−1 + ja′2k)(a
′
2k−1 + (j + 1)a′2k)

+ nc′
k
−1

=
3

π2

i
∑

j=1

1

a′2k

(

1

a′2k−1 + ja′2k
−

1

a′2k−1 + (j + 1)a′2k

)

+ nc′
k
−1



28 Y. LI

=
3

π2

1

a′2k

(

1

a′2k−1 + a′2k
−

1

a′2k−1 + (i+ 1)a′2k

)

+ nc′
k
−1

=
3

π2

i

(a′2k−1 + a′2k)(a
′
2k−1 + (i+ 1)a′2k)

+ nc′
k
−1.

Given that a′2k−1 + (i+ 1)a′2k < 3a′2k−1, we have

i

(a′2k−1 + a′2k)(a
′
2k−1 + (i+ 1)a′2k)

∈

(

i

6a′22k−1

,
i

a′22k−1

)

.

By Lemma 2.6, let s = c2k − 1, we obtain

nc′
k
−1 = O

(

(
1

a′2k−1

)2
)

. (3.22)

Furthermore,

mi ≍
i

a′22k−1

. (3.23)

As a result,

lim sup
j→+∞

j=mi∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmi
i = lim sup

j→+∞

j=mi∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

log i

a′2
2k−1

i.

Since 1
a′22k−1

> 1, log x

a′2
2k−1

x is a monotonically increasing function for

x ≥ 1. Therefore,
log i

a′2
2k−1

i ≤ log c2k+1

a′2
2k−1

c2k+1.

Hence,

lim sup
j→+∞

j=mi∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmi
i ≤ lim sup

k→+∞
log c2k+1

a′2
2k−1

c2k+1

= lim sup
k→+∞

logc2k+1q
′2
2k
c2k+1

= lim sup
k→+∞

logq′2k
e2k+1−2

q′22k
q′2k

e2k+1−2

=
e− − 2

e−
.

Therefore,

lim sup
j→+∞

j=mi∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmi
|fmi
| ≤ max



















lim sup
j→+∞

j=mi∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmi

1

ami

, lim sup
j→+∞

j=mi∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmi
i



















≤ max

{

1

2
,
e− − 2

e−

}
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≤ max

{

e− − 1

e−
,
e+ − 2

e+

}

. (3.24)

3.6.2. n ∈ (mi−1, mi), i ∈ [1, c2k+1]. For j ∈ (mi−1, mi) with i ∈
[1, c2k+1], by (3.20), we have

fmi−1 ≤ fj < fmi−1
.

By (3.21), we know that as i, k → +∞, fmi
> −i. Moreover, kmi

=
ami−1+ami+1

ami

≤ 2
ami

. So we have

fmi−1 = fmi
− kmi

> −i−
2

ami

≥ −2max

{

1

ami

, i

}

.

Since ami
> ami−1

, we have

max

{

1

ami

, i

}

< 2max

{

1

ami−1

, i− 1

}

,

fj ≥ fmi−1 > −2max

{

1

ami

, i

}

> −4max

{

1

ami−1

, i− 1

}

,

then

logj |fj| < logmi−1
max

{

|fmi−1
|,

4

ami−1

, 4(i− 1)

}

.

Since |fmi
| < max

{

r6
ani

, i
}

for i ∈ [1, c2k+1], and |fm0 | =
∣

∣

∣
fnc′

k
−1

∣

∣

∣
, we

have

lim sup
j→+∞,j∈(mi−1,mi)

mi∈
(

nc′
k
−1,nc′

k

)

logj |fj | ≤ lim sup
j→+∞

j=mi−1∈

[

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmi−1
max

{

|fmi−1
|,

4

ami−1

, 4(i− 1)

}

,

≤max



















lim sup
j→+∞

j=n
c′
k
−1

logj |fj |,max



















lim sup
j→+∞

j=mi∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmi

1

ami

, lim sup
j→+∞

j=mi∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmi
i





































≤max







lim sup
i→+∞

i6=c′
k

logni
|fni
|,max

{

1

2
,
e− − 2

e−

}







≤max

{

e− − 1

e−
,
e+ − 2

e+

}

.
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3.6.3. n ∈
(

mc2k+1
, nc′

k

)

. For j ∈
(

mc2k+1
, nc′

k

)

, by (3.19), we have

fnc′
k
−1 ≤ fj < fmc2k+1

.

By (3.3), we know that as k → +∞, fnc′
k

> r1
an

c′
k

. Also, knc′
k

=

an
c′
k
−1+an

c′
k
+1

an
c′
k

≤ 2
an

c′
k

. So we have

fj ≥ fnc′
k
−1 = fnc′

k

− knc′
k

>
r1
anc′

k

−
2

anc′
k

> −
1

anc′
k

> −
fnc′

k

r1
,

thus

lim sup
j→+∞

j∈

(

mc2k+1
,n

c′
k

)

logj |fj| ≤ max

{

lim sup
j→+∞

j=mc2k+1
∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmc2k+1
|fmc2k+1

|,

lim sup
j→+∞

j=mc2k+1
∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmc2k+1
|
fnc′

k

r1
|

}

.

By (3.24), we have

lim sup
j→+∞

j=mc2k+1
∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmc2k+1
|fmc2k+1

| ≤ lim sup
j→+∞

j=mi∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmi
|fmi
|

≤ max

{

e− − 1

e−
,
e+ − 2

e+

}

.

Since c2k+1a
′
2k < a′2k−1 = a′2k+1 + c2k+1a

′
2k < 2c2k+1a

′
2k, then by (3.23),

we have

mc2k+1
≍

c2k+1

a′22k−1

≍
1

a′2k−1a
′
2k

≍ nc′
k
,

therefore

lim sup
j→+∞

j=mc2k+1
∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmc2k+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

fnc′
k

r1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= lim sup
j→+∞

j=mc2k+1
∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

lognc′
k

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

fnc′
k

r1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= lim sup
k→+∞

lognc′
k

|fnc′
k

|

≤ max

{

e− − 1

e−
,
e+ − 2

e+

}

,

so

lim sup
j→+∞

j∈

(

mc2k+1
,n

c′
k

)

logj |fj | ≤ max

{

e− − 1

e−
,
e+ − 2

e+

}

.
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In conclusion,

lim sup
j→+∞

j∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logj |fj| =max

{

lim sup
j→+∞

j=mi∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logmi
|fmi
|,

lim sup
j→+∞,j∈(mi−1,mi)

mi∈(nc′
k
−1,nc′

k
)

logj |fj |, lim sup
j→+∞

j∈

(

mc2k+1
,n

c′
k

)

logj |fj |

}

≤max

{

e− − 1

e−
,
e+ − 2

e+

}

. (3.25)

3.7. Summary. Thus, by (3.18)(3.25), we have

lim sup
j→+∞,j 6=ni

logj |fj| ≤ max



















lim sup
j→+∞,j∈(ni−1,ni)
i∈[c′

k
+1,c′

k+1−1]

logj |fj|, lim sup
j→+∞

j∈

(

n
c′
k
−1

,n
c′
k

)

logj |fj|



















≤ max

{

e− − 1

e−
,
e+ − 2

e+

}

, (3.26)

then by (3.17)(3.26)

lim sup
n→+∞

logn |fn| = lim sup
i→+∞

logni
|fni
| = max

{

e− − 1

e−
,
e+ − 2

e+

}

,

which means that we have already proved the Theorem 1.2.
By symmetry, we can get Theorem 1.3.

3.8. Proof of Corollary 1.6.

Proof. We only need to demonstrate that Theorem 1.2 remains valid

if we replace ki by k̂ ◦ T i−1 − 3. Let f̂n :=

n
∑

i=1

k̂
(

T i−1(a, b)− 3
)

=

n
∑

i=1

(

ki−1 + ki
2

− 3

)

.

Since

f̂n = fn−1 +
kn
2

+
k0
2
− 3 ≥ fn−1 +

1

2
+

k0
2
− 3,

we have

lim sup
n→+∞

log f̂n
log n

≥ lim sup
n→+∞

log fn
log n

, (3.27)

lim inf
n→+∞

log f̂n
log n

≥ lim inf
n→+∞

log fn
log n

. (3.28)
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On the other hand, since

fn = f̂n +
kn
2
−

k0
2
≥ f̂n +

1

2
−

k0
2
,

we also have

lim sup
n→+∞

log fn
log n

≥ lim sup
n→+∞

log f̂n
log n

, (3.29)

lim inf
n→+∞

log fn
log n

≥ lim inf
n→+∞

log f̂n
log n

. (3.30)

By combining (3.27) and (3.29), we conclude that

lim sup
n→+∞

log f̂n
log n

= lim sup
n→+∞

log fn
log n

.

Similarly, by combining (3.28) and (3.30), we find that

lim inf
n→+∞

log f̂n
log n

= lim inf
n→+∞

log fn
log n

.

Therefore, we have

lim sup
n→+∞

log |f̂n|

log n
= lim sup

n→+∞

log |fn|

logn
= max

{

e− − 1

e−
,
e+ − 2

e+

}

.

�

References

[1] J. S. Athreya and G. A. Margulis, Logarithm laws for unipotent flows, I. Jour-
nal of Modern Dynamics. 3 (2009), no. 3, 359-378.

[2] D. Sullivan, Disjoint spheres, approximation by imaginary quadratic numbers

and the logarithm law for geodesics. Acta Mathematica. 149 (1982), 215-237.
[3] H. Masur, Logarithmic law for geodesics in moduli space. Contemp. Math. 150

(1993), 229-245.
[4] D. Y. Kleinbock and G. A. Margulis, Logarithm laws for flows on homogeneous

spaces. Invent. Math. 138 (1999), no. 3, 451-494.
[5] J. S. Athreya and G. A. Margulis, Logarithm laws for unipotent flows, II.

Journal of Modern Dynamics. 11.03(2016):1-16.
[6] F. Boca, C. Cobeli, and A. Zaharescu, A conjecture of R. R. Hall on Farey

points. J. Reine Angew. Math. (2001), 207 - 236.
[7] R. R. Hall, On consecutive farey arc ii. Acta Arith. (1994), 66(1): 1 - 9.
[8] J. S. Athreya, Y. Cheung, A Poincaré section for the horocycle flow on the
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