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Abstract

We compute the Hausdorff dimension of the set of simultaneously ¢~*-well approx-

imable points on the Veronese curve in R™ for A between % and 2n2_1. For n = 3, the
same result is given for a wider range of \ between % and % We also provide a nontrivial
upper bound for this Hausdorff dimension in the case A < % In the course of the proof
we establish that the number of cubic polynomials of height at most H and non-zero

discriminant at most D is bounded from above by c(e) H?/3+¢D5/6,
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1 Introduction

A-well approximable points in R" is defined

For a positive real number A the set S, () of ¢~
as follows:

Sp(\) = {x € R": ||gx — P||oo < ¢~ for im. (¢,p) € Z"1}.

One of the topical problems in the metric theory of Diophantine approximation is to un-
derstand the structure of the intersection of S,(\) with a suitable manifold M, see for
example [I5], 4 [7] where this problem is investigated. In the landmark paper [15] Kleinbock
and Margulis established that for all so-called nondegenerate manifolds M and all A > 1/n,
the set S, (A) N M has zero Lebesgue measure. But regarding its Hausdorff dimension, much
less is known. Beresnevich [4] showed that for A close enough to 1/n and nondegenerate M,

dim(Sy(A) N M) > dim "% — codim M.
A+1
For the case when M is a nondegenerate curve, the above inequality is achieved for % <
A< T?’_l Later, Beresnevich and Yang [7] proved that this bound is sharp for A in close
proximity of 1/n, much closer than T?’_l The last improvement of their bound on A can be
found in [I6]. With respect to curves, it states as follows. Suppose that C is parametrised by
n times continuously differentiable function f : J — R”™ such that its derivatives up to degree

n at any = € J span R™. Then

2~ (n—1)A 11 n+1 >

dim(Su(ANNC) = =73 R e Ty Yo Brapnprag s

(1)

For larger values of X the structure of the set S,(\) N M is mostly unknown. However
we know for sure that for large enough A it substantially depends on a manifold M. For
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example, consider the circle C := {x € R? : 22 + x3 = 3}. It is not too difficult to verify that

for A > 1 and x € C, the inequality ||¢gx — Pl < ¢, (¢,p) € Z3\ O for large ¢ implies

that p/q € C. Then we immediately deduce that So(\) NC = (. On the other hand, for the

Veronese curve V,, := {(z,z2,...,2") : * € R} and all A\ > 1 Schleischitz [L7] showed that
2

dim(S,(A) NVy,) = a7y in sharp contrast with the previous example.

In this paper, we investigate the Hausdorff dimension of S, (A) N'V,. In the literature,
this set is often considered from a different perspective. For z € R, by n’th simultaneous
Diophantine exponent A, (z) we define the supremum of all A such that the inequality

i -2
max [lgz'l] < ¢
has infinitely many solutions ¢ € Z. We refer to [10] for an overview of the known results about
the exponents A, (z). One can easily see that the set of x € R with A\, (z) > X coincides with
the projection of S,,(A) NV, to the first coordinate axis. Therefore the Hausdorff dimensions
of S,(A) NV, and {z € R: \,(x) > A} coincide. In this paper, we will often work with the
latter set. In particular, for an open interval I C R we define

Su(I,A) :={z € I: \,(z) > A}

One can define analogues of S,,(I, \) for general curves C. Let C be two times continuously
differentiable. By permuting the coordinates in C if needed, locally it can be parametrised
as x = f(z) :== (z, fa(2),..., fu(x)), z € J C R where f;(z) € C?(J). For the moment, we
only put the additional condition that f;(z) # 0 for all 1 < i < n and almost all x € J in
terms of the Lebesgue measure. Later, we will impose more conditions on f. For z € J,
we define the Diophantine exponent )\f(a;) as the supremum of all A such that the inequality
llgf () — P||loo < ¢~ has infinitely many solutions (¢, p) € Z"*!. Next, for I C J we define

SE(ILN) == {xel:\(z)> )\

Then, as for S,,(I,)), the set SE(I,)\) is the projection of S,(A\) NCr to the first coordinate
axis, where C; is the curve C restricted to the domain I. Hence we have dim Sf(I,)\) =
dlm(Sn()\) N C])

By fixing an appropriate subinterval I C J, without loss of generality we assume
max{[[£(2)]|oo, I (@)oo, [I£”(2)llo0} <1, (2)

where the implied constant may depend on f and I but does not depend on x. Also without
loss of generality, we may assume that I is separated from zeroes of f;, i.e. for all x € I,
0<i<m,|fi(z)] > 1. In that case, for any integer point (¢,p) € Z""! with ¢ large enough
such that ||¢f(z) — p|lec < ¢, we have |¢| > ||(¢,P)||so- Notice that in the case of the
Veronese curve this condition means that I is separated from 0.

The sets S, (I, \) were extensively investigated. But despite all the efforts, their Hausdorff
dimension is only completely known for n = 1 and 2. Namely, the classical theorem of Jarnik

and Besicovich states that 5
di I\ = —— A > 1.
im Sy (1, \) T v

In the case n = 2 the result is more complicated and is achieved by joint efforts of Beresnevich,
Dickinson, Schleischitz, Vaughan and Velani [6, [19] 17]:

2-) el

222 g L <A< 1,
dim Sy (1, \) = { A " ;

TFx 1 > 1.
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In fact, the first part of this formula for % < X\ < 1 was verified for all sets Sg (I,\) with f
having non-vanishing curvature. The second part of the result is specific to Sa(1, A).

For n > 3, the Hausdorff dimension of S, (I, ) is only known for values of A in the close
proximity of 1/n, as was already mentioned in (), and for relatively large A, due to the work
of the author and Bugeaud [I]. Namely, for A > %4,

2

This result is a corollary of a more general upper and lower bounds on dim S,,(I, A) that cover
a bigger range of A:

Theorem BB (Badziahin, Bugeaud, 2020) For all0 < k <n—1 and A > 1/n one has

(k+2)(1—kN)

&mwALM)>(n_@@+Ay

On the other hand, let X > L"THJ_I. Setting, m = |1/\], one has

_ (k +2)(1 — k)
dim(Su(,A) < max BTN

The essence of this theorem is that dim(S,, (I, \)) is sandwiched between two piecewise rational
functions, where the upper bound is only provided for relatively large A. Those two bounds
coincide for A > (n +4)/(3n).

The exact value of dim(S,(Z,\)) for intermediate values of A remains a mystery. It is
believed to be a piecewise rational function but there is no even a guess regarding its precise
formula.

In this paper we provide tighter upper bounds for dim(S,, (I, A)). The first result in some
sense complements Theorem BB for A < L%J ~!. To the best of the author’s knowledge, no

other non-trivial upper bounds for A in this range and outside of the interval from (II) were
known before.

Theorem 1 Let m = L”T_lj For all % <AL 2 and 0< k< m one has

S

(n—k+1)(1 - k))

dim(Sa(1.A) S =5 a N

(3)

The second result significantly extends the interval for A from [16] where dim(S,, (I, \)) is
given by ().

Theorem 2 For all \ between % and 2n2_1 one has
) 2—(n—1)A
d (I, \) = ————.
m Sa (1, 4) 1+ A

For n =3 the range for A can be extended to % <AL %

Notice that in () the upper bound for X is of the form X + ﬁ + O(n™%), while in our
result it is 1 4 # +0(n73).

n

For n =3 and % <AL % we can significantly improve the upper bound in Theorem [II



Theorem 3 For all \ between % and % one has

4 —2)\

dim S3(I,\) < ———.
(LA < 3(1+\)

Remark. The upper bound in Theorem [3lis not sharp. With more delicate estimates in

some of the cases of the proof in Section [B] it can be improved. However we decide not to

make already tedious proof even more complicated and leave the bound in its present form.

The proofs of Theorem 2l for n = 3 and Theorem [l rely on counting cubic polynomials of
bounded heights and discriminants. Here by the height of a polynomial P, denoted by H(P),
we understand its naive height, i.e. the supremum norm of its coefficient vector. We also
denote the discriminant of P by D(P). In this paper, we prove the following result which is
of independent interest:

Theorem 4 For any e > 0 there exists a constant ¢ = c(€) such that the number N(H, D)
of polynomials P with H(P) < H and 0 < |D(P)| < D is bounded from above by

N(H, D) < cH?/3+t¢D>5/5, (4)

Remark. We believe that by using more delicate arguments than in this paper, one can
remove the term € in the upper bound (). However, this is not important for our main aim
and will only make the paper more complicated.

If we take D = H%72" the bound (@) transforms to N(H, D) < cH*=3vF<_ On the other
hand, Beresnevich, Bernik and Gétze [5] verified that N(H,yH*~2) > H 4-37 for a suitable
absolute constant v > 0. Therefore our upper bound is sharp (or rather almost sharp as we
have an additional small term H¢). It is worth mentioning that several similar upper bounds
were achieved in the last two decades, see [14] 9]. However, all of them have restrictions on

heights and discriminants, while our result works for all possible pairs (H, D).

Wherever possible, while proving the results of this paper we will deal with the more
general sets SE(I,\) and only consider S,(I,\) if we use some specific properties of the
Veronese curve.

2 Dual sets of well approximable points

One of the ideas in this paper is to transfer the problem about simultaneously well approx-
imable points to the one about dually well approximable points. Namely, a point x € R" is
called dually ¢~*-well approximable if the following inequality

la-x—pl < lall”

has infinitely many solutions (q,p) € Z"*'. By D, (w) we denote the set of dually ¢~ “-well
approximable points. For many manifolds M the sets D, (w) N M are better understood
compared to Sy, (\) N M. For example, this is the case for M = V),, where the exact value of
dim(D,(w) NV,) for all n € N and A > n was computed by Bernik [§]:

n+1

dim(Dy (1) (V) = 2o

()

As in the simultaneous case, we locally parametrise the curve C by f and consider the following
set:
DE(Iw) = {z € I+ |a-£(z) - p| < llallz for im. (a,p) € 21},



In the case of the Veronese curve we omit the superscript f and write D,, (I, w).

We demonstrate the idea by proving the following result. It gives a weaker upper bound
compared to Theorem [I] but it is satisfied for all curves C under mild conditions on f.

Theorem 5 Suppose that for any rational hyperplane H C R™*', dim((1,f(I)) N H) = 0.
Then
dim S (1, \) < dim Df (I,n(1 4+ \) — 1).

Remark. Notice that in Theorem [l the condition on the curve f(I) is weaker than
the property of nondegeneracy as was defined in the work of Kleinbock and Margulis [15].
Recall that a curve f([I) is called nondegenerate at x € I if it is enough times continuously
differentiable and all partial derivatives of f span R™. Then one can check that as soon as the
Hausdorff dimension of points z € I where the curve is degenerate equals zero, the conditions
of Theorem [0 are satisfied. On the other hand, affine lines with f;(z) = a;x + b; where the
numbers aqy, a9, ..., a, are linearly independent over Q, is degenerate at every points, while
it still satisfies the conditions of Theorem

Proor. Consider € Sf(I,\). By removing the set of zero Hausdorff dimension, we
make sure that (1,f(x)) does not lie on any rational hyperplane in R®*!. Then by definition,
there are infinitely many points q = (¢, p) € Z"*! that satisfy ||¢f(z) — p||ee < ¢~*. Fix one
such point q with large enough ¢q. By the Minkowski theorem, there exists a € <q>L such

1/n
that [|af|oc < [lqloc
Now recall that by the choice of I, |¢| < ||q||~ and compute

a- (LE@)] =l (@~ a-+ a1 (@i () — pr) + .+ anfafalz) - p))| < A2l (q)
lal 2

This immediately implies that |a - (1,f(z))| < HaH;"(H)‘). Since the left hand side of ({])
can not be equal to 0, this inequality can not be satisfied for a fixed a and infinitely many
different q. Hence we must have the inequality |a - (1,f(2))| < ||al|so nHD for infinitely
many a € Z"*! which immediately implies that = € Df (I,n(1 4+ \) — 1). The statement of

the theorem follows immediately.

X
For the set S, (I, ), in view of Bernik’s result (&), Theorem [l gives an upper bound
n+1
di Sn Vn7[7)\ giu
im S, ( ) SN

which is the case k£ = 0 in Theorem [l To get the upper bounds (3] for bigger k, we need to
use specific properties of the Veronese curve.

Given a vector a € Z™*+! where m < n, by L, we define an m-dimensional subspace of
R"™*! defined by the following linear equations:

We say that a vector q € Z"*! is of type h < n/2 if h is the largest number such that the
rank of the matrix

q0 q1 te dn—h

q1 q2  Gn—h+1
Mh,n (OI) = . . .

dh qh+1 dn



is h + 1, ie. it is full. For example, for points q on the Veronese curve, i.e. q =
n—1

(u,u" tv,...,v"™), their type equals zero.

Proof of Theorem [l Write S,(I,\) as a union of | 2] 41 subsets SH(I,A), 0 < h < |
such that

N3

SMIN) ={zeR: Jnax lgox’ — qi| < g for im. q € Z" of type h}.
<ign

Clearly, as h varies, the sets SQ(I ,A) may have nonempty intersection but the important
point is that
dim S, (I,\) = max dim SP(I,\).
o(10) = s dim 81, )

In [I, Section 4] the authors show thatl] for h < n/2

(h+2)(1 — hA)
(n—2h) 1+ )

dim S"(I,\) <

Here we prove a different upper bound for dim SZ(I JA):

Proposition 1 For all 0 < k < min{h, 251}, one has

(n—k+1)(1—EkN)

dim S3(1,0) < 8T

PROOF. We proceed in a similar way as in Theorem Bl Fix k between 0 and min{h, 251}

For a given point q € Z"! denote by q?_k the vector (g, qit1s---,Qitn—r). Consider a
point q € Z"*! of type h that approximates the number z € S?(I,\). Let ﬁﬁ be the lattice
generated by vectors qg_k et ,qz_k . By the definition of the type of q, all these vectors

are linearly independent and therefore the covolume of Lf is lag™ A AP "|]2. By [I
Proposition 4.3], the absolute value of every Pliicker coordinate of this product is bounded

from above by qé_k)‘ multiplied by a some absolute constant.

Since the covolumes of a lattice and its dual counterparts coincide, we get

covol(ﬁg)L < g
Its dimension is n — 2k. By Khintchine’s theorem, this implies that there exists an integer
vector a € (qg_k, . ,qZ_k>l of length

1—kX

lalloo < g5,
i.e. q € Ly.

Now, as in the proof of Theorem [il we have |qo| < ||q||~ and compute

1 (n=26)(1+2)

a
H HOO <<HaHoo 1—kA

llalls

2

la- (1,z,22,...,2" ") <«

Finally, we derive that

(n—2k)(1 + \)
SM(I,\) C Dy_y, (1, Y - 1)

n fact, the value h in [1] equals A + 1 in this paper, hence the formula looks slightly different.



and Bernik’s equation (B]) completes the proof.

Notice that for all h < k < "T_l one has

n+3

h+2< <n—k+1.

On top of that, for A < %, the expression 71;—];2‘ as a function of k, is monotonically increasing.

Therefore,

(h+2)(1 — h\) . {(n—k:—l—l)(l—k:)\)}
(n— 21+ A)  nekerst | (n—2k)(1+ N

and hence in view of (8), dim(S”(I,))) satisfies the same upper bounds (@] for all 0 < k <
"T_l. This finishes the proof of Theorem [Il

3 Cutting the curve into pieces

From now on we focus on Theorem Bl By Qf (I, \) we denote the set of all q € Z"+! such
that there exists x € I with

max |qofi(x) — qif < llallx 9)

1<i<n

Sometimes it is convenient to write q as a pair (qo,q") € Z x Z". Then (@) can be rewritten
as ||gof(z) — qT|lo < |lal|z. By Rf(q) we denote the set of z € R that satisfy (@) for
a given q € Z"*l. Surely, one has diam Rf(q) < ||q||z17*. Notice that Sf(I,)) can be
interpreted as the set of all € R such that the inequality () is satisfied for infinitely many
q < Qf(I,)\). As with S, (I, )\), we omit the superscripts in Q, (1, \) and R(q) when C is the

Veronese curve.

We split Qf (I, )\) into subsets Qf (I, \, k) where k € N and
QLA k) :={a e QLN : 2" < gl < 2"}

We also define
St Ak = |J RYq).
a€Qf (I, \ k)
Notice that it is possible for S,fL(I , A\, k) to contain points from outside I. On the other
hand, every term Rf(q) in the union Sf(I,\, k) has a non-empty intersection with I. Since
their diameter tend to zero as kK — oo, any x ¢ I can belong to at most finitely many sets

SE(I,\ k). Because of that and since each Qf (I, ), k) contains finitely many elements, we
can write SE(I,)) as a limsup set:

SE(I,\) = limsup SE(I, )\, k).

k—00

We further split the sets Qf (I, \, k) into smaller subsets. But before doing that, we need
the following

Lemma 1 Let Q € RT, q € R"! and 2 € I be such that Q < ||ql|ee < 2Q and

—-A
llaof () — a™lloo < llallss



Then for all zg € I N B(a:,Q_%) one has

lgo| < @ L
lgoro — 1| < Q2 ; (10)
lgo(fi(z0) — o fl(w0)) + qufl(z0) — ;] < Q2 2<i<n

Here the implied constants only depend on the map f and the interval I.

PROOF. The first two mequahtles immediately follow from the relations between q and
Q@ and the inclusion xg € B(z,Q~ ) For the last set of inequalities we compute

Q> |qofi(r) — q| =

" (ﬁ-(xo) T (2 — o) fl{0) + S (= 0)? ;’@) g

2

> laol o) — w0 (o)) + 411 (e0) — ail — (@ — qo) o) — ‘lqo@; - wo)zf{/(i)' |

2
One can easily check that the last two terms are < Q™ and hence verify (I0).
X

Given 79 € I and Q € R, we denote the box of all q € R™*! that satisfy (I0) by
A(zp, Q). An easy computation reveals

Vol(A(x, Q) = QU7 ~Dh = @5
Therefore for A < 52 this volume tends to infinity as @) — oo.

By Lemma[ll a nelghbourhood of f(z), z € I can be split into the boxes A(zy,2F),...,
A(zg,2F) where d < 25"% such that QF (I, )\, k) is contained in the union of sets
QY (I, M\, k,m), 1 <m < d such that

QL (I, X k,m) := Az, 28) Nz,

Let 71(m), 72(m),..., Tner1(m) be the successive minima of A, := A(z,,2¥) on Z"*L.
By Minkowski’s second theorem, we know that

Vol(R™+ /7 + @n-1r-3
Ti(m)Te(m) -+ Ty (m) < (VolA/ ) =92 2 kK (11)

We also know that if 7,,41(m) < 1, i.e. A, contains n+1 linearly independent integer vectors,
then
£ nal 3— (2n DAy
#Q, (I, N\ k,m) == #(A, NZ"T) <« 2 ) (12)
By #*Qf (I, \, k,m) we denote the number of primitive points in Qf (I, k,m), i.e. points
q € Z"*! such that qo > 0 and ged(qo, q1, - - ,qn) = 1. We split the set Qf (I, \, k) into two
subsets thl(I, A, k) and thQ(I, A, k) where

n 1)A

PN E) ={ae QL (I,\ k) : Im e N,q € QL(I,\ k,m) st. #Q(I,\ k,m) <27k

and Qf o(I, A\, k) consists of all the remaining vectors q from Q£ (I, \, k). We call the corre-

3— (2n DA,

sponding sets Qf (I, \, k,m) that contain more than 2 primitive integer points the

sets of type two.
Respectively, we split Sf(7,)) into the subsets sz,i([’ A), i € {1,2} where

S,fm-(l, A) = limsup S,fm-(l, A, k) := limsup U Rf(q).
k—o00 k—o00 qcQf (1K)

7LZ



Lemma 2 One has
2—(n—1)A

dim(S;,,1 (1, \) < =~

Proor. We consider the natural cover of the set thl([ ,A\) by Rf(q) where q €
Qf (I, A k) for k > K sufficiently large. In view of diam Rf(q) < ||q|| ™, we get that the
value of the corresponding Hausdorff s-sum tends to zero as Ky — oo as soon as the series

i Z 2—(1+)\)sk

kzl qEbeyl(lvA’k)

converges.
Notice that the number of boxes A; that correspond to each Qf%l(f , A, k) is bounded from

A . . . 3—(2n—1)X
above by <« 92°5*% and the number of elements q inside each A is < 27 2 k. In total,

we get the series
2(#+W—(1+,\)s)k

NE

B
Il

1

This series converges as soon as

1+A  3—(2n—1)A

2—(n—1)A
2 * 2 )

1+A

—(1+XN)s<0 & s>

X

Now we focus on the sets Qfm([, A, k). Consider the set QF (I, \, k,m) of type 2. By (I2),
we then must have 7,,1(m) > 1, i.e. this set belongs to a proper subspace of R"*!. By
the height of a rational subspace S we define the volume of the fundamental domain of
the lattice S N Z"T!. In other words, if the lattice S is generated by vi,Va,..., vy then
H(S) := [|[vi Ava A ... Avgll2. We refer the reader to [I8, Chapter 1, §5] for more details
about this notion.

Lemma 3 Let Qf(I,\ k,m) be of type two. Suppose that the dimension of
span(Qf (I, \, k,m)) is d. Then

H(Span(QfL(L A k,m))) < o(n—d+1)Ak

Moreover, if Tpi1(m) = 2% then span(Q~ (I, \,k,m)) belongs to an n-dimensional rational
subspace of height < 20—k,

Proor. Since QF (I, )\, k,m) is of type two, we must have at least one of the successive
minima 7;(m) bigger than 1. Suppose d of them are at most 1 (d < n+1), ie. 71(m) < - <
Ta(m) <1 < 7g41(m) < -+ < 7p1(m). Obviously, d > 1 because otherwise all integer points
q € Qf (I, )\ k,m) are scalar multiples of one point qo and therefore Qf (I, \, k,m) is not of
type 2. Denote by v; the shortest vector that corresponds to the successive minimum 7;(m).
Then Qf (I, X\, k,m) lies in a d-dimensional rational subspace which contains the lattice with
generators vi,...,Vvq.

: ; @n-1)r-3
From Minkowski’s second theorem we get that 7(m)---7q(m) < 2 2 . We also

have 3—(2d—3)\ )

Vol(span(QF (1, A, k,m)) N A,,) < 282727k 27 (=22 — 9775



Therefore
d
< HTz(m) : Vol(span(Qfl(I, NEm)NA,) < o(n—d+1)Mk_
9 =1

d
/\vi
i=1

To get the second statement of the lemma, we consider the span of vy, ..., v, and notice
that

(2n—1)A-3
ri(m) - () = 2 )k,

Then proceeding as above, we get |[vi A ... Avy,|lz < 2095 Finally, the observation that
the span(Qf (I, \, k,m)) belongs to the span of vy,..., v, finishes the proof.
X

Given the box A,,, denote by §(m) the value that satisfies 7,,1(m) = 200™*_ Note that
for the boxes QF (I, \, k,m) of type two, §(m) > 0.

Lemma 4 The number of points in A,, N Z"! satisfies

#(A, NZ" <« Q(Wﬂn—m(m))k

PRrROOF. We estimate the number of integer points in A,, N Z"*! as

#Annzy = I iem) B2 5 I nim).

7i(m)<1 Ti(m)>1

To finish the proof, we notice that there are at most n — 1 successive minima 7;(m) which
are at least 1 and that for all 1 <i < n+ 1, 7;(m) < 7p1(m).
X

Denote by P(m) a hyperplane of the smallest possible height that contains all integer
points from A,, and denote its equation by a(m)-x = 0. Let o(m) be such that H(P(m)) =
20=a(m)k  Lemma 3 tells us that o(m) > §(m), however in some cases it can be made

substantially bigger. For a fixed o > 0, denote by Qi’g(l , A\, k) the set of q € Z"*! from all
the boxes QF (I, \, k,m) of type 2 such that o(m) > o. Also define

Sf’g(l, A) = limsup SZ’E(I, A, k) := limsup U Rf(q).

n7
k—o0 k—o0 fo
qu’,Ly,Q (IyAvk)

Proposition 2 Suppose that for any rational hyperplane H C R**! dim((1,£(I)) NH) = 0.
Then

dim $*9(1, \) < dim Df (1, i+ A 1> .
’ — 0

Proor. We proceed as in the proof of Theorem [l By definition, all points q €
QL (I, N\, k,m) for m such that Qf (I, \, k,m) C QZ’E(I, A, k), lie on a hyperplane a-x = 0
with ||a|lee < 219% =< ||q||A7?. Then by analogy with the inequality (@), for any
q <€ Qf(I,\,k,m) and any x € Rf(q) we get

14+ M

la- (1,£(2))] < [[alle > (13)

Now consider x € S,flg([ ,A). We have shown that such x must satisfy (I3)) infinitely often.
By removing the set of the Hausdorff dimension zero, we make sure that (I3]) is satisfied for

10



g

infinitely many distinct vectors a. That implies that Sﬁ’;(] ,\) c Df (I , }\f—)‘ - 1) and the
proposition follows immediately.

X
Set 09 = 2(:3‘:11). Assuming that dim DE (I, w) < 1’1%11, which is the case for the Veronese
curve, Proposition [2] implies
. 2—(n—=1)A
dim S0 (1,0) < =2,
m TL,2 ( ? ) 1 +A

We say that the box Qf (I, \, k,m) is of type 3 if it is of type 2 and satisfies o(m) < 0.
Analogously as for Sfl’g(f ,A), we define the set S,f%g(I ,\) as the set of z € I that lie in Rf(q)
for infinitely many q from the boxes of type 3.

For a given box A,, consider n > 0 such that there exists a smaller box inside A,,, defined
by the inequalities

|qo| < 2;
* 1=
A (x,Qk) =<4qc RHL . |q0;p — q1| < 2(12 n)k;
lao(fi(x) — xfi(2) + 1 fi(x) — @i <27

which contains all integer points of A,,. By n*(m) we define the supremum of 1 with this
property. Here the implied constants in the inequalities are the same as in (I0). Then the
same computations as in Lemma [3] imply

2|00 < 27" (m)=8(m)k (1)

In particular, for boxes of type 3 we must have n*(m) + §(m) < oy.

Lemma 5 Suppose that Qf (I, \,k,m) is of type 3. Then there exists an interval J = J(m) C
B(mm,2_%k) such that
17| = 2(= 52— m)k, (15)

and that for all x € J,
la(m) - (1,£(2))] < [[a(m)]|o2”FV*, (16)

Moreover, for all q € Qf (I, \,k,m) we have Rf(q) C J.

This lemma tells us that for boxes Qg(] A, k,m) of type 3 we must have a linear form
which takes very small values on unusually long intervals. Such a phenomenon is usually quite
rare so the next idea will be to provide an upper bound for the number of its occurrences.

PROOF. By the definition of type 2 (and hence type 3) box, there exists q € P(m) NA,,
with ¢o > 2¢7'. Also by definition of n*(m), taking z = q1/qo, there exist two points
+u € P(m) N A, such that |ugzr — ui| > 2(:z* = M)k Gince P(m) N A, is convex,
the whole triangle with vertices —u,u, q belongs to P(m) N A,,. Next, at least one of the
midpoints p of the segments u,q and —u, q satisfy pg > 22, Fix that midpoint p and
consider the intersection of the triangle —u,u, q with the hyperplane given by the equation
g = po and call the resulting segment by S. Let T" be a triangle with one of the sides S and

the opposite vertex q.
T
J = {—1 IX € T} .
Zo

Since T is a connected set, J is an interval. By construction, we have x € J, p1/pg € J and
1—X *
|pox — p1| > 9(:z2 =" M)k Since po > 2F, the length of .J is bounded from below by (I5)). It

Consider
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is also not hard to check that all y = x1 /o € J satisfy |zofi(y) — x| < 27 for all 1 < i < n.
Finally, by construction of 7', x € T" implies a(m) - x = 0, therefore

[mo(a- (1,£()))] = la1(zof1(y) —21) + az(wo fo(y) — 22) +. . .+ an(0 fn(y) — 2n)| < [allcc2™ ™,

where a = a(m) = (ag, a1, ..., a,). Dividing by z¢ > 2* gives (I8).

If needed, we extend the interval J so that it contains all neighbourhoods Rf(q) for
q € QF (I, k,m). By the definition of 7*(m), we have |J| < 9(=*52=1"(M)k and hence |J]
is bounded from above by (I5) as well.

X

Denote by Jf(m) the largest interval that contains .J from Lemma [ such that for all
x € JE(m), the inequality (I6) is satisfied with the same implied constant. Define 7(m) from
the equation

7% (m)] = 25 )k,

From Lemma Bl and construction of boxes of type 3, we get that n(m) < n*(m) < og — d(m).
On the other hand, n(m) may be negative. In that case we have several consecutive boxes
Qf (I, X\, k,m) that share the same hyperplane P(m). The number of such boxes is bounded
from above by < 271(m)k

Let ¢ > 0 be an arbitrarily small but fixed value. Consider all intervals Jf(m) that
correspond to boxes QF (I, \, k,m) of type 3. Group them into families Lf{"([, A\, k), where
n takes the values —Me, —(M — 1)¢,...,0,¢,..., Ne, such that for every interval Jf(m) in
LET(I, N\ k), its corresponding value n(m) satisfies 7 — € < n(m) < 1. Then we can write
the set Sfl’?,(], A) as the union of the subsets Sfl”g(l, A) where each x € Sﬁ:g([, A) belongs to

intervals from L%"(I , A, k) for infinitely many values k.

Notice that n(m) < og therefore we can take N = ope~!. On the other hand, we surely
have |J(m)| < |I| < 1 therefore n(m) > —1%2 and we can take M = 2. We conclude that
the number of families Lf{"([ , A, k) is bounded from above by a value which is independent
of k.

Let ¢1,c9,¢3 > 0 be some arbitrary but fixed constants which may only depend on I
and f but not on k. Denote by Af{"([ , A\, k) the set of integer vectors a € Z"*! such that
l1a]]oo < ¢12179% for 1 > 0 and ||a]|e < €12*F for 7 < 0 and there exists an interval J C I
that satisfies the following conditions:

e Forall z € J, |a-(1,f(z))] < cafla)oc2” (FHFVE;

o |J| > cz2- Bk,

)

e J can not be extended to the interval of length 0‘9,2_(%%7_6)}‘C so that the first property
from this list is satisfied.

For a given a € A%"(I .\, k), we denote the correspondent interval by Jf(a, k). Next, define
JENI A K) = {Jf(a,k) : a € AY"(I, A, k)}. Finally, denote by D5"(I,)) the following
limsup set:
Df;"([, A) = lim sup Df;"([, A, k) :=limsup U J.
k—o00 k—00 £
JeJEN (I A E)

If ¢1,¢2,¢3 in the inequalities for ||a||, |a - (1,f(z))| and |J| are the same as the implied
constants in (I4)), (I3)), (I6]) respectively then Lemma [B] implies that S,fl’,g(l ,A\) C DE(ILN).

In the coming sections we will compute an upper bound for #A%"(I , A, k). In particular, it

12



will provide an upper bound for the Hausdorff dimension of Dg’”(l ,A). That bound will be the
same for any triple ¢, co,c3 > 0. Hence that will give us an upper bound for dim Sfl’,g(l JA).

When proving Theorem 2] for n = 3, we further group the families Lf{"([ , A, k) into sub-
families LZ’WS(I , A\, k), where 0 takes values 0, ¢, ..., Ke, such that the corresponding interval
JE(m) in Lf{"’é(l, A, k) satisfies § < §(m) < 0 + €. If several values of m share the same inter-
val Jf(m) (that is the case when n(m) < 0), we ask that the maximum of all correspondent
values §(m) lies between & and § +e. Since 6(m) < o we can take K = oge~!. We also write

the set thg([ ,A) as the union of subsets 52,7276(1 ,A) in the same way as before. Denote
AEO(I N k) = {a € AT, N )« [|a]|o < 20 7170FORY

Finally, for a given J € Lf{”’é(l , A\, k) Lemma M implies that the number of rational points
from J,, QF (I, A, k,m) such that R(q) € J is bounded from above by

2<w+(n—1)6+(n—1)6)k

ifn =0,
< 3—(2n—1)A (17)
2<f+(n—1)6—n+ns)k if 5 < 0,
4 Preliminary results for polynomials
Now we will focus on the Veronese curve, i.e. f = (z,2%,...,2"). The behaviour of rational

points and linear forms near it is much better understood than for a generic curve. As was
discussed before, for all the notions associated with this curve we omit the superscript f.
We start by adapting the arguments of R. Baker [3, Lemma 4] to show that without loss
of generality one can assume for all a € A;L(I, \, k) (respectively for all a € AZ’J(I , A, k)) that
|alloo = an.
Define
AT, N k) :={ae Al(I,\ k) : ||al|c = an}

The set A,*{"’&(I , A\, k) is defined similarly. Let J,"(I,\ k) be the corresponding subset of
J(I,\ k) and D;"(I,)\) be the corresponding limsup set.

Lemma 6 Suppose that for any interval I such that dist(I,0) > 1, and any c1,c2,c3 > 0
one has dim Dy, (I, \) < d. Then dim D;}(I,)\) < d.

If there exists a function a(\ k,n) such that #AT (I, \ k) <[.c1.e0.c5 a(N k,n) then we
also have # AN (I, N\, k) <[.e1.c0.05 a(N, k,n). Analogously, if there exists a function a(\, k,n, )
such that # AR (I, A\ k) <1.er.ene5 AN k17, 8) then # AT (I, \ k) <1 ercnies a(N k1, 0).

Proor. Consider a € A} (I,\ k) and the corresponding interval J = J(a,k). Then
a- (1,f(z)) is a polynomial Pa(z). By [2, Lemma 1], there exists j € {0,...,n} such that
P,(j) =< ||al|ec- Consider Q(z) := Pa(x + j). Notice that H(Q) < ||al|s and Q(y) < H(Q) -
2-(+NE for all y € J —j := {x—j : x € J}. On the other hand, we have that |Q(0)| < H(Q)
therefore dist(J — j,0) > 1 for k large enough. Finally, notice that |J — j| = |J|.

Now consider C' = (n + 1)""32" < 1 and let R(z) = (Cx)"Q((Cz)~!). As shown in [3)]
Lemma 4], H(R) equals the leading coefficient of R. We also have H(R) < ||a||~ and

1 1 1
R(2) < H(R)2™MNE forall 2= — ¢ : ::{ : ;:ceJ}.
(2) < H(R) Cy ST ) T\ 0 )

By construction, we also have that dist(1/(C(J — 7)),0) > 1 and [1/(C(J — j))| < |J|. We
conclude that the coefficient vector b of R(z) belongs to Ay"7(1/(C(J — j)), A\, k) where the
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constants cf, ¢}, ¢4 arising from the definition of A" satisfy ¢ < ¢1, ¢§ < ¢ and ¢ < cs.
From here we immediately have

AN ) <D HANL/(CT = 5)), A\ k) Krerenes a(X, k1, 6).
=0

The bound for #AZ’5 (I, )\ k) is achieved analogously.
Let z € D;(I,)\). Then there exists j € {0,...,n} which corresponds to infinitely many
vectors a € Al (I,\) such that z € J(a,k). That in turn implies that 1/(C(z — j)) €
Dy (1/(C(I = ), A
(

)-
Define fj(z) := (Cz)~! + j. We get that

D(I,\) O (DE(1/C(I = 7),\).

Then the statement of the lemma immediately follows.
X

For the rest of the paper we will be dealing with sets AZ’"(I,)\,k),AZ’"’é(I,)\,k) and
Dy(I,\). However, for the sake of convenience we will omit the stars in their notations.
That is, we now state that for any a € A} (I, ) the product a - (1,f(z)) is a polynomial
Py(z) = apx™ 4+ -+ + a1z + ag such that H(P,) = a,. To shorten the notation, we set
Q := 2. Then for all a € A}}(I, \, k) we can write

_ Qe if >0,
fall =< { @2 " 020
|Pa(z)| < a,Q7 Y, Vaeak) (18)
and s
|J(a, k)| > Q= " (19)
Notice that P, has exactly n roots (counting multiplicities) z1,z2,...,2,. Since the

leading coefficient of P, has the largest absolute value, it is well known that all of them
satisfy |z;] < 1. We will also use the fact that the discriminant of the polynomial

2n 2
[ =)
i#]
is an integer number. For a given x € R, we order the roots x1,x2,...,x, in such a way that
|z — 21| < |z —aa < ... < o — .

We also denote |z — x| =: Q7% = Q%) and |z; — 2] =@ Q*+. Notice that for i < 7,
QM < 2Q7 "% . We will write a < f,a =~  and a 2 3 if Qa < QP Q% < ¢% and Q* > Q°
respectively. Then with this notation we have y; ; 2 0, p;

7.7'\-/

Lemma 7 Suppose that for a given polynomial P, with ||allc = ay, there exists w € R,
w>0andneR, =5 <n <G and the interval J of length |J| > Q27" such that Vo € J,
Pa(x) < an@Q~". Then the discriminant of Pa satisfies

D(P,) < a"=2Qw+2n, (20)
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PRrROOF. Fix a point xg € J and consider any x € J. We get

Pa(z) = Pa(zo) + (x — 20)Po(z0) + .. + ~(z — )" P{" (o).

n!
Let y1,y2,...,Yn+1 € J besuch that yo —y1 = ... = Yn+1 — Yn, y1 and y,+1 are the endpoints
of J. That immediately implies |y;11 — y;| = |J|/n < |J]| for all 1 < i < n. Also denote

(7)
b; = Paliﬁ’o) Then the values b; are the solutions of the following matrix equation

1 yi—x0 (yi—m)? - (y1—ao)" bo Pa(y1)
1 yp—x0  (y2—x0)® -+ (y2—x0)" b | Pa(y2)
1 ynt1— 0 e o (Yng1 — o) by, Py (Yn+1)

Notice that on the left hand side we have a Vandermonde matrix. Let’s call it V. Since

lyj —yil > Q 2 " forall 1 <i<j<n+1,its determinant is

n(n+1)
2

detV > (Q‘%‘">

Then Cramer’s rule gives for 2 <i < n

2—1

[Pa(ao)| = [bo] < anQ"; [Ph(wo)| = b1] < anQ™ 5% |P{ (20)] < 0, Q™ 2 0¥, (21)

Let z1,x2, ...,z be the roots of P, such that |21 —x¢| < |zo—xzo| < -+ < |z, —20|. Notice
that for all z in the segment between x; and z and all 2 < i < n we get |z — z;| < |xo — 24].
Together with (21]), that implies

Q™ E > |PL(w0)] > [Pye1)] = anl(@r — 22) -« (w1 — 2)].

Therefore p12 + p13 + ... + p1n 2 5 — 1. Taking into account that for all other values ju;; we
have p;; 2 0, we end up with

D(Pa) = a%n—2Q— D ity 2Hij < ai”‘2Q—w+2n'

X
Applied to vectors a € A (I, \, k), Lemma [7l immediately implies that
2m—2— ljj;fj )
o 1) n, if » >0,
D(P,) < a%n 2Q T« op—9_ LHA=2n (22)
an, A if n<0.

The next step is to find an upper bound for the cardinality #Ap (I, k). As the in-
equality ([22]) suggests, it will follow from an upper bound for the number of polynomials of
bounded degree and discriminant. It is well known that polynomials of a given degree n come
in equivalence classes where P = @) if there exists a Mobius transform p(z) = % with the
determinant ad — bc = £1 such that Q(x) = (cx + d)"P o p(z). It is also well known that
all the polynomials in the same equivalence class share the same discriminant. Therefore one
can first estimate the number of equivalence classes which share a given discriminant and
then the number of representatives of bounded height in a given equivalence class and finally

sum over discriminants up to a given bound.
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5 Polynomials from the same equivalence class

In this section we investigate how do the coefficients of equivalent polynomials link with each
other. In principle, to prove the main result we only need a part of Proposition [ but we find
the machinery of propagating rational points near the Veronese curve interesting enough on
its own. Therefore here we provide more details than actually required.

Consider
b
B= <‘C‘ d) € My (Z).

We construct a map ¢, : Ma2(Z) — Mpt1n+1(Z) in the following way: ¢,(B) = A =
(i j)o<i j<n Where the entry «; ; equals the coefficient at 27 of the polynomial (az +b)*(cz +
d)"~". The formula for o;; is then

“:n PN (=0 hpioh jh m—iejth
i §<h><j_h>ab Jdhd , (23)

where we set all binomial coefficients (;fb) equal zero for m < 0 or m > n. If one of the terms
a, b, c,d equals zero then we still set the corresponding terms in the sum to be zero where
a,b,c or d is taken to the negative power.

The important property of this map is the following

Proposition 3 ¢, is a monoid homomorphism from My 2(Z) to Myy1,n+1(Z). Restricted to
SLa(Z), it is also a group homomorphism from SLo(Z) to SL,41(Z).

Proor. Let

a b 10 01 e O
p=(t) a-(3) a=() a=(Y):

Consider the entry (i,j) of ¢,(BC1). By (23], it equals

f: <;l> (?:;) (a+ )" (c+d)y d" I,

h=0

B " /i n—1i\ v (h krik - J=R\ ok m—icrsk
2GR () (k)
h=0 k=0 r=0

- kii—k = { n—1 h J—h r—k m—i—r+k
2y () () () (k)
k=0 oo N NG h) AR A=k
. " 'l k1i—k n n—Z n 'l—k n—Z—T+k r—k m—i—r-+k
- (k:)ab Z(r—k) (h—k><j—h—r+k>c d
k=0 r=0 h=0

e (N kpiksm (= (=T ok itk
=35 () (o) (o)t
k=0 =0

T

For the last two equalities we use the following relations between binomial coefficients, that
can be easily verified: (;) (Z) =(,)( Z_k) and

SGm)-()
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Next, a direct computation gives that the entry (7,7) of ¢,(C1) equals (’;::) Therefore the
entry (27]) of ¢n(B)¢n(Cl) is

S (O (P ik rehoeierh (P
22 (a) () (57))

r=0 h=0

(0 mpinse (= (=T h omioren
() (1) (o) e

We verify that all the entries of ¢, (BC1) and ¢, (B)¢,(C1) are the same, thus ¢,(BC) =
On(B)d,(C1). Next, one can easily verify that Id,+1 = ¢,(Ids). For B = 01_1 we then get
that Idp1 = ¢n(Ida) = én(C7 1 )én(Cr) which immediately implies ¢, (C; ') = ¢, (C1) ™!
and ¢, (BCy") = ¢n(B)dn(C1 ).

The verification of ¢, (BC2) = ¢y (B)¢,(Ca) is straightforward. Since SLa(Z) is generated
by matrices C1 and Co, we immediately derive that ¢, is a homomorphism from SLy(Z) to
SLn—I—l(Z)

The monoid M, 1,,+1(Z) is generated by matrices C1, Cy and C3 with arbitrary e. The
equation ¢, (BC3) = ¢, (B)¢,(C3) is also rather straightforward and then the first statement

of the proposition follows.
X

Lemma 8 Let p € Z"! be a good rational approvimation to £(&) := (&,€2,...,€"). Then

b , , , , . .
q:= ¢, ( CCL d > P s a good rational approximation to f (%). More precisely, if

i . . < _A

then

a+b\"
QO<C§+d> — i

PROOF. We are given that pol’ — p; =: &; with |§;| < paA. Therefore p = pg€ + & where
€= (1,¢...,6" and ||8]| < py*. By the construction of ¢, we have

llaoll < le€ +d|™po +[|B|"po* and  max < |IBlI"py ™.

1<i<n

po(c€ :d)"
(1 Jme | MO | g
po(af + b)n

i
and g (ngg) — g =0. Let g = ¢,(B)p = q" + € where € = ¢(B)d. Then

al +b\" at +b\"
qo<c§+d> T 60<c§+d> —

Now we estimate qo: |go| < [po(c€ +d)"| + || BI["||8|c0 < |c€ + d|"po + [|B]"py ™.

max < ||B|[™16]|0s < [|B]|"pg ™.

1<i<n

= Imax
1<i<n
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From the last Lemma we see that smaller the expression (¢ +d) in terms of || B|| is, closer
the point ¢, (B)p to the Veronese curve is. In particular, if —d/c is a convergent to £ and

af +b\'
QO<C£+d> qi

Another simple application of the above lemma is the following

fESY
||B]| < |c| < py>" then we have

< ||BIIO Mg,

go < pol|B||”", max

1<i<n

Corollary 1 For any £ € R and a,b,c,d € Z with ad # bc, one has

(€)= A <a§+b>E

cE+d

While this corollary is not deep, the author did not see it anywhere in the literature.

As the next step, we investigate what happens with linear subspaces under the map ¢,,.
Let a € Z"*1. Consider a subspace Ly C R™"*! defined by the equations @.

Proposition 4 Let B be an invertible matriz in My o(Z). Then we have the following equa-
tion

an(B)La = L((bh(B*l))Ta’ (24)

PROOF. Since B is invertible, by Proposition Bl we get that ¢, (B) is also an invertible
matrix. Therefore ¢,,(B)Lj, is a linear subspace of the same dimension as Ly, i.e. its dimension
is h.

We extend the Veronese curve V, to the complex space C". We also convert C"*! to a
projective space and embed it in C” in the standard way:

Tr1 X2 In
T(x)=—,—=,...,— ).
Zo o Zo

Then there are exactly h points of intersection of V,, with 7(Ls), counting multiplicities. They

are all of the form f(¢), where ¢ are roots of the polynomial Py(z) := ag 4+ aiz + ... + apz™.

Denote & := (1,£,...,&")T. Notice that
¢n(B)E = ((c€ +d)", (c& +d)"  (a& +b),--- , (a€ +b)"),

therefore 7(¢,(B)€) = f(n), where n = ‘Zgig We get that V, intersects 7(¢,(B)La) at
at least h points f(n), counting multiplicities. On the other hand, there is an h-dimensional
subspace Ly, such that 7(Ly,) intersects V,, at the same points. It corresponds to a polynomial

Py (z) whose roots are 7.

Finally, we compute b. We need to have

h

> bi(ag +b)'(ct +d)" T =0,

=0

By expanding the brackets and collecting terms at each power of &, we get the following
system of linear equations

(n(B)b=a <= b= (¢u(B) ") a=(sn(B") a.

2If the reader is familiar with the notion of the uniform Diophantine exponent 5\”(5) they can also verify
the corollary for it as well.
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X

One of the important outcomes of the above proof is that if £ is a root of the polynomial P,

of degree n then Zgig is aroot of the polynomial Py (p-1yr,. In the case det B = ad—bec = £1,

this expression can be slightly simplified: Py, (B+yTa; where B* := <—dc _ab>.

6 Counting polynomials with bounded height and discrimi-

nant
Now we focus on the case n = 3. For a given polynomial P(z) = ¢y + ¢ + cax? + c32® we
introduce the following height:

Hd(P) = maX{|C2|7 |C3|7 |CIC2|1/27 |COC§’|1/47 |COC3|1/27 |C:I’C3|1/47 |60616263|1/4}'

Let z be any root of P. If either |c3| or |ca| has the largest absolute value among all the
coefficients of P then we use Cauchy’s inequality to get |x| < Hy(P)/|cs|- If |c1| has the
largest absolute value then we compute

U3y (13
<

C3

1 1/2 B ’6?03‘1/4 - Hd(P)

les| 7 es|

€o
C3

C3

Finally, if |co| has the maximal absolute value then

1/2
max { } <

In the last two cases we use Lagrange-Zassenhaus inequality [20, Lecture VI, Lemma 5] to
compute the upper bound

co |13

C3

C1

C3

co 1/2 B ‘0063’1/2 _ Hd(P)

les] T es|

)

C3

1/2 1/3 HP
|z| < 2max C—Z,C—l ,C—O < al )
c3|’|e3 c3 |cs]
We conclude that in all cases one has
Hy(P
|z < a(P) (25)
|cs]

By examining the formula for D(P) = c¢3c3 — 4cca — dercd — 27ck ek + 18cpeicacs, one verifies
that D(P) < H3(P).

For a fixed a we consider all polynomials P that are equivalent to Py, i.e. all polynomials
whose roots are pp(€) where € are the roots of Py and pup(z) = <44 det B = +1. Denote

ax+b’
by Ra the polynomial in this equivalence class of the minimal possible height H,.

Lemma 9 Suppose that the discriminant of P, is not zero. Then there exists an absolute
constant € > 0 such that the distance between any two roots x1,x2 of Ry is bigger than e.

PROOF. Let x1,x9,x3 be the roots of R,y and ¢y, 1, ¢2, c3 be its coefficients. Suppose the
contrary: |r; — xe| < € for some small enough € > 0. If at least one of x,xz9 is real then
without loss of generality we can assume that x1 € R. Otherwise, z1 and zy are conjugates

to each other. Notice that by Lagrange’s bound on the roots, |z3 — x| < H‘fc(ja)
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By Proposition @, the polynomial Q = (¢ — ax)3R, o ,u;l with roots up(z1), pp(ze) and
up(x3) has coefficients

co(p) = 3y — cdey + ed?ey — d3cs,

c1(p) = —3ac’cy + (2aed + be?)ey — (2bed + ad?) ey + 3bd?cs,

ca(p) = 3a? cco — (2abc + a’d)c; + (2abd + b%c)cy — 3bdcs, (26)
c3(p) = —adeo + a?bey — ab®cy + b3cs.

let —b/a be the convergent of Re(x1) where a is the largest possible denominator that
satisfies a < e~ Y/2. Then |z1 + b/a| < 2¢//2a~! which in turn implies |zy + b/a| < ¢'/2a~"

Next, we have e//2a71 < 1 < % and therefore

IR.(=b/a)| < |cs|e?a™ (|xs + b/a| + €/2a™Y) @ 207 Hy(Ra).

Let —d/c be the previous convergent of Re(z1) before —b/a. The same calculations as
before lead to

T+ d‘ (ac)™1,

d
x9 + E‘ < (ac)™Y, |RL(—=d/c)| < (ac) ' Hy(Ra).
Now we are ready to estimate the coefficients of Q):

b b b
lea(i)] = a®les| |~ + 1| | = + wa| |~ + 23| < acHq(Ra) < €'/?Ha(Ra);

b b
lea(p)| = ‘—3a2cRa <_E> + (ad — be)aR), <_E>‘ < '2Hy(Ry).

Analogous computations for the other two coefficients give |1 ()| < Hg(Ra) and |co(p)] <
Hy(R,). Finally, straightforward computations verify that Hq(Q) < €/8Hy(Ra). But that
contradicts the choice of R, for € small enough.

X

Without loss of generality suppose that the distance between xo and z3 is the largest
among the distances between three roots x1,x2,x3 or R,. Then at least one of the other
distances will be larger than %|x2 — x3|. Without loss of generality, let the shortest distance
between this numbers be |71 — 2| < 2%, d > 0. More exactly, if |71 — 22| < 1 we define d = 0.
Otherwise let d be such that 2¢ < |z; — 25| < 271, Then Lemma [ implies that

ID(Ra)| > 2%|es(x2 — x3)|". (27)

The same inequality is obviously true for all other pairs of roots z; and z;, i # j, i,j €
{1,2,3}.

Proposition 5 For any € > 0 there exists a constant ¢ = c(€) such that for any cubic
polynomial Py, the cardinality N(Pa, H) of the set

{P€Zlx]: P~P,, H(P)<H}

satisfies
N(Pa, H) < cH*3+|D(P,)|~V/6. (28)
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Remark. Notice that here we do not impose any restrictions on P,. In particular, it can
be reducible. If D(P,) = 0 then the upper bound in (28) becomes infinity, i.e. in this case
the proposition is trivial.

PROOF. Let R, = cy + c1x + co2? + c32® be the polynomial with the minimal height
H,; among all polynomials in the equivalence class of P,. Let x1,xs,x3 be its roots. Then
Lemma [l implies that |z; — x;| > 1, for all 4 # j;4,5 € {1,2,3}. In particular, we have
|D(Pa)| = |D(Ra)| > |es|*. The aim is to compute an upper bound for the number of
Mobius transforms p such that H((c — ax)3Raopu) < H.

Notice that there are only finitely many Mobius transforms pup with detB =

det <Z Z) = +1 such that |a| > |c¢| and |b] < |d|. Also, Mobius transforms come in pairs

pup and p 5 where B = (Z Z
w(x) = Zﬁiﬁ where |a| > |¢| and |b] > |d|. Then for each pair a, b there exist at most 4 Mobius
transforms with all the required properties and fixed entries a,b. Therefore it is sufficient to
compute an upper bound for the number of pairs a, b that may lead to a polynomial P with
H(P) < H. Denote the set of such pairs by M (P,, H) = M.

Given x € R, Q € RT and 0 < ¢ < 2, recall that the number N(Q,t) of pairs a,b such
that |a|] < Q,|ax — b| < a'~t satisfies

N(Q,t) < Q*,

while for t = 2, N(Q,t) < log@. Indeed, for ¢ = 2, all such solutions b/a come from
convergents or semiconvergents of z. While for ¢ < 2 one notices that the distance between
two solutions of the inequality |b;/a; — ba/az| is at least 1/Q?. Hence the number of such
solutions with Q/2 < a is bounded from above by

>. Therefore without loss of generality we may assume that

—t
2 <%> / Q_2 — 21+tQ2—t < Q2_t-

Iterating this process for Q/2,Q/4,... proves the claim.
Fix 1 >¢€> 0,2 >t > 0 and consider the set S(t,¢) of points a,b € Z? such that

|a|—t—e <

b —t
x1+ —| < |af
a

for the closest root 1 of R, to —b/a. Since all the roots of R, are placed far apart from each
other, we must have |x; + b/a| > 1, j € {2,3} for the other two roots. Then from (26]) we
compute

a3—t—5|D(Pa) |1/2

63(172 - $3)

les(1)] = |a® Ra(—b/a)| > [a®cs (21 — x2) (w1 — 23) (w2 — x3)] -

Since we must have |c3(u)| < H, this establishes an upper bound on the size |al:

1 1

H‘Cg(xg - xg)‘ 3-t—c (2D H 3—t—e
la| < ( 1D (Py)[ 172 < 24/2D(P,) [/ : (29)

Finally, we get that for ¢ < 2 the number of points (a, b) in S(t, €) that satisfy H((c—ax)?Rao0
1) < H is bounded from above by

2—t

H 3-i—e 2. _
)\1/4> < H5*[D(P)| Y,

alh ) < <W
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where €] = % — %

Next, consider the set S(2,1/2). In this case, the values a are bounded from above by
(H|D(P,)|~"*)2. Hence the number of points (a,b) in this set that satisfy H((c — az)?Rq o
1) < H is bounded from above by

a(2,1/2) < max {1, log <ﬁ> } .

Notice that for N(P,, H) to be nonzero, we must have H > |D(P,)|'/* because all the
polynomials of height at most H have the discriminant at most 54H*. Under these conditions
we have that a(2,1/2) < H>3D(P,)~/5.

Consider the pairs a, b such that

b
x1 + —‘ < la| %2
a

From Roth’s theorem we know that the number of such pairs a,b is finite. Moreover, [12]
Theorem 1] gives the following upper bound for the number of such pairs:

a(5/2) < loglog H < H*3D(P,)~/8.

Denote the set of the pairs (a,b) with this property and such that H((c — az)3Raopu) < H
by S(5/2).

The remaining pairs a, b satisfy |x; +a/b| > 1 for all 7 € {1,2,3}. Split them into subsets
So(k) where every (a,b) € So(k) satisfies

b
i+ - <
a

9k < ok+1.

The number of pairs in this set with |a] < Q equals < 2¥Q?. First consider k¥ < d. In this
case the analogous inequality to (29]) for a € So(k) N M is

H 3
la] < <2k+d/2’D(pa)‘1/4> :

This implies
#(So(k) N M) < 2°5° H5 |D(P,)| /6.

Next, let d < k < D where the largest distance between the roots 1,2, z3 is =< 2. Then
we have that |v1 — o] < 29, |21 — 23] X |22 — 23] < 2P and D(P,) =< c324P+24 1If 21 or 2 is
the closest root to —b/a then

les(u)] = [aPe322FD| = a3 D(Py)/422k—4/2)

and

la| < < = —  #(So(k) N M) < 2% H3|D(P,)| /5.

1/3
92k—d/2 ’D(Pa)‘l/‘l >
If x3 is the closest root to —b/a then analogous computations give

les(1)] = |a®e322P7F| < |03 D(Pa) 42K TD=2) > |63 D (P, ) /A9 —412|
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and the same bound for #(Syp(k) N M) holds. Finally, for & > D, |es(p)| =
|a3 D (P,)Y/423k=D=d/2| > |43 D(P,)"/*2%~4/2| and hence we get the same inequality for
#(So(k) N M).

To finish the proof of the proposition, we split the interval [0,2] into N subintervals of
equal length e. Then we split the set M (P,, H) into subsets

N

J(S(e, o) nan) | J(S(2,1/2) n ) J(S(5/2) N M) U

=0

By the estimates from above, the total number of points in this union is bounded from above
by

o0
3 <N +2+42)° 2—k/3> H3T D(P,) /8.
k=0
Here €; can be taken arbitrary small and N = 2¢~ 1.
X
Note that Proposition [l strengthens the result [13] of Davenport from 1961, where he
got N(Pa, H) < HD(P,)~/* for irreducible polynomials P,. Now we are ready to prove
Theorem [41
PrROOF OF THEOREM [l Let h(d) be the number of equivalence classes of cubic poly-

nomials that share the discriminant d # 0. For convenience of notation we set h(0) = 0.
Davenport [I1] showed that

D
Z h(d) <

By Proposmon Bl for any given polynomial P of discriminant d we have at most
cle)H steq—1/6 polynomials that are equivalent to P and have the height at most H. Summing
over all such polynomials, we get that

®I>—'

N(H,D) < cH3** Z h(d

Using Abel’s summation formula finishes the proof.

7 Theorems 2] and 3] for n = 3

Now we are ready to compute an upper bound for dlmS (I A).  We split the set
AT 5([, A, k) into two subsets: Aé’" 5(], A, k) consists of all Vectors ac A? 5([, A, k) such that
D(P,) # 0. Ag’"’é(I, A, k) in turn consists of all remaining elements of Ag’é(I, A, k). Then
the sets J"’ (I A, k) and S"’ (I, \) also split into two subsets J?}’""S(I, A k), J;’"’J(I, A, k) and
S ’77’ (1,7), S5 ’77’ (I, \) respectively.

We first focus on the set 537’;)7’ (I,)\). Assume that n > 0. By definition, we have
that all a € Ag’é(I,)\,k) satisfy H(Py) < H = Q"79t¢. On top of that, [22) implies
D(P,) < H(P,)*Q 1221 Then by Theorem @ the number of such polynomials and there-
fore #Aé’"’é(l, A, k) is bounded from above by

H (H4Q 1— >\+277)§ H4+6Q—%(1+>\—27])‘ (30)
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Recall that Q = 2k, H = Q) 1—0+e = 2(-—n=0+ek  Then one can easily check that the
notion (B0), as a function of 7, maximises at 7 = 0 and equals Q = —d40te where €1 — 0 as
e — 0.

On the other hand, there is also a natural upper bound Q > for #Al’77 (I, \, k) (basically,
it is the range for variable m in sets Q3(I, A, k,m)). One can easily check that this bound is

smaller than (B0) for
220 —1 . a

5<3 1

Recall that for any J € Lg’5 (I, \, k) the number of rational points q from the union of all
type 3 sets Q3(I, \, k,m) such that R(a) C J is bounded from above by (I7). Let

QI (I, A\ k) = {q € Qs(I, A\, k) : 3J € LE™ (I, A, k) s.t. R(q) € J}.

Then we have
53’"’ (I,\) =limsup U R(q).
k—o0 5
€QY°(I,\k)

Then the Hausdorff s-series that corresponds to the standard cover of this limsup set is

[e.e]
S o) (P2 (ks g g 2>\3— 1. a
k=1
and
o B (S 42520 k(14N ks i 5 o 22— L a
3 4
This series converges as soon as the degrees of each power of 2 are negative, i.e.

2042 _25
e T 5 S R

3
i 2—21)\4-/\2(54-2
€ . 2)2—1
T if 0<55=+73

where €5 tends to zero as € — 0. Notice that the first expression, as a function of §, mono-
tonically decreases, while the second one monotonically increases. We also observe that for
A< % the second case never happens, therefore the bound for s maximises when § = 0 and

we have, by letting e arbitrarile small, that dim S;g ’5(1 ,A) < %. It is smaller than 1—2>‘ for
A<t
For A\ > %, the bound for s maximises when § = % + 5. In this case we have
- 4 — 2\ n
§s>———+c¢€
31+ N 2
Finally, in this case we get that
4 —2)\
dim S37°(I,\) < = 31
m 3,3 (7 ) 3(1+)\) ( )

Consider the case n < 0. Then all a € A"é(l A k) Satlsfy H(P,) < H = Q" The
cardinality of Al’n’ (I, A\, k) still satisfies (B0). Let J € Ly Lno (I, A\, k). The number of values
m such that R(q) can intersect an interval J, where q € Q3(I, A\, k,m), is bounded from
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above by Q7. Therefore, the number of values of m, such that R(q) intersect with one of
the intervals J € L:],;’"’é(l, A, k) is bounded from above by

H4+EQ—%(1+)\—277)—7] < Q(A—é)(4+5)—%(l+)\)+%n

Notice that this bound monotonically increases with 1 therefore it maximises at n = 0. This
case has already been investigated before and gives (B1).

Consider the last case of S;’g’é(l ,A). For all vectors a € A?,}’"’& (I, \, k) the polynomials P,
have zero discriminant which means that they are of the form P,(x) = (az — b)?(cx — d) =:
Py (x)?Py(z) for some integer a, b, ¢, d.

If x € J for some J € Jg’"’é(I, A, k) then (I8) implies

1+

—1— 1_f
|Pa(2)] < |lallc@ A < flafloo ¥

Since by the Gel’fond lemma we have H(Py) =< (H(Py))2H (P;) and |Pa(z)| = |Py(2) | P (2)],
there must be i € {1,2} such that

14X

|Pi(z)] < H(P)' ™. (32)

If for some x € Dg’"’é(I , A) there exist infinitely many polynomials P that satisfy ([B2)) then
x € Di(I, }\i_fs‘ — 1). Otherwise there must be infinitely many vectors a € A?,}’"’&(I ,A) such
that

Pa() = (Qa)’P(z) or Pa(z) = P(x)*Qa(x)

where the polynomial P(z) is fixed and satisfies (82]). In this case, by letting & in Ag’"’é (I,\ k)
to infinity, we get infinitely many polynomials Q,(z) that satisfy

where € can be made arbitrarily small. We conclude that in all cases,

1
zﬁ%%LA)an<LX§%-L—Q.

Finally, by Jarnik-Besicovich theorem,

1+ A 2\ — &
&m&%ﬁUA)gdmuﬁ%%LA)gdmuh<LX§3—1—6>:_%IKJ+Qh

where €3 — 0 as € tends to zero. Since we can make € arbitrarily small, the Hausdorff

dimension of Sg:g’é(l ,A) is not bigger than 3%1_—3\‘) for all 6 > 4>\T—2. Also notice that for A < %
2-2)

this expression is smaller than === hence we prove the last case of Theorem [2] for n = 3.

1+
In the remaining part of this section we assume that A > % and 0 < o1 1= ‘D‘T_2. Consider

J e Jg’""g(l, A, k). We must have either d/c € J or b/a € J where, as mentioned before, b/a
and d/c are the zeroes of P; and P, respectively. Suppose first that d/c € J but b/a & J.
by examining the derivative P.(x) we find that the largest value of |Pa(x)| for « between b/a
and c¢/d is for xg = 3% + %—‘Z, which does not belong to J. Since |zg —b/a| < |d/c —b/al, there
exists € J such that

b

xr — —
a

d b

c al’

~
—~

d
T — —‘ > Q_%_" and
c
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We have |P,(2)| = H(P,)|x—c/d||xz—b/a|? < H(Py)Q~ '~ therefore the above bounds imply
that

14+X—2n

< Q. (33)

Recall that H(P,) = a’c. If ¢ < H'3, where H is an upper bound for H(P,), then
the number of fractions d/c € J and hence the number of corresponding intervals J is
bounded from above by < H?/3. Now suppose the contrary ¢ > HY3. Then we have
a < (H/c)Y/? < H'Y/3. For a fixed rational number b/a, the value of ¢ can change from 1 to
H/a?. Therefore the number of fractions d/c that satisfy (33]) is bounded from above by <
maX{l,H2a_4Q_1H
over all a, we end up with the following bound for the number of interval J € J?f 0 (I,\ k)
which satisfy d/c € J, bj/a & J, ¢ > H'/3:

1. Summing over all rational fractions with denominator a and then

H1/3

35> ma {1, Dok g,

In the case when b/a € J and d/c € J we have either a < HY/3 or ¢ < H'/3, hence the
number of such intervals J € Jg’77 5(], A, k) is bounded from above by < H?/3,

For the remaining intervals J € J??’""S(I, M\ k) we have b/a € J but d/c & J. If a < HY/3
then the number of corresponding intervals J is again < H%/3. Hence assume that a > H'/3.
Since we have a®> < H and the number of possible numerators b such that b/a € I is < a, we
have at most < H such intervals J. We also have that for |z—2| < Q_ﬂ |Pa(z)] < HQ™'A
therefore in this case we must have 7 < 0. On the other hand, the bound 21]) for o = b/a
gives

d_b| _ |F(xo)|

1
H—2/3<£<_<___A < O,
H = ac c a H(P,) @
Since for n < 0 one has H <« Q°, we derive that n > —)‘T_‘g or for large enough £k,
n> ——5 — ¢. If one does not impose any conditions on which of b/a,d/c belong to J then

we can Stlll get a lower bound for 1 but a weaker one. Indeed, for any x € J inequalities (21))
give
H(P,) = P"(x) < H(Py)Q = 31,

therefore n > —% — €.

We conclude that #Ag’"’é is bounded from above by
HP 4+ HPQ 720 4 H -y s (), (34)

where x7(n) is the characteristic function of an interval I.

219 For 1 > 0 we have that (34) is maximised for

7777

Now we proceed as in the case of 53

= (. Then the Hausdorfl s-series for the standard cover of 53 is

f: (2(§(,\—5))k I 2(2A—25—%)k> o(32 +26+2¢)k—(1+A)sk
k=1

This series converges as soon as

9—11)\+86Jre 5— 3\ L. 6<a . 11— A 5— 3\ L.
6(1+ \) a8 18(1+ A) 4(1 4 A) 3

s>max{

26



Notice that both expressions in the maximum are smaller than 3(_ ) for A < hence in

this case we conclude

11’
4—2\
3(1+N)
Now consider 7 < 0. Then the number of values of m, such that R(q), q € Q3(I, A, k,m)
intersects with one of the intervals J € Lg’”"s(l , A\, k) is bounded from above by

dim S39°(I, ) <

H23Q—n +H2Q—i(1+x—2n)—n +HQ- X[ 28] (n).

This expression decreases with n hence it is maximised when 7 is the smallest possible, i.e.
n= HG%)‘ — € for the first two terms and 7 = >‘+5 — € for the last one. Then the Hausdorff

s-series for S3’ ’"’ (I,)) is

9]
Z (2(§(A—5)+%+e) 1 o220 1R +5)k 2(A—5+AT*“+E)1€> o (352 +2642¢) k—(1+X)sk
k=1

This series converges as soon as

s JPTOAES A2 9-TALAS
3(14 \) REITEDY RN (DY 4

sgor o f THA 4-2) 19-50
B 91+ X)) 3(1+ ) 18(1+ \) +

One can check that all terms in the maximum are at most %143\) as soon as A < %

We now exhaust all of the cases. By letting ¢ — 0, we finally conclude that

dim 53’"’ (I,\) < %143\) This confirms Theorem [3]

8 Theorem (4 for arbitrary n: dealing with resultants

Here we prove Theorem Hl Split the set A (I, \, k) into two subsets: Apn (I, \, k) consists of
all a such that P, is an irreducible polynomial of degree n; and A%’"(I , A\, k) consists of all
remaining vectors. The sets Jy/ (I, \, k) and D;}(I,\) split into two corresponding subsets as
well.

For all vectors a € A%’"(I , A\, k) the polynomials P, can be written as P, = P; P> where
deg P, and deg P, are at most n — 1. Then proceeding in the same way as for polynomials
with zero discriminant in the case n = 3, we derive

1+ A

D2(I,\) C Dy (I — - 1>

The Jarnik-Besicovich theorem then implies

nA
1+

dim D>"(I,)\) <

which is smaller than % for all A < 1.

Consider now an arbitrary a € A}L’"(I , )\, k). Recall that for x € R the values k;(x) are
defined as |x — z;| = Q", where x; are the roots of Py and k1 > kg > ... > k. Let = be the
centre of the interval J(a, k) and x¢ be the real part of ;. Notice that for all i € {2,...,n}
and y between x and xg one has |y — z;| < 2|z — z;| and |y — x1| < |z — x1]. Therefore,
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by increasing the upper bound () of |Pa(z)| in the definition of Aj} (I, \, k) by an absolute
constant, we can assume that xo € J(a, k).
Split each set A}L’"(I, A, k) into finitely many subsets A (I, \, k, k) where & = (Ko, ..., kn)
such that one has
ki — € < ki(zp) < K.

If x; is real, i.e. g = z; then for any 2 < i < n one has |z — z;| = Q"(%0) > Q="
The inequality (21]) then implies

A n
anQ_%+” > |Pl(x1)| > a, Q™ 2 i i

or in other words

- 1+ A
Shiz—"—u (35)
=2

If z1 is not real, then x1 and z9 are complex conjugates and k1(zg) = ko(xg), i.e. we must
have k1 = k9. Then the inequalities

anQ M > | Pa(z0)] > 0, Q=1 N

imply that
260+ K3+ ...+ K =1+ A —2n.

0, (B3)) follows again.

Consider two vectors aj,as € A (I, \, k, k). We want to find a suitable lower bound for
|zo(ar) — zo(az)|. We call the corresponding roots of P,, by z1,...,x, and set zg := xo(ay).
Respectively, we call the corresponding roots of P, by y1,...,y2 and set yo := xg(az).

If |70 — yo| = Q7% < Q7"27¢ then for all 1 <4,j < n we get |2, — y;| < Q¢ where
[ :=max{2,4,j}. This together with |z; — y;| < 1 leads to

H lz; — y;| < Q—4Z?:2 Kit+dne

1<i,g<n

In view of the inequalities x; =

~

Now since P, and P,, are distinct irreducible polynomials with integer coeflicients, we must
have Res(Pa,, Pa,) > 1. This implies that ||a; || ||ag|| Q4 Xi=2mit4nc > 1 For n > 0 we
use an upper bound ||a;||sc < Q"¢ i € {1,2} and (B3] to derive

1+ A
0§2n()\—n+e)—4<%—n>—|—4ne<2(n—1))\—2—|—65.

For n < 0 we have ||a;||.c < @Q?, hence the same inequality can be achieved. Finally, we
notice that for A < nil and €5 small enough that inequality is impossible and hence we get
a contradiction.

We derive that |zg — yo| = Q7% > Q*2*¢. In this case we have

max{|zo — v, [zo — yo|} < Q7°.
We compute for i € {1,2}

n

eV n . o ‘
Pa )] = |3 20 50 )l B Jlay oo |3 min{@ 9%, @993 +04my | (36)

|
= i=0
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Notice that for § > % + n all the terms on the right hand side are not bigger than
l|a1]|oc@~ . Then we compute

1 < |Res(Pay, Pa,)| < ||a1]]%72||az||% | Pa, (y1)|| Pa, (12)| < Q21272

Notice that the last inequality is not possible for A < 1/(n —1). We conclude that one must
have § < % + 7. Under this condition, the second term in the minimum (B6) increases as
a function of j, while the first term always decreases.

Fix 1 < j < n and consider the case

(=DA+N) _, =1+

< 37
2j+1) 2] (37)
Then the largest term in the sum on the right hand side of (36l) is either

Q—jé—?(lﬁ\)ﬂ'n or QUHDS. (38)

. . . . 29— .
Notice that the first term is bigger than the second one if § 2 =2(1 4 X) — jn.

Consider the case j = 1. It corresponds to 1 > 0 and hence ||a;||oo < Q"¢ If the first
term in (B8] is the largest one we compute

1 < |Res(Pa,, Pa,)| < Q¥ —nte)=20—1-2+2n

From here we derive

2n—1DA—1-2(n—1)n+ 2ne
0 S .
~ 2
However, this inequality is incompatible with § 2> % —n for A < ﬁ, n > 2 and € small
enough. Therefore we get that the second bound in (B8] should take place. Now analogous
computations for the resultant of Py, and Pj, give

)\_ n(A— €)
| « QUi-nto—4 5 < w oo — g0 > Q"0

Since this inequality must be satisfied for all pairs aj,ay € Ap(I,\ k,k), we have
n(A—=n+e)

#ANI N\ k,k) < Q 2 . Compute the s-Hausdorff series that corresponds to the stan-
dard cover of limsupy,_,o Jn (I, \, k, K):

o
Z 27LA77;7]+7L€ k2—(%+n—e)sk'
k=1

It converges for
s> nA —nn N
———— + €.
l+A+2g  °°
The right hand side is maximised for n = 0. Taking into account that eg can be made

arbitrarily small, we finally get that

dim hgl—ilip NI Nk k) < 17:_/\)\. (39)
This value is smaller than 2_(1?_7_)\1))‘ for \ < 2n2—_1

Suppose now that 7 satisfies [B7) for j > 1. This automatically means that n < 0, hence
l|a;||oo < Q. We first assume that the first inequality in (B8] is satisfied.
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Estimating the resultant in the same way as before leads to

2n—=2)A =2+ j5(1+X) +2jn

1 < Q¥A=20-C=)+N+2m - — 5 < 6= 2

As in the previous case, we get #A} (I, \ k, k) < Q% and the correspondent s-Hausdorff
series for limsupy,_,, Ji (I, \, k, k) is

o . j
5 (2n72)A72~2FJ_.7(1+)\)+2]77 k2—(%+n—6)sk'
k=1

which converges as soon as

2n — 2D A =2+ 5(1+ X))+ 25
oo Zn=2A 2450+ + n ..
J(1+ X+ 2n)
One can check that for A < ﬁ, the last expression monotonically increases with 7, hence it

(2-)(14+))
23

attains its maximal value for n = . Substituting this into the above inequality gives

s> ﬁ—)‘A + €7 which leads to (39)).
Finally, assume that the second bound in (B8]) is valid. Then the same computations lead

to
1 <<Q2n>\—2(j+1)6 I nA _

The correspondent s-Hausdorff series for lim supy,_, ., #A4n (I, \, k, k) converges for

s > nA + €
2+ D1+ Ar+2n)  °

A—HA+N)
2(j+1)
which implies the same lower bound on s as in the previous case. Again, we derive (39]).

We now exhausted all possible subsets of D;)(I,)\). In each case, for A < 2_ the

2n—1
Hausdorff dimension of those sets is at most 2_(12_7_)\1» Hence, Theorem [2 is verified.

This value monotonically decreases with n therefore it attains it maximum for n =
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