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INFINITELY BADLY APPROXIMABLE AFFINE FORMS

TAEHYEONG KIM

Abstract. A pair pA,bq of a real m ˆ n matrix A and b P Rm is said
to be infinitely badly approximable if

lim inf
qPZn,}q}Ñ8

}q}
n

m }Aq ´ b}Z “ 8,

where } ¨ }Z denotes the distance from the nearest integer vector. In
this article, we introduce a novel concept of singularity for pA,bq and
characterize the infinitely badly approximable property by this singular
property. As an application, we compute the Hausdorff dimension of
the infinitely badly approximable set. We also discuss dynamical inter-
pretations on the space of grids in Rm`n.

1. Introduction

1.1. Background and motivation. Let m,n be positive integers, and de-
note by Mm,npRq the set of m ˆ n real matrices. We start by introducing
the following classical definition. For any ǫ ą 0, we say that A P Mm,npRq
is ǫ-badly approximable if

lim inf
qPZn,}q}Ñ8

}q}
n
m }Aq}Z ě ǫ.

Here and hereafter, }x} “ max1ďiďk |xi| and }x}Z “ minnPZk }x ´ n} for
x P Rk. We say that A P Mm,npRq is badly approximable if it is ǫ-badly
approximable for some ǫ ą 0. It is well-known that the set of badly approx-
imable matrices is of zero Lebesgue measure [Khi26], but has full Hausdorff
dimension [Sch69]. See [BK15, Sim18] for the set of ǫ-badly approximable
matrices.

Dirichlet’s theorem (1842) says that for any A P Mm,npRq there exist

infinitely many q P Zn such that }Aq}Z ď }q}´ n
m , hence there is no ǫ-badly

approximable matrix for any ǫ ą 1. However, if we consider inhomogeneous
Diophantine approximation, the situation becomes completely different, and
investigating this situation is the goal of the present paper.

More precisely, given ǫ ą 0, we say that a pair pA,bq P Mm,npRq ˆ Rm is
ǫ-badly approximable if

lim inf
qPZn,}q}Ñ8

}q}
n
m }Aq ´ b}Z ě ǫ.
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Denote by Badpǫq the set of ǫ-badly approximable pairs in Mm,npRq ˆ Rm.
For A P Mm,npRq and b P Rm, consider the slices of Badpǫq as follows:

BadApǫq “ tb P Rm : pA,bq P Badpǫqu,

Badbpǫq “ tA P Mm,npRq : pA,bq P Badpǫqu.

A pair pA,bq P Mm,npRq ˆ Rm is said to be infinitely badly approximable if
the pair pA,bq is ǫ-badly approximable for all ǫ ą 0, or equivalently,

lim inf
qPZn,}q}Ñ8

}q}
n
m }Aq ´ b}Z “ 8.

Denote

Badp8q “
č

ǫą0

Badpǫq, BadAp8q “
č

ǫą0

BadApǫq, Badbp8q “
č

ǫą0

Badbpǫq.

We first remark that if b P Zm, we return to the homogeneous Diophantine
approximation, so we will usually only consider the case b P RmzZm. Let
us discuss the following motivating observation: For any A P Mm,npRq,
Kronecker’s theorem (see e.g. [Cas57, Chapter III, Theorem IV]) asserts
that the sequence tAquqPZn modulo 1 is dense in Rm{Zm if and only if the

subgroup tAZm`Zn of Rn has maximal rankm`n over Z, where tA denotes
the transpose of the matrix A. It follows that if tA is rational in the sense
that tAy P Zn for some nonzero y P Zm, then there is an open subset U of
Rm{Zm not including the sequence tAquqPZn modulo 1, hence for any b P U

the pair pA,bq is infinitely badly approximable.
Through this observation, one may expect

(1.1)
a certain connection between “singularity” of tA

and infinitely badly approximability of pA,bq.

Let us recall the classical definition of singularity. We say that A P Mm,npRq
is singular if for any ǫ ą 0 for all sufficiently large X the inequalities

(1.2) }Aq}Z ă ǫX´ n
m and 0 ă }q} ă X

have an integer solution q P Zn.
One possible answer to (1.1) comes from [BL05] although it is not written

in that paper. We denote by wpA,bq the supremum of the real numbers w
for which, for arbitrarily large X, the inequalities

}Aq ´ b}Z ă X´w and }q} ă X

have an integer solution q P Zn. We also denote by pwpAq the supremum of
the real numbers w for which, for all sufficiently large X, the inequalities

}Aq}Z ă X´w and 0 ă }q} ă X

have an integer solution q P Zn. It follows from [BL05, Theorem] that for
almost all b P Rm,

wpA,bq “
1

pwptAq
.
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If pwptAq ą m
n
, the set of b P Rm such that wpA,bq ă n

m
is of full Lebesgue

measure, hence BadAp8q is of full Lebesgue measure. Note that pwptAq ą m
n

implies that tA is singular, or equivalently, A is singular.
The author [Kim24] strengthened this observation under a certain weaker

assumption. We remark that even if A is singular, the set BadAp8q may
have zero Lebesgue measure (see [MRS, Theorem 8.4]).

In terms of Hausdorff dimension, it was shown in [ET11, Theorem 1.5]
that if A P Mm,npRq is singular, then the set BadAp8q has full Hausdorff
dimension (in fact, it is winning on some fractals).

To the authors’ knowledge, these are the only known results in this di-
rection. In this paper, we will give a complete answer to (1.1), compute
Hausdorff dimension for infinitely badly approximable affine forms, and dis-
cuss dynamical interpretations on the space of grids in Rm`n.

1.2. Main results. One of the main results of this paper is to answer to
(1.1) completely with the following new definition of singularity: For fixed
b P Rm, we say that a matrix tA P Mn,mpRq is singular for b if for any ǫ ą 0
for all sufficiently large X the inequalities

(1.3) }tAy}Z ă ǫ|b ¨ y|ZX
´m

n and }y} ă |b ¨ y|ZX

have an integer solution y P Zm, where ¨ stands for the usual dot product
and | ¨ |Z denotes the distance from the nearest integer. Denote by Singpbq
the set of A P Mm,npRq such that tA is singular for b.

The following theorem can be seen as the transference principle between
infinitely badly approximable affine forms and singular linear forms for trans-
lation vectors, which answers to (1.1).

Theorem 1.1. For any pA,bq P Mm,npRq ˆRm, the pair pA,bq is infinitely
badly approximable if and only if tA is singular for b. In particular, for any
b P Rm,

Badbp8q “ Singpbq and Badp8q “
ď

bPRm

Singpbq ˆ tbu.

Remark 1.2. Since |b¨y|Z ď 1{2 for any b P Rm and y P Zm, if tA is singular
for b, then tA is singular, hence A is singular. Therefore, for any b P Rm,
the set Badbp8q is contained in the set of singular matrices.

It is well-known that the singular set is just rationals in the one dimen-
sional case, but this set is nontrivial in higher dimensional cases. Hence we
consider pm,nq “ p1, 1q and pm,nq ‰ p1, 1q, separately. The one dimensional
case is simple.

Corollary 1.3. When pm,nq “ p1, 1q, for any b P RzZ,
#
Badbp8q “ Q if b R Q,

Badbp8q “ tr{s P Q : gcdpr, sq “ 1, q ∤ su if b “ p{q with gcdpp, qq “ 1.
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Proof. Using Theorem 1.1, it is enough to show that Singpbq is equal to the
right hand side, and it can be easily checked. �

Now assume pm,nq ‰ p1, 1q. If b P RmzZm, then there exists nonzero
y P Zm such that |b ¨ y|Z ą 0. Since the set of A such that tAy P Zn is
contained in Singpbq, it follows from Theorem 1.1 that

dimH Badbp8q ě npm ´ 1q and dimH Badp8q ě npm ´ 1q ` m.

Here and hereafter, dimH refers to the Hausdorff dimension. On the other
hand, using Hausdorff dimension of singular sets [Che11, CC16, KKLM17,
DFSU24], it follows from Remark 1.2 that

dimH Badbp8q ď mn ´
mn

m ` n
and dimH Badp8q ď mn ` m ´

mn

m ` n
.

It is natural to ask the exact Hausdorff dimension for Badbp8q and Badp8q
and our main application of Theorem 1.1 answers this question in the case
that m “ 1 and n ě 2.

Theorem 1.4. Assume that m “ 1 and n ě 2. For any b P RzZ,

dimH Badbp8q “
n2

n ` 1
and dimH Badp8q “

n2

n ` 1
` 1.

Moreover, if b P QzZ, there is a constant C ą 0 such that for any t ą 1 and
all small enough ǫ ą 0,

n2

n ` 1
` ǫt ď dimH Badbp1{ǫq ď

n2

n ` 1
` Cǫ

1

2 .

It is worth noting that Theorem 1.4 is somewhat similar to [CC16, Theo-
rems 1.1 and 1.3]. Indeed, our method relies on their method. This will be
discussed at the end of the introduction.

In the view of Theorem 1.4, we may expect

Conjecture 1. When pm,nq ‰ p1, 1q, for any b P RmzZm,

dimH Badbp8q “ mn ´
mn

m ` n
and dimH Badp8q “ mn ` m ´

mn

m ` n
.

Now we focus on the set BadAp8q. Following [DFSU24], we say that
A P Mm,npRq is very singular if pwpAq ą n

m
. It can be easily checked that

A is very singular if and only if tA is very singular (see Proposition 5.1).
Following the discussion in Subsection 1.1, [BL05, Theorem] implies that if
A is very singular, then BadAp8q is of full Lebesgue measure. The following
theorem says that the complement of BadAp8q should be small with respect
to pwptAq in terms of Hausdorff dimension.

Theorem 1.5. For any A P Mm,npRq,

dimHpRmzBadAp8qq ď m ´
pwptAq ´ m

n

pwptAq ` 1
.

In particular, if A is very singular, or equivalently, tA is very singular, then
the complement of BadAp8q cannot have full Hausdorff dimension.
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Remark 1.6.

(1) In the view of [ET11, Kim24] and Theorem 1.5, the more singular
A is, the larger BadAp8q becomes.

(2) It seems interesting to give a lower bound for the Hausdorff dimen-
sion of the complement of BadAp8q or calculate its dimension pre-
cisely.

(3) It was proved in [BKLR21, KKL] that A is singular on average if
and only if there exists ǫ ą 0 such that BadApǫq has full Hausdorff
dimension. Thus it seems interesting to reveal a certain equivalence
between a Diophantine property of A and a metrical property of
BadAp8q.

1.3. Dynamical discussion. In this subsection, we will discuss the dy-
namical interpretation of infinitely badly approximability following classical
relations between homogeneous dynamics and Diophantine approximation.

Consider the homogeneous space X0 “ SLm`npRq{SLm`npZq, which can
be identified with the space of unimodular lattices in Rm`n. For any t P R
and A P Mm,npRq, let us denote

at “

ˆ
et{mIm

e´t{nIn

˙
and uA “

ˆ
Im A

In

˙
.

Define the function ∆0 : X0 Ñ Rą0 by ∆0pxq “ minvPxzt0u }v}. Dani’s
correspondence [Dan85] says that

A is singular ðñ ∆0patuAZ
m`nq Ñ 0 as t Ñ 8.

Let ASLm`npRq “ SLm`npRq˙Rm`n and ASLm`npZq “ SLm`npZq˙Zm`n.
The homogeneous space X “ ASLm`npRq{ASLm`npZq can be identified
with the space of unimodular grids in Rm`n, i.e. affine shifts of unimodular
lattices in Rm`n. Define the function ∆ : X Ñ Rě0 by ∆pxq “ minvPx }v}.
For A P Mm,npRq and b P Rm, consider the grid

ΛA,b “ uAZ
m`n `

`
b
0

˘
P X .

Note that the diagonal matrix at acts naturally on X .
Following [Kle99, Subsection 1.3], we say that pA,bq P Mm,npRq ˆ Rm is

rational if }Aq ´ b}Z “ 0 for some q P Zn, and irrational otherwise. Using
the proof of [Kle99, Theorem 4.4], we have the following characterization:

pA,bq P Badp8q and irrational ðñ ∆patΛA,bq Ñ 8 as t Ñ 8.

As stated in [Kle99, Subsection 1.3], if pA,bq is rational, then the badly
approximability of pA,bq is the same as that of A. Since there is no infinitely
badly approximable linear form, we indeed have

(1.4) pA,bq P Badp8q ðñ ∆patΛA,bq Ñ 8 as t Ñ 8.

Consider the natural projection π : X Ñ X0 sending a grid x “ x0 ` v to
the lattice x0. Then X can be seen as the torus bundle of the base space
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X0. Since ∆
´1p0q “ X0, the dynamical property that ∆patxq Ñ 8 as t Ñ 8

means that the orbit atx moves away from the base space X0 as t Ñ 8.
The dynamical interpretation of Remark 1.2, which is weaker than The-

orem 1.1, is the following (see Proposition 5.1):

∆patxq Ñ 8 as t Ñ 8 ùñ ∆0patπpxqq Ñ 0 as t Ñ 8.

Using this implication, it follows from [KKLM17, Theorem 1.1] that

(1.5) dimHtx P X : ∆patxq Ñ 8 as t Ñ 8u ď dimH X ´
mn

m ` n
.

As an application of Theorem 1.4 and this upper bound, we have

Theorem 1.7. When m “ 1 and n ě 2,

dimHtx P X : ∆patxq Ñ 8 as t Ñ 8u “ dimH X ´
n

n ` 1
.

Similar to Conjecture 1, we may expect

Conjecture 2. When pm,nq ‰ p1, 1q,

dimHtx P X : ∆patxq Ñ 8 as t Ñ 8u “ dimH X ´
mn

m ` n
.

1.4. Discussion of the proof of Theorem 1.4. In this paper, although
Theorem 1.1 is philosophically significant, the most technically important
part is Theorem 1.4. Thus, we will discuss the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Thanks to Theorem 1.1, it is enough to estimate the Hausdorff dimension
of Singpbq. For this, we will modify the method of [CC16] as follows.
Comparing the new singular definition (1.3) with the classical one (1.2),
we observe a difference of |b ¨ y|Z-term. Thus, if we consider the set of A in
Mm,npRq such that for any ǫ ą 0 for all sufficiently large X the inequalities

(1.6) }tAy}Z ă ǫδX´m
n , }y} ă δX, and |b ¨ y|Z ą δ

have an integer solution y P Zm, then this set is contained in Singpbq.
We can also consider this set as the set of singular matrices with solutions
restricted on the set ty P Zm : |b ¨ y|Z ą δu. Therefore, we will modify
the fractal structure developed in [CC16] so that the modified structure is
contained in the singular set with restricted solutions, and show that this
structure has the same dimension as the original structure.

Now let us discuss why we need the condition b P QzZ in the second
argument of Theorem 1.4. In order to bound the Hausdorff dimension
of Badbp1{ǫq, we need to bound the Hausdorff dimension of the set of ǫ-
Dirichlet improvable vectors for b, which will be defined in Section 2. For
this, δ in (1.6) should be fixed and it is the main difference from the case
Singpbq. If b “ c{d with gcdpc, dq “ 1 and d ě 2, then |bk|Z ă 1{d if and
only if |bk|Z “ 0 for any k P Z. This property eventually enable us to bound

the Hausdorff dimension of Badbp1{ǫq even if δ in (1.6) is fixed.
A similar idea to the above was used significantly in [KK22]. Of course,

the dimension of the singular matrices was calculated in [DFSU24], but the
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fractal structure remains unclear since they used the variational principle
in the parametric geometry of numbers. On the other hand, the fractal
structure was clearly given in [CC16] so that we can modify it. If one can
reveal the fractal structure in [DFSU24], it seems plausible to modify the
structure as above to obtain Conjectures 1 and 2.

Structure of the paper. In Section 2, we recall the transference princi-
ple following [Cas57] and prove Theorem 1.1. Section 3 is devoted to the
modification of fractal structures of [CC16] in order to prove Theorem 1.4.
Section 4 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.5. Section 5 is devoted to
dynamical discussion including the proof of Theorem 1.7.

Convention. In what follows, the notation A ! B means that there exists
a constant C (the implied constant) such that A ď CB. The notation A — B

means A ! B ! A.

Acknowledgments. I would like to thank Elon Lindenstrauss for his
valuable comments and suggestion to consider Theorem 1.5. I further thank
Yitwah Cheung for generously sharing the idea of [CC16].

2. Transference Principle

In this section, we will prove a certain stronger transference argument
than Theorem 1.1. For this, we introduce the following definition: For given
ǫ ą 0 and b P Rm, we say that tA P Mn,mpRq is ǫ-Dirichlet improvable for
b if for all sufficiently large X the inequalities

}tAy}Z ă ǫ|b ¨ y|ZX
´m

n and }y} ă |b ¨ y|ZX

have an integer solution y P Zm. Denote by DIǫpbq the set of A P Mm,npRq

such that tA is ǫ-Dirichlet improvable for b. Note that Singpbq “
č

ǫą0

DIǫpbq.

The following is the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 2.1. There are constants c1, c2 ą 0 such that for any ǫ ą 0 and
any pA,bq P Mm,npRq ˆ Rm the following holds: If tA is c1ǫ

m{n-Dirichlet
improvable for b, then pA,bq is 1{ǫ-badly approximable. On the other hand,

if pA,bq is 1{ǫ-badly approximable, then tA is c2ǫ
m{n-Dirichlet improvable

for b. In particular, for any b P Rm

DI
c1ǫ

m
n

pbq Ă Badbp1{ǫq Ă DI
c2ǫ

m
n

pbq.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Taking intersection over all ǫ ą 0, Theorem 2.1 im-
plies Theorem 1.1. �

The following transference principle is the main ingredient of the proof of
Theorem 2.1.

Theorem 2.2. [Cas57, Theorem XVII in Chapter V] Let A P Mm,npRq,
b P Rm, C ą 0, X ą 1 be given.
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(1) A necessary condition that

(2.1) }Aq ´ b}Z ď C and }q} ď X,

for some q P Zn is that

(2.2) |b ¨ y|Z ď γmax
`
X}tAy}Z, C}y}

˘
,

hold for all y P Zm with γ “ m ` n.
(2) A sufficient condition that (2.1) has a solution q P Zn is that (2.2)

hold for all y P Zm with γ “ 2m´1ppm ` nq!q´2.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Observe that pA,bq is 1{ǫ-badly approximable if and
only if for all large enough T ą 1, there is no solution q P Zn such that

}Aq ´ b}Z ď ǫ´1T´ n
m and }q} ď T.

By Theorem 2.2 (2), this implies that for all large enough T ą 1, there exists
y P Zm such that

}tAy}Z ă |b ¨ y|Zγ
´1T´1 and }y} ă |b ¨ y|Zγ

´1ǫT
n
m .

If we substitute γ´1ǫT
n
m “ X, then we have γ´1T´1 “ γ´1´m

n ǫ
m
n X´m

n ,
hence, tA is c2ǫ

m
n -Dirichlet improvable for some constant c2 ą 0.

Suppose that A P DI
c1ǫ

m
n

pbq with some constant c1 ą 0 to be determined,

that is, for all large enough X ą 1, there exists y P Zm such that

}tAy}Z ă c1ǫ
m
n |b ¨ y|ZX

´m
n and }y} ă |b ¨ y|ZX,

or equivalently,

|b ¨ y|Z ą γmax
´
γ´1c´1

1
ǫ´m

n X
m
n }tAy}Z, γ

´1X´1}y}
¯
.

By Theorem 2.2 (1), there is no solution q P Zn such that

}Aq ´ b}Z ď γ´1X´1 and }q} ď γ´1c´1

1
ǫ´m

n X
m
n .

By substituting γ´1c´1

1
ǫ´m

n X
m
n “ T and taking c1 “ γ´1´m

n , we have

}Aq ´ b}Z ď ǫ´1T´ n
m and }q} ď T.

Therefore, pA,bq is 1{ǫ-badly approximable. �

3. Dimension estimates for Badbp8q

In this section, we assume m “ 1 and n ě 2, and prove

Theorem 3.1. For any b P RzZ,

(3.1) dimH Singpbq ě
n2

n ` 1
.

Moreover, if b P QzZ, then for any t ą n and all small enough ǫ ą 0,

(3.2) dimH DIǫpbq ě
n2

n ` 1
` ǫt.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Combining Theorem 2.1, Theorem 3.1, and [CC16,
Theorems 1.1 & 1.3], Theorem 1.4 follows. �
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In order to obtain the lower bound in Theorem 3.1, we basically follow
the method of [CC16], but the set Singpbq is smaller than the set of singular
vectors as in Remark 1.2, hence we need to construct a certain smaller fractal
structure than that of [CC16].

3.1. Self-similar coverings. We first recall the definition of self-similar
structures and some related dimension results following [CC16].

We equip Rn with the metric induced by the Euclidean norm }¨}2. A self-
similar structure on Rn is a triple pJ, σ,Bq, where J is countable, σ Ď J ˆJ ,
and B is a map from J into the set of bounded subsets of Rn. A σ-admissible
sequence is a sequence pxkqkPN in J such that for any k, pxk, xk`1q P σ.

For a subset S of Rn, a self-similar covering of S is a self-similar structure
pJ, σ,Bq such that, for all θ in S, there exists a σ-admissible sequence pxkqkPN

in J such that

‚ limkÑ8 diamBpxkq “ 0;
‚

Ş
kPNBpxkq “ tθu.

In this case, the self-similar structure pJ, σ,Bq is said to cover the subset S.
Given x P J , we denote

σpxq “ ty P J : px, yq P σu.

A triple pJ, σ,Bq is said to be a strictly nested self-similar structure on Rn

if it is a self-similar structure on Rn such that

‚ for all x P J , σpxq is finite, Bpxq is a nonempty compact subset of
Rn, and for all y P σpxq we have Bpyq Ă Bpxq;

‚ for each σ-admissible sequence pxkqkPN, limkÑ8 diamBpxkq “ 0;
‚ for each x P J and each y P σpxq, diamBpyq ă diamBpxq.

We need the following dimension result.

Theorem 3.2. [CC16, Theorem 3.6] Let S be a subset of Rn. Suppose that
there is a strictly nested self-similar structure pJ, σ,Bq that covers a subset
of S, a subset J0 Ă J that contains a tail of any σ-admissible sequence, a
function ρ : J Ñ p0, 1q, and two constants c, s ě 0 such that

(1) for each x P J0 and each y P σpxq, there are at most c points z in
σpxqztyu such that

dpBpyq, Bpzqq ď ρpxqdiamBpxq;

(2) for every x P J0,
ÿ

yPσpxq

pρpyqdiamBpyqqs ě pc ` 1q pρpxqdiamBpxqqs ;

(3) for all α P J0 and all y P σpxq, ρpyqdiamBpyq ă ρpxqdiamBpxq.

Then S contains a subset of positive s-dimensional Hausdorff measure.
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3.2. Fractal structure in [CC16]. In this subsection, we recall notation
and the fractal structure given in [CC16]. Note that our ambient space is
Rn while the ambient space of [CC16] is Rd. Therefore, d in [CC16] should
be changed to n in our case. Since we do not consider the result in [CC16,
Section 7], we only consider the fractal structure of [CC16, Section 6] in the
case x “ y.

Let

Q “ tpp1, . . . , pn, qq P Zn`1 : gcdpp1, . . . , pn, qq “ 1, q ą 0u.

Given x “ pp, qq “ pp1, . . . , pn, qq P Q, we denote

|x| “ q and px “
p

q
,

and define the Farey lattice

Λx “ Zn ` Zpx “ πxpZn`1q,

where πx : Rn`1 Ñ Rn is the map given by πxpr, sq “ r ´ spx for pr, sq P
Rn ˆ R. Note that Λx is a lattice in Rn with the covolume vol Λx “ |x|´1.
Here and hereafter, vol Λ stands for the covolume of the lattice Λ. For
each i “ 1, . . . , n, denote the i-th successive minimum of Λx by λipxq with
respect to the Euclidean norm }¨}2 on Rn, and the normalized i-th successive

minimum by pλipxq “ |x|1{nλipxq.
For each x P Q, let Λ1

x be a codimension 1 sublattice of Λx with minimal
covolume, H 1

x be the real span of Λ1
x, and Hx “ π´1

x H 1
x. Given x P Q and a

primitive α P Λx, we let

ΛαK “ πK
α pΛxq,

where πK
α is the orthogonal projection of Rn onto αK, the subspace of vectors

of Rn orthogonal to α. For any y P Q, let us denote

|x ^ y| “ |x||y|}px ´ py}2.

For y P Q with πxpyq “ α, the covolume of ΛαK is given by vol ΛαK “
1{|x ^ y|. As before, we denote the first successive minimum of ΛαK by

λ1pαq and its normalized version by pλ1pαq “ |y ^ z|1{pn´1qλ1pαq. Given
ǫ ą 0 and x P Q, let

Λxpǫq “ tα P Λx : α is primitive and pλ1pαq ą ǫu.

We fix a coset H 1 such that Λx X H 1 ‰ ∅ and ΛxzH 1
x Ă

Ť
kPZ kH

1 as in
[CC16, Subsection 6.1], and denote by αK

x the unique element of H 1 that is
perpendicular to H 1

x. Let H
1
xpkq be the coset kαK

x ` H 1
x and let Cpxq be the

set of vectors in Rn whose angle with αK
x is at most tan´1 Ad, where the

constant Ad is in the proof of [CC16, Lemma 8.6]. Let

C
1
kpxq “ Cpxq X H 1

xpkq and CN pxq “
Nď

k“1

C
1
kpxq.
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For N P N, ǫ ą 0, and x P Q, define

FN px, ǫq “
ď

αPΛxpǫqXCN pxq

ζpx, α, ǫq,

where ζpx, α, ǫq “
!
y P Q : πxpyq “ α, |y| P |x^y|n{pn´1q

ǫn{pn´1q p1, 2q
)
.

The following fractal structure was established in [CC16] to estimate the
lower bound of the Hausdorff dimension of the ǫ-Dirichlet improvable set.

Proposition 3.3. [CC16, Proposition 6.6] Let

σǫ,N pxq “ FN px, ǫq, Bpxq “ B

ˆ
px, λ1pxq

2|x|

˙
, Qǫ,N “

ď

xPQ

σǫ,N pxq.

The triple pQǫ,N , σǫ,N , Bq is a strictly nested self-similar structure covering
a subset of the 2ǫ-Dirichlet improvable set provided ǫ is small enough.

Cheung and Chevallier were able to bound from below the Hausdorff di-
mension of this fractal structure by establishing spacing and local finiteness
properties of this structure [CC16, Subsection 6.3] and controlling the dis-
tribution of Farey lattices with bounded distortion [CC16, Section 8].

3.3. Fractal structure for Singpbq. In this subsection, we fix b P RzZ,
construct a certain fractal structure for Singpbq, and prove (3.1) of The-
orem 3.1. For this, we modify the strategy of [CC16, Proposition 6.13]
appropriately.

Fix any δ ą 0 and consider two sequences pǫiqiě0 and pNiqiě0 given by

ǫi “ η4´i and Ni “ η´15
n
δ
i

for some constant η ą 0 to be determined. Fix arbitrary x0 P Q and choose
η ą 0 small enough so that the set

rFN0
px0, ǫ0q “ ty “ pp, qq P FN0

px0, ǫ0q : |bq|Z ą η2´1u

is non-empty. It is possible due to b P RzZ. Pick x1 P rFN0
px0, ǫ0q and define

Qi with i ě 1 recursively by

Q1 “ tx1u, Qi`1 “
ď

xPQi

rFNi
px, ǫiq,

where

rFNi
px, ǫiq “

!
y “ pp, qq P FNi

px, ǫiq : |bq|Z ą η2´pi`1q
)
.

Let Q1 “
Ť

iě1
Qi be a disjoint union. For each x P Qi, define σ1pxq “

rFNi
px, ǫiq and Bpxq “ B

´
px, λ1pxq

2|x|

¯
. Then we have

Proposition 3.4. The triple pQ1, σ1, Bq is a strictly nested self-similar struc-
ture covering a subset of Singpbq.
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Proof. It follows from Proposition 3.3 that pQ1, σ1, Bq is a strictly nested
self-similar structure. For each σ1-admissible sequence pxiq, since

Ş
iBpxiq

is a single point θ, it is enough to show that θ P Singpbq.
For any large enough X ě 1, there exists i ě 1 such that η´12i|xi| ă

X ď η´12i`1|xi`1|. As in the proof of [CC16, Proposition 6.6], it follows
from [CC16, Lemma 4.2] that each xi “ ppi, qiq is a best approximate to θ.
Hence, it follows from [CC16, Lemma 4.3(iii)] that

}qiθ ´ pi} ă 2}qipxi`1 ´ pi}.

Since xi`1 P rFNi
pxi, ǫiq, we have |xi`1| ą p |xi^xi`1|

ǫi
q

n
n´1 , hence

}qipxi`1 ´ pi}2 “
|xi ^ xi`1|

|xi`1|
ă ǫi|xi`1|´

1

n .

It follows from } ¨ } ď } ¨ }2 that

}qiθ ´ pi} ă 2ǫi|xi`1|´
1

n ď 21` 1

n ǫipη
´12iq

1

nX´ 1

n

Since xi P rFNi´1
pxi´1, ǫi´1q, we have |bqi|Z ą η2´i, hence

}qiθ ´ pi} ă 21` 1

n ǫipη
´12iq1` 1

n |bqi|ZX
´ 1

n and |qi| ă η2´iX ă |bqi|ZX.

Since ǫi “ η4´i and n ě 2, ǫi2
p1` 1

n
qi Ñ 0 as i Ñ 8. Therefore, θ P

Singpbq. �

As in the proof of [CC16, Proposition 6.13], using [CC16, Lemmas 6.8
and 6.9], we can find constants cρ ą 0 and c ą 0 such that the function
ρ : Q1 Ñ p0, 1q given by

ρpxq “ cρ

ˆ
1

Ni

˙n`1

n´1

ǫ
2n
n´1

`n

i for each x P Qi

has the property that for any y P rFNi
px, ǫiq there are at most c points

z P rFNi
px, ǫiqztyu such that dpBpyq, Bpzqq ď ρpxqdiamBpxq. Moreover,

since ρpxq decreases with i, we have

ρpyqdiamBpyq ă ρpxqdiamBpxq

for all y P σ1pxq when ǫi is small enough. Therefore, the conditions (1) and
(3) of Theorem 3.2 hold.

In order to show the condition (2) of Theorem 3.2, we need the following
proposition, which is a modification of [CC16, Propsition 6.10].

Proposition 3.5. If ǫi is small enough, then for each x P Qi and all real
numbers s and t in r0, 2ns, we have

ÿ

yP rFNi
px,ǫiq

pλ1pyqs

|y|t
" S1pNi, tq

ǫ
s`pt´1q n

n´1

i

pλnpxqpt´nq n
n´1 |x|t

,



INFINITELY BADLY APPROXIMABLE AFFINE FORMS 13

where

S1pNi, tq “
Niÿ

k“1

1

k
1`pt´nq n

n´1

cardpC1
kpxq X Λxpǫiqq

cardpC1
kpxq X Λxq

.

Proof. Observe that

rFNi
px, ǫiq “

!
y “ pp, qq P FNi

px, ǫiq : |bq|Z ą η2´pi`1q
)

“
ď

αPΛxpǫiqXCNi
pxq

ζpx, α, ǫi, bq,

where ζpx, α, ǫi, bq “ ty “ pp, qq P ζpx, α, ǫiq : |bq|Z ą η2´pi`1qu. Therefore,
it is enough to show

(3.3) card ζpx, α, ǫi, bq — card ζpx, α, ǫiq.

Then, the same proof of [CC16, Propsition 6.10] works in this case.
In order to prove (3.3), write x “ pr, sq and fix a point y “ pp, qq P

π´1
x pαq X Q. Since gcdpr, sq “ 1, we have

π´1
x pαq X Q “ tpp ` ℓr, q ` ℓsq X Q : ℓ P Zu.

Since |x ^ y| “ }α}2|x|,

card ζpx, α, ǫiq “ card tℓ P Z : pp ` ℓr, q ` ℓsq P Q, γ ă q ` ℓs ă 2γu ,

where γ “ γx,α,ǫi “
´

}α}2|x|
ǫi

¯ n
n´1

. It follows from the primitivity of α that

gcdpp ` ℓr, q ` ℓsq “ 1 for any ℓ P Z. Hence, we have

card ζpx, α, ǫiq “ card tℓ P Z : γ ă q ` ℓs ă 2γu ;

card ζpx, α, ǫi, bq “ card
!
ℓ P Z : γ ă q ` ℓs ă 2γ, |bpq ` ℓsq|Z ą η2´pi`1q

)
.

If ℓ P Z is such that γ ă q ` ℓs ă 2γ but |bpq ` ℓsq|Z ď η2´pi`1q, then it
follows from x P Qi, hence |bs|Z ą η2´i, that

|bpq ` pℓ ˘ 1qsq|Z ě |bs|Z ´ |bpq ` ℓsq|Z ą η2´i ´ η2´pi`1q “ η2´pi`1q.

Therefore, we have

1

2
card ζpx, α, ǫiq ď card ζpx, α, ǫi, bq ď card ζpx, α, ǫiq.

This proves (3.3). �

We are now ready for the proof of (3.1) of Theorem 3.1.

Proof of (3.1) of Theorem 3.1. We will prove

dimH Singpbq ě
n2

n ´ 1
´ δ.

Since δ is arbitrary, this implies (3.1) of Theorem 3.1. From the above
observations and Proposition 3.4, it is enough to show the condition (2)

with s “ n2

n`1
´ δ of Theorem 3.2 about pQ1, σ1, Bq.
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First, it follows from [CC16, Proposition 6.11] that if ǫi is small enough,

(3.4) S1pNi, tq "
Niÿ

k“1

1

k
1`pt´nq n

n´1

.

In fact, the condition t ą n was required. However, the same proof works
for t ď n sufficiently near n.

Now, we fix any x P Qi and it follows from the proof of [CC16, Corollary

6.12] that pλ1pxq — ǫi´1 and pλnpxq´1 " ǫn´1

i´1
. Combining Proposition 3.5

and (3.4) with t “ n`1

n
s “ n ´ n`1

n
δ, we have

ÿ

yP rFNi
px,ǫiq

pρpyqdiamBpyqqs

pρpxqdiamBpxqqs
“

ˆ
ρpyq

ρpxq

˙s |x|t

pλ1pxqs

ÿ

yP rFNi
px,ǫiq

pλ1pyqt

|y|s

"

ˆ
ρpyq

ρpxq

˙s

ǫ
s`pt´1q n

n´1

i ǫ
pt´nqn´s
i´1

Niÿ

k“1

1

k
1`pt´nq n

n´1

"

ˆ
Ni

Ni`1

˙n`1

n´1
s ˆ

ǫi`1

ǫi

˙p 2n
n´1

`nqs

4´ipn´n`1

n´1
δ´pn`1qδq5i

npn`1q
n´1

" p5{4qin.

Therefore, if i is large enough, then the sum exceeds c ` 1. This proves the

condition (2) with s “ n2

n`1
´ δ of Theorem 3.2. �

3.4. Fractal structure for DIǫpbq. Now we assume that b P QzZ. Similar
to the previous subsection, we will construct a certain fractal structure for
DIǫpbq and prove (3.2) of Theorem 3.1.

Let b “ c{d with gcdpc, dq “ 1 and d ě 2. The key property we will use
is the following: for any k P Z,

(3.5) |bk|Z ă 1{d ðñ |bk|Z “ 0.

Given ǫ ą 0, x P Q, and N P N, define

FN,bpx, ǫq “ ty “ pp, qq P FN px, ǫq : |bq|Z ě 1{du,

and define

σǫ,N,bpxq “ FN,bpx, ǫq, Qǫ,N,b “
ď

xPQ

σǫ,N,bpxq, Bpxq “ B

ˆ
px, λ1pxq

2|x|

˙
.

Similar to Proposition 3.4, we have

Proposition 3.6. The triple pQǫ,N,b, σǫ,N,b, Bq is a strictly nested self-similar
structure covering a subset of DI

2d1`1{nǫpbq provided ǫ is small enough.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 3.3 that pQǫ,N,b, σǫ,N,b, Bq is a strictly
nested self-similar structure. For each σǫ,N,b-admissible sequence pxiq, sinceŞ

i Bpxiq is a single point θ, it is enough to show that θ P DI2ǫpbq.
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For any large enough X ě 1, there exists i ě 1 such that d|xi| ă X ď
d|xk`1|. Following the same proof of Proposition 3.4, if we write xi “ ppi, qiq,
it follows from xi`1 P FN,bpxi, ǫq that

}qiθ ´ pi} ă 2ǫ|xi`1|´
1

n ď 2ǫd
1

nX´ 1

n .

Since xi P FN,bpxi´1, ǫq, we have |bqi|Z ě 1{d, hence

}qiθ ´ pi} ă 2ǫd1` 1

n |bqi|ZX
´ 1

n and |qi| ă
1

d
X ď |bqi|ZX.

Therefore, θ P DI
2d1`1{nǫpbq. �

As before, in order to show the condition (2) of Theorem 3.2, we need the
following proposition.

Proposition 3.7. If ǫ is small enough, then for any N P N, each x P Qǫ,N,b,
and all real numbers s and t in r0, 2ns, we have

ÿ

yPFN,bpx,ǫq

pλ1pyqs

|y|t
" S1pN, tq

ǫ
s`pt´1q n

n´1

pλnpxqpt´nq n
n´1 |x|t

,

where

S1pN, tq “
Nÿ

k“1

1

k
1`pt´nq n

n´1

cardpC1
kpxq X Λxpǫqq

cardpC1
kpxq X Λxq

.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Proposition 3.5, since

FN,bpx, ǫq “ ty “ pp, qq P FN px, ǫq : |bq|Z ě 1{du

“
ď

αPΛxpǫqXCN pxq

ζpx, α, ǫ, bq,

where ζpx, α, ǫ, bq “ ty “ pp, qq P ζpx, α, ǫq : |bq|Z ě 1{du, it is enough to
show that

(3.6) card ζpx, α, ǫ, bq — card ζpx, α, ǫq

for all small enough ǫ ą 0. Then, the same proof of [CC16, Propsition 6.10]
works in this case.

Following the same proof of Proposition 3.5, we have

card ζpx, α, ǫq “ card tℓ P Z : γ ă q ` ℓs ă 2γu ;

card ζpx, α, ǫ, bq “ card tℓ P Z : γ ă q ` ℓs ă 2γ, |bpq ` ℓsq|Z ě 1{du ,

where x “ pr, sq, y “ pp, qq P π´1
x pαq X Q, and γ “ γx,α,ǫ “

´
}α}2|x|

ǫ

¯ n
n´1

. If

ℓ P Z is such that γ ă q`ℓs ă 2γ but |bpq`ℓsq|Z ă 1{d, then |bpq`ℓsq|Z “ 0
by (3.5). Thus, it follows from x P Qǫ,N,b, hence |bs|Z ě 1{d, that

|bpq ` pℓ ˘ 1qsq|Z ě |bs|Z ´ |bpq ` ℓsq|Z ě 1{d.

Therefore, we have

1

2
card ζpx, α, ǫq ď card ζpx, α, ǫ, bq ď card ζpx, α, ǫq.
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This proves (3.6). �

Proof of (3.2) of Theorem 3.1. Using Proposition 3.6 and Proposition 3.7,
(3.2) of Theorem 3.1 follows by the same proof of [CC16, Corollary 6.12]. �

4. Dimension estimates for BadAp8q

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.5. It is well-known that A P
Mm,npRq is singular if and only if tA P Mn,mpRq is singular. This can be
proved easily from the following transference theorem.

Theorem 4.1. [Cas57, Theorem II in Chapter V] Let 0 ă C ă 1 ď X be
constants. Suppose that there is q P Znzt0u such that

}Aq}Z ď C and }q} ď X.

Then there is y P Zmzt0u such that

}tAy}Z ď D and }y} ď U,

where

D “ pm ` n ´ 1qX
1´m

m`n´1C
m

m`n´1 , U “ pm ` n ´ 1qX
n

m`n´1C
1´n

m`n´1 .

We also obtain the following similar result for very singular matrices.

Proposition 4.2. For A P Mm,npRq, A is very singular if and only if tA is
very singular.

Proof. It is enough to show one direction by the symmetry argument. As-
sume A is very singular, that is, pwpAq ą n

m
. Choose δ ą 0 such that

pwpAq ą n
m

` δ, that is, for all sufficiently large X there is q P Zn such that

}Aq}Z ă X´ n
m

´δ and 0 ă }q} ă X.

Using Theorem 4.1, there is y P Zm such that

}tAy}Z ď pm ` n ´ 1qX
1´m

m`n´1
´ n

m`n´1
´δ m

m`n´1 “ pm ` n ´ 1qX´1´δ m
m`n´1 ;

}y} ď pm ` n ´ 1qX
n

m`n´1
´ n

m
1´n

m`n´1
´δ 1´n

m`n´1 “ pm ` n ´ 1qX
n
m

`δ n´1

m`n´1 .

By taking Y “ pm ` nqX
n
m

`δ n´1

m`n´1 , we have

}tAy}Z ă Y ´m
n

´δ1
and 0 ă }y} ă Y

for some small δ1 ą 0. This proves that tA is very singular. �

Now we recall the result in [Kim24]. Assume that the subgroup tAZm`Zn

of Rn has maximal rank m ` n over Z. Following [BL05, Section 3], there
exists a sequence of best approximations pykqkě1 in Zm for tA. Denote
Yk “ }yk}, Mk “ }tAyk}Z, and

γk “ max

ˆ´
Y

m
n

k Mk´1

¯ n
m`n

,
´
Y

m
n

k`1
Mk

¯ n
m`n

˙
.

For any α ą 0, let

Bαptγkuq “ tb P r0, 1sm : |b ¨ yk|Z ą αγk for all large enough k ě 2u.
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Proposition 4.3. [Kim24, Proposition 5.1] For any α ą 0,

Bαptγkuq Ă BadA

ˆ
α ´ n

m

˙
.

Using this proposition, we are able to prove Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Since the theorem is trivial if pwptAq ď m
n
, we may

assume that pwptAq ą m
n
, i.e. tA is very singular.

We first consider the case that the rank of the subgroup tAZm ` Zn over
Z is strictly less than m ` n. If so, we can choose a nonzero y P Zm such
that tAy P Zn. Fix such nonzero y P Zm. Note that pwptAq “ 8 in this
case. Observe that if |b ¨ y|Z ą 0, then tA is singular for b. By Theorem
1.1, the set tb P Rm : |b ¨ y|Z ą 0u is contained in BadAp8q. Hence, the
complement RmzBadAp8q is contained in the set tb P Rm : |b ¨ y|Z “ 0u,
which is a countable union of pm´1q-dimensional hyperplanes. This implies
that dimHpRmzBadAp8qq ď m ´ 1.

Now assume that the subgroup tAZm `Zn has maximal rank m`n over
Z. Since b P BadAp8q if and only if b ` x P BadAp8q for any x P Zm, by
proposition 4.3, it is enough to show that for any α ą 0,

(4.1) dimHpr0, 1smzBαptγkuqq ď m ´
pwptAq ´ m

n

pwptAq ` 1
.

Observe that

r0, 1smzBαptγkuq “ lim sup
kÑ8

tb P r0, 1sm : |b ¨ yk|Z ď αγku,

and for each k, the set tb P r0, 1sm : |b ¨ yk|Z ď αγku can be covered

with C1

Y m
k

γm´1

k

balls of radius C2
γk
Yk

for some absolute constants C1, C2 ą 0.

Using Hausdorff-Cantelli Lemma [BD99, Lemma 3.10], it follows that for
any 0 ď s ď m, the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure

H
spr0, 1smzBαptγkuqq “ 0 if

ÿ

kě2

Y m
k

γm´1

k

ˆ
γk

Yk

˙s

ă 8.

Since tA is very singular, for any 0 ă δ ă pwptAq ´ m
n
, we have Y

m
n

`δ

k`1
Mk ă 1

for all sufficiently large k. Since γk ď Y
´ δn

m`n

k for all sufficiently large k, it
follows that

ÿ

kě2

Y m
k

γm´1

k

ˆ
γk

Yk

˙s

ď
ÿ

kě2

Y
m´s´ps´m`1q δn

m`n

k

for any m ´ 1 ď s ď m. For any m ´ δn
m`n`δn

ă s ă m, since m ´ s ´ ps ´

m ` 1q δn
m`n

ă 0 and Yk increases at least geometrically (see [BL05, Lemma

1]), it follows that
ÿ

k

Y
m´s´ps´m`1q δn

m`n

k ă 8.
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Hence we have dimHpr0, 1smzBαptγkuqq ď s. Taking s Ñ m ´ δn
m`n`δn

and

δ Ñ pwptAq ´ m
n
, we finally have (4.1). �

5. Homogeneous dynamics

In this section, we discuss a relation between the infinitely badly approx-
imable property and the dynamical property mentioned in Subsection 1.3.
We first prove the following implication.

Proposition 5.1. For any x P X ,

∆patxq Ñ 8 as t Ñ 8 ùñ ∆0patπpxqq Ñ 0 as t Ñ 8.

Proof. Given a lattice Λ in Rm`n, let us denote by λjpΛq be the j-th suc-
cessive minimum of Λ, i.e. the infimum of λ such that the ball in Rm`n of
radius λ around 0 contains j independent vectors of Λ.

Given x P X and t P R, let v1, . . . ,vm`n be independent vectors of the
lattice atπpxq satisfying }vi} ď λm`npatπpxqq for all i “ 1, . . . ,m ` n. Since
the parallelepiped Π “ t

ř
i αivi : @i,´1 ď αi ď 1u contains a fundamental

domain of the lattice atπpxq, there is a point w of the grid atx such that
w ` Π contains the origin 0. Hence, it follows that

∆patxq ď }w} ď
m`nÿ

i“1

}vi} ď pm ` nqλm`npatπpxqq.

Since λ1patπpxqq ¨ ¨ ¨ λm`npatπpxqq — 1 by Minkowski’s second theorem, we

have ∆patxq ! λ1patπpxqq´pm`n´1q. Therefore, if ∆patxq Ñ 8 as t Ñ 8,
then ∆0patπpxqq Ñ 0 as t Ñ 8. �

In order to prove Theorem 1.7, we need certain invariance properties for
the divergence of the function ∆. Let us denote elements of ASLm`npRq
by xg,vy, where g P SLm`npRq and v P Rm`n. Consider the action at
on ASLm`npRq by the left multiplication of xat, 0y on ASLm`npRq. The
expanding horospherical subgroup of ASLm`npRq with respect to patqtě0 is
given by

H “

"Bˆ
Im A

0 In

˙
,

ˆ
b

0

˙F
: A P Mm,n,b P Rm

*
.

On the other hand, the nonexpanding horoshperical subgroup of ASLm`npRq
with respect to patqtě0 is given by

rH “

"Bˆ
P 0
R Q

˙
,

ˆ
0
c

˙F
: P P Mm,m, Q P Mn,n, R P Mn,m, c P Rn

*
.

Proposition 5.2. For any x P X and any p P rH,

∆patxq Ñ 8 as t Ñ 8 ðñ ∆patpxq Ñ 8 as t Ñ 8.

Proof. The following is a key observation: for p “
@`

P 0
R Q

˘
, p 0

c q
D

P rH,

at
@`

P 0
R Q

˘
, p 0

c q
D
a´t “

A´
P 0

e
´p 1

m ` 1
n qtR Q

¯
,
´

0

e´ 1
n tc

¯E
.
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Therefore, for any t ě 0 and any point v of the grid x,

}atpv} “ }atpa´tatv} — }atv},

where the implied constant depends only on p. This concludes the proof of
the proposition. �

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Assume m “ 1 and n ě 2. By the upper bound
(1.5), it is enough to show that

dimHtx P X : ∆patxq Ñ 8 as t Ñ 8u ě dimH X ´
n

n ` 1
.

Since the product map rH ˆ H Ñ ASLm`npRq is a local diffeomorphism,
every element of a neighborhood of identity of ASLm`npRq can be written

as pu where p P rH and u P H. Therefore, using (1.4), Proposition 5.2, and
Theorem 1.4, we have

dimHtx P X : ∆patxq Ñ 8 as t Ñ 8u ě dimH Badp8q ` dimH
pH

“ dimH X ´
n

n ` 1
.

�
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