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Independence of the Diophantine exponents associated

with linear subspaces

Gaétan GUILLOT

Abstract

We elaborate on a problem raised by Schmidt in 1967 which generalizes the theory of classical

Diophantine approximation to subspaces of Rn. We consider Diophantine exponents for linear subspaces

of Rn which generalize the irrationality measure for real numbers. We prove here that we have no smooth

relations among some functions associated to these exponents. To establish this result, we construct

subspaces for which we are able to compute the exponents.

1 Introduction

In classical Diophantine approximation, one studies how well real numbers (or points of Rn) can be ap-
proximated by rational numbers (or rational points). In 1967, Schmidt [14] stated a generalisation of this
problem in which one studies how well can subspaces of Rn can be approximated by rational subspaces. We
define briefly the necessary notions for the study of this problem. We use the definitions and notation from
[14], [6], [7] and [8]. Additional details regarding the results of this article can be found in [5].
We say that a subspace of Rn is rational if it has a basis of vectors with rational coordinates. We denote by
Rn(e) the set of all rational subspaces of dimension e of Rn. To such a rational subspace B ∈ Rn(e) we can
associate a point η = (η1, . . . , ηN ) ∈ PN (R) with N =

(
n
e

)
called the Grassmann (or Plücker) coordinates of

B. We can choose a representative vector η with coprime integer coordinates and we define:

H(B) = ‖η‖
where ‖ · ‖ is the Euclidean norm on RN . Let us notice that if X1, . . . , Xe is a Z-basis of B ∩ Zn, then
H(B) = ‖X1 ∧ . . . ∧Xe‖. More results on the height can be found in [14] and [15].
Let us fix n ∈ N\{0}. For d, e ∈ J1, nK2 we set g(d, e, n) = max(0, d+e−n). For j ∈ J1,min(d, e)−g(d, e, n)K
we say that a subspace A of dimension d of Rn is (e, j)-irrational if

∀B ∈ Rn(e), dim(A ∩B) < j + g(d, e, n).

We denote by In(d, e)j the set of all (e, j)-irrational subspaces A of dimension d of Rn.
We define now the notion of proximity between two subspaces. For X,Y ∈ Rn \ {0}, set

ω(X,Y ) =
‖X ∧ Y ‖
‖X‖ · ‖Y ‖

where X ∧ Y is the exterior product of X and Y . Geometrically, ω(X,Y ) is the absolute value of the sine
of the angle between X and Y . Let A and B be two subspaces of Rn of respective dimensions d and e. We
construct by induction t = min(d, e) angles between A and B. Let us define

ω1(A,B) = min
X∈A\{0}
Y ∈B\{0}

ω(X,Y )

and (X1, Y1) ∈ A × B such that ω(X1, Y1) = ω1(A,B). Let us assume that ω1(A,B), . . . , ωj(A,B) and
(X1, Y1), . . . , (Xj , Yj) has been constructed for j ∈ J1, t− 1K. Let Aj and Bj be respectively the orthogonal
complements of Span(X1, . . . , Xj) in A and Span(Y1, . . . , Yj) in B. We define

ωj+1(A,B) = min
X∈Aj\{0}
Y ∈Bj\{0}

ω(X,Y )
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and (Xj+1, Yj+1) ∈ A×B such that ω(Xj+1, Yj+1) = ωj+1(A,B). We can notice that if g(d, e, n) > 0 then
ω1(A,B) = . . . = ωg(d,e,n)(A,B) = 0, so we introduce for j ∈ J1,min(d, e)− g(d, e, n)K:

ψj(A,B) = ωj+g(d,e,n)(A,B).

We now have all the tools to define the Diophantine exponents studied in this paper.

Definition 1.1. Let (d, e) ∈ J1, n−1K2, j ∈ J1,min(d, e)−g(d, e, n)K and A ∈ In(d, e)j . We define µn(A|e)j
as the supremum of the set of all µ > 0 such that there exist infinitely many B ∈ Rn(e) such that

ψj(A,B) ≤ H(B)−µ.

The goal here is to study some joint spectrum of these exponents, that is to say determine the values taken
by functions of the form ∣∣∣∣∣

⋂
(e,j)∈U

In(d, e)j −→ (R ∪ {+∞})U

A 7−→ (µn(A|e)j)(e,j)∈U

where d is fixed and U is a subset of Vd,n = {(e, j) | e ∈ J1, n− 1K, j ∈ J1,min(d, e)− g(d, e, n)K}.
In the case d = 1 the joint spectrum (µn(·|1)1, . . . , µn(·|n− 1)1) has been fully described by Roy [13] using
parametric geometry of numbers and the previous results of Schmidt [14] and Laurent [10].

Theorem 1.2 (Roy 2016). For any µ1, . . . , µn−1 ∈ [1,+∞] satisfying µ1 ≥ n
n−1 and

∀ e ∈ J2, n− 1K, eµe

µe + e− 1
≤ µe−1 ≤

(n− e)µe

n− e+ 1
,

there exists A ∈ In(1, n− 1)1 such that ∀ e ∈ J1, n− 1K, µn(A|e)1 = µe.

A corollary of this theorem is that are there no smooth relations between these exponents. For W a set and
f1, . . . , fk functions from W to R ∪ {+∞}, we say that f1, . . . , fk are smoothly independent on W if there
is no submersion h : Rk → R such that for all w ∈ W

(f1(w), . . . , fk(w)) ∈ Rk =⇒ h(f1(w), . . . , fk(w)) = 0.

In particular, if such a relation were to exist, the image of (f1, . . . , fk) intersected with Rk would be contained
in a hypersurface of Rk.

Corollary 1.3. The functions µn(·|1)1, . . . , µn(·|n− 1)1 are smoothly independent on In(1, n− 1)1.

By Theorem 1.2, the image of the joint spectrum is indeed a subset of Rn−1 with non-empty interior ; it is
not contained in any hypersurface of Rn−1. The goal of this paper is to generalize the result of Corollary 1.3
with d ≥ 1. We will show the following theorems. In Theorems 1.4,1.5 and 1.6, we consider not only lines
but subspaces of any dimension d. The first one deals with the first angle while the other two treat the case
of the last angle.

Theorem 1.4. Given d ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}, the functions µn(·|1)1, . . . , µn(·|n− d)1 are smoothly independent

on
n−d⋂
e=1
In(d, e)1 = In(d, n− d)1.

Theorem 1.5. Assume that d divides n. The functions µn(·|1)min(d,1), . . . , µn(·|n−d)min(d,n−d) are smoothly

independent on
n−d⋂
e=1
In(d, e)min(d,e).

Theorem 1.6. Assume that d divides n. The functions µn(·|d)d, . . . , µn(·|n−1)d are smoothly independent

on
n−1⋂
e=d

In(d, e)d.

In order to prove these theorems, we construct subspaces of Rn with Diophantine exponents that can be
computed. With these constructions, we can prove that the image of (µn(·|e)j)(e,j)∈U contains a subset with
non-empty interior which gives Theorems 1.4, 1.5 and 1.6. We will herein show the following theorems.
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Theorem 1.7. Let d ∈ J1, n−1K. There exists an explicit constant Cd > 0, such that for any (γ1 . . . , γn−d) ∈
[Cd,+∞[n−d, there exists A ∈ In(d, n− d)1 satisfying

∀ e ∈ J1, n− dK, µn(A|e)1 = max
i∈J0,n−d−eK

γi+1 . . . γi+e.

Theorem 1.7 focuses on constructing a subspace whose Diophantine exponents corresponding to the first
angle are known in the case d+ e ≤ n. Theorem 1.8 is more general, as it provides a subspace for which we
compute many exponents including in the case d+ e > n.

Theorem 1.8. Assume that n = (m + 1)d with m ≥ 1. Let c1 =
(
1 + 1

m

) 1
d and 1 < c2 < c1. Let

(β1,1, . . . , β1,m) ∈ Rm such that:

min
ℓ∈J1,mK

(β1,ℓ) > (3d)

c2
c2−1

and min
ℓ∈J1,mK

(β1,ℓ)
c1 > max

ℓ∈J1,mK
(β1,ℓ)

c2 . (1.1)

For i ∈ J2, dK let (βi,1, . . . , βi,m) ∈ Rm satisfy for all i ∈ J1, d− 1K:

min
ℓ∈J1,mK

(βi,ℓ)
c1 > max

ℓ∈J1,mK
(βi+1,ℓ) (1.2)

and min
ℓ∈J1,mK

(βi+1,ℓ) > max
ℓ∈J1,mK

(βi,ℓ)
c2 . (1.3)

There exists a subspace A of dimension d in Rn such that for all e ∈ J1, n−1K and k ∈ J1+g(d, e, n),min(d, e)K
satisfying e < k(m+ 1), we have A ∈ In(d, e)k−g(d,e,n) and:

µn(A|e)k−g(d,e,n) =
1

k∑
q=1+max(0,e−mk)

1
Kq+d−k,vq

where v1, . . . , vk are defined by letting u and v be such that e = kv + u is the Euclidean division of e by k,
and:

vq =

{
v + 1 if q ∈ J1, uK
v if q ∈ Ju + 1, kK (1.4)

and finally,

∀ i ∈ J1, dK, ∀ v ∈ J1,mK, Ki,v = max
ℓ∈J0,m−vK

βi,ℓ+1 . . . βi,ℓ+v.

The goal here is to construct a subspace A of dimension d with numerous known Diophantine exponents.
It is noteworthy that we manage to compute "intermediate" exponents, namely those where j 6= 1 and
j 6= min(d, e).

Section 4 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.7 in the case d = 1 ; the general case is proven in section 5
where we also establish Theorem 1.4. Section 6 presents the proof of Theorem 1.8. In section 2 we expose
some tools requisite for the construction of subspaces and section 3 furnishes a proof of a theorem enabling
the computation of Diophantine exponents for a direct sum of lines used in section 6. Finally we deduce
Theorems 1.5 and 1.6 from Theorem 1.8 in section 7

2 Tools

This section is devoted to presenting various tools, some more technical than others, that will be used
in computing the Diophantine exponents or constructing (e, j)-irrational subspaces. First we state a few
results on (e, j)-irrationality.

Proposition 2.1. Let A be a subspace of Rn with dimension d, and e ∈ J1, n−1K. For any j ∈ J1,min(d, e)−
g(d, e, n)K, we have:

A is (e, j)-irrational⇐⇒ A⊥ is (n− e, j)-irrational

where A⊥ denotes the orthogonal complement of A in Rn.
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Proof. We recall that g(d, e, n) = max(0, d+e−n), and we observe that g(n−d, n−e, n) = g(d, e, n)+n−d−e.
On the other hand, dim(A⊥ ∩B⊥) = n− dim(A+B) = n− d− e+dim(A∩B) for every rational subspace
B of dimension e. This gives:

dim(A ∩B) < j + g(d, e, n)⇐⇒ dim(A⊥ ∩B⊥) < j + g(n− d, n− e, n).

Proposition 2.1 directly follows from this equivalence since (B⊥)⊥ = B and dim(B⊥) = n− e.

Proposition 2.2. Let A be a vector subspace of Rn with dimension d. Then for any j ∈ J1,min(d, n− d)K:
A ∈ In(d, n− d)j =⇒ ∀ e ∈ Jj, n− jK, A ∈ In(d, e)j .

Proof. Let A be (n− d, j)-irrational of dimension d.
• First case: Let e ∈ Jj, n− dK. Let B be a rational subspace of dimension e, then there exists C a rational
subspace of dimension n− d such that B ⊂ C. We have dim(A ∩B) ≤ dim(A ∩ C) < j + g(d, n− d, n) =
j + g(d, e, n). Thus, if A ∈ In(d, n− d)j then A ∈ In(d, e)j for all e ∈ Jj, n− dK.
• Second case: Let e ∈ Jn− d+1, n− jK. According to Proposition 2.1, A⊥ is (n− d, j)-irrational. We then
use the first part of the proof and obtain A⊥ ∈ In(n−d, f)j for any f ∈ Jj, n− (n−d)K. In particular, since
n− e ∈ Jj, dK, we have: A⊥ ∈ In(n− d, n− e)j . By applying again Proposition 2.1, we have A ∈ In(d, e)j .

Now we can state a result enabling us to show that certain specific subspaces are (e, j)-irrational.

Lemma 2.3. Let 1 ≤ d ≤ n− 1. Let M =

(
G
Σ

)
∈Mn,d(R) satisfy:

(i) G ∈ GLd(R) and Σ ∈Mn−d,d(R).

(ii) The entries of Σ form an algebraically independent set over Q(F), where F is the set of entries of G.

Then, for all e ∈ J1, n− 1K, the subspace spanned by the columns of M is (e, 1)-irrational.

Proof. We denote by Y1, . . . , Yd the columns of the matrix M and A = Span(Y1, . . . , Yd) the space spanned
by these columns. We only show that A is (n− d, 1)-irrational. By Proposition 2.2, we then have that A is
(e, 1)-irrational for all e ∈ J1, n− 1K.
Let B be a rational space of dimension n − d. Suppose by contradiction that A ∩ B 6= {0}. Denoting by
Z1, . . . , Zn−d a rational basis of B, we have Y1 ∧ . . . Yd ∧Z1 ∧ . . .∧Zn−d = 0. In the following, we denote by
Q = (Z1| · · · |Zn−d) the matrix whose columns are the Zi. The equality Y1 ∧ . . . Yd ∧ Z1 ∧ . . . ∧ Zn−d = 0

implies the nullity of the determinant of the following matrix

(
G
Σ

Z1 · · · Zn−d

)
∈Mn(R).

This determinant is a polynomial with rational coefficients in the coefficients of M , as the Zi are rational.
We can also view this determinant as a polynomial in Q(F)[X1, . . . , Xd(n−d)] evaluated at the d(n − d)
coefficients of Σ. Since, by (ii), these coefficients form an algebraically independent family over Q(F), then
this polynomial is identically zero. Thus, we can replace the coefficients of Σ by any real family, and the
determinant will be zero. Therefore, we have:

∀Σ ∈Mn−d,d(R), det

(
G
Σ

Z1 · · · Zn−d

)
= 0. (2.1)

For ∆ a minor of size n − d of Q, we denote by Ind(∆) the set of indices 1 ≤ i1 < . . . < in−d ≤ n of the
rows from which ∆ is extracted. We also denote by Mat(∆) the submatrix of Q of size n− d from which ∆
is obtained. We prove by strong induction on r ∈ J0,min(d, n− d)K the property:
"For any minor ∆ of size n− d of Q such that #(Ind(∆) ∩ J1, dK) = r, we have ∆ = 0."

• If r = 0, then ∆ is the minor extracted from the last n − d rows of Q. Taking Σ = (0) in (2.1), we
obtain:

0 = det

(
G
0

∗
Mat(∆)

)
= det(G)∆,

and thus ∆ = 0 because G is invertible.
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• Let r ∈ J1,min(d, n − d)K and assume the property is true for all 0 ≤ k < r. Let ∆ be a minor
of size n − d of Q such that #(Ind(∆) ∩ J1, dK) = r. Without loss of generality, we assume that
Ind(∆)∩J1, dK = J1, rK and Ind(∆)∩Jd+1, nK = Jd+1, n−rK. For i an integer and U a matrix, we denote
by Ui the i-th row of U . Thus, Mat(∆) =

(
B1 · · · Br Bd+1 · · · Bn−r

)⊺
with Bi ∈M1,n−d(Q).

We define a matrix Σ =
(
Σ1 · · · Σn−d

)⊺ ∈Mn−d,d(R) by setting:

Σi =

{
Gi−n+d+r if i ∈ Jn− d− r + 1, n− dK

0 otherwise
.

We have defined Σ so that the last r rows of Σ are equal to the first r rows of G. We now use (2.1):

0 = det

(
G
Σ

B

)
= det




G1

...
Gr

Gr+1

...
Gd

0
...
0
G1

...
Gr

B1

...
Br

Br+1

...
Bd

Bd+1

...
Bn−r

Bn−r+1

...
Bn




= ± det




G1

...
Gr

Gr+1

...
Gd

G1

...
Gr

0
...
0

Bn−r+1

...
Bn

Br+1

...
Bd

B1

...
Br

Bd+1

...
Bn−r




by swapping rows. We denote by M the last matrix appearing in the above inequality. Using Laplace
expansion (Theorem 1.8 of [3]) with J = J1, dK we have:

0 =
∑

I∈P (d,n)

(−1)ℓ(I)+ℓ(J)∆I,J(M)∆Ī,J̄(M) (2.2)

where Ī = J1, nK \ I and ∆I,J(M) is the minor of M associated with the rows indexed by I and the
columns indexed by J . We then study the minors of M according to the choice of I ∈ P (d, n).
• If I ∩ Jd+ r + 1, nK 6= ∅, then ∆I,J(M) = 0 because it contains a null row.

• Otherwise I ∩ Jd+ r + 1, nK = ∅, and we have #(I ∩ Jr + 1, r + dK) ≥ d− r.
⋄ If #(I ∩ Jr + 1, r + dK) = d − r, then I ∩ J1, rK = J1, rK. In this case, if I 6= J1, dK, then
∆I,J(M) = 0 because there are two equal rows in this minor.

⋄ If #(I ∩ Jr + 1, r + dK) > d − r, then #(Ī ∩ Jr + 1, r + dK) < r. In this case, ∆Ī,J̄(M) is a
minor of B such that #(Ind(∆Ī,J̄(M))∩ J1, dK) < r. By the induction hypothesis, this minor
is null.

Using (2.2), the only possibly non-zero term is the one corresponding to I = J1, dK and we have:

0 = ± det(G) det(B1, . . . , Br, Bd+1, . . . , Bn−r) = ± det(G)∆.

Since det(G) 6= 0 by assumption (i), we have ∆ = 0. We have thus shown that every minor of size
n − d of Q is null. In particular, rank(B) < n − d which is contradictory since Z1, . . . , Zn−d form a
basis of B.

Proposition 2.4 is a result concerning the height of a space by "decomposing" it over the image and kernel
of a particular orthogonal projection.

Proposition 2.4. Let n ∈ N \ {0} and e ∈ J1, nK. Let p : Rn −→ Rn be an orthogonal projection satisfying
p(Zn) ⊂ Zn. Then, for any B ∈ Rn(e), we have:

H(B) = H(ker(p) ∩B) ·H(p(B)).
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Proof. We work here in the space B; we consider the restriction of p to B, still denoted as p. Let t =
dim(p(B)). Since p(Zn) ⊂ Zn, p(B) is rational. As dim(B) = e, we have dim(ker(p)) = e − t. Let
X1, . . . , Xe−t be a Z-basis of ker(p)∩Zn. Since ker(p)∩Zn ⊂ B∩Zn, according to Corollary 3 of Theorem 1
of [4], there exist vectors Xe−t+1, . . . , Xe such that X1, . . . , Xe form a Z-basis of B ∩Zn. We will show that
we can replace Xi by p(Xi) for i ∈ Je − t+ 1, eK. Indeed, we have:

∀ i ∈ Je − t+ 1, eK, X̃i = Xi − p(Xi) ∈ ker(p) ∩ Zn (2.3)

since p is a projection and Xi and p(Xi) are integer vectors. For i ∈ Je− t+ 1, eK, we can write:

X̃i =

e−t∑

k=1

ui,kXk (2.4)

with ui,k ∈ Z for k ∈ J1, e − tK. All X̃i are thus integer combinations of X1, . . . , Xe−t. In particular, the
change of basis matrix from (X1, . . . , Xd) to (X1, . . . , Xe−t, p(Xe−t+1), . . . , p(Xe)) is of the form:

(
Ie−t ∗
0 It

)
∈Me(Z)

according to (2.3) and (2.4). Since the determinant of this matrix is 1, we deduce that the family
X1, . . . , Xe−t, p(Xe−t+1), . . . , p(Xe) is also a Z-basis of B ∩ Zn. Moreover, we notice that the family
p(Xe−t+1), . . . , p(Xe) is a basis of p(B), so it is also a Z-basis of p(B) ∩ Zn. We can now calculate the
height, we have:

H(B) = ‖X1 ∧ . . . ∧Xe−t ∧ p(Xe−t+1) ∧ . . . ∧ p(Xe)‖ = ‖X1 ∧ . . . ∧Xe−t‖ · ‖p(Xe−t+1) ∧ . . . ∧ p(Xe)‖,

the second inequality coming from the fact that ker(p) and p(B) are orthogonal subspaces. We conclude by
remarking that the quantities of right-hand side are the heights of the subspaces ker(p) and p(B). We have
‖X1 ∧ . . . ∧Xe−t‖ = H(ker(p)) and ‖p(Xe−t+1) ∧ . . . ∧ p(Xe)‖ = H(p(B)) and that concludes the proof of
the proposition.

Remark 2.5. The condition p(Zn) ⊂ Zn is actually very restrictive. Let (ei)i∈J1,nK be the canonical basis
of Rn. Since p is a projection, the subordinate norm of p satisfies ‖p‖ ≤ 1. Then for all i ∈ J1, nK:

‖p(ei)‖ ≤ ‖ei‖ = 1.

Now p(ei) ∈ Zn, and thus p(ei) ∈ {0,±e1, . . . ,±en}. Hence the only possible orthogonal projections are
those onto subspaces of the form Span

i∈I

(ei) with I ⊂ J1, nK.

Lemma 2.6 elaborates on constructing irrational numbers reminiscent of Liouville number
+∞∑
k=1

1
10k! . The

numbers constructed in Lemma 2.6 and their irrationality measure have been studied in [16], [12] and [1].
The reader can also consult [11, Section 8] and [2].

Lemma 2.6. Let e ∈ N \ {0}, θ ∈ N \ {0, 1} and α = (αk)k∈N a sequence verifying there exists c3 > 1 such
that:

∀ k ∈ N, αk+1 > c3αk.

Let J ⊂ N \ {0} be of cardinality at least 2 and F ⊂ R be a finite subset. Let φ : N −→ J0, eK be a function
such that for all i ∈ J0, eK one has #φ−1({i}) = ∞. Then there exist e + 1 sequences (uik)i∈J0,eK,k∈N such
that:

for all i ∈ J0, eK and k ∈ N, uik

{
∈ J if φ(k) = i
= 0 else

, (2.5)

and with

(
+∞∑
k=0

ui
k

θ⌊αk⌋

)

i∈J0,eK

algebraically independent over Q(F).
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Proof. Let
+∞∑
k=0

u0
k

θ⌊αk⌋ , . . . ,
+∞∑
k=0

ue
k

θ⌊αk⌋ be denoted by σ0, . . . , σe, and let us reason by induction on t ∈ J0, eK.

The set of algebraic numbers over Q(F) is countable since #F < +∞, and the set of sequences (u0k) satisfying
(2.5) is uncountable because #J ≥ 2. Therefore, we choose a sequence such that σ0 is transcendental over
Q(F). Now, suppose that we have constructed σ0, . . . , σt as an algebraically independent family over Q

with t ∈ J0, e− 1K. The set of algebraic numbers over Q(F , σ0, . . . , σt) is countable, but the set of sequences
(ut+1

k )k∈N satisfying (2.5) is uncountable because #J ≥ 2. Therefore, we can choose a sequence such that
σt+1 is transcendental over Q(F , σ0, . . . , σt), completing the induction.

Finally we prove a lemma that is used throughout this article to show that an integer vector belongs to a
given rational subspace.

Lemma 2.7. Let Y ∈ Zn and B be a rational subspace of dimension e. Let X1, . . . , Xe be a basis of B
with Xi ∈ Zn for all i ∈ J1, eK. If ‖Y ∧X1 ∧ . . . ∧Xe‖ < 1, then Y ∈ B.

Proof. Denoting by ‖ · ‖∞ the supremum norm, we have ‖Y ∧X1 ∧ . . . ∧Xe‖∞ ≤ ‖Y ∧X1 ∧ . . .∧Xe‖ < 1.
However, Y ∧X1 ∧ . . .∧Xe has integer coordinates since the vectors under consideration do. Therefore, its
infinity norm is zero, and thus Y ∧X1 ∧ . . .∧Xe = 0. This implies that there is a linear dependency among
the vectors Y,X1, . . . , Xe, and since the family of Xi forms a basis of B, we have:

Y ∈ Span(X1, . . . , Xe) = B.

3 Diophantine exponents of a direct sum of lines

In this section, we prove a result allowing one to calculate the Diophantine exponents of a subspace which
is a sum of lines included in distinct rational subspaces. It corresponds to Chapter 4 of [5], where the reader
can find more detailed explanations.
We fix n ∈ N and we denote by g(A, e) the quantity:

g(A, e) = g(dim(A), e, n) = max(0, dim(A) + e− n).

We define P (k+g(A, e), d) as the set of all subsets with k+g(A, e) elements of J1, dK. One has the following
result.

Theorem 3.1. Let d ∈
q
1,
⌊
n
2

⌋y
. Assume that

d⊕
j=1

Rj ⊂ Rn with Rj rational subspaces of dimension rj .

Let A =
d⊕

j=1

Aj with Aj ⊂ Rj and dim(Aj) = 1. For J ⊂ J1, dK, we set AJ =
⊕
j∈J

Aj .

Let e ∈ J1, n− 1K and k ∈ J1,min(d, e)− g(A, e)K. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) A is (e, k)-irrational.

(ii) ∀ J ∈ P (k + g(A, e), d), AJ is (e, k + g(A, e)− g(AJ , e))-irrational.

Furthermore, in this case one has:

µn(A|e)k = max
J∈P (k+g(A,e),d)

µn(AJ |e)k+g(A,e)−g(AJ ,e).

Theorem 3.1 is a direct consequence of the following proposition, which is applied inductively.

Proposition 3.2. Let d, e, k, Rj, Aj be as in Theorem 3.1.
Let J ⊂ J1, dK such that #J ≥ k + g(AJ , e) + 1. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) AJ is (e, k)-irrational.

(ii) For all j ∈ J , AJ\{j} is (e, k + g(AJ , e)− g(AJ\{j}, e))-irrational.
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Moreover, in this case we have:

µn(AJ |e)k = max
j∈J

µn(AJ\{j}|e)k+g(AJ ,e)−g(AJ\{j},e).

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 3.2. From now on, we take d, e, k, Rj , and Aj

as in Theorem 3.1, and we consider J ⊂ J1, dK such that #J ≥ k + g(AJ , e) + 1.

3.1 First implication and orthogonal subspaces

The implication (i) =⇒ (ii) is the easiest. Assume that the space AJ is (e, k)-irrational, and let j ∈ J .
Recall that g(dim(AJ ), e, n) = g(AJ , e) and g(dim(AJ\{j}, e, n)) = g(dim(AJ\{j}, e)).

Claim 3.3. Let A′ ⊂ A be two subspaces of Rn of respective dimensions d′ and d. Then for e and j such
that A ∈ In(d, e)j , we have:

A′ ∈ In(d′, e)j+g(d,e,n)−g(d′,e,n) and µn(A|e)j ≥ µn(A
′|e)j+g(d,e,n)−g(d′,e,n).

Proof. Let e and j be such that A ∈ In(d, e)j . Then for any rational subspace B of dimension e, we have

dim(A′ ∩B) ≤ dim(A ∩B) < j + g(d, e, n) ≤ j + g(d, e, n)− g(d′, e, n) + g(d′, e, n).

Thus, we conclude that A′ ∈ In(d′, e)j+g(d,e,n)−g(d′,e,n). Let ε > 0; by definition of the Diophantine
exponent, there exist infinitely many rational subspaces B of dimension e such that:

ωj+g(d,e,n)(A
′, B) = ψj+g(d,e,n)−g(d′,e,n)(A

′, B) ≤ H(B)−µn(A
′|e)j+g(d,e,n)−g(d′ ,e,n)+ε.

By applying the corollary of Lemma 12 of [14] with k = j + g(d, e, n), we have

ωj+g(d,e,n)(A,B) ≤ ωj+g(d,e,n)(A
′, B) ≤ H(B)−µn(A′|e)j+g(d,e,n)−g(d′ ,e,n)+ε.

Since ωj+g(d,e,n)(A,B) = ψj(A,B), we deduce that ∀ ε > 0, µn(A|e)j ≥ µn(A
′|e)j+g(d,e,n)−g(d′,e,n) − ε,

which concludes the proof by letting ε tend to 0.

Since AJ\{j} ⊂ AJ , this claim implies that AJ\{j} ∈ In(AJ\{j}, e)k+g(AJ ,e)−g((AJ\{j},e), which proves the
first part of the lemma. Moreover, we have µn(AJ |e)k ≥ µn(AJ\{j}|e)k+g(AJ ,e)−g(AJ\{j}|e). Since this holds
for any j ∈ J , we conclude that:

µn(AJ |e)k ≥ max
j∈J

µn(AJ\{j}|e)k+g(AJ ,e)−g(AJ\{j}|e). (3.1)

3.2 Reduction to orthogonal rational subspaces

To prove the other implication (ii) =⇒ (i), we now reduce to the case where the Rj are generated by
vectors of the canonical basis. We introduce the subspaces R′

j defined as follows:

R′
j = {0}r1 × . . .× {0}rj−1 × Rrj × {0}rj+1 . . .× {0}rd ⊂ Rn for j ∈ J1, dK.

For j ∈ J1, dK, let ϕj be a rational isomorphism from Rj to R′
j . We then choose ϕ : Rn → Rn a rational

isomorphism such that:

∀ j ∈ J1, dK, ϕ|Rj
= ϕj .

According to Theorem 1.2 of [8] (which can be extended to the case d+ e > n), we have φ(A) ∈ In(d, e)k if
A ∈ In(d, e)k and:

µn(ϕ(A)|e)k = µn(A|e)k and µn(ϕ(AJ )|e)k = µn(AJ |e)k
for all J ⊂ J1, dK, e ∈ J1, n−1K, and k such that the considered subspaces are (e, k)-irrational. Therefore, we
can now assume that Rj = R′

j for all j ∈ J1, dK. For J ⊂ J1, dK, we denote by RJ =
⊕
j∈J

Rj , and this direct

sum is orthogonal. We denote by pj the orthogonal projection onto Rj , and p̂j the orthogonal projection
onto RJ1,dK\{j}.
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Lemma 3.4. Let J be a non-empty subset of J1, dK and F be a subspace of Rn such that dim(F ) < #J .
Let c4 = 1√

n2+1
. Then there exists j ∈ J such that, for all X ∈ F :

‖p̂j(X)‖ ≥ c4‖X‖.

This result is optimal in the sense that if dim(F ) = #J , then it is false. The interesting fact here, is that
the constant does not depend with F , otherwise it would be trivial (one of the p̂j is injective on F ).

Proof. We assume the contrary by contradiction. Thus, there exists a family (Xj)j∈J of vectors in F such
that for every j ∈ J , ‖p̂j(Xj)‖ < c4‖Xj‖. For every j ∈ J , ‖p̂j(Xj)‖2 < c24‖Xj‖2 = c24(‖pj(Xj)‖2 +

‖p̂j(Xj)‖2) thus c24‖pj(Xj)‖2 > (1− c24)‖p̂j(Xj)‖2. We recall that
‖·‖2

1

n
≤ ‖ · ‖2 ≤ n‖ · ‖2∞. This gives:

‖pj(Xj)‖2∞ >
1− c24
n2c24

‖p̂j(Xj)‖21 = ‖p̂j(Xj)‖21 (3.2)

by definition of c4. Let Xj =
(
x1,j · · · xn,j

)⊺
and ℓj an index such that ‖pj(Xj)‖∞ = |xℓj ,j |. We notice

that the indices ℓj are distinct since the Ri are in direct sum, generated by vectors of the canonical basis,
and because pj(Xj) ∈ Rj .
We now examine the family (Xj). Let M ∈Mn,#J(R) be the matrix whose columns are these Xj for j ∈ J .
Finally, let MJ be the square matrix of size #J extracted from M whose rows correspond to the rows of
M indexed by the ℓj . We have:

MJ =



xℓ1,j1

...
xℓ#J ,j1

· · ·
xℓ1,j#J

...
xℓ#J ,j#J




writing J = {j1 < . . . < j#J}. According to inequality (3.2), for all i ∈ J1,#JK we have: |xℓi,ji | =

‖pji(Xji)‖∞ > ‖p̂ji(Xji)‖1 ≥
∥∥∥∥∥
∑
s6=ji

ps(Xji)

∥∥∥∥∥
1

≥ ∑
s6=ji

|xℓs,ji |. Therefore MJ is a strictly diagonally dominant

matrix so it is invertible. In particular, M has rank #J and the vectors Xj form a linearly independent
family in F , and thus dim(F ) ≥ dim(Spanj∈J (Xj)) = #J which leads to a contradiction.

3.3 Study of angles Between projected subspaces

The purpose of this section is to prove the following lemma, which allows us to "reduce" the dimension of
the space AJ .

Lemma 3.5. Let J ⊂ J1, dK such that #J ≥ k+g(AJ , e)+1 and C be a vector subspace of Rn of dimension
e. Then there exists j = j(C) ∈ J such that, denoting by Cj = p̂j(C), we have:

dim(Cj) ≥ k + g(AJ , e)

and ωk+g(AJ ,e)(AJ\{j}, Cj) ≤ c5ωk+g(AJ ,e)(AJ , C)

where c5 > 0 is a constant depending only on n.

In what follows, for a vector x ∈ Rn and a given subspace V ⊂ Rn, we denote by xV the orthogonal
projection of x onto V . We also denote by A⊥

J as the orthogonal complement of AJ in Rn. With the
definitions of p̂j and the decomposition of vectors along the subspaces Ri (see paragraph 3.2), we establish
the following claim.

Claim 3.6. Let J ⊂ J1, dK. For all U ∈ Rn and j ∈ J , we have:

‖UA⊥
J ‖ ≥

∥∥∥p̂j(U)A
⊥
J\{j}

∥∥∥ .

Sure, here’s the translation:
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Proof. We introduce, for A and R two vector subspaces of Rn, the following notation: A⊥R = A⊥ ∩R. We
have the relations:

A⊥
J = RJ1,dK\J ⊕

⊥⊕

i∈J

A
⊥Ri

i and A⊥
J\j = RJ1,dK\J∪j ⊕

⊥⊕

i∈J\j
A

⊥Ri

i . (3.3)

Let U ∈ C. Since pj(U) ∈ Rj , according to (3.3), we have pj(U)A
⊥
J = pj(U)A

⊥Rj
j ∈ Rj . Indeed, Rj is

orthogonal to all other components of A⊥
J . Similarly, since p̂j(U) ∈ RJ1,dK\j, we have p̂j(U)A

⊥Rj
i = 0, and

thus p̂j(U)A
⊥
J = p̂j(U)RJ1,dK\J +

∑
i∈J\j

p̂j(U)A
⊥Ri
i ∈ RJ1,dK\j.

Moreover, as p̂j(U)RJ1,dK\J∪j = p̂j(U)RJ1,dK\J , using (3.3), we have:

p̂j(U)A
⊥
J = p̂j(U)RJ1,dK\J∪j +

∑

i∈J\j
p̂j(U)A

⊥Ri
i = p̂j(U)A

⊥
J\j . (3.4)

The vectors pj(U)A
⊥
J ∈ Rj and p̂j(U)A

⊥
J ∈ RJ1,dK\j = R⊥

j are therefore orthogonal. Hence, we can lower

bound the norm of UA⊥
J as follows |UA⊥

J |2 = |pj(U)A
⊥
J +p̂j(U)A

⊥
J |2 = |pj(U)A

⊥
J |2+|p̂j(U)A

⊥
J |2 ≥ |p̂j(U)A

⊥
J |2.

Thus, the lemma is proven since we have already seen that p̂j(U)A
⊥
J = p̂j(U)A

⊥
J\j in (3.4).

Proof of Lemma 3.5. Let J ⊂ J1, dK such that #J ≥ k + g(AJ , e) + 1. We denote by C′ a vector subspace
of C of dimension k + g(AJ , e) such that ωk+g(AJ ,e)(AJ , C) = ωk+g(AJ ,e)(AJ , C

′). As dim(C′) < #J ,
Lemma 3.4 gives j ∈ J such that for all X ∈ C′, ‖p̂j(X)‖ ≥ c4‖X‖. We now study the space C′

j = p̂j(C
′).

Considering any Uj ∈ C′
j \{0}, there exists U ∈ C′ such that p̂j(U) = Uj. According to the definition of the

angle between two vectors ω1(Span(Uj), AJ\{j}) = ‖U
A⊥

J\{j}

j ‖ · ‖Uj‖−1. We now use Claim 3.6 which gives

‖UA⊥
J\{j}

j ‖ ≤ ‖UA⊥
J ‖, and recall that ‖Uj‖ ≥ c4‖U‖. Thus, we have:

ω1(Span(Uj), AJ\{j}) ≤
‖UA⊥

J ‖
c4‖U‖

=
1

c4
ω1(Span(U), AJ ) ≤

1

c4
ωk+g(AJ ,e)(C

′, AJ ) ≤
1

c4
ωk+g(AJ ,e)(C,AJ )

since U ∈ C′. The last inequality comes from the fact that dim(C′) = k + g(AJ , e) ≤ #J = dim(AJ ) and
Lemma 2.3 of [8]. As k+ g(AJ , e) = dim(C′

j) ≤ #J − 1 = dim(AJ\{j}), there exists Uj ∈ C′
j \ {0} such that

ω1(Span(Uj), AJ\{j}) = ωk+g(AJ ,e)(C
′
j , AJ\{j}). Therefore:

ωk+g(AJ ,e)(C
′
j , AJ\{j}) = ω1(Span(Uj), AJ\{j}) ≤

1

c4
ωk+g(AJ ,e)(C,AJ ).

Since C′
j ⊂ Cj , we have ωk+g(AJ ,e)(C

′
j , AJ\{j}) ≥ ωk+g(AJ ,e)(Cj , AJ\{j}) according to the corollary of

Lemma 12 of [14]. Hence ωk+g(AJ ,e)(Cj , AJ\{j}) ≤ 1
c4
ωk+g(AJ ,e)(C,AJ ) and Lemma 3.5 is thus proved with

c5 = c−1

4 .

3.4 Second implication and conclusion

We now have all the tools to prove the second implication (ii) =⇒ (i) and the result on exponents. Let
J ⊂ J1, dK such that #J ≥ k+ g(AJ , e) + 1. We suppose here that for all j ∈ J , AJ\{j} is (e, k+ g(AJ , e)−
g(AJ\{j}, e))-irrational.

Proof of (ii) =⇒ (i) . We argue by contraposition and assume that AJ is not (e, k)-irrational.
Then there exists C a rational space of dimension e such that dim(AJ∩C) ≥ k+g(AJ , e), which is equivalent
to ωk+g(AJ ,e)(AJ , C) = 0.
According to Lemma 3.5, there exists j ∈ J such that dim(Cj) ≥ k+ g(AJ , e) and ωk+g(AJ ,e)(AJ\{j}, Cj) ≤
c5ωk+g(AJ ,e)(AJ , C) with Cj = p̂j(C). The space Cj is rational and of dimension less than or equal to e.
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Thus, there exists C̃ a rational space of dimension e such that Cj ⊂ C̃. Then, by the corollay of Lemma 12
of [14]:

0 ≤ c4ωk+g(AJ ,e)(AJ\{j}, C̃) ≤ c4ωk+g(AJ ,e)(AJ\{j}, Cj) ≤ ωk+g(AJ ,e)(AJ , C) = 0

and therefore ωk+g(AJ ,e)−g(AJ\{j},e)+g(AJ\{j},e)(AJ\{j}, C̃) = ωk+g(AJ ,e)(AJ\{j}, C̃) = 0 meaning that AJ\{j}
is not (e, k + g(AJ , e)− g(AJ\{j}, e))-irrational.

To complete the proof of the Proposition 3.2, it remains to show max
j∈J

µn(AJ\{j}|e)k+g(AJ ,e)−g(AJ\{j},e) ≥
µn(AJ |e)k as the other inequality has been proven in (3.1).
Let ε > 0. Let us set γ = µn(AJ |e)k, then there exist infinitely many rational subspaces C of dimension e
such that:

ψk(AJ , C) ≤ H(C)−γ+ε. (3.5)

According to Lemma 3.5, for any such space C, there exists j ∈ J such that dim(Cj) ≥ k + g(AJ , e) and
ωk+g(AJ ,e)(AJ\{j}, Cj) ≤ c4ωk+g(AJ ,e)(AJ , C) where Cj = p̂j(C) and c4 > 0 depends only on n. Since
the j ∈ J are finite, there exists j ∈ J such that for infinitely many rational subspaces C we have these
inequalities with Cj . As the possible dimensions for Cj are finite, there exists t ∈ Jk+ g(AJ , e), eK such that
for infinitely many rational subspaces C of dimension e verifying (3.5), we have dim(Cj) = t and

ωk+g(AJ ,e)(AJ\{j}, Cj) ≤ c4ωk+g(AJ ,e)(AJ , C). (3.6)

We denote by βe,j = µn(AJ\{j}|e)k+g(AJ ,e)−g(AJ\{j},e) and βt,j = µn(AJ\{j}|t)k+g(AJ ,e)−g(AJ\{j},t). Since
t ≤ e, we have βe,j ≥ βt,j . Using again the definition of the Diophantine exponent βt,j , there exists a
constant c6 > 0 depending only on A and ε such that for any rational space B of dimension t we have:

c6H(B)−βt,j−ε ≤ ψk+g(AJ ,e)−g(AJ\{j},t)(AJ\{j}, B). (3.7)

Thus, for any space C of dimension e verifying dim(Cj) = t and (3.5) we have:

c6H(C)−βe,j−ε ≤ c6H(Cj)
−βe,j−ε ≤ c6H(Cj)

−βt,j−ε ≤ ψk+g(AJ ,e)−g(AJ\{j},t)(AJ\{j}, Cj), (3.8)

using inequality (3.7) and according to Proposition 2.4 which gives H(C) = H(Cj)H(ker(p̂j)∩C) ≥ H(Cj).
Recalling that ψk+g(AJ ,e)−g(AJ\{j},t)(AJ\{j}, Cj) = ωk+g(AJ ,e)(AJ\{j}, Cj) if dim(Cj) = t, by combining
inequalities (3.5), (3.6), and (3.8) we obtain:

c6c
−1

4 H(C)−βe,j−ε ≤ ωk+g(AJ ,e)(AJ , C) ≤ ψk(AJ , C) ≤ H(C)−γ+ε

and thus, by letting H(C) tend to infinity, we obtain βe,j ≥ γ − 2ε. Since this inequality holds for any ε,
we have βe,j ≥ γ and thus in particular:

max
j∈J

βe,j = max
j∈J

µn(AJ\{j}|e)k+g(AJ ,e)−g(AJ\{j},e) ≥ µn(AJ |e)k.

Proposition 3.2 therefore holds.

4 Construction of a line with prescribed exponents

In this section, we prove the case d = 1 of Theorem 1.7. To do so, we prove the following proposition. It
corresponds to Chapter 5 of [5], where the reader can find more detailed explanations.

Proposition 4.1. Let (γk)k∈N\{0} ∈
[
2 +

√
5−1
2 ,+∞

)N\{0}
a periodic sequence of period T ∈ N \ {0}.

There exists a line A in Rn such that A ∈ In(1, n− 1)1 and:

∀ e ∈ J1, n− 1K, µn(A|e)1 = max
i∈J0,T−1K

γi+1 . . . γi+e.
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This proves Theorem 1.7 in the case d = 1 with C1 = 2+
√
5−1
2 . Indeed, given (γ1, . . . , γn−1) ∈

[
2 +

√
5−1
2 ,+∞

)n−1

,

we set T = 2n− 2 and complete this sequence by

∀ j ∈ Jn, 2n− 2K, γj = 2 +

√
5− 1

2

and periodically as follows: ∀ i ∈ J1, 2n − 2K, ∀ k ∈ N, γi+k(2n−2) = γi. The Proposition 4.1 pro-
vides a line A such that A ∈ In(1, e)1 for all e ∈ J1, n − 1K and µn(A|e)1 = max

i∈J0,2n−3K
γi+1 . . . γi+e =

max
ℓ∈J0,n−1−eK

γ1,ℓ+1 . . . γi,ℓ+e. It is noteworthy that Theorem 1.7 is also more precise than the case d = 1 of

the Theorem 1.8: the hypothesis min
ℓ∈J1,mK

(β1,ℓ)
c1 > max

ℓ∈J1,mK
(β1,ℓ)

c2 is not required for d = 1 .

Moreover, using Proposition 4.1 we can establish that the image of the joint spectrum of (µn(·|1)1, . . . , µn(·|n− 1)1)
contains a set with non-empty interior. Consequently, it furnishes an alternative proof for Corollary 1.3.

4.1 Construction of the line A and height of BN,e

In this section, we construct the line A as stated in Proposition 4.1, along with vectors XN for N ∈ N,
which achieve the best approximations of A.

Let (γk)k∈N\{0} ∈
[
2 +

√
5−1
2 ,+∞

)N\{0}
a periodic sequence of period T ∈ N \ {0}. We introduce the

sequence α = (αk)k∈N defined as follows:

α0 = 1, and ∀ k ∈ N, αk+1 = γk+1αk.

Let θ be a prime number greater than or equal to 5, and φ : N → J0, n − 2K be defined as φ(k) =
(k mod (n− 1)) ∈ J0, n− 2K, where k mod (n− 1) is the remainder of the division of k by n− 1. According

to Lemma 2.6, since γk ≥ 2 +
√
5−1
2 > 1, there exist n− 1 sequences u0, . . . , un−2 satisfying:

∀ j ∈ J0, n− 2K, ∀ k ∈ N, ujk

{
∈ {1, 2} if φ(k) = j
= 0 otherwise

(4.1)

such that ujk 6= 0 if and only if j = k mod (n− 1); and such that the family (σ0, . . . , σn−2) is algebraically

independent over Q with ∀ j ∈ J0, n− 2K, σj =
+∞∑
k=0

u
j
k

θ⌊αk⌋ .

We define A = Span(Y ) where Y =
(
1 σ0 · · · σn−2

)⊺
. According to Lemma 2.3, the space A is (e, 1)-

irrational for all e ∈ J1, n− 1K.
To compute the Diophantine exponents associated to A, we define, for N ∈ N, the truncated vector:

XN = θ⌊αN ⌋ (1 σ0,N · · · σn−2,N

)⊺
= θ⌊αN ⌋

(
1

N∑
k=0

u0
k

θ⌊αk⌋ · · ·
N∑

k=0

u
n−2
k

θ⌊αk⌋

)⊺

∈ Zn (4.2)

where we have defined σj,N =
N∑

k=0

u
j
k

θ⌊αk⌋ for j ∈ J0, n− 2K. We especially have |σj − σj,N | =
∣∣∣∣∣

+∞∑
k=N+1

u
j
k

θ⌊αk⌋

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

2
+∞∑

k=⌊αN+1⌋

1
θk ≤ 2θ

θ−1
1

θ
⌊αN+1⌋

. Hence, we have

|σj − σj,N | ≤
c7

θαN+1
(4.3)

with c7 = 2θ2

θ−1 . We have θ−⌊αN ⌋XN −→
N→+∞

Y and thus there exist constants c8 > 0 and c9 > 0 independent

of N such that:

∀N ∈ N, c8θ
αN ≤ ‖XN‖ ≤ c9θαN . (4.4)
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Moreover, the definition of the angle ω(X,Y ) and (4.3) give

ω(Y,XN) ≤ ‖Y −XN‖
‖Y ‖ ≤ c10θ−αN+1 (4.5)

with c10 independent of N .
The proof of Proposition 4.1 unfolds by showin that the subspaces of best approximation of A are those
spanned by these vectors XN . For this purpose, we define, for N ∈ N and e ∈ J1, n−1K the rational subspace
BN,e = Span(XN , . . . , XN+e−1).

We focus on studying the space BN,e = Span(XN , . . . , XN+e−1), especially on providing a Z-basis of BN,e∩
Zn and computing the height H(BN,e). For N ∈ N, it is noted that:

XN+1 = θ⌊αN+1⌋−⌊αN ⌋XN + wN+1 (4.6)

where wN+1 =
(
0 u0N+1 · · · un−2

N+1

)⊺ ∈ Zn.

According to the construction of the sequences uj in (4.1), the vector wN+1 has exactly one non-zero
coordinate, which is ujN+1 for j = φ(N + 1). We define the following vector:

vN+1 =
1

u
φ(N+1)
N+1

wN+1. (4.7)

We have defined vectors vN+1, . . . , vN+e−1, and it is observed that these vectors are pairwise distinct
and belong to the canonical basis; moreover, the first vector (1, 0, . . . , 0)⊺ of this basis is not included.
Furthermore, we have BN,e = Span(XN , vN+1, . . . , vN+e−1) by using (4.6) and the definition of BN,e.
Consequently, dim(BN,e) = e since the first coordinate of XN is non-zero.

Claim 4.2. For N ∈ N, the set XN , vN+1, . . . , vN+e−1 forms a Z-basis of BN,e ∩ Zn.

Proof. To prove the claim, it remains to show that if X = aXN + b1vN+1 + . . . + be−1vN+e−1 ∈ Zn with
(a, b1, . . . , be−1) ∈ Re then (a, b1, . . . , be−1) ∈ Ze. The first coordinate of X is aθ⌊αN ⌋, thus aθ⌊αN ⌋ ∈ Z.
Now, examining the (φ(N) + 1)-th coordinate of X , we have:

aθ⌊αN ⌋σφ(N),N +

e−1∑

j=1

bj
u
φ(N)
N+j

u
φ(N+j)
N+j

= aθ⌊αN ⌋σφ(N),N ∈ Z (4.8)

since u
φ(N)
N ∈ {1, 2}, and for all j ∈ J1, n−2K, uφ(N)

N+j = 0. Now σφ(N),N = Uφ(N)θ
−⌊αN ⌋ with gcd(θ, Uφ(N)) =

1 because u
φ(N)
N ∈ {1, 2} and θ ≥ 5. By Bézout’s theorem, there exist integers p1 and p2 such that

p1θ
⌊αN ⌋ + p2Uφ(N) = 1. Then,

a = a(p1θ
⌊αN ⌋ + p2Uφ(N)) = p1aθ

⌊αN ⌋ + p2aUφ(N) ∈ Z

since aθ⌊αN ⌋ ∈ Z and aUφ(N) = aθ⌊αN ⌋σφ(N),N ∈ Z by (4.8). In particular, X − aXN = b1vN+1 + . . . +
be−1vN+e−1 ∈ Z. Since the vN+j are distinct vectors of the canonical basis, bj ∈ Z for all j ∈ J1, e− 1K.

Now, we proceed to calculate the height of the space BN,e.

Lemma 4.3. There exist constants c11 > 0 and c12 > 0 independent of N such that:

∀N ∈ N, c11θ
αN ≤ H(BN,e) ≤ c12θαN .

Proof. According to the Claim 4.2, the vectors XN , vN+1, . . . , vN+e−1 form a Z-basis of BN,e ∩ Zn ; thus,
H(BN,e) = ‖XN ∧ vN+1 ∧ . . . ∧ vN+e−1‖. Hence:

H(BN,e) ≤ ‖XN‖‖vN+1‖ . . . ‖vN+e−1‖ ≤ ‖XN‖

and the upper bound of the lemma is obtained by taking c12 = c9, the constant from the relation (4.4).
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On the other hand, we know that the vN+j for j ∈ J1, e − 1K form a linearly independent set. Moreover,
Y /∈ Span(vN+1, . . . , vN+e−1) because the first coordinate of Y is 1 while those of vN+j are zero. Therefore,
‖Y ∧ vN+1 ∧ . . . ∧ vN+e−1‖ > 0. Additionally, the (e − 1)-tuple (vN+1, . . . , vN+e−1) can only take a finite
number of values as N varies. Thus, there exists a constant c13 > 0 independent of N such that ‖Y ∧vN+1∧
. . . ∧ vN+e−1‖ ≥ c13 for all N . Since θ−⌊αN ⌋XN −→

N→∞
Y , there exists N0 ∈ N such that for any N ≥ N0:

H(BN,e) ≥
c13
2
θ⌊αN ⌋.

Let c11 = min

(
min

0≤N<N0

(θ−αNH(BN,e)),
c13
2θ

)
> 0. Then, for all N ∈ N, H(BN,e) ≥ c11θαN and the lower

bound of the lemma is proved.

4.2 First angle between A and BN,e

In this section we estimate the first angle between the line A and the rational subspaces BN,e. We prove
the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. One has
c14θ

−αN+e ≤ ψ1(A,BN,e) ≤ c15θ−αN+e

with c14 and c15 independent of N .

The difficult part is bounding the angle from below. To prove this, we study the minors of size 2 of a specific
matrix and show that at least one of them is not too small.

Proof. Let N ∈ N. Since XN+e−1 ∈ BN,e and Y ∈ A, we have ψ1(A,BN,e) ≤ ω(Y,XN+e−1) ≤ c10θ
−αN+e

according to (4.5). Only the lower bound remains to be proven.
Using (4.6) and (4.7), we have BN,e = Span(XN+e−1, vN+1, . . . , vN+e−1). Let X ∈ BN,e \{0}. We will show
that ω(X,Y ) ≥ c14 1

θ
⌊αN+e⌋

and hence, since ψ1(A,BN,e) = min
X∈BN,e\{0}

ω(X,Y ), this will prove the lemma.

We express X in the basis XN+e−1, vN+1, . . . , vN+e−1:

X = aZN+e−1 + b1vN+1 + . . .+ be−1vN+e−1,

where ZN+e−1 = θ−⌊αN+e−1⌋XN+e−1. By normalizing X , we can assume a2 +
e−1∑
j=1

b2j = 1. This assump-

tion gives, in particular, ‖X‖ ≤ c16 with c16 independent of N since the vectors vN+j have norm 1 and
‖ZN+e−1‖ ≤ c9θ according to (4.4). We now seek to bound the quantity ‖X ∧ Y ‖ from below. We recall
that we have:

X =

(
a aσ0,N+e−1 +

e−1∑
j=1

bju
0
N+j · · · aσn−2,N+e−1 +

e−1∑
j=1

bju
n−2
N+j

)⊺

and Y =
(
1 σ0 · · · σn−2

)⊺
,

and that we can bound ‖X ∧ Y ‖ from below by the absolute value of any 2× 2 minor of the matrix (X |Y ).
Thus, we have:

∀ i ∈ {0, . . . , n− 2}, ‖X ∧ Y ‖ ≥

∣∣∣∣∣∣
det




a 1

aσi,N+e−1 +
e−1∑
j=1

bju
i
N+j σi



∣∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣
a(σi − σi,N+e−1)−

e−1∑

j=1

bju
i
N+j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
.

Since σi − σi,N+e−1 =
+∞∑

k=N+e

ui
k

θ⌊αk⌋ , we finally obtain:

∀ i ∈ {0, . . . , n− 2}, ‖X ∧ Y ‖ ≥

∣∣∣∣∣∣
a

+∞∑

k=N+e

uik
θ⌊αk⌋

−
e−1∑

j=1

bju
i
N+j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
. (4.9)
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We now distinguish between two cases.

• Case 1: For all j ∈ {1, . . . , e− 1}, we have |bj | < 1

θ
⌊αN+e⌋

. Then we have: a2 = 1−
e−1∑
j=1

b2i ≥ 1− e−1
θ2e since

⌊αN+e⌋ ≥ e. We set c17 =
√
1− e−1

θ2e > 0, hence |a| ≥ c17. Let i = φ(N + e) ∈ {0, . . . , n − 2}. Then we

have

uiN+e ≥ 1 and uiN+1 = . . . = uiN+e−1 = 0.

We use (4.9) with this i and find:

‖X ∧ Y ‖ ≥
∣∣∣∣∣a

+∞∑

k=N+e

uik
θ⌊αk⌋

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ |a|
∣∣∣∣
uiN+e

θ⌊αN+e⌋

∣∣∣∣ ≥ c17
1

θ⌊αN+e⌋ .

• Case 2: There exists j0 ∈ {1, e− 1} such that |bj0 | ≥ 1

θ
⌊αN+e⌋

. Let i = φ(N + j0). Then we have

uiN+j0
≥ 1 and uiN+1 = . . . = uiN+j0−1 = uiN+j0+1 = . . . = uiN+e−1 = uiN+e = 0.

By applying (4.9) with i, we find:

‖X ∧ Y ‖ ≥
∣∣∣∣∣a

+∞∑

k=N+e+1

uik
θ⌊αk⌋

− bj0uiN+j0

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ |bj0 | − |a|
+∞∑

k=N+e+1

uik
θ⌊αk⌋

≥ 1

θ⌊αN+e⌋ −
1

θ⌊αN+e+1⌋
2θ

θ − 1

since |a| ≤ 1. This yields, since θ ≥ 5: ‖X ∧ Y ‖ ≥ 1

θ⌊αN+e⌋ −
1

2θ⌊αN+e⌋ = 1

2θ⌊αN+e⌋ .

Now let c14 =
min(c17,

1
2 )

‖Y ‖c16
. Since ‖X‖ ≤ c16 and according to the two cases we have studied, we have:

ω(X,Y ) =
‖X ∧ Y ‖
‖X‖ · ‖Y ‖ ≥

min(c17,
1
2 )

c16 · ‖Y ‖
1

θ⌊αN+e⌋ = c14
1

θ⌊αN+e⌋

which completes the proof of the lemma.

Since αN+e

αN
= γN+1 . . . γN+e , Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4 give

c18H(BN,e)
−γN+1...γN+e ≤ ψ1(A,BN,e) ≤ c19H(BN,e)

−γN+1...γN+e, (4.10)

with c18 and c19 independent of N . We recall that the sequence (γk) is periodic with period T . By selecting
N such that γN+1 . . . γN+e = max

i∈J0,T−1K
γi+1 . . . γi+e, one has:

µn(A|e)1 ≥ max
i∈J0,T−1K

γi+1 . . . γi+e. (4.11)

Now, we will show that the BN,e are the best approximations of A; this is the subject of the next section.

4.3 Best approximations of A

In order to prove that the subspaces BN,e realize the best approximations of A, we show the following
lemma. Let us denote by Ke the quantity max

i∈J0,T−1K
γi+1 . . . γi+e.

Lemma 4.5. Let ε > 0 and B be a rational subspace of dimension e such that:

ψ1(A,B) ≤ H(B)−Ke−ε. (4.12)

Then, if H(B) is large enough relative to ε and A, there exists N ∈ N such that B = BN,e.
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Proof. Let N ∈ N be the integer satisfying:

θαN+e−1 ≤ H(B)Ke+
ε
2−1 < θαN+e. (4.13)

We then show that this N is suitable if H(B) is large enough. Let Z1, . . . , Ze be a Z-basis of B∩Zn. We will
show that if H(B) is sufficiently large, then for all i ∈ J0, e− 1K, the quantity DN+i = ‖XN+i ∧Z1 . . .∧Ze‖
vanishes. Given a vector x ∈ Rn and a subspace V ⊂ Rn, we denote by xV the orthogonal projection of x onto

V . One has DN+i = ‖XB⊥

N+i‖‖Z1 . . .∧Ze‖ = ω1(Span(XN+i), B)‖XN+i‖H(B). Now, ω1(Span(XN+i), B) ≤
ω(XN+i, Y ) + ω1(A,B) by the triangle inequality (see [14, section 8]). Also, ‖XN+i‖ ≤ c9θ

αN+i according
to (4.4), and ω1(A,B) = ψ1(A,B). Thus:

DN+i ≤ c9θαN+i (ω(XN+i, Y ) + ψ1(A,B))H(B).

Using (4.5) which gives ω(XN+i, Y ) ≤ c10θ−αN+i+1 and the hypothesis (4.12), we obtain:

DN+i ≤ c9θαN+i
(
c10θ

−αN+i+1 +H(B)−Ke−ε
)
H(B) ≤ c20

(
θ−αN+i+1+αN+iH(B) + θαN+iH(B)−Ke−ε+1

)

with c20 > 0 independent of B. According to the choice of N in (4.13), we have θαN+i ≤ θαN+e−1 ≤
H(B)Ke+

ε
2−1 and θ ≥ H(B)

Ke+ ε
2
−1

αN+e . Therefore, for all i ∈ J0, e− 1K:

DN+i ≤ c20
(
H(B)τi +H(B)−

ε
2

)
(4.14)

where we set τi = 1 +
(−αN+i+1+αN+i)(Ke+

ε
2−1)

αN+e
. We first note that −αN+i+1 + αN+i is maximal for i = 0.

Indeed, if i ≥ 1:

αN+1 + αN+i ≤ 2αN+i ≤ αN+i+1 ≤ αN+i+1 + αN

using the fact that γN+i+1 ≥ 2 and αN ≥ 0. We thus have τi ≤ τ0 for all i ∈ J0, e − 1K, and we will show
that β0 ≤ −c21ε with a certain constant c21 > 0 independent of B that remains to be defined. We have:

τ0 = 1 +
(−αN+1 + αN )(Ke +

ε
2 − 1)

αN+e

= 1 +
(−γN+1 + 1)(Ke +

ε
2 − 1)

γN+1 . . . γN+e

;

and finally:

τ0 =
γN+1 . . . γN+e + (−γN+1 + 1)(Ke +

ε
2 − 1)

γN+1 . . . γN+e

≤ (−γN+1 + 1)(Ke − 1) + γN+1 . . . γN+e

γN+1 . . . γN+e

− c21ε (4.15)

where c21 = 1+
√
5

4Ke
≤ (γN+1−1)

2γN+1...γN+e
is independent of B. We now bound the other term:

(−γN+1 + 1)(Ke − 1) + γN+1 . . . γN+e ≤ (−γN+1 + 1)(Ke − 1) +Ke

= −Ke(γN+1 − 2) + γN+1 − 1.

Since Ke = max
i∈J0,T−1K

γi+1 . . . γi+e ≥ γN+1 > 2, we have −Ke(γN+1 − 2) + γN+1 − 1 ≤ −γN+1(γN+1 − 2) +

γN+1 − 1 ≤ −γ2N+1 + 3γN+1 − 1 ≤ 0 since γN+1 ≥ 2 +
√
5−1
2 = 3+

√
5

2 . Thus, according to inequality (4.15),
for all i ∈ J0, e− 1K:

τi ≤ τ0 ≤ −c21ε

with c21 > 0 independent of B.
Returning to the inequality (4.14), for all i ∈ J0, e− 1K we have:

DN+i ≤ c20
(
H(B)τi +H(B)−

ε
2

)
≤ c20

(
H(B)

−c21ε +H(B)−
ε
2

)
.
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The term on the right tends to 0 as H(B) → +∞. In particular, if H(B) is large enough depending on
c20, c21, and ε, we have for all i ∈ J0, e− 1K, ‖XN+i ∧ Z1 . . . ∧ Ze‖ = DN+i < 1. Lemma 2.7 gives:

∀ i ∈ J0, e− 1K, XN+i ∈ B.
Recalling that BN,e = Span(XN , . . . , XN+e−1), we have shown that if H(B) is large enough, then BN,e ⊂ B
for N satisfying θαN+e−1 ≤ H(B)Ke+

ε
2−1 < θαN+e . By equality of dimensions, we then have BN,e = B, and

the lemma is proven.

We have proven that the subspaces BN,e provide the best approximations of A for the first angle. With the
relation (4.10), we established that:

ψ1(A,BN,e) ≥ c14H(BN,e)
−γN+1...γN+e ≥ c14H(BN,e)

− max
i∈J0,T−1K

γi+1...γi+e

.

Thus, the Diophantine exponent is bounded from above: µn(A|e)1 ≤ max
i∈J0,T−1K

γi+1 . . . γi+e which concludes

the proof of Proposition 4.1 using the first inequality (4.11).

5 Proofs of Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.4

Using Proposition 4.1 we can prove Theorem 1.7 by induction on d. It corresponds to Chapter 6 of [5].

In section 4, the case d = 1 has been proven. For d > 1, we construct a space A of dimension d as the direct
sum of a line Span(Y1) (constructed as in section 4) and a space of dimension d − 1 whose Diophantine
exponents are known by the induction hypothesis. We then compute µn(A|e)1, for e ∈ J1, n − dK. To do
this, we actually show that the best subspaces approximating A are those that are close to Span(Y1), and
thus µn(A|e)1 = µn(Span(Y1)|e)1.
We define C1 = 2 +

√
5− 1

2
and for every integer d ∈ J2, n− 1K,

Cd = 5n2(Cd−1)
2n. (5.1)

For d ∈ J1, n− 1K, we define the following induction hypothesis H(d):
For every (γ1, . . . , γn−d) ∈ [Cd,+∞[n−d, there exists a space A of dimension d generated by

vectors of the form:

Y1 =




1
0
...
0
τ0,1
...

τn−d−1,1




, Y2 =




1
0
...
τ0,2
τ1,2
...

τn−d,2




, . . . , Yd =




1
τ0,d
τ1,d
...

...
τn−1,d




with τi,j > 0 such that the family (τi,j) is algebraically independent over Q, which satisfies for

all e ∈ J1, n− dK:
µn(A|e)1 = max

i∈J0,n−d−eK
γi+1 . . . γi+e.

The case d = 1 is treated in Proposition 4.1 so we fix d ∈ J2, n− 1K and suppose that H(d− 1) is true.

5.1 Construction of the subspace A

We apply H(d− 1) with γ′1 = . . . = γ′n−d+1 = Cd−1. Then, there exist vectors Y2, . . . , Yd ∈ Rn of the form

Y2 =
(
1 0 · · · 0 τ0,2 · · · τn−d,2

)⊺
,

Y3 =
(
1 0 · · · 0 τ0,3 τ1,3 · · · τn−d+1,3

)⊺
,

...

Yd =
(
1 τ0,d τ1,d · · · τn−1,d

)⊺
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with τi,j > 0 and such that the family (τi,j) is algebraically independent over Q. The space A′ =
Span(Y2, . . . , Yd) satisfies ∀ e ∈ J1, n− d+ 1K µn(A

′|e)1 = λe where we denote by λe = (Cd−1)
e.

Let (γ1, . . . , γn−d) ∈ [Cd,+∞[n−d. We shall now construct Y1 ∈ Rn as in section 4. We extend the sequence
γ = (γk)k∈N\{0} by γi = Cd for all i ∈ Jn − d, 2n − 2dK, and by periodicity ∀ i ∈ J1, 2n − 2dK, ∀ k ∈
N, γi+k(2n−2d) = γi. The sequence (γk)k∈N\{0} then takes its values only in {γ1, . . . , γn−d, Cd}.

We also introduce the sequence α = (αk)k∈N defined by α0 = 1, and ∀ k ∈ N, αk+1 = γk+1αk. Let θ be a
prime number greater than or equal to 5, and let φ : N→ J0, n− d− 1K be defined by:

φ(k) = (k mod (n− d)) ∈ J0, n− d− 1K.

According to Lemma 2.6, there exist n− d sequences u0, . . . , un−d−1 satisfying:

∀ j ∈ J0, n− d− 1K, ∀ k ∈ N, ujk

{
∈ {1, 2} if φ(k) = j
= 0 otherwise

(5.2)

where ujk 6= 0 if and only if j = k mod (n − d − 1); and such that the family (σ0, . . . , σn−d−1) is alge-

braically independent over Q(F), where F = (τi,j) and for j ∈ J0, n − d − 1K, σj =
+∞∑
k=0

ujk
θ⌊αk⌋

. We then

set Y1 =
(
1 0 · · · 0 σ0 · · · σn−d−1

)⊺
. Since this construction is the same as the one in section 4,

Proposition 4.1 yields:

∀ e ∈ J1, n− dK, µn(Span(Y1)|e)1 = max
i∈J0,n−d−eK

γi+1 . . . γi+e (5.3)

by embedding Y1 into R× {0}d−1×Rn−d and using Theorem 1.2 of [8]. We then set A = Span(Y1, . . . , Yd)
and denote by Ke the quantities Ke = max

i∈J0,n−d−eK
γi+1 . . . γi+e for e ∈ J1, n− dK.

Define M as the matrix which columns are Y1, . . . , Yd. We can write M =

(
G
Σ

)
with:

G =




1 1 · · · · · · 1
0 0 τ0,d
... · · · 0 τ0,d−1 τ1,d
...

...
...

0 τ0,2 · · · · · · τd−2,d




and Σ =




σ0 τ1,2 · · · τd−1,d

...
σn−d−1 τn−d,2 · · · τn−2,d


 .

We have Σ ∈ Mn−d,d(R) and G ∈ GLd(R) because det(G) = ±
d∏

i=2

τ0,i 6= 0 by expanding with respect to

the first column. Moreover, by construction, the family {σk} ∪ {τi,j} is algebraically independent over Q.
In particular, we notice that the coefficients of Σ form a set algebraically independent over Q(F) where F
is the set of coefficients of G. So the space A spanned by the vectors Y1, . . . , Yd is (n − d, 1)-irrational by
Lemma 2.3.
We now fix e ∈ J1, n−dK and compute µn(A|e)1. Using (5.3), we have µn(Span(Y1)|e)1 = Ke. We note that
Span(Y1) ⊂ A and thus obtain

µn(A|e)1 ≥ µn(Span(Y1)|e)1 = Ke. (5.4)

It remains to bound from above the exponent µn(A|e)1 by Ke, and this is the subject of the remainder of
the section.

5.2 First angle

We want to show that the "best" rational subspaces approaching A are those that best approximate the
line Span(Y1). As in section 4 we call them BN,e for N ∈ N, namely BN,e = Span(XN , XN+1, . . . , XN+e−1)
with

XN = θ⌊αN ⌋ (1 0 · · · 0 σ0,N · · · σn−d−1,N

)⊺ ∈ Zn
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where we have defined σj,N =
N∑

k=0

u
j

k

θ⌊αk⌋ ∈ 1
θ⌊αN⌋Z for j ∈ J0, n − d − 1K. The subspace BN,e satisfies

Claim 4.2 and Lemma 4.3. In this section, we first bound from below the angle ψ1(A,BN,e).

Lemma 5.1. There exists a constant c22 > 0 independent of N such that for all N ∈ N:

ψ1(A,BN,e) ≥ c22θ−αN+e .

Proof. Let X ∈ BN,e and Y ∈ A be nonzero vectors such that ω(X,Y ) = ψ1(A,BN,e). According to
Claim 4.2, we have BN,e = Span(XN , vN+1, . . . , vN+e−1) where vj =

(
0 · · · 0 ρ0,j · · · ρn−d−1,j

)⊺

with ρi,j =
1

u
φ(j)
j

uij ∈ {0, 1} for i ∈ J0, n − d − 1K. We then define a, a1, . . . , ae−1 ∈ R such that X =

aθ−⌊αN⌋XN +
e−1∑
i=1

aivN+i, so X is of the form

X =

(
a 0 · · · 0 aσ0,N +

e−1∑
i=1

aiρ0,N+i · · · aσn−d−1,N +
e−1∑
i=1

aiρn−d−1,N+i

)⊺

.

Similarly, we define b1, . . . , bd ∈ R such that Y =
d∑

j=1

bjYj , so Y is of the form

Y =

(
d∑

j=1

bj bdτ0,d · · ·
d∑

j=2

bjτj−2,j b1σ0 +
d∑

j=2

bjτj−1,j · · · b1σn−d−1 +
d∑

j=2

bjτj+n−d−2,j

)⊺

.

Assume, without loss of generality, that we have a2 +
e−1∑
i=1

a2i =
d∑

j=1

b2j = 1. In particular, this assumption

yields ‖X‖ · ‖Y ‖ ≤ c23 with c23 > 0 a constant independent of N .
We then seek to bound ‖X ∧Y ‖ from below. Here, we use the fact that the coordinates of the vector X ∧Y
are the minors of size 2 of the matrix

(
X Y

)
∈Mn,2(R). In particular, ‖X ∧ Y ‖ is bounded below by the

absolute value of each of these minors. We define the following quantities:

σ = max(1, max
i∈J0,n−d−1K

(σi)), τ = min
j∈J2,dK

min
i∈J1,n−1−d+jK

(τi,j),

T = max
j∈J2,dK

max
i∈J1,n−1−d+jK

(τi,j), s =
1

θ⌊αn−d−1⌋ .

We then assume N ≥ n − d − 1, thus for all i ∈ J0, n − d − 1K there exists k ∈ J0, NK such that φ(k) = i,
hence uik ∈ {1, 2} and s ≤ σi,N . Finally, we define the following quantity:

M =
τ

4(d− 1)(T + σ)(1 + T
τ
)d−2

> 0. (5.5)

We will show that

‖X ∧ Y ‖ ≥ c24θ−αN+e (5.6)

with c24 > 0 independent of N , by considering different cases based on the values taken by the bj.

• First case: If there exists k ∈ J2, dK such that

∣∣∣∣∣
d∑

j=k

bjτj−k,j

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥Mθ−αN+e , we study the minor of the matrix

(
X Y

)
corresponding to rows d− k + 2 and d+ 1 + ℓ with ℓ ∈ J0, n− d− 1K. We then have:

∀ ℓ ∈ J0, n− d− 1K, ‖X ∧ Y ‖ ≥

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
det




0
d∑

j=k

bjτj−k,j

aσℓ,N +
e−1∑
i=1

aiρℓ,N+i b1σℓ +
d∑

j=2

bjτj+ℓ−1,j




∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣

d∑

j=k

bjτj−k,j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
·
∣∣∣∣∣aσℓ,N +

e−1∑

i=1

aiρℓ,N+i

∣∣∣∣∣

≥Mθ−αN+e

∣∣∣∣∣aσℓ,N +

e−1∑

i=1

aiρℓ,N+i

∣∣∣∣∣ . (5.7)
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We then distinguish between two cases: |a| ≥ 1

2σ
√
e

and |a| < 1

2σ
√
e
. In the first case, we choose ℓ =

φ(N + e). We have in particular ρℓ,N+1 = . . . = ρℓ,N+e−1 = 0 and thus according to (5.7) and using the
fact that s ≤ σi,N :

‖X ∧ Y ‖ ≥Mθ−αN+e |aσℓ,N | ≥
Mσℓ,N
2σ
√
e
θ−αN+e ≥ Ms

2σ
√
e
θ−αN+e

which yields (5.6). In the second case, we have |a| < 1

2σ
√
e

and thus
e−1∑
i=1

a2i = 1 − a2 ≥ 1 − 1

4σ2e
≥ e− 1

e

since σ ≥ 1. In particular, there exists i ∈ J1, e− 1K such that |ai| ≥
1√
e
. We then choose ℓ = φ(N + i). In

particular ρℓ,N+i = 1 and ρℓ,N+1 = . . . = ρℓ,N+i−1 = ρℓ,N+i+1 = . . . = ρℓ,N+e−1 = 0. According to (5.7) we
have:

‖X ∧ Y ‖ ≥Mθ−αN+e |aσℓ,N + ai| ≥Mθ−αN+e (|ai| − |a|σ) ≥Mθ−αN+e

(
1√
e
− 1

2
√
e

)
≥ M

2
√
e
θ−αN+e.

• Second case: ∀ k ∈ J2, dK,
∣∣∣∣∣

d∑
j=k

bjτj−k,j

∣∣∣∣∣ < Mθ−αN+e. We will show later (in Lemma 5.2) that we then

have:

∀ j ∈ J2, dK, |bj | ≤
M(1 + T

τ
)d−2θ−αN+e

τ
,

∣∣∣∣∣∣

d∑

j=1

bj

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≥ 1

2
and |b1| ≥

3

4
(5.8)

because M =
τ

4(d− 1)(T + σ)(1 + T
τ
)d−2

≤ τ

4(d− 1)(1 + T
τ
)d−2θ−αN+e

. We currently accept this result.

We consider the minor of the matrix
(
X Y

)
corresponding to rows 1 and d+1+ ℓ with ℓ ∈ J0, n− d− 1K.

We then have for any ℓ ∈ J0, n− d− 1K,

‖X ∧ Y ‖ ≥

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
det




a
d∑

j=1

bj

aσℓ,N +
e−1∑
i=1

aiρℓ,N+i b1σℓ +
d∑

j=2

bjτj+ℓ−1,j




∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
. (5.9)

We then distinguish between two cases: |a| ≥ K and |a| < K with K =
1

4(σ + (T + σ)(d − 1))
√
e
. In the

first case, we choose ℓ = φ(N + e). We have in particular ρℓ,N+e = 1 et ρℓ,N+1 = . . . = ρℓ,N+e−1 = 0 and

σℓ,N =
N∑

k=0

uℓk
θ⌊αk⌋

=
N+e−1∑
k=0

uℓk
θ⌊αk⌋

since then uℓN+1 = . . . = uℓN+e−1 = 0. We deduce that

|σℓ − σℓ,N | =
+∞∑

k=N+e

uℓk
θ⌊αk⌋ ≥

uℓN+e

θ⌊αN+e⌋ ≥
1

θαN+e
.

Inequality (5.9) then gives:

‖X ∧ Y ‖ ≥

∣∣∣∣∣∣
a


b1σℓ +

d∑

j=2

bjτj+ℓ−1,j


− aσℓ,N

d∑

j=1

bj

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≥ |a|

∣∣∣∣∣∣
b1(σℓ − σℓ,N )−

d∑

j=2

bj(σℓ,N − τj+ℓ−1,j)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

and thus by recalling that σ and T bound from above respectively the σℓ and the τℓ,j we have

‖X ∧ Y ‖ ≥ |a|


|b1|

1

θαN+e
− (σ + T )

d∑

j=2

|bj |


 ≥ |a|

(
3

4θαN+e
− (σ + T )(d− 1)

M(1 + T
τ
)d−2

τθαN+e

)

≥ |a|
θαN+e

(
3

4
− 1

4

)
≥ K

2θαN+e
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using (5.8) and by definition of M in (5.5).

In the second case, we have |a| < K =
1

4(σ + (T + σ)(d − 1))
√
e

and thus:

e−1∑

i=1

a2i = 1− a2 ≥ 1− 1

16(σ + (T + σ)(d − 1))2e
≥ e− 1

e

since σ ≥ 1. In particular, there exists i ∈ J1, e − 1K such that |ai| ≥
1√
e
. We then choose ℓ = φ(N + i).

Specifically we have ρℓ,N+i = 1 and ρℓ,N+1 = . . . ρℓ,N+i−1 = ρℓ,N+i+1 = . . . = ρℓ,N+e−1 = 0. According to
(5.9) and (5.8), we have:

‖X ∧ Y ‖ ≥

∣∣∣∣∣∣
a

(
b1σℓ +

d∑

j=2

bjτj+ℓ−1,j

)
− (aσℓ,N + ai)

d∑

j=1

bj

∣∣∣∣∣∣

≥

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ai

d∑

j=1

bj

∣∣∣∣∣∣
− |ab1(σℓ − σℓ,N )| −

∣∣∣∣∣∣
a

d∑

j=2

bj(τj+ℓ−1,j − σℓ,N )

∣∣∣∣∣∣

≥ |ai|
2
− |a|(σ + (T + σ)

d∑

j=2

|bj|) ≥
1

2
√
e
− |a|

(
σ + (T + σ)(d − 1)

)
≥ 1

4
√
e

by bounding
d∑

j=2

|bj| by d − 1 since
d∑

j=1

b2j = 1. Consequently, ‖X ∧ Y ‖ ≥ θ−αN+e if N is big enough. In

all cases, we find that, for all N ≥ n − d − 1, ‖X ∧ Y ‖ ≥ c24θ
−αN+e with c24 > 0 independent of N . By

decreasing c24 if necessary, since ψ1(A,BN,e) > 0 due to the (e, 1)-irrationality of A, we can assume this
inequality holds for all N ∈ N.
Using the fact that ‖X‖ · ‖Y ‖ ≤ c23, we therefore obtain:

ψ1(A,BN,e) = ω(X,Y ) =
‖X ∧ Y ‖
‖X‖ · ‖Y ‖ ≥ c24c

−1

23θ
−αN+e .

Thus, the lemma is proven with c22 = c24c
−1

23.

We will now prove the result used in the previous proof.

Lemma 5.2. Let b1, . . . , bd satisfy
d∑

j=1

b2j = 1. Suppose there exists 0 < M ≤ τ

4(d− 1)(1 + T
τ
)d−2θ−αN+e

such that:

∀ k ∈ J2, dK,

∣∣∣∣∣∣

d∑

j=k

bjτj−k,j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
< Mθ−αN+e. (5.10)

Then

|b1| ≥
3

4
, ∀ j ∈ J2, dK, |bj | ≤

M(1 + T
τ
)d−2θ−αN+e

τ
and

∣∣∣∣∣∣

d∑

j=1

bj

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≥ 1

2

where τ and T are respectively the minimum and maximum of the family {τi,j}.

Proof. We proceed by descending induction on i ∈ J2, dK. We prove a more refined result:

∀ i ∈ J2, dK, |bi| ≤
M(1 + T

τ
)d−iθ−αN+e

τ
. (5.11)
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If i = d then hypothesis (5.10) with k = d gives |bd| ≤
Mθ−αN+e

τn−1,d
≤ M(1 + T

τ
)d−dθ−αN+e

τ
.

Let i ∈ J2, d− 1K. Suppose that for all i′ > i inequality (5.11) holds. Then we apply hypothesis (5.10) with

k = i and have

∣∣∣∣∣
d∑

j=i

bjτj−i,j

∣∣∣∣∣ < Mθ−αN+e. In particular, we have |biτj−i,i| ≤Mθ−αN+e +
d∑

j=i+1

|bjτj−i,j |, and

using the induction hypothesis:

|bi| ≤
1

τj−i,i


Mθ−αN+e +

d∑

j=i+1

M(1 + T
τ
)d−jθ−αN+e

τ
T


 ≤ M

τ
θ−αN+e

(
1 +

T

τ

(
1− (1 + T

τ
)d−i

−T
τ

))

=
M

τ
θ−αN+e

(
1 +

T

τ

)d−i

which proves (5.11) for all i ∈ J2, dK and thus the second inequality of the lemma. In particular, we have:

∀ i ∈ J2, dK, |bi| ≤
M(1 + T

τ
)d−2θ−αN+e

τ
≤ 1

4(d− 1)
.

We use the fact that
d∑

i=1

b2i = 1 to obtain |b1|2 = 1 −
d∑

i=2

b2i ≥ 1 − (d − 1)
1

16(d− 1)2
≥ 3

4
, and moreover

∣∣∣∣∣
d∑

j=1

bj

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ |b1| −
∣∣∣∣∣

d∑
j=2

bj

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥
3

4
− (d− 1)

1

4(d− 1)
=

1

2
.

5.3 Rational subspaces of best approximation and conclusion

We show here that the subspaces BN,e are the ones that achieve the best approximations of A in the first
angle. Recall that the integer e ∈ J1, n− dK is fixed.

Lemma 5.3. Let ε > 0 and B be a rational subspace of dimension e such that:

ψ1(A,B) ≤ H(B)−Ke−ε. (5.12)

Then if H(B) is large enough depending on ε and A, there exists N ∈ N such that B = BN,e.

Let Z1, . . . , Ze be a Z-basis of B ∩ Zn. We follow the scheme of proof of Lemma 4.5, showing that if H(B)
is large enough, then for every i ∈ J0, e − 1K, the inequality DN+i = ‖XN+i ∧ Z1 ∧ . . . ∧ Ze‖ < 1 holds for
some N ∈ N to be determined. For this purpose, we prove two preliminary claims, recalling the notation
λe = (Cd−1)

e.

Claim 5.4. Let ε > 0. Suppose that B is a rational space of dimension e such that ψ1(A,B) ≤ H(B)−λe−ε.
Then, if H(B) is large enough depending on A and ε, we have:

∀ δ ∈
(
0,
ε

2

)
, ‖Y1 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd ∧ Z1 ∧ . . . ∧ Ze‖ ≤ c25ψ1(A,B)H(B)1+λe+δ

with c25 > 0 independent of B but possibly dependent on δ.

Proof. Let Y =
d∑

j=1

ajYj ∈ A of norm 1 such that ψ1(A,B) = ω(Y, pB(Y )) with pB the orthogonal projection

onto B. We use the following relation:

ω(
d∑

j=2

ajYj , pB(Y ))− ω(Y, pB(Y )) ≤ ω(Y,
d∑

j=2

ajYj) (5.13)
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coming from the triangle inequality (see equation (3) of [14]). Now,

ω(Y,

d∑

j=2

ajYj) =

∥∥∥∥∥
d∑

j=1

ajYj ∧
d∑

j=2

ajYj

∥∥∥∥∥
∥∥∥∥∥

d∑
j=2

ajYj

∥∥∥∥∥

=

∥∥∥∥∥a1Y1 ∧
d∑

j=2

ajYj

∥∥∥∥∥
∥∥∥∥∥

d∑
j=2

ajYj

∥∥∥∥∥

≤ ‖a1Y1‖ . (5.14)

Moreover, let δ ∈
(
0,
ε

2

)
. Since

d∑
j=2

ajYj ∈ A′ = Span(Y2, . . . , Yd) and assuming
d∑

j=2

ajYj 6= 0, the induction

hypothesis H(d− 1) gives: ω(
d∑

j=2

ajYj , pB(Y )) ≥ ψ1(A
′, B) ≥ c26H(B)−µn(A

′|e)1−δ = c26H(B)−λe−δ where

c26 > 0 depends only on A′ and δ. Revisiting (5.13) and (5.14), we get:

c26H(B)−λe−δ − ψ1(A,B) ≤ |a1|‖Y1‖.

Recalling that δ <
ε

2
and by assumption ψ1(A,B) ≤ H(B)−λe−ε, we can conclude since H(B) is large

enough, leading to H(B)−
ε
2 ≤ c26

2
, hence:

c26
2
H(B)−λe−δ ≤ H(B)−λe−δ

(
c26 −H(B)−

ε
2

)
≤ c26H(B)−λe−δ −H(B)−λe−ε ≤ |a1|‖Y1‖

thus, c27H(B)−λe−δ ≤ |a1| with c27 > 0 independent of B but dependent on δ. Moreover, this inequality

is still true if
d∑

j=2

ajYj = 0, because in this case a1 = ‖Y1‖−1. In particular, a1 6= 0. Let DY,Z =

‖Y1 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd ∧ Z1 ∧ . . . ∧ Ze‖ and let us compute:

DY,Z =
1

|a1|
‖a1Y1 ∧ Y2 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd ∧ Z1 ∧ . . . ∧ Ze‖

=
1

|a1|

∥∥∥∥∥∥


a1Y1 +

d∑

j=2

ajYj − pB(X)


 ∧ Y2 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd ∧ Z1 ∧ . . . ∧ Ze

∥∥∥∥∥∥

=
1

|a1|
‖ (Y − pB(Y )) ∧ Y2 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd ∧ Z1 ∧ . . . ∧ Ze‖

since
d∑

j=2

ajYj − pB(X) ∈ Span(Y2, . . . , Yd, Z1, . . . , Ze). We can then bound:

DY,Z ≤
‖Y − pB(Y )‖ · ‖Y2 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd‖ · ‖Z1 ∧ . . . ∧ Ze‖

|a1|
≤ ψ1(A,B)‖Y2 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd‖H(B)

c27H(B)−λe−δ

since Z1, . . . , Ze is a Z-basis of B ∩Zn. Thus, we have for all δ ∈
(
0,
ε

2

)
, ‖Y1 ∧ . . .∧Yd ∧Z1 ∧ . . .∧Ze‖ ≤

c25ψ1(A,B)H(B)1+λe+δ where c25 = ‖Y2 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd‖c−1

27.

Claim 5.5. Let ε > 0. Suppose that B is a rational space of dimension e such that ψ1(A,B) ≤ H(B)−λe−ε.
For an integer N , let DN = ‖XN ∧ Z1 . . . ∧ Ze‖. Then, if H(B) is sufficiently large depending on A and ε,
for all N ∈ N and δ ∈

(
0, ε2

)
, we have:

DN ≤ c28θαN (1+tλe+1+tδ)H(B)1+tλe+1+tδ

(
ψ1(A,B)H(B)λe+δ +

1

θαN+1

)

where t = min(d− 1, e+ 1), and c28 > 0 is independent of N and B but depends on δ.
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Proof. Let EN = ‖XN ∧ Y2 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd ∧ Z1 . . . ∧ Ze‖. Using the results at the end of page 446 of [14], we
have:

EN = ‖Y2 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd ∧XN ∧ Z1 . . . ∧ Ze‖ = ϕ(A′, CN )‖Y2 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd‖ · ‖XN ∧ Z1 . . . ∧ Ze‖ (5.15)

where CN = Span(XN , Z1 . . . , Ze), A
′ = Span(Y2, . . . , Yd), ϕ(A

′, CN ) = ψ1(A
′, CN ) . . . ψu(A

′, CN ) and
u = min(d − 1, dim(CN )). We have ϕ(A′, CN ) ≥ ψ1(A

′, CN )u. Since dim(CN ) ∈ {e, e + 1}, we have
u ≤ min(d− 1, e+ 1) = t, hence ϕ(A′, CN ) ≥ ψ1(A

′, CN )t as ψ1(A
′, CN ) ≤ 1. Equation (5.15) becomes:

DN = ‖XN ∧ Z1 . . . ∧ Ze‖ ≤
c29EN

ψ1(A′, CN )t
(5.16)

where c29 = ‖Y2 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd‖−1. Furthermore, since CN is a rational space of dimension f ∈ {e, e + 1}, by
the induction hypothesis H(d− 1), we have for all δ > 0, ψ1(A

′, CN ) ≥ c30H(CN )−λe+1−δ where c30 > 0
is independent of N and depends on δ. We now fix δ ∈

(
0, ε2
)
.

As XN , Z1, . . . , Ze are integral vectors, we have H(CN ) ≤ ‖XN‖ · ‖Z1 ∧ . . .∧Ze‖ ≤ c31θαNH(B) where c31
is independent of N . Equation (5.16) yields:

DN ≤ c29c−t

30c
tλe+1+tδ

31 θαN (tλe+1+tδ)H(B)tλe+1+tδEN . (5.17)

Furthermore, we bound EN . For N ∈ N, let ZN = θ−⌊αN ⌋XN and WN = Y1 − ZN . Then we have:

EN = θ⌊αN ⌋‖ZN ∧ Y2 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd ∧ Z1 . . . ∧ Ze‖
= θ⌊αN ⌋‖(Y1 −WN ) ∧ Y2 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd ∧ Z1 . . . ∧ Ze‖
≤ θαN (‖Y1 ∧ Y2 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd ∧ Z1 . . . ∧ Ze‖+ ‖WN ∧ Y2 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd ∧ Z1 . . . ∧ Ze‖) .

We analyze the two terms separately. Firstly:

‖Y1 ∧ Y2 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd ∧ Z1 . . . ∧ Ze‖ ≤ c25ψ1(A,B)H(B)1+λe+δ

by Claim 5.4. Secondly, by construction, we have ‖WN‖ = ‖Y1 − ZN‖ ≤ c32θ−αN+1 , thus:

‖WN ∧ Y2 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd ∧ Z1 . . . ∧ Ze‖ ≤ ‖WN‖ · ‖Y2 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd‖ · ‖Z1 . . . ∧ Ze‖ ≤ c32θ−αN+1c33H(B)

where c33 = ‖Y2 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd‖. These two inequalities allow us to bound EN :

EN ≤ c34
(
ψ1(A,B)H(B)λe+δ +

1

θαN+1

)

where c34 = max(c25, c32c33). Substituting this into (5.17), we obtain:

DN ≤ c29c−t

30c
tλe+1+tδ

31 θαN (tλe+1+tδ)H(B)tλe+1+tδθαN c34

(
ψ1(A,B)H(B)λe+δ +

1

θαN+1

)

≤ c28θαN (1+tλe+1+tδ)H(B)1+tλe+1+tδ

(
ψ1(A,B)H(B)λe+δ +

1

θαN+1

)

where c28 = c29c
−t

30c
tλe+1

31 ctδ31c34.

We now have all the tools necessary to prove Lemma 5.3.
Proof of Lemma 5.3. We set

δ = min

(
ε

4(t+ 1)
,
n(Cd−1)

n − 1

t

)
. (5.18)

Let N ∈ N be the integer satisfying:

θαN+e−1(1+tλe+1+tδ) ≤ H(B)Ke−1−tλe+1−λe+
ε
2 < θαN+e(1+tλe+1+tδ) (5.19)
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where t = min(d − 1, e + 1). This choice makes sense; indeed, Ke − 1 − tλe+1 − λe + ε
2 > 0 because

Ke ≥ Cd = 5n2(Cd−1)
2n ≥ 1 + n(Cd−1)

e+1 + (Cd−1)
e.

We have ψ1(A,B) ≤ H(B)−λe−ε. Indeed, by hypothesis ψ1(A,B) ≤ H(B)−Ke−ε and Ke ≥ (Cd)
e ≥

(Cd−1)
e ≥ λe. If H(B) is large enough, Claim 5.5 then gives, for all i ∈ J0, e− 1K:

DN+i ≤ c28θαN+i(1+tλe+1+tδ)H(B)1+tλe+1+tδ

(
ψ1(A,B)H(B)λe+δ +

1

θαN+i+1

)

≤ c28θαN+i(1+tλe+1+tδ)H(B)1+tλe+1+tδ

(
H(B)−Ke−εH(B)λe+δ +

1

θαN+i+1

)
.

By the choice of N in (5.19), we have for all i ∈ J0, e − 1K: θαN+i(1+tλe+1+tδ) ≤ H(B)Ke−1−tλe+1−λe+
ε
2 by

the growth of the sequence (αN ). Moreover, by the choice of δ in (5.18), we have −ε
2 + tδ + δ ≤ −ε

4 . Then
for all i ∈ J0, e− 1K:

DN+i ≤ c28
(
H(B)

−ε
4 + θαN+i(1+tλe+1+tδ)−αN+i+1H(B)1+tλe+1+tδ

)
. (5.20)

We now focus on the second term GN+i = θαN+i(1+tλe+1+tδ)−αN+i+1H(B)1+tλe+1+tδ. We note ηe = 1 +
tλe+1 + tδ. It satisfies ηe ≤ 2n(Cd−1)

n by choice of δ in (5.18). We have

αN+iηe − αN+i+1 = αN (γN+1 . . . γN+i)(ηe − γN+i+1) ≤ 0

because we can show, by the choice of Cd in (5.1), that:

Cd = 5n2(Cd−1)
2n ≥ (2n(Cd−1)

n + 1)2n(Cd−1)
n ≥ η2e + ηe. (5.21)

The choice ofN gives a lower bound θ ≥ H(B)
Ke−ηe+ ε

2
αN+eηe and we can thus bound from above: θαN+iηe−αN+i+1 ≤

H(B)
(Ke−ηe+ ε

2
)(αN+iηe−αN+i+1)

αN+eηe and thus GN+i ≤ H(B)
(Ke−ηe−λe+ ε

2
)(αN+iηe−αN+i+1)

αN+eηe
+ηe

. We then study the

exponent wi =
(Ke−ηe−λe+

ε
2 )(αN+iηe−αN+i+1)

αN+eηe
+ ηe for i ∈ J0, e− 1K. We set c35 =

1

2Ke

, a constant indepen-

dent of N . According to (5.21) we have

c35 ≤
η2e

2Keηe
≤ Cd − ηe

2Keηe
≤ (γN+i+1 − ηe)(2γN+1 . . . γN+i)

γN+1 . . . γN+eηe
.

We then bound wi from above, noting that γN+1 . . . γN+e ≤ Ke:

wi =
(Ke − ηe − λe + ε

2 )(αN+iηe − αN+i+1)

αN+eηe
+ ηe

=
(Ke − ηe − λe + ε

2 )(ηe − γN+1)(γN+1 . . . γN+i+1)

γN+1 . . . γN+eηe
+ ηe

≤ (Ke − ηe − λe)(ηe − γN+i+1)(γN+1 . . . γN+i) + γN+1 . . . γN+eη
2
e

γN+1 . . . γN+eηe
− c35ε

≤ (Ke − ηe − λe)(ηe − γN+i+1)(γN+1 . . . γN+i) +Keη
2
e

γN+1 . . . γN+eηe
− c35ε. (5.22)

We then bound from above the first term, noting that it is maximal for i = 0 since γN+1 . . . γN+i ≥ 0,

(Ke − ηe − λe)(ηe − γN+1) +Keη
2
e ≤ (Ke − ηe − λe)(ηe − Cd) +Keη

2
e

≤ (Ke − ηe − λe)η2e +Keη
2
e

≤ −(ηe + λe)ηe

≤ 0

using (5.21). Using (5.22) again, we have for all i ∈ J0, e − 1K, wi ≤ −c35ε. Finally, inequality (5.20)

gives for all i ∈ J0, e− 1K, DN+i ≤ c28
(
H(B)

−ε
4 +H(B)

−c35ε
)
. In particular, if H(B) is sufficiently large

depending on c28, c35, and ε, then for all i ∈ J0, e− 1K, ‖XN+i ∧ Z1 . . . ∧ Ze‖ = DN+i < 1.
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According to Lemma 2.7, we then have ∀ i ∈ J0, e−1K, XN+i ∈ B. Recalling thatBN,e = Vect(XN , . . . , XN+e−1),
we have thus shown that, if H(B) is large enough, BN,e ⊂ B for N satisfying (5.19). By equality of dimen-
sions, we then have BN,e = B and Lemma 5.3 is proved.

The following corollary concludes the proof of Theorem 1.7.

Corollary 5.6. We have:

µn(A|e)1 ≤ Ke = max
i∈J0,n−d−eK

βi+1 . . . βi+e.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that µn(A|e)1 > Ke. Then there exists ε > 0 such that µn(A|e)1 ≥ Ke+2ε.
By definition of the Diophantine exponent, there exist infinitely many rational subspaces B of dimension e
satisfying:

0 < ψ1(A,B) ≤ H(B)−µn(A|e)1+ε ≤ H(B)−Ke−ε. (5.23)

According to Lemma 5.3, if H(B) is large enough, we have B = BN,e with N ∈ N for subspaces satisfying
(5.23). There exist infinitely many integers N ∈ N such that:

0 < ψ1(A,BN,e) ≤ H(BN,e)
−Ke−ε. (5.24)

Moreover, according to Lemma 5.1, we have:

∀N ∈ N, ψ1(A,BN,e) ≥ c22θ−αN+e = c22θ
−αNβN+1...βN+e ≥ c22θ−αNKe . (5.25)

According to Lemma 4.3 we have H(BN,e) ≥ c36θ
αN . By combining inequalities (5.24) and (5.25) we find

c22c
Ke

36H(BN,e)
−Ke ≤ H(BN,e)

−Ke−ε. Recall that this inequality holds for infinitely many integers N .

Letting N tend to +∞, H(BN,e) → +∞ and then c22c
Ke

36 = 0. But c22 > 0 and c36 > 0, leading to a
contradiction and proving the corollary.

5.4 Proof of Theorem 1.4

We prove here, using Theorem 1.7, that the image of the spectrum (µn(·|1)1, . . . , µn(·|n − d)1) contains a
non-empty open set. It gives then Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let O be the non-empty open set consisting of (β1, . . . , βn−d) ∈ Rn−d satisfying
β1 > Cd and ∀ i ∈ J1, n− d− 1K, Cdβi < βi+1 < min

j∈J1,iK
βi+1−jβj .

For (β1, . . . , βn−d) ∈ O fixed, let us set β0 = 1 and for all j ∈ J1, n−1K, γj = βjβ
−1
j−1.We have γ1 = β1 ≥ Cd

and βj ≥ Cdβj−1 for all j ∈ J2, n− 1K by assumption on O. We then deduce ∀ j ∈ J1, n− 1K, γj ≥ Cd.
Proposition 1.7 gives the existence of a subspace A in Rn satisfying A ∈ In(d, n− d)1 and:

∀ e ∈ J1, n− 1K, µn(A|e)1 = max
i∈J0,n−d−eK

γi+1 . . . γi+e.

It remains to show that max
i∈J0,n−1−eK

γi+1 . . . γi+e = βe for all e ∈ J1, n−1K. We notice that for i ∈ J0, n−1−eK,

γi+1 . . . γi+e =
βi+e

βi
. Taking i = 0 we thus have max

i∈J0,n−1−eK
γi+1 . . . γi+e ≥ βe. On the other hand for

i ∈ J1, n− 1− eK, the hypothesis on O gives βi+e ≤ βiβe and thus in particular γi+1 . . . γi+e ≤ βe.
So max

i∈J0,n−1−eK
γi+1 . . . γi+e ≤ βe and:

∀ e ∈ J1, n− dK, µn(A|e)1 = βe.

The image of (µn(·|1)1, . . . , µn(·|n− d)1) thus contains a non-empty open set, and in particular, the family
of functions (µn(·|1)1, . . . , µn(·|n− d)1) are smoothly independent on In(d, n− d)1.
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6 Proof of Theorem 1.8

In this section we give the proof of Theorem 1.8. It corresponds to Chapter 7 of [5], where the reader can
find more detailed explanations. We take c1, c2 and βi,ℓ as in Theorem 1.8.
First, for every i ∈ J1, dK, we introduce a term βi,m+1 to ensure a property of linear independence over the
sequence (βi,ℓ)i∈J1,dK,ℓ∈J1,m+1K (namely (6.4) below). We choose (βi,m+1)i∈J1,dK such that:

min
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

β1,ℓ ≥ max



(

max
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

β1,ℓ

) c2
c1 , (3d)

c2
c2−1


 , (6.1)

as well as for every i ∈ J1, d− 1K,
min

ℓ∈J1,m+1K
(βi,ℓ)

c1 ≥ max
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

(βi+1,ℓ), (6.2)

min
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

(βi+1,ℓ) ≥ max
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

(βi,ℓ)
c2 , (6.3)

and

the family {1} ∪
(
log(Ei)

log(Ej)

)

i,j∈J1,dK2,i6=j

is linearly independent over Q (6.4)

where Ei = βi,1 . . . βi,m(βi,m+1)
m for i ∈ J1, dK. Such βi,m+1 exist because the inequalities of hypotheses

(1.1), (1.2) and (1.3) are strict. The set of (βi,m+1)i∈J1,dK satisfying (6.1), (6.2), and (6.3) contains a non-
empty open set, so we can choose (β1,m+1, . . . , βd,m+1) satisfying (6.4) within it because the set of d-tuples
for which (6.4) is not satisfied is a countable union of hypersurfaces of Rd.

6.1 Extension of βi,ℓ and study of Kj,v

For i ∈ J1, dK and ℓ ∈ Jm + 2, 2mK, we set βi,ℓ = βi,m+1 and we extend the sequence of βi,ℓ by periodicity
by setting ∀ i ∈ J1, dK, ∀ ℓ ∈ J1, 2mK, ∀ p ∈ N, βi,ℓ+2mp = βi,ℓ.

Remark 6.1. By periodicity, we have

∀ i ∈ J1, dK, max
ℓ∈N\{0}

βi,ℓ+1 . . . βi,ℓ+v = max
ℓ∈J0,2m−1K

βi,ℓ+1 . . . βi,ℓ+v.

As βi,m+1 = βi,m+1 = . . . = βi,2m and for all ℓ ∈ J1,mK, βi,m+1 ≤ βi,ℓ, we have

∀ i ∈ J1, dK, ∀ v ∈ J1,m+ 1K, max
ℓ∈J0,2m−1K

βi,ℓ+1 . . . βi,ℓ+v = max
ℓ∈J0,m+1−vK

βi,ℓ+1 . . . βi,ℓ+v.

In particular, if v ≤ m, we notice that

max
ℓ∈J0,m+1−vK

βi,ℓ+1 . . . βi,ℓ+v = max
ℓ∈J0,m−vK

βi,ℓ+1 . . . βi,ℓ+v = Ki,v.

We then extend the definition of Ki,v to v = 0 and v = m+ 1 by:

∀ i ∈ J1, dK, ∀ v ∈ J0,m+ 1K, Ki,v = max
ℓ∈J0,m+1−vK

βi,ℓ+1 . . . βi,ℓ+v = max
ℓ∈N\{0}

βi,ℓ+1 . . . βi,ℓ+v

with the convention that an empty product is equal to 1, so that Ki,0 = 1.
Let us define the quantity f(e,mk) = max(0, e − mk), we will denote it by f when e and k are clearly
identified.

Proposition 6.2. Let k ∈ J1, dK and e ∈ J1, k(m + 1) − 1K. Let 1 ≤ j1 ≤ . . . ≤ jk ≤ d. Then for any
q ∈ J1, kK, we have:


1− 1

min
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

βjq,ℓ







1
k∑

ℓ=1+f

1
Kjℓ,vℓ

− 1


−Kjq,vq−1 ≥ 0 (6.5)

where v1, . . . , vk are defined in Theorem 1.8.
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The hypotheses (1.1) and (1.2) are stronger than the conclusion (6.5) of Proposition 6.2. In fact, assuming
that (6.5) holds is sufficient to prove Theorem 1.8. Before proving Proposition 6.2, we will prove two claims.

Claim 6.3. For any β ≥ min
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

β1,ℓ, we have β − d(1 + 2β
1

c2 ) ≥ 0.

Proof. Since min
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

β1,ℓ ≥ (3d)

c2
c2−1 ≥ 1 by hypothesis (6.1), we have:

β
1

c2 (β

c2−1

c2 − 1) ≤ β
1

c2 (β

c2
c2 − 1) = β − 1,

hence we deduce the inequality of Claim 6.3.

Claim 6.4. Let k ∈ J1, dK and e ∈ J1, k(m+ 1)− 1K. Let 1 ≤ j1 < . . . < jk ≤ d. Let u be the remainder of
the division of e by k. Then for any q ∈ J1, kK we have:

(Kjq ,vq−1)
c2 ≤ Kju+1,vu+1 ≤ Kjq,vq .

Proof. We begin by observing that for all v ∈ J1,m+ 1K, one has (v − 1)cd1 ≤ v according to the definition

of c1 =
(
1 + 1

m

) 1
d . We only need to show the following two inequalities to conclude:

( max
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

βjq ,ℓ)
(vq−1)c2 ≤ ( min

ℓ∈J1,m+1K
βju+1,ℓ)

vu+1 (6.6)

and ( max
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

βju+1,ℓ)
vu+1 ≤ ( min

ℓ∈J1,m+1K
βjq ,ℓ)

vq . (6.7)

Indeed, we have ( min
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

βj,ℓ)
v ≤ Kj,v ≤ ( max

ℓ∈J1,m+1K
βj,ℓ)

v for all j ∈ J1, dK and v ∈ J1,m + 1K. We

distinguish between three cases according to the value of q.
• If q < u+ 1 then by definition of vj we have vq = vu+1 + 1 ∈ J2,m + 1K. We then use hypothesis (6.3),
applied ju+1 − jq times, which gives:

( max
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

βjq ,ℓ)
(vq−1)c

ju+1−jq

2 ≤ ( min
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

βju+1,ℓ)
vq−1 = ( min

ℓ∈J1,m+1K
βju+1,ℓ)

vu+1 ;

this yields (6.6) since ju+1 − jq ≥ 1. For the other inequality, we use hypothesis (6.2), applied ju+1 − jq
times, which gives:

( max
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

βju+1,ℓ)
vu+1 ≤ ( min

ℓ∈J1,m+1K
βjq ,ℓ)

(vq−1)c
ju+1−jq

1 .

Now, since ju+1 − jq ≤ d, we have (vq − 1)c
ju+1−jq

1 ≤ (vq − 1)cd1 ≤ vq and thus:

( max
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

βju+1,ℓ)
vu+1 ≤ ( min

ℓ∈J1,m+1K
βjq,ℓ)

vq

which proves (6.7) in the case q < u+ 1.
• If q = u+ 1 the inequality (6.7) is trivial. Moreover, hypotheses (6.2) and (6.3) combined give ( min

ℓ∈J1,m+1K
βju+1,ℓ) ≥

( max
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

βju+1,ℓ)

c2
c1 and thus:

( min
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

βju+1,ℓ)
vu+1 ≥ ( max

ℓ∈J1,m+1K
βju+1,ℓ)

vu+1

c2
c1 ≥ ( max

ℓ∈J1,m+1K
βju+1,ℓ)

(vu+1−1)c2

since (v − 1)c1 ≤ (v − 1)cd1 ≤ v for all v ∈ J1,m + 1K by the remark at the beginning of the proof. This
yields (6.7) in the case q = u+ 1.
• If q > u+ 1 then by definition of vj we have vq = vu+1 ∈ J1,mK. The inequality (6.7) is clear because
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max
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

βju+1,ℓ ≤ ( min
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

βjq,ℓ)
c
−(jq−ju+1)

2 ≤ min
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

βjq,ℓ by applying the hypothesis (6.3) jq − ju+1

times.
The inequality (6.6) comes from (6.2) applied jq − ju+1 times:

( max
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

βjq,ℓ)
(vq−1)c2 ≤ ( min

ℓ∈J1,m+1K
βju+1,ℓ)

(vq−1)c2c
jq−ju+1

1 ≤ ( min
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

βju+1,ℓ)
vq

since (vq − 1)c2c
jq−ju+1

1 ≤ (vq − 1)cd1 because c2 ≤ c1 and (vq − 1)cd1 ≤ vq by the remark at the beginning

of the proof. This yields (6.6) in the case q > u+ 1.

We can then prove Proposition 6.2.
Proof of Proposition 6.2. Let q ∈ J1, kK. We denote by u as the remainder of the division of e by k. Recalling
that f = f(e,mk) = max(0, e−mk), we have:

1
k∑

ℓ=1+f

1
Kjℓ,vℓ

≥ 1

(k − f) 1
min

ℓ∈J1+f,kK
Kjℓ,vℓ

≥ Kju+1,vu+1

k − f ≥ Kju+1,vu+1

d

because according to Lemma 6.4,Kju+1,vu+1 = min
ℓ∈J1+f,kK

Kjℓ,vℓ . Finally, since min
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

βjq,ℓ ≥ min
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

β1,ℓ ≥
3d by hypotheses (6.1) and (6.3), we have 1− 1

min
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

βjq,ℓ
≥ 1

2 . Thus:


1− 1

min
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

βjq,ℓ







1
k∑

ℓ=1+f

1
Kjℓ,vℓ

− 1


−Kjq,vq−1 ≥

1

2

(
Kju+1,vu+1

d
− 1

)
−Kjq,vq−1

=
Kju+1,vu+1 − d(1 + 2Kjq,vq−1)

2d
.

Then, to conclude it is sufficient to show that Kju+1,vu+1−d(1+2Kjq,vq−1) ≥ 0. If vq = 1, then Kjq,vq−1 = 1
and Kju+1,vu+1 ≥ min

ℓ∈J1,m+1K
β1,ℓ ≥ 3d, thus Proposition 6.2 is proven in this case. Otherwise, if vq ≥ 2,

applying the lower bound of Lemma 6.4 we have

Kju+1,vu+1 − d(1 + 2Kjq,vq−1) ≥ K
c2
jq,vq−1 − d(1 + 2Kjq,vq−1).

We conclude the proof by applying Lemma 6.3 with β = K
c2
jq,vq−1 ≥ min

ℓ∈J1,m+1K
β1,ℓ by (6.3), and we find

K
c2
jq,vq−1 − d(1 + 2Kjq,vq−1) ≥ 0.

We introduce the sequences (αi,N )N∈N for i ∈ J1, dK defined by:

αi,0 = 1

∀N ∈ N, αi,N+1 = βi,N+1αi,N

Recall that we denote by Ei = βi,1 . . . βi,m(βi,m+1)
m for i ∈ J1, dK. In fact, we have Ei = βi,1 . . . βi,2m

according to the definitions of βi,ℓ at the beginning of Section 6.1, and thus by peridocity of the sequence:

∀ i ∈ J1, dK, ∀N ∈ N, αi,N = E
⌊ N
2m ⌋

i βi,1 . . . βi,N mod 2m = E
⌊ N
2m ⌋

i αi,N mod 2m (6.8)

where N mod 2m is the integer k ∈ J0, 2m− 1K such that N ≡ k mod (2m). We then observe that:

∀ i ∈ J1, dK, ∀ v ∈ J1,m+ 1K, Ki,v = max
ℓ∈J0,m+1−vK

βi,ℓ+1 . . . βi,ℓ+v = max
ℓ∈J0,m+1−vK

αi,ℓ+v

αi,ℓ

.
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6.2 Construction of the subspace A

We use the constructions made in section 4 to define the space A of Theorem 1.8. We then recall properties
about subspaces, which we will show later to be the best approximations of A.

For all i ∈ J1, dK and ℓ ∈ N, we have βi,ℓ ≥ 3d ≥ 2 +
√
5−1
2 , and the sequence (βi,N ) is (2m)-periodic.

Therefore, we can apply Proposition 4.1. Let i ∈ J1, dK. According to Proposition 4.1, there exists a line
∆′

i = Span(Y ′
i ) ⊂ Rm+1 such that:

∀ e ∈ J1,mK, µm+1(∆
′
i|e)1 = max

ℓ∈J0,2m−1K
βi,ℓ . . . βi,ℓ+e = max

ℓ∈J0,m−e−1K
βi,ℓ . . . βi,ℓ+e−1

using Remark 6.1. Additionally, according to the proof of this property and by fixing θ to be a prime
number greater than 5, Y ′

i is of the form Y ′
i =

(
1 σ0,i · · · σm−1,i

)⊺
with σ0,i, . . . , σm−1,i algebraically

independent over Q. Since n = (m+ 1)d, we set for i ∈ J1, dK:

Yi =
(
0 · · · 0 (Y ′

i )
⊺ 0 · · · 0

)⊺ ∈ {0}(i−1)(m+1) × Rm+1 × {0}n−i(m+1)

placing the coordinates of Y ′
i between the positions (i− 1)(m+ 1) + 1 and i(m+ 1)− 1 so that the vectors

Yi are pairwise orthogonal. Finally, the “best” vectors approximating the Yi are the XN,i with:

XN,i =
(
0 · · · 0 (X ′

N,i)
⊺ 0 · · · 0

)⊺

where the X ′
N,i are defined in (4.2) in section 4. For v ∈ J1,m+ 1K and N ∈ N, we define:

Bi
N,v = Span(XN,i, . . . , XN+v−1,i). (6.9)

The vectorsXN,i are constructed such that dim(Bi
N,v) = v (see Claim 4.2). Lemmas 4.3, 4.4 and inequalities

(4.4), (4.5)then give the following estimates.

Proposition 6.5. Let i ∈ J1, dK. For v ∈ J1,mK, we have:

c37θ
αi,N ≤‖XN,i‖ ≤ c38θαi,N ,

c39θ
αi,N ≤H(Bi

N,v) ≤ c40θαi,N ,

c41θ
−αi,N+1 ≤ω(Yi, XN,i) ≤ c42θ−αi,N+1 ,

c43θ
−αi,N+v ≤ψ1(Span(Yi), Span(Bi

N,v)) ≤ c44θ−αi,N+v .

with c37, c38, c39, c40, c41, c42, c43, and c44 as constants independent of N .

Let us finally set A = Span(Y1, . . . , Yd) and for J ⊂ J1, dK, AJ = Spanj∈J (Yj). Since the vectors Yj are
pairwise orthogonal, we have dim(A) = d and dim(AJ ) = #J .

Lemma 6.6. Let J ⊂ J1, dK be non-empty and e ∈ J#J,#J(m+1)−1K. Then AJ is (e,#J−g(AJ , e))−irrational.

Proof. Suppose the contrary. Then there exists B a rational subspace of dimension e such that dim(AJ ∩
B) ≥ #J − g(AJ , e) + g(AJ , e) = #J . Since dim(AJ ) = #J , we have AJ ∩B = AJ . In particular, Yj ∈ B
for all j ∈ J . Let X1, . . . , Xe be a rational basis of B. We have Yj ∧X1 ∧ . . .∧Xe = 0 for all j ∈ J , meaning
that all minors of size e+ 1 of the matrix (Yj | X1 | . . . | Xe) vanish.
Let N be a minor of size e extracted from M = (X1 | . . . | Xe). Since e ≤ #J(m + 1) − 1, we can find
j ∈ J such that the rows of non-zero coefficients of Yj are not all rows of the submatrix extracted from M
corresponding to N . Consider the minor of size e + 1 of (Yj | X1 | . . . | Xe) obtained by considering the
rows of N and the row of a non-zero coefficient of Yj whose existence has just been established. Expanding
this minor with respect to the first column, we find:

0 = τN + τ1N1 + . . .+ τmNm

where {τ, τ1, . . . , τm} = {1, σ0,i, . . . , σm−1,i} and the Nj are, up to sign, minors of size e of (X1 | . . . | Xe).
Since σ0,i, . . . , σm−1,i are algebraically independent, τ, τ1, . . . , τm are linearly independent over Q and we
find N = N1 = . . . = Nm = 0, hence N = 0. Every minor of size e of the matrix (X1 | . . . | Xe) is null,
implying dim(B) < e, which is a contradiction.
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6.3 Intermediate property

In this section, we prove the following proposition:

Proposition 6.7. Let J ⊂ J1, dK with cardinality k ∈ J1, dK. Write J = {j1, . . . , jk} with j1 < . . . < jk.
Then we have:

∀ e ∈ Jk, k(m+ 1)− 1K, µn(AJ |e)k−g(AJ ,e) =




k∑

q=1+f

1

Kjq,vq




−1

.

For e ∈ Jk, k(m + 1)− 1K, we thus seek to compute the Diophantine exponent µn(AJ |e)k−g(AJ ,e), which is
defined since AJ ∈ In(k, e)k−g(AJ ,e) by Lemma 6.6.
The entire Section 6.3 is devoted to proving this proposition. Let J ⊂ J1, dK be of cardinality k. Without
loss of generality, we assume that J = J1, kK. According to the notation of Proposition 6.7, we have jq = q
for all q ∈ J1, kK. We also fix e ∈ Jk, k(m+ 1)− 1K.

6.3.1 Best subspaces CJ
N

We construct the "best" subspaces approximating AJ . Let i ∈ J1, dK. For Ni an integer, we define

Ci
Ni

= Span(XNi,i, . . . , XNi+vi−1,i) = Bi
Ni,vi

,

where vi is defined by the relations in (1.4). Since vi ≤ m + 1 and we have dim(Ci
Ni

) = vi. For N =

(Nj)j∈J1,kK ∈ Nk, we define CJ
N =

⊕
j∈J1,kK

Cj
Nj
. As the subspaces Cj

Nj
are pairwise orthogonal by construction

of theXN,i, we have dim(CJ
N ) =

k∑
j=1

vj = e. For simplification, we denote by g = g(AJ , e) = max(0, k+e−n).

Claim 6.8. Let u be the remainder of the Euclidean division of e by k. If f = 0, then for all j ∈ J1, kK, we
have vj ≤ m. If f > 0, then u = f ,

∀ j ∈ J1, fK, vj = m+ 1 and ∀ j ∈ Jf + 1, kK, vj = m,

hence, if f > 0, for all j ∈ J1, fK, we have Cj
Nj

= {0}(j−1)(m+1) × Rm+1 × {0}n−j(m+1).

Remark 6.9. The last part of this lemma remains true if f = 0, with the interval J1, fK being empty.

Proof. If f = 0, then e − km ≤ 0. By writing the Euclidean division e = kv + u, we have v ≤ m − 1 or
(v = m and u = 0). For all j ∈ J1, uK, vj = v + 1, and for all j ∈ Ju + 1, kK, vj = v, thus vj ≤ m for all
j ∈ J1, kK.

Otherwise, f = e− km > 0. The Euclidean division e = kv+ u of e by k then satisfies v ≥ m. Additionally,
as e ≤ k(m+ 1)− 1, we have v = m. Finally, u = e− kv = e − km = f. By definition of vj ,

∀ j ∈ J1, fK, vj = v + 1 = m+ 1 and ∀ j ∈ Jf + 1, kK, vj = v = m.

For j ∈ J1, fK, by definition of XN,j, one has Cj
Nj
⊂ {0}(j−1)(m+1) × Rm+1 × {0}n−j(m+1). However,

dim(Cj
Nj

) = vj = m+ 1, thus by equality of dimensions, this proves the last part of the lemma.

Lemma 6.10. We have

c45θ

k
∑

j=f+1

αj,Nj ≤ H(CJ
N ) ≤ c46θ

k
∑

j=f+1

αj,Nj

with c45 and c46 independent of N = (N1, . . . , Nk).

Proof. We recall that CJ
N =

⊕
j∈J1,kK C

j
Nj

and that this sum is orthogonal ; thus H(CJ
N ) =

∏k
j=1H(Cj

Nj
).

According to Claim 6.8, for all j ∈ J1, fK, we haveH(Cj
Nj

) = 1. Furthermore, for j ∈ Jf+1, kK, Cj
Nj

= Bj
Nj ,vj

with vj ≤ m. Proposition 6.5 thus gives c39θ
αj,Nj ≤ H(Cj

Nj
) ≤ c40θαj,Nj , proving the lemma.
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We now establish relationships between the angle ψk−g(AJ , C
J
N ) and the height H(CJ

N ) in terms of the
sequences (αj,Nj

) for j ∈ J .

Lemma 6.11. There exists c47 > 0 independent of N = (N1, . . . , Nk) such that

∀ i ∈ Jf + 1, kK, ω1(Span(Yi), C
J
N ) ≥ c47θ−αi,Mi+1

by setting for j ∈ J1, kK, Mj = Nj + vj − 1.

Proof. Let i ∈ Jf + 1, kK. According to Proposition 6.5, there exists a constant c48 such that

ω1(Yi, B
j
Ni,Mi

) = ψ1(Yi, B
i
Ni,vi

) ≥ c48θ−αi,Ni+vi = c48θ
−αi,Mi+1 . (6.10)

We can choose c48 independent of i, as i takes only a finite number of values. Let X ∈ CJ
N,M \ {0}. We

write X =
k∑

j=1

Vj with Vj ∈ Cj
Nj

for all j ∈ J1, kK. We will bound ω(Yi, X) = ‖Yi∧X‖
‖Yi‖·‖X‖ from below.

First, for all j ∈ J1, kK, Vj ∈ {0}(j−1)(m+1)×Rm+1×{0}n−j(m+1). By decomposing each Vj in the canonical
basis, we see that this decomposition involves disjoint sets of vectors for each j ∈ J1, kK. Consequently, the

set of vectors of the canonical basis of
∧2

Rn involved in the decomposition of Yi ∧ Vj are also disjoint for
each j ∈ J1, kK. Thus, the vectors Yi ∧ Vj are pairwise orthogonal. According to the Pythagorean theorem,
we have

‖Yi ∧X‖2 = ‖
k∑

j=1

(Yi ∧ Vj)‖2 =

k∑

j=1

‖Yi ∧ Vj‖2.

In particular, for all j ∈ J1, kK, we have ‖Yi ∧ X‖ ≥ ‖Yi ∧ Vj‖. The Vj are pairwise orthogonal, so

‖X‖2 =
k∑

j=1

‖Vj‖2. Thus, there exists j0 ∈ J1, kK such that ‖Vj0‖ ≥ k
−1
2 ‖X‖.

• If j0 = i then:

ω(Yi, X) ≥ ‖Yi ∧ Vi‖‖Yi‖ · ‖X‖
≥ ‖Yi ∧ Vi‖
‖Yi‖ · k 1

2 ‖Vi‖
≥ ω(Yi, Vi)

k
1
2

≥
ω1(Yi, C

j
Ni,Mi

)

k
1
2

≥ c48θ
−αi,Mi+1

k
1
2

using (6.10).

• If j0 6= i then by studying the minors of size 2 of (Yi | X) where we extract the line corresponding
to the 1 of Yi and another line corresponding to a non-zero coordinate of Vj0 , we have ‖Yi ∧X‖2 ≥∑
v

(1 × v)2 = ‖Vj0‖2 where the v are the non-zero coordinates of Vj0 . This gives:

ω(Yi, X) ≥ ‖Vj0‖
‖Yi‖‖X‖

≥ 1

k
1
2 ‖Yi‖

≥ θ−αi,Mi+1

k
1
2 ‖Yi‖

.

We then set c49 = min(
k

min
i=1

k
−1
2

‖Yi‖ , k
1
2 c48) and we have:

∀ i ∈ Jf + 1, kK, ω1(Span(Yi), C
J
N ) = min

X∈CJ
N
\{0}

ω(Yi, X) ≥ c49θ−αi,Mi+1 .

Lemma 6.12. We have:

c50H(CJ
N )

−
k

min
j=f+1

αj,Mj+1

k
∑

j=f+1
αj,Nj ≤ ψk−g(AJ , C

J
N ) ≤ c51H(CJ

N )

−
k

min
j=f+1

αj,Mj+1

k
∑

j=f+1
αj,Nj

with c50 and c51 independent of N .
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Proof. We recall that ψk−g(AJ , C
J
N ) = ωk(AJ , C

J
N ) since g = g(AJ , e) and dim(CJ

N ) = e. We will first prove
the following inequality

c52θ
−

k

min
j=f+1

αj,Mj+1 ≤ ψk−g(AJ , C
J
N ) ≤ c53θ

−
k

min
j=f+1

αj,Mj+1

(6.11)

with c52, c53 independent of the Nj . According to Lemma 6.8, for every j ∈ J1, fK one has Yj ∈ Cj
Nj
⊂ CJ

N

because Yj ∈ {0}(j−1)(m+1) × Rm+1 × {0}n−j(m+1). We apply Lemma 6.1 of [7], which can be generalized
to the case d+ e > n, to the subspaces

AJ =

k⊕

j=1

Span(Yj) and

f⊕

j=1

Span(Yj)⊕
k⊕

j=f+1

Span(XMj ,j) ⊂ CJ
N ,

recalling the notation Mj = Nj + vj − 1. Then,

ωk(AJ , C
J
N ) ≤ ωk(AJ ,

f⊕

j=1

Span(Yj)⊕
k⊕

j=f+1

Span(XMj ,j))

≤ c54




f∑

j=1

ω(Yj , Yj) +
k∑

j=f+1

ω(Yj , XMj ,j)




= c54

k∑

j=f+1

ω(Yj , XMj ,j)

with c54 > 0 independent of Y1, . . . , Yk and n. Now, according to Proposition 6.5, for every j ∈ Jf + 1, kK,
ω(Yj , Xj,Mj

) ≤ c42θ−αj,Mj+1 where c42 is a constant independent of Nj . Therefore,

ωk(AJ , C
J
N ) ≤ c54c42

k∑

j=f+1

θ−αj,Mj+1 ≤ kc54c42θ
−

k

min
j=f+1

αj,Mj+1

.

Thus, the upper bound of (6.11) is proved with c53 = kc54c42. Now, we show the lower bound. For any
j ∈ Jf + 1, kK, since Yj ∈ AJ , according to Lemma 2.3 of [8], ω1(Span(Yj), C

J
N ) ≤ ωk(AJ , C

J
N ) because

dim(AJ) = k and dim(CJ
N ) = e ≥ k. Using Lemma 6.11, we have ω1(Span(Yj), C

J
N ) ≥ c47θ

−αj,Mj+1 with
c47 independent of N and j. Thus,

ωk(AJ , C
J
N ) ≥ max

j∈Jf+1,kK
c47θ

−αj,Mj+1 = c47θ
−

k

min
j=f+1

αj,Mj+1

.

Since ωk(AJ , C
J
N ) = ψk−g(AJ , C

J
N ), we have proved the lower bound of (6.11). Finally we use Lemma 6.10

to conclude the proof of Lemma 6.12.

6.3.2 Lower bound on the exponent

Lemma 6.12 = allows us to bound the exponent µn(AJ |e)k−g(AJ ,e) from below by considering certain

N = (N1, . . . , Nk) ∈ Nk.

Corollary 6.13. We have µn(AJ |e)k−g(AJ ,e) ≥
(

k∑
i=f+1

1
Ki,vi

)−1

with Kq,vq = max
ℓ∈J0,m−1K

βq,ℓ+1 . . . βq,ℓ+vq .

Proof. We recall that if i ∈ Jf+1, kK, according to Lemma 6.8 we have vi ∈ J1,mK and then max
ℓ∈J0,m−1K

βi,ℓ+1 . . . βi,ℓ+vi =

max
ℓ∈J0,m−1K

αi,ℓ+vi

αi,ℓ
. For i ∈ Jf+1, kK, we denote by Li ∈ J0,m−1K an integer such thatKi,vi = max

ℓ∈J0,m−1K
βi,ℓ+1 . . . βi,ℓ+vi =

33



αi,Li+vi

αi,Li

. We recall that for j ∈ J1, kK and Nj ∈ N, we have Mj = Nj + vj − 1. For (N1, . . . , Nf ) ∈ Nf and

Nf+1 ∈ N \ {0} a fixed multiple of 2m, we set for i ∈ Jf + 2, kK:

Ni = 2m

⌊
Nf+1 log(Ef+1)

2m log(Ei)
+

log(αf+1,vf+1−1)

log(Ei)

⌋
+ Li. (6.12)

We know, by Lemma 6.12, that:

µn(AJ |e)k−g(AJ ,e) ≥ lim sup
Nf+1→+∞

2m|Nf+1

k

min
i=f+1

αi,Mi+1

k∑
i=f+1

αi,Ni

(6.13)

where the Nf+2, . . . , Nk,Mf+1, . . . ,Mk are those defined above depending on Nf+1 which will be cho-
sen later. The rest of the proof is devoted to showing that this upper limit is greater than or equal to(

k∑
i=f+1

1
Ki,vi

)−1

. We fix (N1, . . . , Nf) ∈ Nf and Nf+1 ∈ N\{0} a multiple of 2m and we study

k

min
i=f+1

αi,Mi+1

k
∑

i=f+1

αi,Ni

.

We recall that we denote by Ei = βi,1 . . . βi,m(βi,m+1)
m for i ∈ J1, dK and that

the family {1} ∪
(
log(Ef+1)

log(Ej)

)

j∈Jf+2,kK

is linearly independent over Q (6.14)

according to (6.4), by choice of the βi,m+1. For i ∈ Jf + 2, kK, we define:

δi =

{
Nf+1 log(Ef+1)

2m log(Ei)
+

log(αf+1,vf+1+Lf+1−1)

log(Ei)

}
∈ [0, 1[ (6.15)

where {u} = u− ⌊u⌋ represents the fractional part of u ∈ R. The expression (6.8) gives for i ∈ Jf + 1, kK:

αi,Ni
= E
⌊ Ni

2m⌋
i αi,Ni mod 2m = E

⌊ Ni
2m⌋

i αi,Li
(6.16)

because 2m divides Ni − Li according to (6.12). Similarly:

αi,Mi+1 = E
⌊Ni+vi

2m ⌋
i αi,Ni+vi mod 2m = E

⌊ Ni
2m⌋

i αi,Li+vi (6.17)

since 0 ≤ Li + vi < 2m for i ∈ Jf + 1, kK; indeed, Li ∈ J0,m − 1K and vi ∈ J1,mK for all i ∈ Jf + 1, kK
according to Lemma 6.8. According to the dependencies between Ni and Nf+1, we have:

αi,Ni
= E
⌊ Ni

2m⌋
i αi,Li

= E

⌊

Nf+1 log(Ef+1)

2m log(Ei)
+

log(αf+1,vf+1−1)

log(Ei)

⌋

i αi,Li
= E

Nf+1 log(Ef+1)

2m log(Ei)
+

log(αf+1,vf+1−1)

log(Ei)
−δi

i αi,Li
.

Now E
Nf+1
2m

f+1 = E

⌊

Nf+1
2m

⌋

f+1 since 2m|Nf+1 and αf+1,Nf+1
= E

⌊

Nf+1
2m

⌋

f+1 αf+1,Lf+1
according to (6.16), so one has

αi,Ni
= E

Nf+1
2m

f+1 αf+1,vf+1−1E
−δi
i αi,Li

=
αf+1,Nf+1

αf+1,vf+1−1E
−δi
i αi,Li

αf+1,Lf+1

. (6.18)

Similarly, using (6.17) for all i ∈ Jf + 1, kK, we have:

αi,Mi+1 =
αf+1,Nf+1

αf+1,vf+1−1E
−δi
i αi,Li+vi

αf+1,Lf+1

. (6.19)

We then study:

k

min
i=f+1

αi,Mi+1

k∑
i=f+1

αi,Ni

=

k

min
i=f+1

αi,Mi+1

αf+1,Nf+1

k∑
i=f+1

αi,Ni

αf+1,Nf+1

=

min(
αf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

αf+1,Lf+1

,
k

min
i=f+2

(
αf+1,Lf+1+vf+1−1

αf+1,Lf+1

E−δi
i αi,Li+vi))

1 +
k∑

i=f+2

αf+1,Lf+1+vf+1−1

αf+1,Lf+1

E−δi
i αi,Li
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using the relations (6.18) and (6.19). Recalling that Kf+1,vf+1
=

αf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

αf+1,Lf+1

and
αf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

βf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

=

αf+1,Lf+1+vf+1−1, we have:

k

min
i=f+1

αi,Mi+1

k∑
i=f+1

αi,Ni

=

min(Kf+1,vf+1
,

k

min
i=f+2

(
Kf+1,vf+1

βf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

E−δi
i αi,Li+vi))

1 +
k∑

i=f+2

Kf+1,vf+1

βf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

E−δi
i αi,Li

=

min(1,
k

min
i=f+2

(
E

−δi
i αi,Li+vi

βf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

))

1
Kf+1,vf+1

+
k∑

i=f+2

E
−δi
i αi,Li

βf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

.

Finally, since
αi,Li+vi

Ki,vi

= αi,Li
for all i ∈ Jf + 2, kK, we finally have:

k

min
i=f+1

αi,Mi+1

k∑
i=f+1

αi,Ni

=

min(1,
k

min
i=f+2

(
E

−δi
i αi,Li+vi

βf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

))

1
Kf+1,vf+1

+
k∑

i=f+2

E
−δi
i αi,Li+vi

βf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

1
Ki,vi

.

We have thus shown that:

lim sup
Nf+1→+∞

2m|Nf+1

k

min
i=f+1

αi,Mi+1

k∑
i=f+1

αi,Ni

= lim sup
Nf+1→+∞

2m|Nf+1

min(1,
k

min
i=f+2

(
E

−δi
i αi,Li+vi

βf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

))

1
Kf+1,vf+1

+
k∑

i=f+2

E
−δi
i αi,Li+vi

βf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

1
Ki,vi

.

Theorem 6.3 and Example 6.1 of [9, chapter 1.6] , (6.14), and the definition of δi in (6.15) imply that:

{(δf+2, . . . , δk), Nf+1 ∈ N \ {0}, 2m|Nf+1} dense in [0, 1[k−f−1.

Thus, using this density, we have:

lim sup
Nf+1→+∞

2m|Nf+1

k

min
i=f+1

αi,Mi+1

k∑
i=f+1

αi,Ni

= sup
(δi)∈[0,1[k−f−1

min(1,
k

min
i=f+2

(
E

−δi
i αi,Li+vi

βf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

))

1
Kf+1,vf+1

+
k∑

i=f+2

E
−δi
i αi,Li+vi

βf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

1
Ki,vi

.

For all i ∈ Jf + 2, kK and δi ∈ [0, 1[, we define:

ui =
E−δi

i αi,Li+vi

βf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

∈
(

αi,Li+vi

Eiβf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

,
αi,Li+vi

βf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

]

and ui takes all the values in the interval
(

αi,Li+vi

Eiβf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

,
αi,Li+vi

βf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

]
as δi varies in [0, 1). Further-

more, 1 ∈
(

αi,Li+vi

Eiβf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

,
αi,Li+vi

βf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

]
for all i because αi,Li+vi ≤ Ei = αi,2m and 1 ≤ βf+1,Lf+1+vf+1

≤
min

ℓ∈J1,2mK
βi,ℓ ≤ αi,Li+vi according to hypothesis (6.3). Thus:

sup
(δi)∈[0,1[k−f−1

min(1,
k

min
i=f+2

ui)

1
Kf+1,vf+1

+
k∑

i=f+2

ui
1

Ki,vi

≥
min(1,

k

min
i=f+2

1)

1
Kf+1,vf+1

+
k∑

i=f+2

1
Ki,vi

=




k∑

i=f+1

1

Ki,vi




−1

.

We have shown that µn(AJ |e)k−g(AJ ,e) ≥
(

k∑
i=f+1

1
Ki,vi

)−1

by using again equation (6.13), which completes

the proof of the lemma.
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6.3.3 Upper bound on the exponent

In this section, we show that the subspaces CJ
N actually achieve the "best" approximations of A. This

allows us to bound µn(AJ |e)k−g(AJ ,e) from above and thus to conclude the proof of Proposition 6.7.

Lemma 6.14. Let ε > 0 and C be a rational subspace of dimension e such that:

ψk−g(AJ , C) ≤ H(C)
−
(

k
∑

i=f+1

1
Ki,vi

)−1

−ε

. (6.20)

Then, if H(C) is sufficiently large depending on ε, there exists N ∈ (N \ {0})k such that C = CJ
N .

Proof. In this proof, we set K =

(
k∑

j=f+1

1
Kj,vj

)−1

. For i ∈ J1, kK, we define Ni as the integer satisfying:

θαi,Ni+vi−1 ≤ H(C)K+ ε
2−1 < θαi,Ni+vi . (6.21)

We will show that N = (N1, . . . , Nk) satisfies the conditions. Let Z1, . . . , Ze be a Z-basis of C ∩ Zn. For q
an integer and i ∈ J1, kK:

Dq,i = ‖Xq,i ∧ Z1 ∧ . . . ∧ Ze‖.

We will prove that for all i ∈ J1, kK:

∀ ℓ ∈ J0, vi − 1K, DNi+ℓ,i < 1

and Lemma 2.7 will allow us to conclude. We fix i ∈ J1, kK and ℓ ∈ J0, vi − 1K. One has:

DNi+ℓ,i = ‖pC⊥(XNi+ℓ,i)‖ · ‖Z1 ∧ . . . ∧ Ze‖ = ω(XNi+ℓ,i, C)‖XNi+ℓ,i‖H(C).

Using the triangle inequality on angles, we have ω(XNi+ℓ,i, C) ≤ ω(XNi+ℓ,i, Yi) + ω(Yi, C). Proposition 6.5
yields

c37θ
αi,Ni+ℓ ≤ ‖XNi+ℓ,i‖ ≤ c38θαi,Ni+ℓ and c41θ

−αi,Ni+ℓ+1 ≤ ω(XNi+ℓ,i, Yi) ≤ c42θ−αi,Ni+ℓ+1

with constants independent of Ni. Furthermore, since Yi ∈ AJ and dim(AJ ) = k, by Lemma 2.3 of [8], we
have ψk−g(AJ , C) = ωk(AJ , C) ≥ ω1(Span(Yi), C). Therefore:

DNi+ℓ,i ≤ c55H(C)θαi,Ni+ℓ
(
θ−αi,Ni+ℓ+1 +H(C)−K−ε

)

= c55
(
θ−αi,Ni+ℓ+1+αi,Ni+ℓH(C) + θαi,Ni+ℓH(C)−K−ε+1

)
(6.22)

with c55 independent of N , using the assumption (6.20) on C. The choice of Ni in (6.21) gives:

θαi,Ni+ℓH(C)−K−ε+1 ≤ θαi,Ni+vi−1 ≤ H(C)K+ ε
2+1H(C)−K−ε−1 = H(C)−

ε
2 . (6.23)

Now we consider the term θ−αi,Ni+ℓ+1+αi,Ni+ℓH(C) in (6.22). Again by (6.21), we have:

θ−αi,Ni+ℓ+1+αi,Ni+ℓH(C) ≤
(
H(C)

K+ ε
2
−1

αi,Ni+vi

)−αi,Ni+ℓ−1+αi,Ni+ℓ

H(C)

= H(C)
(K+ ε

2
−1)(−αi,Ni+ℓ+1+αi,Ni+ℓ)+αi,Ni+vi

αi,Ni+vi . (6.24)

We then focus on the numerator of this exponent; setting aside the term involving ε, we find:

(K − 1)(−αi,Ni+ℓ+1 + αi,Ni+ℓ) + αi,Ni+vi = αi,Ni+ℓ

(
(K − 1)(−βi,Ni+ℓ+1 + 1) +

αi,Ni+vi

αi,Ni+ℓ

)
.

We will show that this term is negative; indeed:

(K − 1)(−βi,Ni+ℓ+1 + 1) +
αi,Ni+vi

αi,Ni+ℓ

= (K − 1)(−βi,Ni+ℓ+1 + 1) + βi,Ni+ℓ+1 . . . βi,Ni+vi

= −βi,Ni+ℓ+1(K − 1− βi,Ni+ℓ+2 . . . βi,Ni+vi) +K − 1.
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Since ℓ ∈ J0, vi− 1K, we have βi,Ni+ℓ+2 . . . βi,Ni+vi ≤ βi,Ni+2 . . . βi,Ni+vi ≤ Ki,vi−1 because the vi− 1 factors
of the product βi,Ni+2 . . . βi,Ni+vi are consecutive.We then have

(K − 1)(−βi,Ni+ℓ+1 + 1) +
αi,Ni+vi

αi,Ni+ℓ

≤ −βi,Ni+ℓ+1(K − 1−Ki,vi−1) +K − 1. (6.25)

Now, Proposition 6.2 gives K − 1−Ki,vi−1 ≥ K−1
min

ℓ∈J1,m+1K
(βi,ℓ)

. The inequality (6.25) becomes

(K − 1)(−βi,Ni+ℓ+1 + 1) +
αi,Ni+vi

αi,Ni+ℓ

≤ −βi,Ni+ℓ+1
K − 1

min
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

(βi,ℓ)
+K − 1 ≤ (K − 1)


1− βi,Ni+ℓ+1

min
ℓ∈J1,m+1K

(βi,ℓ)




and the right hand side of this inequality is a negative number. We then reconsider (6.24) and we have:

θ−αi,Ni+ℓ+1+αi,Ni+ℓH(C) ≤ H(C)
ε
2 (

−αi,Ni+ℓ+1+αi,Ni+ℓ

αi,Ni+vi
)
.

Since βi,j ≥ 2 for all j, and vi ≤ m+ 1 by Lemma 6.8, using (6.3) we have

αi,Ni+ℓ+1 − αi,Ni+ℓ

αi,Ni+vi

=
βi,Ni+ℓ+1 − 1

βi,Ni+ℓ+1 . . . βi,Ni+vi

≥ 1

Ki,vi

≥ 1

Ki,m+1
≥ 1

K1,m+1
.

Setting c56 = 1
2K1,m+1

, we then have:

θ−αi,Ni+ℓ+1+αi,Ni+ℓH(C) ≤ H(C)
−c56ε. (6.26)

Revisiting the inequality (6.22) and the estimations (6.23) and (6.26), we then haveDNi+ℓ,i ≤ c55(H(C)−
ε
2+

H(C)
−c56ε) and therefore, if H(C) is large enough (depending on ε, c55, and c56), we have for all i ∈ J1, kK:

∀ ℓ ∈ J0, vi − 1K, ‖XNi+ℓ,i ∧ Z1 ∧ . . . ∧ Ze‖ = DNi+ℓ,i < 1.

Lemma 2.7 then implies that Xi,Ni+ℓ ∈ C for all i ∈ J1, kK and ℓ ∈ J0, vi − 1K. Therefore, CJ
N ⊂ C and by

equality of dimensions C = CJ
N .

Corollary 6.15. We have µn(AJ |e)k−g(AJ ,e) ≤
(

k∑
i=f+1

1
Kj,vj

)−1

.

Proof. Suppose the contrary: there exists ε > 0 such that µn(AJ |e)k−g(AJ ,e) ≥
(

k∑
j=f+1

1
Kj,vj

)−1

+2ε. Then

there exist infinitely many rational subspaces C of dimension e such that

ψk−g(AJ , C) ≤ H(C)
−
(

k
∑

j=f+1

1
Kj,vj

)−1

−ε

. (6.27)

According to Lemma 6.14, there exists N ∈ (N∗)k such that C = CJ
N if H(C) is large enough. Furthermore,

Lemma 6.12 gives:

ψk−g(AJ , C
J
N ) ≥ c57H(CJ

N )

−
k

min
j=f+1

αj,Mj+1

k
∑

j=f+1
αj,Nj

(6.28)

with c57 > 0 independent of N . The inequalities (6.27) and (6.28) together yield

k

min
j=f+1

αj,Nj+vj

k∑
j=f+1

αj,Nj

≥




k∑

i=f+1

1

Kj,vj




−1

+
ε

2
(6.29)
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as the height tends to +∞. Let j ∈ Jf+1, kK. We have

(
k∑

j=f+1

1
Kj,vj

)−1

≤ αj,Nj+vj

Kj,vj

≤ αj,Nj
βj,Nj+1...βj,Nj+vj

Kj,vj

≤

αj,Nj
since Kj,vj is the maximum of products of vj consecutive terms among the βj,ℓ. Summing over j,

we have (
k

min
j=f+1

αj,Nj+vj )
k∑

j=f+1

1
Kj,vj

≤
k∑

j=f+1

αj,Nj
. Thus

k

min
j=f+1

αj,Nj+vj

k
∑

j=f+1

αj,Nj

≤
(

k∑
j=f+1

1
Kj,vj

)−1

, contradicting

(6.29) since ε > 0. This completes the proof of the corollary.

The corollaries 6.13 and 6.15 conclude the proof of Proposition 6.7.

6.4 Final computation of the exponents

We proceed with the proof of Theorem 1.8 using Proposition 6.7, and Theorem 3.1 to derive the exponents
µn(A|e)k−g(A,e). For j ∈ J1, dK, we consider the subspace Rj = {0}(j−1)(m+1)×Rm+1×{0}(d−j)(m+1) ⊂ Rn.

The subspaces Rj are rational and in direct sum. Thus, we have
d⊕

j=1

Rj ⊂ Rn, and we note that for all

j ∈ J1, dK, Span(Yj) ⊂ Rj . We apply Theorem 3.1 with the Rj and the lines Aj = Span(Yj).

Let e ∈ J1, n− 1K and k ∈ J1 + g(A, e),min(d, e)K such that e < k(m + 1). For any subset J ⊂ J1, dK with
cardinality k, by Lemma 6.6 the subspace AJ = Spanj∈J (Yj) is (e, k− g(AJ , e))-irrational. The first part of
Theorem 3.1 applied with k′ = k − g(A, e) then gives A ∈ In(d, e)k−g(A,e). Now we calculate the exponent.
The same theorem gives

µn(A|e)k−g(A,e) = µn(A|e)k′ = max
J∈P (k′+g(A,e),d)

µn(AJ |e)k′+g(A,e)−g(AJ ,e)

with P (ℓ, d) being the set of subsets of cardinality ℓ of J1, dK, and therefore

µn(A|e)k−g(A,e) = max
J∈P (k,d)

µn(AJ |e)k−g(AJ ,e) = max
J∈P (k,d)




k∑

q=1+f

1

Kjq,vq




−1

(6.30)

by Proposition 6.7 applied with J = {j1 < . . . < jk}. It remains to prove the following lemma to complete
the proof of Theorem 1.8.

Lemma 6.16. We have

max
J={j1<...<jk}




k∑

q=1+f

1

Kjq,vq




−1

=




k∑

q=1+f

1

Kq+d−k+1,vq




−1

.

Proof. Let J be the set {d − k + 1, . . . , d}, which corresponds to jq = q + d − k for q ∈ J1, kK. We have

max
J={j1<...<jk}

(
k∑

q=1+f

1
Kjq,vq

)−1

≥
(

k∑
q=1+f

1
Kq+d−k+1,vq

)−1

. Moreover, the Ki,v are increasing with respect

to i by (1.3), so in particular,

∀ 1 ≤ j1 < . . . < jk ≤ d, ∀ q ∈ J1, kK, ∀ v ∈ J1,mK, Kjq,v ≤ Kq+d−k,v.

In particular, max
J={j1<...<jk}

(
k∑

q=1+f

1
Kjq,vq

)−1

≤
(

k∑
q=1+f

1
Kq+d−k+1,vq

)−1

which completes the proof of the

lemma.
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7 Smooth independence of the exponents

This section is devoted to proving Theorems 1.5 and 1.6. It corresponds to the chapter 8 of [5]. We establish
these proofs by showin that the image of the joint spectrum, as presented in each theorem, contains a subset
with a non-empty interior.

Let n ∈ N and d ∈ J1, n− 1K be fixed such that d divides n.
We study the family of functions (µn(·|e)k−g(d,e,n))(e,k)∈U for U a subset of Vd,n = {(e, k) | e ∈ J1, n −
1K, k ∈ J1 + g(d, e, n),min(d, e)K}. In this section, we always work with d and n fixed. The functions under
consideration, denoted by µn(·|e)k−g(d,e,n), are thus defined on In(d, e)k−g(d,e,n), the set of (e, k−g(d, e, n))-
irrational subspaces of Rn of dimension d. For U ⊂ Vd,n, we define the set IU =

⋂
(e,k)∈U

In(d, e)k−g(d,e,n)

and the mapping

MU :

∣∣∣∣
IU −→ (R ∪ {+∞})U
A 7−→ (µn(A|e)k−g(d,e,n))(e,k)∈U

.

If the image of MU contains a non-empty open set in RU , then the family (µn(·|e)k−g(d,e,n))(e,k)∈U is
smoothly independent on IU . Indeed, otherwise, there would exist a submersion RU → R that vanishes on
these functions, and the image of MU would be contained in an differential hypersurface of RU that has
an empty interior. Subsequently, the proofs focus on showin that the images of the considered functions
contain a non-empty open set.
Theorems 1.5 and 1.6 present examples of subfamilies U of Vd,n for which (µn(·|e)k−g(d,e,n))(e,k)∈U is
smoothly independent on IU . It is worth noting that, with Theorem 1.8, we can also establish smooth inde-
pendence for other families. For instance, such a result holds for U = {(e, k) | k ∈ J1, dK, e ∈ Jk, kmK, k|e},
as shown in [5], chapter 8, section 8.4.

7.1 Sufficient condition

First we develop two technical lemmas that provide sufficient conditions on U ⊂ Vd,n for MU (IU ) to contain
a non-empty open set and therefore for the associated family of exponents to be smoothly independent on
IU . We write n = d(m+ 1) with m ∈ N.

Lemma 7.1. Let U ⊂ Vd,n with #U ≤ dm satisfying for all (e, k) ∈ U , e < k(m + 1). For (e, k) ∈ U and
β = (βi,ℓ)i∈J1,dK,ℓ∈J1,mK ∈ (R∗

+)
dm, we define

Ω(e,k)(β) =

k∑

q=1+f(e,mk)

βq+d−k,1 . . . βq+d−k,vq(e,k) =

d∑

q=1+f(e,mk)+d−k

βq,1 . . . βq,vq+k−d(e,k),

which defines a function Ω : (R∗
+)

dm → RU , β 7→ (Ω(e,k)(β))(e,k)∈U . Suppose that the Jacobian matrix of Ω

at β, JΩ(β) ∈M#U,dm(R), has rank #U for all β ∈ (R∗
+)

dm. Then the image of the function MU contains
a non-empty open set in RU .

Proof. Let us define the following function

Ω′ :

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

(R∗
+)

dm −→ RU

(βi,ℓ)i∈J1,dK,ℓ∈J1,mK 7→


 1

k
∑

q=1+f(e,mk)

(βq+d−k,1...βq+d−k,vq(e,k))−1




(e,k)∈U

.

We will apply Theorem 1.8 to construct subspacesA of dimension d whose family of exponents (µn(A|e)k)(e,k)∈U

range through an open subset of the image of Ω′. For this, we define H ′ ⊂ (R∗
+)

dm as the set of
(βi,ℓ)i∈J1,dK,ℓ∈J1,mK satisfying the hypotheses

∀ i ∈ J1, dK, βi,1 > . . . > βi,m, (7.1)
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min
ℓ∈J1,mK

(β1,ℓ) > (3d)

c2
c2−1

, min
ℓ∈J1,mK

(β1,ℓ)
c1 > max

ℓ∈J1,mK
(β1,ℓ)

c2 and for all i ∈ J1, d − 1K: min
ℓ∈J1,mK

(βi,ℓ)
c1 >

max
ℓ∈J1,mK

(βi+1,ℓ) and min
ℓ∈J1,mK

(βi+1,ℓ) > max
ℓ∈J1,mK

(βi,ℓ)
c2 with c1, c2 the constants defined in Theorem 1.8. The

set H ′ thus defined is a non-empty open set in (R∗
+)

dm.

For β ∈ H ′, Theorem 1.8 yields a space A of dimension d in Rn such that for all e ∈ J1, n − 1K and
k ∈ J1 + g(d, e, n),min(d, e)K satisfying e < k(m+ 1), we have

A ∈ In(d, e)k−g(d,e,n) and µn(A|e)k−g(d,e,n) =




k∑

q=1+f(e,mk)

1

Kq+d−k,vq(e,k)




−1

where, due to hypothesis (7.1): ∀ i ∈ J1, dK, ∀ v ∈ J1,mK, Ki,v = βi,1 . . . βi,v.
This result then gives Ω′(H ′) ⊂ MU (IU ). To prove Lemma 7.1, we will show that Ω′(H ′) contains a non-
empty open set. By composing Ω′ on both ends with the application that inverts each coordinate, it suffices
to show that the smooth function Ω, defined on H = {(βi,ℓ)i∈J1,dK,ℓ∈J1,mK, (

1
βi,ℓ

)i∈J1,dK,ℓ∈J1,mK ∈ H ′} by

Ω :

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

H −→ RU

(βi,ℓ)i∈J1,dK,ℓ∈J1,mK 7→
(

k∑
q=1+f(e,mk)

βq+d−k,1 . . . βq+d−k,vq(e,k)

)

(e,k)∈U

has a non-empty open set in its image. Since by assumption JΩ(β) has rank #U for all β ∈ H ⊂ (R∗
+)

dm,
the open mapping theorem ensures that Ω(H) contains a non-empty open set, which concludes the proof of
the lemma.

We set the notation P (J1, dK× J1,mK) for the set of subsets of J1, dK× J1,mK, and we define

χ :

∣∣∣∣
Vd,n −→ P (J1, dK× J1,mK)
(e, k) 7−→ (J1 + f + d− k, u+ d− kK× J1, v + 1K) ∪ (Ju + 1 + d− k, dK× J1, vK)

where v and u are respectively the quotient and remainder of the Euclidean division of e by k, and f =
f(e,mk) = max(0, e−mk). Furthermore, we recall a definition made in section 6: we associate to (e, k) ∈
Vd,n the quantities v1(e, k), . . . , vk(e, k) defined by:

vq(e, k) =

{
v + 1 if q ∈ J1, uK
v if q ∈ Ju+ 1, kK . (7.2)

A pair (q, ℓ) ∈ J1, dK× J1,mK belongs to χ(e, k) if and only if we have

q ≥ 1 + f + d− k and ℓ ≤ vq+k−d(e, k). (7.3)

We state Lemma 7.2 which is a consequence of the Lemma 7.1.

Lemma 7.2. Let U ⊂ Vd,n with #U ≤ dm satisfying for all (e, k) ∈ U , e < k(m+1). Suppose furthermore
that there exists an order <U on U such that

∀ (e, k) ∈ U, χ(e, k) \
⋃

(e′,k′)<U (e,k)

χ(e′, k′) 6= ∅. (7.4)

Then the image of the function MU contains a non-empty open set in RU .

Proof. Each Ω(e,k), defined in the assumptions of Lemma 7.1, is a polynomial in the variables βi,ℓ. We note
using (7.3) that χ(e, k) is in fact the set of indices of the βi,ℓ "appearing" in Ω(e,k)(β). This implies in
particular that

∂Ω(e,k)

∂βq,ℓ
=





∏
1≤p≤vq+k−d(e,k)

p 6=ℓ

βq,p if (q, ℓ) ∈ χ(e, k)

0 otherwise

. (7.5)
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According to hypothesis (7.4), we can order U = {θ1, . . . , θ#U} in such a way that these quantities respect

the order <U : ∀ i < j, θi <U θj and so that, for every j ∈ J2,#UK, there exists (qj , ℓj) ∈ χ(θj) \
j−1⋃
i=1

χ(θi).

In particular, using (7.5), for any β ∈ (R∗
+)

dm

∀ i < j,
∂Ωθi

∂βqj ,ℓj
= 0 and

∂Ωθj

∂βqj ,ℓj
=

∏

1≤p≤vqj+k−d(θj)
p 6=ℓj

βqj ,p 6= 0. (7.6)

Let JΩ(β) =
(

∂Ωθi

∂βj,ℓ

)
i∈J1,#UK,(j,ℓ)∈J1,dK×J1,mK

∈ M#U,dm(R) be the Jacobian matrix of Ω at β ∈ (R∗
+)

dm.

Here the index i corresponds to the rows of the matrix and (j, ℓ) to the columns, ordering J1, dK × J1,mK
according to the usual lexicographic order. We will show that JΩ(β) has maximal rank #U , and then apply
Lemma 7.1. We extract from JΩ(β) (by possibly interchanging columns) the matrix

GU =

(
∂Ωθi

∂βqj ,ℓj

)

i∈J1,#UK,j∈J1,#UK

∈M#U (R).

According to (7.6), we have

GU =




∂Ωθ1

∂βq1,ℓ1
0 0 · · · 0

∂Ωθ2

∂βq1,ℓ1

∂Ωθ2

∂βq2,ℓ2
0 · · · 0

...
. . .

. . .
...

∂Ωθ#U−1

∂βq1,ℓ1

∂Ωθ#U−1

∂βq2,ℓ2
· · · ∂Ωθ#U−1

∂βq#U−1,ℓ#U−1

0
∂Ωθ#U

∂βq1,ℓ1

∂Ωθ#U

∂βq2,ℓ2
· · · ∂Ωθ#U

∂βq#U ,ℓ#U




.

The matrix GU is thus lower triangular, and its diagonal coefficients are non-zero according to (7.6), thus
it is invertible. Therefore, we have shown that JΩ(β) has rank #U for all β ∈ H . Lemma 7.1 then implies
that the image of the function MU contains a non-empty open set in RU , which concludes the proof of
Lemma 7.2.

7.2 Results for the Last Angle

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.5 and 1.6 using the results from the previous section. We write
n = d(m+ 1) with m ∈ N.
Proof of Theorem 1.5. We set U = {(e,min(d, e)) | e ∈ J1, n − dK}. We will show that U satisfies the
hypothesis (7.4) of Lemma 7.2. First, note that for all (e, k) ∈ U , we have g(d, e, n) = 0 and f = f(e,mk) = 0
because e ∈ J1, dmK and dm = n− d. We define the following order on U :

(e′, k′) <U (e, k)⇐⇒ e′ < e.

This indeed defines an order since the first coordinates of the elements of U are pairwise distinct. Let
(e, k) ∈ U . If e ≤ d then k = e and χ(e, k) = J1 + d − e, dK × {1}. For any (e′, k′) <U (e, k), we have
χ(e′, k′) = J1 + d− e′, dK× {1} and thus (1 + d− e, 1) ∈ χ(e, k) \ ⋃

(e′,k′)<U (e,k)

χ(e′, k′).

If e > d, then k = d and we write e = dv + u for the Euclidean division of e by d. We have χ(e, k) =
J1, uK× J1, v+1K∪ Ju+1, dK× J1, vK. For (e′, k′) <U (e, k), we write e′ = k′v′ +u′ for the Euclidean division
of e′ by k′. We distinguish vetween two cases based on whether u = 0 or u 6= 0.
• If u = 0. We will show that (d, v) /∈ χ(e′, k′). Since e > d and u = 0, we necessarily have v > 1. If k′ = e′

then v′ = 1 and u′ = 0, so χ(e′, k′) = J1 + d− e′, dK× {1} and (d, v) /∈ χ(e′, k′) because v > 1.
Otherwise k′ = d and then 1 ≤ v′ < v since e′ < e. We have χ(e′, k′) = J1, u′K×J1, v′+1K∪Ju′+1, dK×J1, v′K.
Then (d, v) /∈ χ(e′, k′) because u′ ≤ d− 1 and v′ < v.
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• If u > 0. We will show that (u, v + 1) /∈ χ(e′, k′). If k′ = e′ then v′ = 1, u′ = 0, and χ(e′, k′) =
J1 + d− e′, dK× {1}. Since v + 1 > 1, we have (u, v + 1) /∈ χ(e′, k′) in this case.
Otherwise k′ = d and v′ ≤ v because e′ < e. We have χ(e′, k′) = J1, u′K × J1, v′ + 1K ∪ Ju′ + 1, dK × J1, v′K.
Therefore, ((u, v + 1) ∈ χ(e′, k′)⇐⇒ [v′ = v and u′ ≥ u]) . Since e′ < e, this property is not satisfied and
thus (u, v + 1) /∈ χ(e′, k′).

We have shown that for all (e, k) ∈ U , there exists (q, ℓ) such that (q, ℓ) ∈ χ(e, k) \ ⋃
(e′,k′)<U (e,k)

χ(e′, k′).

Thus, the hypotheses of Lemma 7.2 are satisfied: MU (IU ) contains a non-empty open set, hence the
functions (µn(·|e)k)(e,k)∈U are smoothly independent on IU .

Lemma 7.2 is not enough to show Theorem 1.6. We will use Lemma 7.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. We define U = Jd, n− 1K× {d}. We will show the invertibility for all β ∈ (R∗
+)

dm of

the Jacobian matrix JΩ(β) ∈Mdm,dm(R) where Ω(e,d)(β) =
d∑

q=1+f(e,md)

βq,1 . . . βq,vq(e,d) for (e, d) ∈ U with

v1(e, d), . . . , vd(e, d) defined in (7.2) and f(e,md) = max(0, e−md). We then have JΩ(β) =
(
D1 · · · Dd

)

with for i ∈ J1, dK:

Di =

(
∂Ω(e,d)

∂βi,ℓ

)

e∈Jd,n−1K,ℓ∈J1,mK

∈ Mdm,m(R).

Given the form of Ω(e,d), for (i, ℓ) ∈ J1, dK× J1,mK one has

∂Ω(e,d)

∂βi,ℓ
=





0
∏

1≤p≤vi(e,d)
p 6=ℓ

βi,p if ℓ ≤ vi(e, d)

0 otherwise

.

In particular, for ℓ ∈ J1, vi(e, d) − 1K we have
βi,ℓ+1

βi,ℓ

∂Ω(e,d)

∂βi,ℓ+1
=
∂Ω(e,d)

∂βi,ℓ
. Let Di,1, . . . , Di,m be the columns

of Di. We successively perform the following elementary operations between the columns of JΩ(β):

∀ i ∈ J1, dK, ∀ ℓ ∈ J1,m− 1K, Di,ℓ ←
(
Di,ℓ −

βi,ℓ+1

βi,ℓ
Di,ℓ+1

)
,

and denote byG the resulting matrix. Thus, det(JΩ(β)) = det(G) whereG =
(
ge,(i,ℓ)

)
e∈Jd,n−1K,(i,ℓ)∈J1,dK×J1,mK

and

ge,(i,ℓ)

{
6= 0 if vi(e, d) = ℓ
= 0 otherwise

. (7.7)

We then study G and for that, we reorder the columns of G, setting the following order on J1, dK× J1,mK:
((i, ℓ) < (j, ℓ′)⇐⇒ [ℓ < ℓ′ or (ℓ = ℓ′ and i < j)]) which is the lexicographic order on J1, dK × J1,mK with
priority comparison of the second element of the pair. We denote by G′ the resulting matrix and we have
det(G) = ± det(G′). With this chosen order for the columns, the diagonal coefficients of G′ are those of the
form ge,(u+1,v) with e = dv + u the Euclidean division of e by d for e ∈ Jd, n − 1K. We will show that the
matrix G′ is upper triangular with non-zero diagonal coefficients.
Let e ∈ Jd, n− 1K. We set e = dv+u the Euclidean division of e by d. According to the definition of vi(e, d)
in (7.2) we have vu+1(e, d) = v. The construction of G in (7.7) then gives ge,(u+1,v) 6= 0. Now consider
e′ > e. We will show that ge′,(u+1,v) = 0. We set e′ = dv′ + u′ the Euclidean division of e′ by d and we then
have v′ ≥ v.
• If v′ > v then since vu+1(e

′, d) = v′ or v′ + 1 we have vu+1(e
′, d) 6= v and thus ge′,(u+1,v) = 0 according

to (7.7).
• If v′ = v then u′ > u and u+ 1 ∈ J1, u′K. In particular, according to the definition of vi(e

′, d) in (7.2), we
have vu+1(e

′, d) = v′ + 1 6= v and thus ge′,(u+1,v) = 0 according to (7.7).
We have thus shown that all diagonal coefficients ofG′ are non-zero and thatG′ is upper triangular. It follows
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that G is invertible since det(G) = ± det(G′) and thus JΩ(β) is also invertible. Lemma 7.1 then allows us
to conclude that MU (IU ) contains a non-empty open set and hence the functions (µn(·|e)d)e∈Jdm,d(m+1)−1K

are smoothly independent on IU .
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