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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 R”. We consider Diophantine exponents for linear subspaces
of R™ 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 R™) can be ap-
proximated by rational numbers (or rational points). In 1967, Schmidt [I4] stated a generalisation of this
problem in which one studies how well can subspaces of R" 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 R™ is rational if it has a basis of vectors with rational coordinates. We denote by
R (e) the set of all rational subspaces of dimension e of R™. To such a rational subspace B € R, (e) we can
associate a point = (n1,...,nn) € PY(R) with N = (7) called the Grassmann (or Pliicker) coordinates of
B. We can choose a representative vector n with coprime integer coordinates and we define:

H(B) = |l

where || - || is the Euclidean norm on R¥. Let us notice that if Xi,..., X, is a Z-basis of B N Z", then
H(B) = || X1 A...AX.||. More results on the height can be found in [14] and [I5].

Let us fix n € N\ {0}. For d, e € [1,n]? we set g(d, e,n) = max(0,d+e—n). For j € [1,min(d,e)—g(d, e,n)]
we say that a subspace A of dimension d of R™ is (e, j)-irrational if

VB e Ry(e), dim(ANDB)<j+g(d,emn).

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

XA Y]
w(X,)Y) = o0
X0 1Y
where X AY is the exterior product of X and Y. Geometrically, w(X,Y) is the absolute value of the sine
of the angle between X and Y. Let A and B be two subspaces of R™ of respective dimensions d and e. We
construct by induction ¢ = min(d, €) angles between A and B. Let us define
wi(4,B)= min w(X,Y)

XeA\{0}

YeB\{0}
and (X1,Y1) € A x B such that w(X;,Y1) = wi(A, B). Let us assume that wi(A4, B),...,w;(A, B) and
(X1,Y1),...,(X;,Y;) has been constructed for j € [1,¢ —1]. Let A; and B; be respectively the orthogonal
complements of Span(X1,...,X;) in A and Span(Y1,...,Y;) in B. We define

wj+1(A,B) = min w(X,Y)

XeA;\{0}
YeB;\{0}
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and (Xj41,Yj+1) € A x B such that w(X,41,Y,41) = wjy1(4, B). We can notice that if g(d, e, n) > 0 then
wi(A4,B) = ... = Wy(d,en)(A4, B) = 0, so we introduce for j € [1, min(d, e) — g(d,e,n)]:

1/’;‘ (Aa B) = Wji+g(d,e,n) (Aa B)
We now have all the tools to define the Diophantine exponents studied in this paper.

Definition 1.1. Let (d,e) € [1,n—1]?, j € [1,min(d,e) — g(d,e,n)] and A € Z,,(d, e);. We define u,,(Ale);
as the supremum of the set of all u > 0 such that there exist infinitely many B € R, (e) such that

¥;(A,B) < H(B)™H.

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
N Z.(de); — (RU{+oo})Y
(e,j)eU
A — (un(Ale)j) eev
where d is fixed and U is a subset of Vi, = {(e,j) | e € [1,n — 1],j € [1, min(d, e) — g(d, e, n)]}.
In the case d = 1 the joint spectrum (g, (-|1)1, ..., tn(-Jn — 1)1) has been fully described by Roy [13] using
parametric geometry of numbers and the previous results of Schmidt [I4] and Laurent [10].

Theorem 1.2 (Roy 2016). For any pu1,...,p,—1 € [1,+00] satisfying g3 > 2= and

n—1

€le < (n —e)pte

Vee [2,n—1], ———— < pte—1 < )
€ [[ " ]] ue—l—e—l_u ! n—e+1

there exists A € Z,,(1,n — 1)1 such that Ve € [1,n — 1], pn(A4|e)1 = fe.

A corollary of this theorem is that are there no smooth relations between these exponents. For W a set and
fis--+, fr functions from W to R U {400}, we say that fi,..., fxr are smoothly independent on W if there
is no submersion A : R¥ — R such that for all w € W

(fi(w),.... fe(w)) €R" = h(fi(w),..., fr(w)) =0.

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

Corollary 1.3. The functions g, (-|1)1, ..., un(-|n — 1)1 are smoothly independent on Z,(1,n — 1);.

By Theorem [[L2] the image of the joint spectrum is indeed a subset of R”~! with non-empty interior ; it is
not contained in any hypersurface of R"~!. The goal of this paper is to generalize the result of Corollary [[3]
with d > 1. We will show the following theorems. In Theorems [[.A1.5] and [[.G] 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 g, (-|1)1, ..., n(:|n — d)1 are smoothly independent
n—d

on () Z,(d,e)1 =Zn(d,n — d).
e=1

Theorem 1.5. Assume that d divides n. The functions i, (-|1)min(d,1)» - - - » #n (-|" =) min(d,n—d) are smoothly
n—d
independent on () Z,(d, €)min(d,e)-
e=1
Theorem 1.6. Assume that d divides n. The functions p,(-|d)d, . .., n(-|n—1)4 are smoothly independent
n—1
on [\ Zn(d,e)q.
e=d

In order to prove these theorems, we construct subspaces of R with Diophantine exponents that can be
computed. With these constructions, we can prove that the image of (1 (-|€);)(e,j)ev contains a subset with
non-empty interior which gives Theorems [[.4] and We will herein show the following theorems.



Theorem 1.7. Let d € [1,n—1]. There exists an explicit constant Cyq > 0, such that for any (71 ...,vn—d) €
[Cyq, +oo[*~?, there exists A € T,,(d,n — d); satisfying
Vee[l,n—d], pn(Ale)r = max  Yifi...%Vite
1€[0,n—d—e]
Theorem [I.7] focuses on constructing a subspace whose Diophantine exponents corresponding to the first

angle are known in the case d +e < n. Theorem is more general, as it provides a subspace for which we
compute many exponents including in the case d + e > n.

1
Theorem 1.8. Assume that n = (m + 1)d with m > 1. Let ¢ = (1+ )7 and 1 < ¢o < qq. Let
(Bi1,---,B1,m) € R™ such that:

2L
i 2" and il 1.1
Zelﬁlll}gn]](ﬂl,e) > (3d) an eéﬁ% H(ﬂ1 o)W > jnax H(ﬂ1 )2 (1.1)
For i € [2,d] let (Bia,--.,Bim) € R™ satisfy for all ¢ € [1,d — 1]:

i 4 > 4 1.2
,Jnin (Bi,e) T (2x (Birie) (1.2)
and min (ﬁz+1 ¢) > max ([312) (1.3)

Le[1,m Le

There exists a subspace A of dimension d in R™ such that for alle € [1,n—1] and k € [1+g(d, e, n), min(d, )]
satisfying e < k(m 4+ 1), we have A € Z,,(d, €)—g(d,e,n) and:

(A| )k g(d,e,n) — P
E 1
g=1+max(0,e—mk) Kata—iwvg

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

Jv+1 ifgel,u]
vq—{ v ifgeu+1,k] (1.4)

and finally,

Vie [[1, dﬂ, Yov € [[1, m]], Ki,'u = max ﬂi7g+1 .. -ﬂi,lJrv-
Lef0,m—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 # 1 and

j # min(d, e).

Section M is devoted to the proof of Theorem [[.7 in the case d = 1 ; the general case is proven in section [l
where we also establish Theorem [[L4l Section [6] presents the proof of Theorem [[L§ 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 [6l Finally we deduce
Theorems and from Theorem in section [

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 R” with dimension d, and e € [1,n—1]. For any j € [1, min(d, e)—
g(d,e,n)], we have:

Ais (e, j)-irrational <= A" is (n — e, j)-irrational

where A+ denotes the orthogonal complement of A in R™.



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+ N B+) = n—dim(A + B) =n —d — e +dim(A N B) for every rational subspace
B of dimension e. This gives:

dim(ANB) < j +g(d,e,n) <= dim(A+ N B*) < j+g(n —d,n —e,n).

Proposition 2] directly follows from this equivalence since (B1)t = B and dim(B+) =n — e.
O

Proposition 2.2. Let A be a vector subspace of R™ with dimension d. Then for any j € [1, min(d, n — d)]:
AeZ,(dn—-d); = Vee[jn—jl, AecI,(de)j.

Proof. Let A be (n — d, j)-irrational of dimension d.

e First case: Let e € [j,n — d]. Let B be a rational subspace of dimension e, then there exists C' a rational

subspace of dimension n — d such that B C C. We have dim(AN B) < dim(ANC) < j+ g(d,n —d,n) =

j+g(d,e,n). Thus, if A € Z,(d,n—d); then A € Z,(d,e); for all e € [j,n — d].

e Second case: Let e € [n—d+1,n — j]. According to Proposition I, A+ is (n — d, j)-irrational. We then

use the first part of the proof and obtain At € Z,,(n—d, f); for any f € [j,n— (n—d)]. In particular, since

n —e € [j,d], we have: At € Z,(n —d,n — e);. By applying again Proposition I, we have A € Z,,(d, e);.
o

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

G

Lemma 2.3. Let 1 <d<n-—1. Let M = <E

> € M, 4(R) satisfy:

(i) G € GLg(R) and ¥ € M,,_q4(R).
(ii) The entries of ¥ form an algebraically independent set over Q(F), where F is the set of entries of G.
Then, for all e € [1,n — 1], the subspace spanned by the columns of M is (e, 1)-irrational.

Proof. We denote by Y7,..., Yy the columns of the matrix M and A = Span(Y3,...,Yy) 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 € [1,n — 1].

Let B be a rational space of dimension n — d. Suppose by contradiction that AN B # {0}. Denoting by
Z1,...,Zn_q arational basis of B, we have Y1 A... YA Z1 A ... AN Z,—q = 0. In the following, we denote by
Q = (Z1] -+ |Zyn—q) the matrix whose columns are the Z;. The equality Y1 A ... Yy AZ1 A ... A Zp_qg =0

Zi o Zna ) € M, (R).

implies the nullity of the determinant of the following matrix (g

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

VS € My_aa(R), det <g 2y - Zua ) 0. (2.1)

For A a minor of size n — d of @, we denote by Ind(A) the set of indices 1 < i; < ... < ip—qg < n of the
rows from which A is extracted. We also denote by Mat(A) the submatrix of @ of size n — d from which A
is obtained. We prove by strong induction on r € [0, min(d, n — d)] the property:

"For any minor A of size n — d of @ such that #(Ind(A) N [1,d]) = r, we have A =0."

e If r =0, then A is the minor extracted from the last n — d rows of Q. Taking ¥ = (0) in (1)), we
obtain:

0 = det (g Ma‘;k(A) ) = det(G)A,

and thus A = 0 because G is invertible.



e Let r € [1,min(d,n — d)] and assume the property is true for all 0 < k& < r. Let A be a minor
of size n — d of @ such that #(Ind(A) N [1,d]) = r. Without loss of generality, we assume that
Ind(A)N[1,d] = [1,7] and Ind(A)N[d+1, n] = [d+1, n—r]. For i an integer and U a matrix, we denote
by U; the i-th row of U. Thus, Mat(A) = (Bl B, Bgi1 Bn,T)T with B; € M1 ,,—4(Q).
We define a matrix ¥ = (21 En_d)T € My_q.4(R) by setting:

5 Gi—ntdyr Hi€n—d—r+1,n—df
v 0 otherwise

We have defined ¥ so that the last r rows of ¥ are equal to the first » rows of G. We now use (Z1)):

Gy By Gy Bt

G, B, G, B,

C7'7‘4-1 Br—i—l Gr—i—l Br+1
_ G _ Gd Bd _ Gd Bd
0 = det (E B> = det 0 Byt = +det e B,
0 By G, B,

Gl Bn—r+1 0 Bd+1

GT Bn 0 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 = [[1, d] we have:

0= Z (=) DAL S (M)A] 5(M)
IeP(d,n)

(2.2)

where I = [1,n] \ I and A; _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).

e If IN[d+r+1,n] #0, then Ay ;(M) = 0 because it contains a null row.
e Otherwise IN[d+r+1,n] =0, and we have #(IN[r+1,r +d]) >d—r.

oIt #(INJr+1,r+d]) =d—r, then IN[Ll,r] = [1,r]. In this case, if I # [1,d], then
Ay, y(M) = 0 because there are two equal rows in this minor.

o I #(IN[r+1,7r+d]) >d—r, then #(IN[r+1,7+d]) <r. In this case, A; (M) is a
minor of B such that #(Ind(Az 7(M))N[1,d]) <r. By the induction hypothesis, this minor
is null.

Using (2Z2]), the only possibly non-zero term is the one corresponding to I = [1,d]] and we have:
0 = +det(G) det(By, ..

By, Bas1, ..., Bu_y) = £det(G)A.

Since det(G) # 0 by assumption we have A = 0. We have thus shown that every minor of size
n —d of @ is null. In particular, rank(B) < n — d which is contradictory since Z,...,Z,_q4 form a
basis of B.

O

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 € [1,n]. Let p : R® — R” be an orthogonal projection satisfying
p(Z™) C Z™. Then, for any B € R,(e), we have:

H(B) = H(ker(p) N B) - H(p(B)).



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(Z™) C Z™, 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) NZ™. Since ker(p) NZ™ C BNZ", according to Corollary 3 of Theorem 1
of [], there exist vectors X._¢11,..., X, such that X;,..., X, form a Z-basis of BNZ". We will show that
we can replace X; by p(X;) for i € [e —t + 1,¢]. Indeed, we have:

Viele—t+1,¢], X; = X; — p(X;) € ker(p) N Z" (2.3)

since p is a projection and X; and p(X;) are integer vectors. For i € e — t + 1, ¢], we can write:
N e—t
Xi= uixXs (2.4)
k=1

with u;, € Z for k € [1,e —¢t]. Al 3(7 are thus integer combinations of Xi,..., Xc_;. In particular, the
change of basis matrix from (Xi,...,Xg) to (X1,..., Xe—t,p(Xe—t41),...,p(Xc)) is of the form:

(5" 1) em@

according to ([Z3) and (Z4). Since the determinant of this matrix is 1, we deduce that the family
X1,y Xeet, p(Xe—t41), .-, p(Xe) is also a Z-basis of B N Z"™ Moreover, we notice that the family
P(Xe—t41),-..,p(Xe) is a basis of p(B), so it is also a Z-basis of p(B) N Z". We can now calculate the
height, we have:

HB)=||IXiA . AXe it AD(Xe—tr1) A ADXD)| = XA oo A Xt - [lp(Xe—tb1) Ao Ap(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 A ..o A Xet]| = H(ker(p)) and ||p(Xe—t41) A ... Ap(Xe)|| = H(p(B)) and that concludes the proof of
the proposition.

O

Remark 2.5. The condition p(Z") C Z" is actually very restrictive. Let (e;);e[1,n) be the canonical basis
of R™. Since p is a projection, the subordinate norm of p satisfies ||p|| < 1. Then for all i € [1,n]:

Ip(edll < flell = 1.

Now p(e;) € Z™, and thus p(e;) € {0,%eq,...,+e,}. Hence the only possible orthogonal projections are

those onto subspaces of the form Span(e;) with I C [1,n].
iel

Lemma [2.6] elaborates on constructing irrational numbers reminiscent of Liouville number Z 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 [I1] Sectlon 8] and [2].

Lemma 2.6. Let e € N\ {0}, € N\ {0,1} and a = (o )ren a sequence verifying there exists ¢3 > 1 such
that:

VkeN, apy > Btk

Let J C N\ {0} be of cardinality at least 2 and F C R be a finite subset. Let ¢ : N — [0, e] be a function
such that for all ¢ € [0,e] one has #¢~'({i}) = co. Then there exist e + 1 sequences (uf,);e[o,e],ken such
that:

eJ if ¢(k) =

for alli € [0,¢] and k € N, uﬁ;{_o clse

, (2.5)

+oo i
and with <Z ik ) algebraically independent over Q(F).
= 1€[0,€e]



Proof. Let Z QLQU .

o e
. Jrz: GﬁTkkJ be denoted by oo, ..., 0, and let us reason by induction on ¢ € [0, e].
k=0
The set of algebralc numbers over Q(F) is countable since #F < +00, and the set of sequences (u}) satisfying
([23) is uncountable because #.J > 2. Therefore, we choose a sequence such that o is transcendental over
Q(F). Now, suppose that we have constructed oy,...,0; as an algebraically independent family over Q
with ¢ € [0,e — 1]. The set of algebraic numbers over Q(F, gy, ..., o) is countable, but the set of sequences
(u fj Jken satisfying (20]) is uncountable because #J > 2. Therefore, we can choose a sequence such that

o141 is transcendental over Q(F, oo, .. .,0:), completing the induction.
O

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 € Z™ and B be a rational subspace of dimension e. Let Xi,..., X, be a basis of B
with X; € Z™ for all i € [1,e]. If [Y AX3 A...AX.|]| <1, thenY € B.

Proof. Denoting by || - ||c the supremum norm, we have |[Y AX; A .. A Xelloo S Y AXI AL A X < 1.
However, Y A X1 A ... A X, has integer coordinates since the vectors under consideration do. Therefore, its
infinity norm is zero, and thus Y A X3 A... A X, = 0. This implies that there is a linear dependency among
the vectors Y, X1, ..., X, and since the family of X; forms a basis of B, we have:

Y € Span(X;,...,X.) = 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(A4) + e — n).

We define P(k+g(A,e),d) as the set of all subsets with k4 g(A4, e) elements of [1,d]. One has the following
result.

d
Theorem 3.1. Let d € [1,|2]]. Assume that € R; C R" with R; rational subspaces of dimension r;.
j=1

Let A= @A with A; C R; and dim(A4;) = 1. For J C [1,d], we set A; = @ A;.

Let e € [[Jl}lz — 1] and k € [1,min(d, e) — g(A, e)]. The following statements zjfe]equivalent:
(i) A is (e, k)-irrational.
(ii) VJ € P(k+g(A,e),d), Ajis(e,k+g(A,e)— g(Ay,e))-irrational.

Furthermore, in this case one has:

A
n(Ale)i = Jep(krilg(XA e)d )“ n(As]€)ktg(A.e)-g(As )

Theorem B.1lis a direct consequence of the following proposition, which is applied inductively.

Proposition 3.2. Let d, e, k, R;, A; be as in Theorem B.1]
Let J C [1,d] such that #J > k+ g(As,e) + 1. Then the following statements are equivalent:

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

(ii) For all j € J, Apygjy is (e,k + g(As,e) — g(A gy, e))-irrational.



Moreover, in this case we have:
(Al = max fin (A1} €)rg(as.e)=g(Ar 151.0)-

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of Proposition From now on, we take d, e, k, R;, and A;
as in Theorem B.1] and we consider J C [[1,d] such that #J >k + g(As,e) + 1.

3.1 First implication and orthogonal subspaces

The implication |(¢)| = is the easiest. Assume that the space Ay is (e, k)-irrational, and let j € J.
Recall that g(dim(Ay),e,n) = g(Ay,e) and g(dim(Aj g;},e,n)) = g(dim(An 53, €))-

Claim 3.3. Let A’ C A be two subspaces of R™ of respective dimensions d’ and d. Then for e and j such
that A € Z,,(d, e);, we have:

A€ T (d', €) j1g(d,e,n)—g(d en) A0 pin(Ale)j > pn(A'l€) j1g(d,e,m)—g(d e,n)-
Proof. Let e and j be such that A € Z,,(d,e),;. Then for any rational subspace B of dimension e, we have
dim(A'NB) <dim(ANB) <j+g(d,e,n) <j+g(d,emn)—g(d,en)+g(d, en).

Thus, we conclude that A" € Z,(d', €)1 g(d,e,n)—g(d,e,n)- Let € > 0; by definition of the Diophantine
exponent, there exist infinitely many rational subspaces B of dimension e such that:

ijrg(d,e,n) (A/, B) = ¢j+g(d,e,n)fg(d’,e,n) (A/, B) S H(B)i'u'"(A,‘e)j+9(dvew”)*9(d’vev”)JrE.
By applying the corollary of Lemma 12 of [14] with k = j + g(d, e, n), we have
Witg(demn) (A,B) < Witg(demn) (A, B) < H(B)ﬁun(A’|8)j+g(d,e,n)—g<d’,e,n)+5_

Since wjyg(d,en) (A, B) = ¥j(A, B), we deduce that Ve > 0, pun(Ale); > pn(A'|€)j4g(d.en)—g(d esn) = €
which concludes the proof by letting € tend to 0.
O

Since Ay ;3 C Ay, this claim implies that Ay g5, € In(AJ\{j},e)k+g(AJ7e)_g((AJ\{j}76), which proves the
first part of the lemma. Moreover, we have p,(As|e)r > ,un(AJ\{j}|e)k+g(AJ)e)_g(AJ\{j}|e). Since this holds
for any j € J, we conclude that:

pin(Agle)r > max (AN G} €kt g(As e)—g(As 5 16)- (3.1)

3.2 Reduction to orthogonal rational subspaces

To prove the other implication (i) = |[(¢)} we now reduce to the case where the R; are generated by
vectors of the canonical basis. We introduce the subspaces R} defined as follows:

R, = {0} x ... x {0751 x R x {0}5+ ... x {0} C R" for j € [1,d].

For j € [1,d], let ¢; be a rational isomorphism from R, to R;-. We then choose ¢ : R® — R" a rational
isomorphism such that:

v] S [[lad]]v @\R]‘ = @j-

According to Theorem 1.2 of [§] (which can be extended to the case d + e > n), we have ¢(A) € Z,,(d, e), if
A €eTZ,(d,e), and:

pn(p(A)le)s = pn(Ale)x and pn(p(As)le)r = pn(Asle)r

for all J C [1,d], e € [1,n—1], and k such that the considered subspaces are (e, k)-irrational. Therefore, we

can now assume that R; = R for all j € [1,d]. For J C [1,d], we denote by R; = € R;, and this direct
Jj€J

sum is orthogonal. We denote by p; the orthogonal projection onto R;, and p; the orthogonal projection

onto Ry ap(jy-



Lemma 3.4. Let J be a non-empty subset of [1,d] and F be a subspace of R” such that dim(F) < #J.

Let ¢y = \/niiJrl Then there exists 7 € J such that, for all X € F:
125 (X1 = qgll X1

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 p; is injective on F).

Proof. We assume the contrary by contradiction. Thus, there exists a family (X;);es of vectors in F such
that for every j € J, [[5;(X;)|l < qgllX;ll. For every j € J, [5;(X;)II> < llX;1* = lllps (X)) +

A~ A~ . 2 . .
15 (X)12) thus ¢l (X,)* > (1 — @@ll; (X,)|2. We recall that LB < || |2 < || [|2. This gives:

!
Ilp; (X)11% > %H@(Xj)l\? = 1155 (X)IIF (3-2)

by definition of qg Let X; = (z1,; --- Tn,;)" and ¢; an index such that ||pj(X;)|lec = |2¢;,;|. We notice
that the indices £; are distinct since the R; are in direct sum, generated by vectors of the canonical basis,
and because p;(X;) € R;.

We now examine the family (X;). Let M € M,, 4 ;(R) be the matrix whose columns are these X; for j € J.
Finally, let M; be the square matrix of size #J extracted from M whose rows correspond to the rows of
M indexed by the ¢;. We have:

Ley1,51 Lty .5y

My =

Loy y.51 Ll s, gas

writing J = {ji < ... < jgs}. According to inequality (32)), for all ¢ € [1,#J] we have: |z, j,
S ops(X5)| = >0 |xe. ;|- Therefore My is a strictly diagonally dominant

p7. (X oo > 25 (X))l >
s#£ji 1 SFd

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

O

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 C [1,d] such that #J > k+g(A,e)+1 and C be a vector subspace of R™ of dimension
e. Then there exists j = j(C) € J such that, denoting by C; = p;(C), we have:

dlm(OJ) > k+ g(AJ, 6)
and Wiy g(4,.¢) (AN Ci) < EWrktg(ay e (4, C)
where c; > 0 is a constant depending only on n.

In what follows, for a vector z € R™ and a given subspace V C R", we denote by z" the orthogonal
projection of z onto V. We also denote by AJJ- as the orthogonal complement of A; in R™. With the
definitions of p; and the decomposition of vectors along the subspaces R; (see paragraph[B.2)), we establish
the following claim.

Claim 3.6. Let J C [1,d]. For all U € R™ and j € J, we have:

jUA5 ) = g0y ne

Sure, here’s the translation:



Proof. We introduce, for A and R two vector subspaces of R", the following notation: A+% = A+ N R. We
have the relations:

1 1
1R, 1R,
A§ = Rp1apg D @Ai i and Af\j = R ap7u; @ @ A; i (3.3)
i€ i€J\J

LR,

Let U € C. Since p;(U) € Rj, according to (B3], we have pj(U)Aj = p;(U) ~ € R;. Indeed, R; is
1p.

orthogonal to all other components of AJ-. Similarly, since p;(U) € Ry qp\;, we have p;(U)A - 0, and

LR,
thusﬁ}-(U) 7 = p;(U)Fans 4 S po(U )As R € Rp1,ap\s-
i€J\j

Moreover, as p; (U)fvansvi = g3 (U)Brvang | using ([B.3), we have:

A~ ) A~ LR, A~ L
= p;(U)Brnanous Z P4 = (U)AN. (3.4)
i€J\j

pU)*-

The vectors pj(U)A# € R; and p?-(U)Aﬁ € Ry ap; = Rj are therefore orthogonal. Hence, we can lower
bound the norm of U4 s follows [U4F 2 = Ip; ()5 +5,(U) 2 = [y (U) P (U) A2 2 [55(0) 4 P
Thus, the lemma is proven since we have already seen that p; (U ) 7= =p, (U ) T in B4).

O

Proof of Lemma[33 Let J C [1,d] such that #J >k + g(A,e) + 1. We denote by C’ a vector subspace
of C of dimension k + g(Ay,e) such that wiiga,.e)(A7,C) = Wriga,,e)(As,C). As dim(C") < #J,
Lemma [3.4] gives j € J such that for all X € C”, [|p;(X)|| > qg X||. We now study the space C = p;(C").
Considering any U; € O\ {0}, there exists U € C” such that p;(U) = U;. According to the definition of the

L
angle between two vectors wi(Span(U;), A gj3) = ||U;4J\“} |- 1U;]I~t. We now use Claim [B:6 which gives
L
||U;4J\m|| < ||[UA7 ||, and recall that |U;]| > q@lU|l. Thus, we have:

uAr| 1 1 1
” ” = —wl(Span(U),AJ) < wk+q Aj,e) (O A ) —wk+q Aj,e) (O AJ)

alllll  q w @

since U € C’. The last inequality comes from the fact that dim(C’) = k + g(As,e) < #J = dim(A;) and
Lemma 2.3 of [8]. As k+g(Ay,e) = dim(C}) < #J — 1 = dim(Ay (5}), there exists U; € C} \ {0} such that
wl(Span(Uj), AJ\{J}) = Wk+g(Ay,e) (CJ/, AJ\{J}) Therefore:

wi1(Span(U;), A gjy) <

1
Whtg(As,0) (Cjy Ap\jy) = wi(Span(U;), Ap (53) < @wmg(m,e)(ca Ay).
Since Cj C Cj, we have wiiga,.0)(C), Angy) = Wrigas,e)(Cj, Anyjy) according to the corollary of

Lemma 12 of [T4]. Hence wyig(a,,)(Cs, Angy) < %warg(AJ)e)(C, Ay) and Lemma [ is thus proved with
-1

B~ @ - -

3.4 Second implication and conclusion

We now have all the tools to prove the second implication = |(4)| and the result on exponents. Let
J C [1,d] such that #.J >k + g(Ay,e) + 1. We suppose here that for all j € J, Ay y;y is (e, k+g(As,e) —
9(A\gj},e))-irrational.

Proof of = . We argue by contraposition and assume that A; is not (e, k)-irrational.

Then there exists C' a rational space of dimension e such that dim(A;NC) > k+g(Ay, e), which is equivalent
10 Wit g(Ay,e) (AJ, C) =0.

According to Lemma[3.5] there exists j € J such that dim(C;) > k+g(Ay,e) and wyyg(a,,6)(Ang, Ch) <
TWitg(Aye) (A, C) with C; = p;(C). The space Cj is rational and of dimension less than or equal to e.

10



Thus, there exists C a rational space of dimension e such that C; C C. Then, by the corollay of Lemma 12
of [14]:
0 < @ortg(are)(Angy C) € @rigas o) (Angy C) < @rrgas.e)(Ar,C) =0
and therefore Whtg(Ag,e)—g(An (53 €)+(AN (5} 5€) (AJ\{J'}, C) = Wk g(Ay,e) (AJ\{J'}, C) = 0 meaning that AJ\{J‘}
is not (e, k + g(Ay,e) — g(Ap 53, e))-irrational.
O
To complete the proof of the Proposition 3.2 it remains to show I}leajclun(AJ\{j}|e)k+g(AJ)e)_g(AJ\{j})6) >

tn(Ayle)x as the other inequality has been proven in (B.1]).
Let € > 0. Let us set v = pn(Ayle)k, then there exist infinitely many rational subspaces C' of dimension e
such that:

1/)k(AJ,C) < H(C)77+E. (35)

According to Lemma [3.5] for any such space C, there exists j € J such that dim(C;) > k + g(As,e) and
Wrtg(As,e) (AN C) < @Wrtg(ay.e)(As, C) where C; = p;(C) and qg > 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 C;. As the possible dimensions for C; are finite, there exists ¢t € [k+ g(Ay,e), ¢] such that
for infinitely many rational subspaces C' of dimension e verifying (8.5), we have dim(C;) = ¢ and

Wrtg(As.e) (AN C) < @Wrig(ay .o (A, C). (3.6)

We denote by ﬂe,j = /LH(AJ\{j}|e)k+g(AJ,e)—g(AJ\{j},e) and ﬂt,j = ,Un(AJ\{j}|t)k+g(AJ,e)—g(AJ\{j},t)- Since
t < e, we have 3. ; > B ;. Using again the definition of the Diophantine exponent f ;, there exists a
constant ¢g > 0 depending only on A and ¢ such that for any rational space B of dimension ¢ we have:

CIB]H(B)iﬁt’ji5 < Yhtg(As,e)—g(An gy t) (Angy, B)- (3.7)
Thus, for any space C' of dimension e verifying dim(C;) = ¢t and (B.5) we have:
qH (C) ™77 < qgH (C5) ™77 < qgH (C5) ™" ™% < Yiig(as e)—g(an .0 (Angiy: Ci)s (3.8)

using inequality ([3.7)) and according to Proposition 24 which gives H(C) = H(C;)H (ker(p;)NC) > H(C}).
Recalling that 1/}k+g(AJ,e)—g(AJ\{j},t)(AJ\{j}aOj) = Wk+tg(Ay,e) (AJ\{j},Cj) if dlm(OJ) = t, by Combining
inequalities (3.0), (3.6), and [B.8]) we obtain:

C|§|C|i|1H(C)fﬁ‘z’j7E < Whig(ay,e) (A7, C) < Yr(A;y,C) < H(C)™He

and thus, by letting H(C) tend to infinity, we obtain S ; > v — 2¢. Since this inequality holds for any ¢,
we have . ; > v and thus in particular:

max fe,j = X fin (A7} €)k+a(4s.0)=g(An y.0) = Hn(As €]k

Proposition therefore holds.

4 Construction of a line with prescribed exponents

In this section, we prove the case d = 1 of Theorem [[.7} To do so, we prove the following proposition. It
corresponds to Chapter 5 of [5], where the reader can find more detailed explanations.

N\{0}
Proposition 4.1. Let (vk)ren {0} € [2 + ,—l—oo) a periodic sequence of period T € N\ {0}.

There exists a line A in R™ such that A € Z,,(1,n — 1); and:

V-1
2
Vee [l,n—1], wun(4le)1 = max Yif1...Vite-

1€[0,7—1]

11



n—1
This proves Theorem[[.7in the case d = 1 with Cy = 2+@. Indeed, given (y1,...,vn—1) € |2+ @, —l—oo) ,

we set T'= 2n — 2 and complete this sequence by

V5 —1
2

VjE[[n,Zn—?ﬂ, 7]224—

and periodically as follows: Vi € [1,2n — 2],Vk € N, Yitk(2n—2) = 7Vi- The Proposition A1l pro-

vides a line A such that A € Z,(1,e); for all e € [1,n — 1] and p,(Ale); = [[max ]]*yl-H...*yiJre =
i€[0,2n—3

, Hmax ]]717“1 -« Yiote. It is noteworthy that Theorem [[.7] is also more precise than the case d = 1 of
c[0,n—1—e

the Theorem [[& the hypothesis , Iﬁllin H(ﬁu)'ﬂ] > enﬁ{llaxﬂ(ﬁl,g)ﬂ is not required for d = 1 .
cll,m ellm

Moreover, using Proposition[d.Ilwe can establish that the image of the joint spectrum of (g, (+|1)1, ..., (|0 — 1)1)
contains a set with non-empty interior. Consequently, it furnishes an alternative proof for Corollary

4.1 Construction of the line A and height of By

In this section, we construct the line A as stated in Proposition [} along with vectors X for N € N,

which achieve the best approximations of A.
N\{0}

Let (vk)ken\fo} € [2 + \/52*1,-1-00) a periodic sequence of period T € N\ {0}. We introduce the

sequence a = (ay, )ken defined as follows:

ap=1, andVkeN, apy1 = Y410k

Let 6 be a prime number greater than or equal to 5, and ¢ : N — [0,n — 2] be defined as ¢(k) =
(k mod (n—1)) € [0,n — 2], where k mod (n — 1) is the remainder of the division of k& by n — 1. According

to Lemma [Z6] since vy, > 2 + @ > 1, there exist n — 1 sequences u°, ..., u" 2 satisfying:
; _ j e{L,2} ifg(k)=
Vje[0,n—-2],VkeN, uj { —0 otherwise (4.1)

such that ufc # 0 if and only if j = k£ mod (n — 1); and such that the family (oo, ...,0,_2) is algebraically
—+oo

independent over Q with Vj € [0,n —2], o; = ) QﬁTikJ'

We define A = Span(Y) where Y = (1 oo - Un_g)T. According to Lemma 23] the space A is (e, 1)-
irrational for all e € [1,n — 1].
To compute the Diophantine exponents associated to A, we define, for N € N, the truncated vector:

N 0 N n—2 T
XNZHLO‘NJ (1 Oo,N - o’n,21N)T:9LO‘NJ (1 X_:O—Gﬁ)‘kkJ kX_: —:LkakJ) ez” (42)
N ufc . . +oo “;c
where we have defined o y = 2_: greut for j € [0,n —2]. We especially have [0 — 0 n| = —E+1 S| <
= 20 1
2 Y #<z TanTiT- Hence, we have
k=lan+1]
loj —ojn| < 9;% (4.3)

with ¢7 = g;fj. We have -~ Xy — Y and thus there exist constants cs > 0 and ¢g > 0 independent

N ——+oco
of N such that:

VNeN, g™ <[ Xn| < qgf™™. (4.4)

12



Moreover, the definition of the angle w(X,Y") and ([£3) give

Y — Xy .

with ¢19 independent of N.

The proof of Proposition [£1] unfolds by showin that the subspaces of best approximation of A are those
spanned by these vectors Xy . For this purpose, we define, for N € N and e € [1,n—1] the rational subspace
BN,e = Span(XN, AP ,XNJre,l).

We focus on studying the space By = Span(Xy, ..., XnNte—1), especially on providing a Z-basis of By N
Z" and computing the height H(By,.). For N € N, it is noted that:

Xnip1 = glantil=lanl x o 4 WN 41 (4.6)
where wyy1 = (00 ulyy -+ UN+1) S/

According to the construction of the sequences v/ in (AI]), the vector wxy1 has exactly one non-zero
coordinate, which is w), , for j = ¢(N + 1). We define the following vector:

1
UN4+1 = m’w}\prl. (47)

UN41
We have defined vectors vn41,...,UNte—1, and it is observed that these vectors are pairwise distinct
and belong to the canonical basis; moreover, the first vector (1,0,...,0)T of this basis is not included.

Furthermore, we have By . = Span(Xn,Un41,...,VUNte—1) by using (£L0) and the definition of By .
Consequently, dim(By ) = e since the first coordinate of Xy is non-zero.

Claim 4.2. For N € N, the set Xn,Un+41,...,UN+te—1 forms a Z-basis of By . NZ".

Proof. To prove the claim, it remains to show that if X = aXy + bionyt1 + ... + be—1UNye—1 € Z™ with
(a,by,...,be_1) € R® then (a,by,...,be_1) € Z°. The first coordinate of X is aflo~], thus aflov]) € Z.
Now, examining the (¢(N) + 1)-th coordinate of X, we have:

e—1 ¢(N)
U
afl® NJU¢(N N+ E b; ¢N+J ) = aﬁLaNJU(ﬁ(N)’N S/ (4.8)
j=1 UN4j

since uN ) € {1 2}, and for all j € [1,n—2], uNN) = 0. Now oyny, v = Ug(n)0~ len] with ged (6, Up(ny) =

1 because uﬁ,( € {1,2} and 6§ > 5. By Bézout’s theorem, there exist integers p; and ps such that

plgLaNJ +p2U¢(N) = 1. Then,
a = a(p10° + poUgny) = p1af™N + poalyny € Z

since afl*~) € 7 and aUg(ny = aOLO‘NJad,(NLN € Z by [@8). In particular, X — aXny = bjoyy1 + ...+
be—1UNte—1 € Z. Since the vyy; are distinct vectors of the canonical basis, b; € Z for all j € [1,e — 1].
O

Now, we proceed to calculate the height of the space By .

Lemma 4.3. There exist constants ¢;; > 0 and ¢12 > 0 independent of N such that:

VN eN, qf* <H(Bye) < qop™™.

Proof. According to the Claim 2] the vectors Xy, vn+1,...,UN+e—1 form a Z-basis of By NZ" ; thus,
H(BN)G) = ||XN ANUNg1 Ao A ’UN+€_1||. Hence:

H(By.) < | Xnlllowsal - llowseill < [ X

and the upper bound of the lemma is obtained by taking = qg}, the constant from the relation @4).
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On the other hand, we know that the vyi; for j € [1,e — 1] form a linearly independent set. Moreover,
Y ¢ Span(vn41,...,Unte—1) because the first coordinate of Y is 1 while those of vy ; are zero. Therefore,
Y Avns1 A ... Avnge—1] > 0. Additionally, the (e — 1)-tuple (vn41,.-.,UN+e—1) can only take a finite
number of values as N varies. Thus, there exists a constant ¢13 > 0 independent of N such that ||V Avyy1 A
e e AUNJe—1]| = qrg for all N. Since g-lavl Xy N:; Y , there exists Ny € N such that for any N > Ny:

H(By.) > Wylan]
T2

Let qq= min <0<%i<nN0(9°‘NH(BN,e))a ﬂQ) > 0. Then, for all N € N, H(By ) > qrqP*" and the lower

bound of the lemma is proved.
O

4.2 First angle between A and By,

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

Lemma 4.4. One has
Cmﬁfani S wl (A7BN)€) S wfau\wc

with c¢14 and ¢15 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 Xny4ye—1 € By and Y € A, we have 91(A, By,e) < w(Y, XNie—1) < qf N+
according to ([@A]). Only the lower bound remains to be proven.
Using (4.6) and (£1), we have By, = Span(Xnte—1,UN+1;---,UN+e—1)- Let X € By e\ {0}. We will show

that (U(X, Y) > Cﬂm and hence, since 1 (A7 BN,e) = Xeér]lvl,lcl\{o}w(X, Y), this will prove the lemma.

We express X in the basis Xy ie—1,UN+15---5 UNte—1"

X=aZNye1+bioyi1+ ..+ b 1UNFe 1,

e—1
where Znye—1 = H_LO‘N+6*1JXN+€_1. By normalizing X, we can assume a? + > b? = 1. This assump-
j=1
tion gives, in particular, || X|| < with c¢16 independent of N since the vectors vy4; have norm 1 and
[ZNte—1ll < qqf according to (4.4). We now seek to bound the quantity || X A Y] from below. We recall

that we have:
e—1 0 e—1 9 T T
n—
X = (a a0),Nte—1 + E bjuN+j “t+ A0p_2 Nte—1 Tt Z bjuNJrj) and Y = (1 oy - O’n,Q) s
j=1 j=1

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

a 1 e—1
- _ e—1 . — . _ ) )
Vie {0, on=2h XAV Z (et |, oS by, o a(0; — i Nte—1) Z}bguNﬂ :
i=1 i=
+oo ’u.i
Since 0; — Oy Nye—1 = D STaT, We finally obtain:
k=N+-e
“+oo ’U,i e—1
Vie{0,....n—-2}, [XAY[>|a > %Tkﬂ_z:bjuhj. (4.9)
k=N-+-e j=1
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We now distinguish between two cases.

o Case 1: For all j € {1,...,e— 1}, we have |b;| <

e—1
Then we have: a®> =1— > b2 > 1— 60;@1 since

1
lanyel”
glon+e =

lante] > e. We set e17 = /1 — S5 > 0, hence |a| > qrg Let i = ¢(N +¢€) € {0,...,n —2}. Then we
have

i i i —
Unye > landuy,, =...=uy ;=0

We use (£9) with this ¢ and find:

400 i 3
U’;c uN+e 1
e agv; olo] 2'“'}9@“6] = Wylan+l

e Case 2: There exists jo € {1,e — 1} such that |b;)| > —==—. Let i = ¢(N + jo). Then we have

glantel”
i i i _ i i A
Unyj, 2 Land uy gy =0 = U1 = Unjjoqr = -0 = UNjeo1 = Unge = 0
By applying (@3] with ¢, we find:
—+oo

. 3
a Z glor] — bjounyj,
k=N+4e+1

—+o0

ui 1 1 20
2 lbiol = lal Y. G 2 gy T gl o =1
k=N+e+1

[XAY] =

since |a| < 1. This yields, since § > 5: || X AY|| >

1 1 _ 1
plov+e]  gplantel gploan+el”

min L . . .
Now let qrg= II;H)' Since | X|| < and according to the two cases we have studied, we have:
O
XAY min(qry, 3) 1 1
w(X,Y) = H ” Z (Cm 2) lone)  Mlglan..]
[XI- YT~ qg- Y]] glewse flone
which completes the proof of the lemma. O
Since “Y*¢ = yn41...YN1e , Lemma 3 and Lemma E4] give
qRH (Bn.e) ™t <4hy (A, Bye) < quoid (B ,e) NN (4.10)
with ¢15 and ¢19 independent of N. We recall that the sequence (v) is periodic with period T'. By selecting
N such that yN41...7N+e = MaX  Yit1...%Vite, ON€ has:
i€[0,T—1]
n(Ale)r > i+1 - - Vite- 4.11
fin ( |e)1—ie[f$l,?~’ilﬂ+l Vit (4.11)

Now, we will show that the By . 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 By . realize the best approximations of A, we show the following
lemma. Let us denote by K. the quantity max 41 ...7Vite-
ie[0,T—1]
Lemma 4.5. Let € > 0 and B be a rational subspace of dimension e such that:

1(A, B) < H(B) K<~ (4.12)

Then, if H(B) is large enough relative to € and A, there exists N € N such that B = By ..
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Proof. Let N € N be the integer satisfying:
goN+e-t < H(B)Keta—l < gon+e, (4.13)

We then show that this NV is suitable if H(B) is large enough. Let Z1, ..., Z. be a Z-basis of BNZ"™. We will
show that if H(B) is sufficiently large, then for all i € [0, e — 1], the quantity Dy4; = || Xnyi A Z1... A Z||
vanishes. Given a vector z € R™ and a subspace V' C R™, we denote by z" the orthogonal projection of z onto
V. One has Dy, = ||Xﬁ;|| |Z1.. . AZ|| = wi(Span(X n+i), B) || XN+l H(B). Now, wi (Span(Xn+i), B) <
wW(XnN+i,Y) +wi(A, B) by the triangle inequality (see [T4] section 8]). Also, || Xn1il| < qgP*V+* according
to (&), and w1 (A, B) = ¢1(A, B). Thus:

Dnti < qf ™+ (W(Xn4i, Y) + 91 (A, B)) H(B).
Using (4.35) which gives w(Xn4,Y) < qqf~*¥+*+* and the hypothesis (£.12]), we obtain:
Dyvys < ™™ (qp"> " + H(B)™e~7) H(B) < (0~ ¥ H(B) 4 o+ H(B) =<+

with ¢ap > 0 independent of B. According to the choice of N in [{I3), we have oN+i < f¥N+e-1 <

Ket+5—1

H(B)X<*t2=1and § > H(B) “~+c . Therefore, for all i € [0,e — 1]:
Dn+i < @g(H(B)™ + H(B)™2) (4.14)

where we set 7; = 1 + (_aN+”1+ggf)(K€+%_l). We first note that —any;41 + any; is maximal for ¢ = 0.
Indeed, if i > 1:

any1 tany L 2an4 S anpir1 S QNgirl T an

using the fact that yy1,41 > 2 and any > 0. We thus have 7; < 7 for all ¢ € [0,e — 1], and we will show
that 8y < —@IE with a certain constant ©1> 0 independent of B that remains to be defined. We have:

(—ant1 +an)(Ke + 5 —1) (=Nt + D)(Ke+5-1)

=1+ =1+ ;
AN+e IN+1---7VN+e
and finally:
S ONFLINfe F (cwa+DE+5-1)
0 =
YN+1---VN+e
— (K. -1 e e
< (=41 + 1)( ) FINFL- - INte (4.15)
YN+1---VN+e 21

where co1 = Lvh < _(via—l) g independent of B. We now bound the other term:

4Ke — 2YN41--YN+e

(=41 + D(Ke = 1) +n41- - IN+e < (—v41 + D(Ke — 1) + Ke
= —Ke(WW+1—2) +nv+1 — 1.
Since K, = 'e{%%)il]] Vit - Yite = YN+1 > 2, we have —Ko(yn+1 —2) +vv+1 — 1 < —ynp1(yver — 2) +
YN+1 — 1 < _712v+1 +3vn+1 — 1 <0 since yy+1 > 2+ @ = 3+2—‘/5 Thus, according to inequality (€T3,
for all ¢ € [0,e — 1]:

Ti S To S —@TIF

with qg7) > 0 independent of B.
Returning to the inequality ([€I4), for all i € [0, e — 1] we have:

Dy < q (H(B)™ + H(B)™%) < (H(B)_CIZEF + H(B)—%> ,
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The term on the right tends to 0 as H(B) — +oo. In particular, if H(B) is large enough depending on
@ T and €, we have for all i € [0,e — 1], || Xn4iAZ1... A Ze|]| = Dnyi < 1. Lemma 27 gives:

ViE[[O,e—lﬂ, XN_H'EB.
Recalling that By . = Span(Xy, ..., Xnte—1), we have shown that if H(B) is large enough, then By . C B

for N satisfying 0V+e-1 < H(B)KeT3-1 < gov+e. By equality of dimensions, we then have By . = B, and
the lemma is proven. O

We have proven that the subspaces By . provide the best approximations of A for the first angle. With the
relation (@I0), we established that:

- X Vil Vide

1/)1(A,BN16) > CEH(BN&)*’YN+1...’YN+@ > CEIZlH(BNye) iclore1]

Thus, the Diophantine exponent is bounded from above: p,(Ale); < [fnax ]]%H ... Vit+e which concludes
ie0,T—1

the proof of Proposition ] using the first inequality (Z1T]).

5 Proofs of Theorem [1.7] and Theorem [1.4]

Using Proposition @] we can prove Theorem [[L7] by induction on d. It corresponds to Chapter 6 of [5].

In section[d] 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(Y7) (constructed as in section [M]) and a space of dimension d — 1 whose Diophantine
exponents are known by the induction hypothesis. We then compute p,(Ale)1, for e € [1,n — d]. To do
this, we actually show that the best subspaces approximating A are those that are close to Span(Y7), and
thus 1, (Ale)1 = o (Span(¥1)[e)1.

We define 01:2—1-\/5_1

and for every integer d € [2,n — 1],

Cq = 5n*(Cy_1)*". (5.1)

For d € [1,n — 1], we define the following induction hypothesis H(d):
For every (71,...,7-d) € [Cq,+oo["~?, there exists a space A of dimension d generated by
vectors of the form:

1 1 1

0 0 T0,d

: : T1,d

Y = 0 , Yo=1| 12 |,..., Yg=
70,1 T1,2
Tn—d—1,1 Tn—d,2 Tn—1,d

with 7, ; > 0 such that the family (7; ;) is algebraically independent over Q, which satisfies for
all e € [1,n — d]:
tn(Ale)r B TN R

The case d = 1 is treated in Proposition 1] so we fix d € [2,n — 1] and suppose that H(d — 1) is true.

5.1 Construction of the subspace A

We apply H(d — 1) with v; = ... =7, _;,1 = Ca—1. Then, there exist vectors Y3,...,Yg € R" of the form
Ys = (1 0 -~~~ 0 72 -- Tn—d,z)T,
Ys=(1 0 -+ 0 73 713 -- Tn—d+1,3)T7
Yo=(1 7oa T1a - Tn—l,d)T
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with 7;; > 0 and such that the family (7;,) is algebraically independent over Q. The space A" =
Span(Ya,...,Yy) satisfies Ve € [1,n —d + 1] pn(A’le)1 = Ae where we denote by Ae = (Cq—1)°.

Let (71,...,%—d) € [Cq, +oo[*~?. We shall now construct Y; € R” as in section @l We extend the sequence
v = (W)kemfoy by 7 = Cq for all i € [n — d,2n — 2d], and by periodicity Vi € [1,2n — 2d],Vk €
N, Yitr(2n—2d) = 7i- The sequence (x)ren {0} then takes its values only in {y1,...,7n—a,Ca}.

We also introduce the sequence o = (o )gen defined by ag =1, and Vk € N, agy1 = Yer1ak. Let 6 be a
prime number greater than or equal to 5, and let ¢ : N — [0,n — d — 1] be defined by:

¢(k) = (k mod (n — d)) € [0,n — d — 1].

According to Lemma [Z.6] there exist n — d sequences u’, ..., u" %1 satisfying:
Vie[o,n—d—1],YkeN, ul { i‘({)l 2} gtféf‘i,;ej (5.2)
where u?ﬂ # 0 if and only if j = k mod (n — d — 1); and such that the family (oo, ... ,an,_d,l) is alge-
braically independent over Q(F), where 7 = (7;;) and for j € [0,n —d — 1], 0; = :ZO:O ozf“ﬂ. We then
set Y7 = (1 o -~ 0 o9 --- on_d_l)T. Since this construction is the same as thgoone in section M
Proposition [£.1] yields:
Vee[l,n—d], wpn,(Span(Yi)le)1 = max  Vit1...7Vite (5.3)

i€[0,n—d—e]
by embedding Y; into R x {0}4~! x R"~¢ and using Theorem 1.2 of [§]. We then set A = Span(Y1,...,Yy)

and denote by K, the quantities K, = max — Yit1---Yite for e € [1,n —d].
1€[0,n—d—e]

Define M as the matrix which columns are Y7,...,Y;. We can write M = (g) with:

1 1 ... e 1
0 0 70,d o T2 ot Td-1d
G=1|: - 0 To,d—1  Ti.d and ¥ =
On—d—1 Tn—d,2 *°° Tn—-2,d
0 702 --- R W
d

We have ¥ € M,,_4.4(R) and G € GL4(R) because det(G) = %+ [] 70,; # 0 by expanding with respect to
i=2

the first column. Moreover, by construction, the family {0} U {7, ;} is algebraically independent over Q.
In particular, we notice that the coefficients of ¥ 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 Y7,...,Yy is (n — d, 1)-irrational by
Lemma 23

We now fix e € [1,n —d] and compute p,,(A|e)1. Using (B3), we have p, (Span(Yi)le); = K.. We note that
Span(Y;) C A and thus obtain

tn(Ale)r > pn(Span(Yi)le): = Ke. (5.4)

It remains to bound from above the exponent u,(Ale); by K., 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(Y7). As in section [ we call them By . for N € N, namely By . = Span(Xny, Xni1,---s XNte—1)
with

XNZHLO‘NJ (1 O e 0 UO,N ‘e U’n,fdfl,N)T EZn

18



N ul

where we have defined o; y = Z € Z for j € [0,n —d — 1]. The subspace By . satisfies
k=

gtakJ QLQNJ
Claim [£.2] and Lemma [£3] In this sectlon we first bound from below the angle ¥ (A, By ).

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

V1(A, By.e) > quof~ “V e
Proof. Let X € By, and Y € A be nonzero vectors such that w(X,Y) = (A, By,). According to
Claim 2], we have Bn,e = Span(Xn,Vn41,- ., UNte—1) Where v; = (O - 0 poj; - pn_d_Lj)T

with p; ; = ¢( )uJ € {0,1} for i € [0,n —d — 1]. We then define a,ay,...,a.—1 € R such that X =
uj

af~loen] X + z_: a;UN+i, SO X is of the form
i=1

e—1 e—1 T
X = (a 0 -+ 0 aooN+ D Gipo,Nt+i -+ GOp—d-1,N+ D, aiﬂn—d—l,N—i—i) .
1=1 1=1

d
Similarly, we define b1,...,bs € R such that Y = " b;Y}, so Y is of the form
j=1

d d d d T
= (E bj batoa -+ 3 biTi2; boo+ 0T o biona1+ ) bm+nd2,j) :
j=1 j=2 j=2 =
e—1 d
Assume, without loss of generality, that we have a®> + > a? = ) bf = 1. In particular, this assumption
i=1 j=1

yields || X - ||Y] < with c23 > 0 a constant independent of N.

We then seek to bound || X AY|| from below. Here, we use the fact that the coordinates of the vector X AY
are the minors of size 2 of the matrix (X Y) € M, 2(R). In particular, || X AY| is bounded below by the
absolute value of each of these minors. We define the following quantities:

oc=max(l, max (0;)), 7= min min (Ti,5)s
i€[0,n—d—1] je[2,d] ie[1,n—1—d+j]
1
T = A S
B e a0 * = e

We then assume N > n —d — 1, thus for all ¢ € [0,n — d — 1] there exists k € [0, N] such that ¢(k) =
hence ut, € {1,2} and s < o; y. Finally, we define the following quantity:
T
M = > 0. 5.5
4(d - 1)(T +o)(1 + L)d-2 (5:5)

We will show that
IX AV > qmpone (5.6)
with cg4 > 0 independent of IV, by considering different cases based on the values taken by the b;.

o First case: If there exists k € [2, d] such that E biTj—k,j| > MO~ *N+e we study the minor of the matrix
J_

(X Y) corresponding to rows d — k + 2 and d + 1 4 £ with £ € [0,n — d — 1]. We then have:

d
0 Z Tj—k,j
=k
e—1
ace N+ Y, aipsn+i bioe+ Z i Titl—1,5

i=1 j=2

Vie[o,n—d—1], [[XAY]| > |det

Q..

e—1

- laoe, N + g QiPe,N+i
i=1

d
= > 0Ty
=k

e—1

aoy N + E aipPe,N+il -
i=1

> M=+ (5.7)
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1 1
NG and |a| < Ve In the first case, we choose ¢ =
¢(N + e). We have in particular p; n41 = ... = pg,nv+e—1 = 0 and thus according to (51 and using the
fact that s <o v :

We then distinguish between two cases: |a| >

MUK’NQ—OZNJre > MS

20+/e ~ 204/e

o_aN+e

IXAY|| > MO™N*e |aoy n| >

L ndthus S a2 =1-a?>1- L > =1
an s 2 =1 — —
20’\/6 . i:1a7, “ = 4.0'26 - e

1
since o > 1. In particular, there exists ¢ € [1,e — 1] such that |a;| > 7 We then choose £ = ¢(N +14). In
e
particular py N4 =1 and po N1 = ... = po.N+i-1 = P, N+i+1 = - .. = pe,N+e—1 = 0. According to (0.7)) we
have:

which yields (G.6]). In the second case, we have |a| <

1 1 M
XANY|| > Mo~ N+e + a;| > MO™N+e (|a;| — > MO ON+e [ ) > O~ ON+e
” H - |a0€)N “ | - (|a | |a|0) (\/E 2\/6) 2\/5

e Second case: Vk € [2,d], < Mo—~+e  We will show later (in Lemma [5.2]) that we then

d
> 0Tk,
=k

have:

) M(1+ L)t=2g=on+e 1 3
Vie[2.d], |bl< Db =g and b > 5 (5.8)

T T
because M = < . We currently accept this result.
4d-1)(T+o) 1+ L)d=2 = 4(d—1)(1 + L)d-2g-an+e ¥ accep

We consider the minor of the matrix (X Y) corresponding to rows 1 and d+ 1+ ¢ with £ € [0,n—d — 1].
We then have for any ¢ € [0,n —d — 1],

d
a Z bj
| X AY > |det o =t (5.9)
ace, N+ Y, @ipe N+ b1oe+ Y biTire—1j
i=1 =2
1
We then distinguish between two cases: |a| > K and |a| < K with K = . In the
& lal = la Ao+ (T +o)d—1)/e
first case, we choose ¢ = ¢(N + e). We have in particular py yye =1 €t pe.n+1 = ... = po,Nte—1 = 0 and
N ui Nte—1 ui i ) .
O¢N = kgo Jloe] — kz::O olar] since then uy ;= ... =uy,, ; = 0. We deduce that
+o0 Vi 0
_ U UN+te 1
loe — o0 N| = Z olon] > Dlanie] > T
k=N+e
Inequality (5.9) then gives:
d d d
IXAY]| >l|a|bios+ ijTj+[_17j —aoyN ij > la| |by(o¢ — oeN) — ij(Ué,N — Tje-1,5)
=2 j=1 =2

and thus by recalling that o and 7" bound from above respectively the o, and the 75 ; we have

d T\d—2
3 M1+ 1)
IX AV 2 ol [ b1l = @+ T) Y o5l | = Ja (WW—<o+T><d—1>7ﬁw )

Jj=2

la] (3 1 K
> A
= Govee \4 1) = 200n+e
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using (B.8) and by definition of M in (51).
1

In the second case, we have |a| < K = and thus:

1o+ (T+o)d-1)/e

e—1

1 e—1
2=-1-qa2>1- >
;“l S T o (T o) d—1)% — e

since o > 1. In particular, there exists ¢ € [1,e — 1] such that |a;| > We then choose £ = ¢(N + 7).

1
Ve .
Specifically we have py vy = 1 and pg n41 = ... po,N+i—1 = Pe,N+i+1 = - -- = pe,N+e—1 = 0. According to

B9 and (5.8)), we have:

d d
XA AY| > a(blag + ijTjJrng) — (aoe N + ai) ij
j=2 =1
d
> alzb —labi(o¢ — o0, N)| — aZb Tjte—1,j — O¢,N)
j=2
jai -
> |a|(a—|—(T—|—a)Z|b ) > |a|<a—|—(T—|—U)(d 1))

2 = _2\/_ —4\f

by bounding Z |bj| by d — 1 since Z b5 = 1. Consequently, | X A Y| > §=*V+e if N is big enough. In
j=2 g_l

all cases, we find that, for all N > n —d — 1, [ X AY|| > qgf~*V+¢ with > 0 independent of N. By

decreasing qg7) if necessary, since 91 (A, B N,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|| < qpg} we therefore obtain:

X AV .
Y1(A, Bye) =w(X,Y) = 1= 221 gone.
14, Bre) = (X Y) = oy = 2

Thus, the lemma is proven with = qﬂcﬁ

O
We will now prove the result used in the previous proof.
d T
Lemma 5.2. Let bq,..., by satisf b2 = 1. Suppose there exists 0 < M <
1 d y]; 7 PP — 4(d—1)(1+ )d 29 QAN te
such that:
d
Vke2,.d], |D bk, <MooV, (5.10)
j=k
Then
3 . M(1+ Lyd-2g-onse d 1
|b1|21 VJE[[deﬂa |bj|§ - and ;bj 25
where 7 and T are respectively the minimum and maximum of the family {7; ;}.
Proof. We proceed by descending induction on i € [2,d]. We prove a more refined result:
M(14 Lyd=ig—an+e
Vie[2,d], b < ( ) . (5.11)

T
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MO~ ON+e M(1 + Lyd—dg—an+e
If i = d then hypothesis (B.10) with k = d gives |bg| < < (1+7) .
Tn—1,d T

Let ¢ € [2,d — 1]. Suppose that for all i’ > i inequality (5IT]) holds. Then we apply hypothesis GI0) with
Z bjTj—ij

j =1
using the induction hypothesis:

k =4 and have < M@~oN+e. In particular, we have |b;Tj_; ;| < MO~*N+e + Z |b;Tj—i |, and

Jj=t1+1

M(1+ Lyd=ig-an+e

d TNd—ijpn— T\d—1i
L M T({1-01+1I
MO=N+e T T|<—govee (14 = [ ————T—
+j:zi;rl T ST < ! T < —% ))

d—1i
M T
My (147)
d

T

|bi| <

Tj—i,i

which proves (B.IT)) for all 4 € [2,d] and thus the second inequality of the lemma. In particular, we have:

M(1+ Lyd=2g=on+e 1
Vie|2,d b;| < T < .
d d 1 3
We use the fact that > b7 = 1 to obtain [b]> =1— > b2 > 1—(d — 1)~————5 > —, and moreover
=1 i=2 16(d—1)> — 4’
1 1
> Il - | >——d—17:—.

5.3 Rational subspaces of best approximation and conclusion

We show here that the subspaces By . are the ones that achieve the best approximations of A in the first
angle. Recall that the integer e € [1,n — d] is fixed.

Lemma 5.3. Let € > 0 and B be a rational subspace of dimension e such that:
V1(A, B) < H(B) Kee, (5.12)
Then if H(B) is large enough depending on ¢ and A, there exists N € N such that B = By .

Let Z1,...,Z. be a Z-basis of BNZ". We follow the scheme of proof of Lemma 5] showing that if H(B)
is large enough, then for every ¢ € [0,e — 1], the inequality Dyi; = || Xn4i A Z1 A ... A Z|| < 1 holds for
some N € N to be determined. For this purpose, we prove two preliminary claims, recalling the notation
Ae = (Cy_1)".

Claim 5.4. Let ¢ > 0. Suppose that B is a rational space of dimension e such that 1, (A, B) < H(B)™*~¢.
Then, if H(B) is large enough depending on A and e, we have:

€
) (0,—), YiA L AYGANZIAN...NZ|| < A,B)H(B)'tAe+?
€ 5 1Y a N2y | < g ( JH(B)
with ca5 > 0 independent of B but possibly dependent on 4.

Proof. LetY = E a;Y; € Aof norm 1 such that 1 (A, B) = w(Y, pp(Y)) with pp the orthogonal projection

onto B. We use the following relation:

d d
(Y aY5.pa(Y) —w(V.pa(Y) < w(.)a;Yy) (5.13)
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coming from the triangle inequality (see equation (3) of [14]). Now,

d d d
Z E a1 A Y a;Y;
j=1 j=2 j=2
w(Y, Zaj f - = - <l Ya| . (5.14)
> a;Y; > a;Y;
Jj=2 j=2

d d
Moreover, let § € (O, E). Since Z a;Y; € A" = Span(Ys,...,Yy) and assuming Y a;Y; # 0, the induction
j=2

hypothesis H(d — 1) gives: w(z a;Yj,p(Y)) > ¢1(A', B) > gt (B —hn (Al =6 — = q@gH (B) <~ where
26 > 0 depends only on A’ and 0. Revisiting (513) and (EDZI) we get:

@gH (B) ™% —¢1(A, B) < |ay|| V1]

Recalling that § < % and by assumption (A, B) < H(B)™*<~¢, we can conclude since H(B) is large
enough, leading to H(B)™% < , hence:

H(B)fkré < HB)™ ™ (gg— H(B)"%) < gl (B)™° — H(B)™~° < |a|| V]|

thus, @pH (B) ™% < |a;| with ¢y7 > 0 independent of B but dependent on §. Moreover, this inequality
d
is still true if Y a;¥; = 0, because in this case a3 = Y1 ~'.
j=2
IYiA...AYgAZL A ... A Z,] and let us compute:

In particular, a; # 0. Let Dy z =

1
Dy7Z=m”al}q/\Yg/\.../\Yd/\Zl/\.../\ZeH
1
= a1+ a;Y;—pp(X) | AYa A AYaNZLA LA Z,
1 i
1
:m”(Y—pB(Y))/\Yg/\.../\Yd/\Zl/\.../\Ze||
d
since > a;Y; —pp(X) € Span(Ya, ..., Yy, Z1, ..., Z.). We can then bound:
j=2
Dy, < Y —psW)| - |[Ya Ao . AYG|| - | Z1 Ao A Ze| < UV1(A, B)||[Ya A ... ANYy||H(B)

|| - @qH (B)~*°
since 21, ..., Z. is a Z-basis of BNZ"™. Thus, we have for all § € (O, %) s VAN AYGAZIN AT <

@HY1 (A, B)H(B) ™t where =|[YaA...A Yd||c|§j.
O

Claim 5.5. Let ¢ > 0. Suppose that B is a rational space of dimension e such that 1 (A, B) < H(B)™*~¢.
For an integer N, let Dy = [|[ XNy A Z1... A Z,||. Then, if H(B) is sufficiently large depending on A and ¢,
for allNENandée( £), we have:

DN S CmﬁaN(1+t>\e+1+t6)H(B)1+t)\C+l+t6 (wl (A, B)H(B))\e+5 + 1 )

AN +1

where ¢t = min(d — 1,e + 1), and cgg > 0 is independent of N and B but depends on §.
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Proof. Let En = || XN AYa A...AYgANZy... N Z|. Using the results at the end of page 446 of [14], we
have:

En=|Yan . AYGAXNAZL...NZe]| = @A, CN)I[Ya Ao . AYY|| - | XN A ZL. .. A Z| (5.15)

where Cy = Span(Xy,Z1...,Z.), A’ = Span(Ys,...,Yy), p(A",Cn) = ¥1(A",Cy) ... (A", Cy) and
u = min(d — 1,dim(Cyx)). We have p(A’,Cyn) > ¢1(A,Cn)*. Since dim(Cy) € {e,e + 1}, we have
u <min(d — 1,e+ 1) = ¢, hence p(A’,Cn) > 1 (A, Cn)t as 11 (A’,Cy) < 1. Equation (5I5) becomes:

Dy = | Xy AZi.. A 2] < —BFEN _ 5.16
=Xy n 2 I< 1 (A, Cn)? (5.16)
where cag = ||[Ya A ... A Y| ™!, Furthermore, since Cy is a rational space of dimension f € {e,e + 1}, by

the induction hypothesis H(d — 1), we have for all § > 0, 1(A’,Cn) > qgrH (Cn) "+ 7% where ¢39 > 0
is independent of N and depends on §. We now fix § € (O, %)

As XN, Z1, ..., Z. are integral vectors, we have H(Cn) < || Xn|[- [[Z1 A ... A Ze|| < qgqp™™ H(B) where c3;
is independent of N. Equation (18] yields:

DN < —t tAe+1+t59aN(t>\e+1+t5)H(B)t)\ﬁ+1+t55N. (5'17)

Furthermore, we bound Ey. For N € N, let Zy = 6~ l*~¥] Xy and Wy = Y7 — Zn. Then we have:

En =0l ZN AYa AN ANYINZy A Ze|
=0lN (YL —WN)AYa AL AYGAZy . A Ze|
<ON(IYIAYaA  AYGAZ o ANZe|| H IIWNAYa AN AYGANZy o AN Ze|) .

We analyze the two terms separately. Firstly:
IViAY2 AL AYg A Zy . A Ze|| < qumpbr (A, BYH (B)' A0
by Claim 541 Secondly, by construction, we have |[Wy|| = ||Y1 — Zn|| < 320N+, thus:
W AYa Ao o AYaNZy oo N Ze|| S WY A AYall - [ 21 A Ze|| < qggf™ N qggiH (B)

where ¢33 = ||[Y2 A ... A Yy]|. These two inequalities allow us to bound Ey:

En < qx (wl (A, B)H(B)** + L)

QN +1

where c34 = max(qr), 39q33)- Substituting this into (5.17), we obtain:

DN < —t t)\eJrl+t50aN(t)\c+1+t5)H(B)t)\e+1+t50aNCm <’l/)1 (A, B)H(B))\g+6 + 1 >

QN +1

N +1

< Cmﬁow(1+t>\e+1+t6)H(B)l+t)\e+1+t6 (@[Jl(A,B)H(B))‘e'H; + 1 )

where = qmm_t t’\e“cé‘%uqﬂ.
O
We now have all the tools necessary to prove Lemma [5.3]
Proof of Lemmali3d We set
. g n(Cd,l)” -1
0= . 5.18
min (g ) (015)
Let N € N be the integer satisfying:
gonte—1 (1A 1+80) < fr(B)Ke—1-tAepi—Aets o gante(l+trer1+10) (5.19)

24



where t = min(d — 1,e + 1). This choice makes sense; indeed, K, — 1 — tAe41 — Ae + % > 0 because
K. > Cyq=5n%(Cy-1)* > 14+ n(Cq_1)“" + (Cyq—1)".

We have 91(A, B) < H(B)~*<~¢. Indeed, by hypothesis ¢1(A4,B) < H(B) ¥¢=¢ and K. > (Cy)¢ >
(Cy-1)¢ > Ae. If H(B) is large enough, Claim [5.5] then gives, for all i € [0,e — 1]:

GOUN+i+1

1
DN-‘,—i S woq\uri(1+t)\ﬁ+1+t5)H(B)l+t>\e+1+t5 (¢1 (A7B)H(B))\ﬁ+5 4 )

S Cmﬁa]\]+i(l+t)\e+1+t6)H(B)1+t>\e+1+t6 (H(B)—Ke—EH(B)XeJ,-[s + 1 ) ]

QN +i+1

By the choice of N in (5I9), we have for all i € [0,e — 1]: gon+il+tAet1410) < [r(B)Ke—1=tAct1=Ac+5 by
the growth of the sequence (). Moreover, by the choice of ¢ in (B.I8)), we have 5= 4 t0 4+ < 5£. Then
for all i € [0,e — 1]:

Dyvs < qgg (H(B)T 4 9o (A b0 ansis fr (B A 10 (5.20)

We now focus on the second term Gy, ; = 9oN+i(lHtAetittd)—aniita ff(B)IH+tAe+1+8 - We note n, = 1 +
tAer1 + td. It satisfies g, < 2n(Cy—1)™ by choice of § in (EI8). We have
AN 4ille — AN4i41 = 04N(”YN+1 .- -”YN+i)(778 - ”YN+i+1) <0
because we can show, by the choice of Cy in (&), that:
Cy =5n*(Cq_1)*" > (2n(Cyq_1)" + 1)2n(Cq_1)" > 17> + .. (5.21)
Ke—net+§
The choice of N gives alower bound § > H(B) “N+e"= and we can thus bound from above: §*N+ile —Nti+1 <

(Ke—net+§)(anNpine—oNfi41) (Ke—ne—Xet§)anyine—aN4it1) .
(=3

H(B) N teme and thus Gy, < H(B) aNfene

. We then study the

Cme—AotE e — . 1
exponent w; = (Ke—mne )\c+02”)\7(fl\777+z77e ANtit+1) + 7 for i € [[07 e — 1ﬂ We set C35 = ﬁ’ a constant indepen—
e

dent of N. According to (5.21]) we have

< 773 < Cd —Te < (’7N+i+1 — 7’]6)(2ny+1 . '7N+i)
> 2Ke776 B 2Kene o YN+1---YN+ele

We then bound w; from above, noting that yn41 ... VNte < Ke:

(Ke = 1e = Ae + 5)(QN+ille — ANtit+1)
w; = + Ne
AN +elle
_ (Ke=me —Ae + 5)(Ne = YN41)(YN+1 -+ - YNFit1) .
VN1 - - - VN+elle ¢
< (Ke = ne = Ae)(Me = YN+i+1) (YN+1 -+ - YN+i) + YN+ - -7N+e77§ _
- YN+1 -+ - YN+elle st
(Ke = e = Xe) (e = yis 1) (WN+1 - IN+i) + Kem

YN+1 .- YN+elle

<

(5.22)

We then bound from above the first term, noting that it is maximal for ¢ = 0 since YN 41 ... vN+: > 0,

(Ke = ne — Ae)(Me — yN41) + Keﬁf < (Ke =ne = Ae)(Me — Ca) + Keﬁf
< (Ko =1 = Ae)n? + Ken?
< _(776 + )\e)ne
<0

using (5.2T)). Using (5.22) again, we have for all i € [0,e — 1], w; < —qgge. Finally, inequality (5.20)
gives for all ¢ € [0,e — 1], Dy < (H(B)%E + H(B)ﬂms) . In particular, if H(B) is sufficiently large
depending on q@g, q3, and ¢, then for all i € [0,e — 1], [Xnyi A Z1... A Ze|]| = Dnyi < 1.

25



According to Lemmal[27, we then have Vi € [0,e—1], Xn4; € B. Recalling that By . = Vect(Xn, ..., Xnte—1),
we have thus shown that, if H(B) is large enough, By . C B for N satisfying (5.19). By equality of dimen-
sions, we then have By . = B and Lemma [53]is proved.

O
The following corollary concludes the proof of Theorem [I.7}

Corollary 5.6. We have:

pn(Ale)1 < Ke= max  Big1...0ite
i€[0,n—d—e]
Proof. Suppose by contradiction that p,,(Ale); > K.. Then there exists € > 0 such that u,(A|e); > K.+ 2e.
By definition of the Diophantine exponent, there exist infinitely many rational subspaces B of dimension e
satisfying:

0 < 1(A, B) < H(B) #n(Alente < f(B)~Ke—e, (5.23)

According to Lemma 53 if H(B) is large enough, we have B = By with N € N for subspaces satisfying
(B23). There exist infinitely many integers N € N such that:

0 <¢1(A,By.) < H(By,) Keme. (5.24)
Moreover, according to Lemma 5.1l we have:

VN €N, 1/)1(A,BN,8) > m@—aN+e _ m@—aNBN+1mﬂN+e > W_QNKS' (5'25)

According to Lemma we have H(Bn ) > c360*Y. By combining inequalities (5.24) and ([25]) we find

%C%H(BN76)_K6 < H(Bn.) <72, Recall that this inequality holds for infinitely many integers N.

Letting N tend to 400, H(By,.) — 4o and then qzzcé%l = 0. But > 0 and > 0, leading to a

contradiction and proving the corollary.
O

5.4 Proof of Theorem [1.4]

We prove here, using Theorem [[L7] that the image of the spectrum (p,(-|1)1,. .., un(:|n — d)1) contains a
non-empty open set. It gives then Theorem [T.4l

Proof of Theorem [T} Let O be the non-empty open set consisting of (B1,...,8,—a) € R"~¢ satisfying
B1>CqandVie[l,n—d—1], Cufi<Pit1< ’Hﬁn']} Bit1-508;-
Jell,e

For (B1,...,0n—a) € O fixed, let us set Sy = land forall j € [1,n—1], ~,; = ﬁjﬁjlll. We havey; = 51 > Cy
and 8; > CyB;_1 for all j € [2,n — 1] by assumption on O. We then deduce Vj € [1,n—1], ~; > Cq.
Proposition [ gives the existence of a subspace A in R” satisfying A € Z,,(d,n — d); and:

Vee[l,n—1], pn(4le)1 = max  Yigy1...%Vite-
i€[0,n—d—e]

It remains to show that H max ]]%-H o Yite = Be for alle € [1,n—1]. We notice that for i € [0,n—1—¢],
i€[0,n—1—e
_ ﬁi—i—e

Vit1 - Vide = G Taking ¢ = 0 we thus have [[max ]]%Jrl o Yite = Pe- On the other hand for
i i€0O,n—1—e
1 € [1,n — 1 — ¢], the hypothesis on O gives B; 1. < B8, and thus in particular v;y1 ... Vite < Be.

So  max  Yit1...Vite < Be and:
1€[0,n—1—€]

Vee€ ﬂlun_d]]v Nn(Ale)l :Be-
The image of (pn(-|1)1,. .., pn(:|n — d)1) thus contains a non-empty open set, and in particular, the family

of functions (pn,(-|1)1,. .., pn(:|n — d)1) are smoothly independent on Z,,(d, n — d);.
(]
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6 Proof of Theorem [1.§

In this section we give the proof of Theorem [[.8 It corresponds to Chapter 7 of [5], where the reader can
find more detailed explanations. We take qq}, qg and 8¢ as in Theorem [[.8
First, for every i € [1,d], we introduce a term f3; ,,+1 to ensure a property of linear independence over the

sequence (B;.¢)ic[1,d],ec[1,m+1] (namely (.4) below). We choose (5;m+1)ie[i,q such that:

.
. O -
min (¢ > max ( max ﬂ17g> ,(3d) 2 , (6.1)
Le1,m+1] Le1,m+1]
as well as for every i € [1,d — 1],
; ) > ’ 6.2
replin (Brolz | max | (Bir1e), (6.2)
i i1,0) > 103, 6.3
et Prre) = oo, (i) (6:3)
and
log(E;
the family {1} U ( og( )) is linearly independent over Q (6.4)
108(Ej) / ; jep.ap iz

where E; = Bi1... Bim(Bim+1)™ for i € [1,d]. Such B; .11 exist because the inequalities of hypotheses

(LI), (L2) and [L3) are strict. The set of (B;m11)ieq,q) satisfying 6.1)), [6.2)), and (6.3)) contains a non-

empty open set, so we can choose (81,m+1,- - -, Bd,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 R%.

6.1 Extension of 3;, and study of K,

For i € [1,d] and ¢ € [m + 2,2m], we set B; ¢ = Bim+1 and we extend the sequence of 3; ¢ by periodicity
by setting Vi € [1,d], Vee[l,2m], VpeN, Birtomp = Bie

Remark 6.1. By periodicity, we have

Vie|l,d], % Pt = i o Dieso-
i€ [1,d] [ Biet1 - Bier P Biet1 .- Biet
As Bim+1 = Bijmt1 = ... = Bi2am and for all £ € [1,m], Bim+1 < Bie, we have
Vie 1,d, Vo e 1, 1], i o Ditry = i e Dt
i€[1,d], Vve[l,m+1] e Biet1 - Biet e Biet1-- - Bie+

In particular, if v < m, we notice that

max  Bigt1..-Bigro = Max  Bier1 ... Biogro = K.
Le]0,m~+1—v] Le0,m—v]

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

Vie [[l,d]], Yov e [[O,m+1ﬂ, Kiﬂ,: X ﬁi7g+1...ﬁi7g+v

ﬂﬁi,éﬂ cBiero = eelge{()}

max
Lef0,m+1—v
with the convention that an empty product is equal to 1, so that K; o = 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 € [1,d] and e € [1,k(m +1) —1]. Let 1 < j; < ... < jr < d. Then for any
q € [1,k], we have:

1 1

1-— —1|—-K; ,,-1>0 6.5

min ;. ¢ k 1 Java=l = (6.5)
Le1,m+1] g N on
e=14f 70

where vy, ..., v are defined in Theorem [[.8
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The hypotheses (ILT]) and ([[2]) are stronger than the conclusion (6.1]) of Proposition [21 In fact, assuming
that ([6.3]) holds is sufficient to prove Theorem [[.8 Before proving Proposition [6.2, we will prove two claims.

1
Claim 6.3. For any § > , [[Ilnin 1]][311@, we have B —d(1 +28T7) >0
cll,m+

v
Proof. Since  min B¢ > (3d) 2" > 1 by hypothesis ([G.1]), we have:
Le1,m+1]
U U, V|
pRAE 2 -1)<pRPER-1)=p5-1,

hence we deduce the inequality of Claim
O

Claim 6.4. Let k € [1,d] and e € [1,k(m+1) —1]. Let 1 < j; < ... < jr < d. Let u be the remainder of
the division of e by k. Then for any ¢ € [1, k] we have:

(qu7vq_1)ﬂ<K <K

Ju+1,Vu+1 — Jarvq*

Proof. We begin by observing that for all v € [1,m + 1], one has (v — 1)cﬁl:| < v according to the definition

1
of qq= (1 + %) 4. We only need to show the following two inequalities to conclude:

(a1 < i een, )V 6.6

(ZE[[I m+1]] ﬁ](p ) — (feﬂlfl}?{l+lﬂ /3]u+17é) ( )

d ) < v, 6.7

an (%ﬁfiﬁlﬂ Biusi,e) (pegin  Biast) (6.7)

Indeed, we have (ee[[rlr,li?ﬂ]] Bie) < Kj, < (ee[[IE?nﬁl]] Bje)? for all j € [1,d] and v € [1,m + 1]. We

distinguish between three cases according to the value of q.
o If ¢ <u+1 then by definition of v; we have vy = vy41 + 1 € [2,m + 1]. We then use hypothesis (6.3]),
applied jy,y1 — jq times, which gives:

Uq—l) Ju+1"Jq

max ﬂjq>5) CIZ < ( ﬂju+1 Z)%71 = ( Bju+1 2) wr

Le1,m+1] Eeﬂl m+1]] le[[l m+1]]

this yields (6.0) since jy+1 — jq > 1. For the other inequality, we use hypothesis (€.2]), applied ju+1 — Jq
times, which gives:
(va =D

u+1 < 3 .
(ée[[l m+1]]ﬁ]““’ ot < (ee[[lf,lglﬂ]] Biant)

Now, since jy+1 — jq < d, we have (v, — 1)cﬁj”1 < (v, — 1)cm < v, and thus:

ﬁ]u+17 ) utt < ( /qu7 )

(ZE[[I m+1] Ze[[l m+1]]

which proves ([G.7)) in the case ¢ < u+ 1.

o If ¢ = u + 1 the inequality (G.7) is trivial. Moreover, hypotheses ([@.2]) and ([6.3]) combined give (z [[Inin | Bjuirt) =
— eli,m+1

; 1 and thus:
(g P T and s

=

Vu+1
ut+1l > . ‘m > (Vut1— l)ﬂ
(Ze[[l m+1]] ﬁ]u+17 ) = (feﬂlﬂgl)irl]] Bju+1>€) (ée[[l ';arlz):-lﬂ ﬁ]u+17 )

since (v — 1)qq < (v — 1)cﬁl:| <o for all v € [1,m + 1] by the remark at the beginning of the proof. This
yields ([@7) in the case ¢ = u + 1.
o If ¢ > u+ 1 then by definition of v; we have vy = vy11 € [1,m]. The inequality (G.7) is clear because
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— (g —du+1)

Bjusre < ( min B o) < Bj,.c by applying the hypothesis [63) j; — jut1

66[1 m+1]] Le1,m+1] Ze[[l +1]]

times.
The inequality (6.0]) comes from (6.2) applied j; — ju+1 times:
Jg—Ju+1

( B0 V< ( min g, 0" VRO < Bjuir )

14
le[[l m+1]] Le1,m+1] Eeﬂl m+1]]

since (vg — l)qzcﬁj’ Tt < (vg — 1)cm because qg) < qq and (vg — 1)(& < v, by the remark at the beginning
of the proof. This yields (G.6]) in the case ¢ > u + 1.
o

We can then prove Proposition
Proof of Proposition[6.2. Let q € [1,k]. 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 1 K K

Ju41,Vu+t1 > Ju41,Vu+t1

>
oy T (kf)inK. = k—f = d

25 EE NS I

iy e

because according to Lemma6.4, K, v,,, = min Kj, ,,. Finally,since min 3; ,> min (1, >

Le1+f,k] Le1,m+1] Le1,m+1]
3d by hypotheses ([G1]) and (@3], we have 1 — ﬁ > 1. Thus:
eeft,mt1] T
1 1 1 /K,
1— —1| —K; >ttt ) K
min ﬂqu k L Jasvq—1 = 9 ( d ) Jq,vg—1
Le[1,m~+1] Y =
(=Tgf IevE
Kju+l>vu+l — d(l + 2qu,vq71)

2d
Then, to conclude it is sufficient to show that Kj, ., v, , —d(1+2Kj, 1) > 0. Ifv, =1, then K, ,, 1 =1
and K

Justvurr 2 ee[[rlni?ﬂ]} B1,e > 3d, thus Proposition [6.2] is proven in this case. Otherw1se if vy > 2,

applying the lower bound of Lemma [6.4] we have

K

Ju+1,Vu+1

—d(1+ 2K, 0,1) > KB, —d(1+ 2K, 0,-1).

We conclude the proof by applying Lemma 6.3 with 5 = K;mv > , [[rlnin . B1.¢ by (63), and we find
q,Vq c[1l,m+

—d(1+ 2qu,vq—1) > 0.

quvq71
O
We introduce the sequences (a; n)nen for i € [1,d] defined by:

a;0=1

VN eN, ain+1 =BiN+10uN

Recall that we denote by E; = Bi1...8im(Bim+1)™ for i € [1,d]. In fact, we have E; = B;1...5i2m
according to the definitions of f; ; at the beginning of Section [6.1] and thus by peridocity of the sequence:

N N
Vie [[1,d]], VNEN, O[Z')N:Ei\'zmjﬂi)l...ﬂi)]v mod QmZEiLszOéiﬁN mod 2m (68)
where N mod 2m is the integer k € [0,2m — 1] such that N = k mod (2m). We then observe that:

. O 0+
Vie|l,d YVve([l,m+1 K;, = max ; .. B = max —_—
[[ ) ﬂu [[ 5 ﬂu 7,0 te[0,mi1—] ﬁl,@-ﬁ-l Bz,f-l-'u te0mat1—u] Qi
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6.2 Construction of the subspace A

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

For all 7 € [1,d] and ¢ € N, we have 8;; > 3d > 2 + \/52_1, and the sequence (5; n) is (2m)-periodic.
Therefore, we can apply Proposition @l Let ¢ € [1,d]. According to Proposition 1] there exists a line
A = Span(Y/) C R™*! such that:

Ve € [l,m Alle); = max 0.0 = max 0o Bt
[[a ]]7 ,Um+1( 7,| )1 Ze[[O,Qm—l]]ﬂl’l Bit+e le[[o,m—e—l]]ﬂl’l Bire—1

using Remark 6.1l Additionally, according to the proof of this property and by fixing 6 to be a prime

number greater than 5, Y/ is of the form Y/ = (1 00, Um_M)T with 004, ...,0m—1, algebraically
independent over Q. Since n = (m + 1)d, we set for i € [1,d]:
Yi=(0 -+ 0 (¥Y)T 0 - O)T e {0} Dm+D)  gmAl o foynoilm+D)

placing the coordinates of Y, between the positions (i — 1)(m + 1) + 1 and i(m + 1) — 1 so that the vectors
Y; are pairwise orthogonal. Finally, the “best” vectors approximating the Y; are the Xy ; with:

Xni=(0 - 0 (Xp)T 0 -- O)T
where the X ; are defined in ([.2) in section @l For v € [1,m + 1] and N € N, we define:
B}V,v = Spa‘n(XN,ia" '7XN+’U—1,Z')' (69)

The vectors X y; are constructed such that dim(B}, ,,) = v (see ClaimE.2). Lemmas[3] B4l and inequalities
E4)), @A) then give the following estimates.

Proposition 6.5. Let i € [1,d]. For v € [1,m], we have:

g™ <[ Xnall < qggp™r,
@y <H(By.,) < @f™"",
PN <w(Yi, Xn,i) < qp v,
qP” Nt <1 (Span(Y;), Span( BNU ) < qggf N

with cs7, c38, €39, C40, C41, C42, C43, and cyq as constants independent of N.

Let us finally set A = Span(Y1,...,Yy) and for J C [1,d], Ay = Span,c;(Y;). Since the vectors Y; are
pairwise orthogonal, we have dim(A) = d and dim(A;) = #J.

Lemma 6.6. Let J C [1,d] be non-empty and e € [#J, #J(m~+1)—1]. Then A, is (e, #J—g(A, e))—irrational.

Proof. Suppose the contrary. Then there exists B a rational subspace of dimension e such that dim(A; N
B) > #J —g(Ajs,e) +g(As,e) = #J. Since dim(A;) = #J, we have Ay N B = A;. In particular, Y; € B
for all j € J. Let X1,..., X, be a rational basis of B. We have Y; AX; A...AX, =0 for all j € J, meaning
that all minors of size e + 1 of the matrix (Y; | X1 | ... | X.) vanish.

Let N be a minor of size e extracted from M = (X7 | ... | X.). Since e < #J(m + 1) — 1, we can find
j € J such that the rows of non-zero coeflicients of Y; are not all rows of the submatrix extracted from M
corresponding to N. Consider the minor of size e + 1 of (Y; | X1 | ... | X.) obtained by considering the
rows of N and the row of a non-zero coefficient of Y; whose existence has just been established. Expanding
this minor with respect to the first column, we find:

O0=7N+7Ni+...+7mNpm

where {7, 71,...,7m} = {1,004,...,0m—1,} and the N; are, up to sign, minors of size e of (X; | ... | X.).
Since g, ...,0m—1,; are algebraically independent, 7,71,..., 7, are linearly independent over Q and we
find N =N; =... = N,, =0, hence N = 0. Every minor of size e of the matrix (X | ... | X) is null,

implying dim(B) < e, which is a contradiction.
O
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6.3 Intermediate property

In this section, we prove the following proposition:

Proposition 6.7. Let J C [1,d]] with cardinality k € [1,d]. Write J = {j1,...,Jk} with j1 < ... < j.
Then we have:

-1
k

1
Vee [k k(m+1) =11, mn(Asle)r-ga,0={ > 7
q=14f " Tt

For e € [k, k(m + 1) — 1], we thus seek to compute the Diophantine exponent ji,,(Asle)z—g(a, ), Which is
defined since A; € Z,,(k,€)r_g(a,,e) by Lemma 6.6
The entire Section [6.3] is devoted to proving this proposition. Let J C [1,d] be of cardinality k. Without
loss of generality, we assume that J = [1, k]. According to the notation of Proposition [6.7, we have j, = ¢
for all ¢ € [1,k]. We also fix e € [k, k(m + 1) — 1].

6.3.1 Best subspaces C¥,

We construct the "best" subspaces approximating A ;. Let i € [1,d]. For N; an integer, we define
O, = Span(Xn,i, -, XN, 40— 14) = Biy, 0,1

where v; is defined by the relations in (I4). Since v; < m 4 1 and we have dim(C},) = v;. For N =

(Nj)jen.e € N*, we define Ci= & C'JJV As the subspaces Cgv, are pairwise orthogonal by construction
el ’
k

of the X ;, we have dim(Cy;) = Y v; = e. For simplification, we denote by g = g(A,, €) = max(0, k+e—n).

j=1
Claim 6.8. Let u be the remainder of the Euclidean division of e by k. If f = 0, then for all j € [1, k], we
have v; < m. If f >0, then u = f,
Vie[l, fl, vpj=m+landVje([f+1,k], v;=m,
hence, if f > 0, for all j € [1, f], we have C?Vj = {0}U=D0n+1) 5 RmAL 5 foyn—i(m+1),
Remark 6.9. The last part of this lemma remains true if f = 0, with the interval [1, f] 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=mand u=0). Forall j € [l,u], v; =v+1, and for all j € [u+ 1,k], v; = v, thus v; < m for all
je1,k].

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 v;,

Viell,fl, vi=v+l=m+landVje[f+1,k], vj=v=m.

For j € [1,f], by definition of Xy ;, one has CJ{,J_ C {0}U=D0n+1) o Rt fo)}n—i(m+1)  However,
dim(CJ{,j) = v; = m+ 1, thus by equality of dimensions, this proves the last part of the lemma.
O

Lemma 6.10. We have

W?N < H(CY) < cm@¥N
= N) >
with ¢45 and c46 independent of N = (Ny,..., Ng).
Proof. We recall that Cf, = Dicnn Cgvj and that this sum is orthogonal ; thus H(CY) = H?:l H(C'JJVJ)
According to Claim[6.8] for all j € [1, f], we have H(Cgvj) = 1. Furthermore, for j € [f+1, k], CJ{,J_ = B{ijvj

with v; < m. Proposition thus gives 90‘7"”1 < H(C}Vj) < mﬁo‘j’%‘, proving the lemma. o
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We now establish relationships between the angle ¥;_,(A;, C3;) and the height H(CY,) in terms of the
sequences (o ;) for j € J.

Lemma 6.11. There exists ¢47 > 0 independent of N = (Ny, ..., Ni) such that
Vie[f+1,k], wi(Span(Y;),C) > qggf >t
by setting for j € [1,k], M; = N; +v; — 1.
Proof. Let i € [f + 1,k]. According to Proposition [6.5 there exists a constant c4g such that
wi (Y, By, ap) = 01(Ys, By, ) > @~ it = qggf . (6.10)
We can choose qg independent of i, as i takes only a finite number of values. Let X € Cf ,, \ {0}. We

write X = Z V; with V; € CJ for all j € [1,k]. We will bound w(¥;, X) = H” HAH);HII from below.

First, for all j € [1,&], V; € {0}0=D0nFD 5 Rm+1 x {0} =3(m+1) By decomposing each Vj in the canonical
basis, we see that this decomposition involves disjoint sets of vectors for each j € [1, k]. Consequently, the
set of vectors of the canonical basis of /\2 R™ involved in the decomposition of ¥; A V; are also disjoint for
each j € [1,k]. Thus, the vectors Y; AV are pairwise orthogonal. According to the Pythagorean theorem,
we have

k
IIK-AXIIQZIIZYAV |? = ZIIYAVII2

In particular, for all j € [1,k], we have |[Y; A X|| > ||Y; A Vj|. The V; are pairwise orthogonal, so
k _

X2 = |V;||2. Thus, there exists jo € [1, k] such that ||V}, | > k= || X].
j=1

o If jo =i then:

w(Y;, X) > [Y: A Vil > IY: A VA > (Yqu) w1 (Y, C Nz,Ml c@@ Qi M +1
R N AR e AT I 17 = k3
using (GE.10).

o If jo # i then by studying the minors of size 2 of (Y; | X) where we extract the line corresponding
to the 1 of ¥; and another line corresponding to a non-zero coordinate of Vj,, we have |¥; A X||? >

> (1 x v)? = |V}, ||* where the v are the non-zero coordinates of Vj,. This gives:
oy x)z Wl o L e
TN T kR T k2|
k-1
We then set ¢cq9 = min(m:1{1 ﬁYfll , k2 qqg) and we have:

VEED+ AL (S, O = | min (Y, X) = qp

XeCi{\{0}
O
Lemma 6.12. We have:
k k
- min e PR LR R
k k
? G N > i N

g (CF) 7=

with ¢sg and c5; independent of N.

32



Proof. We recall that ¢y, (Ay, C%) = wr(As, CF;) since g = g(Ay, e) and dim(C¥;) = e. We will first prove
the following inequality

k k
g T < (A, CR) < qggp TR
with c¢sg, cs3 independent of the N;. According to Lemma [6.8] for every j € [1, f] one has Y € C?Vj c C¥

because Y; € {0}U—Dm+1) i Rl [1n=3(m+1) We apply Lemma 6.1 of |7], which can be generalized
to the case d + e > n, to the subspaces

(6.11)

k

k f
Ay = @Span(yj) and @ Span(Y;) & @ Span(Xay, ;) C CX,
j= j= J=f+1

recalling the notation M; = N; + v; — 1. Then,

f k
wi(As, CX) <wi(Ay, D Span(Y;) @ @) Span(Xa, ;)

j=1 j=f+1

f k
o | D e )+ > wY X, )
J=1 j=f+1

:mi

J=f+1

with ¢54 > 0 independent of Y7,...,Y, and n. Now, according to Proposition [6.5, for every j € [f + 1, k],
w(Y;, Xj ;) < 970‘7"1‘/’1“ where is a constant independent of N;. Therefore,

mm [eFH M +1

oA Ch) < g 3 0 < vy

j=f+1

Thus, the upper bound of (6.11)) is proved with qgg = kqgzqD: Now, we show the lower bound. For any
j e [[f + 1,k], since Y; € Ay, according to Lemma 2.3 of [8] wl(Span( )5 C’N) < wir(Ay,C%) because
dim(A;) = k and dim(C]{,) = e > k. Using Lemma [6.11] we have wl(Span ) > qpf” Mt with
q77 independent of N and j. Thus,

k

— min O[]',Mj+1

wi(As, CF) z  max  qgf M = qgp T

JELf+1,K]

Since wi(Ay,C¥) = Yr—g(As, C%), we have proved the lower bound of (GI1]). Finally we use Lemma [6.10]
to conclude the proof of Lemma [6.]
O

6.3.2 Lower bound on the exponent

Lemma = allows us to bound the exponent pn,(As|e)y_ga,.e) from below by considering certain
N = (Ny,...,N;) € N-.

£e[0,m—1]

I
<
+
—

-1
k
Corollary 6.13. We have i, (Asle)i—g(a,.e) > < > K_l ) with K, = max Bge41...Bq040,-
Proof. We recall that if i € [f+1, k], according to Lemmal[G.8we have v; € [1, m] and then , [[max ]]ﬁij.l,—l o Bitgo, =
€[0,m—1

max v Fori € [f41, k], we denote by L; € [0, m—1] an integer such that K; ,, = max Bies1...Liote, =
Lef0,m—1] @it ’ Lefo,m—1] ’
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Silitvi We recall that for j € [1,k] and N; € N, we have M; = N; +v; — 1. For (Ny,...,Ny) € N/ and

ai,rL;

Nyi1 € N\ {0} a fixed multiple of 2m, we set for i € [f + 2, k]:

Nyyilog(Epy1) | log(afiimp,—1)
N; =2 . L;. 6.12
" { 2m1og(Er) og(E;) | (6.12)
We know, by Lemma [6.12] that:
k

_£Ilin1 Qg M;+1

(A1 a > Timsup o (6.13)
— 400
2f;:\1Nf+1 E Q4 N;
i=f+1

where the Nyio,...,Ng, M¢iq,..., M}, are those defined above depending on Nyi; 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
; B Hlkiﬂ Qi M; +1
> w | . Wefix (Ny,..., Ny) € Nf and Ny € N\ {0} amultiple of 2m and we study = ———.
i=f41 """ E—
i=f+1

We recall that we denote by E; = ;1 ... Bim(Bim+1)™ for i € [1,d] and that

log(Ef11) )
108(Ej) / jersran

according to (6.4, by choice of the 3; ;m+1. For i € [f + 2, k], we define:

the family {1} U ( is linearly independent over Q (6.14)

Nf+1 IOg(Ef-l-l) IOg(aerl vf+1+Lf+1*1)
0; = : ’ 0,1 6.15
{ 2mlog(E;) + log(E;) e ol (019

where {u} = u — |u| represents the fractional part of u € R. The expression (6.8) gives for i € [f + 1, k]:

Bl Ed

Q4 N; = El Q§,N; mod 2m = L; Q5 L, (616)

because 2m divides N; — L; according to (612). Similarly:

|2t | oy
ai,Mi+1 - EZ " ai,Ni+Ui mod 2m — El " ai,Li+vi (617)

since 0 < L; +v; < 2m for i € [f + 1,k]; indeed, L; € [0,m — 1] and v; € [1,m] for all i € [f + 1,k]
according to Lemma According to the dependencies between N; and Ny, we have:

N Nyjpq1log(Bpyq) log(af+1,vf+1*1) Nyp1log(Byyq) 1°g(°‘f+1,vf+1*1) 5
_ EL%J o log(F) _ p 2miesE) + Tos(B;) %
Qi,N; = Ly QiL; = Ly Qi,L; = Ly Q4L
Njiq [NJ+IJ N2f+1
2m m : X _ m ) .
Now E,27 =E;, since 2m|Nyy1 and a1 N, = Es " Cagiing, according to ([G.I0)), so one has
N —d;
BAFESE Qf 41N Ofilop 185 TPy L,
. _ 2 —0; _ IVFH1 YUf41 4 ,Li
Qi,N; = Ef—i—T af+1yvf+1*1Ei ‘oL, = . (6-18)
Qf+1,Lppq
Similarly, using (G.I7) for all ¢ € [f + 1, k], we have:
QF 41, Ny Of41 VB %
AV 41 S Uf41— [ 2, L 1v;
O M;+1 = . (6.19)
Qf+1,Lppq
We then study:
k k k
: . QG M, +1 s L L vy . Qf4+1,Lpq+vpi1—1 4—6;
min o+ min s min(— =B min (PR By g )
i=f+1 = fA41 AL Np fH1,Lpqq i=f+2 FHLLyy
k k - k
Qi N, Qf4+1,L +v -1 -5
> ain, X e I+ > — 5 —E i,
./ ’ | FHLNpL | Q1 Lpyy ’
i=f+1 i=f+1 i=f+2

34



. . . Qf4+1,L +v Qf41,L “+v
using the relations (6I8) and (EI9). Recalling that Kfiq.,,, = IS Ra SR Fr1tvrgn

Qf+1,Lyp ﬂf+1,Lf+1+vf+1
Qf 41, Loy +vpp—1, WE have:
k k K k —8;
. . fHlvpgg —5; E, "oy, itvs
min «; pr, min (K min (———2—FE" % q; 1, 40, min(1, min £ L
2 i, M;+1 B ( fHLvptn j+2(ﬁf+1 Lipitopes z,Lri-m)) B (1, sz+2(5f+1 Lipitorss )
k B B k -5
f+1,v 5 E, "o
> o, 14 3 R g, 3
| Vi K Bf+1,Lpyq+vpq 0 ikl K105, | Bf+1,Lpyq+v41q
i=f+1 i=f+2 f+ f+ f+ i=f+2 f+ f+
. . (o7} . N .
Finally, since =37+ = q; g, for all i € [f + 2, k], we finally have:
i,v5
—5.
k. k Ei 'LOZZ L;+v;
min_ o ar,+1 min(1, min (67
i=f+1 B i=f+ fHLL g g+vpgg
k B k iy
1 B, "Qirite; 1
XN, oot X :
o i Kipivp,, e Bi+1.Lpq+vpyy Ky
We have thus shown that:
ki k E;(sial L;+v;
min o ar;+1 min(1l, min (67
. i=f+1 . i=f+2 PrtLLppitvpgg
lim sup — = lim sup k -
Nyy1—+o0 Z 0N Nyy1—+oo 1 E ", 40, 1
2m|N 2m|N .. .
INfi1 e ,N; Wit Kpiipy, e Bi+1.Lpq+vpyy Ky

Theorem 6.3 and Example 6.1 of [9, chapter 1.6] , (6I4]), and the definition of §; in ([EI5) imply that:
{(0s42y---,0k), Npp1 € N\ {0},2m|Ns 41} dense in [0, 1[F7/ 1,
Thus, using this density, we have:

k k

_s,
E, oL, i+
min o v, +1 min(1, min . .
. i=fr1 oM ( rf+2(ﬁf+1 Lp1tvgg )
lim sup — = sup . .
Nf+\1_)+oo Z Q5 N, (6i)e[0;1[k7f71 1 E, a4 1
2m|N (3 3 .
S Kittwpn (g Pront ot i

For all i € [f +2,k] and ¢; € [0, 1], we define:

Ei i n, o, Qi,Litv; Qi,Li+v;
U; = S 5
Bf+1;Lf+1+Uf+1 Eiﬁ.f+17Lf+1+vf+1 Bf+1;Lf+1+'Uf+1
and wu; takes all the values in the interval (Eﬂ i Lyt ' B i ity } as §; varies in [0,1). Further-
Wi L Ly patoppn D PR L Lpatvpgg
Q4L 4v; Q4L 4v, .
iiL it Lo < B = < <
more, 1 € (EiBf+1 ooy B Lf+1+vf+1] for all i because o, 1, v, < Ei = @ 0m and 1 < Bf+1;Lf+1+Uf+1 <
min _B; ¢ < & 1,4+, according to hypothesis ([6.3). Thus:
Le[1,2m]
. k ¢ -1
min(1, min wu;) min(1, min 1) k
':f+2 z_f+2 1
sup > = E
(8:)€f0,1[k—F—1 ~ i E - L - = fpl BV
f+1,vf+1 Z_f+2 1,04 f+1,vf+1 Z_f+2 1,05
-1
We have shown that 1, (As|e)r—g(a,.e) = - KZ - by using again equation (6.I3]), which completes
i

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

In this section, we show that the subspaces C3; actually achieve the "best" approximations of A. This
allows us to bound g, (Asle)r—g(a,,e) from above and thus to conclude the proof of Proposition

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

—1
(B ) -
Yp—g(As,C) < H(C) \i=frr 0w . (6.20)
Then, if H(C) is sufficiently large depending on ¢, there exists N € (N\ {0})* such that C' = C¥,.
. -1
Proof. In this proof, we set K = < > Kjl > . For i € [1, k], we define N; as the integer satisfying:
J=f+1
Qi Ni+v;—1 < H(C)K‘i’%*l < YN+, (621)

We will show that N = (Ny,..., Nj) satisfies the conditions. Let Z1, ..., Z. be a Z-basis of C NZ". For ¢q
an integer and i € [1, k]:

Dy =|Xgi NZ1 Ao N Ze||.
We will prove that for all ¢ € [1, k]:
Vee 0,0 —1], Dyei<1
and Lemma 277 will allow us to conclude. We fix i € [1,k] and £ € [0, v; — 1]. One has:
Dyivei = lpor (Xnire )l - 120 A - A Zel| = (X, O) | X4l [H(C).

Using the triangle inequality on angles, we have w(Xn,+¢,4, C) < w(Xn, 104, Y:) +w(Yi, C). Proposition
yields

Cwai,mw S ||XN1'+Z,i|| S Cmﬁai,NiJré and Cmﬁ—ai,Ni+l+l S W(XNi-i-é,hY;) S Cmﬁ—ai,NiJrEJrl

with constants independent of N;. Furthermore, since ¥; € Ay and dim(Ay) = k, by Lemma 2.3 of [§], we
have ¥p_4(As,C) = wi(Ay, C) > wi(Span(Y;), C). Therefore:

DNi—i-Z,i < Cm.H(C)eai‘Ni+e (eiaivNi+@+1 + H(C)*Kfs)

= qgg (0~ Nttt N H(C) 4 g*o N H(C) R o) (6.22)
with ¢s5 independent of N, using the assumption ([G20) on C. The choice of N; in ([G21]) gives:
Nt H(C) ™Rt < griviteit < H(C)R PR H(C) TR T = H(O) 73 (6.23)
Now we consider the term §~*Ni+e+1t%.Ni+ {(C) in ([6.22). Again by ([6.21]), we have:

H(C)

K+&-1 ) — QG Ny L—1FQ Ny e

o_ai,Ni+£+l+ai,Ni+£H(O) < <H(O) @ N, +o;

EAG5 - Nyper1H2, N4 O+, Ny 4o,

= H(C) i, Nj+v; . (624)

We then focus on the numerator of this exponent; setting aside the term involving e, we find:
O, N;+v;
(K = 1) (=0t N e41 + QiN0) + O N, = Qi N0 <(K = D(=Finiter +1) + —— p > :
i, N+
We will show that this term is negative; indeed:

Q4 Ni+v;
(K = 1)(=Binerers +1) + 55 = (K = 1)(=Binrert + 1) + Binirest - BiNito,
i, N+

= —BiNte+1(K =1 = Bi Nivey2 - BiNigo,) + K — 1.
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Since ¢ € [0,v; — 1], we have B; N,+e+2 - - - Bi,Ni+v; < BiNi+2 - - Bi.Nj+v; < Kiv,—1 because the v; — 1 factors
of the product 8; n,+2 ... Bi,N,+v; are consecutive.We then have

ai i TV
(K = 1)(=Bi,Ny4e1 + 1) + ﬁ < —BiNtt41 (K =1 = K1)+ K — 1.
i, N+

(6.25)
Now, Proposition gives K — 1 — K, ,_1 > % The inequality ([€.25) becomes
ce[t,m41] "
4, N;4v; K-1 i, N;
(K= 1) (~Binerr + 1)+ =2 < By g 4 K= 1< (K= 1) [ 1 Brvsesn
O N +£ min(B)

min i
ee1,m+1] Eeﬂl,m+l]](ﬁl7é)
and the right hand side of this inequality is a negative number. We then reconsider ([6.24) and we have:

—ay N Ta N, SN LN L
§~ >N TN [T (O < H(O)

@i, N;+v;
Since 3;; > 2 for all j, and v; < m + 1 by Lemma [6.8 using (63]) we have

Qi Ni++1 — Q4 Ny+4 PiNtern =1 1 1 1

O N+ Bi,Nittt1 - - Bi N, K,

Setting cs¢ = ﬁ, we then have:
,m

o Nt )1 (O) < H(C) B0 (6.26)

Revisiting the inequality (6.22) and the estimations (6.23) and (6.26)), we then have Dy, ¢, < qgg(H (C) ™2+
H(C) BEF) and therefore, if H(C) is large enough (depending on , q5z, and q5g), we have for all i € [1, k]:
Vi e [[O,’Ui — lﬂ, ||XNi+E,i ANZIAN... A Ze” = DNiJrE,i < 1.

Lemma 27 then implies that X; n,1¢ € C for all i € [1,k] and £ € [0,v; — 1]. Therefore, C¥, C C and by
equality of dimensions C' = Cy;.

Z 1

) Kjv,
i=f+1 J

o
i -1
Corollary 6.15. We have i, (Asl€)x—g(a,.e) < ( )

Proof. Suppose the contrary: there exists € > 0 such that p,(Asle)r—g(a,.e) > <

-1
k
1
> T > +2¢. Then

J=f+1
there exist infinitely many rational subspaces C' of dimension e such that

() -
VYp—g(Ays,C) < H(C) o=+t 0 : (6.27)
According to Lemma [6.14] there exists N € (N*)* such that C = CY, if H(C) is large enough. Furthermore,
Lemma gives:

k

mi

I

k
S e,
Uhg(As, CR) > q@H (CR) =T+

(6.28)
with ¢57 > 0 independent of N. The inequalities ([€27) and ([E28) together yield
k -1
min_ a; N, o, k
J=f+1 1 €
_ = 6.29
k - Z ijvj + 2 ( )
E OéjﬁN]. i=f+1
j=f+1
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QG Nty QG N BN +1-B5, N

L <
K]‘ﬂ-’j - K]‘ﬂ-’j

IN

: K <
J=f+1 J
aj N, since Kj,, is the maximum of products of v; consecutive terms among the 3;,. Summing over j,

-1
k
as the height tends to +00. Let j € [f+1, k]. We have ( — )

k —1
k. k 1 k Hlfl?,l aj’Nj+”j k 1 . .
we have (‘I_nllfll aj,Nj+vj) Z op < Z Qj N - Thus J*ki < Z Ny , Contradlctlng
i=rt g=f+1 7 =T > ajw, j=fr1 7

J=F+1
(629)) since € > 0. This completes the proof of the corollary.
O

The corollaries [6.13] and [6.15] conclude the proof of Proposition B.71

6.4 Final computation of the exponents

We proceed with the proof of Theorem [[.8 using Proposition [6.7] and Theorem [B.1] to derive the exponents
fin(Al€)k—g(a,e)- For j € [1,d], we consider the subspace R; = {0}~ (m+1) x Rl {o}(d=i)(m+D) ¢ Rn,

d
The subspaces R; are rational and in direct sum. Thus, we have € R; C R", and we note that for all
j=1

j €[1,d], Span(Y;) C R;. We apply Theorem Bl with the R; and the lines A; = Span(Y;).

Let e € [1,n — 1] and k € [1 + g(A, e), min(d, e)] such that e < k(m + 1). For any subset J C [1,d] with
cardinality k, by Lemma[6.6 the subspace A; = Span,c ;(Y;) is (e, k — g(A;, e))-irrational. The first part of
Theorem 3.1l applied with k" = k — g(A, ) then gives A € Z,,(d, €)_g(a,c)- Now we calculate the exponent.
The same theorem gives

n A — e) — HUn A = n A / e)— e
pn(Ale)k—g(a,e) = tn(Ale)x e oM (Asle)r1g(Ae)—g(Ay.e)

with P(¢,d) being the set of subsets of cardinality ¢ of [1,d], and therefore

—1

k
1
e Al 6.30
i) cata = s o CArkcscane = iy | 3 o (6.30)

by Proposition applied with J = {j; < ... < ji}. It remains to prove the following lemma to complete
the proof of Theorem

Lemma 6.16. We have

N -1 N -1
1 1
max E = E —_—
J={h<...<j K; Kyiq_
{71 Ik} a=1+f Ja>Vq a=1+f q+d—Fk+1,v4

Proof. Let J be the set {d — k+1,...,d}, which corresponds to j, = ¢ +d — k for ¢ € [1,k]. We have

-1 -1

- 1 . 1

N . _ . . .

L max Koo > > o Moreover, the K;, are increasing with respect
<<} \ g=1+7 ¢=1+f ‘

to @ by (3], so in particular,

Vi<p<...<jx<d, VYqe[lL,k], Vve[l,m], Kj < Kird ko

-1 -1
k k
In particular, max L < —t which completes the proof of the

J={j1<...<jr} <q_1+f K q;l;rf g+d—k+1vg

lemma.

O
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7 Smooth independence of the exponents

This section is devoted to proving Theorems [[L5 and 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 € [1,n — 1] be fixed such that d divides n.

We study the family of functions (jin(-|€)r—g(d.e,n))(e,k)ev for U a subset of Vi, = {(e,k) [ e € [1,n —
1],k € [1 + g(d, e, n), min(d, e)]}. In this section, we always work with d and n fixed. The functions under
consideration, denoted by fi,(-[€)k—g(d,e,n), are thus defined on Z,,(d, €)x—g(d,e,n), the set of (e, k—g(d,e,n))-

irrational subspaces of R" of dimension d. For U C Vg, we define the set Zy = () Zn(d,€)p—g(d,e,n)
(e,k)eU
and the mapping

IU — (R U {+OO})U

My -
v A — (Mn(A|e)kfg(d,e,n))(e,k)€U

If the image of My contains a non-empty open set in RY, then the family (tn(-1€)k—g(d,e.n)) (e, kyer 18
smoothly independent on Zy;. Indeed, otherwise, there would exist a submersion RV — R that vanishes on
these functions, and the image of My would be contained in an differential hypersurface of RV 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 and present examples of subfamilies U of Vg, for which (un(:|€)x—g(d,e,n))(e.k)ev 18
smoothly independent on Zy;. It is worth noting that, with Theorem [[.§], we can also establish smooth inde-
pendence for other families. For instance, such a result holds for U = {(e, k) | k € [1,d],e € [k, km], 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 C Vg, for My (Zy) to contain
a non-empty open set and therefore for the associated family of exponents to be smoothly independent on
Iy. We write n = d(m + 1) with m € N.

Lemma 7.1. Let U C Vg, with #U < dm satisfying for all (e, k) € U, e < k(m + 1). For (e, k) € U and
B = (Bit)iera).ecqrm) € (RL)™™, we define

k d
Qery(B) = Z Bard—k,1 -+ Bytrd—k,vg(ek) = Z Ba - Bawgsn_alek)s
q=1+f(e,mk) q=1+f(e,mk)+d—k

which defines a function 2 : (Rj_)dm —SRY, g (k) (B))(e,kyev- Suppose that the Jacobian matrix of

at B, Jo(B) € Myu,am(R), has rank #U for all 3 € (R% )™, Then the image of the function My contains
a non-empty open set in RY.

Proof. Let us define the following function
(R )dm — RY

Q- 1

(5i,é)ie[[1,d]],£e[[1,m]] — =
(Bgtd—k,1---Batd—k,vq(e,k)) "

>
q=1+f(e,mk) (e,k)eU

We will apply Theorem[L.8to construct subspaces A of dimension d whose family of exponents (1, (Ale)x) e, k)ev
range through an open subset of the image of €. For this, we define H' C (Ri)dm as the set of
(Bi,e)icl,d),ec[1,m] satisfying the hypotheses

VZ € [[Ld]]v ﬂi,l >0 > ﬂi,m; (71)
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B
i > (3d) 2, i o > T and for all i € [1,d — 1]: i o) >
,opin ﬂ(ﬁu) (3d) Zelﬁllliln]](ﬁl,f) Zér[[llajﬁﬂ(ﬁl,é) and for all i € [ | [Jhin H(ﬁ 0)

ég[lla;ﬁﬂ(ﬁi-i_l’é) and éelﬁlliﬁlnﬂ(ﬁi_i_l)[) > e&fﬁﬁ]}wil)@ with q}, q] the constants defined in Theorem [L.8 The

set H' thus defined is a non-empty open set in (R*)

dm

For € H', Theorem [L[§ yields a space A of dimension d in R™ such that for all e € [1,n — 1] and
ke [1+ g(d,e,n), min(d, e)] satisfying e < k(m + 1), we have

-1

k
1
A € In(dv e)k—g(d,e,n) and ,UJH(A|e)k—g(d,e,n) = Z Ki
g=1+f(e;mk)  ITATRva(eh)

where, due to hypothesis (TI): Vi € [1,d],Vv € [1,m], Ky =P5i1---Bino-

This result then gives '(H') C My (Zy). To prove Lemma [[71] we will show that Q'(H’) contains a non-
empty open set. By composing 2’ on both ends with the application that inverts each coordinate, it suffices
to show that the smooth function , defined on H = {(8i,¢)ic1,ay,ce[1,m]; (g%j)ief[l,d]],le[[l,m]] € H'} by

H — RY
k
(Bie)ie[n,d eelim] < > ﬁq+dk,1---ﬂq+d—k,vq(e,k)>
q=1+f(e,mk) (e,k)EU

has a non-empty open set in its image. Since by assumption Jq () has rank #U for all 8 € H C (Ri)dm,
the open mapping theorem ensures that Q(H) contains a non-empty open set, which concludes the proof of
the lemma.

O

We set the notation P([1,d] x [1,m]) for the set of subsets of [1,d] x [1,m], and we define

| Vi — P([1,d] x [1,m])
Xile k) — (U4 f+d—kut+d—k] x[L,o+1]) U (Ju+1+d—k,d] x [1,])

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 [6f we associate to (e, k) €
Van the quantities vy (e, k), ..., vg(e, k) defined by:

v+1 ifqge[lu]

vq(e,k)_{ ; ifgefut1,h] - (7.2)
A pair (g,£) € [1,d] x [1,m] belongs to x(e, k) if and only if we have
g>1+f+d—kand ¢ <vgrp_ale k). (7.3)

We state Lemma which is a consequence of the Lemma [T1]

Lemma 7.2. Let U C Vy,, with #U < dm satisfying for all (e, k) € U, e < k(m +1). Suppose furthermore
that there exists an order <y on U such that

Viek)eU x(ek)\ |J  x(e,k)#0. (7.4)

(e/ k") <u (e,k)
Then the image of the function My contains a non-empty open set in RY.

Proof. Each (1), defined in the assumptions of Lemma [Z] is a polynomial in the variables 3; . We note
using (Z3) that x(e, k) is in fact the set of indices of the f;, "appearing" in Q. x)(8). This implies in
particular that

o9 Bap if (q,0) € x(e, k)
St = S . (7.5)

3[3q,e pF#

0 otherwise
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According to hypothesis (74)), we can order U = {61, ...,0xy} in such a way that these quantities respect
j—1

the order <y: Vi < j, 6; <y 0; and so that, for every j € [2,#U], there exists (g;,¢;) € x(8;)\ U x(6:).
i=1

In particular, using (Z5), for any 8 € (R% )™

0, %y,
Vi<, 5 % —0and a5 = H Bq;p # 0. (7.6)
qjvej ijlj 1§pquj+k—d(0j)
p#L;

89,
Let J, = ( )
o) =350 e po1,6.0cpaxm
Here the index i corresponds to the rows of the matrix and (j,¢) to the columns, ordering [1,d] x [1,m]
according to the usual lexicographic order. We will show that Jo(8) has maximal rank #U, and then apply
Lemma [Tl We extract from Jo(8) (by possibly interchanging columns) the matrix

€ Myu,am(R) be the Jacobian matrix of Q at 3 € (R% )™,

0y,
Gy = <66 EM#U(R).
%45/ ie[1,#U].5€[1,#U]
According to (Z.6), we have

Qg 0 0

B4y .1

9, %,

0Bqy .0 0Bqy.05

Gy = : . . :

oy s Uy, 00, _, 0
aﬁlnvel aﬁQQvZZ aﬁQ#Uflwl#Ufl

BQQ#U aﬂg#U BQQ#U
0Bqy .01 0Bqy,ty 66q#U,E#U

The matrix Gy is thus lower triangular, and its diagonal coefficients are non-zero according to (.6]), thus
it is invertible. Therefore, we have shown that Jqo(8) has rank #U for all § € H. Lemma [I.T] then implies
that the image of the function My contains a non-empty open set in RY, which concludes the proof of
Lemma

O

7.2 Results for the Last Angle

In this section, we prove Theorems and using the results from the previous section. We write
n=d(m+ 1) with m € N.

Proof of Theorem [[A We set U = {(e,min(d,e)) | e € [1,n — d]}. We will show that U satisfies the
hypothesis (4] of Lemmal[l2l First, note that for all (e, k) € U, we have g(d,e,n) = 0and f = f(e,mk) =0
because e € [1,dm] and dm = n — d. We define the following order on U:

(e k') <u (e,k) =€ <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 x(e,k) = [1 +d —e,d] x {1}. For any (¢, k") <u (e, k), we have
x(e E)=[1+d—¢,d] x {1} and thus (1+d—e,1) € x(e, k) \ U x(e' k).

(e k") <u (e,k)

If e > d, then k = d and we write e = dv + u for the Euclidean division of e by d. We have y(e, k) =
[1,u] x [1L,v+1]UJu+1,d] x [1,v]. For (¢/, k') <u (e, k), we write ¢’ = kv’ + v’ for the Euclidean division
of ¢/ by k. We distinguish vetween two cases based on whether u = 0 or u # 0.

o If u = 0. We will show that (d,v) ¢ x(¢,k’). Since e > d and v = 0, we necessarily have v > 1. If k' = ¢’
then v/ =1 and ' =0, s0 x(e/, k') =[1+d —¢',d] x {1} and (d,v) ¢ x (¢, k") because v > 1.

Otherwise k£’ = d and then 1 < v’ < v since e’ < e. We have x(¢’, k') = [1, '] x [1,v' +1]JUu'+1,d] x [1,0'].
Then (d,v) ¢ x(e’, k") because v/ < d —1 and v/ < v.
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o If u>0. We will show that (u,v + 1) ¢ x(e/,k'). If ¥/ = ¢ then v/ = 1, v/ = 0, and x(¢/,k') =
[1+d—¢,d] x {1}. Since v+ 1> 1, we have (u,v + 1) ¢ x(€’, k') in this case.

Otherwise &/ = d and v' < v because ¢/ < e. We have x(¢/, k') = [1,4] x [1,v" + 1] U [o/ + 1,d] x [1,v'].
Therefore, ((u,v+ 1) € x(¢/, k') < [v' = v and v’ > u]). Since €’ < e, this property is not satisfied and
thus (u,v+1) & x (e, k).

We have shown that for all (e, k) € U, there exists (g, ¢) such that (q,?) € x(e, k) \ U x(e' k).
(e/ k") <u (e,k)
Thus, the hypotheses of Lemma are satisfied: My (Zy) contains a non-empty open set, hence the
functions (fun (-|€)x)(e,k)ev are smoothly independent on Zys .
O
Lemma is not enough to show Theorem We will use Lemma [T.1]

Proof of Theorem [l We define U = [d,n — 1] x {d}. We will show the invertibility for all 8 € (R% )%™ of
d

the Jacobian matrix Jo(8) € Mam,dm(R) where Q. 4)(8) = > Ba,1 -+ Bawy(e,a) for (e,d) € U with
q:l—i—f(e,md)
vi(e,d), ..., va(e,d) defined in (Z2) and f(e,md) = max(0,e — md). We then have Jo(B8) = (D1 -+ Dy)
with for ¢ € [1,d]:
0
Di = ( ( 7d)> S Mdm)m(R)
aﬂi,l e€d,n—1],£€[1,m]

Given the form of Q. q), for (7,€) € [1,d] x [1,m] one has

0 H Bi, if ¢ < vi(e, d)
aQ(evd) _ 1<p<v;(e,d) i

a . p#L
P 0 otherwise

) 90, Qe
Bie+1 e a) B CON ees D;q,..
ﬂi,e aﬂi,l+1 aﬂive

of D;. We successively perform the following elementary operations between the columns of Jo(5):

In particular, for ¢ € [1,v;(e,d) — 1] we have

., Dim be the columns

Vie[l,d], Yee[l,m—1], D;s+ (DM - 62“1 DMH) ,
i, 0

and denote by G the resulting matrix. Thus, det(Jo(8)) = det(G) where G = (ge,i,0))
and

e€ld,n—1],(:,0)€[1,d] x [1,m]

#0 ifvi(e,d) =¢
ge’(i’e){ =0 otherwise ’ (7.7)

We then study G and for that, we reorder the columns of G, setting the following order on [[1,d] x [1, m]:
((i,0) < (j,0') <= [ < £ or ({ =0 and i < j)]) which is the lexicographic order on [1,d] x [1,m] 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, (y41,0) With e = dv + u the Euclidean division of e by d for e € [d,n — 1]. We will show that the
matrix G’ is upper triangular with non-zero diagonal coefficients.

Let e € [d,n—1]. We set e = dv + u the Euclidean division of e by d. According to the definition of v;(e, d)
in (Z2) we have vyi1(e,d) = v. The construction of G in (ZZ) then gives g. (y41,.,) 7# 0. Now consider
e’ > e. We will show that g (u41,0) = 0. We set ¢’ = dv’ 4 u’ the Euclidean division of €’ by d and we then
have v/ > v.

e If v" > v then since vy 1(e',d) = v" or v’ + 1 we have v,y1(€’,d) # v and thus g (y41,0) = 0 according
to ().

o If v =wvthen v/ > wand u+1 € [1,4']. In particular, according to the definition of v;(¢’, d) in (T2)), we
have vy11(e’,d) = v" 4+ 1 # v and thus g (,+41,0) = 0 according to (7).

We have thus shown that all diagonal coefficients of G’ are non-zero and that G’ is upper triangular. It follows
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that G is invertible since det(G) = £ det(G’) and thus Jo(B) is also invertible. Lemma [Tl then allows us
to conclude that My (Zy) contains a non-empty open set and hence the functions (4, (-|€)d)ec[dm,d(m+1)—1]
are smoothly independent on Zps.

O
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