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Construction of subspaces with known Diophantine

exponents for the last angle

Gaétan GUILLOT

Abstract

Schmidt generalized in 1967 the theory of classical Diophantine approximation to subspaces of Rn.

We consider Diophantine exponents for linear subspaces of Rn which generalize the irrationality measure

for real numbers. Using geometry of numbers, we construct subspaces of Rn for which we are able to

compute the associated exponents for the last angle.

1 Introduction

Classical Diophantine approximation deals with how closely real numbers (or points in Rn) can be approx-
imated by rational numbers (or rational points). In 1967, Schmidt [9] proposed a broader version of this
problem, focusing on the approximation of subspaces of Rn by rational subspaces. In this context, we will
briefly outline the key concepts needed for this study, according to the definitions and notation from [9], [4],
[5], and [6]. The result presented in this article comes from the Ph.D thesis of the author, see [2, Chapter
9].

A subspace of Rn is rational if it admits a basis of vectors in Qn. The set of all rational subspaces of
dimension e in Rn is denoted by Rn(e). To such a rational subspace B, we can associate a point η =
(η1, . . . , ηN ) ∈ PN (R) with N =

(

n
e

)

known as the Grassmann (or Plücker) coordinates of B. We can select
a representative vector η with coprime integer coordinates and we define H(B) = ‖η‖ where ‖ · ‖ denotes
the Euclidean norm on RN . Note that if X1, . . . , Xe is a Z-basis of B ∩ Zn, then H(B) = ‖X1 ∧ . . . ∧Xe‖.
Further details on the height can be found in [9] and [10]. Let us fix n ∈ N \ {0}. For d, e ∈ J1, nK2 such
that d + e ≤ n and j ∈ J1,min(d, e)K we say that a subspace A of dimension d of Rn is (e, j)-irrational
if ∀B ∈ Rn(e), dim(A ∩ B) < j. We denote by In(d, e)j the set of all (e, j)-irrational subspaces A of
dimension d of Rn.
We now introduce the concept of proximity between two subspaces. Let X,Y ∈ Rn \ {0}, and define

ω(X,Y ) =
‖X ∧ Y ‖

‖X‖ · ‖Y ‖
,

where X ∧ Y represents the exterior product of X and Y . Geometrically, ω(X,Y ) denotes the absolute
value of the sine of the angle between X and Y . Consider two subspaces A and B of Rn with dimensions
d and e respectively. As in [9], we construct by induction t = min(d, e) angles between A and B. Let us
define

ψ1(A,B) = min
X∈A\{0}
Y ∈B\{0}

ω(X,Y ),

and choose (X1, Y1) ∈ A×B be such that ω(X1, Y1) = ψ1(A,B). Assume that ψ1(A,B), . . . , ψj(A,B) and
(X1, Y1), . . . , (Xj , Yj) have been constructed for j ∈ J1, t−1K. Let Aj and Bj be respectively the orthogonal
complements of Span(X1, . . . , Xj) in A and Span(Y1, . . . , Yj) in B.
We define

ψj+1(A,B) = min
X∈Aj\{0}
Y ∈Bj\{0}

ω(X,Y ),

and let (Xj+1, Yj+1) ∈ A×B such that ω(Xj+1, Yj+1) = ψj+1(A,B).
We now have all the tools to define the Diophantine exponents studied in this paper.
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Definition 1.1. Let (d, e) ∈ J1, n− 1K2 be such that d + e ≤ n and j ∈ J1,min(d, e)K, and A ∈ In(d, e)j .
We define µn(A|e)j as the supremum of the set of all µ > 0 such that there exist infinitely many B ∈ Rn(e)
such that

ψj(A,B) ≤ H(B)−µ.

The angle corresponding with j = min(d, e) is the most natural to study. Indeed, ψmin(d,e) is "almost" a
distance in the sense:

ψmin(d,e)(A,B) = 0 ⇐⇒ A ⊂ B or B ⊂ A.

In particular, if d = e, then ψd is a distance on the Grassmannian of d-dimensional vector subspaces of Rn. In
[8], de Saxcé describes the image of In(d, e)min(d,e) by µn(·|e)min(d,e). In this article we study the joint spec-
trum associated to the last angle, that is to say the image of the tuple of functions (µn(·|1)min(d,1), . . . , µn(·|n−

d)min(d,n−d)) on
n−d
⋂

e=1
In(d, e)min(d,e). We prove here the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let (d, q) ∈ (N \ {0})2. We set n = (q+1)d. There exists an explicit constant Cd such that

for any α ≥ Cd, there exists a subspace A of Rn of dimension d such that A ∈
n−d
⋂

e=1
In(d, e)min(d,e) and

∀ e ∈ Jd, n− dK, µn(A|e)d =
αqe+1

re + (d− re)α
,

∀ e ∈ J1, d− 1K, µn(A|e)e =
α

re
=
α

e
,

where qe and re are the quotient and the remainder of the Euclidean division of e by d.

In the case d = 1, the image of (µn(·|1)1, . . . , µn(·|n − 1)1) has been determined by Roy [7]. In the case
d > 1, the determination of the joint spectrum remains an open problem. In [3], assuming that d divides
n, the author provides examples of points in this image (see Theorem 1.8) and, in particular, identifies a
non-empty open subset within it (see the proof of Theorem 1.5). While in [3], one explicitly identifies the
rational subspaces of best approximations of a subspace A to compute µn(A|e)min(d,e), here we employ tools
of geometry of numbers (mainly Minkowski’s theorem on convex bodies) to find specific vectors with integer
coordinates in the best approximations. Theorem 1.2 provides us with values taken by the tuple of functions
(µn(·|1)min(d,1), . . . , µn(·|n− d)min(d,n−d)) which we are able to compute using the method developed here.

The definition of Cd and the construction of the subspace A are carried out in Section 2. Section 3 is
devoted to the study of rational vectors and rational subspaces that shall give good approximations of A.
To prove Theorem 1.2, we consider two cases depending on whether e < d or e ≥ d.
In both cases, the lower bound of the exponent µn(A|e)min(d,e) is shown by presenting a family of rational
subspaces that approximate A well (see Lemmas 4.4 and 5.2). For e ≥ d, we get that the "best" subspaces C
approximating A contain a certain rational subspace BN+1,qe (Lemma 4.6). We can then bound the height
of the subspace C from below (Lemma 4.5), and we conclude that µn(A|e)d cannot be too large, thanks
to Lemma 4.7. For e < d, we show that the "best" subspaces C approximating A intersect non-trivially a
certain rational subspace DN,d (Lemma 5.3). We achieve the upper bound of µn(A|e)e in Lemma 5.4 by
bounding ψ1(C ∩DN,d, A) from below and thus, a fortiori, ψe(C,A).

Lemma 4.7 and Lemma 5.3 represent the most challenging aspects of the proof of Theorem 1.2, and they
crucially involve the geometry of numbers.

2 Construction of the subspace A

We define the constant Cd as the smallest real number such that for any α ≥ Cd, we have:

−α2 + α(2d+ 2)− d ≤ 0 (2.1)

−
α

2
+ d(d− 1) + 1 ≤ 0 (2.2)

−α2 + (1 + 2d)α− d ≤ 0, (2.3)
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and for any e ∈ Jd, qdK :

dre − (d− re)α ≤ 0 (2.4)

αqe

d− re +
1
2

−
αqe+1

re + (d− re)α
+ 1 ≤ 0 (2.5)

where qe and re are the quotient and the remainder of the Euclidean division of e by d. Elementary
computations show that 2 < Cd ≤ 3d(d+ 4), see [2, Lemma 9.3].

We fix α ≥ Cd. Recall that n = (q+1)d and therefore qd = n− d. Here, we construct the subspace A from
Theorem 1.2. Let θ be a prime number greater than or equal to 5. For j ∈ J1, dK, define φj : N → J0, qd− 1K
by:

φj(k) = k + (j − 1)q mod (qd)

where x mod (qd) is the remainder of the Euclidean division of x by qd.

Throughout this paper, we denote σi,j =
+∞
∑

k=0

u
(i,j)
k

θ⌊αk⌋
for i ∈ J0, qd − 1K and j ∈ J1, dK, with sequences u(i,j)

that we will chose using the following lemma. Using the fact that α ≥ 2, Roth’s theoreme implies that σi,j
is transcendental, see [1] for further details on the number constructed here.

Lemma 2.1. There exist sequences u(0,1), . . . , u(qd−1,1), . . . , u(0,d), . . . , u(qd−1,d) satisfying ∀ i ∈ J0, qd −
1K, ∀ j ∈ J1, dK, ∀ k ∈ N:

u
(i,j)
k

{

∈ {2, 3} if i = k + (j − 1)q mod (qd)
= 0 otherwise

(2.6)

and such that the family (σ0,1, . . . , σqd−1,1, . . . , σ0,d, . . . , σqd−1,d) is algebraically independent over Q.

Proof. Let σ0,1, . . . , σqd−1,1, . . . , σ0,d, . . . , σqd−1,d be arbitrarily ordered and denoted by σ1, . . . , σd(n−d), and

let us reason by induction on t ∈ J1, d(n − d)K. We denote the sequences u
(i,j)
k associated with σi,j by

u1k, . . . , u
d(n−d)
k .

The set of algebraic numbers over Q is countable and the set of sequences (u1k) satisfying (2.6) is uncountable.
Therefore, we choose a sequence such that σ1 is transcendental over Q.
Now, suppose that we have constructed σ1, . . . , σt as an algebraically independent family over Q with
t ∈ J1, d(n − d) − 1K. The set of algebraic numbers over Q(R, σ1, . . . , σt) is countable, but the set of
sequences (ut+1

k )k∈N satisfying (2.6) is uncountable. Therefore, we can choose a sequence such that σt+1 is
transcendental over Q(σ0, . . . , σt), completing the induction.

From now on, we assume that the sequences (u
(i,j)
k )k∈N and σi,j for i ∈ J0, qd− 1K and j ∈ J1, dK satisfy the

conclusion of Lemma 2.1.

Remark 2.2. For fixed k and j, the integer i = k + (j − 1)q mod (qd) is the unique integer in J0, qd− 1K

such that u
(i,j)
k 6= 0.

Before defining the subspace A, we state a lemma in order to study more precisely the sequences (u
(i,j)
k )k∈N.

Lemma 2.3. Let i ∈ J0, qd− 1K and N ∈ N. There exists a unique pair (k, j) ∈ J0, q− 1K× J1, dK such that

u
(i,j)
N+k 6= 0.

Proof. • Uniqueness: Suppose there exist ℓ1, ℓ2 ∈ J0, q−1K and j1, j2 ∈ J1, dK such that u
(i,j1)
N+ℓ1

6= 0 and u
(i,j2)
N+ℓ2

6=

0. By the definition of u
(i,j)
k , we have:

N + ℓ1 + (j1 − 1)q ≡ N + ℓ2 + (j2 − 1)q mod (qd).

By the uniqueness of Euclidean division by q, since ℓ1, ℓ2 ∈ J0, q − 1K, we have ℓ1 = ℓ2. Thus, (j1 − 1)q ≡
(j2 − 1)q mod (qd) and hence (j1 − j2)q ≡ 0 mod (qd). Since j1, j2 ∈ J1, dK, we have j1 = j2.
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• Existence: We write the Euclidean divisions of i and N by q, i = qu + v and N = qu′ + v′ with v, v′ ∈
J0, q − 1K.
If v ≥ v′, we set k = v − v′ ∈ J0, q − 1K and j = (u − u′ mod d) + 1 ∈ J1, dK. We then verify that
i = N + k + (j − 1)q mod (qd):

N + k + (j − 1)q mod (qd) = qu′ + v′ + v − v′ + q(u − u′) mod (qd) = qu+ v mod (qd) = i.

If v < v′, we set k = v − v′ + q ∈ J0, q − 1K and j = (u − u′ − 1 mod d) + 1 ∈ J1, dK. We then verify that
i = N + k + (j − 1)q mod (qd):

N + k + (j − 1)q mod (qd) = qu′ + v′ + v − v′ + q + q(u− u′ − 1) mod (qd) = qu+ v mod (qd) = i.

We define for j ∈ J1, dK, the vector Yj in Rn as:

Yj =
(

0 · · · 0 1 0 · · · 0 σ0,j · · · σqd−1,j

)⊺

where the j−th coordinate is equal to 1, the last n−d are σ0,j , . . . , σqd−1,j and the others are zero. We then
define the subspace A from Theorem 1.2 as A = Span(Y1, . . . , Yd). By considering the first d coefficients of
the vectors Yj , it is clear that dim(A) = d.

Lemma 2.4. Let e ∈ J1, n− dK, then the subspace A is (n− d,min(d, e))-irrational.

Proof. Let B be a rational subspace of dimension e. Suppose by contradiction that dim(A∩B) ≥ min(d, e).
Let us distinguish between two cases, depending on whether d ≥ e or d ≤ e.
• If d ≥ e then A∩B = B. So there exists X ∈ A∩Qn \ {0} of the form X = λ1Y1+ . . .+λdYd. By looking
at the first d coordinates of X we have (λ1, . . . , λd) ∈ Qn. For i ∈ J0, qd − 1K, we have a Q-linear relation
between 1, σi,1, . . . , σi,d by looking at the (d+ 1 + i)−th coordinate of X which leads to a contradiction.
• If d ≤ e then A ∩B = A. In particular, we then have Y1 ∈ B. Denoting by Z1, . . . , Zn−d a rational basis
of B, we have Y1∧Z1 ∧ . . .∧Zn−d = 0. This equality implies the nullity of any minor of size n−d+1 of the
matrix

(

Y1 Z1 · · · Zn−d

)

∈ Mn,n−d+1(R). Every such minor is polynomial with rational coefficients
in the coefficients of Y1, as the Zi are rational. We can also view each determinant as a polynomial in
Q[X0, . . . , Xn−d−1] evaluated at the σi,1. Since these coefficients form an algebraically independent family
over Q, then each polynomial is identically zero. Thus, we can replace the coefficients σi,1 of Y1 by any
real family, and the determinant will be zero. Using this, we shall show that any minor of size n− d of the
matrix Q =

(

Z1 · · · Zn−d

)

vanishes. Let ∆ be a submatrix of size (n − d) × (n − d) of Q, we denote
by Ind(∆) the set of indices 1 ≤ i1 < . . . < in−d ≤ n of the rows of Q from which ∆ is extracted. We
distinguish between two cases.

⋄ If 1 /∈ Ind(∆), then we set σ0,j = . . . = σqd−1,0 = 0 and we compute the minor of size n − d + 1
of the matrix

(

Y1 Z1 · · · Zn−d

)

corresponding to the rows 1 and Ind(∆). This minor is equal to
± det(∆) and is zero, so det(∆) vanishes.

⋄ If 1 ∈ Ind(∆), let us fix i ∈ J0, qd − 1K such that d + i + 1 /∈ Ind(∆). We set σi,1 = 1 and σk,1 = 0
for k ∈ J0, qd− 1K \ {i}. We compute the minor of size n− d+ 1 of the matrix

(

Y1 Z1 · · · Zn−d

)

corresponding to the rows d+ i+ 1 and Ind(∆); it is equal to:

± det(∆) + det(∆′)

where ∆′ is a submatrix of (n − d) × (n − d) of Q with 1 /∈ Ind(∆′) = Ind(∆) \ {1}. Using the first
case, we have det(∆′) = 0 and so det(∆) = 0.

We have thus shown that every minor of size n− d of Q vanishes. In particular, rank(Q) < n− d which is
contradictory since Z1, . . . , Zn−d form a basis of B.

Remark 2.5. We can actually prove that A ∈ In(d, n− d)1 =
n−d
⋂

e=1
In(d, e)1, see [2, Lemma 9.6].
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3 Rational subspaces of good approximation

In this section we define rational subspaces. We will show later that theses subspaces achieve good approx-
imations of A.

For i ∈ J0, qd − 1K, j ∈ J1, dK, and N ∈ N \ {0}, we define the truncated sum: σi,j,N =
N
∑

k=0

u
(i,j)
k

θ⌊αk⌋
∈ 1

θ⌊αN ⌋
Z.

Now, for j ∈ J1, dK, we define the vector in Zn:

Xj
N = θ⌊α

N ⌋
(

0 · · · 0 1 0 · · · 0 σ0,j,N · · · σqd−1,j,N

)⊺

where the j−th coordinate is equal to 1, the last n− d are σ0,j,N , . . . , σqd−1,j,N and the others are zero.
Next, we denote for N and v two positive integers:

BN,v = Span(X1
N , X

1
N+1, . . . , X

1
N+v−1, X

2
N , . . . , X

2
N+v−1, . . . , X

d
N , . . . , X

d
N+v−1) (3.1)

which is a rational subspace by definition. For j ∈ J1, dK, we note that:

Xj
N+1 = θ⌊α

N+1⌋−⌊αN ⌋Xj
N + U j

N+1 with U j
N+1 =

(

0 · · · 0 u
(0,j)
N+1 · · · u

(qd−1,j)
N+1

)⊺

. (3.2)

We set V j
N =

Uj

N

‖Uj

N
‖

∈ Zn because the vectors U j
N have a unique non-zero coordinate according to the

construction in (2.6). The vectors V j
N are thus vectors of the canonical basis of Rn. We also introduce the

vectors:

Zj
N =

1

θ⌊αN ⌋
Xj

N (3.3)

and we note that Zj
N −→

N→+∞
Yj so we deduce that there exist constants c1 and c2 independent of N such

that for any N ∈ N:

c1θ
αN

≤ ‖Xj
N‖ ≤ c2θ

αN

. (3.4)

More precisely for j ∈ J1, dK, we have:

ψ1(Span(Yj), Span(Xj
N )) = ω(Yj , Z

j
N) ≤

‖Yj − Zj
N‖

‖Yj‖
≤ c3θ

−αN+1

(3.5)

with c3 > 0 independent of N .

Lemma 3.1. Let v ∈ J1, qK. Then the subspace BN,v has dimension dv. Moreover, the vectors (Xj
N )j∈J1,dK∪

(V j
k )j∈J1,dK,k∈JN+1,N+v−1K form a Z-basis of BN,v ∩ Zn.

Proof. By induction on v and using (3.2), we have:

BN,v = Span(X1
N , V

1
N+1, . . . , V

1
N+v−1, X

2
N , V

2
N+1, . . . , V

2
N+v−1, . . . , X

d
N , V

d
N+1, . . . , V

d
N+v−1).

Remark 2.2 allows us to assert that the V j
k considered here are all different. Furthermore, we recall that these

are vectors of the canonical basis. We deduce in particular that (Xj
N )j∈J1,dK ∪ (V j

k )j∈J1,dK,k∈JN+1,N+v−1K

form a free family since the j−th coefficient of Xj
N is θ⌊α

N⌋ while the j−th coefficient of the other vectors
of the family is zero for any j ∈ J1, dK.

We first prove the lemma for v = q. Let (aj,k)j∈J1,dK,k∈J0,q−1K ∈ [0, 1]
qd

be such that:

U =
d
∑

j=1

aj,0X
j
N +

q−1
∑

k=1

d
∑

j=1

aj,kV
j
N+k ∈ Zn (3.6)

By examining the first d coordinates of U , we find that aj,0θ
⌊αN ⌋ ∈ Z for all j ∈ J1, dK. We can write

aj,0 =
xj

yj
with yj | θ

⌊αN ⌋ and gcd(xj , θ) = 1 for all j ∈ J1, dK. Let jmax ∈ J1, dK be such that
d

max
j=1

yj = yjmax .
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Now consider the integer i = N + q(jmax − 1) mod (qd) ∈ J0, qd − 1K. By the definition of u
(i,j)
k in (2.6),

we have u
(i,jmax)
N 6= 0 and therefore ∀ k ∈ J1, q − 1K, ∀ j ∈ J1, dK, u

(i,j)
N+k = 0 according to Lemma 2.3. By

the definition of UN+k in (3.2) and VN+k = UN+k

‖UN+k‖
, the (d+ i)-th coordinate of the vector

q−1
∑

k=1

d
∑

j=1

aj,kV
j
N+k

is therefore zero. Hence, according to (3.6)
d
∑

j=1

aj,0θ
⌊αN ⌋σi,j,N =

d
∑

j=1

xj

yj
θ⌊α

N ⌋σi,j,N ∈ Z. Since the yj are

powers of θ and
d

max
j=1

yj = yjmax , we have
yjmax

yj
∈ Z and:

d
∑

j=1

xj
yjmax

yj
θ⌊α

N ⌋σi,j,N ∈ yjmaxZ. (3.7)

Now we notice that for j 6= jmax, we have i 6≡ N+1+q(j−1) (mod qd) and thus u
(i,j)
N = 0 in this case. Since

⌊αN−1⌋ < ⌊αN ⌋, we have for all j 6= jmax, θ | θ⌊α
N ⌋σi,j,N = θ⌊α

N ⌋
N
∑

k=0

u
(i,j)
k

θ⌊αk⌋
. If θ | yjmax , then using (3.7)

θ | xjmaxθ
⌊αN ⌋σi,jmax,N . Since u

(i,jmax)
n is non-zero and coprime with θ, we have gcd(θ⌊α

N ⌋σi,jmax,N , θ) = 1.
We finally deduce that θ | xjmax , which is contradictory to gcd(xjmax , θ) = 1. All yj are therefore equal to

1, and thus all aj,0 are integers. Returning to (3.6), we find
q−1
∑

k=1

d
∑

j=1

aj,kV
j
N+k ∈ Zn. Since all the vectors

V j
N+k are distinct and come from the canonical basis, aj,k is an integer for all j ∈ J1, dK and k ∈ J0, q − 1K.

This shows that (Xj
N )j∈J1,dK ∪ (V j

k )j∈J1,dK,k∈JN+1,N+q−1K forms a Z-basis of BN,q ∩ Zn, and in particular
that dim(BN,q) = qd.

Now let v ∈ J1, q−1K. We have (Xj
N )j∈J1,dK∪(V

j
k )j∈J1,dK,k∈JN+1,N+v−1K ⊂ (Xj

N )j∈J1,dK∪(V
j
k )j∈J1,dK,k∈JN+1,N+q−1K.

Since it is contained in a Z−basis, the family (Xj
N )j∈J1,dK ∪ (V j

k )j∈J1,dK,k∈JN+1,N+v−1K forms a Z-basis of
the Z-module it generates. This Z-module is BN,v ∩ Zn and the lemma is proved.

Using this lemma, we can compute the height of some specific rational subspaces in Lemmas 4.2, 4.5, 4.7
and 5.1.

4 Computation of the exponent in the case e ≥ d

In this section, we consider e ∈ Jd, qdK. Recall that e = qed + re is the Euclidean division of e by d. In
particular, we have 1 ≤ qe ≤ q. The goal of this section is to compute µn(A|e)d.

4.1 Lower bound on the exponent

In this section, we introduce a sequence of rational subspaces of dimension e that approximate A well, which
allows us to bound µn(A|e)d from below. Let N ∈ N. We define the subspace CN,e by:

CN,e = Span(X1
N+1, . . . , X

1
N+qe , . . . , X

d
N+1, . . . , X

d
N+qe)

⊕

Span(X1
N , . . . , X

re
N ) (4.1)

= BN+1,qe

⊕

Span(X1
N , . . . , X

re
N )

which is a rational subspace. Using (3.2) and reasoning by induction for each j ∈ J1, dK, we have:

CN,e =Span(X1
N , V

1
N+1, . . . , V

1
N+qe , . . . , X

re
N , V

re
N+1, . . . , V

re
N+qe

)
⊕

Span(Xre+1
N+1 , V

re+1
N+2 , . . . , V

re+1
N+qe

. . . , Xd
N+1, V

d
N+2, . . . , V

d
N+qe). (4.2)

Remark 4.1. Note that in the case where re = 0, by the definition in (4.1), we have CN,e = BN+1,qe .
In all cases, we have BN+1,qe ⊂ CN,e ⊂ BN,qe+1.
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Lemma 4.2. We have dim(CN,e) = e. Moreover, there exist constants c4 > 0 and c5 > 0 independent of
N such that

c4θ
reα

N+(d−re)α
N+1

≤ H(CN,e) ≤ c5θ
reα

N+(d−re)α
N+1

.

Proof. If qe = q, then CN,e = BN+1,q because e = qd and re = 0; otherwise qe < q and in this case CN,e ⊂
BN,q. In each case, Lemma 3.1 states that the vectors considered in (4.2) come from a Z-basis of BN+1,q∩Z

n

or BN,q∩Zn respectively. The relation (4.2) gives directly dim(CN,e) = (qe+1)re+(d−re)qe = qed+re = e.

These vectors thus form a Z−basis of CN,e ∩ Zn. Taking up the notation Zj
N = 1

θ⌊α
N⌋X

j
N , we have:

H(CN,e) =θ
re⌊αN⌋+(d−re)⌊αN+1⌋‖HN‖ ≤ θreα

N+(d−re)α
N+1

‖HN‖ (4.3)

where HN is the exterior product of the vectors

(Zj
N )j∈J1,reK ∪ (Zj

N+1)j∈Jre+1,dK ∪ (V j
N+k)j∈J1,reK,k∈J1,qeK ∪ (V j

N+k)j∈Jre+1,dK,k∈J2,qeK. (4.4)

We can bound this norm from above by ‖HN‖ ≤ ‖Z1
N ∧ . . . ∧ Zre

N ∧ Zre+1
N+1 ∧ . . . ∧ Zd

N+1‖ since the norms

of the vectors V j
k are equal to 1. Now the quantity ‖Z1

N ∧ . . . ∧ Zre
N ∧ Zre+1

N+1 ∧ . . . ∧ Zd
N+1‖ converges to

‖Y1 ∧ . . . ∧ Yd‖ as N tends to infinity and is therefore bounded independently of N . There exists c5 > 0,
independent of N , such that:

‖HN‖ ≤ c5. (4.5)

Furthermore, let us define the matrix M whose column vectors are the vectors of (4.4). Then, by taking up

the construction of the vectors V j
N in (3.2), M takes the form M =

(

Id
ΣN

0
VN

)

where ΣN is a matrix

whose coefficients are σi,j,N or σi,j,N+1, and VN is a matrix of Mqd,e−d(Z) of rank e − d since its columns
are e− d distinct vectors from the canonical basis.

Let ∆ be a non-zero minor of VN of size e − d. We can then extract a square matrix M ′ of size e from M
by selecting the first d rows and e−d among the last ones, corresponding to the minor ∆. The determinant
of M ′ is an integer because it is the product of det(Id) = 1 and ∆ which is a minor of a matrix in Me−d(Z).
Hence, we have | det(M ′)| ≥ 1. Now det(M ′) is a minor of size e of M , so we have ‖HN‖ ≥ | det(M ′)| ≥ 1.
By combining this with (4.3) and (4.5), we obtain:

c4θ
reα

N+(d−re)α
N+1

≤ θre⌊α
N⌋+(d−re)⌊αN+1⌋ ≤ H(CN,e) ≤ c5θ

reα
N+(d−re)α

N+1

by setting c4 = θ−d.

We now focus on the angle ψd(A,CN,e). To do this, we first study the angle ψ1(Span(Y1), CN,e).

Lemma 4.3. There exists a constant c6 > 0 independent of N such that:

ψ1(Span(Y1), CN,e) ≥ c6θ
−αN+qe+1

.

Proof. Let X ∈ CN,e \ {0} such that ψ1(Span(Y1), CN,e) = ω(Y1, X). We use the basis of CN,e as explicitly
detailed in (4.2), and we denote (ak,j) a family of real numbers such that X can be written as:

re
∑

j=1

a0,jθ
−⌊αN⌋Xj

N +

d
∑

j=re+1

a0,jθ
−⌊αN+1⌋Xj

N+1 +

re
∑

j=1

qe
∑

k=1

ak,jV
j
N+k +

d
∑

j=re+1

qe−1
∑

k=1

ak,jV
j
N+k+1.

Without loss of generality, we assume that:

re
∑

j=1

a20,j +

d
∑

j=re+1

a20,j +

re
∑

j=1

qe
∑

k=1

a2k,j +

d
∑

j=re+1

qe−1
∑

k=1

a2k,j = 1. (4.6)
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The norms of the vectors θ−⌊α
N⌋Xj

N and V j
N+k are bounded by a constant independent of N , and we have

ω(Y1, X) = ‖Y1∧X‖
‖Y1‖·‖X‖ . Therefore, it suffices to show that if N is large enough:

‖Y1 ∧X‖ ≥ c6θ
−⌊αN+qe+1⌋ ≥ c6θ

−αN+qe+1

. (4.7)

Recall that Y1 =
(

1 0 · · · 0 σ0,1 · · · σqd−1,1

)⊺

and let us explicit X as:






























a0,1
...

a0,d
re
∑

j=1

a0,jσ0,j,N +
d
∑

j=re+1

a0,jσ0,j,N+1 +
re
∑

j=1

qe
∑

k=1

ak,jv
j
N+k,0 +

d
∑

j=re+1

qe−1
∑

k=1

ak,jv
j
N+k+1,0

...
re
∑

j=1

a0,jσqd−1,j,N +
d
∑

j=re+1

a0,jσqd−1,j,N+1 +
re
∑

j=1

qe
∑

k=1

ak,jv
j
N+k,qd−1 +

d
∑

j=re+1

qe−1
∑

k=1

ak,jv
j
N+k+1,qd−1































with V j
N+k =

(

0 · · · 0 vjN+k,0 · · · vjN+k,qd−1

)⊺

. We then prove (4.7) by considering different cases.

Let σ ≥ 1 be an upper bound on the σi,j , especially for all N ∈ N, σ ≥ σi,j,N .

• First case: If there exists j ∈ J2, dK such that |a0,j| ≥
θ
−⌊αN+qe+1⌋

(σqd)2 then, by bounding ‖X∧Y1‖ from below

by the minor of (Y1|X) corresponding to the first row and the j-th row, we find ‖X∧Y1‖ ≥

∣

∣

∣

∣

det

(

1 a0,1
0 a0,j

)∣

∣

∣

∣

≥

|a0,j | ≥
θ
−⌊αN+qe+1⌋

(σqd)2 which yields (4.7).

• Second case: Otherwise ∀ j ∈ J2, dK, |a0,j | <
θ
−⌊αN+qe+1⌋

(σqd)2 . According to (4.6), we have:

a20,1 +

re
∑

j=1

qe
∑

k=1

a2k,j +
d
∑

j=re+1

qe−1
∑

k=1

a2k,j ≥ 1− (d− 1)

(

θ−⌊α
N+qe+1⌋

(σqd)2

)2

.

In particular, if N is large enough, there exists (j′, k′) such that |ak′,j′ | ≥
1
qd with k′ > 0 or (k′ = 0 and j′ =

1). First, let us consider the case k′ > 0. We then set i = N + k′ + (j′ − 1)q mod (qd). By definition of

u
(i,j)
N+k (and thus of vjN+k,i) in (2.6), we have:

vj
′

N+k′,i = 1 and ∀ (j, k) 6= (j′, k′), vjN+k,i = 0.

By bounding ‖X∧Y1‖ from below by the minor of (Y1|X) corresponding to the first row and the (i+1+d)-th
row, we find:

‖X ∧ Y1‖ ≥

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

det





1 a0,1

σi,1
re
∑

j=1

a0,jσi,j,N +
d
∑

j=re+1

a0,jσi,j,N+1 + ak′,j′v
j′

N+k′,i





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

a0,1(σi,1,N − σi,1) +

re
∑

j=2

a0,jσi,j,N +

d
∑

j=re+1

a0,jσi,j,N+1 + ak′,j′v
j′

N+k′,i

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Now, |σi,1,N − σi,1| =
+∞
∑

k=N+1

u
(i,1)
k

θ⌊α
k⌋

≤ 4θ−⌊α
N+1⌋ if N is large enough. Thus,

‖X ∧ Y1‖ ≥ |aj′,k′vj
′

N+k′,i| − |a0,1(σi,1,N − σi,1)| −

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

re
∑

j=2

a0,jσi,j,N

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

−

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d
∑

j=re+1

a0,jσi,j,N+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥
1

qd
− 4θ−⌊α

N+1⌋ − dσ

(

θ−⌊α
N+qe+1⌋

(σqd)2

)

≥ θ−⌊α
N+qe+1⌋

8



if N is large enough, which proves (4.7). Now, let us suppose that k′ = 0 and j′ = 1, so |a0,1| ≥
1
qd . We set

i = N+qe+1 mod (qd). By definition of u
(i,j)
N+k in (2.6), we have ∀ k ∈ J1, qeK, ∀ j ∈ J2, dK, vjN+k,i = 0 and

u
(i,1)
N+1 = . . . = u

(i,1)
N+qe

= 0 and u
(i,1)
N+qe+1 ∈ {2, 3}. In particular, σi,1,N =

N
∑

k=0

u
(i,1)
k

θ⌊α
k⌋ =

N+qe
∑

k=0

u
(i,1)
k

θ⌊α
k⌋ = σi,1,N+qe

and
re
∑

j=1

qe
∑

k=1

ak,jv
j
N+k,i +

d
∑

j=re+1

qe−1
∑

k=1

ak,jv
j
N+k+1,i = 0. By bounding ‖X ∧ Y1‖ from below by the minor of

(X |Y1) corresponding to the first row and the (i+ 1 + d)-th row, we find:

‖X ∧ Y1‖ ≥

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

det





1 a0,1

σi,1
re
∑

j=1

a0,jσi,j,N +
d
∑

j=re+1

a0,jσi,j,N+1





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

a0,1(σi,1,N − σi,1) +

re
∑

j=2

a0,jσi,j,N +

d
∑

j=re+1

a0,jσi,j,N+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Now, |σi,1,N − σi,1| = |σi,1,N+qe − σi,1| =
+∞
∑

k=N+qe+1

u
(i,1)
k

θ⌊α
k⌋ ≥

u
(i,1)
N+qe+1

θ⌊α
N+qe+1⌋ ≥ 2θ−⌊α

N+qe+1⌋. Therefore,

‖X ∧ Y1‖ ≥ |a0,1(σi,1,N − σi,1)| −

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

re
∑

j=2

a0,jσi,j,N

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

−

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d
∑

j=re+1

a0,jσi,j,N+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥
2θ−⌊α

N+qe+1⌋

qd
− dσ

(

θ−⌊α
N+qe+1⌋

(σqd)2

)

≥
θ−⌊α

N+qe+1⌋

qd

which proves (4.7). Therefore, (4.7) holds in all cases, which concludes the proof of the lemma.

We can now estimate the last angle (corresponding to j = d) between A and CN,e.

Lemma 4.4. There exist constants c7 > 0 and c8 > 0 independent of N such that

c7H(CN,e)
−αqe+1

re+(d−re)α ≤ ψd(A,CN,e) ≤ c8H(CN,e)
−αqe+1

re+(d−re)α .

Proof. Recall that for j ∈ J1, dK and N ∈ N, ψ1(Span(Yj), Span(Xj
N+qe

)) ≤ c3θ
−αN+qe+1

according to (3.5).

By construction of CN,e, we have Span(X1
N+qe

, . . . , Xd
N+qe

) ⊂ CN,e and thus

ψd(A,CN,e) ≤ ψd(A, Span(X1
N+qe , . . . , X

d
N+qe))

by the corollary of Lemma 12 of [9]. According to Theorem 1.2 of [6], we have:

ψd(A, Span(X1
N+qe , . . . , X

d
N+qe)) ≤ c9

d
∑

j=1

ψ1(Span(Yj), Span(Xj
N+qe

))

where c9 depends on Y1, . . . , Yd and n. Hence,

ψd(A, Span(X1
N+qe , . . . , X

d
N+qe)) ≤ c9c3dθ

−αN+qe+1

≤ c9c3dc
αN+qe+1

reαN+(d−re)αN+1

5 H(CN,e)
−αN+qe+1

reαN+(d−re)αN+1

= c8H(CN,e)
−αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
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since H(CN,e) ≤ c5θ
reα

N+(d−re)α
N+1

by Lemma 4.2. This proves the upper bound of the lemma with

c8 = c9c3dc
αqe+1

re+(d−re)α

5 .

To establish the lower bound, we use the fact that ψd(A,CN,e) ≥ ψ1(Span(Y1), CN,e) according to Lemma 2.3

of [6]. Lemma 4.3 then gives ψd(A,CN,e) ≥ c6θ
−αN+qe+1

. Since H(CN,e) ≥ c4θ
reα

N+(d−re)α
N+1

according
to Lemma 4.2, we have the lower bound

ψd(A,CN,e) ≥ c6c
αN+qe+1

reαN+(d−re)αN+1

4 H(CN,e)
−αN+qe+1

reαN+(d−re)αN+1 = c7H(CN,e)
−αqe+1

re+(d−re)α

where c7 = c6c
αqe+1

re+(d−re)α

4 , proving the lower bound of the lemma.

We have thus constructed an infinite family of rational subspacesCN,e of dimension e such that ψd(A,CN,e) ≤

c8H(CN,e)
−αqe+1

re+(d−re)α which implies in particular that µn(A|e)d ≥ αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
.

4.2 Upper bound on the exponent

We shall now show that the lower bound found in the previous section is optimal, meaning that we will

bound µn(A|e)d from above by αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
. We state a first technical lemma which will be useful in the

proof of the upper bound. This lemma actually generalizes the lower bound of Lemma 4.2.
Recall that for N and v two positive integers, we have defined:

BN,v = Span(X1
N , X

1
N+1, . . . , X

1
N+v−1, X

2
N . . . , X2

N+v−1, . . . , X
d
N , . . . , X

d
N+v−1).

Lemma 4.5. Let N ∈ N, v ∈ J1, q−1K, and r ∈ J0, d−1K. For W a rational subspace of Span(X1
N , . . . , X

d
N )

of dimension r, we have:

H(BN+1,v ⊕W ) ≥ c10θ
rαN+(d−r)αN+1

where c10 > 0 is independent of N and W .

Proof. We fix U1, . . . , Ur be a Z-basis of W ∩ Zn. Since W ⊂ Span(X1
N , . . . , X

d
N ) and these vectors form a

Z-basis of Span(X1
N , . . . , X

d
N ) ∩ Zn, we can write for i ∈ J1, rK:

Ui =

d
∑

j=1

ai,jX
j
N (4.8)

with ai,j ∈ Z. We note that BN+1,v ⊕W is a direct sum and has dimension dim(BN+1,v) + r = vd+ r ac-

cording to Lemma 3.1. The same lemma states also that the vectors (Xj
N+1)j∈J1,dK∪(V

j
k )j∈J1,dK,k∈JN+2,N+vK

form a Z-basis of BN+1,v ∩ Zn. By concatenating this base of BN+1,v with the chosen basis (U1, . . . , Ur)
of W , we form a basis of the real vector subspace BN+1,v ⊕ W (but not necessarily of the Z-module
(BN+1,v ⊕W ) ∩ Zn). Moreover, since the vectors of this basis have integers coordinates, the formula (7)
stated in [9, section 3] gives the height of BN+1,v ⊕W :

H(BN+1,v ⊕W ) =

∥

∥

∥(
∧d

j=1X
j
N+1) ∧

(

∧N+v
k=N+2(V

1
k ∧ . . . ∧ V d

k )
)

∧ U1 ∧ . . . ∧ Ur

∥

∥

∥

N(I)
(4.9)

where N(I) is the norm of the ideal I generated by the Grassmannian coordinates associated with this basis,
which, as a reminder, are the minors of size vd+ r of the matrix associated with the vectors (Xj

N+1)j∈J1,dK∪

(V j
k )j∈J1,dK,k∈JN+2,N+vK ∪ (Ui)i∈J1,rK. According to (4.8) we have for i ∈ J1, rK:

Ui =

d
∑

j=1

ai,jX
j
N =

d
∑

j=1

ai,j
Xj

N+1 − U j
N+1

θ⌊αN+1⌋−⌊αN ⌋
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using also the formula (3.2). Thus:

‖(

d
∧

j=1

Xj
N+1) ∧

(

N+v
∧

k=N+2

(V 1
k ∧ . . . ∧ V d

k )

)

∧ U1 ∧ . . . ∧ Ur‖

=

(

1

θ⌊αN+1⌋−⌊αN ⌋

)r

‖(

d
∧

j=1

Xj
N+1) ∧

(

N+v
∧

k=N+2

(V 1
k ∧ . . . ∧ V d

k )

)

∧

d
∑

j=1

a1,jU
j
N+1 ∧ . . . ∧

d
∑

j=1

ar,jU
j
N+1‖

= θr⌊α
N⌋+(d−r)⌊αN+1⌋‖(

d
∧

j=1

Zj
N+1) ∧

(

N+v
∧

k=N+2

(V 1
k ∧ . . . ∧ V d

k )

)

∧

d
∑

j=1

a1,jU
j
N+1 ∧ . . . ∧

d
∑

j=1

ar,jU
j
N+1‖

(4.10)

with Zj
N+1 = 1

θ⌊αN+1⌋
Xj

N+1. Now the norm of the exterior product that appears in (4.10) can be bounded
below by the absolute value of any minor of size dv + r of the matrix M whose columns are the vec-

tors (Zj
N+1)j∈J1,dK ∪ (V j

k )j∈J1,dK,k∈JN+2,N+vK ∪ (
d
∑

j=1

ai,jU
j
N+1)i∈J1,rK. We have M =

(

Id
ΣN+1

A

)

∈

Mn,dv+r(R) where ΣN+1 = (σN+1
i,j )i∈J0,qd−1K,j∈J1,dK and A ∈ Mn,d(v−1)+r(R) whose columns are the vectors

(V j
k )j∈J1,dK,k∈JN+2,N+vK ∪ (

d
∑

j=1

ai,jU
j
N+1)i∈J1,rK. According to the construction of the vectors V j

k and U j
N+1

in (3.2) and since ai,j ∈ Z, there exists A′ ∈ Mn−d,d(v−1)+r(Z) a matrix with integer coefficients such that:

M =

(

Id
ΣN+1

A

)

=

(

Id
ΣN+1

0
A′

)

.

Moreover, the matrix A′ has rank d(v − 1) + r because rank(M) = dv + r since the columns of M are

vectors from a basis. Thus, we can extract a minor from

(

Id
ΣN+1

0
A′

)

that is non-zero and integer. In

particular, it is bounded below in absolute value by 1, and by referring to (4.10) we have:

‖(
d
∧

j=1

Xj
N+1) ∧

(

N+v
∧

k=N+2

(V 1
k ∧ . . . ∧ V d

k )

)

∧ U1 ∧ . . . ∧ Ur‖ ≥ θr⌊α
N ⌋+(d−r)⌊αN+1⌋. (4.11)

According to (4.9), it remains to show that N(I) is bounded by a constant depending only on A. For this,
we show that the family (Xj

N+1)j∈J1,dK ∪ (V j
k )j∈J1,dK,k∈JN+2,N+vK ∪ (Ui)i∈J1,rK forms "almost" a Z-basis of

(BN+1,v⊕W )∩Zn. With this aim in mind, let (uj)j∈J1,dK∪(wj,k)j∈J1,dK,k∈JN+2,N+vK∪(vi)i∈J1,rK ∈ [0, 1]r+vd

such that:

X =
d
∑

j=1

ujX
j
N+1 +

∑

k∈JN+2,N+vK
j∈J1,dK

wj,kV
j
k +

r
∑

i=1

viUi ∈ Zn. (4.12)

We decompose X in the Z-basis of BN,v+1∩Zn explicitly described in Lemma 3.1. We have Ui =
d
∑

j=1

ai,jX
j
N

according to (4.8), and Xj
N+1 = θ⌊α

N+1⌋−⌊αN ⌋Xj
N + ‖U j

N+1‖V
j
N+1 using the formula (3.2). For k ∈ JN +

2, N + vK, the V j
k do not appear in the decomposition of Ui and Xj

N+1. By definition of a Z-basis we

then have ∀ j ∈ J1, dK, ∀ k ∈ JN + 2, N + vK, wj,k ∈ Z. In particular,
∑

k∈JN+2,N+vK
j∈J1,dK

wj,kV
j
k ∈ Zn and the

relation (4.12) then gives
d
∑

j=1

uj

(

θ⌊α
N+1⌋−⌊αN ⌋Xj

N + ‖U j
N+1‖V

j
N+1

)

+
d
∑

j=1

(

r
∑

i=1

viai,j

)

Xj
N ∈ Zn. According

to Lemma 3.1, the V j
N+1 and Xj

N form a Z-basis of V ∩ Zn, where V is the real vector subspace generated
by these vectors. So we have for all j ∈ J1, dK:

uj‖U
j
N+1‖ ∈ Z, (4.13)

ujθ
⌊αN+1⌋−⌊αN ⌋ +

r
∑

i=1

viai,j ∈ Z. (4.14)
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Since ‖U j
N+1‖ = 2 or 3, the relation (4.13) gives 6uj ∈ Z for all j ∈ J1, dK. By the second relation (4.14), we

then have
r
∑

i=1

6viai,j ∈ Z for all j ∈ J1, dK. Finally:
r
∑

i=1

6viUi =
d
∑

j=1

(

r
∑

i=1

6viai,j

)

Xj
N ∈ Zn and as U1, . . . , Ur

form a Z-basis of W ∩ Zn we find 6vi ∈ Z for all i ∈ J1, rK. So we finally have:

wj,k ∈ Z for (j, k) ∈ J1, dK × JN + 2, N + vK,

6uj ∈ Z for j ∈ J1, dK,

6vi ∈ Z for i ∈ J1, rK.

In particular, this givesN(I) ≤ 6d+r ≤ 62d. By combining this with (4.11) in (4.9) we findH(BN+1,v⊕W ) ≥

6−2dθr⌊α
N ⌋+(d−r)⌊αN+1⌋ ≥ c10θ

rαN+(d−r)αN+1

. This is the expected result with c10 = 6−2dθ−d.

We can now bound from below the d-th angle that A forms with any rational subspace of dimension e. We
first show that any good approximation of A contains a subspace BN+1,qe for a specific N ∈ N.

Lemma 4.6. Let ε > 0 and C be a rational subspace of dimension e such that ψd(A,C) ≤ H(C)−
αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
−ε.

Assume H(C) is sufficiently large, and let N ∈ N be such that:

θα
N+qe

≤ H(C)
αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
+ ε

2−1 < θα
N+qe+1

. (4.15)

Then BN+1,qe ⊂ C.

Proof. Let N be the unique integer satisfying (4.15). Let Z1, . . . , Ze be a Z-basis of C ∩ Zn. For j ∈ J1, dK,
we study Dj,k = ‖Xj

N+k ∧ Z1 ∧ . . . ∧ Ze‖ for k ∈ J1, qeK. Given a vector x ∈ Rn and a subspace V ⊂ Rn,

we denote by pV (x) the orthogonal projection of x onto V . One has Dj,k = ‖pB⊥(Xj
N+k)‖‖Z1 . . . ∧ Ze‖ =

ψ1(Span(Xj
N+k), C)‖X

j
N+k‖H(C). We then have Dj,k ≤ c2θ

αN+k

H(C)
(

ω(Xj
N+k, Yj) + ψ1(Span(Yj), C)

)

because ‖Xj
N+k‖ ≤ c2θ

αN+k

from (3.4), and ψ1(Span(Xj
N+k), C) ≤ ω(Xj

N+k, Yj) + ψ1(Span(Yj), C) by the
triangle inequality (see [9, section 8]). Now ψ1(Yj , C) ≤ ψd(A,C) by Lemma 2.3 of [6] since e ≥ d, and

ω(Xj
N+k, Yj) ≤ c3θ

−αN+k+1

from (3.5), thus:

Dj,k ≤ c11θ
αN+k

H(C)

(

θ−αN+k+1

+H(C)
−αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
−ε

)

where c11 > 0 is independent of N . Furthermore, θα
N+k

≤ θα
N+qe

≤ H(C)
αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
+ ε

2−1 from the choice of

N in (4.15), hence Dj,k ≤ c11θ
αN+k−αN+k+1

H(C)+c11H(C)−
ε
2 . Moreover,H(C)

αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
+ ε

2−1 ≤ θα
N+qe+1

from (4.15), hence θ ≥ H(C)

αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
+ ε

2
−1

αN+qe+1 . Thus, we obtain the upper bound:

Dj,k ≤ c11H(C)1+
(αN+k−αN+k+1)( αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
+ ε

2
−1)

αN+qe+1 + c11H(C)−
ε
2 . (4.16)

We examine the exponent, and since k ≥ 1:

1 +
(αN+k − αN+k+1)( αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
+ ε

2 − 1)

αN+qe+1
≤ 1 +

(αN+1 − αN+2)( αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
+ ε

2 − 1)

αN+qe+1

= 1 +
(1− α)( αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
+ ε

2 − 1)

αqe

≤
αqe + (1− α)(α

qe

d + ε
2 − 1)

αqe

because αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
≥ αqe

d ≥ 1 and 1− α < −1. Moreover,

αqe + (1− α)(
αqe

d
− 1) ≤

1

d

(

−αqe+1 + αqe (d+ 1) + d(α− 1)
)

≤
1

d

(

−α2 + α(2d+ 2)− d
)
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since e ≥ d, hence qe ≥ 1. By inequality (2.1), we have −α2+α(2d+2)−d ≤ 0. Then,
αqe+(1−α)(αqe

d
+ ε

2−1)

αqe
≤

(1−α)ε
2αqe

≤ −ε
2αq because 1− α < −1 and qe ≤ q. Thus, by revisiting (4.16):

Dj,k ≤ c11H(C)−
ε

2αq + c11H(C)−
ε
2 ≤ 2c11H(C)−

ε
2αq .

For H(C) sufficiently large depending on ε, α, n, and c11, we have Dj,k < 1 for all j ∈ J1, dK and k ∈ J1, qeK.

It implies that for such (j, k) the infinite norm ‖Xj
N+k ∧ Z1 ∧ . . . ∧ Ze‖∞ vanishes since it is an integer

bounded from above by Dj,k. Thus, we have a linear relation between the vectors Xj
N+k, Z1, . . . , Ze that

gives ∀ j ∈ J1, dK, ∀ k ∈ J1, qeK, Xj
N+k ∈ C. These vectors generate BN+1,qe , hence BN+1,qe ⊂ C.

Lemma 4.7. Let ε > 0. For all but a finite number of rational subspaces C of dimension e, we have

ψd(A,C) > H(C)−
αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
−ε.

Proof. Assume the contrary. Then, for some ε > 0, there exist infinitely many rational subspaces C of
dimension e satisfying:

ψd(A,C) ≤ H(C)
−αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
−ε. (4.17)

According to Lemma 4.6, if such a C has sufficiently large height, which we can assume this there infinitely
many such C, then BN+1,qe ⊂ C with N satisfying (4.15). We divide the proof into two cases depending
on the value of re.
• First case re = 0: In this case, we have e = qed and αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
= αqe

d . We already have BN+1,qe ⊂ C;

by equality of dimensions and since re = 0, we have C = BN+1,qe = CN,e by Remark 4.1. Thus, H(C) =

H(CN,e) and by Lemma 4.4 we have c7H(C)
−αqe+1

re+(d−re)α ≤ ψd(A,CN,e) = ψd(A,C) ≤ H(C)−
αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
−ε.

This implies αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
≥ αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
+ ε

2 since we can make H(C) tend to +∞. Thus, we obtain ε
2 ≤ 0,

which is a contradiction.

• Second case re 6= 0: In this case, e = qed + re and in particular 1 ≤ qe ≤ q − 1. Let us prove that

Span(X1
N , . . . , X

d
N)∩C has dimension greater than or equal to re by showing by induction on r ∈ J0, re−1K

that there exist r + 1 linearly independent integer vectors in Span(X1
N , . . . , X

d
N ) ∩ C. Let r ∈ J0, re − 1K.

Suppose there exist U1, . . . , Ur linearly independent integer vectors in Span(X1
N , . . . , X

d
N )∩C; if r = 0, this

assumption is vacuous and thus true. Let us show that there exists Ur+1 ∈ Span(X1
N , . . . , X

d
N) ∩ C ∩ Zn

such that U1, . . . , Ur+1 are linearly independent.
As qe ≤ q−1 and the family of vectors involved in the definition of BN+1,qe in (3.1) is free, we have BN+1,qe∩
Span(X1

N , . . . , X
d
N) = {0}, and therefore, according to Lemma 3.1, dim(BN+1,qe ⊕ Span(U1, . . . , Ur)) =

dqe + r. We denote Gr = BN+1,qe ⊕ Span(U1, . . . , Ur) and Dr = G⊥
r ∩ C the orthogonal complement of Gr

in C. We have dim(Dr) = e− dqe − r = re − r ≥ 1. Let πr : C → Dr be the orthogonal projection onto Dr.

We define ∆r = πr(C ∩ Zn). Then ∆r is a Euclidean lattice of Dr with determinant d(∆r) =
H(C)
H(Gr)

; this

result can be found in the proof of Theorem 2 of [9]. According to Minkowski’s theorem (see [10, Lemma
4B]), there exists X ′

r ∈ ∆r \ {0} ⊂ Dr ∩Qn such that:

‖X ′
r‖ ≤ c12d(∆r)

1
dim(Dr) ≤ c12

(

H(C)

H(Gr)

)
1

re−r

(4.18)

with c12 > 0 a constant depending only on e. Since X ′
r ∈ ∆r, there exists Xr ∈ C ∩ Zn such that

πr(Xr) = X ′
r; we have Xr /∈ Gr so that Xr /∈ BN+1,qe . We define Er as the exterior product of the vectors

(Xj
N+k)j∈J1,dK,k∈J0,qeK and Xr. We aim to show that Er = 0 and for this, we examine its norm. We have:

‖Er‖ = ‖Xr ∧

qe
∧

k=0

(X1
N+k ∧ . . . ∧X

d
N+k)‖ = ‖πr(Xr) ∧

qe
∧

k=0

(X1
N+k ∧ . . . ∧X

d
N+k)‖
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since Xr − πr(Xr) ∈ Gr ⊂ BN,qe+1. Now ‖πr(Xr)‖ = ‖X ′
r‖ ≤ c12

(

H(C)
H(Gr)

)
1

r−re

according to (4.18) and

thus ‖Er‖ is bounded from above by

‖πr(Xr)‖ · ‖

qe
∧

k=0

(X1
N+k ∧ . . . ∧X

d
N+k)‖ ≤ c12

(

H(C)

H(Gr)

)
1

r−re

‖(X1
N ∧ . . . ∧Xd

N ) ∧

qe
∧

k=1

(U1
N+k ∧ . . . ∧ U

d
N+k)‖

using the formula (3.2) on the Xj
N with U j

N+k =
(

0 · · · 0 u
(0,j)
N+k · · · u

(qd−1,j)
N+k

)⊺

. According to the

construction of the u
(i,j)
k in (2.6) we have ‖U j

k‖ ≤ 3 for all k and j. This yields:

‖Er‖ ≤ c12

(

H(C)

H(Gr)

)
1

re−r

‖X1
N ∧ . . . ∧Xd

N‖

qe
∏

k=1

(‖U1
N+k‖ · · · ‖U

d
N+k‖)

≤ 3dqc12

(

H(C)

H(Gr)

)
1

r−re

‖X1
N ∧ . . . ∧Xd

N‖.

Now Span(X1
N , . . . , X

d
N ) = BN,1 according to the construction in (3.1). According to Lemma 3.1X1

N , . . . , X
d
N

form a Z-basis of BN,1∩Zn and thus H(BN,1) = ‖X1
N ∧ . . .∧Xd

N‖. Now since BN,v = CN−1,dv for v ∈ J1, qK,

Lemma 4.2 gives H(BN,1) ≤ c5θ
dαN

and thus ‖X1
N ∧ . . . ∧Xd

N‖ ≤ c5θ
dαN

. On the other hand, Lemma 4.5

yields H(Gr) = H(BN+1,qe ⊕ Span(U1, . . . , Ur)) ≥ c10θ
rαN+(d−r)αN+1

. Thus we have:

‖Er‖ ≤ 3dqc12c
−1

re−r

10 c5θ
dαN− rαN+(d−r)αN+1

re−r H(C)
1

re−r = 3dqc12c
−1

re−r

10 c5θ
αN (d(re−r)−r−(d−r)α)

re−r H(C)
1

re−r .

Now d(re − r) − r − (d − r)α ≤ dre − (d − re)α ≤ 0 according to the inequality (2.4), and the choice of

N in (4.15) gives H(C)
αqe

αN+qe+1(d−re+1
2
) ≤ H(C)

αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
+ ε

2
−1

αN+qe+1 ≤ θ because αqe

d−re+
1
2

≤ αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
− 1 + ε

2

according to the inequality (2.5). The previous inequality then becomes:

‖Er‖ ≤ 3dqc12c
−1

re−r

10 c5H(C)
αNαqe (d(re−r)−r−(d−r)α)

αN+qe+1(re−r)(d−re+1
2
)
+ 1

re−r
= 3dqc12c

−1
re−r

10 c5H(C)

(d(re−r)−r−(d−r)α)+α(d−re+1
2
)

α(re−r)(d−re+1
2
) .

We study the exponent denoted by δ =
(d(re−r)−r−(d−r)α)+α(d−re+

1
2 )

α(re−r)(d−re+
1
2 )

, and we can then bound it from above

as follows:

δ =
1

α(re − r)(d − re +
1
2 )

(−α(re − r −
1

2
) + d(re − r) − r) ≤

1

α(re − r)(d − re +
1
2 )

(−
α

2
+ d(d− 1))

because 0 ≤ r ≤ re − 1 and 1 ≤ re − r ≤ d − 1. Finally, according to inequality (2.2), we have −α
2 +

d(d − 1) ≤ −1, thus δ ≤ −1
α(re−r)(d−re+

1
2 )

and ‖Er‖ ≤ 3dqc12c
−1

re−r

10 c5H(C)
−1

α(re−r)(d−re+1
2
) . In particular,

if H(C) is large enough, we have ‖Er‖ < 1. Now, since the vectors considered in the exterior product

Er = Xr ∧
qe
∧

k=0

(X1
N+k ∧ . . . ∧Xd

N+k) belong to Zn, this exterior product vanishes.

This implies the existence of Ur+1 ∈ (BN+1,qe ⊕ Span(Xr)) ∩ Span(X1
N , . . . , X

d
N ) \ {0}. Recall that Xr /∈

BN+1,qe and since the subspaces under consideration are rational, we can take Ur+1 ∈ Zn. As (BN+1,qe ⊕
Span(Xr)) ⊂ C, we also have Ur+1 ∈ C.

Let us now show that the vectors U1, . . . , Ur+1 are linearly independent over R. Suppose
r+1
∑

k=1

λkUk = 0 is a

linear dependency relation. We apply πr, the orthogonal projection ontoDr = (BN+1,qe⊕Span(U1, . . . , Ur))
⊥∩

C, yielding:

0 = πr

(

r+1
∑

k=1

λkUk

)

=

r+1
∑

k=1

λkπr(Uk) = λr+1πr(Ur+1). (4.19)
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Now, Ur+1 = Z + µXr with Z ∈ BN+1,qe and µ ∈ R. Also, since Ur+1 ∈ Span(X1
N , . . . , X

d
N ) and

Span(X1
N , . . . , X

d
N) ∩ BN+1,qe = {0}, we have µ 6= 0. Hence πr(Ur+1) = µX ′

r 6= 0, implying λr+1 = 0
using (4.19). Finally, we find λ1 = . . . = λr = 0 using the induction hypothesis that U1, . . . , Ur are linearly
independent, which concludes the induction.

Thus, we have shown that there exists a rational subspace W ⊂ Span(X1
N , . . . , X

d
N) ∩ C of dimension re.

Since BN+1,qe ⊂ C and Span(X1
N , . . . , X

d
N ) ∩ BN+1,qe = {0}, we have C = BN+1,qe ⊕W by equality of

dimensions. Lemma 4.5 then gives:

H(C) ≥ c10θ
reα

N+(d−re)α
N+1

. (4.20)

Furthermore, C = BN+1,qe ⊕W ⊂ CN−1,(qe+1)d, and applying Lemma 4.3 with N ′ = N − 1 and e′ = qe′d
where qe′ = qe + 1, we get:

ψ1(Span(Y1), CN−1,(qe+1)d) ≥ c6θ
−αN′+q

e′ = c6θ
−αN+qe+1

(4.21)

Now, using Lemma 2.3 of [6], since Y1 ∈ A \ {0} and dim(A) = d, we have:

ψd(A,C) ≥ ψd(A,CN−1,(qe+1)d) ≥ ψ1(Span(Y1), CN−1,(qe+1)d). (4.22)

Combining inequalities (4.20), (4.21), and (4.22), we get the existence of a constant c13 > 0 independent of

C, such that ψd(A,C) ≥ c13H(C)
−αN+qe+1

reαN+(d−re)αN+1 = c13H(C)
−αqe+1

re+(d−re)α . Recalling the assumption made in

(4.17), we have c13H(C)
−αqe+1

re+(d−re)α ≤ H(C)
−αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
−ε. In particular, for all C with sufficiently large H(C),

we have c13 ≤ H(C)−ε, and thus c13 = 0. This is contradictory and concludes the proof of the lemma.

Lemma 4.7 yields µn(A|C)d ≤ αqe+1

re+(d−re)α
. Since the other inequality has been proven in section 4.1, this

completes the proof of theorem 1.2 in the case d ≤ e.

5 Computation of the exponent in the case e < d

In this section, we show that µn(A|e)e = α
e for e ∈ J1, d − 1K. It is worth noting that in the case where

e = d, this equality also holds; indeed, we proved Theorem 1.2 in this case. Since this case also appears
in the proofs of subsequent sections, we will reprove that µn(A|d)d = α

d . Throughout the following, we fix
e ∈ J1, dK.

5.1 Lower bound on the exponent

The lower bound on the exponent µn(A|e)e follows the same ideas as in the case e ≥ d. Here, we introduce
a sequence of subspaces that approximate A very well. For N ∈ N, we define:

DN,e = Span(X1
N , . . . , X

e
N ) (5.1)

which is a rational subspace of dimension e since X i
N ∈ Zn for all i.

Lemma 5.1. The vectors X1
N , . . . , X

e
N form a Z-basis of DN,e ∩ Zn and

c14θ
eαN

≤ H(DN,e) ≤ c15θ
eαN

with c14 > 0 and c15 > 0 independent of N .

Proof. By Lemma 3.1, the vectors X1
N , . . . , X

e
N are vectors of a Z-basis of BN,v ∩ Zn introduced in (3.1).

They thus form in particular a Z-basis of W ∩ Zn where W is the subspace they generate, namely DN,e.
By definition of the height, we have H(DN,e) = ‖X1

N ∧ . . . ∧Xe
N‖.
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We recall the notation Zj
N = 1

θ⌊αN ⌋
Xj

N for i ∈ J1, eK and we have Zj
N −→

N→+∞
Yj . In particular, we have

‖Z1
N ∧ . . . ∧ Ze

N‖ −→
N→+∞

‖Y1 ∧ . . . ∧ Ye‖ 6= 0. This implies

θ−e⌊αN ⌋‖X1
N ∧ . . . ∧Xe

N‖ = ‖Z1
N ∧ . . . ∧ Ze

N‖ −→
N→+∞

‖Y1 ∧ . . . ∧ Ye‖ 6= 0.

Thus, there exist c16 > 0 and c17 > 0 such that for all N ∈ N, c16θ
e⌊αN ⌋ ≤ H(DN,e) ≤ c17θ

e⌊αN ⌋ which

allows us to conclude since θeα
N−e ≤ θe⌊α

N ⌋ ≤ θeα
N

.

Lemma 5.2. There exists a constant c18 > 0 independent of N such that:

ψe(A,DN,e) ≤ c18H(DN,e)
−α/e

for any N sufficiently large.

Proof. We recall that for j ∈ J1, dK and N ∈ N, we have ψ1(Span(Yj), Span(Xj
N )) ≤ c3θ

−αN+1

according to
(3.5). Since Span(Y1, . . . , Ye) ⊂ A, it follows that ψe(A,DN,e) ≤ ψe(Span(Y1, . . . , Ye), DN,e) and according

to Lemma 6.1 of [5] we have ψe(Span(Y1, . . . , Ye), DN,e) ≤ c19

e
∑

j=1

ψ1(Span(Yj), Span(Xj
N )) with c19 > 0

depending only on Y1, . . . , Ye and n. Thus,

ψe(A,DN,e) ≤ c19c3eθ
−αN+1

≤ c19c3dc
αN+1

eαN

15 H(DN,e)
−αN+1

eαN = c18H(DN,e)
−α/e

where c18 = c19c3dc
α/e

15 and because H(DN,e) ≤ c15θ
eαN

according to Lemma 5.1.

Therefore, we have constructed an infinite sequence of rational subspaces DN,e of dimension e such that
ψe(A,DN,e) ≤ c18H(DN,e)

−α/e ; this implies in particular µn(A|e)e ≥ α
e .

5.2 Upper bound of the exponent

The aim of this section is to establish an upper bound on µn(A|e)e. We first give a necessary condition on
the subspaces of best approximation of A.

Lemma 5.3. Let ε > 0 and C be a rational subspace of dimension e such that ψe(A,C) ≤ H(C)−
α
e
−ε.

Then, if H(C) is large enough, there exist N ∈ N and Z ∈ Zn \ {0} such that Z ∈ C ∩DN,d and

‖Z‖ ≤ c20H(C)1/e

with c20 > 0 independent of Z and N .

Proof. According to Minkowski’s theorem (see [10, Lemma 4B]), there exists Z ∈ C ∩ Zn \ {0} such that:

‖Z‖ ≤ c21H(C)1/e (5.2)

with c21 > 0 a constant independent of Z. It remains to show that there exists some N such that Z ∈
DN,d = Span(X1

N , . . . , X
d
N). Let ZA be the orthogonal projection of Z onto A. We introduce a1, . . . , ad ∈ R

such that ZA =
d
∑

j=1

ajYj . We seek to show that there exists N such that ‖Z ∧ X1
N ∧ . . . ∧ Xd

N‖ vanishes.

Since X1
N , . . . , X

d
N form a Z-basis of DN,d ∩ Zn by Lemma 5.1, we have, for N ∈ N:

‖Z ∧X1
N ∧ . . . ∧Xd

N‖ = ψ1(Span(Z), DN,d)H(DN,d)‖Z‖

≤ ω(Z,

d
∑

j=1

ajX
j
N )H(DN,d)‖Z‖

≤



ω(Z,ZA) + ω(ZA,

d
∑

j=1

ajX
j
N )



H(DN,d)‖Z‖. (5.3)
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Recalling the notation Zj
N = θ−⌊α

N⌋Xj
N , we have:

ω(ZA,

d
∑

j=1

ajX
j
N) = ω(ZA,

d
∑

j=1

ajZ
j
N) ≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ZA −
d
∑

j=1

ajZ
j
N

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

‖ZA‖
≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

d
∑

j=1

ajYj

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

−1
d
∑

j=1

|aj |
∥

∥

∥Yj − Zj
N

∥

∥

∥ .

By construction of the Yj , we have

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

d
∑

j=1

ajYj

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≥

√

d
∑

j=1

|aj |2 ≥
d
∑

j=1

|aj |
d . Indeed, for i ∈ J1, dK, the i-th

coordinate of Yj is equal to 1 if i = j and 0 otherwise. Furthermore, we have ‖Yj − Zj
N‖ ≤ ‖Yj‖c3θ

−αN+1

by (3.5). Therefore, we have:

ω(ZA,
d
∑

j=1

ajX
j
N ) ≤ c22θ

−αN+1

(5.4)

with c22 = c3d max
j∈J1,dK

‖Yj‖ > 0. On the other hand, using Lemma 2.3 of [6] since Y1 ∈ A \ {0} and

dim(C) = e, we have ω(Z,ZA) = ψ1(Span(Z), A) ≤ ψe(C,A). The hypothesis of the lemma then gives:

ω(Z,ZA) ≤ H(C)−
α
e
−ε. (5.5)

Combining (5.4) and (5.5) with (5.3), we get: ‖Z∧X1
N∧. . .∧Xd

N‖ ≤
(

H(C)−
α
e
−ε + c22θ

−αN+1
)

H(DN,d)‖Z‖.

Additionally, by Lemma 5.1, we know that H(DN,d) ≤ c15θ
dαN

and by (5.2), we have ‖Z‖ ≤ c21H(C)
1
e .

Thus, for N ∈ N, we get:

‖Z ∧X1
N ∧ . . . ∧Xd

N‖ ≤
(

H(C)−
α
e
−ε + c22θ

−αN+1
)

c15θ
dαN

c21H(C)
1
e ≤ c23

(

H(C)−
α−1
e

−εθdα
N

+ θα
N (d−α)H(C)

1
e

)

with c23 = c15c21 max(1, c22) > 0 independent of C and N . We now choose N as the integer such that:

θdα
N

≤ H(C)
α−1

e
+ ε

2 < θdα
N+1

. (5.6)

This gives θdα
N

≤ H(C)
α−1

e
+ ε

2 and θ > H(C)
α−1
e

+ ε
2

dαN+1 hence, since α > d:

‖Z ∧X1
N ∧ . . . ∧Xd

N‖ ≤ c23

(

H(C)−
ε
2 +H(C)

αN (d−α)

(

α−1
e

+ ε
2

dαN+1

)

+ 1
e

)

≤ c23

(

H(C)−
ε
2 +H(C)

(d−α)(2α−2+eε)+2dα
2edα

)

. (5.7)

We now study the exponent of the second term: (d−α)(2α−2+eε)+2dα
2edα = 1

edα

(

−α2 + (1 + 2d)α− d
)

− α−d
2dα ε.

According to inequality (2.3), we have −α2 +(1+ 2d)α− d ≤ 0, and thus (d−α)(2α−2+eε)+2dα
2edα ≤ −c24ε with

c24 = α−d
2dα > 0 since α > d. Thus, inequality (5.7) becomes ‖Z∧X1

N∧. . .∧Xd
N‖ ≤ c23

(

H(C)−
ε
2 +H(C)

−c24ε
)

with c23 and c24 independent of C. For sufficiently large H(C), we have ‖Z ∧ X1
N ∧ . . . ∧ Xd

N‖∞ ≤
‖Z ∧X1

N ∧ . . . ∧Xd
N‖ < 1 and then

Z ∈ Span(X1
N , . . . , X

d
N) = DN,d

for N satisfying (5.6), which completes the proof.

We can now prove the result that allows us to provide a lower bound for the exponent.

Lemma 5.4. Let ε > 0. For all but a finite number of rational subspaces C of dimension e, we have:

ψe(A,C) > H(C)−
α
e
−ε.

17



Proof. We argue by contradiction and assume that there exists infinitely many rational subspaces C of
dimension e such that:

ψe(A,C) ≤ H(C)−
α
e
−ε. (5.8)

Let C be such a subspace. Lemma 5.3 then gives N ∈ N and Z ∈ Zn \ {0} such that Z ∈ C ∩ DN,d with

‖Z‖ ≤ c20H(C)
1
e . Since Z ∈ DN,d ∩ Zn, we can write Z =

d
∑

j=1

vjX
j
N with vj ∈ Z because the Xj

N form a

Z-basis of DN,d ∩ Zn according to Lemma 5.1. For j ∈ J1, dK, let zj = θ⌊α
N⌋vj , which gives Z =

d
∑

j=1

zjZ
j
N .

We now bound ψ1(Z,A) from below. Recall the notation ZA for the orthogonal projection of Z onto A. We

introduce a1, . . . , ad ∈ R such that ZA =
d
∑

j=1

ajYj . We also define ∆ = ZA −
d
∑

j=1

zjYj , and ω = ‖ZA − Z‖.

Since the Zj
N and Yj have their i-th coordinate equal to 1 if i = j and 0 otherwise, this gives:

ZA − Z =
(

a1 − z1 · · · ad − zd ⋆ . . . ⋆
)⊺

.

We then have ω2 ≥
d
∑

j=1

(aj − zj)
2, and thus for all j ∈ J1, dK, |aj − zj| ≤ ω. This gives us in particular:

‖∆‖ =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

d
∑

j=1

(aj − zj)Yj

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ c25ω (5.9)

with c25 = d max
j∈J1,dK

‖Yj‖ > 0. We can compute ‖Z ∧ ZA‖ = ‖Z ∧

(

d
∑

j=1

zjYj + ZA −
d
∑

j=1

zjYj

)

‖ and then

bound it from below:

‖Z ∧ ZA‖ = ‖Z ∧

d
∑

j=1

zjYj + Z ∧∆‖ ≥ ‖Z ∧

d
∑

j=1

zjYj‖ − ‖Z ∧∆‖. (5.10)

On the one hand, for all j0 ∈ J1, dK and i ∈ J0, qd−1K, recalling the definitions of Yj and σi,j given in section

2 and considering the j0-th and (d + i)-th rows of the matrix

(

Z

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d
∑

j=1

zjYj

)

, we have ‖Z ∧
d
∑

j=1

zjYj‖ =

‖
d
∑

j=1

zjZ
j
N ∧

d
∑

j=1

zjYj‖ ≥

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

det





zj0 zj0
d
∑

j=1

zjσ
N
i,j

d
∑

j=1

zjσi,j





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

and thus :

‖Z ∧

d
∑

j=1

zjYj‖ ≥ |zj0 |

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d
∑

j=1

zj(σi,j − σN
i,j)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= |zj0 |

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d
∑

j=1

zj

+∞
∑

k=N+1

u
(i,j)
k

θ⌊αk⌋

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

We choose j0 such that |zj0 | =
d

max
j=1

|zj | 6= 0; such a j0 exists because Z 6= 0. In particular, we have

|zj0 | = θ⌊α
N⌋|vj0 | ≥ θ⌊α

N⌋ since vj0 ∈ Z. We choose i such that u
(i,j0)
N+1 6= 0, that is i = φj0 (N +1) using the
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notations from section 2. Then, we have u
(i,j0)
N+1 ≥ 2 and u

(i,j)
N+1 = 0 for all j 6= j0, hence:

‖Z ∧

d
∑

j=1

zjYj‖ ≥ |zj0 |

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d
∑

j=1

zj

+∞
∑

k=N+1

u
(i,j)
k

θ⌊αk⌋

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ |zj0 |

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

zj0
u
(i,j0)
N+1

θ⌊αN+1⌋
+

d
∑

j=1

zj

+∞
∑

k=N+2

u
(i,j)
k

θ⌊αk⌋

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ |zj0 |

(

|zj0 |
2

θ⌊αN+1⌋
− d|zj0 |

+∞
∑

k=N+2

u
(i,j)
k

θ⌊αk⌋

)

≥ |zj0 |
2 1

θ⌊αN+1⌋

since if N is large enough, we have d
+∞
∑

k=N+2

u
(i,j)
k

θ⌊α
k⌋ ≤ 1

θ⌊α
N+1⌋ . We deduce that:

‖Z ∧
d
∑

j=1

zjYj‖ ≥
θ2⌊α

N⌋

θ⌊αN+1⌋
. (5.11)

On the other hand, according to (5.9), we have:

‖Z ∧∆‖ ≤ ‖Z‖‖∆‖ ≤ c25ω‖Z‖. (5.12)

Combining (5.10) with (5.11) and (5.12), we find ‖Z∧ZA‖ ≥ θ
2⌊αN⌋

θ⌊α
N+1⌋ −c25ω‖Z‖. We have ω = ‖ZA−Z‖ =

‖Z‖ω(ZA, Z) and thus, since ‖ZA‖ ≤ ‖Z‖, we get:

ω = ‖Z‖
‖ZA ∧ Z‖

‖Z‖ · ‖ZA‖
≥

‖ZA ∧ Z‖

‖Z‖
≥

θ2⌊α
N⌋

‖Z‖θ⌊αN+1⌋
− c25ω.

Finally, we have ω ≥
c26

‖Z‖θ⌊α
N+1⌋−2⌊αN⌋ with c26 = (1 + c25)

−1 > 0. We also have ω(Z,ZA) = ω
‖Z‖ ≥

c26
‖Z‖2θ⌊α

N+1⌋−2⌊αN⌋ , where c26 > 0 is independent of N and Z. Recalling that Z ∈ C, and thus ω(Z,ZA) =

ψ1(Span(Z), A) ≤ ψe(C,A), by (5.8) we have:

c26
‖Z‖2θ⌊αN+1⌋−2⌊αN ⌋

≤ H(C)−
α
e
−ε. (5.13)

Moreover, we have chosen Z such that ‖Z‖ ≤ c20H(C)1/e. Hence, inequality (5.13) becomes
c26

cα+eε

20
‖Z‖2θ⌊α

N+1⌋−2⌊αN⌋ ≤ ‖Z‖−α−eε. In particular, we have:

c27
‖Z‖2θ⌊αN+1⌋−2⌊αN ⌋

≤ ‖Z‖−α−eε (5.14)

with c27 = c26c
−α−eε

20 > 0. On the other hand, by the construction of Zj
N , we have: ∀ j ∈ J1, dK, ‖Z‖ ≥ |zj |.

Indeed, for i ∈ J1, dK, the i-th coordinate of Zj
N is equal to 1 if i = j and 0 otherwise. In particular, we have

‖Z‖ ≥ |zj0 | ≥ θ⌊α
N⌋ since zj0 6= 0. Combining this with (5.14), we find c27 ≤ θ−⌊α

N⌋(α+eε−2)+⌊αN+1⌋−2⌊αN⌋

with, as a reminder, c27 > 0 being a constant independent of N . We have:

−
⌊

αN
⌋

(α+ eε− 2) +
⌊

αN+1
⌋

− 2
⌊

αN
⌋

=
⌊

αN+1
⌋

−
⌊

αN
⌋

(α+ eε) −→
N→+∞

−∞.

If H(C) is large, then N is also large by (4.15). Therefore, as H(C) tends to +∞, we find c27 = 0, which
is contradictory and completes the proof of the lemma.

Lemma 5.4 then yields for e ∈ J1, d − 1K, µn(A|C)e ≤ α
e . Thus, we have proven Theorem 1.2 in the case

where e < d.

Acknowledgements: I warmly thank Stéphane Fischler for his reading and comments of this paper.
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