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THE DISPERSION OF DILATED LACUNARY SEQUENCES, WITH
APPLICATIONS IN MULTIPLICATIVE DIOPHANTINE APPROXIMATION

EDUARD STEFANESCU

ABSTRACT. Let (an)nen be a Hadamard lacunary sequence. We give upper bounds for the
maximal gap of the set of dilates {ana},<n modulo 1, in terms of N. For any lacunary
sequence (an)nen We prove the existence of a dilation factor a such that the maximal gap
is of order at most (log N)/N, and we prove that for Lebesgue almost all & the maximal
gap is of order at most (log N)2t¢/N. The metric result is generalized to other measures
satisfying a certain Fourier decay assumption. Both upper bounds are optimal up to a factor
of logarithmic order, and the latter result improves a recent result of Chow and Technau.
Finally, we show that our result implies an improved upper bound in the inhomogeneous
version of Littlewood’s problem in multiplicative Diophantine approximation.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we investigate the dispersion, that is the largest gap, in sets which arise as
dilates of a lacunary sequence modulo one. Throughout this paper, (a,),en denotes an increasing
sequence of integers satisfying the Hadamard gap condition with some growth parameter r > 1,
that is, a,, > ra,—1 for n > 2, and {a, }n<n denotes a finite initial segment of such a sequence.
For a € [0,1] we write G({aan }n<n) for the mazimal gap between neighbouring fractional parts
of dilates {cay, }n<n on the unit torus. More precisely, let {ad, }n<n be the order statistics of
{aa, }n<n, understood to be taken modulo one so that all numbers are elements of the unit
torus. Then

0 <{ad1} <{ads} <..<{aan} <1,

and the largest gap is defined as

G{aantn<n) = max ({adn} —{adn-1)},

2<k<N+1
where adny1 := 1+ ady. For a given lacunary sequence (ay,)nen, we will show that we can
always find an « such that
log(N
Glfanoen) <, 2N (1)

as N — oco. We also study the metric problem and show that for every € > 0, for Lebesgue
almost all dilation factors « € [0, 1],

10g(N)2+5
N
as N — oo. A similar result with exponent 3 instead of 2 for the logarithmic term has

been obtained recently by Chow and Technau ﬂgﬂ We obtain an analogous result for more
general measures, which allows for an application in the context of Littlewood’s conjecture in

G({aan}ng\r) < (1-2)
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multiplicative Diophantine approximation, where we can show that for e > 0 and n,{ € R we
have

log(log(n))**
nllan —nl| - [|fn — (|| £ ==
log(n)
for “generic” « and B, thereby again quantitatively improving a result of Chow and Technau.
Here and throughout the paper, || - || denotes the distance to the nearest integer. More details on

this application in Diophantine approximation (in particular the meaning of the word “generic”

in the previous sentence) will be described in Section E at the end of this paper.

Dilates of lacunary sequences and lacunary function series have a long and rich history in
analysis and number theory. It is a classical observation that lacunary trigonometric series (or,
more generally, lacunary series of dilates of periodic functions) mimic the typical behavior of
sequences of independent random variables; this is the core message of classical papers such as
those by Salem and Zygmund [33, 34], Kac [20] and Gaposkin [16], and is described in detail in
the survey paper [1]. This analogy between lacunary systems and independent random variables
also underpins the contents of the present paper, even if it is not explicitly emphasized. Another
source for this paper is the study of gap properties of dilates of (not necessarily lacunary) integer
sequences modulo one. This topic is discussed in its own right, for example, by Konyagin, Ruzsa
and Schlag [23] and Rudnick [31], and can be traced back to work of Kronecker, Sierpinski,
Weyl, and many others. One particularly interesting connection is with the study of correlation
functions and neighbor spacings in the context of the famous Berry—Tabor conjecture from
quantum chaology (see [26] for some background); in that setup, dilates of lacunary sequences
have been proven to follow the random (“Poissonian) model for almost all dilation parameters,
see for example Rudnick and Zaharescu [32], Chaubey and Yesha [7] and Aistleitner, Baker,
Technau and Yesha [2]. However, it should be noted that in the Berry—Tabor conjecture one is
interested in the overall distributional structure of the system of gaps, while in this paper we are
only interested in bounding the extremal (maximal) gaps.

Trivially, for every sequence (ay)nen and for every o one has G({aay, }n<n) > 1/N. Thus the
upper bound from is optimal up to a logarithmic factor. The metric result in equation
should of course be compared with the corresponding result for the random case, where Devroye
[12] proved that for a sequence (X,,)pen of i.i.d. random variables having uniform distribution
on [0,1], G{ Xy, }n<n) is of typical order roughly (log N)/N (the result obtained by Devroye is
much more precise, see [12] for details). In accordance with these results for the random case, it
is tempting to conjecture that for a lacunary sequence (a,)n,en one always has

G({aan}n<n) > %7

as well as
10g(N)1+6
N

for every € > 0 and almost all «. If this conjecture is indeed correct, then our upper bound
is one logarithmic factor away from optimality. The problem of the exact asymptotic order of
the maximal gap of dilated lacunary sequences mod 1 remains open, in both setups that we
study in this paper. We consider this to be a very interesting problem, since it pertains to the
question how robust the analogy between i.i.d. random systems and dilated lacunary systems is
in the specific context of very rare events (see in this context also [3]). We recall in passing that

G({aantnn) <
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a paper of Peres and Schlag [28] also contains a (still unsolved) problem on gaps of dilates of
lacunary sequences mod 1; their problem, however, is of a rather different nature than ours.

2. MAIN RESULTS

In this section we give the precise statement of all main results of this paper. The notation is
explained later at the end of this section.

Definition 1 (Lacunary sequence). A sequence (a,)nen C R is called a lacunary sequence, if for
a fixed growth factor r > 1:

Up41 2 T0p
for every n € N. Let 9 C N be finite. We say {an}nen := {an € (an)nen|n € 91} is a set of
lacunary type with growth factor r > 1 if (a,)nen is a lacunary sequence with the same growth
factor.

The first main result gives an upper bound to the maximal gap of dilated sets of lacunary
type, where the dilation parameter can depend on the cardinality of the set.

Theorem 2.1. Let {a,},<n be a set of lacunary type with growth factor » > 1. Then for all
N € N with N > Ny(r), there exists an o € R, such that the maximal gap of the set {aan tnen
is at most log(IN)/N up to constants, i.e.

log(NV)

G{aantnan) < —5—

As the proof of Theorem will show, the value of « is not unique, and every sufficiently
large interval I contains a value of « for which the conclusion of the theorem holds.

The next main result improves the first one by allowing the same dilation parameter for all V.

Theorem 2.2. Let (a,)nen be a lacunary sequence with growth factor > 1. Then there exists
an a € R such that the maximal gap of the first N elements of (aay,)nen is at most log(N)/N
for all sufficiently large N, i.e.

log(N)

G({O‘an}nSN) < N

In the third main result we study the metric case, that is, we give an upper bound for the
maximal gap which holds for almost all dilation parameters « in the sense of Lebesgue measure.

Theorem 2.3. Let ¢ > 0 and (a,)nen be a lacunary sequence with growth factor r > 1. Then
for almost all  the maximal gap of the set {aa, }n<x is at most log(N)2+¢/N for all sufficiently
large N, i.e. for Lebesgue-almost all o € [0,1] there exists an Ny(«), such that

log(NV)***

G({aantnen) € —F— (2.1)

for all N € N, with N > Ny(a).

This theorem can be extended to more general measures, subject to a condition on the decay
rate of the Fourier transform of the measure. This result will be relevant for our application in
the context of multiplicative Diophantine approximation, where o will have to be chosen from a
Lebesgue null set.
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Theorem 2.4. Let ¢ > 0, and let (a,,)nen be a lacunary sequence with growth factor r > 1. Let
a measure u € MJ0,1] be given and assume that its Fourier Transform decays as |(Fpu)(z)| <
(1+]z])~Y for some Y > 0. Then the maximal gap of the set {aa, }n<n is at most log(N)**¢/N
for all sufficiently large N, i.e. for p-almost all o € [0, 1], there exists an Ny(«), such that

log(N)***

G({aantnen) € —F— (2.2)

for all N € N, with N > Ny(a).

As a consequence of Theorem we obtain a quantitative improvement in an inhomogeneous
version of the Littlewood conjecture in multiplicative Diophantine approximation. This is
inspired by the recent work of Chow and Technau [9]. For the statement of the theorem, we
define £ := {z € R: A(S) < oo}, where A(B) = sup {log(pr(B))/k : k > 1}, with p; being the
continuants of § and Bad := {« € R : inf{n||na|| > 0}. We will provide more context for this
result in Section [7l

Theorem 2.5. Let € > 0, § € £ and ( € R. Then there exists a set £ C Bad with Hausdorff-
dimension dimg (E) = 1, such that for a € E and n € R there are infinitely many solutions n
to
log(log(n))***

log(n)

Notation: Throughout this paper, we write Z for the set of integers, N := Z~ ¢ for the set of
positive integers, R for the real numbers and R the positive real numbers. We denote the zero-
vector as 0. The Vinogradov symbol ”<” means ’less than or equal to,” up to constants, ~ means
equal up to constants. The distance to the nearest integer is denoted by ||.|| := min,ez |. — n|.
For a,b € R, |a] and [b] are the next smallest and the next largest integer of a and b respectively,
ie. |a| := maxpen(n : n < a), [b] = minpen(n : n > b) respectively. We write {a} for the
fractional part of a, i.e. if a >0:{a} =a—|a];ifa<0:{a} =a— [a]. When [ is an interval,
we denote its length by |I].

nllan —nl| - ||n — (|| <

3. SMALL DISPERSION FOR A SUITABLE DILATION PARAMETER. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.1]

We use Turan’s localized and quantitative version of Kronecker’s Theorem, see Chapter 4 in
[17):

Theorem 3.1. [Turdn’s localized and quantitative Kronecker Theorem]
For K > 0, let x1, 2, ...,xx and a1, as, ..., ax be given real numbers, let €1, €2, ..., be positive
real numbers with 0 < &, < 1/2 for all n. Let

K
1 K
M, = |—1 — )|, ¢:=mi ail,
’7% og (€n>-‘ min E mja;

Jj=1

where the minimum is taken over all lattice points m := (my, ma,...,mg) € ZX \ {0}, with
|m;| < M,. If § > 0, then in any interval I of length at least 4/, there is a real number a such
that

llovan — x| < ep. (3.1)

Now we explain how Theorem [2.1] follows from Turan’s Theorem [3.1}
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Proof of Theorem[2.1 We first define a subset of our given set of lacunary type, which satisfies
the assumptions of Turdn’s Theorem [3.I] which then yields a distance between equidistant points
on the torus and the points of the dilated subset of at most log(N)/N up to constants, which
concludes the proof.

Step 1: Let [ := max{1, [log(r)] +1/2}, so that 7! > e. We define a subset {a, }n<x such that

G = QAin|log(N)]> and K = LN/(Z log( ))Ja so that

gy > riiosMlg > Néq,,, (3.2)
for £ :=llog(r) > 1, and accordingly for m <n
am < N~E(=m)g, (3.3)
Claim: The set {a, }n<x satisfies
K
M= e ) ;mjaj| >0 (3.4)

for N ~sufﬁciently large, where M := Elog (%ﬂ and € := %. Observe that for every
M < M we have 65 > 6y;. This justifies estimating M by something larger:

N
1 K 2N Llog(N)J 1
M=|-log|— ]| < 1 1<4™N :
[5 0g<€>—‘ ~ llog(N) ©8 % ti= (3:5)

for N sufficiently large. Next, for given (my, ...,mg) € (Z5\ {0} N[-4NI"1, 4NI71E) we define
Ky as the largest index such that m; # 0, i.e. mg, # 0,mgy+1,...,mg = 0. This Ky exists
since m # 0 by assumption. The idea is to take the last nonzero summand ax,, multiply it by
the smallest possible mg,, i.e. mg, = 1, and multiply all the other summands by the largest
possible mj, i.e. m; = 417! N. If the Ko-th summand still dominates all the others, then the
complete sum cannot be zero. By equation ([3.2] , and the geometric series we have

Ko—1 Ko—1 Ko—1
Z mja; < 47N Z aJ 41 'N YD NTE g,
j=1 (3.6)
NE(Eo— 1) —-1
S ATINTHON T N, < 817N S, < g,
for all |m;| <4/7'N and N sufficiently large. This implies d4-15 > 0, hence dp; > 0.
Step 2: Let zj,...,xx be equidistant points on the torus, e; = ... = ex = ¢ and hence
My = ...= My = M. By the first step we can apply Turan’s Theorem to {an }n<kx and get

existence of an a € R in every interval of length larger than 4/§;;, such that
||, — z,|] < g,

for all n =1, ..., K. Hence the maximal gap of the set {ad,},<x is at most log(N)/N up to
constants. Since adding more points can only decrease the maximal gap-size, the same is true
for every superset of {ady}, -, and so the maximal gap of {aa},<n is also at most log(N)/N
up to constants. -

Furthermore, by equation we have

5> aKO< — 81~ 155)' (3.7)
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Taking the smallest possible K, i.e. Ky = 1, implies that there exists an « in every interval I of
length

|| > F =— (3.8)
for N sufficiently large. O
Corollary 3.2. Let (an)nen be a lacunary sequence with growth factor r > 1. Then for all
N € N sufficiently large, there exists an o € R in every interval I with
4
P

IE (3.9)

such that the maximal gap of the set {aa,} N<n<an s at most log(N)/N up to constants, i.e.

log(N)
N

G({an}N<n<an) <r (3.10)

Proof. First consider a subset {Gn}rx<n<ox With G, = aniiog2n), K = N/llog(N) and [ as
before. We only need to adapt equation (3.6) to the new indices:

Ko—1 Ko—1 4
Z mjdj < 47N Z N_g(KO_])dKO
J=K+1 j=K+1 (3.11)
N&(Ko—1) _ NK

< 4TI N et Néag, <8I 'N'"Sag, <ag,,

N&—1

where K < Ky < 2K is defined as before. The smallest possible Ky is K 4+ 1, which yields
the new lower bound (3.9) for the length of the interval in which a suitable dilation variable «
exists. O

Corollary 3.3. Let ¥ > 1 and {a,}n<n be a set such that:
an Z Nﬂanfla

for 2 <n < N. Then there exists an o € R such that:
1

G({aan}nSN) < N

Proof. We repeat the same procedure as before. In particular we adapt equations (3.5)) and (3.6)
(where we set [ = 1). For e = 1/N it follows that
V2N
log(N)
for N sufficiently large. Similar to equation (3.6 we have

Ko—1 Ko—1
Z mja; < 4N log(N) Z a; < 8I7'N'"Clog(N)ak, < ar,,

Jj=1 Jj=1

M = 4N log ( ) < 4Nlog(N),

for N sufficiently large, where the constant K is defined as before. We use Turdn’s localized
and quantitative Kronecker Theorem [3.1] to get the result. O
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4. SMALL DISPERSION FOR A SUITABLE FIXED DILATION PARAMETER. PROOF OF THEOREM
22

In the previous section we showed that for a set of lacunary type {ay, }n<n with fixed cardinality
we can always find a number a € R such that the dilated set {aay, }n<n has a maximal gap of
size at most log(N)/N, up to constants. Note that in this statement, « = «(N) is allowed to
depend on the cardinality N of the set. In this section we show that for an infinite lacunary
sequence (ap)neny we can find a number o € R such that the first N elements of the dilated set
{aa, }n<n have a maximal gap of size at most log(IN)/N, up to constants, for all sufficiently
large N; here « is not allowed to depend on the cardinality of the set anymore. We will use
Theorem [2.1] together with a nested interval argument to prove this.

Proof of Theorem[2.3 We first briefly explain the idea of the proof. We consider a lacunary
sequence and look at the first Ny, := 4* elements, where we find an o4 such that the desired
upper bound holds, provided that k is large enough. Then we find a full interval I; around o,
such that every real number in I; satisfies the desired result. Next, we consider the elements
between Njy1 and 2Ny, 1 of the lacunary sequence, where we have that the dilation variable as,
that satisfy the result, can be chosen from an interval I; C I,. This means a- satisfies the result
for the first N, and Ng11 elements of the lacunary sequence. By repeating this we find infinitely
many numbers in N such that the same « satisfies the condition. An interpolation argument
yields the result for all N € N, (up to finitely many).

We fix an k sufficiently large such that there exists an a; with

Gl{aran ) < B, (@)

by the first main Theorem This means that for every a; € {a,}n<n, there exists a z; in
a set of | Ni/log(Ny)| equidistant points on the unit torus, such that the distance is less than

log(Ng)/Ng up to constants. In particular for ay :=ay — 7, a2 :==a; + 71, 71 = %7
k
llamai — ;|| = |[(c1 £ T1)an — x|
21 log(Ng)

< llaran = zall + [Irianll € 252 4 riay,
k

log (N, log (N, log (N,
_ log(Ni) | log(Ni) —  log(Ny)

(4.2)

Nk NkaNk N Nk
yields, that the above equation (4.1)) holds for all numbers in I; := [a;, ag], where |I;| = %i,igig’:)
Let us now consider the the set {an}n,,, <n<2n,,,- By Corollary
lo Nk
G({a2an}Ny i <n<anyy,) < %7 (4.3)
ke+1
holds for an ao in every interval I of length |I;| = 4/an,.,. Then, we can choose I; to be inside
of I, since
4 4 log(4*) |I
|| = <5 — < i( ) _ ﬂ, (4.4)
aNk+1 T AN, 4 an 2

for k sufficiently large. In particular as € I; C I, such that

log (V)

G({a2antn<n,) < N,
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as well as

lo ]V/\C 1
Gl{azan) v ensan ) < 2 tt), (4.5
ke+1
By the same argument as before, see equation (4.2)), there exists an interval I such that (4.5

Jog(Nki1) By ag € I; at least half of

holds for every number in I, = (g — T2, 0 + T2), 79 = N1 anp.,
the interval I3 is either inside of I; or covers it. Next consider the set {a,}n,_ ,<n<2n, ., for
which we get a solution a3 in every interval I of length |I3| = 4/an;, ,,. By a simple induction
argument, equation (4.4 implies |I5| < |I3|/2. Thus we find an a3 such that
log(N;
G({azan} N <n<an;) < 7g]£f~ k), (4.6)
2

with & = k,k + 1,k + 2. This procedure can be repeated infinitely many times. Hence we get a
sequence of intervals of exponentially decreasing length, that are nested inside each other. Thus
we find a real number a,, which is defined by

ﬂ I, = {Oéoo},
n=1
such that for all positive integers N;, j € N up to finitely many, we have
log(N;
G ({aooan}Nj<n§2Nj) < M (47)

N;

Furthermore, since adding points can only decrease the gap, we have:
log(NV;) N log(2N;)

N; 2N;
Substituting 2/N; by M; allows to consider a set of lacunary type starting at index 1.

For all the other positive integers, we get the result immediately from the following interpolation
argument: For every N > Mj, there exists an m € N such that M,, < N < M,, 11, which yields

G ({ascantn<an,) < G ({ascn}n,<n<an,) < (4.8)

{aantn<m,, C{aantn<n C{aantn<m,, -
Again, since adding more points can only decrease the maximal gap-size, we have

log(M,,) log(4™1)  log(Mjy1) _ log(N)
~ = < . 4.
Gaantnen) <« == = =0 My = N (4.9)

O

5. THE METRIC PROBLEM IN THE CASE OF THE LEBESGUE MEASURE. PROOF OF THEOREM

23

In this section we investigate the maximal gap for almost all « € [0, 1], see Theorem The
upper bound we obtain is worse than the bound in the existence result in Theorem but we
have a stronger result with regard to . Theorem [2.3]is an improvement of the existing results
in [9]. To prove the theorem, we will use compactly supported C*°-functions that are non-zero
only in an open interval of length log(IN)?*¢ /N centered around N/ log(N)?*¢ the equidistant
points. This means these functions locate points of the given set {aa, }n<n in a neighbourhood
of the just mentioned size. Some Fourier analysis, together with an application of Markov’s
inequality and the first Borel-Cantelli Lemma, yields that these functions iare positive for almost
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all a € [0,1] and N sufficiently large, which in particular means that the inequality (2.1)) is true
for almost all a € [0, 1].

5.1. Some prerequisites. For clarity of exposition, we start by first only considering the
Lebesgue measure, which we denote as A. Hence when writing down an integral, for the moment
it is always understood to be taken with respect to the Lebesgue measure. We write S(R) for the
Schwartz-space and C¢° for the space of arbitrarily often continuously differentiable functions
with support on an interval I. We define the Fourier Transform F : S(R) — S(R), that is in
particular an automorphism, as follows: F f(z) := [; f(£)e 24 d¢, see [36] for details and basic
properties. We remark C7° C S and that every f € S is bounded. For f € S we recall a version
of the Poisson summation formula:

S fw+mT) = S Ff (;ﬁ) o2y, (5.1)

nez keZ

1

see e.g. [18]. Next we define the LP([0, 1])—norm for 1 < p < oo as: ||f]|Lr := (fol |f|pd)\) ”. The

functions v/2 cos(27wkz), v/2sin(2rkx) k € Z are orthonormal in L?([0,1]) := {f measurable :
[|fllL2 < co}. We further recall a version of Markov’s inequality: Let f be measurable, then

Afoe [0,1] : [f(a)] > 1)) < ('ft") (5.2)

Finally, we need a consequence of the first Borel Cantelli Lemma: Let f,, measurable, (X, )nen C
R* an increasing sequence and assume that

D A{a (0,11 [fnle) = Xu| > X5 /2}) < o0. (5.3)

Then f,,(«) > 0 for almost all o € [0, 1] and all n € N sufficiently large. These are all standard
results, that can be found in e.g. [13].

Remark. Markov’s inequality and the first Borel Cantelli Lemma are still true for any other
Borel-measure.

Proof of Theorem 2.3k

Proof. Step 1: Some Fourier Analysis: Let ¢ > 0 and {a,}n<ny be a set of lacunary
type with subset {a,}n<x, where K = N/llog(N)'*2¢) | = max{1,[1/log(r)] + 1/2} and
Qn = Qplog(N)1+2<. We remark that the set {G, }n<x is linearly independent in [ K, K| N Z for
N sufficiently large. This follows from

> AT Kdj < a,, (5.4)

for every Ky € [2,K] NZ, by the same calculation as in equations (3.6). Without loss of
generality let [ = 1, since everything can be directly adapted to the case | # 1. Let f € C'[Ofl 1]

real and even, such that fR f(z)dx = 1. This in particular means, that Ff is real and even,
Ff(0)=1,and |Ff| < 1. We set Q :=log(N)**2¢, M :=log(N)?T¢ = Q?, P := log(N)?*3¢,
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10
R :=log(N)® = M/P and define the following function, which counts points in intervals of
length M/N:

e ngf(aan_ _u>'

u€Z n=1

The sum over u allows us to consider the rational part; the denominator dilates the function to
count only points within an interval of length N/M, and t translates the interval. Using Poisson

summation formula (5.1) we get:

N/Q . ~
< ) 627Tzk(aanft)'

wy(a ZZ (Ff)

keZn 1

We now define:

N/Q
( ) 2nik(adn—t) Q

on (o Zfo

k:EZn 1
N/Q .
< > 2nik(adn, —t) (5 5)

¥ Y X

keZ\{O} n=1

Here we used that (Ff)(0) =0 and M/Q = Q. We truncate the first sum and work instead with

N/Q
% eQﬂik(adnft)
N )

4 a) =M > > FN

’ N
0<|k|<N/P n=1
N/Q
M
(N ) cos(2mk(aay, —t))

=¥ > >

0<|k|<N/P n=1

where by the rapid decay of Ff (this follows by F being an automorphism and the definition of
Schwartz-functions), we have
DN e(a) = wi (@) + O(log(N) ).
Define py, := (Ff) (4k), pr := px, cos(2mkt) and p}, := py sin(2nkt). In particular [pg|, ||, [pf| <
1. The next step is to estimate the following integral, which will be useful later, when using the

first Borel-Cantelli-Lemma.
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1 M - - . s -
(1 + 08 7 > (pk cos(2mka, ) + pi 51n(27rkana))
0<|k|<X

9 (5.7)
+ (1]\1\/][ Z (ﬁk cos(2rkan, o) + pj, sin(27rkdno¢))> )d)\(oz)

(e (%) 5 st

N
0<|k|I<FH

N
Q 2
1 M . Q
< e (210032N2 2>, max{pe.pi)’ fe"p(m)-
n=1

0<|k|<&

Here we could remove the absolute values in the first line, since wy; .. is real, hence exp (ﬁw]*\,’t)
is positive. The estimate from the second to the third line is an application of the Taylor-series
of exponential functions; in detail |z| < 1 implies e* < 1+ z + 22, and

1 M

LM M
10R N N

2

ol =

- 1 1
Z pi cos(2mk(ada, —t))| < T =z <1

o0<|k|<&

By the linear independence of {a, }n<k in [ K, K] = [-N/M, N/M], the L?[0, 1]-orthonormality
property and basic trigonometric identities, the integrals over products of cosines and sines
with other cosines and sines with much larger frequencies vanish, which yields the penultimate
line. The last line follows from the Bernoulli-inequality and trivial estimates. We note that
Chow and Technau [9] worked with LP moments for large p = p(INV), following the work of
Rudnick and Zaharescu [32]. The use of exponential integrals in our argument (essentially a
moment-generating function in the language of probability theory), together with the application
of Taylor’s formula, effectively reduces the whole calculation to an L? argument, which avoids
the very delicate combinatorial problems which arise in [9} [32].
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Step 2: Some Measure Theory: The calculation above has been carried out in order to
allow an application of Markov’s inequality and utilize the first Borel-Cantelli-Lemma. We have

Mo € 0.1] ¢ wxile) - Q> 2))

<A({ae0.1) : wivy(a) > 2))

. 0 (5.8)
=A{a€0,1] : eXp(ﬁwN,t(a)) = eXp(M)})
L%
Nlemr™™ it o= — o=y los() '+
>~ e% —

Following this, we consider N/log(N)?*4¢ different translation variables ¢; such that the center
of supp(wy ;) is jlog(N)?T4€ /N, for j = 1,..., N/log(N)**4¢  which are the centers of open
intervals of length N/log(NN)?4¢. Note, that these intervals are disjoint. Since

N
Tog(W)2FTE — gt log(N)+*
' Q Ne ™ 200 °8
NeN j=1 NeN

the first Borel Cantelli Lemma yields that for all sufficiently large N and for all
j=1,..., N/log(N)?*4¢
wN,t]‘ (Oé) > 07

for almost all @« € [0,1]. In other words, for sufficiently large N every interval of length
log(N)?*t4¢ /N centered at of the points ¢;, j = 1,..., N/log(N)*™*¢, contains at least one point
of {@n}n<n. Hence

2+4e
G({atin}nere) < BT

N

for N sufficiently large and for almost all a € [0,1]. As before, adding points can only decrease
the maximal gap, which implies:

(5.9)

log(N 2+4e
G({aan}tnen) < g(T) (5.10)
for N sufficiently large and for almost all a € [0,1]. Since € > 0 was arbitrary, this proves the
theorem. Il

6. THE METRIC PROBLEM IN THE CASE OF GENERAL MEASURES. PROOF OF THEOREM m

Again we write A for the Lebesgue measure. For a Borel-set B C R we define M(B) as the set
of Borel measures supported on a compact subset of B. In the following, when writing a measure
w, it will always be in M([0,1]). We define the Fourier Transform of a measure as

1
(Fu)(z) == / NG

The LP([0,1], u)-norm is denoted as ||.||zr(,) and defined as before, we just exchange the Lebesgue
measure A with a general measure p.

Proof of Theorem [2.4]
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Proof. The idea is very similar to the proof of Theorem Let € > 0 and {an}n<n<an be
a set of lacunary type with subset {@n}x<n<2k, Gn = Gnilog(n), Where K = N/llog(N)1+2¢
with r > 1 and [ = max{1, [1/log(r)]+1/2} Again without loss of generality let | = 1. Let
M, Q,P,R,p,p,p" be the same as before. We define wy ¢, wn,+ and wy , identically, except for
the sequence inside, which now must be {an } k <n<2x. First recall the Fourier-series expansion of

1

eTORYN (@) .= %0 + Z qm cos(2mma) + Z Gm sin(2rma),
meN meN

where
L 1= 1 1
Gm = / e RN () cos(2rma)dA(z),  Gm = / e RN () sin(2rma)d(z).
0 0
With this in hand we get:

||e1OR NtHLl( )= ‘/ 73 O‘)dp( )

1
< 50‘ + Z |G '/ cos(2mma)dpu(a Z |G| ‘/0 sin(2mma)dp(a) (6.1)
meN

\+Z|qm| (U )™+ 3 [ (1 )~

meN

Here we used the assumption on the Fourier decay of u, which was part of the statement of
Theorem The first term can be estimated by the literally same procedure as in equation
. Our conclusion stems from the same reasoning for both sums, hence it is sufficient to only
consider )y ¢m- We split it into two parts, according to weather |m| < ay or |m| > ay. In
the first partial sum we estimate in a very similar way as before.

1
/ e RN (@) cos(2mrma)dA(z) (1 + m|) ™
0

Im|<an

< D 12[1

[m|<an

(6.2)

1 M 2
+ (10RN R (ﬁk cos(2mkana) + py, sin(2ﬂ'k&na))> ] cos(2mma)dA(a)
<lklsF

N

1 M? ) 1
<exp Zmﬁ Z D | < exp 5OQ
n=1

N
0<|k|< &

Since the smallest value a, can attain is dx11 = AN 4log(N) > AN and is thus larger than
the largest value m can attain, and since we have linear independence by the same argument
as in equation , the functions cos(2rma), with m < axn have a too small frequency for
orthogonality in L?([0,1]) to fail. This means we can proceed as before, see equation (5.7), to
get a similar estimate.
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In the second partial sum we will make use of the rapid decay of (Fu)(—m):

1
/ e RN (@) cos(2mrma)dA(z) (1 + m|)™
0

|m|>aN

I L M =~ ~ * . -
< Z / _H—H [1 + TR N Z (pk cos(2mkan ) + py, Sln(27rk:ana)> (6.3)

Im|>an Y0 n=K 0<|k|< N

1 M ) _ o ? r
4 BN (pk cos(2rkana) + py, sm(27rkano¢)) cos(2mma)dA(a)ay

0<|k|<X
Multiplying out the above product we get at least 7V/? terms, all of which have factors either 1,
1 M 1 M
TR N Z P cos(2rkana) or TR N Z P, sin(2rkan o),
o< |k|<X 0<|k|I< %

for n € {K +1,...,2N/Q}. Upon multiplying out also the sums in k, we obtain at most
7N/Q(2N/P)*N/Q terms. Consequently, there are at most that many terms which are not
orthogonal to some m > an. Since M/(NR) < 1 and pg,p;, < 1, we can estimate the above by

TN/Q(2N/P)N/Qa Y

<exp (lcwg(fl))\f]\)L%(bg(N) +log(2) —log(P)) — log(r)N) (6.4)

- BN AN N _ Q.
=P\ Jog(N)2 ~ log(NV)2= =P \50R )

for N large enough. Combining the above yields

. Q
oz < exp (55).

which is the same bound as before (up to constants). The rest of the proof is identical to the
proof of Theorem [2.3] O

7. APPLICATION TO LITTLEWOOD’S CONJECTURE IN MULTIPLICATIVE DIOPHANTINE
APPROXIMATION

In this section we assume some familiarity with the notions and basic results of Diophantine
approximation theory. For readers not familiar with the subject, we refer to the monographs of
Bugeaud [6], Niven [27] or Schmidt [35].

Littlewood’s conjecture is one of the central open problems in Diophantine approximation; it
asserts that for all o, 8 € R,

lim inf n||na|| - |[ng|| = 0.
n— oo

There has been some progress towards this conjecture, in particular by the work of Einsiedler,
Katok and Lindenstrauss [14]. However, as a whole, the conjecture is still widely open. It should
be noted that the problem is not only of central importance in Diophantine approximation, but
also for other mathematical areas, in particular in the context of measure rigidity in the theory
of homogeneous dynamics (see for example [25]). Note that Littlewood’s conjecture is a problem
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about fixed pairs («, 3) of reals. Gallagher studied the problem from a metric perspective, and
obtained a convergence/divergence criterion for whether there exist finitely /infinitely many n
such that
llan|| - [|Bn[| < ¥(n)

for almost all (o, 3) € [0,1]?, for a given approximation function ). Much work has been
devoted to replace the metric setting of Gallagher’s theorem (the underlying measure is the
two-dimensional Lebesgue measure) by “finer” fractal measures. This is particularly relevant,
since in all potential counterexamples to Littlewood’s conjecture both o and 8 would have to be
badly approximable numbers, and the set of badly approximable numbers is a Lebesgue null set.
Our theorem addresses the inhomogeneous case, where the “homogeneous” distances ||an|| and
||Bn|| are replaced by the inhomogeneous distances ||an — n|| and ||8n — ¢|| with some fixed shift
variables 7 and (. The study of such inhomogeneous problems in Diophantine approximation
has been very popular recently; we refer to [5, (11, (8} [10} [19} [29} [30].

We define the set of non-Liouville numbers £ := {z € R : A(a) < oo}, where A(a) =
sup {log(pr())/k : k > 1}, with pg(a) being the continuants of a; for details on definitions
see e.g. [37]. We remark that £ includes almost all real numbers, because A(a) equals the
Lévi-constant 72/121og(2) for almost all « € R, see Khintchine [22] and Lévi [24]. Finally we
define the set Bad := {« € R : inf{n||na|| > 0}, which is called the set of badly approximable
numbers.

Theorem 7.1. Let € > 0, u € M([0,1]), n € R, let (a,)nen be a lacunary sequence of positive
integers, and assume that its Fourier Transform decays as |(Fu)(z)| < (1 + |z|)~T for some
T > 0. Then
log(n)***

n
has infinitely many solutions n € N for p-almost all « € [0, 1].

laa, —n|| < (7.1)

Proof. Theorem [2.4] implies that for every n € R there exists a number n € N with N < n < 2N

such that
log(N)** _ log(n)***

N - n
for every N € N (except for finitely many NN, which do not matter) and almost all « € [0,1]. O

Theorem 7.2 (Chow-Zafeiropoulos [11], 2021). Let § € £ and ¢ € R. Then there exists a
lacunary sequence (a,)nen of positive integers such that

8" < a, < 4%ABn (7.2)

l|laan —nf] <

and
an|Ban — ¢l <8 (7.3)
for all n € N.

Theorem 7.3. Let ¢ > 0, 5 € £ and ¢ € R. Define 2 as the set of « € [0, 1] for which there
exists 7 € R, such that pie
allan =] [ — g < PELEC
has only finitely many solutions n € N. Let u € M([0,1]) with (Fu)(z) < (1 + |2|)~T, with
T > 0. Then

w(2) = 0.
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This is a special case of a more general Theorem of Chow and Technau [9]. For the convenience
of the reader we include a proof.

Proof. Since Theorem holds for every lacunary sequence, we choose the one we get from
the conclusion of Theorem and combine the statements (7.1]) and (7.3): For u—almost all
a € [0, 1], there exists infinitely many n such that

log(n)***
anllBn = Il o, — ] & <E

for all n € R. By the second inequality of (7.2) we have log(a,) <3 n, which implies that
1 24¢€ 1 1 n 24¢€
og(n)”™  log(log(an))™"

n T log(an)
Hence for p-almost all a € [0, 1]
log(log(an))***
anHaan“UH'Hﬁan-—CH<<ﬁ““K%KQ‘Y“W
n
for all n € R and for infinitely many n. O

Proof of Theorem[2.5. Again, we follow an argument of Chow and Technau [9]. We use a measure
p Kaufman constructed in [21], that satisfies the following properties:

e 1€ M([0,1] N Bad),

e For every interval I C [0,1], we have u(I) <, A(1)¢,

o For z € R: |(Fp)(@)| < (14 Ja)~ (107,
Let 2 be as before. Then Theorem [7.3] yields () = 0. Let & := Bad N ([0,1]\2!), then
w#(®) = 1. Finally we use the mass distribution theorem, see e.g. [4] or [15], which yields in our
case dimpy (&) > p. The constant g can be chosen arbitrarily close to 1, hence dimy (&) =1. O
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