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VERY WELL APPROXIMABLE MATRICES ARE SINGULAR ON

AVERAGE

GAURAV AGGARWAL

Abstract. In this paper, we establish upper bounds on the dimension of sets of singular-
on-average and ω-singular affine forms in singly metric settings, where either the matrix or
the shift is fixed. These results partially address open questions posed by Das, Fishman,
Simmons, and Urbański, as well as Kleinbock and Wadleigh. Furthermore, we extend our
results to the generalized weighted setup and derive bounds for the intersection of these sets
with a wide class of fractals. Combined with the results of Chow, Ghosh, Guan, Marnat, and
Simmons, our results shows that very well approximable matrices are singular on average.
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1. Introduction

Fix m,n ∈ N and a = (a1, . . . , am) ∈ R
m and b = (b1, . . . , bn) such that

a1 ≥ a2 ≥ . . . ≥ am > 0, b1 ≥ b2 ≥ . . . ≥ bn > 0, (1)

a1 + . . .+ am = 1, b1 + . . .+ bn = 1. (2)

Let d = m + n. We define a quasi-norm ‖.‖a on R
m as ‖x‖a = maxi |xi|

1/ai for all x =
(x1, . . . , xm) ∈ R

m. Similarly, define quasi-norm ‖.‖b on R
n as ‖y‖b = maxj |yj|

1/bj for all
y = (y1, . . . , yn) ∈ R

n.
Let θ ∈ Mm×n(R) and ξ ∈ R

m. We define the inhomogeneous (a, b)-exponent of (θ, ξ),
denoted by ω(θ, ξ, a, b), as the supremum of all real numbers ω for which there exist arbitrarily
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large T such that the inequalities

‖θq + p+ ξ‖a ≤
1

T 1+ω
, (3)

‖q‖b ≤ T, (4)

has an integral solution (p, q) ∈ Z
m × (Zn \ {0}). If ξ = 0, we will simply denote ω(θ, 0, a, b)

by ω(θ, a, b). The set of (a, b)-very well approximable matrices, denoted by VWA0(a, b), is
defined as set of all matrices θ ∈Mm×n(R) with ω(θ, a, b) > 0.

The inhomogeneous uniform (a, b)-exponent of (θ, ξ), denoted by ω̂(θ, ξ, a, b), is defined
as the supremum of all real numbers ω for which the inequalities (3), (4) have an integral
solution (p, q) ∈ Z

m × (Zn \ {0}) for all sufficiently large T . Again for ξ = 0, we will simply
denote ω̂(θ, 0, a, b) by ω̂(θ, a, b). The set of all (a, b)-very singular affine forms, denoted by
VSing(a, b), is defined as the set of all (θ, ξ) ∈ Mm×n(R) × R

m such that ω̂(θ, ξ, a, b) > 0.
We also define Sing(a, b, ω) as set of all (θ, ξ) ∈Mm×n(R)× R

m such that ω̂(θ, ξ, a, b) ≥ ω.

Remark 1.1. The concept of exponents in Diophantine approximation was originally intro-
duced by Khintchine [17] and Jarńık [14]. For further details, see also [5], [8], and [12].

Remark 1.2. We remark that the usual irrationality exponent defined in [5] is n
m
(1+ω̂(θ, a, b)),

whereas in [8], it is 1 + ω̂(θ, a, b).

Remark 1.3. It is easy to see that

ω(θ, ξ, a, b) ≥ ω̂(θ, ξ, a, b)

for all (θ, ξ). Also using a simple application of Minkowski’s convex body Theorem, it is
easy to see that ω̂(θ, a, b) ≥ 0 for all θ.

We now define the set of (a, b)-singular affine forms, denoted by Sing(a, b) as set of all
(θ, ξ) ∈ Mm×n(R) × R

m such that for every ǫ > 0, there exists Tǫ > 0 such that for all
T > Tǫ, there exists (p, q) ∈ Z

m × (Zn \ {0}) satisfying the following

‖p+ qθ + ξ‖a ≤
ǫ

T
,

‖q‖b ≤ T.

Remark 1.4. It is easy to see that for all ω > 0, Sing(a, b, ω) ⊂ Sing(a, b). In particular, we
have VSing(a, b) ⊂ Sing(a, b).

We now introduce some notation before proceeding with further definitions. Let X̃ =
SLd(R) ⋉ R

d/SLd(Z) × Z
d, which can be identified with the set of all unimodular affine

lattices in R
d via the map

[A, b]SLd(Z)× Z
d 7→ AZd + b =: [A, b]Zd.

For θ ∈Mm×n(R), ξ ∈ R
m, and t > 0, we define:

gt =




ta1

. . .
tam

t−b1

. . .

t−bn




, u(θ) =

(
Im θ

In

)
, v(ξ) =

(
ξ
0

)
.
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By Dani’s correspondence, the Diophantine properties of (θ, ξ) correspond to the behavior

of the diagonal orbit (gt[u(θ), v(ξ)]Z
d)t≥1 ∈ X̃ . In particular, as shown in Lemma 8.1, the

set of (a, b)-singular affine forms corresponds to the set of (θ, ξ) satisfying

λ0(gt[u(θ), v(ξ)]Z
d) → 0, as t→ ∞,

where λ0(y) denotes the length of the shortest non-zero vector in the affine lattice y. A
different way of quantifying the notion of singularity is the notion of singularity on average
introduced in [15], see also [9].

For 0 < q ≤ 1, we define Div(a, b, q) as the set of (θ, ξ) ∈Mm×n(R)× R
m such that

lim
ε→0

lim inf
T→∞

1

T

∫ T

0

δget [u(θ),v(ξ)]Zd({y ∈ X̃ : λ0(y) ≤ ε}) ≥ q.

The set Div(a, b, 1) is often referred to as (a, b)-singular on average affine forms and it is easy
to see that Sing(a, b) ⊂ Div(a, b, 1). The set of (a, b)-singular on average matrices, denoted
by Div0(a, b, 1), is defined as the set of all θ ∈Mm×n(R) such that (θ, 0) ∈ Div(a, b, 1).

For θ ∈ Mm×n(R), we also define the lower and upper escape of mass of the trajectory
(gtu(θ)Z

d)t≥1:

EMass(θ) = lim
ε→0

lim inf
T→∞

1

T

∫ T

0

δgetu(θ)Zd({y ∈ X : λ0(y) ≤ ε}), (5)

EMass(θ) = lim
ε→0

lim sup
T→∞

1

T

∫ T

0

δgetu(θ)Zd({y ∈ X : λ0(y) ≤ ε}). (6)

Finally for a fixed ξ ∈ R
m, we define

Singξ(a, b) = {θ ∈Mm×n(R) : (θ, ξ) ∈ Sing(a, b)},

VSingξ(a, b) = {θ ∈Mm×n(R) : (θ, ξ) ∈ VSing(a, b)},

Singξ(a, b, ω) = {θ ∈Mm×n(R) : (θ, ξ) ∈ Sing(a, b, ω)},

Divξ(a, b, q) = {θ ∈Mm×n(R) : (θ, ξ) ∈ Div(a, b, q)},

and for fixed θ ∈Mm×n(R), we define

Singθ(a, b) = {ξ ∈ R
m : (θ, ξ) ∈ Sing(a, b)},

VSingθ(a, b) = {ξ ∈ R
m : (θ, ξ) ∈ VSing(a, b)},

Singθ(a, b, ω) = {ξ ∈ R
m : (θ, ξ) ∈ Sing(a, b, ω)},

Divθ(a, b, q) = {ξ ∈ R
m : (θ, ξ) ∈ Div(a, b, q)}.

The first main theorem of this paper is

Theorem 1.5. The set of (a, b)-very well approximable matrices is a subset of the set of
(a, b)-singular on average matrices, i.e.,

VWA0(a, b) ⊂ Div0(a, b, 1).

Moreover for all θ /∈ Div0(a, b, 1), we have

VSingθ(a, b) ⊂ θZn + Z
m.
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Remark 1.6. Note that θ ∈ VWA0(a, b) corresponds to the trajectory (gtu(θ)Z
d)t≥1 satisfying

the shrinking target property. In other words, θ ∈ VWA0(a, b) if and only if there exists an
infinite set of times t > 1 such that gtu(θ)Z

d enters a cusp neighbourhood corresponding
to t. Based on this, it seems plausible that θ could be a very well approximable matrix
without being singular on average, by exhibiting alternating behaviour for the trajectory
(gtu(θ)Z

d)t≥1: spending some time in a compact set, then moving towards the cusp neigh-
bourhoods, revisiting the compact set for a while, and so on. While the collection of such
θ would necessarily have Lebesgue measure zero and form an extremely small set, it is not
immediately evident why this set must be empty. Theorem 1.5, therefore, provides an in-
triguing result by establishing that no such θ exists, thereby revealing a profound connection
between these two notions.

As we will demonstrate, the proof of Theorem 1.5 follows directly from the dimension
estimates of (a, b)-singular affine forms for a fixed θ /∈ Div0(a, b, 1). A crucial input for
this immediate implication is the work of Chow, Ghosh, Guan, Marnat, and Simmons [8],
which generalizes results originally established by Bugeaud and Laurent [5] in the unweighted
setting; see also [12].

The study of inhomogeneous Diophantine approximation has a rich history; see, for exam-
ple, [2] for a historical review. In recent years, significant progress has been made, particularly
in the area of uniform inhomogeneous Diophantine approximation. Kleinbock and Wadleigh
[21] proved an inhomogeneous ψ-Dirichlet theorem and, in Section 7 of their paper, posed
questions regarding the zero-one law and the Hausdorff dimension of ψ-Dirichlet improvable
systems of affine forms in singly metric cases, i.e., when either θ or ξ is fixed. Kim and
Kim [19] partially addressed these questions by proving a zero-one law for the s-dimensional
Hausdorff measure of the complement of the set of ψ-Dirichlet improvable systems of affine
forms, both in the doubly metric case and in the singly metric case for fixed ξ ∈ R. See also
[3] for further results.

In joint work with A. Ghosh [2], the authors partially answered the measure-theoretic
question of Kleinbock and Wadleigh for a wide class of measures, including natural measures
on self-similar fractals and manifolds, corresponding to ψ(t) = t−ω. For m = n = 1, the
dimension question was addressed by Kim and Liao [18], in the case where the real number
θ is fixed. However, for (m,n) 6= (1, 1), the problem of dimension estimates for ψ-Dirichlet
improvable systems of affine forms, even for ψ(t) = t−ω with ω > 1 in the singly metric case,
remains open.

The interest in dimension estimates in inhomogeneous Diophantine approximation for
singly metric cases was also raised by Das, Fishman, Simmons, and Urbański. In §5.8
of [9], they noted: “It would be of interest to investigate analogues of our results in the
frameworks of inhomogeneous approximation,” and further, “It is also natural to study the
inhomogeneous approximation frameworks where we fix one coordinate of the pair (θ, ξ) and
let the other vary.”

In this paper, we provide an upper bound on the dimension of singular-on-average and
ω-singular affine forms in both singly metric cases. Furthermore, we work in the generalized
setting of weighted Diophantine approximation and provide estimates when these sets are
intersected with a wide class of fractals.

We now state our results.
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Theorem 1.7. Assume the notations as above. Then for any θ ∈Mm×n(R) and 0 < q ≤ 1,
we have

dimH(Divθ(a, b, q)) ≤ min
1≤k≤m

1

ak

m∑

i=1

(max{ai, ak} − aiq + aiEMass(θ)) ,

dimP (Divθ(a, b, q)) ≤ min
1≤k≤m

1

ak

m∑

i=1

(
max{ai, ak} − aiq + aiEMass(θ)

)
.

Corollary 1.8. For all θ ∈ Mm×n(R) satisfying EMass(θ) = 0, we have

dimH(Singθ(a, b)) = dimP (Singθ(a, b)) = 0.

Corollary 1.9. For all θ ∈ Mm×n(R) which is not (a, b)-singular on average matrices,
i.e., θ /∈ Div0(a, b, 1), the set Singθ(a, b) have zero Lebesgue measure. Infact the Hausdorff
dimension of Singθ(a, b) is strictly less than m.

Remark 1.10. Note that for a1 = . . . = am = 1/m and b1 = . . . = bn = 1/n, there are a wide
class of examples of measures other than the Lebesgue measure which gives full measure
to the set of points satisfying the condition EMass(θ) = 0, and consequently, to the set of
non (a, b)-singular on average matrices. The example includes the natural measures defined
on limit sets of IFS defined as in [27], e.g. Cantor set or Koch snowflake, or the natural
measure on the non-degenerate curves in Mm×n(R) defined as in [28], or natural measure
on various affine subspaces satisfying certain conditions as in [25]. For a discussion of the
unequal weight case, see [23].

Given Theorem 1.7, the next natural question to ask is to study the dimensions of in-
tersection of Divθ(a, b, q) with lines or planes in R

m. More generally, we may ask the the
dimensions of intersection of Divθ(a, b, q) with self-similar fractals in R

m. Our next result
generalizes theorem 1.7 and answers the same.

Theorem 1.11. Assume the notations as above. Suppose r1, . . . , rl ∈ N be such that r1 +
. . . rl = m and ai = aj for all i, j such that there exist 1 ≤ k ≤ l satisfying r1 + . . .+ rk−1 <
i ≤ j ≤ r1 + . . . + rk. For 1 ≤ i ≤ l, we let wi denote the common value of aj for
r1 + . . .+ ri−1 < j ≤ r1 + . . .+ ri.

For each 1 ≤ i ≤ l, let Φi be an iterated function system (IFS) consisting of contracting
similarities on R

ri with equal contraction ratios, satisfying the open set condition. Let Ki be
the limit set of Φi, and define

K = K1 × . . .×Kl ⊂ R
m.

Then for any θ ∈Mm×n(R) and 0 < q ≤ 1, we have

dimH(Divθ(a, b, q) ∩ K) ≤ min
1≦l≤k

(
1

wk

∑

i

si (max{wi, wk} − wiq
′ + wiEMass(θ))

)
,

dimP (Divθ(a, b, q) ∩ K) ≤ min
1≦l≤k

(
1

wk

∑

i

si
(
max{wi, wk} − wiq

′ + wiEMass(θ)
)
)
.

Remark 1.12. Note that in Theorem 1.11, we do not require dimH(Ki) > 0 for any i. However,
if dimH(Ki) = 0 for all i, the theorem holds trivially. Furthermore, we do not require r1, . . . , rl
to be maximal. For instance, in the equal weight case, i.e., a1 = . . . = am, one could choose
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l = m with r1 = . . . = rm = 1, or l = 1 with r1 = m, or any other intermediate choice.
This flexibility, particularly in the equal weight case, allows us to simultaneously study the
sets Divθ(a, b, q) ∩ K when K is, for example, a single fractal such as a line, a plane, or the
Sierpiński carpet, or a product of fractals such as product of middle-third Cantor set with
middle-fifth Cantor set.

The next natural question is to explore the singly metric case, where the shift ξ is fixed,
and the matrix θ varies. For ξ = 0, this problem has been extensively studied, particularly
in the equal weight case, a = (1/m, . . . , 1/m) and b = (1/n, . . . , 1/n).

A landmark result in this direction was obtained by Y. Cheung [6], who showed that
the Hausdorff dimension of Sing0((1/2, 1/2), 1) ⊂ R

2 is 4/3. This result was subsequently
generalized to R

m by Cheung and Chevallier [7]. A sharp upper bound for the broader
set of singular on average m × n matrices was later established by Kadyrov, Kleinbock,
Lindenstrauss, and Margulis in [15], using techniques from homogeneous dynamics. The
complementary lower bound was proven by Das, Fishman, Simmons, and Urbański [9],
employing methods from the parametric geometry of numbers. For additional results in
this direction, see also [29]. In [16], Khalil provided an upper bound on the Hausdorff
dimension of singular vectors lying on self-similar fractals in R

m that satisfy the open set
condition. Shah and Yang [25] obtained dimension bounds for certain singular vectors lying
on affine subspaces. However, in the unequal weight setting, the literature remains sparse.
For (m,n) = (2, 1), the Hausdorff dimension of (a, b)-singular vectors was computed by
Liao, Shi, Solan, and Tamam in [22]. In [20], Kim and Park derived a lower bound for (a, b)-
singular vectors in the case n = 1. In joint work with A. Ghosh [1], the author obtained an
upper bound for (a, b)-singular vectors in Mm×n(R) and on products of self-similar fractals
in R satisfying the open set condition.

For general ξ 6= 0, progress has been limited. The only known result in this setting is
due to Schleischitz [24], who established lower bounds on the packing dimension of singular
vectors lying on a specific class of fractals in the equal weight case with n = 1.

We now state our main result.

Theorem 1.13. Assume the notations as above. For 1 ≤ l ≤ d− 1, define wl as follows:

wl =

{
am + · · ·+ am+1−l, if l ≤ m,

1− (b1 + · · ·+ bl−m), if l > m.

For each 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n, let Φij be an iterated function system (IFS) con-
sisting of contracting similarities on R with equal contraction ratios, satisfying the open set
condition. Let Kij be the limit set of Φij, and define

K = {θ ∈Mm×n(R) : θij ∈ Kij for all i, j}.

Assume that dimH(Kij) > 0 for all i, j. Then there exist constants η1, . . . , ηm+n−1 > 0
(depending only on K) such that the following results hold for any ξ ∈ R

m :

• For any 0 < q ≤ 1, the packing dimension of Divξ(a, b, q) ∩ K satisfies:

dimP (Div
ξ(a, b, q) ∩ K) ≤ dimP (K)−

q

a1 + b1

(
min

1≤l≤d−1
ηlwl

)
. (7)
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• For any ω > 0, the packing dimension of Singξ(a, b, ω) ∩ K satisfies:

dimP (Sing
ξ(a, b, ω) ∩ K) ≤ dimP (K)−

1

a1 + b1

(
min

1≤l≤d−1
ηlwl +

η1ambnω

am + bn + amω

)
. (8)

Moreover, the constants η1, . . . , ηm+n−1 can be explicitly chosen in the following cases:

(1) If K =Mm×n([0, 1]), we can take:

ηl =

{
m
l
, if l ≤ m,
n

m+n−l
, if l > m.

(9)

(2) If n = 1, we can take:

ηl =
m

l
min

1≤i≤m
dimH(Ki1). (10)

(3) If m = 1, we can take:

ηl =
n

1 + n− l
min

1≤i≤m
dimH(Ki1). (11)

Remark 1.14. For ξ = 0, the set of ω-singular matrices has been previously studied. In
the unweighted setting, ω-singular matrices have been investigated by Bugeaud, Cheung,
and Chevallier [4], Das, Fishman, Simmons, and Urbański [9], and Schleischitz [24]. In the
weighted setting, to the best of the authors’ knowledge, the only relevant work is the joint
work of the author with A. Ghosh [1], which also provides a detailed historical review of the
results.

Remark 1.15. Since the result of Theorem 1.13 for ξ ∈ Z
m is already proved in [1], we assume

that ξ ∈ R
m \ Zm throughout the proof.

Remark 1.16. Using [26], it is easy to see that dimH(Sing
ξ(a, b, ω)) = 1 for all ω < 0. See

[19] for the dimension of the complement of Singξ(a, b, ω) for ω < 0.

Corollary 1.17. Suppose a1 = . . . = am = 1/m and b1 = . . . = bn = 1/n. Then for all
ξ ∈ R

m and ω > 0, we have

dimP (Sing
ξ(a, b)) ≤ mn−

mn

m+ n

dimH(Sing
ξ(a, b, ω)) ≤ mn−

mn

m+ n

(
1 +

mω

m+ n+ nω

)
.

Corollary 1.18. Suppose n = 1 and a1 = . . . = am = 1/m. Suppose K ⊂ R
m equals the

m-fold product of middle third Cantor sets. Then for all ξ ∈ R
m and ω > 0, we have

dimP (Sing
ξ(a, b)) ≤

log 2

log 3

(
m−

m

m+ 1

)

dimH(Sing
ξ(a, b, ω)) ≤

log 2

log 3

(
m−

m

m+ 1

(
1 +

mω

m+ 1 + ω

))
.



8 GAURAV AGGARWAL

1.1. Outline of the Proof. The proof of Theorem 1.11 relies on the following simple yet
fundamental observation: Let Λ be a homogeneous lattice in R

d whose shortest non-zero
vector has length at least ǫ. Suppose x1, x2 ∈ R

d satisfies ‖x1 − x2‖ < ǫ/2, and both affine
lattices Λ + x1 and Λ+ x2 contain a vector of length less than δ < ǫ/4. Then it must follow
that ‖x1 − x2‖ < 2δ. The proof proceeds by the iterative application of this elementary
observation. Specifically, the observation is used to construct a sequence of coverings for
Singθ(a, b). These coverings improve iteratively, in the sense that fewer balls are required
relative to their size, whenever the trajectory (gtu(θ)Z

d)t≥1 returns to a fixed compact set.
While this iterative procedure is relatively simpler in the real case, it becomes significantly
more delicate when dealing with fractals. Using Lemma 2.1, these coverings ultimately yield
the dimension as stated in the theorem.

Theorem 1.5 follows directly from Corollary 1.9 when combined with results from [5] and
[8], which are consolidated in Theorem 4.1.

The proof of Theorem 1.13 closely follows the approach in [1], which was itself inspired
by the methods of [15] and [16]. The central idea is to construct a height function whose
divergent trajectories correspond precisely to Singξ(a, b). The construction of such a height
function is motivated by the work in [26]. Once the height function is constructed, the upper
bound on the dimension follows directly from [[1], Thm 6.5].

1.2. Structure of the paper. The paper is divided into two parts. The first part assumes
that θ is fixed and proves Theorems 1.5 and 1.11, while the second part assumes that ξ is
fixed and proves Theorem 1.13.

The first part begins with Section 2, which introduces the notation that will be used
throughout the paper. Section 3 establishes a generalized dynamical version of Theorem
1.11. Section 4 proves Theorem 1.11, presents results from [8], and derives Theorem 1.5.
This concludes the first part of the paper.

The second part starts with Section 5, which introduces additional notation required for
the proof of Theorem 1.13. Section 6 briefly recalls relevant results from [1]. Section 7 is
devoted to the construction of a height function, with divergent trajectories corresponding
precisely to singular-on-average affine forms. Finally, Section 8 combines the results from
the preceding sections to prove Theorem 1.13.

1.3. Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank Anish Ghosh for suggesting the
problem and for numerous discussions throughout the development of this paper.

2. Notation I

The following notation will be used throughout the paper.

2.1. Hausdorff and Packing Dimensions. The i-dimensional Hausdorff measure of a set
F ⊂ R

l is defined as

Hi(F ) = sup
ǫ>0

inf

{
∞∑

j=1

(diam(Uj))
i :

(Uj)
∞

j=1
is a countable cover of F

with diam(Uj) ≤ ǫ for all i.

}
(12)

The Hausdorff dimension of a set F ⊂ R
l is defined as

dimH(F ) = inf{i : Hi(F ) = 0} = sup{i : Hi(F ) = ∞}. (13)
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The i-dimensional packing measure of a set F ⊂ R
l is defined as

P i(F ) := inf

{
∞∑

j=1

P̃ i(Fi) : F ⊂
∞⋃

j=1

Fj

}
, (14)

where

P̃ i(F ) = inf
ǫ>0

sup

{
∞∑

j=1

(diam(Bj))
i :

(Bj)
∞

j=1
is a countable disjoint collection of balls

with centers in F and with diameter |Bj | < ǫ for all j.

}
(15)

The packing dimension of a set F ⊂ R
l is defined as

dimP (F ) = inf{i : P i(F ) = 0} = sup{i : P i(F ) = ∞}. (16)

We will need the following important lemma.

Lemma 2.1 ([11], Lem. 3.4, 3.8). For F a non-empty bounded subset of Rl, we have

dimH(F ) ≤ lim inf
δ→0

logCδ(F )

− log δ
, (17)

dimP (F ) ≤ lim sup
δ→0

logCδ(F )

− log δ
, (18)

where Cδ(F ) denotes the smallest number of sets of diameter at most δ that cover F .

2.2. Homogeneous Spaces. We set G̃ = SLm+n(R) ⋉ R
m+n, Γ̃ = SLm+n(Z) ⋉ Z

m+n and

denote by X̃ the finite volume quotient G̃/Γ̃. This quotient admits a natural description as
the space of affine unimodular lattices, i.e. unimodular lattices in R

m+n accompanied by a

shift, via the map [A, v]Γ̃ 7→ AZd + v. We also define G = SLm+n(R), Γ = SLm+n(R) and
denote by X the finite volume quotient spaceG/Γ. This quotient admits a natural description
as the space of unimodular lattices in R

m+n, via the map AΓ 7→ AZd. Throughout this paper,

we will consider G as a subset of G̃ via map g 7→ [g, 0]. Similarly, we will consider X as

subset of X̃ via map AΓ 7→ [A, 0]Γ̃. Let us denote by π, the natural projection map from X̃

to X , explicitly given by [A, v]Γ̃ 7→ A.Γ.
For t > 0, θ ∈Mm×n(R), define

gt =




ta1

. . .

tam

t−b1

. . .

t−bn




, u(θ) =

(
Im θ

In

)
. (19)

Also for each ξ ∈ R
m, we define the vector v(ξ) ∈ R

d as

v(ξ) =

(
ξ
0

)
,

i.e., the first m coordinates of v(ξ) are ξ, and the remaining n coordinates are zero.
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2.3. Iterated Function Systems. A contracting similarity is a map R
l → R

l of the form
x 7→ cOx + y where c ∈ (0, 1), y ∈ R

l and O is a l × l special orthogonal matrix. A
finite similarity Iterated Function System with constant ratio (IFS) on R

l is a collection of
contracting similarities Φ = (φe : R → R)e∈E indexed by a finite set E, called the alphabet,
such that there exists a constant c ∈ (0, 1) independent of e so that

φe(x) = cOex+ we,

for all e ∈ E.
Let B = EN. The coding map of an IFS Φ is the map σ : B → R defined by the formula

σ(b) = lim
l→∞

φb1 ◦ . . . ◦ φbl(0). (20)

It is well known that the limit in (20) exists and that the coding map is continuous. The
image of B under the coding map called the limit set of Φ, is a compact subset of R, which
we denote by K = K(Φ). We define for ẽ = (e1, . . . , el) ∈ El,

Kẽ = φe1 ◦ . . . ◦ φel(K), and set F(l) = {Kẽ : ẽ ∈ El}. (21)

We will say that Φ satisfies the open set condition (OSC for short) if there exists a non-
empty open subset U ⊂ R such that the following holds

φe(U) ⊂ U for every e ∈ E

φe(U) ∩ φe′(U) = ∅, for every e 6= e′ ∈ E.

Let Prob(E) denote the space of probability measures on E. For each ν ∈ Prob(E) we can
consider the measure σ∗ν

⊗N under the coding map. A measure of the form σ∗ν
⊗N is called

a Bernoulli measure.
The following proposition is well known (see for eg [[13], Prop. 5.1(4), Thm. 5.3(1)] for a

proof).

Proposition 2.2. Suppose Φ = {φe : e ∈ E} is an IFS satisfying the open set condition
with the limit set K. Let c denote the common contraction ratio of (φe)e∈E and p = #E.
Then the Hausdorff and packing dimension of K both equals s := − log p/ log c. Also, the
s-dimensional Hausdorff measure Hs satisfies 0 < Hs(K) < ∞. Moreover if µ denotes the
normalised restriction of Hs to K, then µ is a Bernoulli measure and equals η∗ν

⊗N, where ν
is the uniform measure on E, i.e, ν(F ) = #F/#E for all F ⊂ E. Additionally, for every
l ∈ N and distinct sequences ẽ1 6= ẽ2 ∈ El, we have µ(Kẽ1 ∩ Kẽ2) = 0. Furthermore, there
exists a constant λ > 0 such that for all x ∈ R and y > 0, we have

µ(B(x, y)) ≤ λys. (22)

We will also need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose Φ = {φe : e ∈ E} is an IFS satisfying the open set condition with limit
set K ⊂ R

l. Assume that dimH(K) > 0. Let α denote the diameter of K and let c denote
the common contraction ratio of (φe)e∈E. Then there exists L ∈ N such that the following
holds: For every ball B ⊂ R

l of radius β > 0, there exist at most L elements in F(kβ) that
intersect B, where kβ is the unique integer such that

ckβ+1α < δ ≤ ckβα,

and F(·) is defined as in (21).
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Proof. Suppose the Hausdorff dimension of K equals s and µ is the normalized restriction
of Hs to K. Let λ > 0 be such that (22) holds for µ. Fix L ∈ N such that L > λ(2c−1)s.

Suppose B is a ball of radius β > 0 and center x. Let kβ be defined as above. Define B̃ as
a ball of size 2c−1β with center x. Then, for all R ∈ F(kβ) such that R ∩ B 6= ∅, we have

R ⊂ B̃. To see this, let z ∈ R ∩B be arbitrary. Then, for all y ∈ R, we have

‖x− z‖ ≤ ‖x− y‖+ ‖y − z‖ ≤ β + ckβα

≤ β + c−1β < 2c−1β,

which immediately implies R ⊂ B̃. Now we have

#{R ∈ F(kβ) : R ∩B 6= ∅} ≤
1

ckβs

∑

R∈F(kβ)
R∩B 6=∅

µ(R) ≤
1

ckβs
µ(B̃)

≤
1

ckβs
λ(2c−1δ)s ≤ λ(2c−1)s

< L.

This proves the claim. �

3. Dimension bound in Generalized Setup I

Definition 3.1. With a slight abuse of notation, for x ∈ X̃ , we define

EMass(x) = lim
ǫ→0

lim inf
T→∞

1

T

∫ T

0

δgetx{y ∈ X̃ : λ0(π(y)) ≤ ǫ},

EMass(x) = lim
ǫ→0

lim sup
T→∞

1

T

∫ T

0

δgetx{y ∈ X̃ : λ0(π(y)) ≤ ǫ},

where λ0(y) denotes the length of the shortest non-zero vector in y. The significance of

EMass(x) and EMass(x) is that any subsequential limit of measures 1
T

∫ T
0
δgetu(θ)x, say µx

satisfies 1− EMass(x) ≤ µx(X̃ ) ≤ 1− EMass(x).

Lemma 3.2. For any x ∈ X̃, let us define for t > 1 and ǫ > 0, the sets

I(t, ǫ) = {k ∈ N : λ0(π(g
k
t x)) ≤ ǫ},

I(t, ǫ, N) = I(t, ǫ) ∩ [1, N ].

Then for t > 1, we have

lim
ǫ→0

lim inf
N→∞

1

N
#I(t, ǫ, N) = EMass(x)

lim
ǫ→0

lim sup
N→∞

1

N
#I(t, ǫ, N) = EMass(x)

Proof. Fix t > 1. For ǫ > 0, let Kǫ = {y ∈ X̃ : λ1(π(x)) ≤ ǫ} and K ′
ǫ = ∩ts=t−1gsKǫ,

K ′′
ǫ = ∪ts=t−1gsKǫ.
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For T > 0, define NT such that tNT ≤ eT < tNT+1. Then it is easy to see that

1

T

∫ T

0

δgesx(Kǫ) ds =
1

T

(
NT∑

j=1

∫ 0

− log t

δgjt gsx
(Kǫ) ds+

∫ T

NT log t

δgsx(Kǫ) ds

)

≤
1

NT log t

(
NT∑

j=1

δgjtx
(K ′′

ǫ ) log t + (T −NT log t)

)

≤
1

NT
(#I(t, tǫ, NT ) + 1) . (23)

Also, we have

1

T

∫ T

0

δgesx(Kǫ) ds =
1

T

(
NT∑

j=1

∫ 0

− log t

δgjt gsx
(Kǫ) ds+

∫ T

NT log t

δgsx(Kǫ) ds

)

≥
1

(NT + 1) log t

(
NT∑

j=1

δgjtx
(K ′

ǫ) log t

)

≥
1

NT + 1

(
#I(t, ǫt−1, NT )

)
. (24)

From equations (23) and (24), we get that

lim inf
T→∞

1

NT + 1

(
#I(t, ǫt−1, NT )

)
≤ lim inf

T→∞

1

T

∫ T

0

δgesx(Kǫ) ds ≤ lim inf
T→∞

1

NT

(#I(t, tǫ, NT ) + 1) ,

(25)

lim sup
T→∞

1

NT + 1

(
#I(t, ǫt−1, NT )

)
≤ lim sup

T→∞

1

T

∫ T

0

δgesx(Kǫ) ds ≤ lim sup
T→∞

1

NT
(#I(t, tǫ, NT ) + 1) .

(26)

Taking limit as ǫ→ 0 in (25) and (26) proves the lemma. Hence proved. �

Definition 3.3. Given x ∈ X and 0 < p ≤ 1, we define D̃iv(x, p, a, b) ⊂ R
m as the set of all

ξ ∈ R
m such that

lim
ǫ→0

lim inf
T→∞

1

T

∫ T

0

δget [Id,v(ξ)]x{y ∈ X̃ : λ0(y) ≤ ǫ} ≥ p.

Theorem 3.4. Suppose r1, . . . , rl ∈ N be such that r1 + . . . rl = m and ai = aj for all i, j
such that there exist 1 ≤ k ≤ l satisfying r1+ . . .+rk−1 < i ≤ j ≤ r1+ . . .+rk. For 1 ≤ i ≤ l,
we let wi denote the common value of aj for r1 + . . .+ ri−1 < j ≤ r1 + . . .+ ri.

For each 1 ≤ i ≤ l, let Φi be an iterated function system (IFS) consisting of contracting
similarities on R

ri with equal contraction ratios, satisfying the open set condition. Let Ki be
the limit set of Φi, and define

K = K1 × . . .×Kl ⊂ R
m.
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Fix x ∈ X̃ and 0 < q ≤ 1. Then the dimension of D̃iv(x, q, a, b) satisfies

dimH(D̃iv(x, q, a, b) ∩ K) ≤ min
1≦l≤k

(
1

wk

∑

i

si (max{wi, wk} − wiq
′ + wiEMass(x))

)
,

dimP (D̃iv(x, q, a, b) ∩ K) ≤ min
1≦l≤k

(
1

wk

∑

i

si
(
max{wi, wk} − wiq

′ + wiEMass(x)
)
)
.

Proof. Fix x ∈ X̃ , q ∈ (0, 1]. Fix t > 1 and assume that t > c−1
i for all i. Fix ǫ > 0 and

δ > 0 such that δ < ǫcit
−wi/2 for all i. For notational simplicity, we will denote gt by g

throughout the proof. Let us define

I(t, ǫ) = {k ∈ N : λ1(π(g
k
t x)) ≤ 2ǫ},

I(t, ǫ, N) = I(t, ǫ) ∩ [1, N ],

EM(x, ǫ, t) = lim sup
N→∞

1

N
#I(t, ǫ, N),

EM(x, ǫ, t) = lim inf
N→∞

1

N
#I(t, ǫ, N).

Using Lemma 3.2, it is clear that

lim
ǫ→0

EM(x, ǫ, t) = EMass(x), (27)

lim
ǫ→0

EM(x, ǫ, t) = EMass(x). (28)

Let us now briefly recall some notation related to the fractal K. For 1 ≤ i ≤ l, the set
Ki is the limit set of the IFS Φij = {φi,e : e ∈ Ei}, with a common contraction ratio ci and

cardinality pi = #Ei. The dimension of Ki is given by si = − log pi
log ci

. The set K =
∏

iKi ⊂ R
m

has dimension s =
∑

i si. Let µi denote the normalized restriction of Hsi to Ki, and define
the measure µ on K as µ = ⊗iµi. Also, let αi denote the diameter of Ki for 1 ≤ i ≤ l.
Clearly, αi > 0 if the dimension of Ki is not zero.

Note that if dimH(Ki) = 0 for all i, then the theorem holds trivially. Hence, we may
assume that dimH(Ki) 6= 0 for some i. Let S denote the set of all 1 ≤ i ≤ l such that
dimH(Ki) = 0 and set Sc = {1, . . . , l} \ S. For all i ∈ Sc, let Li be as defined in Lemma 2.3
and define L =

∏
i Li, where we set Li = 1 for i ∈ S.

For all i ∈ Sc, let us also define Pi(j) ∈ N as the unique integer satisfying

αic
Pi(j)+1
i < 2δt−jwi ≤ αic

Pi(j)
i ,

and set Pi(j) = 1 for i ∈ S. Finally, for j ≥ 1, we define F(j) =
∏

iFi(Pj(i)).
Fix 1 ≤ k ≤ l. For 1 ≤ i ≤ l, let ρi : R

m × R
n = R

r1 × . . .× R
rl × R

n → R
ri denote

the natural projection map. Also define ρ′i : R
m = R

r1 × . . .× R
rl → R

ri denote the

natural projection map, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ l.
Fix 0 < q′ < q. Note that

D̃iv(x, q, a, b) ∩ K ⊂
⋃

M∈N

Z(M), (29)

where Z(M) equals set of all ξ ∈ K such that for all N ≥M , we have

1

N
#{k ∈ [1, N ] ∩ N : λ0(g

k[Id, v(ξ)]x) < δ} > q′.
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Also note that for all N > M , we have

Z(M) ⊂
⋃

Q

Z(M,N,Q), (30)

where sum is taken over all subsets Q ⊂ {1, . . . , N} such that #Q > q′N and Z(M,N,Q)
equals the set of all ξ ∈ Z(M) such that for all 1 ≤ k ≤ N , we have λ0(g

k[Id, v(ξ)]x) < δ if
and only if k ∈ Q. Before proceeding further, let us make some easy observations:

Observation 1: Let 1 < M < N and Q ⊂ {1, . . . , N} be such that #Q > q′N . Assume
that 1 ≤ j ≤ N and R ∈ F(j − 1) are such that R ∩ Z(M,N,Q) 6= ∅ and j ∈ Q \ I(t, ǫ).
Then R∩Z(M,N,Q) is contained in a set of the form B1 × . . .×Bl, where each Bi is a ball
of radius tjwi2δ.
Explanation: For 1 ≤ i ≤ l, let

ρi : R
d = R

r1 × . . .× R
rl × R

n → R
ri ,

ρ0 : R
d = R

m × R
n → R

n,

ρ′i : R
m = R

r1 × . . .× R
rl → R

ri,

denote the natural projection maps. Suppose ξ1, ξ2 ∈ R ∩ Z(M,N,Q) are arbitrary. Since
j ∈ Q, both affine lattices gj[Id, v(ξ1)]x and gj[Id, v(ξ2)]x contain a vector of size less than
δ, say (v1 + gjv(ξ1)) and (v2 + gjv(ξ2)), respectively. This implies that for all 1 ≤ i ≤ l, we
have

‖ρi(v1 − v2)‖ ≤ ‖ρi(v1 + gjv(ξ1))‖+ ‖ρi(v2 + gjv(ξ2))‖+ ‖ρi(g
jv(ξ1)− gjv(ξ2))‖

≤ 2δ + tjwi diam(R)

≤ 2δ + tjwiαic
Pi(j−1)
i

≤ 2δ + tjwic−1
i 2δt−(j−1)wi

≤ (2 + twic−1
i 2)ǫcit

−wi/2

≤ ǫ+ ǫ = 2ǫ,

and

‖ρ0(v1 − v2)‖ ≤ ‖ρ0(v1 + gjv(ξ1))‖+ ‖ρ0(v2 + gjv(ξ2))‖

≤ 2δ ≤ 2ǫ.

Therefore, ‖v1 − v2‖ ≤ 2ǫ. Note that v1 − v2 is an element of π(gjx), and since j /∈ I(t, ǫ),
we have λ1(π(g

jx)) > 2ǫ. This implies v1 − v2 must be the zero vector.
Thus, we have

‖ρ′i(ξ1 − ξ2)‖ ≤ tjwi‖ρi(v(ξ1)− v(ξ2))‖

≤ tjwi‖ρi(v1 + v(ξ1))− ρi(v2 − v(ξ2))‖

≤ tjwi‖ρi(v1 + v(ξ1))‖+ ‖ρi(v2 − v(ξ2))‖

≤ tjwi2δ.

Hence, the observation follows.
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Observation 2: Fix 1 < M < N and Q ⊂ {1, . . . , N} satisfying #Q > q′N . Then for all
1 < j ≤ N , we have

∑

R∈F(j)
R∩Z(M,N,Q)6=∅

µ(R) ≤





L
(∏

i c
si(Pi(j)−Pi(j−1))
i

)∑
R∈F(j−1)

R∩Z(M,N,Q)6=∅

µ(R) if j ∈ Q \ I(t, ǫ),

∑
R∈F(j−1)

R∩Z(M,N,Q)6=∅

µ(R) otherwise.

(31)

Explanation: First assume that j ∈ Q\I(t, ǫ). Fix R ∈ F(j−1) such that R∩Z(M,N,Q) 6=
∅. Then by Observation 1, we have R∩Z(M,N,Q) is contained in a set of form B1× . . .×Bl,
where each Bi is a ball of radius tjwj2δ. By definition of L and F(j), it is clear that there are
at most L-many elements in F(j) which intersects B1× . . .×Bl. Thus, we have that number

of R′ ∈ F(j) such that R′ ⊂ R and R∩Z(M,N,Q) is at most L. Since µ(R) =
∏

i c
siPi(j−1)
i

and µ(R′) =
∏

i c
siPi(j)
i for any R ∈ F(j), we get that

∑

R′∈F(j)
R′⊂R,R∩Z(M,N,Q)6=∅

µ(R′) ≤ L

(
∏

i

c
siPi(j)
i

)
≤ L

(
∏

i

c
si(Pi(j)−Pi(j−1))
i

)
µ(R) (32)

The first case of (31) now follows from (32). The second case of (31) is trivial.

Observation 3: Fix 1 < M < N and Q ⊂ {1, . . . , N} satisfying #Q > q′N . Then

∑

R∈F(N)
R∩Z(M,N,Q)6=∅

µ(R) ≤ LN
(∏

pi

)N
(
∏

i

t−siwi

)q′N−#I(t,ǫ,Nγ)

. (33)

Explanation: Note that by iteratively use of (31), we have

∑

R∈F(N)
R∩Z(M,N,Q)6=∅

µ(R) ≤ LN


 ∏

j∈Q\I(t,ǫ)

∏

i

c
si(Pi(j)−Pi(j−1))
i


 . (34)

Also note that by definition of Pi(j), for i ∈ Sc, we have

c
Pi(j)
i ≤

2δ

αici
t−jwi, and c

−Pi(j−1)
i ≤

αi
2δ
t(j−1)wi,

and Pi(j) = Pi(j − 1) = 1 for i ∈ S. Plugging this into (34) gives that

∑

R∈F(N)
R∩Z(M,N,Q)6=∅

µ(R) ≤ LN


 ∏

j∈Q\I(t,ǫ)

∏

i

t−siwic−sii




≤ LN
(∏

c−sii

)N
(
∏

i

t−siwi

)#(Q\I(t,ǫ))

≤ LN
(∏

pi

)N
(
∏

i

t−siwi

)q′N−#I(t,ǫ,Nγ)

.
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Thus the observation follows.

Observation 4: For all 1 < M ≤ N , we have

∑

R∈F(N)
R∩Z(M)6=∅

µ(R) ≤ 2NLN
(∏

pi

)N
(
∏

i

t−siwi

)q′N−#I(t,ǫ,Nγ)

. (35)

Explanation: Note that Z(M) is union of Z(M,N,Q) satisfying # > q′N and there are
atmost 2N choices of Q. Therefore the observation follows directly from (33).

Observation 5: Fix 1 ≤ k ≤ l. For all γ > 0, define Nγ ∈ N as the unique integer satisfying
2δt−Nγwk ≤ γ < 2δt−(Nγ−1)wk . Then for all M > 1 and sufficiently small γ, we have:

logCγ(Z(M))

− log γ
≤

log(D) +Nγ log(B) +
∑

i

[
siNγ max{wi, wk} − siwiq

′Nγ + siwi#I(t, ǫ, Nγ)
]
log t

− log(2δ) + (Nγ − 1)wk log t
,

(36)

where Cγ(Z(M)) denotes the smallest number of sets of diameter at most γ that cover Z(M),

D =
(∏

i∈Sc

(
αi

2δci

)si)
and B = 2L (

∏
pi).

Explanation: Fix M > 1 and γ > 0. Assume that γ is small enough so that Nγ > M . For
i ∈ Sc and j ∈ N, define Ki(j) as the unique integer satisfying

αic
Ki(j)
i < 2δt−jmax{wk,wi} ≤ αic

Ki(j)−1
i ,

and set Ki(j) = 1 for i ∈ S. Clearly then for all R ∈
∏

iFi(Ki(Nγ)), the diameter of R is
than γ. Also note that Ki(j) ≥ Pi(j) for all i ≥ k.

To cover Z(M) by sets of diameter less than or equal to γ, we select sets from
∏

iFi(Ki(Nγ))
that intersect Z(M). The total number of elements in

∏
iFi(Ki(Nγ)) is:

∏

i

p
Ki(Nγ)
i =

∏

i

c
−siKi(Nγ )
i ≤

∏

i∈Sc

(
αi
2δci

tNγ max{wk,wi}

)si
.

Each element has an equal µ-measure. Therefore, the number of sets covering Z(M)
satisfies:

#{R ∈
∏

i

Fi(Ki(Nγ)) : R ∩ Z(M) 6= ∅} ≤
∏

i∈Sc

(
αi
2δci

tNγ max{wk,wi}

)si ∑

R∈F(Nγ )
R∩Z(M)6=∅

µ(R)

≤
∏

i∈Sc

(
αi
2δci

tNγ max{wk,wi}

)si
.




∑

R∈F(Nγ )
R∩Z(M)6=∅

µ(R)


 ,

≤
∏

i∈Sc

(
αi
2δci

tNγ max{wk,wi}

)si
.2NγLNγ

(∏
pi

)Nγ

(
∏

i

t−siwi

)q′Nγ−#I(t,ǫ,Nγ)

≤ DBNγ

∏

i

tsiNγ max{wi,wk}−siwiq
′Nγ+siwi#I(t,ǫ,Nγ).
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Thus, Z(M) can be covered by at most:

DBNγ

∏

i

tsiNγ max{wi,wk}−siwiq
′Nγ+siwi#I(t,ǫ,Nγ)

sets of diameter at most γ. Since γ < 2δt−(Nγ−1)wk , the observation follows.

Note that Nγ → ∞ as γ → 0. Therefore on taking lim inf and lim sup as γ → 0 in (36),
we get from Lemma 2.1 that

dimP (Z(M)) ≤
logB +

∑
i

(
simax{wi, wk} − siwiq

′ + siwiEM(x, ǫ, t)
)
log(t)

wk log t
, (37)

dimH(Z(M)) ≤
logB +

∑
i (simax{wi, wk} − siwiq

′ + siwiEM(x, ǫ, t)) log(t)

wk log t
. (38)

Note that dimP (∪iJi) = supi dimP (Ji) and dimH(∪iJi) = supi dimH(Ii) for any countable
collection of Borel sets Ji. Thus, from (29) and (37), (38), we get that

dimH(D̃iv(x, q, a, b)) ≤
logB +

∑
i (simax{wi, wk} − siwiq

′ + siwiEM(x, ǫ, t)) log(t)

wk log t
, (39)

dimP (D̃iv(x, q, a, b)) ≤
logB +

∑
i

(
simax{wi, wk} − siwiq

′ + siwiEM(x, ǫ, t)
)
log(t)

wk log t
. (40)

Since B is independent of q′, t and ǫ, first take limit as ǫ → 0 in (39) and (40), and then
take limit as t→ ∞ and q′ → q to get that

dimH(D̃iv(x, q, a, b)) ≤
1

wk

∑

i

si (max{wi, wk} − wiq
′ + wiEMass) ,

dimP (D̃iv(x, q, a, b)) ≤
1

wk

∑

i

si
(
max{wi, wk} − wiq

′ + wiEMass
)
.

Since 1 ≤ k ≤ l is arbitrary, the theorem is proved.
�

4. Final Proof I

Proof of Theorem 1.11. Note that in notation of Theorem 3.4, we have

EMass(θ) = EMass([uθ, 0]Z
d),

EMass(θ) = EMass([uθ, 0]Z
d),

Divθ(a, b, q) = D̃iv([uθ, 0]Z
d, a, b, q),

for all 0 < q ≤ 1. Thus, the theorem follows directly from Theorem 3.4. �

Proof of Theorem 1.7. The theorem follows directly from theorem 1.11 by choosing l = m,
r1 = . . . = rl = 1, Ki = [0, 1] for all i. �

Proof of Corollary 1.8. If EMass(θ) = 0, then EMass(θ) = 0 as well. Now the corollary
follows from Theorem 1.7 by computing the upper bound on dimensions of Divθ(a, b, 1)
corresponding to the value k = m, which equals zero, along with Lemma 8.1, which gives
Singθ(a, b) ⊂ Divθ(a, b, 1). �
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Proof of Corollary 1.9. Note that if θ /∈ Div0(a, b, 1), then EMass(θ) < 1. Thus, we have

dimH(Singθ(a, b)) ≤ dimH(Divθ(a, b, 1)) using Lemma 8.1

≤ min
1≤k≤m

1

ak

m∑

i=1

(max{ai, ak} − ai + aiEMass(θ)) using Theorem 1.7

≤
1

a1

m∑

i=1

(max{ai, a1} − ai + aiEMass(θ))

=

m∑

i=1

(
1−

ai
am

(1− EMass(θ))

)

<
m∑

i=1

1 = m.

The corollary now follows. �

Before proceeding further, we will need the following theorem. The results are borrowed
from [8], [5].

Theorem 4.1. For any θ ∈ Mm×n(R) and ξ ∈ R
m \ (θZm + Z

n), we have

1

1 + ω(θt, b, a)
≤ 1 + ω̂(θ, ξ, a, b) ≤ 1 + ω(θ, a, b). (41)

Moreover, for any fixed θ, the left inequality in (41) is an equality for Lebesgue almost every
ξ ∈ R

m. Furthermore, ω̂(θt, b, a) = 0 if and only if ω̂(θ, a, b) = 0.

Proof. The fact that for any θ ∈Mm×n(R) and ξ ∈ R
m \ (θZm + Z

n), we have

1

1 + ω(θt, b, a)
≤ 1 + ω̂(θ, ξ, a, b),

with equality for Lebesgue almost every ξ follows directly from [[8], Thm. 1.9]. Also, the
fact that ω̂(θt, b, a) = 0 if and only if ω̂(θ, a, b) = 0 follows directly from [[8], Thm. 1.6].
Note that the unweighted version of these results has been proved earlier in [5].

The fact that ω̂(θ, ξ, a, b) ≤ ω(θ, a, b) is well known. The proof for m = n = 1 is given
in [5] and the same proof can be easily generalized to higher dimensions and is therefore
skipped. The theorem now follows. �

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Fix θ /∈ Div0(a, b, 1). By Corollary 1.9, Singθ(a, b) has zero Lebesgue
measure. Consequently, ω̂(θ, ξ, a, b) = 0 for Lebesgue almost every ξ ∈ R

m. Using the
fact that the left inequality in (41) holds as an equality for Lebesgue almost every ξ, we
deduce that ω(θt, b, a) = 0. Applying Theorem 4.1, it follows that ω(θ, a, b) = 0, implying
θ /∈ VWA0(a, b). Since θ /∈ Div0(a, b, 1) was arbitrary, we conclude that

VWA0(a, b) ⊂ Div0(a, b, 1).

Using (41), the condition ω(θt, b, a) = ω(θ, a, b) = 0 implies that ω̂(θ, ξ, a, b) = 0 for all
ξ /∈ θZm + Z

n. Therefore,

VSingθ(a, b) ⊂ θZm + Z
n

for all θ /∈ Div0(a, b, 1). Hence, the theorem follows. �
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5. Notation II

The following notation will be used throughout the paper.

5.1. Iterated Function Systems. For the rest of the paper, we fix for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m and
1 ≤ j ≤ n, an IFS Φij = {φij,e : e ∈ Eij} satisfying the open set condition, with common
contraction ratio cij and the limit set Kij . Let pij = #Eij and sij = − log pij/ log cij > 0.
Let us define K = {θ ∈Mm×n(R) : θij ∈ Kij} and s =

∑
ij sij . Let µij denote the normalised

restriction of Hsij to Kij and define the measure µ = ⊗ijµij on K.
Let Ξ ⊂ Mm×n(R) be defined as Ξ = {r ∈ Mm×n(R) : rij ∈ [cij , c

−1
ij ]}. For all 1 ≤ i ≤ m

and 1 ≤ j ≤ n, we define µ(r)
ij as the measure on R obtained by pushing forward the measure

µij under map x 7→ rijx. We also define µ(r) =
∏

ij µ
(r)

ij, viewed as measure on Mm×n(R).

5.2. Representation Theory. For all 1 ≤ l ≤ d, define

Vl =

l∧
R
d, V =

d⊕

l=1

Vl.

Define action of G on V (resp. Vl) via the map g 7→
⊕d

l=1

∧l g (resp. g 7→ ∧lg). Suppose
{e1, . . . , ed} denote the standard basis of Rd. For each index set I = {i1 < · · · < il} ⊂
{1, . . . , d}, we define

eI := ei1 ∧ · · · ∧ eil . (42)

The collection of monomials eI with #I = l, gives a basis of Vl =
∧l

R
d for each 1 ≤ l ≤ d.

For v ∈ V and each index set I, we denote by vI ∈ R, the unique value so that v =
∑

J vJeJ ,
where the sum is taken over all index sets J . We define norm ‖.‖ on each of V as

‖v‖ = max
I

|vI |, (43)

where the maximum is taken over all index sets I. For g ∈ G, we define

‖g‖ := sup {‖gv‖ : v ∈ V, ‖v‖ = 1} . (44)

Also, for any compact subset Q ⊂ G, we define

‖Q‖ = sup{‖g‖, ‖g−1‖ : g ∈ Q}, (45)

For 1 ≤ l ≤ d, we define V +
l to be the subspace of Vl spanned by eI , where I varies over the

index sets satisfying #(I ∩{1, . . . , m}) = min{l, m}. Similarly, define V −
l to be the subspace

of Vl spanned by eI , where I varies over the index sets satisfying #(I ∩ {1, . . . , m}) 6=
min{l, m} Also define πl+ (resp. πl−) as the natural projection map from Vl onto V

+
l (resp.

V −
l ). Note that for all θ ∈ Mm×n(R), we have u(θ) act trivially on V +

l , i.e., u(θ)|V +

l
= IdV +

l
.

We also define for 1 ≤ l ≤ d− 1, wl as least w > 0 such that the subspace V +
l,w = {v ∈ V +

l :
gtv = twv} is non-empty. It is easy to see that

wl =

{
am + . . .+ am−l+1 if l ≤ m

1− (b1 + . . .+ bl−m) otherwise.

(46)
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5.3. Covolume of Lattice. For a discrete subgroup Λ of Rm+1 of rank l ≥ 1, we define
vΛ ∈ Vl/{±1} as v1 ∧ . . . ∧ vl, where v1, . . . , vl is a Z-basis of Λ. Note that the definition of
vΛ is independent of the choice of basis v1, . . . , vl. We define ‖Λ‖ as

‖Λ‖ = ‖vΛ‖, (47)

where ‖.‖ on Vl is defined as in (43). We also define ‖{0}‖ = 1.
For Λ ∈ X , we define P (Λ) as the set of all primitive subgroups of the lattice Λ, i.e, the

subgroups L of the lattice Λ satisfying L = Λ ∩ span
R
(L), where span

R
(L) is the smallest

vector subspace of Rd containing L.

Lemma 5.1 ([10], Lem. 5.6). There exists a constant D > 0 such that the following inequal-
ity holds. For all Λ ∈ X and for all Λ1,Λ2 ∈ P (Λ), we have:

‖Λ1 ∩ Λ2‖‖Λ1 + Λ2‖ ≤ D‖Λ1‖‖Λ2‖. (48)

Remark 5.2. In [10], inequality (48) is established with D = 1, but the norm ‖Λ‖ is defined
differently. There, ‖Λ‖ is taken as ‖vΛ‖, where ‖.‖ on Vl = ∧lRd is the norm induced by
the Euclidean norm on R

d. Since any two norms on a finite-dimensional vector space are
equivalent, it follows that (48) holds for some sufficiently large D under our current definition
of ‖Λ‖.

6. Dimension Bound in Generalized Setup II

The following section is taken from [1].

Definition 6.1 (The Contraction Hypothesis). Suppose Y is a metric space equipped with
an action of G. Given a collection of functions {fτ : Y → (0,∞] : τ ∈ S} for some unbounded
set S ⊂ (0,∞) and β > 0, we say that µ satisfies the ((fτ )τ , β)-contraction hypothesis

on Y if the following properties hold:

(1) The set Yf = {y ∈ Y : fτ (y) = ∞} is independent of τ and is G-invariant.
(2) For every τ ∈ S, fτ is uniformly log-Lipschitz with respect to the G-action. That

is, for every bounded neighborhood O of the identity in G, there exists a constant
CO ≥ 1 such that for all g ∈ O, y ∈ Y , and τ ∈ S,

C−1
O fτ (y) ≤ fτ (gy) ≤ COfτ (y). (49)

(3) There exists a constant c ≥ 1 such that the following holds: for every τ ∈ S, there
exists T > 0 such that for all y ∈ Y , r ∈ Ξ, and fτ (y) > T ,

∫

Mm×n(R)

fτ (gτu(x)y) dµ
(r)(x) ≤ cfτ (y)τ

−β. (50)

The functions fτ will be referred to as height functions.

Definition 6.2. Suppose Y is a locally compact second countable metric space equipped
with a continuous G action. Given a closed G-invariant subset Y ′ ⊂ Y , 0 < p ≤ 1 and
y ∈ Y \ Y ′, we define Divergent(y, Y ′, p) as set of all x ∈Mm×n(R) such that

lim inf
T→∞

1

T

∫ T

0

δgetu(x)y(Y \K) dt ≥ p,

for all compact subsets K ⊂ Y \ Y ′.

We have the following theorem.
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Theorem 6.3 ([1], Thm. 6.5). Let Y be a locally compact second countable metric space
equipped with a continuous action of G. Assume that there exists a collection of functions
{fτ : Y → (0,∞] : τ ∈ S} for some unbounded set S ⊂ (0,∞) and 0 < β < (a1 + b1)s,
such that µ satisfies the ({fτ}τ∈S, β)-contraction hypothesis on Y . Assume that Yf = {y ∈
Y : fτ (y) = ∞}, which is independent of τ and is G-invariant. Then for all y ∈ Y \Yf and
0 < p ≤ 1,

dimP (Divergent(y, Yf , p) ∩ K) ≤ s−
pβ

a1 + b1
. (51)

Also, for any sequence (cτ )τ∈S of positive real numbers and 0 < a ≤ (a1 + b1)s− β, we have

dimP

(
x ∈ K : for all τ ∈ S, the following holds for all sufficiently large t

fτ (atu(x)y)≥cτ ta

)
≤ s−

a + β

a1 + b1
. (52)

7. Height Function

The section is devoted towards the construction of a family of height functions {fτ} on X̃

such that the set {fτ = ∞} equals X ⊂ X̃ .

Definition 7.1. For each 1 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, we define the l-th critical exponent ζl(µ) of the
measure µ as the supremum of all γ ≥ 0 for which there exists a constant C ′

γ,i > 0 such that,
for every v = v1 ∧ . . . ∧ vl ∈ Vl with ‖v‖ = 1 and r ∈ Ξ, the following inequality holds:

∫

Mm×n(R)

1

‖πl+(u(θ)v)‖γ
dµ(r)(θ) < C ′

γ,l. (53)

We will need the following result from [1].

Proposition 7.2 ([1], Prop. 3.1, Lemma 4.1, 4.4 and 4.5). For all 1 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, we have
ζl(µ) > 0. Moreover, the critical exponent ζl(µ) satisfies the following lower bound in the
following special cases:

• If K =Mm×n([0, 1]), then

ηl(µ) ≥

{
m
l

if l ≤ m,
n

m+n−l
if m < l ≤ d− 1.

• If n = 1, then

ζl(µ) ≥ min{
∑

i∈I

si1 : #I = d− l}

• If m = 1, then

ζl(µ) ≥ min{
∑

i∈I

s1i : #I = l}.

For the remainder of this section, we fix a sequence η1, . . . , ηd−1 ∈ R such that the following
holds:

0 < ηi < ζi(µ), for 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 1,

1

ηi−j
+

1

ηi+j
<

2

ηi
, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 1 and j ≤ min{i, d− i},
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where we define 1
η0

= 1
ηd

:= 0. Additionally, we define the following:

η = min
1≤l≤d

wlηl,

η = (η, η1, . . . , ηd−1),

Cη = max
1≤l≤d−1

C ′
ηl,l
.

The constants chosen above satisfy the following.

Proposition 7.3 ([1], Prop. 5.1). For all 1 ≤ l ≤ d− 1, r ∈ Ξ, t > 1 and v = v1 ∧ . . .∧ vl ∈
Vl \ {0}, the following holds

∫

Mm×n(R)

‖gtu(x)v‖
−ηl dµ(r)(x) ≤ Cηt

−η‖v‖−ηl. (54)

For every 0 ≤ l ≤ d, we define ϕl : X → R as

ϕl(Λ) = max{‖Λl‖
−1 : Λl ∈ P (Λ), rank(Λl) = l}, (55)

where ‖.‖ is defined as in (47). Also, for 0 ≤ l ≤ d, define ϕ̃l : X̃ → [1,∞) as ϕ̃l = ϕl ◦ π.

Then it is easy to see that ϕ̃1 ≡ ϕ̃d ≡ 1. We also define ψ : X̃ → (0,∞] as

ψ(Λ̃) = min
v∈Λ̃

‖v‖−1 = min{v ∈ R
d : Λ̃ = [Id+1, v]π(Λ̃)}, (56)

for all Λ̃ ∈ X̃ . Note that ψ(Λ̃) = ∞ if and only if Λ̃ ∈ X .

Proposition 7.4. For all t > 1, there exists ξ(t) ≥ 1, such that the following holds for all

r ∈ Ξ and Λ̃ ∈ X̃ ,
∫

Mm×n(R)

ψη1(gtu(x)Λ̃) dµ
(r)(x) ≤ Cηt

−ηψη1(Λ̃) + ξ(t)ϕ̃η1(Λ̃).

Proof. Fix t > 1 and Λ̃ ∈ X̃ . Let ξ′(t) = 2‖{gtu(x) : x ∈
⋃
r∈Ξ supp(µ

(r))}‖. Let v0 ∈ Λ̃ be

the vector in Λ̃ such that ψ(Λ̃) = ‖v0‖
−1. Claim that for all x ∈

⋃
r∈Ξ supp(µ

(r))

ψ(gtu(x)Λ̃) ≤ max

{
1

‖gtu(x)v0‖
, ξ′(t)ϕ̃1(Λ̃)

}
. (57)

To see this claim, note that for any x ∈ ∪r∈Ξsupp(µ
(r)), if ψ(gtu(x)Λ̃) > ξ′(t)ϕ̃1(Λ̃), then

there exists a vector vx ∈ Λ̃ such that ‖gtu(x)vx‖
−1 = ψ(gtu(x)Λ̃). The vector vx satisfy

‖vx‖ ≤ ‖gtu(x)‖.‖gtu(x)vx‖ <
ξ′(t)

2

1

ξ′(t)ϕ̃1(Λ̃)
=

1

2ϕ̃1(Λ̃)
.

This means that vx is a vector in Λ̃, whose length is strictly less than half the length of the

shortest vector in π(Λ̃). This implies that vx is the shortest vector of Λ̃, hence equal v0.

Thus ψ(gtu(x)Λ̃) = ‖gtu(x)v0‖
−1. This proves the claim.
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Let ξ(t) = (ξ′(t))η1 . Using (57), we have∫

Mm×n(R)

ψη1(gtu(x)Λ̃) dµ
(r)(x) ≤

∫

Mm×n(R)

1

‖gtu(x)v0‖η1
dµ(r)(x) + ξ(t)ϕ̃η1(Λ̃)

≤ Cηt
−η 1

‖v0‖η1
+ ξ(t)ϕ̃η1(Λ̃)

= Cηt
−ηψη1(Λ̃) + ξ(t)ϕ̃η1(Λ̃),

where penultimate inequality follows from Proposition 7.3. Hence, the proposition follows.
�

Proposition 7.5. For all t > 1, there exists ξ(t) ≥ 1, such that the following holds for all

1 ≤ l ≤ d− 1, r ∈ Ξ and Λ̃ ∈ X̃
∫

Mm×n(R)

ϕ̃ηll (gtu(x)Λ̃) dµ
(r)(x) ≤ Cηt

−ηϕ̃ηll (Λ̃) + ξ(t)

(
max

1≤j≤min{l,d−l}
ϕ̃l−j(Λ̃)ϕ̃l+j(Λ̃)

)ηl/2
.

Proof. Using the fact that ϕ̃ηll (gtu(x)Λ̃) = ϕl(gtu(x)Λ), where Λ = π(Λ̃), the proposition
follows immediately from [[1], Prop. 5.2]. �

Let us define

αη = min

{
1−

ηi
2

(
1

ηi−j
+

1

ηi+j

)
: 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ min

i,d−i

}
,

where we set 1/η0 = 1/ηd = 0. For 0 < ǫ < 1, we define the function fǫ,η : X̃ → R as

fǫ,η(Λ) = ǫ−2 + ǫ−1

(
d∑

l=1

ϕ̃ηll (Λ)

)
+ ψη1(Λ). (58)

The definition of fǫ,η is motivated from [[26], Section 5].

Proposition 7.6. For all t > 1, there exists b = b(t, η) ≥ 0 and 0 < ǫ = ǫ(t, η) < 1 such

that the following holds for all Λ̃ ∈ X̃ and r ∈ Ξ∫

Mm×n(R)

fǫ,η(gtu(x)Λ̃) dµ
(r)(x) ≤ 3Cηt

−ηfǫ,η(Λ) + b. (59)

Proof. Fix t > 1. Let ξ(t) be the maximum of the constants provided by Propositions 7.4

and 7.5. Let 0 < ǫ < 1 be a constant to be determined. Suppose Λ̃ ∈ X̃ be arbitrary. Then
using Propositions 7.4 and 7.5, we get that∫

Mm×n(R)

fǫ,η(gtu(x)Λ̃) dµ
(r)(x)

= ǫ−2 + ǫ−1

(∫

Mm×n(R)

m∑

l=1

ϕ̃ηll (gtu(x)Λ̃) dµ
(r)(x)

)
+

∫

Mm×n(R)

ψη1(gtu(x)Λ̃) dµ
(r)(x)

≤ ǫ−2 + Cηt
−ηǫ−1

(
m∑

l=1

ϕ̃ηll (Λ̃)

)
+ Cηt

−ηψη1(Λ̃)

+ ǫ−1ξ(t)

(
d−1∑

l=1

max
1≤j≤min{l,d−l}

(
ϕ̃l−j(Λ̃)ϕ̃l+j(Λ̃)

)ηl/2
)

+ ξ(t)ϕ̃1(Λ̃). (60)
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Note that

ϕ̃1(Λ̃) ≤ ǫfǫ,η(Λ̃). (61)

Also, note that

ϕ̃l−j(Λ̃) ≤ (ǫfǫ,η(Λ̃))
1

ηl−j , (62)

ϕ̃l+j(Λ̃) ≤ (ǫfǫ,η(Λ̃))
1

ηl+j , (63)

1 ≤
(
ǫ2fǫ,η(Λ̃))

)1− ηl
2

(
1

ηl−j
+ 1

ηl+j

)

. (64)

Thus, we have

(
ϕ̃l−j(Λ̃)ϕ̃l+j(Λ̃)

)ηl/2
≤
(
(ǫfǫ,η(Λ̃))

1

ηl−j (ǫfǫ,η(Λ̃))
1

ηl+j

)ηl/2
using (62), (63)

= (ǫfǫ,η(Λ̃))
ηl
2

(
1

ηl−j
+ 1

ηl+j

)

≤ (ǫfǫ,η(Λ̃))
ηl
2

(
1

ηl−j
+ 1

ηl+j

) (
ǫ2fǫ,η(Λ̃))

)1− ηl
2

(
1

ηl−j
+ 1

ηl+j

)

using (64)

≤ ǫ1+αηfǫ,η(Λ̃). (65)

Thus, we get from (61), (60) and (65) that
∫

Mm×n(R)

fǫ,η(gtu(x)Λ̃) dµ
(r)(x) ≤ Cηt

−ηfǫ,η(Λ) + ǫ−2(1− Cηt
−η)

+ (d− 1)ǫαηξ(t)fǫ,η(Λ̃) + ǫξ(t)fǫ,η(Λ̃). (66)

Choose ǫ small enough so that (d − 1)ǫαηξ(t) ≤ Cηt
−η and ǫξ(t) ≤ Cηt

−η. Also choose
b = ǫ−1(1 − Cηt

−η). Then for this choice of ǫ, b, we get (59) follows from (66). This proves
the proposition.

�

8. Final Proof II

Lemma 8.1. If (θ, ξ) ∈ Sing(a, b), then

ψ(gt[u(θ), v(ξ)]Γ̃) → ∞

as t→ ∞. As a result, Sing(a, b) ⊂ Div(a, b, 1).

Proof. By definition, (θ, ξ) ∈∈ Sing(a, b) if, for every δ > 0, there exists Tδ > 0 such that for
all t > Tδ, there exist integers (p, q) ∈ Z

m × (Zn \ {0}) with the vector z = (p+ θq + ξ, q) ∈
u(θ)Zd + v(ξ) satisfying:

|zi|
1/ai ≤

δ

t
for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

|zj+m|
1/bj ≤ t for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n.
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This means that for τ = δ−am/(am+bn)t, we have gτ (u(θ)Z
d + v(ξ)) contains the vector

gτz = (z′1, . . . , z
′
d), which satisfies

|z′i| = δ−aiam/(am+bn)tai |zi| ≤ δ−aiam/(am+bn)taiδait−ai ≤ δambn/(am+bn) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m

|z′j+m| = δbjam/(am+bn)t−bj |zj+m| ≤ δ−bjam/(am+bn)t−bjtbj ≤ δambn/(am+bn) for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n,

where we used the fact that am = mini ai and bn = minj bj . This means that

ψ(gτ [u(θ), v(ξ)]Γ̃) ≥ δ−ambn/(am+bn). (67)

Note that (67) holds for all τ > Tδδ
−am/(am+bn). Since δ > 0 is arbitrary, this lemma

follows. �

Lemma 8.2. Let 0 < ω < ω′. If (θ, ξ) ∈ Sing(a, b, ω′), then there exist T(θ,ξ) := T(θ,ξ)(ω)
such that for all ǫ > 0 and t > T(θ,ξ), we have

ψ(gt[u(θ), v(ξ)]Z
d) > t

ambnω
am+bn+amω .

Proof. By definition, if (θ, ξ) ∈ Sing(a, b, ω′), then there exists T(θ,ξ) such that for all t > T(θ,ξ),
there exists integers (p, q) ∈ Z

m×(Zn\{0}), with the vector z = (p+θq+ξ, q) ∈ [u(θ), v(ξ)Zd

satisfying:

|zi|
1/ai ≤

1

t1+ω
for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m

|zj+m|
1/bj ≤ t for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

This means that for τ = t1+
amω

am+bn , we have gτu(θ)Z
d contains the vector gτz = (z′1, . . . , z

′
d),

which satisfies

|z′i| = tai(1+
amω

am+bn
)|zi| ≤

tai(1+
amω

am+bn
)

tai+aiω
≤ t−

ambnω
am+bn for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m

|z′j+m| = t−bj(1+
amω

am+bn
)|zj+m| ≤ t−bj(1+

amω
am+bn

)tbj ≤ t−
ambnω
am+bn for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n,

where we used the fact that am = mini ai and bn = minj bj . This means that

ψ(gτ [u(θ), v(ξ)]Z
d) ≥ t

ambnω
am+bn = τ

ambnω
am+bn+amω . (68)

Note that (68) holds for all τ > (Tθ)
1+amω/(am+bn). This proves the lemma. �

Proposition 8.3. Let η, η1, . . . , ηd−1 ∈ R be a sequence satisfying the following conditions:

0 < ηi ≤ ζi(µ) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 1,

1

ηi−j
+

1

ηi+j
≤

2

ηi
for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ min{i, d− i},

η = min
1≤l≤d

wlηl,

where 1/η0 = 1/ηd := 0.
Then, the following bounds hold for all 0 < γ ≤ (s(a1 + b1) − η)/η1, 0 < p ≤ 1 and

x ∈ X̃ \ X

dimP (Divergent(x,X , p) ∩ K) ≤ s−
pη

a1 + b1
,

dimP ({θ ∈ K : there exists Tθ > 0 such that for all t > Tθ ,
we have ψ(gtu(θ)x) ≥ tγ }) ≤ s−

1

a1 + b1
(η + η1γ) .
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Proof. We divide the proof into two cases.
Case 1 In this case, we assume η, η1, . . . , ηd−1 satisfies following strict inequalities

ηi < ζi(µ) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 1

1

ηi−j
+

1

ηi+j
<

2

ηi
for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ min{i, d− i}.

In this case, using Proposition 7.6, for every t > 1, choose ǫ(t) and define the collection of
height functions

{ft := fǫ(t),η : t > 1}.

Now it is easy to see that the action of G on X satisfies ({ft}, η)-contraction hypothesis with
respect to measure µ. Indeed, the first two properties of Definition 6.1 follow immediately
from the definition of ft. The third property follows from Proposition 7.6 and for c = 4Cη
and T = btη/Cη corresponding to each t (note that the value of b also depends on t).

Thus, by Theorem 6.3 and the fact that

{θ ∈ K : there exists Tθ > 0 such that for all t > Tθ ,
we have ψ(gtu(θ)x) ≥ tγ } ⊂ {θ ∈ K : there exists Tθ > 0 such that for all t > Tθ and τ > 1,

we have fτ (gtu(θ)x) ≥ tη1γ },

the proposition follows in this case.
Case 2 In this case, fix η, η1, . . . , ηd−1, which satisfies the condition of the proposition but

does not lie in Case 1.
To proceed further, fix a sequence q1, . . . , qd−1 satisfying

qi > 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 1

2qi > qi−j + qi+j for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ min{i, d− i},

where we define q0 = qd = 0. The construction of such a sequence is easy.

For every δ > 0, we define the sequence η(δ), η
(δ)
1 , . . . , η

(δ)
d−1 as

η
(δ)
j =

1
1
ηj

+ δqj
, η(δ) = min

1≤l≤d−1
wlη

(δ)
l ,

for all j. It is then clear that the sequence ηδ, ηδ1, . . . , η
δ
d−1 falls in Case 1, which gives

dimP (Divergent(x,X , p) ∩ K) ≤ s−
pη(δ)

a1 + b1
,

dimP ({θ ∈ K : there exists Tθ > 0 such that for all t > Tθ ,
we have ψ(gtu(θ)x) ≥ tγ }) ≤ s−

1

a1 + b1

(
η(δ) +

η
(δ)
1 ambnω

am + bn + amω

)
.

Now taking the limit as δ → 0, we get that proposition holds in this case as well. �

Proof of Theorem 1.13. Fix ξ ∈ R
m. Using Remark 1.15, we may assume that ξ /∈ Z

m. Then
the element x = [Id, v(ξ)]Z

d does not belong to X and we have

Divξ(a, b, p) = Divergent(x,X , p), (69)

Singξ(a, b, ω) =
⋂

ω′<ω

{θ ∈Mm×n(R) : for all large t, we have ψ(gtu(θ)x) ≤ t
ambnω′

am+bn+amω′ },

(70)

where the latter equality follows by Lemma 8.2.
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Also note that by Proposition 7.2, we know that ζl(µ) > 0 for all 1 ≤ l ≤ d−1. Therefore,
we can construct a sequence η1, . . . , ηd−1 such that:

ηi ≤ ζi(µ), (71)

1

ηi−j
+

1

ηi+j
≤

2

ηi
for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 1, j ≤ min{i, d− i}, (72)

where 1/η0 = 1/ηd := 0. For any such sequence, the results in (7) and (8) follow directly from
(69), (70) and Proposition 8.3. This completes the proof of the first part of the theorem.

For the second part, observe that the Proposition 7.2 guarantees that the constants defined
in (9), (10) and (11) satisfy the conditions in (71) and (72). Thus, the theorem follows. �
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[15] S. Kadyrov, D. Kleinbock, E. Lindenstrauss, and G. A. Margulis, Singular systems of linear forms and

non-escape of mass in the space of lattices, J. Anal. Math. 133 (2017), 253–277. MR3736492
[16] Osama Khalil, Singular vectors on fractals and projections of self-similar measures, Geom. Funct. Anal.

30 (2020), no. 2, 482–535. MR4108614
[17] A. Khintchine, Ein Satz über lineare diophantische Approximationen, Math. Ann. 113 (1937), no. 1,

398–415. MR1513100
[18] Dong Han Kim and Lingmin Liao, Dirichlet uniformly well-approximated numbers, Int. Math. Res. Not.

IMRN 24 (2019), 7691–7732. MR4043832
[19] Taehyeong Kim and Wooyeon Kim, Hausdorff measure of sets of Dirichlet non-improvable affine forms,

Adv. Math. 403 (2022), Paper No. 108353, 39. MR4404030
[20] Taehyeong Kim and Jaemin Park,On a lower bound of Hausdorff dimension of weighted singular vectors,

Mathematika 70 (2024), no. 3, Paper No. e12252, 31. MR4753868



28 GAURAV AGGARWAL

[21] Dmitry Kleinbock and Nick Wadleigh, An inhomogeneous Dirichlet theorem via shrinking targets, Com-
pos. Math. 155 (2019), no. 7, 1402–1423. MR3975500

[22] Lingmin Liao, Ronggang Shi, Omri Solan, and Nattalie Tamam, Hausdorff dimension of weighted sin-

gular vectors in R
2, J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS) 22 (2020), no. 3, 833–875. MR4055990

[23] Roland Prohaska, Cagri Sert, and Ronggang Shi, Expanding measures: random walks and rigidity on

homogeneous spaces, Forum Math. Sigma 11 (2023), Paper No. e59, 61. MR4615460
[24] Johannes Schleischitz, Metric results on inhomogeneously singular vectors, 2022.
[25] Nimish Shah and Pengyu Yang, An upper bound of the Hausdorff dimension of singular vectors on affine

subspaces, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. Ser. B 11 (2024), 1249–1265. MR4819663
[26] Ronggang Shi, Pointwise equidistribution for one parameter diagonalizable group action on homogeneous

space, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 373 (2020), no. 6, 4189–4221. MR4105521
[27] David Simmons and BarakWeiss, Random walks on homogeneous spaces and Diophantine approximation

on fractals, Invent. Math. 216 (2019), no. 2, 337–394. MR3953505
[28] Omri Solan and Andreas Wieser, Birkhoff generic points on curves in horospheres, 2023.
[29] Omri Nisan Solan, Parametric geometry of numbers with general flow, 2021.

Gaurav Aggarwal, School of Mathematics, Tata Institute of Fundamental Research,

Mumbai, India 400005

Email address : gaurav@math.tifr.res.in


	1. Introduction
	2. Notation I
	3. Dimension bound in Generalized Setup I
	4. Final Proof I
	5. Notation II
	6. Dimension Bound in Generalized Setup II
	7. Height Function
	8. Final Proof II
	References

