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JARNIK-TYPE INEQUALITIES
STEFFEN WEIL

ABSTRACT. Itis well known due to Jarnik[14] that the $&ad;, of badly approximable
numbers is of Hausdorff dimension one B&d} (c) denotes the subset ofc Bady, for
which the approximation constat(tz) > ¢, then Jarnik was in fact more precise and gave
non-trivial lower and upper bounds on the Hausdorff dimemsif Bad (c) in terms of
the parametee > 0. Our aim is to determine simple conditions on a frameworkclhi
allow to extend 'Jarnik’s inequality’ to further exampld=r many dynamical examples,
these extensions are related to the Hausdorff dimensiomeo$ét of orbits which avoid
a suitable given neighborhood of an obstacle. Among theiedjdns, we discuss the
setBady,. of badly approximable vectors iR™ with weights7, the set of orbits in the
Bernoulli-shift which avoid a neighborhood of a periodibibythe set of geodesics in the
hyperbolic spac&l™ which avoid a suitable collection of convex sets, and th@ketbits
of a toral endomorphism which avoid neighborhoods of a s¢pdrset.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

1.1. Introduction. An irrational numberz € R is calledbadly approximablef there
exists a positive constant= ¢(z) > 0, calledapproximation constansuch that
C

e (1.1)

for all p € Z andg € N; we may set(z) = inf(, gezxn ¢° |z — 2. The seBad}, of badly
approximable numbers is a Lebesgue null-set, yet it is walkn due to Jarnik [14] that
Bad}, is of Hausdorff dimension one. Note that a positive irragilatumberr € R is badly
approximable if and only if the entries, € N of the continued fraction expansion=

[ag; a1, as, .. .| of x are bounded by some integhr € N. More precisely, lef\/y denote
the set of irrational numbers for which the entries of thetowed fraction expansion
are bounded by, and letBad; (c) denote the set of badly approximable numbers with
c(x) > c. Then,

-2 >
q

My C Badﬁ(ﬁ) C MN+QH

Using this correspondence, Jarnik was in fact more precidegave non-trivial lower and
upper bounds on the Hausdorff dimension of the set of baglycegimable numbers with
approximation constants bounded from below.

Theorem 1.1([14], Satz4). For N > 8, we have
14 _
Nlog(2) 8N log(N)
Here and in the following,dim’ stands for the Hausdorff dimension.

<dim(My) <1 - (1.2)

2000Mathematics Subject Classificatioh1J83; 11K60; 37C45; 37D40.
1 This can be seen by the following. #,/q, are the approximates given by the continued fraction
expansion ok, then——— oz Moreover, ifls—p/q| < 1/(24°), thenp/q = pn/an

DPn
e < |x—q—n| <
for a suitablen.



http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.1314v2

JARNIK-TYPE INEQUALITES 2

In particular, inequality[(1]2), which we calarnik’s inequality implies Jarnik’s theorem
on full Hausdorff dimension oBad},. Various authors continued the study of the &g,
see for example Shallit [28] (and references therein) fouraey, or Hensley [11] who
determined the asymptotics, As— oo, of dim(My ) up to second order. The motivation
of this paper, however, is the relation of Jarnik’s inegudb the following dynamical
question.

Let X = (X, d) be a metric space arld : X — X a continuous transformation. Let
O € X be anobstacld For a subsef C X we obtain the quadruptP = (X, T,0,5)
and consider the set

Badp = {x € S: ¢(x) = iéle d(T"(x),0) > O}E

neNp

of points in S for which the orbit avoids some (open) ball aroufidof radiusc where
¢ = ¢(zr) depends orx. Notice that whenu is an ergodic Borel measure with respect
to 7" and O lies in the support of: thenBadp is a u-null set. The seBadpy has been
studied for several examples with different techniquesjristance via Schmidt's game
and its winning sets (see for instance([8] 26]). As a resuibua qualitative properties
such as full Hausdorff dimension (that is the dimensio'pfa property of winning sets
in a reasonably nice setting, have been achieved. Our goaldstermineguantitative
results on the dimension of the set

Badp(c) ={z €S :T"(x) ¢ B(O,c)foralln € Ny}

for a given smalk: > 0. It is worth pointing out that if the dimension &adp(c) is less
than the one of5, then in many caseBadp(c) cannot be a winning set for Schmidt’s
game.

For example, recall the following correspondence whichad pf Dani’'s correspon-
dence. LefH?/SL(2,Z) be the modular surface, which is a hyperbolic orbifold with a
cusp; for details, we refer to Sectibn3.3. L& be the maximal standard cusp neighbor-
hood and denote b¥; C H, the standard cusp neighborhoodatghtt > 0. The set of
complete 'cuspidal’ geodesieswith v(0) € dHy, v(—t) € H, (hence starting from the
cusp) can be identified with the 56t 1) via the endpoing(co) € [0,1) of a suitable lift
4 of ~, starting fromoo. We say thaty is boundedwith heightt = ¢(v) if v|g+ avoids
the cusp neighborhooH;. Again,~ is bounded if and only ift = A(cc) € [0,1) is a
badly approximable number and a small height) corresponds to a large approxima-
tion constant(z). Jarnik’s inequality[(1]2) thereby gives non-trivial loals, in terms of
the heightt, on the Hausdorff dimension of the set of cuspidal geodesitse modular
surface avoiding a small given cusp neighborhéfhd

While Kristensen, Thorn and Velanii [18] extended Jarntk'sult on full Hausdorff
dimension to a more general setting, our intention is tordatee simple conditions on a
framework which enables to extend Jarnik’s inequalityuidhfer examples - we call such
inequalitiesJarnik-type inequalities We remark that implicitly in the proof of [18] (as
well as in proofs of many other works) a lower bound on the ldau$ dimension of a
given set of badly approximable points with a lower boundraapproximation constant
can be determined. However, the bound is not stated explaid we are furthermore
interested in precise asymptotics of the dimension.

2 Instead of a point, we may alternatively consider an obgath as a topological end &f or a set in
X, providing suitable neighborhoods i (see the examples below).
3 Here and in the followingN, denotes the natural numbers including
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1.2. A sample of the main results. Among the applications in Sectiéh 3, we now present
several Jarnik-type inequalities in their simplest sgii Forn > 1, let Bady.. be the set

of pointsz € R™ for which there exists a positive constafit) > 0 such that the distances
(say in the supremum-norm) fromto all rational vectors satisfy

7 - 2> S0
q q "

foreveryg € Nandp € Z". The seBady, is the classical set of badly approximable num-
bers andBady. is called the set of badly approximable vectors. &of 0, let moreover
Bady. (c) be the subset of € Bady, with approximation constam{z) > c.

Theorem 1.2. There exist positive constanitg &, andt, > 0, depending only on, such
that for all t > t, we have

k ,
n— m < dimBadg. (e V")) < n —
Note thatBady. is a Schmidt-winning set, see [26] (and even HAW-winning).[3-or
n = 1 and larget = log(N) an inequality similar to Jarnik’s inequality (1.2) is reeoed.
More generally, we will also consider the $&dd?,,, of badly approximable vectors with
weight vectorr, as well as intersections &ady.. with suitable 'diffuse’ sets which are,
more precisely, supports of absolutely decaying measwas;Section_3l1. Note that
Broderick and Kleinbock [6] recently extended the resuitBady. to the set of badly
approximable matrices. For the caseBzdy, their bounds are similar but their upper
bound is sharper. However, our proof to determine the uppeand follows from an
axiomatic approach which applies to many examples.

In the following we study the Hausdorff dimension of orbifsaodynamical system
which avoid a small given neighborhood of an obstacle. Osirdixample is an application
of Theoren{ LR2. Let, ., be the space of unimodular latticesit*! which is a non-
compact space with one 'thin’ efithat we view as the obstacle; we referitol[16] for details
and background. Wheh € £, is given bygZ"*! for someg € SL,(R), let A(A) =
min{||gv| : v € Z""', v # 0}. Forsmalle > 0, let L, () = {A € L1 : A(N) < ¢}
which is a neighborhood of the end, in particuldr, (¢)¢ is compact. Consider the
one-parameter semigroup” = {g; : t > 0}, whereg; = diag(¢', ..., e', e™™"), acting on
L., by left-multiplication, that isj, A = ¢g,gZ""* for A = gZ™*. Moreover, forz € R"
consider the unimodular lattice

Ag = (" )Z2" = {(¢z — p,q) : (D,q) € Z" x L}.
The 'Dani correspondence’ states thiat Bady. if and only if the trajectoryF ™A, =
{g:Az : t > 0} is bounded inZ, 4, or in other words, it avoids some neighborhood
L,+1(¢) for somes = £(A;); a similar result is true foBad,. if we consider an adjusted
semigroupF;". More precisely, a computation (se€ [6], Lemha) showss(A;) =
¢(z)7+1, wherec(z) denotes the approximation constantzofTheoreni LR then shows:

v
. et

Corollary 1.3. There are positive constants, k, > 0 such that fort > 7, sufficiently
large we have

k : i
e 6; <dim({z € R" : gAz & L1 (e7/" D) forall s > 0}) <n — t- et

4 By a thin end we mean a topological end for which the injettivadius tends to zero along every
sequence that leaves every compact subsét, of .
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Let us now present the main results of Sectfion 3.3 in the sist@etting; see Section
[3.3 for details and generalizations. In the followinglét= H" /T' be a completén + 1)-
dimensional finite volume hyperbolic manifold. For a poine M let SM, be then-
dimensional unit tangent sphere bf at o. Identify a vectorv € SM, with the unique
geodesiey, : R.o — M, called a ray, starting atsuch thaty,(0) = v.

First assume that/ = (M, d) has precisely one cusp, which is in particular a thin end,
that we choose as the obstacle. Egtbe a sufficiently small standard cusp neighborhood
and letH, C H, be the standard cusp neighborhood at heightd(H,, H,). Fix a base
pointo € M — H, in the compact part af/. Fort > 0 define the set of rayg,, v € SM,,
which avoid the cusp neighborhodf] (and stay in the compact pait®) by

Bady, m,.0(t) = {v € SM, : ,(s) & H, forall s > 0}.

Theorem 1.4. There exist positive constanits k, and a height, > 0, depending on\/
and the choices aff, ando, such that for allt > t, we have

Ky
- t- en/2t

: ky

< dim(Bad,, 3, ,(t)) < n — s
The set of 'bounded’ rays follows to be of full Hausdorff dinsgon, earlier shown by
[24],129], and is even an absolute winning set, see [20].

Now let M be compact and choose a closed geodesic)M as the obstacle. Fig > 0
sufficiently small with respect ta and consider the closeg-neighborhoodV_, («) of «
in M. Leto € M. Given a vectow € SM, define thepenetration lengthof ~, at time
t > 0byL,(t) =0if ~v,(t) € N, (a) and otherwise by, (t) = ¢(I), where/(I) denotes
the length of the maximal connected interyat R* such that € I and~,(s) € N, («)
for all s € I. Note that wheny, has bounded penetration lengths in the neighborhood
N, (a) of ain M then?, avoids a small neighborhood af(depending on the penetration
lengths) in the unit tangent bundi&\/ of M. Hence, for a given length > 0 define

Badys ., (a).0(L) = {v € SM, : L,(t) < Lforallt > 0}.

Theorem 1.5. There exist positive constants k£, > 0 and a lengthL, > 0, depending
on M, « and the choices af ando, such that for all lengthd, > L, we have

: ky
n — m S d|m(BadM7Ngo(a)’O(L)) S n — 1. enL'
Again, the set of 'bounded’ rays follows to be of full Hausffioimension, earlier shown
by [24,/29], and is even an absolute winning set, see [33].

Further Jarnik-type inequalities (and generalizatidrie®above ones) will be obtained
in Section 8. In particular we moreover consider the set afdean the Bernoulli shift
which avoid a periodic word (Sectidn 8.2), and the set ofterbf toral endomorphisms
which avoid separated setsRf (Sectiorl 3.4).

ky

1.3. Further remarks. A given setBad of badly approximable elements (or bounded
orbits) in X as above, definesspectrumS = {c(x) : x € Bad} in terms of the approxi-
mation constants(z). In the case oBad}, S is the classical Markoff spectrum for which
various properties are known, see [7]. Define the functioon S by

D:8 —[0,dim(X)], ¢~ dim(Bad(c)),

whereBad(c) = {z € Bad : ¢(z) > ¢}. In a similar fashion it is possible to define
further suitable functions o8, such asD(c) = dim({z € Bad : ¢(x) = ¢}). Clearly
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the function® is non-increasing an®,(c) < D(c¢). Our results above establish non-
trivial estimates for the functio® in the corresponding context which in turn give further
information about the spectrum. Both functions deservth@&irstudy and provide many
guestions, such as what is the set of discontinuities, theatloof positivity, or the asymp-
totics of ©(c) and®(c) asc — 0.

Outline of the papein Sectiori 2, we introduce the framework and conditions iaan
iomatic fashion which lead to the lower and upper bound orH#esdorff dimension of a
set of badly approximable points with respect to a given kdveaind on the approximation
constant (see SectiopsP.1 2.2 respectively). In $€Ziwe derive the required con-
ditions from ’local measure conditions’ (and separationdibons), which both concern
the parameter space as well as the structure and distmboftihie resonant sets.

In Sectior 8, we apply the deduced bounds to the set of baghpajnable vectors with
weights (Sectioh 311), to the set of words in the Bernoulfisthich avoid a periodic word
(Sectior3.R), to the set of geodesics in a geometricallyefimyperbolic manifold which
are bounded with respect to a suitable collection convex(Sgctiori 3.13), and to the set
of orbits of toral endomorphisms which avoid separated &gk’ (Sectior 3.4).

Acknowledgmentd.he author is grateful to Barak Weiss for helpful suggestihich
led to further results. He thanks an anonymous referee fimenous valuable suggestions
and remarks, improving the paper considerably. This rebdeas been partially supported
by the Swiss National Science Foundation, Project 13508d,the ERC starter grant
DLGAPS 279893.

2. THE GEOMETRY OF PARAMETER SPACES AND THEAXIOMATIC APPROACH

The idea of the axiomatic approach and the required comditasze simple, yet hid-
den below technicalities. We therefore want to roughly axplit for the basic exam-
ple Bad., the set of badly approximable numbers (see Secfion 3.1).»Fs 0, let
R(r) = {p/q € Q : qiz > r}. Fix a sufficiently large parameter> 0. For the lower
bound, we start with any closed metric ball = B(z,1). Now, given a closed met-
ric ball B = By, ;, of radiusr = e~%* at thek.th step, we consider the 'relevant set’
Ak, ¢) = U, jyerei) B/, e~2°r). The constant, = 3 guarantees that at most one of
the ballsB(p/q, e *r) with p/q € R(r - l,) can intersecB. Hence, with respect to the
Lebesgue measufe

wB | BEer) < e u(B) = n(c) - u(B). (2.2)
p/qER(r-lx)

Up to further separation constants, we can find disjointsb@ll, ;,;, ., of radiuse2r
contained inB and in the complement @k, (%, ¢). The number of these balls can be esti-
mated from below in terms af(c). Thus, step by step, we construct a treelike collection
of 'sub-covers’ of the seBad}, (e—>°) with ¢ related tac. This will yield a lower bound on
the Hausdorff dimension @dad}, (e=%) in terms ofr;(c).

For the upper bound, given again a closed metric Bal= B,;, ; of radiusr, =
ufe~*** atthek.th step, we consider the relevant sat;(k, ¢) = U, ,c pir, u.) B0/ eq‘—j)

2c

The parametet,. = u.e~ ¢ guarantees that eithéris contained in a séB(p/q, %) with
p/q € R(ry_1 - u.) or that there exists a poipf/q € R(ry. - u.) with B(p/q, e *ry) C B.
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In both cases,
wBN  |J B <) > e u(B) =7u(c) - u(B). (2.2)

p/qER(TE uc)

Again, up to further separation constants, we can find clbsdld By;, ;,q,,, Of radius
u.e~*°ry, covering the complement ok, (k, ¢) in B, for which the number can be esti-
mated from above in terms ef (c). Thus, step by step, we construct a treelike collection
of covers of the seBad}, (e=2¢) N B;. This will yield an upper bound on the Hausdorff
dimension oBad}, (e~2) in terms ofr,(c).

For our axiomatic approach, we will in fact assume the caomalét (2.1) and[(Z]2) as
well as separation conditions and construct treelike cotlas of 'sub-covers’ and covers
respectively as above.

Remark.Our setting and axioms are similar to tleeal ubiquity setup of Beresnevich,
Dickinson and Velanil[2]. In particular, our main condit®(2.1) and[(2]2) (as well as
(2.20) and[(2.21) respectively) are similar to thabersection conditionsHowever, their
methods served the purpose of determining the Hausdor#miion of the complemen-
tary set, that is the set of well-approximable points andiofSup sets’ in general.

2.1. The general framework. We first introduce the setting of this section that is based
on the notion of{[17] and was adapted in the author’s earle@ky83]. However, some of
the following terminology differs from these works.

The following setting will be considered throughout Secfih Let(X, d) be a proper
metric space. Fix, € R U {—oco} and define the parameter spate= X x (t,,0), the
set offormal ballsin X. LetC(X) be the set of nonempty compact subsetXofAssume
that there exists a function

Y Q— C(X)
which ismonotonigthat is, for all(z, t) € Q ands > 0 we have
Dyt +5) C Dl 1), (2.3)
Example 1. For instance, sinceX is proper, set, = —oo. Giveno > 0, thestandard
function B,, is given by
By(x,t) = B(z,e™ ") (2.4)

which is a monotonic function, whe(z,r) = {y € X : d(z,y) < r} € C(X) for
re X,r>0.

Avectorg = (o4, ...,0,) € RZ, determines the monotoniectangle function
Ry((x1,...,7,),t) = By, (21,t) X - -+ X By, (1,,1) (2.5)
onQ = (X x---x X) xR, ) ) )
If X =Rando = (0,...,0) we writeQ, = R, whereQ,((zy,...,z,),t)is acubein
R" of radius2e~“" centered at 4, . .., z,). We call@Q),, thecube function

ForasubseY’ C X andt > ., we call(Y,¢) = {(y,t) : y € Y} formal neighborhood
and defineP = P(X) x (t., 00) to be the set of formal neighborhoods. Define the
neighborhoof (Y, ¢) € P by

N 1) =NV, t) = | 4y, 0).

yey

Note thaty (Y, t + s) C (Y, t) for all s > 0 by monotonicity [2.B).



JARNIK-TYPE INEQUALITES 7

In many applications, we are interested in badly approximpbints of a closed subset
X of X which is, with the induced metric, a complete metric spaceweier, we do not
require the resonant sets to be containeimut in X. Therefore, let als® = X x
(t.,00) C Q. The monotonic functior induces the monotonic functian: Q — C(X),
defined by

YPw)=Yw)NX, we.

Now let i be a locally finite Borel measure ok and notice that)(w) is a Borel set
for w € Q. We say thatQ, v, u) satisfies gpower law with respect to the parameters
(1,¢1, ) (Short ar-power law or(7, 1, c)-power law), wherer > 0, co > ¢; > 0, if
supgp) = X and

e < p((a,t)) < cpe” (2.6)
for all formal balls(z, t) € Q. This extends the classical notion for the case B,. Note
that the exponent from (2.6) might differ for two different parameter spadéxs 1, 1)
and (€2, o, p).

Thelower pointwise dimensioof 1 atz € supgy) is defined by

1 B
d,(z) = liminf og (i (SL’,T’)).
K r—0 log r

When(Q, By, ;1) satisfies ar-power law theni,(z) = 7 for anyz € X. For a nonempty
subsetZ of X N supf ), defined,(7) = inf,cz d,(x).

2.2. The family of resonant sets, conditions and dimension estiates. Let s, € R with
s« > t,. Consider a countable family of subséts in X, n € N, indexed by the natural
numbers, which are callegsonant setswhile the concept of resonant sets comes from
[2] we remark that our assumptions below slightly differ. dach resonant sdt, we
assign asizes,, > s, (also called deigh). Denote this family by

F ={(R,,sn) :n € N}.
Require that the familyF is increasinganddiscrete that is,

Il R, C R,s; ands, < s, foreveryn € N, and
[D] {neN:s, <t} <ooforallt> s.

Each pair(R,, s,,) gives a-neighborhood of R,,, s,,) with, by monotonicity of,
N (R, 8, +¢) CN(Ry, s,), ¢>0.
We then define the set badly approximable pointwith respect taF by
Badi(]—") ={r € X :3dc=c(x) < oosuchthatr ¢ U N (R, 80+ 0)},
neN

or simply byBad(F) if there is no confusion about the parameter spaces undsidzon
eration. The constant(z) = inf{c € R : z & |,y N(Rn,s, + ¢)} is called the
approximation constardf x € Bad(F). In the following, we are interested in the subset

Bad(F,c)={re X :2 ¢ UN(Rn,sn +c)}.
neN
Using[/] and[D], we define theelevant resonant sefiven the parameter> s,
R(t) = | J Rn = Ru,,
sp <t

wheren; € N is the largest integer such < ¢, and we calk,,, therelevant size
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2.2.1. Dimension estimatesNe now present the main conditions and result of Secfion 2.
Fix a constantl, > 0 for later purpose and assume we are given a parametet.,.
For the lower bound, ldt=[. > 0 and fork € N, definet;, = s; + k¢ + [ and

k
N (Rt = 1)t + ¢ — d.)°. (2.7)
=1
Let 1« be a locally finite Borel measure ot for which we assume the following.
[« > 0] The measure: is positive ony-balls, that is, for allo € Q2 we have

w((w)) > 0. (2.8)

[7(c)] There exists a constanfc) > 0 as follows: given a formal balb = (z,t;) € €,
k € Ny, with z € L;_;(c) there is a collectiort; .(w) of formal ballsw; =

(x;, tpr1) € Q2 satisfying
U(wi) C (W) = N(R(tx = 1)tk + ¢) (2.9)

wherez; € Li(c), such that)(w;) are essentially-disjoint (that i (v (w;) N
Y (w;)) = 0 for i # j), and moreover,

h
x>
—
o
~
I
h
LSS
—
o
~
Il

(U vw) =70 nw) (2.10)
wi€Cp (W)
For the upper bound, let= u. > 0 and fork € N, definet;, = s; + k(¢ + u) — v and
U(c) = U,f(c) = ﬂ N(R,, s, + ¢)°.
sp<tp+u

[N(c)] There exists a constan¥(c) > 0 as follows: given a formal balb = (z,t;) € Q,
k € Ny, with z € Uj;_1(c) there exists a collectio6, .(w) of formal ballsw; =
(i, trs1) € Qwith z; € Ug(c) satisfying

vw - | NRusatoc | dlw) (2.11)

sn<tp+u w; €Cu,c(w)

and with cardinality
[Cuc(w)] < N(c).
Finally, for both bounds we require that the diametepdjalls is bounded.

[c] There exist positive constants and o such that for allw = (z,t) € Q, the
diameter ofi)(w) is bounded by

diam(¢(z,t)) < cpe™ " (2.12)

Remark.As will be evident from the proof, it suffices to requit®&(c)] for all £ > kg
for somek, € N and obtain an upper bound for intersectid®ed(F, c) N ¥ (x,ty,),
see Sectioh 24. Likewise, by requiring the existence ofrm&b ballw = (x,;,) with
(w) C Lg(c), it suffices to requirgr(c)] for all k& > k.

Note that the conditiong: > 0] and[c] depend only on the parameter spé&Qe, 1),
whereag7(c)] and[N(c)] depend also on the familf. Further discussion of the latter
conditions will take place in the next Section]2.3.

The following theorem is the main result of this section.pitsof is skipped to Section
[2.4 below. The above conditions are used to inductively itoostree-like collections of
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covers and 'sub-covefsbf Bad(F, ¢). We point out that conditions similar fg > 0],
[7(c)] and[o] were already used in [17] to derive a dimension estimate.
Theorem 2.1.Let (€, ) be a parameter space af be a family as above satisfying|.
[LB] If i is alocally finite Borel-measure satisfyifig > 0] and[7(c)] then
dim(Bad(F, 2c + I.)) > d,(Bad(F,2c+1.)) — M. (2.13)

oc
[UB] If [N(c)] is satisfied, then for any formal ball = (z, %) € €,
log(N(c))
olc+ue)

For the upper bound, recall that by the countable stabifithe Hausdorff dimension,
given a countable collectiad = {U,, },.en Of setsU,, C X which coverX, we have

dim(Bad(F, ¢)) = dim(u,,Bad(F, c) N U,) < supdim(Bad(F,c) N U,).
neN

dim(Bad(F,c) N¢(w)) < (2.14)

2.3. Deriving [7(c)] and [N(c)] from ’local measure conditions’. Before we present
the proof Theorern 21, we discuss how to derive conditjefx9] and [N (c)] from local
measure (and separation) conditions. First we treat thee@fas general parameter space
(2, %) and then consider the special case tkat the Euclidean space and= @), (the
cube function) ory) = R; (the rectangle function) in order to obtain sharper esésat

In the following, let(£2, ¢) be a parameter space ahe a family as given above. The
following 'separation’ and 'contraction’ conditions deygeon the parameter spage, )
as well as on the ’local structure’ of the resonant $gts

Fix d. > 0. Then consider the conditioné,] and|d,, F| and notice that we choose the
same constant, = d. (v, F) for both of them to avoid technicalities, but considering a
dependency in terms of a parameter 0 would yield sharper bounds below.

[d.] (©,7) is calledd,-contractingif for all (y,¢) € Q andx € X,
€Yy, t+d.) = P(x,t+d.) CY(y,t), (2.15)
g d(y,t) = P, t+d)NY(y,t+d) =0.
[d., F] Moreover, require that(2,v) is d.-separating with respect t&, that is, for all
resonant set&,, C X,t > t., and for allx € X,
€ N(Ry,t) = ¢Y(z,t+d) NN (R, t +d) = 0. (2.16)
Example 2. Clearly, the standard functioB, (z,¢) = B(xz,e ") is d.-contracting for
d. = log(2)/o.

2.3.1. The general caseGiven the parameter > 0 recall the definitions of;, ¢, and
Li(c), Ui(c) respectively. Let. be a locally finite Borel measure on, assume in addition

that for every resonant s&,, andt > s,, ¥(R,,t) is a Borel set. Suppose th@?, v, 1)
satisfies the following conditions.

[k., k.] There are positive constants, k. such that for all formal balls) = (z,t;) € Q
with x € Ly_1(c) andy € ¥(w) N Lg(c),
ke p(¥(x, 1)) < p((y, trsn)) < p((y, thpr — do)) < ke p((a, ty + d)). (2.17)

5 By a collection of sub-covers we mean a collection of settigiive rise to a limit set contained in
Bad(F, ¢), see Section 2.4 below.
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[K.] There is a positive constaif,. such that for all formal balléz, ¢, — d.) € Q with
x € Uy_1(c) andy € (x,t;) N Ux(c),

(Y, T + ) > Ko p((z, B — ). (2.18)

Example 3. When((2, ¢, ;1) satisfies a power law with respect to the parameters, , c;),
then|k., k.] and [K.] hold, independently from the conditions thae L, ,(c) andy €
(w) N L(c) orz € Uy_1(c) andy € ¢(x,t;) N Uk(c) respectively, with

k. — CleT¢ ];, — c_2677(072d*) K. = c_1€f7'(c+uc+2d*) (2 19)
c o c c1 ) c 2 . .

)

The following two local intersection conditions are the @al conditions that need to
be verified in applications and are therefore presented fastams. We again point out
the similarity to the intersection conditions of [2].

The concept of (absolutely) decaying measures was intextlunc[15] and we adapted
it to our setting in[[33] with respect to a given famify.

Definition 2.2. (2,4, ) is called 7(c)-decaying with respect té and the parameters
(¢,1.), wherer(c) < 1, ifall formal ballsw = (x,t; + d,) € Qwith z € L;_;(c) we have

p(@) NN (Rt = L), t + ¢ = d.)) < ) - p((w))- (2.20)

Remark.For ¢ > d,, the condition that: € L,_(c) implies thaty(x, t;) is disjoint to
N(R(t1 — 1), tk_1+¢) D N(R(tg_1 — L), tr + ¢ — d.) by 218). Hence it would
suffice to consider the s&(t, — I, c¢) = R(ty, — l.) — R(ty — l. — ¢) in (2.20). Note that
also the proof of Lemmia 2,112 will work if we only consider thetssR (¢, — I, c).

Note that we called the next condition 'Dirichlet’ sin€eZ2) will follow from Dirichlet-
type results in the applications.

Definition 2.3. (2,4, i) is calledr,(c)-Dirichlet with respect taF and the parameters
(¢, u.), wherer,(c) > 0, if for all formal ballsw = (z,t; — d.) € Qwith z € Uy_1(c) we
have

p@@)n | NRuse+ctd) > 1(e) pliw)). (2.21)

Sn <tp+uc
The above conditions can be transferred into the conditiofag] and[N (c)].

Proposition 2.4. Given(2, ¢, ) and F as above satisfying: > 0], [d.] and|[d., F].

1. If (2,9, ) satisfiedk., k.] and is7(c)-decaying with respect t& and the param-
eters(c, [.) then[r(c)] is satisfied with
(1 —7(c))ke
= _ ) 2.22
()= ¢ 2:22)
2. If (Q, ¢, n) satisfied K] and is7, (c)-Dirichlet with respect toF and the parame-
ters(c, u.) then[N(c)] is satisfied with

(1= 7le))
N(c) < T (2.23)

6 To be more precise we should call this condition 'absolutgly)-decaying’ rather tham (c¢)-decaying
according to[[15]. For the sake of simplicity we omit the téaibsolutely’.
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Proof. We start with the first assertion. Given the formal bal= (z,t;) € Q where
x € Ly_1(c), assume that we have > 0 formal ballsw; = (z;,tx11) € Q, x; € Li(c),
for which (2.9) is satisfied and such that theballs ¢)(w;) are disjoint. We apply(2.20)
on the formal ballyy = (z,t; + d.) € © and usel(2.17) so that we obtain

p((wo) = N(R(ty = 1), tx + ¢ = Ui/f iy trer — di)))

= p(¥(wo)) — p(¥(wo) N (N(R(ty — 1), tx + ¢ — dy) U U@Z)(xi,tkﬂ —d,)))

> (1 (e) ~ m- k(). 7
Aslongasn < (1 — n( )k L, sinceu(y(wy)) > 0 by (2.8), there exists a point

= Q/J(WQ) - N(R(tk - l),tk +c— d*) - UQ/J(SL’Z, tk+1 - d*),
in particular,z’ € L;(c). Definew,, 1 = (2, tx + ¢) € Q. By (2.15) and[(2.16) we know
thaty)(wy,11) is disjoint from both| Ui i) (w;) as well asV (R (tx—1), t,+c). Moreover, by
(2.18) we have that(w,,1) C ¥(w). Iterating this argument untib+1 > (1—7,(c))k. ",
setC(w) = {w; : i = 1,...,m} for which we see by (2.17) that

m+ 1 (1 —7n(c))ke

> ch p((w)) > ok,

which concludes the first part.

For the second part, let now = (x,%;) € Q with x € U,_1(c). Suppose that the we
are already givem > 0 pointsz; € ¢(w) N Uk (c) such that)(z;, tx41 + d.) are disjoint.
Note that if there exists’ € ¢ (w) N Ux(c) with 2’ & U (x4, tr11), theny (2t 1 + dy)
is disjoint toUt)(x;, tx 1 + d.) by (Z.I5) and we setb,, ; = (2/,tx11) € Q. So letm be
the maximal number with respect to this property (which igdims seen below) and let
Cuc(w) ={w;: 1 =1,...m} be the collection of these formal balls such that

w@(w)),

P(w) — U N(R,, s, +¢) =(w)NU(c UQ/J W;).

sp<tp+u
Moreover, by[(2.16) and since
thp1 +do =t + (c+u) +di > 8, + ¢+ ds,

for all s, < #;, + u, they-ballsi(z;, t41 + d,) are disjoint toy)(R,,, s, + ¢ + d,) when
sn <t + u. In addition, they are contained it x;, t;, — d.) by (2.15). Hence[(2.18) and
(2.21) applied to the formal bally = (z,;, — d,) imply
p((wo) = wbwo) N | N(Ruysi+c+da)+ Y (b +d.))
sn<tp+u i=1

> (mulc) +m - Ke)u(y(wo)).
Using (2.8), we get
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which establishes the second assertion. O

2.3.2. The cube functionLor o > 0, let B, (z,t) = B(z, e °"). Thenu satisfies a power
law. However, even in this case, the resulting dimensiomasés might not be sharp
because the constarits k. and K, depend sensitively on the separation consfaniote
that in the applications this may lead to an upper bound owlithension which exceeds
the one ofR™, hence is trivial. However, we may sharpen the bounds ofd&itipn[2.4 by
modifying the above arguments and shifting the separatimstants inta;(c) andr,(c).

Assume in the following that we are given the parameter space,, 1), where) =
R"™ x R and i denotes the Lebesgue measuredh Recall that the monotonicube
function@, on 2 is given by

Qo(z,t) = B(x1,e7 %) x -+ x B(x,,e” %),
which denotes the-dimensional cube of edge length~?* with centerz = (x4, ..., x,).

The crucial point is that, given any cue= Q,(z,t) C R™ ands = log(m)/o for some
m € N, we can find a partition inte»” = ¢?® cubes); = Q. (x;,t + s) satisfying

w(@QiNQ;) = 0 fori#j, and (2.24)
Q = Ues

Up to increasingl.., assume that, > log(2) /o, whereQ),, is clearlylog(2)/o-contracting.
Also adjust the Definitions 2.2 arid 2.3 as follows (where tbastants/. andu,. and
hence the times,, ¢, remain fixed). Modify [(2.20) and require that for all formallls
w = (z,t) € Qwith x € L;_,(c) we have

Qs (W) VN (Rt — le), i + ¢ — 2d.)) < mi(c) - p(Qq(w))- (2.25)

In addition modify [2.211) as well as the definition @f(c) and require that for all formal
ballsw = (z,) € Qwithz € Up_1(c) =N, <i, .20, Qo(Bn, 0+ c+d.) we have

pQow)N | N(Busw+c+d) >7ulc) n(Qq(w)). (2.26)

Sn§5k+ucf2d*

The above partition then strengthens Propositioh 2.4 téaff@ving.

Proposition 2.5. Given({2, @, 1) and F as above satisfyingl,, 7.
1. Letc = log(m) /o for somem € N. If (2.28)holds, theri(c)] is satisfied with
7(c) =1 —7/c).
2. Letc + u. = log(m)/o for somem € N. If (2.26)holds, then N (c)] is satisfied
with
N(e) < (1= 7(c)) - et

Remark.Note that the restriction te = log(m)/o will not be a severe one in the appli-
cations, since for sufficiently large> 0 we can choose a= log(m)/c with ¢ < ¢ and
obtain a lower bound with respect&o The defect can again be shifted to a multiplicative
constant inr(c). Similar applies for the upper bound.

Remark.The improvement (which we will notice in the applications)rdc) and N(c)

relies on the partitiof (2.24) of cubes. This is no longersias in general, not even for
subsets such as fractals of the Euclidean space. Then &gainstance regular Cantor
sets or the Sierpinski Carpet admit a similar partition aedde a possible improvement
of the above constants; see also Exariplé 3.2. However, dsetbxamples the delicate
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point seems to be to obtain non-trivial parametefs) andr,(c) in the conditions[(2.25)
and [2.26) respectively.

Proof of Proposition 2)5For the first assertion, i) = Q,(z,1;) is a given cube with
r € Ly_1(c), letC..(Q) be precisely the collection of cubés = Q, (x;, i + ¢) (rather
than formal balls) of the partition @ as in [2.24), which intersect
QNN (R(ty — 1), ty +c—2d,)°,

and hence cove NN (R(tx — l.), tx + ¢ — 2d,)°. Suppose) as above intersectg N
N(R(tr — 1), tx + ¢ — 2d,)¢ in a pointy. ThenQ C Q,(y,trs1 — d.) becausel, >
log(2)/0, and, sincey ¢ N (R(tx, — l.), tx + ¢ — d.), the supset is disjoint to

N(R(tk — lc),tk +c— d*) D N(R(tk — lc), tr + C)

by (d.2). In particularz; € Q(y, t1.). The first assertion now follows frorm (2125), showing
(U @)= 0=7() Q) =7(c) - n(Q).
Qzeclc(Q)

For the second assertion, @ = Q,(z,%;) is a given cube withe € U,_1(c) let
Cu.c(7,1;) be precisely the cub&$; = Q. (7;,t.1) (rather than formal balls) of the parti-
tion of @ as in [2.24), which intersect the set

WEQQ ﬂ N(Rn75n+c)cv
sngfk‘i’uc*zd*

and hence covell’. LetQ = @, be such a cube which interseéts in a pointy. Then
Q C Q,(y,txs1 — ds). Moreover, when,, < t;, + u. — 2d,, we have

thp1 —de =t + (¢4 ue) —die > 8, + ¢+ d,

so thatQ, (y, tx11 — d.) C Q,(y, sn + ¢+ d.) where the supset is disjoint ig (R, s, +
c+d,) by (d,2). In particularz; € Ug(c). Using thatu(Q, (y,t+s)) = e " u(Q,(x, t))
and applyingl(Z.26) we get (for any
- 1(UQ,eCu (2,5 Qi)
Cuclx, tr)] = :
Cucl: B aen

finishing the proof. O

< (1= 7))t

For later purpose, we shortly discuss how to obtain the ¢mmdi considered above,
given the respective conditions for the parameter sp@cé,,, ;1) and the familyF. Note
that for all formal ball§z, t) € 2 we have

Qo (7,1 + v/n/o) C By(x,t) C Qu(w,1). (2.27)
Thus,Bad%; (F,¢) ¢ Bad?:(F,c) c Bad?(F,c+ /n/o). Moreover, if (2, B,) is
d,-separating with respect t6, letd, = d, + \/n/c and we see that, Q,) is at least
d.-separating with respect 8.

We shall also show the following technical lemma that cangegluo establish the con-
ditions (2.25) (respectively (2.26)) whéf, B,, 1) is 7;(c)-decaying (respectively,(c)-
Dirichlet) with respect toF, at least in special cases.

Lemma 2.6. Leta = 2v/n/o + 3d.. If (2, B,, u) is 7;(c)-decaying with respect t@
and the parameterg:, [..), independent on the condition thatc L (c), then(Q2, Q,, ;1)
satisfieq2.258)for the parametersc, I. + a) and

7i(c) < enola—ds) (c).
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Assume that(?, B,, i) is 7,(c + a)-Dirichlet with respect taF and the parameters
(c+a,u.+a) and independent on the condition thiat ¢, thatis, whenevefz,t —d,) €
Q Wlth xXr 6 ﬂsn§t+(uc+a) NBU(RTH Sn + (C + a,))c then

p(Bow)n | N, (Rusp+ (c+a)+d.) =7(cta) n(B,(w). (2.28)

sn <t4(uc+a)

Then(Q, Q,, 1) satisfieq2.26)for the parametersc, u. + 2a) and
Fulc) > e o2 tVn/o) s (o4 g).

Proof. The proof of the first assertion is straight-forward us[n@ above. We therefore
omit the proof and rather show the second assertion.
First, fort <t,_, + a — 2d. (wheret,_ is with respect tdc, u. + 2a)) we have

Ul?fl(c) = ﬂ NQU(anSn"'C"'d*)C C m N, (R, sn + (¢ +a))%,

sn<tp_1+(uc+2a)—2dx sn<t+(uc+a)

where we used,_; + u. + 2a — 2d, >t + u. + a and [2.2¥) using > d,. Similarly,
B,(z,to—d )N | Np,(Ru, setetatd.) C Qqlx, )N U No, (R, sp+c+d,),

sn<to+uc+a s <tp+uc+2a—2dx

for ty = ,,+a— 2d, sincet,—d, > 1,. Hence, we obtain for aniyz, #,,) with = € U2, (¢)

1(Qo (2, 1) N U N, Ry, s, +c+d)) > 7u(c+a) u(By(x,t))

sn<tp+uct+2a—ds
> mu(c+a) p(Qs(x,to +v/n/0))
Tu(c 4 a)e @RIV u(Qy (2, 8)),
by (2.28), proving the lemma. O

2.3.3. A short discussion for the rectangle functioAs mentioned above, the improve-
ment of the previous section relied on the partition of thbesu Since for the rectangle
function this is only possible in special situations, wepk#ee following discussion short.

Consider the parameter spd€k R, 1), whereQ2 = R" xR andy is the Lebesgue mea-
sure onR™. Recall that the 'rectangle’ functioR; on (2 for a vectorg = (oy,...,0,) €
RZ, is given by

Ry(x,t) = Bz, e %) x -+ X B(w,,e ).

Assume that each; € Q. Write o; = p;/q with the same denominater € N for
every ;. Then similarly to the cube function, given = ¢log(m) for m € N, any
rectangleR = R,(z,t) C R™ can be partitioned inte?* ... mP» = e(2: 7% rectangles
R; = Rs(x;, t + s) satisfyinguR; = Randu(R; N R;) = 0fori # j.

Let d,. > log(2)/ min;{c;} so that(f2, R5) is d.-contracting andd,, F] is satisfied.
Modify (2.28) and [(2.26) with respect to the rectangle fiorwtthat is to the following
conditions. For all formal balls = (z,t;) € Q with z € L;_;(c) we have

U(Rs (W) NN (Rt — o), tr + ¢ — 2d,)) < 1i(c) - Rz (w)). (2.29)

Moreover, for all formal balls) = (z, ¢) € Q with z € U,_1(c) (defined as in(2.26) with
respect tak;) we have

pBo@)n | N(Busat+ctdo) 2 7u() - u(Re(w)). (2.30)

S <tp+uc—2dx
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The above partition then strengthens Propositioh 2.4 téaff@ving.

Proposition 2.7. Given({2, R, 1) witha € Q2 , and F as above satisfyingl.., F|.
1. Letc = qlog(m) for somem € N. If (2.29)holds, ther7(c)] is satisfied with

7(c) =1—m7/(c).

2. Letc + u. = qlog(m) for somem € N. If (2.30)holds, thenN(c)] is satisfied
with

Proof. The proof follows from the proof of Proposition 2.5 by reptagthe cube function
Q. with the rectangle functio®;. O

2.3.4. Dirichlet and decaying measuresn the applications several situations appear fre-
guently which can be translated into the abstract condit{@®2) and[(2.36) below. We
translate these conditions in turn to the ones requiredqusly.

LetS = {S C X} be a given collection of nonempty Borel sets. For instanoesicler
S to be the collection of metric spher§$z,t) = {y € X : d(z,y) = e '} in X, or the
set of affine hyperplanes in the Euclidean spite Assume moreover, thaf;(S,t) is a
Borel-set for allt > ¢, andS € S.

For the lower bound, given a locally finite Borel measuren X, (2,4, 1) is said to
beabsolutely(cs, §)-decaying with respect t8 if for all (z,¢) € © and for allS € S and
s > 0 we have

(i, ) NN (S, t 4 5)) < cse " (. 1)). (2.31)

Remark.WhensS denotes the set of affine hyperplanes in the Euclidean $paeady =
B is the standard function, then (2131) corresponds to thgnaii notion of absolutely
decaying measures, seel[15].

Moreover, we say that an increasing discrete fanfilys locally contained inS (with
respect tq€2, ¢)) if there existd, > 0 and a number, € N such that for allz,t) € Q
we have

Yo, t+ L) NR(E) S (2.32)
i=1
is contained in at most, setsS; of S.

Remark.Notice that Condition[(2.32) also makes sense for a givearpaterc > 0. In
this case, we considér, n. andR(t, c) = R(t) — R(t — c¢) depending o rather thari,,
n. andR(t) respectively.

We say that (2, 1) is d,-separatingf for all formal balls (z,t) € Q and for any sef/
disjointtoy(z, t), we have

Y(a,t+d) NN (M, t+d,) = 0. (2.33)
Clearly, the standard functia, is log(3) /o-separating in a proper metric spake

Proposition 2.8. Let (2, ¥, 1) bed,-separating and lef be locally contained i5. Then,
if (Q,4) is absolutely(cs, 0)-decaying with respect t§, it is 7;(c)-decaying with respect
to F and the parameter§:, [, + d.) for all ¢ > 2d, such thatr;(c) < 1, where

71(c) = nycge 02,
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Proof. Fix ¢ > 2d,. Givenw = (z,t+1,+2d,) € Q andl,, n, € Naswell asSy, ..., S,,
from the definition of[(2.32), we claim that

V(W) NN (R(t),t+ 1 +di + (¢ — dy)) Ch(w) N ON(Si,t + 1+ (e —d.)).

i=1

To see this, lefl/ be the setR(t) — US; which is disjoint toy(z, ¢ + 1.) by (232). By
monotonicity ofy, we have

U(w,t + 1, +2d,) CY(a,t+ 1, +d,)
which, by [2.3B), is disjoint to
N(Mt+1.+d.) DN(M,t+ 1, +c—d,),

for ¢ > 2d, again by monotonicity of). This shows the above claim.
Setl, = I, + d, so thatw = (x,t + I. + d,) € Q. Finally, the claim and{2.31) imply

W) NNR().t+ 1+ (e = d)) < () NS+ L+ dot (o 2d.)
< Mo ((w)),

which shows that is 7;(¢)-decaying with respect t& and the paramete(s, [, +d,). O

As a special case, let = B, be the standard function ad be a proper metric space.
Recall thatd, < log(3)/o, and assume that for all distinct pointsy € R,, we have

d(z,y) >c-e 7, (2.34)
for some constarit > 0.

Lemma 2.9. Let (2, ¢, u) satisfy a power law with respect to the parameters:, c,).
If (2.32)is satisfied, thep. is 7,(c)-decaying with respect t&, wherer(c) = e,
forall ¢ > 2d, andl. = —log(¢)/o + d. + log(2).

Proof. Letl, = —log(¢)/o +1log(2). Given a formal bal(z,t+1,) € 2, at most one point
y € R(t) can lie inB(z, e~?*+)), In fact, for distincty andy’ € R,, (wheren, € N was
the largest integer such thgt < ), (2.34) implies

d(y,y') > efo(anrlog(E)/o) > 2efo(t+l*).

Hence,F is locally contained in the s& = {y € R, : n € N} with n, = 1. Sincep
satisfies the power law, it i(§c—f, T)-decaying with respect t§ and B,. The proof follows
from Proposition 2.8. O

Analogously, for the upper bound and a possibly differefiection of Borel setsS, for
a locally finite Borel measurg on X, (2,1, ) is called(cs, 0)-Dirichlet with respect to
Sifforall w = (z,t) € Q, forall S € S such thatS N ¢(w) # ) ands > 0 we have

H((w) AN (S,t+5)) 2 s p(tb(w)). (2.35)

We say that the familyF locally containsS (with respect to(€2,¢)) if there exists
u, > 0 such that for all formal balle = (z,t — u,) € Q) there existsS € S with

D(W)N S CR(L). (2.36)
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Proposition 2.10. If F locally containsS and (2, v, 1) is (cs, §)-Dirichlet with respect
to S, then(Q2, ¥, ) is 7, (c)-Dirichlet with respect toF and the parameters:, u.), where
Tu(c) > cse0etd),

In the special case wheh locally containsS, whereS consists of subsets of, and
(Q,4, ) satisfies a power law with respect to the parameiets:, c2), we have that

(Q, 4, n) is 7, (c)-Dirichlet with respect toF and the parameter§:, u..), where

Tﬁ«j > %E—T@+hh+u0.

Proof. The first statement is readily checked. For the second one,#e(x,t — u,) € Q
andS € S such thatS N ¢ (w) C R,, N(w). Lety € SN(w). By monotonicity
of ¢ and [2ZI6)(y,t +c+d,) C ¥(y,t —u, +¢) C P(x,t — u, — d,). Hence, for
wo = (z,t — u, — d,) € Q2 we see that

u(@(wo) N [ N (Buysntetd)) = plihlwo) N(y, ¢ +c+ d.))

sn<t

> p((y,t+c+dy)) > Lem T (4 (w)),
which shows the second claim. O

2.4. Proof of Theorem[2.1. We now prove the main theorem of this section. For the
lower bound of dimBad(F, 2¢ + [..)), using[7(c)], we inductively construct a strongly
treelike family of sets such that its limit set,., is a subset oBad(F, 2¢+ [..). Using the
method of [16| 117] (which is a generalization of the ones 8f[32]), based on the 'Mass
Distribution Principle’, we derive a lower bound of din,, ).

For the upper bound of dirBad(F, ¢) N (wp)), we construct a sequent of covers
of Bad(F, ¢) Ny (wp) with uniform bounds on the diameters converging to zero. ifiba
is to inductively use ConditiopV(c)] in order to refine’ a given covet, to a covers;. 4
by smallery-balls and to given an upper bound on the cardinality of thve caver.

2.4.1. Proof of the lower bound [LB].Recall that forc > d, andl. > 0, for k > 0, we
definedt;, = s; + kc + [, and

Li(e) = LY(c) = (\N(R(t: — o), t: + o)°.

Letwy = (z0,t0) € Q be a formal ball and set_,(c) = X (andi, = 0). Construct
a strongly treelike family4 of subsets ofX N ¢ (w) relative tou as follows. LetA, =
{t(wp)}. Assume we are given the subfamily, at thek.th step and a seft(w;, ;) € Ax,
wherew;, i, = (T 4. tk) € QWith z;,_,;, € Li_1(c). Then Conditior7(c)] provides a
collectionC; .(w;,...;, ) Of formal ballsw;,. i, i, ,, = (Tig...ipips s te1) € QWith i 5, ., €
Li(c) such that the sets(wi,...ii,,,) C ¥(wi..q,) are essentially-disjoint (relative {0)
and disjoint ta\V (R(tx — I.), tx + ¢) and satisfy[(Z.10). We therefore define

Ak-i-l - Uio---ik {w(wio---ikikﬂ) P Wig.igigy € Cl7c(wi0---ik)}7
where the indiceg . . . i, run over all indices from the previous construction.
If A (a countable family of compact subsetsXf denotes the union of these sub col-
lections Ay, k € N, the following properties are satisfied with respeci;to

(TLO) u(A) > 0forall A e A (by[u > 0]),

(TL1) forallk € N, forall A, B € A,, eitherA = Boru(ANB) =0,

(TL2) for all k € Nso, for all B € Ay, there existsA € A;_; such thatB C A,
(TL3) forall k € N, for all A € A, there exist®3 € A, such thatB C A.
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We can therefore define A, = Uaca, A and obtain a decreasing sequence of nonempty
compact subset¥ > UA; D UA; D UA3 D .... SinceX is complete, the limit set

A = ﬂ UA,
keN

is nonempty. Define moreover theth stage diametetf, (A) = max4c 4, diam(A), which
by [o] satisfiesi,(A) < c,e 7%, and hence

(STL) limy 00 di(A) = 0.
Finally, by (2.10), we obtain a lower bound for theh stage 'density of children’

Ag(A) = min U1 0 B)

fain (B) > 7(c) (2.37)

of A. This gives a lower bound on the Hausdorff dimensionigf.

Lemma 2.11.If A as above satisfies (TLO-3) and (STL), then

: . | log(7(c))|
> -
dim(A,) > molenjoo d, (o) s
Proof. In [16], Lemma 2.5 (which is stated fof = R™ but also true for general complete
metric spaces, see [17]) a measurés constructed for which the support equals..
Moreover,v satisfies for every: € A, that

k; .
) 2 dyla) ~limsup RN

) ) k;log(T(c)) . \log(r(c))|
> _ = MN77 - = 770
- aﬁoléljoo dy(0) lnkn scuap log(c,e=t) moléljoo Au(o) oc
where we used (2.12) and (2137). For every operi/set X with v(U) >0, let
d,(U) = inf d,(z),
( ) xEUr%I;upp(u) (l‘)

which is known to be a lower bound for the Hausdorff dimensibsupgy)NU = A.NU
(see[10], Proposition 4.9 (a)). Settibg= X shows the claim. O

We establish our lower bound by showing the following Lemma.

Lemma 2.12.The limitsetd,, C ¥ (wo)NBad(F, 2¢+I.); hencedim(Bad(F, 2¢+l.)) >
dim(Ay).

Proof. Let xo, € A. Let{i...i}ren be a sequence such that € Ngent(wiy.. 4, )-
Note that since the sets(w;,. ;) are only essentially-disjoint relative jg the sequence
{io .. .1k }reny Might not be unique.

Assume thatry € N(R,,, s,,) for somem € N (if no suchm exists, then the claim
already follows). Choose the integet> 0 such that,, + . € [tx, tx11). By construction,
Too € V(Wig...irs,) Which is disjoint taNV (R (tp41 — ), tk1 +¢) by (2.9). Since, — 1. <
Sm < tgr1 — l. we haveR,, C R(ty41 — l.) and

Lo ¢ N(R(thrl — lc), tk+1 + C)
= NR(tps1 — 1)ty —le+2c+ 1) DN (R, S + (2¢+1,)),

by monotonicity of). This shows that., € Bad(F,2c 4+ 1,.). O
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2.4.2. Proof of the upper bound [UB]Recall that forc > 0 andu. > 0, we defined
tr = 51+ k(c+u) —ufork > 0and

Uelc) = ﬂ N(R,, s, +¢)€.

Sngfk‘f‘u

Let wy = (wo,%p) € Q be any formal ball. Letf, = {¢(wg)} and setU_;(c¢) = X
(andiy, = 0). Suppose we have already constructedkthie step covets, = {¢(wi,..i, )}
wherew;, i, = (%iy..i, tx) With z;, ;. € Uk_1(c). Condition[N(c)] gives a collection
Cu,c(Wiy...i,) Of formal ballswi, i iv,, = (Tig..igip,1s ter1) € QWith ;0 55 € Uklc)
such that the setg(w;,..,q,,,) cover the set

Uk(c) N ¢(wzozk) = ¢(wzozk) - U N(Rna Sn + C)~ (238)
sp<tp+u
and the number of these sets is bounded abov¥ (2y. Set
ukJrl = Uio---ik {w(wio---ikik+1) P Wig. g1 € ch(wio---ik)} (239)
where the indiceg), . . ., i, run over all indices from the previous construction.

Lemma 2.13. The collectiort/; is a cover ofBad(F, c) N ¢ (wo) by sets of diameter at
moste~ " with

|Z/{k| < N(C)k_l.
Proof. First note that for every € N,
Ule) = () N(Rusn+0) D (YN (R 50+ ) =Bad(F,c).
sp<tp+u neN

SinceBad(F, ¢) C Ux(c) and by [2.3B), we have
Bad(F,c) N (Upe,, U) C Bad(F,c) NUk(c) N (Upeu,U)

= Bad(F,c) NUyey, (Uk(c) NU) C Bad(F,c) N (Uvey,.,U)
This shows thal;, is a cover oBad(F, ¢) N (wy), Since

Bad(F,c) N1p(wo) C Bad(F,c) N (Upa,U) C ... C Bad(F,c) N (Ure U) € | U

Uely,
Moreover, it is finite and bounded by, = |U/| with
Ny < N()Np_1 < ... < N(e)* 1Ny = N(c)"!
and the sets dff;, are of diameter at most.e~?* by [o]. This finishes the proof. O

Finally, if 4° denotes the-dimensional Hausdorff-measure &n then
H*(Bad(F, ¢) N (wp)) < lim H5(Bad(F, ¢) N¢h(wo)) < lim inf |14y - (cpe™ )%,

which is finite wheneves > lim inf._, h;g(l?g% and in particular for

log(N(©)) | po oo —loa(th)
o(ctue) = koo log(c,e )
This establishes the upper bound of the theorem,

log(N(c))
olc+ue)

(2.40)

dim(Bad(F, c¢) N (wp)) <
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2.4.3. A final remark on the upper bound.et X = R" in the following. In the case that
1 is not the standard functioB,, but for instance the rectangle functiéy, we may give
a different upper bound in the following situation.

Lemma 2.14. Assume that conditions| and [N (c)] hold. If there isf > 0 ands > o
such that any)-ball ¢(z, t) can be covered by, (¢) < 2¢% cubess(z;, t), then

log(N(c))
e+ ue)

Proof. Let¢(w) € Uy, w = (x,t;), be anyp-ball from the covets, constructed in(2.39).
Covery(w) by Ny () cubes, (z;, t) and denote the collection of these cubegdyThe
collectioni4;, by sets of diameter—* and of cardinality at mos¥, (%) - |Us] is a cover
of Bad(F, ¢). The proof follows by the arguments of the previous section. O

dim(Bad(F, c) N (wp)) < g +

For later purpose, we state the following elementary Lemrts.proof is a simple
volume argument and omitted.

Lemma 2.15. Let6 = max;{o;}, wherec € RZ,. Then any rectangl&;(x,t) can be
covered byV;(t) cubes;(z;, t), where

N;(t) < 2emo—2ioit,

3. APPLICATIONS

Verifying the conditions of the axiomatic approach we datiee upper and lower bounds
on the Hausdorff dimension &ad(F, ¢) of several examples.

3.1. Bad.. Forn > 1, letr € R™ be a given weight vector withy, . . ., r,, > 0 satisfying
> r; = 1. We adjust the usual definition (which in particular différsm the one in the
introduction) of badly approximable vectoBady,.. with weight7 to a more convenient
one for our situation. A vectot = (x4, ...,,) € R™ belongs tdBad}. if there exists a
positive constant(z) > 0 such that for every € Nandp = (p1,...,p,) € Z" there is
some; € {1,...,n} with
py )

q - ql-i—rZ
Note that forr = (1, ..., 1) we writeBadg. = Badg. which agrees with the set of badly
approximable vectors. Fer> 0 let Badg,. (¢ ~¢) be the subset of vectosse Bady. with
c(z) > e "

Defines = (1 +7r,...,1+r,). Asin [17,[33], we let lef2 = R" x R and consider
the rectangle functiok, : QO — C(R"), given by the rectangle determined bythat is,
the product of metric balls

Ra(f,t) = B(.Il, 67(1+T1)t) X o0 X B(xn’ e*(1+7“n)t).

|3

Denote byr, = max{r;} and byr_ = min{r;} > 0. Clearly, we have diafR,(z,t)) <
2e~1+7-)t ‘hencer = 1 +r_ in [o].

In the following, letS be the set of affine hyperplaneslkY. Note that, ify denotes
the Lebesgue-measure @&, it follows from [15] Lemma 9.1 (see also [33] for the case
of rectangles), that?, R, 1) is absolutely(d, c,)-decaying with respect t§ for § =
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1+min{ry,...,r,} = 1+r_ and some;, > 0. Moreover,(Q, R;, 1) satisfies dn + 1)-
power law. More precisely, for allz,t) € Q we haveu(R;(z,t)) = 2"e~ "+t Define

__ log(3)
d, = ﬁT and fore > 0,

l. = % + 45 log(2) + ﬁg_%, ue == (c+ (1+7r4)2log(2)) = = + u..

Theorem 3.1.Let X C R" be the support of a locally finite Borel measwr@n R" such
that (2, R, 1) satisfies a(r, ¢, co)-power law. When(2, R, 1) is absolutely(d, ¢s)-
decaying with respect 8, then forc > log(cs) /0 + 2d. we have

log(2) + 2log(2) + 27d. + [log(1 — s e=0¢)|
(1+7r_)c '

Moreover, wherr € Q, there existc, > 0 depending only om and 7 such that for
¢ > ¢y We have

dim(Bady,. (e~ t)) N X) > d,(X) —

Y

. log(1 — 18¢,e~(1*r-)e
dim(Bady, (L)) > g 2 (EEr ”

B [log(1 — %3*("“)(1”—)67(n+1)(c+uc))|
(14 ry)(c+ ue + 2d.)

Theoreni 1P follows by applying the Taylor expansion anaog out the modification
in the definition from the introduction (which results in arisformation of the exponents).

dim(Badg.(e ) <

Remark.As pointed out by the referee, given a frackalc R”, non-trivial upper bounds
for dim(Badg. (e~¢) N F') of the intersection (that is dimensions strictly less thian(d"))
would imply that the Hausdorff-measure éhof Badg.(e~“) N F'is null. This in turn
would extend a recent result of Einsiedler, Fishman, Sha8lf. Our results, unfortu-
nately, give no answers to this question. However, recalti@e[2.3.2 for a remark on
possible extensions to fractals such as the Sierpinksetargegular Cantor sets.

3.1.1. Proof of Theorem 3l1For &k € N we define the set of rational vectors
R.={p/qeQ":peZ",0<q<k}

as resonant set and define its sizeshy= log(k + 1). The family F = (Ry, si) is
increasing and discrete. Moreover, sifRé) is a discrete set for all > s, and sincel;
is a product of metric balls, it is readily checked th@t R,) is d,-separating with respect
to F. Also (0, R,) is d,-separating and,-contracting.

For the lower bound, we shall show the following.

Proposition 3.2. Letc > log(cs)/d + 3d.. Then(Q), Ry, 1) is 7;(c)-decaying with respect
to F and the parameteréc, 1), wherer;(c) = cse~%¢24-), Moreover, when: denotes
the Lebesgue measure, théh R, ;1) satisfieg2.29)for the parametersc, I, + d.) with
71(c) = cpeltr-)dsg=(4r-)e,

Proof. Choose any, > log(n!)/(n + 1) + n/(n + 1)log(2). Note that for a formal ball
w = (Z,t+ l.) such that < s the sidelights;, of the boxR;(w) satisfy

PLeepn = e~ () (t+L) | 9= (14r)(t+)

n ,—(14+n)sy—log(n!)—nlog(2) 1
< 2" k S al(k+1)nF1-

We now use the following version of the 'Simplex Lemma’ du®tvenport and Schmidt
where the version of this lemma can be found.in [18], Lemma 4.
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Lemma 3.3. Let D C R" be a box of side lengthg,, ..., p, such thatp,...p, <
1/(n!(k + 1)"*1). Then there exists an affine hyperplansuch thatk, N D C L.

This shows thatF is locally contained in the collection of affine hyperplar@swvith
n. = 1. Since(, R5, i) is absolutely(d, cs)-decaying with respect t8, if follows from
Propositior 2.8 that(2, R, i) is 7;(c)-decaying with respect t& for all ¢ > 2d, where
l. =1, =1, +d, and7(c) = cse*~2) with 7;(c) < 1. Remarking that;(c) < 1 for
¢ > log(cs)/0 + 2d, shows the first claim.

Let nowy denote the Lebesgue measure which is absolytelyr_, ¢, )-decaying with
respect taS. Setl. = [, + 2d,. Then by the above, given any= (x,t +1.) € €, itis
readily shown that for > 3d, + log(c,)/(1+r_),

(R (W) NN (R(t), t 4+ 1o + ¢ — 2d,)) < cpe” T2 (R (W),
which shows the second claim and finishes the proof. O
For the upper bound, we need the following.

Proposition 3.4. Let i be the Lebesgue measureRh. Then(R" x R, R, ) is 7,(c)-
Dirichlet with respect toF and the parameter§:, u..), wherer,(c) = &e= 274 . ¢~ 7(eHue),

Moreover,(R" x R, R,, 1) satisfies2.30)for the parametersc, u, + 2d,) with 7,(c) =
ie—(n-f-l)d*e—(n—i—l)(c-l—uc).

Proof. Note that using the pigeon-hole principle as for the claddirichlet Theorem,
the following Lemma can be shown; its proof is readily chetke

Lemma 3.5. Letz € R™. For everyN € N there exists a vectap, ...,p,) € Z" and

1 < ¢ < N suchthat, fori =1,...,n, we have
; 1
‘ﬁi—g < .
q ~ gN™

Defineu, = ¢/r_ + u, as given above and lete X = R". Givent > 0, let NV € N be
the maximal integer such thhaig(N) < ¢ + u., hencef + u. < log(N) + log(2). Letp, ¢
as in the above lemma, giveéw. In the case whehvg(q) < t + u. — (¢ + u.), we have

; 1
|37i - Zl < )
q gN™
< e log(q)—r; (t+uc—log(2))
< e~ (1473) log(q) —ri(ctuc—log(2))
< e~ (Hri)loglgtl)+e) e*(1+n)(sq+0)’
foreveryi = 1,...,n, where we used in the last inequality that

ri(ue —log(2)) = t(c+ (1 +7y)log(2))
> c+ (1 +r)(log(q+ 1) —log(q)).

This shows B
T € Rs(p/q,s4+¢) C U N(R,, s, + ).
$q<t+uc—(ctuc)
Hence, we may assunhez(q) > ¢ + u. — (¢ + u.) and obtain that for every=1,...,n,
2 — | < e lop@rilthue)
g =

< 6_(1+ri)(t+u0)+(c+uc» < e—(1+ri)t’
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sincer;u. > c. This yieldsp/q € R,(z,t). ThusF locally contains the set of rationals,
seel(2.36). Since by assumptiah= R", it is readily shown (by replacing, with u. in
the proof of Proposition 2.10). thé®, R, ) is 7, (c)-Dirichlet with respect toF and the
parametergc, u.), wherer,(c) = &e 2% . ¢~7(¢tue), This shows the first claim.

Now seti,. = u. + 2d,. Givenw = (z,t;) € Q with z € Uy_1(c) (defined as in[(2.26)
with respect toR?;) the above argument again shows that therg/is € R,(z,t) with
p/q € R(t, + u. — 2d,). Hence,

p(Ry(w) N U N (R, 8, + c+d,)) > temmthletuetd) oy (R(w),

Sn ka +fbc—2d*

which shows the second claim and finishes the proof. O

Note moreover the following.

Lemma 3.6. Givenc > 0 we haveBad’” (F, ¢) C Bady. (3¢7¢) N X andBadg.(e™¢) C
Bad: (F, c).

Proof. For the firstinclusion, it € Bad” (F, c), then for every/q, wherep = (py,...,p,) €
Z"andg € N,z ¢ N(R,, s, +c¢) D Rs(p/q, s, + c). Hence, for someée {1,...,n}, we
have

e—(l—i—m)c e—(l—i—m)c

(147 (sg+0) _ S
(q + 1)1+r¢ - 2q1+7‘¢ ’

|z, —pifq| > e

hencez € Badg. (3¢ °) N X. For the second inclusion, let € Badg.(e~¢). Thus, for
everyp/q with p € Z" andq € N there exists € {1,...,n} such that

. —(1+r;)c
i — Pi e— (1473 > o~ (4 (sate)
¢ — gt T
hencet € Bads (F, ¢), finishing the proof. O

Finally, using the above Propositions, we obtain the foitay First, Theorern 211 [LB],
together with Proposition 2.4 and (2119) (givifig, k.]), establishes

dim(Badg. (le~ )N X) > dim(Bady (F,2c + I, + d.))
_ |log(1 — 7i(c)) + log(k) — log(2k.)|

> d,(X)

(1+7r_)c
log(2) + 2log(2) + 27d. + [log(1 — cse¥dxe0¢)|
Z dM(X) - (1 + T,)C )

which is the lower bound for the first part of the Theorem.

In the following, lety be the Lebesgue measure so that= R" with 7 € QZ, and
hences € Q%,. Suppose each; = p;/q with the same denominatgr< N. Then for
¢ = qlog(m) for somem € N, Theoreni_21 [LB] together with Propositibn 2.7 show

llog(1 — ¢pelr=)2ds = (14r-)ey)

- (1+7r_)c

dim(Bady, (§e~ - +4)))
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For the upper bound, let+ u. = glog(m) for somem € N. Using Proposition 2]7,
Lemma 2. 14 and Lemnmia 2]15 (with= 1 + r, andf = né — >, 0;) show
dim(Badi.(e %) < dim(Badi(F,c))
na— _ Zi o; + 10g ((1 — ief(n‘i’l)d* 67(n+1)(c+u0)) . 6(22 Ui)(c+ﬂc))

o a(c+ )

|log(1 . lef(nJrl)d*ef(nJrl)(chuc))|
< n— .

(IT+7y)(c+ue+ 2d,)

Restricting toc > ¢, sufficiently large, withc, depending only om and#, we obtain the
bounds stated for Theordm B.1, finishing the proof.

<

3.2. The Bernoulli shift X*. Forn > 1, let* = {1,...,n}" be the set of one-sided
sequences in symbols frofi,... n}. Let T denote the shift and let™ be the met-
ric given by dt(w,w) = e~ mnliztw@®70@} for 4 # w andd(w,w) = 0. Note that
dim(X*) = log(n).

Fix a periodic wordo € " of periodp € N. Forc € N, consider the set

Sz(c) ={w e L : Thw ¢ B(w, e~ V) for all k € N}.
Theorem 3.7. For everyc € N we have

dim(S,(c)) < log(n) — M’
C
as well as
_ |log(1 —n"°)|
—

Remark.Note that the Morse-Thue sequenedn {0, 1} is a particular example of a
word in Sy (2p) for any periodic wordw or periodp. In fact, w does not contain any
subword of the formiVWa wherea is the first letter of the subwortd’; for details and

more general words if;, we refer to an earlier work of Schroeder and the authar [27].

dim(Sg(2c +p+ 1)) > log(n)

Proof. Fork € Nandwy € {1, ..,n}*, letw, € X denote the words;, = w;w. Consider
the resonant set®, = {w} and fork € N
Ry ={w e X" :w, € {1,..,n}", 1 <k})UR,,

which we give the size, = k + 1. The family F = (R, s) is increasing and discrete.
Note that we lef) = X1 x N and consider the standard functiBn for which we have
d, = 0 for [d,] and[d., F] ando = 1 for [o]. Moreover, we havBad(F, c¢) = Sz(c). To
see this, note that (7% 1w, w) < e~V if and only if
w(k)...w(k+c)=w(l)...w(c).
Thus, forwy, = w(1) ... w(k) andw;, = ww we haved* (w, w;,) < e~*+<1 if and only
if w € B(wy, e~ *+9) C N, (Ry, s + ¢).
For the lower bound, let,, andw,, € R,, be distinct. By definition ofo,, andw,,
there exists € {1,...,m + p} such thato,, (i) # w,,(i); hence

dY (W, Byy) > € PHH) = e7Pemom

and we are given the special cake (P.34) wite= e ?. Moreover, for the probability
measure: = {1/n,...,1/n}Y, (Q, By, u) satisfies

M(B(w, 6—(t+1))) — n—t — ne—log(n)(t—i—l)’
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and hence 8log(n), n, n)-power law. From Lemma 2.9 we see ti@t B, 1) is (log(n), 1)-
decaying with respect t& and the paramete(s, p + 1). Applying Theorem[(Z]1) [LB],

together with Propositior (2.4) and (2119) (givihg= k. = n), we obtain

~ log(2) + [log(1 —n™°)|

. .
However, note thaf(2, B,) satisfies a partition as i _(2]24) for everye N. Following
the arguments of the proof of Propositlon]2.5, we can sedhlbatonstantlog(2)’ can be
omitted.

For the upper bound, l€tw, s;) = (w,k+ 1) € Q. If wy, = w(l)...w(k), letw, =
wrpw € Ry, which lies in B(w, e*); hence,R; N By(w,s;) # 0. Thus, Lemma2.10
shows that?, By, 1) is (log(n), 1)-Dirichlet with respect taF for u, = 0. Theorem[(2.1)
[UB], together with Proposition (2.4) and (2]19) (givig. = n°), yields

. log(1 —n~—¢
dim(S,(c)) < log(n) — M
finishing the proof. O

dim(Sg(2c +p + 1)) > log(n)

3.3. The geodesic flow inH"*!. Although the following setting is even suitable for
proper geodesic CAT(-1) metric spaces, we restrict to tiaé mgperbolic spacéi™*!.
The reason is, given a non-elementary geometrically finiggnan groupl’, the existence
of a nice measure satisfying ti&obal Measure Formuldsee Theorerh 3.12). We start
by introducing the setting and a model of Diophantine appnation developed by Her-
sonsky, Paulin and Parkkonen in[12] 13, 23], which allowgmadhical interpretation of
badly approximable elements.

In the following,H" ! denotes thén + 1)-dimensional real hyperbolic ball-model. For
o € H"™, we define thevisual metricd, : S™ x S™ — [0, 00) ato by d,(£,€) = 0 and

do(&,m) = e @M,

for & # n, where(-, -), denotes the Gromov-productatNote that ifo = 0 is the center of
the ballH"*! then the visual distanag, is bi-Lipschitz equivalent to the angle metric on
the unit spheres”. The boundarns™ = 0,,H"*! is a compact metric space with respect
to d, and we will consider all metric balls to be with respect/ian the following.

Let " be a discrete subgroup of the isometry graufii”™!) of H"*!. Note that an
isometryp of H"*! extends to a homeomorphism 8f. We denote the image of a set
S C S™undery by ¢.S. Thelimit set AT of ' is given by the sef.oN S™ (independent of
0), which is the set of all accumulation points of subsequsfreanl’.o = {¢(0) : ¢ € I'}.
Recall that a subgroup, C T is calledconvex-cocompadt AT’y contains at least two
points and the action df, on the convex hulCT'; has compact quotient. We cdll,
bounded paraboli@ I'; is the maximal subgroup df stabilizing a parabolic fixed point
& € Al andT’ acts cocompactly onl" — {£,}. Moreover, we call’y almost malnormal
if p.AToyN ATy = 0 for everyp € T — T,

LetI" be a non-elementary geometrically finite group. We refeégE) for the following.
For the convex hulCT’ of AT, the subse€T" N H"*! of H"*! is closed, convex antl-
invariant. The convex coréM C M of M = H"*!'/T is the convex closed connected
set

CM = (Cr nH")/T = Kul| JV;,

which can be decomposed into a compact Setand, unlesd’ is convex cocompact,
finitely many open disjoint setg; corresponding to the conjugacy classes of maximal
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parabolic subgroups df which are bounded parabolic and almost malnormal. Moreover
if = denotes the projection tb/ = H"/I" we may assume that eaéh = 7(C;) N CM
is the projection of a horoball’; contained in the convex cot®\/, where the collection
©(C;), ¢ € I'— Staly(C;), is disjoint.

We call the projectiory; and every projection of a smaller horoball (in the convexegor
contained inV; a standard cusp neighborhood.

3.3.1. The setting.Let I" be a non-elementary geometrically finite group withouipéidi
elements as above ahg C I', 7 = 1, 2, be an almost malnormal subgrouplirof infinite
index. We treat the following two ’disjoint’ cases simuleusly.

1. There is precisely one conjugacy class of a maximal péasaebgroupl’; of I'.
Letm be the rank of'; and letC; be a horoball based at the parabolic fixed point
& of I'y as above.

2. LetI" be convex-cocompact such thef C S™ is not contained in a finite union of
spheres o™ of codimension at leadt LetI'; be a convex-cocompact subgroup
andC; = CI'; be the convex hull of; which is a hyperbolic subspace (thatds,
is totally geodesic and isomedfito the hyperbolic spadd™).

Remark.The requirements that there is only one parabolic subgno@ase 1.or thatl’
itself is convex-cocompact i@ase 2.will be necessary for the Global Measure Formula.
More precisely, we need to control the 'depth of geodesis myhe cuspidal end’ which
Is not possible irCase 2if CM is not compadﬁ.

Note that, sincd’; is almost malnormal, we havg = Stal-(C;) so thatl’; is deter-
mined byC;. In addition,C; is (e,T)-immersedthat is, for everye > 0 there exists
T =T(e) > 0 such that for allp € T' — T'; we have that diafoV.(C;) N p(N.(C;)) < T;
see[23]. In the first case, we therefore assume, after shgiik, that the images(C),
[¢] € T'/T";, form a disjoint collection of horoballs. For the secondezase lete = §, and
Ty = T(250) whered, is the constant such thél" ! is a tripodd,-hyperbolic space.

Example 4. Clearly, if M = H"™! /T is a finite volume hyperbolic manifold with exactly
one cusp, theRase 1lis satisfied withn = n. If " is even cocompact, then every closed
geodesicy in M determines a subgroup, as in Case 2.and C; (a lift of «) is one-
dimensional. Moreovef’ can be estimated in terms of the lengtlhadnd the length of a
systole of\/ (or with the injectivity radius 'alonga).

3.3.2. A model of Diophantine approximation and the main res@tvenl’, I';, 7 = 1, 2,
as above, we fix a base pointe H"™! such thatr(o) € K. For technical reasons, we
also fix a sufficiently large constatyf > 0. For the respective cases= 1,2, denote the
quadruple of data by

Di == (F, Ci7 0, to)

Forr = [p] € T'/T'; we define
Di(r) = d(o, o(Cy))

which does not depend on the choice of the representatfe. Note that the setD;(r) :
r € I'/T';} is discrete and unbounded (seel |23, 33]); that is, for exepy 0 there are only

7 With respect to the induced metric 653.
8 However, wher is a lattice so that the measure will satisfy a power I@ase 2.is possible but further
arguments for Lemnfa3.116 are necessary.
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finitely many elements € I'/I'; such thatD;(r) < D and there exists ane I'/I"; with
Now, fori = 1,2 and for{ € AT" — I'.AT'; define theapproximation constant

ci(&) = inf eP M d, (€, 0. AT;),

r=[p]el’/T;: D;(r)>to
If ¢;(€) = 0then¢ is calledwell approximableotherwise it is calledadly approximable
(with respect tdD;). Define the set of badly approximable limit points by
Bad(D;) = {{ € AT —T.AT'; : ¢;(§) > 0} C AT,
andBad(D;, e ) the subset of elements for whiel{¢£) > e~

Thgorem_3.8~. Letd be the Hausdorff dimension Af". Then there exists > 0, constants
ki, ki, ku, ku, k, > 0 determined in the following, and an exponent- 0 (from Theorem
[3.13 below) such that for all > ¢, we have

k?l + |10g(1 — ]2’1 67(267m)c/2)|
c/2 — (6o +log(2))

as well as

k’l + |10g(1 — El 67Tc/2)|
0/2 — (To + 50 + 2 log(3))
Remark.It is well known (seel[21]) tha2d > m. In fact, it follows from the lower and
upper bound that > m in our case. Therefore, the upper bound is only suitable fei0
such that the right hand side is smaller than the trivial loburFor the second case, note

that if C5 is an axis, we can choose= §. We moreover expect thatis dependent on the
dimension ofC; (and of course on).

[log(1 — k., e*(35*m)c)| — l~€u
2c+ k,

d— < dimBad(Dy,e7¢)) < (26 —m) —

J

J—

< dimBad(D,,e™¢)) < 5 — [log(1 —

In the special case whdnis of thefirst kind that isAI" = S™ (for instance ifl" is a
lattice), we can improve the above theorem to the following.

Theorem 3.9. Let againT > 0 be the exponent of Theorém 3.13 below. If in addition
A’ = S™, then there existg; > 0 and constantslcl,kl,ku,kuﬁ > 0, such that for all
¢ > ¢o We have

~ [log(1 — ky e~me/?)| llog(1 — k, e~2m°)|

< dimBad(Dy,e ) <n—

c/2 — ki 2c + ky ’
as well as
llog(1 — k; e77¢/2)| : _ llog(1 — k, e7"¢)]
— < dim(Bad(D €N<n-— .

As a corollary of Theorern 3.9 we obtain Theorem 1.4 and Thedr&.

3.3.3. Proof of Theorem 114 and Theorém]|18otice the following dynamical interpre-
tation of the seBad(D;, e ©).

Lemma 3.10( [33], Lemma 3.16 for the context of CAT(-1)-space$here exist positive
constantsy, ko > 0 (we may assume, > 1) andty > 0 with the following property:
if C is a horoball based ab,.C = n € d,,H" or C; is a hyperbolic subspace with
d(o,C;) > to, then for all§ € AT ande > ¢y we have

L e[t t+]) € O,

9 The constants may differ from the ones in the proof.
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2. 70,5([757 l+ C]) - Néo(CQ)’
for somet > d(o, C;), if and only if

1. do(gu 77) < Ko e=c/2. e—d(o,Cl)’
2. d0(§7 80002) < Kge ©- e*d(mcz)_

Note moreover that the penetration lengthf a geodesic ray in a horobdll differs from
its "height’ ¢/2 only up to additive constants; see again [33].

Recall the setBad,y, 1, ,,(t) andBady . (a),.(L) considered in Theorem 1.4 and Theo-
rem[L5 for large constantsand L. By Lemmd 3.1D and the above discussion, they lift to
the setBad(Dy, e—f) andBad(D,, e %) respectively for suitable da@®,; andD,, where
¢, L agree witht andL up to a constant independentgr. (determined by Lemnia3.1L0).
Finally, we finish the proof by applying Theorém 3.9 and thgldaexpansion.

3.3.4. Preparation: a measure oAI'. Leto = 0 be the center so that the visual metric
d, is bi-Lipschitz equivalent to the angle metric on the untee S™. Hence, ifl" is of
the first kind, then the Lebesgue measureS6rsatisfies a power law with respect to the
visual metricd, and the exponent. More generally, recall that theritical exponenbf a
discrete groufg’ C I(H""!) is given by

6(I)=inf{s>0: Z e~sd@e(@) < 00},

pel’

for anyx € H**!. If " is non-elementary and discrete then the Hausdorff dimansfio
the conical limit set ofAT" equalsd(I") and if I' is moreover geometrically finite, then
dim(AL') = §(T") (see[3]).

Moreover, associated 1g there is a canonical measure, Paterson-Sullivameasure
ur, which is ad(I')-conformal probability measure supported/on. For a precise defini-
tion we refer tol[211]. There are various results concernirggRatterson-Sullivan measure.
Here, we will make use of the following.

Let I' be a non-elementary geometrically finite Kleinian groupra€ases 1.and?2.
above. Let moreoveb, be the diameter of the compact p&ftof the convex cor€ M
of M. For a limit point{ € AI', we lety, . be the unique geodesic ray startingoiand
asymptotic ta. In Case 1.define thedepthD, () of the pointy,¢(¢) in the collection
of horoballs{¢(C) },er, WhereD;(§) = 0 if ~,¢(¢) does not belong ta, cr¢(C1), and
Dy(&) = d(7,£(t), 0p(Cy)) otherwise; inCase 2we simply setD,(£) = 0 for all ¢t > 0.

We need the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.11. We have
D;(&) < d(7o¢(t),T.0) < Dy(€) + 4log(1 + v/2) + Dy.

Proof. By the arguments given below, the proof is obvious i convex-cocompact (and
hence the sel’ is empty) and we may assume that we are g@ase 1.Recall that the
convex cor&C M = (CT' N H"*1)/T consists of (the disjoint union of) the compact &ét
and the set” which we may assume to be the projectiornCgfn CI'. SinceCTI is convex
ando € CT, for every limit point{ € CI the rayy,¢(R™) is contained irCT" and hence
covered by lifts of " and of V. Sincer (o) € K, if 7,¢(t) € CI' — U,p(C) for some
t >0, thend(’)/g’g(t), FO) < Dy.

Hence, fixt > 0 such thaty,¢(t) € ¢(C;) = C for someyp € I', where we let
n = p(&). If we lett, be the entering time of, ¢ in C, thatis,y, ¢(ty) € C, then clearly
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by the above remark and singg¢(t,) belongs to some lift of<, we have
d(70,(t),T.0) < d(Y0,(t), Yo£(to)) + Do = d + Dy.

Moreover, letC' be the horoball based at(and contained i) such thaty, ¢(t) € oC
and note that,, ,,(d(o, C) + D,(£)) € 9C. It then follows from [22], Lemma 2.9, that both
d(Yo,£(t0), Yo (d(0,C))) andd(,.¢(t), Yon(d(0,C) + D(§))) are bounded above by the
constan®log(1 + v/2). This shows

d(Yog(t), Yo (to))

d(Yog(t); Yo (d(0, C) + Dy(€))) 4 d(vou(d(0, C) 4 Di(§)), Vo, (to))
2log(1 + v2) + (Di(€) + d(Yo,(d(0, C)), Yoe(to)))

Dy (&) + 4log(1 4+ V/2).

d

(VAN VARSI VAN

Finally, sinceo ¢ C (used in the first inequality) we have

Dt(g) < d(’Yo,E(t)?F'O)
< d+ Dy
< Dy(€) + 4log(1 + V/2) + Dy,

proving the claim. O

In the following, lety = u, be the Patterson-Sullivan measure given at the base point
o. By the above lemma, we can reformulate tBlbal Measure Formulaue to [30],
Theorem 2, to the following.

Theorem 3.12. There exist positive constants, c; > 0 andt, > 0 such that for all
¢ € AT" and for allt > ¢y, we have that

cre=0 . e E=mIDIE) < (B, (€, e7t)) < cpe %t e~ (E-mIDUE),
In particular, if I' is convex-cocompact, thensatisfies a power law with respect&@

For the second case, let again= 0 and note that, sincé, is almost malnormal in
I', ¢, can be of dimension at most < n. Moreover, since&’; is anm-dimensional
hyperbolic subspace, the boundaxyC, = Al'; C AT of (s is an(m — 1)-dimensional
sphere (with respect td,). Hence, every image.Al's, ¢ € I, is contained in the set
H(I) = {SNAT': Sis asphere irt™ of codimension at least}. A finite Borel measure
pon S™is called# (I")-friendly, if 1 is Federer andAT" x (ty, ), By, 1) is absolutely
(1, ¢, )-decaying with respect t&/(T").

Theorem 3.13([31], Theorem 2) For every non-elementary convex-cocompact discrete
groupI’ C I(H™*!) (without elliptic elements), such thafl" is not contained in a finite
union of elements ¢ (I"), the Patterson-Sullivan measyteat o is 1 (I")-friendly.

Note that if we consider onl§-dimensional spheres, we can clearly chooseJ.

10The same is true if equalsm and in particular ifl" is of the first kind in which casg is equivalent to
the Lebesgue measure 6fi.



JARNIK-TYPE INEQUALITES 30

3.3.5. The resonant setd.et Q = Q = AT x (ty, o), Wheret, is sufficiently large as in
Theoreni 3.12 and Theordm 3.13 above (as well as Lemma 3.1 a8 delow). We are
given the discrete set of sizé®;([¢]) : [¢] € T'/Ty, Di([¢]) > to} which we relabel to

{s! }men C RT and reorder such thaf, < s for m < k. Form € N let
R = {¢¢cpAl;:[p] € T/T;suchthat, < D;([¢]) < s}
= {£ € @.AT;: [g] € T/T; such thae ™™ > ¢ Pilled > g5},

SinceT is discrete, for every metric balb = B(&,e™?), (£,t) € €, only finitely many
setsp.Al'; with D;([¢]) < t can intersec3 and it is readily checked th&f), B;) is d.-
separating with respect t6; whered, = log(2). Moreover, sincé\l" is compact{(?, B;)
islog(3)-separating. Clearly we haye| for o = 1.

ForF; = (R ,s! ), sinceAl’; C S™ is closed (hence compact), we remark that

Bad(D;, e~ ¢) = BadiL(F;, c).

3.3.6. The lower boundFor the lower bound, note that the following is shown in the
author’s earlier work([33], SectioB.6.5, using thatC; is (24¢, Tp)-immersed: For two
different coset$p], [p] € T'/T; letn € . AT'; andi; € ¢.AT;. Then

do(?% 77) > e Cig™ maX{Di([W])yDi([SE])}’ (3.1)

where
Cc1 = 50, Cy = T(250) + 250,

andd, is the hyperbolicity constant @&"*! (and: stands for the respective case).
For Case 2.we obtain that, fof, = ¢, + log(3), for any formal ball(¢, t) € 2 we have

B(&, e ) N R(t) = B(¢, e )N S,

where S is either empty oS = p.Al'y € H(I') for some[p] € I'/T'y. Thus, [2.3R) is
satisfied withn, = 1. Propositior 2.8 and Theorelm 3113 show tt@t B, i) is 7(c)-
decaying with respect t&,, wherer;(c) = c,e 7(¢21986) for all ¢ > 21og(3) and the
parametersc, l.), . = Ty + do + 21og(3). We letcy > 21log(3) large such that for all
¢ > co We haver;(c) < 1. Recall that((2, By, i) satisfies a power law with respect to the
parametersd, c1, c2). Thus, Theorerh 211 [LB] together with Proposition|2.4 dnd
(giving [k., k.]) establish the lower bound

o 10g(2) + 20(10g(2) + 0g(3)) + [l0g(1 — e,*HY o)
: |

For Case 1, (3.1) implies that((2.34) is satisfied far= o, + log(2). Using the Global
Measure Formula, we can determine the required constants.

dim(Bad(D,, e~ 3¢1)y)

Proposition 3.14. Givenc > 0 (such thatr(c) < 1), [k., k] is satisfied and<?, By, i) is
7,(c)-decaying with respect t&; and the parameterg:, [.) for [, = &y + log(2) and

kc > c_16755067(257m)c = 5167(2571%)0
co )
kc < i_;ef5(4d*+50)€m(2d*+50)emc = ézefmc < 526(257m)c7
c2 ,28d«+mdp ,—(26—m)ec — 5 _—(26—m)c
m(c) < 2e e = G3e :

Proof. For anyn € B(¢, e~*) with ¢ sufficiently large, since~ ¢ = d,(¢,7) < et and
H"*! is ady-tripod-hyperbolic space, we haviéy, ¢(t),v,,(t)) < d. Hence|D,(§) —
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Di(n)| < . Moreover, we haveD,(n) — Ds(n)| < |h — s| for all h, s. This shows that
forn € B(&, e ") ands, h > 0,

[Dt15(§) — Den(n)| < 0o+ s+ he (3.2)

Recall that;, = s{ + kc+1.and let(¢, t;) € Q be a given a formal ball. From the above
(3.1), we know thatB (&, e ') N R(t, — I.) contains at most one point, say= p.AT';.
By 3.2), Dy, 4. (&) and Dy, 1.4, (n) can differ by at most + ¢, — 2d.. Moreover, since
D1([¢]) <t — l., we have for the depth of that

Dt ve—a.(n) =t +c—de — D([p]) > ¢+ 1. — d..

Assuming thatc + [. > ¢ + 0y + d. (which is the case for > log(2)), we have
Dy, te—a.(n) > Dy, +a.(§) + ¢ + 0. Using the Global Measure Formula, we obtain
,U(B(§7 e*(tlﬁrd*))) 016*5(tk+d*) . e~ (6=m)Dy; 1a, ()

~3(thte—ds) | et S(e=2du) = (6—m)(Dty yo—a, (1)~ (c+60))
c2

ey 0icted) o=@ Dry reman () . 1, g20(e=de) gm(e+d0)

(B(n, e~ (tre=d)yy . a1 p=28du—mdo (25-m)c

Cc2

(B(&, e ) 0 B(n, e tem®)) (o) 7.

As above, usind(312) fay € B(&, ') and the Global Measure Formula, we obtain
pu(B(n, e~"*+1)) cre~ 0ttt L gm(0=m)Dyy 1 (©)

(B(E, ') - Lt (0mmetin)

w(B(E e ™)) - ke,

AVARYS

Coe

AVARNAY]

7
7

v

>
>

as well as
pw(B(&, emttdd)y > g em0ltetd) | o=(6=m)Dy 14, (O

> ( ( tk+1—d*)) . c_166(c—2d*)e—(6—m)(c+2d*+6o)
> o
> ( ( tk+1—d*)) . c_16—6(4d*+5o)em(2d*+6o)emc
> o
= u(B(y, ety

This finishes the proof. O

Assuming thatt > ¢, wherec, is as in Lemma_3.10 and such thatc,) < 1, the
following Lemma will finish determining the parameters fbetlower bound.

Lemma 3.15. For any{ € Bad(F, 2c + [.) we haved,(§) > 6.

Proof. If ¢ € Bad(F,2c + 1), thend, (&, .AT;) > e~ (PilleD+2e+le) for every|p] € T'/T;
with D ([¢]) > to. Hence, Lemm&a 3.10 states that the lengthyof(R™) N ¢(C}) is
bounded by2(2¢ + . + 2log(ko)) for every[p] € T'/T';. In particular, the distance from
Yo,e(t) 10 0p(Ch) is less thare + 1.+ 2 log(ko) for all t > t, and we see that < D,(§) <
2¢+ 1.+ 21og(ko). The Global Measure Formula yields that 2!C~! < u(B(£,e7Y)) <
e 0 C for all t > ¢y, for someC = C(c) > 0. In particulard, (&) > 4. O

Finally, Theoreni 2]1 [LB] together with Propositibn 2.4 githe lower bound

= A 20—m)c
dim(Bad(Dy, e~ 2o tlos))) > g _ log (26,6, 1) + |log(1 — g~ (20-m) )|’
c
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wherec¢; are the constants from Proposition 3.14. This finishes tbefpof the lower
bounds of Theoreimn 3.8.

The Special Caselet AT' = S™. Note that for any formal ball¢, ¢y), £ € S™, we can
take an isometry from the hyperbolic ball to the upper hadcgomodel (again denoted
by H"*!) which mapso to (0,...,0,1) € H*™ andéto 0 € R* C 9, H"™. If {5 > 0

is sufficiently large thenB(0, e~') (with respect to the visual distance) is contained in
the Euclidean unit balB C R™ and we remark that the visual metrig restricted toB

is bi-Lipschitz equivalent to the Euclidean metric & let cg > 1 be the bi-Lipschitz
constant.

We letc = log(m) > ¢ for somem € N sufficiently large (such that/(c) < 1
below). Up to modifying? and? to I = I’ + log(cp) and7i(c) = ¢} (c) respectively,
we may use the same arguments as above and assume for any poitthat (2.20) is
satisfied with respect to the Lebesgue measure and thedarigti(which is with respect
to the Euclidean metric). Note also that we nowhere useddhditon that¢ € L' (c)
so that the condition becomes obsolete in this setting. &lebemmd 2.6 shows that
(2.25) is satisfied for the parametéfs= I’ + a, with a = 2\/n + 3log(2), and7j(c) <
enla—los(2) 7 ()i, wherei stands for the respective cases. Recalling #{aj' = ¢, e ™
and7;(c)?> = ¢ e ™, TheorenZ11 [LB] together with Propositibn 2.5 yield thevéy
bound (up to identifications)

dim(Bad(D;,e"**%))) > dim(Badgh(F;, 2¢ +I1) N B)

: = log(1 — 7(c)?
> dim(Bad®(F;,2c+ 1) N B) > n — [log C”(C) )|
Again, up to modifying/ (c) to 7' (c) = kle "¢ and7} (c) = kje " for suitable constants
ki > 0 (independent o), this gives the result for sufficiently large genetat cy. This
finishes the proof of the lower bounds of Theoifen 3.9.

3.3.7. The upper boundWe again distinguish between the cases and start @atse 2.
by showing a Dirichlet-type Lemma. Recall that denotes the diameter of the compact
setK covering the convex cor@)!.

Lemma 3.16. There exists a constart > 0 such that for all¢ € AT" andt > t,, where
to > 2Dy, there exist$yp| € T'/T'y with Dy([¢]) < ¢ such that

do(&, . ATy) < e2Potrie=t,

Proof. Let K be a lift of K such thab € K. The geodesic ray, is contained irCT,
which is covered by images(K), ¢ € I'. Hence, leto € T such thaty, ¢(t—D;) € o(K).
Since(Cy, C CI', some image of’; underI’, say(, itself, intersectsk. Thus, p(C5)
intersectsp(K), and we see that

Dy([]) = d(0, p(C2)) < d(0,%0(t = Do)) + d(70(t = Do), p(Ca)) < 1.

Moreover, there exists a geodesic linecontained inp(Cs) at distance at mosb, to
Yo.e(t—Dy). Let H be the hyperbolic half-space such that(t—2D,) € 0H, H orthogo-
nal to, . and¢ € 0. H. Hence, one of the endpoints@{which belongs tg.AI's) must
lie in the boundary),. H of H. Remarking thab,. H is a subset of3 (¢, e~(4:H)=x1) for
some universal constant > 0, yields the claim. O
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Settingu, = 2D, + k1, we see thafF locally containsS, which denotes the set of
points of AT'. Moreover, sincd’ is convex-cocompactf?, By, ;1) satisfies a power law
with respect to the parametei ¢y, ¢3), Proposition 2.10 shows thé®, By, p) is 7,(c)-
Dirichlet with respect toF; and the parametets, v..), wherer,(c) = e 0(d-tus) . =0,

Using (2.19) (giving K..]) and Proposition 214, Theordm P.1 [UB] establishes

10g(1 _ C_1675(2d*+u*)6750) . 10g(c_1675(c+u*+2d*))
C2

dim(Bad(D,,e™¢)) < <2
(Bad(D,c™)) < -
s [log(1 — i—;e“s(m*”*) ce7%)| + log(£) — 24d.
a c+ u, '

We are left withCase 1.We start again with the following Dirichlet-type Lemma that
follows from [30], Theorem 1, which we reformulated in a versbest suitable for us.

Lemma 3.17. There exists &, > 0 and a constant; > 0 (we may assume; > 1) such
that for any¢ € AT, for anyt > ¢, there existgy] € I'/T'; with D;([¢]) < t, such that

do(&,0.AT1) < ky 72 e P1IAN2, (3.3)

Fix ¢ > 0 and letu. = ¢+ 2log(k,). Recall that;, = s{ + k(c + u.) — u.. We need the
following refinement of the above lemma.

Lemma 3.18. For { € AT’ with{ € Uy_i(c) andi;, > 1, there existdp] € I'/T'; with
tk—1 + u. < Di([¢]) < tx + u. such thatp. AT’y € B(E, e ™).

Proof. Let¢ € AT andt, > to. There exist$y| € T'/T; with D([¢]) < t; + u. such that
(B.3) is satisfied. 1D ([¢]) < tp_1 + ue = tp + ue — (¢ + u.), then

do(€, 0. AT) ,{16—(fk+Uc)/2€—Dl(M)/2
g e~ D1 +1/2(etue)

iy (D1 (ED+1/2cret2log(m1))) — o=(Dr(lg)+e)

IA A

Thus, we see that

€ € B(p.AT'y, e~ (Prllel+o)y = U N (R, 8n +¢) = Up1(c),

sn<tp_14ue
and we may assume thigt ; + u. < D;([¢]) < tx + u.. In this case, we have

d0(£730'AF1) < Hlei(EkJruC)/Qe*Dl([S@])m
<

oy = (Bt ) 2=(-1+ue) /2)

= gyt Quem(ctue))/2 — o
and hencep.AT'; € B(&, e~™) which finishes the proof. O
Combining the Global Measure Formula and the above lemnid tfie parameters.

Proposition 3.19. Givenc > 0, [K] is satisfied and (2, By, p) is 7,(c)-Dirichlet with
respect taF; and the parameter§:, u..) for u. = ¢ + 2log(x;) and

Kc > %67(2571%)(26[* +50)€f(257m)(c+uc) = 5167(257m)(c+uc)
Tu(C) > %675(2c+uc+3d*)+m(c+d*) = 5267(357m)c.
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Proof. Let (¢,7, — d,) € 2 be a given a formal ball angle B(¢,e ) C B(¢&, e~ t=d)),
Using (3.2) we obtain

The Global Measure Formula shows that

M(B(n’ 6_(fk+1+d*))) 016—5(5k+1 +dx) | 67(57m)ng+l+d* (n)

8(Fytettietds) .~ (5=m)Dgy _a. (€) | p—(—m)(cuc+2ds-+50)

c1e
w(B(E, e*(t’rd*)) . e~ (26—m)(ctuc)

p(B(E, et d)) K.

Similarly, let(¢, t, —d.) € Q2 be a given a formal ball such thate U,_;(c). By Lemma

B.18, there existgo] € T'/Ty with £,_; + u. < Di([p]) < # + u. andn € B(£, e %),
wheren = ¢.Al';. Moreover, since

Dl([‘P])‘i‘C‘f‘d* >tp 1 +u.+c+d, Zt_k—i-d*,

the ballB(n, e~ (PrleD+etd))y « B(n, e~ E+4)) whichin turn is contained i (&, e~ (k=)
Finally, we haveDp, ((,))+c+4. (1) = ¢ + d. and the Global Measure Formula shows

w(B(E, e B3y q B(p, e~ (Prlleh+etd)y) u(B(n, e~ Prllehretd)y
Di([g)+etds) | o=(8—m)(ct+da)

- €

AVARAVAR AVARLY,

616_6(
*5({k —dy) . c1

AVARAVARLY,

o —d(ctuc+2ds)—(0—m)(ct+dy)

Y
=
—
S
~~
A
Cb‘
=
QL
*

t— )) . €1 0(2ctuct3d.)+m(c+d. )
c2

Tu(e) - p(B(&, e 4)).
This finishes the proof. OJ

Finally, Theoreni 2]1 [UB] together with Proposition|2.4 githe upper bound
— log(K.) +log(1 — 7u(c))

dim(Bad(D;,e7¢)) < - (3.4)
c+ U
< = log(¢1) + (20 —m)(c + ue) + log(1 — e (B3=m)e)
< p——
llog(1 = epe=™ )| + log()
< (26 —m) —
= o= 2¢ + 2log(ky) ’

wherec; are the constants from Proposition 3.19. This finishes tbefpof the upper
bounds of Theoreimn 3.8.

The Special CaselLet againAl' = S™. Forc > 0 anda = /n+3d. letua’ > u’+2a such
thatc + @’ = log(m;) (with m; € N minimal). Moreover, let; € S™ be finitely many
points such thaB; = B(¢;, t) coverS™. As for the lower bound, for eacf) we can take
again an isometry to the upper half space model which maps,,.; = (0,...,0,1) €
H™! and¢ to 0 € R* € 9, H™t! as well asB, to a subsef3; contained in the Euclidean
unit ball B. Recall that, > ¢,, a technical constant. Up to increasifgwe may even
assume that the culig = Q,(0, %) D B; is contained inB.

Note that in the proof ofr,(c)] (or [r.(c + a)]) in Propositiori:3.19 it is nowhere nec-
essary to require = t;. Hence condition(2.28) is satisfied (with respect to thedsejne
measure ofiR”, the function3; and the visual metrid, . ). Up to adding a multiplica-
tive constant depending only on the ballandn, (2.28) is satisfied with respect to the
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Lebesgue measure @®f, the functionB; and the Euclidean metric. Lemmal2.6 implies
that(B x (o, 00), Q1, n) satisfies[(2.26) for the parametérsu, + 2a) and
Fole)t > emnolar2dtvin/o) (o4 g)i = ki emie,
wheren; = 2 andn, = 1 andk’ depend only om. Finally, sincem; above was chosen
minimal there exists a constakif > 0 (independent om) such that + ' < n;c + k.
Thus, Theorern 211 [UB] and Proposition]2.5 show (up to idieations)
dim(Bad(D;, e “"V")N B;) < dim(Bad%! (F,c)NQ)
log(1 — ki, e~")]
n;c + ki, '

This finishes the proof of the upper bounds of Thedrerh 3.9.

< n

3.4. Toral Endomorphisms. For the motivation of the following result, we refer to Brod-
erick, Fishman and Kleinbock][4] and references thereinm./Fa N, let M = (M;) be
a sequence of real matricég, ¢ GL(n,R), with ¢, = || M||,, (the operator norm), and
Z = (Z,) be a sequence of-separatdtl subsets oR". Define
Emz={xr € R":3c=c(x) > 0suchthai(M,z, Z;) > c- 1, forall k € Ny},
whered is the Euclidean distance. For> 0, let £y z(c) be the elements € £, z with
c(x) > c.
We assume that, independentlytaf R*, for all ¢ > 0 we have
[{k € N:log(ti/m) € (t - c,t]}] < p(c), (3.5)

for some functionp : R — R*. The sequenc@ is lacunaryif infjcy t’*’zl =A>1

t
and the sequence is uniformly discretdf there existsr, > 0 such that every séf; is

To-separated. Note thati#1 is lacunary and? is uniformly discrete, theri (3.5) holds and
v is bounded byp(c) < ¢/ log()).

Let againS denote the set of affine hyperplanesRi and recall that the Lebesgue
measure is absolute(y, ¢, )-decaying (with respect 6 and the function) = B;). Using
similar arguments for the proof ds [4,133], we want to showfdtlewing lower bounds.
An upper bound will be considered below.

Theorem 3.20.Let X C R™ be the support of an absolutely, ¢, )-decaying measure
u (with respect taS andvy = B;) which also satisfies a power law with respect to the
exponend and constants,, ¢,. Let M and Z be as above satisfyin@.3)with ¢(c) < €7,
where0 < 7 < 7. Then, there existg > 0 such that for allc > ¢, we have

log(QZ—i) + 25 1log(2) + |log(1 — ¢,27¢p(c)e ™|
2

C

In particular, (if © denotes the Lebesgue measure) there exist constahis> 0 and
co > 0, such that for alke > ¢, we have

dim(Ey z(e” eI 0 X)) > 5 —

[log(1 — ki (c/2)e"?)]
n — .
0/2 — /{Zl
Note that whenM = (M*) whereM € GL(n,Z) and eachZ; = y + Z" for some

y € R™, then, under certain assumptions/dn a similar lower bound for difEr; z(e~¢))
follows from Abercrombie, Nair [1].

dim(EMz(e’c)) >

N Thatis, for every:, s € Z, we haved(yy, y2) > 71 > 0.
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Proof. Let v, € R"™ be the unit vector such thai,v,|| = ¢, and if V, = { Mv, } is the
subspace orthogonal id, v, let W, = M,;l(Vk). Then, fork € Nandz € Z;, we define
the subsets

Yi(2) = (M (2) + Wi) N M (B(z, 7/4)).
Setsy = log(7/tx), which we reorder such tha, < sx.1, SO that we obtain a discrete
set of sizes. Fok € A = N let the resonant s&t;. be given by

R, = {zeYi(xn): 2 € Zandlog(t;/n) < s}
= {zeYi(z):z € and > E},
t tr
which gives a increasing and discrete famy= { Ry, s }.

Note that for allz € R™ we have|z| > || M| /tx. Hence, for distinct points;,
29 € Zy, Yi(2z1) andYy(z;) are subsets of parallel affine hyperplanes and we have

[Yi(z1) = Yi(2)|| > IM By, m/4) = M (B(yo, e, /)| (3.6)
> Tk — 273 /4 _ T > 1w
tr 2t 2

since Z;, is 7,-separated. Let. = log(4) + log(3) independent of. Given a closed
ball B = B(x,2e~(*)) ¢ R™ with » € X, for everyk € N with s, < t, it follows
from (3.8) that at most one of the sét§(y), y € Z, can intersecB. Moreover, for
¢ > 0, the number ok € N with s, € (¢t — ¢, t] is bounded byy(c) by (3.5). Recall that
R(t,c) = R(t) — R(t — ¢). Thus, there exist at mo$¥ = |p(c)] affine hyperplanes
Ly,...,Ly € 8 such that
N
B(x,2e” )y A R(t,¢) € B(x,2e” )N U L;.
=1
Since(€2, By, 1) is absolutely(r, ¢, )-decaying with respect t§, for ¢ > log(3) + log(2)
andB = B(x, e~ (+e+d)) we have
N
(B NN, —sicracteose (R(E, 0))) < Z (B NN, (et deteron@) (L;))
=1

< 0(c) - ce T E) u(B) = 7(c) u(B).

Note that, sincep(c) < e’ with 7 < 7, for all ¢ > ¢y = log(¢,27)/(T — 7) we have
7(c) < 1. Using the remark aftef_(2.21), we in fact showed tt@t By, 1) is 7(c)-
decaying with respect t and the paramete(s, [.). Moreover,B; is log(2)-separating
with respect to the set8(¢, ¢).

Finally, letz € Bady' (F, c), thatis, for every: € Nandy € Z, we havel(z, Y;(y)) >
e~(rte) > e~¢ry /t,. Assume thatVlyz € B(y,7,/4). Then,z € No-cp, i, (M ' (y) +
Wi)¢NM, (B(y, 7/4)) and we can write the vector= x— M, ' (y) asv = w+ér, /v
with w € W, and¢ > e~ ¢. Hence, sincé/, W, = V; is orthogonal ta\/, vy,

d(ka,y) = HMkUH = ’ Mkw +c Z—:Mkka Z c :—:"Mkka Z e*ch,

and we showed th@ad¥' (F,c) C Exqz(e¢) N X.
Using (2.19) (givingk., k.]) and Propositioh 214, Theordm .1 [LB] shows fa¥ c,

2
1

log(QE—g) + 25 log(2) + |log(1 — ¢.27¢p(c)e™ ™|

C

dim(Epz(e @M nX) > 5
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For the second part, whem denotes the Lebesgue measure and= @, we let
¢ = log(m) > c¢o be sufficiently large such that(c) < 1 (as below). The above ar-
guments apply analogously for the function= @, with possibly different parameters
l. = l.+ kand7(c) = kn(c) = kipo(c)e~™, wherer = 1, for some constants, &, k; > 0
independent on. Hence, Theorem 2.1 [LB] together with Proposition 2.5 show

- (204 log(1 — ky p(c)e®)|
d E (2¢+lc) > . |
iM(E g,z (e ) = n .

sinceBad<} (2¢ + I.)  Bad?(2¢ + I.). This finishes the proof. O

)

3.4.1. A discussion on the upper bounBor a non-trivial upper bound we restrict to the
following example. LetZ = Z, for all K € N whereZ is ary- spannlnE‘} set of R?. Let
M = (M) with M, = M* whereM € GL(2,R) is a real diagonizable matrix with
eigenvalues\ > 5 > 1. For simplicity, letM = diag\, 5), where\ andg are integers,
and letZ = Z2. Under these assumptions we claim that there exist cosstant 0 and
k., k., > 0 such that for: > ¢, we have

log(8) |10g(1 B ()‘5) e/ 1og(8) |
log() c+ ky '

Remark.Note that whers = 1 andc is sufficiently large there exist/-invariant strips of
R?, consisting of badly approximable elementwith c¢(x) > e~¢. Hencel[(3.l7) fails.

If M = Ddiag\, 3)D~! for D € GL(2,R) we may considet (z,t) = 2+ DR5(0, 1),
for R, as in [3.8) below, in oder to obtain an upper bound.

Sketch of the proof of3.4). For o; = log(\) > log(f) = 02 > 0leta = (01,0,). On
Q) = R? x R™ we consider the rectangle functidty (z, t),

Ry(x,t) = 2+ B(0,e ") x B(0,e 7"). (3.8)

Note that(R? x R, R, i) satisfies o + o2 )-power law, where:, denotes the Lebesgue
measure, and i, = log(2)/0- contracting.

Since), 5 € N, for everyc € N we have\® = p, 5 = ¢ with p, g € N>,, and we can
partition R;(x,t) into pq rectanglesk; (x;,t + ¢) as in [2.24). So fix a parameter> 0
sufficiently large and let € N be the minimal integer such that> ¢/o5 +log(6) /o2 + 1.

dm(Erz(e )N [-1,1%) < 2— (3.7)

Lemma 3.21. For any rectangleR, = Rs(x,t) withz € [-1,1]*, ¢ > 0, we can cover
Ry N Ep z(e7¢) by N(¢) rectanglesR; (z;, t + ¢) with (for somelc = k. (7))

N( ) < elo1+02) ( k e 01+02)C/02>
Proof. Let £ € N be the minimal integer such that> ¢ + log(2) /0. Then we have
R = M"Ry = M"*z + B(0, \*e™7'") x B(0, B*e~72")

which is a rectangle of edge lengths[®2°/72\] x [2, 2] sincek was chosen minimal.
In particular, there exists an integer poink Z? such that),(z, ¢) (the cube) is contained
in R. Hence,

Ry=M"*R > M*Q(zc) (3.9)
= M %2+ B(0,e77"" ) x B(0,e772") D Ry (M "2,k + c/ay).
This in particular shows that, N Ex z(e™¢) C RoNy(M 2, k+c/o2)¢ and it suffices
to cover the sup set. Again sinéeis minimal,t + ¢/os + log(2) /o2 + 1 > k + ¢/o3,

2 That s, for anyr € R?, there exists € Z such thatd(z, z) < .
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so that a rectangl®; (z,t + ¢) C R, that intersectsy N Ry (M %z, k + ¢/03))¢ cannot
intersectR, (M %z, k + c/os + log(3) /o2). Moreover, we have

(R N (M~ 2,k + c/on +10g(3) /02) 2 ky €™ 772 u(Ry) = 7 ()l Ro),

for some constank, > 0. Thus, if R, = R,(z;,t + ¢) are thepq rectangles from
the partition of Ry, then we can bound the number of rectanglgsnot intersecting
Rs(M~*2,k + ¢/oqy + log(3) /o2), hence covering?y N Ex z(e7¢), by pg(1 — 7,(¢)) =
ele1+92)¢(1 — 7, (&)). This finishes the proof. O

Let Ry = R,(0) = [~1,1]%. Now, given a rectangl® = Ry;,. ;, = Ro (w0, , k€),
cover of RN Ep z(e=¢) by N(¢) rectangleé?c,(:cml___ikml, (k+1)c¢) provided by Lemma
[3.21. Asin Lemma2.13, we obtain a coverig,,; of E\ z(e°) by N(¢)* rectangles

Ry (20i,..igip,1> (K 4+ 1)¢). Similar to the proof of Lemma 2,14, using Lemma 2.15 (with
& = o1), we obtain a covetf,; of Erz(e ) by sets of diameteze 7+ with
Uy 11| < |Upy1| - 2eC17o2 D2 Finally, similar to [2.4D), this shows

. )  Tog(N (@) - 26—
¢ <
dim(En.z(e™) N Ro) < limint —=—1 o

A
o1 " o1C
|10g(1 - ];:u 6_(Ul+0'2)c/02)|
- o1C
2 _ log(8) |10g(1 - ]%u e_(‘71+02)c/<72)|
> log(\) otk :

where we used thatis chosen minimally, so that< ¢/os+10g(6)/o2+2 < ¢/oa+k, /02
for somek, > 0. This finishes the proof. O

IN
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