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The best Diophantine approximations: the
phenomenon of degenerate dimension

Moshchevitin, N.G. *

This brief survey deals with multi-dimensional Diophantine approxima-
tions in sense of linear form and with simultaneous Diophantine approxima-
tions. We discuss the phenomenon of degenerate dimension of linear sub-
spaces generated by the best Diophantine approximations. Originally most
of these results have been established by the author in [I4 [I5] [T6l, 17, [I]].
Here we collect all of them together and give some new formulations. In
contrast to our previous survey [I7], this paper contains a wider number of
results, especially dealing with the best Diophantine approximations. It also
includes proofs or sometimes the sketches of proofs. Some applications of
these results and methods to the theory of small denominators can be found

in [T4, 19] and [13].

81. The best Diophantine approximations in sense of linear
form.

1.1 Notation.

Let aq, ..., a, be real numbers which, together with 1, are linearly inde-
pendent over rationals. For an integer point

m = (mg,my,...,m,) € Z"7\{(0,...,0)}
we define

¢(m) = |mo+ micq + ...+ mpa,| and M = max |m;|.
,,,,,, r
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A point m € Z"1\ {0} is defined to be the best approximation (in sense
of linear form) if

¢(m) = min [C(n)]

neZr+1\{0}: N<M

(here N = max; |n;|). For the set of all best approximations m the corre-
sponding values of ((m) and M can be ordered in descending (ascending)
order:

GQ>C>...>0 >0 >. .,

My <My<...<M,<M,;1 <....

(Here m,, = (moy,...,m,,) is v—th best approximation and ¢, = ((m,),
M, = max; |m;,|.) By the Minkowski convex body theorem it follows that
G M), < 1. Let A} denote the determinant of the r + 1 consecutive best
approximations:
mo,u miu c. myy
Al =

mO,I/—I—T ml,u—l—r mr,zx—l—r

1.2. The results on dimension.

Here we observe some properties of the values A, discovered in [I6].
The following statement is well known from the continued fractions theory
(see [R]).

Theorem 1.1. Let r =1 and let oy be an irrational number. Then
for any natural v the determinant AL is equal to (—1)"~1.

The next result deals with dimension 2. It follows from the Minkowski
convex body theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let r = 2 and let aq, ay be together with 1 linearly
independent over rationals. Then there exist infinitely many values of v for
which A2 # 0.

As was mentioned Theorem 1.2 is a simple corollary of the Minkowski
theorem and we shall give a sketch of the proof of Theorem 1.2 in the next
section.

Now we formulate our main result in this area which deals with the case
r> 2.



Theorem 1.3. Given r > 3 there exists an uncountable set of r-tuples
(v, ..., qp) such that the corresponding sequence of the best approximations
m,, for all large v lies in a three-dimensional sublattice A(ay, ..., o) of the
lattice Z" 1. Moreover, each of these r-tuples consists of linearly independent
over rationals together with 1 reals.

Corollary.  For any r-tuple («q,...,,) in Theorem 1.3 there exists
vo(ar) such that for all v > () we have A} = 0.

We shall give the proof of the Theorem 1.3 in Section 1.5. It is based
on the so-called Hinchin’s singular r-tuples (see [7],[9] and Cassels’ book [1]).
Before this proof in Section 1.4 we discuss the properties of Hinchin’s singular
systems and their generalizations.

To finish this section we would like to emphasize once again that for r > 2
for any r-tuple (aq, ..., ;) of Q-independent reals all but finite number of
the best approximation vectors never lie in a two-dimensional subspace but
can lie in a tree-dimensional subspace. We also would like to mention that
there are many results related to various definitions, algorithmic calculating
the best approximations in general and for the algebraic numbers (see for
example [3] @l 10, 0T, 12, 24]) .

1.3. Sketch of the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Assume the contrary: suppose that for some aq, ag, which together with
1 are linearly independent over Z we know that all best approximations
m,, UV > 1y lie in some two-dimensional linear subspace w. Then from the
continued fractions theory (compare with Theorem 1.1) we have

CVMI/—I-I = C,LLM,LH-lv VV, > 1. (1)
Consider the cube E}, = {z = (z1,22,23) € R*: |z;| < H} and the domain
L2 ={x € R® p(x;L?) < o}. Now the intersection Q(o, H) = E3 N L% is a
convex O-symmetric body in . As m, is a best approximation we conclude

that in the set Q((,, M, ;1) there are no integer points. However from () it
follows that

Vol Q¢, M,.1) < (,,MEH = M, 1 — 00, Vv — 00,

and we have arrived at a contradiction with the Minkowski convex body
theorem.



1.4. Hinchin’s y-singular linear forms.
From the continued fractions theory [§] we know that in the case r = 1
we have

CuMu—l—l = 1. (2)

Next we show that for linear forms in two or more variables the situation may
be different: the values of M, ;, corresponding to the best approximations
m,1 may not be estimated from below in terms of previous approximation

Cu-

Theorem 1.4 . Letr > 2 and ¥(y) be a real valued function decreasing
to 0 as y — oo. Then there exists an uncountable set of vectors (aq, ..., ;)
(with components oy, .. ., a,, 1 linearly independent over rationals) such that
for all corresponding best approrimations we have

CI/ S 7vb(]\4u+r—1> \aZ (3>

We would like to remind the readers the definition of a -singular linear
form (in Hinchin’s sense) [9], [7]. Let ¢¥(y) = o(y™"),y — +oo decreases to
zero. An r-tuple aq, ..., «, is ¢-singular (in sense of linear form) if for any
T > 1 the following Diophantine inequality has a solution in integer r-tuple
m:

llmiay + ...+ mea, || <(T), 0< 121?£«|mj| <T.

(Here || - || denotes the distance to the nearest integer.)
It is easy to verify that an r-tuple aq, ..., a, is ¥-singular if and only if
for all natural v
G S Y(My4a). (4)

From this point of view Theorem 1.4 in the case s > 3 establishes the ex-
istence of r-tuples which are "more singular” than Hinchin’s singular linear
forms.

Proof of Theorem 1.4.

This proof was sketched in [T6]. It is based on the following lemma.
Let
vi=v (modr), 1<v,<r



and o is a gret positive number (¢ depends on 7, all the constants in symbols
O(+), <, > below may depend on o). Let

E— —
oj,=ov], W=maxo;,.

2,V
Lemma 1.1. There exists an uncountable set of vectors aq, ...,
such that
1) 1,ay,...,q. are linarly independent over Z;

2)  there exist a sequence of naturals p, under the conditions
(1) ojt(py) < llpvoyll = pray —aj < (050 + 1)0(p0); J=1,....m,
(”) Pr+1 = pu(¢(pu))_l-

Proof of Lemma 1.1.

We construct numbers aq, ..., «, with simultaneous approximations of
special type.

Let us take a sequence of zeroes and ones A = {\2 ... \3}° - X € {0;1}.
Now we define naturals p, a;,,j =1,...,r, and segments A, ,, ..., A, , with
lengths |A;,| = 2¢(p,)/p, by the following recursive procedure.

Numbers pg, a1, ..., a0 may be taken arbitrary. Define

Ajo= B2 4 o—j,fb(p(]),@ + (g, + 1)¢(p°)}, j=1,
Po Po Do Po

Let po,...,pv; @jo,...,a;, and Ajq,...,A;, are already defined. We are
constructing p,1, Qaj 41 and Aj,u+1-
Let
Pv+1 = [6pu(¢(pl/))_1} + 1.

THen in any interval of the length ¢ (p,)/(6p,) one can find a number a/p, 1,
a € Z. Let

0
A5 41 [ajﬂf 1 ¢(pv) v 2 w(pu)
€ —l—(0"7,,—|——)- ) +(U',V+_)' )
Dot Py 6T p b 6T
al' v Qaj.p v) Qjy 5 v
e [ =t (o +2) - ¥o.) ), 2 4 (o4 + =) - Plp )}.
Do+l Dy 6" D 6" D
Now define
a,TV V aTV 5
A;,I/—l—l = |2 + Uj,l/+1¢(p +1)> Jvtl + (O-j,u-‘rl + ].)w(p +1) ,
Pr+1 Pvi Pv+1 Pv+1
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WE must note that
A?,V—i—l A A%,V—H =0

and

aj, .
Zj—’ ¢ AL, 7=0,1.

Moreover |A§7V+1| = Y(py+1)/pv11 and due to

(aj,V-l-l + 1)7vb(pu+1>/pu+1 < ¢(pl/)/6pu

(here we suppose 1 to decrese fast enough: Wi(p,11) < ¥(p,)), one has
A]T-WH CAj,, 7=0,1. Put a,4+1 = a}%,ﬂ and Aj 11 = A?;,H. An integer
number a; ,4+1 we define from the condition

a 14 a, y v 1 v a . v 2 ¥
ol o {L_|_(gj7u_|__) . M>L+(ij+—) ) v(p )]’
pu+1 pV 6 pl/ pu 6 pl/
Now let
ai ., 5 ar, y
AV IES . +1‘7j,u+1¢(p +1)7 g (01 + 1)M .
Pr1 Pvi1r Pri DPu+1
We have Ay ,41 C Ay, |[Arii] = Y(Pys1)/pr+1 and “;;” ¢ Ay
To summsrize we constructed a sequence of enclosed segments

{Al,v}zcjozo

and for arbitrary 0,1-sequence A\ we have a sequence of enclosed segments
{A; .}, Denote

Q= ﬂALu; Qj = Oéj()\) = ﬂAj,v-

IN the sequences of fractions a;,/p, and a;,/p, all elements are different so
ai, o(A) € Q. Moreover we can choose A in such a way that 1, aq,..., .
be linearly independent over rationals. Similar procedure was performed in
20].

So we construct ag, ..., a, € R satisfying the conditions

A. 1, ay,..., a, are linear independent Z;
B. for a sequence of naturals p,,



le/ajH = H?ll/aj - a]}VH < ¢(pu)> {1: L.,
3pu(¢(p1/)) <pui1 < 4pu(¢(pv))

One can easily verify that for any decreasing ¥ (y) the set
My ={(a1,...,,) e R" 1y, ..., satisfy A, B}

is uncountable and dense in R".
We must note for the future that the determinant

O1,v 02 Ce Oryv

=+0" ] (v—u)

Olyv+r—1 O2p4r—1 -+ Oppir—1 lsu<vsr

and for large 0 = o(r) for any n;, € [-1,1],j =1,...,rip=v,...,v+r—1
one has

O1,v + my O2.v + v s Oryv + nr,u

O1,v+4r—1 + My+r—1 02v4r—1 + my+r—1 -+ Oprpgr—1 + nr,u—l—r—l

=+0"+o0(c") #0.

I the sequel this large value of o = o(r) is fixed.

Moreover it is easy to modify the construction in lemma 1.2 to estab-
lish that for any value p, there exists the best approximation for linear
form |[mjoq + ... + mic, where vectors (mj,...,m}), (py,a1,,0,...,0), ...,
(py,0,...,0, ;) are linearly dependent and M* < p?2.

The proof is complete.

Lemma 1.2.  For numbers aq, ..., a,, constructed in Lemma 1.1 there
exists an infinite sequence of values of the linear form

C(nu) = Ny + ni L0 +...+ Ny O = |n1,ua1 +...+ nr,l/ar|

such that
0 < ((nu41) < C(ny) K YP(ENyys-1),

where
N, = max|n;,|

and k > 0 is a constant.



Proof of Lemma 1.2.

Let
1 aq e Q.
ay c. a
g(ny) — 4+ Pv R T,V —
Pr+r—1 al,u—i—r—l cee ar,zx—l—r—l
al,u — Pva s ar,u — Py
=+ . . . =
Ap4+r—1 — Po4r—1Q1 - .. Gppypr—1 — Puo4r—104
=U(py) -V (Prgr—1) X
O1,v + 771,1/ O2.v + 7]2,1/ cee Oryv + nr,zx
X . =
O1,04r-1 + Muy+r—1 02 p+4r—1 + mv+r—1 -+ Opptr—1 + Nrv+r—1

= ¢(pu) e ¢(pu+r—1)'

(Here 1;,, = “4-5% +0;, € [=1,1] and the sign + or — is taken to satisfy

¢(n,) > 0.) Then

v+s—1 v+r—1
¢(ny) = I max|a;, —pucyl =< [T ¥(pn) < prsr-r). ()
=, J=Lr s
H=v p=v
For the coefficients n;, we have
Py a1, e Qj—1.p Qj41,0 e Ar y
Pv Giy4r—1 - Aj_1p4r—1 Aj4ip4r—1 -+ Qspir—1
bv al,zx — P s ar,l/ — Py
=+
Pr+r—1 al,u—i—r—l — Pv4r—101 ... ar,u—i—r—l — Pv+4r—10p

Using (i) and (ii) we deduce
Inj,l/-l—r—ll < pl/+r—1w(pl/+r—2) < DPv \V/] (6)

(We may note that N,4,_; = max; [nj,4,—1| < p.)
Now from (), (@) we have

0< C(nu) < @b(/{Nu-i-r—l)-
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We may suppose ¢(n41) < ¢(m).
The proof is complete.

Theorem 1.4 follows immediately from Lemmas 1.1 and 1.2 as for the
numbers constructed in Lemma 1.1 by Lemma 1.2 we have approximations
satisfying (Bl) and in this case the inequality (Bl is also valid for the best
apptoximations.

Theorem 1.4 is proved.

1.5. Proof of Theorem 1.3.

We need the following notation. Let r > 2, R"*! be Euclidean space
with Cartesian coordinates (zo,...,z,) , Z"™™' C R"™! be the lattice of
integers, L™ be the r-dimensional subspace in R"*! orthogonal to the vector
(1,4, ...,a,) and the r-tuple aq, ..., «, satisfies (@) with

y) =e 7, v e (0:1). (7)

(So for our proof we need only ordinary Hinchin’s singular linear forms rather
than the generalization from Theorem 1.4.)
Let R™™? = R""Y(zo,...,7,) x R(2) be the product of R"! and R*,

L =L xR,
L = X € R p(X, L) < 6,
E}}H ={X = (zo,..., 2, 2) : max{|xo|,..., |z, |, |2]} < H},
(o; H) = E§{+2 N Lg“,
K= M2e09%1), c€(0,7).

t>1

The infinite domain X has finite volume:

Vol K < / e~ (=9t gt « 100,
1

Moreover from our choice of ¢ by () we have m, € K Vv > .

Let B be a (r+2)-dimensional ball with radius ¢ < 1/2 centered at
(0,...,0,1) € R™™2. For a point £ € B. we put in correspondence the (r+1)-
dimensional lattice A¢ = Z™! & Z generated by Z™! and the point &. Let
T: : R"™ — R’ be the linear transformation preserving the lattice Z™
and transforming the vector £ into the unit vector (0, ...,0,1). Consider the
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(r+1)-dimensional subspace T¢£L"*! and define o, in such a way that the
vector (1, ay, ..., @, p1) is orthogonal to the subspace Te L™

The proof of the following lemma is is in general similar to the original
proof of the Minkowski-Hlawka theorem (see for example [6]). It is based on
well-known metric procedure.

Lemma 1.3. For almost all points & € B, (in sense of Lebesque
measure) we have

1) Aen Lt =0},

2)  the intersection A¢ N K contains the points m, and at most finite
number of other integer points.

Corollary.  Almost all but a finite number of the best approximations
for the (r+1)-tuple (ay, ..., ., apyr) from the lattice Z™% coincide with the
best approzimations for the r-tuple (o, ..., ) from the lattice Z" .

Proof of Lemma 1.3.
Let k be natural, e; be unit vectors in R x(X) be the characteristic
function of the domain IC. We consider the value

T
Se(T) = Z ZX(moeo + ...+ mee, + mp§) >0,
k=1 m

where the inner sum is taken over all
(Mo, ;my) € Z, mypy € Z\{0}: max{|mol, ... [} = k.

This sum calculates the number of points of the lattice A¢ with norm not
greater than 7T lying in K and different from the points of Z"** c R"*!:

Se(T) = #{m = mpep + ... + mye, +m, 1€,
my1 7 0, 0 < max{|mgl,...,|mm1]} <T}.

Observe that

/BE Se(T)dg = kz_j 3" Vol(B(m)NK),

m

where
B.(m) ={X =meeg+ ... + mpe, + m, 1§ £ € B}

10



It is clear that for max |m;| = k we have

Vol(B(m)NK) < Vol(KN{z € R max|z| > k/2} < e ",
J

where 0 < 7 < 7. Hence for any T
T
/ Se(T)de < S K2k < 1.
Be k=1

Now we use Levi’s theorem to establish that for almost all £ € B, there exists
a finite limit limy_,o, Se(7"). This means that for almost all £ the intersection
A¢ N K consist of at most finite number of points different from m,,.

The proof is complete.

Now Theorem 1.3 can be proved by induction. For r = 2 we have
Hinchin’s singular vector (aq,ay) satisfying the singularity condition with
¥ (y) = e7¥. The induction step is performed in Lemma 1.3 and the proof is
complete.

62. The best simultaneous Diophantine approximations.
2.1. Definitions.

For a s-tuple of real numbers o = (ay, ..., as) € R*® we define the best si-
multaneous approximation (briefly, b.s.a) as an integer point ( = (p, a4, ..., as) €
Z**! such that

D(¢) := jmax

1ax |pa; — a;| < min® Jmax lgaj — byl

where min* is taken over all ¢, by, ..., by under conditions
1<qg<p; (by,...,0s) € Z°\ {(aq, ..., as)}.
In the case o; € Q all b.s.a. to a form infinite sequences
¢ =(p",dy,....;al), v=1,2, ..,

pl<..<pl<ptt<..

and
D(CY) > ...> D(¢") > D(¢") > ...

11



Let

v v v
p aq as
Ma)=1{ ... ... ... ..
v+s v+s v+s
P ai . Qg

and rk M, [a] be the rank of the matrix M,[a]. Natural number R(«), 2 <
R(a) < s+ 1 is defined as follows

R(a) =min {n: there exists a lattice A CZ5"' dim A =n

and vy € N such that for all v>wvy ¥ €A }

The value dimgz « is defined as the maximum number of reals «a;,, ..., o;
chosen from (ag = 1, ay, ..., ) € R¥™! to be linearly independent over Z.

m

Proposition 1.  For s =1 and any v we have the equality det M, [a] =
+1 (it implies that for any v we have vk M,[a] = 2).

Proposition 2.  For any s > 1 the following equality is valid

R(a) = dimz a.

Proposition 3. Let s = 2 and ay,aq together with 1 be linearly
independent over Z. Then there exist infinitely many naturals v such that
tkM, [a] = 3 = dimza (hence the inequality det M, [a] # 0 holds for infinitely
many values of v.).

Propositions 1- 3 are well-known and can be easily verified (compare [I1]).

2.2. Counterexample to Lagarias’ conjecture.

We formulate our result from [I5] which deals with the degeneracy of
the dimension of the spaces generated by successive b.s.a. It gives a coun-
terexample to Lagarias’ conjecture [IT]. We would like to point out that this
result was obtained due to discussion with Nikolai Dolbilin. We shall give a
sketched proof in next two sections.

Theorem 2.1 Let s > 3. Then there exists an uncountable set of s-

tuples o with components o, ..., s linearly independent together with 1 over
Z such thattk M,[a] <3 Yv € N. (Hence for all v the equality det M, [a] = 0
is valid.)

12



2.3. Inductive lemma for Theorem 2.1.

We consider Euclidean space R*T! with Cartesian coordinates (x, 1, ..., ¥s)-
Letter ¢ will denote a ray from the origin of coordinates located in the half-
space {x > 0}. For such ray ¢ and for small enough positive € the opened
cone K (¢) consists of all rays ¢ such that the angle between ¢ and ¢ is less
than e. For a point ¢ from the half-space {z > 0} we define ¢(§) to be the
ray {k€ : K > 0}. Subspace m C R*"! is defined to be absolutely rational if
the lattice A = 7 N Z**! has dimension equal to the dimension of the whole
m: dim A = dim 7. Let ¢ be a ray parallel to a vector (1, 31, ..., Bs). The best
approximation to the ray ¢ is defined as a point ¢ € Z**! which is the b.s.a.
to f.

In the case when each (3; is not a half of an integer the sequence of all
best approximations

CV = (py>a11j>"'aa'g)a pl < ~-~,py < pV—H < ...

to the ray ¢ is defined correctly. It is finite in the case when there exists
an integer point on the ray ¢ different from the origin and is infinite in the
opposite case. This sequence of the best approximations we write as

B(0) = {ct,¢2, .., ¢", )

Moreover, we use the following notation:

Bi(0) = {¢*, ¢ '

Lemma 2.1. Let A = Z**' N1 be a lattice located in an absolutely
rational subspace 7, dim m > 2. Let a point ( € A satisfy the condition

B(U(C)) ={¢", % s (Ths (M (T =0

and in addition
BL(U(¢) ={¢",..¢'y cACT

Let D(¢;) < D(&) for any integer point & which does not belong to .

Then for some € > 0 any ray ' C K. ({(C)) satisfy the following condi-
tions:

1) B(t) > B(((C));

2) the sequence of the best approximations to the ray ¢ between the ap-
prozimations (T (! lies completely in the subspace .

13



We must remember that the all points in

B.(4(C))

obviously belong to the considered sequence of the best approximations to
the ray ¢ between the approximations (™ and ¢! but it may happen that a
number of new points appear.

Lemma 2.1 follows from two easy observations:

1. for a small perturbation ¢’ of the ray ¢ the first best approximations
to ¢ remains to be the best approximations to ¢';

2. asmall perturbation of ¢ does not enable integer points not belonging
to 7 to become best approximations between the approximations (™ and (!

2.4. Sketch of the proof of Theorem 2.1.

The proof uses two inductive steps.

The first step. Applying Lemma 2.1 many times we construct absolutely
rational subspaces

15 P1, T2 P25 ooy Tsy Ps

with dimensions dim 7; = 2, dim p; = 3 and aray ¢ = ¢((), ( € 7 such
that

A) 5, Ti+1 C Py,

B) B(l)={¢,...,¢, ¢t ¢t T )

where
CtSZC’ tozl’ t]—’T]ZS—I—l’ T]—t]_128+1 VJ

and
CTj—Ha "'agtj S 71-j v j> Ctj+1> "'aCTjJrl € Pj \V/ j>

C) B(¢) (as well as the union U;_, p; ) does not belong to any s-dimensional
subspace of Rt

We perform the construction of such a ray ¢(¢) for which the best ap-
proximations admit A), B), C) by means of Lemma 2.1 by an inductive
procedure.

The beginning of the inductive procedure is trivial. Let the subspaces

T1, P1, T2, P25 -ovy Ty Pk

and the ray £(C'*), (' € 1 be already constructed. Then by Lemma 2.1 we
take (™1 with required properties and choose absolutely rational subspace

14



Tr+1 such that the ray ¢(¢™+!) lie in this subspace and the dimension of
the subspace generated by all subspaces 7y, p1, ..., Tr11 is maximal. Then by
Lemma 1.4 in 7,4, we find a point (**+! with the requested properties.

The second step. We must apply the procedure of the first step many
times and construct a sequence of rays (¢ = ((&¥), ¢k € Z5t k= 1,2,... in
such a way that for any ray ¢* the set of the best approximations B(¢*) con-
sists of k successive blocks. Each of these blocks must satisfy the conditions
A), B), C) from the first step.

The limit ray for the sequence of rays ¢* will correspond to the numbers
aq, ..., s with the requested in Theorem 2.1 properties: all successive (s +
1) b.s.a. for ay, ..., will lie in two- or three-dimensional subspaces and
proposition 2 form Section 2.1 and the property C) lead to the independence
of the reals 1, ay, ..., a, over rationals.

2.5. Best simultaneous approximations in different norms.

We consider a convex O-symmetric star function f : R" — R satisfying
the conditions

1) f is continuous,

2) f(x) >0Vx e R", f(z)=0<=2=0,
3) f(—z) = f(z)Vz € R",

4) f(tx) =tf(x) Yz € R", Vt € Ry,

5) the set B} = {y € R": f(y) <1} is convex and 0 € intBj.

It is well known (see [2]) that f determines a norm in R"”. Function
(or norm) f is strictly conves if the set Bj} is strictly convex; that is, the
boundary 03} do not have segments of straight lines. We use B]’}(a) for the
set

Bia)={yeR": f(y—a) <A},
so Bf = B;(0).
For an n-tuple o« = (ay, ..., a,) € R"™ we define f-best simultaneous ap-

prozimation (f-b.s.a.) as an integer point 7 = (p, ay, ..., a,) € Z"™! such that
p > 1 and

flag—=1b) > flap —a)

for all
(q,br,....b,) €Z™, 1<qg<p-—1

and for all
(pvbla'"vbn) € Zn+1, b;ﬁa
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In the case when f determines the cube
Bj={y = (y1,-.yn) €R" : max [y;| <1}

our definition leads to the classical definition of the b.s.a. considered in
previous sections.
All the f-b.s.a. for a form the sequences

7, = (p,a,) €Z", p, €N, a, = (a1, ...,a,,) € Z",

P <pe<..<p,<..,

flapy —a1) > flapy —az) > ....f(ap, — a,) > ...,

and these sequences are finite in the case o € Q™ and are infinite in the
opposite situation.
Let & = (&0, ..., &n) denotes the remainder vector &, = a;p, — a;,.
Let
= = (El,m ceny En,u)? Ejﬂ/ = 6]'71//]0(61/);

obviously, =, € B}. For a given vector £ € R"™ we also use the notation
2(€) = ¢/f(€) € Bj. Moreover, for the integer vector ¢ = (p, a1, ...,a) €
R we use the notation £%(¢) = (pay — ay, ..., pa, — a,) € R™.

2.6. The order of the best approximations.

From the Minkowski convex body theorem applied to the cylinder

Q, = {z = (2,51, yn) €R™ 0 2| < ppa, flax—y) < f(&)}  (8)

(it does not contain nontrivial integer points) it follows that for any v one
has

£(&) < Ci(fp, 9)

with constant Cy(f) = 2/(VolB})"/". On the other hand, we can show that
the following result is valid.

Theorem 2.2. Let dimgz(1, a4, ...,a,) > 3. Then

f(&)pus1 — +00, v — Fo0. (10)

Proof.
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1) Let A? € Z*™! be a two-dimensional sublattice and detyA? be the area
of its fundamental domain. The set of all sublattices

{A? C Z°T: detyA? < v}

is finite for any ~.
2) Consider a two-dimensional lattice A2 = (7,, 7,4 1)z. From conv(0,7,,7,41) C
), it follows that

1
§det2A12, = voly(conv (0, 7, Ty11)) < f(&)Dur1-

3) From dimgz(1, aq,...,as) > 3 it is easy to deduce (see proposition 2
from Section 2.1) that the sequence of all f-b.s.a. cannot asymptotically lie
in a two-dimensional sublattice and hence for a fixed sequence of naturals v,
the embedding U2, 7, C Uy, A2 never holds.

Theorem 2.2 immediately follows from 1), 2), 3).

We would like to refer to Hinchin once again as in [7], [9] he actually
proved that it is not possible to establish any specific rate of growth of the

value f(&)py+1 in ([):

Proposition 4. For any function 1(y) T +00 increasing to infinity (as
slow as one wishes) as y — oo there exists an n-tuple

aeR” dimgz(1,0q,...,000,) =+ 1
such that
f(£1/)p1/+1 = O(w(pwl—l))v vV — +00. (11>

Formula ([l) shows that in the situation n > 2 there exist vectors « for
which the lower estimate from (@IIT) is the exact one. Of course, in the case
n =1 for any v we have

Co(flpoir < F(&) < Ci(f)pia
(see [R]).
2.7. The directions of the successive best approximations.

Theorem 2.3. For any natural v one has 2,41 ¢ intB(Z,).
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Theorem 2.3 was actually proved by Rogers in [20] for signatures (see
Section 2.11). It follows from the fact that in the cylinder () there is no
nontrivial integer points and

Tv+1 — Ty = (pu—l—l —Pv, Q141 — A1y, -y App4l — an,u)

does not belong to the cylinder €2,,. Then one must notice that 0 < p,1—p, <
Pui1- Hence 7,01 — 7, € () means that

gu-i-l ¢ lntB]{(fy)(gu) (12)

Now 0 € 85;(5”)(5,,) and due to convexity we have

” fféf:)1> ¢ int B (c,)

and this is exactly what is stated in the theorem.
We can notice that the statement ([2) is a little bit more general than
the Theorem 2.3.

2.8. Strictly convex norms.

Theorem 2.4. Let the norm f be strictly convex. Then there exists
d = 6(f) > 0 such that for any vector o € Q" there exist infinitely many
values of v for each of them

Ev1 € BiT(2,).

We remind the reader that the n-tuple a = (ay, ..., ) is defined to be
badly approzimable if for some positive D(a) > 0 the inequality
i gl > —1/n
max min |paj — a;| = D(e)p
is valid for all p € N (Concerning the existence of the badly approximable
vectors see [22]). It is easy to see that the vector « is badly approximable
if and only if for any norm f there is a constant D;(f, a) such that for any
natural p holds
min f(par — a) > Dy(f,c)p™ "™ (13)

a€eZm
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Theorem 2.5. Let o be badly approrimable and D = D(«) be the
corresponding constant. Let the norm f be strictly convex. Then there exist
w=w(D, f) €N and § = (D, f) > 0 with the following property:

for any v > 1 there exists a natural j from the interval v < j < v+ w
such that

Ein € BiY(E). (14)

Theorem 2.4 shows that for a strictly convex norm the condition 6, &
intB;(0) for the sequence 6, € Bj is not sufficient for the existence of o
such that lim, , (0, — Z,) = 0. Theorem 2.5 shows that for the badly ap-
proximable numbers the values of j for which we have ([[4]) appear regularly.
Probably, the result of Theorem 2.5 does not depends on the fact that « is
badly approximable but we cannot prove it. The proofs of the theorems we
give in next two sections. From the results of the Section 2.11 it is clear that
Theorem 2.4 is not valid for non-strictly convex norms.

2.9. Two lemmas.
Lagarias [I0] proved the following statement.

Lemma 2.2. Define h = 2"t Then for any norm f and for any
natural v one has p,in > 2p,.

Corollary 1. For any vector o & Q™ and for all v,j > 1 one has

f(&ijn) < Ciptm (%)j/n.

Corollary 2. Let o be badly approximable. Then there exists h* =
h*(f,a) € N such that

21 f(Gn) < 5 FE) (15)

Proof of the Corollary 2.
From (@) and the condition (I3 it follows that

Dlp;l/" < f(&) < Clp;l/"
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and by Lemma 2.2 p, grows exponentially. Now ([[H) follows.

Lemma 2.3. Let f be strictly conver. Then for any € > 0 there
exists & > 0 such that for any 6 € dB}(0) and any & € Bj(0) \ Bj(#) under

condition
=(¢) € 9B}(0) () (B(6) \ B}(0))
we have f(§) > 1—¢.
Proof.

Let 7 € 0B;(#)N0B;(0). As f is strictly convex we have (0;n) C
intBf(#). Now if = € 9B;(0) \ B}(#) belongs to a small d-neighborhood of
the point 7 then the segment [0; Z] must intersect with dBf(#) in some point
¢(2) = [0;E] N (0B}(#) \ 0) and ((Z) — n when = — 5. If £ € B}(0) \ B}(0)
then £ is between Z(&) and ((Z(§)).

Lemma is proved.
2.10. The proofs of Theorems 2.4, 2.5.

We prove Theorem 2.4.
Suppose that Theorem 2.4 is not valid. Then for any 6 > 0 we have

E,41 € BfT(2))

for v > 14(6). Now from Theorem 2.3 and Lemma 2.3 we deduce that for any
e>0

f&) =2 (L=e)f(&)

when v > yy(e). It means that

F(€urs) = (1 =€) f(&w)- (16)

But from Corollary 1 to Lemma 2.2 we see that
F(&ng) < Capy, " (1/2)77" (17)
For small values of ¢ the inequalities ([8) and () lead to contradiction when

J — Q.
Theorem 2.4 is proved.

Now we prove Theorem 2.5.
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Suppose that Theorem 2.5 is not valid. In this situation for arbitrary large
w € N and for arbitrary small 6 > 0 there exists v satisfying the condition

i1 € B}+6(EJ—), j=v,v+1,.. v+w.

Applying Lemma 2.3 we see that

f&viw) =2 (1 =€) f(&), (18)

and € > 0 may be taken arbitrary small. But at the same time from Corollary
2 to Lemma 2.2 we deduce that

[w/h*]
e < (3) &) (19)

Again we take £ small enough and the inequalities ([[8) and (™) lead to
contradiction when w — oo.
The proofs are complete.

2.11. Result on signatures and illuminated points.

For vector n = (m, ...,n,) its signature is defined as

signn = (signny, ..., signn,).

Rogers [20] showed that for ordinary b.s.a. (in the case B} = {y : max; [y;| <
1}) the successive best approximations satisfy the condition

Vv signé, # sign&,i1.

(This simple result was generalized in Theorem 2.3.) On the other hand,
Sos and Szekeres [23] proved that for any sequence of signatures {o,} with
o, # 0,41 there exists a vector a € R™ with components a4, ..., a,, linearly
independent together with 1 over Z such that sign&, = o0,. We give a
generalization of this result.

Let M C R™ be a convex closed domain, b € M and a ¢ M. The point
b (as a point of the boundary OM) is illuminated from the point @ if there
exists a positive A such that b + A\(b — a) € intM.

Theorem 2.6. Let the sequence of points {0,};>, C B} satisfy the
following condition: for each v the point O as the point of the boundary
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OB}(0,) is illuminated from the point 6,.1. Then there exists a vector a =
(1, ..., o) with linearly independent components such that

lim |=, —6,| = 0. (20)

V—r—+00

Remark 1. The result by Sos and Szekeres on signatures immediately
follows from our Theorem 2.6.

Remark 2. [In (20) we can provide any rate of convergence to zero.

We would like to say that the formulation of the conditions of Theorem
2.6 in terms of illuminated points is due to O. German [B]. Moreover O.
German [5] proved some interesting and new results on distribution of direc-
tions for the best approximations in sense of linear forms and on the rate of
convergence to the asymptotic directions. In the next section we shall give a
sketch of the proof of this theorem and here we consider one example.

In the case s = 2 we consider the norm f*(zy, ) with unit ball B}
defined by the inequalities

|21 + 22| <4, |z — 2o < 1.

Applying Theorem 2.6 and observing the geometry of mutual configuration
of the balls B}(0) and Bf(6) we obtain the following statement.

Theorem 2.7. For the norm f*(x) the set of all f-b.s.a. may have the
constant sequence of signatures: o, = (+,+), Yv.

Theorem 2.7 shows that the conclusion of Rogers’ theorem from [20] is
not true for the norm f*(x). One can easily construct the corresponding
multi-dimensional example and an example with strictly convex norm.

We would like to point out that we cannot construct an example of a
norm f for which the sequence of all f-b.s.a. can have any given sequence
of signatures. We may conjecture that th Euclidean norm f(z1,...,z,) =

\/2% + ... + 22 has this property.

2.12. Sketch of the proof of Theorem 2.6.

The proof is performed in the same manner as the proof of Theorem 2.1.
By means of some inductive procedure we construct a sequence of integer
points

Ty = (Du, Q1py oy Any)
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which must form the sequence of all f-b.s.a. for the limit point

111’[1 (al l//pln ceey an,u/pu)-

v—400

The base of induction is trivial.
We sketch the induction step.
Let the points

1
T Ty € ZM0 T = (pjiag) = (D4, 1, oy nyg), 1< p1<p2<...<py

be constructed satisfying the following conditions:
1) 7,...,7, is the set of all f-b.s.a. to rational vector

511 = (al,u/puu L) an,u/pl/)a

2) E(fﬁV(T])) — 6, is small for all
— 1,1,
) 9, llumlnates the point 0 of the boundary of dB}(Z(£7 (1;-1)) for all
J=1..,v,

4) there is no integer points on the boundary of the cylinder

{(z,91, ., yn) € Rz <py, flaz—y) < f(&-1)}

but the best approximations.
We must show how one can determine an integer point

Tv+1 = (pu—l—l; au—l—l) = (pu—l—la A1 p41y -0y an,u+1)7 Pv < Dut1

such that
1) 7,...,Tys1 are all f-b.s.a. to rational vector

5V+1 (a'l V+1/pl/+17 "'aa'n,l/-i-l/pl/-i-l))

=(777 (1)) — 6; is small for all j =1,
6; illuminates the point 0 of the boundary 31(5(55”* (1j-1)) for all
7=1,....v+1,
4%) there is no integer points on the boundary of the cylinder

{(x,y1, s yn) € R 2| < puga, flax —y) < f(&+ 1)}

but the best approximations.

[\)
*

LW
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Consider a small neighborhood of B}(a,). Let X be small enough. Then
for any [ € B}(a,,) integer points 7, ..., 7,1 form all the first successive v —1
f-b.s.a to 8. The main difficulty is that for any A there are some § € B}(a,)
for which between 7,_; and 7, must arrive one new f-b.s.a. and it must be
controlled.

We consider the ball B} and the point Z(¢7(7,_1)) € 0B}. Let B* =
B(E(£7(7,-1)))- From the induction hypotheses 3) we know that 6, illumi-
nates 0 € B*.

Then near the point 6, - t for some positive ¢ in the set B}c Nint B* there
exists a point =* such that the two-dimensional subspace 7* generated by
the points 7, (* = (p,, Z%) is absolutely rational. The point Z* must be very
close to 6, - t. So due to continuity we can obtain 6, - ' € int Bf(Z*) for
some positive t'.

In the absolutely rational subspace 7* a point 7,41 = (py+1; Gy+1) must be
taken in such a way that 7,41 and (* be by the same side of the line 07, (here
we use the fact that 7* has dimension 2). As =Z* € intB* we deduce from
convexity that the whole segment (0; Z*) is in int B*. Now we can choose 7,41
very close to the line 07, and hence the sequence 14, ..., 7,11 really be the set
of all f-b.s.a. to the rational vector 8™ = (ay ,41/Pusts o Gnpi1/Pos1)-

The inductive step is sketched.

The sequence of vectors 5 converges due to the smallness of the difference
| 51/—1-1 _ /8V|

Linear independence over Z of the limit numbers 1,aq,...,a, may be
obtained by the application of the Proposition 2 of Section 2.1.

2.13. Asymptotic directions.

In this section we formulate without proofs some simple corollaries from
our previous results in terms of the asymptotic directions for the best ap-
proximations.

The asymptotic direction for the f-b.s.a. sequence for a vector « is
defined as a point 0 € 83}(0) such that there exists a subsequence v; with
the property lim;_, ;o Z,, = 0. The set of all asymptotic directions for a we
denote by T'(r). Obviously T's(a) C B}(0) is closed.

It seems to the author that C. Rogers was the first who gave the definition
of the asymptotic direction for the Diophantine approximations [21] but our
definition differs from the Rogers’ definition.

A set A C Bf(0) is defined to be f-asymptotically admissible if there is
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an infinite sequence
90, 91, ceey Qk, ceny with 9]' S .A

such that

1) 6; illuminates the point 0 € 0Bf(;-1),

2) the set of all limiting points of the sequence {6} is just A.

Theorem 2.8.

Let A C B}(0) be f-asymptotically admissible. Then there exists a vector
a € R™ with linearly independent over rationals components such that A =
Ff(Oé).

Corollary. If A is closed and there is x € A such that —x € A then
there exists o € R™ with independent components such that A =T'¢(«).

This result may be compared to Rogers observation [21I] that the set of
all asymptotic directions is not necessary 0-symmetric but there is some kind
of symmetry.

The next theorem follows from Theorem 2.4.

Theorem 2.9. Let norm f be strictly conver. Then there exists a
positive 61 depending on f such that in the case

AcCintBit(0) Vo€ A

A cannot be the set of the form I'f(a).
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