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Abstract

We generalize Bourgain-Lindenstrauss-Michel-Venkatesh’s recent one-dimensional quantita-
tive density result to abelian algebraic actions on higher dimensional tori. Up to finite index,
the group actions that we study are conjugate to the action of Uk, the group of units of some
non-CM number field K, on a compact quotient of K ®g R. In such a setting, we investigate
how fast the orbit of a generic point can become dense in the torus. This effectivizes a spe-
cial case of a theorem of Berend; and is deduced from a parallel measure-theoretical statement
which effectivizes a special case of a result by Katok-Spatzier. In addition, we specify two
numerical invariants of the group action that determine the quantitative behavior, which have
number-theoretical significance.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Background

The rigidity of higher rank abelian algebraic actions has since long been studied in various
forms. The first result of this type was achieved by Furstenberg’s disjointness theory :

Theorem 1.1. (Furstenberg [/, '67) Any minimal closed subset of T = R/Z simultancously in-
variant under x2 and x3 is either T itself or a finite set of rational points.

The measure-theorectical analogue of this theorem is the famous Furstenberg’s conjecture, which
asks whether any ergodic x2, x3-invariant measure on T is either uniform or finitely supported on
rational points. The conjecture remains open.

There are several ways to extend Furstenberg’s theorem. One of them is achieved by Berend,
who proved an analogue on higher dimensional tori.

Theorem 1.2. (Berend [[], '83) Let ¥ < My(Z) = End(T%) be an abelian subsemigroup such that:
(i) for any common eigenspace V' of 3, there is an element g whose eigenvalue corresponding to
V' has absolute value strictly greater than 1; (ii) rank(X) > 2; (iii) X contains a totally irreducible
element. Then any minimal S-invariant closed set on T% is either the full torus or finite.

Here the action of a single toral endomorphism A € My(Z) is irreducible if there is no non-trivial
A-invariant subtorus on T = RY/Z4: it is totally irreducible if A™ is irreducible for every positive
integer n.

Another way of extension was to go to the measure-theoretical category. Under the assumption
of positive entropy, Furstenberg’s conjecture has been proved by Rudolph and Johnson following

work of Lyons[[[7].

Theorem 1.3. (Rudolph[[[g],’90-Johnson[I9],’92) Suppose a Borel probability measure p on T is
invariant and ergodic under both x2 and x3. If the measure-theoretical entropy h,(x2) of the x2
action with respect to u is positive, then u is the Lebesgue measure.

It is possible to pursue these two directions of extension at the same time. Namely, under certain
conditions, for an abelian action on T¢ with some kind of hyperbolicity, higher rank and irreducibil-
ity, any ergodic invariant measure with positive entropy is expected to be uniform. This was first
proved by Katok and Spatzier[[4] for abelian subgroups of SL;(Z) under a special assumption
called total non-symplecticity (TNS); for a detailed treatment of their result, see Kalinin—Katok[,
§3]. Later on, such a measure rigidity statement was proved by Einsiedler-Lindenstrauss[f]] for a
more general family of groups of toral automorphisms.

Further, there is a third way to extend these results: all the theorems mentioned above have
quantitative versions. Recently [[J], Bourgain, Lindenstrauss, Michel and Venkatesh effectivized
Furstenberg’s theorem.

Theorem 1.4. (Bourgain-Lindenstrauss-Michel-Venkastesh [],’08) For any pair of multiplicatively
independent positive integers a,b:
(i). If x € T is diophantine generic:

p _
|3§‘—§|2q ka Vp,qu, (]227



then {a™b"x|0 < m,n < N} is (loglog @) ¢-dense in T for all Q > Qo, where ¢ = c(a,b) and
Qo = No(k,a,b) are constants.

(it). Ifx = & where Q is coprime with ab, then {a™b"z|0 < m,n < 3log Q} is C(logloglog Q) ~*-
dense in T where C'= C(a,b) and c is the same as in (i).

Roughly speaking, this says the orbit of a point x is of certain quantitative density unless x is
very close to a rational number with small denominator.

1.2 Statement of main results

In this paper we generalize Bourgain-Lindenstrauss-Michel-Venkatesh’s theorems to the higher
dimensional case. We investigate a special case of the situation studied by Berend [J], namely the
action on T¢ by a group of toral automorphisms G < SLg(Z) that satisfies:

Condition 1.5. G is an abelian subgroup of SL4(Z) such that:
(1). rank(G) > 2, where rank refers to the torsion free rank of finitely generated abelian groups.;
(2). G contains an totally irreducible toral automorphism;
(3). G is mazximal in rank: there is no intermediate abelian subgroup Gy in SLq(Z) containing
G such that rank(G) < rank(Gy) .

We now equips G with a norm.

Definition 1.6. (7). For a matriv A € My(R), we define the logarithmic Mahler measure of
A to be

2w
m(A) = %/0 log | det(A — €id)|d#.

An alternative definition is

d
m(A) = log, [C4l, (1.1)
i=1
where (}x, e ,Cf‘ are the eigenvalues of A and log, v = max(0,log z).

(ii). For a subgroup G < SLq(Z) and L > 0, let BX¥*™(L) be the ball of radius L with respect to
logarithmic Mahler measure:
BY*(L) := {g € Glm(g) < L}.

For more information on Mahler measures, we refer to [ff.
Here is our main result in the topological category:

Theorem 1.7. If an abelian subgroup G < SL4(Z) satisfies Condition then there are effective

constants 1, [cd, bd, and 4 depending only on G such that if a finite set E C T¢ is e-separated

1
and |E| > e~ for some a,e > 0 with € <[c]], 2% then BMNt(gglog 1).E := {g.z|g €

log log
BY*(Edlog 1),z € E} is (log %)_aa-dense.
The proof of Theorem [[.7 is based on the analogous effective measure-theoretical Theorem [[.9

below which studies the behaviour of a measure p under the G-action. We assume p has positive
entropy up to a certain scale.



Condition 1.8. 4 is a Borel measure on T% such that:

For some given pair o > 0, € > 0, the entropy H,(P) = > pcp —p(P)log u(P) is at least
ad log% for all measurable partitions P of T¢ such that diamP < €, where diamP is the mazimal
diameter of atoms from P.

Theorem 1.9. Suppose an abelian subgroup G < SL4(Z) meets Condition [[.J. There are effective
constants 1], E, £, and kd depending only on G such that if e <[c]], § € [Ed(loglog 1)71, 4] and a
Borel measure v on T? satisfies the entropy condition then there exists a measure p' which has
total mass |p'| > a—3d and is dominated by some element i from the convex hull of B! (kdlog %),u
in the space of probability measures on T (here the group G acts on p by pushforward: g.j = g.),
so that Y f € C*°(TY),

W) = 10| [ se)da] <[adog 2 B3]
Td €

Theorem [[.9 actually effectivizes a special case of Katok-Spatzier’s result [[[4].

Another interesting corollary to Theorem will be Theorem [[.10, regarding how fast a generic
single G-orbit can fill up T¢, which is a quantitative form of the fact that any infinite G-orbit is
dense (proved by Berend [[]) and the generalization of a similar theorem in [f].

Theorem 1.10. Suppose G satisfies Condition then there are effective constants B, bd depend-
ing only on G such that:

For all Q € N, Q >[cq, if a point x € T = R?/Z? satisfies one of the following conditions:

(i)  is diophantine generic: Ik > 1 such that v — ¢| > q % for any coprime pair (v, q) where
¢geNandveZ OR

(ii) x = % where v € Z¢ is coprime with Q, in which case we denote k = 1,

then the set BY* ((k + 2)log Q).x is (logloglog Q)_B—dense.

Remark 1.11. In fact, in all the theorems stated above, we are able to know on which features
of G the constants really depend and how the dependence looks like. Actually, all constants are
determined by the dimension d and two algebraic invariants My, and Fyq) of G. For the explicit
expressions, see Propositions 10, [T, [7.3, [7-4.

The exact definitions of My, and Fyq) are going to appear later in §B. However, essentially
My, is a measurement of how “twisted” the eigenbasis of G is (notice G is commutative so all its
elements share a common eigenbasis); and Fy(q) is the bound on a set of generators of G (up to
finite-index) in terms of logarithmic Mahler measure.

We make an effort to track the dependence on My and Fy ) in this paper, the reason is that
this dependence can be interesting from a number-theoretical point of view (cf. Appendiz 8§ for
example).

Remark 1.12. It should be remarked that if || - ||wr, is the word length metric with respect to some
fized generating set S C G, then m(9) Sa.s |lgllwr + 1,Yg € G. Therefore in all the theorems
stated above, the ball Bgah(a log%) with respect to Mahler measure can be replaced by some ball
BY (e log %) defined in terms of word length metric, where [ =[c] (G, S) is effective.

A major restricion we adopted in addition to Berend’s conditions is that G is supposed to be
maximal in rank, which guarantees that one can expand an arbitrary eigenspace while contracting
everything else. The study of the case without this assumption is also possible, though more careful
arguments are required and only weaker estimates will be obtained, and is hopefully going to appear
in another paper [[q].



1.3 Organization of paper and notations

While our proof follows the structure of that of Bourgain et. al. which uses Fourier analysis, we
also borrow several arguments from [J]. A little bit of number theory is needed as our group G turns
out to be closely linked to the full unit group of some number field. There are some new difficulties
to be treated in the higher dimensional case. The main point is that instead of the case on a one
dimensional circle, we are going to decompose a multidimensional torus into eigenspaces and work
on one of them. We will show some kind of “dense” distribution along a line in that eigenspace and
then make use of the irreduciblity of the action (so any eigenspace does not form a close subtorus).
One of the difficulties here is that when the eigenspace is complex (i.e. 2-dimensional), a line in it
may not be equidistributed in T¢, this is going to be dealt with in §p.3

The organization of paper is as follows:

8P discusses the number-theoretical implication of Condition [L.§ and proves the G-action comes
from the group of units of a certain number field and its eigenspaces correspond to the real and
complex embeddings of that field. Further, in § we discuss a few algebraic properties of this action,
in particular the irrationality of the eigenspaces is specified quantitatively.

In §f] we give an effective description of the fact that if a measure on T¢ has positive entropy
then its projection to at least one of the eigenspaces V; has positive entropy. Since the restriction of
the group action on V; is just a multiplication, we are able to discuss its behaviors in §f. Roughly
speaking, we are going to show that using the group action, it is possible to stretch a short vector,
to generate an approximation of a line segment (or an arithmetic progression) from a given vector,
as well as to relocate an arbitrary line to a general position if the eigenspace is a complex one.

Proof of Theorem [[.9 is given in §f. The main tool used there is Fourier analysis. And the
underlying geometric idea is that the positive entropy in V; guarantees that the difference vector
between a random pair of nearby points taken with respect to u is not too short, and by applying
the results obtained in §f] to this vector we can create a sufficiently long line segment placed in a
general position, which is equidistributed on the torus.

In §f] Theorem [[.7 is deduced from [.g by taking a test function, we then prove its corollaries.
The appendix §f gives an application of results in §f] to a number theoretical problem, following a
strategy observed by Cerri [{].

Notation 1.13. Throughout this paper,

e log stands for the logarithm of base 2 and the natural logarithm is denoted by In.

e For a linear map f, || f|| := supjy—1 |f(z)| is its norm as an operator.

If A and B are subsets of some additive group, let A — B (resp. A+ B) denote the set
{a —b (resp. a+1b) |a € A,b € B}.

The symbol rank refers to the torsion-free rank of a finitely generated abelian group.

We denote constants by c1,ca, ... and less important ones by k1, Kke,.... The constants only
locally used by a proof are written as tq,ta,.... All constants in this paper are going to be
positive and effective: i.e. an explicit value for it can be deduced from the information already
known if one really want to. When a constant first appears, we may write it as a function to
signify all the variables that it depends on, for example if we write cs(N,d), it means that the
constant cg depends only on N and d, and so forth.



o We write A S B (or B 2 A) for the estimate 3¢ > 0, A < ¢B. Moreover, we always include
all factors that the implied constant ¢ depends on within the < symbol as subscripts. For
example, if ¢ depends on and only on d then we will always write A <gq B; the inequality
A < B without any subscript means the implied constant is absolute.

Acknowledgments: This paper is part of my Ph.D. thesis work. I am grateful to my advisor
Prof. Elon Lindenstrauss for introducing me to the subject and guiding me through the research.
I also would like to thank Prof. Jean Bourgain for comments and encouragement.

2 Abelian algebraic actions on the torus

In this section, we are going to impose an alternative condition on G to replace Condition [[..

2.1 Preliminaries on number fields

Consider now a degree d number field K, d > 3. K ®g R = R9. Any element of K acts on this
space naturally by multiplication: x.(t ® x) = st ® x,Vs,t € K,x € R. Recall that if K has r
real embeddings o1,--- ,0,, and 7 pairs of conjugate imaginary embeddings oy, 4+, 0r 4194, J =
1,---, 7o, then there is an isomorphism o : K ®g R — R™ x C"? = R? where

ot®z)=x- (O‘l(t), <o o (t),Reop, 41(t), -+ ,Reoy, 41, (1),

(2.1)
Im0r1+1(t)v t yImUTH-Tz (t))

for all z € R, t € K. With this identification, the action of K on R% = R™ x C™ is easy to describe:
X acts on K ®g R via the linear mapping (xgl(s), T X (8) Koy 1 (s) xgrﬁrz(s)), where the
first 1 multiplications are on the r1 real subspaces and the last ro ones are on the complex ones.
Here we view the j-th copy of C as a two-dimensional real subspace. In addition, let it be spanned
by the (r; + j)-th (real part) and the (r1 + r2 + j)-th (imaginary part) coordinates: a number z in
this copy of C is identified with (Rez)e,,1; + (Imz)ey, +r,+;, then the multiplicative action of s on
Rear1+j(3) _ImUTH—j(S) >
Imoy, 15(s)  Reop4(s) )

Let Ok be the ring of integers and Ux = O} be the group of units of K. Dirichlet’s Unit
Theorem claims that, modulo the torsion part 7 of Uy, which is a finite set of roots of unity, the
group morphism

this embedded copy of C is given by the matrix <

L:t— (logloi(t)],log|oa(t)], - ,10g |or 4y (£)]) (2.2)

embeds Uk as a lattice in the (r1 + 79 — 1)-dimensional subspace

r1 9
W = {(w1,wa, -+, Wr, )| D wj +2) wy, ;= 0} C R, (2.3)
j=1 j=1

17 1§Z§T17

| hen d = 37472 d;.
2 i bl<i<r by Bemd=2T

Let r =r; + 79 — 1 =rank(Ug) and d; = {

Remark 2.1. For a given d, there are only finitely many possible values for r as %l—l =S +re—1<
r=r1+ro—1<r1+2rp—1=d-1.



For an element in K, its logarithmic Mahler measure measures the size of its image under L.

Definition 2.2. For a non-zero element t from a number field K of degree d, the logarithmic

Mahler measure of t is
WM () = " dy log [t

where log , © = max(logx,0), v runs over all finite or infinite places of K and d, = [K, : Qp], v|¥
is the local degree of v.

hMah t

h(t) = 7()

number t and does not depend on the field K in which t is regarded as an element.

1s the absolute logarithm height of ¢, it is determined by the algebraic

In particular, if ¢ € Uy then all its non-Archimedean absolute values are equal to 1, so the
logarithmic Mahler measure involves only Archimedean embeddings:

r1+7r2 7’1 +7r2

pMab (1) Z d;log, |o;(t) Z di| log |oi(t)|| = Z|logal (2.4)

because Y77 d; log |oy(1)| = log | [T, o4(t)| = 0.
It is easy to see

hMah(tt/) < hMah( ) hMah( ) hMah(tn) — | |hMah( ),VTL cZ. (2.5)

Definition 2.3. Let U be a finite index subgroup in Uk . Define the size of (virtually) funda-
mental units to be

Fu = inf {]—"\{hMah(t) < F,t € U} generates a finite-index subgroup of U}.
Notice as U is a discrete set, Fy can be achieved, i.e. there are r elements t1,--- ,t,. that
virtually generate the torsion-free part of U, such that max;, hM*(¢,) = Fp.

Remark 2.4. It is known that for all algebraic numbers t of degree d, WM (t) has an effective
positive lower bound [x{(d) depending only on d as long as t is not a root of unity (see Voutier [£1]).
By definition this is also a lower bound for Fi.

We are interested in lattices embedded by ¢ into K ®g R, the covolumes and shapes of such
lattices will be important for us.

Definition 2.5. (1). The scale of a lattice A in a d-dimensional vector space V is Sn = {/covol(A).
(2). The uniformity of a linear isomorphism ¥ : R — R? is

My ::maX(H\IIHS\;(lzd)? H\I’_IHS\I/(Zd))
_1 -1 1
= max(||V]| - | det W[ e, [@77[ - [det ¥|a).

Definition 2.6. A number field K is « CM-number field if it has a proper subfield F such that
rank(Ug ) = rank(Ur).

Actually, it follows from Dirichlet’s Unit Theorem that a number field is CM if and only if K
is a totally complex quadratic extension of a totally real field F' (see Parry [IJ]).
We show a property of non-CM fields that is going to be relevant later.



Lemma 2.7. If K is not CM and has a complex embedding o 4;,1 < j <o, let F' be the proper

subfield JT,_llﬂ-(R). If F # Q then 3k, € {1,--- ;71 +ro2}\{r1 + 7} such that k # [ but Vt € F,

ok (t)] = [ou(t)]-

Proof. Let d = [K : F| > 2, then each embedding of F extends to exactly d’ different embeddings
of K. In other words, the set of embeddings {o1, -+ ,04} of K can be divided into d’-tuples, each
corresponds to one embedding of F'; the number of these tuples is [F': Q] = %.

If d = 2, each tuple is a pair. As o,,4; and its complex conugate o,,{r,+; has the same
restriction on the maximal real subfield I' = o, 1+j (R), they form one of the pairs. So any other
pair does not contain o, 4 or oy, 4r,+j. Suppose every other pair consists of two conjugate complex
embeddings ¢ and & then as they have the same restriction on F', F lies in their common real part.
So all embeddings of F' is real and extends to two conjugate complex embeddings of K, which
contradicts the assumption that K is not CM. Hence there is a pair made of two embeddings which
are not complex conjugates to each other.

If d’ > 3, then one of the tuple contains o, 4; and oy, 1ryqj. As F # Q, there is at least one
other d’-tuple. As d’ > 3, there are two embeddings in that tuple that are not complex conjugate
to each other.

So in any case there are two different embeddings o and ¢’ of K, which are not o, 4; or 0y, 1o+
and are not complex conjugate to each other, such that o|p = o’|p. If one or both of them is not
in o1, ,0r,4r, then we replace it by its complex conjugate, which does not change the absolute

value. This completes the proof. O

Condition 2.8. G is an abelian subgroup of SL4(Z) such that there are:

(1). a non-CM number field K of degree d whose group of units Ug has rank at least 2;

(2). an isomorphim ¢ from G to a finite-index subgroup of Uk ;

(3). a cocompact lattice T in K ®@g R which sits in K < K ®g R and is invariant under the
natural action of ¢(G),

such that by identifying G with ¢(G), the action of G on T is conjugate to the natural G-action
on X = (K ®qR)/T, i.e., there exists a linear isomorphism 1 : R? — K ®o R = R? such that
P(ZY) =T and ' o Xg(q) 0% = g,Yg € G.

Remark 2.9. rank(Ugx) =11 +ro — 1 > 2 implies d = r1 + 2r9 > 3.

A consequence to Condition P.§ is that the logarithmic Mahler measures defined respectly by
Definition [. on G and by Definition P.9 on ¢(G) are identified via ¢.

Lemma 2.10. If G satisfies Condition [2.§, then Vg € G, the logarithmic Mahler measure m(g) =
WM (6(g)).

Proof. The eigenvalues of g are exactly those of X 4,), namely o1(¢(g)), -+, oa(¢(g)). By (L),
m(g) = X;logy 0i(¢(9)) = hM*((g)). 0

Remark 2.11. If a generating set S of G is fized, by Dirichlet’s Unit Theorem it is not difficult to
see that the word metric ||g||"V* of an arbitrary element g with respect to S has some upper bound
19V <5 M (0(g)) + 1, from which Remark follows.

It turns out Condition P.§ is a good substitute for Condition [L.J.
Theorem 2.12. Condition implies Condition [.§.



Proof. The theorem decomposes into Propositions P.13, P.14 and P.16, which are proved below. O

In fact, it can be shown that the two conditions are equivalent.

2.2 Construction of the number field

In the followsing three subsections we are going to prove Theorem R.13. The following statement
is a special case of a known theorem (see for example [f], Prop. 2.1], , for a proof of the general
statement see [2]).

Proposition 2.13. Suppose an abelian subgroup G of SLy(Z) has an element whose action is
irreducible, then there exist
(i). a number field K of degree d;
(ii). an isomorphim ¢ from G to a subgroup of the group of units Uk ;
(113). a rank d lattice T' in K < K ®qg R which is invariant under the natural action of ¢(G),
such that there exists a linear isomorphism v : R% — K ®qo R = R? such that ¥(Z?) =T and

Pl o Xy(g) 0 = g, Vg € G;

Proof of Proposition. Assume g € G acts irreducibly, then the characteristic polynomial of g is
irreducible over Q; otherwise the rational canonical form of g over Q has more than one block,
giving a non-trivial g-invariant rational subspace of R? which projects to a non-trivial g-invariant

subtorus in T¢. Therefore g has d distinct eigenvalues C;, e ,Cg which are algebraic conjugates to

CT1+j _

each other, where C;, =+, (o' are real and the rest are ro imaginary pairs, r1 + 2rp = d. (g

C§1+T2+j,vj — 17 e Ty

Construct number field K; = Q(C;), so degK; = d. Denote K = K7, then K has d embeddings:
0i(¢)) = ¢l oi(K) = K;,Vi = 1,--- ,d. The first r; embeddings are real; o, 4; and 0y, 4r,1; are
complex conjugates for 1 < j < ro.

An eigenvector vy of C; lies in Ker(g — Cglid). As all entries of g — C;id belongs to the field K,
we can fix an eigenvector v; € K¢,

Let v; = o4(v1) € K;%, then as g € SL4(Z) is fixed by o;, gv; = 0i(g9)oi(v1) = ai(@vl) =
ai(C;)ai(vl) = C;fui. So v; is an eigenvector corresponding to the eigenvalue C; forall 1 <i<dand
it follows that C" = @¢_,Cv;. Notice v; € 0;(K?) = K¢ C C?, in particular it is a real vector for
1 § ) § r.

As g is irreducible all eigenspaces are one dimensional over C, thus by commutativity the basis
{vi}le diagonalizes not only g but any element h € G as well: hv; = C};vi,Vh € G,Vi.

We claim C}L € K;,Vh € G. This is because an arbitrary element ¢ in the field Q({;, ¢}) can be
written as p((y, (;) where p is a rational polynomial. As gh = hg, p(g, h)vi = p((y, (j)vi = tvg, so
t is an eigenvalue of the rational d x d matrix p(g, h), thus an algebraic number of degree at most
d. By choosing t to be a generating element of Q(C;, ) = Ki(¢}), degK;(C}) < d = degK;. Thus
C}ZL € K.

Furthermore, 0;(¢}) = ¢} for any h € G. Actually, as ¢} € K, (} = f (C;) for some polynomial
fEQla]. flghor = F(CY) = Chor = huy. TF f(g) # h then 0 < rank(f(g) - h) < d, Ker(f(g) — h)
is a non-trivial rational subspace of R%. Since g commutes with f(g) — h, this rational subspace
is g-invariant, which is prohibited to happen as g acts irreducibly. So h = f(g), in particular

i) = 0i(£(Gg)) = f(oi(Cy)) = F(&) = G-



Let ¢(h) = ¢ }ll, which is an algebraic integer as h is an integer matrix. Moreover ¢ }1l € Uk because
h is invertible. Hence ¢ is a group morphism whose image lies in Ugk. ¢ is injective because if
¢(h) =1 for some h # Id then Ker(h —1d) is a non-trivial rational subspace invariant under g since
g commutes with h, which again contradicts the irreducibility of g. Therefore ¢ : G — ¢(G) C Ug
is injective.

For 1 <i <rlet w; =v; € R% for 1 < j < ry, denote Wry4j = 2Revr 4 = Vp 45 + Vpyrotj
and Wy, yr,4; = —2Imv, 4+ = i(Vp,4j — Vr 4ro+5). Then the real vectors wq,ws, - - ,wy are linearly
independent and thus form a basis of R? ¢ C¢.

Let 1 be the isomorphism from R ¢ C% to K GoR = R? which maps w; to e; for all 1 < i < d,
where ¢; is the i-th coordinate vector in K ®g R which is represesented as in (R.1]).

For any h € G acting on R?, it rescales w; by ¢} = 0i(¢(h)) when 1 <4 < ry and acts on the two-
Reoy, 5 (6(h)) —Imoy,+s(6(h)

Imoy, 1(#(h)) Reor,4;(d(h))
Compare this action with that of X4,) on K ®g R which was described earlier, we see they are

conjugate to each other via .

Therefore the only fact remaining to show is that the lattice I' = ¥(Z%) is in K C K ®q R,
which is equivalent to 1(Q?) = K as K is a d-dimensional Q-vector space in K ®g R. It suffices to
prove ¢~ 1(t) € Q¢, Vt € K. Actually by description (B-]), ¢ is identified with

dimensional subspace generated by w;, 1, Wy, 1, +; as the matrix <

71

r2
Z oi(t)e; + Z(ReJTl+j(t) “eryg + Imor 1 (8) - €y 1)
i=1 =1

Using 1~ !(e;) = w;, we obtain

71 72

() = Z oi(t)w; + Z(Rear1+j(t) “Wrypj + Imoyy 15(E) - Wry o)
i=1 =1

71 T2
= Z O'i(t)vi + Z (Ream-i-j(t)(vm-i-j + UT1+T2+]')
=1 7=1

+ ImJT1+j (t) ’ i(vrl-‘rj - UT1+T2+j))
T1 T2

= Z Ui(t)vi + Z(JT1+j (t)vh-i-j +0ri4j (t)UT1+7‘2+j)'
=1 j=1

Since 7,4 is just oy, 4o+, We see
d d d
) =D it =) oi(t)ai(vr) =Y ai(twy).
i=1 i=1 i=1

Ast € K and v; € K¢, each coordinate in the vector Z?:l o;(tvy) is the trace of the corresponding
coordinate in tv; € K%, which is rational. This completes the proof. O
2.3 Maximal rank and the full group of units

Proposition 2.14. In Proposition P.13, if there doesn’t exist any abelian subgroup Gy of SLg(Z)
containing G such that rank(G) < rank(Gy), then ¢(G) is a subgroup of finite index inside U .
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Proof. Recall that in the proof of Proposition .13, all elements in G are diagonalized as a complex
matrix with respect to basis vy, -+ ,v4. For any 6 € K, construct a matrix v(f) which can be
diagonalized in the same basis, such that v(0)v; = 0;(0)v;,Vi = 1,--- ,d, where 0; : K — K; is the
i-th embedding of K. It is clear that v is an injective ring homomorphism between K and My(C).
Remark as well that Vh € G, y(é(h)) = h.

As K is generated by ¢(g) = {; where g € G is an irreducible element, V0 € K, 6 can
be expressed as a rational polynomial in ¢(g). Hence v(f) can be written as the same rational
polynomial in terms of g = v(¢(g)). So v(0) € My(Q) because g € G < SL4(Z). Let 61,02, ,04
be a Z-basis of Ok, the ring of integers, then there must be an integer D such that () €
My(L£Z),Vk = 1,--- ,d. Therefore for all § € O, (), which is a Z-span of v(6;)’s, lies in
My(57Z) as well.

Moreover det(y(f)) = N(0) = 1 when § € Uk, thus v is an isomorphism between Ui and a
subgroup in SLd(%Z).

For all § € U, consider the sequence of lattices {7(6)".Z%n = 1,2,--- }. For any n, y(6)".Z% has
determinant 1 and is a sublattice of (5Z)? (because Z? < (5Z)% and (y(9))" = (") € Mq($Z)),
in other words it is a sublattice of index D? in (%Z)d. But there are only a finite number of
sublattices of given index in a given lattice, hence there are ny # ng such that v(6)™.Z% = ~v(0)"2.Z4.
Which implies v(0)".Z¢ = Z% for n = ny — ng, or equivalently, v(6)" € SLy(Z).

So we have actually proved, for any element ~(6) in the finitely generated abelian group v(Ug ) =
Uk, there is an exponent n such that (y(0))" € SL4(Z) N y(Uk). It follows that rank(v(Ugx) N
SL4(Z)) = rank(y(Uk)) = rank(Uk).

By Proposition R.13, G = v(¢(G)) € v(Ux) N SLy(Z). Moreover, by assumption rank(G) =
rank (y(Ux) N SLq4(Z)), therefore rank(G) = rank(Uk). Since G = ¢(G) < Uk, this yields the
proposition. O

2.4 Total irreduciblity and non-CM number fields

Now we deal with the assumption that G < SL4(Z) contains at least one totally irreducible
element.

Lemma 2.15. If g € G is an irreducible toral automorphism, then ¢(g) doesn’t belong to any
non-trivial proper subfield F of K.

Proof. Any subfield F', viewed as a subset in K ®q R, is invariant under the multiplicative action
of Up. Assume ¢(g) € F, then as the g-action on R? is identified with that of ¢(g) on K ®q R,
g stablizes ¥ ~1(F). But in the proof of Proposition we showed ¥~ 1(K) C Q%, hence ¢~ (F)
is a rational subspace in Q% of dimension between 1 and d — 1 because F is a non-trivial proper
@Q-vector subspace in K. This contradicts the irreduciblity of g. O

Proposition 2.16. In Proposition .13, if G contains a totally irreducible toral automorphism then
the number field K is not a CM-field.

Proof. Assume there is a proper subfield F' in K with rank(Up) = rank(Uy) for contradiction. Let
g denote the totally irreducible element. Because the finite generated abelian groups Ug and Up
have the same rank, 3/ € N such that ¢(g') = ¢(g)! € Ug lies in Ur. The lemma above implies g
is not irreducible, thus contradicts the total irreducibility. O

This proves Theorem P.13.
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3 Action of the group of units

In the rest of this paper, we will always assume G, K, I, X, ¢ and ¢ are as in Condition P.§.
In addition, two constants will play important roles in ours study: the uniformity My, of ¥ defined
by Definition .§ and the size of fundamental units Fy(g) in ¢(G) < Ux defined by Definition P.3

Notation 3.1. V1 < i < d, e; denotes the i-th standard coordinate vector in R?, and by abuse of
notation, those in the quotient X = Rd/F as well.

For 1 < i<y let V; = Re; be the i-th real subspace in the product R™ x C"2 =2 Re. And let
Viitis 1 < g <o be the j-th complex subspace (notice it is spanned by e, +; and ey 4ro+j). Then
R = @112V,

Forge G and 1 <i<d, let C; = 0i(¢(g)), the i-th embedding of ¢(g) € Uk. It is also the i-th
etgenvalue of g, which is consistent with earlier notations.

As before, write r =11 + 1y — 1 = rank(Ugx ) = rank(G) and d; = dimV;,1 < i <r.

Recall Vg € G, if 1 <i <7y then x4y).¢; = 0i(g)e;; if 1 < j <7y then

{ Xop(g) -€ri+i = (Reai(g))em-i-j + (Imai(g))em-i-rz-i-j;

Xo(g) -Eritrat+j = (_Imai(g))em-i-j + (Reai(g))er1+rz+j'

3.1 Bounded totally irreducible units

We proved earlier K is not a CM-field from the total irreducibility. Conversely, a non-CM-field
produces total irreducibility as well. Moreover, we can even construct a totally irreducible element
with an explicit upper bound on its height.

Lemma 3.2. Given r > 2, for any N € N, one needs at least 3N proper linear subspaces in R”
to cover the discrete set Iy, = {—N,—N +1,--- ,N — 1, N} C Z" where |od =[rd(r) is effective.

Proof. I}, is contained in the r-dimensional closed ball with radius y/rN. The intersection of any
proper linear subspace with this ball is a ball of radius /N in dimension 7 — 1 or less. The number
of lattice points in such a ball is O.(N"~!). Hence the number of proper subspaces neccessary to
cover I} is at least % 2, N. Thus there is a [ig for which the lemma holds. O
Proposition 3.3. If Condition .8 holds then there is a totally irreducible element g € G such that
Mt (6(g)) <[EdF s for some effective constant [(d).

Proof. By definition of Fy ), there are g1, - -+ , g, € G such that the ¢(gx)’s generate a finite-index
subgroup of ¢(G) and WM™ (¢(g)) < Fye)- Let IS = {[]i_; gjvj]—N < N; < N} for some N > 1.
Then IV = {L(#(g9))|g € IS} = {D1_, NjL(#(g5))| — N < N; < N} is a discrete subset in W.
It is obvious that the £(¢(g;))’s span W. So IV is linearly isomorphic to I% and requires at least
k4N proper subspaces of W to cover.

It follows from Galois theory that there is an explicit constant [{(d) such that the degree d
number field K can have at most []](d) proper subfields. For each subfield F, by the assumption
that K is not a CM-field, Ur is an abelian subgroup in Ugx of rank » — 1 or less. Hence the
R-span of L£(Up) is a proper linear subspace in W. Take N = || + 1, then kN >[¢] and
there exists g € I such that £(¢(g)) ¢ RL(Up) for all proper subfields F. So ¥n € N, VF,
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L((g"™) = nL(p(g)) ¢ L(Ur) and thus ¢(g") ¢ F, namely ¢(g") is an irreducible element in K.
Thus all eigenvalues of ¢", which are embeddings of ¢(g"), are of degree d. As a matrix in SLy(Z)
is irreducible if and only if its eigenvalues are conjugate to each other and have degree d, ¢g" is
irreducible for all n € N and ¢ is totally irreducible.

Mah(g(g)) < > et N;Ma(p(g;)) < rNFyq). As N = EEJ + 1 explicitly depends on d and
r, we may take = rN, which depends only on d and r. But by Remark P.]] g can be made
independent of r by taking maximum over all possible values of » when d is fixed. O

3.2 Characters on X and irrationality of eigenspaces

X = R%T' can identified with T¢ = R?/Z¢ by . Notice the determinant of 1) is exactly
covol(T") = vol(X) = S¢.

A character € : X — R/Z is associated to the character q € Z¢ = (T%)* of T? such that & = v,q,
ie. Vo € X, £(x) = (g, !(x)) where (-,-) is the usual inner product on R". This association is
bijiective.

Definition 3.4. Given 1 with ¥(Z%) =T, for a character £ = 1,q € X*, denote |¢| = |q| where
q ez

For all 1 <1¢ <171+ ro, we define a vector é; € V; g C C C" by:

€; = ¢, 1<i<ry;
(3.1)

=

€ri+j = 7(€r1+j —ier4g), 1< <.

It is not hard to see |&;| = 1 and X 4(y).6; = (;éi,Vg,i.
Recall when V' = R or C is regarded as a real vector space and f : V +— R be a real linear
form on it, if V' = R then f(v) = fov for some fy € R and || f|| = |fol; and if V = C then

f(w) = fiRev + folmwo, f1, fo € R and ||f]| = \/f12 + f22

The following result characterizes quantitatively the irrationality of the V;’s inside X.

Proposition 3.5. If Condition .8 holds, then for all V; and any non-trivial character &€ € X*,

)

ey, || = a2~ 5 Bue Aq @D gD g1

where €|y, denotes the restriction of & to Vi C R? and | =[r3(d) is as in Proposition B.3.

Proof. Suppose & = 1),q for some q € Z%. We view ¢ € (R)* C (C%)* = C? as a complex linear
functional as well. Then ||¢|| coincide with the usual I?>-norm on (C%)*.
By definition, if 1 < ¢ < r; then Hf!VH = |€(e;)| = |£(&;)| and for 1 < j < ry we have

=\/€2(er15) + E2(ery4rrs)

:\/52(\/§Reér1+j) + €2(v/2Imé,, 45)
:\/5‘6(67“14-]')"

I

Vi

d(d—1)

So it suffices to show |£(&;)| > d~ 127 2 QF‘?(G)M;M_I)|£|_(d_1)51?1,w.

12



Take the irreducible element g € G in Proposition B3 Denote a = [£(&)|, then |¢!|"a =
|£((C’)"~)| = |£( " ~)| = |((><£ )"5)(él)| for all n. This means if we write ( T )"E =&H+¢,
where &1 is the prOJectlon to the complex hyperplane & and &, is orthogonal to 1t then ||&,| <

Slhe _ |cijng,

|€:]

Consider the determinant det((x;l;(g))"g) Z;E. It can be written as

d—1
det(61) 20+ > det (&g, &5 1, Emy (XD ) FIE L ()P LE). (32)
m=0

det(frf)i;%) = 0 as the &'s are all in the same hyperplane & and for every index m, the absolute
value of the corresponding term in the sum is at most

I bl Nl - 1< S+ ([ (< g ) e
<l <y ™ el - MmO g™l -+ (<))€l
S| x G IPosizatazm |41 G a.

T =L cd—
<[l %y I==0 714 a

Here we used the fact that || xg(g) | = maxi<j<qlloj(g)|| = maxi<j<q |¢2]|, which follows directly
from the construction of xy(,. Moreover,

MgH < ><¢ || < gmaxizi<aloslloj (@@l < oh™M* (6(g)) 2@%
From (B.9) we obtain an upper bound
—1)
[det((xF(y))") gl < a2 5 B g1 (33)
However (x© () )"5 Ui ((9")™q), so
n — n d—1 — n d—1
det (% 4(g))"6) Inzo = det(¥™)det((9")"a),Z, = S *det((g7)"a),

But det ((gT)”q) i;o # 0. This is because if the determinant vanishes then the Q-span of the vectors
{(9")"a}o<n<d—1 is a non-trivial proper rational subspace L C (R?)*. But the characteristic
polynomial of g7 is rational and has degree d by irreducibility, all powers of ¢gT are in the Q-
span of {(g7)"}o<n<a—1. Whence for all n € Z, (¢7)"q € L and as a result, L is invariant
under gT. So L+, which is a non-trivial proper subspace, is stablized by g. This contradicts the
irreducibility of g. Therefore, the fact that (g ) q is an integer vector for all n gives a lower bound

|det((9T)nq)n:0..d 1‘ > 1. So |det( ) )ng)n 0‘ > Sp .

On the other hand, [|¢]| = [[¢«qll < || - [la]l < Mwsrllq\ = MySpel.
Thus it follows from (B.3) that

d—1
n=0

@ 212 TR O gD fder (<, )
>d-to~ " @) (M st e ) (@D s
:d—lg—@@%(G)M;(d—l)|£|—(d—1)51:1.

Recall a = |£(€;)], the lemma follows. O
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4 Positive entropy and regularity

So far we have only discussed algebraic properties of the group action, now we bring ergodic
theory into the scene.

Notation 4.1. By abuse of notation let m be the Lebesque measure on R% as well as that on T%.
Denote by mx the pushforward of m from R% to R = R™ x C by ). Abusing notation again, we
call the projection of mx to X bymx as well. Notice as the Lebesque measure on T? is G-invariant,
mx is Xgq)-tnvariant. And on X, mx is the pushforward of the Lebesgue measure m on T by 1,
thus the unique translation invariant probability measure.

Let 7 denote the projection from R? to X = R4/T.

As [det(4)] = Vol(¥(Z%)) = Vol(T'), mx = 2py = Sp? - Vol.

From now on let 4 be a Borel probability measure on T? satisfying Condition [[.§, where ¢ will
be supposed later to be very small depending on a. We will always write

n=M,'e (4.1)
We define the pushforward measure 7 = ¢, on X. Then it has similar properties.

Lemma 4.2. Assuming Condition [[.§, then the inequality H,(P) > adlog % — dlog My, holds for
all measurable partitions P of X such that diamP < nSr.

Proof. If the diameter of a partition P on X is at most nSr, then that of its pullback ¥*P on
T< is bounded by ||~ !||nSr < Myn = e. By Condition [, H,(P) = H,(4*P) > adlogt =
ad(log% —log My,) > ozlog% — dlog My, O

4.1 Some non-conventional entropies

We demonstrated in the irrationality of subspace V; in X, a fact that makes it hard to
construct measurable partitions on X that are consistent with both the projection = and the G-
action simultaneously. For this reason we need some more technical arrangements.

Definition 4.3. Let p be a Borel probability measure on X. If a Borel set B C R% is projected
injectively by w into X, the homogeneous entropy of B with respect to i is
— 1
H,(B)= 7/ —u(x + B)log u(z + B)dmx (x).
: mX(B) zeX

When Q is a finite measurable partition of B, the homogeneous conditional entropy of QO
with respect to w is defined to be

patQ)
H,(B,0Q) /ZGXQEQ i+ Q) log A (@)

By change of variable, the following fact is immediate.

Lemma 4.4. The homogeneous entropy and the homogeneous conditional entropy are translation
invariant. Namely, VB, Q, Yy € R?, let y + B be the translation of B by the vector y, and
y+ Q={y+ Q|Q € Q} be the partition defined by translating Q by y. Then

H,(y+B)=H,(B),H,(y+ B,y + Q) = Hu(B, Q).

14
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Lemma 4.5. Denote dm,, p(x) = —B)u(a: + B)dmx (z). Then my g is a probability measure.

mx (

Proof. The total mass is

/ drnu7 w+B de( )
zeX B

/ y mGBd/L( )de( )

[
5 ox
_mX(B) /yEX /IEX 1y—sepdmy (z)du(y)
/
/

=mX1(B) N my (y — B)du(y)
=mX1(B) N mx (B)du(y) = 1.

Remark 4.6. H,(B, Q) can be written as

i pa+Q), prtQ)
IR NC log 2 ()

mx (B) 56 mla+B) T
:EmM,B(m)Hu\IJrB (‘T + Q)
w(z+B)
Where H ), (x + Q) stands for the usual measure theoretical entropy of the partition x + Q with
u(z+B)
respect to the renormalized probability measure ;féfig)'

In particular, we deduce

Corollary 4.7. (i). For all B,Q and p, H,(B, Q) < log Q.
(ii). If @ and Q' are two different partitions of B then H,(B,QV Q') < H,(B,Q)+H,(B, Q).

Definition 4.8. Let ;1 be as above. The entropy of a finite measuable cover C of X is H,(C) =
> cec —H(C)log u(C).

We are going to cope with special B’s and Q’s.

For v = (vl w = (w;)[27? € (Ry u {opthmtm2l v > w means v; > w;,Vi. Let
17 = Lies € (Ry U {0}){m1+472} he the charateristic vector of J C {1,---,7r; + 79} and simply
denote 1 = 1{17,,,77,1_’_7“2}, 1, = 1{2}

For w € (Ry U{0}){L 71472} we define a family of boxes whose sides in Vj are of length 27%i.

Definition 4.9. For w € (Ry U {0l m472} g set B ¢ R? = @24V, is a w-box if B =
[T B; where:

B; =[0,27"iSr) inside V;, if V; 2 R;

B; = {z +iy|lz,y € [0,27%iSp)} C V;, i.e. the square [0,27"iSp) x [0,27¥iSy), if V; = C.

The family of all w-bozes are denoted by 1TV .
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Definition 4.10. Fort € (NU {0}){l-m+tr2},

Given B € IV, set FyB = fy(B) where fi = ®[11"2741d|y; rescales each V; by 27",

Then FyB € IV Tt is a subset of B and there is a unique partition of B into 95TiLT 2 dict different
translates of Fy(B). Call this partition by QB

F; maps ITV to IIW Tt It is an immediate observation that
Ft 9} FS = Ft+s- (42)
Lemma 4.11. Any boz in IV is projected injectively by m if w > log(\/a./\/ld,)l.

Proof. If B € TIV, then all side of it are at most of length 2~ 1°8(VAMy)SL. So Va, 2/ € B, |z — 2’| <
Vd - 27 los(ViMy) g1 — M;ISF. Hence [y~ !(z — 2')| < H?b_lHM;lSp < 1 by Definition P.§. Thus
unless © = 2/, v~z — ') ¢ Z%, or equivalently, x — 2/ ¢ (Z%) =T and x, 2’ project to different
points in X = R%/T. O

Lemma 4.12. If 7|p is injective, i is a Borel probability measure on X and t',--- t" € (NU
{op)tlmtrzl then

H,(Fsn_ «B) = +ZH o1 B, Qe Fyo 1y B).

Proof. The statement is trivial for n = 0 by ([t.9), to conclude by induction it suffices to do the n = 1
case. In this case there is only one vector t = t!. By Lemma [£4, H,(FyB) = H,(Q),VQ € QB
therefore

Fu(FtB) =

QB
e / e+ Q)log (e -+ Q) ()

H
Py
€QiB

/ w(z + Q) log pu(x + Q)dmix (x).

€X QeoB

By decomposing —u(z + Q) log pu(z + Q) into the sum of —u(x + Q) log u(x + B) and —u(z +
Q)log L HatQ) e obtain

w(x+B)?’
H,(FyB)
1
= —u(x+ B)lo r + B)dmx (x
=5 /IEX plx + B)log pla + B)dm (z)
+— / w(x + Q) log %dmx(x)
myx(B) Jyex 0couB T+
:FH(B) +FH(B, Q¢ B).
This establishes the lemma. O
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4.2 Positive entropy in an eigenspace

In this part we will show that when both Conditions [[.§ and are satisfied, there exists an
index ¢ such that the measure 7 = 1, has positive entropy in the direction of V; with respect to
some scale that we will specify.

Let us start with a box By € ITf01 where

Ry :=log r =log ———, (4.3)
then diam(Bp) = Vd2~FSp = nSp. As e < 1, Ry > log(VdMy) always holds and g, is injective

by Lemma [E1]. We now try to give an estimate for the average entropy H,(By).
Lemma 4.13. Assuming Conditions and .8, if a constant k4 =[£4(d) is sufficiently large then

Md
for any § > @Ro Y and box By € I1Fo1,

HT(BO) > (Oé - 5)dR07
where T = Yy with ¥ and p coming respectively from Conditions and 2.8

Proof. Let b; = 1(e;), then |b;| < ||¢]] < MySr. The parallelepiped D = {Z?Zl 0;b;10; € [0,1),Vj}
spanned by the linear basis {by,--- ,bg} for the lattice I" is a fundamental domain of the projection
.

The preimage 1)~ (By) C R? is inside a ball of radius ||¢y~!||diam(By) < MySp'-nSr = Myn =
e. Hence ¢y~Y(By — By) = ¥~ (By) — ¢»~'(By) is covered by the ball of radius 2¢ centered at the
origin. Notice ¢y~1(D) = [0,1)¢ C R%, hence

YYD + By — By) C (—2¢,1 + 2¢)%, (4.4)

which can be covered by at most 5% translates of ~1(D) as ¢ < 1. Thus D + By — B — 0 is
covered by at most 5% translates of D, each of which is a fundamental domain of 7. Hence Vz € X,
‘7'(_1(3:) N (D + By — Bo)’ < 54,

We may tile R? by translating By: R% = Uyex(y + Bo) where ¥ C R? is a lattice. Denote
Y ={y € X|(y+Bo)ND #0}. Then D C Dy C D+ By — By where Dy = Uyey (y + Bo).

Let C be the collection {7(y+ Bo)|y € Y} then it is a cover of X as UcecC D Uyeyn(y + Bo) =
7(Dy) D m(D) = X. Furthermore every point in X is covered by at most 5% pieces from C as
{C eCloe CYH =[{y € Y]z €y + Bo)}| = |~ (x) N Dy| < |7~ (¢) N (D + By — By)| < 5%

Denote 2 +C = {z+C|C € C} for all z € X. x+C is the translate of C by = and hence remains
a cover of X whose multiplicity at any given point is at most 5¢. Then

/ Ho(x + C)dmy ()
rzeX

_ /IGX CZEC —r(z + C)log 7(x + C)dmy (z) (4.5)

:/ > —r(z+y+ By)log 7(z + y + Bo)dmx (z).
rzeX yEY
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As my(y + Bo) = mx(By) and H.(y + By) = H,(By) for all y € Y, by definition of H,(y + By),
Z mx ( B() y + By) = ’C’mx(Bo)ﬁT(Bo)
yey (4.6)
=nx (D"F)FT(BO)?

The cover C induces a partition P¢ of X:
Pe={r((y+Bo)ND)ly €Y}

Again let x +P¢ = {x + P|P € Pc} denote its translate by x. There is a one-to-one correspondence
between C and Pe: Po = ﬂ((y + Bp) N D) < C = m(y + By) and for all C' we have Po C C. As
C € C is always a translate of By we know the diameter of P is at most nSr and so is that of
x4 Pe, Vo € X. So by Lemma [£.3,

1
H (x+Pc)> adlogﬁ — dMy. (4.7)
On the other hand, notice

= —7(z 4+ C)logT(x + C)

ceC
>Z T(x + Po)logm(z + C)

cec (4.8)

P,

= Z (= 7(z+ Pc)logT(z + Po) 4+ 7(z + Pc)log M)

&= T(z+ C)

T(z + Po) T(z + Pc)
=H. (x +Pc) — E T(x+C)( — lo .
¢ &= ( T(z+ C) & T(x+ C) )

It follows from ([£7), (§), the inequality —ulogu < —is,Vu € [0,1] and the fact that the
multiplicity of the cover = + C is at most 57 that

1 1
H.(z+C) zadlog; — dlog My, — ) ZT(&:—FC)

cec (4.9)
>adRy — adlog Vd— dlog My, — L .57,
eln?2
which, together with (f.6), implies
— 1
H,(By) > ————(adRy — Oy4(log M) — Og4(1)). 4.10
(Bo) mX(D+)( 0 — Oq(log My) — Oq4(1)) (4.10)

By ([L.4), the volume of ¢~ ((D + By — By)\D) is bounded by (1 + 4€)? — 1, hence
mx(Dy)—1
<my (D + By — By) — mx (D) = mx ((D + By — By)\D)
=m (1/1_1 (D+ By — Bo)\D)>
<(1+46)? =1 = Oqle),

(4.11)
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where the implied dimensional constant can be made explicit.

From ([.10) and ({.11]) we conclude

— 1
H.(By) > —— (adRy — O4(1 —04(1)), 4.12
(Bo) > 5 0u(e) (adRg — Og(log My,) — O4(1)) (4.12)
with effective implied constants.
d
So when ¢ € | }é\:”’,%], as My > 1,
1 1 ) )
e=——2 R o0 — <«
Vim, o Y7 Y Ro T Ede
in addition
d (5R(]
Og(log My) + Oq4(1) = Og(My) = Od(@)-
So by (19, X .
H.(By) > ————(adRy — Og(=2)) > (o — 6)dRo,
1+ Od(é&) ( k4 )
if [¢4 is sufficiently large (depending on d). O

The following fact is a consequence to additivity (Lemma [£.19)

Md
Lemma 4.14. For a sufficiently large effective constant [ = x4(d), suppose § > @R—O”’ and

T < 5% be an integer. Then there exist a real number R € [§Rg, Ry — T and a box B € TI such
that
H,(B,Qr1B) > (o — 36)dT.

Proof. Write Ry = S+pT where S € [§Ry,0Ry+T) and p € N. Note S 2./\/122 by the assumption

about §. We can always take [ =[r4(d) large to make sure @Mi > log(vdMy) for all My > 1.

Hence there is S_ € [log(vVdM,),log(vdM,) + 1] such that S — S_ = ¢ € NU{0}.
Fix By € 1" By € I°-! and Bg € 11! such that By = Fjr1Bs and Bg = F;;Bs . By
Lemma and

p—1
H,(Bs )+ H;(Bs ,QaBs )+ Y H.(F.r1Bs, Or1F,11Bs) (4.13)
r=0 :
:FT(BO) > (Oé - 5)dT
On the other hand, using again —ulogu < ﬁ,
— 1
H.(Bs )=——— / —v(z+ Bg_)logv(x + Bs_ )dmx(x)
mx(Bsi) zeX
drad (4.14)
_ VM
eln2

because my (Bs_) = Sy *vol(Bg_ ) = Sp° (275-8p)® = 2795 has lower bound 2_d(log(ﬂM¢)+l) =
(2vVd) =M e
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Moreover by Corollary .7

H.(Bs_,QuBs ) <log|QuBs | <dg<dS<d(dRy+T)

5 4.15
<d(6Ro + %) o
. . “ . d (2\/E)dMi
Notice by taking the explicit constant [x4(d) large enough we have dd Ry > d@M¢ > 22—y
So by )7 () and (), JIr € {0,1,--- ,p — 1} such that
H,(Fyr1Bs, Qr1Fr1Bs)
1 0Ry (2\/3)%\/%
1 B _ _
>~ (e = 8)dRo — d(3Ro + =) = —5—)
1
> L (0 - 8)dRo — d(sR + 20 — T, (4.16)
p 2 2
Ry
=(a —36)d—
( ) .
>(a — 36)dT

F,r1Bs € TI* where R = S +rT. As R > S > 6Ryand R < S+ (p—1)T = Ry — T, the
lemma follows. O

The lemma basically claims 7 has positive entropy at scale 27 2Sp. It follows from subadditivity
(Corollary [£.7]) that the projection of 7 to at least one of the V;’s has positive entropy at the same
scale, which is characterized by:

Corollary 4.15. There is an index i € {1,--- ,r1 + ro} such that
H.(B,Qr1,B) > (o — 36)d;T.

Proof. Since Qr1B = \/]*1" Qr1, B, by Corollary [£.q
ritra o
> H.(B,Qr1,B) > H.(B,Qr1B) > (a — 35)dT".
i=1

Recall d; = dim Vj; as S 71172 d; = d, the corollary is proved. O

4.3 From entropy to L?>-norm

Using the positive entropy of 7 in V; direction, we now construct a new measure dominated by
7 so that its total mass is bounded from below but a certain L?-norm in V; direction is bounded
from above.

Let T and B be as in Lemma [[.14. For all € X such that 7(z + B) # 0, define a probability

measure 7, = TT(L;”IE), supported on = + B. Set S, = {Q € QTliBuEiigg < 27Ty — [ €

Or1,B|rp(z + Q) < 27%9T} and S, = Q\S..
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Notice 7, Sy and S), are defined for m, p-a.e. x, where m, p is defined as in Lemma E3.
Quoting Remark [£.d and Lemma we have

(a - 35)dzT
SFT(B7 QTliB)
=Emn, ) Hr. (v + Qr1,B)

Bt (I U @+, U @+ @)

QESy QES),
By (2 0B U @+ Q). U @+ Q)})
QES, QeS;, (4.17)
zEmT,B(m)HﬁQ UGe+@), U@+ Q)})
QES, QEeS,,
. ) (1 T(z + Q)
t B, 5(2) Q%‘;z Tz(z + Q) ( 0og Tm(UQeSx (z + Q)))
. ) (1 T(z + Q)
+ Em, p) Q%;; 7e(z + Q) - (—log 7e(Uges, (@ + Q)))

Observe all three terms on the right-hand side can be bounded from above:
By Corollary .7, H, <{ Uges, (@ +Q),Uges; (z + Q)}) < In2;

Moreover,
. (-1 e+ Q)
Q;xT (r+ Q) ( og Tx(UQeSx(x"’_Q)))
=Ta( U (z + Q))HTx\UQEsx(z+Q) (Sz)
QES, = Uges, @)
<7 U (z+Q)) - log S|
QES:
<m( |J (x+Q) -log|Qr1,B|
QES:
=7:( | (@ +Q)) -log 24"
QES:
=d;Tr.( | (z+Q)).
Qesx
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Last,

- (—1o Tx(‘r—i_Q)
QGS;T:(:( +Q) ( lng(UQeS;(x"’_Q)))
< )z + Q) (—logm(r +Q))
QES;

< Z (x4+ Q) (—log 2_d"6T)
€St

QES;,
=d;0T
So (fE.17) gives
(0= 36)d;T <2+ dTEn, w7 | (@+Q)) + didT. (4.18)
QESy
In consequence, if
0T > 1 (4.19)

then d;6T > 6T > In2 and by (L18), diT7:(Uges, (2+Q)) > (a—=38)d; T—In2—d;6T > (a—56)d;T,
SO we get

Eun, poy7( | (@+Q)) > a - 50 (4.20)
QESy

For all x such that 7(x + B) # 0 set
Vg 1= Z Tw|m+Qa
QES:
which is supported on ges/ (# + Q) C @ + B. Then
v,| <1 (4.21)

as v, is bounded by the probability measure 7.
If We define a new measure
v:=E

then it follows from ([L20) that the total mass
V| > a— 56. (4.22)

mT,B(m) Vi,

Moreover, observe

zeX

mx(B) T($+B)
:mxl(B) /eX 7 Lespdmx(a)
D) oy e
:ﬁ(lﬂ ‘my(B)lx =T.
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Hence
UV = EmT’B(x)VI § Em.,-yB(x)Tw =T. (423)

Further, remark

EmﬂB(m) Z I/:%(gj + Q)

QeQr1; B

gEmT'B(m)( max vy(z+ Q))( Z vo(z + Q)) (4.24)

€ B
Q€eQr1, Qe0m, B

:EmT’B(x)(crgne%X ve(x + Q))I/x(ilt + B),

T

where the last step was because v, is supported on 4 Uges, Q- Since VQ € S,, restricted to z+Q,
v, is identical to 7,

() :EmT’B(I)(Sle%}i Tx(‘r + Q))Vx(x + B)

<E 2747y, (x + B) (4.25)

=~%Em. g(x)

§2—di6T‘

To sum up before finishing Section [], what has been proved so far ([[.21), .29, .23, [[.2]) is the
following proposition.

Proposition 4.16. There is a constant 4 deéengiing effectively on the dimension d such that if
Conditions B.§ and are satisfied with § € | ;\:1", L], then VT € [}, 5%], where \/d2~F0 =y =
M;le, there exist:

(i). A number R € [0Ry, Ry — T;

(i3). A box B € I#L;

(71i). A probability measure m, g on X;

(tv). A family of measures v, supported on x + B defined for m; p-a.e. x;

(v). An index i € {1,2,--- ;11 +12};
such that the measure v given by v =Ey,_,)Ve satisfies:

(1). v <1, where T = .p;

(2). lvz] <1, m; g-a.e. x € X;

(3). lv| > a—>54;

(4)- Em, p(x) 220e0ry, B v2(x+ Q) < 2747 where d; = dim V;.

5 Group action on a single eigenspace

In the special direction V; which is isomorphic to either R or C we obtained from last section,
the group G acts multiplicatively: Vv € Vi, g € G, X4(g).v = ai(d(g))v = C;v.

From now on let ¢ be fixed. We are going to discuss several types of behavior of the G-action
on V; that can help us.
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5.1 Expansion

This is the simplest behavior of the G-action that we study. When the j-th eigenvalue Cg of
an element g € G is of absolute value greater than 1 (resp. less than 1), we say g ezpands (resp.
contracts) Vi, which is equivalent to that L(¢(g)) lies in {w € W|w; > 0} (resp. {w € W|w; < 0}),
where £ and W are defined as in §R.1.

Definition 5.1. In an abelian group, two elements x, y are said to be multiplicatively inden-
pendent if there doesn’t exist (p,q) € Z>\{(0,0)} such that xPy? is identity.

It follows easily from Dirichlet’s Unit Theorem that there exists an element from G that expands
Vi and contracts all Vj, j # i. Actually we can say more.

Proposition 5.2. Given any i € {1,--- ,r1 + ra}, there is a pair of multiplicatively independent
elements u, 4 from G such that

- T
BMER (), BN (@) < 9d(5 + 1) Fy(cry;
¢E] > 24GHDFs©) (¢ < 1,¥5 # 45

IcE| > 219G T Fo@)

Here h is the logarithmic Mahler measure introduced in Definition [2.3.
Moreover, in case that V; = C it can be required that (,» ¢ R,Vn € N and if ({p;0 € R and

|CfL,,ﬁq| > 1 for some pair (p,q) € Z2, then |Cip&q| > 934G+ ) |

It should be pointed out that the proof of proposition could be much shorter if the last paragraph
was dropped from statement. However this restriction is going to be an essential ingredient in
obtaining effectiveness in §5.3.

Proof. Define a linear norm

1 r14r2 r1+r2 r1+7r2
ho(w) = 3 Z djlw;| = Z d; max(w;,0) = — Z d; min(w;, 0) (5.1)
j=1 j=1 j=1
on W and let Q = {w € W|ho(w) < 1}. Observe Yw € W, ¥y,
|w;| < ho(w). (5.2)

Moreover, for a unit t € Uy, hM3(t) = ho(L(t)).
We also define a positive definite quadratic form Qg on W by

r1+r2

Qo(w, z) = % Z djw;z; (5.3)
j=1
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. d d
If we denote wy,4ry4j = wy4j for 1 < j < ry then 35 wq = 0, Qo(w,z) = %Zj:l w;zj,

ho(w) = Z?=1 max(wj,0). So

d
1 2
Qo(w, w) =3 ij
j=1
1
T
1<j<d;w;>0 1<j<dw; <0
) 2 2 (5.4)
ég(( w0 > wy)?)
1<j<dw; >0 1<j<dw; <0
1
L (43) + )
=hZ(w).

And by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality |Qo(w, 2)| < ho(w)ho(2).
IfV,=2Cand F := afl(R) is not Q, then by Lemma P.7 there are 1 < k,I < 1 4 75 such that
k,l,i are distinct and for any unit ¢ from Up, £(¢) is in the hyperplane

Vt e Up, L(t) € Wy, = {wr = w;}. (5.5)

IfV,=2Ror O'Z-_l(R) = Q, then we fix any pair (k,[) so that k,[,i are distinct, which is possible
as 1+ 7y =7 +12>3. Soin case that V; 2 C and F := 0; '(R) = Q, as Up = {1}, () still
holds.

Construct a,b € W by

1 1 .
a; = 4, a; :_d——di’w # 1
be = ) bp = — . by = 0,5 £
k—dk7 k — dl7 i = U, V)] s U
It is easy to compute hg(a) = hg(b) = 1, moreover
1.1 1 1 1.1 1 1
o= Qola,a) = =(— > Qp = Qolbb) = ~(— + =) > =
Qai=Qola,a) = 5(-+ 5—7) 2 1 Qvi= Qo(b,b) = 5(-+7) = 5

and Qo(a,b) =0.

Notice the hyperplane W, ; is the orthogonal complement to b with respect to Qo. So Vt € Ur,
Qo(L(),b) =0if V; = C, F = o, *(R).

#(@), a finite-index subgroup of Uy, is embedded as a full-rank lattice in W by L. Let 0 <
mi < mg < --- < m, be the successive minima of £(¢(G)) with respect to © then by definition
mr = Fo(c):

By a theorem of Jarnik on inhomogeneous minimum (cf. [, p99]), for any point z in W, there

i—1 My

is a lattice point w from L(¢(G)) such that w — z € m*Q where m* = 2 57— < %7‘]:(;5(0). Set

m=m"+m, < (5 +D)Fya). (5.6)
Taking z to be Za and Zb respectively where

Z = 4d(g + 1)y > ddm, (5.7)
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we see there exist a* € (Za +m*Q) N L(4(G)) and b* € (Zb+ m*Q) N L(H(G)).

By definition of successive minima there are fi,---, f, € m,Q that form a basis of L(¢(G)).
Hence the r + 1 vectors a*,a* + f1,--- ,a* + fr € Za+m*Q 4+ m,Q C Za + mS) span W. At least
one of them, denoted by a’, lies out of the hyperplane Wy .

Denote v/ = b* € Za + m*Q C Za + mf). Write ' = Za + me,, ¥ = Zb + me, where
ho(€q), ho(ep) < 1. Recall @, b’ are both in the lattice L(p(G)).

First of all, remark o’ and b’ are linearly independent. Actually |(eq);| < ho(eq) = 1,7, so

=7 - a)i > = = > Z;
| < tml(ea)yl < Z4m< X7 v 2 |
i =a—4q @i aa "

But similarly
1
0| =m|(ep)i] <m < @Z;
0 >Z —mjenl 2L —m> 2"y )
= k=" = 4d 7

la;| < 2d—1 1 |05 o Tiec 1 .
Hence ol v s ey i A when d > 3, which implies linear independence.

Second, suppose the 2-dimensional subspace Ra’ @ Rb has a non-empty intersection with
Wi = {w|Qo(w,b) = 0}, then we claim that for all w in this intersection, |w;| 2 ho(w). Sup-
pose w = Woa' + Wb = WoZa + Wome, + Wy Zb + Wyme,. Then since Qg(a,b) = 0 and by (5.4),
|Qo(€asb)], |Qo(€q,a)l, |Qolep, b)| and [Qo(ep, b)| are all bounded by 1, so

0 :QQ(U), b) = Qo(WaZa + Wamea + Wbe + Wbmeb, b)
>|WpZQo(b,b)| — [WemQo(€a,b)| — |WymQo(ep, b)]
> (W ZQy — [Wa|m — [Wy|m,

thus | )
b m m m
< = . 1
Wal = ZQp—m = 3Z—m = 2dmn—m  2d—1 (5.10)
So
|Qo(w, a)| =|Qo(WeZa + Wyme, + Wy Zb + Wymes, a)|
>|WoZQo(a,a)| — |[WamQo(eq, a)| — [WemQo(ep, a)
>|WalZQo — [Wylm — |Wy|m (5.11)
1 Z Wl 2z :
>_ _ L2 .2
—4|W“|Z Wl 4d  2d—1 4d
2d — 3
= VA
8d—4|W |
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But on the other hand

1 1
1<j<ri+ra,j#i

d 1 1
B _Z i
1<j<r1+ra,j#i (5 12)
d 1 r1+7r2 ’
:d—diwi_—d—di ; djwj
Td—d

Furthermore by (p.7) and (p.10),

ho(w) <|Wo|Z + |Wp|Z + [Wa|m + |Wy|m

1 1 Ad 41 (5.13)
NZ+—=2) = ..
2a—1WelZ + 52) = 355 Wl

<(IWal +

As d > 3 we eventually deduce from (p.11]), (f.19) and (p.I3) that
d—d;

|Qo(w, a)]
d—2 2d—3
= '8d—4‘W“’Z

d—2 2d—3 4d—2
= d 8d—4 4d+1
(d—2)(2d — 3)

a1 oW

1
>_ .
_13h0(w)

|wi| =2 -

ho(w) (5.14)

As d/, V' are in the lattice L(¢(G)), we can choose u and @ as following:
First let u be such that £(¢(u)) = @', then

BN () =ho(a) < Z+m < (4d+ D)5 + D F g
loglchl =2 X172 4= 1)+ D Fye;
; 1
log 3| =aj < Z(—g—7)+m (5.15)
4d

<(— 1
Sg=g T Um
<—3m <0,Yj #i.

If V; 2 C, then (\» ¢ R as L(¢p(u™)) = na’ ¢ Wy, because of the way a’ was chosen.
Case 1. If (Za' ® ZV') N Wy, = {0}. Choose @ € G so that L£(¢(a)) = a’ +b'. Then because a’ and
b’ are linearly independent, u and @ are multiplicatively independent.
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In this case, by remarks we made at the beginning of proof, either V; is real or there is no non-
trivial unit of the form w?a?, (p, q) # (0,0) such that (,-, € R (because otherwise pa’ + q(a’ +b') =
pL(p(u)) + qL(4(w)) € Wy, but by linear independence it doesn’t vanish, thus contradictis the
assumption (Za' @ Zb') N Wy, = {0}).

Notice [b] = [m(ep))i] <m < (5 + 1)Fy)- Then

M (p(0)) <(Z4m)+ (Z +m) < (8d + 2)( + 1) F )
. (5.16)
log il =al+b) > af — b}l = (24 = 2)(5 + ) Fy(c-

Case 2. If (Za' & ZV) N Wy # {0} then it is isomorphic to either Z or Z2?. Choose u so that
L(p(u)) =d'. But as @’ ¢ Wy, (Ra’ ® RY) N Wy, has dimension 1 and (Za' & Zb") N Wy has to
be cyclic. Let a” be a generator, then by (5.14), |a/| > %hMah(a” ) > 0, without loss of generality
assume a; > 0.

In this case, if there is (!,., € R for a non-trivial pair (p,q) then pL(p(u)) + qL(d(@)) €
(Zd' & Zb') N Wy, thus has to be a multiple of a.

Case 2.i. If AM*(¢”) > Z then we choose @ so that L£(4(@)) = o' + V. Then u and @ are
always multiplicatively independent and the inequalities (p.16) still hold as in case 1. Moreover, if
Cipga € Roand [Clpgq| > 1, then 1og [Clpaal = pL(G(w)) + qL(d()) = nay for some n € N, thus

. 1 d
log |Clpga| > all > hMah( " > 32z Z(g + 1) Fyc)- (5.17)
Case 2.ii. If hMab(g") < Z then there is N € N such that NaMah(a”) € (Z,2Z]. There exists
@ € G such that L(¢(a)) = . Then u, % are multiplicatively independent because a’ ¢ Wy, ; and

Na" € Wy are linearly mdependent.
In this case, if (!4 is real with |¢%pzq| > 1 then log|Clpsq] = pa’ + gNa” € Wy,;. Because

a' ¢ Wiy and o’ € Wiy, p =0 and ¢ > 0. Thus

i L 7} Mah 1 d,r ’
108 [Guwial 2 Noi' 2 NREH0") 2 152 2 3G+ Do E17)
Further,
R (g(@) =NRM™(a") < 22 < 8d(5 + D Fya),
' rs dor E19)
log || =Na; > Z(§+1)’F¢(G)

The proposition is established by combining (b.19), (p.16), (.16), (p.I7) and (B.17). O

5.2 Approximation of an arithmetic progression

We will construct a sequence inside {C;| g € G} which resembles an arithmetic progression. To
achieve this the following important result from Diophantine geometry is needed:

Theorem 5.3. (Baker-Wiistholz[l]]) Suppose a, € C,k =1,--- ,N are non-zero algebraic numbers
belonging to the same degree d number field and ¥y € C is a fixed natural logarithm of oy, for all k.
Let

R, = max(hM# (), [ log 95, 1).
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Suppose a non-zero integer vector (py,pa,- -+ ,pn) € ZN satisfies Zé\le iU # 0, then

N N
1
_IOg | E pkﬁk| SN,d ( H h‘;g) max(log |p1|710g |p2|7 e 710g |pN|7 E)v
k=1 k=1

where the implied constant is explicitly determined by N and d.
Observe that, if Imvy, € [0, 27], then as log ¥y, = log |a|+Imdy, b}, < max(hMah(ay),log [akl, 1).

However log|ag| < Z?:l log |oi(ay)| = hMah(
Theorem can be reformulated as:

ay). Hence (a special case of) Baker-Wiistholz

Lemma 5.4. Suppose a, € C,k=1,--- , N are non-zero algebraic numbers belonging to the same
degree d number field and ¥ € C is a fized natural logarithm of oy with Imdy € [0,2x] for all
k=1,---,N. For any non-zero integer vector (pi,p2,--- ,pn) € Z» such that Z]kvzl prU; #£ 0,

N N
- IOg ’ Zpkﬁk’ S_,N,d ( H max(hMah(ak)7 1)) IOg max(‘pll, ‘p2’7 ) ’pN’7 2)7
k=1 k=1

where the implied constant is an explicit function in N and d.

Proposition 5.5. For some effective constants [s4(d) and kd(d), for all integers s 2]—"(1)((;), there
exist ag, a1, ,as—1 € G and a number A (which is either real or complex depending on whether
Vi 2R or C) such that:

(1). s 780 < |A] < 573;

(2) hMah(¢(at)) < 3107Vt;

(3). I¢i, — (1+tA)] < s~1A], V.

Proof. Let u, @ be defined as in Proposition p.3 Denote ¢}, = ef T2 i = e§+2“6~i, where 6,6 > 0
and 3,3 € [0,1). ~
Let v = 0/0. Since % log ¢4 > Ld(5 + 1)Fy) and % = log|Ci| < AMEh(p(u)) <
9d(5 + 1) Fyay, 7 < 36.
Then Vn,m € N, the i-th eigenvalue of v~ is given by
fmﬁfm :e(Gn—ém)+27r(Bn—B~m)i
— o (YOn—0m)+-2m (Bn—Brt-B(yn—m))i (5.20)

:e(€~+27rﬁ~i)('yn—m)+27r(5—~/ﬁ)ni ]

Let Ag = (7,08 — 75) € R?. We slightly abuse notation and denote the projection of Ag in
T? = (R/Z)? by Ag as well. Then Vn € N, nAg € T? is represented by (yn, (B —~vB)n). For all

P > 10, T? can be covered by at most P squares of side length L \/— 5] < T By pigeonhole principle

there exist two different ny,ns € {0,1,--- , P} such that n1Ay and no/( are in the same square.

Let n = |n; — ng|, then 1 <n < P and nA is in the neighborhood 77([—% T] ) of (0,0) € T?.
Now we are going to effectively bound the distance between nAg and the origin using Baker-

Wiisholtz Theorem (Lemma [.4). We know for some (mq,ms) € Z2,

wy = |yn —mq| < T ,wo == | (B —yB)n —ma| < \/_ (5.21)
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ma| < |yn| +1 < AP+ 15 |mo| < |(B—B)n|+1< |8 —B|P+ 1. (5.22)
Notice ~ ~ . -
B — Bmy —ma| = [B(yn —ma) + (B — By)n — ma| < Bwi + ws.
Multiply both sides by 27, we get
|n-270i —myq - 2B — mey - 21| < 27TZﬁw1 + wo).
On the other hand, . . .
|nf — m10| = |6(yn —my)| < Ow;.

Add these two inequalities together:
In(0 + 21 8i) — my (0 4 21Bi) — my - 27| < (0 + 273) w1 + 27ws. (5.23)

But 6 4 27/, 0+ 27rﬂ~i and 27i are respectively natural logarithms of Ci,g‘é and 1.
Moreover we claim n(6 + 276i) — my (0 + 27fi) — mo - 27 # 0. Actually if this is not the case

then (,om, = (¢2)"(¢L)™ = 1, but this would imply all of eigenvalues of u"@™ are equal to 1

since they are conjugate to each other. Thus u™u™! is identity, so n = m; = 0 by the multiplicative

independence; but n is supposed to be positive.
Apply Lemma (-4 to (5-23):
—log ((0~ + 278wy + 2mws)
< —log|n(0 + 27 Bi) — mi(0 + 2m i) — my - 2
S max(hM(C), 1) max(BM(GE), 1) log max(|nl, [mal, [mol, 2)
= max(AM*(¢(u)), 1) max(h** (p(a)), 1)
-log max(|n|, |m1|, |mal, 2)

<4 ~7:¢2>(G) logmax(P,yvP + 1,|8 — ’yB\P +1,2).

(5.24)

We used in the last inequality the fact that AM*(¢(u)), KM (¢(11)) S Fy(q) from Proposition p.9
(using 7 < d — 1) and Fy ) >[£](d) (by Remark R.4).

When P > 1, max(P,vP + 1,|8 — v8|P + 1,2) < 40P as v < 36 and 3,3 < 1, thus (5.24)
implies there is an effective constant [ =[¢1](d) such that

(0 + 27B) w1 + 2mwg > P, (5.25)

Define a sequence
a; = (ua"™)Y e G, t=0,1,---. (5.26)

By (£:20), ¢!, = e'® with A = (6 + 2751)(yn — ma1) + 27 ((8 — vB)n — ma)i. Equivalently

{ ReA = 0(yn — my)

; ) (5.27)
ImA = 27(yn — my) + 2 ((8 — v8)n — ma).
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We have two possibilities: either (6 + 275)w; > %((9~ + 273)wy 4 27ws). Then |ReA| = fuw; >

9+g 5 3((9 +21f)wy + 27mws). Since § € [0,1), = log|CL| =4 Fs(c) Za 1, we conclude by (5.25)

in this case that

ReA| 24 P,

Or 271wy > %((5 + 216)w; + 2mwsy), then 27fw; < 9_2:;65 : %((é + 273)w; + 2mwg) < %((é +
21B)w1 + 27mws). And

[ImA| > 27wy — 27 fw; > 3((0 + 276)w; + 2mws) > 3P l]: $(G)
So in any case, there is an effective constant [4(d) such that
P e <ggal. (5.28)

On the other hand, because wy,ws < %, 5 < 1, and

0 < WM (6(0)) Sa Fyays
by (B.27) there is some [4(d) such that
A <[@F sy P2 (5.29)

Let P = s% where s is an integer such that s >-.F¢ where [ =[£4(d) > max (L, I, .
Now we verify all of the three claims from prop051t10n
(1). By (b.29) there exists an effective constant fg =[£d(d) such that

|A| 2_1P_H]:§(G) > Lp_g(c) > 3—13—43(@)
23_@}—43(6')7

where we used Fy () >[x1l
On the other hand by as s >[1dFy). (B:29) implies [A] < sP™2 =573,

(2). We take only the first s terms in the sequence {a;}. For all 0 <t <s—1,

WM (d(ar)) = WM (o((uha™)")) < t(|nfhM" (G(w)) + [ma RN (6()))
Sa s(In] + [ma)Fyc)-

As 1 <n < P, by (529) hM*™(¢(ar)) Sa sPFyc) = " Fyc)- When [ is made sufficiently large

(but still effective), hMaM(¢p(ay)) < 10,
(3). Finally, if |A| < 573 and t < s then |tA] < 1. So

G, — (L4 tA)] = [ — (1 +tA)| (Z - ( (- DIAP < feaf?
k=2 k=2
which is bounded by s?|A|? = (s2|A])|A| < s7!|A|. This completes the proof. O
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5.3 Escape from a fixed line

In the last section we obtained a collection of eigenvalues of different elements from G in V;
which approximate the arithmetic progression {1 + ¢tA}f_; C C. The direction of this progression
is given by A € C.

When V; = C, it will turn out in a later part of this paper that in certain situations it may
appear that some directions in C are “bad” in the sense that while embeded in X = (R x C"2)/T,
they don’t have the desired equidistribution property. So we will have to find a way to move our
arithmetic progressions away from these exceptional directions, which is going to be the topic of
the following discussion.

Proposition 5.6. There exist effective constants [4(d) and kg(d) such that VI > 2, there are
bi,ba, -+ by € G satisfying

(1)' Vk = 17 o 7l@1 hQMah((b(bk)) S;(G)l’

(2).1<|¢ | < B k=1, 1;

(3). For any non-zero R-linear form f on Vi, the number of the by’s such that f((ék) < |If is
bounded by 100.

We need a couple of lemmas to prove this result.

Lemma 5.7. Assume V = C and f is a non-zero real form on V. For X\ > 0, if complex numbers
v, w satisfy |v|,|w| > ¢ >0 and |f(v)],|f(w)| < A||f]| then argv and argw are ”—C’\-clase up to a
multiple of 7, i.e. |argv —argw — mn| < ”—C)‘ for some m € Z.
Proof. Without loss of generality, it suffices to prove in the case where || f|| = 1.

Suppose f(v) = fiRev + folmo, then f2 + f2 = 1. Let 2 = fo + f1i. Observe

< 2. Take m, € Z such that argz + argv — m,m € [~%, %) then

- C

f(v) =Im(zv) = |zv||sin(arg z + arg v)| = |v|| sin(arg z + arg v)|.
< X
= T

So |sin(arg z + argv)|
|arg z + argv — m,7| < Z|sin(arg z + argv — m,m)| = I|sin(arg z + argv)| < Z2. For the same
reason | arg z +arg w — my,m| < g—i‘ for some integer m,,. Take the difference, we get | arg v —arg w —
(Mmy — M) < T O

Lemma 5.8. Suppose F' C C is a number field of degree d which is already embedded into C and
¢, p € F then there is a number field F C C of degree no more than 4d* such that C/|C|,p/|p| € F.

Proof. ¢ and p belong to F C C, the complex conjugate of F which has degree d as well. The
number field I’ generated by F and F together is of degree no more than d?. Since |(|> = ({ € F’
we see |¢| is a quadratic element over F', and so is |p|. Hence the extension F := F'(|¢|,|p|) of F
is of degree at most 4. So D := | : Q| < 4d?. It is clear that ¢/|C|, p/|p| € F. O

Proof of Proposition [5.4. Case 1 (trivial case). When V; = R, it suffices to take a single element
u € G, which was constructed in Proposition f.3. Let by = u,V1 < k <. Then (1) is easily verified
for sufficiently large [i4(d) since RM*(p(by)) = AM(G(u)) Sq Fye) and Fyq) Za 1. We know
1< |¢i| < 2%5T0700) | 0 (2) is satisfied if [id =[kg(d) is large enough. Last, since any real linear
form f is actually a scalar multiplication, |f(§gk)| = [F(C)] = IfIl - [¢E] > |If]| for all k, part (3)
follows.
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Case 2 (main purpose). Suppose from now on V; 2 C. Take u and @ from Proposition .9 As in
the proof of Proposition f4, set ¢ = /28t (i = /42751 where 6,6 > 0 and 3,53 € [0,1). Let
0 = ~0 then v < 36 as before.

Construct a sequence of group elements

b = ub g R =1, 1, (5.30)

where
J = [07'WF 5 Inl], (5.31)
[1(d) being a sufficiently large effective constant to be decided later. Moreover we are going to
suppose
) _
12H7 e > ef (5.32)
if []] is large enough and [ > 2, then this is always valid because 9 Sa Fo@)-

Since u and % are multiplicatively independent, the by’s are distinct. The action of b, on Vj is

characterized by B _
(ﬁ' — KO+ JO0—=[7k]0)+2m(kB+JTB—[vE]P)I (5.33)
k

Now we check Proposition @ part by part.

(1). Observe hMab (¢ (b)) < (k+J)RMa (p(w))+ [y ]AM2 (4()). Moreover, 8 = In|CL| =4 Fs(@)
effectively, which implies J S Fy(q)Inl. Since RMah (g (), AMa (h(7)) <4 Foy, k < land v < 36,
we conclude

hMah(¢(bk)) Sd f;(G)lv

with an effective implied constant i =[r4(d) for all 1 <k < 1.
(2). Because [vk|0 € [ykO,vkO + 0) = [k0, kO + 6) and

J0 € [1FZ o) L [dF5 o) Inl +6),

by (B:33) In|¢, | s i i
kO + 70 — [vk10 € [FS ) Inl — 0[dF ) Inl +0). (5.34)
So

and the second condition is satisfied by some effective .
(3). Suppose there are more than one by, such that f (Cgk) < ||f]| (otherwise we are done). Apply

Lemma [5.7 to two such elements Cgk and Cgk,, by (6.34) there is m € Z such that |27(k3 + Jj3 —
[vk1B) — 21(K' B+ JB — [vk] B) — ma| is at most

T ~Wr e mi-0) _ o HR G

- . . < e
min(¢j 1,1} 1)

If we denote nqy = k — k' and ny = —[vk] + [yk'], this rewrites
Iny - 2 Bi 4 ng - 2mBi —m - wi| < rell” 1 $(G) (5.35)

Assume first ny - 278 + ng - 278 — mm # 0.
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It is easy to see
In1| <15 |na| <l +1 <401, (5.36)

(as v < 36). Hence by assumption (p.39),

o 2
im| <=L (27|ny| + 27lns| + mell o)

(5.37)
<7 (27|ng| + 27 |ng| 4 ) < 1001

Notice 2781, 2751 and 7i are respectively natural logarithms of the numbers CE/ICE, CL/ICk]
and —1.

By Lemma .8, ¢%/|¢4| and C%/|Ci| are algebraic numbers in a number field K € C of degree
D < 4d°. )

Let hM2h be the logarithmic Mahler measure on K. Then for A € K, the absolute logarithmic

7, Mah Mah ~ . ~ —

height h(d) = 25 = 22 Hence AMab(¢i) = RMab((h) = DpMab(p(u)) < 4. 94(5 +
D F ey Sa Fo(c) and by (%) hMih(\CZ\) = $AMab(Cich) < Z(RMaR(CE) + AMAR(CE)) Sa Fue)- So
PMaR(CE/1CH) Sa Faa)s similarly RMAR(CE/|CE]) Sq Fy(q)- All the implied constants are effective
here.

So Lemma p.4 applies, by (p.39),
- log(ﬂegl_i(@)

< —log|ny - 21Bi + ng - 2mBi — m - 7i|
<p max(ﬁMah(%), 1) max(itMah(%), 1) (5.38)

- log max(|n1|a |7’L2|, |m|7 2)
Sa Ty log(1000),

with an effective implied constant. In the last step we used the fact there there are only finitely

many choices for D < 4d? for a fixed d and estimates (), (B-37)-

By (b.38) and assumption (5.39), l_%i@) > o) > %FBFi(G), where both [ =[1](d)
is an effective constant arising from (p.3§). But if we pick [ > 2 and ] sufficently large with respect
to kg then the inequality cannot be true. Contradiction.

Therefore nq - 2758 + no - 27?5 — mm has to vanish.

Since ny - 27 + ng - 27 is one argument of (C3)™ (C1)"2, so this restriction actually says

Zkblj = ('ny gno is real.

Consider the set A = {(p, q) € Z?|(¢})P(¢L)? € R}, which is a subgroup of Z2. So A is isomorphic
to either Z or Z? if it is not trivial. Assume A 22 Z? then it is a lattice in Z? and there exists a number
n such that (n,0) € A, i.e. (ln = (¢})" € R, which contradicts Proposition p.3. Therefore A has to
be infinite cyclic. Fix a generator (p,q) € Z*\{(0,0)} of A, then (n1,nz) is a non-trivial multiple
of (p,q). So log [Cin, zn,| is a non-trivial multiple of log [¢%yz4|, Which is at least 2d(% + 1) Fya) by
Proposition f.9. .

But by (F-39), log ‘Cékb;}‘ < log [e?e?| = log |Ci|+log |CL| < AMA(G(u)) + hMab(p(@)) < 18d(5 +
1)Fy4(c)- Thus there are at most 72 choices of (n1,n2) = (k — k', —[vk] + —[7&"]). Hence if we fix
k, there are at most 72 other indices k' such that f ((gk/) < ||f]l, this establishes the last part of
proposition. O

34



6 Measure-theoretical results

We will effectively construct some element in the convex hull of {g.7,¢g € G} which approxi-
mately dominates some positive multiple of the Lebesgue measure m on X.

6.1 Fourier coefficients on X

Assuming Conditions P.§, [.§, in this part we are going to study the behavior of the measure
v in Proposition under the G action. We will show in an effective way that certain averages
of measures in the orbit G.r will approach a positive multiple of the Lebesgue measure. For this
purpose we will need the L?-bound from Proposition as well as the phenomena described in
Section [

Recall 1) € My(R) is a linear conjuagtion between T¢ = R?/Z% and X = R?/T" as described in

Proposition R.13
Definition 6.1. Given a measure y on X, the Fourier coefficient of vy at frequency & € X* = 1,(Z4)
18
i€ = [ ele@)ar@)
zeX
where e(B) = e~ 251,
When v comes from a measure on T¢, the following lemma is obvious.

Lemma 6.2. For all measures v on T and all q € Z¢, @(zﬁ*q) = Q/A)(q)

Notation 6.3. Given a measure v on X and an index i € I, for n,s,l € N such that s 2f¢(G),
1 > 2 where [gd is as in Propositions .4, we write

|
_

S

_1
sl

l
> Xpurarby) Y (6.1)

k=1

n,s,l
t

i
o

with u,a, by, € G respectively defined in Propositions [p.3, and B.G and X y(ynqp,)-v denoting the
pushforward of v by X g(yna,p,) on X.

With v and ¢ constructed in Proposition 10, we hope to control the sizes of the Fourier
coefficients of Vy, 51 when the parameters n, s, and [ are carefully chosen. The first step to do this
is the following estimate:

Proposition 6.4. Assuming Conditions B.§, [[.§, let v and i be as in Proposition and adopt
other notations from that proposition as well. Suppose

—

MyAGI A e ok < 2 (6.2)

-
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then |1/ (& I < Z 1 Le where

Ly =9 .27 4T (B-3)
Ly —2mv/aMy A2 B 1R (E3)
Ls ZQW\/_MwAKi s —1|A|l@7¢f(c>2—R (6-3c)
L4_2 )@F¢(G)Md 1 gd— 1|CZ| n _1|A| 19R+T (@d)

100

Ls = (B-3e)

Lemma 6.5. For 3 € (—1,7) and s€N, | > )7 Te(tB)] < (2187t

Proof It is an easy fact that when b € (=%, Z), |sinb| > 2|b|. Therefore | > 7~ Lep)) = | _e((sﬁﬁ))’
1

<
O

2
[1— oxp(27r61)\ — |sm27rﬁ\ — 2 2 18] (2’/8‘)

Proof of Proposition [6.]. Recall v = En, p(x)Vz Where mr p is a probability measure on X and
each v, is supported on = + B.
For any fixed positive number A, for all £ € X*\{0} with || < A,

s—1 1
O =] [ 6w A <ot )0
X t=0 k=1
s—1 1
1 2
= / =D > e(E(Xpunaspyy 1)) v )(
X 2V =0 k=1
s—1 1
1 2
~[Fmente gt oz:l/:er (Xoturarti)-y)) dve( )‘
By Cauchy-Schwarz,

/i\ ) 1 s—1 1 9
‘Vn,s,l(f)’ SEmT»B()EZZ / (S(Xqﬁ(u"atbk) ))dl/x( )‘
t=0 k=1 “*+B

s—1 1
1
:EmﬂB( )E (/QH_Be(&(xqﬁ(u"atbk)-y))dym(y))

(/sc+B 6(5(Xd’(“”atbk)'y))d’/ﬂc(y))

l
— 1
Vst =B, )55 2
I e(60xotumann = 2) Jdval)dva (o)
y,2€x+B
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Next, we decompose x + B by = + Qr1,B:

—

!me,l(i)F
:Em.,-yB(x) Z

PvQEQTllB

/AE:H—P % Si El: 6(5( X g(uraby) (Y — Z)))dyx(y)dyx(z) (6.5)

z6x+Q t=0 k=1

:Em.,-yB(x) Z IP,Q,I + Em.,-yB(x) Z IP7Q7$7
P,QeQr1,B P,QeQr1,B
PNQ#0 PNnQ=0
where l
s—1

IpQa = /A@H—P% Ze<§( X b(urazby) (y — z)))dyx(y)dux(z) > 0. (6.6)

z€x+Q t=0 k=1
From the construction of the partition Q71,B we know for each atom P in it there are at most
9 = 32 atoms Q such that the closures P and Q intersect (when V; = R, there are actually at most
3 such atoms). So each atom appear in at most 9 adjacent pairs (P,Q) as P (and as @ as well).

Since
1 sl 1 s—1 1
‘_ Ze<§( X¢(u"atbk) '(y_z))>‘ S‘_221‘=1,
sl sl
t=0 k=1 t=0 k=1
we have
EmT,B(SL‘) Z IP,Q,x
PerQTliB
PNQ#0
SIEmT’B(:(:) Z Vx($ + P)T/m(IE + Q)
PerQTliB
PNQ#0
<En ,e) 9, vi@+P) (Cauchy-Schwarz) (6.7)
PerQTliB
PNQ#D
B, @9 Y, vilw+P)
PeQry, B

§9 . 2—d15T — Ll

)

where the last step follows from the L?-bound in Propoperty [£16,
From now on we suppose two points y, z € X and two atoms P, ) € Qry,B are such that

PNQ=0,ycz+P, zcx+Q. (6.8)

In this case the orthogonal projection of the distance vector y — z in subspace V;, denoted by
(y — 2)i, has size at least 27578y, which is the length of the sides of atoms from Qr1,B in V;-
direction. On the other hand |y — z| < V/d27RSp because ¥, z belongs to the same d-dimensional
cube x 4+ B whose sides have length 27 2Sr.
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Thus the difference (y — z)’ dof (y —2)— (y — z)z, which is the orthogonal projection into
@;2iV;, has size at most vd2~Sp. Recall |C’| > 245076 and |¢)] < 1,Vj # i; log|cl,| <
log AM2h(¢(a;)) < s'0 and similarly |Cb | <[k4F? syl Thus

| X p(unagty) - — 2)'| < 2° 0+f A7 )1 Va2F

e: R+ S' C C is Lipschitz continuous with 27 as Lipschitz constant. As [|£]| < |¢] - [|¢ 7} <
A./\/lsz_l, e(&(+)) has Lipschitz constant 27TAM¢SF_1 and

‘6(5( Xd)(u”atbk) (y - Z))) - 6(5( Xqﬁ(u"atbk) (y - z)z)) ‘
<27TAM¢S_1 ] X p(unaby) (y — Z)/‘
<omvamyAz B e-E _

Hence
1 s—1 1
‘g > €<5( X punaty) (Y = Z))>‘
t=0 k=1
Ry (6.9)
<‘§ Ze<§( qu(u"atbk) (y—z),))‘ +L2.
t=0 k=1
Zk 1 e( ( Xqﬁ(u"atbk) (y - z)))‘ First of all observe since (y — z); lies
in V;, which is regarded as R or C, Xg(unayby)-( é"{at Cbk
By Proposition p.J |}, — (14 tA)] < s_1|A| Wlth s ) < |A| < 3_3 And the other factor

|§b | < l@F¢(G> Once again because of Lipschitz continuity,

le(€( % gtumanmy (v = 2)2)) = e(€((C)" (1 +1A)G, (v = 2):) )|
<2 AMSE - (GG, — (L EA)[IG, |- [(y — 2)il
<2V AMyAICE|"s —1|A|z@ v@27 R = L,
So s—1 1
‘il S e(E((€) (1 + 1A)G, (v — 2)0) )| + Lo + Ls. (6.10)

0 k=1
Define a R-linear form f ) = 5(((’)"Av(y — z);) on either R or C depending on whether
Vi 2 R or C. Then [|f| = ||¢ ‘ H ICE™M A - |(y — 2);|. However, by Lemma B.3,

d—1'2™ d(dgl)@%(@/\/{;(d_l)fl (d— 1)SFl. Thus by Proposition f.q, there is a subset J C {1,---,1}
of cardinality at most 100 such that Vk € {1,--- ,I}\J,

E((C)"AG, (y — 2)i)]

=)= |I£]

>(Elvi - ICEMAL - |(y — 2)ilSr (6.11)
>d~ta 5 HFoe M (07D 4= @0 ¢ Ao BT

L

2s

38



Here we used the fact |(y — 2);| > 27F~TSr.
On the other hand, it follows from assumption (£.2) that

() AG, (v = 2)i)

SAMySE(G)" A, (y = 2)il

6.12
— M A A 09 i. (612
Moreover notice that
1 s—1 1
52> (s 1+ ta)G, (= 2))) |
t=0 k=1
1 l 1 s—1 ' '
S I ARCERINATESHI]
1 e e (6.13)
= [e(6(€) G =) - < Y e tad, v - 2))|
k=1 t=0
1 l 1 s—1 . .
DI (A RNAEEI}
k=1~ t=0
by separating the exception set J from generic indices we get
1 1 s—1
6 <, (100+ > -3 e ag, - 2)|)
ke{l,--- I}\J t=0 (6 14)
1 AN -1 '
<70+ S S (2ferrag,w-=0))) "),
ke{l, IN\J
where Lemma [f.§ was applied in the last step in light of condition (p.12).
Making use of (f-11]), we obtain from (f.14) that
1 1 100
F13 < 7(100 +1- —( 2—ng1)‘1) = tli=ILi+Ls (6.15)
Plug (B19) into (B.10), we get
(B9 < Lo+ L3 + Ly + Ls. (6.16)

under the assumptions (5.2) and (6.9).
Plug (6.16) into (p.6), it follows from the fact [v;] <1 almost everywhere (see Proposition [E16)
that Zpg o < Lo+ L3 + Ly + L5 for a.e. z if PNQ = 0 thus

EmT,B(x) Z IpQe < Lo+ L3+ Ly+ Ls. (6.17)
P?QEQTI,LB
PnQ=0
The proposition is verified by combining (p.5), (b-7) and (f.17). O
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6.2 Manipulation of parameters

We want to show that if the parameters 6, T and n, s, [ are properly chosen then

i ) SaA7! (6.18)
for any non-trivial frequency ¢ with [{| < A as long as A is a large number but still sufficiently
small compared to R.

Actually by Proposition [p.4 this would follow from the following collection of inequalities:

: 1
MG A R < 2 ]
9=didT < g-1 (F-19a)
510 2 _
My A2 0 R < g (6I9p)
MyAlci s~ | A e a7 < 41 (T30
2@@,&,(@]\4%—1/&—1|Ci|—ns—1|A|—12R+T S AL (d)
TtgAT (B-19%)
First of all, set
| = A= [2%T] (6.20)
so that (6.19a) and (.19%) are satisfied. Multiplying (p.3) by (f.19d) gives
2@@%(@/\/@14‘13_1[@}-;(@271 <A
So s should be such that
5 >2 WV F ) M Ad+1z@f s ol
%2d(d;l)a}-(p(c)Mi2(1+(d+1+@f£(c))di5)T.
We take the critical setting
. (Zd(dgl)@F¢(G)Mi2(l+(d+l+i(G))di5)T—|. (6.21)

Now the parameter A is determined by s together with the index i. Take n so that both sides of
(b-2) are almost equal up to a multiplicative error:

L1
4I¢i] 47

My Al AR o1 ¢ (6.22)

This together with the way s was determined implies that (f.19d) holds. Notice s > A, therefore
(F-19c) actually follows from (F.3) by multiplying both sides respectively by s=! and A~!. Tt only
remains to check (B.19b), which would follow if

oft > M¢A22510+@F§<G)l ~ szsl()*ElFi(G)l*QdiéT, (6.23)
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It suffices to assume
R >log My, + 5" +[&4F5 )l + 2di6T
~log My + 25d(d_1)@]—‘¢(c)Mbod2(10+10(d+1+Fi(c))dié)T (6.24)
2 odisT ,
HedF )24 + 2d;0T
Remark (p.24) would also assure that M¢A\A]l@ 0@ 27 <« 1 (recall |A| < 573 < 1), so that

the definition of the positive integer n in (.23) makes sense.
For a sufficiently large constant fod =[xd(d), if T > 2 and

t

R > .2@@(6)@_1)/\/1}/}0‘1 (6.25)

then (f.24) holds and therefore so do all the inequalities (p.9) and (p.19a-¢), as a consequence (.18)
holds whenever || < A, £ # 0.
So far we have almost proved the following result:

Proposition 6.6. We can find effective constants f1d(d), kil(d), [s12(d) such that:
Assuming Conditions B.§ and [I.§; if

10g ! > maX(M?’Od 4), (6.26)

and
1., «
then there exist: . 2 5

(1) A number A > (log 1) Foie)? .

(2) A measure ' with total mass |7'| > a — 56 which is dominated by some 7" in the convex
hull of B¥*h(fylog 2).7 := {Xg(9)-TIMm(9) ) <[Filog 1}, where T = 1.y and m is the logarithmic
Mabhler measure;
such that |7/(&)|> <[rigA™t for any non-trivial character £ € X* with || < A, where |¢| is defined
in Definition [3.4.

Proof. As in Proposition [E16, put vd2=fo =y = M;le. Set

S _ 1
T = [Ed'F, & log(M,, "6 log - (6.28)
. i . . . . Edme
We claim Proposition applies, to see this it suffices to verify the conditions § > R—Ow and
Te ), M)

Set = 3fd. When log 2 > 4, loglog % § (log 1)% furthermore we assumed M} < (log %)%
as well. Thus as Fyq) Za 1, when lsd =[xd(d) is large enough we have ;72 5(C) > 1 and
T >kd 1 F 2 log(d P2 oy M 10 log ¢ )
= #(G) %8 YO Toglog L

P [ 1
>ld 1}"¢(2G) log { log— (6.29)
1
—1r—2 1 2
>ld ‘Fd)(g) : g(@ -7:(;5(@)5)
=51
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On the other hand as (.27) implicitly gives
_ 1 11\ —1 -
kd 1]—'¢(2G log log - = 3(]—'5((;) (log log E) DT >35> 3,
when [gd is sufficiently large
1
T <d~ 1]:(;(2(; log(M %5 log E) +1

1
1 2
F 2 loglog - + 1
<kd™Fo 6 ) log log =

1 (6.30)
1 2
F 2 -2loglog -
<ed ™) - 2log log -
log 1 <510g§<5R0_
_2loglog%_ 2 T 2

By similar arguments, it is quite easy to deduce § > @é\:i using Ry > log% > Mf’/}Od and

Thus we can obtain R, v and ¢ from Proposition fl.1¢. Notice R > dRy > dlog %, therefore
(6.23) follows from (p.2§). And we may define the numbers n, s, [, A as in (p.20), (5-21)) and (.22).
Then (6.1§) was already proved for all non trivial characters £ € X* with || < A. Denote the
implied constant by 14, Which is effective.

Let 7’ be the measure v/, s, defined in Notation B.3 Since 7’ is the average of a certain collection
of pushforwards of v, |7 = ]y] > a—50. Because v < 7, 7’ is dominated by the probability measure

=53 LS (u™agby,).T, which lies in the convex hull of

{7, WM™ (6(g)) < nhM*(@(u)) + max M (¢(ar)) + max KM (6(br))) }

inside the space of probability measures on X.

Observe hMah(¢(u)) = log || as V; is the only expanding subspace under x,. By Propositions
in §f, nhMaB(p(u)) + max; AMA (p(ar)) + maxy, hMah(¢(bk)) < nlog || + 8" +[EF7 ), which we
will show can be bounded by a multiple of log =

It follows from (F:23) that [¢}|" < M, 1\A] 198 < M, LekdoR ana by (p.29) s 10.7-"2(0)1 < R-—
log M. Sonlog|§’|+810+@]~'2 l< @logs—l—R logM¢) (R—log My) <q s'+R—log M, <
Ry —log My, = log ¢ Yd  Thus by Lemma - ( there exists an effective constant fi17(d) such that 77
is in the the convex hull of BMah (kq]log 1).7

It only remains to obtain the lower bound for A. As we already remarked in (6.29), T >

—2 — —2
1]:<z>(2G) log {/log 1. Hence A > 24T > 25@ Fo(cy log /1o = (log 1) Bd72 = (log %) Fo?,
U

Now we may pull everything from X back to T¢. The following corollary is immediate.

Corollary 6.7. For the same constants [i1d, and as in Proposition [6.8, if Conditions
and hold and

1
log >max(M30d 4);
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1., «
€ [5kud 73 ) (log log ) L 5

then there exist: .
(1) A number A > ( log Foicn?
(2) A measure p' with total mass |p' \ 2 o — & which is dominated by some p” in the convex hull

of B Elog 1) 1
such that |p/(q)? <[k1dA~! for all non-trivial characters q € Z¢ with |q| < A.

Proof. Apply Proposition p.g to % instead of § and pull back from X back to T¢ by 1. O

6.3 The effective measure-theoretical theorem

In Corollary 6.7 we constructed a measure p/ whose Fourier coefficients are small except the
trivial one. Since for the Lebesgue measure m on T? all the Fourier coefficients at non-trivial
frequencies vanish. It is natural that we can effectively describe how close y/ is to a multiple of m.

Definition 6.8. For a function f € C®(T?%) and w > 0, ||f||z. denotes the Sobolev norm

(Coene llal® f(@)]?)7.

Lemma 6.9. If a measure v on T? satisfies |v| < 1 and |%(q)| < CA 2, Vq € ZN\{0},|q| < A for
some fized positive number C, then there is an explicit constant 14 =[k14(d) such that ¥V f € C=(T9),

_l
() = ()| <Ed (€ + DA oy

Proof. Denote Bya(L) = {q € Z% |q| < L}. If f is sufficiently differentiable then the spherical
Fourier sums

St = 3 flaela-z).eeT

qEBzd (L)

coverge uniformly to f as L — oo (see Il'in [[LT]). X
Hence ¥(f) = limp 00 ¥(S1(f)) = limp o0 > gep (1) 7(@)f(a) and

() = Iylm(f)]
=[v(f) = 4(0)£(0)|
=[lm > la)f(q)

L—oo
a€B,a(L)\{0}
d+1 d+1 A
<limy o |g Hl2(B Lonioplllal= F@]l s a(L\{0}) (6.31)
(Cauchy—Schwarz)
-~ . d+1 A
<H|Q| 7 Hl2 (Z4\{0}) [lal™=" Hz?(zd
rES ) d+1
(H\q\ 7 9(q Hl2(B 4 (A\{0}) Hl2 (Z4\Bya( )))”f”H%—1
However it follows from the assumption that H IqI_T@ Hl2 a (A\{0}) < CA™3 H |q|_ﬁ Hl2 )\{0})
CH\q\_M le (Z4\{0}) - A3, Remark the norm H\q\_M le (Z4\{0}) is a finite constant relying only

on d.
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On the other hand, as 9(q) < |y| < 1 for any q, H|q|_d2jﬁ(q)ng(Z¢\B LAy 18 bounded
Z

d+1

_ a1 : 1 gL
by H\q\ le (Z\B,q(4)) ™ lly~ ”LQ(Rd\BRn( A))» which has order (nyRd,lybAy =1qy)z ~y
(A_l)% = A~2 where Brn(A) denotes the Euclidean ball of radius A in R™.
By plugging these bounds into (6-31]), it is clear that |v(f)—|y|/m(f)| Sq (CA™ 24 A2 )HfH WISEES

(CH+ DA ] g 0
Applying lemma to the measure x’ from Corollary .7, we obtain the following:
Proposition 6.10. There exist effective constants [cg(d), kd(d) and d(d), such that:
If G and p satisfy Condition .8 and[1.d respectively, log % > max(M3% 4) and § € @Fi(G) (log log %)_1, 5l

then there exists a measure ' with total mass || > o — § which is dominated by some u in the
convex hull of BY*™(Edlog )i such that

112
()~ ()] <Tedlton 1)~ 7 g s v € o (ne)

Proof. Let kd = 5k1d, b =[x, B =[x13)(d) (Ed + 1) and apply Lemma .9 to 4/ from Corollary

B.7- Note all constants are effective and depend only on the dimension d. O
Proposition trivially implies the measure-theoretical form (Theorem [[.9) of our main result.

Proof of Theorem [I.9. By Theorem P.13, Condition P.§ is implied by Condition [[.5, so Theorem
apphes.

Let ] = 2~ max( (M) . E - 5> and Ed, Ed be the same as in Theorem B.10. All these
constants depend effectlvely on d, My, and Fy(q), therefore evenually only on the group G. O

7 Topological results

We now prove the main result of this paper, as well as two corollaries which give a clearer
picture of the G-action on the torus.

7.1 Density of the orbit of a dispersed set

In parallel to the measure-theoretical Proposition [6.1(, we prove first a topological result which
assumes Condition P.§ and specifies how the constants depend on number-theoretical features of
group G.

A subset E of a metric space is said to be e-separated if any pair of points in £ are at least of
distance € from each other.

Proposition 7.1. There are effective constants [3(d), fid(d) and [1(d) such that:
Suppose G < SL4(7Z) satz’sﬁes Condition [2.§, if log% > max(M3% 4) and some e-separated set
1
E has size |E| > ¢ where a € ¢(G %, 1), then BY*(Edlog 1).E is (log 1) -f¢(G)
dense.
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Proof. Let u = ﬁ > wcp 0z be the uniform probability measure on E. For any partition P of
the torus such that diamP < e, each atom contains at most one point from E. Thus H,(P) =

Y pep —M(P)logu(P) =3 cp— \E\ log % rE = log |E| > adlog L satisfies Condition [[g.

Fix a positive bump function § € C>°(R%) supported on the ball B(0,1) centered at the origin
with radius 1 such that fyeRd 0(y)dy = 1. For any 2 € T¢ and any positive number p < %, on the

ball B(z, p) C T? centered at 2 with radius p we define f(z +v) = p_dﬁ(%),v € R%, |v| < r; on the

rest of T let f be equal to 0. Then f is a positive function in C*°(T¢) and m(f) = 1.
Remark

d
11 e Sa( D2 D lal ™I F (@)

qezd j=1
f(a)?)

d d+1
< (XX @

d 0 E3 1
= (Z:H(_ax f”L2(Td)2-

=

Jj=1qezd

d d
Moreover, an easy fact is that the last expression is proportional to p_i_(%] once @ is fixed. Thus
d d+1
there is an effective dimensional constant [](d) such that || fHH a1 gp_i_[i]

If 2@]—';( bi Zjlgo Eg with [1d = max(8kg, 3Edidk]~2), which depends effectively on d, then

07

as log log log% > loglog4 = 1, we can apply Proposition [.1(] to u with 6 = § and get a measure
i/ such that

W (F) 20— S)m(f) - 1og ab G [T

=5~ log Faey® . y— 8-
Take »
—1 1r
po = (log — ) FEHHED R G (72)
Then ([]) rewrites
a
1 (f) 25 (log il

1

1 logloglog 1 _%'logloglogg

> bd P — o ledil(og o) Tloglos T

loglog €

(7.3)

log log log %

m 1
2 2 log lo —[edt](log —) log log 1

@EF-

So as > 2_2, '(f) is strictly positive. In particular, suppy’ N suppf # (. Since
supppy = E and there is p” in the convex hull of B! (E]log 2).u such that ' < p”, suppy’ C

log log
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suppu” C BMah Elog .E. Moreover f is supported on B(x, pg) for an arbitrary point = € T9,
therefore we proved BMah Elog .E is po-dense. Tt suffices to let [ be the same as in Proposition
b.10 and set |1 = d+1 1@_1 to conclude. O

Proof of Theorem |1 By Theorem P.13, Proposition [7.1] applies.

Let ] = 2~ maX(MS 4 E be the same as in Theorem 6.14, £ |£_m|.7:¢ @) and |4 --7: #(Q)

all of which are effective and depend on d, My, and Fy ), thus eventually only on G itself. O

7.2 Density of the orbit of a large set

In Theorems [7.1] and [L.7, we assumed the set F is sufficiently dispersed with respect to its size.
As a corollary to these theorems, the results in this subsection drop this hypothesis. We are going
to show that the full G-orbit of any sufficiently large subset F in T¢ is going to have some density.

If we care about a metric ball BMah(L).E with respect to the logarithmic Mahler measure (or
the word metric) on G in the orbit instead to the full orbit, then it is still necessary to assume F
is eg-separated for certain €. Nevertheless, ¢ is not going to rely on |E|. Moreover, € only affects
how large the metric ball has to be but has no impact on the effective density we obtain.

Proposition 7.2. Suppose G satisifes Condition B.§ and the image Y(E) of a finite set E C T¢
under 1) is egSp-separated in X = (T9). If

log log |E| > max (M?’Od, max(Fy(q), 2)§>(G)), (7.4)

then the set BMah(log +m [c14log |E|).E is (loglog | E|) ud7 o) dense, where f1d, - -+ [c1d are effec-
tive constants that depend only on d.

Remark 7.3. Here we adopt the assumption that 1¥(E) is ¢gSr dense in X because this would be
the more convenient formulation for later applications. Howewver it is completely fine to replace
the assumption by a more natural one, namely E is ey-separated in T¢. Actually if this holds then
Y(E) is Hw_lﬂ_leo separated in X. However ||| ~teg > M;leoSp. So the proposition applies
with Mw €0 in place of €y and concludes that the set BMZ’“h(logL + log My, Hcidlog|E|).E is

(loglog |E])~ bdr F5(6) -dense. However since log |E| > loglog |E| Z4 ./\/l30d > log My, by making
slightly larger the term log My, can be absorbed into idlog|E| and the original clatm still holds.

Proof of Proposition. As the torus T% can be covered by at most |FE|— 1 balls of radius _Vd__ <
f of P y | | ] f\l/‘E‘—_l | ~d

\E!‘é, there are two elements z,2’ € F such that |z — 2/| <4 ]E\_%, where |z — 2/| denotes the
distance in T¢

We select lifts 2, 2" € RY of 2,2’ € T such that |2 — | = |z — 2/|. Denote § = ¢(Z — ') € R,
then by the fact ||[¢| < MySr, 7] SMME\_%SF, where ] depends effectively on d. On the
other hand ¢ is a lift of ¢ (z) — ¥(2’), thus |§| > €Sr by assumption.

7 can be decomposed as Z”+ * §; where g; is the orthogonal projection onto V;. Without loss
of generality, assume |g;| > |y]| Vj # i; then

|Gil > (r1 + r2) " ZeoSr (7.5)

but
. . _1 L
1951 < 1] <[UMy|E|" 28, V) #i. (7.6)
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Let s be the largest positive integer such that

=

2 BB 30 < = (11 +12) "2, (7.7)

| =

then by the fact Fy(G) =4 1, for some effective constant [g(d) under the assumption

log | E| >[@F (e (7.8)

it is guaranteed that
1

s ~q (log |E[)10

and
S > max (@fd)(g), 4),
where g was given by Proposition f.j.

Therefore we may apply Propositon f.5 to construct a sequence of elements ag, -+ ,as_1 € G.
We are interested in the set {x ¢(at).g}t:0,...7s_1. Notice the j-th coordinate of the t-th element is
Cc]h:gj- ] ) )

By Propositon [, [¢}, — (1+tA)| < s71A| < 2|A[. Thus for any two distinct ¢, ¢/, |Car i —Ca,, il
is bounded from below by (JA|—2- 1|A[)y; > %|yi|, and from above by ((s—1)|A[+2- HA])|7;] <

| 2
s|Al - |gi], where s 9@ < |A| < s73.
Assume in addition
|E| > M3, (7.10)

then My|E[d < M B| 5.
So as long as ([.§) holds with sufficiently large [, as Fyq) Zq 1 and r1 4+ 7y <d —1,

<s- s 3 [My|E|" 1Sy

— _1
<M E|"3Sp

s|A[ - |7

1
<5 (4 ra) M S

Let u € G be given by Proposition f.3, then |¢i| > 24zt and |¢]| < 1 for all j # i. By
the observation above, we may take an integer n > 0 such that

i — 1 _1 _ imn ~ 1 _1 _
Gl (ri+72) 2 MSE < |G| A - (3] < (ritr2) 2 M 'S, (7.11)
which this also implies
' . i—1 1 1
Cul™ - sIAl - gl > [¢h (ritr2) 2 M Sr. (7.12)

For any pair t # t/,
|Comae Ti = Camay, Bl =1CLI™MCE,Ti — i il < ICLI™ - s|A] - |7i]

1 , (7.13)
55(7‘1 + T2)_§M;13F-
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On the other hand, by Propositon f-3, MM (¢(a;)) < s'°, hence ¢, < 25" Vj. Therefore if j # i,
using [¢4] < 1 and (£.0), (T2, @.10).

’Ci”atgj - Ci”at/gj’
. . . N 10 10 _1
<IGI™ (€2 + 162, DIgs 1 < 1- (27 + 27 )My | E"28p

1 7.14
<2 2 MY Bl saSp < 2 2+ r2) T2 M Sp (7.14)

1 1
=§(T1+7‘2) 2M¢18F-

By ([f.13) and(.14), the orthogonal projection of X g(urar)-U — X $(una,)-Y 13 bounded by %(ﬁ +
7’2)_% in each V;, 1 < j <1y + 1, hence

. I
| Xp(urar) Y — X¢(u"at1)'y| < §M1/; Sr.
Since X y(ynq,)-§ = ¥ (u"ar.(2 — 2)),Vt and [[¢ 7| < MySit,

a0 (2 — ) = a2 = ) < 197 | Xouran G~ Xoturay) 9] <

N —

Because u"as.(2 — #') € R? is the lift of u™as.(z — 2’) € T? for all ¢, this bound implies the
distance |[u"a;.(z — 2') — u"ay.(z — 2')| between u"as.(z — 2') and u"ay.(z — 2') on T? is exactly
|u"as.(Z — 2') — u"ayp.(2 — Z')|. Therefore

[u"as.(z — 2') —u"ap.(z — 27|
=lu"a;.(2 — ') — u"ap.(2 — 7|
2H¢H_1| X p(unar) Y= Xqﬁ(u"at/)'m
ZqulSI:l’ X(b(u”at) ?jz — xd,(unat,).gji] (715)

2M;15;1|<;|n| X p(ar) Ui — X¢(at/)-yi|

—1leo—1|tn Al
>y sl Bl

T =My 85" 571G ) M S
2%(7’1 + Tz)_%Q_hMah(‘z’(“))Mfs_l
zi(d . 1)—%2—9d(§+1)]—'¢(g)M;23—1
By ([79), s >[«{(log|E |)% for an effective g =[¢g(d), so under a new assumption
log | E| > max(2b47e@) M) (7.16)
where a sufficiently large effective constant frd =[c14(d) is used, we have ./\/112/} <_%s% and

4(d — 1)229G D a6 < %Egs%. Thus

2

T >[des 5 -2l 557357 > 2572, (7.17)
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which can be interpreted as the set Ey := {u"a;.(z — 2/)|0 <t < s — 1} is 25~ 2-separated in T<.
Let By = {u"a;.z|0 <t <s— 1,z € E} C T and observe

Ey C By — By = {w — w'|lw,w’ € Es}.

Take a maximal s~ 2-separated subset E3 of Ey, we claim |E3| > \/s. Actually, E5 is covered by the
union of |E3| balls Uye g, By, where B, is centered at v with radius s~2. Then the set Fy; C Ey — Fy
is covered by U, ,er(By, — By). But for each pair v,v, the set B, — B) is a ball of radius 2572
centerd at v —v’, hence contains at most one point from E;. So the number of pairs, which equals
| 502, is at least |Fy| = s. This proves the claim.

We want to apply Proposition -] to € := 572 and |E3| > s3 = ¢ 1 = e where a = 4—1d, for
log log 1
which purpose it is necessary to have log > max(/\/l30d 4) and m}g(@%ﬁ);i— < 7 7q- Because
L 2 2 i
-=s > (log |E|)3 (7.18)

and we assumed |E| is sufficiently large with respect to d, these conditions would respectively follow
from

log log | E| >[c;dmax( M30d 4); (7.19)
and
log loglog |E)| 2425(0 max (log Fy(c), 1), (7.20)

if 1 and 1 are Sufﬁ(uently large constants that depend effectively on d.

Again by Fyq) Za 1, if f1d is large enough with respect to [ then ([[.20) implies the [19 - 4
part in ([.19). So we can combine the two inequalities into assumption (@) in the statement of
theorem.

Furthermore, notice that (7.4) actually contains all the earlier assumptions (7.§), (7.10) and
(F18) given that [14 and [g are large with respect to all previous constants.

So eventually we can apply Proposition [[.]] to claim Ej is (log 4‘1-F¢<G) dense. By (.18

N =
when |E| is sufficiently large as in our situation, (log 1) #EW S o) < (loglog |E|)~ 1473 ) for some

effective constant 19 =[c1g( (ﬁ
Thus Ej3 is (loglog|E|) 5@ _dense.
Observe
E3 C By ={u"a;|0 <t <s—1}.E.

It is clear that )
M (9(ar) < 5 ~q ((log | E])19)" = log | ]| (7.21)
Now we investigate how large u'* can be.
By (@ and (ETD), IG" < 6" s A - 305 < "0 as My > 1 and |A] 2
s_@fi(c). Because |¢i| > 1 but |¢]| < 1,Vj # i the logarithmic Mahler measure h™M2!(¢(u)) equals
log |G|, s0

BB (™)) =M ((u)) < nlog|Ch] < log(ey st 1)

1 ) (7.22)
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Remark log s <4 loglog |E| and by ([4), loglog |E| > F ¢(G ; thus @]—" )log s <[rd(log log ]E\)
Therefore (7.2])) and ([7.29) give a bound to the logarithmic Mahler measure of ua;,Vt =0,--- ,s—
1:

() = M (u"ar)) < log — -+ log | E].

So E3 C B¥ah(log % +Hcidlog |E|).E for some effective constant f14(d), which proves the result. O

Theorem 7.4. Suppose G satisies Condition [[.J. Then there are effective constants 14, Eid,
E1d, which depend only on the group G such that Veo, for an 60 -separated subset E C T of size
|E| >[c1d, the set BYh(log % Hcidlog |E|).E is (loglog \E!) -dense.

Proof. The theorem follows from Theorem R.19, Proposition [(.3 (together with Remark [.3) and
the fact that d, My, and Fy(q) are determined by G. O

In particular, we have the following corollary:

Corollary 7.5. If Condition [I.J, any G-invariant finite subset E C T? of size |E| >[cig is

(log log ]E\)_—dense where [e1d =[c1d(G), bid =[cid(G

Remark if F contains an irrational point, then it is dense in T¢ by Berend Bll. So the corollary
is meaningful only for rational subsets.

7.3 Density of the orbit of a single point

We now study a single orbit instead of the orbit of a set.

Proposition 7.6. Let G be as in Condition and Q € N be such that
log loglog @ > max @Mw ;max(Fyq), 2 .]:¢(G>) (7.23)

If a point x € T? satisfies either condition (i) or (ii) in Proposition [[10, Then the set BY™ ((k+

_ 2
2) log Q).x is (logloglog @) f¢(G)-dense. Here 14, [1d, are effective constants that depend
only on d .

Before proving the theorem, we construct a metric ball inside the orbit G.x which is large in
cardinality and satisfies, although quite weak, some separatedness condition.

Lemma 7.7. Assuming Condition [2.8, for the element g € G and the constant k4 :-
Proposztwn @ if © € T¢ meets one of the conditions m Proposition [1.1( then Ym 75 m/, 0 <

m,m’ < .7:¢(G log(274Q), the distance |1(g™.x) — (g™ .x)| between 1/1(9 a:) and (g™ .x ) is at

least Mle kSr, where k = 1 if x satisifes condition (i) in Theorem [[.10.

Proof. We may assume m > m’. Let & € R? be a lift of 2 in T¢. By definition of Fe(q), we may take
a toral automorphism ¢ from G with 0 < KMah(g(g)) < Fy(@)- The distance [1(g™.x) — V(g™ .x)|
in T is given by |¥((¢™ — g™ .E — Z)| where = is some vector from Z.

As hMah (6 (g)) > 0, ¢™™ —id is an invertible matrix thus so is ¢™ — ¢™'. (Otherwise one of
the eigenvalues ¢} = o4(¢(g)) of g is a root of unity, so hM3t(¢(g)) = RM2(¢]) = 0.)
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Remark & — (¢" — g™ )12 = (¢" — gm’)_l.((gm —g").q — Z). Hence since (g™ — ¢™ )71 is
simultaneously diagonalizable with g over C,

=, m m/\—1—=\ __
V(@ — (9" —g™) u)—xd)((gm_gm/f

Because x P ( (gm_gm/)q) acts as a multiplication on each component of R% = @2;41"‘2%, we see

F—(g"—g")'E
<[~ - |9 (@ — (g™ — g™) 1)

<MySE! max (1(G)™ = ()™ Yo (g™ - g™).d - =) (7.24)
=MySpt max ([(C)™ — (€)™ |7 o™ a) — w(g™ ).

1<i<d

It follows from the inequality max(|z—1|,1) < 2max(|z[,1),Vz € C and the fact [T, <,y max(|¢}], 1) =
ohMa(¢(g)) < 276(® that

| det(g™ — ™))
=TT (™" —1/-1¢i™)
1<i<d
< max ([(¢)™™ = 1],1) - max(|¢i[™, 1)
1<11d< 1 ) ! ) (7.25)
<2? T[ (max(I¢i™ ™, 1) - max(|¢i[™, 1))
1<i<d
=20 T max(|c}, )™ < 2¢mFe@ < Q.
1<i<d

(i) Suppose x is diophantine generic.
Since det(g™ — g™ ) - (g™ — g™ )" € My(Z), (¢™ — g™ )~'E can be written in the form o where

v € Z% and ¢ € N is a factor of det(¢™ — gm/); in particular, ¢ < Q). Because I satisfies the same
diophantine property as x, Thus by ([.24), there exists 1 < j < d such that

MySE ()™ = (™ (g™ x) — (g™ ) = T 16)™ = (€)™,

1<i<d

therefore
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/

(g™ ) —1/)(9""” w)l
>MSel ™ = @)™ - T g™ =@y 1=*
1<i<d
(A (A s | I (A R (SO il
s (7.26)

>My'Se ] max(|(¢)™ = (€)™, )"

1<i<d
> Mo [T (max((c)™ " =11 1)~ - max(|(¢p)™ . 1))

1<i<d
> M SrQ 7",

where the last step was deduced as in ([[.25). This completes the proof in case (i).

(ii) If = is rational with denominator @, then ¢™.z — gm/.:% — Z has denominator @) as well,
thus [¢™.% — g™ .& — | > Q" as long as it doesn’t vanish. Since [[¢p~!|| < MwSI:I by definition,
lh(g™.x) — (g™ x)| = [ (g™.2 — - 2)| > MJISFQ_I. Therefore if suffices to show ¢™.z —
g E—Z#£0.

Suppose by absurd that ¢"™.7 —¢™ .z —= = 0, then & = (g™ —gm/)_lE. As we already found out
in case (i), the vector (g™ —¢™ )~ 'Z is rational and its denominator is at most | det(g™ — g™ )| < Q.
But & has denominator (), contradiction.

Proof of Proposition [T.§. Fix g € G with 0 < kM3 (¢(g)) < F4(c), which is possible by the defini-
tion of Fy(g). By lemma, if we denote

E = {g".2[0 < m < min(F,,,1)log(27Q)}, (7.27)

then the ¢™.x’s are all different for different m’s and (FE) is M, 1@ kSr-separated.
By assumption (.23), when [1d and g are sufficiently large with respect to d, we can safely
claim that min(]:(;(lG), 1)1og(27Q) > (log Q) . Hence

loglog |E| 24 logloglog @ > @M?’Od max(Fy(q) .f¢<G))

By choosing sufficiently large (but still effective) constants ;g and [ig, this implies assumption
([-4) (using again Fy) Za 1)

Therefore, by Proposition [[.3, the set BY*"(log(MyQ*)+lc1dlog |E|).E is (loglog |E|) a7
dense.

However, by the definition of F, it is contained in

B (Fj 6 log(279Q) - 1M (¢(9))) .

But WM (¢ (g)) < Fyig), so B C B (log(279Q)).x and

BY™ (log(My@") +{log | E1). B
C B (log(My Q%) +erdlog |E| + log(279Q)).x
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Notice |E| < log(27¢Q) + 1 < log@ and by ([:29), log My <4 logloglog Q. So 9log M, +
[cidlog |E| +1og(27Q) < 2log Q when Q is sufficiently large (which is true if 1d and E1d are large.)
Thus

9log(M¢Qk) +Heidlog |E| + 10g(2_dQ) < log(Qk) +2logQ < (k+2)log @
and Bgah(log(Mka) +[c1dlog \E!)E C Bgah((k‘ + 2) log Q).x.

On the other hand, (loglog \E!)_ HES) < (loglog log Q)_Fi(c) for fad = 31 when Fid,
are large (so that @ > 1) because loglog |E| 24 log log log Q.

Hence we finally proved BM*"((k+2)log Q).z is (log log log Q)_i@ dense when [14, f1d and
E2d are properly chosen. O

Proof of Theorem [[.1(. By Theorem P13, Proposition [.f contains the theorem as d, M, and
Fy(q) are all determined by the group G. O

8 Appendix: A number-theoretical application

Before finishing the paper, we give an example of how our results can be applied to number
theory.

This appendix follows observations by Cerri [[f] and Bourgain-Lindenstrauss [, §0].

Let K be a number field and O be its ring of integers. For an integral ideal I and an invertible
residue class § € (Ok/I)*, define the minimal norm on 8 by

Ni(B) = I;leig!NK(y)\ (8.1)

where N is the norm in the number field K. Define

L(K,I):= st Ni(B). (82)

The norm of an ideal I is N(I) := |Ok/I|. Recall Vo € I, N(I)|Ngk(x).
In [[[J] it was proved that

Theorem 8.1. (Konyagin-Shparlinski) L(K,p) = o(N(p)) for a sequence of prime ideals of asymp-
totic density 1 as N(p) — oco.

Konyagin and Shparlinski also asked whether the same claim is true for almost all ideals.
Recently this question was affirmatively answered by Bourgain and Chang [[J]. They also improved
the result regarding prime ideals by reducing the aymptotic size of the exceptional set.

Theorem 8.2. (Bourgain-Chang) Ve > 0, 30 = d(€) such that lime_,o6 = 0 and
L(K,I) < N(I)'~* (8.3)

holds for all ideals outside an exceptional collection 2 of ideals of asymptotic density at most § as
N(I) — oc.
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The proofs of both Theorem .1 and Theorem B.9 are based on exponential sums on finite fields.

Bourgain and Lindenstrauss observed that, assuming K is not a CM-field and rank(Ugx) > 2, a
bound which is weaker than (B.3)), but still o(N(I)), can be achieved by ergodic-theoretical methods
for all ideals without exceptional set. Cerri made observations along the same lines in the study of
Euclidean minima of number fields.

Such observations can be implemented using Proposition [7.3.

Theorem 8.3. Suppose K is a non CM-number field of degree d with rank(Ug) > 2. Then
L(K,I)=0(N(I)) holds for all ideals I as N(I) — oc.
More precisely, there are effective constants a1, [2d, depending only on d such that

L(K, I _
LK, T) < (logloglog N(I)) b7, (8.4)
N(I)
for all ideals I with
loglog log N(7) > (EAD(K)D), max(F,., 2. (8.5)

Here D(K) is the discriminant of K, and Fy, is the logarithmic Mahler measure bound on some
set that generates Uk up to finite index, as defined in Definition [2-3

The group of units Ui acts on Ok by multiplication and preserves all ideals I. We know the
embedding o in (R.1)) identifies K ®g R with R? and embedds O as a full rank lattice. An ideal
I is embedded as a sublattice of O C K ®qg R.

Recall the i-th coordinate g; in R? of y € K is o4(y) for 1 < i < r; and Yri+j + Writrotj =
or+j(y) for 1 < j <ry. Thus

d ] T2

I[Nk (y)| = H loi(y)| = H |yl H ‘ym-i-j + iyr1+r2+j‘2
i=1 =1 j=1 (8.6)

d d d
< (max [y )™ (2(max y3])?) "™ = 2" (miax |ys])?.

Identify I with the lattice o(I) in R?. We are going to show that I doesn’t degenerate. More
precisely, for all I, there exists an isomorphism v between T and (K ®g R)/I whose uniformity
My is bounded in terms of D(K).

Lemma 8.4. Let C C R? be a closed convex set that is symmetric with respect to the origin and
A < R% be a full rank lattice, d > 2. Denote by my < --- < my the successive minima of C with
respect to A. Then there is a basis w',---w" for A such that w' € (%)Z_lmiC, Vi.

Proof. By definition of successive minima, A contains d linearly independent vectors v', - - -, v® such

that v* € m;C. They generate a finite-index sublattice of A.

Fori=1,---,d, let L; be the vector subspace spanned by v',--- v’ and A; = AN L;. Then A;
is a lattice of rank 7 and Ay = A.

We claim that there exists a set of vectors w!,--- ,w? such that for all 4, w® € A; N (%)i_lmiC
and w!,---  w' form a basis of A;. The proof is by induction.

When i =1, L; = Rv! 2 R and A; is a discrete subgroup in it. Thus A; is cyclic. Suppose w' is a
generator, then v! = nw! for some n € N up to a change of sign. Hence w! = %vl € %de’ C myC,
which proves the i = 1 case.

1
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Suppose the claim is true for ¢ — 1. Consider the quotient group A;/A;—1 = A;/(A; N Li—1),
which canonically embedds into L;/L;—1 = R and hence is torsion-free. Moreover, its torsion free
rank is rank(A;) — rank(A;—1) = 1. Thus A;/A;_1 = Z. Take w € A; such that the coset w + A;_;
is a generator. Notice since v’ ¢ L1, v' + A;_1 is a non-trivial coset. So Vv € A;, up to a change

2

of sign, In € N such that n(w + A;_1) = v* + A;_1. In other words, v = nw + ZJ_:11 ljwj for some

integers l1,--- ,l;_1 or equivalently, w',--- ,w'™! and w generate A,.

In particular, if we take v = %, then v* = nw + Z;_:ll Liw' and w = Lot + Z;;ll %jwj for
some n € N and Iy,--- ,l;_1 € Z. Decompose %ﬂ = aj + k; with a; € [—%,%] and k; € Z, then
w = w' + Z;;ll kjwl where w' = 1ot + Z;_:ll ajw’. Hence wl,--- jw'™! and w’ generate A;. It
suffices to show w' € (3)'myC.

As v € m;C and w; € (%)j_lij’, Vi <1,

1 . i1 g o
w Gﬁmi +Zaj(§) m;
7=1
cmiC + X §(§)j_1m-0 .- §(§)j_1)m-0
24402 ’ 2 L2 ‘
7j=1 7j=1
3.l
:(5)’ e
Thus the claims is proved. Let ¢ = d, the lemma follows. O

Lemma 8.5. There exists an isomorphim 1 : R% — R? such that (Z4) = I, My < D(K)%.

Proof. Define a closed symmetric convex set C' = {z € R%| max{_, |z;| < 1} in R%, whose volume is
2¢. Suppose m; < --- < my are the succesive minima of C' with respect to the lattice I. Then by
Minkowski’s Second Theorem:

md mg < mymsg - mg <4 covol(I) = D(K)%N(I). (8.7)

On the other hand, by the definition of successive minima, 3y € I N mC, y # 0. Then |y;| < my,

vi. By (B:6)
Nk (y)| Samf. (8.8)

Notice N (I)|Ng(y) and Ng(y) # 0, thus N(I) < |Ng(y)|. Compare (B.7) and (B.§), we see

ma Sami” @I D(K)EN(I) S [Nk (y)|~ @ D(K)2N(I) < D(K)2N(I)i. (8.9)

~

and for all k&,
[T e Sami ™ DUE)IN() Su INic )| =3 DIK) N (D)
i=1,,d
o (8.10)
< D(K):N(I)"T".

The previous lemma says that there is basis y',-- -,y of I such that
d | .
gﬂgglyﬁl Sami,Vi=1,--- .d, (8.11)
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where y; is the j-th coordinate of y'.
Define a d x d matrix ¢ := (y;-), then ¢(Z™) = I. In particular

| det | = S¢ = covol(I) = D(K)zN(I). (8.12)
From (B.9) and (B.11)) it is easy to see
9] Sa'ma Sa DUE)EN(I)a. (8.13)

Denote 1)~ ! by (ag ), then each entry az- = % where Ag is the determinant of some (d—1) x (d—1)-
submatrix in ¢. By (B.10) and (B.11) we obtain \A; <d D(K)%N(I)df;l, S0
D(K)zN(I)T
D(K)3N(I)
Combining (B.12), (B-1J) and (B.14), we obtain
My = max([LlIST, [~ S1)
Samax (D(K)FN(D)7 (D(K)3N(1))

; 1
97 Sa max a5 Sa N(I)~d. (8.14)

— D(K)% .

Now we are ready to prove the theorem.

Proof of Theorem [8.3. As Ux = O, preserves I. Uk acts as an automorphism group of the twisted
torus X = (K ®qg R)/I, moreover Uk is volume preserving as Yu € Uk, |det(x,)| = |[N(u)| = 1.
Thus using the isomorphism ¢ constructed in Lemma B.J as a conjugation map, the Uk action is
conjugate to the G-action on T? where G = Uk is an abelian subgroup in SLg(Z). In other words,
there is a group isomorphism ¢ : G~ Uy such that g.x = ¢_1( Xy .Q,D(:E)),Vx €T,

So G satisfies Condition R.§ with T' = I as we assumed K is not CM and rank(Ug) > 2.

B € (Og/I)* C Ok/I is a rational point in the twisted torus X. Let us study its orbit
Uk.8 C X under the Ug action. Denote the stabilizer in Ug of 8 by UIB(. Suppose u € UIB(, then
u.f = 5. Because f3 is invertible in the ring Ok /I, this implies u.(1 4+ I) = (1 + I) or equivalently
u € 1 + I. This helps us to estimate the size of u. Notice

d

d ¢ \oi(u
2hMah(u) :HmaX(|0’i(u)|, 1) 2 H w 2 2—d H(|O’Z(U) — 1|)
i=1 =1

1=1

d
>27 [[(loi(u = 1)) = 27N (u - 1)].
i=1

However as u — 1 € I, if u # 1 then [N(u — 1)] > N(I) thus its logarithmic Mahler measure is
bounded from below: AM21 () > log(27¢N(I)).

Let Fy,. be defined by Definition P.J. Then there are d multiplicatively independent elements
u1,- - ,u,. € U such that AWM (u;) < Fr,. where r = rank(Uy). Consider Z = {IT—y w"|0 < n; <
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é]—"ﬁ; log(27¢N(I))}, then it is not hard to see that for any pair u # v’ inside Z, hMab(y~1u/) <

log(27¢N(I)) so u™'u/ ¢ Uf(. Therefore |Ug.B| = |UK/UIB(| >1Z| 24 ]-'l};(log@_dN(I)))r, where
the last inequality relies on assumption (B.H).
Let 2 = ¢~ 1(3) € T¢, then its orbit is G.z = ¢~ (Uk.f), thus

Gz Za F! (log(27N(I)))" (8.15)

At this point we may deduce the follow claim:
Claim There are effective constants |(d), k(d) and Eag(d) such that if

log log log N (I) > (EMiOd, max(F 2)f‘2]K) (8.16)

. 2
then the orbit G.x is (log log log N(I)) HFUK -dense.
The claim is proved by applying Proposition [ to the set E = G.z. The proof is almost

identical to of Proposition [[.g, based on (B.1) instead of on (7.27) (notice Fy(q) = Fuy); so
we are not going to elaborate here.

By Lemma B.§, when [cod is large enough then assumption (B.16) follows from the condition
(BH) in the theorem so the claims applies and Ug.3 = ¢(G.z) is po-dense in X where py =

4] (log log log N(I))_[ZJK. This implies that 3y € 8 and u € Uy such that o(uy) € R? is within
distance py from the origin. By (B.§) and (B-I3) we have

Ni(8) <INk (y)| = [Nk (uy)]
Sa = ]I (log log log N (1)) ¥ (8.17)
< D(K)} N(I)(logloglog N (1)) W

As logloglog N(I) 24 D(K)"(4=1 by assumption and Fy,. 24 1, whenever 2], F23, in the
statement of the theorem are made sufficiently large, in the inequality above both D(K )% and the
implied constant can be absorbed into the last factor, which gives

Ni(8) < N(D)(logloglog N (1)) B ic.

(B-4) follows. O
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