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HAUSDORFF DIMENSION OF WEIGHTED SINGULAR
VECTORS IN R?

LINGMIN LIAO, RONGGANG SHI, OMRI N. SOLAN, AND NATTALIE TAMAM

ABSTRACT. Let w = (w1, w2) be a pair of positive real numbers with w1 +wg =
1 and w1 > wo. We show that the set of w-weighted singular vectors in R?

has Hausdorff dimension 2 — ﬁ This extends the previous work of Yitwah

Cheung on the Hausdorff dimension of the usual (unweighted) singular vectors
in R2.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let w = (w1, w2) be a pair of positive real numbers such that w; + we = 1.
Dirichlet’s theorem with weight w (see [12] Chapter H]ﬂ states that for all x =
(r1,72) € R? and T > 1 there is (p,q) = (p1, p2,q) € Z* x Z such that

lgry —p1| < T
lqra — po| <T7™2
0<qg<T

There are different classes of vectors in R? with more elaborate Diophantine prop-
erties, e.g. badly approximable vectors, Dirichlet’s improvable vectors and singular
vectors. Usually these sets have zero Lebesgue measure. The estimation of the
size of them has a long history and is still fast developing in recent years, see
e.g. [1, 12,13, 4, 6] [7].

A vector ¥ = (21, 72) € R? is said to be w-singular if for every e > 0 there exists
Ty > 1 such that for all T' > T the system of inequalities

lgz1 —p1| < e T™
(1.1) lgze — pa| < W22
0<qg<T

admits an integer solution (p, ¢) € Z? x Z. The set of w-singular vectors is denoted
by Sing(w). A vector z € R? is said to be singular if it is w-singular in the case
where w is unweighted, i.e. when w; = wg = %

It is proved by Cheung [6] that the Hausdorff dimension of the set of singular

vectors in R? is %. Here and hereafter the Hausdorfl dimension of a subset of

R? (d e N := {1,2,...}) is with respect to the usual Euclidean metric. Recently,
Cheung and Chevallier [7] extended this result to R? (d > 2) and proved that the

set of singular vectors in R? has Hausdorff dimension dd_+21' Recall that in R only
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1The form we state below is not explicitly stated in [12], but it is a special case of [12] Theorem
11.2CJ.
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FIGURE 1. The Hausdorff dimension of Sing(w).

rational numbers are singular, so we understand the Hausdorff dimension of the set
of singular vectors in all Euclidean spaces.

The aim of this paper is to calculate the Hausdorff dimension of the set of w-
singular vectors in R2.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose w = (w1, wz) where wy = wy > 0 and wy; + we = 1. Then

the Hausdorff dimension of Sing(w) is 2 — 1+1w1 .

Remark 1.2. In the case where w = (1,0) one can also define w-singular vectors
in a similar way. The above formula does not hold in this degenerate case where
the Hausdorff dimension is 1. By symmetry, we can draw the whole picture of the
Hausdorff dimension of Sing(w) when w; goes from 0 to 1. We point out that the
dimension graph has a non differential point 1/2 and has jumps at 0 and 1 (see
Figure 1).

Here and hereafter we always assume that the weight vector w satisfies the
assumption of Theorem [Tl Tt is observed by Dani [8] that w-singular vectors
correspond to certain divergent trajectories in the space L3 of unimodular lattices
in R? with respect to the one-parameter semi-group

(1.2) AT = {a; = diag(e™!,e"?! e7") 1 t = 0}.

More precisely, z € R? is w-singular if and only if At h(x)Z? is divergent where

1 0 T
(1.3) hz)=| 0 1
0 0 1

Using this dynamical interpretation it is not hard to see that given y € Q?, a vector
x € R? is w-singular if and only if = + y is w-singular. Therefore the conclusion of
Theorem [T holds for any U n Sing(w) where U is a nonempty open subset of R2.
Since Q? < Sing(w), the Minkowski dimension of Sing(w) is 2 which is different
from the Hausdorff dimension.

The lower bound of Theorem [[T]is proved by constructing a subset of Sing(w)
with certain well-separated self-affine structure using this dynamical interpretation.



In fact, the denominator 1 + w; in the dimension formula is the top Lyapunov
exponent for the adjoint action of AT on the group

(1.4) {h(z) : z e R?*}.

This is reasonable since the top Lyapunov exponent corresponds to the shorter
length of the rectangle in the self-affine structure and the shorter length is the
length of the square after chopping a rectangle into squares. Since our construction
has inductive nature it suffices to look at the first step to explain the ideas. We fix
t» 1 and € < 1 with € » e~* which means €' is negligible comparing to ef. The
lattice ayZ3 moves to the cusp in L3 as t’ goes from 0 to ¢, since the Euclidean
norm of ayes where e3 = (0,0,1) € Z3 decays exponentially. If we want z € R?
satisly [aph(z)es| « e (||| is the Euclidean norm) for ¢’ away from 0, a reasonable
condition is x € Uy where

Uo = {(z1,22) € R? : |z1| < ee™, |2g] < ce™ 2},
To play this game again we need a;h(x)Z> € L4 where
(1.5) Ly ={A€ Ls:AnRes =rZe; for some r with 1/2 <r < 1}.

The cardinality of {z € Uy : a;h(x)Z3 € L4} is up to some constants the cardinality
of a;Z® n M where

M = {(21, 22, 23) € R3 : |21| < eet|z3|, | 20| < cel|z3],1/2 < |23 < 1}.

It will follow from lattice points counting that this cardinality is approximately the
area of M which is ~ e2e* ~ et . 3. Here e is more or less the cardinality of
the next subdivision of Uy by rectangles of the size 2ee~ Qw1+t 5 9ge— w2+t g4
it corresponds to the full dimension 2. In fact the —1 in the numerator of 1;1)1
comes from the factor e~*. To make the self-affine structure well-separated we need
more conditions than just a;h(z)Z® € L4 and the difficulty is to prove that the
cardinality of those x is comparable to 2e?* using geometry of numbers. In this
part, different arguments are needed depending on whether w; > wy or w; = ws.
The lower bound is proved only in the genuine weighted case w; > ws, since in the
unweighted case the Hausdorff dimension is known.

Our proof of the upper bound follows the similar ideas of [6] and [7]. We use
best approximation vectors with weight w to encode Sing(w) to get a self-affine
covering of the essential part of Sing(w). The main difference comparing to the
unweighted case is that our covering is self-affine instead of self-similar and this
difference makes the calculation more subtle. In the unweighted case Einsiedler
and Kadyrov [9] have an estimate of the upper bound using entropy. The method
in [9] is further developed by Kadyrov, Kleinbock, Lindenstrauss and Margulis [11]
to estimate the upper bound of the Hausdorff dimension of general (unweighted)
singular systems of linear forms. The new input of this development is the use
of the height function in Eskin—-Margulis—Mozes [10] and its contracting property.
Inspired by [11], it seems that the number 1 in the numerator of ﬁ might also
be interpreted as certain average contracting rate of the height function in [10] with
respect to AT and the group (L4).

Based on our interpretation of Theorem [[1] and [I1, Corollary 1.2] it seems
likely that the Hausdorff dimension of weighted singular vectors in R? (d > 2) can
be formulated in a similar way. Namely, if we normalize the weights so that the
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sum of positive weights is equal to 1, the Hausdorff dimension of weighted singular
vectors in R? is
RS
AL
where A1 is the top Lyapunov exponent for the adjoint action of the corresponding
one-parameter semi-group on the corresponding unipotent group.

Now we turn to the Hausdorff dimension of vectors in R? for which Dirichlet’s
theorem can be improved. For a positive real number € < 1, we say w-weighted
Dirichlet’s theorem is e-improvable for x € R? if (II)) admits integer solutions
(p,q) € Z*? x Z for T sufficiently large. Let DI(w, ) be the set of vectors = € R? for
which w-weighted Dirichlet’s theorem is e-improvable. It follows directly from the
definition that

Sing(w) = ﬂ DI(w, ).
O<e<l1
We remark here that in the unweighted case our set DI(w, ) is DI z(2) defined in
[6] and [7].
Denote by dimy the Hausdorff dimension. We have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let w = (wy,ws2) where wy = we > 0 and wy + wy = 1. There
exists C' > 0 such that for all 0 < & < 27%%2 one has

1

1.6 —
( ) 14+ w;

+ Cy/e.

Remark 1.4. The constant C in Theorem [[.3] is computable. In the unweighted
case, the upper bound in (L) is the same as [6, Theorem 1.6]; while our method
does not give good lower bound as in [7, Theorem 1.4].

< dimy DI(w, e) < 2

- 14+ w;

Finally we discuss the divergent trajectories of A" in L£3. We want to estimate
the Hausdorff dimension of the set

D(L3, A") :={A e L3: AT A is divergent}.

Here the Hausdorff dimension is with respect to any Riemannian metric on the
manifold £3 =~ SL3(R)/SL3(Z). In the unweighted case the group (L) is the
unstable horospherical subgroup of a1. Therefore as a corollary of the Hausdorff
dimension of Sing(, 3) it is proved in [6, Corollary 1.2] that the Hausdorff dimen-
sion of D(L3, A™) is 7. In authentic weighted case where w; > ws, the unstable
horospherical subgroup of a; is the upper triangular unipotent group in SL3(R)
and the group (L4) is a proper subgroup of it. So we can not get the Hausdorff
dimension of divergent trajectories from Theorem [T On the other hand, our
method for proving the lower bound of the Hausdorff dimension of Sing(w) can
also be used to prove the following result.

Theorem 1.5. Suppose w = (w1, ws) where wy + we = 1 and wy > wa. For any
A € L3 and any nonempty open subset U of R2, the Hausdorff dimension of
{zeU: ATh(x)A is divergent}

1
14w *

is at least 2 —
Theorem immediately implies the following corollary.

Corollary 1.6. Let w = (wy,ws) where wy > we > 0 and w1 + wy = 1. Then the

Hausdorff dimension of D(Ls, AT) is at least 8 — 1+1w1 .
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FIGURE 2. The relations between theorems for the lower bound.

We organize the paper as follows. In §2, we describe a fractal structure and
develop some techniques for estimation of Hausdorff dimension. §3 is devoted to
counting lattice points in a convex subset of Euclidean space. In §4, we give the
proof of the lower bound of the Hausdorff dimension of Sing(w) and the proof of
Theorem [[LAl The proof of the upper bound of the Hausdorff dimension of Sing(w)
and the proof of Theorem are given in the last section.

To make our presentation easier to follow, we give in Figures 2 and 3 the relations
between the theorems for the lower and upper bounds of dim g Sing(w) respectively.

2. FRACTAL STRUCTURE AND HAUSDORFF DIMENSION

In this section we first review the description of a fractal structure using a rooted
tree and develop some techniques for estimating the lower bound of the Hausdorff
dimension of a fractal set from this structure. Then we prove an upper bound
estimate theorem for a fractal set given by certain relations.

2.1. Fractal structure. Recall that a rooted tree is a connected graph 7 without
cycles and with a distinguished vertex 7, called the root of 7. In this paper we
identify 7 with the set of vertices of the tree 7. Any vertex 7 € T is connected to
7o by a unique path whose length is called the height of 7. The set of vertices of
height n is denoted by Ty,. Therefore 7o = {70}. A vertex 7 € 7, is connected with
a unique 7,_1 € T,_1 and we say 7 is a son of 7,,_1. The set of sons of 7 € T is
denoted by T (7). A boundary point of 7 is a sequence of vertices {7, }nen Where
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Tp is a son of 7,_1. The boundary of T consists of all the boundary points and is
denoted by 07T . For a vertex 7 € T, the set of ancestors of 7 is

A(r) :={r:0<i<n-—1,741 € T(r;) where 7, = 7} .

Let Y be a Polish space, i.e. a separable completely metrizable topological space.
A fractal structure on Y is a pair (7, 3) where T is a rooted tree and § is a map
from 7T to the set of nonempty compact subsets of Y. A fractal structure gives a
set

F(T,B):={yeY :yeny_yB(r,) for some {r,} € IT},

which is said to be the fractal with the structure (7, ). We remark that although
each point of F(T, ) should correspond to an infinite path, we do not assume each
vertex of 7 has a son. In particular if 7 has only finitely many vertices, then the
fractal set F (T, 3) has to be empty according to our definition.

We say that (T, ) is a regular fractal structure if moreover the following prop-
erties hold:

e cach vertex of 7 has a nonempty set of sons;

e if 7 is a son of 7/ then B(7) < B(7');

e for any {7,,} € 0T the diameter of 5(7,) goes to zero as n tends to infinity.

We end up this section with several notations that will be used in the rest of the
paper. For a set S we use #S to denote its cardinality. Let A, B be two subsets of
a metric space (Y, dy), then
dist (A, B) := inf dy(x,y) and diam(A):= sup dy(z,y).
zeA,yeB z,yeA

We will only use the above notation for the natural Euclidean metric on R%. For a
real number s we take

[s]:=inf{neZ:n>s} and |s|:=sup{neZ:n < s}

For two nonnegative real numbers s and ¢ the notation s «s t means that there is
a constant C' > 1 possibly depending on elements of the set S such that s < C't.
We call C' an implied constant for s «s t. The notation s »s ¢t means t <s s and
the notation s =g t means both s «s t and s »gs t.
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2.2. Self-affine structure and lower bound. In this paper a rectangle means a
rectangle in R? with sides parallel to the axes. In particular, a rectangle with size
1 x Iy and center x € R2 refers to the set

{yeR?: |y — x1| <11/2, |y2 — m2| < 12/2}.

A self-affine structure on R? is a fractal structure (7, 3) on R? such that for every
7 € T the set B(7) is a rectangle with size W(7) x L(7). A self-affine structure is
said to be regular if the corresponding fractal structure is regular.

The main result of this section is Theorem 211 What we are going to use in the
lower bound calculation are Corollaries 2.3 and 2.4] which are simplified versions of
the theorem. We first prove these corollaries by assuming the theorem and then
give the proof of the theorem.

— —

Theorem 2.1. Let (T,[) be a reqular self-affine structure on R?. Suppose there
are sequences of positive real numbers {W,},{Ln},{pn}, {Crn} indexed by N u {0}
with the following properties:

(1) W(r) =W,, L(t) = L, and W,, < L,, for all n and 7 € Ty;

(2) Co=1and §T (1) = C,, for allneN and 7 € Tp_1;

(3) pn <1 for all n € N. Moreover, for all 7, € T, and different 7,k € T (15,)

dist (8 (7), 8 (k) > prs1 W,
Let

P,
D, =max{k>=n : Ly > W,},

D'Vl
f=0 i 1Og (PnW;ipr-l : Hi:nJrl poz>
= >0 : =X
5= sup S max{D, —n, 1}

If s > 1, then dimgy F(T,f) = s.

Remark 2.2. 1If D,, = n we interpret Hi"nﬂ piC; = 1. Since (T, ) is regular, one
has W,, — 0 and hence p,+1W,, — 0. It follows that if ¢ < s then

i log (P’IIW;;ng-Q—l ’ HiD:nnJrl pici)
ey max{D, —n,1} -

The main difference between Theorem 2.1] and lower bound theorems used in [6]
and [7] is the factor HZD:”n 41 PiCi which is trivial for the usual self-similar structures
(here self-similar refers to W,, = Ly,).

The formula of the lower bound s in Theorem [Z1] is much simpler in many
interesting self-similar fractal structures where L, = W,, and D,, = n for all n €
N. The following two corollaries on refinement of the lower bound formula are
only interesting in authentic self-affine cases where the following assumption (iv) of
Corollary is needed.

Corollary 2.3. Let the notation be as in Theorem[2.1. We moreover assume that
there exists k € N such that for all sufficiently large n € N the following conditions
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hold: (i) D, < kn; (ii) e™* < Cn < € (iii) pp = e () pnCpLp/Ln_1 =
n~*. Suppose that

Ly log (L, P,
s=sup{t>0: lim an.Wﬁzoo}zhminfM_i_l

n—oo W, n—o —log W,

is strictly bigger than 1, then dimgy F(T,8) = s.

The conclusion of this corollary implies that the Hausdorff dimension of F (7, 5)
is equal to the lower Minkowski dimension. Before the proof we explain the addi-
tional assumptions of the corollary. The assumptions (ii) and (iii) are standard and
they are satisfied by the usual fractal structures of Cantor sets. The assumption (i)
is a regularity condition which means that D,, grows at most linearly in n. If we fix
T € Tn—1 and enlarge all the (k) for k € T(7) to rectangles with the same centers
and size (W,, + %Wn,lpn) x (L, + %anlpn), then they are mutually disjoint.
Therefore, by assumption (2) in Theorem 2]

Wn—l Ln—l

C, <tT(1) < .
ﬂ ( ) (Wn + %anlpn)(Ln + %anlpn)

The assumption (iv) is satisfied if L, » p,W,_1 » W, and the above inequality is
almost an equality up to sub-exponential factors. So (iv) means that the separation
of B(k) (k € T(1)) is almost optimal (see the remark after Lemma for more
explanations).

Proof of Corollary[Z3 Tt follows from the assumptions (i)-(iv) that given ¢ > 0
and ¢ > 0 one has

Dn pC; L
(2.1) min { (pp, +1Cp,+1)" " Py || St = Pr°
i1 i1

for all n sufficiently large (depending on ¢ and ¢). We fix a real number ¢ with
1 <t < s. Let e > 0 be sufficiently small so that 1 < —— < s. It follows from the

1-3¢
definition of s that

(2.2)
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for n sufficiently large. Let ng € N such that (21 and (22) hold for n > ng. Then
for all n = ng we have

D, Dy+1
PaWhphir ] piCi= PyWiph oy [ piCi by @)
i=n+1 i=n+1
Dy, +1
_plEwl gl T piCiLi
n n n+1LDn+1 immt1 L4

D,+1
L r Ci L;

> Py W=l ] sz.llz
i=n+1 T

> P, Wy P by 2.1)

> P by 22).
Therefore, the assumptions (i) (ii) and Theorem 21l imply
dimH ]:(T, ﬂ) = t.

The conclusion follows by considering an arbitrary real number ¢ with 1 <t < s.
O

The assumptions (ii)-(iv) in Corollary [2Z3] are local, that is, they only depend on
the data from height n — 1 to n. The Hausdorff dimension of F (7, 5) can also be
estimated via local data under an additional assumption. We state this observation
as the following corollary.

Corollary 2.4. Let the notation be as in Theorem [2l We moreover assume
that there exist k,ng € N such that for all n = ng (ii)-(iv) in Corollary [Z.3 hold,
Lkn/Lknfl < Wn/anl and Lk’n,()*l < Wnofl- If

lim log(Ln,Chp/Ln—1)
n—wo — log(W,,/Wy—-1)

exists and is equal to v > 0, then dimyg F(T,8) = 1 +r.

Proof. Since the sequence {L,} is monotonically decreasing, for n = ng we have

n

L Ly;
Lkn:Lkngfl 1_[ L. . <Lkn071 1_[ Lk .

i=kng i=ng

W Ling—1
< Lpp,— || =W,—2— < W,.
Fro=1 Wi_1 Who—1

i:n[)
So the assumption (i) of Corollary holds and we conclude that the Hausdorff

dimension of F (7, ) is bounded from below by 1 + 7.
O



10

In the rest of this section we keep the notation and assumptions of Theorem 2]
and give a proof of it. We first develop some tools for the proof of Theorem 211
According to the assumptions there is a one-to-one correspondence between F (T, 5)
and 07. For each x € F(T, ) we let {7,(2)}nen € 0T such that ),y B(Tn(z)) =
{z}. We take 7o(x) to be the root of T for all . Let u be the measure on F(7, 3)
with the property that for all y € F(T,3) and n e N

pfz e F(T,8) (@) =ma(¥)})  _ 1 < L
p({z e F(T,B) s taor(z) = Taa(y)}) 4T (Ta-1(y)) ~ Cn
For any 7 € T, we define elementary squares of (1) to be the closed squares

contained in B(7) with side-length W (7). In the following two lemmas we estimate
the measure of an elementary square.

Lemma 2.5. Suppose n € Nu {0} and D,, > n. Let k € T,, and 7 € T;—1 where
n+1<i< D,. Then for any elementary square S of 3(k) one has

H{r' e T(r) : B(r') NS+ T} <72 "
Proof. Let Ry = B (1) nS and
S={B(7)nS :7eT(r),B(r)nS+T}.

Without loss of generality we assume Ry is nonempty. Then Ry is a rectangle with
size ll X ZQ where ll = min{Wn,Wi,l} = Wi,1 and ZQ < min{Wn,Li,l} = Wn
Each R € S has size W; x [(R) where I(R) < W, and the distance of two different
elements of S is at least W;_1p;. For every R € S let R’ be the rectangle with
the same center and size (W; + %Wi_l) x W,,. Similarly, let R{, be the rectangle
with the same center as Ry and size 3W;_1 x 3W,,. Each point of R{, is covered

by at most two rectangles of {R' : R € S} (here we use L; > W,,) and every R’ is
contained in R{,. Therefore

(Wl + %szl)wn : ﬁS < 18 Wy Wi,
which implies
W Wiy
Wn Wi_ipi

1S < 72 =T72p; .

O

Lemma 2.6. Let n € N U {0} and k € T,,. Then for any elementary square S of
B(k) one has

D’Vl
(2.3) p(S) < 2Pt T pitcrt
i=n+1
Proof. Tt is easy to see that (23) holds if D,, = n. In the rest of the proof we
assume D, > n. Applying LemmaR23lfor i =n+1,n+2,---, D, we get

Dy,

(2.4) t{reTp, : B(r)nS-gy<2P TT ot

i=n+1
We can cover S n F (T, 3) with the rectangles

{B8(r) : TeTp,, B(T)n S+ T}.
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Therefore

ps)y< Y u(Br)

T7€TD,,
B(T)nS#Q
Dy,
1
<uBw) [ = t{reTn, : B(r)nS 2}
i=n+1 Ci
The above inequality, (Z.4) and the fact u (3 (k)) < P, ! imply 23). O

Let U be an open subset of R? with U n F(T,8) # &. If U n F(T, 3) contains
at least two points we let n (U) be the largest index n = 0 such that U n F(T, 8) <
B (1) for some 7 € Tp,. If U n F(T,[) contains a single point we let n(U) be the
largest index n > 0 such that diam (U) = pp4+1W;,. Then in Tn(u), there is a unique
element denoted by x(U), such that U n F(T, 8) < S(x(U)).

Lemma 2.7. Let U be an open subset of R? with U n F(T,B) # &. Letn =n(U)
and k = k(U). There is a family S of elementary squares of B(k) such that

(2.5) |JS2UnF(T,B) and W} -4S < 2p,1, diam (U)"
Ses
forallt =1

Proof. We claim that diam (U) = pp41Why,. In fact, if U n F(T, 8) contains a single
point then the claim follows dlrectly from the deﬁnltlon of n(U). Otherwise, there
are at least two elements 7 % 7/ € T (k) for which 8 (1), (7') intersect U, and
hence diam (U) = pp4+1W, by the assumption (3) of Theorem [Z11

If diam (U) < W,, then there is an elementary square S of (k) such that
UnF(T,B) c S and we may take S = {S}. Then

Wk 4S < andlam(U) .

If diam (U) > W, then there is a cover of U n F(T,3) b

squares. In this case,

elementary

v [diagvri(U)]

diam (U) diam (U)
¢ _ (G V) oo (HemU) t
wiess = | <o (TRl
< 2 (dl%([])) Wi < 2p, ! diam (U)",

where in the last two inequalities we use the assumptions ¢ > 1 and pp,4+1 < 1 in
(3) of Theorem 211
O

Proof of Theorem[21]. Let t be any real number such that 1 < ¢t < s. By the
definition of s there exists ng = ng(t) such that for all n > ng one has
Dy,

(26) PnW:;sz_l . 1_[ pici > 72max{ann,1} > 72ann.

i=n+1
Suppose U is an open cover of F(T,3). We assume that the diameters of all
elements in U are small enough so that n (U) > ng for all U € Y. Since F(T, ) is
compact, there is a finite subcover Uy such that each element of Uy has a nonempty
intersection with F (T, 3).
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Using Lemma 27 for every U € Uy there is a set Sy of elementary squares of
B(x(U)) such that [2.5) holds for S = Sy. Let Q = (Jyy, Sv and n(S) = n(U)
for S € Syy. We note here that although it is possible that the same S belongs to
different Sy7, the number n(S) is well-defined. Then Q is a covering of F(T, ) and

. 1
Z diam (U)" > B Z Pr(s)+1Wn(s) by 2.3)
UelUd SeQ
1 Dy(s)
D, (sy—n(S) p—1 —1,—1
Z5 Z 72Pn 71 )Pn(S) H pi C; by (2.8)
SeQ i=n(S)+1
1
=5 >, n(s) by E3)
SeQ
1
= —.
2

Therefore, dimy (F(T,8)) = t. By considering an arbitrary ¢ with 1 < ¢ < s we
have dimg (F(T, 5)) = s.
O

2.3. Fractal relation and upper bound. Let ) be a countable set. We call a
subset o of Q2 = @ x Q a relation on Q. For each 7 € Q we let o(7) = {k € Q :
(1,k) € o}. We write k < 7 if either K = 7 or there exist 71,...,7, € @ such that
71 =7, Th =k and (7;,7i+1) € o for all 1 < i < n. The boundary of ¢ is defined as

0o = {{7i}ien : (75, Tis1) € O}
A triple (@, 0, 8) is said to be a fractal relation on a Polish space Y if 3 is a map
from @) to nonempty compact subsets of Y and o is a relation on ). Moreover,
we say (@,o, ) is admissible if diam 8(k) < diam G(7) for any (7,x) € o and

diam 8(1;) — 0 as ¢ — oo for any sequence {7;};en € do. A fractal relation (Q, o, )
gives a fractal set

F(Q,0,8) :={yeY : {y} = nienB(7;) for some {7;}ien € do}.
The following lemma is a self-affine version of [6, Theorem 3.1].

Lemma 2.8. Let (Q,0,8) be an admissible fractal relation on R? such that for
every T € @ the compact set B(T) is a rectangle with size W (7) x L(T) where
W (r) < L(7). Suppose s is a positive real number with

(2.7) D1 L(k)-W(k)*™ < L(r)- W(r)*™!

KkeEo(T)
for all T € Q, then dimpy F(Q,0,3) < s.

P’l“OOf. For To € Q let ]:(To) = {ﬁieNB(Ti) : {Ti}ieN € 30’, T = TQ}. Since ]‘—(Q,O', ﬁ)
is a countable union of F(79) (10 € @), it suffices to show that dimy F(7m9) < s for
all 70 € Q.

We fix 79 and assume that F(79) # &. For 0 < ¢ < diam (79) we will find an
e-covering U of F(7y) such that >}, diam (U)® is bounded from above by a finite
number independent of e. This will imply dimgy F(m9) < s.

Let

S ={re@:diamj(r) < e and diam (k) > ¢ for some k < 19 with (x,7) € o}.



13

Each rectangle B(7) is covered by r(7) := [L(7)/W(7)] elementary squares with
sides W (7). Denote these pieces by {S;; : 1 < ¢ < r(r)}. Since (Q,0,[) is
admissible and ¢ < diam 3(7p), the set F(7p) is covered by

U ﬂ(T) = U U S‘r,iv

TES TES 1<Ki<r(T)

which is an e-covering. So it suffices to show

(2.8) DD diam(Sr)* < 27 L(mo)W(r) "

TES 1<i<r(T)

We first note that for each 7€ T

3 dan(8.0)" = r(r) - (V2 W) < 27 Ay
1<i<r(7)
Hence,
(2.9) DD diam(Sni)t <277 ) L(r) - W)
TES 1<i<r(T) TES

We claim that

Z L(t) - W(r)*™' < L(79) - W(m)* 1.
TES

Suppose the contrary, then there exists a finite set S’ = {r; : 1 <4 < k} < S such
that

(2.10) D1 L(r) - W(r)*™! > L(ro) - W(m)* "

TES’

According to the definition of S, for each 7; € &', there exists a finite sequence
Ti,j (O < g < ni) such that (Ti,j—luTi,j) €0 (1 <j < ni), Ti,0 = T0, Tijn; = Ti and
diam (8(7in;—1)) > €.

For each 0 < 7 < n := maxj<i<k n; let

Sj = {Ti)j : 1<z<k,nz>j}u{n 1 <i<kn; <j},
where U denotes the disjoint union. Note that for 1 <j < n
ijl = {Tiﬁjfl 1<i<k,n Z]}U{TZ 1<i<k,n <]}

The union of o(7) for 7 runs over {7;j_1 : 1 < i < k,n; = j} contains {r; ; : 1 <
i < k,n; = j}. Therefore, 27) implies

(2.11) DL W< ) L) -W(n)h (1<) <n).

TES]‘ T€$j71

Observing Sy = {79} and S,, = &', we deduce from (211]) a contradiction to (ZI0).
The claim then follows. The claim together with (Z9) imply (Z8]), which completes

the proof.
O
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3. COUNTING LATTICE POINTS IN CONVEX SETS

The aim of this section is to develop some tools for counting lattice points in a
convex subset of the Euclidean space & = R%. Although we only need these results
in the case where d < 3, we give some results in general Euclidean space in §3.11
The reason for this is that the proofs are the same and they might be useful in other
contexts. Results in §3.2 will only be used in our estimation of the lower bound.
Since this section contains technical results that we will use later, the reader can
skip this section in the first reading and come back when needed.

3.1. Lattice points counting in R?. Let K be a bounded centrally symmetric
convex subset of R? with nonempty interior and let A be a lattice of R?. We
use \(K,A) (i = 1,2,...,d+ 1) to denote the i-th minimum of A with respect
to K, i.e. the infimum of those numbers A\ such that AK n A contains 4 linearly
independent vectors. We remark here that Agy1(K,A) = o0. Let vol(:) be the
Lebesgue measure on R?. The covolume of A, denoted by cov(A), is the Lebesgue
measure of a fundamental domain of A. Write

vol(K)
0(K,A) = .
(K, A) cov(A)
By Minkowski’s (second) theorem (see [5]) one has
2d
(3.1) 7 < MK, A) - Ma(K,A) - 0(K,A) < 24

For an affine subspace H of R? we let volg(-) be the Lebesgue measure on H
with respect to the subspace Riemannian structure. To simplify the notation we
let volg (S) = volg (S n H) for a Borel measurable subset S of RY. A subspace
H of R? is said to be A-rational if H n A is a lattice of H. The covolume of the
lattice H n A in H is denoted by covg(A). The same notations are used for the
dual vector space £ (the vector space of linear functionals on R?) with respect to
the standard Euclidean structure. For every ¢ € £}, denote H, = ker ¢.

We use || - || for the Euclidean norms on R? and £¥. For a normed vector space
V we use B,.(V) (or B, if V = R%) to denote the ball of radius r centered at 0 € V.
We will also use K-norms on R? and &£ * defined by

{ [vl|x = inf{r >0:verK} v e R?

lolx = supyex [o(v)] pelf’

It can be checked that K-norms satisfy the triangle inequality and other axioms of
norm on a real vector space.

Let £4 be the space of unimodular lattices in R%. The group SL4(R) acts
transitively on L4 via gA = {gv : v € A}. The stabilizer of Z¢ is SL4(Z), so we can
identify L4 with SL4(R)/SL4(Z) as topological spaces. For g € SL;(R) we let g*
be the adjoint action on &} defined by ¢ — ¢ o g. Note that with respect to the
standard basis e, ...,es on R? and its dual basis e, ... ,e¥ on £, the matrix g*
is the transpose of g. We define

Ke(d)y={AeLy:|v|=e, VveA{0}} ={AeLy: \(B1,A) =¢}.
The dual lattice of A is the lattice in £ defined by
N ={pe&f p(v)eZ, VveAlAl

(3.2)
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We also define

(3.3) K¥(d) ={AeLy:|p| =e, Ve A*\{0}}.

Recall that £5 can be naturally identified with /\%ﬁle with the standard Euclidean
structure. Under this identification one has A* = AS~'A. Therefore, K¥* is the set
of A € L, with the property that each A-rational hyperplane intersects A in a lattice

of covolume greater than or equal to €. Using the natural identification £3* = R?
and (3I) one has

AeK¥(d) = M (Bi,A) »4e?™! and M\g(Bi,A) gt
There is a basis vy,...,vg of A with the properties
Xi(Br,A) < [vi < 2°Mi(Bi,A) (1<i<d),

see [13, Lemma X.6.2]. This basis is called a Minkowski reduced basis of A.
A nonzero vector v € A is said to be primitive if %V ¢ A for all n € N. The set

of primitive vectors in A is denoted by A.

Lemma 3.1. Let d > 2. For every lattice A of R? and every bounded centrally
symmetric convex subset K of RY with A\g(K,A) <1 we have

2K A A= (C(@)7" + (K, A) - 6(K, A)
where C is the Riemann (-function and
(K, A)| «qg Aa(K,A) — Mg (K, A) log A (K A).

Note that Ag(K,A) < 1 implies that the interior of K (denoted by K°) is
nonempty. To prove Lemma B we need a few preparations (Lemmas B2H35).

Lemma 3.2. Let d > 1. For every lattice A of R? and every bounded centrally
symmetric convex subset K of R? with \q(K,A) <1 one has

EK n (A\{0}) = (1 + a(K, A)) - 0(K, A),
where |a(K,A)| <q Aa(K,A).

Proof. Tt follows from the definition of successive minima that there is a set of
linearly independent vectors {vi,...,vq} < A such that ||v;|x = N(K,A). So
there is a fundamental domain  of A contained in

{s1vi+ -+ 8qvq:|si| <1/2} c d\g(K,AN)K.
It follows that
(3.4) (K, A)O(K, A) »4 1.

Since (#K N A) - cov(A) =vol(K n A+ Q) and K n A+ Q < (1 +d\i(K,A))K,
one has

(3.5) (8K A A) - cov(A) < vol((1 + dAa(K, A))K).

If A\g(K,A) = 1/d, then the conclusion of the lemma follows from (33]). In the case
where A\g(K,A) < 1/d one has (1 — d\;(K,A))K < K n A + Q which implies

(3.6) vol(1 — dAg(K, A))K) < (3K A A) - cov(A).

In view of (4] (which takes care of 0 € A), (B8] and ([B.6) the conclusion of the
lemma also holds in this case. d
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Lemma 3.3. Let K and A be as in Lemmal[32. Then
(3.7) K N A =4 0(K,N).

Proof. Tt is clear from (0] that K n A «4 (K, A). On the other hand, it follows
from [5, Chapter 3 Theorem II] that

1K A A= 27%(K, A).
0

Lemma 3.4. Let A be a lattice of R? (d > 1) and K be a bounded centrally
symmetric conver subset of R% with nonempty interior. Then

(3.8) BK° N A =4 K n A =4 8K n A.

Proof. Let H be the linear span of K n A. Suppose H is an i-dimensional real
vector space and we assume without loss of generality that ¢ > 0. Since an open
neighborhood of 0 is contained in K and K is convex, the closure of K° n H is
equal to K n H. Tt follows from (B.7) that

VOlH (F) VOlH (KO)
covy(A) covg(A)°
Since every convex subset of the Euclidean space has negligible boundary, one has

voly (K) = voly (K°). Since there is no difference between a constant depending
on d and on {1,...,d}, (B8] holds. O

HK N A =, and #K° N A =;

Lemma 3.5. Let K and A be as in Lemma [32  Suppose \i(K,A) < s < §' <
Aj+1(K,A) where 1 <i < j<d, then

s\ 'K n A s\’
3.9 — - — .
(3:9) <s> «d fsK n A <<d(s>
Proof. Tf \;(K,A) < s < 8" < A1 (K, A), then 33) follows from Lemmas B3] and
B4l The general case follows from this special case. O

Proof of Lemma[3dl The set

A = A\ Up prime PA = (A\{OD\ (Up primepA\{0}).

Let p be the Mobius function and A\; = \;(K,A). It follows from the inclusion-
exclusion principle that

tK ~ (R\{0})
=t A (A0)) + Y. (DK A (1 peA\{0})

B0 =3 K A (nA\{0))
n=1
A2 A
= ER agnny + Y K A (an o)),
n=1 n=|A; " +1]

where in the last equality we use the notation of Lemma and the observation
that for any integer n > A ' one has K nnA = {0}.
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It follows from Lemmas and (with \; < s =n"1 < s = Xg < A\gy1) that
(3.11) tK nnA =in" 'K n A <q A0 10(K,A)
for n e [\;',A\{']. Using BI0), (3II) and the estimate of o in Lemma 32 we

can write

EA A K = (C(d)7 + (K, A))O(K, A),

where
S LR PY
(K, M) <a ). —+ > —la(K,nA)| + doAtet
n=[A7'+1] n=1 n=[Ag"+1]
d—1 ! Ad d—1 -1
«g A7 4 7;1 T+ NG log(AaT)

< )\d — )\d log )\1.
O

Lemma 3.6. Let K be a bounded centrally symmetric convex subset of R? (d = 2)

with nonempty interior and let p € E;\{0}. Then voly, (K) =4 %.
Proof. Since |¢|/lelx = |tel/|te]x for every nonzero real number ¢, we assume

without loss of generality that || = 1. Using Fubini’s theorem one has

lell

(312) VOI(K) = J;R VOlS(,fl(t) (K) dt = 2J;J VOlS(,fl(t) (K) dt.

Since K is centrally symmetric, for each ¢t € R and v € K with ¢(v) = t one has
—v € K and the line segment joining —v and ¢~!(¢) is in K. Therefore

VOlwfl(t) (K) < 2V01H<p (K)
This estimate and (B12]) imply
(3.13) vol(K) < 4|¢|xvolg, (K).

For any 0 < € < |¢| k, there is a vector v € K such that ¢(v) = |¢| x —e. Since
K is convex, for every t with 0 <t < || x — & one has

lolx —e—t t

Kne l(t)o KnH,)+ ———V,
om0 = A= K ) T

which implies

ol — € — t)dl
vol,— K> ———— vol K).
e ( lellx — € . ()

This estimate and [B.12]) imply
lelx—e

vol(K) > 2 f Vol (K) di
0

lolx—e o\t
>2v01H¢(K)J <7|‘P|K f > dt
0 H‘PHK €

llx — €

= 2V01H¢ (K) d
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Taking € = ||| x/2, we have

Vol (K) ¢l

(3.14) vol(K) = y

The lemma follows from [BI3) and BI4).
O

3.2. Lattice points counting in R3. In this subsection we estimate the number
of the lattice points in

(3.15) M, = {(x1,29,23) € R® : |z| < 74}

for a triple of positive real numbers r = (r1,r2,73). Lemmas 31 and B.10 will
be used in 4.2 for lower bound estimation. The two latter results are deduced from

Lemma [B.§ where we prove an upper bound of the number of the lattice points in
M, that lie in certain badly shaped hyperplanes. Let

* _ * . |,.P ,
M = {pe &l slaf] <.

RN N : * : — Pa¥ P ot | nPak

where z7, x5, x4 € R are the coordinates of ¢ € £5, thatis, ¢ = z{ef +xjel +xies.

Lemma 3.7. There exists a positive real number ¢ < 1 such that for every lattice
A of R and every triple of positive real numbers r with

Ag(Mr,A) < ¢ and — Ag(Mr,A) 10gA1(Mr,A) < c

one has A 6
—O(My, A) < EMy A A < ——0(M,, A).
@ ) TEM
Proof. This lemma follows directly from Lemma [3.1] O

LetusﬁxO<s<1/2andreR3 with 1 <7ry <7y and r3 = 1. Let
lolle = max{ri|zf |, ra|zZ]|, [25]}.

It can be checked directly that

(3.16) lele < llelaz < 3]l
For ¢ > 0 let
(3.17) No(r,s) = {p e &« |2]] < s,[af| < s, ol < ¢}
A direct calculation shows that

M5 o qx 8T

Lt
No(r,s) = MIa, ST1 < q < 572
M, , sro < g

For a lattice A of R3 let ¢;(A,r,s) (i = 1,2,3) be the infimum of those positive
numbers ¢ such that Ny(r, s) n A* contains ¢ linearly independent vectors. We use

A* to denote the set of primitive vectors of the dual lattice A*. In the next lemma
we give an upper bound of the cardinality of
(318)  S(A,r,s):={ve M nA:p()=0 for some ¢ € Nys, (r,s) N /{;}

Lemma 3.8. Let A be a unimodular lattice of R with qi(A,r,s) = s2. The
following statements hold:

(i) if 11 = 7o and g3(A,r,s) < 2572y then 4S(A, r, s) < 872 - vol(M,);
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(ii) if r1 <12 and g3(A, r,s)loggs(A,r,s) < sra then $S(A,r, s) « s%-vol(My).

Proof. We write Ny = Ng(r,s),¢; = ¢;(A,r,s) and S = S(A,r, s) for simplicity. If
Nssr, N A* is empty, then there is nothing to prove. So we assume in the remaining
of the proof that Nsg., N A* # &, i.e. ¢1 < 3sra. It is clear from the definition that

(3.19) iS< Y tHynM.nA
S‘JENSSTQ QK;
We claim that for all ¢ € N3gp, N A*
vol(My) - vol(M,)
lelae, — Tl

where the second inequality follows from [B.16). If tH, n My N A > 2, then B0
and Lemma imply

)

(3.20) $H, A My A A <

voly, (M) « [ ollvol(M,) B vol(M,)

tH, N M, A« =
v cova, (A)  cova, (A)|ela, el

On the other hand for every ¢ € N3gr, N A* we always have

vol(My) - 8117

> > 2.
lellag, — 9sra

This completes the proof of the claim.
In view of (B19) and [B:20)) it suffices to estimate

- 1 Y 3512 1
B21)  mi= ) el = gt Na 0 AR+ ) f 29

PEN3sry NAK @EN3sry AN lelx 4
The second term of the right hand side of (B2I)) is
35712 1 3sr2 ]]. ‘SDH
=), f dg= J dg,
©EN35 r\A* HLPHT WEN3sry AAF

where 1, is the indicator function on R defined by 1,(z) = 1 if z < ¢ and 0
otherwise. Using Fubini’s theorem one has

387‘2 ]1
ne [Ty bl

— q
B GeNgeynAF
3sro ttN /?k
N A
<J —-—d
q1 q

Ifq1<q<q2thenthqm//X?*‘=2. So

9 N, A A* ©92dg 2
(3.22) ﬁqqusf —Qqs—
q1 q q1 q q1
where in the last inequality we use the assumption ¢; > s72.

From here we consider different cases according to the two situations in the

statement of the lemma.
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Case i: we show 7 < 4/s under the assumption of (i). We first compute

872 §N, A AF 3972 i Ngry O A* Nagr, 0 A*
(3.23) f iNg 0 A* dg < J N3sr, 0 A* dg < ﬁ327m

2 2
s7ro q sTo q ST2

1/2

Note that g3 < 25 12y, by assumption and sro < s™"“ry since s < 1. So by

Lemma B3] (which is used in the second inequality below)
ﬁN3sr2 M A* < ﬁ]\fg,sfl/zr2 M A* « VOl(N3571/2T2) « 51/2
STro STo Sro

Case i.1: suppose ¢a > 3sra. It follows from [B21)), (B:22)), the assumption g; >
572 and the observation

(3.24)

1 — 2 2
—ﬂN35r2 @ A* < -— < —
3879 3879 Q1
that n « 52 < 4/s.

Case i.2: suppose sra < g2 < 3sra. It follows from (3210, 322), (3:23) and (3:24)

that
2
N <282 + —HN3gn, N A* « s1/2,
ST9

Case 1.3: suppose qs < sro. For all g5 < ¢ < sro = sry one has
. . 2
4N, A A* = 4 (iNm) AAF <t (LNSw) A A* « (i) 6N, A A¥,
ST ST STro
where in the last inequality we use Lemma Using this estimate, sry < s~ /2
and Lemma we get

T2

e 2 2vol(N._ 2,1/2
Ny N A* « 4 BNg—1/2,, N A* « avoll > ors) « L
sr9 2 §2r3 sr9
So
sr A * ST 1/2
(3.25) f TN AT f PP e
q2 7 q2 872

It follows from B21), (3:22), (3.23), B:24)) and [B.23) that n < /s.

Case ii: we show 1 « s? under the assumption of (ii). Since s < 1/2 and q; > s~ 2,
we have g3 = q; > 4. Therefore g3 < sr9, since g3 log s < sro by the assumption.
So by Lemma

ﬂN35T2 N /K; « VOl(N35T2)

= 8s°.
3sro 3sro s

(3.26)

Similarly, for sre < ¢ < 3srs one has N, N A* < EN, N A* « vol(N,) < 8s%¢. So

3579 N, //X; 3512 8 2 d
(3.27) f ﬂ% dg « J 5l _ g2 log 3.
q

ST2 q ST2

Using Lemma B3l for g3 < ¢ < sra, one has §N, AAF « vol(N,) « ¢?s/ra. Tt follows
that

dq « M <S2.

T2

(3.28) -

F“ §N, N A*

g3
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Now we estimate §INg N A* for q2 < q < g3 < sry. Let H be the R-linear span of
Ng, n A*. We claim that

volgr (N,) < qivoh,(zvqg).
3

If H = spang{e}, ek}, then the claim follows easily from the definition of N, for
g < srp. Otherwise, the intersection of H with the affine hyperplane H; = tef +
spang{e3, e} is a line. The length of H n H; n Ny is at most ;L times the length
of H n Hy n Ng,. Since the volume of H n Ny is proportional to the integration of
the length of H n H; n N, with respect to ¢, the claim follows. It follows from the
claim that for g3 < ¢ < g3

~  wvolg(Ny) q volg (Ny,)
3.29 Ny 0 A* <= B
( ) BNy 0 « covg (A*) ~ g3 covy (A*)
Note that
volg (N,
%«ﬂN%mHmA* by @)
(3.30) < 4Ny N H nA* by (B3)
= 4N, N A*
< ENg, N A*.
In view of (B:29) and [B.30), for ¢2 < g < g3 we have
NG N A « iﬂng N A* « ivol(Nq3) « B
a3 a3 72
Therefore
q3 /;
(3.31) M dg « 529310898 _ 2
o q 79

where in the last inequality we use the assumption ¢3loggs < sro. It follows from

G2D), B22), B2), B20), B.28) and (3T that n « s> -

We will apply Lemma [B.8] in the two concrete cases below. We first introduce
some notation. Let w = (wq,w2) be as in Theorem [[.T1 We moreover assume that
wy > we. We fix C' = 1 such that C' is an implied constant for the conclusions of
Lemmal3.8 (i) and (ii). For a lattice A’ of R? and fixed r, s we let ¢;(A’) = ¢;(A', 1, s)
(1 = 1,2,3) for simplicity. Similarly, we write Ny = Ny(r, s). Recall that

5={Ae L3:AnRes=rZe; for some r with 1/2 <r < 1}.
Lemma 3.9. Let s = e%,xr = (r1,72,73) = (ee’,ee’,1), A € K n LY and a; =
diag(e®1t, ew2t e7t). There exists a positive real number & < 1 such that for all
g,t > 0 with e"2/20 < ¢ < & one has

(3.32) 1S (a1, ) < €'/2 - vol(M,).

Proof. We will show that the lemma holds for & = {5i=z. In view of Lemma B8] (i)
and the choice of €] it suffices to prove

q1(atd) = s72 and q3(as ) < 28_1/27“2.
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We need to look at the lattice points in
(3.33) Ny 0 (aN)* = Ny na® A = a (af Ny 0 A¥),

where a} is the transpose of a; with respect to the standard basis of R and its
dual basis.

Since e~ w2t/20

< ¢ by assumption, we have
(3.34) 20wzt > 1,
It follows that s~2 < rys. So
Ny» = {pe&f:[af] < e Jaf] < e, af] <),
Hence
aEN, s = {pe &F [af] < e e, [af| < et 2] < e e )

which is contained in the interior of B.z(£3) by ([B.34). Since A € K%, the dual
lattice A* has no nonzero vectors in aj Ny-2. Therefore qi(a;A) > s72.
Next we turn to the proof of ¢3(a:A) < 257125 = 2¢t. Since 2et > ry > ros one

has
(3.35) af Noot = {p e EF 1 |2¥] < se™t ) |2¥] < se™?, |z5] < 2}.

It follows from the assumption A € £ that res € A for some r with 1/2 < r < 1.
Let pr : R? — R? be the orthogonal projection to the subspace Re; + Rey. It
follows that pr(A) is a lattice with covolume 1/r in R%2. Suppose v € A and
[pr(v)| = A1 (B1(R?), pr(A)), then

(3.36) A (B1(R?), pr(A)) = 7 - M\ (B1(R?),pr(A)) = |[v A res| = &2,
where in the last inequality we use A € K*,. It follows from of (3.I)) and (3.36]) that
A2(B1(R?),pr(A)) < 872

Recall that there exists a Minkowski reduced basis v, v() of pr(A) with the
property v | < 4X;(B;1(R?),pr(A)) and [v?| < 4Xo(B;(R?),pr(A)). Let v; €
A (i = 1,2) with pr(v;) = v® and e¥(v;) < 1. It follows that vy,vq, v :=reg is a
basis of A. Recall that A* can be identified with A?A as Euclidean spaces. In view
of 333) and B30 it suffices to show that the coordinates of

Vi AVj =X1€3 A €3 + X2€e1 A €3+ T3€e1 A €3
satisfy
(3.37) |z1] < se™*", |2a| < se™?'  and |z3| < 2.
It follows from the definition of v; that |v;| <1+ 32e72 <3372, So
[vi A vl < vill - vy < 3% < sev!

where in the last inequality we use (334) and the assumption ¢ < & Therefore
the upper bounds of |z;| and |z2| in B37) hold. Finally note that x3 = 0 unless
{i,7} = {1, 2} where |z3| = 1/r < 2.

O
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Lemma 3.10. Let r = (r1,72,73) = (ge®tt, ee(w1t2w2)t 1) A € K% and by =

diag(e(w1—w2)t e2w2t o=t Then there exists a positive real number § < 1 such that

for all s > 0 and t > 0 with e % < e < s < § where § = %min{wz,wl — wsy} one

0
has
(3.38) 1S(biA, 1, 8) < s - vol(My).
Proof. There exists a positive real number ¢ < 1 such that if e < ¢ then
(3.39) eVt > (1 4 %)t.

We will show that (38) holds for § = min{ 5z, c}. In view of Lemma B3R (ii) it
suffices to prove
a(bA) =572 and  g3(byA)log gs(bA) < see(wrt2wa)t,

—dot

Using the assumption e < e < s one has

(3.40) §%e% = e 100,
which implies s72 < sry. It follows that
bEN, 2 = {pe&F:|af| <e e ls72 |2f| < e e ts72 2f| < e fs72)

which in view of (3.40) is contained in the interior of B.2(£5). Since A € K¥;, one
has
Ng—2 n (beA)* =b*, (b Ny—2 n A*) = {0}.
Therefore g1 (b A) > s72.
We claim that g3(b;A) < e(1+%2/2)t Note that 715 < e(1H02/2)t < rys by (B40).
Therefore

bEN (rwme = {p € EF 1 |a¥] < se17w2)t 28] < 3W2t/2c71 (28| < ev2t/?).

Since A € K%, Minkowski’s second theorem (BI)) implies A3(By(£5), A¥) < 274
Therefore there exists Minkowski reduced basis ¢1, g2, @3 of A* such that |¢;] <
16e=* < ¢75. Using ([3.40) it is not hard to see that o1, 2,03 € b N (14ws/2):-
Therefore g3(b;A) < e('Tw2/2, This completes the proof of the claim. Finally we
have

g3(biA) log gz (biA) < e/ 4 apy/2)t by the claim
< e(1-&—1112/2)156111215/20 by (B:ﬂ)
< 866(w1+2w2)t by (m)

4. LOWER BOUND

Recall that L3 is the space of unimodular lattices in R3 and N = {1,2,3,4,...}.
Let a; and h(x) be as in ([L2) and (L.3) respectively. A vector x € R? is w-singular
if and only if the trajectory {a;h(x)Z3 : t = 0} is divergent, i.e. for any compact
subset K of L3, there exists Ty > 0 such that a;h(z)Z3 ¢ K for all t > Ty.

In this section we will construct a fractal subset of Sing(w) whose Hausdorff
dimension is equal to that of Sing(w) using the above dynamical interpretation and
the idea of shadowing. Roughly speaking shadowing means the following: given
to € R, if z,y € R? are close to each other (depending on tg), then a4 :h(x)Z> and
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ato+th(y)Z3 are close to each other for t € R with [t| < C' where C' is a constant
depending on x and y.

The construction of the fractal structure starts with the lattice Z2. But all the
results and proofs remain valid if Z3 is replaced by a lattice in £}, the subset of L3
defined in ([LH). This observation allows us to give a proof of Theorem [[LH] at the
end of this section.

4.1. Construction of the fractal set. We define a fractal structure (77, ) on
R? inductively for any choice of sequences of positive real numbers {e, }nen and
{tn}nen with the following properties:

(4.1) en <éep_i forallmeNand e, — 0asn— o,
(4.2) tp =tn_1+1forallmeN andt,1 —t, > 0 asn — o0,

where we set tg = 0 and €9 = 1 for convenience.
For o = (21,72) € R? and 71,79 > 0 we let

I(z;ry, o) = [x1 — ri, @1 + 711 X [X2 — ro, @2 + 2] C R2.

We remark that Z* € £} and elements of £4 will play the role of Z? in our inductive
construction of the fractal structure.

The tree 77 will have vertices in the set of rational vectors Q2. We take the root
of T’ to be 79 = (0,0) and define

B(10) = I(10; €06 2, goe™w2),

Suppose we have defined the tree structure and the map § till height (n —1) of T".
For each vertex 7,—1 € 7,_; we want to define the set 7'(7,,—1) and the map 8 on
it. This will complete the construction of the fractal structure. We define

(4.3) T'(Tn-1) = {7 € B(Tn—1) : ar, h(7)Z? € L}}.

It is clear from the definition of £% and the assumption ¢, > ¢,_1 + 1 that 7' (7,—1)
has empty intersection with ( J,<;<,,_ 7;- For 7 € T'(7,-1) we define

(44) ﬂ('r) = 1(7-7 Ene*w1tn+1*tn,En67w2tn+17tn)H

It follows from (@3] that for every 7 € T, (n = 0) there is a unique vector
(4.5) v(T) e {res: 1/2 <r <1} nay, h(1)Z5.

This property will be used several times below. We end up this subsection by
proving the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. F(7, ) < Sing(w).

Proof. Let n € Nu {0}, 7€ 7, and = € 8(7). Let v(7) € as, h(7)Z> be as in (5.
Then for ¢ € R the lattice

ath(z)Z? = a;h(x — 7)a; " - ay, h(T)Z?
contains the primitive vector
ath(z — 7)ag v(r)
2Recall that B is a map from 7’ which is identified with the vertices of the tree to compact

subsets of R2. Each vertex 7 € 77 has a height n and our definition of 3(7) also depends on n.
Similar concerns apply in the definition of 8 below.
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whose norm is less than or equal to
3 max{gneﬂ’fl(tnﬂ*t)7 e w2(tnr1=t) ef(tftn)}'

Recall that we assume w; = ws. So for n € N we solve the equation

e, qeWi(t=tn) _ o= (i=t)

to get a unique solution t = [,, with
Lo loge,
" " + wq
Since €, — 0 one has [,, —t, — 00 as n — 0.
Suppose @ € (\,eno (o B(Tn) Where {7,} € 0T". For n € N and ¢ € [t,, [,], the
lattice a;h(x)Z* contains the primitive vector

ath(x — Tn71)a;171V(Tn71)
whose norm is less than or equal to
(4.6) 3max {e~(bn=tn) = (tn—tn-1)}
For t € [ln,tn+1], the lattice a;h(x)Z3 contains the primitive vector
ash(xz — Tn)a;llv(Tn)
whose norm is less than or equal to
(4.7) 3max{e,, e (n 1)},

As the numbers in ([@6]) and @) tend to zero as n — oo, Mahler’s compactness
criterion (see [, Chapter V]) implies x € Sing(w).
O

4.2. Refinement of the fractal structure. We make explicit choices of the se-
quences {e,}, {t,} and refine the tree 7' associated to them to get a subtree T so
that (7, ) is a regular self-affine structure satisfying the assumptions of Corollary
24l In this subsection we assume in addition that w; > ws, although our method
also works in unweighted case where we use first two conditions of (@3] below to
define the subtree structure. In the lower bound estimate we will not go into details
of unweighted case where the Hausdorff dimension of Sing(w) is known.
Let ¢,2,5 < 1 be positive real numbers as in Lemmas 3.7] and 310 respec-
tively. We fix ¢,¢,7 > 0 with the following properties
(i) 0<e<r< # min{g, 3, ¢, wa, w1 — wa};
(i) ¢ = 2.
The sequence {e,} and {t,} are defined by
(iii) &, = £ for n e N;
(iv) tn —tn—1 = nt for n e N. &

It is not hard to see that for any integer n > 0 one has

(48) 577100 < min{em”t, e(wlfwg)nt}_

3Recall that to =0 and eg = 1.
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It can be checked directly that (1) and [@2]) hold for the sequences {ep}nen
and {t, }nen. Hence they define a fractal structure (77, 5) with (77, 8) < Sing(w)
by Lemma [Tl For n e Nu {0} we let

b, = diag(e 2" 2™ 1) e SL3(R)
E(T) = I(T;ep41e” WHint1 70 o e WRInt1 Ty where 7€ T,
From the definition, it is evident that 5(7) c B(r) for 7 € Tp.

Let T be the rooted subtree of 7’ defined in the following way: 70 = (0,0) is

the root of 7 and T (k) (k € Tn_1) consists of all the 7 € B(x) with the following
properties:

at, W(T)Z? € LY,
(4.9) a, h(1)Z° € K,
bnas, h(T)Z3 € K¥,

where ¥ is defined in 3]). It can be checked directly that 8(r) < S(k) for all

7 € T (k) (this is the main reason for using 5) It will follow from Lemma
below that each vertex of T has nonempty set of sons. Therefore (T, ) is a regular
self-affine structure.

Lemma 4.2. For every ne N and y € T,—1 one has

1
ms%ezm < HT (y) < 1022,

Let us fix n € N, y € T,,—1. We first reduce the calculation of §7 (y) to lattice
points counting in R? so that we can use the results of {3.21 We set

A=ay, h(y)Z®e Ly n ’C:i—l < Ly n K,
(4.10) Ay = ag, h(Y)Z? = anA,

Ay = bpag, h(y)Z3 = bpanA.
Given z € B(y), to have = € T(y) the lattices
(4.11) A(z) = atnh(x)Zg =a, h(x — y)a;jAl and
Ao(x) = bpay, h(x)Z? = bpay, h(z — y)at_nlbglAg,

must satisfy Aq(x) € KF,, Az(z) € K and Ai(z) € £5 (which implies Ax(z) € L3).
Therefore Lemma follows from the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Let ne N and y € T,—1. Then

(4.12) %5%62"’5 <tH{z e Bly): A(z) € L4} <1022,
(4.13) e Bly) s M) € LK ) < ooehe™™
(1.14) b e Bly) : Aala) € LK) < ooehe™

Proof. We first prove ([I2). Suppose Ai(z) € L where z € B(y). Then there
exists s, with 1/2 < s, < 1 such that A;(z) contains a primitive vector v(z) =
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szes. It follows from the definition of 3(y) and a direct calculation that the vector
ag, h(y — x)at_nlszeg belongs to

M = {(21, 22, 23) : max{|z1], |22|} < ene™|z3] and 1/2 < |z3| < 1}.
It is not hard to see that the map & — a;, h(y — z)a; ' v(z) is a bijection between

the sets {z € B(y) : A (z) € L5} and M n Ay Let

MO = {(21, 22,23) € R3: max{|z1|,|22|} < ze,e™, |23| < 1}

M® = {(21, 22,23) € R? s max{|z1], |22]} <

N = N =

1
ene™, 23] < 5}

Then (MM\M®@) c M < 2M®). Tt follows that
(4.15) EMD A Ay —EM® A Ay <#(M Ay <82MP) A A,
Using (3.) and A € ¥, one has

A (B, A) = 1007t and  A3(Bi,A) < 100e,?

where B, = B,(R?) in this section. Recall that a,!A; = A by @IQ) . For i = 1,2
we have
At (M(l)v Al) =\ (a;th(i)v A)
> A(a; P MW A) = A\ (Bgene, A) = (300) " te et
and
(4.16) As(MD Ay) = Ag(a,; MD A)
< As(ap M, A) < A3(By., want, A) < 200e2" e 2.
By these estimates and ([@.8) it is straightforward to check that the assumptions of
Lemma B for MM, M) 2M3) and A are satisfied. Therefore (I5) and Lemma
B imply
(5¢(3))'e2e®™ < §(M n Ay) < 48(5¢(3)) 'ele®.
To complete the proof of (.12, it suffices to note that 1 < ((3) < 2.
Next we prove @I3) and EI4) together. Let s; = 2,50 = r,al) = any,
a® =bpa,, and for i = 1,2
Si = {we Bly) : Mi(w) € Ly\KE ).
We will show that
(4.17) #1S1 < 8y/Ene2e®™  and  #Ss < 8rele®t.

In view of the definitions of €,, and r, this will complete the proof.

Let A; and A;(z) be as in (£10) and (@I respectively. Let v(z) € Aq(z) nAz(x)
be as in @5). Let 2 € R? be such that h(z®) = a@a;,  h(y — z)(aPay, )"
Then

wi(z) := h(z)v(z) € A;.
It can be calculated that for all z € 3(y)
max{foy], a3 [} < ene™,

4.18
( ) |£L‘§2)| < Eneunnt’ |£L'52)| < Ene(w1+2w2)nt-
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Let M; = M., (see (B10) for the definition) where

ry = (€n6nt,€n€m7 1) = (7“1177"1277"13)

wint wi+2wa)nt
1t 2, e(WIT2WNE 1) — (1o oy To3).

ro = (eqe
The map S; — M; n /AXl with © — w;(z) is injective. If for all € S; there
exists @; € Nag,r,, (i, 85) N AF (see BI7) for the definition of Ny(r,s)) such that
wi(w;(z)) =0, then
ttS’L < ﬂS(AZa r;, SZ) = ﬁs(a’(l)Aa r;, S’i)

where S(A, r, s) is defined in (BI8). Therefore the two estimates of (@17 will follow
from Lemmas and [B.10 respectively. Here the assumptions of these two lemmas
can be checked easily using (£I0) and the assumptions (i)-(iv) at the beginning of
this section. .

Suppose x € S;. We prove that ¢;(w;(x)) = 0 for some ¢; € Nag, ., (i, 8:) N AF.
It follows from the definition of S; that aVay, ,h(z)Z® ¢ K¥. So there exists
@i € A¥ such that ||h(z®)*p;|| < s; where h(z(¥)* is the adjoint action defined by
g*o(v) = ¢(gv) for all g € SL3(R) and v € R3. We claim that ¢;(w;(z)) = 0. Note
that w;(x) € A; and @; € A; implies ¢;(w;(z)) € Z. Then the claim follows from

lpi(wi(@)] = [A(a?)*pi(h(—2D)wi(x))] = [h(z™)*pi(v(2))]
< [h(@@)*pi(es)] < [h(aD)*pif < si < 1.
From direct calculations we have
h(aD)*o; = (pi(e1), pilea), :v? pi(er) + ivg)%(%) + pi(es)).
It follows from (@IS8) and the fact |h(z®)*p;| < s; that
max {|pi(e1)], [pi(e2)|} < s and  |pi(es)| < 3siriz.

Therefore ¢; € N3, r,, (r;, 8;) by BIT) and this completes the proof. O

)

4.3. The lower bound calculation. In this subsection we complete the proof of
the lower bound.

Theorem 4.4. Let w = (wy,ws) where wy > wy > 0 and wy + we = 1. Then

dimpy Sing(w) = 2 — 1+1w1 .

Proposition 4.5. Suppose wi > we > 0 and let (T, ) be the self-affine structure
on R? defined in the previous section. Then
1

di >2— .
imy F(T, B) T

Our tool is Corollary 2.4l Let ¢t and ¢ be constants fixed at the beginning of
§42 Tt is clear from its constructions that (7, ) is a regular self-affine structure
satisfying assumptions (1) and (2) of Theorem [Z1] with

g2 2e
On [ 2nt Wn [
100n2° n°

where n > 1 and t, = Y it = n(l + n)t/2. A We will see from the following
lemma about well-separated property of the fractal structure that assumption (3)

2e

—witpy1—tn and Ln — _6_w2tn+1_tn

AFor n = 0 we take Wy = e~ %1t and L, = e~ %2t and Cp = 1.



29

of Theorem [2T] holds for

I e—w1nt

provided n is sufficiently large.

Lemma 4.6. Let 7€ Tp—1 (n € N). Then for all different x,y € T(7) one has

dist (5(x), B(y)) = W1 -

min{efwlm, e(wlfwg)tnf(lerg)nt}.

T
8571—1

Remark 4.7. It will be clear from the proof that for n sufficiently large either
B(z) and B(y) have horizontal distance at least e~ “1"*W,,_; (which is » W,,) or
they have vertical distance at least L, _je~™~%2" (which is ~ L,). If we do
not assume the third condition of (@3], the same argument below will give the
corresponding horizontal (resp. vertical) separation e "'e2W,, (resp. e "2 L,,).
But then the possible horizontal separation is too small and the assumption (iv)
of Corollary 23] no longer holds. The validity of Corollary (iv) means that,
roughly speaking, nearby 8(x) and 3(y) have either horizontal distance e =1 W,,
or vertical distance L,,_je~"t—w2nt,

Proof. Since x,y € T (1), there are 1/2 < 5,1 < 1 such that

se3 € bpag, h(x)Z3 and les € byay, h(y)Z>.
Let

v = buas, h(y — ) (bpay, ) ses € byag, h(y)Z>.
Since bpay, h(y)Z? € K¥, one has

tn+wity, —want etn+w2tn+w2nt)“ >

[v A les| = Is||((y1 — x1)e (Y2 — x2)
Then either

(l) |y1 _ x1|etn+w1tn—w2nt > ,,,/2 or
(i) |ya — xo|eln Tw2intwant > /9

Let 2’ € B(x) and y' € B(y). If (i) holds then

ly" = 2’| = |y — 1]

=
>y — 21| — [z — 24| = |y — w1
> eftnfwltn+w2nt(r/2 _ 2&'”67"1&)
> eftnfwltn+w2ntr/4
_ Wn_l . r e—wlnt'
857171
If (ii) holds, then
Iy = ' = lyz — 5|
> |y2 — z2| — |z2 — 23] — [y2 — ¥
> e—tn—wgtn—wgnt(r/2 o 26"6—111215)
> e_t"_wzt"_wzntT/‘l
_ - r e(w17w2)tn7(l+w2)nt.
8571—1

This completes the proof. O
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Proof of Proposition [{.5 We will apply Corollary 2.4 which uses the local data.
We have

Wn/Wn—l = n—_le—(n-f-l)twl—nt
n

L’ﬂ/Ln—l = n—_le—(n-f-l)th_nt
n

for n = 2. It can be checked directly that for any integer k£ with k > z—; + 10 the
assumptions of Corollary 2.4 hold. Moreover, we have

log(L,Cp/Lpn-1) wy

o —log(Wy /W) 1+ 1wy

Therefore Corollary 24 implies dimgy F(7,8) = 1+ Tror =2~ 1+1w1' O

Proof of Theorem[{-4} If w > ws, then the conclusion follows from Proposition 5]
and Lemma 1] If wy = wy then the conclusion follows from [6], Theorem 1.1]. O

Proof of Theorem (sketch). Note that the set
Qa = {y e R? : h(y)A N Res # {0}}

is dense in R2. We fix y € U n Q4 and s € R such that ash(y)A € £5. In
our construction of the fractal structure (7, 8) in §41] and §4.2 we only use the
property Z3 € L£4. So the same construction will give a fractal structure (7", 3")
such that the Hausdorff dimension of F(7”,8") < I(0;e "t e~"2!) is at least
2— 1+1w1 and for any z € F(T",8") the trajectory ATh(x)ash(y)A is divergent. By
taking ¢ sufficiently large, we can make sure that

a; h(F(T", B"))ash(y) < h(U).

This implies that {x € U : ATh(z)A is divergent } contains y+gF (7", 3") for some
nonsingular linear transformation g of R2. Therefore the conclusion holds. O

5. BEST APPROXIMATION AND UPPER BOUND

We first review the definition of w-weighted best approximation and use it to
construct a self-affine covering of

Sing(w)* := {z € Sing(w) : 1,1, x5 are linearly independent over Q}

in §511 By Khintchine’s transference principle ([I2, Chapter IV, §5]), it is not
hard to see that all x € R? with 1, 21, z2 linearly dependent over Q are w-singular.
Note that the set of these x is a countable union of lines in R2. Thus the Hausdorff
dimension of Sing(w)\Sing(w)* is one. We prove in §5.2that the upper bound of the
Hausdorff dimension of the fractal associated to the self-affine structure constructed
in §5.7lcan be arbitrarily close to 2 — 5 +1w1 > 1. Therefore the Hausdorff dimension
of Sing(w) is bounded from above by 2 — 7.

5.1. Best approximation and self-affine covering. We define w-weighted quasi-
norm on R? by

|21, 22) o = max{lz [V, o] 2}
Although it does not satisfy the triangle inequality, using convexity of the function

s — s/%i we have

(5.1) |l + yllw < 2% (J2]w + Jylw) for all z,y € R?.
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We say (p, q) € Z? x N is a best approximation vector of x € R? with respect to the
w-weighted norm if

(i) gz = plw < ¢z — p'|lw for any (p,¢') € Z* x N with ¢’ < g¢;
(ii) gz = pllw < gz — p'|w for any p’ € Z2.

For simplicity we call (p, q) a w-best approximate of x.
There is a naturally defined bijection between Q2 and

Q = {(p.a) = (p1,p2.4) € Z* x N: ged(p1, pa, ) = 1} = 2,
namely, every u = (p,q) € @ corresponds to 4 = %. For z € R? and u = (p,q) €
72 x 7 we let
luf=q and A(z,u) = |lgz — plw.
Let

5.2 = i A(a
(5.2) r(w) = min, (@)

which is the best approximation of G by v € Q\{u}. We will see in (5.I3)) that r(u)
is the smallest w-weighted norm of nonzero vectors of a lattice in R2. For every
r € R?\Q? we associate a sequence ¥, = {u;}iey © @ of w-best approximates of x
with the following properties:

o |uy| >1;
o |u;| < |ujq| forallie N;
e there is no w-best approximate (p, ¢) of x with |u;| < ¢ < |u;41].

Lemma 5.1. Let u € Q with [u| > 1. Then for any v € Q with |v| < |u| one has
AU, v) = A(G,u —v).

Proof. Supposeu = (p,q) € Z*xNand v = (s,1) € Z*xN. Thenu—v = (p—s,q—I)
and

A u=v) =[(g—Dpq~" = (p—)lw = = (pg™" = s)[w = AT, V).

O

Corollary 5.2. Let u € Q with |u| > 1. Then there exists v € Q with |v| < |—121‘
such that r(u) = A(4,v).

Proof. Since [u| > 1 one has r(u) = minyeq,|v|<|u| A(8, V). So the corollary follows
from Lemma [B.]] O

Lemma 5.3. Let u € Q with |u| > 1 be a w-best approzimate of v € R%2. Then
Az, v) < 22 A(qQ,v) for all v € Q with |v| < |ul/2.

Proof. Tt follows from the definition of best approximate that
(5.3) A(z,u) < Az, v).

Let u = (p1,p2,q),v = (s1, $2,1) and choose i € {1,2} such that A(z,v) = |lz; —

55|/, The choice of i implies
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Az, v)V =lla; — s/
< (@i —pi/al + pi/q — si/l])

l

= a|q$z —pil + |lpi/q — si
1

< EA(ar,u)““ + A, v)"

< %A(I,v)w A, V)™ (by 3))

Therefore
Az, v) < 2Y"2 A, v).
O
Let u € Q and B,(u,r) = {r € R? : A(z,u) < r}. It is not hard to see that

By(u,7) is an open rectangle with center Ui. The set of # € R? which has u € Q as
a w-best approximate is

(5.4) A)=| () Av@) |n N A

[vI<|u [vl=lu|,u#v
where
Ay(u) = {zeR?: A(z,v) > A(z,u)}.
The following lemma says that A(u) is roughly the rectangle B, (u,r(u)).
Lemma 5.4. For any u € Q with |[u| > 1 one has
By (u,27Y%2p(u)) € A(u) € By, (u, 221 (u))).

Proof. We write r = r(u) to simplify the notation. Let u = (p1, p2,¢q) and suppose
x = (x1,22) € By(u,27Y%27). Let v = (s1,52,0) € Q with |v| < [u] and v # u. Tt
follows from the definitions of B, (u,2~"/"27) and r(u) that

(5.5) Afz,u) < 27102 < 27102 A, v).
We choose i € {1,2} such that
(5.6) A(R,v) = lipi/g = sif .
Then
Az, v)"" = |lz; — si
= lles = si/l
(5.7) = U(lpi/q — si/ll = |zi — pi/dl)

l
= |lpz'/q - Sz| - a|q$z *pi|
= A(ﬁa V)Wi - A(Ia u)Wia

where in the last inequality we use (5:6). In view of (57)) and (B.5]) one has A(x,v) >
A(z,u), from which one has x € Ay(u). Since v is an arbitrary element of Q\{u}
with |v| < |ul, the definition of A(u) in (B4]) implies z € A(u).
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Now suppose z € A(u). Corollary[E2implies that there exists v with |v| < |ul/2
such that r = A(u, v). It follows from Lemma [5.3 that
A(z,u) < A(z,v) < 212,

Lemma 5.5. Let v € R2\Q? and ¥, = {u;}ien. Then for all i,j € N one has
(5.8) 272 ATy 4, wy) < Az, ug) < 2Y%21(ugy).

Proof. By Corollary 5.2 there exists v € @ with |v| < |u;41]/2 such that r(u;41) =
A(Ui41,V). It follows from Lemma [5.3] that

(5.9) Az, v) < 2Y%2r(u;y,).
On the other hand the definition of w-best approximate implies
(5.10) Az, v) = A(z,w;).

The second inequality of (5.8)) follows from (£.9) and (GI0).
Let u;y; = (p1,p2,9), w; = (81, 82,1) and choose k € {1, 2} such that A(T;1;,u;) =
llpr/q — sx|""*. We have

Az, u;)"* = |lag — sk

= l|CL‘1C — Sk/l|

= U|px/q — s/l — ok — pr/al)

= |lpe/q — sk| — (I/@)|xkq — P

> AQisj, )" — Az, wig )"

> A(ﬁi+j, ui)w’“ — A(,’E, U.i)wk.
Therefore A(z,u;) > 2_1/w2A(ﬁi+j, w;). O

Note that 7(u;41) < A(U;41,1;). So Lemma B3] implies the following corollary.
Corollary 5.6. Let z € R2\Q? and X, = {u;}ien. Then for all i€ N
Az, i) = r(is1) = A(Wis1, W)

where the implied constants do not depend on 1.

The following lemma gives a description of a w-singular vector using its associ-
ated best approximation sequence and it follows directly from the definition.

Lemma 5.7. Let z € R2\Q? and ¥, = {u;}ien. Then z € Sing(w) if and only if
A(z,u;)|u;41] =0 asi— oo.

In view of Corollary [5.6] and Lemma [5.7] one has the following corollary.
Corollary 5.8. Let x € R?\Q? and ¥, = {u;}ien. Then z € Sing(w) if and only if
r(u;)|u;| — 0.

In view of Corollary B8] for € > 0 the set
Q: ={ue@:r(uu| <e, uf>1}
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consists of best approximates of almost (or e-close) w-singular vectors. We are
going to define a relation o, on @, so that together with the map 8 on @ defined
by

(5.11) B(u) = By (u,[uf~1) = I(G; [u|~( D, ju|~(w=2+D)
we get an admissible fractal relation (Q., o, 8) such that the corresponding fractal
contains Sing(w)*.

Now we fix u € Q. and define the set o.(u). We choose u’ € Q with the property
|u/| < |ul/2 and r(u) = A(G, ). Let Hy be the hyperplane in R? generated by u
and u’. Let

D(u,e) = {ve Hyn Q. : [v| = Ju|, A(¥,u) < 22/*2p(u)}.
We note here that all the v € Hy, n Q. (including u) with v close to u belong to
D(u,¢). For every v € D(u,¢) let
E(u,v,e) = {weQ.:|w| > |v],w¢ H, and A(W,Vv) < elw| '}
We define
oe(u) = U E(u,v,e).
veD(u,e)

Lemma 5.9. For every 0 < e <1 one has Sing(w)* < F(Q., 0c, 8).

Proof. Let z € Sing(w)* and X, = {u;}ien. We are going to construct a subse-
quence {u;, }nen such that (u;,,u;,,,) € 0. and = € B(u;,) for all n € N. This will
complete the proof.

According to Corollary £.8] there exists i¢g € N such that for ¢ > iy one has

52—2/1112

(5.12) r(u;) < ]
By Lemma
g2 Yw2

A N < 2Yp(uy ) < —— <
(xvul) = T(u’LJrl) |ui+1| |ui|7

which implies that z € By, (u;, [u;|~1). Let iy = ig and we inductively define i, 41
to be smallest integer of

{meN:m>i,,u, ¢ Hy, }

which is nonempty since 1, z1,z2 are linearly independent over Q.
To simplify the notation we takeu = u;,,v =u;, ,—1 and w = u;, . It suffices
to show v € D(u,¢) and w € E(u,v,¢). Using (58) we have

A@,u) < 22 A(z, )
<2V Az, g, )
< 2¥/W2p(u),
which implies v € D(u,¢). Using (58) again and (5.12]) we have
AW, v) < 22/%2p0(w) < g/|w].

Therefore w € E(u,v,¢). O
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5.2. Upper bound. For every € > 0 sufficiently small we estimate the Hausdorff
dimension of F(Q¢, oc, ). In view of Lemma[5.9land the discussion at the beginning
of §5l this will give an upper bound of the Hausdorff dimension of Sing(w)* and
Sing(w).

For u = (p,q) € Q we let m, : R> — R? be the projection along Ru defined by

(5.13) mu((z,23)) = = — %p.
The kernel of 7y is Ru and Ru n Z2 = Zu. The set
(5.14) Ay = 7o (Z3)

is a lattice in R? with covolume 1/|u]. It is easy to see that A(1,v) = [mu (V)| for
every v € Q. Therefore

5.15 r(u) = inf w-
(515) (= _inf ol

Lemma 5.10. Let 0 <e <1 and u € Q.. For every real number t with 2 <t < 3
we have

ul\* 1
5.16 — —.
(516) > (W) <
veD(u,e)
Proof. For each k € N| let
Dy ={veD(ue) : klul <|v|]<(k+1)]ul}.

Since , ,

|ul S |ul o #Dk

- — - < —_,
> () =22 () <2%
veD(u,e) k=1veDy k=1
it suffices to show D), « k.

Let my and Ay be as in (BI3) and (5I4) respectively. Since u is a primitive
vector of Z3, the projection 7, induces a bijection between

{veZ’ : klu|<|v|] < (k+1)|ul}

and Ay (note that my (v) = my (W) implies |v| = |w|mod |ul). It follows that my
induces a bijection between

{veH,nZ : klu|<|v|<(k+1)|ul}

and Al := Ay N Ty (Hy). According to the definition of D(u,¢e) and (G.I5) there
exists © € Ay such that ||z], = r (u) and A}, = Zx. Let v € Dy, then m,(v) = sx
for some s € Z. Let i € {1,2} such that |z], = |z;]"/*¢. Then

A w) = [ulv = [uf@f, = [fullv]=" - (v[v = [v]@)].

l/wi
=l s, = () v

On the other hand, we have A(¥,u) < 2%"2r(u) since v € D(u,¢). Tt follows that
|s| « k and hence §Dy, « k.

O

Lemma 5.11. Let 0 < ¢ < 2722, For allu € Q. and v € D(u,e) one has
mu(Hy) = 7v(Hy) and Hy = Hy.
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Proof. Since v € Hy, my(Hy) = 7y (Hy) implies Hy, = Hy. So it suffices to prove
the former. According to (B.I5) and the assumption u € Q., there exists y €

Ay N my(Hy) such that
€
Ylw =7r(0) < —.
u]

It follows that
M (K Ay) <e“2 where K = {zxeR?:|z|, < [ul~'}.

Since cov(Ay) = $vol(K) = 1/[u|, Minkowski’s second theorem (see (3.I)) implies
that
22 cov(Ay)

Ao(K,Ay) = = - A > 27w,
2(K5Aa) = 57 A 00 c
Similarly, there exists z € Ay N my (Hy) such that
€ €
(5.17) |2]w =71(v) < 775 < 77
vl |y

Since v € Hy one has my(x) — my(x) € Ry for all x € R3. It follows that Ay <
Ay + Ry, and hence z € Ay + Ry. We will show that z € Ry, which will imply
mu(Hy) = my(Hy) and complete the proof.

Suppose z ¢ Ry, then there exists 0 < s < 1 such that z + sy € Ay\Ry. So

Izl = 1z + syl = lylx = 2772 =2 > 11

where || - | x be the norm on R? defined in (3.2]). This contradicts (5.17). Therefore
z € Ry. ]

Lemma 5.12. Let 0 <e <2722 Forallue Q,., ve D(u,e) and 2 <t < 3 one
has

(5.18) Z <%)t 3 ti2'

weE (u,v,e)

Proof. Let Ay = 7y(Z%) and A, = Ay\ny(Hy). Since H, = H, according to
Lemma [5.TT] we have A = Ay\my(Hy). Let y € Ay n 7wy (Hy) with |yl = r(v) <
g/|v|. For each k € N, let
Ep,={weE(u,v,e) : klv|<|w| < (k+1)|v|}.
Since
vl )t i v <|V| )t S EE
S (-3 (M) es
weE (u,v,e) <|W| k=1weEy |W| k=1 k!
it suffices to show that $F, « ek. Let w € Ej and write zw = my(w). Then
W = (zw + |W|V,|w]|) and hence by the definition of E(u,v,¢)

(5.19) A(w,v) = H|v||w|7lszw <elw|™
Consider the convex set
1 . €
— ] <—1}.
E+170, kv
In view of (5.19) and the definition of Ej we have the inclusion 7y (E)) € Ay N M.
So $E;, < My, n Ay since 7y| g, is injective.

Mkz{xeRQ:‘
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Note that y € Ay is always in M. So if Fj is nonempty we have Ao (M, Ay) < 1.
Hence by Lemma we get

1 M,
M N Ay < Vo—k.
cov Ay

Note that vol My, = = (k +1)? and cov Ay = . Therefore 1E, < tMy N Ay < €k

Elv] vl

as desired. O
Now we estimate the upper bound of the Hausdorff dimension of Sing(w)*.

Theorem 5.13. There exists C > 0 such that for all 0 < ¢ < 2=/ the Hausdor(f
dimension of F(Q.,o., ) is less than or equal to

1

5.20 2 — Co/e.
( ) 14w + \/E
Therefore the Hausdorff dimension of Sing(w)* and Sing(w) is less than or equal
to2 — —1_.
14+wq

Proof. Let C’ be the product of implied constants of (5.16) and (5.I8). By Lemma
B9 and the discussion at the beginning of §5l it suffices to show that the Hausdorff
dimension of F(Q., o¢, 8) is less than or equal to (5.20Q) for C' = ﬁ\/@ In view
of Lemma it suffices to show that for all

1

(5.21) 3>2—1+w1+C\/E

one has

(5.22) D1 L(w) W(w) ' < L(u) - W(u)*!
weo. (u)

where L(w) = 2|w|~%2~! and W(w) = 2|w|~*¥1~ L
Note that (522]) is equivalent to

|11| (s—1)(w14+1)+wa+1
(5.23) E <—|W|>
(w)

WET.

< 1.
By Lemmas and [0.12 for all ¢ > 2 one has

)R () IR ) e

veD(u,e weE(u,v,e

Plugging in ¢t = (s —1)(w1 + 1) + wg 4+ 1 which is > 2 ++/C’e by (5.2]) in the above
inequality, we get (523). O

Proof of Theorem [l The authentic weighted cases (w; > ws) follow from Theo-
rems [44] and and the unweighted case (w; = wz) is proved in [6]. O

Proof of Theorem [[.3. We will use notations of §5.I1 Let DI(w,e)* be the set of
2 € DI(w, €) such that 1, z1, 2o are linearly independent over Q. Let x € DI(w,e)*
and let ¥, = {u;};en be the fixed sequence of w-best approximates of z. It follows
from definition that there exists 71 € N such that for ¢ > 9; one has

5.24 Alz,u;) < ——.
( ) ( ) |U-i+1|
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On the other hand the first inequality of (5.8]) implies that for all i € N

(5.25) 27V W2 (0, ) < Az, wy).

It follows form (B.24) and (528) that for all i > 44

Ql/w2g

riu; < —.
( l+1) |ui+1|

Note that in the proof of Lemma 5.9, we only use (5I12) and the fact that 1,27,z
are linearly independent over Q. Therefore the same argument implies

T e ]:(Q523/w2 y Og23/wa B)

So we have

DI(w,e)* © F(Q q3/ws s Teosjws, B)-

By Theorem

(5.26) dimy DI(w,e)* <2

1
1+ w;

+ Cy/e

where the constant C' is independent of . The conclusion of Theorem [L.3] follows
from (B.28) and the observation that DI(w,e)\DI(w, e)* is contained in a countable
union of lines in R2.

O

Acknowledgements: We would like to thank Barak Weiss and the referee for
carefully reading the draft and helping us improve the paper.

(1]
2]
3]
[4]

[5]
[6]

[7]
(8]
[9]
(10]
(11]
(12]

(13]

REFERENCES

J. An, Badziahin-Pollington- Velani’s theorem and Schmidt’s game, Bull. Lond. Math. Soc.
45 (2013), no. 4, 721-733.

J. An, Two-dimensional badly approximable vectors and Schmidt’s game, Duke Math. J. 165
(2016), no. 2, 267-284.

D. Badziahin, A. Pollington, S. Velani, On a problem in simultaneous Diophantine approxi-
mation: Schmidt’s conjecture, Ann. of Math. (2) 174 (2011), no. 3, 1837-1883.

V. Beresnevich, Badly approzimable points on manifolds, Invent. Math. 202 (2015), no. 3,
1199-1240.

J.W.S. Cassels, An Introduction to the Geometry of Numbers, Springer 1959.

Y. Cheung, Hausdorff dimension of the set of singular pairs, Ann. of Math. 173 (2011),
127-167.

Y. Cheung and N. Chevallier, Hausdorff dimension of singular vectors, Duke Math. J., 165,
(2016), 2273-2329..

S. G. Dani, Divergent trajectories of flows on homogeneous spaces and Diophantine approx-
imation, J. Reine Angew. Math. 359 (1985), 55-89.

M. Einsiedler and S, Kadyrov, Entropy and escape of mass for SL3(Z)\SL3(R), Israel J.
Math. 190 (2012), 253-288.

A. Eskin, G. A. Margulis, and S. Mozes, Upper bounds and asymptotics in a quantitative
version of the Oppenheim conjecture, Ann. of Math. 147 (1998), 93-141.

S. Kadyrov, D. Kleinbock, E. Lindenstrauss, and G. A. Margulis, Singular systems of linear
forms and non-escape of mass in the space of lattices. J. Anal. Math. 133 (2017), 253-277.

W.M. Schmidt, Diophantine approxzimation, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 785, Springer,
Berlin, 1980.

C. L.Siegel, Lectures on the geometry of numbers, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1989.



39

LAMA UMR 8050 CNRS, UNIVERSITE PARIS-EST CRETEIL, 61 AVENUE DU GENERAL DE
GAULLE, 94010 CRETEIL CEDEX, FRANCE
E-mail address: lingmin.liaoQu-pec.fr

SHANGHAI CENTER FOR MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, FUDAN UNIVERSITY, SHANGHAI 200433, PR
CHINA
E-mail address: ronggang@fudan.edu.cn

SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, TEL Aviv UNIVERSITY, TEL AvIV 69978, ISRAEL
E-mail address: omrisola@mail.tau.ac.il

SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, TEL Aviv UNIVERSITY, TEL Aviv 69978, ISRAEL
E-mail address: natalita@post.tau.ac.il



	1. Introduction
	2. Fractal structure and Hausdorff dimension
	2.1. Fractal structure
	2.2. Self-affine structure and lower bound
	2.3. Fractal relation and upper bound

	3. Counting lattice points in convex sets
	3.1. Lattice points counting in Rd
	3.2. Lattice points counting in R3

	4. Lower Bound
	4.1. Construction of the fractal set
	4.2. Refinement of the fractal structure
	4.3. The lower bound calculation

	5. Best approximation and upper bound
	5.1. Best approximation and self-affine covering
	5.2. Upper bound

	References

