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DIOPHANTINE APPROXIMATION, LARGE INTERSECTIONS
AND GEODESICS IN NEGATIVE CURVATURE

ANISH GHOSH AND DEBANJAN NANDI

ABSTRACT. In this paper we prove quantitative results about geodesic approxi-
mations to submanifolds in negatively curved spaces. Among the main tools is
a new and general Jarnik-Besicovitch type theorem in Diophantine approxima-
tion. The framework we develop is flexible enough to treat manifolds of variable
negative curvature, a variety of geometric targets, and logarithm laws as well
as spiraling phenomena in both measure and dimension aspect. Several of the
results are new also for manifolds of constant negative sectional curvature. We
further establish a large intersection property of Falconer in this context.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This paper has its origins in fundamental work of Patterson [47] on Diophan-
tine approximation and Fuchsian groups, and of Sullivan [54] on logarithm laws
for cuspidal excursions of geodesics in hyperbolic manifolds. Our subject here is a
quantitative study of certain asymptotic properties of geodesics in negatively curved
spaces. Consider a negatively curved manifold M and a ‘target’” N which is a subset
of the manifold. Given a point p in M, what can be said about the size (in terms
of measure and dimension) of the set of geodesics starting at p which

(1) infinitely often visit neighbourhoods of N which are shrinking in volume?
We refer to this problem as the shrinking target problem, following Hill and
Velani [32] as well as Kleinbock and Margulis [36].

(2) take longer and longer sojourns into a fixed neighbourhood of N? We refer
to this as the spiral trap problem.

A. G. gratefully acknowledges support from a grant from the Indo-French Centre for the Pro-
motion of Advanced Research; and a MATRICS grant from the Science and Engineering Research
Board and a grant from the Infosys foundation. Both authors gratefully acknowledge support from
a Department of Science and Technology, Government of India, Swarnajayanti fellowship.
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When N is an ‘isolated point at infinity’, (1) is the setting of Sullivan’s celebrated
work [54]. A Hausdorff dimension estimate in this case is given in the work of
Melian-Pestana [41]. When N is a point in M, (1) has been considered in the work
of Maucourant [40], who provides a zero-one law (i.e. a measure theoretic Borel-
Cantelli statement) in the case M is a finite volume manifold of constant negative
sectional curvature. When N is a closed geodesic bounding a funnel in a surface of
constant negative sectional curvature without cusps, a Hausdorff dimension estimate
for (1) is provided by Dodson, Melidn, Pestana and Velani [17]. When M is a closed
manifold of variable, strictly negative sectional curvature, and N is again a point in
M, a zero-one law for (1) is known from the work of Hersonsky, Paulin and Aravinda
in [27] and a Hausdorff dimension estimate is known from the work of Hersonsky-
Paulin [26]. Question (2) has been considered in the work of Hersonsky-Paulin [27]
who give a zero-one law for convex subsets in the more general setting of CAT(—1)
spaces. A necessarily incomplete list of work related to the stated problems includes
the papers [34[6,17,45,/51,56].

In this paper, we develop a framework for obtaining comprehensive measure and
dimension results for the shrinking target problem and the spiral trap problem. This
allow us to treat general and natural geometric targets and our results are valid in a
very general setting, allowing for instance, manifolds of variable negative curvature
and more generally, CAT(—1) metric spaces. Nevertheless, several of our results
are new even for closed manifolds of constant negative curvature. Namely, we give
sharp Hausdorff dimension estimates for (2). For (1), we relax the requirement that
the manifold be closed, and generalize from targets being points to more general
convex subsets, and obtain zero-one laws as well as sharp dimension estimates. Let
us detail and further illustrate the type of problems studied here with the following
very special cases of results proved in §4l For a smooth manifold M and = € M, let
SM, denote the unit tangent sphere at x.

Theorem 1.1 below is a special case of Theorem

Theorem 1.1. Let M be a closed manifold of dimension n with constant negative
sectional curvature, k = —1. Let N be a compact, totally geodesic submanifold of
M of dimension 0 < s <n—1. Let 7 > 0 be fired. Then given xqg € M, we have
that the set

3 positive times t,, — oo such that
T __ n
En = {U € SMz, Yo(tn) C B(N,Ce~ ) for some C > 0}
has Hausdorff dimension
dim(BR) = (n—1) - =2,

where v, is the geodesic at xg at time zero with direction v.
Theorem 1.2 is a special case of Theorem .10l

Theorem 1.2. Let ¢ > 0 and 7 > 0 be fized. Let M be a closed manifold of di-
mension n with constant negative sectional curvature, k = —1. Let N be a compact,
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totally geodesic submanifold of dimension 1 < s <n—1. Let xg € M. Then the set

By — {v € SM,, 3 positive times t, — oo such that}

Yo (tn,tn + Tty) C B(N,¢€)

has (o)
1+ n—1

1+7
where 7, is the geodesic at xy at time zero with direction v.

dimy(ER) = (n—1) -

9

Theorem 1.3 is a special case of Corollary 4.12]

Theorem 1.3. Let M be a closed manifold of dimension n with constant negative
curvature k = —1. Let N be a compact, totally geodesic submanifold in M of
dimension 0 < s<n-—1. Let xo € M. Fix e > 0.

(1) If 1 <s<n-—1, then

By = {v € SM,, 3 positive times t, — oo such that }

Yo(tn,tn + 7tn) C B(N,€) for someT >0

has
dimH(EN) =n—1.
(2) Also, for0 <s<n-—1

By = {v € SM,, 3 positive times t,, — oo such that }

Yo(tn) C B(N,e~ ™) for some T > 0

has
dimy (Ely) =n — 1,
where v, is the geodesic at xg at time zero with direction v. The set En is a null
set for the Lebesgue measure in SMy, for 1 < s <n—1. The set Ely is a null set
for the Lebesgue measure if and only if 0 < s <mn — 1.

1.1. A correspondence between dynamics of the geodesic flow and Dio-
phantine approximation. Asymptotic properties of geodesics in hyperbolic man-
ifolds, namely spiral traps and shrinking target properties, are closely related to
metric Diophantine approximation.

Namely, these phenomena can be recast as Diophantine approximation questions
about (subsets of) orbits of the fundamental group in the visual boundary of the
universal cover of the manifold. For instance, Khintchine type results in Diophantine
approximation follow as a result of mixing of the geodesic flow. On the other hand,
Jarnik-Besicovitch type results utilizing the metric measure structure of the limit
set can be used to obtain quantitative estimates on fine asymptotic behaviour of
geodesics. There is thus a bilateral correspondence between these two rich areas. In
this paper we prove some of the most general results exploring this correspondence
and obtain sharp estimates for the problems stated above.

We now describe this connection in greater detail. Recall that the Hausdorff mea-
sure and dimension refinements of Khintchine’s theorem in Diophantine approxima-
tion were obtained by Jarnik [34], and independently by Besicovitch [9]. In more
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recent fundamental work, Beresnevich and Velani [§8] proved a mass transference
principle providing a surprising connection between Lebesgue measure theoretic
statements (like Khintchine’s theorem) about certain ‘limsup’ sets and Hausdorff
measure theoretic statements (like the Jarnik-Besicovitch theorem) for some null
subsets. Loosely speaking, the mass transference principle is the assertion that the
former implies the latter. In section 3, we prove a general mass transference princi-
ple, Theorem [B.1] which is well suited to geometric considerations. In particular, it
can be used to study the action of a discrete group I' acting properly on a CAT(-1)
space X and ergodically on its limit set in the visual boundary. We then connect
metric aspects of the I'" action on the visual boundary of X and the asymptotic
behaviour of geodesics on X/I'. Our result may also be viewed as a very general
version of the Jarnik-Besicovitch theorem. In contrast to the aforementioned works,
we do not fix the shape of the sets determining the exceptional sets under consider-
ation; our mass transference principle applies to the case of open sets with arbitrary
shapes, as necessitated by our setting.

1.2. Large Intersections. The sets I} of geodesic directions hitting exponentially
shrinking targets in Theorem [I.1] above, are zero measure sets and so there is no
control a priori on the size of their intersections which could be trivial. Nevertheless,
they have a ‘large intersection’ property which leads to the surprising fact that
countable intersections have Hausdorff dimensions bounded below by the infimum of
the respective Hausdorff dimensions of the individual sets (see Theorem [[.4] below).

In [22], Falconer defined a class of subsets, denoted G®, of R", which form a
maximal class of Ggs-sets of dimension at least s that is closed under countable
intersections and under similarity transformations (see also [21]). He named this
property the large intersection property. Falconer’s definition unifies several earlier
categories of sets with similar properties including the ‘regular systems’ of Baker and
Schmidt [5] and the ‘ubiquitous systems’ of Dodson, Rynne and Vickers [I§] and
consequently these classes play an important role in Diophantine approximation.
Theorem B.I3] provides in particular a large intersection property for actions of
hyperbolic groups on the visual boundaries of hyperbolic metric spaces. We avoid
the use of net measures as we use the ‘coarser’ dyadic decomposition coming from
shadows of balls centered at orbits of I'; instead we use a variant of the Hausdorff
measure. Here, by coarse we mean that the decomposition does not need to have the
property that when sets of different ‘generations’ overlap, then the interior of one
has to be completely contained in the other. We note however that more abstract
versions (not determined by concrete geometric properties) of dyadic decompositions
also exist for Ahlfors-regular metric spaces, see [35], [14]. The abstract dyadic
decomposition given in [35], also has the properties we require. The following result
is an application of Theorem B.I3] to the problem of spiraling of geodesics. It is a
special case of Theorem [ATIT1

Theorem 1.4. Let M be a closed manifold of dimension n, with pinched sectional
curvature —a? < k < —1. Let N; be a countable collection of closed totally geodesic
submanifolds or points of M. Let xy € M. Let 7; be a sequence of positive numbers.
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Then the set of directions

3 positive times tg) — 00 for each i such that}

E=<ve SM:BO (i) _ @ .
Yo(tn') € B(N;, e~ 7" for each i

has Hausdorff dimension

7; dim(N;)
I+ n—1

1+7/a

145 dim(N;)
inf (n — 1)——"2 < dimy(E) <inf (n — 1
inf (n — )= — < dimgy(E) < inf (n— 1)
Note that the dimension lower bound above is always positive as long as either
the sequence 7; is bounded above or none of the submanifolds /V; are singletons.

Finally, we note that a detailed and systematic study of Diophantine approxima-
tion in the context of hyperbolic groups has been carried out in the monograph [24]
of Fishman, Simmons and Urbanski. They construct ‘partition structures’ (simi-
lar to our dyadic decomposition in the case of geometric actions) and prove results
about the limit set of discrete group actions in very general settings. The dyadic
decomposition we use enjoys stronger properties that we require for establishing the
large intersection property. The aforementioned paper has no intersection with our
results.

Structure of the paper. In the next section, we set some notation, gather met-
ric and measure preliminaries and introduce the Whitney decomposition for metric
spaces with a dyadic decomposition. In section 3, we introduce an abstract frame-
work for Diophantine approximation and study it using adjusted well distributed
systems, which we also introduce. Section 4 is devoted to results about Falconer’s
large intersection property and section 5 is devoted to our results on spiraling of
geodesics and associated 0 — 1 laws. Finally, we will use the notation A 2 B to
mean that there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that A > ¢B. Dependence of the constant
on parameters will be specified. The notation A ~ B will stand for A > B 2 A.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Mahan Mj for helpful comments
and encouragement. AG would like to thank Yann Bugeaud and Arnaud Durand
for helpful conversations about the large intersection property and Frangois Mau-
courant for answering some questions. We would like to thank Frédéric Paulin for
his comments on a preliminary version of this paper. Part of this work was com-
pleted when both authors were at the International Centre for Theoretical Sciences,
Bengaluru as part of the programme Smooth and Homogeneous Dynamics. The
hospitality of ICTS is gratefully acknowledged.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let (X, p) be a proper, geodesic and hyperbolic metric space.
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2.1. The visual metric. The visual boundary d.X is a compact metric space with
a family of visual metrics dg (mutually quasisymmetric), 0 < 8 < fBx, for some
Bx > 0 which satisfy

1
Cx(B)
for £,n € 0X, where

e B < dg(€,m) < Cx (B)e™PEm

(sly) = (ely)eo = 5(6(2,20) + ply 20) — p(2,1)

for z,y € X, is the Gromov product extended to X by taking limits (to be under-
stood as the distance a pair of geodesic rays joining x( to the points x and y travel
‘together’). We fix a 8 € (0,6x) and let d = dg be the corresponding metric in
what follows. See Bridson-Haefliger [12].

Definition 2.1 (Shadow). The set
S(z,B(z,R)) :={£ € 0X : 7. N B(2,R) # 0}

is the shadow of the ball B(z, R) with respect to x. Here ¢ represents a geodesic
ray from zx to &.

Notation. Fix zg € X. We write
5(97 R) = S(:E(]) B(g:E(b R))

below. For ¢ € 0X we will write ¢ for a geodesic ray joining zg to . For z,y in
X UOX, we write 7, for a geodesic line (or segment) joining = and y. All geodesics
(segments, rays and lines) are considered with the unit-speed parametrization.

We now record the following well known fact.

Lemma 2.2. For all g with |g|s large enough, we have

ci e B P@0970) < digm(S(g, R)) < cp - e FP@0:970),

T

Proof. Let §,& € S(g,R). Let © € v¢ N B(gxo, R) and 2’ € v N B(gxo, R). Then
the claim follows from the inequalities

(€€ = min{(¢|2), (z[2"), (2'|€)} — er,
and

(zl2") = min{(z¢), (£]¢"), (']«")} — er.
O

2.2. The Patterson-Sullivan (quasiconformal) measure and Ahlfors regu-
larity. Let I" be a discrete group acting isometrically and properly on X. Denote
by Ar its limit set in 0X. There exist I'-equivariant Patterson-Sullivan (quasi-
conformal density of) probability measures {j; }zcx, with mutual Radon-Nikodym
derivatives given in terms of the Busemann function. We will only need pu, the
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Patterson-Sullivan measure in Ap with respect to our fixed xg. Recall that the
critical exponent of I" acting on X is the number (independent of base-point)

— 1
vp := lim - log (#{g € ' : gxg € B(xg,n)}).
n
Lemma 2.3 (Sullivan’s Shadow Lemma). There exists Rr > 1 such that for all
R > Ry and |g|s > 10 - Ry, there exists ap > 1 such that
1 e~ vr-p(0,970) < 1(S(g, R)) < ar - e—vr-p(zo,gro)
CLI‘\ — ) —

Lemma 2.4. There exists Rp > 1 such that for all R > Rr and |g|s > Rr, there
exists apr > 1 such that

1
ar diam(S(g, R))"™/? < u(S(g, R)) < ar - diam(S(g, R))""/".
r
Proof. This follows from Lemmas and 231 O
The lemmas above, originally due to Sullivan [53] for H", are proved in Coornaert

[15] in the generality that we consider. The measures were first introduced in the
setting of Fuchsian action on the upper-half plane by Patterson [46].

Definition 2.5 (Ahlfors regularity). We say that a metric measure space (X, d, i)
is (¢, D)-Ahlfors regular, if for each z € X and 0 < r < diam(X),

1
P <puB(x,r) <ec-rP.
c

Remark 2.6. Lemma [2.4] says that (0X,d, u) is (cr, vr/B)-Ahlfors regular.

2.3. Dyadic and Whitney decompositions. The space (0X,d) is locally Ah-
flors regular. Such spaces admit a decomposition similar to the standard dyadic
decomposition of R™ (see [35] and also [14]).

Definition 2.7 (Dyadic decomposition). Let Y be a metric space. A dyadic de-
composition D of Y is a countable collection of subsets ();, such that there exist
constants A, B,C > 1, ng € N, and a decomposition D = |J,, W, where

(2.11.1) For each n € N, #W,, < oo and
0x = J Q.
Wh,
Moreover, lim, max{diam(Q) : Q € W,,} — 0.
(2.11.2) For each Q; € W, there exists x; € @Q;, such that,
B(zi,diam(Q;)/A) C Q; C B(w;, Adiam(Q;)).

(2.11.3) For each n € N, n > ng and Q; € W, there exists Q; € Wy,_,, such that
Qi C Q.
(2.11.4) Given n € N, €e NU{0} and Q; € W,

#{Qj € Wai1:Q;NQ; #0} < B.
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(2.11.5) For n e N, if Q € W,, and Q" € W), 41, then

1

ol diam(Q") < diam(Q) < C - diam(Q’).

The following lemma is folklore. The main ingredients are the Milnor-Svaré¢ lemma
and Sullivan’s shadow lemma. The point is that a decomposition in our case is
available in terms of concrete objects whose measures and geometry are sufficiently
well understood for our purposes.

Lemma 2.8. Suppose that X is a proper, geodesic, hyperbolic metric space with a
geometric action of a group I'. Then there exists a dyadic decomposition for the
visual boundary (0X, d), equipped with the visual metric given by

D = {S(g, R)}g>r"

for fiztedxg € X, R=R(I',X) >0 and R' = R'(I', X) > 0. The associated constants
depend only on X and I.

A dyadic decomposition has the following property (which follows from defini-
tion).

Lemma 2.9. Given R > 1 there exists M = M(R), such that for all Q; € D,

L diam(Q;) < diam(Q;) < R - diam(Q;)
* {Qﬂ' € D) 4nd Q; 0 B(Qy, Rdiam(Q1)) £ 0 } s M.

Given a dyadic decomposition we also have a Whitney decomposition.

Definition 2.10 (Whitney decomposition). Let Y be a bounded metric space and
D be a dyadic decomposition. Let U C Y be an open set. A sub-collection W of D
is a A-Whitney decomposition of U if

(1) Given @Q € W, there exists x € @ such that Q" € W and z € Q' implies

Q' =Q.
(2) There exist constants A, B > 1 such that
1
diam(Q) < 1 -dist(Q,0U) < B - diam(Q).

As an easy consequence of the definitions we get

Lemma 2.11. Suppose the metric space Y has a dyadic decomposition D. For any
open set U C Y, there exists an A-Whitney decomposition of U. The constant B
depends only on I" and A.

Proof. Let A > 10. For £ € U, choose () = Q¢ € D such that { € @ is maximal
(with respect to diameter) when

diam(Q) < % Ld(¢,0U).

This exists because of property (1) of 2771 Then by the maximality of @, (3) and
(5) of 27 there exists Br, such that

% -d(¢,0U) < Br - diam(Q).
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Then,
. 1 A-Br ..
<. < : .
diam(Q) < 11 d(Q,0U) < 11 diam(Q)
This shows (2).
A subcollection of {Q¢}¢ may be chosen so that also (1) is satisfied. O

2.4. Hausdorff content and dimension. Let Y be a metric space. Let t € [0, 00).
The t-Hausdorff content of a set £ C Y is defined as

H! (E) := inf {Z diam(E;)' : E C U E} .
The Hausdorff dimension of E is defined as
dimy (E) := inf {t € [0,00) : H! (E) = 0}.

The t-Hausdorff content is an outer measure. It is finite for bounded sets. It is not
a Borel measure in general.

2.5. CAT(—1) spaces. For the results on the spiraling of geodesics in §l we will
have to assume curvature bounds for our hyperbolic spaces, more precisely, we
consider manifolds M of pinched negative sectional curvature, —a?> < k < 1. The
methods however will not crucially depend on the smooth structure (see Remark
L13).
In §4] we will use the Alexandrov ‘thin-CAT(—1) inequality for triangles in
CAT(—1) spaces and the ‘fat’-CBB(—a) inequality for spaces with curvature bounded
below (by —a?), see for example [12] or [I]. Another fact we will use is that for a
CAT(—1) space X,
da(€m) = e,
for any point € X defines a visual metric on the visual metric (see [10]), where

(&]n)z is the Gromov product with base-point z.

Definition 2.12 (Convex cocompact action). We say that a group I' acts on a
proper, geodesic, hyperbolic space X convex cocompactly, if it acts properly and
cocompactly on the convex hull (in X) of the limit set Apr C 0X.

2.6. Dynamics of the I'-action on the boundary. We will assume in §4] that
for a strictly negatively curved manifold M the natural action of the fundamental
group 1 (M) on the visual boundary M (with the corresponding Patterson-Sullivan
measure) of the Riemannian universal cover M is ergodic.

Definition 2.13 (Trail). Given E C M, define the trail
T(z,E) = {y € M |32 € 44y, such thatz € E},

We will assume the following estimate for the distribution of orbits: there exists
no = no(M) > 0 such that

#{g € m(M) | gz € B(z,n+no) \ B(z,n)} ~ e"*mt, (1)



10 ANISH GHOSH AND DEBANJAN NANDI

and

#{g €T | gz € T(w, B(yo, L)) ) (Bla,n +no) \ B(x,n))}

2
~ pz(S(z, B(yo, L)))e" 'm0, 2

for n large where B(z,n) is a ball of radius n in the universal cover M of M, L > 0
and yo € M is such that Yayo(00) € Arary and L and p(wz,yo) are sufficiently
smaller than n. The second inequality says that the density of orbit points in the
intersection of an annulus with a cone is proportional to the measure of the shadow of
the cone. These conditions are satisfied for example when the action of 71 (M) on M
is convex cocompact or more generally, the quotient by I' of the ‘space of geodesic
lines’ admits a finite Bowen-Margulis-Sullivan measure for m (M) (see Théoréme
4.1.1 and Corollaire 2 in [49]). Note that if 7 (M) acts geometrically on M, the
topological entropy of the geodesic flow in M, va = vy (ar) (see [37]).

3. DIOPHANTINE APPROXIMATION

In this section we describe a fine Diophantine approximation theory in a general
setting, which we use later to study geodesic approximation in manifolds with neg-
ative curvature. A powerful technique used to obtain Hausdorff dimension lower
bounds for ‘limsup type’ sets which arise in Diophantine approximation are the reg-
ular systems of Baker and Schmidt [5]. This construction has been generalized to
study cuspidal excursions of geodesics in hyperbolic manifolds by Melidn and Pes-
tana [41] in relation with Jarnik-Besicovitch theorems in the plane. One of our main
innovations is to generalize the aforementioned work to allow for arbitrary open sets.

3.1. Generalized Jarnik-Besicovitch. Let X be a countable set and let (A, d, u)
be a locally-compact metric space with a D-Ahlfors regular probability measure p
for D > 0. Let F': X — P(A) be a subset-valued map. Then the set

Ep = {f e A | J infinitely many x € X such that £ € F(x)}

will be called F-approximable. In the classical situation X is a subset of a group

acting on the space A by homeomorphisms and the sets F(x) are balls, for many

applications however they will be more complicated sets (see Theorem and [.0]).
We will now prove a general Jarnik-Besicovitch theorem. Let

Dir : X — P(A)
be a (Dirichlet) function such that x € X, Dir(z) is a ball and,
(1) lim, rad(Dir(y)) — 0 (along every distinct sequence in X)
(2) A= Ep;r
(3) rad(Dir(x)) <1 for each z € X.

We will call the balls Dir(x) Dirichlet balls. Note the third property is not a real
restriction, as the previous two properties always allow for modifying the set X
suitably, so that we get a system where the third property also holds. Nevertheless,
we include it in the definition of Dir for ease of exposition.
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Let
F:X —P(A)
be a (Jarnik-Besicovitch) function such that F'(z) C Dir(z) are open sets in A. The
Hausdorfl dimension of Er can be obtained in terms of the numbers introduced

below which depend only on functions Dir, F' and the exponent of regularity of u,
D. For x € X write

there is a finite collection of mutually disjoint balls {B;};
oy :=inf { @ > 1 | such that for all i, center(B;) € F(z),

rad(B;) = rad(Dir(x))°, 1 - p(F(2)) < ¥, n(By) < p(F(x))

i - (o JEEEDL ),

log(p(Dir(x)))
Since p is a finite D-regular measure, o, is well-defined. Indeed, to check this, one
picks a compact subset of F'(z), close to it in measure, and applies the 5r-covering
theorem to a suitable collection of balls covering this compact set. We think of S,

roughly, as a measure of how ‘far’ F'(z) is from being a ball, indeed, it is zero when
F(z) is a ball. Set

and

ap = limsup ay, ﬁF := liminf 3;, ap = liminf oy, Bp = limsup Bp.
T — x x

Next for k € R, for each { € A consider the element Bg in Dir(X) of maximal
radius containing &, such that the radius is bounded above by 1/k. Call such a ball
k-maximal. Let B C A be a ball and consider any such cover B = U&e 4 Be. For
0<c<1,keN,and B C A, a ball, a collection of Dirichlet balls {Bg, }; contained
in B is (¢, k)-admissible if:

(1) Be, = B(&,rad(Bg,)) are ck-maximal balls with & € B,

(2) U&GB B, C %B7

(3) 1/ck > rad(B,),

(4) en(B) < u(U; Be,)-
Note that for ¢ small enough and k large enough, a (¢, k)-admissible collection of
Dirichlet balls exists: one first obtains a finite cover of, say iF by Dirichlet balls
and then applies the 5r-covering theorem, to get a disjoint subcollection. Next, for

a (c, k)-admissible collection {Bg,};, write w,(j) for the minimal element in N, such

that 1/ck > rad(Bg,) > C/kf‘“l(f), for each &;. Note that

sup wg) < 00,
i

since the collection {¢;}; is finite.

Write ()
B) —infdw > 1|@=supjw,, where {Be };
wi(c, B) mn {w - is a (¢, k)-admissible collection ’
and set

w(e, B) = limsup wg(c, B).
k
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Set

w(c) = sup{w(c, B) | Bis a ball in A},
and

w= é1>1£ w(c).

Note that @ only depends on Dir and not on F'. In our applications w will fortunately
be rather easy to determine.

Theorem 3.1 (Generalized Jarnik-Besicovitch). Let X be a countable set. Let
(A,d, 1) be a proper metric-measure space. Let a Dirichlet function Dir and a
Jarnik-Besicovitch function F be given. Assume

ﬁF >0, ap < ©
and there exists 0 < ¢ <1 such that
w(c) < oo.
Then, for o/ >ap, ' < B, and W' > w(e),
HE (Ep N B) > (o) diam(B)?
where d' = % . (BIQL,D> for any ball B C A. Moreover,
1 (ﬁﬂ b

w

Br+ D

aF

- > < dimy(Er) <
afp

Proof. (Lower bound.)

Step 1. Suppose that B C A is a ball, and k > kp, where kp is the smallest
element in N such that wy (¢, B) < «', for all & > kp. Consider a collection of
ck-maximal balls {B,}; contained in 3B, such that cu(B) < u(U; Be,)- Let B, be
the balls with same centre and radius 2/ck. Applying the 5r-covering theorem to
the collection {Bg, };, we get a disjoint subcollection again denoted { By, }; and write

Fp := {Dir(z;) | center(Bg,) = center(Dir(z;)), 1 <i <ipy}.
Note that )
#FBk > o u(B) - kP,
where C’ is a function of D.
Now we obtain approximations by suitable coverings to the sets in the collection

F(X). First note that there exists a collection of distinct points {§;}; C F(x),
d(&, &) > rad(Dir(z))* such that

H@CUM&WMM@W%

(2

and upto constants depending on D it holds,
p(F (@) & Y u(B(&,rad(Dir(x))*)).



DIOPHANTINE APPROXIMATION AND LARGE INTERSECTIONS 13

Denote by n, the number of balls in the cover and let ﬁ} be such that

log(ng) = B, log <m> '

Then an elementary computation reveals

liminf 8, = lim inf ﬁ}
Write
IZ‘ — {B(S’La rad(Dir(m))ax )}27

for the disjoint collection obtained above. We will call the collections {Z,},cx F-
colonies below.

Write
A B(¢',rad(Dir(x))*) € I,
fB,k = B(fl,TB,k) Dzr(az) S fB,lm
rp,, = min{rad(Dir(x))* /2,1/4ck}
and

By, := inf{f, | rad(Dir(z)) < 1/k}.

Construct a subcollection Fp , from F B,k by choosing kP balls in F B,k correspond-
ing to Z, for each Dir(x) € Fpyj. Then the collection Fp, satisfies the following
properties.

(1) U{B'| B' € Fpx} C B,
= - . B B.k, where C > (0 1s a constant depending only on

(2) & pu(B)- kPP < #Fpk, where C >0 i depending only on D
and

(3) If B/, B" € Fpy, B’ is a concentric to a ball B’ € Z(x) and B" is concentric
to a ball B” € Z(y) with = # y, then

dist(B', B") > 1/2ck,
where we abbreviate wg/(c, B) as wg.

Step 2. We will obtain a constant 0 < C' < 1 depending only on D such that if
for any closed ball B C A and any collection of open sets {U;};, if

Z diam(U;)? < C - rad(B)?,

then {U;}; can not cover Ep. A point in Er which does not lie in | J; U; will be ob-
tained as the intersection of a nested sequence of closed sets constructed inductively.
First for k£ € N, let us set

ay = sup{a, | rad(Dir(z)) < 1/k}.

Now, start by writing Vy := B, Jy = {B}, ko := kp and [y := C’%/k’o. Suppose
Vo, Vi, ..., V; have been defined and satisfy for 1 < 5 <14

—a'wy,, 1
D) L=k 7 pVim)

,wk
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(2) kj satisfies
—o'wyr . 1 - W .
b (Vi) <y
(3) V; = {B | B € J;} is a finite union of disjoint balls concentric to balls in
F-colonies, and of radius [;, such that
1 D+p,
#Jjz ko p(Vin),
where c¢ is a constant depending only on vr.
(4) For B’ # B” in the collection J; above coming from distinct F-colonies,

1
ist(B',B") > —.
dist(B’, B") > 2"
(5) ij NU, = 0 if lj < dlam(Ur) < lj—l-
D+,
6) u(v;)>c- l]D -k, e - 1(Vj—1) where ¢ depends only on D.

where 0 < C < 1 is the number to be specified below. Then V;, is constructed in
the following way. Let k; 1 > k; + 1, ki1 > kg, for all B’ € J;, be a number large
enough that oy, < o, Br,., > 0, wi,, <&, kiy1 > 8/1; and

—a'wy,

. _ 1 —Of. WE.
+1 +1 +1
kl+1 ¢ * M(‘/z) d’ < kl-i—l ¢ ¢ .

Define )
—a'wy,. 1
ll—l—l = 5 . k:,l_,’_l kiy1 . ﬂ(‘/z) .
Given B’ € J;, use Step 1 to obtain the collection of balls Fp ... Let J/,; be
collection of all such balls coming from each B’ € J; with same centres but the

smaller radius 2l;41. Consider the collection
ui+1 = {UT | li+1 < diam(Ur) < ll}

Then apply Lemma 2.3 of [41] as in [41] (which only uses Ahlfors-regularity) to
the collection of open sets U; ;1 and a collection Bj,; of balls obtained by choosing
exactly one ball corresponding to an F-colony contributing to the collection J 11
whenever such a ball intersects with a set of the collection ;1 in a ball of radius
greater than l;11. Note that distinct such balls are at least (1/2k;11)-apart. Then
we get the bound
d/
— - 1 /
#B,<C-C-kB,-(—) 1P,
ko J

Then by induction hypothesis (6),

= A& .D —d
#Bi <C-Ckipy -1
Then, by induction hypothesis (1),

#B,1 <C-C k-
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where C depends only on D. Let B;y; be the collection of all balls in J; 11 which
intersects a set in U;y1 in a ball of radius greater than ;1. Since each Dir-colony

. Br;
contributes at most kif’l“ balls, we have that

BBy <T Ok (V).

Note that by properties of the collections Fp ;. we also have that

1 D+py,
#t7i/+1 > o k}'+1 i (Vi)
Now, C is chosen small enough depending only on D such that

1 D4py,
#(T1 \ Big1) > ~Fip (V).

Define ;41 to be the collection of balls which are concentric to the balls in 7/ 1 \Bit1
and have radius [;41. Set

Vier = J{B'| B' € i1}

This finishes the induction step. This also shows that the intersection (), V; C Ep
is disjoint from the union |J; U; and thus the lower bound holds.

(Upper bound.)
For k € N, write
o, = inf{a, | rad(Dir(z)) < 1/2F},

For any o < ap, " > B, and set d” := (BI:Z > Choose kg large enough so that

for all k > ko, aj, > o and §;, < 8”. Now fix k > ko. It suffices to show that given
0<6<1/2k, forall &’ > 2%

[e)

Hg/(EF) _ O(éa//du_D_ﬁ//)‘

Let 0 < § < 1/2% be fixed now and let 49 € N be smallest such that 1/2% <
d. Next, given ¢ € Ep, choose xgo) such that Dir(:ngo)) has maximal diameter

constrained to the conditions £ € F (méio)) and rad(Dir(:ngo))) < 1/2%.
Then define

02|~

1 i
Si = {f € Er | D= rad(Dz’r(a:é ")) <

Note that

s

=10
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Apply the 5r-covering theorem to the collection {Dir(xéio))}gesi, to obtain a
countable disjoint subcollection of balls S; such that

S; C U F(méio)) C U 5B.
§ES; Bes;
Apply again the covering theorem to
UreheU U B
£eS; £eS; Bel (ig)
Te
where Im(io) are defined in the proof of the dimension lower bound above, to obtain
¢
an atmost countable collection of points & € S; such that

sic U F(azgo)) <y U sB

£eS; §esS; Be Iz(io)
&

Note further that a volume comparison argument provides that for each &, the set

Ni={Bes |55 (1 ( |J 5B)#0}

B e Iz(io)
&

satisfies
L<#N <C,
where C' is an absolute constant depending only on regularity of u.
Then

" 1
H%(Si)g; > ST

Be Ix(io)
&

|
§ : i3]
S 2 2Za;d//
!

< Z i =a"d") " (gince i > ko)
l

1 ol "
<& Z 9UB"=a"d") by the estimate on #N))
S;
< g . 2i'(5//_a//d//+D)
— O Y

where the last inequality followed from #S; < C’- 2P which uses the regularity of
u and disjointedness of the elements of S;. Thus,

0o

dll i-(ﬁ"—a”d"-ﬁ-D)

Er) < E 2 .
,H% ( F) =

=10

The claim follows. O
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Remark 3.2. We have the following remarks on the previous theorem.

(1) For a similar statement in R™ with the Lebesgue measure, giving a Hausdorff
lower bound in terms of Riesz energies, see Persson [4§].

(2) In case A = Ep;, the existence of admissible (¢, k) covers follows by defini-
tion, for some 0 < ¢ < 1 and k € N, as noted above. However, note that
w(A\ Epi) = 0 with the assumption @W(c) < oo for some 0 < ¢ < 1 also
provides such covers and is sufficient for the proof to work.

(3) One can modify the above method to generalise to the case where the Dirich-
let cover is given in terms of more general open sets with some regularity
condition to get a slightly more general Jarnik-Besicovitch statement. As
mentioned before, this circle of problems has attracted attention recently.

(4) In our applications we always have @ = 1.

3.2. Large intersections. Consider a compact metric space A as above with a
dyadic decomposition D.
Let s > 0 be given. We define first the class

o Eis Gs and HE (F N Q) > ¢ diam(Q)*
gs'_{ECA for some ¢ > 0, for all QQ € D ’

The limsup sets we will study in this paper will belong to such a collection G, for
suitable s. In this section we prove a version of Falconer’s large intersection property
from [22] for Gs.

Definition 3.3 (Parent). Let F C A. By a parent of F', we mean a set Q) € D
which is a minimal (with respect to diameter) for sets of D containing F. We denote
it by F.

Theorem 3.4. If E € G for some 0 < s < D, then we have for all t € [0,s) and
U C A open that,

H(EAU) > d;#gj))_t 3)

Proof. Note that to estimate the left hand side of inequality (3]), it suffices to consider

coverings by closed sets. Let Z = {E;}; be a covering of FF NU by closed sets. We

wish to bound from below the sum Y diam(FE;)!. We may assume without loss of
pA

generality that diam(E;) < diam(U).
Set r > 0, be such that
r =« -diam(U),
and
Iy :=A{E; € T :diam(E;) > r},
where 0 < a = a(Q, s,t) < 1 will be specified later.
Let W/, be a Whitney decomposition (see Definition 2.I0) of the open set

U, := U\UEZ-,
Lo

for some A > 10 (note that this exists in the case Z, = () because U # 0X).
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For every Q € W, for which there exists E' € T \ Zy, such that a parent E’ of
B(E',1|F'|) contains @, we replace Q by £’ in the collection W), and call the new

collectlon W,.
Note that Z, U W, is a cover for U. Also note that if Q@ € W, (W, then for

E' € T\ T, such that E'(Q # (), we have
1
diam(Q) > §diam(E').
Moreover, if Q,Q" € W, (W, are such that Q' E' # 0 # Q| E’ for some E' €
I\ Z,, then

d(Q',0U,) < d(Q, Q) +d(Q,dU).
Then by Definition 2.10] and Lemma [2.9] there exists a constant M such that

#{Q e Wa [ YWa: Q[ E' # 0} < M.

Z diam(F;)! = Z diam(E;)" + Z diam(F;)"
T Ta

T\Za
> diam(U)"™* Zdlam + (adiam(U))"~* Z diam(E
T\Za

> diam (U t s Z diam(E

1 1 . t—s . n
+ 5 C—s(oz - diam(U)) Z diam(E;)
Wa \WY,

+%. M(a~diam(U))t_s Z Z diam(E

QEWuNW), E; €T\ 1o

1
t—s . s . t—s .
> diam(U) Z diam(E;)® + %(a - diam(U)) Z diam(Q)
Za QEWa
> diam(U)"™* Z diam(Q)*
Lo UWa
H3(U)
~— diam(U)s—t’

for o« > 0 small enough (which can be suitably chosen since ¢ < s).
O

Lemma 3.5. For Q € D, H: (Q) =~ diam(Q)*, for s € [0,D). The comparability
constants depend only on s.
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Proof. Let {E;}; be a covering of Q. Let {Q;}; C D be the collection of respective
parents. Then,

zj: diam(E;)® > é : zi:diam(Qi)s _ é . Ei:diam(Qi)D - diam(Q;)™P
= ci D Q) - diam(Q) 7P = C; Q) - diam(Q)*™P (4)

> - diam(Q)
gives the claim. O
Remark 3.6. Note that Lemma [B.4] and imply that G5 C G; for 0 <t < s.
Definition 3.7. We define for each t > 0,

HE (F) := sup HS (F),
slt

for every F' C A.

Below we define a version of the increasing sets property suitable to our situation.
For details see for example Rogers [50] or Howroyd [33].

Definition 3.8 (Increasing sets property). An outer measure m satisfies the in-
creasing sets property if for any collection {F;}; of nested increasing sets we have

that
m (U E) = limm(F;).

Remark 3.9. The set function 7:[';0 is an outer measure. It is bounded from above by
H!. (up to a constant depending on the diameter of A; if diam(A4) < 1, the constant
can be taken to be one). It satisfies the aforementioned version of the increasing
sets property; see for example Howroyd [33] (page 29, Corollary 8.2).

Lemma 3.10. Given 0 < s < D and E € G, for allt € [0,s) we have
HL (ENU)=H (U).

Proof. Tt is clear that HL (ENU) < HL (U). For the other inequality we note that
for s > t, and any s > s’ > t,

: / H, (U)
LENU)>HL(ENU) > —2
RL(ENU) = HL(ENU) > o=
where the third inequality is Lemma B4l The claim follows by taking the limit of
supremums as s | t. O

Definition 3.11 (Metrically dense). Let ¢ > 0. A set F' C A is called t-metrically
dense if for each open set U C X open,

HL(FNU)=H (U).
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We are now ready for

Lemma 3.12. For allt € (0, D) the following holds. Let {F;}ien be a collection of
t-metrically dense Gs. Let U be an open set. Then

Hee (ﬂﬂ- a U) 2 HE(U).
It follows that when for Q € D, Z

Hi <ﬂm N Q) 2 Mo (Q),
and Z

i, <ﬂE m U) )

Proof. The proof follows Falconer’s argument in Lemma 4 of [22]. First assume that
F; are a sequence of decreasing open sets. Fix € > 0 small. Set Uy := U. Then there
exists a collection of numbers ¢; such that

U; .= {J} eF,NU;_1: d(m,(‘)(E N Ui—l)) > ei},
for ¢ > 1 satisfy
He(Us) > HE(U) — €,
for all 4. B B R
Observe that U; C F; NU. Let {E;}; be a covering of (), U;. Then {Int(E})}; is
an open covering of (), U;. There exists k such that Uy C |J; Int(E;). Thus

Z diam(E;)" > Zdiam(Ej)S > HE(Uy) > HE(U) — 2,

for s > t small enough. The claim follows by taking infimum over all such coverings
of (N, U; and letting € go to zero.

The second inequality follows from Lemma and the continuity of the expo-
nential function. The third equality follows from Lemma B0 and the previous
inequalities in the claim. The general case follows as argued in Lemma 4 of [22]. O

We have thus proved the following theorem.

Theorem 3.13 (Large intersection property). Let (A, d, ) be a proper, D-Ahlfors
reqular metric space, with a dyadic decomposition D. Let 0 < s < D. Let F° be a
collection of G sets. The following are equivalent.

(1) For each E € F*, and each 0 <t < s and Q € D, it holds
HL(ENQ) > ¢, e M5 (Q),

for some c;.p > 0.
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(2) For each countable collection {E;}; C F*, and each 0 <t < s and U C 0X
open such that U has a Whitney decomposition,

i, <m BN U) )

In the case A is compact, the result follows from Lemma 312 The result holds
when A is proper as A can be exhausted by compact subsets with corresponding
dyadic decompositions.

Remark 3.14. We note that:

(1) It is clear that if E' € G°, then dimy(E) > s.
(2) It also holds that for each E € G*, each 0 <t < s and U C A open,

Heo(ENU) > ¢ gH(U),

for some 627 g > 0. To see this one compares a given covering of £ N U with
the Whitney decomposition of U as in Lemma[3.4l We do not present details
as we do not require this later.

3.3. A Borel-Cantelli lemma. We have the following version of the classical
Borel-Cantelli lemma tailored for our applications.

Lemma 3.15 (Borel-Cantelli). Let X be a countable set. Let (A, d,u) be a proper
metric space, with a D-regqular probability measure p. Let Dir : X — P(A) be a
function, such that there exist a > 1 and b > 1 for which

(1) Dir(z) is a ball of radius bounded by a.
(2) t-emP <#{zeX|Ll.e <radDir(z)) <a-e ™} <b-e"P, and

. . . 1 —
(3) given a point § € A, at most b of the balls corresponding to {x € X | -e™" <
rad(Dir(x)) < a-e "} contain it.

(4) u(X) < CAu(Dir(z)) |z € X, ¢ e < rad(Dir(x)) < a-e"} < bu(X).
Let F : X — P(A) be a function such that F(x) C Dir(xz) and with the notation
iz := —log(rad(Dir(z)))),
we have that
(1) F(z) = Upgez, B, is a union of balls in A, where

(2) 1 celie) < HT < c-elia) | and
(3) 1. e~llateli)) < pad(B) < ¢ e~(atele)) | for all B € T,

where ¢ > 1 and n, ¢ : [0,00) — R, are positive Lipschitz functions. The set Ep
then has measure zero if

/ o~ (e()D-n(®) g
1
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converges. Moreover, if given £ € A and x € X, at most ¢ balls of F(x) contain x,
then the set Er has positive measure if

/ o~ (e(D-n(®) g
1

diverges.

Proof. Write
A = U U B.
z:iz€(k—log(a),k+log(a)) BEL,
Then
Er = limsup 4;.

It is clear since f is Lipschitz that convergence of the integral implies that Er has
ZEero measure.

For the second claim, we show that a suitable subsequence of A;’s are quasi-
independent. Let ¢, € N be such that ¢ + f(i) < j. Then given a ball B lying in
A;, the number of balls making A; intersecting it is bounded above by (a constant
multiple of)

ed) . o= (ite(@)-D | i-D.
Thus
(AN A)) < e"0) . = (He@)Dei D o=(HeG)-D g A < (A (A,

and the unstated constants in above inequalities depend only on a, b, ¢ and ¢’. It
follows that Er has positive measure when the integral diverges. The convergence
case is a standard application of the Borel-Cantelli lemma and the construction. [

3.4. Summary. We summarise the dimension results of this section in the following
theorem.

Theorem 3.16. Let (A, d, i) be a proper metric-measure space with the D-Ahlfors
regular measure pu, and X be a countable set.
Assume given a function Dir : X — P(A), where Dir(z) are balls with rad(Dir(z))
accumulating at zero, and the Dirichlet type statement
A = limsup Dir(z).
zeX
(1) Given any other function F' : X — P(A) such that F(x) C Dir(x) are
open for all x € X, a Hausdorff-dimension lower bound dr for the Jarnik-
Besicovitch set

Ep = limsup F(z)
reX

can be obtained (in terms of the asymptotic behaviour of F), as well as the
density condition

HL(BrNU) =HL(U)
for any 0 < d < dr and open set U C A, whenever drp > 0, where 7:[20 s a
suitable modification of the d-Hausdorff content.
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(2) If F = {F;}; is a (countable) sequence of functions such that F;(z) C Dir(x)
are open for all x € X, then

dimH <ﬂ EF1> = indei = d]:.
The Liouville set Ex := (), EF, also satisfies

H(Er nU) =HL(U),

forany 0 < d < dr ifdr > 0. Ifdr =0, but dp, > 0 for all i, the same
holds for d =0 (by the Baire-category theorem,).

4. SHRINKING TARGETS AND SPIRAL TRAPS

This section is devoted to establishing fine logarithm law type results for geodesics
in negative curvature, especially Hausdorff dimension results for ‘spiraling’ phenom-
ena.

Definition 4.1. Let X be a CAT(—1) space and X its compactification with Gro-
mov’s boundary. Let I' be a discrete group of isometries of X acting properly on
X. We will say the I" action on X has property (i), i € {1,2,3,4}, if it satisfies
respectively

(1) The action of I" on 90X equipped with the corresponding Patterson-Sullivan
density is ergodic.

(2) The orbit counting estimates ({l) and (2] from §2.6] hold.

(3) The convex hull of the limit set Ar in X admits a cocompact, proper group
action by a discrete subgroup of isometries (not necessarily T').

(4) Ar = 0X, where Ar is the limit set of an orbit of I" in X.

By the convex hull of a set £ C 0X, we mean the convex hull in X of the union
of all geodesic lines with their end points in E.

4.1. The unit tangent space at a point and the visual boundary. We de-
note by SM the unit tangent bundle of M and by SM,, the fiber over xzy. The
unit tangent sphere SM,, is equipped with the visual metric dz, (see §2.5]) by its
identification to the visual boundary and with the Patterson-Sullivan measure cor-
responding to 71 (M), for a chosen lift o of zp in M. This metric-measure structure
is better suited for studying the asymptotic properties of geodesics in variable cur-
vature.

4.2. Zero-one laws. We now consider spiraling of long geodesic pieces into fixed
neighbourhoods of a fixed closed, totally geodesic submanifold, a phenomenon we
refer to as a spiral trap. This theorem, namely Theorem [4.2]is due to Hersonsky and
Paulin (Theorem 4.6 in [28]). We provide a different argument where we apply the
results of §8l We will also use part of the argument later for Hausdorff dimension
computations.
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Theorem 4.2. Let e > 0 be fived. Let M be a manifold of pinched negative sectional
curvature —a®> < k < —1, a > 1, such that the covering action of I' := w1 (M) on
the convex hull of Ar in M has properties (1) and (2). Let N be a compact, convex
submanifold such that Ty := 7 (N) — T is injective, and 'y is a non-trivial
subgroup of I', such that vr, < vr. Let f be a positive Lipschitz function. Let
xg € M. Then the set

Yoltn, tn + f(tn)) C B(N,e€)

has full (resp. zero) measure if the integral

/ o~ DEr =) gt
1

E}i, = {v € SMy,

3 positive times t, — oo such that}

diverges (resp. converges), where I' := w1 (M) and =y, is the geodesic at xo at time
zero with direction v.

Proof. Convergence. Let Fj; be a fundamental domain for the action of I' :=
w1 (M) on M. Let g and Ny be the components of preimages of xy and N inter-
secting Fjs non-trivially. In this proof and below we will use the abbreviations

pg = p(Zo, gZo)
and
N, := gNo,
where g € I
First let 4, be the lift of the geodesic corresponding to a direction v € E]J:, starting

at Zo. Let t, — oo be a sequence of times and ¢/, € I" be a sequence of isometries
such that

ﬁv(tna tn + f(tn)) C B(g;’LN()? E)'
Let zp be the nearest point projection from Zg to the fundamentNal domain Fy C Ng
of N in Fys. Let g/, be in the coset [g,] of I'/T'y (where Stab(ONg) =: 'y ~ 71 (N))
so that g), = gphy,, for some h,, € T'y, where g, is such that

p(Zo, gn20) = dist;(Zo, gnI'N20)

Then we have that

dis‘cﬁ(:}’v(tn + f(tn)), gnl'n(20)) S Ao (tn + f(tn)), gnhnzo) < ¢ (5)

(where ¢ is a positive depending on data). Write & fo; the endeoint of the ge-
odesic ray 7,. Then there exists a point &9/ ¢ ONy, C OM in the shadow
SNM (gn 20, BNg (gnhnzo, RN)) for some R > 0 depending on data such that (since

n

the triangle [¢, &g, £97] is a-fat)
dio (€, 697 < cpe=n TS tn), (6)

where By (-,-) and S X, (,) are respectively used to denote balls in N, and
shadows in the boundary of the embedded space Ngn C M of balls in Ngn. The last
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inequality holds because g, zq is dps-close to Yggnn, (Which follows from the convexity
of N and by hyperbolicity of M ).

Let z, be a nearest point from 7,(t, + f(t,)) to the geodesic ¢ 4, ... Then the
CAT(—1) inequality applied to the triangle [z¢, &, gnzo] gives

P(Fo(tn + f(tn)), 2n) < cu, (7)
where ¢; depends on the data (which follows by noting from hyperbolicity that
dist5(gn20, Veonnn ) is bounded above, by thin-ness of the triangle [€, 0, £97Mn] and
using the triangle inequality).

By ([B) and (1), we get
[)(Zn,gnhnZ(]) <c3
where c3 is a positive depending on data and thus (since the triangle [¢, g, 20, §g”h”]
is a-fat)

dg, = (&, €9"") < cqpe™ P, (8)
where dg,, ., is the visual metric on OM from basepoint gy, 2o.

Let hl, € Ty be such that g,hl zo is a nearest orbit point for 4,(¢,). Then from
®. dg, = (§7§g7lh7l) < 046_(Ph/n+(Phn_Ph/n)) < 056—(0;/”-irf(Pgnh/n))7 (9)

where c¢5 is a constant depending only on data.

Therefore we have that
E]]:[ C lim sup {Bgzo (777 656_(ph+f(pgh))) [9] © F/FN, 5 © FN’ }

1 € S(gz0, Bn(ghzo, Ry)) N ON,

where By (-,-) is used to denote a ball in the embedded space 8Ng C OM with
visual metric dg.,.
Applying the 5r-covering theorem to the collection

{Bgzo (n, cse”Pr 0oy |y € S(gzg, By (ghzo, RN))([ ) 5Ng} :

we get a finite collection { By, (n;, cse™(PrHF(Par)))} of disjoint balls such that con-
centric balls with five times the radius of the balls in the collection, cover the original
collection. By Ahlfors regularity (in the metric space ON, ), we know that the number
of balls in this subcollection lies between constant positive multiples of ef(Pgn)vry
Call the set of centres Jg,. Note then that a finite number of balls centred at 7;
of radius cye~(Pontf(Pan)) (in the metric dz,) for large enough ¢; depending only on
data, with varying g and h (using a compactness argument giving an upper bound
on the number of lifts N, which intersect with a ball centred at gi), cover E]{, (see

@), that is
E]J:, C lim sup {B;;;O(n,cw_(pﬁf(pg))) gel',n € jg}

where 7; are the centres (up to a constant at most e/ (?9)'ry many) obtained from the
covering theorem. Now it follows using the fact that f is Lipschitz and Lemma [3.15]
that if the integral in the statement of the claim converges, then E}i, has measure
zero. Note that Lemma applies because the points of n; are uniformly radial
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limit points (so the volumes of small balls centred around them can be computed
by the shadow lemma).

Divergence. Let {9 € S(g, R) ﬂ@Ng. There exists a positive number cg > 0
large enough depending only on data (and €) (by 1-thinness of [£,, 24, g20]) such that
for t > t, := py + cg we have

Ploes (1), Ny) < /2. (10)

Now if £ € B(£9, cge~(Patf(P9)))  (for ¢g small enough depending on data and €) then
by 1-thinness of [£, Zg, £9] we have

P(Ve(ty + f(tg))sves (tg + f(tg))) < €/2. (11)
Therefore we have from ([I0) and (II]) that

lim sup {Bjo(gg,cloe‘(pﬁf(pg))) gel, g9 e S(g,R) ﬂ@Ng} C E]]:,

where cjg depends only on data and e. By a 5r-covering argument with gzg as
the base point for the visual metric, we can find a disjoint collection of balls
{B(¢7, croe~ Potf(Pa))} for varying g, which form a limsup set contained in E]{, to
which Lemma is applied. In the divergence case, the argument in the proof of
Theorem 5.1 (page 821) of [30], can be used to see that the measure of Ey,, is one
when the integral diverges. ([l

Remark 4.3. In Theorem we do not use the smooth structure of manifolds and
the method works in the generality of CAT(—1) spaces (see Theorem 5.3, [28§]).

We now move on to a shrinking target problem for geodesics around totally geo-
desic submanifolds. This kind of theorem was first proved by Maucourant [40] where
he proved a shrinking target theorem for geodesics approximating a point in a finite
volume, not necessarily compact, hyperbolic manifold. In particular, Theorem
below generalises it and a theorem of Aravinda, Hersonsky and Paulin (cf. Theorem
A.3 in the appendix to [28]). Our methods also apply to cuspidal excursions, see
section

We need a lemma first. Recall the definition of trails of sets from §2.61

Lemma 4.4 (Counting cosets). Let (X, p) be a CAT(—1) geodesic metric space and
I" be a discrete group of isometries acting properly on X. Assume property (2) for
the action of T' on X. Let I'n be a (non-trivial) subgroup of I' acting on X also
with property (2) and Ny the convez-hull of its limit set ApN in X. Assume that Ny
is non-empty. Suppose vr, < vr. Let 29 € X. Let {N }ZENU{O} be the I'-orbit of
No Let z; be the nearest point projections from Zo to N;. Let g; € T be such that
N; = ¢;:No and
p(giTo, 2:) = min{p(g'T0, ) | g' € g:Tn}-
Write
N ={(2i,9i) bien C X x I.
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Then for each hy € T, L > 0, there exists ko = ko(ho, L, X) >1,R = R(T'y,T", X) >
0 such that for all k € N, k > ko,

(1) We have
#{(z1,9:) | i € (0, B(hoo, L)) [ ) (B(&o, (k + 1)R) \ B(&o, kR))}
~ iz (S (0, B(hoio, L)))e" * 7,
In particular,
#{(2i,9) | z € B(&o, (k+ 1)R) \ B(Zo, kR)} ~ 'k E,

(2) Moreover, if ' acts cocompactly, and Ty convex-cocompactly, there exists
C = C(X) > 0 such that for all z € B(Zo,(k+1)R)\ B(Zo, kR), there exists
(2i,9:) € N such that

p(giZo,2) < C.

The previous lemma says that the number of translates of Ny with their ‘tops’
or nearest points (to a fixed center, Zyp € X here) lying in a bounded annulus
centered at T at distance r from Zg is O(e"*T). Such a statement for horospheres
was used by Sullivan in the context of geodesic excursions to cusps and Diophantine
approximation by parabolic fixed points, see [54], [4I]. The second assertion of the
lemma is a direct geometric consequence of the cocompactness of the action and
convexity of V.

Proof. Towards the proof of (2), write for each k € N,
N ={(z2i,9:)) € N'| z; € B(Zo,kR)}.
Now fix k € N and fix g € I, such that
9Zo € B(Zo, (k+ 1)R) \ B(Zo, (k+1/2)R)

and there is ¢ € N, such that g € ¢;I'y, where (2;,¢9;) € Ni. Let z, be the nearest
point projection of gZg on g]\70. Note that in this case I'Tg is an Ry-net, for some
Ry > 0 (that is M is in an Ry neighbourhood of I'Zg).

Let ¢’ € I' be any other such isometry, that is ¢’ € g;T'y,

%0 € B(Zo, (k+1)R)\ B(Zo, (k+1/2)R)

and (2;,9j) € Nj. Define zy similarly to z,, that is, it is the nearest point projection
of ¢'Z on ¢ Np.

Write

g = Yzizg (00), 5; = Vzjzy (00).

Consider the geodesic triangle [Zo,&y,&,]. Note that it follows from the CAT(—1)
inequality that for any € > 0, a large enough R > 0 may be chosen, so that

dists (Vze, (KR + R/4), ’yzizg) <,

and
diStﬁ (7560{9/ (kR + R/4)7 szzg/) <e.
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Let wy and wy be the nearest point projections of vz, (kR + R/4) on .., and of
Vaot, (kR + R/4) on 7, 2y respectively. We apply this observation, along with the
fact that there exists a constant 0 < C' = C’'(T'y, X), such that
plwg, wy) > C',
to deduce that
ﬁ(’yfoﬁg (kR + R/4)7 ’Yioﬁg/ (kR + R/4)) > C,/27
and thus R can be chosen large enough that
P(Vaog, (KR + R/2),Vi0¢,, (KR + R/2)) = 100 - Ro.
From this we deduce that
min{p(zy, z¢), p(9Z0,9'T0)} > 50 - Ry.
We will now use the inequality above to obtain the claim.
Now, let z € B(Zo, (k+ 1)R) \ B(Zo, (k+ 1/2)R), there exists an isometry h € T,
such that
ﬁ(hfo,z) < R().
Let [ € N be such that h € g)'y, and (z;,g1) € S. If (21, 9;) ¢ Nk, the second part
of the claim is verified for z. ~Consider the case (z;,91) € Ni. Let zj, be the nearest
point projection of hiy on hNy. There exists C” = C"(T'y, X) such that
ﬁ(hi’(),zh) < C”.

Let up, € X be a point at distance 10R from h]\70 and zj, (picked from the boundary
of a tubular neighbourhood for example). Let A’ € T" be such that

p(W %o, up) < Ry.
Then

p(hio, h'To) < 12Ry,

and thus

p(z, h'To) < 15Ry,
and if m € N is such that b’ € g,,['ny, where (2, 9m) € N, then (zim, gm) ¢ Ni.
This proves (2).

For the proof of (1), first write

Fm ={g €| gito € T(&0, B(hoio, L)) ] (B(do, (m + 1)R) \ B(&o, mR))}.

Then note that given R > 0 (to be determined below) there exists kg = ko(ho, L, R),
such that
c1-i (S(Fo, B(hoio, L)) e ™ < #(Fny1\Fm) < co-pig (S(Fo, B(hodo, L)))e™ ™ F,

for ¢1,co > 0 and m > k.
Let k € N, k > ko + a + 2, for a € N to be fixed shortly. Let m € N such that
ko +a+1<m <k. For g € Fp,, write Z, for the set

{h €T | hig € gl i, hitg € T(&o, B(hoio, L)) (] (B(#o, (k + 1)R) \ B(Zo, kR))}.
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Then for R > 0 chosen large enough,
#Ig < Cge(k—m)R-va )

Note that,
k—a
4T, < Z #(Fma1 \ Fm) 'Cge(k—m)R'”FN
m=ko+1
+#(Fr \{h €T | h € Z,, for some g € Fi_n}),

where the second summand counts the orbits by cosets of 'y, whose corresponding
convex hulls have tops in the annulus B(Zo, kR) \ B(Zo, (k —a)R). Then, for R > 0
large enough,

c1 - o (S(Z0, B(goTo, L)))e" "
k—a
< C2C3 * Uz (S(i‘o, B(goi‘()’ L))) Z emR'UF ' e(k_m)R.vFN
m=ko+1
+#(Fi \{h €T | h € I,, for some g € Fj_q}).

Then for « = a(I", 'y, X) > 0 we have

#(Fr\{h €T | h €1, for some g € Fy_o}) > %Mfco(s(i’o, B(godo, L)))ertr.

This concludes the proof of (1).
O

Theorem 4.5. Let M be a manifold of dimension n with pinched negative sectional
curvature —a® < k < —1, for a > 1, such that the covering action of (M) on M
and M satisfy properties (1), (2), (3) and (4). Let N' be a convex submanifold in
M of dimension 0 < s < n, such that N' C N, where N is a convex submanifold of
positive codimension and the action of w1 (N) on the universal cover of N, NcM
satisfies property (2) and the homomorphism 71 (N) — 71 (M) induced by inclusion
18 non-trivial. Let f be a positive Lipschitz function. Let g € M be fized. Then the
set

E]J:,, = {U € SMy,

3 positive times t,, — oo such that
Yoltn) € B(N', e~ f(tn))
has measure zero if the integral

/ = o~ F®r/a=s) g
1

converges. It has full measure, if the integral

/ o~ )(r—s) gy
1

diverges, where I' := 71 (M) and 7, is the geodesic at xqy at time zero with direction
v. Ifs=n-1, E};, has full measure.
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Proof. Convergence. First consider the case 0 < s <n — 1.
We carry notation from Theorem Then there exists 0 < L < oo such that

diam(Fx: N B(Zg, L)) > min{1, diam(N")},
and
volg, (Fnv N B(Zo, L)) > min{1, vol(N")}.
Let v € E ;. Then there exist times t,, — oo and isometries g, € I' such that
there exist lifts Ny, = ¢,No and points z}, € N, , such that
Fy(tn) € B(al, e ftn))y,

e—f(rgn)

For g, € T', consider the collection of balls {B (v, =) | & € g, F. N} and apply

the 5r-covering theorem to obtain a disjoint subcollection of balls {B(a;g" e~ togn) )} '
J

J> 5
such that
gnFn C UB(m?”,e_f(pg")),
J
where the cardinality of the set of indices j is (within constant multiples) of e/(Pon)s
(for pg, large enough). Write
for the collection of centers of balls in the cover obtained above.
Note that

Fy(tn) € B, e )y ¢ B(x?"’,Cle_f(pQ"»)),
where C7 depends only on the Lipschitz constant of f. Let £ = 4,(c0). Let éjg”
be the end point in the visual boundary of the geodesic ray starting from Zy and
passing through x?”. Then since the triangle [£,, Zo, 5;7”] is a-fat, we have

flpgn)
n - n+—
Ay (€°,€]") < e (ot 2522)

)

where ¢y is a contant depending only on the curvature bounds. Consider the func-
tions

Dirg(g) = B(g#o,diam(S(g, R)))

Ry = | B(gheae (7))

J?ge\yg

and

for g eI

Then the first part of the claim follows by Lemma here one uses property
(3) of the 71 (M) action, by which the Patterson-Sullivan measure of balls in the
limit set of (M), in the visual boundary &M is known by Sullivan’s shadow lemma,
when the limit set of the group is the visual boundary, as in the hypothesis (and
ergodicity ensures that the Patterson-Sullivan densities corresponding to 71 (M) and
a fixed cocompact group of isometries are both constant multiples of a Hausdorff
measure).
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Divergence. For the next part, we use terminology from Lemma {4l The
components of the preimages of N in M are denoted {Ni}iENU{O}7 where Ny is the
component passing through Zy. Recall the collection N from Lemma [£4. Write

Ty :={geTl|(z,9) €N, for somez € M}.
Given g € 'y, for a number k > 1 to be determined below, consider the collection
of balls {B(:E, kel (Po)) | € gFni N B(gio,L)} and apply the 5r-covering theorem

to obtain a disjoint subcollection of balls {B (mf ,5re S (Pg ))} ~such that
J

gFN N B(gj(]vL) - UB($§75K‘6_J£(pg))7
J

where the cardinality of the set of indices j is again (within constant multiples
depending also on ) of e/ (pg)s (for pg large enough). Write

Ty = {wf}j
for the collection of centers of balls in the cover obtained above. We claim that
a k > 1 can be chosen such that the the shadows of the balls B(z?,e~/ (Po)) are
mutually disjoint for z¢ € 7.
Towards the claim, we first observe that the manifold gNy is totally geodesic and

dist(B(a;lg,e‘f(f’g)),B(a;é?,e‘f(f)g))) > 5 - e (Po),
for xf x? . The fact that x; and x; are within a distance bounded by a constant
multiple of L of the point closest to Zy (since g € I'yr) can be used to show that
max{dist;(z1, Vzgz, ), distp(zj, Vigz, )} > (k) - e~ f(pg),

where ¢(k) is a positive, increasing function of . For this consider first the geodesic
line joining z; and z; and denote it vy;4,- Let z;; be the point on 7, ,4,, closest to Zo.
There are essentially two cases to consider; z; < zj; < x;, (where a point to the left
of the inequality comes before the point to the right along v,.4,), and zj < z; < ;.

Let us consider the case zj; < x; < ;. Consider the triangle [Zo,x;, 1], where
y; is a point at distance p(z;;, x;) from z; along vyx;x; on the direction opposite to
that of 2; and a comparison triangle [Z{, z],y;] in H? ,. Note that

p(ziszj1) < L+ 6w,
where 0y is the constant for thinness of traingles in M and consequently,
p(zj1, ) <20+ 6y < CL,
for a constant C' = (L,d0p7) > 0. Let z}l be the point corresponding to zj; in
[Z0), 2], y]]. Since (by CBB(—a?) inequality)
P—a2(Z0, 2) < min{p_a2 (0, 27), p_a2 (20, Y1) },

the point closest to Z, on the geodesic line in H_ 2 joining y; to «; lies in the segment
between them, let us call it w;l, Note that

P—a2 (l‘;,w]'l/) < P—qa2 (m;,yf) < CLa
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where C' = C(L,dp) > 0 and that the geodesic segment from Z{, to w;l meets the
geodesic joining x) to y; perpendicularly. So the interior angle at z; in the triangle
[z, 27, y;] is bounded below, depending only on L (this angle monotonically tends to
zero as x; tends to infinity). Consider next the point x; in the comparison triangle,
corresponding to x;, and the nearest point u; from ZE; to the side in the comparison
triangle joining # to z;. By the angle lower bound at the vertex ], there exists a
constant ¢ = ¢(a, L), such that

P—a2 (a;;, u;) > c(a, L) " P—a? (3397 ‘T;) = C(CL, L) ’ ﬁ(xja xl)‘
Let v; be the point on the geodesic joining Iy to x;, nearest to x;, and v;-, the
corresponding point in [Z(, z},y;]. Then

o (@) 2 paa i),
and hence by the CBB(—a?) inequality again,
dists(z5, Vaoz,) = p(x5,v5) > cla, L) - p(xj,21) > 2¢(a, L) - k - e frg),

The other case is proved arguing similarly, using the curvature lower bound, we omit
the details. The claim follows by choosing k large enough so that 2¢(a, L) - k > 1.
Then we have that

lim sup {B(f;-],c'e_(pﬁf(pg))) gely,je jg} c EL,.

The second part of the claim now follows again from Lemma and an argument
as before which shows that the measure of E]]:,, is in fact one, when it is positive.

Finally we consider the case that s = n — 1. In this case the first integral does
not converge, because

vur = vy < a(n — 1),

where v, is the critical exponent of a discrete group of isometries acting cocompactly
on M. Indeed the first equality follows from properties (1) and (4). The second is
due to results in [52] and [38] (see also [39]). The second integral may or may not
diverge. Nevertheless, the measure is full as we explain next. By Lemmas 4] and
for a fixed L > 0 the limsup set of shadows of balls of radius L centred at orbits
of g by I'ar has positive measure. This set is contained in E]J:,, for any Lipschitz f

by hyperbolicity of M and the fact that N; separate M. Thus the measure of E]]:,,

is positive. This completes the proof.
O

Remark 4.6. We have the following remarks regarding Theorem

(1) The proof showed that for a function f for which the integral diverges, the
geodesic ray in almost every direction hits the target infinitely many times
at an ‘angle’ close to m/2. In fact, in the divergence part of the proof, we
could estimate the sizes of the shadows of only those neighbourhoods of
the preimages of N’, which were hit by the geodesic rays from Zy at such
angles (the corresponding translates of the fundamental domains being the
ones nearest to Zp). Estimating the shadows for this collection of neighbour-
hoods was sufficient for applying the Borel-Cantelli lemma, because there are
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sufficiently many such neighbourhoods: a consequence of the non-triviality
of m1(N) and property (2) of the 7 (M) and 71 (N) actions, via Lemma [£.4]

(2) Since the target is hit by almost every ray, at angles close to 7/2, the geo-
desic ray spends a time proportional to e~/ ® in the e=f® neighbourhood
of the target, at a hitting time ¢ > 0. This can be checked using the lower
curvature bound, with arguments similar to ones used in the proof of The-
orem [4.5] The shrinking target phenomenon is complementary to the spiral
trap phenomenon (where the time spent is much larger than the thickness
of the neighbourhood), in this regard.

(3) We used a volume estimate for the target. Such an estimate only requires
a local Ahlfors regular measure on N’: a measure my+, and ey > 0, such
that for all 0 < € < eyv, and balls B, in N of radius €, my(B.) ~ elim®V),
So, the manifold structure is not essential for such phenomena.

4.3. Dimension estimates. We begin the section by discussing the flat torus.

Example 4.7. Let f(t) := 7t, for some 7 > 0. Consider the flat n-torus. Let A be
the closed geodesic which is the projection of the lines {(k1,...,kn—1,t) |t € R k; €
Z} and consider its e neighbourhood for some e > 0. Then for any other geodesic
in the torus, which is not parallel to A and lying in the € neighbourhood, the spiral
trap problem has no solutions. Indeed, for solutions to exist, f has to be a bounded
function.

Example 4.8. Consider the following shrinking target problem in the 3-torus with
the same function f as above. Let zg be the image under the covering projection of
the origin. A connected component of the preimage of a geodesic passing through
xo will be of the form ¢ — (¢, at, ft) after normalization (ignoring a set of Hausdorff
dimension 1). If the above geodesic is a solution to the exponential shrinking target
problem (that is with f(¢) = 7¢ for some 7 > 0) then it can be seen that there exist
(Pnyqn) € (Z \ {0})? such that

—rlq
a——| <ce |”|,

dn

‘pn

for some absolute constant ¢ > 0 and all n € N. By the Jarnik-Besicovitch theorem,
the possible values of a are a set of Hausdorff dimension zero. Thus the set of
directions along which the geodesics are a solution to the exponential shrinking
target problem is a set of Hausdorff dimension one (cf. Corollary A12]).

Theorem 4.9. Let € > 0 and 7 > 0 be fizred. Let M be a manifold of pinched
negative sectional curvature —a? < k < —1, a > 1, such that the covering action of
w1 (M) on the convex hull of Ay (ar) in M has property (2). Let N be a compact,
convex submanifold and assume 'y := 7 (N) — w1 (M) is injective. Let xog € M.
Then the set

EY = {v € SMy,

3 positive times t,, — oo such that
Yo (tn,tn + Tty) C B(N,¢€)
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has

. vr + T - ur
dZmH(EzTV) = TTN’

where T' := m (M) and -, 1is the geodesic at xo at time zero with direction v.

Proof. The proof follows from Theorem B.J] and (the proof of) Theorem Indeed,
consider the function f(t) = 7¢t. Then for both the limsup sets constructed in the
proof of Theorem[d.2] to approximate E}; from above and below, note that Theorem
3.1 applies with

X=T a4~ e~ (PatTrg) By~ TN TP TG = 1.
Here @ = 1 is because of property (2). d

We now prove a Hausdorff dimension result for the shrinking target problem.
As mentioned earlier, the theorem below was known in the case that M is a closed
manifold and the ‘target’ is a point due to work of Hersonsky and Paulin [26], see also
the work of Velani [57] for an analogous statement in the constant curvature case.
We generalise the aforementioned results to accommodate more general manifolds
M and more general targets N.

Theorem 4.10. Let 7 > 0 be fixred. Let M be a manifold with pinched negative
sectional curvature, —a®> < k < —1, a > 1, and dimension n, such that the covering
action of m (M) on M and M satisfies properties (2), (3) and (4). Let N be a
convez submanifold in M of dimension 0 < s < n, such that the action of w1 (N) on
N C M satisfies property (2) and the homomorphism w1 (N) < m1(M) induced by
inclusion is non-trivial. Then given xqg € M, we have that the set

_ 3 positive times t, — oo such that
En = {U € SMz, Yo(tn) C B(N,Ce~ ) for some C > 0}
has Hausdorff dimension
ur + 7S ur4+T7-8

<dimy(EYy) < ————
1+7 — n(BR) < 1+7/a’
where v, is the geodesic at xg at time zero with direction v.

Proof. The claim again follows from Theorem Bl and the proof of Theorem
Indeed, consider the function f(t) = 7t. Then for the limsup sets constructed in
Theorem .5, to approximate E}; from above and below, the Hausdorff dimensions
can be estimated by Theorem B with

X =Ty, Qg R e_(Pg-i-TPg), ﬁg ~ es'rpg, w=1
in the case of the upper bound and with
X =T, Qg R e—(Pg—i-Tﬁg/a)’ Bg ~ eSTpg’ w=1,

for the lower bound. Here, in both cases @ = 1, by Lemma [£.4] O
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4.4. Large intersections and simultaneous spiraling. Theorem [3.13] applies to
the classes of sets considered in §4.3] We illustrate this with the following theorem.

Theorem 4.11. Let M be a manifold of strict-negative curvature with properties
(2), (3) and (4). Let N; and N} be countable collections of compact, totally geodesic
submanifolds of M. Let xo € M. Let T; be a sequence of positive numbers and ¢ > 0
be given. Then the set of directions

3 positive times tgf ), t;gi) — oo for each i such that
E=qveSMy, %(t,(f),tgf) + 7 S’) C B(Nj, €) and 7, ( ;1(2)) € B(N!, e~ Titn)
for each 1

has

U  dim (N
dimy/(F) > inf min {UM +7i - oN; v+ 73 im () } .
7

I+7 147

If{7;}; is bounded, the dimension lower bound is positive for non-elementary m (M).
We have the following corollary to the previous results.

Corollary 4.12. Let M be a manifold of pinched negative curvature and dimension
n; ' :=m (M) action on M satisfying properties (2) and (3). Let N be a compact,
convex submanifold in M of dimension s, such that 0 < s <n—1 and 7 (N) —
w1 (M) is non trivial. Let xog € M. Fix e > 0.

(1) If1<s<n-—1,

En = {’U S SMmO

3 positive times t, — oo such that
Yo(tn,tn + 7Ttn) C B(N,€) for someT >0
has
dimH(EN) = Ur.
(2) If property (4) is also satisfied,

3 positive times t,, — oo such that }

r_
v = {U € SMzy Yo(tn) C B(N,Ce~ ) for some C > 0 and 7 > 0

has
dlmH(Eg\/) = vr,
where 7, s the geodesic at xg at time zero with direction v. Both Exn and Efv have
Patterson-Sullivan densities zero if 0 < s <n—1. If s = n—1, Ex has again

measure zero, but El has full measure, if property (1) holds (if not, the measure is
still positive).

Proof. The dimension results follow from Theorems A9, 10l and &TT1 The measure
results follow from Theorems and O

Remark 4.13. For any of the dimension results stated above, a smooth manifold
structure is not essential; see remarks [£.3] and
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4.5. The case of cusp excursions. There has been extensive work on the shrink-
ing target problem for cusp excursions following the work of Sullivan. Kleinbock
and Margulis [36] generalised Sullivan’s results to locally symmetric spaces of finite
volume, and also gave a dynamical proof of Khintchine’s theorem. See also [3,4] for
results in the non-Archimedean setting. We would like to point out that the problem
of cusp excursions of geodesics in (variable) negatively curved manifolds also falls
within the framework we have developed in this paper. Namely, one can obtain both
measure and dimension results for cusp excursions. In order to do so, one applies the
analogue of Lemma [4.4] for horospheres, known in the constant negative sectional
curvature case due to the work of Sullivan and Melian and Pestana. To verify such
an analogue in general, one again uses mixing for the geodesic flow with respect
to the Bowen-Margulis measure. Since this result can be obtained by minor and
standard modifications of the arguments in [54] and [41], we omit the details. This
along with a minor modification of Theorem 2.1 in [4I] or Theorem 3.1 in our paper
yields a Jarnik-Besicovitch theorem for cusp excursions. The Borel-Cantelli state-
ment follows from a standard modification of Sullivan’s method. Theorem [B.1] also
yields a Jarnik-Besicovitch theorem for Diophantine approximation on the Heisen-
berg group. Let X = Hf be complex hyperbolic space endowed with the standard
Riemannian metric. Then G = PU(n) is the group of holomorphic isometries of
X. Then 0X \ {oo} can be identified with the Heisenberg group equipped with the
Carnot-Caratheodory distance and the corresponding Hausdorff measure. This is
an Ahlfors regular space. We refer the reader to [29] for background to this problem
and relevant definitions. We have that oo is a parabolic point of I' := PU(n)Z[/—1]
and its orbit is a subset of rational points on the Heisenberg group, so

{€ € 80X | dec (€, g(00)) < e TP for infinitely many g € I'}

corresponds to a Diophantine approximation problem in the Heisenberg group,
where dec is the Carnot-Caratheodory distance and D(g(c0)) is the ‘depth’ of the
‘rational’” geodesic line with end points co and g(co). In [29], the authors prove a
Khintchine type theorem in the Heisenberg group. Applying Theorem B.Il we get
a Jarnik-Besicovitch theorem for the Carnot-Caratheodory distance. See [59], for
another approach to a Jarnik-Besicovitch theorem on the Heisenberg group using
homogeneous dynamics.

As regards the large intersection property in the case of cusp excursions, the
constant negative sectional curvature case follows from the work of Falconer [22].
However, large intersection theorems for cusp excursions in the variable negative
curvature do not directly follow from the work of Falconer. However, Theorem [B.13]
does apply and we get the following theorem:.

Theorem 4.14. Let (X, p) be a CAT(—1) metric space and let T'; be a collection
of discrete subgroups of the isometry group of X such that properties (1), (2) ,(3)
and (4) hold for the action of I'; on X. Assume further that each I'; has nontrivial
parabolic subgroups P;. Let &; be corresponding fized points in (0X, d). Given T > 0,
the set
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E, = ﬂ{f € 0X | d(&, g&) < e TP@0:9%0)  for infinitely manyg € I';}
i
has Hausdorff dimension
147
where vy s the critical exponent of the groups I';.

dimH(ET)

In particular, the Theorem above applies to the situation where G is a rank 1
semisimple Lie group, K is a maximal compact subgroup of G, the I'; are non-
uniform lattices in G and the &; correspond to points at infinity of the finite volume
quotients I';\G/ K.

Similarly, we have a Corollary in the context of Bianchi groups. This result
follows from large intersection property of Falconer in R? and the Hausdorff content
density estimate from [41] for the action (by Mo6bius transformations) of the Bianchi
subgroups I'y on the sphere S? and gives a refinement of the Jarnik-Besicovitch
theorem in this context. Namely, we have

Theorem 4.15. Let {d;}; C N be a (possibly infinite) collection of positive square-
free integers. Let Wh 4,(T) denote the set of points in R? which are T-well approz-
imated by the collection {p/q : p,q € Z[\/—d;|, Ideal(p,q) = Z|\/—d;]}, simultane-
ously for each i. Then W 4,(1) is in G¥7. In particular, dimy(Wa 4, (7)) = 2/7
and the H*'™(Wy 4.(T)) = 0o. Moreover,

dimH (m W2,di (T)) = 2/7’.

)

In the case of the Carnot-Caratheodory metric in the Heisenberg group, there is
again a large intersection property. The following is a consequence of Theorem B.13]

Theorem 4.16. Let {d;}; C N be a (possibly infinite) collection of positive square-
free integers. Let Wy, () denote the set of points in OHE \ {oo} which are T-well
approximated by parabolic fized points of PU(n)Z[\/—d;], simultaneously for each i.

Then,
. 2n + 2
dimy, (ﬂ Wa, (T)> ==

Finally, we note that Theorem .14l applies to the situation when X is a Bruhat-
Tits tree attached to a rank 1 semisimple algebraic group over a local field of char-
acteristic p. The Diophantine problem then becomes one of approximating Laurent
series by ratios of polynomials, and one can formulate the corresponding large in-
tersection problem by considering congruence quotients, or indeed even by taking
quadratic extensions (cf. [25]) as in the the Theorem above. However, we refrain
from spelling out the details because the boundary of the Bruhat-Tits tree admits
net measures and so Falconer’s techniques apply with minor modifications. See
Remark (c) in [22].
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