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On badly approximable vectors

by Renat Akhunzhanov and Nikolay Moshchevitin/]

Motivated by a wonderful paper 7] where a powerful method was introduced, we prove a criterion
for a vector & € R to be a badly approximable vector. Moreover we construct certain examples
which show that a more general version of our criterion is not valid.

1. Badly approximable real numbers and continued fractions.

Let ||x|| = mingez |x —a| denote the distance from a real z to the nearest integer. A real irrational
number « is called badly approximable if

inf > 0.
qle%+q||qa||

It is a well known fact that « is a badly approximable number if and only if the partial quotients in
continued fraction expansion

lag; ar, az, ..., ay, ... = ag + 1 Jagp €L, a; €724, =1,2,3,.. (1)
a; + 1

a, + ...

ag + -+

are bounded, that is

sup a, < 00

v>1
(see, for example Theorem 5F from Chapter I from [I0]). Let us consider the sequence of the best
approximations to «, that is the sequence of integers

G <@ <..<q <Gt <..

such that
llgal] = lgpa — po| < ||qa]|, for all positive integers ¢ < g, .

By Lagrange’s theorem all the best approximations (g, p,) with g, > 1 are just the convergents

Py

p = [CLO; ai, ...,a,,,]
v

for the continued fraction expansion (). For the convergents’ denominators and for the remainders
&, = ||gya|| we have recurrent formulas

Q1 = Q1 Gy + Go1, Sor1 = &1 — A&y

P |:QV+1:| _ |i§1/—1:|
v qu é-y Y

and the following obvious statement is valid.

So by taking integer parts we have
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Proposition 1. An irrational number « is badly approximable if and only if

1
sup Qv+ < 00

vzl Qv

and if and only if

inf Svit > 0.
v>1

v

In the present paper we deal with a generalization of Proposition 1 to simultaneous Diophantine
approximation for several real numbers and to Diophantine approximation for one linear form. In
the next section we recall all the necessary definitions and in Section 3 we formulate our main results.

2. Simultaneous approximation to d numbers and linear forms.

We consider a real vector @ = (ay, ...,aq) € R? such that 1, s, ..., aq are linearly independent
over Z. Vector « is called badly approximable if

inf ¢"/¢ max ||qa,|| > 0 (2)

4€Zy 1<j<d

By the famous Perron-Khintchine’s transference theorem (see Theorem 5B from Chapter IV from
[10]) condition (2) is equivalent to

m:(ml,...,md)EZd\{O} 1<j<d

d
inf (max |mj|) [|micy + ... + mgayq|| > 0. (3)

We consider the best approximation vectors for simultaneous approximation

2y = (quual,uv "’7ad,l/)7 V= 1727 37 ey (4)
satisfying
G <@ <..<G@ <G <..,
& = max |lg,ay]| = max lg,0; — aj, | < max llgayl], Vg <qu,
>8> >6>81> .., (5)

as well as the best approximation vectors in the sense of the linear form
m, = (Mo, M1y, .., May), V=123 .. . (6)
Namely, if we define M, = max;<;<q|m;,|, we have
My <My < ...<M, <M1 <... (7)
At the same time for the values of linear form
L, =|mi o1 + ... + ma,ql| = |mo, + mion + ...+ maaq
the inequalities

L, <|lmioq + ... +mgagl|l, ¥Y(mi,...,mg) € Z*\ {0} with 1II<1a<}il|mj| < M,,
\‘]\



and
Ly >Lo>...>L,> L, > ..

are valid. Basic facts about best approximation vectors can be found for example in [I] and [6]. In
particular, from the Minkowski convex body theorem it follows that

1

qV+1

and

3. Main results.
Our first result is the following criterium of badly approximability.

Theorem 1.  Suppose that aq, ..., a4, 1 are linearly independent over Q. Then the following
three statements are equivalent:
(i) « is badly approxzimable;

.o q; i
(ii) sup; Jq—j_l < 00;

(iii) inf; % > 0.

We prove the implication (ii)==-(i) in Sections 6, 7. A proof of the implication (iii)==-(i) will be
given in Section 8. Here we should note that the implications (i)==-(ii) and (i)==-(iii) are obvious.
Indeed from the definition (2]) and inequality (8) we immediately get

ol 1
qv v+1

for some positive v and so qzﬂ < ~v74, that is (ii). Similarly from (B) we get

v
Lu-l-l 2 Md Vv

v+1

with some positive v and together with (@) this gives

Ll/+1
Z 7,
L, =
and this is (iii).
In fact for badly approximable a we can say something more, by the same argument.

Remark 1. Ifa € R? is badly approxvimable then besides the inequalities (ii) and (iii) the
mequalities

. M.
inf S+t >0, and sup—2t < oo (10)
P& i M

are also valid.

Indeed, we can easily get the first inequality from (I0) by combining inequality &,1 > v/ qiidl and
[®); the second inequality from (I0) can be obtained by combining L, > yM, ¢ and ([{@). However
the converse statements are not true. Our second result is given by the following statement. For



the simplicity reason we formulate and prove this result for two-dimensional case only. However the
construction may be easily generalized to the case of simultaneous approximation to d numbers.

Theorem 2. There exists uncountably many & = (ay, ay) € R? such that
e 1.1,y are linearly independent over Z;

e inf, 5”% > 0y

e «a is not badly approximable.

The idea of the construction from the proof of Theorem 2 is quite simple. It is related to a
construction from our earlier paper [5]. One should construct a vector @ € R? such that the best
approximation vectors to it for long times lie in two-dimensional subspaces. Moreover, for the
integer approximations from these two-dimensional subspaces we should ensure some kind of "one-
dimensional badly approximability". However a complete proof for Theorem 2 is rather cumbersome.
We give our proof of Theorem 2 in Sections 9, 10 and 11.

We would like to note that very recently during the refereeing process of this paper an alternative
construction to prove Theorem 2 by means of Parametric Geometry of Numbers based on on a deep
theorem due to D. Roy [8] was obtained by W.M. Schmidt [12].

In the present paper we would like to announce a theorem dual to Theorem 2 which deals with
the best approximations in the sense of a linear form. The formulation of this result is below.

Theorem 3. There exist uncountably many a = (ay, ay) € R? such that
o 1, aq, a9 are linearly independent over Z;
e sup Myt .
Py a7, < O0;
e «a is not badly approximable.

In this paper we do not give a proof of Theorem 3 but just announce it. The proof we have is
based on the same idea as the proof of Theorem 2 but it is even more technical and cumbersome.
Moreover, it is related to some general phenomenon, and we suppose to consider it in a separate
paper which now is in preparation.

4. On Diophantine exponents.

For a real a € R? we recall the definitions of the ordinary Diophantine exponent w(a) and the
uniform Diophantine exponent w(a) in the sense of simultaneous Diophantine approximation. The
ordinary Diophantine exponent w(a) is defined as the supremum of those 7 € R for which there
exists an unbounded sequence of values of T € R, such that the system

{g]%\\qam <T7 (11)
I1<q<T
has an integer solution ¢ € Z. The uniform Diophantine exponent @w(a) is defined as the supremum
of those v € R for which there exists Ty such that for every T" > Tj the system (I1]) has an integer
solution ¢ € Z. Equivalently in terms of the best approximation vectors, w(a) can be defined as the
supremum of those v € R for which the inequality

& < (12)

is valid for all v large enough.
It is well known that

QUl



for every @ € R?\ Q¢ and obviously
w(a) < w(a) < +oo.

As it was discovered by V. Jarnik [13], the first trivial inequality here can be improved. The
optimal lowed bound for w(a) in terms of w(a) was obtained in [3] where the authors solve a problem
by W.M. Schmidt and L. Summerer [IT]. In the case when the numbers 1, aq, ..., ay are linearly
independent over Q in the paper [3] the authors establish the inequality

(@)

(a

€

> Gy(w(a)), (13)

~—

&>

where Gy(w(a)) > 1 is the positive root of the equation

-1 w(a)

= T ita 1+t 4. +1972). (14)

The main argument of the proof from [3] is that there exist infinitely many v with
Qui1 2 qfd(w(a)) (15)

Here we should note that the wonderful paper [7] deals with a simple and elegant proof of this
result as well as with some other related problems.

If @ € R? is a badly approximable vector we have w(a) = &(a) = L.

However, Theorem 2 shows that for d > 2 the condition

51/—1—1

inf
14

>0 (16)

v

may be satisfied for @ which is not badly approximable. Moreover the construction from the proof
of Theorem 2 gives a with @(a) = 1 and w(a) = 1. We would like to give a comment on this, and
formulate the following statement.

Proposition 2. Suppose that among the numbers ay,...,aq there exist at least two numbers

linearly independent together with 1 over Q, and suppose that a satisfies condition (16). Then
o) < =. (17)
Proof. Jarnik [13] proved that under the conditions of Proposition 1 there exist infinitely many

linearly independent triples z,_1,2,,2,41 of consecutive best approximation vectors. Moreover for
such a triple there exist indices j;, jo such that

Qu—1 Qjp—1 Ajyv—1 Qu—1 Qjrp—1 = Q-1 Ajpp—1 — Q-1
D = qu Ajy v Ay, = qQu Ajy v — Qulyy Ajov — Quy, 7& 0.
Qv+l Gjru+1 Gy .+l Qu+1 Qg+l = Q1@ Qg1 — Qu41Q,

But from the definition of values &, and (I6]) we see that

1 < |D| < 651/—151/(]1/4-1 < 53%/4-1



(of course here the constant in the sign < may depend on @). The last inequality together with the
definition of &(a) in terms of the inequality (I2) gives (I7).O

It is clear that the bound (I7) is optimal for d = 2. However what are admissible values of
w(a) and w(a) for general d under the condition (I6) for the numbers 1, a, ..., ag which are linearly
independent over Q seems to be an open question.

In addition, here we would like to give the following remark. We should note that if
bg,” <& < aqy (18)

with some positive a, b and «, § satisfying § > a > 1/d, then

1/a
a1 < Call* with ¢=(3) 7 (19)

in particular

1
Qi1 < C/q;lﬁ with Cl = b_d

Consider the exponent

log ¢,
7(a) = lim sup 08 Qv
v—00 10g qy

which contain information about the growth of the best approximation vectors to a. Then the
observation mentioned above can be summarized as

Proposition 3. Suppose that the numbers 1, aq, ..., g are linearly independent over Q. Then

Gi(w(a)) < 7(a) < < dw(a). (20)

Moreover
_ 21

Proof. Lower bound for 7(a) in (20) immediately follows from (IH). Upper bound comes from
(I9) under the condition (I8). Inequality (21 follows from (I5]) and (I4]).0
5. Some notation.

We use the following notation. Together with the best approximation vectors (@) which we have
denoted by 2z, we consider the points

Zl/ = (ql/7 quQiy, ..y qyOéd). (22>

By || we denote the Euclidean norm of the vector ¢ € R¥ in any dimension k. By

110 = max |7
we denote the sup-norm of the vector n € R?. In the case x = (x¢, 71, ..., 74) € R¥! we will use the
notation

2|00 = gggiw



to deal with the sup-norm of the shortened vector = (z1, ..., z4) € R So for €, = Z,, — z,, we have
& = ‘é,,‘w'
It is clear that
f,,:|Z,,—ZV| <\/a§r/ (23)

Let
p(A,B)= inf |a— Db

acA,beB

be the Euclidean distance between sets A and B.
6. Main geometric lemma.

We define inductively a special collection of d+1 linearly independent best approximation vectors.
Let vy = v, vy = v + 1. Then, if 2,,,2,,, ..., 2,,_, are defined we find the smallest © > v; 1 + 1 such
that the vectors z,,,2,,,...,2,,_,,2, are independent and put z,, = 2,,. At the end of the procedure
we have d 4+ 1 independent vectors

PR PN SR (24)
We define linear subspaces
T = (Zu1s Zuys s Zuy)R, J=1,.,d+1 (25)
and lattices
Fj = T; N Zd+1. (26)

In particular I'; = (z,)z and I'yy; = Z4L. By A; we denote the j-dimensional fundamental volume
of lattice I';. In particular A; = |z,| and Ay = 1.

Here we should note that by Minkowski Convex Body Theorem applied for the two-dimensional
lattice I'y we have

€VQV+1 < A2> (27)

and also .
§Gui1 2 KAy, where K = (28)

2y/d(1 +a?+ ... +a?)

(for the details see for example [6] or Theorem 1.5 from [2]). Moreover, (28] together with (&) for
every best approximation v > 1 gives

d—1

KA, < QVE

or

(K A7 < g (29)

Lemma 1. For every j one has

A, 5
Aj+1 S 2\/& Lot £Vj+1—1’
7 ql/j+1—1

Proof. Let w € I'j41 \ I'; be a primitive vector such that

L= <Fj7w>Z



It is clear that the lattice I';1; splits into a union of affine sublattices with respect to I';:

Fj+1 = U (Fj + ]{Z’U)) .

kEZ

We consider affine j-dimensional subspaces
Tk = T; + kw D Fj + kw.

It is clear that the Euclidean distance between each two neighboring subspaces ;5 and ;41 is

equal to AJ *1 So in the case k # 0 we have
]
A
vy k) = k|- = > T 30
plm o) = k] S > S (30)
Define k, from the condition
2y € Tk,
As z,,,, & m; we have k, #0. As z,,,,_1 € m; from (23) we get
p(ZVj+1—lv7Tj) < \/g&/jﬂ—l-
As
|ZVj+1| _ Qujiq
|ZVj+1_1| Qujiq—1
we deduce q q
p(ZVj+1—1a 7Tj) = 'IO(ZVJ'+1’7TJ') e \/_§VJ+1 (31)
ql/j+1—1 qllj+1 1
As z,,,, € T, We see that
P2, mir) SV, . (32)

From (30), triangle inequality, formulas ([BIl32) and the inequalities §,,,, < &,,,,-1 and s q,,,, >
Qu; 1 —1 We get
Aji

4y Qv
T < p(ﬂ-], W],k*) < p(ZVj+1’7Tj)+p(ZVj+177Tj7]<;*) \/7 J+1 §VJ+1 1+\/_§VJ+1 S 2\/& Jj+1 €Vj+1_1.
] QI/JJrl 1 QVJ-H—l

Everything is proved.[]
7. Proof of Theorem 1: simultaneous approximation.

Let ay, ..., ag be given. We suppose that (ii) is valid and deduce (i). For a given v from (28) and
Agi1 = 1 we get the inequality

ACIRAY: Ay
Vi1 = KA — . 33
§u+1 2 2= Ag A Agrt (33)
Now we deduce from (ii) the condition (i). Lemma 1 gives
d+1
K qv.—1 1
SQui1 2 —F—=——- - (34)
(2vd)?-t JI:[;), v, HdH &1



As we supposed that (ii) is valid, there exists M such that

qv+1 < M V.
v

Moreover from (§) we have §,,_1 < ¢, Vj =3,...,d + 1. Now we continue with (34) and get

K
(2VdM¢, )1

gqu-l >

As g1 < Mg, we get
Kl/d

9,/ & = T,

and (i) is proved.
8. Proof of Theorem 1: linear form.

We suppose that (iii) is valid and deduce (i). We follow the same argument as in Sections 5,6,
but we need to make some changes. We use a standard trick which reduces the problem for linear
forms to the problem for simultaneous approximation. This trick was used in [3], Section 5.2.

The proof is quite similar so we will give just a sketch of a proof. First of all we need a generaliza-
tion of Lemma 1. Suppose that A be a full-dimensional lattice in R4*! with coordinates (xg, 21, ..., q).
Suppose that

(a) the intersection AN {x € R4 : 2y = 0} consists just of one lattice point 0 € A, so every affine
subspace of the form A, = {x € R*! : x; = r} consists of at most one point from A, that is the
cardinality fo the intersection A, N A is not greater than 1 for any r € R.

We consider the best simultaneous approximations of the line
EZ{ZGRd—i_lZ 1'1:23'2:...:1’(1:0}

by the points of the lattice A. Here by the best approzimation point we mean a point z = (zg, 21, ..., 2q) €
A such that in the parallelepiped

IL, = {2/ = (20, 21, .., 2) € R 2] <20l 12|00 < |2]o0 )
there is no lattice points different from the points 0, 2, that is
I,NA =10,z —z2}.

As the condition (a) is satisfied, for any best approximation vector 21 = (zp.1, 21,1, ..., 2a,1) € A we can
consider the unique finite or infinite sequence of best approximation vectors z, = (20, 21, - Zdy) €
A, v=1,2,3,... such that

e 0< 201 < 202 < .o < 2oy < 20041 < -
* z1]oo > |23)o0 > - > 2|00 > |§u+1|oo >

e There is no lattice points in the parallelepiped

I, = {Z/ = (26,21, "‘7z2l> < Rd+1 : |Z(/)‘ < 20,v+1; |§/|00 < |§V|OO}



besides the points 0, +2,, £2,.1:

HV N A - {Oazl/a _zl/azv-i-l) _zl/-i-l}'

The sequence of the best approximation vectors z,, is infinite if there is no non-zero lattice points
on the axis ¢. If there is a non-zero point 2 € A N ¢ then the sequence of the best approximation
vectors is finite. In our proof we need to consider the case when this sequence is finite. We suppose
that our lattice A and the best approximation vector z; satisfy one more condition

(b) the sequence of the best approximation vectors z,, v > 1 does not lie in a proper linear subspace
of R4,

Now for the lattice A satisfying conditions (a) and (b) we are able to define points z,,,v1 =1 <
vy < ... < Vgy1 from (24)) and subspaces 7; from (25). In the definition of lattice I'; there will be a
slight difference. Instead of (26) we put

Fj = 7Tj N A
Again by A; we define the fundamental volumes of j-dimensional lattices I';. In particular
Agyq = det A. (35)

The inequality (28] transforms now into the following statement.
Lemma 2. Suppose that for a certain v we have
|2, |00 - 20041 2> 1 (36)
and
12,00 < L. (37)

Then
Ay

|£V|oo C 20041 2= m (38)

Proof. In fact, this lemma follows from inequality (59) of Lemma 10 from [3]. For the sake of
completeness we give here a proof. Consider the 2 x (d + 1) matrix

20,v Z1v 22v Zd,v
M= ( .

20w+l Rlp+1 22u+1 -+ Rdy+1

Then A2 is just the sum of squares of all 2 X 2 minors

Ziv Zj,u

Mi7j -

Ziv+1l  Zju+1

of matrix M, that is

As= > M

0<i<j<d

As 20, < 20041 and |2, |00 > |2,41]00 We have

|Moj| < 22,|00 - 20041, Vi=1,2,...d.

10



From (37) we see that
|Mi,j| <2, V’L,jzl,2,,d

So by ([B8) we get
A5 < 4d(12, oo - 2001)* +4d® < 8d%(|2, |00 + 20,01)7,

and Lemma 2 follows.[]
Instead of Lemma 1 now we have the following statement.

Lemma 1'. Suppose that the lattice A and the best approximation vector z, satisfy properties
(a) and (b) and consider the best approximation vectors (24). Then for every j one has
Ajn

20.v;
= L ovVd = g, .
Aj = “0vjp1—1 ‘_VJJrl_l‘oo

The proof of Lemma 1’ just follows the steps of the proof of Lemma 1. The only difference is that
instead of the points Z, defined in (22) which lie on the line ((1, a, ..., ag))r one should consider the
points

Z, = (24,0,..,0) € L.

We left the proof to the reader.[]

Now we are ready to deduce badly approximability of @ from the condition (iii). Let us consider
best approximation vectors (@). It may happen that there exists 1y and a proper linear subspace
L C R¥*! of dimension 3 < I = dim £ < d + 1 such that m, € £ for all v > vy (see [4] for the first
result in this direction and [6] and the literature therein for a survey and related results). But we
will show later that under condition (iii) this is not possible.

So first of all we consider the case when for any v the best approximation vectors m,,v > 1y do
not lay in a proper linear subspace of R4T!. Suppose that vectors

mp,my,.....Mm,

do not lay in a proper linear subspace of R+,
We consider the lattice

1 a1 as ... ag
0 1 0 0
Ae=]0 0 0 0 | z¢,
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
a parameter 7' > 0 and the lattice
T=1 0 0 0
0o T 0 0
(W — — W —
A =GNy, G 0 0 T 0 det AY 1.
0 0 0 T

As aq, ..., a4 are linearly independent over Z, the lattice ALﬁ ! satisfies condition (a). For the lattice
AE‘] the points
z,=4+0m, 41, v=1..pu (39)

11



are the best approximation points in the sense of this section, and the condition (b) is satisfied. We
choose the signs & in ([B39) to have 2z, = +1, and 0 < 2o < 22 < .... < 2p,,. We see that

200 = T_dLu—V—i-la |§y|oo = u—l/+1T~ (40)

If we take T' < Mu_l we see that (37) is satisfied for all v = 1, ..., u. We can take 7" small enough to
get
|§V‘ooz0,u+1 > |§V|ooz0,1/ = Tl_dLu_,,+1M“_V+1 >1 Yv= 1, ey U

So the conditions of Lemma 2 are satisfied. Now we apply Lemma 2 and Lemma 1’ to show that

A1 A A o1 T
|21]0020,2 = Qﬂd_Q\/ﬁd.gAdeetAa = Qﬂd.gA]’—i—l >>d]];[( 200511 ) H 2, 1|C>O
We have assumed (iii), so
L2+1>7>O v

j
and by the first formula from (40) we get

ZO,VJ‘+1—1 o L/L—Vj+1+2
= > y
20,41 LM—Vj+1+1

From the other hand, for j > 2 we have |z, | _;|oc < |20, because of vj 1 =12 1v3—1 213 > 11 =1
and

|zllj+1 1|OO = MM—VJ'+1+2T7 |§1|OO == M;,LT

(see (@) and M, 41 < My, (see (). We conclude with

1
121 ] 0202 >y T
|§1|oo

or
121 % 201 > V|21 %202 >ay 1,

as 201/%02 > 7. We apply (@0) again to see that LuMljl >4~ 1. The last inequality holds for all p
large enough and this means that a is badly approximable.

Now we suppose that there exists 1 and a proper linear subspace £ C R of dimension 3 < [ =
dim £ < d + 1 such that m, € £ for all v > 1y. We may suppose that £ has the minimal dimension
among all such subspaces. Then L is a rational subspace and inside £ we have an irrational subspace

Ly =A{x = (xg,21,....,0q) € L: T¢+ 2100 + ... + 1909 =0} C L.

But then all the best approximations vectors m, will be all the best approximation vectors of the
lattice £ N Z%**! to £, in the induced norm, and this means that the values L, are proportional to
the values p(m,, £,). From the other hand the argument behind shows that the (I — 1)-dimensional
subspace L; is badly approximable in £, that is
inf m, L1)m|~1 > 0.
memzd+1\{0}p( ,L1)m|
But then all the best approximations vectors m, will be all the best approximation vectors of the
lattice £ N Z%*! to £, in the induced norm, and this means that the values L, are proportional to

the values p(m,, £,) and hence
inf L, |m, '~ > 0.

12



This is not possible, because for | < d this contradicts (3I).
So the proof is completed.[]

Remark 3. In the last part of the proof we deal with the situation when the subspace of best
approzimations for a linear form has dimension smaller than d+ 1. In particular we proved that this
is not possible for badly approzimable a. Such type of problems were discussed in a recent paper [9].

9. Construction of approximations in two-dimensional subspace.

The following obvious lemma will be very useful.

Lemma 3. Let v = (p,by,by) € Z3, p > 1 be a primitive integer vector and V = (%, %) be the
1

corresponding rational vector. Suppose that 6 = §(v) = 57 Then for all x under the condition

Ix = V] <9
the vector v is a best approrimation vector for X.
Proof. Let us assume for two independent vectors v = (p, by, be) and v’ = (p/, 0y, V)) € Z* with

0 < p’ < p the induced vectors V = <%, %) and V' = (ﬁ ﬁ> both have distance smaller that ¢§

p/ b) p/
from z. Then

1
V V] <V =2la+ |V — 2| < .
p

On the other hand, since by linear independence V' # V'’ and both coordinates in the difference
V — V' have common denominator pp’ < p?, we have the reverse bound |V — V'|,, > p~2, and this
is a contradiction. Hence v’ is linearly dependent to v. Finally since v is primitive, there is no such
integer vector v’ # v with p’ < p. O

Lemma 4. Suppose that two independent integer points

vo = (Po, b1,0,b20), v1 = (p1,b11,021) € 7}
with
p1>po =1 (41)
and the corresponding rational points
biog b bi1 b
Vo= (—0—0) Vi = (——) e Q*n[o,1?
Po  Po 1 N

satisfy the following conditions.

(i) the lattice A = (vy,v1)z is complete, that is
<’U(),’01>Z =7mN Zs

where
™= (Uo,m)R

is a two-dimensional plane spanned by vy and vi; by A we denote the fundamental volume of two-
dimensional lattice A = (vo,v1)7;

13



(ii) points Vo and V1 satisfy

Vo—Vi|e <

N —

min (po%’ 5(110)) , (42)

where §(vo) is defined in Lemma 3.
Consider the vectors v; = (pi,b14,b2:),2 < i < k defined recursively by
Vi = V-1 + V2, (43)

and the corresponding rational points

V= (’lbi) e Q?
Pi D

=x = max | A? A nAa b
Pe 2 36 = x(vo, 1) = (A 7 \/5(?10)7 \/|p0(V2 — Vi)l <1 i po)) )

Then for any x = (xq,x2) € R? satisfying

such that

A
Vil < —— 45
x = Vi 100p? (45)
either
Vo, V1, ..., Vg—2,V—1, Vg, (46)
or
Vo, V1, ..., V-2,V (47)

1s the sequence of all consecutive best approximation vectors from vg to vy, that is all the best ap-
prozimation vectors z = (q, ay, az) to X with py < q¢ < py.
Moreover for every x under the consideration we have
[PiX — Vil 1

= -, =1,2,....k—1. 48
‘pi—lx_yi_l‘oo 4 ! ( )

Proof. Let us start with any x satisfying (45]). For 0 < i < k consider points
bir bag
Z; = (pi,pir1,piv2) and j3; = (piapi—api—
Pk Dk
and the remainder vectors
ni=2;—v; and ;=3 —v;.
More generally, for a vector v = (p, by, by) € T we write
bk ba i
p(v) = (Oap—’ —bi,p——=—b2 ).
Pk Pk
We should note here that as all the vectors y(v) are parallel, their sup-norms |y(v)| are proportional
to Euclidean norms |p(v)|, that is for vectors v = (p, b1, bs),v" = (p/, b}, b,) € ™ we have

@)l |n(v)]

W)l ()] (49)
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It is clear that

9(®)[o > [9(v)]/V2.
From (43)) it follows that

Niv1 =N +Mi—1 and Y1 = 9; +9;1.

In addition we may note that vectors 1); are parallel and

0]
Vi = — "Di-1-
Di1]
So
96l =0, [9k—a] = [9e—2l, [9i-al = || + [Disal,
and we can write the ratio % as the continued fraction and get the estimates
il _ 0 11<o 1<i<ho1
bl T
and 3
il 53 k-2
b 2
So by (H9),
Dl _ bl 1 cicho,
9,_iloe IDial 7 2
and |
Dyl <g, 1<i<k—2.
|gi—1|°° 3

(50)

(51)

We should note that the point V', belongs to the segment with endpoints V, V; which belong to the
plane 7. From (42]) we see that |V — V| < @. So by Lemma 3, vq is a best approximation vector
to V.. Moreover, the integer lattice Z* splits into two-dimensional sublattices parallel to 7. The
Euclidean distances between the corresponding neighboring two-dimensional planes is equal to A7
So from (@2) we see that for any integer point (p”, by, by) € Z3\ 7 one has [p"V i —b"|oc > |poV1 —b|oo-
So we deduce that all the best approximations to V) with denominator greater than pg lie in the

plane 7.

Now we consider an approximation to V from subspace w. For any i = 1,...;k the points
v,_1,v; € 7 form a basis of A. Moreover the points v,_;,v; lie on the opposite sides from the line
(vg)r. (Here we should note that for the case i = k the point v; lies just on the line (vy)g, however

our argument remains valid.) So there is no vectors v = (p, by, be) € 7 satisfying
pic1 <p<p; and v=X v+ u;, A€{0,1}, ueZ.
We see that for any vector v = (p, by, be) € m with p;_; < p < p; we have
v=\N,_1 +mw;, N#0,1, peZ.

Consider the lines
C=0\)={z= 1+, pn e R} NeZ.

15



We should note that if points v = (p, by, by) € ¢(\) and v’ = (p, b, ;) € ¢(N) with the same first
coordinate p € (p;—1,p;) belong to two parallel lines £(\) and ¢()\’) with integers A # X’ then

v—v) = lv—2]> . v_v| = 0, h = (1 ‘U| Pi1 . 59
o) =lo=v1> _min o -v] = el where o= (1402 P

We would like to give a comment on the last equality in (52)). To obtain this inequality one should
note that

min ~ |v —v'| = |vio1 — 31| = [vic1 — ica| + 3o — i1

vel(0),v'€l(1)
' b1, by
dic1 = pi—lapi—lp_vpi—l_ .

% 1

where

But [vi—1 — 31| = [9;-1| and |31 — 371 = = |ni|, and (52) follows.
So (52) shows that for all : = 1, ...,k and for all v = (p, b1, be) € m with p;_1 < p < p; we have

D(@)[ = oilhi-a]- (53)

Now from (B0) and the inequality % > %, 2 <i< k—1 we see that

142 o1 022 for 2<i<hot
2p1 4
and (B3) transforms into
In(v)|e = (1 + ?) \lj los forall v=(p,by,bg) € with py<p<p; (54)

In(v)|eo = |1) oo forall v={(p,bi,bp) €m with piy <p<p;, 2<i<k-1 (55)

By the same argument

Pk—2

3 .
)k > 9, gl 19, w22 > Syl forallv = (pby.ba) €7 with  piy < p<pic (560

Now we see that ([@T) is the sequence of all best approximation vectors to V;, with denominators
between pg and py. As for the point v;_1, it is not a best approximation vector because |9x_1| = |[px_2|

a'nd S0 |gk_1|00 - |gk_2|00 a‘nd pk)—l > pk‘—2'
Now we need to estimate |Qi|ooai =0,....,k — 1 from below. We consider the lattice A and the

parallelogram
< | Qz“w} N
For its area we have

bie\o (o)’
A < area(Il) < 2\/§|t)l,|C>O X \/1 + <ﬁ) + <p2—k) pis1 < 2f|0 oo Pisa.
= k

Pk

b
gk n
Pk

IT = {(%yhyz) x| < piv1, max
7j=1,2

)

16



So
A

D,]ec 2 ———,
- 2\/6pi+1

Now we prove the statement of the lemma about points £ under the condition (43]). From ({43l
we see that

i=0,..k—1. (57)

bjk A p
— Vil = —p22| L C— 58
px = pVil jjé Pt ppk = 100pg  pr (58)
and in particular for p < pi one has
A
— Vil < ) 59
[px — pVileo < 100D, (59)

First of all we show that the vectors v = (p,by,by) € Z3\ A with p > py cannot be best

approximation vectors for x. Indeed, V. belongs to the segment with endpoints Vy, V| and inequality

(@2) show that

1

Now (B9) together with the inequality (@) written as pp > A? give the bound

1 A 1

e << px - e
oA 1o, S & Slx—Yl

‘pox —Qo|oo < ‘pOVk —Qo‘oo + \pox _pOVk‘oo <

Then we show that v, is a best approximation for x. Indeed, from (42 [45]) and (#4)) in the form
Pk = w/ﬁ we have
|V0 —X‘ < |Vk — Vo‘ + |Vk —X| < (5(’00).

So vy is the best approximation vector for x.

Now we study approximation to x by vectors v;,7 = 0,1, ..., k.

From the triangle inequality and (B9) for vectors p;x and v; = (b1, bs;) we deduce for |gz|C>O =
|piV i — ;| the inequalities

A

A
o0 = T S DiX — Yiloo S Y oo 1 =0,..., k.
9.1~ o < IPX = ik < I+ i=0 (60)

100pk’
We should note that from (G7)) we have

A 6
A Vb ik (61)
100pe], e 50

So from the last inequality and (BII) for i = 1, ...,k — 2 we get

14+ 4

Xl Joo e _ 3 .
pox—vile e TR 3y oy o (62)
PiciX =0 4]0 |9, 40 1 100pky, oo 1
In addition from (@H), (60) and (©1) we deduce
vl A 1 1
Pk X — vy, < ) ~ <=, v=k—2k—1. (63)
R e T

17



Let us show that there is no best approximations v = (p,by,bs) with p,_1 < p < p; for all

i=1,2,... k.

First of all we consider the case ¢ = 1 that is pg < p < p;. In this case we will take into account

the inequality
1Dyloo = [Po(V2 = Vo)leo,

as well as the inequalities

PoA mA
; 1% = v]o — [9(V) || < -

vy |e — < , ,
[P0 X — vy |QO‘LO 100p? = 100p?

which follow from (B8]). Three last inequalities together with (44) in the form

mA b1
= x 2 1+=—=
P \/100|p0(V2 = Vi)l < po)

and (54)) lead to

A _ P1A
px—vle DOz @)l LT m0iE
PoX—vgle ~ ol t 2 7 gl 1o mA T

=000 Jolee T 100p2 201e° 100p |9, oo

and we proved everything what we need in the case py < p < p;.
Next, suppose that p,_1 <p <p; and 2 <i <k —1. Then (53) and (61l give

1— p1A
‘px - Q|oo |2(’U> |00 100p%'2i71‘°° 1
X0l 0, e 1t e
11— Yi—1lco J;_qloo 100p%‘2i71‘°°

and everything is done in the case p; < p < px_1,p # p; also.
By similar argument using (56) and (61) for py_1 < p < pr we see that

PX — v

> 1.
|pi—2x - yi_1|oo

We see from (62[63) and the lower bounds for [px — v, that vg,vy,...,v5_2 and vy are the best
approximation vectors for X, and v;_; may be a best approximation vector or may be not. So all the

best approximations for x form either the sequence (6] or the sequence ([T]).

To finish the proof of Lemma 4 we need to show (48). But this can be done analogously to (62)),

as from (B0) and (&I]) we see that

1— —48
X — v, . 100px[y. [oo 1 .
px ~ ol o 1 L > l<i<k-l
|pi—1X _1_17;_1|oo |gi_1|oo + IOOPk‘Ei,ﬂoo

OJ
10. Three-dimensional subspaces.

Lemma 5. Consider two independent integer points

wE): (pEb ,170> ,270)’ wg: (pg> ,1/70’ /2,,0)

18



and the two-dimensional subspace ™ = (w(, w()r. Suppose that for the corresponding rational points

we have
/10 /10 " /1/0 /1/0 2
’0:<—;,—;), W0:<—;,,—;,)e[0,1].
Po  Po Po Po

Suppose that w) and w} form a basis of the lattice A = 7 NZ3, that is
A= <wg,w/0,>z,

and A is the two-dimensional fundamental volume of A. Suppose that parameters v and 7y, satisfy
the inequalities
Y2 =7;, m = 50. (64)

Consider the point
wy = wy +wq = (po, b1,0, b2,0)

and the corresponding rational point and Wq = (2—(’)0, 2—00) € [0,1)*. Suppose that

po = A (65)
Let n be an orthogonal vector to m and |n| = 1. Consider the point
A 3
Yo = (%0, Y1,0,Y20) =wWo +n- —— ER (66)
Y1Po
and the corresponding two-dimensional point

Xo = (71,0, T20) = (?7 %) cR% (67)
0 o

Suppose that for all x = (x1,15) € R? satisfying

A

X —Xp|oo = MAX |Tj — Xjo| < —
= ol = mas o — 20l <

Jj=1,

the vector wg is a best approximation vector to x.
Then there exists an integer point wy = (p1,b1,1,ba1) with the following properties:

(i) wy belongs to the affine subspace 1 =7 + < - n;

(ii) both triples
w67 wo, Wy

and
"
w(]a Wo, Wy

form bases in Z3;

(iii) wvectors wo, wy form a basis of the two-dimensional lattice
A1 = (wo,w1>R N Z3

with two-dimensional fundamental volume Ay ;

19



(iv) the inequalities

and

are valid ;

(v) define Wy = (%L, 20 then for any x = (1, 25) € R? satisfying

p1’ p1
b, A
X — Wi|oo = max |z; — 21| < (71)
=12 D1 Y2PoP1
either the vectors
Wo, W

are two consecutive best approximation vectors to x or the vectors
Wp, w1 — Wy, W
are three consecutive best approximation vectors to x

Remark 4. For the point xy one has

A 2 2 AN 2A
|X()—W0|<—2+(/{5—1)\/1+<bl,0) +<b270) +< 2) < -
V) Po Po VL) VL)

where 1 < k=—=L"—— and 1 is the angle between n and e = (1,0,0). (We take into account that

A A
po——== sin
7rH ¥

b;.

2 €10.1].)

Remark 5. From inequalities (64[69[70) it follows that
La_a, 8

8 po M Po

Remark 6. From inequalities (69) and (29) it follows that

71 Po 1
p1 = ?pOP Z EPO-

Proof of Lemma 5. We should note that the parallelogram
M={zeR®: z=) w)+puw), 0<\u<1}

is a fundamental domain with respect to A and the two-dimensional affine subspace m; contains a
lattice A; C Z? congruent to A. Then any shift of parallelogram II which belongs to 7 contains an
integer point. Consider the point

Xo = (Xo, Y10, Yo0) = (xo)r Ny

2It is important that the constants in (70) do not depend on 7.
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and the parallelogram 11 + X . By the discussion above it contains an integer point. We denote this
point by wy = (p1,b11,b21). This is just the integer point what we need. Indeed, properties (i) and
(i) are clearly satisfied. As vector wy is primitive and there is no integer points between subspaces
7 and 7y, property (iii) is satisfied also. From the construction we see that

Y1Po

XO:370'F>

A
lpo — wo] < ——,  |p1 — Xo| < po. (72)
71Po

So

and we get ([69) by taking into account (63]). To get ([T0) we will estimate the area A; of parallelogram
P = {Z =aXo+bwy, a,bée [0, 1)}

Observe that
A, = areaP = area Py + A, area P’ + 1, area P”,

with some A, p, € (—=1,1), where
P():{Z:a’w(]—i‘b’wl, a,be [0,1)}

and
P ={z=awy+bw;, abel0,1)}, P"={z=awy+bw;, a,be[0,1)}.

It is clear that
area P’ area P’ < A,

and A
area Py = | Xo|p(ro, (wo)r) = [Xo| - —,
Y1Po
where A A
YPo 71Po 1Po
) 0 x| = || - BEC < — ) 5=
(po vpo) ae S Pol =l <\/§p0 i '71p0) A2
So A A
[ Xo| - —— —2A < Ay < | Xo| - — + 24,
71Po Y1Po

and together with (69) the last two formulas give ([70).
To finish the proof it remains to explain (v).

If x satisfies (71) then it satisfies (G8)). Indeed, as w; € Il + X, the point W; = (bl’l bz’l)

P10 opL
belongs to a convex polygon with vertices

Yio+bio Yoo+ 52,0)

Xg = Xo0 =
0 (931,0,932,0% 0,0 <X0+p0 ) Xo + po

Yl,O + b/170 Y270 + bll,o YLO + bll/,o Y2,0 + b/1/70
X, - 9 ) X - Y
Y\ Xo+ph T Xo+ 10 PN\ Xo+p0 " Xo+14
and sup-norm diameter
Yio _ Yoo+ Vo
Xo Xo + po

Yio Yjo+0Ui,
Xo Xo +

Yjo _ Yjo+bjo
Xo Xo + po

) )

1=0,1 Jj=12

)<

2 max |Xg — X j|oo < 2max max <
. ’2 9
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8A 8A3 16A

< = < . 73
Xopo %xop% V%pé ( )
The last inequalities in (73]) should be explained. Indeed,
m . YJQO + b;‘,o _ |Yj,0(X0 + P{)) - XO(YJ',O + b;‘,o)| _ |Yj70p6 - XOb;',0|
Xo  Xo+pp Xo(Xo +1p) Xo(Xo + pp)
|Yj0p6_XObg'o| 1 |ppYio
< — — = — ==l =1,2.
Xg X(] X(] 7,01 J )
But 'y
p(j)(;70 - b;‘,O < p(p6W67p6x0> < p(p6W67p6W0> +p6 ’ p(W(JvXO)v J=12 (74>
For the two summands in the right hand side here we have the bound
/ ! / ! / / 2A
p(PoWo, ioWo) = p(wy, (wo)r N {zo = pp})) < 2p(w, (wo)r)) < m

and the bound of Remark 4, respectively. So we continue (74 with

N 2A 2A 4A
pOJ’O—bg-Oé— Py —— < —.
Xo Pl Jwol NPy Do
Quite similar bounds are valid for I%);"O — | and % —bjol, J = 1,2. This gives the first

inequality in ([73). To get the last inequality in (73) we use (72) and (63]). So we explained how to

prove ([73).

So as Wy € conv (X¢,X0,0,X0.1,X0.2) from (73]) we deduce the inequality

16A
W1 —x0| < ?pg' (75)

This gives

16 A 2A A
55 T V2 < 3
ViP5 V2PoPi 2D

(we used the triangle inequality, conditions (7I]) with bound p; > py and ([64])) and we have (G8]).
So wy is a best approximation vector for x. In (70) we have an upper bound for A; which does
not depend on . This means that for any w € Z3 \ (wo,w;)r we have

Ix —xo| <[W1 —x0| + W, — x| < (76)

1 A

w, (wy, w > — = —.

For large =, the point wq is essentially closer to the line (x)gr than the points w = (p, by, bs) €
73\ (wy, w1)g with p < p;. Indeed, put W = <%, %2), then by the previous inequality and (71[64)

we see that

A A A
>

1
V20px — pW oo = [px — pW | = — — plx — W] > - > .
12pg “Y2Po 13po

Ay

At the same time
2A

1pox — poWoloo < —
Y1Po
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by (76) and Remark 4. As ; > 50 we see that there x has no best approximations w € Z3\ (wo, w1 )r
with po < p < p1 So for all x satisfying (71) all the best approximations between py and p; lie in the
two-dimensional subspace (wg,w;)g. We see from (7)) that

A
Ipix —piWile < —.
"2Po
But from the construction (66) and (76) we have
A A A

\/§\p0x — poWoloo = |[pox — poWo| >

Mmpo  2Mpo 2mipo.

So
Ipox — poWoloo > [p1X — piWi|s.

We have the following situation. For any x satisfying (7)) vectors wg,w; are best approximation
vectors, and we do not have best approximation vectors w = (p, by, by) € Z3 \ (wo, w;)r with py <
p < p1. The parallelogram with vertices 0,w,y, w; —wy, w; is a fundamental parallelogram for the
lattice (wq,w;)z. So the distances from its vertices wy, and w; —w to the diagonal (w;)r are equal.
This means that for a point x which is close to W, the only one possible opportunity for a vector
w = (p,b1,by) € Z3 with py < p < p; to be a best approximation to x is w = w; — wy. Of course
we cannot say that the vector w; —wy is a best approximation for sure. It depends on which of the
vectors wy and w; — wy is closer to the line spanned by the point (1, z1, z3).

We see that for all x satisfying (7T]) all the best approximations with denominators between py
and p; should be among the vectors wy, w; —wy, w;, and everything is proved.[]

Here we should note that from (75) and Remark 4 by the triangle inequality immediately follows

Remark 7. For the rational points Wo and W from Lemma 5 one has

3A
Wo—Wy| < ==
Y1Po
11. Proof of Theorem 2.
We construct a sequence of integer vectors
2, = (q,a1,,00,) €L, vEL; (77)

which will be "almost" best approximation vectors to the limit point

a=lim A, (78)

V—00

a Qa
A — (L L)
Qv Q

are the corresponding rational points. For these vectors and x = (x1, z3) we consider the values

where

& = max|qr; — aj,,
7j=1,2

which of course depend on x.
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First of all we consider the lattice
Al = <elve2>Z7 €1 = (17070)7 € = (07 170)
We put i1 = 1 and take

Ziy =21 = (q1>a1,laa2,1)> Zii+1 = 22 = (Q2,al,2,a2,2)

to be a basis of A; in such a way that ¢» > ¢; and all the conditions (4], 42]) of Lemma 4 are satisfied
for v = 2z1,v1 = 2z9. (In particular, the condition (42) is satisfied if the angle between the basis
vectors 21, 25 is small.) We take

~v = max (400, g2/ q1 ),

s0 ¢2 < vq1. Now we define vectors (7)) by inductive procedure. Let vectors (77)) be defined up to
z;,+1 and the following conditions are valid

(A) two last vectors vy = 2;,,v7 = 2;,,1 satisfy all the conditions (&I, E2]) of Lemma 4 where py =
GirsP1 = ¢ipr1 and A = A, is the fundamental volume of two-dimensional lattice Ay = (2;,, 2;,41)z,
moreover

A
Vo= Vil = [Ai, — Aia]oe < W; (79)
(B) for all x = (z1, x2) satisfying
A

all the best approximation vectors z = (¢, ai, az) with ¢; < ¢ < ¢;, are among the vectors from the
sequence
21,22, .y %4,3 (81)

(C) among every two consecutive vectors z,, 2,41 from (81) at least one vector is a best approximation
vector for every x satisfying (80);

(D) for all x satisfying (80) and for every v < i, — 1 one has &~ > L

&1 7 16V6(507242) "

When vectors ([[7) will be defined, the limit point (78) will satisfy

A
—Ailoo € 5755 VtEEZy, 82
@~ Al S gz VL (52

as the inequality (80) for ¢ + 1 leads to the inequality (80) for ¢. This limit vector a will be just the
vector we need for Theorem 2.

Here we should note that for ¢ = 1 the conditions (B) is satisfied automatically as z; is a best
approximation vector for all x satisfying (80). At the same time for ¢ = 1 conditions (C) and (D)
are empty, because we have only one vector z;.

Now we explain how to construct next vectors
Zy, ’it + 2 <rv< ’it+1 + 1. (83)

satisfying conditions (A), (B), (C), (D) of the next step. We start with the explanation of the
construction and then we will verify the conditions (A), (B), (C), (D) .
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First of all we apply Lemma 4 with
Vo = 2y, V1 = 2441

and take vectors
zit—l-l/ =v,, 2 < v < kt

where v, are defined in ([@3]). We take k = k; large enough to satisfy (44 as well as the inequalities

Qiy 4k = WA? (84>
and
Qip+ke 2 Vir (85)
We define
Gpp1 = B + Ky + 2,
SO
it+1 - 2 == ’it + ]ft.
Then for

n=7 =7

and vectors

’ "o
Wy = Zj -4, Wy =24,,,-3

we apply Lemma 5. Of course we have
o "o
Wy =Wy +wy = 24,2

We need to check the condition (65) and the condition on x satisfying (68)). But (€5) follows from
(84). As for the condition on x we will check it right now. In our situation p, = ¢;,,,—» and (8]
means that

Ay
‘X - XO‘oo < )
Tp41—2
Remark 4 with W, = A;,,_» gives
24
%0 — Woloo = %0 — Aiy 200 < —5——
qit+1_2
So by the triangle inequality
3A; Ay
|X - Ait+1—2|oo < ) < D) .
V-2 100(]it+1—2

So x satisfies ([AH]) and the condition on x follows from the conclusion of Lemma 4, as in both sequences
(@6) and (@7) the last vector is v, = wo = 2;,,,—2. We verified the possibility of application of Lemma
5. Lemma 5 gives us the vector
Zi,, = Wi.
Then we define
Zip1—1 = W1 — Wo.
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Now we should define 2;,,, +1. First of all we define the next two-dimensional lattice Ayp1 = (2;,, -1, 2i,,, )2
with fundamental volume A;,;. Then we define

Zi, 41 = Zip, -1 +az,,,, where a=[507%]+ 1. (86)

It is clear that Ayy1 = (24, 24, 141)2-
So all the vectors (83) are defined and we must check the conditions (A), (B), (C), (D) of the

new inductive step.

Condition (A) is satisfied because of

Qi1+ 1Gi — Qigyr Girpa+1] < D,

and for ([{9) with ¢ replaced by ¢ + 1 we have

A B AV < JAVES] JAVES]
— Ay 4100 = max < . S A2 SEgrg
I=L2 ] iy 41 iy iy iy 1 Qi 1+1 Gty Vi,

Ajip 141 o Aj e 41

|A

A

(87)

Tt41

Let us check the conditions of Lemma 4. Inequality (41]) is clear. As for ([@2]), we should show that

1
A, —A o S T 88
‘ t+1 t+1+1‘ QQit+1At+1 ( )
and 5 )
Ziita
|Ait+1 - Ait+1+1|00 < 2+ . (89)

To get (88) we use (29) for the best approximation vector z;,,, with A,y instead of A,. Then

2
At—l—l

Qisqq > (KAt+l)2 2 72 )

and this deduces (88) from (&7).

From condition (v) of Lemma 5 we see that w; = 2;,,, will be a best approximation vector for
all x satisfying the condition (71l). So we have

Ay

———— < 0(zi,,);
72C_Iit+1—2qz't+1 o

as wy = 2;,,, is always a best approximation vector under the assumption (ZI]). The last inequality
together with (87) and Remark 5 (where A = Ay, Ay = A1, po = Giy -2, P1 = Giy,y ) SiVes

A1t—',—1 < At < 5(zit+1>
5072Qi2,5+1 272qit+1—2qit+1 2 ’

‘Ait+1 - Ait+1+1‘oo <

and this is just (89).
So condition (A) is satisfied.

Now we verify conditions (B) and (C). Suppose that x satisfies (80) for the next step, that is

A

X — Al < 552
+1 2472%“1

(90)
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From (Q0) and Remark 5 we see that
Ay

e
Y Qiy -2 41

So by Lemma 5 either
zit+1—27zit+1—17zit+1
or
Zip1-25 %y

are successive best approximations to X.
Then from Remark 7 (with Wo = A;,,, 2, W1 = A;,,,A = Ay, =7,p0 = ¢, _5) we have

3A,
o — A <20t
141 2 2t+1|oo ~X 400qi2t+1_2

|A

This inequality together with (@0) leads to

A
‘X - Ait+1—2|oo < |X - Ait+1‘°0 + ‘Ait“_z B Ait“‘oo S W

Tt41—2

So by Lemma 4 we see that either

Zity Rig4+1yRigp1—4y Ry 1—35 Bip1—2

or
Zigy Riyg+1, Ripy1—4y Ry 12
is the sequence of successive best approximations to x.

Again from ([@0) and Remark 6 (¢;, < po = ¢i,\,-2,P1 = @i,,,) Which now states that ¢;,,, >
2 Qi1 —2 we deduce

Ay Ay
< .
249°q;,,, — 967'¢
Then, by Remark 7 (Wo = A;,.,—2,W1 = Ai,, Do = Gir,,—2 = Gir+r,) and (85) we see that

3At 3At 3At At

|X - Ait+1 ‘00 <

A, — A2l < = .
1t+1 141 [C el ’71]93 quH_Q X ”)/3(]22)5 X 10072%2)5

In the notation of Lemma 4 we have V= A;,, V1 =A,, 11,V =4, ,—2. So

Ay
|A’it+1—2 _Azt|oo - |Vk: - V0|OO < |Vl - V0|OO - |A’it+1 - Alt|OO < W?
by ((79) from condition (A). So last three inequalities lead to
Ay
|X - Ait|oo < ‘X - Ait+1‘oo + ‘Ait+1 - Ait+1—2‘00 + |Ait+1—2 - Ait‘oo < qui’

and by inductive assumption we have the required properties for all the best approximations z =
(¢,a1,a2) with 1 < q < gy,

By the way, we see that condition (80) for (¢ + 1)-th step ensures condition (80) for ¢-th step, and
we proved the inequality (82).
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We see that we have established conditions (B) and (C) for all the best appproximations z =
(¢,a1,az) in the range ¢1 < ¢ < ¢;,., -

Let us verify condition (D) for i; < v < 4441 — 1. We consider the cases

1) v=riy,

2) it<l/<7;t+1—3,

3) v ="l —2,

4) Vv = it+1 —1
separately.

1) First of all we need lower bound for the approximation &;, = ¢;,|@ — A;, |- We use the notation
of Lemma 4 with

00 = qui - git’ g’it = |20|OO
By (86) of the previous inductive step we have
Qi +1 < (5072 + 2)qlt

Remark 5 with py = ¢;,, p1 = ¢i,41, A = Ay, Ay = A, for Lemma 5 applied on the previous inductive
step gives

Az A,
8%—2
Now from (57)) with ¢ = 0, A = A, we get
AW Ay
i = Z . 91
. 2\/6Qit+1 16\/6(5072 + 2)¢i,—2 o1
Form (27) with v =i, — 2, Ay = A;_; we see that
AV AV
git—Q < = < = (92>

< )
Qi —1 Qi —2
Points 0, 2;, 2, 2;,_1, 2;, form a parallelogram and so

§i—1 = &ip—2 — &, < &iy—2-

Now ([@1I92) give us
git > git > 1
R 161/6(5072 +2)’

and this is what we need.

2) For v from the interval i; < v < iz — 3 from (E8) of Lemma 4 follows

& 1

51/—1 - 4

3) Let xq be the point form Lemma 5 applied on (¢ + 1)-th step. In the notation of Lemma 5 we
have Wy = Ait+1—27W1 = Ait+17p0 = Qiy41-2,P1 = Qiyyq, A=Ay, Ay = Ayq. Then

Sivp1-2 2 Givpr—2|Aisr1-2 — Xoloo — Giryr—2/T — Xo|oo- (93)
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But from the construction (66) we have

Ay
Qir1—2]Ai+1—2 — X0|oo = Po|Wo — Xo|oo = ——. 94
rmelis = Sol = wIWo — ol 2 5ot (94)
Then,
17A,
qit+1—2|x _x0|00 < qit+1—2|Ait+1 _x0|00 —I—p0|x - Ait+1|00 < A (95)
Vi 12

(we use inequalities (7)) for the first summand and (¢ + 1)-th step of (80), Remark 5 for the second

summand). Now (Q3|9405]) gives
Ay

ippr—2 2 ——.
s g 47qn+1—2

Together with (27) for v = i, — 3 this gives

git+1—2 > 1

git+1—3 - 4’}/

4) As in the case 1) the points 0,2;,,,-9,2;,,,-1,2;,,, form a parallelogram and so

gitJrl—l = git+1—2 - git+1’

As &, is much smaller than §;,,,—» we immediately have

git+1—1 -1 git+1 > 1
git+1—2 git+1—2 2
We see that condition (D) is valid in the range i; < v < 4441.

Now we have constructed the vectors ([[T) satisfying the conditions (A), (B), (C), (D) for every
t and Theorem 2 follows.[.
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