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DIVERGENT TRAJECTORIES ON PRODUCTS OF
HOMOGENEOUS SPACES

JINPENG AN, LIFAN GUAN, ANTOINE MARNAT, AND RONGGANG SHI

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we determine the Hausdorff dimension of the set of
points with divergent trajectories on the product of certain homogeneous spaces.
The flow is allowed to be weighted with respect to the factors in the product
space. The result is derived from its counterpart in Diophantine approximation.
In doing this, we introduce a notion of jointly singular matrix tuples, and extend
the dimension formula for singular matrices to such matrix tuples.

1. INTRODUCTION

The roots of the theory of Diophantine approximation lie in Dirichlet’s Theorem.
It asserts that for any real matrix @ € M,,«,(R), the system of inequalities

16a—p|" <@ and 0<|[q|"<Q

has an integer solution (p, q) € Z™ xZ" for any real number () > 1. Here ||| denotes
the supremum norm. One of the central topics in Diophantine approximation is to
investigate matrices for which one can go beyond Dirichlet’s Theorem. In this regard,
a crucial object of study is the class of singular matrices introduced by Khintchine
[10, 11]. A comprehensive survey on this topic is Moshchevitin [14].

Recall that a matrix @ € M,,.,(R) is singular if for every € > 0, the system of
inequalities

16— pl™ <@ and 0<ql" <@ (1.1)

has an integer solution (p,q) € Z™ x Z" for any sufficiently large real number Q).
Let Sing,,,, denote the set of all singular matrices in M, (R). It is well-known
that Sing; ; = Q. In general, a classical result of Khintchine states that Sing,, ,
has Lebesgue measure 0. Regarding the Hausdorff dimension, breakthroughs have
been made recently by several groups of authors, which together give the following
formula.

Theorem 1.1. [3, 4, 9, 7] For any (m,n) € N? with (m,n) # (1,1), we have
mn

dim Sing,, , = mn — .
’ m+n

Here and throughout the paper, “dim” refers to the Hausdorff dimension. The

(m,n) = (2,1) case of Theorem 1.1 is due to Cheung [3], and the n = 1 case is

due to Cheung and Chevallier [1]. In the general case, the sharp upper bound of

dim Sing,, , was obtained by Kadyrov, Kleinbock, Lindenstrauss and Margulis in [9]

using the contraction property of the height function, and the sharp lower bound was
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obtained by Das, Fishman, Simmons and Urbariski [7] using a variational principle
for parametric geometry of numbers. A related question is to calculate the dimension
of weighted singular linear forms. The dimension of weighted singular vectors in R?
was obtained by Liao, Solan, Tamam and the forth named author in [13].

Thanks to Dani’s correspondence [5], many Diophantine properties of 8 can be
reformulated dynamically. Let m,n € N, and let

Consider the one-parameter semigroup
Er, = {gi™™ .t >0}, where ™" = ( el otin] ) A (1.2)
For 8 € M,,«,(R), denote
Ug = <Im Z) and 19 = ugZ™" € Yyin. (1.3)

Then 6 € M,,x,(R) is singular if and only if the trajectory I} g is divergent, i.e.,
it eventually leaves every compact subset of Y, ;.

In general, let G be a noncompact Lie group, I' C G be a nonuniform lattice, and
F*t ={g,:t > 0} C G be a one-parameter subsemigroup. Let us say that a point
x € G/T is FT-singular if the corresponding trajectory F*z is divergent on G/T.
The set D(F*,G/T") of F'-singular points has been extensively studied in recent
years. A related notion was introduced in [9]: For ¢ € (0, 1], let us say that a point
v € G/Tis (F*,0)-singular? if for any compact subset K of G/I", one has

1 T
lim sup ?/ Ig(gir) dt <1 -9,
0

T—o00

where 1 denotes the characteristic function of K. The set of (F't, d)-singular points
is denoted by Ds(F*,G/T'). As a dynamical counterpart of Theorem 1.1, we have
the following natural question.

Question 1. What are dim D(F'*,G/I") and dim Ds(F*,G/I") ?

In the most general case, it is proved in [8] that dim Dy (F*,G/T") < dim G/T". As
a direct corollary of Theorem 1.1, we have

dim D(F . Yin) = dim Vypsp — — 2

m,n’

e (m,n) € N>~ {(1,1)}. (1.4)

The sharp upper and lower bounds of dim Ds(F}} ., Y1) were also obtained in [9]
and [7], respectively, which together give:

Theorem 1.2 ([9, 7]). Let (m,n) € N? and § € (0,1]. Then
mn

m,n’

P (1.5)

'Here the time parametrization of gt(m’n) is chosen to be compatible with the definition of a

template in [7]. It differs from that in [9] by a factor mn.
2Such points are called d-escape on average in [9]. Here we use the terminology “singular points”
to emphasize their relation to singular matrices.
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In this paper, we consider certain special cases of Question 1, namely, when the
system (F* G/T') is a product of homogeneous systems. More precisely, let s > 2
be an integer, and let

G=]]G. T=]]r Xi=GyT:, X=G/T=]]X, (1.6)

i=1 i=1 i=1

where G; = SL(m; + n;, R), Ty = SL(m; + n;, Z), and (m;, n;) € N2, Let
At = HF;F’
i=1

where F," = Fy .. isgivenin (1.2). Let F'" be a one-parameter subsemigroup of A*
that projects non-trivially to each component. The homogeneous system (F'*, G/T')
is the main object of our study. For any such F'*, there exists a = (a1,...,as) € R,
where Ry = (0, 00), such that

Pt =FF = {gt — @’ﬁh"l’, . ,gg’j;*"s)) > 0} . (1.7)

We say that F} is the one-parameter subsemigroup of AT associated to the weight
vector a. Note that F = F if and only if a = ca’ for some positive constant c.

For 1 < j < s, consider the natural projections G — Hi# G; and X — Hi# X;.
By abuse of notation, we denote both projections by 7;. Note that for z € X,
if some 7;(z) is m;(F;)-singular (resp. (m;(F;),d)-singular), then z is F -singular
(resp. (F;,0)-singular). This motivates us to make the following definition.

Definition 1.3. A point x € X is essentially F -singular (resp. essentially (F;,5)-
singular) if it is F -singular (resp. (F,0)-singular) but for each 1 < j < s, 7;(x)
is not 7;(F,")-singular (resp. not (m;(F;), d)-singular).

It is easy to see that if x € X is essentially F-singular, then the divergent
trajectory F.,fz is non-obvious in the sense of [19], hence is non-degenerate in the
sense of [0].

Let us denote the set of essentially F,f-singular (resp. essentially (F.f, 0)-singular)
points by D¢(F;, X) (resp. D§(F;, X)). The main result of this paper is as follows.

Theorem 1.4. Let X be the product of s homogeneous spaces given by (1.6) with
s > 2, and let F} be the one-parameter semigroup in (1.7) associated to the weight
vector a € RY.. Then

m;n;

dim D(F}, X) = dim D*(F}, X) = dim X — min (1.8)
1<i<s my; + N,
and, for any 6 € (0,1],
dim Ds(F, X) = dim DS(FF, X) = dim X — § min — 2% (1.9)

1<i<s my; +n;

Theorem 1.4 is new even for X = (SL(2,R)/SL(2,Z))", namely, when all the
(m;,n;) are equal to (1,1). In this case, the dimension formula for D(F, X) was
conjectured by Y. Cheung via private communication with the fourth named author.
Cheung’s motivation is his result in [2] where he proved the formula in the case where
(ms,n;) = (1,1) and a= (1,...,1). An extension of Cheung’s result to products of
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hyperbolic spaces can be found in [20]. Let us also remark that if all the (m;, n;) are
different from (1, 1), the sharp upper bound of dim D(F, X), together with (1.4),
is enough to imply the dimension formula for D(F;, X'). However, if some (m;, n;)
is (1,1), we need to estimate the dimension from both sides.

Note that the right hand sides of (1.8) and (1.9) are independent of the weight
vector a. In fact, our method of proof also implies that the Hausdorff dimensions
of Uae]Ri D(F;, X) and UaERi Ds(Ff, X) are equal to the right hand sides of (1.8)
and (1.9), respectively. We will explain this at the end of Section 3.1. Let us also
remark that the dimension formulas in Theorem 1.4 are local. This means that for
any non-empty open subset U of X, the intersections of the various singular points
sets with U have the same dimensions as themselves.

Theorem 1.4 will be derived from its counterpart in Diophantine approximation,
namely Proposition 2.2 in the next section. Roughly speaking, Proposition 2.2 gives
the Hausdorff dimensions of certain sets of matrix tuples that are “jointly singular”.
In particular, it shows that if s > 2, then the s-tuples (y,...,6;) € R® such that
for every € > 0 and every sufficiently large @), there exists ¢ € N with

11212 dist(¢0;,Z) < eQ™' and ¢<Q (1.10)

form a set of Hausdorff dimension s — 1/2. Note that if the “min” sign in (1.10) is
replaced by “max” and the term eQ~! is replaced by eQ~'/*, we get the definition
of s-dimensional singular vectors, which form a set of Hausdorff dimension s — =25
by [1]. The precise definition of joint singularity and more examples will be given

in Section 2.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we deduce Theorem
1.4 from its Diophantine counterpart Proposition 2.2, which gives the dimension
formulas of singular points sets on an unstable horospherical leaf. The proof of
Proposition 2.2 is the main body of the paper and is given in two independent
sections.

In Section 3, we estimate the dimension from above using the covering theorem
in [9]. When the dynamical system (F;,X) has only one positive Lyapunov
exponent, the optimal upper bound follows rather directly from the arguments in
[9]. Otherwise, essential new ideas are needed, see Remark 3.10. We construct a
universal covering of the set of singular points independent of the weight a. The key
step is Lemma 3.5, which forms the main innovative part of Section 3. This method
can also be used to give the sharp upper bound of the dimension of singular points
set in other product systems.

In Section 4, we give the estimates from below using the variational principle in
parametric geometry of numbers introduced in [7]. The variational principle enables
us to study a very large family of Diophantine sets, namely, that can be described
using templates, which are certain piecewise linear functions. In particular, the
Hausdorff dimension of a Diophantine set that is associated to a certain template
can be computed using only the information of the template. By carefully choosing
templates for all the (m;, n;), we manage to construct certain product sets of matrices
that give the optimal lower bounds.
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2. JOINT SINGULARITY OF MATRIX TUPLES

In this section, we deduce Theorem 1.4 from its counterpart in Diophantine
approximation, which concerns “joint singularity properties” of matrix tuples. Let
us fix an integer s > 2, a pair (m;,n;) € N? for each 1 < i < s, and denote

M; = My, (R)  and M =[] M.

i=1
For ® = (04,...,0,) € M, let
ue = (ug,,...,up,) € G and xg = (vg,,...,%q,) € X,

where ug and zg are as in (1.3). It is easily checked that U := {ug : ® € M}
is the expanding horospherical subgroup of G with respect to F, for any a € R?.
Consider the following sets of matrix tuples:

D(Ff,M)={© € M : zg is F, -singular}, (2.1)
DE(FJr M) = {©® € M : zg is essentially F, -singular}, (2.2)
Ds(Ef,M) ={© € M : xg is (F,,d)-singular}, (2.3)
D5(F:, M) = {©® € M : zg is essentially (F,,d)-singular}. (2.4)

In order to give the Diophantine interpretations of these sets, let us introduce some
notation. For @ € M,,«,(R) and € > 0, let Q.(0) denote the set of all real numbers
@@ > 1 such that the system of inequalities (1.1) has an integer solution (p,q) €
7™ x Z'. Moreover, for a = (ai,...,a,) € RS, © = (64,...,0,) € M, € > 0 and
1 < j <s, denote

Qa E U QE Z 1/al7

Qac;(© U Q.(6,)"/ .
i#]

Let us say that a subset of R is a neighborhood of +oc if it contains the interval
(C, 4+00) for some C' € R. Clearly, 0 is singular if and only if Q.(8) is a neighborhood
of 400 for every € > 0. The first statement in the following lemma generalizes this
to matrix tuples.

Lemma 2.1. Letae R, ©® € M, and 6 € (0, 1].
(1) ® € D(F,M) if and only if Qa(®) is a neighborhood of +o0o for every
e > 0.
(2) ® € D(F;,M) if and only if Qac(®) is a neighborhood of +oo for every
€ >0 but Qay,,;(O) is not a neighborhood of +oo for some ey > 0 and every
1<y<s.
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(3) ©® € Ds(FF, M) if and only if

T—o00

1 T
lim inf T/ ]]'Qa,e(e)) (6t> dt Z 1) (25)
0

for every e > 0.
(4) ©® € D§(FF, M) if and only if (2.5) holds for every e > 0 but

1 T
lim inf T/ ]]‘Qa,eo,j(e) (et) dt < ¢
0

T—o00

for some eg > 0 and every 1 < j <'s.

Proof. We only prove (1). The proofs of (2)—(4) are in the same spirit and are left
to the reader.

Suppose a = (aq, ..., as). From Mahler’s compactness criterion, it is easy to see
that ® € D(F;f,M) if and only if the following statement holds:

(%) For every ¢ € (0,1], there exists ty > 0 such that for every t > t,, there
exists 1 <14 < s and (p,q) € Z™ x Z™ such that ||@;q — p|| < ce**™ and
0 < |lq| < ce®t/™.
Suppose statement (x) holds. Let ¢ > 0, we prove that Q, (®) is a neighborhood
of +00. Without loss of generality, we may assume € < 1. Applying statement (x)
with ¢ = €, we see that there exists t5 > 0 such that for every t > t,, there exist
1 <i<sand (p,q) € Z™ x Z" such that

10:q — p||™ < eMem M < eem !
and
0 < [|q|™ < et < et

Thus Qa(®) contains (e, +00), hence is a neighborhood of +oo.

Conversely, suppose that for every € > 0, Q, (®) is a neighborhood of +o0. To
prove statement (x), let ¢ € (0,1]. Let Cy > 1 be such that (Cp, +00) C Qa(O)
with

€ = min ¢

mj—i-nj
1<j<s ’

and let
to = log(2Cy) — (logc) max n;/a;.

Then, for ¢ > t;, the number min;<;<, c"i/%el /2 is greater than Cj, hence is in
Q.(0;)"/% for some 1 < i < 5. This means that there exists (p, q) € Z™ x Z™ such
that

—a; /m;
16:q — pl| < /™ <min c"j/ajet/Q) < ce~wit/mi
1<5<s
and
a;/ng
0<|lafl < (min c"f/%et/z) < cetitini,
1<j<s

Thus statement (x) holds. This proves (1). O
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Lemma 2.1 tells us that the sets (2.1)—(2.4) consist of matrix tuples that are
“jointly singular” in certain senses, with the weight vector a. In particular, we say
that a matrix tuple (64,...,0;) is jointly a-singular if it is in the set D(F;, M).
Let us explain some special cases more explicitly.

Example 1. Suppose (my,ny) = --- = (mg,ns) = (m,n) and a= (1,...,1). Then
(01,...,05) € M,»,(R)® is jointly a-singular if and only if for every e > 0, the
system of inequalities

min [|0iq—p[" <eQ™" and 0<|lqf" <@ (2.6)

has an integer solution (p,q) € Z™ x Z" for any sufficiently large real number Q).
Note that if (m,n) = (1, 1), then (2.6) is equivalent to (1.10). Proposition 2.2 below

shows that the set of such tuples has Hausdorff dimension mn(s — min) U

Example 2. Suppose s = 2 and (mq,n;) = (mg,n2) = (1,1). Then for (a1, as) €
R?, a pair (6,6,) € R? is jointly (ay, as)-singular if and only if for every € > 0 and
every sufficiently large C', there exists ¢ € N such that either

dist(¢#1,2) < eC™ and g < C*, (2.7)

or

dist(qby,Z) < eC™ and ¢q < C*. (2.8)
If we instead require that one of (2.7) and (2.8) is always satisfied, then 6, or 65 is
rational. However, Proposition 2.2 implies that the set of jointly (aj, as)-singular
pairs has Hausdorff dimension 3/2. O

Let us now formulate the Diophantine counterpart of Theorem 1.4.
Proposition 2.2. Let the notation be as above. Then

m;n;

dim D(F;, M) = dim D*(F;, M Zm ;n; — min

1<i<s my; + nz

and
m;n;

dim Ds(F;", M) = dim D§(F, Z mgn; — 6 min

1<i<s m; +n;

The proof of Proposition 2.2 will occupy the next two sections. In the rest of this
section, we derive Theorem 1.4 from Proposition 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.4 modulo Proposition 2.2. Let P be the weakly contracting
subgroup of G with respect to F, i.e.,

P={heG: theset {ghg™" : g € F;} is bounded} .

Then P is a parabolic subgroup of G whose Lie algebra is complementary to the Lie
algebra of U. It is straightforward to verify that the set PU := {pu:p € P,u € U}
consists of elements (g1, ..., gs) in G such that for each 1 <1i < s, the submatrix of
g; formed by its first m; rows and first m; columns is invertible. In particular, PU
is Zariski open in G. On the other hand, by Borel’s density theorem [1], every left
coset of I' is Zariski dense in G. It follows that the map

T:PxM—=X, (p,®)— pre
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is surjective.
Note that for any p € P and = € X, if pz is (essentially) F. -singular or
(essentially) (F;",d)-singular, then so is 2. Hence we have

= (D(F}, X)) = P x D(F;, M),

and similar equalities with D replaced by D¢ Ds or D§. Since the multiplication
map P x U — PU is a diffeomorphism (see, e.g., [|2, Lemma 6.44]), the map 7 is
a local diffeomorphism. Thus we have

dim D(F}, X) = dim7~Y(D(F;, X)),

and similar equalities with D replaced by D¢, Ds or D§. Note that for any subset
Y of M, dim(P x Y) =dim P+ dimY. So the dimension formulas in Theorem 1.4
follow from Proposition 2.2 and the fact that dim M = Zle m;n;. O

3. THE UPPER BOUNDS

The aim of this section is to estimate the dimensions in Proposition 2.2 from
above. Clearly, we have

D§(Ff,M) C Ds(F,M) and D°(F),M)C D(F],M) C D{(F;},M).

So the sharp upper bounds of their dimensions will follow from the following
proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let 6 € (0,1] and a € RS, then

m;n;

dim Ds(F;F, M) < mei — § min
i=1

1<i<s m; +n;

3.1. Auxiliary sets. In this section we cover Ds(F.", M) by sets whose dimensions
are easier to estimate from above.

For any 1 < i < s, we choose and fix a right invariant Riemannian metric dist,(-, -)
on G;, which naturally induces a metric on X; = G;/I';, also denoted by “dist;”, as
follows:

dist; (gL, hI';) = inlf dist(gvy, h), where g, h € G;.
vely
Set “dist” to be the metric on X given by
dist((z1,...,2s), (Y1,---,Ys)) = max dist; (24, v;)-
For R > 0, let
By ={r € X :dist(,[lg]) < R} and FEp = X \ By,

where [1¢] denotes the coset of the identity element 1. For R,7 > 0and 0 <4 < 1,
let

T
Ds(F} R, T) = {@ eM: %/ 1oy (giwe) dt > 5} . (3.1)
0

The value % fOT Lpx (91r@) dt measures the proportion Sf the time up to T that the
trajectory F re spends in the set En. Thus, the set Ds(F;, R, T) can be thought
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of as an approximation to the set Ds(F,,M). Their precise relation can be stated
as follows: for any 0 < 0’ < 9 <1 and R > 0, we have

Ds(F;f, M) C liminf Dy (F;f, R, T) = | J (| Ds(FS, R, T). (3.2)
T—o0
Ti>0T>T

This gives our first enlargement of Ds(F;, M).

Next we cover each Dg(F;, R,T) by a set defined using the data on each
component of X = Hle X;. For1 <i<sand R >0, we set

By ={r € X, : dist;(v,[1g,]) < R} and Ep' = X;~ By’
We write g;; = g™ to simplify the notation. For R, T > 0 and 0 € M;, set

1 T
AZ(R, T, 0) = ?/0 ]]-Ez}afi (gi,txg) dt.

Since dist is defined as the maximum of all the dist;, we have

I I

?/0 1px(gwe) dt = T ), max ]1E1§ (giaitre,) dt < A(FS R, T, ©),
where .

A(F,R,T.0) =) A(R,aT.0,).
This together with (3.1) implies -
Ds(Ff,R,T) C Dg(FS,R,T):={© cM: A(F;,RT,0)>d}. (3.3)
Combining (3.2) and (3.3), we get, for any 0 < ¢’ < 6 < 1,
Ds(Ff, M) C liminf Dy (F}, R, T) = U ) Ps(F5 RT).
>0 T>T

We summarize what we have obtained in the following lemma.
Lemma 3.2. Suppose 0 < § <6 <1, then
Ds(EF, M) C li%n inf Dg(F, R, T). (3.4)
— 00
The key step in our proof of Proposition 3.1 is that the right hand side of (3.4)

is contained in the limsup set associated to any weight vector. More precisely, we
have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let 0 < ¢ <0 <1 anda,b € R%, then
lim inf Ds(F,", R,T) C limsup Dy (Fy, R, T) = (| | Dy(Ff,R.T). (3.5)
Tmreo T—o0 T1>0T>T)

The proof of Lemma 3.3 will be given in Section 3.2. The above two lemmas
reduce the proof of Proposition 3.1 to estimating the dimension of the right hand
side of (3.5) for a convenient weight b. The special weight we are using will be

b0:< mam o T ) (3.6)

Y )
mi +ny Mg + Ng
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In this case the dynamical system (F,;:) , X)) has a single positive Lyapunov exponent.
By Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3, for any 0 < ¢’ < § <1,

Ds(Ff M) C Dy = () () U De(Fs, R, T). (3.7)

R>0T1>0T>Ty

So Proposition 3.1 will follow from the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Let § € (0,1], then

m;n;

S
dim Ds < Z m;n; — 0 min

— 1<i<s m; +n;
1=

(3.8)

The proof of Lemma 3.4 will be given in Section 3.3. Since the right hand side of
(3.7) does not depend on a € R?, Lemma 3.4 also implies

mg;n;

1<i<s m; +n;

dim U Ds(FF M) | < mei — § min
i=1

acRy

3.2. Proof of Lemma 3.3. The proof of Lemma 3.3 is based on the the following
key lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let s e N, 1 =01, > 0y > ...0, >0 and fi, fa,... fs : Ry — [0, 00)
be bounded functions. Then for any € > 0 and ty > 0, there exists t > ty such that

Z filt) < e+ Z fi(oit). (3.9)

Proof. We argue by induction on s. For s = 1, since o1 = 1, the inequality (3.9)
is trivial. Suppose s > 2 and the lemma holds for s — 1. Let ¢ > 0 and t;, > 0.
By assumption, the function f is bounded, hence there exists ) € N such that
fs(x) < Qe for all z € R,

Next we consider the bounded functions g1, ..., gs_1 : Ry — [0,00) defined as
Q
gi(t) =) filo ), 1<i<s—1. (3.10)
q=0

By the induction hypothesis, there exists t; > ¢y such that

s—1 s—1

Zgi(tl) < €+Zgi(0it1)- (3.11)

i=1 =1

We claim that

Q s s
> <e +) filoio ) = fi(o—;qtl)) > 0. (3.12)

q:O =1 =1
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Summing the index ¢ first and using (3.10) for 1 <i < s — 1, we have the left hand
side of (3.12) is equal to

Q

s—1 Q s—1
Q@+ De+ > gilot)) + > fu(o7 ) =Y gi(t) = Y fuloy )
=1 q=0 i=1

q=0

:<Q€ + fologty) — fo(os % ) + (6 + sz:igi(o-itl) — igi(tl)) (3.13)

The first term of (3.13) is nonnegative since 0 < fy(z) < Qe for all x € R,. The
second term of (3.13) is nonnegative by (3.11). Therefore, (3.12) holds.
By (3.12), there exists 0 < g < @ such that

€+ Z fi(O'iO's_qtl) — Z fi(O's_qtl) Z 0
i=1 i=1

This implies that ¢ = o, %; satisfies (3.9). Note that ¢ > ¢, since o5, < 1. This
completes the proof. O

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Assume the contrary that, there exists

el N bsFLRTS () | Do(BSLRT).

T >0T>T T >0T>T

Then there exists T} > 0 such that, for any 7" > T,
© € Ds(EF, R, T) but O ¢ Dg(F R, T).
In view of the definition of Ds(F., R,T) in (3.3), for any T' > T7,

AEF, R T,©)>¢ and A(F,RT,0)<. (3.14)
Note that the right hand side of (3.5) is unchanged if we rescale b. So by possibly
rescaling b = (b, ..., b,) and reordering 1 < i < s if necessary, we may assume that
1= b > b > 2> 5 > 0.
aq Qo Qg
Applying Lemma 3.5 to the functions f;(t) = A;(R, a;t, 0;), with
1 b;
25(5—5'), to=T, and =

we know that there exists T° > T}, such that

A(F;a R> Ta G)) = Z AZ(R7 aiT> 02)

i=1

5(5 &) +;A (R,b;T, 6)
1(5 5) + A(F*, R, T, ©).

This leads to a contradiction to (3.14), hence completes the proof. O
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3.3. Proof of Lemma 3.4. Let us first fix a pair of integers (m,n) € N?. For
r > 0, let B, denote the open Euclidean ball® in M5, (R) of radius r centered at 0.
The upper bound parts of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 are derived in [9] from the following
covering theorem*, which is the main technical result of [9].

Theorem 3.6 ([9]). There exist ty > 0 and a function C : Y1, — Ry such that
the following holds: For any t > to, there exists a compact set K = K(t) in Yy, 1y
such that for any y € Yyin, 0 € (0,1) and £ € N, the set

Z,(K,0,1,6) = {9 eB 4k e L. .. 0 g™ ugy ¢ K} > M}

can be covered by no more than C(y)(=L)3e™ =% balls in Mxn(R) of radius
—mtnpy

[ mn

To prove Lemma 3.4, we need the following continuous-time analogue of Theorem
3.6, which is in fact an easy corollary of Theorem 3.6. For technical reasons, we
include the § = 0 case.

Corollary 3.7. Let r > 0. Then there exist Ty > 0 and a function C Yiin = Ry
such that the following holds: For any T > Ty, there exists a compact set K = K(T')
in Yyin such that for any y € Yiin, 0 € [0,1) and £ € N, the set

LT
Z,(r, K (T, 6) := {9 € B, : / I, . & (ggm’")uey> dt > c%T}
0

can be covered by no more than C’(y)(%)gze(m”_é)” balls in My, (R) of radius

__m+n
e mn ZT.

Proof. Let 04, ...,0, € M;,«,(R) be such that the ¢ unit balls with centers 01, ..., 6,
cover B,, and let Cy > 0 be such that for any p € (0, 1), a unit ball in M,,,(R) can
be covered by at most Cyp™™" balls of radius p. We claim that

To = max{ty, mn},

q
C(y) = ZmaX{C(UOiy)a CO}7 (TS Ym+n7
i=1
K(T) = g(K(T)), T >T,
te[0,7
satisfy the requirement, where #o, C(-) and K(-) are given as in Theorem 3.6. Let
T >Ty, y € Yiin, 0 €1[0,1), ¢ € N. We need to verify that Z,(r, K(T),(T,0) can
be covered by at most C(y)(-L.)¥e(m+m=9¢T halls of radius e~ "mn ‘T,
(1) Suppose § = 0. Then Z,(r, K(T),(T,§) = B,, which can be covered by

aColle™ 5 T) ™ < Ciy) (T /) e T

. __m+n
balls of radius e~ mn T,

3In this subsection, metric balls in vector spaces are assumed to be open.
4Recall that the time parameter ¢ in this paper differs from that in [0] by a factor mmn.
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(2) Suppose § € (0,1). The definition of K (T) implies that for z € Y4, and
k € N, we have
gy e K(T) = g™™a e K(T) for all t € [(k — 1)T, kT,

It follows that ) )
Zy(1,K(T),0T,0) C Zy(K(T),(,T,6)
for any vy’ € Y,,1,,. Thus, by the choices of 64, ...,8,, we have

'C}

-
Il
—

Zy(r, K(T) AT, 6) C | J (Zug,y(1, K(T), (T, 6) + ;)

C

-

-
Il
—

(Zug,y(K(T),6,T,0) +6;).

Theorem 3.6 implies that each Z,, ,(K(T),¢,T,5) can be covered by at most

C(ug,y) (L )3 elmn=9T halls of radius e~ “mnt T Therefore, Z,(r, K(T),(T,6) can
be covered by at most

ZC u,y) (T /mn) ™= < E(y)(T /mn)*emn-oT

=1

balls of the same radius. This completes the verification. O

Let us now return to the context of Lemma 3.4. We will deduce from Corollary
3.7 a covering result for product spaces. For simplicity, we write
m;n;

bi = . 1<i<s. (3.15)
m; +n,;
Then by = (by,...,bs), see (3.6). Without loss of generality, assume that
by = min b;. (3.16)

1<i<s

Also, for 1 <i < s and §; € [0,1), denote

We first prove the following simple lemma, which approximates D(;(F,;; ,R,T) by a
finite union of product sets.

Lemma 3.8. Let 6 € (0,1], € € (0,9). Then there exists a finite subset S = S(€) of
[0,1)° satisfying the following conditions:

(1) For any (61,...,05) €S, > i ;=0 —¢.
(2) For any R, T >0,

Ds(Fy.R.T)C | J [[Ds(EF R.OT).
(0;)€S i=1

Proof. For a € (0, 1], consider the simplex

s

5, = {(51,...,58) e 0,003 5 :a}.

1=1
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Moreover, for v = (d1,...,0s) € Xs_., denote
Ny :={(0},...,0,) € X5 :0; > 6; for all 1 < i < s}.

Then {N, : v € ¥5_.} is an open cover of ¥s. Since Y5 is compact, there is a finite
subset S of Y5_. such that X5 = Uves Ny. Note that for v = (d1,...,ds) € S and
(01,...,0.) € Ny, we have

D(;;(F;—i—, R, bZT) C D(;Z.(F;—i—, R, b,T), 1< <s.
It follows that
Ds(Fy . R.T)C | J []Ds(F RbT)

(8))exs i=1

-J U HDyF R, b;T)

VES (8)EN, i=1

C UHD(;F R, b;T).

i)ES i=1

It is clear that S C [0,1)®. So the proof is completed. O

For 1 <1 < s, let d; denote the Euclidean metric on M;, and B,Mi C M; denote
the Euclidean ball of radius r centered at 0. Consider the metric

d((0y,...,0,),(0},...,6.)) = fgfgdi(ei, 0.)

on M, and let BM = BM:1 x ... x BM: be the associated metric ball of radius r
centered at 0. For simplicity, we write the right hand side of (3.8) as «, that is,

a= (;mml) — 0b;.

Our covering result for product spaces is as follows.

Lemma 3.9. For any r,e > 0, there exist T =T (r,€) >0 and R = R(T) > 0 such
that for any ¢ € N, the set
Ds(Fyf, R4T) N BM (3.17)

can be covered by no more than e+ balls of radius e=*T.

Proof. Let S(e/2by) C [0,1)° be the finite set given as in Lemma 3.8. Then the set
(3.17) is covered by

U T (Ds(FF. RbeT) 0 BM).
(6;)€S(e/2by) i=1
Hence it suffices to study the sets
D, (F*, R bilT) N BT, (3.18)

which coincide with Z[lci}(r, B I)%Q’ b{T,d;) in the notation of Corollary 3.7. By
Corollary 3.7, there exist T;, C; > 0 such that, for any 7' > T}, there exists R;(T) > 0
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such that for any ¢ € N and R > R;(T), the set (3.18) can be covered by no more
than

Ci(biT/mini)3Z€(mi+ni—5i)bi£T S Cinge(mini_(gibi)gT
balls of radius e, Hence for any T > maxj<;<, T; and R > max;<;<, R;(T), the
set [T,_; (Ds,(F;t, R, b{T) N BMi) can be covered by no more than

CT3sZer:1 (mim;—8;b; )T

balls of radius e, where C' = [[;_, C;. Taking Ty large enough, we may assume
that

LT

#S(e/2b)) - CT>* < e
for any 7' > T and ¢ € N. On the other hand, by the choice of S(¢/2b,), we have

s

i=1 =1

i=1
In summary, for any 7' > maxo<i<s I; and R > maxj<;<s R;(T), the set (3.17) can
be covered by no more than

#8(6/2b1) . max CT3s£erzl(mini—5ibi)ZT < e(a—l—e)ZT
(6:)eS(e/2b1)

balls of radius e~**. This proves the lemma. O

Remark 3.10. The above argument does not generalize directly to prove a similar
covering result for a general weight vector a. This is the main difficulty in proving
Proposition 3.1 and is resolved by Lemma 3.3 above.

We are now prepared to prove Lemma 3.4.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. By the definition of Hausdorff dimension, it suffices to show
that for any » > 0 and ¢ > «, the Hausdorff measure

H(Ds N BM) = 0.
Recall that, for a subset Z C M,
H(Z) = lim H3(Z),

B—0

where

H5(Z) = int {Z U7+ Z < | Ui, U] < B} .
k k

Hence it suffices to show that for any 5 > 0,

H5(Ds N BM) = 0. (3.19)

We claim that for any R > 0 and 7" > 0
Dsc () |J Ds(Ff.R(T). (3.20)

G EN LeN, >4

According to the definition of Ds in (3.7), it suffices to prove that there exists Ry > R
such that for any ¢ € [(¢ — 1)T, (T, if © € Ds(F, R1,t), then

© € Ds(Fit, R, ({ — )T) U Ds(F, R, (7).
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If © ¢ Ds(Fy R, (¢ —1)T), then ® ¢ Ds(F\, Ry, (¢ — 1)T). The assumption
© € Ds(Fy, Ry, t) implies that there exists t; € [((—1)T, ¢T] such that g, ze € Ep,
The claim now follows by taking R; sufficiently large so that, if g, ze € Ef{l for
some t; € [(( — 1)T, (T}, then g;,7e € Ex for all t, € [(¢ — 1)T,(T).

By applying Lemma 3.9 to € = £(o — a) and r, we can find 7 > 0 and R > 0 such
that for any ¢ € N, the set

Ds(Fyf, R4T) N BM

(o+a)lT/2

can be covered by no more than e balls of radius e=*. Suppose ¢, is large

enough such that 2¢=47 < 3. By (3.20),
DsnBMc |J Ds(F), R.(T)nBM
LENL>0,
It follows that

H5(Ds N BM) <Y HG(Ds(F), R, (T) N BM)
>0

< Z e(a+a)ZT/2e—UZT

>0
e—%(o—a)élT

1—e é(cr a)T’

By letting ¢; go to infinity, we get (3.19). This completes the proof. O

4. THE LOWER BOUNDS
This section is devoted to proving the following lower bounds in Proposition 2.2.

Proposition 4.1. Fora € R} and § € (0,1], we have

min;
e + > . . i1l
dim D¢(F, E min; — moin e— (4.1)

and
m;n;

dim D§(F, ) > Z m;n; — 0 min (4.2)

1<i<s my; +n;

The main tool of the proof is the wvariational principle in parametric geometry
of numbers developed by Das, Fishman, Simmons and Urbanski in [6, 7]. It allows
us to construct a set of points with a given Diophantine property, whose Hausdorff
dimension is computable. Before heading to the proof of Proposition 4.1, we first
recall some basics of parametric geometry of numbers.

4.1. Parametric geometry of numbers and variational principle. Parametric
geometry of numbers originates in a question of Schmidt [16]. It was developed by
Schmidt and Summerer [17, 18] and Roy [15]. Recently, Das, Fishman, Simmons and
Urbanski [0, 7] established a variational principle, which generalizes and quantifies
an important theorem of Roy and has been a powerful tool for computing Hausdorff
dimensions.
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Let m,n € N and 6 € M,,»,(R). The main purpose of parametric geometry of

777/)

numbers is to study the trajectory {gfm xg :t >0} C Y., through the successive

minima function
h = hg = (h971, e h@,m—i—n) : [0, OO) — R™"
where for 1 <k <m+mnandt >0,

he x(t) = log )\k(gt(m7n)x0)7

and \g(-) denotes the k-th successive minimum of a lattice in R+,

It is easy to see that, up to a finite error, h(t) is piecewise linear with few possible
slopes. Minkowski’s first and second convex body theorems give further information.
In a landmark paper [15], Roy showed that when m or n is 1, the successive minima
functions are precisely approximated by Roy-systems, which are relatively simple
combinatorial objects. In [0, 7], Das, Fishman, Simmons and Urbanski extended
this result to arbitrary m and n and quantified the result.

Definition 4.2 ([7]). Let (m,n) € N? and I C [0,00) be an interval. An m x n
template on I is a piecewise linear continuous map L = (Ly, ..., Lyyp) : I — R™T™
satisfying the following conditions:

(2) The derivative L’(t), when well-defined, satisfies —1/n < L’(t) < 1/m.

(3) For any 1 < j < m 4+ n and subinterval J C [ such that L; < L;4; on J
(with the convention L, ,+1 = 400), the restriction on J of the function
Fj = Zo<k§j Ly, is convex with slopes in the set
. {]ﬁ ks }
Z(]): ———:nglgm,OSkQSn,k1+k2:] .
m n

Generalizing Roy’s theorem [15], it is shown in [7] that for every 8 € M, (R),
there is an m x n template L on [0, 00) such that hg — L is bounded, and conversely,
for every such template L, there exists @ € M, (R) such that hg — L is bounded.
The variational principle provides a quantitative version of the latter statement. It is
expressed in terms of the lower average contraction rate of a template, as described
below.

For a template L on I C [0,00) and a subinterval [17,75] C I, one can define the
average contraction rate A(L, [T1,T5]). As the definition is relatively long, we refer
the reader to [7, Definition 2.5]. When I = [0, 00), we write A(L,T") = A(L, [0,7]),
and define the lower average contraction rate §(L) of L as

(L) = liminf A(L, T).
T—o0
It is clear that the constant function L = 0 is a template, called the trivial m xn

template. Its lower average contraction rate is given below.

Lemma 4.3. The lower average contraction rate of the trivial m X n template on
[0, 00) is mn.

Proof. This follows directly from [7, Definition 2.5] (see also [7, Section 28]). O
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For an m x n template L on [0, c0), set
M(L) ={0 € M,,xn(R) : hg — L is bounded}.
More generally, given a collection £ of m x n templates on [0, 00), denote

ML) = | M),
Lel
The collection L is said to be closed under finite perturbations if whenever L and L’
are templates such that L € £ and L — L is bounded then L’ € £. The variational
principle reads as follows.

Theorem 4.4 ([7]). Let L be a Borel collection of m x n templates on [0,00) that
is closed under finite perturbations. Then
dim M(L) = sup d(L).

Lel
4.2. Reformulation of joint singularity properties and strategy of proof.
Let us fix an integer s > 2, a pair (m;,n;) € N? for each 1 < i < s, and a weight
vector a = (ay,...,as) € R}. Then we can reformulate various joint singularity
properties using the successive minima function.

Lemma 4.5. Let © = (04,...,0,) € M, § € (0,1].
(1) ® € D(F;}F,M) if and only if

I in he, 1(a;t) = —oc. 4,
1£llsogplrggshe“1(azt) 00 (4.3)

(2) ©® € D(F}, M) if and only if (4.3) holds and
lim sup mig he,1(a;it) > —co  foralll <j<s.

t—oo 1SiS
i#j

(3) ©® € Ds(FF, M) if and only if

1 7
lim sup T/ Li_cq <1m£1 hgi,l(ait)> dt <1-6 forallC >0. (4.4)
0 <s

T—o0 <i

(4) ©® € D§(FF, M) if and only if (4.4) holds and there exists C' > 0 such that

1 T
lim sup —/ Li_cc) | min he,i(at) | dt >1—=05 foralll <j<s.
Tooo 1 Jo ’ 1<i<s ¥

i#]

Proof. These are direct consequences of the definitions of the joint singularity
properties and Mahler’s compactness criterion. O

To prove Proposition 4.1, we are going to construct s-tuples of templates
(L', ..., L) such that [];_, M(L?) is contained in D¢(F;}, M) or D§(F;",M). Then
the desired lower bounds for the Hausdorff dimensions of D¢(F;", M) and D§(F;, M)
follow from Theorem 4.4. Here and in what follows, when saying that (L, ... L?)
is an s-tuple of templates, we always assume L’ is an m; x n; template on [0, 00),
and write the j-th component of L' as L}. Let b; be the number defined in (3.15),
and suppose that (3.16) holds. We will construct tuples of templates satisfying the
following two lemmas.
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Lemma 4.6. There exists an s-tuple of templates (L, ..., L*) satisfying

é(L1> = ming — bl, (45)
LY = myn; forall2<i<s, (4.6)
h?ligp in Li(a;t) = —oo, (4.7)
limsup min Li(a;t) = 0 foralll<j<s. (4.8)

t—oo 1<i<s
i#£]

Lemma 4.7. Let 6 € (0,1] and 61,...,65 € (0,0) be such that Y ;_,6; = 6. Then
there exists an s-tuple of templates (L', ... L) such that

. 1T - 4
hITn_ilip T/o Li_cc 1I£1i128 Li(a;t) | dt=1-— 25, forall1 <j<s,C >0,
i£j i#]
(4.10)
. LT o
lim sup T/o Li_ccy <112i1£18 Ll(ait)) dt=1—-6 forallC > 0. (4.11)

T—o0

We postpone the proofs of Lemmas 4.6 and 4.7 and first deduce Proposition 4.1
from them.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Let (L',... L) be an s-tuple of templates satisfying
(4.5)—(4.8). By (4.7), (4.8) and Lemma 4.5, we have

[[Mm@) c De(FEF M),
i=1
On the other hand, if we let £¢ denote the collection of templates L such that L’ — L

is bounded, then £’ is Borel and is closed under finite perturbations, and hence it
follows from Theorem 4.4 that

dim M (L") = dim M(L") = sup §(L) > §(L").
Lel?

These properties, together with (4.5) and (4.6), imply that

dim D*(F;7, M) > dim [ [ M(L') > ) dim M(L)

i=1 i=1

i=1 i=1

This proves (4.1).
The proof of (4.2) is similar. Let dy,...,05 € (0,9) be such that >, §; = J, and
let (L', ..., L*) be an s-tuple of templates satisfying (4.9)—(4.11). We claim that

f[M(L") C Di(EF,M).

1=1
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In fact, if @ = (6y,...,0,) € [[;_; M(L"), and if we denote
Co= sup |he,1(t) — Li(t)],

t>0,1<i<s

then by (4.10), for 1 < j < s, we have

1T
hmsup—/ L—cy—1,0o+1] | min he,1(a;t) | dt
T—00 0 1%’55

. e o
> lljrpjolip T/o T—1 112'125 Li(at) | dt=1-— Z(S,- >1-0,
i#] i#j

and by (4.11), for any C' > 0, we have

. I .
hmsupf/0 Li_ccy <12111£sh0i71(“it)) dt

T—o0
1 [T .
< 1 — 1 ? . — — 0.
< hjr}:solipT/O L_c—co,0+c0) (fglgsLl(azt)) dt=1-4¢

It then follows from Lemma 4.5 that ® € D§(F;,M). This verifies the claim.
Similar to the above case, Theorem 4.4 implies that dim M(L*) > §(L¢). Then by
(4.9), we have

dim D(F;", M) > dim [ [ M(L') > )~ dim M(L)
=1 =1

i=1 i=1 =1

By letting 6; = 0 — (s — 1)e and dy = -+ - = §; = € for sufficiently small ¢ > 0 and
taking e — 0, we obtain

dim D§(F;f, M) > Y mn; — 6by.
=1

This completes the proof. O

4.3. Standard templates. The rest of this section is devoted to the proofs of
Lemmas 4.6 and 4.7. Our proofs will be constructive. In this subsection, we first
recall the notion of standard template defined by two points introduced in [7], which
will be the building blocks of our construction.

Definition 4.8 ([7]). Given two points (t',&'), (t",€") € [0,00)? with ¢ < ¢”, and
denote At =" —t', Ae = &” — &', Let us say that the pair of points ((¢', '), (t",£"))
is admussible if it satisfies the following conditions:

At At

— < Ae <= (4.12)
m n

- —1
n 1At ifmzl,andAagm
2n

Ae > — At ifn=1, (4.13)

m
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(n — 1)(% — Ae) > (m+n)e’ or (m— 1)(% + Ae) > (m+n)E".  (4.14)

The standard template L((t',€), (t”, ")) associated to an admissible pair ((t',€’), (t”,£"))
is the m x n template (Ly, ..., Lyin) on [t',t"] defined in the following way.

o Let g1,90 : [t',t"] = R be piecewise linear functions such that

n(t)=gt) =<, a(t")=g") ="

and g; has two intervals of linearity: one on which g, = 1/m and the other
on which g, = —1/n . For i = 1 the latter interval comes first while for i = 2
the former interval comes first. The existence of such functions g; and g
is guaranteed by (4.12). Finally, let g3 = -+ = g1 be functions on [t/, "]
chosen so that g1(t) + - -+ + gmin(t) = 0 for all t € [/, ¢"].

o Let t € [t',t"]. If go(t) < g3(t), define L;(t) = g;(t) for all 1 < j < m +n.
Otherwise, define Li(t) = ¢1(t), and define Ly(t) = -+ = Lyyn(t) so that
Li(t)+ -+ Liypyn(t) = 0.

Moreover, let us say that a finite sequence of points {(¢;,&;) }1<i<k is admissible
if for all 1 <1 < k — 1, the pair ((t;,¢;), (ti41,€141)) is admissible. We define the
standard template associated to {(t;, ;) }1<i<k to be the template on the interval
[t1, 1] that equals L((#;, 1), (fig1,€141)) on [ty tiqa].

We will need the following statement.

Lemma 4.9. Let L be the standard template associated to an admissible pair of
points (t',€') and (t",€"). Then

(1) L1(t) < —min{e’, "} for allt € [t',t"].

(2) The average contraction rate on [t',t"] is given by

Aaqaﬂpzmn—7m‘—o(ﬁ§ﬁfﬁ).

m-+n " —t

Proof. (1) follows directly from the definition. For the proof of (2), see the paragraph
below Definition 12.4 in [7]. O

The following simple observation will be also useful.
Lemma 4.10. Any pair of points ((t',€'), (t",€")) that satisfies
" —t' > (m+n)*max(e’, ") (4.15)
1s admissible.

Proof. Given (4.15), the conditions (4.12), (4.13) and (4.14) are easily checked. [

4.4. Construction of templates (I). Now let us begin to prove Lemma 4.6. In
this subsection, we construct the templates we need and in the next one, we verify
that they satisfy the conditions of Lemma 4.6.

Set Ty = 1 and T4y = T}, + /T}). Set

b= (YT, w=10"VT
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and for 0 <1 <, set ty; = T} + ly;. Clearly, we have t; o = T}, and tx;, = Tit1-
Note that v; goes to infinity when k goes to infinity. So, there exists ky > 0 such
that for any k > ko,
I. >8s, and amy; > (m; +n;)?logy, for all 1 < i < s. (4.16)
We define L' as follows (see Figure 1 for the s = 2 case):

e On the interval [0, a;T},], set L' to be the trivial template.
e On the interval [a;T},, a1Tk,+1], set L' to be the standard template associated
to the pair of points

(alTko7 0)7 (alTk0+17 ]'Og '7k0+1)-
e Let k > ko—+1. On the subinterval [a;tx 454, a1 Tk 1] of [a1Tk, a1 Tk 1], set L
to be the standard template associated to the sequence of points
(a1thas—1,108Vk), (a1t as—3,108Vk), - - -, (@t —1,108Yk); (@1 Thr1, 10g Yir)-
For 0 < [ < s — 2, on the subinterval [a;tg 4, aitg 4], set L' to be the
standard template associated to the sequence of points
(artg,a1,108 Vi), (@1th 4141, 10g Vi), (@1th 4142, 0), (@1th 4143, 10g Vi), (@1th 4144, 1O Vi)

According to Lemma 4.10 and (4.16), all the sequences of points appearing above
are admissible, hence the construction is valid.
Also, we define L’ for 2 < i < s as follows (see Figure 1 for the s = 2 case):

e On the interval [0, a;T},], set L’ to be the trivial template.
e On the interval [a; Ty, a;Tk,+1], set L* to be the standard template associated
to the pair of points

(aiTko7 0)7 (aiTko-i-lv log Vko—l—l)-

o Let k > ko + 1. On the subinterval [a;T}, a;ty 4i—s] of [a;Tk, a;Tj+1], set L’ to
be the trivial template. On the subinterval [a;ty 4i—s, @itk 4i—4], set L* to be
the standard template associated to the sequence of points

(@it ai—s,0), (@it ai—7,10g Vi), (@itk,ai—6,108 Vi), (@it ai—5, 108 Vi), (@itk ai—a, 0).
On the subinterval [a;ty, 44, a; Tk 11], set L’ to be the trivial template.

According to Lemma 4.10 and (4.16), all the sequences of points appearing above
are admissible, hence the construction is valid.

4.5. Proof of Lemma 4.6. By Lemma 4.9(1) and our construction, for k > ko+1,
we have

Li(a;t) < —logy on the subset [Tk, Tri1] ™ U [tk 41, thaits],
0<I<s—2

Li(a;t) < —logy on the interval [ty 4; 7, 45] for 2 <i < s.

Thus,

lim max min Lj(a;t) < lim —logy, = —o0,
ko0 Ty <t<Tj 41 1<i<s k00

which proves (4.7).
It is clear from the definition that, for any m x n template L = (L1, ..., Lyyn)
defined on [0, 00), we always have L;(t) < 0 for all ¢ > 0. So the only non-obvious
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FIGURE 1. The s = 2 case of L'(a;t) and L?(ast) on the interval
(T, Tiya), k> ko + 1.

part of (4.8) is the “ > 7 part, the proof of which will be divided into two cases.
When j =1, it is clear from the construction that, for £ > kg + 1, we have

L (aityqs) =0 forall 2 <i < s.

Thus,

lim max min Lj(a;t) > 0.
k—00 Ty <t<Tj41 2<i<s

When 2 < 5 < s, it is also clear from the construction that, for k > ko + 1, we have
Li(afltk’zlj_ﬁ) =0 and L} (a;ty4j_¢) =0 for all 2 <4 < 5,4 # j.

Thus,

lim max min Lj(a;t) > 0.
k—00 TkStSTk+1 1<i<s
i7#]

This completes the proof of (4.8).
Now we are going to prove (4.5) and (4.6). Note that for 1 <i < s, k > 0, and
T € [a;T, a;Ti11], we have

, , T — a;Ty 1
AL, T)- AL aT,) =0 ——— | =0 | —= |,
w =t =0 () =0 ()
which goes to 0 as k tends to infinity. Hence it suffices to compute A(L’, T') at a;T.
By definition,

A (L' aT}) = Z MA (L, [T}, aiTypa]) -

: T
0<j<k—1



24 JINPENG AN, LIFAN GUAN, ANTOINE MARNAT, AND RONGGANG SHI

As Tj1 — T = \/T; goes to infinity when j goes to infinity, to complete the proof,
it suffices to show that

lim A (L', [Ty, a1 Tyi1]) = mang — by,

k—o0

lim A (LY, [a; Tk, a;T1]) = mn,.

k—o00

In view of Lemma 4.9(2), we get

. . t — 1
lim A (L', [a1 Tk, a1Ty41]) = ,}Lm Z BB (LY, [artyy, artrs))

k—o00 OOOSlSlk—l ‘/Tk
1
— myny — by + lim O < Og”’“)
k—oo Yk
=min; — bl
and

lim A(LY, [Ty, a;Ty+1])

k—o0

. U g+1 — thy -
= lim Rl TR (LE [agte, ait
k— 00 Z \/Tk ( [ k,l k,l-‘,—l])
0<i<l;—1

= lim L ((lk —4s +4)min; + (4s — 4) (mznz —b+0 (log%t)))

k—oo [, Tk

Here we are using the fact that both 7, and [}, tend to infinity when k& goes to infinity.
This completes the proof of Lemma 4.6. O

Remark 4.11. Note that for the L! constructed above, any matrix @ with hg — L*
bounded is 1-singular, but not singular. In particular, it follows from Theorem 4.4
and (4.5) that there are many 1-singular matrices that are not singular.

4.6. Construction of templates (II). We now prove Lemma 4.7. As in the
proof of Lemma 4.6, we first construct the templates, and then verify the required
properties.

Set Ty = 1 and Ty4y = Ty + /T}. Set

b= [YT], w=1"VT

and for 0 <1 <, set ty; = T} + ly;. Clearly, we have t; o = T}, and t5;, = Ti11.
Let us fix ; € (0,6) with >, ..., 0 = 8. Forany k > 0, set ¢) =0 and for 1 < j <s,
set o

qi = maX{O <ULy < Z 5,-\/Tk} ,
1<i<j
Clearly, there exists ky > 0 such that for any k& > kg, we have
aive > (mi +n;)?logy, forall 1 <4 < s, (4.17)

and
l—q,>4and g7 — ¢l >4 forall 0<j<s—1. (4.18)



DIVERGENT TRAJECTORIES ON PRODUCTS OF HOMOGENEOUS SPACES 25

Note that by construction, for any 1 < i < s, we have

i il
7%@ el —k—00 52 (419)
Lk

Now we define the templates L’ as follows (see Figure 2):

e On the interval [0, a;T},], set L’ to be the trivial template.
e Let k> ky. On the subinterval [aiTk,aitk’qifl] of [a; Ty, a;Tyy1], set L' to be

the trivial template. On the subinterval [aitk’qul,aithqlic], set L’ to be the
standard template associated to the sequence of points

(a'ithq;:h O)a (a'itk7qli*1+1> lOg 7]@)7 SRR (aitk,q};—la 10g 7]6)7 (aitk,q? 0)
On the subinterval [aithq};v a;Ty41], set L' to be the trivial template.

According to Lemma 4.10 and (4.17), all the sequences of points appearing above
are admissible. Hence the construction is valid.

FIGURE 2. L'(a;t) on the interval [T}, Tj.1], k > ko.

4.7. Proof of Lemma 4.7. Arguing as in Section 4.5, to prove (4.9), (4.10) and
(4.11), it suffices to show that, for all 1 < j <,

111’[1 A(L [CLJTk, CLjT]H_l]) = m;n; — 5jbj7 (420)

i [ (at) ] d S (421)

im —— Li_ccp | min Lj(ast t = 1-— i 4.21
SV T g =

Tt
lim —/ Li_cc (mln L' (a )) dt = 1-4. (4.22)

According to our construction and Lemma 4.9(2), we have

lim A(LY, [a; Ty, a;Tj11])

k—o0
t —1 ,
= hm Z k l+1 ek A(Lj, [ajtkl, ajtk,lﬂ])
0<l<lk 1
1 . . . . lo
= lim — (lk — Qi + Qi 1)mjnj + (Qi - Qi 1) m;n; — bj +0 ML
k—o00 lk Yk

= mjnj — (Sjbj.
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This proves (4.20).
According to our construction and Lemma 4.9(1), for any C' > 0, we have

) 1 Tht1 ' '
lim —/ ]l[_c’c] 1212'1?5 L’l(a,t) dt

i#]
i il
= lim B — % o(1)
1<i<s
i#]
i#]
This proves (4.21). The proof of (4.22) is similar, hence omitted. This completes
the proof of Lemma 4.7. O
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