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DIMENSION ESTIMATES FOR BADLY APPROXIMABLE AFFINE FORMS

TAEHYEONG KIM, WOOYEON KIM, AND SEONHEE LIM

Abstract. For given ǫ ą 0 and b P Rm, we say that a realmˆnmatrix A is ǫ-badly approximable
for the target b if

lim inf
qPZn,}q}Ñ8

}q}nxAq ´ bym ě ǫ,

where x¨y denotes the distance from the nearest integral vector. In this article, we obtain upper
bounds for the Hausdorff dimensions of the set of ǫ-badly approximable matrices for fixed target
b and the set of ǫ-badly approximable targets for fixed matrix A. Moreover, we give a Diophan-
tine condition of A equivalent to the full Hausdorff dimension of the set of ǫ-badly approximable
targets for fixed A. The upper bounds are established by effectivizing entropy rigidity in homo-
geneous dynamics, which is of independent interest. For the A-fixed case, our method also works
for the weighted setting where the supremum norms are replaced by certain weighted quasinorms.

1. Introduction

1.1. Main results. In classical Diophantine approximation, one wants to approximate an irra-
tional number α by rationals p{q for p, q P Z. Dirichlet theorem says that for every N P N, there
exist p, q P Z with 0 ă q ă N , such that

|qα ´ p| ă 1{N ă 1{q.

In this way, one can see classical Diophantine approximation as studying distribution of qα
modulo Z near zero. Diophantine approximation for irrational numbers has been generalized
to investigating vectors, linear forms, and more generally matrices, and have become classical
subjects in metric number theory.

In this article, we consider the inhomogenous Diophantine approximation: the distribution of
qα modulo Z near a “target” b P R. Although Dirichlet theorem does not hold anymore, there
exist infinitely many q P Z such that

|qα ´ b´ p| ă 1{|q| for some p P Z

for almost every pα, bq P R2 and moreover,

lim inf
p,qPZ,|q|Ñ8

|q||qα ´ b´ p| “ 0

for almost every pα, bq P R2 by inhomogeneous Khintchine theorem ([Cas57, Theorem II in
Chapter VII]).

Similarly to numbers, for an m ˆ n real matrix A P Mm,npRq, we study Aq P Rm modulo Zm

near the target b P Rm for vectors q P Zn. In this general situation as well, using inhomogeneous
Khintchine-Groshev theorem ([Sch64, Theorem1] or [Spr79, Chapter1, Theorem 15]), we have

lim inf
qPZn,}q}Ñ8

}q}nxAq ´ bym “ 0

for almost every pA, bq P Mm,npRq ˆ Rm. Here, xvy :“ inf
pPZm

}v ´ p} denotes the distance from

v P Rm to the nearest integral vector with respect to the supremum norm } ¨ }.
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The exceptional set of the above equality is our object of interest. We will consider the
exceptional set with weights in the following sense. Let us first fix, throughout the paper, an m-
tuple and an n-tuple of positive reals r “ pr1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rmq, s “ ps1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , snq such that r1 ě ¨ ¨ ¨ ě rm,

s1 ě ¨ ¨ ¨ ě sn, and
ÿ

1ďiďm
ri “ 1 “

ÿ

1ďjďn
sj. The special case where ri “ 1{m and sj “ 1{n for all

i “ 1, . . . ,m and j “ 1, . . . , n is called the unweighted case.
Define the r-quasinorm of x P Rm and s-quasinorm of y P Rn by

}x}r :“ max
1ďiďm

|xi|
1
ri and }y}s :“ max

1ďjďn
|yj |

1
sj .

Denote xxyr :“ inf
pPZm

}x ´ p}r. We call A ǫ-bad for b P Rm if

(1.1) lim inf
qPZn,}q}rÑ8

}q}sxAq ´ byr ě ǫ.

Denote

Badpǫq
def
“ tpA, bq P Mm,npRq ˆ Rm : A is ǫ-bad for bu ,

BadApǫq
def
“ tb P Rm : A is ǫ-bad for bu , BadA

def
“

ď

ǫą0

BadApǫq,

Badbpǫq
def
“ tA P Mm,npRq : A is ǫ-bad for bu , Badb

def
“

ď

ǫą0

Badbpǫq.

The set Bad0 can be seen as the set of badly approximable systems of m linear forms in n

variables. This set is of Lebesgue measure zero [Gro38], but has full Hausdorff dimension mn

[Sch69]. See [PV02, KTV06, KW10] for the weighted setting.

For any b, Badb also has zero Lebesgue measure [Sch66] and full Hausdorff dimension for every

b [ET11]. Indeed, it is shown that Badb is a winning set [ET11] and even a hyperplane winning
set [HKS20], a property which implies full Hausdorff dimension. On the other hand, the set
BadA also has full Hausdorff dimension for every A [BHKV10]. See [Har12, HM17, BM17] for
the weighted setting.

The sets Badb and BadA are unions of subsets Badbpǫq and BadApǫq over ǫ ą 0, respectively,

thus a more refined question is whether the Hausdorff dimension of Badbpǫq, BadApǫq could still
be of full dimension. For the homogeneous case (b “ 0), the Hausdorff dimension Bad0pǫq is
less than the full dimension mn (see [BK13, Sim18] for the unweighted case and [KM19] for the

weighted case). Thus, a natural question is whether Badbpǫq can have full Hausdorff dimension

for some b. Our first main result says that in the unweighted case, Badbpǫq cannot have full
Hausdorff dimension for any b. We provide an effective bound on the dimension in terms of ǫ as
well.

Theorem 1.1. For the unweighted case, i.e. ri “ 1{m and sj “ 1{n for all i “ 1, . . . ,m and
j “ 1, . . . , n, there exist c0 ą 0 and M0 ą 0 depending only on d such that for any ǫ ą 0 and
b P Rm,

dimH Badbpǫq ď mn´ c0ǫ
M0 .

As for the set BadApǫq, the third author, together with U. Shapira and N. de Saxcé, showed
that Hausdorff dimension ofBadApǫq is less than the full dimensionm for almost every A [LSS19].
In fact, it was shown that one can associate to A a certain point xA in the space of unimodular
lattices SLdpRq{SLdpZq such that if xA has no escape of mass on average for a certain diagonal
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flow (see Section 1.2 for more details), which is satisfied by almost every point, then the Hausdorff
dimension of BadApǫq is less than m.

In this article, we provide an effective bound on the dimension in terms of ǫ and a certain
Diophantine property of A as follows. We say that an m ˆ n matrix A is singular on average if
for any ǫ ą 0

lim
NÑ8

1

N

ˇ̌
ˇ
!
l P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Nu : Dq P Zn s.t. xAqyr ă ǫ2´l and 0 ă }q}s ă 2l

)ˇ̌
ˇ “ 1.

Theorem 1.2. For any A P Mm,npRq which is not singular on average, there exists a constant
cpAq ą 0 depending on A such that for any ǫ ą 0, dimH BadApǫq ď m´ cpAq ǫ

logp1{ǫq .

Here, the constant cpAq, which depends on ηA in Proposition 4.1 and H in (4.7), encodes the
quantitative singularity on average.

On the other hand, the third author, together with Y. Bugeaud, D. H. Kim and M. Rams,
showed that in the one-dimensional case (m “ n “ 1), Badαpǫq has full Hausdorff dimension
for some ǫ ą 0 if and only if α P R is singular on average [BKLR21]. We generalize this
characterization to the general dimensional setting.

Theorem 1.3. Let A P Mm,npRq be a matrix. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) For some ǫ ą 0, the set BadApǫq has full Hausdorff dimension.
(2) A is singular on average.

Note that the implication (1) ùñ (2) of Theorem 1.3 follows from Theorem 1.2. The other
direction will be shown in Section 6.

1.2. Discussion of the proofs. We mainly use entropy rigidity in homogeneous dynamics,
which is a principle that the measure with maximal entropy is invariant [EL10]. The main tool
in [LSS19] is a relative version of entropy rigidity. In this article, we effectivize this phenomenon
in terms of static entropy and conditional measures. To use the effective version of the entropy
rigidity, for each invariant measure, we construct a “well-behaved” partition and a σ-algebra,
well-behaved in the sense that the “dynamical δ-boundary” has small measure which is controlled
uniformly (see Definition 2.6 and Lemma 2.7). We then compare the associated dynamical entropy
and the static entropy. Section 2 consists of these results in the general setting of real Lie groups
such as in [EL10], which are of independent interest.

To describe the scheme of the proofs for main theorems, we consider more specific homogeneous
space as follows. For d “ m ` n, let us denote by ASLdpRq “ SLdpRq ˙ Rd the set of area-
preserving affine transformations and denote by ASLdpZq “ SLdpZq ˙ Zd “ StabASLdpRqpZ

dq the

stabilizer of the standard lattice Zd. We view ASLdpRq as a subgroup of SLd`1pRq by ASLdpRq “"ˆ
g v

0 1

˙
: g P SLdpRq, v P Rd

*
, and take a lift of the element g P SLdpRq to ASLdpRq Ă SLd`1pRq

by g ÞÝÑ

ˆ
g 0
0 1

˙
, denoted again by g. For given weights r P Rmą0 and s P Rną0, we consider the

1-parameter diagonal subgroup
 
at “ diagper1t, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ermt, e´s1t, ¨ ¨ ¨ , e´sntq

(
tPR

in SLdpRq and Let a
def
“ a1 be the time-one map of the diagonal flow at. We consider

U “

$
&
%

¨
˝
Im A 0
0 In 0
0 0 1

˛
‚: A P Mm,npRq

,
.
- ; W “

$
&
%

¨
˝
Im 0 b

0 In 0
0 0 1

˛
‚: b P Rm

,
.
- ,
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both of which are unstable horospherical subgroups in ASLdpRq for a.
The homogeneous spaces SLdpRq{SLdpZq and ASLdpRq{ASLdpZq can be seen as the space of

unimodular lattices and the space of unimodular grids, i.e. unimodular lattices translated by
a vector in Rd, respectively. We say that a point x P SLdpRq{SLdpZq has δ-escape of mass on
average (with respect to the diagonal flow at) if for any compact set Q in SLdpRq{SLdpZq,

lim inf
NÑ8

1

N
| tℓ P t1, . . . , Nu : aℓx R Qu | ě δ.

A point x P X has no escape of mass on average if it does not have δ-escape of mass on average
for any δ ą 0.

For A P Mm,npRq and pA, bq P Mm,npRq ˆ Rm, we associate points

xA :“

ˆ
Im A

0 In

˙
SLdpZq and yA,b :“

¨
˝
Im A ´b
0 In 0
0 0 1

˛
‚ASLdpZq,

respectively. In [LSS19], it was shown that dimH BadApǫq ă m for all ǫ ą 0 if xA is heavy which
is a condition equivalent to no escape of mass on average. Note that xA is heavy for almost every
A P Mm,npRq. On the other hand, we remark that A is singular on average if and only if the
corresponding point xA has 1-escape of mass on average (with respect to the diagonal flow at)
by Dani’s correspondence (see also [KKLM17]).

Now we give the outline of the proofs for Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. From the Dani
correspondence, we characterize the Diophantine property pA, bq P Badpǫq by the dynamical
property that the orbit patyA,bqtě0 is eventually in some target Lǫ (see Subsection 3.2). Using
this characterization, we construct a-invariant measures with large dynamical entropies relative to
W and U (Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 5.3), which are related to the Hausdorff dimensions

of BadApǫq and Badbpǫq, respectively. Here, we use “well-behaved” σ-algebra constructed in
Proposition 2.8. Then we associate the dynamical entropies with the static entropies (Lemma
2.10). Finally, we obtain effective upper bounds for the Hausdorff dimensions of BadApǫq and

Badbpǫq using an effective version of the variational principle (Proposition 2.12).

To treat BadApǫq and Badbpǫq at the same time, we need to consider the entropy relative to
arbitrary expanding closed subgroup L normalized by a, which is more general than [LSS19]: in
[LSS19], the special case L “ W whose orbits stay in the compact fiber of ASLdpRq{ASLdpZq Ñ
SLdpRq{SLdpZq is considered.

For BadApǫq, we treat the case when xA has some escape of mass on average whereas xA has
no escape of mass on average in [LSS19]. We need to consider Lǫ Ă ASLdpRq{ASLdpZq, which
is non-compact, whereas in [LSS19], for heavy xA, it was enough to consider the set of fibers

over a compact part of SLdpRq{SLdpZq. In the case of Badbpǫq, as fixing b does not determine
the amount of excursion in the cusp, we need an additional step (Proposition 5.2) to control the
measure near the cusp allowing a small amount of escape of mass.

Another new feature of this article is the use of the effective equidistribution of expanding
translates under the diagonal action on ASLdpRq{ASLdpZq and SLdpRq{Γq, where Γq is a con-

gruence subgroup of SLdpZq, in the case of Badbpǫq. The former result is proved by the second
author in [Kim], and the latter result is a slight modification of [KM21].

Note that [Kim, KM21] hold in the weighted setting and the only reason we consider the

unweighted setting for the Hausdorff dimension of Badbpǫq is the covering estimate in Theorem
5.1 (Theorem 1.5 of [KKLM17]).
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The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce entropy, relative entropy, and
a general setup. In this general setup, we construct a partition with a well-behaved “dynamical
δ-boundary” and a σ-algebra in a quantitative sense. From this construction, we compare the
dynamical entropy and the static entropy. Finally, we prove an effective version of the vari-
ational principle for relative entropy in the spirit of [EL10, 7.55]. In Section 3, we introduce
preliminaries for the proofs of dimension upper bounds including properties of dimensions with
respect to quasi-metrics. We also reduce badly approximable properties to dynamical properties
in the space of grids in Rm`n. In Section 4 and Section 5, we construct a-invariant measures on
ASLdpRq{ASLdpZq with large relative entropy and estimate dimension upper bounds of Theo-
rem 1.2 and Theorem 1.1 using the effective variational principle. We conclude the paper with
Section 6, characterizing the singular on average property in terms of best approximations and
show (2) ùñ (1) part in Theorem 1.3 using a modified version of Bugeaud-Laurent sequence in
[BL05].

2. Effective version of entropy rigidity

In this section, we will establish an effective version of entropy rigidity in [EL10, Section 7].
There have been effective uniqueness results along the line of [EL10] in various settings: [Pol11]
for toral automorphisms, [Kad15] for hyperbolic maps on Riemannian manifolds, [Rüh16] on p-
adic homogeneous spaces, and [Kha17] for a p-adic diagonal action in the S-arithmetic setting.
However, in all of the above results as well as in [KLP], there exists a partition compatible with
the given map or flow in the sense that images under the iteration have boundaries of small
measure with respect to any invariant measure of interest.

In our setting of a diagonal action on a quotient of real Lie groups, one of the main technical
difficulty is that there is no such partition for all the invariant measures we consider. We thus
construct a partition P for each invariant measure µ and control the µ-measure of its “dynamical
δ-boundary” Eδ constructed out of images of thickenings of the boundary P. The value µpEδq is
bounded above uniformly over the partition P and the measure µ. See Lemma 2.7.

2.1. Entropy and relative entropy. In this subsection, we recall the definitions of the entropy
and the relative entropy for σ-algebras which we use in the later sections. We refer the reader to
[ELW, Chapter 1 & 2] for basic properties of the entropy.

Definition 2.1. Let pX,B, µ, T q be a measure-preserving system on a Borel probability space,
and let A, C Ď B be sub-σ-algebras. Suppose that C is countably generated. Note that there
exists an A-measurable conull set X 1 Ă X and a system

 
µAx |x P X 1( of measures on X, referred

to as conditional measures, given for instance by [ELW, Theorem 2.2]. The information function
of C given A with respect to µ is defined by

IµpC|Aqpxq “ ´ log µAx prxsCq,

where rxsC is the atom of C containing x.

(1) The conditional (static) entropy of C given A is defined by

HµpC|Aq :“

ż

X

IµpC|Aqpxqdµpxq,

which is the average of the information function. If the σ-algebra A is trivial, then we
denote by HµpCq “ HµpC|Aq, which is called the (static) entropy of C. Note that the
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entropy of the countable partition ξ “ tA1, A2, . . . u of X is given by

Hµpξq “ HpµpA1q, . . . q “ ´
ÿ

iě1

µpAiq log µpAiq P r0,8s,

where 0 log 0 “ 0.
(2) Let A Ď B be a sub-σ-algebra such that T´1A “ A. For any countable partition ξ of X,

let

hµpT, ξq :“ lim
nÑ8

1

n
Hµpξn´1

0 q “ inf
ně1

1

n
Hµpξn´1

0 q,

hµpT, ξ|Aq :“ lim
nÑ8

1

n
Hµpξn´1

0 |Aq “ inf
ně1

1

n
Hµpξn´1

0 |Aq,

where ξn´1
0 “

Žn´1
i“0 T

´iξ. Then the (dynamical) entropy of T is

hµpT q :“ sup
ξ:Hµpξqă8

hµpT, ξq.

Moreover, the conditional (dynamical) entropy of T given A is

hµpT |Aq :“ sup
ξ:Hµpξqă8

hµpT, ξ|Aq.

2.2. General setup. Let G be a closed real linear group (or connected, simply connected real
Lie group) and let Γ ă G be a lattice. We consider the quotient Y “ G{Γ with a G-invariant
probability measure mY and call it Haar measure on Y . Let dG be a right invariant metric on
G, which induces the metric dY on the space Y “ G{Γ, which is locally isometric to G. Let ry
be the maximal injectivity radius at y P Y , which is the supremum of r ą 0 such that the map
g ÞÑ gy is an isometry from the open r-ball BG

r around the identity in G onto the open r-ball
BY
r pyq around y P Y . For any r ą 0, we denote

Y prq :“ ty P Y : ry ě ru.

It follows from the continuity of the injectivity radius that Y prq is compact. Let us denote

rmax :“ inftr ą 0 : ry ď r for all y P Y u.

Since Γ is a lattice, rmax ă 8. Hence we now assume that rmax ď 1 by rescaling the right invariant
metric dG on G. Note that for any r ą 1, Y prq “ ∅. For any closed subgroup L ă G, we consider
the right invariant metric dL by restricting dG on L, and similarly denote by BL

r the open r-ball
around the identity in L. In this section, we fix an element a P G which is Ad-diagonalizable
over R. Let G` “

 
g P G|akga´k Ñ id as k Ñ ´8

(
be the unstable (resp. stable) horospherical

subgroup associated to a (resp. a´1), which is always a closed subgroup of G in our setting.

2.3. Construction of a´1-descending, subordinate algebra and its entropy properties.
In this subsection, our goal is to strengthen results of [EL10, §7] for our quantitative purposes.

Definition 2.2 (7.25. of [EL10]). Let G` ă G be the unstable horospherical subgroup associated
to a. Let µ be an a-invariant measure on Y and L ă G` be a closed subgroup normalized by a.

(1) We say that a countably generated σ-algebra A is subordinate to L (mod µ) if for µ-a.e.
y, there exists δ ą 0 such that

(2.1) BL
δ ¨ y Ă rysA Ă BL

δ´1 ¨ y.

(2) We say that A is a´1-descending if pa´1q´1A “ aA Ď A.
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For each L ă G` and a-invariant ergodic probability measure µ on Y , there exists a countably
generated σ-algebra A which is a´1-descending and subordinate to L [EL10, Proposition 7.37].
We will prove that such a σ-algebra can be constructed so that we also have an explicit upper
bound of the measure of the set violating (2.1) for fixed δ ą 0. In order to prove an effective
version of the variational principle later, we need this quantitative estimate independent of µ.

We first introduce some notations that will be used in this subsection. For a subset B Ă Y

and δ ą 0, we denote by BδB the δ-neighborhood of the boundary of B, i.e.

BδB
def
“

"
y P Y : inf

zPB
dY py, zq ` inf

zRB
dY py, zq ă δ

*
.

We also define the neighborhood of the boundary of a countable partition P by

BδP
def
“

ď

PPP
BδP.

Here, we deal with the entropy with respect to a´1, so we write for any extended integers ℓ ď ℓ1

in Z Y t˘8u,

Pℓ1

ℓ “
ℓ1ł

k“ℓ
akP,

for a given partition P of Y . We will use this notation also for σ-algebras.
We first construct a finite partition which has small measures on neighborhoods of the bound-

ary. The following lemma is the main ingredient of the effectivization in this section. A key
feature is that the measure estimate below is independent of µ.

Lemma 2.3. There exists a constant 0 ă c ă 1
10

depending only on G such that the following
holds. Let µ be a probability measure on Y . For any r ą 0 and any measurable subset Ω Ă Y p2rq,
there exist a measurable subset K Ă Y and a partition P “ tP1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , PNu of K such that

(1) Ω Ď K Ď BG
11
10
r
Ω,

(2) For each 1 ď i ď N , there exists zi P BG
r
10

Ω such that

BG
r
5

¨ zi Ď Pi Ď BG
r ¨ zi, K “

Nď

i“1

BG
r ¨ zi,

(3) µpBδPq ď
`
δ
r

˘ 1
2 µpBG

12
10
r
Ωq for any 0 ă δ ă cr.

Proof. Choose a maximal 9
10
r-separated set ty1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , yNu of Ω.

Claim There exist a constant 0 ă c ă 1
10

depending only on G, and tgiu
N
i“1 Ă BG

r
10

such that for

zi “ giyi and for any 0 ă δ ă cr,

(2.2)
ÿ

i

´
µpBδpB

G
r ¨ ziqq ` µpBδpB

G
r
2

¨ ziqq
¯

ď

ˆ
δ

r

˙ 1
2

µpBG
12
10
r
Ωq.
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Proof of Claim. To prove this claim, we randomly choose each gi with the independent uniform
distribution on BG

r
10

. For 0 ă δ ă r
10

fixed, we have

E

˜
ÿ

i

µpBδpB
G
r ¨ ziqq

¸
“
ÿ

i

1

mGpBG
r
10

q

ż

BG
r
10

ż

Y

1BG
r`δ

¨giyizBG
r´δ

¨giyipyqdµpyqdmGpgiq

—
ÿ

i

1

rdimG

ż

Y

mG

´!
gi P BG

r
10

: r ´ δ ď dpgiyi, yq ă r ` δ
)¯

dµpyq

!
ÿ

i

1

rdimG

ż

BG
11
10

r`δ
¨yi
δrdimG´1dµ ď

δ

r

ż

BG
12
10

r
Ω

ÿ

i

1B 12
10

r
¨yipyqdµpyq.

For any y P BG
12
10
r
Ω, the number of yi’s contained in BG

12
10
r

¨ y is at most
`
33
9

˘dimG
since BG

9
20
r

¨ yi’s

are disjoint and contained in BG
33
20
r

¨ y. It implies that
ř
i 1B 12

10
r

¨yipyq ď 4dimG for any y P BG
12
10
r
Ω.

It follows that

E

˜
ÿ

i

µpBδpB
G
r ¨ ziqq

¸
!
δ

r

ż

BG
12
10

r
Ω

4dimGdµpyq !
δ

r
µpBG

12
10
r
Ωq,

where the implied constant depends only on G.
Applying the same argument for BδpB

G
r
2

¨ ziq instead of BδpB
G
r ¨ ziq,

E

˜
ÿ

i

´
µpBδpB

G
r ¨ ziqq ` µpBδpB

G
r
2

¨ ziqq
¯¸

!
δ

r
µpBG

12
10
r
Ωq.

It follows from Chebyshev’s inequality that

P

˜
ÿ

i

´
µpBδpB

G
r ¨ ziqq ` µpBδpB

G
r
2

¨ ziqq
¯

ě
1

2

ˆ
δ

r

˙1
2

µpBG
12
10
r
Ωq

¸
!

ˆ
δ

r

˙ 1
2

.

Hence, we have

(2.3)

P

˜
č

kě0

#
ÿ

i

´
µpB2´kδpB

G
r ¨ ziqq ` µpB2´kδpB

G
r
2

¨ ziqq
¯

ă
1

2

ˆ
2´kδ
r

˙ 1
2

µpBG
12
10
r
Ωq

+¸

ą 1 ´O

˜ˆ
δ

r

˙ 1
2

¸
.

Thus, there exists 0 ă c ă 1
10

so that the right-hand side of (2.3) is positive for any δ ă cr. It

follows that we can find tgiu
N
i“1 such that zi “ giyi’s satisfy (2.2) for any 0 ă δ ă cr. �

Let c ą 0 and tgiu
N
i“1 Ă BG

r
10

be as in Claim. The set tzi “ giyiu
N
i“1 is 7

10
r-separated since

tyiu
N
i“1 is 9

10
r-separated. Let K :“

ŤN
i“1B

G
r ¨ zi. Since B

G
9
10
r

¨ yi Ď BG
r ¨ zi Ď BG

11
10
r

¨ yi, we have

Ω Ď
Nď

i“1

BG
9
10
r

¨ yi Ď K Ď
Nď

i“1

BG
11
10
r

¨ yi Ď BG
11
10
r
Ω.



DIMENSION ESTIMATES FOR BADLY APPROXIMABLE AFFINE FORMS 9

Now we define a partition P of K inductively as follows:

Pi “ BG
r ¨ ziz

˜
i´1ď

j“1

Pj Y
Nď

j“i`1

BG
r
2

¨ zj

¸

for 1 ď i ď N . It is clear from the construction that BG
r
5

¨ zi Ď Pi Ď BG
r ¨ zi and zi P BG

r
10

Ω for 1 ď

i ď N . We also observe that the δ-neighborhood of P is contained in
Nď

i“1

´
BδpB

G
r ¨ ziq Y BδpB

G
r
2

¨ ziq
¯
.

Hence it follows from Claim that for any 0 ă δ ă cr,

µpBδPq ď
ÿ

i

´
µpBδpB

G
r ¨ ziqq ` µpBδpB

G
r
2

¨ ziqq
¯

ď

ˆ
δ

r

˙ 1
2

µpBG
12
10
r
Ωq.

�

Remark 2.4. Under the same setting in Lemma 2.3, let y P Ω be given. If we start the proof of
the lemma with a maximal 9

10
r-separated set ty “ y1, . . . , yNu of Ω, then we can conclude not

only (1), (2), and (3) in the lemma but also y P BG
r
10

¨ z1 Ă BG
r
5

¨ z1 Ă P1. Hence, y R BP, which

will be used in proofs of Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 5.3.

We need the following thickening properties. It can easily be checked that for any r ą δ ą 0,
we have

(2.4) BG
δ Y prq Ă Y pr ´ δq and BG

δ Y prqc Ă Y pr ` δqc.

Using Lemma 2.3 inductively, we have the following partition of Y with its subpartition having
small boundary measures. Recall that Y prq “ ∅ for any r ą 1 by our choice of the right invariant
metric dG on G.

Lemma 2.5. Let 0 ă r0 ď 1 be given and µ be a probability measure on Y . There exists a
partition tKku8

k“1 of Y such that for each k ě 1, the following statements hold:

(1) Kk Ď Y p2´kqzY p2´k`2q;
(2) there exist a partition Pk “ tPk1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , PkNk

u of Kk and a point zi P BG
1
10
r02´k´1Kk for

each 1 ď i ď Nk satisfying

BG
1
5
r02´k´1 ¨ zi Ď Pki Ď BG

r02´k´1 ¨ zi;

(3) µpBδPkq ď pr´1
0 2k`4δq

1
2µpY p2´k´1qzY p2´k`3qq for any 0 ă δ ă cr02

´k´2, where c ą 0 is
the constant in Lemma 2.3.

Proof. We will construct tKkukě1 and tPkukě1 using Lemma 2.3 inductively. For each k ě 1, let
us say that Kk Ă Y and Pk satisfy p♠kq if they satisfy the three conditions in the statement.
We will also need auxiliary bounded sets K 1

k Ă Y ’s and corresponding partitions P 1
k’s during the

inductive process. Let us say that K 1
k and a partition P 1

k of K 1
k satisfy p♣kq if they satisfy the

following three conditions.

(1) Y p2´k`1qz
Ťk´1
j“1 Kj Ď K 1

k Ď BG
11
10
r02´k´1pY p2´k`1qz

Ťk´1
j“1 Kjq,

(2) For each 1 ď i ď Nk, there exists zki P BG
1
10
r02´k´1K

1
k such that

BG
1
5
r02´k´1 ¨ zki Ď P 1

ki Ď BG
r02´k´1 ¨ zki and K 1

k “
Nď

i“1

BG
r02´k´1 ¨ zki,
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(3) µpBδP
1
kq ď pr´1

0 2k`1δq
1
2µpY p2´kqzY p2´k`3qq for any 0 ă δ ă cr02

´k´1.

Here,
Ť0
j“1Kj means the empty set.

Let us start with the initial step. We first choose Ω1 “ Y p1q and apply Lemma 2.3 with
r “ r02

´2 and Ω “ Ω1 Ă Y p r0
2

q. Then we have a subset K 1
1 Ă Y and a partition P 1

1 of K 1
1

satisfying (1), (2) of p♣1q, and µpBδP
1
1q ď pr´1

0 22δq
1
2µpBG

12
10
r02´2Ω1q for any 0 ă δ ă cr02

´2. It

follows from (2.4) that BG
12
10
r02´2Y p1q Ă Y p1

2
q, which implies (3) of p♣1q since Y p4q “ ∅. Note

that K 1
1 Ă BG

11
10
r02´2Y p1q Ă Y p1

2
q.

Now let Ω2 “ Y p1
2
qzK 1

1 and apply Lemma 2.3 again with r “ r02
´3 and Ω “ Ω2 Ă Y p r0

4
q.

We have a subset K 1
2 Ă Y and a partition P 1

2 of K 1
2 satisfying Ω2 Ă K 1

2 Ă BG
11
10
r02´3Ω2, (2) of

p♣2q, and µpBδP
1
2q ď pr´1

0 23δq
1
2µpBG

12
10
r02´3Ω2q for any 0 ă δ ă cr02

´3. Set K1 “ K 1
1zK 1

2, then

(1) of p♣2q and (1) of p♠1q follow since Y p2q “ ∅. Since K 1
1 Ą Y p1q, it follows from (2.4) that

BG
12
10
r02´3Ω2 Ă Y p1

4
qzY p2q, which implies (3) of p♣2q. Define a partition P1 “ tP11, . . . , P1N1

u

from P 1
1 “ tP 1

11, . . . , P
1
1N1

u by P1i “ P 1
1izK

1
2 for each 1 ď i ď N1. For each 1 ď i ď N1 and y P

BG
1
5
r02´2 ¨z1i, observe that y R K 1

2 since B
G
r02´2 ¨z1i Ă K 1

1 and K
1
2 Ă BG

11
10
r02´3Ω2 Ă BG

11
10
r02´3pY zK 1

1q.

Hence, BG
1
5
r02´2 ¨ z1i Ă P1i holds, so (2) of p♠1q follows. Since P1i “ P 1

1izK
1
2 for each 1 ď i ď N1,

we have

µpBδP1q ď µpBδP
1
1q ` µpBδP

1
2q ď pr´1

0 22δq
1
2µpY p2´1qzY p22qq ` pr´1

0 23δq
1
2µpY p2´2qzY p2qq

ď pr´1
0 25δq

1
2µpY p2´2qzY p22qq

for any 0 ă δ ă cr02
´3. Hence (3) of p♠1q follows.

Our desired disjoint sets tKkukě1 and partitions tPkukě1 will be obtained by applying this
process repeatedly.

Claim For k ě 2, suppose that we have disjoint bounded sets Kj of Y and corresponding
partitions Pj satisfying p♠jq for j “ 1, . . . , k ´ 1, and a subset K 1

k Ă Y and a partition P 1
k

satisfying p♣kq. Then we can find Kk Ď K 1
k and a partition Pk of Kk satisfying p♠kq, and

K 1
k`1 Ă Y and a partition P 1

k`1 of K 1
k`1 satisfying p♣k`1q.

Proof of Claim. Note that K 1
k Ă BG

11
10
r02´k´1Y p2´k`1q Ă Y p2´kq and Kj Ă Y p2´jq Ă Y p2´kq

for each j “ 1, . . . , k ´ 1. Let Ωk`1 “ Y p2´kqzp
Ťk´1
j“1 Kj Y K 1

kq and apply Lemma 2.3 with

r “ r02
´k´2 and Ω “ Ωk`1 Ă Y pr02

´k´1q. Then there exist K 1
k`1 Ă Y and a partition P 1

k`1 “!
P 1

pk`1q1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , P 1
pk`1qNk`1

)
of K 1

k`1 satisfying Ωk`1 Ă K 1
k`1 Ă BG

11
10
r02´k´2Ωk`1, (2) of p♣k`1q, and

µpBδP
1
k`1q ď pr´1

0 2k`2δq
1
2µpBG

12
10
r02´k´2Ωk`1q for any 0 ă δ ă cr02

´k´2. We set Kk “ K 1
kzK 1

k`1,

then (1) of p♣k`1q follows. Since
Ťk´1
j“1 Kj Ą Y p2´k`2q and Kk Ă K 1

k Ă Y p2´kqz
Ťk´1
j“1 Kj, (1)

of p♠kq follows. It follows from
Ťk´1
j“1 Kj Y K 1

k Ą Y p2´k`1q and (2.4) that BG
12
10
r02´k´2Ωk`1 Ă

Y p2´k´1qzY p2´k`2q, which implies (3) of p♣k`1q. Define a partition Pk “ tPk1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , PkNk
u

from P 1
k “

!
P 1
k1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , P 1

kNk

)
by Pki “ P 1

kizK
1
k`1 for any 1 ď i ď Nk. For each 1 ď i ď Nk and

y P BG
1
5
r02´k´1 ¨zki, observe that y R K 1

k`1 since B
G
r02´k´1 ¨zki Ď K 1

k and K
1
k`1 Ď BG

11
10
r02´k´2Ωk`1 Ă
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BG
11
10
r02´k´2pY zK 1

kq. Hence, BG
1
5
r02´k´1 ¨ zki Ă Pki holds, so (2) of p♠kq follows. Since Pki “

P 1
kizK

1
k`1 for each 1 ď i ď Nk, we have

µpBδPkq ď µpBδP
1
kq ` µpBδP

1
k`1q

ď pr´1
0 2k`1δq

1
2µpY p2´kqzY p2´k`3qq ` pr´1

0 2k`2δq
1
2µpY p2´k´1qzY p2´k`2qq

ď pr´1
0 2k`4δq

1
2µpY p2´k´1qzY p2´k`3qq

for any 0 ă δ ă cr02
´k´2. Hence (3) of p♠kq follows. �

This claim concludes the proof of Lemma 2.5. �

By [EL10, Lemma 7.29 and 7.45], there are constants α ą 0 and d0 ą 0 depending on a and
G such that for every r P p0, 1s,

(2.5) a´kBG`

r ak Ă BG
d0e´kαr

for any k P Z. It implies that akBG
r a

´k Ă BG
d0ekαr

for k ě 0.

The following lemma is a quantitative strengthening of [EL10, Lemma 7.31]. We remark that
the constants below are independent of µ and P while the “dynamical δ-boundary” Eδ depends
on µ.

Definition 2.6. We define the dynamical δ-boundary of the partition P by

Eδ “
8ď

k“0

akBd0e´kαδP.

Lemma 2.7. Given 0 ă r0 ď 1 and an a-invariant probability measure µ on Y , let tKjujě1
and

tPjujě1
be the sets and the partitions we constructed in Lemma 2.5. Set the countable partition

P “
Ť8
j“1Pj of Y . Then there exist C1, C2 ą 0 such that the following holds: Let c ą 0 and

d0 ą 0 be the constants in Lemma 2.3 and (2.5). For any 0 ă δ ă minpp cr0
16d0

q2, 1q, the dynamical
δ-boundary Eδ Ă Y satisfies

µpEδq ă µpY zY pC1δ
1
2 qq ` C2δ

1
4

and BG`

δ ¨ y Ă rysP8
0

for any y P Y zEδ. Here, the constants C1, C2 depend only on r0, a, and G.

Proof. We split Eδ into two subsets

E1
δ “

8ď

k“0

ak

¨
˚̋ 8ď

i“2`r α
log 2

k´ log δ
2 log 2

s

Bd0e´kαδPi

˛
‹‚, E2

δ “
8ď

k“0

ak

¨
˚̋

1`r α
log 2

k´ log δ
2 log 2

sď

i“1

Bd0e´kαδPi

˛
‹‚.

We claim that E1
δ Ă Y zY ppd0 ` d20qδ

1
2 q. To see this, let y P E1

δ. Then there exist k ě 0

and P P Pi for some i ě 2 ` r α
log 2

k ´ log δ
2 log 2

s such that y P akBd0e´kαδP . By Lemma 2.5,

P Ă Ki Ă Y p2´iqzY p2´i`2q Ă Y p2´i`2qc. It follows from (2.4) that

(2.6) Bd0e´kαδP Ă BG
d0e´kαδ

P Ă BG
d0e´kαδ

Y p2´i`2qc Ă Y p2´i`2 ` d0e
´kαδqc.

Using (2.5), for any 0 ă r ă 1, akY prqc Ă Y pd0e
kαrqc. Since ekα2´i`2 ď δ

1
2 , combining with

(2.6),

akBd0e´kαδP Ă akY p2´i`2 ` d0e
´kαδqc Ă Y ppd0 ` d20qδ

1
2 qc.
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This proves the claim. It follows that

(2.7) µpE1
δq ď µpY zY pC1δ

1
2 qq

where C1 “ d0 ` d20 is a constant depending only on a and G.
Next we estimate µpE2

δ q. It follows from the a-invariance of µ that

(2.8) µpE2
δ q ď

8ÿ

k“0

1`r α
log 2

k´ log δ
2 log 2

sÿ

i“1

µpBd0e´kαδPiq “
8ÿ

i“1

8ÿ

k“ki
µpBd0e´kαδPiq,

where ki P N denotes the smallest number of k such that 1 ` r α
log 2

k ´ log δ
2 log 2

s ě i. Note that

ki ě log 2
α

pi ´ 2q ` log δ
2α

.
On the other hand, by Lemma 2.5 we have

(2.9) µpBd0e´kαδPiq ď pr´1
0 2i`4d0e

´kαδq
1
2µpY p2´i´1qzY p2´i`3qq

for any k ě ki, since d0e
´kαδ ď d02

´i`2δ
1
2 ă cr02

´i´2. Hence, we obtain from (2.8) and (2.9)

(2.10)

µpE2
δ q ď

8ÿ

i“1

8ÿ

k“ki
µpBd0e´kαδPiq ď

8ÿ

i“1

8ÿ

k“ki
pr´1

0 2i`4d0e
´kαδq

1
2µpY p2´i´1qzY p2´i`3qq

“
8ÿ

i“1

pr´1
0 2i`4e´kiαδq

1
2 p1 ´ e´α{2q´1µpY p2´i´1qzY p2´i`3qq

ď r
´ 1

2

0 23δ
1
4 p1 ´ e´α{2q´1

8ÿ

i“1

µpY p2´i´1qzY p2´i`3qq ď C2δ
1
4 ,

where C2 “ 25r
´ 1

2

0 p1 ´ e´α{2q´1 is a constant depending only on r0, a, and G. Combining (2.7)
and (2.10), we finally have

µpEδq ă µpY zY pC1δ
1
2 qq ` C2δ

1
4

and the constants C1, C2 ą 0 depend only on r0, a, and G.

It remains to check that BG`

δ ¨ y Ă rysP8
0

for any y P Y zEδ. Let h P BG`

δ and suppose

rhysP8
0

‰ rysP8
0
. Then there is some k ě 0 such that a´khy and a´ky belong to different

elements of the partition P. Since a´khak P a´kBG`

δ ak Ă BG
d0e´kαδ

by (2.5), we have

dY pa´khy, a´kyq ď dGpa´khak, idq ď d0e
´kαδ.

It follows that both a´khy and a´ky belong to Bd0e´kαδP, hence y P Eδ. It concludes that

BG`

δ ¨ y Ă rysP8
0

for any y P Y zEδ. �

The following proposition is a quantitative version of [EL10, Proposition 7.37]. Given a-
invariant measure µ, the proposition provides a σ-algebra which is a´1-descending and subordi-
nate to L in the following quantitative sense.

Proposition 2.8. Let 0 ă r0 ď 1 be given, µ be an a-invariant probability measure on Y , and
L ă G` be a closed subgroup normalized by a. There exists a countably generated sub-σ-algebra
AL of Borel σ-algebra of Y satisfying

(1) aAL Ă AL, that is, AL is a´1-descending,
(2) rysAL Ă BL

r02´k`1 ¨ y for any y P Y p2´kqzY p2´k`2q with k ě 1,
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(3) if 0 ă δ ă minpp cr0
16d0

q2, 1q, then BL
δ ¨ y Ă rysAL for any y P Y pδqzEδ, where c, d0 ą 0 are

the constants in Lemma 2.3 and (2.5), and Eδ is the dynamical δ-boundary defined in
Lemma 2.7.

In particular, the σ-algebra AL is L-subordinate modulo µ.

Proof. For a given a-invariant probability measure µ on Y , let P be the countable partition of
Y constructed in Lemma 2.7. We will construct a countably generated σ-algebra PL by taking
L-plaques in each P P P as atoms of PL. Then AL :“ pPLq8

0 will be the desired σ-algebra.
For each P P P, by Lemma 2.5, there exist j ě 1 and z P P such that P P Y p2´jqzY p2´j`2q

and BG
1
5
r02´j´1 ¨ z Ď P Ď BG

r02´j´1 ¨ z. We can find BP Ă G with diampBP q ď r02
´j such that

P “ πY pBP q, where πY : G Ñ Y is the natural quotient map. Let BG{L be the Borel σ-algebra of
the quotient G{L. Note that since L is closed, BG{L is countably generated. Define the σ-algebra

PL “ σ
` 
πY pBP X Sq : P P P, S P BG{L

(˘
.

Then PL is a refinement of P such that atoms of PL are open L-plaques, i.e. for any y P P P P,
rysPL “ rysP XBL

r02´j ¨ y “ Vy ¨ y, where Vy Ă BL
r02´j is an open bounded set.

It is clear that PL is countably generated, hence AL “ pPLq8
0 is also countably generated. By

construction, we have aAL “ pPLq8
1 Ă AL, which proves the assertion (1).

For any y P Y p2´kqzY p2´k`2q with k ě 1, take P P P such that y P P . By Lemma 2.5,
there exist j ě 1 and z P P such that P P Y p2´jqzY p2´j`2q and P Ď BG

r02´j´1 ¨ z. Observe that

2´j`2 ą 2´k and 2´j ă 2´k`2, that is, j ´ 2 ă k ă j ` 2. Hence we have

rysAL Ă rysPL “ Vy ¨ y Ă BL
r02´j ¨ y Ă BL

r02´k`1 ¨ y,

which proves the assertion (2).
For a given 0 ă δ ă minpp cr0

16d0
q2, 1q and y P Y pδqzEδ , assume that z “ hy with h P BL

δ . By

Lemma 2.7, BG`

δ ¨ y Ă rysP8
0
. Hence it follows that for any k ě 0, a´ky and a´kz belong to the

same atom Pk Ă P. Then we have

a´ky, a´kz “ a´khak ¨ pa´kyq P Pk.

Note that for any y P Y pδq the map BG`

δ Q g ÞÑ gy is injective, hence the map a´kBG`

δ ak Q g ÞÑ

ga´ky is injective. Since a´khak P a´kBL
δ a

k, a´ky and a´kz belong to the same atom of PL.
This proves the assertion (3). �

As in [LSS19, Lemma 3.4], we need to compare the dynamical entropy and the static entropy.
In [LSS19], the σ-algebra π´1pBXq is used to deal with the entropy relative to X, where BX
is the Borel σ-algebra of X. In order to deal with the entropy relative to the general closed
subgroup L ă G` normalized by a, we consider the following tail σ-algebra with respect to AL

in Proposition 2.8: Denote by

(2.11) AL
8 :“

8č

k“1

akAL “
8č

k“1

`
PL

˘8
k
.

This tail σ-algebra may not be countably generated but it satisfies strict a-invariance, i.e. aAL
8 “

AL
8 “ a´1AL

8.

Lemma 2.9. Let 0 ă r0 ď 1 be given, µ be an a-invariant probability measure on Y , L ă G` be
a closed subgroup normalized by a, and AL be as in Proposition 2.8. Then the σ-algebra pALq8

´8
is the Borel σ-algebra of Y modulo µ.
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Proof. Let PL be as in the proof of Proposition 2.8. Since pALq8
´8 “ pPLq8

´8 and Y “Ť
kě1 Y p2´kqzY p2´k`2q, it is enough to show that for each k ě 1 and for µ-a.e. y P Y p2´kqzY p2´k`2q,

we have ryspPLq8
´8

“ tyu.

For fixed k ě 1, it follows from Poincaré recurrence (e.g. see [EW11, Theorem 2.11]) that for
µ-a.e. y P Y p2´kqzY p2´k`2q, there exists an increasing sequence pkiqiě1 Ă N such that

akiy P Y p2´kqzY p2´k`2q and ki Ñ 8 as i Ñ 8.

By Proposition 2.8(2), it follows that for each i ě 1

rakiysAL “ rakiyspPLq8
0

Ă BL
r02´k`1 ¨ akiy.

Since rakiyspPLq8
0

“ akirysa´ki pPLq8
0

“ akiryspPLq8
´ki

, using (2.5), we have

ryspPLq8
´ki

Ă a´kiBL
r02´k`1 ¨ akiy “ a´kiBL

r02´k`1a
ki ¨ y Ă BL

d0e
´αkir02´k`1 ¨ y.

Taking i Ñ 8, we conclude that ryspPLq8
´8

“ tyu. �

Proposition 2.10. Let 0 ă r0 ď 1 be given, µ be an a-invariant probability measure on Y ,
L ă G` be a closed subgroup normalized by a, AL be as in Proposition 2.8, and AL

8 be as in
(2.11). Then we have

(2.12) hµpa|AL
8q “ hµpa´1|AL

8q “ HµpAL|aALq.

Moreover, (2.12) holds for almost every ergodic component of µ.

Proof. Let PL be as in the proof of Proposition 2.8. Since PL is countably generated, we can
take an increasing sequence of finite partitions pPL

k qkě1 of Y such that PL
k Õ PL. By Lemma

2.9, we have BY “ pPLq8
´8 “

Ž8
k“1pPL

k q8
´8 modulo µ, where BY is the Borel σ-algebra of Y . It

is clear that pPL
k q8

´8 Ď pPL
k`1q8

´8 for all k P N. Hence it follow from Kolmogorov-Sinăı Theorem
[ELW, Proposition 2.20] that

hµpa´1|AL
8q “ lim

kÑ8
hµpa´1,PL

k |AL
8q.

Using the future formula [ELW, Proposition 2.19 (8)], we have

lim
kÑ8

hµpa´1,PL
k |AL

8q “ lim
kÑ8

HµpPL
k |pPL

k q8
1 _ AL

8q

It follows from monotonicity and continuity of entropy [ELW, Proposition 2.10, 2.12, and 2.13]
that for any fixed k ě 1

lim
ℓÑ8

HµpPL
k |pPL

ℓ q8
1 _ AL

8q ď HµpPL
k |pPL

k q8
1 _ AL

8q ď lim
ℓÑ8

HµpPL
ℓ |pPL

k q8
1 _ AL

8q,

hence we have

HµpPL
k |pPLq8

1 _ AL
8q ď HµpPL

k |pPL
k q8

1 _ AL
8q ď HµpPL|pPL

k q8
1 _ AL

8q.

Taking k Ñ 8, it follows that

lim
kÑ8

HµpPL
k |pPL

k q8
1 _ AL

8q “ HµpPL|pPLq8
1 _ AL

8q “ HµpAL|aALq,

which concludes (2.12).
Note that BY “ pPLq8

´8 “
Ž8
k“1pPL

k q8
´8 modulo almost every ergodic component of µ. Thus

following the same argument as above, we can conclude (2.12) for almost every ergodic component
of µ. �
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The quantity HµpAL|aALq is called empirical entropy and is the average of the conditional
information function

IµpAL|aALqpxq “ ´ log µaA
L

x prxsAq,

and indeed the entropy contribution of L (see [EL10, 7.8] for definition).

2.4. Effective variational principle. This subsection is to effectivize the variational principle.
We first recall the following ineffective variational principle. Combining [EL10, Proposition 7.34]
and [EL10, Theorem 7.9], we have the following upper bound of an empirical entropy (or entropy
contribution), and the entropy rigidity.

Theorem 2.11 ([EL10]). Let L ă G` be a closed subgroup normalized by a, and let l denote the
Lie algebra of L. Let µ be an a-invariant ergodic probability measure on Y . If A is a countably
generated sub-σ-algebra of the Borel σ-algebra which is a´1-descending and L-subordinate, then

HµpA|aAq ď log |detpAda|lq|

and equality holds if and only if µ is L-invariant.

Let L ă G` be a closed subgroup normalized by a, mL be the Haar measure on L, and µ be
an a-invariant probability measure on Y . Let A be a countably generated sub-σ-algebra of Borel
σ-algbera which is a´1-descending and L-subordinate modulo µ. Note that for any j P Zě0, the
sub-σ-algebra ajA is also countably generated, a´1-descending, and L-subordinate modulo µ.

For y P Y , denote by Vy Ă L the shape of the A-atom at y P Y so that Vy ¨ y “ rysA. It
has positive mL-measure for µ-a.e. y P Y since A is L-subordinate modulo µ. Note that for any
j P Zě0, we have rysajA “ ajVa´jya

´j ¨ y.

As in [EL10, 7.55] which is the proof of [EL10, Theorem 7.9], let us define τa
jA

y for µ-a.e y P Y
to be the normalized push forward of mL|ajV

a´jy
a´j under the orbit map, i.e.,

τa
jA

y “
1

mLpajVa´jya
´jq

mL|ajV
a´jy

a´j ¨ y,

which is a probability measure on rysajA.
The following proposition is an effective version of Theorem 2.11.

Proposition 2.12. Let L ă G` be a closed subgroup normalized by a and µ be an a-invariant
ergodic probability measure on Y . Fix j P N and denote by J ě 0 the maximal entropy contribution
of L for aj , that is,

J “ log |detpAdaj |lq|.

Let A be a countably generated sub-σ-algebra of Borel σ-algbera which is a´1-descending and L-
subordinate. Suppose there exist a measurable subset K Ă Y and a symmetric measurable subset
B Ă L such that rysA Ă B ¨ y for any y P K. Then we have

HµpA|ajAq ď J `

ż

Y

log τa
jA

y

`
pY zKq YB Suppµ

˘
dµpyq.

Proof. By for instance [EL10, Theorem 5.9], for µ-a.e. y P Y , µa
jA
y is a probability measure on

rysajA “ ajVa´jya
´j ¨ y, and HµpA|ajAq can be written as

HµpA|ajAq “ ´

ż

Y

log µa
jA
y prysAqdµpyq.
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Note that mLpajBa´jq “ eJmLpBq for any measurable B Ă L. Let

ppyq :“ µa
jA
y prysAq and pHaarpyq :“ τa

jA
y prysAq.

Then we have

pHaarpyq “
mLpVyq

mLpajVa´jya
´jq

“
mLpVyq

mLpVa´jyq
e´J ,

hence, applying the ergodic theorem, we have ´
ş
Y
log pHaarpyqdµpyq “ J .

Now we estimate an upper bound of HµpA|ajAq´J following the computation in [EL10, 7.55].
Following [EL10, 7.55], we can partition rysajA into a countable union of A-atoms as follows:

rysajA “
8ď

i“1

rxisA YNy,

where Ny is a null set with respect to µa
jA
y . Note that µa

jA
y is supported on Suppµ for µ-a.e y.

Since B Ă L is symmetric, if xi P KzB Suppµ, then rxisA Ă B ¨ xi Ă KzSuppµ, hence we have

µa
jA
y prxisAq “ 0. If xi P pY zKq Y B Suppµ and rxisA Ć pY zKq Y B Suppµ, then there exists

x1
i P rxisA such that x1

i P KzB Suppµ, hence µa
jA
y prxisAq “ µa

jA
y prx1

isAq “ 0. Thus we denote by
Z the set of xi’s in pY zKq YB Suppµ such that rxisA Ă pY zKq YB Suppµ. It follows that

HµpA|ajAq ´ J “ ´

ż

Y

`
log ppzq ´ log pHaarpzq

˘
dµpzq

“

ż

Y

ż

Y

`
log pHaarpzq ´ log ppzq

˘
dµa

jA
y pzqdµpyq

“

ż

Y

ÿ

xiPZ

ż

zPrxisA

`
log pHaarpzq ´ log ppzq

˘
dµa

jA
y pzqdµpyq

“

ż

Y

ÿ

xiPZ
log

˜
τa

jA
y prxisAq

µa
jA
y prxisAq

¸
µa

jA
y prxisAqdµpyq

ď

ż

Y

log

˜
ÿ

xiPZ
τa

jA
y prxisAq

¸
dµpyq

ď

ż

Y

log τa
jA

y ppY zKq YB Suppµqdµpyq.

The second last inequality follows from the convexity of the logarithm. This proves the proposi-
tion. �

In particular, if A is of the form akAL for k P Z, then Proposition 2.12 still holds without
assuming the ergodicity of µ.

Corollary 2.13. Let 0 ă r0 ď 1 be given, µ be an a-invariant probability measure on Y , L ă G`

be a closed subgroup normalized by a, and AL be as in Proposition 2.8. Then Proposition 2.12
holds for A of the form akAL for k P Z.

Proof. Writing the ergodic decomposition µ “
ş
µEz dµpzq, we have

hµpaj |AL
8q “

ż
hµEz paj |AL

8qdµpzq,
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where AL
8 is the σ-algebra as in (2.11). By Proposition 2.10, we also have

HµpAL|ajALq “

ż
HµEz

pAL|ajALqdµpzq.

It follows from the a-invariance of µ and µEz that

HµpA|ajAq “

ż
HµEz

pA|ajAqdµpzq.

Applying Proposition 2.12 for each µEz we obtain

HµpA|ajAq “

ż
HµEz

pA|ajAqdµpzq ď J `

ż

Y

ż

Y

log τa
jA

y pB2 SuppµEz qdµEz pyqdµpzq

ď J `

ż

Y

log τa
jA

y pB2 Suppµqdµpyq.

�

3. Preliminaries for the upper bound

From now on, we fix the following notations:

d “ m` n, G “ ASLdpRq, Γ “ ASLdpZq, and Y “ G{Γ.

We use all notations in Subsection 2.2 with this setting. In particular, we choose a right invariant
metric dG on G so that rmax ď 1. Denote by d8 the metric on G induced from the max norm
on Md`1,d`1pRq. Since dG and d8 are locally bi-Lipschitz, there are constants 0 ă r0 ă 1 and

C0 ě 1 such that for any x, y P BG
r0

(3.1)
1

C0

d8px, yq ď dGpx, yq ď C0d8px, yq.

Note that r0 and C0 depend only on G. In the rest of the article, all the statements from Lemma
2.5 to Proposition 2.10 will be applied to this r0.

Recall the notations at, a “ a1, U , and W in the introduction. Then the subgroups U and W
are closed subgroups in G` normalized by a, where G` is the unstable horospherical subgroup
associated to a. Denote by u and w the Lie algebras of U and W , respectively. We now consider
the following quasinorms on u “ Rmn “ Mm,npRq and w “ Rm: For A P Mm,npRq and b P Rm,
define

}A}rbs “ max
1ďiďm
1ďjďn

|Aij |
1

ri`sj and }b}r “ max
1ďiďm

|bi|
1
ri .

We call these quasinorms r b s-quasinorm and r-quasinorm, respectively.

We remark that for A,A1 P Mm,npRq and b, b1 P Rm, using the convexity of functions s ÞÑ s
1

ri`sj

and s ÞÑ s
1
ri ,

(3.2)
}A `A1}rbs ď 2

1´prm`snq
rm`sn p}A}rbs ` }A1}rbsq;

}b` b1}r ď 2
1´rm
rm p}b}r ` }b1}rq.

It also satisfies that

}Adat A}rbs “ et}A}rbs and }Adat b}r “ et}b}r,

for any A P Mm,npRq and b P Rm.
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By a quasi-metric on a space Z, we mean a map dZ : Z ˆ Z Ñ Rě0 which is a symmetric,
positive definite map such that, for some constant C, for all x, y P Z, dZpx, yq ď CpdZpx, zq `
dZpz, yqq. The r b s-quasinorm (resp. r-quasinorm) induces the quasi-metric drbs (resp. dr)
on u (resp. w). Note that the logarithm map is defined on U and W , hence the quasi-metric
drbs (resp. dr) induce the quasi-metric on U (resp. W ) via the logarithm map. For simplicity,
we keep the notations drbs and dr for the quasi-metrics on U and W , respectively. We similary

denote by BU,rbs
r (resp. BW,r

r ) the open r-ball around the identity in U (resp. W ) with respect
to the quasi-metric drbs (resp. dr). For any y P Y , we also denote by drbs (resp. dr) the induced
quasi-metric on the fiber BU

ry
¨ y (resp. BW

ry
¨ y).

As in Theorem 2.11, we can explicitly compute the maximum entropy contribitions for L “ U

and W . For L “ U , the restricted adjoint map is the expansion Ada : pAijq ÞÑ peri`sjAijq of
A P Mm,npRq, hence

log |detpAda|uq| “
mÿ

i“1

nÿ

j“1

pri ` sjq “ m` n.

For L “ W , the restricted adjoint map is the expansion Ada : pbiq ÞÑ peribiq of b P Rm, hence

log |detpAda|wq| “
mÿ

i“1

ri “ 1.

Denote by X “ SLdpRq{SLdpZq and by π : Y Ñ X the natural projection sending a translated

lattice x ` v to the lattice x. Equivalently, it is defined by π

ˆˆ
g v

0 1

˙
Γ

˙
“ g SLdpZq for

g P SLdpRq and v P Rd. We also use the following notation: wpvq “

ˆ
Id v

0 1

˙
for v P Rd.

3.1. Dimensions. Let Z be a space endowed with a quasi-metric dZ . For a bounded subset
S Ă Z, the lower Minkowski dimension dimdZ

S with respect to the quasi-metric dZ is defined by

dimdZ
S

def
“ lim inf

δÑ0

logNδpSq

log 1{δ
,

where NδpSq is the maximal cardinality of a δ-separated subset of S for dZ .
In the begining of this section, we consider Lie algebras u and w endowed with rbs-quasinorm

and r-quasinorm, which induce the quasi-metrics drbs and dr on u and w, repectively.
Now, for subsets S Ă u “ Rmn and S1 Ă w “ Rm, we denote the lower Minkowski dimensions

of these subsets as follows:

dimrbsS
def
“ dimdrbs

S, dimrS
1 def

“ dimdrS
1.

We will also consider Hausdorff dimensions dimH S and dimH S
1, always defined with respect to

the standard metric.

Lemma 3.1. [LSS19, Lemma 2.2] For subsets S Ă u and S1 Ă w,

(1) dimrbsu “
ř
i,jpri ` sjq “ m` n and dimrw “

ř
i ri “ 1,

(2) dimrbsS ě pm ` nq ´ pr1 ` s1qpmn ´ dimH Sq,
(3) dimrS

1 ě 1 ´ r1pm´ dimH S
1q.
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3.2. Correspondence with dynamics. For y “

ˆ
g v

0 1

˙
Γ P Y with g P SLdpRq and v P Rd,

denote by Λy the corresponding unimodular grid gZd ` v in Rd. We denote the pr, sq-quasinorm

of v “ px,yq P Rm ˆ Rn by }v}r,s “ maxt}x}
d
m
r , }y}

d
n
s u. Let

Lǫ
def
“ ty P Y : @v P Λy, }v}r,s ě ǫu ,

which is a (non-compact) closed subset of Y . Following [Kle99, Section 1.3], we say that the pair
pA, bq P Mm,npRq ˆ Rm is rational if there exists some pp, qq P Zm ˆZn such that Aq´ b` p “ 0,
and irrational otherwise.

Proposition 3.2. For any irrational pair pA, bq P Mm,npRq ˆ Rm, pA, bq P Badpǫq if and only if
the at-orbit of the point yA,b is eventually in Lǫ, i.e., there exists T ě 0 such that atyA,b P Lǫ for
all t ě T .

Proof. Suppose that there exist arbitrarily large t’s satisfying atyA,b R Lǫ. Denote ert :“
diagper1t, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ermtq P Mm,mpRq and est :“ diagpes1t, ¨ ¨ ¨ , esntq P Mn,npRq. Then the vectors in
the grid ΛatyA,b

can be represented as

at

ˆˆ
Im A

0 In

˙ˆ
p

q

˙
`

ˆ
´b
0

˙˙
“

ˆ
ertpAq ` p´ bq

e´stq

˙

for pp, qq P Zm ˆ Zn. Therefore atxA,b R Lǫ implies that for some q P Zn,

(3.3) etxAq ´ byr ă ǫ
m
d and e´t}q}s ă ǫ

n
d ,

thus }q}sxAq ´ byr ă ǫ. Since xAq ´ byr ‰ 0 for all q, we use the condition xAq ´ byr ă e´tǫ
m
d

for arbitrarily large t to conclude that }q}sxAq ´ byr ă ǫ holds for infinitely many q’s. This is a
contradiction to the assumption that pA, bq P Badpǫq.

On the other hand, if pA, bq R Badpǫq, then since pA, bq is irrational, there are infinitely many
q P Zn such that }q}sxAq ´ byr ă ǫ. Thus we can choose arbitrarily large t so that (3.3) hold,
which contradicts to the assumption that the at-orbit of the point yA,b is eventually in Lǫ. �

Remark 3.3. We claim that for a fixed b P Rm, the subset Badb0pǫq of rational pA, bq’s in Badbpǫq
is a subset of Bad0pǫq. Indeed, if A P Badbpǫq for some b and pA, bq is rational, then xAq0´byr “ 0
for some q0 P Zm and lim inf

}q}sÑ8
}q}sxAq ´ byr ě ǫ, thus lim inf

}q}sÑ8
}q}sxApq ´ q0qyr ě ǫ. Therefore, we

have
dimH Badb0pǫq ď dimH Bad0pǫq “ mn´ cm,n

ǫ

log 1{ǫ
ă mn

for some constant cm,n ą 0 [KM19]. For a fixed A P Mm,npRq, the subset of BadApǫq such that
pA, bq is rational is of the form Aq ` p for some q, p P Zm thus has Hausdorff dimension zero.

In the rest of the article, we will focus on the elements yA,b that are eventually in Lǫ.

3.3. Covering counting lemma. To construct measures of large entropy in Proposition 4.1 and
Proposition 5.3, we will need the following counting lemma, which is a generalization of [LSS19,
Lemma 2.4].

Here, we consider two cases: L “ U and L “ W . Denote by c “ pc1, . . . , cdim lq either rbs (for
L “ U) and r (for L “ U), and denote by } ¨ }c either } ¨ }rbs (for L “ U) and } ¨ }r (for L “ W ).
Let JL be the maximal entropy contribution for L. Recall that JU “ m` n and JW “ 1.

Before stating the main result of this subsection, we fix the following notations. Fix a “cusp
part” Q0

8 Ă X that is a connected subset such that X r Q0
8 has compact closure. Set Q8 “
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π´1pQ0
8q and denote by rpQ8q ą 0 the infimum of injectivity radius on Y rQ8. For any D ą JL,

choose large enough TD P N such that for all i “ 1, . . . ,dim l,

(3.4) reciTD s ď eciTDe
D´JL
dim l .

For r0 ą 0 and C0 ě 1 from (3.1), fix 0 ă rD “ rDpQ0
8q ă minpr0, 1{2q small enough so that

(3.5) B
L,c

2
1

min cC0r
1

max c

D TD

Ă BL
minpr0, 12 rpQ8qq and BG

rD
pY rQ8q Ă Y p

1

2
rpQ8qq.

Lemma 3.4. For any D ą JL, we fix the above notations. Let y P Y rQ8 and I “ tt P N | aty P
Q8u. For any non-negative integer T , let

Ey,T “ tz P BL
rD

¨ y | @t P t1, . . . , T u r I, dY paty, atzq ď rDu.

The set Ey,T can be covered by CeD|IXt1,...,T u| dc-balls of radius r
1

max c

D e´T , where C is a constant
depending on Q0

8 and D, but independent of T .

Proof. For s P t0, . . . , TD ´ 1u and k P Zě0, let us denote by Is,kpTDq “ ts, s` TD, . . . , s` kTDu
and

Esy,k “ tz P BL
rD

¨ y : @t P Is,kpTDq r I, dY paty, atzq ď rDu.

Following the proof of [LSS19, Lemma 2.4] with Esy,k instead of Ey,T , we obtain the following
claim:

Claim The set Esy,k can be covered by Cse
pJLpTD´1q`Dq|IXIs,kpTDq| dc-balls of radiusC0r

1
max c

D e´ps`kTDq,
where Cs is a constant depending on Q0

8, D and s, but independent of k.

Proof of Claim. We prove the claim by induction on k. Since the number of dc-balls of radius

C0r
1

max c

D e´s needed to cover BL
rD

¨ y is bounded by a constant Cs depending on Q0
8, D and s, the

claim holds for k “ 0.
Suppose that Esy,k´1 can be covered by Nk´1 “ Cse

pJLpTD´1q`Dq|IXIs,k´1pTDq| dc-balls tBj :

j “ 1, . . . , Nk´1u of radius C0r
1

max c

D e´ps`pk´1qTDq. By the inequality (3.4), any dc-ball of radius

C0r
1

max c

D e´ps`pk´1qTDq can be covered by

dim lź

i“1

S
e´ps`pk´1qTDqci

e´ps`kTDqci

W
“

dim lź

i“1

reTDcis ď
dim lź

i“1

eciTDe
D´JL
dim l

“ eJLTDeD´JL “ eJLpTD´1q`D,

dc-balls of radius C0r
1

max c

D e´ps`kTDq. Thus if s ` kTD P I, then Esy,k can be covered by Nk “

eJLpTD´1q`DNk´1 dc-balls of radius C0r
1

max c

D e´ps`kTDq.
Suppose that s ` kTD R I. Since Esy,k Ă Esy,k´1, the set tEsy,k X Bj : j “ 1, . . . , Nk´1u covers

Esy,k. We now claim that for any x1, x2 P Esy,k XBj

dL,cpx1, x2q ď 2
1

min cC0r
1

max c

D e´ps`kTDq.

Indeed, since Bj is a dL,c-ball of radius C0r
1

max c

D e´ps`pk´1qTDq and x1, x2 P Bj Ă BL
rD

¨y, there are

h P BL
rD

and h1, h2 P BL,c

C0r
1

max c

D e´ps`pk´1qTDq
such that x1 “ h1hy and x2 “ h2hy. It follows from
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s`kTd R I and x1, x2 P Esy,k that a
s`kTdy Ă Y rQ8 and dY pas`kTDy, as`kTDxℓq ď rD for ℓ “ 1, 2,

hence by (3.5) we have as`kTDx1 P BG
rD

pY rQ8q Ă Y p1
2
rpQ8qq and dY pas`kTDx1, as`kTDx2q ď

2rD. Observe that by (3.5),

as`kTDh1h
´1
2 a´ps`kTDq Ă as`kTDBL,c

2
1

min cC0r
1

max c

D e´ps`pk´1qTDq
a´ps`kTDq

“ B
L,c

2
1

min cC0r
1

max c

D eTD
Ă BL

minpr0, 12 rpQ8qq.

Thus it follows from (3.1) and above observations that

2rD ě dY pas`kTDx1, a
s`kTDx2q “ dLpas`kTDh1h

´1
2 a´ps`kTDq, idq

ě
1

C0

d8pas`kTDh1h
´1
2 a´ps`kTDq, idq

“
1

C0
max

i“1,...,dim l
ecips`kTDq|plog h1h

´1
2 qi|,

where plog h1h
´1
2 qi is the i-th coordinate of log h1h

´1
2 with respect to the standard basis tei : 1 ď

i ď dim lu. Since L “ U or L “ W , i.e. commutative subgroups of G, for each i “ 1, . . . ,dim l,
we have

|plog h1h
´1
2 qi| “ |plog h1 ´ log h2qi| ď 2rDC0e

´cips`kTDq.

Note that

dL,cpx1, x2q “ dL,cph1, h2q “ max
i“1,...,dim l

|plog h1 ´ log h2qi|
1
ci

Therefore, we have

dL,cpx1, x2q ď max
i“1,...,dim l

p2rDC0q
1
ci e´ps`kTDq ď 2

1
min cC0r

1
max c

D e´ps`kTDq.

It follows from the claim that Esy,kXBj is contained in a single dL,c-ball of radiusC0r
1

max c

D e´ps`kTDq

for each j “ 1, . . . , Nk´1. Hence Esy,k can be covered by Nk “ Nk´1 dL,c-balls of radius

C0r
1

max c

D e´ps`kTDq. �

Now, for any non-negative integer T , we can find s P t0, . . . , TD ´ 1u and k P Zě0 such that

TD|I X Is,kpTDq| ď |I X t1, . . . , T u| and T ´ TD ă s` kTD ď T

from the pigeon hole principle. By the above observation, Ey,T Ă Esy,k can be covered by

Cse
pJLpTD´1q`Dq|IXIs,kpTDq| dc-balls of radius C0r

1
max c

D e´ps`kTDq. Since T ´TD ă s`kTD ď T and

D ą JL, Ey,T can be covered by pmaxsCsqe
D|IXt1,....T u| dc-balls of radius C0e

TDr
1

max c

D e´T . Hence
there exists a constant C ą 0 depending on Q0

8, r, and D, but independent of T such that Ey,T

can be covered by CeD|IXt1,....T u| dc-balls of radius r
1

max c

D e´T . �

4. Upper bound for Hausdorff dimension of BadApǫq

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.2 by constructing a-invariant probability measure on
Y with large entropy. Here and in the next section, we will consider the dynamical entropy of
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a instead of a´1 contrary to Section 2. Hence let us use the following notation: For a given
partition Q of Y and a integer q ě 1, we denote by

Qpqq “
q´1ł

i“0

a´iQ.

4.1. Constructing measure with entropy lower bound. Let us denote by X and Y the
one-point compactifications of X and Y , respectively. Let A be a given countably generated
σ-algebra of X or Y . We denote by A the σ-algebra generated by A and t8u. The diagonal
action at is extended to the action on X and Y by atp8q “ 8 for t P R. For a finite partition
Q “ tQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , QN , Q8u of Y which has only one non-compact element Q8, denote by Q the finite

partition
!
Q1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , QN , Q8

def
“ Q8 Y t8u

)
of Y . Note that Qpqq “ Q

pqq
for any M P N. Denote

by PpXq the space of probability measures on X, and use similar notations for Y , X , and Y .
In this subsection, we construct an a-invariant measure on Y with a lower bound on the

conditional entropy for the proof of Theorem 1.2. Here, the conditional entropy will be computed
with respect to the σ-algebras constructed in Section 2. If xA has no escape of mass, such measure
was constructed in [LSS19, Proposition 2.3]. The following proposition generalizes the measure
construction for xA’s with some escape of mass.

Proposition 4.1. For A P Mm,npRq fixed, let

ηA “ sup tη : xA has η-escape of mass on averageu .

Then there exists µA P PpXq with µApXq “ 1 ´ ηA such that for any ǫ ą 0, there exists an
a-invariant measure µ P PpY q satisfying

(1) Suppµ Ă Lǫ Y pY r Y q,
(2) π˚µ “ µA, in particular, there exists a-invariant measure µ P PpY q such that

µ “ p1 ´ ηAqµ` ηAδ8,

where δ8 is the dirac delta measure on Y r Y .
(3) Let AW be as in Proposition 2.8 for µ, r0, and L “ W , and let AW

8 be as in (2.11). Then
we have

hµpa|AW8 q ě 1 ´ ηA ´ r1pm´ dimH BadApǫqq.

Remark 4.2.

(1) Note that if ηA ą 0 then xA has ηA-escape of mass on average.
(2) One can check that ηA “ 0 if and only if xA is heavy, which is defined in [LSS19, Definition

1.1].

Proof. Since xA has ηA-escape of mass on average but no more than ηA, we may fix an increasing
sequence of integers tkiuiě1 such that

1

ki

ki´1ÿ

k“0

δakxA
w˚

ÝÑ µA P PpXq

with µApXq “ 1 ´ ηA.
Let us denote by Tm “ r0, 1sm{ „ the torus in Rm, where the equivalence relation is modulo

1. Consider the increasing family of sets

RA,T :“ tb P Tm|@t ě T, atyA,b P Lǫu X BadApǫq.
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By Proposition 3.2 and Remark 3.3,
8ď

T“1

RA,T has Hausdorff dimension equal to dimH BadApǫq.

For any γ ą 0, it follows that there exists Tγ P N satisfying dimH R
A,Tγ ě dimH BadApǫq ´ γ.

Let φA : Tm Ñ Y be the map defined by φApbq “ yA,b. Note that φA is a one-to-one Lipschitz
map between Tm and φApTmq, so we may consider a quasinorm on φApTmq induced from the
r-quasinorm on Rm and denote it again by } ¨ }r.

For each ki ě Tγ , let Si be a maximal e´ki-separated subset of RA,Tγ with respect to the
r-quasinorm. By Lemma 3.1(3),

(4.1) lim inf
iÑ8

log |Si|

ki
ě dimrpRA,Tγq ě 1 ´ r1pm` γ ´ dimH BadApǫqq.

Let νi
def
“ 1

|Si|
ÿ

bPSi

δyA,b
be the normalized counting measure on the set Di :“ tyA,b : b P Siu Ă Y .

Extracting a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that

µi
def
“

1

ki

ki´1ÿ

k“0

ak˚νi
w˚

ÝÑ µγ P PpY q.

The measure µγ is a-invariant since a˚µi ´ µi goes to zero measure.
Choose any sequence of positive real numbers pγjqjě1 converging to zero and let tµγju be a

family of a-invariant probability measures on Y obtained from the above construction for each
γj . Extracting a subsequence again if necessary, we may take a weak˚-limit measure µ P PpY q
of tµγju. We prove that µ is the desired measure. The measure µ is clearly a-invariant.
(1) We show that for all γ ą 0, µγpY zLǫq “ 0. For any b P Si Ď RA,Tγ , aT yA,b P Lǫ holds for
T ą Tγ . Thus we have

µipY zLǫq “
1

ki

ki´1ÿ

k“0

ak˚νipY zLǫq “
1

ki

Tγÿ

k“0

ak˚νipY zLǫq “
1

ki|Si|

ÿ

yPDi,0ďkďTγ
δakypY zLǫq ď

Tγ

ki
.

By taking ki Ñ 8, we have µγpY zLǫq “ 0 for arbitrary γ ą 0, hence

µpY zLǫq “ lim
jÑ8

µγjpY zLǫq “ 0.

(2) For all γ ą 0, π˚µγ “ µA since π˚νi “ δxA for all i ě 1. It follows that π˚µ “ µA. Hence,

µpY zY q “ lim
jÑ8

µγjpY zY q “ µApXzXq “ ηA,

so we have a decomposition µ “ p1 ´ ηAqµ` ηAδ8 for some a-invariant µ P PpY q.
(3) We first fix any D ą JW “ 1 and Q0

8 Ă X such that X r Q0
8 has compact closure. As in

[LSS19, Proof of Theorem 4.2, Claim 2], we can construct a finite partition Q of Y satisfying:

‚ Q contains an atom Q8 of the form π´1pQ0
8q,

‚ @Q P Qr tQ8u, diamQ ă rD “ rDpQ0
8q, where rD is from (3.5),

‚ @Q P Q,@j ě 1, µγjpBQq “ 0.

Remark that for all i ě 1, Di Ă φApTmq, which is a compact set in Y , therefore we can choose
Q0

8 so that

(4.2) Q8 XDi “ ∅.
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We claim that it suffices to show the following statement. For all q ě 1,

(4.3)
1

q
HµpQ

pqq
|AW8 q ě 1 ´ r1pm´ dimH BadApǫqq ´DµpQ8q.

Indeed, by taking q Ñ 8, we have

hµpa|AW q ě 1 ´ r1pm ´ dimH BadApǫqq ´DµpQ8q.

Taking D Ñ 1 and Q0
8 Ă X such that µpQ8q Ñ µpY zY q “ ηA and D Ñ 1, we conclude (3).

In the rest of the proof, we show the inequality (4.3). It is clear if µpQ8q “ 1, so assume that
µpQ8q ă 1, hence for all large enough j ě 1, µγj pQ8q ă 1. Now, we fix such j ě 1 and write
temporarily γ “ γj.

Choose β ą 0 such that µγpQ8q ă β ă 1. For large enough i ě 1, we have

µipQ8q “
1

ki|Si|

ÿ

yPDi,0ďkăki
δakypQ8q “

1

ki

ÿ

0ďkăki
δakxApQ0

8q ă β.

In other words, there exist at most βki number of akxA’s in Q
0
8, thus for any y P Di, we have

|tk P t0, . . . , ki ´ 1u : aky P Q8u| ă βki.

From Lemma 3.4 with L “ W and (4.2), ifQ is any non-empty atom ofQpkiq, fixing any y P DiXQ,
the set

Di XQ “ Di X rysQpkiq Ă Ey,ki´1

can be covered CeDβki many r
1{r1
D e´ki-balls for dr, where C is a constant depending on Q0

8 and

D, but not on ki. Since Di is e
´ki-separated with respect to dr and r

1{r1
D ă 1

2
, we get

(4.4) CardpDi XQq ď CeDβki .

Now let AW “ pPW q8
0 “

Ž8
i“0 a

iPW be as in Proposition 2.8 for µ, r0 and L “ W , and let

AW
8 be as in (2.11).

Claim HνipQ
pkiq|AW

8 q “ HνipQ
pkiqq for all large enough ℓ ě 1.

Proof of Claim. Using the continuity of entropy, we have

HνipQ
pkiq|AW

8 q “ lim
ℓÑ8

HνipQ
pkiq|pPW q8

ℓ q.

Now we show HνipQ
pkiq|pPW q8

ℓ q “ HνipQ
pkiqq for all large enough ℓ ě 1. Let Eδ be the dynamical

δ-boundary of P as in Lemma 2.7 for µ and r0. As mentioned in Remark 2.4, we may assume
that there exists y P φApTmq such that y R BP. Since Eδ “

Ť8
k“0 a

kBd0e´kαδP, there exists δ ą 0

such that y P Y zEδ. For any ℓ ě 1, we have a´ℓy P Y za´ℓEδ Ă Y zEδ. Hence, it follows from
(2.5) and Proposition 2.8 that

ryspPW q8
ℓ

“ aℓra´ℓyspPW q8
0

“ aℓra´ℓysAW Ą aℓBW
δ a

´ℓy Ą BW
d0eαℓδy.

Since the support of νi is a set of finite points on a single compactW -orbit φApTmq, νi is supported
on a single atom of pPW q8

ℓ for all large enough ℓ ě 1. This proves the claim. �

Combining (4.4) and Claim, it follows that

(4.5) HνipQ
pkiq|AW

8 q “ HνipQ
pkiqq ě log |Si| ´Dβki ´ logC.

For any q ě 1, write the Euclidean division of large enough ki ´ 1 by q as

ki ´ 1 “ qk1 ` s with s P t0, ¨ ¨ ¨ , q ´ 1u .
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By subadditivity of the entropy with respect to the partition, for each p P t0, ¨ ¨ ¨ , q ´ 1u,

HνipQ
pkiq|AW

8 q ď HapνipQ
pqq|AW

8 q ` ¨ ¨ ¨ `Hap`qk1
νi

pQpqq|AW
8 q ` 2q log |Q|.

Summing those inequalities for p “ 0, ¨ ¨ ¨ , q ´ 1, and using the concave property of entropy with
respect to the measure, we obtain

qHνipQ
pkiq|AW

8 q ď
ki´1ÿ

k“0

Hakνi
pQpqq|AW

8 qM0 ` 2q2 log |Q| ď kiHµipQ
pqq|AW

8 q ` 2q2 log |Q|,

and it follows from (4.5) that

1

q
HµipQ

pqq|AW
8 q ě

1

ki
HνipQ

pkiq|AW
8 q ´

2q log |Q|

ki
ě

1

ki

´
log |Si| ´Dβki ´ logC ´ 2q log |Q|

¯
.

Now we can take i Ñ 8 because the atoms Q of Q and hence of Q
pqq

, satisfy µγpBQq “ 0. Also,
the constants C and |Q| are independent to ki. Thus we obtain

1

q
Hµγ pQ

pqq
|AW8 q ě 1 ´ r1pm` γ ´ dimH BadApǫqq ´Dβ,

By taking β Ñ µpQ8q and γ “ γj Ñ 0, the inequality (4.3) follows. �

4.2. The proof of Theorem 1.2. In this subsection, we will estimate the dimension upper
bound in Theorem 1.2 using a-invariant measure with large relative entropy constructed in Propo-
sition 4.1 and the effective variational principle in Proposition 2.12. To use the effective variational
principle, we need the following lemma.

For x P X and H ě 1 we set:

htpxq
def
“ sup

!
}gv}´1 : x “ gSLdpZq, v P Zdz t0u

)
,

XďH
def
“ tx P X : htpxq ď Hu , YďH

def
“ π´1pXďHq.

Note that htpxq ě 1 for any x P X by Minkowski’s theorem and XďH and YďH are compact sets
for all H ě 1 by Mahler’s compact criterion.

Lemma 4.3. Let A be a countably generated sub-σ-algebra of Borel σ-algbera which is a´1-

descending and W -subordinate. Let us fix y P YďH and suppose that BW,r
δ ¨y Ă rysA Ă B

W,r
r ¨y for

some 0 ă δ ă r. For any 0 ă ǫ ă 1, if j1 ě logpp2dHd´1q
1

rm δ´1q and j2 ě logppdHd´1q
1
sn ǫ´n

d q,

then τa
j1A

y pa´j2Lǫq ď 1 ´ e´j1´j2r´1ǫ
m
d , where τa

j1A
y is as in Subsection 2.4.

Proof. For x “ πpyq P XďH , there exists g P SLdpRq such that x “ gSLdpZq and inf
vPZdzt0u

}gv} ě

H´1. By Minkowski’s second theorem with a convex body r´1, 1sd, we can choose vectors

gv1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , gvd in gZd so that
dź

i“1

}gvi} ď 1. Then for any 1 ď i ď d,

}gvi} ď
ź

j‰i
}gvj}

´1 ď Hd´1.

Let ∆ Ă Rd be the parallelepiped generated by gv1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , gvd, then }b} ď dHd´1 for any b P ∆. It

follows that }b`}r ď pdHd´1q
1

rm and }b´}s ď pdHd´1q
1
sn for any b “ pb`, b´q P ∆, where b` P Rm

and b´ P Rn. Note that the set π´1pxq Ă Y is parametrized as follows:

π´1pxq “ twpbqgΓ P Y : b P ∆u .



26 TAEHYEONG KIM, WOOYEON KIM, AND SEONHEE LIM

R
m

R
n

b0

dH
d´1

Θ` ˆ Θ´

rysaj1A

Figure 1. Intersection of Θ` ˆ Θ´ and rysaj1A

Write y “ wpb0qgΓ for some b0 “ pb`
0 , b

´
0 q P ∆. Denote by Vy Ă W the shape of A-atom so that

Vy ¨ y “ rysaj1A, and Ξ Ă Rm the corresponding set to Vy containing 0 given by the canonical
bijection between W and Rm. Since aj1 expands the r-quasinorm with the ratio ej1 , we have

B
W,r

ej1δ
¨ y Ă rysaj1A Ă B

W,r

ej1r
¨ y, i.e. BRm,r

ej1δ
Ă Ξ Ă B

Rm,r

ej1r
. Then the atom rysaj1A is parametrized as

follows:

rysaj1A “
 
wpbqgΓ : b “ pb`, b´

0 q, b` P b`
0 ` Ξ

(
,

and τa
j1A

y can be considered as the normalized Lebesgue measure on the set b`
0 ` Ξ Ă Rm.

Let us consider the following sets:

Θ` def
“

!
b` P Rm : }b`}r ď e´j2ǫ

m
d

)
and Θ´ def

“
!
b´ P Rn : }b´}s ď ej2ǫ

n
d

)
.

If b “ pb`, b´q P Θ` ˆ Θ´, then }erj2b`}r ď ǫ
m
d and }e´sj2b´}s ď ǫ

n
d , where erj2b` and e´sj2b´

denote the vectors such that aj2b “ perj2b`, e´sj2b´q. It follows that wpbqgΓ R a´j2Lǫ since

aj2wpb`, b´qgΓ “ wperj2b`, e´sj2b´qaj2gΓ R Lǫ

by the definition of Lǫ.
Now we claim that the set Θ` ˆ

 
b´
0

(
is contained in the intersection of pb`

0 ` Ξq ˆ
 
b´
0

(

and Θ` ˆ Θ´. See Figure 1. It is enough to show that Θ` Ă b`
0 ` Ξ and b´

0 P Θ´. Since

}b´
0 }s ď pdHd´1q

1
sn , the latter assertion follows from the assumption j2 ě logppdHd´1q

1
sn ǫ´n

d q.
To show the former assertion, fix any b` P Θ`. By the quasi-metric property of } ¨ }r as in (3.2),

it follows from the assumptions j1 ě logpp2dHd´1q
1

rm δ´1q and j2 ě logppdHd´1q
1
sn ǫ´n

d q that

}b` ´ b`
0 }r ď 2

1´rm
rm p}b`}r ` }b`

0 }rq ď 2
1´rm
rm pe´j2ǫ

m
d ` pdHd´1q

1
rm q

ď 2
1´rm
rm ppdHd´1q´ 1

sn ǫ` pdHd´1q
1

rm q ď 2
1´rm
rm

`1pdHd´1q
1

rm

ď ej1δ.

Thus we have b` P b`
0 `B

Rm,r

ej1δ
Ă b`

0 ` Ξ, which concludes the former assertion.
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By the above claim, we obtain

1 ´ τa
j1A

y pa´j2Lǫq “ τa
j1A

y pY za´j2Lǫq ě
mRmpΘ`q

mRmpb`
0 ` Ξq

ě
mRmpBRm,r

e´j2 ǫ
m
d

q

mRmpBRm,r

ej1r
q

“
e´j2ǫ

m
d

ej1r
.

This proves the lemma. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Suppose that A P Mm,npRq is not singular on average, and let

ηA “ sup tη : xA has η-escape of massu ă 1.

By Proposition 4.1, there is an a-invariant measure µ P PpY q such that

Suppµ Ă Lǫ Y pY zY q, π˚µ “ µA P PpXq, and µpY zY q “ µApXzXq “ ηA.

This measure can be represented by the linear combination

µ “ p1 ´ ηAqµ` ηAδ8,

where δ8 is the dirac delta measure on Y zY and µ P PpY q is a-invariant. There is a compact
set K Ă X such that µApKq ą 0.99µApXq. We can choose 0 ă r ă 1 such that Y prq Ą π´1pKq
and µpY prqq ą 0.99. Note that the choice of r is independent of ǫ since µA is only determined by
fixed A.

Let AW be as in Proposition 2.8 for µ, r0, and L “ W , and let AW
8 be as in (2.11). It follows

from (3) of Proposition 4.1 that

hµpa|AW8 q ě p1 ´ ηAq ´ r1pm ´ dimH BadApǫqq.

Since the entropy function is linear with respect to the measure, it follows that

hµpa|AW
8 q “

1

1 ´ ηA
hµpa|AW8 q ě 1 ´

r1

1 ´ ηA
pm ´ dimH BadApǫqq.

By Proposition 2.10, we obtain

(4.6) HµpAW |aAW q ě 1 ´
r1

1 ´ ηA
pm´ dimH BadApǫqq.

By Lemma 2.7, there exists 0 ă δ ă minpp cr0
16d0

q2, rq such that the dynamical δ-boundary has

measure µpEδq ă 0.01. Note that since r0 depends only on G, the constants C1, C2 ą 0 in Lemma
2.7 depend only on a and G, hence δ is independent of ǫ even if the set Eδ might depend on ǫ.
We write Z “ Y prqzEδ for simplicity. Note that µpZq ě µpY prqq ´ µpEδq ą 0.98.

To apply Lemma 4.3, choose H ě 1 such that

(4.7) Y prq Ă YďH .

Note that the constant H depends only on r. Set

j1 “ rlogpp2dHd´1q
1

rm δ1´1
qs and j2 “ rlogppdHd´1q

1
sn ǫ´n

d qs,

where δ1 ą 0 will be determined below.
Let A “ a´kAW for k “ rlogp2

1
rm ǫ´m

d qs` j2. By Proposition 2.8, rysAW Ă BW
r0

¨y for all y P Y ,

and BW
δ ¨ y Ă rysAW for all y P Z since δ ă r. It follows from (3.1) that

@y P Y, rysAW Ă B
W,d8

C0r0
¨ y and @y P Z, BW,d8

δ{C0
¨ y Ă rysAW ,
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where BW,d8
r is the d8-ball of radius r around the identity in W . For simplicity, we may assume

that r0 ă 1
C0

by choosing r0 small enough. This implies that

@y P Y, rysAW Ă B
W,r
1 ¨ y and @y P Z, BW,r

pδ{C0q
1

rm

¨ y Ă rysAW .

Thus, for any y P Y ,

(4.8) rysA “ a´krakysAW Ă a´kBW,r
1 ak ¨ y “ B

W,r

e´k ¨ y Ă B
W,r
r1 ¨ y,

where r1 “ 2´ 1
rm e´j2ǫ

m
d . Similary, it follows that for any y P a´kZ,

(4.9) B
W,r
δ1 ¨ y Ă rysA Ă B

W,r
r1 ¨ y,

where δ1 “ e´1pδ{C0q
1

rm r1.
Now we will use Corollary 2.13 with L “ W , K “ Y , and B “ B

W,r
r1 . Note that the maximal

entropy contribution of W for aj1 is j1, and µ is supported on a´j2Lǫ since Suppµ Ď Lǫ and µ
is a-invariant. Thus we have

(4.10) B
W,r
r1 Suppµ Ă B

W,r
r1 a´j2Lǫ “ a´j2BW,r

ej2r1Lǫ “ a´j2BW,r

2
´ 1

rm ǫ
m
d

Lǫ Ă a´j2L
2

´ d
mrm ǫ

by using the triangular inequality of r-quasinorm as in (3.2) and the definition of Lǫ for the
last inclusion. Using (4.8), it follows from (4.10) and Corollary 2.13 with L “ W , K “ Y , and

B “ B
W,r
r1 that

(4.11) HµpA|aj1Aq ď j1 `

ż

Y

log τa
j1A

y

´
a´j2L

2
´ d

mrm ǫ

¯
dµpyq

Using (4.9), it follows from Lemma 4.3 with δ “ δ1 and r “ r1 that for any y P a´kZ X YďH ,

τa
j1A

y

´
a´j2L

2
´ d

mrm ǫ

¯
ď 1 ´ 2´ 1

rm e´j1´j2r1´1ǫ
m
d “ 1 ´ e´j1 ,

hence ´ log τa
j1A

y pa´j2L
2

´ d
mrm ǫ

q ě e´j1 . Since µpa´kZ X YďHq ě 1
2
, it follows from (4.11) that

(4.12)

1 ´HµpAW |aAW q “ 1 ´
1

j1
HµpAW |aj1AW q “ 1 ´

1

j1
HµpA|aj1Aq

ě ´
1

j1

ż

a´kZXYďH

log τa
j1A

y pa´j2L
2

´ d
mrm ǫ

qdµpyq ě
e´j1

2j1
.

Recall that j1 is chosen by

j1 “ rlogpp2dHd´1q
1

rm epδ{C0q´ 1
rm 2

1
rm ej2ǫ´m

d qs ď rlogpp2dHd´1q
1

rm
` 1

sn e2pδ{C0q´ 1
rm 2

1
rm ǫ´n

d ǫ´m
d qs

ď logpp2dHd´1q
1

rm
` 1

sn e3pδ{C0q´ 1
rm 2

1
rm q ´ log ǫ

Here, the constants H and δ depend on fixed A P Mm,npRq, not on ǫ. Combining (4.6) and (4.12),
we obtain

m´ dimH BadApǫq ě cpAq
ǫ

logp1{ǫq
,

where the constant cpAq ą 0 depends only on d, r, s, and A P Mm,npRq. It completes the
proof. �
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5. Upper bound for Hausdorff dimension of Badbpǫq

In this section, as explained in the introduction, we only consider the unweighted setting, that
is,

r “ p1{m, . . . , 1{mq and s “ p1{n, . . . , 1{nq.

5.1. Constructing measure with entropy lower bound. Similar to Subsection 4.1, we will
construct an a-invariant measure on Y with a lower bound on the conditional entropy to the
σ-algebra AU

8 obtained in (2.11) and Proposition 2.8 with L “ U . To control the amount of
escape of mass for the desired measure, we need a modification of [KKLM17, Theorem 1.1] as
Proposition 5.2 below.

For any compact set S Ă X and positive integer k ą 0, and any 0 ă η ă 1, let

F kη,S
def
“

#
A P Tmn Ă Mm,npRq :

1

k

k´1ÿ

i“0

δaixApXzSq ă η

+
.

Given a compact set S of X, k P N, η P p0, 1q, and t P N, define the set

ZpS, k, t, ηq :“

#
A P Tmn :

1

k

k´1ÿ

i“0

δatixApXzSq ě η

+
;

in other words, the set of A P Tmn such that up to time k, the proportion of times i for which
the orbit point atixA is in the complement of S is at least η. The following theorem is one of the
main results in [KKLM17].

Theorem 5.1. [KKLM17, Theorem 1.5] There exists t0 ą 0 and C ą 0 such that the following
holds. For any t ą t0 there exists a compact set S :“ Sptq of X such that for any k P N

and η P p0, 1q, the set ZpS, k, t, ηq can be covered with Ct3kepm`n´ηqmntk balls in Tmn of radius

e´pm`nqtk.

The following proposition is a slightly stronger variant of [KKLM17, Theorem 1.1] which will
be needed later. We prove this using Theorem 5.1.

Proposition 5.2. There exists a family of compact sets tSηu
0ăηă1

of X such that the following

is true. For any 0 ă η ď 1,

(5.1) dimHpTmnz lim sup
kÑ8

č

η1ěη
F kη1,Sη1

q ď mn´
ηmn

2pm ` nq
.

Proof. For η P p0, 1q, let tη ě 4 be the smallest integer such that
3 log tη
tη

ď ηmn
10

, and S1
η be the

set Sptηq of Theorem 5.1. For l ě 4, denote by ηl ą 0 the smallest real number such that tηl “ l.

Then ηl ě
3ηl´1

4
for any l ě 5. We note that S1

η1 Ď S1
η for any 0 ă η ď η1. For η1 P rηl, ηl´1q let

us define S2
η1 “ S1

ηl
. For any η P p0, 1q, we set Sη “

Ť
´tηďtďtη a

tS2
η so that for any ´tη ď t ď tη

and x P S2
η, a

tx P Sη.

Now we prove that this family of compact sets tSηu
0ăηă1

satisfies (5.1). Suppose A R F kη,Sη
,

which implies 1
k

k´1ÿ

i“0

δaixApXzSηq ě η. For sufficiently large k,

1

r k
tη

s

r k
tη

s´1ÿ

i“0

δatηixA
pXzS2

ηq ě
1

tηr k
tη

s

tηpr k
tη

s´1qÿ

i“0

δaixApXzSηq ě
9

10
η.
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Hence TmnzF kη,Sη
Ď ZpS2

η , r
k
tη

s, tη,
9
10
ηq for any 0 ă η ă 1 and sufficiently large k P N.

For any ηl`1 ă η1 ď ηl, we have tη1 “ l and the set ZpS2
η1 , r ktη s, tη1 , 9

10
η1q is contained in

ZpS1
ηl
, r k
tηl

s, l, 9
10
ηlq. It follows that for any 0 ă η ă 1

Tmnz
č

η1ěη
F k
η1,Sk

η1
Ď

ď

η1ěη
ZpS2

η1 , r
k

tη1
s, tη1 ,

9

10
η1q Ď

tηď

l“4

ZpS1
ηl
, r
k

l
s, l,

9

10
ηlq,

hence

Tmnz lim sup
kÑ8

č

η1ěη
F kη1 ,Sη1

Ď
ď

k0ě1

8č

k“k0

tηď

l“4

ZpS1
ηl
, r
k

l
s, l,

9

10
ηlq.

By Theorem 5.1, the set

tηď

l“4

ZpS1
ηl
, r
k

l
s, l,

9

10
ηlq can be covered with

tηÿ

l“4

Cl3rk
l

sepm`n´ 9
10
ηlqmnrk

l
sl ď

tηÿ

l“4

Ct3ηe
3 log l

l
kepm`n´ 9

10
ηlqmnpk`tηq

ď

tηÿ

l“4

Ct3ηe
pm`nqmntη epm`n´ 8

10
ηlqmnk

ď Ct4ηe
pm`nqmntηepm`n´ η

2
qmnk

balls in Tmn of radius e´pm`nqk. Here we used ηtη ě 3η
4

which follows from ηl ě
3ηl´1

4
for any

l ě 5. Thus, for any sufficiently large k0 P N,

dimH

˜ 8č

k“k0

tηď

l“4

ZpS1
ηl
, r
k

l
s, l, ηlq

¸
ď lim sup

kÑ8

logpCt4ηe
pm`nqmntηepm`n´ η

2
qmnkq

´ logpe´pm`nqkq

“ lim sup
kÑ8

logpCt4ηe
pm`nqmntη q ` pm ` n´ η

2
qmnk

pm ` nqk
“ mn´

ηmn

2pm` nq
,

hence we get dimHpTmnz lim sup
kÑ8

č

η1ěη
F kη1,Sη1

q ď mn´
ηmn

2pm ` nq
. �

In the rest of this subsection, we will prove the following proposition which gives the bound of
dimH Badbpǫq. The construction of the a-invariant measure with large relative entropy roughly
follows the construction in Proposition 4.1. However, the situation is significantly different, as
fixing b does not determine the amount of excursion in the cusp. The additional step using
Proposition 5.2 is necessary to control the measure near the cusp allowing a small amount of
escape of mass.

Proposition 5.3. Let tSηu
0ăηă1

be the family of compact sets of X as in Proposition 5.2. For

fixed b P Rm and ǫ ą 0, assume that dimH Badbpǫq ą dimH Bad0pǫq. Let η0 :“ 2pm ` nqp1 ´
dimH Badbpǫq

mn
q. Then there exist an a-invariant measure µ P PpY q such that

(1) Suppµ Ď Lǫ Y pY zY q,
(2) π˚µpXzSη1 q ď η1 for any η0 ď η1 ă 1, in particular, there exist µ P PpY q and 0 ď pη ď η0

such that
µ “ p1 ´ pηqµ` pηδ8,
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where δ8 is the dirac delta measure on Y zY .
(3) Let AU be as in Proposition 2.8 for µ, r0, and L “ U , and let AU

8 be as in (2.11). Then
we have

hµpa|AU8q ě p1 ´ pη 1
2 qpd ´

1

2
η0 ´ dpη 1

2 q.

Remark 5.4. We remark that this proposition is valid for the weighted setting except for the
construction of tSηu0ăηă1 since it depends on the unweighted result (Theorem 5.1) in [KKLM17].

So, we keep the notations r and s for weights in the following proof.

Proof. For ǫ ą 0, denote by R the set BadbpǫqzBadb0pǫq, and let

RT :“ tA P R X Tmn Ă Mm,npRq|@t ě T, atxA,b P Lǫu .

The sequence
 
RT

(
Tě1

is increasing, and R “
8ď

T“1

RT by Proposition 3.2. Since dimH Badbpǫq ą

dimH Bad0pǫq ě dimH Badb0pǫq, it follows that dimH R “ dimH Badbpǫq. Thus for any γ ą 0,
there exists Tγ ě 1 satisfying

(5.2) dimH R
Tγ ą dimH Badbpǫq ´ γ.

Let η “ 2pm ` nqp1 ´ dimH Badbpǫq´γ
mn

q. If 0 ă γ ă mn
2pm`nq ´ pmn ´ dimH Badbpǫqq, then

0 ă η ă 1. For k P N, write rF kη :“
č

η1ěη
F kη1,Sη1

for simplicity. Recall that we have

(5.3) dimHpTmnz lim sup
kÑ8

rF kη q ď mn´
ηmn

2pm` nq
“ dimH Badbpǫq ´ γ

by Theorem 5.2. It follows from (5.2) and (5.3) that

dimHpRTγ X lim sup
kÑ8

rF kη q ą dimH Badbpǫq ´ γ.

Thus there is an increasing sequence of positive integers tkiu Ñ 8 such that

dimHpRTγ X rF kiη q ą dimH Badbpǫq ´ γ.

For each ki ě Tγ let Si be a maximal e´ki-separated subset of RTγ X rF kiη with respect to the
quasi-distance drbs. By Lemma 3.1,

(5.4)

lim inf
iÑ8

log |Si|

ki
ě dimrbspR

Tγ X rF kiη q ą m` n´ pr1 ` s1qpmn´ dimH Badbpǫq ` γq

“ m` n´
m` n

mn
pmn´ dimH Badbpǫq ` γq

“
m` n

mn
pdimH Badbpǫq ´ γq.

Let νi
def
“ 1

|Si|
ÿ

yPDi

δy “
1

|Si|

ÿ

APSi

δyA,b
be the normalized counting measure on the set Di :“

tyA,b : A P Siu Ă Y and let µγ be a weak*-limit of µi:

µi
def
“

1

ki

ki´1ÿ

k“0

ak˚νi
w˚

ÝÑ µγ P PpY q
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By extracting a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that µγ is a weak*-accumulation point
of tµiu. The measure µγ is clearly an a-invariant measure since a˚µi ´ µi goes to zero measure.

Choose any sequence of positive real numbers pγjqjě1 converging to zero and pηjqjě1 be the
corresponding sequence such that

ηj “ 2pm ` nqp1 ´
dimH Badbpǫq ´ γj

mn
q.

Let tµγju be a family of a-invariant probability measures on Y obtained from the above con-
struction for each γj . Extracting a subsequence again if necessary, we may take a weak˚-limit

measure µ P PpY q of tµγju. We prove that µ is the desired measure. The measure µ is clearly
a-invariant.
(1) We show that for any γ, µγpY zLǫq “ 0. For any A P Si Ď RTγ , aT yA,b P Lǫ holds for T ą Tγ .
Thus

µipY zLǫq “
1

ki

ki´1ÿ

k“0

pakq˚νipY zLǫq “
1

ki

Tγÿ

k“0

pakq˚νipY zLǫq ď
Tγ

ki
.

By taking limit for ki Ñ 8, we have µγpY zLǫq “ 0 for arbitrary γ, hence,

µpY zLǫq “ lim
jÑ8

µγjpY zLǫq “ 0.

(2) For any γ “ γj, if A P Si Ă rF kiηj “
č

η1ěηj
F kiη1 ,Sη1

, then for all i P N and ηj ď η1 ď 1,

1
ki

ki´1ÿ

k“0

δakxApXzSη1 q ă η1. Therefore for all i P N and ηj ď η1 ď 1,

π˚µipXzSη1 q “
1

|Si|

ÿ

APSi

1

ki

ki´1ÿ

k“0

δakxApXzSη1 q ă η1,

hence π˚µγjpXzSη1 q “ lim
iÑ8

π˚µipXzSη1 q ď η1. Since ηj converges to η0 as j Ñ 8, we have

π˚µpXzSη1 q ď η1

for any η1 ě η0. Hence,

µpY zY q ď lim
η1Ñη0

π˚µpXzSη1 q ď η0,

so we have a decomposition µ “ p1 ´ pηqµ` pηδ8 for some µ P PpY q and 0 ď pη ď η0.
For the rest of the proof, let us check the condition (3).

(3) We first fix any D ą JU “ m ` n. As in the proof of Proposition 4.1, there exists a finite
partition Q of Y satisfying:

‚ Q contains an atom Q8 of the form π´1pQ0
8q, where X rQ0

8 has compact closure.
‚ @Q P Qr tQ8u, diamQ ă rD “ rDpQ0

8q, where rD is as in Subsection 3.3,
‚ @Q P Q,@j ě 1, µγjpBQq “ 0.

Remark that for all i ě 1, Di Ă tyA,b : A P r0, 1smn, b P r0, 1smu, which is a compact set in Y ,
therefore we can choose Q0

8 so that

(5.5) Q8 XDi “ ∅.
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To prove (3), it suffices to prove that for all q ě 1,

(5.6)
1

q
HµpQ

pqq
|AU8q ě p1 ´ µpQ8q

1
2 q

ˆ
m` n

mn
dimH Badbpǫq ´DµpQ8q

1
2

˙
.

Indeed, taking D Ñ m` n and Q0
8 Ă X such that µpQ8q Ñ pη, it follows that

hµpa|AU8q ě pm` nqp1 ´ pη 1
2 qp

1

mn
dimH Badbpǫq ´ pη 1

2 q “ p1 ´ pη 1
2 qpd ´

1

2
η0 ´ dpη 1

2 q.

It remains to prove (5.6). It is trivial if µpQ8q “ 1, so assume that µpQ8q ă 1, hence for all
large enough j ě 1, µγj pQ8q ă 1. Now we fix such j ě 1 and write temporarily γ “ γj.

Choose β ą 0 such that µγpQ8q ă β ă 1. Then for large enough i,

µipQ8q “
1

ki|Si|

ÿ

yPDi,0ďkăki
δakypQ8q ă β.

In other words, there exist at most βki|Si| number of aky’s in Q8 with y P Di and 0 ď k ă ki.
Let S1

i Ă Si be the set of A P Si’s such that

(5.7) |t0 ď k ă ki : a
kyA,b P Q8u| ď β

1
2 ki.

Thus we have |SizS
1
i| ď β

1
2 |Si|, hence

(5.8) |S1
i| ě p1 ´ β

1
2 q|Si|.

Let ν 1
i
def
“ 1

|S1
i|
ÿ

yPS1
i

δy be the normalized counting measure on D1
i, where D

1
i :“ tyA,b : A P S1

iu Ă Y .

By definition, νipQq ě
|S1

i|
|Si|ν

1
ipQq for all measurable set Q Ď Y . Thus, for any arbitrary countable

partition Q fo Y ,

(5.9)

HνipQq “ ´
ÿ

νipQqď 1
e

logpνipQqqνipQq ´
ÿ

νipQqą 1
e

logpνipQqqνipQq

ě ´
ÿ

νipQqď 1
e

logp
|S1
i|

|Si|
ν 1
ipQqq

|S1
i|

|Si|
ν 1
ipQq

“ ´
|S1
i|

|Si|

ÿ

νipQqď 1
e

logpν 1
ipQqqν 1

ipQq ´
|S1
i|

|Si|
log

|S1
i|

|Si|

ÿ

νipQqď 1
e

ν 1
ipQq

ě
|S1
i|

|Si|

!
Hν1

i
pQq `

ÿ

νipQqą 1
e

logpν 1
ipQqqν 1

ipQq
)

ě p1 ´ β
1
2 qpHν1

i
pQq ´

2

e
q.

In the last inequality, we use the fact that ν 1
i is a probability measure, thus there can be at most

two elements Q of the partition for which ν 1
ipQq ą 1

e
.

To compute Hν1
i
pQpkiqq note that for any y P D1

i, y R Q8. From Lemma 3.4 with L “ U , (5.5),

and (5.7), if Q is any non-empty atom of Qpkiq, fixing any y P D1
i XQ, the set

D1
i XQ “ D1

i X rys
Qpkiq Ă Ey,ki´1
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can be covered by CeD
?
βki drbs-balls of radius r

1
r1`s1

D e´ki , where C is a constant depending on

Q0
8 and D, but not on ki. Since D

1
i is e

´ki-separated with respect to drbs and r
1

r1`s1

D ă 1
2
, we get

|S1
i|ν

1
ipQq “ CardpD1

i XQq ď CeD
?
βki ,

hence we have

(5.10) Hν1
i
pQpkiqq ě log |S1

i| ´Dβ
1
2ki ´ logC.

Now let AU “ pPU q8
0 “

Ž8
i“0 a

iPU be as in Proposition 2.8 for µ, r0 and L “ U , and let AU
8

be as in (2.11).

Claim HνipQ
pkiq|AU

8q “ HνipQ
pkiqq for all large enough ℓ ě 1.

Proof of Claim. Using the continuity of entropy, we have

HνipQ
pkiq|AU

8q “ lim
ℓÑ8

HνipQ
pkiq|pPU q8

ℓ q.

Now we show HνipQ
pkiq|pPU q8

ℓ q “ HνipQ
pkiqq for all large enough ℓ ě 1. Let P and Eδ be as

in Lemma 2.7 for µ and r0. As mentioned in Remark 2.4, we may assume that there exists
y P tyA,b : A P Tmn Ă Mm,npRqu such that y R BP. Since Eδ “

Ť8
k“0 a

kBd0e´kαδP, y P Y zEδ for

some small enough δ ą 0, which implies that a´ℓy P Y za´ℓEδ Ă Y zEδ. Hence, it follows from
(2.5) and Proposition 2.8 that

ryspPU q8
ℓ

“ aℓra´ℓyspPU q8
0

“ aℓra´ℓysAU Ą aℓBU
δ a

´ℓy Ą BU
d0eαℓδ

y.

Since the support of νi is a set of finite points on a single compact U -orbit, νi is supported on a
single atom of pPW q8

ℓ for all large enough ℓ ě 1. This proves the claim. �

Combining (5.8), (5.9), (5.10), and Claim, we have

(5.11)
HνipQ

pkiq|AU
8q “ HνipQ

pkiqq ě p1 ´ β
1
2 qpHν1

i
pQpkiqq ´

2

e
q

ě p1 ´ β
1
2 qplog |Si| ´Dβ

1
2 ki ´ logC ´

2

e
` logp1 ´ β

1
2 qq.

As in the proof of Proposition 4.1, it follows from (5.11) that

1

q
HµipQ

pqq|AU
8q ě

1

ki
HνipQ

pkiq|AU
8q ´

2q log |Q|

ki

ě
1

ki

´
p1 ´ β

1
2 qplog |Si| ´Dβ

1
2 ki ´ logC ´

2

e
` logp1 ´ β

1
2 qq ´ 2q log |Q|

¯
.

Now we can take i Ñ 8 because the atoms Q of Q and hence of Qpqq, satisfy µγpBQq “ 0. Also,
the constants C, β, and |Q| are independent to ki. Thus it follows from the inequality (5.4) that

1

q
Hµγ pQ

pqq
|AU8q ě p1 ´ β

1
2 q

ˆ
m` n

mn
pdimH Badbpǫq ´ γq ´Dβ

1
2

˙
.

By taking β Ñ µpQ8q and γ “ γj Ñ 0, the inequality (5.6) follows. �
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5.2. Effective equidistribution and the proof of Theorem 1.1. In this subsection, we
recall some effective equidistribution results which are necessary for the proof of Theorem 1.1.
Let g “ Lie GpRq and choose an orthonormal basis for g. Define the (left) differentiation action
of g on C8

c pXq by Zfpxq “ d
dt
fpexpptZqxq|t“0 for f P C8

c pXq and Z in the orthonormal basis.

This also defines for any l P N, L2-Sobolev norms Sl on C
8
c pY q:

(5.12) Slpfq2
def
“

ÿ

D

}ht ˝ πlDpfq}2L2 ,

where D ranges over all the monomials in the chosen basis of degree ď l and ht ˝π is the function
assigning 1 over the smallest length of a vector in the lattice corresponding to the given grid. Let
us define the function ζ : pTdzQdq ˆ R` Ñ N measuring the Diophantine property of b:

ζpb, T q :“ min

"
N P N : min

1ďqďN
}qb}Z ď

T 2

N

*
.

Then there exists a sufficiently large l P N such that the following equidistribution theorems hold.

Theorem 5.5. [Kim, Theorem 1.3] Let K be a bounded subset in SLdpRq and V Ă U be a fixed
neighborhood of the identity in U with smooth boundary and compact closure. Then, for any
t ě 0, f P C8

c pY q, and y “ gwpbqΓ with g P K and b P TdzQd, there exists a constant α1 ą 0
depending only on d and V so that

(5.13)
1

mU pV q

ż

V

fpatuyqdmU puq “

ż

Y

fdmY `OpSlpfqζpb, e
t

2m q´α1q.

The implied constant in (5.13) depends only on d, V , and K.

For q P N, define

Xq :“
!
gwpp{qqΓ P Y : g P SLdpRq,p P Zd, gcdpp, qq “ 1

)
,

Γq :“ tγ P SLdpZq : γe1 ” e1 pmod qqu.

Lemma 5.6. The subspace Xq Ă Y can be identified with the quotient space SLdpRq{Γq. In
particular, this identification is locally bi-Lipschitz.

Proof. The action SLdpRq onXq by the left multiplication is transitive and StabSLdpRqpwpe1{qqΓq “
Γq. To see the transitivity, it is enough to show the transitivity on each fiber, i.e.,

SLdpZqe1 ” tp P Zd : gcdpp, qq “ 1u pmod qq.

Write D “ gcdppq and p1 “ p{D. Since gcdpD, qq “ 1, there are a, b P Z such that aD ` bq “ 1.
Take A P Md,dpZq such that detpAq “ D and Ae1 “ p. If we set u “ bp1 ` pa ´ 1qAe2, then by
direct calculation, we have p ` qu “ pA ` u ˆ tpqe1 ` e2qqe1 and A ` u ˆ tpqe1 ` e2q P SLdpZq,
which concludes the transitivity. Bi-Lipshitz property of the identification follows trivially since
both Xq and SLdpRq{Γq are locally isometric to SLdpRq. �

Theorem 5.7. [KM12, Theorem 2.3] For q P N, let SLdpRq{Γq » Xq Ă Y . Let K and V be as

in Theorem 5.5. Then, for any t ě 0, f P C8
c pY q, and y “ gwpp

q
qΓ with g P K and p P Zd, there

exists a constant α2 ą 0 depending only on d and V so that

(5.14)
1

mU pV q

ż

V

fpatuyqdmU puq “

ż

Xq

fdmXq `OpSlpfqrΓ1 : Γqs
1
2 e´α2tq.

The implied constant in (5.14) depends only on d, V , and K.
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Proof. This result was obtained in [KM12, Theorem 2.3] in the case q “ 1. For general q, we refer
the reader to [KM21, Theorem 5.4] which gave a sketch of required modification. [KM21, Theorem
5.4] is actually stated for different congruence subgroups from our Γq, but the modification still
works. �

Since we assume the unweighted setting, Lǫ “ ty P Y : @v P Λy, }v} ě ǫ1{du.

Lemma 5.8. For any small enough ǫ ą 0 and q P N, mY pYďǫ´1zLǫq — ǫ and mXqpYďǫ´1zLǫq "

q´dǫ.

Proof. Using Siegel integral formula [MM11, Lemma 2.1] with f “ 1B
ǫ1{d p0q, which is the indicator

function on ǫ1{d-ball centered at 0 in Rd, we have mY pYďǫ´1zLǫq ! ǫ. On the other hands, by

[Ath15, Theorem 1] with A “ Bǫ1{dp0q, we have mY pLǫq ă 1
1`2dǫ

. It follows from Siegel integral

formula on X that mY pYąǫ´1q “ mXpXąǫ´1q ď 2dǫd. Since d ě 2, we have

mY pYďǫ´1zLǫq ě mY pY zLǫq ´mY pYąǫ´1q ą
2dǫ

1 ` 2dǫ
´ 2dǫd " ǫ

for small enough ǫ ą 0, which concludes the first assertion.
To prove the second assertion, observe that for any x P Xąǫ´1{d , there exists g P SLdpRq such

that x “ g SLdpZq and }ge1} ď ǫ1{d. Then gwpe1
q

qΓ P π´1
q pxq X pY zLǫq, where πq : Xq Ñ X is the

natural projection. Since |π´1
q pxq| ď qd and mXpx P X : ǫ´1{d ă htpxq ď ǫ´1q — ǫ, we have

mXqpYďǫ´1zLǫq ě
|π´1
q pxq X pY zLǫq|

|π´1
q pxq|

mXpx P X : ǫ´1{d ă htpxq ď ǫ´1q " q´dǫ.

�

Proposition 5.9. Let A be a countably generated sub-σ-algebra of the Borel σ-algebra which is

a´1-descending and U -subordinate. Fix a compact set K Ă Y . Let 1 ă R1 ă R, k “ tmn logR1

4d
u.

Suppose that y P a4kK satisfies BU,d8

R1 ¨ y Ă rysA Ă B
U,d8

R ¨ y, where BU,d8
r is the d8-ball of radius

r around the identity in U . For ǫ ą 0, let Ω Ă Y be a set satisfying ΩYa´3kΩ Ď L ǫ
2
. There exist

M,M 1 ą 0 such that the following holds. If R1 ě ǫ´M 1
, then

1 ´ τAy pΩq "

ˆ
R1

R

˙mn
ǫdM`1,

where the implied constant depends only on K.

Proof. Denote by Vy Ă U the shape of A-atom of y so that Vy ¨ y “ rysA. Set V “ B
U,d8
1 . Since

mn logR1

d
´ 4 ď 4k ď mn logR1

d
, we have

B
U,d8

e´ 4d
mnR1

Ď a4kV a´4k “ B
U,d8

e
d

mn 4k
Ď B

U,d8

R1 Ď Vy.

It follows that

(5.15)

1´τAy pΩq “
1

mU pVyq

ż

Vy

1Y zΩpuyqdmU puq ě
1

mUpBU,d8

R q

ż

a4kV a´4k

1Y zΩpuyqdmU puq

ě e´4d

ˆ
R1

R

˙mnˆ 1

mU pa4kV a´4kq

ż

a4kV a´4k

1Y zΩpuyqdmU puq

˙

“ e´4d

ˆ
R1

R

˙mnˆ 1

mU pV q

ż

V

1Y zΩpa4kua´4kyqdmU puq

˙
.
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It remains to show that

(5.16)
1

mU pV q

ż

V

1Y zΩpa4kua´4kyqdmU puq " ǫdM`1.

We will approximate the characteristic function in the above integrand by a smooth function
ψ and use effective equidistribution results from Theorem 5.5 and 5.7. Since πpKq Ă X is
compact, we can choose g0 P SLdpRq such that }g0} ă CK with a constant CK ą 0 depending
only on K, and a´4ky “ g0wpb0qΓ with b0 P Rd. For the constants α1 in Theorem 5.5 and α2

in Theorem 5.7, let α “ minpα1, α2q and M “ 1
α

`
2 ` l ` dimG

2d

˘
. By [KM96, Lemma 2.4.7(b)]

with r “ Cǫ
1
d ă 1, we can take the approximation function θ P C8

c pGq of the identity such that

θ ě 0, Supp θ Ď BG
r pidq,

ş
G
θ “ 1, and Slpθq ! ǫ´ 1

d
pl` dimG

2
q. Let ψ “ θ ˚ 1Yďǫ´1zL ǫ

4

, then we have

1Yďp2ǫq´1zL ǫ
8

ď ψ ď 1Yď2ǫ´1zL ǫ
2

. Moreover, using Young’s inequality, its Sobolev norm is bounded

as follows:

(5.17)

Slpψq2 “
ÿ

D

}pht ˝ πqlDpψq}2L2 ! ǫ´lÿ

D

}Dpθq ˚ 1Yďǫ´1zL ǫ
4

}2L2

! ǫ´l}1Yďǫ´1zL ǫ
4

}2L1

ÿ

D

}Dpθq}2L2 ! ǫ´lSlpθq2,

hence Slpψq ! ǫ´ l
2Slpθq ď ǫ´pl` dimG

2d
q.

We will prove (5.16) applying Theorem 5.5 and 5.7 to the following two cases, respectively:

Case (i) ζpb0, e
2k
m q ě

r0

CKC0

ǫ´M and Case (ii) ζpb0, e
2k
m q ă

r0

CKC0

ǫ´M .

Case (i): Applying Theorem 5.5, we have

1

mU pV q

ż

V

1Y zΩpa4kua´4kyqdmU puq ě
1

mU pV q

ż

V

ψpa4kua´4kyqdmU puq

“
1

mU pV q

ż

V

ψpa4kug0wpb0qΓqdmU puq “

ż

Y

ψdmY `OpSlpψqζpb0, e
2k
m q´αq

ě mY pYďp2ǫq´1zL ǫ
8
q `Opǫ´pl` dimG

2d
qǫMαq.

It follows from Lemma 5.8 and Mα “ 2 ` pl ` dimG
2d

q that

1

mU pV q

ż

V

1Y zΩpa4kua´4kyqdmU puq ě mY pYďp2ǫq´1zL ǫ
2
q `Opǫ2q — ǫ ě ǫdM`1.

Case (ii): The assumption ζpb0, e
2k
m q ă r0

CKC0
ǫ´M implies that there exists q ď r0

CKC0
ǫ´M such

that }qb0}Z ď q2e´ 2k
m , whence

(5.18) }b0 ´
p

q
} ď qe´ 2k

m ď
r0

CKC0

ǫ´Me´ 2k
m

for some p P Zd. Let y1 “ a4kg0wpp
q

qΓ. Then for any u P V ,

dY pakua´4ky,akua´4ky1q ď dGpakug0wpb0q, akug0wp
p

q
qq “ dG

ˆˆ
Id akug0pb0 ´ p

q
q

1

˙
, id

˙

ď C0d8

ˆˆ
Id akug0pb0 ´ p

q
q

1

˙
, id

˙
ď C0e

k
m }g0}}b0 ´

p

q
} ď r0ǫ

´Me´ k
m .
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by (3.1) and (5.18). Hence, we have

(5.19) |ψpakua´4kyq ´ ψpakua´4ky1q| ! SlpψqdY pakua´4ky, akua´4ky1q ! Slpψqǫ´Me´ k
m .

It follows from the assumption a´3kΩ Ď L ǫ
2
, (5.19), and Theorem 5.7 that

1

mU pV q

ż

V

1Y zΩpa4kua´4kyqdmU puq “
1

mU pV q

ż

V

1Y za´3kΩpakua´4kyqdmU puq

ě
1

mU pV q

ż

V

ψpakua´4kyqdmU puq

“
1

mU pV q

ż

V

ψpakua´4ky1qdmU puq `OpSlpψqǫ´Me´ k
m q

“

ż

Xq

ψdmY `OpSlpψqq
d
2 e´αk ` Slpψqǫ´Me´ k

m q

ě mXqpYďp2ǫq´1zL ǫ
8
q `Opǫ´pl` dimG

2d
q´ dM

2 e´αk ` ǫ´pl` dimG
2d

q´Me´ k
m q.

Let M 1 “ min
`
4d
α

pl ` dimG
2d

` 3dM
2

` 2q, 4dmpl ` dimG
2d

` pd ` 1qM ` 2q
˘
. If R1 ą ǫ´M 1

, then

e´4dk ă e4dǫM
1
, so ǫ´pl` dimG

2d
q´ dM

2 e´αk ! ǫdM`2 and ǫ´pl` dimG
2d

q´Me´ k
m ! ǫdM`2. Combining this

with Lemma 5.8, it follows that

1

mU pV q

ż

V

1Y zΩpa4kua´4kyqdmU puq " q´dǫ`OpǫdM`2q " ǫdM`1 `OpǫdM`2q " ǫdM`1.

�

Proof of Theorem 1.1. For fixed b, let η0 “ 2pm ` nqp1 ´ dimH Badbpǫq
mn

q as in Proposition 5.3. It

is enough to consider the case when Badbpǫq is sufficiently close to the full dimension mn, so

we may assume dimH Badbpǫq ą dimH Bad0pǫq and η0 ď 0.01. By Proposition 5.3, there is an
a-invariant measure µ P PpY q such that Suppµ Ď Lǫ Y pY zY q, and π˚µpXzSη1 q ď η1 for any
η0 ď η1 ď 1. We also have a-invariant µ P PpY q and 0 ď pη ď η0 such that

µ “ p1 ´ pηqµ` pηδ8.

In particular, for η1 “ 0.01, we have µpπ´1pS0.01qq ě 0.99. We can choose 0 ă r ă 1 such that
Y prq Ą π´1pS0.01q. Note that the choice of r is independent of ǫ and b since S0.01 is constructed
in Proposition 5.2 independent to ǫ and b.

Let AU be as in Proposition 2.8 for µ, r0, and L “ U , and let AU
8 be as in (2.11). It follows

from (3) of Proposition 5.3 that

hµpa|AU8q ě p1 ´ pη 1
2 qpd ´

1

2
η0 ´ dpη 1

2 q.

By the linearlity of the entropy function with respect to the measure, we have

(5.20) hµpa|AU
8q ě p1 ` pη 1

2 q´1pd ´
1

2
η0 ´ dpη 1

2 q ě d´ 2dpη 1
2 ´

1

2
η0.

On the other hand, we shall get an upper bound of hµpa|AU
8q from Proposition 2.10 and

Corollary 2.13. By Lemma 2.7, there exists 0 ă δ ă minpp cr0
16d0

q2, rq such that µpEδq ă 0.01.
Note that since r0 depends only on G, the constants C1, C2 ą 0 in Lemma 2.7 depend only on a
and G, hence δ is independent of ǫ even if the set Eδ depends on ǫ. We write Z “ Y prqzEδ for
simplicity. Note that µpZq ě µpY prqq ´ µpEδq ą 0.98.
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By Proposition 2.8, rysAU Ă BU
r0

¨ y for all y P Y , and BU
δ ¨ y Ă rysAU for all y P Z since δ ă r.

It follows from (3.1) that

(5.21) @y P Y, rysAU Ă B
U,d8

C0r0
¨ y and @y P Z, BU,d8

δ{C0
¨ y Ă rysAU ,

where BU,d8
r is the d8-ball of radius r around the identity in U . For simplicity, we may assume

that r0 ă 1
C0

by choosing r0 small enough.

Let M and M 1 be the constants in Proposition 5.9, r1 “ 1 ´ 1
21{d , R

1 “ ǫ´M 1
, R “ e

mn
d
C0

δ
R1,

and k “ tmn logR1

4d
u. Let A1 “ a´j1AU and A2 “ aj2AU , where

j1 “ r´
mn

d
log r1s and j2 “ r´

mn

d
log

δ

C0R1 s.

By (5.21), we have that for any y P Y ,

(5.22) rysA1
“ a´j1raj1ysAU Ă a´j1BU,d8

1 aj1 ¨ y Ă B
U,d8

r1 ¨ y.

Similarly, it follows from (5.21) that BU,d8

R1 ¨ y Ă rysA2
Ă B

U,d8

R ¨ y for any y P aj2Z.

Let Ω “ B
U,d8

r1 Suppµ. For any v P Rd with }v} ě ǫ1{d and u P BU,d8

r1 ,

}uv} ě }v} ´ }pu ´ idqv} ě p1 ´ r1qǫ1{d “ pǫ{2q1{d,

hence Ω Ď B
U,d8

r1 Lǫ Ď L ǫ
2
. Since Suppµ is an a-invariant set, we also have

a´3kΩ “ pa´3kB
U,d8

r1 a3kqa´3k Suppµ Ď pa´3kB
U,d8

r1 a3kqLǫ Ď L ǫ
2
.

Applying Proposition 5.9 with K “ Y prq, A “ A2, and the same R1, R, Ω as we just defined, for
any ǫ ą 0 and y P a4kY prq X aj2Z,

(5.23) 1 ´ τA2
y pΩq " ǫdM`1

since R1

R
is bounded below by a constant independent of ǫ.

By Proposition 2.10, we have

(5.24) pj1 ` j2qpd ´ hµpa|AU
8qq “ pj1 ` j2qpd ´HµpAU |aAUqq “ pj1 ` j2qd ´HµpA1|A2q.

Note that the maximal entropy contribution of U for aj1`j2 is pj1 ` j2qd. Using (5.22), it follows

from Corollary 2.13 with A “ A1, K “ Y , and B “ B
U,d8

r1 that

(5.25) pj1 ` j2qd ´HµpA1|A2q ě ´

ż

Y

log τA2
y pΩqdµpyq

Combining (5.23), (5.24), and (5.25), since µpa4kY prq X aj2Zq ě 1
2
, we have

pj1 ` j2qpd ´ hµpa|AU
8qq ě

ż

a4kY prqXaj2Z
p1 ´ τA2

y pΩqqdµpyq "
1

2
ǫdM`1.

It follows from (5.20) and j1 ` j2 — logp1{ǫq that

η
1
2

0 " 2dpη 1
2 `

1

2
η0 ě d ´ hµpa|AU

8q " ǫdM`2.

Since η0 “ 2pm ` nqp1 ´ dimH Badbpǫq
mn

q, we have

mn´ dimH Bad1pǫq ě c0ǫ
2pdM`2q

for some constant c0 ą 0 depending only on d. �
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6. Characterization of singular on average property and Dimension esitimates

In this section, we will show (2) ùñ (1) in Theorem 1.3. Let A P Mm,n and consider two
subgroups

GpAq
def
“ AZn ` Zm Ă Rm and GptAq

def
“ tAZm ` Zn Ă Rn.

If we view alternatively GpAq as a subgroup of classes modulo Zm, lying in the m-dimensional
torus Tm, Kronecker’s theorem asserts that GpAq is dense in Tm if and only if the group GptAq
has maximal rank m`n over Z (See [Cas57, Chapter III, Theorem IV]). Thus, if rankZpGptAqq ă
m`n, then BadApǫq has full Hausdorff dimension for any ǫ ą 0. Hence, throughout this section,
we consider only matrices A for which rankZpGptAqq “ m` n.

6.1. Best approximations. We set up a weighted version of the best approximations following
[CGGMS20]. (See also [BL05] and [BKLR21] for the unweighted setting.)

Given A P Mm,n, we denote

Mpyq “ inf
qPZn

}tAy ´ q}s.

Our assumption that rankZpGptAqq equals m ` n guarantees that Mpyq ą 0 for all non-zero
y P Zm. One can construct a sequence of yi P Zn called a sequence of weighted best approximations
to tA, which satisfies the following properties:

(1) Setting Yi “ }yi}r and Mi “ Mpyiq, we have

Y1 ă Y2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ and M1 ą M2 ą ¨ ¨ ¨ ,

(2) Mpyq ě Mi for all non-zero y P Zm with }y}r ă Yi`1.

The sequence pYiqiě1 has at least geometric growth.

Lemma 6.1. [CGGMS20, Proof of Lemma 4.3] There exists a positive integer V such that for
all i ě 1,

Yi`V ě 2Yi.

In particular, there exist c ą 0 and γ ą 1 such that for all i ě 1 Yi ě cγi.

Remark 6.2. From the weighted Dirichlet’s Theorem (see [Kle98, Theorem 2.2]), one can check
that MkYk`1 ď 1 for all k ě 1.

6.2. Characterization of singular on average property. In this section, we will characterize
the singular on average property in terms of best approximations. At first, we will show A is
singular on average if and only if tA is singular on average. To do this, following [Cas57, Chapter
V], we prove a transference principle between two homogeneous approximations with weights.
See also [GE15, Ger20].

Definition 6.3. Given positive numbers λ1, . . . , λd, consider the parallelepiped

P “
!
z “ pz1, . . . , zdq P Rd : |zi| ď λi, i “ 1, . . . , d

)
.

We call the parallelepiped

P˚ “

#
z “ pz1, . . . , zdq P Rd : |zi| ď

1

λi

dź

j“1

λj , i “ 1, . . . , d

+

the pseudo-compound of P.
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Theorem 6.4. [GE15] Let P be as in Definition 6.3 and let Λ be a full-rank lattice in Rd. Then

P˚ X Λ˚ ‰ t0u ùñ cP X Λ ‰ t0u,

where c “ d
1

2pd´1q and Λ˚ is the dual lattice of Λ, i.e., Λ˚ “ tx P Rd : x ¨ y P Z for all y P Λu.

Corollary 6.5. For positive integer m,n let d “ m`n and let A P Mm,n and 0 ă ǫ ă 1 be given.
For all large enough X ě 1, if there exists a nonzero q P Zn such that

(6.1) xAqyr ď ǫT´1 and }q}s ď T,

then there exists a nonzero y P Zm such that

(6.2) xtAyys ď c
p 1
rm

` 1
sn

q
ǫ

rmsn
sn`r1p1´snqT´1

1 and }y}r ď T1,

where c is as in Theorem 6.4 and T1 “ c
1

rm ǫ
´ rmp1´snq

sn`r1p1´snqT .

Proof. Consider the following two parallelepipeds:

Q “

#
z “ pz1, . . . , zdq P Rd :

|zi| ď ǫriT´ri , i “ 1, . . . ,m

|zm`j | ď T sj , j “ 1, . . . , n

+
,

P “

#
z “ pz1, . . . , zdq P Rd :

|zi| ď Zri , i “ 1, . . . ,m

|zm`j | ď δsjZ´sj , j “ 1, . . . , n

+
,

where

δ “ ǫ
rmsn

sn`r1p1´snq and Z “ ǫ
´ rmp1´snq

sn`r1p1´snqT.

Observe that the pseudo-compound of P is given by

P˚ “

#
z “ pz1, . . . , zdq P Rd :

|zi| ď δZ´ri , i “ 1, . . . ,m

|zm`j | ď δ1´sjZsj , j “ 1, . . . , n

+

and that Q Ă P˚ since ǫriT´ri ď δZ´ri and T sj ď δ1´sjZsj for all i “ 1, . . . ,m and j “ 1, . . . , n.

Now, the existence of a nonzero solution q P Rnv of the inequalities (6.1) implies that

ˆ
Im A

In

˙
Zd

intersects Q, thus P˚. By Theorem 6.4,

ˆ
Im

´tA In

˙
Zd intersects cP, which concludes the proof

of Corollary 6.5.
�

Corollary 6.6. Let m,n be positive integers and A P Mm,n. Then A is singular on average if
and only if tA is singular on average.

Proof. It follows from Corollary 6.5. �

Now, we will characterize the singular on average property in terms of best approximation.
Let A P Mm,n be a matrix and pykqkě1 be a sequence of weighted best approximations to tA and
write

Yk “ }yk}r, Mk “ inf
qPZn

}tAyk ´ q}s.

Proposition 6.7. Let A P Mm,n be a matrix and let pykqkě1 be a sequence of best approximations
to tA. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) tA is singular on average.
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(2) For all ǫ ą 0,

lim
kÑ8

1

log Yk
|ti ď k :MiYi`1 ą ǫu| “ 0.

Proof. (1q ùñ p2q : Let 0 ă ǫ ă 1. Observe that for each integer X with Yk ď T ă Yk`1, the
inequalities

(6.3) }tAp ´ q}s ď ǫT´1 and 0 ă }p}r ď T

have a solution if and only if T ď ǫ
Mk

. Thus, for each integer ℓ P rlog2 Yk, log2 Yk`1q the inequal-

ities (6.3) have no solutions for T “ 2ℓ if and only if

(6.4) log2 ǫ´ log2Mk ă ℓ ă log2 Yk`1.

Now we assume that tA is singular on average. For given δ ą 0, if the set tk P N :MkYk`1 ą δu
is finite, then it is done. Suppose the set tk P N :MkYk`1 ą δu is infinite and let

tk P N :MkYk`1 ą δu “ tjp1q ă jp2q ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă jpkq ă ¨ ¨ ¨ : k P Nu .

Set ǫ “ δ{2 and fix a positive integer V in Lemma 6.1. For an integer ℓ in rlog2 Yjpkq`1 ´
1, log2 Yjpkq`1q, observe that

log2 ǫ´ log2Mjpkq ă log2 Yjpkq`1 ´ 1.

Hence the inequalities (6.3) have no solutions for T “ 2ℓ by (6.4). By Lemma 6.1, log2 Yjpkq`1`V ´
1 ě log2 Yjpkq`1. So, we have log2 Yjpk`V q`1 ´ 1 ě log2 Yjpkq`1. Now fix i “ 0, ¨ ¨ ¨ , V ´ 1. Then
the intervals

rlog2 Yjpi`sV q`1 ´ 1, log2 Yjpi`sV q`1q, s “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , k

are disjoint. Thus, for an integer N P rlog2 Yjpi`kV q`1, log2 Yjpi`pk`1qV q`1q, the number of ℓ in

t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Nu such that (6.3) have no solutions for T “ 2ℓ is at least k. Since tA is singular on
average,

k

log2 Yjpi`pk`1qV q`1

ď
1

N

ˇ̌
ˇ
!
ℓ P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Nu : (6.3) have no solutions for T “ 2ℓ

)ˇ̌
ˇ

tends to 0 with k, which gives i`1`kV
log2 Yjpi`1`kV q

tends to 0 with k for all i “ 0, ¨ ¨ ¨ , V ´ 1. Thus, we

have k
log2 Yjpkq

tends to 0 with k.

For any k ě 1, there is an unique positive integer sk such that

jpskq ď k ă jpsk ` 1q,

and observe that sk “ |ti ď k :MiYi`1 ą δu|. Thus, by the monotonicity of Yk, we have

lim
kÑ8

1

log2 Yk
|ti ď k :MiYi`1 ą δu| ď lim

kÑ8
sk

log2 Yjpskq
“ 0.

(2q ùñ p1q : Given 0 ă ǫ ă 1, the number of integers ℓ in rlog2 Yk, log2 Yk`1q such that (6.3)
have no solutions for T “ 2ℓ is at most

rlog2MkYk`1 ´ log2 ǫs ď log2MkYk`1 ´ log2 ǫ` 1.
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Thus, for an integer N in rlog2 Yk, log2 Yk`1q, we have

1

N
|tℓ P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Nu : (6.3) have no solutions for T “ 2ℓu|

ď
1

N

kÿ

i“1

max p0, log2MiYi`1 ´ log2 ǫ` 1q

ď
1

log2 Yk

kÿ

i“1

max p0, log2MiYi`1 ´ log2 ǫ` 1q .

Since MiYi`1 ď 1 for each i ě 1,

1

log2 Yk

kÿ

i“1

max p0, log2MiYi`1 ´ log2 ǫ` 1q

ď
1

log2 Yk
p´ log2 ǫ` 1q |ti ď k :MiYi`1 ą ǫ{2u|.

Therefore, tA is singular on average.
�

6.3. Modified Bugeaud-Laurent sequence. In this subsection we construct the following
modified Bugeaud-Laurent sequence assuming the singular on average property. We refer the
reader to [BL05, Section 5] for the original version of the Bugeaud-Laurent sequence.

Proposition 6.8. Let A P Mm,n be such that tA is singular on average and let pykqkě1 be a
sequence of weighted best approximations to tA. For each S ą R ą 1, there exists an increasing
function ϕ : Zě1 Ñ Zě1 satisfying the following properties:

(1) for any integer i ě 1,

(6.5) Yϕpi`1q ě RYϕpiq and MϕpiqYϕpi`1q ď R.

(2)

(6.6) lim sup
kÑ8

k

log Yϕpkq
ď

1

logS
.

Proof. The function ϕ is constructed in the following way. Fix a positive integer V in Lemma
6.1 and let J “ tj P Zě1 :MjYj`1 ď R{S3u. Since tA is singular on average, by Proposition 6.7
with ǫ “ R{S3, we have

(6.7) lim
kÑ8

1

log Yk
|ti ď k : i P J cu| “ 0.

If the set J is finite, then we have lim
kÑ8

Y
1{k
k “ 8 by (6.7), hence the proof of [BKLR21,

Theorem 2.2] implies that there exists a function ϕ : Zě1 Ñ Zě1 for which

Yϕpi`1q ě RYϕpiq and Yϕpiq`1 ě R´1Yϕpi`1q.

The fact that MiYi`1 ď 1 for all i ě 1 implies MϕpiqYϕpi`1q ď R. Equation (6.6) follows from

lim
kÑ8

Y
1{k
k “ 8, which concludes the proof of Proposition 6.8.

Now, suppose that J is infinite. Then there are two possible cases:

(i) J contains all sufficiently large positive integers.
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(ii) There are infinitely many positive integers in J c.

Case (i). Assume the first case and let ψp1q “ mintj : J Ą Zěju. Define the auxiliary increasing
sequence pψpiqqiě1 by

ψpi ` 1q “ mintj P Zě1 : SYψpiq ď Yju,

which is well defined since pYiqiě1 is increasing. Note that ψpi ` 1q ď ψpiq ` rlog2 SsV since
Yψpiq`rlog2 SsV ě SYψpiq by Lemma 6.1. Let us now define the sequence pϕpiqqiě1 by, for each
i ě 1,

ϕpiq “

#
ψpiq if MψpiqYψpi`1q ď R{S,

ψpi ` 1q ´ 1 otherwise.

Then the sequence pϕpiqqiě1 is increasing and ϕ ě ψ.
Now we claim that for each i ě 1,

(6.8) Yϕpi`1q ě SYϕpiq and MϕpiqYϕpi`1q ď R,

which implies Equation (6.6) since Yϕpkq ě Sk´1Yϕp1q for all k ě 1. Thus, the claim concludes
the proof of Proposition 6.8.

Proof of Equation (6.8). There are four possible cases on the values of ϕpiq and ϕpi ` 1q.

‚ Assume that ϕpiq “ ψpiq and ϕpi ` 1q “ ψpi ` 1q. By the definition of ψpi ` 1q, we have

Yϕpi`1q “ Yψpi`1q ě SYψpiq “ SYϕpiq.

If ψpiq ‰ ψpi ` 1q ´ 1, then by the definition of ϕpiq, we have

MϕpiqYϕpi`1q “ MψpiqYψpi`1q ď R{S ď R.

If ψpiq “ ψpi ` 1q ´ 1, then ϕpi ` 1q “ ϕpiq ` 1, hence

MϕpiqYϕpi`1q “ MϕpiqYϕpiq`1 ď 1 ď R.

This proves Equation (6.8).

‚ Assume that ϕpiq “ ψpiq and ϕpi` 1q “ ψpi` 2q ´ 1. By the definition of ψpi` 1q, we have

Yϕpi`1q “ Yψpi`2q´1 ě Yψpi`1q ě SYψpiq “ SYϕpiq.

It follows from the minimality of ψpi` 2q that SYψpi`1q ą Yψpi`2q´1. If ψpi` 1q ą ψpiq ` 1, then
MψpiqYψpi`1q ď R{S by the definition of ϕpiq. Hence, we have

MϕpiqYϕpi`1q “ MψpiqYψpi`2q´1 ď SMψpiqYψpi`1q ď R.

If ψpi ` 1q “ ψpiq ` 1, then MψpiqYψpiq`1 ď R{S3 since ψpiq P J . Hence,

MϕpiqYϕpi`1q “ MψpiqYψpi`2q´1 ď SMψpiqYψpiq`1 ď R{S2 ď R.

This proves Equation (6.8).

‚ Assume that ϕpiq “ ψpi ` 1q ´ 1 and ϕpi ` 1q “ ψpi ` 1q. Since ψpi ` 1q ´ 1 P J , we have

MϕpiqYϕpi`1q “ Mψpi`1q´1Yψpi`1q ď R{S3 ď R.

If ψpi ` 1q ´ 1 “ ψpiq, then by the definition of ψpi ` 1q, we have

Yϕpi`1q
Yϕpiq

“
Yψpi`1q
Yψpi`1q´1

“
Yψpi`1q
Yψpiq

ě S.
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If ψpi ` 1q ´ 1 ą ψpiq, then we have MψpiqYψpi`1q ą R{S by the definition of ϕpiq, and we have

Yψpi`1q´1 ă SYψpiq ď SYψpiq`1 from the minimality of ψpi`1q. We also haveMψpiqYψpiq`1 ď R{S3

since ψpiq P J . Therefore

Yϕpi`1q
Yϕpiq

“
Yψpi`1q
Yψpi`1q´1

“
MψpiqYψpi`1q
MψpiqYψpi`1q´1

ě
R{S

SMψpiqYψpiq`1

ě
R{S

R{S2
“ S.

This proves Equation (6.8).

‚ Assume that ϕpiq “ ψpi`1q´1 and ϕpi`1q “ ψpi`2q´1. By the previous case computations,
we have

Yϕpi`1q
Yϕpiq

“
Yψpi`2q´1

Yψpi`1q´1

ě
Yψpi`1q
Yψpi`1q´1

ě S.

We have SYψpi`1q ą Yψpi`2q´1 from the minimality of ψpi ` 2q. Thus since ψpi ` 1q ´ 1 P J , we
have

MϕpiqYϕpi`1q “ Mψpi`1q´1Yψpi`2q´1 “ Mψpi`1q´1Yψpi`1q

ˆ
Yψpi`2q´1

Yψpi`1q

˙
ď R.

This proves Equation (6.8). �

Case (ii). Now we assume the second case and let j0 “ minJ . Partition Zěj0 into disjoint
subset

Zěj0 “ C1 \D1 \C2 \D2 \ ¨ ¨ ¨

where Ci Ă J and Dj Ă J c are sets of consecutive integers with

maxCi ă minDi ď maxDi ă minCi`1

for all i ě 1. We consider the following two subcases.
(ii) - 1. If there is i0 ě 1 such that |Ci| ă 3rlog2 SsV for all i ě i0, then we have, for k0 “ minCi0 ,

k

log Yk
ď
k0 ` p3rlog2 SsV ` 1q |ti ď k : i P J cu|

log Yk
,

since there exists an element of J c in any finite sequence of 3rlog2 SsV ` 1 consecutive integers

at least k0. Therefore lim
kÑ8

Y
1{k
k “ 8 by (6.7) and this concludes the proof of Proposition 6.8

following the proof when J is finite at the beginning.
(ii) - 2. The remaining case is that the set

ti : |Ci| ě 3rlog2 SsV u “ tip1q ă ip2q ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă ipkq ă ¨ ¨ ¨ : k P Nu

is infinte.
For each k ě 1, let us define an increasing finite sequence pψkpiqq1ďiďmk`1 of positive integers

by setting ψkp1q “ minCipkq and by induction

ψkpi ` 1q “ mintj P Cipkq : SYψkpiq ď Yju,

as long as this set is nonempty. Since Cipkq is a finite sequence of consecutive positive integers
with length at least 3rlog2 SsV and Yi`rlog2 SsV ě SYi for every i ě 1 by Lemma 6.1, there exists
an integer mk ě 2 such that ψkpiq is defined for i “ 1, . . . ,mk ` 1. Note that ψkpiq belongs to J

since Cipkq Ă J .
As in Case (i), let us define an increasing finite sequence pϕkpiqq1ďiďmk

of positive integers by

ϕkpiq “

#
ψkpiq if MψkpiqYψkpi`1q ď R{S,

ψkpi ` 1q ´ 1 otherwise.
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Following the proof of Case (i), we have for each i “ 1, . . . ,mk ´ 1,

(6.9) Yϕkpi`1q ě SYϕkpiq and MϕkpiqYϕkpi`1q ď R.

Note that ϕkpmkq ă ϕk`1p1q. Let us define an increasing finite sequence pϕ1
kpiqq1ďiďnk`1

of positve integers to interpolate between ϕkpmkq and ϕk`1p1q. Let j0 “ ϕk`1p1q. If the set
tj P Zěϕkpmkq : Yj0 ě RYju is empty, then we set nk “ 0 and ϕ1

kp1q “ j0 “ ϕk`1p1q. Otherwise,
follwing [BKLR21, Theorem 2.2], by decreasing induction, let nk P Zě1 be the maximal positive
integer such that there exists j1, . . . , jnk

P Zě1 such that for ℓ “ 1, . . . , nk, the set tj P Zěϕkpmkq :
Yjℓ´1

ě RYju is nonempty and for ℓ “ 1, . . . , nk`1, the integer jℓ is its largest element. Set ϕ1
kpiq “

jnk`1´i for i “ 1, . . . , nk`1. Then the sequence pϕ1
kpiqq1ďiďnk`1 is contained in rϕkpmkq, ϕk`1p1qs

and satisfies that for i “ 1, . . . , nk,

(6.10) Yϕ1
kpi`1q ě RYϕ1

kpiq and Mϕ1
kpiqYϕ1

kpi`1q ď R

from the proof of [BKLR21, Theorem 2.2].
Now, putting alternatively together the sequences pϕkpiqq1ďiďmk´1 and pϕ1

kpiqq1ďiďrk as k

ranges over Zě1, we define Nk “
řk´1
ℓ“1 pmℓ ´ 1 ` nℓq and

ϕpiq “

#
ϕkpi ´Nkq if 1 `Nk ď i ď mk ´ 1 `Nk,

ϕ1
kpi ` 1 ´mk ´Nkq if mk `Nk ď i ď rk ´ 1 `mk `Nk.

Here, we use the standard convention that an empty sum is zero. With Equation (6.9) for
i “ 1, . . . ,mk ´ 2 and Equation (6.10) for i “ 1, . . . , nk, since ϕ

1
kpnk ` 1q “ ϕk`1p1q, it is enough

to show the following lemma to prove that the map ϕ satisfies Equation (6.5).

Lemma 6.9. For every k P Zě1, we have

(6.11) Yϕ1
k

p1q ě RYϕkpmk´1q and Mϕkpmk´1qYϕ1
k

p1q ď R.

Proof. Since ϕ1
kp1q ě ϕkpmkq and Equation (6.9) with i “ mk ´ 1, we have

Yϕ1
k

p1q ě Yϕkpmkq ě SYϕkpmk´1q ě RYϕkpmk´1q,

which prove the left hand side of Equation (6.11). If ϕ1
kp1q “ ϕkpmkq, then Equation (6.9) with

i “ mk ´ 1 gives the right hand side of Equation (6.11).
Now assume that ϕ1

kp1q ą ϕkpmkq. By the maximality of nk, we have Yϕ1
kp1q ď RYϕkpmkq. First,

we will prove that ϕkpmkq “ ψkpmkq. For a contradiction, assume that ϕkpmkq “ ψkpmk`1q´1 ą
φkpmkq. Following the third subcase of the proof of Equation (6.8), we have

Yψkpmk`1q
Yψkpmk`1q´1

“
MψkpmkqYψkpmk`1q
MψkpmkqYψkpmk`1q´1

ě S.

Hence by the construction of ϕ1
kp1q, we have ϕ1

kp1q “ ϕkpmkq, which is a contradiction to our
assumption ϕ1

kp1q ą ϕkpmkq.
To show the right hand side of Equation (6.11), we consider two possible values of ϕkpmk ´1q.
Assume that ϕkpmk ´ 1q “ ψkpmk ´ 1q. If ψkpmk ´ 1q ą ψkpmkq ´ 1, then by the defi-

nition of ϕkpmk ´ 1q, we have Mψkpmk´1qYψkpmkq ď R{S. If ψkpmk ´ 1q “ ψkpmkq ´ 1, then

Mψkpmk´1qYψkpmkq ď R{S3 ď R{S since ψkpmkq ´ 1 P J . Since ϕkpmkq “ ψkpmkq, we have

Mϕkpmk´1qYϕ1
k

p1q “ Mψkpmk´1qYψkpmkq

ˆ
Yϕ1

kp1q
Yϕkpmkq

˙
ď R,

which proves the right hand side of Equation (6.11).
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Assume that ϕkpmk ´ 1q “ ψkpmkq ´ 1. Since ϕkpmkq “ ψkpmkq and ψkpmkq ´ 1 P J , we have

Mϕkpmk´1qYϕ1
k

p1q “ Mψkpmkq´1Yψkpmkq

ˆ
Yϕ1

kp1q
Yϕkpmkq

˙
ď R,

which proves the right hand side of Equation (6.11), and concludes the proof of Lemma 6.9. �

Finally, we will show Equation (6.6) for the map ϕ. Since there exists an element of J c in
any finite sequence of 3rlog2 SsV ` 1 consecutive integers in the complement of

Ť
kě1Cipkq, there

exists c0 ě 0 such that for every k ě 1, we have

|tj ď ϕpkq : j R
Ť
kě1Cipkqu|

log Yϕpkq
ď
c0 ` p3rlog2 SsV ` 1q |tj ď ϕpkq : j P J cu|

log Yϕpkq
,

which converges to 0 as k Ñ `8 by (6.7). Let us define

npkq “ |ti ď k : Yϕpiq ě SYϕpi`1qu|.

For each integer ℓ ě 1, since Yi`rlog2 SsV ě SYi for every i ě 1 by Lemma 6.1, and by the
maximality of mℓ in the construction of pϕℓpiqq1ďiďmℓ

, we have |tj P Cipℓq : j ě ϕℓpmℓqu| ď
2rlog2 SsV . If ϕpiq belongs to Cipℓq but ϕpi`1q does not, then ϕpiq ě ϕℓpmℓq. If ϕpiq and ϕpi`1q
belong to Cipℓq, then ϕ and ϕℓ coincide on i and i ` 1. Thus, by Equation (6.9), we have

k ´ npkq “ |ti ď k : Yϕpiq ă SYϕpi`1qu|

ď p2rlog2 SsV q
ˇ̌
tj ď ϕpkq : j R

ď

kě1

Cipkqu
ˇ̌
.

Therefore, we have

lim sup
kÑ8

k

log Yϕpkq
“ lim sup

kÑ8

npkq ` k ´ npkq

log Yϕpkq
“ lim sup

npkq

log Yϕpkq

ď lim sup
kÑ8

npkq

logSnpkq´1Yϕp1q
“

1

logS
.

This proves Equation (6.6) and concludes the proof of Proposition 6.8.
�

6.4. Dimension estimates. Following the notation in [BHKV10], given a sequence tyiu in
Zmzt0u and α P p0, 1{2q, let

Badαtyiu
def
“ tθ P Rm : |θ ¨ yi|Z ě α for all i ě 1u.

Proposition 6.10. [CGGMS20] Let A P Mm,n be a matrix and let pykqkě1 be a sequence of
weighted best approximations to tA and let R ą 1 and α P p0, 1{2q be given. Suppose that there
exists an increasing function ϕ : Zě1 Ñ Zě1 such that for any integer i ě 1

MϕpiqYϕpi`1q ď R.

Then Badαtyϕpiqu is a subset of BadApǫq where ǫ “ 1
R

´
α2

4mn

¯1{δ
and δ “ mintri, sj : 1 ď i ď m, 1 ď

j ď nu.

Proof. In the proof of [CGGMS20, Theorem 1.11], the condition Yϕpiq`1 ě R´1Yϕpi`1q is used.
However, the assumption MϕpiqYϕpi`1q ď R also implies the same conclusion. �
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Proposition 6.11. [CGGMS20] For any α P p0, 1{2q, there exists Rpαq ą 1 with the following
property. Let pykqkě1 be a sequence in Zmzt0u such that }yk`1}r{}yk}r ě Rpαq for all k ě 1.
Then

dimH

´
Badαtyiu

¯
ě m´C lim sup

kÑ8

k

log }yk}r
.

for some positive constant C “ Cpαq.

Proof. The proof of [CGGMS20, Theorem 6.1] concludes this proposition. �

The two propositions are used in [BKLR21, Theorem 5.1] in the unweighted setting.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 (2) ùñ (1). Suppose A is singular on average. By Corollary 6.6, tA is also
singular on average. Let pykqkě1 be a sequence of weighted best approximations to tA. Then, by
Proposition 6.8, Proposition 6.10, and Proposition 6.11, for each S ą Rpαq ą 1, we have

dimH pBadApǫqq ě dimH

´
Badαtyϕpiqu

¯

ě m´ C lim sup
kÑ8

k

log Yϕpkq

ě m´
C

logS

where ǫ “ 1
Rpαq

´
α2

4mn

¯1{δ
. Taking S Ñ 8, we have dimH pBadApǫqq “ m for ǫ “ 1

Rpαq

´
α2

4mn

¯1{δ
.

�
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