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DIMENSION ESTIMATES FOR BADLY APPROXIMABLE AFFINE FORMS

TAEHYEONG KIM, WOOYEON KIM, AND SEONHEE LIM

ABSTRACT. For given e > 0and b e R™, we say that a real m xn matrix A is e-badly approximable
for the target b if
liminf |q|"(Ag—b)™ >

qeZ™,|q|| -
where (-) denotes the distance from the nearest integral vector. In this article, we obtain upper
bounds for the Hausdorff dimensions of the set of e-badly approximable matrices for fixed target
b and the set of e-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 e-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 « by rationals p/q for p, g € Z. Dirichlet theorem says that for every N € N, there
exist p,q € Z with 0 < ¢ < N, such that

lga — p| < 1/N < 1/q.

In this way, one can see classical Diophantine approximation as studying distribution of ga
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
ga modulo Z near a “target” b € R. Although Dirichlet theorem does not hold anymore, there
exist infinitely many g € Z such that

g —b—p| < 1/|q| for some peZ
for almost every (a,b) € R? and moreover,

liminf |g|lga —b—p| =0
P:q€Z,|q|—0

for almost every (a,b) € R? by inhomogeneous Khintchine theorem (| , Theorem II in
Chapter VII)).

Similarly to numbers, for an m x n real matrix A € M, ,(R), we study Ag € R"™ modulo Z™
near the target b € R™ for vectors ¢ € Z™. In this general situation as well, using inhomogeneous
Khintchine-Groshev theorem ([ , Theoreml] or | , Chapterl, Theorem 15]), we have

liminf |¢|"(Aq—b)™ =0

qeZ™,|lg|—o0

for almost every (A,b) € M, ,(R) x R™. Here, (v) := il%f |[v — p|| denotes the distance from
peL™
v € R™ 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 = (r1, -+ ,7), s = (s1, -+ ,8y) such that 7y = -+ = rp,
§1 = -+ = Sp, and Z ri=1= Z sj. The special case where r; = 1/m and s; = 1/n for all
1<ig<m 1<j<n
i=1,...,mand j=1,...,n is called the unweighted case.
Define the r-quasinorm of x € R™ and s-quasinorm of y € R" by
L 1
[l := max fa;|m  and [yls = max |yl

Denote (x), := i%f |x — p|r. We call A e-bad for b e R™ if
pEL™

(1.1) liminf |q|s(Ag —b)r > €.
q€Z™,|q]x—o0
Denote
Bad(e) ¥ {(A4,b) € M, ,(R) x R™ : A is e-bad for b},
Bad 4(¢) def {be R™: Ais e-bad for b}, Bada def U Bad 4(e),
e>0
Bad®(e) o {A€ My n(R) : Ais e-bad for b}, Bad® of U Bad®(e).

e>0

The set Bad® can be seen as the set of badly approximable systems of m linear forms in n
variables. This set is of Lebesgue measure zero | |, but has full Hausdorff dimension mn
[ ]. See [ , , | for the weighted setting.

For any b, Bad® also has zero Lebesgue measure [ | and full Hausdorff dimension for every
b |. Indeed, it is shown that Bad® is a winning set [ | and even a hyperplane winning
set | |, a property which implies full Hausdorff dimension. On the other hand, the set
Bad, also has full Hausdorff dimension for every A | |. See | , , | for
the weighted setting.

The sets Bad® and Bad 4 are unions of subsets Bad®(¢) and Bad 4(€) over € > 0, respectively,
thus a more refined question is whether the Hausdorff dimension of Bad®(e), Bad 4(¢) could still
be of full dimension. For the homogeneous case (b = 0), the Hausdorff dimension Bad®(e) is
less than the full dimension mn (see [ , | for the unweighted case and | ] for the
weighted case). Thus, a natural question is whether Bad®(e) can have full Hausdorff dimension
for some b. Our first main result says that in the unweighted case, Bad®(e) cannot have full
Hausdorff dimension for any b. We provide an effective bound on the dimension in terms of € as
well.

Theorem 1.1. For the unweighted case, i.e. r; = 1/m and s; = 1/n for all i = 1,...,m and
j=1,...,n, there exist cg > 0 and My > 0 depending only on d such that for any ¢ > 0 and
beR™,

dimy Bad®(e) < mn — ¢,

As for the set Bad 4(¢), the third author, together with U. Shapira and N. de Saxcé, showed
that Hausdorff dimension of Bad 4 (¢) is less than the full dimension m for almost every A | ]
In fact, it was shown that one can associate to A a certain point x4 in the space of unimodular
lattices SLg(R)/SL4(Z) such that if x4 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 Bad 4(¢) is less than m.

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

lim — {l e{l,---,N}:3geZ" st. (Ag)r <2 ' and 0 < |q||s < 2l}’ =1.

N—w N
Theorem 1.2. For any A € M, ,(R) which is not singular on average, there exists a constant
¢(A) > 0 depending on A such that for any e > 0, dimy Bad 4(e) < m — c(A)m.

Here, the constant ¢(A), which depends on 74 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), Bad,(¢) has full Hausdorff dimension
for some € > 0 if and only if @ € R is singular on average | |. We generalize this
characterization to the general dimensional setting.

Theorem 1.3. Let Ae My, ,(R) be a matriz. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) For some € > 0, the set Bad a(€) has full Hausdorff dimension.
(2) A is singular on average.

Note that the implication (1) = (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 [ |. The main tool
in | ] 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 o-algebra,
well-behaved in the sense that the “dynamical J-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 | |, 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 ASLg(R) = SLy4(R) x R the set of area-
preserving affine transformations and denote by ASLy(Z) = SL4(Z) x Z% = Stabg;, 4(R) (Z%) the

stabilizer of the standard lattice Z9. We view ASL4(R) as a subgroup of SLg, 1 (R) by ASL4(R) =
{ <g v> :g€SLi(R),v e Rd} , and take a lift of the element g € SL4(R) to ASL4(R) < SLg41(R)

by g —> g 2 , denoted again by g. For given weights r € R”) and s € RZ;, we consider the
1-parameter diagonal subgroup
{at dlag r1t . ,ermt’ efslt’ e fsnt }teR
in SLy(R) and Let a def a1 be the time-one map of the diagonal flow a;. We consider
L, A 0 I, 0 b
U= 0 I, 0|:AeMp,(R)y; W= 0 I, 0):6eR™},
0 0 1 0 0 1



4 TAEHYEONG KIM, WOOYEON KIM, AND SEONHEE LIM

both of which are unstable horospherical subgroups in ASL,4(R) for a.

The homogeneous spaces SLi(R)/SL4(Z) and ASL4(R)/ ASL4(Z) can be seen as the space of
unimodular lattices and the space of unimodular grids, i.e. unimodular lattices translated by
a vector in RY, respectively. We say that a point z € SLy(R)/SL4(Z) has 6-escape of mass on
average (with respect to the diagonal flow a;) if for any compact set @ in SL4(R)/SL4(Z),

o]
lﬁlj&fﬁ\{ﬁe{l,...,N}:agx¢Q}|25.

A point z € X has no escape of mass on average if it does not have §-escape of mass on average
for any § > 0.
For A e M, »(R) and (A,b) € M, »(R) x R™, we associate points

I, A -—b

Ty = <Im A) SLg(Z) and yap:=| 0 I, 0 |ASLy(Z),
0 I, '
0 0 1
respectively. In [ |, it was shown that dimy Bad 4(€) < m for all € > 0 if x4 is heavy which

is a condition equivalent to no escape of mass on average. Note that x4 is heavy for almost every
A € M, »(R). On the other hand, we remark that A is singular on average if and only if the
corresponding point x4 has l-escape of mass on average (with respect to the diagonal flow a;)
by Dani’s correspondence (see also | D).

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 (A,b) € Bad(e) by the dynamical
property that the orbit (a;yap)t=0 is eventually in some target L. (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 Bad(e) and Bad®’(e), respectively. Here, we use “well-behaved” o-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 Bad 4(e) and
Bad’(¢) using an effective version of the variational principle (Proposition 2.12).

To treat Bad4(e) and Bad®(¢) 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 [ |: in
[ |, the special case L = W whose orbits stay in the compact fiber of ASL4(R)/ ASL4(Z) —
SL4(R)/SL4(Z) is considered.

For Bad 4(¢), we treat the case when x4 has some escape of mass on average whereas x4 has
no escape of mass on average in | ]. We need to consider £, < ASL4(R)/ ASL4(Z), which
is non-compact, whereas in | ], for heavy x4, it was enough to consider the set of fibers
over a compact part of SLy(R)/SLg(Z). In the case of Bad®(¢), 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 ASL4(R)/ASL4(Z) and SLg(R)/T';, where I'; is a con-
gruence subgroup of SLg(Z), in the case of Bad®(e). The former result is proved by the second
author in [Kim], and the latter result is a slight modification of | ].

Note that [ , | hold in the weighted setting and the only reason we consider the
unweighted setting for the Hausdorff dimension of Bad®(¢) is the covering estimate in Theorem
5.1 (Theorem 1.5 of | D).
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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
d-boundary” and a o-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 | , 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 R™*". In Section 4 and Section 5, we construct a-invariant measures on
ASL4(R)/ ASL4(Z) 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) == (1) part in Theorem 1.3 using a modified version of Bugeaud-Laurent sequence in

[BLOS].

2. EFFECTIVE VERSION OF ENTROPY RIGIDITY

In this section, we will establish an effective version of entropy rigidity in [ , Section 7].
There have been effective uniqueness results along the line of | | in various settings: [ ]
for toral automorphisms, | | for hyperbolic maps on Riemannian manifolds, | | on p-
adic homogeneous spaces, and | | for a p-adic diagonal action in the S-arithmetic setting.
However, in all of the above results as well as in [ |, 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 y and control the y-measure of its “dynamical
d-boundary” Es constructed out of images of thickenings of the boundary P. The value u(Ej) is
bounded above uniformly over the partition P and the measure u. 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 o-algebras which we use in the later sections. We refer the reader to
[ , Chapter 1 & 2] for basic properties of the entropy.

Definition 2.1. Let (X, B, u,T) be a measure-preserving system on a Borel probability space,
and let A,C € B be sub-g-algebras. Suppose that C is countably generated. Note that there
exists an A-measurable conull set X’ < X and a system {u;ﬂx e X' } of measures on X, referred
to as conditional measures, given for instance by | , Theorem 2.2]. The information function
of C given A with respect to p is defined by

L(ClA)(z) = —log 3 ([]e),
where [x]¢ is the atom of C containing z.
(1) The conditional (static) entropy of C given A is defined by

(C1A) = | 1€l @)du(o)

which is the average of the information function. If the o-algebra A is trivial, then we
denote by H,(C) = H,(C|A), which is called the (static) entropy of C. Note that the
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entropy of the countable partition £ = {A;, Ay, ...} of X is given by
H, (&) = H(p(Ar = — > u(Ai) log u(4;) € [0, 0],

=1

where 0log 0 = 0.
(2) Let A < B be a sub-o-algebra such that 7-!'A = A. For any countable partition ¢ of X,
let

1 : 1 n—1
hu(T,€) = lim —H,(y )—;gflgHu( 0 )

n—o N
1
— T; - n—1 _ - n—1
h(T, €] A) = lim nHu(é’o [A) = inf —HL (& [A),
where 56“1 = \/?;01 T~i¢. Then the (dynamical) entropy of T is
hy(T) = sup  h,(T,§).
§:Hyu(§)<m
Moreover, the conditional (dynamical) entropy of T given A is
hy(T|A) .= sup  h,(T,&A).
&:Hy(§)<m

2.2. General setup. Let G be a closed real linear group (or connected, simply connected real
Lie group) and let I' < G be a lattice. We consider the quotient Y = G/I" 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/I', which is locally isometric to G. Let r,
be the maximal injectivity radius at y € Y, which is the supremum of » > 0 such that the map
g — gy is an isometry from the open r-ball B¢ around the identity in G onto the open 7-ball
BY (y) around y € Y. For any 7 > 0, we denote

Y(r):={yeY:ry=r}

It follows from the continuity of the injectivity radius that Y (r) is compact. Let us denote
Tmax := inf{r >0:r, <r forall yeY}.

Since I is a lattice, rmax < 00. Hence we now assume that r. < 1 by rescaling the right invariant
metric dg on G. Note that for any » > 1, Y(r) = @. For any closed subgroup L < G, we consider
the right invariant metric d, by restricting dg on L, and similarly denote by B the open 7-ball
around the identity in L. In this section, we fix an element a € G which is Ad-diagonalizable
over R. Let G = {g € Gla*ga™" — id as k — —a0} be the unstable (resp. stable) horospherical
subgroup associated to a (resp. a~'), which is always a closed subgroup of G in our setting.

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

Definition 2.2 (7.25. of | ])- Let Gt < G be the unstable horospherical subgroup associated
to a. Let u be an a-invariant measure on Y and L < G be a closed subgroup normalized by a.

(1) We say that a countably generated o-algebra A is subordinate to L (mod ) if for p-a.e.
Yy, there exists § > 0 such that

(2.1) Bf -yclylac Bii-y.
(2) We say that A is a~'-descending if (a™1)"'A = a A € A.
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For each L < G and a-invariant ergodic probability measure p on Y, there exists a countably
generated o-algebra A which is a~!-descending and subordinate to L | , Proposition 7.37].
We will prove that such a o-algebra can be constructed so that we also have an explicit upper
bound of the measure of the set violating (2.1) for fixed § > 0. In order to prove an effective
version of the variational principle later, we need this quantitative estimate independent of p.

We first introduce some notations that will be used in this subsection. For a subset B < Y
and § > 0, we denote by dsB the d-neighborhood of the boundary of B, i.e.

def

0sB = {y eY: ;]ea]gdy(y,z) + ;gng(y,Z) < 5}-

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

osP L) asP.
PeP

1

Here, we deal with the entropy with respect to a™', so we write for any extended integers ¢ < ¢/

in Z u {0},

Z/
Py = \/ a*P,
k=¢
for a given partition P of Y. We will use this notation also for o-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 u.

Lemma 2.3. There exists a constant 0 < ¢ < 1—10 depending only on G such that the following
holds. Let yu be a probability measure on'Y . For any r > 0 and any measurable subset Q < Y (2r),
there exist a measurable subset K 'Y and a partition P = {Py,--- , Py} of K such that

(1) Q< K < BY Q,
E’f‘
(2) For each 1 <i < N, there exists z; € BG Q such that
10

N
BY .z c P,c B . 2, K:UBS‘ 2z,
° =1
1
(3) p(05P) < (2)2 ,u(B%TQ) for any 0 < § < er.
10
Proof. Choose a maximal %r—separated set {y1, -+ ,yn} of Q.

Claim There exist a constant 0 < ¢ < 1—10 depending only on G, and {g,}fi 1 C BS such that for
10
z; = g;y; and for any 0 < 6 < cr,

22) 3 (ue2 20y + wiassg-) = (2 o 0

)
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Proof of Claim. To prove this claim, we randomly choose each g; with the independent uniform
distribution on B . For 0 < § < 15 fixed, we have
10

E (Zu<a5<B§ - zm) -3

1
=) — 1 d d i
= ma(BY) fB‘i fy BS, 9000\ BE. giw: (9) 1Y) dma (9:)
10

= Zrdi;mGLmG ({gi € B% cr— 6 < d(giyi,y) <7 +5}> du(y)

o 5
5Td1mG 1du < = f Z ]]-Bgr'yi (y)dﬂ(y)
B?l Y " B%TQ ( v

For any y € B%TQ, the number of 1;’s contained in B%T -y is at most (%) mG ince BGir s
10 10 ’ 20
are disjoint and contained in B%T -y. It implies that Y, 15,, ., (y) < 49mC for any y € BE Q

20 10" 10
It follows that

E (Zu(aa(Bf'zz'))> «2

. 1)
f 49 G dp(y) « —p(BE, Q)
T B?z Q r 10
m’l’
where the implied constant depends only on G.

Applying the same argument for ds(BY - z;) instead of 05(BS - ),
2

(2

)
G . G ., 0 nG
E (2:@(@5(& %)) + (05 (BS zl)))> « =p(B%, Q).
It follows from Chebyshev’s inequality that

P <Z (N(@S(BS $2i)) + M(%(Bg : Zz'))) =

=
7

Hence, we have

kSN 3
P(H{Z (oreaB - 20) 4 e85 -20) < 5 (50) i m})

o)

Thus, there exists 0 < ¢ <

ip so that the right-hand side of (2.3) is positive for any § < cr. It
follows that we can find {gi}ij\il such that z; = g;y;’s satisfy (2.2) for any 0 < § < cr.

O
AN G . . o N . 7 .
Let ¢ > 0 and {g;};L; = B% be as in Claim. The set {z; = g;y;};_; is 157-separated since
10

{yi}i\;l is %r—separated. Let K := Ufil BY - 2. Since BGiT ;i € BY -z Bir - yi, we have
10 10

N
QQUB
=1

o)

Ui K

1

=]

N
=
o)
=0
)
<
N
o)
=0
o)
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Now we define a partition P of K inductively as follows:

zA(UP U U BG z]>

Jj=i+1

for 1 <i < N. It is clear from the construction that BY - z; € P, B,Q .z and z € BE Q for 1 <
5 10
N
i < N. We also observe that the d-neighborhood of P is contained in U (05(3 Zi) U 85(B z,)).

Hence it follows from Claim that for any 0 < § < cr,

[NIES

S|

(esP) < X (u@s(B ) + es(Bg ) = (

i

) g,

10
(]

Remark 2.4. Under the Same setting in Lemma 2.3, let y € 2 be given. If we start the proof of
the lemma with a maximal 7 r separated set {y = y1,... ,yN} of €2, then we can conclude not
only (1), (2), and (3) in the lemma but also y € B EIRORS BT -z1 < Pj. Hence, y ¢ 0P, which

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

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

(2.4) BSY (r) c Y(r —6) and BSY (r)¢ c Y (r + 0)°.

Using Lemma 2.3 inductively, we have the following partition of Y with its subpartition having
small boundary measures. Recall that Y (r) = & for any r > 1 by our choice of the right invariant
metric dg on G.

Lemma 2.5. Let 0 < rg < 1 be given and p be a probability measure on Y. There exists a
partition {Kk},;'ozl of Y such that for each k = 1, the following statements hold:
(1) K c Y (27F\Y (2772);
(2) there exist a partition Py = {Pg1, -, PN, } of K and a point z; € BGLTOQ—kflKk for
each 1 < i < Ny satisfying b
BG

T2k1

(3) 1(0sPr) < (7’0_12k+45)%M(Y(2*k*1)\Y(2*k+3)) for any 0 < & < cro27%72, where ¢ > 0 is
the constant in Lemma 2.5.

zzCszCBTQ k—1 * Zi;

Proof. We will construct {K}}, -, and {Py},-; using Lemma 2.3 inductively. For each k > 1, let
us say that K — Y and Py satisfy (#y) if they satisfy the three conditions in the statement.
We will also need auxiliary bounded sets K; < Y’s and corresponding partitions P;’s during the
inductive process. Let us say that K} and a partition Pj, of Kj, satisfy () if they satisfy the
following three conditions.

(1) Y2—k+1\U’?*1K-cK,QCB§’l i (YTFINUIZL K),
(2) For each 1 < i < N, there ex1sts 2 € BY . K such that
Bgrosz—l CZhki & P;Qi < ngfkfl 2k and K]/{; = U ngfkq * Rkis

i=1
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(3) p(dsPy,) < (7‘0_12k+15)%,u(Y(2*k)\Y(2*k+3)) for any 0 < 6 < crg27F1.

Here, U?:1 K; means the empty set.
Let us start with the initial step. We first choose ; = Y (1) and apply Lemma 2.3 with
r=r92"? and Q@ = Q; < Y(%). Then we have a subset K{ < Y and a partition P| of K]

satisfying (1), (2) of (&), and u(05P)) < (r51225)%u(3%7,02,291) for any 0 < 6 < erg272. It
follows from (2.4) that B%rozsz(l) < Y (%), which implies (3) of (&) since Y (4) = @. Note
that K| < Bﬁ ro2- Y (1) cY(3).

Now let Qg = Y($)\K] and apply Lemma 2.3 again with r = rg273 and Q = Q < Y().
We have a subset Ké c Y and a partition P of K satisfying Qs < Kj < B%TOTSQQ, (2) of
(2), and pu(05Ph) < (7‘071235)%u(BiG_3m273Q2) for any 0 < 0 < crg273. Set K; = K{\K}, then

(1) of (#2) and (1 ) of (#) follow since Y (2) = @. Since K| D Y (1), it follows from (2.4) that
BlG2 Qs < Y($)\Y(2), which implies (3) of (&2). Define a partition Py = {P1,..., Pin, }
10"

from 771 ={Py,...,P|n,} by P1; = PM\K2 for each 1 < i < Nj. Foreach 1 <i< Ny and y e
BG o2 Pl observe that y ¢ K/ since Broz,2 z1; < Kj and K} c B11 L BlG1 (Y\K{)
Hence B1 a2 Al C Py; holds, so (2) of (#q) follows. Since Py; = PlZ\K2 for each 1 < Ny,
we have

p(05P1) < p(@5PY) + p(0sPh) < (rg ' 220)2p(Y (7Y (29)) + (15 12%0) 2 (Y (272)\Y'(2)
< (g '2°6) 2 p(Y (272)\Y (22)
for any 0 < & < crg272. Hence (3) of (#;) follows.

Our desired disjoint sets {K3},-, and partitions {Py},-, will be obtained by applying this
process repeatedly.

Claim For k > 2, suppose that we have disjoint bounded sets K; of Y and corresponding
partitions P; satisfying (#;) for j = 1,...,k — 1, and a subset K; < Y and a partition P,
satisfying (). Then we can find K < K} and a partition Py of K, satisfying (#), and
K; ., Y and a partition P;_, of K, satisfying (dy11).

Proof of Claim. Note that K, < BlG1 ro2—H- Y@ c V(2R and K; < Y(277) < Y(27F)
for each j = 1,...,k — 1. Let Qkﬂ = Y(2 k)\(U?;il K; v K}) and apply Lemma 2.3 with
r=1ro27"2and Q = Q41 < Y (102751, Then there exist K; ., <Y and a partition Pj_, =
{P(,k+1) P(,k+1)Nk 1} of Kj ,, satisfying Qp41 < Kj | © B%mrkiQQkH, (2) of (g+1), and
(0P, 1) < (rg 12k+25)2’u(3% sor2Sk1) for any 0 <6 < cro2 2. We set K, = K,Q\K,gﬂ,
then (1) of (1) follows. Slnce Uk TK; > Y(27%2) and K, ¢ K, € Y(2 )\Uk LK,

of (#y) follows. It follows from UJ: K; U K}, o Y(27%") and (2.4) that B%mrkﬂQkH c
Y (27F=)\Y (27%*2), which implies (3) of (&x,1). Define a partition Pr = {Pkl,u' Pin,}

from P, = {P/,,--- , Py, ¢ by Py = P[,\K}_ for any 1 < i < Nj. For each 1 < i < N}, and
k k1 ) y ki Ve y
Y E B roa—ko1 " P> observe that y ¢ KI,CJrl since Bmz*kfl 2 © Kk and K/LCJr1 - B%mrkﬂ{)kﬂ c
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B%mrkﬂ(Y\K}ﬁ). Hence, B?rork*l - zki < Py holds, so (2) of (#y) follows. Since P =
Py A\K} . for each 1 <i < N, we have

11(05Pr) < p(0sPy;) + 1(05Ppi1)
< (g 2102 (Y (27N (27F9)) + (g 128H20) 2 (Y (27 R\ (275 2))
< (rg 12Hg) 2 p(y (27F T\ Y (2789

for any 0 < § < crg27%2. Hence (3) of (#y,) follows. O
This claim concludes the proof of Lemma 2.5. O
By [ , Lemma 7.29 and 7.45], there are constants a > 0 and dy > 0 depending on a and

G such that for every r € (0, 1],

(2.5) a_kB§+ak c BdGoe*kar

for any k € Z. It implies that a*B%a~" < BdGoe’Wr for k = 0.
The following lemma is a quantitative strengthening of | , Lemma 7.31]. We remark that
the constants below are independent of 1 and P while the “dynamical §-boundary” Es depends

on .

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

0
E5 = U akadoefka(;P.
k=0
Lemma 2.7. Given 0 <rg <1 and an a-invariant probability measure n on'Y, let {Kj}j>1 and
{P; }j>1 be the sets and the partitions we constructed in Lemma 2.5. Set the countable partition
P = U;ozl P; of Y. Then there exist C1,Co > 0 such that the following holds: Let ¢ > 0 and

do > 0 be the constants in Lemma 2.3 and (2.5). For any 0 <0 < min((lcgc‘l)o)2, 1), the dynamical
d-boundary Es 'Y satisfies

H(Es) < p(Y\Y (C182)) + Cads
and B(;GJr cy [y]pgo for any y € Y\Es. Here, the constants C1,Cy depend only on rg, a, and G.
Proof. We split Ej into two subsets

1+|’ a_p 10g6-|

0 e} 0 Tog2™ ™ 2log2
/ k ! k
E& = U a U adoefkaépi 5 E& = U a U adoefkaépi
k=0 i:2+[ a _p_ log & ] k=0 =1

log 2 2log 2

We claim that E5 < Y\Y ((do + d%)é%)_ To see this, let y € E§. Then there exist £k > 0
and P € P; for some i > 2 + [;75k — %1 such that y € a¥0y o kegP. By Lemma 2.5,

Pc K;c Y2 )Y (272) c Y(27""2)°. It follows from (2.4) that
(2.6) Ouge-rasP & BY _yasP < BS oY (2772 c V(2712 + doeF5)°.
Using (2.5), for any 0 < r < 1, a*Y'(r)° < Y (dpe?®r)¢. Since eF*271+2 < 5%, combining with
(2.6),
0" 04 p-ragP < Y (272 4 doeF6)C < Y ((d + d2)52)".
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This proves the claim. It follows that

1
(2.7) u(E§) < p(Y\Y(C10%))

where C1 = dy + d% is a constant depending only on a and G.
Next we estimate p(EY). It follows from the a-invariance of p that

a log §
1+[log2k 2log2-|

[oe} e}
(2.8) nu(Es) < Z Z 1 Bge-rasPi) = D D MBape-rasPi);

i=1k=k;
where k; € N denotes the smallest number of k such that 1 + [loz2k — 21‘1)(;5;2] > i. Note that
ki > log2( 2) + logé‘
On the other hand by Lemma 2.5 we have
(2.9) H(Bape-rasPi) < (rg 12 doe ™ 6) 2 p(Y (27 )\Y (27743))

for any k > k;, since doe*5 < dy271+262 < erg2~"~2. Hence, we obtain from (2.8) and (2.9)

e ¢] o0 a0 e ¢]
HEY) < 3 35 1(PaperesP) < Y 2 0 2 doe 02 (Y (27T H\Y (279))
i=1k=k; i=1k=k
00 L ' '
(2.10) = (g 2 eTReg) 3 (1 — e ) T (Y (27 Y (279
=1
1 1 & . . 1
<rg 22T — ™) Y (Y (2T (7)) < o,
i=1

where Cy = 257"0_%(1 — e~ %/2)~1 is a constant depending only on rg, a, and G. Combining (2.7)
and (2.10), we finally have
p(Es) < p(Y\Y(C12)) + Caé
and the constants Cy,Cs > 0 depend only on ¢, a, and G.
It remains to check that Bg;+ -y C [y]pgo for any y € Y\Fs. Let h € B§+ and suppose
[hy]pgo # [y]pgo. Then there is some k& > 0 such that ¢ *hy and a %y belong to different

elements of the partition P. Since a *ha* € a_kBg; af < B¢ by (2.5), we have

doe—kos
dy (a " hy,a *y) < da(a™*hd",id) < doe*2s.

It follows that both a=*hy and a*y belong to Ogge—kasP, hence y € Es. It concludes that
B5GJr Yy C [y]'pgo for any y € Y\ Es. O

The following proposition is a quantitative version of [ , Proposition 7.37]. Given a-
invariant measure p, the proposition provides a c-algebra which is a~'-descending and subordi-
nate to L in the following quantitative sense.

Proposition 2.8. Let 0 < rg < 1 be given, p be an a-invariant probability measure on Y, and
L < G be a closed subgroup normalized by a. There exists a countably generated sub-o-algebra
AL of Borel o-algebra of Y satisfying

(1) aAr = AF, that is, AL is a='-descending,

(2) [y]ar < BT02 a1 -y for any y e Y(2TRN\Y (27FF2) with k > 1
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(3) if0 <d < min((lc(go)% 1), then BE -y < [y]ax for any y € Y (6)\Es, where c,dy > 0 are
the constants in Lemma 2.3 and (2.5), and Es is the dynamical 6-boundary defined in
Lemma 2.7.

In particular, the o-algebra A" is L-subordinate modulo fi.

Proof. For a given a-invariant probability measure p on Y, let P be the countable partition of
Y constructed in Lemma 2.7. We will construct a countably generated o-algebra P by taking
L-plaques in each P € P as atoms of PL. Then ALY := (PL)¥ will be the desired o-algebra.

For each P € P, by Lemma 2.5, there exist 7 > 1 and z € P such that P € Y/(277)\Y(277+2)
and Bg .z < Pc B¢ -z. We can find Bp < G with diam(Bp) < 79277 such that

57102*]'*1 T027j71
P =y (Bp), where my : G — Y is the natural quotient map. Let Bg, 1, be the Borel o-algebra of
the quotient G/L. Note that since L is closed, Bg /1, 1s countably generated. Define the o-algebra

’PL =0 ({Wy(BP M S) :Pe Pa Se BG/L}) :

Then P~ is a refinement of P such that atoms of P are open L-plaques, i.e. for any y € P € P,
[ylpr = [y]p N Bfoz,j -y =V, -y, where V,, Bf(ﬂ,j is an open bounded set.

It is clear that P is countably generated, hence AL = (PL)¥ is also countably generated. By
construction, we have aA* = (PF)¥ < AL, which proves the assertion (1).

For any y € Y(27F)\Y(27%*+?) with k& > 1, take P € P such that y € P. By Lemma 2.5,
there exist j > 1 and z € P such that P e Y(277)\Y(277%2) and P < Bgﬂ,j,l - z. Observe that
279%2 > 97k and 277 < 2752 that is, j — 2 < k < j + 2. Hence we have

lar < [ylpr =Vy -y < B7]«:(1)27j "y < Byl»:)27k+1 Y,

which proves the assertion (2).

For a given 0 < § < min((lcg;o)z, 1) and y € Y (6)\Es, assume that z = hy with h € Bf. By

Lemma 2.7, B§+ ‘Y C [y]’pgo Hence it follows that for any k > 0, a %y and a—*z belong to the
same atom P, < P. Then we have

a*y, a7 %z =aFhd® - (aFy) € Py

Note that for any y € Y'(§) the map B(;GJr 3 g — gy is injective, hence the map a_kBg;+ a¥ 59—
ga~ %y is injective. Since a *ha* € a_kBéLak, a %y and a~ %z belong to the same atom of PL.

This proves the assertion (3). O
Asin | , Lemma 3.4], we need to compare the dynamical entropy and the static entropy.
In | ], the o-algebra m~1(Bx) is used to deal with the entropy relative to X, where By

is the Borel o-algebra of X. In order to deal with the entropy relative to the general closed
subgroup L < GT normalized by a, we consider the following tail o-algebra with respect to A"
in Proposition 2.8: Denote by

0 0
(2.11) AL = (d" AR = ) (PY), .

k=1 k=1

This tail o-algebra may not be countably generated but it satisfies strict a-invariance, i.e. a. A% =
AL = a7 1AL,

Lemma 2.9. Let 0 < rg < 1 be given, pu be an a-invariant probability measure on' Y, L < G be
a closed subgroup normalized by a, and A* be as in Proposition 2.8. Then the o-algebra (A")®
is the Borel o-algebra of Y modulo p.
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Proof. Let PL be as in the proof of Proposition 2.8. Since (A%, = (PH)®, and Y =

U1 Y \Y( ~k+2) it is enough to show that for each k = 1 and for p-a.e. y € Y/ (27%)\Y (27++2),
we have [y] o, = {y}
For fixed k‘ > 1, it follows from Poincaré recurrence (e.g. see [ , Theorem 2.11]) that for

p-a.e. y € Y(27F)\Y (275+2), there exists an increasing sequence (k;);=1 — N such that
iy e Y2TFN\Y(27*?) and k — wasi— .
By Proposition 2.8(2), it follows that for each i > 1
[a"y]az = [a"y]pryp © By win - a¥iy.

Since [akiy](pL)go = aki [y]afki(pr)(o)o = ahi [y]pry=, g using (2.5), we have

[y](pL)iok 7«B 02— k+1 akiy =aqa ZB 02— k+1CL Yy B 7akl-71027k+1 Y.

7

Taking i — o0, we conclude that [y]pry> = {y}. O

Proposition 2.10. Let 0 < rg < 1 be given, p be an a-invariant probability measure on Y,
L < G* be a closed subgroup normalized by a, A" be as in Proposition 2.8, and AL be as in
(2.11). Then we have

(2.12) hy(alAL) = hy(a|AL) = H, (A |adb).
Moreover, (2.12) holds for almost every ergodic component of .

Proof. Let PL be as in the proof of Proposition 2.8. Since P is countably generated, we can
take an increasing sequence of finite partitions (PkL Jk>1 of Y such that P,CL /' PL. By Lemma
2.9, we have By = (PL)°, = \/{_,(PL)®,, modulo yu, where By is the Borel o-algebra of Y. It
is clear that (PL)®, < ('Pk .1)% for all k € N. Hence it follow from Kolmogorov-Sinai Theorem
[ , Proposition 2.20] that

hula™!|AL) = Tim hy(a™! PELAL).
—00
Using the future formula [ , Proposition 2.19 (8)], we have
lim hy, (o™, PylAz) = lim H,(Pg|(P)T v A%)
k—00 k—0o0
It follows from monotonicity and continuity of entropy | , Proposition 2.10, 2.12, and 2.13]
that for any fixed k > 1
lim H,(PEI(PP)T v Ab) < Hy(PH(PEY? v Ab) < Jim H,(PH(PE)T v AL)
—00 —0
hence we have
H, (P [(PR)Y v AL) < Hu(PEI(PT v AL) < Hu(PHI(PT v AL).
Taking k — o0, it follows that
lim B, (PEPE)? v AL) = Hy(PH(PYE v AL) = Hy(AMaAY)
which concludes (2.12).
Note that By = (PF)*® \/k 1 Pk * modulo almost every ergodic component of p. Thus

following the same argument as above, we can conclude (2.12) for almost every ergodic component
of u. 0O
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The quantity H M(AL‘CL.AL) is called empirical entropy and is the average of the conditional
information function

aAL
L,(A"aA")(z) = —log g™ ([x].),
and indeed the entropy contribution of L (see | , 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 | , Proposition 7.34]
and | , Theorem 7.9], we have the following upper bound of an empirical entropy (or entropy
contribution), and the entropy rigidity.

Theorem 2.11 ([ ). Let L < G* be a closed subgroup normalized by a, and let | denote the
Lie algebra of L. Let p be an a-invariant ergodic probability measure on Y. If A is a countably
generated sub-o-algebra of the Borel o-algebra which is a='-descending and L-subordinate, then

H,(AlaA) < log|det(Ad,l)|
and equality holds if and only if p is L-invariant.

Let L < G* be a closed subgroup normalized by a, my, be the Haar measure on L, and p be
an a-invariant probability measure on Y. Let A be a countably generated sub-o-algebra of Borel
o-algbera which is a~!-descending and L-subordinate modulo p. Note that for any j € Zs, the
sub-o-algebra a’ A is also countably generated, a~'-descending, and L-subordinate modulo s.

For y € Y, denote by V,, < L the shape of the A-atom at y € Y so that V, -y = [y]a. It
has positive m-measure for u-a.e. y € Y since A is L-subordinate modulo p. Note that for any
J € Zso, we have [y],iq = ajVaija_j Y.

Asin | , 7.55] which is the proof of | , Theorem 7.9], let us define 7'53'4 for y-a.e yeyY
to be the normalized push forward of mp|,; V,_j,a under the orbit map, i.e.,

Taj.A _ 1
y mr(alV,-j,a=7)

mL‘ajVa,jya*j Y,

which is a probability measure on [y],i 4.
The following proposition is an effective version of Theorem 2.11.

Proposition 2.12. Let L < G" be a closed subgroup normalized by a and p be an a-invariant
ergodic probability measure on'Y . Fiz j € N and denote by J = 0 the mazimal entropy contribution
of L for a’, that is,

J = log|det(Ady;l)|-
Let A be a countably generated sub-o-algebra of Borel o-algbera which is a™*-descending and L-

subordinate. Suppose there exist a measurable subset K <Y and a symmetric measurable subset
B c L such that [y|la < B -y for any y € K. Then we have

H,(Ald?A) < J + J logT;jA((Y\K) U B Supp pt)dpu(y).
Y

Proof. By for instance | , Theorem 5.9], for u-a.e. yeY, ,quA is a probability measure on
[ylaia = @?Vo—iya™ -y, and H,(Ala? A) can be written as

H, (Alad A) = — L tog 1" ([y ) dp(y).
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Note that mz(a’ Ba=7) = e/mp(B) for any measurable B c L. Let

p(y) = u@A([yla)  and PO (y) = 77 A([y]a).

Haar ml [/ ml [/

: . e’
mL(aJVaija*J) mL(Vaij)
hence, applying the ergodic theorem, we have — {, log prear (y)du(y) = J.

Now we estimate an upper bound of H,(A|a’ A) — J following the computation in | , 7.55].
Following | , 7.55], we can partition [y],s 4 into a countable union of A-atoms as follows:
a0

[Waia = [ Jlzda v Ny,
=1

where N, is a null set with respect to ,quA. Note that ,u‘y‘jA is supported on Supp u for p-a.e y.
Since B < L is symmetric, if z; € K\B Supp 1, then [z;]4 = B - z; = K\ Supp 1, hence we have
MZ]A([%’]A) =0. If z; e (Y\K)u BSuppp and [z;]a € (Y\K) U BSuppp, then there exists

@, € [z;]4 such that 2 € K\B Supp p, hence ,quA([ ila) = ,uZJA([ ]4) = 0. Thus we denote by
Z the set of z;’s in (Y\K) u B Supp i such that [z;]4 < (Y\K) u BSupp u. It follows that

H Al ) = = = | (1ogp(z) = logp™*"(2)) di(2)

f f (log p™*"(2) — log p(2)) d,quA(Z)dN(y)

< f log 7" A((Y\K) U B Supp 1) dpu(y).-
Y

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

In particular, if A is of the form a* AL for k € Z, then Proposition 2.12 still holds without
assuming the ergodicity of pu.

Corollary 2.13. Let 0 < rg < 1 be given, u be an a-invariant probability measure onY, L < G*
be a closed subgroup normalized by a, and AY be as in Proposition 2.8. Then Proposition 2.12
holds for A of the form a* AL for k € 7.

Proof. Writing the ergodic decomposition p = § pédu(z), we have

(a7 AL) = fhug(aj|v450)dﬂ(z),
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where AL is the o-algebra as in (2.11). By Proposition 2.10, we also have
H, (A |d A) = fHug (AL|a? AL dp(2).
It follows from the a-invariance of y and p¢ that
H, (Ala A) = fHug (Alad A)du(2).
Applying Proposition 2.12 for each uf we obtain

H(AA) = [ He (A Aduz) < 7+ [ | dow g (5 Supp s ()2
Y JY

<J+ jy log 7'53.'4(32 Supp p)du(y).

3. PRELIMINARIES FOR THE UPPER BOUND

From now on, we fix the following notations:
d=m+mn, G=ASLy(R), I = ASL4(Z), and Y = G/T.

We use all notations in Subsection 2.2 with this setting. In particular, we choose a right invariant
metric dg on G so that 7,4, < 1. Denote by dy, the metric on G induced from the max norm
on Mgi1,4+1(R). Since dg and dy, are locally bi-Lipschitz, there are constants 0 < 79 < 1 and
Coy = 1 such that for any =,y € Bg

1
Co
Note that ry and Cy 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 rg.

Recall the notations a¢, 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 1t and to the Lie algebras of U and W, respectively. We now consider
the following quasinorms on u = R"™" = M, ,(R) and wv = R™: For A € M,, ,(R) and b € R™,
define

(3.1) do(x,y) < dg(z,y) < Cody(z,y).

1_ 1
Mlles = pma, 1451775 and ple = mae [l
)N

We call these quasinorms r ® s-quasinorm and r-quasinorm, respectively.
1

We remark that for A, A’ € M, ,(R) and b,b’ € R™, using the convexity of functions s > 57"
1
and s — s7i,

1—(rm+sn)

1A + A/Hr@)s <2 mmton ([ Alrgs + HAI"I"@)S);

(3.2) o
(Iolle + [0])-

b+ e < 275
It also satisfies that
| Ada, Alrgs = €' Alrgs  and | Ady, b]» = €'[b]x,

for any A € M, ,(R) and b e R™.
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By a quasi-metric on a space Z, we mean a map dz : Z x Z — Ry which is a symmetric,
positive definite map such that, for some constant C, for all z,y € Z, dz(z,y) < C(dz(z,z) +
dz(z,y)). The r ® s-quasinorm (resp. r-quasinorm) induces the quasi-metric dygs (resp. d;)
on u (resp. to). Note that the logarithm map is defined on U and W, hence the quasi-metric
drgs (resp. dy) induce the quasi-metric on U (resp. W) via the logarithm map. For simplicity,
we keep the notations dygs and d, for the quasi-metrics on U and W, respectively. We similary
denote by BY™®® (resp. B/'™) the open r-ball around the identity in U (resp. W) with respect
to the quasi-metric dygs (resp. dy). For any y € Y, we also denote by dygs (resp. d,) the induced
quasi-metric on the fiber Bffy -y (resp. B}fg ).

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 Ad, : (A;;) — (e"1%A;;) of
A e My, n(R), hence

log | det(Adg|y) ZZ ri+85) =m+n.
For L = W, the restricted adjoint map is the expansion Ad, : (b;) — (e"b;) of b € R™, hence

log | det(Adqlw)| = > 7 = 1.

i=1
Denote by X = SL4(R)/SL4(Z) and by 7 : Y — X the natural projection sending a translated
lattice = + v to the lattice . Equivalently, it is defined by = ((g U) I‘) = gSLy4(Z) for

0 1
g € SLy(R) and v € R%. We also use the following notation: w(v) = {;i 11)> for v e R,

3.1. Dimensions. Let Z be a space endowed with a quasi-metric dz. For a bounded subset
S < Z, the lower Minkowski dimension dim, S with respect to the quasi-metric dz is defined by
def log N5(95)

di S = liminf —=———=

Sz =0 log 1/6 7

where Ns(S) is the maximal cardinality of a d-separated subset of S for dy.

In the begining of this section, we consider Lie algebras u and v endowed with r ®s-quasinorm
and r-quasinorm, which induce the quasi-metrics dygs and d, on u and v, repectively.

Now, for subsets S < u = R™ and S’ < wv = R™, we denote the lower Minkowski dimensions
of these subsets as follows:

. def ;. . def .
dim,geS = dimg S, dim, S’ = dim, 5.

We will also consider Hausdorff dimensions dimg S and dimg S’, always defined with respect to
the standard metric.

Lemma 3.1. | , Lemma 2.2] For subsets S < u and S’ < v,

(1) dimygeu = >}, ;(ri +5;) =m +n and dim,wo = 3, r; =1,
(2) d1mr®sS (m+n) (r1 + s1)(mn — dimg S),
(3) dim,S" > 1 —ri(m — dimgy 7).
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3.2. Correspondence with dynamics. For y = (g 11)> I' € Y with g € SLg(R) and v € RY,

denote by A, the corresponding unimodular grid gZ® + v in R%. We denote the (r,s)-quasinorm
d d

of v = (x,y) € R™ x R" by |[v|rs = max{|x[", |y]&}. Let

L. def {yeY :Yve Ay, HUHr,s > e},

which is a (non-compact) closed subset of Y. Following | , Section 1.3], we say that the pair

(A,b) € My, n(R) x R™ is rational if there exists some (p,q) € Z™ x Z™ such that Ag—b+p =0,
and irrational otherwise.

Proposition 3.2. For any irrational pair (A,b) € My, ,(R) x R™, (A, b) € Bad(e) if and only if
the a;-orbit of the point yay is eventually in Le, i.e., there exists T = 0 such that ayyay € L for
allt = T.

Proof. Suppose that there exist arbitrarily large t’s satisfying aiyap ¢ Le. Denote e :=
diag(e™t,--- ,e™') € My, m(R) and €% := diag(e®'?,- - e*') € M, ,(R). Then the vectors in
the grid A can be represented as

(5 2) 6) (0)) - (7= )

for (p,q) € Z™ x Z". Therefore a;x 4y ¢ L implies that for some g € Z",
(3.3) {Aqg—b)yr < €7 and e q|ls < €1,

thus [¢]s(Ag — b)r < €. Since (Aq — bYy # 0 for all ¢, we use the condition (Ag — by, < e te'd
for arbitrarily large t to conclude that ||g||s(Ag — b)r < € holds for infinitely many ¢’s. This is a
contradiction to the assumption that (A,b) € Bad(e).

On the other hand, if (A4,b) ¢ Bad(e), then since (A, b) is irrational, there are infinitely many
q € Z" such that |¢|s(Aq — b)y < e. Thus we can choose arbitrarily large ¢ so that (3.3) hold,
which contradicts to the assumption that the a;-orbit of the point y 4 is eventually in L. O

Remark 3.3. We claim that for a fixed b € R™, the subset Bad}(e) of rational (A4, b)’s in Bad®(e)
is a subset of Bad(e). Indeed, if A € Bad®(¢) for some b and (A, b) is rational, then (Agy—bdr = 0
for some qp € Z™ and liminf |¢|s(Ag — b)r = €, thus liminf |¢|s(A(¢ — go))r = €. Therefore, we

atYA,b

lglls—o0 lglls—o0
have .
dimy Bad}(e) < dimy Bad®(e) = mn — cmmm <mn
for some constant ¢, ,, > 0 [ |. For a fixed A € M, »(R), the subset of Bad 4(€) such that

(A, b) is rational is of the form Aq + p for some ¢,p € Z™ thus has Hausdorff dimension zero.
In the rest of the article, we will focus on the elements y4; that are eventually in L..

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 | )
Lemma 2.4].

Here, we consider two cases: L = U and L = W. Denote by ¢ = (c1, ..., Cdim1) either r®s (for
L =U) and r (for L = U), and denote by | - |¢ either |- |[rgs (for L = U) and || - |, (for L = W).
Let Jr, be the maximal entropy contribution for L. Recall that Jy = m + n and Jy = 1.

Before stating the main result of this subsection, we fix the following notations. Fix a “cusp
part” QY < X that is a connected subset such that X ~ Q% has compact closure. Set Qu, =
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771(QY,) and denote by r(Q) > 0 the infimum of injectivity radius on Y \ Q. For any D > Jp,
choose large enough T € N such that for all i = 1,...,dim|,
(3.4) [TP] < TP |

For 79 > 0 and Cy > 1 from (3.1), fix 0 < 7p = rp(Q%) < min(rg, 1/2) small enough so that

(3.5) Bhe ., <B:k and BE (Y \ Qu) © Y(%T(Qoo)).

1 1 £
2mcorbnachD mlH(T0,2T’(QOO))

Lemma 3.4. For any D > Jp, we fix the above notations. Let y € Y N\ Qy and [ = {t e N | a4y €
Qw}. For any non-negative integer T, let

Eyp={ze B} -y |Vte{l,....,T} I, dy(ay, az) < rp}.

1
The set Ey 1 can be covered by CePIoALTH g _balls of radius rb“a"Ce_T, where C is a constant
depending on Q% and D, but independent of T

Proof. For s € {0,...,Tp — 1} and k € Zx, let us denote by I, (Tp) = {s,s+ Tp,...,s + kTp}
and

ok =17 € BTLD cy:Vte I (Tp) N I,dy (ay,aiz) < rp}.
Following the proof of | , Lemma 2.4] with E;k instead of E, 7, we obtain the following
claim:

1
Claim Theset E; ; can be covered by CyeeTp=D)+D Lk (To)l § . balls of radius Cor e~ (s+hTn)
where Cj is a constant depending on Q%, D and s, but independent of k.
Proof of Claim. We prove the claim by induction on k. Since the number of d.-balls of radius
1

Cor B> <e* needed to cover BTLD -y is bounded by a constant Cs depending on Q%, D and s, the
claim holds for k£ = 0.
Suppose that Ep 1 can be covered by Nj_1 = Cge/LTp—D+D)Inlsk-1(Tp)l g balls {Bj :

1
j=1,...,Ni_1} of radius Corga"ce*(S*(k*l)TD). By the inequality (3.4), any dc-ball of radius

1
Cor e e (s+(-=DTb) can be covered by

dim [ e_(5+(k3_1)TD)Ci dim [ . dim [ o D=ig
- | = DG < H CdD ,—Fm
e*(S‘FkTD)Ci H [e ] = € € <m
= i=1 i=1

_ eJLTDeD—JL _ eJL(TD—l)-‘rD

9

1
de-balls of radius Cor‘ﬁa“e*(”kTD). Thus if s + kTp € I, then E;k can be covered by N, =
1
e/LTp-D+D N, d.-balls of radius Corga"ce*(s*kTD).

Suppose that s + kTpp ¢ I. Since Ej , < E 4, the set {EZk NnBj:j=1,...,Ni_1} covers
E;k We now claim that for any x1, x5 € E;k N B;

1
dL,c($1,x2) < 2ﬁCOTBaXC€_(S+kTD)-
1
Indeed, since Bj is a d, c-ball of radius Corga"ce*(S*(k*l)TD) and x1,22 € Bj C BTLD -y, there are
he BfD and hy,hg € Bl . such that x1 = hihy and xo = hohy. It follows from

Coernaxc e—(s+(k—1)Tp)
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s+kTy ¢ I and 21,29 € E; | that a* iy « Y\NQo and dy (a*F ¥ 0y, a5 D z)) < rp for £ = 1,2,
hence by (3.5) we have a*™Pz; € BE (Y N\ Qu) < Y (57(Qw)) and dy (a* Py, a* T 0 gy) <
2rp. Observe that by (3.5),

1 _ L _
as+kTDh1h2 la (S+kTD) c as+kTDB ,Cl . a (S+kTD)
2minc COT,anaxcef(s+(k:71)TD)
L,c L
- B ’ 1 . 1 .
2—milnc Co,r.bnaxc eI'D mln(rﬂvir(Qw))

Thus it follows from (3.1) and above observations that

27,D > dY (CLS+kTD.Z'1, a8+kTDx2) _ dL <a5+kTD h1h2—1a—(8+kTD) 7 Zd)

> Ldoo (a8+kTDh1h2_1a_(S+kTD),id)
Co
1

_ ci(s+kTp) 1 —1y.
R WL |(log hihy ")il,

where (log hq h;l)i is the i-th coordinate of log hy h;l with respect to the standard basis {e; : 1 <
i < diml}. Since L = U or L = W, i.e. commutative subgroups of G, for each i = 1,...,dimI,
we have

|(log h1hy Y)i| = |(log hy — log ho)i| < 2rpCoe™ 8tk TD),
Note that
1
drc(z1,22) = dpc(h1,he) = max |(loghy — logho);|<

i=1,...,dim[

Therefore, we have

1 1 -1
dL,C(':Uly x2) < . :lHla(}i( [(ZTDCO)C'L e (S+kTD) < 2minCC’0TBaxce (S+kTD)
i=1,...,dim

1
It follows from the claim that EZ N Bj is contained in a single dp, -ball of radius Cyr 5> © ¢~ (s+kTD)

for each j = 1,...,Nip_1. Hence EZk can be covered by N = Njp_1 dpc-balls of radius

1
maxc ,—(s+kT
Corpy™ce ( D), O

Now, for any non-negative integer T', we can find s € {0,...,Tp — 1} and k € Z>( such that
TplI n Ik (Tp)| < | I n{l,...., T} and T—-Tp<s+kIp<T
from the pigeon hole principle. By the above observation, E,r < Ejk can be covered by
CyeeIp=1+D)InLx(To)l g _balls of radius Corﬁ e~ HKID)  Since T—Tp < s+kTp < T and

1
D > Jp,, E, 1 can be covered by (max; (/*S)eD””‘{l"“'T}| dc-balls of radius CoeTDTBaXCe*T. Hence
there exists a constant C' > 0 depending on QY, r, and D, but independent of T such that Ey T
1

can be covered by CePl!"{L- T} g _balls of radius 7 paxe e T, O

4. UPPER BOUND FOR HAUSDORFF DIMENSION OF Bad 4(¢)

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~! contrary to Section 2. Hence let us use the following notation: For a given
partition Q of Y and a integer ¢ = 1, we denote by
qg—1
o) — \/ a'0.

1=0

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
o-algebra of X or Y. We denote by A the o-algebra generated by A and {oo}. The diagonal
action a; is extended to the action on X and Y by a;(c0) = oo for t € R. For a finite partition

Q=1{Q1, - ,Qn,Qsx} of Y which has only one non-compact element Q.,, denote by Q the finite

partition {Ql, 0N, Qn def Qoo U {oo}} of Y. Note that Q@) = @(q) for any M € N. Denote

by 2(X) 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 o-algebras constructed in Section 2. If x4 has no escape of mass, such measure
was constructed in [ , Proposition 2.3]. The following proposition generalizes the measure
construction for x 4’s with some escape of mass.

Proposition 4.1. For A€ M, ,(R) fized, let
na = sup{n: xa has n-escape of mass on average} .
Then there exists s € L@(X) with pa(X) = 1 —na such that for any e > 0, there exists an
a-invariant measure € P (Y) satisfying
(1) Suppic L. u (Y \NY),
(2) et = pa, in particular, there exists a-invariant measure p € P(Y') such that
A= (1—=na)p+nado,

where 8o, is the dirac delta measure on Y \Y .
(3) Let AW be as in Proposition 2.8 for u, ro, and L = W, and let AY be as in (2.11). Then
we have L
hz(alAY) =1 —na —ri(m — dimy Bad4(¢)).

Remark 4.2.

(1) Note that if n4 > 0 then x4 has n-escape of mass on average.
(2) One can check that n4 = 0if and only if = 4 is heavy, which is defined in | , Definition
1.1].

Proof. Since x4 has ns-escape of mass on average but no more than 74, we may fix an increasing
sequence of integers {k;},-, such that

1 ki—1 N o
= 3 by > pae 2(X)
v k=0

with pa(X)=1—-na.
Let us denote by T™ = [0, 1]™/~ the torus in R™, where the equivalence relation is modulo
1. Consider the increasing family of sets

RAT .= (b e T™Vt = T,aryap € L} n Badal(e).
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0
By Proposition 3.2 and Remark 3.3, U RAT has Hausdorff dimension equal to dimz Bad 4 (¢).
T=1

For any v > 0, it follows that there exists 7, € N satisfying dimy R4?" > dimy Bad 4(e) — 7.

Let ¢4 : T™ — Y be the map defined by ¢4(b) = ya . Note that ¢4 is a one-to-one Lipschitz
map between T™ and ¢4(T™), so we may consider a quasinorm on ¢4(T™) induced from the
r-quasinorm on R and denote it again by | - .

For each k; = T, let S; be a maximal e Fi_separated subset of R4 with respect to the
r-quasinorm. By Lemma 3.1(3),

log |S;
(4.1) lim inf og || > dim, (RYT) = 1 — ri(m + v — dimy Bad 4(¢)).
1—00 7
Let y; def @_‘ Z dy,, be the normalized counting measure on the set D; := {yap:be S} Y.

bESi
Extracting a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that

ef 1 -
; Zau,—nu“’ee@(Y)

ki k=0
The measure p7 is a-invariant since aypu; — p; goes to zero measure.

Choose any sequence of positive real numbers (v;);>1 converging to zero and let {177} be a
family of a-invariant probability measures on Y obtained from the above construction for each
7v;. Extracting a subsequence again if necessary, we may take a weak*-limit measure i € & Y)
of {u¥}. We prove that 7 is the desired measure. The measure T is clearly a-invariant.

(1) We show that for all v > 0, p¥(Y\L,) = 0. For any b e S; € RY", aryay € Le holds for
T >T,. Thus we have

T
- k _ 1 T’Y
i (Y\Le) - kz af v (Y\L) = = 2 afu(Y\L.) = I DU G, (VL) < o
0 k=0 yeD;,0<k<T,

By taking k; — o0, we have u?(Y\L,) = 0 for arbitrary v > 0, hence
A(YV\L,) = lim (5 (V\L,) = 0
j—a0

(2) For all v > 0, mup? = p4 since myv; = d,, for all i > 1. It follows that m.@ = pa. Hence,
A(Y\Y) = i 277 (Y\Y) = pa(X\X) = na,

so we have a decomposition 7 = (1 — n4)u + nade for some a-invariant p e Z(Y).
(3) We first fix any D > Jy = 1 and Q% < X such that X \ Q% has compact closure. As in
[ , Proof of Theorem 4.2, Claim 2|, we can construct a finite partition Q of Y satisfying:
e Q contains an atom @ of the form 771(Q%),
e VQ e O~ {Qu}, diam Q < rp = rp(QY%), where rp is from (3.5),
e VQe QVj > 1, 1% (0Q) = 0.
Remark that for all i > 1, D; < ¢4 (T™), which is a compact set in Y, therefore we can choose
0
o SO that

(42) QonD;=a.
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We claim that it suffices to show the following statement. For all ¢ > 1,
R g— _ i
(4.3) gHg(Q(q)\A&/) >1—ri(m—dimyg Bad(€)) — Dii(Qq)-

Indeed, by taking ¢ — o0, we have
ha(a)AW) = 1 — 71 (m — dimy Bad a(€)) — DE(Qu)-

Taking D — 1 and Q% < X such that 7i(Qy) — H(Y\Y) = na and D — 1, we conclude (3).

In the rest of the proof, we show the inequality (4.3). It is clear if i(Q4) = 1, so assume that
I(Qx) < 1, hence for all large enough j = 1, 1 (Qy) < 1. Now, we fix such j > 1 and write
temporarily v = ;.

Choose > 0 such that pu7(Qs) < 8 < 1. For large enough i > 1, we have

Qo) = gr X @) = 3 G (@) <

" yeD; 0<k<k; v o<k<k;

In other words, there exist at most Bk; number of a¥z4’s in QY,, thus for any y € D;, we have

{ke{0,... .k —1}:d"y € Qu}| < Bki.
From Lemma 3.4 with L = W and (4.2), if ) is any non-empty atom of Q) fixing any y € D; N Q,
the set
Din@Q = Din[ylow) < Eyk—1
i many r,l:)/rle*ki—balls for dy, where C is a constant depending on QY% and

D, but not on k;. Since D; is e~ ¥i-separated with respect to dy and r})/” < %, we get

(4.4) Card(D; n Q) < CePPki,

Now let AW = (PV)% = \/72,a'PV be as in Proposition 2.8 for u, ro and L = W, and let
AY be as in (2.11).

can be covered CePBk

Claim H, (Q%*)|AY) = H,,(Q*)) for all large enough £ > 1.
Proof of Claim. Using the continuity of entropy, we have
H,,(Q"|AY) = Jim H,,(Q"|(P™)7).
—00
Now we show H,,(Q*)|(PW)®) = H,,(Q*)) for all large enough £ > 1. Let Es be the dynamical
d-boundary of P as in Lemma 2.7 for p and rg. As mentioned in Remark 2.4, we may assume
that there exists y € ¢4(T™) such that y ¢ OP. Since E5 = (J;_oa"04,crasP, there exists § > 0

such that y € Y\Ej;. For any £ > 1, we have a ‘y € Y\a “Es c Y\Es. Hence, it follows from
(2.5) and Proposition 2.8 that

[y](’PW)?) = ae[a_éy](pW)go = ae[a_éy]Aw > aéBgVa_éy - ng@aléy.

Since the support of ; is a set of finite points on a single compact W-orbit ¢4 (T™), v; is supported
on a single atom of (PW)% for all large enough ¢ > 1. This proves the claim. O

Combining (4.4) and Claim, it follows that
(4.5) H,,(Q% )| AW = H,, (Q¥)) > log |S;| — DBk; — log C.
For any ¢ > 1, write the Euclidean division of large enough k; — 1 by ¢ as
ki —1=qk' +swithse{0,---,q—1}.
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By subadditivity of the entropy with respect to the partition, for each p € {0,--- ,q — 1},
Hy, (QW|AY) < Har, (QVIAY) + -+ + Hprarr,,, (QAY) + 2qlog Q.

Summing those inequalities for p = 0,--- , ¢ — 1, and using the concave property of entropy with
respect to the measure, we obtain

k;i—1
qH, (QUI|AY) < 3 Hon,, (QWIAN)Y + 2¢%log |Q| < kiH,,, (QW[AY) + 2¢* log |Q),
k=0

and it follows from (4.5) that

| =

2q1 1
H,, Q%)) A7) — 2qlog Q| -
i ki ki
Now we can take i — 00 because the atoms Q of Q and hence of Q(q), satisfy p7(0Q) = 0. Also,
the constants C' and |Q| are independent to k;. Thus we obtain

1 N
p (@A) > 1= ry(m + v — dimy Bada(e)) — D,

1
S (QUIAL) = (10815l — DBk; ~ 10g C ~ 2q10g | Q) ).

>

By taking 8 — Ti(Qy) and v = ; — 0, the inequality (4.3) follows. O

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 € X and H > 1 we set:
ht(z) © sup {gv| ™ : @ = gSLa(Z), v € Z\ {0} },

Xeg € {ze X ht(z) < H}, Yoy &7 '(Xep).

Note that ht(z) > 1 for any € X by Minkowski’s theorem and X<y and Y<y are compact sets
for all H > 1 by Mahler’s compact criterion.

Lemma 4.3. Let A be a countably generated sub-c-algebra of Borel o-algbera which is a™'-

descending and W -subordinate. Let us fix y € Y<y and suppose that Bgv’r-y c lylac BXV’r-y for
some 0 <d <r. Forany0<e<1, if j1 = log((Zdefl)ﬁéfl) and jo = log((deil);Te_%),

p y T oAl , _
then 7, "Aa™2L) <1 —e 1 72r 7 ed | where Ty " is as in Subsection 2.4.

Proof. For x = 7(y) € X<y, there exists g € SLy(R) such that x = gSL4(Z) and i]g\f{ }||gUH >
veZ\{0

H™'. By Minkowski’s second theorem with a convex body [—1,1]¢, we can choose vectors
d

gui, -, gug in gZ% so that H [gvill < 1. Then for any 1 < < d,
i=1
lgoil <] [lguil~" < B
J#i
Let A c R? be the parallelepiped generated by guvi,--- , gug, then ||b]| < dH%! for any be A. Tt
1 1
follows that [bF ||, < (dH?1)mm and [~ |s < (dH?1)sn for any b= (b*,b7) € A, where b+ € R™
and b~ € R™. Note that the set 77 1(x) = Y is parametrized as follows:
7 z) = {wb)gT e Y :be A}.
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R™

07 x 07

FIGURE 1. Intersection of ©F x ©~ and [y]i 4

Write y = w(bg)gl for some by = (b ,by ) € A. Denote by V,, « W the shape of A-atom so that
Vy -y = [Ylgi 4, and = < R™ the corresponding set to V;, containing 0 given by the canonical
bijection between W and R™. Since a’' expands the r-quasinorm with the ratio e’*, we have
fB%/ll‘; Y C [Ylgha © B:JVJ -y, ie. Bglér c=Zc thjr. Then the atom [y],s, 4 is parametrized as
ollows:

[Y]gina = {w(b)gl : b= (b",by),b" € bl +E},
and ngl"‘ can be considered as the normalized Lebesgue measure on the set bar +Z c R™
Let us consider the following sets:

o+ {b+ eR™: [bT | < e*he%} and ©~ % {zf eR™: b s < eﬂée%} :

If b= (b*,b7) € ©F x O, then |2, < e%' and e=2b~ ||s < €4, where er2b and e”%2h"
denote the vectors such that a’2b = (e™2b™, e 2b7). It follows that w(b)gl' ¢ a=72L, since

a?w(b™,b7) gl = w(e2b*, e 52b7)al2gl ¢ L,

by the definition of L.
Now we claim that the set ©F x {by} is contained in the intersection of (b5 + ) x {by }
and ©F x ©7. See Figure 1. It is enough to show that ©F < bj + = and b, € ©~. Since
1 1 n
by s < (dHY1)sn, the latter assertion follows from the assumption jo > log((dH¢ 1)sne™a).
To show the former assertion, fix any b* € ©F. By the quasi-metric property of | - ||, as in (3.2),

it follows from the assumptions j; > log((Qdefl)%éfl) and jo > log((deil)ﬁe_%) that

1=—rm 1—rm _om L
[t —bd e <27 (6 + b5 ) <27 (e 2ed + (dH ) )
1—rm —rm,
<2 ((AHS) e 4 (dH Yo < 27 T dEd ) e
<elg

m
Thus we have bt € bar + BEI blr c bar + =, which concludes the former assertion.
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By the above claim, we obtain

R’!?L r
: . : . m (Ot mem (B " m) —J2¢'d
L= AL = g A L) > RO e
m]Rm( 0 +\—4) mR'rn(Belez ) er
This proves the lemma. U

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Suppose that A € M, ,,(R) is not singular on average, and let
na = sup {n : x4 has n-escape of mass} < 1.
By Proposition 4.1, there is an a-invariant measure i € Z(Y) such that
Suppzi € Le v (YY), mfi = pa € P(X), and m(Y\Y) = pa(X\X) = 7.
This measure can be represented by the linear combination
= (1—=na)p+nade,

where &, is the dirac delta measure on Y\Y and p € £ (Y) is a-invariant. There is a compact
set K = X such that pa(K) > 0.99u4(X). We can choose 0 < r < 1 such that Y (r) o 7~ }(K)
and p(Y'(r)) > 0.99. Note that the choice of r is independent of € since 4 is only determined by
fixed A.

Let A" be as in Proposition 2.8 for p, 79, and L = W, and let AY be as in (2.11). It follows
from (3) of Proposition 4.1 that

h(alAW) = (1 —n4) — r1(m — dimg Bad a(e)).

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

1 -
hy(al AY) = ———hy(alAT) > 1 - " (m — dimy Bad a(e)).
— 14 1 —na
By Proposition 2.10, we obtain
4.6 Hy (A" |aAY) =1 — —L (m — dimy Bad(e)).
K 1
— N4

By Lemma 2.7, there exists 0 < § < min((1%T£0)2,r) such that the dynamical J-boundary has

measure p(FEs) < 0.01. Note that since rg depends only on G, the constants Cy,Co > 0 in Lemma
2.7 depend only on a and G, hence ¢ is independent of € even if the set Fs might depend on e.
We write Z = Y (r)\Ej5 for simplicity. Note that u(Z) = pu(Y (1)) — u(Es) > 0.98.

To apply Lemma 4.3, choose H > 1 such that

(4.7) Y(T) - YSH-

Note that the constant H depends only on r. Set
. d—1y-1 -1 . d—1y & -2
Ju = [log((2dH™")rmd" )] and ja = [log((dH""")sne™d)],

where &' > 0 will be determined below.
Let A = a F AW for k = [log(27m ¢~ @ )]+ jo. By Proposition 2.8, [y] qw BYW.yforallyey,
and Bl -y < [y] 4w for all y € Z since § < r. It follows from (3.1) that

VyeY, [yjaw < Bg)’fgo -y and Yy € Z, Bgygg@ Yy < [ylaw,
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where B4 is the deo-ball of radius 7 around the identity in W. For simplicity, we may assume
that rg < CLO by choosing ry small enough. This implies that

Ver,[y]chB}/V’r-y and Yy € Z, BE}V/’T LY Cy]aw.
19

Thus, for any y € Y,
4.8 A=a " dy v ca BTk -y BWr c BWr .
( y yla 1 y

1 m

where 7/ = 27 "m e J2¢ d . Similary, it follows that for any y € a *Z,
‘/‘/7 W7

(4.9) By yclylac By,

where ¢' = 6_1(5/00)$7‘/.

Now we will use Corollary 2.13 with L =W, K =Y, and B = B:}/’r. Note that the maximal
entropy contribution of W for o' is j1, and p is supported on a™72L, since Supppu € L. and p
is a-invariant. Thus we have

(4.10) BE/’r Supp p < B Ta 2L, =a 2BV o= a 2BV, LocaRPL 4

/ _d__
el2r 2~ ngg 27 mrm ¢

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

B = BY" that

(4.11) H, (Al A) < jy +J tog 7 A (a72L o Y dply)

2 mrm e
Using (4.9), it follows from Lemma 4.3 with § = §’ and r = 7/ that for any y € a=*Z n Y,

T;1A<a 2L 4 ><1—2 rm e TP e T = — eIt

2 Mmrm e

hence — log nglA(a*ﬁﬁ a ) =e . Since u(a=*Z nY<pg) > 1, it follows from (4.11) that

2" mMrm ¢

1 , 1 .
— Hy(AYaA") =1 - —H,(AV e AY) =1 - —H,(Ala’* A)
J1 n
(412) 1 le . efjl
— log 7% *(a 2L d —.
N Ja*ZAYen BTy 2 ’”g’"f) ) 25

A\

Recall that j; is chosen by

n m

= [log((2dH~ 1)%6(5/00) o 2 2 T)] < [log((2dH?~ 1) Tine 2(6/Co)~ o 2 € de d )|
< log((2dHY 1)Tm e 3(5/Co)” Tm2rm) loge

Here, the constants H and ¢ depend on fixed A € My, ,,(R), not on e. Combining (4.6) and (4.12),

we obtain
€

log(1/e)’
where the constant ¢(A) > 0 depends only on d, r, s, and A € M,, ,(R). It completes the
proof. O

m — dimy Bad 4(e) = ¢(A)
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5. UPPER BOUND FOR HAUSDORFF DIMENSION OF Bad’(e)

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

is,
r=(1/m,...,1/m) and s=(1/n,...,1/n).

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
o-algebra AU 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 | , Theorem 1.1] as
Proposition 5.2 below.

For any compact set & < X and positive integer k£ > 0, and any 0 < n < 1, let

k—1
def o 1
FFe < {A €T & Mpnn(R): 2 D G4, (X\B) < n} :
=0

Given a compact set & of X, ke N;ne (0,1), and ¢t € N, define the set

k—1
1
Z(6,k,t,n) = {A e T™": % Z Oatiz (X \B) = n} ;
i=0

in other words, the set of A € T™ such that up to time k, the proportion of times i for which
the orbit point a*z 4 is in the complement of & is at least . The following theorem is one of the
main results in | ].

Theorem 5.1. | , Theorem 1.5] There exists to > 0 and C > 0 such that the following
holds. For any t > to there exists a compact set & = S(t) of X such that for any k € N

and n € (0,1), the set Z(&,k,t,n) can be covered with Ct3ke(mtn=—mnmntk polls in T™ of radius
—(m+n)tk
e )

The following proposition is a slightly stronger variant of [ , 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 {6’7}0<n<1 of X such that the following
s true. For any 0 <n < 1,

nmn

5.1 dim g (T™™\ lim sup F ; <mn— —.

(5.1) (T lim su ﬂ &) Smn— oS

Proof. For n € (0,1), let ¢, > 4 be the smallest integer such that gli—ft" < g*, and &), be the

set &(t,) of Theorem 5.1. For [ > 4, denote by 7; > 0 the smallest real number such that ¢,, = [.
Then n; > m L for any [ > 5. We note that 6;7, c &), for any 0 <n < n'. For n' € [, m-1) let
us define 6;;, = &;,. For any n € (0,1), we set &, = U—t7,<t<t7, atGZ so that for any —t, <t <t,
and z € &), a'v € &,
Now we prove that this family of compact sets {&,}, <n<1 satisfies (5.1). Suppose A ¢ F:an
k—1

which implies 1 Z baiz (X \&;) = n. For sufficiently large k,
1=0
1 [,ffﬂ—lé . 1 ta([51-1) . 9
Tk atniz = a iy PR
[tﬁ] =0 e ! tn[tﬁ] =0 ! 10
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Hence Tm”\FiG (6” [t |.ty, 55m) for any 0 < n < 1 and sufficiently large k € N.

For any m41 < 7' < i, we have t,; = [ and the set Z(&y,, [—] v+ 51') is contained in

Z(8,

m’[ o 1,1, 1077l) It follows that for any 0 <n < 1

k 9 k.. 9
mn k
"™ ) Fn,762/ < Z(eg,,[tnj,tn,,mnf) - HZ(GLH,[T],Z,EUZ),

hence

T\ lim sup ﬂ F'G = U ﬂ UZ e —, , 9077l)-

k= sy ko=1 k=ko l=4

tn
By Theorem 5.1, the set U Z(6,,, [I;], [, 1%771) can be covered with

Z C’l3 % (m+n— 1077l)m”[% < i0t3 SIOglke(ernfl—Om)mn(an)
=4
tn
< Z Ct%e(ann)mntne(ernfl%m)mnk
=4
< Ct;l]e(m+n)mntne(m+n—g)mnk

balls in T™" of radius e~ ("+"k  Here we used Nt, = T" which follows from 7, > 3772’1 for any
I = 5. Thus, for any sufﬁciently large kg € N,

log (Ct4e(m+")m"tn e(m+n— g)mnk)

o0
. n
dimpy ( ﬂ UZ mo | ,l,m)) < lim sup “Tog(e TR

k=ko 1=4 k—a0
) log(C’tf]e(er")m"t") + (m +n—$)mnk nmn
= lim sup =mn— ——,
k—o0 (m+n)k 2(m +n)
nmmn
hence we get dimg (T""\ lim su F / mn — ————. O
et dimir (T lisup 1] Fre, ) < mn = g,

n'=n

In the rest of this subsection, we will prove the following proposition which gives the bound of
dimy Bad®(¢). 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 {6?7}0<n<1 be the family of compact sets of X as in Proposition 5.2. For
fized b € R™ and € > 0, assume that dimy Bad®(¢) > dimy Bad®(e). Let ng := 2(m + n)(1 —

; b —
%Sd(e)). Then there exist an a-invariant measure i € P (Y) such that

(1) Suppp € L v (Y\Y),
(2) mi(X\S,y) < for any no < n' < 1, in particular, there exist pe€ Z(Y) and 0 < 1) < 1o
such that
A= (L=n)p+ nde,
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where do is the dirac delta measure on Y\Y .
(3) Let AY be as in Proposition 2.8 for u, ro, and L = U, and let AY be as in (2.11). Then
we have

— 1 1
(el AT) > (1= ) (d ~ S0 — dif*).

Remark 5.4. We remark that this proposition is valid for the weighted setting except for the
construction of {Sy},_, _, since it depends on the unweighted result (Theorem 5.1) in [ ]
So, we keep the notations r and s for weights in the following proof.

Proof. For € > 0, denote by R the set Bad®(¢)\Bad}(¢), and let
={AeRnT™ < My (R)|Vt =T, a1xap € Lc}.

[ee}
The sequence {RT}T>1 is increasing, and R = U RT by Proposition 3.2. Since dimgs Badb(e) >
T=1
dimy Bad®(e) > dimy Badj(e), it follows that dimg R = dimy Bad®(¢). Thus for any v > 0,
there exists T, > 1 satisfying

(5.2) dimy R™ > dimpy Bad®(e) — .

Let n = 2(m + n)(1 — —dimHBagb(E)_V). Ifo<~vy<

m 2(717?:71) — (mn — dimy Bad®(¢)), then

0 <n<1. For k e N, write ﬁ’,’f = ﬂ F:’an’ for simplicity. Recall that we have
n'zn
(5.3) dim g (T™"™\ llglj;olp Fk) <mn — % — dimy Bad®(¢) —
by Theorem 5.2. It follows from (5.2) and (5.3) that
dimg (R A hmsuka) > dimy Bad®(e) — ~.

k—o0

Thus there is an increasing sequence of positive integers {k;} — o0 such that
dimg (RT A Fé”) > dimy Bad®(e) — .

For each k; = T, let S; be a maximal e *i_separated subset of RT ﬁf’ with respect to the
quasi-distance dygs. By Lemma 3.1,

1 i ~p
lim inf log || > dim,ge(R™ N Fé‘“) >m +n— (r, + s1)(mn — dimg Bad®(¢) + )
1—00 7
(5.4) =m+n— mm~|;ln (mn — dimpy Bad®(e) + v)
_m= n(dimH Bad’(e) — 7).
mn

Let v; def I 51‘1-\ Z 0y = | Z 0y Ab be the normalized counting measure on the set D; :=
yEDi t AES@
{yap: A€ S;} Y and let 7 be a weak™-limit of y;:

1
Iudof Zal/z—wﬂec@()
ZkO
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By extracting a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that p7 is a weak™-accumulation point
of {u;}. The measure u” is clearly an a-invariant measure since ay; — t; goes to zero measure.

Choose any sequence of positive real numbers (7;);>1 converging to zero and (7;);>1 be the
corresponding sequence such that

dimg Bad®(e) — ;
Let {1} be a family of a-invariant probability measures on Y obtained from the above con-
struction for each 7;. Extracting a subsequence again if necessary, we may take a weak™*-limit
measure i € Z(Y) of {i)7}. We prove that 7 is the desired measure. The measure 7 is clearly
a-invariant.

(1) We show that for any v, u?(Y\Le) = 0. For any A€ S; € R, alyay € L holds for T > T,.
Thus

n; =2(m+n)(1—

1k 1 & T
- k . -
wi(Y\Le) = > zg s (Y\Le) = T ,; O(a )eri(Y\Le) < "

By taking limit for k; — o0, we have pu7(Y\L.) = 0 for arbitrary ~, hence,
E(Y\ﬁe) = lim g (Y\‘Cs) =0
J—0

(2)F0rany7:7j,ifAeSiCﬁ,f] = ﬂF’G , then for all i € Nand n; < 7/ < 1,

l>77]
ki—1
k%_ Z Oaka, (X\&y) < 1. Therefore for all i € N and 7; < <1,
k=0
W*MZ(X\G akxA X\G ) < 77/7
AeS ki k=0

hence 7 (X\&,/) = lim me;(X\S,y) < 1. Since n; converges to 1y as j — 00, we have
1—0

for any 1’ = ng. Hence,

A(Y\Y) < Jm TA(X\Gyy) < no,
—70

so we have a decomposition 7 = (1 — 7)u + 7dy for some p e Z(Y) and 0 < 7 < 1.

For the rest of the proof, let us check the condition (3).
(3) We first fix any D > Jy = m + n. As in the proof of Proposition 4.1, there exists a finite
partition Q of Y satisfying:

e Q contains an atom @ of the form 771(Q%), where X \ Q% has compact closure.

e VQ e O~ {Qu}, diamQ < rp = rp(QY%), where 7p is as in Subsection 3.3,

e VQeQVj =1, u1(0Q) = 0.
Remark that for all i > 1, D; < {yayp : A € [0,1]"",b € [0,1]™}, which is a compact set in Y,
therefore we can choose QY, so that

(5.5) Quw N D; = @.



To prove (3), it suffices to prove that for all ¢ > 1,

m+n

60 @D > 1 -r@ah) (T

D=
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dimy Bad®(e) — Di(Qu) > .
Indeed, taking D — m +n and QY, = X such that i(Q.) — 7, it follows that
1

(ol AG) > (m + n)(1 ~ 7%)(~— dimpg Bad'(e) — %) = (1~ 73)(d — 5 — d7%).

It remains to prove (5.6). It is trivial if 7(Qx) = 1, so assume that 71(Qy) < 1, hence for all
large enough j > 1, 7 (Q«) < 1. Now we fix such j > 1 and write temporarily v = ;.
Choose 8 > 0 such that 47 (Qx) < 8 < 1. Then for large enough i,

Q) = — Y (@) < B,

kl‘SZ‘ yeD; 0<k<k;

In other words, there exist at most Sk;|S;| number of a*y’s in Qy with y € D; and 0 < k < k;.
Let S! = S; be the set of A € S;’s such that

(5.7) {0 <k <ki:abyape Qul| < B2k
Thus we have |5;\S!| < 82|, hence
(58) i = (1 - B2)[Si].

Let v} & ITlﬂ Z dy be the normalized counting measure on D, where D} := {ya,: Ae S/} Y.

yeS,

By definition, 14;(Q) > { v}(Q) for all measurable set Q < Y. Thus, for any arbitrary countable
partition Q fo Y,

H,(Q) =— > logw(Q)w(Q) — >, log(ui(Q))mi(Q)
vi(Q)<t vi(Q)>2

1Si o SE

S’ S’ S’
(5.9) =B S i@ @) — i g I3
(<t 1Sl |84l

S+ Y leswi@w@)

In the last inequality, we use the fact that v/ is a probability measure, thus there can be at most

two elements @ of the partition for which /(Q) > 1.

To compute Hl,l/_(Q(ki)) note that for any y € D., y ¢ Q. From Lemma 3.4 with L = U, (5.5),
and (5.7), if @ is any non-empty atom of Q) fixing any y € D! n @, the set

D;nQ = Din[ylown € By
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1
can be covered by CePVPFki drgs-balls of radius r BHl e % where C is a constant depending on
1

QY, and D, but not on k;. Since D! is e Fi_separated with respect to drgs and 7 3“1 < %, we get

1Si|vi(Q) = Card(D; n Q) < CePVPk:
hence we have
(10 H,/(Q")) > log|S]| — DB?k; — log C.

Now let AV = (PY)¥ = \/Z,a’PY be as in Proposition 2.8 for p, ro and L = U, and let A,
be as in (2.11).

Claim H, (Q"*)|AY) = H, (Q%)) for all large enough ¢ > 1.
Proof of Claim. Using the continuity of entropy, we have
—00

Now we show H,,(Q%*)|(PV)?) = H,,(Q%)) for all large enough £ > 1. Let P and Ejs be as
in Lemma 2.7 for 4 and r9. As mentioned in Remark 2.4, we may assume that there exists
ye{yap: Ae T™ < My, ,(R)} such that y ¢ 0P. Since Es = | i a"04,.rasP, y € Y\Es for
some small enough 6 > 0, which implies that a~‘y € Y\a *FE; c Y\FE;. Hence, it follows from
(2.5) and Proposition 2.8 that

or, —0 op —¢ LRU. —¢ U
[y](PU);O =ala y](PU)go =a'la " "y|v Da"Bja "y o Bdoealéy'

Since the support of v; is a set of finite points on a single compact U-orbit, v; is supported on a
single atom of (PV)¥ for all large enough ¢ > 1. This proves the claim. O

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

H,,(QM)|AY) = H,,(Q") > (1 — B1)(H,,(Q®)) - 2)

(5.11)

o @

> (1 3%)(log| il — DBy —log C — = + log(1 — 8)).

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

! 1 . 21
gHm(Q(Q)IAO%) > —H,, (QW]AT) — %@‘

Now we can take i — o0 because the atoms Q of Q and hence of Q@ satisfy u?(0Q) = 0. Also,
the constants C, 3, and |Q| are independent to k;. Thus it follows from the inequality (5.4) that

S, (@A) = (1~ )

m+n

(dimy Bad®(e) — ) — D5%> .

mn

By taking 8 — Ti(Qs) and v = v; — 0, the inequality (5.6) follows. O
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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 G(R) and choose an orthonormal basis for g. Define the (left) differentiation action
of gon CP(X) by Zf(x) = %f(exp(tZ)x)h:o for f € CX(X) and Z in the orthonormal basis.
This also defines for any [ € N, L2-Sobolev norms S; on C*(Y):

(5.12) e Z [nt o 7' D(f)[ 7,

where D ranges over all the monomials in the chosen basis of degree < [ and ht o 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 ¢ : (TY\Q%) x R* — N measuring the Diophantine property of b:

T2
¢(b,T) := mln{N eN: min |¢blz < —} .
1<g<N N
Then there exists a sufficiently large [ € N such that the following equidistribution theorems hold.
Theorem 5.5. | , Theorem 1.3] Let K be a bounded subset in SLg(R) and V < U be a fized

neighborhood of the identity in U with smooth boundary and compact closure. Then, for any
t>0, fe CPY), and y = gw(b)T with g € K and b € TN\Q?, there exists a constant a; > 0
depending only on d and V' so that

(5.13) f f(aruy)dmo (u f fdmy + O(SI(F)C(b.
The implied constant in (5.13) depends only on d, V', and K.
For ¢ € N, define
Xq 1= {gw(p/Q)F €Y : geSLy(R), p € Z% ged(p, ) = 1} ;
Lq:={y € SLa(Z) : ve1 = €1 (mod q)}.

Lemma 5.6. The subspace X, < Y can be identified with the quotient space SLq(R)/Ty. In
particular, this identification is locally bi-Lipschitz.

e77) ™).

Proof. The action SL4(R) on X, by the left multiplication is transitive and Stabgy, &) (w(e1/q)T") =
I'y. To see the transitivity, it is enough to show the transitivity on each fiber, i.e.,

SL4(Z)er = {p € Z" : ged(p, q) = 1} (mod g).
Write D = ged(p) and p’ = p/D. Since ged(D, q) = 1, there are a,b € Z such that aD + bg = 1.
Take A € My 4(Z) such that det(A) = D and Ae; = p. If we set u = bp’ + (a — 1) Aes, then by
direct calculation, we have p + qu = (A + u x !(ge; + e2))e; and A + u x ¥(gey + e3) € SLy(Z),

which concludes the transitivity. Bi-Lipshitz property of the identification follows trivially since
both X, and SL4(R)/I'; are locally isometric to SL4(R). O

Theorem 5.7. [ , Theorem 2.3] For q € N, let SLg(R)/T'y ~ X, < Y. Let K and V' be as
in Theorem 5.5. Then, for anyt >0, f e CP(Y), andy = gw(%)F with g € K and p € Z%, there
exists a constant a2 > (0 depending only on d and V' so that

(5.14) f f(aruy)dmy (u f fdmx, + O(S(f)[T1 Fq]%e*aﬁ).

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

Since we assume the unweighted setting, L. = {y € Y : Yo € A, |jv]| = €/9}.
Lemma 5.8. For any small enough ¢ > 0 and g € N, my(Y.-1\Le) = € and mx, (Y<—1\Lc) »
q_de.
Proof. Using Siegel integral formula | , Lemma 2.1] with f = 15 | 1(0)5 which is the indicator
function on €'/4-ball centered at 0 in R?, we have my (Y - 1\£ ) < €. On the other hands, by
[ , Theorem 1] with A = B,1/a(0), we have my (L) < 1 +2d It follows from Siegel integral
formula on X that my (Yo, 1) = myx(Xo1) < 2%?. Since d = 2, we have
2d€ d d

(Y*<6 1\£ ) my(Y\ﬁ ) my(Y>671) > 1+ 2d6 —2%" > ¢

for small enough € > 0, which concludes the first assertion.

To prove the second assertion, observe that for any x € X___1/4, there exists g € SLy(R) such
that = = g SLy(Z) and |gey| < €"/¢. Then gw(5)I' e T, (@) N (Y\Le), where g : Xq — X is the
natural projection. Since |r; ! (z)| < ¢% and mx (v € X : e V4 < ht(z) < 1) = ¢, we have

! Y\L.
my,(Yec-1\Le) = my (@ )_1 n (VA )|mx(x eX:e Y <ht(z) <el)» g%

Ty (@)l

O
Proposition 5.9. Let A be a countably generated sub-c-algebra of the Borel o-algebra which is
a~1-descending and U-subordinate. Fizr a compact set K Y. Let 1 < R' < R, k = [%J.

Suppose that y € a** K satisfies BUd°° yc ylac Bg’dw -y, where BY% s the dop-ball of radius
r around the identity in U. Fore > 0, let Q C Y be a set satisfying QU a™3FQ < .C%. There exist

M, M’ > 0 such that the following holds. If R’ = ¢ ™', then

R/ mn
1—74(Q) » (E) edM+L
where the implied constant depends only on K.

Proof. Denote by V,, U the shape of A-atom of y so that V}, -y = [y]a. Set V = Bi]’dw. Since

%g}z/—éléélké %gy,wehave
B%% < a™vae = BYI" < B c v,
e~ mn R/ em4k
It follows that
1 1
1-r (@) - —f Lyau)dmy(w) > — o | ya(ug)dmo ()
Y mU(Vy) \ mU(Bg’dw) atkVq—4k \

(5.15) o—4d <};> " (mU a4kVa ) L4kva4k ]ly\Q(uy)de(U)>
R
) Gw

/ mn
e 4d <E Iy\a(a gt y)de(u)> .
V
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It remains to show that
1
my (V)

We will approximate the characteristic function in the above integrand by a smooth function
1 and use effective equidistribution results from Theorem 5.5 and 5.7. Since n(K) < X is
compact, we can choose gy € SLg(R) such that |go|| < Cx with a constant Cx > 0 depending
only on K, and a=*y = gow(by)T" with by € R For the constants a; in Theorem 5.5 and oo

in Theorem 5.7, let @ = min(ay,as) and M = 1 (2 +1+ 4mC) By | , Lemma 2.4.7(b)]

with r = Ceid < 1, we can take the approximation function 6 € C¥(G) of the identity such that
0 =0, Suppd < BY(id), §,0 = 1, and §;(0) « € ~l(4dimG)

ﬂy<(2 -1\Le <P < Iy, \ce- Moreover, using Young’s inequality, its Sobolev norm is bounded
<(2e g <2e b

(5.16) f ]ly\Q(a‘lkua*‘lky)de(u) » edMHL
\%4

. Let p =0=+1y__,\,., then we have
<e i

as follows:

—1 2
Z |(ht o 7)! V2. <€ Z D) * ]lyge,l\ﬁi 172

(5.17) s
<ty ,I\I;EHLIZMD )72 < e7'Si(6)?,

dim G )

hence §;(¢) « 6_581(9) < ¢ (555
We will prove (5.16) applying Theorem 5.5 and 5.7 to the following two cases, respectively:

Case (i) C(bpem)> —L M  and  Case (i) ((by,em) < =2 M,

CKCO C(KCO
Case (i): Applying Theorem 5.5, we have
7 ). Irala™ i gdmo ) > s | (e ) dm
1
- 7 ), vla oDy ) - j¢dmy+0<sz<w>c<bo,e?ff>—a>
-~ mu(V) %
> my (Ve(o1\Lg) + O™+ )M,

It follows from Lemma 5.8 and Ma =2+ (I + %) that
1
1 4k d Y. 2 —e> dM-i-l'
mU(V) J\V Y\Q(a ua ) mU( ) ( <(2¢) 1\£ ) (6 ) € €

Case (ii): The assumption ((bo, e%k) < &l e M implies that there exists ¢ < =

that |gbollz < ¢%e - , whence

|Y _ 2k o M 2k
5.18 bo — —| < m L — m
(5.19) oo — B < ge % < e Ve

for some p € Z¢. Let ¢/ = a4kgow(%)F. Then for any u € V,

1

k _p
< Codo Y bem 90 0—— < roe Mem.
Codoy, [ (T4 @ “gO(fO N i) <c b —M

k _p
dy(akua4ky,akua4ky')<dG(akugow(bo),akugow(g))=dG<<Id @ugo(bo q)>,z’d>
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by (3.1) and (5.18). Hence, we have
(5.19)  |w(a*ua=*y) — P(aFua*y)| « S()dy (aFua=*y, aFua=*y) « Sl(zb)efMefﬁ.
It follows from the assumption a =3¢ < ﬁg, (5.19), and Theorem 5.7 that
1 1

o) (V) fv ﬂy\afam(akua_ﬁ‘ky)dm(] (u)

1 a**ua=*y\dmy (u) =
| tvaaua gy o) - —

> Vfwaua y)dmy (u)

W fv vl ua™y ) dmy (u) + OGS W) M)

djde + O(Sl (w)q%e_o‘k + Sl(¢)€_M€_7%)

Xq

= qu(Y<(2E *1\££) + O(Ei( dlg:ic) ¥z [+4mGy_pp Kk

T ek 4 (T e m).

Let M’ = min (24(] 4+ dm& 4 340 4 9y dgm(l + 9mC 4 (d + 1)M +2)). If R > ¢ M, then

ek < ddeM! oo —(+95)- ﬂ e~k « dM+2 —(+dipE) M

with Lemma 5.8, it follows that
b
my (V)

L € and € e~ m « e¥M+2 Combining this

f ]ly\Q(a4kua*4ky)de(u) » q % + O(eWMF2) » @MHL L O(dMF2) 5 (AMFL
\%4

O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. For fixed b, let g = 2(m + n)(1 — %ﬁdb(g))

is enough to consider the case when Bad®(e) is sufficiently close to the full dimension mn, so
we may assume dimy Bad®(e) > dimy Bad’(¢) and 79 < 0.01. By Proposition 5.3, there is an
a-invariant measure 7 € Z(Y) such that Suppz < L. u (Y\Y), and m,(X\&,y) < i’ for any
no < n' < 1. We also have a-invariant p € Z(Y) and 0 < 1) < g such that

as in Proposition 5.3. It

= (1 =n)u+ 0o
In particular, for ' = 0.01, we have pu(m~!(Sg.01)) = 0.99. We can choose 0 < r < 1 such that
Y (r) o 771 (Sp.01). Note that the choice of r is independent of € and b since &g is constructed
in Proposition 5.2 independent to € and b.
Let AY be as in Proposition 2.8 for i, 79, and L = U, and let AY be as in (2.11). It follows
from (3) of Proposition 5.3 that

— 1 1 1
hp(alAS) = (1 —72)(d — 370 — di?).

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

(5.20) (el AY) = (14757 (d — Lo — di?) > d - 247 — S,

On the other hand, we shall get an upper bound of h,(alAY) from Proposition 2.10 and
Corollary 2.13. By Lemma 2.7, there exists 0 < ¢ < min((75 )2,7) such that u(FEs) < 0.01.
Note that since ry depends only on G, the constants C7,Cs > 0 in Lemma 2.7 depend only on a
and G, hence ¢ is independent of € even if the set E5 depends on e. We write Z = Y (r)\Ej; for
simplicity. Note that pu(Z) = pu(Y (r)) — p(Es) > 0.98.
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By Proposition 2.8, [y]4v < BY -y for all y € Y, and BY -y < [y] 4v for all y € Z since § < r.
It follows from (3.1) that

(5.21) VyeY, [yla < BEEE -y and  VyeZ, B(%;O y < [ylav,

where BY' 4 s the doo-ball of radius 7 around the identity in U. For simplicity, we may assume
that ry < CLO by choosing g small enough.

Let M and M’ be the constants in Proposition 5.9, 7/ = 1 — 21%, R =M R=¢"7 %R’,
and k = [%nglJ. Let A; = a 71 AY and Ay = a2 AV, where

. mn . mn 1)

n = [_7 logr’] and J2 = [—710g m]
By (5.21), we have that for any y € Y,
(5.22) [y]Al = a_jl [Cljly]_AU c a_legdeOajl Yy Bg,doo .

Similarly, it follows from (5.21) that Bg}dOO cy < [yla, < Bg’dw -y for any y € a/2 7.
Let 2 = Bg’dw Supp . For any v € R? with |jv] > €'/ and u € Bg’dw,
luv] = ol = [[(u = id)o] = (1= r")e'/" = (e/2)"/4,
hence 2 < Bg’dw L. < ﬁg. Since Supp u is an a-invariant set, we also have
a3k = (a_?’kBg’dwagk)a_gk Supp p < (a_?’kBg’dOOa?’k)ﬁE < Le.
Applying Proposition 5.9 with K = Y (r), A = As, and the same R’, R, Q as we just defined, for
any € > 0 and y € a**Y (r) n a2 Z,

(5.23) 1—772(Q) » M

since % is bounded below by a constant independent of e.
By Proposition 2.10, we have

(5.24)  (j1+ j2)(d — hyu(alAY)) = (j1 + j2)(d — Hu(AY|aAY)) = (j1 + j2)d — Hp,(A1|As).

Note that the maximal entropy contribution of U for a/**72 is (j1 + j2)d. Using (5.22), it follows
from Corollary 2.13 with A = Ay, K =Y, and B = Bg’dw that

(5.25) -+ d2)d — Hu(AilA2) = = | Jog i (@)du(y)
Y
Combining (5.23), (5.24), and (5.25), since u(a?*Y (r) n a/2Z) > 1, we have
. . 1
Gt )= hu@AD) = [ (=R @)da() > e
a?*Y (rynai2 Z 2

It follows from (5.20) and j; + j2 = log(1/€) that
1 1
ng » 2dﬁ% + 5 > d — hy(alAG) » eM+2,

)(1 _ dimH Badb(e))

mn

Since g = 2(m +n , we have

mn — dimy Bad'(¢) > ¢oe2(@M+2)

for some constant ¢y > 0 depending only on d. O
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6. CHARACTERIZATION OF SINGULAR ON AVERAGE PROPERTY AND DIMENSION ESITIMATES

In this section, we will show (2) = (1) in Theorem 1.3. Let A € M,,, and consider two

subgroups
G(A) Y A7 + 7" <« R™ and G('A) ¥ 1AZ™ + 7" < R™,

If we view alternatively G(A) as a subgroup of classes modulo Z™, lying in the m-dimensional
torus T™, Kronecker’s theorem asserts that G(A) is dense in T™ if and only if the group G(*A)
has maximal rank m +n over Z (See [ , Chapter ITI, Theorem IV]). Thus, if rankz(G(*A)) <
m + n, then Bad 4(¢€) has full Hausdorff dimension for any € > 0. Hence, throughout this section,
we consider only matrices A for which rankz(G(*A)) = m + n.

6.1. Best approximations. We set up a weighted version of the best approximations following
[ ]. (See also | | and | ] for the unweighted setting.)
Given A € M, ,, we denote

M(y) = inf |'Ay —qls.
qeZ™
Our assumption that rankz(G(*A)) equals m + n guarantees that M(y) > 0 for all non-zero

y € Z™. One can construct a sequence of y; € Z" called a sequence of weighted best approximations
to ' A, which satisfies the following properties:

(1) Setting Y; = |y;|r and M; = M(y;), we have
Y1<Y2<--- and M1>M2>"',
(2) M(y) = M, for all non-zero y € Z™ with [|y|, < Yit1.

The sequence (Y;);>1 has at least geometric growth.

Lemma 6.1. | , Proof of Lemma 4.3] There exists a positive integer V' such that for
all i =1,
Yivv = 2Y.

In particular, there exist ¢ > 0 and v > 1 such that for all i > 1 Y; > ¢y,

Remark 6.2. From the weighted Dirichlet’s Theorem (see | , Theorem 2.2]), one can check
that MpYr 1 <1 forall k> 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 ‘A is singular on average. To do this, following | , Chapter
V], we prove a transference principle between two homogeneous approximations with weights.
See also [ , |

Definition 6.3. Given positive numbers A1, ..., Ay, consider the parallelepiped
P = {z: (21,...,zd)e]Rd: |zi] < Agy i = 1,...,d}.
We call the parallelepiped

d
1
7?*_{z_(zl,...,zd)eRd:\zi\éx A, 2‘_1,...,d}
ti=1

the pseudo-compound of P.
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Theorem 6.4. | | Let P be as in Definition 6.3 and let A be a full-rank lattice in R®. Then
P* A A* £ {0} = cPn A +#{0},
where ¢ = A0 and A* is the dual lattice of A, ie., N* ={xeRY:x-yeZ for all y e A}.

Corollary 6.5. For positive integer m,n letd = m+n and let A€ My, , and 0 < e <1 be given.
For all large enough X = 1, if there exists a nonzero q € Z™ such that

(6.1) (AQ)y < €T and |q|s < T,
then there exists a monzero'y € Z™ such that

1 1 rmsSn
(6.2) CAYYs < i T e U= T and  yle < T,

rm(1—sn)

1
where ¢ is as in Theorem 6.4 and Ty = ctme sntri=sn) T,

Proof. Consider the following two parallelepipeds:
gzl <ETT i=1,000,m
"Zm'i‘j‘gTSj? j:17”’7n ’

Q—{z-(zl,...,zd)eR

. Ti M
P = Z:(Zl,...,zd)eRdZ|ZZ|<Z , ,Z_,L“i’m )
Zmai| < 0% 27, =1,....,n
+3 J

where

rm(1—sn)

)= 657L+T7."71n(31n*3n) and Z = ¢ sntril—sn)T.
Observe that the pseudo-compound of P is given by
J |zi] <0Z7", i=1,...,m
P*=<z=(21,...,2q) € R*: e e
|2mj| <O T9Z%, j=1,....n
and that Q c P* since €T < 6Z " and T% < §'"% 7% foralli=1,...,mand j =1,...,n.
. . . » . I, A
Now, the existence of a nonzero solution q € R} of the inequalities (6.1) implies that < m I ) Vi
n

I

intersects Q, thus P*. By Theorem 6.4, < 7 A
- n

of Corollary 6.5.

) 74 intersects ¢P, which concludes the proof

O

Corollary 6.6. Let m,n be positive integers and A € My, ,. Then A is singular on average if
and only if YA is singular on average.

Proof. Tt follows from Corollary 6.5. U

Now, we will characterize the singular on average property in terms of best approximation.
Let A € My, , be a matrix and (yx)r>1 be a sequence of weighted best approximations to tA and
write

Vi = lyrle, My = inf ["Ayy —dls.
qeZ™

Proposition 6.7. Let A € M,, , be a matriz and let (yi)i=1 be a sequence of best approzimations
to YA. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) YA is singular on average.
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(2) For all e > 0,

lim

k: M;Y; =0.
Jim i < MYia >

Proof. (1) = (2) : Let 0 < € < 1. Observe that for each integer X with Y, < T < Yj1, the
inequalities

(6.3) I'Ap —qlls <eT™' and 0<|p|.<T

have a solution if and only if T' < MLk Thus, for each integer ¢ € [logy Yk, logy Yi11) the inequal-
ities (6.3) have no solutions for T' = 2¢ if and only if

(6.4) log, € — logy My, < £ < logy Yit1.

Now we assume that tA is singular on average. For given 6§ > 0, if the set {k € N : MY, 1 > &}
is finite, then it is done. Suppose the set {k € N : MY, > ¢} is infinite and let

{keN: MY >0 ={j(1) <j@2) <---<jk)<---:keN}.

Set ¢ = §/2 and fix a positive integer V' in Lemma 6.1. For an integer ¢ in [logy Yj()41 —
1,10gs Yj(k)+1), observe that

logy € —logy M) < logy Y41 — 1.

Hence the inequalities (6.3) have no solutions for T = 2¢ by (6.4). By Lemma 6.1, log2 (k) 14V —
1 = logy Yj(r)+1- So, we have logy Y4141 — 1 = logg Yjg)41. Now fix e = 0,---,V — 1. Then
the intervals

[10g2 Y}(i+sV)+1 -1, lOgQ Y}(i+sV)+1)7 s=1,-- 7k7

are disjoint. Thus, for an integer N € [logy Yj(itrv)+1,1082 Yj(it(k+1)v)+1), the number of £ in

{1,---, N} such that (6.3) have no solutions for 7" = 2 is at least k. Since ‘A is singular on
average,

k

logs Yj(it (k+1)v)+1

1
< N ‘{g e{l,---,N}:(6.3) have no solutions for T' = 26}‘

tends to 0 with k, which gives Ml%kv tends to O with k for all i =0,--- ,V — 1. Thus, we

j(z+1+kV)
have 10g7Y tends to 0 with k.

For any k > 1, there is an unique positive integer s; such that

J(sk) <k <j(sk+1),

and observe that s = [{i < k: M;Y;11 > §}|. Thus, by the monotonicity of Yy, we have

Hi < k: MY >0} < lim _%k .

lim
k—o0 10g2 §(sk)

k—0o0 10g2 k

(2) = (1): Given 0 < € < 1, the number of integers ¢ in [log, Yy, log, Y1 1) such that (6.3)
have no solutions for T = 2¢ is at most

[logy M Yk+1 — logy €] < logy MyYjiq —logye + 1.
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Thus, for an integer N in [logy Y%, logy Yit1), we have

1
N\{E e {1,---, N} : (6.3) have no solutions for 7' = 2°}|

k

k
1
< N Z; max (0, logy M;Y;y1 —logy e + 1)
1
Z max (0, logy M;Y; 11 —logge +1).

log2 Yk
Since M;Y;.1 <1 for each i > 1,

1
Tog, Vi - Z max (0, logy M;Y; 11 — logye + 1)
1 .
< oz, Y, (—logoe+ 1) |{i <k:MYis1 > €/2}].

Therefore, ' A is singular on average.
O

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 | , Section 5] for the original version of the Bugeaud-Laurent sequence.

Proposition 6.8. Let A € M,,,, be such that 'A is singular on average and let (yy)r=1 be a
sequence of weighted best approximations to tA. For each S > R > 1, there exists an increasing
function ¢ : Z=1 — Zx1 satisfying the following properties:

(1) for any integer i > 1,

(6.5) Yoivr) = RY ) and My Y1) < R
(2)
(6.6) lim sup i L

< .
k-0 10g8Y,m) logS

Proof. The function ¢ is constructed in the following way. Fix a positive integer V in Lemma
6.1 and let J = {j € Z>1 : M;Y;+1 < R/S3}. Since ' A is singular on average, by Proposition 6.7
with € = R/S?, we have

(6.7) i<k:ieJ%Y =0.

kaoo logY
If the set J is finite, then we have klim Ykl/ = by (6.7), hence the proof of | ,
—00
Theorem 2.2] implies that there exists a function ¢ : Z>1 — Zx1 for which
Yoen) = RYpi  and Yoa 1 = R Vo).
The fact that M;Y;11 < 1 for all i > 1 implies M;yY,i41) < R. Equation (6.6) follows from
lim Yl/k

k—o0
Now, suppose that 7 is infinite. Then there are two possible cases:

= 00, which concludes the proof of Proposition 6.8.

(i) J contains all sufficiently large positive integers.
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(ii) There are infinitely many positive integers in J°.
Case (i). Assume the first case and let ¢(1) = min{j : J D Zx;}. Define the auxiliary increasing
sequence (¥(i));>1 by
Y+ 1) =min{j € Zx : SYw(z) < Y}}
which is well defined since (Y;);>1 is increasing. Note that (i + 1) < ¥(i) + [logy S|V since

Ydf(i)frﬂogz sy = SYy) by Lemma 6.1. Let us now define the sequence (¢(7));>1 by, for each
1 =1,

i) — ¥(i) if MyiyYyr1) < R/S,
PE+1)—1 otherwise.

Then the sequence (p(i));>1 is increasing and ¢ = 1.
Now we claim that for each ¢ > 1,

(6.8) Yoir1) = SYou and My Yous) < R,

which implies Equation (6.6) since Yy > Sk_lep(l) for all £k > 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 ¢(i) and (i + 1).
e Assume that (i) = ¢ (i) and ¢(i + 1) = ¢(i + 1). By the definition of (i + 1), we have
Yorn) = Yoiirn) = Yy = Yo
If (i) # (i + 1) — 1, then by the definition of (i), we have
Mo Yo(irr) = My Yo+ < B/S < R
If (i) = (i + 1) — 1, then (i + 1) = (i) + 1, hence
Mooy Yo(ir1) = Mo@Yp@+1 S 1< R.
This proves Equation (6.8).
e Assume that ¢(i) = ¢(i) and p(i + 1) = 1(i + 2) — 1. By the definition of ¥ (i + 1), we have
Yoirn = Yor2)-1 2 Yoa+1) = Yy = Y0

It follows from the minimality of ¢ (i + 2) that SYy41) > Yyuro)—1- If (i +1) > (i) + 1, then
My Yy(i+1) < R/S by the definition of (). Hence, we have

Moy Yo(ir1) = My Yyra—1 < SMy@ Yyrn) < R.

If (i + 1) = ¥(i) + 1, then My Yy )41 < R/S? since ¢ (i) € J. Hence,

Mooy Yo(isn) = My Vo1 < SMy Yo < R/S”
This proves Equation (6.8).

e Assume that ¢(i) =¥ (i+1) — 1 and ¢(i + 1) =¢(i + 1). Since ¥ (i + 1) — 1 € J, we have
Moo Yo(i1) = My(isn 1 Yoasn) < B/S” <R
If (i + 1) — 1 = 9(i), then by the definition of ¥ (i + 1), we have
Your)  Yya+n Yy@tn)

= = > S.
Yoy — Yuarn-1 Yy
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If (i + 1) — 1 > (i), then we have My;)Yyiq1) > R/S by the definition of (i), and we have
Yi(ir1)—1 < SYya) < SYy()+1 from the minimality of ¢(i+1). We also have My;) Y41 < R/S3
since (i) € J. Therefore
Yo _ Yetry _ MyoYoery o R/S . B/S
Yoy — Yorn-1 MyoYoern—1 — SMy@Yoaen — R/S?
This proves Equation (6.8).

= 8.

e Assume that (i) = ¥(i+1)—1 and @(i+1) = ¥ (i+2)—1. By the previous case computations,
we have
Yoty _ Yyura - Yyiv1)
Yo Yoarn—1 ~ Yyurn-1
We have SYy;11) > Yy(i42)—1 from the minimality of ¢ (i + 2). Thus since ¢(i + 1) —1 € J, we
have

= 8.

oy u v Y v Yy(i+2)-1 <R
e T(i41l) = FP(it )12 (i4+2) -1 = M(i+1) -1y (i+1) Yoarny /

This proves Equation (6.8). O
Case (ii). Now we assume the second case and let jo = min . Partition Zj, into disjoint
subset
Zzjo =CruDyuCyuDyus---
where C; € J and D; < J¢ are sets of consecutive integers with
max C; < min D; < max D; < min Cj 1

for all 2 > 1. We consider the following two subcases.
(ii) - 1. If thereis ip > 1 such that |C;| < 3[log, S|V for all i > i, then we have, for kg = min C;,,

bk kot Bflogy SV D [fisk:ie T
log Yk log Y%

since there exists an element of J¢ in any finite sequence of 3[log, S|V + 1 consecutive integers
at least kg. Therefore khm Y, Wk _ o0 by (6.7) and this concludes the proof of Proposition 6.8
following the proof when 7 is finite at the beginning.
(ii) - 2. The remaining case is that the set

{i - 1C;| = 3[logy S|V} = {i(1) <i(2) <--- <i(k) <---: ke N}

is infinte.
For each k > 1, let us define an increasing finite sequence (¢ (2))1<i<m,+1 of positive integers
by setting 1% (1) = min Cy(,) and by induction

as long as this set is nonempty. Since Cj is a finite sequence of consecutive positive integers
with length at least 3[logy S|V and Y [iog, 57y = SY; for every i > 1 by Lemma 6.1, there exists
an integer my, > 2 such that (i) is defined for i = 1,...,my + 1. Note that ¢y (7) belongs to J
since Gy = J -

As in Case (i), let us define an increasing finite sequence (¢ (7))1<i<m, of positive integers by

Yr(t+1)—1 otherwise.
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Following the proof of Case (i), we have for each i = 1,...,my — 1,
(6.9) Youirn) = S¥p) and - Mo, Yo, (i+1) < B-

Note that ¢r(my) < @rs1(1). Let us define an increasing finite sequence (¢} (7))1<i<ng+1
of positve integers to interpolate between ¢i(my) and @gi1(1). Let jo = pre1(1). If the set
{J € Zzypy(my) * Yjo = RYj} is empty, then we set ng, = 0 and ¢} (1) = jo = ¢r41(1). Otherwise,

follwing [ , Theorem 2.2], by decreasing induction, let ny € Z>1 be the maximal positive
integer such that there exists ji, ..., jn, € Z>1 such that for £ = 1,...,ng, the set {j € Z,, (m,) :
Yj, , = RYj;}is nonempty and for £ = 1,...,ni+1, the integer j, is its largest element. Set ¢} (i) =
Jnp+1—i fori =1,... ni+1. Then the sequence (¢} (7))1<i<n,+1 is contained in [ (mg), @r+1(1)
and satisfies that for i = 1,..., ng,
(610) Ygoﬁc(iJrl) = RYap;c(z) and M¢2(2)Y@2(2+1) <R
from the proof of | , Theorem 2.2].
Now, putting alternatively together the sequences (¢ (%))i<i<m,—1 and (¢} (i))1<i<r, as k

ranges over Zs1, we define Ny = ?;11 (mg — 14 ny) and

() (pk(i—Nk) if 1+ Ny <i<myp—1+4+ Ny,

Z =

4 Pli+1—my—Ng)  ifmg+ Ne <i<rp—1+mg+ Ny

Here, we use the standard convention that an empty sum is zero. With Equation (6.9) for
i=1,...,my — 2 and Equation (6.10) for i = 1,...,ny, since ¢} (ny + 1) = x+1(1), it is enough
to show the following lemma to prove that the map ¢ satisfies Equation (6.5).

Lemma 6.9. For every k € Z=1, we have
(6.11) Yo ) = RY g my—1)  and - My, m -1y Yo (1) < R
Proof. Since ¢} (1) = ¢i(my) and Equation (6.9) with i = mj — 1, we have
Yo = Youmo = SYormi-1) 2 BY g (my 1),
which prove the left hand side of Equation (6.11). If ¢} (1) = @i (my), then Equation (6.9) with

i = my, — 1 gives the right hand side of Equation (6.11).

Now assume that ¢} (1) > @i (my). By the maximality of nj, we have Yy 1) S RYyy (my)- First,
we will prove that g (my) = ¥ (my). For a contradiction, assume that pi(my) = Yp(mrp+1)—1 >

or(my). Following the third subcase of the proof of Equation (6.8), we have

Yoty _ Mypmp)Yormern o
ka(karl)*l Miﬂk(mk)ywk(mwrl)*l

Hence by the construction of ¢} (1), we have ¢, (1) = ¢x(my), which is a contradiction to our
assumption ¢ (1) > ¢i(my).
To show the right hand side of Equation (6.11), we consider two possible values of ¢ (mg —1).
Assume that pgp(mp — 1) = Yp(mg — 1). If Yp(mg — 1) > p(myg) — 1, then by the defi-
nition of wg(my — 1), we have My, i, —1) Yy (me) < R/S. If p(my — 1) = ¢p(my) — 1, then
My, (mi—1) Yoy (my) < R/S? < R/S since ¢y (my) — 1€ J. Since g (my) = thr(my), we have

Yer)
Moy m—1) Yo, 1) = Mygm—1) Yortm) | 37 <k

er(my)

which proves the right hand side of Equation (6.11).
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Assume that ¢ (mg — 1) = ¥ (mg) — 1. Since @i (my) = ¥ (my) and Y (my) —1 € J, we have

Yo )
M@k(mk 1)Y 1) = ka(mk) 1Y¢k(mk) Y < R,

er(my)

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 ¢. Since there exists an element of J€ in
any finite sequence of 3[logy S|V + 1 consecutive integers in the complement of ( ;. Cj), there
exists ¢y = 0 such that for every k£ > 1, we have

7 < @(k) 7 ¢ Uper Cim}l _ co + (3flogy STV + 1) i < (k) 2 j € T}
10% Yok log Yio(r) ’
which converges to 0 as k — 40 by (6.7). Let us define
n(k) = {i <k : Yo = S}

For each integer ¢ > 1, since Yj jg, 5)v = SY; for every ¢ > 1 by Lemma 6.1, and by the
maximality of my in the construction of (¢¢(i))1<i<m,, we have [{j € Cjp) : j = @e(me)}| <
2[logy STV If (i) belongs to Cypy but (i + 1) does not, then (i) = pe(my). If (i) and @(i+1)
belong to C;(¢), then ¢ and ¢y coincide on i and i + 1. Thus, by Equation (6.9), we have

k—n(k) =[{i <k: Yy < SY, (2+1)}|
< (2[logy S ‘{J k):jé U Cik) }
k=1
Therefore, we have
lim sup ——— = limsup n(k) + k= n(k) = lim sup M
koo 108Yomw)  kso 108 Yo log Yo (1)
< lim su n(k) _ !
k_,oop log SP(R)=1Y, ) ~log S’
This proves Equation (6.6) and concludes the proof of Proposition 6.8.
U
6.4. Dimension estimates. Following the notation in [ |, given a sequence {y;} in
Z"™\{0} and « € (0,1/2), let
Bad{, , = def {0eR™ 10 yilz =« for all i > 1}.
Proposition 6.10. [ | Let A € M,y,, be a matriz and let (yr)g>1 be a sequence of

weighted best approzimations to 'A and let R > 1 and o € (0,1/2) be given. Suppose that there
exists an increasing function p : Zs1 — Z=1 such that for any integer i = 1

Mo Yourn) < B

1/6
Then Bad‘{xyv(i)} is a subset of Bad (€) where € = & (%) and § = min{r;,s; : 1 <i<m,1 <
Jj<n}.

Proof. In the proof of | , Theorem 1.11], the condition Y, ;41 = R_1Y¢(i+1) is used.
However, the assumption M;)Y,;41) < R also implies the same conclusion. O
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Proposition 6.11. | | For any « € (0,1/2), there exists R(«) > 1 with the following
property. Let (yr)k=1 be a sequence in Z"™\{0} such that |[yg+1le/|yk]r = R(c) for all k = 1.
Then

dimyr (Badg,, ) = m — Climsup .
imp (Badfy,) ) = m = Clim sup 2o

for some positive constant C' = C(«).
Proof. The proof of | , Theorem 6.1] concludes this proposition. O
The two propositions are used in | , Theorem 5.1] in the unweighted setting.

Proof of Theorem 1.5 (2) = (1). Suppose A is singular on average. By Corollary 6.6, ‘A is also
singular on average. Let (yx)r>1 be a sequence of weighted best approximations to A. Then, by
Proposition 6.8, Proposition 6.10, and Proposition 6.11, for each S > R(«) > 1, we have

dimyr (Bada(€)) > dimy (Badg, )

k
=m—Climsup ———
kw108 Yok

> m — ¢
log S

1/8 1/8
where € = ﬁ < o? ) . Taking S — o0, we have dimpy (Bada(€)) = m for e = ﬁ (%) .
(]
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