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On geometry of simultaneous approximation to three real numbers

by Antoine Marnat and Nikolay Moshchevitin

Abstract: Considering simultaneous approximation to three numbers, we study the geometry of the sequence of best
approximations. We provide a sharper lower bound for the ratio between ordinary and uniform exponent of Diophantine
approximation, optimal in terms of this geometry.
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1 Simultaneous approximation and Diophantine exponents

In this paper we deal with simultaneous approximation to real numbers α1, . . . , αn, that is integer solutions (q, a1, . . . , an) ∈
Zn+1 of the system inequalities 





max
16j6n

|qαj − aj | 6 Q−γ ,

1 6 q 6 Q.
(1)

The ordinary Diophantine exponent ω = ω(ααα) for real vector ααα ∈ Rn is defined as supremum over all γ such that the
system (1) has integer solutions for arbitrary large values of Q. The uniform Diophantine exponent ω̂ = ω̂(ααα) is defined
as supremum over all γ such that the system (1) has integer solutions for all Q large enough. It is well known that for
ααα 6∈ Qn the value of ω̂ = ω̂(ααα) always satisfies the inequalities

1

n
6 ω̂ 6 1.

We need to distinguish cases ω̂ < 1 and ω̂ = 1. Generalizing the results by Jarńık [18], in [5] it was proven that under
the condition that the numbers 1, α1, . . . , αn are linearly independent over Q one has

ω

ω̂
> Gn(ω̂), (2)

where Gn(ω̂) is the unique positive root of the equation

gn−1 =
ω̂

1− ω̂
(gn−2 + · · ·+ g + 1)

in the case ω̂ < 1 and Gn(ω̂) = ∞ in the case ω̂ = 1.
An alternative proof of this result is given in [12]. This bound is known to be optimal.

In this paper we deal with approximations to three numbers. In this cas, n = 3 and

G(ω̂) = G3(ω̂) =
1

2




ω̂

1− ω̂
+

√
(

ω̂

1− ω̂

)2

+
4ω̂

1− ω̂



 .

was obtained in [10]. Note that in an earlier paper [13] a lot of geometric observation concerning the behavior of the
corresponding solutions of the system (1) was done. In the present paper we want to carry out a deeper analysis of the
geometry of the best approximations vectors in the case n = 3 and introduce stronger new lower bounds for the ratio ω

ω̂
under further condition.

2 Patterns of best approximation vectors

In the present paper it is convenient to deal with the best approximations with respect to the Euclidean norm. Let |xxx|
be the Euclidean norm of the vector xxx in Rn.
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Suppose that ααα ∈ Rn \Qn. We deal with the infinite sequence of best approximation vectors

zzzν = (qν ,aaaν) = (qν , a1,ν , . . . , an,ν) ∈ Zn+1, aaaν = (a1,ν , . . . , an,ν) ∈ Zn, ν > 1

such that
q1 < q2 < · · · < qν < qν+1 < · · ·

form the increasing sequence of common denominators and the remainders of approximation

ξν = |qνα− aaaν |
satisfy

ξ1 > ξ2 > · · · > ξν > ξν+1 > · · · ,
and

ξν = min
q∈Z+, q6qν ; aaa∈Zn

|qααα− aaa|.

For approximations to one number, from continued fractions’ theory we know that
∣
∣
∣
∣

qν a1,ν
qν+1 a1,ν+1

∣
∣
∣
∣
= (−1)ν , ∀ ν > 1

and in particular each couple of consecutive best approximations zzzν , zzzν+1 consists of two linearly independent vectors.
Recall that the exponents ω(ααα) and ω̂(ααα) can be expressed in terms of best approximations by the formulas

ω(ααα) = − lim inf
ν→∞

log ξν
log qν

, ω̂(ααα) = − lim sup
ν→∞

log ξν
log qν+1

,
ω(ααα)

ω̂(ααα)
> lim sup

ν→∞

log qν+1

log qν
(3)

(for the last inequality here see our paper [5], this inequality will be of importance to complete the proof of Theorem 1
at the very end of Section 5).

In the case n = 2 when 1, α1, α2 are linearly independent over Q, Jarńık proved that there exist infinitely many ν
such that three consecutive vectors zzzν−1, zzzν , zzzν+1 are linearly independent.

In the present paper we deal with the case n = 3. The behavior of the best approximation vectors in this case is a
little bit more complicated. From Jarńık it follows again that there exist infinitely many ν such that three consecutive
vectors zzzν−1, zzzν , zzzν+1 are linearly independent. However it may happen that there is no quadruples zzzν−1, zzzν , zzzν+1, zzzν+2

consisting of four consecutive independent vectors. It is the phenomenon of degeneracy of dimension, see [3, 6, 7, 8, 15].
Nevertheless, for any ν0 the sequence zzzν0+j , j ∈ Z+ generates the whole space R4.

Let us consider ν such that three consecutive vectors zzzν−1, zzzν , zzzν+1 are linearly independent and define

j = min{ν′ > ν : vectors zzzν′−1, zzzν′ , zzzν′+1 are linearly independent}.
Now we deal with the collection

zzzν−1, zzzν , zzzν+1, zzzj−1, zzzj , zzzj+1, ν < j (4)

of two successive triples zzzν−1, zzzν , zzzν+1 and zzzj−1, zzzj, zzzj+1 of independent vectors. We distinguish two cases.
It may happen that triples zzzν−1, zzzν , zzzν+1 and zzzj−1, zzzj , zzzj+1 generate the same three-dimensional subspace of R4,

that is
〈zzzν−1, zzzν , zzzν+1〉R = 〈zzzj−1, zzzj , zzzj+1〉R.

In this case we say the collection of vectors (4) has pattern A.
In the case when triples zzzν−1, zzzν , zzzν+1 and zzzj−1, zzzj , zzzj+1 generate different three-dimensional subspaces in R4, that

is
〈zzzν−1, zzzν , zzzν+1〉R 6= 〈zzzj−1, zzzj , zzzj+1〉R,

and so
〈zzzν−1, zzzj−1, zzzj , zzzj+1〉R = 〈zzzν−1, zzzν , zzzν+1, zzzj+1〉R = R4,

we say the collection of vectors (4) has pattern B.
We should note that for each collection (4) there exists the next collection of the form (4)

zzzj−1, zzzj , zzzj+1, zzzl−1, zzzl, zzzl+1, j < l (5)

where the last triple in (4) coincide with the first triple in (5). So, by encoding the collections (4) by letters A and B
accordingly, for each vector ααα ∈ R3 with 1, α1, α2, α3 linearly independent over Q we define an infinite word

W(ααα) = C1C2C3 . . . , Cj ∈ {A,B}. (6)

From the discussion above we see that when 1, α1, α2, α3 are linearly independent over Q, the word W(ααα) is infinite and
contains infinitely many letters B.

In the present paper, we show how we can determine a sharper lower bound for the ratio of the exponents ω(ααα)
ω̂(ααα) in

terms of the word W(ααα).
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3 Parameters

We deal with parameters
1

3
< λ < 1 and 0 < θ = θ(λ) =

1− λ

λ
< 2. (7)

For k > 0 we define

Sk =

k−1∑

j=0

θj .

So

Sk =

{

k, if θ = 1
θk−1
θ−1 , if θ 6= 1

and Sk ∼







1
1−θ , if θ < 1

k, if θ = 1
θk

θ−1 , if θ > 1

when k → ∞. (8)

We consider a real variable g. For k > 1 we define the quantities

Mk = θSk + θk+1 = θSk+1, Nk = 2θk +
Sk

λ
+ θSk−1, Pk =

Sk−1

λ
+ θk−1

and the polynomials
Rk(g) = Rk(g, λ) = Mkg

2 −Nkg + Pk.

We are interested in the roots of polynomials Rk(g). For example,

R1(g, λ) = (θ + θ2)g2 −
(

2θ +
1

λ

)

g + 1, (9)

and the equation R1(g, λ) = 0 may be written in the form

R∗
1(g, λ) = (1− λ)g2 − (3− 2λ)λg + λ2 = 0. (10)

It is clear that the equation (9) has a unique root g1 > 1 for which we have

g1 > G(λ). (11)

Indeed, the quantity G(λ) > 1 satisfies the equation (1 − λ)g2 − λg − λ = 0. As

(1− λ)

(
1 + λ

2(1− λ)

)2

− λ

(
1 + λ

2(1− λ)

)

− λ =
1− 3λ

4
< 0,

we see that G(λ) > 1+λ
2(1−λ) > 1. Now

R∗
1(G(λ), λ) = λG(λ) + λ− (3− 2λ)λG(λ) + λ2 = λ (1 + λ− 2(1− λ)G(λ)) < 0

and the existence of the root g1 satisfying (11) follows.
Here we should note that θ = θ(λ) depends on λ and that the equation

R1(θ(λ), λ) = 0

has a root

λ∗ =
1

2

(

2 +
√
5−

√

7 + 2
√
5

)

= 0.42451+

which appeared in the problem of uniform simultaneous approximation to a real number, its square and its cube in a
famous paper [13] by D. Roy.

Lemma 1. For any k > 1 and for any λ ∈
(
1
3 , 1

)
the equation

Rk(g, λ) = 0 (12)

in the interval
(
1, 2θ

)
has a unique root gk = gk(λ). This root has lower bound

gk(λ) > G(λ). (13)

Moreover, for a fixed λ one has

gk(λ) < gk+1(λ) and g(λ) = lim
k→∞

gk(λ) =

{
1

1−λ , if λ ∈
[
1
2 , 1

)
,

2
θ , if λ ∈

(
1
3 ,

1
2

]
.

(14)
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Proof. We use the explicit form (9) of R1(g, λ) to see that

R1

(
1

θ

)

= −1, and R1

(
2

θ

)

=
3λ− 1

1− λ
> 0

because of λ ∈
(
1
3 , 1

)
. But for every k > 1 we have

Rk+1(g)−Rk(g) = θk(θg − 1)(θg − 2), (15)

and so

Rk

(
1

θ

)

= R1

(
1

θ

)

< 0, and Rk

(
2

θ

)

= R1

(
2

θ

)

> 0.

Moreover
Rk(1) = θk(θ − 2) < 0

because of λ > 1
3 . So for every k > 1, there exists a unique root gk satisfying

max

{

1,
1

θ

}

< gk <
2

θ
, (16)

as it was claimed in Lemma 1. Substituting gk into (15) and taking into account (16) we see that

Rk+1(gk) < 0,

and this shows that gk+1 > gk. Now (13) follows from (11) and monotonicity. The limit condition from (14) follows
from (8), because the limit value g satisfies equation

(1− λ)g2 − (2− λ)g + 1 = ((1 − λ)g − 1)(g − 1) = 0 for λ ∈
[
1

2
, 1

)

,

or

θ2g2 − 3θg + 2 = (θg − 1)(θg − 2) = 0 for λ ∈
(
1

3
,
1

2

]

.

Lemma 1 is proven.

Remark 1. From the inequalities G(λ) > λ
1−λ and (13),(14) we see that for any k > 1

1

θ
=

λ

1− λ
< gk(λ) <

1

1− λ
. (17)

4 Results

We consider the quantity

k = k(ααα) = sup






j : subword A . . . A

︸ ︷︷ ︸

j times

B occurs infinitely many times in (6)







which may be finite or infinite.
First of all, let us discuss the case k(ααα) = 0. In this case the word W(ααα) has only finitely many letters A and we do

not improve on the bound ω(α)
ω̂(α) > G(ω̂) which is known to be optimal in this case (see [14] and the explanation from

[17]). The extremal cases ω̂(ααα) = 1
3 and ω̂(ααα) = 1, where we have respectively ω(ααα) > 1

3 or ω(ααα) = ∞ are eluded from
our further considerations.

Theorem 1. Suppose that numbers 1, α1, α2, α3 are linearly independent over Q and suppose that k(ααα) = k > 1 is finite.
Suppose that 1

3 < ω̂(α) < 1. Then
ω(ααα)

ω̂(ααα)
> gk(ω̂(α)),

where gk(·) > 1 is the root of (12) defined in Lemma 1. In the case k(ααα) = ∞ we have the inequality

ω(ααα)

ω̂(ααα)
> g(ω̂(α)).
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In the next statement we show the optimality of the bound from Theorem 1.

Theorem 2. For any λ ∈
(
1
3 , 1

)
there exists ααα ∈ R3 such that the sequence of patterns (6) for ααα is an ultimately periodic

sequence with the period
AA . . . A
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k times

B

and

ω̂(ααα) = λ,
ω(ααα)

ω̂(ααα)
= gk(λ). (18)

Remark 2. The vector ααα constructed in Theorem 2 has 1, α1, α2, α3 linearly independent over Q, because pattern B
occurs in the word (6) infinitely often.

Remark 3. It is possible to show that any sequence from two letters A,B with infinitely many B’s can occur as the
word W(ααα) for a certain ααα with linearly independent components. Moreover, for any λ ∈

(
1
3 , 1

)
and for any word W

with infinitely many B’s, it is possible to construct ααα with linearly independent components such that W(ααα) = W and
for k = k(ααα) (determined by the word W) the equalities (18) are valid.

We give a proof of Theorem 1 in Section 5 below. As for Theorem 2, it is proved by a certain inductive construction
of the limit vector ααα. The idea of such a construction is quite easy, one should construct a sequence of integer vectors
which form two- and thee-dimensional subspaces with desired properties and which turn out to form the sequence of all
the best approximation vectors to ααα. As usual such constructions are rather cumbersome (see, for example [1, 9]). Here
we give a detailed proof of the case k = 1 in Sections 6 - 8. The proof for the case k > 1 uses similar argument. The
difference is that in the inductive process described below we need to repeat k times Stage 1. All necessary comments
for the case k > 1 are given in Section 10.

Remark 4. Note that it should be possible and interesting to use the theory of parametric geometry of numbers to prove
Theorem 1. However, it seems to the authors that it cannot be used directly to prove Theorem 2. Indeed, given a
system, it does not seem possible to associate it to a parameter k. It may be at bounded distance to successive minima
functions of points with different parameter k.

5 Proof of Theorem 1

Let us consider λ satisfying 1
3 < λ < ω̂(ααα). Then for all ν large enough one has

ξν 6 q−λ
ν+1. (19)

Let

zzzνk−1, zzzνk , zzzνk+1; zzzνk−1−1, zzzνk−1
, zzzνk−1+1; . . . ; zzzν1−1, zzzν1 , zzzν1+1; zzzν0−1, zzzν0 , zzzν0+1; zzzl−1, zzzl, zzzl+1 (20)

be the triples of successive best approximation vectors corresponding to the subword A . . . A
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k times

B, so

νk < νk−1 < · · · < ν1 < ν0 < l

and each successive triples
zzzνi−1, zzzνi , zzzνi+1; zzzνi−1−1, zzzνi−1

, zzzνi−1+1, 1 6 i 6 k

determine pattern A, while the successive triples

zzzν0−1, zzzν0 , zzzν0+1; zzzl−1, zzzl, zzzl+1

determine pattern B.
Consider the two-dimensional lattice

Λ = 〈zzzν0 , zzzν0+1〉Z = 〈zzzl−1, zzzl〉Z

and the three-dimensional lattices

Γi = 〈zzzνi−1, zzzνi , zzzνi+1〉Z, i = 0, . . . , k and Γ = 〈zzzl−1, zzzl zzzl+1〉Z.
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Consider the two-dimensional subspace L = spanΛ. As for three-dimensional subspaces, from the definitions of patterns
A and B we see that

G∗ = spanΓ0 = spanΓ1 = · · · = spanΓk

is the same three-dimensional subspace,

G = spanΓ, span (Γi ∪ Γ) = R4, 0 6 i 6 k,

and
(spanΓi) ∩ (spanΓ) = G∗ ∩G = L, 0 6 i 6 k.

Moreover, vectors
zzzν0−1, zzzl−1, , zzzl, zzzl+1 (21)

are independent. As vectors (21) are independent vectors in R4, their coordinates form a non-zero integer determinant
and

1 ≪ ξν0−1ξl−1ξlql+1,

or taking into account (19) and the definition of θ from (7),

qν0 ≪ q−1
l qθl+1. (22)

By standard argument we have the bounds
detΛ ≍ ξl−1ql (23)

and
det Γi ≪ ξνi−1ξνiqνi+1, 0 6 i 6 k, det Γ ≪ ξl−1ξlql+1. (24)

A very detailed proof of (23) and (24) is given for example in Lemma 2 from [5]. We should recall that the signs ≍ and
≪ in (23) and (24) contain absolute constants. From (19) we deduce the inequality

qj+1 ≫ q
1
θ

j , j = l, ν0, ν1, ..., νk (25)

which is trivial for λ < 1
2 . Now we consider the rational subspaces G,G∗ and L defined above. For their heights

H(G∗) 6 det Γk, H(G) 6 det Γ, H(L) ≍ detΛ (26)

by Schmidt’s inequality (see [16], Lemma 8A) we have the bound

1 ≪ H(G∗) · H(G)

H(L)
(27)

Now (26),(27) together with (23),(24) gives us

1 ≪ ξνk−1ξνkqνk+1 ·
ξlql+1

ql
,

or by (19),
1 ≪ q−λ

νk
q1−λ
νk+1 · q−1

l q1−λ
l+1 , (28)

Lemma 2. Suppose that g satisfies
1

θ
=

λ

1− λ
< g <

1

1− λ
(29)

and define

σ = σ(g, λ) =
1

1−λ − g

g − 1
θ

> 0 (30)

For k > 1 we consider subword A . . . A
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k times

B and use the notation defined before.

Suppose that
ql+1 6 qgl . (31)

Then we have
θk > σSk (32)

and

qνk+1 ≫ qfkνk , where fk =
θk−1 − σSk−1

θk − σSk
. (33)

6



Proof. We proceed by induction in k.
First we verify the base of induction for k = 1.
From ν1 < ν0 and (22),(31) we deduce

qν1+1 6 qν0 6 q−1+θg
l . (34)

Using (28) and (31), one gets

1 ≪ q−λ
ν1 q1−λ

ν1+1q
−1+(1−λ)g
l .

As the exponent of ql in this expression is negative, one may use (34) to eliminate ql from this estimate. Since

1− (1− λ)g = σλ(θg − 1)

by (30), this yields
1 ≪ q−λ

ν1 q1−λ−σλ
ν1+1

and so
qθ−σ
ν1+1 ≫ qν1 .

As l and thus ν1 can be chosen arbitrary large, this implies that θ > σ and qν1+1 ≫ qf1ν1 . So we have checked (32) and
(33) for k = 1.

The induction step can be treated in the same way. Using (28), (31) and (34), one gets

1 ≪ q−λ
νk+1

q1−λ
νk+1+1q

−σλ
ν0 .

By inductive assumption
qνi+1 > qfiνi , 1 6 i 6 k

and so as
qνi+1 6 qνi−1

, 1 6 i 6 k,

we get

qνk 6 q

1
∏k

j=1
fj

ν0 . (35)

Also by induction we have θk > σSk. So f1, . . . , fk are defined through (33) and the estimate (35) simplifies to

qν0 ≫ q
1

θk−σSk
νk .

We take into account the inequality qνk+1+1 6 qνk and deduce that

qνk+1
≪ q

θ− σ

θk−σSk+1

νk+1+1 = q

θk+1
−σSk+1

θk−σSk

νk+1+1 .

As l and thus νk+1 can be chosen arbitrary large, this implies that θk+1 > σSk+1 and qνk+1+1 ≫ q
fk+1

νk+1
.

Remark 5. The functions fk defined in (33) satisfy the nice recursive formulas

fk =
1

1
λ − θfk−1

, k > 2, (36)

so

fk =
1

1

λ
− θ

1

λ
− θ

1

λ
− · · · − θ

1

λ
− θ

θ − σ

(here 1
λ occurs k − 1 times).

Now we finish with the proof of Theorem 1. We can suppose that (31) holds with g < 1
1−λ , otherwise ω

ω̂ > 1
1−λ and

there is nothing to prove. By Lemma 2 we deduce (33).
Now we use (7), (30) and (33) to see that equation (12) which determines the values of gk can be written as

fk(g, λ) = g.

This means that
either ql+1 ≫ qgk

l or qνk+1 ≫ qgk
νk
.

and (3) gives the bound ω
ω̂ > gk and Theorem 1 is proved.
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6 Inductive construction for Theorem 2: k = 1

To deal with the proof of Theorem 2 in the case k = 1, we need more parameters. Define

g1,0 =
1

θg1 − 1
=

g1 − λ

(1− λ)g1
=

1− λ− λ
g1

1− (1 − λ)g1
(37)

where equalities follow from the equation (10) which determines the root g1.
Note that for λ ∈

(
1
3 , 1

)
one has

1 6 g1,0 6 g1. (38)

Indeed, from Lemma 1 we see that g1 < 2
θ , and this together with the definition (37) gives g1,0 > 1. To explain the

second inequality from (38) we recall that by Lemma 1 one has g1 > G(λ) where G(λ) is the unique positive root of the
equation θx2 = x+ 1. This means that θg21 > g1 + 1, or (θg1 − 1)g1 > 1, and the right inequality from (38) follows.

We construct ααα ∈ [−1, 1]3 ⊂ R3 such that for any j, its best approximation vectors zzzj = (qj , a1,j, a2,j , a3,j) satisfy

ξj ≍ q−λ
j+1 (39)

and moreover for any ν, the five successive best approximation vectors

zzz2ν−1, zzz2ν , zzz2ν+1, zzz2ν+2, zzz2ν+3 (40)

satisfy the conditions (i) - (vii) below. For zzzj we consider a shortened vector zzzj = (a1,j , a2,j, a3,j). We denote by

ZZZj = q−1
j zzzj =

(
a1,j
qj

,
a2,j
qj

,
a3,j
qj

)

∈ Q3

the corresponding rational vector.
As we are constructing vector ααα from the cube [0, 1]3 we may assume that and the approximating vectors zzz =

(q, a1, a2, a3) ∈ Z4 from the proof below, including the best approximation vectors, satisfy the inequality

max
j=1,2,3

∣
∣
∣
∣
αj −

aj
q

∣
∣
∣
∣
6 1

and so
q 6 |zzz| 6 4q. (41)

We say that vectors
uuu,vvv,www ∈ Z4 (42)

form a primitive triple if
〈uuu,vvv,www〉Z = Z4 ∩ 〈uuu,vvv,www〉R,

that is vectors (42) form a basis of the three-dimensional lattice Z4 ∩ 〈uuu,vvv,www〉R.
Recall that for a vector ζζζ in R3 or R4 we use the notation |ζζζ| for the Euclidean norm. For two successive vectors zzzj

and zzzj+1 we consider the value

ζj =

∣
∣
∣
∣
zzzj −

qj
qj+1

zzzj+1

∣
∣
∣
∣
= qj |ZZZj −ZZZj+1|.

For three points ZZZ,ZZZ′ 6= ZZZ,ZZZ ′′ 6= ZZZ ∈ R3 we define ∠ZZZ′ZZZZZZ ′′ to be the (non-oriented) angle between non-zero vectors
ZZZ′ −ZZZ and ZZZ′′ −ZZZ.

The desired conditions for the best approximations vectors zzzj are as follows:

(i) vectors zzz2ν−1, zzz2ν , zzz2ν+1, as well as vectors zzz2ν+1, zzz2ν+2, zzz2ν+3 form primitive triples;
(ii) with some integers aν and bν we have zzz2ν+2 = zzz2ν−1 + aνzzz2ν + bνzzz2ν+1 and so zzz2ν , zzz2ν+1, zzz2ν+2 form a primitive
triple;
(iii) vectors zzz2ν−1, zzz2ν , zzz2ν+1, zzz2ν+3 (and so vectors zzz2ν , zzz2ν+1, zzz2ν+2, zzz2ν+3) form a basis of the lattice Z4;

(iv) q2j+1 ≍ qg1

2j , ζ2j ≍ q−λ
2j+1 ≍ q−λg1

2j , j = ν, ν + 1;

(v) q2j+2 ≍ q
g1,0

2j+1, ζ2j+1 ≍ q−λ
2j+2 ≍ q

−λg1,0

2j+1 , j = ν − 1, ν, and ζ2j+3 ≍ q−λ
2j+4 ≍ q

−λg1,0

2j+3 ;
(vi) the angle between rational three-dimensional vectors ZZZ2ν+1 − ZZZ2ν+3 and ZZZ2ν+2 − ZZZ2ν+3 is greater that π

4 and
less than 3π

4 , that is
π

4
< ∠ZZZ2ν+1ZZZ2ν+3ZZZ2ν+2 <

3π

4
;

8



(vii) for the fundamental volume ∆ of three-dimensional lattice

Γ = 〈zzz2ν+1, zzz2ν+2, zzz2ν+3〉Z = Z4 ∩ 〈zzz2ν+1, zzz2ν+2, zzz2ν+3〉R
we have

∆ ≍ ζ2ν+1ζ2ν+2q2ν+3. (43)

Remark 6. Here in conditions (iv), (vi), (vii), in inequality (39) and in the sequel constants in signs ≪,≍ may depend
on λ (and later on k) but they do not depend on ν, that is for all values of ν the constants are the same. So the constants

here do not affect the asymptotic behaviour of the ratios
log qj+1

log qj
and hence the exponents ω and ω̂.

If we construct ααα for which the sequence of the best approximation vectors zzzj satisfy the conditions above, we prove
Theorem 2 for k = 1. Indeed, as

ZZZj → ααα,
ξj
ζj

→ 1 when j → ∞,

from the conditions (iv,v) we see that q2j+1 ≍ qg1

2j , q2j+2 ≍ q
g1,0

2j+1 and (39) hold for every j, and the inequality g1,0 6 g1

gives us ω(α)
ω̂(α) = g1. Meanwhile, the conditions (i,ii) and (iii) show that the sequence of patterns for ααα is just the periodic

sequence ABABABABAB . . . .
Vector ααα is constructed as a result of a certain inductive procedure and conditions (vi, vii) are necessary to proceed

with inductive step.
Now we define the angular neighbourhood

Uj = {XXX ∈ R3 : |XXX −ZZZj | 6 q
−uj

j and
π

4
< ∠ZZZj−1ZZZjXXX <

π

2
},

where

uj =

{

1 + λg1,0, j odd,

1 + λg1, j even.
(44)

For a point YYY ∈ R3 we consider the ball

Wj(YYY ) = {XXX ∈ R3 : |XXX − YYY | 6 1

10
· q−uj

j }.

The neighborhoods under consideration are shown on the Fig. 1 below.

ZZZj ZZZj−1

Wj
XXXj

π/4

π/4

Uj ∩ S

XXXj

π/4

ZZZj ZZZj−1

ZZZ ′

XXX ′′

XXX ′

inequalities for angles visualized

Fig. 1: Angular domain Uj and the neighborhood Wj inside, section by subspace S; inequality for angles π
2 − o(1) =

∠ZZZj−1XXX
′′ZZZj < ∠ZZZj−1XXXjZZZj < ∠ZZZj−1XXX

′ZZZj < ∠ZZZj−1ZZZjZZZ
′ = 3π

4 .

Lemma 3. For any affine plane S of R3 such that ZZZj−1,ZZZj ∈ S, there exists XXXj ∈ Uj ∩ S such that

Wj = Wj(XXXj) ⊂ Uj (45)

and
Wj ∩Wj(ZZZj) = ∅. (46)

Moreover if we suppose that j is large enough and Wj−1 satisfies (46) with j replaced by j − 1 and

ZZZj ∈ Wj−1, (47)

then for any XXX ∈ Wj the angle between vectors ZZZj −XXX and ZZZj−1 −XXX is greater that π
4 and less than 3π

4 .
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Proof. To get (45) we simply need to take a unit vector eee orthogonal to the unit vector eee′ =
ZZZj−1−ZZZj

|ZZZj−1−ZZZj |
and such that

ZZZj + eee ∈ S and take

XXXj =
1

2
· q−uj

j eee+
1

4
· q−uj

j eee′.

Then (45) and (46) follow from triangle inequality. The condition on the angle between ZZZj −XXX and ZZZj−1 −XXX can be
established as follows. From (47) and the growth conditions (iv,v) we see that in the triangle XXXZZZjZZZj−1 the length of
the side ZZZjZZZj−1 is much larger than the length of the side XXXZZZj and so the angle between ZZZj −XXX and ZZZj−1 −XXX is in
the interval between π

2 − o(1) and 3π
4 (see Fig. 1).

We need further notation. Consider the affine subspace

R3
1 = {(x0, x1, x2, x3) ∈ R4 : x0 = 1}. (48)

For a point XXX = (X1, X2, X3) ∈ R3 we define the point XXX = (1, X1, X2, X3) ∈ R3
1. For any set A ⊂ R3 we define

A = {XXX : XXX ∈ A} ⊂ R3
1.

Of course we can apply Lemma 3 to the similar objects in affine subspace R3
1 instead of R3.

The proof of Theorem 2 is based on an inductive construction. Starting from an integer vector

zzz1 = (q1, a1,1, a1,2, a1,3) with large q1

we construct a sequence of integer vectors zzzν , ν = 1, 2, 3, ... with (39) such that any collection (40) of successive vectors
satisfy conditions (i) - (vii), neighborhoods form a nested sequence

U1 ⊃ W1 ⊃ · · · ⊃ Uν−1 ⊃ Wν−1 ⊃ Uν ⊃ Wν ⊃ · · ·

with non-empty intersection and for every ηηη ∈ U2ν+3 the collection (40) will be a set of five successive best approximation
vectors. Then for the unique point of the intersection ∩ν Uν the sequence zzzν , ν = 1, 2, 3, ... will be the sequence of all
best approximation vectors starting from zzz1. In our construction we are not interested in the best approximation vectors
before zzz1. Limit vector ααα will satisfy the desired conditions. For our purpose it is important to carry out the construction
with a given large value of q1, and so we should take care on the constants in signs ≍ and ≪ our inductive proof. We
emphasis here that all the constants in these signs involved in our process do not depend neither on q1 nor on the number
ν of the inductive step.

To start the inductive process we construct three first vectors zzz1, zzz2, zzz3 satisfying all the necessary conditions. This
will be done in Section 7 below. Then we start an inductive step which for given vectors zzz2ν+1, zzz2ν+2, zzz2ν+3 constructs
two next vectors zzz2ν+4 and zzz2ν+5. This will be done in Section 9 below. Namely we will explain there how for given
collection (40) satisfying (i) - (vii) and for given neighborhood U2ν+3 satisfying the inductive assumption one can
construct the collection for the next value of ν satisfying the similar properties and the next neighborhoods satisfying all
the necessary conditions. We will describe the construction of the vectors zzz2ν+4 and zzz2ν+5 and to verify all the properties
of these vectors and the corresponding neighborhoods U2ν+4 ⊃ U2ν+5. This procedure corresponds to a general concept
of going down and going up.

7 Base of induction

Here we explain how to construct the first three vectors of our inductive procedure. We need the standard Davenport-
type argument (see [2], Ch. I, §2.4) which we explain in the next subsection. Then in Subsection 7.2 we describe the
construction itself.

7.1 Primitive vectors

An integer vector eee = (e1, e2, e3, e4) ∈ Z4 ic called primitive if g.c.d.(e1, e2, e3, e4) = 1. We define a couple of integer
vectors eee,fff ∈ Z4 or a triple of integer vectors eee,fff ,ggg ∈ Z4 to be primitive if it can be completed by integer vectors to a
basis of the whole lattice Z4, that is

〈eee,fff〉Z = 〈eee,fff〉R ∩ Z4 or 〈eee,fff,ggg〉Z = 〈eee,fff,ggg〉R ∩ Z4.

10



Lemma 4. There exists an absolute constant c > 0 such that for any point βββ = (β1, β2, β3, β4) ∈ R4 with |βββ| > 3 there
exists an integer point bbb = (b1, b2, b3, b4) ∈ Z4 such that

|βββ − bbb| 6 c · log |βββ|
log log |βββ| (49)

and the triple
eee1 = (1, 0, 0, 0), eee2 = (0, 1, 0, 0), bbb = (b1, b2, b3, b4)

is primitive. Obviously, the couple eee1, bbb will be primitive also.

Proof. By Erdős theorem (see formula (3) from [4] and discussion in [11]) there exists absolute constant c > 0 such that
there exists a primitive point

(b∗3, b
∗
4) ∈ Z2, g.c.d(b∗3, b

∗
4) = 1

with

max
j=3,4

|βj − b∗j | <
c

2
· log |βββ|
log log |βββ| .

Put bbb∗ = (0, 0, b∗3, b
∗
4). Then the triple

eee1, eee2, b1eee1 + b2eee2 + bbb∗

is primitive for all integers b1, b2 ∈ Z. It is clear that we can choose b1, b2 to satisfy (49).�

Lemma 5. Let eee = (e1, e2, e3, e4) ∈ Z4 be a primitive integer vector and

βββ = (β1, β2, β3, β4), γγγ = (γ1, γ2, γ3, γ4) ∈ R4

be such that for their norms we have the bounds

|eee| > 3,
|βββ| log log |βββ|

log |βββ| > 200c|eee|, |γγγ| log log |γγγ|
log |γγγ| > 2000c|βββ|, (50)

(here constant c is defined in Lemma 4). Then there exist integer vectors

fff = (f1, f2, f3, f4), ggg = (g1, g2, g3, g4) ∈ Z4

such that the triple eee,fff ,ggg is primitive and

|βββ − fff | 6 |βββ|
10

, |γγγ − ggg| 6 |γγγ|
10

(51)

Proof. Vector eee1 = eee can be completed by three vectors eeej = (e1,j , e2,j, e3,j, e4,j) ∈ Z4 to a basis of the whole lattice Z4

in such a way that
max

16i,j64
|ei,j | 6 8|eee|. (52)

Then

βββ =
4∑

j=1

β′
jeeej , with β′

j ∈ R,

and by (52) and Cramer theorem we get the upper bound.

max
16j64

|β′
j | 6 b = 200|βββ| · |eee|3. (53)

Now we use Lemma 4 to complete the vector eee = eee1 to a primitive couple eee,fff with

fff = (f1, f2, f3, f4) =

4∑

j=1

b′jeeej , |β′
j − b′j | 6 c · log b

log log b
. (54)

But fff − βββ =
∑4

j=1(b
′
j − β′

j)eeej and so formulas (52,53,54) and (50) give us

|βββ − fff | 6 16|eee| · c · log b

log log b
6 20c · |eee| · log |βββ|

log log |βββ| 6
|βββ|
10

,

11



and this is the first inequality from (51). We should note that |fff | 6 2|βββ|.
Then we consider primitive couple eee∗1 = eee,eee∗2 = fff and complete it to a basis of the whole lattice Z4 by two vectors

eee∗j = (e1,j , e2,j, e3,j , e4,j) ∈ Z4, j = 3, 4 with

max
16i,j64

|e∗i,j | 6 4max(|eee|, |fff |) 6 8|βββ|. (55)

Now

γγγ =

4∑

j=1

γ′
jeee

∗
j , with γ′

j ∈ R

and
max
16j64

|γ′
j | 6 c = 1000|γγγ||βββ|3. (56)

Now we use Lemma 4 to complete the primitive couple eee = eee∗1, fff = eee∗2 by vector

ggg = (g1, g2, g3, g4) =

4∑

j=1

c′jeee
∗
j , max

16j64
|γ′

j − c′j | 6 c · log c

log log c
. (57)

to a primitive triple eee,fff,ggg. By (55,56,57) and (50) we deduce upper bound for from (51)

7.2 The initial triple zzz1, zzz2, zzz3

We take arbitrary primitive integer vector zzz1 = (q1, a1,1, a1,2, a1,3) with q1 > 1 and max16j63 |a1,j | 6 q1
2 and consider

the corresponding rational point ZZZ1 =
(

a1,1

q1
,
a1,2

q1
,
a1,3

q1

)

∈ R3. We take arbitrary point XXX ′ = (X ′
1, X

′
2, X

′
3) ∈ R3 such

that the distance between ZZZ1 and XXX is

|XXX ′ −ZZZ1| = q
−(1+λg1,0)
1 . (58)

Then we take a point XXX ′′ = (X ′′
1 , X

′′
2 , X

′
3) ∈ R3 to satisfy the conditions

|XXX ′′ −XXX ′| = q
−g1,0(1+λg1)
1 (59)

and
∠ZZZ1XXX

′′XXX ′ =
π

2
. (60)

We want to apply Lemma 5 for the vectors

eee = zzz1, βββ = q
g1,0

1 XXX
′
, γγγ = q

g1,0g1

1 XXX
′′
.

It is clear that for large values of q1 conditions (50) will be satisfied. So Lemma 5 gives us a primitive triple

zzz1 = eee,zzz2 = fff,zzz3 = ggg

satisfying (51). From the choice of βββ and (51) we see that

q
g1,0

1

2
6 q2 6 2q

g1,0

1 ,
q
g1,0g1

1

2
6 q3 6 2q

g1,0g1

1 . (61)

First of all, in the construction described we can take q1 to be arbitrary large. Then we check all the conditions from
(i) - (vii) which deal just with three vectors zzz1, zzz2, zzz3. Let us mention them below.

1) Conditions (ii) and (iii) are not applicable to to triple zzz1, zzz2, zzz3.
2) Condition (i) is satisfied as vectors zzz1, zzz2, zzz3 form a primitive triple.
3) Conditions (iv) and (v) turn into q3 ≍ qg1

2 ,ζ2 = q2|ZZZ2−ZZZ3| ≍ q−λ
3 and. They follow from (61) for the denominators,

and from (58,59) and (51) for the approximation.
4) Condition (vi) follows from (60) and the inequalities (51) for the approximation.
5) As for the condition (vii) which gives upper and lower bounds (43) for the fundamental volume of the lattice

〈zzz1, zzz2, zzz3〉Z, the upper bound of the type (24) while the lower bound immediately follows from the condition (vi) on
the angle and Lemma 6 below.
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Lemma 6. Consider the three-dimensional parallelepiped

Π = {zzz = λ1z1 + λ2z2 + λ3z3, 0 6 λj 6 1}

generated by linearly independent vectors zj = (qj , a1,j, a2,j , a3,j) ∈ R4, j = 1, 2, 3. Let Zj =
(

a1,j

q1
,
a2,j

q2
,
a3,j
q3

)

be the

corresponding points on R3. Then

VolΠ ≫ q1q2q3 · |Z1 − Z3| · |Z2 − Z3| · sinϕ
where ϕ is the angle between Z1 − Z3 and Z2 − Z3.

Proof. We consider linear transformation G such that

Gzj = Zj =

(

1,
a1,j
q1

,
a2,j
q2

,
a3,j

q3

)

, j = 1, 2, 3.

Then

VolGΠ =
1

q1q2q3
VolΠ.

But GΠ contains simplex with vertices 000,Z1,Z2,Z3 whose volume is greater than

|Z1 − Z3| · |Z2 − Z3| · sinϕ
6

.

Lemma is proven.

To conclude this subsection we should outline that all the constants in signs ≍ in conclusion 3) do not depend on q1
because the constants in Lemma 5 are absolute. Also for the conclusion 5) and the constants in the condition (vii), they
also do not depend on q1, because (24) deals with absolute constants and the constants in Lemma 6 are also absolute.

8 Two- and three-dimensional lattices

We consider the two-dimensional subspace
L = 〈zzz2ν+2, zzz2ν+3〉R

the two-dimensional lattice
Λ = 〈zzz2ν+2, zzz2ν+3〉Z = Z4 ∩ L ⊂ L

as well as the three-dimensional subspace
G = 〈zzz2ν+1, zzz2ν+2, zzz2ν+3〉R

and the lattice Γ defined in (vii). Let d be the two-dimensional fundamental volume of lattice Λ and ∆ be the three-
dimensional fundamental volume of lattice Γ defined in condition (vii). Then

d ≍ ζ2ν+2q2ν+3 ≍ q1−λ
2ν+3, ∆ ≍ ζ2ν+1ζ2ν+2q2ν+3 ≍ q−λ

2ν+2q
1−λ
2ν+3 ≍ q

1−λ− λ
g1

2ν+3 ,
∆

d
≍ q−λ

2ν+2. (62)

We need to consider the affine plane
L1 = L+ zzz2ν+1 ⊂ G

and the affine lattice
Λ1 = Λ+ zzz2ν+1 ⊂ Γ.

We should note that the Euclidean distance between the parallel planes L and L1 is equal to ∆
d .

Also we should deal with three-dimensional affine subspace

G1 = G+ zzz2ν ⊂ R4

and the affine lattice
Γ1 = Γ+ zzz2ν ⊂ Z4.

The Euclidean distance between G and G1 is equal to 1
∆ .

The parallelogram

P = {zzz = (x, y1, y2, y3) = (x,yyy) ∈ L : 0 6 x 6 q2ν+3, |yyy − xZZZ2ν+3| 6 ζ2ν+2} ⊂ L

contains integer points 000, zzz2ν+2, zzz2ν+3, zzz2ν+3−zzz2ν+2 and hence a fundamental domain of the lattice Λ, while the cylinder

C = {zzz = (x, y1, y2, y3)=(x,yyy) ∈ G : 0 6 x 6 q2ν+1 + q2ν+2 + q2ν+3, |yyy − xZZZ2ν+3| 6 3ζ2ν+1} ⊃
⊃ {zzz = (x, y1, y2, y3) = λ1zzz2ν+1 + λ2zzz2ν+2 + λ3zzz2ν+3, 0 6 λ1, λ2, λ3 6 1}

contains a fundamental domain of the lattice Γ.
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9 Step of induction

In the proof of Theorem 2 for case k = 1, conditions (vi,v) and the exponents g1 and g1,0 defined in Lemma 1 and (37)
play a crucial role.

Now we assume that the vectors zzz2ν+1, zzz2ν+2, zzz2ν+3 are constructed. We should construct vector zzz2ν+4 (Stage 1)
and vector zzz2ν+5 (Stage 2). Moreower, for the collection (40) we assume that it satisfies (i) - (vii); also we suppose
that for every ξξξ ∈ U2ν+3 the collection (40) contains of just successive five best approximation to ξξξ.

9.1 Stage 1

First, we construct integer vector zzz2ν+4. For zzz2ν+3 Lemma 3 applied in R3
1 with S = R3

1 ∩ G gives us the point X2ν+3

and the neighborhood W2ν+3.
Then we consider the central projection P1 with center 000 onto the affine subspace L1, that is for xxx ∈ R3

1 its image
(if it exists) is defined as intersection of the line spanxxx with subspace L1. So P1 is a map from S \ L to L1.

0

L

L1

ZZZ2ν+3

zzz + P

Fig. 2: To Lemma 4: small ellipse at the left side close to the point ZZZ2ν+3 is the neighborhood W2ν+3 ⊂ R3
1 with center

XXX2ν+3 and the large ellipse at the right side is the image P1(W2ν+3) ⊂ L1.

Lemma 7. . Suppose that q1 is large enough. Then the image P1(W2ν+3) contains a shift of a fundamental domain of
lattice Λ.

Proof. The geometry of the proof is illustrated on Fig. 2.

Consider the unit vector eee0 = zzz2ν+3

|zzz2ν+3|
and the unit vector eee1 ∈ G, |eee1| = 1 which is orthogonal to L such that

∆
d eee1 ∈ L1. We also need a unit vector eee2 = (0, u, v, w) ∈ L which belongs to subspace L, and such that both vectors eee2
and zzz2ν+2 lie in the same half-subspace of L with respect to the one-dimensional subspace 〈zzz2ν+3〉R ⊂ L. Unit vectors
eeej , j = 0, 1, 2 are defined uniquely by the conditions above.

As XXX2ν+3 ∈ S ⊂ G the image zzz = P(XXX2ν+3) ∈ L1 is well defined and satisfies

zzz = reee0 + seee1 + teee2. (63)

Calculations show that

r ≍ ∆

d
· q1+λg1,0

2ν+3 , s =
∆

d
, t ≍ ∆

d
, (64)

and the constant in sign ≍ are absolute and do not depend on the values of qj . We will writhe down explicit constants
in the exposition below.

Indeed, the equality for s from (64) follows from the fact that the unit vector eee2 ∈ G is orthogonal to L and the
distance between the subspaces L and L1 is equal to ∆

d . By the way, the distance between the subspaces L and L1 is
just the distance from the point zzz to the subspace L. Now we define parameters r∗, s∗t∗ by

XXX2ν+3 = r∗eee0 + s∗eee1 + t∗eee2.

14



So, in particular s∗ is the distance from the point XXX2ν+3 to the subspace L. Then

r

r∗
=

s

s∗
=

t

t∗
. (65)

But by (41) we see that
q2ν+3 6 r∗ = |zzz2ν+3| 6 4q2ν+3. (66)

Now we consider the point of the form
XXX∗∗ = (1, X1, X2, X3) ∈ R3

1 ∩G

(recall that R3
1 us defined in (48)) which is the orthogonal projection of the point XXX2ν+3 ∈ R3

1 ∩ G onto the line
R3

1 ∩ L ⊂ R3
1 ∩G. We consider triangle XXX2ν+3ZZZ2ν+3XXX∗∗ ⊂ R3

1 ∩G.
Let t∗∗ be the distance between points XXX2ν+3 and XXX∗∗. By taking into account the angle ϕ∗ between vectors

zzz2ν+3 = (q2ν+3, a1,2ν+3, a2,2ν+3, a3,2ν+3) and (1, 0, 0, 0), we see that

1 >
t∗
t∗∗

> cosϕ∗ =
q2ν+3

|zzz2ν+3|
>

1

4
. (67)

Because of XXX2ν+3 ∈ W2ν+3 ⊂ U2ν+3 we conclude (see Fig. 1) that

q
−u2ν+3

2ν+3

10
6 t∗∗ 6 q

−u2ν+3

2ν+3 . (68)

Let s∗∗ be the distance between points ZZZ2ν+3 and XXX∗∗. We see that

1 >
s∗
s∗∗

> cosϕ∗ =
q2ν+3

|zzz2ν+3|
>

1

4
, (69)

by (41). Again, because of XXX2ν+3 ∈ W2ν+3 ⊂ U2ν+3 we have

q
−u2ν+3

2ν+3

20
6

((
1

10
sin(π/8)− 1

10

)

· cos(π/8)− 1

10

)

q
−u2ν+3

2ν+3 6 s∗∗ 6 q
−u2ν+3

2ν+3 . (70)

Now (65) gives us r = r∗
s
s∗

= ∆
d · r∗

s∗
and inequalites (66,69,70) together with the definition (44) lead to the desired

bound
∆

d
· q1+λg1,0

2ν+3 6 r 6 320 · ∆
d

· q1+λg1,0

2ν+3 .

Analogously, for t from (65,69,70,67,68) we deduce inequalities

1

40
· ∆
d

6 t 6 80 · ∆
d
.

From (62) and (iv) and the definition (37) of g1,0 we see that

r ≍ q
g1,0

2ν+3, meanwhile t ≍ q−λ
2ν+2, (71)

with explicit absolute constants in signs ≍. The image E = P1(W2ν+3) is an ellipse. The angle between the vector

zzz2ν+3 and the large major axis of this ellipse is O(q
−u2ν+3

2ν+3 ). The length of the large major axis is ≍ r. The section
{x0 = r} of the ellipse has length ≍ t. From (71) we see (as q2ν+3 > q2ν+2 > q1, meanwhile q1 is large enough), that
the large axis fo E is > 4q2ν+3 and the section {x0 = r} has length > 4ξ2ν+2. Calculations show that the vertices of the
parallelogram zzz + P belong to ellipse E. Then, by convexity

zzz + P ⊂ E = P1(W2ν+3).

Lemma is proven.

Recall that Λ is a two-dimensional lattice in the plane L. Now we consider the lattice Λ1 = Λ+zzz2ν+1 which belongs the
the plane L1 By Lemma 4, P1(W2ν+3) contains a shift of a fundamental domain of lattice Λ and lattice Λ1 is congruent
to Λ. So the image P1(W2ν+3) contains an integer point. This is just the point zzz2ν+4 = (q2ν+4, a1,2ν+4, a2,2ν+4a3,2ν+4)
which we are constructing.

So we have defined the next point zzz2ν+4.
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First of all we should note that, as zzz2ν+4 ∈ Λ1, it is of the form

zzz2ν+4 = zzz2ν+1 + aν+1zzz2ν+2 + bν+1zzz2ν+3 (72)

with integers aν+1, bν+1 and we have (ii) for the next step. Then

zzz2ν+4 ∈ zzz + P ,

where zzz is of the form (63) and coefficients r, s, t satisfy (64). Moreover for any point of parallelogram P its first
coordinate is O(q2ν+3). So from (63) and (71) we see that

q2ν+4 ≍ r ≍ q
g1,0

2ν+3

and this is just the new (second) inequality from the condition (v) for the next step.
The condition ζ2ν+3 ≍ q−λ

2ν+4 follows from the inclusion ZZZ2ν+3 ∈ W2ν+3 ⊂ U2ν+3 and our choice of parameters.
Note that the approximation ζ2ν+4 is still not defined. It will be defined at the next Stage 2 when we define the

next vector zzz2ν+5.
It is clear from triangle inequality and the asymptotics for parameters (71) that U2ν+4 ⊂ W2ν+3

Now we must explain why this point will be the next to zzz2ν+3 best approximation for all points from the next
neighborhood U2ν+4 that is, for every ηηη ∈ U2ν+4 vectors zzz2ν+3 and zzz2ν+4 are successive best approximation vectors.

First of all we show that the best approximation vectors for ηηη with q2ν+3 6 q 6 q2ν+4 should belong to the three-
dimensional subspace G. Indeed, the whole lattice Z4 splits into three-dimensional affine sublattices

Γk = Γ+ kzzz2ν ⊂ Gk = G+ kzzz2ν

parallel to Γ ⊂ G. The distance between two parallel three-dimensional affine subspaces Gk and Gk+1 is equal to

1

∆
≍ ζ2ν ≍ q−λ

2ν+1,

So, for any integer vector www = (q,aaa) = (q, a1, a2, a3) ∈ Z4 \G one has

min
www′∈G

|www −www′| > 1

∆
.

Now for www = (q, a1, a2, a3) ∈ Z4 \G with q2ν+3 6 q 6 q2ν+4 and for any ηηη ∈ U2ν+3 we get

|qηηη − aaa| > min
www′∈G

|www −www′| − q × diam(U2ν+3) =
1

∆
− q × diam(U2ν+3),

where diam(U2ν+3) is the diameter of the neighborhood U2ν+3. But

q × diam(U2ν+3) ≪ q2ν+4q
−1−λg1,0

2ν+3 ≍ q
−λ/g1

2ν+3 ≍ q−λ
2ν+2 = o(q−λ

2ν+1), (73)

and so
|qηηη − aaa| > |q2ν+3ηηη − aaa2ν+3|.

In the last formula we establish the sign > but not ≫. The explanation is that in the previous estimate (73) the constants
in the signs ≍,≪, o(·) do not depend on q1, meanwhile q2ν+1 > q1 and we take q1 to be large enough. Meanwhile in G
the only candidates to be new best approximation vectors in the range q2ν+3 6 q 6 q2ν+4 are zzz2ν+4 and zzz2ν+4 − zzz2ν+3

(there is no integer points in G in the strip between L and L1 and the distances form vectors zzz2ν+3 and zzz2ν+4−zzz2ν+3 to
the linear subspace generated by zzz2ν+4 are equal). Vector zzz2ν+4 is a best approximation vector indeed, and zzz2ν+4−zzz2ν+3

is not a best approximation vector as ηηη ∈ U2ν+4 and this angular neighborhood just separates ηηη from zzz2ν+4 − zzz2ν+3. So
the condition ηηη ∈ U2ν+4 ensures that the vector zzz2ν+3 is closer than zzz2ν+4−zzz2ν+3 to the line generated by ηηη, meanwhile
q2ν+4 − q2ν+3 > q2ν+3.

Indeed, the points 000, zzz2ν+2, zzz2ν+4, zzz2ν+4 − zzz2ν+3 form a parallelogram and so

|q2ν+3ZZZ2ν+4 − zzz2ν+3| = |q2ν+3ZZZ2ν+4 − (zzz2ν+4 − zzz2ν+3)|.

But we take ηηη ∈ U2ν+4 ⊂ W2ν+3 (see Fig. 1) and so ηηη is "closer" to zzz2ν+3 than to zzz2ν+4 − zzz2ν+3 and

|q2ν+3ηηη − aaa2ν+3| < |(q2ν+4 − q2ν+3)ηηη − (aaa2ν+4 − aaa2ν+3)|.

We have established all the approximation properties for all the vectors ηηη ∈ U2ν+4.
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9.2 Stage 2

Now we should construct vector zzz2ν+5 and establish all the necessary properties of points ηηη in the new neighbourhood
U2ν+5.

First, we should note that by (i) for the second triple and (72), the triple zzz2ν+2, zzz2ν+3, zzz2ν+4 form a basis of the
lattice Γ, while the quadruple zzz2ν , zzz2ν+2, zzz2ν+3, zzz2ν+4 is a basis of Z4 (we take into account (iii)).

We should note that zzz2ν 6∈ G. Together with three-dimensional linear subspace G we consider affine subspace
G1 = G+zzz2ν . The Euclidean distance between parallel subspaces G and G1 is equal to 1

∆ . We want to construct a new
integer point zzz2ν+5 which belongs to the rational affine subspace G1. The subspace G1 contains a three-dimensional
integer lattice G1 ∩Z4. This gives us certain freedom to choose the point zzz2ν+5. However it would be enough to localise
the new point zzz2ν+5 close to a three-dimensional linear subspace S defined below.

We should apply Lemma 3. We use it for j = 2ν+4 and for points ZZZν+4,ZZZν+3. We choose S as follows. Let G′ ⊂ R4

be three dimensional subspace with basis zzz2ν+3, zzz2ν+4, fff1, where fff1, |fff1| = 1 is the unit which is orthogonal to G and
such that 1

∆fff1 ∈ G1. We define S = G′ ∩ R3
1. Then Lemma 3 gives a point XXX2ν+4 and a neighborhood W2ν+4.

We consider the central projection P2 with center 000 onto the affine subspace G1. So P2 is a map from R4 \G to G1.

Lemma 8. Suppose that q1 is large enough. Then the image P2(W2ν+4) contains a shift of a fundamental domain of
lattice Γ.

Proof. We consider the unit vector fff0 = zzz2ν+4

|zzz2ν+4|
and the unit vector fff1, |fff1| = 1 which is orthogonal to G defined above.

Again, we need a unit vector fff2 = (0, u, v, w) ∈ 〈zzz2ν+3, zzz2ν+4〉R such that both vectors fff2 and zzz2ν+3 lie in the same
half-subspace of the two-dimensional subspace 〈zzz2ν+3, zzz2ν+4〉R with respect to the one-dimensional subspace 〈zzz2ν+4〉R.
In particular, vectors fff0 and fff2 generate the same two-dimensional linear subspace as the vectors zzz2ν+3 and zzz2ν+4. This
is convenient for our purposes. Vectors fff j , j = 0, 1, 2 are defined uniquely by these conditions.

We consider the image zzz′ = P2(XXX2ν+4) which is well-defined and for which we have

zzz′ = r′fff0 + s′fff1 + t′fff2,

where

r′ ≍ q1+λg1

2ν+4

∆
, s′ =

1

∆
, t′ ≍ 1

∆
. (74)

Note that as XXX2ν+4 ∈ S, so does zzz′ ∈ S. From the last equality (37) we see that

r′ ≍ qg1

2ν+4. (75)

The image P2(W2ν+4) is an ellipsoid. Its larger major axis is ≍ r′ and is larger than 6q2ν+4. The section {x0 = r′}
of the ellipsoid is a ball of radius of order ≍ s′ = 1

∆ ≍ q
−1+λ+ λ

g1

2ν+3 . From the right inequality from (16) we see that

ξ2ν+1 6 q−λ
2ν+2 = o(s). So the radius of the section {x0 = r′} of the ellipsoid is > 6ξ2ν+1. By convexity

P2(W2ν+4) ⊃ zzz′ + C,

and the lemma is proven as C contains a fundamental domain of the lattice Γ.

From Lemma 8 we see that P2(W2ν+4) contains a shift of a fundamental domain of the lattice Γ and the lattice Γ1 is
congruent to Γ. So P2(W2ν+4) contains an integer point. This is just the point zzz2ν+5 = (q2ν+5, a1,2ν+5, a2,2ν+5a3,2ν+5)
which we are constructing.

As we defined zzz2ν+5, we may consider the angular neighborhood U2ν+5. From the inequalities on parameters (74)
and triangle inequality we see that U2ν+5 ⊂ W2ν+4. Moreover, it is clear from the definition of the angular neighborhood
U2ν+5 that for all ηηη ∈ U2ν+5 vectors zzz2ν+4 and zzz2ν+5 are successive best approximation vectors to ηηη.

Now we will verify the rest of conditions (i) - (vii).

It is clear that the triple zzz2ν+3, zzz2ν+4, zzz2ν+5 is primitive and both quadruples

zzz2ν+1, zzz2ν+3, zzz2ν+4, zzz2ν+5 and zzz2ν+2, zzz2ν+3, zzz2ν+4, zzz2ν+5

form a basis of Z4.
As for the value of r′ we have inequality (75) and zzz2ν+5 ∈ zzz′ + C, we see that

q2ν+5 ≍ qg1

2ν+4,
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and we get (second) inequality from the condition (iv) for the next step.
So we have constructed two vectors zzz2ν+4, zzz2ν+5 which determine the next collection

zzz2ν+1, zzz2ν+2, zzz2ν+3, zzz2ν+4, zzz2ν+5,

and verified conditions (i) - (v).
Geometric condition (vi) for the angle between vectors ZZZ2ν+3−ZZZ2ν+5 and ZZZ2ν+4−ZZZ2ν+5 is valid because of Lemma

3 as we take ZZZ2ν+5 ∈ W2ν+4.
As for (vii), it immediately follows from (vi) by means Lemma 6 which we introduced in Subsection 7.2. Indeed, let

us finish with (vii). Indeed, let ∆∗ be the fundamental volume of the lattice

Γ∗ = 〈zzz2ν+3, zzz2ν+4, zzz2ν+5〉Z = Z4 ∩ 〈zzz2ν+3, zzz2ν+4, zzz2ν+5〉R.

We apply Lemma 6 to the vectors zj = zzz2ν+2+j and take into account (vi) together with the inequalities

|Zj − Z3| = |ZZZ2ν+2+j −ZZZ2ν+5| ≍
ζ2ν+2+j

q2ν+2+j
, j = 1, 2

to obtain

∆∗ ≫ q2ν+2q2ν+4q2ν+5 ·
ζ2ν+3

q2ν+3
· ζ2ν+4

q2ν+4
= ζ2ν+3ζ2ν+4q2ν+5.

The upper bound
∆∗ ≪ ζ2ν+3ζ2ν+4q2ν+5

is standard.
We have checked all the conditions of the next step of induction. Thus, Theorem 2 in the case k = 1 is proven.�

10 Comments on the case k > 1

In the case k = 1, we constructed vector ααα where best approximations form a periodic sequence of patterns AB, where
growth of denominators qν is determined by conditions (iv) and (v). That is, on the even step (Stage 1) the exponent
of growth was equal to g1 and on the odd step (Stage 2) it is g1,0 defined in Lemma 1 and (37) respectively. The
possibility of gluing pattern A and pattern B is enabled by equalities in (37) which comes from the equation (10). This
alternance is enclosed in the sequence uj defining the sets Uj , which is periodic with period of length 2. To carry out
the construction for arbitrary k > 1 we simply need to construct periodic patterns A . . .A

︸ ︷︷ ︸

k times

B corresponding to triples

(20) with νj−1 = νj + 1, 1 6 j 6 k. For this, first of all we should define inductively

gk,0 =
1

θgk − 1
, gk,j = fj(gk, λ), j = 1, . . . , k − 1, (76)

where functions fj(·, ·) are defined in (33). Remark 4 will be of importance. Calculations show that

max
06j6k−1

gk,j 6 gk. (77)

Equalities (36) and (76) give us

gk =
gk,0 + 1

θgk,0
, gk,j−1 =

gk,j − λ

(1− λ)gk,j
, j = 1, . . . , k − 1. (78)

Then we consider the sets Uj defined by a periodic sequence uj with period of length k + 1, defined by

uj =

{

1 + λgk,l, j mod k + 1 = l

1 + λgk, j mod k + 1 = k

where gk is defined in Lemma 1 while gk,l for 0 6 l 6 k − 1 are defined in (76). In the inductive construction, at step
j we apply (Stage 2) if j mod k + 1 = k and (Stage 1) otherwise. In this construction the last two elements of each
triple zzzνj−1, zzzνj , zzzνj+1 are just the first two elements of the triple zzzνj−1−1, zzzνj−1

, zzzνj−1+1, that is νj−1 = νj + 1. The
possibility of gluing together separate patterns A and B into A . . . A

︸ ︷︷ ︸

k times

B follows from (78) because of the identities

q
(1−λ)gk,j−1
νj+1 ≍ ∆

dj
,
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where ∆ is the height of the three-dimensional rational subspace containing all the triples zzzνj−1, zzzνj , zzzνj+1, 0 6 j 6 k

and dj ≍ q1−λ
νj+1 is the height of the two-dimensional subspace generated by vectors zzzνj , zzzνj+1.

The conclusion ω(ααα)
ω̂(ααα) = gk follows from (77).
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