arXiv:2404.07752v1 [math.DS] 11 Apr 2024

SINGULAR LINEAR FORMS OVER GLOBAL FUNCTION FIELDS

GUKYEONG BANG, TAEHYEONG KIM, AND SEONHEE LIM

Abstract. In this paper, we consider singular linear forms over global function fields of class number one and give an upper bound for the Hausdorff dimension of the set of singular linear forms by constructing an appropriate Margulis function over global function fields.

1. Introduction

An m ^ n matrix A P M_{m,n}pRq is called singular if for any ϵ ą 0 there exists T_0 ě 1 such that for all T ě T_0, there exist p P Z^m and q P Z^n such that }Aq ` p} ď ϵT^{´n{m} and 0 ă }q} ď T, where }¨} denotes the sup norm. In 1926, Khintchine [Khi26] introduced the notion of singularity and showed that the set of such matrices has Lebesgue measure zero. On the other hand, the computation of the Hausdorff dimension of the set of singular matrices has been a challenge until the breakthrough by Das, Fishman, Simmons, and Urbański [DFSU24]. Before this breakthrough, it was proved in [Che11] that the Hausdorff dimension of the set of singular pairs (i.e. m “ 2 and n “ 1) is 4{3. This result was extended to the m-dimensional singular vectors (i.e. n “ 1) in [CC16], where the authors proved that the singular set has the Hausdorff dimension m^2{pm ` 1q. For general singular matrices, it was shown in [KKLM17] that the Hausdorff dimension of m ^ n singular matrices is at most mn ´^{mn}_{m`n} , and finally, it was shown in [DFSU24] that the upper bound is sharp.

In contrast to the intensive research mentioned above, there have been less results on singular sets over function fields (see for example [SX]). In this article, we pursue the method in [KKLM17] on function field settings and prove that the Hausdorff dimension of m ^ n singular matrices over function fields is at most mn ´^{mn}_{m`n} .

Let us first introduce the function field setting we will consider. Let K be any global function field over a finite field F_q of q elements for a prime power q, that is, the function field of a geometrically connected smooth projective curve C over F_q . We fix a discrete valuation ν on K and denote by K_ν and O_ν the completion of K with respect to ν and its valuation ring, respectively. Fix a uniformizer π_ν P K such that νpπ_ν q “ 1 and denote k_ν “ O_ν {π_ν O_ν and q_ν “ Card k_ν . The absolute value | ¨ | associated with ν is defined by

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: Primary 11K60 ; Secondary 37P15, 37A44. 1

|x| “ q^{´νpxq}_ν for any x P K_ν . For any positive integer s, we denote by } ¨ } the sup norm on K^s_ν and denote by dim_H the Hausdorff dimension of subsets of K^s_ν with respect to the sup norm.

Let R_ν be the affine algebra of affine curve Cztνu. Then R_ν is discrete in K_ν and plays a similar role to the set of integers Z in R. We remark that R_ν is a Dedekind domain in general, but we will assume that R_ν is a principal ideal domain, that is, the ideal class group of R_ν is trivial (see [Ser77, II.2] and [Nar04, Chapter 1]). The assumption is needed in order to use the submodularity of the covolume function established in [Bang].

We say that a matrix A P M_{m,n}pK_ν q is singular if for any ϵ ą 0 there exists T_0 ě 1 such that for all T ě T_0, there exist p P R^m_ν and q P R^n_ν satisfying }Aq ` p} ď ϵT^{´n{m} and 0 ă }q} ď T.

Denote by Singpm, nq the set of all singular matrices in M_{m,n}pK_ν q. The main result of this article is the following:

Theorem 1.1. Assume that R_ν is a principal ideal domain. For m, n P N,

dim_H Singpm, nq ď mn´ mn m ` n . In fact, we will prove a stronger statement for the dimension of the set of lattices with trajectories “escaping on average”. See Proposition 6.5 and the definition just before the proposition.

In order to estimate the upper bound of the Hausdorff dimension of the singular set, we mainly use the connection (Subsection 2.2) between homogeneous dynamics and Diophantine approximation, so-called Dani’s correspondence, and the construction (Corollary 5.2) of an appropriate height function satisfying a certain contraction property, so-called a Margulis function which originated in [EMM98].

We basically follow the way of [KKLM17] to construct an appropriate Margulis function. The first step is to obtain a certain contraction property (Proposition 3.1) at the linear algebra level, and then move to a contraction property (Corollary 5.1) in homogeneous space using submodularity.

Gaussian random variables were used in [KKLM17] to make calculations simpler at the linear algebra level. In contrast, we will use a restriction of the Haar measure instead. We will prove that some analogous properties of the Gaussian measure still hold for the Haar measure. This is the main step (Theorem 3.2) to obtain the linear algebra level contraction property.

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce terms and definitions related to global function fields, homogeneous dynamics to interpret the singularity in terms of dynamics, and exterior algebra to develop the linear algebra level contraction property. Throughout Sections 3 and 4, we will prove the contraction property (Proposition 3.1) at the linear algebra level. In particular, Section 3 is devoted to key linear algebra estimates (Theorem 3.2), and in Section 4, we prove the linear algebra level contraction property (Proposition 3.1) by establishing the Hodge duality over function fields. Section 5 is devoted to the construction of Margulis functions under the assumption that R_ν is a principal ideal domain. Finally, in Section 6, we estimate the upper bound of the Hausdorff dimension of the singular set using the Margulis function.

Acknowledgments. We thank Frédéric Paulin for insightful discussions and for sharing his results. This project was partly conducted during T.K.’s visit to Seoul National University. S.L. and G.B. are supported by National Research Foundation of Korea, under Project number NFR- 2020R1A2C1A01011543. S.L. is an associate member of Korea Institute for Advanced Study.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Global function fields. As in the introduction, we consider a global function field K over a finite field F_q of q elements for a prime power q. We denote by g the genus of C. Recall that we consider a discrete valuation ν on K, the completion K_ν of K for ν, its valuation ring O_ν , a uniformizer π_ν P K, the residual field k_ν “ O_ν {π_ν O_ν , its cardinality q_ν “ Card k_ν , the absolute value |¨| associated with ν, and the affine algebra R_ν of affine curve Cztνu.

Then the completion K_ν of K for ν is the field k_ν ppπ_ν qq of Laurent series x “ ř iPZ x_ipπ_ν q^i in the variable π_ν over k_ν , where x_k P k_ν is zero for i P Z small enough. It follows that

|x| “ q^{´ suptjPZ: @iăj, xi“0u} ν , and O_ν “ k_ν rrπ_ν ss is the local ring of power series x “ ř iPZ_{ě0} xipπν q i in the variable π_ν over k_ν .

For any positive integer s, we denote by μ_s the Haar measure of K^s_ν normalized so that μ_spO^s_ν q “ 1 and by μ_s “ μ_s|_Os_ν the restriction of μ_s on O^s_ν . A lattice Λ in K^s_ν is a discrete free R_ν -submodule in K^s_ν that generates K^s_ν as a K_ν -vector space. The covolume of Λ, denoted by covpΛq, is the Haar measure μ_s of a fundamental domain of Λ in K^s_ν . Note that R^s_ν is a lattice in K^s_ν and by [BPP19, Lemma 14.4] we have

(2.1) covpR^s_ν q “ q^{pg´1qs}.

We say that a lattice Λ in K^s_ν is unimodular if covpΛq “ covpR^s_ν q.

2.2. Homogeneous dynamics. Fix m, n P N. Let

G “ SL_{m`n}pK_ν q, Γ “ SL_{m`n}pR_ν q, and X “ G{Γ.

The homogeneous space X can be identified with the space of unimodular lattices in K^{m`n}_ν . In order to relate Diophantine approximation and homogeneous dynamics, we consider the following diagonal flow:

g_t “ ^ π^{´nt}_ν I_m π^{mt}_ν I_n ˙ for t P Z.

Then g_t acts on X by left multiplication and the unstable horospherical subgroup for g_1 in G is given by U “ " u_s “ ^ I_m s I_n ˙ : s P M_{m,n}pK_ν q * . Lemma 2.1 (Dani’s correspondence). A matrix s P M_{m,n}pK_ν q is singular if and only if the trajectory tg_tu_sΓ : t P Nu is divergent in X, that is, leaves every compact subset of X.

Proof. The same proof verbatim [Dan85, §2] works in our setting with Mahler compactness criterion over global function fields as in [KST17, Theorem 1.1]. See also the proof of [KLP23, Proposition 5.2]. □

2.3. Exterior algebra. Given M, N P N with N ď M, we denote �N, M� “ tN, N ` 1, . . . , Mu. For any finite subset S of N satisfying |S| ě N, denote the collection of subsets of N elements in S by

℘_N pSq “ tS^1 Ď S : |S^1| “ Nu

and denote ℘^M_N “ ℘_N p�1, M�q.

Denote v_I “ v_{j1} ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ v_{ji} for I “ tj_1, . . . , j_iu P ℘^d_i and v_{j1} , . . . , v_{ji} P K^d_ν . An element v P

Ź_i

K^d_ν is called decomposable if v “ v_{�1,i�} for some v_1, . . . , v_i P K^d_ν . Arbitrary elements of

Ź_i

K^d_ν are linear combinations of decomposable elements. Let te_1, . . . , e_du be the standard basis of K^d_ν . Then te_I u_{IP℘}d_i is the standard basis of

Ź_i K^d_ν . Define the norm on

Ź_i K^d_ν by

}v} “ max_{IP℘d} i |v_I |.

for v “ ř IP℘^d_i vI eI P Ź_i K^d_ν .

Note that any element g P G acts linearly on K^{m`n}_ν . The action naturally extends to

Ź_i K^n_ν by

g.pv_1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ v_iq “ pgv_1q ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ pgv_iq.

We denote the orthogonal group for non-archimedean field by

(2.2) O_d “ O_dpK_ν q “ tA P M_{d,d}pOq : | det A| “ 1u,

and the special orthogonal group by SL_dpOq “ O_d X SL_dpK_ν q. Note that the non-archimedean norm is invariant under O_d (see [Bang] for example), and thus, the restriction measure μ_d is SL_dpOq-invariant.

3. Key linear algebra estimates

Throughout Sections 3 and 4, we will prove the following proposition, which is a global function field analog of [KKLM17, Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 3.5]. We remark that all statements in section 3 and 4 actually hold for all non-archimedean fields. We denote O_ν , π_ν and q_ν by O, π and q in Sections 3 and 4 for simplicity.

Proposition 3.1. For any i P t1, . . . , m ` n ´ 1u, let

β_i :“

#_m i if i ď m, n m`n´i if i ą m. Then there exists c ą 0 depending only on m, n such that ż M_{m,n}pOq }g_tu_sv}^{´βi} dμ_{mn}psq ď ctq^{´mnt}}v}^{´βi}

for any t P N and any decomposable v P

Ź_i K^{m`n}_ν .

The goal of this section is to prove Proposition 3.7 which is the first step of Proposition 3.1. Note that Proposition 3.7 is an analog of [KKLM17, Proposition 3.1], but restricted to wedge vectors of dimension at most m, due to the fact that the Hodge dual operator is no longer equivariant under

the orthogonal group O_dpK_ν q. For example, for A “ ^ 1 1 0 1 ˙ P O_2pK_ν q,

˚pAe_1q ‰ Ap˚e_1q (see Lemma 4.2 for detail).

Another remark is that while the Gaussian measure is used in [KKLM17] to control an integral over O_dpRq, we will use the restricted Haar measure μ_d as an analog. In [Eva01], it is shown that every O_d-invariant measure on K^d_ν whose components are independent is a normalized restricted measure of the Haar measure on a O-module π^rO^d for some r P Z. Considering the Maxwell’s characterization of Gaussian distribution in the real case, μ_d is the right analog of (real) Gaussian measure, and thus, we should check that the core measure estimations for Proposition 3.1 still hold for μ_d.

Throughout this section, let i, d P N with i ď d. Given a matrix s, we denote the j-th column and row vector by s_j and s^j. For s P M_{d,i}pOq, let c_I psq be the coefficient of e_I , i.e.,

s_1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ s_i “ ÿ I c_I psqe_I .

In order to prove Proposition 3.7, we need the following measure estimates:

Theorem 3.2. Given ℓ, ℓ^1 P Z_{ě0} with ℓ ď ℓ^1, let E_ℓpd, iq be the set of i-tuples of vectors whose wedge product has norm bounded by q^{´ℓ}, and F_{ℓ,ℓ}1 be its subset with the norm of the “first” coordinate c_{�1,i�}psq bounded by q^{´ℓ1} :

E_ℓpd, iq “ ts “ ps_1, . . . , s_iq P M_{d,i}pOq : }s_1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ s_i} ď q^{´ℓ}u;

(3.1)

F_{ℓ,ℓ}1 pd, iq “ E_ℓpd, iq X ts P M_{d,i}pOq : |c_{�1,i�}psq| ď q^{´ℓ1} u.

There exists a constant C_1 ą 0 depending only on the dimension d such that μ_{di}pF_{ℓ,ℓ}1 pd, iqq ď C_1 ^ ℓ^1 ´ ℓ`

`_d i ˘ ℓ^1 ´ ℓ ` 1 ˙ q^{´ℓpd´iq´ℓ1} . In particular, μ_{di}pE_ℓpd, iqq ď C_2q^{´ℓpd´i`1q} for a constant C_2 “ C_2pdq ą 0.

Given a

`_d i ˘ -tuple pn_I q_{IP℘}d_i of non-negative integers, consider even more refined subsets

D^d_I pℓq “ ts P M_{d,i}pOq : |c_I psq| “ q^{´ℓ}u and D^d_i ppn_I q_I q “ č IP℘^d_i D^d_I pn_I q.

In other words, the set D^d_i ppn_I q_I q is the subset of

Ź_i

O^d consisting of elements whose coefficient c_I has norm exactly q^{´nI} , for all I.

Since we use the sup norm for

Ź_i K^d_ν , F_{ℓ,ℓ}1 pd, iq is partitioned into F_{ℓ,ℓ}1 pd, iq “ ž n_I ěℓ,@I,n_{�1,i�}ěℓ^1 D^d_i ppn_I q_I q.

We will first prove the following estimate of μ_{di}pD^d_i ppn_I q_I qq:

Lemma 3.3. For d, i P N with i ď d, there exists a constant C “ Cpd, iq ą 0 such that for any

`_d i ˘ -tuple pn_I q_{IP℘}d_i of non-negative integers,

μ_{di}pD^d_i ppn_I q_I qq ď C exp_qp´ max_{IP℘d} i n_I ´ pd ´ iqn_I1 q

for some I^1 P ℘^d_i . Here, exp_qpxq “ q^x.

Remark 3.4. The induction is intertwined in Lemma 3.3 and Theorem 3.2: while Lemma 3.3 for pd, iq implies Theorem 3.2 for pd, iq, in the inductive proof of Lemma 3.3 for pd, iq, we use (3.1) in Theorem 3.2 for pd, i ´ 1q.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. We use a double induction on pd, iq. Recall that d ě i. Step 0 : the base case i “ 1. Denote n_j :“ n_{tju}. Since

D^d_1 ppn_I q_I q “ ts “ ps_1, . . . , s_dq P O^d : |s_j| “ q^{´nj} , @j “ 1, . . . , d u,

the Haar measure of this set is

μ_dpD^d_1 ppn_I q_I qq “ dź j“1 μ_1pts_j P O : |s_j| “ q^{´nj} uq “ dź j“1 p 1 q^{nj} ´ 1 q^{nj `1} q

ď exp_qp´ dÿ j“1 n_jq ď exp_qp´ max_{1ďjďd} n_j ´ pd ´ 1q min_{1ďjďd} n_jq,

which implies Lemma 3.3 for pd, 1q for any d P N. The rest of the induction consists the following two steps:

Step 1 : If Lemma 3.3 holds for pd, iq, then it holds for pd ` 1, iq as well. Step 2 : If Lemma 3.3 holds for pd ` 1, dq, it holds for pd ` 1, d ` 1q as well.

Assume that these two steps are proved. Since Lemma 3.3 holds for pd, iq “ p2, 1q by step 0, Lemma 3.3 holds for p2, 2q by step 2. By step 1 again, Lemma 3.3 holds for pn, 2q, especially for p3, 2q. By step 2, it holds for p3, 3q. By repeating these arguments, we obtain Lemma 3.3 for all pd, iq P N ^ N with i ď d. It remains to prove Step 1 and Step 2.

To prove Step 1, suppose that Lemma 3.3 holds for pd, iq. We will divide pd ` 1qi variables into di and i variables in several ways, and apply the Fubini’s theorem. We obtain several upper bounds of partial integral (Claim 1), and find an appropriate bound among them satisfying Lemma 3.3 (Claim 2). Finally, we use the induction hypothesis for another partial integral such that we have the upper bound for the measure of D^{d`1}_i ppn_I q_I q.

Fix w P �1, d ` 1�. We will choose an optimal w later in Claim 2. Let te_{kl}u, tf_{kl}u, and te_lu be the standard bases of M_{d`1,i}pOq, M_{d,i}pOq, and O^i, respectively. Define O-linear maps ϕ “ ϕpd, i, wq from M_{d`1,i}pOq to M_{d,i}pOq suppressing w-th row and shifting other rows by 1, and ψ “ ψpd, i, wq from M_{d`1,i}pOq to O^i as follows:

ϕpe_{kl}q “ # f_θ´1_{w pkql} if k ‰ w 0 if k “ w, ψpe_{kl}q “ # e_l if k “ w 0 if k ‰ w,

where θ_w : �1, d� Ñ �1, d ` 1� is defined by θ_wpkq “ k if k ă w and θ_wpkq “ k ` 1 otherwise. Denote θ_wp℘^d_i q “ tθ_wpĨq : Ĩ P ℘^d_i u, i.e. the set of indices I P ℘^{d`1}_i which does not include w. Note that the product map ϕ ^ ψ from M_{d`1,i}pOq to M_{d,i}pOq ^ O^i is simply shifting w-th row to the last row and shifting other rows accordingly. It is clearly bijective, linear and the pushforward measure of μ_{di} ^ μ_i by pϕ ^ ψq^{´1} is μ_{pd`1qi} by the uniqueness of Haar measure on M_{d`1,i}pOq.

Let D “ D^{d`1}_i ppn_I q_I q and D_w “ D^d_i ppn_{θw pĨq}q_{ĨP℘}d_i q. By ignoring the conditions for indices I containing w, we have D Ď č IPθ_w p℘^d_i q

D^{d`1}_I pn_I q “ ϕ^{´1}pD_wq.

Then pϕ ^ ψqpDq Ď D_w ^ O^i. Using Fubini’s theorem, we have

(3.2) μ_{pd`1qi}pDq “ ż pϕ^ψq^{´1}pD_w ^O^iq

1_Dpsqdμ_{pd`1qi}psq “ ż D_w ż O^i 1_Dppϕ ^ ψq^{´1}ps_1, s_2qqdμ_ips_2qdμ_{di}ps_1q.

For a matrix s P D_w, an index J “ tk_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , k_{i´1}u P ℘^d_{i´1} and v P O^i, let M_J ps, vq be the i ^ i matrix whose j-th row is the k_j -th row vector of s for j P �1, i ´ 1� and the last row is v. Given H P Ť jěi´1 ℘ d j , define

X_H psq “ tv P O^i : |detM_J ps, vq| “ exp_qp´n_{θw pJq\twu}q, @J P ℘_{i´1}pHqu.

Observe that for any s_1 P D_w and s_2 P O^i, we have

(3.3) 1_Dppϕ ^ ψq^{´1}ps_1, s_2qq ď 1_{X�1,d�ps1q}ps_2q

since if s “ pϕ ^ ψq^{´1}ps_1, s_2q P D, then for any J P ℘^d_{i´1},

|detM_J ps_1, s_2q| “ |c_{θw pJq\twu}psq| “ exp_qp´n_{θw pJq\twu}q.

Claim 1. For s P D_w and Î P ℘^d_i , we have

μ_ipX_Î psqq ď exp_qppi ´ 1qn_{θw pÎq}´ ÿ JP℘_{i´1}pÎq n_{θw pJq\twu}q.

Proof of Claim 1. Set Î “ tι_1, . . . , ι_iu. Consider an pi, iq-matrix s_Î obtained by keeping i-th rows of s, for i P Î. For each 1 ď k, l ď i, let ρ_{kl}psq be the pk, lq-entry of the adjugate matrix adjps_Î q of s_Î . Note that for any k “ 1, . . . , i and v “ pv_j q P O^i, |detM_{Î´tιku}ps, vq| “ |ρ_{k1}psqv_1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` ρ_{ki}psqv_i|.

Set n_k :“ n_{θwpÎ´tιkuq\twu} for the rest of the proof of Claim 1. By considering adjps_Î q as a linear transformation,

X_Î psq “ tv P O^i : |detM_{Î´tιku}ps, vq| “ q^{´nk} , k “ 1, . . . , iu “ tv P O^i : | iÿ l“1 ρ_{kl}psqv_l| “ q^{´nk} , k “ 1, . . . , iu “ adjps_Î q^{´1}ptpv^1, . . . , v^1_iq P K^i_ν : |v^1_k| “ q^{´nk} , k “ 1, . . . , iuq.

By the property of the adjugate matrix, we have

(3.4) μ_ipX_Î psqq “ |detpadjps_Î q^{´1}q|μ_ip iź k“1 tv^1_k : |v^1_k| “ q^{´nk} uq ď |detpadjps_Î q^{´1}q| iź k“1 q^{´nk} “ |detps_Î q^{´pi´1q}| exp_qp´ iÿ k“1 n_kq.

Since s P D_w and Î P ℘^d_i , we have s P D^d_Î pn_{θw pÎq}q, and thus |detps_Î q| “ |c_Î psq| “ q^{´nθw pÎq} . Combining with (3.4), we have

μ_ipX_Î psqq ď exp_qppi ´ 1qn_{θw pÎq}´ iÿ k“1 n_{θw pÎ´tιkuq\twu}q. □

Hence, for any Î P ℘^d_i , it follows from (3.2), (3.3), and Claim 1 that

(3.5) μ_{pd`1qi}pDq ď ż D_w ż O^i 1_{X�1,d�ps1q}ps_2qdμ_ips_2qdμ_{di}ps_1q ď ż D_w ż O^i 1_{XÎ ps1q}ps_2qdμ_ips_2qdμ_{di}ps_1q ď ż D_w exp_qppi ´ 1qn_{θw pÎq}´ ÿ JP℘_{i´1}pÎq

n_{θw pJq\twu}qdμ_{di}ps_1q

“ exp_qppi ´ 1qn_{θw pÎq}´ ÿ JP℘_{i´1}pÎq n_{θwpJq\twu}qμ_{di}pD_wq. Claim 2. There exist w_0 P �1, d ` 1� and I_0 P θ_{w0} p℘^d_i q satisfying (3.6) pi ´ 1qn_{I0}´ ÿ JP℘_{i´1}pI_0q

n_{J\tw0u} ď ´ max_{IP℘d`1} i n_I . Proof of Claim 2. Let I_{max} be an element in ℘^{d`1}_i such that n_{Imax} “ max_{IP℘d`1} i n_I .

Consider the subset Q of ℘^{d`1}_i whose element I differs from I_{max} by one digit, i.e. |I_{max} ´ I| “ 1. Let n_{I0} be the minimum n_I for I P Q, i.e. n_{I0} “ min_{IPQ} n_I .

We claim that w_0 :“ I_{max} ´ I_0 and I_0 satisfy (3.6). Since I_0 does not contain w_0, clearly I_0 P θ_{w0} p℘^d_i q. Set I_0 “ J_0 \ tw_1u so that J_0 P ℘_{i´1}pI_{max}q. Let J P ℘_{i´1}pI_0q ´ tJ_0u. Then we have w_1 P J such that J ´ tw_1u Ă J_0 Ă I_{max}. By definition, we have pJ ´ tw_1uq \ tw_0u P ℘_{i´1}pI_{max}q. Hence, J Y tw_0u “ ppJ ´ tw_1uq \ tw_0uq \ tw_1u P Q, which implies that n_{JYtw0u} ě min_{IPQ} n_I “ n_{I0} .

Therefore, we have ÿ JP℘_{i´1}pI_0q

n_{J\tw0u} “ n_{J0\tw0u}` ÿ JP℘_{i´1}pI_0q´tJ_0u

n_{J\tw0u} ě n_{Imax} ` pi ´ 1qn_{I0} ,

which means that w_0 and I_0 satisfy (3.6). □ Hence, it follows from (3.5) and Claim 2 that (3.7) μ_{pd`1qi}pDq ď exp_q p´ max_{IP℘d`1} i n_I qμ_{di}pD_{w0} q.

By induction hypothesis on pd, iq, there exist a constant C “ Cpd, iq ą 0 and Ĩ^1 P ℘^d_i such that μ_{di}pD_{w0} q ď C exp_q p´ max_{ĨP℘d} i n_{θw0 pĨq} ´ pd ´ iqn_{θw0 pĨ1q}q

ď C exp_q p´pd ´ i ` 1qn_{θw0 pĨ1q}q. Combining with (3.7), we obtain

μ_{pd`1qi}pDq ď C exp_q p´ max_{IP℘d`1} i n_I ´ pd ´ i ` 1qn_{θw0 pĨ1q}q.

Therefore, by letting I^1 :“ θ_{w0} pĨ^1q P ℘^{d`1}_i , Lemma 3.3 holds for pd ` 1, iq, which concludes Step 1.

To prove Step 2, suppose that Lemma 3.3 holds for pd`1, dq and consider the case of pd ` 1, d ` 1q. Since ℘^{d`1}_{d`1} “ t�1, d ` 1�u, we need to show that there exists a constant C “ Cpdq ą 0 such that for any N ě 0, μ_{pd`1q}2 pD^{d`1}_{�1,d`1�}pNqq ď Cq^{´N} .

Let D “ D^{d`1}_{�1,d`1�}pNq. Define a partition tR_ℓu_{ℓě0} of D by R_ℓ “ ts P D : }s^1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ s^d} “ q^{´ℓ}u, where s^j is the j-th row vector of s. Denote by ϕ “ ϕpd ` 1, d ` 1, d ` 1q and ψ “ ψpd ` 1, d ` 1, d ` 1q O-linear maps as in Step 1, that is, ψ is the projection to d ` 1-th row, and ϕ is the projection to remaining rows. Then it follows from Fubini’s theorem that

(3.8) μ_{pd`1q}2 pR_ℓq “ ż pϕ^ψq^{´1} pϕpR_ℓq^O^{d`1}q

1_{Rℓ} psqdμ_{pd`1q}2 psq “ ż ϕpR_ℓq ż O^{d`1} 1_{Rℓ} ppϕ ^ ψq^{´1}ps_1, s_2qqdμ_{d`1}ps_2qdμ_{dpd`1q}ps_1q.

For s P ϕpR_ℓq and v P O^{d`1}, let M_{�1,d�}ps, vq be the pd ` 1q ^ pd ` 1q matrix with rows s^1, . . . , s^d and v. Consider the following set X_{�1,d�}psq :“ tv P O^{d`1} : |detM_{�1,d�}ps, vq| “ q^{´N} u.

Similarly to (3.3), for any s_1 P ϕpR_ℓq and s_2 P O^{d`1}, we have (3.9) 1_{Rℓ} ppϕ ^ ψq^{´1}ps_1, s_2qq ď 1_{X�1,d�ps1q}ps_2q. For j P �1, d ` 1�, let τ_{pd`1qj} psq be the pd ` 1, jq-cofactor of M_{�1,d�}ps, vq. Since s P ϕpR_ℓq, we have max_{1ďjďd`1}p|τ_{pd`1qj} psq|q “ }s^1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ s^d} “ q^{´ℓ}. By the cofactor expansion of M_{�1,d�}ps, vq along pd ` 1q-th row,

(3.10) μ_{d`1}pX_{�1,d�}psqq “ μ_{d`1}ptpv_j q P O^{d`1} : | d`1ÿ j“1 τ_{pd`1qj} psqv_j | “ q^{´N} uq

ď q^{´N} max 1ďjďd`1

p|τ_{pd`1qj} psq|q “ q^{´N`ℓ},

where the last inequality holds since μ_Dptv P O^D : |a ¨ v| ď q^{´ℓ1} uq “^{q´ℓ1}_{}a}} for any a P O^D ´ t0u and ℓ^1 P Z_{ě0} by Fubini’s theorem. Hence, it follows from (3.8), (3.9), and (3.10) that

(3.11) μ_{pd`1q}2 pR_ℓq ď ż ϕpR_ℓq μ_{d`1}pX_{�1,d�}ps_1qqdμ_{dpd`1q}ps_1q

ď q^{´N`ℓ}μ_{dpd`1q}pϕpR_ℓqq.

Observe that ϕpR_ℓq Ă tA^t : A P E_ℓpd ` 1, dqu. By the induction hypothesis on pd ` 1, dq, Lemma 3.3 holds for pd ` 1, dq, which implies Theorem 3.2 for pd ` 1, dq. (We will prove this in a moment.) Thus, there exists a constant C “ Cpdq ą 0 such that (3.12) μ_{dpd`1q}pϕpR_ℓqq ď μ_{pd`1qd}pE_ℓpd ` 1, dqq ď Cq^{´ℓppd`1q´d`1q} “ Cq^{´2ℓ}. Therefore, for any N ě 0, it follows from (3.11) and (3.12) that μ_{pd`1q}2 pDq “ 8ÿ ℓ“0 μ_{pd`1q}2 pR_ℓq ď 8ÿ ℓ“0 q^{´N`ℓ}μ_{dpd`1q}pϕpR_ℓqq

ď 8ÿ ℓ“0 q^{´N`ℓ}Cq^{´2ℓ} “ Cp1 ´ q^{´1}q^{´1}q^{´N} ,

which completes Step 2 with C^1pdq “ Cpdqp1 ´ q^{´1}q^{´1}, hence the proof of Lemma 3.3. □ It remains to show Theorem 3.2 for pd, iq using Lemma 3.3 for pd, iq.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Denote ℘^d_i “ tI_1, I_2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , I_ku and define T_{ℓ,ℓ}1 “ ž ℓďn_{I1} ď¨¨¨ďn_{Ik} , ℓ^1ďn_{�1,i�}

D^d_i ppn_I q_I q

and for r “ 0, 1, . . . , k, S_{ℓ,ℓ}1 prq “ ž ℓďn_{I1} ď¨¨¨ďn_{Ir} ďℓ^1ďn_{Ir`1} ď¨¨¨ďn_{Ik}

D^d_i ppn_I q_I q.

Since �1, i� P ℘^d_i and ℓ^1 ď n_{�1,i�} in T_{ℓ,ℓ}1 , we have

(3.13) T_{ℓ,ℓ}1 Ď k´1ď r“0 S_{ℓ,ℓ}1 prq. By Lemma 3.3 for pd, iq, there exists a constant C “ Cpd, iq ą 0 such that μ_{di}pD^d_i ppn_I q_I qq ď C exp_q p´ max_{IP℘d} i n_I ´ pd ´ iq min_{IP℘d} i n_I q. Hence, we can estimate the Haar measure of S_{ℓ,ℓ}1 prq as μ_{di}pS_{ℓ,ℓ}1 prqq “ ÿ ℓďn_{I1} ď¨¨¨ďn_{Ir} ďℓ^1ďn_{Ir`1} ď¨¨¨ďn_{Ik}

μ_{di}pD^d_i ppn_I q_I qq ď ÿ ℓďn_{I1} ď¨¨¨ďn_{Ir} ďℓ^1ďn_{Ir`1} ď¨¨¨ďn_{Ik}

C exp_q p´ max_{IP℘d} i n_I ´ pd ´ iq min_{IP℘d} i n_I q

ď ℓ^1ÿ

n_{Ir} “ℓ ¨ ¨¨ n_{I2}ÿ

n_{I1} “ℓ 8ÿ n_{Ir`1} “ℓ^1 ¨ ¨¨ 8ÿ n_{Ik} “n_{Ik´1} Cq^{´nI}k^{´pd´iqℓ} ď ℓ^1ÿ

n_{Ir} “ℓ ¨ ¨¨ n_{I2}ÿ

n_{I1} “ℓ 8ÿ n_{Ir`1} “ℓ^1 ¨ ¨¨ 8ÿ n_{Ik´1} “n_{Ik´2} Cp1 ´ q^{´1}q^{´1}q^{´nIk´1 ´pd´iqℓ} . . ď ℓ^1ÿ

n_{Ir} “ℓ ¨ ¨¨ n_{I2}ÿ

n_{I1} “ℓ

Cp1 ´ q^{´1}q^{´k`r}q^{´ℓ1´pd´iqℓ}

ď Cp1 ´ q^{´1}q^{´k}q^{´ℓ1´pd´iqℓ}

ℓ^1ÿ

n_{Ir} “ℓ ¨ ¨¨ n_{I2}ÿ

n_{I1} “ℓ 1.

“ Cp1 ´ q^{´1}q^{´k}q^{´ℓ1´pd´iqℓ} ^ ℓ^1 ´ ℓ ` r r ˙ , where the last equality holds by setting m_{Ij} “ n_{Ij} ´ pℓ ´ 1q and using a simplicial polytopic number

ℓ^1ÿ

n_{Ir} “ℓ ¨ ¨¨ n_{I2}ÿ

n_{I1} “ℓ 1 “ ℓ^1´ℓ`1ÿ

m_{Ir} “1 ¨ ¨¨ m_{I2}ÿ

m_{I1} “1 1 “ ^ ℓ^1 ´ ℓ ` r r ˙ . Hence, it follows from (3.13) and Fermat’s identity that

μ_{di}pT_{ℓ,ℓ}1 q ď Cp1 ´ q^{´1}q^{´k}q^{´ℓ1´pd´iqℓ} k´1ÿ r“0 ^ ℓ^1 ´ ℓ ` r r ˙

ď Cp1 ´ q^{´1}q^{´k}q^{´ℓ1´pd´iqℓ} ^ ℓ^1 ´ ℓ ` k k ´ 1 ˙ , and thus, we obtain by symmetry that

(3.14) μ_{di}pF_{ℓ,ℓ}1 pd, iqq ď pk!qμ_{di}pT_{ℓ,ℓ}1 q ď C_1q^{´ℓ1´pd´iqℓ} ^ ℓ^1 ´ ℓ ` k k ´ 1 ˙ , where C_1 “ C max_{1ďiďd} k!p1 ´ q^{´1}q^{´k} is a constant depending only on d.

For E_ℓpd, iq, apply ℓ “ ℓ^1 to (3.14). Then μ_{di}pE_ℓpd, iqq ď C_1kq^{´pd´i`1qℓ} ď C_2q^{´pd´i`1qℓ}, where C_2 “ C_1 max_{1ďiďd} k. Since k “ |℘^d_i | “

`_d i ˘ , C_2 is a constant depending only on d. □ Now, we will prove the analogs of Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.4 in [KKLM17].

Recall that the restriction measure μ_d of Haar measure is a non-archimedean Gaussian measure, which is SL_dpOq-invariant.

Lemma 3.5. Let i P t1, . . . , du and x_1, . . . , x_i be independent SL_dpOqinvariant random variables on K^d_ν of which distribution measure is μ_d. Then Ep}x_1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ x_i}^{´β}q ă 8 for all β ă d ´ i ` 1.

Proof. Recall that s_j the j-th column vector of s P M_{d,i}pOq. We will compute E p}x_1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ x_i}^{´β}q “ ż M_{d,i}pOq } iľ j“1 s_j }^{´β} dμ_{di}psq.

Using ultrametric property, consider the partition tE_ℓu_{ℓě0} of M_{d,i}pOq, where (3.15) E_ℓ “ ts P M_{d,i}pOq : } iľ j“1 s_j } “ q^{´ℓ}u.

By Theorem 3.2, there exists a constant C “ Cpdq ą 0 such that μ_{di}pE_ℓq ď Cq^{´ℓpd´i`1q} for any ℓ ě 0. Hence, we have

E p} iľ j“1 x_j }^{´β}q “ 8ÿ ℓ“0 ż E_ℓ } iľ j“1 s_j}^{´β} dμ_{di}psq “ 8ÿ ℓ“0 ż E_ℓ pq^{´ℓ}q^{´β} dμ_{di}psq “ 8ÿ ℓ“0 q^{ℓβ}μ_{di}pE_ℓq ď C 8ÿ ℓ“0 q^{ℓβ} ¨ q^{´ℓpd´i`1q}, which is finite for any β ă d ´ i ` 1. □ Lemma 3.6. Let x_1, . . . , x_i be random variables in Lemma 3.5. Then there exists a constant C “ Cpdq ą 0 such that for κ P N, we have E p}x_1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ x_i}^{´pd´i`1q}1p}x_1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ x_i} ą q^{´κ}qq ď Cκ.

Proof. Recall E_ℓ as in (3.15). Since μ_{di}pE_ℓq ď Cq^{´ℓpd´i`1q} and ts P M_{d,i}pOq : } iľ j“1 s_j } ą q^{´κ}u “ κ´1ď ℓ“0 E_ℓ, we have Ep} iľ j“1 x_j }^{´pd´i`1q}1p} iľ j“1 x_j } ą q^{´κ}qq

“ ż M_{d,i}pOq } iľ j“1 s_j }^{´pd´i`1q}1p} iľ j“1 s_j } ą q^{´κ}q dμ_{di}psq

“ κ´1ÿ ℓ“0 ż E_ℓ } iľ j“1 s_j }^{´pd´i`1q} dμ_{di}psq

“ κ´1ÿ ℓ“0 ż E_ℓ pq^{´ℓ}q^{´pd´i`1q} dμ_{di}psq “ κ´1ÿ ℓ“0 q^{ℓpd´i`1q}μ_{di}pE_ℓq ď κ´1ÿ ℓ“0 q^{ℓpd´i`1q}Cq^{´ℓpd´i`1q} ď Cκ. □

Now we obtain an analog of [KKLM17, Proposition 3.1] in the global function fields, but only for wedge vectors of small dimensions. Let λ be the normalized Haar measure on the compact group SL_{m`n}pOq.

Proposition 3.7. For i P t1, . . . , mu, let β_i “^m_i . Then there exists a constant C ą 0 depending only on m, n such that ż SL_{m`n}pOq

}g_tkv}^{´βi} dλpkq ď Ctq^{´mnt}}v}^{´βi}

for any t P N and any decomposable i-vector v P

Ź_i

K^{m`n}_ν .

Proof. Set I_tpvq “ ż SL_{m`n}pOq

}g_tkv}^{´βi} dλpkq

for each t P N and decomposable i-vector v P

Ź_i

K^{m`n}_ν . By [Bang, Corollary 2.11], for any i-vectors v, v^1 satisfying }v} “ }v^1}, there exist g P SL_{m`n}pOq and c P K_ν with |c| “ 1 such that v “ cgv^1. Hence, we have (3.16) I_tpvq “ Cptq}v}^{´βi} for some function Cptq.

Let v “ x_1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ x_i, where x_1, . . . , x_i are independent random variables on K^{m`n}_ν whose distribution is μ_{m`n}. Since β_i “^m_i ă m ` n ´ i ` 1, @i ď m, we obtain C_1 :“ Ep}x_1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ x_i}^{´βi} q ă 8 by Lemma 3.5. Taking the expectation on (3.16), we obtain Cptq “ 1 C_1

E pI_t px_1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ x_iqq “ 1 C_1

E p}g_t px_1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ x_iq}^{´βi} q,

where the last equality holds since the distributions of x_1, . . . , x_i are SL_{m`n}pOqinvariant. Hence, it suffices to show that there exists a constant c depending only on m and n such that (3.17) Ep}g_t px_1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ x_iq}^{´βi} q ď ctq^{´mnt} for all t P N.

Let V_u and V_s be subspaces of K^{m`n}_ν spanned by te_j u_{1ďjďm} and te_{m`j} u_{1ďjďn}, respectively. Let p^{p1q}_u : K^{m`n}_ν Ñ V_u and p^{p1q}_s : K^{m`n}_ν Ñ V_s be the projections corresponding the direct sum K^{m`n}_ν “ V_u À V_s. Define the projection p^{piq}_u :

Ź_i K^{m`n}_ν Ñ

Ź_i

V_u by

p^{piq}_u pe_I q “ iľ k“1 p^{p1q}_u pe_{ιk} q

for each I “ tι_1, . . . , ι_iu P ℘^{m`n}_i and extending it linearly. Define the projection p^{piq}_s :

Ź_i K_ν^{m`n} Ñ

Ź_i

V_s in a similar way. Note that

(3.18) p^{piq}_u pv_{�1,i�}q “ iľ j“1 p^{p1q}_u pv_j q for any v_1, . . . , v_i P K^{m`n}_ν .

For 1 ă i ă m, we can obtain (3.17) from (3.18) that

(3.19) }p^{piq}_u g_tp iľ j“1 x_jq} “ }p^{piq}_u p iľ j“1 g_tx_j q} ď }g_tp iľ j“1 x_jq},

where the inequality holds since p^{p1q}_u is a projection. Note that p^{p1q}_u px_1q, . . . , p^{p1q}_u px_iq are independent random variables on K^m_ν whose distribution is μ_m. Thus, applying Lemma 3.5 with d “ m, we obtain (3.20) B_i :“ E p}p^{p1q}_u px_1q ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ p^{p1q}_u px_iq}^{´βi} q ă 8 since β_i “^m_i ă m ´ i ` 1 for 1 ă i ă m. Hence, if follows from (3.18), (3.19), (3.20) and p^{p1q}_u pg_tx_j q “ π^{´nt}p^{p1q}_u px_j q that

(3.21)

Ep}g_t p iľ j“1 x_j q}^{´βi} q ď Ep} iľ j“1 p^{p1q}_u pg_tx_j q}^{´βi} q

“ Epq^{´niβi t}} iľ j“1 p^{p1q}_u px_j q}^{´βi} q ď q^{´mnt} max_{1ăiăm} B_i,

which satisfies (3.17) since max_{1ăiăm} B_i depends only on m.

Now, assume i “ 1 or i “ m. First, observe that

}g_tp iľ j“1 x_j q} ě maxp}g_tp^{piq}_u p iľ j“1 x_j q}, q^{´imt}} iľ j“1 x_j }q.

Thus, for any κ P N, we can seperate the left hand side of (3.17) into

(3.22) Ep}g_t p iľ j“1 x_j q}^{´βi} q ď E_1 ` E_2,

where E_1 “ E p}g_t p^{piq}_u p iľ j“1 x_j q}^{´βi} 1p}p^{piq}_u p iľ j“1 x_jq} ą q^{´κt}qq;

E_2 “ q^{imβit}E p} iľ j“1 x_j }^{´βi} 1p}p^{piq}_u p iľ j“1 x_j q} ď q^{´κt}qq.

By Lemma 3.6 for d “ m with random variables p^{p1q}_u px_1q, . . . , p^{p1q}_u px_iq and (3.18), there exists a constant C_1 ą 0 depending on m such that

(3.23) E p}p^{piq}_u p iľ j“1 x_j q}^{´pm´i`1q}1p}p^{piq}_u p iľ j“1 x_jq} ą q^{´κt}qq ď C_1κt

Since β_i “^m_i “ m ´ i ` 1 and g_tp^{p1q}_u px_j q “ π^{´nt}p^{p1q}_u px_j q for j “ 1, . . . , i, it follow from (3.23) that

(3.24)

E_1 “ Ep} iľ j“1 g_tp^{p1q}_u px_j q}^{´βi} 1p}p^{piq}_u p iľ j“1 x_j q} ą q^{´κt}qq

“ q^{´niβit}Ep} iľ j“1 p^{p1q}_u px_j q}^{´βi} 1p}p^{piq}_u p iľ j“1 x_jq} ą q^{´κt}qq ď q^{´niβit}pC_1κtq “ C_1κtq^{´mnt}. To estimate E_2, we use a direct calculation applying Theorem 3.2, which is a different method from [KKLM17, Proposition 3.1] using conditional expectation. First, assume i “ 1. We have

(3.25)

E_2 “ q^{m2t}Ep}x_1 }^{´m}1p}p^{p1q}_u px_1q} ď q^{´κt}qq “ q^{m2t} ż O^{m`n} }s}^{´m}1p}p^{p1q}_u psq} ď q^{´κt}qdμ_{m`n}psq “ q^{m2t} 8ÿ ℓ“0 ż O^{m`n} pq^{´ℓ}q^{´m}1p}s} “ q^{´ℓ}, }p^{p1q}_u psq} ď q^{´κt}qdμ_{m`n}psq

“ q^{m2t} 8ÿ ℓ“0 q^{mℓ}μ_{m`n}pts P O^{m`n} : }s} “ q^{´ℓ}, }p^{p1q}_u psq} ď q^{´κt}uq.

Let B_{ℓ,κt} “ μ_{m`n}pts P O^{m`n} : }s} “ q^{´ℓ}, }p^{p1q}_u psq} ď q^{´κt}uq. If ℓ ě κt, since q^{´ℓ} ď q^{´κt} and }p^{p1q}_u psq} ď }s}, we have (3.26) B_{ℓ,κt} ď μ_{m`n}pts P O^{m`n} : }s} ď q^{´ℓ}uq “ q^{´pm`nqℓ}. If ℓ ă κt, since }s} “ maxp}p^{p1q}_u psq}, }p^{p1q}_s psq}q for any s P O^{m`n}, we have (3.27) B_{ℓ,κt} “ μ_{m`n}pts : }p^{p1q}_s psq} “ q^{´ℓ}, }p^{p1q}_u psq} ď q^{´κt}uq ď q^{´mκt´nℓ}. Therefore, it follows from (3.25), (3.26) and (3.27) that

(3.28)

E_2 ď q^{m2t}t κt´1ÿ

ℓ“0 q^{mℓ}pq^{´nℓ´mκt}q` 8ÿ ℓ“κt q^{mℓ}pq^{´pm`nqℓ}qu

“ q^{m2t}pq^{´mκt} κt´1ÿ

ℓ“0 q^{pm´nqℓ}` 8ÿ ℓ“κt q^{´nℓ}q

“ q^{m2t}pq^{´mκt} κt´1ÿ

ℓ“0 q^{pm´nqℓ}` q^{´nκt} 1 ´ q^{´n} q. Note that κt´1ÿ

ℓ“0 q^{pm´nqℓ} ď #_{qpm´nqκt´1} q^{pm´nq}´1 ď q^{pm´nqκt} 1´q^{´n} if m ą n

κt ď^{κt}_{1´q´n} if m ď n.

Hence, it follows from (3.28) that

E_2 ď # p1 ´ q^{´n}q^{´1}q^{m2t}p2q^{´nκt}q if m ą n p1 ´ q^{´n}q^{´1}q^{m2t}pκtq^{´mκt} ` q^{´nκt}q if m ď n, which implies (3.29) E_2 ď 2p1 ´ q^{´n}q^{´1}κtq^{´mnt} for any m, n P N and κ ą maxp^{mpm`nq}_m ,^{mpm`nq}_n q.

Now assume i “ m. Define Z “ ts P M_{m`n,m}pOq : }p^{pmq}_u p mľ j“1 s_j q} ď q^{´κt}u.

Consider a partition tR_ℓu_{ℓě0} of M_{m`n,m}pOq defined by

R_ℓ “ ts P M_{m`n,m}pOq : } mľ j“1 s_j } “ q^{´ℓ}u.

Then, we have

(3.30) E_2 “ q^{m2t} ż Z } mľ j“1 s_j}^{´1}dμ_{pm`nqm}psq “ q^{m2t} 8ÿ ℓ“0 q^ℓμ_{pm`nqm}pR_ℓ X Zq. Note that R_ℓ Ă E_ℓpm ` n, mq and R_ℓ X Z Ă F_{ℓ,κt}pm ` n, mq which are defined in Theorem 3.2. If ℓ ě κt, we have R_ℓ Ď Z since }p^{pmq}_u pvq} ď }v} for any v P

Ź_m

K^{m`n}_ν . Hence, by Theorem 3.2, there exists a constant C_1 “ C_1pm, nq ą 0 such that (3.31) μ_{pm`nqm}pR_ℓ X Zq ď μ_{pm`nqm}pE_ℓpm ` n, mqq ď C_1q^{´ℓpn`1q}. If ℓ ă κt, by Theorem 3.2 again, there exists a constant C_2 “ C_2pm, nq ą 0 such that

(3.32) μ_{pm`nqm}pR_ℓ X Zq ď μ_{pm`nqm}pF_{ℓ,κt}pm ` n, mqq ď C_2q^{´κt´nℓ} ^ κt ´ ℓ` `_{m`n} m ˘ κt ´ ℓ ` 1 ˙ . Note that given a P N, there exists a constant Cpaq ą 0 depending only on a such that^ x ` a x ` 1 ˙ ď px ` aq^{a´1} pa ´ 1q!

ď Cpaqq^{12 x} for any x P N since the exponential growth is faster than the polynomial one. Hence, there exists a constant C_3 ą 0 depending only on m and n such that^ κt ´ ℓ` `_{m`n} m ˘ κt ´ ℓ ` 1 ˙ ď C_3q^{12 pκt´ℓq} for any 0 ď ℓ ď κt ´ 1.

Therefore, it follows from (3.30), (3.31) and (3.32) that

E_2 ď q^{m2t}p κt´1ÿ

ℓ“0 q^ℓpC_2q^{´κt´nℓ}pC_3q^{12 pκt´ℓq}qq` 8ÿ ℓ“κt q^ℓpC_1q^{´ℓpn`1q}qq

“ q^{m2t}pC_2C_3q^{´ 12 κt} κt´1ÿ

ℓ“0 q^{´pn´ 12 qℓ} ` C_1 8ÿ ℓ“κt q^{´nℓ}q

“ q^{m2t}pC_2C_3q^{´ 12 κt}

1 ´ q^{´pn´ 1}2^{qκt} 1 ´ q^{´pn´ 1}2^q

` C_1 q^{´nκt} 1 ´ q^{´n} q ď q^{m2t}pC_2C_3q^{´ 12 κt} 1 1 ´ q^{´pn´ 1}2^q

` C_1 q^{´nκt} 1 ´ q^{´n} q ď C_4q^{m2t}pq^{´ 12 κt} ` q^{´nκt}q,

where C_4 “ maxpC_2C_3p1 ´ q^{´pn´ 1}2^qq^{´1}, C_1p1 ´ q^{´n}q^{´1}q. Hence, we have (3.33) E_2 ď C_4q^{´mnt} for any κ ě 2pm^2 ` mnq.

As a summary, it follows from (3.22), (3.24), (3.29) and (3.33) that when i “ 1 or i “ m, we have

Ep}g_t px_1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ x_iq}^{´βi} q ď pC_1κt ` maxp2p1 ´ q^{´n}q^{´1}κt, C_4qqq^{´mnt} for any t P N and any κ ą 2pm^2`mnq. Thus, by fixing some κ ą 2pm^2`mnq, we obtain (3.34) Ep}g_t px_1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ x_iq}^{´βi} q ď Ctq^{´mnt} for all t P N, where C is a constant depending on m and n.

Therefore, from (3.21) and (3.34), we reach the goal (3.17). □

4. the Hodge duality and the proof of Proposition 3.1 We let d “ m ` n for this section and the remaining sections. While [KKLM17, Proposition 3.1] covers all 1 ď i ď d using the equivariance of the Hodge duality under SO_dpRq, the Hodge dual operator is not equivariant under the ultrametric orthogonal group SL_dpOq. Instead, we apply the duality to horospherical subgroups.

Note that the exterior powers and their natural basis can be defined for any free R-module with scalar in a commutative ring R with unity. Thus, we can define the standard Hodge dual operator between

Ź_i

K^d_ν and Ź_{d´i} K^d_ν in the same way as a linear map, even though there is no inner product structure.

Definition 4.1. Let te_j u_{jP�1,d�} be the standard basis of K^d_ν . For each i P �1, d�, we define the Hodge dual operator ˚ :

Ź_i K^d_ν Ñ Ź_{d´i} K^d_ν linearly by ˚pe_I q “ σ_I e_Ic ,

where I “ ta_1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă a_iu P ℘^d_i , I^c “ �1, d� ´ I, and σ_I “ p´1q^{ipi`1q}2^{`řis“1 as} .

Note that the above definition is the same as the real case and the term σ_I comes from e_I ^ e_Ic “ σ_I e_{�1,d�}. The following lemma says that some properties related exterior powers still hold for the global function fields. This property of the Hodge dual operator is well-known, but we cannot find a suitable reference for non-archimedean spaces. Lemma 4.2. For any i P t1, . . . , d ´ 1u, we have

(1) } ˚ v} “ }v};

(2) ˚pgvq “ pg^{´1}q^{tr}p˚vq, for any v P

Ź_i

K_ν^d and g P SL_dpK_ν q. Proof. (1): Let v “ ř I v_I e_I P

Ź_i K^d_ν be a decomposable i-vector. Since ˚v “ ˚p ÿ I v_I e_I q “ ÿ I v_I ˚ pe_I q “ ÿ I v_I σ_I e_Ic

and |σ_I | “ 1 for all I P ℘^d_i , it follows that

} ˚ v} “ } ÿ I v_I σ_I e_Ic } “ max_I |v_I σ_I | “ max_I |v_I | “ }v}.

(2): It is enough to show that for any g P SL_dpK_ν q and I P ℘^d_i , (4.1) ˚pge_I q “ pg^{´1}q^{tr}p˚e_I q. First, observe that (4.2) ge_I “ ÿ JP℘^d_i det g_{J,I} e_J ,

where det g_{I,J} is pI, Jq-minor of g. Hence, its Hodge dual is

˚pge_I q “ ˚p ÿ J det g_{J,I} e_J q “ ÿ J det g_{J,I} ˚ pe_J q “ ÿ J σ_J det g_{J,I} e_J c .

On the other hand, using (4.2) with pg^{´1}q^{tr}, we have

pg^{´1}q^{tr}p˚e_I q “ σ_I pg^{´1}q^{tr}pe_Ic q “ ÿ JP℘^d_{´i} σ_I detppg^{´1}q^{tr}q_{J,I}c e_J “ ÿ JP℘^d_i σ_I detppg^{´1}q^{tr}q_J c_{,I}c e_J c .

Therefore, to prove (4.1), it suffices to show (4.3) det g_{J,I} “ σ_I σ_J detppg^{´1}q^{tr}q_J c_{,I}c for any I, J P ℘^d_i . Since det g “ 1, (4.3) is the Jacobi’s identity, which holds over any commutative ring (see [CSS13, Lemma A.1]). □ Remark 4.3. The Hodge dual operator preserves the decomposability. Indeed, if w “ v_1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ v_i is a nonzero decomposable vector, then v_1, . . . , v_i are linearly independent over K_ν , and thus it can be extended to a basis tv_1, . . . , v_du of K^d_ν . Let v be a pd, dq-matrix with columns v_1, . . . , v_d. Then w “ ve_{�1,i�} and v is invertible. Hence, by Lemma 4.2, we have

˚w “ pv^{´1}q^{tr}σ_{�1,i�}e_{�i`1,d�} “ pσ_{�1,i�}pv^{´1}q^{tr}e_{i`1}q ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ ppv^{´1}q^{tr}e_dq,

which means ˚w is decomposable.

Now, we are ready to prove Proposition 3.1 using the Hodge dual operator.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. First, let i P �1, m� to apply Proposition 3.7. Define P pOq and UpOq by

P pOq “ "^ a 0 b c ˙ : a P M_{m,m}pOq, b P M_{n,m}pOq, c P M_{n,n}pOq, det a det c “ 1 * ; UpOq “ "^ I_m s 0 I_n ˙ : s P M_{m,n}pOq * . Using the fact that O is a compact subring of K_ν , one can easily show that P pOq and UpOq are compact subgroup of SL_dpOq. Moreover, there exists an open neighborhood of I_d in SL_dpOq contained in P pOqUpOq. For instance, if we take V “ pI_d ` M_{d,d}pπOqq X SL_dpOq.

as an open neighborhood of I_d in SL_dpOq, then V is contained in P pOqUpOq. Indeed, let x P V and write x “ ^ I_m ` a b c I_n ` d ˙ . Applying the Leibniz formula for the determinant to a and d, we have

detpI_m ` aq ´ 1, detpI_n ` dq ´ 1 P πO,

which implies |detpI_m ` aq| “ |detpI_n ` dq| “ 1, and thus, I_m ` a P O_m and I_n ` d P O_n (recall that O_d is the orthogonal group defined in (2.2)). Hence, we have the following decomposition ^ I_m ` a b

c I_n ` d ˙ “ ^ I_m ` a 0

c I_n ` d ´ cpI_m ` aq^{´1}b ˙^ I_m pI_m ` aq^{´1}b 0 I_n ˙

P P pOqUpOq. Since SL_dpOq, P pOq and UpOq are compact groups, they are unimodular. Let λ_P and λ_U be the normalized Haar measure of P pOq and UpOq, respectively. Since I_d P V Ă P pOqUpOq and P pOq X UpOq “ tI_du, we have by [EW11, Lemma 11.31] that

(4.4) λ|_{P pOqUpOq} “ 1 λpP pOqUpOqq ϕ_˚pλ_P ^ λ_U q,

where ϕ : P pOq ^ UpOq Ñ SL_dpOq is defined by ϕpp, uq “ pu.

Denote by }x}_{op} the operator norm for x P M_{d,d}pK_ν q induced by the ultrametric norm in K^d_ν . It follows from (4.4) and Fubini’s theorem that

(4.5) ż SL_dpOq

}g_tkv}^{´βi} dλpkq ě ż P pOqUpOq }g_tkv}^{´βi} dλpkq “ ż P pOq^UpOq }g_tpuv}^{´βi} dpλ_P ^ λ_U qpp, uq “ ż UpOq ż P pOq }pg_tpg_{´t}qg_tuv}^{´βi} dλ_P ppqdλ_U puq ě ż UpOq ż P pOq }g_tpg_{´t}}^{´βi}_{op} }g_tuv}^{´βi} dλ_P ppqdλ_U puq “ ż P pOq }g_tpg_{´t}}^{´βi}_{op} dλ_P ppq ż UpOq }g_tuv}^{´βi} dλ_U puq. ě ż UpOq }g_tuv}^{´βi} dλ_U puq,

where the last line holds since }g_tpg_{´t}}_{op} ď }p}_{op} ď 1 for any p P P pOq. Using the identification between M_{m,n}pOq and UpOq, λ_U equals μ_{mn}. It follows from (4.5) and Proposition 3.7 that

(4.6) ż M_{m,n}pOq }g_tu_sv}^{´βi} dμ_{mn}psq ď ż SL_dpOq

}g_tkv}^{´βi} dλpkq ď Ctq^{´mnt}}v}^{´βi} .

Now, consider the case when i P �m ` 1, d ´ 1�. Note that we can assume n ě 2 since we can apply (4.6) to all 1 ď i ď m “ d ´ 1 if n “ 1. Denote

rg_t “ ^ π^{´mt}I_n 0 0 π^{nt}I_m ˙ ; ru_s “ ^ I_n s 0 I_m ˙ ; l_s “ ^ I_m 0 s I_n ˙ ; R “ ^ 0 I_n I_m 0 ˙

for s P M_{n,m}pOq. Observe that for s P M_{n,m}pOq and for decomposable w P Ź K^d_ν , we have

(4.7) Rg_{´t}l_sw “ rg_t ru_sRw.

Thus, for each i P �m ` 1, d ´ 1�, we have ż M_{m,n}pOq }g_tu_sv}^{´βi} dμ_{mn}psq “ ż M_{m,n}pOq } ˚ pg_tu_svq}^{´βi} dμ_{mn}psq by Lemma 4.2 (1) “ ż M_{m,n}pOq }g_{´t}l_{´s}tr p˚vq}^{´βi} dμ_{mn}psq by Lemma 4.2 (2) “ ż M_{m,n}pOq }Rg_{´t}l_{´s}tr p˚vq}^{´βi} dμ_{mn}psq by [Bang, Lemma 2.5] “ ż M_{m,n}pOq }rg_t ru_{´s}tr Rp˚vq}^{´βi} dμ_{mn}psq by (4.7) “ ż M_{n,m}pOq }rg_t ru_sRp˚vq}^{´βi} dμ_{nm}psq

ď rCtq^{´mnt}}Rp˚vq}^{´βi} “ rCtq^{´mnt}}v}^{´βi} ,

where the last inequality follows from (4.6) by changing the roles of m and n with d ´ i P �1, n�, Rp˚vq P Ź_{d´i} K^d_ν , and β_i “^n_{d´i} . □

5. Construction of Margulis functions

In this section, we construct Margulis functions satisfying a contraction hypothesis with an optimal contraction rate, which implies the upper bound of Hausdorff dimension for singular linear forms over global function fields. We follow the construction in [KKLM17, Section 3].

Recall that X “ G{Γ is the space of unimodular lattices in K^d_ν as in Subsection 2.2. For a lattice x P X, we say that a subspace L of K^d_ν is x-rational if L X x is a lattice in L. For any i “ 1, . . . , d and x P X, let us denote by F_ipxq the set of all i-dimensional x-rational subspaces in K^d_ν . For any L P F_ipxq, let }L} “ }v_1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ v_i} for a basis tv_1, . . . , v_iu of L X x, which is independent of the choice of basis. Define

α_ipxq “ max " 1 }L} : L P F_ipxq * . Note that α_dpxq “ 1, thus we set α_0pxq “ 1. We remark that the alpha function was constructed in [KKLM17] using the covolume of sublattices which coincides with the norm of the wedge product of a basis in real cases. While the covolume of L X x is different from }L} in global function fields (see e.g. (2.1)), the norm }L} can be seen as the normalized covolume (see [HP] or [Bang]).

The following corollary is a function field version of [KKLM17, Corollary 3.6]. We assume that R_ν is a principal ideal domain since we need to use the submodularity of the covolume function established in [Bang]. Therefore, in this section and the next section, Assumption:

R_ν is a principal ideal domain.

Corollary 5.1. Let β_i’s and c ą 0 be as in Proposition 3.1. For any t P N, one can choose ω “ ωptq “ q^{mnt}_ν ą 0 such that for any x P X and i P t1, . . . , d ´ 1u, ż M_{m,n}pO_ν q α_ipg_tu_sxq^{βi} dμ_{mn}psq ď ctq^{´mnt}_ν α_ipxq^{βi} ` ω^{2βi} max 1ďjďminpd´i,iq ´b α_{i`j} pxqα_{i´j} pxq ¯_{βi} . Proof. Fix i P �1, d ´ 1� and x P X. Let L_i P F_ipxq be such that α_ipxq “^1_{}Li}} and let Ψ_i “ tL P F_ipxq : }L} ă q^{2mnt}_ν }L_i}u.

For any L P F_ipxqzΨ_i and s P M_{m,n}pO_ν q, since u_s P SL_dpO_ν q, it follows from [Bang, Lemma 2.5] that

(5.1) }u_sL_i} “ }L_i} ď q^{´2mnt}_ν }L} “ q^{´2mnt}_ν }u_sL}.

Observe that for any j P �1, d� and v P

Ź_j K^d_ν , we have

(5.2) q^{´mnt}_ν }v} ď }g_tv} ď q^{mnt}_ν }v}. Thus it follows from (5.1) and (5.2) that

(5.3) }g_tu_sL_i} ď q^{mnt}_ν }u_sL_i} ď q^{´mnt}_ν }u_sL} ď }g_tu_sL}. We consider two cases Ψ_i “ tL_iu and Ψ_i Ľ tL_iu, separately. Case Ψ_i “ tL_iu: Using (5.3) and Proposition 3.1, we have ż M_{m,n}pO_ν q α_ipg_tu_sxq^{βi} dμ_{mn}psq ď ż M_{m,n}pO_ν q }g_tu_sL_i}^{´βi} dμ_{mn}psq ď ctq^{´mnt}_ν }L_i}^{´βi} “ ctq^{´mnt}_ν α_ipxq^{βi} . Case Ψ_i Ľ tL_iu: Take L^1 P Ψ_i such that L^1 ‰ L_i. Since dimpL^1 ` L_iq “ i ` j for some j ą 0, it follows from [Bang, Theorem 1.4] that for all s P M_{m,n}pO_ν q, α_ipg_tu_sxq ď q^{mnt}_ν α_ipxq “ q^{mnt}_ν }L_i} ď q^{2mnt}_ν a }L^1}}L_i} ď q^{2mnt}_ν a }L^1 X L_i}}L^1 ` L_i} ď q^{2mnt}_ν b α_{i`j} pxqα_{i´j} pxq. Thus it follows from μ_{mn}pM_{m,n}pO_ν qq “ 1 that ż M_{m,n}pO_ν q α_ipg_tu_sxq^{βi} dμ_{mn}psq ď q^{2mntβi}_ν max_{1ďjďminpd´i,iq} ´b α_{i`j} pxqα_{i´j} pxq ¯_{βi} . Combining two cases and setting ω “ q^{mnt}_ν , we obtain Corollary 5.1. □

Using Corollary 5.1 and [KKLM17, Proposition 4.1], we have the following corollary.

Corollary 5.2. Let β_i’s and c ą 0 be as in Proposition 3.1. For any t P N, one can choose constants ω_0, . . . , ω_d and T ą 0 such that for any x P X with rαpxq ą T , where rα “ ř_d

i“0pω_iα_iq^{βi} , we have ż M_{m,n}pO_ν q rαpg_tu_sxqdμ_{mn}psq ď 3ctq^{´mnt}_ν rαpxq. Proof. To use [KKLM17, Proposition 4.1], we set H “ X, d “ m`n, f_i “ α_i so that f_0 “ f_d “ 1, the linear operator A given by pAfqpxq “ ż M_{m,n}pO_ν q fpg_tu_sxqdμ_{mn}psq for a fixed t P N, and βpiq “ 1{β_i. It follows from Corollary 5.1 that for each i P �1, d ´ 1�,

Apf^{βi}_i qpxq “ ż M_{m,n}pO_ν q α_ipg_tu_sxq^{βi} dμ_{mn}psq ď ctq^{´mnt}_ν f^{βi}_i pxq` ` q^{mnt}_ν ˘_{2βi} max 1ďjďminpd´i,iq ´b f_{i`j}pxqf_{i´j} pxq ¯_{βi} . Setting a “ ctq^{´mnt}_ν and a^1 “ 2ctq^{´mnt}_ν and using [KKLM17, Proposition 4.1], we can choose ω_0, . . . , ω_d and C_0 such that f “ ř_d i“0pω_if_iq^{βi} satisfies that pAfqpxq ď a^1fpxq ` C_0 for all x P X.

Thus the function rα “ ř_d

i“0pω_iα_iq^{βi} satisfies that for all x P X ż M_{m,n}pO_ν q rαpg_tu_sxqdμ_{mn}psq ď 2ctq^{´mnt}_ν rαpxq ` C_0.

By choosing T “^{C0qmntν}_{ct} , we can conclude Corollary 5.2. □

6. Covering estimates using Margulis function

In this section, we fix c ą 0 as in Proposition 3.1 and for a given t P N, fix rα and T as in Corollary 5.2. For any x P X, M ą 0, N P N, let us define Z_xpM, N, tq :“ ts P M_{m,n}pO_ν q : rαpg_{ℓt}u_sxq ą M @ℓ P �1, N�u.

By Mahler compactness criterion for the space of unimodular lattices over global function fields (e.g. see [KST17, Theorem 1.1]), rα is a proper map, hence the set X_{ďM} :“ tx P X : rα ď Mu is compact. Similarly, we define X_{ąM} “ XzX_{ďM} .

First observe that for any s P M_{m,n}pO_ν q and x P X, it follows from u_s P SL_dpOq and [Bang, Lemma 2.5] that (6.1) rαpu_sxq “ rαpxq.

We have the following main proposition. Unlike in the previous sections, in the proof of the following proposition, s_i are matrices rather than column vectors of a matrix.

Proposition 6.1. Let t P N be fixed. For all x P X_{ąT} , N P N, and M ą T , we have ż Z_xpM,N´1,tq rαpg_{Nt}u_sxqdμ_{mn}psq ď ` 3ctq^{´mnt}_ν ˘_N rαpxq. Remark 6.2. This proposition is a function field version of [KKLM17, Proposition 5.1]. It is worth noting that while a certain recursive property of Gaussian measures was used in [KKLM17], we use convolutions of measures inspired by [GS20].

Proof. For a fixed t P N, let us denote

Z “ tps_1, . . . , s_N q P M_{m,n}pO_ν q^N : rαpg_tu_{sk} ¨ ¨ ¨ g_tu_{s1} xq ą T @k P �1, N ´ 1�u.

We denote dμ_{mn}psq by ds for simplicity. Using Corollary 5.2 repeatedly, we have

(6.2) ż ¨ ¨¨ ż Z rαpg_tu_{sN} ¨ ¨ ¨ g_tu_{s1} xqds_N ¨ ¨ ¨ ds_1 ď ` 3ctq^{´mnt}_ν ˘_N rαpxq. Observe that g_tu_{sN} ¨ ¨ ¨ g_tu_{s1} “ g_{Nt}u_{ϕps1,...,sN q},

where ϕps_1, . . . , s_N q “ ř_N i“1 π^{pi´1qdt} ν s_i. Thus we have (6.3)ż ¨ ¨¨ ż Z rαpg_tu_{sN} ¨ ¨ ¨ g_tu_{s1} xqds_N ¨ ¨ ¨ ds_1 “ ż ¨ ¨¨ ż Z rαpg_{Nt}u_{ϕps1,...,sN q}xqds_N ¨ ¨ ¨ ds_1 Following [GS20, Section 5], for each i P �1, N�, let rμ_i be the Radon measure on M_{m,n}pK_ν q defined by ż M_{m,n}pK_ν q

fpsqdrμ_ipsq “ ż M_{m,n}pO_ν q fpπ^{pi´1qdt} ν sqds for f P C_cpM_{m,n}pK_ν qq, and let rμ^{˚N} “ rμ_N ˚ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˚ rμ_1 be the measure on M_{m,n}pK_ν q defined by the N convolutions. Observe that

(6.4) rμ^{˚N} pfq “ ż M_{m,n}pO_ν q ¨ ¨¨ ż M_{m,n}pO_ν q fpϕps_1, . . . , s_N qqds_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ ds_N .

Claim 1. tps_1, . . . , s_N q P M_{m,n}pO_ν q^N : ϕps_1, . . . , s_N q P ϕpZqu “ Z.

Proof of Claim 1. Clearly, the set Z is contained in the left hand side set. If ps_1, . . . , s_N q is an element of the left hand side set, then there exists ps^1, . . . , s^1_N q P Z such that ϕps_1, . . . , s_N q “ ϕps^1, . . . , s^1_N q. Hence for any k P �1, N ´ 1�,

rαpg_tu_{sk} ¨ ¨ ¨ g_tu_{s1} xq “ rαpg_tu_{sk} ¨ ¨ ¨ g_tu_{s1} pg_tu_s1_k ¨ ¨ ¨ g_tu_s1 q^{´1}g_tu_s1_k ¨ ¨ ¨ g_tu_s1 xq “ rαppg_{kt}uř_{ki“1 π}pi´1qdt_{ν psi´s1iq}g_{´kt}qg_tu_s1_k ¨ ¨ ¨ g_tu_s1 xq “ rαpu_{π´kdtν} ř_{ki“1 π}pi´1qdt_{ν psi´s1iq}g_tu_s1_k ¨ ¨ ¨ g_tu_s1 xq “ rαpu_{π´kdtν} ř_{Ni“k`1 π}pi´1qdt_{ν ps1i´siq}g_tu_s1_k ¨ ¨ ¨ g_tu_s1 xq “ rαpg_tu_s1_k ¨ ¨ ¨ g_tu_s1 xq ą T.

The fourth line is by ϕps_1, . . . , s_N q “ ϕps^1, . . . , s^1_N q and the last line is by π^{´kdt}_ν ř_N i“k`1 π pi´1qdt ν ps^1_i ´ s_iq P M_{m,n}pO_ν q and (6.1). Thus ps_1, . . . , s_N q P Z. □ Let us denote by φ_xpsq “ 1_{ϕpZq}psqrαpg_{Nt}u_sxq. Using Fubini’s theorem, it follows from (6.3), (6.4), and Claim 1 that (6.5) ż ¨ ¨¨ ż Z rαpg_tu_{sN} ¨ ¨ ¨ g_tu_{s1} xqds_N ¨ ¨ ¨ ds_1 “ rμ^{˚N} pφ_xq.

Clearly, rμ^{˚N} is absolutely continuous with respect to μ. Furthermore, we obtain the following claim.

Claim 2. The Radon-Nikodym derivative^{drμ˚N}_{dμ} ě 1 on M_{m,n}pO_ν q. Proof of Claim 2. We use induction on N. Suppose that rμ_N ˚ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˚ rμ_2 is absolutely continuous with respect to μ with Radon-Nikodym derivative at least 1 on M_{m,n}pO_ν q. Denote by g “^{dprμN ˚¨¨¨˚rμ2q}_{dμ} , then rμ^{˚N} “ prμ_N ˚ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˚ rμ_2q ˚ rμ_1 “ pgdμq ˚ rμ_1.

Hence for any f P C_cpM_{m,n}pK_ν qq rμ^{˚N} pfq “ ż ż gps^1q1_{Mm,npOν q}ps ´ s^1qds^1fpsqds “ ż g ˚ 1_{Mm,npOν q}psqfpsqdμ. By uniqueness of Radon-Nikodym derivatives, we have drμ^{˚N} dμ psq “ g ˚ 1_{Mm,npOν q}psq for μ-a.e. s.

Since supp prμ_N ˚ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˚ rμ_2q Ă M_{m,n}pO_ν q, we have supp g Ă M_{m,n}pO_ν q. Hence for any s P M_{m,n}pO_ν q,

g ˚ 1_{Mm,npOν q}psq “ ż gps^1q1_{Mm,npOν q}ps ´ s^1qds^1 ě ż M_{m,n}pO_ν q gps^1qds^1 “ 1. □ It follows from Claim 2 and ϕpZq Ă M_{m,n}pO_ν q that (6.6) rμ^{˚N} pφ_xq ě μpφ_xq “ ż 1_{ϕpZq}psqrαpg_{Nt}u_sxqds.

We need the following claim.

Claim 3. For any s P Z_xpM, N ´ 1, tq, ϕ^{´1}psq Ă Z. Proof of Claim 3. If ps_1, . . . , s_N q P ϕ^{´1}psq, then ř_N i“1 π^{pi´1qdt} ν s_i P Z_xpM, N´ 1, tq, hence for all ℓ P �1, N ´ 1�, (6.7) rα ´´ g_{ℓt}uř_{Ni“ℓ`1 π}pi´1qdt_{ν si} g_{´ℓt} ¯ g_{ℓt}uř_{ℓi“1 π}pi´1qdt_{ν si} x ¯ ą M. Note that (6.8) g_{ℓt}uř_{Ni“ℓ`1 π}pi´1qdt_{ν si} g_{´ℓt} “ uř_{Ni“ℓ`1 π}pi´1´ℓqdt_{ν si} and ř_N i“ℓ`1 π pi´1´ℓqdt ν s_i Ă M_{m,n}pO_ν q. Thus it follows from (6.1), (6.7), and (6.8) that rαpg_{ℓt}uř_{ℓi“1 π}pi´1qdt_{ν si} xq “ rαpg_tu_{sℓ} ¨ ¨ ¨ g_tu_{s1} xq ą M ą T, which proves ps_1, . . . , s_N q P Z. □ Combining (6.2), (6.5), (6.6), and Claim 3, we have ` 3ctq^{´mnt}_ν ˘_N

rαpxq ě rμ^{˚N} pφ_xq ě ż 1_{ϕpZq}psqrαpg_{Nt}u_sxqds ě ż Z_xpM,N´1,tq rαpg_{Nt}u_sxqds. □ Corollary 6.3. Let t P N be fixed. There exists M_0 “ M_0ptq ą T such that for all x P X, N P N, M ą M_0, the set Z_xpM, N, tq can be covered with rαpxq M p3ctq^N q^{pm`n´1qmntN} ν balls in M_{m,n}pK_ν q of radius q^{´pm`nqtN}_ν .

Proof. Using (5.2), (6.1), and the construction of rα in Corollary 5.2, it follows that for any x P X and s P M_{m,n}pO_ν q (6.9) rαpg_tu_sxq ď max_i q^{mntβi}_ν rαpxq.

Setting M_0 “ M_0ptq “ T max_i q^{mntβi}_ν ą T , it follows that rαpg_tu_sxq ă M_0 for any x P X_{ďT} and s P M_{m,n}pO_ν q. Hence, if x P X_{ďT} and M ą M_0, then the set Z_xpM, N, tq is empty, so the corollary follows.

For fixed x P X_{ąT} and M ą M_0 ą T , it follows from Proposition 6.1 that ż Z_xpM,N´1,tq rαpg_{Nt}u_sxqds ď p3ctq^{´mnt}_ν q^N rαpxq, hence (6.10) μ_{mn}pZ_xpM, N, tqq ď rαpxq M p3ctq^N q^{´mntN} ν .

Now observe that for any ℓ P N we can partition O_ν into q^ℓ_ν disjoint balls of radius q^{´ℓ}_ν as follows:

(6.11) O_ν “ ğ a_0,...,a_{ℓ´1}Pk_ν ℓ´1ÿ i“0 a_iπ^i_ν ` π^ℓ_ν O_ν .

Thus we can partition M_{m,n}pO_ν q into p :“ q^{pm`nqmntN}_ν disjoint balls D_1, . . . , D_p of radius q^{´pm`nqtN} ν . Let p_1 be the number of the balls D_i’s contained in Z_xpM, N, tq. Since μ_{mn}pD_iq “ q^{´mnpm`nqtN} ν for all i, it follows from (6.10) that p_1 ď rαpxq M p3ctq^N q^{mnpm`n´1qtN} ν . Reordering the D_i’s if necessary, we may assume that tD_1, . . . , D_{p1} u “ tD_i : D_i Ă Z_xpM, N, tqu. Now fix any i ą p_1, then we can take s_0 P D_i such that s_0 R Z_xpM, N, tq, which means that rαpg_{ℓt}u_{s0} xq ď M for some ℓ P �1, N�. By the ultrametric property, for any s P D_i, s “ s_1 ` s_0 for some s_1 with }s_1} ď q^{´pm`nqtN}_ν . Hence g_{ℓt}u_s “ g_{ℓt}u_{s1} g_{´ℓt}g_{ℓt}u_{s0} “ u_π´pm`nqℓt_{ν s1} g_{ℓt}u_{s0} , which implies rαpg_{ℓt}u_sxq “ rαpg_{ℓt}u_{s0} xq ď M by (6.1). Thus Z_xpM, N, tq Ă p_1ď

i“1 D_i, which proves the corollary. □ For a given compact subset Q of X, N P N, δ P p0, 1q, and x P X, define the set Z_xpQ, N, t, δq :“ " s P M_{m,n}pO_ν q : 1 N |tℓ P �1, N� : g_{tℓ}u_sx R Qu| ě δ * . Theorem 6.4. There exist t_0 ą 0 and a function C : X Ñ R_` such that the following holds. For any t ą t_0, there exists a compact set Q “ Qptq of X such that for any N P N, δ P p0, 1q, and x P X, the set Z_xpQ, N, t, δq can be covered with Cpxqt^{3N} q^{pm`n´δqmntN} ν balls in M_{m,n}pK_ν q of radius q^{´pm`nqtN}_ν .

Proof. Let t ą t_0 be given, with t_0 a large real number, to be determined later, depending only on m, n. Let rα and T be as in Corollary 5.2. We will find large enough M ą 0 such that the compact set Q “ X_{ďM} satisfies the conclusion of the theorem.

For a given N P N and x P X, let J_x “ tℓ P �1, N� : g_{tℓ}x R Qu.

Then, Z_xpQ, N, t, δq “ ts P M_{m,n}pO_ν q : |J_{usx}| ě δNu.

For any subset J Ă �1, N�, let ZpJq “ ts P M_{m,n}pO_ν q : J_{usx} “ Ju. Note that Z_xpQ, N, t, δq “ Ť J ZpJq, where the union runs over all subsets J Ă �1, N� with |J| ě δN. Since the number of such subsets is at most 2^N ď t^N , it is enough to show that for a given subset J Ă �1, N�, the set ZpJq can be covered with Cpxqt^{2N} q^{ppm`nqN´|J|qmnt} ν balls of radius q^{´pm`nqtN}_ν , for

Cpxq “ maxtα^{βi}_i pxq : i “ 1, . . . , m ` n ´ 1u.

We decompose the sets J into ordered subintervals J_1, . . . , J_p of maximal size such that J “

Ů_p

i“1 J_i. Let I_1, . . . , I_p1 be the ordered maximal subintervals of �1, N�zJ such that

�1, N� “ pğ i“1 J_i \

p^1ğ

j“1 I_j . Claim. For any integer L ď N, if

(6.12) �1, L� “ ℓğ i“1 J_i \

ℓ^1ğ

j“1 I_j, then the set ZpJq can be covered with

(6.13) Cpxqt^{2L}q^{ppm`nqL´|J1|´¨¨¨´|Jℓ|qmnt} ν balls of radius q^{´pm`nqtL} ν . Proof of Claim. We prove the claim by induction. In the first step, if �1, L� “ J_1, then by choosing t_0 ě 3c and M ą M_0 large enough so that^{rαpxq}_M ď Cpxq, the claim follows from Corollary 6.3. If �1, L� “ I_1, then it follows from (6.11) that ZpJq Ă M_{m,n}pO_ν q can be covered with q^{pm`nqLmnt}_ν balls of radius q^{´pm`nqtL} ν . Now, assume the claim holds for some L satisfying (6.12) and denote the covering for ZpJq by tB_iu^p_{i“1} for p “ (6.13). In the induction step, for the next L^1 ą L, we have two cases: either (6.14) �1, L^1� “ �1, L� \ I_ℓ1_{`1} or (6.15) �1, L^1� “ �1, L� \ J_{ℓ`1}.

In the first case (6.14), applying (6.11), each ball B_i in M_{m,n}pO_ν q of radius q^{´pm`nqtL} ν can be covered by q^{pm`nqt|Iℓ1`1|mn} ν balls of radius q^{´pm`nqtpL`|Iℓ1`1|q} ν . Since L^1 “ L ` |I_ℓ1_{`1}|, ZpJq can be covered with Cpxqt^{2L1} q^{ppm`nqL1 ´|J1|´¨¨¨´|Jℓ|qmnt} ν balls of radius q^{´pm`nqtL1} ν .

Now assume the second case (6.15). Fix any ball B_i with ZpJq X B_i ‰ ∅ and fix s_0 P ZpJq X B_i. Then we have rαpg_{Lt}u_{s0} xq ď M but rαpg_{jt}u_{s0} xq ą M for all j P J_{ℓ`1}. Hence, it follows from (6.9) that

rαpg_{Lt}u_{s0} xq ě min_i q^{´mntβi}_ν rαpg_{pL`1qt}u_{s0} xq ą min_i q^{´mntβi}_ν M.

For a sufficiently large M so that min_i q^{´mntβi}_ν M ą M_0, Corollary 6.3 with x^1 “ g_{Lt}u_{s0} x implies that Z_x1 pM, |J_{ℓ`1}|, tq can be covered with p3ctq^{|Jℓ`1|}q^{pm`n´1qmnt|Jℓ`1|} ν ď t^{2|Jℓ`1|}q^{pm`n´1qmnt|Jℓ`1|} ν balls of radius q^{´pm`nqt|Jℓ`1|} ν . By definition of ZpJq and Z_xp¨, ¨, ¨q, it follows that ZpJq X B_i Ă π^{pm`nqtL} ν Z_x1 pM, |J_{ℓ`1}|, tq ` s_0.

Note that the set π^{pm`nqtL}_ν Z_x1 pM, |J_{ℓ`1}|, tq ` s_0 can be covered with t^{2|Jℓ`1|}q^{pm`n´1qmnt|Jℓ`1|} ν balls of radius q^{´pm`nqtpL`|Jℓ`1|q} ν “ q^{´pm`nqtL1} ν , hence ZpJq can be covered by t^{2L1} q^{ppm`nqL1´|J1|´¨¨¨´|Jℓ`1|qmnt} ν balls of radius q^{´pm`nqtL1} ν , which concludes the claim. □ The claim with L “ N concludes Theorem 6.4. □ Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.1. In fact, we are able to prove a stronger proposition. For this, we introduce the following definition: Given δ P r0, 1s, we say that a point x P X δ-escapes on average if for any compact subset Q in X, lim_{NÑ8} 1 N | tℓ P �1, N� : g_ℓx R Qu | ě δ.

Proposition 6.5. Let δ P r0, 1s be given. For any x P X,

dim_H ts P M_{m,n}pK_ν q : u_sx δ-escapes on averageu ď mn´ δmn m ` n . Consequently,

dim_H tx P X : x δ-escapes on averageu ď dim X´ δmn m ` n . Proof. It is enough to show the proposition for δ P p0, 1q. Let δ P p0, 1q and x P X be given and let t_0 ą 0 be as in Theorem 6.4. For any t ą t_0, choose the compact set Q as in Theorem 6.4. Denote Z_x “ ts P M_{m,n}pK_ν q : u_sx δ-escapes on averageu.

Since Z_x X M_{m,n}pO_ν q Ă ď N_0ě1 č NěN_0 Z_xpQ, N, t, δq, it follows from Theorem 6.4 that

dim_H Z_x ď dim_BZ_x ď dim_B ~ ď N_0ě1 č NěN_0 Z_xpQ, N, t, δq ¸

ď sup_{N0ě1} lim sup NÑ8 logpCpxqt^{3N} q^{pm`n´δqmntN} ν q ´ logpq^{´pm`nqtN} ν q “ 3 log t ` pm ` n ´ δqmnt pm ` nqt , where dim_B denotes the upper box-counting dimension. Letting t Ñ 8,

dim_H Z_x ď mn´ δmn m ` n . The “consequently” part follows from the same argument as in the proof of [KKLM17, Theorem 1.1] by considering the thickening along the weak stable horospherical subgroup with respect to g_1 (we can use the neighborhood V of I_{m`n} contained in P pOqUpOq defined in the proof of Proposition 3.2). □

Proof of Theorem 1.1. It follows from Dani’s correspondence (Lemma 2.1) that if s P M_{m,n}pK_ν q is singular, then the point u_sx_0 1-escapes on average, where x_0 denotes the identity coset in X. Therefore, by Proposition 6.5,

dim_H Singpm, nq ď mn´ mn m ` n . □ References

[Bang] G. Bang, The submodularity of the covolume function in global function fields, preprint, arXiv:2403.19453.

[BPP19] A. Broise-Alamichel, J. Parkkonen, and F. Paulin, Equidistribution and counting under equilibrium states in negative curvature and trees. Applications to non-Archimedean Diophantine approximation, With an Appendix by J. Buzzi. Prog. Math. 329, Birkhäuser, 2019.

[CC16] Y. Cheung and N. Chevallier, Hausdorff dimension of singular vectors, Duke Math. J. 165 (2016), 2273–2329.

[Che11] Y. Cheung, Hausdorff dimension of the set of singular pairs, Ann. of Math. 173 (2011), 127–167.

[CSS13] S. Caracciolo, A. D. Sokal, and A. Sportiello, Algebraic/combinatorial proofs of cayley-type identities for derivatives of determinants and pfaffians, Advances in Applied Mathematics 50 (2013), 474-594.

[Dan85] S. G. Dani, Divergent trajectories of flows on homogeneous spaces and Diophantine approximation, J. Reine Angew. Math. 359 (1985), 55–89.

[DFSU24] T. Das, L. Fishman, D. Simmons, and M. Urbański. A variational principle in the parametric geometry of numbers. Advances in Mathematics 437 (2024): 109435.

[Eva01] S. N. Evans, Local fields, Gaussian measures, and Brownian motions, Topics in probability and Lie groups: boundary theory, CRM Proc. Lecture Notes, vol. 28, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2001, 11–50.

[EMM98] A. Eskin, G. Margulis and S. Mozes, Upper bounds and asymptotics in a quantitative version of the Oppenheim conjecture, Ann. of Math. (2) 147 (1998), no. 1, 93-141.

[EW11] M. Einsiedler and T. Wards, Ergodic Theory with a view towards number theory, Springer-Verlag, 2011.

[GS20] L. Guan and R. Shi, Hausdorff dimension of divergent trajectories on homogeneous spaces, Compositio Math. 156 (2020), no. 2, 340–359.

[HP] T. Horesh and F. Paulin, Joint effective equidistribution of partial lattices in positive characteristic, preprint, arXiv:2404.04368.

[Khi26] A. Khintchine, Über eine klasse linearer diophantische approximationen, Rend. Circ. Mat. Palermo 50 (1926), 170–195.

[KKLM17] S. Kadyrov, D. Kleinbock, E. Lindenstrauss, and G. A. Margulis, Singular systems of linear forms and non-escape of mass in the space of lattices, J. Anal. Math. 133 (2017), 253—277.

[KLP23] T. Kim, S. Lim, and F. Paulin, On Hausdorff dimension in inhomogeneous Diophantine approximation over global function fields, Journal of Number Theory, 251 (2023), 102–146.

[KST17] D. Kleinbock, R. Shi, and G. Tomanov, S-adic version of Minkovski’s geometry of numbers and Mahler’s compactness criterion, J. Number Theory 174 (2017), 150–163.

[Nar04] W. Narkiewicz, Elementary and analytic theory of algebraic numbers, 3rd Ed., Springer Verlag, 2004.

[Ser77] J-P. Serre, Trees, Springer Verlag, 1980, Translation of “Arbres, Amalgames, SL2”, Aste’risque 46, 1977.

[SX] S. Datta and Y. Xu, Singular vectors and ψ-Dirichlet numbers over function field, preprint, arXiv:2203.09716.

Gukyeong Bang. Department of Mathematical Sciences, Seoul National University

Email address: gukyeong.bang@snu.ac.kr

Taehyeong Kim. The Einstein Institute of Mathematics, Edmond J. Safra Campus, Givat Ram, The Hebrew University of Jerusalem, Jerusalem, 91904, Israel

Email address: taehyeong.kim@mail.huji.ac.il

Seonhee Lim. Department of Mathematical Sciences and Research Institute of Mathematics, Seoul National University

Email address: slim@snu.ac.kr