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ZIMMER’S CONJECTURE FOR NON-UNIFORM LATTICES:
ESCAPE OF MASS AND GROWTH OF COCYCLES

AARON BROWN, DAVID FISHER, AND SEBASTIAN HURTADO

ABSTRACT. We establish finiteness of low-dimensional actions of lattices in
higher-rank semisimple Lie groups and establish Zimmer’s conjecture for many
such groups. This builds on previous work of the authors handling the case
of actions by cocompact lattices and of actions by SL(n,Z). While the results
are not sharp in all cases, they do dramatically improve all known results.
The key difficulty overcome in this paper concerns escape of mass when taking
limits of sequences of measures. Due to a need to control Lyapunov exponents
for unbounded cocycles when taking such limits, quantitative controls on the
concentration of mass at infinity are need and novel techniques are introduced
to avoid “escape of Lyapunov exponent.”
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

1.1. Motivation. We begin by stating a sample theorem that is a very special case
of our main results on Zimmer’s conjecture.

Theorem 1.1. Let T' C SL(n,R) be a lattice subgroup for n > 3. Let M be a
compact manifold and let a: T’ — Diff!*+4 (M) be a homomorphism for > 0.
(a) If dim(M) < n — 1 then the image a(T") is finite.
(b) If dim(M) < n and if «(T) preserves a volume form then the image «(T)
is finite.
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For cocompact T, this was proven by the authors in [16]. When T is a finite index
subgroup of SL(n,Z), we established this in [17]. The crucial contribution of this
paper is to establish Theorem 1.1 without any additional assumptions on I' and to
extend all theorems in [16] to non-uniform lattices in the relevant higher-rank Lie
groups.

While there are common arguments across these three papers, fundamental new
ideas are needed in this paper to handle the case of general lattices. These ideas
occur primarily in Section 10 and concern controlling the growth of cocycles in
the ends of the non-compact space (G x M)/T". The non-compactness of this space
comes entirely from the quotient G /T and controlling growth of cocycles in the ends
of this space will be central in future dynamical questions concerning I' actions. In
Section 2.5 below, we discuss in more detail what is novel in the approach in this
paper compared to the approaches in [16,17].

1.2. History and background. Before stating our most general results, we give
some history related to Zimmer’s conjecture that motivates our work. It is well
known that lattices in SL(2,R) are rather flexible whereas lattices in SL(n,R) are
very rigid when n > 3. Such rigidity properties are shared by lattices in more
general higher-rank simple Lie groups and, to a lesser extent, by irreducible lattices
in higher-rank semisimple Lie groups. Some key results demonstrating such rigidity
phenomena include the strong rigidity theorem of Mostow [54], Kazhdan’s property
(T) [34], and the superrigidity theorem of Margulis [48]. For instance, Margulis’s
superrigidity theorem states, roughly, that every finite-dimensional representation
of an irreducible lattice in a higher-rank semisimple Lie group extends, modulo
compact groups and passing to covers, to a continuous representation of the ambient
group.

Inspired by known rigidity results for linear representations, Zimmer proposed
in the 1980s that certain “nonlinear representations” of higher-rank lattices should
also exhibit some rigidity properties. Specifically, Zimmer laid out a program to
study C°° volume-preserving actions of such groups on compact manifolds; that is,
for a compact manifold M equipped with a smooth volume form w, Zimmer aimed
to study homomorphisms «: I' — Diff (M, w) from higher-rank lattice subgroups
I to Diff*°(M,w), the group of C*°, w-preserving diffeomorphisms. In later work
of Zimmer and other authors, the case of non-volume-preserving actions is also
considered.

The most ambitious goal of this program is to show that all such non-linear rep-
resentations are derived from certain homogeneous spaces and algebraic actions
induced by linear representations. In particular, all volume-preserving actions
a: ' — Diff™*(M,w) are expected to be of an “algebraic origin;” more general
actions a: I' — Diff® (M) are expected to have an “algebraic quotient.” The Zim-
mer program refers to a number of precise conjectures towards this goal. See for
instance the surveys of Fisher and Labourie [26,42] for overviews of conjectures and
results in this area and [27] for an update with more recent developments.

As a first step in the program, Zimmer conjectured a lower bound on the di-
mension of a compact manifold M admitting a nonlinear, volume-preserving rep-
resentation a: I' = Diff (M, w) with infinite image. See Conjecture 1.3 below for
a precise formulation. This lower bound is computed in terms of algebraic data
associated with the ambient higher-rank group G and its representations. To mo-
tivate this conjecture, we recall the following immediate consequence of Margulis’s
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superrigidity and arithmeticity theorems: for n > 3, if ' is a lattice subgroup in
SL(n,R) and if d < n then every homomorphism p: I' — GL(d, R) has finite image.
Zimmer’s conjecture, Conjecture 1.3, is the natural non-linear analogue of this fact.

The main heuristic for Zimmer’s conjecture is Zimmer’s cocycle superrigidity
theorem [71]. An immediate corollary of Zimmer’s cocycle superrigidity theorem
is the following: given a lattice I' in a higher-rank simple Lie group and a volume-
preserving action «: I' — Diff**(M,w) on a compact manifold M of sufficiently
small dimension, there exists a measurable, «(T')-invariant Riemannian metric g
on T'M. If this measurable metric can be promoted to a continuous metric then
the image «(T") is contained in the compact Lie group of isometries Isom,(M);
finiteness of the action «(T") follows if dim(M) is sufficiently small by known results
on representations of such I' into compact Lie groups.

While the above heuristic requires the action « to preserve a volume-form, results
for actions on the circle [19,30,70], results for real-analytic actions [25,29], and re-
sults on projective quotients [55] suggest analogous lower bounds should exist on the
dimension of manifolds M admitting nonlinear representations a: I' — Dift* (M)
with infinite image.

1.3. Zimmer’s conjecture and invariant Riemannian metrics. To state the
simplest version of the conjecture, given a semisimple Lie group we define v(G) to
be the minimal dimension of a homogeneous space G/H, where H ranges over all
proper, closed subgroups of the identity component G° of G. We define n(G) to be
the minimal dimension of a non-trivial linear representation of the Lie algebra of
G. Given these dimension bounds, we have the following.

Conjecture 1.2. Let G be a connected semisimple Lie group such that every non-
compact factor of G has real rank at least 2. Let T be a lattice subgroup in G. Let
M be a compact manifold and let ov: T — Diff (M) be a homomorphism.

(a) If dim(M) < v(G) then a(T) preserves a smooth Riemannian metric on M.
(b) If dim(M) < n(G) and if a(T') preserves a volume form then «(T") preserves
a smooth Riemannian metric on M.

Using that the isometry group Isom(M) of a compact Riemanniam manifold
is compact, in the case that I' is non-uniform, the conclusion of Conjecture 1.2
implies that the image «(I") is finite. Using Margulis’s superrigidity theorem for
representations into compact groups, from Conjecture 1.2 we obtain an upper bound
on the dimension dim(M) below which the image a(T") is finite; see Conjecture 1.3
and discussion in Remark 1.4.

The main results of this paper establishes Conjecture 1.2(a) and some cases of
Conjecture 1.2(b) for C1TH8der actions of lattices I' in R-split simple Lie groups.
See Theorem A. We also establish partial results towards the conjecture for other
groups. See Theorem B.

1.4. Results for lattices in R-split simple Lie groups. We establish Conjec-
ture 1.2(a) for C1HH8er aetions of lattices T' in R-split simple Lie groups. For
Conjecture 1.2(b) our method of proof only yields the optimal conjectured upper
bound for groups with Lie algebra sl(n,R) or sp(2n,R) though we obtain partial
results for all other R-split groups.

Given 0 < 8 < 1 we recall that a diffeomorphism f: M — M of a compact
manifold M is C'*# if it is C' and the variation of its derivative is S-Holder in
local charts. We write Diff'™# (M) for the group of C'*# diffeomorphisms of M.
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In the statement of all results, we abuse terminology and call a connected Lie
group G simple if its Lie algebra g is simple; that is, G is simple if it is connected
and has no non-trivial connected normal subgroups. In particular, we allow for the
case that G has infinite center.

A connected simple Lie group G is R-split if its Lie algebra g is a split real form
of a simple complex Lie algebra g€. All R-split simple Lie groups with finite center
are isogenous to either SL(n,R), Sp(2n,R), SO(n,n), or SO(n,n — 1) or to one of
the five exceptional R-split simple Lie groups.

Theorem A. Let G be a connected R-split simple Lie group with real rank at
least 2 and let I' C G be a lattice subgroup. Let M be a compact manifold and let
a: T — Diff '™ (M) be a homomorphism for 8 > 0.

(a) If dim(M) < v(Q) then a(T') is finite.
(b) If dim(M) < v(G) and if a(T") preserves a volume form then «(T") is finite.

The special case of Theorem A (and of Theorem B below) for cocompact I' was
proved by the authors in [16]. As already remarked above, this paper primarily
concerns the case that I' is not cocompact and develops new techniques and argu-
ments to overcome the lack of compactness of the homogeneous space G/T'. The
standard example of a non-uniform lattice is the subgroup SL(n,Z) in SL(n,R);
for this special case, Theorem A was established by the authors in [17]. Although
this paper extends and generalizes many of the ideas from [16,17] to the setting of
general non-uniform lattices, important new ideas and techniques are needed here.
The difficulty for non-uniform lattices is various subgroup trajectories escaping to
infinity in G/I" or even spending too much time “near infinity”. Particularly there
is a need to control the growth of certain cocycles over such trajectories. We intro-
duce genuinely new approaches to handle the ensuing issues in this paper, primarily
in Section 10.

1.5. Critical dimensions, full conjecture, and general result. We state the
full version of Zimmer’s conjecture in order to put our results in context. As
before, given a semisimple Lie group G, let n(G) denote the minimal dimension
of a non-trivial real representation of the Lie algebra g of G and let v(G) denote
the minimal codimension of all proper subgroups H of GG; we note that this is
equivalent to the minimal codimension of all proper parabolic subgroups @ of G.
(See [16, Lemma 3.7].) Let d(G) denote the minimal dimension of all non-trivial
homogenous spaces K/C as K varies over all compact real-forms of all simple
factors of the complexification of G. Given the numbers n(G),d(G), and v(G) the
full conjecture is the following.

Conjecture 1.3 (Zimmer’s conjecture). Let G be a connected semisimple Lie
group, all of whose simple factors have real rank at least 2, and let T' C G be a
lattice subgroup. Let M be a compact manifold and let w be a volume form on M.
(a) If dim(M) < min(d(G),v(G)) then any homomorphism o: ' — Diff (M)
has finite image.
(b) If dim(M) < min(d(G),n(G)) then any homomorphism a: ' — Diff (M, w)
has finite image.
(c) If dim(M) < n(G) then for any homomorphism «: T — Diff(M,w), the
image a(T") preserves a Riemannian metric.
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(d) If dim(M) < v(Q) then for any homomorphism a: I' — Diff (M), the image
a(T") preserves a Riemannian metric.

Remark 1.4.

(1) The finiteness of the image a(T') in parts (a) and (b) of Conjecture 1.3
follow from the conditions in parts (c) and (d) and Margulis’s superrigidity
theorem for representations into compact groups. If ¢ is an «(T')-invariant
continuous Riemannian metric on M then the isometry group K of (M, g)
is a compact Lie group and «(T') is contained in K. Margulis’s super-
rigidity theorem implies that either «(T") is finite or K contains a compact
form of a simple factor of G. The latter option is ruled out by dimension
considerations. See [16, §2.3] for a detailed discussion.

(2) For a non-uniform lattice, Margulis’s superrigidity theorem also implies that
any homomorphism from I' to a compact Lie group K has finite image.
In our context, this implies that whenever «(T") preserves a Riemannian
metric, a(T") is finite.

(3) The tools in this paper are very well adapted to study parts (a) and (b) of
Conjecture 1.3. In situations in which parts (c¢) and (d) are not subsumed by
(a) and (b), certain technical arguments used in our proof seem insufficient
to give a complete answer but do yield the best known partial results.

For Lie groups that are not R-split, we obtain partial results towards Conjec-
ture 1.3. To each simple Lie algebra g, we associate a number r(X;), computed in
terms of the restricted root system ¥4 of g, and define

r(G) =r(g) = r(Zg).
The number 7(g) was defined in terms of combinatorics of root systems in [16];
that definition is reviewed in Definition 3.11 below. For R-split Lie groups G, we
always have r(G) = v(G). More generally, for simple G it follows from [11, Theorem
7.2] that 7(G) = v(G’), where G’ is any maximal connected, R-split, semisimple
subgroup of G (with the same reduced restricted root system.) See Remark 3.12
below. Given a semisimple Lie algebra g, we have r(g) = minr(g’) where the
minimum is taken over every non-compact, non-trivial simple ideal g’ C g.
With the above notation, we have the following extension of Theorem A.

Theorem B. Let G be a semisimple Lie group such that every non-compact factor
has real rank at least 2. Let I' C G be a lattice subgroup and let M be a compact
manifold. Fiz 0 < 8 <1.
(1) If dim(M) < r(G) then any homomorphism o: T — Diff*™# (M) has finite
mmage.
(2) Ifw is a volume form on M and if dim(M) < r(G) then any homomorphism
a: T — Diff '™ (M, w) has finite image.

See Tables 14 in Appendix A for computations of the numerology v, n, d, and
r associated to simple real Lie groups.

1.6. Actions by C' diffeomorphisms. Certain arguments used in this paper
require the action to be by diffeomorphisms that are at least C'*4 for 3 > 0;
specifically, Proposition 2.1 below uses tools from smooth ergodic theory in its
proof which requires the action to be at least C'*#. However, most arguments in
this paper work for C' actions and an analogue of Theorem C below holds in the
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C! setting under more restrictive dimension assumptions. Using results from [15]
one obtains the following.

Theorem 1.5 (c.f. [15, Theorem 1]). Let G be a connected simple Lie group with
real rank at least 2. Let ' C G be a lattice subgroup and let M be a compact
manifold.
(1) If dim(M) < rankg(G) then any homomorphism a: T — Diff' (M) has
finite image.
(2) If w is a volume form on M and if dim(M) < rankg(G) then any homo-
morphism a: T' — Diff' (M, w) has finite image.

It is easy to check that the dimension bound given by Theorem 1.5 only matches
the conjectured bounds in Conjecture 1.3 for lattices in covers of SL(n,R).

In the case of C! actions, we replace Proposition 2.1 below with [15, Proposition
3]

1.7. Proof of Theorem B. We end the introduction by reducing Theorem B to
the first technical result of the paper, Theorem C below. The proof of Theorem B
from Theorem C follows the same outline as in [16].

Step 1: Subexponential growth of derivatives. We recall that lattice subgroups in
semisimple Lie groups are finitely generated. Given a finitely generated group T,
fix a finite, symmetric generating set S C I' and let lenp: I' — N denote the word-
length norm on I' relative to S. The following definition is the key property we
establish in this paper.

Definition 1.6. Let M be a compact manifold and let o: T' — Diff' (M) be an ac-
tion. We say the action o has uniform subexponential growth of derivatives
if for all € > 0 there is C. > 0 such that for all v € T,

sup || Dya(y)]| < Cees'rr ™). (1.1)
xeM

In the sequel, we often restrict « to certain subgroups A C I". If A is a subgroup
of T, we say that the restriction «|y has uniform lenp-subexponential growth
of derivatives if (1.1) holds for all v € A. We note in this definition that we
always measure the word-length of v € A relative to the ambient group I' rather
than any intrinsic word-length on the subgroup A.

Our first technical result of this paper is the following which shows under the
dimension constraints in Theorem B that every action has uniform subexponential
growth of derivatives.

Theorem C. Let G be a connected semisimple Lie group such that every mon-
compact simple factor has real rank at least 2. Let I' C G be a lattice subgroup, let
M be a compact manifold, and let 0 < 5 < 1.
(1) If dim(M) < r(G) then any homomorphism o: T' — Diff**# (M) has uni-
form subexponential growth of derivatives.
(2) Ifw is a volume form on M and if dim(M) < r(G) then any homomorphism
a: ' — Diﬁ"Hﬁ(M, w) has uniform subexponential growth of derivatives.

Step 2: Strong property (T). We apply [16, Theorem 2.4] and de la Salle’s recent
result establishing strong property (7") for nonuniform lattices [23, Theorem 1.1]
to conclude that any action « satisfying the conclusions of Theorem C preserves a
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continuous Riemannian metric g. In particular, the image a(T") is contained in the
compact Lie group K = Isomy(M). For completeness, we recall these two results.

Theorem 1.7 ([23, Theorem 1.1]). Assume G is a connected semisimple Lie group
such that the real rank of every simple factor is at least two and let I' be a lattice
in G. Then T' has strong property (T').

For the special case of cocompact lattices, the analogous result was established
in [24,43].

Theorem 1.8 ([16, Theorem 2.4]). Let I" be a finitely generated group and let M
be a compact manifold. For k > 2, let a: T' — Diffk(M) be an action. If a has
uniform subexponential growth of derivatives and if T has strong property (T) then
a(T') preserves a Riemannian metric that is C*~1=9 for all § > 0.

For actions by C'*# diffeomorphism, the proof of [16, Theorem 2.4] can be
adapted to establish an analogue of Theorem 1.8 to obtain a continuous invariant
Riemannian metric. For actions by C'* diffeomorphisms, an analogue of Theorem 1.8
is obtained in [15, Proposition 5].

Step 3: Superrigidity with compact codomains. As discussed in Remark 1.4, the
finiteness of the image «(T") follows from Margulis’s superrigidity theorem with
compact codomain. This relies on explicit case by case computation of d(G) that
yields that r(G) < d(G), and in fact v(G) < d(G), for all G. To do the com-
putation, one uses Margulis’ theorem to find all compact groups K into which T’
admits dense image homomorphisms and then computes the minimal dimension of
a homogeneous space of the form K/C. Theorem B then follows.

Acknowledgement. The authors owe a profound debt to Dave Witte Morris. In
particular, Theorem 3.30 (and its extension Theorem 3.31) was proven by Witte
Morris in [50] in response to a question from the authors. In addition, Witte Morris
helped the authors a great deal with Section 3 and in particular explained to us
the proof of Lemma 3.8.

2. REDUCTION TO AND OUTLINE OF PROOF OF MAIN RESULT. THEOREM D

2.1. Reductions and standing hypotheses. Without loss of generality, we may
assume the following hypotheses for the proof of Theorem C:

(1) G is a connected semisimple Lie group with real rank at least 2;

(2) G is simply connected (as a topological group);

(3) T is an irreducible lattice subgroup of G;

(4) G has no compact factors; i.e. G has no non-trivial connected compact

normal subgroups.
Indeed, we first note that Theorem C holds if it holds for finite-index subgroups
I ¢ T or for subgroups I'” containing T'" as a subgroup of finite index (where
I acts on the compact manifold (I x M)/T"). In particular, we may replace
I’ with a group commensurable with T in G. Furthermore, if T' is reducible (see
[48, (5.9) Definition, p. 133]) and the conclusion holds for the restriction of a to
each irreducible component of I, then the conclusion holds for the action of T'.
Given an arbitrary connected semisimple Lie group G as in Theorem C, we may

replace G with its topological universal cover GG; then the preimage of I' under the
map G — G is a lattice subgroup T of G and any action of I' extends to an action
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of I'. The conclusion of Theorem C then follows for an action of I' if it is verified
for the induced action of I'.

Assume now that G is simply connected. Let K C G and L C G denote,
respectively, the product of all compact (resp. noncompact) normal subgroups.
As G is simply connected, G is a direct product of K and L. Then G/L = K
is compact, hence linear, whence the image of I' in G/L contains a torsion-free
subgroup of finite index. Replacing I with a finite-index subgroup, we may assume
I' N K is a singleton. Then the map G — G/K is one-to-one on I' and we may
replace G with G/K and T with its image in G/K.

2.2. Main technical theorem and proof of Theorem C. To establish Theo-
rem C we have the following theorem which gives a dichotomy for C' actions of
higher-rank lattices: either the action a: I' — Diff' (M) has uniform subexponen-
tial growth of derivatives or there exists an A-invariant measure (where A is a split
Cartan subgroup) for the induced G-action with certain dynamical properties. To
prove Theorem C we show the properties of this measure contradict known results.

The following is the main technical result of this paper. To state the theorem,
we refer the reader to Section 5.3 for the definition of the induced G-space X and
to Section 6.1 for the definition of the average top Lyapunov exponent. Let Z
denote the center of G. See also Section 3.5 for the definition of a split Cartan
subgroup A C G. The cocycle A is taken to be the fiberwise derivative cocycle for
the induced G-action on X.

Theorem D. Let G be a connected semisimple Lie group without compact factors
and with rankg G > 2. Let I' be an irreducible lattice subgroup in G, let M be a
compact manifold, and let a: T — Diff'(M) be an action. Let X = (G x M)/T
denote the induced G-space and let A denote the corresponding fiberwise derivative
cocycle on the bundle (G x TM)/T — X.
If « fails to have uniform subexponential growth of derivatives then there exists

a split Cartan subgroup A of G and a Borel probability measure u on X such that

(1) pis (ZA)-invariant,

(2) w projects to the Haar measure on G/T', and

(3) for some a € ZA, the average top Lyapunov exponent Atop,a,u,A 1S positive.

We remark that there are no constraints on the dimension of M in the statement
of Theorem D. Additionally, in Theorem D we do not assume every factor of G is
higher rank; in particular, the theorem applies to actions by irreducible lattices in
semisimple Lie groups with rank-1 factors. Finally, we note that if we assume Z is
finite, we may conclude Aiop,a,p,.4 > 0 for some a € A as in the conclusion of the
analogous results appearing in [16,17]. For groups with infinite center, we can only
conclude that A¢op q,u,4 > 0 for some (necessarily infinite order) element a € ZA.

We also remark that in the case that I' is cocompact in G, the proof of Theorem D
is mostly contained in [16]. Assuming that G has finite center and that G is simple or
that every simple factor of G is of higher rank, the proof of Theorem D is immediate
from arguments in [16]. If T is an irreducible lattice in a higher-rank semisimple
Lie group G with rank-1 factors or if G has infinite center, one needs some minor
modifications to establish Theorem D. See Remark 6.4 below for discussion of the
required modifications.

Finally, we remark that for general C'! actions on non-compact spaces, the defini-
tion and existence of Lyapunov exponents becomes complicated without additional
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integrability hypotheses on the norm-growth of the cocycle. In the statement of
Theorem D, the choice of norms on the bundle (G x TM)/T" are as constructed
in Section 5.4 below. These norms are well adapted to the geometry of ' in G
and—combined with fact that the measure p in the conclusion of in the statement
of Theorem D projects to Haar measure on G/I'—ensures the cocycle A satisfies a
log-integrability criterion. See Claim 6.1 below.

The remainder of this paper is devoted to establishing Theorem D. See Sec-
tion 2.4 for an outline of the proof. As discussed above, for actions by cocompact
lattices, Theorem D is essentially contained in [16]; in this case, one first produces
an A-invariant Borel probability measure with positive exponents by a fairly soft
argument in [16, Proposition 4.6]. Improving the measure to one that projects to
Haar is more difficult and occupies much of [16]. In the context of actions of non-
uniform lattices, the arguments that construct an A-invariant measure with positive
exponents is as difficult as finding one that projects to Haar. As the arguments in
this paper use in an essential way all arguments from [16] and many of those from
[17], the reader may find it easier to read those papers first. An expository account
of some of the arguments from [16] with more detailed background may be found
in the lecture notes by Brown [14]; see also the expository account of many ideas
from [16] in [20].

Theorem C follows immediately from Theorem D following the same as the
arguments as in [16]. We briefly recall the argument.

Proof of Theorem C. By Theorem D, if a: T' — Diff'#(M) fails to have uniform
subexponential growth of derivatives then there exists a split Cartan subgroup
A C G and a (ZA)-invariant, Borel probability measure p on the suspension space
X = (G x M)/T such that u projects to the Haar measure on G/T" and the average
top Lyapunov exponent A¢op,q,u,4 is positive for some a € ZA. Arguing exactly as
in [16, Section 5.5], using that the action is C'TH5der 18 Proposition 5.1] and the
fact that dim(M) is sufficiently small implies the following.

Proposition 2.1 ([18, Proposition 5.1] and [16, Proposition 3.5]). Suppose either
that

(1) dim(M) < r(G) or

(2) dim(M) < r(G) and a(T") preserves a smooth volume form on M

Then, any A-invariant Borel probability measure on X projecting to the Haar mea-
sure on G/T' is G-invariant.

We also have the following well-known corollary of Zimmer’s cocycle superrigidity
theorem [28]. In the statement, n(G) denotes the smallest dimension of a nontrivial
linear representation of (the Lie algebra of) G.

Lemma 2.2. Let pu be any G-invariant measure for the induced action on X pro-
jecting to the Haar measure on G/T'. If dim(M) < n(G) then Xop,g,u,4 = 0 for
every g € G.

To derive the lemma, we remark that X is a fiber-bundle with fibers diffeo-
morphic to M. Then the fiberwise derivative cocycle is measurably a dim(M)-
dimensional linear cocycle; Zimmer’s cocycle superrigidity theorem and dimension
constraints force the cocycle to be cohomologous to a compact-group-valued cocycle
and the conclusion follows.
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In particular, assuming Theorem C is false, Theorem D produces a (£ A)-invariant
Borel probability measure with non-zero Lyapunov exponents. By Proposition 2.1
this measure is G-invariant, contradicting Lemma 2.2. ([

2.3. Review of the proof of [17, Theorem B]. To motivate the outline in the next
subsection, we recall the proof of [17, Theorem B]—the analogue of Theorem C
for actions of I' = SL(n,Z) for n > 4. We recall here that our proof in [17]
does not in fact cover the case of SL(3,Z) and it’s finite index subgroups. We
let I; ; be the subgroup of I' generated by the elementary matrices E; ; and E; ;.
Then T ; is isomorphic to SL(2,Z) and differs from the identity matrix only in the
(i,4), (4,7), (4, 9), and (j,j) entries. Write H; ; C SL(n,R) for the corresponding
copy of SL(2,R). Let A C G be the group of diagonal matrices and A4; ; = {a?ij
for the 1-parameter group of diagonal matrices in H; ;

Quasi-isometric bounded generation. As shown in [45], the group SL(n, Z) is quasi-
isometrically boundedly generated by the subgroups {I;,; | 1 < 4,5 < n}.
Thus, to show the action a: I' — Diff (M) has uniform subexponential growth of
derivatives it suffices to show the restriction afr, ; : I ; — Diff (M) of a to each I ;
has uniform subexponential growth of derivatives.

Uniform subexponential growth of derivatives for the action of unipotent subgroups.
The first key proposition established in [17] shows that unipotent elements of T' =
SL(n,Z) act with subexponential growth: for every unipotent v € T' and ¢ > 0
there is a C' > 0 such that for all n € Z,

sup [|Dya(y")| < Ceslerrt™),

xeM
We recall that lenp(y™) denotes the word-length of 4™ measured in T' which, in
particular, grows logarithmically in n.

Uniform subexponential growth of derivatives for the action of I ;. We now explain
why the action of I} ; has uniform subexponential growth of derivatives

(1) We pass to the suspension space X = (G x M)/T. If ar, ; : I ; — Diff (M)
fails to have uniform subexponential growth of derivatives, we may find a
sequence of finite {af ;}-orbits {a} ;- 2z, | 0 <t < t,} with t — oo and
each z, contained in the “thick part” of X over H; ;/I; ; such that, in the
limit, we see positive exponential growth of the fiberwise derivative.

(2) Using that the “cusp group” of the rank-1 subgroup A;; ~ SL(2,Z) of
SL(n,Z) is generated by a single unipotent element we show that, restricted
to the subbundle of X over H; ;/T; j any collection of finite {aj ;}-orbits
{af; - xn | 0 <t < t,} with t — oo that approximates the maximal
exponential growth rate of the fiberwise derivatives gives a family of em-
pirical measures p,, that is primarily concentrated over the “thick part” of
H; /L ;.

(3) We may average the family of measures u,, over Fglner sets in a unipotent
subgroup N normalized by H; ; that meets I' in a lattice to obtain a new
family of measures [i,. Using quantitative non-divergence of unipotent
flows, or an explicit computation as in [17, Subsection 5.3], we control the
amount of mass of each fi,, at oo; in particular, we rule out escape of mass.
Also, using that the N NT" contains only unipotent elements, it follows that
these measures see no “escape of Lyapunov exponent.”
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(4) There is a one-parameter family of diagonal matrices {b°} such that N is
the horospherical subgroup of {b°} for s > 0. Using exponential mixing
of b*, or an explicit computation as in [17, Subsection 5.4], there is a se-
quence of s, = 0o such that the family of measures {b" - fi,,} is uniformly
tight and, in fact, have uniformly exponentially small mass at oo (see Def-
inition 4.1) when projected to G/I'; moreover, we are able to maintain
positive exponential growth of fiberwise derivative for the action of ai e

(5) It follows that any limit measure of {b*" - fi,,} projects to the Haar measure
on has G/T" and has a non-zero fiberwise Lyapunov exponent for the action
of a;j. We can then obtain an A-invariant measure on X that projects to
the Haar measure on G/T" and has a non-zero fiberwise Lyapunov exponent.
We then obtain a contradiction with Zimmer’s cocycle superrigidity as in
the proof of Theorem C.

2.4. Outline of proof of Theorem D and discussion of new tools. We now
outline the proof of Theorem D and highlight the new tools developed in this paper
when compared with the proof of [17, Theorem B]. For lattices of higher Q-rank,
the proof of Theorem D has the same main lines as in [17] though with considerable
additional technical difficulty, particularly in the case where the Q-rank is 2. In
the case of Q-rank-1, there are genuinely new complications that require ideas not
in any way present in [17].

For simplicity of this outline, we may assume G is linear (in particular has finite
center) and defined over Q. Moreover, as [16] essentially handles the case that I" is
cocompact, we may assume [' is nonuniform. By Margulis’s arithmeticity theorem
(see discussion in Section 3.7) we may assume I' is commensurable with G7.

2.4.1. Quasi-isometric bounded generation. In [17], we used the result [45] of Lubotzky,
Mozes, and Raghunathan that SL(n,Z) is quasi-isometrically boundedly gen-
erated by the subgroups {I;; | 1 < ¢, < mn}; this was used in [45] to show
T is quasi-isometrically embedded in G (see Theorem 3.22 below). In the set-
ting of this paper, we need an analogous result for general arithmetic groups I'.
In the general version [46], Lubotzky, Mozes and Raghunathan establish the gen-
eral quasi-isometric embedding result via a different outline; in particular, they
do not establish the analogous quasi-isometrically bounded generation result we
require. However, very recently, Witte Morris established a quasi-isometrically
bounded generation result sufficient for our proof. We replace the canonical copies
of SL(2,Z) ~ T, ; from [17] with lattice subgroups in standard Q-rank-1 sub-
groups; see Definition 3.13. We then have the following key definition and theorem
provided to us by Dave Witte Morris [50]:

Definition 3.28. Let G = G(R) be a semisimple algebraic Q-group and let T be a
subgroup commensurable with Gz = G(Z). We say that T' is quasi-isometrically
boundedly generated by standard Q-rank-1 subgroups if there are constants
r=r(G,I') e Nand C = C(G,T) > 1, and a finite subset [ = IH(G,T") of T,
and a finite collection L = L(G,T) of Q-subgroups of F' such that
(1) each L € L is a standard Q-rank-1 subgroup of G;
(2) every element v of T' can be written in the form v = s18a - - - s, where either
(a) s; €Ty or
(b) s; € Iy, for some L € L and log||s;|| < Clog||vy]|.
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Above and in following, we write [, = L NI". The following is the main result
of [50].

Theorem 3.30. Fvery arithmetic subgroup I' of a Q-isotropic, almost Q-simple Q-
group is quasi-isometrically boundedly generated by standard Q-rank-1 subgroups.

2.4.2. Uniform subexponential growth of derivatives for unipotent subgroups. As in
[17], we again show that unipotent subgroups A C T" have subexponential growth.
This is done in Section 8. While argument is similar in outline to one in [17, Section
4], the fact that we work in much greater generality in the end requires substantial
new arguments.

Proposition 8.1. If there is a connected unipotent Q-subgroup U of G such that
the restriction

alr, : Ty — Diff* (M)
does not have uniform subexponential growth of derivatives then there is a split
Cartan subgroup A of G and an A-invariant Borel probability measure p on X
projecting to the Haar measure on G/T' such that Aiop,a,u,4 > 0 for some a € A.

To establish Proposition 8.1, we work with the induced G-action. It is easy to
see that subexponential growth of derivatives for I is equivalent to subexponential
growth of derivatives for a closed U orbit in X := (G x M)/T. The proof of the
proposition proceeds by working inside compact orbits of a solvable group of the
form A x U where U is a horospherical Q-group and A is part of a Q-anisotropic
torus. We first show that generic trajectories for elements of A have subexponential
growth of derivatives. Combining this with the fact that U is normalized by ,ZL we
obtain subexponential growth of derivatives for a large set of elements in U. Using
that U is nilpotent, a sumset argument implies subexponential growth of derivatives
for every element of U. To establish subexponential growth of derivatives for generic
orbits of elements of ,ZL we exploit that U is horospherical and use an exponential
mixing argument to upgrade an A-invariant measure supported on some closed
A x U orbit to an A-invariant measure projecting to the Haar measure on G/T.

2.4.3. Uniform subexponential growth of derivatives for “cusp groups” of standard
Q-rank-1 subgroups. In [17], we heavily used that the fundamental group of the cusp
in SL(2,R)/SL(2, Z) is generated by the single unipotent element (1) 1 ) . For a
standard Q-rank-1 subgroup H, we cannot expect the fundamental group of a cusp
in H/T g to be generated by a single unipotent element; moreover, the fundamental
group of a cusp need not be a unipotent subgroup. However, the structure of such
groups (the semidirect product of a cocompact lattice and a unipotent subgroup)
allows us to still show the restriction of the action to the fundamental group of a
cusp in H/I'y for a standard Q-rank-1 subgroup H has subexponential growth.

Given a standard Q-rank-1 subgroup H, to establish that the restriction of the
action to the fundamental group of a cusp in H/T'y has subexponential growth,
we exploit reduction theory and the construction of Siegel fundamental domains
to relate growth properties of the fundamental group of a cusp in H/T'y with
subexponential growth for minimal parabolic Q-subgroups in G. We point the
reader to Lemma 5.3 and especially Lemma 5.14 in Section 5.5.

To complete this step, it remains to establish subexponential growth for minimal
parabolic Q-subgroups in G which occupies Section 9.
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Proposition 9.1. Let P be a minimal parabolic Q-subgroup of G. If the restriction
alrp : Tp — Diff* (M)
does not have uniform subexponential growth of derivatives there is a split Cartan

subgroup A of G and an A-invariant Borel probability measure y on X projecting
to the Haar measure on G/T" such that Aop,a,u,4 > 0 for some a € A.

The proof of Proposition 9.1 uses that I'p is the semidirect product of a co-
compact lattice in a reductive (Q-anisotropic) Q-subgroup L and a (cocompact)
lattice in a unipotent Q-subgroup U. Subexponential growth for the restriction
to Ty follows from Proposition 8.1. Following arguments from [16], we show that
if Ty, fails to have subexponential growth of the derivatives, then there exists a
Borel probability measure on X which is invariant under a torus in L and has a
positive Lyapunov exponent. Using Proposition 8.1, we can find a measure that is
also invariant under U and also has a positive Lyapunov exponent. We then use
exponential mixing to find a measure that projects to the Haar measure on G/T"
with a positive Lyapunov exponent which can be made A-invariant by additional
averaging.

2.4.4. Uniform subexponential growth of derivatives for Q-rank-1 subgroups. By
Theorem 3.30, to show Theorem D it is enough to show the restriction of a to
T’y C T has uniform subexponential growth of derivatives for any standard Q-rank-
1 subgroup H C G. We recall that H C G is a subgroup defined over Q and that
I'y = HNT is a lattice in H.

Having established Propositions 8.1 and 9.1 and Lemma 5.14, Section 10 is de-
voted to the following.

Proposition 10.1. If there is a standard Q-rank-1 subgroup H of G such that the
restriction

alry, : Ty — Diff' (M)
does not have uniform subexponential growth of derivatives then there is a split
Cartan subgroup A of G and an A-invariant Borel probability measure p on X
projecting to the Haar measure on G/T' such that Aiop,a,u,4 > 0 for some a € A.

The proof of Proposition 10.1 contains the main new ingredients of the paper
which have no analogue in [17]. This is especially true in the case that I" is Q-rank
1. When T has Q-rank 1, we have that G = H is the only standard Q-rank-1
subgroup; in particular, we cannot find a subgroup of G of the form H x N where
H is a standard Q-rank-1 subgroup and N is a (non-trivial) horospherical subgroup
of G. Having a horospherical subgroup N normalized by H was a key ingredient
used to establish subexponential growth for the restriction to the canonical copies of
SL(2,Z) in T' = SL(m, Z) in [17]. For the sake of completeness, when I' has Q-rank
at least 2, we outline a proof of Proposition 10.1 in Section 11 that is somewhat
closer to the argument from [17].

Section 10 provides a uniform argument when I' is Q-rank-1 or has higher-Q-
rank. Fix a Q-rank-1 subgroup H C G. When I' has higher Q-rank we also find a
horospherical subgroup N normalized by H; if T has Q-rank 1, we take N = {1}.
We study growth of the fiberwise derivative cocycle for the induced H-action on the
bundle Xpyy := (HN x M)/T gy. We fix a 1-parameter (R-split) subgroup {a’} in
H and consider orbit segments of that start and end in some fixed “thick” compact
part of Xgn. Using Proposition 9.1 and Proposition 8.1, a sequence of empirical
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measures supported on such orbits and limiting to the maximal growth rate of the
fiberwise derivative cocycle (for this 1-parameter subgroup) will, in fact, produce
a uniformly tight sequence of measures (see Lemma 10.5). Passing to a limit, we
obtain an a’-invariant Borel probability measure p on Xgy. While we are able to
avoid escape of mass, we are not able to rule out “escape of Lyapunov exponent.”
Specifically, the fiberwise derivative cocycle is not bounded and there is no reason
the fiberwise derivative cocycle is log-L! for the limiting measures u. Furthermore,
even if fiberwise derivative cocycle happens to be log-L' for the limiting measures
1 and the empirical measures see exponential growth of the cocycle, we need not
have any semi-continuity properties of the top exponent.

To remedy this problem, we use a combination of cut-off functions and time
averages to modify the fiberwise derivative cocycle in the cusp; see Section 10.3.1
and (10.5) in Section 10.3.2. These new cut-off cocycles will be bounded but will
fail to be continuous; however, for the cut-off cocycle, the set of discontinuities is
rather tame and, for the analysis in Section 10, these cocycles acts much like a
bounded continuous cocycle. Using these modified cocycles, we define analogues
of Lyapunov exponents; we then show these “fake Lyapunov exponents” behave
well under various averaging operations (using that the discontinuity set of the cut-
off cocycle has zero measure for all limiting measures considered). We can then
use averaging techniques (following either [16] or [17]) to upgrade to a measure
whose projection to G/T" is the Haar measure on G/I" while maintaining a positive
“fake Lyapunov exponent.” Since the fiberwise derivative cocycle is log-L' for
measures projecting to the Haar measure (see (5.2) and Claim 6.1), we check the
“fake top Lyapunov exponent” coincides with the actual top Lyapunov exponent
of the original cocycle once we are considering a measure which projects to Haar.

Remark 2.3 (Benefits of working with Q-rank-1 subgroups). We remark that
the reduction to Q-rank-1 subgroups I'y is primarily to control the behavior of the
cocycle outside of compact sets. If I' C G is an arithmetic lattice with rankg (") = 1,
then there is some ¢ > 0 such that for any 1-parameter subgroup {a'} of G, if
d(a® - z,1T) > ¢ for all 0 < t < to then, lifting the path {a’ -2 |0 <t <tp} in
G/T to the path {a’-g |0 <t <t} in G, for any element 7, € T such that g
and atgy~! are in the same Siegel set, v, is in the fundamental group of the cusp
of H/FH

This fails for lattices of higher Q-rank. Indeed, for higher-rank groups, there is
no collection of disjoint cusps. In Q-rank one, the complement of the thick part is a
disjoint union of cusps, each of the form R* x N where N is a compact manifold. In
higher rank, the complement of the thick part is a union of thickened fans, where
each fan is of the form S x N where S is a Weyl chamber and N is a compact
manifold. These fans can intersect non-trivially in lower dimensional sets and a
path may leave the thick park of G/T" through one fan and return through another
fan which intersects the first in a lower-dimensional object. This is a consequence
of the fact that in this case the rational Tits building is connected. In this case,
the collection of possible monodromy elements v, of a path {a’ -z | 0 <t <t}
does not have a structure we can directly exploit.

2.5. Comparison to our earlier papers on Zimmer’s conjecture. We end
this section with a summary of similarities and differences between the techniques
used here and those used in our previous papers [16,17] and emphasize the new
ideas developed in this paper.
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An analogue of Theorem D occurs in both [16] and [17], though it is never
explicitly stated as a separate theorem. The primary difficulty in both this paper
and in [17] is in establishing this theorem: the failure of subexponential growth
of derivatives for the I'-action can be witnessed as an A-invariant measure on the
suspension space with positive top Lyapunov exponent and which projects to Haar
measure on G/T'. Besides Theorem D, the only substantial change from the outline
in [16] needed to study actions of non-uniform lattices is de la Salle’s result that
non-uniform higher-rank lattices have strong property (T) [23].

To prove Theorem D in the cocompact case, establishing that there is some A-
invariant measure with positive Lyapunov exponent is a relatively soft argument;
the main technical difficulty in [16] is finding a procedure to average such measures
to obtain a new A-invariant measure that projects to the Haar measure and main-
tains a positive top Lyapunov exponent. All averaging procedures in [16] heavily
use that the suspension space is compact whence the space of Borel probability
measures is weak-* sequentially compact and the top Lyapunov exponent is au-
tomatically upper semi-continuous when restricted to the space of invariant Borel
probability measures.

In [17], for actions by SL(n,Z) (n > 4) we were able to overcome the failure
of weak-* compactness and establish a version of upper semicontinuity of the top
exponent which yielded a special case of Zimmer’s conjecture following the general
approach of [16]. As described above, this is done by iteratively finding certain
subgroups along which failure of subexponential growth of derivatives can be used to
construct a measure as in Theorem D. When the Q-rank of I is at least 2, the large
scale structure of this paper mostly resembles that of [17] with several significant
improvements and modifications which we briefly describe. First, the arguments in
[17] required the Q-rank to be at least 3; this caused no loss of generality in [17] since
Zimmer’s conjecture was already known for finite index subgroups SL(3,Z). The
proof in [17] also depended (see discussion in Section 2.4.3) on the fact that “cusp
groups” of the Q-rank-1 subgroups are generated by a single unipotent. Finally,
[17] used an ad hoc argument—inspired by exponential mixing—to obtain limiting
measures projecting to the Haar measure on G/I" as a final step in the proof. In
the current paper, we replace this ad hoc argument by a more robust argument
following exponential mixing with careful optimization of all constants involved.
These arguments are used to establish subexponential growth of derivatives for the
restriction to unipotent subgroups and cusp groups of Q-rank-1 subgroups. The
arguments here can be used to write a more efficient proof of the results in [17].

In the special case of groups of Q-rank 1, this paper substantially diverges from
our previous arguments in [17] and requires substantial new ideas. In this case,
we still establish subexponential growth of derivatives iteratively along unipotent
subgroups and cusp groups of Q-rank-1 subgroups as described in the previous
paragraph. The end-game using those results is entirely different from the endgame
in [17] as the structure of I does not allow us access to the use of exponential mixing
or the ad hoc variant of it used in [17]. This requires the introduction of entirely
new ideas to extend our arguments so we can deal with averages of unbounded
cocycles as described in Section 2.4.4 above.
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3. ALGEBRAIC GROUPS AND REDUCTIONS FOR NONUNIFORM I

We present the basic terminology and facts from algebraic groups that will be
used in the sequel. We end the section with the main reductions we use when
working with nonuniform lattices I' and the consequences of these reductions.

3.1. Basic terminology. We denote by GL(d) = GL(d,C) the affine algebraic
group of d x d invertible matrices with complex entries. A (linear) algebraic
group is a Zariski closed subgroup H of GL(d) for some d; that is H is a subgroup
that coincides with the common zeros of a set of polynomial functions in the matrix
entries of A € GL(d). Working over C, a linear algebraic group H is connected in
the Zariski topology if and only if it is connected in the analytic topology.

Let K € {R,Q}. An algebraic subgroup H C GL(d) is said to be defined
over K or is said to be K-group if H is algebraic and the polynomial functions
defining H take coefficients only in K. The radical (resp. unipotent radical) of
a linear algebraic subgroup H defined over K is the maximal connected solvable
(resp. unipotent) algebraic subgroup Rad(H) (resp. Rad,(H)) of H. These are
K-subgroups of H. The algebraic group H is semisimple (resp. reductive) if the
radical (resp. unipotent radical) vanishes. We say that H is almost K-simple if
it has no connected, proper, normal K-subgroups. If H is noncommutative, almost
K-simple, and connected, then H is semisimple.

Given a linear algebraic subgroup H C GL(d) defined over K, let H(K) =
H N GL(d,K) denote the K-points of H. If K = R, the group H = H(R) is a Lie
group which, in general, might not be connected even if H is connected but has only
finitely many connected components (in the analytic topology); we write H° for
the connected component (in the analytic topology) of the identity of H(R). When
H is simply connected (as an algebraic group) or if H is a unipotent K-group, then
H(R) is connected in the analytic topology. See [12, Chapter 1, Theorem 2.3.1(c)]
or [57, Proposition 7.6].

Given a connected algebraic group H defined over K, we will at times abuse
terminology and also say that H = H(R) and H° are defined over K. We have that
Rad(H)(R) (resp. Rad,(H)(R)) is the radical (resp. unipotent radical) of the Lie
group H. If H is semisimple (resp. reductive) then H = H(R) is semisimple (resp.
reductive) as a Lie group

We collect the following important facts about unipotent subgroups.

Lemma 3.1. Let U be a connected unipotent subgroup of SL(d,R).

(1) U is simply connected. In fact, the exponential map from the Lie algebra u
of U to U is a bijective polynomial map and its inverse is also a polyno-
mial map [31, Theorem 8.1.1, p. 107]. This implies that every continuous
homomorphism from U to any unipotent group is a polynomial.

(2) The abelianization U/[U,U] of U is simply connected (and in fact, it is a
unipotent linear algebraic group).

3.2. Algebraic tori and K-rank. Let H C GL(d) be a connected linear algebraic
group defined over K € {R,Q}.

(1) We say that H is a K-torus if it is commutative, defined over K, and
conjugate in GL(d) to a subgroup of diagonal matrices
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(2) A K-torus H is K-split if there exists g € SL(d,K), such that gHg™! is
a subgroup of diagonal matrices. If H is a K-split torus then H(R) is
isomorphic to (R*)¢ for some £.

(3) Let S be a torus defined over K. There exists unique maximal K-tori
S’,S” C S such that S = S’ - S” where S’ is K-split and S” contains no
K-split subtorus. (See [67, Proposition 13.2.4].)

(4) If H is defined over K, then all maximal K-split tori of H are conjugate
by elements of SL(d,K), and therefore have the same dimension. (See
[48, (0.25)] or [67, Theorem 15.2.6].) This common dimension is the K-
rank of H, denoted by rankg H.

(5) We say that H is K-anisotropic if rankx H = 0; otherwise, H is K-
isotropic. An R-group H is an R-anisotropic if and only if H(R) is com-
pact.

(6) If H is reductive then it is the almost-direct product of a semisimple K-
group and a K-torus: H = LS where L is semisimple, S is a torus that
centralizes L, and L N S is finite. The subgroups L and S are unique.

(7) If H=H(R) and if S is a maximal K-torus (resp. maximal K-split torus)
we call S = S(R) a maximal K-torus (resp. maximal K-split torus) of H.

(8) From (3), every one-parameter subgroup {a'} of a K-torus S has a real

oy . t _ t t t . . .
Jordan decomposition a” = ag,;; a5, Where ag,;, is R-diagonalizable,
t . . . t t .
Qanis 1S contained in a compact subgroup, and ag);; and a,,,;; are contained
in S.

(9) If K = R and if S is a maximal R-split torus in H, we call the connected
component of the identity A = S(R)° a split Cartan subgroup of H =
H(R).

3.3. Levi and Langlands decompositions. For K € {R,Q}, let H be a con-
nected linear algebraic group over K.

(1) H can be written as a semidirect product H = F x U where U = Rad, (H)
and F is a connected reductive K-group. This is a Levi decomposition
and F is a Levi subgroup. All Levi subgroups of H are conjugate by
elements of U(K). See [52, pp. 200-201]

(2) We may further decompose a Levi K-subgroup as F = L x S where L is
a connected reductive K-subgroup with K-anisotropic center and S is a

connected K-split torus.
Write H = H(R) and let

L=L(R), S=SMR), A=5° and U =Rad,(H)R).

Then H = F x U and H = (L x A) x U are called, respectively, a Levi
decomposition and a Langlands decomposition of H. Note that U
and A are connected and we also call H° = (L° x A) x U a Langlands
decomposition of H°.

(3) If H is defined over Q then all Levi subgroups F' of H = H(R) are conjugate
by U regardless if we view H as a Q-group or as a R-group.

However, a Langlands decomposition of H as a Q-group need not be
conjugate to any Langlands decomposition of H as an R-group. We refer
to a choice of Langlands decomposition of H as a Q-group as a rational
Langlands decomposition. We remark that in our definition of a ratio-
nal Langlands decomposition H = (L x A) x U, we will always take the
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subgroups L and A = S° to be defined over Q; this is different from the
terminology used for instance in [10] which only requires that L and A be
conjugate to groups defined over Q.

Given a connected linear algebraic Q-group H, let H = H(R) and write H(Z) =
Hy, = HNSL(d,Z).

Proposition 3.2. Let H be a connected linear algebraic Q-group and let H =
H(R).
(1) Hyz is a cocompact lattice in H if and only if some (and hence every) Levi
subgroup F of H defined over Q is Q-anisotropic. (See [57, Theorem 4.12,
p. 210].)
(2) Hy is a lattice in H if and only if the subgroup A = S° is trivial in some
(and hence every) rational Langlands decomposition H = (L x A)x U. (See
[67, Theorem 4.13, p. 213].)

3.4. Restricted K-roots and parabolic subgroups of algebraic groups. Let
G be a connected semisimple linear algebraic group defined over K € {R,Q} and
let G = G(R).

Let S be a maximal K-split torus in G. Let A = S(R)° and let ®(A, G) denote
the set of weights for the adjoint action of A on the Lie algebra g of G. These
are the K-roots of G. Each root is a homomorphism from A to the multiplicative
group R*. The K-roots ®(A,G) extend to K-characters on S. The K-characters
form a finitely generated abelian group and, as is standard, we write the group
operation on characters and roots additively. Choose an ordering of ®(A,G) and
let A be the corresponding set of simple roots: a positive root « is simple if it is not
the sum of two other positive roots. Let N be the connected unipotent subgroup
of G whose Lie algebra is the sum of all the root spaces corresponding to positive
roots. This is a maximal unipotent K-subgroup of G.

A Borel subgroup of G is a maximal Zariski connected solvable subgroup.
A parabolic K-subgroup of G is a K-subgroup P that contains a Borel sub-
group. When K = Q, Borel subgroups of G need not be defined over Q. However,
all minimal parabolic Q-subgroups are conjugate over G(Q). (See [67, Theorem
15.4.6(ii)].) Every parabolic K-subgroup P is connected. If G = G(R), we also
refer to P = P(R) as a parabolic K-subgroup of G.

We have the following characterization of parabolic K-subgroups of G: Fix a
subset Ag of the set A of simple K-roots of ®(A4, G) and let

S = ﬂaer kera C A.

Then S is the identity component of a K-split K-torus and the group
Pp, :=Cg(S)N (3.1)

is a parabolic K-subgroup of G. Moreover, all parabolic K-subgroups of G arise as
in (3.1) for some a choice of maximal K-split torus, ordering of the roots, and set
of simple roots.

It is clear from the definition of S that dim S = rankg G — |Ap|.

Remark 3.3. We have A C Cg(S) C Pa,. Since all maximal connected K-split
tori of Pa, are conjugate via (Pa,)k, this implies that every maximal connected
K-split torus of Pa, is a maximal connected K-split torus of G.
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A minimal parabolic K-subgroup is a parabolic K-subgroup that does not contain
any other parabolic K-subgroup. These occur by taking Ag = @ above and, as
previously remarked, all minimal parabolic K-subgroups of GG are conjugate via
Gk = G(K).

The following well-known observation is immediate from the definitions.

Lemma 3.4. Let P be a minimal parabolic K-subgroup of G, and let P = (L x
S°) x U be a Langlands decomposition (as a K-group). Then:

(1) S° is the identity component of a maximal K-split torus in G and
(2) L is K-anisotropic.

At the other extreme, a parabolic K-subgroup @ is said to be maximal if @ is
a proper subgroup of G which is not contained in any other proper, parabolic K-
subgroup of G. In the notation of (3.1) this means that dim S = 1 or, equivalently,
that |Ag| = rankg G — 1.

Remark 3.5. Suppose Q@ = LAN is a Langlands decomposition (as a K-group) of
a parabolic K-subgroup of G. It is well known that for G simply connected as an
algebraic group, the semisimple subgroup [L, L] is simply connected as an algebraic
group [67, Exercise 8.4.6(6), p. 149].

Definition 3.6. Let {b°} be a one-parameter subgroup of G. The corresponding
expanding horospherical subgroup of {b*} is

UTD) :={ueG|bub™®—1ass— —oo}.
This is a connected closed, unipotent subgroup of G.

The following elementary observation can be proven by taking {b°} to be in the
interior of the positive Weyl chamber of A. As above K € {R,Q}.

Proposition 3.7. Let P = (L x A) x U be the Langlands decomposition of a
parabolic K-subgroup of G. Then U is the expanding horospherical subgroup of
some R-diagonalizable one-parameter subgroup {b°} of A.

In the following results, we consider a parabolic Q-subgroup @ of a Q-group G
with rational Langlands decomposition ) = LAU. The group L acts by conjugation
on U. The action preserves the commutator subgroup [U, U] and thus induces an
action of L and its subgroups on U/[U, U]. Identifying the abelian group U/[U, U]
with some R™, this action is a linear representation. The following result is probably
well known (see related results such as [2, Theorem 2] and [64,65]) but we could
not find a reference.

Lemma 3.8. Let G be an almost Q-simple Q-group with rankg(G) > 2 and
rankg(G) > 1. Let Q be a mazimal parabolic Q-subgroup of G = G(R)° with
rational Langlands decomposition Q = LAU. Let L be the product of all non-
compact almost simple factors of L and the maximal connected R-split torus in the
center of L.

Then the induced action of LT on U/[U,U] does not contain the trivial represen-
tation; that is, the only fized point for the action of LT on U/[U,U] is the identity
coset.

Proof. We make a number of preliminary observations. Fix the rational Langlands
decomposition Q = LAU. Since @ is a maximal parabolic Q-subgroup, we have
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dim(A4) = 1. Fix a minimal parabolic Q-subgroup Py C @ and a minimal parabolic
R-subgroup Pr C Fp. Fix maximal connected Q-split torus S in Py and a maximal
connected R-split torus T in Pr with

AcCcScT.

Let Ag be a collection of simple Q-roots for ®(S, G) determined by Py and let Ag
be a collection of simple R-roots for (T, G) determined by Pg. Note that every
element of Ag is the restriction of an element of Ag to S.

Let u be the Lie algebra of U. The exponential map u — U gives an identification
between u/[u,u] and U/[U, U]. Since @ is a maximal parabolic Q-subgroup, there is
a simple Q-root v € Ag such that any Q-root space g is contained in u if and only
if 4 is a non-negative integer combination of elements of Ag and the coeflicient of
« is positive. The map u — u/[u,u] is injective on the Q-root space g” if and only
if the coefficient of v in § is 1; the kernel of u — u/[u,u] is spanned by all Q-root
spaces g7 such that the coefficient of a in 3 is at least 2.

We observe that T = A-(T'NL) = A-(TNL') and thus TN L' has codimension-1
in T. There are at most 2 (proportional) positive real root 89,28y € ®(T,G) for
which the group T'N LT acts trivially by conjugation on the real root spaces g
and g?%. Since the action on all other root spaces is by scalar multiplication, if
there is z € u/[u,u] which is fixed under conjugation by 7'N LT, we conclude that
r € g’ mod [u,u].

To finish the proof of the lemma, we consider separately the cases that @) is or
is not maximal as a parabolic R-subgroup.

Case 1. Suppose Q is a mazimal parabolic R-subgroup. As we assume @ is a maximal
parabolic R-subgroup, there is a simple R-root v € Ag such that a real root space g¢
is in u if and only if ¢ is a non-negative integer combination of elements of Ag and
the coefficient of « is positive. Additionally, for every simple root S € Ag \ {a},
the restriction of 5 to A vanishes.

Note that G may have rank-1 factors as an R-group. In particular, the Dynkin
diagram for ®(7T, G) may have isolated nodes. We claim that the node associated
to « is not isolated in the Dynkin diagram; in particular, « is not a root associated
to a rank-1 real factor. Indeed, if a were isolated then we would have u = g% or
u = g*@g>*. Since uis the expanding horospherical subgroup for some 1-parameter
subgroup, it is well-known that the subalgebra h generated by g* and g~ is an ideal.
On the other hand, U is defined over Q whence the analytic subgroup H tangent
to b is the connected component of a Q-subgroup. (A standard Q-rank-1 subgroup
in the terminology of Definition 3.13 below.) This contradicts the assumption that
G is almost QQ-simple.

Now let = € u/[u, u] be fixed by conjugation for LT. As discussed above, there is
an R-root By such that 2 € g% mod [u,u]. It follows from the preceding paragraph
that there is a simple real root 8 # « such that either Sy + 8 or Sy — ( is a root.
For every non-zero x € g?, this implies that either [z, g%] # {0} or [x,g7#] # {0}
(c.f. [41, Lemma 7.75, p. 477]). Both g#°*8 and g% —# inject into u/[u,u]. Since
g*? are elements of the lie algebra [' of LT, this implies the only element of u/[u, u]
fixed under conjugation by LT is 0 as claimed.

Case 2. Suppose Q is not mazximal as a parabolic R-subgroup. Let Z be the central
torus of LA. Then Z is a Q-subgroup of G and Z = AZ, where Z, is the center
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of L and hence is an anisotropic Q-torus. Since dim(A) = 1, Z, has codimension 1
in Z.

We work in the complexified Lie algebra gc. Let Ac be the set of simple C-roots,
andlet p =" A @ be the sum of these simple roots. After a maximal torus has
been fixed, there is a natural action of the Galois group Gal(Q/Q) on the set of
all C-roots since the Lie algebra splits over Q. The set Ac is usually not invariant
under this action, but all possible choices of simple roots are conjugate under the
Weyl group. Therefore, composing the action of each element of the Galois group
with an appropriate element of the Weyl group yields an action of Gal(Q/Q) that
leaves Ac invariant. This is usually called the x-action of Gal(Q/Q) [68, §2.3, p. 39].

For any o € Gal(Q/Q) and any a € Ac, applying o to a by the usual action of
the Galois group will usually have a different result than by the x-action. However,
since Z is a Q-torus, both results have the same restriction to Z [11, Proposition 6.7,
p. 107]. Since p is clearly invariant under the x-action, we conclude that the re-
striction p|z is invariant under the usual action of the Galois group; in particular,
p defines a Q-character on Z. This Q-character must vanish on the Q-anisotropic
torus Z,. On the other hand, the restriction p|z of p to Z is nontrivial, because
the restriction of each element of A¢ to A is either a simple Q-root or 0 and not
all restrictions are 0 [11, Proposition 6.8, p. 107]. Since Z, has codimension 1, we
conclude that Z, = (ker(p|z)).

Recall T is the maximal R-split torus in G. Let r = dimTNZ and let a1, ..., q, €
Ag be the simple real roots that are nontrivial on 7"N Z. From the description
of parabolic subgroups in (3.1), dim(7T N Z) is the same as the number of such
simple real roots. From the preceding paragraph and the fact that the simple real
roots are precisely the nonzero restrictions of elements of A¢ to a maximal R-
split torus [11, Proposition 6.8, p. 107], there are positive integers k1, ..., k. such
that TN Z, = ker(zzzl kiai|Tmz). Since we assume that @ is not maximal as
a parabolic R-subgroup, we have r > 2. Since the roots {ai,...,a,} are linearly
independent on T' N Z, they are also linearly independent with the restriction of p
to T'N Z. In particular, the restriction of each a; to (T'N Z,)° is nontrivial.

We claim that if a real root space g® injects into u/[u, u] then there is some a; such
that ¢|rnz = ai|rnz. Indeed, if we enumerate Ag as Ag = {ag, ..., @, Qpp1, ..., Q)
then the restrictions of each ay.41,...,a¢ to T'N Z vanishes. A real root space gd’
injects into u/[u,u] if and only if the root ¢ is of the form

r £
¢ = E cia; + E Ciy
i=1

1=r+1

where ¢; > 0, ¢; € {0,1} for all 1 <4 <7, and ¢; = 1 for exactly one 1 <i < r. The
claim then follows. By the preceding paragraph, the restriction of ¢ to (T'N Z,)°
is then nontrivial. Since (T'N Z,)° C L', we conclude that the centralizer of LT in
u/[u, u] is trivial, as desired. O

Corollary 3.9. Assume that Q is a mazximal parabolic Q-subgroup of G with ra-
tional Langlands decomposition Q = LS°U. Then there is a finite collection C of
one-parameter subgroups of L, such that

(1) eatjjh {a'} € C is contained in a Q-anisotropic Q-torus A of L with a' € Tz,
an
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(2) U/[U,U] is generated by the associated expanding horospherical subgroups

{U (agpne) [ {a"} € C .
Proof. Let LT be as in Lemma 3.8. Since the center of L is Q-anisotropic, there
is a maximal connected R-split torus A of L that is contained in a Q-anisotropic
torus A in L. See [53, p. 211] or [58, Theorem 2.13]. Since Lg is Zariski dense
in L [9, §13.7 and Theorem 18.2(ii), pp. 29 and 218], there are finitely many Lg-
conjugates Aj,..., A of A that generate a dense subgroup of LT. Each A; is
contained in a QQ-anisotropic torus gl of L. Since each A; is Q-anisotropic, each
A;/(4;)z and thus cach A;/ f&- is compact (see Proposition 3.2(1)) and thus iden-

tified with R?/Z4 for some gq. Then each A; is generated by finitely many one-
parameter subgroups {af,},...,{af,}, such that aj,; € Ty for all ¢,j. Then the
R-diagonalizable parts {(af ;)split} generate LT. Since LT is reductive, the induced
representation on U/[U,U] is totally reducible. From Lemma 3.8 no element of
U/[U,U] is centralized by every {(af ;)spiit}. Thus if we assume that the collec-
tion {a} ;} is closed under inverses, this implies that U/[U, U] is generated by the
associated expanding horospherical subgroups, as desired. ([

Remark 3.10. In many cases, it is possible to take the collection C in Corollary 3.9
to be a singleton. However, there are cases where this is not possible because the
weight 0 occurs in the representation of LT on U/[U, U]. This happens for instance
for one of the maximal parabolic subgroups of the Q-split group Sp(4,R) of type
Cg ~ BQ.

3.5. Iwasawa decomposition, restricted roots, and parabolic subgroups.
Fix G to be a connected semisimple Lie group with Lie algebra g. We do not assume
G has finite center. Choose a Cartan involution 6 of g; this induces a global Cartan
involution of G which we also denote by 6. We decompose g = ¢ ® p where £ and
p are, respectively, the +1 and —1 eigenspaces of 6. Let a be a maximal abelian
subspace of p, and let g = £ @& a & n be the associated Iwasawa decomposition. If
K, A and N are the analytic subgroups corresponding to € a, and n, respectively,
then G = KAN is the corresponding Iwasawa decomposition. Here A is a
maximal connected abelian ad-R-diagonalizable subgroup, and NN is a maximal ad-
unipotent subgroup of G' normalized by A. We call A a split Cartan subgroup
of G. Furthermore, K and A are #-invariant; more precisely, K is the set of fixed
points of 8, and 6 inverts every element of A. The subgroup K contains the center
of G and is a maximal compact subgroup of G if (and only if) the center of G is
finite. All choices of a and A above of conjugate by K. See [41, Theorem 6.31] and
[41, Theorem 6.46] for details.

Write M = Ck(A) for the centralizer of A in K. The subgroup P = M AN is
a minimal parabolic subgroup of G. The subgroup P and the decomposition
P = MAN depends on the choice of 8§, A, and N, but all minimal parabolic
subgroups are conjugate in G. Any subgroup of G that contains a minimal parabolic
subgroup is said to be a parabolic subgroup.

Write ®(A, G) for the set of weights for the adjoint action of A on g. These are
the real restricted roots of G (relative to the choice of A). We write the group
operation on characters of A additively. We say two real roots (3, 3 € (A, G) are
positively proportional if there is some ¢ > 0 with

~

B8 =cp.
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Note that ¢ takes values only in {%, 1,2} and that ¢ = 1 unless the root sys-
tem ®(A, G) contains a component of type BCy. A coarse root is an equivalence
class of roots under this equivalence relation. Write ®(A, G) for the collection of

coarse roots.
For [3] € ®(A,G), we let glfl = > ac(p) 9 This is the Lie algebra of a connected

unipotent subgroup UP! of G, which is called the coarse root group correspond-
ing to [8]. We remark that every parabolic subgroup that contains the minimal
parabolic subgroup P = C¢(A)N is saturated by coarse root groups of A.

Definition 3.11.

(1) A parabolic Lie subalgebra of g is the Lie algebra of a parabolic subgroup.
(2) Theresonant codimension, 7(q), of a parabolic Lie subalgebra q is defined
to be the cardinality of the set

{18 € 2(A.G) [ 7 q}.

(3) The minimal resonant codimension of g or G, denoted by r(g) or r(G),
is defined to be the minimal value of the resonant codimension 7(q) of q as
q waries over all (maximal) proper parabolic subalgebras of g.

Remark 3.12. Recall that v(G) is the minimal dimension of a homogeneous space
G/H, where H ranges over all proper, closed subgroups of G. We have r(G) =
v(G"), where G’ is any maximal connected, R-split, semisimple subgroup of G by
[11, Theorem. 7.2, p. 117].

3.6. Standard Q-rank-1 subgroups. We return to the case that G = G(R)
where G is a connected semisimple linear algebraic group defined over Q. Let S be
a maximal Q-split torus in G and write A = S(R)°. For each Q-root o € ®(4,G),
such that %a ¢ ®(A,G), there is a unique connected unipotent subgroup U[*)
with Lie algebra g® or g® @ g2®. Since —a is also a Q-root, we also obtain the
subgroup U=, The following construction is well known, but there does not seem

to any established terminology for referring to this subgroup.

Definition 3.13. For Q-root o € ®(A,G) such that to & ®(A,G), the sub-
group H, of G generated by Ul®l and U= is called a standard Q-rank-1 sub-
group.

If G is simply connected, then there is an almost simple Q-subgroup H of G with
rankg(H) = 1 and H, = H(R); for general G, we have H, = H(R)°.

To justify the last remark of Definition 3.13, we view a as the restriction of
a € ®(S,G); then Ulel = UlI(R) where Ul is the root subgroup in G associated
to o and 2cv. Let H be the algebraic group generated by Ul®! and Ul=2l. Then H
is defined over Q and has rankg(H) = 1. Choose an ordering on the roots so that «
is simple and let P be the parabolic Q-subgroup that contains U, U=, and no
other root groups associated to negative roots. That is, P = Pa, where Ag = {a}.
Then H C P and we may select a Levi Q-subgroup F C P which contains H. Let
L = [F,F]. Then H C L. Moreover, L is semisimple and decomposes as an (almost)
direct sum of almost Q-simple factors; of these H is the unique Q-isotropic, almost
Q-simple factor of L. By Remark 3.5 we have that L and hence H are simply
connected.

The above also gives the following characterization of standard Q-rank-1 sub-
groups.
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Lemma 3.14. If H is a standard Q-rank-1 subgroup of G then there is a parabolic
Q-subgroup @ of G with rational Langlands decomposition @Q = (L x A) X U such
that H is (the identity component of ) the unique Q-isotropic, almost Q-simple factor
of L.

3.7. Standing hypotheses when I' is nonuniform. Recall the standing hy-
potheses and reductions Section 2.1. When I' C G is nonuniform, in the proof
of Theorem D we will assume without loss of generality the following additional
standing hypotheses:
(1) G is a connected simply connected Lie group without compact factors and
with rankg (G) > 2;
(2) T is a nonuniform, irreducible lattice subgroup of G which contains the
center Z of G;
(3) there is a connected, algebraically simply connected, linear algebraic group
F defined over Q which is almost Q-simple, non-commutative, Q-isotropic,
and has rankg(F) > 2 such that F' = F(R) is a connected Lie group and
Fz =¥ (Z) is a lattice in F;
(4) there is a continuous, surjective Lie group morphism ¢: G — F and a
finite-index subgroup I'c Fy, such that:
(a) ker¢ is contained in the center Z of G;
(b) the only torsion elements of ' are central;
(c) ¢(T) =T.

To see there is no loss of generality, let Z C G denote the center of G. As G has
no compact factors, I' has finite index in I"- Z (see [48, Chapter IX, Lemma (6.1)]).
Without loss of generality, we may assume Z C I'. Let G = Ad(G) = G/Z and
T =I'/Z denote the images of G and I' under the adjoint representation. Margulis’s
arithmeticity theorem (see [48] Introduction, Theorem 1’, or Chapter IX, Theorem
1.11) guarantees there exist:

(1) a Q-simple, linear algebraic Q-subgroup F of GL(d), and
(2) a surjective homomorphism ¢: F(R)® — G with compact kernel such that
¢(Fyz) is commensurable with T.
Replacing F with a finite cover, we may assume F is algebraically simply connected
[12, Proposition 2.24(ii)] whence F(R) is connected as a Lie group.

Since T is nonuniform, it follows that F' = F(R) has no compact factors (see
[49, Corollary 5.3.2]). Tt follows that the kernel of ¢ is discrete and hence contained
in the center of F. In particular, F is a covering space of G. As G is the universal
cover of G it follows that the natural map G — G factors through the map ¢: F —
G. In particular, ¢ lifts to a surjective moprhism of Lie groups ¢: G — F. Moreover
we have T := ¢(T") is commensurable with F7. Passing to finite-index subgroups, we
may assume I is a torsion-free and thus the only torsion elements in T are central.

3.8. Lifting Q-structures from F to G. We keep the standing hypotheses of
Section 3.7. In our proof of Theorem D we will often want to identify subgroups of
G associated with Q-subgroups of F'. Let L be an algebraic subgroup of F defined
over Q and let L = L(R)° C F. Associated to L, there is a unique connected Lie
subgroup L := (¢~ 1(L))° C G with ¢(Z) = L. We will abuse terminology and say
that L is a @Q-subgroup of G. In the sequel, we will write, equivalently,

I; =T :=INL.
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We also write

fL = f N L.
We will be particularly interested in the case that L is either unipotent, parabolic, or
a standard Q-rank-1 subgroup. We remark that if U' C F'is a unipotent Q-subgroup

then U — U and Iy — Iy are isomorphisms. If P is a parabolic Q-subgroup and
if H is a standard Q-rank-1 subgroup then the maps

ﬁ—)Po, Fp—)fp, IA{J—>H, FH—)fH

have kernel contained in the center of G. We will call U , Pand H , respectively,
unipotent, parabolic, and standard Q-rank 1 Q-subgroups of G.
We will also abuse terminology with the following definitions:

et =@ enote the preimage o under ¢: G — F. Glven a
1) Let Gg HFy) d h i f Fp und G — F. Gi
connected Q-subgroup H of G, we write Hg := Gg N H.
-parameter subgroup {a'} o is R-diagonalizable if its image in
2) A 1-p bgroup {a'} of G is R-diagonalizable if its image in F
(equivalently, its image under the adjoint representation) is R-diagonalizable.
3) A connected subgroup U of G is unipotent if its image in F' (equivalently,
g g y
its image under the adjoint representation) is unipotent.

3.9. Consequences of standing hypotheses: quasi-isometric properties.
Let G, T, F = F(R), and T be as in the standing hypotheses in Section 3.7.

Fix a Cartan involution 6 of g and also write the induced global Cartan involu-
tions on F and G as 6. Let K and IN(Ndenote, respectively, the subgroups of 6-fixed
points of F' and G. We recall that K contains the center Z of G. Equip F with
a right-invariant and left- K-invariant metric and equip G with the pulled-back,
right-G-invariant and left- K-invariant metric. Let d r and dg denote, respectively,
the induced distances on F' and G. We remark that all right-invariant metrics on F'
are bi-Lipschitz equivalent and thus all right-invariant, bi- Z-invariant metrics on G
are bi-Lipschitz equivalent. In particular, all results stated below are independent
of the choice of 6.

3.9.1. Bi-Lipschitz and quasi-isometric properties of central extensions. Using that
G — F and T — T are central extensions, we collect a number of bi-Lipschitz and
quasi-isometric estimates used throughout the sequel. We note for the remainder
9f Section 3.9.1 that we make no assumptions on the rank of F' or arithmeticity of
T.

Let X = K\F = K\G denote the globally symmetric space associated with
G and equip X with a right-invariant metric. Equip K and K with their intrinsic
Riemannian metrics. Recall the Iwasawa decomposition KxAxN — G , (kya,m) —
kan of G introduced in Section 3.5. We begin with the following well-known fact;
for completeness, we include a proof adapted directly from [3, Lemma 3.6.3].

Lemma 3.15. The diffeomorphism ¢¥: G — K x X, Y kan — (k,[?cm) s uni-
formly bi-Lipschitz.

Proof. We make three observations. First AN acts isometrically on G and X on the
right and also acts isometrically on KxX by acting only in the second coordinate.
Second, Z acts isometrically on G and on KxX acting only on the first coordinate.
Finally, the map ¢: G — K x X is (AN)-equivariant and Z-equivariant.



ZIMMER’S CONJECTURE FOR NON-UNIFORM LATTICES 27

The function g — Cy,
Cy = max{[| Dy |, [[(Dgs) M1},

is continuous. By (AN)-isometric- equivariance of ¢, we have Cy = Cy, for all
s € AN. Thus sup{Cy : g € G} = sup{C}, : k € K}. We also have C, = = C,, for all
z € Z. Since Z is cocompact in K we have sup{C}, : k € K} < oc. O

We record a number of corollaries of Lemma 3.15.

As a finitely generated abelian group, equip Z with an intrinsic word metric
relative to some choice of finite symmetric generating set. Recall the center Z of
G is contained in K and thus Z acts isometrically on K with compact quotient.
Lemma 3.15 implies K is quasi-isometrically embedded in G and, in particular, the
following.

Corollary 3.16. Z is quasi-isometrically embedded in G.
We similarly have the following.
Corollary 3.17. Z is quasi-isometrically embedded in T'.

Proof. Select a finite symmetric generating set for I" that includes a finite generating
set for Z. Then, with respect to the word-length induced by these generating sets,
for all z € Z we have lenp(z) < lenz(z). On the other hand, there is C' > 1 such
that for any v € I' we have

da(1,v) < Clenp(y).

Since Z is quasi-isometrically embedded in G, it follows that there are A, B such
that lenz(z) < Alenp(z) 4+ B for all z € Z. O

Given a connected Lie subgroup L C F, recall we write L= (p~tL)°.

Corollary 3.18. Let L C F be a connected Lie subgroup. Then (E,d@) 1S quast-
isometric to (L,dp) x (ZNL).

Proof. We have that (Z, d¢) is bi-Lipschitz equivalent to
(LNK) x (KNLD)\L) = (LN K) x (KN L)\L)
through the map . Since K is compact, K NL is a closed, hence compact subgroup

of L and thus (L,d) is quasi-isometric to its image (K N L)\L in X and ZN L is
cocompact in K N L whence K N L is quasi-isometric to Z N L. ([

We will frequently consider the case that L C F' is a R-split torus or a unipotent
subgroup. In these settings, we have the following special case of the above.

Corollary 3.19. Let L C F be a connected Lie subgroup such that LNK =1.
Then

(1) the map ¢: (L,dg) — (L,dp) is uniformly bi-Lipschitz and

(2) (£ - L,dg) is quasi-isometric to Z x (L,dg).

Let A C F be a choice of a #-invariant split Cartan subgroup. By abuse of nota-
tion, we also identify A with a subgroup of G and observe that ¢: G — F restricts
to a bi-Lipschitz isomorphism between the two copies of A. From Corollary 3.19,
(Z-A,dg) is quasi-isometric to Z x (A,dg).
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Let Ko be a compact subset of K such that ZKg = KoZ = K. We generalize
the well-known K AK decomposition of F' by the following.

Corollary 3.20. Given g € G we may write
g = k'zak"”

where k', k" € Ky, a € A, and z € Z. Moreover, there are A1, By > 1 such that for
any g € G, relative to the above decomposition,

Aid(g, 1) — By <max{d(a,1),d(z,1)} < Aid(g,1) + B1.
1
Remark 3.21 (Generalized KAK decomposition). Consider a connected reductive
R-subgroup L C F and let H = L= (¢~ 1(L))°. By abuse of terminology, we say
that H is a connected reductive R-subgroup of G. Write Z(H) for the center of H
and let Z = Z(H)°.

The image ¢(Z) is the connected component of an R-torus in F. As discussed
in Section 3.2, we have that

Z = Z(H)O = Zanis . Zsplit

where ¢(Zanis) is R-anisotropic and ¢(Zgpiis) is R-split. Write H' = [H, H] for the
derived group of H. Then
H = H/ - = H/ : Zanis ' Zsplit'

We may select the Cartan involution ¢ on the Lie algebra g of F' and G so that
H is f-invariant.! Let A C G be a #-invariant split Cartan subgroup andlet K C G
be the subgroup of 6-fixed points in G. Write Ay := ANH, and Ky := KN H.
We collect a number of observations.

(1) Ap is a maximal, connected, abelian subgroup of ad-R-diagonalizable ele-
ments in H; thus Zg,ie C Ay C A.

(2) ¢(Kp) is compact and, moreover, is a maximal compact subgroup of ¢(H).
It follows that Z,.s C Kg. B B

(3) ZNH =ZN(H' - Zanis) = ZN Ky and (ZN H) is cocompact in K.

There is a compact K9 C IN(H such that (ZNH) - Kpo = IN(H. We may then

decompose
H = KH)Q . (ZQH)AH 'KH70.
In particular, we may write any h € H as
h =k zak"”
where k', k" € Kpo, a € Ag, and z € ZN H. Moreover, as in Corollary 3.20, we
similarly have that there are Ay, B; > 1 such that for all h € H, relative to the
above decomposition,

Aid(h, 1) — By < max{d(a,1),d(,1)} < Ard(h,1) + Bi.
1

13ee for instance [51, Theorem 7.3]. More directly, observe that a maximal compact subgroup K’
of H/Z is contained in a maximal compact subgroup K of F//Z. The subgroup K determines a
Cartan involution 6 on F/Z. With respect to the Killing form on the Lie algebra g, the orthogonal
complement to the Lie algebra of K’ in the Lie algebra of H is contained the —1 eigenspace for
6. Then 0 leaves the Lie algebra of H in g invariant.
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3.9.2. Quasi-isometric embedding of arithmetic subgroups. We return to the stand-
ing hypotheses in Section 3.7. The subgroup T of Fis finitely generated and thus
may be equipped with a choice of word-length function leng induced by a choice
of finite symmetric generating set; the word-length function induces a word-metric
on I'. We write (f, leng) for this metric space. As a discrete subset of F, T also
inherits a metric dp by restricting the right-invariant Reimannian distance dr on
FtoTl. We similarly obtain a word-length lenr and associated word-metric I" and
a metric dg on I' by restricting the Riemannian distance dg on G to I.

For general groups F, the metrics leng and dr on T need not be comparable;
indeed this holds for SL(2,Z) in SL(2,R). However, as we have assumed rankg (F') >
2and T irreducible, we obtain the following.

Theorem 3.22 ([46]). For F and T' as in the standing hypotheses in Section 3.7
the word-metric and Riemannian metric on I' are quasi-isometric: there are Ay, By
such that for all v, €T,

1 _
A_OdF(%'Y/) — By <lenp(y™'') < Aodr(7v,7') + Bo.

3.9.3. Quasi-isometric embedding of lattices in the topological universal cover. We
assert that the conclusion of Theorem 3.22 also holds for the lattice subgroup I'
of GG under the standing hypotheses in Section 3.7. Although this is probably well
known, we do not know a reference and thus include a proof.

Recall T is a lattice subgroup of F and I' = (b’l(f) where ¢: G — F'is the
covering map. We have ker ¢ C Z and recall we also assumed that Z C T'.

In the following, all discrete groups are equipped with a word-length metric.

Lemma 3.23. For G and I' as in the standing hypotheses of Section 3.7 the fol-
lowing hold:

(1) T is quasi-isometrically embedded in G.

(2) T is quasi-isometric to Z x T.

Proof. We recall the bi-Lipschitz map ¢ in Lemma 3.15. Given v € I', write
~v = ¢(v) for the image of v in T. Take a finite generating set Sz for the center Z
and a finite generating set .S of I' containing Sz. Let S = @(S) be the image of S
in F then S is a finite generating set of T.

Fix a precompact fundamental domain K for the Z-action on K. Given vyeTl,
write v = zyky Ay My where 2y € Z,ky € Ko,a, € Z, and n, € N. We naturally

identify the cosets K - v = Kayn, and K -7 in X = K\G = K\F. Note (K,dg)
is quasi-isometric to (Z,leng,) and X is quasi-isometric to (F,dp). Through the
bi-Lipschitz map v in Lemma 3.15, the map v — (24, 7) is a quasi-isometry

(T, d¢) — (Z,lens, ) x (T, dr).
By Theorem 3.22, this induces a quasi-isometry
(I',dg) — (Z,lens,) x (T, leng).

It remains to compare (I',dg) and (T',leng). Take C; := maxseg dg(s,1). Then
for all v € T,

— <
Cl dG (’77 ) = lenS (7)
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To complete the proof of the lemma, we claim there is C > 1 such that
leng(y) < Cdg(v,1) + C. (3.2)
R To establish (3.2), fix v € ' and write ¥ = y173 ... 7, where y; € S, 3; = ¢(vi) €
S, and n = leng(y). By Lemma 3.15, there is C > 0 such that
dr(3,1) < Coda(r. 1) (3.3)
We have v = 27172 ...y, for some z € Z and
da(z,1) < dg(v,1) + da(l,27'y) < da(v,1) + Cin = da(v,1) + Cy leng(7).
Applying Theorem 3.22 and (3.3), there is C3 > 1 such that
dg(z,1) < Csdg(v,1) + Cs.
By Corollary 3.16, leng, (z) < Cydg(z,1) + Cy, and thus
leng (z) < Csdg(v,1) + Cs (3.4)
for some constants Cy, Cs > 1. Finally, by Theorem 3.22, (3.3), and (3.4), we have

leng(y) = leng(zy1v2 - . - vn) < leng(z) + leng(y1v2 - - - n)
<leng, (z) +leng(y) <leng, (z) + Csdr(7,1) + Cs
< Crdg(v,1) + Cr
for some constants Cg, C7 > 1 establishing (3.2). O

3.9.4. Quasi-isometric properties of parabolic and unipotent Q-subgroups. Using
Lemma 3.23 we formulate additional quasi-isometric relationships that will be used
in the sequel. We assume the standing hypothesis in Section 3.7.

Lemma 3.24. Let L be a connected reductive Q-subgroup of F' and let U be a
connected unipotent Q-subgroup of F' normalized by L. Suppose that LNU = {1}.
Then the following hold:
(1) the map (L,dp) x (U,dr) — (LU,dp), (g,u) — gu, is quasi-isometric
relative to dp.
(2) Lz % Ug has finite index in (LU )z and the map Lz x Uz — (LU)z, (g,u) —
gu, is quasi-isometric relative to lenp,.
(3) the map (L,dg) x (U,dg) — (fﬁ,d@), (g,u) — gu, is quasi-isometric
relative to dp.
(4) the map T, x Ty = Ty, (g9,u) — gu, is quasi-isometric relative to lenr.

Indeed (1) follows using that the Riemannian distance from g € F to the
identity is comparable to max{log | g||,log|lg~!||} and that log||gu| is compara-
ble to max{log ||g|,log ||u||}. (2) then follows from Theorem 3.22. For (3), we have
LU =LU (identifying U C F with its connected preimage in G). By Corollary 3.18
we have LU is quasi-isometric to (ZN(LU))x (LU, dr) and (L, dg) is quasi-isometric
to (2N (L)) x (L,dr). The result follows from (2) and Corollary 3.19. (4) then
follows from Lemma 3.23.

We have the following special case of the above setup.

Lemma 3.25. Let P be a parabolic Q-subgroup of F with rational Langlands de-
composition P = (L x S°) x U. Then

(1) S5 is trivial whence Py, = (LU)z;

(2) the map Lz x Uz — Py, (g,u) — gu, is quasi-isometric relative to lenp, .
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(3) the map Ty, x Ty — Tp, (g,u) — gu, is quasi-isometric relative to lenp.

Lemma 3.26 ([46, (3.14)]). Let A be a unipotent subgroup of Fy. Then there are
finitely many mazimal parabolic Q subgroups Q1,Q2,...,Q of G such that if we
let U; = Rad, Q;, then FUU .. FU leng-quasi-isometrically boundedly generate a

subgroup of T that contains a ﬁmte—mdem subgroup of A.

Proof. The set of unipotent elements of SL(q,R) is Zariski closed, so the Zariski
closure A of A is a unipotent Q-subgroup of F. Therefore A is contained in the
unipotent radical U of some minimal parabolic Q-subgroup P [6, Prop. 3.1]. Choose
a maximal Q-split torus S in P, let A be the set of simple roots in ®(S, F'), with
respect to the ordering in which roots occurring in the Lie algebra of U are positive,
and let Ul be the (coarse) root group corresponding to the root «. Then U =
<U [l | o e A>. Since U is nilpotent (and simply connected), this implies that
<fU[a] | a € A> generates a finite-index subgroup of Iy by, for example, [59,
Prop. 2.5]. Furthermore, for each a € A, the subgroup Ul is contained in the
unipotent radical of the maximal parabolic subgroup Pa_, where A, = A \ {a}.
By induction on the derived length of U, it is easy to see that if a collection of
subgroups generates a finite-index subgroup of the nilpotent group U, then they
leng-quasi-isometrically boundedly generate a finite-index subgroup of U. O

Corollary 3.27. Let U C F be a unipotent Q-subgroup. Then there are finitely
many mazimal_parabolic Q-subgroups Q1,Q2, ..., Q. of G such that if we let U; =
Rad, Q;, then FUN . FU leng-quasi-isometrically boundedly generate a subgroup

ofF that contains a finite-index subgroup of fU.

3.10. Consequences of standing hypotheses: quasi-isometric bounded gen-
eration. Let ¢: G —» F and ' — T be as in the standing hypotheses in Section 3.7.

In partlcular F is a Q-simple algebraic Q-group, [ is commensurable with Fy, and
I - T. Given an algebraic Q-group L C F recall we let L:= (¢~1(L))° denote the

connected subgroup in the lift of L = L(R)® to G. We then write I, =T'N L.
We summarize the main definitions from [50].

Definition 3.28 ([50, Definition 1.1]). Let F' = F(R) be a semisimple algebraic
Q-group and let T bea subgroup commensurable with Fy. We say that T is quasi-
isometrically boundedly generated by standard Q-rank-1 subgroups if
there are constants r = r(F,T') € N and C = C(F, F) € RY, and a finite subset
L = FO(F,F) of T, and a finite collection £ = E(F,F) of Q-subgroups of G such
that
(1) each L € L is a standard Q-rank-1 subgroup of F';
(2) every element v off can be written in the form v = s1s3 -+ - s, where either
(a) s; €Ty or
(b) si € Iy, for some L € L and log ||| < Clog ||7]|.

Returning to the lattice subgroup I' in G, we may lift each L € L(F, f) to G and
ask that I' be efficiently generated by elements from I7.

Definition 3.29 ([50, Definition 6.1]). We say that T' is quasi-isometrically
boundedly generated by standard Q-rank-1 subgroups if there are constants
r=r(GT)eNand C = C(G,T') > 1, a finite subset Iy = IH(G,T") of T, and a
finite collection L = L(G,T) of Q-subgroups of G such that
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(1) each L € L is a standard Q-rank-1 subgroup of G,

(2) every element v of T' can be written in the form v = s18a - - - s, where either
(a) s; € To, or
(b) s; € Iy, for some L € L and lenp(s;) < Clenr(7).

The main result of [50] guarantees quasi-isometrically bounded generation by
Q-rank-1 subgroups for all lattice subgroups under consideration.

Theorem 3.30 (50, Theorem 1.2]). Every arithmetic subgroup T' of a Q-isotropic,
almost Q-simple Q-group F' is quasi-isometrically boundedly generated by standard
Q-rank-1 subgroups.

As discussed in [50, §6], the efficient bounded generation property above lifts to
lattices subgroups of Lie groups with infinite center such as I' in G satisfying the
hypotheses of Section 3.7.

Theorem 3.31 ([50, Corollary 6.2]). Let I' be a non-uniform, irreducible lattice
in a connected semisimple Lie group G without compact factors. Then I' is quasi-
isometrically boundedly generated by standard Q-rank-1 subgroups.

4. AVERAGING MEASURES AND CONTROL OF MASS NEAR 00

For this section, take G to be a connected semisimple Lie group which acts
continuously on a locally compact, second countable metric space X. The results
stated in this section all consider the case X = G/T; in the sequel, we will con-
sider the case that X is a fiber bundle over G/T" with compact fibers. Let I be a
lattice subgroup of G. In Section 4.3 we will assume I' is irreducible and in Sec-
tion 4.4 below we will further assume G = G(R) is a Q-algebraic group and T is
commensurable with G(Z).

While many results discussed below hold for more general Lie groups (and locally
compact topological groups) G and for more general discrete subgroups I, we only
formulate results in the settings which will be used in the sequel.

4.1. Notation. Let H be a closed subgroup of G and let E be a precompact set
of positive Haar measure in H. Write my for a choice of Haar measure on H and
mp for the Haar measure on H normalized so that mg(E) = 1. Given any Borel
probability measure ;1 on X we write

E*u:—#(E)[Eg*udmﬂ(g)—/};g*udmfz(g)-

We will often take E to range over the sets in a Fglner sequence, such as in the
following construction: Assume that {a'} is an ad-R-diagonalizable, one-parameter
subgroup of G and that U is a connected ad-unipotent subgroup of G that is
normalized by {a’}. Fix a norm || - || on Lie algebra u of U. For each x > 0 and
t >0, set

Us(t) :==exp,({ Z e u| | Z] <e})
and

EF.(t):={a’|0<s<t} Ux(t).
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If k is sufficiently large and if {¢,} is a sequence tending to infinity, then {F,(t,)}
is a (left) Fglner sequence in the solvable group {a' |t € R} x N; for instance, we
may take

k> 10 maX{HAdu(a)H, HAdu(a*l)H}.

4.2. Control of mass near co. We often impose strong control on the distribution
of a measure at infinity. We have the following definition.

Definition 4.1 ([17, Section 3.2]). Let (X,d) be a complete, second countable,
metric space and let p be a finite Borel measure on X. We say that p has expo-
nentially small mass at oo if there is 7, > 0 such that for all 0 <17 < 7,

/ e4@02) g (z) < oo (4.1)
p's

for some choice of base point xg € X. We say that a collection M of probability
measures on X has uniformly exponentially small mass at co if there is 79 > 0
such that for all 0 < 7 < 79,

sup {/e"d(“”z) du(z)} < 0. (4.2)
neEM

We remark that (4.2) holds if and only if there is C' > 1 such that for every
sufficiently large ¢,

sup pu({z | d(zo,x) > 1}) < Ce ™.
neM

It is well known that the Haar measure on G/T" has exponentially small mass at
oo; for discussion in the case of arithmetic lattices T, see (5.2) below.

4.3. Translates of horospherical orbits and mass at oco. In this section we
assume that the lattice I' < G is irreducible.

Given an expanding horospherical subgroup U = U™ (b*) for some R-diagonalizable,
one-parameter subgroup {b°} in G, it is well known that the normalized Haar mea-
sure on a precompact open subset of U equidistributes to the Haar measure m on
G/I' when translated by b°. It is useful to have a more quantitative version of this
well-known fact that includes a rate of equidistribution. This “quantitative equidis-
tribution” follows from exponential mixing, and is stated in [35, Proposition 2.4.8]
and [38, Theorem 1.1] for flows on SL(n,R)/SL(n,Z) and without complete opti-
mization of all constants. Exponential mixing follows from each simple factor of G
having a spectral gap in the representation on L2(G/T'); see [35, Section 2.4]. The
required spectral gap is proven for irreducible non-uniform lattices by Kleinbock
and Margulis in [37, Theorem 1.12]. The result for all irreducible lattices follows
easily from arguments in that paper and Clozel’s proof of Property 7 [21, Theorem
3.1]. Clozel actually proves a uniform spectral gap over all congruence latices, de-
ducing a spectral gap for a single lattice, congruence or not follows easily as in the
proof of [37, Theorem 1.12].

We state an adaptation, referred to as the “effective equidistribution property”
in [40, Theorem 2.5], which holds on general G/T" and optimizes all constants. To
state this result, given € G/T" write injx for the injectivity radius of G/T" at x.

Theorem 4.2 ([40, Theorem 2.5]). Let U be the expanding horospherical subgroup
of a one-parameter R-diagonalizable subgroup {b°} of G. There exist constants

C,\A >0, and k € N, such that, for all x € G/T, all s > max{C, C'log(1/injx)},
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all o € C°(G/T), and all f € O (U) supported in the unit ball centered at the
identity, we have

Suz) dmy (u /fde/ pdmgr

—As

< C-max([lelc lllez) I fllcx e

Although it is not used directly in the paper, we state the following consequence
of the above.

Corollary 4.3. Suppose that U is the expanding horospherical subgroup of a one-
parameter, R-diagonalizable subgroup {b°} of G and that p is a U-invariant Borel
probability measure on G /T with exponentially small mass at co.

Then (b°)« p — mgr as s — +o00 and the family {(b%)« p}s>0 has uniformly
exponentially small mass at oo.

In the proof of Corollary 4.3 and 1a£er in Section 10.3.3, we will need the following
construction. Consider the function h: G/T' — [0, 00) given by

h: gl d(gT, 1T).

The function h is proper and 1- Llpschltz but need not be differentiable. At times
it will be convenient to replace h with a O approximation. Convolving h with
a non-negative, symmetric, C*° function on G with sufficiently small support, we
obtain a proper, uniformly Lipschitz, C* function h: G/T — [0, c0) with

d(gl,1T) — 1 < h(gl') < d(gT,1T") + 1 for all g € G. (4.3)
Proof of Corollary 4.3. The convergence to Haar is clear.

Let zp = 1I' € G/T. To obtain uniform estimates on the mass at oo, it is
sufficient to find 7’ > 0 such that for all sufficiently large ¢ and all s > 0 we have

((6°)ep) ({z € G/T | d(w,m0) < L}) >1— e
By assumption, there is 7 > 0 such that for all sufficiently large ¢ > 0,
p({z e G/T |d(x,z0) <L}) >1—e "
Also, there is 7 > 0 such that for all sufficiently large £ > 0,
ma;r({z € G/T | d(z,m) <L}) >1— e Tt

We may assume {b'} is unit-speed so that b* = exp(tY) where ||Y|| = 1.
Fix any ¢. For 0 < s < £/2 we have the uniform estimate

((0°)on) (L € G/T | d(w,20) < £})
=p({z e G/T | db°z,x0) < (})
> p({x € G/T|d(z,x0) < 0/2})
Z 1 _ e*Tf/Q'
It remains to consider all s > ¢/2. Fix constants C' and A satisfying Theorem 4.2.

Given t > 0, let
B, :={zxeG/T|Clog(l/injz) > t}.
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We have z — —log(injz) is bounded above by a linear function of d(z,z); in
particular there is ¢; > 0 such that for sufficiently large ¢

p(By) < p({z € G/T | d(z,mo) > it }) < e 7
Fix a C function ¢: R — [0,1] with ¢(y) = 1 for all y < 0 and ¢(y) = 0 for

all y > 1. Recall the function h satisfying (4.3). Given ¢ > 0, set p,: G/T' — [0,1]
to be

pe(x) =@ (h(z) —£+2).
Then @e(x) = 1 when d(x,x0) < ¢ — 3 and ¢;(x) = 0 when d(z, z¢) > £. For every
k, we clearly have that ||o¢|lk,2 and ||¢¢||x are bounded uniformly in ¢. Fix some

nonnegative fyy € C*°(U) supported in the unit ball centered at the identity with
[lfullh = 1. Then for s > £/2 > C we have

((6°) e )({x € G/T | d(z,1T) < (1)
*)x1) (00)

> ((b
/G/F (b°) dpu()
/G/Fw | [ #0 wnamu] @)

> /(G/F)\Bm ) | [ udm o] @

/ / £() pe(b*u) dimes () dya()
(G/F)\B,g/z U

/ [/ pedmer — Ce™™
(G/T)~Bgj2 |/G/T

> (1 _ 6—7'01@/2) (1 _ e—?(@—?)) _ ée—ké/Q)

where the second equality follows from the U-invariance of p and the next to last
inequality uses Theorem 4.2. ([

Y

dp(x)

In the proof of our main results, we only use the following special case of Corol-
lary 4.3. We note that this corollary can be proved using classical exponential
mixing results rather than the more quantitative version in Theorem 4.2.

Corollary 4.4. Suppose that U is the expanding horospherical subgroup of a one-
parameter R-diagonalizable subgroup {b°} of G and that p is a U-invariant Borel
probability measure on G/T' with compact support. Then (b%). u converges to the
Haar measure on G/T' as s — +oo and the family {(b°)« p}s>0 has uniformly
exponentially small mass at oo.

4.4. Non-divergence of unipotent averages of measures. We emphasize in
this section that we assume G = G(R) is a Q-algebraic group and I" is commensu-
rable with G(Z). In particular, we may view G C SL(N,R) for some N € N. We
equip SL(N,R) with the metric associated with the Cartan involution X ~ — X7
Although G need not by invariant under this Cartan involution, any choice of metric
on G is uniformly Lipschitz comparable with the restriction of the ambient metric
on SL(N,R) to G. The results and references quoted below are primarily stated
for unipotent orbits in SL(NN,R)/SL(N, Z); however, using that distance estimates
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in SL(N,R)/SL(N, Z) give uniformly Lipschitz comparable estimates in G/T" gives
analogous results for unipotent orbits in G/T.

A key property of unipotent dynamics first established in [47] and later made
quantitative in [22] is the non-divergence of orbits under unipotent flows. As we
require non-divergence of orbits of certain subsets of higher-dimensional unipotent
subgroups, we make the following definition.

Definition 4.5. Let U be a k-dimensional unipotent subgroup of G. A basis B =
{X1,..., Xk} of the Lie algebra u of U is regular (or triangular) if for each
1<i<k,

(1) {X1,..., X} spans an i-dimensional subalgebra of u;

(2) X; normalizes the subalgebra spanned by {X1,..., X;_1}.

Fiz a regular basis B = {X1, ..., Xi} and let {u}} = {exp(tX;)} be the associated

one-parameter subgroups of U. Given nonempty, bounded intervals I, ..., I in R,
the product ui’“ ui’“_fll sl

{upr [ th € I} - {uy ) [ ter € Tea - {uf [+ € I}

is an interval (relative to the regular basis B) in U where ult = {ut |t € I }.

i

An interval (relative to the basis B) U = up ui":f .- ul is centered if 1 € U;
that is, a k-dimensional interval U= ui’“ ui":f e u{l is centered if 0 € I; for each
1<i<k.

Remark 4.6. (Centered) k-dimensional intervals U= ui’“ ui’fll e u{l in U have

a number of nice properties relative to dynamics and choice of base point. In
particular, we have the following:

(1) For any g € Ng(U), the conjugate gUg " is also a (centered) k-dimensional
interval in U (possibly relative to a different basis).

(2) For any u in the subgroup generated by U, the translates uU and Uu are
also k-dimensional intervals in U; moreover, they are centered if u=! € U.

Recall that a collection M of Borel probability measures on a locally compact
space X is uniformly tight if for every § > 0 there exists a compact subset K
of X, such that n(K) > 1—¢ for every n € M. We recall that every uniformly tight
family of Borel probability measures is pre-compact in the space of Borel probability
measures equipped with the weak-* topology; in particular, any uniformly tight
sequence of Borel probability measures has subsequential limit points in the space
of Borel probability measures. We frequently pass to compact extensions and make
use of the following observation: if f: X7 — X5 is a proper continuous map, then
a collection M of Borel probability measures on X; is uniformly tight if and only
if f. M is a uniformly tight collection of measures on Xs.

Results of the following type are well known, but we do not know of a reference
for this precise fact.

Lemma 4.7. Let U C G be a unipotent subgroup and let { F;} a sequence of centered
intervals (relative to a regular basis B) in U. Let p be a Borel probability measure
on G/T'. Then the family {F; = p} is uniformly tight.

Proof. By induction on dim(U), it suffices to show that if M is a uniformly tight
family of Borel probability measures on G/T, {u'} is a one-parameter unipotent
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subgroup of G, and {I,,} is a sequence of centered intervals in R, then the family
{uxp|neNue M}

is uniformly tight.

Given € > 0, there is some compact subset K1 of G/T', such that u(KCq) > 1—e¢ for
all u € M. It follows from the uniform estimate for the quantitative nondivergence
of unipotent flows established by Kleinbock and Margulis in [36, Theorem 5.2] (see
also improvements in [39]) that there is a compact subset KCg, such that for every
x € K4, and every centered interval [ in R, we have

mi({tel|u'zeky})>1—e.
Then (ul" * p)(Kg) > 1 — 2¢ for every n € N and u € M. O

We also have the following more quantitative version of tightness which follows
from [17, Lemma 3.3] by induction.

Lemma 4.8 ([17, Lemma 3.3]). Suppose

(1) {un} is a sequence of probability measures on G /T with uniformly exponen-
tially small mass at oo and

(2) {Uy,} is a sequence of centered intervals (relative to a fived reqular B) in a
unipotent subgroup U of G.

Then the family of measures {ﬁn * U} has uniformly exponentially small mass at
00.

4.5. Equidistribution and invariance. We recall that unipotent flows on G/T°
exhibit a number of additional surprising properties as exhibited by Ratner’s the-
orems on unipotent flows [63]. In the sequel, we will only use a handful of these
important results.

The first result asserts that a measure on G/I" that is invariant under certain
subgroups are automatically invariant under larger related subgroups.

Proposition 4.9 ([61, Proposition 2.1]). Let A be a split Cartan subgroup of G,
let 8 € (A, G), and let pu be a Borel probability measure on G/T. If p is invariant
under both A and the coarse root group UB) then p is also invariant under the
coarse root group Ul=AL,

For the second result, we recall that averaging an A-invariant Borel probabil-
ity measure along a Fglner sequence in a subgroup that centralizes (or normal-
izes) A, any weak-x limit point is an A-invariant Borel probability measure. Rat-
ner’s equidistribution theorem implies that, on the homogeneous space G/I', A-
invariance is preserved when passing to limits of averages by unipotent subgroups
normalized by A.

Proposition 4.10 ([16, Proposition 6.2(b)] and Lemma 4.7). Let A be a split
Cartan subgroup of G, let p be an A-invariant Borel probability measure on G/T,
let U be a unipotent subgroup that is normalized by A, and let {F;} be a Folner
sequence of centered intervals in U. Then

(1) the family {F; * p} is uniformly tight, and

(2) every weak-+ subsequential limit of {F; * u} is A-invariant.

We remark that conclusion (2) employs the equidistribution theorem of Ratner
and its extension by Shah; see [62,66].
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5. SIEGEL SETS, COCYCLES, AND INDUCED ACTIONS

We return to the standing hypotheses on G,T', F', and T'c Fy as in Section 3.7.

5.1. Siegel sets and Siegel fundamental sets. We recall the well-known con-
struction of fundamental sets for arithmetic lattices by the use of Siegel sets; see
for instance [7, §12-§13, pp. 85-94], [10, II1.1-111.2], or [1, 11.4] for discussion and
background. Fix a maximal Q-split torus S in F and fix a minimal parabolic Q-
subgroup P of F containing S. Let P = P(R) and S = S(R). All such choices of P
and S are conjugate via Fg. Fix a Cartan involution 6 of F' = F(R). There exists
a unique conjugate (over Np := Rad,(P)) of S° in P which is f-invariant; denote
this conjugate by Ap = Ap ¢. In most applications in later sections, we will select
0 so that S is f-invariant and thus Ap = S°. However, for the constructions in this
section, this is not strictly required.

We may decompose P = (L x Ap) X Np where Np = Rad,(P) and (L x Ap)
are conjugate by Np to QQ-subgroups appearing in a choice of rational Langlands
decomposition of P. If S = S(R) is assumed #-invariant, then (L x Ap) x Np
is a rational Langlands decomposition (i.e. a decomposition into Q-subgroups) as
defined in Section 3.3. From Lemma 3.4, the minimality of P implies that any
conjugate of L which is defined over Q will be Q-anisotropic. Recall that ®(Ap, F)
denotes the set of weights of F' with respect to Ap. Fix an order on ®(Ap,F)
determined by Np; that is, select the order so that root spaces corresponding to
positive roots @ (Ap, F) are contained in the Lie algebra of Np. Recall that each
B € ®(Ap, F) is a homomorphism 3: Ap — R™.

For t € RT, write

Ay:={ac Ap|B(a) <tforall B € dF(Ap, F)}.

Let K ={g € F : 6(g) = g} C F be the maximal compact subgroup determined
by 6. A Siegel set (see [7, Definition 12.3] or [1, Definition 4.1]) in F' relative to
the choice of P and 6 is a set of the form

S = KAtC

where ¢t € R* and C is any compact subset of L° x Np. We remark that we may
alternatively define Siegel sets where C is taken to be any compact subset of P°;
in this case, one may take A; = A; to be a (negative) fundamental chamber. See
discussion in [1, p. 68] or [7, 12.4].

Fix a choice of minimal parabolic Q-subgroup P and Cartan involution # as
above. Siegel sets in F' constructed relative to P and 6 have the following key
properties:

Proposition 5.1 ([7, Theorems 13.1 and 15.4, pp. 90 and 103]).

(1) (Covering property) There exists a Siegel set & and a finite set C C Fy
such that F = & CT.

(2) (Separation property) For any Siegel sets &1 and Sy in F, any g € Fy,
and any finite set C' C Fy, the set

{(YeF,:(G19)N(62CH) # 0}
is finite.
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If necessary, we may take a larger compact set C C L° x Np in the construction
of the Siegel set & so that C is the closure of its interior int(C). Then there is a
finite set C' C Fg such that D = & - C has the following properties:

(1) F=int(D)-T

(2) {y€ Fz:DND-~#0} is finite.
We call such a set D a Siegel fundamental set in F. Note that any such D
contains a fundamental domain for the right action of T on F.

Remark 5.2. If P’ is another minimal parabolic Q-subgroup, there is g € F(Q)
such that P’ = gPg~!. Write g = klan where k € K, 1l € L, a € Ap, and n € Np.
We have that A%, = kApk~1 is the unique #-invariant subgroup of P’ conjugate to
a maximal Q-split torus in P’ and Np: := kNpk~! is the unipotent radical of P’.
Write A’ = Aps and let ®T(A’, F) be determined by Np/. Then kA k™! = Al.

A standard calculation shows that if & := KA;C is a Siegel set constructed
relative to P and 6 (where C is a compact subset of P°) then & - g~! is a Siegel set
relative to P’ and 6. Indeed

G.gl=6-nta 7k
=KA(Cn e HET!
=KACEk™"
= K(kAk™ ) (kC'k™Y)
= KA(gC"g™")
where C' and C" are compact in P° whence (gC”g~!) is compact in (P’)°.
Thus, if P’ is a minimal parabolic Q-subgroup and if D’ is a Siegel fundamental
set constructed relative to P’ and 0 then there is a Siegel fundamental set D con-

structed relative to P and 6 with D’ C D. In particular, the construction of Siegel
fundamental sets in F' depends only on the choice of Cartan involution 6.

As before, let K C G be the connected subgroup in G projecting to K under
G — F'. Recall that K contains the center Z of GG. Fix a compact subset Ky C K
that projects onto K under the map G — F. Recall that both Ap and Np are
simply connected subgroups of F'; we abuse notation and identify Ap and Np
with the associated connected subgroups of G via the map G — F. Let L be the
connected subgroup of G projecting to L°. A Siegel set in G relative to the choice
of P and 6 is a set of the form

é = K()At C
where t € Rt and C is any compact subset of L x Np. For any Siegel set & in F,
there exists a Siegel set & in G whose image under the map G — F' contains &.
We may similarly construct a Siegel set & in G and a finite set C C Gg such that
G - C satisfies the covering and separation properties of Proposition 5.1. Then
D=6C

is a Siegel fundamental set in G for the right-action of T".

We note that given a connected reductive Q-subgroup H of F, it is possible
to construct Siegel sets for H that are contained in and well-adapted to Siegel

fundamental sets for F'. See [56, Theorem 4.1] for a general formulation of this fact.
In Section 10, we will need this fact when we study the action of (the restriction of
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a cocycle to) I'y where H is a standard Q-rank-1 subgroup of F. For the special
case of Q-rank-1 subgroups, we give an elementary proof of a stronger fact: Siegel
sets in H may be chosen inside Siegel sets for F' relative to some choice of 6 and P.

Lemma 5.3. Let H be a standard Q-rank-1 subgroup of F'. Then a Cartan invo-
lution 0 of F' and a maximal Q-split torus S in F' can be chosen with the following
properties:

(1) H is 6-invariant and the restriction 0|p is a Cartan involution of H;

(2) Pg = PN H is a minimal parabolic Q-subgroup of H, Sg = SN H is
a 0| g -invariant mazimal Q-split torus of Py, and Ky = K N H is the
0| i -invariant mazimal compact subgroup of H;

(3) each Siegel set of H relative to Py and 0|g is contained in some Siegel set
of F' relative to P and 6.

Moreover, if Q is the parabolic subgroup in Lemma 3.14 then S C Q.

We caution the reader that if @) is the parabolic subgroup in Lemma 3.14 we
typically cannot take P C Q.

Proof of Lemma 5.3. Fix a maximal Q-split torus S in F' such that H = Hg is
generated by the root subgroups U™P! for some rational root 3 € ®(A, F) relative
to A = S° Let Sy := SNH and Ay = Sy = AN H. Since Ay is one-
dimensional, acting by the Weyl group of ®(A, F') we may select an ordering and
associated collection of simple roots A for ®(A, F') such that Ay is contained in
the union of the closed fundamental chambers in A,

At :={ac€ A:a(a) > 1 for all a € A},
A7 :={a€ A:afa) <1forall a € A}

Up to reversing the order, we may assume § € ®(A, F) is a positive root. Let P be
the minimal parabolic Q-subgroup P of F' with rational Langlands decomposition
P = (L x A) x Np where the Lie algebra of Np consists of roots spaces associated
with positive roots given by the ordering associated with the A. Choose a Cartan
involution # on F' such that LS is f-invariant.

With the above choices, we verify the conclusions of the lemma.

(1) The Cartan involution 6 acts by inversion on every R-split torus it leaves
invariant. It follows that 6 interchanges Ul and U!=%! and thus H = Hs and Sy
are f-invariant.

(2) If K is a maximal compact 6-invariant subgroup of F' then, since H is 6-
invariant, K N H is a maximal compact subgroup of H.

The minimal parabolic Q subgroup P contains the root spaces corresponding
to all positive roots associated to A and thus contains U®]. We note that S =
S x Cs(H). Thus Cy(Sy) C Cu(S) and so Cy(Sy) C Ce(S) C P. Therefore P
contains the minimal parabolic subgroup Cy (Sg) UP! of Hp.

(3) From our choice of simple roots A, for any ¢ € RT the ray

Apgi:={a€ Ay |Bla) <tforall B e d"(Ap,F)}

is contained in A for some t'. Since we also have Ky C K and Py C P, the
conclusion follows. [l
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5.2. Coarse geometry and partitions of unity. As before, fix a reference right-
F-invariant Riemannian metric on F' and induced distance function d on F. Also
assume the metric is bi-invariant by the center of F'. We lift the metric to a right-
invariant, Z-bi-invariant metric on G with induced distance d. All definitions and
results below hold up to bi-Lipschitz equivalence and thus are independent of the
choice of d.

As above, let lenr: I' — N be the word-length function on I' relative to some
fixed symmetric, finite generating set of I'. This induces a word-metric dr on T
Recall from Lemma 3.23 there is a constant C' > 1 such that for all v,7' € T,

% d(v,7") < dr(v,7") < Cd(v,7). (5.1)

It is well known that mp(S) < oo for any Siegel set & in F; see for instance
[67, Proposition 4.11, p. 215]. Moreover, the proof of this fact shows there is some
7 > 0 such that

/ e™ Y dmp(g) < co. (5.2)
S

This implies that the measure m¢,r on the homogeneous space F/ r=a /T has
exponentially small mass at co. (See Definition 4.1).

If D is a Siegel fundamental set in F then the map D — F/T' = G/T does not
drastically distort distances. In particular, there are C' > 1 and B > 0 such that
for all g € D,

d(g,1) < Cd(gT',1T) + B.
Moreover, if the metric on F' is taken left K-invariant we can take C' = 1 above.
See for example [8, Theorem C]. For the reader’s convenience we sketch a proof.
One can argue in a single Siegel set. If C is a compact subset of L° x Np then, for
any t > 1, the choice of chamber in A ensures the diameter of aCa~! is uniformly
bounded over the choice of a € A;. Then for w € C, k € K, and a € Ay,

d(kaw,1) = d(kawa 'a,1) < diam K + diam(aCa™') + d(a, 1).

One then argues (see discussion in [10, §III1.21] or [33, §5] especially [33, Proposition
5.12]) that for some 0 < ¢y < 1 sufficiently small, the partial orbit z¢- Ay, is a convex
subset of X /T" where zp = K is the origin in X = K\ F. For a much stronger result
see [44, Theorem 5.7] and discussion in [10, III.21.15]. Similarly, using that Ap C G
is chosen f-invariant and thus geodesic, the bound

d(g,1) < Cd(¢T',1T") + B. (5.3)

also holds for all g in any Siegel fundamental set D in G.

For the following construction, we fix a minimal parabolic Q-subgroup P and
Cartan involution 6 of G. Let K be the maximal compact subgroup determined by
¢ and let D be a Siegel fundamental set in F' constructed relative to P and 6. Let
D be a Siegel fundamental set in G relative to P and 6 whose image under G — F
contains D. _

Let X denote the globally symmetric space X := K\F = K\G. The locally

symmetric space X/I" admits compactification X—/l"BS = QYBS/I‘, know as the
Borel-Serre compactification, as a real-analytic manifold with corners. See [10,
§II1.9, pp. 326-338] for details. In this compactification, neighborhoods of points at
infinity are of the form (Rx¢)** x R*2 for some k1, k2; see [10, Lemma I11.9.13, p. 362,
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and Proposition I11.9.17, p. 365]. We note that such coordinate neighborhoods of
points at infinity in the partial compactification QYBS can be taken to be in the
closure in QYBS of a single Siegel set in K\ F. Since the only torsion elements of
[ are contained in K , T acts freely on QYBS. In particular, we may form an open
cover X—/FBS consisting of sets {U, : p = 1,..., £} such that every U, is the injective
image of either

(1) an open set ﬁp C X, or

(2) an open set U, in the closure of a Siegel set in QYBS.

~ ——BS
We may then select a C°° partition of unity {¢, | ¢ = 1,...,¢} on X/T

subordinate to the cover {U,}. Let p: QYBS — X—/l"BS be the canonical projection.
For each 1 < i < p, the function zzp o p is right-I' invariant and is supported in
the open set ﬁp - I'; select 7y, so that ﬁp - 7p meets the image in X of the Siegel
fundamental set D in F' fixed above and let 4, = lﬁp-»yp . (ﬁp o p) denote the lift of
12)\]0 supported in ﬁp -7p. Similarly select an open cover of K consisting of sets {V;},
each of which is the injective image of an open set \N/q C K. Let {ﬁq li=1,....,m}
be a partition of unity on K subordinate to {V;} and for each ¢, choose a lift
hq: K — [0,1] whose support intersects a choice of compact fundamental domain

for K — K. Given g € G, write g = kan and let

bp,a(9) = he(k)Yp(Kan).
Let {¢; : 1 <i < N} denote the collection of functions {¢, 4}
We have the following properties of the above construction which we use in
constructions in the next subsections.

(1) For each ¢ and v € T, write ¢; : G — [0, 1] for the function
$in(9) = Gi(9771).

From the assumptions on the supports of ¢; we have that the supports
satisfy supp(¢i,~) Nsupp(¢; ) = 0 whenever v # 7.

(2) Since the coordinate neighborhoods of points at infinity are in the closures
of single Siegel sets, the separation property of Siegel sets (see also the proof
of [10, Proposition I11.9.17, p. 362]) shows that, for the Siegel fundamental
set D in G fixed above, the set

{7 €T |supp(¢i~)N D # () for some i}

is finite.
(3) The collection { ¢; 4 |2 € {1,...,N},v €T} is alocally-finite, I'-invariant,
partition of unity on G.

5.3. Induced actions. We make precise a number of constructions appearing in
the statement of Theorem D.

Given a C! action a of T on a compact manifold M there is an induced C° action
of I" by vector-bundle automorphisms on the tangent bundle TM. We equip T M
with some background C*° norm. We introduce the notion of the induced action
and associated constructions in this and in a somewhat more general setting.

To generalize the above setup, fix a compact metric space (Xo,dp) and let &
be a continuous, finite-dimensional, normed vector bundle over Xy. We suppose
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I" acts continuously on Xy and that the action lifts to a continuous linear cocycle
Ao: T x & — &. We write Ag(y,x) for the linear map between fibers £y(x) and
Eo(y - ).

For any closed subgroup H of G, the action of I' restricts to a continuous action
of 'y on Xy. We then obtain actions of I'y and H on H x X, given by

(9,2) -y = (977" -a) and ¢'- (g,2) = (¢'g, )

for ¢ € H and v € T'y. As these actions commute, the H-action on H x Xy
descends to a well-defined H-action, the induced H-action, on the quotient Xy =
(H x Xo)/Ty. Welet Eg = (H x &) /Ty be the similarly defined finite-dimensional
vector bundle over Xy with induced H-action. Write nx,: Xy — H/T'y and
ey + Eg — Xy for the canonical projections. Note that X is a fiber-bundle over
X /Ty with fiber homeomorphic to Xj.

When H = G, we omit subscripts and write X = Xg and £ = €. The bundle
& admits a continuous linear cocycle A: G x £ — £ which factors over the G-action
on X. Given closed subgroups N C H C G, we have a well-defined restriction of
the cocycle Ato N x g — Ex.

Given g € G and = € Xy, we write [g,z] € X for the equivalence class in
X = (G x Xp)/T.

5.4. Construction of norms on £ and metric on X. We fix some choice of
minimal parabolic Q-subgroup P and Cartan involution € of F. We recall the
partition of unity {¢;} of G built relative to the Borel-Serre compactification in
Section 5.2. Relative to these objects, we construct a norm on the bundle £ that is
well adapted to the dynamics of A on £. We note that while this norm depends on
the choice of P and 6, the dynamical properties of the cocycle A will be independent
of this choice; see Lemma 5.7.

First, let || - ||o denote the norm on &y; given x € M, denote by || - |0, the norm
on the fiber & (z). Given g € G,z € Xy, and v € & (x) set

N
[Vllga =D ¢i(9) A 2) (0)]l0,0()a-

=1 ~vel
Let || - || denote the norm on G x & induced by the collection of norms {|| - ||g,=}-
We collect a number of observations:
Claim 5.4.
(1) For any compact subset K C G, supp(¢i,v) NI =0 for all but finitely many

(i,7)-
(2) The norms || - |lg are uniformly comparable on any Siegel fundamental

set S in G: there is a constant C > 0, such that for all g1,92 € D, z € X,
and v € & (), we have

1
6”””91@ < [[vllge.e < Cllvllgy -
(8) For any g € G, 5 €T, and (z,v) € & we have

AR, 2)vllg,a@) @) = 1]l47,2-

In particular, T' acts by isometries on the fibers of G x & whence || - ||’
descends to a norm || - || on the bundle £ over X.
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(4) With respect to the norm || -|| on &, for every x € X and any v € E(x), the
function

g9 = [[Alg, z)(v)]|

is C'°.
Proof. The only assertion that is not by definition is (3). We verify

N
ollgge =D > iv (7)1 40 (7, 2) (V)0 ,0(1(2)

i=1vyel

N
=55 b1 1 (9l Ao (3, ) (v)]

i=1vyel

N
=3 birg 1 (O A A, D) (0)llo.atvs 1) @) @)

i=1 el

=D > b1 (@A (@) (@) Ao (A, 2)(v)]

i=1~el
= [IAA, 2)v|l g,0(%) () - O

0,a(v) ()

0,a(y7~ ) (a(@)(2))

The uniform comparability of the norms on Siegel fundamental sets in Claim 5.4(2)
can be reformulated as follows: for any (relative to # and P) Siegel fundamental
set D, there is C' > 1 so that for all g € D and = € X,

1
= < m(Alg,[1,2])) < A, [12)] < C. (5.4)
We also have the following direct corollary of Claim 5.4(2). Let K be the fixed
point set of # so that K /Z is a maximal compact #-invariant subgroup of Ad(G).

Claim 5.5.
(1) For any compact set K C K there is C > 1 so that for allz € X and k € K,

[ Ak, z)|| < C.
(2) There is C > 1 such that for allx € X and z € Z,
[A(z, 2)[| < C sup [[Ao(z, zo)|-

z0€Xo

Remark 5.6 (Dependence on the choice of P and 6). In the sequel, we study
growth properties the cocycle A relative to the family of norms constructed above.
We note that if D is a Siegel fundamental set constructed relative to a choice of P
and 6 then the norm on || || does not depend strongly on the choice of fundamental
domain F C D or partitions of unity used in the construction; indeed, the strong
separation properties of Siegel sets in Proposition 5.1(2) ensure that all norms on £
constructed relative to such choices are uniformly comparable. From Remark 5.2,
this implies, up to multiplication by uniformly bounded functions, the construction
of the norm on £ is independent of the choice of minimal parabolic Q-subgroup P.

On the other hand, the choice of norms depends (in a non-uniformly comparable
way) on the choice of Cartan involution §. However, the following lemma guarantees
that dynamical quantities including the values of Lyapunov exponents associated
with the cocycle A are independent of the choice of 8; see Remark 6.2. To state the
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lemma, let 6 and 6’ be Cartan involutions and let P and P’ be minimal parabolic
Q-subgroups of G. Let || - || and || - || denote, respectively, the norms constructed
as above with respect to (P, ) and (P’,8).

Lemma 5.7. For any right-invariant distance on G, there exists C > 1 and k > 0
such that for every x € X and v € E(x), writing T = wx(x) for the image of x in
G/T,

[v]| < G o).
Proof. Let D and D’ be, respectively, Siegel fundamental sets in G relative to the
choice of (P,0) and (P’,0’). Consider any z € X and v € £(x). There are lifts

71 € D x Xy and T € D' x X of . In particular, there are gg € D, tg € X, and
vE &o (to) with

1 = (9o, to) and [|v[| = [[]|go,¢0-

There is v € T' with goy € D’. Let t; = a(y~1)(to). Then Z may be chosen so
that

T2 = (907, t1) and [Jol" = [ Ao(y ™", t0) (@) 15y -
The families of norms || - |4+, and || - ||} ;, are uniformly comparable with || - [[o s,

and || - |jo,,,, respectively, when restricted to g € D and g € D’, respectively. It
follows that there exist constants C7,Cs > 1 (independent of z, v, and ) such that

[oll = 2llgo,e < Crllvlloeo
< CilA@, 1) o Ao (v t0) 7]
< CEIAM: t1)llo Ao (v~ 20)7
< GRO,™ Vol
From (5.1) and (5.3), there are C5 > 1 and B > 0 so that
lenp(v) < Csd(gol", 1T) + B

and the result follows. O

0,t1

’
go7,t1

Using the construction above, we may similarly equip G x Xy with a metric d
with the following properties:

(1) the restriction of the metric d to G-orbits in G' x X, projects to a fixed
right-invariant metric dg on Gj

(2) T acts by isometries relative to d;

(3) the restrictions of the metric d to each {g} x X are uniformly comparable
when g is restricted to a Siegel fundamental set.

We then obtain a metric dy on X = (G x Xj)/T". Using that the projection
mx: X — G/T is proper and that the fibers are uniformly comparable, the metric
on X satisfies the following properties:

(1) there exists B > 0 such that dx (z,y)—B < dg/r(mx (2),7x (y)) < dx(z,y)
for all x,y € X;

(2) a sequence of Borel probability measures {4;} on X has uniformly expo-
nentially small mass at oo if and only if the projections {(mx)«p;} form
a sequence of Borel probability measures on G/T" with uniformly exponen-
tially small mass at oco;
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(3) a sequence of Borel probability measures {x;} on X is uniformly tight if
and only if the projections {(mx).p;} form a uniformly tight sequence of
Borel probability measures on G/T.

In the sequel, we will typically ignore the specific metric dx on X and only consider
coarse metric properties of points in X under the projection 7x: X — G/T.

5.5. Growth estimates on the cocycle A. We fix P and 6 as above and an
associated norm || - || on £ constructed as in Section 5.4 relative these choices. Let
D C G be an associated Siegel fundamental set for I' C G. We present a number of
definitions and lemmas that allow us to control and relate growth of the cocycles
A and Ay. We remark that the strong estimates on the growth of A obtained in
Lemmas 5.12 and 5.14 below are only true relative to the norm constructed relative
to the choice of Cartan involution 6.
We begin with the following definition.

Definition 5.8. Given a Borel fundamental domain F for the right I'-action on
G, the return cocycle Br: G x G/T' = T is defined as follows: given T € G/T,
take T to be the unique lift of T in F and define Br(g,T) to be the unique v € T
such that gzy~' € F.

One verifies that Sr is, in fact, a Borel-measurable cocycle:

Br(9192,7) = Br(g1,927) Br(ge, T).

A second choice of fundamental domain F' for I" defines a cohomologous cocycle Sz .
For the remainder, we will always assume that the fundamental domain F is
contained in a Siegel fundamental set D in G.

Lemma 5.9. For a fundamental domain F contained in a Siegel fundamental set
in G there is a C such that for every g € G and T € G/T,

lenr (87 (9,%)) < Cd(g,1) + Cd(7,T) + C.
In particular, for any 1 < p < oo and any compact KK C G the function

z + sup lenr (B7(g, 7))
geK

is in LP(G /T, ma)r).
Indeed, write T = zT for & € F. Then g% = 2/fx(g, ) for some 2’ € F and
d(1, Br(g, 7)) < d(1, %) + d(Z, g - &) + d(g - , Br (9, 7))

=d(1,%) +d(1,9) + d(¥'Br(g,7), Br (9, 7))
=d(1,%) +d(1,g9) +d(z',1).

We have

d(Z'T,T) =d(gz,T) <d(¢z,z) + d(z,T) < d(g,1) + d(z,T).
From (5.3), there is a constant C' with d(1,) < Cd(Z,T) 4+ C and
d(1,#) < Cd(g-z,T)+C < Cd(g,1) + Cd(z,T) + C.

Lemma 5.9 then follows from (5.1) and (5.2).
From the uniformly comparability of the norms across a Siegel fundamental sets
in Claim 5.4(2) and the finite generation of I' we obtain the following: there are
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constants C' > 1 and k > 0 so that for all g € G and = € X, writing Z = nx(z) €
G/T', we have

IA(g, )|| < Ce¥lenr(9(9:2) (5.5)
and similarly
m(A(g,z)) > %e‘klenr('@f(gﬁ)). (5.6)
Above, m(A) = ||[A~||~! denotes the conorm of an invertible linear operator A.

Recall in Section 4.3 we built a proper, C*°, uniformly Lipschitz function h: G/I' —
[0, 00) satisfying

d(gl',1T') — 1 < h(gl') < d(gI',1T") + 1 for all g € G. (5.7)

We lift h to functions on X and £ by precomposing with the canonical projections.
For any function h satisfying (5.7), combining (5.5), (5.6), and Lemma 5.9 we
obtain the following.

Proposition 5.10. The cocycle A: GxE — £ is h-tempered: there are constants
C > 1 and k > 0 such that for all g € G and x € X,

HA(QJ)H < Cekh(@)+kd(g,1)  (na m(A(g,:z:)) > éefkh(z)fkd(g,l).

Recalling Theorem C and Definition 1.6, we formulate the following controls on
the growth of the cocycles Ay and A.

Definition 5.11. Fiz closed subgroups N C H C G. Let ¢: H/Ty — [0,00) be a
proper continuous function and extend to ¢: Xg — [0,00) by precomposition with
the projection.

(1) We say that the restriction of the cocycle Ay to T'y has (uniform) lenp-
subexponential growth if, for every e > 0, there exists C > 0 such that
for every v € Ty and x € Xy we have

lo(y, )| < C=temr @),

(2) We say that the restriction of the cocycle A to N x Eg has (uniform)
subexponential growth if, for every e > 0, there exists C > 0 such that
for every g € N and x € Xy we have

IA(g, )| < Cese:)
and
m(A(g,z)) > Cem=da:D),

(3) We say that the restriction of the cocycle A to N x Eg has ¢-tempered
subexponential growth if there exist w > 0 such that for every e > 0
there exists Ce > 0 such that for every g € N and v € Xy we have

[ A(g, z)|| < Ceew?tr)tedlo)
and

m(A(g,z)) > Ceem o) —=dlo:),
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We collect a number of crucial estimates relating the above definitions. For no-

tational convenience in the following proofs, we introduce the subadditive cocycles
B*: G xG/T =R,
Bf(g,x):= sup log|A(g,)l| (5.8)
yemy' (2)
B_(g,.’L')IZB+(g_1,g'.’L') (59)
= sup log|lA(g,y) "'
yemy (x)
= sup —logm(A(g,y)).
yeny (x)
By Proposition 5.10 there are constants C' and k with
B*(g,x) < kh(z) + kd(g,1) + C.
If H is a subgroup of G and N is a unipotent Q-group normalized by H we
write H = HN. We observe that I'y is cocompact in N and that H/T'z is a
smooth fiber-bundle over H/T' with compact fibers. Let p: ﬁ/Fﬁ — H/Tg be

the canonical projection. In the following lemma and in Lemma 5.14 below, the
function ¢ which tempers the growth estimates is the map ¢: H/I'z — [0, 00) given
by

p(x) = h(p(x)) (5.10)
where h: G/T' — [0,00) is the C°° approximation to d(-,1T") as in (5.7).

Lemma 5.12. Let N and H be connected Q-subgroups of G such that N is unipo-
tent and H normalizes N. Suppose there is a fundamental domain Fg for Ty in
H contained in a Siegel fundamental set D in G relative to the choice of P and 6.

Write H = HN. Then the restriction of Ag to I'y has lenp-subexponential
growth if and only if the restriction of A to N X Eg has ¢-tempered subezponential
growth.

Proof. We first assume that the restriction of Ay to I'v has lenp-subexponential
growth. Fix a compact fundamental set Fy for I'y in N. Then FyFn contains a
fundamental domain for I'z. Indeed for all g € HN there exists vy € I'y such that
gy € FgN. Then there is vy € I'vy with gygyy € FgFn. Fix gng € FgFn.
Given n € N, using that H normalizes N we have
ngno = g(g~'ng)no = gniyn
for some vy € I'y and ny € Fy.
Fix € > 0. As n = gnyyyng ‘g~ ", we have
B*(n,gnol") = B*(gniynng 'g~", gnol)
< Bi(nglgfl, gnol) + B (yw, 1T) + B (gny, 11)
= B (gno, 1T) + B*(yn, 1T) + B*(gny, 1T)
< 2kh(1T) + kd(gno, 1) + kd(gny, 1) + € lenr(yn) 4+ C + C:

for some constant C independent of ¢.
As T is quasi-isometrically embedded in G, there are Ay and By independent of
g and n such that

16111*(")/]\]) < Ao(d(’yN, 1)) + Bp.
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We further bound the right-hand side using d(yn, 1) < 2d(g, 1)+d(n, 1)4+2 diam(Fy).
Indeed

d(1,9n)

IN

d(1, gno) + d(gno, ngno) + d(ngno, Yv)

d(1, gno) + d(gno, ngno) + d(gniyn, In)
d(1, gno) + d(1,n) + d(gny, 1)

<d(1,n9) + d(ng, gno) + d(1,n) + d(gni,n1) + d(n1,1)

< 2d(g,1) +d(n,1) + 2 diam(Fn).

The map G — F is 1-Lipschitz by definition and is uniformly bi-Lipschitz when
restricted to N by Corollary 3.19. Since the distance from g to the identity in the
linear group F is quasi-isometric to g — logmax{||gl|,[lg~!|}, it follows there are
constants A1, By such that for all n € Fy,

d(gig™',1) < Ayd(g,1) + By.

Then
d(gn, 1) —d(( gng~')g,1)
<d((gng™")g,9) + d(g,1)
= d(gng~',1) +d(g,1)
< (A1 +1)d(g,1) + Bs.

We recall that Fp is contained in a Siegel fundamental domain. It follows there
are A, and Bs such that for all g € Fpg,

d(g,1) < Asd(gT, 1T) + By < Ash(gD) + B.

Assembling the above estimates, there are constants c¢1,cq, and C3 and, for any
0 < e <1, a constant C. such that

B*(n, gnol’) < ¢1d(gT, 1T) 4 c2ed(n, 1) + Cs + C-
< c1h(gT) + coed(n, 1) + C3 + C:
= c19(gnol’) + caed(n, 1) + C3 + C.

where we recall that ¢ is constant on N-orbits in H /T whence

d(gnol’) = ¢((gnog™")gT) = ¢(gT).
We then take w = c;.

For the reverse implication, by hypothesis there are constants C>1 and, for
every € > 0, there is C. such that given v € I'y and =z € X, we have

HA()(’}/,{E)” < 61”-’4(77 [1,$]) || < acsewqb(lF)Jrsd(’y,l).
The conclusion then follows from (5.1). O

In the case that 'y is cocompact in H we note that any compact set in G is
contained in a Siegel fundamental set D (for any choice of P and 6). We then
immediately obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 5.13. Let N C H be closed connected subgroups of G with N unipotent,
N normal in H, and T'y cocompact in H. Then the restriction of Ag to I'y has lenp-
subexponential growth if and only if the restriction of A to N xEg has subexponential
growth.
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In Section 10, we will also use the following variant of Lemma 5.12 that is special
for the case that H is a standard Q-rank-1 subgroup.

Let ¢: I_NI/I‘;I — [0,R) be as in (5.10). The following lemma is important for pass-
ing from subexponential growth on unipotent subgroups to subexponential growth
for trajectories that remain in special subgroups and away from the thick part.

Lemma 5.14 (¢-tempered subexponential growth at co). Let H be a standard Q-
rank-1 subgroup of G and choose P and 0 as in Lemma 5.3. Let N be a connected
unipotent Q-subgroup of G that is normalized by H. Assume that the restriction
of Ap to I'v has lenp-subexponential growth and that the restriction of Ay to I'ps
has lenp-subexponential growth for every minimal parabolic Q-subgroup P’ of G.

Write H = HN. Then there exist w > 1 and o > 0 such that for anye > 0
there is a C. > 0 such that for any continuous path t — g¢ in H with go = 1, the
following hold:

(1) (Weak ¢-tempered subexponential growth in the cusp on Xj.)
For any x € H/Tg and any T > 0 such that ¢(g;-x) > €o for all 0 <t < T,

BE (g4, ) < wo(z) + wolge - ) +ed(1, g;) + C-.

(2) (Strong ¢-tempered subexponential growth in the cusp on Xy.)
For any x € H/Ty and any T > 0 such that ¢(gi-x) > £y for all0 <t < T,

Bi(gtax) S E((b(I) + d(lagt)) + Cs-

Proof. By the choice of P and 6 as in Lemma 5.3, we may select a Siegel funda-
mental set Dy in H for I'y such that Dy is contained in a Siegel fundamental set
D in G for I'. Fix a fundamental domain Fg for I'y in Dg. Select a precompact
fundamental domain Fp for the I'y-action on N. As in the proof of Lemma 5.12,
FuFn contains a fundamental domain F i for the I'z-action on H.

Let mg: H — H/Ty be the natural projection. Since rankg H = 1, there
is a compact subset K of H/Ty such that for each connected component C of
75 ((H/Tw) ~ K), there is a minimal parabolic Q-subgroup Pe of H such that C
is contained in a Hg-translate of a Siegel set constructed relative to Pe and 0| g.
In particular, for each such C, the set {y € I' | Cy NC # 0} is contained in Ip,;
see [59, Theorem 13.10, p. 202] or [10, Proposition I11.2.19, p. 307]. We remark
that every minimal Q-parabolic subgroup in H is the intersection of H with a min-
imal parabolic Q-subgroup of G; indeed all minimal Q-parabolic subgroup in H
are conjugate by Hg so the conclusion follow from Lemma 5.3. It follows that the
restriction of Ag to each chi, 1 <4 < r, has uniform lenp-subexponential growth.

Fix ¢y > sup{¢(x):z € K}. Since Fy is contained in a Siegel fundamental
set, T (¢ ([to, 0))) N Fy is contained in the union of finitely many connected
components Cy, . ..,C, of wfll ((H/I‘H) ~ IC). Then, since ¢ is N-invariant, if ggng €
FuFn and if ¢(gonol’) > £y then gong € C;Fy for some 1 < i < r.

Consider a continuous 1-parameter path ¢t — ¢, in H with gg = 1. Consider any
g'ng € FgFn such that for some T > 0and all 0 <t < T,

é(geg'nol’) > L.

Fix 0 <t < T and write g;:¢'ng = ¢"n1ygyn where ¢''ny € FgFn. By our choice
of £y, we have vy € Ipe, for some 1 <7 <.
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As in the proof of Lemma 5.12,
BE(gs, g'noT) < BT (¢'no, 1T) + BE (v, 1T) + B (yn, 1T) + B (¢"ny, 11).
Let v = ygyn. As in the proof of Lemma 5.12,
d(y,1) <d(g',1) +d(g",1) + d(gs, 1) + 2 diam(Fy).

Indeed

/

d(1,9'no) + d(g'no, gig'no) + d(geg'no, v)
d(1,9'no) + d(g'no, geg'no) + d(g"n1v, )
=d(1,9'no) +d(1,g:) +d(g"n1,1)
d(1,n0) + d(no, g'no) + d(1,g¢) + d(g"n1,n1) + d(n1,1)
d(g’,1) +d(g",1) + d(g¢, 1) + 2 diam(Fy).

Lemma 3.23 and the hypotheses then imply there are Cy and for any € > 0 there
exists C. such that B*(yg, 1T") and B*(yy, 1T) are bounded above by

eCod(1,7) + C-..
As in the proof of Lemma 5.12 there are constants k, B so that each B*(g;n;, 1I")
is bounded above by
kd(gi, 1) + B.
Since g; € Fg there are C'y and B; so that
d(g:,1) < Crd(g:,1T) + By < C1(g:1') + B

Since ¢(grg'nol’) = ¢(g”’n1T) this establishes the first conclusion.

For the second conclusion, if 2 € H/T'y then x has a representative of ¢’ € Fpy.
We have that B*(g, 1T') is uniformly bounded over all g € Fy and thus for some
constants Cy, Cs, c2, and c3,

Bi(gtv glnor) < Cl + Cla(d(g/a 1) + d(g//v 1) + d(gtv 1)) + CE
< O+ c2e(d(g'T) + ¢(gegT) + dl(ge, 1)) + Ce
<Cs+ CQE(Z(b(g/F) + 2d(gt, 1)) + C.

where we use that

¢(g:9'T) < d(g:g'T,1T) +1 < d(ge, 1) + d(g'T, 1T) + 1 < d(gs, 1) + (g'T) + 1. O

6. LYAPUNOV EXPONENTS

As in Section 5.3, we continue to assume that I' acts on a compact metric space
(Xo,dp) and the action lifts to a continuous cocycle Ay on a finite-dimensional
normed vector bundle & over Xy. We have the induced actions of G on X =
(G x Xp)/T and € = (G x &)/T. The induced linear cocycle on £ is denoted by A.
Equip £ with a norm as in Section 5.4; recall from Proposition 5.10 we have that
A is h-tempered.
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6.1. Lyapunov exponents for unbounded cocycles. We have the following
claim which follows immediately from Proposition 5.10 and guarantees the existence
and finiteness of Lyapunov exponents for the cocycle A. Equip £ with a norm
constructed as in Section 5.4.

Claim 6.1. Let p a probability measure on X with exponentially small mass at co.
Then for any compact E C G, the functions

x> suplog ||A(g,z)|| and z+— inf logm(A(g,x))
geE geE

are L*(p).

Given a € G and an a-invariant Borel probability measure ;1 on X we define the
average top (or leading) Lyapunov exponent of A to be

1 .
Neopaea = liminf /log 1A, 2| dys(z). (6.1)

This is finite when the function x +— log || A(a,z)]|| is integrable; in particular, for
any a-invariant Borel probability measure p on X with exponentially small mass
at 0o, the average top Lyapunov exponent A¢op,a,u,4 Of A is finite. Note also that
the a-invariance of the measure p implies that the sequence

0 / log [ A(a", 2) | d(z)

is subadditive whence the liminf in (6.1) can be replaced with either a limit or an
infimum.

Remark 6.2. By Lemma 5.7, the value of A¢op,q,u,4 is independent of the choice
of norm constructed in Section 5.4 whenever the {a’}-invariant measure p on X
projects to a measure on G/T' for which the function gI' + d(¢gT',1T') is L'. In
particular, for any {a’}-invariant measure p on X projecting to the Haar measure
on G/T, the value of Agop a4 is defined independent of the choice of P and 6
chosen in the construction of the norm on €.

With the notation established above and in Sections 5.3 and 5.4, we state the
following reformulation and generalization of Theorem D.

Theorem 6.3. Let G be a connected semisimple Lie group without compact factors
and with rankg G > 2. Let T' be an irreducible lattice subgroup in G and let Ag: I' x
& — &y be a cocycle as above.

If Ag: T' x & — &y fails to have subexponential growth then, for the induced
G-cocycle A: G x £ — &, there exists a split Cartan subgroup A of G and a Borel
probability measure p on X such that

(1) w is (ZA)-invariant,
(2) u projects to the Haar measure on G/T', and
(3) Atop,au,a >0 for some a € ZA.

Remark 6.4 (The case of cocompact T'). In the case that T is a cocompact lattice in
G, we note that the induced G-space X is compact and the cocycle A is bounded. In
this case, the conclusions of Theorem D and Theorem 6.3 are essentially contained
in [16]. Indeed, in the setting of Theorem D, for groups G with finite center,
[16, Proposition 4.6] guarantees the existence of a split Cartan subgroup A of G
and an A-invariant, Borel probability measure p’ on X such that the average top
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Lyapunov exponent A¢op,a,u/,4 is positive for some a € A. When G has infinite
center, let K be a maximal subgroup such that K = K /Z is a maximal compact
subgroup of G/Z. Let K, C K be a compact subset that maps onto K. We may
replace the K AK-decomposition of G in the proof of [16, Proposition 4.6] with
a KgZAKy decomposition as discuessed in Remark 3.21. Up to finite index, ZA
is isomorphic to Z* x Rf. See Corollary 3.20. Minor notational modifications to
the proof of [16, Proposition 4.6] in the setting of Theorem 6.3 and for groups with
infinite center then yields a (Z A)-invariant, Borel probability measure ' on X, such
that the average top Lyapunov exponent Aiop,a,u,4 is positive for some a € ZA.

It remains to modify p’ to obtain a new measure p with the above properties and
whose projection to G/T is the Haar measure. Assume first that all simple factors of
G are higher rank (which holds, in particular, when G is simple). If Aop q,u7,.4 > 0
for some a € A then, in the setting of Theorem D, the proof of [16, Proposition 4.7]
(see especially [16, Lemma 6.6]) gives a measure u with the desired properties. In
the setting of Theorem 6.3, we again obtain the desired outcome by minor notational
modifications to the proof of [16, Proposition 4.7] and [16, Lemma 6.6]. In the case
that Aop,a,u,.4a = 0 for all a € A but Aop,a,4a > 0 for some a € Z, one may
easily adapt the arguments in the proofs of [16, Proposition 4.7] and [16, Lemma
6.6] (which are much simpler now since a commutes with all elements of G, see
Lemma 6.5 below) to obtain a measure p with the desired properties.

When G is semisimple and, in particular, when G has rank-1 factors, we can
combine the proof of [16, Proposition 4.7] with the irreducibility of T to obtain the
desired conclusion. Indeed, we may assume p’ is ergodic and thus fiberwise Lya-
punov exponents for the (£A)-action on (X, 1) are identified with linear function-
als on ZA (and thus vanish on torsion elements); see for example [17, Proposition
3.11] for a formulation of Oseldec’s theorem for cocycles over actions of higher-rank
abelian groups. Write G = G’ - G” where G’ and G” are normal subgroups of
positive dimension with G’ N G” € Z. Write A’ = ANG" and A” = ANG". Up
to interchanging the roles of G’ and G”, we may assume Aiop,q,.7,4 IS positive for
some a € ZA”. We may average u’ over a Folner sequence contained in a maximal
unipotent subgroup U of G’ normalized by A’ and pass to a subsequential limit
to obtain a Borel probability measure p’/ on X. We may then average p” over a
Fglner sequence in A and pass to a subsequential limit to obtain a Borel probability
measure 4 on X. The measure p is A-invariant and, since A normalizes U, p is also
U-invariant. Moreover, using that a € ZA" centralizes G’, [16, Lemma 4.2] shows
that

)‘t0p7a7u7A 2 )‘t0p7a7u”,«4 2 /\mp,a,u’,A > 0.

The projection of p to G/T is (A'U)-invariant; Proposition 4.9 shows that the
projection of p to G/T is G’-invariant. Since T' is irreducible, the image of T’
in G/G’' is dense, which implies that every G’-orbit on G/T is dense; since G’
is generated by unipotent elements, Ratner’s measure rigidity theorem (see for
example [60, Theorem 9]) implies that the Haar measure on G/T is the only G'-
invariant, Borel probability measure on G/T". Thus p projects to the Haar measure
on G/T and has the other properties asserted in Theorem 6.3.

6.2. Lyapunov exponents under averaging. It is well known that the top Lya-
punov exponent of a bounded continuous linear cocycle is an upper-semicontinuous
function on the space of invariant measures (see e.g. [16, Lemma 4.2] or [69,
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Lemma 9.1]). For cocycles whose norm is tempered as in Proposition 5.10, upper-
semicontinuity of the top exponent holds when restricted to families of invariant
measures with uniformly exponentially small mass at oo; see [17, Lemma 3.8]. This
implies the following two results that we frequently use.

Lemma 6.5 ([17, Lemma 3.9]). Let a € G and let u be an a-invariant Borel
probability measure on X with exponentially small mass at oco. For any amenable
subgroup H C Cg(a) and any Fplner sequence of precompact sets {F,} in H, if
the family {F, * pu} has uniformly exponentially small mass at oo then for any
subsequential limit poo of {Fy, * u}, the measure i~ is a-invariant and

)‘t0p7a7u7A < /\t0p7a7um7A-

Averaging over Fglner sequences in ZA and applying Lemma 6.5 yields the
following.

Corollary 6.6. Let {a'} be a 1-parameter, R-diagonalizable subgroup of G and
let g be an {at}-invariant Borel probability measure on X projecting to the Haar
measure on G/T' such that Aiop ot uy,4 > 0. Then there is a Borel probability
measure p on X, such that

(1) u projects to the normalized Haar measure on G/T,

(2) there is a split Cartan subgroup A of G that contains {a'} such that p is
(ZA)-invariant, and

(3) )\top,al,u,A > 0.

6.3. Lyapunov exponents for pre-compact orbits. The above lemmas are
needed to control escape of mass and unboundedness of the cocycle when averaging.
For orbits that remain in a compact set, we obtain the following results. The proofs
of each are straight-forward modifications of the arguments in [16, Proposition 4.6].

In Section 3.5, we defined the notion of a split Cartan subgroup of a connected
semisimple Lie group in terms of a choice of Iwasawa decomposition. More generally,
if H is a connected reductive Lie subgroup of GG, define a split Cartan subgroup
Ap of H to be a maximal, connected, abelian ad-R-diagonalizable subgroup. All
such subgroups are conjugate and these definitions coincide for semisimple Lie sub-
groups. Moreover, there is a split Cartan subgroup A C G such that Ay = HN A.

Lemma 6.7. Let H C F be a connected reductive R-subgroup such that fﬁ 18
cocompact in H and let H = (gb*lﬁ)o be the associated subgroup of G. Let Ay be
a split Cartan subgroup of H.

Suppose the restriction Ao|z of the cocycle Ay to the center Z of G has lenr-
subexponential growth. If the restriction Ag|r, fails to have lenr-subexponential
growth then there is an Ag-invariant Borel probability measure u on Xy such that

)‘tOP;U«;H;A >0
for some a € Ay.
Proof outline. Fix a Cartan involution 6 of G which leaves H invariant. We may
assume the norm on £ is constructed relative to 6. Let K C G be the subgroup of

f-fixed points. From Claim 5.5 there is Cy > 0 such that for any compact K C K,
all x € Xg, and all k € K,

Ak, )[| < Co



ZIMMER’S CONJECTURE FOR NON-UNIFORM LATTICES 55

and, given € > 0, there is C; such that for all x € Xy and z € Z,
lAGz, )| < Ceeslomr ().
As discussed in Remark 3.21, given v € I'y, we write
~v =k zak"”
where a € Ay = AN H for some split Cartan A C G, z € (ZN H), k', k" are
in a bounded set, and lenp(z) and d(a,1) are bounded above by linear functions
of lenr (). The assumption that Ag|r, fails to have uniform lenp-subexponential
growth implies there exists x > 0 and sequences ~,, € I'y with lenr(y,) — oo and
x,, € Xo such that for all n,
log [ Ao (vn, 21, || > K lenp (v).

Write v, = kl,znank!l. There is C' > 0 such that for all sufficiently small & > 0,
for all sufficiently large n,

1
log | Aan, zn)[| = 7 log Ao (yn, 23)I| = log [ A(zn, 2a)|| = C

1
> 7 log [ Ao(yn, )| = lenr (zn) = C. = C

1
(k —¢) |lenp(vn) — = lenp ()| — Ce —2C

>
- C

1
> — — - C. —2C.
P Ca) [d(an,1)] — C: —2C

In particular, taking € > 0 sufficiently small, for all sufficiently large n,

log || A(an. )| > Fd(an, 1)

(r —

and the existence of the measure p and a € Ay with the desired properties follows
exactly as in the proof of [16, Proposition 4.6]. O

When the restriction Ag|z fails to have lenp-subexponential growth, we have the
following which will easily lead to the desired conclusion in Proposition 7.1.

Lemma 6.8. If the restriction Ag|z fails to have lenp-subexponential growth then
there is a Z-invariant Borel probability measure  on Xo such that

/\topaa»#nAo >0

for some a € Z.

Proof sketch. Recall that the group Z is finitely-generated abelian and quasi-isometrically
embedded in I'. We may average the norm on & over the action of all torsion el-
ements so that every torsion element acts isometrically on &. Let {ai,...,a,}
generate the free abelian subgroup of Z. If the restriction Ao,y of Ag to the
subgroup generated by each a; has lenp-subexponential growth then 4y|z has lenp-
subexponential growth. We may thus assume there is a; such that the restriction
Aol(a,) fails to have lenr-subexponential growth. Replacing a; with a; L if needed,

a standard exercise (see for example [14, Proposition 3.1.2]) yields an a,-invariant,
Borel probability measure pp on X such that

)‘tOPﬂmMO,Ao > 0.

Averaging 1o over a Fglner sequence in Z, Lemma 6.5 yields a measure p with the
desired properties. O
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A softer version of the proof of [16, Proposition 4.6] (see for example [14, Propo-
sition 3.1.2]) also establishes the following.

Lemma 6.9. Let {a'} be a one-parameter subgroup of G, let E C X be a compact
subset, and let {x,} be a sequence of points in X such that

(1) limsup,,_, ., = log|lA(a™,z,)| > 0, and

(2) at -z, € E for all0 <t <n andn € N.
Then there exists an {a'}-invariant, Borel probability measure p supported on E
with

)\top,al,u,A > 0.

6.4. The projectivized cocycle and its infinitesimal generator. Let P€ — X
denote the projectivization of the vector-bundle & — X. We represent a point
& € PE as £ = (x,[v]) where [v] is an equivalence class of non-zero vectors in the
fiber £(x). The G-action on &£ by vector-bundle automorphisms induces a natural
G-action on PE which restricts to a projective transformation between each fiber

and its image.
Let U: G x P€ — R be the function

¥(9.6) = (g (o, []) = o
We have that ¥ is an additive cocycle over the G-action on PE:

U(g192,6) = (91,92 - &) + V(g2,€). (6.2)

In particular, ¥(a™, &) = Z;(} U(a,a” - £).
Write ¥': g x P€ — R for the infinitesimal generator of ¥: given Y € g,

\If(exp(tY), 5) .

g0l

o]

12 T
V(Y€)= lim — (6.3)
The function ¥’ exists by the construction of the norm || - || on &; see Claim 5.4(4).

The following properties hold for ¥':

(1) ¥'(Y,): P€ — R is continuous;

(2) W'(sY,8) = sW'(Y,&);

(3) W(exp(TY), &) = fi W (Y,exp(sY)-€) ds.
Moreover, if a® = exp(tY) and if i is an {a!}-invariant, Borel probability measure
on P& then

(4) [9 (V") di() = [ W(a,) dii(-).

Note that P€ — X is a compact extension. If ¢ € G and if p is an a-invariant,

Borel probability measure on X then there exists at least one a-invariant, Borel
probability measure on PE projecting to u. We have the following claim which

relates the top Lyapunov exponent of A with the cocycle ¥ and such measures on
PE.

Claim 6.10 (See e.g. [69, Theorem 6.1]). Let a € G and assume that p is an
a-invariant, Borel probability measure on X with exponentially small mass at oo.
Then:
(1) for any a-invariant Borel probability measure i on PE projecting to p we
have

/\Il(a, ) dﬁ < )\top,a,u,A;
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(2) there exists an a-invariant Borel probability measure i on PE projecting to
w such that

/\I/(CL, ) dﬁ = )\top,a,,u,.A-

REVIEW OF NOTATION AND STANDING HYPOTHESES

Before we begin the proof of Theorems D and 6.3, we review the standing
hypotheses and notation that will be used in the remainder of the paper. Let
K € {R,Q}.

(1) G is a connected simply connected semisimple Lie group with real rank at
least 2 and without compact factors.

(2) Z is the center of G.

(3) F is an algebraically simply connected, Q-simple, semisimple algebraic Q-
group. The Lie group F = F(R) is connected.

(4) ¢: G — F is a surjective morphism with ker(¢) C Z.

(5) T' C G is a nonuniform irreducible lattice subgroup of G and Z C T.

(6) The image T = ¢(I') is a lattice subgroup of F' commensurable with Fy;
all torsion elements in I are central. _

(7) Given a connected subgroup H C F, let H := (¢~ 1(H))° be the connected
subgroup of G projecting to H. Write

Iy =T5:=HNT
and
fH = f N H.

If H =H(R)° for some Q-subgroup H we say that H is defined over Q.

(8) A connected subgroup H C G is a parabolic K-subgroup if ¢(H) = Q°
where @ is a parabolic K-subgroup of F.

(9) A connected subgroup U C G is unipotent if ¢(U) is a unipotent subgroup
of F.

(10) An element a € G is R-diagonalizable if ¢(a) is R-diagonalizable.
(11) Given a connected subgroup A C G, we say A is a K-torus if there is an

K-torus S C F with ¢(A4) = S(R)°.

If A C G is an R-torus then A decomposes uniquely as A = A’A” where
@(A"), (resp. ¢p(A”)) is a maximal R-split, r(esp. R-anisotropic) subgroup
of ¢(A).

Given a one-parameter subgroup {a'} of A write a’ = a
al .. € A” and azplit e A

anis

gnisa’éplit where

(12) We let T act by homeomorphisms on Xy. We assume this action lifts to a
cocycle A: T' x & — &y on a finite-dimensional normed vector bundle &
over Xj.

(13) We let X := (G x X)/T be the suspension space with the G-action induced
from the I'-action on Xy. The space X has the structure of a fiber bundle
over G/I" and the fibers are homeomorphic to Xj.

(14) Write mg: £ — X for the induced vector bundle £ = (G x &)/T induced
by & — Xj. For any closed subgroup H of G, let A: H x £y — Eg be the
restriction of the cocycle to (H x X)/T'y. We equip with € with a norm
as constructed in Section 5.4.
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(15) In the setting of Theorem D, we have Xo = M, £ is the fiberwise tangent
bundle of X = (G x M)/T", and A: T' x TM — TM is the cocycle induced
by the derivative cocycle Ag(7y,x) = Dya(y).

7. SUBEXPONENTIAL GROWTH FOR THE CENTER

We begin the proof of Theorems D and 6.3. In the following simple proposition we
assume the failure of subexponential growth occurs for the restriction Ag: Z x & —
&o of the cocycle Aj to the center Z of G. In the sequel, when considering the
restriction of the cocycle to other subgroups of I' we will quote the proposition to
assume the center only contributes subexponential growth to the cocycle.

Proposition 7.1. Suppose the restriction
AQZ Z % 50 — 50

fails to have lenr-subexponential growth. Then there exists a split Cartan sub-
group A of G and a (ZA)-invariant Borel probability measure p on X projecting to
the Haar measure on G/T' such that Mop,a,u,4 > 0 for some a € Z.

Proof. Since Z C T, the induced action of Z on G/T is the identity action. It follows
from Lemma 6.8 that there is a Borel probability measure pp on X projecting to
the delta mass d1r on G/I" such that Aiop, ag,p0,.4 > 0 for some ap € Z.

Fix any split Cartan subgroup A C G and a one-parameter subgroup {b°} in A.
Let U = U™ (b*) be the expanding horosperical subgroup associated with {6*}. Note
that A and U trivially commute with Z. Averaging pg over an appropriate Fglner
sequence in U, by Lemmas 4.8 and 6.5 we obtain a (ZU)-invariant, Borel probability
measure 1 on X with exponentially small mass at oo and Aiop,ag,ui,.4 > 0. Since
1o is supported over the identity coset 1I' in G/T', p1 is compactly supported.
By Corollary 4.4 and Lemma 6.5 the sequence of measures {(b%).p1 : s € N}
is uniformly tight; moreover, any subsequential limit s of this sequence is Z-
invariant, projects to the Haar measure on G/I', and satisfies Aop,ag,us,a > 0.
Finally, averaging uo against an appropriate Fglner sequence in A, by Lemma 6.5
we obtain a (ZA)-invariant, Borel probability measure p on X projecting to the
Haar measure on G/T" with Aiop ag,p,.4 > 0. O

7.1. Additional hypothesis for Sections 8, 9, and 10. Using Proposition 7.1,
we will assume in Sections 8, 9, and 10 below the following additional hypothesis:

Assumption 7.2. The restriction
AQZ Z X 50 — 50

of the cocycle Aj to the center Z has lenp-subexponential growth.

8. SUBEXPONENTIAL GROWTH FOR UNIPOTENT SUBGROUPS

In this section, we assume that the failure of subexponential growth occurs for
the restriction of the action to some unipotent Q-subgroup of I'. In Sections 9
and 10, we then consider situations where the failure of subexponential growth
occurs for the actions of certain other subgroups of I'.

Under the additional hypothesis in Assumption 7.2 we have the following.
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Proposition 8.1. If there is a connected unipotent Q-subgroup U of G such that
the restriction

A0:FUX50—>50

does mot have lenp-subexponential growth then there is a split Cartan subgroup A
of G and an A-invariant Borel probability measure p on X projecting to the Haar
measure on G/I' such that Mop,a,u,.a > 0 for some a € A.

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of this proposition. We
will prove the contrapositive of Proposition 8.1; in particular, we will assume the
following:

Assumption 8.2. For every split Cartan subgroup A of G, every A-invariant Borel
probability measure p on X that projects to the Haar measure on G/T", and every
a € A,

)‘t0p7a7u,A =0.

We recall the subadditive cocycles B*: G x G/T' — R defined by (5.8) and (5.9)
in Section 5.5. Under Assumption 8.2, we will show that the restrictions of B to
U x U/Ty are sublinear: for every € > 0, there is C. such that for all ¢ € U and
HARS U/FU7

B*(g,x) < ed(g,1) + C-.

Since Iy is cocompact in U, by Corollary 5.13 and Theorem 3.22, this is equivalent
to the following: for every € > 0 there is C, such that for all v € I,

B*(7,1T') < ed(v,1) + C..

To start the proof of Proposition 8.1, we consider various 1-parameter subgroups
{a'} that normalize U. For such {a'}, we let UT C U be the expanding subgroup
of U. We will show, roughly speaking, that the restriction of B* to a subgroup U+
of U has sublinear growth and then deduce sublinear growth for all of U from this.
However, there is a technical issue that we will actually not see immediately that
the restriction of B* to U™ itself has sublinear growth, but only that each element
of U™ has the same image in U/[U, U] as some element with sublinear growth.

Sublinear growth of the cocycle for such representatives of elements of U™ in
U/[U,U] will be deduced from sublinear growth for generic trajectories for the
1-parameter subgroup {a'}. The basic idea is simply that if {a’} has sublinear
growth and if ug is a fixed element of UY, then u := aluga~" is a large element of U
whose norm for the associated cocycle is sublinear in d(u,1). From Corollary 3.9,
by varying {a'} we can then generate all of U/[U, U] by the associated expanding
subgroups. A difficulty is that sublinear growth of {a’} only holds along orbits of
a full measure subset of base points whereas, for elements of U, we need a uniform
estimate that holds at every point of U/Iy. To upgrade from almost every point
to every point, we work in the abelianization U/[U, U] and use that sumsets of sets
with high density in balls cover balls of comparable radii.

In Sections 8.1 and 8.2 we make precise the outline in the preceding paragraphs
in the proof of Lemma 8.4. We then use Lemma 8.4 to establish Proposition 8.1 in
Section 8.3.
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8.1. Subexponential growth for generic {a’}-orbits. Using Lemma 3.26, it
is sufficient to consider the case that U is the unipotent radical of some maximal
parabolic Q-subgroup Q). We fix a choice of rational Langlands decomposition of
Q7
Q=(LxS°)xU.
Since @ is a maximal Q-parabolic, we have dim S° = 1.
To begin the proof of Proposition 8.1, we fix the following notation:

(1) Let A be a connected, Q-anisotropic Q-torus A of L. More precisely, the
image of Ain Fisa connected, Q-anisotropic Q-torus.
(2) Let {a'} be a one-parameter subgroup of A such that a' € Iz
(3) Let az := {a" | n € Z}. Then A := azly is a cocompact lattice in {a'}U.
(4) We write u™,u® u~ for the expanding, centralized, and contracting direc-
tions of the action of Ad(aiplit) on u. More precisely, u™, u®, u~™ are the sum
of the eigenspaces corresponding to eigenvalues greater than 1, equal to 1,
and less than 1, respectively.
(5) Each of ut,u® u~ is a Lie subalgebra of g. Let Ut,U°, and U~ denote the
corresponding analytic subgroups of U. Note that:
(a) U® = Cy(al,y,) is the centralizer of {al;} in U,
(b) each of the three subgroups is normalized by both A and U° (since A
and U° each centralize {al i} and normalize U), and
(c) UTUUT =U.
From Corollary 3.9 we may choose several one-parameter subgroups {a’} as above,
such that the corresponding expanding horospherical subgroups U™ generate U/[U, U].

In particular, we will always consider {a’} as above such that aiplit is non-trivial.

Lemma 8.3. Suppose Assumptions 7.2 and 8.2 hold and let {a'} be as above. Then
for my-almost every u € U we have

lim lBi(a", uTy) = 0. (8.1)

n—,oo M

Proof. Let U* denote the smallest Q-subgroup of U that contains both U+ and U~
and let A’/T4s be the closure of the image of {al;,} in g/l"g; that is, A’ is the
smallest Q-torus of A containing {azpht}. We remark that A’ is a connected closed
subgroup of A and that Tay is cocompact in A’U. Let ~: A'U — A'U/Tyy de-
note the natural quotient map. Then {aépm} acts ergodically with respect to the
Haar measure on A’U™ /T'y,;+; see for example [13, Theorem 6.1]. Since U° central-
zplit} and since U'U* = U, almost every {azplit}—orbit in AU equidistributes
to the Haar measure on some translate uo/AEi of A'U*/Tyy=+ in AU for some
Ug € Uo.

Let Go denote the set of points in A’U whose {a, i }-orbit equidistributes to the
Haar measure on such a translate. Let G = {u € U | ul’ € Gy }. As discussed
totic} and normalizes U
and U®, the subset Gy is A’-invariant which implies that G is conull in U.

To complete the proof, we show that (8.1) holds for u € G. Suppose that (8.1)
fails for some u € G. We note that {a! ;.} Z is contained in a compact subgroup of
Ad(G) = G/Z. The torus A is quasi-geodesically embedded in G and Z is quasi-
isometrically embedded in G. The hypothesis in Assumption 7.2 then implies for

izes {a

above, Gy has full measure in A'U. Since A’ centralizes {a



ZIMMER’S CONJECTURE FOR NON-UNIFORM LATTICES 61

p—

any € > 0 there is C' such that for all z in the compact set KU,
BE(a" ., z) < C +ne.

anis»

Since the {aiplit}—orbit of ul' is contained in the compact set ugA'U+ C AU for
some ug € U°, we have that
1
lim sup —Bi(agplit,ul") > 0.

n—oo N
Applying Lemma 6.9 to the subgroup {al; }, there is an {af j; }-invariant Borel
probability measure v supported on X which projects to the Haar measure on the
translate ug A’U*, such that Ay 41 oA > 0. We remark that since U® normalizes

AtV

U#, the projection ¥ of v to G/T is U=*-invariant.

Let {F JQ} be a Fglner sequence of precompact sets in U°. Observe for each j that
FJQ*V is supported on the subset of X projecting to the compact set UA'U* = AT.
Let 1% be a subsequential limit of {F} % v}. Then 1° is U-invariant. In addition,
since U° normalizes both {al s} and U *+ the image 7 of vy under the projection
X — G/T remains invariant under both {af } and U +. In particular, 7°
invariant under {al,; }U°U= = {al;,}U. Furthermore, by Lemma 6.5 we have

is

)\top7a;plit’yo’A > 0.

Recall that U is the unipotent radical of a parabolic Q-subgroup @ and S = {b°}
is a l-parameter subgroup. Also note that S centralizes {aiplit} and that U =
UT(b*) is the expanding horosperical subgroup of {b*}. Applying Corollary 4.4
and Lemma 6.5 to the sequence {(b%).vp : s € N} and applying Corollary 6.6 to
any subsequential limit point v of {(b%).vp : s € N}, we obtain a Borel probability
measure p on X whose properties violate Assumption 8.2. ([

8.2. Subexponential growth for representatives of hyperbolic directions.
In the remainder of this section, we write ~: U — U/[U, U] to denote the natural
homomorphism from U to its abelianization.

We equip U with a right-invariant metric di;. This induces a metric on U=
U/|U,U]. As U is a unipotent subgroup of G there is a constant Cy; > 1 such that
for all w € U with d(u,1) > 1, we have

1
Ca
By definition, U — U is distance non-increasing.
The main lemma used to establish the inequality in (8.4) is the following;:

logdy(u,1) < d(u,1) < Cqlogdy(u,1).

Lemma 8.4. There exists a constant Cy > 0 such that for every e > 0 there is C.
such that for every x € U/Ty and every u € U such that u € U™ there exists v € U
such that

(a) V=1,

(b) BX(v,z) <ed(u,1) + C., and

(c¢) d(v,1) < Cod(u,1) + Cp.

To prepare for the proof of this fundamental lemma we establish some additional
notation. For u € U, write v = wut where vt € Ut and w €¢ U~ U?; let pT: U —
U* be the natural map u — u'. Similarly, write & = @wat where at € U™
and w € U-U0 and let pt: U — U™T be the map u — 4. Observe pT is a



62 A. BROWN, D. FISHER, AND S. HURTADO

homomorphism. For a subset E C U, let E+ and E*+ denote, respectively, the
image of E under the maps p™ and p*. Recall that mp and mg, denote the Haar

measures on U and U+ normalized to give unit mass to F and E*‘, respectively.

Claim 8.5. There is a two-sided Folner sequence {Fy} in U with the following
properties:
(1) For every Borel subset E of Fy, and every n € N,
manﬁ+aw(a"§+a_") > mp, (E).
(2) Identifying the abelian group U+ with some Euclidean space RY, we may
equip UT with a norm which is invariant under conjugation by {al ..} and

—~+
for which Fy, s the ball of radius k centered at the origin.

Proof. Tdentifying U and {a'} with their images under the adjoint representation,
equip U+ with a norm invariant under conjugation by {a’ ..}. Let B\k be the ball
of radius k centered at the origin in U™, let Uy = kerp*. For each k, let By, be
a precompact Borel cross-section of p* over By; in particular, pt(By) = By, and
vUp N B, = {v} for all v € Bi. We may assume 1 € Bj. Note that {B\k} is a
two-sided Fglner sequence in the abelian group U+. We then construct a two-sided
Fglner sequence {Fx} in U, such that

Fr = By and Fy = By(Fy N Up),

by induction on the nilpotency degree of U and the following observation: if Z
denotes the center of a locally compact group H, if {F]} is a Fglner sequence
in Z, and if {F}'} is a sequence of precompact subsets of H such that the image of
{F/} in H/Z is a two-sided Fglner sequence, then {F}/ - F}\ } is a two-sided Fglner
sequence in H, provided that ny — oo sufficiently rapidly.

With a sequence { F;} constructed above, (2) holds by definition.

To show (1), we let p: Fj, — ﬁJr be the natural map. Then for each v € By,
p @) N Fy, = v(Fp N Uy),

—+
so all fibers of p over Fj, have the same measure with respect to my,, namely
my, (Fr N Up). This implies that the Radon-Nikodym derivative d(p.mp, )/ dm g+

—
is constant on Fj . Since both measures are normalized, the Radon-Nikodym
derivative is 1. For every E C Fy, this implies

me+ (ET) = (pemp)(EY) = mp, (07 (EY) 0 Fi) = mp, (E),

where the last inequality follows as pil(EJr) N Fr O E. Conjugation by a™ is a
group automorphism and therefore does not change the relative measure of a subset
within an ambient set, so

ma"ﬁ+a*n(anE+a_n) = mﬁ+(E+). O

To establish Lemma 8.4, we first show that if k& and n are large, then a large

—~+
proportion of the elements of a™ F}, a~"™ have the properties specified in the lemma.
We begin with the following elementary claim.
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Lemma 8.6. Let myr, denote the normalized (left-)Haar measure on U/Ty. Let

p: U — U/Ty be the canonical projection and let E C U be a right-Iy -invariant set
such that

o (p(E)) = 1— 6.
Let {Fy} be a left-Folner sequence in U. Then for all sufficiently large k,

mp, (E) > 1—26.
Proof. Let my, := p.(mp,). Note that each my, is absolutely continuous with respect

to myr,. We claim that mj converges to my r, in the strong topology: for any
(Borel or Lebesgue) measurable E C U/Ty,

my(E) = mym, (E).

For the claim, fix a symmetric precompact neighborhood O of the identity in U.
By left-Fglnerness of Fy, for any 6 > 0 there is kg such that for all k& > ko,

mU(g . FkAFk) < 5
geco  my(F) T

This implies for k > ky that
Hg*mk - mk”v <9
where || - ||, denotes the total variation norm on signed Borel measures.
Note that {m} has a weak-* convergent subsequence. Any weak-* limit point
of {my} is U-invariant and hence we conclude that mj — my,p, in the weak-*
topology. We claim this convergence also holds in the strong topology. Indeed, let

¢ be a non-negative C* function supported in O with [¢(g) dg = 1. Given a
measurable E C U/Ty, let h = 1g. The convolution ¢ * h is CY hence

/¢*hdmk—>/¢*hde/pU.

We note for any probability measure p on U/Iy that

/(¢*h //¢ z) dg du(x)
= [ [ oot 2) duta) dg
= [ [ otomia) dig: ) (e) da.

In particular, by left-invariance of myr, ,

[ x)ia) dmuym, (@) = [ b dmy,.
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On the other hand,

’/q&*hdmk—/hdmk

=y//ﬁwmw>aghmxwda;/mwdmam/@@>@}
s/ﬁ@ﬂ/ﬂ@d@fmwu»3/MMdmum

s/awmwm—mmw
< 4.

dg

The claim then follows. The lemma follows as Iy-invariance of E implies mp, (E) =
mi(p(E)). O

Lemma 8.7. For every e >0 and § > 0, there exists k € N and Cg > 0 such that
for all sufficiently large n there exists a set G,, C UV such that:

(a) G, C a”ﬁ?ra*";

(b) manfk+a—n(G") >1-9;

(c) for every u € Gy, and every x € U/Ty there is v € U such that

(i) o= ;
(iii) d(v,1) < Cgn.
Proof. Fix € and §. For ng € N, set
G(no) :={u €U |BX(a™", uly) < ne for all n > ng }.

By Lemma 8.3, for almost every u € U there exists ng such that u € G(ng). Observe
also that G(no)Iy = G(ng). Taking ng sufficiently large, we have

myry, (G(no) /Tv) =1 -6/2.

Let Fy be a compact, symmetric set that contains fundamental domains for
both the right and left action of Ity on U. Fix a reference point ug € G(ng) N Fu.
Consider k£ € N and n > ng. Set

Gn = (G(no) a "ug 'a™) N Fy.
Since G(no)Ty = G(no) and Ty Fyy = U, we have G(ng) a™"uy 'a™ = G(ng)vy for
some vy € Fy. Then
mu (Gn) = mu (G(no) N (Frug ).

From the lower bound on mr, (G(no)/Tv), the fact that {F} is a two-sided
Fglner sequence, Lemma 8.6, and using that vy € Fyr is bounded, we conclude that
if k is sufficiently large, then for all n > ny,

mpk(gn) Z 1 — 5

Fix such k£ € N for the remainder.
Take the set GG, in the lemma to be the set

~F
G, =ad"G, a ™

Since G,, C Fj, conclusion (a) of the lemma follows from definition.
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From Claim 8.5(1) we have
ma71f‘;+a7n (Gn) Z ka (gn) 2 1- 5'
This establishes (b).
Consider an arbitrary element of G,,; by definition such an element is of the form
a™uTa™™ for some choice of u € G, C Fy. Given x € U/Iy, select u, € Fy with
u Ly = x. Set

ta "uguy . (8.2)

—1
v = Uzl au -

We claim that v satisfies the conclusions in part (c) of the statement of the
lemma. First note that, since U is abelian, we have ¥ = a"uta™" = a"uta "
Moreover, it is clear that v € (Fy)*(a"F;fa™")(Fy)?; since Fy and Fj are pre-

compact, this implies there are constants C; and Cg such that
d(v,1) <2C1 +nd(a,1) + C1 +nd(a,1) + 2C; < Cgn.

This establishes (i) and (iii)
For (ii), recall that a* € T so a"I' = T'. We then have

wa” "upl’ = ua " "upa" T € Ga "ugaT
C (G(no)a "ug'a™)a "upa"T (8.3)
= G(no).

Since u is in the precompact set F, we may write ut = wu, where w € U~U°
and the norm of w is uniformly bounded over the choice of u € G,,. Then we have
a"uta™" = wy(a"ua™") where the norm of w,, := a™wa™" is bounded uniformly
over the choice of n € N and u € G,,. Since u, and ug are in the compact set Fy,
the element v in (8.2) is at bounded distance (uniform in the choice of n and u)
from ugzug 1a"ua_"u0u; ! respectively. Since the homogeneous space {a’ : t €
R}U/({a™ : n € Z}Iy) is compact there is a constant C' (depending only on the
choice of k and Fy) such that

BE(v,x) < C + BE (upug ta™ua "ugu; ', x)
< C + B (ugugt, a™ua™"uol') + B (a", ua™"upl)
+ B (u,a "uol) + B (a™", uol) + B (uouj *, )
<C+C+en+CH+en+C
< 3en

for all n sufficiently large. O
We now prove Lemma 8.4.

Proof of Lemma 8.4. Fix ¢ > 0. As in Claim 8.5(2), we identify U* with
some (R, +). Let 0 < § < 2=+ and let k be as in Lemma 8.7 for this choice of §
and €.

Consider any u € U+. Recall that f*";Jr is the ball f?k of radius k centered at
the origin and that conjugation by a expands U+. Take the minimal n such that
2u € a”l/?:ra’”. We may assume n is sufficiently large so that Lemma 8.7 holds.
Let G,, be as in Lemma 8.7.
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Write F = a’”l/?';Jra”. Recall [7+~is equipped with a norm so that 1/7;+ is

a ball centered at the origin. Then %F C F and mﬁ(%F) = 2% > 924. Since
mz(Gr) > 1 -0, this implies

~ 1

1
2

Since u € %ﬁ we also have u — %ﬁ CF. By the same argument,

my#((@ - G N 4F) > 2.

In particular, there is some u € %}7' NG, N (a—Gy). Then u — u' € G, and

!

U=u+ @ —u)€Gp+ Gy
In particular, we may write any @ = Uy + us with @; € G,,.

Now consider any z € U/Ty. From Lemma 8.7(c), there exist v1,vy € U, such
that 0; = @3, B (ve,x) < en, B (v1,v2z) < en, and d(v;, 1) < Cgn. Let v = vyvs.
Then 0 = 01 + U5 = Uy + Uz = U. R R

Let A be the smallest eigenvalue of af;, on U*t. Since the norm || - || on U
is chosen to be invariant under af .., a'Fy a~ contains the ball of radius Nk
minimality of n then implies n < log, 2||@]|. The map U — U™ is a polynomial
so there is a constant C' such that log, 2||u|| < Cd(u,1) if d(u,1) > 1. Then
n < Cd(u,1) and we have

BE(v,z) < BE(v1,v01) + B (vg,2) < en+ en < 2¢Cd(u, 1)
and
d(v,1) <d(v1,1) + d(v2,1) < 2Cgn < 2CgC d(u,1). O

8.3. Proof of Proposition 8.1. We complete the proof of Proposition 8.1. It
suffices to show under Assumption 8.2 that for every € > 0 there is C. such that
for all v € Iy,
BE(v,1T) < ed(y,1) + C.. (8.4)
We will first use Lemma 8.4 to show that each element of Iy /[Ty, Iy] has a
representative in Iy for which BT and B~ have sublinear size when evaluated at
the coset 1I'. This is the base case of an induction that establishes the same
conclusion for every quotient of the descending central series of U. To finish, we
will observe that these estimates on the quotients easily imply the desired sublinear
growth of BT and B~ evaluated at Iy x {1T'}.

Claim 8.8. There exists C > 0 such that for every € > 0 there is C; > 0 such that
for each w € U and x € U/Iy there exists v € U such that

(1) v=1u,

(2) B*(v,z) < ed(u,1)+ C., and

(8) d(v,1) < Cd(u,1)+ C.

Proof. Corollary 3.9 provides finitely many one-param/e\zter subgroups ai, co.yal

of L, such that the corresponding expanding subgroups U 1+ s (7;“ span U. Iden-
tify U with some RS. Equipping U with some norm | - |l, there is Cp such that
we may write & = Uy ug - -+ u, where @; € ﬁ:r and ||@;|| < Cpllull. Identifying U
with its image under the adjoint representation, the exponential map on U is a
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polynomial (see Lemma 3.1(1)) and d(u, 1) is comparable to log ||u|| for all suffi-
ciently large v € U. This implies that we may choose a lift u; of each @; such that
d(u;, 1) < Cy d(u, 1) + Cy, for some constant Cy.

Consider any = := z9 € U/Iy. Recursively define {v;,1 < i <r} and {z;,1 <
i < r} as follows: By Corollary 3.9(1), each {a!} intersects the lattice I'. We may
apply Lemma 8.4 with (/]\:r, u;, and x;_1 to obtain an element v;. Set z; = v; - T;_1.
Then

i)\i = ﬂi, Bi(vi,xi_l) S 5d(ui, 1) + Cg, and d(’l)i, 1) S CO d(ui, 1) + CQ.

Let v=v1v9 - v,. Then 0 =0, 03+« 0y = U1 U3 - - - Uy = u. We also have

BE(v,z) = BX(vivg - - - v, ) < ZBi(Ui, Ti—1) < Z(a d(u;y 1) + CE)
i=1 i=1
< r(e[Cud(u,1) + Cy] + C.) < C'ed(u,1) + C’

for an appropriate constant C’, and

d(v,1) =d(vivz vy, 1) < Zd(vm 1)< Z(Cod(um 1)+ Co)
i=1 i=1

=1

This completes the proof of the claim. O

For the restriction of the discrete cocycle Ag: I' x & — & to Iy, we have the
following immediate strengthening of Claim 8.8.

Corollary 8.9. There exists C > 0 such that for every e > 0 there is Cc. > 0 such
that for every v € Iy there exists A € Iy such that

(1) A=~ mod [Iy,Iy],
(2) BE(AEL1T) < ed(v,1) + C-, and
(8) d(\,1) < Cd(v,1)+C.
Proof. Fix v € Iy. From Claim 8.8, there is v € U such that v = 7, d(v,1) <
Cd(y,1)+ C, and
BE(v,1T) < ed(v,1) + C-.

Note that Iy, Iy] is a cocompact lattice in [U, U]. Let C denote the diameter of
[U,U]/[Ly,Ty]. Then there s g € [U, U] such that qvy ! € [Ty, Ty] and d(g, 1) < C.
Then A := qu € Iy satisfies A = v mod [, Ty] and d(\, 1) < Cd(v,1) + C + C.
By compactness of U/Ty and using that d(g, 1) < C there is some uniform ¢’ > 0
such that

BE(\1T) < BE(v,1T") + BE (g, oT)
<ed(y,1)+C: +C'.
Moreover, since
BEAL D) = BT (A, A -1T) = BF(\, 1IN)
we also conclude that BE(A™1,1T) < ed(y,1) + C. + C". O
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Let
U:UlDUQD"'DUCJrl:{l}
be the descending central series of U where Uyy1 = [U, Ux]. Write A = Iy and let
Iy=A=A\; DAQD"'DAC_H:{l}

be the descending central series of A. For each 1 < k < ¢, Ay is a cocompact lattice
in Uy and has finite index in Iy, =T NUy.

Claim 8.10. There exists C' > 0 such that every € > 0 there is Ce > 0 such that
for every 1 <k < c and € Ay there exists A € Ay, such that

(1) A=~ mod Agiq,
(2) BE(\1T) < ed(7,1) + Ce and BE(A"1,1T) < ed(v,1) + C-,
(8) d(A1) < Cd(v,1)+C.

Proof. The proof is by induction on k. When k£ = 1, the conclusion follows from
directly from Corollary 8.9. We now assume k > 2.

We recall that U = U1 /Us. Each quotient Uy /Ug11 is abelian and naturally
identified with uy/uk11 via the exponential. Moreover, the map

(uUg, wUs) — [u, w] Ug41

is a well-defined, surjective, bilinear map (Ui—1/Uy) X U— Uy /Uk+1. Fix a finite
set of generators {wy,...,w,} for A = T'y. Then the image {w1,..., @, } contains
a basis for U.

For each k > 2, the collection {[w;, Ag—1]:1 < i <r}is a generating set for Ay.
Moreover, there is a Cy such that for every v € Ay there are 1, ..., € Ax_1 with

Y= [Vlvwl] [/727’“}2] T [’7T7w7“]

and d(v;,1) < Cpd(v,1) + Cy (cf. Lemma 3.1(1)).
Fix v € Ay and write v = [y1,w1] [y2, w2] -« [Yr, wy] for v1,...,7 € Ag—1 as
above. By the induction hypothesis, there are C; and A1,..., \. € Agx_1 such that

(1) )\1 =% mod Ak
(2) d(Xi,1) < Crd(7i,1) + C1, and
(3) BE(\ELAT) <ed(y4,1) + C..

Also, there is Cy with max{B¥*(w; ¥, 1T") : 1 < i <r} < Cy. Let
A= [Ar, wi] Ao, wa] - - - A, wy).
We check that [A;, w;] = [i,w;] mod Agyi. Indeed, there exists ¢ € Ag such that
[Ais wi] = [vig, wi]
=q 'y twy g
= q 'y, wilw; 'qu;
=q [y wilg mod Apyy
= ["yi, U}Z] HlOd Ak+1.
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Thus A =+ mod Agy1. We also have

BE(\, 1) < Z B*([\i,w;], 1)
i=1

<Y (BE(AAD) + BE(w;, 1T) + BE(\;, 1T) + B*(w;, 1T))
1=1

<2r(ed(v,1) + C.) +2rCso

< C'ed(v,1)+ C".

Similarly, BX(A~!,1T") < C’ d(v, 1) + C’. Moreover,
d(\1) <) d(Ai,1) < 7(Chd(y,1) + Cy) < C"d(y,1) + C".
=1

This completes the proof of the claim. ([
We now complete the proof of Proposition 8.1.

Proof of Proposition 8.1. Since Ay = I, it suffices to show for every e > 0 and
every 1 < k < c¢ that there is C' > 1 such that for all v € Ag,

BE(v,1T) < ed(v,1) + C.

The proof is by backward induction on k. The base case when k& = ¢ + 1 holds
trivially.

Consider the inductive case 1 < k < ¢. Fix any € > 0. Given v € Ay, take A
as in Claim 8.10. We have v = A mod Aj41. From subadditivitiy, Claim 8.10(2),
and the induction hypothesis we have

BE(v,1T) < BE(yA™1, 1) + BF(\, 1)
< (ed(yA™H 1)+ CL) + (ed(v,1) + C.).
By Claim 8.10(3), this is bounded above by an expression of the form Cyed(y,1) +

C5 where C7 is a constant independent of €. This completes the proof of the
inductive case. O

9. SUBEXPONENTIAL GROWTH FOR MINIMAL PARABOLIC (Q-SUBGROUPS

We establish the following proposition which guarantees the existence of a mea-
sure as in the conclusion of Theorems D and 6.3 under the assumption that the
failure of subexponential growth occurs for the action of some I'p for some minimal
parabolic Q-subgroup P C G.

Under the additional hypothesis in Assumption 7.2, we have the following.

Proposition 9.1. Let P be a minimal parabolic Q-subgroup of G. If the restriction
AolFP : Fp X 50 — 50

does mot have lenp-subexponential growth then there is a split Cartan subgroup A
of G and an A-invariant Borel probability measure p on X projecting to the Haar
measure on G/I' such that Aop,a,u,.a > 0 for some a € A.
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Proof. We have the rational Langlands decomposition P = (L x S°) x U where
L is a connected reductive Q-subgroup with rankg L = 0, S is a maximal Q-split
torus of P, and U = Rad,(P) is the unipotent radical of P. Each of L, S, and U
is defined over Q. We have that L/Ty, and U/Ty are compact, I's is trivial, and, up
to finite index, I'p = Iy, X Iy

By Proposition 8.1, the conclusion of Proposition 9.1 would follow if the restric-
tion Ag|r, : Ty x & — & failed to have lenp-subexponential growth. Thus, we
may assume for the remainder that Ag|r, : Ty X & — & has lenp-subexponential
growth.

Recall that the natural embedding Iy, x Iy — I'p is a quasi-isometry (see
Lemma 3.25) when each of the three subgroups is equipped with the lenp-metric.
Thus, we may assume that the restriction Ap|r, : I, x & — & fails to have lenp-
subexponential growth. By Lemma 6.7, it follows that there is a R-diagonalizable
1-parameter subgroup {a’} C L and an {a'}-invariant Borel probability measure
on Xy, such that

)‘top,al,u,A > 0.
Recall we write
Ux(n) := exp, (Ny(n))
where Ny(n) ={Z € u| ||Z|| < "} is as in Section 4.1 for a sufficiently large x.
Take a Folner sequence {F,} in {a'} - U of the form

F,:={a’|0<s<n}- Ugn)
Since LU /Ty is compact, the family {F, * pu} is uniformly tight. Let uo, be any
weak-+ subsequential limit of {F}, * u}. Then p is invariant under both {a'} and
U.
Claim 9.2. We have Aiop oty .4 > 0.

Proof. Let u denote the measure above obtained from Lemma 6.7. There exists an
{a'}-invariant, Borel probability measure fi on PE projecting to p with Aop g1,,,4 =
J ¥(a,-) dpi. Let fioe be any subsequential limit of {F), * fi} that projects to poc.
Write a® = exp(tY) for Y € g. Since Xy is compact, given any € > 0, for all
sufficiently large n in the appropriate subsequence we have

Nopated +e 2 [ U@6) dfie(€) +2
= [W.0) diin(e) +
> [wr dr, i
1 ! / t . . i
) /0 /Um) / V(Y a" - u- &) di(€) dmy, () (u) dt
%/am/w(an’”'@dﬁ@ dmy, (n) (w)-

Above, the first equality follows from {a}-invariance of ji, as in Section 6.4; the
final equality is the fundamental theorem of calculus as in Section 6.4.

Having taken x > 0 sufficiently large, for u € Ui(n) we have a"u = v’ a™ for
some u' € Usy(n) whence

\I/(CL",’U, ) 5) = \Ij(anag) + \I/(ulv a” - 5) - \Il(u,f)
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By definition of ji, we have

1 ~
o [ V@O RO = Nap

We have that U is normalized by L and that LU/Try is compact. It follows
from Corollary 5.13 and the assumption that Ap|r, : Ty x & — & has lenp-
subexponential growth that the restriction of the cocycle A to U x £y has subex-

ponential growth; in particular, for any € > 0, there is a constant Cy such that for
all u” € U and £ € P&y,

U(u” &) < Cy +ed(u”,1).

Identifying U with its image under the adjoint representation, the exponential map
exp|, is polynomial; in particular, there is a constant Cy, > 0 such that

d(1,exp,(Z)) < Cun for all Z € Na(n).
Hence
|W(u,a" &) — W(u,§)| <2Cy +ed(u/,1) +ed(u,1) < 2Cy + 2eCy n.
Then for n sufficiently large,

! n ~ 2Cy +2eCyn
Ug(n

n

The result then follows by taking € > 0 sufficiently small. (|

As U is the unipotent radical of the minimal parabolic Q-subgroup P, U is
the expanding horospherical subgroup of some one-parameter subgroup {b°} of S.
Recall that {b*} centralizes {a'} whence (b%). /i is {a® }-invariant for every s. From
Corollary 4.4, the sequence {(b%).ptoo : $ € N} has uniformly exponentially small
mass at oo and its projections converge to the Haar measure on G/T. Applying
Lemma 6.5 and then Corollary 6.6 produces a measure satisfying the conclusion of
Proposition 9.1. ([

10. SUBEXPONENTIAL GROWTH FOR Q-RANK-1 SUBGROUPS

We prove the following result in which we consider the case that the failure of
subexponential growth occurs for the restriction of the cocycle Agy to I'y for some
standard Q-rank-1 subgroup H in G. This, combined with Proposition 7.1 and
Theorem 3.31, yields Theorems D and 6.3.

As in the previous two sections, we keep the standing hypothesis from Assump-
tion 7.2.

Proposition 10.1. If there is a standard Q-rank-1 subgroup H of G such that the
restriction
.Aolr‘HZ FH X 50 — 50

does not have lenr-subexponential growth then there is a split Cartan subgroup A
of G and an A-invariant Borel probability measure p on X projecting to the Haar
measure on G/I' such that Aop,a,pu,.a > 0 for some a € A.

10.1. Preliminaries, key ingredients and outline.
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10.1.1. Preliminaries. Fix a standard Q-rank-1subgroup H of G. From Lemma 3.14
there is a parabolic Q-subgroup @ of G with rational Langlands decomposition
Q° = (L x 8°)x N such that H is the unique Q-isotropic almost-simple factor of L.
We have that H normalizes N and write H:=H x N. Since H and N are defined
over Q, H is also defined over Q.

Note that if rankg(G) = 1 then N = {e} and H = H = Q = G; if rankg(G) > 1
then N # {e} and the inclusions H C H C G are all proper.

Recall that we write [y := HNT, Ty := HNT, X := (H x M)/Ty, and
Xg:= (H x M)/T'5. The set fl/l"ﬁ has the structure of a fiber bundle over H/I'y

with compact fibers. In particular, given any compact set K C H /T, the N-orbit
of K is compact.

We select a minimal parabolic Q-subgroup P and Cartan involution 6 as in
Lemma 5.3. We equip the vector bundle £ with a norm constructed as in Sec-
tion 5.4 relative to Siegel fundamental sets constructed relative to P and 6. From
Proposition 9.1, we may assume that the restriction of « to I'> has uniform lenp-
subexponential growth for every minimal parabolic Q-subgroup P. From Proposi-
tion 8.1 we may assume that a|r, has uniform lenp-subexponential growth.

We will use heavily the growth controls in Lemmas 5.12 and 5.14. We recall
the two proper C* “height” functions defined earlier: we have h: G/T' — [0, 00)
satisfying (5.7) and ¢: fl/l"ﬁ — [0, 00) the function ¢ = h o p where p: fl/l"ﬁ —
H/T is the canonical projection as in (5.10). We lift A to X and P€ and lift ¢ to X 5
and PE; via the canonical projections PE€ — X — G/T and Pz — X — I:T/Fﬁ
We also fix w to be the largest of the constants w appearing in Lemmas 5.12 and 5.14.

10.1.2. Key Ingredients and Outline. As discussed in the introduction, the proof of
Proposition 10.1 resembles arguments in [16] more than those of [17], particularly in
the case where I' has Q-rank one. However, to set up the arguments, the first steps
are quite similar to work done in [17]. In Section 10.2, we prove various preliminar-
ies about the growth of cocycle A along Ap trajectories in X 7. In particular, we
show that exponential growth of derivatives is always witnessed by paths beginning
and ending in a fixed compact set and that the empirical measures corresponding
to such paths form tight families. In addition we show that the exponential growth
can always be witnessed along a single one-parameter subgroup. In Section 10.3,
we define the crucial new tools for our proof. Recall the norm-growth cocycle
defined in Section 6.4 and its infinitesimal generator for a fixed one-parameter sub-
group. This cocycle over a one-parameter subgroup is specified by a function which
is continuous but unbounded. As already explained in Section 2.4, the key diffi-
culty for our arguments is that this unbounded function is not even in L' so basic
tools of ergodic theory do not apply. To resolve this difficulty we introduce two
related objects. First we introduced a time-averaged version of the cocycle, which
is measurable, bounded, invariant under our 1-parameter subgroup, and computes
Lyapunov exponents. However, this function is now not continuous and its inte-
gral against various measures does not behave well under weak-* convergence. To
remedy this we introduce the key technical object, a cut-off cocycle, that interpo-
lates between the original cocycle and the time-averaged one. The cut-off cocycle is
bounded and while not continuous has very controlled discontinuities and behaves
well under weak-* limits; see Section 10.3.2.
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The proof of Proposition 10.1 in Section 10.5 first assembles these tools and our
prior results to build an (AgN)-invariant measure on Xz that has positive top
Lyapunov exponent. The rest of the proof follows arguments of [16] in the Q-rank-
one case and [17] in the case of higher Q-rank. Technical difficulties occur because
it does not always suffice to work with the cut-off cocycle, since it is only a cocycle
over a 1-parameter subgroup but not cocycle over the full G-action or full A-action.
We thus need to track the interplay between the original continuous norm-growth
cocycle, the time-averaged cocycle, and the cut-off cocycle.

10.2. Characterization and properties of orbits with exponential growth.
We study the growth properties of the cocycle A along Ay trajectories in X 7. From
the choice of € as in Lemma 5.3, the subgroup H is f-invariant and the restriction
0|y is a Cartan involution of H. Fix a #-invariant split Cartan subgroup A of G.
We obtain an Iwasawa decomposition H = Ky Ay Ny of H where Ky = K N H,
Ap = ANH, and Np is the coarse root group corresponding to the Q-root defining
H.

10.2.1. Mazimal growth rate along Ap. We now define a filtration of Xz by com-
pact sets and study the exponential growth of the cocycle A for trajectories begin-
ning and ending at a fixed set in this filtration. In particular, we show that there
is some compact set that witnesses all possible exponential growth.

Write apy for the Lie algebra of Ay. Given ¢ > 0, define “thick sets” of X5
parameterized by the function ¢ as follows:

Xfl,glo = {I S Xﬁ | ¢(I) < éo}.

Given Y € ay set:

xi (T,Y, Xg)
1
= 7 Sup {log | A(exp(TY),z)|| : x € X5 <y, and exp(TY) -z € Xﬁ,sfo}
X (T,Y, Xz)

= %sup {log ||.A(exp(TY),3:)71|| tx € Xfl,geo and exp(TY) -z € Xﬁ,geo}

Define
xe(Y, X ) = limsupmax {x; (T, Y, X5),x, (T,Y, Xz)} -

T—o0

Observe that x,(Y, Xz) > 0 and that x.(cY, X5) = |c| xe(Y, X5).
Fix a norm || - || on g that is Ad(K) invariant and whose right G translates define
the symmetric metric on K\G. Let a’ be a vector subspace of ag. Given £ > 0 set

xe(T,d', X 57) = sup{ X (T,Y, Xgz):Yed|Y|=1}
=sup{x, (.Y, Xz): Y ed [Y|=1}.

The quantity x¢(7,a’, Xz) measures the maximal exponential growth rate of the
cocycle A along all orbits of the subgroup exp(a’) in X of length at most 7" that
start and end below height ¢. Define

Xl(alaXf[) = h;nSlleg(T, aleﬁ)'
—00

Note that x¢(a’, Xz) < oo follows from Proposition 5.10.
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Exactly as in the proof of Lemma 6.7, the decomposition discussed in Re-
mark 3.21 immediately implies the following.

Claim 10.2. Under Assumption 7.2, if the restriction of Ag to Ty : Eg — &y fails to
have subexponential growth then there exists some £1 > 0 such that xe, (ag, X5) >
0.

Proof. By assumption and Lemma 3.23, there exist x > 0 and sequences {;} of
elements of I'y with lenp(v;) — oo and {z;} in X, such that

log || Ao (), ;)| = kd(v;,1).

Let 7; = [1,2;) € Xy C Xg be the point corresponding to the ordered pair
(1,z;) € H x Xo. Then there exists C' such that for all j,

log HA(’VJv@)H > ’id('ﬁv 1) -C.

Following the notation in Remark 3.21, write v; = k’z;a;k} where k), k7 € Kp 0,
zj € ZNH, and aj € Ag. There is C; such that for all j (with v; # 1),
max{d(a;,1),lenz(z;)} < Cid(1,7;).
By Claim 5.5 we have that ||A(k, )| is uniformly bounded over all k € Ky and
all z € X. Moreover, by the assumption in Assumption 7.2 and Claim 5.5, given
any € > 0 there is C; > 0 such that for all z € X

log | A(zj, z)|| < C: + elenz(z;).
It follows there is C' independent of & such that for all j (with v; # 1),

~

log || A(ay, K - ;)| > wd(v;,1) = C —elenz(z;) — C-
> kd(vy;,1) — C - Cred(v,1) — Ce
(k= Cie)d(y;,1) = C = C.
1 N
> (=k—¢)d(a;,1) - C—C..
C1

assuming € > 0 is sufficiently small so that C%fi — & > 0. Moreover, compactness of
K0 implies there is £ > 0 so that for all 7, (b(k;-’ -T;) < ¢ and

$ajk] - T5) = $lajzky -T7) = (k)™ - [1,75 - a5]) < L.
It follows x(a’, X7z) > C%fi —€. O

\%

10.2.2. Paths realizing exponential growth start and end in a fived thick part. Recall
the constant £y provided by Lemma 5.14.

We prove here that if there are arbitrarily long orbits that all start and end
in some arbitrary common compact thick set and all carry a certain amount of
exponential growth then there are orbits that have both endpoints in the fixed
compact thick set Xz _, = {z € X | ¢(x) < lo} and that carry at least as much
exponential growth.

Lemma 10.3. Let a’ be a subspace of ag. Suppose there exist x > 0, £1 > 0, and
sequences T, € Xz, Y € a with |Y,|| =1, and t,, — oo such that

(a) for each n, we have ¢(x,) < €1 and gb((tnYn) a:n) <ty
. 1
(b) nh_)rrgo ElogHA(exp(tnYn),xn)H =¥
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Then, for each n there exist T,, € X5 and tAn such that

ot X
1)1 f—> —=
() lnn_l’lolé (2 Xfl(a/aXH)
(2) (b(/x\n) S EO and (b(exp(tnyn) Zv\n) S EO;

1 ~ .
(3) linlgiolgfg—nlogHA(exp(tnYn),xn)H > y.

whence t, — 00,

In particular, for any @’ C a and any {1 > £y, we have
xe, (0, X ) = xeo (0, Xpz)- (10.1)
In light of (10.1), we will often drop the subscript and write x(a',Xz) =
xeo (0, X7) and (Y, X7) = x¢, (Y, X ) for any Y € ap.

Proof of Lemma 10.3. We may assume 1 > {.
We first claim for all sufficiently large n that there is some 0 < s < t,, such that

¢(exp(sYn) ;Cn) < Y.
Indeed, for each n, if no such s exists then by Lemma 5.14 for any € > 0 there is
C. such that
logHA(exp(tnYn), ;Cn) H < 2wl +et,, + 2C..
By taking € < x/2, it would follow that
1ogHA(exp(tnYn),3:n)H < (x/2)tn

for all sufficiently large t,,, contradicting hypothesis (b).
We may thus assume for any n there exists s,, such that ¢(exp(snYn) - xn) < Y.
For each n € N take

pp =min{0 < s <, | exp(sY,) -z, € Xﬁ,geo}
and
gn =max{0 < s <ty [exp(sYyn) -2 € X5 4 }-
We have 0 < p, < ¢, < t,. Let
Zn = eXp(PnYn) * T, ?n =(qn —Pn, and y, = exp(QnYn) * Ty

We claim that sequences (Z,) and (%,) satisfy the conclusions of the lemma.
Given any 0 < € < x/5, there is T} > 0 such that

1

n log|| A(exp(tY), z)|| < xe,(a', Xz) + ¢
for all 2 € Xz with ¢(z) < £1,Y € o with [|[Y| = 1, and ¢ > T} such that
¢(exp(tY) - ) < £1. Note also that there exists Cy > 0 so that

log”A(exp(tY),x)H < Cy
for all x € Xz with ¢(z) < £1,Y € o/ with ||Y] = 1, and ¢ < T3. Finally, from
Lemma 5.14 there is C > 0 such that for all n,
1ogHA((tn — )Y, Yn) H < 2wly + ety —qn) + Ce
and
log | A(pn Yn, zn)|| = log || A(=ppYa, /I\n)iln < 2wl +epp + Ce.

Take T5 > T3 so that
Co + 2C; + 4wt <

T
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Consider any n sufficiently large so that ¢,, > T5 and
1
t—logHA(exp(tnYn),xn)H >x—€. (10.2)

We claim that tAn > T1. Indeed, were tAn < T7 we would have that
10g || A(tn Yo, @) | < log | A(pnYa, )| + log [|A(En Ya, Z0) |
+log||A((tn = ¢n)Yn,yn)) ||
< [2wl +epn + Cc] + Co + [2wl +e(tn — qn)) + C]
< Co + 20, + 4wty + ety
Since t,, > T5 satisfying (10.2) we would then obtain that

1
. log || A(tn Yy, zn)|| <26 < x — 2¢

contradicting (10.2). R
Still considering t,, > T5, since ¢, > 11 we have
(xe,(d', X ) + s)tA
> log || A(t,Y,
> log [|A(tn Yo, zn)|| — log A(pnYa, ©n) || — log||A((tn — ¢n)Yn, yn) ||
> (X — €)tn — [2wl1 + epp) + Ce] — [2wly + &(tn — gn) + Cc]
> (x — &)ty — (2C: + dwly) — ety
> (x — 3e)t,.
It follows that

s T |

~ X — 3¢
t'ﬂ Z — 7 v N _n
X, (ale]T[) +e€
and that
log ”A(?nym o)l > (x = 3e)tn > (x — 35)%\71
Taking € > 0 arbitrarily small, the claim follows. O

10.2.3. Growth along basis vectors. We prove that it suffices to study the growth
of the cocycle A along a one-parameter subgroup of Ay. Fix a vector subspace
a’ of ayy and any basis {Z1,...,Z,} of unit vectors of a’. Recall from (10.1) that
xe(a', X5) = xe,(a', X ) for all £ > £y whence we write x(a', X7) := x4, (¢/, X 57).

Corollary 10.4. There exists C > 1 depending only on the norm ||| and the basis
{Z1,...,Z,} such that if x(a’, Xz) > 0 then for some 1 < j < r we have

x(', X5)
—c
Proof. We induct on r = dim a’. The result clearly holds when r = 1.
Since x(a’,X75) > 0, up to reversing paths and using Lemma 10.3, we may

assume there exist sequences x, € Xz with ¢(z,) < fo, Y, € a’ with ||[Y,| = 1,
and t,, € R with ¢,, — oo, such that writing y,, := exp(t,Yy) - Tn, &(yn) < fo and

x(Zj, X5) =

. 1
nli)rr;o . log [|A(tn Y, x0)|| = x(a', X ).



ZIMMER’S CONJECTURE FOR NON-UNIFORM LATTICES s

Suppose r > 1. For each n, write ¢,Y,, = £pnZ, + ¢, Z], where Z] is a unit
vector in the linear span of {Z1, - ,Z,_1} and p,, g, > 0. There is C; depending
only on the choice of basis with

max{pn, ¢n} < Cit,

for all n. Let

tn = sup{u € [0,p0]  S{exp(u - Z,) - ) < bo}

vn, = sup{v € [0,qn] : p(exp(—v- Z},) - yn) < Lo}
Fix € > 0. There is C; such that for all n, using Lemma 5.14 we have

logHA(exp(tnYn), a:n) ||
< logHA(eXp(uan), a:n) H + 1ogHA(exp(—an,’l),yn)f
+ 2wlo + €[(Pn — tn) + (gn — va)] + C-

< log|| A(exp(unZy), ) || + logHA(exp(—an,’z),yn)_lu
+ 2wty + 2eCity, + C:

|

Taking € > 0 sufficiently small, for all n sufficiently large it follows that either
logHA(exp(unZT),xn) H or logHA(exp(—an,'l),yn)_lH is at least

1
gHA(exp(tnYn),xn)H.

Let a” be the span of {Z1,...,Z,_1}. After dividing by ¢,, and taking ¢, — co we
have that either

_— 1
X(Zr, Xpg) 2 lim o =x(@', X) 2 gomx(@, Xp)

and the conclusion follows or

t 1
"X VS T LX) S Iy
X(a ,XH) = nhﬂngo 3an(a ,XH) = 301)((11 ,XH)

and the conclusion follows from the induction hypothesis. ([

10.2.4. Paths approzximating mazimal growth rates give a tight family of empirical
measures. We study empirical measures coming from certain trajectories and show
they form tight families. The families we consider start and end in a fixed compact
set and witness the maximal growth rate.

Lemma 10.5 (Tightness of empirical measures). Fiz someY € ag with x(Y,Xgz) >
0. Let {x,} € Xz be a sequence of points in Xz, let t, — 0o, and let

1 [
N = —/ exp(sY )0y, ds.
tn 0

If
(a) for each n, ¢(zn) < Lo and ¢(exp(t,Y) - x,) < Lo, and
1
(b) nhﬁngo . log||A(exp(tnY), ) || = x(Y, X 5),

then {nn} is a uniformly tight family of Borel probability measures on X .
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Proof. Write x = x(Y, X ). Without loss of generality, we may assume that ||Y|| =
1.

Fix some 0 > 0. There is Tp > 0 such that for all z € Xz with ¢(z) < £y and
all t > Ty such that (b(exp(tYn) . 3:) < {9 we have

log [ A(exp(tY), 2)™!|| < (x + ).

Set

C = sup {log||A(exp(tY),2) ™" ||+ € X, 6(2) < Lo, |t] < To}

By Lemma 5.14, there exists Ty such that for all T > T1, if ¢(z) = lo, ¢(exp(TY) - ) =
Lo, and if qS(exp(sY) . x) > {g for all 0 < s < T then

log||A(exp(TY), z)|| < 0T.
For ¢/ > 0 and n € N, write
Ison = {t €10,t,) : ¢p(exp(tY) - z,) > (}.
Fix some L > T;. For each n, let

mr(I>L10542,n)

Pn = t

Consider some sufficiently large n with p,, > 0. Let ' = exp(tY) -z, for t € [0,,].
Let

b0:0§a1<b1<a2<b2<-~-<aJ<bJ§tn:aJ+1
be such that

(1) ¢(x%i+1) = ¢(a¥) = £y for every 0 < i < J;
(2) (bounded excursions) for every 0 <14 < J and for all b; <t < a;41,

¢(z') < L+ 4o+ 2;

(3) (deep excursions) for every 1 <i < J, ¢(at) > £y for all a; <t < b; and for
some a; <t < b;,

p(z') > L+ by + 2.

Since p,, > 0, we have J > 1.
For each 1 < i < J, by the definition of ¢ we have b; —a; > L > Ti; in particular,
J <t,/L and

log ||.A((b1 — ai)Y, Iai)

Also, for 0 <i < J, we have

log [ A((ai1 — b)Y, 2" )|| < max{C, (x + 6) (a1 — by)}.
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Let [, = % E%]:l(bi —a;). Note p, <,,. Having taken n sufficiently large, we have

1

1< 1<
< - ZlogHA((bi —;)Y, :v‘“) ’ + . ZlogHA((aHl - b)Y, :Cbi) |
=1 " =0

IA
=
M-

Il
-

L
Z 6(bi —a;) + . ;max(cu (X + 0)(ait1 — bi))

(J+1)C

<
> t

(=%
+

In +(x+9)A—-1y)

c cC
§5ln+f+t—+(x+5)(1—ln)-

In particular, for sufficiently large n it follows that

tn

Thus, given any € > 0, having taking § > 0 sufficiently small, L sufficiently
large, and t,, sufficiently large, it follows that p, <[, < € for all sufficiently large
n whence the family {7, } is uniformly tight. O

L <x7! {%+g+25].

10.3. Time-averaged cocycle, cut-off cocycle, and time-averaged expo-
nents. We define our key technical ingredients, the time-averaged and cut-off co-
cycles, and study their basic properties.

Fix a unit vector Y € ag with x(Y, X5) > 0. Let {a’} denote the 1-parameter
subgroup a’ = exp(tY). Recall that ¥': g x P€ — R denotes the infinitesimal
generator for the norm-growth cocycle ¥ defined in Section 6.4. Let ¢: P€ — R be
the function

P() = V(Y ). (10.3)
Then

T
U(al, €)= /0 Y(at - €)dt. (10.4)

Note that 1) is continuous but need not be bounded. Moreover, given an {a'}-
invariant Borel probability measure y on Xz, it may be that 1 is not L' (u). To
deal with this lack of integrability, we replace ¢ with its forwards time average
along the flow {a’}. This new function will be bounded though not necessarily

continuous.

10.3.1. Time-averaged cocycle. We define the time-averaged cocycle and see that it
is a bounded measurable function. For any Borel function ¢: P€ — R, write
T

©(&) := limsup % o(a® - &) dt

T—o00 0

and

- T—o0

T
o(€) = liminf /O olal - ) dt.
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Also let

W(a,&) ;= limsup %\II(aT,ﬁ).

T—o0
We collect the following observations.
Claim 10.6.
(1) $(€) = U(a,€) for all € € PE.

(2) ¥ and Y are bounded measurable functions.

Let €z denote the restriction of the vector bundle € to Xz. Let n be an {a'}-
invariant Borel probability measure on PEg.

(3) For n-almost every £ € PEg we have
—x(V, Xg) < 9(8) < 9() < x(V, Xp).
(4) For n-almost every & € PEs such that ¢(a’ - &) > Lo for all t > to and some
to, we have B(€) = Y(€) = 0.

Proof. Conclusion (1) is immediate from (10.4) and (2) follows from Proposition 5.10.
For (3) and (4), from Proposition 5.10 there exists k and, for each £ > 0 there
exists a Oy, such that if ¢(§) < ¢ then for all T > 0,

log | ¥ (a®, &)|| < kT + Cy.

Given an {a'}-invariant Borel probability measure 1 on P& i for n-a.e. § and any
6 > 0 there are £5 and Ty such that for all T > Ty,

mp{0 <t <T:¢(a" €)= Lls} < 0T,
log [ ¥(aT, )] < (x(Y, X5) + )T.
Fix such & and consider any § > 0. Fix any T > T sufficiently large so that
To=sup{0 <t <T: ¢(exptY)- &)< Lls} > Ty
Then
log [¥(a”, &)]| = log [[¥(a™, &) + log || ¥(a”~™,a™ - )|

< (Y, Xg) 4+ 0)To + k(T — To) + Ci,

S(X(Y, X7) +0)T + k6T + Coy.
It follows that

D) < x(Y, Xpg) + (k+1)d.
The upper bound in (3) follows as § > 0 was arbitrary.
Moreover, if ¢(al - &) > £o for all t > to and if T is sufficiently large so that

Ty > to then, by Lemma 5.14, given € > 0 there is C, such that

log [[¥(a”, &)|| = log [|¥(a', )] +log [T (™", a’ - )| +log [T (a" T, a™ - £
< kto + Cyrey + wo(a' - &) + wls + e(Ty — to) + Ce + k(T — Tp) + Cy,
< C 4 €T + wls + C. + k6T + C,

for some C independent of £ and §. Then 1(£) < e + k§ and the upper bound in

(4) follows as & > 0 and € > 0 are arbitrary.
The lower bounds in (3) and (4) are similar. O
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10.3.2. The function v and its properties under weak convergence. Here we modify
the function ¢ to obtain a bounded function that has the same forwards time
averages along orbits with good recurrence properties. This modified version of 1
is our cut-off cocycle. There is a parameter choice involved in the process of cutting-
off and we will eventually work with the cut-off cocycle for well-chosen values of the
parameter. Although the new function will not be continuous, its discontinuity set
will rather tame for most choices of parameters. We also study the time averages
of the cut-off cocycle
Fix £ > 0. Given & € P&, let

t-(§) :==sup{s <0|a”- &=L},
ty (&) :=inf{s>0]a’- =1},
T(§) == t4(§) —t-(&)

(with the convention that sup(f)) = —oo and inf()) = co.) Define ¢;: P€ — R as
follows:

(&) if h(§) < 4
1 t+(8) .
=<4 _—_ a® &) ds 1 h(€) > and 10.5
WO =g [, v ds THOZmd o 009
0 otherwise.

From Proposition 5.10, we observe the following:

(1) For each ¢, vp: PE€ — R is a bounded measurable function;
(2) moreover, the functions 1,: P€ — R are uniformly bounded in /.

Lemma 10.7. Let ) be an {a'}-invariant, Borel probability measure on PE.
For n-a.e. £ € PE and for all £ > h(§),

P(€) = ve(§) = ¥, (§) = 1(&)-

Moreover, for all almost every & € PE,

T—oo T 0

We remark that the final conclusion of Lemma 10.7 does not follow directly from
the pointwise ergodic theorem as 1 is neither assumed to be L!(n) or non-negative.

Proof of Lemma 10.7. Recall each 1, is a bounded measurable function. By the
pointwise ergodic theorem, for a.e. £ € PE the following two conditions hold:

(1) For every rational £,

(2) Given 0 < ¢ < 1, there is a rational £5(£) > 0 with £5(£) > h(§) such that
for all sufficiently large T,

me ({t € [0,T]: h(a’- &) < ls5(&)}) = (1 —6)T.
Moreover, we may assume £5(§) N\, h(§) as § 7 1.
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Consider ¢ satisfying conditions (1) and (2). Fix any 0 < dp < 1 and set
01 == Ls, (). For any €5 > £ > {1 and T > 0 such that h(a” - ¢) < £ we have
T T
/ %mVQﬁ:/1MffMt (10.6)
0 0
Set
L= hm —/ Yy, (a' - €) dt.

Observe that h(§) < ¢; < £ and from condition (2) there is a sequence {¢,} with
t, — oo such that h(al" - &) < £ < £ for all n. Taking £ = /£y, for any rational
¢y > {1, (10.6) and condition (1) imply that

Ve (&) = 9,6 = L. (10.7)

In particular, the value of ¥ (¢) = ¥,(§) is constant over all rational £ > h(¢). We
claim the same holds for irrational ¢ > h(§).

Claim 10.8. For any £ > {1, (&) = ¥, (&) =L
Proof. Consider any 0 < Ty < T3 such that

BT €) = h(a™ - €) = £
and h(a'-&) > (¢ for all Ty < t < T}. By definition, the function

1 T
T _/ welat - &) dt (10.8)
T Jo
is monotonic on [Ty, T1]. Explicitly, with A = f a'-€)dt and B = |, :21 e (at
&) dt, for T € [Ty, T1], (10.8) is equivalent to
A 1T-T

1 ToB B
Z 4= B=—(A-
AT T( T1—T0)+T1—T0

hence the derivative of (10.8) has constant sign on [Ty, T1]. It follows that

_ 1 (T
Pe(§) = lim sup {T/ Ye(a' - &) dt : T > Ty, h(aT 6 < é} (10.9)
0

To*}OO
and
¥, (&) = lim inf{ / Yelat - €)dt : T > Ty, h }
- T()‘)OO
Take any rational f5 > £. (10.9) combined with (10.6) imply vy, (£) > (&) and

similarly v¢(€) > by, (€). Similarly,
0,0 <0, < ¥, ©).

1

The claim then follows from (10.7). O

We return to the proof of the lemma. By Proposition 5.10, there is C' > 0 such
that for all ( € P€ and g € G,

[W(g, Q)| < C+ Ch(¢) + Cd(g,1).
Fix any 0 < 0 < 1 and take £ > £s5(§). Then
me ({t € [0,T]: h(a’ - &) > £}) < 6T
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for all sufficiently large T
Consider some large T' > 0. If h(a™ - ¢) < £ then, by definition,

/u»fgdt —/w

Given any Ty < Ty such that h(a® - &) = h(a™r - ¢) = £ and h(a” - &) > ¢ for all
Ty < T < T then, having considered Ty suﬂimently large, we have

‘%/OTlﬂ(atf)dt—%/OTW(Gt'f)dt‘
<z (’ OTOw(at-ﬁ)—W(atf)dt‘+‘/Tj¢(at-§)dt‘+‘/Tj¢fz(at'§)df’>

T-1Tp

1— 40

IN

1
7 (0+(C+C(T—T0)+C£)+
< 204208 T —T,

(C+ T —Ty) + cz))

< T +2C T

Given any ¢ > 0, by first taking § > 0 sufficiently small and taking ¢ > £5(¢), by
considering T sufficiently large we conclude that [1)(&) — ¥e(€)] < € and [1)(€) —
v, <e.

From Claim 10.8, for any ¢ > h(¢) we have ¢, = Y, =L =9y, for any choice

of 0 < dp < 1. The independence of ¢ then implies for all such £ that e = U,
% =1, and thus ¢ = . The conclusions of the lemma then follow. (|

10.3.3. A classification of {a'}-orbits and discontinuity points of 1y. Now we show
that the cut-off cocycle i, has relatively tame discontinuities. We do this by ex-
plicitly identifying all possible discontinuities.

Fix some ¢ € [0,00) such that the level surface h=1(¢) is a codimension-one,
C* submanifold in G/T; by Sard’s theorem and the implicit function theorem this
holds for a.e. £ in the range of h. Recall we extend h: G/T — R to h: P€ — R via
the canonical projection m: PE€ — G/T'. We categorize points € G/I" and thus
¢ € PE with h(€) > ¢ based on how its orbit under the flow {a’} meets h=1(¢).

Tangential orbits (7y): Write T; for the set of points £ € PE with h(§) > ¢,
such that the forward or backwards {a'}-orbit of w(£) in G/T' is tangent to
h=1(¢) at some point of the orbit.

Non-recurrent (N;): We say { € PE with h(€) > ¢ is forward non-recurrent
to height ¢ if

(1) there is top < 0 such that h(a' - £) = ¢ and the {a'}-orbit of () is
transverse to h=1(¢) in G/T" at to; and
(2) h(a'-&) > ¢ for all t > t.
We similarly say that £ is backwards non-recurrent to height ¢ if there
is to > 0 such that h(a’ - &) = ¢ and the {a'}-orbit of m(€) is transverse
to h=1(¢) in G/T at to and if h(a®- &) > £ for all t < tg. Write N, for the set
of points that are either forward or backwards non-recurrent to height /.

Excursions (E;): We say £ € PE with h(£) > £ is in an excursion if there are

to < 0 < t1 such that
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(1) h(a' -¢) = ¢ and the {a'}-orbit of m(€) is transverse in G/T" to h=1(¢)
at to;

(2) h(a't-€) = ¢ and the {a'}-orbit of w(€) is transverse in G/T" to h=1(¢)
at t1; and

(3) h(a'-&) > ¢ for all t € (to, t1).

Write Ey for the set of points in excursions. We note that the transversality

at the endpoints ensures that Ey is open.

Deep points (D;): We say ¢ is (-deep if h(a® - £) > ¢ for all t € R. Write D, for
the set of ¢-deep points.

Given any ¢ € PE with h(£) > ¢, we have that £ is in either Ty, Ny, Ep, or Dy.

Claim 10.9. If n is any o-finite Borel measure on PE then for mg-a.e. £ € R, we
have n(h=1(¢)) = 0 and n(T;) = 0.

Proof. We have n(h='(¢)) = 0 for all but countably many /.
Consider the closed subset

{(6,&.t): Lh(a®-&)|,_, =0,h(a" - &) =} C[0,00) x PE x R
and let 7 C [0,00) x PE denote its image under the projection
[0,00) X PE x R — [0,00) x PE.

Since [0,00) x PE€ x R is locally compact, T is Borel.

For any £ € PE, the function ¢ — h(a®-£) is either constant or, by Sard’s theorem,
mr({¢ € [0,00) : ((,€) € T}) = 0. For almost every ¢, we have {¢} x T, C T. It
then follows from Fubini’s Theorem that n(7;) = 0 for mg-a.e. £. O

As observed above, each function 1), is bounded but need not be continuous;
however, its discontinuities are rather tame. To compare values of the two height
functions ¢ and h on £ set

Ty :=sup{h(€) : £ € X,0() < Lo} (10.10)
where /g is the critical height in Lemma 5.14.

Claim 10.10. For any £ > 0 such that h=1(¢) is a codimension-one, C*° subman-
ifold in GJT, we have the following:

(1) The set of discontinuity points of the function s: PE — R is contained in
hil(g) UTy UNyUDy.

(2) If¢ > €y then the set of discontinuity points of the restriction Q/Jghpgﬁ Pl —
R is contained in h=1(£) U Ty.

Proof. If h(§) < ¢ then, as v is continuous, £ is a continuity point of ;.

Suppose h(€) > £ and £ € Ey. Since Ey is open, if ¢ € PE is sufficiently close
to € then & € Fy and the {a’}-orbit of & stays close to the {a’}-orbit of ¢ for
a sufficiently large amount of time. In particular, taking £’ sufficiently close to &
ensures that the time average defining v,(£) in (10.5) is close to the time average
defining 1,(¢"). Thus v, is continuous at £ which establishes (1).

To establish (2), let £ € N;U D,. By definition, ¢¢(§) = 0. Suppose {{,,} C PE5
converges to £ and ¥y(&,) # 0 for all n. We then have —oco < t_(&,) < t4+(&,) < 00
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for all n, and ¢4 (&,) — t—(&,) — oo. From Lemma 5.14, 1¢(&,) — 0. Indeed let
L =sup{¢(§) : £ € Xz,h(§) < L}. Then for any € > 0 there is C so that

1
Vo) < ey = |
10.3.4. Sequences of measures on PE. We now consider a sequence {n,} of Borel
probability measures on P€ converging to a Borel probability measure 7. Under
suitable hypotheses controlling the discontinuity sets of 1, and using Lemma 10.7
and Claim 10.10 we will control the integral [ V¥(a,-)dn in terms of integration
against 7,.

2wL + e(t4(&n) — t— (&) + C5). O

Corollary 10.11. Let 1, be a sequence of Borel probability measures on PE con-
verging in the weak-x topology to an {a'}-invariant, Borel probability measure 1).
Suppose each ny, is {a'}-invariant and that either

(1) n(h_l(é) UTy; UN, U Dg) =0 for mg-a.e. £, or
(2) each n, is supported on PE5.

Then
/W(a, Ydn = lim | ¥(a,-)dn,.

n—oo
In the case that 0, are possibly not {a®}-invariant,

(3) if for mr-a.e. sufficiently large £ > 0 and for every n, each n, is supported
onPE5, ¥ € L' (n,), and

[ dn= [ v an,

/T(a, Jdn= lim [ ¢ dn,.
n—r oo

then

We remark that if an {a®}-invariant Borel probability measure 1 on P projects
to the Haar measure on G/T" then, as Haar-a.e. point in G/T" has dense orbit in
G/T, the hypothesis in (1) is automatically satisfied. We also remark that (2) and
(3) only apply to measures supported on the restricted bundle £5.

Proof. First, consider any {a’}-invariant, Borel probability measure 7 supported
on PE. Using Lemma 10.7, dominated convergence, and the {a'}-invariance of 7
we have

/W(a,-)dﬁz /Edﬁ: lim /%dﬁ: lim /wdﬁ. (10.11)
{—00 £— 00

We apply Claim 10.9 and Claim 10.10. Under the hypothesis in parts (1), (2),

or (3), for almost every £ > £y the restriction of each 1), to P is continuous on a

set of full n-measure; it follows (see for example [4, Theorem 2.7)] or [5, Corollary
2.2.10]) that

/w dn = nlggo/w dipn. (10.12)

Part (3) follows by applying (10.11) with 77 = n and an appropriate choice of such
L.
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For parts (1) and (2), we utilize a uniform (in n) version of (10.11): Using that
N — M, given § > 0 there is £5 such that for all £ > ¢5 and all sufficiently large n
we have

A& h(€) = £} <€ h(§) = L5} < 0.
Using that each 7, is {a’}-invariant, Lemma 10.7 then implies
i€ P(E) = he(€)} = (1 -9)
for all sufficiently large n. There is C' independent of £ such that [1,(£) —(£)| < C
for all £ € PE. Then for ¢ > /s,

‘/E(a,-)dn— /w dn‘ <60, (10.13)

and for all sufficiently large n and all £ > /5,

Jrin [

Under the hypothesis of parts (1) or (2), there exists a sequence {¢;} with ¢; — co
such that (10.12) holds. Given any § > 0, first take £; > (5 and then take n
sufficiently large in (10.12) so that

'/W dn — lim /W dnpn | <

From (10.13) and (10.14),

[y [Wayan,

and conclusions (1) and (2) follow as C is independent of 4. O

< 6C. (10.14)

< (2C +1)8

To apply the above corollary, we often need to verify tightness of the family
{nn}. The following corollary of Lemma 10.5 gives sufficient criteria for a sequence
of measures supported on P to be uniformly tight.

Corollary 10.12. Let n,, be any sequence of {a'}-invariant, Borel probability mea-
sures on PEg such that

/Ednn = X(Ya Xﬁ)
for every n. Then the family {n,} is uniformly tight.

Proof. Let 1 be any {a'}-invariant, Borel probability measure on P€5 with [ v dn =
x(Y, X 7). From Claim 10.6(3) we have ¢(§) = x(Y, X ) for n-a.e. £ € P€5. In
particular, for n-a.e. §= (z,[v]) € P&,

. 1 —

x(Y, Xz) = lim sup 7 log [A(a”, 2)]| > limsup —®(a, €) = ¥(€) = x(V, Xf).
T— 00 T—o0

For n-almost every £ € PE5, there is 1 > ¢(€) and a sequence t; — oo such that

p(at - &) < 4y for all j. If ¥(&) = x(Y,Xj), then from Lemma 10.3, we further

have that ¢(a’i - £) < £, for some sequence th — oo.
From the pointwise ergodic theorem, for n-almost every { € P&y and every
rational ¢ the limit
1
lim TmR({t €10,T]| ¢(a" - &) > (})

T—o0
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exists. Lemma 10.5 implies the following: given any § > 0 there exists a rational
s > 0 such that for n-almost every { € PE with (&) = x(Y, Xz),

lim %mR({tE 0,T] | p(a - €) > t5}) < 6.

T—o0

Then for any {a'}-invariant, Borel probability measure on PE 7 with Ik dn, =
x(Y, X ), the pointwise ergodic theorem implies

mn({€ €PEZ | (&) > 4s}) <. 0

10.4. Invariance and additivity of the time-averaged cocycle. While our
modifications of the norm-growth cocycle are beneficial for handling issues of con-
vergence, a priori it destroys all connection the group action even just over A or
Apr. Here we show that the space average of the time-averaged cocycles remains a
homomorphism from A. This turns out to be all we need to run proofs analogous
to those in [16] and [17].

We begin with the following consequence of the pointwise ergodic theorem and
Lemma 10.7.

Claim 10.13. Let n be an {a'}-invariant, Borel probability measure on PE. If
b € G is in the centralizer of {a'} then for n-a.e. £ € PE,

ﬁ(avg) = W(a’v b- 6)

Proof. As b,n and n are {a'}-invariant, from Lemma 10.7, for n-almost every £ € PE
we have

U(a,b-£) 1\IJ(aT,b~§) and  W(a, &) = lim %q/(aT,g).

- YJL?;O T T—o0
We have the cocycle relation
U(a",b-€) = U(a",&) + W(b,a’ - &) — V(b,¢).

Moreover, for almost every & there is a compact set £ C X and T;,, — oo such that
a’ . ¢ € E. For such ¢,

|\I](b7 aTn : 5) - \I](bué-”

is uniformly bounded in n whence

lim %q/(aT,b.g): lim %\IJ(aT,f). a

T—o0 T—o0

For every a € A, the function £ — W(a, ) is bounded as observed in Claim 10.6.
Thus, the integral [ W(a, ) dn is well-defined for every Borel probability measure n
on PE.

Lemma 10.14. For any A-invariant, Borel probability measure n on PE, the func-
tion A — R,

a— /T(a, ) dn
is linear.

Above, we implicitly identify A with its Lie algebra a in the definition of linearity.
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Proof. For any one-parameter subgroup {a'} of A we have ¥(a!,-) =t ¥(al,-) for
all ¢ > 0. It remains to show additivity.
For each T' > 0, Claim 10.13 gives the equality

T a &) =TT, ¢) (10.15)
for almost every £. By Fubini’s thoerem, for n-a.e. £ equality (10.15) holds for

mg-a.e. T > 0.
For each a € A and € > 0, let

Gaery = {6 €PE | W(a,8) —1¥(a",§)| <eforallt >Tp}.

Fix a,b € Ay and € > 0. For almost every £, Lemma 10.7 implies there is some Tg
such that £ € G, c 1, N Gab.e, 1, N Gb,e,1,; invariance of n implies £ may be chosen so
that for some T > Ty, a’ - € € Gy . 1, and (10.15) holds.

Using the cocycle relation

U(a’, &) + U, 0" &) —V((ab)",€) =0,
we conclude that
[T(a, &) +T(b,€) — T(ab, &)
< |W(a,6) = 7 ¥(a”, )|+ [W(b,a" - &) — ¥, a” - )]
+[W((ab)",€) = 79((ab)", &)

< 3e.
It follows that W(a,&) + ¥(b,&) = W(ab,&) for almost every &; additivity of the
integrals then follows. O

10.5. Proof of Proposition 10.1. Recall we fix H to be a standard Q-rank-1
subgroup of G, N is a unipotent Q-subgroup normalized by H, and H=H x N.
We assume that the restriction of a to I'y fails to have lenp-subexponential growth.

To prove Proposition 10.1, in Section 10.5.1 we first construct in Proposition 10.17
a measure 7 on P& that has a positive time-averaged Lyapunov exponent. We will
then average this measure so that it projects to the Haar measure on G/T" while
maintaining a non-zero Lyapunov exponent for the limiting measure. The averaging
step breaks up into two cases: Section 10.5.2 considers the case where rankg (') = 1;
Section 10.5.3 considers the case where rankg(I') > 2.

10.5.1. Construction of a measure with positive time-averaged Lyapunov exponent.
We harvest the results of our prior efforts to construct an (Ay N)-invariant Borel
probability measure with positive time-averaged Lyapunov exponent.

Let ag be the Lie algebra of a split Cartan subgroup Ay of H. Assume as in
Proposition 10.1 that the restriction

»A0|FH5 I'y x 50 — 50

does not have uniform lenp-subexponential growth. From Claim 10.2, we have
x(am, Xgz) > 0. From Corollary 10.4, there is ¥ € apy with |[Y| = 1 and
x(Y, Xz) > 0. Write a’ = exp(tY') and set a = a'.

From Lemma 10.3, there exist points x, € Xz with ¢(z,) < fy and t, — oo

such that for every n, ¢(al» - x,) < £y and

1
Jim = log [l A(a", zn)l| = x(Y, Xg).
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For each n, take &, € P€g with 7¢(£,) = 2, such that

lim —W(at, &) = x(Y, X5). (10.16)

n—o0 t,
There is a Folner sequence in {a'} - N of the form
Fo(tn) ={a® |0 <5 <tn} - Nultn),

where Ny (t) :=exp,({Z € n| | Z] < e*}) and £ > 0 is chosen sufficiently large
as in Section 4.1. For n € N, set

Ny = Fi(tn) * 0¢,, .
Lemma 10.15. We have

lim [ 4 dn, = x(Y, X5).

n—oo

Proof. From (10.16) it suffices to show

For all g € N, (t,) we have

(a"g) - & = (g'a™) - & (10.17)

where g’ € Noy(tn).

Recall that ¢(x,) < £ and ¢(a'™ - z,,) < £y. Recall also from Lemma 5.12 that
the action of N on X5 has ¢-tempered subexponential growth: for any ¢ > 0, there
is a constant C. such that

U(g",€) < Ce+wo(€) +ed(g”,1) for all ¢” € N and £ € €.

Since N is unipotent, identifying N C G with its image in F or in Ad(G), the
exponential map exp,: n — N from n to N is polynomial and there is a constant
Cy > 0 such that for ¢, > 1,

d(l,expn(Z)) < Cyty, for all Z € Noy(t,,).
We have the cocycle relation,
U(a',g-&) = U(a", &) = V(g a" - &) — V(g &)
Hence for g € Ny (t,),

= ‘\I](atnag : gn) - \Ij(atnagn)‘

=|¥(g a' - &) — W(g, &)
<20 +wly +ed(g',1) + wly +ed(g,1)
< 2C, 4+ 2wl + 2eCyty,

< C. 42ty

tn tn
} /0 vy gas— [ 6 ds

where ¢’ is as in (10.17) and € > 0 can be made arbitrarily small by choosing & > 0
sufficiently small.
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‘We then have

1
}/wdnn—t—\lf(af",sn)
1 [in
—‘/wdnn—t—/o bla® - £,) ds
1 tn S S.
g/wn)a/0 W@y &) — D(a® - £) ds

1,~
S/ —(Ce 4+ Etn) dmpy, (1,,)(9)
Nm(tn)

n

dmNK(tn) (9)

1~
= t—(05+5tn)

which can be made arbitrarily small by taking ¢,, sufficiently large and £ sufficiently
small. ]

Claim 10.16. The family {n,} is a uniformly tight family of measures.

Proof. Recall that H /T is a bundle over H/T'y with compact fibers. In particular,

for any compact subset £ C H /T, its N-orbit N - E C ﬁ/Fﬁ is compact. From,
Lemma 10.5, given 6 > 0 there is a £5 > 0 such that for every n,

mer{0 <t <t,:oa - x,) > Lls} < Oty
Recall that ¢ is N-invariant. Then It follows that
m({€ €PEG = §(§) > Ls}) <6

for every n. (|

Recall the choice of z,,t, from which the measures 7, are constructed. Since
d(xn) < Ly and P(atn - x,) < £y, we have

h(g-zn) < ZO and h((at"g) . xn) < ZO

for all g € N where 0 is as in (10.10). Recall ¢ as defined in (10.5). Taking ¢ > %
sufficiently large, it follows from the definition of 7, that for every n,

[ vedn, = [ wan.

With the above observations, we obtain an A y-invariant, Borel probability mea-
sure on PE7 with non-zero time-averaged Lyapunov exponent.

Proposition 10.17. There is an (A N )-invariant, Borel probability measure n on
PEg such that [W(a,-)dn = x(Y,Xz) > 0.

Proof. From Claim 10.16, the family {7, } is uniformly tight. Let 1., be any weak-x
limit of the family {7, }. Then 7 is invariant under both {a’} and N.

Take for almost every £ > £y we have that h=1(¢) is a codimension-one hyper-
surface, n(h=1(¢)) = n(T}) = 0, and

[vedn,= [ wan,
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for every n. From Corollary 10.11(3) and Lemma 10.15, we have

/ Tla, ) dnse = (Y, X ).

Let {F}} be a Folner sequence in Agy, let 7; := Fj * 1. Since Ay is abelian
and 7)o is {a'}-invariant, by Claim 10.13 we have for every j that

/W(a,-)dﬁj = /W(aw)dnoo =x(Y, Xg).

By Corollary 10.12, the family {7;} is uniformly tight. Let n be a limit point of
{m;}-

We have that n is Ag-invariant and, since Apy normalizes N, 1 is N-invariant.
From Corollary 10.11(2) we have

[y =t [Wa)dn; = v x5 0
10.5.2. Proof of Proposition 10.1 when rankg(I") = 1. We use the (Ag N)-invariant
measure just constructed to prove Proposition 10.1. We assume for the time being
that rankg(I") = 1; in this case we have H = G = H so Ay = A and N is trivial.
We adapt the averaging arguments from [16, §6.3 and §6.4].

Let A be a split Cartan subgroup of G and let 31, ..., 3, be the simple R-roots
of ®(A,G) relative to some ordering to be specified later. Let n = 7y denote
the A-invariant Borel probability measure guaranteed by Proposition 10.17. From
Lemma 10.14, the map A — R given by a +— f@(a, ) dn is linear and from Propo-
sition 10.17 is not identically zero.

The action of the real Weyl group of a simple group on the Lie algebra of a
split Cartan subgroup is known to be irreducible. Thus, after permuting the simple
factors of G and conjugating by an element of the Weyl group of a simple factor,
we may assume the ordering of the roots is such that the map a — f@(a, ) dn is
not proportional to any S; for ¢ > 1. In particular, we may choose a one-parameter
subgroup {a'} in A such that

/@(al,-)dn >0

and B;(at) = 0 for all 4 > 1. Let U denote the unipotent subgroup generated
by the coarse root groups Ul for i > 1; then U centralizes the one-parameter
subgroup {a'}.

Let {E} be a Fglner sequence of centered intervals in U as in Definition 4.5.
By Lemma 4.7, the family {ﬁj x 10} is a uniformly tight. Let 71 be any weak-x
limit of {F} #no}. Since {F;} is Folner, the measure 7, is U-invariant and, as U
centralizes {a'}, m is {a'}-invariant. By Claim 10.13 and Corollary 10.11(2),

/@(alf) d771 = hm W(alv') dﬁ] * 7o = /@(alv') dT]O

J—o0

Let 71 denote the image of n; under the projection ng: & — G/I'. Since 1q is
A-invariant, it follows from Proposition 4.10 that the image 7 is also A-invariant.

Let {F } be a Folner sequence in A. As 7y is A-invariant, each F * 7)1 projects
to the same measure in G/T'; in particular, the family {Fj x 171 } is uniformly tight.
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Let 12 be any weak-* limit of {ﬁj x 11 }. From Claim 10.13 and Corollary 10.11(2),
we have

[ ydn = [Tt d(Fsxm) = [Tty = [Tl ydn >0,

We have that 7 is A-invariant. Additionally, ny is U-invariant since n; is U-
invariant and A normalizes U. In particular, 7o and its image 7> in G/T" are
invariant under the coarse root groups U%! for each i > 1. From Proposition 4.9,
the projection 7, of 7y to G/T" is also invariant under the coarse root groups U=#
for all 7 > 1.

Suppose first that G is not simple. Then (U UI=A] | i > 1) contains a
(non-compact) simple factor G; of G. From the preceding paragraph, we know
that the projection 7y is Gi-invariant. The lattice I' is assumed irreducible in G
and thus T' projects densely to the group G/G1. This implies that every G1-orbit
in G/T is dense. Since GGp is generated by unipotent elements, Ratner’s measure
rigidity theorem (see for example [60, Theorem 9]) implies that the Haar measure
on G/T' is the only G-invariant, Borel probability measure on G/T". In particular,
the projection 72 of 12 to G/I' is Haar. Taking u to be the projection of 72 to X,
we have that u is A-invariant and projects to the Haar measure on G/I'. Since the
Haar measure has exponentially small mass at oo we have ¥(a,-) € L (n2) whence

/\Il(a, Yde = /E(a, Ydng >0

and the conclusion of Proposition 10.1 holds by Claim 6.10(1).
Now consider the case that G is simple. Following [16, Section 5.3], we assume
that the roots S1, ..., B, are enumerated as in [16, Appendix A] and we let

B

~ 0 = highest root in ®(A,G) if G is of type Ay, By, Dy, Eg, or Ez;
0" = second highest root if G is of type Cy, (BC)y, Eg, Fy, or Gs.

As 19 is A-invariant, from Lemma 10.14 the function a — f@(a, ) dns is linear on
A. Moreover, it is not proportional to at least one E e {61, B} Thus, there is a
one-parameter subgroup {a'} of A such that [V¥(a',-)df~ > 0 and UE(Et) =0.
Let {F}} be a Folner sequence of centered intervals in U 5. From Lemma 4.7, the
family {Fk * 12} is uniformly tight. Let 13 be a weak-x limit point of this family.

The proof of [16, Proposition 6.4] establishes that the projection of n3 to G/T is
Haar. Moreover, Claim 10.13 and Corollary 10.11(2), imply

[E@ydn = [T@ ) d(F ) = [T@dne >

If {F},} is a Folner sequence in A then we have that {Fj % 73} is uniformly tight
and from Claim 10.13 and Corollary 10.11(2)

/W(Zil, dng = /@(51, -)d(ﬁ;C *1)3) = /W(Fjl, -)dns > 0.

Then 74 is A-invariant and projects to the Haar measure on G/T". Since the Haar
measure on G /T has exponentially small mass at oo, ¥(a,-) is L'(n4) and the
pointwise ergodic theorem implies

/\If(a, ) dns > 0.
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The conclusion of Proposition 10.1 holds by Claim 6.10(1). O

10.5.3. Proof of Proposition 10.1 when rankg(I') > 2. Assume now that rankg(I") >
2. This implies that the standard Q-rank-1 subgroup H is a proper subgroup of G.
In this case, the group N is non-trivial; we have that IV is the unipotent radical
of a standard parabolic Q-subgroup which is normalized by H as in Section 10.1.1.
Let A C G be a split Cartan subgroup containing Ay such that N is the expanding
horospherical subgroup for some one-parameter subgroup {b*} C A. Let 7 be the
Ap N-invariant Borel probability measure on £ guaranteed by Proposition 10.17.
For n € Z™ set

1 n
N = —/ (b*)am ds.
0

n
Claim 10.18. The family {n,} is uniformly tight.

Proof. Let p denote the image of n under the projection P€z; — G/T'. Recall that
N-orbits in H /T are compact. In particular, given § > 0 there is a N-invariant

subset C' C fl/l"ﬁ with p(C) > 1 — 4. Let i denote the restriction of u to C.

As N is the expanding horospherical subgroup for b°, by Corollary 4.4 the family
{(®*).i : s € [0,00)} has uniformly exponentially small mass at co. Therefore,
there is some ¢; such that for all s > 0,

(0)ufi({z € G/T | h(z) > 41 }) <0
whence

(0%)pn({z € G/T | h(z) > €1 }) < 26.
Since ¢, is independent of s, the sequence {2 [["(b*),puds} is uniformly tight. As
PE — G/T is a proper map, the family {n,} is uniformly tight. O

Let Moo = limp—s00 7, for some weak-* convergent subsequence {n,, }.

It is clear from construction that 7., is b%-invariant, {a’}-invariant, and also N-
invariant because 7 is N-invariant and {b*} normalizes N. Since N is the expanding
horospherical subgroup associated to b°, this implies that 7., projects to the Haar
measure on G/T" by Corollary 4.4. Applying Corollary 10.11(1) we have that

/W(a, ) dieo > 0.

As 1 is {a'}-invariant, we may average over a Fglner sequence in A, apply Corol-
lary 10.11(1) to obtain an A-invariant Borel probability measure n” on P€ projecting
to the Haar measure on G/I' with

/W(a, ) dn' > 0.

Since the Haar measure on G/T" has exponentially small mass at oo, ¥(a, ) is L*(1)
and the pointwise ergodic theorem implies

/\I/(a, S dn' >0

and the proposition follows from Claim 6.10(1). O
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11. SKETCH OF ALTERNATE PROOF IN HIGHER Q-RANK

This section provides an alternate approach that provides a shorter proof of
Proposition 10.1 in the special case where rankg G > 2 and G has finite center.
Mainly we avoid the technology of cut-off functions and time averages that make
up the bulk of the previous section of the paper. The methods do not seem to
apply in Q-rank one, and therefore do not yield Proposition 10.1 in full generality.
Since this result is subsumed by Proposition 10.1, and is therefore not required for
a complete proof of our main theorems, we do not provide details. The proof given
here is much more similar to the proof in [17]

Proposition 11.1. Assume rankg G > 2 and let o: T — Diff' (M) be an action.
If there is a standard Q-rank-1 subgroup H of G, such that the restriction

alry, : Ty — Diff' (M)

does not have uniform subexponential growth of derivatives there is a split Cartan
subgroup A of G and an A-invariant Borel probability measure y on X projecting
to the Haar measure on G/T" such that Aop,a,u,a > 0 for some a € A.

Sketch of proof. We assume all results attained prior to Section 10, and will also
assume some results proved in the early parts of that section. Since a|r, does not
have uniform subexponential growth of derivatives, there is an R-diagonalizable
one-parameter subgroup {a'} of Ay, a sequence {&,} of points in &, and t,, — oo
such that {&,} and {a' - ¢,} are bounded, and

lim iA(afn,gn) >0

n—00 n

By assuming this limit is as large as possible, we may assume that

lim 1 max h(a'-&,) = 0. (11.1)

n—00 t, te[0,tn]

This follows from the proof of Lemma 10.5 and is more explicit in the proof of
[17, Lem. 5.3].

Let {b°} be a nontrivial Q-diagonalizable one-parameter subgroup of G that
centralizes H. The existence of {b,} is where we use the assumption that rankg G >
2. Let N be the expanding horospherical subgroup of {b*}, so N is a unipotent
Q-subgroup. It is normalized by H, because H centralizes {°}. Choose a Fglner
sequence {F,} in N, such that

lim sup 1 max log ||Jul] < oo,

n—o00 tn u€eFy,
and such that {a'» F,a~tn} is also a Fglner sequence in N, for every sequence {t/,}
with [t < .

Note that letting F) := {a'}o<i<t, Fn yields a Fglner sequence in {a'} N. From
(11.1), we see that if we let h,, = max,¢cjo,,,) h(a"-&,), then there is a sequence {s,},
such that h,/s, — 0 and s,/t, — 0; for example, let s, = /hnt,. Therefore, it
follows from exponential mixing that if we let p,, := b F), % ¢, , then the projection
of {un} to G/T converges to Haar by applying Theorem 4.2. There is a technical
issue that Theorem 4.2 requires the support of f to be in the unit ball of N, which
can be addressed by covering {at%Fna*t%} by small cubes contained in translates
of the unit ball of N and by considering a partition of unity subordinate to this
cover.
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The sequence of measures {u,} has also exponentially small mass at oo, this
follows because for a fixed ¢ in [0,¢,], the set b*~a,F,, is a U-orbit intersecting
the thick part of G/I" nontrivially and so the non-divergence results for unipotent
subgroups apply and one can use [17, Lem. 3.3]. Formally, [17, Lem. 3.3] is proven
for one-dimensional unipotent subgroups, but for higher dimensional subgroups it
follows by partition U into one-dimensional unipotent orbits.

In addition, any subsequential limit oo of {pn} is {a'}-invariant, because F), is
a Fglner set and b centralizes {a'}. Finally, note by an easy computation that:

1
liminf Aop o1 4 > A(a' b*ru - €,) dmp, (u), (11.2)

n— 00 tn F,

and we also have

lim inf l/ Ala', b*u - &,) dmp, (u) > lim i,él(at",fn) >0 (11.3)
Fr

n—oco t, n—oo t,

because s,/t, — 0 and by using the fact that a|r, has uniform subexponen-
tial growth of derivatives by Proposition 8.1 and making use of 11.1. Therefore
Atop,al,pee, A > 0 because the top Lyapunov exponent of a bounded continuous
linear cocycle is an upper-semicontinuous function of the measure. O

APPENDIX A. NUMEROLOGY TABLES ASSOCIATED WITH ZIMMER’'S CONJECTURE

We compute the numbers n(G),d(G),v(G) and r(G) for all simple real Lie
groups. We note that such numbers depend only on the Lie algebra of G. We
primarily follow the naming conventions in [41].

TABLE 1. Numerology appearing in Zimmer’s conjecture for clas-
sical R-split simple Lie algebras.

g restricted real n(G) (@) v(G) r(G)
root system rank

sl(n,R) A, n—1 n 2n —2,n#4 n—1 n—1
n>2 5, n = 4(®
sp(2n, R) Chn n 2n dn — 4 2n—1 2n—1
n>2
so(n,n + 1) B, n 2n + 1 2n 2n—1 2n—1
n > 3(b)
so(n, n) D, n 2n 2n —1 2m—2 2n—2
n > 4(e)

(@) 51(4,R) = 50(3,3) ® s0(1,2) = sl(2,R) and s0(2,3) = sp(4,R) () 50(2,2) is
not simple and so(3, 3) = s((4,R)
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TABLE 2. Numerology appearing in Zimmer’s conjecture for com-
plex simple Lie algebras

g restricted real n(G) d(G) (@) r(G)
root system rank

sl(n, C) An_y n—1 2n 2n -2, n#4 2n — 2 n—1
n>2 5, n =4

51?@;172@) Chn n an dn — 4 4n — 2 2n — 1
n -z

so(2n +1,C) B.. n dn+2 2n dn—2  2n—1

n > 3(e)

so(2n,C) D n 4n o2n —1 dn —4 2n — 2

n > 4(H)
¢6(C) Es 6 54 26 32 16
e7(C) E; 7 112 54 54 27
eg(C) Eg 8 496 112 114 57
§4(C) Fy 4 52 16 30 15
g2(C) Gs 2 14 6 10 5

(d) 6(4,C) = 50(6,C) (&) s0(5,C) = sp(4,C) and s0(3,C) = sl(2,C) () s0(6,C)
sl(4,C) and so0(4, C) is not simple

TABLE 3. Numerology appearing in Zimmer’s conjecture for clas-
sical non-R-split simple real forms

g restricted real n(G) d(Q) (@) r(Q)
root system rank
sl(n, H) A1 n_1 4n,n#2 4n—2,n#2 An — 4 n—1
n>2 6,71:2(9) 5 n=2
so(n, m)
2<n<n+2<m B, n n+m n+m-—1 n+m-—2 2n-—1
n=1,m>6sm)
152(27?271 (Bcc)m n<m . n o 2n42m 2n4+2m—2 2n+2m—3 2n—1
- - . Ly n=m
(n,m) #(2,2) !
su(2,2)® Co 2 6 5 4 3
sp(2n, 2m) (BO)n, n<m
1<n<m mn—m n 4n + 4m n+4m —4 4dn+4m —5 2n —1
(n,m) # (1,1)@
sp(2,2)9) Ay 1 5 4 3 1
s0"(2n) C n an 2n — 1 an — 7 n—1
n >4 even®) 2" 2
s0%(2n) n—1 _ _ _
n>5 oda® (BC)%(n—l) 5 an 2n — 1 an — 7 n—2

@ sl(2,H) = s0(1,5) (Mso(1,3) = sl(2,C) Dsu(2,2) = s0(4,2) @Dsp(2,2) = so(1,4)
(%) 50*(4) is not simple (9 s0*(6) = su(1, 3)
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TABLE 4. Numerology appearing in Zimmer’s conjecture for real
forms of exceptional Lie algebras(™)

restricted  real (@) AG) v(G) r(G)
root system rank

Er Es 6 27 26 16 16
Err F4 4 27 26 21 15
Erir (BO)» 2 27 26 21 3
Erv Ag 2 27 26 16 3
Eyv Er 7 56 54 27 27
Evr Fy 4 56 54 33 15
Evir Cs 3 56 54 27 5

Evrrr Esg 8 248 112 57 57
Erx Fy 4 248 112 57 15

Fr Fy 4 26 16 15 15
Frr (BC)1 1 26 16 15 1

G G2 2 7 6 5 5

(m) Naming conventions follow [41, Appendix C.4]
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