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Distribution of matrices over IF[z]

Yibo Ji

Abstract

In this paper, we count the number of matrices A = (4;;) € O C
Matnxn(Fq[z]) where deg(A; ;) < k,1 < 4,5 < n, deg(det A) = ¢, and
O is a given orbit of GL,(F,4[z]). By an elementary argument, we show
that the above number is exactly #G Ly (F,) - ¢~ Y™ =Y This formula
gives an equidistribution result over Fy[z], which is an analogue, in strong
form, of a result over Z proved in [3] and [4].
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1 Background

Two papers from 1993, [4] and [3], considered the problem of integer point-
counting in the setting of algebraic groups. They linked this problem to volumes
on quotient spaces over affine symmetric varieties. The following is the main
theorem in [3].

Theorem 1.1. ([3]) Suppose we have a semisimple Q—group G which admits
a Q—representation on a real vector space W. Take & € W such that G is
Zariski closed in W. Suppose the stabilizer H(R) of W is a ‘symmetric sub-
group, the fized elements of an involution of G(R). In this case, GW is called a
symmetric affine variety. Suppose that Vol (H(R)/H(Z)) and Vol (G(R)/G(Z))
both are finite. Furthermore, normalize dg on G(R) and dh on H(R) such that

Vol (H(R)/H(Z)) = Vol (G(R)/G(Z)) = 1.

Moreover, there is a G(R)—invariant measure dg on G(R)/H (R) satisfying dg =
dgdh. Define u(T) = f||gu7||<T dg (||| means FEuclidean norm here). Take
O = G(Z)W. Denote the distribution function of O to be

N(T,0) = {a' € O| ||| < T}.
Then we have the following asymptotic behavior:
N(T,0) ~ u(T), as T tends to infinity.

In the above theorem, the symmetric condition that H consists of the fixed
points of an involution plays a central role. In 1996 and 1997, [5] and [6]
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generalized the result to the cases that the stabilizer H is not contained in any
proper parabolic Q—subgroup of G.

Let us focus on an example which we will further investigate in this paper.
Consider V,, i := {A € Mat,x,(R)|det(4) = k}. Take G := SL,, x SL,, with
an action on Vj, 5 given by (g1,92)r = gizgy . Notice that SL,(R)/SL,(Z)
is of finite volume. Thus all the finiteness conditions hold. Over R, the action
is transitive on V,, x. For any = € V,, , the stabilizer is H := {(zgz~1,9)|g €
SL,(R)}. Consider the involution (g1, g2) = (xg2z~!,271g12) on G(R). Then
H consists of points fixed by 0. Thus we can take arbitrary « € V;, (Z) to be our
W in the above theorem. By taking the union of all SL,(Z) x SL,(Z)—orbits,
we have the following asymptotic behavior as Example 1.6 in [3] shows:

N(T, Vi) ~ caxT™ ™ as T tends to infinity

where, if k= II pf*, then
1<i<r

S =
-n J
Cn ke = n2-—n42 n . k i ’
I (= )F(§)2<1;I<HC(J) 1<j<ri<i<n—1 Pi -1

In fact, the ratio between distributions of two SL,(Z) x SL,(Z)-orbits is
proportional to the ratio between the number of SL,,(Z)—orbits with respect to
left (right) multiplication contained in them. Here is a concrete example:

Example 1.2. Take n = 2 and k = 4. There are only two SL,(Z) x SL,(Z)-
orbits, with representatives (?) (2)) and <(1) 2 . We will denote the first
one as Op and the latter one as Oz. We will find N(T,01)/N(T,02) —
1/6,as T tends to infinity.

On the other hand, there are seven SL,(Z)-orbits with respect to left mul-

N . . (20 2 1\ (1 0} /1 1
tiplication with representatives: <0 2> € 07 and (0 2),<0 4>,<0 4>,

(66

So there arises a natural question:

Conjecture 1.3. For any two SLy(Z)-orbit O1,02 C V,, do we have the
following asymptotic behaviors:

N(T,01) ~ N(T,03), as T tends to infinity?

Remark 1.4. Notice that the theorem stated above does not apply to this
case because the symmetric subgroup condition is not satisfied. The stabilizer
here is a trivial group. And every automorphism of SL,(R) will preserve the
center and 2-torsion elements. Thus every automorphism will preserve the set
{I,, —1I,} which means that the stabilizer cannot be realized as fixed points of
involution. [5] and [6] cannot be applied as well because the trivial group will
be naturally contained in any proper parabolic Q—subgroup.

It’s common to compare results over Z with results over Fy[x] (here are some
papers related to counting of points on homogeneous spaces over function fields



[7] and [9]). To imitate the Euclidean norm, we are going to take the norm
given by the valuation: deg.

Here are some reasons. These are the unique metrics such that Z (resp.
F,[x]) are discrete with respect to the corresponding completion. Thus they
are the unique metrics for us to add restrictions to get a reasonable counting
problem.

After moving to F,[z] in the rest, we will get a stronger result than what
we conjecture above over Z. The main reason is that deg is a non-archimedean
valuation. We will also go back to C to give some geometric meaning of our
results (Remark [2.9)).

2 Main Results

From now on, fix a finite field F,,.

Definition 2.1. Given a matrix M € Mat;x,(Fq[z]) and a natural number £,
we say that M satisfies property (k), if all the entries M; ; of M are of degree
smaller or equal to k.

Here is the equidistribution theorem we are going to prove:

Theorem 2.2. Suppose we are given an M € Maty, xn(Fq[z]) such that det(M) #
0 and deg(det(M)) =t. Then for any k >t we have

2

#{g € GLn(Fq[x])M . g satisfies (k)} = #GLH(Fq)q(nil)(nkit) = (qk)n T"Cht
where Cp, + = #GL, (Fq)(qt)l’”.

Remark 2.3. The statement in the theorem only makes sense under the re-
quirement that k& > ¢t. Suppose that M is of the form diag(f,I,—1) where
deg(f) = t. The left hand side is zero when k < ¢t whereas the right hand side
is never zero.

Corollary 2.4. Keeping all the assumptions in the above theorem, we have
#{g € SL,(F,[z])M : g satisfies (k)} = #SL,(F,)gm~D"k=1),
Proof. Notice that GL,(F;) = SL,(Fy) x FI,,. So we know that
#GLn(Fg)g" D0 = (¢ — DS L (Fy)g "~ D0,

Also, notice that for any X € GL, (F,[x])M satisfying (k), there exists a unique
ax € F, which is the constant term of det(X) such that ax' X € SL,(F,[z]).
So we know that

#{g € GL,(Fy[z])M : g satisfies (k)} = (¢—1)# {g € SL,(F,[z])M : g satisfies (k)}.

Combining the above two identities and the identity in the theorem, we will get
the statement in the corollary. [l

Corollary 2.5.
#{g € Matyxn(Fq[x]) : det(X) # 0, deg(det(g)) = t, g satisfies (k)}
:(qk)n2_npn,tcn,t; Vk >t

where pp ¢ = > gh 2t tAnin,

ti+ta+-+tp=t



Proof. The constant p,, ¢+ is just the number of GL, (F,)-orbits in the set. O

We to break the proof of Theorem 2.2 into two parts.

Firstly, notice that we can always find an upper-triangular matrix B €
GL,(Fy[z])M. Let’s prove this by induction on n. When n = 1, the argu-
ment automatically holds. Suppose that n > 2. Since we are working over
F,[x], a principal ideal domain, we are able to find an element p € GL,,(F,[z])
such that the first column of pM only has nonzero entries in the first row. For
the downward-right (n — 1) x (n— 1) part of pM, denoted as M, we may use in-
duction hypothesis to find a ¢ € GL,,—1 (F4[z]) such that gM is upper-triangular.
So we know that diag(1,q)pM € GL,(F,[x]M is upper-triangular.

Now we may assume M is upper-triangular. In fact, we are able to assume
that M is diagonal by taking [ = n in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.6. Suppose we are given two positive integers 1 < | < n and an
D
0 *) € Matyun(Fq[z]), D € Mat;y;(Fq[x]).
D/
0 € Maty, xn(Fqlz]) such
that D' € Mat;x;(Fq[z]) is a diagonal matriz, deg(det(D’)) > deg(det(D)),
deg(det(M’)) = deg(det(M)) and for any k > 0, we have

#{g € GL,(F,[z]) : gM satisfies (k)} = #{g € GL,(Fy[z]) : gM" satisfies (k)}.

upper-triangular matric M = (

Then, there exists an upper-triangular M’ =

Remark 2.7. We only require an identity on the size of the sets instead of an
identity of the sets. The equality of the sets does not hold in general.

From now on, we may assume M is a diagonal matrix. Notice that when M
is a diagonal matrix, we only care for the degree of its entries on the diagonal.
So we are reduced to calculating the size of the following sets:

{A = (ai,j) S GLn(Fq[SCD :deg(am-) < k— Q‘,Vl < ’L,] < TL}

where ¢; is the degree of the (i,7)th entry of the diagonal matrix and t; + t2 +
b t, =t

For any A € Mat,, x,, (Fy[z]), we may write it as A = > o, Aqz? where Aq €
Maty, xn(Fq). If A is invertible, we know that Ay € GL,(IF,) is invertible. Notice
that left multiplication by GL,,(IF,) stabilizes the set which we are counting and
leaves (k) invariant. So it suffices to count those with Ay = I,,. We utilize the
following lemma:

Lemma 2.8. For all k; > 0,1 < j <mn, we have

(n—1) 3 ki
#{A = (a;;) € GL,(Fy[x]) : deg(a;;) < kj, V1 <i,j <n;Ag =1} =q tisn

(1)

Remark 2.9. In fact, the set on the left side can be viewed as the [F,-points of
a scheme defined over Z. This lemma tells us this scheme is strong polynomial
count over Z (for definition, see the appendix of [§]). In an answer ([I] ) posted
on mathoverflow by Will Sawin, he proved that the étale cohomology of any
closed, scaling-invariant subset of A™ containing the origin is Q; in degree 0.
Then, to use the Grothendieck trace formula to prove (), it reduces to show



the variety we defined is rationally smooth of dimension (n —1) > k;. When
1<i<n

we take k; = 1,V1 < i < n, the left side actually corresponds to nilpotent cone

which was proved rationally smooth in [2]. One could try and pursue Lemma[Z.8]

using algebraic geometry, but we only give a completely elementary proof here.

The organization of this paper is as follows. We shall prove Lemma [2.6] in
Section Bl Then we will prove Lemma 2.8 in Section [4]

3 Proof of Lemma

We are going to prove this lemma by induction on .

Notice that the base case [ = 1 is trivial, since every upper-triangular matrix
M satisfies the condition itself.

Now let’s deal with the induction part. Suppose the lemma is proved in the
case that [ = [y — 1,19 > 2. We are now attacking the case that [ = lp.

Suppose the original upper-triangular matrix is

Dy
My = ( 00 *) c Matan(Fq[x]),det(Mo) 7é 0,Dp € Mat(lo—l)x(lo—l)(Fq[x])'

Suppose our induction step for My fails.
Firstly, we are going to prove the following technical lemma:

Lemma 3.1. For the above My, the following set:
Smy = {M € Maty,xn(Fqlz]) : M = (mi;)i<ij<n Satisfies the following conditions}

is nonempty where the conditions are:
M= (]g I) ,D = diag(dy, da, . .., diy—1)

deg(det(D)) > deg(det(Dy)), deg(det(M)) = deg(det(My))
#{g € GL,(F,[x]) : gMy satisfies (k)} = #{g € GL,(Fy[x]) : gM satisfies (k)}

(2)

(3)

dog(dn) < deg(dy) < -+ < deg(dy, 1) (1)
z3e(@) L Givides the (i,10)th entry of M,V1 <i<ly—1 (5)
deg(m;,) + 1 < deg(my,.1,), V1 < i <l (6)
238 divides the loth column of M (7)

Proof. By the induction hypothesis, we may take an upper-triangular matrix
M = (M; ;)1<i,j<n which satisfies conditions [2]) and (@).

Notice that conjugation by a matrix in GL,(F,) does not affect the property
(k) for any k. Thus, for any h € GL,(F,) we have

#{g € GL,(F4[z]) : gM satisfies (k)}
=#{g € GL,(F,[z]) : hgMh~! satisfies (k)}
=#{g9 € GL,(F,[x]) : hgh *hMh~! satisfies (k)}
=#{g € GL,(F,[x]) : ghMh~! satisfies (k)}.



So we may choose h to be a permutation matrix which only permutes the
elements of D to further assume that M also satisfies the condition () (notice
that this step does not change the condition (2)) and (@])).

For a polynomial f = Y a;2 € F,[z] and u > 0, we define
i>0

Tu(f) := Z a;x’.

0<i<u

To produce a matrix satisfying the remaining conditions, take M’ = (m] ;)1<i j<n €
Maty, xn (Fq[z]) such that

/ .
My, = Ml — Tdeg(di)(miqlo)vl <1< lO - 1;

/ f— P ]
m; ; = m; j, otherwise.

Notice that M’ is still an upper-triangular matrix satisfying conditions (2]
and ). And, by the construction, M’ satisfies the condition (&).
We are going to prove that

{9 € GL,(F,[z]) : gM satisfies (k)} = {g € GL,(F,[x]) : gM’' satisfies (k)}

(8)
This will imply that M’ also satisfies condition (3)).
Denote the ith column vector of M (resp. M') by a; (resp. f3;). Notice that
we only change the [gth column. So we will only change the [pth column of g M.
Thus if the identity (8) fails, there exists a vector v € F,[2]" (where 47 is some
row vector of an element g € GL,,(F,[z])) such that either:

deg(vTay,) < k,deg(vT' B,) > k and deg(vT a;) < k, Vi < lo;

or
deg(vTay,) > k,deg(vT B,) < k and deg(yTa;) < k, Vi < .

In both cases, we have
deg(y" (eu, — B1,)) > k and deg(y? o) < k,Vi < lg

Suppose the first [y — 1 entries of v are fi,..., fi,—1. Expanding the above
inequalities in detail, we get that

deg( Z fiTaeg(a) (Miy,)) > ks
1<i<lo—1
deg(f;) +deg(d;) <k, V1 <i<lp—1.

By the latter one and the non-archimedean property of deg, we have:

deg( Z fdeeg(di)(mi,lo))

1<i<lo—1
< max{deg(fdeeg(di) (mi,lo))v 1
< max{deg(f;) + deg(d;),1 <i
<k

i<ly—1}

<
<lp—1}



which contradicts with the first inequality. In all, we have proved that the
identity (&) holds.

So far, we have shown that M’ satisfies conditions (2)),(3), ) and (&).

Notice that we may use G L, (Fy[z]) to reduce the entries above m; ; to ele-
ments of degree strictly smaller than deg(mfm lo) without changing the diagonal
matrix D attached to M’. This reduction also won’t change conditions listed
in Sy, which M’ already satisfies. Hence we may further assume that M’ also
satisfies the condition (@).

Now if deg(m;, ,; ) < deg(di)+1, by the conditions (4), () and (@), we know
that M’ is already of the following form:

D' .
(0 :) ,D' = diag(dy,da, .. ., diy—1,ds,)

for some d;, € F,[z]. Hence the induction step works for My which contradicts
the assumption. So we can assume that deg(m; ; ) > deg(di) + 1.
We are going to construct M" = (m;;)1<; j<n as follows:

1 e ! / .
Mg 1o 7= Mg 15 — Taeg(dy)+1(Mig )3

"

/ .
ij = m; ;, otherwise.

m 0,50

Notice that by the assumption above and conditions (@), (&), the M” which we
just constructed satisfies condition (7).
We are going to prove that M" satisfies

{9 € GL,(F,[z]) : gM’ satisfies (k)} = {g € GL,(F,[z]) : gM" satisfies (k)}
9)
which implies that M" satisfies condition (3]).
Suppose the identity (@) does not hold. Imitating what we have done for
M', we know that there exists a row vector (fi, fa,- -, fn) € Fqlz]™ such that
either

deg( Z fimi ) > k, deg( Z fimi,,) < k and deg(fim; ;) < k,¥1 < i < lo;
1<i<lo 1<i<lo

or

deg( Y fim,) <k, deg( Y fim{),) >k and deg(fim];) < k,V1<i <l
1<i<lo 1<i<lo

holds. In both cases, we have

deg(floneg(dl)H(mfo,zo)) > k and deg(fimgﬁi) <k, V1<i<l.

So we know that
deg(f,) > k — 1 — deg(dy); (10)
deg(fi,mi, 1,) = deg(fiomy, ) > k + deg(my, ) — deg(di) —1 > k. (11)
By the fact that one of Y. fim/ > fimj,, is of degree smaller of

1<i<ly hlo? 1<i<lo
equal than k and the identity (II]), we know there exists 1 < ¢ < Iy such that
deg(fim;,lo) = deg(flom;;,lo)' (12)



Combining identities and inequalities listed above, we have the following
result:

deg(fim; ;) = deg(f;) + deg(d;)
=
=" deg(fi,) + deg(my, ;,) — deg(m ;) + deg(d;)
(10}
>k —1—deg(d1) + deg(my, ;,) — deg(m; ;) + deg(d;)
>k — 1+ deg(my, ;) — deg(mj,)
©
>k

which contradicts with the inequality deg(f;m; ;) < k. Hence we have proved
that M" satisfies (B]). Notice that the construction of M" does not affect other
conditions in Spy, which M’ already satisfies.

Above all, we have constructed an M" € Sy, . O

Notice that for any element M € Sy, and its attached di,ds,...,di,—1, we
have

deg(di) + deg(dz) + - - - + deg(di,—1) < deg(det(M)) = deg(det(Mp)).

Thus we may pick My € Shr, such that deg(dy) + deg(da) + - - - + deg(di,—1)
is maximal.

Let’s conjugate M4, by the permutation matrix corresponding to the two-
cycle (1 lp) € Sy, to get a matrix M), ..

By what we formulated in the proof of the foregoing lemma, M/ .. still

satisfies the condition ([B]). Then we may find an upper-triangular matrix in the
orbit GL,, (Fy[z]) M}, 0

max*®

D *
N(& JJMEMWmem@MD

This N also satisfies the condition (B]).

Notice that the above operation does not change the g.c.d of the columns.
Thus, using ([2) and (7), we know that the g.c.d. of the ith column of N is of
degree:

Thus we know that
deg(det(Dy)) > deg(dy) + deg(d2) + - - - + deg(dj,—1) +1 > deg(det(Dy)).

As well, notice that det(N) = cdet(Mqz) for some a2 € [F. Combining this
with the fact that M,,q, satisfies the condition (2]), we know that deg(det(N)) =
deg(det(My)).

Above all, we see that Sy C Sas,. Also, if the induction step works for N,
it will work for My. So, by our assumption, the induction step for N fails as
well. Then we may apply the above lemma to N, i.e. Sy is not empty.

Pick up one element N’ € Sy with attached di,ds,...,d; ;. By the con-
dition (), we see that N’ € Sy, has strictly bigger deg(d}) + deg(dy) + --- +
deg(d;rl) compared with M,, .., which contradicts with our choice of M,,q.
Hence we have shown that the induction step for My works.



4 Proof of Lemma 2.8

We shall prove Lemma [2Z.8 by induction both on n and the sum > k;.
1<i<n
The base case for n =1 and > k; = 0 is trivial. It suffices to prove the
1<i<n
induction step.
Pick ng, k > 0. Suppose that Lemma[2.8 holds for any n, k1, . . ., k, such that

n<mngor Y. k;<k. Nowwe attack the case where n =ngand Y, k; =k.
1<i<n 1<i<n
Define Pk, ks,....k, to be

Priky ko, i ={A = (ai;) € GL,(Fy[z]) : deg(ai ;) < k;,V1 <i<mn;Ay=1I,}.

For any Pk, k... k., let’s rewrite A as (oq Qg - an) where «; are
column vectors in Fy[z]. Then we decompose these vectors in each degree as
follows: ‘ ‘

o = Z agj)xj,oegj) eFy,i=1,2,--- no.
0<j<ki

Notice that for any A € Py, k... .k, » We have det(A) € Fy. By checking

the degree k1 +ko+- - -+ky, part, we know that det((agkl)’ aékz)’ ... ,agf,"“))) —
0 which means agkl), ang), e ,a,(;f,"“) are linearly dependent.
Let’s introduce one further definition before going back to the main proof:

(1) (Ing) .
3 L . a; Y ,.,ap 0 are linearly dependent .
sty = VA € Proililareidng © @i (ng) . yi=1,2,...,n9
a; 1 0mg 0 are linearly independent

; ; In . .
R: lvdng = {A € Prgily la,.lng agll), ey agm") are linearly dependent} ,i=1,2,...,n9

no;

where
no _ _ no
Q’no;ll,...,lno - P"O?ltha--wan_l - R . (13)

1n0;l1,-,lng

Moreover, we have

i _ J
R’flo;llq---ylno - |_| Qno;lly»»wlno' (14)

no2j2t

With these notations, let’s go back to the main proof.
Firstly, notice that we may assume k1 > ko > -+ > Ky, .
If ky, = 0, the number which we want to count is:

/
#a= (7 1) € OLaFED A€ Papmriitani )

o Ao\ A=t 0
The * part does not affect the invertibility because ( B 1) = ( BA-1 1) .

Thus we know that the number we are exactly counting is

ki+kot-~4kn,—
q 1HRztthng 1#Pn0_1§k11k27'“1kn0—1'

By induction hypothesis, we will get the result we want.
Now it suffices to deal with the case that k,, > 1.



Lemma 4.1. Given a descending sequence l; > ljy1 > -+ > 1lp, >1
and any nonnegative sequence l1,...,l;_1, we have

#R;’O;lla”'vlno = Z ci#PIIJZV“7li—17l~iji+11"'jno (15)

I=(li g1, 1i'n.0)€L

where L is a set of ng — i+ 1 tuples which only depends on i,l;,lit1, -+ ,ln,
such that for any tuple | € L, we have

ii+[i+1+"'+[ng <litligi+ - +lng
and c; only depends on i and l.

Proof. Let’s prove this lemma by induction on ny — 7.

When ng — ¢ = 0, we know that R;zo;ll,---,lno is exactly Pn0§l17"'7ln0*1 since
a single vector is linearly dependent if and only if it’s zero. Thus we may take
cj to be 1 when I = (I,,, — 1) and to be 0 for other choices to make the formula
works. Thus the base case is proved.

Now let’s attack the induction step.

Notice that we can use the last ng—¢ columns to reduce elements in Qimll el
i1, slng
. i+1
to elements in Prgiiy oo 11— 1lias lng Nty o i l— 101, g (due to the

ascending assumption). Let’s call this map f.
And every element A in Py, 01 0i—1,0ip1,..0

) sbng

\ 1+1
) 10515 li—1,li =1t 1, 0lng
give us exactly ¢"° 7" different elements in @
FHA).

Thus we know that:

1: . . .
M03l1seslng which is the preimage

H#Qnoitr,olny = q"ofz(#PnU;zl,...,zi,l,li—1,li+1,...,lno—#ng}llmliilJFMM1___7%).
(16)

For the new sub-index of R, the last ng — i elements still form a decreasing
sequence. So once we substitute identity (I4]) into (8], we are able to use the

induction hypothesis to prove the induction step. [l
Corollary 4.2. In addition to those conditions in Lemma [[.1], we further as-

sume that 1y > 1 and >, 1; < k. Then we have
1§i§n0

#Rj’lg;ll,---,lno = qno_l#Rj’lg;llflyn : (17)

g

Proof. Just use the induction hypothesis directly in the identity (I5):

3
#Rno;lla“‘ ng

= Z C[#PIIJZV“1li—1ji7[i+17'“jn0

1 (18)
— N0 - -~ ~ ~
=q" Z cl#l)ll*l,lzv“7li71,liyli+1,“'Jno

10



Let’s take ¢ = 2 and I; = k;,1 < j < ng into the identity (I7), we will get
that
#Rig;kl,kQ,---,kno = qno_l#Rerg;kl—l,kQ,---,kno' (19)
Above all, we are able to make the following calculation:

#Pn();k17k21”‘ kng
1 2
:#Qno;khkz,‘“ Kng + #Rno;k17k21”‘ kng

@ -1 2 2
=q" (#Pno;kl—Lkzr“ kng T #Rn0§k1717k27“' 7kn0) + #Rno;k17k2w“ ykng

@ -1
=q"° #Pno;klfl,kz,“wkno
(no—1) > ki
1<i<n
:q >r=no

The last identity is due to the induction hypothesis. We are done with the
induction step now.

Acknowledgement

The author is grateful to Jordan Ellenberg, Allen Knutson, Liang Xiao, and
Runlin Zhang for engaging in insightful discussions. The author would also like
to extend their appreciation to the reviewer for their invaluable comments.

References

[1] Number of points of the nilpotent cone over a finite field and its cohomology.
https://mathoverflow.net/questions/301206/number-of-points-of-the-nilpotent-cone-over—

[2] W. Borho and R. MacPherson. Partial resolutions of nilpotent varieties.
Astérisque 101-102, 23-74 (1983)., 1983.

[3] W. Duke, Z. Rudnick, and P. Sarnak. Density of integer points on affine
homogeneous varieties. Duke Mathematical Journal, 71(1):143 — 179, 1993.
https://doi.org/10.1215/5S0012-7094-93-07107-4.

. Eskin and C. McMullen. Mixing, counting, and equidistribution in Lie
4] A. Eski d C. McMullen. Mixing ing, and idistribution in Li
groups. Duke Mathematical Journal, 71(1):181 — 209, 1993.

[5] A. Eskin, S. Mozes, and N. Shah. Unipotent flows and counting lattice points
on homogeneous varieties. Ann. Math. (2), 143(2):253-299, 1996.

[6] A. Eskin, S. Mozes, and N. Shah. Non-divergence of translates of certain
algebraic measures. Geom. Funct. Anal., 7(1):48-80, 1997.

[7] K. FaiLai and K. Ming Yeung. Rational points in flag varieties over function
fields. Journal of Number Theory, 95(2):142-149, 2002.

[8] T.Hausel and F. Rodriguez-Villegas. Mixed Hodge polynomials of character
varieties. With an appendix by Nicholas M. Katz. Invent. Math., 174(3):555—
624, 2008.

[9] J. L. Thunder. Counting subspaces of given height defined over a function
field. Journal of Number Theory, 128(12):2973-3004, 2008.

11


https://mathoverflow.net/questions/301206/number-of-points-of-the-nilpotent-cone-over-a-finite-field-and-its-cohomology
https://doi.org/10.1215/S0012-7094-93-07107-4

	Background
	Main Results
	Proof of Lemma 2.6
	Proof of Lemma 2.8

