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EFFECTIVE VERSION OF RATNER’S EQUIDISTRIBUTION
THEOREM FOR SL(3,R)

LEI YANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we will prove an effective version of Ratner’s
equidistribution theorem for unipotent orbits in SL(3,R)/SL(3,Z) with a
natural Diophantine condition.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Ratner’s theorem and its effective versions. In 1991, Ratner [Rat91b]
proved the following fundamental theorem on equidistribution of unipotent or-
bits in homogeneous spaces:

Theorem 1.1. Let G be a Lie group and I' be a lattice in G, namely, the
homogeneous space X = G /T admits a G-invariant probability measure. Let
U = {u(r) : r € R} be a one-parameter unipotent subgroup of G. For any
r € X, the closure of the U-orbit Uz of x is a closed L-orbit Lz for some
Lie subgroup L C G. Moreover, Ux is equidistributed in Lx with respect to the
unique L-invariant probability measure uy,, namely, for any f € C°(X) (where
CX(X) denotes the space of smooth functions on X with compact support),
1 [1/2
lim — f(u(r)m)drz/ fdur.

Lx

Since Ratner’s proof relies on her measure classification theorem (cf. [Rat90al,
[Rato0b], [Rat91al) which proves a conjecture by Dani [Dan8&1], it does not tell
how fast it tends to equidistribution. Therefore, a natural question is whether
we can make the equidistribution effective, namely, giving an explicit upper
bound on the difference
1 [7/2
o GO T

T -T/2 Lx

for given T" > 0. Moreover, effective versions of equidistribution of U-orbits

have many applications to number theory, see [LM14], [EM22], [LM21], [LMW22],
[Ven10], [NV21], [EMV09], [CY19], [BV16] and references therein for details.

As a result, proving effective versions of Ratner’s theorem has attracted much
attention and has been a major challenge in homogeneous dynamics.

In recent years, people have made significant progress in establishing ef-
fective equidistribution results. For GG being nilpotent, the effective version of
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Ratner’s theorem was established by Green and Tao [GT12]. For G = SL(2,R),
since the one-parameter unipotent subgroup is horospherical with respect to
the diagonal subgroup, one can apply the thickening argument developed in
Margulis’s thesis (cf. [Mar04], [KMI12]) and spectral gap results for unitary
representations of semisimple groups to establish effective equidistribution.
See [Sar82], [Bur90], [FF03], [SUL5], [Str04] and [Str13] for works in this set-
ting. In fact, equidistribution for this case was proved before Ratner’s the-
orem, see [Fur73|], [DS84]. Using similar arguments one can also establish
effective equidistribution results for horospherical unipotent orbits in homoge-
neous spaces. See [KM12], [Edw21] for results in this setting. Using techniques
from analytic number theory, Strombergsson [Str15] established the effective
equidistribution for G/T" = SL(2,R) x R?/SL(2,Z) x Z* and U being a one-
parameter unipotent (and horospherical) subgroup in the semisimple part.
Building on Strombergsson’s result, Chow and the author [CY19] proved an
effective equidistribution result for a special family of one-parameter unipo-
tent orbits in G/I' = SL(3,R)/SL(3,Z). As an application, we proved that
Gallagher’s theorem in multiplicative Diophantine approximation holds for al-
most every point on any given planar straight line. The reader is also referred
to [BV16] for a similar effective equidistibution result which has applications
to number theory. Strombergsson’s result was recently generalized by Kim
[Kim21] to SL(n,R) x R"™/SL(n,Z) x Z" with the unipotent subgroup being
horospherical in the semisimple part. Recently, Lindenstrauss, Mohammadi
and Wang [LMW?22] established effective Ratner’s theorem for one-parameter
unipotent orbits in G/T" where G = SL(2,R) x SL(2,R) or SL(2,C). The
reader is referred to [EMV09] and [EMMV20| for effective equidistribution of
closed orbits of maximal semisimple subgroups which can be regarded as an
effective version of a result by Mozes and Shah [MS95].

Concerning effective density, there are also significant results. Lindenstrauss
and Margulis proved [LMI4] an effective density result for one-parameter
unipotent orbits in SL(3,R)/SL(3,7Z) and applied it to prove an effective ver-
sion of Oppenheim’s conjecture. Recently, Lindenstrauss and Mohammadi
[LM21] established an optimal effective density result or unipotent orbits in

G/T' for G = SL(2,R) x SL(2,R) or SL(2,C).

1.2. Notation. Throughout this paper we will fix the following notation.

Given a normed vector space V and r > 0, let By (r) denote the set of
vectors in V with norm < r. Given a Lie group J and r > 0, let B/(r) denote
the r-neighborhood of the identity in J. Given a quantity A, let O(.A) denote
a quantity whose absolute value is < C A where C' > 0 is an absolute constant.
By A <« B, we mean A = O(B). For an interval I C R, let |I| denote the
length of 1. For L > 0, let [L] denote the interval [—L/2, L/2].

1.3. Main results. In this paper we will focus on the following case: Let
G = SL(3,R), I' = SL(3,Z), X = G/I". Let U = {u(r) : r € R} be a
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one-parameter unipotent subgroup of GG defined as follows:
1 00
w(r):= [0 1 r|. (1.1)
0 0 1

Let pg denote the unique G-invariant probability measure on X.
For 8 > 0, let us define

2
X5 = {x =gl € X :|gv|| = 3 for any v € Z? or /\Zg.} (1.2)

By Mahler’s criterion, every compact subset of X is contained in some Xg.
For t € R, let us denote
ot/
ag(t) := e~l/6 € G, (1.3)
o t/6

and
a(t) == et/? € G. (1.4)
o—t/2
We will prove the following result concerning effective equidistribution of U-

orbit:

Theorem 1.2. There exist n > 0 and ty > 1 such that for any t > ty and any
x € X, one of the following holds:

(1) For any f € C*(X), we have

f@KTaﬁﬂdT—E/fﬂﬂe <e | f]s.

(1]
where || - ||s denotes a fized Sobolev norm;
(2) a(—t)ao(O)x & X -ess for some 0.99t < |¢] < 1.01¢.

Proving Theorem is equivalent to proving the following theorem:

Theorem 1.3. Let n,ty > 0 be as above. For any t > ty, and any v € G/T,
one of the following holds:
(1) For any f € C*(X), we have

a(t)u(r)x)dr — d
| a0 /qu

(2) ag(€)x & X —eiys for some 0.99t < |¢| < 1.01¢.

<e " flls;

In fact, it follows from the following equality:

mf@@ﬂ@ﬁ%”i meUgwﬁﬁ

where y = a(t)x.
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Using Theorem [[.2] we can prove the following two corollaries on effective
equidistribution of expanding curves under translates of diagonal subgroups:

Corollary 1.4. Let us denote

t/3
ai(t) := a(t)ag(t) = et/3
o—2t/3

Let w = (wy,wy) € R? be a vector with Diophantine exponent w(w) = k < 0.6,
namely, for any positive integer q € Z.,, we have
max{<qw1), <qw2>} > qiliv

where () denotes the distance to the nearest integer. For v = (v1,v;) € R? let

us denote
1 Vo

n(v) := 1 v
1
Let us define
@ :[1] — R?
by o(r) := (wyr +way,r). Then there exist n,ty > 0, such that for any t > t,
and any f € CX(X) we have

a1 (t)n(p(r)I)dr — d
| Sy [ sang

Proof assuming Theorem[1.3. Note that
ar(t)n(p(r)) = z(wi)a(t)u(r)ao(t)n*(—wi, wy),

<e s

where
1 w1
z2(wy) == 1 ,
1

and

1 —W1 Wy

n*(—wy, wy) 1= 1
1
Then for any f € C'°(X) with zero integral, we have that
[ Fen@neopriar= [ ftaurn o
(1]

where fy,, () = f(z(wy)x). Note that since ug is G-invariant, f,,, also has
zero integral.

Let x = ao(t)n *( wl,wg)F. Note that the Diophantine condition on w
ensures that ao( ) _jgys for any 0.99¢ < |¢| < 1.01¢. Applying Theorem
L3 with x = ag(t)n ( wl, wy)I" and f,,,, we have that

’ [}fwl(a(t)U(T)ao(t)n*(—whwa)F)dr < e " fulls-
1
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Noting that || fu,||s < || f]ls, we complete the proof. O

Remark 1.5. The ineffectively version of Corollary [[L4lwas proved in [KdSSY21]
for w(w) < 2 using Ratner’s theorem. The authors also proved that the
equidistribution does not hold for w(w) > 2. By analyzing the Diophantine
condition in Theorem more carefully, one can easily get a better upper
bound on w(w) which ensures effective equidistribution.

Corollary 1.6. Let us use the same notation as in Corollary [14] Let ¢ :
[1] — R? be a smooth non-degenerate curve in R?, namely, derivatives of 1
span the whole space R? at every r € [1]. Then there exist n,to > 0 such that
for any t >ty and any f € C(X) we have

/ F(ax(Hyn((r)T)dr — / fduo
(1]

Proof. Let us denote 1(r) = (r,12(r)). Let us divide [0, 1] into small pieces of
size e¥/2. Let us fix a small piece A(rg) = [ro — 1/2e7%2,ry +1/2e7%?]. Then

{ar(@)n((r))T 1 € Alro)}

can be approximated by

{z(¢5(ro))a(t/2)u(r)z - r € [-1/2,1/2]}

with exponentially small error, where

<e | flls-

2(hy(r0)) = 1 )

as defined in Corollary [[4], and
2 = ag(t/2)ax (£/2)2(~ ) (r) (e (7o) T

Then if we can show that

{a(t/2)u(r)x :r € [1]}

effectively equidistributed, we will get that

{ar(t)n((r)) - v € Alro)}
is effectively equidistributed. By Theorem [[.3] if we have that for any 0.49¢ <
|¢] < 0.51t,
ao(C)ao(t/2)ar(t/2)z(—15(ro))n(e(ro))I € Xei/ro,

then we are done. Now for a fixed |¢| € [0.49¢,0.51¢], let us estimate the
measure of

my = {ro € [1] : ao(()ao(t/2)ar(t/2)z(=5(ro))n(¥(ro))l' & X o-t/10}.
By [BKMO1l, Theorem 1.4], we have that |my| = O(e™™") for some constant

12 > 0 independent of £. Let us remove all m, from [1] and get a subset m C [1].
Then we have that
[\ m| = O(te™"),
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and for any rg € m,

{ar(O)n((r)T € Alro) }
is effectively equidistributed in X. Combining these two facts we conclude
that the whole orbit

{ar@)n((r))L =7 € [1]}
is effectively equidistributed. This completes the proof.
O

Remark 1.7. The ineffective version of Corollary was proved in [Sha09]
using Ratner’s theorem.

Acknowledgements. The author thanks Wen Huang, Dmitry Kleinbock,
Elon Lindenstrauss, Amir Mohammadi, Nimish Shah, Ralf Spatzier, Zhiren
Wang and Barak Weiss for valuable discussions and Victor Beresnevich, Sam
Chow, Wen Huang, Elon Lindenstrauss, Jens Marklof and Pengyu Yang for
valuable comments on an earlier version of the paper. The author is supported
in part by NSFC grant No. 12171338.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we recall some basic facts on SL(3,R) and its Lie algebra
which will be used in the proof of our main theorem.

Let G = SL(3,R), and H C G be the following subgroup of G:

H:—{[l h] eG:heSL(Q,R)}. (2.1)

Clearly H is isomorphic to SL(2, R).
Let g and b denote the Lie algebras of G and H, respectively.
Consider the adjoit action of H on g, we have the following decomposition:

g=bh+ro+uv +r (2.2)

where tg, t1, ta are invariant subspaces with respect to the adjoint action of H,
and dimt; = dimty = 2, dimvyy = 1. In particular, vy = Ray where

1/3 0 0
w=|0 —1/6 0 |;
0 0 —1/6

t; = Rvy; + Rvy where

and
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ty = Rw; + Rwy where

e}
=}
—_

and
010

wo= (0 0 O
0 00
The adjoint action of H on v; and vy are given as follows: the adjoint action
of H on t; is the same as the standard action of SL(2,R) on R? if we choose

b
d and W = £1W1 + ToWo,
Ad(h)w = (axq — bry)wy + (—cxy + dzo)wa.

{v1,va} as the basis; for h corresponding to [CCL

Let {a,u,u*} denote the standard basis of b, where a corresponds to

{162 _10/2} € sly(R),

u corresponds to

P—‘I

S 5[2(R),

IOOI

and u* corresponds to

_ € 5[2(R)

IHOI
e O

Let us denote
A:={a(t) =exp(ta) : t e R} C H,
U:={u(r) :=exp(ru):r e R} C H,
and
U* :={u"(t) =exp(ru*) : r € R} C H.
The adjoint action of ay(t) on g is as follows:
Ad(ap(t))h =h, for h € b,

Ad(ag(t))v = e v, for v € 1y,
and
Ad(ao(t))w = e'>w, for w € t.
Let us denote
o t/3
b(t) == a(t)ag(—t) = e2/3 €Gq, (2.3)

o t/3

and

ai(t) == a(t)ao(t) = et/3 / €G. (2.4)
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Let us denote
r*:=Rw; + Rvy, (2.5)
and
r :=Rwj + Rvy, (2.6)

Let us denote by p; 2 : g — v + 1t the projection of g to vy + 1. For j =0, 1,2,
let p; : g — t; denote the projection from g to v;. Let py, p_, pw;, pv, and py
denote the projection to r*, r~, Rw;, Rv; and Ru*, respectively.

2.1. Outline of the proof. In this subsection we will give the outline of the
proof.

The proof is inspired by Ratner’s original proof of her measure rigidity the-
orem [Rat90a] and recent papers by Lindenstrauss, Mohammadi and Wang
[LM21), LMW?22]. However, compared with previous works, we take a quite
different approach in this paper.

We will start with Fo = a(s)u([1])z for s = t—0,t and analyze the dimension
in directions transversal to the H-orbit direction.

In §5.3] we will show that Fy has certain dimension control in the transversal
direction unless condition (2) in Theorem [L.3 holds. Here we are allowed to
remove an exponentially small proportion from Fy. At this step quantitative
non-divergence results proved in §4] are needed. This is the starting point of
our proof. The argument in this part is similar to the corresponding parts in
[LM21), LMW22].

§5.4] is the crucial part. In this subsection, we will construct a sequence
{F; : i € N} of U-orbits starting from Fy where F; 1 = a(s;)F; for each i > 0.
We will prove that F;;1 has a better dimension control compared with F; (at
a larger scale as a cost). To prove this, we introduce a Kakeya-type model to
study the divergence of nearby U-orbits and calculate the weighted intersection
number of the Kakeya-type model. The outcome of the calculation is the fol-
lowing: Either F;,; has a better dimension control, or the orbit is concentrated
on a small neighborhood of a piece of an orbit of a subgroup isomorphic to
SL(2,R) x R2. The latter case can be ruled out by our Diophantine condition
(see Proposition [5.3). At each step we are allowed to remove an exponentially
small proportion. This part is novel compared with previous works.

The inductive construction given as above will provide a F,, which has good
dimension control along the directions transversal to H-orbit direction. Then
we can apply Proposition 3.1l from §3lto conclude the effective equidistribution.
Proposition B.1] can be proved by following a Van der Corput argument due to
Venkatesh (see [Venl(, §3] and [LM21l, Proposition 4.2] for details).

3. HIGH TRANSVERSAL DIMENSION TO EFFECTIVE EQUIDISTRIBUTION

We will need the following statement to get effective equidistribution from
high transversal dimension control:

Proposition 3.1. There exists € > 0 such that the following holds: For any
e > 0, there exist n,so > 0 depending on € > 0 such that for any s’ > so with
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B=e=", any Borel probability measure p on [B]* with dimension larger than
2 — 0 at scale s', that is, for any interval I C [B]* of length e, we have

p(I) < TP,

any function f € CX(X), and any x € X, we have

<e ™| flls.

/[ [ F0CS utr) s + s drdptin, ) - / fdue
1]2 1

Proof. The statement can be proved by following the proof of [LM21, Propo-
sition 4.2] step by step. O

4. QUANTITATIVE NON-DIVERGENCE

This section is devoted to proving the following quantitative non-divergence
result:

Proposition 4.1. There exists o > 0 such that the following holds: For any
B,s >0, if v € X satisfies that ag(—s)x, ao(s)r & X3, then,

{re[1]: a(s)ul(r)z & X} < 5

Proof. Let us denote x = gI'. By the Kleinbock-Margulis quantitative non-
divergence theorem (cf. [KIe08, Theorem 2.2], [KM98, Theorem 5.2]), if the
statement does not hold then there exists v € A’ Z* (where j = 1 or 2), such
that

max |[a(s)u(r)gv]|| < 1.
rell]
Case 1. v € Z3: Let us denote v/ = a(s)gv = (v}, vh,v}). Then

a(s)u(r)gv = u(re®)v' = (vi, vy + re®vy, vy).

Then ||la(s)u(r)gv|| < 1 implies that |v]| < 1, |vj + re®vs| < 1 for any r € [1].
The latter easily implies that |vj| < 1 and |v4] < e™®. This implies that
|a1(—s)v'|| < e=*/3. Noting that a;(s) = a(s)ag(s), we complete the proof for
Case 1.

Case 2. v € A\°Z% Let us denote v/ = a(s)gv = (v}, v}, v4) where we use
the coordinates with respect to the basis {e; A e3,e; A es,e; Aeg}. Then

a(s)u(r)gv = u(re®)v' = (vi, vy, vy + re®v).
By repeating the same argument as in Case 1, we have |v]], [v5] < 1 and |v}] <
e~* which implies that ||b(—s)v’|| < e=*/3. Noting that b(s) = a(s)ag(—s), we

complete the proof for Case 2.
O

Note that for any # > 0 small enough and any x € X/, BY(8)x embeds
into X injectively.
We will need the following lemma:
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Lemma 4.2. For any > 0, any { > 1 large enough (depending on [3), and
any v € X with a(—0)r € Xgya, if

eXP(ﬁ@Zu +roe' vy + T3€£/2W1)5L‘ = exp(Vv)x

where 11,712,173 € [B], ||(r1,72,73)|| = B/4, and v € By(5). Let us write
2
v = uu+ uut + aa + agag + Z wW;W; + V.
j=1
if we have |u*| < Be™", then ||(vy, wo)|| = Be™/2.

Proof. For a contradiction, let us assume that |u*| < Be™ |vy, wo| < Be=/2.

Let us denote z = gI". Then
exp(rlegu + 7’2€€/2V1 + T3€€/2W1)9 = exp(v)g7,

for some v € I'. For ¢ > 1 large enough, we have v # e. Then we have

exp(—v) exp(riefu + roe*vy + rse*wy) = gyg L.

Then
a(=0)g79~"a(l) = a(=L) exp(—v) exp(rie‘u + roe‘wi)a(()
= exp(—Ad(a(—0))v)exp(riu + ravy + r3wy).
Since |u*| < Be~, |vg, wy| < Be~?, we have ||Ad(a(—¢))v|| < 8. This implies
that
a(=0)gyg~"a(l) € B(B),

which means that BY(8)a(—¢)z does not embed into X injectively. This con-
tradicts to that a(—{)z € Xgi/4. This completes the proof. O

5. DIMENSION CONTROL

5.1. List of constants. We first list all constants we will use later.

Let 01,02 = 107° and dy = 107%. Let # > 0 be the constant from Theorem
B Without loss of generality, we can assume that § < 1071 Let a > 0 be
the constants as in Proposition 4.1 and oy = a/4.

Let C; = 10dy" = 107, &1 = 1072dy0, N, = 10°¢; .

Let £ = ¢ 10"M 3 = ¢=’t and §3 = 10~0e.

5.2. Initial construction of transversal sets. We first introduce some no-
tation.

For ¢ > 1 and a subspace V' C v; + ty generated by some vectors from the
canonical basis of t; + to, namely, {vy2, W2}, let us define

Q(V,0) := {exp(w) : W € Bey 1y (), [lpv(w)|| < B, (5.1)
where py denotes the projection to V' with respect to the canonical basis.
Let us denote

Q"(€) := {h = exp(h) € BY(B), |pw (h)|| < Be*}, (5.2)
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and
RY(0) := {h = exp(h) € B"(8), [pu(h)|| < Be~}. (5.3)

For s1, 59 > 0, let us denote
Q5 = A{exp(w): w €t +ra: [[py (W) < Be™ [[p_(w)|| < B>}, (5.4)

and Qs := Q3.

Let z € X be such that (2) in Theorem [[.3 does not hold. Let us start with
the normalized measure on € = a(s)u([1])x where s = (1 — d;)¢t > 0. This is a
U-orbit of length e®. Let us define F C £ as follows:

Definition 5.1. F C £ is defined by removing from £ points y = a(s)u(r)z €
& satisfying ao(£')a(—L)y & Xpi/a for some 0 < £ < 205t and —20:¢ < £/ < 204t
Let pr denote the normalized U-orbit measure on F.

By Proposition 1] and our assumption on z, it is easy to show that the
removed proportion is O(s?3%?). Therefore,

pe = pir +O(s°52), (5.5)

where g denotes the normalized U-invariant measure on &.

5.3. Initial dimension bound. We shall prove the following proposition:

Proposition 5.2. For any { € [d3t,61t], and any xo € F, we have

pr(QeBY M (B)xo) < e™ ™",

Proof. Let n; = 100dy. Let us divide a(s)u([1])z into pieces of length e™*,
It suffices to show that for each piece £ with F := €N F # 0, and any
Ty € F )
[F 0 QB (B)xo| < em®fem”.

For a contradiction, let us assume that the statement does not hold for
some 79 € F. Then we can find at least e™‘ (where 7, = 1,/4) many x €
FNQuBYH(B)xg, r, € [1] such that

2d0£)

u(re” e = exp(vy)aghyx,

where af € B4(3), h, € BH(3), and v, € B 4r,(Be™). Then x satisfies
7 € Xgia and a(—2dol)r € Xgi/a. By Lemma 2, if we write h, = exp(h,),
we have ||p,-(h,)| > Be~2d¢,

Let us write z = u,z¢ where u, = u(re™) for some r € [1]. Let us fix a
representative gy € G of xy, then we have

u(ree™ )uzgo = exp(ve)ag hutizgo Y,
for some v, € I'. The above equality is equivalent to
90Y290 " = (aShpu,) ™ exp(—v, )u(re? ) u,. (5.6)

Without loss of generality, we can assume that for different x and 2’ as
above, |u_'u,| > e>’.
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For each = we get 7, € I'. We claim that those v,’s are different. In fact, if
there exist z, 2’ such that v, = v,/, then we have

Qdof)

(aghxux)*l exp(—v,)u(rze Uy

2d0€)1tx/.

—(a& hyrtiy) "t exp(—vy Ju(rye

This implies that

2d0€)

exp(vh)(ag) tuy th tugu(r,e

8> 8~

2dof)
)

=exp(vh)(ad ) " u h g (r e

where v/, = —Ad((agh,u,)"')v, and v/, denotes the same expression with z
replaced by 2’. By comparing the t; +t, Ay and H components of both sides,
we have exp(v’) = exp(v’,), a& = a and

Qdof) 2d0£).

u, hy tugu(rge = ul b ugu(ree
This implies that

u(—L)heu(L) = u(re*™)hy, (5.7)
where u(L) = u,uy' and r = r, —rl,. Note that |r| < 1 and |L| > 0%,
|r| < 1 implies that the norm of the right hand side is < e2dot  On the other
hand, the left hand side is equal to

exp(Ad(u(—L))h) = exp(Ad(u(—L))(aoa + aru + axu”))
whose u coordinate is a; + agL + asL?. Since |as| > Be 2% and |L| > e>%f,
we have that
lay + agL + agL?| > Bed®".
Therefore, we have that the equality (B.7) is impossible to hold and conclude
the claim.
Let us consider the adjoint action of G on @?:1 Ng and denote

vg = aAuAu.

Then the stabilizer of vy
Stab(vH) = A()H
Then (5.6) implies that

Yoo vr = exp(Ad(gy )V, )g5 v
The norm of gy 'vg is < [lgy'|*®. Let us estimate the norm of v/. Note
that [Ju,] < €™, we have that the norm of (ath,u,)! is bounded by 2e™’.
Therefore, ||V’ | < e ¢ Let us denote vy = g5 'vr /|9 ‘v ||, then we have

7200 — vo| < V4] < e mL,

Considering the group generated by ~,’s, we have the following two cases:

Case 1: (7,) is abelian.

Case 2: (7,) is not abelian.

For Case 1, we claim that there exists v, whose unipotent part is not
trivial. In fact, if every =, is diagonizable, then they belong to a maximal
torus in Gi. Note that ||v,|| < ™, we have that there are at most 1% different
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7.’s which contradicts to the fact that there are e™* different ~,’s. Note that
v« € SL(3,Z), if ~, has nontrivial unipotent part, it must be unipotent. By
repeating the same argument as in [EMV09], we can find ¢’ € G satisfying
that 7,9 vy = ¢ tvyg and

19" — goll < [1vwvo — voll ||| "0 < emGmmfelimt L =42,

Then ¢'v,¢g'~' € A H. Since 7, is unipotent, we have ¢'v,¢" "t € H. We

claim that the lattice ¢’Z® contains a nonzero vector p satisfying ||p|| < e?"*
and p € Re, + Res. In fact, we can find a basis {p1, p2, p3} of ¢’Z? such that
Ip;Il < NNl < 2|lgoll < 2871 for j = 1,2,3. Since ¢'v,¢'~" is a unipotent
element in H, its fixing vectors

V(grg™) ={peR’: ¢v¢ 'p=p}

has dimension 2. Therefore, ¢'v.¢' 'p; # p; for some j € {1,2,3}. On the
other hand, we have ¢'v,¢'~'p; € ¢'Z*. Thus,

Jdv.9 7 'p; — p; € §7°.

Moreover, since ¢'v,¢'~" € H, it is easy to see that p := ¢'v,¢' 'p; — p; €
Re; + Res. Its norm is bounded by

Ipll < Ipsll+lg" =g eIl < Ipsll+lg Ny~ Hps ]l < 287" +em570 < e

Then for any n3 > 0,
lao(nsl)p|| = 6_’73£/6||p|| < e~ (13/6=2m)C
Let us choose n3 = 247,. Then it is easy to see that

lao(nsl)g" — ao(nsl)gol| < 1

and ag(n3)g'T" € X -2ne. This implies that ag(nsf)gol" € Xgi/2 which contra-
dicts to that gol' = z¢ € F.

Let us consider Case 2. Let us take v = v, and 7/ = ~,» not commuting.
Using the same argument as in Case 1 (again using the argument in [EMV09]),

/1 1—1

we can find we can find ¢’ € G satisfying that v¢' vy = ¢ vy, v'¢ oy =
¢ tvg and
lg" = goll < e™/?
I =1

This implies that ¢'vg'~t, ¢'v'g"' € A{H. Then their commutator

gy 'y g e H.

Then we can use the same argument as in Case 1 to deduce that ag(n3f)gol" &
X174 leading to the same contradiction.
This completes the proof of Proposition O

The following statement tells that the orbit can not be concentrated on a
small neighborhood of a piece of SL(2,R) x R? orbit:

Proposition 5.3. For any x € F, j = 1,2, and any ¢ € [2J3t, 6;1]
pr(Q(ry, ) BY (B)x) < em ™2,
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Proof. Let us prove the statement for j = 1. The proof for j = 2 is similar.
For a contradiction, let us assume that there exists x € F such that

pr(Q(rr, ) B (B)z) > e~ D2,

Let us denote & = ao(¢)x and i = ag(¢),pur. Noting that ao(£)Q(ty, £)BAH (B)x
QZ/QBAOH(B)i, we have that

QB (B)F) > e,
where ¢ = £/2 € [05t, 6,1]. By repeating the argument in the proof of Proposi-

tion 0.2, we can show that (lo(?’]gg)i‘ = ao(l + ngg)x ¢ Xg1/4, which contradicts
to that x € F. This completes the proof.

O

5.4. Dimension Improvement. This subsection is devoted to dimension im-
provement under the action of a(t).
Let us first introduce some definitions:

Definition 5.4. Given a probability measure p on X, we say that u is (d, £)-
good if for any zy € X,

QBN (B)ay) < ™.
We say that p is (d, [(1, ls])-good if it is (d, £)-good for any ¢ € [(1, {5].

According to this definition, Proposition says that pr is (do, [0st, 01t])-
good.

Starting from sg = d1¢/2 and dy, let us define {(d;, s;) : i € N} by s;11 = s;/2
and di+1 = dz + £1.

Starting from Fy = F, we will construct a sequence {F; : ¢ € N} such that
every JF;,1 is constructed by removing a small proportion from a(s;)F;.

In this subsection, we will prove that pr, , has better dimension control
than pz. Similarly to Definition 5.1l by removing an exponentially small
proportion, we can assume that for any x € suppuyr,, any 0 < ¢ < 262t and
=261t < ' <261t ap(')a(—L)x € Xg1/4. By repeating the proof of Proposition
(.2, we have that pz, is (do, [0st, d1t])-good.

Before stating the main statement of this subsection, let us introduce some
notation.

For notational simplicity, for s’ > 0,/ > 0, let us denote

M = a(25") QB (B)a(—25"), (5.8)
I, =y = a(2)BY(B)a(—25"), (5.9)
Qo = Q3,B™(8)Q" (25, (5.10)
and
0. = QuBY(B)Q"(25). (5.11)

For s’ > 0, let us denote

Yy = BAYA(B)BY (Be™2") B, (Be™*) B+ (Be* ) BY (). (5.12)
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For x € X, let us denote
I(z) = Mgz,
Y(z) = Xy
Y(z) can be regarded as a cross-section of II(z) along the U-orbits. For z €
Y (z) C II(z), let us denote
HZ(E) == Hs/,ﬁia
and
Eg(i') = Hg(.f‘) N 2(1‘)
Then X,(Z) can also be regarded as a cross-section of I1,(z) along the U-orbits.
We first prove the following lemma:
Lemma 5.5. Let = a(s;)pr, © € X and s = s;/2. For any dst < € < 01t
and any T € I1(z),
u(Ze(2)) < e e,
Proof. Note that ¥,(Z) is a cross-section of II,(Z) along the U-orbits, and p is
Lebesgue along the U-orbits. We have

u(Se(7)) = 7> u(Tl(2)).
Note that
p(le(2)) = pr,(a(—25")1(2)),
and
a(=25" )1y (Z) = QB (8)a’
where 2/ = a(—2s')z. By repeating the proof of Proposition to F; we have

117, (QeBA M (B)a!) < e,
which concludes the proof. 0

We then introduce a Kakeya-type model to analyze the dimension change
along the U-orbits.

Definition 5.6. Let ' > 0 and u be a probability measure on X defined by
taking the normalized measure on a subset consisting of U-orbits of length
e, Let us fix a playground of the form II(z) = IIyz C X and a cross-section
Y(x) = Xgx. Let us cut II(z) into small pieces each of which is of the form
Q(y) = Qgy. For each piece Q(y) € X(x), let us write

y = ao(y)a(y)u’(r*(y)) exp(w, ) exp(w, u(r(y))z,

where ao(y) € BY(8), a(y) € B4(8), w, )y =
V1, V1 +wi,wi € v r*(y) € [Be™?], and r(y) € [8]. By replacing y with
another element in Q(y), we may ignore ao(y)a(y)u*(r*(y)) and write

y = exp(w, ) exp(w, )u(r(y))z.

Then we assign Q(y) with a curve:

L(y) == {(fy(r), fou(r), fuy(r) - 7 € [T},

where f, f,, and f,, are given as follows: Let us write

= UgyVa + Wo,y,Wo € T~ and w
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u(r) exp(w, ) exp(wy) = ag(r)a(r)u”(f;(r)) exp(f_, (1)) exp(fy y (r))u(f,(r)),
where a(r) € BA(f), ao(r) € BY(B), f;(r) € [Be=?], f_,(r) € r~ and

f. ,(r) € r*. Then f,, and f,, are v; and wy, respectively, coordinates of
f, ,. In fact, it is straightforward to check that

2ruvg
» = > , 5.13
funlr) = gyt oy (513
—21rwsy
w = =7 4 , 5.14
Juy(r) 2 — rusway Wiy (5.14)
and
2 2 — fo w

fy(T) _“r T+ 2rwy sy i w1 U1y = Joy(T) fwy(r) (5.15)

2 —+ rvg,ywz,y 2

Let 7 (y) denote the Se~*-neighborhood of £(y). We then assign 7 (y) with
a weight

W(y) = u(Q(y))-

For T (y1) and T (y2), let us define A(y;,y2) as follows: By replacing ys with
another element in Q(ys), we can write

Yo = exp(w ) exp(wH)u(r)y,

where w— = v9vy + wawy € r~. Then we define

A(y1,y2) = (v2, ws). (5.16)

Let us call the collection of tubes {7 (y)} with weights {WW(y)} the Kakeya-
type model for (u,II(z)).

The following lemma tells the connection between the dimension change
along the U-orbits and the Kakeya-type model:

Lemma 5.7. Let us fix u, ' > 0 and X(x) C II(z) as above. Then for any
Qy1) and Q(ya) from X(x), the following two statements are equivalent:

(1). There exist Ly, Ly € [€*'] with |Ly — Ly| < B|Ly1| and y; € Qy;) for
Jj = 1,2 such that u(Ly)y; and u(Ly)yh are contained in the same neighborhood
of the form O(z);

(2). T(y1) intersects T(y2) at L = fy,(L1) = fy,(L2) where |[L— L;| < B|Ly|
and |Lj — L;| < BIL| for j =1,2.

Moreover, if one of the above holds, then for any |L;| < e || A(y1, y2)|| 7,
there exists Ly with |L} — Lb| < B|L}| such that w(Ly+ L})y; and u(Ls + L))y}
are contained in the same neighborhood of the form ©(z').

Proof. Without loss of generality, let us assume that y; =  and denote y» by
Y.
By replacing y with another element in (y), we can write

y = exp(w,, ) exp(w, )u(r(y))z.
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Suppose statement (1) holds for Ly, Ly. Then there exist Ly, Ly such that
|L; — L;j| < B|Lj| for j = 1,2 and u(Ly)x, u(Lse)y are contained in the same
©(2'). Let us consider u(Ls)y:

u(La)y = u(Ly) exp(w, ) exp(w, Ju(r(y))e
= ao(La)a(La)u*(f;(L2)) exp(f-,(La)) exp(fr y (L2))ulfy(L2))a.
Note that
Iy (La)| < Be™.
We then have
Iy (L)l < Be
which implies 7 (y) and 7 (z) intersect at L = f,(Ly). This proves that state-
ment (2) holds.

Using similar argument, we can prove that (2) implies (1) and the second
part of the lemma. O

Let us introduce a coordinate system for different §2(2')’s in a fixed O(z):

Definition 5.8. Given O(z), we can assign every (z') C ©(z) a box of size
Be=3" in R? as follows. By replacing 2’ with another element in Q(2'), we can
write

7 =exp(w)z
for some w~ = v9vy + waewy € r™. Then we can assign {2(z') with the box of

size fe~3" centered at (v, ws) and call it the coordinate box of Q(z'). Let us
call (vq, ws) the coordinate of Q(z’).

We also need the following lemma:

Lemma 5.9. Let us fix a cross-section X(Z). For Q(y1), Qy2) € X(T), we say
that T (y1) and T (y2) intersect with parameter r if there exists ro such that
u(r)yr and u(ry)ys are contained in the same ©(z). Note that r is not unique.
But any two paramters r,r’ satisfy |r — r'| < B|r|.

Let ©(z) and Q(y) be in X(x). Suppose there exists 2 € O(z) such that

2 = exp(wh)u(ry)y,

where w = vyvy +wywy. Let (Xo,Yy) denote the coordinate of Q(2'). Then
the coordinate box of all )(Z) € O(z) such that T (Z) and T (y) intersect with

parameter |r| > %e** is contained in a B¢ neighborhood of a hyperbola
(X = Xo)(Y = Yo) + v (X — Xo) +wy (Y = Yp) =0,
or a straight line
v H(X = Xo) +wi (Y —Yp) =0,
in [B)? C R?.
Proof. Without loss of generality, let us assume |w;| > |v1|. The opposite case
can be handled similarly.
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Suppose 2" = exp(w™ )z’ (where W~ = v9Vy 4+ waws) satisfies that T (") N

T (y) # 0. Then by (5.13), (5I4), and (5I5), we have that
u(r)z" = ao(r)a(r)u”(f*(r)) exp(f-(r)) exp(£y.(r))u(f(r))y,
where £, (r) = fu(r)vi + fu(r)wi,

210y
fo(r) = m + vy,
and )
—ZTW9
Julr) = 2 — rugwy s

Suppose for some |r| > B%e?', we have |f,(7)|,|fu(r)] < e . Let us denote
A = vowy/2. Then we have

P A = 2140 orY), (5.17)
U1
and
-1 W2 v a—
r—A=—(1+0( w)). (5.18)
w1y
Note that |r~' > 72" > 8272 > |A|. Since |r| > B%*', we get
|va /v, |wa/wn| < B2, (5.19)

Moreover, (B.18) and (5.I7) imply that
Vawy + V7 vy + witwy = O(B7 27 o) + O(B7 2 wih).
This implies that (v, w,) is contained in f~2e~3
bola

neighborhood of the hyper-

(X = Xo)(Y = Yp) + o7 (X = Xo) +wi (Y = ¥p) = 0.

Also note that when |v;| < 7% ~%|w;|, the hyperbola is 72¢3*" close to the
straight line

v H X — Xo) +wiHY —Yy) = 0.
s' neighborhood of the straight line. [
Remark 5.10. In fact, by (5I9), we have that if ||(vi, w;)|| < e 7¢, then

(va, wo) || < B2,

This implies that the curve can be restricted to (X, Yp) + [872e~* 2.

In this case we can consider it as 37 2¢73

Let us denote the neighborhood of the curve by C(T(y),z) C [Be ]2
By Q(z) € C(T(y),z), we mean the coordinate box of €(Z) is contained

in C(T(y),z). It is easy to see that there exists a surface, whose f~2¢~*-

neighborhood is denoted by S(7 (y), z) € R? such that
T(2) € S(T(y), 2).

Let us introduce the following structure-randomness decomposition of a mea-
sure
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Definition 5.11. Let s’ > 0 and p be a probability measure on X defined

by taking the normalized measure on a subset consisting of U-orbits of length

e*'. For a fixed playground II(z) = Ilyz, let us consider its corresponding

Kakeya-type model. To fit our case, let us assume that the weight of 7T (y)
satisfies that W(y) < e 2% e for every tube T (y). Then every neighbor-
hood ©(z) = O42 C II(x) corresponds to a collection of tubes passing through
p. = (72, V1, w1 ). By Lemma [5.9 for every €2(y), there is a corresponding
curve
C(T(y),2) C [B) C R
It is easy to see that the sum of weights of tubes in C(7 (y), z) is at most
672625’672@3’6723’ _ 672672@3"

A curve C(T (y), z) is called highly concentrated if the sum of weights of tubes
in C(T (y), 2) is at least e 7C151'¢ =245’ Let us take all U-orbits corresponding
to tubes contained in highly concentrated curves and define a measure pp.
Then p admits the following decomposition:

M= Vejbe + Vpp.
Let us call u, the random component of 4 and pup the structured component

of .

Recall that starting from Fy = F, we want to construct a sequence {(F;, s;)}
such that F;;; is a subset of a(s;)F; with a better dimension control.

The following proposition is the goal of this subsection:
Proposition 5.12. Suppose that F; is (d;, s;)-good. Then p = a(s;).px, ad-
mits a decomposition.:

M= VR, UR; T Vit1fhiy1 + Vplp,

such that vg, = O(B), up is the structured component of p as in Definition
(211, and iy is (d; + €1, Siv1)-good. Recall that s; 1 = s;/2.

Proof. Let us denote s’ = s;,1. We claim that our hypotheses on F; implies
that for any Q(y) = Q,.y, we have u(Q(y)) < e~ 2'e2%%' In fact,
p(y)) = pr(a(=25)2y)).
Note that
a(—25")Q(y) = Qv B*(B)R" (2')y/
where y' = a(—2¢")y. Noting that pz is a normalized measure on U-orbits,
we have

17 (Qae BY(B)RM(25)y') < ¢ 11z, (Qa B (B)y)).
By our hypothesis, we have

17 (Qae BRI (B)y') < €720
which implies the claim.
Let us write
M= Vel + Vpip,
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as in Definition B.T11
For v,u,, we have two cases:
Case 1. v, < [3;
Case 2. 1, > .
For Case 1, we can put

HR; = Hr and g1 = 0,
and we are done.
Now let us handle Case 2, namely, v, > (. In this case, by the definition

of u., we have the corresponding Kakeya-type model does not have any highly
concentrated curves.

For every neighborhood O(z) = Oz, we call it a small neighborhood if
Mt(@(z)) < 6—25’6—(di+61)s"

Otherwise we call it a big neighborhood.
Let R; denote the union of all orbits contained in big neighborhoods. Then
it suffices to show that p.(R;) < 5.

For integer j > 1, let us denote
2;(2) == Ey ;2 C O(2),
where
ES/ = S+jQH(S,)

Given a big neighborhood ©(z), we call ©(z) bad if there exists Z¢, ., (2") C

©(z) such that
pe(Ecrens (2) 2 (1= B)pe(O(2)).

Otherwise we call it a good neighborhood. Let R; denote the union of good
(and big) neighborhoods.

Let us first prove p.(R;) < .

For a contradiction, let us assume u.(R;) > f.

For every y € R;, if

[u([e* Dy NRi| = 2>,

we will call it a good point. Otherwise we call it a bad point. Then it is easy
to see that the collection of bad points has p-measure < 32. Therefore, the
collection of good points, denoted by R}, has p,-measure > 3.

Now let us cut II(z) into pieces each of which is a cross-section with respect
to the U-direction of the form

( ) =Xy

for some 7 € u([e*'])z. We call £(z) good if

(R OS(@)) > Fn(5().
Otherwise we called it bad.

Now let us fix a good cross-section ¥(z). Let us consider its corresponding
Kakeya-type model and calculate the following weighted intersection number:



EFFECTIVE RATNER 21

We take the sum of W(y;)W(y2) for all pairs T (y;) and T (y2) intersecting
each other with parameter |r| > (2e*" and y; € R; or y» € R;. Let us denote

it by S(X(7)).
Now for a fixed 7T (y) with y € R}, we have that

Yy R > .
For every § € u([e*'])y N R}, we have
1:(0()) = e e ditens,

By Lemma 5.7, every €2(Z) C ©(g) corresponds to some Q(z) from ¥(z) with
T (2) interesecting T (y).

Let us only consider €2(z) such that Q(2) C O(7)\ZE¢,¢,s (7), or equivalently,
2(z) such that

1Ay, 2)]| = e+, (5.20)
Noting that 1.(0(7) \ Ec,e,5 (7)) = Bu(O(y)) by the definition of R;, by
v)

running over all Q(2) C O(9) \ E¢,e,s(7), we have that the contribution from
O(y) to S(3(x)) is at least

BW()e(O(F)) = BW(y)e 2 e (diten)s”,

By (5.20) and Lemma [E.7, each such intersection can cover at most e“151*
of the whole u([e**'])y orbit Therefore, from the orbit we can find at least
[2e(2-Cre0)s” > (2-2C1e1)s" (ifferent ¢’s. Therefore, we have that the contribu-
tion from the whole orbit u([e?*])y to S(X(Z)) is at least

ﬁW( ) —2s' (di+51)s’€(2720151)s/ _ W(y)ef(dﬂrllclsl)s/.
By running over all Q(y) € R, N X(Z), we get
S(X(Z)) > the 4G o’
where m = p.(3(2)).
On the other hand, let us get an upper bound on S(3(7)).
For any 7 (y) and ©(z) with z € R;, let us consider all Q(z') C ©(z) such
that the corresponding tubes intersect with parameter |r| > (22’ Note that

Q(2") € C(T(y), z). Since u, does not have any highly concentrated curves, we
have that the contribution to S(X(z)) from 7 (y) and all such 7 (%) is

_ I og.d _od _ b o
< W(y)e@ 70151)56 2d7,5€ 28" _ W(y)e 7015156 QdZS.

Since z € R;, the p-measure of each O(2) is at least e~ (4+e)5'e=2" and the

measure of ¥(Z) is at most e=>', we have that there are at most e%* et
different ©(z) from ¥(z). Thus the total contribution to S(X(z)) with a fixed
T (y) and all possible O(z) is at most

W(y)6770181Sleizdisledis/eglsl = W(y)€*601€18'6*d¢8'.
By running over all W(y), we get

S(X(2)) < e 6C1e18 o —dis”
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This implies that
e 1Cies o ~dis’ < o ~6C1ers’ =dis’
which leads to a contradiction. This proves that p.(R;) < .
We then prove that u.(R; \ R;) < 2.
Let us divide R; \ R; into

3s
U R

j=Cie1s
where R, ; denotes the union of big ©(z)’s such that there exists Z;(2') C ©(z)

satisfying
i(E5()) = (1= BY (O(2)),
and
pe(E41(2") < (1= B)m(E;(2))
for any =;44(2") C E;(%).
Then it suffices to show that u.(R;;) < ° for all j > 1
Let R} ; denote the union of Z;(z) with

1e(E5(2)) = (1= Ble e (@ten
and
pe(E541(2) < (1= B)e(E;(2))
for any Z;,1(2") C Z;(2). To prove pu(Ri;) < [°, it suffices to show that
(R ;) < B°.
For a contradiction, let us assume that pu(R;;) > #°. Using similar argu-

ments as above, we can get a subset R}, C R} ; such that p(R};) > £* and

for any y € R;'],

u( )y NRY| > fle.

Let us choose a cross-section (Z) such that
1 (B(T) NRY)) = B pe(B(2)).

Now let us consider the sum S;(X(Z)) of weighted intersection number
W(y1)W(ys) where Q(y1), Qy2) C X(Z) satisfies T (y1) and T (y2) intersect

with parameter |r| > 8%, one of Q(y1), Q(y) is contained in R ;, and
|AG g2l € [, 27,
Let us first get the lower bound on S;(%(7)). For any fixed Q(y) C RY; N
¥(z), we have that
u(le )y N RY| > e

For any ¢’ € u([e*'])y N'RY, we have that

’L]’
,Ut(ij(y )) 2 (1 . ﬁ)j€72s’€,(di+s1)3/

and

pe(Z51(y) < (1= B)e(E5(y)-
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It is easy to see that every Q(y5) C Z;(y') \ Zj41(y’) corresponds to some
Qy2) € X(x) with T(y) N T (y2) # 0 and

1Ay, y2)ll € [, 2e7 7).
This will contribute at least
WH)ie(E5(Y)N\Ej1(y) > W) B(1=p) e e B > W(y)em?em (@2

to S;(X(z)). Since ||A(y, ya)|| = e=¥~7, each intersection can cover at most ¢’
of the orbit u([e**'])y. Therefore, there are at least 3%e?* =7 different =;(y/)’s.
This implies that for this fixed Q( ), the contribution to §;(X(Z)) is at least

ﬁ4 2s’ ]W( ) (d +2¢e1)s > W( ) (di+3e1)s’ ]
This implies that
SH(2(2) 2 pe(RY, N D&)A 5 e (Geiens =,

where m = . (X(7)).
Now let us get an upper bound on S;(3()).
For a fixed (y») € X(Z) and Z;(2) C X(7)N'R}, let us consider all Q(y,) C

Z,(z) such that T (y1) and T () intersect with parameter |r| > 5%¢*', and

1A(y1, y2)|| € [678/7%2@7‘5!]']-

It is easy to see that if =;(2) is not contained in ¥;(ys), then Z;(z) does not
contain any €2(y;) satisfying the conditions. For Z;(2) C 3,;(y2), such Q(y1)’s
are contained in C(7 (y2), z) as in Definition [E.ITl The sum of those W(y;)’s

1S at most

5 o Lol i .ol
625 Je 236 2d;s — e Je 2dzs‘

By Lemma [5.5 we have

He(B5(y2)) < e e,
Noting that j1,(Z;(2)) = (1 — B)7e % e~(d+e0s" there are at most
€f2s’€fdoj
(]_ _ ﬁ)je—Qs’e—(di-‘rel)s’

different Z;(2) contained in X;(y2). Thus, for the fixed 2(y2), the contribution
to S;(X(z )) is at most

=(1- 6)*j€*doje(di+€1)s/

W(y2)(1 6) ]e_dOje(di+€1)S/6_j6_2di8/ < QW(ZU?)e_dOje(di""al)s/e_je_Qdisla
since (1 — 8)77 < 2. Therefore, we get
S,(5(2)) < 207 (er2) =i =2’ _ g o=doj (=)~

This upper bound is larger than the lower bound because dyj > dqCie18 >
10e;s’. This leads to a contradiction.

This completes the proof. 0



24 L. YANG

6. THE STRUCTURED COMPONENT

This section is devoted to the study of the structured component pp of u.
First note that by repeating the argument in the proof of Proposition [5.12]
we can prove the following statement for pp:

Proposition 6.1. Suppose pr, is (d, s;)-good. Let p = a(s;)«fiz,, fe, and pp
be as above. Then after removing an exponentially small proportion, up is
(d — 0161, Si+1)—900d.

Let us decompose jiz, as

HF; = HF;1 + JF2

where pr, 1 is (d; + (Cy + 1)e1, s;)-good and pz, o satisfies that for any x €
SUPPHF;,2,
Mfi?(QSiBAOH(B)x) > e~ (diH(Crtlen)s:, (61)

By Proposition [6.1] we have that a(s;).«uz, 1 is (d; + €1, si4+1)-good. Therefore,
it suffices to show that a(s;).jtz, 2 is (d; + €1, sit1)-good. Later in this paper,
we can assume that pur, = p1z, 2, namely, for any = € suppuz,,

N (6:2)
Under this assumption, we have that for any = € suppp,
,U’(Q(l‘)) > 6_28/6_2(di+(01+1)€1)8/. (63)

By Proposition [6.1] there exists € C X with exponentially small measure such
that for x € X'\ €,
ip(O(x)) < e e @=Crens (6.4)

Thus, if d; < 2—7C €1, then we will not have any highly concentrated surfaces.
Therefore, later in this paper, we can assume that

We will prove the following statement:

Proposition 6.2. For 2 — 7C1e; < d; < 4 — 101Cey, we have up is (d; +
€1, Sz‘+1)'900d-

We first define the following property:

Definition 6.3. Given Q(y) and ©(z), a surface S = S(T(y), z) is called
integrable if the corresponding curve C = C(7T (y), z) is highly concentrated
and there are at least e(*~120€10)" different Q(y') such that 7 (y') is contained
in S.

We need the following lemma on integrable surfaces.

Lemma 6.4. Suppose a highly concentrated curve C = C(T (y), z) has equation
(X = Xo)(Y = Yo) + oy (X = Xo) +wi (Y = Yp) =0,
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with ||(vy, wy)|| = e~ Then the corresponding surface S = S(T (y), 2)

is integrable only if
!
‘,U1| < 612001513,

or

|'LU1 ‘ g 612001518, )

Proof. By Lemma B9, for |vi| < e 715 or |w,| < e 71" C is a straight
line

v (X — Xo) +wi (Y —Yp) =0.
It is easy to see that this case C can be contained in an integrable surface.

Now let us assume that |vq], |w| > o~ TC1e1s’

Let us fix Q(zp) C C and consider all Q(y’) such that
C=C(T(y) =)
and
2o = exp(vy,y V1 + Wi,y wWi)u(ry )y’
Let us denote by M(C, zy) the collection of those Q(y')’s. Let us fix Q(yo) €
M(C, zy) and write
2o = exp(v1vi + wiwq)u(r)yo.
Then C has equation
(X = Xo)(Y = Yp) + vy (X = Xo) +w; (Y = ¥p) =0,
where (X, Yp) is the coordinate of 2(zp). Without loss of generality, let us
assume that (Xo, Yy) = 0. Then the equation reads
XY + o' X +wi'Y =0.
Then for any Q(y') € M(C, z9) such that
2o = exp(vy,y V1 + wi Wi )u(ry )y,
we get the equation of C also reads
XY + v X +wp,Y =0.

35 neighborhood of the curve

In other words, this curve is contained in f~2e~
XY + o' X +wy'Y =0.
Let us assume that |w;| > |v1|. The opposite case can be handled similarly.
Let us denote

w W
k=1 and ¥ = ¥
U1 U1,y
Then the curves can be written as
-Y
X=—— — andX=——.
wY +k’ an wy Y + K
Then we have for all Y € [e=~TC1=18],
Y Y )
< 6—26—35 ]

w1Y —f- k’ - wlyy/Y —f- k’/
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This implies that
’Y + _ K-k

Wy —W1

1Y -+ k| . |’U]17y/Y -+ k/|

< ﬁf2€73s’.

Y1 =yl

Let us denote
k| € [e, 2¢1).
Then it is easy to show that
K| € [e"/2, 4¢"].

We have the following two cases:

CASE 1. |k — k| < e ' |w; — wyy|;

CASE 2: |k — k| > e |w; — wyy|.

Let us first consider CASE 1. In this case we have

—25'—14C1e18"'—2¢ —2 —3s'
|UJ1 - wl,y’|6 < B € )

namely,
|w1 . wl,y’| < 5_26_5/61401818l6%.
Then
|l€ . /ﬂ/‘ < efs"wl . w17y/| < ﬁ726725’€1401515’€22.
Then there are at most ¢%C1¥15'¢? different Q(y') contained in M(C, z). If
lvy| > e!?0C1515 then
s < |k‘| < es/—12001515/

which implies that there are at most e2*'~120¢1e15" different Q(y’) contained in
M(C, ). By running over all (zy) C C, we have that there are at most

)

648/—1200161 s’

different Q(y’) contained in S(7 (y), z). This completes the proof for CASE
1.

Now let us consider CASE 2. In this case we have

‘/ﬂ N k/|€75’7701€15’72£ < ﬁ726735’

Y
namely,
|k3 . ]{/’,| < 6_26_25,6701615,6%.
Then
|w1 i wl,y’| < €Sl|/€ . k‘,| < 6_2€_Sl6701€18l62€.

Then there are at most %0¢1¢15' ¢ different (y’) contained in M(C, zy). If
lvy| > e!20C1515" then

et < |k‘| < 65’—12001515’

which implies that there are at most ¢'~120¢1e1s" different Q(y’) contained in
M(C, zp). By running over all €(zy) C C, we have that there are at most

)

648/—1200161 s’

different Q(y’) contained in S(7 (y), z). This completes the proof for CASE
2.
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Combining these two cases, we complete the proof. 0

Remark 6.5. In fact, we show the following: If a highly concentrated curve
C: XY +v;'X +w'Y =0
satisfies that
k| = Jwi/v1] € [¢f, 2¢7,
then there are at most 2" +2(+60C1e1s" different ()(y') contained in S (the surface
determined by C).

120C1 €18’ and

Let P; denote the collection of integrable surfaces with |v;| < e
P, denote the collection of integrable surfaces with |w;| < e120C1e1s’

Py corresponds to the subgroup

H, = {[1 Wi.weRhe SL(2,R)} >~ SL(2,R) x R?,

h
and P, corresponds to the subgroup
Hy = { {i Bl Ve R? h € SL(2,R)} >~ SL(2,R) x R2.

For 2 — 7C1e; < d; < 2+ 800C ¢4, it is possible that up is concentrated on
an integrable surface. The following statement tells this obstruction is ruled
out by Proposition

Proposition 6.6. For 2 — 7C1e; < d; < 2+ 800C ey, up does not admit an
integrable surface.

Proof. For a contradiction, let us assume that there exists an integrable surface
S from P; for p. Note that pr, = a(—2s").pu and a(—2s")S is contained in a
neighborhood of the form Q(t;, ¢)B4#(3)z where { = s’ — 120C;e,s’ and
Z = a(—2¢")x. Then it implies that
pA Qe OB (B)F) > e 5 =t
which contradicts to Proposition [(£.3] O
Now we have equipped to prove Proposition

Proof of Proposition[6.2 For a contradiction, let us assume that there is a
subset R C suppup with measure > ( such that for each z € R,

,U’P(@(Z>> > 6725’67(d¢+51)s/.

By replacing R with R \ &, we can assume that (6.4]) holds for any z € R.

By repeating the argument in the proof of Proposition £.12], we have that
to avoid a contradiction, there must be at least

o o /
€2dzs €d18 e 14Cie15

highly concentrated curves, counting multiplicity. Therefore, there exists R’ C
R with measure > (32, such that for any ©(z) C R/, counting multiplicity, there
are at least ¢2%5'e=15C1=15" highly concentrated curves contained in ©(z).
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First note that it is enough to show that those highly concentrated curves
can cover at least e®*'+20¢1e1s" different (2(2'). In fact, if this holds, then by
([6.3), we have that

pp(0(2)) > ¥ el 10Ces,

which contradicts to (6.4)).

Now we aim to show that these curves cover at least e®®+20C1e15" different
Q).

We first consider the case where most of the curves are contained in inte-
grable surfaces. For 2 — 7Ce; < d; < 2+ 800C ¢, Proposition above tells
that there is no integrable surfaces. So, let us assume d; > 2 + 800C' &;.
Then there are at least e2%* =45 ¢=15C1e15" different highly concentrated curves.
Without loss of generality, we can assume that those curves are all contained in
integrable surfaces of type P;. Note that in this case every highly concentrated
curve is contained in a neighborhood of the form (X, Yp) + [fe~28'+120C1e15]
[Be=*]. Let us denote the neighborhood by N(Xy,Yp) and cut [Be=]? into
union of those neighborhoods:

B = |J N,
i<efl
where ¢ = s’ — 120C,¢,5.
Now let us estimate the number of {2(z’)’s covered by these highly concen-
trated curves. Our goal is to show that they cover at least

edi s'+20C1e1s’

different Q(2')’s.
Counting multiplicity, these curves cover at least

€2d¢ s'—2s’ 671501 e1s’

Q(2') € O(2). If every Q(2) is counted for at most e%*'~25¢=35C1e15" times,
then we are done. Now let us assume that some Q(z;) C ©(z) is counted for at
least e%is'~25'¢=35C1e15" times. Then the highly concentrated curves containing
Q(21) cover at least e%*'e=3°C115" different Q(2”)’s. Moreover, all these highly
concentrated curves are contained in some N;,. Let us consider all highly
concentrated curves contained in A;,. We claim that counting multiplicity,
there are at most e2%%'~800C1e1s" highly concentrated curves. In fact, fixing
Q') € N;y, we have that for any Q(y) such that C(T (y),z) C N, after
replacing y with another element in Q(y)

y = exp(w)u(r)z/,
Where A%% e tl —'— t2 Wlth ‘pvl (W)‘ < 612001618/’ and ‘pVQ(W)‘ < 6_2S/+12001618/.
Then
a(=25")Q(y) C Q(v1, ) B (5)z
for £ = —s' + 120C,¢;5" and Z = a(—2s")z'. By Proposition 5.3

pr, (Q(r, () BYH(B)2) L emDt/? < g=90Cha1s",
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This proves the claim.

We then repeat the above argument for all highly concentrated curves out-
side NV, and get Q(z) and at least %% ~25¢=35C1e1s" (ifferent curves con-
tained in N, containing Q(z;) which cover at least e%*'e=3°C1e1s" different
Q(2") C N,,. By the claim, this argument can be repeated for at least ¢*00¢1e1’
times and get at least

o / ’ o /
edzs e 35C1e1s 640001618 2 edzs +20C1e1s

different €2(2’)’s covered. This completes the proof for this case.

We then turn to the case where the contribution of integrable surfaces can
be ignored. Using a dyadic pigeonhole principle, we can only consider highly
concentrated curves

(X = Xo)(Y = Yo) + o7 (X = Xo) +wi (Y = ¥5) =0,

satisfying that |k| = |w;/v;| € [ef, 2¢°] for some |¢| < s’ — 120C,e1s". Without
loss of generality, we can assume that ¢ > 0. By Remark [6.5 we have that
every highly concentrated curve can be counted for at most e +2(+60Cie1s’
times. Therefore, there are at least

62di8/6—1501€18/ —25'—20—60C1e15"

e — 6(2di—2)8/—2f6—7501618’

different highly concentrated curves in ©(z). Every curve covers at least
e?'=7C1e1s" (different Q(2’)’s. Thus, counting multiplicity, they cover at least
eQdiS/—Qfe—QOClelsl Q(Z,)7S.

Our goal is to show that they cover at least

edi s'+20C1e1’

different 2(2).
If every Q(z2') is covered by at most

Lol _ ’
edzs 2€€ 110C 15

different highly concentrated curves, then we are done. Now let us assume
that some Q(zy) is covered by at least

Lol _ !’
edzs 2€€ 110C1e1s

different curves. Without loss of generality, let us assume that the coordinate
of (zp) is 0. Then every curve passing through €(zy) is of the form

XY +o' X +w'Y =0.

Let ££ denote the set of highly concentrated curves passing through €Q(zp).

Now let us consider the following process:

Step 0: We start with £9 = () and B, = 0.

Step j + 1: Suppose £; and B; have been constructed. We pick a highly
concentrated curve C € ££ such that the number of points contained in C but
not contained in B, is > €2 ~71¥15’ Then we define £;1; = £; U {C} and
PBjr1 =P; UC. If we can not pick such a curve, then we stop the process.
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When the process is stopped, say at step n, let us take any curve C € ££\ £,,.

Then by the rule of the process, we have that at least € ~7¢1¢15" points in C
are covered by curves from £,. Let the equation of C be

XY +o' X +w'Y =0.
Using the dyadic pigeonhole principle, we have that at least €25 ~7¢1¢15" points

in C are covered by curves from £, whose equation
XY 407X + Y =0,

satisfies that |w, — w}| € [e¥™™, 2¢¥~™]. Moreover, we can choose m as
the minimum of m’ satisfying the condition. By direct calculation, we can
show that each such curve is contained in the e~ ~"~2¢ neighborhood of C,
and can cover at most e™t2+7C1e1s" different Q(2') of C. Therefore, there
are at least e%'~m=2-14C1=15" quch curves. Then these curves cover at least
e’ —m=2=21Ces" different Q(2') in the e~*'~™~2¢ neighborhood of C. Let us
call it a (¢, m)-neighborhood. It is easy to see that there are at most e**'~2m—4
different curves from ££ which can be contained in the (¢, m)-neighborhood.
Then every curve from ££ \ £, is contained in some (¢, m’)-neighborhood
which is e=2'¢1=15"_almost filled (at least e*s'~—™~2=21C1e1s" different Q(2') are
covered) by curves from £,. Again by a dyadic pigeonhole principle, we can
find a minimal m such that at least S-proportional curves from ££ is con-
tained in some (¢, m)-neighborhood which is e~2'¢115'_almost filled by curves
from £,. Suppose we have 91 different such (¢, m)-neighborhoods. Then they

cover at least
m64s/—m—2€—2101€18/

different Q(2'). If

M > edis’—4s’+m+2f+4101615’7
then we are done. Now suppose that

N < edis’74s/+m+2£+410151s’

Note that every (¢, m)-neighborhood can contain at most
e4s’f2mf4€

different curves from ££. We have

m€4s’f2m742 > edis’f%eflloclms”

which implies that
N > elhis 4 +2m+20-110C e15
This implies that
m < 151Ce;5.
In this case, a (¢, m)-neighborhood is contained in the e
the straight line

—s'=20_peighborhood of
v X +wtY =0.
Note that every (¢, m)-neighborhood contains at least

648/725717201518/
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different Q(z’). If £ < 10'°Ce; s/, then it covers at least

4s'—3x1010C g1’ d;is'+20C €15’
e > e

different Q(2’). Then we are done. Now let us assume that ¢ > 101°C\e; s/
These (¢, m)-neighborhoods can cover at least

d;s'—4s'+20—110C1 618" 48" —20—172C1 15’

e e — €d¢8/728201€18/

different €2(2’). Similarly to the case where most curves are integrable, in this
case, all Q(z’) covered by these (¢, m)-neighborhoods are contained in

N = (Xo,Yo) + e~ x [Be™],
for some (Xy, Yp).

We claim that counting multiplicity, there are at most

2d¢8/€7d05/2 g e2d¢sl 7100001518/

(& (&

highly concentrated curves contained in N*. In fact, fixing Q(2') € N¥, we
have that for any Q(y), such that C(T(y),z) C N, after replacing y with
another element in €(y), the following holds:

!/

y = exp(w)u(r),
where w € t; + to with |py, (W)| < e¥ 74, and |py,(W)| < e ¥ ~¢. Then
a(—25")2(y) € Q(v1, ) B ()Z,
where Z = a(—2¢')2’. By Proposition 5.3
117 (Q(tr, ) BMH (5)3) < emd0l/? < o=1000C1218"

This implies the claim.
Similarly to the case where most curves are integrable, we can repeat the
above argument for curves outside N, we can get another

Ny = (X2, Vo) + [ x [Be™]

disjoint with N which also contains at least

edi s'—282Ce1s’

different Q(2'). By our claim, this process can be repeated for at least ¢500¢1e1%’

times which gives at least

edis/728201515’680001515/ > edis/JrQOClsls/

different €2(2).
This completes the proof. 0
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7. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

We are equipped to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[1.3. By Proposition 5.2, we have that pz, is (do, So)-good.

Applying

Proposition B.12] and 6.2] we get that pz is (d;, s;)-good, where

d; = dy + i, and s; = 27%sy;. We can proceed this inductive construction
until d; > 4 — 6. Then by applying Proposition B.I we have that a(2s;).pz, is
effectively equidistributed. Noting that px, is a component of a(t —2s;)u([1])z,
we complete the proof. O
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