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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/I' admits a G-invariant probability measure. Let
U = {u(r) : » € R} be a one-parameter subgroup of G. For any x € X, the
closure of the U-orbit Uz of x is a closed L-orbit Lx for some Lie subgroup
L C G. Moreover, Uz is equidistributed in Lx with respect to the unique L-
invariant probability measure uy, namely, for any f € CX(X) (where C°(X)
denotes the space of smooth functions on X with compact support),

1 [T
lim — u(r)z)dr = dper,.
Jim 7 [ s = [ fa

Since Ratner’s proof relies on her measure classification theorem (cf. [Rat90al,
[Rat90b], [Rat91la]) which proves Raghunathan’s conjecture, 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 (T
[ i [ e
0 Lz

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], [EMVQ9], [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 effec-
tive equidistribution results. For G being nilpotent, effective version of Rat-
ner’s theorem was established by Green and Tao [GT12]. For G = SL(2,R),
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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 uni-
tary representations of semisimple groups to establish effective equidistribu-
tion. See [Sar82|, [Bur90], [FEF03], [SUL5] and [Str04] for works in this set-
ting. In fact, equidistribution for this case was proved before Ratner’s the-
orem, see [Fur73], [DS84]. Using similar argument one can also establish
effective equidistribution results for horospherical unipotent orbits in homo-
geneous spaces. See [KM12|, [Edw21] for result in this setting. Using tech-
niques from Fourier analysis, 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 refered
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 [LMW22] established effective Ratner’s theorem for unipotent or-
bits in G/I" where G = SL(2,R) x SL(2,R) and SL(2, C). The reader is refered
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 [LM14] an effective density result for unipotent orbits in
SL(3,R)/SL(3,Z) and applied it to prove an effective version of Oppenheim’s
conjecture. Recently, Lindenstrauss and Mohammadi [LM21] established an
optimal effective density result or unipotent orbits in G/I" for G = SL(2, R) x
SL(2,R) and SL(2,C).

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

Given a 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.
For an interval I C R, let |I| denote the length of I. 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 special 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 01

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

2
Xg:={r =gl € X :|gv| = B for any v € Z* or /\Z3.} (1.2)

By Mabhler’s criterion, every compact subset of X is contained in Xg.
For t € R, let us denote
ot/3
ag(t) := e /6 € G, (1.3)
o—t/6

and
a(t) := et/? €eq. (1.4)
ot/
We will prove the following result concerning effective equidistribution of U-

orbit:

Theorem 1.2. There exist C' > 0, n > 0 and ty > 1 such that for any t > tg
and any x € X, at least one of the following holds:

(1) For any f € C*(X) we have

< Ce || flls,

1/2
| f(u(ret)x)dr—/fd,ug
~1/2

where || - ||s denotes a fized Sobolev norm;
(2) a(—t)ao(t' + O)x & X - eys for some 0 < €' <t and 0.9t < |[¢| < t.

Proving Theorem is equivalent to proving the following theorem:

Theorem 1.3. For any x € G /T, one of the following holds:
(1)

1/2
< Ce ™| flls:

fla(tyu(r)z)dr — / fdue

—-1/2

(2) ag(0' + O)x & K s for some 0 < V' <t and 0.9t < |¢| < t.

In fact, it follows from the following equality:
1/2 1/2

Flatyuma)dr = [ flutre)y)dr,

—-1/2 —-1/2

where y = a(t)x.
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Using Theorem [[.2], we can easily prove the following two corollaries on ef-
fective equidistribution of expanding curves under translates of diagonal sub-
groups:

Corollary 1.4. Let us denote a,(t) := a(t)ap(t). Let w = (wy,ws) € R? be
a vector with Diophantine exponent w(w) = k < 1/2 4 1/10, namely, for any
positive integer q € Z.., we have

K

max{ (qui), (qus)} = ¢,

where () denotes the distance to the nearest integer. For v = (vi,v;) € R? let
us denote
1 Vo
n(v) := 1 v
1
Let us define
¢ :[—1/2,1/2] = R?
by o(r) := (wir + we,r). Then there exist C,n,ty > 0 such that for any t > t,
and any f € CX(X) we have
1/2
< Ce™[|f]ls.

flar(B)n(p(r)D)dr — / fdue

~1/2
Proof assuming Theorem[I.3. Note that
ar(t)n(p(r)) = z(wi)a(t)u(r)ao(t)n" (—ws, ws),

where
1 (05}
z(wy) == 1 ,
1
and
1 —WwW1 Wo
n*(—wy, wy) 1= 1
1
Then for any f € C2°(X) with zero integral, we have that
1/2 1/2
/ flaa(®)n(p(r))L)dr = / S (a(tyu(r)ao(t)n” (—wy, wa)L)dr,
—1/2 —-1/2

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

Let = = ao(t)n*(—wy,wy)I". Note that the Diophantine condition on w
ensures that a({ + )z € X oy for any 0 < ¢ < ¢t and 0.9t < |[¢] < t.
Applying Theorem [[.3 with = = ay(t)n*(—w;, wq)I" and f,,, we have that

1/2

fu, (a(t)u(r)ap(t)n” (—wy, we))dr

—-1/2

Noting that || fu,lls < ||f|ls; -

< Ce™ | funlls.
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Remark 1.5. An ineffectively version of Corollary [[.4] was 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. It is an interesting
problem if one can get effective equidistribution for w(w) < 2.

Corollary 1.6. Let us use the same notation as in Corollary [14 Let 9 :
[—1/2,1/2] — R? be a smooth non-degenerate curve in R?, namely, derivatives
of ¥ span the whole space R? at everyr € [—1/2,1/2]. Then there exist C,n, 1,
such that for any t >ty and any f € CX(X) we have

F(an(Bn((r)T)dr — / fdug| < Ce | lls.

' —-1/2

Proof. Let us denote ¥(r) = (r,1y(r)). Let us divide [0, 1] into small pieces of
size e~'/2. Let us fix a small piece A(ry) = [ro — 1/2e7%2 rq 4 1/2e7/?]. Then

{ar(O)n(y(r))L - € Alro)}
can be approximated by
{z(¢5(ro))alt/2)u(r)z : r € [-1/2,1/2]}

where
Z(¢é (TO)) = 1 ’

as defined in Corollary L4, and
x = ag(t/2)a1(t/2)2(=5(ro))n(y(ro))L'.
Then if we can show that
{a(t/2)u(r)x :r € [-1/2,1/2]}
effectively equidistributed, we will get that
{ar()n(y(r)) : 7 € A(ro)}

is effectively equidistributed. By Theorem [[3] if we can prove that for any
0 < ¢ <t/2 and any 0.495¢ < |4 < t/2,

ao(€ + C)ag(t/2)ar(t/2)2(=5(ro) )n(1h(ro))I' € Xo-1/10,

then we are done. Now for a fixed ¢” € [—t/2,t], let us estimate the measure

of

myr = {r € [=1/2,1/2] : ag(¢")ao(t/2)ai(t/2)2(—15(re))n(t(ro))T & X —t/10}.
By [BKMOI, Theorem 1.4], we have that |mg| = O(e™*2") for some constant

ay > 0 independent of ¢”. Let us remove all my from [—1/2,1/2] and get a
subset m C [—1/2,1/2]. Then we have that

[=1/2,1/2] \ m| = O(te™**"),
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and for any rg € m,
{a1(t)n(P(r)T :r € A(ro)}

is effectively equidistributed in X. Combining these two facts we conclude
that the whole orbit

{ar@n((r))T:r e [-1/2,1/2]}
is effectively equidistributed. This completes the proof.
O

Remark 1.7. The ineffective version of Corollary was proved in [Sha(9]
using Ratner’s theorem.

Acknowledgements. The author thanks Wen Huang, Elon Lindenstrauss,
Ralf Spatzier, Zhiren Wang and Barak Weiss for valuable discussions and Vic-
tor Beresnevich 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="h+rto+ry+ry, (2.2)

where tg, t1, ty are invariant subspaces with respect to the adjoint action of H,
and dimrt; = dimvy = 2, dimty = 1. In particular, vy = Rag where

1/3 0 0
=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.
Note that ag(t) := exp(tag), then 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 by p; 2 : g — v1 +t2 the projection of g to vy +1t9. Fori =0, 1,2,
let p; : g — v; denote the projection from g to v;. Let py, p_, pw,, Pv, and
pu+ denote the projection to Rwy; + Rvy, Rwy + Rvy, Rwy, Rvy 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 Fy = a(s)u([1])x for s = t—dat and analyze the dimension
in directions transversal to the H-orbit direction.

In §5.2] 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 Fj. At this step quantitative
non-divergence results we prove in § are needed. This is the starting point of
our proof. The argument in this part is similar to the corresponding parts in
[LM21), LMW22].

§5.3] is the crucial part. In that subsection, we will construct a sequence
{F; : © € N} of U-orbits starting from Fq where F;,1 = a(s;)F; for each
1 > 0. We will prove that F;; has a better dimension control compared with
Fi (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 following, either F;,; has a better dimension control, or the whole orbit
is close to a closed orbit of a subgroup isomorphic to SL(2,R) x R2 If the
formal happens we will continue and if latter happens we will stop. 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 JF,, which either
has nice dimension control along all directions transversal to H-orbit direction,
or is close to a closed SL(2,R) x R%-orbit and has nice dimension control
along directions in the closed orbit and transversal to H-orbit direction. Then
we can apply Proposition [3.1] or we give in §3] to conclude effective
equidistribution. All these propositions can be proved by following a Van der
Corput argument due to Venkatesh (see [VenlO, §3] and [LM21, Proposition
4.2] for details).

3. HIGH TRANSVERSAL DIMENSION TO EQUIDISTRIBUTION

—¢?s where £ > 0 denotes a constant which

Later in the paper, let us fix § = e
will be determined later.
We will need the following results to get effective equidistribution from high

transversal dimension:
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Proposition 3.1. There exist constants €,60,C,n > 0 such that for any s > 0,
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 Be™*, we have

p(I) < |1,
any function f € CX(X), and any x € X, we have

A}[JW%WWMW%MTW%WWW@WMU—/ﬁM
1]2 1

< Ce ™| flls-

Proof. The proof can be completed by following the proof of [LM21] Proposi-
tion 4.2] step by step. O

For a;(s) and b(s), we have similar results:

Proposition 3.2. There exist constants €,60,C,n > 0 such that for any s > 0,
any Borel probability measure p on 3] with dimension larger than 1—60 at scale
s, that is, for any interval I C [B] of length Be™*, we have

p(I) < |17
any function f € CX(X), and any x € X, we have

/[1] /mf(cu(S)u(r) exp(Sywi)x)drdp(y) _/fd,uG

< Ce™”|fls-

Proposition 3.3. There exist constants €,0,C,n > 0 such that for any s > 0,
any Borel probability measure p on 3] with dimension larger than 1—0 at scale
s, that is, for any interval I C [B] of length Be™*, we have

p(I) < |1*°,
any function f € CX(X), and any x € X, we have

/ f(b(s)u(r) exp(ﬂyvl)x)drdp(y)—/fd,ug
(1] /1]

< Ce ™| flls-

4. QUANTITATIVE NON-DIVERGENCE

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

Proposition 4.1. There exist constants oy, Cy > 0 such that for any 0 < s <
t, if v € X satisfies that ag(—s)x,ao(s)x & X -3, then for any § > 0,

[{r € [1]: a(s)u(r)z & Xs}| < Cup™.

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 i = 1 or 2), such
that

max |[a(s)u(r)gv]| < 1.
re(l]
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Case 1. v € Z3: Let us denote v/ = a(s)gv = (v}, v}, vs). Then
a(s)u(r)gv = u(re®)v' = (vi, vy + re®vy, vy).
Then ||a(s)u(r)gv|| < 1 implies that |v}| < 1, |vj + re®vy| < 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 {es A e3, €1, Aes, e; A es}. Then
a(s)u(r)gv = u(re®)v' = (v}, vy, vy + re’uvy).
By repeating the same argument as in Case 1, we have |v]|, |v4] < 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.
0

Note that for any # > 0 small enough and any x € X4, BY(8)x embeds
into X injectively.
We will need the following lemma:

Lemma 4.2. For any > 0, any { > 1 large enough (depending on [3), and
any x € X with a(—)x € Xga, if
exp(rie‘u + roe®?vy + r3ePwy)z = exp(v)x

where 11,712,173 € [5], ||(r1,72,73)|| = B/4, and v € By(5). Let us write
2
v = uu + u'u* + aa + agag + Z W;W; + 1;V;.
i=1
if we have |u*| < Be~, then ||(vq, wy)|| = Be= 2.

Proof. For a contradiction, let us assume that |u*| < Be™, |va, wy| < Be /2.

Let us denote z = gI". Then
exp(rlegu + 7’2€Z/2V1 + 7“3€£/2W1)9 = exp(v)g7,

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

exp(—v) exp(meeu + 7’265/2V1 + 7“3€£/2W1) = 97971-

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™, Jvg, wy| < Be2, we have ||Ad(a(—¢))v]| < 8. This implies
that
a(=0)gyg~"a(l) € B(B),

which means that BY(3)a(—{)z does not embed into X injectively. This con-
tradicts to that a(—f)z € Xgi/4. This completes the proof. O



EFFECTIVE RATNER 11

5. DIMENSION CONTROL

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

For ¢ > 1 and a subspace V' C g generated by some vectors from the
canonical basis of g, namely, {u, a,u*, ag, vy 2, Wy}, let us define

Q(V,0) = {exp(w) : w € By(B), [pv(w)|| < e™*B}, (5.1)

where py denotes the projection to V' with respect to the canonical basis.
Let us denote

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

For s, 89 > 0, let us denote
i fexp(w) W €ty 4 py (W) < B, o (W) < Be), (5.4)

and Qs := Q3.

Let # € X be such that (2) in Theorem [[.3 does not hold. Let us start with
the normalized measure on £ = a(s)u([0,1])x where s = (1 — d;)t > 0 (with
91 > 0 small) will be determined later. 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 €
& satistying ao(¢")a(—L)y & Xgi/a for some 0 < £ < 6ot and 0 < ¢ < t where
do = 0.0001 is a fixed small constant. Let pz denote the normalized U-orbit
measure on F.

By Proposition [4.1] and our assumption on x, it is easy to show that the
removed proportion is O(s23%/4). Therefore,

pe = pr + O(s*6/Y), (5.5)

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

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

Proposition 5.2. There exist a, 03 > 0 such that for any £ € [03s, s], and any
xo € F, we have

pr(QeBYM (B)ag) < e

Proof. For a contradiction, let us assume that the statement does not hold for
some ¢ € [43s, s] and xg € F. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
¢ = s. In fact, for any ¢, we can cut the whole orbit into small pieces of length
e!, get the estimate for each piece and combine them.

Let us choose a small constant 77; > « which will be determied later. Let us
cut F into small pieces F’ of length ™. We will show that for each F’ the
estimate holds with F replaced by F’.
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For this given 1; > 0, there exists a constant 75 > 0 such that we can find
at least €™* many z € F' N Q,BAH(B)xg, r, € [1] such that
u(re®)x = exp(vy)agha,

where af € B4(8), h, € B (B), and v, € By, 4r,(8e7*). We can assume that
a < 6. Then x satisfies v € X4 and a(—as)r € Xgi/a. By Lemma B2 if
we write h, = exp(h,), we have the u* coordinate of h, is > fe=*.
Let us write z = wu,xo where u, = u(re™®) for some r € [1]. Let us fix a
representative go € G of xy, then we have
u(rze*)usgo = exp(vy)aghatiz o,

for some v, € I'. The above equality is equivalent to
907290 " = (ahpug) ™t exp(—vy)u(r,e®)u,. (5.6)

Without loss of generality, we can assume that for different x and 2’ as
above, |u_ u,| > €%

For each = we get v, € I'. We claim that those v,’s are different. In fact, if
there exist z, 2’ such that v, = v,/, then we have

(afhauy) "t exp(—vy)u(re*)u,
—(a& hartig) ™t exp(—Var ) u(r e e )ty
This implies that
exp(v,,)(ag) ", hy tugu(ree™)
= exp(vh) (a8 ) " u h g (e,
where v/, = —Ad((afh,u,)")v, and v’, d enotes the same expression with z
replaced by 2’. By comparing the t; +t3, Ag and H components of both sides,
we have exp(v’,) = exp(v’,), a& = af and
w, thy tugu(ree®) = u h ugu(re®).
This implies that
u(—=L)hyu(L) = u(re®)hy, (5.7)
where u(L) = u,u}' and r = r, —r!,. Note that |r| < 1 and |L| > e>*. |r| < 1

implies that the norm of the right hand side is < e**. On the other hand, the
left hand side is equal to

exp(Ad(u(—L))h) = exp(Ad(u(—L))(apa + aju + asu*))

whose u coordinate is a; + agL + asL?. Since |ay| = Be™ and |L| > €, we
have that
lay + agL + apL?| > pe.
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 Atg and denote

vg = aAuAu.
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Then the stabilizer of vy
Stab(vg) = AoH.
Then (B.6]) implies that

Yoo vnr = exp(Ad(gy ')V, ) g5 v
The norm of gy vy is < S g *||P* for some absolute constant D; > 0. Let us
estimate the norm of v/. Note that |u.| < e™*, we have that the norm of
(a&hyu,)~t is bounded by 2¢™*. Therefore, ||[V.| < e *T™%. Let us denote

vo = gy vr/|lgo v ||, then we have

el

17200 — vol| < [|V4[|"™ < emmtmm)s,

for some absolute constant x; > 0.
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 G.
Note that [|v.| < €™, we have that there are at most s'°° different ~,’s
which contradicts to the fact that there are e™° different ~+,’s. Note that
v« € SL(3,7Z), if ~, has nontrivial unipotent part, it must be unipotent. By
repeating the same argument as in [EMV09], we can find ¢’ € G satisfying
that v,¢' 'vy = ¢ 'vy and

HD2 g e*ﬂl(lfnl)seDgnls,

19" = goll < l1v=v0 = wollll7=

where Dy > 0 is an absolute constant. By choosing 7; small enough we get
lg" — goll < e"**° for some constant xy > 0.

Then ¢'v,g'~! € AH. Since 7, is unipotent, we have ¢'v,¢'~! € H. We claim
that the lattice ¢’Z® contains a nonzero vector p satisfying [|p|| < €*™* and
p € Re, + Res. In fact, we can find a basis {p1, ps, p3} of ¢’Z> such that
Ipill < 119l < 2|lgoll < 287! for i = 1,2,3. Since ¢g'v,¢~! is a unipotent
element in H, its fixing vectors

V(g™ ={p R’ : g"ng"'p=p}
has dimension 2. Therefore, ¢'v,9' 'p; # p; for some i € {1,2,3}. On the
other hand, we have ¢'v,¢'~'p; € ¢’Z3. Thus,

99" P —pi € 7.

Moreover, since ¢'v,g'~* € H, it is easy to see that p := ¢7,¢ 'p; — P; €
Re, + Res. Its norm is bounded by
ol < [lpall+ g v2g " Ipill < lpill+llg 17l = [ [[pill < 287" +em* 5710 < e,
Then for any n3 > 0,

lao(mss)pl| = e~ ™*/%[p|| < e~ m/072m),
We can choose 73 such that

llao(nss)g’” — ao(nss)goll < 1
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Then we can choose 7; > 0 small enough such that ag(n3$)g'T & X, nys12.
This implies that ag(n3s)go & Xg1/4 which leads to a contradiction.

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]),
we can find we can find ¢’ € G satisfying that v¢' vy = ¢ vy, v¢ oy =
¢ 'vg and

g — gol| < e—ri(l=m)s Dams
This implies that ¢’yg'~!, ¢’y € A1H. Then their commutator
9/77,7_1’7,_19,_1 c H.
Then we can use the same argument as in Case 1 to deduce that ag(n3s)go &

Xgi/a leading to the same contradiction.
This completes the proof of Proposition O

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

Definition 5.3. Given a probability measure p on X, we say that p is good
in dimension d control at scale [¢1, (5] if for any zy € X, and any ¢ € [(1, (5],

QB (B)xo) < e

Given a subspace V' of t; + 1ty generated by elements from the standard basis of
t] + to, namely, {vy, vo, w1, wo}, we say that u is good in dimension d control
along V' at scale [(1, {5], if for any zo € X, and any ¢ € [¢q, (5],

W(QV. D)) < e

According to this definition, Proposition says that pr is good in dimen-
sion « control at scale [d3s,s]. Similarly to Definition [l by removing an
exponentially small proportion, we can assume that for any x € suppuz,

Starting from Fy = F, we will construct a sequence {F; : ¢ € N} such
that every F;,; is constructed by removing a small proportion from a(s;)F;
for some s; which will be determined later.

In this subsection, we will prove that we can construct a sequence {F; :
i € N} such that px,,, has better dimension control compared with pz,. Sim-
ilarly to Definition 5.1, by removing an exponentially small proportion, we
can assume that for any = € suppur, any 0 < ¢ < dot and 0 < ¢ < ¢,
ao(¢')a(—L)xr € Xgys. By repeating the proof of Proposition 5.2, we have that
ir, is good in dimension « control at scale [d3s, s].

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

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

Sg = QY BM(8)QM(25), (5.8)
Qy = Q5,B*(8)Q" (25), (5.9)
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and
Oy = QuB*(B)Q"(25). (5.10)
We then introduce a Kakeya-type model to analyze the dimension change
along U-orbits.

Definition 5.4. Let s’ > 0 and u be a probability measure on X defined by
taking the normalized measure on a subset of a U-orbit consisting of a union
of U-orbits of length €. For ¥(z) = Yyz C X, let us cut ¥(z) into small
pieces each of which is of the form Q(y) = Qgy. For each piece Q(y), et us

write

y = exp(w, ) exp(w, )ag(y) exp(h, )z,
where W, = g, Vo + Wy, Wy and W;_ = U1, V1 + wy,Wi. Then we assign Q(y)
with a finite curve:

£05) = {(ts fuy (0, Funt) 1 € [,
where f,, and f,, are given as follows: Let us define a linear map
J: RVQ +RW2 — RVl +RW1
by J(vg) := vy and J(wg) = —w;. Then it is easy to see that
u(t) exp(w, Ju(—t) = exp(w, +tJ(w,)).
We then write
exp(w; + tJ(w;)) exp(wi) = exp(E_y(6)) exp(Fs (1)),

where f_ () € Rvy + Rw, and f, ,(t) € Rvy + Rw;. Then f,, and f,, are
vy and wy, respectively, coordinates of f, .

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

W(y) = n(Q(y))-

For T (y1) and T (y2), let us denote

A(yla 92) = (U2,y1 = U2y, W2y, — w2,y1)'

Let us the collection of tubes {7 (y)} with weights {W(y)} the Kakeya-type
model for (u, X(x)).

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

Lemma 5.5. Let us fiz pn, s > 0 and 3(x) = Ygx 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| such that w(L1)Q(y,)
and u(La)ya) are contained in the same neighborhood of the form O z;

(2). T(y1) intersects T (y2) at t = L where |L — Ly| < B|Ly].

Moreover, if one of the above holds, then for any |L| < e[| A(y1,y2)|| =",
there exists Ly with |L} — L} < BILY| such that u(Ly + L})Q2(y1) and u(Ly +
Ly)Qy2) are contained in the same neighborhood of the form ©y2'.
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that y; = x and denote ys
by y.
Then

y = exp(w,) exp(wg)ao(y) exp(hy)z.

Suppose statement (1) holds for Ly, Ly. Let us consider u(Ls)y:
u(Lo)y = u(Ls) exp(w;) exp(w;r)ao(y) exp(hy)z
= u(Ly) exp(w, ) exp(w, )ao(y) exp(hy)u(—Lo)u(Ly)x
= exp(fy(L2)) exp(fy y(L2))ao(y) exp(Aduw,)(hy))u(Ls)ys-
Note that
Iy (La)| < Be™".
We then have
I+ (Le) ]| < Be™
which implies 7 (y) and 7 (x) intersect at ¢ = L. This proves that statement
(2) holds.

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

Let us introduce the following structure-randomness decomposition of a mea-
sure

Definition 5.6. Let s’ > 0 and p be a probability measure on X defined
by taking the normalized measure on a subset of a U-orbit consisting of a
union of U-orbits of length ¢*'. For a neighborhood %(z) = Yy, let us
consider its Kakeya-type model. To handle our case, let us assume that the
weight of T (y) satisfies that W(y) < e 2% ¢=2¥" for every tube T (y). Then
every neighborhood ©(z) = G4z C X(x) corresponds to a collection of tubes
passing through p, = (0,vy,,w;,). Let us fix a constant C; > 1 which will
be determined later. For a fixed tube 7 (z) and a point p,, all tubes passing
through p, and intersecting 7 () determine a surface, denoted by P(7(z2),y).
Moreover, there is a corresponding curve C(7(z),y) in Rv, + Rwy = R? such
that if w= € C(T(2),y), then T(exp(w™)y) € P(T(2),y). It is easy to see
that the sume of weights of tubes assing through p, and intersecting 7 (2) is
at most

I _9d. _9al — 9. !
6286 2dls€ 2s —e 2dzs.

A surface P(T (2), y) is called highly concentrated if the sum of weights of tubes
passing through p, and intersecting 7 (2) is at least e(2-TC11)s" o= 2is o =25" T ot
us take all orbits corresponding to tubes contained in highly concentrated
surfaces and define a measure pup. Then p admits the following decomposition:

b= Vefte + Upfip.

Let us call u, the random component of 1 and pup the structured component
of .



EFFECTIVE RATNER 17

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 5.7. Suppose that F; has been constructed with parameters s;, d; >
0 such that any pr, is good in dimension d; control at scale s;. Then there exist
an absolute constant €1 > 0 and a decomposition of |1 = fla(s)F;

W= VR IR, + VF HFi T VPP,

where R C F; with proportion O(f), up is the structured part of p as in
Definition (5.0, and jir,,, is good in dimension d; + &1 control at scale s;41 =

Si/2.
Proof. Let us denote ' = s;,1. Then our hypotheses on F; implies that for
any Q(z) = Q,,z, we have u(Q(z)) < e 2 ¢4,

Let us write

M= Vel + Vpip,

as in Definition Then we can let

For v u., there are two cases:

Case 1. v, < [3;

Case 2. 1, > .

For Case 1, we can put

R; = suppp. and Fi 1 = 0,

and we are done.

Now let us handle Case 2, namely, v. > (. In this case, by the definition of
Ly, We have that for any neighborhood ¥ (z) = Xy x, its corresponding Kakeya-
type model does not have any highly concentrated surfaces.

For every neighborhood O(z) = Oz, we call it a small neighborhood if
Mt(@(z)) < 6—25’6—(di+61)s’7

otherwise we call it a big neighborhood.

Let us define F;,; the union of all orbits contained in small neighborhoods,
and define R; to be the rest. Then it suffices to show that u.(R;) < 3.

For contradiction, we assume that p.(R;) > 0.
For every y € R;, if
u([e* )y NRy| > 52>,

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 > (.

Now let us cut X into small pieces each of which is of the form

Y(z) =Ygz

We call a piece ¥(x) good if

Mt(z(x)> > 61006725”
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and
(R N 2(x)) = B2 ue(B(x)),
otherwise we called it bad.

Now let us fix a good ¥(x). Let us consider its corresponding Kakeya-type
model and calculate the following weighted intersection number: We take the
sum of W(y1)W(yz) for all pairs T (y;) and 7 (y2) intersecting each other and
y1 € R, or y2 € R} and denote it by S(X(z)).

Now for a fixed 7 (y) with y € R}, we have that

(e )y N RY| > B
For every § € u([e*'])y N suppy, we have
,U(@s’g) > 6725/6*(di+€1)s’.

By Lemma B3] every Q2 C ©47 corresponds to some gz from ¥(x) with
T (2) interesecting T (y). For now let us assume that there exists an absolute
constant C7 > 1 such that

1Ay, 2)]| = e (FCes, (5.11)

We will explain how to remove this assumption in Remark 5.8 Let this C; be
the constant in Definition

Noting that 24z and {2y z has the same p.-measure, by running over all
Qg Z C B4y, we have that the contribution from O47 to S(X(x)) is at least

W(y>€f2s’€7(di+€1)s’.

By assumption (5.I1)), each such intersection can cover at most e“'®¥" of
the whole u([e**'])y orbit. Therefore, from the orbit we can find at least
[2e(2-Cre0)s’ > (2-2C1e0)s" different §’s. Therefore, we have that the contri-
bution from the whole orbit u([e**])y to S(X(x)) is at least

W(y>6725/e*(di‘l’El)s’e(Q*QClEl)s’ _ W(y)ef(di+3cl€l)8l.
By running over all y € R, N X(x), we get
S(S(w)) > e~ 1re e~

where m = p.(X(2)).

On the other hand, let us get an upper bound on S(X(x)).

For any 7 (z) and ©4y with y € R, let us consider all 7 (y’) passing through
py (cf. Definition [5.6]) and intersecting 7 (z). Note that all such 7 (y')’s deter-
mine a surface P containing p, and £(z). Since p, does not have any highly
concentrated surfaces, we have that the contribution to S(X(z)) from 7 (2)
and all such T (') is

_ o ! ’ _ o Lol
< W(2)6(2 70151)56 2d186 25" _ W(z)e 7016186 2d;s )

Since y € R, the p-measure of each Oyy is at least e~ (dite)s' =25 and the
measure of ¥(z) is at most e=>', we have that there are at most e%* e
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different ©yy from Y(x). Thus the total contribution to S(X(z)) with a fixed
7T () and all possible Oy is at most

W(2)6—7Clals’€—2dis’edis/eels’ _ W(z)e—GClals’e—dis"
By running over all W(z), we get
S(X(z)) < me 6C1E1s o mdis’,

This implies that
ﬁlef4c1s1s’€fdis’ < ﬁ1€7601515’€7d¢s’,
which leads to a contradiction. This completes the proof. O

Remark 5.8. Now let us explain how to remove assumption (G.11]).

For contradiction, let us assume that there exists & > ey such that we can
find a subset R; C R; with proportion > 32 such that for each O(y) C R;,
the union of Q(z) C O(y) with ||A(y, 2)|| € [e"0+9%" 2e~(1+95] has measure
> e 2~ (di+e)s" Tet us denote the union by Z(y).

Now in the definition of the summation S(X(x)), let us add one more con-
dition:

1A(y, )] € [e7HH9 27 040"), (5.12)

Repeating the argument in the proof of Proposition 5.7, we have that
S(X(x)) > tae~Ere)s g=dis’)

On the other hand, let us get an uppper bound on §(X(x)). In fact, for
a fixed T (z), any T (y) intersecting 7 (z) with condition (5.12) is from some

=(y’") which is contained in
U(2) = Qe B (B)Q™(25)z,
Applying Proposition to JF;, we have
1e(U(2)) < e et

23’67(di+51)s’

Noting that each =(y’) has measure > e~ , we get there are at most

e

94 _ ’
256§as(6

—25’6—(di+€1)s’)—1 _ edis’e—(af—el)s’

possible Z(y')’s. For each Z(y’), there are at most e?~9*" different 7 (y)’s
intersecting 7 (z). Therefore, by running all possible T (z)’s, we get

S(Z(l’)) < ﬁ1€(2—§)s’6—25’e—?dis’edis’e—(af—al)s’
_ ﬁ1€f(§+a§751)s/€fdis/.
The upper bound will be smaller than the lower bound if C; > 10a~! which
leads to a contradiction.
This shows that it is enough to consider intersections satisfying (B.11]) with
Cl = 10a~ .
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6. STRUCTURED COMPONENT

This section is devoted to the study of the structured component up of u.

First note that by repeating the argument in the proof of Proposition 5.7
we can easily prove that (without assuming the absence of highly concentrated
surfaces) u, and pp are good in dimension d; — 1 control at scale s’ = s;,1. In
fact, we can replace €, with any ¢’ > 1000e. Therefore, if we have that uz, is
good in dimension d; + 2¢; control at scale 2s’ = s;, then we have done. Thus,
later in this paper, we can assume that for any = € suppuz,,

15 (Q, B (B)z) > o~ (dit2e1)si (6.1)
Under this assumption, we have that for any = € suppp,
Q) = 2 o dit2e)28 (6.2)
and for any x € X,
((Ogx) < e72 e~ (dimen)s’, (6.3)

where s’ = s;,1. Thus, if d; < 2 — 7C1e1, then we will not have any highly
concentrated surfaces. Therefore, later in this paper, we can assume that

For pp, we have the following statement:

Proposition 6.1. If d; > 2 + 7C\ey, then up is good in dimension d; + &;
control.
Ifd; € [2 —7C1e1,2 4+ TCheq], then pup can be decomposed as
Hp = Vijip1 + Vaflp 2,
where pp, is good in dimension d; + €1 control at scale s', and a(2s').pp o is

effectively equidistributed in X.

We first define the following property for highly concentrated surfaces:

Definition 6.2. Given a tube T (z) and O(y), the surface P = P(T (2),y) is
called integrable if we can find at least e?>=00C¢1€)s" difference z"’s such that
for each 2’, we can find at least e(>=6¢1=1)s" different tubes 7(2”) from ©(z')
contained in P.

We will need the following lemma about the structure of the Lie algebra of
SL(3,R). We will omit its proof.

Lemma 6.3. The only possible integrable surface is of the forms
P = {(t,0,s) : (t,5) € R*},

and

Py={(t,s,0): (t,5) € R*}.

Now we have equipped to prove Proposition
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Proof of Proposition[6. 1. Let us first consider the case d; > 2 + 7Cie;. For
this case we can ignore the contribution of integrable surfaces and assume that
there is no integrable surfaces.

For contradiction, let us assume that there is a subset R C suppup with
measure > (3 such that for each x € R,

,U/P(@(x)) > 6—25/6—(di+61)s"
By repeating the argument in the proof of Proposition [B.7 we have that to

avoid a contradiction, there must be at least

9! o /
€d’28 €d18 e 14C1e1s

highly concentrated surfaces, counting multiplicity. Therefore, for almost ev-
ery O(y), counting multiplicity, there are at least e%?*'e~15¢1=15" highly concen-
trated surfaces passing through p,. By our assumption, have that every highly
concentrated surface can be counted for at most e*'~60¢1e15" times. Therefore,
there are at least

ediQSI —15C1e18’  —48'+60C1e15"

e e — e(di72)2s/€4501€13/

different highly concentrated surfaces passing through p,. Every highly con-
centrated surface gives a corresponding curve in Rws + Rv,. Note that every
curve covers at least e ~15¢1e15" different Q(z)’s. Therefore, counting multi-
plicity, they cover at least

62(di_1)5l€3001515l
(z)’s. We claim that they cover at least

edis/€701€18/

different (z)’s. In fact, if every €2(z) is covered by at most

e(di72)s/€2301€18/

different highly concentrated curves, then we are done. Now we assume that
some €)(z) is covered by at least

e(di72)s/€2301€18/

different curves. Note that these curves can cover at least

/_ / - / ’ o ’
2s’—15C1e1s 6(dZ 2)5 62301615 d;s 6801615

€ =€

different €(2’)s. This proves the claim.
This implies that

up(B(x)) > e e IO

which contradicts to (63]). This finishes the proof for case d; > 2 + 7Ce;.
Now let us consider the case d; < 2+ 7C4e;. For this case we can decompose
Up as
HP = VintMint T Vnon—int Hnon—int
where i, denotes the component supported on integrable surfaces, and finon—int
denotes the rest.
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For finon—int, We can use the same argument as above to conclude that pp is
good in dimension d; + €; control.
For pi,, first note that p, can be further decomposed as

Hint = E Vint,iMint i
7

where each iy, is either supported on P; on Ps.

Let us fix fi; = fint;- Without loss of generality, let us assume that it is
supported on P;.

Let us cut X into small pieces each of which is of the form

T(z) == Q%BQH (25 )x.

Then for any = € suppji;, the restriction of fi; to Y(x), denoted by fi; ., is
supported on
E(z) == Q(V,s")B*(8)Q" (25),
where V' = Rvy + Rvy + Rw,.
We call Z(z) a good neighborhood if i;(Z(z)) = e~ (1-15C1e0s" " otherwise
we call it a bad neighborhood. Then by the definition of integrable surfaces,
we have that the total measure of the union of bad neighborhoods is < £.

Therefore we can remove all bad neighborhoods and assume that Z(z) is good.
Then for any ©(z) C Z(x),

lal,aj(@(Z)) < 6_(1_750161)5"

Note that the action of a(2s") on Z(z) is f-close to the action of a;(s"). Then
we can apply Proposition to conclude that a(2s').fi; . is effectively equidis-
tributed in X. If y, , is supported on P, then we can apply Proposition
with b(s’) to conclude the same statement. Repeating this argument to every
x and ¢, we conclude that a(2s’), i is effectively equidistributed.

Letting ptp1 = fnon—int and pfip 2 = fing, we complete the proof. O

7. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

We are equipped to prove Theorem [L3]

Proof of Theorem[1L.3. Let us fix some sy = dt. Let s = t — 25y and Fy =
a(s)u([1])x. Then by Proposition £.2] we have that pz is good in dimension
dy = « control at scale sg. Applying Proposition (.7 and [6.1] we get that for
di < 2—"7Cie; and d; > 2 + 7Cie1, pr,, = a(s;)«ftr, is, modulo removing
an exponentially small proportion, good in dimension d;;; = d; + £; control
at scale s;41 = s;/2. For d; € [2—TC\e1,2 + 7C1g4], by Proposition 6.1}, pi,
might admits a structured component fi; i such that a(s;).pe;me is effectively
equidistributed. Noting that p; e is a component of a(t — s;)u([1])z, we are
done for this part. For the random part, we can proceed this inductive con-
struction until d; > 4 — ¢;. Then by applying Proposition 3.1, we have that
a(2s;).pr, is effectively equidistributed. Noting that pz, is a component of
a(t — 2s;)u([1])x, we get desired result for this part.

This completes the proof. 0
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