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Abstract. Let n ∈ N and let Θ ⊂ {1, . . . , n} be a non-empty subset. We

prove that if Θ contains an odd integer, then any PΘ-Anosov subgroup of
Sp(2n,R) is virtually isomorphic to a free group or a surface group. In partic-

ular, any Borel Anosov subgroup of Sp(2n,R) is virtually isomorphic to a free

or surface group. On the other hand, if Θ does not contain any odd integers,
then there exists a PΘ-Anosov subgroup of Sp(2n,R) which is not virtually

isomorphic to a free or surface group. We also exhibit new examples of max-

imally antipodal subsets of certain flag manifolds; these arise as limit sets of
rank 1 subgroups.

1. Introduction

Since their introduction by Labourie [20], Anosov subgroups of semisimple Lie
groups have come to be regarded as the right generalization of convex cocompact
actions on hyperbolic spaces to higher rank. An Anosov subgroup Γ of a semisimple
Lie group G is word-hyperbolic and comes equipped with a boundary map from the
Gromov boundary of Γ to a flag manifold F = G/P [13]. Alternatively, they can be
characterized in terms of their coarse geometry as those subgroups with uniformly
regular undistorted orbits in the symmetric space X = G/K [18].

It is intriguing to ask how large is the class of word-hyperbolic groups that ap-
pear as Anosov subgroups of semisimple Lie groups. Danciger-Guéritaud-Kassel
[7] showed that a large family of word-hyperbolic groups, namely, any hyperbolic
right-angled Coxeter group admit Anosov representations. However, Kapovich [17]
gave examples of infinite hyperbolic groups whose linear representations always
have finite image and, as a consequence, which cannot be realized as Anosov sub-
groups. Apart from linearity, no other obstructions for hyperbolic groups are cur-
rently known which prohibit them from admitting Anosov representations. Cf. [3,
Problem 50.1].

On the other hand, fixing a semisimple Lie group G and a set of simple roots Θ,
one may seek to understand obstructions on hyperbolic groups admitting Θ-Anosov
representations into G. The work of Canary-Tsouvalas [4] gave an upper bound on
the cohomological dimension of {k}-Anosov subgroups of SL(n,R). In this regard,
a challenging question was posed by Andrés Sambarino (see [4, §7]):

Question 1.1 (Sambarino). Is every Borel Anosov subgroup of SL(n,R) virtually
isomorphic to a free or surface group?
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While this question remains open in general, progress has been made by Canary-
Tsouvalas [4], Tsouvalas [23], and the first author [8].

In this paper, we address this question for G = Sp(2n,R) and arbitrary Θ.
Before stating our main result, we set up a notation for the simple roots: The root
system for the symplectic Lie algebra sp(2n,R) is of type Cn; it has n simple roots
and we denote them by natural numbers 1, . . . , n in the order as they appear in the
Dynkin diagram of type Cn, with n denoting the unique long root. See Figure 1.

1 2 n− 2 n− 1 n

Figure 1. Dynkin diagram of type Cn

Our main result is as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let n ∈ N and let Θ ⊂ {1, . . . , n} be a non-empty subset.

(i) If Θ contains an odd integer, then any Θ-Anosov subgroup of Sp(2n,R) is
virtually isomorphic to a free group or a surface group.

(ii) If Θ does not contain any odd integers, then the fundamental group of any
closed, orientable, hyperbolic 3-manifold may be realized as a Θ-Anosov sub-
group of Sp(2n,R).

A special case of the first statement is that every Borel Anosov1 subgroup of
Sp(2n,R), n ∈ N, is virtually isomorphic to a free or surface group. A Borel Anosov
subgroup of Sp(2n,R) can be viewed as a Borel Anosov subgroup of SL(2n,R) via
the natural inclusion

Sp(2n,R) ↪→ SL(2n,R),
so this special case also follows from [4] when n = 2 and from [8] when n ̸≡ 0
mod 4. More generally, the above inclusion takes Θ-Anosov subgroups of Sp(2n,R)
to Θ′-Anosov subgroups of SL(2n,R), where Θ′ is the subset of {1, . . . , 2n − 1}
consisting of Θ and {2n− k : k ∈ Θ}. In particular, when n is odd and Θ contains
{n}, the result follows from [23]. After circulating an early draft of this paper, we
learned that Theorem 1.2(i) was independently obtained by Beatrice Pozzetti and
Kostas Tsouvalas with different techniques [22].

The restrictions on Anosov subgroups obtained here and in [8] are based on
criteria for antipodal circles in partial flag manifolds to be maximally antipodal.
It turns out that any Θ-Anosov subgroup of G with a maximally antipodal limit
set cannot appear as an infinite index subgroup of another Θ-Anosov subgroup of
G, see Proposition 2.9. We produce examples of higher-dimensional spheres which
are maximally antipodal in certain partial flag manifolds. We let F2,2n−2 denote

the partial flag manifold consisting of pairs (V,W ) of vector subspaces of R2n with
dim(V ) = 2, dim(W ) = 2n− 2 and V ⊂ W . We let Iso2(R2n) denote the space of
isotropic 2-planes in R2n with respect to a symplectic form.

Theorem 1.3.

(i) There exists a maximally antipodal subset of F2,2n−2 homeomorphic to S2.

1I.e., Θ-Anosov, where Θ = {1, . . . , n}.
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(ii) There exists a maximally antipodal subset of Iso2(R2n) homeomorphic to
S2n−3.

These spheres arise as limit sets of totally geodesic copies of H3 and CHn−1

inside the symmetric space X = Sp(2n,R)/U(n). In particular, we note that the
partial flag manifold of isotropic 2-planes Iso2(R6, ω) admits maximally antipodal
subsets homeomorphic to S2 and S3.

Outline of the paper. The proof of Theorem 1.2(i) is based on extending the
techniques of [8] to partial flag manifolds in general, which we do in §2, supple-
mented with an elementary observation about partial flag manifolds associated to
Sp(2n,R); see §3.

The proof of Theorem 1.2(ii), which we discuss in §3.2, is constructive: We show
that for all n ≥ 2, there exists a representation ρn : SL(2,C) → Sp(2n,R), which
geometrically corresponds to a certain totally geodesic embedding of H3 in the
symmetric space X = Sp(2n,R)/U(n), such that ρn maps any convex cocompact
subgroup of SL(2,C) to a Θeven-Anosov subgroup of Sp(2n,R); see Theorem 3.6.
Since the fundamental group of any closed, orientable, hyperbolic 3-manifold can
be realized as a uniform lattice in SL(2,C) (see [6]), Theorem 1.2(ii) follows as a
special case.

The copies of S2 that we mention in Theorem 1.3(i) arise as flag limit sets of
ρn(SL(2,C)). We prove they are maximally antipodal in Theorem 3.7. A similar
construction applied to the inclusion SU(n− 1, 1) ⊂ Sp(2n,R) produces the S2n−3

in Theorem 1.3(ii). We prove these are maximally antipodal in Theorem 3.11.

Acknowledgements. We are grateful to Anna Wienhard, Fanny Kassel and Kostas
Tsouvalas for interesting conversations related to the results of this paper. We
would also like to thank Beatrice Pozzetti for a useful suggestion which simplified
and improved Theorem 1.2(ii). We thank the referee for valuable feedback which
improved the exposition of the paper.

2. Preliminaries

Let G be a connected real semisimple Lie group with a finite center. We fix a
Cartan decomposition of the Lie algebra g of G,

g = k⊕ p,

and then we fix a maximal abelian subspace a ⊂ p. Let Σ denote the set of roots,
i.e., the set of all nonzero elements α ∈ a∗ for which the associated weight space
gα = {Y ∈ g : (adA)Y = α(A)Y, ∀A ∈ a} is nonzero. The adjoint action of a
on g is a commuting family of diagonalizable linear transformations and hence we
obtain a simultaneous eigenspace decomposition, called the (restricted) root space
decomposition of g:

g = g0 ⊕
⊕
α∈Σ

gα.

We choose a set of positive roots Σ+ ⊂ Σ, which (equivalently) corresponds to a

choice of a (closed) positive Weyl chamber a+ = {A ∈ a : α(A) ≥ 0, ∀α ∈ Σ+}.
The set of simple roots is denoted by ∆ ⊂ Σ+. The (restricted) Weyl group is the
group generated by reflections in the roots. It contains a unique element w0 taking
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a+ to − a+. The opposition involution −w0 : a → a induces an operation on the
simple roots

i : ∆ → ∆.

that we also call the opposition involution. Note that for G = Sp(2n,R), which is
the main focus of this article, i : ∆ → ∆ is the identity map.

Every (nonempty) subset Θ ⊂ ∆ determines a pair of nilpotent subalgebras

uΘ :=
∑

α∈Σ+
Θ

gα and uoppΘ :=
∑

α∈Σ+
Θ

g−α,

where Σ+
Θ := Σ+\Span(∆\Θ). The normalizer of uΘ inG for the adjoint actionG ↷

g is called the standard2 parabolic subgroup, denoted by PΘ. Similarly, normalizer
of uoppΘ in G is the standard opposite parabolic subgroup, which is denoted by P opp

Θ .
The closed subgroup UΘ = exp(uΘ) of PΘ is called the unipotent radical of PΘ.

Given a nonempty subset Θ ⊂ ∆, the corresponding flag manifold

FΘ = G/PΘ

is a G-homogeneous space. In this paper, we only consider those standard para-
bolic subgroups PΘ which are conjugate to its opposite parabolic subgroup P opp

Θ ;
equivalently, Θ = i(Θ). In FΘ, the unique fixed point of PΘ (resp. P opp

Θ ) will
be denoted by τΘ (resp. τoppΘ ). The action PΘ ↷ FΘ has a unique open orbit
C(τΘ) := PΘ ·τoppΘ . For any point τ ∈ C(τΘ), the unipotent radical UΘ of PΘ yields
parametrization UΘ → C(τΘ), given by u 7→ u · τ .

A pair of points τ± ∈ FΘ is called antipodal (or transverse) if there exists g ∈ G
such that gτ− = τΘ and gτ+ ∈ C(τΘ). For τ ∈ FΘ, the set of all points in FΘ

antipodal to τ is denoted by C(τ). Clearly, if τ± ∈ FΘ is a pair of antipodal
points, then gτ± is too, for any g ∈ G. Moreover, for all τ ∈ FΘ and all g ∈ G,
g · C(τ) = C(gτ).

2.1. The inversion property. Let Θ be an i-invariant subset of ∆.

Definition 2.1 (Inversion map). The inversion map is the involution

ι : C(τΘ) → C(τΘ), ι(τ) = u−1
τ τoppΘ ,

where uτ ∈ UΘ is the unique element such that τ = uττ
opp
Θ .

Lemma 2.2. The inversion map ι : C(τΘ) → C(τΘ) preserves C(τΘ) ∩ C(τoppΘ ).

Proof. For τ ∈ C(τΘ) ∩ C(τoppΘ ), let uτ ∈ UΘ be the unique element such that
τ = uττ

opp
Θ . Then, u−1

τ ·{τ, τoppΘ } = {τoppΘ , u−1
τ τoppΘ }. Since τ and τoppΘ are antipodal

and the action UΘ ↷ FΘ preserves the property of being antipodal, it follows that
τoppΘ and u−1

τ τoppΘ are antipodal. Thus, ι(τ) = u−1
τ τoppΘ ∈ C(τΘ) ∩ C(τoppΘ ). □

By the Lemma 2.2, the map ι induces a well-defined involution on the set of
connected components of C(τΘ) ∩ C(τoppΘ ).

Definition 2.3 (Inversion property). The flag manifold FΘ is said to have Property
(I) if the inversion map ι : C(τΘ) → C(τΘ) does not leave invariant any connected
components of C(τΘ) ∩ C(τoppΘ ).

We ask the following question:

2Here “standard” means standard with respect to the above choices.
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Question 2.4. Which flag manifolds FΘ of G have Property (I)?

The main motivation for the above question is that an affirmative answer would
imply strong restrictions on hyperbolic groups admitting PΘ-Anosov representa-
tions into G; see §2.2. In [8, Thm. 2.4], it is shown that, for all natural numbers
n ̸≡ 0,±1 mod 8, the full flag manifold F∆ of G = SL(n,R) has Property (I). In
the present paper, we show that Sp(2n,R)/PΘ has Property (I) if and only if Θ
contains an odd integer; one implication is Lemma 3.4 and the other follows from
Theorems 2.8 and 3.6.

The following result shows that Property (I) is “increasing,” which could be
helpful to study the question above: Let Θ,Θ′ ⊂ ∆ be i-invariant subsets such
that Θ′ ⊂ Θ. The corresponding standard parabolic subgroups PΘ, PΘ′ satisfy
PΘ < PΘ′ and, therefore, we have a well-defined G-equivariant surjective morphism

π : FΘ → FΘ′ ,

whose fiber over any point τ ′ ∈ PΘ′ is isomorphic to PΘ′/PΘ.

Proposition 2.5. If FΘ′ has Property (I), then so does FΘ.

Proof. Since Θ′ ⊂ Θ, we have uΘ′ ⊂ uΘ. Therefore, the unipotent radical UΘ′ =
exp(uΘ′) of PΘ′ is a subgroup of the unipotent radical UΘ = exp(uΘ) of PΘ.

We first claim that π(C(τΘ)) = C(τΘ′): Indeed, since τΘ′ = π(τΘ) and τoppΘ′ =
π(τoppΘ ), we get

π(C(τΘ)) = π(PΘ · τoppΘ ) = PΘ · π(τoppΘ ) ⊂ PΘ′ · τoppΘ′ = C(τΘ′)

and, on the other hand,

π(C(τΘ)) = π(UΘ · τoppΘ ) = UΘ · π(τoppΘ ) ⊃ UΘ′ · τoppΘ′ = C(τΘ′),

proving the desired equality. In particular,

(1) π(C(τΘ) ∩ C(τoppΘ )) ⊂ C(τΘ′) ∩ C(τoppΘ′ )

We next claim that U1, the stabilizer of τoppΘ′ in UΘ, is path-connected: Indeed,
it follows by considering the long exact sequence of homotopy groups corresponding
to the UΘ-equivariant fibration

π : C(τΘ) → C(τΘ′)

that π0(F, τ
opp
Θ ) is singleton, where F = π−1(τoppΘ′ ) = U1 ·τoppΘ . Thus, F and, hence,

U1 are path-connected. Consequently, since U1 is path-connected and stabilizes τΘ′

and τoppΘ′ , it follows that U1 preserves the connected components of C(τΘ′)∩C(τoppΘ′ ).
Now we finish the proof: Let τ ∈ C(τΘ) ∩ C(τoppΘ ) be any point. By definition,

ι(τ) = u−1τoppΘ , where u ∈ UΘ is the unique element such that τ = uτoppΘ . Moreover,
let τ ′ := π(τ) = π(uτoppΘ ) = uτoppΘ′ . Let u′ ∈ UΘ′ be the unique element such that
τ ′ = u′τoppΘ′ . Then, u−1u′ ∈ UΘ stabilizes τoppΘ′ or, equivalently,

(2) u−1 ∈ U1(u
′)−1.

Since FΘ′ has Property (I), τ ′ and ι(τ ′) = (u′)−1τoppΘ′ lie in different connected
components of C(τΘ′)∩C(τoppΘ′ ). Furthermore, since U1 is path-connected, it follows
that τ ′ and U1 · ι(τ ′) = U1(u

′)−1τoppΘ′ also lie in different connected components of
C(τΘ′) ∩ C(τoppΘ′ ). By (2), π(ι(τ)) = u−1τoppΘ′ ∈ U1(u

′)−1τoppΘ′ . Thus, π(τ) and
π(ιτ) lie in different connected components of C(τΘ′) ∩ C(τoppΘ′ ). By (1), it then
follows that τ and ι(τ) lie in distinct connected components of C(τΘ) ∩ C(τoppΘ ).
This completes the proof. □
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Corollary 2.6. If the full flag manifold F∆ of G does not have Property (I), then
no other flag manifold FΘ of G, where Θ ⊂ ∆ is i-invariant, has Property (I).

For example, it is shown in [8, §2.5] that Property (I) fails for the full flag
manifold of SL(n,R), for all n ≡ ±1 mod 8.

2.2. Restrictions on Anosov subgroups. In this subsection, we show that Prop-
erty (I) restricts the group theoretic structure of Anosov subgroups. See Theo-
rem 2.8 below for a precise statement.

We recall a few definitions: Let Θ ⊂ ∆ be an i-invariant subset. A subset Λ of
FΘ = G/PΘ is called antipodal if every pair of distinct points in Λ is antipodal.
An antipodal subset Λ ⊂ FΘ is called maximally antipodal if for all τ ∈ FΘ, there
exists λ ∈ Λ such that τ is not antipodal to λ. More generally, an antipodal subset
Λ ⊂ FΘ is called locally maximally antipodal if there exists a neighborhood N of Λ
such that, for all τ ∈ N , there exists λ ∈ c such that τ and λ are not antipodal.

Lemma 2.7. If FΘ has Property (I), then all antipodal circles in FΘ are locally
maximally antipodal.

In the statement above, by an “antipodal circle” in FΘ, we mean the image of
an embedding ϕ : S1 → FΘ such that ϕ(S1) is an antipodal subset of FΘ.

Proof of Lemma 2.7. Let τ± ∈ FΘ be any pair of antipodal points, and let f :
[−1, 1] → FΘ, f(±1) = τ±, be a continuous map. If f((−1, 1)) ⊂ C(τ−) ∩ C(τ+),
then, let Ω be the connected component of C(τ−) ∩ C(τ+) containing the image
f((−1, 1)). Since FΘ has Property (I), by the same argument used in the proof of
[8, Theorem A] (see [8, §3]), it follows that every point in Ω is not antipodal to
some point in f(−1, 1).

If c is an antipodal circle, then, choose any distinct points τ1, τ2, τ3 ∈ c. For
distinct indices i, j, k ∈ {1, 2, 3}, let Ωijk be the connected component of C(τi) ∩
C(τk) containing τj . Then N = Ω123 ∪ Ω231 ∪ Ω312 is an open neighborhood of c.
By the previous paragraph, every point in N is not antipodal to some point in c,
cf. [8, Corollary B]. Hence, c is locally maximally antipodal. □

A subgroup Γ of G is said to be Θ-boundary embedded if Γ is hyperbolic and
there exists a Γ-equivariant continuous map

(3) ξ : ∂∞Γ → FΘ

from the Gromov boundary ∂∞Γ of Γ to FΘ, which sends every pair of distinct
points in ∂∞Γ to a pair of antipodal points in FΘ. A non-elementary boundary
embedded subgroup is necessarily discrete, since ξ is an embedding and the action
of Γ on ∂∞Γ is a convergence group action, see Freden [10]. We refer our read-
ers to Kapovich-Leeb-Porti [18, §5.2] for more details on Θ-boundary embedded
subgroups.

A subgroup Γ of G is said to be (PΘ- or) Θ-Anosov if it is Θ-boundary embedded
with a strongly dynamics preserving boundary map ξ : ∂∞Γ → FΘ (as in (3)); see
[13, Definition 2.10] for a precise definition. In this situation, the image of this
(unique) strongly dynamics preserving boundary map ξ : ∂∞Γ → FΘ is called the
Θ-limit set of Γ.

Theorem 2.8. Suppose that FΘ has Property (I). Then, any Θ-boundary embedded
subgroup of G is virtually isomorphic to either a free group or a surface group.

In particular, the same conclusion holds for any Θ-Anosov subgroup of G.
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Proof. Let Γ < G be a Θ-boundary embedded subgroup and let ξ : ∂∞Γ → FΘ be
a boundary embedding as in (3). Assume that Γ not virtually free. Then, using
[2, Corollary 2], we discover an embedding j : S1 → ∂∞Γ. We aim to demonstrate
that j is surjective, and therefore, a homeomorphism:

We observe that ξ◦j(S1) ⊂ FΘ is an antipodal circle. By Lemma 2.7, it is locally
maximally antipodal. Since ξ : ∂∞Γ → FΘ maps pairwise distinct points to pairwise
antipodal points, there exists an open neighborhood N of ξ(j(S1)) in FΘ which does
not contain ξ(z), for any z ∈ ∂∞Γ \ j(S1). Consequently, j(S1) = ξ−1(N) is open
(and closed) in ∂∞Γ. Since hyperbolic fixed points are dense in ∂∞Γ, there exists
an infinite order element γ ∈ Γ such that the attractive fixed point γ+ of γ lies in
j(S1). Then, we must have γ(j(S1)) = j(S1) since γ(j(S1)) ∩ j(S1) is nonempty
and j(S1) is both closed and open in ∂∞Γ.

Notably, the repulsive fixed point γ− ∈ ∂∞Γ of γ also lies in j(S1). This con-
clusion arises because γ− is the accumulation point of the sequence (γ−nz), where
z ∈ j(S1) is any point distinct from of γ+, and (γ−nz) remains within j(S1).

Now we can show that j : S1 → ∂∞Γ is surjective. As γ preserves j(S1), it
also preserves its complement ∂∞Γ \ j(S1). Were ∂∞Γ \ j(S1) nonempty, then,
for any point z ∈ ∂∞Γ \ j(S1), the sequence (γnz) would accumulate at γ+ (note
that z ̸= γ− as γ− ∈ j(S1)). However, since the sequence (γnz) lies the closed
subset ∂∞Γ \ j(S1), it cannot have an accumulation point outside it, leading to a
contradiction!

Therefore, we have arrived at the conclusion that ∂∞Γ is homeomorphic to a
circle. Applying the deep results of Tukia [24], Gabai [11], Freden [10], Casson-
Jungreis [5] (see also [16, Theorem 5.4]), it follows that Γ contains a finite index
subgroup isomorphic to the fundamental group of a closed hyperbolic surface. □

Our next result shows that Θ-Anosov subgroups of G with maximally antipodal
Θ-limit sets are maximal in the class of Θ-Anosov subgroups of G in the sense that
they cannot be realized as infinite index subgroups of larger Θ-Anosov subgroups.

Proposition 2.9. Let Γ be a residually finite Θ-Anosov subgroup of G. The fol-
lowing are equivalent:

(i) The Θ-limit set Λ ⊂ FΘ of Γ is locally maximally antipodal.
(ii) The Θ-limit set Λ ⊂ FΘ of Γ is maximally antipodal.
(iii) If Γ′ is a Θ-Anosov subgroup of G such that [Γ : (Γ ∩ Γ′)] < ∞, then Γ is

commensurable with Γ′.

We remark that the residual finiteness assumption is only needed to show (iii)
implies (ii).

Proof of Proposition 2.9. Clearly, (ii) implies (i). We show (i) implies (ii): Suppose
that the Θ-limit set Λ ⊂ FΘ of Γ is locally maximally antipodal. Let N be an open
neighborhood of Λ in FΘ such that for all τ ∈ N , there exists λ ∈ Λ such that
τ is not antipodal to λ. If, on the contrary, Λ is not maximally antipodal, there
exists τ ∈ FΘ that is antipodal to any point in Λ. Let γ ∈ Γ be an element with
infinite order, and γ+ denote the attractive fixed point of γ in ∂∞Γ. Since Λ is the
image of a Γ-equivariant, strongly dynamics-preserving boundary map from ∂∞Γ
to FΘ, the sequence (γnτ) accumulates at ξ(γ+) ∈ Λ ⊂ N. However, as γnτ, for
n ∈ N, is antipodal to any point in Λ, we can conclude that γnτ ̸∈ N ; this leads to
a contradiction with the preceding sentence.
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Now, we show that (ii) implies (iii): Suppose that the Θ-limit set Λ of Γ is
maximally antipodal in FΘ. If Γ

′ is a Θ-Anosov subgroup of G such that H = Γ∩Γ′

is a finite index subgroup of Γ, then H is also a Θ-Anosov subgroup of G with the
same Θ-limit set Λ. We proceed to show that H is a finite index subgroup of
Γ′. As Θ-Anosov subgroups are quasi-isometrically embedded in G, the inclusion
H ↪→ Γ′ is a quasi-isometric embedding, which gives rise to a natural embedding
j : ∂∞H ↪→ ∂∞Γ′. Moreover, the H-equivariant map ξ : ∂∞H → Λ is realized as the
composition ξ = ξ′ ◦ j, where ξ′ : ∂∞Γ′ → FΘ is the strongly dynamics-preserving
boundary map for Γ′. If [Γ′ : H] = ∞, then j : ∂∞H ↪→ ∂∞Γ′ is not surjective,
and therefore, Λ = ξ′ ◦ j(∂∞H) is a proper subset of the Θ-limit set ξ′(∂∞Γ′) of Γ′.
Thus, since Λ is maximally antipodal, ξ′(∂∞Γ′) cannot be an antipodal subset of
FΘ. As Θ-limit sets of Θ-Anosov subgroups of G are antipodal subsets of FΘ, this
leads to a contradiction.

Finally, we show (iii) implies (ii): Suppose that the limit set Λ in FΘ of Γ is not
maximally antipodal. Then, we can pick a pair of distinct points τ± ∈ FΘ \Λ such
that Λ∪{τ±} is antipodal. Let H be a cyclic Θ-Anosov subgroup of G with limit set
{τ±}. Since Γ and H are residually finite, we can apply the Combination Theorem
for Anosov subgroups [9, Theorem 1.3] to obtain finite index subgroups Γ1 of Γ
and H1 of H such that the subgroup Γ′ in G generated by Γ1 and H1 is Θ-Anosov
and Γ′ is naturally isomorphic to the free product Γ1 ⋆ H1. Since Γ1 ⊂ Γ ∩ Γ′, it
follows that [Γ : (Γ ∩ Γ′)] ≤ [Γ : Γ1] < ∞. But Γ1 is an infinite index subgroup of
Γ′. Therefore, Γ is not commensurable with Γ′. □

Following Kapovich-Leeb-Porti, the flag limit set can be defined more generally
for an arbitrary subgroup G′ < G [18, Definition 4.25]; this agrees with the previous
definition when G′ is a Θ-Anosov subgroup. The examples of Anosov subgroups we
produce in §3.2 arise implicitly as convex cocompact subgroups of rank 1 subgroups
G′ < G. For a uniform lattice Γ in a rank 1 subgroup G′ inside G, the Θ-limit
set of Γ equals the Θ-limit set of G′. Therefore, our results in §3.2.2 and §3.3 are
described in terms of flag limit sets of rank 1 subgroups.

Remark 2.10. Guichard-Wienhard [14, 15] have introduced the interesting notion
of Θ-positive representations of surface groups. Such representations are Θ-Anosov,
and triples in their Θ-limit sets lie in components of pairwise transverse triples of
flags which are called Θ-positive. By [12, Proposition 2.5(3)], Θ-positive triples are
sent to another component of pairwise transverse triples under the inversion map ι,
see Definition 2.1. When the inversion map does not leave a component of C(τΘ)∩
C(τoppΘ ) invariant, arcs in that component (with endpoints at τΘ, τ

opp
Θ ) are locally

maximally antipodal, again by the proof of [8, Theorem A]. It follows that limit
sets of Θ-positive representations are maximally antipodal. Hitchin representations
and maximal representations are special cases of Θ-positive representations. These
provide examples of maximally antipodal circles in Ison(R2n, ω). We record this
observation in the following result.

Corollary 2.11. Let ρ : Γ → G be a Θ-positive representation, where Γ is a surface
group. Then, the Θ-limit set of ρ(Γ) is a maximally antipodal subset of FΘ.

In particular, if Γ′ is a Θ-Anosov subgroup of G such that [ρ(Γ) : (ρ(Γ)∩Γ′)] < ∞,
then ρ(Γ) is commensurable with Γ′.
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3. Anosov subgroups of the symplectic group

Let J : R2n → R2n be the linear map defined by Jei = (−1)ie2n−i+1 on the
standard basis. Then ω(x, y) = xTJy defines a symplectic form and the symplectic
group is given by

Sp(2n,R) = {g ∈ GL(2n,R) : gTJg = J}.

Observe that J2 = −1, J = −JT , and g ∈ Sp(2n,R) if and only if −JgTJ = g−1.

3.1. Restrictions on Anosov subgroups of the symplectic group. The key
restriction on Anosov subgroups comes from analyzing how the antiprincipal minors
transform under inversion.

Definition 3.1. Define the antiprincipal k × k minor of g to be pk(g) where

ge2n ∧ ge2n−1 ∧ · · · ∧ ge2n−k+1 ∧ ek+1 ∧ · · · ∧ e2n = pk(g)e1 ∧ e2 ∧ · · · ∧ e2n.

Lemma 3.2 (Key Lemma). For g ∈ Sp(2n,R), pk(g−1) = (−1)kpk(g).

We use the notation g[I, J ] to denote the submatrix of g formed by the rows I
and columns J ; in particular, pk(g) = det(g[{1, . . . , k}, {2n, . . . , 2n− k + 1}]).

Proof. We apply the definition:

pk(g
−1)e1 ∧ e2 ∧ · · · ∧ e2n

= g−1e2n ∧ g−1e2n−1 ∧ · · · ∧ g−1e2n−k+1 ∧ ek+1 ∧ · · · ∧ e2n

= (−JgTJe2n) ∧ (−JgTJe2n−1) ∧ · · · ∧
(−JgTJe2n−k+1) ∧ ek+1 ∧ · · · ∧ e2n

= (gTJe2n) ∧ (gTJe2n−1) ∧ · · · ∧ (gTJe2n−k+1) ∧ Jek+1 ∧ · · · ∧ Je2n

To find the overall sign of applying J we note that each of e2n−k+1, . . . , e2n appear
twice. So it suffices to compute (k+1)+ · · ·+(2n−k) = 2n2−2nk+n−k ≡ n+k
mod 2. We continue:

= (−1)n+k(gT e1) ∧ (gT e2) ∧ · · · ∧ (gT ek) ∧ e2n−k ∧ · · · ∧ e1

= (−1)n+k det
(
gT [{2n, . . . , 2n− k + 1}, {1, . . . , k}]

)
e2n ∧ e2n−1 ∧ · · · ∧ e2n−k+1 ∧ e2n−k ∧ · · · ∧ e1

= (−1)n+k det(g[{1, . . . , k}, {2n, . . . , 2n− k + 1}])
e2n ∧ e2n−1 ∧ · · · ∧ e2n−k+1 ∧ e2n−k ∧ · · · ∧ e1

= (−1)k det(g[{1, . . . , k}, {2n, . . . , 2n− k + 1}])
e1 ∧ e2 ∧ · · · ∧ ek ∧ ek+1 ∧ · · · ∧ e2n

= (−1)k(ge2n) ∧ (ge2n−1) ∧ · · · ∧ (ge2n−k+1) ∧ ek+1 ∧ · · · ∧ e2n

= (−1)kpk(g)e1 ∧ e2 ∧ · · · ∧ e2n

which completes the proof. □

The flag manifolds defined in §2 have the following concrete description for G =
Sp(2n,R): Let us fix a subset Θ ⊂ {1, . . . , n}. An isotropic Θ-flag is a partial flag
V k1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ V k|Θ| in (R2n, ω) with a component V i in each dimension i ∈ Θ, such
that each V i is isotropic, i.e. the restriction of ω to V i is identically zero. The space
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of isotropic Θ-flags is naturally identified with the flag manifold FΘ associated to
Sp(2n,R), see [1, p. 206].

A pair of isotropic Θ-flags V,W is antipodal if, for all i ∈ Θ, V i⊕ (W i)⊥ = R2n.
Here we let W⊥ denote the set of vectors v satisfying ω(v, w) = 0 for all w ∈ W .
In our setup, the standard flag τΘ, given by

τ iΘ = Span{e1, . . . , ei}, i ∈ Θ,

is an isotropic Θ-flag as is the standard opposite flag τoppΘ , given by

(τoppΘ )i = Span{e2n, . . . , e2n−i+1}, i ∈ Θ.

Note that τΘ is antipodal to τoppΘ . The stabilizer of τΘ in G = Sp(2n,R) is the par-
abolic subgroup PΘ consisting of the intersection of G with block upper triangular
matrices preserving the partial flag corresponding to τΘ. The unipotent radical UΘ

of PΘ acts simply transitively on the flags antipodal to τΘ.
3

We are interested in the space of pairwise antipodal triples of flags (τ−, τ, τ+) in
FΘ: Let us assume that τ− = τΘ and τ+ = τoppΘ . Since τ is antipodal to τΘ, we
may write τ = uτoppΘ for a unique u ∈ UΘ. Each u ∈ UΘ is strictly upper triangular
in the standard basis. We want to understand when uτoppΘ is antipodal to τoppΘ .

Lemma 3.3. τ = uτoppΘ is antipodal to τoppΘ if and only if for all k ∈ Θ, pk(u) ̸= 0.

Proof. We observe that (uτoppΘ )k = Span{ue2n, . . . , ue2n−k+1} and ((τoppΘ )k)⊥ =

Span{e2n, e2n−1, . . . , ek+1}. Therefore, (uτoppΘ )k ⊕ ((τoppΘ )k)⊥ = R2n if and only if

ue2n ∧ · · · ∧ ue2n−k+1 ∧ ek+1 ∧ · · · ∧ e2n = pk(u)e1 ∧ e2 ∧ · · · ∧ e2n

is nonzero. □

We are now in position to complete the proof of Theorem 1.2(i).

Lemma 3.4. Let Θ ⊂ {1, . . . , n}. If Θ contains an odd integer, then FΘ has
Property (I).

Proof. Let Ω be any connected component of the intersection C(τΘ)∩C(τoppΘ ). We
would like to show that ι(Ω) ∩ Ω = ∅. Since ι preserves the intersection C(τΘ) ∩
C(τoppΘ ) (see Lemma 2.2), it is enough to show that for some point τ ∈ Ω, ι(τ) ̸∈ Ω.
We argue by contradiction: Given τ ∈ Ω, suppose, to the contrary, that there exists
a continuous path c : [−1, 1] → Ω from ι(τ) = c(−1) to τ = c(1). For t ∈ [−1, 1],
let ut ∈ UΘ be the unique element such that c(t) = utτ

opp
Θ . Note that

u−1 = u−1
1 .

Let k ∈ Θ be an odd integer. By definition, c(t) is antipodal to both τΘ and τoppΘ ,
and so by Lemma 3.3, pk(ut) ̸= 0 for all t ∈ [−1, 1]. Since t 7→ ut is continuous, the
sign of pk(ut) is constant for t ∈ [−1, 1]. However, since k is odd, by Lemma 3.2,

pk(u−1) = −pk(u1),

giving a contradiction. □

Together with Lemma 3.4, Theorem 2.8 implies the following:

Corollary 3.5. Suppose that Θ ⊂ {1, . . . , n} contains an odd integer. If Γ is a
Θ-Anosov subgroup of Sp(2n,R), then Γ is virtually isomorphic to a free group or
a surface group.

3UΘ is also called the horocyclic subgroup associated to Θ.
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3.2. Examples from rank 1 subgroups. In §3.1, we showed that if Θ ⊂ {1, . . . , n}
contains an odd integer, then Θ-Anosov subgroups of Sp(2n,R) are virtually free or
surface groups. In this section we show that this result is optimal. Let Θeven denote
the set of all even integers in {1, . . . , n}, and let Feven denote FΘeven

. We construct
examples of Θeven-Anosov subgroups of Sp(2n,R), which are not virtually free or
surface groups.

3.2.1. Θeven-Anosov subgroups inside a copy of SL(2,C). When n is even, any ir-
reducible representation SL(2,C) → SL(n,C) preserves a symplectic form, so the
image is contained in Sp(n,C) ⊂ Sp(2n,R), up to conjugating the symplectic form
to our standard one. We let ρn : SL(2,C) → Sp(2n,R) denote this representa-
tion. When n is odd, we consider the representation ρn : SL(2,C) → Sp(2n,R)
obtained by direct summing ρn−1 with a trivial 2-dimensional representation. For
concreteness, we fix the embedding Sp(2n,R) → Sp(2n+ 2,R) given by

(4)

[
A B
C D

]
7→

A 0 B
0 I 0
C 0 D


where I is the 2× 2 identiy matrix.

Theorem 3.6. Let n ≥ 2. If Γ is a convex cocompact subgroup of SL(2,C), then
ρn(Γ) is a Θeven-Anosov subgroup of Sp(2n,R).

Before discussing the proof, we briefly recall the Cartan decomposition and re-
stricted roots for sp(2n,R). The map

θ : sp(2n,R) → sp(2n,R), θ(X) = −XT

is a Cartan involution of sp(2n,R). The fixed point set is k = o(2n,R) ∩ sp(2n,R)
and its −1-eigenspace, denoted p, is the intersection of sp(2n,R) with the space
of symmetric matrices. The Cartan decomposition is sp(2n,R) = k⊕ p. We let a
denote the intersection of sp(2n,R) with the space of diagonal matrices. Precisely,
a = {Diag(λ1, . . . , λn,−λn, . . . ,−λ1) : λi ∈ R}. It is easy to see that a is a maximal
abelian subspace of p, since it contains a diagonal element with distinct entries. The
restricted roots Σ ⊂ a∗ are the nonzero weights of the adjoint representation of a
on g. In this case, Σ ∪ {0} = {±λi ± λj}ij . We take the positive Weyl chamber
to be the subset of a with strictly decreasing entries. The corresponding set of
simple roots is then ∆ = {λ1 − λ2, λ2 − λ3, . . . , λn−1 − λn, 2λn}. We label the
simple roots by αi = λi − λi−1 for i < n and αn = 2λn. Then the subset Θeven

is {α2, . . . , α2⌊n
2 ⌋}, i.e. the subset of ∆ consisting of simple roots labelled by even

integers. Observe that the embedding given by (4) preserves the choices above and
maps the positive Weyl chamber to the nonnegative Weyl chamber.

Proof of Theorem 3.6. We first consider the case when n is even: The representa-
tion ρn induces a representation of sl(2,C). Up to conjugation, this Lie algebra
representation maps

H ′ =

[
1 0
0 −1

]
7→ H = Diag((n− 1)I, (n− 3)I, . . . , (1− n)I),

where H is expressed as a block diagonal matrix of 2×2 blocks (I denotes the 2×2
identity matrix); this is easy to see directly but also follows from Proposition 3.9
below. Since the simple roots in Θeven are positive on H, we may apply [13,
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Proposition 4.7], which says that for any convex cocompact subgroup Γ of SL(2,C),
ρn(Γ) is Θeven-Anosov in Sp(2n,R). (We remark that our subset Θ would be called
∆ \Θ in the conventions of [13].)

For n odd, we start with the matrix H for ρn−1. Applying the inclusion (4) to H
yields a matrix on which each simple root in Θeven is positive, and [13, Proposition
4.7] applies once again. □

3.2.2. The Θeven-limit set of ρn(SL(2,C)) is maximally antipodal. In Theorem 3.6,
we obtained antipodal subsets of Feven homeomorphic to S2 as a limit set of ρn(Γ),
where Γ < SL(2,C) is any uniform lattice. In this section we show these sub-
sets are maximally antipodal, see Corollary 3.8. In fact we will show something
slightly stronger. Via the natural inclusion Sp(2n,R) ⊂ SL(2n,R), a Θeven-Anosov
subgroup of Sp(2n,R) may be viewed as an Anosov subgroup of SL(2n,R) with re-
spect to the subset of simple roots labelled by even integers 2 ≤ k ≤ 2n−2, see [13,
Proposition 4.4]. In particular, such a subgroup is {2, 2n− 2}-Anosov in SL(2n,R)
and has a flag limit set in the flag manifold F2,2n−2 of SL(2n,R) consisting of pairs

(x, y) where x is a 2-plane in R2n and y is a codimension 2-plane containing x.
We show in Theorem 3.7 that the limit set of ρn(SL(2,C)) in F2,2n−2 is maximally
antipodal.

In the analysis below, we view all matrices as 2 × 2 block matrices. We fix the
following basis of 2× 2 matrices:

(5) I =

[
1 0
0 1

]
T =

[
1 0
0 −1

]
R =

[
0 −1
1 0

]
P =

[
0 1
1 0

]
We note that the nonzero matrices in the span of I and R have positive determinant
while the nonzero matrices in the span of T and P are traceless symmetric with
negative determinant.

Theorem 3.7. Let Λ be the {2, 2n − 2}-limit set in F2,2n−2 of ρn(SL(2,C)) ⊂
SL(2n,R). Then Λ is maximally antipodal in F2,2n−2.

Proof. Let τ+ ∈ F2,2n−2 be the partial flag defined by (τ+)
2 = Span{e1, e2} and

(τ+)
2n−2 = Span{e1, e2, . . . , e2n−2}. The horocyclic subgroup of SL(2n,R) corre-

sponding to τ+ is given by

U =


I A B
0 I2n−4 C
0 0 I

 ⊂ SL(2n,R)

and acts simply transitively on C(τ+) ⊂ F2,2n−2. Let τ− ∈ F2,2n−2 be the partial
flag with (τ−)

2 = Span{e2n, e2n−1} and (τ−)
2n−2 = Span{e2n, e2n−1, . . . , e3}, and

note that τ− is transverse to τ+. We will show that for every g ∈ U , gτ− is not
antipodal to some point in Λ, up to an arbitrarily small perturbation of g. This
suffices as the condition of being non-antipodal is closed: to see this, consider

E = {(y, f) ∈ Λ×F : f ∈ E(y)}
where E(y) = F \ C(y) is the set of flags non-antipodal to y. Note that each
E(y) is compact, so the fibers of E → Λ are compact and the base is compact. It
follows that E is compact; indeed, since F is metrizable, it suffices to show that
E is sequentially compact. Given a sequence (yn, fn) in E , we can assume that
(yn) converges to y in Λ up to passing to a subsequence. By passing to a further
subsequence, we may assume that fn converges to f in F . Since each fn ∈ E(yn),
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the limit f is contained in E(y), so E is sequentially compact. Therefore the image
of E → F is compact, and this image is exactly the set of flags non-antipodal to
some point of Λ.

First consider the case where n is even. We let H,X, Y denote the images of
H ′, X ′, Y ′ under the representation ρn : sl(2,C) → sp(2n,R). By Proposition 3.9
below we may assume that

(6)

H = Diag((n− 1)I, (n− 3)I, . . . , (1− n)I)

X = Diag1(c1I, . . . , cn/2−1I, cn/2T,−cn/2+1I, . . . ,−cnI)

Y = Diag1(c1R, . . . , cn/2−1R, cn/2P, cn/2+1R, . . . , cnR)

where ck =
√
kn− k2. We have

Λ \ {τ+} = {exp(αX + βY )τ− : α, β ∈ R}.

Consider exp(αX + βY ) as a block 2 × 2 matrix. The entries are polynomials in
α, β. The degree of a 2 × 2 block of exp(αX + βY ) is k when that block is on
the kth diagonal. In particular, the highest degree terms are the top-right block of
exp(αX + βY ), and the degree is n− 1, hence odd.

The top right block of exp(αX + βY ) is traceless symmetric, as we now explain.
Looking at the explicit representation in (6), we observe that

αX + βY = Diag1(C1, . . . , Cn−1)

where Ck = αAk + βBk. In particular, Cn/2 is in the span of T and P and for
k ̸= n/2, Ck is in the span of I and R. The top right block of exp(αX + βY ) is
then the product

exp(αX + βY )1n =
1

(n− 1)!
C1C2 · · ·Cn/2−1Cn/2Cn/2+1 · · ·Cn−1.

Multiplying any matrix in the span of T and P on the left or right by a matrix in
the span of I and R remains in the span of T and P . Thus exp(αX + βY )1n is in
the span of T and P and therefore is traceless symmetric.

Any other flag g−1τ− ∈ C(τ+) ⊂ F2,2n−2 is transverse to Λ if and only if the
second antiprincipal minor p2(g exp(αX + βY )) is nonvanishing for all α, β ∈ R by
Lemma 3.3. We will show that for any g ∈ U there exists g′ arbitrarily near g and
α, β such that p2(g

′ exp(αX + βY )) = 0.
The top-right block of g exp(αX + βY ) is Z1n =

∑
j g1j exp(αX + βY )jn. As

a polynomial in α, β, the highest degree term is g11 exp(αX + βY )1n which has
degree n− 1. Since g11 is the identity matrix this term is traceless symmetric.

We now consider the components of Z1n in the basis I,R, T, P , see (5). Observe
that the coefficients of T and P have a higher degree than the coefficients of I,R,
so for sufficiently large α, β the determinant of Z1n is negative.

The coefficients of T and P have a common real root, up to an arbitrarily small
perturbation of g. Indeed, let fT (α, β) (resp. fP (α, β)) be the coefficient of T (resp.
P ) in Z1n. fT and fP are real polynomials in the variables α, β. Let fT (resp. fP )
denote the sum of highest degree terms of fT (resp. fP ). In fact, fT (resp. fP ) is
independent of g, and equals the coefficient of T (resp. P ) in exp(αX + βY )1n. It is

convenient to consider the homogenizations f̂T (α, β, γ) and f̂P (α, β, γ), i.e. homo-

geneous polynomials such that f̂T (α, β, 1) = fT (α, β) and f̂P (α, β, 1) = fP (α, β).
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Note that we can modify the constant terms of fT , fP by modifying g1n. There-
fore, up to an arbitrarily small perturbation of g, we can assume that the zero

sets of f̂T and f̂P in CP2 have no common algebraic components. Then by Be-

zout’s theorem, there are exactly (n − 1)2 common zeros of f̂T and f̂P in CP2,
counted with multiplicity. Since n is even, there are an odd number of zeros; since
complex conjugation permutes the roots preserving multiplicity, there exists a real
root. It then suffices to rule out the possibility of a real root “at infinity,” i.e. when

γ = 0. A real root at infinity for f̂T and f̂P corresponds to a nonzero root of fT
and fP . But a common real root of fT and fP is a pair of real numbers (α, β)
such that exp(αX + βY )1n = 0. This can only occur when (α, β) = (0, 0), e.g. by
transversality of the limit set.

At a common real root of fT and fP , the block Z1n is in the span of R and I
and so has determinant ≥ 0. If it is zero, we are done; otherwise, we apply the
intermediate value theorem, to see that a zero exists, and then we are done.

We now consider ρn where n is odd. The homomorphism ρn is induced by ρn−1

and the inclusion (4). Then H = ρn(H
′) is still diagonal with decreasing entries,

but X and Y no longer have all entries on the superdiagonal. However, the top-
right block for exp(αX + βY ) under ρn agrees with the top-right block for ρn−1.
To see this, consider a simultaneous permutation of the rows and columns swapping
the central 2× 2 block with the bottom-right 2× 2 block:A 0 B

0 I 0
C 0 D

 7→

A B 0
C D 0
0 0 I

 .

Then as before, the top right block of exp(αX + βY ) is traceless symmetric, has
strictly larger degree than any other block, and this degree is odd. From this point
we may apply the same proof as the even case. □

Corollary 3.8. The {2}-limit set ΛIso2 of ρn(SL(2,C)) < Sp(2n,R) is maxi-
mally antipodal in Iso2(R2n, ω). Moreover, the Θeven-limit set Λeven ⊂ Feven of
ρn(SL(2,C)) < Sp(2n,R) is also maximally antipodal.

Proof. The isotropic flag manifold Iso2(R2n, ω) for Sp(2n,R) naturally embeds into
the flag manifold F2,2n−2 of SL(2n,R) via the map V 7→ (V ⊂ V ⊥). By Theo-
rem 3.7, Λ is maximally antipodal in F2,2n−2. Then in particular, every isotropic

flag in Iso2(R2n, ω) ⊂ F2,2n−2 is non-transverse to some point of Λ. So ΛIso2 of is

maximally antipodal in Iso2(R2n, ω).
Now consider an arbitrary element τ of Feven. By the previous paragraph, the 2-

dimensional part of τ is non-transverse to some point of ΛIso2 . So Λeven is maximally
antipodal in Feven. □

Proposition 3.9. Let n be even. Let ρ : sl(2,C) → sp(2n,R) be a representation
such that the eigenvalues of

ρ

([
1 0
0 −1

])
are (n−1, n−1, n−3, n−3, . . . , n−2k+1, . . . , 1−n, 1−n) (with multiplicity). Then,
up to conjugation by an element of Sp(2n,R), ρ intertwines the Cartan involutions
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of sl(2,C) and sp(2n,R) and moreover maps

(7)

H ′ =

[
1 0
0 −1

]
7→ H = Diag((n− 1)I, (n− 3)I, . . . , (1− n)I)

X ′ =

[
0 1
0 0

]
7→ X = Diag1(c1I, . . . , cn/2−1I, cn/2T,−cn/2+1I, . . . ,−cnI)

Y ′ =

[
0 i
0 0

]
7→ Y = Diag1(c1R, . . . , cn/2−1R, cn/2P, cn/2+1R, . . . , cnR)

It will be convenient to set the following notation which appears in the proof.

Definition 3.10. We let A denote the adjugate of a 2× 2 matrix A:

A =

[
a b
c d

]
7→

[
d −b
−c a

]
= A

We easily observe that I = I and T = −T,R = −R,P = −P .

Proof of Proposition 3.9. By the Karpelevic-Mostow Theorem [19, 21], we may

assume that ρ intertwines the Cartan involutions θ′(Z) = −Z
T

of sl(2,C) and
θ(Z) = −ZT of sp(2n,R). It then follows that it takes H ′ to p. Then up to con-
jugation in K we may assume that ρ(H ′) is diagonal, since K acts transitively on
the maximal abelian subspaces of p. Moreover, the Weyl group acts transitively on
chambers, so we may further conjugate so that ρ(H ′) = H.

We now show that we can conjugate ρ so that X ′ maps to X, except possibly
at the middle block. The matrices Z satisfying [H,Z] = 2Z are exactly the super-
diagonal matrices given by Z = Diag1(A1, . . . , An−1). Such a Z is in sp(2n,R) if and
only if An−k = −Ak. The Levi subgroup is L = ZSp(2n,R)(H) = {Diag(g1, . . . , gn) :

g−1
n−k+1 = gk}. It acts on superdiagonal matrices by

Diag1(. . . , Ak, . . . ) 7→ Diag1(. . . , gkAkg
−1
k+1, . . . ).

We will only conjugate ρ by the subgroup L∩K where each gk is orthogonal, so that
we preserve the Cartan involution. We know that [ρ(X ′), ρ(X ′T )] = ρ([X ′, X ′T ]) =
ρ(H ′) = H; it follows that each Ak appearing in ρ(X ′) is invertible. Since ρ inter-
twines the Cartan involution, it follows that each Ak is an orthogonal matrix times
ck =

√
kn− k2. Therefore, by setting g1 = I, the equations gkAk = ckgk+1 deter-

mine an element of L taking ρ(X ′) to Diag1(c1I, . . . , cn/2−1I, A,−cn/2+1I, . . . ,−cnI)

for some A satisfying A = −A. Now the subgroup of L given by {Diag(g, . . . , g−1)}
preserves all the blocks of X except possibly the middle block A, and it takes A to
gAg = det(g)gAg−1.

In order to control the middle block A, we must consider the image of Y ′. As
before, ρ(Y ′) is superdiagonal with blocks Bk. The fact that [X ′, Y ′] = 0 im-
plies that ck+1Bk = ckBk+1 for 1 ≤ k ≤ n/2 − 1. We need to see that det(Ak)
and det(Bk) have the same sign for all k. Observe that the top right block of
exp(αρn(X

′) + βρn(Y
′)) is the product

exp(αρ(X ′) + βρ(Y ′))1n =
1

(n− 1)!
C1C2 · · ·Cn/2−1Cn/2(−Cn/2) · · · (−C1)

where Ck = αAk + βBk. By transversality, this block has nonzero determinant
when α, β are not both zero. It follows that {αAk + βBk : α, β ∈ R} is a definite
subspace of (M2(R),det) for all k, so indeed det(Ak) and det(Bk) have the same
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sign. The middle block is traceless, so must have negative determinant. Now the
middle block is, up to rescaling by cn/2, orthogonal with negative determinant.
Hence we can conjugate so that An/2 becomes cn/2T .

At this point, we have shown that ρ can be conjugated to intertwine the Cartan
involutions, take H ′ to H, and take X ′ to X. We know that ρ(Y ′) is a superdiag-
onal block matrix of the form Diag1(c1B0, c2B0, . . . , cn/2B

′
0, . . . ) with B0 and B′

0

orthogonal, det(B0) = 1 and det(B′
0) = −1. Since the bracket [X ′, Y ′] = 0 we

have B′
0 = B0T . We now consider the inner product Bθ(U, V ) = −B(θU, V ) on

sp(2n,R). Since ρ is injective and intertwines the Cartan involutions the pullback
ρ∗Bθ agrees with Bθ′ up to a constant scalar. Therefore Bθ(ρ(X

′), ρ(Y ′)) = 0. This
implies that B0 is traceless; since moreover B0 is orthogonal with determinant 1,
it must be ±R. Then B′

0 = B0T = ±P .
We need to show that we can further conjugate ρ(Y ′) to Y while keeping all

of the data above preserved. For this we are only able to conjugate using the
group L∩K∩ZSp(2n,R)(X), which contains only the block diagonal elements where
g ∈ {±I,±P}. Up to conjugating by the block diagonal matrix of P ′s, we have
that B0 = R. Then B′

0 = RT = P . □

3.3. Maximal antipodality of the limit set of SU(n−1, 1). We let SU(n−1, 1)
denote the subgroup of SL(n,C) preserving the indefinite hermitian form h(u, v) =
uTQv where Q(e1) = en, Q(en) = e1 and Q(ek) = ek for 1 < k < n. We have

su(n− 1, 1) =


a− 1

2 Tr(X) −vT ib
u X v
ic −uT −a− 1

2 Tr(X)

 :
a, b, c ∈ R,
u, v ∈ Cn−2,
X ∈ u(n− 2)

 .

Note that Tr(X) ∈ iR. The Cartan involution θ(Z) = −Z
T
preserves su(n− 1, 1)

and induces the Cartan decomposition su(n−1, 1) = k⊕ p. Here k is the intersection
k = su(n − 1, 1) ∩ u(n), i.e. the intersection of su(n − 1, 1) with skew-Hermitian
matrices and p is the intersection of su(n − 1, 1) with Hermitian matrices. The
intersection of p with real diagonal matrices is the maximal abelian subspace a ⊂ p
given by

a =




x 0 · · · 0 0
0 0 · · · 0 0
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 · · · 0 0
0 0 · · · 0 −x

 : x ∈ R


.

In the induced restricted root space decomposition

su(n− 1, 1) = g−2α ⊕ g−α ⊕ a⊕m⊕ gα ⊕ g2α

we have

gα =




0 −z1 · · · −zn 0
0 0 · · · 0 z1
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 · · · 0 zn
0 0 · · · 0 0

 : z1, . . . , zn ∈ C
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and

g2α =




0 0 · · · 0 iy
0 0 · · · 0 0
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 · · · 0 0
0 0 · · · 0 0

 : y ∈ R


.

We identify Cn with R2n via (x1 + iy1, . . . , xn + iyn) 7→ (x1, y1, . . . , xn, yn). The
imaginary part of h is a real-valued symplectic form ωh preserved by SU(n− 1, 1).
Under the identification of Cn with R2n it may be written as ωh(x, y) = xTJhy for
the matrix

Jh =


0 0 · · · 0 R
0 R · · · 0 0
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 · · · R 0
R 0 · · · 0 0

 ,

which has the 2× 2 block R in the top-right, lower-left, and otherwise has R down
the diagonal blocks.

Under this identification, the horocyclic subalgebra u′ = gα ⊕ g2α is given by

u′ =


0 −αT ⊗ I + β ⊗R γR
0 0 α⊗ I + β ⊗R
0 0 0

 :
γ ∈ R,
α, β ∈ Rn−2


where e.g. α ⊗ I denotes an n − 2 × 2 block matrix according to the Kronecker
product. It exponentiates to the group

U ′ = exp(u′)

=


I −αT ⊗ I + β ⊗R − 1

2 (|α|
2
+ |β|2)I + γR

0 I α⊗ I + β ⊗R
0 0 I

 :
γ ∈ R,
α, β ∈ Rn−2

 .

where |α|2 denotes the standard norm squared of α. Note that U ′ acts simply
transitively on Λ \ {τ+}.

We also consider the horocyclic subgroup U of Sp(ωh) acting simply transitively
on C(τ+) ⊂ Iso2. This is given by

U =


I −F (u, v, w, z)

T
q(u, v, w, z)I + bR+ cT + dP

0 I F (u, v, w, z)
0 0 I

 :
b, c, d ∈ R,
u, v, w, z ∈ Rn−2


where, for u, v, w, z ∈ Rn−2, we set

q(u, v, w, z) =
1

2

(
−|u|2 − |v|2 + |w|2 + |z|2

)
,

F (u, v, w, z) = u⊗ I + v ⊗R+ w ⊗ T + z ⊗ P,

−F (u, v, w, z)
T
= −uT ⊗ I + vT ⊗R+ wT ⊗ T + zT ⊗ P.



18 SUBHADIP DEY, ZACHARY GREENBERG, AND J. MAXWELL RIESTENBERG

To see that U can be parameterized in this way, observe that each element can be
factored into a product of a matrix of the form

exp

0 −F (u, v, w, z)
T

0
0 0 F (u, v, w, z)
0 0 0


and a matrix of the form

exp

0 0 bR+ cT + dP
0 0 0
0 0 0

 .

Theorem 3.11. The limit set Λ ∼= S2n−3 ⊂ Iso2(R2n, ωh) associated to SU(n −
1, 1) ⊂ Sp(ωh) is maximally antipodal.

Before presenting the proof, we first explain how the symplectic form ωh is related
to the symplectic form ω we discussed above. It is convenient to fix a transformation
f : R2n → R2n which relates the two symplectic forms. When n is even, we may
use

f =
1√
2



√
2I 0

I I
. . .

...

I I
T −T

...
. . .

T −T

0
√
2I


and when n is odd, we modify f by inserting a middle row and column with

√
2I

in the center block and zeros elsewhere. It is easy to check that fJfT = Jh, and
it then follows directly that g ∈ Sp(ωh) if and only if fT gf−T ∈ Sp(ω) if and
only if f−1gf ∈ Sp(ω). Moreover, a subspace V is ωh-isotropic if and only if fTV
is ω-isotropic. In particular, the standard isotropic 2-flag and standard opposite
isotropic 2-flag are each ωh-isotropic.

Proof of Theorem 3.11. We will show that for any g ∈ U , there exists g′ ∈ U ′ such
that gg′τ− is not antipodal to τ−. To show that gg′τ− is not antipodal to τ−,
we only need to show that the 2 × 2 block (gu)1n has determinant 0. Indeed, we
may still apply Lemma 3.3 because the ωh-perpendicular of τopp{2} is equal to its

ω-perpendicular.
As before, we write (gg′)1n in the basis I,R, T, P . We first examine the I term

of (gg′)1n, where g and g′ are expressed in the parameters described above. The
coefficient of the I term is given by

− 1

2

(
|α|2 + 2α · u+ |u|2 + |β|2 − 2β · v + |v|2 − |w|2 − |z|2

)
=− 1

2
|α+ u|2 − 1

2
|β − v|2 + 1

2
|w|2 + 1

2
|z|2

which vanishes for a suitable choice of α and β.
It is then easy to choose γ so that the R term vanishes. This results in a 2× 2

block which may have zero or negative determinant. If the determinant is zero,
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then we are done. Otherwise, the determinant is negative; but in this case, observe
that by choosing sufficiently large γ we can make the determinant positive. By the
intermediate value theorem, there then exists some γ such that the determinant
becomes zero. □

Lemma 3.12. The limit set Λ ∼= S2n−3 ⊂ F2,2n−2 associated to SU(n − 1, 1) ⊂
SL(2n,R) is not maximally antipodal.

Proof. With the conventions as above, take

g =

I 0 I
0 I2n−4 0
0 0 I

 .

Then for any g′ ∈ U ′, gτ− is antipodal to g′τ−. In fact the block (g−1g′τ−)1n is

−1

2

(
|α|2 + |β|2 + 2

)
I + γR

Clearly, gτ− is transverse to τ+. □
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